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ABSTRACT

This study uses Panel Smooth Transition Regression (PSTR) Model developed by
Gonza'lez, Terédsvirta and van Dijk (2004, 2005) and takes crude oil volatility as the
threshold variable to see if there is smooth transition effect on stock returns. We select
five macroeconomic variables as independent variables to examine whether macro
environment approaches have a significant impact on stock returns in three main countries
of Northeast Asia, which included Taiwan, Korea and Japan. The five macroeconomic
variables include Real Effective Exchange Rate (REER), Real Interest Rate (RIR),
Consumer Price Index (CPI), Industrial Production Index (IPI) and Money Supply (MS).

The study result shows that the crude oil volatility has a smooth transfer effect on stock
returns in these countries. The PSTR present jump-ups on the exponential modeling in
Taiwan. Furthermore, the PSTR present mildly rises on the logistic modeling in Korea
and Japan. Combining with three countries in the same period, the PSTR present jump-

ups on the exponential modeling.

In Taiwan evidence, when the crude oil volatility is between 2.1695% and 2.8100%, the
RIR as well as the IPI both have positive and significant impacts on stock returns.
Furthermore, the CPI as well as the MS both have negative and significant impacts on

stock returns.

In Korea evidence, when the crude oil volatility is below and nearly the threshold at -
20.1977%, the CPI as well as the IP1 both have positive and significant impacts on stock
returns. Furthermore, the crude oil volatility is above and nearly the threshold at -

20.1977%, the IPI has negative and significant impacts on stock returns.

In Japan evidence, when the crude oil volatility is below and nearly the threshold at -
15.6538%, the REER as well as the MS both have negative and significant impacts on
stock returns. Furthermore, the crude oil volatility is above and nearly the threshold at -
15.6538%, the REER as well as the MS both have positive and significant impacts on

stock returns.
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Comparing with three countries in the same period, when the crude oil volatility is
between -7.8271% and -8.4461%, the RIR as well as the IPI both have positive and
significant impacts on stock returns. Furthermore, the MS has negative and significant

impacts on stock returns.

Keywords: Panel Smooth Transition Regression (PSTR) Model, Crude Oil
Volatility, Stock Returns, Macroeconomic Variables, Non-linear Effects, Life-Cycle

Permanent Income Hypothesis, Tax Effect Hypothesis.
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LA REs P ERY G ent ke A 31 F 2R ERR T &daEk 2007 #
67 32008 6" HEF B heES- &EF LR B2 RGI AT e X
PRAELR LHRDERSFLRFIELF o TR S 2300 0 FE

BE L EP x%{f‘ B b kA g & g oA ;hi)\)su? °

Driesprong ~ Jacobsen £ Maat (2008) & * >z 48 L™ TR T &
W R CORE R IR R T UARRI D IRLT SER @ D R < hpRE MR
L spdp 4R p o Kilian ¥ Park (2008) 335 BteARd i Pk ERhp »v 2 § Ko &

pELH B AR FOP ERL BT O BRAR R T e S
ERPPEALAPE X LB o Park & Ratti (2008) 14§ 8 foid L 64 2 K
FrRBRHEAFRFTERETERG PRIV FFE A BE2IEP, 1B)
HEDPREREFEPFEAAHFRE -

Gupta ¥ Modise (2013) ﬂ’* 121 % MFch@ e RSBk %L L
T T AR R Ui T N BRI ASEIE S V- 5 e S X
SRS - R TR R E R AR R AL £ R R

X

SRR ES S SR S XIS L EERE R ET FX L3 S T DRl S
o A B O BRI AR ARG FFRE 00
w BRSO R AR R G OARRN 4 B AR SLRE AR i B R R SR AR A
7 AR EA R fed e BREREITR G4 o

222 R HEEFEREZ LEHEPFEE

B R oL (7§ gy Fisher = 258 (&0 {15 =F FHIF+HH &)
Bk BN LD ISR AR
P AR RATR  RRRART A ORE G RORGER L R
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EHEALERE - TN BFIER K
&%#’%%M{i?@ﬁﬁiﬁiﬁﬂ%°$M¥&#%%*@%@%*igﬁ
"L‘

o Gisser ¥ Goodwin (1986) 3%

|
[
A
e
=1
H
D jud
=
|
2
'I,.
3;
}.@.
N
-
T~
—~
E
P4
oF
&
e
T
‘D‘
-
=
Eo

e
2ARAREREEER LT E ML % o Huang ~ Masulis £ Stoll (1996) =%~
% 7

i #ﬁ,’éﬁgé%@%%mﬁy P N RBPELG ASER A
RAFAFRIPRPINE R E - L AT AP L 57 S ERF %

K4 R 4 (Henriques ¥ Sadorsky, 2008) °

M%_%ﬁﬁﬁwm AEEEG T A H IR ARG RS A LD
OPEC ez & f B> 2 23kd* chA b By) § ¥ P4 07 dho 5 = dhR o &
PHE AL SR (1) Y AE REUFEILE GRS o (2) T2

AHZEAA TFTROMG EFUAFORERFEREGHRSIE 2 FL B R E

~%
=
-
[
T
b
{

2

R B O e S S E Y L A E
ARG AE A E X gt & GDP s £ (Jawadi ¥ Ftiti, 2019) » 5 % &
P - fﬁ%ii]&]ﬂ%%‘ﬁ’]\ » S HCTA S RAcR R OIS X SR SR V) B R
o~ FFEE F5 223 #ME A £ (sovereign wealth fund, SWF) &7
¥ob 3 F o Bremer ~ Ploeg ¥ Wills (2016) enR 3@~ 7 # R AW R~ 2 3 M4 5
BELRE @ﬁﬁ‘wam*m"*v“&ﬁ%%ﬁM@#iﬁéﬁ@M@ﬁ
BIF AR A E TR > & D RN T B ¥ E P 5E o Baffes et al. (2015) 2
L RAEFPRFFTHREFT I H 3 A2 A RAEDEN R PRI G = 2 PR e
Toohkn HER T FESES nw‘)é“"?#ﬁzfﬁ‘? ST E AU R N E Y e gk PAdie

SAVR IR O N A e g o

3

N

|

51
xd

B L AR AL IMATAS0% ¢ F 23 i EME A
EANF &S AHD LM G AEH RSN AL TSR YRR
hAg §F % % #7F # (Fry~ McKibbin £ O’Brien, 2011) 35 &% (2011) 25 % @ ¥
FAPE S A RacE W B FLAEM G AL TR > 2d & (7R
BAEVHBOTA SR S \ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%iﬁﬁ%ﬁi°$iﬁﬁgﬁﬁ
PEE T DT AR 2 AR H AR T RM ERD F iR &R

_“7.
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CESN R EEL

B o (4 A8 Y 2, 2008)

B.f¢ » Nandha £ Faff(2008) ?# & 22k 35 B 1 3" vk R i B % K7
W EHBE SRR RF LSRR e R AT EIREH
PR A 4 f 5§ o Dhaoui ~ Chevallier &2 Ma(2021) R &dp 1 oip &2 i ~ 9 5

4 Ao flF FAMEAYERE RARMN G HANSRYEYELD
B Bt E i B o DIATIOHSR B TR SRR o i

%ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁwé*
AR ARTE S F A TGS R A ERT R ] T

A SR X
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https://www.degruyter.com/document/doi/10.1515/snde-2019-0066/html

¥
i
T
it
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-3:%
.

31 Ay ik

BB HEAE R P E A R BRE FRA N Pt 2R A
BRTCEER R EFRE R F AR B

G4 AL BT P Rkt p b5l A el (chaineffect) » $ 2 7% £
BB PR B RS BB AT HRA el ?ﬁéé*%§’ﬁ%
;%%ﬁ%&ﬁiéﬁi’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ&%@v@a%@d%i&%4%

Ve _;E,] f%r\ rﬁ;,l.;%' %‘“ H;’Piji ?(Ll/f’_ , vﬂb

d EFG AL B A S &R H kg k% 3 F2 T (Bouri, 2015) -
iy ;ﬂéﬂ,!rt ¢ #1353 T A § £ (Dhaoui~Chevallier £ Ma, 2021) { Flig@A® 311 2
WAGRA > BRERYFF BT B P Ao F A A o B B R
A

LR

ALY FAB R AEHERT FRT O REERT FSEF 0 HP A
i%@%"%@ﬂ§%%§&%$?3$°*Pfﬁﬁ?ﬁ$£ﬁﬁ&*“%£
£ enZb U B % > 2 47 2000~ 2023 & B vz kB0 (7 5 PR i

ﬁ?ﬁﬁi Sk SRR BEULE D AP A U SRR 7O £ s i

N P

Lk -

AFT R LEE D SRR X ERE TR 0 (k2 Hsiao (1986) &
I SBFHRAFFLHRA U FFLEERS G TROBY LR 2 B A
oOF R e fg o %ﬁﬁb MR AT ARF R IREFRT 3 AP RER X
FEd e pd Rens S A E £ (collinearity) A2 0 & & Ry a

R R B2 MBI 2 BFLE T2 8FRGTE o
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AT R L BER B2

(panel unit root test) » 2% % 7

T

124 %_ (unit root test) % %id¥ B 4944 2

PN EE R R e (stationary) » FrEinis o ¥

Gonzalez ~ Terasvirta 22 van Dijk (2004, 2005) #

(panel smooth transition regression model, PSTR) > 4 i & 3

Koo &Y

4 S G T

‘}g ﬂ{é‘v

2

q_/r'f‘/r- #

R £ G R

32 $rRBFE

v

ok B

PiEHT
I't“—,\ F’Bﬁ;%ﬁ'gi;—
/}j 3“:.*1;}7: ]% #F’g{\

A A Pk s

4};}’#}33{1}}»%”’

4;._

3_311 A ﬁ_; z%ﬁg;yﬁg ,a_g‘_—.

