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Abstract

This study investigates the market liquidity between open outcry-based regular index futures
contracts and electronic trading-based E-mini index futures contracts on the Chicago
Mercantile Exchange (CME). There are three research subjects in the thesis. First, we apply
five competing spread estimators to transactions data and compare resulting estimates to
quoted spreads. Secondly, bid-ask. spread.and market depth are used to discuss the difference
of market liquidity between open outcry-based regular index futures contracts and electronic
trading-based E-mini index futures contracts:Thirdly, we investigate the potential effects on
the liquidity of the open outcry-based regularcontracts after the introduction of electronic
trading-based E-mini contracts. The findings suggest that electronic trading-based E-mini
contracts exhibit better liquidity than open outcry-based regular contracts base on either
bid-ask spread or market depth. This implies that the efficiency of order processing for
electronic trading system and the transparency of the limit order book with respect to prices
and volumes encourage liquidity costs to decrease. Furthermore, liquidity quality of the open
outcry-based regular contracts degenerates after introducing the E-mini contracts into market.
This result may be caused by the participation of E-mini contracts. At the same time, the

adjusting of minimum tick sizes for regular contracts may also lead to this result.
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AR E RS2 B RATHET I L2 HFRAR I EFRABRY TV RARF

26 -

FZE LR TR LA RSN 1

THE R R R AL RS S HIER Y S RS R

<

ZRARET L DRR > T AL AT FR T#mg_ﬂ > Mclnish and Wood(1992)% 3 %

"

SRR RERRAREL T § R L RARRE KA TR B g
ot A2 0 o o A B R L B R RAF LG S e

AR R RATY DA T AR e R R

F_k

4 che fhd o T RIS S R A 5 B R Bl R



#wofROEBRFRRLOM DR O RRFRASEDHNE QF F L2
BAB B fod pr e 2B R RS RS RETRL TSR
TR ¥ b 3F S e )l?rF[ T EET M A A BB F A5 P 4 (endogenously)
AP o T AT R EFELEE R R A S PR R BRGNS
T dF s Bl G YRR BT TG A M e L S 4

Hoig AT LT B 2 B R B M R R

D22 E2EFE§HA
PHAS S A TRIHES AL HGEALT§ f L1 R eI TR g
= LA AR EILRLE b o
George and Longstaff(1993) 4] * = =~ B = = 42 ;% ##24] (two-equation structural
model) > &% S&P 100 Fp BeiE H P H 2 F BUF § R L PM R FAL P L EEH
P AR AR E L REE S BAY TR w2 Bk Wangetal. (1997)7 {1 #
S AR ENA O AHIRERCRASH ERE - BRI RRIP IR HEFR

PEEF R RAM GO o FERETHAS § 3 2k w B o 4> Wangetal

(1997)i% 18 Hausman ;% Ttk ¥ (Hausman specification tests) ™ Ff2zi2 5 &2 5 § § £ 5 F

P ey RS Lo 4 Rlend oo
RS -4 B8 Jcd

iéﬁjﬁﬁi¥§ﬁ$ﬁm@ﬁﬁ%ﬁj gk A B B 5T T (the
sequential information model > SIM) ¥ ;& & 4 fe B K (the mixture of distributions

hypothesis * MDH)#c3] « B 7 F 3502 "8 ¥F - @ P AP R HFFBETI 5 4 > 2 %
R RS

BEPRE

% ¢ #% % (Jennings and Barry(1983))+i% & & fe Rk #2414 B2 3 B2 H

gt

_:P
F
¥ i 72 £ 4 fe(mixture of bivariate normal distributions) > # # % % & &2
% #1355 R & % #(mixing variable)—F 37 » 5 (rate of information arrival) e o0 'E 2
TEEHBRAS L PG AF F P (contemporaneous) ¥ e v i0B % (Clark(1973) >
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Harris(1986)Fr Tauchen and Pitts(1983)) o #* #t » Admati and Pfleiderer(1988)%* 7 & 7
5 X g EHITH LS FRAPFEFHF LS (timing trade) » Flpt i 72 5 § R ORE
I ES A A ;‘,ﬁ*ﬁ*ﬂ%fgé@%mx%k'»/ﬁ'%ﬁa%ﬁ? SEP T AR S

:“io

)F # L& G b

Roll(1984)F1* 2 % % # 2 2 EAf E I AR ENHFF F F (L o- )P 356 #
WA ﬁ%%%ixaﬁpL@W%ﬁ’ﬁﬁﬂjﬂﬁfﬁﬁﬂﬁ% S L R Y
A A4 IR WA E 1 o Harris(1987)RI I PF 4 g 7 o i ds f2an % &2 T s & 0 )

Rt E T R T > b B RAB SR B3 AR vl R
Rd B fEg R de T EE § A H_H 5 B3k enfEf % #ic - Wang et al.
(1994) PIEE4&41* B § % 2 Rfpe v 5 0ndd » 8- B 55 &3 gFaox
FaE TRk 2 T 0 B A AR HCA[E Hausman R TR TR | § 22

WRA TG P AT LR bl

@AR2E~FEHAEGRASE

Wang and Yau(2000) fe P é+5t2 % & ~ B § B 28 B RA S = B R B B bE
T AT o BB H A 2 B 2 425% 03] (three- equation structural model) » 77 3 % %
Mo iR e RFFAFIT o EafRAGE A e O G 2P 2R T R
ARGl ol e ¥ BRAFBEFFRLI w2 B REFE-H

PEREIRE w2 B %o

ETIN

d e RE BT X h B R B AS AR R L BT A

=
|
A
B
3
7=
oW
a
=
Jin
=
A
B
o3
s
™
':H\
F_L
)
N
=

3 Al o $I 2 A5 )

N4 SR 4 S8l % - Wang and

=
c
=
[\
()
()
jan)
=
JEENTN
s
=
o
»n
=
oo
=
&l
ﬂ}
i
¥
&
=
pas
N
Il

AR LS RS R
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-l

Sri U4 RLRP R R
KA ZRH P S TG REDR AR s T R E I A BRTE
BREFRBEA R AR TR RAGTET A LA PR

4 (nominal spreads) 7 3+ £ £ 3 2§ % % % (effective spreads) w3+ & o ¢ P § ? ¥ % {a‘ﬂ
-t oehgc it § 2 f(the best bidding)#r £ i § 11§ #2(the best asking)z. £ Ff ; F 7%
B AR g ki ¥ By I)- X IR N(FB)BESPRLALE
(Smith and Whaley(1994)) » & f& % ¢ i £ 2T & F B  & L W > 2Rdm Z AR ¥ F
ESINS X et N - S UL e m?lﬁk A i d P AR E R R
TA O FR AT - EHIFFIHLEIE

