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: VAR ¥ VARMA 23 &4

AR R

(2 o)
=52 WERA7I4RVAR) 2832 WE|27] 4ol 3 F(VARMA) B3& AH-§-3lo] ¥
F9 B7HEMEN Aol FHlA BAE A% HEFEe ErAel F(+)9
FadAlE 49 "2E 94,2 AR e, 4584 At i 859 ¢
£9 942 EAA g Aoz B
HAL g2 dFEe| &Y 4,8 AAS = AFAAES AR AL
Qb A A (stationarity) & T x| ¢ Ao Fekzich B =RolAxy WL Ee] 4R
AE Q7198 FEHFEIEED, Bl EZAS) diilol AEHAAY 7S Ads, 3
2 g8l E7lo| el FHigol QS F F v HFCEIEEY, SIS S Egste o
T 28g ol ggtetd et T A4, UAEA g2 Ao g B

&, A4 Y& SulErHESES 95T EvpisE 44 A8, 197211~
199110 Aole] £71¥ A5 & dldog 4% A, FHs Aol dle 94 Az
ARches 583 #AIZ vehta glch

Ao e

o>

A

[. w2

oA Bt AHTA N dFd AT AA-3tH AAGAA 6l F2E FHA
o]®, Tooke(1844)°]lF ®W 7311]5}745°1 AL ZogL Eokolt. 57,
Gibson(1923)& AEAHQ nAgdHst F3ste E/NEED ALY F(-)9 BAAA
e g8 979 FAFYEH 2o BV F0] DHG 49 FBFHA} A€ ¥,
A 27A 219 94 (Gibson’s Paradox) 2 £89AX 12 otV

* BmBRBEHRER WRER

* BEMEEHRR HIRAA

1) A8AA nAgoE §3F0) Frteke 25 ss 3 dF Erle A5, FAFHd o
HF-A oA ol A& d&etA Hol BENAeH ENFES ()9 FABAE Zevdn o
Keynes(1930)& <o) EAE olA-&3 E719e] A+ ZHA A4S A5e2 & g4olgdn
Wy stact.
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A 2HA o|A&FH Briste] AABAE EM7] A8 Wicksell (1898), Fisher
(1907), Gibson (1923), Kitchin (1923), Keynes (130), Sargent (1973), Shiller-
Siegel (1977), Friedman-Schwartz (1982), Benjamin-Kochin (1984), Dwyer
(1984), Lee-Petruzzi (1987), Barsky-Summers (1988), Chen and Lee (1990) &
TR AFEZT ANEGIoY FU9E A5 Foe ol FAAA ¥ UthD
- TEY% 274 ARAAE Bl ol AN - F% FAXHQY FHAA w5 FL2
oz BFata Svtete] Zfode old U &g 77t APHA ¥z ot

¥ =%8& VAR(Vector Autoregressive) 28 ¥ VARMA (Vecto Autorgressive-
Moving Average) 23 & o] &3l9 o|A&3 B/l (Zr| &Aoo FejA QA AT
A, &, A&y 4o fEUgeA EAdeAE AT EAST, B F(+)d 4
A7 EAPGE T HF Alole] QA AA 4% 53 FeldFol BT 4w
A 9F< vAeA F2 27T ¥Eo] FEd 9F2 vAeAE UL g
A3 H a2} gt

HEgEe E7iY F(+)9 BARAE AU AHA AFAA AEF - 5H4F
Ho2Eye 5714 AvE =gt FAHD Ao 484 JI2WH LS Wicksell®
Keynesel 9lal #3531 Qed, ARYHYY Wzt 2o HBREY o o £
< ol deFge Hild 4E VAT JA susart Sk BEoAE
ol Frtstn, E FHOoZE 3 FF FUt | EVIFFEo] FTLEN HEo|H
&% EMrES B (+)9 AHFAE B Eda 0.

gtd o] ste A PP L Fisherd g8 FAHxn sloen, SR (Perfect
foresight)®l 7Hd3 &2 AEAFo] EATR AAFe e ¥Fo] glxa, HEF
g o2 g7l Ji ¥ devtn ¥ 2y Shiller-Siegel(1977) 3
Mishkin(1984) 5o 9J3lH W E o]a &< ¥Fo] AFo|a&e MFo & ZA 4
H1 1o Fisherd i3 HIWHd EAHel =2{vdxn it} ¥tde| Friedman-
Schwartz(1982) € &7t §AA Fo|7t Az 8 & TS + Jve 39
A=Eg v 2 Fisherd 4% $3dt1 it

