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38 oy il 5 = AR R FR I B
BT O a3

AWy IR AR

(# ZBIRAEA“EERRSE"ME, AR Z ok & A B3+ B A B R
HAKSIFAEHATHR . EREZNA, B LI 3h 5 0T DUR AT 48 9% B B A 7 9% 3h 09 3 x¢ A%
b, WE XA FAERE N R, KHATH RSB A R
B, EBREFEMFEALFELGBNBHEE, HREXFERT A, T oERS
U B8 B8 T W By M B AL BB A K B 3F A AR M Y RO\ B AL DL R AR A T Y A
FHTRNWER LN,

KW LA R FMHRES G E

JEL433S:C30 Gl1 Gl12

ARICHIACE T B R (realized volatility, tLFK “SEPR I sh %) K 2 rh FH BT A B A
oy it SRS B B Z B O AR I LUK B 7 A% 9 i 3 1k — LR 4 il BRSS9 55 B
FEVE I e R A P94 (U0 Engle (1982) , Bollerslev (1986) , Shiller (1981) LA K Schwert (1989 ) %545 )  {H
TEITI B A TS LB 5368 ) 04 & D R 0 S8 A 1 35 K, 2 AT T8 T B 7 6 2 S I B
RUMERAMEGE . A L5 AL G i I sl M I BE 5 7, 4 Engle (1982) \Bollerslev (1986) Jir 4 () ARCH
JEASEAY | LS I 3 I B O 5 AR R 1115 (model free) , [A] B AN 75 B2 28 B S8 T ik o X — 1
&M Merton  (1980), Andersen and Bollerslev (1998) 2523458 H1 31 & R AYY, 1E U Andersen,
Bollerslev, Diebold ,and Labys(2001) 748 t IR AE | 52 Bk 2y 5 4 38 15 5, 31 B30I A0 H 9y
T 4 V- J7 SR AT RERS B BT 5 A0 LS SO R 20 R H N IRFE SR 268 5, & SE i sh
ke JC B A8 3T B4 3 80 % (integrated volatility , R Bk 5 2 3) 7 BEAS X (8] L 43, B A2 X0 8 8l
R HSRIMEE . 45, Andersen,Bollerslev, Diebold,and Ebens (2001) A X Andersen,Bollerslev,Diebold ,
and Labys (2003) %57 2 4 & 52 U 8 Z 9047 1 4 J7 T WF 5T, JF A HAR R 15t

] A 2 350 2 S B Bl R I 58 1A 22 L (/S PR T e 508 i T A5k ), AT S i LR S
BkrP T LB B P E T, B S sh Rt GARCH AL | Fifi #1135 ) A5 78 45 4% G5 (1% 3% sl vkl
A DR IE [ TR DE (2004) , BEIEFE K (2006) LA B3k AR 2 IR 55 (2008 ) 452 45 15T

X RPN S KM LUK 2280 e AR TE 12 35 1R X R . 40 Schwert (1989)
WEGE T — B 0 I S T 378 3 (0 A8 Ak, I 40 B 1 B SR W i 0 2 W 22 0 ik 3 L 2 T I Bl 0 S5 ALAT
VLR Z G s G 5 o I 3 5 1 J5 WU 38 Z TR AA AR SRR DG R 17— AR A AR | 356t gk

* RIS A A A B RO 5 s R 28 B A b B B A U LA [ AR TR R SR e T b B
Ui, ABFFT 32 5 E K [ R A FE 42 (70803013) X A1 46 5 B2 b K “F RS RHIEIR H (07QDO10) A K 4 h B k2 A SCHERL 5 4F 5 4 70
H (2007001) 1) %% By , B0

@D Merton (1980) 1F 3048 1 B S2 B Bh 3%, R85 H7E AL I AR AL 06 2 45 B0 175 B0 T 308 ack i 55 A9 28 &% 14 - 5 {8, — a5z [
IR BEHLAS B 04 05 22 0] LGRS B A4S 31
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& “AEXFFRIE BhRL 0 (asymmetric volatility effect)?, 7€ Schwert (1989) 2 J& , 1R 2224 ¥ i F 58 #F 46 1IE
Tk — 4, 4 Nelson (1991),Glosten , Jagannathan , and Runkle (1993),Engel and Ng (1993),
Zakoian(1994) L & Wu and Xiao (2002) %45  Bekaert and Wu (2000) %5 i T — 5 b 52 H L5k
fJT , Graham and Harvey (2003 ) ) 38 5o 3 25 B8l i — 20 e B0 1 33 o = % Bk i 3 2800 B A7 7E o

KA LA A 1 T AN ] i) S8 G 6T S X6 PR I8 2l 0 0 647 A B . — /& LA Black (1976) Fl Christie
(1982) A AR 1 “FLAT R "B, 23 vl B9 JBE S 08 sl AR Ak b 2 W) B I 55 FTAT R o 2520 |l ML a5 R
G, HANE 23 B2 T R 3 A B XU 3G 0, I 82 8 1 37 . Schwert (1989) [RIFE I 24 W] 1Y
1z B ATFT RN (A5 Wi 4 RN 3l 22 0] 22 SAAEDG, 78 28 BF R s R 3 . 2 L) Pindyck (1984),
French, Schwert, Stambaugh (1987) , il Campbell and Hentschel (1992) k% 3 (1) “ 8 5l J2 15 2500 ™ f
Ui, BI85 28 T30 2] (1 8 B0 M 14 n £ 2 SRR 73 4 T R e 2% DR O s A A5 A A — A BB 7Y
R ST RN R S, U Bl SR N R R U Bl R A T BT RN S A5k . Bekaert
and Wu (2000 ) [] i S 8 17 35 30 7 7 A5 00 ) i B, Wu (2001 ) 2 — 2B A9 3 T — 4> 6 T X B 0 3l
(1R A5 TR ) AT 23 R0 ) 0% ik — 2B IR S T 3 T R i R R P, Li (2003) 41 T —A4Y) X
(Y H AR AR By B B A Y R A s 3l B9 AN X R AT R DK i DA B BEBIAT AT 2400, i
) BSR4 K B AF S BT i i . Duffee (2002) W25 H T — AN 5% 7™ 41 £ 2% 19 il e ——3X b
R S P TR 1 20 B (R ), PR Ry 6 7 0 £t 36 Y 28 A 1 22 JE RO A 0] LA B 5 B 0

