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Abstract

When prediction models such as AR, ARIMA, ARMA, and MA are usually used to forecast the future
values of a time series, because the residual values are easily ignored, the prediction accuracy has
been influenced a lot. For improving the prediction accuracy, this paper suggests use difference
method (DF) to deal with the residual item of autoregressive model (AR). Based on the China
Shanghai and Shenzhen 300 Stock Index (Hushen300), the empirical study has found: First, the
AR-DF model can result in higher correlation between the real value of HUSHEN return index and
its prediction value than pure AR model; second, the average residual value of AR-DF model is
quite smaller than the pure AR model; Third, the hit ratio of AR-DF model has increased more than
25.30 percent points than pure AR model, which can increase from 50.99% to 62.65% when the
lag order is up to 700.
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1. Xahgzid

— kUL, AR L, X SR AR AR B (SR EE ) r U H 8, R A SR N A E T
MEAR Yy = f (| Fy) . 15858 F, BRECAEEIER R XA t e[0,t - 1] JERE N T CAIME S, Fl4
BPIFAR At =0 [ t =t - 1AL, (5 RBERE T A SR EM AT F S P 5 B — AN
TR, H2 e fEqs B4 o JEAE 1, A 1) A5 B ¢ A ) B S A RS 2 18 25 M85 A% S B T Fg ] )1
B, (REAR, N TAREI A UFRITIELAL, DL s B A A B E A, R IR R At

TESEAA MM, ARG R B R E B AT . 5645 R B E SRt i s i
it H 4 AR AR AN BEATLITE A AR, B B 3 0 T AR B P A% BB LML UL AN P RE Y, R, f il as
TRHECZATLATA, B4, V2R EE S LT E = ARG R, BRSBTS R, X1E
USRI RERT . ST RAE A 5 58 A T s 22 7R K (Timmermann & Granger, 2004) [1], tH
Maaul, MR RAETESA R, BEEX T ARG ks T2 A = L.

TETRIASE R ORI OO R, — MR BT 55w o I )7 B A i, ) 4 0 1 TROMI AR Y

VP20 90 2 R 08 AR AR R RS 538 VAR [A) & A B SR S BLTE G T 3% b5 & il As i it
FTTRIA E (1(Chen & Lin, 2011) [2]. AR HAH AR 32 2R SR AL AT [ AH 5GP I A8 B 18] 5 41 1) 22
BRI, 1 VAR ] 5 [ AH DGR 32 2 SR A AT [ AH G ) 22 A B I () 7 47 1) el A5 il

2T PRI R T T AR BE AL 18] 5 91 B R RS %, ARIMA A OGP 8% 50 P 3 5 0 LL
I A N TR L (Shih & Tsokos, 2008) [3]. ARIMARELRY 54 LISk (Box & Jenkins, 1970) [4], fEAEFE
ISF T¥1) 3 27 S A 70 3 N7 T VR A5 8 T MK o M S, 2 B IR AR AR BB BE WL ) 51 B
FaE WATIRHE, B TRIEFIKPFRE R PR, WAHBRMR, Fril, ARMABMEKEZ)F5EE
P IE G AE R T AR R

DR A AR AR JE P AR B [ F 5100 ] LU I B 22 20 ig AR DO PR R 41, BiTbL, R T — AP AR 8] /5 71
M, ANIEE MR RR T ARMAREEL 2 b, 0 # AR H A SCBE RIMARE ) P
AR H A AL fi R T B — R AL, DRI, e (9 I FH R R
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AR. MA. ARMA. ARIMAZERRAL, #j2 5INFE] 51 5 1B A5G R TR, o A AR 4 22 T ) 4k
B, R BRI O TR

AN B (R 22 T N o, — MBI 2 T o, BT IM E (o) =0, /7% VaR(a)=0; . 4fH
LRI AT PRI, — AR fa] Bt % a, = E (@, ) =0, #il1Shih & Tsokos (2008) [S]E’Jﬁﬁfu

R A AR (iR ZE BUE 2 T LT RBRARE R RAZRAT M EE . DACRE
FECRENVR IS S, BTLL, RZETON T B TN SRR, 1X IR R MARS 31 P IR 1 ] 25 fR R 22 10
PR . R, R ()R 2200 a, PL a, = 0 AT 204 ] kb 2L Bg fi), 45 Shih & Tsokos (2008) [3]
FRVRIEE, TR A 8 P W e o 32 B4R K52

