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BB AIEWBURIRRE A FHIE

RS PRES B E Ry i ] H AR E & (]
REEAM s B A H AR - [HEFUE R
EUREE - HE R B RE AR PER] - 8
SUPE B B H AR B ] HARAYBA (R - B2
HEHASH RIS ERET - S B
BOR THZRREAE R - hE
HEMERE - e - B BORIIZEREEREA
fil > ERERBEAMIET » BOR LA EERN
OB 20 PR B AR SO B R L — g
e

BRI A S - SURETE IR E
FIBHIEL—BAE - M AR RS R A AR T
Pl EREE - HBCRE ] B B BORRY
MRAHEIFHIER - HEBEIRIE LS L4
HE TR AT R T B B AR - R
A iR =l (reduced form) DL 2= THIHY R >
ELANEE A RS K] SR (reverse causality) k2 2
KIS RIS 52 AR VL TR IR BA (R o B 5 38 B
(outside factor effect)fIFEIEE - Sims (1980) [l

=

B FlEF (Vector Autoregression, VAR)fE7
AR » 5 Sims(1986) 5 Amisano et
al.(1997)55: 4t 7 EELHI L > /E VAR il A
MRS RS AU IR] o A5 S RGBT A AR

AOAS RSB VAR Y T #5548 VAR | AU e AT
HEGRFFZ AN A EHERIIRS > [FIRFE —E B
R AR DUSEORR BB A > AR
ZHHE— g E -

FR1E Kakes(2000) 5z Mishkin(2000) » &
(RS B R AT IR AR AR
BEWBEEE - (FHEE(Credit view) L& 7

RREE - MISREE I 1 S e B LA
HTERRI L ARBERE » IR E GREER — i Y)(E
HEFE T > EREHEEIEENRLE
Tb o SR R A BT o 3 2 Bl e 5 K
D WEEIRNE AR SR 2 A VAR SRR
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EZEAAREAIZEME  Fooprob i B AR T H AR
(N HERHETE M2)4L > AR
HORBEANEHEARE - RITERBORERE
THAZEBRITRITE U EEE - &
F el T SRR B BE - R AR

BRIEEAR - BB W H LIS B MR
TR - EEHR T ERR B THEE &

] H AR R B i H AR AN B B B RS )
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2.1. B BURIIRIERL P b R

LE B{EEE HHEE B EE
RITEF B R LERHERE R
RATEF AR RIS LR YERE
W B EI R SR e > p| BEREERE p| Hft
EREEES RS HFIR
EREIAR ZHREEER
FRE R

it EESREEEER - SWAP | ERENER « RENRERMEREH
* REENERS - R - B REHEIEIEHNR

PHIMERIRITER - RESMRE - BRISITY

il SR BOR FEAHI N E R E e e
] AR IR AT R Bk v ] L ASE ) L 5 e 4
TEE DRSS ARV ECEERE GE D - Bt
WFFE (AP HE(2003) » BRFE(2002)) 5 GE
B LMY H B & T H R
A EARAYEE o (HI8 Serf R R R TS 0
H AR o ] H AR 0% > AR AR REFSE
il o ] A e 2 BT S s B B e [
HEDUSUEBOR A ERAERET - #EM S
< BRPCREF TRZRERSGEEIEN
BIEEAE  HRIEBCR LA EZAVEER
Wl 2 A AT SRV ER AT - B - BRA ST E

PR i HARM EREEHIIIIFE 2 2> VAR
FERIASER] - A BRI - A
FHEHFTR o AR AR 2 HEAE
R RS - AT R ta i B AU S B
ARE ke T CE2)HTR B BRI R —
B8 BUET T BRI - DA Bl e 7 A S
EHEHIENE - ARG HBOR TR ER(E
H A DU e ] AR R R RE - fR T S
BHENEEE B2 ERRES E PR
H A (el e R R BORY BB IR - FREY
FEOEASEREIEA I VAR A5 HS VAR 57U
apiibpit STz THESb S ERPHIbEZ- S9E S
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HBRITERPBCRAEZHEETAR * &

BEROR > RED 92 7P fESRHE iR T
5.28% > NIHZEHCEAR © DUMSEPHRE L
Bl T 5 B B AL B ER R A M -

NPATHSIRIE ST > RATAE T
SEFAF(1995 £8) S nd i< Rl Jal 2= (1997 7)1
IR DREN U B Y CIE S (S W S %S &
i RIS - BRIEDIRITE
IIFRENE SR T - RSB Rk
SiRlE o MENMEE: o T RAER B i At
HEAREMEAT > TS ETEERERR >
TEfF AR > EIhH F T F H(rollo-
ver) > & 2004 £ 6 HKRMEEREHCE 3.63 Jk
TCHTERE - WIS - IMLARITH R
BROPS A SR 1T 3% 17 K HE 0 <2 R = 1 <5 Rl
o ERITEF BB MR - HILFIRER
Z T E ] -

JATEIGHERPCR TS MRE > HA
HERMERCR > ATRES [HE— R R Y TR
B B g SEERT T A A AR B EGR - (H— R R
HEHEAGBRFBTREA ERMEEL &
HARRRGR R - AR ATRERB IS AR E S
RS - A RERS R EE RGBSR R =
T3NS HY - p SEERT T A &l v 5 1 ol o 3
# o ENGHLREE DI HI R IR A SORE - SO
FEAFT S RERAE - EAIRRSER
WHBNPERT A -

2.2 BB ERMRETEHRA

HR#E Mishkin(2000) - 1 HARAYSEIEAT
HEAT ]I (measura -bility) ~ ]2 (control-
lability) ~ 5z ¥} H A% ] FHIHIE (predictability )iy
s o DMEEHEEENS - BRI T
FL e R SERR IR ARG H &R > Al Ry
42 o TRESF A RA TS S i E T & R
B - ACEROI T RITHE HARE
] AR ] P R rT PRI MR 2 2 Hhie ]
FUEA A EEIREE - 6 R AR AR HE SRS
O ERERIE TR > SRR RCE H AR %
(ERGIGINGERE iD= 2

DURHREL T 1) & 32 (T B Bl
(VEC/VARR B AR GRS 17 A > #F T B Bl 4
1 EAR e #F H A B R E AR R A 52 2R R
DR AT HZEERIRE  B5E RE(stationary BN [ HY
[## R FT PR Granger causality test HIZA A
BHIFEHSETE o FRESE BAUTEIR I FI ] 25 8
VAR &7 (R] & B 25401 causality thf) third fac-
tor [H]7E) - HIENAC A K R BA fR(pairwise causa-
lity) » S DA B S AT ERE LR, - #HF IR
JE 1€ (nonstationary) B B I HI B 6% - AIFEHIE
HEHEA LSRR - 204 - AEDDER
& 1F(Vector Error Correction; VEC)fE I 2 {2
SHE ARV SR E AN - BEIRFRRZE ¥ 1R T
1y Granger causality 4} » fa) 3 BB &% TR Y
R SFAMRR B R, - DU HOE
73 8 BEE 0] L R DI i R R 1 5 S AR M B
(weak exogeneity test) o A B AN {7 Ar e
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IR - IR SRR AR 45 B (7 ] umit
circle)Z Py » BT LU K e (A e 5 1 ol
B (Vector Autoregression; VAR)3 T Pairwise
Granger causality test - 75 HIIESE SR BINE5
TS VAR 425 Rl -

Al — M B TR R R
{1 BB T R T A P A B St S
R I FEE e AT - BCTT L e
B T ELBR R A RIS = 4 ¢

(1) T3 7 B BRAE » ST A7 BRI -
HE i £ - WP TR

(2) BEARHHIE A SRR - (AR B 5E
SIS M EERE - WTCHTRCRI

(3) EREBIFISE - WG 10 - BRI acR
Z%:: o

TR R R R R
SRR BRI LS A

(4) {22 8 - B 7057 BRI - BEE
M2 - BRI - BE A

(5) 5 19 B - b 7047 RCOFI % - 44 H
M2 - ZEFI% - 4 B -

PR ORI R » BRI
DR IR 5—HH.(2000:1 % 2003:9)
BB HH (1998:1 % 2003:9) - 55= /9~ A
(FIF5 1981:1-2003:9) - I3 i % fHAE(L(1+
i/100)% » BLFTA I (% B4 SR B -
T SRR R - T A
LU ERAR M 5 B 0 O YE i B+ LIE
e[ Y e A ) L RS BORSS - VAR 7%

