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A Study on Stationarity and Ergodicity in GARCH Models

Miyata Yoichi

Summary

This paper surveys typical properties of strict stationarity and ergodicity in the GARCH process.
This paper specifically supplements what has not been fully demonstrated yet through the process

to define causality and prove the existence of strong stationary solutions.

1T LB

Engle (1982) 12X D 4gF 3172 ARCH (AutoRegressive Conditional Heteroskedastic) &7 )V,
B X U Bollerslev (1986) 2 & g & 1172 GARCH (Generalized ARCH) €7 Vi, 774~
ARERHNGHINC BV CTLLFH SN TS, GARCH E7VICBWTIE, £LD#EV 7 b (R,
EViews, SAS, TSP % &) IZHESN T WD 720, & BFEEOERBEAGE SO LR TIEHES 12
EXAT) TN TE D, —HT, HEROHEMWILE CH#ERT 206, EFM, TV IT—FErs
DL EE D, FEGEEICEL T, TOEHR, THEPEEICIVDLELZGE)
HbH. TOOERRTIE, IhFTHEEINSZ GARCH €7 NVOMEFME, T T— FEICET
LAEREMAL, BETETHICHH SN TW R WEFNIZOWTOREEZIT) . W, O %M
U, N={1,2,3,.. .} A% LehoEs, No={0,1,2,3,..},Z={--,-1,0,1,---}," &
FHloEE EL, &L 3ERLERT 2S5 LT 5. M9HI2GARCH £ 7L 2 E%T 5.
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FE1 KT 4T 1 B (01)ez & FEOME B (€)ez 12 GARCH (p,q) Jf

€ = Oy, (teZ) (1)
p q

o = ap+ Zﬂjaf_j + Zaie?_i, (tez) (2)
j=1 i=1

22T (M)tez % IS TR —A0 I2HEV, BIRHE 0, 81 O EBMEMEREROY (5%
() ~ IID(0,1) kg5 %), @i >0,8>20,a0>0%53.

(01)tez & FrofEEAE (e)tez 1$ GARCH (p, q) TH DI &%, 4fkid(e)iezid GARCH (p,
q) #FE, &L <X GARCH (p,q) EF IV EEMET D, KIZ d ZREEENZ bV oG (Xe)ez (23t
THMERMEEEHT L.

THE2 GATEM (strict stationary)) FEZ0k, bz LT, (X}, X)) & (X p - Xhpp)
I ARG 2 Fo L &, F (Xe)ez IFHMEHTH D L.

GARCH 8#213, Bl S5 MELEHE GO (€)ez ITMA T, B SR (00)ez 75
BSND T LIRS LR UE R S v, 2070, GARCH &7 VI 2 s thidms, L
TOXH)IEREING.

EFE3 (GREEAE : Straumann 2005 Theorem 3.3.1, Bougerol and Picard 1992, p115) GARCH (p,
Q B (1), (2) EmewEmsio L sy Moy (e, o)z BHEELT, () (1) 2
D (2) ®iT. (i) 7 (e, 0t)rez (SHRTEH .

E#FE 4 (AR (Causality) : Lindner 2009 p44) GARCH (p, q) &7 IVIEHEK g}ot B
(Nt—s)sen DT H D, 922 (M—s)seN 2L VKR EN D 0 IIEEICE L TTHTH 5.

ZOE#E Lindner (2009) IZBWTRHHEN TS, b LIOEHROERTHRENTH S &
&, €13 (M—s)seno DBIETH Y, (h—s)semo 2 & VAW SN2 0 kg 0 (s, s € No) 1xt
LTl & 7% 4. Z1id Brockwell and Davis (1991) p83DEMR TP TH S Z L ZERL T
% . %72 Brockwell and Davis O H D% F L, Francq and Zakoian (2010) T, JEFHAY
(nonanticipative) ! £ A CTWw 5. L7 L Bougerol and Picard (1992b) Ti&, %Iz 1¥ GARCH
(2,2) TFMEBVTUE, (07,6) WWRROA 7 <=2 3 ¥ (hen)hen 2 S S N5 & 5 K

1 nonanticipative |2 LTI, #U45HRE RO A LN TE LD o7, ZD0H, TOHKRELFRIE K TR WITHE
Whd 5.
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EMNL e e B & ZIWZIETHIREATH A, e s L CTIIEFICTBTWSAY, 2 2 Tld Lindner
(2009) THZOLNTWALREMOERZIRHT 5.

F%5 (A% @AM 1985 pp.1-2) LED teZ 23 LT, Pwe QXi(w) =Y (w)) =10k
X R M ob] (Xiez & (Yo)iez ZAETH B LD .

