O

o~

)

"0

T 745200 & 7HA o] WE

pum—

Mo
of

T

}o

o
T

A

el &

B ol

Tk7]

X

7417200

A

el

A

2ol

A =}

A

o A7E WA

X

oA 7]

k

;OO
=0

i 7]

3|

°olZ 9
wfiEel Wkl

7} A

=

2]

Fekodnh

ot

3

il 2y

Q13|

A=

9]

A

Fo mEE WEAdY] uAtd vl xRE
B7] ot o]

2

A=/ A A kA

s

B

al

)

g, Hsd |7 =, AP, o|ZH 4, E-GARCHEH

1 G138, C50

ol
=

=27

ol

A
JEL 2/7|%

FHof :



1. A A 7]

rO
-
rr
N

7EA 422009 5 G0l E 9 WB A wH7| G- X (maturity structure)ol] thEF AF
™
[e}

B
o 719 el o AAEAD el wrlEE HESAL ol AWk Ao
‘?
A

T7]do] 7P AFE WAool ARG F335 1 o] 5 Samuelson& 2 LA ot
o]% oo figt HFATE FEAE HFHJL F5AAEd gt AFATe BA 2
Holty, FFHAES] 49 Samuelsong 5 A A8t A7 Eokd vbA S5HdE9 A5

= AN E A ereke?
2000)2F &E21(2006)°] UTh o5 EF FIUIAG2004 &
(2000)= Samuelsona#& A A3} ZAiE AT

Aol HITHEY AR 1A

»
4 3
£ &
)
e S
SO
o
lo e Mo
N
.
o2, E
E
to,

71 d o] 71 A = = )
sk Q) AR ARty 90 A Eks w WsAdol Avte AL AWt oy
& Aot wEbd UAE w7t A 23S qhr]do]l | u ¢ WEAlo] EU1E A

o rlo o
rlj
N
o,
o
4o

2
oo
et

$ 4 e AoR 714 o]
egstelebn ztale oyt

B ATE F b gl AHE AR AA MBS W TEIt 4R BEA
7198 AUAHE AAB AR ARG ARFARNE W AASE TFH] vl
thoolE AAFORM WEY WTRIL oW YA AAE BHtuA . B
Adgat mAAFYS ol gatel wrdo] W W MEBHC] AREAE AABT A}
MAAeR e MEA e WAL aQew dA AW Aol WEA WTEE

Pojo digk thotoz AAlE 7FEe A7 F 7Fx ot} A A= Richard and Sundaresan(1981)
I} Anderson and Danthine(1983)2] 4}El] ¥ 4=7]%d (state variable hypothesis)©] T}. Samuelson” | 37}
gH[A 7] H e F7E S AEFIEe WAl T del 7Y A S5 olxitte A
o2 gokHth =4 Hong(2000)2] F7]1% & I (speculative effect)©]t}. 1= Samuelson® 2}
7 ARHEA Ee ol E FAREY vdAA ARE AAg. okt AR v A
(information asymmetry)©] 2}-S W Samuelson&Z}7} A €S 4= YA WF AW v P o] &
] Samuelson & Y= A WA &S = Ak

P AEAES Ao 3 AP RE Castello and Francis(1982), Anderson(1983), Milonas(1986),
Keynon et al.(1987), Khoury and Yourougou(1993), Galloway and Kolb(1996) 5 ©°] 3 a&§H&E
< el ¢ A2 Galloway and Kolb(1996)2F Moosa and Bollen(2001) 5-©] $1th.



2.1 AFZ 9] A4

N

—

o ZkAwk7| 7} 170 ol ¢

EIEESE

S

(next to nearest)2] 7}

ol bl

A F44 7/ ol

S

]

<
=0

H,

A7)

.

HH

37} 3o

171wl w7 &

S

Z=xjo] H1-Ad

Ly
-

il

Ho

o}
N

ol

A=A

= X
T

o] &4

)
o=

B

ey
o

o

il

Mo
o)
T
ol
e
o

N
—_

=7

ke

X

A=l

(spurious)Ql #lo] =

N

Ay ohet Ad s

B g E=E 7 (rollover)o] o] Fol XAl ¥tk wrebA whr]d

F}(information effect)

AR A

Aol o)

uk
ol Wb o] gk e Al o

A A

ke
T

7=

9] 749 Holmes

=]

H,

and Rougier(2005)<]

=3
o

AAs=

o
=

Al

)

