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1973d AAFRxEo] #ENEEHIES MHetdeu zhe ggol t¥d
Ro g o g3t ot 1980d ol SHA Azt wAMEo] Mo #s
o] &% atAl #EhSHAE 1 I Mg A Rl A Fo AU (G5 T2
G7)E2 19854 Plaza §ele} 1987'd Louvre §HolZ E3lo zhare] &3y
o] MRS ASHoR fAAFoRA g FHridEy #¥Fgony
Bl RBEE Zolel = HAth 58 MEEgAEE Adsa e
FEE LS <lghA o] Wrdso] QIx] Rt diite] yetdlMe U3
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oleidt ATl ATAIFANA FsiFEol Q] Al HAEHEES] BiFo|
U, BB H%e TR Te 32889 WEdhed geid 2871 v A
o2 4BA o,V ojFdN 53 %l =ob Adg ARy zpold)
e A7e At EFRMES Adstd Fa3 AyaAgn & 5
o a2y oleg FeAlEet Jud AYPH dE Are of we &'
&) o] o|FolAA Fa glon, 53] WEHgA Tl ol s
1gol AgtE= Bl oA JHdel eirt chEAe] offel diEiAE of¥
= A7) o] FoiAA g Urh

=S 1979971 EEHEBHES A8k foirh 19807 Y g
& M7 4T EEAEE Hatd oY F a%et e s
A Zo] EAEEA] FobA] 1990 2€7HR] Fshd=e] SDRelaAR Fo
7hgukeel] JHRPA,E st Mg Y AT 28y
1990 3¥¥Ee Il 28% ATE vt Fojste @G HE
wAES dYshe METHREHIES Aldshd Hgx, 19919 8¥7AE ¥
B ko] WEZo] gl & 0.4%F dA%E PN 2go] FAAY
ES O #SERTAEREE fRSIAY. ¥ 199249 6€742= 0.6%9] Hos
7 s8HNE HmASIAER, 19929 TERHE 0.8%= sl HEkzs

olshe AFE AL Fedste el JBAGIA] BEAR 2 B
£3e) 2Hg 9sedie SHYT ABAR AP B0l F23
O @ & loh mebd A Be S8 $eo] ARHE ARHE
ggAEsAe) @7 BaPTe 9BAE AYAel HAleldnh B3 @
go] MEHEE0] o F 10l AolN @ERERS AAMTET GEAS

) s BAE A0 uid B ABmEol thatedA S J Turnovsky(1985) = HWsay sgLo]
Ae A9z lean against the wind Mg A}g3l= 2o uldzlslvn 2%t 19
T HEEE] WEded wE AW F FEUTH FETLL Aol AYWe el A}
ol thatodXE M.Gartner(1987) & £9£9] 793 RAMsld o7t 8%, 2em D.
Longworth(1980) & 7iuitte] 7498 B3t zjolr} 88 FaAaic)

2) wEe) mafige 2t gaAze] Addd WM b IBIE(1984) pp.584—611 =

3) @Ee AEvuEd U BIYTe FHEHL S Y.Kwack(1988) 1813 J.S.Kim(1990)%
of flstel o)folx] gor}, o1ge) ATE WRERC AW BLAF T vlaAH
olre] Fatgtel AeEAMeln, @A FAM Fgo] AT M rLmAsEstle £
stgarel oEAg AYsEel tisted e A7t olRoRR] gk}
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FA8ka, 3k 21 el efr) lean against the wind Hej xS AX s}

I. #cfipro| Ri2D HaHiE T AITEE
HEI IS8 BREY BRSO HFE

Fatdae] AYaelel sk Ape F2 e frAc] g s
g5 AHxsH = 7Y = lean against the wind 7WYQIA T
H

