
VOLUME NO. 3 (2013), ISSUE NO. 05 (MAY)  ISSN 2231-1009 

 A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed (Refereed/Juried) Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories 

Indexed & Listed at:  
Ulrich's Periodicals Directory ©, ProQuest, U.S.A., EBSCO Publishing, U.S.A., Cabell’s Directories of Publishing Opportunities, U.S.A., 

Open J-Gage, India [link of the same is duly available at Inflibnet of University Grants Commission (U.G.C.)], 
Index Copernicus Publishers Panel, Polandwith IC Value of 5.09 &number of libraries all around the world. 

Circulated all over the world & Google has verified that scholars of more than 2477 Cities in 159 countries/territories are visiting our journal on regular basis. 

Ground Floor, Building No. 1041-C-1, Devi Bhawan Bazar, JAGADHRI – 135 003, Yamunanagar, Haryana, INDIA 

http://ijrcm.org.in/ 



VOLUME NO. 3 (2013), ISSUE NO. 05 (MAY)  ISSN 2231-1009 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMPUTER APPLICATION & MANAGEMENT 
A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed (Refereed/Juried) Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories 

http://ijrcm.org.in/ 

ii

CONTENTSCONTENTSCONTENTSCONTENTS    
    

Sr. 
No. TITLE & NAME OF THE AUTHOR (S) Page 

No. 

1. IMPACT OF EMPLOYEE DEMOGRAPHICS ON TRAINING; FOR IMPROVED SERVICE DELIVERY:  A STUDY ON BANKING SECTOR 

NITISH KULSHRESTHA, DR. L K SINGH, DR. SAROJ KUMAR DASH & DR. SAVITA MOHAN 
1 

2. AN INDUCTIVE APPROACH TO IDENTIFYING THE JOB SATISFACTION FACETS AND JOB SATISFACTION LEVEL IN AN EXTREME ENVIRONMENT IN 

BANKING SECTOR EMPLOYEES IN NORTHERN REGION IN SRI LANKA 

A. SARAVANABAWAN & LIRONG LONG 

6 

3. AREA EFFICIENT APPROACH FOR 64-BIT MULTIPLICATION USING CONFIGURABLE DEVICES 

DINESH KUMAR & G.C. LALL 
11 

4. THE EVOLUTION OF TECHNOLOGY ACCEPTANCE MODEL: A LITERATURE REVIEW 

INDER SINGH & DEVENDRA KUMAR PUNIA 
15 

5. CONSUMER BEHAVIOUR ON FAST MOVING CONSUMER GOODS – A STUDY WITH REFERENCE TO PERSONAL CARE PRODUCTS IN MADURAI 

DISTRICT 

K.MUNEESWARAN & DR. C. VETHIRAJAN 

22 

6. STUDY OF CHANNEL SATISFACTION OF VIDEOCON TELECOM SERVICES AND ITS COMPETITORS IN PUNJAB 

RAZIA SEHDEV, DR. YUVRAJ BHATNAGAR & PRANAV RANJAN 
28 

7. INTEREST FREE BANKING: A POTENTIAL SUBSTITUTE TO CONVENTIONAL BANKING IN THE CONTEMPORARY GLOBAL FINANCIAL SCENARIO 

DR. FAROOQ A SHAH 
35 

8. A STUDY ON DIMENSION OF SMARTPHONE AND ITS INFLUENCE ON CONSUMER PREFERENCE 

DR. S. A. SENTHIL KUMAR & M. JAMAL MOHAMED ZUBAIR 
39 

9. CENTRALISED SYSTEM FOR e-PROCUREMENT- A NEW RISE IN PUBLIC SECTOR: A CASE STUDY 

SHYNA K S & SAYED MOHAMMED V V 
41 

10. EFFECT OF ELECTRONIC MOBILE MONEY TRANSFER ON FINANCIAL LIQUIDITY AND GROWTH OF MICRO AND SMALL ENTERPRISES: A CASE OF 

NAIROBI CITY, KENYA 

DUNCAN MOMANYI NYANG’ARA, WILLIAM MACHANI NYANG’ARA & Kennedy O. Moenga 

46 

11. CORPORATE SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY IN BUSINESS: A CASE STUDY ON GRAMEEN PHONE LIMITED BANGLADESH 

ARJUN KUMAR DAS, SUJAN KANTI BISWAS & DR. KUNAL SIL 
52 

12. EFFECTIVENESS OF TRAINING EVALUATION PRACTICES – AN EMPIRICAL STUDY 

DR. SHOBHARANI H. & DR. MAMATHA S. M. 
58 

13. IMPACT OF LEARNING STYLES ON e-LEARNING ENVIRONMENT: AN EMPIRICAL STUDY 

SHAKEEL IQBAL 
64 

14. THE EFFECT OF BOARD STRUCTURE ON FINANCIAL PERFORMANCE OF SRI LANKAN LISTED BANKS 

RAVIVATHANI THURAISINGAM 
69 

15. DISAGGREGATED VOLATILITY - A CASE STUDY IN INDIAN STOCK MARKET 

DR. NALINA K. B. 
74 

16. CUSTOMER SATISFACTION OF E-BANKING IN BANGLADESH WITH   FOCUS ON DUTCH BANGLA BANK LTD.: THE CONTEXT OF TWENTY FIRST 

CENTURY 

MOSAMMOD MAHAMUDA PARVIN & MD. MASUDUL HASSAN 

83 

17. ENHANCING THE PERFORMANCE OF LEACH PROTOCOL IN WIRELESS SENSOR NETWORKS 

NUTAN SINDHWANI & ROHIT VAID 
91 

18. MULTI CRITERIA DECISION MAKING USING FUZZY TOPSIS 

PRATHIBA PH & KARTHIKEYAN R 
95 

19. MEASURING THE EFFECT OF CAPABILITY VERSUS USABILITY IN PURCHASE DECISION OF SMART PHONES 

JITESH BISHT & LAKSHMI SHANKAR IYER 
100 

20. AN IMPACT OF GREEN COMPUTING IN HAZARDOUS DEVICE MANUFACTURING & MAXIMIZE ENERGY EFFICIENCY 

CHITHRA MOL C. R, R. VIJAYASARATHI & THAMIL KUMARAN V. C 
107 

21. EFFECTIVE DYNAMIC ROUTING PROTOCOL: ANALYSIS OF VARIOUS SECURE DATA ROUTING PROTOCOL AND DATA AGGREGATION IN WIRELESS 

SENSOR NETWORKS 

S.MOHAMED SALEEM & P.SASI KUMAR 

115 

22. HEAT TRANSFER ENHANCEMENT IN AIR CONDITIONING SYSTEM USING NANOFLUIDS 

R. REJI KUMAR, M. NARASIMHA & K. SRIDHAR 
120 

23. e-COMMERCE: AN ANALYSIS OF CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK 

ABU ZAFAR AHMED MUKUL & SABRINA HOQUE CHOWDHUARY 
126 

24. e-COUNSELING FOR INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER LEARNING IN GHANA: WHAT ARE THE REQUIREMENTS? 