4 O

JER 8

F 73 »c® % 4 # (REX)
FEAF (RIR)

¥ % % # % 4% (CPI)
1 #4 AdE (PI)
fmsg (MS)

—

- </

M%%@%*?i#%ﬁ
B R T

ma2<fi&% @ 7l

i

T = / 4*‘411]

7 4% (balanced panel data) it 7T 4% # s % & 47 > LR Z
T A R

PEERS B R -

ﬁﬁ,éggs » B H 2L S

33t

RFBT L
T ipﬁi‘ AR UR

L ) 4 et
3-1 #757 :

4 )

RiFFF 8

S 4 AR (SMI)

.

P e

ik #s 5 (COV)

B 31 % H

LA SRR
R E=F

£ B2 2R R

FRIELEI I R ERRE 52

FRBGRTASR P AE G0

2

13

- RN E=F SUE A
igﬁxs‘ﬁﬁimi’% FLAR R R P LR R

'F‘&Ziﬁ_u“

).

AR, K-l g g

3 7% 7RI
LRI L RIR R 1 b BAL
Wi 4 AR 5 el R

oS RMALE R RDED

B TR BL B o A e i) 7
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F LA R e TR IRB-p BMANGEE LAYy (FRED)~ &/&& v EFE &
*75‘« (OECD) ~ & W ¥ & 42{7 (central bank) ~ % K %t3* & (statistics bureau) ~ & F %

% 2 % #7 (stock exchange) & FHLE o

AN KA R AT T R R T R G T 2 R
B ARRSERFESKEFERERE L ST Em R BRE KRS
R R i o A0 (%) B RS S RS R e
R A LA RRTRE chL BB 0 S S PEE T SR A e

AR A B R R ECN B P hoT

”Wﬁ%ﬁi@ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ$%%%ﬁ%iﬁn#ﬁ@é%aw@ﬁ;ﬂﬁ&,p
e - BB E R S A 7,]\13;2 g ’Fﬁ”ﬁ *ige;jalﬁgtg,\a sutgcts o Lk

F-trids e

(2) # FHE RIR): 24 72 ARAIF (457 f3F & B ARF eIl F)
ARSI VNN R ilﬂiiﬁ;ﬁ%ﬁio

@) ##EF Gdadc (CPI): fdp M- b k¥ as- prp s
R gRE PR AL TR E RN BT 4 FE TR AL

ER RS SR SEERCE R PR

(4) 1 #ié#}ﬁi (|P|): % fg,?‘-g_l '#-%'KF’Brf‘J P AE AE - F%FE'!&PE’E?‘FF?
ZAPH B AL RS AP p R 0 LR TRAA -

[
e
|

(5) E‘v’r«;xfi—_ —El_ ( ) TREERN LT f,,% Hohm § o iﬁﬂi‘ﬁ%i}’?
@ MIB 2 ¢ Héps "L?%M(MalFfﬁﬂ%M@TT'ﬁﬁ%$°M23,
£=MI1B (:f {3+

I

FACHED FAHE D REE 3 AR) HE PR (2 AR

Pl

BE G R A EGA) AL RS EI o R Lo AA -
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H=to AR P R R R d BR Y S (SMI) 1 e & B AR T 4 iR
FHWELFFREMR AT R w0 B RSB R s mFE L
iplc 2 p g T iodple Pop REHEEER-FLA -

Bt WAIR Y P ER B W ‘% AdF (COV) @ l% 2D & ich & gl ”}S A
BE B RN AN RGARE R R ET WA o AR E

:\4&:

be 2 A S ko G HEAE B fD A E Y B R R K

:
By § & Gt 2op AL RE- LA -

33 B HENK T

PER R - PRt GF AR THEAAT N E AL Bipa
Rho RAEFREFRE FHAE AL PPFrR T TI0]

oz 2 R RS EFHRAAALNECFRRES AL PP AN PRI T
GRALE AT 42 5 222 & (non-stationary) > & T FALE AP 5 L H 4T 0y
PR ARSI FRE F R AT RS A R R L

B ML AAS A B B §¥ (spurious regression) - PR g%

AEEEE TR AT R F e FAR E R R AR LB
enE AR T A fRAS UL B A TR o AT K% L RO AT
AL > -k Phillips-Perron 2 2 KPSS = ¥ {94k <2 ; iR EBR DT R 7| F
AL #-4% PP-Fisher Chi-square ™ % Hadri Z-stat = fa4%4% ¥ 134 22 » e L&

H= N PR

E A A i I i

3.3.1 Phillips-Perron ® 34§ %_j*

Phillips-Perron ¥ 424 %% £.d Phillips ¥ Perron (1988) # ! » ¥ {24 2.0
Al deT
(1) # 7 #5E5 & pF R ARE i)
Ay =06yi1+&
3.1)
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(2) 7 #FEIE e

Ay =Po+ Y1+ &
(3.2)

(3) 7 #BEIE & pF AR T
AYt = [))0 + OCT + 6yt—1 + gt
(3.3)

ARE-PrALnr  yREdBE T BN O TR LAETAEY S8 e, N ER L
JE o

Phillips 2 Perron 2% > = #25% 3.1-33 e £ 38 2 W8 5 & B 74p k> »
¥ i A 24 R 2 (heteroskedastic) - ;z,f*gd i3 i Dickey-Fuller s T %8 > &1
CRAY VYRR ARSI ILE R ?rr]v}myp A8 o

Phillips-Perron ¥ 124 T B3k ¢
(1)Hy:6=0 (7 E+ > T2 f)
(2)H;: 6 #0 (mE4T > TR ZTH)

WFAEE ol B PREMERT G A FHFEARANT L BRR R F 2
B

MR F|E E’FJIFL

Ei
(ﬂ}
i
A
E:
W
)
&
B &
E=)
3‘7":
L
=
=
R
o
f=
St
-
S
\F\"
(ﬂ}
Z:glr
St
=1
Lo

% o (Phillips ¥ Perron, 1988)

3.3.2 KPSS ¥ o4 7.2

KPSS ¥ a4 %2 .4 Kwiatkowski et al. (1992) # 41 » #F1H 25 Phillips-
Perron 8 194 2 ;2 v @ L T T RPFFERE T A 5K E  (trend
stationary) P> % 4 A7 R TG SR T L AZIESEFRR G LI
LT AR R % L b & Rk o KPSS E 4 wuf 0 v % Phillips-

Perron 94 2 £ 3 482 % o

KPSS ¥ 4244 % enhra) i Hde
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https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/030440769290104Y

TR TS R

ALy =n+eg

3.4
B2y =&+t e
(3.5
X RN E
Tt == Tt_l + ut
(3.6)
ERERLIE u A A owkEg AT o t=1,--, TR L PFRFAER o
H g g st o
¢
T
SZ
LM=T72)» =
O-S
t=1
3.7

g A - 2 B S AR L 0L A AL BB Eo TH 4 4 & B KPSS ¢

Tl B0 A 10%~5%-2.5%~1%FF > » &) 5 0.119~0.146~0.176~0.216 - (KwiatkowskKi

etal., 1992)
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https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/030440769290104Y
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/030440769290104Y

3.3.3 PP-Fisher Chi-square # = % H 134 32

PP-Fisher Chi-square %% ¥ 124 @ ¥4 Phillips ¥ Perron (1988) # ! » 4*
# ADF Eif e 2 @mgr > w4 A LM A 4 ohp A4p M R AL & Phillips &
Perron i&—- H#H N B A LEAL 2 B FE - LT EFLADPFET R AP PF > 2
FoAe AR GFOTANEIS A 400 0 @ i % en2l Rt 2 02 (nonparametric statistical

methods) -

PP-Fisher Chi-square ¥ 13 & TP 3] 4™ !

~ 1
L, _T@-1-5(h = 5D
(TP XE D)

(3.8)

N =

Zy = G Xi)@ = 1) —%(572"—1 —S&) |St1 (T_Z ZT th_l)

Sa t=1

3.9)

TH A Al Zod R G AT(@ - Dbk %> SEha22 - KRB Z,
TiFaT R

PP-Fisher Chi-square ¥ 13 Z_3 ¢
(D Hed=1 (F 40 BRALfE)
(Q)H;:a<1 (mEA» FIRITA)

% o (Phillips £2 Perron, 1988)

3.3.4 Hadri Z-stat %% & 134 32

Hadri (2000) # ' Hadri Z-stat ¥ {24& 7222 KPSS H ¥4 2 2 &5 4p 0 R

,hnMﬁA1v4 i\%‘b%gﬁilfrilﬂ\$§§£ AL ﬂnpp,,}lx T ﬁ.?lj"ﬁ&j}l”ﬁﬁ{{lo
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BRSO RAPTRE G L SN AEF RN Y SRR R KRS -

TR ISR BEA AR AR TR AL R L

B#cdp s 17 o

Hadri Z-stat ¥ 194& <2 el ] 4c™ -

T UREN =K

ALy =1 teg

B 2 Dy =1+ Bie t &t

X T RAEEOH E

Tit = Tig—1 + Uz

EaeN: N B=a ke

(3.10)

(3.11)

ft=1, Tfei =1+, N4 ¥ g 2wy BRETF nifot® g 50 Lip = 2 A fedp

I (independent identical distribution, iid) » ¥ E[g;] =0 > E[i] =62 > 0 >

E[ci]=02=>0

F02=0" Py, s E2Hs] - 4

P R B 2 Bk A 8] G
Hy:A=0
Hi:A>0

FAR BRI L Rl RS

_ \/N(L’M# B ";H)

u {H

19
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§ Q2 =var(JV?) o s R eenT 08, =< BB, =

VN (L, - 2¢,)
z, = 1
5%

= N(0,1)

(3.12)