S 2 wgoz Aol el /U<l lean into the wind 7HY QA

9 Faero] olue agAaeA 1 ol At s BE
o Aud Al FHPHE 83 ApstAolch olo] akeiA] A s
BASAE L EEHARE Sl Balgol 283 WA flste] 9
Aol A3Ho AN s =M olF dAstel we RS WFstofo
st WEHRAL MY olFoli $go] Hrd WES @ wolu, wi
shgo] WAkl RE o pAstmz AdHos 1 Aigle] ZolH
g Zow s 1ol Axlel YoMt WEHIALsNA o]
Betetl et BomM Saiuarel elaaAel et Aslol Mk
ol MIstel Fobsbl sl NS wolw Akt whebd @gAlwel A
ARl Fol= Fag A7Aoln, 53l UFHRALSNME $&o]
RESEES A2 G2 Adshs 4o UM Adadeel Holol g
A7E Folgke APt 5 Ak

AR e 19918 8Y7HA] vl M) wEmES fiH $heel 0.4%0]
W2 HERSNOM, T olFoli 0.6%2 Ao E AAe] Welol o]
A Fel7h EAS £ A, ol ko] MmEES o ARsr] gsA
%7171) wlalel 0.4%713b0 Ao o we Aglel agih: Ae
oujsiti g 4 Uk

-

4) De Grauwe(1989)+z Mol A9 BREmAHg el visie) Samatiryms g
2ol Wskgo] of Avk: A weld Fahgdue] Al WEHEAL l0Fel Y A4S 7
Fatar ek
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A ALY ATEET] o] F8ld=io] lean against the wind BE&S
ARSSIR e U 22 BAIE AT st BAgoiE 4 9 L

INT=artai%EX (1)
(DAIA INTE 23l QA ANYee, BEXE g9 HESS
Ul A7lelA aie]l g2 ghe 7HAE S3tEa SEe] Auisk §39)

< JAIE7] Ysle] AYL 8l lean against the wind BiEES AEEHS <
ook 1Ejal ko] #Ehige] MRS T 7IIHEehe] A AATHEY] #ERE
w7 AsliMe el dAE FATeEA & F Uk

INT=acA+aiD+a:A %EX+aD%EX (2)

(2) 24 A9} De AMZE gl ¥HEsEZ] g F 7| Foixe
dummy #3324, R AolM ar=aid} az=agl ARLIES F A4S &
[o]

[e]
ATl osted 5 7)ol ol AL ERIE AA=AE F &
aeuv AAREe Al WMt AARC ot JEe we K

A

R iR

rl

b EAEEE oo EMol= WM HAo] Hasiy, deAls dgd
A2 HeR FHo] FHojob sttt o]#3 FAIHES shASIT wEEe AXA
9] Hslo] Wi Fadare] A KES Br)9ste K el A oe ) 2
o fAso] gy HARY I = ﬁ?j{ VAR (Vector Auto-Regressive)
2ES FE3td e duE A

INTt—al+b11 INTI 1+C11—0/EXL1+611 (3)
%EXt:aZ+b21 EI%EXH_’_CZI‘Z::II NTU+€2| (4)

A7 INT= NAFE, ZEXE &89 ¥sss JYehuin, 919 VAR
EYolMe Mo et 2ol gl RAEMT SErS FEshe B
#& 7heA n RRBIRE meol 23 7} St MikE F48E & A

5) e A AR Hals ojw A 4o oP LM wheba Aol fEERvE wrebEds Qo BoRA
ol 3= frARS HHEA AMRR RS YL, Shgol sk 91 /ue] SRR UERNQILH et
A INT 7} Eel 3-8 7FAH o]:= ¢ §Ly% 91 BIS o]n]qu
6) 2¥9 F3o] glo] Fala Lo *a‘éﬂ%%gl =

AR7F BRER A ghge] wakga kel B o

gud
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olelgh £3ld=ze] AYPehol het APH AFE B¥l P dArs
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S gEe] 7 e BEFuV ®BidkAES BEE st AAS A S-S Ul
v}, gl FEded ko] #Epgph wETE vl fAS RMIAEHSS
WASH T, T8 Artus(1976) 9F Newmann(1984) 2211l Willams(1987) &
mgol 395 ordte] Mm% SAKER 4] lean against the wind B#&-S
AHEIE S WRen, Pilbeam(1991) = #E9 Aol UoiA  lean

against the wind ko] Al&HASS FAA5t1 9

L
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o
iy
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A ool AR R A9 EE P wEhesHE PEE ALY
g Walgo HWEHHY M2 UERES EREHE T dstd mEd
T VAR#EERO] olste A9l 8] 2 1 ZRE Hrsldch