KEVOR MARK-OLIVER 
131 

25. TAX INCENTIVES AND INVESTMENT BEHAVIOUR: AN EMPIRICAL REVIEW OF THE TAX PAYERS PERCEPTIONS 

OBARETIN OSASU & DR. CHINWUBA OKAFOR    
135 

26. METHODS OF DATA SECURITY USED IN COMPUTER NETWORK 

ZOBAIR ULLAH 
138 

27. CONSUMERS CHOICE OF RETAIL STORES WITH REFERENCE TO THEIR DEMOGRAPHIC INFLUENCERS 

APEKSHA JAIN & MANOJ KUMAR SHARMA 
141 

28. GRID COMPUTING: INTRODUCTION AND APPLICATION 

ANUDEEP RANDHAWA, HEENA GULATI & HARISH KUNDRA  
143 

29. CONSUMER BEHAVIOR TOWARDS e-BANKING IN HDFC BANK 

CHANABASAPPA TALAWAR 
147 

30. ROLE OF SMALL INDUSTRIES DEVELOPMENT BANK OF INDIA (SIDBI) IN THE PROMOTION OF ENTREPRENEURSHIP IN U.P. 

DR. MOHD. SHOEB 
152 

 REQUEST FOR FEEDBACK 
158 



VOLUME NO. 3 (2013), ISSUE NO. 05 (MAY)  ISSN 2231-1009 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMPUTER APPLICATION & MANAGEMENT 
A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed (Refereed/Juried) Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories 

http://ijrcm.org.in/ 

iii

CHIEF PATRONCHIEF PATRONCHIEF PATRONCHIEF PATRON 
PROF. K. K. AGGARWAL 

Chancellor, Lingaya’s University, Delhi 

Founder Vice-Chancellor, GuruGobindSinghIndraprasthaUniversity, Delhi 

Ex. Pro Vice-Chancellor, GuruJambheshwarUniversity, Hisar 

    
FOUNDER FOUNDER FOUNDER FOUNDER PATRONPATRONPATRONPATRON    

LATE SH. RAM BHAJAN AGGARWAL 

Former State Minister for Home & Tourism, Government of Haryana 

Former Vice-President, Dadri Education Society, Charkhi Dadri 

Former President, Chinar Syntex Ltd. (Textile Mills), Bhiwani 

    
COCOCOCO----ORDINATORORDINATORORDINATORORDINATOR 

DR. SAMBHAV GARG 

Faculty, Shree Ram Institute of Business & Management, Urjani 

    
ADVISORSADVISORSADVISORSADVISORS 

DR. PRIYA RANJAN TRIVEDI 
Chancellor, The Global Open University, Nagaland 

PROF. M. S. SENAM RAJU 
Director A. C. D., School of Management Studies, I.G.N.O.U., New Delhi 

PROF. S. L. MAHANDRU 
Principal (Retd.), MaharajaAgrasenCollege, Jagadhri 

    
EDITOREDITOREDITOREDITOR 

PROF. R. K. SHARMA 
Professor, Bharti Vidyapeeth University Institute of Management & Research, New Delhi 

    
EDITORIAL ADVISORY BOARDEDITORIAL ADVISORY BOARDEDITORIAL ADVISORY BOARDEDITORIAL ADVISORY BOARD    

DR. RAJESH MODI 
Faculty, YanbuIndustrialCollege, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 

PROF. PARVEEN KUMAR 
Director, M.C.A., Meerut Institute of Engineering & Technology, Meerut, U. P. 

PROF. H. R. SHARMA 
Director, Chhatarpati Shivaji Institute of Technology, Durg, C.G. 

PROF. MANOHAR LAL 
Director & Chairman, School of Information & Computer Sciences, I.G.N.O.U., New Delhi 

PROF. ANIL K. SAINI 
Chairperson (CRC), GuruGobindSinghI. P. University, Delhi 

PROF. R. K. CHOUDHARY 
Director, Asia Pacific Institute of Information Technology, Panipat 

DR. ASHWANI KUSH 
Head, Computer Science, UniversityCollege, KurukshetraUniversity, Kurukshetra 

 



VOLUME NO. 3 (2013), ISSUE NO. 05 (MAY)  ISSN 2231-1009 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMPUTER APPLICATION & MANAGEMENT 
A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed (Refereed/Juried) Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories 

http://ijrcm.org.in/ 

iv

DR. BHARAT BHUSHAN 
Head, Department of Computer Science & Applications, GuruNanakKhalsaCollege, Yamunanagar 

DR. VIJAYPAL SINGH DHAKA 
Dean (Academics), Rajasthan Institute of Engineering & Technology, Jaipur 

DR. SAMBHAVNA 
Faculty, I.I.T.M., Delhi 

DR. MOHINDER CHAND 

Associate Professor, KurukshetraUniversity, Kurukshetra 

DR. MOHENDER KUMAR GUPTA 
Associate Professor, P.J.L.N.GovernmentCollege, Faridabad 

DR. SAMBHAV GARG 

Faculty, Shree Ram Institute of Business & Management, Urjani 

DR. SHIVAKUMAR DEENE 
Asst. Professor, Dept. of Commerce, School of Business Studies, Central University of Karnataka, Gulbarga 

DR. BHAVET 

Faculty, Shree Ram Institute of Business & Management, Urjani 

    
ASSOCIATE EDITORSASSOCIATE EDITORSASSOCIATE EDITORSASSOCIATE EDITORS 

PROF. ABHAY BANSAL 
Head, Department of Information Technology, Amity School of Engineering & Technology, Amity University, Noida 

PROF. NAWAB ALI KHAN 
Department of Commerce, AligarhMuslimUniversity, Aligarh, U.P. 

ASHISH CHOPRA 
Sr. Lecturer, Doon Valley Institute of Engineering & Technology, Karnal 

    
TECHNICAL ADVISORTECHNICAL ADVISORTECHNICAL ADVISORTECHNICAL ADVISOR    

AMITA 
Faculty, Government M. S., Mohali 

    
FINANCIAL ADVISORSFINANCIAL ADVISORSFINANCIAL ADVISORSFINANCIAL ADVISORS    

DICKIN GOYAL 
Advocate & Tax Adviser, Panchkula 

NEENA 
Investment Consultant, Chambaghat, Solan, Himachal Pradesh 

    
LEGAL ADVISORSLEGAL ADVISORSLEGAL ADVISORSLEGAL ADVISORS    

JITENDER S. CHAHAL 

Advocate, Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh U.T. 

