o
BiMAEN kT 5 B BYRRE € T v
WO 8

WIREENCBIT D7 47 3 » 7 1o REWE © % {1k, \Hp@P% random
walk hypothesis % % ¢ 5 CRE I TR, Fiul tBA0kf2 P>,
t—1 R COkKffia P>(t—1) &35 L%

X(H=P(H—P(—1) (1)
BB

X()=log P(H)—log P(1—1) )
PEVEFHERBECTEL S L\ 0 FR, ThobbHEORMAHER L, By
BoEL o HRBEL LTREAINR TV EVIHIEREYBETETHLOT
»bo

ZOfE O RFUL, BEHE O TS L B0 L LT, 1900 &,
Bachelier [1] 12 X » CE U TEMNIDOTH H D, $iT 1953 4,
Kendall [4] 2208 EEHOKMR RN L DOE 1 BEL L - TOL sk
RINORTIHEBIRED, 4 DBE, BRECHI-» THEFECBELI LD &
ERLTHD, ZORHED < - THFRH, HETHNLSHRCEES R AICAT
ehha X 5851,

HmRCE T, TREPFNREETSCRsT 5 MyIEOHIAF (expecta-
tion) 10 ESLKTEIFEREN D, &5 LRy, HBEMEHRILORE AR
DIFFEL L TEHTAENEBLICBETHD, 25 LI AATOET L
%L Osborne [57, [6], Cootner [2] &2 X » CRALI, HHADOHRE
OWT LB X A SO T & B specify B A\ L refine L7-T¥
DEFADRHEEIN T D, ABCZBOE T VT 5 HEHIRIED/E
ELfFlebhTuw5b,
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m

BT Tid Z 5 LICERE LY L - TEE I TRV 2HEHIR
AR, ESSr vV R LERBINEB O HFECH B ORISR, b
K BETORMNCHELXERL 2308550, thbd T2
BRMEBY O h CEBHICAR N7 X 5 70 EIK T random walk #708) & % 7R
SBRRELRHEY ED TS5 L0 BRTIEL, £<OBE, RECHL T
BEEENERELEOLLTVD L5 TH D,

ETATIH LICHIFIRRIEDS < 1%, %X Kendall[ 4], Cootner [2],
Granger-Morgenstern [3] HZ B b b L 51, WEiOBREEH 5\ L%
hEDLRHED, Al XAROMBER R RE LTI ibh TV 5, M
BREMO, H5VEEEIENCRCOCTHRACTRIC L &SV TAHEB R
ExXTTZLATELIBREOKRHNRB L BV IR OWT, KEOEE)
EFRTHLENTELLOCOSMBBYHCBVTOMLILS ET5RD,
COXSHHM E HRICBLEZLILHAAERKLOTH S, KiH,
Bachelier [1], Osborne [57, [6] %0 € FAXEE LT\ 5 BEHSORE
LBSTHB L LTOMBELRIET S V) L5 BACE, chiadT Ll
KRBT LD TH D LT TVHEL -,

E\W D DLk, HIfiRRFIOE 1 E X)) OHEOEN, FAxEHCER
o

X@®=pXU—1D+& (3)
{HL
lp|<1, E(&)=0, E(&)=0? E(sb-sp:o, txv
EVOHE LTV HABATIL, BERAOMBE R THIET S EE, 20X

5 e REIRRIC X 32 X(H) 0 BTHEBIREUL o BT OAHEL ¥3
FTNEL D, HEDMIBERSOMRSE /D L £+ %4 random
walk hypothesis X LT L 0V BEMSERLZR LB/ A Z EVTFAER
hanbThbo

25 LR ER L TAB T, BNESD [HTESHI ELBM3IsE
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W BRI OMEM2IE 1 Bh BITEE12 AR ¥ COHRMIC I 7o 5 BOREESF IS [T
&5 1 B L% 225 FsA O B B O BMISFIRERE R TID D & o 1c L D 1 B
RN GRE LT, T7bbBERAOMRE G B X B LTRY) -
7z HE DO REER DRy R IV O THEH S HT 2R A, bAEDOERTHHIC
T random walk hypothesis 23 DOBEEIN TV E0 D TR
HZ LT LT\,

