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5
CEV , 5680. 69 5881. 61,
, 5995. 76, Hong, Li and Zhao (2004)
o (CKLS (1992)
1.5, Hong, Li and Zhao (2004) 0.25),
0.5, CIR °
1999 o
, Vasicek , CIR , CKLS )
ap , 1999 . Vasicek
CIR op 0, CEV , CKLS
op 0,
, 1999 ,
1999 0 : s 1999
1999 s .
, 1999 )
, IPO
( IPO
) s
2
Dot CEV Vasicek CIR CKLS
a 2.2E5
(2. 00E-06)
a —1.40E-05 0.1021 9. 74E-03 0.013 0.0104 6.799E-03
(2.81E-04) (0.03072) (5.34E-04) (4.66E-04) (5.22E-04) (9.44E-04)
a —0.3664  —0.45  —0.375  —0.2818
(0.017696) (0.01867) (0.0193)  (0.04153)
az —0. 09359

(0. 2546)
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Dot CEV Vasicek CIR CKLS
c 0.0104 1.1319 1. 1365 0.0347 0.0092 0.0533 0.0358 0.0532
(0.0002) (0.0218) (0.0219) (0.0016) (0.0002) (0.001) (0.0023) (0.0036)
0 0.3434 0. 4085 0.5177
(0.0114) (0.0154) (0.0182)
ap —2.53E-04 —0.02841 0.02862 0.0247 0.0221 0.01803
(1. 21E-03) (0.04871) (1.599E-03) (1.37E-03) (1.55E-03) (1.466E-03)
op 0.0186 —0.2001 —0.2018 0.0182 0.042
(0.0009) (0.0346)  (0.0347) (0.0008) (0.003)
oD —0.2276 —0.2421 —0.2173
(0.0148) (0.0156) (0.0140)
5525. 11 3605. 10 3597.75 5680.69 5722.50 5854. 59 5881. 61 5995. 76
( ) GARCH
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3 GARCH
CEV CEV CEV
a 4. 70E-05 4. 3E-05
(7. 0E-06) (4. 00E-06)
ao 2. 734E-03 —3.401E-03 2.584E-03 —4.356E-03
(3. 67E-04) (9. 24E-05) (3. 49E-04) (7.06E-04)
al —0.1206 0.08445 —0.1082 0.1613
(0.01702) (0.03704) (0.0156) (0.0307)
az —1.1289 —1.8788
(0.2765) (0.1988)
o 0.1588 0.1593 0.3078
(0.0254) (0.0321) (0.0278)
fo 1. 994E-06 4. 06E-06 1. 826E-06 7.786E-06 1. 5142E-05 1. 4982E-05
(3. 22E-07) (6. 63E-07) (3. 42E-07) (2.124E-06)  (4.423E-06) (4. 077E-06)
el 0. 3968 1. 0224 0.6296 1.1617 2.9405 3. 744
(0.0303) (0.1203) (0.0670) (0.2207) (0.7119) (0.8011)
P 0.7120 0.4677 0.6416 0.7066 0. 4552 0.7165
(0.0125) (0.0429) (0.0247) (0.0138) (0.0358) (0.0132)
ap —1.271E-03 —3.857E-03 —2.38E-4 0.01169
(7.57E-04) (8. 20E-04) (1. 81E-03) (1.53E-03)
oD 0.3620 0.1397 0.1039
(0.0576) (0.0551) (0.0504)
oD —0.0708 —0.1526 0.0874
(0.0174) (0.0730) (0.02)
6200. 75 6279. 06 6306. 81 6214. 98 6290. 89 6349. 94
¢ )
4 .
, (6.73%),
(2.76%) GARCH ’ B +p:
1, 1,
9 ) O. 5 )
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9
, CEV-GARCH ,
GARCH ) ,
o ’
GARCH .
o GARCH
o b b
4
CEV  CEV CEV  GARCH GARCH GARCH CEV- CEV-  CEV-
GARCH GARCH GARCH
o 2. 04E-04 2. TE-05 5. 00E-06
(3.5E-05) (2. 8E-05) (5. 00E-06)
ay’ 1.40E-3  —0.01521 6. 73E-04 —5. 08E-04 0.00106 2. 123E-03
(2. 64E-04) (3. 379E-03) (1. 39E-04) (3. 03E-04) (1.92E-04) (3. 53E-04)
o —0.0508  0.3026 —0.08167 0.3911 —0.06787 —0.9640
(0.01146) (0. 095) (0.02446) (0. 0945) (0.03122) (0.1914)
ay’ —1.6047 —3.0240 11. 9651
(0. 6995) (0.5742) (2.3512)
o) 2. 2E-05 6. 2E-05 2. 47E-04
(9. 00E-06) (1. 20E-05) (2. 4E-05)
a” 0.01911  —0.009521 1.5E-04 —2.18E-04 2. 18E-04 —1. 98E-03
(2.079E-3) (0.005431) (2. 50E-05) (1. 21E-04) (2.80E-05) (2E-04)
o —0.2839 —0.01512 —0.0681 —0.04969 —0.08878  0.4468
(0.0572)  (0.1920) (0.0111) (0. 03787) (0.01212) (0.0475)
a —1.6792 0.6761 —2.9128
(1.0398) (0.2973) (0.2599)
P 1.4795  1.4386  1.4947 0 0 0 0.4329 0.2712  0.5454
(0.0407) (0.0537) (0. 0381 (0.0413) (0.0351) (0. 0545)
@ 0.2419  0.4150  0.3518 0 0 0 0.7162 1.3156  1.3632
(0.0375) (0.0405) (0. 0682) (0.0457) (0.0541)  (0.0461)
o 0.6353  0.5353  0.06206 1 1 1 1 1 1
(0.08816) (0.1014) (0.08143)
o 0.06599 0.1077  0.0803  0.2008 0.2233  0.2102  0.4408 6.1191  3.545
(9.96E-03) (0.01619) (0.02099) (0.0103) (0.0117) (0.0126) (1.4866) (1.1199) (0.7657)
B 7.8E-05 6.578E-06 7.11E-06 3.80E-03 2.27E-03 1.216E-01

