.M 8 4. Time Aggregation
., =22 v 5. True Decay Funclion®}
1. &4 w39 49 Moving Average Decay
2. ®%9 7hy Function
3. A9 AEA 49 6. True Decay Function®}
. 24 Aggregate Decay
1. The Distributed Lag Maodel Function
2. J8 g4 (decay function)l 7. Specification Error®d 54
ik 1d 8. Koyck Model:
3. Covariance Generating Aggregation® # 7}
Function® Spectra

2 ¢

o

O

AlZHd e R B¥(temporally aggregate)d do|B|2HE Faaae] ALr|E& 338
H ey d38 FFGE AA "Hoh 2 Bt AFALE L true data interval® ¥
e A5 HE dloltl (aggregate data) 25 Fuane] A&/|HE 3¢ F o|2R
Bl Hltrue) Fnast A&21709] 2428 ok o) 9 ES AA a9 3y true
data intervale] F-olo] wjojo} dh=rlef dig ofm o] ol HEA s} o} gt B &
AFAEE true data interval®] inter-purchase time® #ctzn 713 &tn ¢i=d 71 o
froll diéetedz o|® A gicke Hol $vlEch Continuous time model& o &1
olgHoz AP AL AAolArt BE 4F dolE= discrete timeolH #HHEz @

42 BAE #ldstAle Retx ok deleist 43 o disageregate5o] b= FAlol

o

Ae 82 on BT disaggregatione] LrlZrte] W@ FaAl, % AHE data

b SN BRI M shkE
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interval® 2% 4w s 8% FAdo Edalch

2 gt 34 dq2E 4948 91¥ 4 Qe 718 F2 data interval® inter-exposure
timeol2ghe & Ho Fiu v}, L7, HPE data interval® inter-purchase time
o7y BAZE 9ok, A, ©F F2st vl $ serially correlateddttt¥ aggregate dataZ
FH =2& #19 current effectye AP Fmel FET(true total effect of
advertising) & F¥48tte & FHIHAG. A, diEEe Z$ Koyck modelE AR
gl aggregate dataZRE Bug FIEANE FEHsle AL ARE ¥ Lozt
Y3} aggregation biasthe WL st dbe AL B F1 Qv

Fust geje] d¥BAge AFTE & Sl EAS olg gwrHg BAoz $E9
EHAAE ol¥ FH9 advertising decay®] Aol HE 7tedtn ¢ Fu 2 o
9] serial correlationdl 1ol oW F{ S (stationary) HHo% 2 &o] 71538). o ¥
ofe] 71&9 FF¥= geometric decaydll Aol Hol 271 HFo| Koyck modele] ZAzg
OE #3 wg Ry AAE ¥in¥ F Uik e EH WY ELS Fourler
transform® #HdE o) 7128 T2 Yok, £ B dFE Sims(1971, 1972)9] =&
S 5 7E Aol sl gAsE e 2 A} discrete dataze] #Aoln A7t #:et
B process7t FAlCl dojutA] ke AlolAR9] Ao

B A3 7hE 28§ AAAEE HZo) EE TVmeter-scanner HoE 7} #119 &
#E FPsed L BriAsite geld. a9 #E dod" ded $2le inter-
exposure time2. 29 EXo] 7Hgdtd HAUck & A7 F WA AIAMHL Koyck model
< 33 AHE E4sted AAsA fvie Feld. =AYe g #nAAS IMEEEH 15
A A= A& 33T AA d7e A4l ke Aol

ul

I.M B

FuEAAE A= A= A&FHe7? BnAFHE F43E d ofd welgs AA@A? o
FAe viAY wdA AHEAHA, a2ln F2AL A RRA F2F AAEE v
At WeF FRAIZE current period o3 A EdETtA Fao F ¥ &2 AAF T
TS ojof g}, o] AldE oiAY FAArE Fn H & A& AYstn Hrtshed 9%
ol g Fae ARyl e 71 ALddd Frle &G dm HEo] ny MR
Al Al i Aoz R8T £ A7) dEd A dPAE o) & {stedot T}
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¢ #n9 FNazs etZd 3ste AL wdgA Fnz s waY o B
FNe AFshed 234 9E-2 do.

ARMde 2 B (temporally aggregate)d dlolEl 22 ZnaTie] AL 233

B e A% (bias)® FHgE 7HAA K Clarke 1976, 1982). o]t biase

micro data®lM JHsh= FEYo| ageregate datacl® HLetn sFPoas By

e}

© specification error2%¥ 7]1%cH(Bass and Leone 1983: Rao 1986: Weinberg
and Weiss 1982}, oj2] 89¢] biase] Wan g 5o T AT 1 Zo)N 713 F2
# A& olvtm micro levell 9 missing advertising processol g 7b8d Aol
(Russell 1988: Blattberg and Jeuland 1981). ¥3PA5 2 aggregate data22E 3
ErE BEESGe Ao® A b WP ES AAetn gtk AME F B dolele 24t
0.2 Z3ste Holth(Bass and Leone 1983). SdAl= 2 B3 do|He ZAzo 2R
EFF¢ FH2 olgde ol (Weiss, Weinberg and Windal 1983 Kanetkar.
Weinberg and Weiss 1986a, 1986b) AAlx 3 21 dolelg &8¢ Fo £2ae
Mot (Srinivasan and Weir 1988). ¥ Russell(1988)2 Koyck model®] 2% 3
Ees ZEse gebAel 248 Aasied.

