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2.1. T A 2

CHA A Al E (multivariate time series) 2 2 nEo
ofE UWFAIALY A AU} FAZGET oz} thE A AL HAZE TS wol 2A=

ol A%, Ze ARIA £ 7 ol AALSE TAH WEAAL BLL 2T o] WEAA
Qe FAIRE 2 4R ALY AN BE e} FAY S BET AR THE ARAY Abole] A
Aol TALBE ok 4 glon o5 REE dERge] Agse Ao ATAY £ Utk =9
VAREHS the thEAQ) ChAAAGRP R mee 2o A BA7 A3 B3 she
dl olg5t ST A8 40] £ myol/] W] f-8317 2olx Baelth VAR(p)EHE A
W 27k BE o] thatel 4 (2.1)S BEaATH

ze=p+ Pz + -+ Ppzip & (2.1)

oltt. AN ¢, & k x kFBolH, ute k- HE L {e )= FBFHE T JHHo| L FEAYE o]
Yol kAl AzEe g olt). &R A AR} backward shirt operator) BE ARS3HH &(B)zy = p+ e 2
Hs] 28 = o 7| &(B) =1 — 1B — -+ — §,BPolth. T3 97|A ¥ = E(gel,)2

iz AAIGR YA ARIMARHS 25 ZA4E uwj, ACF$} PACFE R #thst A3
7R thig AIAGREFAME 2o S $3) ACFS} PACFY] HidE B I
oolgfs e B APS Z8E gty 2BEE guido® VAREF tigt
o] =4 %‘:(/Z\p)% o]83to] AIC(Akaike Information Criterion), SBC(Schwarz Bayesian Criterion),
HQC(Hannan-Quinn Criterion) & 38t & 9] 2,2 243 dubgo=z AICY|&2 F2F o
Z poll hat F54L vles Aog dA Yrh. webd B =RoAE HQC71ES AFReHT

o2 ¥0 H,
i o B

Naid

2.2. QASE (ECM) 28

Engle3} Granger (1987)°] 23] #|ke A=A R (ECM)2 AA LGt $AERAE o2
2ol A9 &7 ne 3 FAQ Byolr) Ty )
ANADe) Fa WE o = (1,—4) 7t 2R 3w aX, 7t 9 2E 2R ks AAA AL
9 o] FARLACLT 30 oS FAE WEj} sr) o] FAR MESE PAHE AL A7 ek
A9 {2} WA ADo] Aty B uf o] BYPL

Q

Ve =TA z 1+ 5" TiVz i +ei (2.2)

2 A 5 Ak o714 WEAAD 2ol 17le] BAR BAZ EASE T} A 25 k x I3
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=
T AL he) BAE e R 2AE FEolv D kx k A9 A5 LT e, A7)l g
H o

= H
QIS Vzofl Bullshs 2ANTEE LA A5 (error correction coefficient) 2} St}
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2] (2.2)9] pAt SASHRHL 2,0 2207 BEASH p+ 1249 WE A3 F R o] "L} AR
27} p+ 139] MEAHANAL BEkd 15 42450 UN2e 2 AAdEA FAE B
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B oA BEA @ oZo] A" AsE 19989 195E 20061 697HAY 9¥ A= A
HFA 7o ARE ol &3ttt RAZE T HFAY FRE 7 19RE 4997HA] T
o 28 BFFY UL, 53, 13, WIoR 394 ARE ol45lnh of AR BT
AH(http:/ /www.visitkorea.or.kr/)o| A A|Zsl= FZEAZHE 2L 4+ Qlh 2006\ 7ERE F9
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I BE WLE o83 AZY VAREY I ECMEFS FH3GI npAge R 2HH 3o a iy
20059 7ERE 20061 d 647129 1d7He] S A5 AA| dlo|Ele} vlaLste] o529 FHEEE wlast
712 gt E=3E 7 7P R ojm st By o] | SR E vy 2 sith

