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=Y 7574 8LUVHMBIH E BEGNPORRICOVT

— HARRRFICB T 5

245 A MG DRRGE —

B B

O FBOBENG, ~A2—¥ 774 L FHMBE
H&%EB GNP oM OB FKRIKEFL~<22 )
A OfFE, AARBFICOWTERIELTH 5
Edb, 2T TRY EFLH<AL )R PO
BRI KD 3B/ TH 5,

@ ZFBLTrhiE=4—9 7541 L%E GNP
Lo ik, FIED bEE~O— BB OR
REFROSTET %o

@ =<A—¥77410%EGNPEE IR
BREL, DOXBHITD 5o

® —F. BEEHOZ B GNP KT THR
&, <F—H7 34O supportive ZEE %
L hbanhEh, BEHIEI (HAEN
( “crowding-out” BWBET S ),

O HIEOMERTFELL T, ERoFE (B

ZEEHRBOFHE. Almon lag DA% I

NTERTA B ELTEERXCL B bh

T 5FEE ( Sims test kU Shiller lag )%

A o
COLABRIEHELCILNED, =F2 Y X
b o bE3 R OHE TERHATELEZN LD

Hwt Bk AT I LABEROBERILS

BAA=RAFEDLTNnENL, =F& ) X}t

i — BT AHECERL L5 ELTWE

brTcdrwnat, 22 L [KET=F £

) = b pERALE LT D BEEGHHET b HE
ThH] LD ESED B EE o T,

%3 BB E LB GNP & oM oRRE
FRICDONT IR THEDN TF—H 7 51L4
BGNP: oMK 2oh2X9%, —FHAO
REBREBEL X 2007,

O UTTH, 3F=<=2—¥7 713 LU0HBE

i &4 B GNP & oM oBRROF M% Sims
test TFAVTHREIEL 23 &, VbW BB H
BB % Shiller lagz AW TEHIL, ~*—
774 LUMBE A AE GNP RIE 3%
REeBitTAC L ET5,

2. v x—4754., MBSZHEBEGNP

s DOBORRBF
—Sims test |z & 32—

O AHors>K<4+% )= g, ZELTHO

H=4—9754 ¢&ZH GNP & O] IKixsiE
»oBE~O—HFHOERRBEFR (unidirec-
tional causality )JOAFET AL L&FEL T
nhd, ChERIETHFREL T, RRMEE
DM OB EBFERE AL % by WEOMO
turhing-point@ﬁﬁfiﬁg’%&%’\'% Lok F
Bk bhTirp, HBETHEC SimsiCL >
% IhABEFE (Sims test LD
T (1) 8R) BAVLRL L9 E>T
Wb, £ THEH T Sims tgét”tl)&%m*ca

(E1) Sims test @& [BERFISHT) (time series analysis)OVEDODIEMATSH Y, 2 L BEERF€ 74 IIC L b causal ity #REE © MigEE

DPEDTHD,
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FREBECONWT<F—Y 754 BEGNP &
OEORRBE RERIET 51T, ThEMEL

TH bk, PEBEHEZBGNP Lo MoBE

FRICONT % FAUHREEE & %o ‘
Z¥F, Sims test DR A > M, RDO245
EHRFAINIEE X0bY~0—FHHHAD
RRBROFETS LEL DL OED 5o
(I) YOBREMEE XOffk, HEr L UBE
Off | L OB RE» B E X ORE
PLUBEOMEE. YOREMEBEICSN
(BT XRFNOHRBOFHEAEE ) TH55
XOfFRO MR Y OBHE % FHE ICHT Lz

N (BT XRFIORBO FEXSEETE V),

(N) BCXOBEMBE [YOFR BEF LU
BEOE] LOBEHBEREAEBEES, YO
BROELXOBEEBRBICHBL 95
(ZTY RO REO FELEE)