N
™

t
2 _ A
Sit = ZEU
j=1

1_51\J_%ﬁ7\1:€;:; :

dod o @ BERK AR 2 5 0 RIS

_ N(LM. &) = N(0,1)

Zr C
T

_ i . 2 _ 11
5 AR G 6300

§ 02 = var(fVR) » S4B R Hech T 0K, = -

U

_ N (¥ 5)

(3.13)
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1
m_li T2 1Si2t
P 62
i=1
b (1) ¢ AT L AR E A BB Heenin o Bl

N /1
_ 1 Z T2 {=1 Sizt
N i=1 682"

(Hadri, 2000)

3.4 ST # e i

RFT L ARt 2000~2023 B 0 Wk AR SR EPS o 0
REFER B IS 855 TR SRS TR e AL T AR 2 0
AR B W) s % (individual effect) 2 pF i s % (timeeffect) > # 4 5 »cE T 5
w2z R F 2 (heterogeneity) -

¥ SO R A Y gt R Sl B GRS R R LR R

ARAEETFRT VR B2 i rh i R R ET DT EM G 80 ERERS

oo B UM EHERA A R BT EFT R > dot 28E A R E Sk &
AR Sl -

W H fhd Hansen (1999) =22 H endigh /" A B3 By LB T AL A 7
P ki 2 a2 FSfEY ¥ 7 F Sl AV B E P IEREREERE T
AEB B RE > AN R EAT R R R G A o g
i o Rt HOA LR AT PP IR

B3R o2 A2 T it
PR 2 B A AR - EREF LY 7 BT

doi:10.6342/NTU202404428



A ERBCGOR TR e R0 ©hd Gonzdlez - Terdsvirta #2 van Dijk %
2004 & 3% 1 > H % Hansen (1999) #HreniAl i 1 4 — B TS sk » £ H 4
—@ﬂﬁ#&m£14fﬂﬁ’F%%%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’?ﬁmjﬂﬁ’ﬁﬁw
el EiTE L F A TS ER G A2t — fEEH IR % - (Gonzdlez,
et al., 2004, 2005)

St e A LR G vt A e e MRk (fixed effect) 03
AT R AT T A B (L) MEAIT AR - AR L4 BT
Bl A R B PR R b2 Y Rt B i
Eip B s Gl s BRER B2 G 3k > €158 - ## 58 (transition
function) &3 L P HRFP A2 AP FR - L BB EFEEEFT A 2 A

ERHEE LR F AR A TR BHE O g PR bR
¥5(2) AHEF TR B R ARG - ARk TRE D 0 SR
WH- SN TS e b -2 (smooth transition regression, STR) " ¥ % & -
AR A Eﬁf #-7| (smooth transition autoregressive regression, STAR) & #* o

(Terasvirta, 1994, 1998)

AFPTREDRAFTHEEFFLERY EFF A7 LEFAE T RS ET
i3l s i e L F BB TR L3 3R TRy i‘u{'?z»
RoFF R TOFTHF o R TP R RCR A 5 REE g 1] et v
o ER G AL B R Y EREFR TR AL R iR - A
AT E Gl §RERFT AL RN > 3T 2R 0 7 s PSTR ARG - A
Sl B R o v d P AV S E R R L B R A S N+
BEEa &F - BEFPN DRG] BT TIECE] - 1395 Terdsvirta 2

L A @B (Terdsvirta, 1994, 1998) » B ZL A K T4 !
Yie = Hi + Boxie + Bixied (Qie; v,C) + €3t
(3.14)

i=1,-,N & BpREc-t=1T C4&FF y, "&-32 x; F&- k &

wE o T NLAH SRR A R, RABROFEONE TR AL
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Pl R R EET AL DB ey, RAFAF I HFEL0
FRL o PR EpE Af T e ~iid(0,0%); g(qisy,c) B A Sk
B gy REEERER BEANO0F1I2ZF y RAEHER c AAEEPM
B -g() Tk - fi § adc 1395 Granger~ Terdsvirta £ Jansen #2573
H o e S0 Bk TheT o (Granger £ Terasvirta, 1993; Terésvirta, 1994; Jansen £2
Terasvirta, 1996)
-1
9@y, c) =| 1+exp —VZ(% - )
j=1
HPey>02¢; << <c¢p

(3.15)

rRP = (c, o) BEAE M BEEY v Eai=g 2% (location

parameter) ; jp| £ & 4% pF T A2 R 0 B AL S S dic (slope parameter) y (T 5 §FE o

##H m=123F y B% g%ﬁg‘ gC) Sk F > §F yooo Fog() en
Sl § AR T R A R R AT AE - PR E A 2 Bt
% #3] € & Hansen (1999) #% & endidy PHEH-AIAEF > T IR DM ) 8 > 4e
—

7|2 AR AT
Yie = Wi + BoXie + B1Xied(qir; ©) + &

] _ 1 ;ifql'tZC
¢(Qitlc)_{ 0 ;ifqitsc

(3.16)

¥ yo0 ®og() g gt ag YA E @ gT 2 P o
¥ g() B A O0F 12 S fFidlciml £T S B & Bo+p

¥R A AR SR T m=1 & om=20 § S8R 5
m=1 pF o x ¥ L2 5 BRI (logisticmodel) - 51355 i #2103
HRASLABRT S EESE qRTE AR gL BB g()=05; §#
HRE q ST ABAFOR gO =1 §RERE q S ARG P gO) =
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0 % q BFIEE ¢ dvhEp o g() § 2R 0T LenT F BER &
el 250 BA7) A o B132 IR S m= 1 B 4 el R
o 4 e g SR

1 ,ifqe>c

9(@i;c) =1 05 ,ifqpr=c
0~0.5,if gt K ¢

(3.17)
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0.7

T

0.6
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0.4

0.2

0.1

50

Bl 3-3 @i e m=12 @3

P m>1 P g ﬁﬁtmﬂ/%ﬁkg A 2 B g i AR 0 R
#Tm=2 6] ?ﬁi;%:}?,ﬁ:?‘;‘]ﬁ’?‘;‘] (exponential model) » B P H-E ¢ <,
TREEER y ABTEG S O MERIEKE TR PoiRE R TR R A
ZHHREF FEEREg AH A BPEE c BT g=¢ & gq=c; R
g()=05; § @R g 202 fAB AR gO) =1 §H#ESEq F i
B BEEEZRN T g i3 2oy BFoR gC) BERD 0wty

2 TR ER G B R]) he  B 3-3 7or -
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1 if qu Kcporqy > c

9(qie; ) = 0.5 ,if qit = cy 07 qir = ¢,
0~0.5,if c; < qit < ¢y

(3.18)

| | |
50 100 150 200 250

Bl 3-4 #ik S m =22 @A

fo- dLiteh PSTR T ageded 5 B 7 on® o H B3 o0 258 Bide™ 9f

T
Yie = Wi + BoXie + Z 1ﬁfxitg(CIitiVj,Cj) T i
]:

(3.19)

Mg Sl g() Ak Ed 245t (315) Awo =1, A HAY
Fhr BT ﬁ"%fﬁ&ﬁz’ REHA A2 BARRERT gHEEIHE m=1
PEEER Y ABTRD S MHMEERL - U el TE RS g

WA BPEE ¢ 2o o REROT L hE Bt > FARYE L -
Hansen 1% & % & 3] -
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35 %k T FELR T

i PSTR 537 sk * = BHBA P LFHAK T BHJEA 5 © LEBR
FHLE LG P g R B im S b R R E i G (enim =
1 m=2)’§‘x%§ Ei#iﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ'{(ex;]:1’...'7-),;};?;‘11—-}{’75};?.&?—1:7‘;;;}19 .

351 F iz

PR AR Wk £ R 3 B e TCR AT b - i»’jfuﬁ *
FRERHRLT S RETHE FR TR RETE yer &2 PSTR 53] 2 473%
TRl BTl - HARM G L BT TR AT R SRS  an o
HE e T M ERACA P g Bl (sensitivity factor) > Rfr Kidg FAL L et

BARLE T - R FFs 3¢5 8t o

¥ Hy -y =0 & Hy By =0 it5 PSTR s & Bk P> 7 i % e
SRR P REFIARIF VA F A REDRZECFLAHEETR - EDOE A
BRYmge g FHE =R Sdc (o) o FAZE S LD Davies 1 -
TR REE 747 7 (Davies, 1977, 1987) » # #6d  Luukkonen ~ Saikkonen £
Terasvirta (1988) ~ Andrews £ Ploberger (1994) {= Hansen (1996) * & & - 4 %[t
AR AEIAT R PRI F a2 2 o A7 £ 4% Luukkonen -
Saikkonen ¥2 Terasvirta (1988) #7#% e 2 » F M & B Hyy =08 7R
T # g() E&7- Fz"%f”@l B3 50 BSR4 ¥R f25Y (314) F
® T engf pb i fE L

Vit = Wi + Bo Xir + B Xt Qir + -+ PmXie @iy + €f
(3.20)

B0 Bl B Ay R €] = e + R Ry RIS - FEG 5E
Bladple Ate e 4258 (814) sy £.F 52 7 &k 2> 42;% (3.20) ¢ By =
= =0 WEFRR R R A AR RERT (e} = (e 4 A

1 BENRGRITRE o $ 3 65T LS RIS
T T LM SR enlk 0 A 4250 (3.19) 2 %%iﬁ%gz%&ﬁ?

’;r,]x g fgsoé_}iﬁﬂg;\a-r,
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https://www.jstor.org/stable/2951753

ERENAZ LM A3 8 AR T LM B3 2 7 RALF AN EE F B

E o L BT AT

(1) &3
B = v, _thit
it ylt T
- _Ztyit
ylt ylt T
8 Y =B+ ¢ G LT3 o (residual sum of squares) > 4 H
RSSO °
(3.21)

