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Abstract

We consider the wild bootstrap Ljung-Box (LB) test for autocorrelation in residuals of fitted multivariate
time series models. The asymptotic chi-square distribution under the IID assumption is traditionally used
for the LB test; however, size distortion tends to occur in the usage of the LB test, due to the conditional
heteroskedasticity of financial time series. In order to overcome such defects, we propose the wild bootstrap
LB test for autocorrelation in residuals of fitted vector autoregressive and error correction models. The
simulation study and real data analysis are conducted for finite sample performance.
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1. A2

AAE EANA By ke A3t Byo] AR E AE3] dist J=A Eelste F23 DAt
2y Ade 72 A% By IAE ke r o)A, JApe A1 4R EA s B
sl tlEA e 24 WHo = Ljung® Box (1978)7F A<t Ljung-Box(LB) ZAAEA o] ot =+
AHE 083 LB AR S AR A2A holAlg 2 ShollA exp7p wiAztZolghs A7 7HEde 7145t
7 Zokd AR AAG RyPo] APttt 2%t 3§ AAIE AlRe g eR 2R o 74T
29 BAS vehlie v, S8AAE A5 B Bl tg $AA F8E oke A 24F ol
Ao JEFg wrol 2] F&o] oAU AANA Al 159 S/FE WFHAINA X F5 5]
2 @A At} (Gongalves®} Kilian, 2004). wehA] AIAD 28 A9 & AL IAE o83 LB A%
FAFE 2R o|EAA o] TG S8 AIAIE ARl Agshs AL AAsHA g2+ A=, o
£ F537] 913l Liu (1988)9F Mammen (1993)-2 2 o] &4bg o] f-79F #Aglo] o 9ol A
U A8 5 e A= RAEH(Wild bootstrap) 2 /ATt A= RAER 7S o]83 X
Al FE AA 52 t}E Ahlgren} Catani

AAL 2t8 && A Z o F A AL AF52 A47)/d873
(2012)2} Catani 5 (2014)& € 4 At} Ahlgren¥} Catani (2012)+= Lagrange multiplier(LM) #H%
o fdE RAEHS =PTHe] 2afel] AR o]R4Hd o] EAske Afole LM AFe] Fade 9
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2 =RoAE LB A4EAG] BUs Rass He A8 A7 AWHTA B AL
2 gEZZel thzk A AE 23 el MEx17)8] A 2 ¥ (Vector Autoregressive Model; VAR)3} HE 2

2= 28 (Vector Error Correction Model; VECM) 2] 28 A& 4=3317] 93] =4H JAE A
golo] A= RAET LB AREAD e ALSL, 2ol ZAR o @AAo] Sk FE 7}

=
Aate] 7129 AAUG vusd & I A4S dS5etaux) Sk g BAES 22E A7) {3
Gongalves®} Kilian (2004) 7} A <tk {F?}(Recurswe-Demgn) HPH S AR5l gt Zog g Ae ZF

FA ]Od Z]‘ 91 KOSPI200 Z]/\i} NENAL A}L35lo] AZBAS AsH9 T

ERAE g AAG 2R AT A4S A g 4710 2F Ay oey mgS
b kR chAsE AAE AR {(X)ol Bhate] A7k pl ME A8 RFS thewt do] E

o

P
Xt :M+ZHiXt—i+6t, (21
i=1
7| I,... . HMpe k x k A2 B 3, e b x 1 2492 ¢ Weolnt. thao 2 kad ohd
FAAL A= {Xepoll thato] 247k pol WE] 2207 B2 vt Zo] 2ddn
p—1

AX¢=apf'Xe1+ Y TiAXe i+ e, (2.2)

i=1

~—

o714 AXt:Xt*Xt—l,‘g‘@-“E'-g] T7brd AR o) B kxr A9 BE, Ty,... ., Tp 12 kxk

2H4e] B4 fgoltt. W 27|37 RE} WE] Q7 ﬁéoﬂ ojgk Z}/‘ﬂd' W82 Tsay (2010)=
Fast7] vttt ohAE LB A4S 98 WE 27139 234 (2.1)7 9 x0A 2EA (2.2)9
93 eool Hsto] ofel A (2.3)3% 2L A% hel AAAATEE nA T

