S KETER D) Bk Be 2

oM g
B £
1.F &% 6. STy Ak S) EAREL
1. 5H7ty HEtanke) Bkt T8 . 576 METEkS) BT
1. 5#7h REtETRS) B3k 1. BTN Naive Model)
2. Y METEIKRS By 2. $5BE7( Index Model)
3. Sty HETERKS) AR 3. ARIVA
4. HHFEy KETERS] B 4. SEATHHR
5. e MEtER S e V. &
[. 7

ZHARQlo] HZFALEIAL) A AR BERER S AA G 7 FAF AN A 3
e BELKE O3 o] F AR oAl

@ AN7NE 2 AARY A2 720} == NEEhHREE] A *ﬁnT-‘l} FHE

@ AN7S 2 423 FHEREY N3 MEEE(substantive test)

ZHAkele) REFHHIEES AESIL Frlste 4 AA, JAR2EY A4S 2A
e AR ole IAAAHe] $8% 2FE FAHEHA 4 A2 ALY £l BEEA
o] FMESIE Aold, EAE vBEL HES AA57] A% Aok

YE7HE A A 7S L AAdd el g BEEE(test of details)o} FHTAY tﬁﬂ‘ﬁ"
% (analytical review procedure) 2 73 E 4 ok dFMAE A 5L FHEBE
o UE WEES AR EATAE mot B B A4S 97 9% A, o=
AAAE FYEZ =2 S RETEIRE FEFeEH 4S F SUok BEAAE
ARRAE AAs e ANE MFSe Ao, Sy HETEIRE AN N SEE

* AR EHER B
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& s7lsle Aol

H TS0 ZHatulgo] Z7hetel Wk AN AEL A 5HE AAY FEOE FA5)
WA A uee AE $ dle whe 2SR mHeA =H3w, 2o weh 2ate)
FHo] wslalA =t £ AFAE ARRA AHAMe] N AFRHE BHHEES)
AR AEHOI} AES ZAEE Wakow A} o|RolA: gl & HAE
A7} “BecAE R 351109 (end-result oriented)” o]0 1}, Aol “X] A Bl#5TAIAY( system-ori
ented)’?) HAE AR “SelHrigi risk-analyss oriented)” 0. 2 vpolrba glth. 7HA}
Q59 7S Aok de ofertn Pz dehled, 2 F shirt 0 REfEik
o g A USS FAZTY olch,

sedete] A8 AT HHY REETAES e BAARNE st A
ARz QA=E vl AR A, AT A5 HTol S REEKI NS T
NE 3z ARG AF A2 ALEE Aol Aok SAY REETIAE BABIE &
e, ARSI S Zasks PATA A B A &3 Y. oF
g A7)0l Hage we e Asly, v sk AL ASuge A
walol se Mool B-25ho] Aty MEEIKIF ol LET Sl ST REERAE o
£ AGRAolt: WE Wl HALAH e 1xe] EAN YL Aeste A
2 7hA BAS T Aardo] Aol 12926 AFE o] o} F|WAFAle] ZHAIAT-2] W
FoE QFEYF Azt B Ak w1 gk S FARAL AFA o
Z¢d 7F54ol e U 25wy A AU NcE EAE FEAL
7} o sEAelta Az, |

St BEERE RS A Fdde WRARRNN HeHT YA, St
199114 74 AR TN Loz QubgpAAASFS shlE FAST Uck? weba]
ol Szt A SHHy HBEEIK] dF AAAA G5} o}RAR A e wAol=
2 2 ERAE Tue] Td6) dF TR Sho] HHHY MEEIK dg 7 s
A7gol Hhste) AnT HejFozA o] Robe] adFe}l AT oo £
F37 g

1) B8, “AHe BEdEKel B8 FE, TRERE, ABA(HStE A G, 199), pl159. -
2) BLEHERE, GFtEREE A6X 5%, SFHEANER] 35%.
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SH RETEIKRS) BEEE B EF®
I ST e EiRe) Bl §i
1. DAk RETERS BE

