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GMM+< o] &3 RAREMBIERT S He*

ifﬂiﬁﬂ**'ﬁﬁﬁl***

2 D

B =EL 1079 gty Aake g e 2 3o wHE A7 Y GMM(genera-
lized method of moments)& ©] &3} #Ek(beta)& FH At EAUWAF7IT2 1982
1~19914 Alolo] YEAEE AHEETL AFEA AF g3y, 7IYFRE FEo He
Aol Ago] FEI & PR HEF e 7)Y WeE YA er e Ao
Vet GMMY 323 & 98 Feusz ALY ER ArdeEEle FEAL
Hjade] sl A £ 83 ARXEER Q9 VAR, 28 57 AHESEIUAT

OLSE AH&@ CAPM %3 Zd3}d) 3] GMME AH4-8 3 23yt 4% & 38§
BoF 3 gled, ol AL GMMd AHgE £aHFEC] FES4E TRNFLEN B
AAALE ] Z71A A7) obd CAPMA Aol e g 788 RSB (proxy) & A33AZ,
ol7t GMMo) B£TES] HTAHM B9 obvl et Bkt R #(conditional heteroskedasti-
city)S 2 A3t a g7 dEQ Aoz #adh tgk ¥ P-valueol &J31H GMME A8
@4 CAPM #%o| 9 ve 47349 2 *#E & AT AU

I.9 g %

BAEEFH R EME (CAPM ; capital asset pricing model)d] ¥ 4538 3+
AFBe o)A vl $- F 87 dolH, 1960 o) F T & FHOZ B A5 EY0)
oI $ . Sharpe(1964), Lintner(1965)2] CAPMo] ¢AI3te A& | Aite] o §t
23 F£§o] AlF AAe XEEg L (market-wide portfolio)d] XI5 EFH A
A #A Avke Aojth, ol MY FA L FHAFE o] A9 HEbeta)
A & dde] s At 3 AR AAH o XEE T 0 9] $t4r#i(covariance) T
AIZEEEL Q9 £4to] H| &2 BAIE e, B4HLZ o] A4t BRAY B (sys-
tematic risk)®] =& YEPACh

o] ¥ CAPM i@ A5 & A% vlEete FHAAYANA G2 AL A(OLS : ordi-

* B =R ALY 714TRE A4S dE HEE ATH & dAAGL Ak Eis
utAlol A FAL=- T
*x EARK BERS 882
*kx MEBREEHI AT WL
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nary least square), 227 3 AL H(two steps regression), ARCH-M(autoregressive-
conditional heteroskedasticity in the mean model), 22| 3 GMM(generalized method
of moments) 59 AIFAATH PYEEo] AHEHAA Kot

Black, Jensen® Scholes(1982), Fama$} MacBeth(1973), Gibbons(1982), 18] 1 Ta-
mbaugh(1982) 52 7|4 &°] A Ho] vt 7HAH FExddeo] He At
H e ASEA Q] o] He 7|E <t RER(stationary)ol e 7H 3ol A 49
##H(unconditional) B} &) CAPMS| HF 3 HFo] o]Fix Kt} ¥k Gib-
bons®} Ferson(1985), Ferson, Kandel® Stambaugh(1987), 28] 1 Ferson(1990) <&
T2 7l o] Altel] thd R H o A @3 W= L9 B (con-
ditiona)EtY & 4FEHE A =3t

CAPMS] AZEMo|x MM 3t4#(conditional covariances)®] AZtell mha} &
3= o] uj$ 237 w&Ed Engle, Lilien® Robbins(1987), Bollerslev, Engle®}
Wooldridge(1988) 5+ ARCH-M (autoregressive -conditional heteroskedasticity in
the mean model)E ©] &3t 2UF FEA A A 7tel] o & ¥ $Hch=(time-varying)
MR & F83 T UwtAH CAPMY F3 & A3 43S 713A g3t
I =

