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Can overnight returns improve the forecasting performance

of high-frequency volatility models
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Abstract: Adding the overnight returns as an explanatory variable to the high-frequency volatility models,
this paper investigates whether the overnight returns have an influence on the models’ forecasting accuracy.
Taking 5-minute high frequency data of the CSI 300 index as an example, the paper uses the out-of-sample
method and a novel model confidence set to test the impact of the overnight returns on future volatility as the
two-scale realized volatility benchmark. The empirical results show that the overnight returns have significant
asymmetric effects on future volatility. Moreover, the overnight returns can improve the models’ goodness of
fit, and can help in short-horizon forecasting especially. Finally, the realized and realized range-based volatility

models have different forecasting performances for different forecasting horizons.
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Je R <z i v AU R B ST 4 0, B AT a6 M F A s S AT B s R FE M . B AR Y
#& Andersen 251341 H i £ S B 2K (realized volatility, RV B 51k, B A5y . AR, 17 H A
To M RV LT R PR S0 A, 5 4, E U8 3 2 20 e RN S0 45 7 T A T — s o B o~ 1.

SR1M, Corsil? 45 H 73 % 1L R (4 ARFIMA) & — AN R (1 B 2% B 15, ok = B 1 1 48 O fR e 53 4,
HToBEENGEYE B ESIRE T, TESISBHULRERWNAE, BIHK T RENZHEE.
Corsil? 3 T 577 Jii 117 3 18 i (heterogeneous market hypothesis)H& H! 1 ] B (1) 5 52 B 8] U5 C 52 B 5 A
1 (heterogeneous autoregressive model of realized volatility, HAR-RV), i i< #58 $00FN 5 52 1) 4 @l i3 37 20 s it
ITIIE, ZR Y] HAR-RV BBULEREA S K T 5E ) W 2 A T RACIZ B, T 5 ARFIMA B8 (5 il
HLE ARFIMA #5%, HAR-RV AU G T ARFIMA B8 52 2% it o, 1y HL 3G W] Re ol &2 11 s < i 2 4 5 51
IR AZ Y | PR S LRI

53 4b, Christensen 250121315 T H A% 72 Uk 2 2 1 JEAR, S 7 22T H A s AREUHE ¥ S IR A% 72 ik 2
 (realized range volatility, RRV), JiEB | RRV 7EFE i L Z L RV £ /0 &30 5 £, 0 H & 6 A ity Z 44 2%,
RRV A5 B & #0315 JU4E, RRV Z 3 T E A /M1 2 02200 554, OF e iate-18] f
J] HAR-RRV A5 A 57 6] <5 Rl 117 47 95 0 2 1 F0000 € o 000 J32 XI55 R, ool I i P A 2% ) 1] P b Sk
K, ARSCRIEEA PP HAR-RV 1l HAR-RRV 02 2 i A8 /7 (1R 55

BEE H P S 2 N, T P A 1R R, e Rl ] P e AR 2 FRAE H A AL S ) N [R]
WA Tl e 2 HELRIR R 30, T IX Fh B R AR N “BE R Gump). Lee 252145 i, BREK ST 4 7t 7= 028 0 5 2R (10 %1
AN T E AT AR5 B & . E Barndorff-Nielsen 25223 H £ SEEL — Y48 % (realized bipower variance,
BPV) MR 5, 3 A1) B b T 78 SRR #0d B2 R A s S5 18t 3 Bk K 1Y) K /. Andersen 523175 it
Behih I, #&H 7 HAR-RV-J Fl HAR-RV-CJ #%5. 53 4b, Christensen 25112241 | ] Barndorff-Nielsen %522 ff] &
R, WA 7T SR S R AR ER I B2, B T BRER 0 B VEAG TG, SR DA, AR SRy S W ER AN
B VEBRER 1 O SE B ZE B AR, 73 A5 iC 9 HAR-RRV-J A1 HAR-RRV-CJ.

EAF— RIS, K 5 RS A 4 3ok 20 1 R — B AR AE 3 B bk 1] 04T, a2 [0 1E M 2% B4t 1) 7
ST i R AT T B TR, i — SR RS T A A (9 SR R S A P R 0 £ E T 48 ) 43 1) 2 3 S 290, g itk
B, B A0 A 2 3 % e S 4% 1 38k 3 AR BRIk e 4 P 420, S 4h, e S ik 3 R DA AR BRI, et R 2k
i RS E IR A Lk, B 223 50 N B, BlackZO R Fl B R AT AF RN, %6 T 1, A OB Fa i 2
SR RONAE AR AR &, 730 51 N 3 Bl 7S ol v A8 5y FR Y oy JRAIE 78 AT TR B U 3 R R B 1)
LK AN TR BE 7 52

BT, AR SOK B RO 2 TR AR N REAS B 5N B R 7S v Ak Bl SRS o AP 5 R B AR AT AL
PR AN TN RG 2 52 0. e 3 AH RV B A% i 1 B Hieif 1 552 11 37 Y 8 24 1 19 RUE 2 SR TR 31 2 (two scalles
realized volatility) /N SCIBN I AR &, I8 FIAEAR SR B IN (8] B BOR, T3 1 FoR P ) H A AL e
BEARSMTNME. — 77 T CA 878720 BURE A A 004 000 B PR 364 0 2 52 50 42 0 Al 5 Y 2, T A
ARG B F5I 73 )BT LR 28 Al 5% P 32 B I R 55— 7 THT, Egorov AP0 H G TS AR AR 25 (1
W AN & B AR AS P90 B A5 BRI, T e SR AR A AN T BE 7). N ORAIE S5 18 58 0 e i A AT 5, A
i AE T Hansen 28BS 1 W R4 7 AT 5 457 (model confidence set), SEHFAGEE | 1 i I 5l AR AR %o ohy
5] 52 5 71 3 S B 38k S REALE 14 201 18 6 9 R0 FUIUDKS . AH b Hansen 2505321 75 2005 454 HS 195 2 T 6 4656
%7 (superior predictive ability, SPA), MCSH %6 I 5% A1 BN BE #a, 55 SPA ke 32 221 X ) A2 & A 7 Z Ik %
FERABAY ) [R] sbb FLAG 56 45 S T L RS e e R A S 12

2 EXUMESIMRESITK B RER

2.1 EIEHERER
B, RE pe FBCELECN 2000 B i i, Fo et (Al ER T Sud FE s A
dpt = Utdt + Utth + thqt, (1)
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Ho w, RIELE HREAE AW T 2R, o 28 N IER), BAEA AT A8 22 /e B R A7 78 1K B AL 3% 3)
ARGV R A BRER), W, ArdEA BHZ 3, ¢ &SR MM TSR, A p(dg = 1) = A(t)de,
Ki = Py — Di—s Ry 227 HITERHAN A% 12 B Bk R R 73 F0 R /).
e, R R ZE R, A
t
[r,7], = fo o*(s)ds + Z K2 (s), )

0<s<t

Horpr FoR il .