AZ) A" 717 19909 39 269 RH 1992 49 204 7HR|9] HBIK
Koo, olg € /"e] 3h&o] WFa&Eo] 0.4% olUd 1990 3¥ 2947
B 1991'd 8¥ 31¥7kx|9t 1 WESEFo] 0.6% AW 1991¢ 9Y 27 H
1992'd 49 204 74A) ) 7igke e RSl b= S3lE=el A EE A
SRy aelm AR RES 9 /99 BRlRgo)s, AAES B AR

>{E

7) oleis VARZ ol slste] Fabusie] 98490 AAKRE 43Y 4 ek 8Agel A

Fas] 49 B FALS) Aol BRE A AL B e o1
Eal Eo), pRIEA 2o pAclE Bgol e viAA G e FaE APt

#ERMS) Aol w4 ﬁ%m Aol Aol Baol Fee FA Eapd slvl, xH
o] 3% Tt fgHl AeolE AYE E8ol IS Al Wk ofeldh a<l oldn
RSl AR S Yol 01*}04*1 Hoe ghgel M2 e J3s 77 o

8) AU ggatole] BARAME ﬂzu, ER, ABIREE AHEES Ao ARIRH
ole M Sabatel Aba ahe sigle]l 11 Al AlsuE Pa4d g A
sle ddol Aot mEA ARiRke] ARl Fou dkES e AueE ol8eT flv ¥
= Ao
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Aol 2olZ g (proxy) 2 AHESHATHY
1. FERBIHE (non-parametric test)0f] 2|8t A AFTHEE H|W

(1) #H2 shgel v

A E 7IRbER 9 /2 #80 Wskg AidEe WedHE v 9
st (& Dol olge] ddighs o83t Hytwt BFUAE Aldstel u
W, FHEe] Wskeo] Aeole TN EREETE 2% 0.6%717H5<% 0.4%0
viste) AA vehlal ol #go S8uEZo] i wt $hgo] =)
WSS BolFa qlom, fARS VR 0.4%71el o 2A Yehg
330} 0.4%715 © B A0l ARES vehn 9

i

(E 1) stetsls ¥ ooNglEe| Had EEEA

gt FEUA

2 HR1(1990.3.2 g & (%) 0.0794 0.0776
1992.4.20) ) 2 $1,000) 72,154 87,112

0.4% 11 (1990.3.2 g & (%) 0.0753 0.0660
1991.8.31) 7N & $1,000) 82,647 93,695

0.6% 1R (1991.9.2 - g & (%) 0.0893 0.0992
1992.4.20) M $1,000) 47,400 62,778

(2) Wald-Wolfowitz 7%

F7RES ghee) wskedt g Ee] sl dexe & o A8
F5l7] $ste] Wald-Wolfowitz Z3guhiol st EAsle] w7|s st

Wald-Wolfowitz H8-2 5782l Mz tha feao] 1 EE £h=7)

= AAs7 9l vueedinosd, ek Sohe] Sy iR, S(x,
X2, Xae, xm) (v, ye, oy, ,yn)& et} A2poA] 5 M2 uid

sted, xsh yol $13jel olsled runel 4= Ao A4 4 ek

) Eaigdato] QgAY A ARS Wi Skx goui AuwtHor sppaEel HES MdEe
a2 R8st 1y olE flstd M A eeeR o]d o|AFHMNG O QFH [
°] B S TYstodol sl B EAo Mz xue] HAR sl olF &FskA] Rk
) J.D.Gibbons(1976) 2+ R.V.Hogg & A. TCra1g(1970)

xl_]&_. .
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x%}t y7b 2& SENEH vy BERHRS 44T runel ¢ uel H
o ke o3 o] AlakE)