I8y} ARCH-M %L o] &3 CAPMY] HZF2 CAPME FAWA A 4%
TEAo] HA FEAT AFFHA AA Avke G F 71 o] AA oo &
AZEY 2HAE BHE 5 9L

t]£-o] Fxprf/do] 5= 2t 24te] 7142 & o] ARCH process& et 713 0]
FEHHEE AFEEEL 2+ BEA] ARCH process® W& Ha7F §17] &
FJREE ol &3t dle 7 AU

o]2]3t CAPM AFEAE AT WHEH FAES 12317] 93 Campbell(1987),
Harvey(1989) 52 GMME ©|&3l9 CAPM2 #33} CAPMS £2&0) ¥ ¥ o
ARG NABEL HF3 L Aok Harvey(1989)9| A B %o0] GMME o] &3t gk
AH5ke] CAPME o] 83le] CAPMY EE W Eo] AZtel s 1A= o] gltke
THES AF3L e Aol L& doj.

FHIo 9 %8 vt = CAPMP CCAPMY tid AF AT E o] ¢Aw
Aol ZHE uiel Fo] CAPMO) BaF 4A% 718 L #8332 o AFAHA
Ao ZXI gohy

1) 2 vty A A4ee]§8 o] &3 CAPMS] 472 B34 - £98(1989),
BFHg-oldF(1991) $ol 1, CCAPM(consumption-based CAPM)Z¥-& A& <
TEE FEY1992), HEY-83(1992), EF3H1993) Fol Uk
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¥ =iy A7 52 HZo ¢AE AF7¥Ed GMME ]88 Sharpe-Lint-
ner® ZZ% ElQle] CAPMY WElLE F331 o]& F3) drly CAPMEHO]
AEHo] lertE AnEe v g,

B =89 AFEYd g3 74T EE T ¢E A3 Ao R Fe
714 el ko] FR7F & ZIgel v el ddFez AL Aoz vYeEym
yig= 3

3], OLSE A48t 3733 CAPMEYL i H oz dAzIgd 93] 7|90
don, wide] GMMel % CAPMS £ 2 EHIL Q&8 AR} o]AL
£ =294 GMMS] F3E 8l AHEE FEESFEQ IS ER AN B
w89 Se&, BAddo] He A FUYEH AFEEZE L9 A7AA 182
44 5] CAPMFAo A #83 JREo|3, GMMo] BEHES HISHZ (auto-
correlation)®} &4 B 45 #i(conditional heteroskedasticity)S & A% 3dz U7 W
B9l Aoz HojAn, :

=89 4L g2 2o Al RN e e E AR EY R 33 3y
£ <] GMM(generalized method of moments)°ll W3] A 4= &t} A A= 27
g AE3 AFEN Ui 2H4E 43t & d79 vug Fo2 ANV
Aol B =89 438N ZAHE 293y, B 479 BAY % nYe 47
kel disjA = d)

II. RAEREMBIEBRRS #HES AT Hikk

1. RAERE WIBRTE #8

2% el9] 9] Sharpe-Lintner] BEAFEMBREHI(CAPM)2 dutH o 2 4(1)
3} Zo] ENE & Utk ‘

_ COV(rjt, rmt/ Qt—ll
E[rﬁ/ﬂt—l:]— Var(rm/S-1) E(tmn/S%-1) o))
@ e FHEAL £ dEd FAAL j9 2AFYES, . AFEEF
29 2fFJEL 42 e Qe t—17]¢ FRAIE] A7 E R
Hgelh & (DAMHE CAPMo] GAldte AL FAAE jo 23 7|HFIEL
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ANRZEEZZ Q9 2HFdE ts] H¥H B2 EANE & Ude Rl
YA FAE JeEFE AFe o 439 wekbeta)E BRI, o] A2
W%E fMi(systematic risk)S YERAET F6 A3 AHEWE AZHELE §F
Aol He Apite] £AEN A FFYEY T o] FENE AZEEE
oo Biog Urd v AZHHE Euh 2HER (1)L FHEAALY
Folg 2 ARERH FYEY 1997 A A 2] k. F, od
Ao & NS ES GG ARZIEZ LY 2L EH ARNE L Ftd
AdEg F U, AL AEALIY FHF L o] 2pate] AEe Wig BAFe] Eu. 2y
ADANA BRol

Covjrjt, Q‘L/nt' ll
Var(rm/Q-1)

COV(rj(,' Fm/ 1), Var(rn/ Q:—l)g‘]'