R ZONKH THEB L SHEBL, NMEFRHEL V£~ OKITAC-
S000 H } BAKABEI &+ v & —» HITAC-5020 Th b, T v /35 A1
EHHTER L LDOE V72,

1. k@D X 570 random walk hypothesis REEZ D & T 2% FEFM
WOME DB T Icbhic b5 2 Ea, BEIRFORIFLXMA
BtV £ I TARTIE, HHBE U ET5 L hHEA L specification
=T b T, HEDOR BOEr B EFBBELH S o T2 AR
LTEuh e 0 SRR E L D TOFHERAR TR, A7 P A4
FHEZ 5 LEBBRCER O HFTEDO—2TH b,

W7 EEBBIARZ P ASHOBE T LiX LiIE white noise L\~ 5 4
TEF T\ %, % LT white noise ® power spectram DA, BEEK
AR L 5o L EKPERERTREIND LW 2k {AabhTnb
ZATHbHo

T Fig. 1 11 4« DKMEELORRT, Teb bR

X=P)—-P(—-1)
LW S THORRINCONT, BEEH % 0 A EHE 2 H 300 A EH ¥ TKX
¥ o7, &BEEKECo T Tukey=Hanning ®FE (2 DHELZDOWT
IR [8] 22X hi\) THESE L7z power spectrum DA% R To
M| BEATIEIFFEI0HTHE71D, Thick s ThhvbilulikE 2
EECTORMYL - BREE* L LY FbABIh R ThRETS L
DIERETH Do PRITH|\ Tz IKPHRIL power spectrum DFHEZR L,
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X(t) 7% white noise TH% & Lict ZOHRMEE L TD power spectrum
DRFrRbLTEEZL TI Ve ZO LTI\ 22 KOKFPHITL ETISED
BEBRARTLOTH %, 4
EREOBEM) L 5BRTNICOWTARZ F ASHEFRS &, Fh
DEEMY LEBORTIA D E VM IR RFTH 2 HBATL, RIIHEEK
BT RTORETLT LY 0 E7hbld Tikisl /v B, white noise DB
smiy power spectrum 73Afi & [F— power spectrum S nE Hbh b I &
i3 & A LT, RPN white noise 2 E 2 TIWEBATL, D power
spectrum (12 DKRIH R ET O FEHEBEF T % » TFHF L HOCTRA
AT HDORBETH Do LIz THHEERIIIZOWTHE B/ power
spectrum DA\ T, power spectrum 2 FHRA 2 RIBICROH L
TWHRBEEHE 0, FEEBAYH T84/ power spectrum 73
BONCAEEEOERY, GEERZBL L CESCLVEHETES
BATix, ZoBRINLIZIE white noise [T EVERDO LD THDH EE 2T
EX 2o biadic Fig 2 XBTHHABTRE I/ 3,320 AOERE
B0 BRFINEERFE LI LT IR m AR 7 P ADHOERTH %o
L AT Fig. 1 #R % LRS5O power spectrum (IR R DFITIX
¥ - TCHkbh, power spectrum ffi@fzﬁ%ai ZORANBIXAE LTV EEEK
W OAHCRY LI E VSR D TIE, bhub i ORRFIIE—F, white noise
D THNL DT o T b, FHZEHEERYRE L, o efivy -
7 %7 LCHEB LT\ % power spectrum 737c\v &5 = k1%, = OBR7FI
P RPEH Y S LoD THELI AR L TR, F-BRK
0 DR EHF T power spectrum 3 ¥ — 27 & -3 o T g\ LW HHE
X, PUYVYFBARAVII I TPV YFEZIAILIRTVS 2L D EVE
MOBPEBOHFLECH LTLEBENTHL I EHTRETEHLDEE T X
Vo TODZEHEBA, BMTARMEAMECLTWS0E0HE, TR
RS EBETH D, V5D, £YTVHELES T OBERINTIT YR,
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BMELEOER X2 AMNEDOEEY, FHINLZ LOFRELT
HUBEINLZ LSV BBELTL, PRI DLTHD, EOEE
125 LERE D RN Tbh R THEINE S M ELnEL
T, ZO®BORIZER, random 7Y & PIRECHEN I DR ETIIFEL
TV WEWS ZEHRLTWADTH D,