B

I




SFEH ATEe] & FA
37 }(trading activity)s 5743k 7
sho}, sk v A A 2F4 (open interest)
= el sAFa

ASF st s
ol 3l
Antit 7 EH7} =
= [Bessembinder and Seguin(1993)], FA}AF2] 73| }-o]
8 x
2 Bessembinder and Seguin(1992)°] Tk
el

22 AH%, w4
I} \m| A A kA o)
72 A (news arrival)®] U8 %] (proxy)= ©|&
&4 (liquidity) =% A8 4% (depth of the market)E =743}
(difference of traders’ opnions)[Bessembinder, Chan and Seguin(1996)]9] W& X2 o]&3tt}
At AAFSHE TE A
o= o
ol 7] &=

)
oft

2f
71 2 % (trading volume)->-
3F = 1_] 7)—1’_‘
7HI = Aol
It SH 2 S Ad=EFS dE 7
o°

2y

| A3= U 772004 59 A
essembinder and Seguin(1993)°]

vy

otk ¢
ojt}. &3]
=
[Chen, Cuny and Haugen(1995)], A]%<]
A= Asde] #AA gk AT F gEA
o] 59 AEE AHFH HEAdol (HY #A
of &gk ojetd AAdxey AR WolEd F 9
Zf ZF(expected volume)Z} of] /=] H3g+ A 2l ZF(unexpected volume) o2 3] 331
o wls] Fxte] G3rF @R Atk Holth
A EQH v} A E 2(2003), £ 21(2006)].
v AA A W] AAC gk Al AT Es i
AT o5 AYFH vAAGY EFE AWWTE E3slal, nAA gy WsAd ol
(e #AE Zeves AdE AT vAA Gl Al AEE st Flolgtd o]
A A Az Aojrt, g v A A kg S o ¥ WA A 2k (expected open interest) 7}
o] =] 53F v A A k7 (unexpected open interest) O 2 W3S Wl Mo g3rt HY O
B RN (09 e Hele Aow yERTh
o] ¢} o] A= nAA Aol WEde] dHald A F d#xl Helvh oyt A
g | AAFEE (FS5E T e AAA 8219 d&Aol7] wEel 1A Zke A
A ulE WegetA Awstrle fA fvh gk ARl P (flow)H ol il WA A kg o]
2 ¥ (integrated) A F(stock) TS A= Fo4& dart v o= A= wAA kG
of Ao WG FHol ASS nlskE Aolvh wmabA A mAAFE S A A
TR o] g3l W old TAE 1y g Aolojof grh
23 Admwe] A%
Kyle(1985)2 Aol AEE 7hA& 199 MEA7]7] 918 F23 T2 F(order flow)
&2 Aogtt weps] AE7t ol A= Aqtie] Aol 7HEAvsS 28] ofH
. 7HARsS 26ty fsiA e artE AdRe] wolol dthe Loty wkA] AwT)
e A Fo e AR AYFUeRE FA 1A WES AT F Aok FANGS
2 59 o5 Ze Aojnh. & AVY AHE WEo] TSRS W TAFAFIE A
< AYFY 7ML HAFA s B dEFY 7HE vlE] 2 o wzdstA uEed
ATH
uweba] Kyle(1985)9] =8| & AEAIG A&gvhd Ao AA4 on= ndA A
AAE e gk Flojojof gtk HEAGS] A5 o] EA= v Tas Hth

shel A BAE



)

Bessembinder and Seguin(1993)%= A # &3} 1

o

ol

HA] eaL A /w2 A

z3s

=

N

%

wl o

Az mAAFYLS auA

{F

= A
2 Yed 5 Aok AAw gt o0 4

gl

J

*

El

= A el el

&

=
=

o] o]

ol
i

AW A2 A

=

< 2 Apol7k YAt 1

3

@by

g o]}, wlto]

b

gdel A

ol

el

7

[e)
Chy

ol

1l
=]

1

= AU vgdAe

U}, Bessembinder and Seguin(1993)7} ©]

o)
A
W

0

]

AR Zhe]wkrz] 7F 902

S

aF3it.