¢t #t > Locke and Venkatesh (1997)§=Gwilym and Thomas (2()()1),1}% FEARYER
357 %% R 9§ A(effectivespread) N FE FEE AP T S5 xR § AR ENR
PR R R ARFARY 2 AR R adgat Frl F R B SRR A2 3
Mo F AT R AERT AR vg BE B R o dpm PUE R T % %

AR EMEEREE A N IF o

FRFLEHE
NTWAHT AR R R LR REF AR
(-)Roll . ¢ § £”3&

Roll(1984) 4 %3 % & F ey ds b = x 3% 1) - £ % R B3t £ (the serial
covariance estimator) > * § % i ZEFELoFEST FATET o Roll *H 72 f#f% i
e AR RE: (DFALAAA TR S HT AL (2)5F 2 b A b
% 57 F (market maker) (3)® H TELB I f g E 2 KA p LA (2
TR A Z o 0 BERE E) (D R A 3T E § 4R ¥ (bid price)fe § § 37
¥ (ask price)s i ¢ EAp & o Roll 8N hF § B AR EF £ 74T
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Roll, = 2,/]- Cov(4P,,AP,_,) (4.1)
2 Cov(AP,AP) 5 2 % B EB - BAF L RBH Rt affe s
BF S BRNBERT ORI FFERRT NG AR B 2 A2 HE AT
REERF oA A Y AR gd s BAF L L CME Ht e 85
LR RNgs Fehd o ¥ PR R RPN RN B hE R R D
- HHF

Fro ot f B AREZEE o ATt R E AT R T R

(= )Thompson and Waller(TW)§ % § £ 73~ &

Thompson and Waller(1988)f1 * < % ¥ 2 % # 3§52 T 5
B(UTHATW R38) 4 f;gl% % Ao

L5 |ap,

,E'_‘_” é/rlﬁ?r}‘%\'*\lé

O =

Tt]
B AP, - 22 F % & % # (non-zero price change) & 7| FAL o < 5 W R ¥ HDE L - 3
BV A Ad ek E 72 4 (nomsetrading) ArilAe e T b R R LAY
% (bid and ask bounce) ; ¥ — F w4 E W AEE T F T a0 Ad SR AR~ A5l
AR R R R R) e KA RS R ERAS G RREL AT E RN
R ef BRpEd RFER2Fpd 22 LR GREFT AL LT Hx

RORFATELLY G REFOREEKL Ry AR EBERRT DA

(Z)CFTC R § F L&
CFTCE # % £ 2 - 2 RMP &P 2% L A ¢ (Commodity Futures Trading
Committee * CFTC) #& § % B A E . pow g FAIER T i o L2 EBETWE

PR BCFTCRPMFE TR EF R RBFHFHTIIFRTR AL ZHFE Tt &
mh P H G mé JRTWRE - T A% LL—”’}‘\"”?—‘H}‘% :
(1) ERIpEFREFN TG O LT Ap,H14P,, -

() #-Ap, AP, , & I+ L’ﬁaﬁﬂ%ﬁiw“ﬁf °
(3) B BQ)EFE (& e B AFTH AP, BEHE

(4) #H FQ)TE L B L FAHPLIE -
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ﬁ%@%@iiﬁﬁ*éﬁéﬁiﬁﬁﬁam°AR4%ﬁﬁ§6€Q¥%ﬁ?ﬁi
L9 HFQTEAL R RRRET L LR GRS R A R
BB T IR % A TAR S AT R AR~ slds 0 510 CFTC B34 8 5 - 6247

Foe 2 b R %6 % 4t B 2 T 39 E (the average, absolute, opposite direction, non-zero

price change) ©

(z )Smith and Whaley(SW) % ¢ § £ 53+ &

Frfintiog 1% Z e ;2 % Smith and Whaley(1994b)#73% J ends £ G2 8 (LT
AL B E) s B w0 = B ESK: (DEF2 2 % # f(observed transaction price)
g 7% 2§ W 4% § (bid price)s* § § 4F § (ask price) £ ¥ F - R o AR L F PRI Y
B g %3 E ¥ 2 % #(true transaction price) e (2) F % B A AR AHEFPN L - ¥ ik (3)
LR RS RAE B B TS R BB o T P RP AR
R L TR Wmﬁﬁ*:ﬂﬁ’ﬂ“%”@%ﬁ%,;gw:ﬁ’#%%
AP, =0 cPF L % o Smith and Whaley(1994b)ia k27 B R ¥ H G HE2 P L

REFFHETL S 28 74 YL amdeT;

)= \/%ae_e%z—asw{l—ZN(G;’“ﬂ (4.3)

EUApt

&

e

E(‘Apt

]=a+e@ (4.4)

AR RSP Bk NOAABREFYEARA R

Wi

Eﬂnéﬁ%ii¥$ﬁ’g

S TP BREB R E - A HB LA AR LT AT SRR B L0,
EE S AR R TR I 38 T TE S FT -

PAXTENARHEL > PIEFNF 4385844+
2

(Z)MCMC § § B £ %+ &
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5 ¥ X 4%+ + % (Markov chain Monte Carlo > MCMC) ™= j# 5 iT & Kk f bt Ap 38 3%
W K RRAE e AR L en s R E A e B¢ Gibbs 4 %% & 2 (Gibbs sampling
algorithm) 7 MCMC = 2 ¢ & 5 A R Freh™ 2 2 — o Gibbs 4 e~ cifF BL 430 % 40
AgReatE om - R L BH A B - R N R A A R
(marginal) & e cPE 1 S He 5 0 5 7§ B F R E AT R B B B R Sl o B - T
Ef s X)Y) PN BEWMIRAEIEANAERT L I FEHOTEBEERX 2
ME G BAR o ho2 F T30 E > BT KA 0% 4 f2(conditional distribution) f(X]Y)¥ f(Y|X)
BT RIE 0 @ - e 3 iE R A e i b ¥ ¥5 (Casella and George(1992) and Gilks et
al.(1996)) = % % » 4% %~ Ask>(E Y, » Gibbs 4 £ 11 % £ % & 47 (Bayesian analysis) » i B
i % 2 ¥ @~ fe(prior distribution) T ¥ g E wnF M 0 H P Gibbs fh ik S T L 4h
(Markov chain) e 7 » i 48 5 2 & g - H 2 T 0 K EF 8 A fe(posterior

distribution) » $& $% {E A2 4 :
ijf(x|Yj:yj)
Yo ~f| X, =x) i=0,12,....k
32’_23@_!' 3&1; ]’%‘:’J’/k}é ’fi? %f,'— “.E.'.:}Eb ’fi*’% j\ y,,:.X}),y,,x],yZ,XZ """ k:.Xk ’ g k )"a = Eﬁ ’ EIJ I«LL l
4 o0 e € ek 3 8 4 fie(Casella and George(1992)) @ 7& T X Jif 4ofiif v & fie f(X)
SR A Hha T Il S R A KA AT 0 -