L2l Fig. 1 #2041 CEcR2 L, 150 AEER % B i< £330
DR BHIR T35 % L[l % power spectrum % 4 O RFEEH 23 5
% FE % power spectrum % 4,24, DX h %<, o HA N ERFERC K
WEeBEE B> T WL, FESTIE BT FEH % TR
power spectrum O FH EEB LD L DIEHMNTE L, BREFHE DT
P BN E - T\ b, T78d>h power spectrum D 43AfiLi>d
MM BEED OFARFZLTVEDTH D, 7o LNCFRITE L DO
B RFITHEI NS X 5 BRLAHO L O Tikiwsy, 150 ARBHE YR
ETAHIORRINEDIZAZED LILDTH-T, ThrE 7o EH/L
EHZERBYLIIEDbRIT V., FLTIODOZ X, bivbhaif§i: power
spectrum O/ HAiAY, white noise D FR T, B TECERE
DHERBBEO LN TR 2LV S BAREMCELDTH D, Z DEEMIC
B2 D10, KIZRTIHBIRE ALK LTARE 5, |

Table 1 (31 KRH 525K E TORIHEBIRE %, ivi>h D BMFHH(E
BIEERAINCOVCTHAELEHERTHY, Wbhbdbaver s akEb
TLOTHB. 2 hLORFHEBIRKEIL A= b ASFOREY & LTES
h, EEZIZ300KETOLONFHEINTWDR, Z 2 TRABEOLEK
BRI LOPEE 5TV 525K E TOHET Lo

RIHBERE O EREL, 2T 272 h NEs LILVLEDBE,
sample size VKX L-OT, ZhLOEBEBREOEEHIILTLLEL 2w
DTH5, Table 1 TRIVEARIBBOBMIZRE LIz« LW 588, 0D
fABARE A 0.5 % DHFAKEETRHABIREK A 0 TH D &\ 5 REIRPLIH L
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Table 1. Serial Correlation Coefficients of X(¢)=P(t) — P(¢-1)

T ;t,t+'r T ;L,t+-r T f;&,t-l--r

i 0.15062 * % % 10 0.00691 19 —0.02769

2 0.01132 11 0.02874 20 —0.01207

3 —0.00193 12 0.02622 21 0.00457

4 0.04625 * % % 13 0.05208 * x % 22 0.07826 * %%
5 0.06029 * %% 14 0.02157 23 0.01286

6 0.04370 * % 15 0.00255 24 —0.03602

7 —0.02017 i 16 0.01367 25 —0.05547 % % %
8 0.00375 17 0.06675 * ¥

9 0.03550 * 18 0.02728

THRLBDIEXFRTEETH D, BT 1 RORFIHBEREOAEY
BRFELLBVLOT, ZHTBEMCERTE L,
2. HEnHEELEBRL Thhbiul, t HOMBEL (—1 BOMKE
b KELTBR, T7obb
X(=pX(@—1)+&
TRINDEACERBOBELBL TETSL LE2, RTINS
EM)=X{)—pX(t—1) (4)
0L 5T, ZOBERY E(H) 7 white noise |Z7c 5 T B E 5 %K
BRLTARBZER L 50 & ZTik, Table 1 THLAZHMFTL ESWT
p=0.15 LBV THWERAE D, (EW) DFEEEMD T O &o3E
BRI TEINTED, o132 X(O O 1 ROKBFTHEBEBERCEL
WELT X))

Fig. 3 X8R50 E(f) » power spectrum HHRTH B BROZ &
b, T TR ERT X)) 0B/ Rohik £ o Has sk -
T, power spectrum (J(ZITKFZHHL T 5b, T IO X STHMHINTE
BANIEERE LT, BRABEEIR (273 AREH) EELB»%5HL
OBECERZC—~2 2341, ), KR X&) OFB/ZR SR ERK
BHBOEOSNHh DO~ 27D L0 D DL ONEEBRFOPITINE S Z LIT