A Q) ANERF L, BBl AT 70 NP B0 RS R REA B AR TT 22 (A3 B Bl ) AN BS O Bk BR 7 22, SR T,
RS BERTTA2E 5, 24 h S5 5 JUF-Jeid s i, PR e S0 Sk 38 sl 2 (R 3X2) 22 8 o) W e i . (5
A2 N 28,3573 iR IRS A — 0 1, A

RV, — fot o?(s)ds + »_ K(s), 3)
0<s<t

Horp RV, 2RI 2 52 3)) % (realized volatility, RV), & A4 flEE 7= H A i A & 26 17 75 L, 53 4h,
e 1d RAZ G AR08 1, RGO SeBl s sh 2 2 an 48X, B

1/A
RVe =D 7{i a4 )
j=1

TE R R IELE R (A — 0), B4 3 3 % (integrated variance, 1V), B fot o%(s)ds A DAL 2 Se Bl — IR AR
7 (realized bipower variance, BPV)J &, & XN
1/A

BPV, = gz ‘T(t71)+jA| |7ﬂ(t71)+(j71)A‘ ; )
j=2
T4, 25 ek B S B0V A _EAIE AR AR IR AR 4 1 omin S AT A B V8 R SIZIE T TG LEERTT T RV ATBPV )
A . AR RG)~(GS), WAH
RV, —BPV, = >  r*(s). (6)
0<s<t
HH2(6)15 2 1Bk ER 73 7] e R B AR, 2 1 AR UEBRER AR b, B8 SUBRER 7
Jt = maX(RVt - BPVt, O) (7)

7t Huang %5361 i 25 M Bk BRAG 36 A1 HAR-RV-J #E7 () J6 Atk |, Andersen 2523 SU# H T HAR-RV-CJ 57!,
o 5 2 MERER R 2 52 SCN
CJt - I(Zt > @a) (RVt - BPVt) 3 (8)

Forp I(-) otk s

KEOFH) @, BRI AHEIES AR B 1 — o 5608, B4R, BEKF o BUE S, 235 kR K
AR REME R, 46, Z, RoRHSE Huang 2515008 2 MEBERAS 36 0 S8 THE, 2 X
(RV, — BPV,)RV; 1

Z, =63 : ©)
2 T
(W—+7r—5)max 1,%
i (BPV,)
Hhgiih & Z, IRMARHE RS A1,
FAh, TQ, RR I A& B 3L = I - IK (realized tripower quarticity), 7€ SUA
1/A
TQ = A7 s > [re-nwsal [re-ng-nal [re-n+-2al (10)

=2
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Horp wgyy = 2%°1(7/6)/T(1/2), T(-) A Gamma B£L. FFH=09) MR (10), 713 I A 52 2 /KPR SR AR

CRVt,Oc - I(Zt < @Q)th —|— I(Zt > @Q)prtv (11)

HH CRV, , NIELRT, T RENS S Wt KBRS OS2 25 5 5 35 BRER B A3 IS 3% RV 52 M R
Fah, FIF (@)~ (11), 773 HAR-RV-CJ 7Y
RV, = ¢+ B4CRV, + 3,CRVW, + 3,,CRVM; + 3;CJ; + wi s, (12)

HH CRVW, Hil CRVM, 737287 B 21 i 73 (1) JEL A H EL SR 3P 38085 3 6.
22 EBEMMERNEER

Christensen 221 FILAEAF N — ¥k A8 7 (quadratic variation, QV)HIf& i1 &I, TSz 2 I sh A ik
A OSEHE AR 7.2 5. A T RABIGEE, W8 —H L5 X EE SCHI0, 1], #rER A A, WE— K15
B 1/AAXIE), HAZE ¢ d WEE @ AN X R oI BN 9 Py g, Paiy Paiy - - - P, WX TE] P9 ) 85 g U
BN A Hyy = max(Py g, Pay, Pajy ..., Pry), TisARWEAN N L, = min(Py;, Poy, Py ..., Pri), AT
3, X AR ZE I N s; = In(H), ;) — In(L, Z) B, DI ZE 3%

1/A
RRV, = Zst idas (13)

Hrb X, = E [s)y,,] AR WIS SN ZE AR AL X TR L1 v BYREL N, PRV BR K B B BB () 4R 5%,
m 7 1A DX 1] P R AT e s e AN 2
ghA TR ETRR 1) B AR Christensen 25122435 24 A —0,f8
RRV, ,,, — f s)ds + 3 K2(s). (14)

0<s<t

)\2m

#t—, 25T Barndorff-Nielsen 2522 {)1/F 5%, Christensen 2511224147 B 7 B -4 2 f) XU YR A8 7% (range-

based bipower variation, RBV), & XN
1/A

RBVim = 15— D Ise-nsial [se-nG-nal - (15)
1,m j=2
MERAHAHERIL, 4 A — 0 B, RBV £ 03 s R av) b — 2 fh &=, I a4k 15), 75
RRV; . = X2 mRRV, , + (1 = A3 ) RBV, . (16)

Christensen 21122313 F O SZ B 22 I sh M 2 1 RS 560 % - g R ER IO S 1,
V(1 = RBV, ,,/RRV,,

m
1 RQQ; .
Vp, max RBVt m 2
Hrpn T 1/A,t?j'¥'7]°¥2|§{<}# ym_)\2 (AR 4 AB —2ARBY AB = (N2, 4+ 2X7 Ao, — 31 )/)\4
ABB = (23,0 A1 — 2A0,m AT ) /A2 m AT s AB = (Agm— AL m)/ RQQt m R T OB 2 e R
VY IR 7 IR A8 22 (range-based quad-power quartlclty, RQQ), HI
, YA
RQQ;,, = N Z |S-1)+ial |Se-1+G-val |Se-1+G-2a] |S¢E-1)+G-34] - (18)
M =4
[FIRE 0, T CL ST 22 B 3h 2R ik ER 55 1 (9 5 I RV Al i BB ER B 73 X 7, Hl RY o RRV it it
B ER B3