2 4

Al
&l

el

2 e sbsAel Erh met AdE F7)

=
Q)

747t v A oF o)

=
Q)

Adje)

1
R

75

05

)

2]

il

A= Bessembinder, Chan

\=
pLE

A Ht o

ke

UhE 3 A A (multicollinearity) 2} 22 A&

ke
L

A5 Aot

3+
sl

3)

and Seguin(1996)° ¢

o

o

= At vaAe

pSKe)
50

23}

]?l_

1AA]

7)—10

)

o}
mep BT

ke
T

Hr

3} VIolgta H27]=

A /m A A kG (ol

g

L
e
A

of w Azl A

Eide

Zgstel

]

N

A

i

2 Zol7h gl wep

A/ AA YL o] A7)l

A A FAd o] of A7)l <t

Al /A kg el e

@_

R

7= &

N
No

el

?l_

Holrh, webA o dA

L
R

How 7t

)l



il

A7 el RA 7HE 2 A AR

AL A/ AAFY(vTonS 4

e

A
—~_

o
o

TR
)
;O.._

;OU
23!

7
Ho

3.1 AF59] A

e FAREAY L F7HAG20080 Bl 714, A, v AA A A}
19961 59 64 F-E 2007 39 30471A1o] U AH(daily data)oltt. =& o] of-§

g]
H &7+
7HA, A, v

AT

£

= -
[ T

T7FA1972000] t.

KeN
R

)

—_
o

Y E(nearest)®] A} AF<tYE(next to nearest)] A

2

AE =

AW = A RE7I7E 170 o

°o]§3

- E
- T

Foiel At ol

S

°o]8)

‘ol XO

7127 AR A 7]

-

N

ek weEbA v

k)

A 7F A

L
R

o] nA =

15 ZoAnkr|7F 11 o]

S

&

TdE=S °

= 3

.

A

[e]
-+

.

1712

S

Fo] Rougier(1996)2] WS o] &

S

N

A Rougier(1996)« d =7}

g 7

(optimal price index)

boaeh olo] whel Ame] H#74AA%

S

(optimal)©] 2}aL A <]

2 44

~
A

N

mJ

o AFololn me HZUE WUAA ] wolurloleh,

ﬁ
o}

.

;OE

N

N

Aol T F59| 7}

L
R

o] 7ksA7F At



140,000
120,000
100,000
80,000
60,000
40,000
20,000

0

70,000
60,000
50,000
40,000
30,000
20,000

10,000

95 84 74 63 53 42 32 21 1 0
ZZHYE - AZHE
< O9 2> HIEE Fonir]d & v A A ok




SH)

A7y Ay

sl
)

HA AT S

S

ao] wjr}

o] A7 u o] Fo)

AdFezie AAYT dart dnh AAR <Ozl m=

Mo

o] 7Y 2l (rollover)®] 7] wjiEo]T}

=
=

Aol o
AR T R

|

}o] Holmes and Rougier(2005)<]

17] €15

g 43

(v +Aoi’ )}

1 . 1
min<—(v —Aoi ),—
{2( )2

7850l uf

A gl v el v

=
—

©
=

ol 71l A r

BAA Y Zl el =

-
v

v=2xr

3

Aol =

ki3

& AdFe AA

HAl Ay

(34 ]
AAANFE An

i

Z}H(information effect)

"
=
=

gulol Q1A e,

-
X

a7t

wA e whE 7]

= =
R [e)

72 el

g

s

=z

)

—_
file)

ol

3

Aol 7191

=
RN

29

thel ol 4

o)1
o -

W WEgde] uAE wE7F YERA

ghdeb 2pze] BAo] Ao

200%

bl F7bA 5

S

&

W 2k (univariate) E-GARCH(1,1)238 < o]

Q]
=

)

B

il

el

(error correction model)©] U},

]

i

o

o] ¥ & (bivariate) ==

ki3

e

Eisy

= °l&

(univariate) =%

we

Q)
=

e A9t B s 2

3|

&

I

S5 (parameter) 7} olAH 4

[ei3
=

3 oF

237 H(maximum likelihood estimation)®] 2% F+4

B

ak7] elgv] wEolth, whekA 7}

3}(numerical optimization)?] ZAI}7} =9

]
S|

el

BE



Fog A 2 A S Aelstd oo () 2t

@) In(s,) = aIn(f,) + v,
®) Aln(f,) = ¢, + 7V, + ¢, where & ~(0, h,)

(6) log(h,) = r,tn |gt—l|/'\jht—l +y, logh,_)+7, gt—l/'\/htfl

+ B, mon+f, tue+ B, thu+p, fri+ps sat+pB v, + S, V;

+a, m t+a, (mt)eré1 evtoi, + 06, uvtoi,

DA AE7HA Y dETHA S ¥4 i (cointegration)F G 2 o]t} In(f,) & In(s,) & E1E
—ZH@P AE7M A3 dE7H4elH v, 7} H]—E & 4] & 2 2H(cointegration error)©] T}, ©] ko] FAH A

vool (5] A r 3] ¢

(5)’“ of et AR H HEFelE “% AETFd &5 AAHETE 28ekA] Ut ofFt
o] A% B.7] = (Akaike information criterion)ol] WE2W F W5 AIXWHFTE 270744 Qg A
o7 yeEt stA 34 A} o5 Aapge] A T Fog AL gl webA
el Ey dEFelEe Ak 'E:{?%O}] ek oreh!

