4%, 3%, 0T FAARe] Adshe
e D EEDELE

Zrf e - H 7 g

F28 F§907] oF A WF T e2w @ FhE =9 ddns gudel
ghol vhehbRA Selutebe] FAAGe] MEA G UAEY Ha FAAG} FE5
31 Quke ool FF AVAL Uik olH @ AL FAAY] FxE n4H Aol
ot FeAEe) Awse] wek Avais BTk Atk AL elnaa itk oje]
ghalel W Qi 2R F97] o F @ v|H, T3 FAAG o) AWste Bx
ol Azl FHA Aol ENE BAG] A e e K WHES 0§
st gtk A, @33 v, T3 FAAG kel As) & 277

S13ke] Engle(2002)9] DCC 282 ol fete]l 2% Sejd JuuAe BAsgt B4,

A7 SEd A7wgow 3w o] 8% 2% Diebold and Yilmaz(2009, 2012)7F #19H

o Spillover Index 23§ o] &3t Z2d 87 olF =3 w=, T3 F2AA %]

T9E B WEA dolaATt ofGA Wslele] Sh=AE BAGAT 2440 22Y 5§
% = =

97 olF B NI, B3 FAAG ol BRI} o5 FHrhs

< A7t & FA17] vs o
HZ A E-mail: dhcho@aasembly.go.kr

[e]
H
, E-mail: kwchoi@uos.ac.kr



=2l F597] olF eyt FAAIe] v=3 Y7 &9 (decoupling)

o] A vk AL FF AL Yk
=29 g F/E =2 HHs Auidle] g3l

i gl7] wEelnh ook Wi E HtolE =y T

, FANFIE= A FZE3H(recoupling) S HolthE

HEE At ol g Ago] HAF= ol F T i 2008 9¢ WX
I

srter E2AsE =28 F897] ofF AA Zd=e] A7) g EAVE o
i

27] fiEd AR olajFd F vk AW ¢ FERASEZE FAAG] vx
37 1A H Aol ol F8AIFe AWl wel AW (time-varying)
HAZE Aok AS vlstar Aot

FAANG w237 YERYE olfre g H7be] AFEAIGo] ekl s
37} o] FoAHA A FAAGY] FA o] AAl FAAGI] Aol =

Lo

23

o

FAWA FIt Az AAte] gAY wielth oleld T4
of et AF= = FAAFo] &gk 19874 10¥ Black Monday® 13
A AA FAA o] Fakste] Fepshda s ofef Wy A7F SEketA 1 H o
$FtHEun and Shim, 1989; Becker, Finnerty, and Gupta, 1990; Hamao, Masulis,
and Ng, 1990; Cheung and Mak, 1992; Theodossiou and Lee, 1993; Koutmos
and Booth, 1995 %).3

1) F2EvhE(201546.), “3-F E23 Fa A WAL, 2AYR(201524), “S. W]
ZA 2 UASY GE NS, FFAATVR0146.10), “GFFEA OAZY AAA", =
ZAA(2013.11.13), “3- v FA] OAZY ThA] Q1)

= =)

2) S AA(2016.34), “AREslE T FA, T2 Ax T FE EE H T AT
3) Eun and Shim(1989) VAR(Vector Autoregression) 288 o]&3le] vy, = A& 5 A7}
FTN R =2 Y FAAG ko] Helgmrt vk AL dHsiden, FE Ha9
=R L31 X Ao & vERt) Becker, Finnerty, and Gupta(1990)&= Aa#7| 24 2 3]
AEA S o] §ste] m5 FAAIG FUHFAE] A FAANGY] FY ot E Y F
AQE Fodd d&s v Jdve AFEAE FEsS . Hamao, Masulis, and Ng(1990)&=
A

GARCH 292 1%6}04 U B QR FANLE BAT A 71T, GIAN Qees
Folg % WEA AolEAh ek R, wgEe :

do] & 3}7} i=3 el
and Mak(1992) ]3 At & Ax=I ofalol - i FAS 8 F4
st of

A% Ay w=ro] g gk EHl= FAAIGE A9 e oA IS AEstal Jes
g, o)yt = Theodo%smu and Lee(1993)F GARCH-M 238 & o] &3te] w2 o =
A, Ay, dE T 5 H7ME Ui ® A A 95 2 WS doladE s,
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FANAE] F2IE P

