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B4 4005 RS AL R R RS L6 PR D B & 0% (spillover)

d Engle (1982)% £]p 2% 4p B i% & £ 57 % £ #cH#07% ( autoregressive conditional
heteroskedasticity, #§ #zARCH) » @ {5 d Bollerslev (1986)#-73 {5 #p i 2 % B fcp »
ARCHHCF ehif i 2 B de= Azt 7 3 - i > 5 R & p A fFiE i B 2 fepsst
( generalized autoregressive conditional heteroskedasticity, # #GARCH) ¥ i 45 & %) -8
BB o s d 7 ARCHHC;Y e1133 8 o 5 d Bollerslev, Chou, and Kroner (1992) # 3 ¢ % 57 >
GARCH(L,D)# 44 * *t £ @7 A 47 > @ SE K EHBE EART A DRE > 2 2
DFFOL B E B ST AT T A% 5 GARCH(L, ) HC -

GARCHH:: &5 - B44 2 HAERIELA D § 7 ¢ PR R 8 &foR
BRI R AR R B A2 — R 0 WGARCHES 57 FIA B 127 a0 5 97 §
FErndk o Tt ¥ b g 2L AR R R B R B ¢ d Nelson (1991) & :}?L:"E‘é?mfﬁ;#ﬁﬁz

7] (exponentialGARCH#-3* —EGARCH - @ {¢ % d Engle and Ng (1993):21980# % 1988
AP AL PERIFTHEE Y LEHCE LR TiRYp 0 kT R L HER UL e
BoFRIEE LS A L NET 0 B 5 7EGARCHE N 5 2 S BB B 25§ o
FEAAZAEFEDER BV R ERET H U EE B PR R
GJR-GARCHH A crfieif B e i » Flpt v 2L ik 2 R R e F Y > AT 4
4 BGIR-GARCH(LLDH-:Y » i % 5 - BB R f o LEFF Rl & 2T ¢
N B N s £

Black(1976) % i+ & Tk § ¢ F1F Jiu f & i} L (ARIFR P S TP R p0) i a4

de o BNER G L(ARIE B IR P A ] 5 Black(1976) 914k 91 e g
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BLofomf AR EFEEAL T JenREFP - LEPEEEMN 2P 2 BFFT 44
HWHEBFTAZ L ET R Fn g ARy RE2he A RTALG
feA K2 MEMPRA TR S F 2 > B o i LF R AQIERPI R EF B EH e S
W FTARGTORE A BT R AR TR

ML AR R AR B & B MR 2 £ i 0 % eng : Zakodan, J. M. (1994)
I HFARCHHCS » 25t ¢ AL RGEL 2 0 f RIFZIERIFHFEREF T
*end B T2 - o T BGIR-GARCHHEC S 2 140 4 & P4 A 54 4p B 41558 TAR ( Tong,
1978) » »#* 7 feif TAR-GARCH (Tong, 1990)s43% » B e ds 1 F R D $20 g 3
HE G PEFEE 2 ER

i# Pe Blomstrom and Persson ( 1983 ) £2 Globerman (1979 ) s s » “h 5 20 % fi.%{'— B
t i AscE | (potential indirect economic benefits) o — #@ % » b 4 B &L F
2 R FATAE e Enk o BB R TR G T i - LA EHNOH B S
Wb - RSEHE R R 1R 2 LEED FRL DR S LEED 4 S H AP
FER R - R EAKREZSHES 52 RE zr;—‘g Bat T AN ahoh E sk |
(intra-industryspillover effect) - & 4 R T & % B ek jE »c% | (inter-industry spillover
effect) » AF 7 PIEIFALE B FF b Gk o

Yang (2003)# % % £ EGARCH#-3] » fie if G-7H 7#{Canada, France, Germany, Italy,
Japan, UK, and the US)" i 4R v 2 S F 4R o2 pE AP 7] » B & WK ~ = SR o frdp po
BB 2 ek E 2% Chiang (1999) 12 F* 25 #4 40 B #-5;8 (TAR-GARCH) » fieif 4 52 ¢ R
IR PR ] 0 B B e WL B AL R AR AR B ok o ¥
¢k d Chen, Chiang, and So (2003)~ ¥ # % Hamao, Masulis,and Ng (1990), Theodossiou and
Lee (1997), Chiang and Chiang (1996), Chiang (1998), and Martens and Poon (2001) ' ¢ 2%
FIABRE LD Y A ik o

d Chen, Chiang, and So (2003)F & % R*%® f o i L g 5l4Z ~qL~®~p ~ 3L~
e B XA 2 P R R ERRS PFAS) B R R Runk Ao is 2
v P SR et R EE o ma LS ETR R B 2USE 4
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4 ¥ AF i A B A GARCH 2 24 L H04) EF H A 2 49 B GARCH#-7)
(Double TAR -GARCH) » o >*pFr X enff (2910 2 % g4 Hp sk » 4 g g8 — 2 ek
ok o

v

AELEA SRR REFE R FERMZ A RSP RN RN AR
M ARERE SR ERRT  BREIRKRT FRES §BERRT %
B (GELE)E A ADF ERB U AR L AL B T RAFTHAT @
BEFEMART RTERE TN BT oL PARTM G LE R AT LD
EA el s FRA AL E BN Ik R R A HREARRERITEF R
$ kiR TR % feif GARCH #55% 5 % » § %A% 7 ¥4 12 # ¥ (Engle and Ng, 1993) >