BRIBELER 0 RREEFIE > &
Sim's likelihood ratio(LR)3#HZ - Akaike infor-
mation  criterion(AIC) ~ Schwarz  criterion
(SC) - final prediction error(FPE) ~ J Hannan-
Quinn information criterion(HQ) > jfij L LR 3
AR R RS RSP R R L &

{ESEBERRHIG G - #R Augmented
Dicky-Fuller(ADF) 2 Phillips-Perron(PP) tes-
ts > FGRANF 2.1 - ADF HIEAEL PP HIEAAE R
BHEARE > BFEE L  RITEFHEBREHIE
SR SRR BOURE RS 1(0) - HEfRRFRRE R
MERFERE 10)5 1(1) - HARHR - HERR
B BRI - BE R EFER - HEM2 K
BHEAHERIIR [(1)Z) RS - HAhs
BAFIR L) - KRS BB SR
I(DELLE - #or T bt 5 R8T R fRIR L
H PR PEERARFRE > 5 vARIANRTE VEC/ VAR £
R -
2.3 BILER

A. BOR T H B H AR R IR 0%

B e EE — A o AR RN ER
RIEILR SRR T

VAR R INBER 5 > R R IHER
VEAEBRAZIEDAA > ST FERE VAR AR pa-
irwise Granger causality - F5R5[AF 2.2 - It
RN - RITEF B EREH Granger cause #E
i 5 S R I SRR {BLAERE 2 B ][RR
BRGR > FORRITEF H B E) ] B
1RIE AR AE S H T e - A BRI
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7% 2.1 EREHRIE R o] RS ADF K¢ PP I RS IR

2HFIQ ADF fIRA(HBIER) PP JIECEBIEE)
RIS IKHE(E —EES (R TKHE(E —EES
RITEFERHE 1 -3.20* 3 -4.45%*
RITEFEFR 1 -0.61 -3.20* 3 0.15 -3.22¢
M e SRR 7 -1.20 -3.75% 3 2.66 -13.47%+
FHE AR 1 -0.24 3.43% 3 -0.16 -4,87%
EREBIRER 10 -0.38 2.11 3 -0.34 -4.22%%
MR 12 -1.21 14 3 226 -7.08%
HEEEE2 12 -1.28 -1.39 3 221 -6.89%*
R R 1 0.92 -3.99%* 3 -3.39*
FRRIRRHIER 1 6 -0.90 -1.73 3 -0.02 -2.93*
PR AFRCFIR 2 6 -0.90 -1.74 3 0.002 2.94*
BHH M2 10 -2.30 -3.78%* 3 -1.02 -6.87**
HEM= 12 1.49 -2.51 3 0.38 “7.27%*
HEENESR 8 -0.69 -2.03 3 -0.19 -5.07+*
#E M2 7 -2.02 3.13 3 -3.00 -3.69*
HEF=E 10 0.32 2,05 3 0.006 -3.55%
HEEREE 1 -1.40 -4.25%* 3 -1.06 -4.36%+
it @ RITEFEGE - RITEFRFIE - SHEH | IR LIUKAEES - EASEam s Rmnis | RIS -
2 :
$ %Z:ﬁiﬁ%iﬁm—ﬂ&ﬁﬁi(gemal to specific) /53 » BISEEAER RIS 12 A - BHAE/NEETNEETH
EEEEE S

* FHESFY Mackinnon critical value 7F 5% K #EEEE
** FHEHR Mackinnon critical value #£ 1%k #EREE

K 2.2 R TE A B E R B RE AR AR R RIR B 7R

EERN Wald 5%
Chi-square Probability

RITEFF R Granger cause B R 12.90 0.02
MM EHET Granger cause R1TEF AR 2.11 0.83
RITEF BT Granger cause W HFakFI=R 12.65 0.03
PR ERFIERAS Granger cause AT EEFHERR 4.49 0.48
1-30 RYTEFFEAHT Granger cause ¥ 7.22 0.20
HEMF R Granger cause 1-30 RRITEFEFIR 2.12 0.83
1-30 REATEFEFE AR Granger cause FRTHFEAFIER 2.05 0.84
PR FRFIZT Granger cause 1-30 KRITEFEFI 372 0.00
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SN EHRFH R G 28 - K322
PEAHF AR REE N - DL ERR B
fi> VAR SRR HIRA R -

B M S o ZHEEEPIET T - HH
VERIIBUR 2 B9 VEC » JIEA(R2 2.3 2 Rank
HER) B A AR P A B R R A 3 5 e

LBRPB-5.6LRMY+25.4LONCLR

+42.18=0 2.1

LBRPR30-0.097LRMY-0.71LONCLR

+0.93=0 (2.2)
RERMH R AHEZF R EH(LBRPB,L R EH 24X

B ~ R ERIEEZAIZR(LBRPR30) ~ #EfH
BELRMY) ~ K B@i e sFIZR(LONCLR)HY
IR S RA0R - FHPGL) » =12 ) j=1,2,3,4 5}

B REN(2. DEL(2.2).2 4 (A IR EL > o
(i) > j=1,2 ) i=1,2,3,4 53 RIE iR =(2.1) B
(2.2)i2 4 {iE#HER7E & IE T (error correction
term)EREE (R - 2 2.3 JREE RIS H B
B aft B IR SR« W AT e 2 A (R
BEIREREE PR O TEIA o PR B0
i AR B B 2R R R 355 E - A
TR ESFAREZEULE error correction Ff
B HAM 3 BRI - JRRITER I
BIm) b o BB 2R RS W] B 2 s B

R IRTERIR  ELTTHEME IR - Yefig

B R IR SRR R B AT BN R IR A
TR e 2t B PRI A 5 [FI % - % 2.4
JIBRAE VEC 28R~ > /I3 4:0y Pair-

2 2.3 MHGR(: 23 (E R B S R ARSI < IR SRR (R 5 S A PR BIEA RS R

Rank i S8 & FIBH R Trace i3t & Max-Eigen value #{3t%&
BREHRESAE 81.16%* 43.67%%

EH 1 HEREHE 37.49%+ 28 6%+
EL2AAREGHE 3.88 8.83

HEE 1% KR

HES R EERER Likelihood Ratio #f21 & Probability value
B(LD=0> B(2,1)=0 28.30 0.000001
BOL2=0> B(2,2)-0 26.60 0.000002
B(1,3=0 8(2,3)=0 2177 0.000001
BO4=0> B2,4=0 28.28 0.000001
a(i,1=0 > a(1,2)=0 11.82 0.003
aD=0" a(2,2)=0 323 0.199
a@3,1)=0" a(3,2)=0 20.83 0.00003
a@1=0> a(4,2)~0 14.29 0.0008
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2.4 MR IEE 27 (E BB (F EHARRIIKIREA %

MR Wald 5
Chi-square Probability

ESFHIRAER S EHT Granger cause YEF LR 9.88 0.007
¥ AT Granger cause (ESFINRGF R B & 10.07 0.006
REFHHEA R HEERT Granger cause FETRIFRUFR 10.15 0.006
FEBRAXFIZT Granger cause fEFRIHEM X HEH 4.08 0.13
TEARHAR R S FZET Granger cause #EfR IR 0.39 0.82
HEGEEERYT Granger cause (BEFHTREFR SR 0.94 0.62
RAIHE R BFIZET Granger cause [ATRITARFIR 3.59 0.17
PR FIZT Granger cause {EEFHHRFR BFI=R 80.64 0.000

wise Granger causality HIEAAGR - HEEFAER
Ssty T < FEEARBIRERA £ GE 2) - HLAEREE
BB 2 B < R B HE G WA B I 1)
KR ZEE > MR 5 SR R iy 5
KRAFEEWEAIRREE - @AFNERER
Lk S SR iSRS R JPRE S
B ROZBRTAIREE BRI - i)
DU HIRAGRIT S > BRI R 5 ]
R BRI AR B AR - (HEHEfR AR
AR PTE MRS - BRI S & > ERIT1A
o SRR R SRR AT R0 B R E
PHE R RN L - BRI
RO A EBBHAASEE  KIHH
BEEHREE PG -