Jéil

(1. 7E-05) (1.372E-06) (1.56E-06)
0.0929  0.1132 0.1098

(1. 24E-03) (7. 92E-04) (5. 54E-02)
26.4987 6.4414  100.1910
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CEV CEV CEV GARCH GARCH GARCH CEV- CEV- CEV-
GARCH GARCH GARCH
(0.0144) (0.0170) (0.0209) (6.6496) (2.6340) (37.6058)

Pe 0.7857  0.7674 0.7676  0.2438 0.1506 0.1263

(0.0169) (0.0190) (0.0237) (0.0397) (0.1419) (0.1309)

¢1 —2.9052 —2.8861 —2.7275 —0.1056 —0.1996 0.4781 —2.2637 —1.0593 —1.3487
(0.2234) (0.2232) (0.2937) (0.2454) (0.2504) (0.4356) (0.6635) (0.3381) (0.2912)

dy 7.6123 8.0743 5.9252  —8.1197 —9.0335 —17.2068 116.76 19.0164  29.7506
(5.0422) (5.0622) (8.6452) (2.4242) (2.8395) (4.0973) (27.84) (7.2729) (5.5602)

¢z —0.8963 —0.5430 —0.5028 —3.0802 —3.1372 —3.1915 —2.6187 —3.396 —2.1102
(0.2961) (02949)  (0.2922) (0.2261) (0.2446) (0.2638) (0.1839) (0.3297) (0.1669)