W BEEKE SAS NoS6ell 4] “BAH Aale 7159 445 Abelo] AR HiF
fEshe) ume} BAE Ao BEHy KK} FTH Th Abole) BAE AEshed B
WiEWE FES: ol 2y Aejstn ok

S| AL AHit HEEKe WART e NRA MAE ARES Aol AzBA}

A&Hoz $Aseleln geldon SHAGE Folch. oleig ARE Abole] Az WA
7Akele] Salshi AT R U Ml A complance test) 2 71E}) A7
ol Hig AUzt HEo] SARAEY A RN 2FEE EANEE AT
A ek JF7tAtel g gAtele) EEEE AYAE 2 ARpae) FUAle} B4
AEAAE Faho} o]FolAct olx Al o BT Rs} = TAE 7 R &
&4 (effectiveness)?} & & A (efficiency)oll Tt Abale] Bebate] BAlols ztapalel S
S BEEIKE FA EeHo2 Bastisbe] Deidch 24H AR o5k
akele] 1A Gelddo] EAFE A% ARE o Be 274 AASE Fo| Hn,
oE EHEKS WUE S2A7 5 2 ok

ZAFQE ZlhskAl @shE WEe] A AR WEe] e A T FHETEA
FES o] Sty BEEKS 3t B Aol 2T FAS0) Al FoT d
$2 w2 ooty wEW 22iq AFSE 21 EAlslolol ).

AT REHTAE 5 oo SAXEE vmste] MELE FAST ol Ystel 7]
Qo) AEehst AGNE Bekshe u]4E A (ratio analysis)T AAAE H7A FHA 7
she) WlE mi e} 3)Abe} wlwah: w]LE A comparing analysis), 1213 ARZS A
BAE zAFozH AP T UFs= T4 E4(analyss by reasonable
nessyS-o] Qieh m& AQWFont 2 QF 9 fiitel vlastel Bo 24 ) 719 A
2722 shetsb g Bal A W27 o) ARVAE Sets] B w5 o2 A Hc)

& e

3) AICPA, Statement on Auditing Standards No. 56 © Analytical Procedures, (New York : AICPA, 1983).
4) AICPA, “The Standards of Fidd Work”, Codification of Statement on Auditing Standards(Chicago: Commerce Clear-
ing House Inc, 1982). p41. ' ’
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SHE BETEKS) e HERE S BEEE o8 bR Rk 1B, el Pk
o] oiR maA e FHERR oot ARdd FAXE 2 diAsst gEes 4
A 7AE FH5AS o ARk oW Al Bel FEA S BEEKT BAE
Zeol] 9§ BIBHBEKES HAT 5 dov, T Aol we} AAIY ) ARG A==
o T 7Habale) elsfe} EAlel Al 7]oq3tA Dk

2 SyHhey WEERS S5

SHit BEEIAE AHSHE BAe D] TRAeln P dsht ohes o] 2o

& glek

(1) A gite] =k N B

S BETEIRE DZALEIALY) i Eie F HME el ol ditHe=
gk AHE shteith. dubde R ZAele @) BEAEe @R A7l

£ sjzhabslatell B8 el AP AESA Dok HH BEEKS AATLEA
ZAAE A e B Axel RS A9 2AHE e Ay vlwstn 2 dEWEE %
otsle o] Fasith ol2d WEL F8¥ WE ST HELEHN o)Ro] AAAS
of 4% vAA A

(2) g o 25 2) 7EtEE o) hd FFE

St BEEKE ET SAEAE A2 AP 26l Ahsty slerkE de
e AT Festch AT AN Pb5Ae @R FHgoleke WA A Rto}
Ve Zpibsh RAY AYAAE Brbstolol Dok B ol ATIRANE) BYSERT
E3, BAprolelgo] wom ATA AUsle Yol Pz A vehte Aolch o
A oleigt 48w A GYE wAA Dk