(return spillover)®t W5 A A o] &7 (volatility spillover)E ¥43t1 ot 12+
A& (first moment)Q! & HoladE FH T LAFHEG] F2 o]y
Aar, 22k A E(second moment)?] WsA Helgy= drbd oz GARCH =
e o] &dte] EA A Atk AAA FAAGS] Fxstel HHg B2 A
Eo] JAIR UFEEY TdEo] HHA AFWH(static analysis) 22 453
9Jo] AWl (time-varying) AWM 3IE AW stE dols AES 7R Yot
53] tiare] BAA Atio] wAStE B S8AAE ko] AAde] v
s due S Aekeld FEHA A (dynamic analysis)= &3 A ¥ S}
= sz AN E FAse Zlo] Bup AAEFE F vk sHA w841
7 o]

SRkl mel F=ia} vle S SN 2ke] AlRehs wxske) 5 E A
o]

el g AAAQD EA o] o] FojAA] XF offEo] Ut

ofe Fetste]l ¥ A= FRE FEH7] olF d=I vm, T= FAAG
o] AlWEtE sxsket SE A delads BEAer] falA v 2 27
Aol WYPES ol&etar vk AA, =3 v, T FAAG Fe] ARG
sx3t d4s o & xH67] 95kl Engle(2002)¢] DCC RE & o] &35t
Z05 A FHAAE 246t v =2A4, AL sHA dHer &
ksl A o] €% 31 91+ Diebold and Yilmaz(2009, 2012)7} A <¢k3sl Spillover Index
RS ol&ste] 2% 5897 olF =3 =, T FAAGY] F9E

2 RS dola it ofgA Wt feA AlWete #AE AuE A ot
a8 =y v, A 7He) A REtE 523 A4S 2o
BesHl oldfste Ul =uS & F AS Aolth ok&e = H7] =23 7
A Ao mel gk vlE S FAAE Y] AE 474]” (interconnectedness)
o] oj®y] WagAE AHBozN FF FExixte] FxFrio|n} AR
o] AAAAR FuAETE E F Avks HolA =29 onrt 2
o= AL oo 2o A2l EAzES VxEAGS ddYs)
i, Al 2 AFelA ol g RARFEN AFENAFAES AL, WA

wow Asgold AFAED AL ALt



dlele 3 7| 25A%

o] FHF7HA S (KOSPD ¢ vl =¢] S&P500
} ol & 3714 % (Shanghai Composite Index)o|t}. 7)1 2
b3t =, T FAAG R BA M ste] 240 24
S BTl SE detrom ZRWH F§979 SAAHOR FHI e
2007 89 9¢HFH 20159 10€ 30¥¢7HA = A thd S&P500# Shanghai
Composite IndexZ MEIg RAE& S&P5000] FAZEEo] 30712 HG9EAAF
(DJIA) Eotk tixde] w8 ZAox dytxom Qv la, HAA #d A5
o %= S&P5003} Shanghai Composite IndexE& F+=2 Al&3l2 Avh= A& 1
HE A A Y - 25 A E, 2001, 235, 2002; F=&, 2002, 2734, 2007, 7
A&, 2012 ).

re
re
-
1o
Shd
1%
o> 2
ox
gi
rlr

fu
e
g
clo
o
)
o
T

w3t Bl 5 Al A 7 g &A= (non-synchronous trading problem) # 4 3}3}7] 9
3l F=olut =, T FollA o= 3 FAA AT FUQ Aeole M
dzte] AFZAE AAS Y BAARE FEEAT Sy vw FAAGS A
A ZE AIAFE 7EA O lom R AFRAAE GEHAdRE VFo R va 9
AAE 33 FARYE Fe90, T3 e T dAE FANHE
AT AN A e, 2010). A Frhe o2 S 8AAESR s o
Aol EAsE E-H A EAS /A1 Jermz KOSPI, S&P500, Shanghai
Composite Index EF F7HA G 215 FHsla 13 2ES FAES AFE5)
Aok

<Table 1> EA A #7520 KOSPL S&P500, Shanghai Composite Index

A Fejgo Hek ZxE Al AAE Atk FoE HigS B KOSPI

= 0.003%, S&P500-> 0.018%, Shanghai Composite Index - 0.016%Z 0] 7}7}-%

FAE Holi Q=] o= BAUA 713 sk IE BF s sEs W

7] wEolt) 9 = k(skewness)S HW KOSPI, S&P500, Shanghai Composite

Index T& EF 5()9 & Holal Qe ol F4FE 39 9% ny
7

3 A AL oustt}, =3 KOSPI®F Shanghai Composite Index =915 =

I

] 3L
I

N

n)