T Aw§ o] nAHFH JY=ATE FBIA G

B =2dAMe 34 8EHEM(autocorrelation)® FEHHT R4 #(conditional heteros-
kedasticity)& AAH & + Y€ AFBALH HHEQJ GMMIA EMUF A4t
o2xe 71 EE AMFAES AHESY ARANWIAZARRY (DI HEE
FA38t1, Jotrt o| FA =R E wEerE A3, T OLSE AH8-§ 7259 v sy
1=

2. HER  R8Y GMM

Sharpe-Lintner®} #&#H EF9)(conditional version) CAPM& 33 3}7] 91814 Han-
sen(1982)° &3} Agtd GMM S AH8-§Het, GMM2 3 ol Campbell(1987)34 Harvey
(1989) 5ol &3} CAPMEH S FAH} HE & A At&3tgan, & vy &
AUEEdt g2 3¥E Z23 Qo

AR e GMME F=3HA A (DA B d@5Eo] BleA] AREXY a7t gle
Ao % A& 7153 cHdistribution-free). ¥FH o] ARCH &-& H{HAHEE S (maximum
likelihood estimation ; MLE)S F3#dAWSFEo| AFEEolojor Jirte JAS
7tge] dasid.

E4= GMM< ARCHe®ll B3} BEIRS] EHM £ 8(conditional heteroskedasti-
city)¥ A713#E #Mddted ol¢ F83ch ARCHEFS FAtgre] oj&Abs
AAs7] s 2HR Bibol BAY Bitel] o] di&Hojor i AHFH 74A o)
gasich 22y GMME o8 @ A% JHAglel F9  dubAQl W o
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o) ¥z} A7 GBg AAHE)

2ol ARCH 2¥2 Zt 7§18 2419 7|di4&°] ARCH process® Watzx
NGEEED 2E ARCH process& W& ¥yl QI7) W&o 2F(8E AL43e
BAtolle awg @A vk 53 GMMY A$ WAl njHdd Ae,
AR E FY TD3 7] A% law of motiond] WE Aol sHAe] ¥R
el F AL e IUE 323 & A7) HE wj$ dutHolx, thE A
F71HMEG {8 & ok GMME AMS3ld CAPME 3317 Slside ¢4
F vy 4 o] Baz{t #E#(othogonality condition)o 2 5B B HE M (criterion func-
tion)& E=&33L, olHT EAFFE HA3E Afate) HElE FAdE Aol

Hansen(1982)° ¢J3l8 GMM A& A e 4 A()E A3ty BEHER
(error function)€ =&3le o] Yo} ite) WElE 3317 938 CAPM (1)
0Al AEstd 422 BAE 5 Uk

E[r,-«/ﬂ:-x:l = BE[rml/nt— 1:] (2)

—Cov(ry, rm/Qu-1)
@ = a0

(22 H FAy UE AHsY,
U= h(rt, BO) = [Brm - rjt] (3)

@, 1=l 11, Bo=[B Bs = I, T nle) Ex} thate] He RS0l
A 7§, 2222 h RMXR - R

CAPM (1)° <33A EU)=0 4)
o2 FEMM(instrumental variables) Zoll Wi§ Aol Ha v Zx FAx}
9 t719] AR JY Q9 FEAPe)3, A4t N EE G v
6% plY ARG 7MAP o) F EES ZE ol &3t T (2 oy,

f(r, Zi-1, B)=h(r, B) ® Z, )]

@, R XRXR™RY, g=nXp, 218 @& Kronecker product® FEA| gt}
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o714 E3Zft #E#H(othogonality conditions)®) #€ q7#7} €t
A4)ZRE 6)y #AZ Y

Elf(r, Z-1, B:)1=0 (6)

BEHEBAE gP)=Elf(r, Z-, p)IZ BY3}H H(E2ZFEH g(B)=0° 4¥
33l g¥re o 2ol :4E + Ao

T |
gr()=% Y fx Zo B) | @

-3

@, #3A 9 7t FE3] 2 Tol dalM gBo) = 00 7Heh ANl YA
LAY g o83t BAYSF J& A@= BEANE T A

J(B)=g«(BYWr &(B) )

o, Wi QX q $HBREE B INE 1T75(symmetric positive definite weighting matrix)
olm W 2R B Iz g8 2HEG.

