FEXFMERIIR S 7 4 ) 7 4 « ETNVICKS
HEL 225 & 7 3 Vlik& DT

1. [FC®HIC

B I, FHEEMSRERS 74 ) 7 4
(Volatility) & DfDBARE LT, & 5HEOIE
Pr (Asymmetry) S8 &0H 5 EBHONT
W, FHEENGSRN NET S E, KicERS
T4 U743 ERL, HEEMGRN ERT 5
L, KNCEAS 74 U7 0 I NETRENDH
% & LTWw3 (Leverage effects). i3, B
PENASHRE R 57 4 1) 7 4+ & ORI A DB
HbBTEERBELTWDS, £, FHEFEIIEED
74 )7 ¢ BRI SFEE L TR A U
THERMICEFB L TWA I ERMoNTWS, £
55 4 )7 4 DHERICEB T 270 E LCHE
RKEIKR S F 4+ ) F 4« 57 (Stochastic Volati-
lity Model; SV Model) " #3& 5. SV & 7L (3 &
5740 T 4 2BNENIEOERE LTHRL, K
55 4 ) 7 1 O A Clnla ORI
EHELTEFMEEN TV S,

F 7Y a VR ERIC B W T, FHEENISED
KI7 4074 BEEGEINERLTBD, £
7V a VISR LTI QSN T X — 5T
HbH. ATV a vHEHERICEBIT S SV £ FIVOIEGE
WROZE, K374 U7 4+ OEEP AT
Wb, K57 407« OREAESTERITICE
L TVWBERELTVWS, ChE TOEIHE
& LT3, Hull/White (1987), Wiggins (1987),
Scott (1987), Chesney/Scott (1989), Melino/
Turnbull (1990) 75 &EH3dH 5.

= F &

Z T, KK TR, IEBAVRERIIR S 7 1 Y
7 4 ¢ & 7V (Asymmetric Stochastic Volatility
Model) ZHWTA 7 v 2 YIIGICE T 3 TN
Feaitote. RENBXRS 7407 LBEF NV
T &dH % ARCH %! £ 7 )L (Autoregressive Condi
tional Heteroskedasticity Model) & &5 75 0,
SVEF VTR LEEZRD S EBHLL. L
L, (1 HBHEOH~Z DERME(%E € 57 V1L
TEX52&, (9 A7va vHHTHOYTWS
Ornstein - Uhlenbeck #7F2D & 5 75 85 Rp i
WREICHES K57 0 ) 7 4 ZBHEF L LT
BOL DA HRERS T &5 SV EF Va0, A
Wk 9% < &, % U &% & # (Quasi-Maximum
Likelihood estimation; QML) % H\»C SV € 7
IV ORETE Z1T - 7. QML % O 72 B 13, H#EE
KRHZELBWT L, HEIGRRERS T 1Y
7 1 & DO OHBN b 2 5E~DILRAS Harvey/
Shephard (1996) & - Tiribh TV 5B T &
ThH5.

FIENEED B1ch > TIE, FEEELT
H#% 225 BRATFS R D 7 — 7 % AW CHEEFI 751
AEE T o 7o HEERER L LT, REENIRE L R
774 )T« & DOHEBIDE 5V E D D HEE E
MG o Nt HEE 225 RlifERH O 77— 5 2 H W
T, QML T & 0 IEEHHR SV € 7V OHEEEITL,
T—N )Ty ke AT vavililkEEY T AL
O v 3Ialb—va kB LA HEX 225
47 v a OB 7 — itk b, IR
SV € 7 )V & Black/Scholes (1973) (LI, B-S

— 135 —



BRI fC% 55 355 (2005)

EFN) DA— )Ty b e d T a ANk EH
AT - 1. RIFEICA B &, BT SV £ 7L
kB4 7Y s Viikid B-S EFVELIRL T
DT LEENTVWAEADITTREWVWEVLIFERE
% -7,

AR DLIT ORI IZIR DB Tdh 5, 5 2 Hi
TIE, PN SV & 7L EIERHR SV £ Fovic o
WTIESAEITS. RIT, A7 ¥ a VI~ DIGH
IZOWTHIAL, 7Y 3 YilitkoEH Gz >
W4 5. 3 EITIE, AL TR LAH
#5225 KEMfifE L - Hfk 225 4 7 v a v D F— %
EFAFERIC OV TN, REBEOH 4 HiTl3,
fam &SRO > VW TR B,

2. XSV EFINICK B AT 2 a V&S
2.1 xRSV EF IV

COHITIE, SV EFILEIENF SV ® FvIC
DL T BT . KIS TR, £ 7N
D/¥F A — 5 OHEE I FEERIE R 7 — 5 Hiflib N
Lz, BERERE SV E SR s NS, #ib
HRH SV € 7L id,

Rt = Ol (2.1)

Ine? = a+glne | +mn (2.2)

[ 1
w Liian (|0, % =1, T
Tt 0 0 oy

L7 5. RyBIGREERT. u 3 V0, 5481,

ne 3 0, ko OIERSEIZHE S HELT T
BB, u, nrldawEEMTcRE— Gid:
independently and identically distributed) 12 &
ERDMIHES EOES 5. (2.2 XiF, *7
74 )7 4+ OXHES AR (1) 7o+ 2 (first-
order autoregressive process; 1 /X ® H . [0 )it &
B IKfEs & ZRLTVS 2,

BTG ic k< Ron s & 2 MoIEahris s =
ZETNICHEZSICE, (2.1, (2.2 KTy
& ok L CHBABIREZEA NI R V. Bl H O
MRS RAS R 5 7 4 V) 7 1 ICHA B2 BERA

Lz, ®557 407 4 OXEE 1 LT+
B, up & E05, FABARE 0 2 R0 & LR
ISV EF VAR 2 &,

Rt = OtUy (23)

Ino,, = a+@lnel+mn (2.4)

0 1
) ~idd N : PI ) =1,
M 0 poy oy

L1585, Fido SV E TV E DMERER, ur & 0y
EBMHBRE o B2t WH L TH B, (2.3),
(2.4) T}, KON 2 =513, {a, B,
02, p}THB. T, IR RS T A —
5 FHBERE 0 TH 5. SV E F VI LEE KD
LT EDHLWID, ATV e T 4 Y —
(Kalman Filter) 12 & » TR¥ 280 LE 2 RxA
1t 9 2 5 {1l & L i (QML: Quasi-Maximum
Likelihood estimation) & 0 /¥5 x — % OHEE
211 5%. ERIESVE F v IcBIL TR,
Harvey/Shephard (1996) 12 & » TiRE s ni
FEHPRBERLIRE R SV € 7L % QML & iV Co¥
T A =5 DHEEET.

