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Abstract

This paper uses cointegration test and error-correction model to test the long run
equilibrium among the Taiwan 50 index, index futures and ETF, and price discovery
process as well. We use daily closing index prices data during 2003/07/01~2004/11/30.
The conclusion can be summarized as follows: (1) Taiwan 50 index, index futures and ETF
exist a cointegration relationship and long run equilibrium; (2)Estimated coefficients of the
vector error correction model suggest that price adjustment takes place in the index futures
and ETF market, but not in the Taiwan 50 index. The results also indicate that the Taiwan
50 index has better function in price discovery process; (3)By Granger causality model,
Taiwan 50 index and ETF are only one-directional relationship; (4)For impulse response

function, Taiwan 50 index has more innovation effects than the index futures and ETF.

Keywords : Exchange-Traded Funds (ETF), Price discovery, Cointegration, \ector Error

Correction Model (VECM), Impulse Response Function.
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Method of Moments) iz 3+ 7% & iz 3+ 2L40 M4 3% ﬁfﬁi Ve zni A E A A @ i e ii%@
FEAE AR RE RS ARG R AR R R
Mei% R A dp B f S g R A EERE - FREFEEIRP L R

Rk AE T P x% RBRFAN G BT DER FF o

B

Booth, So and Tse(1999)2 p p % % F#L » # * Johansen + ¥ & & T & v &
FAB L HANGREE DAX ok j - f 2 EJEOE R RER > B
SHTZBES - S FE RApBOR e dpid) Bt AR L iR A
WWERRE o A = HehadR P 3 g v A G DAX RS A ¥

BRI PR E R P AR AR R R R -

Kim, Szakmary and Schwarz(1999)2 VAR -3 # % S&P500 ~ MMI 4= NYSE
Composite = B #cd) IR G chT A 482 5 TR TR /1986 17 111991
7P F A1 e £ p A FRAI(VARE &F 5 BT s Y 2 o FR A
[ER TR A =gl ﬁ‘«éﬁiiﬁ » S&P5004p#cdy [ > & B 5 @ e 4 R E e B
%1%@%%%%%@2%%&%%#%;ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%i%§h@ﬂ&%%
Boo Fla MMIZ & A5 4] Fhz Bk H b & ki a B F fpAi 47
HMarixe- B3 A2 GrFEF 00 g B3 V- B3 3o i EE

__—Vp

T MR A AR HRRERDBER > BEE A AER
Min and Najand(1999)i & # 3 & B % i 45 B(KOSPI200)2 £ p fosk 7 H-
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Ji

’

ARSI T o A FANATY R & TH R A LT 0 R
Bd atbed b 2 KU S AT RS S FAHLRE &k [ FeE
B E IR Bk R TRWF1996#57 3p 21996107 16 chp B F
BoFE> 2 ie R0 AR FHANVAR) - FHELEFR D [ Hepp g
AREPEREE3044 P FERTD Sl d 43 B Sl
Fl% M GARE i b AU E > Y AR S TR BRI

[

Chiang and Fong(2001)R] 12 % %42 2 5 iy b~ EREEIRE=ZFHF LAY

iR BT ERE SRR SRR R S A R F R

I

LEREOAARELEE R A ERT SO BB P

>

A AT IR e AR A R R ol A R e
ZEEEIH B A4 J1* ARP)AEEZER H 2 2 B & GMM B 342 &k iF
i&ﬁp?/v\’}’? cFHHE T P FFT AR PLLRA T F LR ERE S

EEETS P TR T

I AT SR RN AP B R

F AW BTN £ AL AT E A 3 1 HA(ECM) » FF 3 B4R 2
VA B R AP P SET > PRI ETF R PHER R R EFR B
WO P 2P 7 FF > L5 RUNE DM % A {3 Rar i
oA A EHALF PP P EREE G A v TR MG 2 AR
PR B GRS S TR L R L%

o ST T B BUR D R A B A R A e AT A M RIRY A ek
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2B (1998) % Sdp iy p 2 A Lg% Up RRAESSE N R Y
B R 5 1998& 7% 210 21999#3 7 31p 1k £ 251852 4% » > & * Granger 7] % #&
T B op A FRG AR THCA o RES SRl R 2 B
Bo Bl R T A AR T SR § 2 mD By i E o RN
e R Y T TR Y PP ISR EE

$H Bl e e £ A FE(VARNCY P @RI T 2 5% (D F A f1

FREFMT AHIDEARETIH AL - B L2 7 YA R
é_‘é:— Jﬁ,‘*\ ’7 fbﬁ] “"P‘i;(ﬁ,(a é{ﬂ& F/'r'I }%7 —‘\t‘ ]@_ﬁ‘ﬁ ”’{3“:”//’0(2)

FRIFZZE AT ESEFRT A% o Rip P f & o g P HE 2 2y

RO R ERE T Erl FRR T

FILEBE2000)4F 3 & 5 dp Bl 7~ SORFn B T~ B S kAl R B
WK ERE IS RGP AT S22 G 2§
FHETFEG RRF RGN cF YR8 £33 29p 122 30p I
FARS PP LR FH 2R R R AR RIFE L B e R
HRF oMY E X RFRDFI BTLRT] LS S ARERALLTYIL 8
FERBERP P FGRBOCFL RGP IS U B R SRR
CARR SR E D S FRE BRAFGRFRET 7 B8
P8~ E Q00D T R4 FIF AR S R Bong it o 2
TAEHYPERTRRAT S AR EFINR A XL RS F2 R LT 5
MG RBEFERSFER O MREEFERRAT T RRIARRE R

ALMDUL - FREFFR SHP PR YA ATE 2L

N

=t

e
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Bt §HE R AR PR ERL CEPFIEEG 2 Bla

BEdEarppRaLareyt ¥ig @RS

ﬂ\i—

el 4F o

WIF(2002) 1" £ FEE A AR LA E e £ p A F(VAR) R
AR AR A R R EATIR A D H SRl e A S
E;%ﬁ%iw%ﬁw%mgﬁijéggﬁﬁgya;u#g%&%%ma*
B AR A LAY FERE PR RERA S AR R BT S
bR R R Fpe o ¥4 P Al SAp R R R 4 I RF] VR
AR AR HRELINE FRE SRR LA SR e BT

HERFR2 i i ) A cdph | AT G 4 s o

B2 2(2002)7% 41 * Johansen £ & & 3] ~ A B & 73] TR EFEEE
AATEF L REEATIE BRI R PR A A R R AR A

FEF R TAOTIRBE T FT RS FRP DR R AETY O RR
oo g fenip R A g G e

2 F $Y2002)d LBl P AR 2 FERFL LRI B T AP
HE

e

“}

FRF2eE T AE R SRR D FERE G RE L 2

%

BRoRFATLMBE > B AR RART L L WEHK o 5 ¥ ADF

¥ 194 T (Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test) > #* &k 2|#rF 4 £ F & T fE A 87| o i@

o £
* Granger Causality TestX|$78 3l enF % M %> THE AR ET LT L 4L L
Bl et e £ p A FHCT Y aR L R R A JRRP REF 49T R0