KAk 2CREM €T+ (FE)D — 33 —

Tt ontco AEOMER & LTt Fig. 3 |1 white noise IZh7s v & V&
RLTWBEESTEINAD, L Fig 2 w85 L FEER O s
power spectrum 23T\ 5 REEH O BuIe£ <, EW@ 2307 E b
BTHEBR CTREIPLRLUAL L F UBEC s\ T5E47 white noise T
BHEEVYIHZ LLTERR

Table 2 11 = DEERT] E() ©2oLTORFIHBFEE A Table 1 LR L
KR TTRLELDTH Do BEMIT 1 RORFIMEBIL Z ORZERFITIIHE L
TWAD, 2R Y ERORIIEBMREC IS E DEVWEEBERIZL T
W ENBHTEREIND, DL L FRYRDOZ LT, BROARTIE
BIREIC et e 5128, W Lo T 1 RORBFIHEOEEYBRETHZ &
DRRV|MET L8 2 21k, BRPNTILFZHCHERATEDS, LLTI O L
BRORFIHBE BB ORICIL, TOMMEZ £ 1 RDOEH L DIXDNIT/HE
WEIREZ, A EL 0SB EVIBDTHEEDEEKETHEE LS L
DH, EBEFELTWDDTH b,

b Lbiubha X ) white noise IZEWVEERSI 2 8L 5 & KT Db
W, chboBEBRRIIMAEOHRYERLLFLVETAEZEL LI N
DELILDHTHH 5,

Table 2. Serial Correlation Coefficients of E(#) =X(¢)—-pX(t-1)
where p=0.15

T ;n,c+r T ;;z,m- T ;n.c+¢

1 0.00230 10 —0.00275 | 19 —0.03165

2 -—0.01089 11 0.02534 20 —0.00880

3 —0.01082 12 0.01499 21 —0.00548

4 0.03927 * 13 0.04690 * % % 22 0.07911 * %%
5 0.04910 | *# =+ 14 0.01434 23 0.00691

6 0.03952 | » 15 —0.03044 24 —0.03134

7 —0.02835 16 0.00375 25 —0.05389 * % %
8 0.00137 17 0.06342 * %%

9 0.03537 | = || 18 0.02274
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3. Lo LLEENKFEDO—DL LT
XW=04+0X(t=D+ 0 X(t=2D)+ ... 40, X(#=7)+ &
EWVOTRDETVERE L TRPN_REXER TSI LTH S,

LA LZIDX 5T L THEINCERDRAEZESOBED 2 Hh =X s
BLTWBEE2 DT, ¥V FOBE, RERBIIAXZ
SHDOERNOLEZ TAHAT, HYENLOTKRABTHA S Z L LER LT
AU T B\,

25 LBop=E 70 implication (3BIFE O MifEZEL 2% B I hiclEh
(distributed lags) % 4, » TBRDOEFWOMBEC KET 5 L5 2 & T
HHH, BEOMBIEK L), Thr b bTREIZEBOFTEBNERECD XS
A A=A LT L DL ST LI, BTENWIRA KD LELZE I S5IZE
bbb, BLAVHEFSEHENEBLRADIL, FFEIFERAOMBEI L
E LI 2 EBE 1 BROMBELE ¥DbeHEr TIEEXTFRIL, FEH i
DEWVWIRD OREXFTLOEVIBDOAHI=ALTHY, Z5 LITEIDOHH
R & L TBECMRENS, BROGHNMBELL X RFOMKEL L
WRFLTEEDEVWIOTDETATHAS S,

Z ZCik Table 2 T2 KR E 3KRDORFIEBERESA T, TOMEINTIEHL
Wk, ERR4R, SR, 6 RORFIVEBRREL B L CTABERIEOHBEY
AL, ThBDfEL FFEERE AL LTIV ERZEFRL,
RDOEHSIETALZREF L TARIZV, Thbb

XM= X(—1)—p{X(#—2)+ X (1= 3D}
+0{ X (=) + Xt~ 5+ X(#—=6)} +& (5)

0<p1, P2, p3<<1

X(t—2)+X(t=3)=P(—=2)—P(i—4)
X(U=DH+X(U=5)+X(t—6)=P(—4)—-P(t—T7)