olg{d F =l B4 A 4FFet ¥ty 52 2 H Y=y, =, 7
A9l 7bdol vl s £88 & dxurt AFH ok L, volrt e &7t
o Wgo 2 AAA[AE ZH=X7t vlf F8F Aot}

t

lo

2)

ajs

2ot E713e] BRAA A NP FA2AL R o] &4 v dF A AP 2 Chen and Lee(1990)
Gz

Ponl
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T o TFFH F&
B =89 A24-& VAR(Vector Autoregressive) 28 < °]%°}°4 =2 ¢ 37}{}4

| 2 AAAE A1, A3%4E VARMA(Vector Autoregressive Moving
Average) R & o] &atd FHF Alole] AFABAE AHEF 2N FUgtdA A&
o} dAo} EAteAE Lottt

I. VAR 23

1. WHE

B =EdME ojA&T 2710 ARBAE EAF] & FEH(M2)E WpESE
g M4 VAR(vector autoregressive) 28 & A3t} F2l9} E7i7te] #AE &
Asted oM Bsiiiert ASdud ARE AFEN 248 298 5 Aok Au

PR ekl B3hFo] gl S ()9 #AE Z1, EVtge F(+)9 BABAE Hu

ol

Aok B3 Fge] gl 9 EUIzbY] AFEN Adde G(+)9 wIde A8 A=
gt SHlEA] R ASEY ABE 2& F QU] g

Sims(1980)9] =M HEc] VAREH L @3 H4Eo] AldAoz Qs T2
WA EZ 728 gavt glo] FAWSE 1o FHHA AFBAE B & de B

ol 371 W&o VAREZ S 7122 3o AFEAM S
dutH o2 VAR 232 ta3 22 g€ Ado

P
= 3 AL)Xep + €
p=1

3) FF3H1991) 9} Nam(1993)& S-elvtelol A AAFel7t g Hoi QA &x, dHERE vellFge 33
AF7t 0.5~0.6”t0l ol §17] ol ©4d AAe 7 Uty £82 F ¢ga, A BH
AT FHUF AL R EHY @ZHEJ—]"’} a9 ¢ vz 3

4) VAR 23 o] #g A & A2 Sims(1980) 3=,

5) F ¥4 Alole] AABAE AHsle o]2F YL B =R AFH Yo}, Friedman and
Schwartz(1963)& &3t¥13l71 o)2A& % E71 € A5 vl e Z3jd &l 498y z, IS, IMFA L
o] &3 G AN EY o M E TR0l BAE AT 5 ok



2 749 el gefoln, W4 Eo] kFA (stationary process)
< 37H& S A8k, ers HAZL-E (white noise)d Zzp3te

x K Z3¥dE& ye

o714 Xie KA A
< 77 948 AEdE
He 28l3a A(L)2

A(1)E ¥Ysid,

%3
e

ALY(1-L)X, = €. 2

2](2)9) A(L)& OLS(ordinary least square)ol 938 =38 4 gleyy A(L)9
BAFEZEE g E717e] A4 - AFABAE 24 E F U

Xie AdzFE A7y 2533718 M), S E/HISE(GWPD, 283 A
79 E(RCB) & X¥ete 3x1 HEFE, 2 (2) v b3 Zo] EAJE

An(L) Ai(L) Ap(L)—(1- L) M €&t (3)
[ Axn(L) An(L) Axn(L) GWPI = ' €2
Ax(L) Asn(L) Axn(L) RCB—' L ey

FAASe FE AL A1(L)A A33(L)9 3 x 3 ALy Poly thA] Aj(L)&
Alak Pell w2 1 x P9 ¥E et Ao 23 B2 Aj(L)Y FEASFES Eeivt o
EWF A FHH LR WX e 4TS YeEdT

d]

2.7 ¥ AESEY
olA&F £V ZABAE EM3Y] A& oA A £ E(RCB), E7HF
Ze T E/ALFE AL 71EY BHE A &Y gAE B4 HE =
E7MA 8 A7NE Eol A& FE ALE3 gT}.67)

A B71F Eo| A& 2 AT Aol ab&o] Jlou A F Eo] AbfolAE &
S ABBAE 23 1, A FE0 F2 3dTVY BrIFe 2R A F9
£o] AV E I EAN A8E F UE ot EVAFEAE EWEVHAIS, GNP
Deflator, &B|AEZIAF7} e, F2l7F 7199 A &0 28 7o AztHe 3

6) Keynes(1930, 1971), Shiller-Siegel(1977)3} Barsky-Summers(1988) 2.