S I B AR S G B A AN DR SR I S B 1 T AT AR IER R AR 2
Ak RTATF RN ™ U AS B8 5 4 M 88 U 3l 1 0 1 IR0 A8 Ak 1 57 (Schwert , 1989) &5 — A B i3k Y bR J50
TET B BRI i FE S AE 78 ™A% B 1IEAH G (B N SEUE eSS & I Bl ss 5 I sh i C R &
— MR A I BOE, #l0, French, Schwert, and Stambaugh (1987), Campbell and Hentschel
(1992),and Ghysels , Santa—Clara, and Valkanov(2005) %& i 3 +: 1E AH 5 (¥ 3iF 3% , %11 ,Breen,Glosten,
and Jagannathan (1989 ) W % B 32 £ AH G 1 HIE 4

FAL b, IR PR B A G TR AR A S (A A B R RO ) | 3 R i KT R X R i
SIIMG MR EEENES , (H R X SR B0 A ST B FEREAE H IR T IERAEAE . WS AT BAAAN &
e H WA T8 Ak, 50 RS 28 Ao w] LUK ] DLZS AT [l 2R e o ir 25 B R A2 o)
JESAAS [ AN [R] A G SR Bk B i 50 43 28 25080 (tick—by—tick ) , 3 A28 1k [F] A AL 7T DL Z2 B AN 3
s FHELLR S, AN, Sims (1984) A& Lehmann (1990 ) 1A S %% 7= 471 4% 16 45 11 1] B P9 17 12 305 A 9
I, R TE— A R v, 2 1 B AL i o 38 o8 %) A A {8 X0 A 2 1 1k 55 728 Al T DL B 22
B . X 1E U Cochrane (2001) T U 89, “78 H AR T XU FRURS: PR AR Ak & A K] BERY , X T — A1
b JE I 7 Gt 2 FRATT e & B0 AT SRR A g i I R R ) X R AR e A R G, 7

T LA b sk S SR i il b FRAT H AR AT B9 AR X BRI S IR G UL K 58 oy il HEAT B ¢ AR
o R AR B T B AE X RRUE SIS, R K T bk LR PR B T R, IR R (H e H
6] ), A% 58 b 08 Sl =1 X R e 1 e e 12 I i B ST (2 ) 149 WU 95 A AT 8 3 R AR (AR X A 4 ke e 1 g
WIN R AR ) o X UL AR IRATTRE U AR S AR T A BRI B A AR X R IS 4 b 25 3 3R A% G fid
FEZ AN I

FRATTIE A 25 B B 3l 04 B 6] PP B AR, It — 20 2 T 58 Iy i 5 8 58 By A7 R xk T Bl 13X
Xt B Y 5

5L b A D BIEFER AR G i i 2 M I B e 30 v [ T AR AR H ST 8 R X R i 3 R

O BE U RS T — IR 0 A 222 GURTC Y, BB (IE ) B IR 25 %6 — R PR B 2 2 1 5 25 09 BT (R %) .

@ Wu(2001) Ay AT AR A 3h S Ll g [l AR B8 — e (B, M 173 3035 ) 4552 5 3 X A |l i 4
¥ 3 2l 64 T b T1, 8 AT S0 Bl A el 28 R e 3 B R B o 3 AN S (T 3% ¢ K S OB T R L R e B Y 3K S B4 X
E AN Bl K2 AON AR BT U, Dk Sl i B B T S BORAN A S BRI EL AT A RON BT A R I SR I 55 AT AR
BT SRR S BOR A T Iy, 3 00T BB AN Bk
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Z o BIANEERE AR 2N (2004a,2004b) FYBTFFE o 298 FRATTAE A SCHOR T 2 S5 B s o [l 4 & B T
X IR X UL AR X PR i 3h B G A v 2 Ae g Y

AR SCINAE Ty it XA BT 0 AR BE 2 48 I S WA i I8 20 1R IS [) P 8RR AR AN I S TR H OB R X T
LM AR Y B R 3K AE FT I BEIE A8 M, UL Avramov, Chordia, and Goyal(2006), M A I
M5, 285 =4 T Ak it sl , BRI AS S AR ik sl i B 42 vl LA B VE A 5 ik R I 45 51, WL French and
Roll (1986)#1 Avramov, Chordia, and Goyal(2006), 4<3Crh FEAT7E Schwert (1989), Jones, Kaul, and
Lipson (1994), Chan and Fong (2000)LA £ Avramov, Chordia, and Goyal(2006) 1) 5% J5 i 1 L At I
XF H A3 528 55 A IS i 5 308 FE X FR M 52 e R A7 85 Ry A T IS

ASCHITTRR FZAT 1 N C S B 3 3 00 A B 48 1 b BT B AR X B s v 52 N SE S
it i A B — AP B IR A SR SEAT NS M 1 X A AR XS FRAFAE 53— 20 FRATING 22 5 B M 58
Ty VA R b 500 A5 B X e s e HEAT T R IR ARG 54 AT L T A (B B R AR AE A [F]
F) 52 Sy il B8O 1)

ARSI ETE T ANT 5 03 45 RIS Oy v FVEE U T 5 28 =88 0 e & BE A A G B 4 AR 5
DU ER 0% 7 e B U6 R AT B TR ARG 56 5 5 Tl o P IR A 6 RO BRI 5 B s At 4

= BRI S B 5T T VA U A

(— ) B A R 156 e

AHIFZE T 8 P 0 R AR B A 4G b T N BE 5 I RIS A B B T B s (3
72 ) LA K BAE 180 5%k (P b 6 Hicfr 4% FR AT KAk BCT AE 9T W 18] ) — L& T L IE 180 AR
B SRR A RS 4R ), FEARIIE] R 2005 4F 9 H—2006 4F 10 A .

