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AYer 23 FTGARCHE ANSGTE Fu) FHAAE AR E v FTGARCHS] #3742 3
Z37) 93] 7)1EQFo A o] 20|17 9= TGARCH, IGARCH, EGARCH 233} g7 243}t ula3}
Ark 2 23} FTGARCHE & o] A $1719] d3oz wigAo] A A F7t 4o Agsirte AL
A4S &4 Yok 53], vt A w5 ERAL L7 A3 News impact curved o834 T2t
Ao k2 A whgEhe FrhaEel teA Qo Ax, i fEe] FrhHE o] Mt A A Q] F¥E Hola
Atk A S BT w9k, AA 854S bolHE 1 -TGARCH 230 AA711 REo] drht
EEHARAE ZA3Y}. -TGARCH] HE4E A5 317 93] VaRe AT HAL o] &3tieh. 1 254
8] F§AAG o] F-TGARCHY} thg M@ B3 R} f48hA 0 vj2dt Ao g ASH T ole ¥
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Black, 1976). ©] Z-& ¥lEA 2] EA-2 Engle (1982)0] A& ARCHE E o2 AlA) 8l .21, Bollerslev
(1986)7} ARCH 23-& U311 7] GARCH 2382 A Astgth. £3)F Nelson (1991)2 A AE &
27 o9 BEof uat @A eake] Hale] AR thE B3E zhEThs 7143} EGARCH B8-&
A ATt E3F HEA o thd “Leverage Effect” & 742 81= TGARCH(Threshold GARCH) 2.3 o]
Rabemananjara®} Zakoian (1993), Glosten 5 (1993)°l] 93 7=l glov, A¥kA e GARCH(p,q) &
oA AR} FF o] nlafe] BAte] K& J3ke F+ IGARCH(Integrated-GARCH) 8% @
gl o]$H 1 o}y B =RoAE FU FEAAL A8 0B (&Y EFRE AT A= Bld
%-TGARCH X233} TGARCH(1, 1), EGARCH(1, 1), IGARCH(1, 1) 23-& A 3A] 7] &, VaR(Value at
Risk)9] AMEHZ S B3l R¥ S vlu B 7s) 203} gk
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1.1. H|§E-TGARCH

GARCH 282 2§ A4 29 F3H(eptokurtic; heavy-tail) B4} H5A FZ(volatility cluster-
ing @4 59 5L F ﬁi‘ﬁﬂbﬂ“ AAE 7tA 1 ok 22k GARCH E % Qxpake] B 0—%
FA2 2 A Holol A FL FHe LR 7§E°ﬂ o3 22 371«1 Asp-e Nk EH) W7o, $&
Hoj| 3t 7t A g2 Hof) 5y AR E rHEEEE da F P— A% et l
He ZAE A A3 Al AT RS i v H 5HE GARCH o] wred s a7}
Qtt. o235 B-& 1 dto] Rabemananjara®} Zakoian (1993), Glosten 5 (1993)2 274 £4H& o}
23} Zro] % ¥ 38 TGARCH(Threshold GARCH) 2 82 A Al 5151t}

& = \he,
P q
ho=ag+ ) gl + ) vihi (1.1)
k=1 =1

A7NM, B 8,> 0,00 > 0, @i 20, 2p 2 0 27E U531
e* = max(g, 0), & = max(-g, 0)
< 9Ju)gity. TGARCH(1, 1) 28L& t}2-3} 2},
h=ay+ 011(8,+_|)2 + (112((-:[__1)2 + Bk (1.2)

FUYAA L] Bt)A-TGARCH 2 3£ 42 v o}, /7 5 (2007) Farst) vpitt

rlo

1.2. EGARCH

Nelson(1991)¢f] 25 A A|¥ EGARCH 2 8-2 GARCH E oA BALE 0 B} 24| 517) 9354
BT} BF okgolojof itk 7HEE 943 A 839 2otk EGARCH(p,q) R8-& th2 &
t}

& = \/}Ttet
P q
Ink = ao+ ) aiglecd) + ) Bjlnhi . (1.3)
i=1 j=1

gle) = ye, + 6(le;| — Eleq)

o 71A yo} 5= AFo|1 ¢} |ef| — E(e)= Hol 09 iid WsEo|H, EGARCH(1, 1) B¥-2 th
o 2t
In(h) = ap + arg(e-1) + Br In(hy).