4) 2007 8¢ 942 FE7IHEY A&§AAS dAAsy] $18] vF AWEH A Lol AL 3] (Federal
Reserve Board)$} % %% 23 (European Central Bank)o] 1,300¢1<2], 840 &e|E A4
T d2 dubdgow S F597]9 AR AdFFH 2 ATHBBC News, 2009.8.9.; Giindiiza

and Kaya, 2013)



A7 S&P500 Bk & A g3 T FIE7E wlarel] vlE] A o
2 F&geteE 497 ¥ gUtsE AS AAEY Jarque-Bera A A A3 370
BT A4 (normality)e] 717451 gon =& A (Kurtosis) 7t 5 ATEE
of ®la] g7} FH & (fat-tailed) FEHE & HoFi o} Egk @92 H1A
A3 KOSPI, S&P500, Shanghai Composite Index & =5 @9 o] Qe
AR A AL R e T

<Table 1> Summary statistics

o

| ¥+ KOSPI, S&P500, Shanghai Composite Index @E&714 2 Fo] & 3k 7| 2 FAFS Ho

Zuh 24 doHE 49 AFely 77 2007 8€ 99 H-E 20159 10¥ 30 7hAo]t}. Jaque-
Bera, Augmented Dickey-Fuller(ADF) A3+ t-gk& vy, x5 1% FoFFddA SAH
2 O3S YERT

KOSPI S&P500 Shanghai Composite Index
spot return spot return spot return
Mean 1824.00 0.00003 1436.00 0.00018 281380  -0.00016
Minimum 93875  -0.11172 676.53 -0.09469 1706.70  -0.12764
Maximum 2229.00 0.11284 2130.80 0.10957 6092.10 0.09034
Std. dev. 252.21 0.01421 365.54 0.01428 857.55 0.01853
Skewness -1.3596  -0.56817 0.3413 -0.25302 16285  -0.47103
Kurtosis 54376 12.6486 4.8420 12.9666 6.3739 8.1970
Jaque-Bera 782.12+%  6290.0%%  97.145%: 6667.5% 1275.75: 1453. 25
ADF -0.0527 -26.0251=*  (0.9345 —27.221 4% -1.2441 -24.5403%x
Observation 1985 1984 1985 1984 1985 1984

<Figure 1>& E4tA 7|7t Fore] KOSPL S&P500, Shanghai Composite
Index d&7H4 2 FE2] W3} Fo]& HoFa vk KOSPL S&P500, Shanghai
71 olF F7MF HHReH, ofF 374=

FANE BT 52 woltrt 20159 S F§97] old £ Aue 2

il

i

o)
Composite Index =¥ =29H &8

o2 Yehgtl <Table 1>o]4 S&P500 989 #Higko] KOSPI 9 &9
2 A1 o] A &

At %k o}y 22 Ao2 YEyE=d, <Figure 1>94 vl= F
2 gkelst = Qi) w3k < 5o Fare] A

=
=
ol A Fehd 4FS & melFa gk

o
ES



<Figure 1> KOSPI, S&P500, Shanghai Composite Index

o] 1Y KOSPI, S&P500, Shanghai Composite Index?] W3} F=0]Z HoFE 1golt) 7|7+ 20073
8¥ 9dH-¥ 20159 10¥€ 30 7pA] o]t}

a) KOSPI, S&P500, Shanghai Composite Index price
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b) KOSPI, S&P500, Shanghai Composite Index return
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olN
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PSR=ke=|

1
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M

B AToM e eI vm FAAe] AlMEE sxst A4 sEA A
olgF}E EA3H7] 98 Engle(2002)9] Dynamic Conditional Correlation(DCC)
283} Diebold and Yilmaz(2009, 2012)2] Spillover Index X3S ©]&3t1 Ut}

24 KOSPI, S&P500, Shanghai Composite Index #<&9 %3} A<
Ao Ry & FeAAE e FHAAE A=Y &3 Wl Engle
(2002)¢] DCC g5 ol &3t & dA7olr= v53 22 DCC-GARCH %

g AR a.

o

Ty =Byt i1t e, etut—l’vN(Oth) (1)
hiy = ay+ ay 6?,t—1+ ash; 1, (fori=1,2) (2)
e, = H,"%u,, wu, ~N(0,1) (3)
H,=D,R,D, (4)
ANA 1y = [y 1o 7y ] £ 3X1 MEIQ AR() 2HE EFeE 20T I

47 2] (conditional mean)©ITh. 7, 1y, 75, = KOSPIL, S&P500, Shanghai Composite
Index 5918, €, = [ey € €3] = ST 3x1 WME, u, = [uy,, gy, ug] &