Hasbrouck(2002) % {]#* § + £ 4a% & + = 2 kot § ¢ § £ &8 #03] e fﬁt‘
- R RREI AR N(latent) 0 3RS D (R R )R EF
% fI* Gibbs 3 HIFE P O AIE R o H A 2 L‘Lﬁ_ L & §_12 Roll(1984) -
A 5 AN JpUBFE o B BEAIR T

m,=m.;tu; '/ﬂ 4 U; é‘ iid. N(O !O-j) (45)

m,» EF BRE$EE > 8 BRI AR P EF AT B o ¥4
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BORAR 2 AR (AR T A R

b=m—c “6)

a=mtc (4.7)

Plud

PCAI AL B R AHIRE) Y AF b A ke I H i x i o (F
ApE)R Y IR e IR BT AR LR E AT AR E
PR ES 2 - A TR g Sy b TS B RT AR

b if q,=
a if q,=+1

p= (4.8)

BHA S S A2 - R R AHEKE)C frE R G REFAFEO 2 TR G
Tk f%' ﬁ_i» ? 7}‘l ( '-%H_ ﬁ;: tE': ) p :{pI’pg """ pT} > q :{qj’qz """ qT} &
m ={mmomy P 5 EFRE A WEWE L F (o .0,.q | p)Eig 7 Ao
2.A53% » FIp 50 [ ) V?. l% A o AR Gibbs R A2 5 4o T
ekt | (Vo T AR
Lo f e lol g p i e
2. L f (au|c(j),q(j_“,l7)#"-" 3ol
(i) (;) 5 (/) i =

. “\f(q|c ,p);}g,k.q 1=L2,..... ,n
R A P AR A U e BT F (e Loyg | p ) 2 O ntE
SRR @ T 5L f(c|p) e A2 MCMC % PH AR PSR L 1R Gibbs 4 15
1,000 =& > # 3 7 200 =< 4 & & ~(F] 5 Gibbs 4 $h=t #cig ~ 4 i 7 rjeac i * WA )

Bk 2 5eh800 SRR ALFE E M L2 B3 o F M MCMC ¥ # i £ & ehiiie

F 3 ¥ % Hasbrouck(2002) -
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33
1

PR i

% T % A& & (exchange traded fund, ™7 f £ ETF) 7 (T & & = & & 5 $-ik 37
ERF S A EEFAEREEI IV RGIED P EFEIRT foEE - £
I E o FRRE R A AT(AMEX)>T 1993 & 1 % 22 pdedi i 2 S&P 500 é%}‘%—ﬁﬂiﬁ&i
ETF — SPDR(Standard & Poor’s depository receipts) > 4& 11 {8 T = 5 F % EE:I’W’J:}R?J_
Zopm g BRI 2 ETF-d »2 ETF 5 &% 525 912 2 g7 & )
FAI A ORR B AR RN B G RTA R FEG TR R
R Redl o T L E FE R 4R § £ (quoted spreads) ©

SPDR # * = 2 4F i £ ¥ S&P 500 3p#c> 22 ) § £.5) 5 S&P 500 45 #ifl Bt~
2- o BASPDRTEFIZRE S A FILE? R KL P HET AT
B S&P 500 dp#icA 2 A - ek A X B 7 < o SPDR AF i Bihdp e A F 7 IR 2
S&P 500 4p B b E R ST He— 4k F gt SPDR ¥ S&P 500 4 B EE AR
Bb a7 EOHE & B § BE pe B am B it Rt 7 R - R
LAY R £ 12 SPDR i $h2Z G & it T A% ? ¥ £ B EEFFE -d 3 SPDR
EF R TR TRE AN R L R 2B A
FHARVRREA R TUFYRE G LT S AP ARG ALE LT uLfR
maa*lUgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁ%,7§£”%®£%§'%i$?§iﬁﬁ
PR L R HENRBRIANF O TEFE R LT R H AR E
Bz ed BARGIPMIE F o AP T IR UFF R HALET ) AR EDARE

440 B 1% Bc(Pearson correlation coefficient) & * # A # > ¥ #b > 5 7 A3t P EREM R

E

¥;%a$%

Feo A2 g 3 p& F F3T(forecast encompassing techniques) (Harvey et al.(1998)) » #
PIARFEFTMZ B AL R 2 24 * Granger and Newbold (1973)#% 1 e 8 =
2+ & (composite estimator) £ &
Ecnz(]_l)El-i-ﬂ“EZ (49)
He pAvE, 3afnt® Ae[0]]% ¥ %80 ©d Harvey et al.(1998)i& — # 4 4 >

LBt E Fﬁ;}gg:ﬁ"‘% 7]% Bt E A 4o b ﬂ%llﬁfﬁ T EFEALNLE T LT
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(4.10)
LS ARENT Y AR A S BRTREEFT 4 2 - AR RN TR T ERR

# (encompass) ¥ = it g oo pbooh

ol

eI L7 i R F % 2 (heteroskedaticity) ¥ 4

Feeh s 34 Tad A B At White's heteroskedasticity consistent variance i 7 %-#«c

i e e
87§ 417 SPDR#F ¢ 4F § 7 #(TAQ data)2? § § 2

5 FTHL(TAS data) » FR ik 44
Huang and Stoll (1996):& 2k ¢h— % LB i & 2. &5

-4k A8 RF 2000 £ 17 3 2001
E107 eFF AR RLGE A A AW E P SPDR
1/64 34 53 1/100 » )

R R R H
R 2001 £ 1% 29 p B AR D FT L 0 dopt T
@P@lgé%iG&iM%fﬁﬁié%%mww,j%ﬁgyﬁgi%?iﬁé

