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TEEREXENEL, FRERETRER, REERCERENTA, BRI —REX,
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FERERR Rk EMERERET, BREVE SR ERB 5, EEI TSN

HRZEHGEAR, BERERENRERE TR ERERBRYE. ARERZPEEL O,
EEHRRERNENEESY, HEsgERMEEN A E—BBENRREES, L

HET2F2K, &BRH% ER s B R GBI 7 1a, PR tRE 28 B SR A AR 2 B R 4R
B EERRKRERK,

B S A EEBERRN R E R, EAREBEA R ERSEARNESD, —H
TYINEEERR SRR ERSSHERN, SEWBEENETBEERREZ, BENZ,
R R 2 RBUNRIREZRBUR, ARTE 1973 FEATIZEEMHE (Bretton Woods Agree-
ment) R, FBIMMRITIEBIMEZRTHIE, EAHEEEERGHE T KIERSHRER, 1B
B EERWRNESE, LR ESE R RN R T, BUTHIEZRBORR R, B ESH
HEREEEIRE, RIAME, EAER N2 HHSRRNCER LTS, BEERE. EEH

BRI RE R EERBEN £ N, WELRERIED LRNIET TsRAR RN E L,

Engel and Hamilton (1990) @422, #5 L E /17 H3 (purchasing power parity,
féiE PPP) HEiE:, EMBIFMEEMEKE—ERPHEHET AR, RIESEEREZENE
BRI n] e FE AR B AR B AR HE R 3R P e 7RBIE 44 B EZSHIBR AR V) E K ER TS 2
HEEEZ, KR TRE2KEFFEEMEKENHEMRRZAZE. MEEERREGZE
TR AR S TS EE R SR T 32 2, Stein (1990) 2500 E MBI 4 7 it &5 R
HREERR, SEHIEEEEERESvE, EEETSEERENE R, HEHEHERE
BN B A 1R H BB A R R B

BHEMEE RO EE? BREJEKBREE (2003) —XXH DFEHFAEmEN TR, 8§
AR TEEMENEE, BEREST O EETEEEAR AN EGEEEE
e fEFE i BEBAZ UM, Payne, Lee and Hofler (2005) % Narayan (2005, 2006) 7R5& Fi

1



Lee and Strazicich (2003) AT B & ST EER LM BERBRERE 2R Sen (2003)
RIS T, D HERE R RS AR ERNER AR TS RS, BRAERK
RSB ERRE D, HRRERT BEASHRE], ZERAFWEGEEEEEE &
AEGR B AR, ARMIAEEER, BB ERERS R RS PR ks, FE
EHRIREFE L W E Db AR B T A A B R B BRI A R HYIR R, MR MR LR &
TR AR 35 (H3%RE, DL Engel and Hamilton (1990) ATiAYEEIE B B A KL
fEkig A, RS HERA RS R AR BEE R R ETTR? RiE &K RN TEE
RS, eRE R R MM S-S, RS BRRFEESR, HERTRIIKE 25
B, BE L RMFAFRERIEEERES, 5 —BIR 2R B AR B LT 2O &
BITR, EHRIEFTER Lilieam, mE BRI B ENEECITRED, EFTHAER
KRR P E AR e, B FIRHE A R E R TH s — S S BN RE R B S R R
FEmig o 1A, i AP AR M AR R i 7 U B B B M 2R AE TR R B 2 (B IR BRI RY
AV, o, BBt R R A S A TREIRE 1, S B S IR B i TR RE g A 15 A
HEAT HEH

HMUGE, BB R =ERHES R, TRRRNER EiFEERHENR, 2=
{IE1B SR AE R B < 38 ) R IR BB E, e it TR BRI T E R BBESg B0
BRI, &EREREE S BB MR R R R, R BT & SR RS
REREE, HESBEEERBMUNTRES EREBIRHF I R ERE U,

AXHS B EREETH R, F-ERNE, SEREEE BEHEERHENS, £
KT HERERHIIOEER, EERE T ERESBE NP ERBOLETR, BEAREE
REASFERRIE BN REFA RSO, R =B A BRI R fEETEF, HAIRTRE L Engel and
Hamilton (1990) Firier) & EARRE— RS 1 n] REHRE R 2R e & B B B E AW BIT R, 26
R EER, EICHRIAA SO E SR R A B M S B AR Re 1, P AL



T E DARR 3 4 BUE A RIE AR E, DUk E BRI R i & DA ] R R A 2 g
St S B E R RS RET oM, LVE IR S0 B R AR iE N2 (R FHEIRRE . S
B iGam AAER



2 EEEXRAYMHEEIXEIOER

L)

21 EEERNER

—i&mE, B EERERE RS A H RS 2B R YEKEERRMISHIREZRKE,
R AR 4 H AR B T EREZR? RN HERNSERL G E AR
HIBFEE ), RETEERSERRE @R B R R B EGRE, EmegEEmS L
BiFaes], NI EERERYE R —BESVE B3 TiEE. B SRS EEERNER, K
PREBMASE, —BUBENTERNERGRIE, KBAEMEZE (S5) DOEDEKE (Ptf)
HARBEYIEKE (Pr) (HLEBFARRTEEEEZR (Q),

pt p*t
X, = L =g, t_
Ty

X1 Pl RIS ¢ B EEEERIET M ER, PP SRBEE ¢ BEAR, RISwH
SEHER.

KRS — B R EEA TR B S S, —AR M HE PPP BA BN HE
7S (absolute PPP). ATHE M PPP 27517 S8 B 2 B BT 60 14 H A YR
W%, EEAEREISES PPP I B,

Qt:St—PH—P{

INEFRARKSHINE R H R, BEES g FTLURSREE PPP KEERNES, EREER
PPP T, BEMERTES —F 8. MIRMIRAMET AL EEEEREY {9} BF
BHEREME (stationarity) 5t PPP JKi7HH,

4



2.2 EEEREERE
221 EEIRIEENER

FE1980 A BRI, SO E LU e BEIEZR S AR R, (FREH PPP 25 I
ik, TRENRRE B EREZ 2 S A BIR (unit root) LA PPP Bar 25, HEERAAEEZ 5
Augmented Dickey-Fuller (55 ADF) #E, H—H=K=5H:

Agr = vo+ 11t + 129:—1 + A(L)Agi—1 + e

AP ARK—REED CERET, A(L) RERREEER T PREHNSES, ¢ REHEEE (White-
noise process). M ADF #EHEMERERR Ho : 72 = 0, HIFEER Hy , IIRREE
AR B ERAERE, Bad T EEZRA RINSEKE, 52 PPP oL, bk TH#ZE T
&3 Hy 4%, BREAE 711 < LRI,