7) £8, 2 = RoAE g4 (stationary) AADAZE A7) el SuBAAS Al 27482 AHE S
o Gibson's paradoxg #4380} o|A&H F5F71E S BAUSFR ALV dFo) E7MA 4 By
T $7he0l g3 @ Aoz B
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(E 1) VAR 289 F=FZq}
FA717F 2 1972.10 ~1991. 1
FAEY AL - L)X = e, FFAARE 62 A} &

Lag An A Az Ao Ar  An Aay Az Az

1 0.3% +0059 0004 0017 0472 -0.108 +0011 +0066 -1214
(0.137) (0078) (0.141) (0250) (0.142) (0.258) (0.132) (0.075) (0.136)

2 0013 +0008 0073 +0.182 +0.191 -0235 +0.046 -0.086 +0.400
(0.142) (0.083) (0.206) (0.261) (0.152) (0.378) (0.138) (0.080) (0.199)

3 0019 -0016 0133 0103 0349 +0.585 -0076 +0.133 -0079
(0.138) (0.087) (0.204) (0.253) (0.159) (0.374) (0.133) (0.084) (0.197)

4 0449 0039 0015 -0.184 +0118 0750 -0067 0085 0297
0.137) (0.085) (0.203) (0.250) (0.155) (0.372) (0.132) (0.082) (0.196)

5 +0.128 0061 +0.171 -0268 0.154 +0.607 -0.101 +0.179 +0.110
(0.146) (0.084) (0.207) (0.268) (0.154) (0.378) (0.141) (0.081) (0.200)

6 10026 0054 0018 0098 +002 0006 -0106 -0.137 +0.160
(0.128) (0.080) (0.142) (0.234) (0.146) (0260) (0.124) (0.077) (0.138)

( )& standard error

& AWsr] HaXe EME7RIFE 7MY A Ao wdEHy] fEd Zej &t
A¢E AT, AS7HA] HFEE B A7 5] Keynes(1930)7F 21&9] Al o
d @72 W AHERE =M EVIASE AR A2 o2 @ o] frofl o & Aol

o2 MARFEM e (M7 AHEEH L, 2ol EA AN AR A 9
FFE AAN] M RAAFLAMEA T AL

7122 1972. 1 ~1991. 19 £718 A8 & ol &stxn, AgS AFE 8177t Eo},
stet E7MAE A2 E AVgH] F718S AP

E 1)& Lag=6& AHE3ld VARFAEWAHN(3)E 33T AF2A2N 393
A(L)E &3t 229 E7Izte] 4adAE ¢ & U89

s

ook

oft rf

F

P

8) Stokes(1983)= F - E71 - §3 T AT E 0] 43 VAR 3 & AH&sta] AW Atol9] BEIAQ 4



( E2) 32iet @7iete] 433 o A AS

Ax(L) = 0.75B' RCB -\— P
(t=2.01) F=143 <0.22>
Axn(L) = 0.188° + 0.14B° P -\— RCB
(t=220) (t=1.77) F=1.13 <0.36>

F 1 ()& tghg, <> significance level-& Ztz} Yehd.

A 287t E7tel vlAle 9%E AHET] M FHEAT An(L)€ FdA(E
2) #z), 287 4871 AAE T2 271 9FE vAE Aoz vedd, iz &
el vAe 4FE FEAF An(L)d A3 ¢ & e, 587159 687 F

He7] (H2)e] Fake 2eloh BrHjold ABAE A2@ AW, Fast 2ok
Yl d GuAQ ARBAE 21 YA ke ATAME F=1.4322 724 4 91,
2717} 2ed dd YA AFBAE 23 A Fohe AR 94 F=11302
%Y 4 98 BAZT. 28Ee $UGdAE 229 BrAlole k(+)e) B
Qe Ao vajg o)

AN e A2ENARE E37h Fe9 Bobol nAE FFL nHS Ao, el
Gatel £vjEb7h £49AA AAd 8 2A A$E wolgrlg R Fele Brh}
ole) A HHWAEL THEANN £ULAA A AL AAGE Dol He
3.

TRAE vIFARE o) 43t BMHH) AAE F838] s deol L = 128 AHgstg o Sy
gl B4 A5 AF7} 8170 BFH8td L = 65 ALE3te] F2l9 B7hzte] RAE EAF.

g 27] & =8 Mg ol A& E71E 0o ARTA BT opet AR AL B L LFE 2§17
W&o HAA ke A o] dasich. VARZH O A A A= Sims(1980)9] $-=H] HFol o8 23 €
F 3len, $2vdete] F5 B71" AEE BF AR 4~6Ato| A AR gel 2FH: Yok, 2
HEZ B =RoMe Lag = 68 HAANRZ AE8lE, $1E Lag =42 A48 AFEY A 34
=937l 2 g

9) 34 712H& 7030 9 80'd o] F 2 o] 3= Ak o & 3|2 E Aol VAREH N E AL 8.9
T2 Agst YL e AR FEX BIE 2o By A 87 A1, W F e AFE
A ARE 298 £5 oz B =FJ A& subsample periodol] & dTF= A <s712 do.

