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A Study on the Market Efficiency between
KOPSI200 Futures and KTB Futures Markets

Yong-Jae Kim * Je-Ryun Chung

Abstract The purpose of this study is to examine the relationship between

KOSPI200 Futures and KTB Futures in inter market and intra market.
We are focusing on which market would be lead.

The empirical results have indicated that there are no lead or lag effect
between KOSPI200 Futures and XTB Futures market. But some positive
correlation appeared, we used to know negative correlation between stock
and bond market, which is a new finding. As a conclusion, the market
still have an efficiency with co-movement.
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AR FAANGE Azetal, FAANSE EEARS AEEE B

Abhyankar(1995)+ =9 FTSE100 AFE 7|ZARto 2 dte AEAA
of Mg dEARY] HREE, oo o AR HRIgEe] Bl
el AEANDY] A=gdE AAsaTh. & AAdA S BAMS B3 719



FIRSHEANTY SIHUEMFLL NFEEYY g A7 5

Qs me AAEgERE 2AY
0 o] BFAQ ARTHE BAY AL 72

Rohe WEAe] 2 )7k FBAAC] tF ABARe] A
t}

Chan(1992)2 w|=9] S&P500% MMI A+E tiAes AEA
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°]A8}(1998) & KOSPI200 A&3 FA%ke) ARF2 Apf Ao AbdA 2ol
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Ul & ze Aagdoelct

19999 9¢ 2940l ‘FgE 3WEAMEL FAAELHAR(19999 7€) =
o, AUAPEZAIE(2000d 78 19)9 AR Fo= Qe sxrest AAW
A At A SRt A A FAAE S 898 AAEE e AT A
3WA=AHEL] CBOT, BUREX T2 AUdEdc 2 AFEAE A3 Ao

ol

r l



ZIRSMBAZ I FHMBAF AZESY0 HE AT

2 Exoln], HEAAY HFAANGE o83l Axle] FARS Hishe
AL FAe] ABAFE e FF glo] GA Aol FAd = ohV

(E 1) FARAAE 9 BHNS Mol U 29
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FHZEAHMY : 09:00 ~ 14:50 FHEAHNY 09:00 ~ 11:30
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T A7 ERY] KOSPI200 F7 A28t KOSPI200F /A 448 =49}
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& 8537139%_1 &<t 39 v 2AME] Hie 106.91°1%eH, 3dw)

A B 2

SRR TR

18] 73% 88 079 PFL B
A% A

How, F71A]

dEe

Bo] EHT} ¥e Aoz 1)y} 2)
ﬁ%ﬂ%i}fﬂ 3% =aAl7h #7AFRT 453 2A el 299 Ao 249

3 ey, 7
P)7kehe Ae® et

AALS ATl

< 107.31% Yeht w9 Bie] v e Aoz Yehgr}, Foix4
88.092 Yeht F7HA]

e Ads Frpx] el

(E 2) NAIGS 7| 28A4=2¢
=M= ETY =Sy INETN KOSPIAl==

Mean 106, 9142 107.3143 88. 07337 88, 09712
Median 107. 1400 107. 4700 88. 05000 87. 97000
Maximum 111, 4600 111. 3700 122. 6000 122. 4400
Minimum 100. 2500 101. 8200 57. 35000 58, 03000
Std. Dev. 2. 524252 2, 334630 15, 96157 15, 76787
Skewness -0. 365279 -0. 258994 0. 194791 0. 189587
Kurtosis 2.111260 1. 913207 2. 008882 1. 995443
Jarque-Bera 47. 31780 51. 81719 40. 54366 41, 21643
Probability 0. 000000 0. 000000 0. 000000 0. 000000
Observations 858 858 858 858

* AFYUYA 0148 JuqueBern $AN e JB= D157 Lg-9) 9. drl st sz

P Ke =g Yehd. 4749 A8
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(& 3) AJRIZE Ak
Sy NES FIRsis ZIIUME(8) =ISE(3)
FIRFHE 1
FINFEE 0. 999506737 1
SAER) 0. 195399662 0.197279 1
=APE () 0. 197893744 0. 199508 0. 993206 1
Atz o g FA3 AL o FAE e B4l o, FRAFHER =
ANE, FZRHFAEDS FAEE BF 4o FAE B2 F43 AdY A4
S w7l AeEE AR (AE) L S FAYE 2 R JElgTh

wrh FAstE AF
AT AP S APt AAIEY <A (stationary) SAF-

2ol A 7}2}e]