2.2 FTLa vEBADICH
JREEEHNE LT, RIS, ¥57 497«
o213, LINOILEGRIRICHES S IRET 5. £72,
K77 407 4 3PEEYaYE (mean reversion)
MebbETEY TTTdz Edyldy «F—i#
oMy E L, HBRB e ZF>bD L9 5.
OREMTHB. £, A7 ¥ avida—oys3
Blea—ed7ryvar? 45,

% = pdt+odz (2.5)
do? . -

% = k[0 —In(o?)]dt + ddzo (2.6)
o

Cov(dz, dz) = pdt

E1 3. (2.5), (2.6) NiFdEEHFHETH B /2
W, BT E XA B L,
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IEFRERAI RS 7 4 ) 7 4

Ry — ) (2.7)

R, = o (=

In(o,) = KO+ (1 —r)n(of)+ouw, (2.8)

YY)~ iid N § , Lop t=1,.--.T
w 0 p 1

159 w kw30, ST OREEEER
DHITHESHELIETH 3. LM ->ThO =a,
1— k=B Sw=nE7H (25), 26 Ko
NF A= 5 F 2.1 HiTHEML 72 QML % Fl WV T
ET B EMTES.

T—eA TV a VIR CIE, BEMS, A5 F 4
V74 o, BEOHLtOBKTHD C (S,
o2, v LERBEEN, BT 2 o RER
BERS> DO EIET 5. (2.5), (2.6) &,
Cox/Ingersoll/Ross (1985) OFEMBIUOL v =
o ", R R

1,0, PC | 4. 0C
75 G5z TP 55002
92C aC
2,49 y
+o 5ot T 795
+{ro?[0 — In(c?)] — }——f C+%2_o(2m

NEONE. Qo2 @BEITTFA VT AD) R -

LIT A A2EKT, 2T, REMKEBER
DR BB BB TH 5 EIRET B & Lo?
=0 &5, CoORUSHERRLIToL %
B R B RS,

C(8.0%, Ty = Maxz(Sr — K,0)

C(0,0%,) =0
aC
ﬁ( (00,02, t) = 1
oC acC
rS()S(S' 0, f)+h9() z(S 0,t) —r(S,O,t)+W(S,O.t) =0
C(S,00,t) = S
AHZZ LIk a—n e A7V VK AEE

s EFMCK B HE 225 4 7Y 3 A0S (CH)

Hahidkw, LarL, 2.9 X»SLED
fi#2 (closed form solution) %Z:RK¥» 2% T L3 T
Wz, RENBEERNY 22 il
BEFEZ 56D ERETE W &, VR 7
VITADBREFERELISOIY, 7Y a OISR
DIAFRFE I3 LB FROIARMEICEFE L {125
2 CplEXOWSEtTDI— L ATV Ui
13,

Vo= T DE[Max(Sr — K,0)]
_ C*T(T*f)/ [Max(ST — K,0)]
K

p(S7|S,0?)dSr (2.10)

LERB NG, ER}) 27 it ic o ik
f#, SrdiiliH Ok, p (+ | ) FEMAAHHER
B e £

2.3 #F7 a3 vimEnELAE

L2L, (2100 XOMITRIZE2 I EMNTE
v, Lic-> TRFE T, EvFhvm e v
{2 L—¥a v (Monte Carlo Simulation) T &

DA 7 v a itk ZEH 5.

% 9 R MEAH BE O AR YETE B3 A 1 it S BLEL
{us}_ {ws Y, 2 A s ¥ 5. itz x
> T{ns} 2T O k513t 5T 5.

ns = oy(pus — wsy/1 — p?) (2.11)
ZO&HITLTHRSNIIR
(2)en((21L D)

s 0 Py Uzy

s=t,---,T (2.12)

LD, 22T, A3T7 40T 4 OIS HIHAM
o ohiFEL{n T, & (2.2) RcBKRRAT
B lickv{o g matEsh, soice
nic{us} g w2 c sk {RIT
NESN S, £ I THIMOE Y S YIHIES &
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(R}, 1 & 0 i HIH Ol Sy 4313 5h 3. <

NZE+ToREZEFENEKEIEL, £I05
{ST,z}fil%Ek&b 5. T NEMH->TAHT Y3 vD
HIR O fifil 2 BLAE M 12 0 51 7o il D35l

sy 1N
Q“:V2@%PMmmm—mm(mm
=1

ELTEHEL, 2hira— 47 v a VflikgE
T35, REOFEANcED N>odbd 5&, (2.13)
Ko, E (7 T Max[o, Sr.i—K]) <
IeRd 5.
EVFHE e VIal—YaiTBLWT, #
EMORELEEZYAICRY I 2L —Ya YOIRT
A% N AZHEewiE L v, L L, RiThiEEREe
T EHAERMEZIEFFICESCE TS, £27T, T
T, RSNz NO R THEEE DB E & D i
INEEEEOBEVYFHAVO e VIalb—Ya Y
DOF: (5L ; Variance Reduction method) ™
ZHW A, SV E 7 IVOILEOERRE & SR IE
FHCZET LTV 5 €7V OIHuRRE FFHML, %
B ONLHOBRFE D & EITIR 215 5 & LAV alRES 7o
W, KFRTIEIT =« 7 v a VKA RETES
% eI Z 02 (Control Variate method)
WAz, TR B BE RIS EB) L T
WBEFNE, B-SOAXR P M TRHE T &
KL D15, FEPERNICAE LTV B-S
Da—I e 73 k&I,