a2y 71EY M ER AT7AZ) micro HOlH AdE AR YA gHEE Holx
(micro) data interval® €3 Sithe 7bde] Fesith 71&e] APase wis 3
data intervald ¢x ltkn 7FF8HE7F # data intervalel ®# inter-purchase time
3 2oia Hg st (Bass and Leone 1983 Weiss, Weinberg and Windal 1983:
Srinivasan and Weir 1988). Weiss. Weinberg and Windal(1983, p279)2 159
=EoM BEHZ 4 Fuist delue A AL # data interval® PEEa 9
4D 7lEs sAch. o] Robe] AfatEolA HFAAQ RAIE do BteEd o ADE
AR QAT 2eu o3 @ BE S glupAets ofd FENA o) EAsx Yu &
FAQ THE Hel A ke Aol Yol ATA4E L £ E9stm YT (Vanhonacker

Continuous time ¥ 2(Rao 1986) 9 £x)9f o224 R #Astn A7 4
A BAle #2E #h) Rehzd, 2 olfe 4% A0 oM Alre oA (discrete)
@R g A ®) 2FEojol sl 1 A3 AVH9l aggregationo] TAY 4
Shel §17] W Eolch, aofatald, # data intervalel tigh R} glols oW Y WHE
S2% FREFR A&AZko|u data interval biasZ 3@ 4 k= Aolc}

o[)l
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Aggregate data® ol 88l FuEF AEANE FHF @& AL AFE0 AA
7, vkZ o] 3 data intervalel di@ 28443 wWFo el 259 FHAE MY
glch(Clarke 1976: Assums, Farley and Lehmann 1984). E4lo] 29 wAd 7]
2 oA felv Fn P 7ol dHoHE F B = 99 v e ez £H3)
th A28 A4 2434 2y L o|F doled H&3te time aggregation FAE i
HEE Ao 7o, 2y o2 F{e dHeolHe MR FAE A7Zstn Atk Z
A FALH BAoe FIb, Uk BzF 23 dioly 94 oW data intervalel 713 &
A#71? DA data disaggregate bias® EAste AY7? F3 AAE Fsted da
g H A% data intervalel ZA8le AYA? EUlFA%E Clarke(1976, p355) & "ol
Atolgel F3t data interval®2th 222 7 dielHZ £4§ FHX e A& Zoz I
ol At a Fstn gl

Fele B =3dA A BASH RIS H&stod By bHE data interval
inter-exposure timed< Ro F3 it T} # data interval® inter-purchase
timedE obf #do] S S Holx At o & fd F BRI EL aggregate datach AL
o] AlAbgel] et =Ean 1221 de|BRRE F Zad distd 28 4+ gle 3o
TFoAJAE AAYstna @, el £4 f8 2y WAF L AAEn fe9 =2 E A
o f2 £Me st H A S =372

o

]
xC

>

£

0. =&2 g

2N 2Ye Ao

Data intervalel@ ®lolE|E FAste HAE onfoi(d: A, F, U7, Inter-
purchase time& £©B|2}7} A EE Folste Al AN AL ov|@}, Exposure time
Fa7t g WA @ AFE-&¥A0r 2 FnE EE 2E-9nleh, inter-exposure
timee #37t YUrzte AlHe] 3E AAFT Micro data® data intervalo]
inter-exposure time®t}t #AAY L ZF L9 deolHE o219, aggregate data®
inter-exposure time2tH & delHE A A&} Micro data®l ZA$ ad-intensity®
video/audio Fx1¢] do|] £ print 19 A7 g ouign}

B31e FH A} (cumulative effect of advertising)= @AM B3 exposure’t Vst

o] time intervald] ZA Avjzat Ruje] t)A = Awel FAE ot Baize
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A &A1z Hduration of advertising effects)® oj® #h}e) 3 exposurest Fojol u]x]
© AlZte) Aolg A Y@} BF, p% duration intervalel@d F BnaRe} p%sh el
€ AzEe dolg AY@rt. B3 AAAT (current effect of advertising) & #319 %
HEL FolM B2 exposure® FUI data intervale] dojube &ze] B1eS ey
B, 71 &3 (carryover or lagged or long-term effect)® ©]¥ data intervalo] 243
e WA B3 RS AFTY B39 HEH845(advertising decay function)® FmY
HAHEAE #2425 ¢ 5T T

A&EAIRYY FZ A7 A FHH o7 d2drt, BEE respecificationdte] #pE o
7 UOEV WA ¥ES B wge 223 4 dE A%, SdE A&z
F827F At (bias) AU L}, Data interval bias:® # carryover effectsh
aggregate dataZHE F3E g9 AolE& dehf= £ololth True data intervalel @
carryover effect® +42& 9 Z3t4] %+ data interval® A Ao},

2. 299 71H

°f ¥oke] #Hr Ao vimg ¥ £ U; FHL FolaA w7 g8 S sty sy
ol ENFE-EE oo YL vl E advertising intensity= HErt 7HsaR g 7}
FEh #2019 =YL cross-sectional aggregation® 2372 by ete] $ale BAe
& 2Bl Al AE Az P E ste A Sol AesE Ryold BAY Ao
T 0EA Y Fnug RES fugozs g duo) $u) @ B2 processd HA
°f 7bedtet. AAL AT ML geometric decayel FHFLEN S FHY Hoj L
#3 processd 4L & 5 YUt

ml

1

3. =M ™ MY

e BNl 2 e sh)e 9" aggregate datar EHAE G2z data
intervale]l W% Z& dloje] Eg-dely 47, BH, B9 wES @A Zugy 24)
A-FHAE ARG 5 glcke Aok, aER $eo BEE 328 2PAE A 2N
% largest data interval. & A% data interval® 2l Ut