Hansen(1982)°] 9J3l¥ RLF(MEHE 337 HlAE SRS )¢ 23
gozA 7Hedtn, oled Wyes F3E HEES H4 F2AH TEAS A
£33t 33147 P& FHoz FASUYL & F Utk

thet AA 2 GMMe :4& A= MMEFTF(weighting matrix)$l Wre] 7 o]
Aggsojor &1, 290l Exol FapEAAQl, gH4E o83 Wi FH]
7} 8tct,

k=1 T
Wi=[)> UT ) ftem Zioy B vt Ziy Bry'17 ©

Tk+1 15T+

&, ke 3% U A71389 A58 BATY.
2(9)8 METFIE ol 83d :FE GMM FAAEL H=H L d8 =
2(10)2.2 #A €t}

E= D¢ WDy~ = [(E[-2E) w28 7)) (10)

T T
E=0r WDy =LWT 3, 5—”1&5—%& ) Wi/ Y, —Ql‘%'ﬁﬁ—'@Z‘ y1-
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d, Zie A3 ¢ B¥(true parameter)E AHEF FEA FHolL, T= AAAFE
AHESt FHE FEA YEE e

FAEoF @ FAAFEC] n7t AL, FAVYH Yo ZRE g(=nXph9 F
wg 2ol Av: P FEHEE 9y H gt o N dol FHALE)
Br= Y2158 Fconsistent estimators)©) ™ (q—n)¥) ARHTE 713 chi-square(r’)
BXE A2FLE Zedn g2

T J:@)=T g(B) Wr* g&Br) L x4q—n) (11)

@, Wit WoSl Y X34 F(consistent estimator)°]t}.

Lol AANZFE BAHS H#R (overidentifying restriction)®] HZEF & 55
ADeo] AAALL] FdES AL Aoy FRIVME gotE & Ut

AAZARE ©]&¥ CAPMY 3 AT GMMEE4 slojrMe 23S JE
H23817) A8 7S A EA Wre] 0] sty Wrel 2488 9siME o) 4o
a7 gZol 22 (two steps)®] FA o] Yojok @} ¢4 A DA NN e
FA-E Y3 WiZME= @93 H(identity matrix)o] 23} o3 dgyPL
AHEEt] BASS JE T8, B JE Ao N A GAY B8 FAFT

=5 GANAE RAA AN FHE FHASF B8 AHR3L FapA A (error
function) g WrE ©}A] 381, o]FA FHHE g} WiE o] &3l 2 J2
R vk 2822 4 9AY g EATSF JE A AL 4 Yo

AA FA M A DAY FHRHo| EHIE JE A3 ¥ WA
T8 ¥ (iteration)o] B83}7] W&o KEA GMM(iterated GMM)°] 2t Fio},

. ¥He BRI &R
1. &

£ =2dMe 71dn Rz & wete] 383t A (stylized facts)2 R Ho)

2) B =FoMNe 4 MEAT FAEES AHEEIRT) g FAHEoF & FHAFE
VA7 51, mogel A BRol sedsase pi¢ds, 33t AZELEENY 2
#4598, BERY A4e] 2aFd gyt AHEELE A BkE U(orthogonality condi-
tions)2 1X4=47t Bt} AHE(degree of freedom)= i} @9 U 4oM F
ArLojot e FAHAIFY 49U 1& WH 3o]Hh
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s Fastoz 7 e 3719 Qe RY JdFEs) 1R & 7IFdERA
1070222 Yo vetg FAHsA Ft?

EAge] He BR7ITS 1982, 1~1991. 497X o] 9EAEI} AHSED &
Ax 9 & 1127071 |k

Helg F357] 918 CAPMEH Y FHd gloq ANRZEELLE Yeh) &
F A= AEE AT (proxy) & F Fol - F88 d, & =RAME7IEHT
(value-weighted average)d ¥ X159} ©<&¥ I (equally-weighted average)d &A15<]
FAG AT E ANFTEFLLE 47 AME3a, 20354 EE AN 948 F
At 2 e T4 Ee] AHEET

(B D& FHEAAN g 23489 712FAX HF, EFH2 £ BE
##f(sample autocorrelation) Al &+ 5& YEPH L ot £ £ &2 YT & AHEY,
TFE7b &L NPEY FEFYEol =7 & 7IGE v FFez 2