dy  8.7697 0. 2587 —1.8408 27.1278 25.1505  30.0579 11.8228 37.90 —51.826
(5.319) (4.8145)  (5.3644) (4.7078) (5.4329) (5.735) (3.9583)(10.2606) (22.995)
6877.59  6928. 47 6962.83 6835.64 6869.30  6929.35 6877.51 6935.50 6997.92
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5 — .
. 2.34%, GARCH .
1, . GARCH
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GARCH . ’
, — GARCH CEV-
GARCH .
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2.3% o ap Op ’
1999 . .
. 1999 .
— . GARCH
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CEV CEV CEV GARCH GARCH GARCH CEV- CEV- CEV-
GARCH GARCH GARCH
a1 4. 80E-05 4. 6E-05 5. 8E-05
(1. 20E-06) (5. 00E-06) (6. 00E-06)
ay 3. 043E-03 —4. 25E-04 2.476E-03 —1. 72E-03 2.546E-03 —2. 668E-03
(3.47E-04) (1. 256E-03) (3. 09E-04) (3. 15E-04) (3. 17E-04) (7. 46E-04)
al —0.1298 —0.08296 —0.1097 1.59E-04 —0.1131 0.02135
(0.01599) (0.04243) (0.01399) (6.507E-03) (0.01439) (0.02960)
az 0.3124 —0.8377 —0.9654
(0. 3446) (0.1536) (0.2557)
o 1.9596 1. 8560 1. 9306 —0.0236 0.0506 0.1762
(0.0642) (0.0660) (0.0624) (0.0408) (0.0413) (0.0493)
s 3.9957 2.5962 3.3771
(0.9343) (0.6291) (0.7733)
Bo 2. 68E-06 2. 652E-06 1.152E-06 2.203E-06 3. 89E-06 4.977E-06
(2.93E-07) (3.51E-07) (1.83E-07) (7.62E-07) (1.4E-06) (2.131E-06)
B 0.4163  0.3922 0.2514  0.3628 0.5908 0. 7879
(0.0508) (0.0537) (0.0364) (0.1143) (0.1882) (0.2947)
B 0.0811 0.1043 0.4913  0.0827 0.1040 0. 49
(0.0301) (€0.0471) (0.0393) (0.0340) (0.0454) (0.0409)
¢ 0.6953 1.4108 1.4129 5.2362  4.8305 4.9892  5.2974  4.6979 4.6341
(0.4924) (0.441)  (0.4506) (0.4391) (0.4403) (0.4909) (0.4492) (0.4551) (0.4858)
d 62.5886 29.7391 28.7330  —119.84 —101.1267 —92.7187 —121.5257 —95.3798  —80. 86
(22.9778) (19.4544) (19.7320) (14.66) (15.3808) (16.5926) (14.9623) (16.0539) (16.8226)
¢ 0.0093 0.0102 0.0087 —0.0017 0.0022 0.0028 —0.0019 0.0024 0.0045
(0.0015) (0.0016)  (0.0015) (0.0010) (0.0014) (0.0024) (0.0011) (0.0014) (0.0023)
Y 0.0211 0.0208 0. 0205 0.0234 0.0231 0.0260 0.0238 0.0231 0.0253
(0.0012) (0.0012) (0.0015) (0.0011) (0.0011) (0.0016) (0.0011) (0.0011) (0.0016)
ap 3.825E-03 2.818E-03 5.214E-03 5. 178E-03 5.313E-03 5. 077E-03
(1. 04E-03) (6. 63E-04) (6. 51E-04) (6. 89E-04) (6. 56E-04) (7.50E-04)
op 0.3624 0.2862 0.3194 —0.0870 —0.0369 —0.0011
(0.0526) (0.0573)  (0.0491) (0.0326) (0.0352) (0.0753)
op 0.2699  0.1987 0.0818
(0.1049) (0.1215) (0.0907)
cp —2.4901 —2.5047 —2.9520 —2.6224 —1.7552 —1.5609 —2.5494 —1.6449 —1.5242
(0.6878) (0.6925) (0.6713) (0.7303) (0.7994) (0.8322) (0.7476) (0.8115) (0.8943)
dp —30.0531 —10.8175 —1.4542  85.95 58.958 56.1302 85.8984 53.1498 49.1961
(23.7532) (20.6163) (21.1031) (16.37) (17.8585) (18.2188) (16.5754) (18.3853) (18.3187)
6873.72 6916.74 6933.99 6846.53 6896.21  6931.18 6846.31 6896.21 6935.81
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(o)
1 1.5 0.5, 1. 0.8 0.1;
; 2. ;
2 ; 3 .CEV
3 ,CEV 30  ,GARCH 4 ,CEV-
8 , GARCH 5 | GARCH 3
,CEV-GARCH 5 4.
4. ,CEV
,.CEV ,  CEV-GARCH
., CEV-GARCH ; 5
5. CEV GARCH . 5. GARCH CEV
(D —
1. GARCH 1.5, 1. GARCH 0.9,
GARCH 0.2; GARCH 0.1;
2. GARCH CEV 5 2. GARCH CEV ;
3. CEV GARCH N 3. GARCH CEV
AY
. GARCH,
b
9 o b
b RZ b
b
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(likelihood ratio test) . Hong and Li (2004)
b o
b
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’
» Hong and Li (2004)
o b o
y Hong and Li (2004),
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T»QO,Q(])»OOO ]
j=1.5.10, 7

