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ALY 7T E FAL AP olE 7HEAAAC A FEE AN AANFY
7127t 4. 53 2000d W71 EH BAHoR Algd ABAEANE Asted A
7} Pricing Agent5< 2E MA@ FEd tisld o2 71F & A FEHokstr] HEo HE
T E FAHLE H2 T FAZ dFHIL ok

E AFoME AZAE 2y dE3HQ FA/EY 28U /HES ol &3 Y
ANAAN ] dF o)A& Y ANNTERE FAHScH IFE FE AYES MUY =F
2 7Y FAAE dEZ S 2 McCulloch 23, Litzenberger & Rolfo 28, o33
A EAE 2T & U= B-Spline 2L 84353 ol & wigo s I 4o HF
g ojatg e 7itF R FAYTS ZAMFAUG

Analysis of the Term Structure of Interest Rates in
Korean Bond Market Using TSE Systems

He Youn Cho
School of Business Administration

<Abstract>

Term structure of interest rates provides a characterization of interest rates as a
function of maturity. Term structure of interest rates plays a prominent role in many
fixed income management strategies. This paper suggests the term structure estimation
strategy for Korean bond market. This paper considers three term structure estimation
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models (McCulloch model, Litzenberger & Rolfo model, B-Spline model) to estimate the
term structure of interest rates of the domestic bond market.

I A &

g5 QAL 22 AAANFEAA 5 Az Wslg F§& AR YR dsky

By ¥ SFEANY BF 843 € oz 449t £33 dA F&3) 2As e

FAFEAEZAZAME A2L FEAE Mgo] 23] ofo]d Aoz JIdH=H &

& AAE el glojM AP H&L v)$ At ofd uet AP o] /tAZA ¥
AP BAAFL FFY FEAFNA TG TA 2 Aot

ABY JHAARH AFFYol 7ute] He F kA EAe oAEY 7T ERd A
A olAE ZFRI} ojuF FEH AAHL GHPA FHo=u e ATFE B
g REojr) oL 7| E FHL AAY o HFHAAC dFAHY FELEH
o1zt 7IHFZE FA Aade At QAT Y A2 727 o o]&A& 9] 7]
DFERE FASH AF HE 2L A JINE BEFE F ded 3 v HIWHe 7
¥y 2o Jwe T3 JNTFRE FAE ¥ JTFREH EYojn F HAE AR
o Ay diolHE 7jWte2 FAFH @yl oo 7|FRE FAIS ARBRSE VDT
Z233 Z¥olt} A WAL AFREZ 2y BAHYA ME o4& FAH EAAAEE &)
A7) AF 3 ZHolot.

RN AR FIHNNFER A BIPYL Vasicek(1977), Cox, Ingersoll, Ross (CIR, 1985),
Dothan (1978), Hull &White (1990) 59 73 =3 & 71Hs 3 A A do|gE F3t
o 237188 AYtAne Q48 HA3 AIEER BR¥YY B4E FAY F ol uiE
02 FAETAHY AE FYE FAEL AAse HHoltt. of g HIWYPL VEHeR
olzl& 9 #FEN(AHL vy A== AF Addolelrt AT bdE Afdde A
717z Had AT ERE FAE steAel Ao 2y FENRTFE FAHAEILS L
Fg By oAt WMEHE2 AZAS 2P HA ¢FE A FYEFHAR A
T FYE FIHNE 45 F A

AZRE 2L oxg9 FEuAe ulg sHASA @u AFdN Add Az
ez FAH PHE ol HFPH F£YE I Ax 9§ FHE FAHs= B
Holth, welA o] WP AFe AEE F wgdvte FHE JAAT AF AY el
Ej7} ¢t Ho|x] RE ALl BUAT FYE FA 2 Mz £Y§ F4do] YEUA
H}. olol= McCulloch (1971, 1975), Vasicek & Fong (1982), Chambers & Waldman
(1984), Litzenberger & Rolfo (1985), Steeley (1991) 9] B 3&o] v} A HA AR
PELS U A AL ojfdd UdAd FYE FHN 2 Hx FY§ FH4E FAHs 2
Z+ 3= uhdelt}. oo+ Houglet (1980), Barret (1988), Adams & Deventer (1994),
Frishling & Yamamura (1996) 52 230o] th FUoME 45T AH FFFRAIE
A Rt AFEAA 2" JTFER FAH A 2] XFEHO lon olE AA®S
McCulloch®} Vasicek & Fong®] QT+ & 7|Nte® F&Eo] Qlth. a2y o] A2
A8 Nadoz 1o FAHUA At EEHo A &t