o

mlm

3.1. HZEY ARIMA 23 X}

I
K

29 318 GHANY BPARS} FUAOE Y T $AF dolt A 2 5 90 =T 127
g 7712 s ARYe] EAHE 20w Hold WS FE AYFHA ¢ eg49
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N
i.B
I.E
[ A
i
1.E
1.5
I.4
1.1
B2
Bt
I.E
=1.1
-1.E
=1.2
=1.4
-L.8
-1.E
-1.7
=i.8
oy ﬁ
INER TR PAEN H 4 PRFEY F ek [AFELH A 1RO bE HREL ]
e | _laganiid =< | _phlwafizl s _amer feaddd == _philgpineei2l
O 3.2, WEE UL E3, 013, Yo BY AR
H 8.1. 2uvigkst Xzl thel2
W Type Lags Rho Pr < Rho Tau Pr < Tau F Pr>F
Zero Mean 2 —214.684 0.0001 —6.43 <.0001
aqu Single Mean 2 —217.089 0.0001 —6.39 0.0001 20.46 0.0010
Trend 2 —223.202 0.0001 —6.38 <.0001 20.39 0.0010
Zero Mean 2 —173.632 0.0001 —6.25 <.0001
= Single Mean 2 —173.896 0.0001 —6.21 0.0001 19.26 0.0010
Trend 2 —176.297 0.0001 —6.18 <.0001 19.09 0.0010
Zero Mean 2 —138.702 0.0001 —5.87 <.0001
u) =+ Single Mean 2 —140.517 0.0001 —5.85 0.0001 17.12 0.0010
Trend 2 —143.882 0.0001 —5.84 <.0001 17.07 0.0010
Zero Mean 2 —351.592 0.0001 —7.12 <.0001
=4 Single Mean 2 —353.087 0.0001 —7.07 0.0001 25.01 0.0010
Trend 2 —358.972 0.0001 —7.03 <.0001 24.73 0.0010
weke sleddd A5E 2o Agstd & 3.29 22 FAAS] AHE 4L 5 vk A
B23g o] &3t} TAHEA | 2ABt] RYPS AN FHE AFES o83l AYgH ny2 4
(3.1)7F Zoh
(1 —B)(1 — B"?)log Y&, = (1 — 0.42979B)(1 — 0.29310B" %),
(1—B)(1 — B%)log %=, = (1 — 0.25476B)(1 — 0.76176 B'%)e;, 3.1)
(1— B)(1— B'?)log u]a,L (1—0.72581B)e,, '
(1-B)(1—B"%)log 2 = (1 —0.31622B%)(1 — 0.74817B"%)e;.
3.2. HEY VAR 23 Hg Ay}
Aol AR g=o] 2 3.1004 4749) =7te] ARk AAL EOﬂH BT A4S UESty E
T lom 992 A AT B9 2e] BF EAshe HIAAIA G ol o 3.29] ¥igkH zp59] AJA
dzo}l £ 312 BYS ul W s 9ol EAA o Xé*o 1 A Azekar & 5 9l
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2 3.2, Zt HE ARIMAR SO =ighdut

Variable Parameter Estimate Standard Error t Value Approx Pr > || Lag
g MA1,1 0.42979 0.10513 4.09 0.0001 1
= MA2,1 0.29310 0.11352 2.58 0.0118 12
— MA1,1 0.25476 0.11203 2.27 0.0258 2
= MA21 0.76176 0.08562 8.90 <.0001 12
o) = MA1,1 0.72581 0.09065 8.01 <.0001 12
229 MA1,1 0.31622 0.11059 2.86 0.0055 2
- MA21 0.74817 0.08413 8.89 <.0001 12
I 8.3. Yzt 519019 4 @ =029 2HUM X2 2| Johansen 3K & A
Hp : Rank =r Hy : Rank > r Eigenvalue Trace 5% Critical Value
0 0 0.7495 288.9904 39.71
1 1 0.6813 183.7951 24.08
2 2 0.5144 96.8925 12.21
3 3 0.4245 41.9923 4.14

= 3.4. AZEY VAR(1) 280l Cist ZHxtel

ki
i
;
£
J
i

. . Normality ARCH
Variable Durbin Watson Chi-Square Pr > ChiSq F Value Pr > F
gq: 2.04105 0.75 0.6876 0.08 0.7818
=22 1.8303 99.47 <.0001 0.09 0.7691
n|= 1.99185 2.16 0.3402 0.36 0.5485
229 2.08511 10.6 0.0050 0.03 0.8635
E 3.5. VAR(1)Q| FAA%L
Lag Variable SIRG == "= Bk

gE —0.35165 0.07133 0.19541 —0.07480

) = —0.06397 —0.00224 0.54245 0.21770

n|= 0.04993 —0.04329 0.06267 —0.04064

229 0.19537 0.19589 0.23996 —0.25850

HehE A2 S ALY VAREZ | AFst7] Aol 4749] 57F A4S Atololl A3 A% 2% #A7}
EAH=A Aok gtk whel AR AT EATTHA 47)9] S7h W] thi g AA AR E A
23 VAREY A+ gl e ngol 583t

