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Abstract

This study examines the Monday returns detected in the Taiwan stock market during
01/01/1981-09/30/2005 periods and finds that the results for the post-1996 sub-period are
quite different from those for the pre-1996 sub-period. During the post-1996 sub-period, this
study finds: (a) Monday returns are significantly negative, (b) Monday returns are not evenly
distribute; instead, they are concentrated in the third and the forth weeks of the month, and (c)
Monday returns are negatively related to trading activities of institutional investors and
individual investors.

Keywords : the day-of-the-week effect, Week of the month, Investors’ trading activities
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% g5 7 3 a2 g (information processing hypothesis) @ 35 72 2T § 1 iFp d
WRE T E S Mg o Fl T R 10T p g Y X T R F 2k (Miller, 1988;
Lakonishok & Maberly, 1990) ; fe % 7 sk FaE sk ALF § 7 i%ﬁ]e-’ B Wt R el |
gt 7] (Gorth et al., 1979; Dimson & Marsh, 1986) » ]t — & 47 = &P A T > B R
FROOMFTERFIF T REY-EFG d i@ g0 &I - 2Tk - Lakonishok
& Maberly (1990)% Brusa & Liu (2004)s%= 3 &g r 47> e 5 Ew ¥ E I - PP E IR
fApBE 7 8 - Kamara (1997)% Brusa & Liu (2004)#7%7 § 45 & » " F S H T 4 2 5 v
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et 0 ZARMATA BF Sde ) 0 E A0 B F R Yoo n D IR LT
A R AR RS - R R AR o g0t o d TSR E 4 A A% (Large-Cap
stock)2 2 % & AP > e F B JIRERK > FlUtir A REFPHERT A
e 0 B ARk ot BP0 23 RIE Mg o 23 AR F]
ECR R B B S F ARy Al sk B o

EX RPN R L AR B ORA T F AR ] R
BRGS GAAFOELR S AR TR - FEFLRM D3 5 0k P - 2 i(Ho,
1990; Tong, 1992 ; * 3k 4, 1997 ; T B 4#, 1998 ; % ¥ 35,1999 ; Wang & Walker, 2000) -
FE K2 AT RSB > 1998 & F ik ko P 6 (2 99,2002 5 B A §,2003) ~ &
515 ol fpdicis (38 4£35,2003) » 5 2 B - 2o P AT T ER 0 o2 Bk
P g F PR A o o LEHE(L998)% 1§ 35(1999)R] { 2 - HIF T A PR T
AEER R BN SR AT o R BT EBERT A AT TS B R
BEETEDURERHERT A DTS T AN RS AR T RSP I AETR
R B o

ANFRTITEREF AR S CEREFOFR 0 L1996 £ 9 P 2 p SRD VAR
»OET HFTES B f d dB(EMF) > 02 Sokdn Bl fAp st 1997 & 10 9 p 2 1998
£ 021 P AHERTH R ERT S TR SR TR LS 0 e R RR
2R FRECEFET A RS (R FTHFTRNRD CRF AP £RBHED
WHEFEE) o RE BT A R SRS Fa g E o d 1096 & Wik fE
B $e10.74% 0 3 2004 £ ¢ F A3 2243% 0 H ¢ b F AT E R H & (kA
Bt o { EAE 1512 % 0d 1996 &¢12.12% 0 1 2004 & ¢ % iE 10.87% (4
1) > RS FT A 1996 # 108 » wRP %KD 25 £ B E @RS PR R o
AT BRFTERABE S G 05T S 0 T E REFRTARN 2 7 Rl
2 E (4 1996 & 115 £ 2004 & p# 4c 1 218 1) » % Ry 2 i & 7B A 4L
SAERFTREAABE A A F o RN E T BT RRE R D
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Ft O SEF BT A A RO EEREE T AL R TR KR
BRER B RERFTARILFL2AMRLTHEY > 2 - BEFHFFRE
7t LB HE(1998) 2 2§ 35(1999)h R 8 A N AT ERIUF L TR AL
SRR T A RS E kL Mk