CHANDER BHUSHAN SHARMA 
Advocate & Consultant, District Courts, Yamunanagar at Jagadhri 

 
SUPERINTENDENTSUPERINTENDENTSUPERINTENDENTSUPERINTENDENT    

SURENDER KUMAR POONIA 



VOLUME NO. 3 (2013), ISSUE NO. 05 (MAY)  ISSN 2231-1009 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMPUTER APPLICATION & MANAGEMENT 
A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed (Refereed/Juried) Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories 

http://ijrcm.org.in/ 

v

CALL FOR MANUSCRIPTSCALL FOR MANUSCRIPTSCALL FOR MANUSCRIPTSCALL FOR MANUSCRIPTS    
Weinvite unpublished novel, original, empirical and high quality research work pertaining to recent developments & practices in the area of 

Computer, Business, Finance, Marketing, Human Resource Management, General Management, Banking, Education, Insurance, Corporate 

Governance and emerging paradigms in allied subjects like Accounting Education; Accounting Information Systems; Accounting Theory & 

Practice; Auditing; Behavioral Accounting; Behavioral Economics; Corporate Finance; Cost Accounting; Econometrics; Economic Development; 

Economic History; Financial Institutions & Markets; Financial Services; Fiscal Policy; Government & Non Profit Accounting; Industrial 

Organization; International Economics & Trade; International Finance; Macro Economics; Micro Economics; Monetary Policy; Portfolio & 

Security Analysis; Public Policy Economics; Real Estate; Regional Economics; Tax Accounting; Advertising & Promotion Management; Business 

Education; Management Information Systems (MIS); Business Law, Public Responsibility & Ethics; Communication; Direct Marketing; E-

Commerce; Global Business; Health Care Administration; Labor Relations & Human Resource Management; Marketing Research; Marketing 

Theory & Applications; Non-Profit Organizations; Office Administration/Management; Operations Research/Statistics; Organizational Behavior 

& Theory; Organizational Development; Production/Operations; Public Administration; Purchasing/Materials Management; Retailing; 

Sales/Selling; Services; Small Business Entrepreneurship; Strategic Management Policy; Technology/Innovation; Tourism, Hospitality & Leisure; 

Transportation/Physical Distribution; Algorithms; Artificial Intelligence; Compilers & Translation; Computer Aided Design (CAD); Computer 

Aided Manufacturing; Computer Graphics; Computer Organization & Architecture; Database Structures & Systems; Digital Logic; Discrete 

Structures; Internet; Management Information Systems; Modeling & Simulation; Multimedia; Neural Systems/Neural Networks; Numerical 

Analysis/Scientific Computing; Object Oriented Programming; Operating Systems; Programming Languages; Robotics; Symbolic & Formal Logic 

and Web Design. The above mentioned tracks are only indicative, and not exhaustive. 

Anybody can submit the soft copy of his/her manuscript anytime in M.S. Word format after preparing the same as per our submission 

guidelines duly available on our website under the heading guidelines for submission, at the email address: infoijrcm@gmail.com. 

GUIDELINES FOR SUBMGUIDELINES FOR SUBMGUIDELINES FOR SUBMGUIDELINES FOR SUBMISSION OF MANUSCRIPTISSION OF MANUSCRIPTISSION OF MANUSCRIPTISSION OF MANUSCRIPT    

1. COVERING LETTER FOR SUBMISSION: 

DATED: _____________ 

THE EDITOR 

IJRCM 

Subject: SUBMISSION OF MANUSCRIPT IN THE AREA OF                                                                                                                . 

 (e.g. Finance/Marketing/HRM/General Management/Economics/Psychology/Law/Computer/IT/Engineering/Mathematics/other, please specify) 

DEAR SIR/MADAM 

Please find my submission of manuscript entitled ‘___________________________________________’ for possible publication in your journals. 

I hereby affirm that the contents of this manuscript are original. Furthermore, it has neither been published elsewhere in any language fully or partly, nor is it 

under review for publication elsewhere. 

I affirm that all the author (s) have seen and agreed to the submitted version of the manuscript and their inclusion of name (s) as co-author (s). 

Also, if my/our manuscript is accepted, I/We agree to comply with the formalities as given on the website of the journal & you are free to publish our 

contribution in any of your journals. 

NAME OF CORRESPONDING AUTHOR: 

Designation: 

Affiliation with full address, contact numbers & Pin Code: 

Residential address with Pin Code: 

Mobile Number (s): 

Landline Number (s):  

E-mail Address: 

Alternate E-mail Address: 

NOTES: 

a) The whole manuscript is required to be in ONE MS WORD FILE only (pdf. version is liable to be rejected without any consideration), which will start from 

the covering letter, inside the manuscript. 

b) The sender is required to mentionthe following in the SUBJECT COLUMN of the mail:  

New Manuscript for Review in the area of (Finance/Marketing/HRM/General Management/Economics/Psychology/Law/Computer/IT/ 

Engineering/Mathematics/other, please specify) 

c) There is no need to give any text in the body of mail, except the cases where the author wishes to give any specific message w.r.t. to the manuscript. 

d) The total size of the file containing the manuscript is required to be below 500 KB. 

e) Abstract alone will not be considered for review, and the author is required to submit the complete manuscript in the first instance. 

f) The journal gives acknowledgement w.r.t. the receipt of every email and in case of non-receipt of acknowledgment from the journal, w.r.t. the submission 

of manuscript, within two days of submission, the corresponding author is required to demand for the same by sending separate mail to the journal. 

2. MANUSCRIPT TITLE: The title of the paper should be in a 12 point Calibri Font. It should be bold typed, centered and fully capitalised. 

3. AUTHOR NAME (S) & AFFILIATIONS: The author (s) full name, designation, affiliation (s), address, mobile/landline numbers, and email/alternate email 

address should be in italic & 11-point Calibri Font. It must be centered underneath the title. 

4. ABSTRACT: Abstract should be in fully italicized text, not exceeding 250 words. The abstract must be informative and explain the background, aims, methods, 

results & conclusion in a single para. Abbreviations must be mentioned in full. 

 



VOLUME NO. 3 (2013), ISSUE NO. 05 (MAY)  ISSN 2231-1009 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMPUTER APPLICATION & MANAGEMENT 
A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed (Refereed/Juried) Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories 

http://ijrcm.org.in/ 

vi

 

5. KEYWORDS: Abstract must be followed by a list of keywords, subject to the maximum of five. These should be arranged in alphabetic order separated by 

commas and full stops at the end. 

6. MANUSCRIPT: Manuscript must be in BRITISH ENGLISH prepared on a standard A4 size PORTRAIT SETTING PAPER. It must be prepared on a single space and 

single column with 1” margin set for top, bottom, left and right. It should be typed in 8 point Calibri Font with page numbers at the bottom and centre of every 

page. It should be free from grammatical, spelling and punctuation errors and must be thoroughly edited. 

7. HEADINGS: All the headings should be in a 10 point Calibri Font. These must be bold-faced, aligned left and fully capitalised. Leave a blank line before each 

heading. 

8. SUB-HEADINGS: All the sub-headings should be in a 8 point Calibri Font. These must be bold-faced, aligned left and fully capitalised.  