BifiZghc x> 2gcm@ies o (@)D — 35 —

THHb, SIS E»DOHBCHT COMMKBELY, 4HOMERAIEH
b4 BT TOMBER LB —HRCEL X5 factor, FEH ¥ CTOM
%2 Ao A4 U@ b & imic B X 5 factor, 3 X O'—HERE
H ¥ CO#@% 3 BROMKREL L A—THicE(L 3¢ factor & D FEMHER
MOEFDLLELDETFATHD, 2OEFALRZLT, BEHCHEERE T
EEEEFEATHZEIC L 5,

Z =Tk Table 2 #RR1L T, AAIZ

pm=0.15, p3=0.02, p3=0.05
ERVT, BERT
EM=X{-nXU=D+0A{X(t=2)+X(t—3)}
— 03 {X(t— )+ X(—-5)+X(1—6))} 6)

ZOWT, WEFEFTERABONDAHEIEL Thizo

ARy Y AGHOFERIL Fig. 4 IR I T\ 5%, power spectrum O FA
BEER/MELEDERE S THRBEIL XD T 5, Fig. 3 128~ 5% L Fig. 4
Tid power spectrum DAL EALHLIN TR D, TORH TIHERERT
E(H 3\>» % 5 white noise [ MERDO LD - TV A X 3 ITEBELR
Ho FIRTIHBERE AR LIz Table 32 B2 L, 6Kk TCOEKDRFIMA
BARBMOBBHIZSKET L TED, ZO&TLEZED white noise fy7g
BWRIIEE > TW5 XI5 Bbh b, La LFICER L factor (2Af X
Nnicr=A b p, 03 1% oL ITENRNILD NI WL DTH DD, BYROZ &
e @)D 1 kD HEEEE T A DBSITH, L TE%ED white noise f7cik
WOMEDIZLBLAABEFER LD TILL L,

¥ /- Fig. 3, Fig. 4 L Fig. 1 } #H#& 1L THA % &, power spectrum D
BREZEEAEE > Tt bW S ERCLFER S it Zhid X3
DAL HEEFREE T AT KT 2RETHMEDIZEALEEDRE VS EF
RaeRbLT%, 2 ) ZhbZ o0 ACEIRE € 7 v OFENZ RER
Bk o CHfiT 5 & ThE, ZORBHIZELENLDLALI % E
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Table 3. Serial Correlation Coefficients of
E(®) =X(t) ~pX(t—1) + po{ X (¢ —2) + X(t — 3)}
—03{X(t—4) + X(t—-5)+X(¢-6)}
where p1=0.15, pg=0.02, p3=0.05

T —l t.t+7 I T Ot,t4r T . Ptt4r

1 0.00041 10 —0.01000 19 —0.02832

2 0.00964 11 0.01952 20 —0.00325

3 0.01194 12 0.01029 21 —0.00771

4 —0.01007 13 0.04543 * % % 22 0.07117 * %%
5 —0.01174 14 0.01637 23 0.00126

6 —0.01920 15 —0.00133 24 —0.02963

7 —0.03849 ® 16 —0.00094 25 —0.04852 * %%
8 —0.00268 l 17 0.05480 * %%

9 0.02949 } 18 0.01609

W EDRRINT BT TH D, LA L power spectrum O3 AFiC-DU>
Tl BBRCRB I 52ER, 7oL 21X Fig. 1 & Fig 4 L #B/ L &

CERINSERIRPIVERTELVIICEDLR, chboETEGR
EFANERETS LS BTGB AREIEOFTBOFEEL F1-BET
HZEIRETHA S,

Thbb, HLEfHTRsVCTERN LS HBCHT UEEAER L Tuh
EEOGHENL, KT LTUAREGEY HEVT 5% & 5 RAICITE T 5 53,
BIOZR LD IHBTRETHEEIIBTE TH 22, HRCENORIE
B PHELT, R TO 2 HREOMBELAIED & 211, B HOffKRILT
MBECOFRUHAILTT, THHEIL, FOBETILE - HEIT 555 #H,
EIZEh R 3 B TR 25 ERLTUWAATHBLTLSEhEERL
T, FRALTVHIEY, TBRELTVWIIETESD W5 HE|#H, ch b5
ENGATH BME—ANTFROBTINHDBEDR 5 E I DB O/
BERAERE L CEM Yy =1 b TRHAL THEMELTEIREY & 50035
ELT, I LEPEESFELT, L Ih bORGIEI ER
BRI 5 RTORBA L L LV O ERT, MEHL L
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TOREEZRL T2 EVOIHEOFEL, BRICIBETE LWL W1DZ
XU LD WERIITABL TSI TH 5,