B AFqAE AZEE 230 ¥ FANEA 2FHgA 71HE o] &3t Iu

e
oF
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AREe LFE 24 AL o1& T AVARY /1BTz R 24

w

o

AEAGA A o]z FIFRE FHTYL 2EQ Y FAME AEHA B3
McCulloch 23, Litzenberger- & Rolfo 28, 5344 A& 3128 4+ J& B
2l 1M E 8L o] uEoR W AFe HAFH oA ANFR FAHYS
SRR =

0 FaAE 7172 FHo S8=E 7€ AT 5 digtd vz 243xn U FofA
chekg 2ZEQl 2¥E HEgao T olAEe TR
A3, [VAAE 2488 AASY.

o“l l)‘ of
o g o

I 7137z 33 24 A3 &4

0|z g9 NAFRE A& W9 F5+2H EAE Foh 2802 olAgd AT

ZE ABY MAZARY L AN AAAFFA] DFHA 42E @b olAg Y vzt
TFZFRA A F 7HA SFHLE HAA=R o|AE9 JTFE (Yield Curve)d A# dHolH
o @ AH3Fitting) A7l Aol EAZE o|AE& JF49 Fejrt 7155y HEstd
7t HEE st Zoltt ofol Fr1F oz TSI IR A4S FHE Ze 2o
9 s oo} Pt

21 27137 Y A5/ 7E 2P v

g 71ATEFAH EFEL oAEe @3 EFd JvE Fu JIRFxE FAHse ¥
Heg ARdAM Add A Asste] st YT + e TAF Y AFESF
N[FEFE BYL AR AW dolHE rivtez FAFH Wyd oo rAFxE
FAse Yoz AR Y 54 dId HEJHY EFYolete AP 2N
T At o] F FVRE vzHE <E 1>F 2

<E 1> 7Y /1TE FRRYH AFBS 7272 F328%Y ux

TE =3 2y 73 7E FARY Ageg NNTE 2HRY

x| BAS) 2¥2d 129 =% AFAA BERe 9 AAFEY 5E
rzel A |V TAU A D IAE[IAES FEH H3€ 4PN ¥,
a o 83 HHo NRTE NRYH|NF AV AAF ARTEe Yo

27 g 23
sy gy T3 TH (@AY ANEEDF A[FAT W CHEAE A% AT
Te e eofe} Ayt A1R) E 334 AL)

REEFE MR8 olAe #5373 249 2L 2408 szxxg ox, JARS e,
/g9 & g9l |9 3 Knot % 5
—AEo)Age] U] o)A ge] B8R AN g RLSO)A Agzho2 21 715

AVTFE RFol AASA A e TNE Ad A=e] AA%SF Dol @ 73
2RA 9F (49 & Adez AE (24Y Roll$ /BTE g AATE s
Azbel o} A Pol e BAReA B)|FHEFEY HEIH YehiA @

g lox 2 HEZHY gdgEE 29 F Us
A i e (28 249 ddxE 5 w2
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22 N 25 77z FRRY

Aol AdulolEoN olRgel FFTRE FH3
Gl g, v 2B Wy Fol Yoy duzes

Yoloh, 2Eeel WY JE Ade 24 T 2 AY &
of A% AAYTE HES BFHA YN vED ALE

2~

o RN FPeA duHo Po| AAEHE T4 Hel: 0 F4 (Polynomial
function) FEjelth. oA &9 7|7 E FAH AEHE 71X FFE FHLZ ASd=Y
of wa 2 ojrt WA= ¥l McCulloch B2 71% 524 o|ags
(Quadratic . function)®t 4tx}3<4 (Cubic function)E& AM-£3t9 1 Litzenberger & Rolfox
A g 7 AGSE AR A

a2 Y] By EATEF FH A dFITANY BAE o718 $ A o]E Re
371 $38le] B-2Fe B$HE Bell 3o /ATEE drizel dAH ZAA AL
Z} el dolM ZIANFFo Z|EHEH dEEE st oF FAAH BAE SFstazt
3ttt