SRR 2 BRAE TS N R 2 AN [ RS A2 R

3

fx3
il
-%-‘1\4
e

)\:ﬂ

jﬁﬂﬁ%%%%iﬁ%%%iwp%:5f~¢?ﬁo

—_ 7

Ldol B RRE g
o ToE AR f R L0205 A T E PR AL Rt F0.0837 1
0.1243 > # ¥ Roll# 3+ EdhF > a MCMCR*: Edh il > PP S N § § L6724
AR R ¢ B AF T ¥ (downwardly biased) 3R % > & 57 SPDRT 32 % 5 R F

ERL R LR LT REFR R AP AT AL A LR

? Huang and Stoll (1996) 3 7 i > T AL 3603 4 > 2- FALFEZ A > A2 51F FAL G 47 2 32

=

EEFRDEE o FTAEE N ARACT
(DFFFF R L ABSZFE -

@22t P ek [(P=P,)/ P [>0.05 -
Gt $®Y a, 4w |(@—-a ,)/a  [>0.05-
A% %4 b, o 4% [(b,=b_)/b_ [>0.05 -
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ap Gwilym and Thomas(2001)£7%= 3 4 - & o @ o] B 1% 8 8 245 1 1/1001 -
BomBaAFEn-RoRa > AR AFFEF R AL AR EYRAFETP R
] 0 T o] B REE et N E L PR

LRERFHART RIS FE TWRFBESWRFE &b f 26 H =3

ERAAREFAAHRE  RollG £ EMCMCR>: BRI A REL > 7 CFICRH £ &
AETEP G RAPLE > ACFTCR P EX 3 £ 548k o F o W RB - EHFT
Bod LA R TROIG LY R of L8 Z T A MCMCR -8 7] 2.7 3¢
FREHAL

FARF M QAL A TR AL E AT HL T FFE o

=

Eht o R A2 ERFLANRIFHEBR GG L 8 A FERR R

FHRFFRAE L SRR - PR LA FLELLE AR R OPH
o FR AP AENEGE AL G AL EL B ehd f 4dp B %k d(Pearson
correlation coefficient) i* % #& kg #4- F R ToFFF 4 £ &2 p F ¢ § £ 53
B oA e B TWRS EESWR B b | R REFIEAFD L T8
FREF Y LT B R DM FHFH0.622670.8360 0 CFTCR+ & R BE&4F{ §
FE ARG MR TWE A EESWisHE - MCMC R 3+ @R { & 2 < B %Roll

%%@ﬁﬁ%%%%iiﬁ&+’ﬁaﬁﬁ Berfp MALAp S B 0 R A 3 drp

BT OMERE R R A2 r g FE PG F L 77 (forecast encompassing
techniques) > % 4 I A EF Nz E L R > £55 & ¥ m & B3K (null hypothesis)
A=0rig g% o S5 A7 > ROIBHERAMEMSHGE § § Le0F » Fouo
R bl §REFE CAKELI0005 5P Ra st TWE 4 2
Rollig 3+ 2 & @2 H At TWR I E L 77 MR R § § 205 -

FEMIERERR RAGTEOHGE TWEFE AT G EP RAIRF AN
Bind A3 FE AR, om P H AR R L Ap B g o ¥ 0k
dAEREER IR TS F TR T AEHT TW 538 > X Ry Bl r HE B 5
BUIFHEFE G R0 oafie Flt o 2 BMnd I Aaffi ¥ 1 TW R34 £
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KR o A 00 ETF 200 a2 b B Ls aFL B0 TR § § 46

B B P PRET R G ALRM AU AT T REREY TS SW

F_k

R R ke A Had i A g o

FIF 2 RAEFCAUHEP FF YRS RLFLEVR
Az 3 &y P £4% CME 2 %ﬁwéw%ﬂmﬁﬁﬁﬂ% v & RO B e
B 25— ARA] S&P 500 fp #cdp | fr A73] Nasdaq 100 dp 8 f > &+ 1 2 5 —iF ix

3] S&P 500 45 #cH | {rif 73] Nasdaq 100 48 | > 27 2B ed 2 5 2R F 10 2 4
R B E L R A e b L R SR R R A RS F E

4 (bid-ask spread)# # 3% & (market depth) » F]pt A7 3 B % b i HEE 73 B0
Bofr ot B R R ANS e RMFRHEEPT R LETETW R E
(Thompson and Waller(1988)) e | §afidka Bz- o ot b A7 EH- 22 2 2§ ¢
WA R R E S RN R I T e s BB BV A eI B TR
T e PERIRAFF T BT SRR R AL 2447 2 F

PR R 2R M BREZF PN BEFESm 1 EBel 2l
TARFETF 2 2@ RR D [ 207 Fne L B G e

e x5

L
%i%i

- & B HFIFR

BHFREA T F At E L o H REE P EER > T HER
FE T B ERRERN L FEERHL P REGOEE R RAR FEFRN LS
B2 gE EEA G PR L ETARY KGR S ok 2 Rl o

43S EEFBAARIMM WG R DT IR AT ERENR
RirF ek P 3L F A ZHEH L T ETFHR % #=8 - Bessembinder and
Seguin (1993) i FHfrAFFH 2 E L H A S P2 B 5 &F 7 H4(asymmetric)

Mo FEMATFHIEERASL E8 G RE B8 ) AT R Gk



Bt b d $HEM o Fl0 o AH S 7 &L A L AT XL R AL 0

F(REREBANS P RTH SRS o R iR ek

o
A
&
4
N

FOFEARG L BRI I L HGYUR O HFRLLE A
# * Kappi and Siivonen(2000)¢77 Ff it fF = % (two-step regression approach) » 2% -+
I rbEL- FERAREFS FFRAZEFE - &% - BIFER  #2 E2F 9HOF A 5
FHERHEFH L E T AT
5 5 ) 5.1
Vt:a-}— > ﬁiVl—i+ > HJ‘APZ‘_J““ z&k()'t_k'i‘&‘l ()
i=1 j=1 k=1

He o oy AREERE RO E R R e

t
Ap: BFRF®RF L) 2 REH -
o, LR ERF P i ke

& Eﬁ‘ijﬁ °

\'m‘

ERE S L - SRR E UL R E IR IS S IS S AR N

HEfrZ e B RAFEDEE 644858 F 51 857 G187 2 e E(fitted value)

BE SRR S - RAEZFHILELEAFHIILIE T RFER L E

B4t b PR EFC R REPEHEE AR FE 2T Ll

Pﬂﬂ=¢+5EVOL+7UVOL+ﬂUVOLPOS+§¥4JW+U, (5.2)
=9+gEVOL+rUV0L+uwnzmpo&+§ynaw+§, (53)
BT AT B B R G a7 MM G AR R e