H ZARe] 3x1 WE, [, E t—1 AAZAY ArPFoz AHojHrt
LB EAN BAow GARCHO DS waw, gt 244 §84 83 D,

= ZF Y427t 49 @ 2 (univariate) GARCH 53 9

o
-3
HN

)

Wi

24

it

=

Qt:(1_al_b1)a+alut—1u;—1+b1Qt—1 (5)

71A Qe w9 HEAR FEA Pholn F wmFo] A A (stationary)



o

S 2] 9l 20 a,+b <1 °th o T4 ARV F5E AW
. B b2 i34 E(mean reversion speed)E 2|3}
| ©] #1473 (persistence)& WERATE oju] R3] gk A
ojFolx =, 1eAIoIA h, & U842l GARCH(L,1) 2¥-S Sl

=
Asta, 2eAA 2 (5)e] B4E log-likelihoo

k!
2

_|_
=

rlo

ox

=)
L)
N

4714 Qe AMTEARAA @2l WAAse) ARIE TFeE fAYLL

of m] g},
R=0Q0,Q" ®

£ 08 KOSPI, S&P500, Shanghai Composite Index & 7+9] |3 A

o] & ¥}(dynamic spillover)& #243}7] 913l Diebold and Yilmaz(2009, 2012)7} A<t
3k Spillover Index =8-S ©]83thd Spillover Index =32 WE A7)
(Vector Autoregressive; VAR) B8-S B3t EALEHNE EdA ALdEH=d o
ASAME AR o ols|d F Qv oude AFE AT e

(e}
o
3 7Ze 2W VAR 285 71 HA
X, =dX, | +e& (7
X, = (X}, X,)0la, o 2x2 dFFo|n X, = dwFel FgAAE WHe=
KOSPI, S&P500, Shanghai Composite Index ¢& S+ KOSPI, S&P500,
Shanghai Composite Index <& WaAde WHZ HdET + At MA(x)ZE

EASE A3 2,

X, =0 (L)e, (8)

5) Diebold and Yilmaz(2009)oll4= FA 344 Cholesky Ea|S ©]-&3 ¥bH Diebold and Yilmaz(2012)
& Juts} W E 2}7) 3] 7 (generalized vector autoregressive) WHS @83t Qi WG] LAl

e 5o Badart @9l & e EA v A

o
N
S
™
i



17| O (L) = (I— @ (L)) 'olmm 2 (99 2o] A & + Ut}

ol

71 A(L)=0(L)Q; ", u, = Qiey, Eluw/,) =1 123 Q' Rk
-4k E (variance- covariance) Y9 Cholesky factoro]t}, whebx] 1-7]3F o 3

9 X}F(1-step ahead forecast error)¥ 21(10)3 2t}

X, 1, =90X, (10)

upba], 17]7F of| &2 xF(1-step ahead forecast error)$} o &9 x}e] FEALE)

4 (covariance matrix)-> 4(11), (12)¢} 7t}

Qp,11 Qp,12
Cryit =X~ Xp _A(JutJr]_[a a
0,21 Q0,22

Ul,t+1} (1)

U t+1

E(et+1,t €,t+1,t) = Avo, (12)

&
o
=
e
T
N
L
£
|\
to
_>|4_4‘
Lo
S
[
rlo
o
(=3 )
+
S
S
v
o,
fo
N
N
o,
S
-
S
:(|>I:1'
oL
L

=
S o] &3td AriHSge T4 uife] 2AsE 9AEe 4 own variance
shares)d} & W T2 wifo WHAstE 239 #Ak(cross variance
P

shares) 22 Z}7} FE3 § Q). A7|A vE Wy T4 uo TASE
A

A Spillover: ag 5 + aj 5, ©19, Spillover Indext= 2](13)¥} zFo] A <594}
aro] Akl af gy + afqy + af oy + a9 = trace(AgA ) ol HE M &R AT 5
ATt

2 2
. Ay, T Qy91
= —— X1
Spillover Index frace A, 4, 00 (13)

_10_



weka] o]E VAR(p) EFANA h-7]1F o F5S o] &
Spillover Indext® 21(14)¢} o] #+& 4 At}

EL
s
e
[-'!I.
ot
)
oM,
o
1o

k

h
YD aly
Tlij=Tiej
Spillover Index =-— ,“7 . X 100 (14)

1 ]

k
Y. al
24 G g5

s=14j=1

21(14)¢] W VAR BHolA W9 A4, = AAY 71 Ao wet
A7 depA= ARl vk elell Yilmaz(2009)= el A ek s
s (robust) 23S AFstE dursl o F e A EAHE & (Generalized Variance
Decomposition) W#H S ©] &3 Spillover Index E&S AAsHATE jHA 2o

A RSl Wi dwkstE SARS S tha 2

o

o P AN e, (15)

[

o714 o = Var(u,)ela e; jHA Q2 103 YelAE 02 (kx
2 PdoA jHA 8 AE AYee A9 WEHZ Z8H. ditsid
SE o] &% o Fo Ao figh dnkstE FAREE = e %
oA W qell e h-7]
21(16) 3 .