AFE LB ER R REFLH R AR AD T 2P Dk ot o d
WAL A 1996 # 9 7 2 p o~ EMF dpdicts > o B ER B GCFALFT RPN LT L E
e b pdpdenslaE o PR M T A ART h b £ E R 0 4 30 Kamara
(1997)% Brusa & Liu (2004):% 5 "E F S F 4 2 2 v £ endif e 2 ApMATE R KD
D> F TP F DRI A LR ETE F AN LB FIU AL 2 SRR
» EMF 4 Bcenps [ s & BE > A 47 1996 & 4 {5 (11T i 421996 & 11372 “1996 #
PR B R T e o A OB v g WA - ehf FP T AT 00 e s
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# % # - (Liano & Lindley, 1995; Wang, Li & Erickson, 1997) » %]yt x 5= Pli&— # 5
e VR FTAAFETHEN BB - RGBT A G TR R R B R
R Y- o BB T A BB S R Yok Mo S 1996 & 11 0 -
O AR B S B B A R - o 0 2L WP LA - L 1996 & 1
oM alEFNE -2 A X Y A5 22 5 e BAEY- 0 AERIBI L H PR
Boo ok SHES HT AR ﬁaﬁg FRABRfE- MR RFL 2L 02 Y
MO R PG AR T L A L AR R T 2L YRS > @
FFA R HEFEY BT 222053 30 > 7 ERREIR c INHRFTAEHEE
Pz MG BEMANCS SR T AR SR Y - RPIOR f AN R T
BEY -l o X AT L KT AL PR -

21 BHERF A e B FAvELnF (%)

AR PR 2 A R % % A

P& ¢ 4§ s ¢ O o d 4R i g
1996 44.60 44.65 428 434 000 001 112 1.00
1997 4544 4529 377 378 000 001 079 092
1998 44.92 4481 427 436 000 001 081 081
1999 44.06 4417 453 483 000 001 141  0.99
2000 42.83 4327 528 499 000 001 1.8 173
2001 42.02 4239 472 497 000 001 326 263
2002 4120 4110 495 510 052 045 334 334
2003 38.62 3922 539 612 074 050 525 4.16
2004 37.82 3812 563 593 092 071 562 525
FTHAR: SABBELE L
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2. é}flewég