%% feil 2 HANA GIR-GARCH ; %1 § 5 AP 1 2 RHh B2k o

2. FEE
,}l,/ A NI A
7 % Jk (Datastream International) < # %% p F4L S&P 500(# &) ~ FTSE100(%
) ~ DAX30(4% F) ~ CAC40(;2 F) » €8 ~ 1992 # 1 #* | p 3 & = 2005 # 12 % 23 p
F P fE e 0 2 3468 £ F AL o FALG B M ASL S 4R 5 B2 2% K 42 (Price)id ¥ E4L
FABRFLORLTF  LHRIAGFEF AL 2R FISFHREF T ART -
WREERE 2GRk d o K2R e AR TR R B A F ik
0 FP RS E S e R =100-(InP —InP,) P E ft B E o
Rz et el E4Ff S o SEPF i A i 1o
dE Rk TIOR @ LR TP T A BEF W R e BT p T iodpp
FEHE S JREL o Fa—fLR(Germany) % R X TR F R E 5 0 S0 His 5
Fh %) BERG AR 2 BEGEKET—F S E BB FEP TR R

SRS A fle o o L AR A B IR A YR > 2 P Rk
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1% > S3-P BF > Fltw B 2 WELFTHRMF Y 5 F w4k (Leptokurtosis) 5 d
Jarque-Bera ¥ js{iig €2 P E@ T o ] EEF ORI 1% B8 m o B (R £ ¥ B BRR)
ot R R 2 4R 0 S Pt ge(Log return) 3 f & ¥ JE BGR 0 Bl 18 MHCA] Y SR AR P ek

TR A FR L T R E Rt A GERL A D)

2.2 H 1394 2

Granger and Newbold(1974)% B2tz i R 8l > # v ¢ 1 T iR §f J (Spurious
Regression) eI % o >t Z M ixcnpr F R 7| T EF A2 o 0 A TR BT 5
— & T _endc ) 7 3 & F_fk (Stationary) o @ e TRER R F|E_E 5 T EBF Lo
H_H 194 T (Unit Root Test) - Engle and Yoo(1987)#& ) e 4 ¥ 134 < 1~ ;2 ADF &2
DF - Phillips and Perron(1986)#|#& = PP #& ©_» @ Schwart(1987)1 5 3 + R (2 2 7

et % & o+ ADF(Augment Dickey-Fuller) ¥ 124 %2 2 #& <R3t 2 & ¥ 202 > Ft 4

Tl ADF f 22 2B A S TR L3 B L ER o

KY, b- PFRES > BREA L AR(DEM: Y, =a+py,, +&. Q2DEF a2 p
L %¥c g b - ¢ w3 W 2(white noise) « E-1<p<l: Pl#EI|Y, & Tl EpPlo
Py B 36 F40 PIL B R EANE R - BEBR AR L=l TRETAEAFTES £

o3 E R BR AR Pl TR A FTHAL 2 HT

P

R2DFAEFHEZ LB ERY,  RIQ2LDA A EEZAY, =a+W, , +&, BP y=p-1
v G ERFIE (drift term) 0 Jp B BEK 2 2 BEX:TIH iy=0% H, :y<0

ADF 494 %% 5 t 5358 0 o 4 2 8% @40 i (Price)z t 5358 P ig % %
1% 2% m& B3K > B A7 L HE2 > 7 @ & T fi(Stationary) 5 3% ¥ & (Return)2. t
BPFEPEY N 1% EERAEXRAFEENR 3 - L] WP L

T oo (R4 2)
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23 Fl % 7
EFORB LT R A2 FH % F 3282 P ,’E,‘_,J\—},“.\gﬁ;‘g,](jg 1% » %u3t+ b &g:g ’
FUIE ARSI S S Pl fl*ﬁ gzzgw o — Eft'li%ﬁffﬁi’” BB AL ,;F;,tp_ja B 2 R%

AL GRERNRT kg o d FlR R L SR T BmNRAIRE D FE—Pp P

g ek s 3 A ZFRPRE T Horalde hiEsndk o GER 4 3)

3. PHER E R B T

d Engle (1982)% £1p 2V i i+ & F {254 (ARCH) » @ {54 Bollerslev (1986)4% )
GARCH #£5% > & iz 45 & %) S 8ch Bl 2c £ 7 ARCH #ic5' 5035 2k & Bollerslev, Chou, and
Kroner (1992)F= 3 ¢ # 71 » 3% 5 £ ® H 4 17.55% ¢ » GARCH(1,1) &1 4 i pA 7% &
AFAHAB DR G DV AR BEEY AT F A4 g GARCH(L, D)

