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An Investigation of the Hedge of DRAM Price Risk
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Abstract

In current DRAM industry, the price volatility of DRAM products is so huge that DRAM firms
confront large DRAM price risk. This research adopted Finnerty and Grant (2002) hedge
effectiveness regression model to verify whether current financial tools could hedge the DRAM
price risk. Otherwise, if the relationship between hedged product price and hedging tool price exists
co-integration, the cross hedge performance will be good and stable. Our result finds that for four
DRAM manufacturing firms (PSC, NANYA, ProMOS and Winbond) in Taiwan, the hedge
effectiveness (RVR) ratio are almost below 0.8: T-he-relationship between stock price and spot price
has no co-integration effects, that is, one cannot hedge DRAM price risk if one uses DRAM firms’
stocks as the hedging tools. In addition, this article use event study to investigate the influence of the
important events in the DRAM industry. The result suggests that these events affect DRAM stock
price more than DRAM spot price; and the events such as sales reporting have less influence on
DRAM spot price. That means DRAM firms cannot make use of sales reports to manipulate the
trend of DRAM spot price, to hedge prick risk. Finally, our study explores other possible hedging
means, especially focuses on creating a DRAM stock index. We create three indices ways to do
similar empirical test and find that if we use market value to make the index, we can get better
hedging effectiveness than using single stock hedge. Furthermore, this index has co-integration
effect with DRAM spot price. These results suggest that creating a DRAM stock index have obvious
contribution about hedging DRAM price risk.

Keyword : hedging effectiveness, co-integration effect, stock index, DRAM
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% 2-1 >3k DRAM & Rl A * fFin

R i g0 [f] © g0 [l e B g B 5|
. 8 2
Infineon Germany
12 1
Elpida 8 3 Japan
P 12 1 P
Hynix 7
4 South Korea
Samsung
12 1
Nanya 2
i 1
Powerchip
12 1
8 1 Taiwan
ProMOS
12 1
Vanguard 8 1
Winbond 8 2
Micron 8 8 U.S.A.
7R &R - DRAMeXchange
% 2-2 A DRAM # & 1GNP 2 @2 ¥ &
i Fg %~
DRAM A A
#B | GNP | HEX | sp |0 GNP|w#lid| A5 | GNP |l
wE | FrE g EL A
1999 | 290,544 | 77,260 | 3,000 | 1.03% | 3.88% | 21,000 | 7.24% |27.18%
2000 | 313,908 | 82,840 | 4,400 | 1.40% | 5.31% | 23,000 | 7.32% |27.76%
2001 | 286,840 | 73,350 | 1,900 | 0.66% | 2.59% | 20,100 | 7.00% |27.40%
2002 | 288,872 | 74,360 | 2,700 | 0.93% | 3.63% | 17,400 | 6.02% |23.39%
2003(F)| 293,883 | 75,650 | 3,900 | 1.35% | 5.16% | 19,000 | 6.47% |25.11%
T3z
= 294,810 | 76,690 | 3,180 | 1.07% | 4.11% | 20,100 | 6.81% |26.17%
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% 2-3 5 2002 & 2 2003 # 27k DRAM & £ 4 47> & 4 &/ #%-DDR 2 SDRAM 37 & & 128Mb
R E AT AHE  PEAPVERTIAS EZ A E LS5 3812 FHF 2 2939 F g B A E
AuiE 12812 FH 2 13292 FH £ ~-7 ¢ 4% DRAM p e RPE2 2 b 3 %A AR
B2 B WA BEARE S B0 2t £352002 2 2003 £ 4 ) 5 18.61%%

B 2002 £ 2 2003 £ b P H2 b EAEA NG 2386 p 5 % 3064 F B E R~ F

[

A o Au 5199 F F A BEFHFEA G EE N 120 pE > HIP A EA Y

2U0FH* BFFEA-

%23 DRAMRF 2592 £2 1 ¢

2002 & 2003 &
rIAE/2AE
Total g Total g
2948 1,332 79.25% 1,773 72.46%
DDR
rHAE i AR 349 20.75% 674 27.54%
(in 128Mb eq., Mn ZGAE 1,543 72.44% 382 77.44%
_ SDRAM
units) RE AR 587 27:56% 111 22.56%
&3+ 3,812 2,939
ZHAEE 5,470 84.93% 8,512 76.28%
DDR

R AR 970 15.07% 2,647 23.72%

A E
SDRAM | ¥ XA 4,955 77.76% 1,716 80.46%

(inMn USD)
REAE 1,417 22.24% 417 19.54%
&3 12,812 13,292
THER AR 10,428 81.39% 10,228 76.95%
THERR A G 2,384 18.61% 3,064 23.05%
RHRPEEY
Tl YR 869 81.39% 852 76.95%
% % A 5 (DDR %

T LA 199 18.61% 255 23.05%

SDRAM)
Tiop R4 E 43 81.39% 43 76.95%
TP R AR 10 18.61% 13 23.05%
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HRi 2-4 5% " DRAMIRE 2 92 5 gy £ A PR 54 DRAM g