21 BIonE AR ME < it

p Cross(1973)r+ 1953 # 3 1970 # S&P 500 ipfcie 7477 » I E B T P F
s L EH-SFRRIEEF S f o 218 > French (1980) 7= 12 S&P 500 45 #cit {7 iF & 7%
Ty > HH#-25 # etk A RF(1953 & - 1977 #)F| 2 2 5 BF A F > FR- &
VAR AR AR B - PR PVREE L f o m DL B Ak AR 2 1S
Gibbons & Hess (1981) ~ Keim & Stambaugh (1984)35 ¥ 7| #g i en%% % - Wang et al. (1997)
Al 2 NYSE-AMEX ~ NASDAQ ~ 2 S&P 500 ik % #ﬁﬁmaﬁ AAr o - 2 h BT EA
ZEY-Z22E M- V-G EARED- L L oH O E-HLIF P HwmZBEY -
FoFHLF R T BED-  FTEREET ’%Eﬂ’bﬁ?ﬁa FEEY- TR F S
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A’i[;s’i HEP- (e T BEY- ) (BHWFLE o
WA EFEREFAT 3 a A ok 0 B HITFF Kamara (1997)% % 4p
ﬁﬂgﬂkzqg’&in;¢¢S&P5m) W g Bcenk B - syl 2 7 > Mehdian & Perry
(2001) 2 £ & S&P 500 ~ NYSE ~ 2 DJCOMP = =« 3% » 122 NASDAQ £ RUSELL =
BF AR FRD EFTFAT > FIR1964 £ 1 1998 £ AP > HEH- s pd 7
Sy W%%%Fﬁhﬁ&%,gﬁﬁwwwﬁﬂﬁﬁ1%&4%7&ﬁ1%&4%8ﬁﬁﬁé
HE - FHEEFHET > 1964~1987 £ 2  $ %k 2 iE 2 ¥ - 4= Wang et al. (197 &7 7 % %
ik > 72 1988~1998 £ p A 4 HiFL Ay A ek %k o HiE S kT = %E“H(S&PSOO\
NYSE ~ 2 DowlJones)A # F fenk 8 — »ciy > TR H - FP TR E L0 > 7 2 2 8 %
P E I BED - o F A 9 NASDAQ &2 RUSELL > # 3 #F S %R ME
- L A BF> 2 P - BEY- IEIREF S F 218 ) Brusaet
al. (2000a, 2003)~ % 7. Mehdian & Perry (2001)4p fe e3¢ % » 9 1988 & 11w 3 & Siei
&w—ﬁ@’ﬁ1%8Eu“ﬂ%ﬁ4**?“’Héw—ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%’ﬁiéiﬁ
ek B - sl AP RB S PR MR G Al k B - s o Gu (2004 ) R IR
B0 enig % > @ Brusa & Liu (2004):%% 1 % fe 4y 4t S&P 500 % 1§ 45 >t 1988 £ {2 IR
FHEEGRLY » P AREPNF IR -2 52 BEY- o
B &4 Ho (1990)r4 1975~1987 # 2. o B4c i fdp it A7 g » BT 5 Y
ST EFDREP O A - R B2 R R BEFLEM o 3 351E(1997)
121991-1994 & 2 FAL AT p P2 s BB AT B REFREY - F HF D]
WEY > BB T R G R F T IEFY o L RHE(1998) 4 1991-1996 & 2 FRLE T 5 2
2T FHEBEFRETEY D TR EED S TR IR 0 T FH(1999) 77 R A
H-RFREFEMEEY S FRIFMZEE - L FHQ002)ETFREKFTAZKTA
S LEN 2BRiT- M RELST FESSFR SR WP ET T LY
2R FORTFIRARIIRFTAZLKTAIE SRS 2 B E M3 13F(2002)
mul%%mmﬁsﬁﬂw@’bﬁi¢—ﬂ’mi¢:ﬂﬁi¢_p;&szn+
PR RS- ERT S ERRRHEHET LTHEMARE T RSP RIEE LR P
o B R - FRPYERE O A F AR c F WS P B SRR
dplic s PP AR FRSERR Y EEDTE - PR X RPRE o A
7 (2003)7% £+ §FiF th= P v (7 0 02 598 R T 4 B 1995~2002 # SR L W kS
fﬁﬁi%iﬂ’ﬁ?wﬂﬁ%&%ﬂ%% H &% 27 1 49§ (2002)%F 12 o 3% L 15 (2003)
A i P RER T A R E R R M LE B B
GARCH MBEAFLER P AZ S8 Y RE O ELE 5 AFESETmE 0 4
MAEPRFIFE T F-B(ERED -2 FHEF LR FEDP - ffpip- 2 8
o X KT o

22 RFA I HBBEPREEMLAM 2 R
Osborne (1962)F 3 % 4x” MA EF XA B FHFT AR > F 42 a2 - ok F

Bl LR AR A AR T AR R BRERT AR BE L E
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F,u;;]“; fe 22 B (information processing hypothesis)#-2 f FlEF 0 Bk b T
BITHLEp R FRPEE S ARG TR AL F AR FRE TR T
T p PR * X5 odk 7 2E & (Miller, 1988; Lakonishok & Maberly, 1990) ; H = » % 75 ek
FAERILMAY ‘g FEF MR T HF fv-“‘g ekt 5| (Gorth et al., 1979; Dimson & Marsh,
1986) » Flot - LA B EREAPM T FRIF AP TERT § 0 N2 0 hif
i%@méiﬁ@ﬁ&%’mgi%&&w—aném%m,m‘¢J&w—@@o