Lim = N(0,1), A7)

RJ;,, = max (RRV,, —RBV,,,0). (19)
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25 B R E K o, ATASERER I BN, N
RCJ, = 1(Zi 0 > B,) (RR\/;m —RBV,,,) . (20)

WA Corsi Z£2IA Andersen 2523 i JEAH, A LA HAR-RRV, HAR-RRV-J F1 HAR-RRV-CJ f#. {15
TR /2, Christensen 258 HEH M m — oo, A, WECTHEHHL . SRT, 29 m BCEAREUERT, N, ., FEAEEA
SCHROBI3RE. Rk, NARE] N, ., 456 SCHR116, 3710 BARF A SR s gL, Bl 0

1
Bt:Bt—l‘i_*gi, EiNN(O,l), i:1,2,...,m. (21)
m
A R MATLAB 2010b A48, 1000 000 78, £ 1 441 T r=1,2,...,10 MBS 3.

z1mH )\r,m EF 30N
Table | The relationship between m Fl Ay m,

m Al,m A2,m A3,m Ag,m
1 0.794 5 1.002 7 1.5937 3.0810
2 0.960 7 1.2253 1.930 3 3.5535
3 1.049 5 1.3826 2.168 9 3.999 2
4 1.109 5 1.496 5 2.367 6 4.3590
5 1.1527 1.584 0 2.536 1 4.6367
6 1.184 8 1.653 4 2.6818 4.899 3
7 1.2115 1.716 6 2.8013 5.1185
8 1.2333 1.7627 29020 53141
9 1.250 6 1.803 8 2.994 3 54971
10 1.2654 1.840 3 3.0757 5.6714

R TAREAE SCRE, NFIHE T m = 1,2,...,10 i) Apym fH. 534N, 21 m = 1 W,
A2,m PIFRIRAEA 1, TZEHEAT 1000 000 AR, HAH ST 1.002 7, 980G F 1.
2.3 FRRkWaEmER
T T DL SE SR T3 JL-F MEBL 24 h SELLAZ 5y, W) 2 HH B 1) 45 48 1) F75 e, 17 I 0 UAC 2 2% (overnight
return, OR) M 7R 24 5 — R IT AL A9 BOELR 25 A — RS A (0 ox i, B
OR; = In(open_price,) — In(close_price, ;). (22)

BRI e R AE — SRR b S W T G (R4 2SN B Y I (B a2 AR S R A ) B ZE T 3% R 52 . Gallo
S (250 HH I R B8 SR G I 2% 1R 5 U7 2 MR IR RE CRRAE SR AN B 3E IR AR, ARATTIE F HE R A v [ iR (large
return) F19% 5 5 S 14 (volatility clustering) i, B& 7 Y5 2 28 %o Wi 2 2R (10 T30 A2 1) 8 224 F. Andersen 2508145 H
ERTR AR T A5 A8 5 B, (H R a8 R B A 25 1S IR AN AT B, IR, U A /b [ 4 4358 H AR
MR AR BRI 7T LK 2 ZE TN G 7 g mig [14:59-40—421 e g SOKE R AR UL B SR A A AR AR 43 il
A %] HAR-RV, HAR-RV-J, HAR-RV-CJ, HAR-RRV, HAR-RRV-J Al HAR-RRV-CJ 7~ i il sh R i Al b 5
b, Tseng S 14 Fg H R 7 U 2t 6 06F A K U8k 3 2R IR S M A7 AR “FE X AR, BT TE A 7 BR AR A 2 28 55 A SR Bl e (1 52
M A2 XTSI, B, KRR R AR 2, <HERFR RURLAE T AR A A N B IR AR v, b I ) B
TR R RFRIC N LHAR-RV-0, LHAR-RV-J-O, LHAR-RV-CJ-O, LHAR-RRV-O, LHAR-RRV-J-O A1 LHAR-
RRV-CJ-O. 3t 2 15, A SCAMER I B 72 B AU 2 28 S AR AR ) S B0 3 28 A5 28 (1 FR0 5 e, iy FLi&
PRI SR 22 0 sh S AL I R2 I, 573 Ah, AR SCIE NS B 7R3l 12 Fh s A sl AR S A Sk it 30 2
REJIHIL .

TEAFE I, iR (R BBk /N, D b o A0 256 0 sy B, A A B 0, 55 P e 7 K, A 43 0T 5% 0 3 2R 1) i
TR E RIS, 3R RS T BT TS R i n SRR Fa{@ . {2 Andersen ZEBHIESE T AMIAS 5 B BE R 1 H
F 288 ANE 5 min HURE 19088 1R A0SF 7 AR AN o, FEE— 20 I 5 min () HURE 4912 ] 75 S B0RS fff 14 A1 sk
WOV 75 2 A B A5 P-4 (trade-off). 7 4b, SCHR[43,44]1 DA _EAIE s 88 081, HAESE T 5 min ShAEBR B

T Ao, 15 m (19 RINSCER3]F 1 2 BT,
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(R Bk, SCHiR[4,14,16, 371 A T 5 min s A 54T B 3 200 B2 K T <5 05 0 R 1F 7E. 48 1 B, ARk
S min AEIFESIA, F AT O SEBLR 24 (RV) A CL SC IR 22 2 % (RRV) SEIEAT AT 3 4

3 B EhEMIE RMCSHE L

31 EEEEIENE

Andersen 256V BLAL Gt 5t 22 R Y H RS 2R 00 F 7 1 v H i 2l %6 1A AR B A% 1 T I Al 5 7 2 )
B 22 AR T R T AT 1 2 I U 2 2 D) AT DA AT R0 A K 1 1 % 2 AR R 7 T L SV 7E R Bl 3
(R 52 A T3 LS IR Bl 3R AN AT SR 1), R ST AR O S I 3l 24 Dy T 3 i 3 28 () AR B AR
AT A ICHTE. HFR ZR AR A 2, O SEIE BN 1N E 5 R A & B VIR &R, s, &
AT T L SE R T 37U B 3, {H AR Bl 0 M 7S i) R R B, T R B T I 22, PR, S I B AR
NESET i s F i B AR &, AR ECE ISR A . 5340, T C SR 3] 38 4 2 1) e A 3 A (43
1, HAR-RV %§), 28 5 e AR N Bk 3 % 5 HAR I 3 2 58 (U GARCH-type B2 45147 T e 7 LL#L,
I R B L S LI B B L T 8 5 3R 0y T AT SE AR A R . R L S U B SRR (1 T 5 R T
I, ABAT W] R A2 DR 9 A R0 A B 56 £ 52 30 U8k 2 28 (1 400 S0 R AH L H A RS A B2, 53 40, R B AR D T o7
Y L e, 7T B 2338 B TR O AF AR 0. H T AR ST K 38 P M g s AR U7 iR —— E S I B A
TS AR 22 B BN 2, W FH RV 8L RRV 1E N ESE T 3 8 & 1) B AVER &, ARG, 2801k ud, a1k
F HAR-RRV-type #5838 2 2605, SR RV AE NS B2, %4 HR 1, HAR-RV-type A5 4 7E Tl Lt
B, RH SN, SO OK, Ui SRiEH RRV I, X HAR-RV-type /R AN £ 2.,