(3) BiEsaEsRe) WTEy BB f5hd
W] AMSE D7)e] ZAPEA] S BEHY RS HAh TR Aol d71X 2 Fo
g jol® Witmo P WA WE(uwusal fuchations)elghT ek oA F2F Aol

5) FiE%, "BUCETIEAR) (ML 2AFTAL 1998), pp.217~218.
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ST RETETR S BAIEEe 3 TR
€ 71dskA kot EAE W, 2 Zjdistd et XA s o st 7
oJr Aol AAMEA vALA WSt HiF 75T ol T e HAA 2
FAo] A sheAde] FAFL dt Aeolth. 2eBR JEIEHH 87t 204
& 2 olFF JrHsteiof Frh

ﬂ\‘ :1‘“ )u.;
-‘l°l
flo

T

¢

(4) FHEmmEsAS M

STt B AS) SRR W G ASE ekl FaT HE AE
o 7bsAe FolEth oleiy Avol ST REEAE B AYTAY) WERR T
@ AAAY FAE FANA Ho, BAAR] AT ARV F4E F2T 5 ot
Aol Hebde ThE BEEAS AT £E dlov, EAMEE 548 S5 Uk

(5) BIBSRAES] Szt 1FS0

TR 2257) Aol AL S BIHEGRE Sotel ATFHS) AP &
slof AEch AAES BARA 4T Golsle efel skl AT} FrstA o
= mAgo] kg AWANY)e] BohT o]v] AEL U AYolE Sty REEIRE A
Agrezs S7YRe) QoM g 2 B¢ 3¢ & AUrk

3. Shey WEIEIRS FRAM

ST WREtEIkE AFAtale] SZALEALE olssta ZHAMEAE FAst=d H=E]
A7 olt). iRy HBETERR S F443S eofstE o3 Ao
5\’“}], FlfEtEs) MRS v ooz A AztAbSate} Ak g Aule)] did olE ¥4
T ek '
A, MHHEES R5EES 19 5 o
AA, 2 74 AgE 71esA s EABE(sample size) g S22 4 ok
YA, AFAFA ] F28 e EAGEE A3E 5 ok '
oA A, H7EALE AL A BEEEsR 282 AR &) shsdich A Byo) A9

r'.?l'.

6) P. L Defliese and others, Monigomery's Audting( New York: Wiley, 1984), p.443.
7)Alv:nAArmsandJansz.Inebbedce,A1ﬂ1mg An Integrated Approach{ New Jergy: Prentice-Hall Inc.
1983), pn 187~188. .
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E ¥ W =

A AL A GAA ] FFl 5t A] G AT vas S SRR 4
Tl WE EHECK, EEESES dste EEHEFES 2 5 7] Wit

4. SYHheY WEIEIRS @R

S BETTIRS AL ZANAT I oig A S4HS BRI RES BE
2 d&sh] g5t BAGHT BELIES HEste) 2AelY) Ay REEKA g
AFEe} 2r1AQl BEEEHFEES AH5H] 9 $24 WADAR o]Fo] AS

HH REEKE SR80 2AS 2w $A BAQe ALY A AR
2 AA -] Tl B ARF 2 71X HRE $H5 o]F EUE Fed F7)9)
A EALe] AR} ok sojol @ kel diat =g sA Aok 5 d)
ARG AT BHHES WS olo] Wl AR AN o FETHEGE
(noninvestigation region)*E 4A5}7] Bk o] A% 7AelE FAle) Al Brte] o4
E R BURE ALgste] WEHES AAT + Aok e AAS) EEREIES AT
WES vz 2 AT ge} e 2AE A S, AR BRI} AL
W9l kol Qe ASole AUMAIE ASA 2T 2T FRIINE £A5A Hu, AA
o) AR} 447159 dtel Aow 2 xolE Fsly] skl AURALE A}
A 271A A A REEKE SRSt ATl IEEEES BE 21H AT, B
HERS BE 59 2& 2AF A Aok =8 HiESE4E] FEENS Rk AT
AR R AR ASoE BuFAe) HAY R AURAAAE Des) & Fa)
of A WIS} Ak Aold, Y AES WAL @A o]AFBo 2 HFUD
£ AL Sgul@ o). o)} B HHHY REEIKS AL 2Po ek BE the
5} @}

8) Baruch Lev, “On the Use of Index Model in Analytical Reviews by Auditars”, Journal of Accounting Research ( Awe
turnn 1980'), pp.538~539.