)

ENRLES & 2 TR TS TR s e R

e

Eite g fUFREE K PG A 0 K23 F k(Chu etal. (1999),
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Kim et al. (1999), Roope and Zurbruegg(2002)) ~ % 1f #* 4% /¥ (Kawaller, Koch and
Koch(1987), Stoll and Whaley(1990)) ~ * & & 487 35 3 (Chan (1992)):h & @7 & »
EF RRFRDF N T I A D BEM LR RRAFEE YR FHELS S
Eeptag o — B S o ETFHAT T B M E A A MBS 2% E
BEFUL A ERY P B R BT S R A LI

T B o

¥ ¢t > Chu et al. (1999), Hasbrouck(2002)#2 ;£ & 4% (2003):19 z& % % % F & ETF
E3 i RFRDH o P B E AR B dp o R FEM o AdpEARH &4
BEoo00p 1990 #10 F4 PR R FELEArFA B A R pER
EEOM G FASFEEMGEEFRFRAS N > REE R R 2k
Fleming et al. (1996), Booth et al. (1999), Chu et al. (1999), Min and Najand (1999),
Hasbrouck(2002) ~ #f % & (1998) ~ % 72 F (2002) ~ ¥~ 2(2002)% - FFE%wm » ¥ | &
A Atk @ % 2 48(1997) ~ Chiang and Fong(2001) % R 4% 130§ § AF L f P % o
Flot o 3 - LA RF SR A RF RS SRSm T LW LG AR
R AR RFRITE > 3 PR FI AL OREREFR Y RS2 o TR LG 4L

PAFE L OFP e ped 0 f 3 0B F SRR &0 S R B TR
1o RERE TR BEE - BT FUT 57 ik R AR 23 A
G E SR EETR) 2L > MR L B b b SBSO By bR
R A SRR NES TR R SRR R £ Fab S BRE Tl A
AL 3 2T #7558 50 dp e A dedp | o HiG%Ap Boen ETF B 0L 82 o

BE T o B AL - B R B S R e i o
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eE S FHFR N F RE L 2-1 40k 220
% 2-1 AR B v pOE TR
ERER Eﬂﬁ‘g;ﬁ I Nk Fm
L E A Chu et al. (1999)  [S&P 500 4p %< ML s AREG B RFRAS
Kim et al. (1999) [MMI 45 #&< it
Roope and 2 LSS RE S
Zurbruegg(2002)
145 B 17 Kawaller, Koch,  [S&P 500 45 #c3R | 7 |3 18 3 (P4 2 5 § #288 #
and Koch(1987) ¥ wo (P RARAIRE)
Stoll and
'Whaley(1990)
L e Chan (1992) S&P 500 4p #c FIEERD FF ey SRk
MMI 3 #c LB L
222 ARM PR G EE S
Fiie i Fiie  [Rask
ETF i #% 3_ |Chu et al. (1999) LEERT ¥ F & ETF &3 i f4 Wb
Hasbrouck(2002) A BT B |
% B 45 (2003) A(VECM)

I 0

Fleming et al. (1996)
Booth et al. (1999)
Chu et al. (1999)

Min and Najand (1999)
Hasbrouck (2002)

iE 2 5 (1998)

* 7 F (2002)

e 2(2002)

* %r’;w“z/‘
VECM #-%

W LA A

I

345 (1997)
Chiang and Fong(2001)

VECM #-%
GMM iz 3+

R E L T
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PR R B4 T A 2 PR 1 0 R R R R T Y e

/;: N ? ;ﬁfd——,m] mL% < 1—,"152‘." i I” ﬁi%( ivi PLFIQ

e —a
_r.-_-:__d-ﬂ—#_ __"\—:H_“x_‘_
A LN

7 s R R ?

*F 7 R A ;;‘?:}ﬁﬂn’%’ii‘?— A A £ R SR #ﬁﬂiﬁ'ﬁ L3

WEAKE o &7 4L ETF) - %% éi%*ﬁﬂ#ﬁﬁzﬂj |2 £37# %A
/

¥ 315 & s
"o iy,
BopEA r«%*\SQ:}gﬁib"’é’i o A% 50 g$(ETF)mF_:} R
L‘. __- -~
e AGTER TR E m}ﬁ 50 iﬂ el o kR B»g’ SRR e

R SR SRR RS SRR AR AR )

It

A i L S R R R
BIp e bR kg o i F 535 7 > 2 K (nearby contract) i b B R B R

PR R Bl B TRASE D G - B BB R R
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ARE 0 AR EEHHT GP FRANETHR L F T PRI ER

W RB R 0 4 RE R R 4

A kel

¥ Z & Y AR

AR S gy S USSP S E LN E - S R TERE NS

15 STl > @ 46 6 504 s~ o S04l | ZETFedp et - £ R AHF

W

é ;)_]_Av\ q_b"—]%ﬁ orJIR. *\Pm?;}ﬂ‘wm;}ﬂg ?Jt

=%

Lk LR R hE AL 9
¥5Granger and Newbold(1974)#& 1) » FRR BT 2 2HE 20 7 S L E R
AT g A 4 RRie fF (Spurious Regression) 2. 3R o F]ut 30 pE R g L R 4R

RGP R AP R kR AR E RET Rk

\\\_

T FHRETEZETFARIPETEDRIDPEF-FFE AR B I]SLTR
E-HL R EFEL T URETHRATEE Y PR A% RASAE S SR Tk
Sl B ARl R A s o RIEEY XA WSk HETE LA M AT Al BT

PRFLBIRARH R B G PR -

Bfsie- HJl* Bl F R olic: FRRREL R R BT T B R Rt R R
2 GRpPERPAPERER I REES VB EREOLRE AL £ R 4

Q’{ﬁj‘nggg ° §]3_1 :‘% jKT? ;;f‘]pi‘ /:I%L%igl :

N -
L P e S

BN R BT ALREAR AT H AE LR AIT B R OTA
Bih- B¢ BB pABATHEE ) Al fARARL IR I R f+JUT"@mm%$¢

A2 o
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CE Y ¥t

g
¢

UREEEE R F S

B 3-1 7 7 A28

- E R
I PR R SIHCR R PR AR S AR ER A LT S LA &
e B 5k deko] T 2 # (OLS)# — 4t ] & = 2 (GLS) % i jF 2 4572 0 %

