Effects of Jump and Noise via the Small Noise
Asymptotics in High-Frequency Econometrics
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1. Introduction 1/2

o MHET — X&) AR (volatility) DHEEX jump DIE
FEOMGHNTFEN I NEF THAEINTE D, EE LEETH D
micro- market noise DMFIETS B5E £ 72 noise & jump D[EIRHIZIFAE
TEHRIIB T LBREDHIROEFEICOVWTIEL s TY
720N,

o AR Tl noise DMMFIET 5 N TD realized volatility % &4 BELD
25 2T WA MHEE 2 DIGHE U T, jump DA EDMIEHT
FFEIZBI U T noise 23 5354 D misspecification DFZEEZ DWW THR
595,
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1. Introduction 2/2

o EAARYIZIZ small-noise” DEREDEH &, Vv v T8 ) A4 AWGFEET S
LEIZB W T KM EOHHEMEE D, noise WFIELRWEE L
LU TED LS ITHEEZZITEN, LW T LIZDODVWTHRETS.

o EBUHERROFR 2B LT Ll DFERDZYMEIZDOWTHERS.
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2.1 Effects of Noise on RV (Simple case) 1/7

o ¥ J'I% Realized volatility % A\ 7z quadratic variation (QV) DO#E5E
L TR S,

o ®ElTHLDT — 2 DBIHIMIMZ [0, T) &L, T 2[EET %
(5DBET=1L723).

Y(t7) = X(t7) + env(t) (i=1,...,n) (1)
ZIEZI t" € [0,1] 121 % (log-)price DELHMEE L, X(t) &
(Q, F, (Ft), P) LR @i

X(¢) = X(0) + /Otasst (0<s<1) 2)

£9%. ZI T B, |3FEHE Brown i##), micro-market noise v(t!") 1
X(t) LHMNT7R iid. DWHERERDD E[n] =0, E[v?] =1,
E[v}] =3+ Kka < 00. €x 1& nIZTHAFT B35 A — X DF.
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2.1 Effects of Noise on RV (Simple case) 2/7

e LR Tl micro-market noise 7% "small-noise” Bl % ¢, — 0 as n — oo
ThHdEREL, 7— X DB regular scheme (" —t" ; =1/n)
ThdET 5.

o ZM& ¥, realized volatility Z FHWNT QV 2#ETHZ %252 5.

Va(2) =) (A7Y)? (3)
i=1
=D (ATX)? +2e, ) (ATX)(Av) + 65y (Av)?  (4)
i=1 i=1 i=1
= () + )+ (1) (5)

TITATY = Y(t7) - Y(t",).
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2.1 Effects of Noise on RV (Simple case) 3/7
o FFIZ ne2 = c+ O(1/n) (c > 0) & L, volatility ZEARD & 5 1ZKE
T5. . .
atzao—i-/ u?ds—i—/ w?dB? (6)
0 0

ZZTB? & B £tHEA L1535 Brown EETH v, fliH D7 ug, w?

S

It bounded &3 %. T D& &, MK DMEBALIZAE S 5% D FEA &

UCTIRDFER %2155,
Lemma 1l
Fori=1,...,nand t7 ; <t < t],

t

t
0% — (i) = / o + (w)2)ds + / 20.2dBS ()
t

n n
i—1 tia

1 n
| o2as = 23S e a) + Op(1/n ®)
i=1

Kurisu, D. and Kunitomo, N. Effects of Jump and Noise in HFD 7 /36



|
2.1 Effects of Noise on RV (Simple case) 4/7

Lemma 2
Fori=1,...,n we have

A7X = o(t1)(B(t]) — B(t1)) + Op(1/n)

- a(t,."_l)%z,- + 0p(1/n)

n

i=1 0

where Z; ~ N(0,1)

S - [ozas=23 [ 1~ Xl = ,0/vm) (10)
i=1 7t

(9)

Lemma 1, 2 ZHI\WT V,(2) DR ROZHZFM T & 25X 5.
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2.1 Effects of Noise on RV (Simple case) 5/7

Lemma 1,2 ZHHWT V,(2) 2 FE 7.
Va(2) = (1) + (1) + (///)

Zo—, L+ —= fza, (Z2 =) +0,(1/n)  (11)
(II) = \% [2\\//7; ;U,'lz,'(v,' — V,'fl) + Op(l/n) (12)
() :2c+\% x v/n [,17 ;(vi— V,1)2_2] (13)
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2.1 Effects of Noise on RV (Simple case) 6/7

ZDrE,
Uon = %Za?_l 2 (14)
Uln—[fZJ,l —1] (15)
1 |2yc
Usp = 7 [\C Zai—lzi(vi — Vi—l)] (16)
U3,,—f><f[ ;( —vj_1)? —2] (17)

LB, U D [ o2ds+2c THY, U, Usy, Usy DEITE T 5
ZE TIRDEHZGD.
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2.1 Effects of Noise on RV (Simple case) 7/7

Theorem 1

Small-noise DAED F, Uy = [) o2ds +2c £ 5 &,

Vi(Va(2) = Up) B U = Uy + U + Us (18)

ZZT U (i =1,2,3) & F-conditionally mutually independent Gaussian
r.v. with zero mean and variance

E[U2|F] = [2 + ka] [} otds,

E[U3|F] = 8¢ [, o2ds,

E[UZ|F] = [12 + 4r4]c?
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2.2 Effects of Jump and Noise on RV 1/2

RIT jump Z2ABLEHEEF R 572017 X(t) IZLA R D Ito-semimartingale
RS LT 5.