9) 471 d= 2Hatale] Rty HzbALEALe] AA ARILR} o] Wee e A FUF
57 EA8A gevhy 158t AHUER] 2dEE $95H He AR, AR A7 /)
A Aoz 3o AR} FARAZ o] ol FAIG A 412177 confiddence interval)el]
3=+ ol :

10) Stanky F. Biges & Jobn Wi, “An Investigation of Auditor Judgement in Analytical Review”, THE ACCOUNT:
ING REVIEW(October 1985), p6092] 238 433}k Zolc}h
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SRy RETEIK S REIBEC BF FER

5. Sy#fiEty WRETEIRS| FoRE

STy wEtEkE o 22 571X st ok

A, 3718 AFHEE A7) AFAHR} vl ZA(comparison of the financial infor-
mation with information for comparaHe prior periods)

E4, 3719 AFARE JdA =& G529 8|23 Z( comparison of the financial in-
formation with anticipated or predicted results)

1.
fH8R ) %k

(4712 ZAHAR o
AA-AYRAAE 5

2.
VRIS T MRS Bk o
FEETTHACES) B

(BAA By olg
= 7hAbele] A wit)

3.
FoiEst
WHHES] o

4. (a)
| x}o)E ArgEr]
% F14 AL
olte | Azt £3

(4AS B3R}
34 7t
GERE

A=W

4. (b)
IE#ERES 22 &R

(e, AY7HALS) SF2)

(a8 1) Sy wSER BE

11) AICPA, Stament on Auditing Standards No. 23 : Analytical Review Procedutes, (New York: AICPA, 1978)
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B %X W =n

AR, AEZd HAR G BEHE F dS7Hed Aol 0 AFAHR FH8 %9
T #F A7 (study of the relationships of elements of financial information that
would be expected to conform to a predictable pattern based on the entity’s experience)

A, WE7Ide] £ Aol B FAE R} AT AR ] v (comparison of the
finandial information with srrﬂar information regarding the industry in which the entity op-
erates) |

SHAA, AFARe} T Agshe vATA AR FAel Aet A7(study of rela-

tionships of the financial information with relevant nonfinancial information)

oleiR AT WEERAE 24 BB EE HAES olsstel SRUTh wT HHH HE
gike AE AAAAY FHAQ ATAR] 4P S5 UL, ARG AHeh e
329 AFARA A48 5 slow, AFHL A T 48W FE ok
Sold D LA FeSl ity BEHEASIA 2 =EAA dFsns e A
& FuiA Juel S HEERE BAAC) WHE mt BAEeh e e 44
£ Ao, AAle] ZUjAE AEshed el ol 4 At HEHY BRI R 2
ofe}.

6. SRy iestEiR =] BRI

Aple Sl MET

Azl o] §Fe)A)
JEk7t Ak A ol
PAFEA o] gL

i_,
£
Wil
o

SHTEY IETENRE AT o DAA AHEE 5
GKE ARGl SR04 2719 A EE £ o, 54
< 45T o, NP FE TR o FARNRE o4t S 1
A ol gHE BAE 2 (2d 2)9 Zon” Sy MmEEIK

=

n\’ "f;
'ﬂllll

(1) Bt Ble) i3y |
A SAANA Sty WEERE A L AR e BEREE T4
7] A9 449 BEGKY Hik R0 R GEE A5 A 222 7] AT Aol