R RN LT S FARBTRLE L BB HE T

$RED BT
—# %1. f1* Ljung-Box iz B a » 27 a=r—pu >« ARMAH Vs £ o
(McLeod and Li, 1983)
— T2 TGFERTE
wFN Rl =a, raal, tooragal e B t=m4lL T a’ i ARL
L 2 m=5; T=3648 » #Fr €k 2, =, ==, =0.
(The Lagrange multiplier test of Engle, 1982.)
W &% Ljung-Box A E£2 LM %2 Pig % | B E K 1% 53 B ¥
TR TEFRITATFEZPERY » PIES AR o 3 & ARCH »c% » 8 T2

¥R EEFME 7Y Rl GARCH H:5 - GEL % 4+5)
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3.2 = > AR(1)-GARCH(1,1)-Normal $5¢

d Chen, Chiang, and So (2003)dp } ¥ B ® S22 g’ s B £ 5 | > I 4R f 12
R~ Riym#7F 1% UK~ Germany ~ France > j 5 US> m 5 P54 5/ B > i& %% ¥ 2.2
BE S UERUS § 4 e o FLOM R T gy ek W3 pirk-

z_ thE % o | 18 feaf ¥ 4EH03) GARCH (Bollerslev, 1986) -

VS e

Ri=¢+ R, +¥Rlp +a,,

ol =a,+aa’, +po.,, a =0, where g ~D(0,1). (1)

#¢ i% UK->Germany ~France *j 2 US - m 2P £ 5 D 5 ¥ s & fie
a,>0,0,20, f,202"TF|;8 85 7 B R #eeniE 5 1+ #ig(positive variance) 5 o, + f, <1
PIE_Z 7 st a i 1) & % B #icT f2£(covariance stationarity) ¥ # ek o

B4 PEO2E 2 Berndt, et al.(1974) %74 21 e BHHH i 5 7% % 3% 80P i8¢ | ¢
1% szt dg > et & A d 60 @ (8 17358 2 16 5% - ¥ % 155" Ljung-Box (Ljung and
Box, 1978) Q-3 2 P g A % BEH K 1% » »20% 4 B ¥ » Bt if £ fieif ot 050

AR(1) -GARCH(1,1)-Normal * (2 % 6~ 7)

3.3 = > AR(1)-GARCH(1,1)-t -3¢

d 2 AR E? Far ML FT TIPS 5 B 2% (Leptokurtosis) > * JB #
TR FIFG B A BR(P & ¥ RBR) FIP L 2 3R 5 Bt #i(Log return)# # & ¥ i
Bk > w2 F oo Fl o YR E A t AR feif AR(1)-GARCH(1,1)-t

BILE A AR AR AL A B EER G 0 @ el AR(1)-GARCH(I,1)-t
RAP LB F A @A AR B T AR R R TR G B RE e )
* AR(1)-GARCH(1,1)-t ¥-A| 4 dodt » F v d 2 B 0 g d ey Lrck » 112 B9

F B TR R L o
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R he o AT
Ri=dy+#RL +wiRL, +a,,
ol =a,+aa’,+po.,, a =0, where g ~D(0,1). )
H¥ {5 UK~ Germany ~ France> j 3 US> m AL 5 [ FF > D 5 i t A fe o
>0 ,0,20, f,202 "TF|;8 85 7 B R feehiE 5 1+ #ig(positive variance) 5 o, + f, <1

RIS S 7 050 a0 i 1) & % B 8T 4% (covariance stationarity) # ek o
Mg < PENLE 2 Berndt, et al. (1974)#7# 1 eh BHHH J§ & /2 k53t %8> P ig % /|

GEREONE 1% M R E A D B VvZ PEYEEFRE 1% S b EE SLF

ML B RSB RHc A B 80 A (4 (PR 2 M o S 5 Ljung-Box Q-
MR PO E A MMFKE 1% 2 ME > TN L S AR(D)

“GARCH(1,1)-t » (;£2 % 8~ 9)
|

4a
o
-y

d a ~ B Giki@ i # % AR(1)-GARCH(1,1)-t H3]2 15 > 2% 87 D4Rp 5
R IREScE-3 5 3-0-3 EHEIEI-RICSILEIES -0 8 -5 Wl S0 IR S
B A F et #o R % o Flt el AR(D-GARCH(L 1)t $id o %50 3 gk 3
Bz oh o K Ao A SHERCI N R AR R i R E o Bt R OSHERCY 2 9