2.2.1 Litzenberger & Rolfo =3

2Z8eE o]g3ld ZAFRE FAHSNE RYEL FAE HXE e 2L Ao
= 7R " 71A Tl wet 2AdT weEts £ oAM= Litzenberger & Rolfo 28-&
o] g3ty FAH Al diste] AHstm Ue{A. BHL s|AHgF disiedut Ad®go)
Litzenberger & Rolfo- R8 & 7| AFF2ZH AAEFE AHESET. 71 -5 Ad F
o] 3o didt AFFAL el HARE T3 o]FojA WrE k+1/l9 d&E T
o2 UFd 7 FoA AT AA vatAe] dd W& k+1/09 FReE o
FEE 9] dole k+2 M knotsEo] EAEA HI 0JES 0,4, b, . .t B B

Atz AHE T 2ol glolH @ABSI FHeE AZH AL 2 knotol A @
Q4o 13 % 27 6B gho] Tolok Boh. 2R A&y A% Ay dury He
£ e 2ol Ued 4 sl

m(f) = a + bt + of + df +§ [ Ais1 + Bini(t— )

+ Ci+1(t; t)? 4+ Fi(t—1)°% D9 (v

where D,(t) = 0, t < t,', D,(t) = 1, t = t,', i =1 s e ey k

AolA AFPRol & knotoll X TAFFE A& olojo} 522 RE A= 0#S
A 2ot 283 Z knotoll M- ATl XU ojAn o] AL S B

,,
N
o
&£ W
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olz g NPTE FA NS 8T I AAANFY JDTEA HE Y 5

He BE B, 8 C; 7 00 Holok gtk T2 BANY (¢ = 04 BAFF @e 1
JZz BAPEE BeW 2L Yz s e + Ao

mH = 1+ bt + af + diff + g Fi (t=)°D(D 2
_j_E‘]_‘li Q‘?_]@‘F-‘E k+3 7}]9—, 7'1]![:%, bl’ ¢, dl» Fg, e ey Fk+1 °“ _9]8}]/\-] @Zé
gk AP HFL xRS Ee] W I 2L Heoz FEEY.
T,
P= Cl-9[ 2, m(] + 100xm(T,) 3

where, P = AMAY7A, C = FFolA,
m(H) = D77+ A AT

9] b 24 @)l 8UBFQ 2 (202 AP FAFF FHAFAE k3 AF
zZt= 37 23 (Multiple Regression)o] €t %, dFIARYL F&HHFTL
(P — nA — B) o2 by, ci, dy, Fay ..., Fery = A
gt

P - #nA — B

T, T, T,
= b [ 23t + BT+ o 232+ BTl + di( 2 £ + BT

o
din
)
(E
&
e
>

+ Z;FiH[Atﬁ;‘(t— t)2D(H + B(T,—t)*D{TH] + u

wheve, A = C(1 — 1), B = 100, u = 2A3.

dlolg wlo]xel HolE F widole] EHolEAA 7 AL AFo|AE, oA AFI
&, w7, AEEFY ARE dojexn AN dolg HolEeM HAL AHAS ¢
9] oF AAY AFES FAHAEY.

2R A AAHE F8F AT knot AF R AA ZA #E RAolth. knotH
FAFEE FASI st B A9 S Y AAJME UEdoh knotd] Ao #
 FAE dg9 F a29d A dFE EA o A WA 2L AT AY
dolele] e AF SHolnm F WA &AL AAFF] FBAo|T knotd ZATF AR
W A UL A dolgE I AIAIA He vl A5 BEYL o3
gk Bl E knote] LA FolAW FA AT A v gsHE W Y
49 J84e F7hdt. McCulloch (1975)9] Aol mEW knotd] & AH8d A
dole 47 nd W Vol A% 2¥E AF2 AAHNYE B ALPAT oA
e g ¥xo 9N b 4%E £
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6 Z3d

ggozt knote] 9Xe] W@ 2o F sHA Phel Utk R WAL AFe A
Mol 72l wWe} knote] $AE ARSE PP 14, 24, 34, 449, 54 Fo2 ¥
Aok £ WAE 2 7o 2e 49 HolHA EFHES st PPLZ jAA knotd)
94 Lie oesh 2e Hoz gddd

L,‘ = my, + 49(m;,+1 - m;,) (5)
ANN, h = if_—lzmi WA B JUAs,
_ gi—.lZn _
0 = —p5 h,
m; = %o @ FEH AZF HA A8 ).