Aoz Uehtn, EZUAE AQFEA e F1ge] 2 sl s 4t e
Rez Jehim o
EHe) Sle TEEILEY V4B FEE ANEE RE FEEIQ

go] A714BE HUE Ao UBLE Qo] T 5P 2 BgHFT
et

N
<

3 TEY TEELE 10718 TEEZLE sizel® HATEO|I sizel0S HulTr2 el
FEE0Y. FAPYL ez FFAFAY Ar)eoE £FY ¥ 10719 EE
£330 2 Uro FAY Y TEZ L V7 A5 2 AR g ASoE
A7kdode] e TEEEQ v Yo AP /gL TEEIYLTFAN A
SIA At
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(B 1) RERREC CHEt SRKER| Xl
HEE713 11982, 1~1991. 4(¥Ex 8, #EA Y $=112)

XEESL BxE 271’3 B (sample autocorrelation)
- ¥ ¥ B} 1 2 3 4 5 6
7 8 9 10 11 12

sizel 0.0144 | 0.0839 0219  0.090 0.024 0.067 0.026 —0.110
0.068 —0.087 0.118 0.330 0.314 0.092
size2 00126 | 00748 | 0141 0029 0016 0.147 —0.008 —0.012
0008 —0.145 0120 0323 0220 0009
size3 0.0090 | 00704 | 0106 0.106 —0.030 0.178 —0.073 —0.092
—0.058 —0.140 0.085 0.294 0.224 0.042
sized | 00080 | 0.0694 | 0050 0064 —0109 0133 0003 —0.079
—0.081 —0.133 0.101 0.312 0.201 0.023
sizeb 0.0094 | 0.0663 0.139 0.146 —0.055 0.157 0.029 —0.026
—0.028 —0.096 0.109 0.335 0.167 0.035
size6 0.0070 | 0.0631 | 0058 0.087 —0095 0154 0005 —0.028
—0.044 —0.058 0.016 0.322 0.188 0.087
size7 0.0041 | 0.0679 0.009 0.117 —0.143 0.157 —0.035 0.010
—0.069 —0.070 0.129 0.314 0.127 0.173
size8 0.0081 | 0.0689 | 0072 0179 —0.130 0138 0010 —0.053
—0.128 —0.044 0.183 0.313 0.116 0.202
size9 0.0024 | 0.0681 | —0.089 0207 —0.137 0.218 0.026 0.159
—0.064 0.064 0.089 0.280 0.015 0.185
sizel0 | 00001 | 0.0710 | —0.085 0.141 —0.085 0198 009 0.115
—0.030 0.103 0.031 0.234 —0.069 0.176
F) FH¥ANe R SR AHEH, ‘

2. RESH &R

(1) FEEHE 37) 9% OLS 327

FEZEQ wEle L AN B =FodMe ALFAN A8 GMME At
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£33t GMM$ o] 8319 gulE ASEMANE IV YaiXe H-EF S (n-
strumental variables)& Zolo} §it} UntHo g AR 3t RH AL HE
BEHEFEY A7NAES FEATER Wol o] &%) 23U 8 =& AMSHe
CAPME ¥ 9] 340 oM FAA G At Eo] F2 FRAEFE7] HE9)
REZA] Zp7| A 27 BEAASFES] d & 88 FE &8 AR Afe] & =
ok AR, FHA G BEKIEERS] #B):(variability)o] EoF A71AA7T A
F3le APy gutdgoz uvr) fEol.

2HEE ¥ =RdAMe B/ BREOLS)S o|83td CAPMS 3o A&
He AFEEEZE L g&uFd FHFMAF FYEH 2HFYEY 429
E$E £ F U 8% %A 9 H B (useful information)E 1, o) XL GMMF*:A 9
"“& FE2 A3,
24 (B 2> CAPMS AMAXEEQ9] d4HEd FFFIAFY o2
Z F e FedsE Fe 9@ OLS F3d ol
HEEL A £A & 23 FU|FFElY FRHINSY), BARF &
ZAFAE FAE2 2o)(INS2), L] AXNHMFEZ X F53FF(NS3), &&
(INS4), FH5RHAHINS5) 21812 HHAS(INS6) F°] AHE-=HUAT