Tl ¥HE HEdes d9sW e 2rh Aggregate data® data interval Wol
A BT ZE exposuresE 1 PNl o)w dolHQ AlFolN Wy APEn B
%€ decay&-FZ 1A% exposure-7FIHe BE exposures®] BFEFEZ 2@} o
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A ZRE 71H S EE exposures? duration interval® #T3A €o, o HAE
inter-exposure time©| data interval®] @49 Fo| 52 @& Foll& inter-exposure
timeRtt & data interval® FEINE F:7} SAF £7F o] F3he] wjE o
4 duration interval® F3X& dFsA Aok o)t @7 diojele 43, B@ EAn
ddd v FUE 2871 @b E£8 inter-purchase time # data interval
obF BEo]l glrh. o] FFL A HA EFAGN B dHA olgon, Fiwigo 249
e 2 g0 o® dFE dodlA gm EHAS E3 ez g fusigE 4}
Aol

Im. =

HI

7H¢ A data intervald 287 Y& $3& WA temporal aggregationo]l #a
o Bofe] I #A A FEE viXE e FLaA ZEsY e Ad ele B
HE o3 ZAZ o RojA ded, $Ee WA Bng BAole] FeA BAZ Hsies o
¥ 9¥4Q linear distributed lag model& 7H3 &t E4, 19 2L wdo BN &
e 5EF 718E wdhed, ole distributed lag A4S sequencedt F19} Pujo
covariance sequences® M3t A FAE ERo|t A, Lole o HHHES o) f

ot] temporal aggregationo]l Wwie} B 1ol A A vix= A2 BA o

1. The Distributed Lag Model
Fee 94 @0 (59t B2 {4,)E zero-mean covariance-stationary stochastic

process& WEm, deterministic componentst(el: means. trends, seasonals) ©]v]
AAZE QG S, £5 stojel #BnE A FojH e #AS AAdn A
e oy v Udvta g AA o)

(1) s;=20 2 B+ & Ee,=FEea,.;= 0 for all tj

# HelM t = 0. 1. ...¥ true time interval® YEITH JYEZ g=20s.da,_, &
AA =7 Bnde & a9 Zristes ©E A 19 Avide] @427 A0S Uy

Ao 4 (DA AA G 209 #n-Bo) 2382 Koyck 282 £4202 3 7|29 a3

e



S vEsd oo ¥ adSE 49 4 e o 9uEd 2deln g Buel @A
W) ARE 2Pt S <0 A

A A3 (current effect), (8} 7 = #Fxe] v A2 (carryover effect), L&z 27,4 8
¥ Bu FHAH(cumulative effect) S 2ot T4 Buaate] ¥ d4(decay

function) & j& &+2 squence {)}= FHY + Yoh.

2. 2EEs=(Decay Function)2| vig
Hel HolA Folzl Aot B3] FelA BAE dolH E(AIIMIA) £8 (aggregate)
A i EiatA HskA Boh ¥ deolee B4E foldd 7] 971 Ha g
e ¥ FF7Y ¥#S(z-transform@t Fourier-transform) o|&3stna @l o T Hgg
Aol & A2 BHIHHE z-transforme distributed lag sequence® infinite series®
WS ¥, Fourier-transform2 distributed lag sequence® trigonometric
function®. 2 H#3t} o2 Ho} A3 HASY sequence {8)9 z-transforme th

F9 Aoz FojAed 97)M zx BaF(complex number)E Ve

9 AolM z=e"™ for wE[—n, 718 HEAE $2E ()Y Fourier-transform, =
Ble™™E 9de & ok 9 (819 sequences BF A2 He BREH 2 £
2t (Fishman 1969. Jenkins and Watts 1968: Koopmans 1974). %, inverse

z-transformol 2J3}

B;=2x) "} 9@2” 13 z)dz

A Al A ;5% contour integration about the unit circle® YEbdTh = inverse

Fourier-transformell <3

x

gi=@m) " | e™pe ")du
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3. Covariance Generating Function®} Spectra
Qo] ¥MBE Hoef-Fno] FFAA HEE7] A $AdE o2 A ()Y $=E o F
3t31 o8] ZIdAE A2 ok 71 98 RE 9} kel W3] Ega, =007 ®Eo]

Esa, 4= 20Ea, ja;-, K=0,+1,+2 -
Sﬂ-[}“ﬂ‘» %—-‘191 }\(}T\'}ﬂ]‘{l‘q @-3[:% Rsa(k)EES[ al_kg’]" R,,a(k—]')EEat_j al—ki @9—]‘8}"5_

() RB= 28 Rulk=))  k=0,%1,22,

A (2)9 2E8Z #& sequence (R, (A} th& sequence {89 convolutionojzt ¥

vt 2822 Belsl F39] lagged cross—correlation?! sequence (R, (A} HFHH4
{decay function)®t &2l autocorrelation® convolution®]

€ Aot 4 (2)9 &

% &9 z-transform< #s&lH

k=-

SR = 3 (X, BiRuak~ PR =5 B2/, Rea@)e? whereq=k - j
k=—0c

48+ 9714 moment generating functions® §A}% 7899 covariance genera-

ting function® FLs712 &} g (=)= k:z_mRm(k)z*S’} gol2)= ki_mffi'm()fz)z'Q g &
covariance generating functions® #H98lH $elv &9 4% ©&8 £ 9o},
(3a) g.(2)=A(2)g.(z)

9 covariance generating functionsA] Z¥9] #A4% lag-k covariance® YERATH

E3 covariance® z-transformingde W4Alel Fourier-transforming@d o gy $ele
spectra®t cross-spectra® =&¥ £ Ued e dHd 43 Agelrt =,

g.ule ™) B39 spectrumel L gyle”™)E whe] spectrumol™ g, (e *)& THujel

F29 cross-spectrumelr}. $E7t dubd o g 43 UE spectrumd NPT AAG ¥

olelel MM spectrume AL Wt o)z} gk, Z, ek BMo] &7 FPel o
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G B EFeR o) Ref A Pol, $YUE time series?t A MNEDZ AAn Mz