Y F LU B, A SCEE R A Zhang 5101 HE Y () 9 R ) S BILUR B 3R (two scales realized volatility,
TSRVWE N ESEPR B R H R AT — 7, A& E, ML RV T &, TSRV X 75 (microstructure
noise) LA B 5 (1 A3 g 4 (163745461 B Ry B AN K BRI ZE (A 5 min ), T HL IG5 A 3188 i AT
NEMN 1~10 s #FF), RAFIH TR HANMEE. B—J710, 5 U4F, ©F 55 R H R E S SL ks %
TR LI B S A &, A 7 Sk gt J (1516371 (B gk B A BT 2 48 1) ] P9 SRR, A SR B
A 23 ) PR RBE 2 S I 3 8 A Dy R 4 U8k 30 6 22 VP OB 3 2 TR0 e 70 S5 AH SG I 9. DRIk, AR SR 7
EAE N BEAE B B 2 AR AR &, AT RIEZS 10 5 B AME AR, T HAE 3= 1 N AH I 7L N 45

PIRUEE EL S BB Bl 28 (TSRV) I B2 2 ik 500

M n
TSRVt = m (Ei,t — MU?{J) s (23)

b o, FRIRER ¢ dN B R Bl 28, AR A8 ISR RIS I AN B S AT I S PR3 B B, A SOk BRI
FESESE 1~10 s, 77, R FEAURAC P08 2, — M2 L 5 min SRR THEE, 7 SR UL, B2 20
M 9:30, 9:31, 9:32, 9:33 A1 9:34 JF46, YA 5 min SR 5AF 2] 5 DAFE R D SLIEE R, R E e
YA, BN o7 . n RoRMETHE 77 I AN E I TR A6 (B A 9:30, 9:31 48)1H HERV IR H AU 2 A B ~F
P M ORARAEE TN E N 1 min SHEESREE N BOO0INME AN 2.
32 EERNEFMGARMCSHELR

X 8% B AR Y 34T VR B B 18] 7 (rolling time windows) FF“FF A #h T BE 7745 56 (test for out-of-sample
predicting ability), U £ AL AN & H 24 371 d, S8 5 K H [F AT T 1 d(one-ahead-step) I F2 A, BRI AN
RUTT 3 344 AN h2,2. AT LR E, 554 R () TR TR 2% SCRR (8.

230 AN E) K BE B A TR AT T A AN F) S IE 45 SR A — 8, SR 75 38, 1R 3 T DR IR AR A B BRI AG 36 45 L, dn T A AR K B
N 271, 471, } 571 4.
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SR 75 B UL B2, 2 H RN L, R FHEANE 2 WR— M5t 2% R 28 (loss function) 1F Ay & 5 (s 22
(bR B A 2. TR0k, Hansen 250133, AT LURUAT 22 bR A [ 2R 000453 2k bR 5500 A TN RS 7R G 1 0 1
MR . T XA 2B R, FE A SO SRR FE R F T S Bl AN [ (0 43 2K oR 5 23 il 1 DRy 25 R0 3 2R B R Tt
A FE VT HIARAE.

XANMARKE B MNIEN Liyi = 1,2,...,6, Hetp Ly A1 Ly, BN 115 25 °F 77 (mean squared error,
MSE) 1134 46 % 1% 2% (mean absolute error, MAE), ‘B A1 T2 M AW 5 F I PSR4 R iR 8. L A1 Ly 735
5 F7J7 Z R MSE Il MAE, T BR T 518, X Ls A1 Le B9BARE AT PAZ 25 SCHRI6] B 18 &40 2K o £
() HAR E R

M
Li: MSE=M"' Y (RV, - 1%3,)2 , (24)
m=H+1
H+M .
L,: MAE=M"' Y ‘RVm _ hfn‘, (25)
m=H+1
H+M ~ 2
Ly: HMSE= M~ 3" (1 —h2 /RVm> : (26)
m=H+1
H+M .
Li: HMAE= M~ Y )1 - hfn/Rvm(, 27)
m=H+1
H+M R R
Ly: QUKE=M" Y (1n b2 +RV,, /h?n) , 28)
m=H-+1
H+M ~ 2
Li: RLOG=M"1 Y (1n (RVm /hfn)) . 29)
m=H+1

T AR A, 0 RAE — XSGR FU R B SRAERD L, AR AR, 4931 11880 B LU AR 2 1 93
WA RAE /NI, T K ReAIWT: PR FE— AR B AR A T, SR IX — R 3 R i3 L, B, BALH
FUAR TR 2, () TIOIRE 1 B v, AR B, aX — IR AR, HIGVEHE B e U S A A s e
172K BR A AR E . LT 10, B AR A b i /D B0 aT S AT AT 2 P B S e 2R R B T LA SR, T 5 R Ok
BRI SR P S 3880, 3R T R 5 SO B SRR 45 A B O

N T fRPOX — 1] #, Hansen S5B24 W 7 —Ff BT 18 (191 2% 700 BE 71 46 56 75 (superior predictive ability,
SPA), ZRTM SPA #u 4% 75 Bk £ B HE LAY, 2 3 8™ A5 % B 20 1) 2 HE B0 (multiple comparisons with
controlling set) i &, A T 7 fiRiX — R FF, Hansen 25 B Eiir R H 7 —Fh 44 A AL AT {5 457 (model confidence
set, MCS)FI#E T L 45 77 v, 5 SPA AL 56 AH Lk, MCS R 46 B A 1R £ 1 W AL %, thJs Ui, BT SPA 46
1) F A % 2 B A i 15 (composite hypothesis), ‘& <= 5211 SPA £ 560 4t v & 8T 70 A, T 2 72 AR PR 2
#(nuisance parameters) %) 7] @, 3 1Mk DL il 2 — SR AR (BUFR 45 )R 2R, T MCS A58 A FH 12547 2%
A BRI, AT AT LA ORI/ 88— S 1 A AR B 6. AR SCR A IX P58 1 MCS 514K FLER AN 22 U 3 %
ABE TR0 T8 1] JGE 7 8 3 P FOOUAGS DTG L 48518 127 B A B8 G R R e .