A AEAE9] E—“Oﬂ tsle] 7EH oz
el st



10 HEM YA

2. 2 878 (Unit Root Test)

AALo] d92e Zethe Yuls AlAIY0] &84 FAE WSt 2] 9
A AAE e S 3 FEAIACE ditte RS 3T dE B0, [(HAAES
12} AP BH ?_‘75“6"% ZHA HER T92S T ok 992 (unit root)
o] &3] oJFE= EAIE A (characteristic equation) ¢ @9 (unit), & 1
01%: e XM\—.JM] ge Utk d71A EAWA AL AlAIEE ARMA 23

2 g o AEAAR)FES FEH A2 (stochastic difference
equatlon)f_’_i EASl MAEY. dE oA, FERYHJY Y, =Y, +e
(&, L YA ZRE 1-1=022 A=, o] W 2L 1=1°&F
e R ER B9g Zherim olopy|ditt. v FoRl AJA|G] Sl &
A A e Addcs o ¢ glenz A HAubge] a7, ojFlo] vz
o AR Ho o %41*]74]%9] @9 AR AT ofel e 2

ﬂii

ox,

(E 4) cH9l2 A™Z D (Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test)

ADF &SNSt sl 0]
L | E -1.592001" " A E4
KOSPI200 &&= oo 13, 49264 T Sl
KOSPIP00 M a5 -1.642673° 7" )t ZE2)
1%} %)= ~13. 23956 R EAEHA
N e -1.563233" " R Ex)
1%} xR -13. 38893 2 ERSHA) Be
SADP | M & ~1.556048" " AR £
17} xp ~13, 64553 IR EXNBIA S

* OIAA] 1 -2.5688(10%), -2.8654(5%), -3.4407(1%). lagged=4.

TE AAGNA 149 TS0 EAlEte] Eekg et AlAE HEE Holm ¢l
R ASEAA 1A AEe oA 8 (stationary)® AAILER d&s)
Maflol st Aoz eyt a2y FEiAd AL 4 AlAEe AA
7 i oy} Zb Zhe} AAIE Y] vE AEA(DE 7 AT A
Al 12 A "t w2 AAERe] AR E
A9 ke Hellok At
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3. B EEE (cointegration test)

A& (cointegration) ol & @rlolE M2 T& oz &2Y 4 A A7)
THAAE 7HAe E o139 ®Higo &g /Mdez AMH R v dH
ArBo] XAygAge] BH3A (stationary) 22 E < Utk AAE v, ¢ X, 7}
2z G922 M "(dE B, Y, ~I(D), X, ~ I(1), o189 AygAd<l

— pX, 7t @S A FEH(F, Y, - X, ~ I(0) °lE AAEL M=
FAEBA ki

r° OH

>

A

Zzte] B AL tete] BAZ AR S & F w92l TAY 4%
ARHYE AAAN QPN g FHARAYE ] IHRVAY EAT
_C])__

of| &= CM(Error Correctlon Model)iﬁ AAIG ES AA B, e F

A B

(E 5) Johansen &&g A Zn}

Panel A: ZEE4](CE) Y 7H4 &4

(=} 4 2F
Ao | sma | TEOEESAR oo onm | 19 e
(LR statistics)
EREE
EIR BED | ojl, 0. 057901 52, 95636 15.41 20. 04
SO pg | Aol
Ay 17) 0. 003021 2, 556258 3.76 6.65
HEE A
KOD| 2H | s mm]o 0.036483 34, 05271 15. 41 20. 04
sEl) Mg e
. Zh 174 0. 003129 2. 648195 3.76 6.65
X7
ey HYESSET) «fxﬁo}x]ol 0. 004509 5. 899410 15. 41 20. 04
SHEDIZR NS
EEEEE 0. 002460 2.080047 3,76 6.65
Ba2w
=Sl h)] gwﬂoio_ 0.004160 5. 399869 15. 41 20, 04
3B |2 B8 — ——
| =1 A0 0. 002219 1. 877191 3.76 6. 65
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Panel B: 39 &8
FAHLA = mPL, + BPY, + C (o)W, FHEYOTR X 1), BEE YT HE0Hasymptotic
standard errors)E L}ERY,

FIIRNE vs =M Bvs FIINSME vs | TIHRDBE vs
=Sy e s 2is 2isis
g% 10000 1. 0000 1. 0000 10000
v -1.010898 ~1.082046 -0, 165979 -6, 993090
i (0.00327) (0.0208%) (0. 14010 (6. 12605)
Cc 0. 982020 9. 205173 -92. 28435 662. 2899
Log likelihood ~2099. 764 658. 1222 -1783. 501 -1540. 511

