ST YAZTH ALY I LA A LY*

TTIARE ALY £4L Aol $E2YRY 2t AYHAZYo] 245w 9ot
T Aol aAZARY o] FREE ool g, = w9 Yale] Y™ WA
Zl°ﬂ web oJgA TR 4 eA elm, dYAAL F 4oz s FEES) Hi
ok A e AFE vrol Zzke) 24 b3 a0 ®E FAEES dnig.

1. M B

FrH Yo A £39 AL+ mA 3] HEE(switching regression model)-&
2] A # mA(exogenous switching)9} WA= wa|(endogenous switching) & J&%
=l E3EZ 2 (mixture distribution model)-& 4= @A 9] ojlo]n] L]}
w2 she 2FFEEL WAH mAlY detn & 4 ok 2 AFold: o
ALY o] FL¥2] (sample separation)o] ol mhe} ojwA] FEE £ 9lix ¥
o, R HA SE P shed dele) EFE RS o2 So] 2awwa
EAAE A ole] o] RFo] FRFS} H wle FAubol] Wt =dF b,

o2 AAe) Fejrh wste] whel Aol obd there] X Fo] mli= A ofwA B
A" 5 dewA ARk FEbde kel EAALS AE RE4 sokgn 9

K

2. 88
21 wEgH
ETERYS Aol U A FHEFe sl Bz izl FRRH A
A dl2E et Re 48, FRY BAow o Tl AAT T 4 Uch
Di=aiPi+Xupi+un ¢))]

* B =E2 19861 129 AT EAhs) 2ASE LTS AT Lol HEH AL He) sopd Rl
** A el FPAsn 2as, HA FAF FAE 400(305-701)
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Si=dPi+ Xafe+ un

Ql:Dt:Sl (2)
A A 4984, Fud e FFFFE M P HASE X Xaw 9
A4S vepdeh Qi AdE Foz Ax FAHE WFezs Ao 2¥E e

a8 1

o WS P, Qal AWEA AAZ o p9 23 QYA 2o
44 24%el wek ¥ 4+ ek

o] B AL 4 (29 Q=D/=S: 2t 7}A o] st3tgic) waty EFF sl Ae
A ato] =A@ A Afrt dojtA sl AN E FEAAAF AFH

ol 7L £9 HAZHA(minimum condition)elzt ¥-E+
Q,zmin(Dz, S:) (3)

o2, 3 Aol AA vpehts Eel A Adzo] Hehach

olzlgt B Fd =y B4 HHExA v (partial adjustment model)ol| 2]3F A
3} 343 A 23 (switching regression model)oll && HHo 2 }yo] & +
2 Ao e zAdH EFE Ao st FHEAE =372 gt

221 DAY

Q=min(Di, S)Z -2 2H+2s xHgFoi- FAANAE LFYRYY 43
A o] F& Fair and Jaffee (1972)9] odF7} & AJo|ch oljdl Hele EFF=go &
Ao wAlEAEY EAo) watd, ZAs]ARYL mAlgle] A} HAH
w F R E2 (sample separation)”} E &7} ksl Erlol ulegl ¥ 13 Fro] FE=
ek AR AR Hel HE FA PN F olm wA el HHEA THAA

offs
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el 2ol AAsE A$E ddor ZHAA dold AAs] Folalm JA4H
wAet FEo} ol LA FHatezx 4wd & 9led (Maddala (1983)) et
Z1Ee] = WA 4 (selection rule)d] &3 mA)Ate] =& g4 ($ae AL

D, % S RADS 2.34ge el 0ol 94 Al 0ol ohlm WAH i}
Aok & E2E FAS o) wet FARoE rn Ade] BEHE Azl Q
ol ¥R F oflo] 434k AT U 4+ Yowd ETLEAS Uk Hm, olx Aol
$eheAe ven wal ARG Qur ohebel TEeS) 54 sk ohn aok
1. nAEHIY
Ll A A s H(exogenous switching) WAl A a sl (endogenous switching)
Fefest| EFEIRY Di=Xup+un
six k& (Mixture distribution model) Si=Xuf + un
o} yi=Xupr+u with 2 Q:=min(D,, S))
=Xufotuy with 1 -2 frmmmmmm e e
uu~INQO, ¢%) Di=aP+Xup+un
us~IN(CO, ¢*) Si=asPi+ Xafo + un
Qi=min(D;, S»)
AP, =7r(DS) + Xufs+ uxn
2yas} Di=Xufi +
= o Si=Xofh+ ua
Q:=min(D., S;)
and
4P >0 if D/ >S:
— <0 if DS