£ —AH A TG A AR R RS AP 5 A BT
720y HEs IR 3 By VAR5 AU - HRTHAKIR
BRCRANZR 2.5 iR > BURIRERBHGRIG AN -
I FIRIE R ST it /> B8 8 BOR (B A i o

BURA O o IR O S AR S
RRELS PRI T ALK © B4 > EAKIR R 2RSS
EViNEE - S G EHIREIRS VTR
18 HEREn B Eh R REANF] - L r]REE AR
FRERAEE -

WRFE AR EALAS RIS 2.6 - BURAE
ROPRREA R L > RATEF B AREE PRI
AR R b HE i 55 W v HL B s Hon] 2k
i BRI 23 S BB IR AR SRR R
R AERIPNARARGLE > IERAEZRFIR
BB AR e e R B W BB HoAT 5
R - B RIME A E SR E AR
AR B R 28 B T PR R SR BRI AT 3K
e - (EEFHERERARERETRCE
SR B RRAN - RN R RATEF BEET
RATELTHE ] ERRI T SR e T A
DL T3 55 (e B 3T B AL B aT
RINHFRERALR -

!
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2% 2.5 EGEE R B H AR AR R B 6R

R Wald #i5,

Chi-square Probability
HREBIHT Granger cause MR 5.90 0.12
UGG BT Granger cause EAIRR 1.21 0.75
BEHEHET Granger cause fERIFFHZR 4.30 0.23
PR IFERFULA Granger cause R 497 0.17

#* 2.6 EWBOR T HEHRF B ERE R E

{EEE 2 e AR
;;;jg\\\\\éﬁﬁﬂ* VLl 7 o RinpE VL7 -
RIT AR 2 i ® #y
RATRAFERE " E: % 3
W S 8 e L 3o i
WA R iy 45 i 2
BB 2 " 1 i

o EERARSHGAREEEERE ARG &N SARRBIREERREN &M - wEtmaE -
** BHRAE VEC/VAR 2 pairwise Granger causality S BmIRBIGR - SEraRS@mRR - iz -

B. #{F H A8 ] H AR R IR %

DU EERERS RS > RATAPATI 1R
AIEHIE R IR IR EAR - MR 0E H AREL ] E
R (5 B o e (R A B B R R ST RR FR
ff o ARG - (B — T ERE S %
il o ] A A R e AR T (SR B ol A
FRASREE « MEREE s E R T E ]
171 - DUNEITRTEESS 4 fH(E =R EAR
HEANR - BHER - WEERBER)RE S
HIERREEE - ZHEFE - LEER - 4
H &R )y ay > DR TS #a(F H AR e
chf] FARRY EOREE R - 58 4 MrvdEE

TR I T e AT B TSRS 97 e o [ S
PrEE T ECR AT o 4 85 IS R
BB B H i E AR -

54 IS E BRSSPI B 1R 1
HH(H)HRY VEC Ay > H AR SR RS
2.7 LEEEERR

LRMYR - 3.167LONCLR - 0.012LREER-

1.021LRSEADJM?2 + 1.449LRI1E4

-4.076=0

RER AR 1 HE (R M5 (LRMYR) ~ Ty
FAHH(LONCLR) - BH'EHH#[#>R(LREER) -

(2.3)

AR CB'E M2(LRSEADIM2) »
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27 (HEEEEHSEEEEE b H AR B SR (REL g S E TR R R
Rank HIEAEB S HEBER Trace ffE3+& Max-Eigen value £t 3+&
BEXECHER 89.28*+ 50.52%+
E% | HfBRETE 38.76 18.06
T 1 %K B
EEEER Liketihood Ratio #fi5+& Probability value
B(1)=0 304 0.00
B0 9.7 0.002
B(3)=0 0.002 0.96
B#=0 ’ 23.1 0.00
B5)=0 324 0.07
a(1)=0 302 0.00
a(2)=0 0.027 0.87
a(3)=0 0.01 091
a@=0 1.26 0.26
a(5)=0 2.84 0.09

B EARZASR(LRIEA) W I EE S 17 -

ARl FCIE i R 2 R A BOR At - (HLHE
e 5 IR HE Gk < oK BRI B > S B
M2 FIRRAGRIIE » RS IR B BRI HE i R
AT R R B AR - BETRTR M2 1Y
B T HEHE i B BB ] LB £ > URIR
RPN S 2 R R A R CPT 152 5
HENEE - SWEHE G SRR EE
BT HARTEEE G ERE 65 A E R
HATEIMS - BEFPRE 31-90 RpgSE ARG
Fihe i g FIER 2l M AR TR - e fR TR
i ff 507 FURE R SCEE 2 - 3B3)

i=1,2345 BAREAQR3)Z 5 EEEBHR

o ali) > 1=1,2,3,4,5 5 0(2.3)5 fEs#s
AR 2 R R PR B PR TR IR R RS
R3¢ 2.7 o RS PRI THERREE A R
SIS - BRI HEZ PRI &
T - oHIERBSIRE R AE M E RS AR - BR
BARFFR B JRRNEERIEE RS
[ERG T AR E o ] HARE A 21 - i 3 {E o
M H AR P EEHE AR R AL > R EE
BHRZ 2GS AR R - PR
BRFIRA TR IR RS IEME © 2% 2.8 HIFRAE VEC
I Granger Causality PGSR - RIFHRER
MG B M2 3 B A KR BA R
(HAEf AR A RE B B AR R EHE A



AR RIS WAL PSRRI R F R Y

2.8 PR{FH AR B R R E AR E R IR IR A R
REEER Wald I3
Chi-square Probability
FIRR R ERT Granger cause BHENER 0.55 0.46
HEHBERER Granger cause FHREIL HEMF % 3.28 0.07
R HEEERCT Granger cause ZETRHBRE M2 15.48 0.0001
ZEIFEEEE M2 T Granger cause AR EEEH 11.70 0.0006
TR R B Granger cause WEFIHK 0.027 0.87
FEFIEA Granger cause FHL LR LW 15.81 0.0001
BB EXFIET Granger cause HHEAUHEE 1.04 0.31
FHEARREFT Granger cause FEAHFERASR 0.34 0.56
FATEIRFNFIEA Granger cause ZEFIFHEEHE M2 11.22 0.0008
ZEHITIREE M2 R Granger cause IRk 9.96 0.0016
FRTIFEXFERA Granger cause B B FI% 0.94 0.33
FHEFMZET Granger cause FREIFFFIE 0.82 0.37

o RZBHVRE S BRBERIFCHEREE
B M2 IR KRR - (HE A
R UK R B GR - SRS & > Bk
IR AT RN 805 B EE A ERFE ;5 e
I EERFEEI T REEEM2 - 5]
PRI -
B % K] 550 4% il o] RE & i 44 H Hh A
B WFEEE S HAVAEEA - FEEAET T
PERTUE RS 1% 4 R VEC REAY - JES 53
FERA LS mE:
LONCLR-0.0038LEER-0.017LSEADIM2
-0.973LI11+0.182=0 (2.4)
LRMYR+0.307LEER-0.752LSEADIM2
-0.928LI1-3.511=0 (2.5)

2 2.9 BURIRE A RAGR S g S E MRS

R BEEHES S (EABERBUIERE - 1F
SRNFF O TEIN o SRR CREL I S A REURER

HEHAHER B AES  HAI A - IR
Ak RIHRAGRI S - BIEEE TR EHE
] AR ] PP iy =l o] AR A B
AHEEAR B R HE AT SR PR IERE - 5% 2.10 HI
SEUTRAE R IIRIR BRI AR L BRI 1R MEfR B B

FH M2 RFIRAT B R B A KRB GR - (2
iFERZ L HAUERERZE  REd

FRRELA H M2 e MR R BEE A B [ [A]
SR 1% > B E AT S0E =R A1 20 D] SR B
ff - B S < AERGIFGLE - EEEEH
ERARMLE > B E M2 RORSR{E R
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tAEFEZH RBEA+=ZFAA

