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Abstract

STEVEN WEI HO: Learning of Long-Run Risk in International Markets.
(Under the direction of Mariano Croce and Riccardo Colacito.)

I develop a general equilibrium model in which agents from two countries do not observe
directly the long-run growth prospects of their economies. Instead, the agents rationally
learn the hidden components through the Kalman filter applied to international consumption
data. Learning endogenously produces: (i) a rational explanation of international contagion
phenomenon, defined as changes in one country’s asset prices in response to foreign news, that
occurs in the absence of domestic news, (ii) large and time-varying international equity risk
premia, and (iii) a resolution of the forward premium anomaly, defined as the tendency of high

interest rate currencies to appreciate.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Do agents know the long-run prospect of the economy? I address this question by in-
vestigating the international asset pricing implications of an economy in which agents have
to learn the long-run prospect of the economy from international historical growth data. To
quote from Hansen, Heaton, and Li (2008), “many of the statistical challenges that plague
econometricians presumably also plague market participants. Naive application of rational ex-
pectations equilibrium concepts may endow investors with too much knowledge about future
growth prospects”.

A growing body of the literature has documented that long-run growth prospects influence
both domestic (Bansal and Yaron, 2004) and international asset prices (Colacito and Croce,
2011). All these models are built around the assumption that consumption is exposed to two
sources of shocks perfectly observable to the agents. Specifically, short-run risk is modeled as
an i.i.d shock that only affects the economy for one period, whereas long-run risk is modeled as
a small, but highly persistent autoregressive process, which is thus expected to affect long-run
growth rates. A key question within the long-run risk paradigm is the ability of agents to
perfectly detect such a small long-run component.

Earlier papers have investigated this question in a one-country setting (Ai, 2010; Bansal
and Shaliastovich, 2011; Croce, Lettau, and Ludvigson, 2012; Johannes, Lochstoer, and Mou,
2010). In this article, I study a two-country economy, each populated by one consumer. The

dynamics of consumption growth within each country feature the aforementioned long-run



risks. The agents do not know the actual value of each country’s specific long-run risk, in the
sense that they cannot can accurately break down consumption news into a component which
is going to affect the economy for many periods, and a component which represent short-run
i.i.d shocks that is only going to affect the consumption stream for one period. The long-run
components of the two countries are correlated (Colacito and Croce, 2011), thus innovation in
one country can provide information regarding the long-run component of the other country.

The Bayesian learning mechanism employed in this article is the Kalman filter (Kalman
and Bucy, 1961; Kalman, 1960). Due to the recursive nature of the Kalman filter, it can
also be viewed as the simplest dynamic Bayesian Network (Haykin, 2001; Murphy, 2002).
An intuitive interpretation of the Kalman filter approach is that in each period the agent
forms a prior regarding the joint probability distribution of the two latent variables, which
are the home and foreign long-run risks, and come up with a prediction for the following
period; as time goes by these predictions are compared with the realized observations. The
agent adjusts the estimates of the latent variables and turns her posterior distribution into a
new prior to be used in the subsequent period. Under such a setup, agent from one country
would recursively Bayesian update her estimate of her country-specific long-run component
by utilizing all available historical information in consumption growth in both countries, and
optimizes her asset pricing decisions accordingly. As an extension of the setup, I also investigate
the case of learning from both consumption and dividend stream.

I find that learning can account for prominent features of domestic and international finan-
cial markets. Specifically, the learning model presented in this article offers a solution of the
puzzling contagion phenomenon in the context of a dynamic stochastic equilibrium framework
with complete markets and no arbitrage. Contagion is broadly defined as the propagation of
shocks in excess of what can be explained by fundamentals (Forbes and Rigobon, 2000). There
is no universally accepted explanation for why contagion occurs in equilibrium (Bekaert and
Harvey, 2003; Karolyi and Stulz, 1996). This phenomenon is puzzling as one could potentially
arbitrage when asset prices deviate from fundamentals. Current explanations offered include

investor herding behavior (Cipriani and Guarino, 2008), and the spread of fear or “market



sentiments” (Fromlet, 2001). However, such psychological arguments do not prevent an agent,
who is perfectly rational and unmoved by sentiments, from undertaking arbitrage. I propose
a rational expectations explanation for why contagion may occur in equilibrium.

I define the true long-run components of each country as the economic fundamentals, which
are unobservable and thus have to be learned, taking the history of the consumption stream
of both countries as observables. The agents of the two countries are endowed with the same
information. When agents learn using Kalman filter, they form an estimate of the entire joint
distribution of the two latent variables characterized by the means and the variance-covariance
matrix. As a result, innovations in consumption streams of both countries, are two sources of
information that will be incorporated into the estimate of the long-run persistent component
of either one country. Since the growth rates of consumption and their long-run components
are correlated across countries, the estimate of home’s economic fundamental will be revised
in response to foreign innovations, even in the absence of any new piece of information in
the home country. Equivalently, Bayesian learning gives rise to contagion as one country
may revise its long-run growth expectations solely in response to news coming from abroad.
Note that at each point in time, equilibrium prices are determined using agents’ estimates of
the distribution of fundamentals given all historical information up to that point. This means
that an econometrician who observes the entire data series may observe temporary mis-pricing,
conditional on her information set which is larger than the agents’.

The model is also able to provide a rational explanation for the forward premium anomaly,
i.e. the well-documented tendency of high interest rate currencies to appreciate (Fama, 1984),
which is at odds with the prediction of the uncovered interest rate parity relationship. The
model in this article can provide a solution due to its ability to endogenously generate time-
varying volatility through learning. Take for example the case in which the home country agent
believes that the estimate of her long-run component is very unreliable, i.e. it features a large
variance. This variance of the estimation error will steadily decrease through learning in the
transition toward the steady-state Kalman filter value. During this process, the consumption

profile of the home agent becomes less uncertain and thus the interest rate in this country gets



relatively larger. By no arbitrage, the currency of the home country become more valuable,
being associated to a safer consumption profile, and it is thus expected to appreciate, despite
its higher interest rate.

Furthermore, I show that within each country, learning increases the equity risk premium
by as much as 22%. This finding confirms and extends the analysis of Croce, Lettau, and
Ludvigson (2012) to the case in which investors exploit the cross-sectional dimension of coun-
tries in addition to the domestic time-series of consumption. Additionally, when the Kalman
filter is off steady-state, the model endogenously generates time-varying uncertainty, as the
recursive application of the Bayesian updating changes the accuracy of the estimated long-run
risks through time. This means that the model features a time-varying risk-premium.

The rest of the article is organized as follows. Chapter 2 reviews the related literature. In
Chapter 3, I describe the model setup, the information structure involved, and the learning. In
Chapter 4, I present detailed derivations. In Chapter 5, I present the analytical asset pricing
solutions of learning under different information structures. In Chapter 6, I provide both
the theoretical arguments and numerical simulation results which would explain contagion in

international markets and the forward-premium puzzle. Chapter 7 concludes the article.



Chapter 2

Background Literature

In the Bansal and Yaron (2004) model, there is a small but highly persistent predictable
long-run component in consumption growth, which is subject to long-run shocks. They are
called long-run shocks since due to the highly persistent nature of the long-run component,
even small innovations in this component will induce large cash flow movements in a long
time horizon. Thus, the low-frequency movements in consumption growth rates are called the
long-run risk (Bansal, Kiku, and Yaron, 2010).

A notable ingredient of the long-run risk literature, which I also employ here, is the Epstein-
Zin-Weil preference (Epstein and Zin, 1989; Weil, 1989). Under this recursive preference, agents
in each period would optimize the tradeoff between utility of current period and continuation
utility derived from all future periods (Backus, Routledge, and Zin, 2005). The recursive
preference allows the separation of coefficient of relative risk aversion + and intertemporal
elasticity of substitution (IES) %, which can be simultaneously large, whereas in standard
CRRA preference 1» = 1/v. This feature is desirable as an individual’s willingness to take
financial risk, does not have to be necessarily associated with the inverse of her inclination to
substitute today’s consumption with future consumption in response to change in intertemporal
prices (Chen, Favilukis, and Ludvigson, 2011). When IES is larger than 1/, agents prefer
early resolution of uncertainty and exposure to the long-run risk carries high risk premium.

Hansen and Sargent (2010) consider the model in which agents are concerned with model

mis-specification and Bayesian updates the parameters of several different sub-models. The



agent will also update model-mixing probability and decide which sub-model is the most likely.
This setup generates elevated risk premium since agent’s distrust of her model adds to the price
of risk.

Croce, Lettau, and Ludvigson (2012) investigates the role of information in consumption
based long-run risk model and is able to explain the downward slope of equity term structure.
When investors can identify both the short-run and long-run components of consumption risk,
the standard long-run risk model can generate a sizable equity market risk premium only if the
equity term structure slopes up. However, when investors cannot distinguish short-run and
long-run components of consumption risk, the model is able to generate both a large equity
market risk premium and a downward sloping equity term structure, which is what we observe
in data.

Bansal and Shaliastovich (2011) focuses on the endogenous choice in learning. The agents
may either pay a cost to learn the true long-run component or use Kalman filtering based
on historical data. The actions of investors to learn about the true state can explain the
asset-price jumps. The model implies income volatility can predict future jumps in returns.

Ai (2010) studies the implication of public information quality about persistent productivity
shocks in a model with Kreps-Porteus preferences. The production-based long-run risk model
with learning implies that when information quality is low equity premium is high and volatility

of the risk-free rate is low.



Chapter 3

Model Setup

3.1 Preferences

There are two countries in the economy which are denoted home and foreign. Markets are
complete. As in Colacito and Croce (2011), perfect home bias is imposed in the setup so that
representative agent of each country would only consume the goods that she is endowed with.
Since markets are complete, agents can still trade Arrow-Debreu securities and they have no
home bias over financial assets. The first order conditions with respect to the purchase of
those financial assets (No-Arbitrage equations) pin down the value of all assets and the growth
rate of the exchange rate. For compactness of representation, only home’s preferences and
prices are characterized in this section. The foreign counterparts are denoted with identical
expression with a superscript “*” added to designate the variables as foreign.