(6)*1> E-GARCH(I,H=&oltt. -4 | t1|/\/T, log(h, ), &, 1/\/_1 2 Nelson(1991)°]l
oA skl E3HE Aot O] T &, 1/\/i4 FAATA yy 7k ol wk AW A A
(leverage effect) = 23t} y, 7} ()9 @<= 7]'11?4_ i’ﬂ‘ﬂﬂx]&ﬂ'ﬂ Atk e ol gk
o, EQ Y 19 s Za

o
G AN B AFE 3= MPEFE Fosgith $HReA PR o 2

[ A= t
7% Wsgdel 43S mA et Adsigly] wEolth

m, 9 (m,) & WEA wTtxs 2187 Y3 AFolth m, & AE H2EE &
outzlolm (m, ) &= AlFaolty Frojutr)7 MEAdel] n A= ddke] 1] & A (nonlinearity)
S X&) 9%k ARl o5 adE AHels)

(HelaL g, ©] (m)olH ZFowtr]7} Mgl mA= £
07t —a,/(2a,)©] 90K Al 0BT F grol™ zhoiRbr| o] WA
ZHAl ok

P AR STE frolEhA @kt AL o|MBRP S FAse de Aot weEkA (5)2
o] WAAS vt FA3E A (identification)®] SF+= §lvh. Ayt dEFES] W
AAS FARS Wl LAFBATIE FolekA Fk7] wEel A=A TAEHA
3l <F<] A A (weakly exo eneous)olQ—[Johansen(1992)] webs FAEHAE T S8l
M= AEFAERRS o] &3 Ao R FEar)

> o7 A sars PHAIRE 84, fiie 1 A7 Qe g EE bl kA E e
=7t Moi‘:d 1998'd 129 o] dell= sart Eo Aol dBE = 7hHgol A, Eade] A
H7F XD 2 o] Fell= ool sFEE 7ol



A
|4
o
W
v

B

TE9E zroAntr)e] wE A gy/m A A A (VTOI)

3.0

2.5

2.0

1.5

1.0

O T

0.0

95 84 74 63 53 42 32 21 11 0

ZO R evioi, 9% uvtoi, = 247} g E VTOISE o] H3 vTOIC|th Al VIOIE
VTOI®] A}7]3] 7] (autoregression) .8 & o] &3}o] F}QIT). o} Fto| AG R 7| Fe maf Alxbs
T 17704 2388l on oA Aue 8d 7P Areds AygHsR Frekgith
A7 ARE ] F4 A AgA(fitted value)S <l ¥ VIOIZ o] &3t 1 Umx] #A=
o= %3 VIOIR o] &3ttt Fug HZYE vl wE VIOl Fol7t <1¥
3> AAIE] ATt

Nelson(1991)2 2 x}o] H 34~ GED(generalized error distribution)E #| 93} St} o] &
e vt 2o

5]

expl |x|/b)2/0/2J

b(277 ) T(1+4¢/2)

(7 S =

ol 7)ol A b scales YEFUT o= shap gt 23 X (kurtosis)E YEFATE TR o7} 1
By Ao w7 45 SH(fat-tailed) HEYS 9w gl whEb 2 F o] F4Hd (conditional
heteroschedasticity)©] AT co] FAX = 12 & FHoluh

GED® X 3d}ol] #-$-3% ¥ (quasi-maximum likelihood estimation)2 ©]-&3}o] (5)4 3} (6)4] =
A% F4%) ki HFHHE 218 % F 4 SH(numerical optimization)©ll == BFGS(Broyden,
Fletcher, Goldfarb, Shanno)'H S ©]-8-3} St}

o2 HE = AAE a9 EF H XS5 F (nonparametric) FdWHl| o5 T3 &4

ot} o] We R=dq tierel



8 A FI7HA 52000 =

gt ol &

A A

!
(]
g}

il
oo
Mo

oy

R

HARE 2 A Al =AM ejn)

S

3%

AA ) T

Aatg

i)

Ho
=K

Els

o

A, wAAG, =AU/ AA T (vVTON

el

s

, X

A

7}

F7HA 2004 22

3HA

= x4

FAIRE o] 7] ol A

S

shsich.