) £ Bk

o Dt Vit
Xit = Vit — T
~ Dt Vie
Yit = Yit — T

! ! m
2t Xt qit Xt Xt

! "Ny o2 \
B Y =B+ (itqit_ e )+€ EEEE S L

%’\';‘E!é RSSlo

(3.22)

B) ZH P EZALT fol s AUFEA S U EE F PR

Yo T

RSS, — RSS,

LM =TN
( RSS,

>~X%m@

< (RSS, — RSS,)/mk
L F —

RSSl/(TN—N—mk)>~F(mk'TN_N_mk)

(3.23)
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BB A e LM et B otk TR EF F b Aol o

(Luukkonen et al., 1988)

352 FHFFH I

FRAR L SIESRERE T AL A IE NG A (Tm=
18 m=2)0 B angidf W) & A Sl REFUB S Imp > GF L -
PG HAE A R RE DR T A FRAFI TR RZT § T
# 58 o # Lundbergh ~ Terdsvirta ¥# van Dijk (2003) # 2! Time Varying Panel
Smooth Transition Regression (TV-PSTR) » #F % #cit 7 - Rk 20 H #A1K 2

Yo T
Yie = Ui T (ﬁ{oxit + ﬁhxitg(chti V1,C1))
+ f(t/T;y2¢2) (Béoxit + Bélxitg(qit; )/1,C1)) + &t

(3.24)

Ao RUERes f() dliii Bl w7 #o 2N (3.24) B AT

Yie = Wi + (.3{0 + ﬁéof(t/Ti Vz,Cz)) Xit
+ (,3{1 + ﬁé1f(t/Ti Vz,Cz)) Xitd(qie; V1, €1) + €ir
(3.25)
L «”%‘%E} fC) Sfick HE 58T EF - R B () KA
-1
h
f@/T;v2c) =| 1+exp| -7 (t/T - Cz;‘)
j=1

(3.26)

# fdechT &> 4258 (315) ik 0 B A MEH REY qp TR TS /T -
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B f() SlcRi- FE G PR BT RN AL £ A2 (3.24) G
S et F S
Yie = i + Broxie(t/T)° + B xi (¢/T)' + B3 23 (¢/T)? + -+ + B2, (/T
+ (Bi1xic(t/V)° + Brlhaxic(E/T)' +
+ B;;zxit(t/'r)h)g(ql'ti }’1,01) + &y
(3.27)

FwE m=1 pF> TV-PSTR HA%- ¢ 5 mE A > 4oF 32 “757 5 @ %
i m = 2 Bj’: ’TV'PSTR E'J g IV (C21 + sz) / 2 é LA EIL_ m%%%ﬁ"@;ﬁé "hr']:'g] 3'3 t“'i‘

B AR (324) oy, AT LE OSBRSS (327) 2 BRK L
Bi==Pi=- =P =0 LF AR AP R A s bhRBEET ()=
() AT - B3 PR B S RSP £ §HT B ERGR SBF

VRITODZEDETRPSI 2T R ABRABR TV UFEEH LM AR
PR AR 2N AP FF E AL LM B3 o bt LM
BP RV HREASLPD RS 2Rk > B2 pd B S (2hK TN -

N-2K(h+1)—(m+1)) ch F 53+ % -

353 H#HFF PRS2 & T

FEBEWNE L A A BB RIRAULIEET R SE NGy o
il G=1,-,r) 7 LXK (3.14) fv (3.15) = 425% > F]5 PSTR #A|® £
T B g xmﬁ*ﬁ RRFRFG R TR A2t 314) ¢
A fFr=19EXR KT P G R E BER P A 2N (319) A r=
2 BRI T FTE S RN (314) HEBE LT oA AR

Yie = Ui + BoXie + ,B{xitgl(qi(tl); V1,C1) + B3Xit g2 (Cli(tz); ]/z,Cz) + &t
(3.28)
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Wi R qf 1o qf o

2T 5
E3

s -
0 BAEABXRT FEEGRAEBEX FET3

YO FTREL T RE by, =
AP FAFZ B R AHIZERE
TR EFHR%F IR TESN FIEG B R B Sk o i A AR Al Y PRk
® (r) edciE o
E LM MR o 2
bl

gZ(qi(tZ);VZ,CZ) - [ % ¥R

» #1351 %2 352a HFeri ¥ o fdpk o &
EE

S LI A S
9 (qlt '}/2(:2) H#-= fg 50 (3 12) AT S mﬁ;ﬁné T‘—’g—;

2
Yie = Ui + Bo xie + ﬁf'xitg1(qi(t1)i )71,61) + ﬁz1xztg ,Bzzxzt(glt ) + -
+ ﬁmelt(gl(tZ)) + gi*t
(3.29)
SRR RO BBRKXELSE HpBor = =Pm=0 > #2478
PRl H 2BEBHHT LM BB - BV R AL+ 30388 F &
?i’ﬁ&ﬁféi?ﬂnnmﬁﬁgwh.mﬂm£ F(mk,TN =N —2 —k(m + 2))°
(Lundbergh ~ Terasvirta 22 van Dijk, 2003)
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F_k
(r

|
=
i
R

A Atk A TR RA MR BRI A TR AFE
MR RALEE FRHFE AR QR AT A SR L R R R
PR bl St s T P AR A B 6 5 AT R BT tol s X A
AE B E P e B REE G AR EST AT AT
Er2 Ay RE pERRELE LA (W) B R R G
R RS R EF Yk 2 KA Al PR ELEIRE FIRATHE
ARG AT IR T R L - AL HE R LA
WO MM ARSI RAPTL R T TSI FARE =TI A o AR E
24-1324-34 55 58~ s g2 P Ao LW RHRL AE R B S o

341 L RELERT L (18

RELH T 3ok L A o E ¢ Wil R B TGEK
SMI 0.26 6.14 22.52 -21.50 0.79 -0.25 1.93
cov 0.30 10.21 52.92 -54.41 1.66 -0.91 7.52
REX 0.06 1.48 7.15 -4.46 0.08 0.27 1.58
RIR 1.95 0.87 4.75 1.13 1.75 1.80 2.73
CPI 0.06 0.61 1.78 -2.06 0.01 -0.24 1.12

IPI 0.30 2.60 10.09 -15.94 0.28 -0.89 6.98
MS 0.63 1.30 6.00 -3.59 0.48 0.92 3.10

E

LSMI: % W 4 HAR o 5 ~ COVb 1 % 85
B

IPI:1 ¥4

R FRFREF CRIRF TS ~CPLY § 54 §dp s 5
4 Adp R 5~ MS:

2.5 3% % BH wb % o

RE LA k. L rE Bl E Vi LRRCE S R S
SMmI 0.33 6.23 20.25 -26.31 0.85 -0.47 1.47
cov 0.15 10.22 52.86 -54.36 1.45 -0.92 7.51
REX 0.03 1.91 7.79 -13.50 0.24 -1.42 9.57
RIR 1.56 0.95 3.50 0.25 1.25 0.24 -1.25
CPI 0.21 0.37 1.29 -0.75 0.19 0.10 -0.06

IPI 0.15 0.56 2.10 -2.35 0.13 0.08 2.19
MS 0.61 0.58 2.37 -2.10 0.58 -0.20 1.49
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X
L.SMI: % if 4 Hcd¥ o 5 ~ COVoi i %8 % ~ REX:f oe R [R5 R85 5 ~ RIR:F {115 ~ CPL § 4 4§ 4p e 9 5
IPL:1 # 2 AAp B b 5~ MS R i & gd 5 o

2.4 78 ¥ H fi'_i'a;; % o

443 LR gEsERT L (P A)

R&E LA T ok wFL At E & vk LETRCE SN Rt S
SMmI 0.20 5.04 13.71 -28.50 0.62 -0.98 3.98
cov 0.32 10.25 52.90 -54.58 161 -0.94 7.54
REX -0.28 2.22 12.37 -6.47 -0.36 0.55 3.57
RIR 0.30 0.16 0.75 0.10 0.30 1.29 2.39
CPI 0.03 0.30 2.07 -0.93 0.00 0.92 6.76

IPI 0.08 0.51 2.86 -1.92 0.00 0.37 5.46
MS 0.24 0.50 2.10 -1.03 0.16 0.99 1.70

=2
LSMI: % 47 AR 0 5~ COVei W %8 % ~ REX:§ % R 88 F ~ RIRF 115~ CPLif § ¥+ § e % -
IPL:2 %2 Aip#c®d 5 ~ MS: i b b 5 o

2.5 70 B¥cH 2355 % o

42 KB I RK

BEREFAL T A THFTET L L ARERE R RS PR
#eit 7 5 424k 2> #-12 Phillips-Perrontest 2 KPSStest = fa ¥ 134k <% » ¥ % &

F_‘.
41

Rerps R 7| F AL EE B2 {5 ¥ 44 PP-Fisher Chi-square 2 Hadri Z-stat =
BE G T2 0 MERAF T ETE Z ML o Phillips-Perron test ~ PP-Fisher Chi-
square PBER R T m R BR Hy &5 2 H1OH2BR H 57 5 ¥ 2 KPSS
test ~ Hadri Z-stat ehigk 6 2 > BB BHR Hy 24 3 d 3 ¥ B% H 2%
H43 o

F4-4% 3 TR HE 1246 2 % > 12 Phillips-Perron test 2 KPSS test it
o LR RERTEEET I SETEL R EARL1I 4T &7

PFELATH L

2 44 ERBEES (L)

H ERKz 2 el o P-value/t& % %
SMI Phillips-Perron test -15.9702 0.0000***
KPSS test 0.0329
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RELH B3 nitg P-value/#k = % %

cov Phillips-Perron test -12.5866 0.0000***

KPSS test 0.0376
Phillips-Perron test -11.4854 0.0000***

REX KPSS test 0.0542
Phillips-Perron test -9.3631 0.0000***

RIR KPSS test 0.0928
Phillips-Perron test -29.3849 0.0000***

cP! KPSS test 0.0944
Phillips-Perron test -14.0819 0.0000***

" KPSS test 0.0250
Phillips-Perron test -11.2781 0.0000***

MS KPSS test 0.0369

o

LSMI:% i 4 BedR P ~ COVid i %% % ~ REX-F o< F o % %8 % « RIRF [F11% - CPL % %
PR AR e S IPLL RS A RS CMS R R ERE S .