AZEA S AT 93 YAAFd g} PP FFE e AU INS10] 7+
48 s @ £ Ux, A ER FHEAAN FAFEALIY F
g a2}, 9A o= A= Y FHE AFHFL UL S ¢ & ok vt AXNEFELS
ZHF7IAFY o & Tgo] HA EIAL e HAeE HAZ,

n
@ do
r

ol njo

(H 2) FE¥(Instrumental Variables)® %7| 2|8t OLS HEHER
FAWA A | Ra=pot BiINSL-,+ BINS2,- + BINS3,-; + BINS4:-,
+ B:INS5:-, + BsINS6.-, + U:
@, Ru= AR EZEEZ LFUF7IAF)THE
HE7IZE 11982, 1~1991. 4 ¥EA R, BFAF £=112)
B0 p1 p2 B3 B4 B5 86 Rmt
—003 | —12.83 | 1143 0.55 0.0001 | 0.001 0.005 R?*=0.123
(—0.29) | (—2.28) | (145) (1.12) 0.98) (0.64) (0.30)
0.07 —1553 | 1094 R?=0.101
(—029) | (—337) | (142)
-r) L. INS1=(3 LA E -8R 745 FH),
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INS2=(3| A4 &~ 249 &), INS3=2 5827,
INS4=th 7] &, INS5=F S5 227}, INS6=H A2
2. ( )& tge JE.

ols} o] FHFIIAFY A Fo 71 FAF HEE 94 B €de AL
BAF glon, o]HE AAAA oot AFHeo|E2dE FE=H g B
AE} vjF9 AHde FHF7IA4(value-weighted New York stock index)S
d&de ol TEE FE HFELS VY WY FAF, 2HFNASFY BEK
ZH(dividend yield) ¢ R Z Ueh}T Qlo] B =729 359} ol Ax Udxste
A3E B2oF3 ). Campbell® Shiller(1988), Fama®} French(1988) 5-& wi@4
Eo] v FIF/IFYE dFEdted WS 83 d¥usetn g, Nam
(1990) Al wiFFeEel FHFIIATE H¥sted F7HE] Aggo] UL
g3tdt. 22 Fama®t Schwert(1977)52 /0¥ w7]9] I E A4 F
FF7tA ] dFe =go] dte AE BAFAG,

(2) WIeke] HEE

o]9} Zo] @& OLSE °| 83ty ozl ey JAAMFIESR 274
7 g8 A& ANZXEZY 25 &Y A7, BYYdel He XEE
229 234 EY A7|AA, 1 FEE o) GMMY FEHFE AL H AT

(B 5 FHF7HATE ARXEZLE AHEE GMMe #3231, (B
6> 80FF HA FAUSAFE AFLEZELE AT FFZAE Yeiz
Aot ‘

NATRE EF 3 wiet FH g, 7271 2 7ol =7} 22 71l

4) 2H371498 99 AP5YE A2 228 F= HFE B AFE Campbell
Shiller(1988), Fama®} French(1988), Fama®} Schwert(1977), Keim¥ Stambaugh(1986),
Fama(1984), 28]X Stambaugh(1988) & #=.

5) Thel USSR U2 B ANES EHSHACIEEY, NLAG=4) ZA13 Ug 207
o] & AH(conditional heteroskedasticity)@ 2} 7] 4 #(serial correlation)S H A sheH &2 0]
gt 22} Tauchen(1986)°] AHEHE], 71 2 AFe] FEHSFE AEE
ALl A2 HHFHo) shEsith

6) SV ME nZ9 ALY FRFIIALY dEd £&F F F AT FEHEFEA
Fal S WRsdgel 1HE & Aok 28y wFFEYEE FHESFE AL
CAPMS] 3L tg A7 2 v&d.
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s Autdo s AR JPFEI} & Ro2 yehin Slo], 7| AFR} Aike
g AuHBA A& FE USE BAFD U

FE ¥ES FHEL F7HAQ 4P| UL g BRAF T, sizedd] B35S A9
st2E GMMOl 93] 23 € CAPMEHo| d4dxo e & 2¥HT JY&& HoEth