X(t)—X(O)—i—/Otp,sds—i—/otasst (19)

Z 2T (s, x) 1 predictable function, p(-) (X jump measure, v(-) I& p D
compensator (_EFID&ILIL Jacod and Protter (2012, Section 2) (25D
). 2D, & Theorem 1 1IZ&1F 5 U; (i=0,1) ZZNFIRD KD IZ725.
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2.2 Effects of Jump and Noise on RV 2/2

1
Uo :/ olds+ Y (AX)?+2c (20)
0 0<s<1
1
E[U?|F] =2+ m]/ otds +4 Z o2(AX)? (21)
0 0<s<1

Z Z T Uy & F-conditionally mutually independent r.v. with zero mean.
T oI v IR UTIESMZIRE T S L, Uy 1X F-conditionally Gaussian

r.v. with zero mean TH 0,

1
E[U2|F] = 8¢ / o2ds+ Y (AX)? (22)
0 0<s<1
PAEDFERIZ jump 12T 2IHZ RS & Theorem 1 & —(3 5.
13 /36
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3. Effects of Noise on V,(4) 1/6

e Noise #% small noise TH 5 & ZITIX, V,(p) FFIT V,(4) Dl iy 732
BHIZOWTEFARDE LN TE D,

n

Va(4) =) (A7Y) (23)
i=1
= zn:(A,"x)“ + 4ep En:(A,-”X ) (Av)
i=1 i=1
+ 662 Zn:(A,f’X)Q(AV;)z +4él zn:(A,-”X )(Av;)?
i=1 i=1
+ 6 zn:(AVi)4
i=1

@ Micro-market noise I& small-noise ne2 = c + O(1/n) TH 5 L7 5.
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3. Effects of Noise on V,(4) 2/6

V,(4) DEGERIEE Z2FARDIZHT20, V,(2) DL & & RRRICHERBFED
BESULIZPE S B 2 5T d 5 M ED D 5. PUF Offi#EI% semimartingale
AT B REDOARNEH VD Z L THLOND.

Lemma 3

X (19) ITfES & &, ERDIEDEK p > 21T U T FAEH D LD,
> (X = Xen )P = D (AX)P (24)
i=1 0<s<1

n tn
i _ —1 _
=3 [ / P(Xem — Xer )P 1dXs + ”(”2 )Xo — X PP2d[Xe. XoJ°
i=1 L/t~

+ Z Z ZPCJ(XS— - Xt,-’Ll)pij(AXS)j = Op(1/+/n)

i=1tP  <s<t] j=2

T 2T [Xs, Xs]€ & X D 2 IRE 5y D ik 43
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3. Effects of Noise on V,(4) 3/6

Lemma 3 ZH\W\WT

Vn(4) - Z (AX5)4 = Uln + U2n + U3n + U4n + U5n

where 0<s<1
n

Un = Y (ATX)* = Y (AX)*

i=1 0<s<1
Uzn = 4€n Y _(ATX)*(AVi), Usp =6€2 > (A7X)*(Av;)?
i=1 i=1
n n
Usp = 4-6?7 Z(A?X)(Avi)?), Usn = 6?1 Z(AVI')4
i=1 i=1

DEIFAEFUIT 5 2, Uy = Usy = Op(1//0), Usp = Usn = Op(1/n),
Usn = Op(1/ny/n) 720, IRODIEFL %135,
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3. Effects of Noise on V,(4) 4/6

Theorem 2

Vi(Va(4) = Up) B U = Uy + Us (25)

Ui, Us I& F-conditionally mutually independent r.v. with zero mean with
E[UZ|F] =16 gcscq 02 (AXS)®,

E[U3|F] = 32¢ 301 (AX)°.

FHZ v (ITIERE 2 € 3 10X Uy 1 F-conditionally Gaussian r.v. with

Zero mean.
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3. Effects of Noise on V,(4) 5/6

% 7= X % diffusion type TH 5 & 121X Uj, = Op(1/v/n) (j = 1,2,3,4,5)
LY, ANIZRT L5 V, ()@%ﬁﬁﬁi@% %5,

Remark
X ¥ continuous Ito-semimartigale T % & &, V,(4) = >0 |ATY|4,
Us(4) = mq [} otds + 12¢ [} o2ds + cE[(Av)*] £ T 5.
ZDEx,
Vn(nV,(4) — Us(4)) (26)
RO U (4) = UZ(4)+ UL (8)+ U3 (8)+ UL (4)+ Ui (4)

) VSHEHE E DD kIRE— A VB,
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3. Effects of Noise on V,(4) 6/6

Z 2T Ur(4) (i=1,2,3,4,5) I& F-conditionally mutually independent
Gaussian r.v. with zero mean and

1
E[U; (4)21F] = (mg — m) /O oSds (27)
E[U3(4)?|F] = 480c / 1 o%ds (28)
0
1
E[U§(4)2|]-"] = 72c2[(m4 — m%)Var(Av)2 + 4E[vf]m§]/ a;‘ds (29)
0

E[US (4)2]F] = 16c3Var[(Av)?] / ' o2ds (30)
0

E[Us (4)|F] = c*Var[(Av)*] (31)
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4. Effects of Noise on Jump Test 1/5

@ Jump test in Ait-Saharia and Jacod (2009)
Ait-Saharia and Jacod (2009) T, @Rzl &

i=1

[n/k]
L (( -3 A,ﬁxw) @

EHWCHEBEBI S N2 T — &2 5 jump OEMZIMRE T 5 HIEIHRE
INTV5.