®H TR S T (stationary) » 2 F b 3F § SRR RnT 08 B R #I0H
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AT BRK o F O B F 2 RGPS AR gl R F g
A GB(RY)F > RB2tHn B2V Y > & D-W Emamg o T3

Nt

Granger and Newbold (1974)#7# 1! enip 4w ﬁﬁ’?(spurious regression) » 2 % % %

— A S RO DT RN R BT T Aoy 22t
TREB) 0 F e ERZEF o T WP RCOE T RMIEROT B FTRE 0 S
TR E AR T TR RO L E 4R RAs2 B0 &4k £ A (difference) 3¢
BEFGELAL ST TR GRS RS LA
Td T 10) £ 75 EBd LA A EF A PEFERES R Id) £ T o

ﬁﬂpﬂ.b:&;lj IE;E%ETO%K&JI{ “;.Tiﬁ\‘_t; &’#?ﬁjﬁ*g%ii /;‘:‘; ADF

(Augmented Dickey-Fuller){& €% o

ADF 1 % €4 Dickey-Fuller & % @ % » d »> DF th T 484 78 ¢, ik
% & o w5 (White Noise) » U] R picte - = F 7R SRR ET L § 5 A 71AR
B R RNl AT 6 WAL S v 3 L& 4 % B0 0t 4 B Dickey
and Fuller(1981):2 2% 12 p 243t jF(AR)H-E] R i& 7 B {948 > & 40 DF f& 22
e RN Y der pBEGH LA T RGEALATIIY B D BT DG G S
dn R AL 205 ADF R - EPRRR T & ol T 9L E 7 45 B &

FARFE AT R E F HIIM % o T L ADF % 2k e fFH0d)

1.4 # §E77 (intercept term) ¥ & 45 %% 7% (trend term)

p
AYt =Y +Z7/iAYt—i + & (3-1)

i=1
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2. % # §E7E (intercept term) e 2 4% %% 7% (trend term)

p
AY, =a+py,, + zyi AY + & (3-2)

i=1

3. % # §E7E (intercept Term) ® 4%% 3% (trend Term)

p
Aﬁ=a+ﬂﬂum4+zyﬁﬂ4+g (3-3)

i=1

BRI maBRIH  p=0 ZHTEFHEFENE » TL 1855
THOFRZIEGRABR HAEKINETEIRRG FERFE G ERRG
P b L A RJE 0 BRI L LA AEFERRYE F R
B bt e MBI A LT ) AP R IR LIE LR 6 kD
A2 o AFT Y BiE P A Lar ) fiepF o 23k % Akaike Information Criterion(AIC)¥
Schwartz’s Bayesian Information Criterion(SBC)= #& % R % 2| %7 o A # 7 345
Harris, Mcinish, Shoesmith and Wood(1995):£ 3% i€ % = Hp i% =t & (7 p3& » 12 AIC

Bl EkBpiE s TREFLATEREEEE B N5

AIC =NInoy +2n (3-4)
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HY NZBEZEBRHK N2 AL A Lfkcimt Gz B O'li Z Ig;l’\ziﬁﬁ?

5 Engle and Granger(1981)s/sait » 573 B A 5 5 22T 2 ML G 40k
o Ra B e LA Ba A BAEFEELM G ATAAFATE G &
3o oo 2. 1% > Granger(1987)* #& 1% B & % B A & = 4p b a2V % #ic

T - BR S BEDE FABS @ REF R E LN A S - LKA

B & %=t (integrated order) ® & 5 0 — FFER A Z|Y, S d =t £ A (8 5 T A
FOoREY FIAEES Y, ~1(d) AT o FEREIREX Y, 5 AE 28k

BHPEE A ugiE- LA EHES S L BT T (1) gl

o dmpesdde LIk ErEEA- R R AP E LS L
1(0)#5) > Pl 2 4 BuEABLe 3 # £ 3 30hehd (0 BFEIR % B
X BY, B EREM G F f ey BN RAR S > TERS AR

FREHA LSRRG - RS B R A v piofre § TRERET R

F = B & B % > BI34% Granger Representation Theorem » 7. * VAR #-4] pF »

Jh v 2 13 1 3] (Vector Error Correction Model, VECM) 3 i » 4 % € W et

EFEEHRTEF Y E 222 % 5 (1)Engle and Granger = Ff £ iz 3472
(two-step estimation) ¥ (2)Johansen and Juselius(1990) % & =it fr 52t & (trace
statistic, 4., ) % B~ #2412 503+ £ (maximum eigenvalue statistic, 4_ ) o B >+ [§

BB Zee R o7 e AR S 2 F A2 RIFLAERE AP
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oz TOIRBLRLS > AP THEET B S NEE > kR R EFE R
(cointegration vectors)crfic B > I 18— ) - T AP B R B cn L B IHEH o A B2
#-41* Johansen 7k ik X PEIE > RypEB A BB L o EH B
FHEPRfrPA R A A 2 R TEFEH O Fi kMG 2vHd-

Mtk FEREM G

(- )#Li" e

p ~
LR=—21n(0)=-T Inf1-4 ) (3-5)
i=r+l
H, : rank(IT)<r » *5 54 y BEFELH R

KU MR R E DT AT A E AR 4 LEEd .

(= )% 4T

L Y
I

= Johansen and Juselius(1990)*7 it f§ #% (reduce rank) & € 2 #2102

;L,};ﬁ"iiélﬂ,&r—r :
LR = —2n(0,r [r+1)=-TIn{1- 1) (3-6)

H, : rank(lT)=r » ¥4 y Bx &L £

H, : rank(lT)=r+1
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AR EGEETEREESH O MR A RET IS G Ar+1IBED D

%k ARE -

Btk TP G FJohansen® A £ Hh bk X BHAG o R TR E 0 3
BREEFRECPEATEIFR AL ErE A RIS R FEEM G A F oDk

m:%’ﬁ’»"" uAICﬁx * ,_,=~ igﬁ ° %ﬁi%‘ ’T~ r&*SO:}Hﬁt #ﬂﬁtﬁﬂk l"k’]:‘_:’-[‘l:‘l%l

RELFEEFEMG I NFIB I HAREFREFEM R F 2 BIE

P2 £ A G R sine £ p A fF(VAR)E (7 4 47 -
FroE fEpies

BASF R 2 RIFARILS T L AHD S 2 B E R H
oAb R AT SRR TR M 2 ok R AAR Y FlEE - LK
THFT A ERE DL A DL S o Sims(1980)3 3 S ann LA Ap § T
Iog ARG Fla e £ p A el o VAR H030 7 R g R 2 Fl %
BEfho w3 R ARSI AR AN KL RETALGP L R - A

PH - 2N AN L REF RN DT B FLER A ST
(time-series analysis)7t & ##cig £ ¢ im F 7 PR L > Flot & - i EFS fe