Di=aP,+ X+
Si=aPi+ Xub + un
Qi=min(D., S;)
and

4P;=y(DS)) r>0

222 Jtg ol gEle| BTEDY
doll e 8, FFEHAF A rz2AL A need b3 Fe AR A 3
e EFY RS AL 5 Uk
Di=a\Pi+Xup +un
Si=aoPi+ Xoufo+ ux
Q:=min(D:, S,)



o} g

0/9° 3 7
BAs = Hee Xy, Xo, Pr, Q2 Dt S 385%] o Al oF Qb A
28
Dt>St°]"d Q:=S:0] 3L
D;<Si0] Qi=D,o]|n 2
#8, BF AN AAZ A Aefrbe REe o) 29 25 2o
P
Q
a3 2
THEY (F Q=D=8S)oA 7}Aw4 P} WAl A= 22 o] ZA Pt
E ATHTE G Dol Aol o 29 Sedall St el A4
£2)7} 5] 9t} drjzl® Al (truncated)s F EojjA 23

X ‘O
] 7__1‘0] 0% olx jAuigol ApAA} 9lo] B Ald A<M (ordinary least squares
method, OLS)-& 9] x]% 7] x](consistent estimates)

o] 3o} A FRE 5lo] olx] Yo}, S & 4
A7 i PR (FLFDES Tl P4 (
& D:<S:2h4

X[:P(Dt<St)

=P(a\Pi+Xupr+ui<aPi+ X fz+uz)

:P(ult*U2:<(Izpz*‘dlpt+X21/927Xuﬂ1)

€))
Ql:Dt

=

o}.
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e Ae WAl HeER DS AR 3 nesd Qe §E54Uxdse oo 3
o,
@) =f(Q: | D: < S)-P(Di < 8)+f(Q: | D > S)-P(D, > 8D
- f}D S(Qt, Sz)dSz*‘ f}n, S(D:, St)le (5)
9, Q,

ot2}A 934 2)(Maximum Likelihood (ML) estimates)S 9§ 9 % 34 (likelihood

fun(?tlon)f
L=Mfe(Q0 (6)

9} Zrh

ojeigt 2¥ L MLl 9dle FHFnA & wo TAHE T4 ofulghel whatod
$x347t 27 Al(unbounded)® 4 9lrh= AHolekh wkal wu,,~N(O, 0b), i=1, 2, o]x
e, wa?t A2 FHoletd § R4 o9} o] B2 4 gl

Len e {5 (U577 N0 22 ) @

fam e L (O (00 (R ]

g7l A, Zu=(P;, XiDol2 O EFAHTEEY FHEZISE 7taglvh olw kA
B o] o 5o Qk_ZI/ék =02} #o] &= /91: } 2438t 61— 0, 0 #0 =k

1 n_exp{_%(Qk“Zuﬂk )2}__)00 (8)

[4]] (4}

ola FulA F& 2L tof|tisle A (bounded)7} Hl=g L w7 A7} et o] A
237 3t ol=c -0 (c® A5 Zo] & 47} &l (Goldfeld and Quandt
(1975)), o}FA =" =4£5HH (local maximum)g #A & ol FE34+ 99
ool A e} 7 A -poflut vl AIZL El= Aol ohdEt wir, uae®] ARAFIL HAG 2A
ofgfoll 4 1 =¥ —12 HEE wl 94] v|AA7 4 3glch (Goldfeld and Quandt
(1978)).

ol#{ ¥ R¥oAe ® & FAHE FELYY Ho UR| Formz FEEEs H
o] =7 -poll vldte] AdefH o2 Huo| EAleo] Arte Hole (Goldfeld and Quandt
(1975), Kiefer (1979)). wte}4] t}-g Ao+ T EE7} 7153HAF ¥ L 373
a2 FEUYEE 22 g

2.23 BERZIG =t HS
w =] ulskoll o)k A uby (directional method)ell tisted wm



42 / 9 3] 73

D,=X\f+uu

Si=XuBe+ un

4P, >0 if D> S,

4P, <0 if Di< S, €))
Q:=min(D,, S;)

o}zl Ry T 4 Uk o7l A L AARDGe] A7) 4 (serial corre-
lation)& fickn ZHAdH Sl BRAE 4 Q% WEE Q, 4P, Xi, Xarol ek old]
MLS 98 $=34% olefo o)

L= 0f(Q:| Dt > S)-P(D: > S+ Hf(Q1|Dr<S) P(D. < S)

AP>0

=1 f(Dz,Q)dDr-p j AQ:, SHAS, (10)