1.3. News Impact Curve

FANZNAY 2 £4 A olne: 5o Atk T4, 2 ot Y v W
NS HE Aol 2 43S A £y o)y WEAL nithAF E3E AW ZFe) doh
ol gt Bt A A EHE &A= T2 A Engled}t Ng (1993)7} A 2H3l News impact curve7} 1Tt
News impact curve= 1 — 1A R F29 g3 1 03 A2 HEAQ p 3] AAE Tf2e 28



X|&-HEME 17 BIChE TGARCH 28 0|3 YT RAIAIY 24 607

T ACRAM, - 24774 BE U2 ML EL AR TANI L 6 »-FB, hE y-FEI
27 "rk. News impact curve S 53] Hh3-TGARCH BHE9] 7%, 18 F29l o) HES F
< 72 g FRAA WFA9 718717 B EEAle AL AGFoR 9 & 4 9lo g
WA A7 EA FoHE & | FEAA ] b9 71&7)7 e | BN 717 E T v AXA ot

2. U E-TGARCHZ H 0| M 2] X|&-HH = M (persistent volatility)
2.1. IGARCH(Integrated GARCH)
GARCH(1, 1) %2 t}-&3 2},

&lFy ~ N@©, h) 2.1

h =+ ai6n, + Bl 2.2

o> 0,020, 2008 Fo &t~ 17k 8] ARE o|ujgic}

2R WL G A5 (HFHIHA Hd, 2 5 FA TR T 22(RR) AHE AS
sHAl "ty GARCH(1, 1) 2@ A WEAY 49 &AL ) + 9 27 &8t AA oo
B 2494 GARCH(L, 1) 282 A& ), o + 8 = 19 327} A5 veh=d), o213 3¢ 54
o] A)&Ad o] ARA HIL, HA) AR AAe) Babol o} 228 9L A Ak o+ = 19
E%$ IGARCH(L, 1) E¥olg} R 21 uto} 5 (2007)2 FUYAIALGY A&-A5AS 458 3
St

2.2. I-TGARCH(Integrated t|C§Z!-TGARCH)

GARCH(1,1) 23o] IGARCH(],1) E8o g a5 Ax v)$3HA TGACH(, ) B4
T dFA0l o9 A7t vEie) WE Al 4Ee nixe 2YE 4T 5 ok 4 1.9 2
TGARCH(1, 1) E¥ A {e}7} B 0o) £4F 10 M2 Sgo]x gl Ze BT E e 39,
(e e ¢ = (@ +@)/2+ 1 < 19 W) B4 BXATh ¢3ko] 19] 7174 o, TGARCH(, 1) 2%
< @A) AEAde] e 717k B3t vl WE A YARE ALA EHE ¢4 Bt o HE
T8 Ee] ke i} 22 L TGARCH 282 7833 Bt} FTGARCH(1,1) 2388 t}&3 2o}

& = \Vhe,
b= ao+an(el,) + () +Bih-i. 2.3
714, @0 > 0, @11 2 0, @12 2 0, B = 02 TFHBLL, (e} FHol 0, F4to] 19 M&E EFo|T g F <
222X Eusu o33 22 ASz AL ek
¢ = (a1 ;'(112) +B = 1. Q249

2, FTGARCH(1, 1) %2 IGARCH(1, 1) 23l vt 3= HEAdol vis) 248 2yor 34
AL DESA T | AAE-LS £ ket F-TGARCH(L, 1) B & <
A o} 84 Wl -2 Park § (2009)8 =z 3517] viic).

3. Value at Risk

VaR(Value at Risk) & 424 <] A1 324 3ol Fo] 2l A=l fEel A 25717 5ol 4 7hs
FEEgeed A AN o Ho Ar)y. TEEe) 0] WAL AV(DE EAISL, At L]
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5= 719 WIS BAT EAAZ REEZE L 7HA 9 9 S E FHASA g Ay
9 4 gl 71X WEd i3 858 YubA o g AF 42 (confidence level) o) 2HA B (1 - @) & FA

2w, VaR& o33} 2] & = Ut
Pr[AV(T) < —VaR(T, )] = @

2, (1- 09 AF4Fol4 T T4} VaRE EEZHQ 74X WFo] VaRET} 22 2ol 07}
£% 5He ZhoITh (¢f Jorion, 2001). VaR 5% Al SzelA 94 7172 ool B4 4 gt A
gedzoR elach webd ViR B9 3 A3 HERY e WA 2o o3
VaR & 273He 40] VeRhs R W el Ash&-E Ashe A5 3 (Backtesting)ol It} ©]
e E2 Sohe] $EE VaR BY) 9198 A4 BAsHeAS g BAT 5 g Bk oy
2, VaR Aol 7127 H AR AR 484 43T 5 dok AFEASY YA e 2

t}.
Step 1. VaR 2 8& 0] 83ted A3 7+A 02 VaRE Z A3}
Step 2. P Y] AA| 714 0| &3t TEZ 29 AA9 o] £AS AL o] E 7] H AT

