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H T BT 220 RAR, PSRRI IE AT BEAH K. AERREAS R, T 06 A5 T RS 52 1 2%
B G vl i AR e AR AL (3 R 2 Z2 O REA AL
d

V27 f,0)/T
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RS — 25 . Theil (1961) 9 U ZEiT sl 1A — Bl i WA LLAL . U Geil et

Y E TR K R B 1 D TN 8 g S BN LEE T Y, = Y, BT REZ LG, B,

T
z (yt+l - S\/Hl,t)2
=1
U=t —
z (yt+l - yt)
t=1

AT DAE ) IS B Ok e Bl At s TR B P o T DA U A e 1 YA e R R U vt A
M BT RZEZ G B . 28R, A0, FRalexiiF 2 e am Em s, b
PBUFE T AL “Ah27, FTCL U gl EpfEsan 1, RO “UF7. s Armstrong F1 Fildes
(1995) 7E N H—6fE2#, SR U Geil LA U Govh &2 DA OC 1) HoAth 8 v &0k LA AN [R] i
DU 5 4EAE TRMAS [7] 3 470 B FRDRG

3. MIMARHE &

FELLRCTRMRS EIY, AT i), ke s B R B = W — AT B f o R0, ANV —A>
TR AT “ I, R T REATREAR EUAL I TR DL ALL TR 2 98 7 21 45 OB AT Rt AL kR, TRk
—MET I A TN A AT, AR . DRI, BALE, RV R TR L L
BATR, AR LRAER, AR S

Tl 75 F24%;  (forecast encompassing test )

oI A0 A FA T rT DA o R — T A CEREE ) TR Bl A ) I BT A 1 BT AR
Fefii o XAAEZ D AT LB I E] Nelson (1972) LA J Cooper 1 Nelson (1975), ifii Chong il
Hendry( 1086 KF % AME: E A A6 I AT « o WA ., e T4 TP XA AU 9L, 0 92,
RN T S T I |

Yik = :Bo + ﬂ19t1+k,t + 132 9t2+k,t t &t e
WH (By, By B,) =(01,0) , FATHAEA 1 “Fidltw7:” (forecast-encompass) AL 2, iy {1
(Bo, b1, B,) =(0,0)) , FRATULALAL 2 TR AT 1. 55 (B, By, B,) BATAT A, PR

AEANVEE, PATTINES SR T Y, A G R R &I, T IARHER ik gt A 5

oo AN, U XM I R IE B AT SR T, AR SRR R T 8 1 R T 4 AT A Bk
ATTRIRIOHE) T, SRR PRSI RAEAAL S (B0 Y k>1 B I S S ) A2 M B T 1.
Fair A1 Shiller (1989, 1990) & T —Fh5 Lib ik AFIME 5 Z S ik, BT e

Yik =Yt = ﬂo + ﬂl(ytlJrk,t - yt) + :Bz (9t2+k,t - yt) +Eyte

HHENR kL & B RH MAK-DF A

10
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SR —FE, TN Y T R EE (0, 1, 00 50, 0, 1. AEFRMEL A FAR B, Chong-Hendry
A1 Fair-Shiller (F[R[ DR AH R o SR, 4 F0000 A €0 782 &, mT LAUER] Fair-Shiller fRIHESL Sy
i, P4, Fair-Shiller PHEZE I E KR AR R, AT ) s 0ranas o A1 B i

T &

— AR IR T AS B, 25 ARSI R (R TR0, 2 BH P A 40 5 2 RS R AR R A R E 1) o 7SR
o, XRME SR E WL, FEAERRE, DR BT R SO Y 4 SRR B R B8 I—— eSO B 1t
XTI AT S . A, A G HEARIER A2 2 — M5 BT LI Z) H Gk
A G AR AR, WA SRR 2 AIHE BRSO G . EK, A
TSGR e, AT LU SR G R AE il o (A R 45 I 2 A 0UAE 45 5 TR PR iy
M I I T ——F (5 AR AR RER), BEAAN ST e XA ) LS T
KT PMAA W —A LA, XANENY, mTREAEEIHEBE, AN G2
TR AR, K, PGB RSN SErE Creal time) RSB0 (1) P A ek R R0
SRS IEAEEAT BRI S J ik R ) T2 ALY