=
2
Ay
to
_>‘*1_'4
M
r)t
ofy
'L
¥
<

=
lo
%

_1 eAZe

9. = —° cij=1, .k (16)

vy h—1

Z ei,AsEAslej

s=1

ek o 2 Spillover Indexy 2](17)3 Zo] &2 & Utt6)

ko
Spillover Index = Z >, 6 >< 100 a7)

=1,7#1

6) ol¢t #HI AT FE=FAHL Diebold and Yilmaz(2009), Diebold and Yilmaz(2012), Cho
and Choi(2015) && %aLdtr] whakt}

_11_



= v, T FAAGY AWEe Txste] #AE AMrr] 984 Engle

(2002)¢] DCC R¥H S o] &3dte] EAatrh Akaike A1 7] (AIC), Schwarz 7

B71E(SCO)E ol 83l AAAAE AEd Ay AR(1)-DCC-GARCH(1,1) =3

o] Aexlem, <Table 2> DCC EdolH F4¥ Fejz =A% AaaA
29

=

o] BXA7F AA o dul. WA GARCH 2ge] EAZnE v 49 &
FEo] EAHSRE FostA vEhbar ok BAPEA A A oy, a, #Hel 1%
oo EAK R Fo|star, H]&(non—negative)% A ges HoFa
UTH T oyt o, < 1S 2UES WSS dow, FFstE A 2 F+3kE
kel A gholl A717dwte] gfle Ao=m yshd 5 Byo] A7t ow
B}t T

<Table 2> Estimation results of DCC model

°] 3+ AR(1)-DCC-GARCH(1,1) ®&S ©]-83 KOSPI, S&P500, Shanghai Composite Index =21 &
el B 2AY RBA] FZARE BelFm vk e £ A7 5%, 1% FAFEAA
BAMH0 frolge vhehdrh

Frist-step: GARCH model estimation

Mean equation Variance equation Ljung-Box statistics
Bo B Qo a; as Q(20) Q%(20)
KOSPI 0.0002  -0.0021 0.0137= 0.0676%*  0.9235+x 265798 18.4663

S&P500 0.0007#x —0.0654%%  0.0302:%  0.1325%*  0.8506%* 20.3877 16.4393
Shanghai 0.0001  -0.0001x  0.0101 0.0412#*  0.9567++ 27.4603 13.6408

Second-step: DCC model estimation

a 0.0094
b 0.9728s:
D s&P, Shanghai 0.1788

P s&p, Kospl 0.3694

D KOSPI, Shanghai 0.3373

_12_
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A7He HolFE p o]l 097282 YEWeHW, o+ b Fol 1o 24
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KOSPI, S&P500, Shanghai Composite Index

(persistence)°] ©j-$- &

3T
=

ke
T

7] ol

|
Njo
B8

A7 A (time-varying  correlation)

KOSPI, S&P500, Shanghai Composite Index 4~¢&

R
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Atk <Figure 2>
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<Figure 2> Dynamic conditional correlation

o] 18L& AR(1)-DCC-GARCH(1,1) EdelA #2413 KOSPI, S&P500, Shanghai Composite
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1) 5olE Aol & HA
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<Table 3> Return spillover effects
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o] 192 duks} oF At BAbEE] WS o] &35t Akaike BE7IF(AIC), Schwarz B E7|F
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o FFEE vAH=AE A¥E et glvh ol KOSPL S&P500, Shanghai
Composite Index &9 & Hola 7o & TS HoFE= net spilloverE HH
g, vm, T3 FHAG Tl o= Aol ¥ AA 9FES VAL A=A
Ao = . dE 5W S&P500°0] KOSPI ¥ Shanghai Composite Indexell
) x]= ko] Byl AW S&P5004] net spillovers %9 %S zbil(net spillover
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W S&P500¢] net spillover= &9 & ZAl ®thnet spillover < 0).8 <Figure
3>o A S&P5009] net spillover® EW A EA7)3F Fob ko & Holx
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<Table 4> Volatility spillover effects

19
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<Figure 4> Dynamic volatility spillover effects
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