S R AT G R R - A e VAR 03] 5

AY, =a+) BY_ +& (3-7)
i=1
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He s E(g)=0 E(g » &)#0° Y, 5 irdFd rre S ah(mx1)ap 4 e
ERFHEL AL LORMEEHER Y A Ve 5 i BiRagired
(mxDs & 5 B i(mxm)hizaficEd | g 5 (mx1)as £ 97k & - P 55

Wi

w8 #4181 3 (VECM)

AAde Ep APMIEA(VAR) L 5 B2 B E bl 5o 4ok ki id i
PRI ol 0 T @ E A M AP RIT ] LA B EaE 5 VAR
AT e dedk £ AL G g 5 B0 Rdedn VAR H0R R E G i RE B 0Bk 0 7

PR JE MR FE A B T4 » VAR BCAIAZ 0 iz X G e BEFL B T o

1245 Engle and Granger seg /' > 3 %2 FApT & - Rl R BB B G
PRAL = AL R PIAEf3- ki L B 3R] 0 el R G R R M Ren®
Boe i ¥ - BHEFLG NI G FLB L HAIT s T RRER Se

B dsfL D AL AR o 2 3] R 3 Granger & Sims(1980) F] % B % ehpe 3 2 3

-
&
;
=y
3

BRE PP r AR LM GOT Y IOGEELNE P T A
7 22 F) % i 238 > @ Engle and Granger(1987)#7i& = eif- £ i3 it $A4| P ¥ & 71 4o

L
AT50, = p, +a,Z, , + Z 7L, AT S0, + Z 7,AT50F, , + Z 7,AETF  + &, (3-8)
i=1 i=1 i=1

ATSOF, =, + a,Z,, + ZyzlATsot P+ Z 7»ATS50F,; + Z Y nAETF  + &, (3-9)

i=l
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AETF, = sty + @, 2, + D 73 ATS0, + Y 73, ATS0F  + > 7, AETF, + &, (3-10)
i=1 i=1 i

P AL ELB TR B P TS50, - T50F, ~ ETF, 4 W 2 & 4% 50 4p 8k »

ipdty f ¥ ETF» Z,,, 5 34 1 & 7 (Error Correction Term)

£ Hp 3 EEIE

Y o ¥ o 24 E SR 2 24 s .
al,l N 0‘1,2 * 0‘2,1 N az,z A ag,,l Y a3,2 - ?ﬁ‘é'éi 'ffﬁt ’ rﬁ)é%lz'6 i I,;":gﬁlft*ﬁ{’

FhRTLEEEF LT L“é}ﬁz_ﬁ,ﬁ;ﬁg__ fiofe 1 AR B B R AR
o

.
Aj}ﬂ'\r‘]%g{%#ﬁ—ﬁiﬁ#}j@r%mp% FEE R Bt

SRR AT ]
.n-x

F] % gﬁ%‘ﬁ"hiﬁ{fbﬁ Bz
W E ﬂﬂ,ﬁ

“Faé BE E F oy, PtAarE L EE R

AR REE Sy, Nt E S

vop B @

e F - R [ B PRI KRR dok T it

WA WD I GBI R APR E P A T

- BRELE LG X A8% > AP e
%ﬁéﬁ’\:@%&%ﬂr}%\%m*%"dL“ o L

i
£ agrPr A o
\

A

(I

=

N, Ky,
e _
\‘H A
rF E,_L«flj’% ECN ﬁ_‘-“ A ,Ll B 2 Sl B rpﬁprjgt]a&g ,4:

"\-\. o _'_,_,.o-"'-'-f-"'
-\._"--\—._\__\_ —::_F._._,.-I" e

Hy:dp i {2 ETF7 5 - #504p 8] T Hj iy,

=73=0
Ho: = #8503 82 ETF2 & dpdicd) | 0% T H 1y, =7,,=0
Ho: & #8504 B2 dp ) 7 2 ZETFh®] T Hj iy, =y, =0

R RS ER S Rl S

2z

%z e & s AL E X T

AL SR L E YOt s A BT

AR A He 3 RELA
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Ji

i

Wa

WEFEG LI FE B3 F RSN e L 52 FH 7 T

L SR R &)

AATE L B R LM BE FLB I AP R AR
+ VAR H07] et £ Sl 2 TR A R R BA R B P Akt A B2
EH TR GLAEALE ER o B F AL R Y R E VARK Y 0§ R -

BRBL DT - B2 B (impulse)F > H i S GRF 2 Bl F RIS o

Sims 4| * Wald ~ f% 32 > #- VAR A G- @E#H 5w EH & T2

(vector moving average, VMA)s 3| fx K & 77 » JL P& — BRET ¥ ¥ AN A7

FWE LD EFE kAT B T

Yo=(l=pL-BL — =B L") e+ (1= L= B — =B L") ', (3-13)

Yi=0+2 ci (3-14)
i=0
H# ¢ » L % lag operation > 0:(I—ﬂlL—,6’2L2— ..... —ﬂmLm)_la o h(3-14)58 ¥ 2 uE

WEFEE(c)EFHEM > TV ErE- DIFRIFRE A JELF A Bd T A
L) R ST BCT 2B o ¥ FE 2 RN B E F R B ,g:g;;h,i%
REIS IR 2 ApRE o TIE NS R T2 BTG o - R LV iEAR RS n,fg;:_

A2 B th o
1945 + e g2 > 54 Choleski decomposition theorem 2 ",% Epipng o T
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4v x» = 7 = & 45 (low triangular matrix) F > H 254 % ¢

Y, = 0+§0:CiFF_1‘9t—i (3-15)
TS Yt:t9+iDi,ut_i (3-16)
B ooy =Flg i RsaME §HaM2Z THEE 4 D=cFFEFHL

(diagonalised)2. + % £ 4B*L » ¥ 4R 5 78 L e o

d (3- 15)‘\‘ P W IBIRE B BHE AT IR SR o T
% o G4

REF O~ R e WA T FRRCA Y BT ip T RPN
£

AR RAFEPLL e P T2 e i 0

fAFER A RO fo B SBpER hE e

-~ AR R TR

VARBA| 7 4 d FipE £ 2. % £ #ic~ f#(variance decomposition) k 78 & -

BB R A S B EOR ¢ PR fel R AR BR ERELE R

B fRF B BT AR F AT B B G RIEL R B A 2

2R R A A RN R AR AR -

¥ b5 38 VAR 3 2 A 6 L 30k 4
TafE > d 3-16) 1 2 L ch* Iz » 71

R fas
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Y- ét—kYt =Dt + Dyp + e+ Dty (3-17)

H Et Yo T AT Rtk g e 2 M AHY, RIERTE IR B &

B A Stk St FERTT AL Z A ﬁdkf PR AEH 2

Bt

E(Yt - Iét_kYt XYt - ét—kYt )'