Y ={w:s— X(w) H*[0,1] ETAMS:}
Q° ={w:s Xs(w) »¥[0,1] ETaifE }
LT,
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4. Effects of Noise on Jump Test 2/5

Proposition (Ait-Saharia and Jacod (2009))
(i) In the restriction to the set ,

sta 8 2(AX;)®
Vn(Sa(4,2) — 1) 22 N [ o, Zosgsz1 %5l 5)2 (33)
(Cozeca(X)?)
(ii) In the restriction to the set Q°,
160 [ 08d
V/n(Sh(4,2) — 2) B N o,lfof’ss2 (34)
3(Jo otds)

(i), (i) ZHWT, IR Ho: jump AV, Hy: jump fEL (ZxfL TN
TNMENFITTE S,
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4. Effects of Noise on Jump Test 3/5

e Ait-Saharia and Jacod (2009) THZE X7z jump DMIERHGHED
noise IZ LK B EBAAND. ZD-d, LFTOMFIEE2EZ 5.

[n/k] n
Walp, k) = v/n | Y IATY (k)P = > |ATY (1) (35)
i=1 i=1

ZIZTAMY(k) = (Xika, — Xii—1)ka,) + €n(Vika, = ii—1)ka,): Vika,
(X iid. noise, A, =1/n. TD& &, Lemma 3 & {RD Theorem 3 D
EENPSIROEHZE5.
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4. Effects of Noise on Jump Test 4/5

Theorem 3
X % lto-semimartingale X U, p >3, k>2 & 9%, ZD& Z, small noise

nD E[V8] < co DIED T,
stably
Wh(p, k) — U= U1+ Us (36)

Z ZT U (i = 1,2) I% F-conditionally mutually independent Gaussian r.v.

with zero mean and
E[UZ|F] = p?(k = 1) Y gcecy 02(AX5)2P7D),
E[U3|F] = 2¢p?(k — 1) Zogsgl(AXs)2(p_l)-

23 / 36
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4. Effects of Noise on Jump Test 5/5

o LLLD#RIE c =0&3 5 & Ait-Saharia and Jacod (2009) DFEHR &
—%95.

o X 7% diffuion type D & & HilA A HVEIT 5 A%, Theorem 2 D
Remark Tk X7z K S IZHERITEMIT 5.

@ Theorem 3 £V, S,(p, k) = Vio(p, k)/Va(p,1) £ 9B LIRDR%E
%5,

Corollary 4

X % lto-semimaritgale ¥ 3% &, Theorem 3 DIKED K, p=4, k=2 &
UTCTLATREGD LD,

Ui+ U

V[Sa(p, k) — 1] 2% s = o
0

ZZT U (i=0,1,2) I Theorem 2 TEHIN7H D.
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5. Simulation

o DU DR & BUHERIZ X D DD B
o T 5,(4,2) NEDE ST noise DEBEZILHEMNT 3.

@ Theoreml, 2, Corollary 4 IZX L TWL DNDGEIZHBIT 5
simulation #&5H % fH /T
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5. Simulation

X IZBLF D data generating process (Z7E > TH K.

(Case 1) dX; = 0:dB;
(Case 2) dX; = 0:dB; + dJP
(Case 3) dX; = 0,dB; + dJ?
do? = k(o — 02)dt + 0+dB?
B;: Brownian motion,
JEP: compound Poisson (A(intensity) = 10, jump size= N(0,5)),

Jts: (B-stable process with g =1,
k=5 a=02, p=E[dBdBJ] = —0.5.
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5. Simulation

noise DG # % L2 7= DIZLL FDGEIZDWT jump test &£ D % L4
LM% RS

Xo: Diffusion 4+ Poisson jump, Xi: Diffusion,

Yo: Diffusion + Poisson jump + ¢y, Yi: Diffusion + €q,
Vo: Diffusion + Poisson jump + €1, Vi: Diffusion + €1,
Wo: Diffusion 4+ Poisson jump + €5, Wji: Diffusion + €

where

eo ~ N(0,0.05) (large noise),

€1~ A},/2N(O, 1) (type-1 small noise),
€ ~ A},MN(O, 1) (type-2 small noise)
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5.1 Effects of Noise on S,(4,2) (Case 1)

Y1
-
o
-
o™ o
z © z
& B
5 i 5
[=] [=] [=1
o
= =
e b T T T T T 1
70 65 B0 55 50 45
w1
e @
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= = =
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(=] o [m] o
o
e Q =]
= = e
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Figure: Effect of noise for CLT (diffusion)
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5.1 Effects of Noise on S,(4,2)(Case 2)