Following the long-run risk literature which emphasizes the importance of long-run eco-
nomic growth prospects (Bansal and Yaron, 2004), the home representative agent has the

Epstein-Zin-Weil (1989) preference:

U, = {(1 5 1 (& |vi7]) = } =17

A noteworthy feature of the Epstein-Zin-Weil preference is the separation of the coefficient
of intertemporal elasticity of substitution (IES) v and the coefficient of relative risk aversion -y

, which can be simultaneously larger than one; whereas in standard CRRA preference ¢ = 1/7.



When IES > 1/, agents prefer early resolution of uncertainty(Epstein and Zin, 1991). For

convenience, we can define composite parameter 6 = 1:7 7 Denote the ex-dividend price
dividend ratio of an asset that pays a consumption stream C; at end of period t as W.; =
Ptc /Cy . Also denote the ex-dividend price dividend ratio of an asset that pays a consumption
stream D; at end of period t as Wy; = PtD/Dt. My 1 is the pricing kernel and Ry, is the

return on a one-period risk-free asset at time t. Given the Epstein-Zin-Weil preference, the

optimal consumption choice yields the following asset pricing equations:

EMy1Resa] =1 Reppr = (P + Ciga)/PF (3.1)

EfMi1Ragi1) =1  Rays1 = (PR, + Dyy1)/PP

0
Con ]\ Lo
e = (s[ %] ) it @2

One can show the log pricing kernel is a function of log consumption growth Ac;, and the

log return on an asset which pays the consumption stream 7 ;1:

1-— 1-— 1/¢ —
Mip1 = i logd — JACI%I + A

.
=1 1o (33)

The Epstein-Zin-Weil preference and its basic asset pricing implications are shared by the

three information structures describe below.

3.2 Full Information

Let the lower-case letters denote the variables in logarithms. The processes for log con-

sumption and log dividend growth in the case of full information are specified as follows:



Aci =p+ 2 +0ch €t (3.4)
Acy = p+ 2z +0cf-eny

=P 2Z-110yph €zt

=Pzt Oaf el
Ady = pg+ X2 +0an - €dy

Ad; :ud+/\~22k+0d7f-827t

(Ecits Epts €ty Entr Edits Eq,p) ~ N.1.1.d(0, Q)

1 p. 0 0 0 0
pe 1 0 0 0 0
o _ 0 0 1 p. 0 0
0 0 p. 1 0 0
00 0 0 1 pg
00 0 0 pg 1

The small persistent predictable components 2, z; capture the small but persistent com-
ponent of expected consumption and dividend growth rate in home and foreign countries,
respectively. Note the timing convention here is that the predictive component z; enters the
consumption growth at time t rather than time t+1. In Bansal and Yaron (2004), z; is the
conditional expectation of consumption of next period, whereas in this timing convention the
conditional expectation of consumption of next period is pz;. Let €., er, denote the short-run
shocks to home and foreign consumption. € 4,€7; are the long-run shocks to the highly per-
sistent component. They are called the long-run shocks because due to the highly persistent
nature of z;, even a small innovation can impact cash flows for a very long time and thus
agents demand a high risk premia for the long-run shocks when IES > 1/v. €44, 6Z,t are the

dividend shocks and A can be interpreted as the leverage ratio (Abel, 1999). As in Bansal and



Yaron (2004), dividend is not exposed to short-run shock. Indeed, for the short-run, long-run,
dividend shocks within one country, €.+, €.+, q,¢, €ach type of shock is orthogonal to any other
type of shock. On the other hand, the cross-country correlations short-run, long-run, dividend
shocks are denoted as pc, p,, and pg, respectively.

In the full information case, agents observe all variables of interest and fully take equation

3.4 into account when making asset pricing decisions.

3.3 Limited Information-Learning from Consumption

Under the information structure of limited information with learning from consumption
stream, agents are assumed to observe all historical data of consumption growth, however
the agents do not observe the underlying long-run persistent components z; and zf. As a
consequence of limited information, the agents do not know if the innovation in consumption
is due to €. or €,4. Because the linear state space of equation 3.4 is jointly Gaussian, the
agents can use the Kalman filter (Harvey, 1989) to infer the underlying latent variables, namely
z; and zf. The Kalman filter is the optimal linear filter for Gaussian systems. Due to the
recursive nature of the Kalman filter, it can also be viewed as the simplest dynamic Bayesian
Network (Haykin, 2001; Murphy, 2002).

Under this information structure the agent is only learning from consumption stream but
not dividend stream, the case of learning from both consumption and dividend stream would
be investigated in the next section. It would still be interesting to price dividend under the
current scenario, however, a question arises as to how to specify the exogenous dividend growth
process. Suppose the dividend process is as in equation 3.4, then the agent must be able to
infer the latent variables not only from the consumption stream, but also the dividend stream
which contains additional information regarding true values of the latent variables. In order
to achieve internal consistency with the information structure, dividend processes equation 3.4

is replaced with the following:

10



Ady = pg+ X (Acy — p) (3.5)

Adf = pig+ ) - (A — )

The setup of the exogenous endowment processes are otherwise identical to the full in-
formation case. Note that the dividend process does not add any additional information for
the filtering as it is a linear transformation of the consumption process, thus the agent only
updates the filtered latent variable in response to consumption innovation.

As in Bansal and Shaliastovich (2011), I assume that €2.is known by the agent. In addition
to knowledge about the structure of cash flow processes, agents of both countries share the

same information set at time t which is:

If = {{Act—i} izoa,... {AG_i }imo,1,.... Qe }

Note that €2, is not time-varying. In fact, learning with off-steady-state Kalman filter can
generate endogenous time-varying volatility; more details on this and the Forward Premium
Anomaly can be found in section 6.2.

Let the filtered state vector for the case of learning from consumption stream be denoted

>~ Tk
by z, 2

2 = Byl |If] (3.6)

5 = Bz | I}

The variance covariance matrix of the filtering errors is:

Phh§  Phye

Phfy Pffi

11



Phh§ = Ey[(z — 2)2|If)
Phft = Eyf(z — &) (2 — 29)|I]

Pffs = Byl(z — 2)?|If]

Given the filtered latent variables, the structure of the cash flow process implies the fol-

lowing innovation representation:

Acy=p+2z +vey (3.8)
Aci :M"‘%"’V:,t
Ady = pig + M- (Acy — p)
Ad; = pg+ A+ (A} — 1)
where the innovations in consumption in home and foreign countries are defined as:
Vet = Och €t + 2t — 2t
(3.9)

~

* * * *
Vet = Ocf "Ect T2 — %

The filtering problem and its solutions are solved in section 4.1.

3.4 Limited Information-Learning from Consumption and Div-
idend

The setup of the exogenous endowment processes are identical to the full information case.

Notably the dividend process is :

12



Ady = prg + X2+ 04p - €qyp (3.10)

Ady :,Ud‘i‘/\'zr‘i‘gd,f'%’fz,t

Both the consumption process and the dividend process provide information for the filtering
of the state vector. The agents use Kalman filter to update the filtered latent variables in
response to both consumption innovation and dividend innovation. Agents of both countries

share the same information set at time t which is:

If={{Act—i} im0, {AC im0, {Adei} im0, {ADF }im01,., Q) (3.11)

Let the filtered state vector for the case of learning from both consumption and dividend

stream be denoted by 2, zjé“

%, = Ey[z|IY (3.12)

2 = Byl |17

The variance covariance matrix of the filtering errors is:

Phh  Phff
Phfi Pffi

Phh{ = Eq[(z — 2)*|I{] (3.13)
Phfl = Eil(z — 2)(zf — 2|1

Pffd= E(zf — 2)?| 1)

Given the filtered latent variables, the structure of the cash flow process implies the fol-

lowing innovation representation:

13



Act =K + gt + Vet (314)
Acy :N"i_';t;_"V:,t
Ady = pg+ X2t +vgy

Ady = pa+ X 2 + v,

where the innovations in consumption and dividend, in home and foreign countries are

defined as:

Vet = Och " Ect T 2t — 2t

)

* * * T
Vet = Ocf " Ecp T2 — %

(3.15)

Vit = Odp - €dt + A (2t — 22)

* * * x
Vgt = 0df €qp T A (Zt _Zt>

)

The filtering problem and its solutions are solved in section 4.2

14



4.1 Kalman Filter Derivation-Learning from Consumption

Chapter 4

Derivations

The consumption and dividend processes are assumed to be the following:

Var

Define:

Aci=p+ 2+ 0ch €t
Ac; =p+zf +oc5- Ez,t
=P 2-11t0yph €zt
2zt =p-zig+ 0L Ey
Ady = pg+ X (20 + e ey

Adf = pg+ X (2f +ocf-chy)

Ug,h Pc OchOc,f 0
Pc OchOc, f Uff 0
0 0 oz,
0 0 Pz O h0s f

Pz 0zh0z f

2
Ozf




qe_|” 0 e |10
0 p 01
2 . 2 .
Qc — O-C,h pC Jc7hac7f RC — O—z’h pZ O—Z,hO—Z,f
Pc OchOc,f Ocf Pz 0z h04 f o

The state vector is (z, 2;), and the measurement vector is (Ac;, Acy). In addition, the
filtered state vector for the case of learning from consumption process is (i, z})

The variance covariance matrix of the filtering errors is:

Phh¢ Phfe

Phfy Pffi

Then by applying the standard Kalman filter update equation

Ptc _ AcPtc_lAc’ . AcPtc_ch’ [HcPtc_ch’ + RC]—chPtc_lAc’ + Qc

One can show the one-step-ahead evolution equations for the variances of the filtering errors

are:
Phhy
- (pszc,h2 (Phh?,l (_f762(7c,f2 +Pffi+ Uc,fQ) - thtc—12)) ‘o 2
N (Cfc,f2 (*pCQUc,hQ + Phhi_; + Uc,hQ) —2p.Phff jocnoes +PffE (Phhf—l + Uc,hz) - thtc—lz) ="
(4.4)
Phfe (P*0enoes ((pe* —1) Phfi 10cnoe s + pe (Phfis? — Pffi1Phhi_1)))
(—Uc,f2 (—p62067h2 + Phh{_, + O'C7h2) + 2pcPhff 10choe,y — PffE (Phh;L1 + Ucth) + thfff)
+ P20, f0zn
(4.5)
i (¢P0es® ((pc* = 1) PSS 10en® = PEIE PRI + PhiE %))

(—Jc,f2 (—chaCﬁ2 + Phh{_; + ac,hQ) + 2pcPhff 10choe,s — PffE (Phhf,1 + Uc,hz) + thf,f)
+ Uz,f2
(4.6)

One can derive the 2 by 2 Kalman gains in this case:

16



where

Kllt

K12t

K21t

K22t

C C
Kiy Kigy
C C
K35, K,

(tht 1(=Phfi _pc(’qhac,f)) (Phht 1 (UCf +Pffi 1)
(( Oc,h +Phhc ) (UCf2 +Pfft_1) - (tht_l +pcac,hacf 2
(Phffy (oen® + Phhi_y)) + (Phhi_y(—Phff | —

)
)

PcOc,hOc,f

(( Oc,h +Phh )(Uc,f +Pfftc 1)_<thtcl+PcUch0cf
(Pfft 1(—Phfi 1_Pc<7c,h0'c,f)) (tht 1(Ucf +Pff 1)
2

((Uch + Phh{_ ) (UCf2 +Pfft_1) - (tht_l +chchUcf
(Pffeq (oepn®+ PhRS 1)) + (Phff (—Phff

— PcOc,hOc,f

((oen? + Phb§_)) (0cp? + PffE 1) — (PRfE| + peoenoe,s)

Vet

Or, in the innovation presentation, let vy o =

The innovations in consumption in home and foreign countries are defined as:

We hayve,

*
l/c,t

Vet = Och " Ect T 2t — 2t

* * *
Vet = Oc,f "Ect t 2

Acy = p+ 2 +vey
AC::M‘FZAZ"‘V;&
Adt:/id‘FA'(ACt

Adi = pa+ A (Ag
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— 1)
— W)

)
?)
)
)
)
)

(4.8)

(4.9)

(4.10)

(4.11)

(4.12)
(4.13)
(4.14)

(4.15)



And the one-step-ahead state evolution equations for the filtered home and foreign long-run

persistent components are:

Zr=p-Z 1+ K1y Ver + Kiay - Vi (4.16)
Zr=p-2fq+ Kgl,t “Vet t+ K§2,t : V:,t (4.17)

The steady state Kalman filter is the solution to the following Discrete Algebraic Riccati

Equation:

—1
Acpe AT — Acpe HY [HC.PSCS.HCT + RC] HE.PC AT 4+ Q° (4.18)
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4.2 Kalman Filter Derivation-Learning from Consumption and
Dividend

The consumption and dividend processes are assumed to be the following:

Aci = p+ 2t +0ch - €t (4.19)
Acy = p+ 2 +0cf-eny

=P -1+t 0yh €zt

G =P ZgtOnpEny
Ady = pig+ X2 +0apn - €dy

Ad; :ud+>\~zf+0d7f-827t

Oc,h * 52,1&
Oc,f Ect
Ozh €zt
Q=Var oaper, | =
Odh* Edit
Od,f " €q
Uih PcOc,hOc,f 0 0 0 0
PcOc,hOc,f 0'27]0 0 0 0 0
0 0 O’ih P20 10 f 0 0
0 0 P20 00z f aif 0 0
0 0 0 0 0'(2“1 PdOd,h0d, f
0 0 0 0 PdOd,n0d,f Ui,f
Define:
=[] =4
0 X
Jg,h Pz Oz h0z f 0 0
Qd _ Ug,h Pc TchOc, f Rl — Pz Oz h0zf Uif 0 0
Pc  Oc,hOc,f O.if 0 0 Ug,h Pz Oz h0z f
0 0 Pz 0z2,h0zf 037}0

The state vector is ( 5% ) .
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AC;
The measurement vector is A dt
The filtered state vector for the case of learning from both consumption and dividend processes is
( z%%* > Both the consumption process and the dividend process provide information for the filtering

t
of the state vector.

The variance covariance matrix of the filtering errors is:

Phh{  Phft
Pl =

Phfl Pff

Then by applying the standard Kalman filter update equation

P =Alpt AT — AYpE HY ([HPL HY + RY)TTHIPE AT + Q°

One can show the one-step-ahead evolution equations for the variances of the filtering errors

are:
Phh{ = [Pffg—l (Phh?—1p2o'd,h20'c,h2 (— (pc2 - 1) >\2Uc,f2 - (pd2 - 1) Ud,f2)
+ 0.0\ (Ud,hQCTc,fQ (—pc20c,h2 + Phh{ | + Uc,h2) — 2pepaPhh_ 104,04 h0en0c.f + Phhy 1041 0cn
+0un’ (* (pe®> = 1) N*Phhi_iocn’0c s — (pa® — 1) 04, ¢ 0an” (Phhf—l +oc h2)

+Ph.ft 1 (p UthUch ((,Dc _1))\ O'Cf + (pd _1)0'd,f
+o.5° ((pC271) Noenloe 2=\ (—=2pcpaca,foanoe hWOef+0af Oen’+oan’oe s’ )+(pd -1) oafioan’

2

N— N

2
)

+2Phfi 104,104 n0ende, 1o’ ((pe — 1) paXioenoe s + pe (pa® — 1) 0a,p0an
+ 04,2005 ((pc2 —1) (pa® - 1) Phhi 1 p*can’oen

+ Uz,h2 (_ (Pd2 - 1) Ud,h2 (_pcza'c,h2 + Phhil + U'c,hQ) - (pc2 - 1) )\QPhhilflo'c,hQ))]

- [f (p,i2 — 1) Ud,fQJd,h2 (Gc,f2 (7p620-(3,h2 + Phhf—l + O—C,hz) + Pffzd—l (Phhf—l + Uc,hQ))

N — — —

2

+ Phfi " ((p® = 1) XN'oen®0es® — N (=2pcpada,s0anende,s + 0a s oen’ + oan’oes’)
+ (pd2 . 1) Ud,fQO'd,hQ) + 2Ph.ftd—10'd,f0'd,h0'c,h0'c,f ((pc — 1) par’ Oc,hOc,f + Pe (pd . 1) o4 fUd,h)
+ 02 (o0 (PR PRE 00n® = (e = 1) 0en® (PFfii0an® + Phii_100,4°) )

—2pepaP [ fi 1 Phhi 104,100 n0ch0c, s +Pfftd—1phh§l—10'd,f20'c,h2) - (Pc2 -1) /\4Pfffl—1phhf—10c,h20c,f2]
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Phfl = [Pzaz,fo'z,h (— (pa® —1) 0af’0an’ (Uc,f2 (—pczac,;f + Phhi_, + Uc,h2) +Pffiy (Phhf_l + Uc,hz))

+thtd—12 ((pc2—1) Moenloe =N (—2pcpava,f0d,nTehOc,f +0'd,f20'c,h2+0'd,h20'c,f2) + (de—l) Ud,fQUd,hQ)
+ 2thgf10'd,f0'd,h0'c,h0'c,f ((pc2 — 1) Pd)\20'c,h0'c,f + Pe (pd2 — 1) O'd,fO'd,h)

+ Noes” (PIFA PRI 0an® = (p° = 1) 0en® (PSS 10an® + PRb{ 100,57
2

+ A2 (—ZpdePfff_lphhf_lad, 10anTen0es + Pffi i Phhi 10a 0cn

2
+ 020 fO4nTenOe s ((pﬁ —1) 0a,;0a.n ((pf —1) Phff10cnoes + pe (thgi1 — Pfft . Phhd |
2
+(p.* = 1) paX'oenoe s (Phfis” = PEFL PhA] )

- [_ (Pd2 -1) oafioan’ (Uc,f2 (_pc20'c,h2 + Phhi_, + Uc,hz) +Pffly (Phh?fl + Ucvhz))

)
)
—(p2 = 1) >\4Pfft‘{1Phhf,loc,ﬁac,f)
)
]

2
+ Phfi, ((Pc2 -1) Moo nloes® — N (—2pcpava,fOd,hOc,hOc,f + oafioen’ Foanioe;’

)
+ (pa® = 1) 04,¢%0an”) + 2Phfi 104, 10an0cnoe,s ((p’ = 1) paX>oenoe,s + pe (pa® — 1) 0a,s0a,n)
+2° (Uc,f2 (Pfftd—lphhf—lffd,hZ —(p = 1) oen’ (Pfftd—laaz,h2 + Phh?—l%,ﬁ))

—2pepaP ffi 1 Phhi_104 100 nocnoe s + Pfff_lphh?_lod,ﬁac,f) —(pe? 1) A“Pfff_lPhh?_lac,h%c,ﬁ]

Pffi= |:Pfftd71 (p2ffd,f20c,f2 (— (pa® — 1) oan’ (_pCQUC,hQ + Phhi_; + Uc,hQ) —(pe> 1) )\QPhhf,lac,hg)
+ 0’z7f2A2 (Ud,h20'c,f2 (7p620'c,h2 -+ Phh?,l -+ Uc,h2) — 2pcdehhg,1O’d7f0'd,h0'c’h0'0,f —+ Phh?710d7f2ac,h2)
+ Jz,f2 (— (pc2 — 1) /\4Phh§i_1oc,h2ac,f2 - (pd2 — 1) O'd,f20'd7h2 (Phh‘ti_1 + ac,hQ))