2.9 (EERMEHEEEEEAY H R E SR SRR E
Rank fIFASt & m B Trace #5158 Max-Eigen value izt 8
WHHESGE 119.45%+ 51.32%%
E% | ERBAHE 68.13%+ 4334%*
E% 2 HHEEEE 24.79 1721
AR 1%k BB
SRR R Likelihood Ratio gt& Probability valuc
BA,D=0> B(2,H=0 16.92 0.0002
B(1,2=0 > B(2,2=0 25.56 0.000003
B(1L3)H=0+ B(2,3)=0 7.5 0.023
B(LA=0» B(2,4)=0 24.48 0.000005
B(LS5)=0 > B(2,50 15.13 0.0005
a(L,)=0 a(1,2)=0 14.69 0.0006
a@,D=0+ a(2,2)=0 14.85 0.0006
a(3,1=0 " a(3,2)=0 4.1 0.129
a(4,1)=0 > a(4,2)=0 13.22 0.001
a(5,0)=0» a(52~0 14.15 0.0008

#2.10 #BRIEHEE

Bl [ o ] H AR e R g S R R A £

RFEER Wald 5%
Chi-square Probability

PR R IEMR MR Granger cause &2 B HRER 4.15 0.39
% EEHHERA Granger cause TR R AR 10.56 0.032
FREREMF YR Granger cause FETFHE L H M2 14.89 0.005
ZHFREAHE M2 1 Granger cause SRR ¥E{HH% 31.16 0.000
PR M Granger cause 4 HFli® 12.54 0.014
£ B FHT Granger cause FHELHRAENGE LAY 28.32 0.000
PR AFFAFIET Granger cause & HEZHER 1.92 0.75
HEEHEETRT Granger cause PR IHFFFIZR 513 027
P HFRK R Granger cause ZEEFHREHE M2 15.21 0.004
ZHFRE S E M2 T Granger cause R IFERFIR 15.34 0.004
PR IR AR Granger cause 55 B % 9.74 0.045
L E IR Granger cause FERITRKFIE 11.55 0.021
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W MR GR BRI HEE
HMERLES 4 fR AR 5 f3g@eit 4
BIME R AE M HE T 55 TR E & > AT U (R
il e R A BRI - S 1T A 1 R IS e
oy R I -

LR AV NIV EREAS RIS 2 2.11 > &

e — Rt o HEURAERIHRRE R L
RAITHF R BRI AR R ERHEE
M2~ ZH M2 R H AR B ) (KRB
% WA R (ERERIIEGE © ERIPEE
OB L MEMRE R KPR AR A2
HHZ RN LM - ERRE TR

BHER 2.6 ZERFRESANE > —FH EEFEREEE H TR -
211 B EEEEPRHEENREIHZE
1F B WP R R
;;;Ek\\\\\ﬁﬁﬁﬂ* R EfpE T
EEENES 2 3 3 i
BE M 2 ey ® L
WHFIR iy ® L 3o i
ZEEREE 2 & 1" 1
#E M2 LG LG L LG
L EF® L L3 L3 L

i EERTCHARANGREEEENBERHNE  CARABERZEERAGNEME - oMM E -
** B R fE 5488 VEC/VAR 7 pairwise Granger causality BB B REMGR  #hRmRE » TisdmE.

RATHRBFFREEHE T EANREE
BRSO TG E 2 TSI — 5 B A B %
R E: R S JR - (EVTREER] M2 4
SRR TR TS RE SRS I B AR 5 —
TR AT B R R AR R 5 2R M AE (R PR 22 o M
BRHE KRR > HEERERK
IFAREAR > SERAER ) - @ 2.2 71
NERBORAINRENREE - EHHMES
WRIF R BRI BRI RO A 5 8
{EZR BRI 2 S 8T NCD BRI EAERD
BN - HERRERE T EEERN

RIEEXIE - BEHRESE 3190 X4
SEARTERZRBETHIE BRI
2 1) 3= B i 7E A 9 AH S 3 ROH S T A 5
overshooting i undershooting {1 &2 - 7 H (%
ZR (22 5 F1]#(PUBBONDRPR30) =158 1
1% » A58 12 i H DA e & s bR i sk oF =R
(OVERNCLR)FZEIF I 1.27% 5 Mm&E &R
[ R {58 B 1) 3R (RT1E4) B3 8 5301 0.93% -
AT 1o IS I 4 e S T S Y Bk T B Y
HREE -
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2.2 (AR RIS BRI | FaROFISE > BRI

Response of LRI1E4 to Cholesky
OneS.D. LOVERNCLR Innovation

.0036

.0035 4

.0034

.0033

.0032

0031 T T T L T T T T T T T T T T

Ao~ 2 7R B RS B VAR 5314 41

Response of LOVERNCLR to Chaolesky
OneS.D. LPUBBONDRPR30 Innovation
.002
.0016]
0012
.0008
0004 T T T 7 T T T T T 7 T T T T T 1
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
3.1 5l5m

EffRH - HEIRITERBORAE
i BRI AR R > R EE
PSR o] E AR T e 2 o i g 25
Jeri - T PR S BORBI EERE S > 7 2L
HETSARRHREE, - BEH A LR 8
GE 3) o BE P = B B S B 3 B 538
£ o RELISHGHE VAR » T S ATR I 485
LRI R A TH -

1970 FEARLLRTHYE T R BOR TS FH RS
AT A HE AR (structural model) S fifiE S 5 S
AESE - DIEWBORELERGIN S - M
UG 37 TR e ) (IR T B A A B RS T R
Wge BB E R BORSCRII ] - (HA5 AT
REILMERRE AR RS - NI AR IR

R SE
IEREER T

s A A5 T T P — B % P R I 2R H
AR P By 50 255 Y PR T 21 5L e P RH B 23 B
FEIAYIRISR B £ - Sims(1980)AIFE HiGE 2L
FR i385 2 AN vl {E Y (incredible identifying as-
sumptions) » 3 & L FRH] TR A SERR Y
fE I N--VAR BEA - VAR 88T 2 A 4
By TS T 1 B R B YR O BE AR S 2 T - (H
IRE S R A2 Rt G AHAHR - SRR
SF AT AR L R R B AR 2 - R kT
BUR B 5 B RARE -

VAR Y j7 B [ P REL ) SRS 2 A B
1 VAR SR8 5 U B2 TN A AR I 2 A
TRALA LN - RS A R ET B (shocks) - {HIL

HE R BORNY 2 B IR REM
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FREH AT T2 X PRI L4 (ob-
servational equivalent)JffE4E - 5 — i
FAERRL N EA5HE - B A5HE VAR (structural
VAR)f I o ¢ FIfY Choleski decomposition &
R 3% T 0 428 B K] SR 1Y 2K (causality order-
ing) - (LTI 22 I B R e TR I R (R AR
PR N = » et 17 e Frg RG] 22
5 (identify)BR ] 7 AAHBARYAS ST 220 - o
1T F 3818742 52 (impulse response) B, 8 S84
43 (variance decomposition)fEk 5 fE B 43
BT ©

L I e 8 A 1 1 38 R SR R U B
FHNERGRATRY RS - Mol R et s
RS RREE R - T S L LRERIR
RS R AR 0 LA AR R =X
(reduced form) £ /i 8 7 1Ay 36 1Y) 5 AR 7
2L o Sims (1986)i2 Hi LA 7 i 18 151 U &
VAR DIHR a8 2 Bl (identifying restric-
tions) TR - —HEAFAERFRIIKIR K
i - —J5THAE VAR IIACKS fE B R Rk 1Y
PRI - {5 VAR S BA R HIR A - SR
ANEE AN AT ARSI RS R BRI © DU RF SR
A am A SCER F B MBS A o A AU - 8 1T £R
Amisano and Giannini (1997)f Sims (1986)3
— AR AR VAR(SVARMR BRI A3
T SRS ECR A RS H
3.2 fEERAEIBIERY

MBS T A (. )EQG.5) 4, 5 &k
FiRE ARG - 2RI IS i - LM dhig -
FERRHHIRR (RS HERR) ~ FIRBORAN SR
RIE TR - SRBEIERE S T KB & G TR
TERHETE RS - 0 DUFR TS R B BOR
SUIRLI G ASGHSS 7 et o L B B B M SR A RE S
X -

y.= -ar, - Be + pf (3.1)
m, =ny, - OR + p," 3.2)
=y - y*) + I+ " (3.3)

1 =1+ vi(y, -y*) Hva(m, - m*)
+T1, T+ ! (3.4)

e =-8iy + &IM" -&FR, +p¢ (3.5)