WwE1 Xez & Yihez BAE L d BEREBRLETZ. 2ok &, Xz 35T
# = (Yi)tez 1380058

AR ¢ B(RFX) (E REXAIZBIF B RUVESTRET . ZO, £50 By € BRMY) 123 L <,

P((Y',...,Y}) € Brg) = P((X],...,X})" € Bra)
= P((X - Xisn) € Bra)
= P((Yiins - Yiin) € Bra)

FoTERIIR SN O

BWEH2 Xz = Xoyy ooy Xehter WHREHETHE S, EHOI=1,,pIH LT, (Xo)ez

IR E .
RERR  JESA A % SR BRI D LB BFTIERHNI3T § A R @it 2 v iuid v, [0
2 GARCH (1,1) 5L

WAIZLLFD GARCH (1, 1) EFNVICBITAEBERRIZOVTIRRS,

€t = O, (3)

o7 = g+ Boi, +ael_y, (4)

zoc(my) ~I1ID(0,1),0a>0,>0,0>0+42. 22T (3) % (4) RXIHATLZLT

ol =ag+ (B+ani 1)of (5)
————

a(ni—1) &<
Eh. WMIZGARCH (1, 1) EFVOMEEHEICHT 2EMHE 52 5.
E3# 3 (Francq and Zakoian 2010 p24 Theorem 2.1)

v = Ellog{an? + B}l 42, —c0<y<0=>
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(i) DFCgend heid (5) Ot i), BEALELLIANRT 2, $hbb
ht={1+Za(nt_1)---a(m_i)}a0E(O,oo) a.s. (6)
i=1

(i) &=Vhm 2k Ve SN2 (E)eez 13, GARCH (1, 1) 5V (3), (4) 2B
JrEaDMERD, T2 (&) I3—EIIELY, MEFE LS.

(iii) (i) @ (€)ez BRPHTH Y, O T— P2,
F7-720h2 a9 >0=GARCH (1,1) EFNIT 2MEHMIIIEEL 2\,

EH 1 OFPIZ BT, Francqg and Zakoian (2010) & (5) OfF (hi)iez O EEE M % AW
T, E)OBREFUEEZRLTVL. $72 (5) O (Miezd—BEWEZRT LT, WEHMR
(€, VIa)iez, b L <13 (E)tez O—BHEAR LTV A S LIEEASLTEE 25, 2 £,
“(ha)tezd (5) O—HEW %= (&, Vh)iez &, GARCH (1,1) 7NV (3), (4) O—&
7087 1% (&, Vhe) = Vhe(n, 1) L T B 720, WEBEZLVEHIIRT I EHFTES.

AE1 GARCH (1,1) E7nicBWwT, 0 L a4+ 8 < 1ok %, Jensen OARERIZLDY
v =E[log{an? + B} <logla+B) & h —0c0 <y <0k, EHIVHEY DO LD DS,

82 ARCH (1) 71V (§4bb B =0)1BnT, —oo < Ellog{an? + 8}] < 0 <
—o0 <loga + Eflog(n?)] <0 <= 0< a < exp(—Ellogm?)]) &% 5. Tk, &L MpkE
HETE LA N (0, 1) IZHE) 38, 0<a <3.56 £7425,

AE3 GARCH (1,1) EF VBT smaE®MiE, Nelson (1990) &b, K&
Emax(logn?,0)] <ocod FTHDHTHZE S N7z, T OFFIE, Klippelberg, Lindner, and Maller
(2004) 12 & Y Emax(logng,0)] = 0o D8ty THIR S L7z

TE4 K774 748 (5) O o2l T 55, (6) THEAONLLTH. &= Vi
LB E, (&,vVh)ld, GARCH (1,1) €7V (3), (4) 2T 2mEHEBTHY, HE
B, »DOT)VIT— FHTH 5.

ZoOEE Y, GARCH (1,1) £FV (3), (4) 2 BEw il (&, Vhe) OIE1E 2R3 7
WIZIE, KT74 07 188 (5) PREwm (h) 202 L2 REE LI Db 5.
22U, FEHICIEIREICREER S TR wAs, C. Francq #d% 5 5 LR D@ % L Cwniz72wnwiz,
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EIR 4 DR CHI0%Z MM 52 &L TRY.