9. MAIN TEXT: The main text should follow the following sequence: 

 INTRODUCTION 

 REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

 NEED/IMPORTANCE OF THE STUDY 

 STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM 

 OBJECTIVES 

 HYPOTHESES 

 RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

 RESULTS & DISCUSSION 

 FINDINGS 

 RECOMMENDATIONS/SUGGESTIONS 

 CONCLUSIONS 

 SCOPE FOR FURTHER RESEARCH 

 ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

 REFERENCES 

 APPENDIX/ANNEXURE 

 It should be in a 8 point Calibri Font, single spaced and justified. The manuscript should preferably not exceed 5000 WORDS. 

10. FIGURES &TABLES: These should be simple, crystal clear, centered, separately numbered &self explained, and titles must be above the table/figure. Sources of 

data should be mentioned below the table/figure. It should be ensured that the tables/figures are referred to from the main text. 

11. EQUATIONS:These should be consecutively numbered in parentheses, horizontally centered with equation number placed at the right. 

12. REFERENCES: The list of all references should be alphabetically arranged. The author (s) should mention only the actually utilised references in the preparation 

of manuscript and they are supposed to follow Harvard Style of Referencing. The author (s) are supposed to follow the references as per the following: 

• All works cited in the text (including sources for tables and figures) should be listed alphabetically.  

• Use (ed.) for one editor, and (ed.s) for multiple editors.  

• When listing two or more works by one author, use --- (20xx), such as after Kohl (1997), use --- (2001), etc, in chronologically ascending order. 

• Indicate (opening and closing) page numbers for articles in journals and for chapters in books.  

• The title of books and journals should be in italics. Double quotation marks are used for titles of journal articles, book chapters, dissertations, reports, working 

papers, unpublished material, etc. 

• For titles in a language other than English, provide an English translation in parentheses.  

• The location of endnotes within the text should be indicated by superscript numbers. 

 

PLEASE USE THE FOLLOWING FOR STYLE AND PUNCTUATION IN REFERENCES: 

BOOKS 

• Bowersox, Donald J., Closs, David J., (1996), "Logistical Management." Tata McGraw, Hill, New Delhi.  

• Hunker, H.L. and A.J. Wright (1963), "Factors of Industrial Location in Ohio" Ohio State University, Nigeria.  

CONTRIBUTIONS TO BOOKS 

• Sharma T., Kwatra, G. (2008) Effectiveness of Social Advertising: A Study of Selected Campaigns, Corporate Social Responsibility, Edited by David Crowther & 

Nicholas Capaldi, Ashgate Research Companion to Corporate Social Responsibility, Chapter 15, pp 287-303. 

JOURNAL AND OTHER ARTICLES 

• Schemenner, R.W., Huber, J.C. and Cook, R.L. (1987), "Geographic Differences and the Location of New Manufacturing Facilities," Journal of Urban Economics, 

Vol. 21, No. 1, pp. 83-104. 

CONFERENCE PAPERS 

• Garg, Sambhav (2011): "Business Ethics" Paper presented at the Annual International Conference for the All India Management Association, New Delhi, India, 

19–22 June. 

UNPUBLISHED DISSERTATIONS AND THESES 

• Kumar S. (2011): "Customer Value: A Comparative Study of Rural and Urban Customers," Thesis, KurukshetraUniversity, Kurukshetra. 

ONLINE RESOURCES 

• Always indicate the date that the source was accessed, as online resources are frequently updated or removed. 

WEBSITES 

• Garg, Bhavet (2011): Towards a New Natural Gas Policy, Political Weekly, Viewed on January 01, 2012 http://epw.in/user/viewabstract.jsp 



VOLUME NO. 3 (2013), ISSUE NO. 05 (MAY)  ISSN 2231-1009 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMPUTER APPLICATION & MANAGEMENT 
A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed (Refereed/Juried) Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories 

http://ijrcm.org.in/ 

74
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ABSTRACT 
This paper examines the benefits to forecasters of decomposing daily return volatility, applies a disaggregated approach to examine these characteristics in 

selected stocks of Indian Stock market. To decompose the return on a stock into three components. The market wide return, an industry- specific residual, and a 

firm - specific residual are based on this return decomposition. To construct time series of volatility measures of the three components for a typical firm and 

define volatility measures that sum to the total return volatility of a typical firm, without having to keep track of co-variances and without having to estimate 

betas for firms or industries. The analysis of volatility components relative to total volatility of an average form reveals that market – level volatility has the 

largest portion of total volatility on an average. The time series variation in total volatility is due to market and industry level. 

 

KEYWORDS 
disaggregated volatility, Indian stock market. 

  

INTRODUCTION 
mportant objective of this paper is to focus attention on disaggregated volatility measures. It is known that the return to an individual stock has three 

components: aggregate market return, industry-level shocks and firm-level shocks. Thus, volatility of an individual stock depends on the volatility of 

industry-specific and firm-specific shocks as much as the volatility of aggregate market returns. There is little empirical research on volatility at the level of 

the industry or firm. 

A few papers, Black (1976), Christie (1982) and Duffee (1995), use disaggregated data to study the “leverage” effect, the tendency for volatility to rise following 

negative returns. Black (1976) conducted the first empirical work on the relation between stock returns and volatility using a sample of stock return volatility 

over the period of 1962- 1975 by summing squared daily returns and taking the square root of the result. For each stock i standard deviation was estimated 

using the equation 

100
1

+
+ ++=−

it
it

itit rit ελα
σ

σσ

  (1) 

Where σts is an estimate of the standard deviation of return. It was found that 0λ
 coefficient of return was always negative and usually less than - 1. 

A similar approach was used by Christie (1982). In this quarterly estimates of return volatility for 379 firms all of which existed throughout the period 1962-1978 

were considered. In that equation (2) was used to estimate volatility 

log �����
��

� = �	 + �	� + ���.	  (2) 

Over the period of 1962-1978 for each firm and finds a mean 0λ
of -0.23. It was studied whether this negative coefficient could be explained by the leverage 

effect and explained that leverage is a dominant but probably not the only determinant of 0λ
.   

 

Duffee (1995) followed the previous work in this area by using daily stock returns for the period of 1977-1991 but takes a different approach. The coefficient 

0λ
in equation (3) equals the difference between 2λ

   and 1λ
 in the following equations: 

log σ1 = σ1 + 1λ
 r1   +  1tε

          (3) 

log (σ t + 1) = σ2 + 2λ
 r1   + 12=tε

     (4) 

It was found that for the typical firm traded on the American or New York Stock Exchange 1λ
 was strongly positive, while the sign of 2λ

depends on the 

frequency over which these relations were estimated. It is positive at the daily frequency and negative at the monthly frequency. In both cases 1λ
, exceeds 2λ

, 

so 2λ
 is negative in equation (2). 