O BREKCH7->Tid I EHAEFONN T
—s%7 nz— Esy cor-2%
AncEERX st 2. TOEBESmsiC% 5
> THBHERIC b v ML 2 ( BEXH
(14)), =% =¥ 754 L THHM, %2, i
TH(E)E LT, BRFTB - 2048 Bk
TH (BUFMEY - 2R EBA, BAEEER
FHB BREEMEREOCES) 2 HALL
(ERRC> Wt fI%RER),

(=*x—¥%75 1 L&B GNP LOBR)

O 2¥ ~42—v751LHBGNPLOBER
EhBE FZ-YTS5A0LLZBGNP~ D
—FHBORRBEHRIBIEEI Nk, T2DD,
FLRERLLZL I K, brEOBE, QGNP
={ (M) oBHOEBRAKFT, MOREF
I UBEDE 4 B GNP © BR7E E 0L
ELTHEREHS (FE2.404 ) & &b M

OfFROMEIL% BGNP © BEEJKTLERBEN
HLAEZW (FEO. 809 ) -+ LREEAF (1)
=R, Q¥ cM=f (GNP) O& oEFX
CEnT, ZBGNPO HXROE O F 12280
LBE TH ol EEEEHL ) TR B
TCOBEER L BB, =424 751L2
HGNP & o BIKiZB1E 2 bBE~ O—FHH
ORRBENFETS | LO~F% Y2+ O
HEBRLCONWT L TEEL E5TBLT
nbo

%%, C Goodhart (4 > 2 7 FEHT) &
RHEEOF— 2 KON TFROERILRH2 1
(FB1ERESR 2R3 (10) ) 25, BEICHE
FLABERRO R 25/ &< (0.14~0.51 ),
FRXEFOBRESENT 2 Eh L, <4
-7 74 55% 8 GNP~ © B REBEE
FRETEEZN ELTWE 2, bhbhoBE
WHEALZBRRX (HRER) OREHAH(RY
BEozbEm<, T LAMBEAEL Thin,
(BIR) v x+—4F51(M) £ £EHGNP

CPRT3F
( *"N%E%mévﬁ%]
*ok e 59 ”
(I) GNP=f(M)

Fkof FER LUTBEOHE

A & 0. 809 2.404*

* B 0.36 1.89*

* 2. 44* 0.34

(I) M=f (GNP)
Fxoffd BEP LUVBEOHE

B & . 228" 0. 793
* H 4.29™ n.a.
* B 0.97 0. 40

) 1. (kEROWTEESRIHER (14) &

(x2)
C£aXtoy ) E AV Ko

7408 —&LTHSims (BB 14))s Elliott (ZRXM () HFLFEL O ( £nXt ~ 1.5 £nXt_, + 0.5625



BownwTasRg (10) 2R

2. MOEZE--BEX; M2, XE M1,
BEH E AT T4

3. XEHEICDPEER

(MBE &4 B GNP & oBEf%)

O Ik, MBS EZEB GNP LOBE /R KOV
THBE RA—FTIARHLRALY H—
HHMORRBEREEE I h3, CoREEr b
EEEOBRREONWTALHELZC it A %
N EWnS ERMB Lhk,

TEbL FB2ROLY K, OMBXEBON
ROfEE%E B GNPOFBRES Tt (FE
1.581 ) 2%, [FRCEHES & FBEOELEE
GNPOZEBICFHBANEHL 2\~ ( FfE 1.514)
M) e LT, @QFIC, BB HE
BZEH ZBEGNPEFRBEEHE LABEBEK I
FWNTE, % EBGNPON kOED FE1.226
EABE TR Do) 2 TR T,
(B2%) MEEM(E) L £EGNPICRT

3Ff@a ~

[* 10 %ﬁ%m‘%f?ﬁﬁ]
*x-0- 504 "

(I) GNP=f(E)