MBS T2 A AT, WD IR S Y] 5 7 VoRE H or s 2, <7 25-Ph 7 227 VLRI
“ELTIRA” vk, FRATSE R Bates fil Granger (1969) 47 H Iy 25 -y 25k . R FRATAE P
T, P P TC O T A e — A A ) 2

| ~2
Yiekt = Yer (1- o) Yiekt©

DUABCEE R, 1, S5 FA RIS To M . BEAh, B B AL kS A0 T A 35 2Kt AL IR & A
TN — R R, B,

c .1 2
€kt = By + (- a))er,t ’

M

%N ol =0’cl +(-w)’os +20(l-w)o,, Hh ol ol WTCEAIF MR T 2,

M o, AT 5 22 AL TR 2 17 Ze e /M i B e, 416 B R 22 i 34 77 3%
ZEthig/ ME T IR N

2
* O, —Op

O =
Oy 10 =40

R A th BLhit 7 22 F 3L mb P 5 2% Cunderlying variance and covariance) L[]y . i H., 1R
BN, B AT RS — AT RE AL, RS SR ZER T 2N T (0f, 05,)

f/ME. P, NS EE, RINA G/ — BB A, 0 HAT T REARA 4 ko
FESEE R, AT — Sl oH AR S L 4L & AU P R OR G s ZE A Oy 225 B, AT
o :1/TZIT:1eti+k,tetj+k,t & oy it ", 135

) ~
* (o2 — 0.
© = 22 12

~2 ~2 A~ °
Oy + 0y, — 20y,

FEE ] AR AR AR R AT IR, SRR 2 S F A S BRI, S aG TN 2 M e H

2411 Newbold /% Granger (1974) JHlFEWIHIACKEE, 4 3] M>2 AN LA 10 JE i 0000 A2 a7 21 114

11
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AL, AR ZE B A A BCE A TR ) B ™ . R, AR TRAT 1A SR b T 4
T8 AR D FE ARSI ()38 i 22, AR BATASRELARUE — 2 REM A . 4R1fT, HE14 Clemen (1989)
T [E R 2 TR0 2H 5 PR SCHR IS BT A I ISR, RSk, A & BoR & R IR E 4F
AL FE TN ZH A ) “[a])3% . Chong-Hendry £ Fair-Shiller ()5 25 01V () 1 X 428
AT DA Ik 57 PR S B (RO IR [V ks il 415 /E—ikd . Granger 1 Ramanathan (1984) #&

H Sty 22- W s Z2 A A A 1A A m] DUARRE 19052 AR CBCE AN 1 DL FREER O Y,

(R P FHTIT PO AR [ U P R B ) e 4R, RSk, FRATT SR nT S ) E A AT [

— R, PAE R R R R IE R . BT DA TR #A e aetE, IREa VS
IERY e KBRS H HAR NIHE) . BATS B BRI A SRR S E
[l A A R AL U B 4K (Bayesian shrinkage ) AFZE 41401

a.  HERT I HIA A E

Granger 1 Newbold (1973) 7177 %-W 5 25 5~ Diebold #1 Pauly (1987) f:[RIJH[#
s MR TRERS RS A AR . i, FERDEHERE S, AATTRT LUK & [ AT DBl v 8L
Wahfhivt, BCEAG TS H e BN R 2R I 4L [l