T E BT CCER @M 58 5 8 . TA S FZL BT EE A B RIS
AKX R IEXF A T A — X 1, P FRATLL 72 K E AT A B B BT A REAS y JE RN LR 45
(2N TARIE R AT AR S Z R F O EATE A B i X — 40, ®’iIEY &
FEAE] FUE 180 880 B o> B HEA T 5%

Horp gl M2 5,72 KFEEA A B K LT A FE A BEE WIE R 9,995,996 7%, B B4k
P IAE R 3,913,593 2%, FEF L HIE 180 45 B0 43 Bk 1 £ 4k Wil >k 25,450,640 4%,

PR kg G %) v A0 43 28 B O A S 320 ), DR e FR AT K 433K 2 sh M A 9 S T E sh P RS
Syity R HT Lee and Ready (1991) B9 J7 2 ——117 3 SlOW 45 # BB B 5% vh &) 233K 3207 8 MEsL 5
FIARIETT 35 LRI S, WS 2E 5 A v A 58 i S5 P S S 4 A 10 v o, W92 26 58 5 i o R ST 2
LTy, 2 MR 3277 F B3 ) s 7628 Ty v A% 55 1 i SS Ai Bie 0K Sz A h U 00, an 2R 2 i
Lok i T L —28 G & W% A 5 i ST £k 28 5, R Z MR 3207 E 828 5 s an i 24
I AE 5 - —28 5 A A A, W 225 22 5 w1 I e 3l 0 A A A8 3

() W s A AT 5 4G 0 AR A 15

FEF v A 43 SR R ) B S BRI S R B A T T B B Ak B AR R R T RO R A
Ze ., HAKMIS , JesRA5 H 94528 B M i i 6 B0l 25 2R,

o

@ AR AT A 5 (2008) M BT E B R T S A S SO ETH B RV IRE JF0% 28OR B AT 4 Y DA S B
S ARG THE B bR HE 22K AR, SRAE BRI 5, S 22/ th BN BEGL B JST R R (1) SRR B ABAIT | 25 2% B R AR (1 18t i
2GR MR 5 (2) B WA 1 B A1, 2 52 BRBE 3 3Rl 31 v IR0 2 24 (B 1) 2% 1 2 BRI, BT 5 B8 il Al 1 2 52 B
PR B 22 A T 2, T AR 1A R — D 22 48 0E 7 5 TR0 A 52 BRI 3 4% B TEORS 0 e A T LS sl R TRy
D7 FRAYAL BE— 2L UL T B IE S5 09 23 B R A 2 SR i 1 L, S5 A AT A AP 58— 3, B AT T/ AR SCR T THB B JG 4 5Ll 2328
Bl N LR 53 A0 FRATEXS 5 04t A AT 20 DX (iR A T, 258 AR (AABRATS (21 A1 55 (2008 ) I F 58 4 AT L&
B PIR RS OL R ARG SR 98 45 R AR A B — B0 ), LA 7R 5 S B R A T R I, R TE AR B R — A 5 S Bh A A
DR Y i 3 0 0 A A O AR 5 e R 5 0l SR A O 3%

75



REMBE.XHMEERTHENREN - ETEXHEHE"

Tiji = PiN—Pi,j,H (1)
Hop Py FOREE | FURERAESE « 225 HIOHS j 26 HINZEZ MR 1 B SR X ECY, e B Rk 1
C S IMAT A RV, AT LUE O BT H N ICAS B9°FJ5 Z AL T
RVL: = z..]/‘:l(ri,j,t)z (2)
TEAGH) O 92 B S A iy Semh b AT v SR 4 T AT [

12

5
Ret; = z oDyt z BiRet; . +y; NS, +Ei4 (3)
k=1 k=1 NT”

Horb Ret,, Fm 55 ¢ HREEEE ¢ A28 H MEE 5 F-ATH 61 T 5 12 ik e (J5 SCs
grp WML T S WIS D) D, Al JE H RO B AR B KR NS H O R JE AR
kR k=1,2,...,5, B0, 2% W 0 I AE S 6 T2 (k=5) , 0 Ds, 2 1, 0 2 0, AR i 15 B d AR v s
e NS, FA I i A58 ¢ A58 5 B B SE s g NT,, A i 2858 ¢« 38 5% H T A 1T 3um e 78
A @) ARSI T NS, /NT,, 285 R RAE T N —38533% 1 A9 AH G M4 56 AT A1, NS, , INT,,
SR P 5 G 56, W — ke | T RE e SCHT & BUAS SRRSO AN J2 3 56 2R iR B, (B FR AT 7E
WA T NS, /NT,, Z 05 R BRI SR 5 NS, /NT;, 52 1E A2 0 (R P a8 AU R 3% 22 3 ) |, o 3t o2
Wt NS, /NT, , 5 A B 25 A7 76 (0 A S M FE R S 52 m FRATT AL J5 SCRT & 30322 H 58 5 £ S % 4B Xof R U
AN R TT ., )

FEXTAE 3) IMALLE  FRATRAE L FR 22 &, o AR WU 25 AR i SRS HEF 40 T X ImT e

12
RV, =b+WM+ ZPMR Vit @NT: 4| 6:.0+0; 1 %; :
ey it

XM, A A RN B A e G0 SR IO 8 I S S — 00 M, Ry 1 A0SR O PR R i B
PEEAFFE0N, T LA LT 12 B A I 22 f o LS i) (R SCR9 R 36 b, RIS 2548 1 i Js 5 Bir il
L) .

A& Lamoureux and Lastrapes(1990) [ 5Y , W% sk 5 22 &) & i A0 ¢, I b FRATTHE b= s
Wil T NT,,, 555 F 5,1 8,0 M1 S, Y8 Ry 0 B, 15X BRIk 25 52 0% sl M 538 5y ik 1A% Go e B A 7Y
X T FATTNAMY (8,048 NS INT; )&, W5 WIERTE 8, BEE N O W6, by B, IR A W A7 72 A X B
(R S RIONE , PR oA 3 R A il Je W 1 42 s e BRI H B9 Bl Mk S Z 8K o

[ 0 22 A1 FRATT 34 SR FAL 88 W) I sl 3R B8 5 32 HEA TR 56, 4911 A1 Schwert (1989) , Jones , Kaul , and
Lipson (1994) ,Chan and Fong(2000) A & Avramov, Chordia,and Goyal (2006) It & 1 B9 F] FH H 4 &
A FE A 2 0k i S WSO 10 T ) ke 2 1 Ry e sl 3R I 88 1 O 1, O AR B — BUW 2518, WL AR A 10 B
i

)81:,171"'77,',1 (4)

= AR SR

F LR T AR IR VEGT T AE R AR SC R, T LR B BRI AT A S A A ] i
RN 0.2% , 5P B RIEARMOT MRS, 2 P2 LR  FI97E 50%L L JCig/E A B
Je [ st b T B 28 w2 LR 180 45 K i (i, JEAS A 45 SRARAR IS AR, 3 o 15 P AT 1% 8 A Ot 22
AR, WK R EORE  WAR L T AR R B9 AL W4 A1 E 52 BE I 8l 3 2 18] TE AR 56, fEUR 32 1 52
A5 0 (Ns/Np) 5 W4 2 52 B 8 38 Z 18] R AR OC