Some researchers, Bainard and Cutler (1993), Lowigani, Rush and Tave (1990), have used stock-market data to test macroeconomic models of reallocation across 

industries or firms. Bernard and Cutler (1993) develop a new measure of reallocation shocks based on the variance of industry stock market excess returns to 

assess the contribution of sectoral reallocation to unemployment in the postwar U.S. economy. They first construct a time series of the variance of sectoral stock 

market excess returns, termed cross-section volatility and unemployment. They construct the cross-section volatility series using industry data on stock market 

excess returns. Excess returns for each industry through time εit are formed as the residual from the market model:  

R js =  
itmtj R εββ ++ 10

 (5) 

where R js  is the return on the market portfolio at time t (the Standard & Poor Composite Index) and R js  is industry j’s  return at time t. They form the industry 

specific components of return variation: 

η
 js =  

itj

∧∧
+ εβ0

     (6)  

The excess returns include the time-variant component of the industry-specific response in order to capture trend movements within industries. They form the 

measure of cross-section volatility as the weighted variance of one-quarter excess returns. Then they examine the relation between cross-section volatility and 

unemployment and find a positive and statistically significant correlation between them. 

I 
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They find that the volatility of the market, industry and firm level volatilities are important components of the total volatility at the return of a typical firm. All 

three volatility measures experience substantial variations over time and they are positively correlated as well as auto-correlated. They also find that over their 

sample petted, firm level volatility has a significant positive trend whereas market level and industry level volatility do not. They also study the lead-lag relations 

among their volatility measures and various Indicators of the state of the aggregate economy and find that all three volatility variables, particularly industry level 

volatility, help to forecast economic activity and reduce the significance of the other commonly used forecasting variable. 

 

1.1 ESTIMATION OF VOLATILITY COMPONENTS 
Volatility Decomposition 

To decompose the return on a stock into three components. The market wide return, an industry- specific residual, and a firm - specific residual are based on 

this return decomposition. To construct time series of volatility measures of the three components for a typical firm and define volatility measures that sum to 

the total return volatility of a typical firm, without having to keep track of co-variances and without having to estimate betas for firms or industries. In this 

section, how to achieve such a representation of volatility is discussed. 

Industries are  denoted by an i subscript and individual firms are indexed by j, the simple excess return of firm j that belongs to industry i in period t is denoted as 

����, This Excess return, is measured as an excess return over the Treasury bill rate. Let ���� be the weight of firm j in industry i this methodology is valid for any 

arbitrary weighting scheme provided that it is used to compute the market return using the same weights; in this application market value weights are used. The 

excess return of industry i in period is given by��� = Σ�∈��������� Industries are aggregated correspondingly, the weight of industry i in the total market is 

denoted by wit, and the excess market return is ��� = Σ�∈���������  

The next step is the decomposition of firm and industry returns into the three components. A decomposition based on the CAPM is used, and then it is modified 

for empirical implementation. The CAPM implies that we can set intercept to zero in the following equations.  

��� = ������ +∈��  (1) 

For industry returns and  

     ��� = ������ + ���  
= ��������� + ���  ∈��+ ����  (2) 

For individual firm returns in equation (1) Bim denotes the beta for industry i with respect to the market return, and €it is the industry – specific residual similarly, 

in equation (2) Bit is the beta of firm j in industry i with respect to its industry, and nji is the firm-specific residual. nji is orthogonal by construction to the industry 

return Rit  we assume that it is also orthogonal to the components Rmt and €it. In other words, it is assumed that the beta of firm j with respect to the market. Bjm, 

satisfies Bjm = Bji Bim. The weighted sums of the different betas equal unity. 

∑ ������ = 1,         ∑ ��� = 1,�!��  (3) 

The CAPM decomposition (1) and (2) guarantees that the different components of a firm’s return are orthogonal to one another.  Hence it permits a simple 

variance decomposition in which all covariance terms are zero;  

"#�$���% =  �  "#� $���% +  "#� $&�̃�%,��(  (4) 

"#�)����* =  �  "#� $���% +  � .��( "#� $&�̃�% +  "#� )�+���*,��(  (5) 

The problem with this decomposition, however, is that it requires knowledge of firm-specific betas that are difficult to estimate and may well be unstable over 

time. Therefore we work with a simplified model that does not require any information about betas. We show that this model permits a variance decomposition 

similar to equations (4) and (5) on an appropriate aggregate level.  

First, consider the following simplified industry return decomposition that drops the industry beta coefficient  ���,  from equation (1) :  

��� = ��� + &��   (6) 

Equation (6) defines &�� as the difference between the industry return --- and the market return ���.Campbell et al. (1997, 4, p.156) refer to equation (6) as a 

“market –adjusted-return model” in contrast to the market model of equation (1).  

Comparing equations (1) and (6), we have.  

&�� = &�̃� + $��� − 1%���  (7)  

The market –adjusted –return residual equals the CAPM residual of equation (4) only if the industry beta ��� = 1 or the market returns��� = 0.  

The apparent drawback of the decomposition (6) is that and are not orthogonal, and so one cannot ignore the covariance between them. Computing the 

variance of the industry return yields.  

"#�$���% =  "#� $���% "#� $&�̃�% + 2 /01 $���, &��%  

= "#� $���% +  "#�$&��% + 2$��� − 1%"#�$���%, (8) 

Where taking account of the covariance term once again introduces the industry beta into the variance decomposition.  

Note, however, that although the variance of an individual industry return contains covariance terms, the weighted average of variances across industrial is free 

of the individual covariances:  

∑ ��� "#�$���% = "#�$���% + ∑ 2�� "#� $���%��   

=  3  + 3  ,4�(  ��(  (9) 

Where 3  ≡ "#�$���%��(  and  3  ≡ ∑ 2�� "#�$���%���( . The terms involving betas aggregate out because from equation (3) ∑ 2����� = 1� . Therefore we can use 

the residual in equation (6) to construct a measure of average industry level volatility that does not require any estimation of betas. The weighted average 

∑ 2�� "#�$���%�                    can be interpreted as the expected volatility of a randomly drawn industry (with the probability of drawing industry i equal to its 

weight 2��).  

We can proceed in the same fashion for individual firm returns; consider a firm returns decomposition that drops ���  from equation (2):  

���� =  ��� +  ����, (10) 

Where ���� is defined as  

���� = �+��� + )��� − 1*���, (11) 

The variance of the firm return is  

"#�)����* = "#�$���% + "#�)����* +  /01 $���, ����%  

= "#�$���% +  "#�)����* +  2 )��� − 1*"#�$���%. (12) 

The weighted average of firm variances in industry I is therefore  

∑ 2��� "#�)����* = "#� $���% + 3  ,6��(�!�   (13) 

Where 3  ≡  ∑ 2��� "#� $����%�!�6��(  is the weighted average of firm –level volatility in industry i. Computing the weighted average across industries, using 

equation (9), yields again a beta-free variance decomposition :  

∑ 2��  ∑ 2��� "#� )����* = ∑ 2�� "#�$���% + ∑ 2��  ∑ 2��� "#� $����%�!����!��   

= "#�$���% + 7 2�� "#� $&��% +  7 2�� 3 ,6�� (

��
 

3 + 3  +3  ,6�(4�(��(   (14) 

Where 3+  ≡  ∑ 2�� 3 =  ∑ 2��  ∑ 2��� "#� $����%�!��6��(�6� (  is the weighted average of firm-level volatility across all firms. As in the case of industry returns, the 

simplified decomposition of firm returns (10) yields a measure of average firm –level volatility that does not require estimation of betas.  

