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Regime Switching Model I2 & 2R T 7 14 V) 7 4 #EDERESHT

&1 GARCH(1,1) #4 TV-RSLN2
Parm. Est. SE t-value Param. Est. SE t-value
u 0.561 0.203 2.761 1 0.893 0.265 3.369
@ 0.370 0.203 1.824 oy 2.657 0.220 12.069
a 0.081 0.019 4.282 MUz 0.322 0.335 0.960
¥ij 0.908 0.020 44.461 oy 5.782 0.223 25.891
Log likelihood ~ ~1395.70 @ 1.890 0251 7.536
b 0.203 0.188 1.080
a, 2.192 0.271 8.100
=2 RSLN2 by -0.100 0.269 -0.372
Parm. Est. SE t-value Log likelihood -1389.20
1 0.874 0.251 3.474
6 2.578 0.217 4.031 &5 RS-GARCH(1,1)
# 0.346 0.326 2.677 Parm. Est. SE  t-value
0> 5.737 0.216 4.039
P 0.968  0.017  52.019 m 0.765  0.297  2.573
0 0.984 0.010 89167 @ 0.308 0.801 0.385
a; 0.518 0.183 2.827
Log likelihood -1390.60 8 0.482 0.129 3 730
1z 0.767 0.243 3.157
%3 RSLN3 @ 1.594 0922  1.729
Parm. Est. SE t-value a, 0.000 0.029 0.000
i 2 637 0.658 4.006 B 0.946 0.051 18.446
o 4.092 0.547 7482 P 0.974 0.027 36.446
P 0.715 0.267 9 677 Q 0.995 0.005 210.233
o, 2.489 0.202 12.337 Log likelihood -1382.15
Ma -1.438 0.908 -1.583
O3 6.005 0.324 18.544
P, 0.840 0.102 8.218
b, 0.978 0.061 15.950
Py 0.874 0.103 8.470
P, 0.020 0.030 0.682
Py 0.005 0.016 0.326
P, 0.126 0.100 1.254
P, 0.140 0.089 1.567
Py 0.017 0.025 0.671
P, 0.000 0.022 0.000
Log likelihood -1382.79
AELARERER
Model Log Likelihood # Parameters x2-test  vs Model
GARCH -1395.70 4
RSLN?2 -1390.60 6 10.21** GARCH
TVRSLN2 ~1389.20 3 2.80 RSLN2
RS-GARCH -1382.15 10 16.89** RSLN2
_ 14.09** TVRSLN2
RSLN3 ~1382.79 12 15.62 RSLN2
-1.27 RS-GARCH
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HERR I TOPIX 7L 374, AR (1966/1-2004/12,423 4 R)

&7 GARCH(,1)

%10 TV-RSLN2

Parm Est. SE t-value Param. Est. SE t-value
u 0.099 0.111 0.898 " 0.348 0.265 1.312
@ 0.388 0.124 3.3130 o, 2.637 0.221 11.939
a 0.082 0.013 6.519 1z -0.013 0.333 -0.040
g 0.907 0.013 71.235 C2 5.771 0.220 26.199
Log likelihood ~ -1395.38 @ 1.883  0.249  7.576
b 0.192 0.192 1.003
%8 RSLN2 @ 2.206  0.291 7.584
Parm. Est. SE t-value b, -0.127 0.276 -0.459
i 0.310 0.252 1.234 Log likelihood -1389.36
6 2.551 0.215 11.851
M2 0.014 0.323 0.043 511 RS-GARCH(1,1)
Gy 5.715 0.211 27.1247
P 0.969 0.017 58671 Parm. Est. SE t-value
Q 0.985 0.009 104.154 0 0.224 0.241 0.928
Log likelihood ~1390.76 @1 0.253 0.766 0.326
_ a 0.515 0.183 2.812
%9 RSLN3 B 0.485 0.127 3.826
2 0.224 0.241 0.928
Parm. Est. SE t-value @ 1.624 0.933 1.741
1 2.293 0.663 3.456 a 0.000 0.029 0.000
o 4.092 0.546 7.490 Be 0.946 0.053 17.978
12 0.166 0.263 0.630 P 0.974 0.027 36.108
o 2.489 0.196 12.676 Q 0.995 0.005 198.663
sa -1.801 0.93z  -1.933 Log likelihood ~ -1381.30
o 6.016 0.327 18.388
P, 0.832 0.106 7.825
P, 0.978 0.061 16.030
Py, 0.868 0.107 8.121
P, 0.021 0.003 0.706
Py, 0.006 0.016 0.355
P, 0.132 0.104 1.266
Py 0.147 0.094 1.559
P 0.016 0.025 0.667
Py, 0.000 0.022 0.000
Log likelihood -1382.88
R12 LELKRTEHER
Model Log Likelihood # Parameters x2-test  vs Model
GARCH ~1395.38 4
RSLN2 -1390.76 6 9.23** GARCH
TVRSLN2 -1389.36 8 2.81 RSLN2
RS-GARCH -1381.30 10 18.93* RSLN2
8.06* TVRSLN2
RSLN3 -1382.88 12 15.77* RSLN2
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HERR C TOPIX INEER, AR (1992/1-2004/12,680:8)