BARTEB IR ZE D a, =0 B, AATCIESRBEH I BNME; (22, @5l Nsh&Tr 2, AMITEmLlg
TR (938 B . ARCH [ 8] V5 461 53 75 22 (Engle, 1982) [5]1MGARCH—#% [ [ V4 4 5 77 % (Bollerslev,
1986) [6]H AL 18 i B FH KT B 3h s 77 Z2MH . MARHE BT FE r, = 11, + a, BB FHRIT R Ty, BTy s
FREFR,, BENVRE R MR EEAT IR NE(G | Fy) = =g+l +-+ayh_, » FEIEFMTT
ZA MR AVar (| Fy)=0f, B[Ry ~N(u,00)s R, EHRETRRMA A a | F ~N(0,07).

T ARG, SEGEXEEEMK. EEEKTFAL-a, HAWEENM 0> o, =%
ﬁq%ﬂ”%ﬁﬁiﬂﬂﬁaepwﬂm—aabWxn—aq)oMmLﬁm%ﬁﬁﬁﬂéﬁh%%,mu—a_%%,
Ha=5% I, W limt, (n-2)=1.96, %% a HEEXFIBA a €(-1.9600,,1.9600, ) ; WIAREAEK
TH99%, Ml1-a=99%, Ma=1%, WM T limt, (n-2)=2576, % a ) H {5 XN
a, €(-2.5760,,2.5760, ) . 1 LEHF FFHF BAF XA g £1.960, 1 J9I 18] 7 41 1 7E95% B AR BE/KF B ER
PR, #linwWei & Meng (2014) [7]. Yaziz et al. (2013) [8]. LA JzMathew et al. (2013) [9]. &4 LEMfF 70 & K B
B IXIA] g, +2.5760, AF A E] 751 1, #E99% B AS FE /K- Fi R, 5 4nAradhyula & Holt (1988) [10]. LA
JEngle (2001) [11]-

2 GARCH FE R F Sk fift vk sh 25 07 22 i) sy, GARCH(L, 1) AL i 1R 5, %40 Zhang. Yang. Li
(2013) [12]. Alberga et al. (2008) [13]. LA K Mohd (2013) [14], 4hfi1#BIAN GARCH(L, L) ZY AT DAL A
BB AT A e xR 22 . ASDWFAE NN AR-GARCH TR A A5 TR Sk Hi2 g T 00 A 784 F e A A K 365 B,
40 Tang et al. (2003) [15]F1 Garcia et al. (2005) [16].

2. ARiER

Tkt Ron iy A&, MR EHUN RAERR, t=01-t- T MR ELLN &N,
te[0,T], HEHXFEN[t-1t]. BRIXEHA. ES iﬁmﬁiﬁﬁnﬁm%x, L Ja A I X .

X p, onEmig EREMAETREL RN S REEMS TR ET B I R i fe e, A, i)
SRR ¥ T R

f=4Pu S @)
1! t 1 pl pO

X, REWGETEE g AR R, R po>py s W >1, FORBENME LK,
MR p < pys Mr<l, FRBEENEFE: MR p =p, W =1, FREEMRAEZ. BFERETE
o EgtiZr =1 E RS,

IR EE R AR E 2 AR 38, AR gy TTEN o, MEERE L, T], B4,
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I 1] 7 41 r 55 3L K B 5 7 80 2 T B B 2200 BLsE SO
7/k=Cov(rt’rt—k)=E(rt_/uo)(rt—k_tuo) O]
W4, BEFF 53k B a7 512 18] 1) AE G R 30T LLE SUN(Tsay, 2005) [17]:

% Cov(riny)  E(r—u) (i —#)
== = 3
P T Vel E(r-s) ¥
R BHEEEEN Hyip=p, == p, =0, RRAFEAMANE: EREHMBEH, 020,
P {L2,,m), FORAIEAMKNE. Stk Q(m) Bt I RM B )81 r, AL 7547 72 A e (Ljung &
Box,1978) [18]:

Q(m)=T(T +2)iTpk2k @)
k=1 -

R gEHRE Q(m) > 12, WA, MIBLEMUEHy: p=py=--=p, =0, FRAEEAMANE. X
PPN PN, o RN REMEMEAKT, mFREHE. U HEviewS TR TR IR, it R
KAEQ(M) > 42 5 REMMFAKT p<a —F, Frbl, —fh, NS Q(m) KT MR M/ T 1%,
5%. 10%, Al PLFEZE MR & H, T2 % H, .