A ERRABE AN T Y R EY L R EVOLE AR LB UVOL 0 Y o B

“J

B EATH L EH e

B M fo FR R hr B
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AW E L RIEUVOLPOS M F st R § AT R R AR
UVOLPOS. =UVOL. ; % ~ ¥ 2 % & ] * R » UVOLPOS.=0 - # ¢ » UVOL 2 ¥k
For fEAFEH LS EH S W R AT A i ¥E ¥ (marginal impact) < @ UVOL &
UVOLPOS, % #c2 dp4cRI¥ R 4 L BenRfH 2 3 B8 3 B forg 2 g o b

SHREARFEGHEEPRAFE S RN LNT T F DB RAB Lk

B HREEG T HFEROLELNH D 7R H R R TS

i)

- H g @ g | e o kv st e A sk R R g AR Rt
RA - Ra AT EELE EF HR)E FRES (i) hFH S BFER > X7
€ F T HNRRDT - KA BTV REAT o7 %Jﬁiﬁ%’?%ﬁﬁﬁéil TR

A

CEE R NS . T TS s

Mclnish and Wood(1992)8 7 g5 2 % F 2R A &2 § ¢ § £ 03 & A2 %
B 2 AV RS LD BRI B L R AR AA D B Rt
AR TRVEA T HDTIOE LT A g A T FARER B gk iR 0 Tl dF
WA EFHRERNLEECR T R RENE T AT L FEHOE RS2
TRAEFTIF ML 2T Fnd L B> 2% Wang and Yau(2000)#% 31 =
PE R OB AE AR M ﬁ_’ B = > 4% 3% #-7] (three-equation structural
model) » T ¥4 HER] BT R4 R B 0 et I AR ER R WA FET o
PN R R R I L UL RS O T L Pk Tt S S LY
AEF TR EEFRASEL L H ¥V *r""’if*ui FECRR R ASW
ok 6o 1 Sl R e » 14 S&P 500 Apdcdp f 5 F A R oA

H# SP-ES 4] » 2 Nasdaq 100 45 88 5 #7338 9 c0ic 2] 7§ AL 5 ND-NQ 3] -
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(- )R EfT

VOL=a,+a;BAS+a.VAL+a:INT +a, Ol +asTV. .t as Dumm} (54)
BASz = bo+b1 VOL,J"bz VAL;+b3 SP, +b4 BAS[—]+b5 Dummy[ (55)

VAL.=c,+c,VOL+c;BAS.+c¢;VOL,_,+c. VAL, +c; Dummy, (5.6)

HY PVOL 25 P23 8 BAS #71* TW R4 R 25 p THR § § L6
VAL &% B B ddlt & p 2 G HRER A NEDLEFE 0 N7, & £ FR
EE=ZBIHNEF 0, =+ FE-DATHE > SPAHEFHF P 2E ¥ 2 (settlement
price) * Dummy # m ¥ ¥ 8> * Rfpd|r RAGF G 92 LR > B Dummy, =1% 7
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[# 3] Ff Ak E2E—WSPDREFTHA

R R
FRFEHL
CFTC
™
Roll
SW
MCMC
WP F-fAEy 585 pELRPRPTHEIIEGRFT 2n RE2Ep R F ¢

BARFRPLRT @ Gl FLRRITEHARPERTEF YL L97

CFTC: Commodity Futures Trading Commission estimator ; TW: Thompson-Waller measure ; Roll:

Roll's measure ; SW: Smith and Whaley estimator ; MCMC: Markov Chain Monte Carlo measure.
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[# 4] B p TG R HLE5p IO FARFEL M el
ol fHge 8 0164

SPY #HFEHEL CFTC| TW | Roll
FHE % [ 1.0000 0.5917{0.6226 | 0.3180
CFTC 0.5917 1.0000 | 0.9824 | 0.7559
™ 0.6226 0.9824 | 1.0000 | 0.7003
Roll 0.3180 0.7559{ 0.7003 | 1.0000
SW 0.6459 0.9593 | 0.9842 | 0.6304
MCMC 0.5236 0.5183|0.5209 | 0.2374
Bl 86 E = 0 1/100
SPY F#FRERHAL [CFTC| TW | Roll
FHEERBL 1.0000 0.8084 | 0.8136 | 0.4845
CFTC 0.8084 1.0000 | 0.9989 | 0.8303
W 0.8136 0:9989.| 1.0000 | 0.8248
Roll 0.4845 0.8303.| 0:8248 | 1.0000
SW 0.8360 0.9940/0.9958 | 0.7813
MCMC 0.7259 0.6904 | 0.6973 | 0.2995

#P . CFTC: Commodity Futures Trading €ommission: estimator ; TW: Thompson-Waller
measure ; Roll: Roll's measure ; SW::Smith.and " Whaley estimator ; MCMC: Markov Chain

Monte Carlo measure
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[# 5]

7 p]i& 3 ¥ 2 (forecast encompassing tests)2. P-value

Bl BB HE & 164

CFTC

T™W

Roll

SW

MCMC

<.0001*

<.0001*

<.0001*

<.0001*

<.0001*

<.0001*

<.0001*

0.1652

0.0119**

0.0001*

0.0062*

0.3085

<.0001*
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<.0001*
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<.0001*

0.0001*

<.0001*

0.0021*

B| i $ g8 8 = :1/100
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™

Roll

SW

MCMC

<.0001*
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<.0001*

<.0001*

<.0001*

0.5747

0.6874

<.0001*

0.589

0.8109

<.0001*

<,0001%*

0.0044*

0.6435

<.0001*

0.0010%*

0:0004*

BATE AR A R R E A d T AR -
"6 1%B KT B b STk PR

CFTC: Commodity Futures Trading*Commission’ estimator ;

Roll: Roll's measure ;

measure.
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TW: Thompson-Waller measure ;
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I ia 3’]#,;1 ook # 1,034.37 1,349.51 1,034.06 1,347.06
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ERBEFLR(EHE) index point index point  index point index point

0 Ticks 27.7100% 24.1217% 74.2171%  78.6579%
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[2 7] 3 3EREA--SPEYBEESE Y (2003 & 5% 3 2004 & 27 )

FrRd g HE a2t

Type Intercept EVOL UvoL UVOLPOS R
PARMS 62.0161** 0.0177** 0.0110* -0.0019
SP | STDERR 6.3324 0.0026 0.0048 0.0060 0.0774
P-VALUE <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0229 0.7509
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[R:YS el i
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[2# 8] #FFARHFEI--NDZHENQZHH (2003&# 5% 3 2004 & 27 )