({1 +2 2 aler) - a(ei)}%) RV 5 R?

fm(eo,e1,€2,-+)
€0
L. ZokExa(e)iz 2 kBB THY, fmid, ZROFE, MEELAREATH 2 LI12L bR
TEh., JoTImBFLVITHMBETSH S0, EHI00 [A2] ZiHELIrOONTZ. S5,
My o0 fin (M, D=1, ) = (he,me)’ as. TH Y, 7> he € (0,00) as., np € R as. X h g0
o [A3] biESPOOND. Lo TEHIOLY, (9 he)ez 3HER, OT NV T— FGL L5,
SHITEH 9 25 (0 VIdez FHES, HOTNT— Fgk ), EHAESNL, [

—7 T, GARCH (1,1) #fEAE5 (Explosion) #5|& I $720054H 5N TV,

5 (Francqgand Zakoian 2010 p26 Corollary 2.1)
GARCH (1,1) ## (3), (4) 12BWT, (€0,00)3EHER7 ML LTH2LNT, t=1k
DI LG EERDL. DL E

D >0 = limy_o 02 = +0 a.s.

@ Ellogn?)] <ocokd2. ZnkE, v>0= lim_,oef = +00 as.
3 GARCH (p,q) E7J/V

JKIZ GARCH (p,q) £V (1), (2) 2L Fo~)va7EH (Markov representation) & I
IENBLIETERT I ENTE S,

6t2 Qong O/lntZ e cee PR (]/qn? ﬂlng eoe cee co ﬂpng 6t2—1
€, 0 1 0 - 0 0 0 0 - 0 0 €,
: 0 1. 0 0 0 : :
0 :
2 2
€—g+1 _ 0 N 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 €i—g
0t2 Qq (e31 Qg B Bp 0t271
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0
07 i 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 o7,
N——— N—— N—_——
Zt b: Ay Zi—1
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NI, zZe=bi+ Az 1 kB My Mg €ECE (D + ) X (P + QATHIC O AE
(EEEHT) L Lp(C) = max{| A1, ... [Mprgl} 1751 C DANT bVESEET 2. | @ || 277510
1
Eﬁ@/wA&?é&%,gp?bywmzbgmnﬁ&bzo:aﬁﬂ%nfwa<mzm

S (2011) ZHR)

EFE6 (RKAY 77/ 7% (Top Lyapunov exponent))

1
Wzmﬁng@gH&AFy~AﬂD%%ﬁu77/7%ﬁkW5,Zﬂ@/»AHoHKM%ﬁ

L7\,
WKV T T 7Y EFMiETAIEPHELRZ LS LITLIES S, KOEHIZ GARCH
(1,1) EFVO) T 77 7B FM§ 4 & &R0,

FIE 6 (Furstenberg, and Kesten 1960 Theorem 2) =475 D5 (At)iez IZ505EH, HDO TV T
— FTH B LT 5. &5 Elmax(log||A4][,0)] <ot ¥5. zok X,

1
lim —log ||AtAi—1 -+ A1]| =~ a.s.
t—oo t

CDEE, DTOERMPBE Y D
EH¥ 7 (Francqand Zakoian 2010 p30 Theorem 2.4)

(i) GARCH (p,q) EFN (1), (2) I L CTHRERMIHFLE = 7<0

(ii) (i) OEDHFWY LD E &, TOMEFHII—EHTH Y, KR, OV IT— K
THb.

GARCH (p, q) ETFIVIRETEM % H2 720 DWEA47511%, Bougerol and Picard (1992b)
I Gronw, (7) L3Rz VA TRHZRHLTCBY, p210roq92>220H412
L2l AZ e TELH o7, —J5T Chen and An (1998), Francq and Zakoian (2010) T
i, ERo (7) #FATALT, £T0 (09 € NX N3 @A THE L %o 72

il GARCH (1,1) £7V%& (7) XftoTxVavBET 5L,

&\ [aom? n awn; Bing\ [ €
o} o ar B oy
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Ehb. ThiEy
t—1

1 1
n log [|AtAi—1 - - Ail| = " log || ]}:[1(@177?—1@ + B1) Ael|
-1

1 1
=3 ;1022(0‘177?—1@ +B1) + n log || A¢]

K DRI L Francq and Zakoian (2010) p59,2.11& Y

— Eflog(aani + B1)](= ) (t — 0) a.s.

INEY, WFOLEFG4EEES.
Ellog(a1n? + 81)] <0 <GARCH (1, 1) EFNVIRERH(E, Vhe)ien & FD.

B X9, mRUT 7 7B Y ZHWICEEMT 508 Lwvw. L2 L Chen and An
(1998) 1%, &5 12 GARCH ET NV OMEF M Z MR T LU TOLET &M% 5 27,

T8  (Chen and An 1998 Theorem 2.1)
SF_1Bi + 21 < 1= GARCH (p, @) 7V (1), (2) 13, HMEHMEE, ) 5D,
PO E(E) <cokb.