0.030

Density

Density
0.015

00 01 02 03 04

0.000

Vo wo

Density

00 01 02 03 04

Density
0.00 0.0z

Figure: Effect of noise for CLT (jump)
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5.2 Theorem 1 (Case 1)

A, =1/1000, ¢ =100, ¥ X 2 L — =3 »[A[# 1000 [A]

No correction(c=100) Corrected(c=100)
_ g _
& = |
o T (=]
(18]
|
— [=]
& o
GIJ — o
2
— g —
g .l
2 | N a | !
2 T T T T T 1 < T T T T 1
15000 25000 35000 4 -2 0 2 4

Figure: Effect of noise for CLT (diffusion)
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5.2 Theorem 1 (Case 2)

A, =1/1000, ¢ =100, ¥ X 2 L — =3 »[A[# 1000 [A]

No correction(c=100) Corrected(c=100)
= o
o o
o
! <
L= o
= = 2 4
@ w | w ©
= 5 o
o 4 O o
= —
_ o
o
8 J . -
(=] o
o [ T T T T T 1 [ T T T 1

0 2000 6000 10000 -4 -2 0 2 4

Figure: Effect of noise for CLT (jump)
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5.2 Theorem 2, Corollary 4 (Case 2)

A, =1/5000, c =10, ¥ I 2 L — 3 »[A[%{ 1000 [7]

No correction(thm2) Corrected{thm2)
- —
- - =
= =
E ] ™ — &
B MTH 2
P il - a g
11 [ T ——— =
T T T T 1 = I T T T l
1.0 0.5 0.0 05 1.0 4 2 0 2 4
No correction(cor4)
=T
(=]
b s
Z Z
A 5
(=] (=] (=]
(=]
(=]
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5.2 Theorem 2, Corollary 4 (Case 3)

A, =1/5000, c =1, ¥ ab—¥ 3 »EE1000 [F

No correction(thmz2) Corrected(thm2)
@ S
w
= =
E - E S
[m] [m]
(]
(=}
e T T T ] S T T T ]
0.2 0.0 0.2 04 5 0 5 10

086

Density
Density
0.4

0.2

0.0

4 -2 0 2 4
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5.3 Remarks

e ¢ (large noise), €2 (type-2 small noise) D — ATl noise A< LY
(2720, WRER R BUE R D VL7,

o Diffusion case Tl LI/ NEARTH > TH WL DBV T Z 5
Z % (Theorem 1).

e Jump &L — ATl diffusion case LKL T D EZL DT —X
BN 72 % (Theorem 2, Corollary 4).

o Jump DHEEIZEIL T, finite activity & U % infinite activity D A% &
D% < DT —XWBE (Theorem 2, Corollary 4).
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6. Conclusion

AFZETIX, BSEE T — X OB 5 jump & noise DFEEEFHNS /-
®HIZ "small-noise” DE%ED KT, realized volatility Z & LD 7 5 A
TH 5 Vop, k) DEHREHAIMEE ZH S 2 U7z,
EBMEFERIZE D, IFDZ DR TE 72

o Vi(p, k) Z W= HEZD QV DHEE X jump DIBETLIE noise DA HE

ZIEFITHBETH 5.
o S EPEH U 7= Wi MBI ELII/INEAR T & > TH WL A D KW
EE 52 %,

S DFRE 2 L TIX, Bipower variation, Joint jump test (249 252 etc.
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XL I (1)

m%$®U—?VV377Kﬁ%§ﬂ%i5&ﬁﬁﬁ&é@ﬁ%
XT3 ) A VEMFIEOMENIL  2INTED, ML
FRVEMEEE EDO LI ICET MBI OO T 20 0wH 2
EICHEHDPEE 2,

SBREMERRIRT 12 3 1) % 15 D WA R

1. 2D K72 EEEMG O T (BETIRY v v 7 L IER)

2. ZD &) Yy 7Bb o THEUNYS S L CIEHEICE
\F % T DR X MERE

D2OTH%, WAL, LRSI ZVE ) ZKRIEEE

FEAMIfE D T %% rare event & L CTIEZ., FN%2 P v v 7T EMAT
W5DTH 5,

SHOFELTIE, TD22DMEND AL I EDTELET IV
ELT, MERB/RD Y 7 AD 12THh % LM (point process) €
TIURREL ZNZ MO FEEa 2119,



XL B (2)

RBMREETVICEOLTROPMMAETVIER T Y VIEEETH D,
Z D& YRR L7 b @D & L T Self-Exciting Model 5
Mutually-Exciting Model 234 %,

ZN50EFIVIEO P S o, el EDeRfG
FRCBITA2HEEEZ ) ECHDIALZ LT 2[R H 5 L%
Abib,

Z 2 TIE, RUERE TV 2 A 2 PRSI O KRBEGR O o bt
ZMNd %,
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SHDOFRIIKEL 4012005,

el A

RBEBETLVE LI T =52y FDOFHH
ETNVDT7 4y b

Seb A E R % JLMEIZ L 72 Causality Analysis

HRBR T35S BT 215K D T2 v v 7 (rare event)y DTl
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1 XD KA DFHS  Hawkes Process