EREHFHES &5

Type Intercept EVOL UvoOL UVOLPOS R
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AL g b AR
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[# 9] Hausmanine T —2 % £ 50

2 4 (1) F Test @y @)Y
SP-ES 212965 (2, 419) 33.5034% 113.4898**
ND-NQ 16.8889%* (2, 419) 42.0386** 3.8010
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SP-ES 2.2358(2,419) X? X

ND-NQ 3.9532%(2,419) 32.5953** 6.6443**
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[# 11] Hausman ;R @ik T — § Rk #1323

= 5 (1) F Test @ @)y
SP-ES 4.5664* (2,419) 3.0175 144.4304%*
ND-NQ 0.9370 (2, 419) X® X

WP EHERDD T mABR S, RRRAFESESY L2 EFE R ALY S L Rl 2
Bk M, R BLR R RA2 5 Rl HIRQ) AT 0y, BHRABE RS > AE R

AR RT > B R AL Rl s FEHAEP AR HERG)A T Y, FRARE
AN AR R AR A REORRT P E LA R oy R AP AR FUPE R
fd REQ ) BEFLKEL 02005 0=0.017F > &% 5 3.044.61+ = (chisquare)sv:* € & p d &
1 BEKEL 0=0054ca=0.01 T > A u] 5 348 40 6.63 °
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[ 12] #z NP % (SP-ES & 9 )—2003 & 5% 3 2004 & 2 ¥

® ¥ VOL: BAS. VAL,
Constant 7.205%* (4.04) 2/895%* (-3.23) -0.008 (-0.01)
VOL, 0.136* (2.07) 0.348%* (3.33)
BAS, 0.206%%(5.53) 0.103 (1.95)
VAL, 0.438%* (6.78) 0.203%* (3.27)
VSP, 1.870 (0.75)
VINT. 2.237 (1.40)

Olw -0.054 (-0.45)
VOL.. 0.447%* (7.60) -0.165%* (-2.83)
BAS.. 0.552%% (6.17)
VAL 0.071 (1.38)
Dummy -1.418%* (-8.51) 0.488%* (2.64) 0.422 (1.79)
Adj - R* 0.92 0.51 0.20
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[# 13] ®i= AP iEL % (ND-NQ 24 )—2003# 5% 1 2004 & 2 3

® & VOL. BAS. VAL,
Constant 7.716%* (3.01)  -1.322%* (-2.52) 0.947 (0.88)
VOL., 0.063 (1.77) 0.282%* (3.20)
BAS. 0.145%* (3.05) 0.072* (2.24)
VAL, 0.44%* (5.73) 0.104* (2.33)
VSP, 1.205 (1.05)
VINT, 1.28 (0.78)

Ol -0.108 (-0.66)

VOL . 0.382%* (5.61) -0.065 (-1.23)
BAS... 0.694%* (7.98)
VAL.. -0.126* (-2.34)
Dummy 2.09%* (-6.20)  0.371** (2.837) 0.614* (2.21)
Adj- R’ 0.94 0.69 0.15

W E - SN PR ] T 3 E(Q2SLS)E T m it o 3R PN H t B3t o
V i - F# £ » 18 & ~(operator) ° Dummy’21 IERAZHENDEZG FRENQE Y-

* 4 5%EE EOKIE T REE R |k BRI T A o

[4 14] S&P 500 4; #cH § 8:Nasdag-100 $; B § &t 33 F—
1996 & 9 # % 2000 & 12 *

SP ND

erg ! ST I ers?
Tinkp i E(FHEK 77,181 112,838 5,484 18,959
TR T R Yr ik 200,280 396,449 11,250 39,477
T 358 i ok 775.30 1,180.16 1,556.35 2,726.24
TI5F f R A R E (GhEm)* 0.0890 0.1879 0.7478 1.5307
TIoF R RARPE (FR) $44.50 $46.98 $74.78 $153.07

0.0115% 0.0159% 0.0481% 0.0562%
P HARTEREL 0.0571 0.1258 0.5304 0.9761
TEERGEEL 22127 4.0995 10.2871 25.3080

W St B TR D R L PR (RTH)ET £ 7 (nearby)® 438 7 fr 8 » £t hit 5 0
PP 4 X E(olling)x T- F 1 2K

11996 £ 9% 3p %1997 #9 % 8p 21997 &9 % 9p 3 1999 & 3% 31p
1998 £ 6% 1 p 11999 # 6% 18p 41999 & 6 % 21 p 1 2000 & 12 % 29 p
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[# 15] » FFAFEA--SPEHHESHE Y (1996 # 9 % T 1999 # 3 7 )
BREHEHES £1
Type Intercept EVOL uvoL UVOLPOS R
Sp PARMS 14.3681* -0.0316 0.4201%* 0.7155%*
.|| STDERR 6.3008 0.0413 0.0706 0.1149 0.213
("c » 'e'?)
P-VALUE 0.0226 0.4439 <0.0001 <0.0001
sp PARMS | 55.6222%* -0.1530** 1.1802%* -0.0013
, STDERR 8.9566 0.0549 0.1028 0.1666 0.1742
(4c > 18)
P-VALUE | <0.0001 0.0053 <0.0001 0.9935
PARMS | 29.2091** -0.0032 0.3704%** 0.2406**
ES STDERR 2.7240 0.0068 0.0195 0.0275 0.3285
P-VALUE | <0.0001 0.6328 <0.0001 <0.0001
[ B:D:S L cAal X
Type Intercept EVOL UVvoL UVOLPOS R
<p PARMS | 35.5106** -0.0209 0.9241%** 0.5216**
. STDERR 6.2145 0.0407 0.0696 0.1133 0.4785
(4t: » 'a'f’)
P-VALUE | <0.0001 0.6069 <0.0001 <0.0001
sp PARMS | 140.7797** | =04121** 1.9948%** -0.4373**
, STDERR 8.9521 0.0548 0.1027 0.1665 0.4204
(4‘: » ]’3)
P-VALUE | <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0087
PARMS 70.3286** 0.0401** 0.6973** 0.1641**
ES STDERR 2.5315 0.0064 0.0181 0.0255 0.6385
P-VALUE| <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001