1% B IS ) AR AR ) S R AR 2 0 15, ANIRJ IR 2% ) J 5 S0 PO AH T Tt
B BN T AN T ACdE, FEIXRE DL T, AATT B ARAE G M3 I AN AR A P L E AN DB e 110 TR0 () A
LU, AN TR AR (1) 8 1 AT REASEIX O T 5 ¥ 7 S BRI bR 170 L e BRI 1 5 2 B R T
W H . N, 76m i, T8k 0 o0 v B 0 1R A R ABE Y T e RO T8 1 B R AR
TEIXFEMRIIT I, B % A A K A5 B B R A . PR, AR SR SR 1 2 55 mT g Bt o)
(AL, SR LE TN B AR R BEAHXS 1T 55 5025 5 52 B MRS 1R 5

b. &4 7T
YA RN AR R ZE P A DGR AR H AR 1¥ . Diebold (1988) 18 T Wiy 2= FARIN OIS, A

NH P+ B, = L, LRI, rTRESAT A, 3B, fE4la

FEVF T AAH G AF B L e IO 3 A F7li B2 B 10 45 PO A8 2 (1 s AR, TR AN 2R AEIX T T
i% M Hendry 1 Mizon (1978), Coulson F1 Robins (1993) f&Hi, #LahIiF4IAHI R4 &0 2
AOATTETHRAE ARG 5 DR AR B R0 I FOUINEL P 445 TRl UL R e 481

C. HEELENT T I B 1t

o T LU, % FRUMU %) 57 R SRS 38 RIS AR O 125 TNy “ de it ™ 52 J00Ml 1) 2 3R A A
Ifo B RAR, MEMSAUELHGYER T AR R A, AU R TR R R . SR, AT
T, AR RBIBUR BT, W0 2 R ) A 2 R X R . TR B)IX 5, Clemen
H1 Winker (1986) LA/ Diebold F1 Pauly (1990) #&H T UM HriBb AR, AVFEMG T & BGE R
AR EEHLEE G oI AE H s X2k, fe/ e RN S 90 A ER At oA i 9 34 1 2 G A P M i
R o S 1) J 56 35 (18 A5 AR 2 3 PR A B i AT R M (R ISP 38 9, =44 ) AR AL 2 -
5434 (natural conjugate normal-gamma prior) s, i S48 41 A AUE ) &l

B =Q+FF)HQB™ +FFp),

Herp B eI R, Q B IRS IR, FOBALA IR B AR (design matrix), T 3

18 2 1, Winkler F1 Makridakis (1983), Cleman (1989), LLAIX it & 1IVF % 52 SCik.
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/D AR BB A . IR A A SR (BRI ERAN R,
A BCEZH A AR, H2 () B Ay AL i, Bl iR kL.

d. JEZEIFEA AT
AR, WA — 8 EHE A R A AL B e P R, A e LI A e a2 mT AR
Deutsch. Granger Fl Terd svirta (1994) $%H T — /NI T ek, AT

9tc+k,t = I(St :1)(1311 9t1+k,t + ﬂlz 9t2+k,t) + I(St = 2)(13219tl+k,t + 1322 9t2+k,t) °

SCRCAL ARG RRAS TR g §—AS sl py AR I 25 (R T 5 22 B B T P e A . it
Aby FEARBUEAS—E O —> uAR i Tl VPR S PRI UR 7 st B AR R IR e A, IR 1)
(I AR P22

4. PRUZE T HUAINAN € R TIO  JLAS & R
PFOT 2250 27 o] 0

TELEBE RN Rl e sk b, 285 B 202880 J7 1) Ftl (451 41 Leitch 1 Tanner, 1991, 1995; Satchell
Al Timmermann, 1992) . QAT PPAN I Fh 0 ) ] AR A7 B HH IR T o 2ok id@ e e, mrTmvF 0 m)
TRDURE 5 PR A 56 (1) 45 ATV SR SE O IR, BTLURANEE R 7 Bz, BATEEBIAMIEH
BRI ARGT IR CANE” I, BATNAZ IS — XA )8