2.2.2 McCulloch 29

McCulloch (1975)€ 4z 2FUqY %% k MY knot7} €& ® (knot(l) =
knot(k) = ©7]. A1A) Z knot Alo]ol A AMEHE Qg At 7AGTe P ‘3}
S o] AAsAL. /& kWY FULE YT olES 4, .. .t 2(4H=0,

L=1%7]) BEAE 9 2A%F m(He 93 2o

m,-(t) =0 for ¢ < Ly
(t—t;-1)°
m = WJ;ID for t;_, < t < &
2 2 3
= < ce e e
mj(t) o 6 + 2 + 2 6(t,'+1 - tj)
where, ¢ = t; — tji, e = —

for tj < t< tj+1

2t —t—t- t—t;
mi(t) = (tj+l - ti—l)* i+l 61 i=1 + 2;+1]

for 4, < t < t, ©

223 B-2&:2QUA 29

B-2Z8¢ (191) 28 & 2213 2229 E¥AA 2Asts dFTAAH EAE 23}
71 3t ALHIUGD o]§ e B-2F 5 UM E Ay NEYHE 7
%i 24 FAasn AAE e 3AS RLSE AH&3 £ 2y A8+

2 9% ZIATFE 4 (DY Zeo] FE2 9& Furt H =2 A} Litzenberger
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o)A JATFE FH N2EE o} fF I AJANAY JPFR AP 4 7

& Rolfo RgoAE 7HEE A%+ 7 2HErt FAeY OF A4 2AE 24A
7l Hletd £ EydAe #3Ez 24859 212 FHrt d2A 99 koot 8
ne 2 e o 33 B-2Fekel ZYJM P 1,9t Abolodl e A m())e
e a3 2o

m(t)=j$_30,-3}(t) (7)

where, t, < t < tyy, p=0,...,n—1

B =8l o

0= 2 2B 0=1

2371t 3 2 9

2FeQ Wy ZEAA HH LS A ulolElst BAAT AFF A £YE FAH
AL FYEFHo] EEHA Rt Holth deA o8 Bad 5 & dgdd 39
gE5o] MEHAG. Houglet B (1980)2 BVEHA7F BEF FEoX MEolz&9] oA
A4E A7 A8 dolHe A{PA ¥R 5L BRI IUEYTD. F AFA} B
£ FUAMN HdEo|AgE A2 DAHALZN HEo|AL9 YAHL gwsnx
&9 t}t. Adams-Deventer (1994), Frishling-Yamamura (1996)5 % Houglet®} A why
o2 Mxojatge] <AL Frduz sHoh Barret (1988)= A4S =4 HAHL 2
QAR UFolA 1gAdME 7184d 2F8d 4y e T AXTxE FA8n F
BE 7ITTERE 839 RE W9 AF FEAE YA 20AdME 1GHdA
doiz dlolH & o]&ad A JNAFRE FHI}E WS AlLFdozH BEA} BE
& FAE @} Ak 2FUE o o)=E9 JBFE FAo] gy A @
HE g A 7HAZ 898 ¢ A AAs FAHA AgzAS S ez 9%
F9o 71€718 EE FWA Lo] HEF e AgHojy MAxIHe Hesl By
29 71E€71E A2 AN 2ot EAE 2889 59 AFE 2AHsE
woz JIAES A(order)7t AW viAAH Al dlolg (outlier)ol TZ3sA )
meka AHojE 7t L REAAE ZIATFY A4S WHEI Aoyt g B
AME AATrY AFE wole Dot AALE knotd YAE xAE WYPes
ERMo] EUXAF F AL knotrteld WY E €A Fx: wizd dAHHI FRAE=
Al FEo2M A Fde dHAHE 4 5 Ut