2.Phillips-Perron test 2_ & & B3k Hy: i e H 49 ~ 72 B30 Hi 3 0% 28 49 o 12 P-value «5% BHHGALEE ¥
K H 1%~ 5%% 10% T B 7 5 H 42 00 ckx2 ¥ 0w (N A B E LB A 1% 5%% 10%T &
."f]:' o

3.KPSS test 2 /& & Bt Hy:? 05 B 40« 2 Bt Hy: s 6 H 10 o B KB4 1% 5%3 10% » bt
B AqeR A W5 0216 0146~ 0.119 £ 5 * Tl 68 2 75 6B 2 0 9% F%E X0 U % 4 M F
K G 1% 5%% 10%T BF

AL FHEIAIEFEIFTLEIR &2 27 A0 B o

SMI-Taiwan COV-Taiwan
30 60
20 40
10 20
0 0
-10 -20
-20 -40
-30 -60
00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
Bl 4-1 g B (24 Bl 42 0§ R6F (£4)
REX-Taiwan RIR-Taiwan
8 6
6 5
" 4
3
2
2
0
1
= 0
4 =
° 00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 & 00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
Bl 43 229 FRdepd (44 44 R FHE 38
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CPl-Taiwan IPI-Taiwan

=3 -20
00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22

W45 0§ K4 e (L) W46 1 %4 A s (474)

MS-Taiwan

-4
00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22

B 47 PR ELEEREF (L%

%4-5% % 45 FAL0H 194 #. % % > 2 Phillips-Perron test 2 KPSS test i 7
o FARERTEEFT T2 F f& Rip R 55 210 A
7% e TSRS R L 4oF4-83 B4-10% Bl4-15% F4-160 &7 L e £
AEREFFHFE PR HF R ERe L RET R LR
413 P FA SRS F FHF 2 7 FF R b F E R LL4oR4-122
B4-14 -

i 4o Bl4-112 B

% 45 BB TEE (2 )

# ERHz 2 A uh P-value/#& = % %
SMI Phillips-Perron test -16.6760 0.0000***
KPSS test 0.0625
Phillips-Perron test -12.4919 0.0000***
cov
KPSS test 0.0361
Phillips-Perron test -11.9772 0.0000***
REX
KPSS test 0.0492
RIR Phillips-Perron test -3.3689 0.0577*
KPSS test 0.0948
dRIR Phillips-Perron test -15.1660 0.0000***
KPSS test 0.0340
CPI Phillips-Perron test -12.5651 0.0000***
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RELH ERpa Bt g P-value/¥# 2. % %

KPSS test 0.1587 =N
dCPI Phillips-Perron test 57.4352 0.0001***
KPSS test 0.0669
Pl Phillips-Perron test -8.5456 0.0000***
KPSS test 0.1036
MS Phillips-Perron test -17.9636 0.0000***
KPSS test 0.0706
L
LSMI5 % Ap BaR p 5~ COVob T 85 5 ~ REX: 5 »af e #d 5 FEAF ~CPLY H

PR A e S S IPLL R A RS MS RS ERE S .

2.Phillips-Perron test 2_ 5 & B3R Hy: 3 2 HE 42 ~ 2 B3R Hyi? 57 28 12 o 11 P-value s BHGARBE ¥
KA 1%~ 5%% 10% ™ £ F 3 . H 9 ok cokkz k0 w0 L RE LRI L ]9 5%% 10% T B
% o

3.KPSS test 2 & B2k Hy: % TaE e R Hy o BEREL 1% 5%% 10% > it
Benfeh Ea i 02160146~ 0.119 - FF >0k B A £ 5 A H 4T > wkx kg ko w L % A5y
KA 1% 5%% 10%T B E o

4.% 38 4?5 RIR ~ CPI ¥ %38 %17 405 b & Bk 7 0
CRERN & UK

5.4 B ITHIOEFIFEFTALEN &2 EFL BT

ER G Ll RTIHFE

F_

SMI-Korea COV-Korea
30 60
20 40
10 20
0 0
-10 -20
-20 -40
-30 -60
00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
Wl 4-8 i 4y BRI (3 dE Bl 4-9 o %% (54
REX-Korea RIR-Korea
8 2
4 1
0
0
-1
4 52
-8 -3
-4
-12
5
-16 6
00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
CIESUSES B =X S ENCED B 411 3 IS ()

doi:10.6342/NTU202404428



Differenced RIR-Korea CPI-Korea

1.2 1.6

0.8 1.2

0.4 0.8

0.0 | WLV 0.4

-0.4 0.0 i

-0.8 -0.4

M e LM = L o g tmsm e e o S I T T o S
B 4-12 FFIF - LA (% 4) B 4-13 i f ¥ fdpicRd 5 (s dF)

Differenced CPI-Korea IPI-Korea

15 3

1.0 2

05 1

0.0 i I AN I 0

0.5 -1

-1.0 2

Moo 02 04 06 08 0 12 ¥ 16 18 2 2 P00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 2
W 4-14 3§ § 4 HAp b 5 Bl 4-15 1 32 A% 5 (8 3F)

- IAA (%iF

MS-Korea

=3
00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22

B 4-16 5 mnB o5 (41)

2465 p A FALenH 134k 2% % > 12 Phillips-Perron test 2 KPSS test i& {7
W AT RERTSEFET TG AN L eRE 5 AN FTRENRD
WA ACH4-173 B4-192 B14-223 B4-24 > H PieF A AR F T2
ST R AT L 4oRA-200 e F A AR TS 0 F P ML 4om4A-21

346 MR TR (0 4)

BERLH E{gp e ng P-value/#k 2% %

SMI Phillips-Perron test -13.9268 0.0000***

KPSS test 0.0551

Phillips-Perron test -12.4433 0.0000***
cov

KPSS test 0.0370
REX Phillips-Perron test -12.6979 0.0000***
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RELH ERpa Bt g P-value/¥# 2. % %

KPSS test 0.0908
Phillips-Perron test -3.0992 0.1085
RIR KPSS test 0.0654
Phillips-Perron test -14.7382 0.0000***
aRIR KPSS test 0.0309
Phillips-Perron test -14.5248 0.0000***
cP! KPSS test 0.0658
Phillips-Perron test -10.0064 0.0000***
P! KPSS test 0.0874
Phillips-Perron test -15.4556 0.0000***
MS KPSS test 0.0465

L

LSMI-% W 4 Bedf 9 %~ COVi ff %9 5 ~ REX:§ oeR o5 %8 5 ~ RIR:R ¥ 15 > CPL 3 %
P HAp e F IPLF 2 A BB S  MS R R RS

2.Phillips-Perron test 2_ & & 3k Hy: 15 8 42 ~ 2 K Hyi? 5 8 19 o 2 P-value 7% BE4G AR AT F
KA 1% 5%% 10%7T B F 5 wHAT MR AL wl R L BEFORE L 1%~ 5% 10% T B
:‘37 °

3.KPSS test 2 /& f Bk Ho:? 5 te 849 ~ 2 Bk Hysr 2842 o BEE-RE A 1%~ 5%3 10% 0 53+
Benfeh A W 5 0216~ 0146~ 0.119 - F F >Nl B8 & i A H T 5 ek L k2 k0wl kL Bg ¥
KA 1%~ 5%% 10% T B ¥ o

At %Y RIRBGTAFIIEGRABR IR EFLALAKRIL RIIHFES T
Hiv o

SHG LB BRI OEFIES IR &2 EFL AR T -

SMl-Japan COV-Japan
20 60
10 40
20
0
0
-10
-20
-20 -40
-30 -60
00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
B 4-17 %4 gR S (P +) B 4-18 o % gHF (p )
REX-Japan RIR-Japan
16 3
12 B
i
8 0
4 -1
2
0
-3
.4 ”
N 00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 . 00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
Bl 4-19 3 »2f TR #d 5 (p ) Bl 4-20 #7113 (p )
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00 02 04 06 08

Bl 421 2 0 1%- LA (P )

00 02 04

06

Differenced RIR-Japan

08

10 12 14 16 18

IPI-Japan

10 12 14 16 18 20

20 22

22

Bl 4-23 1 ¥2 A H 5 (P )

CPl-Japan

00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22

Bl 422 7 EP RApdRd s (P +)

MS-Japan

00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22

Bl 424 [ wsdge s (p4)

#4-T5 3% i~ p AR T E 94 2.8 % > 12 PP-Fisher Chi-square %
Hadri Z-stat & {7t &% > & 78 % #cie f’b"%*% ‘iﬂ’%‘fﬁ’a‘%fﬁ pcgh F N d
SRE FLIR XA L EFLLAART YT %a‘ﬂ BAp R 2 REFTHE

iﬁ_,?'i."" AL o

NS

PRELAWTL R EF R R -

247 ERKeEs (A -5-P=2R)

RELH ERK 3 ko P-value
SMI PP-Fisher Chi-square 395.7119 0.0000***
Hardi Z-stat -0.7108 0.7614
cov PP-Fisher Chi-square 306.8149 0.0000***
Hardi Z-stat -1.2352 0.8916
REX PP-Fisher Chi-square 290.7432 0.0000***
Hardi Z-stat 0.1356 0.4461
PP-Fisher Chi-square 74.1571 0.0000***
RIR Hardi Z-stat 0.7242 0.2345
I PP-Fisher Chi-square 327.6335 0.0000***
Hardi Z-stat 1.9920 0.0232**
PP-Fisher Chi-square 55.2620 0.0000***
acPl Hardi Z-stat 0.3975 0.3455
Pl PP-Fisher Chi-square 245.3261 0.0000***
Hardi Z-stat -1.3291 0.9081
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L3 38 R A P-value