10} Lag = 48 A% VAR 23 ¢] B EF] 9 2o 87} Alo]9 QI BA HAFL o= ozt A3#AA
7b 92, feedback AT ¢17] W £l LUt e Tt MR1Ee) g4, AAHA e R
o2 HoAr},

11) #32 2532 2 & 2EFY 2o BN F Aloly S7bHQ 4 #E A Minstantaneous
correlation ;& ¥ 0.30.2 o] =A% o(+)e] BAE BojFm 9},
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(E 3) OLS =¥z

YUY

(1) SWPIGIt = 1.34 + 0.28IPG.; + 0.02IPG.; + 0.06IPGiz + 0.27IPGis + eq
(4.02) (3.81) 0.20) 0.69) (3.37)

(2) SWPIG!t = 1.37 + 0.31IPG.; + 0.31IPGis + e
4.19) (5.11) 5.0

F: (1) SWPIG1 = Ad 2 d =ol 7P 5 (WPD S A7 the] F7h&
) IPG = U LAA 714 9] A71d¥] S7He
3 O t3tS e,

E =8dHE TSLS(two stage least square)HE At&3ta] $ULAA 714 9
HEo] &7t miX e FFE AAR T, 29 B/t FRAAE EA AT 12

A A1LA FEAM e FALAA 7HHAF AA 194 71X E AH-FE A}
€3t TRl E7FA o) A FES A Bt (R 3)dA BERo] WA (1)
o A3tz AAA 7HHol 12719 48719 AAE Fu EejErle d¥E WX A
o2 yeidt. 222 FYLAA 7139 AR (Lag=1)3 A|AH4(Lag=4)9 59
TE APHFEY AL = &S AT

(F 39 #3484 2)9 AFEA 2 FHEHH () b8 oS 5840z
YetdeZ 2(2)9 #Ad(residual) & EAS A A2gAlclA VAREEY =mj&
7P ¢ 2 AR

I BE (F 3)9 FHEAHA(2)9] #AFE Tl BRI FAM FALAA 7HE 9
EFS AAT Aol (X D] FHZA T v vz 2738 BAZ Aot}

olg g 28A FAHWHE ALEF FHAFAI (F 4o e} Utk g7 ot

nAe 9FE 2198 FH 2T As(L)e 4980 glon, E77 Fed A&
YEFE FHAT Anz(L)ol dstd FolAol gl Aoz HoA,
F g Atolo] AFAA Y M A FHF ZAAE AWEd, 7t 7 A

12) TSLS ¥ & AH8stx] g3 £Y A /MR $E VAREG o] 7p42 AHg3te 3= TSLSHHY
7 2e ASEN 23 2std, VAREHAA YR Be ARAFES A48 9 ARx
(degree of freedom)7} 23] 28tA Hol ¥ B B4 obrlstA vt aE2 B &
TAME AREE HA7] Al 20A FHH S Abgech



A0 A3BAS Bt Bed 9FL nAge A3 25 A9Y 571 o
(ES)BZ).
E 4) 22l @oislel Amay

D 1972. ~ 19911
DAL - DX = e, AHARE 68 AHS

Ny
oX
N
offt I A

Lag As A An Ao Az Axn Ast Az Ax

0.43 -0.03  -0.02 0.23 0.16 -0.07 0.004 -0.08 1.20
(0.14) (0.82) (0.14) (0.24) (0.14) (0.25) (0.13) (0.08) (0.14)

005 003 013 -016 -0.03 026 004 008 -04l
21 015 (008 (021) (0.26) (0.14) (038) (0.15 (0.08) (021)]

003 0002 -0.01 0.06 0.23 -0.41 0.06 -0.11 0.09

3 014 (008 (0200 (025 (015 (037 (0.14) (0.08) (021
045 004 015 005 -0.16 047 011 002 030
Y014 ©08) (0200 (024) (0.14) (036) (0.14) (0.08) (0.20)
o | 018 005 006 015 025 -031 008 <013 -0.15
0.14)  (0.09 (0.13) (025 (015 (035 (0.14) (0.08) (0.20)
008 -002 006 -009 008 001 010 013 -0.12