We can gain further insight into the relation between our volatility decomposition and that based on the CAPM if we aggregate the latter (equations (4) and (5) 

across industries and firms. When we do this we find that  
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3  =  3+ + /8"�$���%3  ,��(4�(4�(  (15) 

Where  3+4�(  ≡  ∑ 2�� 36��( = ∑ 2��  ∑ 2��� "#�$����%�!���  is the average variance of the CAPM industry shock and is the cross –sectional variance of industry 

betas across industries. Similarly,  

36�( = 3+6�( + /8"�)���*3��( + /8"�)���*3+4�(  , (16) 

Where 3+6�( ≡ ∑ 2�� "#�$�+��%, /8"� )���* ≡  ∑ 2�� ∑ 2���$��� − 1%(���   the cross-sectional variance of firm betas on the market is across all firms in all industries 

and  /8"�  $���% ≡  ∑ 2��$��� − 1%(�  is the cross-sectional variance of firm betas on industry shocks across all firms in all industries.  

Equations (15) and (16) show that cross-sectional variation in betas can produce common movements in our variance components 3��( , 3!�(  and 36�( , even if the 

CAPM variance components 3+!�(  and 3+6�(  do not move at all with the market variance 3��( .  

Estimation  

Firm – level return data is calculated for the firms traded on the BSE and the NSE. Estimation of the volatility components in equation (14) is based on the return 

decomposition (6) and (10), individual firms are aggregate into industries according to SIC classification. Sample period runs from January 2000 to December 

2009. Obviously, the composition of firms in individual industrial has changed dramatically over the sample period. The industry with the most firms on average 

over the sample is financial services, information technology. Based on average market capitalization, the six largest industries on average over the sample are 

FMCG (24.5 %), Oil / Gas (22.4%), Metal (18.7%), IT (18.3%), followed by Finance and transport sector .Table 4 includes a list of the 10 largest industries. To get 

daily excess return, we subtract the 30 day T-bill return divided by the number of trading days in a month.  

Following procedure is used to estimate the three volatility components in equation (14). Let s denote the interval at which returns are measured. Daily returns 

are used for most of the estimates. Using returns of intervals, volatility estimates at intervals t is constructed. Unless otherwise t refers to months. To estimate 

the variance components in equation (14) time-series variation of the individual return components within each period t is used, the sample volatility of the 

market return in period t, which is denote from now on as MKT, is computer as  

9:;� = 3+��( = ∑ $��< − =�%(>!� , (17)  

where =� is defined as the mean of the market return ��< over   the sample to be consistent with the methodology presented above, to construct, the market 

returns as the weighted average using all firms in the sample in a given period is used. The weights are based on market capitalization, for weights average 

market capitalization of a firm during period of study is used and the weights are assumed to constant within sample period.  

For volatility in industry i, sum the squares of the industry – specific residual in equation (6) within a period t is used:  

3+!��( = ∑ &�<(>!� , (18) 

As shown above, average over industries are used to ensure that the co-variances of individual industries cancel out this yield the following measure for average 

industry volatility INDt:  

?@A� = ∑ 2��3+!��(� , (19) 

Estimating firm-specific volatility is done in a similar way. First sum of the squares of the firm-specific residual in equation (10) for each firm in the sample is 

used:  

3+6��( = ∑ ���<(>!� ,  (20) 

Next, to computer the weighted average of the firm-specific volatilities within an industry:  

3+6��( = ∑ 2����!� 3+6���( ,  (21) 

And lastly average over industries is to obtain as a measure of average firm-level volatility FIRMt as: 

B?�9� = ∑ 2���  3+6��( ,  (22) 

As with industry volatility, this procedure ensures that the firm-specific co-variances cancel out. 

 

1.2 MEASURING TRENDS IN VOLATILITY 
 

FIGURE 1: STANDARD DEVIATION OF VALUE – WEIGHTED STOCK INDEX. THE STANDARD DEVIATION OF MONTHLY RETURNS WITHIN EACH YEAR FOR THE 

PERIOD FROM 2000 TO 2009 

 
 

 

.00

.05

.10

.15

.20

.25

.30

00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09

MARKET

.0

.1

.2

.3

.4

.5

.6

00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09

MARKET



VOLUME NO. 3 (2013), ISSUE NO. 05 (MAY)  ISSN 2231-1009 

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMPUTER APPLICATION & MANAGEMENT 
A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed (Refereed/Juried) Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories 

http://ijrcm.org.in/ 

77

FIGURE 2: MONTHLY MARKET VOLATILITY MKT 

 
The top panel shows the variance within each month of daily market returns, calculated using equation (17), for the period January2000 to December 2009. The 

bottom panel shows a backwards 6 month moving average of MKT.  

 

FIGURE 3: MONTHLY INDUSTRY-LEVEL VOLATILITY IND 

 
 

 
The top panel shows the variance within each month of daily industry returns relative to the market, calculated using equations (18) and (19), for the period from 

january2000 to December 2009. The bottom panel shows a backwards 6-month moving average of IND. 
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FIGURE 4: MONTHLY FIRM –LEVEL VOLATILITY FIRM 

 
 

 
The top panel shows the monthly variance within each month of daily firm returns relative to the firms industry, calculated using equations (20)-(22), for the 

period from January 2000 to December 2009. The bottom panel shows a backwards 6- month moving average of FIRM. 

 

1.3 GRAPHICAL ANALYSIS  
Discussions on the stock market have often suggested that the volatility of the market has increased over time. At the aggregate level, however, this is not true; 

the percentage volatility of market index returns shows no systematic tendency to increase over time. To be sure, there have been episodes of increased 

volatility, but they have not persisted, Schwert (1989) presented a particularly clear and forceful demonstration of this fact, and we begin by updating his 

analysis.  

In figure 1 plots the volatility of the value weighted BSE composite index for the period 2000 through 2009 for consistency with Schwert, annual standard 

deviations based on monthly data is constructed. The figure shows the huge spikes in volatility during the late 2000 and 2001 as well as the higher levels of 

volatility during the global melt down of the 2008s and the stock market crash of 2000 and 2008. In general however, there is no discernible trend in market 

volatility the average annual standard deviation for the period from 2000 to 2009 is 2.2 percent. 

These results raise the questions of why the investor has such a strong impression of increased volatility. One possibility is that increased index levels have 

increased the volatility of absolute changes, measured in index points, and that the investor does not understand the need to measure percentage returns. 

Another possibility is that investor’s impressions are formed in part by the behavior of individual stocks rather than the market as a whole. Casual empiricism 

does suggest increasing volatility for individual stocks. On any specific day, the most volatile individual stocks move by extremely large percentage often 25 

percent or more. The question remains whether such impressions from casual empiricism can be documented rigorously and, if so, whether these patterns of 

volatility for individual stocks are different from those existing in earlier periods with this motivation. 