Step 3. YA 717+ 2] VaR 33 )9} A A 2] o]
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Step 4. AA9] o]/ 0] VaR FAAE 25 94 T WSS At 23] AR 7S
il )

A= A <4-HE AL 71 v]tl 3 TGARCH 239 - TGARCH(1, 1) 28-S thofst Zu] Al
AGel] ALA7| T FrFstAL st o] 89 AEE 20059 1Y 395E 20093 29 2747 28
ANAG AR(F25F Y, SFE)o), A3 AL LGAAL, @il SK €#E, KOSPL 9/ #&)°]
t}h News impact curve & E&) AF29] vt P AS #9132 TGARCH E ol At A& 454
EANE S5 Y= A (249 ¢3S ARSI BE 8o ths) TGARCH(1, 1) 282 A 33t 43,
¢3kol 19 7PA vpehtar 9lo] 'TGARCH(L, 1) 28 Ae 5 TeWE ARS8 23] A24L
slolgtgith. E3h Bl R 3 02 IGARCH(1, 1), EGARCH(1, 1) 23-& A7 T A= E A
317] $13 VaR(Value at Risk)Z o] &3] vim gt H|& 7|7+ F§AA G tlolel7t v ¢ B3
20083 997 2009'd 29 7HA 9] v ol H & vl & St

B3 2 20039 19 3ol AR E 2008 849 299 7HA] Hlo|E & IO 1-A] A% VaRe]
95% NFHTHE T3 F, AA gro] AFH 77| £FHEX 9 R2 Y] A F=E AL
o2 S0] 2003 1¢¥ 395 20089 8¢ 29971 9] dlole]l & upgto 2 1Y A|xE 2] VaR9] 95%
AFTEE T8 F, Aol €1 Qe A dlolE 9} vl A AF ke 2 RE goldty. It
&) thA] 2003 19 4YHE 2008 99 197bX)9] H|o|E} & vl 2 99 292] VaRe| 95% A1
TAE T F, A4 99 299 g vlm k. ALIHA vpA el 20099 28 2797HA 2L B
Wog 3t 95% AT} TR gk v g9 LRFEL o] & 3o Ak 4 A
29 £98L 2y AFA7)7) A5t 22 I T B0 o] &5tk EAARL BE AR
tste] 5L nE FIEro|oj 2} Ab ARl s et 7] dka Y A] ARl e 4208 2E
WE AR A= 89kt & 13 & 20 &3}
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1. U FFAALGA e Al BN A3}
DATA Model Log likelihood )
TTGARCH: v, = 0.0356 + 0.0687v,; + & 1760
B = 0.0556 + 0.021772 + 0.2833£,2 + 0.8475h,;
TGARCH: v, = 0.0632 + 0; 0605u,_, &
hy = 0.0778 + 00051672 + 0216172 +0.853h,.y 1753 095850
KOSPI TGARCH -5, = 01163 + 0005030, 7 5, 7
h, = 00225 + 0.107822 | + 08922k,
EGARCH : v; = 0.0735 + 0.03180,1 + &
In(h,) = 0.0284 + 0.205g(e;) + 0.9587 In ;.. -1757
gley) = ~0.6583¢, + |e,] ~ (2/m)! 12
ITGARCH Uy = ~0.00057 + 017301 + & 3545
= 0.00005 + 0.06945¢", + 0.2479 % +0.8413h,_
TG?H{CH v, = 0. 0007+ 0. 16970, + &
. By = 0.0001 + 0.0344¢72 + 0201752 + 0.80814h,_, 3536 093750
A& IGARCH -5, = 0.00071 5 014610, 7 &, 3550
by = 0.000017 + 0.08372 | + 09162k,
EGARCH : v; = —0.0002 + 0.15%v,_; + &,
In(h,) = ~0.3973 + 0.2092g(e,) + 0.9381n 3549
gle)) = —0.4981¢, + e, - (2/m)! /2
ITGARCH : v, = 0.001 + 0.108330;-1 + &, 1975
By = 0.0000214 + 0.05376£7% +0.14982% + 0.89821h,-; ‘
TGARCH U, = 000136 0. 1_451, Te :
= = 0.00005 + 0.04368£*% +0.151952% + 0.864k,_ 1979 098618
FAETSA IGARCH U= 00021 + 0103550, + &, 1970
hy = 0.000012 + 0.08105¢2 | + 0.918945h,
FGARCH 7, = 0.001 + 0.094%0,.1 + &
In(hy) = —0.2237 + 0.1721g(e;) + 0.9655 In k- 1978
gle)) = —0.4418e; + le,] — 2/m)! /2
ITGARCH : v, = 0.0163 + 0.1162v,-1 + & 81
By = 0.033 + 0.056872 +0.0933¢72 +0.9254h,, -
TGARCH : v, = 0.0208 + 0.1166v,-1 + &
By = 0.0404 + 0.0529¢"% + 0. 08788‘2 +0.9252h,. 2280 099550
LG 2} TGARCH 0, = 0.042% + 011850, + 5, o
By = 0,03+ 0.072657 , + 0.9274h,
EGARCH : v; = 0.0267 ¥ 0.1178v,_; + &;
In(h,) = 0.0234 + 0.1633g(e,) + 0.9877 In A,y ~2284
gley) = ~0.1541e; + |e,] ~ (2/m)/2
ITGARCH vy = 00744+ 00578v,; + & 1999
= 0.0151 + 0.0809]% +0.0067¢% + 0.9562h,_,
TGRCH v = 00419 0.05840,. _ﬂ+ z 1996 0.98420
- k= 0.0498 + 0.069322 + 0.0167£7% + 0.9413h,
SKel TGARCH 0, = 00245 + 0.06930,1 + &, 2002
By = 0.0312 +0.0762¢2 | +0.9238h,-
EGARCH : v, = 0.042 + 0.0612v,_; + 5,
Inth,) = 0.0293 + 0.1117g(e,} + 0.9781 In ki, -1997
gle) = 03802e, + e/ ~ 2/m)!?
ITGARCH : v, = ~0.0361 + 0.0904v,_1 + &, 2183
By = 0.0445 + 0036277, + 01228577 + 0.9205h,- -
TGARCH : v, = —0.0275 + 0.087v,-; + & 5
o By = 0.0647 + 0.0315"%, + 0.1177¢% + 0.9172h,_ 2183 0.99150
Ak IGARCH : v, = 0.0123 + 0.08670,_ + & 5189
By = 0.0318 + 0.0745¢ | + 0.9255h,,
EGARCH ;= —0.0583 + 0.08350,.| + &
In(h) = 0.0271 + 0.1727g(e;) + 0.9875In k., -2187