A% A F 23 A $4c% > % Engle and Ng (1993) test °

4. Z REFG R R R R A

d Nelson (1991)7 4t 244+ 4 GARCH #-7* —EGARCH #3' » @ {2 5 ¢ Engle and Ng
(1993)4% &) EGARCH #-7 B ae ff ARk b <~ 304 2 2 $HfE - R H 3 5 0 iF 2 8 8
z2_p# > v 2 EGARCH ~ GJR-GARCH % #5444 ¢4p 41 > GJIR-GARCH i Al 5 feig B 7
AR B o FI AR R ERE TS AP F AT R
GIR-GARCH(I, 5 » haeif i 2 % & F A RSB FA2 F 0 R AL 2§ o
AL
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4.1 ¥ % ¥Hfit2 & ¥ Engle and Ng (1993)

B 0 2 5L IEH T (Sign Bias test, SBT) ~ { 5L ik %4 % (Negative Sign Bias test,
NSBT) ~ &+ # 5.k %% % (Positive Sign Bias test, PSBT) » = & T_& & = B & & T (Joint
test, JT) » MW T 75L& 5 t 6 22 TR? 2z LM(Lagrange Multiple) ¥ & & T_- 5k 2 %
A% 10° ¢ Engle and Ng (1993) test ersez> 8 2. P i# % /| >0 g F KRB 1% 3t kg ¥ »
FIIES m & KK > 20 TR E 2 SRS > 7 4 g% 228 H S
AR(1)-GIR-GARCH(I,1)-t k4 ok 1> F 2 i 2 B 0 A S ey Bok %k > U Z B F 5

Bo TAL R & # I o GER £ 10)

42 3=+ AR(1)-GIR-GARCH(1,1)-t $=5¢

A

Glosten, Jagannathan, and Runkle (1993)4* 4 & %7 GARCH #-73] i f§ H enig & » ®
Brailsfprd and Faff (1996)3# 3 %] & GJR-GARCH #c4] & 5 7 $4i>c% » &3 RIR~ 1%
WEdp i) SFR LB R B GARCH R 4 #C3] o Parameter restrictions to ensure

stationarity and positive volatility, as e.g. in Duan, Gauthier, Sasseville, and Simonoto (2004),

apply: a, >0, a;,/, 20, Zm:ai -7,20 and Zm:ai +Zslﬂj +0.52m:7/i <l1.
i=1

j=1 i=1 j=1

R he e AT
Rti =@+ Rti—l +y, Rtj+m—1 +a,

2 2 2 2
o, =q,taa  +po +y | a,,

1, if a_, <0
I = , & =08, where g ~D(0,1). (3)

0 , otherwise
H¢¥¢ i35 UK~ Germany ~ France> j 3 US> m AL 5 [ FF > D 5 i t &~ fe o

v

a,>0,0,20, >0 2. A48 .5 7 E % B #en g 5 1 ¥c(positive variance) ;

o+ [, +05y <1RE 5 7 B i i 7| £ % B BT f&(covariance stationarity) #7 i e
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Wk FE027% 2 Berndt, et al.(1974)#73 ' e BHHH 7 & 2 k 3 %8 IR Qo 7

o)
5

5 Rl ST Y R BOT Al AR Y 0 RHR IR AL 11V .

»

SR 2 P g F MR E R 1% B P F P RvZ PEYEFRE 1%

'&";

PEF P E

B0 \v
bt
3R

MEEE G B REREM A RN 2 k% o %R 4 Ljung-Box
Q- A Bl ¥ E P i A3 HFRE 1% 2302 8F > T & et it
AR(1)-GJIR-GARCH(1,1)-t 3] o (32 % 11~ 12)
doop~ frEE s BRAGID D FEERE R R L BN A g
Bl B2 WAL R Rk B R B AR 0 ;siw;gu;-%— 3R oo B
Ry @3 %o R RASE R L Fh e ook FI R F R
SfER L - BA A FET L ERAFRBEEE S A RFHE
F14 o P g R Aol - VARG - B L g L g

TAEZ TIAR T AR AANIEEE S EERR IR FEES Fa g

=

o Flm A 2 G AF2Z W L RE A B o TR DR AT BEH

ey

L KALE A F P ER p A NG o

4.3 1= > AR(1)-TAR-GARCH(1,1)-t fi=5¢

FAMBBFTRY 3 AT 7 HH 1 (asymmetric information) 5 v ¥ 4 g feif P HE
GARCH #:5* (Threshold-GARCH Model, Tong, 1990): & #= 3 &% 1§ — & 4§ & (threshold
value) Fe £ A # S lic: B B R RGN o NP E S e L 0 F 2 AN EEAR
AEE A FERREK D HADD RS o Byt g e e f FP
R a,>050 e L a, <05 faifdo

RAsfic N 4o

Ri=¢+ARL +y R, +a,,

O-t2 =0+ alatz—l + a2o-t2—1 +(6y + ﬂla‘tz—l + ﬂZO-tz—l)It—l (@, >0),
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“4)

1, if a_, >0
I a, =o,&, Where g, ~ D(0,1).