O

BS _ _—r(1—t)
(Maz(Sr — K,0)|£(Sr)dSr  (2.14)
LEHING, Lid-1T, FlEEHEAHVS
Ea— e 47V a VEEOHETERIZ,

. CV , le’e}
G =S [
K

[Maz(ST — K,0)][h(ST) — f(ST)]|dST (2.15)

Ck-THZ N3, (215) ROfIE 11
& (2.14) XOMENTHE, H35% 21E€ Y T Hv
O vIalb—vaYiZkBHEMTDH 3.
(2.15) REHXHZ 5 &

el = CFS 4 (C,tsv B étBS>

(2.16)

G (2.15) ROBIMERKEIcLZa - 4
7Y a Ak OHEEM

C™ 1 (214) RoRICEBa— et 7 v a
VA,

G 1 (2.13) ROKMEfRIcL BT -Vt T v g
VAR D HEE 8,

G (214 ROKMEMICL BT -V 4T Vg
VAR D HEE 8,

L1n. 1, (2.16) XoNHE,

Var (&) = Var (G5V) + Var (G
— 2 Cov(C, C%9) (2.17)

TH 5. GV ES LIS T DI, (2.16)

RicBWVWT,

GV =g "+ (G — ¢ &) (2.18)

EL, oM CY ERNCTBEINERET S

&,

_ Cov (étSV , étBS)

Var (&) (2.19)

THAO6NB ', HE, OLEEHSE, XU
DEONS OHEEMESE S Z ENTREL 15 5.
(2.18) XA EICHEITF L SVEFILOIT — )b
7V a ik TH .
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JEAFRRERHIR 5 7 1 ) 7 1 + €7 ICk 3 HEE225 47 2 VO (ZIP)

& 1.

Bi#% 225 #& @&

(1989 F 12 H 8 H~ 1997 fF 12 A 12 H)

40000

35000

30000

25000

20000

15000

10000

time

2. B#% 225 HRIXEESE

(1989 4F 12 A 11 H~ 1997412 A 12 H)

15

10

=10

=15

3. F—& LEIRER

31 ¥—%

AT T, HEF 225 FEMifeEH&E 0 Hik 7 —
g ZHWT 2.1 8 ® SV £ F L EIELFR SV £ F
VDN T A=y DHEE & 1T - 1. ARG,
1989 12 A 8 H» 5 19974 12 H 12 HE T
THd (K1), [ id HEE 225 HRMifEE
BEOZEALE R = (In St — In Sy — 1) X 100(%)
ELTEE L (K2, K3, K45, AN
Mlid, 1989 # 12 A 11 H A2 5 1997 & 12 A 12
HET, EARHKIZ1976 Th 5. 7 — 5 ORAH
FtElE, Rl1ic@EHoh TV 5,

H#% 225 PRMiFE B AR 3 O FEASFES 13 — 0.044

Ca

time

LEDOEAERL TV BN,
KETEEW, E
0.336 &ffatmc
% 225
HRERUNIS RO N HEOESEVW T 2R L
TW5, 2 (kurtosis) 122 WTIE 9.052 & #
FAICHEEBETHY 3 A BATVWA T EMD,
H#% 225 PRAFE BUN 45 3 0 43 A5 IEBL A A &k 0
bHEMRE N &2 b2 %, Ljung/Box Fil& Y
IZOWTIE, HEE 225 BRAGFE BN R D 1 ;R»
512 RETOHCHBENI T O THEELD
IFHAGRIFEN SN D 2 E1FEL, ToTEi,
H#% 225 #RMfE EUN R =R I 3 s tiicE = A
CHEBIREWC AR LTV A,

N RHEFIICEE
[& (skewness) T2 W T
ERIEOETH D, hidH
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3. H# 226 BRFEHRmE

(19894 12 H 11 H~ 19974 12 H 12 H)

160
140

120

100

80
60

40

20 ‘ '
o i

time

™

B4 B#E225HRFEAPRBZEDODER FT S A

(1989 4F 12 H 11 H~ 1997 4 12 H 12 H)

400
350 (]
300 M
250
200
150
100
50
[ T
o Ji_r e
-10.82 -8.17 -5.53 —-2.89 -0.25 2 .39 5.03 7 .68 10.32
xR 1. B 225 BIBIRBEREDEILE (%) R DEAHEE
AR © 1989412 A 11 H~ 1997412 A 12 H
AL B=) TEEHE R 2= il g K /N LB(12)
1976 —0.044 1.547 0.336% 9.052% 12.430 —10.816 18.258
(0.035) (0.055) (0.110)

)RR OB AR e 2 K g, EAKAE T, EiERFEEE 0 &35 &, VY, BE, SO OREHER I (&
zhzhn, 6/VT,\/6/T,\/24/T<# % .LB(12) & , Diebold/Lopez [1995] ® /5751 & - THHR

t—: A J8%E L 72 Ljung = Box il B TdH 3.
* [ IHERIES% THETH S LEmRT.

A7V a v TF - I3HE 2254 7V 3
VRO BRI, 1995 4E 1 HA o
1997E 12 AETThH 5. A, a—v -
TvavNs43, Fwu b e AT a vH3B3TT
bbb, HEZ 225 47 v 2 v &E & HE 225 il
FREAME & P EIF S CEM T ST B affErER

H B, AFETEIEELE D> 7. AN
ERXRDOEBYTH B, (i) WITEH, B,
B LY, () A7 v a v OaEle i
A, (i) REEEMNTErid—E, »oBA,
(iv) FITHErob L TRLEEEOMHBA, HHE
EHIPR, TH3B. =xx 22 @LFOLSIC 3
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IR R S 7 4 V) F 4 « EFMICE B ERK 25 47 v 2 VKOS (5

FE D A7 7 ) —ITh8E L 7.