=Wiet—1+ -+ Pheg—n + €. (2.3)
e FEHETF 0] FEAEE & MR o AFEXE mE2E 11D SEdEo ) o] o
FEA3E T= 8|S o3 (Non-singular matrix) o] %4 x| 3 & (Positive definite) ]t} 2 X}of =}
717323 0] glthe AR/ 28X otk tg/ME2 4 (23)Y kx k E4PE Wy, U E 0

HQZ‘I’1:---:\I’11:0, (24)

cheE A Aol e BYo] AT A AT 5 AAL o] gl BAH AL AAFHe
Aol Aubgolch vroF mao] 2 AEls 3 £4o] A3 o] Fo] Arkd AR BY 2o 4AL
W) B RolH, o 39 BY 2x] MAgee] 4Qo] tehb Hof A8% mgo] AAsrhe
22 WUtk olsh ol AR ANGRAL AR HEAQ FAL PYoE LB AAEAZS
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= 4 9t #1E Hosking (1980)7F Li®} McLeod (1981): R AIAE 239 APE A4S A
3 LB ARSARL dFstded, thisk LB AASA SRS thizk AA G 259 A7AR3A 9 w
2k BB AE 22.‘23, Sh= SAFeIth g ki Al AE Eﬁé (2.1)3 (2.2)8] 23 S 9 LB 4

AEAZE ofel 4 (25)9) 2k

Qr(m) =T Tl_
1

=

-r (C;Cglé;(}gl) , (2.5)

AZIM T= Ak59 A7), ke 3] A, tr(A)€ 39 A9 a4 oot i= AAE X8k,
Cit - AR A} AadA FdeA 2g AXE {6}t & o) ok} 2ol ZddT).
1 T
Ci=7 t:z;ﬂgte;_i.

M (2.4) dellM Ao R FPolAl RS mEA Aok =

T A9E A AFRES ARET} Kmol A AFE 2g9]
A9 mong }‘Tr‘:7]' Eo1EA B2 Felshok At wE 2
FAR AREE Km - kPpolal, HE A B AH{E
*m—(a,T1,...,Tp 14 F4d 2o A7k Ak

f% BEAA Aue] A%/t AL A9 BAPe] IRRE} 2AACR FRIA 9] HhEe] FAL
Z2o) BeA0] AsHE Aabol AT olF Fue) 8] AAEAD) I8 RxE vjAlsel
PAEY BE HEE o g3k WES Ts) B 4 vk FAENL D A=BY ohle AAD 4
2olE $89 4 Qi vl AAHA BYelA AT L FAEY RS A5 theH 2k 941 A
AQAE {X,} 2 o) 83ke] 57} pol 471817 =Y

Xi=01 Xe1+- -+ 0pXi—p + €

S Ageto] Be 2% b = (d1,..., ) 9 B {6} 5 AT} o= ol AT} gL wE A
A= F RAEH AALG ARE AT

X{=nX[i 4+ opXiy+ei, (3.1)
A71A {e;}= At {é} ol SHALE RA9FEE Z2E 22 ofn|gith
QREEY 38 AAQE AR AR o)EAMY A2E vehdi+= vl 1ID Y 222 A8k 71E
o] RAER S o] §oh= AF TAA F2oA 4 a4l 48] Wb AY 28 Al 159 &
FE UEAZA £ 2 JFo] LA k. o]E F53517] 98 Liu (1988)9} Mammen (1993)°]
et kdE RAEY(Wild bootstrap) & 82 5 =H, 9]'011: %AE‘“’" & o83 3
A ZFE AAE A5 S8 AR T AAE A5 AR 2 S-S THE Ahlgrend} Catani
(2012)2} Catani 5 (2014)& € 4 Atk ¢t Gongalves2} Kilian (2004) ] Nst A o] 83k
£33 dE RAER] 2 4 2EHS A% i oeA oy Al 22 W dAE 5
off kA= RAES AAL

X =g X+ + o X, e, (3.2)

* ~
€ = W€,
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o] wl, wye BFo] 00]aL, E4to] 191 IID BEHFEA Elw|* < coF WS} dt}h. 713 a2
9l wy= Mammen (1993) 0] 7]4Hst T}sl £ oA Davidsond} Flachaire (2008)°] 2] AFH
Rademacher £¥o]u t}23} Zro] Ao3ic}.
1
1, p1 = 57
Wy = 1 (3.3)
717 b2 = 55

A7IA ;1 poe FEHST wedt 47 137} —10] A2 Fgolt). o] Yo% Mammen (1993)0] 7
St opest B £ &83 s RAaEF o] JfiE o] gt} Ut RAE] A FEA
)3k =L Gongalves®} Kilian (2004) 5 #313}7] wlgic).

