IHMES 0|25 HUZEE2 Q0
VECMZ} VARZEO| 23t X

BRERL - HMEHR - T EE

2 %

2000 79RE AAAIIHILY dgoz AQfALEAET AIXEEZLY ¢
& HAHES o] &3t BASAY ZAaA7]7] 93 AAE stdof o). oo
HAHEE FH3e WHoRE AEY IARAEY, JEH L AFAH R Y (Vector
Error Correction Model : VECM)3 VARE 8 (Vector AutoRegressive Model)©]
Atk AEAHQ AR oJ3le FHE AN &S AAGARY ESAA
(nonstationary) 522 &t &R FHE 7HsAdel glo] HELS HES #4 F
Abg-atojof gt A A|EA RS Bt Tv|gle} okr|H e FAFEE A
g & JdEe Yoz VECMI VARE o] da] o]&5 Q)

mA 2 AFE VECMH VAREH S AMGste] A4 A& dE3 3
ARMEF S AHR3t 33 A0 &S vluste ofjd Ry oz FA3 =y
&°] § FFIA S Frlste=d F4E F1 ok F, & 7€ KIB & - €9
A e AT= 20008 1Y€ 49 8H 20013 7€ 274 7K] 3854 7He] KTB & -
AE A9 EEH I FAXFE does VECM %2 VAREEH A5 H AL
AR o gt A& FA3T Z g9 du T 58S vudtuz} It

o] A4 4F %A Z3, KTB 8&€714% KTB AE/HET, B3 FHA
42} KTB A E7H43td e 4% @A77 EA3%H, VECM 2 VARS HE3 3
ARMERE o] &3td AT HAHAU &Y A7 KRAVNRSH, 153 37
AN E o] 83tE Aol VECMI VAREH S 0|48 o Bt} AdYgs o=
o] 4% Aoz ey

FNAFATAE 2ATIY
o FUNAFATAE FYAT Y
ke FNAZATAY FIATL

- 231 -
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AAHAE g b 2ol st HUmY XA WEHEE A
229, AANLY 2L JH 27 AR V), TRAFAY AFEEUEY
2 WA 299 F 71X 8910 gsiN ARHATT B 5 gl $auelA
% 20003 7ERE AAANAR} AAHow APz HAsH0] WY
WY ANZGZEe R Way] o] HJALEZS Y 7hH A WA A A
ZAztoz WESA A ety AAASY JALEEN S HUASE FA9
=} FAXEZQ HUAYG s AE AEE 9d6) =250 o] A
FEZQ0) HANENTL Aol B}, FAASY FAFEZYoE F
NAEARL S8l AAAuS aw Ang ¢ alt}. AAA=Y YALEZ
0% dA HANEL Edlo] HAWE J¥S FAT & Ao Talu}ammz
AAA=Y JALEEQ o 7}7—%%% 9P A9g 5 g
9l ZAYMEo] 19999 99 20U RE FZTHEAY ] AF ﬂamm_ 9.

of FANEL AAHEY 717 e FRSE 71FWRo] AR AP
ANEEFY 2ot =, AAAE] B We =olAq 4A NS TR
£ AZolatn Fud, THHEL FL 4n1i 2 BYY ABoln), 2
AgAYL AR AGHE AARL A FoAAE 7F THFRI}
a3 AFAAZAZ BYHE 33 FaYAL 7FFES An ok =
ZAMEKTB)L ZAE Aoz st 4B AFo= AEAFY 52
9L A (hedge)dt?] 95te] AHgHTH

23 Y AE FANZ(KTB)E 2AE 71202 19999 99 2092 E 3
ZAEAYLAN AYHY] e FANARSIPL T 5 Qe o

mlo

rlr
::‘.4
i
X,
i
L
1o

N

—r"

THoZ o] FHA vk FFHEA Y20 19993 9€ 29¢ Y FALE
(treasury bond futures)Z ¥l o3 ZPE A& 7| 2ABE sf= A8
Aot} o]t Ze FANEE &t 7BFAVIE FYETA OE 1A
¢} 5 d(fixed-income securities)®] 7FA¥F gY23E AHsaL T&HoE

&
BelT 93, P AR AR Fa AP et FASUORE FAHE
2 01§% & vk B FeA, NBTAbE RAANY AA, @

AYAN, $1AY L AAEEZ 09 Felold 24 F Tty
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AAES G 5 AUk

dutd o 2 FAA Y 4FE 2 F7HEEY 7HE o] &4 B3 Wi a2
T dodl 2 8ol ok MAY AS o)AEo] 7HHW
AolBE AFFEACE FEAF A& AdBt 25
A FEHE A AgAeE F T Jo ke FF AFAHI} stk