G.DEGSHLUNEFREREE# S - D
REFRRAGHBH > BRAER fGEER
Fi e S B B AR B - P S B (R BT
SRR B AR EAYIEA -

G.DFREE A& 2B BRI
B BA S A B B A R BT
HHOWamZE - W REESRRiEE
B o BE AR A H AR L R T
P

(X EW TSI - BEHERHRER
HE AT r E T B B R S A 2 4
EFRE M ARZE - w REE LR
Ryt e 1 (2 -

(3.3){% fR ¥ Hallman, Porter and Small
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(199D Yy (E RS (Pstar model) 15 1%
FERIFERH AR - y* REBEBEEL - TI°5
T EER WSS M R -

(3. 4)FEEHEE @R Tayler's rule » EE L
RITE SR B JE P A LU R B B H R R ARy
M ASCE AR ERAH AR E - (E S 2 BB
R THI E R R AR 0 S ERE
BRI E R O A AT, T
HIFHEEIE - JRRIFS S Fisher equation(GE
2O S RERERIHRE R - ¢ BRIASEEHIE
FE iR 1R FA — M 28I Al - R =58
FElE HEE - SUEERER M2 BEERH R
(M2*)FgR T AGERZER T - RITEE M2 H
oA E M2 HEREHRNS - mG4HmME
TR R B HH REEERROE—
By -

(3.5)HYEE A RUME R 32 BB P e sk
BOE R AR - 2R S (REE T
IM)HE DS 1 IR IR s 2 - HZ Rk
1THMEFER(FR BB RN E E 2 - 1
FE B SRR I T -
33BESE - HBREHELSNHEERE

A {3 4REY Amisano and Giannini (1997)

DI

HJ AB-fRi%U:
asfEmi= VAR £ C(L)y. =& C(L)F

lag operator » y, £ n %% VAR Z#8 A

& FAEETTEAETE - SONEE A - BRAH
AR > v BRI SEIT
TG IR:

AC(L) y = Ag,

Ag, = Bu,

E(u)=0

BhER B A AT ol R AR
SRRRZEE > A FIIES P9 A S S e e e R 1)
HIRAGR) - MEREHEE ] 1S

Age! A' = BB'

T=eefEft n(n+1)/2 2BEIFRE - e
POAE (identify)A 5z BRYZ Y » FHHEHLARS) 20
n(n+1)/2 IR > A RERRE L —

ERASMRE] = 2n2-n(n+1)/2 > FTHEREGES T
Full Information Maximum Likelihood &} A
Be B 2 BT e L R R DA T B e e B
B FP TR -
H st AT DL LR(Likelihood Ratio)ifi &1 &3]

AU S MG A

\\\\\\

E(uwu')=1,

MEEPLE (overidentified)

5E(just identified)#R
DL e

7% 3.1 iR VAR 72 T [RIRFRHR £
B - RN REEA AR RECE 6 HIEEA
2 0.2 > i Enders(1995)F I - BRER
MHHEA BB LA AL - 7558 IO
2R boh B T R v P T R
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3.1 VAR 7 IEAY IR R AER (R I
[FIRPHERRTREL LRGDP INF RIIE4 LRSEADIM2 LREER
LRGDP 1.00 0.07 025 0.06 0.24
INF -0.07 1.00 0.07 0.07 0.16
RIIE4 0.24 0.07 1.00 0.16 0.50
LRSEADJM2 0.06 -0.07 0.16 1.00 -0.02
LREER 0.24 0.16 0.50 -0.02 1.00

G.DEGSHIFEEEA ] DL Ae=BuiyE
R - Hr e

0 a B
1 8 0
0 1 0 0
-v2 -1 1 0
0 0 0 1
B=
bl 0 0 0
0 b2 0 0
0 b3 0 0
0 b4 0
0 0 b5
E= w=
4 el D 4 w? A
e @i
8:H ﬂtn
e e
e us
.~ J . J

DU ERERIZEALET A B B AafidL 2%25=50
fEZ8 - (GET7E7Z2TE/Y covariance FH[f g

ik 5*(5+1)/2=15 {EBLRIRRE] - BhA 35 18
285 7155 - A Bl B AEEHI (T 37
118 [ 5 BUE R BRI > #O7 B8 B 28 5E (over-
identified)JTE L - FTH LRQ)#EET & T LIHI

ARG HR FE R ERER
1981Q1 % 2001Q4 - WA HEE GDP
(LRGDP) ~ & & % ik 3 (NF) - F & f] 3
(RIIE4) - B 'E & ®ER #1(LRSEADIM2) jt
B MER(REER)GE 4) - A EBBCE DA
A EETHII(INFEY) (RIS T —Za B RIITH
) ~ T8 AEEE I (LPGDP) ~ {51 (LWIMP)
B RATHHEAF IR (LRESX) A 35% € W Il i
#t % #(dummy variables) D91QI (=1,if
time=91Q1; =0, otherwise)fz D97Q4(=1, if
time = 97Q4; =0,otherwise) - Fij 4 Kl 5 251 Ex
JEFAE 1990 4F-4% A ER I L A5 FA AUR ISR T
AR LB AR FE A BB 1 I A B YRR SR T
S5(QFIL il )% B 22 < B i b B B R LR
Jii > HOEEELL 1991 £ 5 I — SR Rc TR 43
FEL - D97Q4 RIIRIEE KB Rl R Z# 1> 1997 4
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Q4 FHA B BN A B 52 28T P RESE GRS e HY
o - WHBERIKE AREMOS ZORHEH R
1T - LRESSX E4[IFRRITHME LS. - INFE4
B LPGDP RIFEFRFHIERHA -

i THII(INFE)RYfEET 5 20 FRHE K Hall-
man, Porter and Small (19919 777% » TIAE
BRI B A AE TR R MRS » A S SR

INFE4 = 0.236 + 1.73E-06 NGDPGAP

+0.668 INF +0.149 INF(-1)
+0.027 INF(-2) + 1.2 DALIMPI
+2.492 DAULCM

NGDPGAP 554 H GDP Y8 4EFE HiZ k1
(gap) * DALIMPT £33 1) 5 B8 LR
DAULCM 5 SE 2K LA S5 B A LR - 78
£ 7E i (LPGDP) it I #£ {5 18 78 B [ 5% 5
(2000) » X HP filter % < BH'E GDP i
WREAR ~ B OHEREERE > BHZ
SVEAEAEH -

5l P9 A= A B Y 2 R E (stationarity ) HITES,
R ADF J PP Wit /5% » #5581~ LRGDP J
LREER £ I(1) » INF % RI1E4 £ I(0)& I(1) -
LRSEADIM2 JIIfs I(DER 1(2) - #iR sy
AIREE PR -

34 BEHRR

A HEHE VAR RRRURfif I B PSR AR

fREAIET T - Bt A8 VAR BEIRY
ARINES 4(F) -

A A B B R FH YRR S oS o 18
BB DS VAR - gk EAR BRI

3P A 58 9 2% 45 I 5E & (nonstationary )Y A HE
M BRSO R AR AR B2 B DA
TR ERRE M o ROMEBER 2N R
Bl S R R 1 R S R S BOR
IR A] T 2 o AR AFEHR method of scor-
ing » FAGEREETH HHFRER 0.1 - il
RSN

A =
1 0 0 0.027 -1.312
-0.358 1 0 0.0036 0
-0.079 0 1 0 0
-56.86 -7635 -1 1 0
0.27 0 0 0 1
B =
0.028 0 0 0 0
0 0011 0 0 0
0 0 0.174 0 0
0 0 0 1.237 0
0 0 0 0 0.017

A B p SEREI 15 fE (R BR PO R
PIrF S EERTER] - (HE B J-curve FUR - X
R SRS H TR SRS SR e s 2 - F B APk
TR HSCR A BB - p AR RS B A S
HOHAR BN Rl M @ B AR YE S - LRQ)H
ABHZ iR JERESE (over-identification) B G H 5E
7E (just-identification) & v & 43 » B 7 L3kt
I TR E TE o DUT SR IS SR T 1y B8 S
B B A AR AT o

% 4.1 BRI R 2 s R st SRR BRI >
HEM R EE B R IR E IRt



AE PR PTE QRPN L EREC T P EERL R

o @ 3.1 QBRSSO REEE R - DEENRERNES - LEEEGDPH
J7 - I8 3.1 hshock 1 2 5 57 jl{C&R LRGDP ~ IR R WERERET) - HEIZE 4 FI9(E
INF ~ RI1E4 - LRSEADIM2 %, LREER (9ffj  RPAE'E GDP AL - Hg AR ; H¥mEE

