H AT SRR AT [SRF7E] % 8 8% 35 (FRILHEL0A)

BEEZERBOREMEDH > T

——ECM (Error Correction Model) (Z& 25HAI

ECM ©% 2 J
B R4 & ECM
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Ak O R

1. @USHI—BH. B, BER

FEEOEREHES 1258V Tid, 19604
RBLLBFEOBAKER—=F T I 54 7
LEERLZHEOREBRICEA, TEIEED
FEIEFBNTA—H T I OB EEHRT S
TEHPEFRER-TWE, 29 LEEES
HREICERTE, TAERMMEFIFLTED
BRMEATEIR SN B 220101, BEEE LR
WAL (£ GNP, ¥fii, FIF%%) o
BICEEN BRI AORBLI L, ThbD
L L B EEERSHEET 5 LK
FICEELRAMRE 25, £ 2AD5, HEICSB
WTEHI BB, £RoERAL - IR LA
B3+ 2IRRT. brEz2 &0 EEEERE»

5 H & E**

U, W, R
ST BRI % SRR O 2 — A

kK iZ BT 5 ECM RIS R E BB O EIE o6l
FHSHT  ECM 12 X 5 b E 0@ EEE O EHA

AEFL TS L ORI AL 6 TAHS
NTBY, 5HROGRMEBEROES & bEL
THMEIPATH S, BEFEMBOREN
% K5 LRIB 5 0 EIERF A i — R
MR b DTEDH BN, A= T T EHR
DEMBERERIZE 5 T LD X 5 1KY
MICEHELBRERETH 5,

29 L-REERY S, ARICTIRERD
BEFEHBICET 2 EESTOMES L E
& L CRIHEREFIE S 2 o SLH R 1 BARET
ThHEEDIL, SIBERBEADOH L
LWFEHETH B Error Correction Model (-
S —BIEETIV, LT ECM & BEFR) 12X 5
THOHPEOREFERBEH/-ICFHIL, £
DEEWDOHELEESET S, T/, BEFE

* OARRLOVER N H 5 Tk, 73 ¥ b K% - Charles R. Nelson #1% (LERRIZERATENE BIFRER) »
HIRE) 4 SHREATEV 2, T, BUMERY - BSBEABIRL, AEKRFE - NBEREEIR, LOX—HZ, F
PR Bh L, UK - H IR, A - IR RBUER LV EEL a2 > P ETEV 7S,
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R EBOOFEAAT IR E RREIEA
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PIZENTETWEDT, TDOEFEOERA
DEFERRFFDRBIZO VT b 2 R 2412
WY Do
BEEZEEO N T COEEFTHIZBW
T, BHONYL— 3 iddbICH L,
EARMICIEEBETERS LT
L. ZE GNP, Fl¥R2HALHL LD
2T, WHHERD 187 7 & HBER M
ZBEVI -t EAREETIN) I0L3
DHFBEITH o720, E2HD, T LEET
VIF1970ERF T2 5 L EOBBEEEL
T AT L EVEED, EFVIZE 5T
BEEBEBEOMICKE ZRBEIEL S XD
W% o720 &9 L-BR I3 MERAEHIZSH
EREEINT 5% EOHIGIC & - T bR
HEINT, 20080 B EH A58
BEEMBEZI 782 TWwE (WbWwh
‘Missing Money’ & \» 9 Bl%) & OigdErs—
BIATbhbs X)o7 LAL, 2C
FEOMFETIR, HROEFFITTELIEXT -
T A VIR S TV BB ERIC
BRI IBRETFT—7ORBE YO+ 2I2kE
CERVWHMEORIRE BT 2 0 TH B 2 &
HRELHESE LTRBS R, 22Tl
L ERBEOTME*AEL € TW5E I & HH]
LR oty TOOFRETIE, EFNLD
7 7HEICE L BRI e B AOEL . %
BB T— I oRon bRy EEL
TERERET S &) FENPER SN, &
LIZENEREFEHEB L OEANLBIIERL
7R OHETR TR EAT ) L v, fEkDE
AR EE 3R R 2T 7O —F 2T
T&7 TNHFECM THb, 20OEZ %

—E TR, [BEERGEEES LR
FEBA LR 0GR RAMERE S
WTORBIALTEHDTHY, BESILE
BETF—5iz, tLasAABEOLS— (=
e & BIEMEOTHE) O—HEBET S &
IIATEIL TV L2 RBLZbDTH B
EDVGIIT > THEORFRLELZ L) &
TAHETFTNEEVWZ L, 22T [A4IZ8F
NDITT—%EET S X ) I/T8IT 5] (Error
Correction) & i3, E@E%b:‘%‘itf‘ Bl 21X
(A RHBEIEAZOTSA BT S,
[k ABE D 64 EZ B v
ZZANADHERMLITE %48 L T b, ECM
i, oL ICHEAEEEL X LT RE
FROITE % FHE T FNVICHRIICKH Y At
Zlicky, REMLIGHE % IRTEFEERL
RECHEZ SN2 HEKE L oML XA
IETHBRATHBLEVZ LI,

KL OBHIUTOLEBYTH B, 13,
2. TRAWLOMBEEROMEL L L VAL
DT AERLESD, T TOBEEEERY
BUCBT 2 EIHMIEDO T 2 — A %
790 3. CWkEL LTHEEZFLICEEL
LR BRI EFTNVO—FFETH D ECM 2
DWT, ZOBFERICHHEZ T, ERH LA
Voo MEDHNEIT ). 4. TRRPHEZE
2 TOKE % FULICRE LT & 22RSRYIHT,
&Y bITESRY T — ¥ OF R - EIFRTFRE
DHTECM P ED LI IIMESTITFLTWES
POV THEICHEMNT 5, 5. Tid, ECM
RBREHEERE ZEM, L KEMIEH L
7R DEFEFES M+ %, 6. Tl =
NITOFEMEBI A THLHPEOBEEEC
D& ECMBE#HEEFHT AL LbIC, 20
IN—=T VROV TOETDT A MER
EWMET 5, £ L TRRBICASHROKRERES
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BEEERBRORENE2 Do T

EVIRERIZ 5 TV ABEHNH 5 ] e
AL v (EIEHDOLRVEKE
BURRICHV25E6), $4bb, [OFES
Frick D iE LWEHIFE RSB o b 2012

B+ 5,

R LIZ BT BHRORAL V2 TFOEH
FTHRIFUTOEBYTH S,
O EkOEEFEREBICET 5 EIESHIC

BWwTit, K¥EOERE, BT riEsi
i CHM 2 5 REE TV (Partial
Adjustment Model) ZHK# L TN T X
2o ZNOHDOETFIVIE, BEROBBEED
BE2BEI) VI ETRDLBREORES
HIFZTLDD, FNHLDEFNVIHKT &
FHAEIEAN OB & 2 FRIT A L) HTO
BREIZRLTHED N LD TR Ao
2o 2O L7-BIENEL-DE, ETLO
T BETRENLTAHE, Cho0ETF
IVTIREHANC G 75 5 THi e Thh v % % 33
L CTWw 7 Z & (Theory-based Dynamic
Specification) 12X % & ZAMKE L,

@ ETFNVOTIEHEOERLEIT I HE.

COXHIHEMICHIHEMZL I, t
LAT7—% BED> S 5 &I T 5158
%5 % 3 2 & (Data-based Dynamic
Specification) . EKH) 13 B C AR5
Z"%E 7 ) (Autoregressive Distributed-lag
Model, BAF. AD &7V L BEFR) 12 & 5
TI/RBETRENT L LOAPET L
Vi, 29 LA AD ETFNVEREHEGZ D S
REEGH LRI L 25 &) B
REEF LS DHECM TH 5, ECM &
SHICEHIMERIC B2 EREO XY v b
(FHHZEBEBO VLW B <L F 2 HHE D
Ei2lw) 2 bPERFOFETH L,

@ fEROEIFETH (RAD2FFEICLBET
VOHEE) IZBVTiE, FRFEERY T — ¥
OFERE LT LS HIC B v 5
FArfThh, ZodRMTEHTIETY
DRWVWIATE S b (Spurious Regression)
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eIl iE, GNP, =2 —H 771 %D
FE 7 UBEFERIVT R OEREZ S
NTw/zxi)% My FE) OEFBET
B, GLATUVFLIx—IDL %
FEFEBHRETHLHEMEIKEL, /oT
HERDOFFIIZZOW DS b HEID 535
EBL Rl BVEVR D,

@ Bricizg o ¥arr—2r0kd nIEE

HBRETH 5 HHEOBBEEB R
Mok ) B & FWsTWBEA, T4b
LR OBRBELEE D BEIZ Cointegration (3
o) EFEN BRI L T 554
121k, ECM 2 & B2 EF VO FHUIA R b &
LTWwa ZEMNTEHELMEN, 20
2%, WREHRETFHLICITDODRTE L
ECM D HAF%E 1x. KEIZ B} % Cointegra-
tion * KAMAE L HFHL20H D, HE
ECM 3 [E % .M RAFICAHD D & A
HHTWD (ECM I EREEEHED I H,
HEBBSOEIEMTERIC S REICE A
ENTETHBY, T EETIAKEFRB
DBEBEFERBICL ThAFEH ST
%)

® bIEOY s URFEEROT -5 L L

ToEME GEEFHETH L RENK, <
=Y 75 A &£ FEH GNP i Cointegration
DR IKEABE, ECMBOBREE
MEOHHAELILEhD, 22 ThyE
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DEEFEMBOFMEIT -2 25 (B
JIHART X 19684E 45 1 DU 1 —894EAS 1 pU2
Bot2l4Em), BEFEE (M+CD) &
4 O HBHIHM % FIHE R (25 GNP,
SR, AT LVE KRBOKRT T4
T A=) OREICIEBERE0ERICH ) 2k
DZE LIZBRATFEIEE L T/ (fEskAlo
B o~ v TOVEIIN TR B 12 BT
749 8] LORRGSEON, 7,
SHAHAR] #19854E  T& L, F D% OB
(#9 34E) 2oV TOHETFR 21T 75
BFIZBVTH, THHEDW HERIEDS
nr: (B> W TOFHME L EEMEOTRE
BT NTTFRMEDS BIEFEX B ICINE 5
KES), S5ICCOBEMICE I HhOESA
THEZLAE LTV A2 Er i ieE (E
WF e - FAN) LizkIA, #5L1
LIRS ST b AEOREEER B
PRV EFEL TV EDRERIE S N,

® ECM ZzHwXkoBEEERKICHE
THEFSTICBNT S, FEDbHED
WA L Rkk, WEROEH (‘Missing Money’
) LB R20EMICH Y BmEE
FRBEG LA R IVREL TV LD
RPME STV,

@ PEok>iz, brEEEDEEEIC
BV THBERFEMBOREEF RO LD
Zri, vAR—Y T 5[ EROSREGGE
BIKARZ LN H D L 2 RET 5 &
EBIZ, ECM @32 =% 7514 OFHI
EoTHRLBFETHY I DL EEKRL
Twd, bokd, LEOFHUTIE, &@
BHILOEELZET 2 -0 0OHHALE K%

HARMICHAA TV Rz, 25 LI
BrlOETADPLBEHEERTHILIRT
XY, FLRZDEFNVEREA—HTIAD
KAEEHIWTIZE R 2 b DT R WVAIZIREE
LTBLAULE D S,

2. BESTENICET S EIREOM
BAY—~A

(1) *Missing Money’ TEY — K

2. T3 ECM O AREH RS 5 T
IhETIATbNTCEEEEEREBUCHE T
HIFFRD T BHLY—NA %2175 (F1K
*20)VBEFEERICHE T 2 EFHE
. 1960F M ~70EA I T, O~ 2 o
BEHRVEET S &) 2 BENZBETFEY
BRERICEET 209 », QEEEER

THREZHFLICEAZITONRTETE Y,
1970 RA3E £ Tk, OKEOBEEEM
BILENTH L, OFFHRLBARFELD
B RADOHBSEEICHFLEST S, Foa v
LU APMAEEDOB TR SN B I
Eol, TOWE, WEMT— 5 % Hvoil
BRERBOEILEGITIZ LS 2 - Tid, BlzE
CORBHOMERROERK L VbR
Goldfeld (1973) XX OHEFIRICIAYIIR &
nTwatiic, TR0 &) REEE
BRSO 1T 72 HBHERICEAL
Partial Adjustment (FRTREX H =X A)
EWFIEN B B4 B F AR IS O < R
YN ERALAEEEER KO [EHER |
EHENDEHIZRY, 5HTHE L DR
ZICIVBRASATYS (KR TOEERE

1) BEFEEOMIEICE L Tid Judd and Scadding (1982) . Roley (1985). Cuthbertson (1985). 53t (1986)
HEOBENF — A LEPFET HDT, FHICOWTIRI NS DLk TS,
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BEFERROLEREEDH 5T

FHEBEP»SBRFTL IO T XIZCNQ)
RThsb, FHiconTIE 3. LBELEE
nizv),

(m—p)¢ =aiy, + azR + as(m—p),-1 (1)

AL, (m—p) =In (MP),
y=1InY, M/P=EZBEEFE.
Y = EEFE, R =FlFxK

L L7ah s, 19744 DI 2 L BEE
ZRABMPEZERNTH D L OMWMHIIES X1T L
72, $ 745, %9 Enzler, Johnson and
Paulus (1976) %, 19734FELARGICEFHI & /-
HBEFEMEL b LI, TAEDREIZOW T
W Ialb—Tarafr) e, FUMENEIE
HREEMEY LR S & v ) FHRERIREL 72,
Goldfeld (1976) X & @ B £ % ‘Missing
Money' & BfFiF, A%< &b FD—EBit.
BEICHREEL TWEBEEEMEL NOW
B - MMMF S0 &Rl ) RX—3 3 YO
BEZITCI7PLTC0AIEIZELLDT
HorEFERL,

(2) RRVBEFERBOUER

KETid EEL @ ‘Missing Money' D845 %
TRIBETEMBORENE % o < BH5EH
BUOGERIL Lz, 25 LBgEo % K5
T, OFBAEBUCERE (wealth), BEE
& OPRFHLE (bank debit) E%BMT 2

ZEE Y ERE oORBOFEAN o E X
)T rERSH, OQBEOEEMNOF
Frv FIRD VI -BHEEHPERIC
Mxzsz itk SEMERILDO L 5T
BLrRBOFICHRICHAL S LT 5E 2
h. QEBFEMBOWHHLER T+ €Y
7w R—HT 54 R RALD &REhL
PREDV R ~Y 77 M {RE2BELT 55
TBRELIIETHEZFHO I DICHHETEE
THhd, LEL, WTFhoE 2T [HEER
D K#e (=Partial Adjustment % \» L Adap-
tive Expectation D HEH-E 7)) 2 5 ixhkh
LWHEDLDTH o7z, #0728, Roley
(1985) #4643 5 & 912, [19704E DS
PHBATEXZ2 I ICRBENLETFTLVORE
131982 ~834F- DM D it B ERE D EK T % 3
BTE 20D H% ST V1981412 NOW #
EDEEULPWER E NI L EEES 7 +
BEL D705V TH S T L SHT
Ew] LORMEELITHL, BLTaR
F [HRAEFVOREE, BROBYEE
YHLRBIELLFHT 5 v ) HETIREID
LTwiwn] LOBLWEHEANT S hs 2 &
' &of:o

SO, bArAEICBWTHLHEH - &F
(1982) . Hamada and Hayashi (1983). A H
(1984) . I (1985), EAS (1986) %Iz &
D [HREER] | o BEFEMEBIC & 2 EISH

2) BEAMIZLREAIFTEEER* KX LA TERT A E, RREFHELDATHREEAL TS
VRTHICHEBAT L0, COBREFPETLTOAEILVRTIGHICRT s -0FERBET IR, —
HMOSF v ’IRVPEL EDEZ T+ EE LT,

3) FAUEIT =R —HTIADEZFIIOWTIEAHM (1984) &8,

4) ZOBPEIY YT T ATERIZ L 5 T ‘Great Velocity Decline’ & 4713 5172, Roley &, 1970%E4%
KT TEREFHIAE & 4 2 BEEEME T V721982~ 834E 0 M S E FRIEASE b 4 & %2 TE - 72 (F
% b b Missing Money’ DB & (33812 under-prediction 7524 U72) T & 2 HHIC, [XBAMEFLTIEIS