KT W PR T AT 1A ) B SR % B 5 b 28 ot (1) L e ———A8 5 7 i ) 5
CRNEEIT PORE T CRCID AR S TR R bR AL . B IE ik 2X2 ek FpRER
(contingency table). & T fiifbic 5, FTMIE A SEBREE AP MORSFR A “07 A1 “j7. i,
W i= b7 j= “R 7. 3R 1R 2 WS s H A DU 3 1 B TG VT BRI A LI B 1 B e R
5 o AR Zy 7 1n) T B A U R IR 2R AR T A T AR R S B AR AR BT, fEX MG O

Py =P.P;, Vi, jo Wikdi—#¢, T PR ERERK. KPR ooBER MR RN, P

L3 AT A — M P=0, /O A1 P,=0,/0 . M4 EME F, Ll

A

E, =P.P,0=0,0,/0 KAt il 5 Wi E, =P.P,O W 8fbil. &5, Mgl &

C=3 (O —E)/E,. EZEHF, C—ox.
Merton (1981) LAz Henriksson £ Merton (1981) 4} T —N 5 TR (148 25 VI AH 5% IG5
L AT =, Wk P /P +Py [P, >1, 2 B2 A0 (0. Bk, b0 % Bk

P./P +P; /P, =1, ##EA P, [P +P; /P, #1457 —AKE#fikL: . Schnader F1 Stekler
(1990) DL J Stekler (1994) AS[rJFEfE M3, 1 Pesaran A1 Timmermann (1992) K H U4k
NI LA S G SRAL BB [ 5 A B (AR AR O; /O MO /O 5 Henriksson-Merton

() ZE AR BE R B AR S AE 26 ) AR B 250 1« £E HES: Henriksson-Merton #5640 v KRS A A PR AE A4S
YA, TR AR AR IBUE -
SR, TEWRESAE T, BT I EEE; Henriksson-Merton 8t & (1°F 77, 4ok id >4 1 1F #1

13
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e, WL AEN T C——oURFERM R geih . BAh, 2X2 BURRRIRIRA S HE) 2 NXN

K5I, &
v (O, - Ey)’
Cu= Y
b=t Eij

*1
LI 3 F) BTG T

SEBRAHE i SEBRHE j B
TRIAE i o o. o

i ij i
THRIAH 0 0. o

n 1} ]
Ul o o #it: 0

N N
%2
I 2 Fr) AR

SEBRE i SRR ] LGN
TR i P b 5

ii ij i
TR P p p

i i i
el P p Hit: P

N N

a
HEERE T, Cy~ Xy - W Pesaran Fil Timmermann (1992) g Hiffy, HHIL T —

AN ). 5 2 X2 TG TE, BATTL KRN RATI, NIRRT 2RIt 3 X M4k LMot
g, BATHIPA TR Z AN 1. £ NXN FTEIES, 5 2X2 ’EARE, RIS #oceT
BORYEHFIERE, BETIVE 1) H 1 5S,  RT RS 2 H OGS M 2k BT

FELERANYIIS, BATTFR Y, R EAR Z 77 17 T AT 48 D sAR R AT S0 CHl T[RRI
JELR, 78 B AR TR, FRAT1Z0H Sy 3L T Theil 19 U G205, ZE I8N S Rwsim “ 4y
1B, BEAIE BERE T Wle— AN AT SRAF B AT 35 (128 5 S i SC L R P AN B 1R 78 23 4 1S S A 0 B2
At B, — AT AT e TR BRI, (FRAEFIRR T A G A ST, TR RE IR AT R AL 7 o
Fy— 7, AN AT BE G B P B, (E R W R O A, AT AR T RESRAS EAUR)E, Cumby
1 Modest (1987) #EifH 13X — £,

e

VR, 2855 FOUMMN <G R e (0 [ LA 2% P4, LSt L I L o e 4 e P M2
SRR SRR RAT LB, 80T 44 S&P500 iR B it A o it 10% 1R

o ARV BRI, A VR 2R RN, BUAEIT AR TR IR LE R RN . 2 P, F2AE I t+k

14
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I PRI MER TR, O 4R A R, =1, WY 0. i RAA WA TREdAF, P,