6

(0.13) (0.14) (022) (023) (0.15) (0.24) (0.13) (0.09) (0.13)

( )& standard error

AZHA VARRZE ol el 229 Brizte] BAE W RGEH, Ut
£ A48T ENEN4E ALARE W, Tk BrlAlele F(+)o) Fu
At 229 £ g Aoz Ra,

(E 5 F-#HS
RCB -\~ SWPIGI : F = 0.50(0.81)
SWPIGI -\~ RCB : F = 0.90(0.50)

Z 1 (1) ( )& significance level S Ve,
(2) RCBE 3AH) 9 &, SWPIG1E AAZAE A7t =l &7t 27182 247 Jepd.
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. VARMA 2354

1. YHE X ASEN H
Vector ARMA 23 & ©] 83 Granger B TA HZFole F7HA WHol gledl,
U= Granger-Newbold(1977) 7} AQHE Relxz, th& 3lue Tiao-Box(1981) 7} At
& Wit FE S BT dAFT|AE %‘%‘3}71 A3 £ =&dA = Box-
Jenkins(1970)9] ¥+ ARIMAR®E S thiis Z$2 &3 Tiao-Tsay(1983)9)
VARMA 23 & AH&3s712 ).

T+ 2709 AAE AR, AE EW FE9 B, Zi, Za7t dTA 31A o] FHF
€ A FA (stationary process) & 7] 93 HAH3) HEE ARE /P 3c}

ol2]3 FHF VARMARR L th33 Zo] ZAE & Aot

On) @n(l) ’—Zn = | ) (L) ay (4)
O n(L) O nlL) Lzz( 6aL) L) || an
.|

QA4 a = [ay, ay]’ & YAF S (white noise)oln, IHER(0,2)E Zetin

MR &,
C 0, K=*0
E(a) = 0, E(a, a’) = 2 [0' Hn on ]
g oOn
AR®EY 324459 32 50 (0.0 0w | oz,
@a(L) ¢22(L)J
i) = QL' - @o,L" - " @ L7 FEES e

AR 2 MARES 337459 3 B
op7kA 2 MAR-E9] F3 A5 38 fL) = |8u) 6L i
02](1.4) 022(L)

giL) =1-8.B - g.L% - 6.l dee 2=t}
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ol&1gt VARMA 239 F37 HF & AalMe 7IEF 22 4949 AAo] Fast
o}, A1dAE VARMAZ &S ARF-29 A4 p% MAF#Y A & Z2Fdte 94
fidentification) @A olth. ol & sl = Tiao-Box(1981)2 WA I Tiao-
Tsay(1983)0] A|¢tgt HMao] 9l+Hl, Tiao-Boxt MAS AR A& ¥HxE=E AAS
7} W&ol Tiao-Tsay ¥4 Bt pyt q@te] A2 7kl Ut YRR £ =EJAME
HAAN A pt qF AHFI] HalH Tiao-Tsay(1983)2] Extended Sample Cross-
Crrelation(ESCC) & °] &3t} .13

A2dA NN e A1GANS ZFE A3l p.qE ol &3td FAAZ FHYPE 09 0,
agn AR FEA PFE, J& FAs%e F4 (estimation) DA ol .
Wilson(1973)0] Atd H ¢34 (maximum likelihood method)& °] &3t
VARMA(p.q) 28 & %t

AzgAE Adzdel gle 459 g (ikelihood value)d A Fxol A& 72
9] H g A3t 394 (likelihood ratio) & AN ¥, T4 oz AAUSFE
7t AFHBAE HFIH,

Zoz A3ACAM Al#E likelhood ratio test? Z#E &l4i3slx, diagnostic
checkE B3l AZEAN A3l EulEE AR AFa)

AZFEAE A A5 I Y& AdFrIdy] = E/MdsES A8,
Z4717t8 1972. 1 ~1991. 1 AHE719] 278 A8 E o] &3t} 1415)

FE 19 (E D& o|AE&d E7}, T84 VARMARY 9 ESCC(extended sample
cross correlation) B8 & BHAF3 gltd. ESCCHEESY & 94e 74+ AR, MAREY
% A4 E o] &3t FHE al(residual)d] FEA B H (covariance matrix)e]tt.

Rl %k(=72—;. ne Age AF)E 71EL R 3t 03 09] ofd Foz FE}A

13) VARMA 2 &9 t) & Gauss Computer Program2 8.3l ¢J3] A 54 ¢ <.