1. S/KE (0.97, 1.03) B oHlE, £ 7 v a v
I at-the-money (ATM) O #* 7' v 3 v,

2. S/K<097716I1E, 3= 47 vavik
out-of-the-money (OTM), 7 v b« & 7
¥ a ¥4 in-the-money (ITM) D # 7' ¥ 3
7.

3. S/K=1.03 1% 513,
in-the-money, 7w b « & 7 ¥ 3 VId out-

J—J)be 7V a Vit
of-the-money D4 7" ¥ a v,

EAKE, a -V AT va v ZBLTE,
out-of-the-money T 122, at-the-money T 87,
in-the-money T 134 0, 7 v k « A7 ¥ a3 ~
KBWTIE, £NZN, 124, 94, 119 TH - 72,

3.2 EIRER

QML O EEERS D A{biz 1E GAUSS (B
HEtoHry 7 1) 2 @ OPTMUM % H W72, AKHF
ST L GAUSS D 7 v /5 A, =H
(2004a, f %), Mitsui (2004, Appendix) %
S L CTIES o0 2, BEHERE O 3BT )
B 3L 43 52 17 %) (aymptotic variance-covariance
matrix) &0 EHEAET- 72, SV EF L EIEN
PR SV &7V DEIRFER G, £2- K3 ITHED S
NTW3. SVEFILTIHE, @&I130.0007 DEZER
LTWLEM, THEHEFHICERLSETER
V. B, GyiE, %% 0.975, 0.187 OfEiARLT
BOKHIICEETH > 7. 0,0 IIcEE
THBEVHITEE, £5F 10 F 1 DERMIC
EBHLTVBIEARLTWS, £, BM1IC
TVEVSITER, RIF4VF 4DV ay7h
=W tE (persistence) % 5> T & A EIE L
(Volatility clustering), 5D & AR
REB 7™ WSV EF VTR, &ld —
0.0009 B DOfEE/RLTWBA, T HIZHKEH
CHEBETEEV. B, 6,1 &% 0979,
0182 DA /R L THBOHEIIMICTHEETH -

7. HplE —0.816 LHDEAERLTWVBEH, T
NEHMEICHBE LB TS - 7. p BHERNICH
BEThiHEVSH T EIF, HEX225 Kiifskn T
% (FF) T2EMIcdts 749743 EA
(F#&) #6L0HEOHBNH L LEERLT
W3,

X 2. SVEFILDHTE
(1989 4£ 12 H 11 H~ 1997412 A 12 H)

Ry = opu

a+ ,Blna,?‘l +m

1
u ) iaan (Y], % A=1---T
T 0 0 o

Ino? =

a B o
HEE 8 0.0007 0.975* 0.187*
t i 0.14 97.51 4.79
InL — 4502.6

) x (FHEEKIESY THETHSL I EERT .

X 3. xRSV EFTIDHTE
(1989 4F 12 H 11 H~ 1997 4F 12 H 12 H)

Rf, =  Otly

= a+flnol 4+

1
[)02’7 t=1---T
POy Ur]

2
Inoyy,

) iaan (]9,
Mt 0]

& B o p
HEEME  — 0.0009 0.979*  0.182*% — 0.816*
tfE —0.32 139.86 6.26 10.75
InL — 476.5

) * FHEKES% THETH S LERT.

Ft, 33 TSVEFNICLEA T Y a Ui
& BSEFNLDA TV a itk E KT 512
W, bRt &EREDFEERV, i3k <c sV
ETFNDNT X — 5 OHEEZTT - 7. #HEE AR
* 7V a Vit E Tl 2R E O H» S EER
N—2T1000 HEjETTH 5. 7 — & Z[EFRIC,
F#% 225 FRIMFEEGEMEZ WV, 19941 An o
19974 12 HET1 » HT & DifERE R =157,
ZCTE, 1994 FDEA DT A — 5 OHEE
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= 4. SVEFIOHE

R = o

a+fnaly +m

()= ]

]ncrL2 =

oo )

1994.1 2 4 5 6
a 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.02
(2.14) (2.13) (1.17) (2.13) (1.51) (1.70)
B 0.96 0.96 0.97 0.96 0.97 0.97
(68.1) (56.4) (44.8) (56.4) (61.5) (70.6)
o 0.21 0.24 0.21 0.24 0.20 0.20
(4.33) (4.23) (2.94) (4.23) (3.86) (4.18)

InL —2231.9 —2249.1 —2236.2 — 2249.1 — 2226.26 — 2231.7

7 8 10 11 12

a 0.02 0.020 0.009 0.010 0.008 0.006
(2.25) (1.67) (0.94) (2.58) (1.06) (0.14)
B 0.97 0.96 0.98 0.97 0.98 0.98
(83.7) (53.0) (74.2) (81.5) (77.5) (21.2)
o 0.21 0.24 0.16 0.22 0.17 0.17
(5.01) (3.99) (3.10) (4.64) (3.37) (1.25)

InL — 22359 —2258.3 —2230.8 —2251.1  — 22430 — 2261.2

) fEINN OFE I t a2 LT,

gD e (K4, £551). IR EKE L
PIBED p It >0 TIE, T XTORSETHEIC
HFERAOEMIE SN,
FiloERAHWTCEY TS Lva e VI 2L
—va v ETS. BeMTRriZa - L
—rEHVE 52K, viar—vav
kNG, fTHHETEENX—ZXT20HDO LD
EHOTHELL F557 4074 B3R YA
Ve ®5F 1) 5« (Historical Volatility; HV)
EA4 Vv F 54K X554+ F 4« (Implied
Volatility; IV) ZH Wi, @EOHKMT— 7 » 5
s E RS F o U F oA ER MY AL K
TT 4 )T 4 EVS, R TIE, WEDHS
D HF% 225 HRfifsEcD 7 — ¥ 2w, ti#Ho HV
ERioL S IcHELL P,

250 2 -
— RY — R* 2
onv J—D i ;:1( i — 1Y)

R;=InS; —InS;4

(3.1)

R* 3 Ry O %2 FKT. AT, D=20 &
L.