MS PP-Fisher Chi-square 368.9796 0.0000***
Hardi Z-stat -0.9941 0.8399
L
LSMI: % W 4p BcdR f 5~ COV:d 1 % “REX:§ »c§ Fed g5~ RIRF F{IF ~CPLy § %

P dp B b IPL1 £ 2 A ﬁz%‘t s MS. [RROREERES 3 S

2.PP-Fisher Chi-square 2 & & B3k HO T eET s w2 B HH 5 H T o 12 P-value 5T BRiG AL EE
FAREDR 1% 5%2 10%™ L F 5 BT s vz S Q0 u N R BFERB A 1% 5%3 10%T &
E2

3.Hardi Z-stat 2_ & & BK Hy:? 5 L H T~ H = ip;—z;z;Hl ,‘;1 fH 42 o 12 P-value #77% BhiG AR BE ¥ AR &
1%~ 5%% 10% ™ 2 F 5 nH g, kkx s kkzkpy %ET%? KB A 1%~ 5%% 10%™ g% -

4.5 35 %¥#® > CPIH# I8 F17 B8 b & B3k 5 & ¥ 1‘”’ CEFAAER T RITIAREFIES T A
H42 o0

S.HA LT Sk TR FIES 5 IR X2 FLA AR T

43 RF T FH e FEIARE

A & -1 * Gonzalez ~ Terédsvirta &2 van Dijk (2004, 2005) 74 & 2 %% T i
B fF R (PSTR) > kg2 f »<® Fod 3 73 (R ETE
Af ik FR RS SRS RR R LY #ﬁﬁf:iﬁﬁ””—? AE R b Rk
Bl LA e AR T F AT AR BTt AW E
BRF BT H R B2 S8k L S S T8 e il s

431 FEEBFERH

%i%@%ﬂﬁ%??%ﬂ%wﬂﬁééi#ﬁ EENE S N et &l
= E N ECE A 4aﬁ&£b* R F AR &%%ﬁ%%ﬁw
FOPPAALAFHTALF R P FYRGAREEMSI G T AHETD R

BIpEFEMF AL BT AR AR T iﬁ’ﬁﬁfii‘w%‘ré’?’ L % Andrews &2
Lu (2001) # 1 Moment and Model Selection Criteria (MMSC) £ # B if ¥47% (s 8
B o MMSC B+ im0 dl 5 = AE# &% > A5 5 A% 5 L8 80 (Akaike
Information Criterion, AIC)~ £ £ 27 4 & % 7] (Bayesian Information Criterion, BIC)
2 % Hannan-Quinn % 4 & ® B (Hannan-Quinn Information Criterion, HQIC) » i*
AIC~-BIC 2 HQIC A2 2 & | #cEFi ko2 EH » 2777 #11 BIC
TaEH o
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)I‘E*‘?]

Fatr g m o LA RER

1#p BIC 5 28.4329 (4v 4 4-8) ~ = #% (i3 {s

13 BIC 322.7406 (4r#4-9) > 2237 & #) 2 55 152~4 2 H AR IR 5 1% > i A F
TAER s ERENEELY 2

7P APFEEHE G D2 AR R RGE T
528 BIC % 26.6582 (4r# 4-11) »
B HER 2D AR

(SRR A A (82 !

ZBEAPR S Mo &

ZE r Y L

A

s e

A

2

BT

-~

A48 B FEEDE ()

N
14

s

1~45p 2.

IR R 7 T EA
% 8 BIC 5 20.6427 (4r#4-10) » B2 R

2 e

AP G M g AT A

Fed A

'1%/? @3&‘97"
B2 jr (sl 3~ 48

ﬁi:ﬂ:i T

1049 BT (4 8)

Bk AIC HQIC BIC Fiedhk AIC HQIC BIC
0 30.0304  30.0665  30.1204 0 23.0926  23.1287  23.1827
1 27.7134  28.0019  28.4329* 1 22.0193  22.3085*%  22.7406*
2 27.4061*%  27.9470% 28.7552 2 21.9293 224716  23.2818
3 27.4103 282036  29.3890 3 21.7837% 22.5792  23.7675
4 27.4201  28.4658  30.0283 4 21.8154  22.8639  24.4303
# 4-10 B Ea ik (p A) % 411 B EiedE (2P 2R
Fiedik AIC HQIC BIC Fiadik AIC HQIC BIC
0 20.5526  20.5887  20.6427* 0 29.6477  29.6627  29.6868
1 20.0649  20.3542*%  20.7863 1 264743  26.5941  26.7872
2 20.0203*  20.5626  21.3729 2 26.0715 262962  26.6582*
3 20.0630  20.8584  22.0467 3 25.9587 262884  26.8192
4 20.1181  21.1666  22.7331 4 25.8057*  26.2402*  26.9400
432 A BENERREREIPFFE PR R HEEPI LB
(- ) Fitie T
AL ARG YRS AR ERT £ 5 AR R Wald
Test (LM) ~ Fisher Test (LMF) ~ LRT Test(LRT) = fatk = iz 7€ - % f# ¥ #c &
AR RET B3 AR GO PIAR TS ERII R eSS B R

WA R T

A R (7 4
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d %\»4-12&?%.5'3@’75%;2:—}? Fed 3 73 Jqp.%;fﬂ;gt if}_a‘
Bx PR ELERAMEAREE LS FE % H gk (TAIEX) $#p
B 5 Wald Test (LM) ~ Fisher Test (LMF) ~ LRT Test (LRT) = f&#& &= i* #& %
B EF 5 RN ZLRPER %o iRl % 2 ) Wald Test (LM) ~ Fisher Test
(LMF) ~ LRT Test (LRT) ¥ %tz £ 4 5] 5 25.329 ~ 2.672 ~ 26.517 » t 13 #f -k i
1%T » 2T ZONFESRABEX > TERFFE BRI
REMBERE AEL R TR BT ARG 122 R
Ap¥cE P RS E X AR S R R AT AR -

A 4-12 3 %6 35 TAIEX #9352 b Fitth 2

Hy: Linear Model
H;: PSTR model with at least one Threshold Variable (r = 1)

LRSS K P-value
Wald Tests (LM) 25.329 0.005***
Fisher Tests (LMF) 2.672 0.004***
LRT Tests (LRT) 26.517 0.003***

é_-T_:***\**‘*/w\ JL%&F’%‘J\—? 1% ~ 5% % 10%1‘&%{%0

(= )E LB
S IE e e AR CA] T AR 1S T T E R HOR 2 E
THRBEFAG - RPEL SRR ITP - F P EERSE TI R TR
AT 2 AR Bl Sl Y ARG R KRR ESGE A - AT A B HE
2143 (LSTAR) £ 438 4i03] (ESTAR) &7l Fiith <0 4 LT % 5 22
MEEE S LA s B L EER (AIC) S B ESE LEER (BIC) 2R kL A
TR o

d £4-137 ¥ # > AIC 38 & m=2 -] m=1;BIC 38 & m=2

ol m=lo FiE# m=2 5 R AR R EE R 5 4 Al e

% 4-13 o # 6 FH TAIEX 3#FY 5 2 @3 5034

N m=1 m=2

s P B g

AIC 3.396 3.370
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BIC 3.549 3.535

L AIC fr BIC RIS 5% > feid x| FA%g & -

(2)F i 73

EBREEAETE BT RRER BRI AT ATy PRS- BFEEFD
e B 2 0 @ * Wald Test (LM) ~ Fisher Test (LMF) ~ LRT Test (LRT) = &t
T koA 4142 B A BRESET T BHL 1P (Hy: PSTR withr = 1) Wald Test
(LM) - Fisher Test (LMF) ~ LRT Test (LRT) 2 # % %3+ € 4 %] % 31.098 ~ 3.233 ~
32.916 > kit = fh2 P-value» H 3B % 7 4riE S B £ R 0 T AN 5 A2
PP AR o

F 4-14 b i b S8 TAIEX 52 B % P Bk T

Hy: PSTR withr =1
H;: PSTR with at least r = 2

i Sl KT P-value
Wald Tests (LM) 31.098 0.001***
Fisher Tests (LMF) 3.233 0.001***
LRT Tests (LRT) 32.916 0.000***

Tpo R LR RN B8 A BT ORE B 1% ~ 5% 2 10% T B ¥ o

Fl VO TSR R R TS T mE2 =20 T PR E 2B
Ap WA S0 0 ALK e 2 SN A LT
SMI; = 1o+ B11REX; + B12RIR; + B13CPly + B14IPI + B1sMS;
+ (Bz0 + B21REX; + BoaRIR; + B23CPI + 24 PPl
+ BosMS:) X F(COVy; A, 7)
(4.1)

SMI, : sgu%iﬂgtggﬁmﬂz REX,: % » ?%ﬁrﬁ,ﬂg;k%gﬁg RIR,: ?ﬁ'f “CPI,
W EY RAp e TP 1 ¥
COVy: b BHeRb 5 i F()R A Bl A 3 k@R T 5 PR c5 P o

AfgBRFF S MS, L PR ERE

(2 )3 Rt %

B R R RO 2 PR B3 B RNUE T B
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FR R TAS 0 0t - FE BRI TGRS TR A o AR R 0T S R
%%’ﬁ%ﬁg%%ﬁﬁ??%ﬁ‘??ﬂﬁ‘i A E ErE BN S £
EERELE SR ARE . HARBE YR BT TR e R g 2
P o d £4-15¢ ¥ Baes ARG 2B PR $1BFPHEE (t) 5216950 %2
BRI (1) 228100 M A& (1) 56240859 & 40 % Ay 4
2.1695% % 2.8100%F ¢ 4 ‘*1‘;&]“* Bt A4 - Bl E FA4oB4-330 507 & LR
v bty e )