4. L2 LBEDXScACEFHEE FADOEAILL » T, MBE(LOK
FRINCE F T /o systematic 7 BEINKESICEHHAINICEE LD E W
HRUL, DI BRI ND BWRNRHH D5, Table 3 #FR% L, 13K,
17 R, 221K, 25 ROBRFIEBMRBIIERE LT EHEEOHEBEXR L Tk
D, BIEACERE FALOBEAT L - T ik o8l Shic\ systematic
factor WHEEL 9D LN THE ST b, f_/’hroé‘i B LTHEERTIDO
white noise L L TOLMEMNEBLZRENCEILIBECEERLO L
s TWDBTHAI o ZOREF =y 72 T512DIC, 2 TikE (tun) D%y
T 2N T DBBRAYFT e » Tl

Table 4, Table 5, Table 6 |3 F+ I FIERT

X(H=P(H-P(-1)
BERT

E(H=X({—pX(t—-1), p=0.15
BIU

E(MD=X()—0X({—1)+p{X -2+ X(—3)}

—03{ X(—D+ X(=5)+ X(t—6)},

m=0.15, p,=0.02, p3=0.05
CDOWTEBDOEBOLDYE YL LD, FH% LRl T3 L0%+, TH
TWbL0%—& LTEOGMERDICKERT, EHROFILIT L - THERE
NICLOPHEORX, 20 f TERINLLOIBEINLHICTHES
DEOER, $35 fixt, P A—HRCHLCRDPIS L EE LB
ODEOBREREFL, fEfenbEafledELT 2 &2, HE
EREXBZ/-Thbo

BERFIC O LTI 222 114.22 b 2L, 0.5% O FEKE CHIETS
critical value 7322.0 THAHZ L7 bE 2T, ZhiibFHCLREFCRE
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Table 4. Distribution of Runs
X()=P(t)—P(—-1)
L| f foolu=puif L | s Foolu=pus
1 611 826.75 55.3 6 43 25.80 11.5
2 328 413.25 17.2 7 17 12.89 1.3
3 208 206.56 0.0 8 13 6.45 6.7
4 99 103.24 0.2 O~ 15 6.28 10.5
) 76 51.61 11.5 =t 1,410 1,652.83 114.2
22=1142 »2$=8(.005)=22.0
Table 5. Distribution of Runs
E@)=X({)—-pX(—1)
where p=015
L f f -HYf| L / f -/ f
1 747 827 7.74 6 32 26 1.38
2 373 413 3.87 7 10 13 0.69
3 216 207 0.39 8 9 6 1.50
4 110 103 0.48 O~ 9 6 1.50
S 61 52 1.56 =t 1,567 1,653 19.11
22=19.11 22$=8(.025)=17.53
Table 6. Distribution of Runs
E() =mX(t—1) + pp{X(t—2) +X(1—3)}
— o3{X(t—4) + X (1—5) +X(1—6)}
where p;=0.15, p2=0.02, p3=0,05
L S f F=H¥f| L f S F=DYf
1 760 823 4.82 6 41 26 8.65
2 383 411 1.91 7 13 13 0.00
3 182 206 2.80 8 10 6 2.67
4 106 103 0.09 9~ 9 6 1.50
5 61 52 1.56 zt 1,565 1,646 24.00

22=24.00 22$=8(.01)=20.1 x2¢=8(.005)=22.0
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BETHD, THICEND L ZOoDKERIITE, ¥ XrhZri19.11,
24.0k 7, BEELBIVNLRONS, 2O b ED X5 A HCEIRE
ETNADEAIL L - T, RARFICE T/ systematic factor 2375759
BRACE DH IR TV A &b, KB IRBLD X OfELTHHRL
THRMNI BT Z Lk, BB S BOHFEKET, BE0.5%D
HRKETENEFNERB LA ENDBLELNLTH Do