IR B AR R e DN E AR RS, B B, B4, Bid Gk B RHAR) ALy i
AL, ik AR HIENEBR B AT = 4 +a,, MG p IS, wT DURYE RIS R4 AIC
SEMENE . Fob, g =g+ g+t yr, BN EAIBIR A, E(r) = - WX o HEHIM
E(a)=0, Zh#&Ji %M GARCH(LL)H#iE, VaR(a)=0!=w+ad’,+for,, Ha =04z, &~N(01).

— R, T BRSO T, K2 BN B VR S 2 A B (MA) SR A H1 1 72 T, A LT K ARMA
B, T MA BAUC IR T, H AR R Z 0 o, A L, Frih, AR R 2 15
TR fo TR AL (RS %

N T RFEDUEAT ZE 3 A B, B — 283 e RORAR R g, = F (3, ) €[0,1] FoRBINLIR Z AL i o IR
LR R, R RO a = F 7 (0,) e (o0, +00) o T I S LR BB PR 23R, 7T LUE UM% R
Houm IR

F(x)

RATHT H A2 ZHEX TR 2200 a, B9 18, FeA o T HMERE g, IS8, AT s T MR8 g, 19
ZEOPIB ARG , SR iR 22 T a, HOTIUINRS B2 ) H H

N TSI T REERAE o BT, AT ERH SRAHEEE E (g, | Fy) - BITHERME g kB T AHREIH
BRRRED, ErBESTZ RIMERA R, Bl TREAE. RSB TR, 500K &
LR E R TR, AT TR E (g, | Ry ) FITIWATREAR T 50%. T 50%. Bl#
5T 50%. AT RREAS IR, FATPRE AR 2 00 07 R AL B AR A E (g, | Fy) -

TR, H—MZESURR Ny, =0, -0, M ZESFLRRA d?g, =dg, —dg,, » ik
FHE, nMESTURR N g =d g, —d" g, . WRFEESBHEREIEHE, HH
d"™q, =d"q,, +d"q, , KUILZHE, dg, =dg,, +d%q s G =0, +dg . ATLL, FEHREASRE, HE B

g, =q,, +dg_, +d*q,, +---+d""q, +d"q, (6)

XH, n RESTERAD . PLERARGZE - MEEX, HAl n KM, AfA&)E—Tidg &

, VX e (—0,»), lim F(x)=0,limF(x)=1 F(x)e(0,1) (5)

- 1+e7* X—>—00 X—>0
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ARFANIT e ABUIAR KNI g g, AT LU BT A ORI AT JE, B

d"g, =7, +y, @)

Hrr, FEH 7 AT LR IR A
7 =ay+adq  ++a, ,d"q, +Bd"q, +£,d"q, +--+ Bd"g,, (8)

FTLL, #EEARE g WTLARIR A
q, =0, +dq,_, +d’q, +--+d"q,, + 7, +0, 9)

CHL, o R UL B R T, | R AT dng, FOR R FESCRRIE R, AT R
kTS IR O S AR, SRR | W S B 0 - S FE

RS T A B g B BUIE o = g +dg, +d2g, +-+d" g+ 7, T84, HEATLLE Rtk
13 BRI AR B A3 2215 o, FO T ) -

a:F4mQ:-mf£-q (10)
XHE, T AR BAHSCHAY, ik n] DAAS 2 i SRS e F8 0 AP A D«
= +a +7, 11)
Horb, RED g R ZED 8 B/NF—/MRZEDG 1= 4 +a) F OIS FEEL r BHT TN « R 2, 1
HUE i = eE :
1 1 qt(l"'qt’)
=8 —a =—In| ==1|+In| =-1|=In 12
"R [qt J (q{ ] o (1+a) ¢

KT WM AR IR, FERAUT =FEER. By RonuhrkEkamtas, &
NN AR FE R TAE, AR 4, FRATT 3R B PATR = R s e SR R o

1) FEAAER REUA(Corr). — MR UL, IO REUE R I B AR 580 R AR 5 2 () A SR o0 R I =
BZH, R RER WP 7B AR A R Tt 5E 4 (1) 5 %% (Ferreira & Pedro, 2011) [19]. Tl fE 15 5K
bR 2 (8] 3G FE RS, 18 FHABATT 2 1042 75 B S /N Tl i 224« B e v A OC 3 B0 SR ¥ (Allexander,
200811) [20].