F—EE AR EEEEERRAREEN T EEE RG] (variance ratio) BE, H7
FEREREMTE A%, &FH Cochrane (1988), FIZRHIE B EMANRHEYE, HES:

_ 1Var(qt — k)
z(k) = kVar(qr — q;1)

Hrb k BIESY, Var REBEE, & g, GEEEWER, Z(k) EZEED 1 E, 1R k
M EWEE R ER k&, K, ¥ q AYYER (mean-reversion) HI{TH, K
Z(k) BEAR0 A1 2R,

RTTEEEEBE, EOHERHE T, TG EEES 4 B R R R R,
VB E R AR R E S A R E R R MR, A DB A EE R T
Frankel (1986;1990) %A1 B4 H—SH, 76 1980 ERB IR E FEERQEN #1E, &
EiENAEHRE (Lothian, 1986; Froot and Rogoff, 1995; Lothian and Taylor,
1996), FBLIA#I 25 FMIEREITRE, TkHE EANTE BRNEESREELK




18514175, Shiller and Perron (1985), &85 # £ &R (Monte Carlo experiment)
ik, SERBES A BT I RS R DR R, R Tk
R, BMEEESEREOEELTN, RETEERNTE,

[EAE LR R R AT B, 28 % NESE, B B —(H# %2, Heg-
wood and Papell (1998) & AZRIAIIARE, HEAHENSHE, GRETEEHRESY
WEEERELERE. Wi, $REAENEHOTE, BEERTESHILRHRE, b
H BB R PPP RIAERSIRIALE 3 5 5 &, SRR EE Gk, 75
HELE 3 F 5 #44, Rogoff (1996) [k th B B HEA LT B IS, (87
Lothian and Taylor (2000) #i% a1%:5 Rk PPP A @i BRI R~ 4B F.

Taylor (2001) #H ATAE & 82 B 5 (i PPP A BRI M+ B, —ARERE
temporal aggregation [, 7RENE i FIZROEARIE, RS ERE PPP A%H g
PSR RIET 2RA . Bk 2 EEEAN A TR GE. AT tem-
poral aggregation [, it 2 EER A METENES T REEN, SRENHEAR
IS RIS, BEER S TR temporal aggregation BB AEREE LR, HE
& U FIIE [ SRR I TR E N T R, R, ey Foah st o e
TR E U 1 R TR B PR

222 BEERAYIEFRIERVENREHEE

il EHHBERRE Rt BRI R AR MR R REER T, REBBEAIERIER
ARERTER, IERALE N EE F. A, R B ERE R B TR, B —Fin B B EER
FirtE B BOEER A EERS, AR S B EERN R EEE R DUEE HIE 2 hE EHERE,
ERERAREEE NG R PPP (R A/NIERTNE, R EEARTE — BRI R
A PPP KEERVRR, AMEFFLEER A EREE—EEA G EERREEY, REH



BRI 24 A DR —E SR,

BE L BRMANEZRFEZESEL SIS, MMl THEEEHAESBIEEZZHF
ERGEAR, BPRAEEBEKZGHARFIMABEINRET, L—FEERHBRARNEZERY
B BUREREY, AR 5 AR AL & (65 B B g — BRI (RRE PPP /K¥EERIEH
%, #] Benninga and Protopapadakis (1988). Dumas (1992).Sercu, Uppal and van
Hulle (1995), &R EIGERIR €, RS RATE, BB EHFEEIRE PPP k¥
[0

Dumas (1992) S EEEZ GG E5RE PPP —BRIAM, #E T —EEERLNE
g, HiEEmsHRZ MR CERRMELWRRRE, BEELINZSRAT, EEEEMEZE
TEfREE PPP I, EEE IR KEENFAZEREZ 2R, BRBENEEGREER
Bt PPP WREEAX/NTERAR, FE2ERREREEEERERAEL SRR, SR/ e84,
HEEEEZRNFAZAE G ERFHUNRE, TEEE KSR e TEEEZgRE PPP KEERK
FIE—BRIRRAIFHE, AT R MaErEE EIERIEERE S @18, H— B E%ERL S EE IR
8, R L LR A R R K A,

BT EBRIR T EE RN IR B, Obstfeld and Taylor (1997) K& Bec, Salem and
MacDonald (2002) PAF9#E B $iEEF (threshold autoregressive, féifi TAR ) R DI
FHEMEARFEARE AL, BHREL AR RER, AR e84, —BRERREIE,
g AR E R . AMEMFHL TAR EE T EEEARNIEREAEAERRE
B AR, (B L, FRAR S A THHRERRE, BRETE 7 mIE LA e
EiE, X LIREI AR ERE I E SEan R REER T s, BEmE T g ERN
AR, BT EMDEENEEREREERE, AE2FURTEEREKER (smooth
transition autoregressive, f&if# STAR) &AFH ER ML EEEZERITE, W Michael,
Nobay and Peel (1997) % Taylor, Peel and Sarno (2001). #{f%# STAR HAIfE



L BB RE 2R, BEREE| KR L GFEE mlE PPP AU A/INIA RGBT, RS
—Ft, AR E KRB PPP K#(Ez BBz TR, HREHER EBHEN,

FEME  SCRRSS— i RE ZSFRAR AT Rt Y, R R AR B 2 iy AR 2 A FE AR TR P
291, Engel and Hamilton (1990) #t#R A T — & WIARRE B Al KEEHARRAY (Markov Switch-
ing Model) ZRE M ETT /%85, E£IT/ R EIT/ BRI A HESKEEITR, WELAR
f? STAR AR5 €2 HARRRRY B R IR 1 — 8 % AT K8 (Markov chain) , 1 STAR 2
HOAR REEHRE F A S B R Bz R, IR, J& R R R IR R L STAR AE
— et AR B R R AR B B B A 5 M T FERR R B AR A B
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3.1 EFEER

FEWSE 4 HREZSHY SR b, 37 2 2F I A FR AL E /7 A ARAT EZR Y IR BN 1T Bl A1 Meese
and Rogoff (1983) Frigfy I FH) i BEFEHe DA, HALRAI T LA RIFAU B RERE
o REREAGE E MR EIER T — IR0 TREIE, DR 20 & S E A iU s B 2R R 2
@, B b, BAESE ERBENKETS, Al Engel and Hamilton (1990) & Engel
(1994) Fl SR HEE B R s FERE S 1EA, FADRHEZES R GRETRIVE
o A, RMUBREERAED ERRERFRR, ERECELERNTHERENLE,
GHEMERESSEEYCE, EERHERE LAY, T-RIRAIZRETED, MERE L
TRESRERE NI, SRMERRRE L, 5 R T BEHEE S ARG 2 e 1A,
[R5 [ B BB H A BEROE D A — L, TR AR AR E