F9. 1 RICOGEEDRBERDOH £ L T 1 XILD Hawkes Process
SHE T 5,

P(N(t+A) = N(t) =1|F) =AOA +o(A)

P(N(t+ A) = N(t) > 1|F) =o(4)

TITABIREREL, ANt) ZUTOXIITED 5,
t
At) = A+ / ae PN (s)
0

X51C. A = AHFR) = 1imM0E[<t++|f] N ES
DY vV TDEEDBIRDY ¥ v T E %R %ﬁ%ﬁxfm
32 Ehbinrd
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% RILD WIBE D E #
T m BT, RiZlt £ TOY v v 70 REME % X 2 il EiE
FECTH 2 B N, (1) (m=1,2,3) ZFEmIZOVTUTD X

ICEET 5,
P(Np(t+A) = Np(t) = 11F) = An(H)A +0(A)

P(Np(t +A) = Npu(t) > 1) = o(A)
T

3 t
/\m(t) = )\m + Z/ ozmﬂCm,z-(Xi)e_ﬁ(t_s)d]\f@-(s)
=170

22Ty Ame Qi BIEERTH D, Cpa() 13V ¥ — > OBIKT
HHAVRT FPEEEIENS,

BIZIE Cpi =1 £ % ELRILD Hawkes Process & 755,
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KIGRIERE D L EERI B D i 2

1 RILDEED analogy & LT, ZRIuD e D SO0 R %L
2N THZ %,

T
Z{ / t)dt + /O 108 A (£)d N ()}

QLI NNTA—F—DR7 MLT, TREBRIEN:TFT—FICBITA
RBEDIRZ 2R T,

FHBORER N, (1) 1 X 2RERRY X, EROARZ T, X
0, T ICEWTHRAZEHTHL I LDPOENAR—F « AT 4 VF =
ARG E LCRHECE 3, FBHICIE (¥ Y 7, SR E LIC
RLADLDE LI LTk S,
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RICRGERR I BT D Lk

G RICIMBIRIZE T 537 2 =5 —#EE IR ALV HEARTH 5,
1 RIGDEEIZBI L Tld Ogata(1978) 12 MLE & —Zi: i ik
BOEHDH b, @ OWHEHEREATE %,

L L. ZRIGOHAITIE—RNICZNS ZR L2 b DIF 7R,

AE@‘ﬁme%%TwL%DTM MLE O—Z0H: 13 sz L
IZH D52 T 2 L TREEE 7 & OWnLHEwm D AL
?%o

HARIITIZZ RIGICE T % Ogata(1978) D IEHIG 2 kE L, +
NS AT LT R Z2IRET % (my # ma).

E[(Nm1 (t+ A) m1 (t))(Nmz(t_'_ A) ( ))|ft]
E[(Nomy (t + A) = Ny (8))|F2] - E[( mQ(tJrA) ms (1)) F]
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RICKIBFRIT BT % WL

DU ROt B OHEE T & 7 2588 % 3 211 %,

EE1 BAREERO—IKK
RAHEER O 13T — 00 & L72 & Z Oy ITHERIUKRT 2,

EE2 HuMBREE

Lr(0p) ZED/RF X —5 — 0y T L 7 SHECCERI S L §5 &
== % L) 43 N (0, E[A(0,1)A(0,1)]) I TR T 5,

b,

A(0,1)=-320 o1 mm Lt + D=t o1 wéno(t) ﬁ(t)devt
TH25,
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RGBT 2006 (Bl X)

EE3 BAREEOIENHEAEL
VT(0 —6y) — N(0,B~'AB™)

%8 A= B[AO0,1)A0,1)].B = E[304-] ThH 5,

Fro, R EDOZM
E[(Nomy (4 A) = Nipny (8)) (N (E + A) = Nimy ()| 7] =
E[(Nomy (t + A) = Ny (8)|Ft] - E[(Nons (8 + A) = Niny (1)) | 1]

ZA=BELDINEMED—DTHD. ZDb & THEDOLER
MEIEHATE %,

10/51



Model Fitting
BB 3 DDHRRIBEIC B 1 22 v v 7O % %Xt it E

T X o TETIALL., AICIHEHEIZ X > TETILEIRZLT I,
ETNTHA VIE N, (t) DIBEEZLSL I LICLHS>TTES,

BARIIZIE 3RICET NV EZEZ, ROV DA )7 B OB
PR Z1T9,

RIENEE TIOVICH AL TG OEUTIET 5, LAT D Intensity
X B SIEIC 1 2RIG, 2 RI0, 3RILDEEZEZ T 5,
t
Am(t) = A + / W Con (X)) e P dN,,, (s)
0

2 t
Am(t) =Am+ Y /0 W iComi(Xi)e PE3) AN, ()
=1

3 t
Amt) =Am+ > /O i Crmi(Xi)e P9 AN, (s)
=1
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A 87 FEB O E LT,
Crmi(X) =1, X, Xmi (0< Cpi <1)DI3DDT—RA%HZ2 5
ZELETR, B XYYy IV A XTH B,