AL AERE VAR R R RS B BRI SR R B B 3 S B 0 1

REFIEBE  1=1 2 3 6 9 12

BH GDP 030 026 023 022 0.19 0.18
EEBEE |00 0.06 0.07 0.12 0.14 0.14
FEFE 0.21 0.18 0.21 0.19 0.18 0.18
HAEER M2 024 0.36 040 0.44 047 0.50
FEERER 0.0 0.03 007 0.12 0.13 0.13
BEMBE =1 2 3 6 9 12

'8 GDP 0.14 0.10 0.20 0.24 0.28 029
EEEERE oo 001 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02
HEFR 0.10 0.09 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.13
HEE® M o 049 0.44 0.39 0.37 0.34
BHEEWER 001 0.01 001 001 0.01 001

3.1 HhfE VAR A 2 B i

Variance Decomposition of LRGDP Variance Decomposition of INF
50 100
e,
40 k 0 e
o4k = — 80
o P
—— g -
2047 NPT T e e T T T S 40
,/
104 >/ 20
0 0
XSS S S e s S G A A
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 2 3 4 5 6 7 & 6 1011 12
" Shock! ~—— Shockd | e 8hock1 — - Shockd
~=—- Shock2 ——»snocm —~-~ Shock2 ~—~- ShockS
——- Shock3 o ! ——-Shccla
Variance Decomposition of RI1E4 Variance Decomposition of LRSEADJM2 Variance Decomposition of LREER
50 80 10
——
70 \ N
804 ~
60 '\ \\\_
\ U
sof N - 60
40 <

L S e e e R s e [ R e B S R R e ma s e
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 8 1011 12 3 4 5 &6 7T 8 5 o2 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
[ ——shock1 — -~ Shackd o Shooki —-Z Shooka Shockl — -~ Shocka
<= Shool2 — - Shock5 12277 Shodke ——- Shocks ——eim ShoCK2 ——n- ShockS
—oSheed |- Shockd - Shockd
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SR TR 02 00 SR AR RBAE) + I — B (K
PRGN EUE M2 HoS S

Z B ERRE R AR R R
MR ETE 4 FEXPEEEERY > Z
RN EE GDP - #Hi8MS - BEFHE
B VAR A3 TE I SN R R AH
=

# 4.1 QISR B BRI EE GDP JHHl
IR B RTRRE I TR
28% > HHEHA ) EIER > 5 20% - %
WAEEE M2 $EE GDP JHHI 8 By fig i
J7 0 AHERHATIIES 12% » hE B 2R
ZREIRE 23% o WCEEFHR S E'E GDP MY
el A A AR S e - At - R AR
SR SR TR S PR RERE T2 )R
MR 3% mRBIG )RR THR
10% - BIREEE M2 (9fERE )] > RIERIAT
955 0.5% » hRIATFE 1.4% -

[ 3.2 BEURIETIR I & RERET S A > A
VAR RIS el i I K] i — i T ke £
LB IBORA - LRI EE R
HE M2 REEERERERE - BE
FIERIG N 0.42%R &5 > &R EE GDP 417H
JARY B - FEA0I(2 22) 28 Nk GDP 2
0.32% » R F)BRBWAR TR - 2
T TR 0.52%(KE1E 2 NI HESE ) - 3&
] HFTR BB AR 5 E GDP S 5 i

B 7H

HEE S ES BIRRE - R BRIk R 2B BT

{l

WM I B E » 53 BT 0.046% » HhR M
AR 1TF 0.24% - HE—{ERE K IE (price puzzle)
th B AEZF 2658 B VAR BRI B AE R g2 o -
Sims(1992)IM BB SLES RS - thoRAR
fiE e it —2K o Dale & Haldane(1995)HIf% s
B AR B 5 i A AR (E AR B 5 5 B
H R R SR AR AR AR R —
{EERSE > B 3 m R -

o 1 R 2 I A SRR R B R AE I —
Bige o M AR (3. ) F(3.5) 2 (i E T
M AERE - (3.3)2MbEiEHERS 0.079 » BR
FE HARR CTESE R A 52 2R )N - Bl £ B
WEEHE A A BB E AL - EBN
I E B R - R RS
Y R O e TE A I s R E R - 3. DR
SEURE BRI TR SERCEE AT - i
3R (3.3) EHE B N 52 ERBOSEV N - H—
JiE  EEAE TR TSR TR
AIERE. » RRRTH S M TEIA » 1 (3.3) R It
EPEEERENY TR o H RS 1 A
BEK o Rhoh - BB TR LR TS5
—FBEIARIEE ZBEWD - R
Q. D2 AR affEFHE(0.027) » T S &R H
B2 % a% GE S) -

B2 FLI% - HEER - M2 KHERIGE
TNERSCHE o R BRI - EE AR
HE SR AIAAFSTHE 0.2% - LB ki iz
(B > 25 3 FRZIRWRIm L2 - EEAER
H S5 BT 0.42% » HETGE FEk - 2553
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3.2 ESHEASRIAEIEAL . VAR R 12 [ i

Response to Structural One S.D. Innovations

Response of LRGOP to Shockt Resporse of LRGOP o Shock2

Resporse of LRGOP to Shockd

Response of LRGDP to Shockd Resporse of LRGOP to ShockS

AN

g

V V| IV

IR EEEREXE] IR REERERE IR

TT T I T it mes OTTTI

IR EREELE

Response of INF 1o Shock1 Response of INF to Shock2 Response o INF to Shod3 Response of INF to Shackd Response of INF to ShockS
16 o . 1 ‘.
12 12. 2. 12 12-
0 o8, o8- o
o 0. o o o
va\ V N
o4 W o ™ o o
IRREREEAREXRE:] IR EREEEEXE] I RREREREEXX] IR ERREEREREXE IR EREREEEE
Resporse of RI1E4 to Shock? Respanse of RITE4 o Shock2 Resporse of RITE4 to Shock3 Resporse of RIE4 to Shockd Response of RITE4 to ShookS
s s 5 s s
4 4 “ ‘ “
3 s s s a
2 2 2 2\ 2
1 1 1 1 1
/\/\ /N M
TV : S AN TV <7 (e
~2- -2 -2 2 -2
3 T T T T -3 T T T -3 T T T T T a T T 3 T T
IRREREEEEEE! IREREREEREXE IR R EEREEEEXE] IR EERRETE] IR EEEEEEEE]
Respanse of LRSEADIME o Shockt Response of LRSEADM2 to Sheci Response of LRSEADUMR to Shock3 Response of LRSEADUNE o Shockd Response of LRSEADUMR to ShackS
ooe, 8. 0. 00 s.
004 04 o m\\/\ oot
N

NN~

. S S s T T T T T T T & Tt
23 458 7 8 9 10111 234587 409 fotnx

yyyyyy
23 456789 1N

,,,,,,

IRREREEAREEEK IR R EEEERER

Respanse of LREER to Shock1 Resporee of LREER to Shock2 Resperse of LREER to Shock3 Resparee of LREER to Shockd Response of LREER b ShackS

o18. .. oe. o e
oz o012 oz oz a2
o8, 08 e s s
o0 004 oo o oot

¥ 0.
004 004, o4 ~004 ~004
08, 008, 008, -o08.