B —: HZIERERRRIEEEREREGEEE (drift) EHET AR

i)y

C

ye=a+1yi1+e, €| Q~N(0,0?), (3.1)

Hr ey BT, BRI SERBECED —REOSEKRE R —HRAHE, HREES TREE
AR AU, SRR R B E R LE T AL BB TRIES,
Al = nEREINERE B S EINR B o« BT REREGIC EE S HE

Y = Dést +yt—1 + &, & | Qt, St ~ N(0,0’gt), (32)

[k, BB RPER B B S — RSB E R A, | HhREE AkeEs, B S,
AR EH IR RRE B A Big e, HERRRE MR —RE MK RBR BRI k8 (first-order

T —BARERR & H RO RRRE, (3.2) A yr 20— RVBEBR NIRRT BRI,



Markov chains),

Pr(St =j|St-1=1,S+ 2=k -+ ) =Pr(St =j|Si-1=1) =pi;, (3.3)

i,j,k = 08 1, REEBHEREHRWESS {0,1). 2 EREEHAES t 91 S, = 0, Al
yi — Y1 ~ N(ag,03), RZEES t WREEH S, = 1, Bly; —y; 1 ~ N(ag,0%)e &
PP R] AR E AR A — B IR G AGE (R R — keI, RIBURARAL—, iR al— R Al — fy %y
B, FAMEARRER 2 B HER% 2R (transition probability) R —1{E 2 x 2 KR ERE AR

1 _
P P11 p22 (3.4)

1—pnn  p2

3.2 [REZIETE

BT HRIPERRSE RS E S UG ] RE SR R, — & T 5 W E R R
1. Hé: ng = a1
2. HZ poo=1-pn

BARAER H : 0o = oy BRIERTREEEE v, — v, TACRE R S8, XA Ekes
PR S, BEER H2 « poo = 1 — p1y BISSTESUE B 7 IR —P B T8, BIHR
RESI S, B ATES KB RIBREY, & MR AR B R R — R B B

2B —ARAERH (S;) BB m Mk % (outcomes), HARERBHIBAETE K5 RIERUGH, 1
#H83 Pr(Sy = jSi-1 = i,St-2,...,St—n), 1 = 1,2,3,...,N o # m = 3,n = N B, {IBB=
FIRGE N LS AT,

10



Hansen (1992, 1996) A E HEHEEZ 0o = ay B, HRKEL 0 = o, gHBT
B28 (nuisance parameter) FRHREMMETRE poo B p11 , ALk Engel and Hamilton
(1990) Z a2 LU T R {8 i S %

A. H§ :po=1-p11 Bag#ay, 05 #0?
B. H:ag=a1 B0} #0% poo#1—pn
T E 18 WA 1 S B R R S 2 THE 2 B RIRE, EAIFRE AR ELFT B 2%, 1 58 Wi 5%

HRER S EERES TS E® (Engel, 1994); IR EHE B T RS 2R Wald #7E
et EARTER T 2B B

gult

[ poo— (1—pu1) |2

——— = L~ x%(1), 35
oar(Poo) + oar(p11) + 2 coo(Poo, P11) x(1) (3.5)
NEPRY
Ry — &
— (&0 — &) ~ x3(1), (3.6)

var(&g) + var(&y) — 2 cov(kg, &1)
T HY BB T, IR S, AT BB B —o R, ATHEINEREH v, 8%
0

S IR —EREEFREME & (mixture of normals),

f(yt;f?) _ _ Poo exp [(J/t —Yt-1 —oco)zl +(1—7Poo) exp [(]/t — i1 _“1)2] ,

2
\/ 2703 204
(3.7)

0 REBRFE KRGS H. FUEEEER H £RRESEEROEHTEE BT R EE
(Markovian property). fithiE HE A&k E 45812 (data generating process, DGP)
REBAGRANS RSN E—FERES, HEEER H BERER HP, AIRrartE
BESEORERES, T EE RFFR AR B R, RTiEERER HY A&

11



WM HE moifs, RERERRRIE T 18 R MATHRITO SR T ISR RR, KEM
E—H e HS MIBIERS,

C. HS:00=01 Hag#ar, poo #1—pn

HArsam e Mzt ERERESEHER— R A2

(60— 01)° 2
var(0p) + oar(6q) — 2 cov(dp, 01) () (3.8)

3.3 hETEER

/N T B 3 B S ] SRR AU A (5 1R, B m R A 5 Mk B B 2 2 AR AR
B, HAAE R REE (markov chain) FYFFIE(EAR BRI R B 2 BRI ERO U, F ARG ot
ME TSR AR BETEER M, BT DA — 3R BA B v R A ) il SR FE

Ve =g, + Y1 +e €], S~ N(O, U'gt), 3.9)

\|
/|
=
~

D‘St = 0(0(1 — St) + 0(15,5,
agt = 03(1—S¢) + 0384,
S5;=0 or 1,
PRI AR R B B AL A 2 RN, EREMEE RSB RE ag. a1, 0p. o IR

AR poo. p11, &8 EM HEEYE (expectation and maximization algorithm) A5
B2 R AP E, 3

SEM EHEEMF2 AR, # R Hamilton (1990) £2 Engel and Hamilton (1990) .