A= A FEZHE Q) wste} vt ARE ¢

o, AU AL HEEE 2719 AL JHE¥EE 278 g AA)F)
=5 PoEN EFAE Y & Utk ol FYdtoer & HE HAY F
AEAA A9 o]e]& FFte Ao ozt A2 o] 8F 2N FEFE
A =E2d 7HENE A8 43 e Aoge HE AHste Aot 0
ZHA A BEHL FAX FAE FEAA AAXEZYY HAASAYE
Hasleted ok mebA A (hedgen)ES EEZE LY H3E TAAGY
A 717] %’—]311/‘1 # A 3] A 4] & (optimal hedge ratio)& Z Ao} ). 3Ry
£& AU EFR R uie} xfolE mt)
o2 714 Bol AMgHE AANEFARE L AT AR
Yol o3ty F4€ FAAH &L AALR
o] dAsth= Mo E Qe i :
AW ES 22 o] 8F A ETT /HANTY B E AAX
ANZAEE HagA71A Rt HHg A& A Zshe Azt
g F At AAGREY EGAFJeR Tr|o} opr|HE EAMES

F e AAHEFARF o r HE AT+ A R Y (Vector Error Correc-
tion Model : ©]3} VECM®%)3¥} VAR(Vector AutoRegressive Model ; ©)3}
VARE.®)o] g o] &= gt

B AFE FHA KTB & - A& x| #3 dF22 VECMF VARES

ALgete] =g A& %‘7—‘4 ARNEHE AHEst FA3 AN &
S vty ZF FPRY Mg oFY S v, 45 U 1 BFHE F
2 dF+ KTB 8- 4AEx859 E8¥W1 FAXTFE EUd2
o A @ - AERY AL JFAH AT LY 935}
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1€ 49~2001d 7€ 1%77}74 ST AEA N LNA TR 375709 KTB &
- AEAE S} %"ﬂ%’jﬁﬁlﬂ]/ﬂ HeE EEHI TAANTFE EHE VECMHA
VARE | ¢&t 44 61]?‘]‘312554 AT FALMRY 9t FHE
A &S v, FA3IE T, 2001d 7€ 12¢€~2001d 72 27¥71X) 10709
E EE 9 dZ(out-of-sample forecasting)S 3t T}

2 A7Y 4L s H 2o v A2 AYATFES AFHE{Y MEl
Me B A7oA AFEE HolH R A EEFA o] &d WHES HE5A
3, VA e AF23E AASdIT VA3 e & A7 279 a9 9 3
A3 5 F712 Hod AFE AASAT

I A

i

o151

t
ox oL
2

sFedEAdAA & (hedging)ol@ F& R oA T we} LA
EAZAAM Y SH(EE o) HEARZANM Y of(Ee &4

RAE Tt F AL Ao B4 & 4 olAE F
A

oy 1=
o lo
ne

_C:h

A AN A L2H S4TY AFLE AAste Ae AnEy. A

: ]
e}
B3 A= AEARl 23719 AFHAEAMNZAAN st er T

2

>l Mo oX

o

g 52 Eﬂ%ii ’3}04 °l-?*°1?¢l %k‘:}. % ﬂ—"r“ﬂ* T F7HFA o83
A g8 € AAAES o &5 A AT JEAA AFATE AHRA

A FAAFHES o] 8T FHAXEZE Y A #% AT 5.‘1419131
o2 go| Jo. F= ECMd &% s d7== A, YH3(1998), %