LIATARZ PV HR ave 760 LETIIEREN -4 5 white
noise {E-S\ e Rz o BIEETERE T ADKH, HOSHDOERE
BRETIE XEMTAHEV50L —REBRLCER LA S22 50 bahia o
BT hUL, REEREDOOMOIENHYE (R XO BHEOSMC LI
WrdB) CEETHLOTHD, LWEDHAE TS LK THOBRELF /S
S DILBHECE S LIEL RV DTH Do TinbbFHIHToREXT
NOBETL ELILDBED BROF» AL B0 BRIV L,
sample size 23778 h REWZ EMmbEZ T, ThbDORRFIOSHEIF
HOELDICEANKHTH D ETHDIHEY T, HONHOHEAERE
2O LcBh, PRECHTLHRELY L > THLIRETH LD TH
o THTHIUEZDDBEELEL P XL 5D LPATHETCTHY, %
EEECERE 7 AT BT 5REOSMOIERNHEX 1 KO ERE T
NEBFHENRIDLBE LTV DH I ENDAT, BEHDHERBE FLOR
B TAEDOHHADO XL 1RO EHEEIFETADFZNIC\ o 55T\ E
By BHENEER LD XESENMELZRT LD 5 EFEIND,

LTI EfTlebliholc 2 EXIEMSETHEA L LTUL, HEMEED
fE S AT oc e, THETLBTEFEREME L XUz ERMEN
B LDTHEL, 7 v s I AMERNTREERERLOTLIRVD
T, ULAEEDRERBLE o HN LWL TH Do 1275, WEDOHE, o
MOFEHNFEEBFECERCLTYL, FHELBRELDEIZHIEZ LR
XL DOTIH/L, ML THEHOERKII+DHEL —DHELA/FH LB TRE
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NTDE0E, Thifried 2ttt ORI ZTEE REL DI
LW AES ST T (RIS

5. Osborne [5] o€ FAL@QRT b b

X()=log P(H)—log P(t—1)

WHNLERTH - T, 122 X(O) OFHNERIHTHHZ ExTERT DL
DTHbBo

Fig. 5{ibhbhDF —~ 2120 T ZOHOBERFIL DD, A7 b
DHETIRSICHERYRT LD TH Do NEEHRDOKR L LT power spec-
trum DPEKEGTELL TV50, TOHEMMeHFFDO %2 vid Fig. 1 &
FEAERE bty LIch o T F F THEMAMEEORRINIC OV TR
RT3k EIEFDF F 20 Osborne B F A2 T L E 2 HbITT,
FoOThABEKICHE AL TX Y plausible THAZMEVDZ &Y, bt
NOSWEERIET L TIHME TE 2\,

Osborne HHIZ & » Cik, WEBHBOTLBES L AR LOEHRCHT 5
THORICHBE TS5 Weber=Fechner DN,

X(O)=1log(P(H)/P(1—1))

DIERAATHD  Lu2ERETHIENRETHLIDLEA, bhibhDnH
Tk, ZOPMBLEOEMILMBEOANML HVERSMACLY RSERT S
EWOREBIRBTEeh oo

6. B L%, HBE O @ZEE 1 b1 E O HBE ¢ random walk
hypothesis B EiRT % & 5 MMV EFHABEVEIE 2R LTEY, 2511
7z random walk {7 ffifR B LAMERE(L 2E DB X DOp T HD 5 HEL K
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Fig. 1 Power Spectrum of X(#) =P(¢) —P(t—1)
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Fig. 2 Power Spectrum of Normally Distributed 3320 Random Numbers
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Fig. 3 Power Spectrum of E(f)=X(f) —pX({—1) where p=0.15
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Fig. 4 Power Spectrum of E(%) =X()~o X@=1) + po{X(#—2) + X(¢—3)} — ps{X (1 —4) + X(t—5) + X (¢ —6)}
where p1=0.15, p2=0.02, p3=0.05
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Fig. 5 Power Spectrum of X(#)=log P(t)—log P(t—1)
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