12



REER oA I R 2 AR RO G, AR S 2B B DKL (log likelihood function):

InL = Z In (f(ye | Q-1,St)), (3.10)

O 1,5:) =
f(]/t\ t—1,St) 20'§t

L o (‘wt Y “5t}2> , (3.11)
V2,
Heh O = {2,y 1 VBEIWIE t — 1 BIOARES, T Q2 = (Yo, Y1, Yt—2)e B
BE RN RELESE RN B 2R RE A B AR R B, P DURSR E 8 o R DLE R 2R
W SR T2 BUihEr, Fr ATFIFE B 55— 77 ARG L

B, EEH O 1 T, e B Sy WA REEERBAIRRE:

fe, St | Q1) = f(yr | S, Q1) Pr[Ss | Q_1], (3.12)

KSR EKEE S = 0,1 IR AIRE v, KRBT R,

1

Sl Q1) =Y f(ye, St | Q)

S5¢=0
1
= Y f(y | S6, Q1) Pr(Se | Q4] (3.13)
S5¢=0
BRI v, RSE T B REMES B EGREEETEERE Pr(Sy = 7 | 1],
j = 0,1 EREERIERYY, HEB LI BR 2R R
T 1
InL = Zln{ Z f(]/t ‘ St, Qt_l)PI'[St ‘ Qtl]} , (314)
t=1 Sy=0

BFEREH v KSR IS, FRSHHE [FHHIBEE | (prediction probability) Pr[S; |
O 1] BMERMT, #HIE Hamilton (1989) fUBRAHEES THEHER | ALEEI THEESRE H

13



B
=

1
Pr(Si=j| Q] =) Pr[Si=1j,S1=1i| O]
i=0

1
=) Pr[Si=j|S—1 =i]Pr[S_q =i| 1], (3.15)
i=0

Ht Pr(Sy = j | ;1 = i] REHEEE, HEAP 0E 1, RERART:

Pr[Si=1]S =1 =p= %, (3.16)
Pr[S; = 0] Sy = 0] = 4 = % (3.17)

B H K EEASE [ (filter probability) Pr[S; = j | Ql:

Pr(Se =j [ Q4] =Pr[S; =j | 1, y¢]

_ S =]y [ D)
fye | Q1)
e[S =7, 1) Pr[St = j [ Q]
Y50 f (e | St =7, Q1) Pr[Si = j | O4q)

= (3.15) B3R (3.18) W K BB K—EEEISRE, RIAGEHR (3.13) y; 38

PR A I B, A, TEAR E —(EWIAR B BIREES Pr(So|Qp) T, &= (3.15). R

(3.18) AR B EE KBRS IS EREZ T PrS = j | Q] R Pr[S; | O 4], HFE

) PrSy | Q] #EIR (3.13) , AIEEIE—H v, HS SRS IS, ST S
B8, Hamilton (1994) BEEMAER AL (ergodic probility) 7,

(3.18)

= PrlSo = 0] Q] = 5 i; P - (3.19)

=Pr[Sy =1 Q] = zi;Z - (3.20)

FHE R ENTRY BB R R ¢ BT ZS, B — (AR B RN R EREEH BN
WA, TS [2HBZE | (smoothed probability) Pr[S; | Qr|, FFTERARFAER

14



TEEmIFEL ¢ BUARRE, HORE 2% Kim (1994) iRy 75k, ZEREHRRRRY TSR B A e Al

(time reversible) FyE, HI:
PI’(St = jlst—i-l = k, QT) = PI’(St = j|5t+1 = k, Qt), (3.21)
FEQTT, Sy =B Spy1 = k B EREATEREE:

PI‘[St = j, St+l =k ‘ QT]
= PI‘[SH_l =k | QT] X PI‘[St :] | St—|—1 = k, QT]

= PI‘[SH_l =k | QT] X PI‘[St :j | St—|—1 = k, Qt]
o Pr[St+1 =k | QT] X PI'[St = j, St—l—l =k ‘ Qt]

Pr[Sii1 =k | Q4]
_ PI‘[SH_l =k | QT] X PI‘[St :] | Qt] X PI‘[SH_l =k ‘ St = ]] (3 22)
Pr(Si1q1 =k | (]
H
1
Pr(S;=j|Qr] =) Pr[St =51 =k| Qr), (3.23)
k=0

e E—ERTAR S I Pr(ST|Qr) 2T, AR (3.22) 8% Pr(Sr_y = j,Sr =
K| Q) BEs, BARAR (3.23) TS5 T — 1§12 8845 Pr(Sr_1 = j|Qr)e # Pr(Sr_q =
i|Qr) BEFEER (3.22). 2 (3.23) MR, XABEE T — 2 M2 Pr(Sy_p =
1), AR ER S, AT BT 1 2 IR,

15



4 EELFERDN
41 BERRIFREFEFIE

ASLAGE, BRI = ERR EEEE, RER 4 HER R GREESBREZERITRE
R, TMBREGE, wE] BT k8 = (HB 5 B 3 B A S V) E K EAE A I 231
HEM Erth, BEEZREYHERKEDUF—8, 2RE—EHREE (T) £%, T—
BREIFAET (L) E2RRERENTR. RMEEERY L TREFRENVITR, BRREE
RS VEREN EM T SHERNSE, LSRR B EER E A SRS
%, FEMALL Engel and Hamilton (1990) A ERH 26 & rl R RE R 8 5 &
B, A E Lan A drE, et T EER D BIRISIRERHIE. B, ERAXTREERE

"

qr = st + plf — ply

g BEEESE, s, B B2 EES, pl; SREMOZRMEEY, pl SRS ARY
EH. TEEE T ZERRBES4EES, MR ERMEEY, HARRE 4
EEFRERE, SERTRHSZIRA IS, GHE8 1986 & 1 A% 20054 6 . #HES
1980 48 1 A % 2005 4 6 A. HHEE 1975 4 1 AE 2005 4 5 A, HFCHEEES g,
IEBUE TR 100, SHEHE v, HIRENR TSR, ERNEANEEY v B3
=R, USRS HEESRBRES:

gt = (Ingt —Ing; 1) x 100 = y — y; 1,

Hef oy yp 1 DHIREEES qp. g, BOSBREER, ¢ = yi — v REETATERE]
HIBERE R, BREZSEZ M L, BB ER DI ERRE, A ¢ BIEME; HEREZAT, AN
fEFE, H] ¢ RATE,

16



# 1 R T EERNENNE, o EEEERNTER 3.383 , FH#ER 0.144 , &
RBHR 0.043, HEEHR A ROERE, BEREREERBELERIERERIER

o MEA Ljung-Box Q(24) #tat-EhE BEMAR R T B, MRBEEEREEH
BB R, R, fEfn e BRI TS, MR GBHEERRE B B E—PhE
BHEZREGES ARCH ZR, GRREEERFE ARCH R,

LT I B B ) B ME 2R P ERY BUE R 0.461 B2 6.912, FEIR¥EE B3 RIS 0.105
I 0.164, BEFHEHAIRE 0.227 R 0.021 . EHEEMERE L, MEEIFHEERI IR ERE
MR, FoMERE B EREZRH K EEE P T HREFAR B BRI, fBH MBI REK
HE(HEZPJTIE b, ARG R E B BB ek, RPMEHMEIEE ARCH #2R,

tE S, BTSSR EEE RS R RIEE RO RS, B BRI EE ARCH
e

4.2 BLIEEER Wald #BERR

fEE 1, Beffn] CIBARE R 5 58, BB IR B EES, RN EANEZIE
B _ETHRERTR. fERAERE b, TMERE 5 R E D ERR BN R EFERERE S =
FARREFATE AR AR 5 P SR SR MR J T R R B SR i R B RE 2R 7B B