¢

o e

OI. o|A-&9 717x F4d dd 435 £4
3.1 dolg &4
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£ ojzg 7T EFAA AHEHE AY deolEe 1997d 5¥3 1996d 12¥9 AY
tole & AMgdth 2t 29 Ase 24 & ¥ 54 ARE o] 8Tk EF IEW] 6
d ol g Ad diolgle A&IE FF57] g AgAdY FF JARIAGLS A=
A F8% 584 FUAA vx9 AE FFAZH o7t AT wA JATE
FA4d Fge FE QAE tE Aoz woddd <F 2>+ 33 T glojA A
T2 AolH e aofstn Sl

<E 2> @33 013 AAFFAZY Fo]

= a3
O w219 5434 A4 (T-Bond, T-Bil)| th¥d w719 534 sdo] Y&
R strips &4 17z F3A 488 AAE FA)

g AAAAE A st FALE| AL AT g8 0 AdAAN 2o
EA:01x1& AE, coupon stripping, rebundling,|c]lB A, IR F, ol&AE S 3 b
A8 ¥H 5 7] A#zt 54

ARTFE 24 delHE AP e 7| o TR ANAE AHE AT
97 21 $EAl0] ERas] HAEE 304 e d8oln AAE9 {FEAo] doEof
' T U3 A HAGNE 59 B3

APFdEFS A8 IEAEH dAA
o] Fd¢

2 dFdAe <E 2> 22 5AE ZE FFAFAZAA JFE FHA 9ES
FE 8%lo] FolYA A8t ol F uig oz upgA g T o|AE& Y J|NTFER FAH 9
T RAQT B AT AgEHE ZIRFER £ 22 V&9 diEFHA MK FH B
% £ 9 McCulloch, Litzenberger & Rolfo, Steeley 2 &8olt}. - '

32 71F= FA3d ol Knoto] 7|+ ¢ a3 ¥4

7172 FAHARAAAM FoF AA Fol sve Knot MF £ AAE FAHsE Ao
k. Knot9 /ige A8FE FAH37 A 2 N9 #5E AFYE AANE e
o} knot®] A7 AAE FA SA5E A dolHE A AFAINA HE v &
Aol HYAHL d3lEch WHolZ knotx Azl ZHolxd FA @A I FHS
ekstEy A HEAH LS FUlEn. B Fo| A= McCulloch (1975)¢} Litzenberger &
Rolfo (1985)9) 28 & A&3ted Knote] 7lgot A& WA 7MHA 7|72 E FA 8
F39 77z A4 A dloleje] Residual Mean Square Error (RMSE =

g“(ii})z/n)ﬂ HEAAE TFoEN HEF Knotd] 9 94 ZALYPES 24

7 ©vlolH+e 1997d 5€37 199%6d 12¥€9 42 AdE 282 FA, F&A, A,
EFA7 TEHY gloer AE5FE 19973 5¥9 352709 19969 12€¢)] 1167471 A5
Atk ols zAZe] dsle Z Wy RMSES 7§ ZAA7E <E 3> veld ok <&
3> AZAALEL AFY ZAHA 7] FRo| wetA knot HXE nATY A1F
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olz& e T FA N2RE ol 43 I MAAFY JRTFEA WE 24 9

o] A vy FRL FE v 1E, 24, 34, 44, 537 FHg IE WNE e A
# dolelz FAYEY £ McCulloch 3 9 WE WHE Z knot Ato]d] Z& 49
Holel7l YR8 EE knot HXE HWEHoZ FAHAIL <F 3>& £ 9 knot 71 57}
3" RMSE7} #4std FAE 7|72 HgHe] 78S & + Ao 2L knotT
e A ZA ¥R E ZF knotAlolo] Z2& F9] dloJHE HAAAIE EF W0l
RMSEE 9 2o aaxe wdds ¢ + Utk

