x= & F

| x

A4 &

Heyue] 43

FTHASH Jd14 AA
FHAE dFexEAEH
a9 3 A

< 2 82

.4 £

AAAZFAA ZolllA Fasne FAe] U= ATFHA Fo| shbe WA, Ee, Bl
ol7bE & AAZA W] BAE Wil Aolch 53], FaTFY W AMNEEL 23
=t =& sl 29 R8E Tdsh= AL AANAFHA Bololld LPFA N&Ee & AF
HAlolc}. o] AFFHA= FHAM KA VY FFel AQ=euRe] = A7}
At TP FEAS HAFEd AgEHE TS ARy} 720y 5 F 7HA)7)
et A& £, Sargent and Wallace(1975) & @24 7Id71de =9istd Aaje] Ty g
HoqFr] st 7224 o) gsidnl. 25L AR FHYLE AFHOE HdFI] 4 o2
712 AeH (ad hoc) A Mg =¥ YA spsldct a2 chdS A 2¥E
8% F% 2 AH APy e Y 5 Utk

£ =4 1970033 1980 dvhe) Aol Qo F3papnt g4k, B R ojxg S
AAZ AR ote] BA - F3te) FYA, APA, 33 HF Wr)En-§ BHYL 2

* AZotn Fyde AAts 2e
) 714 ‘el3b (causality) izt R Fae] Mt Aol % F= e el 2
(neutrality) ‘o]zt ®& Esizke] Az} 4ol ol dge] ol 0 AE olulgich.
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FolAE 53] F3h= Al deg FA gechs T YEARD gy ol R
9 (classical dichotomy between output and money market) o] e} 2 $o] AYs=
S ASEed #49 2HE Foh oz EHE st TF2EY il HEArIYH
(Vector Autoregressive : VAR) 23 o|&-3l¢ic). 3, FAMof o)4y 8= 19733 T8
7158 1989 NVE717H29) AASAAHY), 2FHM, :m), 2uAE7RS(p), FEHLAE
(r) gl AAFY4I 28|RE7IRSE X - 11 ARIMAR AY2AYE et FTASE
€ A RE AEE Z2EPE 3 oH EHo) olgdAdc)

F3loll 4 Aate2 duiAq) elabydA (unidirectional causal relationship) 7} &g Ho
T Sims (1972) ] A7A<l dFolal Fahel Yol B 9§ AFATEL 285 &&= i
VAREHS o]§3le] B3i7t 4bdEe) Wzl s 2§ weled B4 7HAgch 329
=€ AHEY Fsteh Aitalelell AFBAY ZA ¥ EM ojfd AAG B
2 FHE WA A A% AYHog ojE&x 9lrhe Aolch. Sims(1980b), Nelson
and Plosser(1982), Christiano and Ljungqvist (1988), Stock and Watson (1989), Sims,
Stock and Watson (1990) 5©] olo] g thEAQ AFEolt} o] FollH 53] & =24
AREE A EEo B o]E2Q vl oZ Sims, Stock and Watson (1990) ol o8 #H
LR A2E PEE 2N "ot Qloh a5 929 F- FAAL #As] A8 $A4HQ
A2 AAEE)Re] ol4sE At ohgd 271X Afolch AAE FAYio] s A
of o] 021 YA M4 (stationary variable) ol tHih Aoz Eysojof sh= A 9ol
= A o] Ao depd £ URAY FEFAE 7R O dse Ay AL
e WeE X¥ske Atoltk 2 99 A$E F- $A%e) v|EFHe ¥ X (nonstandard
distribution) o) @W=27] wjEe] EAI AF7F sl B EFHQ) F- BEE AHRo] A4g s}
gk AE Fol, BEAHHA F Wpe £EHPE olfstd ARAPYL ¥ AL MYy
FAA 228 A vEEHL F- EXE A4t 7Hde AAslor gk