(1999)7 o] A3l 23 (2001)9] A7 % A3, 9¥3, dFH( 2001)4 04?
7F 9 #l9) 9T+ 2 E Ghosh (1993)4 ¢ Ghosh and Clayton (1996)9] 4+
4=
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T THAEAZAA 71E A FES AETHES VLR
3] A 249 HHE H#stY o E&F o ASEDT FAH &Y
< 93 Granger(1987)ell &ja) AAE FHEY Mde =Usta &
| @ X} 28 (Error Correction Model) & =933t o= ’%1 71&9 4
o] W3l e LFE RASTh EF 19 =F2 AA
A3 A9 A &S Tt 1 BT
TR} vln, BAE Bed 1 B3] gl
Ghosh(1993) = 29l OLSEg o2 AT A uj&L 2 e JuF
S AAsA T 18 19904 1Y 29%E 191 12€ 547MA & EA4 03
717HF 489¥)o.2 MAAst S&P 500 AEXFE o]838te] S&P 500 A<,
Dow Jones &% ]-’F NYSE FgF7HA+E A7) A A sA68 &
< FA3NAY. 2 A3 ECME o] &3 sAn&o] AFAHYU OLSEA =2 F
A A& Bt £ A2 YEsth(Dow Jones FHAHTA T B35
Wl ¢l) 22l ECMe] A%3 OLS AR EH R} oS3 ddHel glof
$-HYsldes 454938 AA s ok 28y Ghosh and Clayton(1996)2] 4
Ae & A7t (e ZFAE AASATH
2 PAHNES o] &3 A #Fd A7E FHY KTB & - A28 ©
£3 AFE A g e AFE+E Ederington(1979)2] €9 Maness
(1981)¢] A+7F it
A A, Ederington2< XEZT L FAHolES o] &3t 90Y T-hilldEH
GNMAEES 717} 90¥ T-bildEFH GNMAFNES o83t AT EZA
F AEAFY A THE v AE A
AZAFY GNMAAEC] T-bhilldERD FAEFA o A9, A2 @7
Eol 93 ARG Fr|AE 93 Aol o EHAHQ FHAZHE BUTH
E3 A7) AF-E A AHI ALE BY) Ederingtond 19 d74
ol A T-billell 93 A &7 GNMA] 93 A axr Z& olfo o

=
P

AQ
o3l
(£
)
»4

it

N 2
oxl

ol

L

£

N :
(N

o

F

-
ﬂh_-%

1) Figlewki, S., “Hedging With Stock Index Futures : Theory and Applicatios in a

New Market,” Journal of Futures Markets, 5, 1985, 183-199.
2) Ederington, L. E., “The Performance of the New Futures Markets,” The Journal of

Finance, Vol.34, (1979. 3), 157-170.
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3 T-billr&e Q¥7F FAdEFY] 24T AR HP3inh

Ederington®] A7 Z %= FEAEA R doAAN A7 2 Br]do] A
E*Pﬂ T2 FE vA Aolge MEE AAY F Aot 2HY 19
AZdFe dEANZH AEANTY AYNY F50l LT A2 SYAEA
7t dF-2 wap Aol o3 o] FoATe AL AW E u, oje 29 4
T7F Zte dAE AAE F o

£, Maness¥& A 7]|3te] AAE Z&stelA AH & AHE A5t
2 & g dg3 3PS AAE] A8 YA dAEE o835t 90Y T-bill

AEAZY AAEFHE ITF Ao} XEZ & Hol 2ol mE AR
B#E v AEA ST

ASEAAT 4717, AAEE R Al AP Alo]o] BAE 12E 3
AREE ASATIE & S HE TEZFYL A AFH 9
ARAES S/ AR F AH ¥ A 42 Aol njs) AL

Bt ¥ Y SdM HE TEZFL JAAT 2 HEH AAAT =
T AR & A=l vs) A Po] FAHIUT

81 SEZQFAATo] AEH AASTRT} o= Eﬂid
S o]Fu AUdAM ZARHE HA YR 2|9 AL Wst= AL
A FAAFE o] & "Ry AFES FAATE BAE &40l E
A5 HAEL Y ojAE EXd T Brt Y& FR7 U AF 611
Agg o] &3te Aol o Woe dEEL W Atk

)

2
Ol'm OE

5y
K

ON

. HOlE & sXHEFd2d

1. HIOIE

£ d7E KTBMES o83t A& YEZTLE 7% KTB dE714%
KTB AE714 2 882 AAAs9 KTB AE7HA e A &S

3) Maness, T. S., “Optimal versus Naive Buy-Hedging with T-bill Futures,” The
Journal of Futures Markets, Vol.1, 1981, 393-403.
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VECM VAREH OS2 Z}Z} A1, o]& XEEZL AR w2t A%
HQ AEA RGN st FAHE A 0L vlwsty, F 2y oFYS
B AL 3L o

B ATy AZRAREE SELEI A wid R8s S8 TR S,
KTB 887143 KTB AE714 9 @23 7telH, KTBAES] 74L& Aol
Bol f5Adol BFT A2 48 VIR Stk 28ln B4 Q7| KTB
Aol AL A 1999 99 294 ©]F 200003 149 4UF-E 2001¢@ 78 279
7R ole] F A YL 385YUclth. o] FolA 3769 BRAE BY FAH
AREEIR A, U] 10719 BFA = BE S 9= (out-of-sample forecasting)®l
AHEEAY a8l AFENAAE Z w5 AR g AALS o835
o] ARE <E 1> HAHE FAHES A AL AES A