<E 3> knot® 9 9% WA @ =" 77 Ee RMSE

F4 NA Knot®] 913 v RMSE
97/05 ANZAA 510, 1, 2 3 55] 60.51
AZZA 410, 1, 3, 55] 60.63

A7 A 310, 3 55] 60.61

47 Mc 4 [0, 146, 2.8, 55] 60.63

HE 5 [0, 1.22, 2.75, 2.99, 5.55] 60.48

¥E 3 [0, 2.77, 5.55] 60.62

96/12 AZ7AA 510 1. 2 3 607] 54.96
' A7 A 410 1, 3 607] 57.46
A7 A 3 [0, 3, 6071 59.13

4 Mc 4 [0, 091, 2.8, 6.07] 57.79

U 5 [0, 0.89, 2.16, 3, 6.07] 54.88

b 3 [0, 2.16, 6.07] 58.90

Knote] Aot fAxe $4€ 7] P? 9} 4 A dolele] RMSE 93¢ F& %
Aol AEolztgs @Eelage 7T Feedx IFE Foh 19964 12¥9] AR
Watel 2 gl e JBTE 3 EH%: Fo9 <29 153 <29 2> 2 <29 1>
B <3y >4 2 F Q50| knot 7t E/B4E ATz FRAGIBTEY HY
e golhe ¢ £ ok

<% 1> knot®] F9 YA o] WE F48 HE JATFEY e

Knoti X2 01 [12 SIMEHMMH, HS2N, 96/12)
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Knot?I X2t =0 1E SIMHHYH, HEIAYH, 96/12)

0.135
0.13
i 0.125
ar
<+ 0.142
0.115
0.11

<29 2> knotd] & $Xe wWE FHFY A= 7|ATE HE

Knot?I X2 20 E SIHAEH WA, dE 24, 96/12) .

0.16
0.15
™ 0.14
af 0.13
< 0.12

0.t1

TE BIHA)

—— NEZHE B ———-ARZN3 2y |
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oja&9) 7|ATFE A A2Wg o] &g U AAARY JRTE oF FY 11

M2t knotd F7t F7hSE A JIkFze] AR FWAAME fesARt 324
AN e EeSHAL knote] & Fold oo A7t A= Trade off o] &
.19 288 B 9 knotd] #& 574eA 3742 Fold HIEE UEhE RMSE

"1% oFzte] &4(1996d 12%°ﬂr: 4.02, 19973 540l 0.14)°] HAst Yt 2L

€ 493 FHEE & F Ak g U AHE A 7T E FA4d lejA

Knotd] & 370 A=/t B¢ Ao Busv knotd 932 ZAPYS ¥F Yo &

=]

33 A A57 BFE 2% Knotd A5 A9 &3 €4

ARz T2 A8 B Ax A$ols 239 FEoJY AEolAge 7|3
Fz7F A& BGASA doh webA olgf @ AS$olE knotd] & H% Eole Rol ¥
83t dE B9 19969 1299 FgAl Y 7BTF2E FAHse FF A dHolH
FE F 17THIANY <Y >olAM B F e v 2o JIEW|7 F2 B #EH
o] tt. olo] thaled WE3 (knotd & 3INE F3 HXNE ¥Foz PYYPLE oA
€9 T 2E FAHSHYE <29 4>9 o] EAAFY EFHE ZA ddh o€ AA
7 915ted knotd] AFE 2HE Fold BEIFHY YL =Y & Yok 2 HYE
ZddAE Y 7|3TZ9 RMSEZl 8945904 95042 F718t7] wj&oll <fztel &4
o] TAFT

<2y 3> 19%64 12€ F84 A 89 BEWIG YTM

X ytm 2% (96/12)
ME 477H
T

0.145
0.14
0.135
0.13

g!“’r 0.125
¢ 012
0.115
0.11
0.105

0.1
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12 2359

<Y 4> knotd) F9 A BE 49 L 7|RTEY FH)

0.15

0.13

i 0.11
of
4+ 0.09

0.07

0.05

o
—_
N
w
N

THEQI(H)

[———3% ¥ & knot ————27 8 E knot

34 2589 7|A%S5S Add 4& 57 4

ojztg el ZRTF2E FHsed JFE FE F A 2AL ¥
o Aol 71AZEHE A dolHd HFAINI AT &

ER gdutdez @ol AgHE ¢ FHe ¥ & Feolth 2 FME McCulloch
¢ 3% ¥+ Litzenberger & Rolfod] 32 3, B-2E219 3x8sE Hus) o=

<29 5> 7IFE FAN Qo] NAYFY BE i 4

Spline /0| g &2, M=3H
(2358 A1, 96/12)

P

0.19
0.17
0.15
0.13 %ﬂ{l_)
0.11 ¢+
0.09
.0.07
0.05
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oja g AT ZE FA ALY E ol d Fu AAAFY NATZA R ¥4 13