SHAE RAERE AR vl F2E 7P 712 A0 A2 MAE RAEY 22 A AAD AR
g2A Hg 5829 27 A2 AR AT 24 B2Y 274382 9 AAE A ss) 5 dEte
Holt}. o)} T2 AHE AHE3| AMgetd AR o] 24 0] e F8 AAE A5 H7 REY 5
AD F2oAA TAT= FAEE MAT 4 ot o= AlAE 2159 LB AA S A% RaE= &

kel

a1 &y e RAre= 4ygE&E ol &4

Ach
X
—

.|
[\
=2
B>
X
ok
]
X

d3elE 1. R2EH LB 24
L AALG 27 {Xe}oll thiz AAIE 23 (2.1) Ex (2.2)8 AT T 349 T4 {&}E 183t
2] (2.5)9] LB AAFAH Qs A3

FAE A {4 2R E BAFEE APRE {d}
A (3. )BHPZ}— o] &3 =3 B Sl
H2EY 8 {X{}E o835l A (2.5)9 R2EH LB AAFAZF QLpE ALttt
49 @x]»g B wiE3tel & B B2 LB ARBEAF {QLs, ..., QL1 E A
% BN Y R2E¥ LB AR SAFES ol&sto] ok Lo

S ok W
[N}

deElE 2. d= F2EH LB 44

L. /\]74103 A5 {Xepoll thi#F AIAG 28 (2.1) v (22)8 AT & 4D A {&}E o183t
4] (2.5)9] LB 74%45741%} QrLpE AXFSH}

2. 4] (3.3)%] Rademacher + =

wtét}% "g}‘éiﬂ'r)ﬁ

A (32)9] BAE ol B8 €T AU FAEW PUL ol ool MEALE (X }E B4

e BreR BE {X{}E o]83to] 4] (25)2 RAER LB AASA QLBE A ]‘:}D}

245 AA1E BY WEsi] 5 BAlS) SAE RAEW AHEAL Q... Q) E AL

% B7i9 Y= R2EF LB AASAFS o83t thaat 2ol FodEs 74]43}14

S oW

b=1

oA AME p* 7t FFE kit Arid @ 21e] A7) ddd o] (ke 4 (2.4)9] 7
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Xt =p+ M1 X¢—1 + €.
WE) 757 Bee] nage L7 24 9eWee vepd o,
[e]

IJ/ f—
082 2ATAL. the ARAL FHo 57} 1, Ao 29 U] WE o5y RYS weD
o}.

A
o
o
=
ki
Il
-
S
[
N
-
S
Il

AXy = aﬁ/xt—l +T1AX¢—1 + €.

e A4 RRY BEge® a=(-0.2,02), f=(1,-1), T1 = (07 02)€ 44adn. g

—0.2 0.5

A713)9] 287 el o A R 23 e AR (2.3)0] A 12 AAsAC

€t = ‘I’lﬁtfl + e¢. (41)
o ANYARH BAGOR Uy = aTo S AAFHL, A 159 LRE AL A gy = 0.0, 2
AEE Alxe] 98l 1 = 0.1,0.3,0.5,0.7,0.95 ARt THEO2 4} 6] 2R o[BS
A3 9 A (4.1)9] el CCC-GARCH(1,1) (Constant Conditional Correlation GARCH) 28-S 11
Aot