+ PRIy (000 20es? (0 — 1) NMoen® + (pa® — 1) 0an?
0202 ((p° —1) Noen?0e, s =X (—2pepada,joanOene s +0a, 1 0en’ +0an’0es?) + (pa’ —1) 0a s 0an’)
+2Phfi 104, 10an0cn0c, 055" ((pe° — 1) paXoenoe s + pe (pa”° — 1) 04,504,

h
04,100,120 8" (— (pa® = 1) gan’ (—pCQJc,hQ + Phhe | + Uc,hQ) —(p* = 1) )\QPhhf,lac,hQ)

- [7 (Pd2 - 1) (J’d,fQ(Td,h2 (U'c,f2 (*PCQUc,hZ + Phh?—l + Uc,hz) + Pfftd—l (Phh?—l + Uc7h2))

)
)
)
)

2
+ Phfi " ((pe” = 1) XN'oen®0es® — N (=2pepada,s0anoentes + 0a s oen’ + oan’ocs’

)
+ (pd® = 1) 0a,t20an’) + 2Phfl 100 10anoenoes ((pc° — 1) paX’oenoes + pe (pa® — 1) 0a,50a.n)
02 (o0 (PR PRE 00n® = (e = 1) 0en® (PFf0un® + Phii_100,4) )

—2pcpaPf i1 Phhi_ 104, f04n0cn0c 5 + Pfff,lphhilod,ﬂac,h?) —(p> 1) A‘*PffilPhh?,loc,h%-c,ﬁ]
One can derive the 2 by 4 Kalman gains in this case:

d d d d
K — Kll,t K12,t K13,t K14,t

’ d d d d
K21,t K22,t K23,t K24,t

where
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Kiil,t = [Ud,h ((Pd2 - 1) Od,h (thtd—lz + Pc”cvhacafphffd—l — Phhi_, (Uc’f2 + Pfftd_l)) Ud’fz

+ (th,if - PffLPhhil) e f(PepaTa,fOecn — wahaaf)*?)]
[ (0 1) PR PRA 0?0

+ (PLALA PRI 00, 00n” = 2pepaP [y PRI 10410 0n0c e
+ (Pfftdqphhfﬂad,f —(p* = 1) (Phhffla'd,fQ + Pfftdﬂtfd,hz) Uc,hQ) Uc,fQ) z?
— (pa® = 1) 0ufPoun’ ((_pCQJC’hQ +oen’ + Phhf,l) oo’ + P, (Jc,h2 + Phh?—l))
+ 2th{i,1ad’fod,hac,hoc,f ((pc2 - 1) pdrfc,h(fc,f)\2 + pe (Pd2 - 1) Ud,fgd’h)
+ thtd—12 ((p® = 1) e’ At = (04,2 0cn” = 2PePa0a, fOaRT e, fTch + Tan T r’) N
+ (pa® - 1) Ud,fzad;hQ)]

Kflz,t = [Gd,hacvh ((thtd—12 - Pffzd_lphhtd—l) (PeOanOc,f — de’d,fO'c,h))\Q
- (Pd2 -1) oa,2oan(Phfi1oen — PcPhh?—1Uc,f))] - [_ (pe® — 1) P PR jocn®oc 2N
+ (Pfftd—1phh?—10d,f20'c,h2 = 2pcpaPffi 1 Phhi 104, §0an0c O n
+ (PLA PRI 0an® = (p” = 1) (PRA 100s” + P 0an®) 0en) 0es®) X
_ (pd2 _ 1) O'd,f2o'd’h2 ((_pCQUth +oen’ + Phhf_l) Uc,f2 + Pfft, (Uc,h2 + Phhf—l))

+ 2tht‘i_10'd7fa'd7h0'c,h0'¢7f ((pc2 — 1) ,Odac,hac,f)\2 + pe (Pd2 - 1) Jdafad»h)
+ thtdflz ((PCQ - 1) Uc,thfc,f2>\4 - (O'd,fQO'c,hQ —20cPd0d,fOd,hTc,fOc,h + C’dthUcwfz) A

+ (pa® = 1) ad,fQUd,hz)]

Koo = [rend (07 = 1) (PhFLS" = PAFAPRRLL) 0o
—0af (p® — 1) (Phh{_10a,s — paPhfi10a.n)0choe 1
+ (oaspepa (PR = PERLPREL) oapoes + (PERL PR, = PREL) 0ugoen) )]
= [_ (p> = 1) Py PR _ocpn?oe s 2 X!
+ (Pfftd—1phh1{si710d,f20'c,h2 — 2pcpaPf [ 1 Phhi 104,50 410c,50cn
+ (PrAL PRI 0an® = (p” = 1) (PRA100s” + P 0an®) 0en?) 0es®) X
— (pa® —1) oasoan’ ((_pC2UC,h2 +oen’ + Phhg—l) oes® + Pffi (Uc’h2 + Phhil))

+ 2Phf{ 104,500 10e 001 (e = 1) paoen0e s X + pe (pa® = 1) 0u 0a.n)
+ thtdflz ((pc* — 1) Oenoe A = (04,5 0cn” = 2pcpada,jOan0e, jOch + Tan 0e s”) N

+ (pa® = 1) 0as*00n’)]
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Kil,z = [Ud,hUc,h (— (pc2 —1) (paPhhi_ 04— Phfi 10an)0cn0es> + pe (thtd—12 - Pfftd—lphhtd—l) Od,h0c,f
+ pa (LI PRI = PREE ) ougoen) A + (00" = 1) PAFS PRI 100’00, A"

— (PAFE PR 045 0en® = 2pepaPf [ PRI 04,0000 e r0en

+ (Pfftd_lPhhf_lad,hZ —(pe2—1) (Phhf_lad,ﬁ + Pfff_ladﬁ) ag,,f) ac,ﬁ) A2

+ (pd2 —1) oafioan’ ((_chUc,hQ +oen’+ Phhffl) oo+ Pff, (Uc,h2 + Phh?ﬂ))
+2Phfi 104, t0an0cn0c s (= (p° = 1) padenoe s> — pe (pa® — 1) 04, p0an)

+ thtd,l2 (- (,Dc2 -1) Oen’ e A+ (O'd,fzo'c,h2 — 2PcPd0d, fOdn0c, fOc,h + Ud,h20'c,f2) A’
_ (pd2 — 1) O'd,f20d,h2)}

K2dl,t = [ad,fac,f ((pd2 — 1) ad,f(pcPfftd,lac,h - thg,lo'c’f)o'd’h2
+ (thtd_l2 fPfftd_lPhhf_l) (peoda,focn *Pdad,ho'c,f)AQ)] =+ [* (Pc2 - 1) Pfftd—lphhf—lUc,h2Uc,f2/\4
+ (PIALA PRI 100 00n” = 2pepaP ] [y PRRY 10410 0n0e 0cn
+ (PRALA PRI 0an® = (p” = 1) (PRE 100s” + PEfa0an®) 0en?) 0es®) X
— (pd® = 1) gasoan’ ((*Pc20c,h2 +oen’ + Phhil) oe s’ + Pffiy (Uc,h2 + Phhil))
+2Phfi 104, 104n0cn0e,s (P’ = 1) pacenoe s X + pe (pa® — 1) 0a.soa,n)
+ thflle ((pc2 -1) Oen0e, 2N — (O'd,f20'c,h2 — 20cPd0d,fOd,h0c,f0c,h + U'd,hQUc,f2) 2
+ (Pd2 -1) Ud,fQO'd,hz)]

Kino = [oas ((pa® = 1) 00.50an® (PR + peoenoe s PhFEy = PEFL (000 + Py ))

- (tht{IQ - Pfftdflphh?—l) Oen(0d,fOch — pcded,hO'c,f))\Q)]
= [ (02 = 1) PR PRI oen?oe X

+ (PIFLAPIE 1002 0cn® = 200paP s PRI 100 100000 10c
+ (PLAAPRRE soun® = (p” = 1) (PRR 100”4+ PLfE104n”) 0on®) 0cs”) X
— (pd® = 1) oaf0an’ ((_pCQJC,hQ +oen’ + Phh:&ifl) oe sl + PffLy (Uc,h2 + Phhi1))
+2Phfl 104, 104n0cn0c,s (P’ = 1) pacenoe s X + pe (pa® — 1) 0a soan)
+ Phft ((p® = 1) 0en’0e s’ A = (04,2 0cn” = 2PePa0a, fOaRTe,fTch + Tan Ter’) N
+ (pa® — 1) Ud,f20'd,h2):|
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Kiyo = [oas0es (pe (PRSS" = PIEE PRI ) 0 ocn

+ ((pe2 = 1) (PR 100 s = paPFsoan)oen’ + pa (PFEAPRRL s = PRI ) 0an) oer) A]
= (0> = 1) PRAL PRI 0esoc 72

- (Pfftd_lphh?_lgd’fzgcyh2 — zpcpdpfftd_1Phh;i_10'd,f0'd’ho'cyfo'g,h
+ (PP oan® = (o = 1) (PRE 1oas® + PIfE104n?) 000 ) 00s”) X
+ (pd® = 1) oaf’oan’ ((_pCQJC,hQ +oen’+ Phhf,l) oe st +Pff, (Uc,h2 + Phh?71))
+ 2Phfl 104,104 0010 s (- (pc2 -1) PaTe e N — pe (Pd2 —1)oar0an)
+ Phf (= (pe® = 1) oen e X + (0a.f20cn® — 2pcpada,roanTe fen + Tan’oes”) N2

_ (Pd2 — 1) Jd,fzad,hQ)]

b= oo (02 1) (PR IR PN 0
+ pepa (PRI = PSSP, ) 00 r0ancen
+0an (—ad,hphff_f + (pe’ = 1) (paPhfi 10a s — Pffiroan)oen’ + Pfffl—lphhtd—l‘”»h) "C’f)]