B

R 3Nt £2002 % 5 35%2+ 0 p AP VHERITAEZAEAN G 4245 § 2 644

BB LA i PRARFFENFLA B
£ 2002 2 2003 & 4 6] 5 31.79%% 314294 5 ' 4 2IRehTE0E o

EruE 1471 7 g2 281l pgE~H"Y

it v MBEfED D AR DRAM B & A @ P = 2>+ f DRAM & i@ ¥

RPE & o7 g e DRAM 120t & 12 4% = mﬁ‘ﬁ""ﬁr@lﬁﬁr% T

»iEF AR AR
O R

P henErg S N LE RS 2 LA SLE a2 o
%24 L% % DRAMILE 2 24 200 &
2002 # 2003 &
cHARICHAR
Total o E Total g
AR (in 2948 267 62.91% 421 65.41%
128Mb eq., RiAE 157 87.09% 223 34.59%
Mn units) &3 424 100% 644 100.00%
ZHAR 1,003 68.21% 1,928 68.58%
SR E(in
AR 467 31.79% 883 31.42%
Mn USD)
&3+ 1,471 100% 2,811 100.00%
TiaER A E 1,003 68.21% 1,928 68.58%
TIER AR 467 31.79% 883 31.42%
SHMEEE
T 2 HFE 84 68.21% 852 68.58%
HYuL A B
T R A 39 31.79% 255 31.42%
(inMnUSD)
TP E YA E 4 68.21% 43 68.58%
Tiop A G 2 31.79% 13 31.42%
ra AETORRA 22 SHA E KL AR FT =
1. 242 2% DRAM A2 & 235 AA# > L —‘Lbﬁf % (ASP)f & 1 &2 ® 5 d 3
ASP i 4 11 B fEdefit > Fa § AL o
2. F#Ae 704 &R % Elpida 2 #2820 § % Infineion 38 (> o
3. E:XDRAM # & b8 & 5.9 60%% % -
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2.2 DRAM Fu 7 P w0 2 @' & 5\
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EEE R
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l

DRAM 1. Initial quote 2. Simple average
OEMs SAP*
Vendors
B e
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i

Contract
Price

Reject

Bl 2-1 DRAM % 537 i iE42
TR kR AL R

® Lk

BEHHERM LR HEF Y REREE VRS QERE LD > F 2 A A
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® Liif £ % (Semi-contract)

PARE Q- BB Pl AN E L HE AL RRET 2 LR

pip - 3o Tt G R .

- 4@ 2 > Contract 3 3 ff %5 Spot B Hen H ik B RE 0 T R AR T 4 vh o
AL B BB R TS BT (BoB) kxnd s 2 E T 24 0 2 245 DRAM
ﬂ%#%ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ“ﬁ%@é1” FEFRERSER RS TR ELFLAR
Ao i BRI ESFET RS R R S Bt e B ER s R E Y 7 i $
P kg $0 3 FROERT KL R FREACE LY BRFOLET
FIET AR AR T AREET O ST Ry LRET R AL S i bk £ 5
end FARET BT S HREATE ke G P R pien B E L R~ B e &
AR LA HA P F LA RETFHERL 2R - IR CRP T F A gy
% #2844t (DRAMeXchange) # 77 » P BRI DRAM 2 % &7 33 e 5t €4 3%

A
- °

d 3t p % DRAM # 2 § & 58 enyp JLg @ataged 32 > Ry a@F i h e L3 &

EHTE R EGE ARE S S NER I Z SRR D S o ek 259 0 R A

PR E R Rk R IR RN G T AFTREH A DD A Lk g
3 PIEEE TR R G2 A AR AR BERZERITE T PR o

# 2-5 DRAM Ji7 2o B o "% = 5%

g A BF L
X R ® REFHKEh's ® AL
W G ® RyFEcE bk ® whdAZ
o REFBFRAG |0 BEBERL
([ J Eid =X ey S
® FEIEAR D
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(=) &xH2i

pa > DRAM + fy ek Wig £9% R ASHEE DTS AHBTARR G T
Bee 15 % c MM LI BRENYRAMLED > FBEFRFAG P FA AT AR
ripfalrinz T o FEXRAKEFARE 15 1 1 HDRAM ¥ R E ok R e

R R R OH NG R E R RFROH N THFT A EFIEF AR
A% AR A ki Ae DRAM ehd QR RAr S R I p B RAELZ 9%
IR0 FlE AT QUMK ORAAZY REE- I ORFFREOERS §- 2
RE AT OB AT T FHES E IR R A F O 2 Ryp o &P R AT
Er et NE AH DRAMILE £ 4 B RS Mehr it o £ 9S8 T - &3 (g % -

(=) Wepwga %

® TR R R Y ~T>‘*1”?Fm§ AETHRR e 1 A F FRG E SRR
(RN N el T E ESGIERE o 5 AR AR TR

® Biss i d 3 R&D e & ik DRAM i3 s & & 3 £ 20% » soth g™ » A1 &
AR 0 HBB DRAM fed 5 B8P FAF 0 3 B ESAE 5 T IER R T
1% 50 H AT o ot DRAM B k¢ 3 i end it w B BN E (TR0 A3
EFRNZF-A R s T-BREE)

® pFEguiEgo

® LHtASEE s A S (Businessline) FzZ AR FAEKRE o BASES T LT

X 1 g (Foundry-business) _*

® E 2w LAY A& % Spot market &2 OEM f et € 17— A fie 5 F] 5 § % OEM %
R - A rﬁf%’ #, g L ﬁ*%%i .
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® LGEAKAUPRBFATH USFTHAGEAGTIRE EHIARFEF T 0 £ 8
PR et e e R R Y RHREF LG Bl g

® g (Timetomarket) A4V E 3N (v HE T 45 5T H o

O MR GELD TFIi S HURFE R LAl M A TG P b G 2

WETE A EERAERG -

@ I MERBRIRIERY PFEe TR BT FRD K-
i i g

® J Spotz Contracts B3 H kB A > Ri-FBEJTE -

ST RGERIITREFRAS LG - Lo R AT R ER S R %
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23 DRAMZRE R REapM & B F2L &%k

231 DRAM ff # % Jri 3t

T Az (2000) r4 1992 & 3] 1998 # 27 B 4 T "6 A ¥ & DRAM 7 3k Z «nFfd
2 fF s R FH R DRAM x%ﬁa RE PP EFE - 5 PR 1 DRAM =r szt 2
DRAM iz~ = & F i g v a B 5% > FF DRAM # #2 5 # % 5 2 n1iga @i jFst kigip] 1999
# 2 2000 # DRAM # R T4 & % 2 > HIEREEL 5 5.6%% 6.1% -