14) B3t E E¥ste Ad4 VARMAER Y 9 AR (p.ge (2.1)] =9, FZAT A¢e 27747t
"t} Gauss Programe] conditional maximum likelihood extimation$& o] £3l<] VARMA(2,1)&
3% 23, $£4 local maximumE 37193 4 A 7ko] w)§ Zn, local optimum< F3t0) gt
global optimum$ 271 o $ ojH7] o £ =8X e VARMA 239 Ao FEFelgd =
o E7EA 52, TR QHHA AZol FF 3t £ 3t VARMA 23 & $) 3 computer packages]
Atgol 7hedtthd FE38 B2 AAA sHE WS 55 /IR 3 A S o] 39| VARMAS #M % sHs
& Aol

15) VAREF M E A- 233 A7[dH] mo B9 F7HEE AHS AU BolE7HA oA 9
AAA 7t o] FEE AAG FHHresidual) & AH8-E 74, iterationo] P& ol utz} optimal point
2 Fo] HAgol £ =R e 9ed JAAFY & AJE7 g e S &S AMEstd 2l
#aA A5E 3
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(£ 6) O|xt2 (3|l £2{8)2 E7H =@’ 2 ESCC #§

AR MA

0 1 2 3 4
0 + + + + +
1 + 0 0 0 0
2 + 0 0 0 0
3 + + 0 0 0
4 + + + 0 0

F+e gdol old FERA FE & Yehiln, 02 F3H & e,

cut-off 4&lol W} ps} & ZAH A (75 1) (EDAA EXo] AR, MAT &Y
oA absol & ESCC BE A &) AAAA (p,.q)7t ZFEY.

(F 6)ollA Bxo] St E7Fske] VARMA B9 HA AR (p.q)= (1,1)0] BT},
hukstd +4 ARFE9 A 194 0 FE4te] Yelua MAY-E 9A] 10]%& 0Y
TEA DS HAFa 7] WEolth.

(R 6)olM 28 HAAHAA(1,1)& AHE3te] VARMARE (4 & 3T 2347 (R
7)o k. $4 ARF-E9 FHATES ABEd, 27 27 vA e 9L 3

(E 7) VARMA(1,1) 289 £34,
FA3uA4 0 WPL = ayWPl.; + a;RCBei + biewen1 + biercprl + €a
RCB: = a;WPL.; + asRCB¢; + bsewpi: + bsereprr + €0

F A7) 21972 M ~ 1991, M(HEFASLE 81)
Parameters Estimates Std. err. Est/s.e. Prob. Gradient
ai 0.769 0.123 6.20 0.00 0.000000
as -0.015 0.074 -0.20 0.41 0.000002
as 0.105 0.067 1.56 0.05 -0.000000
aa 1.011 0.039 25.73 0.00 0.000000
b1 -0.404 0.161 -2.50 0.00 -0.000000
o 0.017 ~ 0.169 0.10 0.45 0.000000
b3 0.261 0.246 1.06 0.14 0.000000
ba 0.056 0.228 0.24 0.40 0.000000




172 el Bite] AstaA

(& 8) VARMA(1,1) 2@2| 3
Z A a4 A WPI, = a,WPIL,; + a;RCB,; + biewpi1 + bsercerl + €0

]
RCB; = ataRCB.y + e

Parameters Estimates Std. err. Est/s.e. Prob. Gradient
ai 0.779 0.116 6.69 0.00 0.000000
as 0.099 0.064 1.54 0.06 0.000000
aa 1.003 0.019 50.52 0.00 -0.000000
b1 -0.413 0.134 -3.07 0.00 -0.000000
ba 0.233 0.210 1.10 0.13 0.000000

% :RCB = 3]Ah3] 9 &, WPl = =ol 871449 A 5710 S7He

A% azdl] o3& 2R ATt FAAFE ase 0.10524 <zte] F(+)9 FHBAZ A5
S BAF1 33, 5% FAFFAME FAHA AHEL glov 10% FFAME #
gie] g ¢ F U

MAR %9 FHALES AHRA, F27t E7le B (+)9 FFH ] leh(bs
0.261), RYFT 14%° 221 Yt}

B2 E7171 FEld vAe 9% AR ET] A3 FHATFELD as b2E BH, F
AAFES A7IAAZ 0l 7H7tn AHEE glo] Bt

(F 7)llA B5o] HAS az, bz, bs & bazt AW o] gl7] W& o] 3 w7} ¢
ZAATES 022 Adg Fo FHAARE oL E8AQA FHZHAE EAE Aot

(X 8)& az, bz, b3 & bsZ 022 A I3 Fo] FHANE HAET. ¢4 7t &
bl BlXE 9FS el a3el b3s 247 0.0999F 023302 o3t H(+)9o FF
g nx3 Jon, SATAHA fAFEL 6% 13%FFo2 Yepa gt 1%7]
2ol 5%fAdsEAE FE7F vt AlAE TS glo] Bolu, 10%Fre sl A
EoF=e F(+)9 9ol e Aog BAg,

(B 77 (E 8)9 gradient #EE EW EF 0d 7177 @& conditional
maximum likelihood estimation®] 3%yl wj$ &ute 2% UehlF1 A&
< ¢ 5 Y.