- [_ (pe® — 1) PffiyPhhi yocpn’oe 2

+ (PFFLA PRI 00" 0en” = 2pepaP f fil s PRI 10410 0n0c j0cn
+ (PIfaPRR100s? = (p* = 1) (PhA 100 s® + PEfilaoun®) 0en®) 0cs®) N
— (pa® = 1) oafoan’ <<_p620'c,h2 +0en’ + Phhil) oe’ + Pffia (Uc’h2 + Phhil))
+2Phfl 104, 104n0cn0c,r ((p” = 1) pacenoe s X + pe (pa® — 1) 0a,s0a,n)
# PRI (008 = 1) 00?00 X' = (005°000” = 20004010000 1T + 700 %) N
+(pd® = 1) Ud,f20d,h2)}

Or, in the innovation presentation, let vrcp; =

*
Vat
The innovations in consumption and dividend, in home and foreign countries are defined

as:

Vet = Och " Ecit + 2t — 2t

Vet = Oc,f " Ez,t + 2 — 2 (4.20)

Vit = Odp - €dt + A (2 — 2)

* * * Tk
Vagy = 0df €gp T A (Zt - Zt)

We have,
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Acy =p+ 2z +vey (4.21)

Acf = p+zf + v, (4.22)
Ady = ta + - Z + V.t (423)
Adf = pa+ N 2f + v, (4.24)

And the one-step-ahead state evolution equations for the filtered home and foreign long-run

persistent components are:

> s d d d d
Z=p- a1+ Ky ver + Koy vey + Kz vae + Ky - vay (4.25)

o S ged d d d
2=pal g Koy ver + Kop o viy + Koz vae + Koy vy (4.26)

The steady state Kalman filter is the solution to the following Discrete Algebraic Riccati

Equation:

-1
Al pd Ad" g pd pd” [Hd.P;’S.HdT +RY T mepd Al 4 f (4.27)
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4.3 Derivation of Pricing Kernel

In this section I elaborate the asset pricing results obtained from log-linearization of the
Epstein-Zin Utility. This exercise was performed to provide some intuition through analytical
solutions. I used numerical third order approximations in the simulations and plots and did

not use the analytical first order approximation results presented in this section.

4.3.1 Cash Flow Model

The baseline linear state space representation is

Aci =+ 24 + Ney

Aci = p+ 2+
Zt=p Zt—1+ Nt
=Pzt

Ady = pig + X - 2¢ + Nag

Adf = pra+ Xz + 05y (4.28)

where

n =  N.i.i.d.(0,5) (4.29)

26



4.3.2 Log-Linearization

I follow (Croce, Lettau, and Ludvigson, 2012). This implementation involves two-countries
and the results are similar to the standard long-run risk literature, up to a difference in the
timing convention in the long-run persistent component. Define the price dividend ratio of
an asset that pays a consumption stream C; at end of period t as W.; = PtC /Ct, Repv1 =

(Ptqu + Ci11)/PF, then the Campbell-Shiller log-linearization yields:

oo [e.o]
We,t = We + Z KeEt[Acti14i] — Z ke E[reir114) (4.30)
i=0 i=0
L= czp(we) (4.31)
1+ exp(w,)

The first order condition of the Epstein-Zin Utility yields:

1 -1
M1 =M — — 2441 — chnz,tﬂ = Ve,t+1 (4.32)
(G 1 — pke
1 1-1
Tet+l =Te+ 241 + Hci/wﬁz,tﬂ + Neyt+1 (4.33)
P 1 — pke
1
T =Tf+ Ezt—&-l (4’34)
1-1
Wet = We + T o [V Zt+1 (4.35)
— K;Cp

Define the price dividend ratio of an asset that pays a consumption stream D; at end
of period t as Wy, = PP/D; , Rit1 = (Pgl + Dy41)/PP, then the Campbell-Shiller log

linearization yields:

A—1
U)d}t = 7 + ]-/1/}Zt+1 (436)
— Rap
. exp(wa) (4.37)
1+ exp(wy)
1 A—1
Tdt+1 =74 + EZtJrl + %dl_[)/,;jnz,t+1 + Nd,t4+1 (4.38)
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Thus, in vector form, we have that for the home country:

1
M1 =M — — 2411 + Dpamega

(G
sz[—’y 0 —rI=LL 0 0 0]

1
Tett1l = Te + —2i41 + Denp

P
Fc:[l 0 k=% o 0 0}

Cl—FKep

1
Tdi+1 = Tg + —2¢41 + Laneg

(0
Fd:|:0 0 koY% o 1 0]

1—rap
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(4.39)
(4.40)
(4.41)
(4.42)
(4.43)

(4.44)



Similarly, for the foreign country:

Since
exr 1
Eqlrcinl = —cov (mey = Ey[mea] reerr — Etlreen]) — SVar (reer — Etlregs])
1
Ei[rgii] = —cov (mey1 — Eifmyial], ragrr — Eilragsa]) — §VC”“ (Tat+1 — Et[ra 1))
‘We have

r

1
* —k * *
mipp =m — —z + D

(4
* _1111
m—[o —y 0 —kILL 0 0]

1
* —% * *
Tet+1 = Te + —2Zg + chﬂ

(8

Fiz[o L0 kel 0 0}

1
* —k * *
Tgi41 =Td + JZtJrl + gne+1

FZ}z[o 0 0 r=LL 0 1]

! ]_ !
Ey[ret ] = —TmST, — §FCSFC

* * */ 1 * */
Et[Tgﬁ_,_l] =-I,ST. — §FCSTC

! ]_ !
Eyfri] = —TmSTq — 5TaST,
* * */ 1 * *!
Et[TSl?CtJrl] =-I7,5T; — irdsrd
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(4.45)
(4.46)
(4.47)
(4.48)
(4.49)

(4.50)

(4.51)

(4.52)

(4.53)

(4.54)

(4.55)

(4.56)



4.3.3 Coefficients

By definition of the pricing kernel:

1 1-6 roo 1 / 1 '
Elrs] = —logd + — —— | -}, ST, — =I.ST, ) — =TI, ST, 4.
[7¢] og+¢,u+ 7 ( ST, 2Sc> 59 S (4.57)
where 6 = ﬁ%}’w
Thus, the intercept can be shown to be
0
m = 0logd — E,u + (0 = 1)(E[re"] + Elry]) (4.58)

Since the Euler Equations holds for all values of the long-run persistent component, plug-in

the case z;+1 = 0 can pin down expressions for k. and kg

BN [ e 1) (159)

Kg = o Hi+ 5 Var[(Cm+Ta)ne1] (4.60)

30



4.4 Mapping of Information Structure

The asset pricing results obtained from log-linearization of Epstein-Zin preference shown
in section 4.3 can be readily applied to different information structures, as long as they are
expressed in terms of the baseline linear state space representation of equation (4.28). To
achieve this, I derive the mappings from innovation space representation into the baseline

linear state space representation of consumption, long-run component, and dividend shocks.

4.4.1 Full Information

It is trivial to transform the full information case into the baseline linear state space

representation
Tle,t Oc,h 0 0 0 0 0 Eet
T]Z,t 0 Uc’f 0 O O O Ez,t
0 0 o, O 0 0 €

Nzt _ 2, z,t (461)

’r];,t 0 O 0 O-Z,f 0 0 6:7t

77d,t 0 0 0 0 Od.h 0 Edﬂg

n;,t 0 0 0 0 0 od,f 6Z,t

In other words

Nt = YFret (4.62)
Spr =0 (4.63)

4.4.2 Learning from Consumption

The following mapping allows the transformation of the innovation space representation for

the case of learning from consumption stream into the baseline linear state space representation.
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In other words

Thus

Te,t

1 0

0 1
| By Ky Vet (4.64)

K Kooy Vet

A 0

0 A
N = XLCVLO (4.65)
Src = ErcPrelic (4.66)

where K7, are the elements Kalman Gain matrix for the case of learning from consumption

stream. P, = F [VchlLC] is a non-linear transformation of the € matrix obtained by solving

the steady state Kalman filtering problem.

4.4.3 Learning from Consumption and Dividend

The following mapping allows the transformation of the innovation space representation

for the case of learning from consumption stream and dividend stream into the baseline linear

state space representation.

nc,t

*

Net

)

Mzt

In other words

Thus

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0 Vet
Kd Kd Kd Kd v

11,¢ 12,¢ 13, 14t et (4.67)
Kgl,t szz,t Kg?),t K514,t Vdt

0 0 1 0 Vé,t

0 0 0 1

Nt = LLCDVLCD,t (4.68)
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Step = SrepPrepSiep (4.69)

where K7, are the elements Kalman Gain matrix for the case of learning from consumption
and dividend stream. Prcp = F [I/LCDVILCD] is a non-linear transformation of the {2 matrix

obtained by solving the steady state Kalman filtering problem.
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Chapter 5

Analytical Model Solution

5.1 Full Information

The Euler equations 3.2 yield the policy function for price-consumption and price-dividend
ratio as a function of the true long-run persistent components z¢, z;. Section 4.3 derives the

log-linearized solutions for full information. In vector form, we have that for the home country:

1
Miy1 =M — Ezt_;_l + Ionet1 (51)
- ~1/¢
L = [ — 0 —keIZES 0 0 0 ] (5.2)
1
Tettl = Te+ Ezt-i-l + Leneta (5.3)
.= [ 10wl 000 0} (5.4)
1
Tdi+1 = Td + mas + Lanev1 (5.5)
Iy = [ 00 k=L 0 1 o] (5.6)
/ 1 !
Eylreii] = —TmST, — 5FCSFC (5.7)
/7 1 ’
Eirgipa] = —TmSTq — 5TaSTy (5.8)

— * * * /.
where 1y = (Ocn - Ecits Oc,f *€nty Tah " Exty Oz f * €545 Odh  Edity Td,f * sdi) is the vector of the



shocks.