B5E, T @ DU EAGETHR IR, HERTIRE 2, MR SEEEEERH
R ZHRE FEMEI—RRE, EE L EHRMEE -BHR. e EEREZE
BRERER, EEA LI EBES —187.462, MR — IR EUES 173.41, UL
oA ERET R —2 x (—187.462 — 173.42) = 721.744, FEEHEKYE 5% T x2(4) B FR1E
#7 9.488, fEREFERE R, RrEBEEkBEREBEREERBHEL _EPE—R

e E B R G # & DG P REHE R R E, FM#RH Engel and Hamilton (1990)
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AT H o {1 MR,
A. HY:poo=1-p11 Hag#ay,08 # 0?
B. HE:ap=uay o} #0?

HRES RTINS 2, EF AW EEES AREAORE HOMEES HAR HE, #rdk
BT DIBERE S TR s S W E RS R, WA EEIEE HY, (BImsiEe
HB , #raEES AR EA R RNERE T BA SRR ST, ATEREEE
I HA sE HE B, THERACE R B R B R SRR, TSR st
SRR TREEHOER, HE—SRE HS : 00 = o1 B ag # a1,p00 # 1 — pua
PRI T, SRS AR RS EE R TR R MR R, (¢ LLOREERD, &
SR R A B = (I SR B R A W BT £ 2 A4,

4.3 BUXBEAERGEHER

% 2 BEBNTEES A RRFEEER, RITTSHEREEES PR EFERRE
T, BEE o [SEEEAE TIRES; BRY o° WEF L, AVEEEEE; T7EREBEN
% poopr1, BREHE poo TEE, HEMAEE, B | A6EEHES RIEIEREL 0
FERESE. EREEL b, A0 Hamilton (1989) 7% BIE TBA R A AR 0.5
BT, MIREEAR 0.5 5, BAES AREERERRES; K2, BIREBRE—. &
P B T 3504 B 5 ) R A R A T S, TR B P P 5 2
BB T T A, BT — 2% 1 B TR A O L 5 5 B o TS EH B p
B

gr2 = (Ingr —Ing;_12) x 100 = y¢ — y¢_12,
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H yn vy 10 SRIBEEEZ qi. q;_10 BCHBERNEE, 9o = v — Y10 BEEIFRTE
#FHFEHE Y, Frommel, MacDonald and Menkhoff (2005) $258# #{ LI i R A2k
ETEEWRNERS, R T UEREREEESRN SN RENER S EEE R E
HRVFEASY, BT DA — B RE S RAT AT A IR 2R B R R UL, R B E IR
P — BRI — R e, BMRHR LR E F:

A= "THRZIMER SR et EERE R ERE (drift) FEE S #E
Q2 =VYi—Yi_1p =a+e, & |Q~N(0,0?), 4.1)

ALY ATERERR e B S EINR BiEE o BE AT REREGIC e HE

g2 =V — Vi1 =g, +€, € | O, S~ N(O, O'gt), (4.2)

7 3 B = RSB R TSR, UL E b, $ra % BRE R I B E MBS 515
1921.98, 2771.164, 5522.414 , FEFEZKHE 5% 9 x2(4) B FEL 9.488, = K ELIER
MR (RER, & R B FE R RAEERRBBER A REE R EE MR E R R
&, AR DL E b, B BB RE 2SR S A R A B SR B R R B R 3R, 78 Wald
WMERR, £ HY MEERR, fret GEEmngEEOREES 55 815.997. 948.219.
819.558 , MEEHIEMBH, MMEEH. R HE REBET, EEHEHEREEER, R
i, E—FHRE HS BEES ZEERFREHELRBEEER HS BF. SRE=0ER
BMEMER, SEEERREEHEREN R EHRARGEEEEE, LETGEERRESE
K, SRR EARGE SRR, WEEERF RS AT R R = ER R E
B ETRRIGE T

AN EUREHRERIIAE 3, « EIEIREER 1.279 R o WP ERRE, RE—
£ —0.929 BRI EHEEPIERRE , 5 25, RESERERTEEZKET, ok
FHEREICHZEARRBAIRRZE poo 7 0.967 , FHER P THEARERIBEES p1q £ 0.95, TEEENTERY
K, THEARRERI B B R PBZ (EARRERI B &,
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R RS RER, o EEREES 0.301 RGERPAREZERRE, KE—F 0.013 £
TEEERP/NZEARRE |, AER R R, EEA AR B MR EE P E, S5
HIIRREZE R HZ(E, IRRE— BT HE. RETEERKEIMERIRE, IRBF THIKREIRIINE—
gD, INRER AR KIET, BERHER IS KIZEARRBRIBEES poo /% 0.982 , FrigRE
INRZAEARFERITEER p1 13 0.948,

— % 2.068 AT BRI/ N EARRE o T EBEZREMEAERZEKET, TEREE TR
By RISINRE—HIIR B IRNRERS MRS TERAZKYET, BTN R R I R EZ EARRERIREZE poo
£ 0.963 , FHERF/INZERBERIREZR p1p B 0.927,

2 REBEEERFRREEBERERNEERREEREDE, BEiE 1 HR, Hfi
B R PR 2R B IR R B F B R ZS ATl fe 21 AR E R L, (BB FraE i $2 Ry
A REIE AR A — fE R EIRAR B R R BRGS0 AT DU AR B R AR A S THERY SRR B I EN
5, BRI YA AR REEE AR (S HE A KPR AR RE B AR (51, RS E HIZFEH
—INRERIMEZRAEET S, ARNBRY R Bthi D . R DUE B ER R KRS 0.5 BLor SRR
RE, LLRRE 1 KB 2, Bfn]HEEE B EH AR BR SR INRRERZR R A R ESEB D,
HEHFHERE R BRI E > L DU RIEEE, % 4 RSB EEEZR T AR PIRREES KRR
— YA 53