A3GAZA Bl B/ ARBAE FAFLE HFF AU (R 99 A
$A AT Hie E717F 286 Q3347 ke RAd, oA VARMARE
M as = b3 =003 az + 0 # bzo]H HT} 10 IYER a3 = b3'= 022 AYF ¥

16) Granger(1969) causality2] definition& ©] £33 A Y.
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( ®E 9) 222 dS(causality test)

Hl H2 H3
A LR 0.1 3.0 3.14
x§0.95(2) = 5.991 270.90(2) = 4.605
x0.95(4) = 9.488
Hy : wpi ——> rcb S accept
H; : wpi <—\— r1cb .. accept
Hs : wpi <—x—> rcb .. accept

°] VARMA(1,1) 239 ¢z 3k (likelihood value)®} A FzZAo] gle ALY Sxgt
K& 7Y 2+)& vagd $x5l(likelihood ratio)ell 2ja] FHE Atole] Qlz#A 7}
A% F AUtk o8 $xUE AR E(degree of freedom)7t AL ZAS) 9 U
e EXE Zegm

(B 99 +2H2%H AF7H Hie F8589€ A2 Vg $£58 0184 H
F7HE 27171 2l dd AFBAZ Qoke 220l fEEd. Wi H29 e
az=bz =03 as+ 0+ bse AFxHo] le A $l $=zg3 AtzA0] Qe A
T+ FE# (B DY A& vasiezn 452 5 i

587 7k JAAJA 7L glke ARE/E Hee Hi19 $2H](0.1)9) H§ & 38

(X 10) Diagnostic Check

Cldbdb

EHE

17) AA§ A& Judge et. al. (1988) Z&z.
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B F3 9o (3.0), 5%, 10% Fol FEAM AF7HE ] 71428 & gl

et GA 2R AF7HA FHE AFEAZN} 2 de Z2AAAE ")
#8l VARMA 2389 #3253 2218 (residual)® correlation matrixg 3+
a2 FEol 0o SZAIGAE Lol

(& 10)0lA H5o] 59| correlation matrix®] FALAE] 2//m Bt A7) o
Fo 00l 24382 YSS & F Aot

a8eg (& 7)9 F3 € 43473 gutzA F3HUen 28 5 e 2AY S
¢ & Ut

A F7A 7E8 G- U AFZEHAE B EY, Sargent(1973) = 1870~1940'd 9]
v ZAEE o] &3t B} ojAEe] AR S nAA doH, B2 IS
F3 2e FAY S #ou &Y 94 S A AE Fisherd =de 43 %3
o o},

Shiller-Siegel(1977)& 94| a4 7[di7Hd o] 2Aste 725, AAo|Ago] EHo]

' 7ML fAHA 2gdn FAsm, 1920~7499 GF9 BFrlojA&3} Ev}ete]
BHBAZL Do) AETH BV BART £1, ol & AR LY gHEL EAdle
Ao g AR},

2. Z&e A4 cist dyZ@ale
Benjamin-Kochin(1984) & 1729~1931d9] 9 3A8 & weoz 4FEME & 24,
E7t5ET o} AE Aloldle ¥ ARAAVL e AAY oA FAAG A5E F
BEGENF R uPAFH &9 AL A9 EAEA geva ). 53], 182
AA (BiFF) 9} BlHAIE PRSI &9 94HL AAo Yehve @4 B3y, 8 A
Aol AIAE 28 E AAstetd &9 g4L EAEA &4 don FAd
Dwyer(1984)€ 95 - v]5 - X2 - W7]d & A2 7)&9] 9488 BAS 29,
o|aA& 3 E4Eo %49 A#AAAE Benjamin-Kochin(1984) 2] A d Ao 7]
Aste o] ohyn, 2Zttn P 49 FVB/AE BAFAE ¥evhn o, 1947
~20M712718 ez 123 AANAS AT A58 dge o 4FHAS
Yetli®, Fisherd 7Fd& o|& A9 % 4 dvhxn b, Lee-Petruzzi(1987)& 1730
~19819] d =, 1800~19819 VI AR E FAF A, AL E EXAS B Ee HEY
AL EAA AT, FEAAEIFAM = A& G40 EAtda FF.