Lakonishok & Maberly (1990) %2 % 3% < % £ (odd-lot transactions) i 7 47 = L F
PN IR Bl BT A Hp 2 9:}@:7’1/»\%% ) ’EUEH’“ SEHTIRCHFT AP ERTTSR EEF
»ofls e i@ o Kamara (1997)4p M2 = + & k“ﬁ%bﬁﬁa? AL A E AR T
PHONEL S EREFELFDFA LR AN TPATRELATERILE 2 EFELS
(block trades)¥>t A Hra i B> HP TS ZHPHFT AR AR EEE IR

= ¥ AL F A (institutional investor trading) s % 2 S e » 5 % AR T L 2 S
ﬁj;& C R R TREY Rl o e JV AP Rk o eI g g 4 A S&P 500 =
< 43 dpdc (large-cap index) - X %] 4% 3 #ic(small-cap index)® > & **H 2 & 19124%
A FP ARG EH - T o b Qv;’%zﬂﬁﬂ’“%lﬁt 1988 £z 18 » £ ®= * %
ﬂm&ﬂm@%¥%ﬁﬁ%&i%wﬁwﬁ$,z@@ﬁﬁ%,ﬁi&mﬁﬁﬁm?’
Chordia et al. (2001) 7%= 7 r&gm 1988 & {5 » < % Ed R 2 2 st M %0 F)b
Brusa & Liu (2004) i B& Lakonishok & Maberly (1990) 2 Kamara (1997)#1i& #* ik 32
B ~47 1988 B FRAT EH - s F BERFTAIEER MG FREEET
EW - F BEBHERT AR BRI Apy M o 2B - iﬁﬁim" P
B mArr KT AR HE D - FFP O RER A N -

PR LT A i 8 2 B 9o fen® oap$Hi > L RE(1998)% 3 4ﬁﬂ%%“
Mo TR AT R ERT IS AT xjr #p »z iz (Day-of-the-Week Effect)z. i3 & ; 3
MRFAFFEEDORZM G PR R EDE RFHEA RN FE RS
SHTREPBEBHELFT AN FLAN LIS AR EFi G s aF PR
WG o @ P T RGP LT RIT R -

3.552"’5 =

AT R R R AR R R FP TR G AR TRE
(heteroskedascity) % p # 4p M (autocorrelation) sk & » F]pt feit fF A 457 » A 577
@ % Newey & West (1987)2 > 2B A A L E 5 A A4ApH 2 B FHE MG > 1
I FE | STie b DR F 1L

31 B - s fpeie T

Rt = ﬂlDMON +ﬂ2DTUE +ﬁ3DWED +ﬁ4DTHU +ﬁSDFRI +ﬂ6DSAT +‘gt (1)

2 1 NYSE # F A 314 5 15 10%2 B 9% 0 4 B ey dc -
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R n‘*:}F, CR TRV 2 slIEi U

Dyon ~ Dy : #4p i 452 % #c(Dummy Variable) » & % t # 5 2 # - > PlEH ¥ B Dyoy »
1o FRIG0 FHUHEEH - PIREEED, 5 10 RIS 00 0yt

B Boi oy Bas B Bs 5 2 GF Tr e A W AT B Y- 3 A 2 TiodgRp .