(E 1) SXE8EHEe Yl AIRS X2

d ° H 7] £t TEH
KTB A &A% (f) 2000. 1. 4~2001. 7. 27 KOFEX
KTB #EA% (s) 2000. 1. 4~2001. 7. 27 KOFEX
EEHasAAs 2000. 1. 4~2001. 7. 27 T44¥3

2. sXHIEFHZE

(N sH=H

AEAA OLS HARANY o3 AN e2ARYL Aao) LIRS
1ol Alztel BAGe] ARSTHE EAHNA AR EARE AU ek
Wb o] YL ALgstel 23 X Eo] FHY FHAAuLARE
R ALgstolof Bt HARA Pl SAsted AAuI&L Fahe WEHY
2ge g3 2

l

S,'—St_l = a‘*‘B(F[_Ft_l)'*'E[
%, dSt= a + B*+dFt + e,

etiii}

a, B FRAAF
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9 Hog FAE FAH LS HAZY EHAE AW ok 2 ol o

L3 2o WA o] oz FAHZ A u|&ol= Granger®t Newbold(1974)7}
A A& 7143 37 A4 (spurious regression)©] X 3, EIF AJZEA A
W3 E (lagged variables)2 viAl3lx o} ©7} 9% (short-run dynamics)S
FAst g aglx o] A& @ AA 3 error correction term)s FA|SHaL
A7) P&l o)At #H L A equilibrium error)e] FFES 13HA] F1
Atk B AIAAEFES AL Jo] @719FEE FAIs o w2t
A o] B4 g3 73 AN &S FAHA MR EAHE AU )
ong FHAUEZ AHREY] Y vu EM %°ﬂ AL-g-3tooF Fhrt

Aol A FEA OLS IATAEYHY ZHS Basty] AdM e @7l
QA3 #7178 2 AH(ong-run equilibrium error)Z %/‘] of 18 + e
VECM# VAREH & |88 "art glth. VECME AH83h7] 93 o2&
@ ANAE ZAE7F EAFoln, @ AAE ARE FTAHAEB/AI JoloF do.
VAREHE o] 8317] HsiM e AALAETL St Holojof jr} o] ZZo
ZFZHJAERNE Fs7] At S92 A (unit root test) .2 Augmented
Dickey-Fuller(ADF) 243} Phillips-Perron(PP) ZAA¢] o]&5 1 ¢t} =3 &
HE HA(cointegration test) 2. 2= Johansen WS o] &3lAth

(2) Y| A=N D& (Vector Error Correction Model)

Engle®} Granger(1987)9c ZAAIESF Alolo] FHEAAZ EAstn AAE
A5t BAAAY o o]& WFEY A LATARH R F@E T U
I FH & X, Yo ~CI(1,1) AR REH(ECM : Error Correction Model)
o] dwrHQl AL o3 @)

AY,=a+7y &, + é(&;AX,_,-) + i( 0:4Y,-;) + v,

A9 Al B FHES] EAT A W1 Xrdh Vor bl o] $ Y0
& WY ECMEFolth 9 AlA 2, ~10)elth. ol Yo akrt X9
shiute] ohet T MY BFYY A AN JFL VE Ao »

4) R. F. Engle and C. W. Granger, Co-integrated and error correction : representation,
estiamation, and testing, Econometrica, 55, 1997.
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“Co-integration and Error Correction : Representation, Estimation and Testing,”

Econometrica, 35, 1987, 251-276& A)¢1 £

2=

| .

Dx_ﬂ\.-
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Jsithe 7149

A
A A2, Engle, R., and C. Granger,

1

2nd, MacMillan, N.Y., 1993, p.567.
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=1
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ehte Fejolth. SIEF7} 2003 [0 WEE VAREY
et 2

1o
©
)59

-

rO
>,

flo

AY,= ay+ 2 BiAX i+ 2 7 AV i tuy,

AX,=ar + 20:4Y i + 20 2; Y 1y +uy

| o

8 Yol MM u, = stochastic error term 2.4 7 (impulses £+ innovation)
oltf. ¥ S T3 FAE AFEd g A4 Yol VAREI S FANS
4~ (impulse response function)& Al-&-3HA D} £Eu$AFE 23389 £4
o Bgdle FTEHTE —’i‘-zio} Aot FANEIdFE 18g T34 4
g2 v A7 FXF FH3}A He Aol F

o A9 sMe B 5‘}5 o RA A Foate] A} dA VAR
23ox Ho] AILEHI §IthD VAREFH S nrle] AIAAA ez F45
=l 2 WAL 4 dFEY dA ASXE THETE 3L A AE ¥

