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PP —122.067*** ~93.950%** —106.279%** —131.162%%*
WS ~5.127%%% (6)  —5.709%** (8) ~3.365%** (7) ~5.021%*%* (8)

1. ADF WS
3.() ADF WS
12

32



1955 3 2003 4
CASH M1 M2 Y
[A]
Model.l 1020 (2) 1889 (1)  -4426 (1)  -0.882  (2)
[1974Q2] [1973Q2] [1989Q4] [1972Q4]
Model.y  -5.642%*% (2) 3881 (1)  -3206 (1)  -2983  (2)
[1971Q 4] [1970Q2] [1970Q2] [1967Q4]
[B] 1
ModelLl  -5.524%%% (1) 9212%*% (0)  -4919%% (0)  -6.545%%* (2)
[1974Q2] [1973Q1] [1973Q1] [1972Q4]
Modela  -5.586%%% (1) -8.656%** (0)  -5392%% (2)  -6.554%%* (2)
[1974Q3] [1988Q3] [1972Q4] [1970Q1]
[C]2
Model.1  -22.316%%% (0)  -13.800%*% (1)  -16.132%%* (0)  -12.634%** (2)
[1973Q1] [1980Q3] [1972Q3] [1974Q1]
Modely  -22.234%%% (0)  -14.155%*% (1)  -16.548%** (0)  -12.706%*** (2)
[1965Q4] [1963Q2] [1989Q4] [1974Q1]
1. “Model-1” “Model-2” a=1
Model-1  x, = u+6DU, + pt+5D(T}), +ax, , + Z; Ax, , +e,
Model-2  x, = u+6DU, + Bt + DT, + SD(T}), +ax, , + Z; Ax, , +e,
t e DU, 0
1 D(Ty) 1 0 DT,
0 t
2, HEE . kx o k 1 5 10 Perron [1997]
3.0 1]
t
4.( ) 12

33



CASH Ml M2
2. 10 -2. 10 -2. 10
(5504 0304) 2.661 (10) 2.269 (10) 2.847 (10)
-0. 0 2. 3 2. 3
(7604 0304) 0.700 (0) 2.475 3) 2.028 3)
1. GNP
ADF
10%
2.() 12

34
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1955 3 2003 4
CASH Ml M2
[A] C
ADF" -3.237 [1962Q3] -2.711 [1973Q3] -3.470 [1963Q2]
z' =2.711 [1964Q3] -3.524 [1973Q1] -2.572 [1993Q3]
______ Z, . -12.066  [1964Q3] 22454  [1973Q1] _ -12.609 __ [1971Q4]
[B] CIT
ADF" -2.692 [1989Q4] -2.871 [1990Q1] -3.285 [1987Q1]
z' —-1.334 [1993Q3] —1.665 [1993Q2] -2.313 [1986Q3]
_______ Z, 4812 [1993Q2] 6799  [1993Q2]  -9.248  [1984Q3]
[C] C/S
ADF' —4.033 [1976Q1] —4.051 [1976Q1] —4.068 [1974Q2]
zZ; -3.569 [1973Q4] -3.815 [1973Q2] —4.015 [1974Q3]
Z, —23.896 [1973Q4] -26.877 [1973Q2]  —28.958 [1974Q3]
1. Gregory and Hansen [1996] O
(C7) (C79)
10%

©) X, =M+ 1D, +ax,, +e,
(CT)y  x, =p +u,D, + ft+ox,, +e,
(C/S) X, =M +u,D, +ox, +o,x, D, +e,
D, 0 t
2.0 1]
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M2

(D) An=0  4w=0  7»=0 Yym
Ay =0 A=0 Yo =1
57Q3-03Q4 — 4 0.429 (0.077) 0.434 (0.254) 0.427 (0.084)
57Q3-03Q4 —- 6 0.399 (0.081) 0.396 (0.270) 0.413 (0.083)
57Q3-03Q4 —— B 0410(0.088)  0407(0298)  0427(0.090)
57Q3-03Q4 PO 4 0.224 (0.112) 0.249 (0.230) 0.037 (0.160)
57Q3-03Q4 PO 6 0.185 (0.105) 0.186 (0.222) 0.088 (0.137)
57Q3-0304 PO 8 0192(0.005)  0193(0229)  0.092(0.138)
76Q4-03Q4 —- 4 0.412 (0.084) 0.409 (0.191) 0.403 (0.094)
76Q4-03Q4 --- 6 0.404 (0.093) 0.401 (0.214) 0.395 (0.104)
76Q4-03Q4 — 8 0.406 (0.082) 0.401 (0.194) 0.404 (0.092)
@ Yim=0
Yym=0
Amy Avm Yy
57Q3-03Q4 — 4 0.950 (0.179) -3.753 (2.128) 2.011 (0.349)
57Q3-03Q4 — 6 0.737 (0.119) —3.230 (2.060) 2.154 (0.396)
S7Q3-0304 — 8 07300119 31272206 2117(0411)
57Q3-03Q4 PO 4 0.316 (0.055) —1.425 (0.778) 1.164 (0.735)
57Q3-03Q4 PO 6 0.304 (0.051) -1.296 (0.923) 1.583 (0.992)
57Q3-03Q4 PO 8 0345(0057)  -1441(1054) 1669 (L108)
76Q4-03Q4 —— 4 0.871 (0.195) —3.290 (1.865) 2.031 (0.402)
76Q4-03Q4 —— 6 0.942 (0.229) -3.618 (2.885) 2.069 (0.488)
76Q4-03Q4 —— 8 0.958 (0.213) -3.669 (2.510) 2.124 (0.428)

36
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