13 GARCH(1,1) %16 TV-RSLN2
Parm. Est. SE t-value Param. Est. SE t-value
P -0.081  0.101  -0.803 P -0.167  0.160  -1.044
® 5.991  2.023  2.962 & 1.679  0.151  11.150
" 0.147  0.050  2.934 12 -0.026  0.131  -0.195
8 0.000  0.297  0.000 o 2.905  0.099 - 29.430
Log likelihood ~ -1623.74 @ 2.346  0.900  2.606
b 0.791  0.594  1.333
2 2318 0.424  5.466
%14 RSLN2 b, -0.205  0.297  -0.670
Parm. Est. SE  tvalue Log likelihood ~ -1613.75
@ -0.105  0.178  -0.589
o 1.645  0.175  9.384 %17 RS-GARCH(L,1)
e 70.047 0.133  -0.353 Parm. Est. SE t-value
o 2.903  0.103  28.200
P 0.961  0.026  37.246 # 0.03  0.145  0.228
Q 0.987  0.009 104.442 @ 0.000  1.037  0.000
@ 0.163  0.085  1.910
Log likelihood ~ -1617.56 5 0681 0269 2531
1 -0.349  0.310  -1.128
15 RSLN3 . 9.33¢ 9228  1.011
Parm. Est. SE t-value 0> 0.000 0.108 0.000
. 0193 0180 107 5, 0.000  1.070  0.000
. Le3s 0176 9.8 P 0.960  0.034 28.575
" 0021 0144 -0.146 Q 0.935  0.063 14.833
o 2.756  0.149  18.520 Log likelihood ~ -1614.20
1 0.068  4.570  0.015
% 5.403  2.919  1.851
P 0.967  0.079  12.180
Po 0.980  0.049  19.866
Py 0.550  0.663  0.868
P., 0.000  0.059  0.000
Py 0.008  0.018  0.434
P, 0.000  0.340  0.000
P 0.033  0.077  0.430
P 0.012  0.016  0.757
Py 0.457  0.661  0.681
Log likelihood ~ -1612.89

RI18 AELRERR

Model Log Likelihood # Parameters  x2-fest vs Model

GARCH -1623.74 4

RSILN2 -1617.56 6 12.35** GARCH

TVRSLN2 -1613.75 8 7.62* RSLN2

RS-GARCH -1614.20 10 6.73 RSLN2
-0.89 TVRSLN2Z

RSLN3 -1612.89 12 9.35 RSLN2

2.62  RS-GARCH

2ODETNDOLED 2EH, /7 A= FENEFHHEELT S
7 A4 ZIRSSATICEAHIICHE D & DIHENT TRE
2 5%, it 1 BHEEAKECIRERE 2T
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ETFHIASI 2 L—S 5 R, 50000 Y F
®I19 EYTFHLAYIAL~Tar#ERBRETL, 124

A&
GARCH RSLN2Z RS-GARCH
ave. -6.8385 -6.3528 -5.9201
std. 14.2261 17.1000 15.6040
VaR o 27.4885 37.3608 33.6219
VaR s 16.4761 23.4418 19.8526
VaR wy 10.8382 15.9176 13.2990
C-VaR wy 33.9522 44.5342 42.5878
C-VaR os% 23.3667 32.1473 28.6774
C-VaR a% 18.3546 25.7464 22.4257
R0 EXTHLALIa2L—T 3 BRIARETN, 48
&
GARCH RSLN?2 RS-GARCH
ave. -0.3563 -0.2718 -0.13%4
std. 5.1917 5.2949 5.5801
VaR o 12.8219 13.0047 13.7478
VaR wx% 8.8340 9.0099 9.4763
VaR 9% 6.8789 6.9129 7.2130
C-VaR s 15.0584 15.0243 15.8407
C-VaR % 11.3050 11.4867 12.1032
C-VaR s 9.5424 9.6759 10.1749

GARCH LD 3 RSETNDOFHHN) Z 7 hk&E MR
NaMEmP» R 6 b, GARCH 2 EANHO A % kT
DKL T, RS €T WAL IENFR L 046 % BT 5 72,
THDT A NS TRABIE NS Y A 73EICDWTKRE ]
BEWHHELZL)THB,

—J. HROBAICIZARIZEETIVEOBE WK E L
Bntwiwn, i, #ESNTWE X7 2 =35 T
LLFE TR, MrERTH L2 %23HHTE L
B Lwd, —2i2id, ¥ 2 a3 g >0 BRI
25 ARDL2HIMNIC A L C 4 83 GHEM) Th o2 & »E
HELTEZLNS,

3
5 &4

!

AL Tld, BRRDRRZEFE, AR7V I T4, BE
CHERINZEEIC S 4 7ORTLZRSETAVEEH L.
GARCH &7 0 & L TR L 72, GARCH €7 I)VIZ Y
B —ETHELILETARRA LI H T, b
VY FPRECEHLTWLTHA ) B AkET LT
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