Skoft FLES LCBEDMHE
H K 1.581 1.514
* 4.60™* C2.01**
() E=f.(GNP)
ko BES IFBEOHE
H =& 1. 226 1. 866
* B 3. 40* 5.61™*
(B XEKOWTEsRIXE 8 &R

Sims test ICFERLZEARBX
( EHEAfE 62/1 ~ 76 /M)

(=3—=%75414 L&BGNP)

(IFN: GNPy =1 (M i="4, -

' +8)

(%)
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-~ R2;0.898, S; 1.40,
D.W.; 281
(IR : M =f (GNP _,, i=-4, =, +8)
R?; 0984, S; 055,
D.W.; 1.78
(MBCH £ BGNP)
(X : GNP, =1 (E _., i=-4, -,
+8)
R?; 0913, S ; 1.29,
DW.; 2.19
(st : B,=f (GNP,_.,
+8) )
R?; 0761, S ; 2.55,
D.W.; 250
GNE, ; 7 4 V# =% $0 7% B GNP

i=-4, -,

M,  747F—%HTAM20OMNYEL
2

E, ;7472000 7EERHAB~~
A% B B

3. vx—9754, MBEZH»MI&E GNP
(Y EERES
—Shiller lagiz &3
o3z HEA BT RI—

O YE-xtrbt v 2BRO<F542 1) X} EZn
DYLRIMBBE T LIkt oT, <
A=V T4 LU MBI M 2% B GNP K &
EIRRICEATE=422 ) 2t 0Eik, Txb
b,

@ ~Fx—¥7710KZBGNP € BT THRE
BREC( ORI TH S,

® —F MBEHOAH GNP K RIZT4H%
{X. supportive R A — V7 54 OZXHH %
L%hbarnhED, BRI CAEn
( “ crowding-out ” O FLE ) |
EOFERFHBEL LS L LA (SR (6),
(7))o
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BIEIT® Sims test ORI E I n»
TH 5 LcBthofe 375 WhEE e R L T
Wby THbL, F—%7 7514 LEZBGNP
L oMlo—FEEOHERBIM% (unidirectional
causality ) HQZ =L, MEEZH L£E
GNP L OMIKiZE 5 LAa—FFRoORRBE %
HABLBE > 2O E@OB—R TRV L
Ez BT ENTE D,

% & TAE T ARBFIC OV TRESTH BI#
#5EIL, ~FZF VX OEEHBELCY TE
15 PEDCON TIREEL TH 5 L)

R HBBOL 5 2B M7 7% BUBRKOE!
BloFE L LTERKAImon lagh AW bh
Ta %&b, BEATER. Shiller KL > TSR
Th % ( Shiller lagic oW TR (2]
Z WL (12) 2R) ALE LERRLNRT
na (Eild, BREIR(8)) o T T THHE
TOERICEFWT % Shiller lag BAnbT &
L3 (B

O ZTENRERERTEROLEEL D TH A,

7 4
AGNP= 0028+ m; AM -+ e; AE -
i=0

(0.29) i=0
R? ; 0.694
S ;1.07
D.W.; 1.63
SHEBAM ; 62/1 ~ 77/1
7 4
Jm; =1.269 2 e;=—10.005
i=0 1=0
i=0 0.024 (0.30) | 0.303 ( 1.32)
1 0.154 (2.35) E 0.029 ( 0.17)
2 0.226 (3.11) i -0. 126 (-0.87)
3 0.236 (3.35) |  -0.139 (-1.09)

4 0.224 (3.22) i ~0. 073 (-0.76)
5 0.192 (2.41) E -
6 0.137 (1.46) f -
7 0.077 (0.83) i