(F )0l YEIG ARTEE 0 YFHF2ZAN FHATSAFTE AT B9
2RATE AN O (F 59 H£F A2 F2IF & 71ge] FEI FH2 71l
va =patel MAAR ¥ FEE Jdehle HEt & ez YEhdoh

£3, 7|YTFEY FEo] BE WEre 339 B¢ GMME AHE-3te CAPMER &
2% AZEAZARE @& OLS A EH) v)8 $Y3ithe AE € F A

(E 3D (X 4l AE OLSE )43 CAPMEH Y FH A o3td 7|
2 2R g At A t3e EF foAel e Aoz veidt a3y

(E 3) OLSE A28t vlEHEE #HRUFSHMIEROIZ)

A4 E(er)=BE(ern)
©, er, = FH AT g A 9 2AFAE
erm=H PR W ABZIEEDQL(FEFIIAR)Y 2HFHE
B =1l €}
FE7IZE 1982, 1~1991. 4(WEAE, BEAY $=112)
¥EEEQL & B SE(B) D. W. P-value
. size 1 0.85 0.08 1.68 0.01
size 2 0.80 0.07 1.66 0.13
size 3 0.78 0.06 1.65 0.04
size 4 0.80 0.06 1.74 0.04
size 5 0.76 0.06 149 0.15
size 6 0.78 0.05 1.63 0.05
size 7 0.84 0.05 1.66 0.004
size 8 0.89 0.04 142 0.000
size 9 091 0.04 245 0.000
size 10 0.98 0.03 1.73 0.46

F) 1. SE€ EFLA
2. D. W.¥ Durbin-Watson A &
3. 2FFdEL AN 43 FHEANe 2 FAFE] AHEH.
4. Pvaluee AF7Hdo] 7148 F de K94 &9 71 FL& A
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CAPME 9 HYPA HF S JYelil= P-valuedl 93 (F 59 (X 6)9] GMMol
g% F3EAA7t OLSFHZ o vig) $43ide AL ¢ + Ut

(F 3)9] OLS AFEAY ZIYoA HEo| size29} sizeb, sizel0g AY31E 5
% FFEM g CAPMEH ] 450 gl&E HdF T Yot GMME AHE 3
(R 59 B$ole size9?] 55 Aslne ZE AHE9 CAPMEH o) A7
AE 433 e AE ¢ + 2

olg g xtolv BHRFEo| BCHM(autocorrelation)®] F =7} 8ty OLSY
GMM E% 2& A% B & ¢ 1ou, GMMY 3% A A o] =9 g9 g
£.45#i(conditional heteroskedasticity)® AHE 4 3171 H&Ed GMME Al&3le
Aol t2 vFAF ZHAE FEY F U S RAE 53] B =& AHEE
Fe 7t EAUAGe] He ANFYEF AFZEEZT L A7|AA & A}
A5 g7 A7ldIEY FYE oM CAPMS HA3] Adddeu

(& 4) OLSE A28 HEHETE HR(WIECIIEH0|2)

FAYNA Y [ E(ery)=BE(ern)
, er, =FH YA B A4 i 2o E
ern=TH AT N AFLEZZ Q@ ALFRF)Y 294598
B= €}
HE7)Z 1982, 1~1991. 4(HHAE, BFA Y £=112)

XEEZTL F& B SE(B) D. W. P-value
size 1 087 0.08 1.67 0.13
size 2 0.84 0.07 1.67 0.23
size 3 0.82 0.06 1.70 0.000
size 4 0.84 0.06 1.80 0.04
size 5 0.77 0.06 1.52 0.44
size 6 0.80 0.05 161 0.51
size 7 0.87 0.05 181 0.06
size 8 0.92 0.04 1.80 0.02
size 9 0.89 0.04 2.44 0.03
size 10 0.92 0.05 1.98 0.03

) 1. SE= B
2. D. W= Durbin-Watson 4|2
3. 2FFYEE A7) A% FHEANCEE FAFEo] AHSH.
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GMM & ©] 8- & EAxRERBRERT | #E

sl Ao BZITh

(E 5) GMM& AHS8! HEHETE RRGFSHMIEN0IS)