FEY A BEANEL APAFE HAVh BF, VAREFLS By BE
Wse] dA) BEANE WAMSZ 22T RE NARESS APRSR 155
3 glE Aol B ATIA AMgetA © VARE®E thee) 4% 2o

48, Ani A est
AF!] ’Zl AZI: Bz][ASt_ AFt_’] +[C2] +[ ]

®, [ 4] - No.H), H =] f=00]
én Cy C

V. ASd3 24

1.7} ¥

ZAANE(KTB)E o143t AA/MAREAD L 39357 A A e &L
Xgam gt} o] AFNME AU LS A3y 98 ALE 23de Hi
ARy, HME S AFHRY(VECM), VAREFo|t}, o] Z¥EL o] gt

e o

7) D. E. Runkle, “Vector Autoregression and Reality,” Journal of Business and Econo-
mic Statistics, Vol.5, 1987, 437-454.
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AAX e 7HFL o3 2
AA, KTBAES $94EZ wr|o]A(roll over)7} AH-FFoh.
24, A%% 214 (market impact cost)& ¢tk
AR, BEW I 2224, KTBAE € @89 A 48, A4 5= o
UA, JAXEZEHL FAX B8 IS, KTBIEATE BAMStE

WHog AFEA E8WI A% KTBEES o 88 < 3ok

2. MHI|=EH &4

o2 HAL ADFS PPEA A 93t A=A ADFRAZF = <¥ 2>
M B & Hhek 0] KTB 714, KTB A E71H4, BEEH 23244
AANAE AR E EF T o] EAstE ATl 712 EA] ggtoh

& ADF AAFAZE KTBEE7H4, KTBEEZHE, EE8W 1 A7}
-0.954, -1.179, 06372 eI} 5%9] FoFEoA o] EXgTE AF
M& 714EA £t AAEE EXAAYE & 5 doh 28y 1A AR
A AL ADF AARAM+= ADF HAFZAZo| KITBA=7H4, KTBEEV}H,
B2 FARF7F -9501, -9.416, -9.4482 YEI} 5%9] FoeFoA] @
ol EAgtie AF/HE S BHsHA 7148 & Uth o' 1A ALT AAE
AzE AdFHYE & F Ao

(# 2> ADF el A&Hnt

] 29 critical
% 2872 HE j
T KTB ®27h4 | KTB 427k | o4 value(5%)
levels -0.9%4 -1.179 -0.637 -2.869
differences -9.501 -9.416 -9.448 -2.869

F) 1) dZS Y8 1099Y¢-S EAF 1, 20008 1€ 49%5H 20013 7€ 12971A KTB #E7}
72 2 KTB 4E7123 B8RS ANAEAEE ADF} PP A S 934 2
Zt 375709) dataE2H-E T39S
2) critical valuet® MacKinnon®¥ o] 2138 49,

<E 3> PP AA 93 94y #AZARES dehx Yok PP HAY A
Fx KTB @E714, KTB AE7149 EEHIO A Fe dAAEASEE
BE w9lTo] EABTE ARl /1248 %eL RelFm Yok 5 PP
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71511
-0.454

A%

KTB3E714, KTBEEE, &
4542 e 5% o
A Rste] AAEL

2ARAYE I 5

Edla ZARF7E -0.690, -0.990,

FolX weTo] EABTGE ATHEE 712

AAANME PP HAFAZF] KITBEE7HE

7} -16.299, -18.243, -165662.2 YEh} 5% o4
= ARPE S HusiA 148 &

359 &+ ek

Aok 2 13 A AAL S PP

, KTBEE/IE, EEW 1 FAX S

Zo A B o] =A%
gk ol 14 AEF AL AsE ¢

(E 3) PP 9|2 AX™H D}
_ W critical
L KTB #2712 | KTB A&7 ==
T &7t B 2qxe | vawes0
levels -0.690 -0.990 -0.4%4 -2.869
differences -16.299 -18.243 -16.566 -2.869

F) D dze
7174 2 KTB 4g774% &

A8 10999 FAFT, 20002 19 498 2001 7€ 129712 KTB & &

ZYzy 37574} dataZ2 ¥ TS
2) critical value¥ MacKinnon®#8 o &g x2)4l.