2 -T)(W-T)
Corr (1, F)=—2 (13)

Sy Sy

t=1

_

2) RZEFEMARMSE). ‘©nf LA Z S ERIE 7S 2], Bes 1R b b k) B Fil A 2 (Assis et
al., 2010) [21].

.
RMSE =, 1= 3(r,~ 1)’ (14)
t=1

3) fikiEk iy 12 (Hit Ratio), I E A FFF 5B AIREA D HER LA B85 2.
Number of correct signs
Total number of predictions

= |

Hit Ratio =

(15)

i
;é
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A SR ) H AL fi] B P < B T 3 B A AR, A, XT3RSk U, PSR R
252 3| IR (Zhang, Pan, Chen, 2013) [22], PR TR 2 8B & kui, FM A KR, B, L
TN A AH LT S bR (8 R RE P S A = S Kk fir b 2 (Hit Ratio) /2 — A ] 517 45 2 77 7% (Sonono &
Mashele, 2015) [23].

3. BIRABARE BHEX TR

ASCHT 5| I RIREAR B 2 B e SR A AR 300 MEEEHR A H UL, REAKIE T a A 153
i . BERIX ] DL E A SAL, A 2002 451 H 4 HE 2017 44 A 10 H2 08, $H£F 3699 MEA. Fif
iz H 5@ Eviews 8.0 Giit # k4T .

Bk p, IR 300 s El, r RasIP IR 300 Mg Fr Bt s 1R 2L

1 WA RAE AIC 5 BEN T ADF AR IR 25 R, 5 5 KINAE 1% 5% 10%55 =FhiE 3
KR, =R ER R A )R 300 Mk TR AR & p, M ARET IO AR E T, BIAKCPARE v AERR e MR
Hu, 1E 1%. 5%. 10955 =FPEZKF T, IR 300 Woat fin B & r i RALARA I AE R 3 FIREAY 2 T #
PAFEL, BAKCPERENRRE. ST, ASCRR T R TR E  3ET .

2 YL TR 300 W a2 r 1Y Ljung-Box Fiit & (Ljung & Box, 1978) HAHG R IR 45 3 . AT LAE
H, 7E 10%KFF, 5, ZEFEBKERECN p,=0.028: 7 1%/KFF, HHKRTD p,=0.002,
Py =0015, p, =-0.025. IR, VUK 300 Weaidedr, & — A BA BRI TS, &6 R AR
L AH AR B AT [l ) T

4, SCHEST AR
4.1. AR(4)FmHERY

K99 300 Wi a1 £ v & AN BAT FUAAR ) B AHSCI (8] 2 81, JE 5 R AR AR B r = 14 + &,
ST AR JERE LAY R ARSI, SRR DU AR(4)REAY:

4 = 0.917730 + 0.028012 r_, — 0.025854 r_,+ 0.021632 r,_, + 0.058871 1. , (16)
t=28.32,p=0.0000 t=-1.70,p=0.0883 t=-1.57,p=0.1158 t=1.32,p=0.1881 t=3.58, p=0.0003
R? =0.0055, S.E.=0.0173, AIC =-5.2684, SIC =-5.2600 17

Table 1. ADF unit root test with AIC criterion for Hushen300 index and its return index
< 1. PR 300 BB R HIERIEMAE AIC EN T ADF BAIiRIG I

A A3 MR IR A 2 MR IR A 1 MR
TR t4iHE 1% 5% 10%  t4itE 1% 5% 10%  t4itE 1% 5% 10%

P, —2.3783 —3.9605 -3.4110 -3.1273 -1.9250 —3.4319 -2.8621 -2.5671 -0.2938 -2.5655 -1.9409 -1.6166

r —13.809 -3.9605 -3.4110 -3.1273 -13.810 —3.4319 -2.8621 -2.5671 -0.0641 —2.5655 -1.9409 -1.6166