2 i deHd o]l FAYYG IARAME RIEL Al ¢A 2E7E 9T (unit
root) &} Fo}zl Al Alelol] FEA<) #5344 (common stochastic trend) 7} Y& 748
Hokch WA AlAd 2AEEo] #$EH FAE JIZ A = ALCMEE 1Ag 5
ol AEAH] AALAEEL A ALd ) WA T AREY £EEPT FTHE
A AR wepaL she AR 94 712 S glol A8 £EES Alold] AriAQl FH T
At e Ao wadch DAdME 539 Qg 9 FPHL A 2ok £330}
FTHH g A FuFvHES AAEEIE YAFTHgel viAle dgke) o] 02 AL Ynjs=
ol AAe] A3} FAHez foldx o2 Aoq W) F FA FPAHo)FHE ARME

fach
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TZVAREYE o4 A oo oy AzEH 3
7174 5 Adck F32h Ao FAASTL opdshs R (F, Ee AielE Az} gick
T AL BH57HES] AW PAFHEel G F2) @= AL 9u)sh=d A A
TARTTHAS AUFTHES) ATl HA @ A2E WA NAAE TR 7]
(Structural VAR) 28& ol43led 7t £ tf3t 23w AAHSSe) Fefgel W (x:
279 BF72) ¢ AHRD YU HLES] HES 4 o EHEA) 2T F Axy
2oprh olzg3 8719 eiFestitate] FH3A o) duso] & u)ge AYPoT 3
YA A o] &L b Fobshd 12%- 13% AR AMGE] 2k Aoz vepgcl Va4
t A7ANE sYsin AEe Pect

I. wHsyeye] 43

AALEHANE R ANALAEE o) g3ok k2 218 b4 (stationarity) <% E
A AwRolol Yot HITAR) AAAREE ¥ 24 (deterministic trend) E FA)o2
2ol FHHA (trend stationary) Aldo| B2 HAubgo 2 A 24E AAY AL 43
A A2 B3 AMsle] gich. 22{v} Nelson and Plosser(1982) & thi2e] AAA|AdS
°] &§A 34 (stochastic trend) § 7}x3 9l 1A (difference stationary) Alge)n g
A (differencing) & o224 YA AL & & Aok TR} HEH 2 E
7 AAQE S92 (unit root) & ZATHE YbAo R waksd 9HZe sbx EAPAA DL
HALH 22 olgsid FESI FoMel met AAASY t- Qe Frlsld Az}

= WA Alelel® vhal 33 AR@AZ} At ReR Jehls 7M433) 9 (spurious regression)
o FAZE w4 "okt wy AAAAde] H$EdH 2A4E AT Aok e 23
(innovation) °] #-§3 FH& 7Pz QUch= Add] o)2|g $ASL 12 d8ko] x4z FHol
Ao},

AALE AREsted Agg A9 AHL of 3 Ak miopell o AAde] AME BgH
FAZ FHAL Qg AS 2AAA oY Y 282 ITAY EXo] m2z YA sed
THAE FTSL A AADE $9Y 2HE AASLT EAHY FAY 228 ¢ AL
ARE AEE WY £ Uck B, AALL A ALY Ao e Are FozM
FELR AT £ gl BA AT YR £4Y 5 Aok Holoh Y ETFEHT
W AAEEel 2928 /T de ALz waH: £EHsE HAENS ST ¥4

2) Granger and Newbold(1974) 7} olajgt ZAHE = sc)
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4 MABRHR 128
FE€ ¢ AF M dE 28 VRS F W7 dEel A2 AAd AEE FE AALD
B4l go] AMg-gch. Phillips (1986) & Granger and Newbold”} A& & 7H 8 AEA e F
A AlAlgo] JeH g (random walk process)el 717k B A HEFHA
g AE FAAHU t Ee F AAYFARE ZEAHQY HIR I 924 943 2@ 377
AHAel det v a2y dae] YAtk A B ¥ =RelAT o2 HE st
2928 71 A4S Ze 7182 2oAY (Monte Carlo Simulation) & %3t v EZF2q HI
+EE sl

AA el =HHZE 7R YeAE AP e 9 7 ded # =Rdde
Dickey and Fuller (1979) ¢} Phillips and Perron(1988) 9] ZAuyE AHe-slgdct £ =Foll4
AH$E F FAEES 7] s obg3 ok Box - Jenkins®] Z3AW whyel olg
A1Alg e} =}7] A @34 (autocorrelation function) § AZ¥ Y HrHo 2 zt4sl= 7o e
U 2E AjAd Sl B Ye) izl Dickey and Fullert 23} z7)4kgte] glok=
7Hg sl AR FAIRS] HEREE A4St eage] Ar|ATE TRiEte iy aye
bR e (D) 43 o] AR F Ayl A7l U=F pys AW Aok

dy,=a+ pt+(o— Dy, + ‘gndy,-ﬁe, (1)