PR 2

3.2 7 poag g (Week of the Month)- & #f — s & i Ak i erig 2
R, = B, MW, + B3MW,, + i MW, + BiMW,, + oMW, + &, @

#e,
Ryt fadp 8 t % i 45 Bcehp 2R o

MW, ~ MW, : 5 k& #% % #ic(Dummy Variable) - t L% hE- BEDH- C BRE

BEMW, 51> ZR50 25t &5 ,a;z’i R BEIH- o RERSEMW, S 1

ER L0 i ptgEde o
ﬂl’ﬂz’ﬁs'ﬁ4’ﬂ5 - EPQ il ﬂl'ﬁZlﬂ3’ﬂ4’ﬁ5A’\ |27 % -3 %

ﬁju]o
s T

5 8- 2 T

%)

33 A MBERFTAIEIERLHE G

PlREAT AR BRI Apdp PR B T AR R RFATA L
HARF A4 2 4¢ 7 » 4 47 5 Kamara (1997) ~ Brusa & Liu (2004) % + 3612 % 1% 2 4e47 % 4
B 40” 2 PR T A E B H ORI SR F'\"E"},ﬁ—];-’*“—* 3R PR
B FPLAFT R AR TRV ERENTARESI T A4 (FRREE R
FRENF)F PSR w&pwﬁaﬁA R NS E e BT R Y RGO
F"—"ﬁ’m'*ﬁ’%@: R T)c f N(mE)Es 2 - jﬁi%ﬁﬁiﬁ”ﬂ@;ih&%ﬁ

e Ao Flt AR fr%#fﬁ#xﬁw\ 2 AIEE RS AR T HRA R £(R)2
“"—*?"Lﬁ/v\%fr"“n@%ﬁﬁf?ab» AR T A A S (R (@)
2R P A (REMEA) &3 FRFAFER) T Q) s Wi fFa 7 ¢

R =py + B Dyoy +7,COM,, +7,COM,, + y,COM, +»,COM, + y,COM,

3)
+5,IND,, + 5,IND,, + 5,IND,, + 5,IND,, + 5,IND,, + &,

R,: "*ép 5 U8R g fcehp AR
CO ~ COM,,: 5 m# ¥ #(Dummy Variable) » & % t # 5% " (% - ~ % - ~ % = »
%m‘ﬁ @%ﬂ—’?ﬁﬁ%&ﬁ%*#ﬁ&ﬁ‘m%$iﬁﬁ(§%ﬁ‘%m‘%
FAE) BT HERA LT FRS 00
IND, ~ INDy:5 ﬁ%ﬁa%%ﬁ(DummyVarlable) EHEUH L hE - cH B
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B 7 BEY- o MAREEG AR ORILE (ART RS CRTRYL
3p) P AR F > FRAIL 0o

Bo Bl V1 V2 V3 VarV5:01,02,03,04, 05 5 3 jF el B 7 By Lom A - bR kg2

LIsppd > B S EE - 2R EH B E P T L R oy 7,V Ve Vs RIS
BRFTAZALEPEHE - 25T BED - FPLRE 6,6,,0,.0,,0, R FERT R
LRS- 15T BRY- FREPE

gtiﬁa'la%ﬁ

—

4 RESR

41 B3 Hk* 2 bkt 3t

AL FERKRRG & ‘Sl/k‘qur‘éﬂ; PR TR G o R 1%#@&4 2 #ﬁgtﬁ‘ﬁ
Lo kA8 Fd 01/01/1981 % 09/30/2005 + 3+ 6873 £ p it » d >+ Kamara (1997) %
Brusa & Liu (2004)?’“.%%#; MO FFWHERT A RS LD 2 AT LR S
shfedl 0 @ 27 B R o0 Sikp 1996 £ 97 2 p 3~ EMF 38t o iy
g%ﬁﬁ:‘g ob F #’*F R AL & o 4 HHp % ;}ﬂ@:mslﬂ; *’z,—g; ﬁ\ﬁ?;,\? A BT

2 Lh—a‘%ﬁﬁrs o AR R TR 2 R Pt o S - R ARG

R 2 BFERAYPRE - 47 1996 & 2w (01/01/1981~08/31/1996 ) % 1996 & 14 {8
(09/01/1996 09/30/2005) z_ % #p 2 J