= DOE(lutﬂt,)D’O—FDlE(ﬂtﬂ;)Dll+ ------- + Dk—lE(/utﬂt’)D’k—l (3-18)

Fl o - A2 BTV AT R AR B A 11(3-18)
SRz L E -z iagE o Bl A D 2EE A T HE R
AR PIKIFFA R B RGEF A4 d PRI BB JER A A T AETE A

Sfch 4 M ip¥435 35 o & Eun and Shim (1989)#74% 1 » 2 H-AIN & - % i H

P
i

&=

R FlD AP AR R B REOTHAIPN DIRRIFLR R AR RE
ARE BT b s BRI H R R DR

A A B R ETF § #2280 58 50 4 B dp Bl L enRl S Tt g
HEF RO 2 R 7R RN R TERF YL 225" ADF
H 134 %_~ Johansen £ F & T E w € F 4 B T HA(VECM)E 532 2 > 3 i 1o
Wi FE a7 2 REEATES T AR P REFOM 2 FNFRLES S UR

fRipdic ~ Ap B [ ETF = B fe el mpd -
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AR - R E TR D AR A TR A
e /?SOQL;}& 3‘;1 By % BETFe% & i3 %,

mE R

FaERAIFTRATHS
F1* E-VIEWS £ #5408 4
Ltk T s VECMECA| $£47 7 2 22 (79 47

'4 b

oEAFREES
VLB R RS04 B A R He e B M

A2 iR R RF R 2P g
%ﬁﬁ“ﬁ"%‘h?‘kﬁkﬁipg’i | 7

RRy

»

Tk A St AT R T

- N FRAARP A
R MR S D EE SERE SN T T

T TAL A 3T 0 A TR o8 50 dp e~ B & ETF § 1
2003 & 7 *

£

FHOETHR L
I p 2004 117 300

24 2L EL
SPUT

Bitdpit o 2 4-1 5 28 504p8 # [ ETF § fRAct hz- 2 447 0 o &
4-1 v #a L B SO#F]g{ﬁP% ey 4 A ?ﬁbﬁp% BB AT R BB i

‘*"10 ‘1"11/ = -
fe TR E B RS B

ﬁ%‘ﬁ&% G e e FRE

7~

7O g o P d
Jarque-Bera” £ ¥ 4w & #7135 K AP 4T Engle(1982)%3k 1 g i 2
[T 3 8 ¥ A i AR o

" i i (Skewness) R AFE FHA GAGL BARAE L2 HASE LK AN F L LW LR L 2 o

Mg g (Kutosis) 2w g i > G FRAEEY 28 K<3 5 MB% > K=3 % i% K>3 5 3 K%
Mo

" Jarque-Bera 2 i & K 2 ¥ LA P B R R

CFRUELE S AR
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& 4504 ¥ o #5040 B | F kL Ax504 £ (ETF)

T ok 4471.975 4468.151 45.68291
i 296.4607 307.3449 2.921929
it R 0.207603 0.225454 -0.030145

i R 2.583485 2.649960 2.806923
Jarque-Bera 5.144978 4.846942 0.608594
Probability 0.076345 0.088613 0.737642

BBk 357 357 357

%42 5 - ]péubi_’é’\ fs mr/? 50 %}ﬂﬁi #ﬂﬁiﬁp %‘ ¥ ETF l% ’fé!ntx‘f ?’._,‘;’Lﬂéu\‘f’?’

—FEE VAL BRI F o 242872 BAEIE R T IHEME

ot

T TR LR L kA A 0 ETF éfkip 8 >0 2 8 S dgdice ok M
R & ETF i piF s = f = AL R 2§ RF 8 RETRE - I fren
EERF N E @S Big s S o Jarque-Bera ERIGE W RS ¥ G A Fedhm & K

R B TFAA B BRI A LAY EARR

2042 S50 $% s I F & ETF e scit 53 B (£ 4 1)

o 4504, i - A 504, Bl | #F k4 4%504 £ (ETF)
T ik 0.000395 0.000391 0.000502
Pl 0.015244 0.019928 0.014824
i A5 -0.301361 -0.204904 -0.161782
R 5.562621 9.041327 7.542481
Jarque-Bera 102.7995 543.8728 307.6260
Probability 0.0000 0.00000 0.00000
LBk 356 356 356
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N EIES

AR R0 LTRSS R (T R I R

m

higiF
TP N R RBEA T L RRELLERAS > NP AR F LD RIE
cADF & 27 & 5 T Z AHA - (DA RERE 7~ 2485578 5 2)7 A
BABEIT S (3)F BEEF A ARBY T ;4 43 SHEPBRELE  BEES 0 5850
ol 5% 50 4t [ & ETF 548 ADF B 4946 €2 150 & 1% 5k 2 7

PEZESEF IR G T TR RIIEL AT R 2 FF R KA 0 (LB

“&\*

- FF £ A (Istdiffer)fs » L & FE 1 70 PIFRATF A A % TR - F 1%
BE R TRy g nz BipdieRic 2B 1) 2 B 7)Ao s e &
Eete w2 5o it ADFER 2 > M RS GRe LR 2 EH

r2 Harris et al. (1995) 23K % = P ix=TEFRFE - PHE I BEF27F > TE D
B e AIC 2 SBC B2 vt £ B o
% 4-3 95‘?50%31‘?!? b & ETF ¥ {94 <
ADF test statistic NS 7|
% ¥ & B FEIg e P 251 1 RS | TR E(%) |
& ARE T8 & P AR % IR P AR SR Hp #ic
T50 -2.165 2.191 0.212 -3.449 4
T50F -2.220 -2.279 0.144 -3.984 4
ETF -2.355 -2.273 0.292 -2.571 4
- F¢ £ & (1st-differ)

T50 -0.263%** -9.28] *** -0.271%** -3.449 4
T50F -10.402%** -10427%** -10414%** -3.984 4
ETF -0.071%** -9.100%** -9.073%** -2.571 4

N

L*** 27 1% F-LRETIES B EBEK -
2.7 8 © 84945 Mackinnon(1991)2 #cie & &% > FIEG m & BXPF > p 3P| & T > P ehE
LR RN S ' SO R EN AL
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X AR FREZFR Y 5 22Tl 0 1¥45Engle and Granger(1987)
GERp o FA BRI AT LG AARER R A e s £ 7R
BME G R EE A e b n E IR TSR Y W 5 AS0% e 4y e
B BETFF R B 1(1) chticr] > 3 ¢ FIRABF LA n 42 £ AM GEE
Frd o F AP Fig TRBEA IR AT 3k FEMGed k- Bigialp
S R BESm L € £ cnk PARE T o i 75 A dp R s d