= AA

oY
mjn
e
il
T
Ho

i

o]},

ol

= Hol7] 9

Rougier(1996)2]

)
=

I

7] ot}

H

1
JE

< 1>

L B AAEY k. Aol wEW F7EA2008 7S [(1)o]al T ol E2 1(0)°]

2]

)

A, vdA ey, 24A NG/ AA TG (VTonel tEt

el

s

=

=9

A

d

s F7EA 4200

o uet

iy

Holmes and Rougier(2005)<]

1>ol] A= Atk AR FE

78R B =

<%

A3} =
H A,

@X

A

A A 8ol

Kol
=

=
=

0

N

ok
2

of ATl A Al

s
A7 A wb Sl vAA AL F R (flow)HF7E obd el A (stock)

t}. Bessembinder and Seguin(1993)

o]
PR

1
R

Ao (1)o] 2

I~
T

b 74

S

ot}

A =2 VTOI= 1(0)°] t}.

S

]

b

e}
ol =2

=
o

WHola A H(integrated) AF5.0]7] wo] (DY 7}

oA o] &

=H
A4

200 22 HAA G2 1(0)0]™ o]}

Aoltt.

=

/1\_]:

i 7

MacKinnon®] response surface regressions®l| ]3]

1
R

Zel A

|

A

A7t A

el

s

A% 3

biek,

S

o] &3 749 Engle—Granger?d 4 A% —0.640] &3}

el

R

Mo

A ZAk7E (el ek A

7] Wil AFIHE S Z14Ed. =

ol

el

7HA S

oz

& Foheteehe Ao

A~
R



23}

g

A

ADF 7

s

= A A o

el 742

2004

PN
T

1> 3714

jifd|

—2.72

1.10

-51.25

-51.52

—2.71

-1.09

—29.33

—29.31

-5.75

-3.40

=ZAHANE

=7.77

-2.93

oA M 2

~7.11

—-6.35

=7 2) /0] 27 o

3.43, —2.86, —2.570|0{ Al

—
—

ol
= .

st 49 -3.96, -3.41, -3.12

L

[=}

AL 1%, 5%, 10% FAFZoA AH |

& =

T
e

0
N
TH
T
Ho
o)
g

A

e

aloXx
2N

200

2> T/

< 3t

El
il
%0

KF

<

o

i}

7t4

* % %

(176.05)

0.0412

In(f,)
Engle-Granger

—-0.64

(4346.41) =%

1.0003

In(7,)
Engle-Granger

* % %

—43.04

ol
=/ .

MacKinnon2| response surface regressionso|

ofsZFoll M 22t -3.90, -3.34, —-3.05

o
T

= AdsAZEe A A

b
I AME A2 1%, 5%, 10%

[

2) Engle-Granger &
=l

=
e

H,

Rougier(1996)<]

L
R

FARAAR A7

o=

E

=

=7HA % A=rhA e vEA e

o &

HA . o

o

2274444,

w2} A

Aol e,

1
JE

= Atk
A9 19 7hg

L
R

o]

5 o
E=lhun

g 1 1

0] =
AA -

Ho
N

o

%

0

B!

Tod

el

] o] Al 2~ (basis) 7} 7 73A] Al



N e

lolth. AAl= <

2>

-
it

o)

o
]
)

=y
w

4= oge <

X

fei3
=

A7} A1 ¥ (time varying)

71E4] 998 A7 ¢

wno g7
] ofof

il d

Ho

H,

Rougier(1996)<]

s

o AEE 24

ki3

#E3>0l A A =]

FAR A} <

X

]

)l
(@\]

=]

oy

714 A Q1 (spurious) A ©] T},

A=

s

&

=z ]
=

]

o 0.18%~0.19% A=t 2

oj O
M=

l

2148 ol

weh =44

o

Ho
o]

B

d] Johansen(1992)2] 7fdel] W=

(RN
A -

sorg n}

/HE

%

=1
)

el

KeN
=]

= ¢l

2 A (weakly exogeneous)©| 2}l & =

el

a2 e A

=
—

He 2 Ao R YEg o

b

)

—
file)

el

o2 YErsith

K

)
~K

oy

1

(el #&

ki3

9

Ho

] dE7H4 0]