LEBRZHATE W] LIBREL 2,

—103—



& m O R

DREREPMEI R TV BN, BEDNEZZdH
., &k LTahiE, [EHER] BEEOK
NI =</ AEERMBEBLICL 2 BEEE
DYT N EFBEOPOTERISTEREEDTY
720

(3) EBRACOHRE
WEFERBUCET 5 HERE T oM
T, BEOMII B IcET % é’C 7z
Tobin-Baumol @ 7E & B G5 Al @ 5 5 BRI &
(Baumol 1952, Tobin 1956) & EEE1RAE B
(ZHE R % YT/ Friedman & B RINAELBEK
FEZBE . (Friedman 1956) & AL < HIS R
TWa DS, EIESEIZBVTiE, Wk0HE
am it L O T RE %

M/P)=M (Y, R) (2)

EVHTEOBBEFERE M/ P IIEE MK
FE. Y IEEME. RIFTFE) 275 F
Hanc&ri,

29 LT, RE—E OMZEE O TIZ
@ EE I § % Buffer-Stock Money

Approach & W) BHEEFRB I Tns, 2

DHEEFIX, Ve I ETE AR, [AHEEMRIC
ERT2L2FENAOXEIIHIET 27200
Buffer-Stock (R ERE) REFBEBEOE,
LIRAEBETHLLALL, N2Edbs—%F
DHEPANOREBEEEOEBIIF L Tix, £
HE BT L0077 a ik 5§
KL LAINEFHBETHEEZL] Wi
DTH5Y 207 Fu—Fiz, OFEES
DHHMREFHEL TS, QKD EE
FETP—FEDLN)VTIERLLYyITIRLT
Wh, EORTHREZALTBY, 5%0%
BAYF SN 2MASTHTH L4, ETLVO
BEIBELVWIELHoT, $DE 2 HEE
HTRHIHRELZEIERND TR VLS
Thb,"

(4) REXOBEFERBOENEICHT 35
BEREED 5Dt
FAZBAT L ) ICREFERBICHET 2 E
SR EE L TR LEFRICETFS
B EEML CHRE L7 BEICKRL T

5) @QRXBVTY 2 |E, R4 BERHFOBAER L LToOEH & ANIETEREERE 0SHTFERIK.
Y #BEFR. REvA—L Z20MOESHMEENEF (ZOBERIBEHOEMNEEDLTNI MV ELB)
LR BITEERTA OBEEEMBICA S (b5 &b, Friedman (1956) oMK TIRER L EHERED
TR A 7 VBB L CAREEOIEANGE T 2 IR FSHBALKIIE T ATV D),

6) Buffer-Stock DE 2 HiZd L b L THOEEEHE,IS A — LT

EHBL S,

Thbt, BaERAREETHEE waéﬁ%%%i AT EN
WmMLTh, EELYIEEORY B LT L, FEEID L
HBEAN~OBITYREbEL DL EL NG, 7

EFTHL L, ¢ CEBERRIICABLZ Eid v, RRICHEERELC

HHTHY, ROL> W2 #E2 5
LERMBIINT B EE

%5 CIRAEENEOETICEETFEY
m%ﬁﬁ&tf%AkﬁéMufﬁmkk

ZEHEARRTEFEO IR MESICD

PhEDLLTIOL) LEETHNFGENTHL L 2201k, OFEERITFEI L WV EITEOEEDE
FER PN w2 & (EHZ P27 20 ERINERE ThiE, ZhBERICIZA N D205),
QB HBEICEET L HBEIA MBI L I2L 5,

7) Buffer-Stock Money Approach ®# % /122 \»Tid Carr and Darby (1981),

(1984) | Cuthbertson (1985,1988) %5
(1984) %M,

Laidler (1984), Goodhart

¥ o EEHSON EORE S 2 v Tid MacKinnon and Milbourne
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ThbNTELHM, AT, 20X REE
G OFEIZD W TEFIERFEFE * LI
1970 K LABERR 4 LU AFE LN TE /2
CEHLHFEETHD, LTFTEE) LA
RS E% b OEHRICHENT 5,

% ¢, Cooley and LeRoy (1981) I3 ‘Speci-
fication Searching’ & M BHRfFERERE 12D
WA B % B 2 7% 5 72, ‘Specification
Searching’ & \» 9 FI & X Leamer (1978) 7%
MWOTHBALZb0T, [BEFOmE LR
S FCHALE - HEHHIE AL L To%
2o fEARS ORI LEHI L. —FH
BORVHERZTE2LVE-DITE] LW
FREOREEZMKR L2 DTH B, Cooley
and LeRoy i3, B2 i¥, &Rl AREEICH

BT B L) L Z D ‘Specification

Searching’ D EWIZIIH % &3, T 24T
SERR A M R, SR EEEEICIEICR)
CEJEAEH/H L BEHETHL L 2RL
72.%

Cooley and LeRoy (1981) i3 % 7-. B&KE
EEE L BRI B 0BT REMEIC DV T
SEEM AR U7 T b b, BEAGREED
FET AT, 2R AEBEEELKEF
k. PR L FIFER L OB TDH 2 W EEMEHH
SV 2 ThHhGEE EEFEEKR] L9
EhTwsiliEie, BRI T2HEELE
TLDTHHDD, fHEEERTIDTHHD
PHETTE W EDOHHETH D, = DEFIE
BIZowTild, 58RI TROFLLD

IO BMERRKIIR 2o TR WIS,
Gordon (1984a) X, (1) & 5 ZERER
* [BETFERK ThrLERTHLDIC
i, PRGITHAMFERLEE L. 2208
RS OIS ERKTH S (BR1T
HMMIAREEOMIMIERRIIE L S) &
DBIMIREE BL S EBLETH B Lk~
Twad, 2720, A@wXTIhlllE [R5
] b AL, EEMC1)X % (&
BRERH] tER(ERETTOLILL
L72wnY

X 2, Hafer and Hein (1980). Gordon
(1984b) ix. Granger and Newbold (1974).
Plosser and Schwert (1978) #%f8#§L 7z, #%
BEBOIHFEEM.» S £ U B ‘Spurious
Regression’ {(RE 23 oRIFR) HOME GE
L<134.(2), 3)%5H) %EET 2 7201C
. DX &) 2 BBEEER (BFEHKE
b LNV ERA) 3EHK% T First Dif-
fernce Form (1PF§Z) IS L TH 5 &
L7Z39BLwEFERLE, ZOBEO
it

A(m—p), = aijAy, + a3AR, + a3A (m—p) 3
(3)

WA LLE B, b &b, Hendry, Pagan,
Sargan (1984). Engle and Granger (1987)

2. 08 REERO 1BEELFERLL
EEE, BEERO L ANVICEY 5 1B
RELTV2HEATOHRLMELTEY, &

8) Cooley and LeRoy (1981) AVERRIZEH L 72D 13 Leamer #°B§% L 72 ‘Extreme Bounds Analysis’ & F¢iE
NERA D7 VIFETH D, ZOFERBERICET 2 B RR L TIIEET 5,58 L < i3 Leamer (1978,

1983) &M,

9) bAEIIBVTIE, PRBITHFALADOEMARTI BV TEH L EEOBREER L LTWL I EhL, <
A= 75 A PEBAYIZ1E demand-determined TH 5 EZEZ TLHABEELI R 20Ad Lhkvy,
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BEFEEROZER DT

DLNVIZET A RS EE L ER T FOY
& B 2 B O RFEEED ‘Cointegraton’
<4.(5) ) OBIRICH 5HE) (CIERED
HBHEHMHL TV 5,

B %12 Hendry (1979) &, EBEOTFT—%
ISR TR R O AL - TE
TNDT THEEERD L) LT HHRDRD
FHix, BFEFNVIZIBIT LR THEMAL -
giban/z g rEEsH b FICBEELE
HLTWwBEDE 72 [Bviha ] 1235 <
bDOTHHEMH LT, Thbh, HEED
HEOETNV (FHEBEINL T 2E
AHLTWBETOLR) DL % T 7
HEErROOPBFICHIV BV L, H 5%
EDEFHII RO T /&R T - ) A
VI TIELW] 30& LTHI 2Lk, #h
WEBRICHBE S W AEFET - 0B 7ot
2 (Data Generation Process, B\ T DGP)”
BREBE LA EY, RoETIVEE
BWLTHET DI LIl Bd Db, ZDD,
Hendry # 12 Lo & § % EE O FF &R HFH
2. BFHBRICL S TEFVO S V&R R
» 5 HEF @ Jj i (Theory-based Dynamic
Specification) ##kL., Kb v ic7 - 7 %
)z fl oL vEFIL (AD (Auto-
regressive Distributed-lag) € 7)) = H W
T7F— % BHE» 5 DGP IZB§ 2 1F# %15,
LI ENEREEMER L BE R ET VK
BLTwZ) et 57 70—F (Data-based
Dynamic Specification & FEiEh %) % 2B L
72o ECM (Error Correction Model) & T ¥

WZZDE) RERNLT 70 —FOhh 64
INETFTNVTH B, 3. TREROETHIAE
DOMES., ADEFIV-ECMOE X HIZD
WL ) FE A RET 21T 6

3. ECMOE¥zA

(1) HRmCEOSVWLEgEBRREOTER

2. T, fEsk 0B E T R 0 EIE7E 43,
F &L THBARRICHIAHEE RO ER BT
B 1T 7 a2 E&t [HER | ozt [(1)
A T L TITh T & 72 728, L
TTiEI ) LRI ) MERICDOWTR
R TFTIFTEZDLIEE LIV,

BETEERICE & 5 F, —#RICHRE
AEERF T — & & RV 72 EiESAHTIC & 0 5FE
ORFHBTRIEL &) L3258 IC4TE
mTAMEN VO E2E LT, FHARKICANS
5 74t & 238 (Lagged Variables) * & ®D &
IIZEEDPE VI HEID D,

Thbb, BEEFERIORNET 5 HEA
. oS E TRV [HE] MeE%
BHThy, 20T IOETCIERNINT—FO
SHICEBHTE 2V D, ETFNVICKEO
BMEEPBATLHI-OOTERWUELEL AL,
OEIEO &, BERTBEMBEMICL - THH
LTH LI,

</ OBHDOTFARNTH - & b HBITHE
bz BEFEERK

(M/P) = M(Y, R) (4)

v THb MPREEREEE,

10) Hendry #3 U o & T A2 HEFHERFEFE L, REOBER TV 2 BAE L TVDE A H =X L% Data
Generation Process (DGP) & & -JF, FERF ST OEE I Z N BEMEFRM (unknown) @ DGP IZ7% 5
CEBPLAEFEFTNVEEMET 22 LI2HBELTWVE, b bBA, LTFLIWIZ—FED DGP BHFHET 5
EVWSH BRI VA, ELZEFVORBORER*F oy 77521080, HEEPHACBIS
DGP NI % MM IR T2 L3RR Bbh s,
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& O R

Y 3EBE. R BFFE), 4)NidMmRen
ZEDTHABEDT, EFESHICBNTIE@)
REH 5 —EEHHIZB T 2 BFEHKE O BR
(contemporaneous 7 Bf%. t H O RRFHELEAH
HHEOBR) £#RT50TH5 LML, &
HICHEE DEE L OB A & BRI SR A
% (Log Linearity) #{RE LT @)X %

b1y, + bR, (5)
m = InM, p=1I1nP, y = InY

(m—p), =

EVIEBRDOT— 5 ICEATREATICE X it
ZBODEETH B

Lo Lzds, 6)Xo &k 5 2iEstX %8
BRI T — % % I EIESHTIE D FE I
3, AR I TEHAET A TCwWiREWI &
5, BERFIF — & 1281 5 BRI LRI
BT 5 EHMOHERICEBER Y, 2o
R, BRYIT— 5 2% 72 b AT %
sURtErT gy F=¥DLHIZHEkbR
HLORELRAND B,

JURET ey F—¥ LERYF—¥
Db REZEVE, BIEIRZT— 50 VNE
B TOUMEBREOIANEL Z VDI

ML, BHERT— 7 OB VNEEERIEELE
HBIFETHHETHD, &) EAEMICE 2,
REMREICBIT 2 HKETRAEOBEERET— 7 H» 5
JURX-vra yOHEBERBEHEET 5%
BITiE, T Y IIHEICHYETH LS T
¥ % EONEFICHERTOHBREIF—TH 5,
L2 L%adss, MUEERBEE TS > THRR
FF— s hoiEET AR, F—F0it
VIEBKICET VO S ViEEICET 2 BES
EWMAEINTWAE LD, ThEFERTE
ELWEFLE2ELZEAREEE 25, Th
L RISV 2, tHcBIRsh s £
ORFEF— i3, Fo -1 o EBREH
LESIMMTIEARL, LA, Z20F—%
OB 7ot X (Data Generation Process)
i, B0 75 B EOERED L kA
E [y hHhs] HTHERET LS OEATH
L2 bDTHB P 0LdiIc, A
e bEIHER L. H2BBEEKs, B
RIS B DMEBRICOAKFEL TV B
DTEEL, T LAYUFHEBOAZOER
DORBEBDOBFEOMIZ VKL Tk TW
BLEZLEVHRTH S, 2O LIED

11) BEOHBE. M. P Yok [RE0AE] 4.28) RO eh6, PCEZ > THEE LS
Ly [FERBCERE] CERTLIFHREIVUEL LD, ThiZx L, R TR [FEREE]R] th 3

O BEBROLE A U v,

12) AREXLTHEDGPIZ2WTRHETVIELSLBALRVY, FOEKNEBMEOALHATLERDOL B
W ThB, VE2OOMRIIMHALI x, v (HH L VLR 450, HCHBEALT—y &
we= %, yvd £T D, E6IZ, Wokw 2EAET SO (DGP) OWHAISLMHE. 0 2 RHD/ST A & —

EFHE, DGP it 18iH» o THEI CILEBEBENET—% Wi= (wy, we, ...,

# (joint data density function)

D (wi, wa ...,

wr | Wy, 8) =D (Wg| W, 6

wr) DR EHER R

LB, E5IZP(ab)=P(alb) P(b) LDEHEFMHET 5 & DGP iF

T
D (WTIWO; 6) :'1}1 D(thwt—l, 9, WO)

LOFBIERTAILHNTE, TR w, A Z0OBEDHELOEKELTRIA SO ELZE2EDLLTVE S
Ehbh b, 3.CHMANTH AD EFIVIE, EIZDDGP DHH»HEEHENLEF NV CTHD, Mo
WTix, %X Hendry, Pagan and Sargan (1984) £:BR,
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BEFZHBEORERZDC-T

SHE ST BFEEFVOEESIICBVTIE,
REEBE ORI EZME, T2bbET
VDT IHEEE ) FCIREZBH LN, T
WOIE LWERAL (correct specification) %
BEIZTRIARTHEILERRETLHLD
Thb,
—RICETNVOERIEEY b3 A
&, FEORIEICE ) LMEr» bbb
% (FREHEORFIHE R 5B ORY a4k
L0 $5) 2%, Bz, iz, (5)
A, D X 9 % Static Regression ¥ # N ¥ F O
THRERFIT—FICEA LT, 8F5
CERAHIBORVIMHBEFEL 3T TH
bo ZHIZT— 7 DEBBERICET 2 1F#R%E
i 2 SIS E 720, Z0ERITE
ZHIZHAOONABLELRENLTH B,
o T, MEAMEN LB, S A5 &, RS
F— &R/ EFNTIRIVL D2 D T FIEN
EFNVICEINLEHNELAARTH D,
ST, 2L ZBAD MR [HRER ]

EENTEBERFERBOEANLEAD L

EITHAHh, MHEER] oBEHEERK
(1) 12 (5) X, (Static Regression) O FEZE
BUCHHHAZEROHEE T2 (m—p)er 210
Rl 2o THEY, MAFFMIIAL EZ R
M7 — 5 B OREMIKTFREEEDTH—O
ERiZh o TWw5,

bot v, ORXWEBYF LS FH
(m—p) e DELEE, FERIE DX ) CHE
FMEAE LS TR (., B 5 Partial
Adjustment Model (FGFFABETIV) LwvlL
Adaptive Expectation Model (& & (985

BETIV) EFHEN B RS CHM L By S
DI OFHHAINTE 7,

DS b, HiE D Partial Adjustment (22
WCRBLICHBAL L 9, Wit loREER
REEY m—ptel, m—pt&y. R
& DIz (5) KR

(m—p) ¥ = biy, + baR (6)