E(u)=[2mn /(m+n) ]+1 (5)
var(u)={2mn(2mn—m—n) ] /(m+n):(m+n—1) (6)
183 m, n—>ecYA- [u—E(u) ] /s(u) = EEFHsmo H2eA g

o]9}zk-2 Wald-Wolfowitz7d 8-S &89 HaEv /Yo A gA| AR,
GE 20014 Kz mpeb 2ol 10%2] Folistols S8y e vy ke

BEEANA . Ugiths A%7Hdo] v1zv]o] o) #ipaEd} HARS F W
of Aoy Mz I mEfTEYE thEvkn & 5 ot

(E 2) 29 Halzy el 2kl et wald-WolfowizZ4A

s e
#go] vshke —12.98 0.00
N g —1.42 0.09

2. VAR HRAI0|| 25t fr ALl 1TRE B

= Ao F 7IbEete] Fatdtol A E B8] flsked Qe
i kg o] wskgatolo] AE A2PoNA FEE (3)2F (4)Hoz A
VARE & 2o]ste] RRRBMRST FAHBRRIGR, “1e]i B #HRNERES ol
o sHfrelz|E g,

VAR#ERIo) ARS-H #870] 2o (stationarity )& 918ke] SR RFA S
K OEGF Heet #8o] Wekgs WFE ARSI Y myoa] Mo
NEFF7Y #EER R FEE 24 A7) wiol] g9 wWalgol MYFE KE
b BolA fzse] #MpAd el fAAES] WEFR BMS FEsd T
Syt EFE vhrols ARl s & Aforh gidn) W wEE TUR &

o B¥E PEHEU,

mlm

11) 7} 7i7tset ggo] Walg ) 7 H%‘ ol tisle} Augmented Dickey —Fullerf-a 2l <HgA7d
H_O, Alsyst A o A= o}ﬂ Aol Ao g ubepytic}

>~

b
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AA (E 3)9) Grangertiie] WRMEES 48] 9% AHoIM 122
THR SIS 2MMEINE 5% Kolrrols AYe Bgel wses
oelE HE W AR HREME £ATS & & AN, 0.4%710F0 = 0
= 1 folFFe wAw Bgel wslgel AYFS WET Yor], EP
0.6% 7IINE 5% FelZzalold gol Wslgol AYFL ERFHL

OO A~
2 ¢ F AR

ol

(E 3) 829 W32 il 2tol Granger BIRTA| HYE

ER el 7 P & ol E

2 M- g AE 2.2745 0.0275
MY G5 WE 1.9773 0.0564

0.4% % M- age Ws 1.3659 0.2188
MY e FE0) WE 1.5130 0.1677

0.6% Hird Y- 3g o) W 1.3490 0.2325
NP F - g8 HF 2.5447 0.0173

against the wind RS 8319 &L ¢ & 2low, olF AuAFI} O
4%717% —0.222 0.6%713Fe] —0.1200 wlsle] =A UehdA 0.4%717H5
S5 EE dgdsl AA RESNSS BoFal duh olH g mEol M
BATRELS] frelde w7 Hste] mAY ®E T &
1/ VTR Ak £ lon, o) HF0x2 1% “H BE 717k 7#Atbe]
AT el Holgln & 4 9ok, |

gk ojglgk VAR S o] 83t #gwzlel F40 distd F3d=to]
R ZFA of9A vk N EAE Ry HSEEE (accumulated
impulse response function)& %3ty & F# Uuk el UoiA 3]
o] ZA gk FahdTe] weu MYl FAo] Ug w FeHste Wk
< HH (G HeMet ol vehdr

- |
g
X,
1
X
i<
HN
to
_)'.1_44
rr

e
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(H 4) SSHEED N2 w2

21 - 0.16
0.4% YR - 0.22
0.6% %I - 0.12
(R 5 oA 29, #8dse 39y 1533 244 a7 Sl &)
N &

o 2
P,ﬂ

ot &
rE.