EHI, COMERBE-ENIICEES.
4 ITJ)L3— K% (Ergodicity)

v=(Voez iE, WER G RUEFENZ PAVOSIETZ. SOk EVIE, KLLEGRE
B(RY?) 12 515 5 ROZMEHHNS MV E AT ENTES, 22T, HBIEAE Ops :
(RYZ = (R % ®ps((e)iez) = (c-thez 2L WEHT 2. COL &, HHRAT P LOF
(Vihtez \2x T 5TV T— FHR2E#T 5.

EFE 7 (IJLDd— Kt @ Straumann 2004, p14, Krengal 1985)
(Vitez 3T T— FIEL Bpg(A) = A&l THEED A € B(RY?) 12 LT, P((Ve)iez
€A) e{0,1}

CoLE, TNT—FHRICELT, UFTORSAONEEG D L.

EIHE 9 (Straumann 2004, p14, Krengal 1985, Proposition 4. 3 )
(B,E), (E,€) dmzemi e+ 5. (Vehez 13 ElEREROTIET 5.
[A1] (Vi)ez BBUER, HOTVT— FHTHD LT 5.
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[A2] fleo,er,....):(ENo, ENoY — (E, &) izl s 3 5.
CokE, Vi=f(Vi,Vie1,..) EBLEE, (Ve ZRER, oI T— N,

EHOICBWT, oo E=FE=R:L, 0 =BRY) <. ZoLx, £ [A2]
i fleo, €1, ) IFEERATEZER RN 2 & RADEAE L 20, ZNATMEL T B 5O H A
LW ERDHD, 01D, UTOEHO S BENEOMENED TH L.

EXE10 (Straumann 2004 p15 Corollary 2.1.3)

(A P) w7z, (BE)%#WMzEmME L, Er5i, »omsklimen, &=5E)

EOXRLVo-MEHE TS, (Vi)iezld EEMEREROE S 5.

[A1] (Ve)rez EER, HOTVLT— FTHD LT 5.

[A2'] LD m e NglaxF LT, fm(eo,e1,--) 1, (E,€) = (B,E)DHlkks+ 5.

[A3] 5 to € ZHEHENZ b foo(Vig, Vig—1,--) BEAEL T, Jm(Veg, Vig-1,---) = foo(Viy,
Vig—1 ) as. 0 P(foo(Vigs Vig—1,..) E E) =125 5.

CoLE, Vi=foo(Ve,Vier, ) EBLEE, (M)RIRER, POTLT— FHTH 5.

SEHL0 [A3] 2B 2 foold, & TOMERY (0, €1,€2,...) € ElZBWTHRAZHO L IZES %

V. 2070, foSKLVITITH 2L 2idbhbhvio, EH9 &2 EHEEHIETE 2.
Straumann (2004) 1%, #FE limy,—eo fm(€0, €1, €2, ...) BSEIET 5 & 2 A Tld fleo, €1,€2,...) =
limpso0 fm(eo,€1,€2,...) EBE, ZOMPAFEL R VE AT, EXBTLEEOERE L
YIS RS, ZOfAERVVITBERE 2B ERIAHI L. ZORKE, U= f(ve,
Vel ) B E, EHONS, (W)ez IMER, POILT— FELS, 5512 (Tez
L (Viez 3 TH D I EDITREND 720, HE2 L) LEROEIE Y D

5 &

AFEIZBWT, GARCH (p, @) EFNVOMMERME, TV T— FHEICHET 2EROT — <1 24T
5> T&72. $12 Chenand An (1998) 12X D52 6 N7 EHIIZA S 12 GARCH € 7V O EH 4%
MRTZLI b hE. INHOWEIL, REWICIIEEE FICRURTHEEE) Om—3,
Wi IEBPE  (Straumann 2005 Theorem 5.3.1, Theorem 5.6.1) Z/RTHAICLEL 25720, FEH
CEELMHE 2 5.

%72 GARCH €7V %5k L 72 AGARCH (Asymmetric GARCH) €7 ), EGARCH
(Exponential GARCH, Nelson 1991) EFL 7L, XV EHITOEmNEFVPIRESNTWVS, i,
AGARCH £ 7V O ER Pix, GARCH (p, a) T 7V OER OGN & [0 )&
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(Straumann 2005 Theorem 3.3.1) T/RT Z &N TE 5.
(A7 XHwnh - REERRETRUERIR)

HtE:

AREFFE IR 7E S (B TF%E (B) 24740069) OFIEAY —E5lF T 5. F 72 WEKIHO A
I L T2 nwie A B ot GARCHE FIIVOME RIS A2 ERICH LT 2
L C\Ww7z72w72C. Francq#BdZ 120 & DI L 21T 5.
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