EDOBBRARILTWEET S, E5I2HA
LRDOREIRX FOFEIZL Y, AIIDOER
BERAE (m—p) o1 2o SHORBEEY
HERAEE (m—p) [ ~NOFE IS L
PEEEALY GAEHE A ET
% &

A(m—p);=A{(m—p)t—(m—p)al (7)

AL T 5,22TEO).(NEH»S5 (m—p) T %
HETse

(m—p) = Abyy, + AbzR; + (1—A) (m—p)
(8)

7Y, Ay =a;, Mbp=az, 1-A=a3 L&
FEHFMRe2CRA—0 FER] B
FEMEsBOND,

Partial Adjustment @ 4, 5 ¥ |2 Adaptive
Expectation (B &RHIFFIEK) O BER %K
FLTH MR EFBORIE SN L HAH
XCEHPE L LT 5

ST E2s, fEk [EER] L3hTE
BEEEER. BZRENL (e
& Partial Adjustment, Adaptive Expectation
S0 [BFHEGH] LrfGbesrTI LIZLY

13) Adaptive Expectation 2> 5 (1) X & R O#ERN 2 E W $ 2 FHIC O Tk, B 21X Kmenta (1986) %

R

Zhno
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& B oM %

WARBAEB O 1 19 7 2 SHEHICHE> L)
WCHESNEZETLVTHH Z ENHL HIC
ole RRRXTRIDL T FYHOHGLE
Bz HOFEERIIRO L) LT 575%
Theory-based Dynamic Specification & FE5 &
EETBD, COEH T Ta—-FORES
DILELZODEFIBETLLRDOLEBY TH
%,

T, B 1OMESE LTI, BREHEGZO
AL TETFLVD S THEE 2 EDDL I &
BRLTHEY LT 7O —FTHor2en) A
ThHb, $abb, FEHRI, Z02H
EOREFREE L SE ML 2 2 & TR
AHZALDKBEEOND I ETHLDTH
D, LY DITEIFEHGTIET SiEEo KR
Bt 2 iTbh Tw s, #oER A
(specification) Z#Z D f @A L Ty ARG
MLBRERFOBE %) £ (HHERLZWE
LREBNICLHL N THA I, bbDHA,
Hiffi 22 Partial Adjustment Model & ) b i3 %
PICRMEL T i L DB E T IN R B

LTHEDEXIIESITAI L b H LI BA
HRECIE vy, EERET IV ELEL EICHE
MAbs &, BHEZHMELCEMBL LS &
TAHRFHFZLFIOERIIKT B &I
Y Ak,

& 512, Koopmans DFTHI L7 [HEL X
ZHl] (Measurement without Theory) & O
PR S, HEROWCIERETVEZDOT TE
FEAHTICE TiE o & 9 & F AEMICIHEE »
AFRNEE L X S ICE8bhs, T4hb
%, Koopmans (1947) &, M4 KBEHEK
ZEFT (NBER) % HuLZfThnTw /- BAH)
MR & B RA T, BHFHELEBEOR
REAROKETE LIZfThbTWw 5 [HEE: &
FHl] TH B L (B L7, Koopmans %%
M LL ) E Lok, B2 [HEmHEL
TL— LT — 2 k3 WESEH T D
BRA V&) M Th o7 L BbRD A,
EOHRIDBTELZTF—-AFELTLI Y,
[Bim7z &5H) %29 77— T AHf3EE O
2, [EIEETFVOENLIZ, BT —

14) COMICEEL T, EROFERFFOEENT IR 0D HEEYN, HREFN 220 $ETE

TFVOERMICETIRO L) LT ES> HEMEBRNICARLCEALE» S LB L v, Thb
L, ROFERBEEOLZLOTFAMIBLTE, MIEZICL > TEFLVOERVEMTH S (=HF
RETEFNVICEUREFHLEE (S /HEE G MITH2h R HMHICHEBLTWA) 2 L 2E1RIC,
HHEERIC D 5B EFVOPIERICHEET AP ICRBONEFEINTES, LELZMS, 20k
S EIR I, MIREIMOES Y —FIEb OO BFEOS5HOH 2L S 5T T controlled experi-
ment %179 & & ATULAE R RALFDOFE TR E &2 < BHEFDO & S ICEHOLESEEICK A,
A2 controlled experiment b A FELRFTEH CTHIBKK L L 2 Wb DTHAE, O LI, FFERFFACS
Wity [EFVEVRIC) FCER(LT 0] ORED, [HBEREFPV2ACERICHEET 24| ORSENE
WEETHLICHDPDDLLT, EROFF AP CHBTZEORESHE CHIRbRTI b oz, £
DOWFEZIZE 5Tk, BRHOEEIZET D) EFVOERLO EEE AR ST, HREOCHEEG
EFNEFDT FTEFETFNMCETEDDL L DB S -AMELROL—HE b Lo/ BB, dbodd,
REDBERBEFOTFFA ORI, EROT FTO—F~AORED L, EFVOERALOMEICER >
SHDMS D ETHLOHFHNIFUH TV B, 213 Spanos (1986), Maddala (1988) Tk 3 h b #&FiF
Hm e BBET—FVOBO 74— Ny 728U TCEFLVOERAEFHEL TV I LT 2EH LT Su—
FHERHENTW A, KL T 5 Data-based Dynamic Specification i3 3 21229 L7z-E 2 HF O
ERTLDTH 5,
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BREERBOLRENEED o T

T A ECREER D 5 BBRWICE 2 T
LHERFNER SRV 2 RETFT—F &
ETNVORBEHET 72D DL 55T
HWELRW] bvs cBEEBE»E T h 5 ERA
ERolBRBEOL,

%L DOBEBHRETND T FHEBIZBFEI
HLTBEICHMTHL S, BEROAI
o CEIHETFNVOERIL 21T ) BFFEE 1.
2N TWDGEFR - T EGERER 2 HIE Y
TR D, D& hERLOE S 1-F
7 )V (Misspecified Model) (2B W Tix, &
REFVICEINLENEFALE (7 7H%
) PHER XN TV 5 720 1T ETHIZRY
AHBASHE U7 0 | FRAEHDO RIS A — A
HLWTH00EETH B,

K12, Theory-based Dynamic Specification
KT AE 2 oMESE LTk, 7)RXor%
FHEaZL (HAHVEFTEAE—-F) LT
BIRTEDNEI DLWV ANDHD, Tab
L, ORI BEEBEFOE» S A
Partial Adjustment € 7 )V CTd 5 H%, EERTY
SHOBEME» S R —FfD AR (Auto-
Regressive) EFNVTHH, v Fx—% 754
HEHFPLY PR S ORFEER IS LTS
DEIBRETFNEBATS L (1 —M)i30.958
BOFNENFESI, o TAMEH0.1L %
ORI EFECHL, foT, TDETN
BAE D BERFE RIS M 2R IThE v
O], Tl [P LREERE*ELTS
a2 ML O] ICELTHBEERD S
NAZEIZhB, 85HIZ, ZDEHIRKER
FEI A NOFEIE, SR BHEAL - HTE
VBB R P RIEKT &L ERT A%
B S5 TRBEDECLDTHD, KE%
LR N OGAEBHEROICHS IS
nZzwiR b, (1)3% % Partial Adjustment @

EFNVEFRT 2 LI RSERSD S L

IEbhD,

BB, E3OMESE LTELELRNE
(multi-collinearity, LA F=ILF a2 & v )) s
bbb, EERARREEVEERBOBEKTH
rethid, BROKXDy, & (m—p)er &
WEWHE (wVFa) 2dboLiabND,
o T, BLUTERYICWEDREBIZDWTHE
BOHVHEENTETH 5 00ET OLEM %
LE Lz,

PED ) 2EEEAD) bE2 LEIDN
oW TIE L 25H Y ICfh Tifs n <
E250THY) FFICHF LW DTidE W,
LA, [FEEM| oEEFEBEBRIE, <
OhOMESEERES oo b, RELES
FEBRWEEZWOIZ45ATITFDT £
DETHRLTELEDLSR LS, EB. &
BEEBRCET 2 AN ORI OFIC
X, BRICET 8Tk ITA TERER] B
BOMES BB LEIO b, 2 L EESH
Wb LEER 2 Z0FIHATLE VS
ob Sl CHRIBERICED 5 TW B BIH L %0
LERZFoNE, EFVDOT FHEERT -
TN AV IRERRZIO5 2 LD L3 BT
YHERFTBRY, ) LERRsBABZ &
AL WX ICBbR B,

CICULEDERERETALUTOL S
DNTHhb,

O BRAUF—FE2/SETNVITBVTIE,
7= ORHEMEFBREHL 2T 57
DI, BALLPDOETT VHE ARLLE
Wb,

@ EROBEFERBROETESTITT S
7 ra—FhHiE, EFLVO T FHEOELE
PEHORFHEROVEPOESEL L) &
9% b DT, Theory-based Dynamic Speci-

—111—



& @b
fication L IERZ & AST X 5,

@ Theory-based Dynamic Specification i,
(B z &M toftHtszar ik
W, o THAMZ 7 7HiEr oF
TULPRRTEY, D7 IHEEIFEE
DTF—=FIZT 9 F LEVEEICIIER- 7F
TMEIZHE D L fEbatEd S %,

(2) F—2IEDIW-BFBEOERL
BiLoEZHA
Specification) (& F 52 ® Theory-based Dyna-
mic Specification D RE Z iV, B H»D rfﬁ
Wi 2EHA] LoHEZ T LV EHIET
VEHELLIETHTTU-FTHY,
Sargan.Hendry FF & L CTHE O ERE
FEIL > THRREENZZEDTH B, T
EZAHOERZ ELZFOLDORTEBY[E
TND T THEEORE IEFEEGRIC L 5T,
F=FIZEhrED] LI LDTHY, B
BICRLUTO L) AT v TR2EEATET IV
DS D Y |
YRS, FEHERIIE > TETVITL

(Data-based Dynamic

/A

FELRBEERSBIREN D, 728 2 iR
D& REREERREEET LHEI0E,
m. p. y» RD4%Z#¥ (m=InM, p=InP,
y=InY) 2B Eh 5,

Kiz, EFNVOT IEECET A ERE
F=F oo, BIARK L HAE
BB &5 aRBD 7 THEZD IR
DEA%AD EFAFHEESNS O
m= ap

+ agzop: + az1Pe-1 az1Pe-1 T + az2,De-n

+ azoy: T asiye1 Tt + azn¥i-n

+ asoR; + agRy-y +oeoeee + as,Ri-n

+ u, 9)
COHEDT T ORERE oW TRk
FEIE u, PHEMIE RSO —HEDOSE
iz E1BINS, MEHT—5 0
BaE, EELHBPEBS AR LTV RITR
i, BREBHICEn=4~6THoTHL LN
bhTws,

EC, ZOLHICLTCEHIE N/ AD EF

15)

Data-based Dynamic Specification @ J5{%5 (3 Sargan, Hendry. Richard 212 & b 5% - #Eto M+ H

16)

WTHRRBICEREN TS, FRAXTRATL20RIOFOEANL y £ AT EF, Bl XFERH
&R 4 7 X (simultaneous equation bias) & 5§94+ (weak exogeneity) D FH < non-nested model 1H
H.B? ‘encompassing’ PHEBEIZ OV TR AR L CIRFb ARV, 207 77U —FOFMIZ OV Tk, Harvey
(1981). Engle, Hendry and Richard (1983). Hendry and Richard (1982, 1983). Hendry, Pagan and
Sargan (1984). Gilbert (1986). Spanos (1986, 1988) % #% £,

OXTREERZA—FT T4 n FEHBLER L hoTVaH, CORbYICEE~YR—FT 51
(m—p) %HBALHKE L2 AD EFN
(m—p)¢ = by + by (m—p)yq + oo + b1y (m—p) -n
+ baoye + barye1 + oo + b2aYen
+ bsoR¢ + bgiRe-y + -ooee + bzaRi-n
+ u,

»MEETLILELTEECH D, LOLEYS, AP LEFTNVOBEL A — b TA I L RBEE TRV,
g 51, ARE QR ZHET 5L, ARG ORI L ap=1, ay=—ay (i=1-n) VI HlIHEMEE
HIHeroTHBY, SOXILREFRLTLIEET « TV VEEET 2HHIEND S TH S,
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BEEFEMEBOREL 2D Co T

WX 8% ‘General Model’ &N %5, T D
‘General Model’ (37— & D) % % » 7% 0 IE#E
IR B L) BRTHEMFHICIRELTY
LAY, RV OEFEEGOET NV E L TR
EWEF -2V, £/, 9D X ) % para-
metarisation Tix <)V F IRED 72 @B
DB EFELHEE ZTTRETH B - T,
COTTU—FIZBITBRODAT vy TEL
T, (9D & 5 7% ‘Generel Model’ #. #&iE
HEEOBAIZFE L, L Fanik
ECCWIRICERT 2EENLEICL 5, K
ETHBETLEM RIS CZnfEE0D &
ODMERL LTELNLEFLTH D,
COEFBMEEOFLLE R DD, () TH
B35 [HBHELBEEREEET 21EE] (re
parametarisation) Td» 5, 72, Zh&if
ITLC, #EEADFERERZE (Standard Error
of Regression) D KIERET 22312, L
O FRAEHOMYE - ERMs RSN D#
BRI BN T OFRELHBEALK LIRS 5.
QBEBOFBAERE 1 21T L0 2EETI
DHEBELEOLEN OB b b,
RIS, 308 PRI ERSRIET
W2 LT, # ® parametarisation %4
¥F 2o 7 LTBLENS B, 2 NIZEE,
ODIMEL I 2L —va v OBREE AL, OF
HHIEOE L L & b IR EAT LD & 95 12%1E
L7zh%iihd, EOFEZLIVITbLS,
Pl #% Data-based Dynamic Specification
DIERETH 5, 3. (1) TH AL 72 Theory-
based D& 2 /A% [BFw—%EiE] o — @17
THAHDIZA L, Data-based DE 2 Fid [E
FEEICED CHHH - FHEROER~

F=FI LB T IEEOREET N OHER
MR L) FEEEATEY ., WbITR
HHEFEHD» 5 O1EHR (Theory Information) &
F— & 256 OEH (Data Information) K
HeTZNVICEARB S EFT oA EVZ &
9o K &2, Data-based Dynamic Specifica-
tion i3, HHMIIKELEFTVEMED, Th%
BANT 87 PREFVICERLTHLFE
W& BT 2 & 2 5 ‘General-to-Specific
Approach’ 7% v L  ‘General-to-Simple
Approach’ 2 & & b I TWw B, —F,
Theory-based Dynamic Specification IZ 38> T
. NERETFTAUSALAS =ML, HBALE
F0 B 12D IHBEEE RAIEML T
‘Simple-to-General Approach’ & % B 35& 4%
Vi, 2. TH4 L 72 Leamer, Cooley and LeRoy
SICE AL, T SIZZOFBHERDEM
D7BHIZAT b b ZE W % ‘Specification
Searching’ 12X L C@iF 6N DTHh 5B,
Z N2 3F L, ‘General-to-Specific Approach’
T, REHORIHEOFESE Y F = v 7
LOoOBAEBOBERA IS LTwL 2
EhH, TOBRTEEEOAND AL &H)
ZiEROR: TN ST

(3) AD (Auto-regressive Distributed-lag)
EFIL & ECM
CITRRLEESL ADEF LV ERWT,

ITAD ETNVEEEGMCTLCFHENS

oETFTVEDOEFEEBHS 2L, KRIZ

ECMAZSAD EF V6 D L) IcEE X

nNsr%ERT,

AD EF N EWwZIE, ARO) XD X )i

17) ECM 25 AD EFNVOENLBRAETH 5 Z L IZEhEV I WS, BE—0ERGETIE 2, BflziE
Cuthbertson (1988) & AD “E7 )L % Buffer-Stock Model & L TR L L 5 L+ 5RA%IT- T3,
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& B
BEOFTHER L EGRD T THE b DDA
WBWTH B, LT CRHA% @RS 5740
WCETHAZEDLE, 77 1BORS ¥
YTV ADETNEEZ LS (LLToOFHHA
TIIEEMICHIHLEH T (m—p), FHHZE
BrylLTBh, REEBZLTWAE),

(m_p)t = o‘(m_p)t—l + BYt + Yye1 +oue
(10)

(1)KL TNV ADEFLVTH D
Wb 2hb s RIS ()N & 9 % Partial
Adjustment (7% \» L Adaptive Expectation)
EFNL LD D ‘general Th b, T2bb,
(10)Ricy=0L DHIF 2T &

(m—p) = «(m—p) 1+ By, + u (11)

Ex, THNEFFER VSHBAZHICA-
TWhWEEFRTEQ) R & ERYIZFE—T
%Z)QIS)

x5z, 10)RIICa=0L DEIH %R L.