12) ®othe, MEFERR(AE: B4 1992), p24l.
13) moitAE, el 3G pp164~165. :
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SATHY RETEIR S BAIKE Y FE

fso) B ul o] e R

40
pazo) g Eiko] JFe PITRRE 2 UEttel sk
a)Xe 29 58 HE SR S BE
Ha
L___1 r______J
. By TR FHE 2 oy BAHEG #iv
f________I I______I
— @EtA12E 9 *3k 2 FERdEe g
(et SHE AR Sy E
|—| ,___J
o FU% M2 wE REQ BAZVSA FHE
- oul s Egesikel 13, AMAVEAT SIES] (RN
. — — l_“‘—I
it ST HETS TR
3ol TIg B
HEmEd) Oig VBEA
L_____| '___l
L BTk B TR TR
. I
s iR B7 BEmE

(28 2) BEESEEN S4heY AeRtEiR el EARH

o geta o] BAdAE A o A1 olF B A = A}
Ao o A olHE FAAFIY] AT ARk Als) BAsle] TAALD BAf
ol Sl EobE sfetslr] sid AAel W& TA Aok 5 BAHMEEAA) S
REHERS $8E Boto] AL olF9 AR AW SEE FF Sl oo
T 3 TAS AU 5 0 $AYE AYA Dok weby A GRANA 54
HEHTAE SR ZATEE £73 ANEL T 5 9 AoITH o]

QA-ul, a8z A

=
=1

l

ol
AT

Br} 3

14) W. W. Holder, “Analytical Review Procedures in Planning the Audit: An Application Study”, Auditing” A Journal
of Praciice & Theor Spring 1983), p 101. ’
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E X W %R

AN 43 HHty REEIKE thes 2ok
O AdE B 9 EETHES Gitel AT HAAY, BHES) E
@ 77 A7) 7 FhEAE, BEAE R 3] B bkt
® 24 F23 A = o] BT AFALE) /) 2(scanning)

(2) “LFEEAS BITEE ;
2 e SR MAEAE AT RERZYE sk FAFES 2y, °E
FolA oW Axl me Axpe] Aol eid HEKES 24T £ A=F et
AR}, o] dANA £-4 Sy HETEIRE o= 2o

@ 9 -ulgARzA o At

@ ARG 2 7} (scanning)

@ A= AARARAA, F247178) F4, AR 71719 Ak wlw

@ 54T ARG L] A2l AT ¥EALL

TSR

et

(3) BEMR S Tmew

A ZAGTRR A ATAE Akl HG FEe) ERsHE BN S B
HEKE SR BATRS HREMA AN S BEERE ddo 2
o) AGRA e AADANA BAD oG T2 HHLLE T Ashod 5
ExEiEe AAMNARE AEstz, Akl A RA A B8R ZRR oSS
WAy dekel FANFE TR DA AFATE AR AAE TFY o) WA
o) AN 274HQ IAPEAE Agalol T Baw Fobe b Sx gt

(e

M. 734TRY RRETEiRS] EBRBIR

ZAArQle] Sy HEtEIAE TS Axe WA AgALSAe] FF o JHR] AR
E 5% 012 B2 AASIALY @71 3375} LRt slolo} & zalrke] of
& A5¢ 34 ek F 371 ARAER ) A A RAE AP ool wet AL B
#7kAell W 318715 4 #l(noninvestigation region)}E- AASHA Aot ohgol AA S A
7HX s} vlw3HA et o] AF AL AAle] AFAQ fdo] A3 = FAH =Y
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AT REEIKS] BRESEE 3 TR

& AHgsto] J|AE AAeA ek

el Bk s ANAE RS BEe Ade] Be akale] AL
Adel B3 e AN FA HAARE olgdte] Wsh e} F2 Ak AGD
Ask vhse] DAl A BEARS A7) 3 SR gl ojgHch o e AY
o] @e gpabele] AHEE AS Mok AR AE $4T & AT, =T oI5
oJme AzebE ol&¥ 4 Acke Mol AAelth Zaht o We] AUE AYE 7
A} FHH BP0 dste] EAY ARE ol4HTFE Aol w HE e
A%g m5d A 4 glonz ARde ARNE 23 4 ¢ g Aol 5 A2 o
£ 0] SUT ABE olfsto] ThE AUAE Aele] MY BEEIKS Aol o
@ B B A2 BE 2L WS UL Aeke Aol