AICHMEIC X o TR ET V2B IR L 28I, ZOETFLZH

T Causality Analysis 8 & O EERIC X 2 PHIOKKEZ 5
ABZEET R,

12/51



FT—4%+t v kDA

HA, KE, EED 3 >0&RiSGIcE T, 2hthz{E&T
% &) AR ZE X 5,

BARRICIZ, HfE 225, S & P500, FTSE100 D 3fEEECTH 5, &%
FEERIS DWW T daily return 2% 2, 4 [RIE, negative return 27317
NRET 5,

H % M % KR D negative daily return IZX L CEET 5, 15
miZBWVWT, Bz A2 tz2HiGmick8lls TPy 7)) L
EFEL., ZDHAE negative daily return Z3HTICH VW% 7 —4 &
T 5,

DT, HAZME 1. KEZ TS 2, EEEZTHE3 LS L
129 5%,
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FT—4%+t v kDA

T —% & LT, HAD 3FEEITOWT19904E 1 H2 H2 6
20154 8 H 26 H £ T 6691 Hr D daily data Z V> % (Yahoo
Finance & D Hf3),

t HH T® daiy return DEEZ U TD X )17 3,

(t HEHDO#MH) — (t HHO#HE)
(t HHD1R1H)

TR, OHGIEHC TV 20, H2HHIEHVTHRVLHDH
L2845, ZOHDYEETTETO daily return 120 & LTHEZ 5,

F 7o, RiEOREIIEREY T, HUHMTHIUIETE & b FIR
WHB| ZfT>o T3 ET 3,
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[l D EE

BIEDFEICKE L T, HIADIED negative return 2V TE X
%, WD THATO ) RILZ MR A 2 & 5 A BifEE e
L 72\,

return DEFDORKE I L > T TN Tw3 ) REZIEZ S Z L
& L. negative return DXz % 2 %,

SEDOFHICE T, &y e bEIEIZ 0.02 ICREL. ZNZE
NDHHITE T negative daily return 28 Z D & D /NS W&
W &7 DRELLEEZDLZLEET S,

ZNFNOHEGTOY v v 73, HATIZ 326 ], KETIX 218

I, EETIE212FH YD, 3THHDOFRKEDY v > 7% 13 [H]T
Hol,
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A LHERE DGR

1 RIET Coa(X) = 1 DEADIRAHEE DFER% DU FI0R T,

ifi%; | Log Likelihood AlC a B A

HA -1223.977 2453.954 | 0.03436384 | 0.05138892 | 0.01620106
KRIE -841.0083 1688.0166 | 0.026352273 | 0.032767337 | 0.006454535
S -822.963 1651.926 | 0.035424863 | 0.046252389 | 0.007467518

LRIGT Ci(X) = X DA DRAMEDREREZ LTSRS,

ili%; | Log Likelihood AIC « B A
HA -1221.312 2448.624 1.12737806 | 0.05197126 | 0.01736689
KE -839.9651 1685.9302 | 0.851603473 | 0.032506289 | 0.007314026
3 -822.9651 1651.9302 | 1.21743874 | 0.048733979 | 0.008416301

1 RIGT Cppi(X) = Xomi DG DIRAHEE DGR Z DA FIZR T,

ili%; | Log Likelihood AIC a B A

HA -1221.033 2450.066 0.5457783 0.05192993 | 0.01695144 | 0.78733141
KIE -839.4549 1686.9098 | 0.27214672 | 0.032683782 | 0.006920712 | 0.665727874
HEE -822.2781 1652.5562 | 0.237772734 | 0.047789561 | 0.007911337 | 0.532541432

2KIET Ci(X) = 1 DA DRAHEC DFERZ LUT ISR,

ili; | Log Likelihood AIC an Qs Qg . B A\ A2
EES -2106.612 4227.224 | 0.032491667 | 0.008489694 | 0.013958546 | 0.018329762 | 0.051481148 | 0.012679105 | 0.007798501
EE3 -2090.862 4195.724 | 0.034955319 | 0.008049622 | 0.016041366 | 0.017771423 | 0.056426344 | 0.014085228 | 0.007878567
KB -1648.446 3310.892 | 0.023645859 | 0.017171343 | 0.017393812 | 0.024254896 | 0.051492015 | 0.007116251 | 0.005814737
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A LHERE DGR

2RIGT Cpi(X) = XOmi DA DRAHMEE DRERZ UTITR T,

Tog Likelihood | AIC an 5 an o o x % o i N oy
-2058.485 4138.97 | 0.2804018 | 0.04495949 [ 0.2153843 [ 0.0000000281: 0.3037283 | 0.01311897 | 0.008039725 | 0.6455516 0.9927791 0.9886552 0.6189034
-2042.336 4106.672 | 0.1261768 | 0.04982152 | 0.005788145 | 0. 0.04439157 | 0.01415417 | 0.007715713 | 0.3897289 | 0.0000001881301 0.3475653 0.04771773
1650345 | 332260 | 0.06841466 | 0.05000657 | 001789549 | 002023358 | 0.02181179 | 0.007162041 | 0.00579299 | 0.2234785 | 0.000002482735 | 0 0