(m— p)t BYt + Yy + g (12)

Lk, 2kO54 5 7 EF IV (Distributed
Lag Model) 5N 5,

F7-. 0O)RIPp=y=0L DHIH L HT
b )

(m—p), = a(m—p) 1 + u (13)

LD, 1ROAREFADELNS,
2D X HiZ, AD E 7 )VIT Partial Adjust-
ment Model, Adaptive Expectation Model,

Distributed Lag Model,  Auto-Regressive

L

Mmm%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁfﬁw%h(%t%?
WAZxE L T ‘general DERIZH B, HiZwn
ZiE, TNSDEFNIIZTRTAD EFILD
BHMTHLILL, COLIBEFLEHAN
9 LT AR E X, General Model L2 #
DL BHRERT I LEY L L) MEIC
BREHOMVVME®ATCF v 7+ HEEEN
VETH 5B,

F2MiZ, ADEFLVEBOEFTILVE DY
BEMTRLIZODTH D, &2 Cid, #Hit
L% % x, SR y & L., 5 7BEIC
DWTH—fRILL TdH 545, AD EFIVHHl
DETIVIZHF L T2 ‘general’ 72 LB
METLH2PREH»S bFAMNE S,

B, H2XD AD EF)L & VAR EF IV
AT AL, WEEIVWTRY 5 /g
WHERTOHIK LR T S L2, F-y oo
ERE INVICET VIR R L 455
THBEBLTVWAEZI LD, D, bolkd,
AD E FI)VIZFBHZEEIZ contemporaneous 72
Ve xELOIZx L, VAR EF VTt y, 258
INTBLY, 20y OFEIWE DR
WETDENELLLLTWE, Thbb,
EIERBFEORHETVW AL AD EF NI
ER] THHOIZXF L, VAR EF NI, [1
B 2REREROAICE s TELENS &
IRV [HER] ThHr, Z0LIHI L
K HEIR, AD EFIVHRIHFHROR Y
BEHEIOLLODETFTNVELENZAY — &
ELTHOHZE%2HSTWB DI L, VAR
EFNVIIEEORBEROBIIHT LEEY
AT LHRED L IIRIET 5 2 2GR O

18)
LB DTHo T, KL< AY

ADEFNE ECM BT AHHBIC BV THITERELFHHER L OF L LT 50, BEHEHE EOBAIC
FNVAMIATOBRBBREEEEEERFL T bIFTiki v,

HE, E

SEAMHTIZ 81 5 ECM ©F MV IEFI TE 2 SHIAEKICME Tw 2,
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BREFERBORERE2O T
2R ADETFNEMNOETNEDEME (2ERDEE)

O #BmEK O SRR

(1) ADEFN T, Xt-2, Xr-%
(=ECM)
Tt Vt-2, VYt-1, N A
(2) Partial Adjustment e, Xit-2, m—x%
and

Adaptive Expectation

Tty Yit-2, Yit-1, Yt

(3) Distributed-lag e, Xit-2, Xt-1,

—)

T, Yit—2, VYVit-1, Yt

P

(4) AR=TIV e, Xi-2, Xt-1,

sy Yit-2, Yi-l, yt

(5) VAREFN vy Xt—2, Xt-1,

2

e Yi-2, Yit-l,

-

(6) Static Regression e, Xte-2, Xt-1,

]

Tty Yt-2, Yit-1,
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ERLICIEBLEI T2 L ICEBREBY
TwbEn), WhiFEhZFhoFHEERD
BEOERBLbDTH B,

& T, RIZAD &5 )V % ‘re-parametarise’
LTECM 2 EMT5FHEIED I,

1) RXIeBwvwTa=1+c B=c;. ¥=
—c1—kez EBE, WAL (m—p)e1 &
FlWTEHET S &,

A(m_p)t =y + cz(m — p— kY)t-l + u,
(14)

Ewvd B b i H A2 O ECM 2 re-
parameterise ¥ 5 Z LN TE B, Z DL
o, B, YO IBEELS cih e k D 3EE
NOBEEBRIIBE 2wz, TOBET
AD EF VO — MRS Lbh Twi
V1,20

CHDEICADEFNLEDLEHLEECM I
TR LI LTI 220DOKELE R v M3H
o HE1ox) y M, 14)RirQ0)H &R
%0, RHREERE D HEEESN L T TIVE
MHPTEETHLETH B,

ECM B 0@REFERU T, A4 DHEE
AT 2ITEME 2 RO & 5 123 R 5,
I9. AL HEREN L BREEEEART
L9 RHEIREICB )5 EEREE (m—p)
CEBEFBy LOBORBRERE LT

(m — p) =ky (k I3EHH) (15)

COBBEITHEELLS AT, BHEIZIZS

D& AR AHEELREI A FOFIE
FOHHA? LT L BHERERL TV
bOTRRWEADL, ZOBEE, t g
% EOBIREE © O TERENR GAE [—] &
MEENh5) EC, i3

EC, = (m — p — ky), (16)

WEoTHZON, 9 F T4 RolikE
P BWTIE ECF0TH 5,

Kz, NedEHics v GBRREROE
LA (m—p), *HAELTHB Y, ZoOFEEiX
LHEMOEERHOBLICHFILTB I 2 b
NBET Ay, &, AificBIrs [25—]
D—WEBIET 285 co(m—p—ky),1 &1
Grensd, Tha(14)ROBRTHE, =
DHERHO [1F5— | 2RI D
THBIES N 7:01213 <DL ETH 5,
¥ 72 EC-iy= (m—p—ky),1 i& ‘Error Cor-
rection Term’ & [EIEN 5,

B350, ECMBBEFERHICBVT
B HEDEE A - TIADBE 2D &,
RFEGRORT X ) RHEIREIC B 2 58
LR EHENER L Wb LA LD TR
L, ULAAADBZOEBICIAFTTENL
TWALRERDLTODEADLDTH A,

B, TH)LAECMBEEEEEB LR
FHMmOBAEMIZOVWTIE, kDL IZLT

BILIELVURETH L, T2bb, (14)
KRBT, Am—p),=Ay,=u, =00 E
MW IKRE (Long-run Steady State) % Z %

19) L YVIEMICVZIE, x. v TN FNEHALHETE2RKDADEFADSH Y, L d 20 24K0%K

A [EV] LTWwaBEI,

WED L EN TNy x BHEL THPLBDIRRERDO A L 25 L) I0E

LA DH VARETFNE 2B, TOERIHE VAR EF )NV OBEEE O IZ 3% contemporaneous 72

MBEPEL 2,

20) EEFEMIE Q00K AD EFNE (14) R0 ECM i3 [FEE] OBBICH w2 b,
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BEEEARORERE*D o T

T5E,
(m—p) = ky

by, (15 & FHLBEBEFEREA (14) K
DI implicit ZTETHEL TWEH Z & 25D
5,

ECMODE2DX Yy M, v F ITRE
ARIBIKEENZHETH S, T bbb, (10)
KD 32DHAZEE., (m—p)i1v Yoo i1 P
HE B TEW D, ZOoXEZF0F i
ELTa, B, YOIEMLHEEHE LGS 2 L i
ITATREETH LA, (1)RXNoBEITE, #
BHEHOEA Ay, & (m—p—ky),- D 2DI
WAL THY, LA b WO ER K
EEZONBZEDNG, s o DEE DD
FHCHEET A LT a s,

. ECMDOF X v M LTiE, #E
WHHED e, cen k DI B k AFEC, (Error
Correction Term) OHIZA -7 L %5 T
WhlzH, k DEMFBERITEZVRY | EF L
SHEDPHEETELZVEWV) ARDITOND,
ZDo, (itkECM OEIFMEIZBVTIE
k=1L DH#HEFFTETVEERT 20
R—EHTHo7 (bHDHAZDEHE ECM
L AD ETNVIE [[FfE] TR %5),

LH»L%Ae oz, 4. THEXRE L9
12, ¥T4E Engle and Granger (1987) 12 & - T,
kDEEZETHEL, SHIXZOHEBELH
W T ECM KK % E5H#l % & @ two-step
method B EN/-Z & TREBEEINT
Vb,

(4) ECM DEEsh
ANA2DBED [T5—] 2BETH LI

TETAHLVI ECM DT A4 F 7 25t
L7znid, 74V v TR - H—TOREEZT

& % Phillips (1954, 1957) THr L wvbh
T\w5, Sargan (1964) 3 Z D7 A FT7 o
S% REESREMEBEIIOVWTHO
ECM 2 ERAL L 7225, ERERPTF L&
Mol bR, BN ERLFMEH
BEheroleddoT, TOMERR
BECEB SN2 57,

ECM A" & L CHEENTHELRT 2 &
I ko 20, 19704 K, Davidson,
Hendry, Srba and Yeo (1978) %%, ECM O
AL LB IO TT 4 v PO LW
ECM BITHE MO EIE R = 58k L TURK
T®H b, % 72, Hendry (1979) W EHFH®D
MIC P WTEEN 2 BT EEBSFET
BT ERFEFEL, £DOBRERERHMEZ AL
ECM ORI RDSEA TN D X H Il 572,
7 B, Patterson et al. (1987) 2 X hif, *
Wi#1T (BOE) CRFALEROKE~ 7 0itE
EFVOHEBEBEE T O v 2 IZBEIC ECM 2R
HALTWwW2HTH 5,

ECIZECM 2 L - BREBFEMEED
EHEMRICEE T 5L, EETIR, &0
Hendry (1979) Ll B&., Trundle (1982).
Hendry and Ericsson (1983). Hendry (1985,
1988) . Patterson (1987) ZEIZ X H H < D
ECM B BEEFERBOELEFBTENEERS N
TwWwb, —F. KEIZ2w Tk, Gordon
(1984a) 13KEZB 13 5 ECM DA FEIZH#
SEf % BT % R L7245, % D Rose (1985)
1& 1952-78 4 ® K E M, 12 © v T, Baba,
Hendry and Starr (1988) 131964-844F &k
EIM1i2 2 W T ZNENLER % ECM BLEH
FEEBIFAE L OETFFERBMEL T
Wb, ¥/, ECM i3 FRB O FREHH
THLRASA TV LS Tho,) DM,
Arestis (1988). Gupta and Moazzami (1988)
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& B AF %

374 ) ERREE FEOBEEERRKO
PRI ECM 2L, R W ZEN 2 EE
FERETEVTW D,

B, 5. Tk ECM Bl FERE D Bk
Bl & L T Hendry (1985) 3 X U Baba,
Hendry and Starr (1988) D EFLAERE % fljH
KT B,

4. BERIIDHTE ECM

(1) E#E:BFE (Stationary Process) &I ETE
#:8%2 (Non-Stationary Process)
a7z Bh, ECMEE L LTHEE

DETERBFFE LR OICIELZSAF 3y

7 XTIV TDFETHY, VARET I

ST LERE %2 T AKRETELT LS —#1L

LTWwa EidwvwniEun, LALEA5,

Granger % @ Time Series Analyst I3, ¥T4E

BRI T — % OBMICET 5% & v &<

BOMBED» S ECM OFMEEE L 72, &

CTRHICHBI ZOBRYT— 2 OBED

L ECM L O#EIZ>WTHAT S Z &

EL7zw,
—MRIZANKD L ) % AR Ot A THE

NBEERY T — 5 3 ZOWHEIZE 5T, —&
DEZVL ML Y FOF b ) 2 R HAICZEE)
L#iir 5 b @ (Stationary Process =& & 18
) &% T%wdb » (Non-Stationary Pro-
cess=IEEFEE) LIIoEIN, 251218
BRIHHOBBLELHICEBMT L0
(Explosive Process) & @A & #En <ok
fil$ % & @ (Unit Root Process=HAi4R) &
SRR (O

X = 0xp-1 + Ox2 + 0 + 0 x, +u, 17)

Unit Root Process DL FEFHIT T ~ 4 4
vr—2r (5B cthroT, LTHH
D fEB&AL @ 72 %, Unit Root Process @ i85
BRIV FaT+—2h2hLIlBIR), (5
Y LY = OWEIZEARNICAMO Unit
Root Process iICbHTIRIT B LD TH ),

Stationary Process

(EF @)
Uint Root Process
(HATAR)
—Random Walk
Non-Stationary Process etc.
GEEF |E) Explosive Process

(FEHEE)

21) WEEED L v b T b7 FRBEHD T 77 L » X ‘Monetary Aggregates and Financial Sector
Behavior in Inter-dependent Economies’ {28 W T FRBFAZE Kt Aot s @EH T EICET 58X
(Moore, Porter and Small 1988) TIZZFEAE5HH7IC ECM 2SR S T3 Y, I 72 Federal Reserve Bulletin ®
19894F 4 A5 it # & M- KEIM, D B)EIZBI 3 % 53 (Small and Porter 1989) D#iEwIZ BT b ECM

HEEHFEREI A STV,

22) ZOSEELDVERCEBRTLIEUTOLBY) THE, dLEERFT—F x #°

Xy = 9lxrl + ezxrz + o+ epxrp + u
LAARTOLATEDLEN, z = 21 + 250 HF
1— e]Z - 9222 — e ﬁpz" =0

45 p RABKOMTHEETE, DL E,| 2,

NTORAHS

z; ¥ FNFNEHE, HMETrERFEEEICBLTT
Vzi+4 2% =1THKDb S BAMOMIICAELE T LT x, 13 Sationary Process, 251 ¢

b BT o A2 FEFE § i Explosive Process, A1 o T b BAI EICHEAE T 1L, Unit Root Process

LEFEND, §€- T Random Walk Process
Xy = X1 T &

3 8% b B 7% Unit Root Process T& 5,
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HEFEMBOREE LD 5T

ridn 3 oo Tar AN H L Explosive
Process 7= %% 77 71tT+ 52 ik o
THESHICHD LN TESD, GNP, TH—
T4 Enwru7r—4 (LRXLVEDLD)
1213 Explosive ® b DA% { | w3 EH L
FAELGHICHERHEN DRI DDTH D
(B s /27— ¥ L@ % Stationary Process
7* Unit Root Process DWW Fhhili b)), L
2 L 7 A% & Stationary Process & Unit Root
Process 22O W TIRBEGICXBIATDO D7z Wi
ENH 5D,

EIXA), COrZERZRATHICMEY
Hi L 7- Stationary Process & Random Walk
Process * ZNhFN 70y PLALDTH
Bo (A)IEFHEO D E by 2 AHANCEE
LTWaDIH L, (C) XA 0 2 6 1%
L7z, —BEd WA IR & 3712 Bkm L T
By, Zo2o07ab A2 XHTAI L
HEBEMESHTH o, i L, H3XB).
D)ix, ML ATHI/EY LA ThL >
FEbbhogHB#HE] (Trend-Stationary
Process) L BB EH~T 7 35 L5
GINGA=F =L [F) T MFT &L
w4 — 2 |*® (Random Walk with Drift) &
HiEhs 70Xt 70y FLAELDOTH A
A5, WL R0 TR AR CH
5

29 L7257 — & OO X A58 R 50 5
%419 LCHMBEE 2200k, BICHHT S X

iz

912, non-stationary R E¥ & L RYFA T

. EEBESA -V F v 7 ARDHIT LIz
bl b Thb, 20D, BRI
FICBWTT T AT +—2 DL mEH
BIEDEH AR BT, B, BHLS
% First Difference Form (1 7)) DICE
WLAEBEEY oL wESRTwE,
bbb I T LT — 7B x,

e.~N(0, 0% (18)

X = Xe-1 T e
D 1 FEEAx, &
Ax, = e (19)

L, BRIV INIEEBECTH S,
BFmisid, dooEEs L b2 Lils o
TEFBEIMES NS L) 2IEEF BRI,
d 8 ® Unit Root (Hf7MR) % F> Z L AVUR
ENTBY, Granger - OMHiZEB L.,
FERMAROEEIZO>NT, b &b LEFMA
BTHLH0%1(0), 1HEEY & NITE
F@RERL 0% (1), 20KAER2 L
EEFBRELEDLLDE1(2), )
BToBET s L3 BBLTVL Y Z0F
BIHZET ¥ 2+~ 2B 1(1) T
H5,
BIRIETEAEABIO0) ET VT oy —
r0 L) RFEEFBEIQOWEIZOWT
WL DTHE, ZOLPTRLEEY
FEEREEIE, 9050 r—2 0k %I
EEBEOFBFEHHFEAROFICEENT
W5k, RERK RY) 2 tEO X wikE