gle)) = ~03501e, + |e| - 2/m)!/2
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F 2 AL-HSA-TGARCH 230 T EWE A%y AR A
DATA Chi-square P-value
0(12) 9.54 0.6559
KOSPI 0%(12) 12.09 0.4389
L 12) 18.16 0.1110
AHg X
e 02 (12) 11.34 0.5001
Sy 0(12) 9.79 0.6340
e 012 536 0.9447
% Q(12) 7.13 0.8486
Leaz 0%(12) 8.96 0.7065
) = 0(12) 12.15 0.4336
SKELAF 07 (12) 13.21 0.3543
s 12 . 0.2058
. %( ) 15.69
02 (12) 3.74 0.9877
E3 VaRAZAZE o] £ 2B F S
DATA I-TGARCH TGARCH IGARCH EGARCH
F3.Efo]o] 5.69 8.94 8.13 8.94
A3 A 5.69 5.69 488 5.69
KOSPI 8.13 11.38 8.94 11.38
Asg 4.06 4.87 3.25 5.69
FabEed 6.50 8.13 8.13 8.94
LGAz} 6.50 6.50 5.69 6.50
SKHE#& 732 8.94 6.50 8.13
Hojx} 7.32 7.32 8.13 976

4.1. S=EI0|N]

20053 149 39HE 20093 2¥ 279 71R] FEE}olo] HolEl=

3 A1 A Hokr) A 4l2 ofee} 2t

TGARCH:

FRANA g ol & ATl &f ol 9

v, = —0.000017 + 0.1692v,_, + ¢,

o]83}9] TGARCH(1,1) &

By = 0.0001 +0.0344 (7, +0.2017 (&7, )" +0.8081h-.

RS

. o

s e
6&"2_

ARtk el A% o & AR AFT EATS

& Atk o= ol 9] News impact curve | M= g | F59) 7|€717} & | 9] 71€71H ) gA3HA|

2 71e71€ 7L Qloke AMdE #0E 4 vk 24 E TGARCH(L, 1)

1o]] 7}7+¢-B2 2 F-TGARCH(L, 1) 23] H3sto] thgo] 2745 A3t

I-TGARCH:

v, = —0.00057 + 0.173v,_ + &

h, = 0.00005 +0.06945 (&, 1)2 +0.2479 (5 1)2 +0.8413h,_,.