Figures 2 to 4 plot the three variance components, estimated monthly, using daily data over the period from 2000 to 2009: market volatility MKT, industry –level 

volatility IND, and firm-level volatility FIRM, all three series are annual  The top panels show the raw monthly time series and the bottom panels plot a lagged 

moving average of order 12. Note that the vertical scales differ in each figure and cannot be compared with figure 1 (because variances are plotted rather than a 

standard deviation).  

Market volatility shows the well-known patterns that have been studied in countless papers on the time variation of index return variances. Comparing the 

monthly series with the smoothed version in the bottom panel suggests that market volatility has a slow-moving component along with a Fair amount of high-

frequency noise. Market volatility was particularly high around 2000s – 2001s, in the mid -2004s, around 2007 - 2008, and at the very end of the sample, the 

stock market crash in 2007-2008caused and enormous spike in market volatility which is cut off in the plot. The value of MKT in October 2008 is 0.5182. The 

cyclical behavior of MKT and the other volatility measures below.  

Next, consider the behavior of industry volatility IND in figure 3. Compared with market volatility, industry volatility is slightly lower on average. As for MKT, 

there is a slow – moving component and some high –frequency Noise, IND was particularly high in the 2000s – 2001s and around 2007s mid of 2008. The effect 

of the crash in October 2008 is quite significant for IND, although not as much as for MKT. More generally, industry volatility seems to increase during 

macroeconomic downturns.  

Figure 4 plots firm-level volatility FIRM. The first striking feature is that FIRM is on average much higher than MKT and IND. This implies that firm-specific 

volatility is the largest component of the total volatility of an average firm. The second important characteristic of FIRM is that it trends up over the sample. The 

plots of MKT and IND do not exhibit any visible upward slope whereas for FIRM it is clearly visible. This indicates that the Stock market has become more volatile 

over the sample but on a firm level instead of a market or industry level. Apart from the trend, the plot of FIRM looks similar to MKT and IND. Firm –level 

volatility seems to be higher in recessions and the crash also has a significant effect.  
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Looking at the three volatility plots together, it is clear that the different volatility measures tend to move together, particularly at lower frequencies, for 

example, all three volatility measures increase during the dot com bubble in the 2000s-2001s. However, there are also some periods in which the volatility 

measures move differently. It is evident from the plots that the stock market crash in 2007-2008 had a significant effect on all three volatility series. This raises 

the issue whether this one-time event might overshadow the rest of the sample and distort some of the results.  
 

1.4 STOCHASTIC VERSUS DETERMINISTIC TREADS  
Figure 2 to 4 suggest the strong possibility of an upward trend in idiosyncratic firm-level volatility. A first important question is whether such a trend is stochastic 

or deterministic in nature. The possibility of a stochastic trend is suggested by the persistent fluctuations in volatility shown in the figures. 

Table 1 reports autocorrelation coefficients for the three volatility measures using raw data. The autocorrelation structure of monthly volatility measure 

constructed from daily data. All these series exhibit fairly high serial correlation, which raises the possibility that they contain unit roots in the series. 

 

TABLE - 1: AUTO CORRELATION 

 SL.  Market Industry Firm 

1 0.309 0.484 0.412 

2 0.100 0.257 0.166 

3 0.138 0.243 0.206 

4 0.072 0.148 0.094 

5 0.035 0.135 0.075 

6 0.054 0.169 0.099 

7 0.187 0.154 0.164 

8 0.130 0.212 0.189 

9 0.178 0.153 0.210 

10 0.076 0.154 0.111 

11 -0.002 0.138 0.057 

12 -0.040 0.141 0.037 

13 -0.099 0.032 -0.076 

14 -0.021 0.001 -0.061 

15 -0.029 0.029 -0.017 

16 0.011 -0.013 0.005 

17 -0.040 -0.042 -0.048 

18 -0.051 -0.027 -0.055 

19 0.046 0.032 0.047 

20 -0.018 -0.033 -0.028 

21 -0.044 -0.102 -0.093 

22 -0.071 -0.136 -0.118 

23 -0.118 -0.160 -0.166 

24 0.015 -0.049 -0.061 

25 0.103 -0.033 0.011 

26 -0.028 -0.045 -0.049 

27 0.001 0.031 0.008 

28 0.165 0.040 0.119 

29 0.133 0.054 0.083 

30 -0.017 -0.044 -0.026 

31 -0.032 -0.077 -0.071 

32 -0.029 -0.052 -0.048 

33 -0.041 -0.082 -0.073 

34 -0.009 -0.016 -0.009 

35 0.033 -0.007 0.003 

36 -0.027 -0.060 -0.039 

To check this, in table.2 and table 3 employs augmented dickey and fuller (1979) p-tests based on regressions of time series on their lagged values and lagged 

difference terms that account for serial correlation. The number of lagged differences to be included can be determined by the Automatic based on SIC, 

MAXLAG=12 lagged difference term, and is also reported in table 5.3 the hypothesis of a unit root is rejected for all three volatility series at the 5 percent level 

and 1 percent level, whether a deterministic time trends is allowed or not. 

 

TABLE 2: AUGMENTED DICKEY-FULLER TEST (ADF) FOR LEVEL 0 (CONSTANT) 

  MKT IND FIRM 

 Constant  ADF t-value -7.84 -6.96 -6.96 

Critical Value of t (1%) -3.43 -3.43 -3.43 

Critical Value of t (5%) -2.86 -2.86 -2.86 

Lag Length 0 0 0 

H0 Rejected 

 

TABLE 3 (a): AUGMENTED DICKEY-FULLER TEST (ADF) FOR LEVEL 0 (CONSTANT & TREND) 

  MKT IND FIRM 

 Constant  & Trend               ADF t-value -8.00442 -6.38896 -6.95771 

Critical Value of t (1%) -4.03698 -4.03698 -4.03698 

Critical Value of t (5%) -3.44802 -3.44802 -3.44802 

Lag Length 0 0 0 

H0 Rejected 
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TABLE 4: AUGMENTED DICKEY-FULLER TEST (ADF) FOR FIRST DIFFERENCE (CONSTANT) 

  MKT IND FIRM 

 Constant                             ADF t-value -12.5292 -12.0148 -12.5756 

Critical Value of t (1%) -3.43 -3.43 -3.43 

Critical Value of t (5%) -2.86 -2.86 -2.86 

Lag Length 1 1 1 

H0 Rejected 

 

TABLE 4 (a): AUGMENTED DICKEY-FULLER TEST (ADF) FOR FIRST DIFFERENCE (CONSTANT & TREND) 

  MKT IND FIRM 

 Constant  & Trend               ADF t-value -12.4742 -11.977 -12.5227 

Critical Value of t (1%) -4.03698 -4.03698 -4.03698 

Critical Value of t (5%) -3.44802 -3.44802 -3.44802 

Lag Length 1 1 1 

H0 Rejected 

Given these results, next step is to analyze the volatility series in levels rather than first differences. Table 5 shows some descriptive statistics  
 

TABLE - 5: DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS 

  FIRM INDUSTRY MARKET 

 Mean 0.0793 0.0698 0.0610 

 Median 0.0531 0.0517 0.0374 

 Maximum 0.4852 0.2920 0.5182 

 Minimum 0.0159 0.0145 0.0070 

 Std. Dev. 0.0688 0.0519 0.0733 

 Skewness 2.5270 1.8404 3.2886 

 Kurtosis 12.5431 7.1648 17.0477 

 Jarque-Bera 583.0648 154.4706 1202.9880 

All three volatility measures exhibit substantial variation over time unconditional standard deviations of the variance series. Market and firm volatility are more 

variable over time than industry volatility, but a large portion of the time-series variation in market volatility is due to the crash in 2008. 