PR Ok FRATTAR A M1 577 72 (4) FEE S B AR X FRE . 36 2 4l TR T B S B ik s A< 2

@ FATE A S R A, R T T AT A S 32 b a4 B SE — RS2 — A A SRR Y e Ak SR T DL B R T
bid—ask bounce T i 1 (1) 28 & # % 19 70 14 77 5 AH 64k
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T AER R B 5 2SSy i U8 A T AT SCHRAR G, FRATTERE TP RO [R] 03 I 0 R 5 4 i
Ja 5 I — R RN O, hi S 12 B S 1 AET N R 2 HOk — B OS48BT e 12 19 3840 st
TETA LI 20 T 1 B R, (H AR A 7 5 Ae X H BB i 58 i B 95 1 i Js 12 38,
Avramov, Chordia, and Goyal (2006)%5 ), 244K , 0] LLA 2|, PN Fh A R B9 5 31T, FRATI 451848 2k
CEICLEE

EEIH R T, F-ATS Avramov, Chordia,and Goyal (2006) — 3, iz 45 T W A FEAS I 52 1] 15 &
B A (RI 3% AN B E A7 [l U5, SR )5 %k 4 PR REAS 1 [B1 05 R 80 LA AR P 187)  AESE T 1Y ik 25 A
grp, S BT Avramov,Chordia,and Goyal A5 3 #E4T T 48 #% 1A #H ¢ (cross—section correlations )
15 7 22 (heteroskedasticity ) i % , EL&A] I, Avramov , Chordia,and Goyal (2006 ) F#) 57 A Bl 5%

A ] U AT SR 4 1T R R A I 0T A% I8 sl A i [0S R ) A S ) (B E A5 X (3) R,
F R BB BRATEEH TN -1 2 ek WI00WE S RS %)

x1 #HAAERHSHEXRERD

ETHAARNER ETHABRNWAER T EIE 180 45 ey 4 R
(Obs: 9,995,996) (Obs: 3,913,593) (Obs: 25,450,640)
N, N; N, N N, Ns
Ret RV (xlg)"’) (Xl‘(‘)ﬁ) Ns/Ny| Ret RV 2 Sor| N/Nr|  Ret RV z Sor| Ns/Np

(x10%) (xl()"’) (x10%) (xlOf’)

Panel A: 3t 451+
Mean 0.002 |{0.002| 1.98 | 1.90 0.514 0.002 |0.002|0.518|0.492 0.525| 0.002 |0.002| 4.61 | 4.52 | 0.513
Std | 0.028 |0.002| 2.05 | 1.71 | 0.124| 0.026 |0.002{0.723 |0.574 0.174| 0.026 |0.001 | 5.06 | 4.19 | 0.116
Min  —0.089 |0.000 | 0.07 | 0.04 | 0.094 -0.088 |0.000 | 0.005 | 0.005 0.049 -0.086 | 0.000 | 0.149|0.176 | 0.120
Max | 0.093 |0.012] 16.4 | 13.4 |0.912| 0.099 |0.016| 5.97 | 4.39 |0.963| 0.093 |0.012 | 42.4 | 33.0 | 0.903
Panel B: 18 % % %

Ret  0.002 0.064 0.011

RV | 0.303 |0.521 0.328 |0.502 0.285 |0.506

Ny | 0.163 |0.559|0.755 0.137 10.510|0.671 0.199 [0.523|0.741

Ns | 0.263 |0.580/0.951]0.919 0.259 |0.559]0.930|0.894 0.264 0.556|0.944 | 0.918

Ns/Ny —0.245 |-0.083|-0.384 0.085 | 1.000 | -0.241 |-0.078-0.337, 0.112 |1.000| -0.191 |-0.101|-0.382 0.102 | 1.000

WARFRE T 72 KA A B K LT AFEAT 161 K 1E 180 15 80 AL I iR PE G iH 45 5 . Horp Ret AN H
W25 SR B BE RV A REA I B B 52 B0 Bl 5 (0 S48 s N A R AR IR A H S s Y (5 N SRR A ISR A H 32 o0 i A 5 N /Ny R 32
FLE BT I A, Panel A 245 T HEAR ST ; Panel B 5 T 47458 5 19 AH 56 25, Obs i RE AR B0 45 B 2 J5 04 I8, B 50
T IAE R O, FEASAS 58 3 (8] 2 2005 4F 9 H—2006 47 10 H .

XFF A B E AR RN 12 B OLT AT RUE B Y BOE 6,,=0 By 8, /N T 0, JF R
% 85=0 M B, X LR, I 3h B AN K FRPEAE FATT A H 03 B30 LA SR FH 8 S5 B0 30 3 0 2 1) 17
DN AR AT BB WO B —— R TR AT S SCR S A R A DA — AR B BET AT LA
T AR AR X AR B AR R T W0 55 AT AT RO B8 A+ I 8 30 B A 4 280 (R AC 4 S Bt R )
I, B AR (B A KA RE ) 7E H AR M ARIRAAAE . XML IE R FRATT I AZE 5 il 5 25 B2 AR X AR
EIEE SR g

TR, YA RBE 6, B MR I | S 36 45 51 T LUR H | A 460 25 SR ARAT R, 60
KT 0,6, /MF 0, JFHZFHAEG I ERE . 6 /T 0 UL BT 3 i A X5 R RO 2 I 722 1Y (time
B 2 AL S AT Al X REIRE TESR -1 D25 B R BB &S S 1F (7)) I, SR
ST PERERE S ¢ 2S5 HEAR () B3l o IR, e R U W 45 D TE IR, 352 Hh 28 5 B 1 Uk H
FR I Bl | 7R U 55 o TS, S 22 B B i 1 I H il

varying)
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®2  EXMBHEIHIERFGFEH