H/iE: 1) LRI KR S ECN 29; 2) ADF RIaiist 3 MR S A WU A AT, A 2 (A S EBE T, A 1 BER A AR I
AR 3) SIC. HIC {5 8 HENI4E 5 AIC —3,

Table 2. Autocorrelation test for Hushen300 return index
2 2. PR 300 WA TR H B AR L AR TG

AE AC(1) Q(1) P(1) AC(10)  Q(10) P(10) AC(20)  Q(20) P(20)  AC(30) Q(30) P(30)

r 0.028 2.9442 0.086 0.002 37.382  0.000 0.015 63.503 0.000 —-0.025 78557  0.000

Kk AC TR AR R, Q Fr Ljung-Box Hiili, PR y* MIGHE, 5 PIET SN 4.
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B, ARG EAE — MR/ Tk ZELR*=0.0055; FTbh, M a =r—pu i, HEKRHK
corr(r,a)=0.9972, F/RiRFEM a FIREEE T K2 A RIGRE r (B R, EEPHZRZUETF i
B WIBTRNAER A EREE . EABE, DR E(r) = g RIS IEEr 11,
TR ZE 2 R K
4.2. GARCH(1,1){&8!

X RZED a, , — M HE BEFAR R T 258 GARCH(L,1) A AR -

2 _ B 2 2 _
O = %;fg,%:o.ogog * 19:121(_)5,6;15%?0 Gt 12623 gz%%c%o O & =04 (18)
LL =6826.048, AIC =-3.689, SIC =-3.584, HIC =-3.687 (19)

XH, #&J7% 6% =0.000609 , ARCH Wi Z¥UN a =0.064224 >0, GARCH i RN
B =0.933380>0 , AL ©=0.00000365>0, =S A HAG KR a+=099760400<1 ,
o+a+=099760546 <1. HT GARCH IIRHCA pAEKBK, KM RTT ZR BB &,
IR BEAE KT 99%, Bl1-a=99%, Ba=1%, W4, WaiFEEry K EE XN
I € (4 —2.5760,, 1, + 25760, )

4.3. EFTAMER

F3HH TP IR300K F AR L ARG AR 2 I o, I Fe e J5 KPR & g« — M & dg, « B =
5y d%q, I EAHOC MR IR 45 S . TEF R FL ARG S0 2 |, ADFARIG R, 7ESFMEALZ T, AIC(E BHEN
KW, g . —MESdg - M ES dPq FAEGE FRTH, BT RAIAR .

UG, KPR R g B CIERSS, AC(1)=0.000, BEHIAEHE g 5H—Pi a2 g, 2 5L
FAFAE AR X T —M Z i A P51 dg , AC(1)=-0.501, RIS dg, 5HME—M & dg, 2
] FAT B2 ARG . X T B ZE 4[] 5741 d%g, »  AC(L1)=-0.668 , K HIA & d°q, 5 HW )G &
d’q,, Z A1 BA B 2 B A e .

A8 5 g, 19— 22 2 B (17 81 dg, A B 22 43 B 18] P 91 d g, S5 E A1 B 1 s e 2290 7 81 2 1)
RGBS EAEME, BTCL, nT RIS — A i 22 40 P A L F A OCRRL .  TTERR L, FRATIE R
S ZE S B IE T A d 2, BT . — M T

I
dzqt =7 +0,, T, =a,+ady, +Z/)’id2qt7i (20)
i1
q. = ql, +u, Q{ =0 +dqt—l + 7 (21)
, , 1 g (1+9)
L= +7, ,u:,ut—ln(—,—lJ, n=In— (22)
t t t t % t o (1+qt)

MR 300 WA HAREN) B FIEABEAL 1= g +a, MR ET a, R, Zidied, mtnr IS B AL o
Hq s SREXT g BB 2250 7 SR IR ENE AL d g, = 7, + o, BEATAN T, 15 B 22 40 18R] P 4 d 2q, 1T
WY 7, 5 FEURIERE b, $REREER o) = g, +dq,, + 7, 155 g FITINME g s B30 r 191 B 225 TME 4
FHRLH, 73 BH R ZE DL 7, o

TAGIH T HKIZHS

TERES. W 25 TR 2 d %, = 7, + o, I, 207l B 5 P4yl 50 100, 150+ 200, 300+ 400,
500. 600 700%510F i g Sz [l 9

i
;é
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Table 3. Autocorrelation tests for transferred residual items of Hushen300 return index in level, first and second orders
2 3. PR 300 WERIEHIREMA T FHIRERIKE. — . ZMES T BBEX MR