2HBA7E e sine IHER F4ol Hol ddtn WA + Utk ¥ E(frequency) w*

N spectrume-= g (e ™ )-angular frequency w*@ 713 sine curve?} time
series® F4t(variance)dl 719 FEE el Ao}

Bt B39 cross-spectrum gule” )9 #19] spectrum g (e )o@ 4 (3a)2

R Lo
(3D) gule ™) =Ble ™gule ™)

Spectra®l #8442 4 (2)%h (3b)E vlmstdAM Pus) =ted, 4 (2)e4 FolR
sequence® convolution® Fourler transform@ & 4 (3)9 sequence® Fourier
transform&9 &3 FU3A ®Brh= gelth Fo Bng B dHolEzREH $E
g.0-)% g, )8 B X g(e ™% gule ™ FHAY HELEL  inverse
Fourier-tranforming@ 224 {g}& FAFIG ol8A w2zd ZHAE Hannan’s
(1970) Inefficient estimatesolg} 3=l o] 2F A& asymptotically 2 (1)2 least

squares estimates¥ Ed3}c},

4. Time Aggregation
+ =29 FE ZRe deold £33 (AAQ) 1F EE data intervalel (8)e *
BAC oAgA FTE vAestE #Hrlste Aol WA aggregation intervalel n
periods®il 7}H3tR, n periods ME ¥ (aggregate)® Bols} BT series {s,).

{a, 42 3h8 o] & 53 o] AT £ QU

- n-—
(4a) Smt= XSy 1=0,£1,12,..
J'_
4b) _  no
ant = Za,,, j t=0,t1,%2,..

#el 4 (4a)st (4b)9) dlelelx AMY ©l n periods ot} T o)A FeJA moving
aggregates 225 E T2 F&¥ FEon}

n—
(5a) fm= ant-j t=0,x1+2, ...
j=0
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e
(5b) Gm = 2Am_j 1=0,£1,£2,..
Jj=0

& o e f2l7h 4 diolE e FH2 (Y2URY EQUMNA) 5F (ageregate)
g ot & 7 givtn &9 o] 92 F3E dolHe 9ad-dsd, ad-98d,
%9 moving aggregate series2HE F3E T Eo|gte ol

A (el Fol3 aggregates® 4 (5)A F0I2 moving aggregates?] FAle &
o Heg BEY 4+ Utk

© (g
(Ga) Em: Zﬁja‘n(t—j)"'gm nf=0,il.i2,...
j=—00
- o -
(6b) Spr = Z ﬂjan(t~j)+5nt t=0,£1,+2,..
Jj=c

A HelN 2E mst njol el EE,, = EZ,, @y, ) =0°12 Eep = Eeniang-j) =0 ©|
o $dE FoiR dolHE o4t 2 (6b)E #4E + ded S TEE (8,) 7
AR 249 (g oW #Ad UestE Hole Rolth WolE F¥(aggregation)d]

ERE olfstr] A8 $2e AA (8,09 (89 @AS =2snx ¢

5. True Decay Functicn®t Moving Average Decay Function

oo[E,

n-1 n-1
Z ZEam—; m-k-r = 2 XL Rg(k+71-j)

m

am_]Za,,,_k ,] r=0,+1,+£2,..

IIM|

j=0 k=0 j=0 k=0
. _ n—=1 n-1
A e osta], Rp(n)=3 YR k+r-j) . 18BF
j=0 k=0
= L
gax(D= TRz('= ¥ ¥ er kIR + - j)
r=—w r=—00 j=0 k=0

Summationte] Mg g=k+7-jge(-mw)dg/dr=1] =z w4 W@}

78

77D =2,% T2 2 2 Re (9)

n-t . n-1
=8aa(Z)ZZ"’ZZ_ —gaa(z)("‘rg._ II_Z_)
j=0 k=0 -
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KA WHez grg(2)= gm(z)(—z— 'l—_i—) 2822 4 (6a)% @A 4 (32)%
£2% HHE o g8

/"S’J(z)=e;'zz;(z)/gaa(z)=gm(z)(lj_Z )gaa(z)( - ) P)

ol 4225 H el dE9 lemmad AA @)

LEMMA 1: T moving aggregate Ul°l¥l 5,9 g, 7} ZAFIH o moving
aggregate teolHo] Wof-Pmel AFAH HALNYRE Hege24 4 (1)9 micro
lag structures] E=&-°] sbFsic,

2228 A3 aggregation AME 4 (1) B FAA 22 3= gerh 2
A} moving ageregates {5} {a}& 49 doldl (s} (a2} $2 FolAE @t
WA moving aggregates (s} {2} Z%E n periodstitt HojEE ZZsi RE ol
Hel £F F2AIY. & dolE §3e T /X 33 E st o1 s Y dolHE
moving aggregates® F¥de HAHoln A7 FHHA HH 02 moving aggregates2E
B Fadke ot 4 (1) FUE $AA F8c] dolel F2&(sampling)el 8 %
A FFE LetE @7 AN, (509 (a9 (e = 0.21.42, ) dlole] dialel (5,9
(.49 (t = 0,+1.+2 ) HelBwe 7zl Atz 73 o,

6. True Decay Function®} Aggregate Decay Function

A% 29 BAE FR87] A $2e 94 2,(0% @9 BAE Gopol @
= | R -(n0)=Rz(n7) for ¢ = 0, L1, 12.--olth F, sequence R 9 g