2KIET Cpi(X) = X DG B ORAHMELE DKEREZ DL TR T,

11i% | Log Likelihood AIC agy gy Qg1 Qg il A Ao

HX -2059.784 4133.568 | 0.9191201 0.2011328 | 0.000002090301 1.095524 0.4356791 0.01374505 | 0.008380763
EES -2041.338 4096.676 1.113517 0.2181885 | 0.000000235527 1.332249 0.05407480 | 0.01531142 | 0.008750348
R -1649.065 3312.13 | 0.717090219 | 0.622531484 | 0.665100128 0.702675068 | 0.051970838 | 0.008115698 | 0.006741501




A LHERE DGR

3RIET Cot(X) = 1 DB DIRAMEE DFERA DL F ISR T,

i3] Log Likelihood AlC aiy a1y a3 o1 g 3
EESS -2873.707 5773.414 | 0.03494467 | 0.00997911 | 0.000695051 | 0.000000003391512 | 0.02517662 | 0.01931174
Qs [ a3 B A A2 A3

0.000000006613519 | 0.02307102 | 0.02309372 | 0.05638844 | 0.01261261 0.007471421 0.00565408

3RILT Cpi(X) = X DBEDORAHEE DRERZ NIRRT,

i) Log Likelihood AIC an o a3 ) Qg Qg3
EESS -2872.637 5771.274 1.12534 0.3010446 | 0.001314446 | 0.0000007845216 | 0.7543096 | 0.682119
(5 [ a3z B A A2 A3

0.0000001558291 | 0.7669669 | 0.7212312 | 0.05600671 | 0.01465875 0.008345238 0.006557638

3RICT Cpi(X) = Xmi DA DIRAHEE DFGERELLTITR T,

ili%; | Log Likelihood AIC ay gy a3 ) Qg Qg3
EESS -2869.357 5782.714 | 0.1215351 | 0.2915931 | 0.04147686 | 4.27682E-08 | 0.1148787 0.2305131
as asp ass 8 At A2 A3 c11
2.50647E-06 | 0.246322 | 0.02160597 | 0.05632616 | 0.01336187 | 0.007837616 | 0.005915225 | 0.3568761
C1,2 €13 €2,1 €2,2 €2,3 €31 €3,2 ‘ €33
0.9853837 0.9999954 | 0.9769868 | 0.4432387 | 0.692316 0.9999983 0.6511724 | 0.007946657

18 /51



intensity

04

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.0

Nikkei225

T T T T T
0 1000 2000 3000 4000

days

Figure : 1 XILT C)p i(X) =

T
5000

T
6000

19/51



intensity

S&P500

T T T T T
0 1000 2000 3000 4000

days

Figure : 1 XILT Cp i(X) =1 D

T
5000

T
6000

20/51



€ 7LiER

Pl EDHEERE D & AICHIETHIE L 72556, Cpi(X) = X
PibOEWI EILR S,

B 7 impact function Z#EH T 254 L, FiflikE TV 2HEH T
GG ET, ETNELTORIBEDLS W EDRBINS,
B, 1RITL2RICDEEICOVTH ZOHEENIRBING,

F7o, agg M a1 1201Ch R DEL, HETHOY » v 75K
KTG~NDY v v S5 2 5B 0 EDRRBINT 05,
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Causality Analysis

FlF EfT o HEEICB VT, HATETOY v ¥ 7Kg T

DXV TDRAH AL E R LG Z 102 EDRBI N,

Z 7T, RA0,T) £ETOT—FE 2 6Nl b EDOWKIHIC
BT, fERUIOTY ¥ v 7 E % 5 & PRIlTER % JLHE I
LT, causality analysis ##% 2 %,

HHEIRFEC 31 % Causality Z% Z 7z, Florens J.P. and D.
Fougere(1996) 2% 6->TC (7 77%) bz EZ %,
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Causality Analysis

T (m = 2,3) %250 m ICB VL THA T DI TS v v 7H
EELRZITH S LT3,

Fr. Frup Sk T Kt ETolisi & L0l oz
Ky iva,

HAMS DY ¥ v 7OfEH, KT 5P v v 7O5%AM
& PHIERICE L2 RIFI W L2 RXD LI ICERET 3,

23 /51



T
Pt 2 TVF) = expl= [ An(slFi)ds)

P(ry > T|Ft) = Elr,, >1|F]
EB I ED5,

P(tim 2 T|Fy (1,2,3) = Pt = T|F (2,3))

Bl >mFea.23)] = Ellm, > F,2.3)]

#EZZ0UI L, SOHERZ TR 0y =0
ThdEEZ6NS, RIZCZDFEMEEZLELZRHCTHREL X9,
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Causality Analysis

‘)‘%ﬁﬂi%ﬁ:a;l =0 Ot3,1 =0 %jigth*ﬁﬁfﬁﬁ%j—%o

RDAZA FOFFRAFIRICK D, BEhiaHRIZ
2 x (2872.632 —2872.637) ~ 0 TH H . HHE2 DA A ZFHHD
EA95 /8 —+2 > b R 10.5966 72 %> & JHEERELIE FEH X A1z o,