23) [ ML FEYOFEH @] (Trend-Stationary Process) &

x, = oxep + Bt +u, o<,

[FU7 Mix5 > % 24%+—2] (Random Walk with Drift) &

Xy = X1 ¥+ oug, Y#0

TEFhENEDENL, TOBREDOPLIEIYA LML F, Y FY 7 ME (%) Td o,

24) 1(d) i ‘integrated of order d’ DEWHRTH 5,
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EEEEAROTZEE 2D - T

1k

1) nHE

1 (1) ol

CEBEO T L) # ASEANCERH L, L
ELIEZDOFEHEICRKET 5,

B AT e vy (u) DB
REf] & & S ICEET 5720, FiEL
WLML Y FROKESTERET S L
E7 v,

CBEsT- s h LR E SR T
X SHsT BROTF,, Sk’ (F
B o—FHEsE R

¢

I (0) DEHIZOVWTIEEED re
gression ¥ B L CHEBBIFFER YT
AV —DOWEHEERD Z LM, €
DIGEDOHEEMIT t HAHFICHESH = & A8
meHnTnb,

BEPPREZ I RENTWAS L) MRS
G b % { B 7IT, @E 0L CTH
T5E, Bolmr B MREIEVET
HbHo THIFEKRBIZIZ, KOBEHIZES D
DTHb, Thbb, WEFTOHLLELTH
FHEBO BN R T S RO
BEROLZHBTHIEIZHEH, TD:
DI v T Hh b BEFOFHME - 585
BT A2IELWEREES Z LA TRTH
5, i, BFEBL1I0) (=EFB8H)
THHEEIE, o 7L SEIE S NE
E, SFEOTERERYIC (=Y 2 TR
WZED L IZOoNT) EOFHE, 58+ hn

<1 (0) IR TAY 4 v B

L, INVEBHFRELRBIION
T, BUOR CEICREAHEII OIS
9K,

CREIIINb B 3 v 2 DBEDOL L
&b — ik

t
Xy = X-1 + € = %0 + %ei

= (WAL A N & R (WA
X, A s? REOYEY, SEic—B&L
2\,
Random Walk iX, T—® Dk
FHERE. FHIERK
4

I (1) DA regression 125 T N T
W&, MY TNTRIE L WHEERE
REABONLVEEEH L, $72/%7
X & — OHEFEIEEE t 54 130D
%\,

FR—HTHIEICE VRIS TVE, &
AN, BEEEIQN) (=7 0517+ —
I D& RFEFBE) THIHEEFICIIIO
—HMEmEs s, s, 505
Ly =2 D8 RIEEFARIZLZHF
WERE, SHERKTHLOIx L, AR
DF— 5 P HEIE S N EHE, SRS
HROMEE B HTH S,

Vb, BURSHTZAT 5 BUCIELY %9
EHEOF I OEBEITRALZWVE I
FETHILPUETH L, Z0HIIHKEE
WD) ZTIEEL 2SO T WA, FEiE
M D 9 % T Dickey-Fuller (1979) @ 7

—121—



€ ® M %

2 NDBERIND T TR, FEORIBEEEA
10)THBDD (1) Th 5 DhhHKEHFIC
BRETHFEVEP 722 bH T, BHE
EHEENTELONEETH 2,

(2) Dickey-Fuller Test

TR TEIA) OEH» BN ICE TR T
WRELEDL)BABMEVLAELLTHS)
Mo TORIE, () E%B LI IZATHICE
LNLBE~HToTF—-2 i L, FLE
RAREEH LR ED L) R RRo#EEE
DRFEV/RONDDERANDLHE (FVFH
VIEER) 12X 5 TS NT &, DX
9 7B %5 & Dickey & Fuller 12X - TH®D 5
. (Fuller 1976, Dickey and Fuller 1979).
BAEECIZRO L) BB L TWwa,

I 5Ly —rEBOBCREREIZD
WThbE, HOHMPLOHEDTOLAH

Xe = X1 T e e~N(0, o%) (20)
ThbI Wb TVLER x LT
Xy = axp1 Tet+d+ oy (21)

VK (et iEF 4 A bL Y b, dIEERE,

u RFRETH) hH T TR/ 2 Tk %l

BiaE,

@ aDERFEOMHE(=1)TiE%<1—10/n(n
BTV REHCHAE L, a DA

1 %A LEMDTHENLTH 2
(Nelson and Kang 1984) .

@ a— 10HE%* % DIEH#E2 (Standard
Error) TREL72fE (Whw 2 t4H)% 130
TR RL22EBLE2FLICHAET 5
(Nelson and Plosser 1982) .

EPHLMIRSTBY, T/

@ LEoaxtfEosmE LY FIE (ct)
REHHE () OFEOFEIKRECES
&5 (Fuller 1976) .

TEbHLENTWS,

Dickey & Fuller €~ 5 H VU LD i

ROBRIHFEDEFERA 1) T 5 H

BWDERET HHECEFHVEZETH

5o ZOWMER, OB L 19X &

) aBE @A L, (a— 1) % a o
72 TE -7 t % Fuller (1976) D534k &
W8S LI2E o TREE 2B, 62134
YT NVEn=100CHEKED 5 %DEED
BRI I2-3.45Td b %0 t A5 D EEFE &
DS RIE, BEEBIZIQ) Tir% L
IO(=bL Y FEbYOEFEBK Thao
LE3NB, D7 A Mk ‘Dickey-Fuller Test’
ELTESHONTE Y, Bl TIREIHHT

WCHRZS>TERTZAMILWEBOEFEMEY

F 2ol TADNET LWVWEDEZ HFI—#

ftLo2d 5,

Dickey and Fuller (1981) i3, #4525 o

25) ZOERtDAIEDE VS, BBV L HE RN E TRV, 621 Fuller (1976) 1. T&
WHARRBRERAL TV, LALEDSL, FOELTLI IOREIEEL TV AbIF TR WD, &K

MLTEEEVIR U2 20F FIRAL TS,

26) EBHES AL DMLY FEEUCHEOERBGRME (Critical Value) HAD L BY Tho, EMIZoOWT

{2, Fuller (1976), LA (1988) % £,

% HEKHEL % I8 5 %
50 -4.15 -3.50
100 -4.04 -3.45
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EEFEBBOE

FLy =0T TR, LVERDOTFH
#% & ¢ Unit Root Process % b REHF % &
)% B L 72 ADF (Augmented Dickey-
Fuller) Test #BRELTCEBH, S4HTIEZ L
SONFEILFHENRTVEE)THE (K
6. DEFESFHTL DT A EFHLT
W5), ADF Test Tix 21) Kzt 2 TRD
) RN EHHT 245, a0 tEERE
& LA % A3 Dickey-Fuller Test &
[ U Ta& 5 (Dickey-Fuller Test Tit a » 5
1 &5/ fE 2 R TRl > Tt EEFR
FTHLO) R LTFHRESLETH -
A%, ADF Test T HAHLEHK *Ax £ T 5
Tk AntEEFOTIMERLLC
FIFIT& B L) CTRNEEZENRTVS) T

4
Ax, = a'x1 + ?:lbiAxH +ct+d+u (22)

b - & b, Dickey-Fuller Test 72 \» L ADF
Test ICECEIBEVDIFTRL W, 2
NETAMDZBREEBH L > THRBaNT
WHLETH AN, BEOT Ut A

lal<1

LAEFEBETHY, o aDEIFEFIC]
W, R TV L A AT,

Dickey-Fuller Test i3 2N % T v ¥ Ly 5 —
ITHHLEBBELTLEIr — A0 D %in%
v (EHFORFETE A [HR] 25Ew)
ZEDERICE 5 THEIDONTWE, L7
A% 5 T Dickey-Fuller Test % \» L ADF Test
DFRERIZOVTRITEN 2 DTII 2L, &

(23)

X = axe-1 T e

EHEEFBHHT

CETLVEDDEBRELTEZALNETD
5o

(3) Spurious Regression (Bt bt DEIE

L)

Ty FLy+—EBICECHERZEH
L 72358 ORI S 2 W TIRBEIC i~ 72 A5,
ZZTCik, 2o0EBRLET YA —2
EEMEOBTHIR 21T - L HEICED LD
LEEFELEZPIZOVWTATALY, 2h
ix. Granger and Newbold (1974) 2 & 5 T
‘Spurious Regression’ (& % 7 ® @R
EHETTFONMETH L, T bbb,
Granger and Newbold (1974) X A THYIZ Al
Mani2o0Mmy - EEKRL T V54
Y7ok — 7 OB LER 21TV, WH O
WCHEH A B BRI SN s e ) »
YRANLER (EVTFHINVOER) 2177
FEd, 100@DRATD S LT7ENZD & fEAS
2%z, 1 OMEROMICLAL LD
HEBBIHFET 200 &) 2iEmrE o
% Z & %R L7 Phillips (1986) & 2 o
‘Spurious Regression’ O [ %E % 0y (2 H
Ly KDL 2imrEVE, $abb, 2
DOEERRL S V5 LT+ — 7 EROB T
TmETD &L
O HrINVESERKEVWIELEE2 2B

MEKORIRD [HE] &% 2HEEIE L

hHIE®
@ HrTINEHIKE L %o T RERI

—EDMBEIZINHE L 2\ (- THRERBL

27) ZOBED t EOLMIE/NY 2 TNV DA 21T Dickey-Fuller Test D434 %  (Fuller 1976) & E TR 7%
L5300, EEOFHNIZE L Tid Dickey-Fuller Test OEFUEZ DT T HWOLNRTW By —ZANE Wk

5T b (B2 IE Nelson and Plosser (1982) %),

28) &2 Granger and Newbold (1974) OF > F AN OEEROY > S VEIZ50TH 5,
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& mboBF %R

MEBOBBRERTERICE 25 %2\W) &

N
@ Uy INEIFKREL ZDIIORTY -V

Y7 hvy DW) iz 0 (£u) 12X

b &,

DIETH5b,

PE2osEHLMREIIC, I EEDLL A
FEEEBAMEE O BRI BV T DW o
MWD D (BwlLa—r5> -4 —Fy
MEEICL ) DW AT EBABES R TV S D
D) IZDPWTIEZDIERLBEHFIICET, —
I % @ spurious nature % 5t T % LA
59, WM, Granger and Newbold (1974)
3 DW AR ERE L b S EVERRZE
FEETHHELTWVD,

(4) Nelson-Plosser DER

Nelson and Plosser (1982) X, X¥EH®» £
B/ 0uEHEiEE (BH -  £E GNP, 8T
KRB ERER . EEE GNP F 7L —
v —. HEEWDHER. 2 H - EFEELEER.
A=Y T4, &F. Hili%) DERT—
¥ (% v 762 ~111) 122w T ADF
Test ¥ B v, [RERDNOTXTHO
JURBT =535 b9 +—2 DL %
FEEBRETHLLOEHEBETE R W]
EORREERE L, IhEeiIC, KEICB

WTGNPEOY 7 07— % T 588 M
DIREHIEFIL L, ¥ 72, Dickey-Fuller Test.
ADF Test DAMZ b k4 B AREHEOBRZAS
FORNTuB D L Lieds, 40822
WRLBETAMIESTHI0) E1(1) %
HMOWHECTHET 52 L3ARTETH Y,
o T, ZOBROEFMIEDORER T, HHT
57 X FOEE, 7— 5 ORI - FEE (X,
PUEEA, HK) OBVIZE - TRA LT
V5O NnFRICE L, GNP, w2 —H T T
AEDTFT—=IB LY FIbh)ogERET
b5 LDORIEFECLDE, ZhbnF—% %
ZDE FHCEIEFHTORKRIZO VT,
12 spurious TH LfER %2 FBATVE L &
TBVLIEI BRI WTHL S,

(5) Cointegration (##14) & ECM
R 5 O &% B D K ¥ 5% Nelson and
Plosser (1982) ME ) L H 2T ¥ L 5 —
IDE)REEFEBETHLETHERDE
I RBEMIPEL D, Thbb, 200K
EHYT UL =D LD hEEEAE
ThHNITMBF R R 2B 2D L
Ebhaidbrhrbod, EBIC2oDT »
TAy+— 7 RBOBERLE T L, $4
KD x. ye D& ICHE DR —H@IZ2H»
THENTU L) 2B E 2 W BEEME L,

29)  Unit Root ® & FEM % H 12 2\ i2, Evans and Savin (1981, 1984). Sargan and Bhargava (1983).
Bhargava (1986), Phillips (1987). K1 (1987) %% 58,

30) Stock and Watson (1986). Perron and Phillips (1987) % #f¥ 545 (2[4 LEtERmEICAE LSRR
Dickey-Fuller Test 124 5 L RED GNP ZH LA ML Y FEb ) OEEBBTHLLEFEL TS, - h
(234 L Walton (1988) &, 3£E D GDP ix ERROHBEF A ML ThRRIN TV F A +—2D L
LHREHEBRETHL L OMELBMEL T2, £-bHEO GNP IS 2BI%EH & LCit, IIA (1988)
% Dickey and Fuller (1981) #5375 YR BT A M2FHALC [GNP A A VT a v 2 PHIET » ¥
LU= DL RFEEBE, ANV a vy 7UBRMN Y FEIbIOEEBETHL | L OREER

PHRELTWS,
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BEEFERROTERZDH T
FE4X

yt~I(1)

xt~1(1)

-5

Ar— zt ~1 (0)

LLLA L LA AL L L L L LA AL I LA LA LR LR LR LR RN RERRY L
G RAARN RARRY LARR) RARE RARRH LLAANRARLY ALARN AN AR RLAAE LLALE RERR RALL] AR RRRRN LARN RALR I

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 90 95 100

—yt ===Xt —-—-2¢ =yt —kxt

INEEDELHICHEHBETELEV)IETH
B

Granger (1981) &, T D& ) ZEHOK
BEHB 08 & OB (B 2 IR L THE.
W EEWA) KEHL, 75 LT+ —2D
£ B EBROBFEBAIMHEIITZEI
MV Tk, b LAEWICTERE (drift
apart) $AHZ L2 C LI A DAL
BTWEHEELHD L LT, ZOHED
% 7z BA4% % ‘Cointegration’ (GtH14y) & %& -5
7=,

Cointegration (&, Granger and Weiss (1983)

FIZINE (2208 x i DY, x.
v L BIZI)THhbLEE, 2=y, —kx ¥
10) £ 5 &9 BBk PWHFET T x. v
i3 ‘cointergrated’ TH 5| L EHF S 2,V
FEARIZRINTHD 2207 v 5 A
A= ER x. v CMATIO0) TH A
z,=y,—kx, DB TR L TH %,

% 512 Granger (1983) 13 x,. y; % cointe-
grated T& 5 IGE 1T x v 2 (= v, — kxy)
DENTHERD & 9 72 ECM O BRASHAL L,
FLEDOHESBHEICHLT B L EIEHL
72,3

31) Cointegration ¥ & ) —fEHICR KD I CERENTVE, Tabb, nMOBKILLET VX,

= *xjt, j=11
z, = &'x, = Zax;, ~ [(d—b), b>0

)
LhahEd Ny e = (a,

coon)f BHY, x DTRTCIA) THD L &,

woay) PEETHE BL 4, 0&TIROTEW), X itd, boA—4—

T cointergrated Th b & Sh, X,~CI (d, b) LKL END, KRAAXNERTIE, BRZHESIITS
Hd=b=1tVIRLBHELEF AT LN HITFTD,
32) Cointegration & ECM o [6) itk ® BAE#9 % ZE B2 D v Tk Granger (1983) % 7:13 Engle and Granger

(1987) .= &1,
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&= B O %

Ax = — piz¢1 + 01Axy + @pAx i, +

+ d(B)&y, (24)

AYt = — Paz¢-1 + BnAXt—l + BleXt—z +

+ d(B) &2 (25)

ERicBW Tz F1HHIICB I S —
DRESEZRLTBY, LT
Error Correction Term T& 5, ¥ 7z, iZ#E
Hd(B)ey, dB) ey R ENENHEEEFTA b
/J 4 X (joint white noise) & & (ZEHT 5 H
FR » MA (Moving Average) 7 &t X T &
D, PPz i ol HlpalFOD R 22 b
DE &I N TV 5%, Granger ¥ Z ® Cointegra-
tion & ECM O R EM I ¥ » & # %
‘Granger Representation Theorem’ & A T
wa,