5.2 Limited Information-Learning from Consumption

As derived in section 4.1, one can show the one-step-ahead evolution equations for the

variances and covariances of the filtering errors are:
Phi¢
(p20c,h2 (Phhg—l (_pczo'c,f2 + Pfftp—l + Oc,fQ) - th{-lz))
(00,52 (=pc2oen? + PhhS_y + 0cn?) — 2pcPhff (0cnoe s + PffE .y (PRRS_| + 0cp?) — tht°;12)
+ Uz,h2

Phy;

(PP0enes (02 = 1) Phif10enoes + pe (PhfE,” = PFFE, Phh_,)))
(_O—c,f2 (_pc2ac,h2 + Phh§,1 + Uc,hQ) + 2pcphftcflac,ho—c,f - Pfftcfl (Phh§71 + Uc,h2) + thtcflz)
+ Pz02,f0zh

Pffg

(%0c,s> ((pc> = 1) Pffvoen® = PffE PRy + PhfE,®))
(—O'Cﬁf2 (—pczac,h2 + Phh¢ | + O'C,hQ) +2p.Phff 10choe s — Pfff, (Phhff1 + ac’h2) + thtcff)
+ Uz,f2

As shown in section 4.1, one can derive the 2 by 2 Kalman gains in this case:

C C
Ko _ Kiy Kigy
C C
K35 K,

where

K¢ (thtc 1(_thtc—1 _pcac,hac,f)) + (Phhf_ (Ucf +Pfft 1)) (5 9)
T (0en? + Phhi_y) (oo + PFfEy) — (PRfE) + peoenoe.s)?) '

K¢ (tht 1 (UCh + Phhi_ )) + (Phhg—l(_thtc—l — PcOc,h0c, f)) (5.10)
P ((0en? + Phhi_y) (00 g + PFfEy) — (PRfE) + peoenoe,r)?)

K¢ (Pfft 1(=Phfi _pcgc,hac,f)) (tht 1 (Ucf +Pffi 1)) (5.11)
P ((0en? + Phhi_y) (oo g + PFfEy) — (PRfEy + peOenoe,r)?) '

e (Pfft 1 (0en® + Phi§_y)) + (Phfe_y(=Phff ) — peoepoecr)) (5.12)
22U ((oon? + Phi_y) (0eg2 + PFfEy) — (PRI + peoene,s)?)
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the one-step-ahead state evolution equations for the filtered home and foreign long-run persis-

tent components have the following expressions:

Z=p -zt Ky (OchEep+ 20— 2) + Kiyy - (0cp -0+ 2 — 2) (5.13)
G=p g A KS o (Oen ot + 2t — 8) + Koy (e €y + 27 — 27) (5.14)

The Kalman Gains in equation 5.13-5.14 can be steady-state Kalman Gain calculated by
solving the Riccati Equation 4.18, or they could be off-steady-state in which case the Kalman
Gains themselves are “state” variables, evolving according to equations 5.9-5.12from initial
conditions.

Under limited information, the Euler equations 3.2 yield the policy function for price-
consumption and price-dividend ratio as a function of the filtered long-run persistent com-
ponents Z, ZAZ“ Utilizing the mapping machinery in section 4.4, one could show that once we

define

Ky Vet + K vy / )
ny = and Spc = Yo PreX o (4.66), we have the following asset
K5 jver + Ko vy

)\ . l/c,t

*
A * VC,t

pricing results:
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1 c c *
1 (7 - E) Ke (cht+1K11,t+1 + Klz,t+1’/c,t+1)

M1 =M — izj\ﬂ = Wetl — o (5.15)
- c
1 c c *
] 1_ n N L= E) Ke (Vc,t+1K11,t+1 + K12,t+1’/c,t+1)
Tet+1l = Te T 7 2t4+1 T Vet+1
7 (0 ’ 1 — pke
1 c c *
1 <)‘ - E) Kd (Vc,t+1K11,t+1 + K12,t+1Vc,t+1)
Tdtr1 =Td + Eztﬂ + Aleiq1 — 1= o
— PKy

! 1 I
Eilreiia] = —T'mSrel. — §FCSLCFC

! 1 !
Et[rgﬁ-s-l] = -1y Spely — §FdSLCFd

5.3 Limited Information-Learning from Consumption and Div-
idend

The expressions for the evolution equation of Kalman Gain and filtering error are quite
involved, and are included in section 4.2.
The one-step-ahead state evolution equations for the filtered home and foreign long-run

persistent components are:

~ — d d d d
=p a1+ Ky ver + Kioy - vey + Kigy - vae + Kigy vy (5.16)

i d d . ox d d o«
2f =Pz T Koy Ver + Koy - Vey + Koz p - Vae + Koy - Vay (5.17)

The Kalman Gains in equation 5.16-5.17 can be steady-state Kalman Gain calculated by
solving the Riccati Equation 4.27, or they could be off-steady-state and evolve from initial
conditions according to the dynamics derived in section 4.2.

Under limited information, the Euler equations 3.2 yields the policy function for price-
consumption and price-dividend ratio as a function of the filtered long-run persistent com-
ponents Z, ZAZ Utilizing the mapping machinery in section 4.4, one could show that once we

define
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d d d d
KTy Vet + Kis v + Kig Vet + Kiy v ay

3
53
Il

d d d d
K51 Ve + Kz vas + Koo Ve + Koy "

Vet + Vg

Vit +1 a4
and Spcp = ELCDPLCDZILCD (4.69),

we have the following asset pricing results:

1
Mmiy1 =M — szpl — YVe,t+1
1 d d d d
('Y - E) Ke (Kll,t+1Vc,t+1 + K3 1vder1 + Koy v 41+ K14,t+ly*dvt+1)
1 — pre
(5.18)
I
Tettl = Te+ Ezt-i-l + Vet
1 d d d d
(1 - E) ke (K piaverin + Kis s vaen + Ky v e + Ky 1V d i)
+
1 — pKe
(5.19)
1

Tdt+1 = T4 + azt—i-l + Vett1 + Vagt1

1 d d d * d *
(A - %) ka (Verr KTy oy + Kl pvase + Ky g e + Kiy 17" ags)

1 — pry

(5.20)

and the conditional expectations of excess returns are given by

! 1 li
Eireiia] = —TmSrepl. — QFCSLCDFC

! 1 !
Ey[rgy1] = —TmSrepTy — irdSLCDFd
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Chapter 6

Results

6.1 Contagion
In this section I will present both theoretical and simulation results. By utilizing the
mapping machinery in section 4.4 and the log-linearization results developed in section 4.3,

one can derive the following theoretical expressions for the pricing kernel as in section 5,

For the information structure of learning from consumption stream, we have:

Salm

. (7 - ) Ke (Vc,t+1Kf1,t+1 + K1C2,t+1’/:,t+1) (6.1)
1 — pKc '

—Zt+1 — YVet+1 —
— L) ke ( KS| ;01 + KS§ )
V) e Vet+14891 141 22, t+1Yc t+1

Myl =M —
(0

/

t+1 ,lp + c,t+1 1 — Pk

For the information structure of learning from consumption and dividend stream, we have:

1 __
My = m — iZtJ,-l — YVe,t+1
(6.2)

d d d * d *
(’Y - E) Ke (Vc,t+1K11,t+1 + K3 i 1Vaet1 + Ko 1V e + KTy v dt+1)

1 — pke

1
J—, — % *
- szl — Vet+1

*
My =M
1 d d d d
(’y - E) Ko (Ve 1 K8y 1 + K3 i avair + Ky v e + Ky v aes1)

B 1 — pre




There is no unique definition in international asset pricing literature as to what contagion
is. It can be viewed as foreign influence on US equity risk premium (Chan, Karolyi, and Stulz,
1992). It can be viewed as the documented phenomenon that shocks to Nikkei Index can
impact S&P 500 and vice-versa (Karolyi and Stulz, 1996). It can be defined as how regional
markets respond to information in one country, such as the crisis Asia in 1997 and Latin
American in 1994 (Bekaert and Harvey, 2003). However, Bekaert, Harvey, and Ng (2005)
maintains that contagion should be more than just what is revealed as increased correlation
during crisis, since statistically it is natural for correlation to go up when volatility is high
(Ang and Bekaert, 2002). The preferred definition of contagion is the propagation of shocks
in excess of what can be explained by fundamentals (Forbes and Rigobon, 2000). This is the
definition of contagion I use in this article, and I define economic fundamentals as the long-run
persistent components.

Under full information, the pricing kernel of home only depends on home’s long-run com-
ponent. Under limited information with learning, one could readily see how contagion occurs
by observing equation 6.1 and equation 6.2. The home pricing kernel will respond to foreign
innovation in consumption v, 4, and when learning from dividend stream as well, home pric-
ing kernel will also respond to foreign innovation in dividend V;lk,t 41+ Similarly, foreign pricing
kernel will respond to home innovations. Since markets are complete and there is no arbitrage,
all assets are priced using the pricing kernel. Thus home asset price will drop in response to
foreign bad news and rise in response to foreign good news, even when there is no shock to
home fundamental.

From simulation results, the Impulse Response Functions (IRF) plots can be used to il-
lustrate this point. Figure 1 shows that under full information, home pricing kernel, and
associated asset prices such as risk premium and risk free rate does not respond at all to
foreign shock. However, when there is learning involved, both figure 2 and figure 3 show that
either short-run or long-run or dividend shock from foreign country can impact home’s pricing
kernel and returns for an extended period of time.

From the point of view of an agent who uses Kalman filtering to Bayesian update the
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fundamentals, when innovation in consumption stream occurs, the agent does not know the
current economic fundamental and cannot break down the innovation into a short-run com-
ponent which would affect the economy for only one-period and a long-run component which
would affect the economy for many periods. The agent can only optimize asset pricing deci-
sions using her belief of the distribution of the fundamental, formed through using all historical
information up to that point in time. However, from the point of view of an econometrician
who observe the entire data series and estimate the underlying economic fundamentals at each
point in time, she is in a better position to tell if the shock was short term or long term.
In other words, there is arbitrage to eyes of the econometrician but not to the agents, since
the information set of the econometrician who observe the entire history is larger than the
information set of the rational agents who at each point in time observe information only up

to that point.