44 T[EIBEERNKEIHEEID RN

BEIE 2 thavHa B ERRE HIRERE, A5 KR RER AR RE, HEH R —R A
R, raWHEEERFERRERE LA b REREES, % 4 LA 0H5 & %Rtz
MEARRE R FHERRERI A 73, B ERREARECR AR, A ERRER L ER . FMIR5
oW EEEREDEGELEEREGTEYIMEE, FIU0E 1986 FLEE REE&mMEH
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fEBOR, (eEGEEETRR, RUHE oW EEEZREHRE TES, mE 1997 £7 A
2HHPRSKIZER SRR SmER (Asian Crisis) ZEFGE, BRAGEERER
GRS ALL ERET, AR TS R B ERE M R &, RAA e OS2
SVE G R I HR, TSN G R E EE RN I 2R EE THTE BRI [ERER
HETFERAR B 29.851 1 B, R THEMBEN HHL fFEHART A 20.080 A, * #Fra M@z
ERIRRERI IR AR FHER G, Br#ra® ERERIERZ (long swing) FZEARREIEIE
(short swing) F&FEARERRENTT R, EEREZSER GBI ERNERI AR E, T2
H wg = 1.279, HEHERRE THREEE ag = —0.929 BIR,

HRBIZE 2 TREARERRE HIRERE, 1A HiNRERARRE, REEER—R
RHMBR. BEEEEAFERREAN LR 4 TREEE, £ 4 DI HEBEERAIZER
RER U ERFH, BRS/INIZAEAR R R U (ERF . SR B BE R AR (EARRRRY M L 7RI % 55.249
@R, BNz EREIEFEAEE 19.231 A, BEEHRLRERERKLZEREEE
e/ NIZAEAR RERI B BN T R

TIFERE 2 #rinse BRI (EiRREE IRRER(E, v & KGR E RS, RIS R —

HREEH L 7FIE I (Expected Duration of a Regime) HI5RE, BAKRMEZEEH D SEMRE
HITFHE AR, DU & W iR iR (E R BT,
D=1,ifSs=0and S;y1 =1;Pr[D =1] =1— poo
D =2,if S = S;41 =0and S;1p = 1; Pr[D = 2] = poo(1 — poo)
D =3,if Sy = S;11 = St42 = 0and S5 = 1; Pr[D = 3] = p3,(1 — poo)

KEFaBRERBHLEFENHED)

E(D) =X, j x Pr[D = ]

=1 x Pr[S;41 =1|St =0]+2 x Pr[S;11 = 0,542 =1|St = 0] + 3 X Pr[S;11 = 0,512 =
0,803 =1S;=0]+--- =1/(1 — poo) = 1/(1 — 0.967) = 29.851 {& F;

R SREHT A B HER B EFEEM E(D) = 1/(1 — p11) = 1/(1 — 0.95) = 20.08 f& A,
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INREEA B, #TII B E B FRREARE LR 9 TORREE, 72X 4 T 5T IR
e RRAEARREAR R SUMEIRFH, N EIRFERBUE 1R o #7058 B i A H2 (ER AR R 1
LFEBIRS 27.248 {H A, @i/ N ERER L FEHRES 13.774 (@A, Frimg i 2R E
Flig B K (EIR e i 8B e/ N2 MR FE R I B 1T o
ERTRN, Hra . SRIE RTINS g A R R R R BT R, AT SRR B TR AR
SRR L, DA B RSB RMSERR Fr S A R A ATAHE, Shen and Chen (2004) 15 H FIRER R
1789 TEIRZIET | BOR, #ra® ERRERE T EREEIER R (ER R, BRTEEMA
BE (2005) —XXrhigh#ra . SRR 2R RIEREE R TIREIEIE R & ERE
HIBENTT S, HigH G E AT HERE N ETT R R R, N5 % T B RAEEEARHT
RIS E B TRER, B EAFERE BT IR, (EHEARAE R K ER R,
B TSALBI R R B BRI BB AR (Engel and Hamilton, 1990), 55— K26
FrPB R RITREMBORF BN THERED, MEEERNE R e ER EE S
R EE R R ML, TS EE M2 A RS MO8, MR R T, MBI, BE K
Hr s BATE S S TTI B RE BRI (EARRE, FER ER MR R, ZEWRE =[RS
e B T F AR R R B N5 S 7T, S AT R BB KA R R MR MR
AR E, BB RIS R R —E RSB FIRILE, 18 AEBE = B R %
BRI R EHIR,
RIMEANIIECERE BT, FER Y B S RARE I (7 B A EETERE 18 2 15 AU 3 pE

& = ER R EEE W BRI, 5 UEEER, HEAERAS R TRRE I R 2 PE
PRI S — YRR, d B P — D BRET IR AR A O TR RE /T R 5 B A NI B RE 1 —
o

B
e
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4.5 RBEIRVTRAIRIR

BT M EE EIRRRRY & v KRR A TR TR E RS, I BE B — KRR BE #aE  1R A
TELLEE, TFINETT B EREZS ARES R BRI AN, & 5 RSB ERERIT
RUTHHIBE DGR, (R m] N4 B E MEZR H R ER R SR RS FE5E W AR AU T~ TR A 23R
#7 /il (Mean square error) £, % MHHE LSRR PIGRED HTERHERARE
ERZERIERSE L, EiE—IREBHFERCE S AR TR TR ZT 5§ (RW-Mean square
error, RW-MSE) fx & # & B A F R RGN/ E BB & 7] R R 5
WETF{E (MS-Mean square error, MS-MSE),

FE L, PEBRETHEAAR/N, TEHETERRE A REG MR 7 B A A A B TR RE T,
A& 2 B RRARE ST ERIR, DR EEEM T ERET T ER R FIEEEER., HE, U
F mEME 2 e EHEKkH Hy : MSE; = MSE;,

_ MSE,
~ MSE,

et MSE; , MSE, {RFBR— B MR8 7, SR ESIEE Hy B, £7H
R — BUER ~ 7R AT SRR, FAEEHEI S 1. RS, ¥ F HEHEAR R UGS
HOAEAE Ho (BRI, BLEE &3 100 — A TEIRR 22 AR — U TRIER 22,

RTEREF FIREMET RHORERS, TRERET R E THI= R ER:

F

1. FEHERERREFRR TR R B

2. FHHERETNEFSIHEEA.

YEREEANHHBIR S H H8REE, o; HEASHHBIRAL | EFHHZRZE (forecast error),

1 i )
MSE = — e;
Hi:l 1
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3. ARE AT — B “H TS (o1 1,e0,) N ELFIHIHERL,

#£ Granger and Newbold (1976) f&tH —fElf# o B A — AR — B9 IR 2 B 5 HIAHRR
RERREMET R, D eq;, eo; RIBGIETFIME,

Xj=ej;+te; ,zi=e1;—€;
TENTREBER AL T, & Hy Rk BERE, x; , z; TEG 2R HEE,
Pxz = E(xizi) = E(eii - 62,i>

A —F R — R t DEEEHER H — 1 RENETE,

px/ (1= p2)/(H —1) ~ t(py 1)

RE x; , z; BAMHBRE oy, BEREPF, BRIEMHE, AIEN—FEAH MSE;, K2, £
B fE, HIRE — B8 KK MSE,

R E AR, BEORTERRRER G uIm E B SRR BAr, SUERT 2 UL, BA
Granger-Newbold &I, EHAZFERRRZNENF AN E R T, B2 —(E
REFHIKERMET &, T Diebold and Mariano (1995) $HE KK —ER ERETE, HHES
DM #& €.