(24), (25) Mz % 3. TR L7 (14) N TH
bENbECM L&Y 5L, (14)5id, #
FEHZ B & contemporaneous % ERICH A
Ay, 2 LB EUHER OB CEILNT
VRO L, (24), (25) I S A EAs
TRTEREBROAIZ L > TRDbENLFHE
HoOBTELENRTWE G THENKALNS
bOD, b6 b HEEIZ Error Correc-
tion Term * A TEBYH, T/, FOfoE

BHEA (SZE) OB TA-TwaHTHE
LTWwh, ZDEHIZ, EE, KETIZLA
ERMEZAT b B R O 2 S EE I X
S D ECM 2543 &, BFZE D J7 1 A3
MLT&7Z b, ECM HERT—HEN
KEBUD LI Tk o725 2 hid, HER
wEBEENLBRFTREE VI REER2 LD
ECM @ X} v FMIZHNZ, Granger O H#IC
& b Cointegration DERIZH 5 1(1) DFF
ZHIZ DWW T ECM A58 % % First Differ-
ence Form (1P§2) oG LY dERT:
R HETHD Z EHFHS IR o2 E v
HIZE B EZAIRE N,

EZAT, (24), (25) WD S 21 DIF
% FR T IE B 4 % First Differnce Form o [0]JF
A& % b Ldbhr b, First Differnce
Form O [HJZER 122wV Tid, BT T
1) ICEBEEI N TW5BZ L A5, ‘Spurious
Regression’ DA EMTE L LD X))
F¥H B, LALARHAS, Granger (1986).
Engle and Granger (1987) #8451z & it
First Difference Form 2 & % [A & & #%
‘cointegrated’ T& A BRI EA L 23546
WZid, UEEEMICAHEICTESE (drift apart)
T2D%F5 CHHE T 2 HAHA 5 7L
WCRBEE e v72®, Specification Error A%
HEL, EFVOHBET - FRRE L b IE
TI2ENDTH B, ZOE, ECM O34

33) ¥EEELAKEOECM ORFERBEETRIZIIFERLTBY, MEOHTHERERLBERMMEB I 2bhTw
%, # L < i3 Oxford Bulletin of Economics and Statistics @ cointegration 4545 (1986445 3 &) (CUgH &
N7z Hendry DFL B L U Granger DERLE2SH, b oL b, MEDPHTERRBEBI rbhTwa L
i3 2, Hendry & Granger DE 2 FALT LILTOET—HLTWAEbITTiA%i v, ] 2iE, Hendry
WREBERLE ECM L oBE*ERT 525 R0 & ) 2EEROE—-FERXEFVERALTYL
% %%, Granger { Time Series Analyst 5 L <. cointegration ® X ) = X ADSHERIIC LT L OB TR W
BE B2 [BFOIRALXHBOBEE] © [HHEEAOBER] &) ThHhoTh, (24), @R &
) BFEBOECM 2 ER L CEFLVOFBANSLTFAN 2RO LA ET LWEDTHE L 5T b,
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HBEFEMBOREE LD 5T

Error Correction Term z,3 2 & ) M4FHERK
R TR HE % B < 2% T B S ASBR/RAVIC
ETWVICRBENDIID, 20 EEFEE1(0)
Td % 7% ‘Spurious Regression’ & 7z 5 &
b v, ECM %' Hi % A First Difference
Form OEER L VEATVEEwbED
BISRKIOEHIZLIZIDTH %,

(6) Cointegration 5 X b

Engle and Granger (1987) i, 2 2O #
BEH x vy, ?° Cointegration D EIRIZH B
P ES PREND DI EF xe y, DEA
DXt LU T Dickey-Fuller Test £ Unit
Root DFICHTHREE B 2V, x0v W
WEBIZIA)THH I L 2HEIDH 2T,

y¢ = kx, + ¢ + u, (c = constant) (26)

EWIHEBRICE WV ES A FEETE

o =y, — kx, — ¢ (27)

BI0)THhHr0E) PEEHRETLTLIWV
& LTw3, Engle and Granger (1987) i
u DEFEWERET 2 HELLTROLS
EALPLY R, EBRHELDIIET 2V
ADF Test #FIH¥T 2 2 L 2R L T 3,

- -~ 4 ~
Ay, = ¢y, + ,g']biAut-i + & (28)

COWEDOKREE S ®tfH% Engle and
Granger (1987) »SE v FHNVOEEIZ L 5
TR2ZEFRE F > 7VE100T 5 % B EK
EOGEWRAMEE-3.17) BT s LI
I BIhbh, tEFEFRELD LT
i uy 10, §2bbx &y &id

‘cointegrated’ TH 4 L HEE N 5,

(7) Super-Consistency & Engle-Granger

Two-Step Method

EFE(26) i3 1(1) DA B o |9 XK
ThbIO, KEZOHFHER T ‘spurious’
E%BETTHB, LALARAIS, Stock
(1987) iF x,v y¢ A% cointegrated T& % B A&
id, (26) R (2 » 34 ‘cointegrating re-
gression’ LTI D) oB LN b k D
EfE X, ‘spuriouis’ TH A EZ A1 BEDOE
M2RHEEEL D L EPICHEHEEIEL 2
5T & EFEBL . 1(0) 0L EAE R o BIF
RIZBU 2R/ 2 FHEER ST ¥ T VEAHK
X B LHOEIPORT 5 L ) EIRT
[—%M ] (consistency) ASRIE X LT\ B A5,
cointegrating regression Ti% k O HEEH D 5
BAEE OR/D2REEBDOTEH LY b BV
AE—= FTEWITED L 7ed, Ay T
VBOGETOREHE OB VWHEHELE =
ENTED, ZOMHE X ‘super-consistency’
LIFER TV 53

Engle and Granger (1987) 13X, < ® ‘super-
consistency’ D E # FlH L T. @ (26)
RICLDVkEITHEL, QZORFELF
F L T ECM @ Error Correction Term % &
HL7) 2 TR (14) R0k % ECM %
gl 5. 8w 2ERFEDHEELREZEREL 1,
Z @ ‘Engle-Granger Two-Step Method’ I &
h, EEDECM BV TKENBRETH -
7ok DEEMBEIBRBE IR I L ko
72639 Engle and Granger (1987) ZZERIZZ
DHEEHCCKEDOHERKREHEIL TS

34) ‘super-consistency’ ® BEAERY % FEBIIZ 2 W Tid Stock (1987). Phillips and Durlauf (1986) Z:Mg,
35) {H L. Banerjee et al. (1986) (X, ATHIIZ/E S N7z cointegrated @ 2 ZEEiZ (26) 2 & [F U AR % @ H
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& oA %

D, Hall (1986) IZ#EDOE LK OHETC
ZOFEEFBHLTWA,

5 BKICHEITBZECMBBEZE/M@MY
D EEES#15I

(1) EEMOREFTERH

3. 8L U4. T ECM O 2 Hizo Wl
HMREFVIZL WEBrRA L, 2 2T,
PEM, L KEM 2602 b . ECM BLERTE
ERBOERST2BMEBT 2L L Lz,
T3, EEMICET % ECM L@ FEER
¥ux, Hendry (1979) % WXL L. #0D
b Trundle (1982), Hendry and Ericsson
(1983) FW L 22 ORI BWE SN T
WAHH, TP TIRRBEMRIEOMIE: LT
Hendry (1985) O@EEBEEMZBNT 5,
Hendry (1985) i%. Hendry (1979)
ECM @B RKEZEABoEN L 20 F £ 7
HL2o, sHMIE 2% 5 EMER L 7253
BREREL TS, 29Kk, BWOFHA
HAR (19634E 58 1 WM ~77455 1 PUE4A) 12
M4+ ECMBBEFEEBOFUKTH
0. (30)3ix, FHAKAIR % 19824E 45 4 vu -1

WETERLABEOFRURTH L, =B,
mXi2B VT, Alm—p) BEE<A—%7
74 (M1Z GNP T 7L =% —CRKRLZID)
DZEF T LR (SRR Lo
AT EEEBETH AL 2RT, LUTH
B . Ay REE GNP 0BT M,
R X 3 77 A b D BiAAGESEF] (3-month
local authority rate), Ap i¥ GNP ¥ 7 L —
Y — OFFFEHLEESRE, (m—p—y) &
Error Correction Term T& % 3¢

() FHEEART @ 19634F 48 1 I ~77455 1
e

—
A(m—p), = 0.40Ay, — 0.52R,
(2.50) (4.73)

— 0.86Ap,
(5.06)

- 0.11{m—p—y) 2
(5.50)

— 0.26A(m—p) 1
(2.89)

+ 0.040 (29)
(6.67)

RZ=0.62 0 =1.5%3
LM1-3F%® (3,65) = 0.3

TE2EVTHANTERYTo72E 25, 0 TUEH200ED - T k DIEFBHIZH %Y O, T AHFE
BMEND T L DERETBELTEB Y, /Y 7V DH4E 1213 ‘Engle-Granger Two-Step Method' 13443

LAEMTEZWEERLTWS,

36) Hendry (1979, 1885) i3 Engle-Granger Two-Step Method DERFELRIOEILFTTH b k=1DFHH
TECM 25Hil S hTwv B, ZHhIZ3f L Baba, Hendry and Starr (1988) ¢ ECM Ti& k=0.5& L TEHill4s

ThbhTwa,

37) o ERR DIEHEZEE (Standard Error of Regression) %&b LT H 9 | BARRIZ 125532 O F 5 (Residual
Sum of Squares) # HHETEHY, ZOFHRE L 23D TH B,

38) LM1-nF 3EEEOI~n BORTVHBORELF 2 v 7 T5:0D5 55 V1R T A Thob, &
OF A b it Godfrey (1978) 12k o THIBE XNz DT, DW IH~T, OBSIHERD 5 7 HHSHE
BREINTOLGETHFIATE, @2BULOBRORTIHBOBESL 7 2 Ml S0HTHEAT
Wb, COHGEOMEELIFERG [Ho: RPIMEME AL | 2B WwT, HHE (b, T—k—n) O F DAHIZHE
ITEBHONTVYE (TRY Y I VE, kK RHBAZEROE), > T, n=3DHAE LMI-3F>2.6THN
WRREHICRIMR S 2 L & d (HEKES %), 28, KATAMORERII X HMIHEI D&,
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BHEFERBROZER 2D 5T

(@) EHEVHARY : 1963445 1 MWY-HH~824E 45 4
RS

—TN
A(m—p), = 0.37Ay, — 0.58R,
(2.84) (8.28)

— 0.80Ap,
(6.66)

—0.10 (m—p—’y) t-2
(10.0)

— 0.28A(m—p)
(4.00)

+ 0.041 (30)
(8.20)

R =10.71 0=1.3%

LM1-4F (4,65) = 0.3

(29). (30)Myz\% LB ¥ 2 &, FHAMIM At
T L ZHPLEH DR (coefficient) D
EIIZITE A EBIAEA LRV &b
%o Hendry (1985) &, I & &Rz, [
EIM B9 % ECM BLE R HER ., Ak
FI0EICE Y RERMTH Y, ¥ v F v — Bl
TCEMBRSA—Y 77 A EHEROS
MUK E CHRME L 272 b, FRL B2 ZIC
Wiwn] EfEERfTITw B,

2) XEMOBRESEEH

R, KEM 2oV Tid, NOW EEniE
A (1972 #£, 1980 4 4 E 1b).
NOW HhE D A (19834F) %12 % h @KE
FIZRERIEAHSHELTE Y, RENZBE
FEEMMBAELEL RV EDORFIEIHTH
720 T M IZXF L., Baba, Hendry and Starr
(1988) &, KEMDBEBEEFEICO>VTH,
Mt 2o SER (REYME. TB. M,
ZEINLZEEFEMERNE) L ORERR
YHRIICEE D AAZ B RO L) R0 H

A — IN—

M7z ECM % VW HIEREN 2 B FEEH
MROND ] LOFERTNEMNAEREREIE
L Twb, ¥ 7% b3%H, Baba, Hendry and
Starr (1988) &, BRI+ 5EHHEDF v
v - 7 A b ofER, FHUMIE (1960455 2 M
FHI~844EF 2 W) 2@BUC—E LHE
Bt s oz ens, [REF
)V Tl Missing Money DE%R &% & % L 4F
FEL %\ ] (For this money demand function,
the missing money was never gone.) & 7~
TWwh,

& 512, Baba, Hendry and Starr (1988) it.
Missing Money D RIZEAHE U /2B H L LT,
ETND T TR 2 @EOHIFK 2
T, Wk BEFERES [RYERNE Y o
RIT74)74] 2ZRAEBIIEATV L
Dol ERBBLTWS, $hbb, WbHW
% Missing Money DA A L 721973-764F
. BREMERIO ) O KRT 7 4 )7 4 2SR
AT R VECEIICHLE L TE), =
s, REMEICH§ 2 WEK, HaREIT
THFEBERBICORN oz bV OB ESD
RETHA, T/, Th&iddic, 19804 L,
BERBEAR ) OFKF 7 1) 7 4 2KIRIC
WL TBh, i, 1982-834F 0 @ik
BEEDKT (Wi Wb ‘Great Velocity
Decline’) % 4725 TER L & o 72 & DIgHE
bREIFFICITb TV B,

—

A(m—p), = — 0.337
(—9.49)

— 0.243A (m—p) -4
(—4.90)

— 0.141 (m—p—-4y) -2
(—9.86)

— 1.749AS, — 0.662Asz,
(—10.1) (=5.81)

FAMICHED bONES LM, /MY ITLVOBESCEBREBOFPEBREEATVI LB THE Y (Kiviet

1986), MERBZEEOREEVEZ KA SR TV %,
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— 0.889rmz, — 0.744Ap,
(—10.3) (—7.8)

+ 0.338AAy,
(6.15)

+ 0.00439AVA, ;5
(6.06)

+ 0.I55S* AVA,
(6.65)

+ 0.276rmocz,
(2.72)

+ 0.461Armoc, + 0.013D,
(3.93) (3.93)

RZ = 0.858 0 = 0.378%

LM1-4F (4,76) = 1.57 (31)

B, BDRIIBIHZEHOFB IR &

B TH5,

A(m—p) : MiB (FRF) ORIHLELER

m—p—-3vy . Error Correction Term

AS I REEMZE (204 b © T-Bond D &k

FlEID — 1450 TBFIEH) o 3

IS EPA: B ST}

1FELO TBHIAY & rmz & DEF

72 (2 MEHRE )

Mo 2T 5 SRBEHO ) bk b &

MrEbO0&FKEE BL, #

PR E ST 5 3 Tildh 5 EEERER

TETHEEERL, BEHSERH

FEFICEEIE (100%6~0%% T

BT HE5 I RE2HEH) 2 #sE

DR % E)

Ap GNP 77 L— % — (FRAK) 0@
i

Asz .

rmz .