7 (a]¢))
(a)
j Dot CEV  Vasicek CIR CKLS
1 535.61 5728.87 820. 22 460. 88 403. 85 311.15 337.46 287. 81
5 1070.21 11033.40 1576. 36 917.45 824. 95 635.93 708. 81 592. 54
10 1423.23 14471.64 2107.14 1222.17 1102.93 841. 44 951. 43 795. 06
(b) GARCH
j
CEV CEV CEV
1 195. 39 126. 39 136. 54 191. 04 126.01 143.99
5 373.58 269.71 273.11 368.12 264. 83 288. 84
10 505. 39 374. 66 369. 54 499. 27 367.68 393.79
(c)
j
CEV CEV CEV GARCH GARCH GARCH CEV- CEV- CEV-
GARCH GARCH GARCH
1 33.10 17. 31 15. 34 30. 49 21.94 19. 64 28.23 14. 34 11.66
5 42.54 17. 67 19.02 37.51 24.73 24.22 39. 54 11.97 13.50
10 53.10 19. 86 23.51 45.62 29.50 28. 84 51.01 12.13 15.91
(d —
j
CEV CEV CEV GARCH GARCH GARCH CEV- CEV- CEV-
GARCH GARCH GARCH
1 34. 20 21.48 20. 01 27. 64 17. 88 20. 35 26.97 18. 11 18.92
5 39.93 24. 84 24.15 40, 57 23.85 28. 36 39. 66 24.25 25.43
10 44,86 27.28 26.52 51.75 30. 63 35.52 50. 55 31. 29 31. 36
. GARCH
Q) , .
., Q) . GARCH,
. , QM ,
, ; Q)
. GARCH
. Q) .
CEV Q) ,
. . GARCH
. Q) . . CEV
Q) CEV , GARCH
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; GARCH
. Q)
. CEV CEV
. GARCH GARCH
. CEV-GARCH CEV-
GARCH . . CEV Q)
GARCH , CEV . CEV QM
GARCH CEV
. GARCH
QG ,
. GARCH.,
o Hong and Li
(2004)
. 1996 22 2004 8 26 7
7 GARCH, Q)
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Performance of Discrete-Time Spot Rate Models in
China: An Empirical Test on Chinese Repo Rates
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(Xiamen University)

Abstract We examine a wide variety of popular spot interest rate models in China using
daily data of 7-day repo rates from July 22, 1996 to August 26, 2004. The estimation sug-
gests that introducing GARCH, regime-switching and jump effect substantially improves the
fitting degree of the spot rate models. We find that the level and volatility of the spot rates,
and the jump probability were significantly higher before 1999. However, the sensitivity of
interest rate volatility to the change of interest rate level became stronger after 1999. To fur-
ther compare the relative performance of different models, we use the nonparametric specifi-
cation test recently proposed by Hong and Li (2004). The results show that we still have not
obtained an exact dynamic model.
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