< sequence oA ® nAA ol siFdte Ao}, dF 5o vk AWz 2
Ton =78, R- v 2892 Bue $57 %19 covariance® S E#3ln o1
Riz ©1% covariancedol = th& & 7]3F Atel 19| covarianced = T &HalA "t

=% 22 RE4M e folding formulag ol &ata thde 4% =&l

-

g;;(e‘iW)=F,,[g ~(e )] = Zg~~(e ilw+27 /)y
J=0

22 o)A & =2eqAM 3 F28 WA propositiond ol A A et}
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PROPOSITION 1: Z%uolE (aggregate data)9t ¥HE HEF s (decay function)
2 3 true micro JE TS, A Be serial correlation 4, AA data interval

o olsf APAE,

JY:
Fn[‘;_: gm(z)} Fn[
(7Ta)  B(z)= [

a2 -
i gaa(z)} F[

1=27| ﬁ(z)gaa(z)}

(Z)}

Fn

TE z=e¢ Y& olg8d

A7) sin 2 (nw + 217) peilwr2minly, (gmilwrnindy

lsm (w+2tzj/n)

(7b) Ble ™) = j=

n-1

sin * (nw +275) —i[w+279‘/‘n])

R —— €
j=lsin2(w+27rjln) 8aa

Proof: 4 (6b)& o] #3d AR)=8;(0/8:(0=Flgz@VFl8a@)  gojx z&w

4 folding formula, 233 |1—e” Wl ginluw & o] &8 $EE (7a)% (Th)E =
g & Uy}

A (7h)E Sims (1971)7} =23 formula (10a)¢] discrete version2& ¥ & sith.
o] Al& 23 wE wad 3 Ke ™) & Fa Ae )Y (r=w+2riini=0,,n—1)
e BaAg 712 ol 7|4 7tFAE sampling interval® Fi processd

spectrum®] )& ZAEE AL B F1 gl $9f £ data intervalel F

FA Aol 4] (Th)olAE Bele) spectrumS EASIA] gorz 27t F4E 7HR o}
£ A< #19 data intervalelt}.

PROPOSITION 2: Data interval® #19 &% 4% vile AT +3E 3
29 Edo J¢E T},

d & A7F Bo] dolEle IRz AT B dHeolee F3 dolE v Al lvE
b2 £4 glo] #rl dlolEHE Frez ERY & Uk W A7 F1 doEe ZAln
AT e dlolE= Fozgk ZiAln Ut 2 HolHE Fhog B 4 (6b)

g FAY F AR o] de FEe £4do] EAsHA
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PROPCSITION 3: Data interval, 3% decay, 218l duration intervald v

Z7] linterpurchase time)%d& S @A)t}

Proof: 4 (7a)% (7b)2RE $2l& decay function® o7|o] HAE data interval &
1%t ool autocorrelationol eliM % AR Ete AE 4 £ Yok W FuiFsizt
2 adAtd o] FLsA X YA Grbd #ofe] F714 (periodicity)o] et
o, deje] F71AL A (1) AR g dFE nAA e 2 A (49

efficiency W& A2 E) decay? duration® FF @l G &S v)z2 Bev),

A BATe] 2EoA S ozt 2 EY¥MSe 54 2 AHmeasurement error) ¥ AF
FHAE AF(bias)Al7le U9 FEH¥se S e A FHAE dIAE ger

AR A M & Clarke(1976)7F # %2 data interval®] aggregate dataZ2%E F3E
o A s dge A A7 =E8E UFEIAG. 2 olF olAH AFAEL Koyck
process® 7HH %3 F REEE mEde A WYHES A Gdnx »HH{AY. dE o
Rao(1986)+= discrete time data2% 8 continuous-time Koyck process? Z45 %
Z£3te PP EL s}, B} A2 9 Russell(1988)2 (Koyek processe Z-4)
#¥2 process AA7t aggregate dataZHE I RFgE Tl FLF 98 dde
A AAAG. fele] Ao old A7 AAE (Koyek processoid EE AH¥ decay
function22) vzl n gtk = felve 2 decay process?t # Begd =&dted
dEe vlAe Al gAY a4 drke e 2ola vk $Ele 4 (Th)EFH 9 A
€2 3] W o) % A 7S A processel e ApA
2140] e A5 AYBalt aggregate dataRRE F E5E P gte AL 9u)s}
Atte e &+ Sl

Aggregate 29 # A4, ¥ process, 123 data interval?l TAE WS¢ 7
oltt. 4 (Tb)ell inverse Fourier transform< H4#o24 22l 8y 48 x28
F A,

X
>,
o
o
N
2
it
o
‘O‘I
.

— x
nr = Zﬂiﬁnr#

I=—x

2 B, 9WACZ dacay parameters® #2te (moving) averageolth 1gib 4]




S

2 Awg 4 gdestd HE A g AT Aok, ol £&F lemma 29 30 9

(Th)e 4 (1)ehA 3017l o] B4 {8) sequence’t o1%A = 7H5a (B,) sequence ‘
aorgn Qed, e 4Ee §7 A A (DelA Fojd (Fzsh wolel) F BA |

il

£ 94 (daily)°l 3, data interval® 34, aggregate data® T (weekly) ol&txa 7b3

gt

LEMMA 2: St} #3st uf ¢ (&, g AF) Fo M Ursti aggregate decay
function®& # decay function® 7t&%(weighted sum)olzbd(dl: for all

, R (gnr—1) =R, (gnr—2)=+-= R (ant—an+1})