KTB d&714d9 KTB A&
AF AgE

B AR AALAEE ADFS

PP AAL

T oE

AA

7174, B8 1 FAASe KTB AE71A9] A
IR FHE EA9 Aol DA} <F 4£>L 23¢&

AR AAAFoIY <E 4= F3E HA(cointegration test)E Johansen
o2 4T AHE Yehd Aoz FARDAY Yok ATAEE BE FS
°ﬂ 1% %)M 71757 Zan glo] WE L AFAR Yol §8F 2o
T ASE AASE YUt} & KTB dE7H4 3 KTB AE71E 9 AlAE A
2t FAE WA AL T 5 Ak
(B 4 22 Hdddn
E ZRAE ZAHEEA}E EE8 135
- (s) = H ]"‘(k) (cha) A g= 2} (kook)
Likelihood 6.249 15.029 164570 171.217
Ratio

) MacKinnon 84l 2]3}F critical value.
1% critical value : 20.04
5% critical value : 15.41
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3. EEY 2

Engle®} Granger= A AGA R FHERAZE A, o] AALEL 23
TRl EAPT F33}th Ederington, Figlewski¢t thg dFAE0] 3
Al &S 78 W AL ASH AR THES AR} QA AE F

A

Agtm gtk WE VECME Axsst A44%e 25 E3aa ek
®

24 AN ET VECM 2 VAREH 9% HMFSo 2AXNE <FE 5>
BE <¥ 3 24,

(1) Z2EA g EMR Y

HARA IARA R BAARE <E 559 HAEA IJAENEE B4
A7s} g} o] EAARNA AF7k Fo] vz x| u]go] HEd KTB &
o] 0.630627¢] HH, BEEW 1 A9 A 05028470] "t} o] FAHE&L
t-gko] KTB @& 2644, EE8 1 IR+ A$ 25760] o] BAHoZE

olm)7} sieh

CE 5 LY |HEAMZY 2420
2gRE S KTB 3% EEHasRAS
- 0.00866 0.04805
@ (1.16) (7.87)
~ 0630627 0502847
B (26.44) (25.76)
adjusted R 065114 063912
RMSE(] 2 A]) 0.06135 0.06821

F) ()=t 38 YEpd.
dSt=a + B+ dFt+ e,
ey 23
a, B FRATF

(2) VECMZ2 ¥

W E] @ X} A 28 (Vector Error Correction Model : VECM) 9] FAA I+
<¥ 6> VECMR& EXM3 <F 8> VAREHEI} VECMEH 93 sAul&
FARZA9 2o} <& 8> VAREH I VECMEH 2|8 FA|u]& F4 4 1}
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A Be A% Zo] VECMEZA FH3te dAveL &3 A8 3+
S A8y Bz UE vEd b =cy/cy  ANET
(& 6) VECMZH 24
T % 4 S K

0 -1.0058274(-30.7373) -2.3527496(-5.80707)
c 0.042268088 0.10812985
b -0.024322922(-0.72630) 0.0036762652(0.91718)
b2 0.060125042(1.36229) 0.012225654(1.85291)
A -0.028764892(-0.31203) - -0.15925271(-1.79237)
A1z 0.090110479(0.98221) 0.086732591(0.97328)
Aus -0.10594373(-1.15952) -0.028579052(-0.32030)
A1 0.14846206(1.63940) 0.099405751(1.12490)
Aus -(.24985486(-2.87655) -0.20604906(-2.46506)
A1zt . 0.18466184(2.57881) 0.23102303(4.28850)
A122 0.028021339(0.38534) 0.056532086(1.01027)
A123 0.020178544(0.27926) 0.0067689789(0.12077)
A124 -0.1124813(-1.57310) -0.065295963(-1.16611)
A12s 0.095897635(1.37076) 0.049465238(0.91004)
A 0.020791537(0.17113) -0.096064112(-0.65680)
Az12 0.20767216(1.71759) 0.2408587(1.64191)
Az3 -0.015492593(-0.12866) 0.039725776(0.27047)
A4 0.043880983(0.36767) 0.036653316(0.25197)
A215 -0.29790913(-2.60245) -0.29822985(-2.16741)
A21 0.070593658(0.74803) 0.12658196(1.42743)
A2z -0.04618606(-0.48193) -0.019116651(-0.20753)
Az3 -0.04366281(-0.45851) -0.070603697(-0.76526)
Aza -0.01211818(-0.12860) -0.012666847(-0.13742)
Azs 0.090248246(0.97883) 0.045055008(0.50355)
C1 0.024479576(1.96766) 0.06731167(4.82447)
C2 0.025860373(1.57723) 0.29347714(1.27782)