B LRSI B RRBGHE | p| R R BG  FR R %2100
P2 L B(EVOL) ~ A5 2 3 B(UVOL)&# & B AFFH 2 3 £ (UVOLPOS)2 #¥kcv & 77 BE A& & 3*

pun
B o

e S%RTE KT RIF. R A 1% E KB T R F o
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[# 16] + #EAH--NDZH&E NQZ % (1998 £ 67 3 2000 & 12 7 )

0 0 A

Type Intercept EVOL UvoL UVOLPOS R
PARMS 11.0801** 3.5215 7.5270%* 6.9066**
ND
.| STDERR 8.8624 0.5842 0.5965 0.8992 0.353
(4 » )
P-VALUE 0.2112 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001
PARMS 104.8794** 0.1431 13.3513** -0.4878**
ND
» STDERR 20.6691 0.3168 0.7352 1.0817 0.3279
("E » fé)
P-VALUE <0.0001 0.6514 <0.0001 0.6520
PARMS 138.3376** -0.0054 0.8503** -0.3406**
NQ STDERR 15.8909 0.0103 0.0395 0.0520 0.3245
P-VALUE <0.0001 0.5988 <0.0001 <0.0001
Wk e g 5t
Type Intercept EVOL UvoL UVOLPOS R
PARMS 30.0653** 6.3160** 15.2628** 4.2699**
ND
.| STDERR 7.6800 0.5062 0.5169 0.7793 0.6854
(e > )
P-VALUE 0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001
PARMS 192.6827** | 1.2968** 21.0061** -1.0817
ND
» STDERR 19.5933 0.3003 0.6969 1.0254 0.6335
(4 > 18)
P-VALUE <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 0.2915
PARMS | 301.7638** -0.0076 1.3178%* -0.3870**
NQ STDERR 14.9443 0.0097 0.0371 0.0489 0.6521
P-VALUE <0.0001 0.4335 <0.0001 <0.0001

R AR BREREHE|Ap| 2Rk E s, 2 R R K100
FEH 2 E(EVOL) s 27 2 2 E(UVOL)& & B AFEH 2 2 £ (UVOLPOS)Z % #kc¥ 4 177 HFA

L2l
BEhE e

*h S%UMBFORETRE VA 1%NEFLETEF o
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[# 17] Hausmanizfz—2 % £ &7

(1) F Test

2 % 2 3y
! (Augmented Regression Approach) @% @)X
SP 6.0826** (2,904) 34.1934%* 2.5838
ND 11.1131%* (2,934) 334.7540%** 222.9204%*%*

WPHERD T ﬂ'Fhw‘ivH BREEAENY R R AERRAEET S Rl 2
BAH,: FRRASRRASM YL E Bl RO 5 0 Y 2F RN S ARRAE
e m 2 RghmT o B A Rl o FRRAS N R HIERG)A T g
AN 0 R R R AN 2 RERIRT o GRAEEL S Bl 0 BRAREIN 2 R F R
FEAAIREQ 0 BEFLKEL 0=0.05f00=0.01 T > £ %] 5 3.0 f-4.61 - + = (chisquare)stit £ &
pd RE 1> BFLELZ 0=005fa=0.017T > 2% % 3484 6.63 -

*Eh 1% E KB TREE* A SUERETHE AN G AUEITATEL R HIAD B o

[# 18] Hausman ;e <—§ § § £ 25

2 5 (1) F Test @y ©)a
sp 1.6836 (25904 ) X X
ND 11.1230%* (2, 934 ) 40.7806%* 0.2911

WH R T REBERFH,: R R R L AN R BERRABEY P2 Rl H2

BRH P BEGRASET LA R HERQA T s FRRA AN ARG

PoARECAR T o RS L L R [, BRATELS N LR HEROG)D T, B R

A4 o ARRRABEI ML %ﬁtmﬂ%/‘ﬁ PR BB LA e o B R A ML R F Syt
Epd REQ 0 BFLKEL 0=0.0590=0.01 T > & B 5 3.0 4.61 - + = (chi square)3tit £ % p

d RS 1 BFLRELZ 0=005fa=0.01 7 > A %% 348 4r6.63 -

*Eh 1% E KB TREE* A S%UERETHE AN FEFIAUETATEL R HIA D B o

kPG EEBER R FR- HHET D AR KE T
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[# 19] Hausman 3%k 2 — § ¥t #423 f25¢

£ 5 (1) F Test @ @)y
SP 6.6160%* (2,904 ) 0.0273 17.3889%+
ND 3.3995% (2,934) 1.58 191.1305%*

BERERD T BRABR A, ARRARSESENY P EET R R AT RS Rl H2
B M, R 28R fHA7 052 R HEFRQ)A T 0 Y, BRASES RN > 2EER

MAREARRT > B R R AL A e o BEBAGPN 2 RE JHIEROG)D T, BRARE
AN O AR R AP ARETRRT > E B A Rl ot RFEA P ARECFUATE A
Ad BRAQ 0) BEEKEL a=0.05fc0=0.01 T » A5 5 3.0 461+ > (chisquare)siz* ¥ & p d B
S 10 BEKES a=0.05f00=0.01 T 5 A %5 348 4r 6.63

A 1% FRETEFY ASUEFRETHEE. ERPN I LANEA TSI ELSASDAD B o

[# 20] B2 = 429 358 % (SP25 )—1996 & 9 # 3 1999 & 3 3

® Kk VOL, BAS, VAL,
Constant ~11.580%*(23.28) - -1.786%*/(-9.62) 3.328%* (7.01)
VOL., 0.014°(0.93) 0.316%* (3.24)
BAS. -0.212%* (-4.76) 0.821%* (16.68)
VAL, 0.377** (10.96) 0.328%* (16.50)

VSP, -3.346%* (-5.58)
VINT, -1.846 (-1.53)

Ol 1.323%* (3.71)

VOL . 0.474%* (4.95) -0.244%* (-2.77)
BAS... 0.620%* (21.55)
VAL.. 0.122 (0.319)
Dummy -0.806** (-3.55) 0.083** (4.86) -0.045 (-1.43)
Adj- R’ 0.50 0.89 0.69

W & - 3N ud PR T3 (2SLS)E 7 gt o FEFR PN Lot At o

V % - F¢ A~ 8 3 = (operator) o Dummyl=0%"ﬁ ES & 4 » # Ha > Dummy =1 257 ESE g4 » 7
B-ts o ESZ X3 1997 £ 97 9 p e o

*h S%EEEOKE T REE FAY % FRETHF o
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[ 21] B> R FEL%(ND£Y )—1998 £ 6 7 3 2000 & 12 ¥