EERNRAAL - BELLEET LAREFS S REF AEDPETAM G2 A

=

RN R AT R

2445 S50kt B FHETFZ 42 £ A% » 7w il%

(g

FEEERE2Z T o BEZI0REESE > R IBEEe 2 2B L Fe 2R R
EAIEG > TR S50 dn B BT B 5 R AR o 2 o

ZH G LR W RUOEN G -

% 4-4 Johansen * & & ¥k T %%

L A K P8 T Aace ) 5% fRh & 1% Tk &
r<o0 55.6414% %% 29.68 35.65
r<i 8.9114 15.41 20.04
r<2 1.9511 3.76 6.65

J HTBRK B AR (A, 5% TR e 1% f2h &
r<o0 46.7299% %% 20.97 25.52
r<I 6.9603 14.07 18.63
r<?2 1.9512 3.76 6.65

£ A L %1%@%L$Tﬁqﬁ B

2.r<0 42 52 " 0BEEs g
r<il: % SHRlBEESE
r323%iif’2ﬁ*ffrﬁ“t
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WL T

E=BFAE G EBEEM G M GE LD T(3-8)(3-9)
(3-10)= 7% > d ¥ B L TF o 5S04 i dp By S ETFR 5 & B 1o
IR S SRS RS T ER L 8 S T E I TR SR S AN K
B EEERk AR E L EPEEEe o X LR U 0 5504 B 5 504,
FEETFR & ek M %o Tt 7 1% 3024 8 1 53] R 473 2 F anip 128 16 M 5
Bogdod 24508 FE VKRR AD B P g Bl R B 30§ER dod-1)

3Ol

T50,=0.944T50F, —0.934ETF, —0.191 4-1)

§ (41387 4o 58 50 dpHcip ¥ 4 Bl § 8 ETF B enbd 1 0 Gk ) 30r
dOATY R TR 0.944 £2-0.934 2L F T 1o M £ W IOHET p el R E BT
A RRR RS 2 GG FREEHA I FDE NP TR 2D

B R E o

B%od 245 LB HARFF FABDIAPEREIHF > 47
Ff 8 f g ETF gD £ 9305 2 7 d Glcnt ] K280 FR R 2
b B e AR A D E 1% B IR A B+ (1-0.4031[>]-0.3803(>]-0.3679))
T RGP SR S0 48 ETF SO P B - 453 2 0 S 50 e~ dpdkc
B f g ETF G145 AR T ATE A3 8 ehif i > @ = 0Bl v 51K

L LM o B H S0 el B R R R B S P AT B 5 5 ETF 0 Al
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FRES RErE SR TR (F-F TERE SURLE B 30

Bt oS0 dplc s dp Bl PR ETF 2 ¥ W2 FIS Mk d 2457700
ZfRdpEE P p PR RO TRIEF > S S0 T p Lo 2 B R
RABHF EBEDPEETF X3 p dn 4 PP PRIEF > L35 gkl
AT RBR o Rl R e % o F Lo £H 5 50 4 BB B Bl [T & ETF
A 4 BT % B 1R 4R ﬁﬁmi ww 2 ETF & 478 6 £ 50 5 4
50 45 g 59 1 ,Lfﬂ‘ﬁ’mﬁ C T - SOW%W 4 ) 2 ETF -

W 550 #Bgﬂmiﬂww 2 BTF i 482 4 o L ﬂ' " ;;%s 50 4 #c §

-

%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁETFw%mﬂ%F&M R %50%& EF R S U

SO#ﬂ#\p ST 1D 30 A R A B

¥ ET, ﬁ’»lb’iﬁcp‘}ETFggiﬁi Jfﬁ&ﬁp%""’ﬂ}%" /?50
ﬁpﬁvgéfgﬁ’aéggtﬁp b & <3| ETF jzts 1 enR 5 Ko

T g2 D BTF F P d Pmnpmie s @A KT Ll

o, =
R::H““- .f“'f/-ﬂ
L bk Bk o Jf*:b;;VEeMﬁ%%q%M b fe s Meh A B 0 5850

-\\}

dpdcehd 3 i fise 0 B SETF - 8008 5 o 8504p 8y | > Baom & 80504 e R
BF A AR AR Al VAo BS0dp BB K R R chdpdice § 248 0 1

WAt FRANV R FEFRFDEFELM G DR A FLA
Ao £ HARF A R P RO R R R BN S Ak A EF B BG4
P o G F R GEE D Bk o B A% FEE R R SO R L

AR SR AR 0 o

39



%45 c@S0dpd P B ETF A L HAI Rt g%

wrs a: Z,=T50,—0.944T 50F, —0.934ETF, —0.191

6
= 50 4p 8 - %50 dp Bty | ETF
WABITARLZ, -0.367970%** -0.403145%*x* -0.380311**x*
(-8.83328) (-7.04890) (-8.95977)
ERPELE L
o 50 dpd(t-1) -0.635505%** 0.720727%%%* 0.555124%**
(-5.74521) (4.74579) (5.19860)
o A 50 g B(t-2) -0.628935%** 0.571474%%% 0.503387%**
(-4.03744) (2.67207) (3.34743)
o 50 g B(t-3) -0.243940 0.516847%%** 0.483150%**
(-1.56898) (2.42129) (3.21903)
oA 50 dpd(t-4) -0.099791 0.320876** 0.253579%%*
(-0.91435) (2.14144) (2.40680)
= 50 dp B f(t-1) 0.454589%** -0.727622%*x* 0.435582%**
(7.21892) (-8.41607) (7.16527)
= %50 dp B BT (1-2) 0.360679%** -0.653510%** 0.322411%**
(4.52413) (-5.97058) (4.18922)
= %50 dp B BT (1-3) 0.185079%*** -0.501798*x** 0.171273*x*
(2.41055) (-4.76034) (2.31077)
- 450 dpddh fi(t-4) -0.023983 -0.244304%** -0.003348
(-0.45456) (-3.37265) (-0.06574)
ETF(t-1) 0.352293%:%* 0.349520%* -0.852554%*
(3.06530) (2.21510) (-7.68424)
ETF(t-2) 0.314430%* 0.359265 -0.798440%**
(2.00579) (1.66927) (-5.27610)
ETF(t-3) 0.072172 0.141198 -0.681496%**
(0.45957) (0.65487) (-4.49520)
ETF(t-4) 0.069910 -0.047442 -0.285470%**
(0.62260) (-0.30774) (-2.63354)

ORELN ALE S

AL T 1%PE F R BT IR B E BK
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BROTEERER DA bledp e B R LS EF s A AR E