L7z T, HATSDOY ¥ v 7OENRWKTISEDOY ¥ v 71
WELEZLVWIEBEZILNS,
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HFI D b & TORAMEE DG H

3RILT Cppi(X) = X IS0 =0 a13=0Db LT
DI HEE DGR %2 DL ISR T,

11185 | Log Likelihood AlC a1y a2 a3 a1 g o3
EESS -2877.519 5777.038 | 1.179661 null null 6.11759E-08 | 0.7755849 | 0.6434333
sy s a3 8 A Ao A3
5.85979E-08 | 0.7448034 | 0.7136607 | 0.05474386 | 0.01768599 | 0.008138487 | 0.006595461

3 7[]’(“077”( )ZX?b’“)’J’ﬂa’,mﬂiiﬁazl—O 0431—00)2{) & T
DI HEE DAGF 2 LT ITR T,

i Log Likelihood AIC aqy alg a3 gy g a3
EESS -2872.632 5767.264 | 1.138196 | 0.3116197 | 0.00001283367 null 0.7630126 | 0.6886259
aszy Qo agzs 8 A A2 A3
null 0.7730794 | 0.7282002 | 0.05653087 0.0144764 0.008366399 | 0.006657181
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ES R il

REOMEEREENEFTOTFT—Fy b2HWT, £R5CEBWT
PR » v 705 & BHEREZ KDL Z LB TE S,

DFEDRH0DS T EFTOT—% & Z2UH D AHEE B
SN E, (T,T) DRENCHID TS * v 7T O3 F 2 504 FhfER
HRRINTEITRD L ZENTE S,

RABRET IV E OGN SR & LT, BREZ TR
WCHEE L7z & ZICZDH%Z BN L) A RV FDPR0OfEE 3
My LI EIRTFHMEEZL I LENTE S,

A BOEEE N, O F, Db & TORMMNEMERZEZ L9, KHIH
W [T, T'] TOFEoHEE N, P first arrival time 7 DA

Pr(t > T'|Fr) = exp(— fT m(t|Fr)dt) TH 5,
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ESEER gl
(i)

L7hio T, (T,T] DRICHID TS v o 7HE ¥ 2 Sefh 1 S fig

i
Pr(r <T'|Fr)=1—exp(— hﬁ m(t|Fr)dt)
b,

ZNTRMUTD 3 20EHIcB T, 20100 HE Tl T
CX TR EIMEREHEL, ETFNLOFHNEHERL TH
ck:)o

1. HiyEE LT 3R (2005 4F 8 H 31 H)
2. HiGDSiau T 2181 (2015 4E 8 H 26 H)
3. Y=~ ay ZEHA (2008 49 H 12 H)
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ESEER gl
(i)

FHEICH W B Intensity 12DV, impact function X C(X) = X
2R, 3G, 2KIT, 1 RILD 3 DDETNZER S,

KEM, HEMSICEL TR, MToXHic7ay F§3,
1. HX%Eo 318 (4R)

2. KD 21 ()

3. kD L IRED 1T (k)
HATSICBL TE, BTokHic7my F$ 3,

1. HXEo 318 (4R)

. HXo 2185 (B)

. H¥ED 2185 ()

. Ho 1185 (%)

B W N
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Figure : 20154E9 H 1 HIZY v v 725 ¥ 2 (4 HR)
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Figure : 201549 H 15 HIZY v ¥ 73 & % (1 H%)
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BRIE D P I DT

BfEZz 2% &% &, TGP Tw I & 25E LT 5 I
ETHRMN SHERDEIIRE CE) 2 bbb o,

LU, KBS & GEIFRER & 3H £ ) XalanTw»
TWEIICHRZASE, 20, HARWE MO 2 i1 iR T
volatile Z D TEIHDKEIME WL I ICTH R Z 200 Lz,

Z ZCHiEZ 3 %ITERE L. Skl E LR URIICH U €7 258
HLTH%,

B, BiE3%2BAA2F =130 1987 EDT 5 v 7
RUT=DT =7 WY IAATREDHEEZIT I .
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DLETHZEIICHEZ3%ET 2L, 2D L) ZEEZEA 2
T—=I Y0l 2 % DG LTS 5,

D 2 % DHEIC IS, T ORIUICIE L TRAEA S HER DT
BEICRATET 700, i85 ) A 7 EROIGMICHTH
CEHRBEND,

FRHCZERE A, (m =1,2,3) D 1T RBIBD & 9 R E %2 57

& (intesity D& e DT —F7—BHHICK2). 779 7BZ2D X
BTG E ) WU R,
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LR ICR AT 7V %2 W T
1. Causality Analysis
2. FkoY v v 7O M
ZiTo7,
(1) (B L Cid, M R HRE I & 2 Tt 1ok <L R
ZERMNICHETE 2 THE2EAL I ENEENS,

(2 IBIL TR, vy 7OIRAEREI L) HFROATH H
LBEDFMNTE L Z EBbhroT,

intensity D7 A VEIIPIIT) TETEDRVETLVEZE RS
ZENHEETH D, EHEMAR EOIEHIEICRE 1) S A TS
KeeT) vy IO AREE LEbN S,
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