¢, ‘ v, ‘ @;(x10") ‘ Pik ‘ B0 di.1 Adj-R*
Panel A: A=shares
coeff 0.0004 0.0002 6.125 Yes -0.0016 -0.0016
lag 12 t-val 9.8862 4.9917 3.7891 -2.5656
coeff 0.0004 0.0002 5.980 Yes 0.0080 -0.0198 0.4722
t—val 9.9222 5.0749 3.7749 3.0654 -4.1201
coeff 0.0004 0.0002 6.184 Yes -0.0015 0.4320
lag 5 t-val 12.9203 5.8908 3.8326 -3.2672
coeff 0.0004 0.0002 6.084 Yes 0.0072 -0.0182 0.4421
t—val 12.8886 5.9623 3.8528 3.0877 -4.0702
Panel B: B—shares
coeff 0.0005 0.0001 0.1432 Yes -0.0037 0.4169
t-val 7.3207 3.7765 7.5225 -5.3889
lag_12 coeff 0.0005 0.0001 0.1436 Yes -0.0017 -0.0045 0.4236
t-val 6.9908 3.8230 7.5019 -0.6253 -0.8638
coeff 0.0005 0.0001 0.1385 Yes -0.0031 0.3887
t—val 9.7879 4.0497 8.9430 -5.1359
lag_3 coeff 0.0005 0.0001 0.1390 Yes -0.0042 0.0022 0.3944
t-val 9.5921 3.8705 8.8895 —-1.4998 0.4004
Panel C: 180-Index
coeff 4.57E-04 3.75 1.49 Yes -0.002 0.481
lag 12 t-val 8.608 1.605 6.595 -2.480
coeff 0.000 3.74 1.49 Yes 0.004 -0.012 0.490
t—val 8.618 1.621 6.476 1.380 -2.026
coeff 0.001 3.75 1.46 Yes -0.002 0.449
lag 5 t-val 10.960 1.928 7.020 -2914
coeff 0.001 3.76 1.46 Yes 0.004 -0.011 0.459
t—val 10.980 1.943 6.940 1.330 -1.920
TE AR B w2 I H i e AR AR A X (3) TS BRI M 65, 285 AR AR T~ SCEAT W1, LA 4¢3 X0 B s Pk F 28 ) o

12
RV, =64 WMt X, p RV, @NT, 4 (8.0 02 |,
k=1 [

BXHL A% AR 5 SCUNIE SCRT7R o 78 1S A s AT S AN IR AT [0 03, R 5 4 1 0T A B A T 5% Tl 0 22 550 ) 2 1 ( R4 TR
A TEAEAT ELUA, SR 05 X A 3R FEA (1 [BUE R BOM LA F 3 ), 1 R A 2 0 R B (coefl) s 76 AR K B t—val T8, R Avramoyv,
Chordia, and Goyal (2006 ) 1Y) 75 7 A& 1E 4 T 41 5C (cross—section correlations ) - 4% T 53 J7 2% (heteroskedasticity) . ', Panel A
T 72 K A B ETARIREARN KL 365 25 5, Panel B 45T 72 % B B ETA AREAIRIGEE R ; Panel C 45T 161 Z LHIE 18048 B 1k
IF IR B 25 5 Adj—R? R VA RE S 1 R2. T AR TR R (% il 35 VRS 0T LATE 5% R 7K AR 48 BB . O) 40, AT T 1 RS 12
9900k 2l % LA 55 Dk Bl R I RSt (RO T A R IR, FRATT 2N TR0 12 A A IR SR 0 132 RT E Email 1 2 5E R AR I

L TERY 8, 15 5 G0 8, LI T, SR Al A i 8 DS 12 A B R O )
PEES ST
RO LA (R 45.97% IFESET 1 58 R RO RO B i ey AT 53 41, 26
S 11 S T 2 5 R 53 AR E R A7 6 R o T T4 W 7 0 - 5 0 £
ik
XEF BT, A0 12 BN T BLTR S B 0 9 e B 0 % (et
T B B, JEE A AP U5 1T 0 5 A R L 448 B IRV 2 S AR B (thin), 5.5 1
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Mt AR IR AR EE R A BETT IS X R SR A5 SR BT A R IR R AL ] BT 4 B AR X AR B
A A B 32 B AY AN AE T 5 B ook i Al BRI AT AR Y S

XFF 1 E 180 H8HURL 4y MO &, 26 J5 W1 12 B B0 T, W] LA B, I8 8l 1 3E X BR800 ] A
JE Y, M H SR GE 6, BB E R R R T WE S, /NT 0,9 H 6 IKIEL ST
0 MY fBeise , X WL W 1 ik 3 i A X RV T DL SE @958 o3 A7 I il

e AT LU B 5 0 0 5 B0 B0 e R R 00 12 A9 DL T KR SR 45 SR 26, B4 it
SRR AR AR A P A

e 4G AR SCLL No/Ny 9 FEHEBEAT 5 58 AHJE LA Np/Np SEMESEFT B S S50 2 — ey .
JEHAE T Ns/Np +Np/Np~ 1 (BIHE BESTT S bR Ak 2 )5 1) 3K BRI B 22 LR REZ™ A%l 1),

U A g 4

TEARTT b — 0 B FERL 45 R 25 FRATAREL LA FE S5 5 S8 o AT AT R I 5 42

(— ) A& L o 5 A HIE 22 5

MAE 5 J7 18 ERL, BT K38 5 &80T LL4y R 18 58 5 A 5% 28 55 @, Cutler, Poterba , and
Summers(1990) ,De Long, Shleifer, Summers ,and Waldman (1990) B8/ 52 45 i, RI 7E 7 47 47 78 B
BRFEWE T RSS2 # (BE B AE 5 ) W30 R w2 S B0 B 1 3 801, Froot, Scharfstein,
and Stein(1992) 4L T — A2 A 3L F £ BE1T 4 (herding behavior ) (A A | $&AK 15, 43 1)
R BT HR SCHF L SE Gy AR T B PEAE R I AL By RE AR T s X — W, L Avramov,
Chordia,and Goyal (2006)

G — DT, FE A 5 & TR R 38 b 5 Z [ 1 28 5y I3 1) 2 XA A 240 B R AE
Hellwig (1980) frty B & B JH ER B RV G R HUE 58 20 5 28 5 T shA i 1 B8 7~ sz i e s vk . —
BT, I 28 B o i 2k s 5 B SN i B OR B E A Y Skt (AT B A B AT ) IR SR
WAk i 2l B BEAIG , BE B I 28 2 B I HG I, Ab T8 2o S8 S AT ol i SR AR 25 BT A R0 E 1 AR S ik ok
A B, DTN e 2 25 B A ) B JE AN 101 . Wang (1993) BRI WL AH 2] 1T [FIAE 1 4518