et = D¢z, ht =aop + A1e,<;2,)1 + Bih¢_1, (4.2)
3714 hy = (hu, ha) 2 & W) D, = diag(hae, hat) o1, el = (e, €3), an®] BE Qa4 ¥l
g 283 A B2 o] A4S 2Hs 2 x 23199 Reddort T oE () AR =
Rolw] F@AE 7L 0 = (0,001 84 AL P = (| 1)& 2E AHEEoIh & mojgoxe
CCC-GARCHE &Y 24zt g thd e #ES et
, 00
ap = (0.15,0.15)', A, =B, = 0ol P 0.0,0.3,0.9. (4.3)
0.08 0 0.90 0
ap = (0.15,0.15)", A = , B, = , =0.0,0.3,0.9. (4.4
0= ) ! (00.08) ! <00.90> r (44)
Bk (4.3)9 B Ay =B = ()9 32 AT 23} o7t RAR o] B0 EAFA ke
ASolth. B4k (4.4)= AT B1 o B4 $o] 0.989] ghog AR o]RAA o] 23t AEE
ARSIk T = 1003 T = 2009 2712 AAIE AA8& Ao BB 37+ B = 200,
ZzZve] ROJAHY WHE4E n = 1,000, FYFEL a = 0.062 A3t BRE B4 T4 &
A 2239l RoJA] ccgarch, MTS, tsDyn, portes 37| X & ARg-3lo] =33t}
A A 1T LFE 47 A8 A (41)el ¢ = 09 FgE ARG o) W e+ e /) EHW CCC-
GARCH Rl 27AK o]@4ido] gl B4k (4.3)3 2AR o] R4k o] EAshs B4k (4.4)
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Table 4.1. Size for VAR models with ¢1 = 0 in (4.1) and the parameter (4.3) of CCC-GARCH(1, 1)

P
0.0 0.3 0.9

QLB 0.059 0.061 0.068
T =100 QP 0.052 0.059 0.048
wh 0.055 0.063 0.060
QLB 0.052 0.051 0.058
T = 200 Q5. 0.057 0.068 0.057
QWE 0.039 0.065 0.069

VAR = vector autoregressive model, CCC-GARCH = constant conditional correlation GARCH.

Table 4.2. Size for VAR models with ¢; = 0 in (4.1) and the parameter (4.4) of CCC-GARCH(1, 1)

p
0.0 0.3 0.9
QLB 0.110 0.106 0.161
T = 100 By 0.106 0.109 0.141
QWL 0.068 0.066 0.069
QLB 0.120 0.136 0.175
T =200 B 0.144 0.142 0.189
QWE 0.068 0.050 0.069

VAR = vector autoregressive model, CCC-GARCH = constant conditional correlation GARCH.

Table 4.3. Size for VECM models with ¢; = 0 in (4.1) and the parameter (4.3) of CCC-GARCH(1,1)

P
0.0 0.3 0.9

QLB 0.069 0.072 0.077
T = 100 B 0.051 0.048 0.055
whb 0.037 0.057 0.076
QLB 0.060 0.069 0.067
T = 200 By 0.043 0.043 0.049
wh 0.057 0.059 0.080

VECM = vector error correction model, CCC-GARCH = constant conditional correlation GARCH.

3 LB A35AF (Qup), F1ElF 19 H2EHL o83 LB AAEAF (QFs), 287 L1
2% 29 9fd= RAERS o849 LB ARSAF(QLE ) LEste] viuiE Mgt i RE B
AN B = 1007} 2009) Aol E2EHH A= RaEe] A 159 07 @] Aol7t AL ¢
£ CCC-GARCH(L,1) &2
PO Bt (4.3)0 sigete Ao HE A7S ARl hE Al 152 275 AL g Table
ik

Lo

4100 FeIBEk. T2 2715k pe) ol Lol A 7P AP BE A3 RASE 0.05 2
o g APIE AS T 5 Yok TROR wagk (14)2] ApolA HEAIT B A 159 @
J
[e]

2ol Qupst QFsel 4%
e weel QP ) 3¢
257} 00590 493 2] QI fEAS & FFL e FAsAh AR COC-
23] e Al 159 278
Table 4.3-4.40 Z2F e, MElA7|8) A R oAe) A 159 27 Aot e FARME o

tlo
o
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Table 4.4. Size for VECM models with ¢1 = 0 in (4.1) and the parameter (4.4) of CCC-GARCH(1, 1)

67

P
0.0 0.3 0.9

QLB 0.133 0.126 0.169

T = 100 QB 0.096 0.110 0.120
wh 0.076 0.065 0.068

QLB 0.131 0.136 0.186

T = 200 Q5. 0.122 0.111 0.157
QWE 0.082 0.063 0.077

VECM = vector error correction model, CCC-GARCH = constant conditional correlation GARCH.