1w

-

H
H
T
Ho

)

=]

il

7FE &

E

of HE7HA 0] A%

=
T

SRR E Y

wshy ¥

3
il

b ol

ik 22 oy

Nr

A Wl WEY S

3

$40] AAYNE FAW A%

g oo

FAOl A ol

7F A e s o Zth

A shapedlT(c)= HEF 1.69

HAE7F Ak

B

el

5olal

L
R



< ¥ 3>ECM ¥ E-GARCH(1,D)E38 FAHAINZAHAE712)

By 235 232
g
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Thu 0.0631 (0.44) 0.0552 (0.38)
Fri 0.0906 (0.64) 0.0793 (0.56)
Sat 0.2059 (1.15) 0.3136 (1.52)
v, 5.6633 (7.38) xxx 5.5877 (6.84) xxx
v; 6.0598 (3.96) %= 6.5418 (4.08) #xx
m, -0.0038  (-1.68) = -0.0036  (~1.56)
(m,) 10%x 0.4739  (1.93) = 10*x 0.3874 (1.53)
evtoi 0.0306 (1.17)
uvtoi 0.2201 (2.96) *xx
shape (c) 1.6887  (25.84) #xx 1.6872 (25.95) xxx
Eg 6927.7 6496.1
F1) Y12 evioi, uvtois HAEHFZ LK 22 ZHO|LI, BH2E= evioi, wrois MY
M2 =Zotet 2y¥el
F2) Aol FEA T 235 b2 tafolH (xxx)E 1% RAFTE, (x*)E 5% ®RAFTE, (¥)
£ 10% FolSFolM wolge e
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HEEAA AAE 282 EF H XS4 A (nonparametric) FHWH O R T3k Fo|th, 1 W
o e 7
v, 7F FERTFolA m, 7t H2YE AdEe] ztofubretar 3 o ol (AAE FA st

= AT 2 WS A9Egltt. = Nadaraya—Watson kernel =4S o] &31¢laL
%X 2% Epanechnikov kernelS ©]&£3}l3th 7FeX 25 o8 WHol AAFHo] AAw 1
Apols WE A7 ¢ ZoR deA gl

238 23 AL A9l Z(bandwidth)Qdl o] & 0.79<IQ0R / N'° & 3ttt o7
A IQR(inter-quartile range)<> AW 9] 75% W9 Zh(percentile)¥} 25% W] %ke] *}o]o]
3 NS FEO Frojy. Xo] F45E F T F(smoothness)= S 7}SFATE o]} FA]o] ¥

(bias)®= S 7}3k}



52 A2YE 7HAS o]8¥ 44w
< ¥3%1>ECM % E-GARCH(1,)3 FHANHLLE HE7HA)
By~ 235 232
= E <R
Ak 0.0007 (2.27) *= 0.0009 (2.95) #%x
v, 0.0005 (2.13)  #= 0.1193 (4.59) *xx
B At Al
A -0.1673  (-2.05) =*= -0.0696  (-0.91)
0N 01442  (6.58) ##+ 0.1065  (5.74) xx=
log(h,_,) 0.9905 (296.72) =xx 0.9917 (348.07) **x
& [\l -0.0355  (-3.26) *x -0.0336  (-3.58) *x=*
Mon -0.0373  (-0.37) -0.0779  (-0.80)
Tue -0.1379  (-1.43) -0.1413  (-1.59)
Thu 0.0987 (0.81) 0.0337 (0.30)
Fri 0.1157 (1.03) 0.0645 (0.59)
Sat 0.0032 (0.04) -0.1523  (-1.97) *=*
v, -0.1619  (-0.84) -0.3042  (-1.79) =
v 8.4056 (1.37) 10.4608 (2.00) *=
m, -0.0012  (-2.21) =x -0.0004  (-0.87)
(m, ) 10 x 0.0966 (1.62) =« 10 x 0.0005 (0.01)
evitoi, -0.0163  (-3.04) #*=
uvioi, 0.1823 (5.51) ==
shape 1.3199  (25.17) #*xx 1.2972 (24.47) *x=*
I 6902.8 6927.7
F1) 2E12 evioi, uvtois HAEHFZ LK 22 YOI, BH2E= evioi, wiois MY
M2 mehsh @Eel
F2) Aol FHX & ZS k2 tholH (xxx)= 1% FAFTE, (x+)E 5% RAFTE, ()
= 10% 7Fel+&dAM woletS LEHH