0 , otherwise ’
L5 1P D ARE tAfR -

H¢ i % UK~ Germany ~ France > j % US> m 5 P £
LI

a,>0,0,20,0,20,0,+5,>0,0,+5,20, a, + 5,20 2 *TH| ;4 £ 3

B 5 I #c(positive variance) ; @, +a, <1, a,+a, + B, +f, <1 P& 5 7T E AN E =
B #T #&(covariance stationarity) *7 F IR ©

"ok PRI 2 Berndt, et al. (1974)#73#% &' v BHHH [ & 72 &k 53+ $dic > $dciz 3t

SR AL I3 PiEY RS, ~ e

BEAKE10%F G 3 2B g T R PRS2 RL 28K [, 7 HF > 285 5 5h D

IR Rk R LA

B R E KR 1% RP I EF B EFETHLELT

PR R S% 0 A3t AE

:m}}

-i",lft;év})i{viP RS
STEEF KRR 1% 2307

THE 2 5k ° ¥ 15" Ljung-Box Q-3 &2 P iz ¥

m is
B 0 i £ feif 2 B0 AR(1) —TAR-GARCH(I,1)-t H-7) o 0B 730 7 $HilE -
1 g fa'n“?‘\/ iffﬁ,ﬂﬁvﬁyﬁ'{&rT
o_2 _ aO( (l)atzl +ﬂl(l)at2—1 > If at 1 = 0
P =
a,” +a,7a, + B %o, , if a_ >0.

ulR- Sk a,, a, oy, B, B, B TS
2 © 2
()_0‘0+ﬂ0= )_al+ﬂl’ ()_az"'ﬂz'

1 1
()_0{1, ﬂl()_aza
&3 K GEL

1
ay’ = a,
SEAeiFHF L aV >al? o f o EEAY T G R kehk s B AR

% 13~ 14)
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LN~

%%

5..

2
=]

SRR

AR EEREFRS SRR Aok 1 £ G HRE G B i
B0 A R EFEDR G o M ERRLE D FArBEaf 6 L n e LB o 4p
Fm g o EFRAD TR 6 LA SR R R ¥ - L E s AR
HHRESQ) DS TET TP LHA PO EL IR LA RS F BT
FF o AR R

Bk D FREFET VERRLILI IS RME 2 Y

fu

B Mk c MR E R H(E R R)ARY > FRRER L

,d—

FRRBRECOIS s gL 5@ WAL
FHA G EGFEFRARE LI HEHRE A E R §F 0 8- BRFT AR

ERRERL D Y HANRER I B SRR o

R AR o FR T - B2 A 0 A5 GARCH H3)k # S8z

PRV EMMEI G ENE L RAGE 2o ES IR EL T kiRas i

'rs\‘:t; ) ﬁﬂzﬁxlﬁvfi’;\ o
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2 4
Mt s
FREIRESHREE
d B R2ZEFAEFIRI kg 0 & 2000 # (% 2089 L) £ E RPHRDER 0 d 2
A5 RS s o d SR L PR A GRS NG S B RR R PE TR 53
GAREET AL NTALHEARBRERI 2RI GEAR12)

1997/10/28(% 1520 £)— LW £ fkh £ & d > THF > B w i LR Foo o Wik

4
W

T AW =

=

tg i) 0 T A A EX'R
1998/9/1(% 1740 £)— % B3 — F_LTCM 28 > d = (350 b B4 53 = ch

o B ITEe kT & 1998 R BRrFE 2 GarEZ TN WES MO BEIER

AN

T RALTCM 2 2 e 304 o d Bl HERZS 52X BE e R Rk v s
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FORETRORE § 3 BHEA S Rk 2 R

Fol. ED HpARR L A AN E
oI UK Germany France UsS
T ok 0.0222 0.0338 0.0272 0.0305
Lt 1.0301 1.4219 1.3227 1.0049
= TS 4 —0.1246 —0.2457 —0.0918 —0.1083
(P &) (0.0021) (0.0000) (0.0237) (0.0076)
AZEPE fy Bk 3.4359 3.7169 2.7765 4.2923
(P iE) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
t-%et § 1.2996 1.4368 1.2410 1.8330
(P& (0.1938) (0.1509) (0.2147) (0.0669)
Jarque-Bera 1803.3347 2136.0329 1176.5600 2806.7941
(P &) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
R 3648 3648 3648 3648
# 2. % B1aR Y2 ADF H 134 €
UsS UK Germany France
Price  Return Price Return Price  Return Price  Return
—1.2156 —61.3456 —1.5202 —38.1459 —1.3132 —61.2056 —1.1728 —59.4596
(0.6700) (0.0001)  (0.5234) (0.0000)  (0.6256) (0.0001)  (0.6884) (0.0001)
3 ADFH 198 202 St 8 0 8P 3 A2 A $ 2 PiE o
% 3. FRPAT ERRT 2 FI R B ik T
Causal direction F-Test (P &) Causal direction F-Test (P &)
A. One-period lagged model
US—UK 398.5280 (0.0000) UK—US 2.1590 (0.1418)
US—Germany 329.1150 (0.0000) Germany—US 0.3601 (0.5485)
US—France 357.9670 (0.0000) France—US 2.7354 (0.0982)
B. Two-period lagged model
US—UK 204.5720 (0.0000) UK—US 2.1724 (0.1141)
US—Germany 170.1660 (0.0000) Germany—US 0.5775 (0.5613)
US—France 180.2850 (0.0000) France—US 2.8244 (0.0595)