5% Fp (2001) @& * i = ;% 35 p] DRAM i 2 %6+ » 12 1991 & 3 2000 # 7 DRAM * #-
ER e AR BT TR R FFAT 2R Mﬁfﬁ;‘ % 7g ] DRAM %8 > 9 &%
% B0 0 & DRAM L3508 = W RAFRIH B A TR £8 DRAM A~ & F k7
o gk ﬁ?@iﬂﬁr’?ﬁ;‘(@ﬁ 038)F R IRk o TG L L 16.96% ; & DRAM
PH AR R SRR 2 F R A TS A TS A e BE RS G ROE IR
Y Tiag¥a L 5 8.66% -

EFRF (2001) wAEE 45> (2000) i FRFERI S > #Fm* 23 R TR Gk 3
> i&@ 12 1999 # F) 2000 # HFEAL 0 &N fpd TR T DRAM e ®E cn TS 0 BB
#] DRAM % ¥ & o d3 e ﬁf 7o % % 3 > 64M DRAM .4 § # + (Equivalent price ) - DRAM
#*EXEF2 DRAMAGF s~ £ 53 224 3R FNM -

3R (2002) 41 Fustiw fF S 50 45 0 DRAM 6 % 6+ fo - 4 DRAM i AL i 6+ 7
2 4ph 5 HR AP 2000 £ 2 7 3] 2001 # 11 % > I ER S FAE 4 B E s fle RILERG

2 DRAM i 2 4 i o Seifde™ 1L R Riiee 307 R FRA A SRR G R
AR o a2 7R AP R 2 ) KA SE? ADRAM Y > A His = B F

ARG AE - Qg nhA S doFlash 2 ICHS - CRAFRFASLESET R

W e A L2 2B R DORAM B B B B S A RS F o Pk g h Fon
T4 OTCAp e FenP 8 0 7 118 OTC 3 B2 > 5 4p % v+ 0|0 F £ ¥ DRAM i& @ & ¥
Bt st .

RAGAF (2002) A5 % 11 £ 487 I 4 DRAM I 1 0 & A (E 4c 8 1058 % 4] DRAM i
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RiFbiplico &a FEFHW DRAM A X R 5 #1 - ~E B £ p A FHeal» 412 > 12
Granger %1% B % ~ &l F g Sofic 2 FPRIGFZ R R Bm f3 0 447 DRAM R 47 & dpdicx # 2
FEHXAF L E NP L8 DRAM £ ¥ %\ﬁm’vﬁ%ﬁ B enbd i o BT 3 %
#4rT 1 1. DRAM § 42 5 & 45 #icf- DRAM #li¢ 9% % ~ DRAM € 875 % i ~ R £ 0
TR P RN A ELF BRI EFORE - 2. DRAM ?%ﬁ RIFE B B 4
DRAM lig %55 ~ DRAM @i "% ff PR > #5315 = 9 - 3. 36 DRAM 257 & 4
T EN b P G RYP T AEF > RRFXELLFE > FRLDRAMRE B EW A
THELLGE S LER L FOER I A F LR F 2 E D ik
[EFE SO EIE

A4 (2003) 12 1999 & | 2002 # 57 DRAM ~ PC £ £ S T » # e f 4 6538 )
¥4 DRAM # 8.1 & ¢h%] 4% - DRAM 1§ +:51% 17 SDRAM 64M % 128M % i > {545 914
# e fFS 0 £ 2% % SDRAM 256M % DDR128M 1+ %Ll ® fEflil 4 o %R+ o
DRAM fi i # % ~ % + DRAM i hb 2 gkt i 2 W5 b3 2 AR AT %R

Bitw F Fl% > $# DRAM § B FE £ - 2 Bh B0 L > § i 43.7%7F) 66.4% -

B 04757 DRAM B #i3h % 7 57 SRS R DRAM i fe2 i 758 5 4 &7 4
FoAT LG £4% DRAM B #'g ni SE NPe F A AT 7 A B R A b AR g i
RAFFIR S R i KL hgf'e Fo0 o HF R RER 'R -

232 WEHEAL ik
(- ) Hedging Effectiveness

ﬁ%ﬁﬁmﬁé4hﬁﬁ’«;&&B@%ﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁiﬂﬂ+%¥%§i’E{ﬁ*
Ederington (1979) #f Ml enb MBR@E " F > N@S T TAU R DR B PLFGRUET
é_fﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁx’#%ui@'ﬁﬁ FTARRORRE RFEER B P BATLF L RE
- BEGFOFE B AER T E YR g e L P A E R TRkt
S iR o #r00 AFF 7 R4 Finnerty and Grant (2002) 2 ¥ €38 € ¢ 1R Dot B we g
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= % 5 44+ SAFS N0.133° 5 #7iz k3t & LR D PRk R W e N e 2 T A
 fd

1. Dollar-Offset Method

(D

ﬂ»})gﬂﬁ%¢@mw¢ﬁa% \Nf%,prwﬁ%mw$ﬁa%
ke ﬁ%‘fr’ 0
FAREFE R HELZ 1.0 &yp SEC’s1995 ¢3-# ¢ ¢ fﬂ;‘%#ﬁ 41 12 80/125 #
BRI EF TS S @ he T mESt (1) i 208 3 1.25 2 p » B prig i w

DEE T

2. Relative-Difference method

RD = i=1 i=1 ' (2)

A Zyuthqmﬁ F (L) Ak S Vo s ARER R S E

FARFEGOHET 0 RD hiE 5 05 B 7 4% chigh'g 5 on e FIC3% 1 +3% 7 > 3R
TR e R ip B e RO B St e o

3. Variability-Reduction Method

5 SFAS (F4% € 3158 ) No. 133 R L F v FRiriey 2 ERP & H &> 7 & pdadpd 2 b > ¥
vy gy e & (fair value) F5 #7238 o
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(X, +Y,)?