BagTe #WE F70) Wl 0.6%717e] st 0.4%7175] o
wol RGO 2R 0.4% WEHEES §1157] 9sted o gol Az 9
&2 o ok

o)
E3 Y] Fc) U Fgel W = sl BSUSEAE B
W, wE 7o) 2A el 6o RS nozd AYFL Fsel Aw

5 & % oy T 0.6%7)70 oM
#7l LolA4E Fo W2 BN AL A AL RS A

a2l % oo BEFAel e Sahgael AUy WAYSE KM Tl
slate} AN E EH, 2HHEN] srE HeUE 4wt 1% S
gk dlofl thabe] —251,4360] wHE-EhH, 0.4%71%el doiME —305,933, L
2T 0.6%717100 QolHe —278,8347F we TN, 94 o) WEHE
Zo] Ze % WEMEHIEN H1EFE AARS] F7HEE BelFT Yop

(E 5) THE IS8T (T2l &8 : %, MU $1,000)

73w 1713F 3717k 6713F 97)3t 12713 14717¢

a8(%) WY —-17.864 | —18546 | —36,434 | —50,48 | —45878 | —46,165
SRR

e #&(%) 0.000 -0.011 —0.003 —-0.002 —0.003 ~0.003

#8(%) MY —26,395 | —29,986 | —45650 | —64,383 | —58,310 | —56,942
0.4% 13

N & &%) 0.000 —0.009 —0.009 ~0.011 —0.010 =0.010

88 (%) MY —10,451 | —13,893 | —48,490 | —55066 | —44.711 | —43.691
0.6% 1AM

N #&(%) 0.000 —0.020 0.008 0.006 0.003 0.003

12) intt=ao+a1 intt-1+az intt-2+4---- +an intt-n

+b1 %ext-1+bz Zeext -2+t +bn %ext-n
QA Aoa A7|EFE aint /A%ex=(bi+b2+---bn) /(1—a1—az—- —an) 2 A2E ]
o

1
AR

)‘

T
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V. #&

E 3

19808Ite] EWA gl wrhafa pRBEolMe] w7t A A
Zol HNERES AT Fo ﬂOquﬂﬁmng4,u¢L%nuﬂmz
1, olof weh lgiel &b @ NSlel aelol tiE BAS ARG 9 ik
poEmmol A 228 ANF AAskn A 58 ABAlgel & waulel
A e sl 9ol Eakgrel gdel gl nXE ek AX
A A web FEEEe) G9BAY AYBe A o)F vielel #a4%
2 Begd ol Fad 9@ duia & 4 vk

A SpHEolAE 19909 3R E BIRE SRisgel ) fesko] s
o ity rtERIESlol ] Fahgae] @A A S st
3] fadso] wERFFEIGC] 0.4%°04 0.6%= viyl F @ikl Ao} &E dHE

el 1A Qe E vla EASIL & 53dt2 lean against the
wind BES 53t Y-S s ER], e HaEae g8 HELE Eol

A3t 0.6% BEsIEEstAMR 0.4% HEsEstlA AAS FHA

1
A=A RS,

ol {3t J:REHEES Wald-Wolfowitz7 Holl olsle] EA48h A} ¢
et #gel Meat NS 7z Ms ge MEdEE Holil ASE
o A Ao, HI VAR olste] gt pARAle} A 9
stel Wd, Granger f3 9 JubdAloME 5 7102 w5 $hgo] wishg
of MUFE Aubetal 5S4 5 AKVE Trelan dape} ekl Aol
M= BE 7RSS #ge] miska ) siQigel *PXWOM fol gt At

NS o 5 e, 0.4%713H52 Dape] ARAFTE 0.6% 7710l B)&ted
A ERA 0.4%717H8 R o) wislel et satrERel Kol A
= 2 4 ASdch g Feodstel] diste myol Az St WE-E W
AT FHE FANGLFAME FgWst FAd st Fsbdare 0.6%
A%7)E0) o AA v 4 5 Sk

el | olatH &lar B2 lean against the wind Biagol <
&to] Smitgol MAsIE oM, 0.4% WHEsE 71Tl e 0.6%7]¢k] Hlst

MRS S7MESS & 4 AN F ko] A sEhiRAsHIE T ol A
fadp o] sEpiEo] AHErE Fad S e HHAIY] st AL B
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