Avramov, Chordia, and Goyal (2006 )i\ 4, JCit /2 Hellwig(1980)i4 /& Wang(1993) Wy 5T , # &
WRE ARG 32 o B B 1587 e gl W RIS 28 5 #5 AR 1 %87 e sl i BEWI R 22 5 & (R R 22
5B )V N G5 AT 5 R 28 5 # (38 55 35 ) W AT 225U, AT Avramov , Chordia,and Goyal
(2006 ) HEM S 5 528 5y %5 Sy NG 38 oy & R SE oy 5 AN FINE 28 2y & o BB LR R 58 AT X AR WL L
W Friedman (1953 ) 18348 3], JF R A £ 98 8 8 0 s SEAR S 734 0 1 M ks i I sh M, SR, B 4% ¢
FH) R SAICSL W RE SR T A RRE M, Rk, BERMEAL S FARFE M AR E . Cutler, Poterba, and
Summers (1990) W IA Ay | TE 52 153 #5547 Ry A7 1T 5 B0 g 1) M85 8 3, BV A B 5 98 3 AP TE

A T UEBHX — I, Avramov , Chordia,and Goyal (2006 )i 1 X A~ [R] 28 & #5089 28 55 17 - AH v
VARSI 32 5 1) 55 B i R A £ 2 R A DG R HEAT T IR % 4%, A5 8] T AR W 35 0 SRR AL
o R FRATT S B R B S i ) B A ) 0 Bl | K 5 R U 1% S B R M 4 SR i A
TEANTR] o PR R A b FRATTBUAE B 2R (R R ) 28 2 Je B 4 g (AR 1 %87 iy e sh 1k o 1 e X
XA E TR RS () R 22 &, ISR © FERT I ¢ A BRI £7 | fES2 28 5 (NS, /NT.,)

@ JYELEIIER b HE ] Lee and Ready(1991)f4 5 12 T BE X T4 20 9 31 80T 3 YL 5 i, (L2 33 52 W /s (R i 0.1% ),
JUT- 0T LA 5E 42 22 0%

@ KT AN AR A 5 IR B SIE R IR R 2 %, O P IR SR [ AR R BT M I A 20 SR B X
AR R A AT Z W M,
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£33 XMW EFE T KRGS

‘ b ‘ L2 ‘ @;(x10') ‘ Pi.k ‘ i ‘ i ‘ dis Adj-R?
Panel A: A-shares
coeff 0.0004 0.0002 6.125 Yes -0.0016 0.4597
lag 12 t-val 9.8862 4.9917 3.7891 —-2.5656
coeff 0.0004 0.0002 5.762 Yes 0.0080 -0.0099 | -0.0286 0.4822
t—val 7.7181 5.2496 3.9200 3.1421 -1.8284 | -5.1389
coeff 0.0004 0.0002 6.184 Yes -0.0015 0.4320
t—val 12.9203 5.8908 3.8326 -3.2672
lag_> coeff 0.0004 0.0002 5.896 Yes 0.0071 -0.0084 | -0.0270 0.4513
t-val 9.8439 5.9301 3.9714 3.2649 -1.7539 | -5.8797
Panel B: B—shares
coeff 0.0005 0.0001 0.1432 Yes -0.0037 0.4169 0.4169
lag 12 t—val 7.3207 3.7765 7.5225 -5.3889
coeff 0.0004 0.0001 0.1408 Yes -0.0073 0.0207 -0.0062 0.4313
t—val 5.9875 3.8306 7.3549 -2.7819 3.4935 -1.1889
coeff 0.0005 0.0001 0.1385 Yes -0.0031 0.3887
t—val 9.7879 4.0497 8.9430 -5.1359
lag_> coeff 0.0005 0.0001 0.1368 Yes -0.0048 0.0153 -0.0078 0.4008
t-val 8.4756 4.1002 8.7957 -1.7462 2.6140 -1.3831
Panel C: 180-Index
coeff 4.57E-04 3.75 1.49 Yes -0.002 0.481
t—val 8.608 1.605 6.595 -2.480
lag_12 coeff 0.000 3.96 1.48 Yes 0.005 -0.006 -0.018 0.497
t-val 7.923 1.689 6.458 1.536 -1.069 -3.081
coeff 0.001 3.75 1.46 Yes -0.002 0.449
t—val 10.960 1.928 7.020 -2914
lag_3 coeff 0.000 3.86 1.43 Yes 0.004 -0.006 -0.018 0.465
t-val 9.920 1.960 7.237 1.513 -1.030 -2.916

TE AW B AR B AR A ;k(3)ﬁ'ﬁ"‘fﬂ5ﬁi‘ﬁh;ﬂtliﬁ %F?FE%F'TIK AT LT, D25 6 AR X Bk sl P 2 B ool

12

NS, ,
RV'-l:d)t'*'lI/lMl*";pi.kRVL,H +‘p,NTi,:+ 8,00, NT xDummyg ’>0+8 NTL XDummySM«) Ei it

it

I 5@5‘1%‘ ARG 2 o)

IXCHL A AR Y SCUNIE ST /R o 7 10U A ISP FRATT 5B % AN BB A7 0 2R ) i 77 I A E 4 BRE 5% [l ) 28 B0 49 4 ( R 4 iR
AR AT IS, 2R 5 X A T RE A B [ 3 R B DU AR SE Y ) 1R AR K1 R L (coeff) s 7E AR R B t—val THE B, R Avramov,
Chordia, and Goyal (2006 ) 1Y 75 ¥ 2 & 1F 8 # 1fii A 5C (cross—section correlations ) 3 % T 5 /7 2% (heteroskedasticity ) . H:H1, Panel A
AT 72 FA B EHARREARKIRES R , Panel B 45 T 72 K B I L A RGNS E Panel C 4145 T 161 2 _1IE 180 45 %k

BT R B 25 R 0 Adj—R? Fm RIS 1 R?, JIT A (A ASE 0 A 1 i 2 PR T LAAE 5% K AR 4 FAR 5 Ah  RATTHE I T i A
12 1 04 0% 8 28 LA 58 I 2 R R S v (B2 o T 1 A8 R, FRATT 2200 T 3K 12 A FR AR SRR A 332 T b Email 1) 2 8 5 SR,