T, BSEFAVERNHLTCA T ¥ a vOrfil
WP OWHENERS T4 VT4 %214 VT 54
Fed®IT 00T ERES RUETE, O
IVEZFiLO&LKHSMW=a—-bve 37V YV
(Newton-Raphson) %MW CEIHEEIT- 72,

f (o) ZUTDXHITERKRT 5.

fo) = CIBER _cps (3.2)

= CIsibE _ [S'ti\"(dl)—Ke’T(T”')]V(dg)] (3.3)

In(S;/K)+ (r+ a2/2)(T —t)

4 =
: o/T —t
dy = di—ovT —t

ZDEE, A VT IAFKIT 40T 1 0vi3,

a) . o —ol < (3.4)

Jo)
f'(0)

oy =0-
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£ 5. FEXHRSV EFILDHTE

Rt — OtUt
Ino? 1 = a+fBn oty
() ((3)L.2 %)
e 0 poy oy
1994.1 2 3 4 5 6
a — 0.002 — 0.002 — 0.002 —0.003 — 0.002 —0.003
(—033) (—035 (—043) (—047) (—0.48) (—0.79
B 0.97 0.96 0.97 0.97 0.98 0.98
(72.4) (64.9) (78.3) (72.6) (106.6) (109.7)
P 0.22 0.24 0.21 0.22 0.17 0.18
(4.49) (4.50) (4.60) (4.25) (4.72) (4.86)
o —0.76 —0.69 - 0.71 - 0.71 —0.73 —0.80
(—660) (—625 (—617 (—598 (—585 (—17.07
InL —2214.9 —2232.1 — 22205 — 22484 —2213.6 — 2217.6
7 8 9 10 11 12
a — 0.002 —0.003 —0.003 — 0.002 —0.003 — 0.002
(—052 (—061) (—079 (—049) (—0.79 (— 0.40)
B 0.97 0.98 0.99 0.98 0.99 0.98
(86.2) (87.1) (127.9) (83.2) (127.9) (102.8)
P 0.18 0.18 0.16 0.18 0.16 0.15
(4.06) (3.58) (4.25) (38.75) (4.24) (3.73)
o —0.76 —0.75 —0.67 — 0.57 —0.67 —0.51
(—6.09 (—563) (—433) (—380) (—4.35 (—2.90)
InL — 22235  —2244.1 < —2229.1 — 2244.8 —2229.1 — 2260.1

) NN ORE I t xS

5 3—JeL—F

(1993412 A 14 H~ 1997 %11 A 14 H)

1.5
N %
05 A i

time
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6. EXFUAIL-RSF4UF4
(199312 H 14 H~ 1997 11 H 14 H)

/

i

=T |

di MUWR |

time

7. AVTS5VbFRS53F4UF4 (T—=Ib)

(19934412 H 14 H~ 1997411 A 14 H)

04
03
o2

0.l

0.7
0.6
0.5
04
03
0.2
ol

/!

W Af

WAL “““WT AT

time

K8 ATSv b RS3F4UF4 (Tw )

(1993412 H 14 H~ 1997 411 A 14 H)

|lM| ||
I

IIII

————

=

time
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IR R S 7 4 V) F 4 « EFMICE B ERK 25 47 v 2 VKOS (5

LLTHONSE ™ AFETE, e=10 *& L1k,
Ty b e ATV VikgITOWTIE, T
A7V a VIKEEHWT Ty ke 3= e sN Y
7 « (put-call parity) =

P =0 _ g e T (3.5)

Wk DEH L7

33 B-S EF I L DLHE

SV € 7L « PR SV € 7L« B-S € F MK
54 7 ¥ a vlikg OHEEE & g Mii% & © ME
(Mean Error), RSME (Root Mean Squared
Error), MER (Mean Error Rate), RMSER (Root
Mean Squared Error Rate) % M - fgf L 72,
ZNTNDE T IVH GBS NI Al & TS
L DFEE,

» Ln (piemis | piissiis ,
ME = ; (BE=® _ p) ) (3.6)

mn

RMSE Jl§:(pﬁﬁﬁam%mﬁ>2 (3.7)

i

LT, FEEERE

| [ pEEE _ i
Mmzzgz<+jﬁ%g—v (3.8)
i—1 i
- 2
RMSER __'$n_ (444}ﬁgﬁg447 (3.9)
=1 i

LT EAET- 1. o, PFER gy e
Ve FEEFE SV € F L« B-S EFVICK BT — L
| 7w b ATV a Vi OHEEM AR L, P
BTG Oa =/ 7y b ed T v a vEERT
nidA 7 va K OEAKTH 5.

ME, RMSE, MER, RMSER O il 5 513
B, FH6+EHTIHEOOLNTWVWS, 3—J)b 3
7vavTiE, (1) ME2S IV« HV & b
FRSV EFNICk B4 7 v a VlikgiE B-S EF L

® underpricing 4 FEIETE 5 2 E2bn 5.
iz, ATM TEiETH 5. (2) RMSE 25 IV T
(3, B-S € FIVHHEEM & TS O 20 & &/
&<, HV TR, B SV EFLick 24 7 v 5
VRS OEE D R b/NE W, (3) MER 25 IV
T, SVEFMICEBA TV 2 Vi) b
ELTHBD, HHT R L TODO E F VT
underpricing L T W % 2 & B b b, (4)
RMSER % 5 IV Tld, HEE M & i s o ek
RIFIFZEAETFRRICBVWTBS EF MK
247V a P b/NSCTEBEVIRERE
Kot Thid, B-SEFNICLBAT ¥ a Vil
13 SV e JERFR SV EF VT L 24 7V 5 il
& MM DT 4 —< v 2BEATV S
CEAEERTEZ HV TR, EOEFLTHEN
BFEBEFOERBZTVEVIFEREE 2. 7y
NeA7 Y3 vTlE, RMSER 25, IV Tld B-S
EFNCEEAT Y a IR X T 4 —< v
2N, HV TRIFAFF SV E7 1tk 54 7
Va VSR G N7+ — < VABEBNRTVWS &
WHFRER E 15 5 fo, BRIICA B &, IEXIR SV
EFVICL B ATV a likklE B-S EF L&
BLTHTLOENTVADIFTIREVE LS
HEis 57,

4. TERESROBRE

AWFEE, IEAFRERAIR S 7 4 ) 74 « £F
WEHWTHRE 225 4 7 ¥ a Vli#g A O EiE
IMrEIT->12bDTH S, T THONITLE
HAEED D ERDLHITIED.