Table 4.5. Power for VAR models with the parameter (4.3) of CCC-GARCH(1, 1)

T =100 T = 200
P1 U1
0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9
Qrp 0.116 0.528 0.983 1.000 1.000 0.113 0.869 1.000 1.000 1.000
p=0.0 QEB 0.211  0.767 0.997 1.000 1.000 0.137 0.851 1.000 1.000 1.000
W5 0216 0.785 0.995 1.000 1.000 0.137 0.852 1.000 1.000 1.000
Qrp 0.080 0.528 0.970 1.000 1.000 0.149 0.877 1.000 1.000 1.000
p=03 QBp 0092 0480 0966 1.000 1.000 0.144 0.853 1.000 1.000 1.000
QEVBB 0.123 0.484 0.958 0.999 1.000 0.141 0.855 1.000 1.000 1.000
Qrp 0.104 0.505 0.963 1.000 1.000 0.129 0.880 1.000 1.000 1.000
p=209 B, 0088 0475 0.960 1.000 1.000 0.139 0.840 1.000 1.000 1.000
WEB  0.08 0513 0950 1.000 1.000 0.127 0.862 1.000 1.000 1.000
VAR = vector autoregressive model, CCC-GARCH = constant conditional correlation GARCH.
Table 4.6. Power for VAR models with the parameter (4.4) of CCC-GARCH(1, 1)
T =100 T = 200
1 Y1
0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9
QLB 0.155 0.563 0.973 0.999 1.000 0.228 0.873 1.000 1.000 1.000
p=00 @B, 0151 0541 0955 0.998 1.000 0.227 0.857 1.000 1.000 1.000
W5 0096 0417 0928 0.999 1.000 0.129 0.780 1.000 1.000 1.000
Qrp 0.170 0.565 0.965 1.000 1.000 0.235 0.884 1.000 1.000 1.000
p=20.3 EB 0.153  0.552 0.943 0.999 1.000 0.212 0.878 1.000 1.000 1.000
QWE 0114 0469 0924 1.000 1.000 0.129 0.791 0.998 1.000 1.000
Qrp 0.215 0.609 0.968 1.000 1.000 0.276 0.905 1.000 1.000 1.000
p=0.9 By 0189 0543 0.956 1.000 1.000 0.288 0.869 1.000 1.000 1.000
%/BB 0.111 0439 0.914 0.997 1.000 0.122 0.700 0.994 1.000 1.000
VAR = vector autoregressive model, CCC-GARCH = constant conditional correlation GARCH.
o Stk
o2 23 8 A7|dagdol thet A4 HE &sty] Sl ASARE (4.1)o E5gh o1 =
0.1,0.3,0.5,0.7,0.9= dAste] RJdAS I3t Al 159 /et vi7HAlR 24 &9 224
NS 2] A ANNAZY (102 ool 4 (1) (Lol B4 GE 2= COC

P E R D

7k A (4.3) sgee B9 A
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Table 4.7. Power for VECM models with the parameter (4.3) of CCC-GARCH(1, 1)

T = 100 T=200
Y1 P1
0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9

QLB 0.079 0.190 0.538 0.908 0.992 0.082 0.394 0.908 1.000 1.000

p=0.0 EB 0.057 0.149 0.452 0.847 0.991 0.070 0.421 0.880 1.000 1.000
EVBB 0.054 0.178 0.475 0.866 0.994 0.089 0.416 0.906  0.998 1.000

QLB 0.090 0.192 0.576  0.903 0.997 0.086 0.403 0.920 1.000 1.000

p=20.3 QEB 0.054 0.160 0.431 0.873 0.992 0.075 0.410 0.926 0.999 1.000
EVBB 0.060 0.157 0.500 0.891 0.989 0.080 0.422 0.943 1.000 1.000

QLB 0.084 0.205 0.551 0.910 0.997 0.108 0.618 0.993 1.000 1.000

p=0.9 EB 0.057 0.229 0.790 0.990 0.996 0.091 0.660 0.997 1.000 1.000
QWBB 0.096 0.296 0.822 0.990 0.994 0.133 0.683 0.996 1.000 1.000

VECM = vector error correction model, CCC-GARCH = constant conditional correlation GARCH.