T T T T T I T EE L, T T I T I T T
IREEREEERIE: IEREREREREEE

FALHZH 0.6% > FHEF MR E - BEFHE
B RFG BRI overshooting (B2 - Sk
TEEERFREEREE GDP BIkiyH
B o BB M2 JIATTEIRA S 1 254 0.45%
T R R 2R A 12 2R 0.23% -

BE M2 2 0.79%9t 0 - dsfkiigrh
R 1 U R B B R SR T2 BB i 0.28% >
SEHEEEE GDP %4> 0.14% » K2 k03

|||||
23 458783 ®01R

|||||||||||||||

T T T T T I T IT
IR REEEEREELE] IREREREREXE

BLER E AR E R T HE 0.15% - FEREE
M2 R EEFRE MM EE GDP B> &
55 3 FEEAMEREHE GDP & AR #H
HiMmfEHEE GDP K - T'HE GDP MEE
BT REE - (H 5% SR M 8RR
T EREE M2 IR S FHE
wEIE'E GDP L5 HE GDP g tid e
RIHE > MLLAH% GDP 8RR L7t
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FAER T FGERE'E GDP Tig - fi2 - &
B M2 2 0.79%(E8& 8 EE GDP /£ [
IR E T B AR o AR B ) MO
QR WD 02% 0t E G )
0.04% - LRI EIR AR BT RE %
JEBHRE T Ak i - IR )M 0.016%
HRIPI A 0.03% - EEARIESR 1.5%
I SEEEEEE GDP RIIEF 0.2%HH 0 -
BE RIS — J-curve R - FRENEH AR A
SYEREERT - AHEYIE(EE SRR LR E
B RCE RGN N I RIR GE 6) - HE
GDP Ay i th S B B FI=RAY L7 - 55 13
Dtk - B8 GDP ~ HEFIR K EEGMER
HEL g o BEMESR KAFRETH overshoot-
ing BALMAE RS - BE GDP HIFERS RS
FEAMSIEE R - 2 M0 0.03% »
HAQG Ak I 0.11% » BEREGHH J-curve UREY
T o R EIREAIE R IER -
HH2 ) 0.0075% > R HAG F)IK D
0.009% » BERMBIIAE - HE M2 QIR EE
'E GDP 3k -

1 My BRATHE AL T S iy B S AR

S HBCRAHR S (B - BEEM2 KBS
AREER)G I 1 8 5 o> B E R H ' E GDP
FoR B IRE R E T EH(EZR )
R RIA12 2R 3 )5 HI AN 4.2 0 W3R
BHANR

(1) EEFIFR(31-90 KEARGZEASLRIHR )1
& VS E - SRR FERNEEEE GDP 2
Tk 0.75%(F 3532 % GDP ik
0.38%) - Ifi =4E N R B I EEE GDP
Z-1.22% o L BEERFTBERITE
BURZE & EE AR E0RE E AR S
SRR - MASOHTET 2.3B A5 RHEE - BE
HFFFIZRERL 1% > KPR e EE
GDP 0.54% > £ = FE AN HmE'HE GDP
0.88% ; 30 KIAMARMTBRIF-FIZREE S 1% - HI
KIS B E GDP 0.7% » fE=4FN
FIEEEE GDP 1.1% -

(2) B8 M2 #2751l 508 - R K
Y TEIA BRSO T S S B R
o fEREARR SR EE GDP 2AE Tk
0.19%  HE=FRNIEZEIBREEE
GDP ;2 0.05% » FR7x B WSO8 A IE T

B

7 4.2 il VAR BRI R HARS ' E GDP JomigR c RGN E

BURMRE RS E FH/EGP FEERE

287 R (D) P REEE%) AHRE) FREVE®
HEAR -0.75 -1.22 0.11 0.57
BEEM -0.19 0.05 0.02 -0.04
HEERER 0.20 0.01 0.005 -0.006
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Bk HPBREAR -

(3) Bz - HitE VAR HBABRIRTTIRHE
HEMRPOR > MESRERERE - WH
NEEEEEMIR - ’E IR AANRTZ 3
W] RE B B 18— ik R AR 2 DUSRA T 1 R S ML
AR HEEW AR - H et SRS I T
Ve {0 S S BB R B« REAS REBEURAERS
EEERIY > R R AE RS R I (s B
Z) > REHBENRBOEREE GET) »

B. B VAR AU LL

DAE#5HE VAR BRI (R AR IR R A 1 AR Y

TS Eh RS SR o HE A L A RS AR v RS
M7 A —#% VAR 119 Choleski decomposition
FE R A WA ? DUNRIER A B F s
VAR V& IABOMEIR 2 SIEIR ST VAR #HU - 1
Choleski ordering % (LREER,LRSEADIM2,
RI1E4, LRGDP, INF) © 41tk R R R E A
SRR - R AR W BOR ORI
RFFFEB A EEE » B R BEARS
WIS - RS VAR #y Pairwise Granger
Causality #HI - #3 LREER EAAM:
LRSEADIM2 & RIIE4 X2 » H LRGDP #§

3.3 —fit VAR fREIRETEE S

Response to Cholesky One $.D. Innovations t 2 S.E.

Response of LRGDP to LREER Reszponse of LRGDP to LRSEADIM? Response of LRGDP to RITE4
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2 — 5 8
P P . S
o RS oy ¢ ¢ e
. . e “ ya .
el ‘/ ~ -
o P e NV T 2 Vs e
- / P —
o e ol ol s
Sy ’, g
-2 AN 2 / e B -2 / o TN
~ e, L P N
- - - e 4 ™.
‘ e ., . '
~ 7 O e
8 T r — - -8
v 2 3 4 5 8 7T & 8 10 11 12 7 3 4 &5 6 7 & 8 10 t1 12 z 3 4 s 8 T 8 9 10 11 12

#* 43 —fix VAR BRAh R H ARSI E'E GDP fus EIRR 8

BRI R A R E FHHEGP ERERE

HEE KRB %) HRHATCE®) EHEE® b REEE®
HERE 0.09 -0.02 -0.43 -0.37
HEM 0.02 0.33 -0.34 0.25
EEEUEE 0.09 -0.58 0.46 1.37
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INF BEELAMA 1 - ] 3.3 Bk 4.3 BURERIN
JERER - EfEREEHENREHE GDP
A 2 A R P S B B TEUUIAE S~ ELAN G R 301
SR IFI PR - B I EIRER 4.2 BURASHE
VAR A HE AR EHE GDP A BRI
RINgE - HE PEERTHL » SR SR
AHARSAE RSN VAR DIgR R R EAR 2 iy
1’ H B HEEEH] - A RER BRI R A E
BRUR -

RIS F SR /N 22 - 7]
[BE ] = SO IR g b o L 5 B (IR A R 4
ThiE - HETBINA =8 RIS AR
fige 53 SR TR UERR ~ L AGRITHR TEIGK
FR AN E X TTEFR - BLAEFR
RERE] 92 FE R R L iEREm B it
{H 91 47 A B HERSRAT B < B AR
B & P R MEREE - BHE R
PR B ER T GEE A EARAR - LK
AT RN R R BRI SR R BUT
o M T AR EE T - EERE
{8 [ PR RYERT T B OFR 5 f: » T EIIBUR &

KR TS AR I — RIAFI SR G A e
(benchmark) » ELHi5BIHAE -

AR EEASESR - HEM2
EE R EARTIRER - BMERER - TRERITH
ARG IR~ T IHBUN A E R R
SR - EEEIRE K EE GDP /) VAR
R BBy RRIEUS 3 - K EF3
TR SRR 53 3 s 9 AR BLALAE - DU
B R EA AR R RIS EORE A E
'H GDP Jidly R s - Hibii R - h
RIATHT AN E GRS SR SRR AT A i ==
DB e R B vh RS B8 GDP R A
(BRSBTS BRE ISR 5 e AR
T HBUR A B AR EORE - 7R
BT R E A S B GDP ke Si i SR [ fE
(term structure effect) » ££ £ HA K+ FABURN
NGRS B LG RIRSUSEN(E Sy RTHE N
SRR 52 O i B AN R K S )
A HER overshooting B 52 » Hi M HIS%E

SRS IR E R

B RsRaargr i

4.1 5|G&

AERE BT — R E B B R BOR R
H-SRATEAEE - teSa eV E 2t -
Bt —E BRI R B R PR T R Rl o
TrIRFIRIIEE > (HERT T B R ORI
JER A IR TG > M EES LA &

THISZ 2 - AR IS R T (K3 Mk 1 HAth
ARYFHAS RO - 10 SR T SRR Gk B HoAth 3R
17 2 2 H 9E 7] 58 2 8 A (imperfect substi-
tute) > PLIRF 6 B BORE A E BRI TE EE
AR -

Bernanke and Blinder(1992)5& &R 17/ 3



AR R ICRA T2 BRI RIS AT R P P RORR AR

ESERVE B » (2R ELHFRIRRIRHIHE & (ag-
gregate)ffi M BB HIET 2 i SE I 1L [RIRIREE
(Identification) i : 15 BXHE & AY(E HIwkD
JFEE St DR SR A T B T 2 1R K R SR I Y 52
%7 BRI BT RECR) T 1 (disaggregate) Y 85
BER AR 2R & > 3540 Gertler and
Gilchrist(1994) ¢ Gilchrist and Zakrajsek(1998)
fE H B BB 1/ M SRR ERT T 5 KR R A
S B b I B fE K