1 H
DM = EZdi/\/(po+2m+---+2m+---+2f)q)/(H—1) ~ b1
i=1

Hed; = g(eq;) — glep;) AFKBEZER (loss differential), T g(-) HBZRARIERHE,
0; B d BHINE | FEM B EILBB (the i-th autocovariance), H I, 230 DM #E T
5 R R R

A. HP : MS — MSE = RW — MSE , HP : MS — MSE < RW — MSE,
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B. Ht : MS — MSE = RW — MSE , HE : MS — MSE > RW — MSE,

EEREERBRESE, % HY BRBER, 53, SERFMEY DM — Test(H)) #E
B35 6.79. 11.82 K 26.85, ¥k FH{ER HY Bk, (BfE Hf BRHBET, 61, %E
BEFIEE DM — Test(HE ) BEMES 35 —6.79.—11.82 K —26.85, AIMEEEIER HE
e, RAEEEMARFRRARRN L, BB BTN RfR e s R 8l A R 2 e fe R, 1
BERERSE, DM — Test(HY) #EfEs —2.03, B&{ER HP 1B#%, DM — Test(H})
WIEIER 2.03, EEFEER HE B

PR RIS AR FRIGE TR R L, EE — KRB FE 8 S A TR RE DB AR RS
SENRN R R BRI TEHIGE ), R MEE  SURAERE —3 2 Clements
and Hendry (1998), Clements and Krolzig (1998), Clements and Smith (1997,
1999), EiiSCERE T8 HFERR IR R AN R E T R G E IR IEER, (R ERAS I TR
REA—EGEDRIEER, REGEEEERFERRAFNER, SEIRERE ] RE R
HOTEEIRE IR0 BB A B B — IR BB BB B8 P 888, © Daacco and Satchell (1999) LU
By K ARAR A [ m] KBRS PRI RE R B IR M FE#e D 1= A | YA, BT
T S A R AR A 2 RS e R AR, R B AR AU A iR R 0 R 38 A S AR EEE IR, BT
THEZ AR E R UL N B, (Et 2 DUE B AN R 2 A4 B E RaRrI S R, (ALl MSE
At BT THHIRE DRI, #56EH MSE [EASFERE S 1E ARy MSE {E, 5 —{E "] AEHI#
R MBS A, BRI IR AR AU BE AR B S0 S R S e B H RE 21T /R, R

Siddique and Sweeney (1998) # HAETA THHIGE /I IiF F B EHR A R/ IVE R, BRETEBR RAIA
AEAR, AR D G ER G EBRIFHIR T, BEEREAHM, € H R B T REE A=A R
B ERE—IREBRIFE RS 5 AL, M, BERAHAR R, BEEZR T RE REENIEERRET, & XU
EERRN R REIEL (53, @ENESFRENSEBMEET, MEHEEHNE N 2ERERE
HIFE e A 1A 2,
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BERNRANEE RS, BERARMORIEE L, dREFHESEEGIEELS, ’ikE
F RE IR, ST AT RESE N EL TR I B A T e (AR L O ORISR, IR LS L FE R AT PR E
AR A 2
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+ =
5 g

A EERZFH Engel and Hamilton (1990) 2 miik ReBE 5% 53 B S 51 LI ET 5 #.
E KA EEERTRED, HMERUSHEEERUAREREFERETERL T,
i BNl E T 2 BOKES 7039 23 BE BARRERRI RV EHERICMEET 2 REA, FR R B SRR IR
Ho RERRE LTI E, HMEEERED T KRBV EREERERET 2T, HAHR
FIANREIAM 82 DL A BORZRE R T e BN BRI L, IR ERREAE R, ERRERZHi T
R Rt I E B S R R AT AR AR, (B RHE PRI R &1 20 B R A
=EB S 2R HBRE R ETTR, EEER 5 KAGIRRESER R IR &I (ER B R
BETHEIRRE, BE R TIER 4 Rk 9 REIRRES#I RIEHEEE K2 BRI
R/ NIZEARRE, AR, BRMIBEH O W, BmE RTINS E TR BRI
FZAEARRE, 5o fbiE =B RVESMIH S ), HRZETE=ARFE SERREER.

ERASNIFARENRR b, VEEAMRERERREBNER b, SR EHEREFRE
—iIRRERIBE K18 25 158U BB AR B > S BN RE R FE m] R R AU R FRORIRE D, Be— i R
W OCHEIER R 2, BR T E ERE AR E R,
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& 1. HEEEER EAHEE

%  Mean  S.D. SK EK Max  Min JB LB(24) LBS(24) ARCH(6)

=2 3.383 0.144 0.265 1.534 3.628 3.171 23.716% 4275.459% 4274.202x% 2302.008*
H N 0.461 0.105 —0.290 2.231 0.643 0.173 14.120* 6273.260% 6689.138+ 2197.708*

LAE 6.912 0.146 0.510 2.392 7.439 6.706 17.989« 3868.270% 3820.219%  961.320x
(1) * A 5% HIKHETEE,
(2) Mean 1 S.D. #RE& B E A THHER R Max BRARNEZEMIin £/ NMIBEE.
(3) SK mimfERE, EEMER 0 REFERANR, HEREAEES IS ~ERNEGE, SAAERAS RS —ERNER.
(4) EK IERE (7%, EERER 3 R RIE, HEAPD 3 AREMES IR &I, /N 3 RIEES A ERE,
(5) ]B & Jarque-Bera #iitE, BHTERHIFEBEFTIEE B EBIE.
(6) LB(24) BEEEZRR Ljung-Box Q #aHE, HHIHE 24,
(7) LBS(24) B&EEAT 1 Ljung-Box Q #iaHE, #Hk S 24,
(8) ARCH(6) & ARCH izt &, % &85 6, BENERKREEEFTIREEE ARCH %&E,