Hzo) Sol AASe] RS A2 Sdete] FAA AEe Agsho] Aags
Y o= EDPAl2®lS} £lo 2 st RS AT BAjo] golstel Aw weh AR
Aq WhE WG+ ) dRolnh @ EEelAE Aol AAAE HEsI] dalA
Aee & Qe FAR AHEA AT AR 2 Bk,

1. BE#HEAEY( Naive Model)

Ben ol vloleAY 2as ArollRAd 2ye] glck 7 AZH(Mean Re-
verting Modely®o] A]4] @7kol 7] €43k serial correlation)o] EA|FHchT Awstd) ubshed,
A7H e 2 Adal GEHEge] WEo] BRI 45 S¥Ho Wi HAs)
T le 7o) vholEiA Y %3 (Martingale Model)e]t}. ol olejoll gt 7|7} A2

15) Kenneth W. Stringer, “A Statistical Technique for Analytical Review”, Journal of Acoourting Research(1975 Sup-
plement), pp1~9.
Stringer= 197146 &0 2 AM8-317] A28 Haskins & Sels9] “B-44 ZAEE A} $A43 74
* (Statistical Technique for Analytical Review: STAR)"sl| o3 A=5stgic}. STARE I3l $44 53
& 2% Tgskz Qle ZEagde g wte A7) BF B FAP} 2 AREA B8} F7)
A A} 25T 240 SAGEE slelvle 1 =k 002 A tujiss 2348 4 3
£ 9AE gF ARz aagde|th
16) FF AR Pl 7I7telel X 1 7Ry}t A Rkest 247 SEdgee Aol FEIAR
e ez Jehiid g3
X=pute
Xt €&
e 71HA
&: 2448
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E X W =

W (random)shA| skThE Zolch Wal vlolAYL By B AR LA Fo1e|
HEe] Y 2Yo2 o] Ryl wt2d v]Y Fke t—1719 Frlsk 2e Aoz )
ek ool A el 2719 S AE Fr)e) AMR ooz} FUshA ek,

él{’; X=X+ &
E(Xt)=Xz—1
ol(Xer — X), (X — X)) =0

wetA] slolRlAY 2ol s HAE oot SAME MY WA 5P
olch. &, ofw AAHQ e} Adko] YA o]l WEE S|4 vhehhA| ke Hlo]
o}, |

3, vlolelAY madol] AAM A drift)ol} #E(trend)E AFAI Aol Aum}
obEiAY myolct. AunloleAYd ByL s|go]els] AAMA F7} £ el TFo)
ol QAR 7aTH Ze ojeiztA] gle] F)QAg) vlolRAY el 2AY Ak
wedshe b} o] AT F AUk

2 X=X+ e+ (Xoi— X+ 601 —ec2)
HK)= }(t—l + (Xt—l - Xt—Z)

24 A
. 2eh} AR
o},

FAZE A(+)8 W3t 2719 JdAE B7)Eo 2AY 2 Aol
a 0

FANE E7ehn AurloldAY BHe 14 AYFRASE 00]

2. 8% Index Mode)

99 AAEE Be AARe] 41 Wi UPR BAE 93 Yk 5, R
HE, T4, AAVASHEA, 94, 2ulAe )5, GAANAT T8 e
Sol sl 9%e 3 dekn T 5 Yok b A9 HASAS olR WEF Alo]

_] -

17) William R. Kinney, Jr,, “ARIMA and Regression in Analytical Review: An Empirical Test”, THE ACCOUNTING
REVIEW( Janwary 1978 ), p.57.
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ST RETEIKY) BRI B EE

o148 % gltt. 7198 HAFAS AA D A WEE Apelell THEH 2L AT

‘:’_}':F‘Z]'}F‘E% : th =a;+ B;XEt + &
Z ALY Xp=@a;j+ BXe + viXn + 4

3714, Xie 7199 to] A FA
XEt\__ JtO“ DH 5]'2 75)’}1]21-13\}9‘] ;{]_/'*_
Xie Xl dese Ay A%