A ARE o]goto] FAE AAF SASH=AE AF Y] 18] A1 Johansen (1988)¢] tfZgt
AL & 335 2ok AR A a9 AL wAE] EAA dherhe AL & 5 Aok 29
BE S BEeta AR AAE SAEHA 4 o AdSE AZE VAREZ Hestuat &
ok A3elr] AshiA= AP VAREZ S A4 pE 2Aslof 3t H 4 245 24317 AsiA HQC

2k?plog(log(n)) )

HQC(p) = log (|ET| + (3.2)
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W Type Lags Rho Pr < Rho Tau Pr < Tau F Pr>F
Zero Mean 2 0.0590 0.6941 0.83 0.8878
98 Single Mean 2 —10.1719 0.1184 —2.43 0.1377 3.34 0.2302
Trend 2 —102.9260 0.0001 —5.62 <.0001 15.93 0.0010
Zero Mean 2 0.1678 0.7197 1.12 0.9316
== Single Mean 2 —6.6168 0.2901 —1.95 0.3077 2.67 0.3993
Trend 2 —48.6398 0.0003 —4.40 0.0037 9.72 0.0010
Zero Mean 2 0.0549 0.6931 0.30 0.7717
o= Single Mean 2 —82.6592 0.0008 —5.57 <.0001 15.64 0.0010
Trend 2 —114.5930 0.0001 —6.01 <.0001 18.15 0.0010
Zero Mean 2 0.2024 0.7281 1.56 0.9701
2’ Single Mean 2 —3.3362 0.6095  —1.58 0.4884 2.65 0.4023
Trend 2 —29.5503 0.0051 —3.52 0.0431 6.39 0.0550
H 3.7. 2I0uviskst Xlgo| tiglz AH
:Rank =r Hp : Rank > r Eigenvalue Trace 5% Critical Value
0 0 0.4294 68.3786 47.21
1 1 0.1416 20.6902 29.38
2 2 0.0805 7.7105 15.34
3 3 0.0068 0.5769 3.84

HQUZo] 718 22 A4t p = 2|
o 0elkT & 5 7] W] A4To] gl AQW VAR()
= A7) ge] EAEA e Aoz
£ 34004 A 4 vk weha A2 e !

o MIH ABE APNA AL 2AASET RRAL E 359 4 (3.3)7 2o Uk,

rr

!

V12V (log(E£+:))
V12V (log(F=))
V12V (log(W]=))
V12V (log(Ze]d,))
—0.35165  0.07133 0.19541 —0.07480 V12V (log(dE, 1)) o,
—0.06397 —0.00224 0.54245 0.21770 V12V (log(5%, 1)) L | e (3.3)
0.04993 —0.04329 0.06267 —0.04064 V12V (log(W=,_,)) CRES
0.19537  0.19589 0.23996 —0.25850 V12V (log(Z2]3,_,)) Eagm,

3.3. ECM 23 H§t Ay}

4T 293 doleEo] HIAAA AL A 18 33004 FAT £ 9o T ZS HeTe
AL 2 A4 23 £ 3.6904 AT 4 ok =3 4 AIAEEN] 342 FAE TR &
A& AA3H7] 18l Johansend] e FAFS o] &3 A= & 3.7 YER} Atk BA A3} 470
o] AIAIE Abolell rank = 19] FHE FA 7 SATLE gl & 5= vt FHE DAV SA/EE 470
o NAEES AR P AEAA Byt
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PR AL M1 ETJRM3REE P1IKEEINE AFRLER R JIIKITODE R L R
08 3.3, 2OvgE AR £3 0|3, Lol Y AE
Vieg(d#,) —1.08728 0.05888  0.06024 0.04816 —0.079747[ log(L+E, ;)
Vieg(%=,) | | 1.67130 —0.08547 —0.08744 —0.06991  0.11575 | log(F,_1)
Vieg(w=,) | | 1.95945 —0.10057 —0.10289 —0.08226  0.13621 || log(™=,_,)
Vlog(Zda¥,) —6.23018 0.32947  0.33707 0.26949 —0.44622][log(Z& A, ;)
[—0.88444 —0.00765 0.00148 0.14706 [ V(log(Q¥,_1)) T
L | 075866 —0.00448  0.41432  0.16466 || V(log(F5-1))
—0.56144  0.17563 —0.06825 —0.13536 || V(log(™=F,_1))
| —0.32947 —0.08596 —0.08440 0.23470] [V (log(Z2&A,_,)).
[—1.08906 0.01224  0.42921 —0.16969][ V(log(¥&,_5)) ]
N —0.43564 —0.00918  0.52250 —0.42102 || V(log(Z%,_,))
—0.70528  0.10607 0.16402 —0.28940 || V(log(W]=,_,))
| —0.65564 —0.24426  0.09623 —0.21346] | V(log(Z22]F,_,))]
0.37743 —0.14556  0.00534  0.14289][ V(log(¥+,_5))
N —0.10966 —0.13248  0.22923 —0.06920 || V(log(FF,_5))
—0.38579  0.24852 —0.22195 —0.37221 || V(log(™=,_5))
| —0.02782 —0.28520 —0.25734  0.17805]| V(log(Z&H,_,))
[—0.27926 —0.16922  0.08959 —0.25665|[ V(log(LE, 4)) Eam,
N —0.09022 —0.20431  0.09402 —0.00115|| V(log(F,_4)) L | e
0.03998 —0.13686 —0.15792 —0.42099 || V(log(™=,_4)) Euz,
0.24241 —0.27965 —0.17285 —0.19165] [ V(log(Z&H,_,)) Eaua,
(3.4)
ECM(p) 23X 25 pE AAsH7] S8 HQC7IES ol&ste] 3 g2 & 3.80] ekt glon
HQCY #= HL2E shep=54<2 & 5 itk 2EWNE FARZAT BT 27)dde] EA46H7] ge A
22 vehtth EF JIAE0] oA o] EA6HA] ghethe 2FE & 3.9904 22 Aok mEkA
ECM(5) 23l 2aistd A5E AN A A& FHATES AT P 4 (3.4)8) 2ol &3