I'TGARCH 2 30| 283 #91317] $181ed 919] 2340258

EZ3E BHe, = &/ Vh)S AFARHE)

g o] ZEWME AL sho] AR} 120014 Ao ZEW
0(12) = 9.5(0.6599), 0°(12) = 10.12(0.6057) 5 AXI3IATE ZH A $:X &= FSER ZEWE

oA ¢3ko] 0926198

E A sABH Agdare ARsAF
4
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L |

1.0 15

value of Conditional Variance bt}
o5

T —T T T
-3 -2 -1 a 1 2 3

2 1: F3B E}o]o] 9] News impact curve
A7} -TGARCH 23 o] AA%S & 4 gk ¥l 2 ¥ IGARCH(L, 1) 233} EGARCH(1,1) &
o A de ot 2ot
IGARCH: v, = 0.00071 +0.1461v,_ + &
h, = 0.000017 + 0.0837¢2, + 0.9162h,_,.

EGARCH: v, = —0.0002 + 0.1595v,_; + &
In(i;) = —0.3973 + 0.2092g(e,—1 ) + 0.938 In(h,-1),
gle)) = —0.4981¢; + [e,| — (2/m)>.

2o AAAEE v wsy] H3 A4S VaRe] 2 EFE(E )& BH, FSERe]o] Hlo]EH ] 7
£, I'TGARCH 23 o] t}2 H) 2R3 (TGARCH, IGARCH, EGARCH)|l vl&] Z2AY 2 L BR/-&
< 7H 3 Yok WA A2 9% ) A% A% A3l I-TGARCH B3 o] Adsithe AHde &+ 9
o} &, i A A A5 A& 298 Ao 28 'TGARCH E¥o] thE vl Z 3 K} o]

e AR O AL AZFL & 5 ck.

4.2, APMEXL

20054 19 395 e 2009 29 279712 A3 AR o) o]ele) TGARCH(1, NEE A& At v}
<3 2t

TGARCH: v, = 0.0339 + 0.123v,; + &,
2 2
hy = 0.0160 +0.0457 (&f |} +0.0455(s, ) +0.9522h,).

ARAAY AL, a2 app 9 o] 27 Zpo)UA] ¢k7) wjEoll, News impact curveol| A & |23
~ ol

&, 2L V)& 7] Aol AL Holx) g AL HAY & drk. FAH TGARCH(L, 1) ZHAA 3k
0] 0.99778 19} 7}7H9- 28 I-TGARCH(, 1) 2 ¥ ol A gslo] o}-29] A8 Jgh
I-TGARCH: v, = 0.0345 +0.123v,_, + &

hy = 00114 +0.0462 (57, )’ +0.0446 (s, ) +0.9546h,...
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04
L

Value of Conditional Variance hit)
02

0.1

Value of Lagged Shock e(t-1)

2 2: 4HA A XES] News impact curve

I-TGARCH 239 ZEME AR A7} 0(12) = 13.30(0.3477), Q*(12) = 11.24(0.5082) 2 I-TGARCH
Ryl AATS &+ Ut
T3 ¥l 23 o 2 IGARCH(I, D& EGARCH(1, NS A3 A1 A H gt}

IGARCH: v, = 0.0332 +0.1229v,_; + &,
h, = 0.0113 + 0.0452¢7, +0.9548h,_,.

EGARCH: v, = 0.0432 + 0.1292v,_; + &,
In(h,) = 0.0102 + 0.1164g(e,_1) + 0.9951 In(h,_;),
gle)) = —0.4981e, + |e)| — 2/m)'2.

A3 A7 dlol Bl 9] B¢ IGARCH 23 ¢] 2 27-80] 5% 7P 7Hd7] 2ol sl Rty el 2

A=}

YL TeBke Ao] RLIBHA grhs AHIS & 5 9ok o] 8 BAE News Impact Curveol A% 2

& 910l M40l 02 FH 02 2 W7} 917 WE] IGARCH E 37} LTGARCH 232 284

& HolA e

2D 25
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| -TGARCH Models and Persistent Volatilities with
Applications to Time Series in Korea

S. Y. Hong?, S. M. Choi?, J. A. Park?, J. S. Baek?, S. Y. Hwang!-4

“Department of Statistics, Sookmyung Women'’s University

Abstract
TGARCH models characterized by asymmetric volatilities have been useful for analyzing various time se-
ries in financial econometrics. We are concerned with persistent volatility in the TGARCH context. Park et
al. (2009) introduced I-TGARCH process exhibiting a certain persistency in volatility. This article applies I-

TGARCH model to various financial time series in Korea and it is obtained that I-TGARCH provides a better fit
than competing models.

Keywords: Persistent volatility, asymmetric TGARCH, log-return, back-testing.
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