8) AM & W £-& Chen and Lee(1990) 3 %.
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(E 11) d&o] Hidojl ot Seix Atz

F=HHE HE2AHE

Fisher(1907) P =1 P =1
Friedman-Schwartz(1982) P =1 P A
Wicksell(1898,1936) P el P <1
Keynes(1930) Pel Pe1
Shiller-Siegel(1977) P =1 P =1
Benjamin-Kochin(1984) P AT Pel
Lee-Petruzzi(1987) Pel PAI
Barsky- Summers(1988) P <1 P AI
Chen-Lee(1990) E Pl P Al

|:||:‘=,l P A P =1

F3: 1. Pe 8719 E S, I o AE S Ui
2. A ABBAN &S, o5 402 4A1EQ FEBAI AL S,
=9 =2t os @ Hgrt diAos IS nA L, o FHSIH AR IS
ojn] g}

-
=
ne
dlo
o

Barsky-Summers(1988) HA] 1821~1913d9] nH3 FEJA T IME &9 9
Aol EAES it

Chen-Lee(1990) & Vector ARMA 7I'HE o|&3t 7&9 44E AFsH3. 1800
~1981d¢] Pl AR S} 1792~1981d 98] IXARE HF2E £ 2, E719 oA
&9 #Ale AT Tl wet dEd#r =&H 1, A7HE B3 AW
¥ Fisherd A¥AY 717} o|A&d 9%L ntz e},

oj}zo] 2o M i AFEA AAEo] (R 1D eH, B2 dFdx £
Tota AR os BUdE A8 Huie 37t BA Y AV, (89 Agd e o
Erde AL ¢ F Aok ow, & S AA ()Y 4o fste AL o
Az R, HI SA4ME €7 o1A-&3Y °ok9] BRBAE AR 3
Aoz HAn gAtH o g AuEd, FEYAEs A & ddo] vehtt o
AR o) ¥ BB A RN EAGA Be F Fol 9\1 Ao 2 BQlT},

Feuzte] ZfoE BAMSES A3 AE}AY S-S ALY, HEF
o =i E7} Abole o ‘%”—‘4 JANTAFAABTE EHFQ AFFAZE Veld 202 Ho} 9]
=9 A& A B3 29 AFEARSE oA XD S F F Ut
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V. 29 A8

8% E7HWPD S A (+)9] 4d#AES -\v“_'——'l‘&} 1 918l £ =&diXe VAREY ¢
VARMA B3 & AH83ldth 939 Afde Atel 9| "*447412 43817] A
B AFEN] oy ofF Aol °l-?—°1 l A u%.l- At

S FHS Alole] F@TAY FIF AFATI AX - FEFAY FH
4 F88 EAYE B8t ol 7R AFEHS AY glo] ERlnh

1972. 1 ~1991. L £7] Atolel AL+ &3 EofjE7HES €9 £718 A8 € AHE3
S, T Aloje] T F(+)9] ZFHAE BolA] et

a2y gel7t B | Bt PlAe 4% VAREZAAE dFF ] glo] Bl
4, VARMA(1,1) B3N e & % RdFEda Fxe 0124 ugsht A (+)9
FFYo| e AL Yedo.

Bz =gyt g8 FE 4% VAREIAAE LEo] dF5A 4
VARMA(1,1) REAAE 433 dFFo| U et 35589 25 A7dd
o] 73t7] W&ol A IMFe Azt o) AA AEHI e AeE BAZG

ZHH o2 A A EY T EASF Atold AABAE AFE 2, o=
ozr dutel ARFAE #AFY £ e ASE Hol UM Ee ey 94
(Gibson’s Paradox)2 EA8tA] ¥& AL Bz, 71&9 dMd A3 H2 9=
] ATFARAT o= dA 3T Y.

oz gEF9} TujEs} Alold AATFAE BN HlME F3F, #YLA
A 74 F 7e BAUFES T AWES o)de VARMA 239 3o upga
3lu}t, Gauss ProgramolA 9] AJZHAQ] Ao o3 £ =FoAe Il &7 FHSF
Atol9) Q@ @A FAstFen] FF AEsFolde] VARMA 23 #d 771 A%
sjojof & Aolth, VARMA 23S HedHA AHEE + sl #AFH #7)A (computer
package)®| o[ &°] 7tsdttid EFu dEGF 4] 7t ¥ Aot
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