VR=1-"— (3)
NG
i=1
e o8 (3) P ELE A BES (1) & (2)
FEVREAWANEN08F» g f»cf VAR ZEL Do
4. Regression Method
Y. =4+b(=X,)+e, (4)
> (0X; +Y,)*
' (5)

RVR=1-12

o 2
2.
i=1
FERVR 40 & %90 0.8 pF > 3 igitg e Lr G 2 i o

i 5 Finnerty and Grant (2002) 2 #. &% % - 23" Regression Method #73* & 7 RVR

B st AN N E ok FEERE O R X P RIEFTORE A LT

Moard kg L B8R o T A AT & % Regression Method % 3+ 8 it 4ok o

(Z) ERExFewe

g% (2001) @Ay > Mt R T wF Lo FRIR FEFRY o #E1 B
BRI B e} T X AN G PGk E T A % Rl

i A A AR o

R ﬁr; B aE = A TR P 5 5 % (stationary ) £ LN U G5 WV A

v k4 (whitenoise) 2 151 « Z ¥ S22 FRFRI|? B Lz fimntiFe@Esd 7 EREK

thie §F (spurious regression) g% o Flpt AT T PpF 0 L F AR IFERF A LTE B ELL S F
PRI S PRE R LA AL W

LeERREY @ iFtay ERRG - AT EALE
20



RS ST & 1Y A B R L AN

% H 124 = (unit root tests) > 5= 3 4 * Augmented Dickey-Fuller test (1981)

Schwert (1987) #3121 4(N /100)"* ;- % ADF chis ts 9 fic; 2 ¢ N 5 #5 ~ 8 - ADF ¢ 32

REPFEIE - B BRI 2 B REERAPFTAERSE R T A W4 (6) ~ (7)) ~ (8)
o
[
AY = (B-DY_ + D OAY +¢, (6)
i=1
Kk
AY, =a+(B-1)Y + ) GAY +& (7)
i=1
Kk
AY, =a+3T +(B-DY,, + D GAY +¢, (8)

i=1

FEERTLREY LN E AR LR SR Do 0 R LR T T

éiﬁﬂi@ﬁi-&?#ﬁkﬁﬂ%ﬂi}o&r%%&\ R RS BT o Ao A 2 AR D MUER TR
4ot i FOUIERIE-k A B o 28T 3 $k ¥ Engle f- Granger (1987) ¢ PR w52 0 1A B

#5E3E 2 DF > 22 ADF et 2 30 8358 2 o 5 £ (9) sV enk & i f73¢ (co-integrating
regression) % ¥ fo 3 éhie jFeE £ 8 (4, ) £ 2 (10) 407 B gEm 2 DR #03¢ » 2 (11)
FEOADFH R T m BB g=]l ok T Am BB AT @GR fRIvERL &
BREF EEEM-

Si=a+ R+ u (9)
A, = (=Dt + &, (10)

~ ~ k ~
Ay :(¢_1)/ut-1+zeiAlut—i + & (11)

i=1

21



(= ) Granger #]% B %

Granger (1969) #& 21 F1 5% B % > L K F|ETS Phc2 AR LR (2> H o040
p P
Xt :Zaixt—i +Z/Bthfi + & (12)
i=1 i=1
p P
Y, :z}/th—i-i_ZHixt—i-i_:ut (13)
i1 i=1

H,: 5 =0i=1~p
Hy,:0.=0,i=1~p

FRpEFaZIEGH 2 H > 27 X Y A%EEF 7 35k - 2 IFEEH, 23S
Ho %7 XAEL Y F 2 5 YL X FREEFH B RE BEX B XY £ 3 w4 (feedback)

F] % B o

233 DRAM i} @& <R &

ﬂﬂi

*F 3 # * Finnerty and Grant (2002) # 2. Regression Method & #7% & 5§ »c o 4t ¢F >
MRG HERIETLIEGIT L7 5 ERER 2 A - IR R RGN 0 AT R FE Y A R H
¢ g (2001) thit % » 12 ﬁ’rb*ﬁaj\ NG R PG NG AR A o F bR Granger
Causality Test > & # 7 DRAM contract & % & § § #48 £ eniid > iv B 3 2REF G b G T

-, 2
[EE

AR E Bth & 5 2002-2003 £ p FR - DRAMILE 5 B B $ & 5 DRAM 4/
& DDR 256Mb 32Mx8 266MHz ~ DDR 128Mb 16Mx8 266MHz - SDRAM 256Mb 32Mx8 133MHz
2 SDRAM 128Mb 16Mx8 133MHz - DRAM ' 1 & 5 S 3 DRAM ®ld v RILE L N
a4 s el FREESRT o TR KR S FEARTH > 12 DRAMeXchange 5 o

26 FmMe RSO DRAM W ML s @e1 & T FahRVRE - B &M &
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r Feh RVR & 4% ;FK"‘;‘JF A2 08 T A EDF AL DL D REICELE S T3
CHFPIAREO0S X AET 09 N oA F A NN RIHEL G AERIE > Hoax