MCS 50 () SEPLE R0 B e, BOEAFAE mo NS B AR LA SN 5, moe = 12), XL
HAE—ANEAT, ZESIEN My, ME My = {1,2,...,me}. TATMBRIER ARG M A HK 1 REFE
BN G WA A THE B2, m = H+1,H +2,..., H + M. SHE/NTRINME, #5007 38 2 S04 H S
TR RE(Ly, Lo, . . ., L) VH S AR R B, 10N L jonn i = 1,2,...,6, 5 = 1,2,...,u,v,...,my,
m=H+1,H+2,...,H+ M. Ft, XT My FAEZEH NI u, v (u, v € My), #BA] LATHE
HEFFDRE IS [ 30 2 2 T UL ) FF R 457 2% ek 0

di,uv,m = Li,u,m - Li,v,m- (30)
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IR, 78 T %547 ( set of superior objects) A
M= {U € MO : E(di,uv,m) < 0, Vo S Mo} (31)

MCS fa e R E My HEAT — RIKRE MR, BIFRES Mo TG /1B = R, Bk,
FEAE— A, AR P MR LA AT R B T fE 7, B
H07M : E(di.u’u,m) = O, Vu,’u eEMC Mo. (32)

MCS £ 56 1) 3k B2 A2 4K 48 &5 0 A5 56 (equivalence test)dy, A1 51 B 1 U (elimination rule)ey,. F X F 1%
il M C My, FENELE 0p #2 FH A 30 TR &, 10 5 BRAE N e 2 FH ORI BRHE 48 Tk B 4. Rtk
MCS FEPRN: 55— 3, WiE M = My; 38, FERZE K o F, FIHEMRLE 0085 TR Ho s
S, IR AR, WE X My, = M, RSB ey, 348 BIR BB M oh 515,
X — I — B RF SR B AN B IR 48 R S L, 5 153 MCS 56 B 32 /745 (surviving objects). £
&My BETHEL - a FHEGKTE SRS BB, o T4 2B k(e M), %R T4
& Mi_, FIZAT R MCS K361 PR T B3 KF . Heh)iiin, P AR, 36 BZA5 7015 31 1 i ) 2 5
g5 LR .

AHEL SPA T 5, MCS WA Ie geit & o8 B k. F IS RIRIE, A SN B8O -G FE 4t 1 & (range
statistic) 12} VX 75 4t it & (semi-quadratic statistic)®, 25 X578

|J7' "U| (Jz uv)2 - 1 HiM
Tk = max ’ Ten = max ——u*/ g — d
R w,vEM Var(di,uv) » 45Q wwe Var(di,uv) v Giue = 9 m=§H+1 i,uv,mo

Horp dy; FoRIEAL u A v Y ST ¥R X 453 2k B R S 2.

WRG & T, Tsq K T4 2 MG FE, R\IELZ/E. BT HHE Tr A Tsq MIHTIT 25 K 5
T PREZH (nuisance parameters), KL EATH H LA AEE R A%, SR, Gt & Tw, Tsq MAHNE) P H AT
DL R A — P BT I Bootstrap( H BIiE) K3k 454

4 BEXRBIERHZ A

HIF 52 () B8 R A< 9 I I 300 F8 2 2008-01-02—2013-09-23 [4E 5 min 7= 4755096 (G B4 15 18 H 2%,
N = 1391 M5 H), BRI TE 7% CSMAR B 221 7 m st 2. Bl SORYINIES A 5 i &
M5 HA 4 h(RI 240 min)IESE a2 Zy I 1A, PRLtE, SR B 5 min Bd sk — N33R 7758 R AT DL A4 48
A EIRB AN D 5%, W S s S RN 66 768 A, Fi Ak, 1EM E FEHE R ) 22 (TSRV)IN, 8 m S R T ik 52
TR —KE SHEE 0. Hp, B— R D AN ECEIIZ) 4 766 /N, WIFEAR N Sl 5086 629 506
(= 4766 x 13911

MFE 2 FTLLE B, Joitad CSEIEah 3, 1072 O SR 22 I 3 28 UL S BRI 2 55 7 41, #RAR I Hh I 25
1“F it (skewed) Fll g2 U6 (Ieptokurtic) JE 2, H AR R AR T 1IEZS 7047 (€ B8 [#l( Jarque-BeraZi i = AR 1R
23 AERTES. 10 120 JAN, BRIBRER CJ, P84, & 7 51 #8 B A B 1) B A OCHRFIE(Q St EHR B %),
ERT I, 8 SR B 2 5 L 3 2R A0 8 SIe BRI 222 U8k 50 28 55 7 91 A AE 509 . 3 K12 12 (long memory Y RFAIE. 75
A, BRI C SR 2 R S R (e v 2= ] N T O Szl sh R . 325, ADF AR KG 6 45 R B, %5
HIHR AR AL | AFAE AR ) JFAR 1, 3R IH % 7 ST & 1 Fa (stationary) IS [B] 7 51, 3 1T v] DA ELHEAE N — 2811
I3 BT RA T A

3R DAL PR T VRSN, 4T #5 K MR 2 (maximum deviation), {22 (deviation, from common average), it K ¢ fH(Max t)Zi i+ &4, HAAA AT IS

ZICHR[31].
43¢ F Bootstrap A 5L BT 2 1T LA 2% Hansen M Lunde 3 AR 3L,
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%2 BEIUERNERVABREKEF IR 5T

Table 2 Descriptive statistics of each time series

RV RRV; TSRV, J CJ RJ: RCJ; OR
Mean 0.000 248 0.000 147 0.000 291 0.000 033 0.000 010 0.000 047 0.000 047 —0.001 070
Min 0.000 020 0.000 017 0.000 011 0.000 000 0.000 000 0.000 000 0.0000000  —0.043 168
Max 0.003 341 0.001 222 0.003 908 0.001 519 0.001 519 0.000 532 0.000 532 0.085 762
St. dev. 0.000 288 0.000 161 0.000 347 0.000 063 0.000 051 0.000 056 0.000 056 0.008 690