Bur = nil ( _l,i—IJﬂnr»I

{=—n+l

Proof: 4 (7b)& thA] &%

n-1 . . s .
Zv(w, j)ﬂ(e—l[w+2ﬂ]ln])gaa (e—u[w+2n]In})
(Tb)  B(e™™y=L= —
ZV(W, j)gaa (e—.z[w+2ﬂ]/n])
j=0

o R = R
where v(w,j)="ze-¢[w+zmn]m"z HWH2GINp B 0) gpectrum e @EsHEs] A8 B
m=0 p=0
o] BE 7AE L AgEE e FE=olnR g & =5¥ F UTh

. . oc ; . oG . .
_z[w+2fyfn]) _ Ze—r[w+27g/n]kRaa(k) - Ze-:[w+2rg /n]anRaa(an)

8aale
k=—w k==
_ < —iwgnk _ —in
- 26’ a(an)_gaa(e )
k=—2x

a¥eg

i Sl ety [
Ble™™) = Y v(w, j)B(e )/ Tviw, )

j=0 j=0

SaE A8 S owi=n7t B 28 AUBEE AN Y 5 9 avee
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ﬁ(e{w) _ 2 ZV(W ])ﬂ(e i W+2l!;/rl])
=0

%, inversion formula<] 28l

,wm"‘ ki il w27/ n)k
B e 2 Kf € ()V(w‘j)kz:ﬁke B dw
= =—

Ef E_'Wk iwnr Zv(w,j)e'iz’qk/"dw
2 k~—m J=0

HZ2] summationes o}A FddsA

n-1

i2mgk -
ZV(W e —i2mkin Z Z Z —i[ w2k / nlm :[w+27gk/n]p 27k n
j=0 J m=0p=0

. - . —i2g(k+m—p)
— —iw(m~p)§ ~i27(k+m-p)in _ —iw{m—p) 1-¢”
HEste) g (k+tm—p)/nel FFeld nol Hu HF 7t obd™ 00 €4 1oz
B g={(k+m—p)/nole}t 3 goll it a3t
1 & —iwng_iwnr
ﬂnr Z-ZZ Z ZZﬂnq-m+p _rf,re e dw

g=—=cm p

& Aol ARge [—x a]ddM orthegonal function®® Fo2 ol Zolx gli, o

#e g=rol® 2nel3 bW (o] P} adoE

[=—n+1

S M L

Lemma 2% teA FH3E, time nt— nr o4 aggregate 19 94 Z71/F time
ntel @rjo] wiRe A= —atltat—nr, —n+2+nt—nr, n—l+ni-nre 7t
time periodeld D Fue] Z (48 SH. wi—nr F99 2n—1 micro perinds)

time nt9 #ulol] vl = FA &Y 7HFd (weighted sum)olel= Zeld

LEMMA 3: wek #32b gerially uncorrelated@™® aggregate decay function




100

true decay function® 714 % (weighted sum)olth, F R0 for =0 o1&,

— n-1
ﬂnrz 2 (]_ﬂ.l nr-l

l=ni\ "

Proof: %17} serially uncorrelatedd}?] W&ol g, e ™) =g e ) for all w and u. 21

222 spectrum® BHYE FgEol 4 (7o) ZRE WA JeA =ol lemma 29 ALs}
o] 8l Hg FHd 4 Yot

azv 9o 5@ AolAE A& aggregate dataZFE] true decay function$
Egdte AL ditdor Brbsdlc aHBRE 4 (ThdA &3 £x8 g 2 7A
d& & Z8rt o, Inter-exposure timeol 302 sFdn s &Y Fu
process® 3712 i}

corrla, arx) = (k-1)A* if k/3 = ¢
=0 if k/3 = A

F2l€ serial correlation 25 Adl thale] tAlztz] Aelx~g meier|z shedl, A=0&
serially uncorrelated #Ao]&olx, A = 0.5% A = 0.99% %9 autocorrelation®] 34
F7tebe %oln], A = 0598 A = -0.99% highly correlated oscillatory¥ #$8 %
B8tk 2 #32 processdll Wigtd  fele 4% F2 (2, 3, 4, 8) aggregation interval®
Al F#9 (hump-shape. Koyck, linear decay) decay function® 32 &t}

el Al Algefol e d2E 3712 @k AM. lemma 29 3dM dEEHE

o] aggregate decay function® YWAOo 2 true decay function® low lagolA

underestimate 3t 2 olfE A (B)2FEH WHIH, nr ) 00| aggregate decay
function®  Bur— st Brr— w22 Brr—1 BurBurer, Burs w1 & 745 ECIZ, nr = 0ol™
aggregate decay function® true decay function® %t W39 F2 (8 -, 8, 715¢
ol go. £ A7 Ao ZAY d#o] Hol Ue A2, Koyck model2 tEEe]
F87 WEol low lagollA LY ER 2 0] vf$ ot Heolo)

AR, B3 process® serial correlatione %38 aggregate decay function®l %&-& n]x

AARE, 29 A B9 734 serial correlation® o= aggregationel AT B ol

o
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opAjete 2 aggregate interval®l inter-exposure time¥ Z& ZA$9 aggregate
decay function®} # decay function® ZAtgg 743 2 FFddrt. Fvize AL
data intervale] 2%l =}-% & AL g Fe| Aded ol 27} inter-exposure time
9l integer divisor7t el7] @ &eltt (lemma 28 *7lsed). agln, ¥t 2 data
intervald Hu 2 =& zalstArt o ARt %8 =89 MY 8% ¥JEE AF
il fl=d ol “data interval® inter-exposure time¥ Zolop 1’ Fge|r}
YNt o2 decay function® duration interval® F8A o= Aol Hrlealag &
A &= 7besich,