FRk. W, WA N AR, TBA P, b (N-D X1 . UGS, KA1

L LIPSER ¢ S TR
MR TR0 PR 2 Fibr— P “ 4993 (score)”, dge'iis WLIKI 343 /2 Brier (19500 119 KR4
v, Y Brier £347,

1 T
QPS :?ZZ(PHKJ - Rt+k)2 o
t=1

B4, QPS e[0,2]ifi HA5 #4811 (negative orientation) €5/ ) Wk 25 WOl ks ). % T 78
fift QPS, A RCATART FHUI PRI £ i FR) o A FH TR0 B PR3O BRI %, T 400 2R 20 o B e T i R i o
AR ZES . A, 12 IRBIBUR RN R0, 18ER P, MR, ZZERTIT %L &
SRR A FIY, IXIESE QPS BRI . BRIk, QPS KB 4 Tk 0l vh 1) 35 75 i 2

ORI, QPS JUt AZUH M TRz, B P, Sebs EANEXS 258 (0—1) 1) 20, i 4y

IRES A R AOMEZE o PP RS TN ) — 1> B AR AN BRI VRl A2 T A TR 2 5 L 38 PR A )
BRAE LR, RIVEAL R ZE R (calibration). 22 LA 19— AN 4 T A i 2 RO 7 122

GSB=2(P -R)?

Kt P =1UTY P, R=UTY Ry, - GSBel02]# s

AT DUAE A DX TR A AR N TSR R R ZE R . B, ] UG A 5 T A AE 0.6
A10.7 Z TALFHXS L R S B UL 2 IR A2 A5 B AE 0.6 A1 0.7 22 [a]. BE— 04, W LURYEEHI#H
GBI AR DL, R B X TR FUR 3 AST48, THEERITAT 3 S5 10 a5 2 8 LA 1 A -
PR O IR R IR bR a2 SR e

1 = =,
LSBz?Z;ZTj(Pj—Rj) :
J=!

SO T RAE ARG PR TR, PR AE | ARG MR BN 3, 1 R, 2 AE j SRS

FSEBMERIAME, j=1, ..., J. WERLSB €[0,2], 1 H LSB=0 ZEW4 GSB=0, {HZ AT,
FESMEA ML ZAE N, R B A LW I 2 R ] T 05— 4 € At

A RV PR A TN 7 51 {F’HKt }::1 » RT3 I HA A JE iR 1 (collectively exhaustive)

T8, My, =1 . JAREMNERA R 42 R 2GRS IS rp i 0 2] g

YRR 2 AN L MAR S HE T IR N ASFR (LR T .

B Zedp (full vector) I, QPS AZNA “27 AN 2. TRATSRTT LA 2, NS5 ma b LA 7
WK QPS HEfy, BN T REMS 5 HoAh SCHRAH LU AE, FRATIBEA L4 2,

16 45411, Diebold F Rudebusch (1989) iy X [A] 4 Hi+25 405 o
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PEECH, T “YER 7 pR e AT R R
R —-T.x. R. —e.
j= ( ] 177'-])1/25( 11/21),j:1,__,,\],
(rjﬂ'j(l_”j)) W;
AR 22 i BEAE AU o
_(R+_e+)

1/2
W

+

Z,

R =30 Ry e =2 Timy, wo =D Tm (L-7,) . ZoREBitr ot
ARG AF A AR, T 2, SEVH R RS TE R S S LR B R T AR AL I 1

S B E%AE Z,~NOL) M Z;~N(@©0J1),Vj=1...,] . £ AR ES,
Seillier-Moiseiwitsch Fil Dawid (1993) UEW] Z H1 Z | rr (A PE R pear S8 H—BEE, A ARAESEbR

JVARE i i e i R L VAL O - S SR S 2 i EP SR e
WEATII Col SRS R, R R TS B S BRAED) 53 — S NG BRARFAE, 1wy

(resolution),

J — —
RES =T122TJ.(RJ. -R)?
j=1

%sﬁ%ﬁﬁiZ%%ﬁ%Mﬂ%ﬁ,%&%MWQ%Wﬁﬁ$E$E$EEEﬁ%%ﬁO
RES >0 Hf51EF81 . & Murphy (1973) FTiEHAR, QPS fAAE—/NMAEFLt—28(E B ik,
QPS =QPS_ +LSB-RES