F) (O)E t g e,

AF,

23 [ esf] ~N(0,
én

211

H) Hi=] o]
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(B 1) VAREY &4

T 7 S K
A -0.04410874(-0.48743) -0.16314875(-1.83274)
Az 0.07469407(0.82911) 0.07800787(0.87381)
Az -0.11796697(-1.30784) -0.028823857(-0.32239)
A114 0.14378558(1.60023) 0.10303957(1.16476)
Als -0.2554651(-2.95338) -0.21509861(-2.57229)
A121 0.20151169(2.93816) 0.22845692(4.23729)
A122 0.043524859(0.61895) 0.057742628(1.03041)
A123 0.033744169(0.47834) 0.0052638363(0.9367)
-A124 -0.10472026(-1.49163) -0.071952143(-1.28163)
A12s 0.10437494(1.51321) 0.050664202(0.92836)
Aan1 0.050229873(0.42055) -0.098330112(-0.66927)
Anz 0.23909036(2.01077) 0.22943955(1.55719)
A2z 0.0098703797(0.08291) 0.035887033(0.24320)
A214 0.066276688(0.55886) 0.034605857(0.23702)
Az1s -0.28594825(-2.50467) -0.32216454(-2.33430)
Az21 0.034556563(0.38175) 0.1160236(1.30384)
Az2z -0.081236569(~0.87527) -0.025986725(-0.28097)
Azz3 -0.070955668(-0.76208) -0.076730374(-0.82733)
Az24 -0.039676773(-0.42820) -0.023259977(-0.25103)
A2z 0.068588946(0.75341) 0.044983002(0.49941)
c1 0.023760021(1.91526) 0.068284709(4.89686)
c2 0.026067628(1.59206) 0.032318824(1.40425)
F) (et ge Jepd.
3R = Eliinlase ara+[2]+[ 2]

o, [ee,,’] ~N(0,H,) H,= [ Cs Csf]

VECMEZel| &%
AER =%

W 2R Az
o ols) 249 dAH&E KTB 4%

Co Cxr

BT HAEAAANA S} Zo] KTBAE
Tl EER A4

739 0.4890980] Tt}

o] 0.6208100] =W, &F

7} J8 2 KTB
&2 FA3AY. VECM
W1 Fa|X] 59



(E 8) VARZ YD VECMZEol 2/t sX|H|g F3aqt

VAR VAR VECM VECM
5, A8 FARE, A8 FAEE, A8 EEH I, A8
Cff Csf Cft Csf Ctf Csf Cff Csf

0.091981 | 0.044931 | 0.091343 | 0.056262 | 0.091026 | 0.05651 | 0.091292 | 0.044651
b* 0.488481 b 0.615943 b 0.62081 b 0.485093

(3) HEX7|8]7 28 (VAREY)

VARE g 93 +443E &9 <E 7> VAREH 43 <¥ 8 VARE
3 VECMEHe 93 sAul& 427 2o <& 8> VARE ¥} VECM
2¥o) 9% sAH & FAZAHNNN BE AT 2o VAREHNA A5 3

S HEF HEY TS AEY ENoE Ur H[ERI 67= cy/cs2

VARE R 3 F¢5= HLEAAA A9} Zo] KTBMEFD AE L KTB
I FAA T AL FYEEE AR LSS FA5AT. VAR
] #4€ ¥ &2 KTB #dE0] 06159430] H, BEW 1 Zx49] 73
5 0.483481°] HH}.

4. S|XHIE FHADH|w

AAEFEE FARHE 47 FAAAu L A vae <F 9> IHAEA
233 VECM % VAREF ] Hlu9} <& 10> FAHAUE vmet 2} o]
23] KTB 823 £ SAXFS dAu&d 2d 248 o]zt 3l
o JANEFERE FAHAHE FAAA L] AALGL A AN &R A
ol7t TAAA U E THA=A 27 A EAEA(ANOVA)S HAEAT

<E 9>AA B F e vt} o] 23 Rt VECM % VAREF R A5 3
A HAAZHEZ(OLS)ol ZE 45 oM &ked, 10719 A5l 9% &
B dZFAME VECM % VAREZED dEHQ 3HALAZH(OLS)S] RMSE
7 B} Fobd AL A 4 ok oY AFAESL IHAEHEF dsto F
4® A¥l&o] VECM R VAREE 9sto] A€ A &Ry o Y2 3

y

1
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Au 2L el Folda ¥ & Ak

(E 9 SFEMSYT VECM X VARZE | |
w3y

VECM VAR OLS
KTB®E | £8¥ 1 |KTBEE | 880 | KTBEE | 28ui1
adjusted R? | 0.110879 | 0.120265 | 0.11819 | 0.10956 0.65207 0.64008

RMSE(el&A]) | 029813 | 031244 | 0.143% | 0.13156 0.06135 0.06821

M

;?.