22 5 R Ap P FFP L AR BB R R 2 en I - Tiop dERY
AR AR E 5 m 1996 £ w2 B Hp - THSIEAY LR T o A R E  om 1996 & 11 {8
e E Hp — liﬂiﬁﬁ’w’ﬂ EREFOLEN FIHRADFOED - TIHEME R § DL
LN ) ﬁi&%ﬁp—/}*:" E-HLIF ThE-BEYP- X HLE L
E llﬁfr_ﬂﬁ— P PL RS o £ 2 B %K ’19964¥ Moo PIE R BRI - F IR
@ 1996 & 1118 > E'Jﬁfav— 5 #p - :é,L Rk s HAeRIRG B ARPY o

32 B¥p - P AR goit st

1981-2005 ( > # ) pre-1996 post-1996
(01/01/1981 ~09/30/2005 ) (01/01/1981~08/31/1996 ) (09/01/1996~09/30/2005 )

Return t-Statistic Obs.  Return t-Statistic Obs. Return  t-Statistic Obs.
Monday -0.0586 -1.0920 1173  0.0202 0.2920 730 -0.1885*** -2.2210 443

Week1 0.0396 0.3200 253 0.0103 0.0650 157 0.0876  0.4330 96
Week 2 -0.1178 -1.1450 279 -0.1049 -0.7880 173 -0.1390 -0.8550 106
Week 3 -0.0688 -0.6460 286  0.0654 0.5010 182 -0.3037 -1.6740 104
Week 4 -0.1012 -0.9290 270  0.0224  0.1550 169 -0.3080 -1.9000 101
Week 5 0.0099 0.0420 84 0.3196 0.9490 48 -0.4031 -1.3400 36

Weekl ~Week5 4 77 % ? % - 2 %7 BRI~ o ¥ R FD w4 T A 1%, 5%,% 10% T B F o
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42 By - 2 AT

FET N F ARk Lk Al - e B A

For Bl - 2 PP REFRH B P2 R A 3RS T ORADEL 2
EW-ZEH - LM AP AL R AT 2 AN ERHEE
r;?*+ﬁ%ﬂﬁmﬁm&@m¢mwglkm4%’1%63 w’%ﬁﬂ—n
SRk Hapia iﬁﬁlﬂ’ RWEHTZED S EIEE > FIL TR G AEED - R
L B g Ho(1990)zz 35 4£(1997) 2 1994 & ru m; AR R R A AT T I ehie R 4R
;1996 &£ 1148 > B & ﬂF*ii@IﬁLél 221996 & U B x A oo PR EH - RO F D
fARFY > B R Hp - chTR0dpAu Mt H 8 L B p 2 T4 o rﬂtb—rﬁﬂ\ﬂﬂﬁ“m& 2%
FAREPAR T2 01996 F2 (5 L F A FEP R BRE EP 2T LR
Lo L @D endRp o

23 2P-sRLeFAtEE

1981-2005 ( > # ) pre-1996 post-1996

(01/01/1981~09/30/2005 ) (01/01/1981~08/31/1996) (109/01/1996~09/30/2005 )

Coefficient t-Statistic Coefficient t-Statistic Coefficient t-Statistic
yis -0.0586 -1.0299 0.0202 0.2784 -0.1885** -2.1108
b5, -0.0295 -0.6367 -0.0158 -0.2588 -0.0527 -0.7418
oA 0.0721 1.4787 0.0598 0.9327 0.0929 1.2618
B, 0.0370 0.7360 0.0468 0.7163 0.0202 0.2595
B 0.1156** 2.3391 0.1215* 1.8476 0.1055 1.4481
B 0.2007*** 3.9795 0.1870*** 3.3922 0.2732** 2.1017