B A 4F o

# 2-6 DRAM 3R b i #2295 1 2 *& 5 »c i@ © 12 Regression Method 3+ &

DDR 256M
ERAS 2002 | 2002 | 2002 | 2002 | 2003 | 2003 | 2003 | 2003
) 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
BEFTH
4 i 0.49 0.62 0.60 0.84 0.70 0.61 0.60 0.51
3 fl 0.56 0.50 0.57 0.83 0.61 0.50 0.41 0.59
FAE 0.41 0.48 0.39 0.72 0.60 0.57 0.50 0.51
IR T 0.30 0.24 0.36 0.59 0.41 0.31 0.22 0.20
DDR 128M
ERA 2002 | 2002 | 2002 | 2002 | 2003 | 2003 | 2003 | 2003
3 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
BEFH
4 j 0.60 0.61 0.55 0.76 0.81 0.51 0.43 0.40
3 A 0.51 0.42 0.67 0.82 0.80 0.72 0.49 0.52
AR 0.58 0.69 0.60 0.73 0.74 0.83 0.69 0.73
e 0.54 0.41 0.43 0.49 0.21 0.36 0.37 0.17
SDRAM 256M
EAS 2002 | 2002 | 2002°1"2002 | 2003 | 2003 | 2003 | 2003
) 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
PEFTH
4 i 0.68 0.69 0.62 0.73 0.75 0.78 0.63 0.61
3 fl 0.70 0.81 0.82 0.63 0.69 0.72 0.61 0.56
FAE 0.61 0.60 0.69 0.70 0.64 0.49 0.61 0.59
B 0.58 0.64 0.67 0.51 0.40 0.49 0.37 0.30
SDRAM 128M
ERA 2002 | 2002 | 2002 | 2002 | 2003 | 2003 | 2003 | 2003
3] 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
ETOR
4 j 0.79 0.81 0.84 0.74 0.70 0.69 0.72 0.63
3 A 0.71 0.74 0.80 0.81 0.66 0.64 0.68 0.58
R 0.70 0.83 0.60 0.69 0.72 0.64 0.68 0.59
E 0.67 0.71 0.64 0.73 0.64 0.53 0.43 0.31

FAL KGR T ARG R
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% 2-7 % ¥ DRAM {7 § 1227 DRAM " £ § 12 1* ADF B {3g 2> ® © Si- P L4 e
ok 2|02 B ADF R ST 0 FE S AT & 7 DRAM R 2 0L R s 2
G- AAL e RETRE

# 2-7 DRAM | #2223 % 2 ADF ¥ 134& T

ADF Unit Root Test
T~ 35 AR FE -~ A% Ly 2358 7 B EE - AB% T
DDR 256M -8.6710** -8.5720** -8.9038**
DDR 128M -7.6719%* -7.7812%* -7.9906**
SDRAM 256M -7.8991** -8.0121** -8.1349**
SDRAM 128M -8.0378** -8.5605** -8.6702%*
45 -10.1644** -11.0082** -11.6636**
3 -13.6391** -14.6761** -14.2900**
FAE -11.6700** -12.1129** -12.3344**
e -9.1980** -10.0078** -10.2958**

TR KR AL KR

% 28 A u¥e 8 DRAM 5 >0 m 7eDRAM EE & P L L2 e B35 F > &

#t7i— f5 DRAM i % > &2 w 7 DRAMULR B 407 i3 8§ & & M 0« 1345 L % (2001)

(\x.

g S dp VR 0 ipw R DRAM MR 3R 2 FRER R h i R R T ks M

P4 2-6 2 5% 0 WP RS  hihd 1 LAl £ K L DRAM B 1k % sk o

24



% 2-8 DRAM L[ a8t % i 2 £ B &t T

@' £ 4 : DDR 256M

ik, g T
DF ADF
* -0.9341 -0.8972
3 -1.3102 -1.1124
Bk -1.0066 20.7690
BT -0.6040 -0.4781
g end ¢ DDR 128M
tk %5 % T
DF ADF
* o -0.8430 20.7610
& f -1.1129 21.0080
7516 -0.7991 -0.7188
EIRF -0.5877 20.4056
¥ e | SDRAM 256M
B~ ¥ T
DF ADF
? -0:9984 0.7311
3 -1.0700 20.8685
HE -0.8458 -0.6519
=T -0.6390 -0.5066
% e in s SDRAM 128M
e | TR
DF ADF
48 -1.4610 -1.2166
® 1 -1.5779 -1.3031
751 -1.1121 -0.9397
ET -0.8410 -0.6803

TRk AR

%297 244p % DRAM 2 3 5559 » 2925 L3 ARERE LS B tah % o
2 Granger Causality # . k%@ B g L e M ko % #M > e S DRAM P ¢ >
}f x% ﬁ?&{%ﬁii’.&f} f%iﬁﬁ— B iTEY f%:ﬁa{ili £+ 15 % IFL}{ x%ﬁﬁmliaﬂﬁ‘j{ RN L

3 A % 1 DRAM T § i 44 %
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# 2-9 Granger Causality # <_: DRAM L[ &2 &2 5§
7] 5% #ic F-Statistic
I DDR 256M Spot DDR 256M Contract
DDR 256M Spot - 8.6327**
DDR 256M Contract 0.6781 -
7] 5% #ic F-Statistic
I DDR 128M Spot DDR 128M Contract
DDR 128M Spot - 7.6813**
DDR 128M Contract 0.5819 -
7] 5% e F-Statistic
po% Kk SDRAM 256M Spot SDRAM 256M Contract
SDRAM 256M Spot -- 9.0161**
SDRAM 256M Contract 0.7819 -
k3 F-Statistic
Bk SDRAM 128M Spot SDRAM 128M Contract
SDRAM 128M Spot -- 8.6651**
SDRAM 128M Contract 0.5717 -

234 B

T

LR PRy i 4 b B

DRAM 2. | i} £ B

B4

#7112 DRAM Fi 7 B 2% Jf o 3] % B

B i3 L3 R T A e
A

l}":"_'l%_ t.}_,_ ) 'l‘,(

PR I
e P ENALABENE NG AL EE N REHLATEES DR

/}g i KB ﬁz DRAM '%Témi%l‘ .
<R L3 ¢ FF0 DRAM § #eh

TR KR ATy ER

PORE FLERI L o T U ARLEF

I H OV A
¥ DRAM

% = F3e L4 DRAM i £ 27

Ry

2RV
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¥=% DRAMABERE F2HkF
3.1 DRAM R} i #2 # %74 £ 47