DB EIIO 1In (GNP) %2010

HETMEFY L - EoRiZ=

: REAERRTA AR ) 058 (6

WS EEL RSl

Sk AVA : RESHM oMY (200 T
Bond D AMAFE ) <14HE 5D
TBAIE Y OHE) 2% D E&F|
EIZAVARELZ b0 (R
BILIAHE Sk AVA=0)

rmocz . M1 2T AERBBELOS bED

EFHE VS ODEFKE (rmz

[tk O % % E i)

M2 BT 2 E&MEmD D bR

bEFIHEV L ODOEFIKE B

PmEANE ) LTI OE

Fk#E) DRIz

D : credit control dummy (19804E4% 2 I

Hl=—1. 198045 3 W=+ 1)

AVA

Armoc :

6. FEFDH I ECMICLB3HHIPEDE
ERERBRHOEHE

(1) GNP, ¥ X—HTS51ENDTEHEHNR

E

ZITIE, 5. ¥ TOBIMEE T 2 TECM
WKELZbAEOEEFERIK O % 1T
5, THL ML L S, ANEE
BEICRS L0 L ) REFESHTHEFL
DFCEF T LRIERAT 27—y 0BM%
YHAILHPEETHD, FITETERE
Vo EOBREFEERBOFNICHEYT 55
DORBEER., bbb, EZ GNP, v 4 —

39)
Y [PC—GIVE] i2X W4T 572,
40)
Baba (1989) #& %,

COEFFTHIE, A v 2 A7+ — FRETHRENS—VF VA2 — 5 —HERFGH /N 7 —

ECM 2 b SEO@EEER[EBICER L2 LS OB & LU Tid, 19800 A % 5HlIN SR & L7
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HETFEEBORER LD T

H 774 (Ma+CD CEFR). ¥ifi (GNP 7
7V—=%—). &f] (5L DEMELES
FIE D). HEEFIGHRAG O ZEER R 0V 1968
F5 1 WL ~89FEE 1 WEHoF— 512>
WC, ERCRA DL YR ADF 7R b3 B
Thole (x 3T ANDOIWEL 4 5 BFE
B, ct i34 2L R, diEEREH,

Ax = a'x + ;}biAxt_l- +ct+d+u (32)

FE2RIZOERZ T LD LDTH B,
fEamr N LTE2E, 205 & MTid,
ERDS ODHRINEHROVWFRIZONWT
b, [x 211 THBH] v BRERY +
GEHTE (x5 5 b r—20

I EEEBETEVENETS) 2Lk
Hj EE Lhol: °

B2RIZBWT, yI3EHE GNP, m X
M2;+CD (*F¥%), piE GNP ¥ 7 L — % —,
RII5ESDEMBEICEERME Y, EQV i3
APk oL s Rb LT 5, ({0
Ly, m, p @NEEREZEDT—¥5), E72,
SEd(32)sicBIT % A DIE#7E  HCSE
i White (1980) #SEE L 7= [H5EAE—%
A Ok |P  (Heteroskedasticity-
Consistent Standard Error) T## b, a’/SE,
a’/HCSE 3 Z N 2N OIE#MEE L LT
AELZADtETH B, *HIOOVTWVS
bDIE5 BAKETHKERFIEN SN2 &

2%

y SE HCSE & _a
4 SE HCSE
vy | -0.138 | 0.031 0.052 -4.51% | -2.65
| m | -0.007 | 0.004 0.004 -1.89 -2.10
p | -0.005 | 0.008 0.007 -0.65 -0.72
R | -0.090 | 0.036 0.034 -2.51 -2.68
EQV | -0.421 | 0.171 0.166 -2.46 -2.54

5 %A HKEDR
-3.45 (n=100)

FE

SE=Standard Error

HCSE =Heteroskedasticity-Consistent Standard Error

n=%r 7N

*Fix [Ho :a’=0 (Unit Root » V)| #35 % & &Kt TEH

X (AR Y]

41) HEFHRMOEEHRBE UL > 2 ARF— ¥ OE#FEE ARKF— ¥ OFHBECHRY - Lo

DEFE L30T, EBOEIZ0~4 D TH B,

42) W OBHERE (SE) FEREHOSEDYI—YE (Homoskedasticity) ¥ REL CHEHSATHY, EE
HOFHIZAIG —M (Heteroskedasticity) #%d 2HE 1154 7 A % & SEFA D 725, FRETD S8 A
NEY—THBFEDEREBEDOEE NS 7201013 [ EARIE — MRS ORI | (HCSE) % v 5406
BXFH B, BEDOERGHEN T 75 4 (B2 E, [TSP]. [PC—GIVE] %) <Ti SE. HCSE OFE D

EFRTREND b DHFE W,
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FRLTW5S,

Fo2RKEHADBL, EEGNPIZ2WTIi
a/SE*REEL LTHWEEEIC [xid
I THB] &) BEMREIFEH ST
LA, TNREREHOFROAY MO0
IZSE AAE/NMIETE SN TWAE I EIZE 5D
DEHLLN, ZORERHRDOHAE S - TEEK
GNP REHBETH 5 LEIMT+ 2 D38 L
WESIEbNIhE, T/, &8 LMoL
eIz oW Tid, 50~1004E D F — ¥ — Tk
g, Ho»icBRonzL oy Doh 2 EE+
5 [PHfEEbyoEEEAR] THhorLER
e EBEBbR LY, FE2ETEIME L
bFEHETHD ERENT VD, TR,
ADF 7 2 Md BRI b &b & 2hi3
EE W EIImA T, K7 R hoFHUM
MOS0 LN LI B DTHA D,

4. THR~72 % 912, ADF Test DAER 1L
REEBROEFEELHM T2 ) 2Toh g
THUVEDDHLETHY, TOT A M2LHT
EWLHERET T LREY T2y, LaL
b, EEGNP, v 2—%754, W
BHIZOWTIR, ZhoABT LT 5—2
DL LIEFEBETHE LWV EFEVIHEL
ZWEHE, TRODOEBDOLNVEZDT T
R L 22 [OUR 5T %47 5 D38 72 5 AT
T®H A 9, ‘Cointegrating Regression’ @ & 9
WCIEEFEBEOEHIIT L TERMICEE %
BILRIGBEELLLABNTH B, Fh

DA DEEDEYFER Vv L VAR ETNVET
. y. m, p Db Y icAy, Am, Ap 2 %
NEFNH 7255 ‘Spurious Regression’ ?38
LERT B ERTRELTH 5D

(2) HFEBEETERHOEH

CZOEEMTOEHHMIZ, bAED
EEEEEH L ECMICEVEHIL, 20%
LHIZOWTRE 2BI LRI ETH L, =
D7z, LT T, fERo [HEEER| L x
NTE7REFERE LLT T [HERELE
HEEEE] LIER) & ECM BB EE TR
BrldIlFHlIL, WMED/NT 4 —< L AD
EgETI>LE LT,

I FRANIC, 196844 1 041 ~894E 45 1
PR 2 EHAEIRG & LT, [TEkBLREEE
] Dt 24T - 72, BHER RO L B
D TH5b,

—_——
(m—p), = —0.51 + 0.13y,
(—1.63) (2.41)

—0.008R,+0.89 (m—p),1 (33)
(—5.55) (23.7)

R?=0.999 6=1.2% DW=0.54
LM1-5F (5,76) = 23.4

I CTHHPEHD (m—p) I LI
JAEEYA—HTI4%E (M+CD %
GNP 77 L —%—TlKRLAZbD), HBEEH
Dy, T BHIDOEHE GNP, R IFHHIZBIT S

43) 1) DEHEOAS L 2L () DEBIC LD, TDES 57—y 0ERIE, DEDLEOBEES L - Twn
5 L\ ) HERT ‘overdifferencing’ EIFIENT W5, b o & b, 1(-1) DERKIE, 1(0) DEEFERE [E 582
THY, o TIRIZICL) OEBDPERABICHENLAATS, 1(1) DEBDEED X 9 12 ‘Spurious Regres-
sion’ DE % E#23 5L \E (L %\, Plosser and Schwert (1978) X, ZOEIZEB L. [HHEH x #31(0)
M 1) b h 5 % WA E S First Difference Form (Ax) #fFHTXETH2 ]| LIRELTW 5,

44) LMI1-5F BRZEEO 1 ~SHORNHBOBFELF 2 v 2 T27:007 75 Va2 E BT AITHY,
R LM1-5F >2.3TH ISTRAEICRFIMBASH 5 L s 2 (HEKES %), & YFEL X{E8EEBM,
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BRFEEBOLER LD o T

SEDDEHMBEOILEEFIEY . (m—p) .y
BETHIC B 2EE YA - TS5/ ERETH
%,

RERHK RY) PHEHELERBED ST
(ESK) 2»5HMW+ 5L B3Rz vidy
T4y PRV EIIZAZB LA LEHS,
F—¥r-7brv >y DW) 2 LM 7 X b
DFER L (33) RORZEH IV RFIAEE 2B
HILeRLTBY, EEBEOEFMEIZIZK

& e BERIAHR B 4

RIZECM BB FERB L ORBEL RS
WY s, BHROMALS (m—p)
2 E51&, Alm—p) PHFIBEERIC LS L
9 IC re-parametarise L 72 R D@ EEE K
BHE L 72,0 ZOBEDA (m—p), XK
ERLEEBBOBETH L0, EEv A —
V77 A ORI MEICHEL T 5,

5K

(m-p)
10.6 —

9.6

9.4

9.2

9.0

1970 72 74 76 78
Sample Period : 1968(1)-89(1)

80 82 84 86 88 90

45) —RRICHEHAERO T FHEH Y HBERICE T 2 vk AR BOERRIC B CIBEEICRIIMEE S 2
BETHHFEMBDO B (consistency) RN B, L Lids, 33NR0LH % ARBOERKICE
W, BREBICRYIERNI S 5 LEEEICLT NS T AHEL 5720, RFIHBEOMERELNTH 2,
Z D Fid Malinvaud (1980), Harvey (1981) & T#gfsh v 3,

46) ZoOFHURIE, HHALKL BB ECM EREEMBEHI2 2 720 ) X2 B ICEE L HICE
L@ EANLZ OTHY), ThAKCERIZ 2V, T2bb, ()RNIHHELH [7o—, 8
BAEBSTXT (A by ] (Bl [LXIL]) TELERTBY, 20L& 2ERAHF—BERICEY
LENBEDRBKTHE, BOREFBOTHRT 230X, GORIIGIRELCALSI Y7+ A— 3
v (=BHEE) EFHVCEERA =Y 771 ORI COREFUHEL P ERLAZLDOETLWVR

£
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& @b BF %R

—T
A{m—p),= —0.51 4+ 0.13y,
(—1.63) (2.41)

— 0.008R;
(—5.55)

—0.11(m—p) (34)
(—2.85)
R?=0.297 0=1.2% DW =0.54
LM1-5F (5,76) = 23.4

BHROBIIZPVTHDL L, FHEINE
ZETRHEH, (m—p)e1 DEREH(33) R
CHERTH ) EL BN EL B oTwBL
xRN EMLTH B, T/, REFRKIE
0.999% 50.297 I KIEICIET LTWwWBH 4D
D ZDOMOZWT A P DIERUEARETH 5,

56 X () RDHEEMHE L ERMEE 77712
L72bDTHBH, FEOHHEFHbDITE
SWVIEET 4 v MFEL R TWwD (RE
BEOETLISIIINT 4y POELEE
BOBBICHE), 2D XS %I it
LB2DTHA ) Do ZNRRERKRLT T 7
{¥ parametarisation D2 L CHV. Tk
WIZEIZIBLDTHD, 22UEOELRS
% LR 2 358 ICIRERER 7 5
7 b b H IR L FHEERE L L CTARITIE
HHN, B—olRNIcoWTEMERD S
NBGEIIRERBS 77 7 12kt 5 2
EREFE LAWY o4 parameter-

isation DB % ¥ >0 (Standard Error

6

A (mop)
.0500

.0400
.0300
.0200

.0100

.0000

-.0100 —

-.0200

L

-.0300

1970 72 74 76 78

Sample Period : 1968(1)-89(1)

47) @) ROPEREHIBD TH VD E, (33) KA Partial Adjustment 7 & LI A56 b, B3
BHEMOBEC S V2 HAEKIZE L AR EF NV E 45 & 512 parameterise SN TWVWAEZ EPERTHS &

Bbhs,
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HBEFERBEOZER:2O T

oM el b, BARRICIZ G5O
HEEHWT, ECM @B ¥ % Error
Correction Term % EC=m—p—1.4y & ¢
BT er LY

Kiz, EhlloE 2R L LT, bAED

of Regression) (CX A2 XE&ETH s (FidkOW
HOFHRA L 60131.2% & 2% ) K&,
W& 2o ECM BB TI3490.4%) o

(3) ECM L& 3 BRERERMBOEA

(1) Cointegrating Regression & # 7« #
TNV X BEHA
L F T & Engle-Granger Two-Step
Method 121~ T ECM # o> i 85 7 B B
RRH L AR AL R—- M T2, 361
Bl L LTRD XD % cointegrating re-
gression % 1T » 72,4849

—
(m—p), = 1.40y, — 0.03R, + 0.003EQV,

—7.18 (35)

(35) X OB u,= (m—p),— (m—p),
I3 % ADF Test DGR, [u 35 v 4
LA =T THb] LOIFEIRSIZS %
BEAKETEHS N, EHHEEES (m—p)
EEEE (y) & id cointegration @ B4R
ChHbEDEEREERSY bbb ok
RPL, TV OBRUOHEH» 6 A TEEE
ZE% % ECM IC X Y EHEl 2 RS 72

M2+CD 122w T ECM BL@ & EEE D
FHllE B o7, Y, AREEMEKE
L Cit, Ueda (1988) & 2 HF %3 h A,
DAV EE (ZoB&HN) B8O
REFER BORTTF 4V F 4 D& 5
LREBETH 2 BRICHT 2 EEH
m FEEICVRIZEFL

M=M (Y, R, V) (36)
M, 3Y >0, dM, IR0, IM AV >0

ME L (Y33, RIAIFER, Vid
WAt DB ENR ) o EHEIHAR I > v T
19684E45 1 PU-H ~854E 45 3 MU & L /-
A, ZhiE, EREOK 3IER (1985454
PO ~894EEE 1 W) oF—4F 2 Hw
7AMEY I 2L =T a YLk S TEFILVD
NI A= A% F v 7 T5-20TH
o EFNVOFIMFERIKRDEBY TH

48) T O cointegrating regression |2 R,, EQV, # &% TW 5 M ix, Hendry (1986) DRMEIZHE- 72 D,
Hendry 2 1(0) ¥ 7% b & stationary DZEE % first stage cointegrating regression X E®H 2 NXTH 2 & T
LTwa, AAIZ, R, EQV, ZBRW-EIRAIC BT 2 y, OB 4TH Y HRICKELERI B H 5 10

49) my. P Vi FOEHSEEBETLZVWEA, R tESOBEREEOSHICEb VWD, B3R TR

ChoDRBEEBLTH S,

50) ZOBEDADF FAMI.OQRHRTEZONE, B)ROBEH u T EERT R ORI ¢=
-0.23, t=-3.80TdH ., = ? tfHit Engle and Granger (1987) DEF AN O EERIZ L 5 5 YHEEKE (W
T NVEI00DEAE-3.17) # FTHE o TWAH 72, u, i3 stationary TH 5 LRI N5,

51) EC=m—p—1.dy &€¥, RO 220T T ECLLTHATSL (§%&bb R, EQV, * ECIIE&D
%) LWIEXZHFLHA ), Ueda (1988) DHRICBVTHE SN ECM EFLVIZ 0L 2FE 2 HIZ
RobDTHbH, LPLEHS, ECIZR,. EQV, 2 HH A 1Z, ©—H#MIC, cointegration (2451 2 4%
BEBOBP A 23 EHRHCHBNOD2HBETOONEHLL 252 L, @R, EQV, 36. (1) »
ADF Test DFERIC b 6 F, KRKI0), $hbs [EHBR] LALHIFIELETHLZ L, 6K
WX T (m—p), & y, D 2 EE A cointegration DFRIZH B LD EDTIEE L - Tnb,
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Z) 052)

—TN
A{m—p),= —0.33+ 1.17Ay,,
(=2.97) (14.6)

+ 0.79EC-1
(13.1)

— 0.84EC,-z — 0.18Ap,
(—13.9) (—2.61)

— 0.82A%p,
(—9.28)

— 0.007AR;-
(—3.60)

+0.002 [1SEQV. (37)
(3.04) =1
R*=0.937 0 =0.41% DW = 2.05
LM1-5F (5,58) = 0.87
Normality)(2 (2)%® = 29.56
x’F (14,48)% =1.13
CH(14,63)% = 0.55

S CHABEEENPA (m—p), ix4H
KBIFLEEYF—H 7714 (M2+CD %
GNP F7L—%—TKL7ZdD) ORiH
e, FHEEROAy, . FEHIOEE
GNP O RTEA LG M=, EC & ECz 132
nZ NI, Fi4 % D Error Correction
Term, Ap, XX EOWfi (GNP 77 L —
5 —) ERE A% 2L oWl AR
DOEALNE (v UNLEE) . AR EHTH
BT A 5ES OERMBILEEFIR ) 0%
LI, 43 BQV,, & 1M 517 2 BiE
T L BRI D 4 WL BB FIgME T
bho = BEF & Al D EBRE % Br <
7= EFRE - AEERE0 L O A
LTwa,

HABBOFEFFMEICO>VWTA B L E
BEETFEOHNMFIT L, EEME0H
EE 77 212, 2 2® Error Correction