A QPS . J& QPS 75 Py, = R . Bl ™ b T MR ST A AS A i AL

BUGE PR T Theil ) U SELt—RE, 45 5E/MBE% UG 4600 S 00 R L
B, AITREHLOCSE(E R W, Murphy (1974) #4506

M =QPS -QPS. =LSB-RES

{7 TSP ST A SE A P50 R £ TSRS J82 77 1 £ %2 5%« 0 FH i 3+H& 3 ) Diebold-Mariano 77,
FATR AT ELVET QPS A1 QPS =5 i i Py ANFEITIHIK) QPS AL PTG 5 15 b ) %2
SR ENE . B A A T D S F s A P {2 e ) S

FEAER T, VEZ AR, FEmIBUE fr . S PR AIZE 54 B, 35 28 W s B P T 8
PRI 22 DRI, NI T SR 5 R A T R . Ly s T R AR L, T

1T 2 R T L £ A7 X ) 3 ] AR DX TP AR 4 AR 6 A B P R 15 JE W

16



(Gerk T ERlrPRIgETtIrik)

SR A A5 22T AN ETA s BB AR T R PN A Ok
iR I ANTT I ) RO RUE 7 5 SR SEBRE 0 7 e AF M LS4 A5 2y, (AR EE

EEE’ j’ﬂ E[‘c"t2+k |Qt+k—l] = E[ht+kvt2+k |Qt+k—1] ht+k ’ZE EF‘ Vt+k WN (0’1) ° e LH:’ leﬁu’

1 MSE =LIT Y (62, —Newe)? o JAE AT 2878 10877 3 2 i e 3 o L By B e, o

Bollerslev. Engle FI Nelson (1994) $&tH, H1-T-377 15 22X 1 (9 21 2 0 A0 47 R 2 28 Tl
(R Bl e o i SR RS SR OTRR IV, T3 7 8 2 SR Al e 3 2 T PRDRS FE AN B3 1) o XT/BZ
Bl 2R R ST ASGRR () 9 S P A B R 2 pR £, /& Pagan T Schwert (1990) SR FH (190 50451 2K R 44,

1< 2 N 2
== [Ined ) —In(hy, )17 »
T=
L Bollerslev F1 Ghysels (1994) K (%) 55 7 2247 i 2L 13y 7 i 22

T 2
HMSE =12[ft—+k—1]20
=1 Ty
Bollerslev. Engle Fil Nelson (1994) ZHH, &bl KALAR R £ 140 2K o B0 i FH TP 50 8))
HAEAL [,

1< - gterk
GMLE =?Z[ln(ht+k,t)+ S

t=1 ikt

EWN A I TN T —FF, SRS FH 7 S S B PR I8 3 23 T T 2 7 A7 O (R 451 2K o 50 sk
170, West. Edison fl Cho (1993) LA Engle %% (1993) #EIX i 7 HE vimk, 2 mlHeH
T TR S KA R e KA R 255 B 2k B4 Lopez (1995) MY T —AN 1T LA 45 Fh & 5 i

KBRS A TP A AE S o IXMHE SR SRR At Tl 1 X & (BOE I BUAG TH I 0 A AR 23, R esl

TR A g MR TN o 3 - S BT RV ) ST 2 AR AR DX T, TS8P LA AL 0 2 2K
PREI R 25 THTC 38 B 5 B A TR A

B, 255€ &, | €2 ~ D(0, hy,y ) BAB AN T ht+kt o Moy €L o U] B
BRI IIRLAE 5 5 25 T AR e Tt

Pt+k,t = Pr( Lg,t+k < gt+k < Us,t+k)

)li

gt+k

= Pr(—= b 7, <—2

ue,Hk
= .[LT ) f (Zt+k)dzt+k ’