% 3-1 % 2002 & »>7k DRAM B 3% - % fufi 2 % fc 2 # (& el » F]CRy % 75.2% >
ey Bain A SR (FELHEFZ P EEY RApR) C HAERHEY AR E AL LA
(High Concentrated ) ; = i& Shepherd =% -5 ko %5 » >0 % 2 48 %7 (Tight Oligopoly )
ML o FlE E P - RO B AZE 40% 0 F] T2 3 X fe g (Dominant Firm) - 2002
£33 a3 A EY g3i B R F 5 Samsung ~ Micron ~ Hynix ~ Infineon ~ Elpida ~ Nanya ~ Winbond -
Powerchip ~ Mosel iz % % @ 2 i 8 & k3 B prg - BEY 3 Feniid > Fw X }P
e ik f K 1099 # il ¢ fiEA & 0 F]9 2002 # Rl 75.2% % % (R4 3-2) o

% 3-1 2002 # >k DRAM % -+ % 7

Bz o L 2002 # ¥z 2002 & # ik 5 R ik CR,
1 Samsung 4,992 32.2% 32.2%
2 Micron 2,858 18.5% 50.7%
3 Hynix 1,982 12.8% 63.5%
4 Infineion 1,817 11.7% 75.2%
5 Nanya 849 5.5% 80.7%
6 Elpida 648 4.2% 84.9%
7 Winbond 473 3.1% 88.0%
8 Toshiba 321 2.1% 90.1%
9 Mosel Vitelic 312 2.0% 92.1%
10 Powerchip 305 2.0% 94.1%

Others 924 6.0% 100.0%
Total 15,481 100%

F# kR - Dataquest(2003/03) ; 1 # k= IEK(2003/06)

Fd I A R RE? DT RTFD BiZAd > DRAM E* 3 37 § § © 2 DRAM
AFEAEL a2 > R FDRAM 3 Frana L8 > 1 8 pF 72w ) S8R T EH
BIFE T 0 B R LD ST B L BB AAN AL 2

LR NE S NI I S R s R
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# 3-2 1995~2002 # DRAM Fyjd # # & ¢ R

ER  Fl F- A B CRi%) L B L R
1995 42,249 Samsung  45.9% G O T
(low moderate) (loose oligopoly)
1996 26,012 Samsung  48.8% [ A 5 EpAE %7
(low moderate) (loose oligopoly)
1997 20,744 Samsung 48.2% (G TR 5 AT U
(low moderate) (loose oligopoly)
1998 15,778 Samsung  50.8% ¥ A & B W
(high moderate) (tight oligopoly)
1999 23,104 Samsung  63.2% T % BpAE T
(high moderate) (tight oligopoly)
2000 31,865 Samsung  66.0% ¥ A & B W
(high moderate) (tight oligopoly)
2001 11,626 Samsung  70.9% % 4 A % Bp R T
(high concentrated)  (tight oligopoly)
2002 15,481 Samsung  75.2% %4 3] % B AF W

(high concentrated)

(tight oligopoly)

74 k& o Dataquest(2003/03) ;| = # =, IEK(2003/06) ; DRAMeXchange

2781 & DRAM i 53T # kerfs § Fel 4 ¢dadr i kP H0H K0 HE 2 3
HREEL AU HH 21 E DRAM SR A A cmpE N AnEREY A2 % « %%
# # 4 (Infineon) ¥ e WA ARE » £F & 2001 &£ & £ Sk i (78 o § pF i PC # Brigk ek

/" > DRAM {- DDR DRAM &hif 2 ¢rre b 5k He eI T =B §¢ > &3
Z % o R E ¥ 74y 0 Michael Dell 2002 & 4 % i %75 > 4 T PGB 4o = S HF LR 2R

B - BB H S (T o 2R BT TG FF A > 2002 # ¢ P o
%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ%#§1&°ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁ°

FPERT - e kEod WA 24 R I EEs ~FRe 2 TR EHERZN 4
¥DRAM faend Fu o ¥ gt = FlH 2biz - Rp 477 M E L4k dreh> T 0 B - R HDRAM

BB 4 T 2R R TR e

64 @ 4 gt © http://taiwan.cnet.com/news/ce/0,2000062982,20087887,00.htm
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[EaNEA 1 fﬂ%:}g z’v’ﬂ{i&i@ﬁﬁ NEF R AR R e B W REE R KA Bl |

)
O
X
>
z .
[
‘_‘.\,k-vm-\

Bos - g S DRAM i 0 RIERER i nd & T o ribie o 3
R F ARG PR RE L TREHREREN -

BEARE BT HIEh P VA R AR TR 0 o B3 (Game Theory)
2P 2R BRI RAF LS LTTET FREE R - AR 20 FA PR A
FEFABFTERREE 0T

2 &é-rg\% tﬁf‘ir‘;azi i 4%',%’ PATRLR IR ST A BEZ R GRS RAS R+ A7
i T S0 e g e Tt i S
F 5 A k£ B T

Feom 2 DRAM @:ig < f (IDM) # &7 H-2 vbb— ¢ 3 >

Rl Sl e - TARRZ FIEE - - PV ESRR B B2
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32 DRAM i 2 F 2 3k & 1A 4
321 FeEy

- BARFOF AT > 2 ARG LA F BNEFT AT EF TG F gD 3 - Ross etal
(2003) Hap MEFAD S LG o 2P HER L RZRBIRFTH A FaFan
£lid 51?%1 BB ATAS G E LG rad @iz A R - ML U FARSEFT L 0 A