Skewness  3.629 412* = 2.847 672*  3.496 106*  11.098 866* 20.349 593* 3.109 028*  3.108 723*  1.850 967*
Kurtosis 20.704 3 * 10.658 4* 18.965 46*  228.545 36* 5717.620 86* 13.769 95*  13.768 12*  23.301 39*

J-B 27 898.88*  8348.55*  23680.61* 3055894.9* 19433561.92%  13230.49*  13227.13* 32263.0*%
ADF =3.7797%  -3.4406* —6.4371* —3.978 5% —37.061 0* —3.603 2% —3.6029* —9.506 8*
Q) 2171.52% 2 534.65* 2243.61* 245.64* 1.21 1 544.53* 1 544.50* 32.25%
Q(10) 3475.92* 4 234.44% 3 678.14* 441.25% 6.83 2 670.78* 2 670.78* 47.33%
Q(20) 5613.09* 6 852.83* 5953.17* 830.38* 27.41% 4 481.73* 4 481.82* 77.87*

FE () RRELG) B HIKE LR ZE (T F), HA g 220 Kurtosis NiBAIELS, I-B FJarque-Bera Ziil &, Q(n) N GMECN n
] Ljung-Box Q %iil &, ADF 2y Augmented Dickey-Fuller $L47 fR A5

5 SEER

51 fHHER
T 26, K b AU 25 ZR(OR) AN 5 #7743 1) 51 N\ ] HAR-RV, HAR-RV-J, HAR-RV-CJ, HAR-RRV, HAR-
RRV-JHTHAR-RRV-RCJ 75 51 4 2 F2 A5 80 b ) 8 3 1 7S s 28 K 2K id 28 LHAR-RV-O, LHAR-RV-J-
O, LHAR-RV-CJ-O, LHAR-RRV-0, LHAR-RRV-J-O FILHAR-RRV-CJ-O. % 3 &7 MK FE 4 (2008-01-02—
2013-09-23) F:Aih b 155 3 B R S G145 0, HYR A S/ Z ik 456 Newey West Vi 7 Z1E IETE
ATl
#3 EFHARGNELENRERSHETER

Table 3 The estimation results of the each volatility models in-sample period

c Ba Bw Bm B; Bor Bior R? RMSE
HAR-RV 0.0000 0.3180* 0.294 0* 0.286 3* - - - 0.5129 0.000 2
LHAR-RV-O 0.0000 0.3074* 0.307 4* 0.276 7* - —0.002 7* 0.004 4* 0.5156 0.000 2
HAR-RV-J 0.0000 04327 0.2831* 0.282 4* —0.687 5* - - 0.5262 0.000 2
LHAR-RV-J-O 0.0000 04223* 0.2712* 0.271 2* —0.696 7* —0.003 0* 0.004 6* 0.5292 0.000 2
HAR-RV-CJ 0.0000 0.3547* 0.2801* 0.274 8* —0.257 7* - - 0.5377 0.000 2
LHAR-RV-CJ-O 0.0000 0.3466*  0.346 6* 0.264 5* —0.280 5* —0.002 6* 0.004 3* 0.5417 0.000 2
HAR-RRV 0.0000 0.3442*  0.368 3* 0.190 8* - - - 0.5558 0.000 1
LHAR-RRV-O 0.0023 0.3358* 0.356 4* 0.183 7* - —0.001 1* 0.002 3* 0.5579 0.000 1
HAR-RRV-J 0.0000 0.609 8*  0.609 8* 0.224 1* —0.774 8* - - 0.566 4 0.000 1
LHAR-RRV-J-O 0.0000 0.6044* 0.3051* 0.216 9* —0.786 8* —0.001 2* 0.002 5* 0.568 8 0.000 1
HAR-RRV-CJ 0.0000 0.3965* 0.3655* 0.365 5* —0.067 3 - - 0.566 2 0.000 1
LHAR-RRV-CJ-O 0.0000 0.3952* 0.357 9* 0.165 2* —0.0750 —0.000 5 0.001 0* 0.567 1 0.000 1

E: RPBIRIZM AL, RMSE IR IRINTT . ok #7172 ORI[OR] A%, JeH I[OR] Nffn ¥,

M 3 AN HE R, A5 B FAE R AR B B I A L (R, FRHE— B R B, N R R IR AR
2R (OR)FHIE X AR 1) I 2l Z AR Y (0L A A0 S w3 TR N 11, BDF7E — e F2 0% BAESE T e i1 Bh T 42
7HHAR-RV, HAR-RV-J, HAR-RV-CJ, HAR-RRV, HAR-RRV-J fil HAR-RRV-CJ 7~ Ff 15 78U () $ & K5 2. 53 4k,
% LHAR-RRV-CJ-O #E844b, 42 itk 51 S5 7 (1 B 7 i 25 26 (OR) 1 R BUE AR E BAZ K 99% 1264 T &
5T 0, HAS AL, B2 B 571 BE A A5 26 (OR) X A K% 311 % (future volatility) 7 7E & 35 F Al 520, 33— 35,
Y Bior REAFRRENIE, HILAXHE KT Bor M, AT WL, 1E A RS 20T AR 3 F A7 1E B Hh 1E 7]
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SoMA. ERUE, AR SCRT 1 H TR 18 2 O SEEILIE B F A AL I 2 A 2 O S B 2R AR AR R R WAL 2 0 AR SRR B FR 1)
TRIFRAEAE “AERTFR, REFLAF BN B, M BRER 1) O SR O SRR 22 3 B 2 i AL v, AR SR B3 35 1
BRSNS A SR s AP LR S A s, HLC 8 R R ER I 2 6 25 YRR AR A Bh T3 S B I FUL A 6
52 FEFEHFEBHMCSEBER

KRB BRI AR K 1 d BT A B2 0 740 3.2 1R, H SRR, A SNk A LHAR-RV-
CJ-O.LHAR-RRV-OFILHAR-RRV-CJ-O #AFEFIMFEA X B N (n = 1,2, ..., 3T1) I T 37 3 23 Tl 25 4R,
W 1 s, Ho, B 1R SERR T 8 #(TSRV) H A 3R,