W A9 A FIHFUET FAANFNE, ZAMAET FHHTe] Ao
HEWAZE Qe Ao Yelgon ZARAL @Y B = gl 4] v
7 o] viehd & a}c} a2 9)9] AAGZE THRBAS} gl Ao »}b}k}c
ok mEA Z AAG RS Hle] BAL & AL 2RS4 8E0 2olx)anE
283 TAAEY FANED vasde &
Poshy, 1 9491 4ol WEIRAV A RE (VAR) S o] 43lo] ARk fm
Y B E=RelAE 7k V*A%gur 3&7} = Hﬁ 44 BAE AR A
© 51 A] *—‘HE%«HE] AN

ne OH

A+ BY(ECM) & B BHo

—

4. 1. HWEX7ISIA

VARE Y&

2 (vector autoregressive model)

univariate time series model& #738l bivariate ©]%

seriesE $Alol RFstsle Waolth. 3 VAR REL olxE, 88 =7}
TRAANFE] 45 EA (endogeneity) S R¥ sl Hdshy =3 7t

1Tl o 1o

3 F2E 7MY FENE BT univariate modelRtl A AEH oz Harg
o A RTERE LY £ ' P gon WEE 2z tfj 8]
o| o] 7ha3k 2y o)}

2% 4 VAR model
(X> (an alz) (Xt 1) (€u) (10)
Y as Ao t 1 [T

2
&, ~ white noise (0, ), ¥ = ((61 0)
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A7NN X e FHFAES, Ve 39 S4deS &7
2 AqdaE ARE 2747 ol EAsg

(E 6) VAR(Vector Auto Regression)

c REFDIRS | AHESIHN == X=X RE=A

ME(-1) BE(-2) ME(-1) BE(-2)

FIA A E 0. 032202 -0, 003530 -0, 003564 0. 000393 0. 076448
(RHD) (0. 52352) (-0.10001) (-0. 10080) (0.00177) (0. 34479)
ZAHE 0. 006075 6. 16E-05 -0. 009572 -0. 009579 -0. 025028
(RR2) (0. 62438) (-0.01104) (-1.71176) (0. 82532) (-0.71363)

gEoke] et g gt
* 7,} Zke] AAGe 13} ARst A ALY,

VAR Model - Substituted Coefficients:

KOSPIFD = -0.003529666725*KOSPIFD(-1) - 0.003563503438+*KOSPIFD(-2)
+ 0.0003933074451+F3ID(-1) + 0.07644845041+F3ID(-2) -+ 0.03220172316

F3ID = - 6.163895492e-05+KOSPIFD(-1) - 0.009571505231*KOSPIFD(-2)
+ 0.02894322304+F3ID(-1) - 0.02502759564+F3ID(-2) + 0.006074675221

* FKOSPID : 13 AH2-8 #7448, BID : 12 383 3dwy) FALE, 3L (1, 2% 1¢
7298 ovh

WA HARE ENAT FAASAET sddy] FANE BT 22 3
A 1713 L 2713k Fkol BAlol )@ FFL MAA g AR Vet
1

VAR 8734 2 4l AL A
el Were) A 3Eu =

AR A HETY x 2] VMA(c0) EHANL TG AT

x, = e, +Te + Therg+ =p+ ¥(L) e, (11)
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Response of KOSPIFD to One S.D. Innovations Variance Decomposition of KOSPIFD
20 100
15, 804
1.04 60
0.5.] 40
0.0 204
-0.5. , . . . SS— ; 0 r ; , , ; . . r
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2AWSES A FIRFAE 18919 FH0] FARE A FHAFAE
1ZHAARY) B 27 0] ALHN o 48] AFse AR vehiien, 3
Wuky] S Eos A9 o] gl Ao Jelgt) T3 FAAE 1999
270] 71HAE A TANEBdE 17128 FFo] AFHA U FTRAFAEH
A 2 Z2Ze] F23] 22HAT. FANEY 1999 FH o] F7RIFAE
% 17)2EEet 38 ujch el FAMAES FHL FURFAECNE 4T
2742 X Aoz ettt ¢lo] Aue] tisle Kol AAE J3Ee dHE
o] BAESE AABIATE ol FURIFAEY dFeae] #4tel AA
o] d=o AR HA olu A® AwEE JE el A #4483 7}
FHES AL FAMNEETHY d&ex TS gl A2 vEgey S
o] AS FIA 4 AMEZHE 10% vwe] dexke] il dFFe Ue AL
2 vehdth uebd 938 Ax AdaArE yele § lerE oy 9
A (Granger Causality) & E38l Bt} A #AAE AR At vt