Ap >0
ML) nﬂ Lm 2+ 250 HaA45YESLS)el v Heckman(1978) 58] 25kA 4 §-ol
olam w o] & FAHL Pl 234t 2345Fe] dEA YHFn Yoke A
1

A4 P o AM4al 47 flert 2ol Poll sl $A Aol gleke Moleh et
2ahgte] AAAAde AF Aol fekE ARE FASL, APol WY B ofst R

Di=arPi+ Xup +

St =P+ Xafo+ ua: an
APt: T(D{_S;)
Q¢=min(Dt, S{)

4P;7} 9189} o] Fr|sle] A= uf) ko] 938 H 2 (quantitative method)z}
™ 4P,=P,~ Pt 2¥¢ AL o33 o "4 MLE A3 +=85+=
L=1 P, Q: | D:<S)-P(D:<8y) - H f(Pz, Q: | Di>S)-P(D:>S) a1z

AP<
9} 7tom] 2SLS 4] A}&d 4 9ich
utal 4APE ofg3p o] 2] 373d E o
o}

2
rf‘-t
i
2
ot
=
1o
=
ofk
i

go) 2 4

39

Di=a P+ X1up + u

St =P+ Xufs+ ux a3
APi=r(D:—S)+ X583+ us:

Q,:mm(Dz, S,)
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ole3 2Y9 2t Feir and Jaffee(1972)¢] #9442 % 2384 2340] o
W, o] $3¢ MLE 343nx @ohd 2 SEISE obels} ok

L= M [g(Q, P | D:<S) P(D:/<S)+gxQs P | D >8)-P(D:>S)]

=g " KQ, Si. PDASi+ | " KD» Q.. PYAD/] (1)
Ol Ql

224 N0 A YAE B

AFAE WA AAUE 2edslont, dh) Aol 429U Y A4S
£3 & AR FF50A) ge £ou FFE SEAR] 4L o)A HE gE
H(spillover effect)7t ZAA Ak o E Fol FAHH AL 24T o =
A% 23T & AYL ARARY £8F BLAAA 2 Holk o)Ay HFE
g neishd 2y oldlsl o] £7)1 4 UL ook

Di=Xoh + m(Qau—S2/*) + uy,

Su=Zup+a(Qxu—Du*)+ vy

Qu=min(Dy. S:) (15)
Do = Xowtz + t2(Que — S1e*) + u

Su=Zu fo+(Qu—Du*) + vx

Qax=min(Da, Sz)

Di*, Su* = 77 @ A3l 42 (notional demand)$} FF& 7lE]7]7, 99 23 ¥

1ot HA g Az Pe YAolsh (A orleldE X Zioll Pt s
14 FAsh ol APE ofe%} ol HoAsd FLES A5T 5L SJulsi P
= g ss "o '

4Py =4(Dy—Sw) if Du>Su
=8(Du—Su) if Dy <Su (16)

APy = 2,(Dau—Sa) if D2 >Sa
=8(Dz—Sz) if Da<Sa

oo} e pFAjR AL =#A AdxZH(ogical consistency condition)-g
Eastolor dek 2 o 2YL ANLYe] Ao 2ol W olelE B Az 3l
o] AFHal de =2l A gt} 79 FHAEE =54 A S n2F A
Al EHZFql Artus et al. (1984)% & 4 Yz FHY dl2e o5 ZFE Fl4
H ARE 24D H4H185) Aok FUG ol B 4 ek



2 geyelst 84 e ASs sesest e 442 o
oz 2ANET EARE 2R 2PPde F2 ML

o Szl $EF4E FHAE vk MLE Agel olpig dele =85 Al
WAAD 4+ oebe Aol TAMes AAY 4 gleh YH, MLe] vhebez 2SLSE 4

23bw ol 324 Z(consistent estimator)& F71+ 3} Ao ® & -84 (asympotica-

lly efficientyo] 4 et Aol A AAE 2ET Aol dglals 359 2ol A

2y 52 ofn slANTold B 4+ ol £ AFolA AL 2AWE YA
sAgERe] 8T 4 YA 2AsE AL Fozsl At Ak
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Disequilibrium Econometric Models
and Switching Regression Models

Hoe Kyung Lee

Abstract

Switching regression models are commonly used for the statistical analysis of the dis-
equilibrium models. In this paper we show how switching regression models can be classi-
fied by the sample separation criterion and how they are related to the disequilibrium
models. The problems in the estimation of the disequilibrium models are discussed for the

ones with both known sample separation and unknown sample separation.