Variable  AC(1)
q, 0.000

da, -0.501
d’q, -0.668

0.0002

929.05

1649.8

QM)

P()
0.990
0.000

0.000

AC(5)

—0.001

0.030

0.045

0.0732

932.37

1764.2

PG)  AC(10)  Q(10)
1.000  0.006  15.441
0000 —0.007 963.16
0000 —0.007 1804.6

P(10)  AC(20)
0117  0.016
0.000  0.026
0.000  0.039

Q(20) P(20)
42.377  0.002
1018.2  0.000
1883.8  0.000

Ay ACFRHMKRE, QFrLjung-BoxGiil &,

PRy KIBMER, 185 TP I e B L.

Table 4. Relations between the forecasting results and related variables for AR and difference models of Hushen300 return

index

= 4. PR 300 YL IR E AR RELME SR BN AR TNER UKL BRTE Z EHXHR

Wi RS AR BALTIME AR R GR ZE HeAR I

Wk fE 45 4E AR

B2 o [ N o o N IS AR R 53 IR HEbMEE
e PUMBUEE S snn —meait s NS s o (ATEE
TR g M2 EOHXE WEZAOHER o Rz ER
W MTRES f i ! T ! B {(RMSE)
i R H H R
i
B —
B g p(r.a) ey p(d’q.d’q,) a p(r.m) JTa-a)
=1
=7, +0
0.9972 1.0000 1.0000 0.000133 0.0816 0.018111
' 2 = ’ 1 N2
! R? p(r.m,) P (4 1)) p(da,.z,) 7, p(r.u) $Z(R—M)
t=1
1 0.8336 0.9973 0.9991 0.9126 0.000003 0.0815 0.018111
50 0.8375 0.9832 0.4337 0.9154 0.000002 0.1925 0.017833
100 0.8402 0.9739 0.3528 0.9173 —0.000009 0.2404 0.017664
150 0.8430 0.9665 0.3075 0.9187 —0.000005 0.2688 0.017521
200 0.8458 0.9577 0.2757 0.9203 —0.000020 0.3001 0.017349
300 0.8518 0.9394 0.2254 0.9234 0.000007 0.3523 0.017029
400 0.8557 0.9264 0.2103 0.9255 —0.000013 0.3839 0.016793
500 0.8591 0.9154 0.2004 0.9274 0.000004 0.4097 0.016583
600 0.8644 0.8991 0.1828 0.9298 —0.000021 0.4407 0.016310
700 0.8698 0.8802 0.1714 0.9327 —0.000029 0.4758 0.016000

WAk, FATAT LA, WL AR-2E A B, T LA R £ R
ZHrE S TR d%q, = 7, + v, (97T AR HOMEHBIR G, A\0.8336:%HT I F+$0.8698; I, —
I 2 3 L) S 5 3 WL 2 190 AR 6 T (0120, m, ) 0 B B MO P K SR
A 2 8 R AR 8, % I 2 4 A T B — R R
I 1 T PRS00 ATHE AL 1 « ARBURITINL 4, « LS AE NS J5 502 T 7000 1 AR- 22 4 BB I {1
14],_ygo WV B R B (L AUt T 20054F LR F18) . AT LA H, AR 40 R0 T 0 26 L 26 2 ARV R T i
L4 58 P IS BRI AR HE R 2 TR
281 7Y IR300M AR AR HL 1, LA AEREZR KT H99%IN (1 R BR g, — 2.5760, A LR 4, +2.5760, « M
KT DA th, R 2 HOGARCHIEA H A 5 Mo SR B AR b R, ER R b o T R 12

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2018.81001

i
;é


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2018.81001

T m] £

1.100

0.900

AR L L R S RN RS B
02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17

= — Al — H4 ]

Figure 1. Curves of Hushen300 return index, forecasting values of
pure AR model, forecasting values of AR-difference model with
700-order lag items
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Figure 2. Curves of Hushen300 index, upper limit value and lower
limit value under the significant probability level of 99%
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Table 5. Results of consistent test between the real value and forecasting value for Hushen300 return index under the both

situations of pure AR model and AR-difference model
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