BBV WG FRRP LI iRy o

AGgr T2y 2 (EventStudy) » k453 ADRAMA ¥ 7 srgf 4 2 £ £ 25 £ F ¢
HDRAMIR | i #04 2 DRAMARE %k B85 B R L3 B R vadpd 2 8% &
g e

FEMTELAEP T R R - T HEFALTEF AR AT AR R Y R
B0 T EE A2 TR S o (Abnormal Returns, AR) o Fpt » AfT g g H o
Fama, Fisher, Jensen and Roll (1967) =& dign T30 | » k#FHDRAMA £2 £« &
5 %% ¢ B FDRAMAH % 22 DRAMR [ i 2 -

LAY R A AR F R A B RS L o RARTH I RGP Y
FoX o PR G E AP L SE R RS IR L LT AR
TR RHRLT LG BHAFPOEL > AR AP R AL AP B LT L HEF
e

FEFTREPLRFELHI FEp e T

(- ) ez E 24842 p ¥y

—HA SR RALENE LSRR T UL S AN - S 4T H - F 2 (singleevent) |
SFTE 0 - A EHTREFEE (typeof event) [ eF7 g » B AW AR B L F L ApiRlE
PP AT o
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1. - % #(single event)

AT EpELiE- X 0 A7 BRES D l% - FEXDZEEORE #3
2o RREERFRS T L IELE R ARES S B IR R E R R 5

R T AR TR e B P B R YIS T i P A dp k{2 (dependence) o AF A

Pl

2. BF#E® (type of event)

SBH-FEF R RRNBELISTED LR - ROV AL F LRR
ER=zLld l%kbﬁxﬂ gP&EﬁLI‘]#BF?'* A& g —égg"?]w'[?;‘;v‘ ]%mﬂ’*iﬁﬁm CRE

(independence) -

Sl e P Tdp o T BRI RIE RPN TR R A 2 R Y R 2 2 PR T

PR AR nE R o Uk - A p SRR =047 2 o

(Z) RHBFHP2r T EY

FEHEREF AN AP PELFED 2w bR PELEFED LS S cm
WABELT YT B AFLLRPHRE R BN PERIPELTEY 2
ﬁoipfiii L4 p$160% (%7 5t1=-160) > T #11% (%7 5t2=-11) % £
B o g e & s (-160-11) 0 @ BB ER (T) £150% - a T2HER (W) £5
2 (W=-2~+2) -

(=) P F g2 &=

AR HF T RO RS AR Y S OTRIEEES 2 S BRSO R ndR U S 2 B SR
B R T B AUMERE (o 30U T BRSO AR Y S 2 GRS 0 2 e T

R, =a,+BR, +& > i=1...N (14)
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AP0 R FE-RGERF o Ry HING X S

(14) N84 GBI P2z FR2E > 2 7@ Rt fdca ~ B kP EFEHE -

SRR P AR S

E(R.)=& +BR . > EeW (15)
() BBV 2 IME ¥ s
1. BHfppd
BEEEFLEY O BFEP (AR) 1R 2P BHPR L £ EY Ty R
AR, =R, — (&, +BR ) » EeW=[-2, 2] (16)

ok R TR F AR S 0 PIRNTE P B @R EY Fde 11 f”N » 2L oo
ARE Z_ZARiE (17)

2. BAHB AP

AT 2R 4 FpY S (Cumulative Average Abnormal Returns » CAR) > B & 4 2 8 & p
APREFEMI AR NE c AFT2FED IR p 020 0 () F T2 0 wAHEN

S 2 E S AT S

<mmum:iN%=—ZZWRa (18)

E=t; i=1 E =t3
(1) #3*

AR THE T AL FP RGP PRI SR e R RIE D TR R
WA > B2zt t 2 Bg¥ R o 2775 £ % Brown and Warner (1985) @ 3u: t & k4
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R R R AT

1 TR ¥ I A2tk

3

T2 R A RABRI:FRELEDRARLEZ TR FYHEMPFLI0 T

HytARc=0 » 2 $ 2 BR 2 3 FEH T ME 2L TR FHMFT 200 4 pLs

IZ: ju ;’L

Hy AR, %0 o 7 i8 % St 2B 4e 1Rl > Db 22 BH KB <10%11 T » It 2

BT RBRIBRK AT S 2 o

2. AMTRAAFEPF L BRE LT

2o B 3m & B3R H, iCAR(t;,t,) =0 » % # = 3% H, :CAR(t;,t,) #0 » fiiz 4k T2

WE KR <10%07 > ot AP R KRR ER AT S 2 o

322 RH#ERES

AEPN F BT EFAY 243 DRAM D B2 F R L2485 35 DRAM 1
PosApm e @i a A2 R AR JEd WS LPE i 4 3 WF RIS Hh
L goari s UERPEEFTNEFTRIEFM AT L T F ?u;‘gu s i%ﬁv%%ﬁ?'ﬁéa

S RATIEH B AT o

* % iz 5 DRAMeXchange *7# & cn¥ & F4 47 57 # F p 2002/10/02~2003/08/29 3 it -
FREG 186 L F 2 o LA > 7 RT BBAA L S

1. Capacity : DRAM 2 & % $ 5 » 3 Fat i -

¥

2. #4#2 (Migration) : @S AL sa2t L4 2 2 o

3. Capex : F &3~ A av 73 4 o

4. Alliance : & i£4 A e &, o
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5. Salesreport : Ff iz & K FjT et P ow Tt A oo