LEMMA 4: Aggregate ¥R ATE 3 $dFY 2. = AN =4(1) £&

B = X B
k=-w j=—w
Proof: w = 0% ; = 0o st sin(e+22)=0 28z 24 (7ph)2EEH

Lemma 4t A 70| FHs]olof st=rtel thated Batn YA, BYP3 = o
M £ F ARl A F& FHAE A& RS 4L Yol ofrh

7. Specification Errorelt &3
2l (Tb)E aggregate distributed lag7h w9 Bt AL Bo] F3n o 43A
2.8 aggregate regression2 2 X AR H 7teHde] Y. & £ aggregate data:
A (B)dlM et 22 FAE MR Sl v, A7AE i (A Asdd o) 87
¥4e &3

a0 _ —_ J—
(9) sm= Y ﬂ'njan(t—j)+£'m

j=

A Ao A {Fnj}‘f‘ distributed tag A+% sequencedd oj&2 _',,j *E,,j e 2A
< 23z E 9. dE 59, ﬂ7]’ truncated® A @teH ﬂ + truncated 3, g7}
od HE-§ Wa2x gow B © Koyck¥ 2& ojd 5% Hdg B2y goe 3o

é‘i




102
o %59 lemma 5% Sims(1972)¢ o8 AF FHAUQED Hi e FHA7 o9
2ol AR 44d 2YM ojH JAL AANEstE o F3 Yol

LEMMA 5: Distributed lag model®l 2%, 4 A$HE Z4 FHX9 Fourier
transforme] W& distributed lags $ARo 2482 E st FPAE et F, T
oF A (6b)7F AMdeolx & (9)7h A& Aol 2 FHHA, 1 FHAE G H2g
gt

(100 " 1Be™) - Be™™)1? g——(e ™) dw
Proof: 4 (6b)E& 4 (9)e st Helsiwd

_ R _— — —_ —_
En= 3 (ﬁ,,j —ﬂ'nj)dn(t—j)+€m
j==
HA2 AFYPL sum of squaresE F233E £& 29 spectrum ol WAL A

ehe 243 & A9
g7 Be™) - Fle™)P g—(e ™)+ varem)/ 2z

{eny e (B0 98 olF A% B gonz ALE 9 4 (10)2 £28 5 Yot

4 (1002 A% FAER F) o F& FHAE 7€ 5 Yol B Hoz @A
o W% $48 2ot o Haht point w = 04H BF Fe ) o @olth. Feiwy &
Ble™) & g (™) 7t Auigke AAE NE wold 713 % 2P0 B B0t serially
correlated 3A @ed g;;(e_i"')‘t‘- HEstn o= @ ¥izrt & Bixdyg o 7AEXE
Ay %34 doh, W Zu7t A9 random walkelatd &, & A B R power
7w o= 02HAM FHD FOE BN £ FFA7 A4 € Tk Laly) wy
g3bold Aol AR 2l |+ 00 Bt F, =00le ABFE 5 Utk

%, aggregate BolE current aggregate F i A AEAMEH Do}, ot aggregate
#37} serially correlatedd® o] g 449 AFs ¥HANE & 2 Ao, &

e o] AHEE thE9] proposition 49 Qekgol
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PROPOSITION 4: #17} wj$ serially correlateddl', aggregate® o] aggregate
Tefel A EMo2RE F2 FHAN FPAE I F U

Proof: 3# ¥424& »d

;nt = Foznt +Ent
Sequence (#,,0,0,...} @ Fourier tranforme Agolt. 4 (10)<14 Be™) Al
°f BAE g FEle ¥F fe™ 9 2ARE A5 F 2 FE 5 Uk, vk B@
7} serially correlateddl® w = 0 23 lA gl wy o] gro] A B =pniz &

approximatedtE & FO% M stA "o,

F17} serially correlated3 T8, Proposition 4% $AZHE 24sts Yuia #o
B PHAE Holz . 53 control AT F7E B A% aggregate Bl
el ANOVAE Aagte2s $ele 9 propositionold A= 3|AZM ZAHE 7
2 F 3", 28y F37t serially correlateddt®] @3 dacay?t A¥ 7|3 ooz &
FHA ", 9] ANOVAE 938 FHAE A4 ddt,

HETGE FA%%ke E WU distributed lag model2 aggregate data® A 3tw
ol 3¢9 distributed lag AFEY 2 A4rete Rolth. Aggregate TA wF @
daA e T FEE ML e A$- F. %27} RE aggregate decay function®]
Heted F2 FHPAE dE ¢ UL FER D1 Ae AS- o] WY BIFL whgelr} 1
2k Foiz1 4 (7b)ell Ha micro #AlCl dig gAsA DL B FEE shx|m glojo}
ot mE ol AT YRE AR giokn A HE aggregate BAS EAE w2
o717 ol gk, o] AMHE £ o2 (Koyck model) o] &&tad 4 A4 Aug + Ut

8. Koyck model: aggregationg &z}

Fao] B Hofo] ¥E& Vsl FFH 2 2 (geometrically) 4 EH k= A
otk & Eol current effect7t el decay?t A% (|4 ¢ 1) Koyck model (
ﬂjza)cfforjzo B;=0for j<0)= EHSARL H dHolH7t Ho P2 FolHolZ agere-
gate HolHe dwtdoz 9 du@ w2z ghet) thSo Proposition 5o 298 Ewe
A3E Rao(1986) 2laf £%¥ continuous time ZI}E discrete timeolA & ZHzjo|u},

rlo

el 7}

T f
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PROPOSITION 5: 498 o2 Hujet B:7} Koyck distributed lag® TA it
W owolel $19 ageregate BAE Koyck lagel @AVE oidd & gi=ad’ for

j20,8;= 0Ofor j<0°1d B Vo ezt ehct.
Proof: n = 2013 gule ™)=4%Fen &7 ZF, B2 serially correlateddtA] @
& Agolnt, 2dY