{
| Spline B0l ©E £}, ME M
(22 AL, 96/12)
i
0.19
0.17
| 0.15 g
0.13 5r
011 ¢
0.09
: - _— 0.07
y ' ' —- 0.05
0 1 ) 3 4 5
ZHEQ2((A)
—— L-R3%}
Spline &0l g &2, MT M
(2S3lA, 96/12)
0.19
4 047
1 015
-4 013 of
{011 ¢
~ 0.09
{ 0.07
| — ' : 0.05
0 1 2 3 4 5
THE at7)(d)
| —— B-spl3xt

<Y 5> B £ e viel Zoj 19963 1299 BEFIAA((ESF = 419 At
71+ 2 & McCulloch®) 3% 349} Litzenberger & Rolfox 33 47, B-2Z gl 3a
28] disled A3 Ay Ao HolHeo] gl A 7|k FE FA o] AT

9 Mde FHA due 9L FA Froe 2 T F Ao

IV. 48

olzxl g ZiZtFR FAHLE AAHSTE o] HE AAY ol AR HFHY
BRol "t I3HER oL VITEE FA A2 A QAR AP A€ 7]
Z7b &b 28y 3 ARAEL oA AA] Ast 82 £ Al FA 5B
Adel AFH U7l GEA 77 FEA2HE ALd=d dgdeol A

E dPdME AFEE 2y g EAY FAZEA 2ZFFAd 7HE ol &3ty Fu
AAA o] g ojz& e 7R FRE FAFATG. 2FHA 7Y FoAAE HEHY 2
¢l McCulloch 23, Litzenberger & Rolfo 28, tF3 A4 EAE 128 & Ud+e= B-=
Zee 7IHE 8433 ol ulBoR IFu o] HFH olAEY JNFER FHAYY
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o
[4:3

< BAEAC. _

ojzt& 9 7|7tFE FH JIFE FE A /X F2 8L knotd 9 A, VIAY
o] FFo] WY AAolth U APAF st ol 7HA 8L BEAE g9
A7E I

AR E knotd & Ao g EAZ knotd] F7t FHEE FA V7R ¥
ZHoNE FYaAT FYA ZAANNE EPAA T knotd] & Fold W F 47t
B A3LE Trade off 4ol YA £ A7 ZAE & 9 knot?] & 57/dA 37M=E
Zol¥ HA#TE JElWE RMSE S9dA e he) &4(19963 12€0& 4.02, 19973
599 & 0.14)0] LAt ez FAHL 433 F4EE & F Ak gHA 3 A
A AZY NAFE FA JoAAM Knotd € 34 F=7F A} Aoz #d=Es knot
o] #A AARWHS HF Yol aFAHAS & F U 2 A dlojEH Y ETY
7t F2 BFHY e Aode JFEAAA e &4S Buds H8AHL A3 knot
FE& Folv Aol AF{H oI},

EAE ZIAErY HHd dd A2 19963 12¥€9 BF A0 ddo sz E
McCulloch®] 3% &4¢} Litzenberger & Rolfod] 3z} #4, B-2Z Q9] 33 g o
st FA A A9 Fojio] UTE WA I o|AE&Y JFR FAH 9lo 7
Ao Age FZAT g 9FE FA d=vte A& ¢ F U

2 oj&Ag 7ITE FAHE AT dolHHol2E Oralcle DBMSE ©] 83t +#3I3
2 A HEAM € #AFF FAHLS 9% dF A EY(Multiple Regression), 59
§ AN 59 AnPF BEL CAE o] &34 MLat

2 =F2 Ul AFAZAY 7AF2E FAscd 287 3HAANFES BHFgo=
A gF I A ARG TR FHA EEE F 4 US Aoz ARdr. 23
AE HEE Ui Al7F FrhA7 AW =€ <A oln ABS, MBS, REITs 59 g8
5 A8, 3dEY £ T2 A3t AFY Hrte FA4¥ FA Ha o =37
BEAEY 2o §4 Fol Jvd o8 EF AAFEFE] MEHI 9o ols9 A
g 7HAH7LE A E o]z g VTR FAHATAE FF T2 EAS € Aol
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