VB9 2% FEFEMERI TS DL T | 32 52 53 A7 e I (970 ) B A0 2 15 000 20 9ol O B (B ) #9847, DA
Tt 338 43 330 % L 1 0 R RV ) 3 2 B AT R o R, 8 SR 85835 4 (NS, /NT, ) XDummy, o 3%
B Dummy, -, HWEAE R AE £,=0 W 1, /WK 0558 SCBUERG H N (NS, /NT, ) XDummy, ., ,3X B
Dummy, . FMIAE i TE &,<0 BF R 1, &N 0, v LA B, FRATX R e 55 19 EL8E R - ZE A% L
B 32 0 35 R S F 08 ZE MM AR T R 32 3 I R HNE 22 50 #
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T, FAHE A7 72 (4) i — LS

12

RV, =b+WM~+ X, pi RV, ,+@NT, +
k=1

x;‘l‘t xDummy, -, +8i'2%§{-:2 xDummy, | &t (5)
R 28 5 NAVG S oy

FILUE B FRATEE T B — I B AR U A W g, 858 T A R 4 il S VIS RS RNA% 28 B W 43, 5
T TET BT 22 B0 A X AR, — B, FRATTHUH S, 1+6, » BN T 0, i —25 AT AT U453 A~ 248
FANBCH T, 6, KRG SE B LAABATTREAR 1 ik sl M, DT A 450U 45 DK T 0 Y I
16,6, W sE/NT 05 B R 8, o RARAFINE AL Z &, B LAAATTHE I 1 e sl ik, DT 76 88 &0 45 /N T 0
B L8, » UL /NT 0,

PRI AT LU 2 A0 R = RBOC R 16,1+6, 2<0,68,,1<0,8, <0, A BRI 45 R 3R 3 o,
Panel A ¥ 5 12 IR IR 45 5K 7T LUFE 3,6, 146, , /N T 0,1 H =& W 5/ T 0, 3F HAE St 12
WAE Y, Panel C 2T EAIE 180 5 BAY 45 Rt [RIFE 045 17X —1fBiii.

SR, X T B I, AT LR B #E51 A AL ) ohi Z J5 , Hol s i AR X FR RO AR AR AR 0 3%, X A
R I 3l B XS BR P ME LA S 2 17 ol 58 il e it —20 6, W3 M IE X Ui 7E B RTS8 5 Y
R B SR i T30

AR B BN EEIE R 6, ,<0, 3K 6 B TE A S 45 Sy 7, S 0 & 1 AR A2 B 1
TR 2D N R RIS PRI AE R AR R I A D I R R SR SE S e A IR
RS T AR 2 BT WAL T B st (H 2 B R B BT AR S TEE

W T 5 GO SR B 12 B9 G020, FRATTAS BB 2 4

()P ah 5 “Ab BN (disposition effect)

— MR, ARG E AR Z R T 2o i 25, PR MR AR A R Dy 4 2R ke
(loss aversion) , A /& UL 0% & AN B S B AT A = 4 (0 2 30 A R LS B AT T /) B A X PR 2
SR ERNT W AT F K (2001) & B FE BT A0 4% 0 A A AR B Y <A BN

MNTTT, Kb B RN " TR 3G AN HVE 28 5 AR A% LTI A T Re Sz ) = e s . R FRATT A A
GUE LASE 38 5 Ry B UE B LA AT LAG5 G 10 S w300 0 Ty sl i 5 < Aah 8 3000 ™ HEA T — 1 T A A 00 43
Ze . BAKIWE  FRATH 40T 64 1] A5 A

12

RV, =b+VYM+ Z Pi iRV i+ @NT; 46 o8 11+
k=1

(ai,o+5,-,l

(871 Dummyy,,  —o+0ia Dummyyg,, o )xDummys; , =ox NS, X&; 1+
il
(6/.2 Dumm +6; , Dumm )xD NS, 6
i2 YRet, ., ,=0T0i.2 YRet, ., ,=0 ) XDummye; ,<0X NT XE; 1-1tMi ( )
it

ix , Dummyp,, - il Dummyy,, YR Fontn R W s MW AR B, fERR S 11 BTS2 K
B 17 s i 25 A s , Dummyr,, - M1 s, Dummyy,, R0, Z IR TEIFFE R FRAT e #E T R
AL WA (TR 283 T 37 WA A R R T R AR AL £ ) L DA B AR B A — B

AKX G, FATHR IR (6) b LI sllcts S 45 4, i — 2048 &, 70 i 670 A 67, 48
82 SRR 82 N 8 o Kb RN IR Y FS AW AR S TE I S2 AT S SR AT RESR T AN A
by #0220k KR Wcas oy 0 S2 AT ok BTN EIE 22 2 & 1 P RETE AR B/ o R 4 2R T RAT
AR U .
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£.,20 FlE R 5 & Ret;;11.2=0 miEAELEMR | BRNEEED ol
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£.,<0 Tt % 5 # Ret;;11.2=0 T REES | Bl BEEA dia
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PR, -5 i i 2 B AR X BRABUN—3, BEZAT (870 4871 +67 24672 ) <0, b — 2 W ZAT 871 <64
(FEEZHE/NT 0,103 4 B3 sh 28 (A B8 i) 248 XHE ) DL 672 <6: 2 o

AWK A RN 5 Fros . ATLUE R, N T Panel A M C T E |, 5 AT B B AR 4 — 2, B
A BT B R ECER N T 0, R H B L S8/ T 050 T 67, <67 T, AR ZE S AR B3 1
W T —F AL X T 67, <6, WA AR5 B 09 22 59, FATTAE A LAY [l I3 b gt 47 50 PR A 5
RIA L 0% HEA I T X AR EG I R E X SR T IRATA R,

Xt B B L ERAS 2, 67 >0, X UL AE AR BB AR O IE, Dy SR Bk TR T 52
A2 5 WS 52 5 3 AR it T s P 5671 >0, 3 Ui WA 7oK BUB W45 0 1, D Slic s ol B, AT 32
A H WG S o & WIRIREAR B T I8l I, 53R 4 ARG IR 25 R 2 — S0nd | RIPRAT Sz e SR s %) R 1vg
Loy HEAER Ut 9 IE RSO0 T3 T 38, 6. A BFE T T 0, FATICHk M G2 1 4
87 IX UL AR R B 45 S 67, D slicas o o S 3R AT 32 52 2 WO R 22 9 & A ik 1 e st