% 3 " ;\‘(1) ngjfﬂﬁ?ﬁ/n\ "H‘ RI =IB1DMON +182DTUE +IB3DWED +ﬂ4DTHU +ﬂ5DFR| +IBGDSAT +{;‘1, DMON - DSAT :
dp e #% #c(Dummy Variable) » ¥ % ¢ # 3 A8 - » Pl R ¥k Dyon 5 1 2RIG0; £t 9558
Plms gDy 5 10 2R 00 2 ii?#i d AR i B R B (heteroskedascity) 2 p st 4p M

(autocorrelation) 73R % » F]gt t+_ AdrP o ApEy g% Newey & West (1987)7 CEAFEREINALEG R

AAAME B FREPME, DA ETTT’?E:, BEER o KKK KK KA S A7 1%, 5% & 10%T BEE

43 1 Pz A

j\p;: POOFERREY - WP AT B hA Gk - KR Y - A ST HE
FoELF R -BEDH- o ¥ %f—w?a% Pengy - BRI - o gt dEdE > T us(2)
B2 e Lo 295 Wang & Erickson (1997)% 3R % B S&P 500 45 #>+ 1988 =

ME G ARKE R P B N He 2 BT BAY- o rwnfpagl . Py
foo A ABREE SR 1996 Euw o B BB - SHR@ L f o HASL TP
R¥ad BE ; 2> 1996 & 1248 Mf? F- BEE-EE LI %23 %7 BE

ﬁp_mfrgﬁ?ﬂj’l}é gf %= % %E%Eﬁﬂ—ﬁ‘!ﬁﬁrﬁl“ﬁiﬁ:g"g“*

05—}7%&%;]{&1 )

P4

1
EIHFEF EATEDP-2REVEINEZZFeBED- > T RIBIE L HAER

- ot 2Rl 19906 F 28 o KT AFEPp R ERE RPN ERLL

d

F.
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A E @I fendpp > R L A2 S BEY-

149 Pl FAY RS

1981-2005 ( > # ) pre-1996 post-1996

(01/01/1981~09/30/2005 ) (01/01/1981~08/31/1996 ) (09/01/1996~09/30/2005 )

Coefficient t-Statistic Coefficient t-Statistic Coefficient t-Statistic
,B* 0.0396 0.3206 0.0103 0.0655 0.0876 0.4351
,B, -0.1178 -1.1471 -0.1049 -0.7903 -0.1390 -0.8579
,33 -0.0688 -0.6469 0.0654 0.5021 -0.3037* -1.6799
,34 -0.1012 -0.9308 0.0224 0.1556 -0.3080* -1.9077
,35 0.0099 0.0425 0.3196 0.9586 -0.4031 -1.3572

204 Qe PR @A AT, TR = SIMW + S MW, + B MW, + Bi MW, + S MW, + &,
MW,, ~ MW, : 5 i & % #(Dummy Variable) » & % t # 532" ch¥i- ~ 5= ~ 5= %z ~ 57 BEH- > A
;*:}agtézﬁic 15 2R 0cd BT 5 &R F % R (heteroskedascity) 2 f 5% 4a B (autocorrelatlon)mIPu%L
Fpt A ngﬁ/ﬂ\ﬁﬂ » AFE T % % Newey & West (1987)7 GCEBERINALEG PRI RTRE DR G,

I FE 2| 673§ O BB AL o o0 R e wl T 196, 5%, 2 10% T BT

44 FF AR FEHE P - sl

4 2 g DA KT REB R RN - PR f AN ( Lakonishok & Maberly, 1990;
Brusa & Liu, 2004) » 843 3 A FE R 2 B 8 - SFAE L ApM > @ 2 & S&P 500 ¥ FF
A LT 0 — B G oo %ﬁ&ﬁ‘;:};? AR h R AR BAIRER G ¥ - 0 JE
W S A ALTEARTH *U’Tli 4idp th(benchmark) » Fptsu i AT A 2 2 £ep
H4e o 1B R Hp a4 & & IR 0k % (Kamara,1997; Brusa & Liu, 2004) > %
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