9] ARy OLS(Q‘dmaryL%stSque)Elﬂ—‘?—*—‘M"dé o]-g-3te] FAr}. OLSH A
BA7IYe Aty Asge H22 sk A ASgE T o] Wl s TA

225 By v X4(parameter)5e] A4 ¥ LW A% Best Linear Unhiased
Estimator: BLUE)e]th. ol B¢ RE AYEAFAL oA Ha®Ae 2E F4%
¢ oJujgt}, 2ejlug OLSHA7W e /b8 8§ M9 shie $5H59 S
#AZE o] A g J1ed F glolok gk Aeldh. AFEINA SHHETES
2slglel 249 4 gt wEFEHFol, T o)A HHSFE Aol AT AA
(perfect multicollnearity)e] e Ao ZHAEch =3 AR AT g ue A
Y3 AR Pol Ao} o] g3t Z& 7HEE spa U

A, e2= 2 BEgte] 0ol

EA, F/M9 2 AZEHA ol

AR, oA AFEIE ZED

g, oAb ofuld EYuS gl FAT B4 et

Olvr

3. ARMA

Box-Jenkins® §& §9% A2 3 2ad 2AA) AR, F FFFI] AZ 2
Do) otk rhAlobdl My & EEH BERFIE R¥sste] d&shed A4
o)l E ZAsA #7]3) 7R 8( Autoregressive Model)#} ©] 5372 §(Moving Average
Model)}e QB4 UA A Aolch. |

18) Spyros Makridakis and Steven C. Wheelwright, FORECASTING( New York: Wiky, 1978), p. 166.

—281 -



E X W "

WA 73] 72 §( Autoregressive Model)e A1A Q9] QAgke €A F522 Wsho]
FE Bush doste] FA Rshe 2o 4YAPe D FAY 4 gtk 3 4AY AA
Qe v 7|ztvht HFo2 HE Wohd gho] 2 ol WF T ¥El Wold gEe A
YAPo 2 TAT 5 Ak AHdel 7ke ol thesh o] AACED

(Xk— ) =X — ) + P KXo —p) + oo v v e e + ¢ Xy — 1) + &
X=Xt + Xzt oo+ Xy F (I =~ - - — et &
X=X+ Xzt - - + X+ 6+ &

[6=(01—-d—d— - —B)u
Xe: t7]19] &%)

Xi: 1719 #5A(i=1,2,3,----t—1)
¢:i719 AFA(=1,23,p)

R CIEEX T

A9 W= —1% At =g st pd A7 HARY AR(p)EF E299, 4= p
HA A 717k @ FEAE dehi o] AV s ARYelen dH: ol X0t o
€ SRHETE ARSHA B3 FAY AALAR(Xer, Xeaw * * - Xeop)oll 31 570
Ao vehls] gio|tk dE Eof, 717k to] gre] oAz} t—1) HEA =T
gl °l-é— 1271 ARY AR(L)elz} st 712F to] R5H7} o)A 2708 #SR] o] BF
SEZ o o] & 2342713 AR Y AR(2)2} 3t Ao el o3 2

AR(].) Xt ¢lXt— + 6 + et
AR(Z) Xg ¢|X¢— + ¢2Xt—z +d+ &

o] AR(1)}& AuvjoleAd =g 2 moldAd Rz} APz vy Ttz g
o} & AuslolEAd 2L ¢=1, 6> 0013, eol thite] FELEA pgo] gl A%
o]a, ulolElAlY BEL ¢=1, =02 AR(1)o]7] wjEo|c}.

JEATEYL AALY MRS FAY A2eHK — X, = &) & AYAFo D
Bl & lohe ZHAd ke F AR ghew o] vehd 4 g

19) Douglas C. Montgomery and Lynwood A. Johnson, Forecasting and Ttme Series Analysis{ New York: MoGraw-Hil
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