SMI; = 10 + 0.6338REX; + 4.0245RIR; — 4.7637CPI; + 0.8631IPI, — 1.9474MS; + (B,

— 1.4994REX, — 4.1330RIR, + 10.1854CPI, — 197.6362IPI,
+ 184.1622MS,) X F(COV,; 624.0859, 2.1695)

(4.2)

SMI, = By + 0.6338REX, + 4.0245RIR, — 4.7637CPI, + 0.8631IPI, — 1.9474MS, + (B0
— 1.4994REX, — 4.1330RIR, + 10.1854CPI, — 197.6362IPI,
+ 184.1622MS,) X F(COV,; 624.0859,2.8100)

(4.3)
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B 4-25 @ % %6 54 TAIEX 45 5 2 3 0k

B R FRE R TS im#ﬂﬂzuiié g2 R RLE

FRWEAR R AR R i BEFE BRI BT L B % & 7
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# 4-15 @ ¥ % d 58 TAIEX fFpY 52 PSTR #3 m3- % %

ik HEL (P BEkE

Bra 0.6338 0.9866 0.6424

B2 4.0245 0.6260 6.4289 ok
Bra -4.7637 0.8379 -5.6852 ok
Bra 0.8631 0.2479 3.4819 ok
Bis -1.9474 0.4850 -4.0151 ok
Boy -1.4994 1.0273 -1.4595

Baa -4.1300 0.6203 -6.6584 ok
Bas 4.6145 1.0206 4.5215 ko
Boa -0.5123 0.2812 -1.8220 *
Bas 3.9119 0.6111 6.4010 ok k
7 2.1695 T, 2.8100

2 624.0859
AIC 3370 BIC  3.535

I RRE LR LR AR FE R A 1% 5%% 10% T R E -

%%¢m1‘ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%@ﬁiﬁg*ﬁﬁ@“‘ﬂ’%ﬁﬁ?
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i
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¥ 00 B R T P E2.1605%% 2.8100% % B A BE o F T2 1 ¥
AAGESAARF FE L RR RGPS LRI AN a0 R SR
St Nl AT R S TE IR EW ¥ -F SUERE ¥ £ 38 18 L FoF 2k
M AREE R PR R R R R TR R R IR
MFLAPM 270 B R FRGER TG R F S R RS E
AR BT FE SRR Ap i ey &L -

u
e

¥ 0 R R AR P 2.1695%% 2.8100% % Y b pE > F P IS 2 1 ¥

ARG EELAFFE L RU G R EFEPFIREF (PN A 70 §RE T3

B AR R IS 2 2 Adp s o £ TR Bk fdpdeend s

AL R EF R PR RIS RR R BRI R

RARM AR RS R PR R A s PR R RS 4
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g FE R

40 diccnd T AR o i BOD AR T 4 3 02 1% 0 B

B Bk

A 33 o
% 4-16 b § %6 F 4 TAIEX % 2 PSTR #-31 9 # 5%
i cov KTy
P T, < cov < T,
cov D> T,
jrE R F S BE i BE
7R RS 0.6338 # -1.4994 #
RS 4.0245%** ® -4.1300%** S
- ELl ETE S -4.7637%%* o 4.6145%** ®
SRS X% S 0.8631%** ® -0.5123* ©
pEsE -1.9474%%* e 3.9119%+** ®
i
ok NI L N g];&%gggrg,kig,é_]%\j%; 10% g:‘go
27y 0 B LPHEE T % 2P cov @ BT
3D rAM O fAPM - & EmAPH -

433 % ERMEABER S HFE NG HEEPF 2 B

(=) it <

4328 e ke Lt 20 0 £4-17
W d Bl 1 ES AdpleE PRELRER
Hc (KOSPI) 4R % 2 B2 15
B UL L R I LeR

é‘—‘.L_EL A?\ By

Fisher Test (LMF) ~ LRT Test(LRT) et = %t
BARRELI%T > = fite 2 2O FIES B & K
GRES S SEE. £ 5 ﬂ%ﬂ;zu"}, e T F A
SRS AR R

AgHcR [ SR RAL

# 4-17 % %6 F 4 KOSPI 4 pv 5

Bepr o A HR

AR A= R SR
VEENT SN

& Wald Test (LM) ~ Fisher Test (LMF) ~ LRT Test (LRT)
LSRR 4 0 el % Wald Test (LM) -

§ o

| %16.438~3.414~16.928 > &
)3,’1 f%' ;}};] §I§F F’[JJJ _‘_‘%

'&«Jf”'%;fﬁﬁi‘——

2 e iR T

§AAUERCE -

Hy: Linear Model
H;: PSTR model with at least one Threshold Variable (r = 1)

T T P-value
Wald Tests (LM) 16.438 0.006***
Fisher Tests (LMF) 3.414 0.005***
LRT Tests (LRT) 16.928 0.005***

Tp D oRRR kR RN G A AT E K A 106 2 5%2 10% T A
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(= )iF T 4 o)
4328 > Vit A2 2 > d £4-187 ¥ (Far > AIC %38 & m=l

4t m=25 BIC #3t 8 & m=1 pEp st m=2 4 BIC G AR Y g £
m=1 3 @A o AT E T2 w5 BRI -

% 4-18 b W % d 54 KOSPI 47 v 3 2 i 3 03] e 2

oo m=1 m=2
=

E P

AIC 3.637 3.630

BIC 3.790 3.795

i AICHe BIC B8] 5 %4 > BciEak ] '*‘:Likf’

FEB

( )F’B’fi_lg{& l/"‘)‘l'
PA328 3 2P iFEHE 53 > 24192 B A BXRFHEFE B 1P

(Hy: PSTR withr = 1) » Wald Test (LM) ~ Fisher Test (LMF) ~ LRT Test (LRT) 2z #
AR A W] 5 7.705~ 1.495 ~ 7.811 > 2 Wald Test (LM) ~ Fisher Test (LMF) 2.

value AR % % 3+10% dg F k8 > 1 52 B % A B B & B T A A Al
FAEEE -
% 4-19 % [ S 33 KOSPI SR 2 # % % B ficie

Hy: PSTR withr =1
Hy: PSTR with at least r = 2

L KT P-value
Wald Tests (LM) 7.705 0.173
Fisher Tests (LMF) 1.495 0.191
LRT Tests (LRT) 7.811 0.167

TE AR kR RN G A AT R K A 106 2 5%2 10% T A

FI T ORGSR T A R SRk TS tm=l =l TS PR S 1B
b B B A BRI ek 2 AL -

(2)B3 53 b 2
4328 3 B b IR R A 2 PR B3 R
T A A e R RS 0 B — PR RAGE T R B ] - 24-209
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B ARG LB PR (1) 5-20.1977 @@ R (1) 503758 % &4 o %
B 5 5-20.1977% 3 4 SR 0 A2 - B R R AcRI4-26 0 AR RS
v b BB T
SMI, = ;1o + 0.0308REX, — 2.5681RIR, + 11.6024CPI, + 8.3557IPI, — 0.6786MS,
+ (B0 + 0.6705REX, + 3.1621RIR, — 10.3955CPI, — 7.7473IPI,

+0.2778MS,) x F(COV,; 0.3758,—20.1977)
(4.4)

09r
o | a8
0771
06
05T
04r
03r
02

017

50 40 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 40 50
W 4-26 b % %8 %% KOSPI 47 & 2 4 5

WG RF FRE PTG R F SR 1 £ AR uR R
ﬁﬁgﬁﬁ%&’?%ﬁﬁ%&ﬁ%?ﬁM%ﬁ&ﬁ@$1%?%%%”%%:

% 420 3 @ %6 %4 KOSPI 42 PSTR #7335 %

i AL (g B¥LE

Bi1 0.0308 0.4969 0.0621

P12 -2.5681 43375 -0.5921

Bis 11.6024 7.0562 1.6443 *
Bis 8.3557 2.0179 4.1408 ok
Bis -0.6786 2.4629 -0.2755

Bo1 0.6705 0.5591 1.1994

B2z 3.1621 45018 0.7024

Bos -10.3955 7.2541 -1.4330

B2a -7.7473 2.2074 -3.5097 ok
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Bas 0.2778 2.5701 0.1081

T -20.1977
A 0.3758
AIC 3.637 BIC 3.790

€13 GEE NE T N S ‘v']f*;%géﬁ’f:f’lii?’é_l%‘5%i 10%~ ggp‘:g °

(IR R B

Yok 4212 FHREFHT 0 Eh HREF LI EPEEN o WY R K
FHAEE: 1L AL BOHRBER R s BRE R R EEMIA A EFTED
R Ut R FRF R T2 PRELEDEAI B R o g

B R 00 2 R P E-20.1977%0 0 i F i A des 1 ¥ 2
ﬁﬁ%*’i?ﬁx%ﬁﬁﬁwﬁ;ﬂ@¥ TAPRE o AR RS hdp K
SEILAIEE - Fol ECF TIERE W B-F SLEREE ?@H%ﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁigﬁ
P RN %““&ﬁ@#ﬁﬁmQOwﬁ%%’l Adnlcd s dE s

&%ﬁ&$W$imﬁ%ﬁwM’%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ$&w%@$%%ﬁ1rl%i
ARG s REE LR A AR EARL R P R e SRR 4p
BAPP S R RBEE fAPM > RRERE -

[

F 4-21 @ % 5§ KOSPI R 2. PSTR 3|9 .5 %

W g cov <t cov>t

JE5: 4 & 3 ik B ¥k BE
FORF R 0.0308 # 0.6705 #

FEFAE -2.5681 # 3.1621 #
SRl ERE S 11.6024* ® -10.3955 #
1 ¥4 Ak 8.3557#x* ® -7.7473%%x* ©