CE 10> FHslRH|g 2|2

A H & S KTB 3% EEWaTAA S
HAFAF R Y 0.630627 0.502847
VECMZ & 0.620810 0.489098
VAREH 0.615943 0.488481

AALZER FAS = FAAAHE] AARZL FH A XH &Y 2ol
7F FAAY AnE 7HAeA 27] 93 2AEA(ANOVA)E AA 3T o]
€8 2479 FAHAH L N 7o AAZTAE <& 10> FAHA &
Hlae] A B wpe} o] A EFHIF FAS A M| &o] 98.6%2] NHZ #FFH
ApolE Holx] &t

A

V.8 £



FEZFL € EEHI FAAFE 71Zstd KTB =714 KTB A8
A, EEHI 3R+ KTB AE7H4d) dig A8 &S vadFoz2H
T FARYEY AW 94588 Yrlstd.
AN R E E8¥M a2 IAAT 2 KTB 27147 KTB A&

o] JdEZ7to|m, KTB AE7142 AgZo] B 8480 37 JZ 42 £
7tz gk 2l BAY37IE KTB A 8e] AS 473d 19999 949 29¢
o] 3 2000% 1¥ 4¥%H 2001 79 1197A)018 & AYL-L 375Y 0]t} o]
oA 375709 BEX = A& FZ o] &HIUAL, WA 10709 #EA
E EE9 o =(out-of-sample forecasting)oll A& EHQAch 28] AZEA A
Zk o] AR A AES o]83tth
2 dFe AFENAFAE gkt o3 Zrh
AR, AALERES] A NS G2 AA e A¥ KTB dAE7H48 3 KTB
AEZME 2 EEWO AR S 1A A AAEL AZAY S FlsaTh
a5y A AAEREE BN Aot

4, KTB 8&7143 KTB AE7H403% EEWa SFAAF< KTB A&
VA = FHERAZ EATH

AR, AFHLA AARHNEYE o] &t FAF FA]v]&°] VECMTF VAR
23] 93t A Ay &o] AEESHAAN A YehtEZ HEHQA
3N EARYo] VECMT VAREZET 43 FARYPo|g3 & 4 9l

WA, AEAY AARARE A9 dZo ASGEE ZHsE RMSES @&
o] AdjHo g Gornz HFAQ IHALARZFY o5 VECM# VARE
o 4358 Ry Y3t M 4 ok

ol e AFEA AAES T B o, dAFHoZ A Y A=A E0]
KTB AE& 33l 223 7HAA5o2 3% AAXTEZZY AZAES
AAANZIZ] Aeix= AAEY AR T TAAN AHFEES A3 Ao
VECMe|u} VAREE S o] &3t FAu| &S FA7IRte FE3HA AR
Argor FAF AN &S HE3 HES F

o2 Hadck

fr

5

re
2
-
)
X
L
k]
30
rir
rok
B
o
X
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AR, £ 47NN KTB A8 dEAF 2 EEHO FAAF A5 ¢
ZH ARE o435 B &L FAHA dEE ADFEA] A 7
Exreld vHlsle] dHolele] A4 Azte] A8 E ol&3lH e L} % KTB A
B dEAF 2 E8WI ZAAS 59 AE/F FREWE FE YUk 3
AH& FA4) @I A77 2R

EA, & A7 22NN A RS, HE A F R Y (VECM), VAREH
of 93 A& FHo AT TS A 2 FF A A
AFE s,

A, B AT E KTB 423 FE2AF 2 B3ua FAXFd &
A &ehE FANAG 28y 71BFRMY TEZL #AEL TF
AAXEZZLE A8t o] st A ¥ &0 Y& 771 Utk wekA
A A1) KOSPI 200 ©Ju KOSDAQ 50 A3 A4S dEE & Y AdA
o] 7lgo] Algsict,

A, X732 8|8 (market impact cost), AHFTE, A& o] gl ©7]o|
ZA(roll oven)7} AH7EA B+ 7Hdstdl A7F sloy, @ddoss AR
Z44) &, Adsas, Al T A2, BHlojAroll overn)7t AFEA & F
lch wEhA gFo] o) AAES S ATE Fadi)

olde) EAMES meistd KTB ABAZH} HEAZD 7|g ARTE
899 A& ARG AT ALHojor T Aolrh

)*'E

1z

o

rok
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