SEEES B RREB R T R F F T s 7 Rk o B Y 2- AR
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FUPnRgt > FHZREFOFRERG P oI L A kT G A v A

o BRETEr v AN A s B A 74460

% 4-6 5 S04~ B & ETF 4R 7% M

o #5040 BB ETF 5 A ff o %)% B (% - #4504, #ic «<—> ETF

- A504p i 2 ETF s e F1 % M % | o 8504 & | <—> ETF

e &S50 Bty f g o AS0dp By ~ @504 ety € L #5043k
e F15 B

RN S WA
§E LR RN BTG A £ P2 RSB BT ke H A

ZREFED I G S5 RERITRECERF RO itk p X - F
17 B (shock)br 7 Shs 1 6] B HenSeds o 125 T BAE T B WD Hehid B o
RBpFESE LT R F ot F oA ad FFEHE IS P &2 2B

FenB e A {1 VAR H.3] 5 A# D # 1T R8T e 3 &M 1 o

T F S BT Rk NG R H R R LD
AP EOE D2 A KPP d 0 VAR B § £ FIRBOTR R L F 2 8

B F AR S > ST WL IR MR RIS B BREL F
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% o
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247 5 S#504 8§ &2 ETF st F R % o d 2 477 &

B oA S0 ot BOAlE e - BRI L S S0 iR B A L
0.01364 » @ %+ § 2 ETF 82 54 w5 0.01357 40 0.01292 5 % # | 5 7 r=pF -
- BAREL ) B H AL PR EE 001169 Hipdi® ETF af Fa w5
0.00963 §= 0.00851 ; % ETF 5 % ©=pF » — B1E# % 0 ETF 864~ & i 85

0.01318 » ¥tz 8 [ 2 #2535 0.01227 4 0.01329 -
S Pt @A o S50 dplici g pE > B h Lol B4 4t ETF
At A DA X AN Rt A L A 2 T e

FF T g 02 B2 @it ] B %(0.01364>0.01318>0.01169) -

T LR D BSOdpdc ity e - BAREZ S S0dp iR R E B A

Pl

B o <30 BTF 2t g inp o — B4R £ BETF ch® & & 4504 e
H0(0.01292>0.01227) » # A2 F B A F w0 - BEEL G H 5 S0
e 4 (0.01357>0.00963) o @ % ETF 5 F pF - — B3 L ETF -

HH PP Ea P i ip i EREHEETF 2 258 (0.01329>0.00851) -

H

%47 L5048~ B [ ETF 5 03l F 22 T30 F &

B # | S S0dpdEk | SHSOdpdd R ETF
FOR R ¥ihs p iz Fhrp = RHip >
450 4p B 0.01364 0.00963 0.01227
= & 50 g Bt | 0.01357 0.01169 0.01329
ETF 0.01292 0.00851 0.01318
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Bl 4-1~ Bl 4-2 &7 ) 4-3 & %] ) o3 50 4p i~ dp et |2 ETF $8ci g 2eh
B F Bl o d Bl 4-1 7 v g o8 50 dp i HiA g o - BRI A iy
HRGH AL DR TE N s AR ] - H R L e A2 PR B

B0 550 4y et R fudo A SETF £ = 2~y Bl f 95 % chitetf £ de ] -

Accumulated Response of T50 to

Generalized One S.D. Innovations
.016
.015 -
.014 -
.013 4
.012 -
.011 - /,/“\\ PN
.010 - \\ —————————
.009 - NG !

S~ S
.008 - ~~. S
o
007 T T T T T T T T
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
| T50 —--—-- T50F ETF|

Bl 4-1 20450 438 ~ 49 88 2 ETF 08 £ LW( 5% 50 485 7 =)

B 4-2 B dp et f et HOA g e et R B 0 o dp il fR T - H
AL N T e AL PR A A o SEF I B e 0 P RARR
g o om0 % 50 dp#cd ETF ek JeAzR 4 > T390 3 > 10 o8 50 dpdc

5 ot ~ BTF F o=t 2 ~ dpdclh [ 97 it 5 b ] o
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Accumulated Response of T50F to
Generalized One S D. Innovations

Bl 4-2 &4 50 dp 8~ dpdcdy p & ETF 78 5 B (Ga 8 f 5 7 )

B 4-3 £ ETF 30 f03) F o0 @ entie ¥ £ ) > o ETF £ 7]- H 458
AtV oo AL PP B A DA PR > EFD R e > Foa L5 50
ApBcenE AR R B b 0 T 30@ 5 0 00 o 8 50 dpdenF s+ ~ ETF F = 2 »
Ap Bt TR R R g o B F S dicBEon kP iE P - 1B % dicih shock #-
g H B gl 2 S50 dp BB F ) 007 5850 ETF » ETF chF B4R R
AR f 0 T A LB S0 BB B R PR A REPFF{rRA R D

F e

Accumulated Response of ETF to
Generalized One S.D. Innovations
.015
.014 4
.013 4
.012 4
.011 4 //\\ e
- . -
010" \\ P e
N -
.009 4 o L7
\\\ //
.008 . 7
\\\\\ L7
'007 T T T T T T T T
1 2 3 a 5 6 7 8 9 10
[—— ETF emmmm=T50 ---—-- T50F |

B 4-3 7% 50 dp % ~ dp B | & ETF 6% 5 EH(ETF 5 § =)
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d A s > T U E A L% 50 ipdcg b 2liin’ ok SR ICILSE gL 3 (S T0 1] 08
<o B 5 ETF &8 S 3pdcP | o BB P Fenf & v ALS R A %7 Fohif 4
@ RS R Sl BB RS o T 0 5 50 i

AR F B RS e

= FARE AR
WA RPBATIET MSEL B DAY LR RIFLARE RS B AT
R RHEE AR » Hd R B R R IR T - BB R B R R
B PP AR o A FE R RPF 0§ G2 REALT L P o {4
e i iR L RABATRDS AT P RE DRI P OTA DR
Fo@ ¥ F 2 G WP OfERARR 0 F o Am e BT S S0 dpd s B
E

TF = § %8s pizz g% o

Wik

A8 A LSO A A B2 R R LR R
B fEed A A BT 0 S A 50 dpBcr At g pE s BT R L % B i
90.91% % p 4k ¥ > 4.65% % p dg 8§ > 444% % f ETF 5 & dpdicd) | 2 37
RIFL B G RA P e AL R RS (54.96%) % p tadicing 41.73% £ 5
g et S A ETF 26 % p e k220 dop flicenfzfl o ol
78.39% > K p B F At BlF 4.59% o KM R > L 50 dp it F o $NE

LB RFOBEELS L F 0 2 HLY [ & ETF iRl L € 8 8

G C3 L E U S SRR EE R S ES R A R
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%48 SAS04pt W 2 ETF R 2 8A7/2 4 (2 8 S50 485 7 1)