4
x 10

« TSRV
——LHAR-RV-CJ-O
T weeeeeee LHAR-RRV-O
---- LHAR-RRV-CJ-O

8

future volatility
& U o

(5]
T *

1 LHAR-RV-CJ-O.LHAR-RRV-O #1 LHAR-RRV-CJ-O Z#E BN H IR ETNERh = 1)

Fig. 1 One-day-ahead volatility forecasts based onLHAR-RV-CJ-O. LHAR-RRV-O and LHAR-RRV-CJ-O(h = 1)

BT BSR T, &S50 3 2 A Y R B A R s i) T e 77, RS T 3% K AR KM Bl i, AT Be L4 i 1
) H 12 B[] A ) T 37 0 BRI 5% 2R ol s R PR, AR SR F R 2 VR B ) [H] % (rolling time windows) R+
AL B J1H6 55 (test for out-of-sample predicting ability), PRI BIFE AL T (1) %5 SR B R 1 2
Bt VB 2 N AR 1, T R E . 24405k 6, % HAR-RV BT 3, 7] BAIKE 371 NAS[E 9 R BB By, Bu
HI B )FIINE LR R2. DRI, 37 925 mT e S50 72 30 0 1 O S, 83— BRI 1 4518 A AR (R A i 4

NT 133 MCS fr e i &Gt & K PAE, X BLEEL d = 2 (block length) FIELIREL B = 10 000 {1
N Bootstrap i3 2 ()5 #1| 2 %1, 2 Hansen Z£BU 2, MCS #0536 1 5 2 M /KF o BUE A 0.1, ] P 1E /)N
T 0.1 3 3 2 TN B 2 B A T 6 7 22 BRI, B /E MCS A 56 R Hh i 51 Bk, 1 P ER T 0.1 ik
BN 2R TR 2 & A TR B8 )3 4 AR L, 76 MCS K336 H RESEAT oK.

F 4 /2 MCS K30 450, RINE —F& T S 1) 12 Pk shZe iy, 5 —A1T & SRR EL L, RPEFE W
SETESHRRE TGt & Ty A Tsq XM PAA. PAE KT 0.1, FIRMETE MCS £ 30 3 F2 A i SE A7 A R,
RTINS P B RO, 3 B AR A5 3] (1) 98 B 2% TR P2 ok v (e K 1) P AL R IR R e =
IR, RURAR B B 3 TN AY ). R 4 SRS FmT UK IR

1) XFYFER 300 FEEOM &, Ak b, O SEE i B R AR L O SRR 22 U B 2 6] LB AT B AT (1 T
PUAAE /S TR 2R B HObR1E T, © SEIAR 22 3 3 B AU A2 HMSE HI1 HMAE K gl it MCS 4, 1 & S8
R 72 38 By 2R AR EASAE IR P P45 2K BR BIARAE Rl I T MCS A58

2) fHt HAR-RV . HAR-RV-J. HAR-RV-CJ BT 5, DI RBR B 75 28 Bz FLe AEXSFR Ja IS B 1) e 3
T RE 715 2 824 T, D IHAH R85 2% 0 A0 P B 430K T B T80 3 I (IUHERR 451 2% % £ MSE A1), B
BRI RR OS2 6 B FLe AT 280N B T4 v B 3N 2R AR 2R (1) 00U R 7). S o, 5 S SEBR AR 22 Ik s 211 &, BRAE
P R Bbr it HMAE 4, HL45 10 5 A 5 £ SRl il sh S — 5,
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3) BRAE 2K BR bn it MSE #l HMAE b, St (U 3 Z R 5] N T B AU 0 28 S AT A &R 1R R
BRI R R &, 439~ LHAR-RV-O. LHAR-RV-CJ-O F1 LHAR-RRV-O, M Ifij F /8 3 BH b 72 Wi 2 6 K Heee AT
TS A Bl T4 e 3l 2R A A 1 Tl e
53 HEEhFEERFKHITNEE A MCS RIGER

At B A E AR I SRR, 5T B AT R TR0 7 THI (R BIF 90 22 B b T RSk — R I TR L AL (EE
VRS, R 7 KU 2 H) 3R IR R T4 A (h = 1), JUHE 2008 fEERIEHLE, ©F A0SRl E
S A B HA I IXURS 2 1. DRI, 458 Corsi PR 8 s S S8R, AR SCAMY TN K 1 d(h = DI
AN, LTI T ARK 5 d(h = 5)H1 20 d(h =20)1JIEBh 23, FHERWT T Fak w4 2 22 88 i) Tt 5

F 4 TREEHFRBFUNLERE MCS RIELER(R = 1)
Table 4 MCS of out-of-sample forecasts (b = 1)

MSE MAE HMSE HMAE QLIKE R?LOG
HAR-RV 0.8019 0.7617 0.0116 0.000 0 0.6133 0.488 4
LHAR-RV-O 0.8019 1.000 0 0.006 8 0.000 0 1.000 0 0.644 8
HAR-RV-J 1.000 0 0.656 7 0.005 4 0.000 0 0.6133 0.488 4
LHAR-RV-J-O 0.8019 0.7617 0.004 2 0.000 8 0.6133 0.644 8
HAR-RV-CJ 0.8019 0.7558 0.003 2 0.005 9 0.4310 0.644 8
LHAR-RV-CJ-O 0.8019 0.7617 0.003 1 0.0270 0.498 0 1.000 0
HAR-RRV 0.008 2 0.000 0 0.218 6 1.000 0 0.001 1 0.104 6
LHAR-RRV-O 0.008 2 0.000 0 1.000 0 0.9247 0.000 0 0.039 6
HAR-RRV-J 0.008 2 0.000 0 0.047 8 0.9247 0.000 0 0.021 4
LHAR-RRV-J-O 0.009 8 0.000 0 0.038 3 0.9247 0.000 0 0.0116
HAR-RRV-CJ 0.0201 0.000 0 0.0257 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0
LHAR-RRV-CJ-O 0.041 6 0.000 0 0.0259 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0

S RSN R, 2 4 DUR T Tsq ST MCS KUKy P (A, M550t Tr 5 3EA 0 e Y
5 I PR FAI R R K U U R I ().
RS R T AT BN AR SR (h = 5)H) MCSHR IR EE R, SSIESREZ Y SB35 3)

=5 TRIESHFRBTNLERAMCSIRILEER(h = 5)
Table 5 MCS of out-of-sample forecasts (h = 5)