GNP ; GNP ORIRBH 8 28, BArk M
AM ;M 2 OO AT IS E S,

BATRE

AE ; MBCZHEORBHISESE, B4k
M

( IREtE

EEEFHERIKINE, AM(<F—%+T7 3
1B © S/ RBENAE (MBI BEE)
DT HRBO 2 - BRESRE D ELEBIC,
B ZRBHRLRT 7 7 RBosEEIK
ARERDLAHERINSG (B 1RER) .
TEbbH, AMO 5 A — 2 —F L4 K
INEAHBETOBRKREBI ER L, 4 U¥EHIE Cw
—ZCE LD ERBICET T505 8 LN
i?@ﬁg74%ZKﬁt6f\%E$ﬁﬁ%
TR éﬁiﬂszt\m&biéﬁﬁ%
RLTW5S ( O 1 ZBRE OB HE
<=— V¥ MOk OBBSOE EBHREHRL T
n3),

—%5, AED< 3 4 — 2 —d4HKENTH
HREL, TOBRESERICETL, 3MBEHHIK
uv4fzkﬁfé7b\%ﬁsm¥%&éf
ORBHRE R T gfﬂi i31% 0 KT E
thoTwnbs Thid, AMOEMAZNHE
OAEOAGNP X3 2208 A RIRIIC I
ZOIHENC LEBRTHHDTH Bo

T 9 LABRIBRE KR IKE T2 ERIBR &
Fikcdb, ToOBRb T~%x2 )= 0oFEEZ
PHEIKLY TR EAT LB LTV b,

GE3) BEHMEBICOWTE. b bAAB - OH 2V LEABEASE A0 DLT, 2O LAFEAFIRERNIN TV D
ol KOs 4y o7 Mo T A0, RENYPHE ( rational expectation) O B ( sRXE (3)(12) ) SHEECE
Ub_&ﬁlﬁﬁ@%&‘?x&%f»@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?6&%&%0%&(%%@%ﬁﬁ55%0 ERXM(5)) iy, KB
HICHHC T HIN TR ARRFLE TR, BRE—DOHMAFELYI I LBELLRTREHLTE59,

GE4) bHABERODWTHEIHEBEHRLAAL LTRERIXK (1), (1 2H5,0
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(ZF1H) BIHEABDOZTS - 5—

<B *F=>
05— Smi=1269
Zei=-0.005
04}
| ] I L L L {
t+4 43 42 -6 -7 -8 -9 -0

(s %) <% B>
(€ brq 288, 2B (6] )

FXmi=2557

Yei=0.05

t+4 43 +2
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O %%, Elliott RBEH (E) £ ZBGNP 5 4
2m;= 1. 251 2 e,=0.653
Lok EmoEREEMHK (bidirectional i=0 i=—2
mmuny)ﬁﬁﬁ?éofutwﬂkbf$g i=-2 - b 0.010 ( 0.09)
iy b g 2BOKT MEEEBEL, AR e | 0.063 ( 0.41)
OFRDOEE TEO AR OEHEfToTn 5, 0 0.030 (0.42) i 0.074 ( 0.59)
FThicisb e, T LAFERIALRKEI>Th > 1 0.166 (2.90) : 0.021 ( 0.18)
b4 2B MBI O FE AR % B I £ 2 0.258 (4.21) : -0.024 (-0.21)
#%<{, 4B GNP O EBOAES BAMOE 3 0.295 (4.40) | -0.050 (-0.46)
Bicisd0oTdh, AEETENNEIHEA L 4 0.287 (3.69) 5 -0.028 (-0.33)
4B GNP OZEBIKKELG 2N ELTWD, % 5 0.215 (2.71) | -
Z Thb2BER2WTHHIICAE OkoOE%: Thbb, EIRIEETITAVWERR LN
BRI BBEREEHIL T2 L, BMTo Tis LAEHESE (R S, DW.E) 2@kl
BhTH I, ‘ =K. AMO 7 7EBOEFHERAE0ER
AGNP=O.081+25:'mi AM, +é,ei AE,, VCH?L‘CBE’EUE’\JVCké <y BRAE D 7FE
(0. 95) i=0 i=2 O R - 2L~ 4 > 2L 2D % E,
R 0.716 FeDORTRIRER ORAIMBICIEAA S SN %
S ; 0.96 o Ko
D.W. 1.69 J S