FA3UAY ! E(er)=BE(ern)
4, er = FHRRAIAN g =4t i 259 E
erm=FH G A 3 AT EZLQ(ZFUFIIAF)Y 2H4E
p=mwlE}
HER7I7H: 1982 1~1991. 4(¥¥EAHE, #EAHA ] £=112)

TEZZL T7E B SE(B) x(3) P-value
size 1 0.77 0.20 4.82 0.19
size 2 0.71 0.18 3.58 0.31
size 3 0.65 0.17 - 2.07 0.56
size 4 064 0.17 1.82 0.61
size 5 0.71 015 365 0.30
size 6 0.72 0.12 4.15 0.25
size 7 0.79 0.14 331 0.35
size 8 0.89 0.09 4.02 0.26
size 9 0.74 0.18 16,51 0.00
size 10 0.92 0.07 7.22 0.07

=

)1 918 Ao e A Fol80 S,

2. GMM3H & 918 soszt A5l en LuR7dIZae T,
Y] e A5 E A7AR, NFLEE LY A7AF, 28D
#5749,
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(B 6) GMM&E A28 HIEHEE BR(WRCIIEMOI8)

F3%A 4] | E(er)=BE(ern)
e, er. =FAYATA & At i 25 E
ern=TFE2 4ol tE AFEEZFATLLAF)Y 255
p= e}
HE7|ZE: 1982, 1~1991. 4¥EAE, BAX 9 F=112)

FEEF FE B SE(B) ) " Pvalue |
size 1 0.72 0.20 6.28 0.10
size 2 1 0.66 0.18 5.10 0.16
size 3 0.62 0.17 3.11 0.37
size 4 0.62 0.17 2.38 050
size 5 0.66 0.15 422 0.24
size 6 0.68 0.14 3.59 0.31
size 7 0.79 0.15 117 0.76
size 8 0.89 0.09 3.89 0.27
size 9 0.90 0.13 7.07 0.07
size 10 0.96 0.12 1.75 0.63

F) 1. GMM2] FFol A1gH shdgd g3 4L (K 58 F=.
V. B¥ 9 &R

B =FdMdE GMME °]43e @< CAPM 238 FAHsIL EHU4 A4
o2& 1078 7IdEE TEED L7 AREHAL, thE7IHS 1982.1~1991.44}
olo] YA E (112719} #EAX)7} AHEE U

714 EE FEo OE XTEEZQY B dAFeE JAFEI} FE 7Y
XTEEZYLY HE} FE & 7IYRXEEZ HF & Roz vehde ARl
(stylized facts)& 24T F Aok ol AL 7IYF R} JHFH =7t vE=A] w3 817]
Boe J(+H)d BAE 7HE FE USE GAFT

t3F & p-valued 23l 7| FEo| & TEZZQ HA] FolAo] w$
AutH o2 CAPM E¥o| $-2uvete] dAxtgd 93] & d9E = UL
o Z o}

-4

=1
2
=



7 GMM£ ol & ¥ REREMBREMRL ) HE

719 F2E A ALS# OLS 4 Aol o317, size2s} sizeb, sizel0S] 3-8
A 25 71E} 2P B9 597 FENA 712 E I, vhH o] GMME AHE-§ CAPM <]
243 AT 5 sized2 HYF LE AFAES thFAe CAPM 2¥o] A
oz Z RYHE A& HA4FL Uth

ol AFAALH YHE WE 4FEA Ao Aol GMMe| ECTHEM
Bar opel FAAZe] BEMIEERS] WEHHE(variability)# 7 #(heteroskedasti-
city)€ 2 AWaa 97 g2 Aoz dudl 53] CAPME Y 3¢ AM8-E
ity E2] A7IAIAE obd FEREE(AE 9, AT ER FrldBHE S
FExHE TRANPCEN CAPMY HdHYE S o= & AE3HT

et 2 =4 AH8-¥ CAPMS WEIFH 9] 9o 7+ Eolyt WE Fol
23712t dAsthe 7 st A= QA7] Wil o] & M Ajte
FPAR S n B A BT B ATEES 1Y RY L 23 ATHAZ nTI2
gt
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@531, “Av|E A A7 23 (time-nonseparable consumption-based asset pricing
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F=73AE2 A7l TR, 1993.
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