MSE MAE HMSE HMAE QLIKE R2LOG

HAR-RV 1.0000  0.0001 0.0005  0.0000 1.0000 0.0022
LHAR-RV-O 0.8166 0.0001 0.0003 0.0000 0.8328 0.0022
HAR-RV-J 0.8166 0.0004 0.0001 0.0000 09544 0.0022
LHAR-RV-J-O 0.8166 0.0004 0.0001 0.0000 0.8328 0.0022
HAR-RV-CJ 0.1097 00001 0.0018 00000 00321 0.0012
LHAR-RV-CJ-O 0.0531 0.0000 0.0001 0.0000 00201 0.0008
HAR-RRV 0.0531 0.0007 00339 05013 00152 0.0022
LHAR-RRV-O 0.0669 0.0010 00283 03176 00164 0.0022
HAR-RRV-J 0.1097 0.0726 0.0283 1.0000 00321 0596
LHAR-RRV-J-O 03094 1.0000 0.0283 09191 0.1107 1.0000
HAR-RRV-CJ 0.0012 00000 07495 09191 0.0005 0.0000

LHAR-RRV-CJ-O  0.0027 0.0000 1.0000 09191 0.0016 0.0000

FMERY S L b O S B AR 0o e [ s S T 3 RO TN ROR SE 4, 2 R R O B e Bl s R AE P
T R R T IEIE 1 MCS a8, M7 HAR 3R R B T, 2R8I MCS 15

SHIT R EIRYINA 5 BT 1S 5 REUCHETE 240 d 7643, BRI, A SO BTN R HCN 20 d, JRARESM A2 10 22 d.
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HE—20, ARSCEXTEL T il 12 s 0 8 R AR KBRS s R 0 R 145, IR 6 v, Al & 3L,
TEZS PR BREPRAE T, O SIZEIIE 2 2 A5 2R 1 F0 0 SR B Sl LU AS b S BAR 22 3 s 3R R i, — 5 T, 5K

Fz 6 PEPENEEBTNERIMCSIIGLER(h = 20)
Table 6 MCS of out-of-sample forecasts (h = 20)

MSE MAE HMSE HMAE QLIKE R2LOG

HAR-RV 0.0363 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0187 0.0000
LHAR-RV-O 0.0065 0.0000 0.0009 0.0000 0.0040 0.0000
HAR-RV-J 0.0734 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0383  0.0000
LHAR-RV-J-O 0.0107 0.0000 0.0003 0.0000 0.0079 0.0000
HAR-RV-CJ 0.3402 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 02169 0.0000
LHAR-RV-CJ-O 0.3402 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 02169 0.0000
HAR-RRV 1.0000 0.0019 0.0073 0.0000 1.0000 0.0707
LHAR-RRV-O 03402 00011 00057 00000 02169 0.0346
HAR-RRV-J 03402 1.0000 00052 00000 02169 1.0000
LHAR-RRV-J-O 03402 0.6372 0.0057 0.0000 02169 0.1130
HAR-RRV-CJ 0.0065 0.0011 1.0000 1.0000 0.0020 0.0037

LHAR-RRV-CJ-O 0.0158 0.0011 03518 0.1316 0.0024 0.0013

DL B 2R AR R ) MCS A 56 B B B 22 T O SE AR 22 B s 36 1Y), 53— J7 T, TEAT AT — i 2% ek Bbm
HET, TRUNRE P dt v AR 2R 357 2 L S A 72 U8 3 %R A5 8 (HAR-RRV . HAR-RRV-JFTHAR-RRV-CJ). {15457
HERMZ, ARET 2R 4, 0N BRI R 26 f FdRX Rk J5 B AL IR 3 28 T R 0 30 50F 15 21 B & 18 71,
FUOAH L 450 25 BB PAB 48056 T 80 /D TR0 I OCH R AE C SR B Z B % b, RIAR AU ).
b, A SR IR AL 7 28 5 R RUSE A BE B8 1 5 B BN ZE B AU 3 % (h = 20) IR T R

6 ZRIE

W JLAE, R R 2 8] 7 BN AR E AT 12 500, JG UL 2 SE I 3l 2 R0 O SE UMK 22 3 3h R i
SEHL R, BT 7R A R 0 Bk A K O B R TN £ E B AR B T S AT N AL R, A SCANAN T A A
T HAR-RVAIHAR-RRV #&8Y IBVPAN T 7 B R 1) s A 3 2 45 8, Bl HAR-RV-J. HAR-RV-CJ HAR-RRV-J
JHAR-RRV-CJ. 55 Ak, 2 3L K b IS 2 20 S FLAT R RIS A S 10 A R 70 i, I N b 388 7S ol v 430 0% 20
AR M T T N I Bl AR PR AIE AT AT NS 25 U Bl AR R (0L A R B AN TR R 77 1) 5 .
L 2008-01-02—2013-09-23 J'7% 300 FEEL 5 min =y AREHE 1, K AHLL SPA 656 55 S ™14 1) MCS £
96 7 VAT LERV B g Rk i 79 R L S IR s R N SRR B R, SIIEXT G T IR 12 o A sl AR A 6
5] A% 717 9 3 2 AN [ T BR (1 TR0 8 7). SEUE 4SS TR SR 1526, BRI S 36 s 2 ook — RIS TR AG V1 A7 7E 2
FATAT RN, BV IE A7 ) B 130 WAL 2 20 T8 200 2 T £ 52 il 2 A — 501 L0 B R0 WAL 2 2R FIAT A 20 AMY
REFE im0 25 0 s AR (R U025 B8 70, 1T LA B8 e A T TR0 /8 0. R F300 o K B OV R DB, R Rl s
AT AT RSN I 2y 26 T30 77 ThT P9 5 10 B 0 A a3 7). 7 R R T3, o PR AL i 238 S AT AT 2500 R o) 9 3 %6
Wi(h = DT EE 7 52 ma R BE NS 5, 78 TR AS [ SRR (4 5 s Ze i), 8 S Bk 2l A5 0 L S
W 72 0% By 2 A R o ] i SE T 3 T e 0 R B T AR ER I, % T O S Ik B Z A RS 1 &, FLAE T AT
PN IR B 2 B EAR A, SR S IR 22 1 2 2R A% TR 7 % ) 36 o T i SR IS BE 4, LR AT K
AT (h = 20)0. AR SCRRE 56 5 325 R SIS IF 5 SR0) T H [ 5 552 7 3 |00 KU 28 B DA B PR 300 i 48 H 6% 1 e
55 1) AR LA — E T RS R S L.
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