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& FApgo] sl 2 Zlojtk webr LAF W gy > 00] 2 Aolth A oAE(RRI)O] &
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it
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FAE SA7] AR Zlo] 198295 H o]Bg AFTEAS 1982~

REM' GRD' GSB' GDP" RRI BDX
Mean 4817.0 14188 233.7 | 310200.0 8.285 0.774
Median 4316.3 962.0 110.8 | 303333.0 8.250 0.788
Maximum | 10619.5 3269.9 901.1 | 524689.0 12.113 0.826
Minimum 4875 518.3 26 | 131159.0 5.258 0.702
S.D. 3057.7 854.1 272.2 | 1226754 1.859 0.036
Obs. 21 21 21 21 21 19
F: 1. REM Z1AAA ) AFALFA}
GRD AR AT
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GDP U F A
DA A& (B AT B EH o)A &)
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2. 109919954 714)
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= 5295 AFs, 7199 R&D FAL Al EY vF S7H8 Blolge 21S oneith
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<HE 2> A R&DS} HEFo] 7Y A7 EEAle] vx= G
=W REM,
(D 2 3) 4) ) (6)
Constant | -1129.614%| -1104.389"|  872.711%| -893.771¢| 432737 243.487°
(-5969)| (-5.094) (1.325)|  (-3.748) (1.022) (0.379)
REL 74886 -31.960°| -23705"| -45945°| -33542°| -17.695°
‘ (-3.052)| (-2658)| (-2690)| (-1.995)| (-2262)| (-1.502)
GDP 0.015" 0.014° 0.003¢ 0.014 0.011% 0.015"
! (9.555) (11.29) (1.013) (8.876) (12.09) (8.955)
REM 0.304¢ 0.306 0.909° 0.224° 0401  0.0125°
o (3.528) (8.284) (6.656) (3.017) (8757) (1.887)
0.439" 0.243 0.942
GRD: (4.097) (2.189)|  (8.766)
1.841° 2.066" 2.926°
GSB: (5.770) (5.726) (10.18)
-1022.562° ~2207.722"| ~1835.146"
BDX, (-2.722) (-3789)| (-2.647)
R 0.983 0.984 0.952 0.983 0.964 0.973
SER M2463| 434486 696279 458412 620214 532950
D.W. 1.866 1.680 2.024 1510 1.297 1.073
J-statistic 0.264 0.226 0.283 0.462 0.281 0.131
FE7)7F | 1982-2002| 1982-2002| 1982-2001 | 1982-2002| 1982-2001 | 1982-2001
F 1. FAHAL 2% GMM oz A3 AY
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3. SER< standard error of regression; D.W.= Durbin-Watson statistics
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7199 ATFNEFEA ] R AFNEEAe] SHAe P 02470130 F4A o] A
ghe Fotd, gx-e 04?711‘:“‘5%}7} 1% S7Feha Z718e=2 7149 4

s = L1 HEF A9 vege HFaghe 01349om, AA B HEF 1%
S7bell disiA 7l‘§91 T ATNLEATL Br1HeR 0134% S/HTRE AS vt o
A BINFGAF) FHANE GF BEgo] AN R&DEY © A yehual A, @
of thefr= w2 vehda o ol= ©#de] o] Furgrel thell 7ozl Zelal, &4
o] FAel whel Waly] Wielth FHF R&De FA AdolA Hwd e o 91xste ©d
= vebdth 2y AR 2Eee ofe F7] gl 4l ellA] sk ol fA]staL
- mERA ggAdole] A7 A Aol

iAo 2 AR ERS YERHE B-index®] 739 &3/ BT -0899°]3H. =, B-index
£ 7199 ANETAbel g daAdgelsta & HH, o] AaAgol 1% TAsd 7199 AT
MEFA7E Z71H 02 0899% S7Hthe 31s ofu]gith

o)

r
o

Lg

547 e
(1 (2) (3) 4) (5) (6)

RRI; -0185 | -0.079 | 0448 | -0.102 | -0.096 -0.182
4 GDP, 1.388 1.299 1.162 1.183 0.978 1.202
2 GRD; 0.186 0.092 0.463 0.247

GSB; 0.129 0.129 0.144 0.134

BDX; -1.806 -0592 | -0.299 | -0.899

RRI, -0.129 | -0.055 | -0.041 | -0.079 | -0.058 -0.072
o GDP, 0.966 0.902 0.902 0.708 0.966 0.889
;] GRD; 0.129 0.072 0.277 0.159

GSB; 0.089 0.100 0.142 0.111

BDX, -0.164 -0.355 | -0.29% | -0.271

_11_
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Lagged Var. of GRD; FAA =%k
Constant ~2906.714° -3.109
t-0 -0.666" -3.219
t-1 -0.895° -2.996
t-2 -0.771° ~2.599
-3 -0.377° -1.701
t—4 0.202° 2.058
t-5 0.884° 10.83
t6 1585 6.460
-7 2.221 5.480
-8 2.709" 5.059
-9 2.965" 4825
t-10 2.905" 4677
11 2447 4575
12 1507 4500
Sum 14717 6.460
K 0.949
SER 599.334
Schwarz criterion 15.948
D.W. 1.834
F-statistic 112.731
Sample period 1988-2002

1. FAEE OLS ()9 &A=t 7
3. SER+ standard error of regression; D.W.= Durbin-Watson statistics
4
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<# 5> By wzFe] FeHH @y

Lagged Var. of GSB; 1) (2)
Constant 2429.461¢ 2406.734
(6.338) (6.648)
t-0
8.209° 10.312
(2.275) (10.078)
t-1
3.282¢
(0.874)
-2 .,
-0.959
(0.309)
=3
-0.274%
(-0.040)
Sum
10.258°
(3.155)
Vidl 0.844 0.842
SER 1310.388 1245.362
Schwarz criterion 17.563 17.282
D.W. 0.423 0513
F-statistic 30.632 101.566
HE7]7F 1982-2002 1982-2002

1 e OLS()e) 7 t 3t
3. SER< standard error of regression; D.W.= Durbin-Watson statistics
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