6.2 Forward Premium Puzzle

For compactness of presentation, I will focus on the information structure of learning from
consumption stream; all the results also follow for the case of learning from consumption and
dividend stream. To solve the Forward Premium Puzzle, we need to establish the relationship

between Py, and the off-steady-state Kalman Gains. It can be shown in the comparative

: OKT 4 . " : KTy OK5,
statics results that op;, 18 positive and orders of magnitude larger than aps, , 0 aPC o
0K N . . . .
3P° 22t This is intuitive because off steady-state, Pg, ,_; is the agent’s belief of the variance
hh,t—1 )

of the filtering error of z—1. Py, ; has the largest effect on KY,, which measures how
the agent update her estimate of home long-run persistent component in response to home
consumption innovation. The intuition behind % > 0 is that if Py, , ; is high, then the
agent doesn’t trust her previous estimate z;_; as much, thus there is a need to revise it based
on new innovation, and the Kalman Gain K 11, is high for next period; conversely, if Pﬁh,tq
is low, then the agent is already quite confident with her estimate z;_; which is based on all

historical information, and therefore there is little need to revise it, thus K7, ; is low.
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Suppose the agents of both countries start off at an off steady-state prior regarding the
filtering error variance of home country’s, but not foreign country’s long-run persistent compo-
nent. Let Pffh,to = 150% x P}fh’ <s» Where P}fh’ < 18 the steady state prior obtained from Riccati
equation 4.18. Since the agents are learning rationally, through Kalman filter the agents will
find out this prior was set to be too high. The consequence of the Kalman filter dynamics is
that limt_>ooP,fh7t :P,fh, «s - In other words, Pﬁhﬂt is decreasing over time on a deterministic
path. We can see from how this generates endogenous time-varying volatility in the pricing

kernel from equation 6.1. From section 5.2, we also have the following analytical log-linearized

asset pricing equations:

1 c c *
L- E) Ke (Vc,t+1K11,t+1 + K12,t+lyc,t+1)

r =T Zi1 + v, 6.3
c,t+1 c + 1/} t+1 + c,t+1 + 1— e ( )
1
1 (1 - @) Ke (Vc,t+1K§1,t+1 + K52,t+1V:,t+1)
Tegr1 =Te + 21 + V0 + (6.4)
; W ) 1 — pke
The expected change of next period’s exchange rate growth is : Ei[Aei1] = Ey[mj, —
my+1], which by properties of log-normal distribution and equation 6.1 is:
—x — 1 — % —
Et[A€t+1] =m —m-+ Et E (Zt+1 - Zt+1)
_ l KC _ Kc * Kc _ KC
Y=g ) Re (Ve,er1 [KS1 441 fe41) F Vot K2 fo.041))
B 1 — pke
(6.5)
1 1, .
+ §Vt v (z2e1" — Ze41)
(’Y - i) Fe (Ve,i41 [Kgl,t+l - Kfl,t-u] + V0 [K§2,t+1 - chQ,t-;-lD
B 1 — pke
. 1 e 1 1, .
=m -m+ — L [(Zt—H - Zt-i—l)} +-Vi | (Zt+1 - Zt+1)
(G 2 v
(6.6)
1 c c * c c
(’Y - E) Ke (Vc,t+1 [K21,t+l - Kll,t+1] T Vo1 [K22,t+1 - K12,t+1D
B 1 — pke
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I include the second order terms as well for the forward premium f; —s; = rp; — T;t

(Backus, Foresi, and Telmer, 2002).

Tfi+1 — T},t+1 (6.7)
1 o o 1 —— % —
= 7 _ ﬁ* + iEt (Zt+1 — Zt+1 ) + 2711)2 (V;E[Zt+1 ] — Vt[zt+1]) (68)
ol o 1 5 5K 1 C c
=TrF— Tf + JEt (Zt+1 — Zt+1 ) + ﬁ (Pff,t - Phh,t) (69)

The Byrp coefficient is obtained from the following regression: Ae;1 = o+ Byrp - (rfe —
34 + €. Notice the iEt (Zt+1 — Zt417) term which appears in both rpsi1 — 73, and
Ei[Ae;+1]; one can readily see that without time-varying volatility, the Syrp coefficient is
equal to one (Backus, Foresi, and Telmer, 2002).

Since the comparative statics results show the predominant effect of P}fhifl is on Ky 4,

I will group the nuisance terms as Y;4+1 and simplify the above expression as:

o 1 o . (,y - i) K¢ (_VC7t+1Kf17t+1)
Ei[Aei1] =m" —m + EEt (Zty1— 211 )+ Vi | —

1— pra + Yit1

Thus we can see as time goes by, Ppp iy 18 decreasing, KT, is also decreasing, and
therefore B [Ae;y1] is decreasing. The intuition is that as the estimate z; gets more reliable,
there is less risk in home, and home’s currency appreciates. For the interest rate differential
however, since P}fh,t is decreasing, 741 — r},t 41 is increasing. The intuition is that as the
estimate Z; gets more reliable, home has less incentive to invest and demands higher risk free
rate.

Thus the above dynamics generates negative Byp coefficient. This provides a solution to

the forward premium puzzle.

6.3 Numerical Results

I performed third order numerical approximations for 25 chains of simulations, each with

700 periods. The parameters used in the calibrations are listed in table 1. Variables of interest
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have the following symbols: z; is the long-run persistent component; AlnC} is log consumption
growth; AlnD; is log dividend growth; m is pricing kernel; Ae; is log exchange rate growth;
ry¢ is log risk free rate; rq; is log return on dividend stream; r;; is equity risk premium;
ln% is the log price consumption ratio ; r.; is the log return on the asset which pays the
consumption stream.

As shown in table 10, learning can elevate risk premium since under learning, the pricing
kernel is more volatile due to uncertainty regarding the underlying latent variables. Table
11 shows that the pricing kernel is less volatile under learning from both consumption and
dividend stream, compared to learning from consumption stream only, since learning from
multiple information sources increases the accuracy of estimated latent variables, which is
documented in the filtering error covariance matrices, table 8 and table 9. It is notable that
the exchange rate volatility does not go up much compared to the full-information case, since
learning generates higher cross-country correlation of the estimated long-run components. In
the data between US and UK from 1979 to 2006, the volatility of exchange rate is around 11%
(Colacito and Croce, 2011).

Another consequence of learning is that the cross-country correlation of risk free rate 7y,
and return on the asset which pays consumption stream 7.;, are now higher, as shown in
table 13. This effect is more prominent for the case of learning from consumption, and less
prominent for the case of learning from consumption and dividend. This is also due to that
learning from multiple sources of information enables the agents to better infer the latent
variables with accuracy and thus move closer toward full information case.

The fact that agents cannot distinguish short-run from long-run shock can also be observed
in the correlation matrix of mapped shocks in table 4 and table 5, which were obtained through
the mapping procedure developed in section 4.4. While the true correlation matrix under full
information (table 3) has zero correlation between different types of shocks, that is no longer

true under learning.
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Chapter 7

Concluding Remarks

This article documents the asset pricing implications of learning in consumption-based long-
run risk literature in the context of international markets. There are two countries and the
long-run prospects of them are not directly observable, though they are known to be correlated.
Agents recursively Bayesian update their estimates of long-run persistent components through
Kalman filter. Learning provides an explanation for the contagion phenomenon, defined as
changes in one country’s asset prices in response to foreign news, that occurs in the absence of
domestic news. Learning generates higher correlation of pricing kernels across two countries,
and higher risk premium without increasing volatility of exchange rate. When evaluated off
steady-state, learning can generate time-varying volatility in risk premium and can also provide
an explanation for the forward premium puzzle.

It has been observed in data that correlation across countries is higher in bear markets
than in bull markets (Ang and Bekaert, 2002). For future research, one possible extension is
to incorporate pessimistic beliefs in the learning process, which will generate even richer asset

pricing dynamics. It may be also interesting to extend the model to three countries.



Figure 1: Impulse responses implied in the information structure of Full Information
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Each shock is given one standard deviation of positive impulse. €, is short-run shock, €. ; is
long-run shock, 4 is dividend shock. z; is the long-run persistent component; AlnC} is log
consumption growth; AlnD; is log dividend growth; m is pricing kernel; Ae; is log exchange
rate growth; r¢; is log risk free rate; r4; is log return on dividend stream; 7, ; is equity risk
premium; ln% is the log price consumption ratio ; r.; is the log return on the asset which

pays the consumption stream.
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Figure 2: Impulse responses implied in the information structure of Learning from Consump-
tion
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Each shock is given one standard deviation of positive impulse. €, is short-run shock, €. ; is
long-run shock. z; is the long-run persistent component; AlnC; is log consumption growth;
AlnDy is log dividend growth; m is pricing kernel; Ae; is log exchange rate growth; ry; is log
risk free rate; rq; is log return on dividend stream; 7., ; is equity risk premium; ln% is the
log price consumption ratio ; r.; is the log return on the asset which pays the consumption
stream.
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Figure 3: Impulse responses implied in the information structure of Learning from Consump-
tion and Dividend
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Each shock is given one standard deviation of positive impulse. €, is short-run shock, ¢, ; is
long-run shock, €4 is dividend shock. z; is the long-run persistent component; AlnC} is log
consumption growth; AlnD; is log dividend growth; m is pricing kernel; Ae; is log exchange
rate growth; ry; is log risk free rate; r4; is log return on dividend stream; 7, is equity risk
premium; ln%5 is the log price consumption ratio ; 7.; is the log return on the asset which
pays the consumption stream.
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Figure 4: Impulse responses to innovation shocks implied in the information structure of
Learning from Consumption
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Each shock is given one standard deviation of positive impulse. v, ; is consumption innovation
shock. z; is the long-run persistent component; AlnC; is log consumption growth; AlnDy is
log dividend growth; m is pricing kernel; Ae; is log exchange rate growth; ry; is log risk free
rate; 74, is log return on dividend stream; 7¢,; is equity risk premium; ln% is the log price

consumption ratio ; 7.; is the log return on the asset which pays the consumption stream.
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Figure 5: Impulse responses to innovation shocks implied in the information structure of
Learning from Consumption and Dividend
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Each shock is given one standard deviation of positive impulse. v,; is consumption innovation
shock, v,4; is dividend innovation shock. z; is the long-run persistent component; AlnCj is log
consumption growth; AlnD; is log dividend growth; m is pricing kernel; Ae; is log exchange
rate growth; ry; is log risk free rate; r4; is log return on dividend stream; 7, ; is equity risk
premium; ln% is the log price consumption ratio ; r.; is the log return on the asset which

pays the consumption stream.
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Table 1: Parameters used for Calibration