STHRIRART ; 62/1 ~ 76/ (534 2A8)

GES) MEXH &% B GNP & OMIK bidirectional causality #4ET 2ZF EH & LT, Elliott X MBEH -2 B GNP 0 B
REFRIBROFS  THAEBRR CHAIN L, 172, ZEHGNPHEIHORARBRL ODWIR, BREOoLARE
i, REEHOBERILLEICHBRASEMNL, MBIRIAHETL 2D, 29 LARRT THHEIH 86
L5 LT ARBEABRBTA—F, HC, BROTERE CTARBIHBBENAEE L 1L Thnb, Thid, Wbl
[AB%E0 D THTBEHT] LV oA AEOMBTERE Y » t RORBRIC L > T, ZH GNPHMBEIIH~OEENL 2
LAhBEDRF LA LS,

%%, Elliott OFHIX B KO L+ b (BRI (8)),

+4 +4

AGNP=C+ 3 mi AMt-i+23 ei AEt-i
1=0 -4
Jmi=4.90 Yei=0.23

i=—4 - 0.28 (314)
-3 - 0.25 (3.88)
—2 - 0.21 (4.13)
=1 - 0.15 (3.34)
0 .33 (249) 0.08 (1.75)
1 1.57 ( 3.48) —0.01 (0.21)
2 1.37  (3.17) —0.12 (210)
3 1.03  ( 2.30) —0.2¢ (3.39)
4 — 0.4 (0.76) —-0.37 (391)
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1) T baBRE T4~ 77 1ERCONT JEXRRITHAEAH MAMS0ETAS

23 T Crowding-out % 382 3EHICDONT JBEE4S(BMS245 R)

33 T2 | oBRBKOWT I BHIRREARERLT - 3 (BM524£127)

4) FRE- T =22 VA EFARLARF /7 v —~¥a v OFHA JESP (HBM52F12 AF)
5) EMBETTSIE | LLTo<ze - 27 O JRERE (BBM524£10 A27H%5)

6 ) Leonall C. Anderson, and Keith M. Carlson, “A Monetarist Model for Economic Stabilization™, Federal Reserve Bank of St.

7 ) Leonall C. Anderson, and Jerry Jordan, “Monetary and Fiscal Actions: A Test of Their Relative Importance in Economic

Stabilization”, Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis Review, Nov., 1968.

~

Revisited”, Journal of Money, Credit, and Banking, May, 1975.

8 ) J. W. Elliott, “The Influence of Monetary and Fiscal Actions on Total Spending: the St. Louis Total Spending Equation

{ 9 3 M. Friedman and A. Schwartz, “Money and Business Cycles”, Rev. Econ. Statist., Feb., 1963.

[10) C. A. E. Goodhart, David Williams, and D. H. Gowland, “Money, Income, and Causality: the U. K. Experience”, A. E. R, Jun,,

1976.

{11) David A. Pierce and Larry D. Haugh, ““Causality in Temporal Systems: Characterizations and a Survey”, Special Studies Paper,

Federal Reserve Board, Sep., 1977.

(12) R.J. Shiller, “A Distributed Lag Estimator derived from Smoothness Priors”, Econometrica, July, 1973,

{131 R.J. Shiller, “Rational Expectation and the Dynamic Structure of Macroeconomic Models”, Journal of Monetary Economics,

Jan, 1978.