P EY R R 1%
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#.4. ARCH»< % # %(—)

US UK
Hp #c Q P E LM P i Q P E LM P E
1 159.2136 <.0001 159.1492 <.0001 185.5698 <.0001 185.5002 <.0001
2 303.1236 <.0001 250.7349 <.0001 508.9899 <.0001 419.6549 <.0001
3 431.4236 <.0001 306.1266 <.0001 790.8749 <.0001 538.2071 <.0001
4 494.3476 <.0001 315.3104 <.0001 995.6747 <.0001 575.4287 <.0001
5 585.7039 <.0001 340.4608 <.0001 1216.8840 <.0001 609.7952 <.0001
6 694.0301 <.0001 371.1963 <.0001 1451.5890 <.0001 646.8319 <.0001
7 782.4598 <.0001 386.3704 <.0001 1634.6400 <.0001 659.7976 <.0001
8 857.1458 <.0001 393.5763 <.0001 1912.7500 <.0001 703.7366 <.0001
9 932.8076 <.0001 401.6816 <.0001 2041.1580 <.0001 703.8962 <.0001
10 1014.9570 <.0001 412.6738 <.0001 2229.1030 <.0001 711.2945 <.0001
11 1084.9290 <.0001 417.9544 <.0001 2433.3900 <.0001 726.2511 <.0001
12 1156.2460 <.0001 423.0875 <.0001 2585.3160 <.0001 729.1680 <.0001
Germany France
Hp #c Q P E LM P E Q P E LM P e
1 188.8539 <.0001 188.6921 <.0001 128.3370 <.0001 128.2717 <.0001
2 443.7097 <.0001 362.3781 <.0001 326.7672 <.0001 276.4649 <.0001
3 735.0532 <.0001 500.8482 <.0001 534.7462 <.0001 384.4938 <.0001
4 1012.6640 <.0001 586.7930 <.0001 671.3982 <.0001 418.6262 <.0001
5  1217.9210 <.0001 614.6600 <.0001 840.2916 <.0001 460.1967 <.0001
6  1469.7210 <.0001 653.7793 <.0001 1077.5680 <.0001 532.2667 <.0001
7 1748.2200 <.0001 697.7220 <.0001 1271.4630 <.0001 569.2951 <.0001
8 1997.8760 <.0001 723.8440 <.0001 1458.3420 <.0001 592.9098 <.0001
9 2194.6200 <.0001 730.4637 <.0001 1604.2240 <.0001 599.8609 <.0001
10 2356.9150 <.0001 730.9987 <.0001 1769.5330 <.0001 612.2633 <.0001
11 2555.7560 <.0001 737.0059 <.0001 1961.8030 <.0001 632.6453 <.0001
12 2732.1650 <.0001 740.6140 <.0001 2100.1580 <.0001 636.0606 <.0001
. Q% Ljung-Box 3t £ » LM% Lagrange multiplier # % %38 » P % [ A F K 1% > 53 ¢ B

FoATHEE AT
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#5. ARCH»2 % 4 %.(= )

e UsS UK Germany France
Chi-Squared(5) 339.0251 608.0696 613.0040 459.6253
(P & (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)
F(5,3637) 74.6477 145.7715 147.1941 105.0407
(P i#) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)

SRR R EFR AT RAPE ) O ERE1% AP Y TSR LB

% 6. AR(1)-GARCH(1,1)-Normal 3% (1)2 % #cf 3+

¥ UK (P i#) Germany (P i#) France (P &)
& 0.0348  (0.0043)  0.0585  (0.0000)  0.0519  (0.0000)
) —0.0951  (0.0000) —0.1233  (0.0000) —0.1028  (0.0000)
v, 0.3086  (0.0000)  0.4718  (0.0000)  0.4035  (0.0000)
a 0.0112  (0.0000)  0.0154  (0.0000)  0.0271  (0.0000)
o 0.0875  (0.0000) 0.0918  (0.0000) 0.0736  (0.0000)
B, 0.9018  (0.0000) 09014  (0.0000)  0.9089  (0.0000)
a,/1-a,—f, 1.0484 22675 1.5465