Refk L X A W, RSS2 5 B 1 T W e sh v N S S2 Sy g 1 i g e sh v, ik —
A AER B AR 4 IE D Sl g e 0 TE R, SR AT S S B R 22 5 0 I s P I AR E MR ELAR T
AR LEAE R U W A5 O IE , g Sl i BT, SRAT 352 Hh 58 5 9 VT 52 5 3 5 R TR WA 4 O 97, D s i
gt M AE I AT 32 52 5 B9 AN RV 58 55 35 % 5 sl P B0 484 T 2 v T IS A A R T £ O B, D i
g BN AR AT L5 AN RS 2L . X 5 BATH B WA &1,

TG 0 5 B0 005 S 90 12 B DO 2R 0L, FRATT R REAS FEASCR A 2 A

T A

FEATAIUA™ A B2 oA U6 I — T A SO R g M5 4k,

B JVEAGIA T B LSRRI, AHRARRAFTEALGERIF 5T T %, il AR 4
Schwert (1989) ,Jones,Kaul ,and Lipson (1994),Chan and Fong (2000) LA f2 Avramov,Chordia,and
Goyal (2006 ) 1 BIF 5 it 5 I A H P i 931 03 B8 AT 4 39 X0 i s S0 1m0 1 ) B 2 A Sy d8k 2l 3 0 12 1Y)
T IR B BN 58 X Rh 7 A B3R RS 8% HT 5 181 H 3R A5 B A 47, 9805 DL 40
WAL i 1 24 XELVE SRk gl M AR AR i BRI &, A S AKX ) A B EAX (4 HE R .

‘9{,1—k ‘ +QDL'NTL",+ (8i,0+8i,1 ]]\\;?,L L 8,"l,1+7’,jv, (7)

12
‘ Ei, ‘ =+ M+ ; Pik

ANF(5)FN6) Wil T AH R AE B,

FEIXFG LN FRATAF 20 2L 25

55 ARSCHATIRFGR AR T 28 55 5 (38 5 e 8k Ty SRR AE R et i &5 531 b R ATk
K T 28 5 4 AR SRy HEAE 33 RS 56 7 12 1) 45 R S A DX

B = R SCR IR 5 0 12 R (HE S FRATH H Ry 10 REGE 15 REF, 258K %K 2

O HNEE— Rt 5080 5 A SCHA R RE A RS IR, BT LA T 1 35 L, FRATT I A AE SO i 4 E T SR 0 45
1324 0] LLE i Email R,
82




ERRIFIC 0108238

x5 kMR EAERN”

| o | w eaom] p s | a0 | s | an | s AR
Panel A: A—shares
lag 12 | coeff | 0.0004 | 0.0002 | 0.0000 Yes 0.0090 | -0.0120 | -0.0127 | -0.0268 | -0.0337 | 0.4939
t-val | 7.7578 | 5.2224 | 4.1756 3.3935 | -2.4991 | -1.7112 | -3.9701 | -5.6566
lag_5 coeff | 0.0004 | 0.0002 | 0.0000 Yes 0.0080 | -0.0100 | -0.0103 | -0.0260 | —0.0306 | 0.4621
t-val | 10.1153 | 6.0310 | 4.1598 3.3455 | -1.8131 | -1.8385 | -4.8612 | -6.0963

Panel B: B—shares

lag 12 | coeff | 0.0004 | 0.0001 | 0.0000 Yes | -0.0073| 0.0244 | 0.0167 | 0.0029 | -0.0163 | 0.4417

t-val | 6.1809 | 3.5950 | 7.1936 -2.7634 | 3.6064 | 2.9416 | 0.5254 | -2.7883
lag_5 coeff | 0.0005 | 0.0001 | 0.0000 Yes | -0.0046 | 0.0177 | 0.0119 | -0.0009 | -0.0145 | 0.4134
t-val | 8.9848 | 3.9880 | 8.7768 —-1.5804 | 2.5644 | 2.0901 | -0.1078 | -2.7142

Panel C: 180-Index

coeff |4.39E-044.37E-05 1.49 Yes 0.004 | -0.005 | -0.005 | -0.015 | -0.018 | 0.507

lag_12
§ t-val 8.082 1.814 6.710 1.346 | -1.007 | -0.768 | -2.524 | -2.908
e S coeff |4.88E-044.00E-05 1.44 Yes 0.004 | -0.004 | -0.006 | -0.015 | -0.019 | 0.475
a
B t-val 10.103 | 1.962 7.238 1.377 | -0.716 | -1.095 | -2.375 | -2.821

TE AR Bewib 3, 1 e iR Ha 25X (G) 35 SR WU 45, SR 5 AR e N SCHEAT 11T, A28 2 4R X AR P B ME R 3E 5 i

12

RV, =+ WM+ X p iRV, i+ @NT, +8: o1 1+
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AT HEAT [IUA AR 5 X 4 AR AR (1 ]I 2 E0 DL AR OE- 35 R S AR R 1 R HL (coeff) 5 TER L 1Y t-val THH S, RJH Avramov,
Chordia, and Goyal (2006 ) [ J7 % A& 1F 18 # Ifil #H 5¢ (cross—section correlations ) 31 #& T 5 J7 2% (heteroskedasticity ) . H:H, Panel A
e T 72 8 A BB A RIREARRIRERES SR, Panel B 45T 72 %8 B BLETAFIREARRIGINES SR s Panel C 45 T 161 X L1 180 5 ##
JAT RS 25 . Adj—R? Fn R I 1 R? . BT A ARSI R 0 25 PR AR T LAAE S% KT DR A AR, 534 FeAr il 7 I
12 W00 0 8 258 DL 55 I 2 2 R 2t (B2 T 1 A R R FRATT 2206 T X 12 A FR B SRR Y 1525 Tl S Email 1) 2 55 2R,
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IR, A R R FE A n] DLHEAT 1R AR S 18] 1) 25 ¢ TR D 52 BT i OB 1) ml A5 FRATT AR A
W] EEAE TE I3, BT ABCA 70 B AN R R AR S HE AT 25 %52 I A , AR SCH A 36 KR Jmg BR T 44 T
(I O, 7645 5 R0 v] DIARTS I ] DLS 48— T BB T P R A R AR IO 2598

Y

7N\ /nlb

K HH A2 52 B I BE A SCNSE B el 1) s XS PR L ALBJBEES H A SRR AR AT
WSS o A B 45 SR AW, 2 5 B 30 3 ] AR G4 418 8 1l e i 90 8 ) =l o ks o, i L 3o o= 6 ik
BIAETE 3 B AR AL 32 R S S AT N RERS 8 A MR A T 3 v S R AR XEAR BN % T BB
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