[ 14 ) Christopher A. Sims, “Money, Income, and Causality’’, A.E. R. Sep., 1972.
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Sims test (€ & 2ERBAROREEIC oLT

O FERRFIGH ( time series analysis )
ORBIIEL WA, C. A, Sims (X Bl B
FRANHTEILH LT 2 £RE O #EH9 %2 HRE
1% (causality) #RIATELHLNFE (bW
% Sims test) #BAFE LA, chidfkoRE
FRRE D MTEIC A~ THETEERR R IC & RAMIC 3
BN TE D FEIC 3 TEEREFEERE O
EHREEREALIAENZFE L L TRIK

CEHIWARE> Tnd, 329 MH7 7%

0t 9 %B4% (distributed lag function) %
HETAHEEE 0L Sims test &

OFEIC I b 2EHEO—FHmoRRER
(unidirectional causality) © H & % FEZR L
TEL T 0BT L,

LT i, HECEFRFRFIT — 2 KERK
Sims test %WATHHEOFRICONTA
B %R L, b2 CEFEOEROMEC D
W iBiIc N %,

1. Sims®EOHEE

O C.A.Simsit, C.W.J.Granger 0FRRBEHE
B+ aEHd EL) o €, mEoBtE
BTl Kok 2EH(SimsEHE) %@
L %o |

[ BHFEZE B (stationary stochastic
process) €9 2 DORERFIX, Y2 F

(1) C.W.J. Granger {d+
EROISTKERL TS,

time series analysis ® FE & AV, EEHNREBECR S 2 DORRIX, YORMOKERBME

TY2#ETHB, XBAOMOBEOLTOBBTYERETLL VL, XbBoANK - BE - BEr0LT oK
BEFBLTEELARIDNLDIIVWEERESNAONEBE, X2 OoY~ORRBESFETH LI LS 5o ]

( C.W.J. Granger(2) )
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BRRF|e 7 o (bivariate time series
model) EDppnr v rban 258,
% L Granger DFRIC 2 NTY 56 X~OH
REENHFELZVWESE YRBERIU
BEOXO—BOHHZ 7BEE L TROT
ZEBTEDL (FOBE BELBEDL 1
%R0 X & BHEBEEFEsEZ W) (C. Al
Sims (1) B8 ),

O SimsERORBTREAMIGRT L, KoL
SCERbITZ EATESL (D.Williams,
C.A.E. Goodhart and D.H. Gowland (3] &
B)o
(1) YeXOfFk- 3RE - BHECOBL 25

&, XOHE - BEREOKRES 7 A -2
n—7eLtaEE ) cp 20 X0k
BEOFEBAS A —2 @G 7r—~7 ELTHET
ZV,

(1) X%Yofk  BE - BEECRUBFL 5
. YORKBEORE AT A= 3T v—7
LLTEETH S (KL, YOIRE -8
O~ A — 2 BELTLLEFETDH L
BERLZW),

(B) E&(I) &(N)nFRCHBEI N A58 X
Do Y~NO—5HBORRBEHOFET 5o

Sims test &id, EFCSims EBRICHE- T,
EBRCEBX YD, Y2 XOFhZhegsk -
B - BEEOAM 5 7B cEFE L. F0
KEOMEM AR EL BRE L, BEORREBFK
COWTKREET 52FE TH 5,

2. Sims test EHOFIE

O Sims test TEBORREIF— 2 CGERT

H%E. TOFREBRRO 3 B KA N 5.

(1) BRERIF—2LDLHPLBT 415 —F%
Bl EROREBBICRES 2 KFIX, Y%
b i3,

(1) YoR#ElY, DX 0% HiE - BEE
FLUOXOHE - BEE T, FAHICXO
HHEEE, OYORk - B - BHEF LU
SY B - BEETERKL, BRXeKo
HENEH D,

(]) FREOHEEAZ =B DI —T L LT
DOREETHE Bl % FREIC L b REET %0
O T, EEFMIKHE->TSims test D BN

Hae BRtEpITRIT & &T 5,
TTTH2EHELT, BEVv—1+ (624

. RGEEEH) L U REFRE L (BF 25

4EY), RB EBEFR) 2B L (7 =+ #AHIL 68

/U —75/V), WMEBEBOHKEHIRRERT RIS

(F2) 2o0BERFX, YHRTENBEABLREOIBE. X, YR - BECROCISZ2LEBBRI=T+» TROFCENT
x5 (zhit [2FEMA=®F »<moving average model > & X idh %),

oo

X(t)= 3 als) uCt-s)+ }b(s) v(t-s)