LA BB ZPEE )R EREI% A LR E A S IERN L ek o

# 7. Ljung-Box Q-3 £ &5 (1)

S UK (P ig) Germany (P ig) France (P @
Q(5) 5.5554 (0.3519) 2.1278  (0.8312) 7.3162  (0.1982)
Q(10) 13.8855 (0.1783) 9.0591  (0.5265) 12.4479  (0.2562)
Q(15) 20.5630 (0.1514) 17.2422  (0.3046) 17.7093  (0.2783)
Q(20) 28.2235 (0.1042)  20.8835  (0.4040) 22.3376  (0.3225)
Q2(5) 6.1833 (0.2888) 2.0508  (0.8421) 7.5207  (0.1847)
QZ(IO) 11.4297 (0.3250) 4.7107  (0.9096) 11.3802  (0.3287)
Q2(15) 19.9408 (0.1742) 8.4953  (0.9024) 14.6396  (0.4777)
QZ(ZO) 23.1312 (0.2824) 10.7075  (0.9535) 15.9582  (0.7192)
|Q(5)] 2.1443 (0.8288) 6.3966  (0.2695) 8.1719  (0.1470)
|Q(10)| 6.7637 (0.7475) 8.4536  (0.5846) 11.4056  (0.3268)
|Q(15)| 16.6088 (0.3428) 13.0023  (0.6021) 15.7295  (0.4003)
|Q(20)| 19.4506 (0.4927) 15.2374  (0.7627) 19.9588  (0.4605)

QU )FHREMALA 2Qu R Q( ) HELALT S 2Q MR Q) HELAL
BEEZQMBIE VA ER YK HY & =4a,/0,.
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% 8. AR(1)-GARCH(1,1)-t #3 (2)2 % iz 3+

¥ UK (P i#) Germany (P i#) France (P @
&, 0.0358  (0.0023) 0.0618 (0.0001) 0.0449  (0.0080)
é —0.0954 (0.0000) —0.1300 (0.0000) —0.1101 (0.0000)
v, 0.3018  (0.0000) 0.4636  (0.0000) 0.3983  (0.0000)
a 0.0102  (0.0000) 0.0088 (0.0022) 0.0136 (0.0000)
o 0.0819  (0.0000) 0.0801  (0.0000) 0.0602  (0.0002)
B, 0.9082  (0.0000) 0.9181 (0.0000) 0.9320 (0.0000)
v 12.2244  (0.0000) 93689 (0.0000)  11.2163 (0.0000)
o, -, -, 1.0208 4.6452 1.7443

LR SEEZPE YR FORELI% M RS HE > A BT 2R e

#. 9. Ljung-Box Q-%i:+ & skt (2)

A UK (P i#) Germany (P @) France (P i@
Q(5) 56222 (0.3447)  3.0771  (0.6881) 79194  (0.1607)
Q(10) 13.9866 (0.1736)  10.0570  (0.4355) 12.6448  (0.2442)
Q(15) 20.6146  (0.1496)  18.5968  (0.2326)  18.7063  (0.2274)
Q(20) 28.3765 (0.1008)  22.2515  (0.3270) 23.4628  (0.2666)
Q*(5) 7.1130 (0.2124) 6.2038  (0.2869) 6.7758  (0.2379)
Q(10) 122804  (0.2667) 85166 (0.5785)  10.0697  (0.4344)
Q*(15) 20.4715 (0.1546)  12.4690  (0.6432) 13.2573  (0.5824)
Q*(20) 23.5323 (0.2634)  15.4529  (0.7499) 14.8334  (0.7859)
Q(5)| 23438 (0.7998)  6.5620  (0.2553) 56343 (0.3434)
|Q(10)| 7.2427 (0.7023) 8.7236  (0.5585) 9.1622  (0.5168)
1Q(15)] 16.8300  (0.3291)  13.5719  (0.5582)  14.1767  (0.5122)
1Q(20)| 19.6189  (0.4820) 16.1232  (0.7090)  17.1221  (0.6450)

EQU)A ALY 2Q AT R Q)P REMALT 2 QPR |Q()EHELAL
SHELQHFR VI FEEYEK 2 A =4, /0.
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% 10, 8 7 HALHE R

Market  JT (TR>~»’3) SBT (t & ©) NSBT (t # %) PSBT (t # %)

UK 207.9636 (0.0000) —0.4272 (0.6692) —11.3559 (0.0000)  9.5409 (0.0000)
Germany 225.2042 (0.0000)  0.5118 (0.6088) —12.6869 (0.0000)  8.1773 (0.0000)
France 1133514 (0.0000) —0.3792 (0.7046) —8.8101 (0.0000)  6.0970 (0.0000)