6. DRAM ¥4l . (CVD) : % % ¥4 DRAM #7i¥2 & J& o

AEFEPREED AR TLE P AT HT P o FARMEFEF SR EY
% ded 3397 0 BEHEAAFBARME S R F AT EprE RS- p oo

# 3-3 DRAM £ <t L # b /% CAR 2 3

DRAM % £ i #.2 CAR DRAM 3 § # t22. CAR
-2 -1 0 +1 | +2 -2 -1 0 +1 | +2
Capacity v v
Migration v v v
Capex v 4
Alliance v v v
Sales report v
CVD v vl v v v

(D22 FEFIH 0t F L e
Qv i*inp ¥ dplc (’9}{1%/3»1% x%) CARJ_IFL&;'—E °

(-) "1”'%”” L

AR S a;,% R *‘mL ok o ¥ iﬂg‘i % Fh /ﬂ}\ﬁg_{ ﬁf§;gmgﬁ§_i ) IBIP {rg I _‘@‘gﬁ‘,’; i
ML Mf 7 DRAM sl 2 (CVD) £ 2t BT 22 AFR A FP R IFEL- X 5 1L
EEaE A RS S AR T U i B e A E BREFEF S L - DRAM T*Eéﬁ’fﬁi i _'ﬂ%fgf‘ﬁ

H

DRAM i # E » i 3 ¥ i B8 3|5 & DRAM B » #r B2 58000 e+ — 8 o

—_

(=) %% DRAM R § el 3

¥ EH DRAM L § cn@ 55> n g flAedk = ~ L ME s L2 DRAM Mdl oy ¥ a3
BEKHEP SRP TR IRTENRE A NG R AN EHEHREET 2721
FERERS UHEHT L R 2 RPERY BB o L AR LT LEH
DRAM 3L i % k448 - €l it 1§ A2k P -
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Yem

¥ 3R
et e A0 122 24 o BT p R AT HRG 2 RS F KHFF > Fla ¥ o

HEEEAIT21E 0 B F) L DRAM R e X S HR e e A 4
AT B LA kE A K o B B FBAE R o @ FEAF S ARE 0 Fa d
BEAZE -

Bk F R A B R ERE PN E TR P 4 DRAM B i | s &

FRoeMpail Lo ERFRGHAES AP > LA R SR EDRE B Rk B0 Y
FRUE LR B AR @a EPIRERHER G S N E D RMF
I

Foebo A FRFHEFSL AL U AT

IR EEFTEEREE -2 (iR flzdp cEHEE AP E) WU R ERARY
W SMBFREFATY KL S o whDRAMA £¢ 0 3 TAA BRI R FIR

ER g Eehig ¥ 1 - 5% DRAM R FdikiEt o R 3 DRAM i i x fo ¢ # 7 o irTind
FREAPE HEERRR S - DR EAAWEEAEY b eell B0 Y oGy 186 £ R
TG hopt B TH - ol P PR R L e F R ST e F L
SRR R 2 FREFROPTNUAFRE LA BREEFTHY FL P Y
BEDTEEARHP Y Lo BER G REFGIRE AT EF I P HRFEIT -

33 %3

1%;\7

DRAM st X g hE A F 2 L 24 SRR MERBHEA 0o Vv 1EA T
L ey fedR A ) B A Frx A ik S B8 DRAM IR H e gt o 91 xR DRAM
BHR G M Lo TRV Ao T - FEFHARIETFHR T ."Mmﬁff%i#%& =g
cAchdldp o FED R E D ¥ LRdldp B W Tl £ U S - RS

2
FOITRE B RALE A2 (G rRehEEFg gt o

= N5

35



Fd e A Rt FMD T TRG LRI L 0 T 3G sk g DRAM I | 0y
b PH*DRAM R m 3 » AA¥F2 232 » A g 302 R ik
$o0 Fpt o AFTHRNTAZFEFR2 %R0 (1) DRAM 48k & (DRAM Related-ETF) -
(2)DRAM Z #4p#c#) 7 > 2 (3) DRAM B S | « AT HP 2B F A2 22 { 7o B
?’ﬁg%a44o§r%a,%ﬁpm@ﬁ§ﬁﬁ§ﬁ$ L2 % DRAM b %
PR Tl AR B E B S A N T R URP e R X Tl

&&?ﬁ@ﬁig’ﬁiﬁﬁsﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁc

5 HRende [ %%

DRAM # {-51 4~ @ R x> ® XA FEHE EIFH
% 3 o F % n e Mo g - FH[TH A
,;[,H
@ - APREISFIR T ARE
O LUFIRCALRTR
a1
® - BEFAFEIRRN

DRAM # -4 @ Jplci7? 2252 82 O dplickh P Fli

o TR ® gk idn B IR A
® nfc T N Fsg e i
o )";\rg I 29K Y e SR IPIN Z—,,E$:};\
o Kﬁ'f’» 2 A ¥ #q-;\ r-r'r'ﬁp %’
DRAM-Basket 3= ® FEZILF ® Gtk T AR
el ® FiF% f R
@ HEALLBIFAE O PMPLEEZRLESR
® - UHFTAEIRS T E o ARG MR T
DRAM 4 i % 45 @ & e ® 4k ARy Hcendh gl
iy ® FiFw ‘ moE
® HLAEZLEIHE O RMPZTEEZARLEG
® - SUPFTAEILARS T E o ARG MR T
TR KR AP FE
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(1) DRAM-Basket # 7 2 & (DRAM-Related ETF )

ETF (Exchange Traded Fund ) ¥ L £ % £ % 4n B EFI2ZF RN FL EIE SIS (Index
Shares) » 2 4p #ic %-¢2 H = (Index Participation Units) » 2B *t 3583038 %5 % % 1+ 3 < g 1990
EFHRIERTE FREITALLEALNTIPSE SPDR2 18 » A F &7 (2 e F ~ v 2 B A%

AR 2 o 1T (AR A BT S S T H RTR 2 o

Wb ETF (o g - dpficz 25 P {03841 3 Srfpdics A 807 2 B Rdp e
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