§=-00 s=—00

oo

Y(t)= 3 cfs) u(t-s)+ } d(s) v(t-s)

§r==00 §=—00

FELus vids ThERRFEBE A T AHEKHABEBE®RS % W (white noise ),
X, YdxrXo 5 %28 AR = 57~ ( autoregressivemodel) T4 ERDOT Z & A T2 5 (C.A.Sims(1)88),

oo

Y oa(s) X(t-s)+ 3)7 B(s) Y(t-s)=uf(t)

§==~00 §=~00

E‘ 7(s) X(t-s) + E‘ 3(s) Y(Ct=s) = v(t)

§==00 §T=m=—00

(X3 czTl ZAr—FELTHE ] L) BRI, fctii‘l’ﬁﬁ;@ﬁ LRREOI/+— 7B TH T — 2 R¥ (RFOM
35 7 BMCEIE ) ORE5 A= 2 —3FNTE8 LW S IR ( null hypothesis ) R I NS L EKT D, #

L ¢k J.Johnston(4) B,
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5o
(1) 74108 —-EBF—2mML
@ 47—z (ART —2 04 3FH)
RG, RBICH Lilidh 7% 7 4 » 5 —(F4)
FHEL. THEOEZBBICK 228 g
‘ rhEfbo
@ 2%ZHrg. b LT, ThELFEkR
i, BEM, BEAEORIIEEL, 22T
., ke UBExo s 7#ME L TN
ZRafiE Lo ThalHES)
(1) BERXOHE LHMETNEEYE
@© rbOBEMEE. Drg Ok - RE - 1B
Ky L U@ rg OHE - BEERRI - T

rb=1f (rg;with future)
rb=1f (rg;without future )

rg=1 (rb;with future)

O C oo

rg=1 (rb;without future )

BEFT %0

@ rg=1f (rg;with future lag)

® rb=1f (rg;without future lag )

@ rg0BEfEE, OrbOFK - HE - B
Flier L S rb 0 BfE - BEER LoTH
Vo WY

® rg=f (rb;with future lag )

& rg=f (rb;without future lag)

® sToERBROHEHER —IEHER
CHRLY DO TH505HERTH(Z
DA R @oeEns, FIEES5 %K
BICENTLTHESES) 325, DW.

LBRBE ).
R? F B D.W.
0.370  2.90" 4.996 2.50
0.464  6.02 4.610 2.53
0.748  10.54% 6.483 2. 08
0.471 6.16* 9.387 2.41

*  5%7k# (with future lag @4 F (9,20 )=2.39, without f
future lag OFE . F ( 5,24 )=2.62 ) THE,

(B) fkfEoFRE
@ with future lag ®ERER ( LFEDH L
T )Y ICxd Ly FHRIEQ 7 A — 2 R8O
IN—FELTOBREEFBRET S (Z
OBE, 5 NKELENTORFELLD

BEETEN ),
(FKEOFE)
@ rb=f (rg;with future) 0. 109
© rg=1f (rb;with future)  7.578

@ LEl)-Qoor LUSOPE, % bV

CX4) EENEEBBEMEILTAOO7 4 45— & LTH,

ZZTEC. A.Sims HZ2(OEEXBRALTVS (1 -

0.75L)2 %##M+ 5 (#7% L. Lk shift operator T Lix{t)=x (1-2))o hik, M. Nerlove # %< ORFHF
Blr— ACHEBLARERLEYNEAB N LHB Ley 1 #2 —0O—2Td 5 (M. Nerlove (5] B8 ),

T4 rE -k FEo TEFRIE RO LOWCERT S,
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