Next issue is of trends. In table 4 we rejected the unit root hypothesis for all three volatility series. An alternative hypothesis is the existence of a deterministic 

linear time trend. Since all volatility series are fairly persistent, standard trend tests are not valid. 
 

TABLE 6: CORRELATION STRUCTURE 

   FIRM IND MKT 

FIRM 1.000 0.923 0.940 

IND   1.000 0.752 

MKT     1.000 

Table 6 shows the correlation between the three volatility series are around 0.9 this result confirms the visual evidence trends in the plots. It is clear from figure 

2 to 4 that there are many short run movements around these trends and these trends tend to correlate across the three volatility measures.  All the three 

volatility measures are highly positively correlated.  

Table 7 measures how important the three volatility components are relative to the total volatility of an average firm. First, consider the mean over the whole 

sample, market volatility  accounts for about 16 percent of the unconditional mean of total volatility whereas IND accounts for 12 percent,. However, the largest 

protion of total volatility is firm-level volatility, with about 72 percent. Consistent with the observation of trends in the three series, the share of firm-level 

volatility has increased from 71 percent in the first nine years of the sample to 77 percent in the last nine years.  

A variance decomposition shows that most of the time-series variation in total volatility is due to variation in MKT and FIRM. Industry volatility is more stable 

over time. The two largest components are FIRM variance and the co-variation of MKT and FIRM; together they account for about 60 percent of the total time-

series variation in volatility. The market component by itself is much less important, only 15 percent of the total variation in volatility. Relative to its mean, 

however MKT shows the greatest time-series variation.  

 

TABLE 7: MEAN AND VARIANCE DECOMPOSITION 

 MKT IND FIRM 

Mean 

 

0.160 

0.162 

0.134 

0.116 

0.126 

0.097 

0.724 

0.712 

0.769 

Variance  

Raw series  

MKT 

IND 

FIRM 

Conditional means 

MKT 

IND 

FIRM 

 

 

0.149 

 

 

 

0.099 

 

 

0.081 

0.027 

 

 

0.067 

0.026 

 

 

0.328 

0.133 

0.282 

 

0.334 

0.137 

0.337 

Note: Entries are the shares of MKT, IND and FIRM in the total mean and variance of the volatility of a typical stock. MKT is market volatility constructed from 

equation (17), IND is industry –level volatility constructed from equation (18) and (19), and FIRM is firm –level volatility constructed from equations (20) –(22). 

The volatility of a typical stock = MKT +IND +FIRM Then for the mean of volatility. 

At the top of table 7 a variance decomposition for the conditional expectations of the volatility series. This puts even more weight on the terms involving FIRM; 

about 80 percent of the total variation is due to variance and covariance terms of FIRM. The contribution of MKT is below 10 percent the industry – level terms 

for conditional expectations are more or less unchanged compared to the raw data.  
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TABLE 8: RESULT OF OLS REGRESSION 

Dependent Variable: MARKET 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic R-squared 

IND 1.0618 0.0857 12.3960 0.5656 

FIRM 1.0006 0.0336 29.8007 0.8827 

TABLE 9: RESULT OF OLS REGRESSION 

Dependent Variable: INDUSTRY 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic R-squared 

MKT 0.5327 0.0430 12.3960 0.5656 

FIRM 0.6962 0.0267 26.0384 0.8518 

 

TABLE 10: RESULT OF OLS REGRESSION 

Dependent Variable: FIRM 

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic R-squared 

MKT 0.8822 0.0296 29.8007 0.8827 

IND 1.2235 0.0470 26.0384 0.8518 

One issue that arises in interpreting these results is whether the common variation in MKT, IND, and FIRM might be explained by cross-sectional variation in 

betas. In equation (15),  we showed that movements in MKT might produce variation in IND if betas differ across industries and the volatility of industries CAPM 

residuals is independent of MKT., Under this hypothesis, the coefficient in a regression of IND on MKT would equal the cross-sectional variance of betas across 

industries empirically, the regression coefficient is 0.27 in full sample whereas a direct estimate of cross sectional variance of industry betas is only 0.03; this 

calculation suggests that cross- sectional variation in betas cannot explain more than a small fraction of the common movement in MKT and IND. A similar 

calculation based on equation (16) gives the same result for co-variation between FIRM and the other two volatility measures. In sample, a regression of FIRM 

on MKT and IND given coefficients of 0.72 and 1.40 respectively, much too large to be explained by plausible cross-sectional variation firm’s beta coefficients.  

Table.8 to.10 explains the deterministic trend shown by the market, industry and firm level volatility using linear trend. When market volatility is treated as 

dependent variable firm has more predicting power than industry level volatility. When industry is treated as dependent then also firm volatility has forecasting 

ability rather than market volatility. When firm volatility is treated as depending variable then both market as well as industry has an explaining powersince the 

value of R square is high with both.  

TABLE 11: GRANGER CAUSALITY (LAG 2) 

  MKT IND FIRM 

MKT   0.3408 0.6099 

IND 0.337   0.0667 

FIRM 0.2073 0.3877   

 

TABLE 12: GRANGER CAUSALITY (LAG3) 

  MKT IND FIRM 

MKT   0.5529 0.9355 

IND 0.1921   0.815 

FIRM 0.1921 0.5831   

Table 11 and 12 investigates whether the volatility measures help to forecast each other   

using Granger causality tests. The Table 11 reports p-values for bi-variate VARs and the Table 12 uses tri-variate VARs including all three series. The VAR lag 

length was chosen using the Akaike information criterion. In bivariate VARs MKT appears to granger cause both IND and FIRM at significance levels. IND does not 

help to predict MKT or FIRM, but FIRM helps significantly to forecast MKT and IND. Much of the causality survives in tri-variate systems. MKT granger causes IND 

and FIRM at high significance levels than in the bi-variate case. FIRM granger causes of IND are insignificant IND Fails to granger cause the MKT series as in the 

case of bivariate. Overall, market volatility appears to lead the other volatility measures, whereas industry volatility tends to lag. Firm-level volatility helps to 

predict market volatility as well as the other way round.  

 

1.5 CONCLUSION 
To conclude a significant positive deterministic trend has been found in market level volatility. Industry and firm level volatility, on the other hand do not show 

similar trend. High correlation between the series implies that they move together. The analysis of volatility components relative to total volatility of an average 

form reveals that market – level volatility has the largest portion of total volatility on an average. The time series variation in total volatility is due to market and 

industry level. 
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