1. H#¥ 225 BRFEBUNIS R E R 57 4 ) 7 4
LORICEBaDEVHBN S 5 (Leverage
effects).

2. A=W e AT vavTlE, A V754K
Ko7 4074 2fVIEA&ICE, BSE
FNICKBA TV a vlikg I SV - IERIFR
SVETMICE B4 7Y a Viitkk 0 bk
fFFDNT7 3 —< v ZABENATVS, £ X
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% 6. ME, RMSE

n

ME — % ) ( preE _ P;ﬁ*&mﬁ)
i=1

J 1 zn: (e pfﬁt%w.ff)?
1

RMSE

%
n
i=1

I—J)beF T ¥Vav
A VT IA K e R TT7 4T+

< E xR B-S SV (p=0) GRSV ALK
ME OTM — 1.283 —0.495 — 3.265 122
ATM — 2.701 — 1.246 —0.148 87
ITM 16.639 17.586 22.414 134
Total 5.359 6.378 7.558 343
RMSE OTM 1.540 0.865 3.875 122
ATM 2.788 1.558 2.263 87
ITM 64.028 64.097 64.837 134
Total 40.055 40.074 40.608 343
EZPUANeRTTF 4 )T 4
<R R R B-S SV (p=0) IEFSV AR
ME OTM 12.237 13.127 10.067 122
ATM — 22.146 — 20.643 —19.448 87
ITM — 49.138 — 48.588 — 45.905 134
Total — 20.462 — 19.549 — 19.286 343
RMSE OTM 65.161 65.439 63.622 122
ATM 89.778 89.417 88.829 87
ITM 121.415 121.273 120.175 134
Total 96.508 96.420 95.306 343
Ty b e Xx TV v
AY7IAR K574 1) 74
<X R R B-S SV (p=0) FERIFRSV AL
ME OTM — 1.655 0.751 3.758 124
ATM — 2.538 — 1.085 0.026 94
ITM — 1.749 - 0.775 — 5.067 119
Total —1.934 — 0.852 —0.399 337
RMSE OTM 1.912 1.229 4.043 124
ATM 2.712 1.577 2.413 94
ITM 2.141 1.341 6.309 119
Total 2.240 1.373 4.658 337
EZARYHANWNeRSTTF 4 )T 4
S B-S SV (p=0) JELFR SV A
ME OTM — 40.009 — 39.310 — 36.218 124
ATM — 22.799 — 21.282 — 20.082 94
ITM — 32.871 — 32.085 — 34.880 119
Total — 32.688 — 31.730 — 31.245 337
RMSE OTM 63.912 63.472 61.424 124
ATM 91.897 91.536 90.996 94
ITM 104.864 104.861 104.833 119
Total 87.986 87.762 87.056 337
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& 7. ME Rate, RMSE Rate

1 [ (ﬁl}ﬁiﬁ _ Efﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ)
s

MER =
Bﬁ%ﬁﬁ%

1 i

PN pratBis | 2
N J (7 )

Piﬁii%{ﬂﬁ%

d—=J)ve xS vav
A VT IA N R TT 4 T4

<R F R B-S SV (p=0) FEAFRSV AR
MER OTM — 2.725 — 0.203 — 9.764 122
ATM — 0.709 — 0.273 — 0.105 87
IT™ 0.728 0.798 1.106 134
Total — 0.865 0.170 — 3.068 343
RMSER OTM 2.947 4.867 13.139 122
ATM 0.761 0.374 0.646 87
I™ 3.066 3.071 3.124 134
Total 2.628 3.485 8.082 343
EZMNYANe R STTF 4 )T 4
<R F R B-S SV (p=0) FEFRSV AR
MER OTM — 1.959 — 1.493 — 2.660 122
ATM — 0.751 — 0.701 — 0.681 87
IT™ — 0.362 — 0.357 — 0.335 134
Total — 1.029 — 0.848 — 1.241 343
RMSER OTM 12.690 12.038 13.263 122
ATM 2.548 2.516 2.505 87
IT™ 0.810 0.807 0.794 134
Total 7.693 7.308 8.026 343
Ty b e x TV a v
AT IAReRITT 4 T4
<R F R B-S SV (p=0) FEAFFSV A
MER OTM — 2.134 — 0.944 6.652 124
ATM — 0.666 — 0.238 0.288 94
I™ — 0.124 — 0.046 — 0.308 119
Total — 1.014 — 0.430 2.420 337
RMSER OT™ 2.321 3.335 8.455 124
ATM 0.739 0.386 0.868 94
I™ 0.156 0.092 0.360 119
Total 1.464 2.034 5.154 337
EXMYAINVeRTT 4T 4
TR KRR B-S SV (p=0) ISV TAREL
MER O™ — 14.037 — 12.704 — 10.942 124
ATM — 0.980 — 0.928 — 0.859 94
IT™™ — 0.157 — 0.15 — 0.170 119
Total — 5.494 — 4.986 — 4.326 337
RMSER OTM 20.790 17.557 15.029 124
ATM 2.756 2.717 2.648 94
I™ 0.752 0.752 0.751 119
Total 12.030 10.755 9.234 337
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FUANeRS T 4 ) F 4 2HOIGEICE,
EFOEFNTHZNEFEBEFOER TV,
LTy b AT VarTlE, A VTITA K.
Ko7 4074 2HVIE&ICE, BSE
FUICEB AT Vg MRS /YT + —
TUABEN, EXNY AN RTT 1)
F a4 2V, B SV €7
WKEBA 7Y a Vil E /X7 =< v
ZBENTOV S
COFEEERIS, fTH E TOMIM (H¥EH -
Z2T20H) BEVwA 7Y a vy,
RSV EFNITL B4 7 ¥ a itk id B-S
EFNVERRLTHITLEEN TS DT
TIEE W,

St OIBEAED B EIRD X SIS 5.
1. QML DA o#EEE:, F5ic GMM % Markov

Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) %\ TG
MFoe (T, Ris s T & ORERED
HEgAaiTH> & HcRiEDo7 » 4 F v X
RO TI, < T 7EEE YT A LD
(MCMC: Markov-chain Monte Carlo) **.