A B GF FRE &1 S BB P B 2ok ok
R BB EORRIRTTE RS E - —fikiR
1TEE ABERBGEREMIER S 2
VEC - i 3 40 5 iR B I A BGRE 3E A%
FEFRFT AR VAR 2 /A (R B - SRATER
i e B A A S RO B R R BEERT T (5 I E
IR 1T B BORA 123E HGK R AE A
T BRI AR RER 2K B & S/ K
D BURE AR EHRAYROR - HIRITEHE
EIDRLSTAS U V84 E 3 e
42 BEEFESAR

A B AL Ay S48 07—l ] S AR A S
IERERI(VEC) je—flél VAR FEAYSAE 558 FL g
4% (Variance decomposition)F1{Ei ¥ 5 Ji (Im-
pulse response) T o I AR HIFLHE &
BB RS FTURBE > RE BT AR
(Household sector) fz %% 11> 2 (9 (Private en-
terprise sector) » RIAYSIERA] 1992 42 7 H &
2003 ££ 9 HRYH &R} - ANEEHUERIAI 2 1992 47
6 H 16 5 RMEERTT /i seiiat & > EBERTT

FEAFHCIT » LIRS TR BU#E % (overbank-
ing) FIERWIAT A « 3T 10 FFACH RVE B3I
FORCEHE TGRSR B2 R 58E) - R
1T RIE 23 £ B <0 BHAY 555 b — G M 1 < B
1/2 o SEAFA A 3 T 3 < R B B PR < Rl T
INEABORT 4 b5 EEF S R G B 2 1 B RO (5
M REEE BRIV - SRATHAHAMAE M
JBGEK » U S A TSk A SE FRGK -

HE & VEC AU AR SRTT &5 722 [ R FH GER AR
#(GBANKLN) J i %7 1% & ## #H(GBANK-
SECINV) » #F] VAR fR AR K8 3 R
AEFEZ G (LOANPRI k2 LOANIND) JZFIEZR
AR RIS T A ETER M2(8
HHIZFHIEFEE - SEADIM2) - fi#4 VEC f#
BRI B E A PS B A PR B 'E GDP(RGDP) -
F9 VAR #EAUHIER T 3% 4 FE 4R L (INDPDIND)
FEE KIFEH#E(RCONS) - #{FT VAR FEYIH
R = EYEIEE (WP A& EYIERR
(CPI) - ilfi 3 A 4 H 6 %5 3= (EER) DL #E 7~ B
R 528 - BE GDP i HE REAEE
REZFER ARG 2R SR H A
IRFFEAS R 55 bRt s H &0Rt > iy
PRI A H ERMEHT - SIAARIEAILL 31-90 K
RASE ARSI T35 44 B FISRG DM FISREBGR
HIRZ B S - ERAESRITEEE » B3P
BB EEEEN A6 MBS
BRI R R GR - B AR R
EHEE AR A E PRI E - bR
FSRS A BB A BU(L) - #8& VEC AU
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FREITEF F_FSEFEH RBEAT=ZFAA
#5.1 [EHEERESER
Rank B KB SHEMER Trace figt&E Max-Eigen 5t&
BELEESHE 86.66%* 39.81%**
X | HRXRAHE 46,85 21.74

B R 1%KERE

B 5 f# % $(il,lseadjm2,lrgdp, Igbankin,
Igbanksecinv) > # P RI4T 10 {58 B (l,
Iseadjm2,Irgdp, Ircons,leer,lwpi,lcpi, lloanpri,
lloanind, Igbanksecinv) -

FRH ADF J¢ PPl - #&3fRk LCPI HHE
R 1000 > HARBEEGR (1) - R%E VAR 3%
&I (lag)rI U S LSS Sim's test » L AIC
(Akaike Information Criterion)% & - f8& 1
RIGEE R R IR RS 8):Z Johansen J 4 &SR8
jHIE (Cointegration rank test) » F[] Trace statistic
K Max-Eigen value statistic » ¥gERE HES
—HHEB SR EFEERFEE S HGHZ
BRPRFF SR N7 & Bl Gm TH ] - R S AL IR
VEC I - B & &S

[1+43.69LSEADJM2-30.95LRGDP

-27.09LGBANKLN+

7.98LGBANKSECINV+310.43=0

HAREEILE 1%k HERAZ - thAF - BRFTHE
RIGERIAR RS 988 ke 10 fels gy - HLIERS
P RS HOAH AL SRR R o DA B
2O R AT RE SRR A D AHBR AN - R EIR
il VAR HAU B #ROKHE(E

BENS bl Ak 315 S 178 5 B o e e Ty

B HESIATI > TEBHIIR 18 (8 H - FETEIY]
% Bfj(innovation)f) 7 7€ (identification) 2 #¢
Choleski decomposition » H FF - 1 BB 8 8
FIFIER R M2 B3 RSE » — J5TH SRR
FRIyZEfE > — TR A A B B R A
R ERORBEREA 1 8 H DUERYRF R
7 o HAt Choleski decomposition HFEAIRTH
PR SB IR -
4.3 BiEDM

A A

WAMTE ST & VEC R BIIETHII S E)
(innovation)fJ34fr » 1 VEC f#7% [ JE i
{5 o L ] DL AT T R e i i 2 HHOR
R 2% 5.2 BEUR S A S S B TH I 38 S
AR RS R e B e B R B EER -
B HA RIS - H B R
AL 28 4 o TEHIRR 2 380 SR R B 1 5
B o HUPIgE BRI R BRI T GG B S
1y 3 5% MERBHEER KE'E GDP 1%
% o SETTLAERE 4.1 INDARERY - ZRRIAEE Tk
TR RSHARY R HAR AT 4 0 {8 AR
TN Bz ELA SR 08 T S2 I BReK - S R EHRT
AEZR R IR A AL RIS - 1t S A
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2R 5.2, A AU R RS FISR R 5 W A 7 TR s ey L o fi

FIERY =1 2 3 6 9 12 15 18
e 1.00 0.93 0.89 0.74 0.74 0.70 0.68 0.66
=M 0.08 0.17 0.20 0.17 0.15 0.14 0.14 0.13
HEGP {0.00 0.01 0.02 0.08 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
SRITHGEK  10.06 0.04 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.02 0.02
HsREE |0.52 0.65 0.61 0.51 0.50 0.44 0.40 0.38
R8T =] 2 3 6 9 12 15 18
Flj# 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.05 0.12 0.19 0.25
R M2 1.00 0.89 0.75 0.48 0.41 0.40 0.41 0.39
FHEGP 10.00 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.09 0.16 0.14 0.14
$RITHGR (0.02 0.02 0.02 0.08 0.13 0.17 0.20 0.21
FHEIiE  |0.00 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.04 0.08 0.11 0.12
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R DOERERERY 1/5) - Bh B — i B8 e (R
SKItE) FAITEIAA—2 - ATREMRREA T = (1)
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EHSERRE - AT RS R SR
AT 51 e 2 N AR S B RT T Gk )
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HARBENEE BTG - K > SRT)
A EBEERMEE I - EEIEESE 13 HH %
Ji o MBS TRE S R A B B e
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4.1 BfiT 8 S R e 71 B M2 SRR Itk 32
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Y fna] F LA Wl B ER TAGKEE :
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R 2 [l 2 R A SR AT DUEFI R K - [RIRFLE
THIAARFR G [mlgk 7 225 Rk
(B HAR 5 1917 18 IR (duration) » AILLEERS AT
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B PIRFFZE A AR (1998) B B AR SR fige e
B AR (B B RS MIBAEIESR 5 (]
FR(2001) 2% Bl 15 6 5 i 1 5 Pt 15 1 2 [
B 5 BRFEYE ~ RZIR(2002)HIZEBUAE 7 5
BOR THY Resg B E > B E R ERK
GDP EHHE fERERE)] > (H BB ARG
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AR BRI R U S R BOR R
ERA RO R 3 BB AR 52 28 B
# o AR VAR SR SR HE o3 47 BB 1 SR B
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