BoAlH 0 550 ke

%3 e A 50 4p #ic = 50 4 dctp | ETF

%3 ATz %P B3T3 2B BTz

B#c| Wy | UK | ETF | ®f | B | ETF | ®F | #§ | ETF

1 100 0 0| 51.431 | 48.569 | 0.000 | 84.116 | 0.689 | 15.195

2 97.418 | 0.692 | 1.890 | 42.276 | 56.497 | 1.226 | 82.704 | 0.782 | 16.514

3 95.655 | 2.008 | 2.336 | 41.265 | 56.645 | 2.090 | 80.899 | 3.086 | 16.016

4 93.888 | 3.307 | 2.805| 40.478 | 56.933 | 2.589 | 80.132 | 3.764 | 16.104

5 93.598 | 3.380 | 3.022 | 40.472 | 56.903 | 2.625| 79.865 | 3.827 | 16.308

6 91.402 | 5.264 | 3.334 | 40.503 | 56.840 | 2.657 | 78.847 | 4.810 | 16.344

7 91.061 | 5.347 | 3.592 | 40.286 | 56.387 | 3.326 | 78.485 | 4.784 | 16.731

8 89.052 | 5.353 | 5.596 | 40.148 | 56.267 | 3.585| 77.374 | 5.082 | 17.544

9 88.930 | 5479 | 5.591 | 39.968 | 56.425 | 3.606 | 76.990 | 5.379 | 17.631

10 88.844 | 5.518 | 5.638 | 40.475| 55.730 | 3.795| 77.103 | 5.454 | 17.444

T35 190910 | 4.649 | 4.440 | 41.726 | 54.959 | 3.315| 78.389 | 4.586 | 17.025

2049 AL S S0 dp B G A 0 BT 2 K R TEREEL R R
B fdod 4049 ¢ Faro F L 50 dplicd BT o dp B B IR iRIRE
ZRBHT 8204% K AL nfafd  1459% % p ETF > 3.39% % f 4p#cen® £
ETF = & » HIFRGELRBHCE @ &5 d515% > § 4B ot bl kA 2ty

5 (50.87%) 5 A ApHhjE B R R o kp APt b5 31.24% > 49.96% % p
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WA PR R o FAMRE > d SR S0 B R E o R

AR J RS e Rt S R

2049 2S04y~ D & ETF 98 Boirf2 2 (G Bl 57 )

B2 e 50 4 e

2 - %50 dp s | ETF = 450 45 B

% 3 iz %2 ATz %2 ATz
| BE ETF b | #p | ETF | ®E | #F | ETF | ®E
1 100 0 0| 51.209 | 48.791 | 0.000 | 51.431 | 15.125 | 33.443
2 84.526 | 14.064 | 1.410 | 50.645 | 47.518 | 1.837 | 50.678 | 16.578 | 32.744
3 83.360 | 15.152 | 1.488 | 51.908 | 46.274 | 1.818 | 51.486 | 16.366 | 32.148
4 82.506 | 14.924 | 2.570 | 51.783 | 45.880 | 2.337 | 50.664 | 17.550 | 31.785
5 82.419 | 15.013 | 2.568 | 51.691 | 45.835 | 2.474 | 50.761 | 17.707 | 31.532
6 82.366 | 15.067 | 2.567 | 51.744 | 45.807 | 2.450 | 51.216 | 17.268 | 31.516
7 81.819 | 15.078 | 3.103 | 51.437 | 45.481 | 3.082 | 50.910 | 17.736 | 31.354
8 76.741 | 19.485| 3.539 | 50.679 | 44.778 | 4.543 | 49.727 | 19.486 | 30.787
9 81.372 | 14.970 | 3.657 | 50.789 | 44.488 | 4.723 | 49.798 | 19.468 | 30.734
10 80.871 | 15.517 | 3.612 | 50.441 | 44.585 | 4.974 | 49.268 | 20.034 | 30.698
Tia | 82043 | 14.548 | 3.393 | 50.874 | 45.148 | 3.978 | 49.955 | 18.805 | 31.240

% 4-10 £2 ETF 5§ =2 #03] 0 3817 = f RBHif R L % B o 2 o o

% 410 ¥ 40> 3 ETF 7% =pF > ETF 2 SR04 ¥ B ) 91.74% % i ETF
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KL 429% K dnlic 0 3.98% K A B A B iR A R Bk p APy
frent bl 5 (19.41%) 4 (4.28%) B dp @ 2 R p AL enfafa 4 o LR
2 BTF» 3 & 2 2 A0 g g 4p g ~ oo T - A 5 - ETF )5
oA 2 A BREPFRE KR GB e 0 5P 7 BTF B E 4 498 &

as ERE

# 4-10 54 50 dpdc ~ ¥ | & ETF % & #icd7 /2 4 (ETF % 5 =)

#Al% = ETF
2 ETF o450 4 o A 50 dp ity
L3 S LS S L3 S

W#| ETF | mF | $#F | ETF | _F | #F | ETF | ®f | #§

1 100 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 84.116 | 15.884 | 0.000 | 51.209 | 2.331 | 46.461

2 97311 | 2323 | 0365 82.628 | 17.093 | 0.278 | 42.082 | 1.922 | 55.997

3 95.086 | 2.271 | 2.643 | 80.852 | 17.247 | 1.901 | 41.089 | 2.307 | 56.604

4 94.266 | 2.597 | 3.137 | 79.191 | 17.981 | 2.827 | 40.497 | 2.998 | 56.505

5 93917 | 2.814| 3.269 | 78.765 | 18.262 | 2.973 | 40.511 | 2.999 | 56.490

6 92.674 | 2.893 | 4.433 | 76.818 | 18.025 | 5.157 | 40.571 | 2.999 | 56.430

7 92.021 | 3.575| 4.404 | 76.383 | 18.443 | 5.174 | 40.213 | 3.702 | 56.085

8 90.622 | 4.897 | 4.481 | 74.693 | 20.250 | 5.057 | 40.028 | 4.081 | 55.891

9 90.333 | 4.997 | 4.670 | 74.617 | 20.217 | 5.166 | 39.903 | 4.118 | 55.979

10 90.080 | 5.179 | 4.741 | 74.157 | 20.692 | 5.152 | 40.629 | 4.069 | 55.302

L35 | 91.735 | 4.287 | 3978 | 76.307 | 19.408 | 4.285 | 41.481 | 4.059 | 54.461
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448 A 498 A 410V foo EFHAF 7 o B ok hi

¥

Boo B R lo U APEIGG PB4 o kg p g
BIGR IH At HTH W Rl BB KR Bl P R b o UL 2 B
LEp FHR LRECF AL PRI RRRF L BT LS 50
Il Fom S SO dpBenfafRial 4 ESEA B f e TR R R Kbl & KR
PHES RS R PP S S S0 did B 5 S0

ipdchgd ¢ B g | & ETF chgd o
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