® & VOL. BAS. VAL,
Constant 0.242 (0.97) -0.273%* (-3.54) 1.249%* (4.83)
VOL., -0.031%* (-2.84) 0.549%* (12.29)
BAS. -0.175%* (-4.22) 0.769%* (12.48)
VAL, 0.357** (14.38) 0.135%* (9.51)

VSP, -0.396* (-2.51)
VINT, -1.909 (-1.56)

Ol 0.370%* (9.10)

VOL . 0.408%* (9.79) -0.369%* (-8.54)
BAS... 0.815%* (40.35)
VAL.. 0.278%* (7.94)
Dummy 0.095* (2.24) 0.041%* (3.52) -0.099* (-2.18)
Adj- R’ 0.91 0.96 0.83

W & - SN ud PR T3 (QSLS)E 7 g o FEFR PN Lot At o

V 5 - [E £ 485 2 (operator) © pymmy =0 % 7 NQ & 8§94 » 3 H5 o by g &7 NQ & 54 » 3
Hts o NQZ %1999 & 6 7 21 P 4eale

* 4 5%EE EOKIE T REE R |k BRI TR o
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[M 7] SP&YEpTTWR § § L%+ #1996 % 99 3 1999 & 3 1

TW Ri%¢ i : NDES
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[B 8] ND&¥=*pTHTWE § § £ 73 E—1998 & 6 7 1 2000 # 12 *
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’ﬁﬁ" -

P& Hausman 32 2.3 2
EaRLd fvp’?ﬁ: AP 0 F o - BN A 2 % B (the potentially endogeneous
explanatory variable) > B| ¥ E 4% f| * Hausman 2 € 4k € k& €L F L2 5 p 2 1B
(endogeneity) ; 5@ it fF H-3 oo 3 BIRAN 4 RR R oAk T 2 4Rt
¥Ale & - gl 70 BALN A ERYE P S ES IF A Hausman 33 T3k
TR D BEAEDN 2 ERRERLTE P AP A S B b

TSI R R E TS RS SAINEE T T O R R S IS L

‘(

AR BRFEESY R R ARG RASEY P L RE ARTES 1540
-

HA o AEE ‘% WA R A A Y T3 L - % dic(predetermined
variables)i& {7 OLS it jF 4~ 17 X F 2 B|EBAR L e P e o HFHRe B ot » 12 E
AT EE R D)% OLS £F K- o Bt > J1* F 532 4 Tm & Bk
0,=0:=0 > 2° 9,20.% 8¢l FRAGSFESRABRMNEATR § H £
B A F e BN A LS RO T AR AR SR
ﬁ@ﬁ%%%&iﬁ%%%@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁi%&°

R 0L BB AR ALY A £
FABEIM G RURBTREEFIOOASY EY FABMEM G AT EE RS
TN R R AL RRABER PN 2 R TS F YN L Rl T
* % $* Wang and Yau(2000) % = Fi £ Hausman 32 ¥ %% i > 0 Rag— % B if o At
ﬁ%ﬂ’iﬁﬁﬁ{é*%mz%ﬁ"ﬁ‘ﬂ%%%Lf%%ﬁﬁf RS2 S

3 e BAW LR EBR: 2 E R ARNE ifﬁﬁiﬂﬁé'ﬁ%ﬁi%ﬂtﬁ’%ﬁi
TOoORFRAS AR HEBERMEAF IR LA P LR E - FRRAREHTIES
BB CRMATRE R LA E AN BARRGP A REK; FAESRABR

WM R R LB R AN AR D Rl MR RRP RS S S BT
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(1) & BEXZET > % A3 RS T3 2QSLS)E T 5 £ 2 4258 Sleenizit o

4

»

(2 B¥ZEKEET o % 2SLS 272 5 £ 25" Sl o

(B)Zz mitE > HaomppEpd &5 1 g+ 3 4 fe(chi-square distribution) e

_ (ﬁAz_IBA,)Z P
B (1_1;2)1}1

B pahBOTRFLEEHRAODE g AFQTRV LT F R L AE 5T

(A.1)

B L 5 B0 4258 (reduced form equation)sh 7 o p B 5 g R ke

BY OHEIESEN V-FLp ABREREKEFR T TR Us £ B
ERF BN 0 AR AN A RBEDERLT o PRAGEL L
SRR MRASEIPN 2 RRO FRIEFHTIES R EBER AT R AR
e EEARNY BARAR G P AR FES A BEK O MR RASEALIES R
PO G Ch A g B e e b B

ik enfed > ot 3 1f B Hausman GREMR T~ i 77 B % >t B 20 ARt e R

o2 AR det B AL AR Y T e A R R S IR &

=

Rl " e

o
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e =
Z FEE B 3 £ (2SLS)

EREE SRR E R 2D S S ) | ft‘ﬁﬁ MR BEE LT T A 4p BB R
o 1 g #0482 - RK(consistent) 5 31 5% 0 T £ 1T 02 F f 12 (asymptotic normality)
PR o BIAEAET A RS BREE
po— FE B JIF F i & T2 jE (OLS) s 3 < FOBE Y 2 42 5 (the reduced form
equations) » ¥ F I 4 % feenpe i i@ (fitted values) o
FoPRE MR - PR TE D feif BERA G BN L N o) 2 Sl X F g
T TR

BB £ N Sl - KPR 7 25 3 fhid(unbiased) o &
gt 1A~ ND-NQ #3] @ eh 5 & 285N Qb A3 [F BT 2 2 B2/ o a2 5 7
AN R AR RAFELSFESN DRE 7 VT EREE S = B
HHFEALAE) - FRE-DAZATBET TP SERRELSE) - BHTHEF
- EPECFE-DRERBIEF D ERASE S HI Y SRR
(predetermined variables) » F]* ¥ rif = 5 £ 4258 5 i & 3% % (overidentified) > i * 3t
2SLS # /% o d & [Ff Hausman 3o 24 T8+ > A b 342557 > § ‘% ¥ ZRAAR 5
PA R BRFTIRES - R I Fl ] T2 R AR
BAS, =d,+d,dINT.+d.Ol..+d.dSP.+d,Dummy+d.;VOL ,+d,; BAS.,+d, VAL ., +e,
F1% b N2 Feif i pAg B2 b B AR P S, 0 B A F il g T e
B3t Ao AT o
VOL = a,+a BAS. + @.VAL, * a;dINT. + a. Ol + a; TV .., + a, Dummy,

B A BHBJITTEICE L S - Rt

65