PLOAEELN BT R A LR EZPE RN EOREL% B P EE ORI E G A Rk -

% 11. AR(1)-GJR-GARCH(1,1)-t #5°(3)2 %t 2+

S8 UK (P &) Germany (P @) France (P iz
4 —0.0963  (0.0000) —0.1226  (0.0000) —0.1100  (0.0000)
v, 0.2978  (0.0000) 0.4621  (0.0000) 0.3933  (0.0000)
a 0.0109  (0.0000)  0.0138 (0.0002)  0.0185  (0.0000)
o 0.0208  (0.0015)  0.0425  (0.0000)  0.0253  (0.0008)
B 0.9194  (0.0000) 0.9142  (0.0000) 0.9280  (0.0000)
7 0.0985  (0.0000)  0.0762  (0.0000)  0.0721  (0.0000)
y 123694 (0.0000)  10.0641  (0.0000)  11.8864  (0.0000)

A RMCELPE L NHE 1% A SEE A R L e

#. 12. Ljung-Box Q-%u3+ & # &% 34 (3)

S UK (P i#) Germany (P @) France P i@
Q(5) 6.1434 (0.2925) 2.9645 (0.7055) 9.2623 (0.0990)
Q(10) 14.8810 (0.1365) 10.4126 (0.4051) 13.3829 (0.2030)
Q(15) 22.1122 (0.1049) 19.8495 (0.1778) 19.8649 (0.1772)
Q(20) 29.2229 (0.0835)  24.1889 (0.2342)  25.3725 (0.1876)
QZ(S) 4.5300 (0.4759) 5.0780 (0.4064) 3.6538 (0.6003)
QZ(IO) 9.8398 (0.4547) 10.2864 (0.4157) 7.4563 (0.6818)
Q2(15) 23.2147 (0.0797) 14.3812 (0.4968) 11.1797 (0.7398)
QZ(ZO) 28.4586 (0.0990) 16.1626 (0.7065) 12.7377 (0.8884)
|Q(5)] 2.0185 (0.8466) 7.4109 (0.1918) 5.7783 (0.3284)
|Q(10)| 7.2711 (0.6996) 10.3796 (0.4078) 8.6182 (0.5687)
|Q(15)| 21.2724 (0.1283) 14.3639 (0.4981) 14.1756 (0.5123)
|Q(20)| 25.6444 (0.1779) 16.0857 (0.7113) 17.2115 (0.6392)

QU AHEMALA 2Q MR QU )F BELALT S 2 QMR Q( ) HEAL
BEEZQMIE VL ER YK HY & =4a,/0,.
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% 13. AR(1)-TAR-GARCH(1,1)-t -3 (4)2 % dic iz 3+

¥ UK (P &) Germany (P i#) France (P&
A 0.0233  (0.0484) 0.0583  (0.0001) 0.0345  (0.0403)
@ —0.0946  (0.0000) —0.1356  (0.0000) —0.1094  (0.0000)
v, 02998  (0.0000)  0.4634  (0.0000)  0.3958  (0.0000)
a, 0.0241  (0.0001) 0.0125  (0.0000) 0.0238  (0.0000)
a 0.1094  (0.0000) 0.0831  (0.0000) 0.0858  (0.0000)
a, 0.8806  (0.0000)  0.9069  (0.0000)  0.9042  (0.0000)
B, —0.0191  (0.0380) - - - -
yi) —0.0735  (0.0000) —0.0218 (0.1043) —0.0485  (0.0008)
B, 0.0539  (0.0031)  0.0218 (0.1043)  0.0310  (0.0242)
14 11.2195  (0.0000) 9.9793  (0.0000)  12.9771  (0.0000)

LR AP A RE 0 50 SN S TR g Y 0 @ B ITR 2 e s e
% 14. Ljung-Box Q-4t3* & #& & s\ (4)

A UK (P @ Germany (P i#) France (P @
Q(5) 63544  (0.2732)  3.8602  (0.5697)  9.3375  (0.0963)
Q(10) 15.7006 (0.1085)  11.1954 (0.3425) 15.2999 (0.1215)
Q(15) 22.4894  (0.0956)  18.8293  (0.2216)  20.1537  (0.1661)
Q(20) 29.9664 (0.0704)  22.1827 (0.3307)  24.7948 (0.2094)
Q*(5) 3.7263 (0.5895) 0.9686 (0.9651) 4.5838 (0.4687)
Q¥(10) 6.0398  (0.8119)  3.6987  (0.9599)  13.1709  (0.2143)
Q*(15) 11.9113 (0.6857) 7.4884 (0.9427)  17.2455 (0.3044)
Q*(20) 15.2919 (0.7595) 9.4643 (0.9769)  19.2663 (0.5046)
1Q(5)| 15161 (0.9112) 59073  (0.3153)  5.0630  (0.4082)
|Q(10)| 7.3980 (0.6874) 9.1754 (0.5155) 9.8126 (0.4571)
1Q(15)| 17.5469  (0.2872)  14.1478  (0.5144) 147148  (0.4722)
1Q(20)| 212107 (0.3848)  16.1873  (0.7049)  19.8760  (0.4657)

QU )FHEMALA 2QMFE Q) EELALT S 2 QAP E Q) EEMAL
BHE2ZQHRFE VLR DEKHY A =4a,/0,.
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