52) AEFILOHEEIHE L Tix3. T4 L 72 General-to-Specific Modelling Approach (ZfEVy, I
m, = él am,; + éo (bjpr; + ¢y + dRi; + ¢EQV,) + constant
LWVWIARDODETOERIZODOVWTAMTE TH I 7 % &t General Model # #EE L. = D IT re-
parameterisation & HE TL WHBHEEOHIBEOE N B LIZ L o TREMIZ(E7) A %17/, General Model
NDGIE0.39% Tdh -7 DT, TFNOBHMAL GHEHORKII5— 8 IZHD) 2 TH6130.02% 44 ~ +

LR LTCWRWT LIl h b,

53) Normality ¥° & Jarque and Bera (1980) 12& » CHR SN BEHOTFHB*RET L7 A NTHD
BMERBERS MHo . BAEBHRERSAICKS | 2BV THHE 20X 541215 €5 T, #4 Nor-
mality X*> 6 THNEREBEOERMIEH SRS, QNROBARBREHOLRBCHES DY, =20

ECM EF NV ICHEOHMAH L 2 EHREL TS,

54) x°F ix White (1980) #SBA% L 2-FEIH OS8O A —1 (Hetroskedasticity) (2T 57 A FTh 5,
ZOBEORER TR [Ho ! REHOGEIIAH ML L] BT, HHE @k—2, T-3k+1)
DFGHIHES (T 7V, k @FAREON ., GNAOBEEHEN (14, 48) THHDT, #
R XF>1.9THNITREEOTROY—MUPEHINRDL Z L2k B,

55) CH (Chow test for parameter constancy over the forcast period) &, FHABIRIC B 2 REH OB L
FRHEIC BT 2 FRIBREDTRE \CHBELRENFIET 5 5% Chow (1960) DFEIZL WRET 5 b DT,
TE2S Y TNE k 2 HBAEROK. 0 29HEHRIOE S L 42 & BEE CH BB [Hy L /85 27—
REES] BV THBE (b, T—k) OFSMICHIo o T n=1208, Bk CH>2TH L IEHE
HIMICBU B NRT 2 —OREUPERNSNE I LIlh D,
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HRHFREHEBOLE

Termse) BHEBRLRX=2T<T A/ F R

ATV TLVERO LN EEEE VTR
574%1*5”Aﬂ%$ﬂ( BERAE D
BEEM) oLbRuE~ 1+ 22, Hiiozk

BRBETI R EFEREFRRICB Y, B

Wit T

FHMBEICET 2 LM 7 X b ORERLBRE
B 5 B AEEAKEDHERE Bh2.4) %
TEy ., RFIHEESED Sk nwZ & FR
LTWw3
BRIV THEEE L HEE R Ty

WO EELEARRE L -T2, FMLEOWETRTHL, ZNE 86 Gt
@Kz ByAR L2 L, B RABEFERR chETsE 749 b
RERK RS, EREROEESEE (0) &b BB EL TV 2 L dbhs P ¥
WKIBIZHESNTEY, T2, BEHED 2. BN RICE ST IESD 1 -step

56) BUERFHEHBAIEL D . D 2 2? Error Correction Term ICDWTIERD L 3 IZERI L7129 A5 L w»
LOEREZIT 2. $ b B, 0.79EC, 1 —0.84EC, 2=0.79 |A(m—p),.1—1.4Ay, 1} —0.05EC,, T 1.
CORREMZE QT REBHPLERD 1BED AR 70 2 % HHERIL (specification) (2E T = & 5]
BETH2, LALAENS AR 70 22 EUET NV GRFEROLWRSHE LV L h o KFTTIE(37)
KDL CBEDLT—DIEEN 200 EC H A S - 2B TB I bR BOERALEIRA LTV,
T, HWEOEC % 4 2 EF)NVIZ2 T it Hendry, Pagan, Sargan (1984) . Banerjee, Galbraith and Dolado
(1988) i & o TEGRAYICIRET STV A 1EA, EFEFHICHB VTS Patterson (1987) 24RA L T 2,

57) AT VLEREZONEEN VA F RO TWE I LIZD2WTIRD 2 & BY) ORRAFTEETH b, +
bbb, H1ITR, AYEZEXROA Y 7 VRETFRICFET 5 2 LAk a W o MEI0Ic 3 ET it %
CHLBBRBEFEDOALPALEST L LR T, 1 v 7L L EEREEAEIZICVDIE [
bl Behd b OBRITETH S, ZhiE, Partial Adjustment Model % ERALT B BRI, [EHE
HELYEHBE TS L2, ) IZZBIETS 25 &4 07 LEFSHER D %] &\ Nominal Partial
Adjustment & L7 35 T & % (Real Adjustment & Nominal Adjustment O A& 22w Cix, # 2 iE,

Cuthbertson (1985). 153 (1986) £20,

B2, LOBRBHABRLWETH L, Tabb, 1 V7 LREBERAOBRSBERTH L2 6, A4

BAYT7LUHMET 2 L BERELTERLLI T2 LOMROUBN D, SIETL R, 20250
BROLLLFELVRRIOEFTVASHETA I LR TELEYL, LUTW R ITHERTENHECH
59,
58) fEREIBIB L HNHE, ECMBIEBD /87 + — <V ZAHT O & 5 ICREICAILET 5 013, §iEICE 2
RECHBAER (1 > 7 VE REOEHREE) #FIC@EINTVEA0THEEDIEHIH I 2 L5,
FIT, CORERETAELD, ﬁ*ﬂ%ﬁu:atﬁfﬁ&mxtdwéﬁafe$ (3 HEA DA
B EheENn Ap, A%, % EEQW.%ﬁMLTﬁM)t AUTORREEHE, TnERLEHS
MrEBY, ﬁm&wﬁwtfu L LTOHHEBAPHET L L2 A0FBEE£H0 t lEAEETL
(b, GLAHALREE (10) OEBE 1 (1) OERERESETERT 22 L OME) 1ER
ToRRE R 572,

« 4 ’
(m—p),=0.008y,—0.002R,~0.975 (m—p) ,—; —1.029Ap,+0.138A%,+0.005 + 3 EQV,_,+0.179  (33)
0.1  (-1.88)  (36.3) (—11.4) (1.30) G.ae (0.75)

RE=10.999 o =0.7% DW = 0.60
LM1—5F = 16.45
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& @ B

ahead (1#i%cH) OMEL I 2L —T 3
CORERY (FESM) EaDLBEME
FTRTFHUEDSBEEXBICB ST - T
BY, ECMEEEFTERKTCALRY,
VbW % ‘Missing Money’ DREEIZA LT
Wiy, S 5102, FHIMIE LSRRI B
WCEHIK D /8T X — 7 — b L T
WBENEIDETANDL DT vy - F A B
*BI ol TARER CHIZ0.55
5 %HEKEOEHEFME (R2) 2 FHEDY
NG A= — DEENSHER S NI,

@ BEH=A—H TS EMEOTFH >
alb—Yav
FEIMTIHEERE YA -V 7T 1 OHiflt

2FMT AL 2o T b5, HARBITIE

BB AT A FRERAELORE L %

WAEBEBICEELTWL I LT L,

(B7) A % M, +CD OFRERIEL % TR

BIAABIEL72AMET T 2L —3 3 v b

H T T o720 ZORRIIEIRITIRLIL

BYTHb, HFIKTiE 1 -step ahead D

YIialb—Yary (HEHICBWCHIgE T

DEFEZ b LI 1O ORE2 FHEIL

726 0) OTFHMENSERMHEL & bITRER

TWwa A, FREAIEHE LIEIF+L1%

RA Y FOHBAICBEEE 5 T3,

%

0N &Nk B EEH

K (38) X it ECM ELEHEZ G = 4
1A (19854E 55 4 MU-HA ~894E 45 1 U
B) #EHAMIMICED 2% FLizon
THERB/N2FEEICE VI LIE L 7655
Thhb,

T
A(m—p),= —0.30 + 1.17Ay,,
(=3.71) (7.3

+ 0.80EC,-;

(14.5)
— 0.84EC;-2 — 0.19Ap,
(—16.1) (—3.52)
— 0.80A%p, — 0.006AR, 4
(—10.2) (—3.78)

4

+0.002 {3+ SEQV.l (38)

(3.67) e

R*=10.933 0=0.39% DW =2.08
LM1-5F (5,72) = 1.14

Normalityx? (2) = 38.99

x°F (14,62) =1.20

BRE/N2 FeE I oW CEBICHET 5
&, ZOMFHER, HlloTVT) X A
PRV A S L2 X 0 SO FHAE ot
(19684E 55 1 U 4H) #EE L) 2 TR
M 2 19754E55 4 UEH 2 5 894F 55 1 MU
T C1Ho>Z L & ¥ - AE55F DI
2 1EOFETHELIENTEL LV E

59)

A (m—p),=0.008y,—0.002R,—0.025 (m—p)_,~1.029Ap,+0.138A%p,+0.005 % ‘§| EQV,_;+0.179 (34)’

0.19) (—1.88) (0.91) (—11.4)

R*=10.779 ¢ =0.7% DW = 0.60
LM1—5F = 16.45

L W SN N & 7 AR
60)
#25M,
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(1.30) (5.16) '~ (0.75)

1-step ahead forcast S HIHIE COEMBEIZL L ST 1 HEDOBEE FRT 3 b D, o TFREEN

F R/ 2 Fik: (Recursive Least Squares Method) D7 VT XL IZ2\WTid, 7= & 2 iF Kmenta (1986)



HEFEMBOREEEH T

BT SR ——
et -~
(1985#1% 4 #&Kﬁ)
A (mp) VAB% (3 T-Ri4E
.0600 — \
u :———-— Forecast
.0500 !
I
|
.0400 !
|
.0300 i
|
.0200 |
4
.0100 |
I
]
.0000 :
|
-.0100 }
|
-.0200 !
|
-.0300 ;
1
| L]
1970 72 76 78 80 82 8 8 8 90
Sample Period : 1968(1)-89(1)
A (mop) W ————-
.0450 —
.0400 — T ] i
i 95% 15 REX [
.0350 )
L T
.0300 |~
.0250 |— 4
0200 |- “

.0150 —

T

.0100

T

.0050 B - 1

I | | | | l | | 1 |
1986 87 88 89 90

T

Forecast Period : 1985(4)- 89(1)
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Al A

” %9

14

7u

13

= I T T T | T T

1985.04 86.01 86.02 86.03 86.04 87.01

— K

MuhETHs, cOhiETHAVS L, &
ECE S RoE  [AMTEVRE - W2 E-TAR
¥ —DEMRED L IZEEL TV B2 %
BiIMas o ehTEbizh, BREEHE
(recursive residuals) #FIH L 7-&EHKF v
A B (Sequential Chow test) (2 &
DEFNOBELILOEEEF v 2T 5
CEDTEETH D LRDZ L %H 5, (38)
A OFHAFE R T &Y 7L (1968(1)-89(1))
YEEOBRAN2FEETEFHILZ b0 L&KL
fl—C®» 5,

(BT & () A& I L TAH B L KR E
DIEIZIZE AEELLTES T, st
B Ial—2a VORESRITTH -1
CELEERNTH L,

#1004 (38) 2 o &R A i o0 H (Rt i)

I I I 1 | I

87.02 87.03 87.04 88.01 88.02 88.03 88.04 89.01

- 1-step ahead Tl

L. EC,-1 (Bi#® Error Correction Term)
DfREBOE (s Ok 7oy FLZ
BDTHbB, —HLTbH»2b LI,
EC-1 D42 ¥ 0.75~0.80 0 THE L T
Wwh, $72, 38)RDF DI
DWTHERICTT y PLAZEZS (K
WLTIRIBE L AN . BEEHAR
WhEWIRERIES NI,
FUIKEBERFZAHY A dikF v
T TAMNOERETO Yy PLALDOTH
B, MhIZIZT R b ORES, HEECIEK 4
D5 %BHBEKENS 19 E1.010%5 L)
IZFHEE (re-scale) L7:HREER L - TBY,
757 OEFLODKFER % B 725812
2 DR THEREE L b 0 LHE
Shb,

s

ZE LT

61)
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.10

.00

.90

.80

.70

.60

.20

.00

.80

.60

.40

.20

BEEEABROTERE 2D 5T
%10 Error Correction Term NENEAL

— EC(-1), =+ EC(-1) £ 2 X {ZH#EfR 2

.,

—
N~
————
—

AY A -~
\~ l’ ‘V’ === ---“‘6‘---,\

e ——

W

- pa——
'~ —————
"'"-"

r
—- v
ﬂr“' - RN
Ao ~
| ! | ] | 1 | ) ] ] | 1 ] T
1976 78 80 82 84 86 88 90

Sample Period : 1968(4)-89(1)

FIX EFr7 - TR POKR

1978 80 82 84 86 88 90

Sample Period : 1968(1)-89(1)
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& moo

INETOT I TIRIMEL I alb—T g
VIR LTFHEINLZETERS B, E
M TRABROMEMED1.0xBL T
HEIAHiEnL, #oT, ECM BLERE
EREBICET ARy, 19764 LIS HICE
BITLLAREL TV EDERLE
720

—fgiZ, FHK DT X ¥ —HREET
HHDIZ.ETNOERALARE 5> TV B D,
HOETNVHEIEERfLL T s oL
LLMTHAEDN, WTFRIZEI/NT XY —
PAREETH AP, EEFESHO
EFNVOIELEEFET L 2 L ITH LW,
B RDFAEITII/ST AT —HPREELTW
DT, b2 EOBEEEEE ECM THH
TEhL—lbKmfTT a2 LMFFE &
Jo

kD bAEOBEFERBIHET 2%
RESTAT TR, [HEHER | o 7 o EHIR
BEABRbLL AW L2 BEEIC, [BYE
BB LD 7 MELTEY, T 72,
ZFOT7 b0 LS —EiIZSRE B
DEBIZLIBZLDTHL]| LimlLohsrly
BEUEDNoTze LBLEDNES, 61285
FEHEFWICLY, EFVOS HEER LY
TLFITNICTNEREN L BEEER
BB rZ LN TELILIRENSZE
. C0X) ek [EH] CEKREE
MEHITPTIH23DTHH, Thbb, [E
#A] 0OBRFERBEREEOE & %
FTHICHBETE R P 5 201E, BEEEY
MEKSS 7R LEEVI L DEELAS,
ETNVORHFTHFEICHED S 57212 T &
VWOTEHAZVAEN) HTH D, 3. TH:
Ep Yy [EiEAE] o ¥ iE, Partial
Adjustment D+ 1 — 7% [EEHH]
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22T NETNOT THEENBE
WHME 2> THBY, TPEBIZELWY
LRV RVHERIR AR E L5 L
mbDEELLND,

RASIEROE &S
HHENZBE T 2 Ll EOEIEGHT ORER % 1l

BTl orlROLBYTHL,
@D <H—H7T54, EE GNP, GNP 77

L— S REFEEBROGNEEE 2
T DORMIE, WEREZLNRTWVZL)
LY FEDLYOEFBRETE R, &
LAT YT LT+ —270DL) RIEEE AR
ThH ALK &V,

@ EREERFEEBIRERKC ST 7

TAhABE—R 749 BV IIIIHAZLE
A, TOLEFEIIDOET VA AR (H
ChE) B % b2 & 9 I parameterise
ENTVBLZEIZLBARENFTDT7 4 v b
DRSICEE 2V, ZTNEEFIVOD para-
meterisaion ¥ H TEE T 5 2 LIZ X )
RU[EETH D, 7o, EREBEFEREK
BFRZEEICHERIMEBEED S 1, HEE
HRETO b DPEFEREZVZ L ERLT
w5,

® ECM %58 ¥ % E B # 130 (Standard

Error of Regression) THE T 5 & {EskAl
BE L Y5 2ICHEEBEI G, EEY
SEMIZOVTOHNFEL I 2L —2a v T
bE BRI EONS, S HICHERT v
7T AMOKER, ECMBoBEREER
BUI9T6ELIEZEL TH Y, BHvbh
&% [BEFEEBOI 7] 2L
‘Missing Money’ & W 2Bl R IEHEB I
B ol



BEFEMBORER O T

7. SHOMIRE

A@IL TR, F& LCEESHOIIEH S
MR B TFERBOMER LR EHICT
5Tk, ECMEOBEFEEREEBAT
HIELIZEEEBWTEL, 200, Eif
HTIZER LT bkAli O 2B iR E % BB #IC
BRENICEA L DSBS TV BTV
RHRALZ, SOZ ik, ECM 2F BT
EHBRMD 2 WERT L2 b REN 2 BEE
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