Bk el RN, IR, R Dy, RS AR R B, R v, ~ N(0,D)
MABEAVE, ~ X0 &l = N Vo ARPERRET N, o AR, Dl X7 2343 0 6 50R: 0.455, 7623 50%
e g2, <1/2h,,, .
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Hrh 7, BRI L (innovation),  f(z,,, ) & D(0) MEEOB, I, u,,, it
PRAEAL I BUMX ). 552 MOGHIR, REBRIRZE ™ Cunderlying asse) [IATH Yo = Moy + Epr 36
P sl =Elya Q] o B X B om BOW % & B o MR B

Pt+k,t = Pr(Ly,t+k < yt+k < U y,t+k)

- U, —A
_ Pr( y t+k t+k,t <7 y,t+k t+k,t

t+k <
'/\ ’/\
ht+k,t ht+k,t

=7 fza)dz,

y.t+k

H [ JEITIIIIZ A, [, 00U, o D REE R X ).

IRLEMEAR T — B A, W] DA B3R i45- 20 AU PE4r, JF AT L] Diebold-Mariano 5 v A6r 56 A
DA 2 5 R R o IXNHEZR (0 T2 B0 O e A A Sl S AE ) I S kb, RIS =

&l RRARAS T AL () BT 5 7 7 o

PP IS A T Lopez Jy i 1L At 2 HE B I 18] A2 AL IO ME A 70 IR 25— AN E X TR) . 55— Fhik
B, HEGEMFXE R E R, JATAT LU E MR, 1k DR ) 58 AR AL . AEIX 5

Christoffersen (1995) HMIFUX NS WK (1-a) WEMFEXE UL, U, &8 X
IR ZE M BRI, A

E[It+k,t | It,t—k' It—l,t—k—l’“" Ik+l,1] =(l-a),
Hrp

_ 11 ﬁn% yt+k € [Ly,Hk ’U y,t+k ]’
t+k,t 0’ ;H\:’ﬁij;o

HI, Christoffersen ftil i 4 4 fF& 5 (conditional coverage).
X DX YT R bR RPN 5 R RO IR A R R B Ly ] = - a) o (HE, T

G 1L O A% A8 5 149 DX D) PN A0 AT e 45 s ) TIPS 4R mT AT AN IE A 282 5, DA 56 TG 4514
i — ek U R A1 .
SR 1 DX TR T (k=1), ZAF78 55 1 590 v D) 2 Sy
E[It+1,t | It,t—l’ It—l,t—Z’“" |2,1] =(l-a),

BEE A i

dd
I ~ Bernl—a) .

© i 25, AR R E[L e | Q0= (L—a) . Seb Qe T4 e B mleen H ik
B TR LA R, QDU T BR L 2 1.
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258 TSR TRIN ) T AN a8 2w A, BATrT DUE R A6 A8 78 48 A2 f — ML R 204 1 DU %%
A (Bernoulli) (1-a ) B4 AR X AMES A E T X (W) 2 7547 IERA K A T A o o T8I BUACHR R

B PR {1y T ARUC L0 5 AR AT SRR IR AR BB, 1R 5 RT3 7 7 43 A DL 5B
EAIDUSR LR e C2A S 0 4 M

T 1-rx
H:{ 1 11}’
1- 7y oo

ﬁ*znzwhwzﬂhmzn,W%%ﬁoﬁgﬁﬁT,%ﬁM$%%ﬁ{

l-a0 «
}o FH Y
-0 o
I ALMLLAR BR 25
L(IT|1) = (71'11)n11 (:I-_7711)n10 (:l-_”oo)nOl 72'(?80
1

L(CZ | I) = (1_a)(n11+n01) (a)(nm*'”oo) i
Jorng BB N T RS §BCH T SRR AT % SRR R R R LL G R
LR, = 2[InL(IT| 1) = InL(a| D],

Hop T BABUA . S BRT, LR, ~ 2.
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