Parameter Value
Persistence of long run shock p 0.98
Subjective discount factor & 0.9985
Long run mean of Consumption Growth p 0.0015
Long run mean of Dividend Growth pg4 0.0007
Risk aversion ~ 10
Intertemporal elasticity of substituion v 2
Leverage. Dividend process LongRun component multiple A 5.5
Composite Parameter 6 -0.055556
Ratio of Dividend shock and Short-Run shock volatilities ¢4 5
Correlation of Home/Foregin Short-Run shock p (g4, sfm) 0.35
Correlation of Home/Foregin Long-Run shock p (52775, 5§7t) 0.93
Correlation of Home/Foregin Dividend shock p <€d¢, €t -0.1
Variance of Home Short-Run shock 027,& 8.28e-006
Covariance of Home/Foreign Short-Run shock o o+ ¢ 3.381e-006
Variance of Foregin Short-Run shock Jg*i 1.127e-005
Variance of Home Long-Run shock ag’t 4.6656e-008
Covariance of Home/Foreign Long-Run shock o, .- 4 5.0622¢-008
Variance of Foregin Long-Run shock 03*,7& 6.3504e-008
Variance of Home Dividend shock afl’t 0.000207
Covariance of Home/Foreign Dividend shock g g+ ¢ -2.415e-005
Variance of Foregin Dividend shock 03*775 0.00028175

Table 2: Variance-Covariance Matrix under Full Information

Eat Ent Ext S Edt €,
€at 8.28¢-006  3.381e-006 0 0 0 0
€Z’t 3.381e-006 1.127e-005 0 0 0 0
€zt 0 0 4.6656e-008 5.0622e-008 0 0
€3 0 0 5.0622e-008  6.3504e-008 0 0
Edt 0 0 0 0 0.000207  -2.415e-005
ek, 0 0 0 0 -2.415e-005  0.00028175

Table 3: True Correlation Matrix under Full Information

€at Egqt Eat  E€ap  Edt 52,7&
Eajt 1 0.35 0 0 0 0
e, 035 1 0 0 0
€xt 0 0 1 0.93 0 0
e, 0 0 09 1 0 0
e 0 0 0 0 1 01
e, 0 0 0 0 01 1
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Table 4: Correlation Matrix for Mapped Shocks under Learning from Consumption

N K ~ A%
Ea,t Cat €zt Eat

Eat 1 0.37639 0.88709 0.76154
éry 0.37639 1 0.76154 0.88709
€.+ 0.88709 0.76154 1 0.97473
€4 0.76154 0.88709 0.97473 1

Table 5: Correlation Matrix for Mapped Shocks under Learning from Consumption and Divi-
dend

éa,t é;t éz,t éz,t éd,t éz,t
Eat 1 0.36687 0.56191 0.45826 0.039716  0.03239
é;,t 0.36687 1 0.45826 0.56191  0.03239 0.039716
€,¢ 0.56191  0.45826 1 0.97112  0.61576 0.50218
€, 045826  0.56191  0.97112 1 0.50218 0.61576
€q¢ 0.039716  0.03239 0.61576 0.50218 1 -0.060154
éfl:t 0.03239 0.039716 0.50218 0.61576 -0.060154 1

Table 6: Numerical value of steady-state Kalman Gain Matrix under Learning from Consump-

tion

0.040927  0.024985
0.034007  0.040927

Table 7: Numerical value of steady-state Kalman Gain Matrix under Learning from Consump-
tion and Dividend

0.027375 0.014482 0.0079858 0.0056773
0.019711 0.027375 0.0077274 0.0079858

Table 8: Numerical value of steady-state Covariance matrix of the filtering errors under Learn-
ing from Consumption

Enht Eft
é\h,t 4.5324e-007 4.5394e-007
gf,t 4.5394e-007 6.1691e-007

Table 9: Numerical value of steady-state Covariance matrix of the filtering errors under Learn-
ing from Consumption and Dividend

Eht Eft
Ent 3.1137e-007  2.9626e-007
gf,t 2.9626e-007 4.2381e-007
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Table 10: Numerical Simulation Results: Annualized Mean

FI LIC, LI
P2 0 0 0
AlnC; 1.8 1.8 1.8
AlnD, 084 0.84 0.84
my -8.4586  -8.762  -8.7359
Aey -2.0553  -2.1795  -2.1791
Thi 2.3328 21909  2.231
or 6.4177  7.2046  6.6513
Tewt 4.0849  5.0137  4.4204
Inf 792296 77.8268 77.9568
Tet 3.0044  3.0205  3.019

F1 is full information benchmark; LI, is learning from consumption stream using steady-state
Kalman filter; LI¢? is learning from consumption and dividend stream using steady-state
Kalman filter. z; is the long-run persistent component; AlnC} is log consumption growth;
AlnDy is log dividend growth; m is pricing kernel; Ae; is log exchange rate growth; ry; is log
risk free rate; rq; is log return on dividend stream; 7., ; is equity risk premium; ln% is the
log price consumption ratio ; r.; is the log return on the asset which pays the consumption
stream. Simulation is done with third order numerical approximation for 25 chains each with
700 periods in monthly frequency but reported values are annualized and multiplied by 100.
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Table 11: Numerical Simulation Results: Annualized Volatility

FI LIC, LI?
2 0.3218  0.2695  0.2999
AlnC, 1.0444 1.0696  1.0589
AlnD; 51658 5.8829  5.2499

my 34.85  36.4356 35.6694
Aey 19.2524  19.9782  20.2438
Tyt 0.1576 0.132 0.1469
Td,t 15.4034 16.6043 16.1085

Tewt 15.4068 16.6067 16.1112

In % 7.5098 6.284 6.9969

Tet ' 2.012 2.3885 2.2648

F1 is full information benchmark; LI, is learning from consumption stream using steady-state
Kalman filter; LI¢? is learning from consumption and dividend stream using steady-state
Kalman filter. z; is the long-run persistent component; AlnC} is log consumption growth;
AlnDy is log dividend growth; m is pricing kernel; Ae; is log exchange rate growth; ry; is log
risk free rate; rq; is log return on dividend stream; 7., ; is equity risk premium; ln% is the
log price consumption ratio ; r.; is the log return on the asset which pays the consumption
stream. Simulation is done with third order numerical approximation for 25 chains each with
700 periods in monthly frequency but reported values are annualized and multiplied by 100.
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Table 12: Numerical Simulation Results: Autocorrelation-ACF(1)

FI LIC, LI
2 96.9764 97.0699 97.5444
AlnC, 103912 81219 11.2292
AlnD, 13.1464 81219 10.7614

my 1.8545 -1.4132  0.7303
Aey 3.7041  0.2235  0.9167
Y 96.9764 97.0709 97.5447
T 44295 -1.3378  0.7313
Tea.t 4.2478  -1.4892  0.5728
nf 969759  97.07  97.5442
Tet 2.4978  -0.2555  2.1265

F1 is full information benchmark; LI, is learning from consumption stream using steady-state
Kalman filter; ngg is learning from consumption and dividend stream using steady-state
Kalman filter. z; is the long-run persistent component; AlnC} is log consumption growth;
AlnDy is log dividend growth; m is pricing kernel; Ae; is log exchange rate growth; ry; is log
risk free rate; rq; is log return on dividend stream; 7., ; is equity risk premium; ln% is the
log price consumption ratio ; r.; is the log return on the asset which pays the consumption
stream. Simulation is done with third order numerical approximation for 25 chains each with
700 periods in monthly frequency but reported values are annualized and multiplied by 100.
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Table 13: Numerical Simulation Results: Correlation of Home/Foreign Counterparts

FI LIC, LI
B 921642 97.6228 96.0112
AlnC, 39.5981 40.9778 39.2543
AlnD, 19399 409778 0.7725

my 88.3361 88.0758 87.1885
Aey -100 -100 -100

Tt 92.1937 97.6037 96.0116
Td,t 82.1113 84.8666 80.5397

Tew,t 82.1154 84.8671 80.5463

ln% 79.262  93.2036 87.8564

Tet 71.2044 75.3846  72.3027

FI is full information benchmark; LI¢, is learning from consumption stream using steady-state
Kalman filter; LI¢? is learning from consumption and dividend stream using steady-state
Kalman filter. z; is the long-run persistent component; AlnC}y is log consumption growth;
AlnDy is log dividend growth; m is pricing kernel; Ae; is log exchange rate growth; 7, is log
risk free rate; rq, is log return on dividend stream; re.; is equity risk premium; ln% is the
log price consumption ratio ; 7. is the log return on the asset which pays the consumption
stream. Simulation is done with third order numerical approximation for 25 chains each with
700 periods in monthly frequency but reported values are annualized and multiplied by 100.

Table 14: Numerical Simulation Results: Theoretical Syrp Regression Coefficients

FI LIS, LI LI, LI}, Data
Burp 100 1.00 1.00 -284 -0.74 -0.72

Theoretical Syrp regression coefficients of the equation Aeyy1 = a+ Byrp - (res — T;,t) + &¢.
F1 is full information benchmark; LI}, , is learning from consumption stream using a not yet
converged Kalman filter from a prior in which variance of estimation error of home’s latent
variable was believed to be 150% the steady-state Kalman filter value; LI,CL% 4 is learning from
consumption and dividend stream using a not yet converged Kalman filter from a prior in which
variance of estimation error of home’s latent variable was believed to be 150% the steady-state
Kalman filter value. Simulation is done with third order numerical approximation for 25 chains
each with 100 periods in monthly frequency.
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