O -0.6786 £ 0.2778 E

1_***\**‘*/,,\\:4]'), &Fx.g]\,g* 1% ~ 5%% ]O%T,%E%'c
'F'“{r;_m~cov-/€vl%,%‘z‘"—f
3@ TARRE ~ O fApBE ~ & EAPH o

434 P *R{MERREFP ST ORERPFLPE
- ) F M
4328 N Tk d 24220 7 @i ooc FRF P FS
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R EF Rl 2R3 Adpic2 PR ESEFRMEAREH D T Bk
(Nikkie 225) #F v 3 2_ 8258 % Wald Test (LM) ~ Fisher Test (LMF) ~ LRT Test (LRT)
Z A T AR AT o AN R TR 0 HRPIE S Wald Test (LM) -
Fisher Test (LMF) ~ LRT Test (LRT) st £ 4 ] % 19.698 ~ 4.142 ~ 20.407 12 #7
KE1%T > = file R ZORFES R R BR > TP LT WG ARER R
o AT RFETRF CFFHI WP Ao 1 R Adpdcs R
HFEAMERRRT S BRRRR > A T AT

F 4-22 b i b 5 ¥ Nikkie 225 4R 4 5 2 I B4 T

Hy: Linear Model
H;: PSTR model with at least one Threshold Variable (r = 1)

i SdRES 532 P-value
Wald Tests (LM) 19.698 0.001***
Fisher Tests (LMF) 4,142 0.001***
LRT Tests (LRT) 20.407 0.001***
TEorRRE Lk kA u L L BT EORIE A 10 5%2 10% T B E o
(= )& T FEH2

FA432& 3 N FHER I LET > d £4-23¢ 7 B> AIC %358 & m=1
pEol 2t m=25 BIC %358 & m=1 B3 m=2- FH m=1 2@ T AF

TE T2 WA L BRI RO o

% 4-23 @ %6 5 Nikkie 225 3 f* 5 2 i 5 1040 6 2
‘ m=1 m=2
S
B g .
AIC 2.932 2.982
BIC 3.085 3.147

Lt AIC fe BIC HRI5 %74 > fcEd& ] FA&E £ -

(EDli = S A

FA432% > NEFPEHRE i 24242 R A BREFHERF BicS 1P
(Ho: PSTR withr = 1) > Wald Test (LM) ~ Fisher Test (LMF) ~ LRT Test (LRT) 2zt
A E A B 54484~ 0.860 ~ 4519 - 2 Wald Test (LM) ~ Fisher Test (LMF) 2.

2

value #eAh > ' % 3t10%;:ndg F-R & > H A SR 2 eS8 noa B3R > AR G A
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1 P S -

# 4-24 3% % % 5 ¥ Nikkie 225 3% pv 5 2 5 98 % I B itk &

Hy: PSTR withr =1
H;: PSTR with at leastr = 2

[ SRS g P-value
Wald Tests (LM) 4.484 0.482
Fisher Tests (LMF) 0.860 0.508
LRT Tests (LRT) 4.519 0.477

SET R kR RN w2 BT R IE B 1% ~ 5% 10% T B F

Fpt TR TS BRI S EG S T m=l =l TS PR S 1R 2
AR S0 BRI Ao 2 8414 o

(E )ﬁf | 52t 5 2 g 3;3
P 4328 2 5Bt I T R 2 PR R
F TS ERCR DSBS o p - PR R TR TR SR o d 24259 F
9> A LB PR (1) 5-15.6538 dEkid A (1) 5060910 & F b &
#5 % 4 -15.6538%0P % 2 HHEM BT 0 A2 - BHEE R P oH4-27 0 R REH
e bl E A 0T
SMI, = By — 3.1170REX, + 1.6115RIR, — 9.3531CPI, — 3.9576IPI, — 4.4816MS,
+ (Byo + 2.1881REX, — 1.0349RIR, + 11.0164CPI, + 3.5999IPI,

+ 6.1544MS,) X F(COV,; 0.6091, —15.6538)
(4.5)
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50 40 -30 20 -10 0O 10 20 30 40 50
Bl 4-27 o % % 4 Nikkie 225 47 f¥ 5 2 4 S0 e

ﬁ?iﬁ’ﬁ | %ﬁrty‘g_‘% fF,"’rﬂ’} -52)}7'1% :fﬁgt é_iﬁgﬁ; %’U Nt
R AR R g k-p ©F yg;}% B F 2wtk A A g

ek

# 4-25 b W % b 5 # Nikkie 225 3R 5 2. PSTR #73] m3- 5% %

i PR HREL t 3 E B¥LE

P11 -3.1170 0.5545 -5.6216 o
P12 1.6115 6.6593 0.2420
P13 -9.3531 6.7385 -1.3880
P14 -3.9576 2.6302 -1.5047
B1s -4.4816 2.5370 -1.7665 *
Ba1 2.1811 0.5961 3.6589 o
B2z -1.0349 6.7808 -0.1526
Ba3 11.0164 6.8889 1.5991
P24 3.5999 2.8011 1.2851
Bas 6.1544 2.6508 2.3217 *

T -15.6538

yl 0.6091
AIC 2.932 BIC 3.085

L N LN A glfx%gs;yfg‘,};;}gﬁ_l%‘j'%; 10%~ &g%‘ °

(7 )ik 318 % Hc2 B35
WA 4262 FEERHA 0 BB P REF LD ENPEER b @ R
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Fodz fReld $RGREED ST OhERPIALEFRE S0
BRE-F T PP s 1 £ AR EDORAZDE WPt

B b RE O BT P E-15.6538%pF > § o F RS 2 [ R
PUp S TR P SRR E LN AR GRS S AR aERT
FORRFRIE FRELERR P ET iR, LI FHFRETF
WP BT P -15.6538%pF 0 § ok RS A BN ESE P ST 0k Bl
PO EIRBEF LAPM AT R RE T AAPHRF DERT o R TR R
A EARF o P AT dehd R § AR o

% 4-26 b f %6 5 % Nikkie 225 ## ¥ 5 2 PSTR #-3|9¥ # 4 %

W E cov <t cov>t
jaf R 5. 3 -2 ¥ 3 B
FORR e 3. 1170%%** ©) 2.1811%%*x ®
A 1.6115 g -1.0349 g
A R EEE S -9.3531 # 11.0164 £
1 ¥ A4 -3.9576 # 3.5999 £
e -4.4816* © 6.1544%* ®

Ex
LoRs® k% kN w2 5%?%' J\}é,_]% ~5%% 10%T grg o
T:FPHE ~cov: b hF o

3@ Tk ~O: fARM & EAPM -

435 $ A R~ P AR RAWEBPEI LG HEFPF2ZBE

(-)F it T
%B2$*$@Fk?ﬁﬁig-%¢ﬂﬂ?@h~$ﬁ??%$‘??ﬂ$‘

FREF R 3 E2 AR N FREEE E AREH § BDR Y 4 B
Y 2 #2488 > s Wald Test (LM) ~ Fisher Test (LMF) ~ LRT Test (LRT) = f#i 1 % >

F e AEA AT 3 RS REE o Rl % Wald Test (LM) ~ Fisher Test (LMF) ~
LRT Test (LRT) &5t £ 4 6] 5 29.965 ~ 3.058 ~ 30.500 .12 47 -k H 1% » = fith
T FPRFIEE A B T R iﬂﬁtiﬁﬁ’” FE R ER R AT

DEES R SRS R AUERNE-EFA T IEEEY £ S HR S £ LR
BRI S R R P AHCR R A -
52

doi:10.6342/NTU202404428



427 @ G REFHEFRLHEEP T LR TR T

Hy: Linear Model

H;: PSTR model with at least one Threshold Variable (r = 1)

T KT P-value
Wald Tests (LM) 29.965 0.001***
Fisher Tests (LMF) 3.058 0.001***
30.500 0.001***

LRT Tests (LRT)

LIRS R AR R A 1% 5%% 10% T B F o

-

(= ):E 2 3% 7
F4.328 > 3V 74

ol 3t m=1; BIC 33t § &

m=1-> :EH m=2 5 @3

428 B A HEFHER

A2 Fw o d £4-289 7

i R P 2 B B 1 R

St g A m=2

m=1 %3 m=2>AIC 2 BIC & m=2 pF' ]

> AR R T S A edl el -

L m=1 m=2
*ﬁkv}z‘. .?vf;?‘il_ fu%“':&
AlC 3.475 3.472
BIC 3.541 3.541
L AIC e BIC B R] 5 5 » diciddn | KAz & o
(EDIL = S
FF4.32% > \“Ef"fmﬁﬁizf’ » % 4-292 ﬁﬁ&fﬁ%fﬁﬁ&ﬂ'ﬁgﬁplfﬁ

(Hy: PSTR withr = 1) » Wald Test (LM) ~ Fisher Test (LMF) ~ LRT Test (LRT) 2z #
AR A W] 5 27.184 ~ 2,732 ~ 27.624 > 12 Wald Test (LM) ~ Fisher Test (LMF) 2.

P-value ¥4 > H it &% iE%

429 BB REIHER

kR TR

20 P AEERE -

B ApEAR P S 2 B R B e T

Hy: PSTR withr = 1
H;: PSTR with at least r = 2

i SadRES T P-value
Wald Tests (LM) 27.184 0.002***
Fisher Tests (LMF) 2.732 0.003***
LRT Tests (LRT) 27.624 0.002***

RGN AR R @

1% ~ 5%2% 10% ™ & ¥ -
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Flpt 7RG TS B S ek LS T m=2 =20 T S PR S22
o B i 4 Sl HEAR Ao 2 584657 T
SMIit = ﬁ10+ ﬁllREXit + BlZRIRit + ﬁ13CPIit + 3141P1it + ﬁlSMSit
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