Table 4.8. Power for VECM models with the parameter (4.4) of CCC-GARCH(1, 1)

T = 100 T = 200
Y1 Y1
0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9

QLB 0.143 0.313 0.638 0.931 1.000 0.149 0.514 0.934 0.999 1.000

p=20.0 EB 0.079 0.216 0.534 0.885 0.994 0.152 0.526 0.923 0.999 1.000
EVBB 0.072 0.179 0.515 0.874 0.991 0.083 0.374 0.877 0.997 1.000

QLB 0.136 0.286  0.628 0.927  0.999 0.167 0.530 0.933 1.000 1.000

p=20.3 QEB 0.097 0.223 0.546 0.890 0.995 0.133 0.508 0.925 1.000 1.000
‘I/JVBB 0.073 0.167 0.499 0.866 0.992 0.079 0.373 0.879 0.998 1.000

QLB 0.165 0.399 0.846 0.994 1.000 0.246 0.699 0.993 1.000 1.000

p=20.9 EB 0.139 0.359 0.802 0.986 0.994 0.215 0.693 0.991 1.000 1.000
Qg’BB 0.086 0.273 0.702 0.974 0.991 0.117 0.528 0.971 1.000 1.000

VECM = vector error correction model, CCC-GARCH = constant conditional correlation GARCH.

78 2L Table 4.5 e gleh. Table 4.59] gh& AHEH T 379} po] gholl AFaglol A
g AAHe UehdSs & ok the 4 (4.3)<] B9 Table 4.69] #& HYl A= RAER S
Agel oe F A% 1 Hlsl g1 = 0.1,0.300A= tha A2, ¢7F Aol mek Aol 43 A4
ge 7 e € 5 k.t e 23 i 4 (4.3), (44)4 A7l gk 24
3 A= 77 Table 4.7, Table 4.80 Jebfi g, HE 2737 REoA o] Aot} i FAS
A 4 Qlrk 2oFaAY 4] (4.3)9] 27 o]t o] EABHA %}% Bfolls Al SAF A7
ol A2 T A5 WL Y5e & 5 v Wi, 4] (44)9 247 o] Fido] At Aol
Qe QL A 159 25771 2A Yot A4 =8 JU= RAERHT 2 IS Holu YA
Y7F ARl et Al Aol FANEE 52 £ vk webA D= RAEY LB AAEAH
QrE ©) Batel 27 )RS EAF-Toll Adgle] ThE F il W Al 159 2 FE T W=
stal Qs ERk obdet A4 =S vl v AAE HojFa Jed 29 & 4 o

5. KOPSI200 X2t A+ HEs 018 4524

B AzBAAE AFAUL(www.krx.cokr)olA AFEE F21200 FEAF(KOSPI200 in-
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Figure 5.1. Time series plot of KOSPI200 index.
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Figure 5.2. Time series plot of KOSPI200 index future.

dex) 2} AE(KOSPI200 Future)9] #FE Fo|A 20049 01€¥€ 02¥FE 2011d 129 29U7HA] &
1991748) A| o] A2 E ARgste] EASGIth wf 1& D912 SAT A7 FollAl  vhAIE Rl 154]
ol 4€ ARE olojA dEE ARE TEo] ARESITE Kwonit Lee (2014)= F23]200 =
Aot AEA o] B3 FA S AlEste] @23 AEAGT Abolo] EAsks 38R BA B 247 ©]
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Figure 5.3. Sample ACF of time series of (a) KOSPI200 index and (b) KOSPI200 index future.
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Table 5.1. LB tests for serial correlation in residuals of the fitted VECM models
QLB QEB EVBB
P-value 0.0007 0.0300 0.7700
LB = Ljung-Box, VECM = vector error correction model.
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