N,
o

oli
Ll

5. J2{2IX CIE% (Granger Causality)

e

B Ao Me ol Bl Ao tf }"4 E38] KOSPI200 7 &AE3 3d
Ok 2L Alold] EFWETE T2 W tiste] ol Rl A }04 of ¢
o JlA et Wk Bk A BAS st adA AFAAEA (Granger
Causality Test)S 3ozt gob3),

A ﬁ"ﬂ-‘?“”"ﬂ/ﬂ% o AHo] AWM (AHHF) 0|5l o
£ 2)QlA] she BEAlE ol AAolgd] o3 vz FA
BBAE dAH A2E o843ty FRIshE o] TS

3 Azl BEEE 490 d5dAd FAE T3 BFE WY 5 e
247} 9Qth. Wek Granger(1969)4)7F 7Hdgr ol 2ut JAABAHEHE o

[}

2.
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3) @ Hy:a;= 0717 281 Hy:s; = 0 A9 1 AASAE F/RFHAZIM AR dredAY.
® Hy:a;= 0 A9, 281 Hy:8; = 0712 A@AE SAd4 F7H52 AR,
O E LB P o DU E D
@ % M =R Y 5 Asgels QB glen 4 599,

4) C. W. Granger, Investlgatmg Causality Relations by Econometric Models and Cross
Spectral Methods,” Econometrica(July 1969), pp.424~438
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&3l ol EAlol diste] AU AHE AT 3Tk

(B 7> 2eleix oA dH
KOSPRO0O F71AFAET 3dvly] IANES 3de FVlz A& grely zHidA dnaA
(Granger Causality Test)o] o3l #8242 FKOSFI,; = iaiF?)I,wi + ﬁl B;FKOSPI,_; + €5
: ~ #

— 2\ A, FKOSPI, ; + S10FA L+ )
= 7=

(SSE g — SSE 1)/ q
(SSE yr)/(n—k)

qe A%zl F3d FHAASFY Y. A HAM SSE gt SSEype a; =0
o ZEZ;‘% ~‘?’* ik s T"%E}X] % ﬁ‘%?l “ﬂ«] SSE k& 47F JedTth9% el

- 971M ne FRZAFEB8Y), ke AFxol € W

Null Hypothesis: Obs F-Statistic Probability
F7MRLAE does not Granger Cause =R)AME 818 1. 46512 0. 23164
SRS does not Granger Cause F7HAFAE 0. 05953 0.94221

2EA AHABAT FASARD FANE BT FIF AR L AA8A
b vbehbA gbghvh e R R] FAMES 9 '
Ethe AF7Hd] uig p-EARe] [.46524 0.23%9 Q%% 7FA 5L glew
2 FARE] FANFNEE 2YAA 2= ok ARG 4
AL AU AAE APshel Atk olENE A EARS 82

N
FTZ
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P
5
fd
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o
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do
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FAANFAEAGT SAAEANGZL] BB R A= AGBAE 4
AL wHog 3 Yt
ATelA] ThEe HFEA7IEE 20019 1958 200440 697 & 48
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7N, 838A UL Ftolt.
dFEAAHAE okt v 2t
AR, FIRAFAENGH SAAEAGLAE A (+) daBAr EA8A
o, olelg AFe FAT AEo] FRAEANAE AR AdY 4Fe Zde A
Folghe A4ds Aol vt Bk /ARl FAgele ddte FAxbe Ad
NAE AEde v B & 99 AesibEls B 58 98 34
'5‘P“— TR FAANGE Amst gojx Ao e AR F(-)9 BAE
ﬂg‘ﬂ ot a2y BAOEE FAAEC] AAE AT § e MEA
2 8 AL dukd] dETE E NEE AT E ‘”745?951‘3}
gﬁﬂ, FIHAFAEA T FAAEA G e A=-Ad8A7E debdA] F3%
th ol F Aol AR F&ZHQ AR I 5}3’_ e Aoy, g
veke] A ETL FANEL E&H0lge 2EES =58 F e Folt
=] AYa Jde AL O5F 2o AR, BEdAe dEAEE A}
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