2% 2: A — R R A — il R R

B — i LG Hns
o —0.005 0.004 0.300
(0.035) (0.025) (0.216)
o 0.540* 0.441% 4.129*
(0.043) (0.093) (0.365)
log L —187.462 —183.182 —1032.620
A= A LEiE T sz
&g 0.011 0.099 1.969
(0.038) (0.208) (1.367)
oy —0.071 —0.008 0.035
(0.192) (0.011) (0.120)
00 0.387* 1.204* 8.892*
(0.072) (0.181) (1.153)
o1 0.933* 0.172* 2.579*
(0.238) (0.012) (0.157)
Poo 0.384 0.974* 0.970*
(0.248) (0.012) (0.015)
P11 0.850* 0.797* 0.821*
(0.149) (0.089) (0.081)
log L 173.410 —5.305 955.368
H,|H; 721.744* 3975.976* 355.754*
[<0.001] [<0.001] [<0.001]
Hg 0.683 68.026* 79.453*
[0.409] [<0.001] [<0.001]
Hf 0.153 0.263 1.964
[0.699] [0.680] [0.161]
H§ 8.643* 34.033* 32.374*
[0.003] [<0.001] [<0.001]

(1) EHEI PR B B i YRR,

(2) * FRTE 5% Wk T,

(3) Hy|Hyp Fm s — s — g E.

(4) B3 HY' : poo = 1 — p11 B ao # a1, 0% # 07 BEE, REGEHREBRLE X2 (1),
(5) 5% HE : g = g H 0% # 02, pop # 1 — pr1 BER, REFKHRBRE x2 (1)1,
(6) & HS : 03 = 02 H g # a1,po0 # 1 — p11 BER, ek Rak x2(1)055.
(7) FHEMHHEFS p-value, -



2 3: 1A = R AR AN U R HE R

A= =3 LB Hrhnsge
o 0.047 0.082 2.628*
(0.156) (0.095) (0.768)
o 2.326* 1.624% 14.439
(0.121) (0.141) (0.952)
log L —502.442 —559.687 —1443.370
1AL =3 LB Hhnsge
&g 1.279* 0.301 3.771
(0.151) (0.390) (2.306)
o —0.929* 0.013 2.068*
(0.256) (0.073) (0.470)
00 1.044% 3.018* 23.830*
(0.098) (0.288) (1.702)
o1 2.585* 0.777* 5.660*
(0.186) (0.046) (0.319)
Poo 0.967* 0.982* 0.963*
(0.018) (0.009) (0.013)
P11 0.950* 0.948* 0.927*
(0.024) (0.028) (0.027)
log L 458.548 456.765 1317.837
Hs|H, 1921.980*  2771.164* 5522.414*
[<0.001] [<0.001] [<0.001]
H§ 815.997* 948.219* 819.558*
[<0.001] [<0.001] [<0.001]
Hf 49.715* 0.491 0.493
[<0.001] [0.483] [0.483]
H§ 47.049* 64.290* 118.153*
[<0.001] [<0.001] [<0.001]

(1) B RSB B e,
(2) * £FTE 5% A FEE.

(3) Hy|Hy #mmis—$Hsism — gL 5.

(4) B3 H' : poo = 1 — p11 B ao # mq, 05 # 0F BER, REREHRBRE X2 (1),
(5) & HS : ag = a1 B 03 # 02, poo # 1 — p1y BIEEE, R RBRE x2 (1),
(6) B3 HS : 08 = 02 H ag # a1,po0 # 1 — p11 BEE, REHEHRBMRAE x2(1)M5 .

(7) AHENAKSES p-value, 35



& 4 BB EE A KRR 1R

NG S HAH

ARRE—HIH

1987:01 ~ 1990:05
1991:10 ~ 1993:02
1994:08 ~ 1995:09
1997:11 ~ 1999:03
1999:05 ~ 2000:10
2001:08 ~ 2001:09
2004:02 ~ 2005:06

1990:06 ~ 1991:09
1993:03 ~ 1994:07
1995:10 ~ 1997:10
1999:04

2000:11 ~ 2001:07
2001:10 ~ 2004:01

Lt

1981:01 ~ 1988:01
1989:10 ~ 1997:10
1999:12 ~ 2001:02
2001:12 ~ 2004:12

1988:02 ~ 1989:09
1997:11 ~ 1999:11
2001:03 ~ 2001:11
2005:01 ~ 2005:06

S s

1977:04 ~ 1978:01
1979:02 ~ 1979:09
1980:05 ~ 1982:09
1983:02 ~ 1985:01
1985:10 ~ 1990:07
1991:08

1991:10 ~ 1991:11
1992:12 ~ 1994:03
1996:01 ~ 1997:07
1999:01

1999:07 ~ 2005:05

1976:01 ~ 1977:03
1978:02 ~ 1979:01
1979:10 ~ 1980:04
1982:10 ~ 1983:01
1985:02 ~ 1985:09
1990:08 ~ 1991:07
1991:09

1991:12 ~ 1992:11
1994:04 ~ 1995:12
1997:08 ~ 1998:12
1999:02 ~ 1999:06
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% 5: Diebold-Mariano FJERI A4 78 HIG E

=2 CAE Frhngk
B REER
MS-MSE 6.87-e04 0.0069 0.0025
RW-MSE 3.30-e04 0.0010 2.69-e04
DM-Test(HP) 6.7891 11.8223 26.8545
[1.000] [1.000] [1.000]
DM-Test(HE) —6.7891* —11.8223* —26.8545*
[< 0.001] [< 0.001] [< 0.001]
FRREER
MS-MSE 0.0049 0.0412 0.0159
RW-MSE 0.0062 0.0130 0.0031
DM-Test(HP) —2.0296* 9.1405 15.9263
[0.021] [1.000] [1.000]
DM-Test(HE) 2.0296 —9.1405* —15.9263*
[0.978] [< 0.001] [< 0.001]

(1) MS-MSE £57£ F A] R A B PR ETF 7

(2) RW-MSE f78 R H i i BREHOE S A TR PR E T 5.

(3) HY : MS — MSE = RW — MSE ,HP : MS — MSE < RW — MSE.
(4) H} : MS — MSE = RW — MSE ,HE : MS — MSE > RW — MSE,
(5) FHHEMANHB TR p-value.
(6) * RRTE 5% HIAUET B,
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Taiwan Exchange Rate and Filtered Probab
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Korea Exchange Rate and Filtered Probab
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