. IERFREE SV E FoLIc B W CHEELIE ur DI
ERMEOBGE, FFIclEoBEnwnhiTthdst
5 #i *, GED (Generalized Error Distribu
tion) *, —#%{t t 534 (Generalized t Dis
tribution) *", GEB (Generalized
Exponential Beta distribution) ** 75 & % HJ
WM Z2iTS T &,

b —DOREMNBRI T4V 7+ AT
FNTHDHARCHHEF LV EDA TV 5 v
MtEAT T D7 4 —= v ZOHEAEITS C
& 33) .

. KGO RS 7 4 ) 7 4« ZHOMWE %)
ZHMMoEFNELT, =TT e 24y
F v 7 « €7V (Markov Switching Model;
MS € 7V) 23 %. So/Lam/Li(1998) (2,
2NAT e ALy F YT EEBALK SV E
7V (MS-SV Model) %% LT3, &
DIzHIERFRSV EFNIC< VT T « 24y

=2

FrrEEDIERLETS T &Y,
CH AR S B AR

1) SV € F v Ic B L Tld, Ghysels/Harvey/Renault

(1996), Shephard (1996), ##5 (2000), Hol (2003)

ZH.

2) (2.1), 2.2) RiF, d%exp (W)=02Ld5%&

UToLsicEFER|AONS .

(3)
exp E Ut

Ohy 1 41t

Uyt SN 0 1 0 _ Y Al
(nt>~m.d‘*\ ({0][0 05 ])71‘71, 1

TCZT, 9l RARHFT — e N T A — % (scale
parameter) %2 9. £ OFEIEHETIE, Lido
FidhZ VW AR T, K557 4 U F 4 Q@S
SRt E RS> E T L ER S 0T (2.2) XDk
LEMHW.

Ry =

/Lt =

3) L < &, Ruiz (1994) ZE.
) REMBES 7407 4 DIEHBREOME LT,

H#iRdo?=¢o2dt + 60.2dz, (Hull/White
(1987), EMEM d 0% =k [0— 0] dt +
60, dz, (Hull/White (1988), Heston (1993)) #?
H5. AL THOIZEF VI, BE % B
FOVICER L, HEEAREBIZICE L D TH 5.
FEL <13, =9 (20040) S

5) W E (EFTHEE) <o AERFTERES A 7

YavAia—obE7v.e47Ya v (Buropean
option) & METY, i ] H DLRT I W o T b HEFITT
HRGERS A T Y a v ET ANV A Y« ATV a v

(American option) & FE.S3,

6) (2.5), (2.6) X&»

— 148 —

Ahlst (l)u + oruy
Alne? = k[0 —In(cD)]+dw,
L1535,

AlnS; = Ri=p+ oy

In(o},,) = KO+ (1—k)ln(o})+ dw

LEEMAE, R, =R, —u=0,u, £95%5&



JEATRHERAIR S 7 4 ) 7 4 « EF IV

R, =

In(o?,) =

() -ean (3]} 2])om

L85,

OtUt
KO+ (1 — k) In (02) + Swy

D C (Y t) 5 R IR o TR

—

—ZZny CovY,,Y;) +

v, (i — Xi) + Cp —rC =0,

]

N =
I\Mr

cmj — 82C/3Y; 8Y;, Cy = 8C/OY, C,= 8C/d
 YIRIREEEH D~ v, p; 3 Y, QBRI 75
1, 2 BIREEKD ) 27 « 7L 7 A, EEH
&N 5. # L <1d, Cox/Ingersoll/Ross (1985) &

i}

8) fEPREEE O WP 4R & LR ATENIE R & D&%

10)

11)

12)
13)

DR7 e« LT LSS,

MR E LTSV EF LA 7Y a vl Z S
BWFFL & LT, Stein/Stein (1991) (F &I
RERST T4 VT4 COMBIRELEREL 7 —
) TR ARIE LR E LT e Tu
%. Heston (1993) FIHEEIISRER T T 1 1)
74 EOMBEE O SGEL, B-S EFVOAXD
MERE LT, 7— V) i@t e R U Rt B %
Hwa itk UEOREEZETVLS, L
L, M&EESEFNUEGEO D/ N5 4 —
Y EBEDT -y hoHEET LI L RTET, ¥
Ialb—vavitkdBSEFILEDE®RNLLL
THKIEL T WA, FEL <13, Jiang (2002), =
I (2004c) B,
TRTOBERM ) 27 OKRE X128 L CRBIL
Thh, BEPMGREOMFHED 12 X - Tlafm
FEQFMNZITH> T &, D& X, [EMREEED W
ISR LG ORI RICE L {85,
L < 13, Cox/Ross (1976) .