, XL .
ple™™y=a 3 He™™ =all-™)
j=0

A (Th)2HH

1 . . .
Z sin2w+27) {a/(l—l—[w+2m/2])}

E(e—iw) _ =0 sin(w+275/2) ~ 1+ﬂ£—iw cos2w
i Sin(w+27) 1- A2e712w
sin(w+2m/2}

9 e G- EE Jiﬁzje_izwal )7} ohit}l, 2322 time aggregated®
o8 e Koyck lag X el 2 7HA1A geh

o] proposition® proposition 1-4% &7 $A Foe &L F2 o FAL F
decay process® & A% %8 aggregate HOJHERH )& AAHoz 277}
& oduke Aotk 2 olfe $EE F processd W HEE WA Blojok stm 2™
th & aggregate HelHole of® @A el W E shte] 71 & stejof &7 HE
olt},
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=2
=

=]
an

2E)= o] BB discrete folding 4% =&stua g dA {x},t=0,x1,&E
H#o] 09 covariance stationary stochastic process® w23 {y, & nln*0)

period®slt} {x } 2R F&3 g& 7HAce 4. 2=,
Ry(n?) = Eypyr_n; = Expxp_p; =Ry(n7)= (21:)_] fﬁeiwmgx(ef'.w)dw
9 AllM gle ™) = jzme”‘”’Rx(]’)E x 9 spectrum®& YERAITEH
Case 11 no] 5% 3§
n+2jxln

n-1 . . .
Ry(nr)= ! ) [”ﬂuﬂ)ﬂm e™g (e ™Mdw
Jj=0

ME 08 p=wta— (2 Dr/rolet Fosn 9 A9 WSS A,

n-1 ] . , ;
Ry (n1) = (2”)—1 Z 'E!”/;ln el[v—;r+(21+l)7rln]n rgx (e—l[v—ﬂ'+(2j+l)ﬂ'/n])dw
=0

A4 kernelE BW, 2i+1—2g BFoln BE it tated ¢ =]onz

eivnr—imr+i2jfrr+izrr_ ivnr+i(2j+l-rnr _ _ivar

e €

win

. n-1 . .
Ry(nr) — (2”)—1 /n &V Z P e—i[v—z+(2 J+Dz/n] Ydv
j=0

ol4 summand® HW . I spectrum®] 2x-periodicd22 g - )e 3 Zo] tiA

¥ & 9o
- nsl_
nzlgx(e_[[v—ﬂ'+(2j+])ﬂ'/n])+ ZZ gx(e—l'[\:—;z+(2j+l)iffﬂ])
s n-t !
=7 j=0

9 2ol A summatione Y= 0,2x/n,---, 7 a/nlM spectrumE FAHsn, F
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B R summationS W% 0,7+ a/n,7+3x/n,--,2r— n/nlA spectrum= EFH T} 2
gug v 0.27/#7,- H4M 32 summation® P,

_ emin vme S ifwe2ri/n]
Ry(nt)y=Q2r) [} e > g le Ydw
j=0

R(no)¥ y9 spectrum® inverse Fourier transforme|2%
gy(e IW)_ Zg (e 1[w+2lg/n])
j=0

Case II: no] &49 A%

o] ALE interval [—mal& M 709 subinterval, [—am —(n—-1)x/#].

[((n—Da/n,x], [—(n—Da/n(n—Vna/n] & Je}, 2™

Ry (nf) - (2”)—1{-[”(!n—1)17/neiwn l’gx(e—fW)dw+ @’r eiwn l'gx(e—iW' )dW +

ﬁir eiwnrgx (e_lw)dw}

nl”
A A HEAE oA 29

n-2 2(j+
g 22 “ D g T

o IW)
)T+ o4
n a

gyle W

j=0"
HEME p=w+(n—Da/n—2xin—n/n< ol&3ld ¢ 2 & o] 29

R (nT) (27[) {[(" Dzin lWﬂT ( ,W)dW'f’E elwnrgx(e IW) W

. n=2 e )
i )i;lnemnr Z g.(e v fr+2(1+l)fr/n]}dv}

i=0
B2
"iz ;7}1ei[vf(n-l)/rln+2nj/n+n/n]n rgx(ei[v—(n—l)fr/n+2fg'ln+7r/n])dw
Jj=0

_ Z E! rvnr —i[v—fr+2(j+l)fr/n])dv
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)
i

oM AAl AEHAMe s=w+r2e EFEH F W YA E wu=w—2
3

. = A
o] ¥4 WL 31 spectrum® 27 -periodicity®] A42& o] &3lw

_ ~l;tin jwnr —i[w-r) n2 —ilw=—m+2(j+ D/ n]
Ry(nty=Qmy (["] " [g,(e )+ Y gxle Jldw)
j=0
A A9 summation® WY gz, —z+27x/n,,—27/1n,0,27/n,, 20— 2 1/ A A
spectrumE FAHINZ po] EHQ A9 npAA 2 FE AeiAsa spectrume 27
-periodicitye] 4A L o] &3iw
R n-1 . .
Ry(nr) - (271')_1 ,—:7:; it ng(e-:[w+2jrr/n])dw
j=0
2322 x period®tth process (x}2HE TZY F2Estd DL process (v
spectrum< Z&3l=  discrete folding formulas thg9 Aoz ZFojzic},
—iw ciwn S ilwe2niin)
gy(e )an[gx(e )]= Zg_x(e & )
j=0
A AolA x9) spectrume 27 -periodicdt domain [~ 7, x]olA Aelm, yel

spectrum 2x /n-periodicdta domain [— z/n,a/#lolM el Mo &ol3tat,
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