T4 ok
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I 3.8. ECMZ39| x4+

lag MA 0

AR 0 —11.2718
AR 1 —15.1807
AR 2 —15.2704
AR 3 —15.4708
AR 4 —15.7651
AR 5 —15.9214

i 3.9. AEA VAR(1) 20l THEH ZERte] eiAMEts A7

. . Normality ARCH
Variable Durbin Watson Chi-Square Pr > ChiSq F' Value Pr > F
gqu 1.95496 0.72 0.6994 1.42 0.2366
== 2.00786 141.69 <.0001 0.89 0.3470
n|= 1.87295 5.89 0.0526 2.18 0.1434
bk 1.97352 8.42 0.0148 0.56 0.4565
= 3.10. 0= dlw 2
EH A AA% ARIMA AE3 VAR ECM
A 94528.38 73900.31 55990.22
aqe 13695.20 15568.19 27865.81
= 93135.86 71798.08 47031.83
w2 2699.74 3861.97 10127.47
e 8153.45 7000.59 6621.45

3.4. 2&oi tiet oIs= vl

2005 79HE 20069 6L7HA] SHr9le] A HFo]| et A5 E o] 83t 9o RYEE 5H F
E< ¥ a 3t RMSE(Root Mean Square Error) 7} 22 94238} 288 AMEl3t %} it} Hlus 2
W umel =271 HnE Uro] Ak E 3.109 A= 2y, 278 RMSES 13 ZholH

qol AL52 o5 AYEA Fohn @ 5 ek

=

4

E AFoMes 7|EY Ad ARIMAREI AZEE VAREY, ECMEHY &AL AAzS 2}

vlws] Bgich Edt 7F F7PEE ojx HFPo] £ AEFHS VXA ATEgth dWw AF
2 =9l GBI} njFHAFol 3t &S = HE3H ECMEY L T3 ej=d

Fol gt &S Shed A8 Byolrt. =8 AA F7tol ths EFEE v dS W= ECME
VAREZHT} $438 1 AZ2F VAREFS 9wz A2 ARIMAR IR} $43 o =Y

2 A AL & 4 Atk o= BECMEYo] /44 £& maolet & & gou /4w vnside
o ol 3 myo] thE myuTh ol Zo] SAFTiT & 5 girk. 23] wEel] wee dZelq A
AR g 58 BYLS AGHHE o) ohjel MrEE 958 BYLS AMSSHE R0 At
= ol BYFadSe] e AREL BT ALY A ALAS 2 ARES AR WB
o} 2y AL Boto] ALEAE oIS5T 4 Glrk w3 FFe) ATNAE O T RYEL o] 83
v HA0) Am el H A5 o) Gowe] mele] the 5 T 4 it ATV A= oF ¥ Aolc.
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Abstract

In this paper, we compared the performance of the several time series models for tourism demand forecasting.
We showed that seasonal effects in the data(Japan, China, USA, and Philippines) exist in the tourism data

and the forecasting accuracies are compared by the RMSE criterion
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