REMBT D E LT, WA (Antithetic
Variable method), J@3% ~ 7 ) » 2" (Stratified

Sampling), 57 ¥ « NAN—Fa—TF e H 7

14)

15)

16)

17)
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Ik B HFE226 &4 7> a vlitk oo (=)

) v 7" (Latin Hypercube Sampling), HNE4 » 7
U (Importance Sampling) 72 &Eb 5. FHL
FravEa— I X RIENRETOBRICR
Wilmott/Howison/Dewynne (1995, Part I ),
Clewlow/Strickland (1998), A& - &Fi# (2008,
BIW) BENBERLLEEDNE IhoD
XHCl, fiecDaryEa—4«70s5nE
N T, Kz, Wilmott/Howison/Dewynne
(1995, Part I ), Clewlow/Strickland (1998) T
3, 7TV REERRTEOBOHEM I
Ea—=%+707353v 753 (pseudo com-
puter programming language, ® % (%, pseudo
code) ZFIHILTWVWA., T, SHTHHLT
WARSEAHOWTT 07 5 3 v I EFIEIE, K
BEBREBBLERDbONS, $, EvFhro v
talb—vavikybiEErry s hnoik (pseudo
Monte Carlo method) D MR TH 5 &3 B 1HfF
HMENDH B, FELCIER, A9 (2004) SHA
T, RKDEHSELTVWB R Sp 25, h (Sp
WWEWMES Sp #%LEIVWT, YIar—vavi
T52&Ths. Fio, f(Sp ZHlfHIZ R EFES
S—mETvea—LexT Vs VEKCE L
-7y Ty ke kT Y ik PES I,
PI'F @ Black-Scholes € v THAZ 51 5.
crs SiN(dy) — Ke " T-DN(dy),
pPPS f&Nemyua”WWV(m)
In(S;/K)+ (r+02/2)(1' - 1)

ovT —t
di —oVT —t
TIT, N () BEMEERSR OB E LS.
HRA R, h () 2BCESEL ) 2850
B OB FaEmwWEEFITH L. HE,
DFikEES &, WEEOAHE/NSSTHIE
MTE 5.
Var () &
Vwr(CA’tCV) = Va'r(étsv)
+ <p2Var(C’LBS) - 2@001}(@ C‘,BS)
LitHah, coXzm/MbThid L,
S IMEEER

Z

{11

Clg =

¥
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dVar(C, Cv)
dy

~ SV A BS

5% —cov(&”Y, 6

eVar(Cy )=0

3, ThE@E s
Coz:(é{qv,@&q)
- Va7‘(étBS)
{95 .

18) Diebold/Lopez (1995) @ 5 ikiC & » THEAE
—VEA % L 72 Ljung = Box #ialmEH W, C
DL X, FEEREIDEC HBE 12 0 xS
s,

19) EPEAMR S & HEMITTEEMKE K & 2L T, a—
oo k7 va vTld, S/K =17 513 at-the-money
(ATM), S/K > 17 5 ¥ in-the-money (ITM) S/K
<172 5(3 out-of-the-money (OTM) &IESs, FEBE
1213, BCEIC ATM 25 2 ARt B A L0/
», ATM ff it ® # 7 ¥ a2 v % near-the-money
(NTM) # 7 v a vENRERTEbH B, £, HYE
FEAIHE S & HERIATEMIHE K & OTERESIER I K E WV
& X123, ITM T3 deep-in-the-money (DITM),
» %\, far-in-the-money (FITM) &I, OTM
T4 deep-out-of-the-money (DOTM), & %\ 4,
far-out-of-the-money (FOTM) & WIS, 7w b o A
7Y avTlE, 8% K/ISERB.

20) Aptech Systems, Inc. - Mathematical and Statistical
System, http://www.aptech.com/.

21) GAUSS OFtE#EF o7 e 75 3 v 7IcBL T
L <3, Lin (200D &M

22) MHLEERAKLT 5 Lick > THONHEE
iz ML L4z &8, o WM BT
VTEEME — ) -4 N(0,D'SD™Y)
DRMICHES TEPMonTWS, FELLE,
Hamilton (1994, Chapter 21), % # (2000, pp.
33-34) =l

23) Black (1976), Nelson (1991) Z&.

24) =Jf (2004b) T, EMEMBHAHIZELD B-S E
T LT B L,

1. fHEEE cCoMBBPEVEEa -V, Ty

%5 35 %5 (2005)

b ATV a ViR GHBEOREERE X
3., a—eA7 v /ligTR, HBIR
B (E) 0L XITM A 7 ¥ 3 ¥ Ot
% ES (N &4, OTM # 7 ¥ =2 v Offf
WETH (LR S¥53. vy b et7va
vikg T, Bothie, MHBREE GE) ok
EITM & 7 v 2 v Oflilg %~ (LR &
¥, OTM & 7 ¥ 3 v Offils % L5 (Fi)
SH5.

2. fTHEHE oA EWE EMHEEO & =i
&, a= /Ty b ATz rEBITITM
A7 vav, AIMA 7 ¥ a v, OIM & 7
vayv, WIFROBEAIZBWTH B-S EF L
L0 EHOflilEES 2 5.

Lici->T, (MR coEnEVRE, HE

FENNGERERS 7 4 V7« L ORI OB D %

RGELEGMEE G2,

25) Cofiz, opv= (X RYD) x CGEEOWEIH
B b 50, MEICSKIMTESHERL TR
WO TABIFETIEH WA - 72,

26) T DD IV ERKD 51 & LT, 5L < (3 Bates

27) T OMOHEEREICEIL TFEL < 1%, Campbell/Lo/
Mackinlay (1997), Gourieroux/Jasiak (2001)

28) MCMC IZBJ L CTEEL < &, & (2000), K#FF
(2001), H1ZE (2003) M. % 7z, Watanabe/
Omori (2004) T RIEHFRSV € 7 it LT
MCMC % Wic~A XHEELEEMHT 5 C & %212
ELTWL3,

29) #L < (&, Bollerslev (1987) &,

30) #£L < 1, Nelson (1991) &R,

31) 7L < (3, Bollerslev/Engle/Nelson (1994) £,

32) #£L <13, Wangetal. (2001) &,

33) HARDOA 7 v a vililics 1 5 ARCH 2 € 71
X547 v a ViR QTR E LT, =
JF (2000), ¥ (2003), —J - EH (2003)

34) wNTT « AA v F VT e EFNVICEHLTEEL L
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R X
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