(AR BEH2AFUoR 3G F ya ¥ FYASY tghe Fol3l Fol5F84] Fuller
(1976, p.373) e Ue JAASY wEdY GHT AFE AP} B =844 AR
2387 A% pEE ZE AR AYolA 12 sidedl ol AlAID ARE7 AR(2) o $EH|
4= AL 9Juidct Dickey - Fuller®] zbgubgo] pgtel 33 w8 4 gloem2 pglol
qEkg- wix] 93 ztR| o]EAl(heteroscedasticity) o] 918 A$L% AMLe] 7153 Phillips -
Perron Ao s o9 o8& Anygch A 2B DFo] ZAYchs 7HA 3ol
Phillips - Perron®] 4712 A% -Z(e*), Z(a),2(t) , Z(t:) - & 73] A8 ohga)
Zoh WA 2) 9 349 HAAGAHAS AP

o

y=pu +a'y._+e (2)
y,=71+3(t— T/2)+By1—1+a (3)

2 Te £ =370t}
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FEZVAREYE ol§8 IHH ol iyt AFEH §
te 3 tad 22 () A3 (3) Al e=10laks ALMEE YA Hi8 RFH2ANpYoR
FAY tgtolzt Ak A A9 471A] FAFL (@) - (DA o] Aot

Za')=Ta" —1)—21"/ n,, (4)
Z(t)=(s"lan)t; = 2" ol miy)" (5)
Za)y=Na—1)— /M (6)
At3=(3 on)t;— X" on/M" (7)

&, m,=T 235 m,=T 20— my=T "2y, my=T"2p,
M=(1— T Dmy,—12m%+12(1+ T Dm,m,—(4+ 6T ' +2T )ml,

A =(aE -2, A2 =1/dE A=( Fn—s)/2. A=A Pnelich

¥, s 572 AR (2)9 (3AY of o Y AxFARE ey

2 — 2 —
on'=T ‘f;e: +2T lﬁ;w,, é erer_;
fas s= tmst]
~ 2 ~2 — ~ o~
on =T ‘f; ey +2T ‘i;w,; i e e
= S (=s+1

gt wy=1—s/({l+1)o]t}.

ATzl (4) - (7) AellA F017) 4742 A AR Wy JAIX= Fuller (1976, p. 371,
373) & olg3d Xt

(E 1-ad8 (& 1-bye 292 AAe 2A3AF Jebll 33 ok (& 1-ad& £8P
4 AYATE e oled ZE AAE7} SEESl shte] dide] e e Jehg
th Z(t) o &% AHAIE FHFS 5% /ST 1T ETRe 1% FASEM FH29
AF7Hd g 71743 e depdoh v ok E ARl A% A4S dHDo) e AeE
Hept ZE AAd ARl <o) A& AeE Mgtk W, AAAzEZ} 279 A2 E
1A 7 aHEE AlAldel #AA  A)7b3A| (deterministic time trend) § 1A ZFeAE
ZE#ol ek (E 1-bd>E g ¥ 2 FAAAE el gled ARdsE g4
of 9 A AR vebyrh w2 $EAH FAE AAN] A S ol s
222 BAE AHAES) $5d 248 AAY A AADS HEse] Frhee) 2A7)
. =3 Stock and Watson (1989) o] F7ell we} xHEg AJA|dol €A 4 (A58
R AP E 7P TheAd AmRskeh O AFE (F 2el viehd el Boll @2 YAaF
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6 wRMFERHE 128

e BRI SRS H(+) 9 458E 7 AR 58
AT FHFIHET SIAYSEE 2(-)9) NUEAE Bel 23 Yok ABHeE B4 o4
do) A5 Ax dslia GETHolw, T
BrRe g9 ASgT 29 ABEAE J1A delny GEFHYoN nixLe ojAge Al

B8l e) 0) A2 og3 2o A AR

Qe Aoy fEHolch

| wel F7eE el

(<E 1-a> o2 HE (s=3H4)
Z(a*) Z(t) Z() Z(t3) DF (7)
A4 4 0.12 0.23 -7.02 -1.82 -1.86
53 -0. 69 -3.33* -1.99 -0.68 -0. 40
' 7 -1.90 -4, 04** -1.77 -1. 14 -1.07
o 2 & -4.06 -1.41 -9. 44 -2.56 -2.39

® Dickey - Fuller ZAellM 2714824E 3 pe 12 s
{Augmented Dickey - Fuller) H#}ola} H#&

@ Phillips - Perron A A x}=4F AR3-3}eict

® xx, x& 1% 5% $EAM 27 felPE vehdch

® JAX= Fuller(1976) 2 p. 3713 p. 373 Qlch

ol ol2idt A& ADF

(B 1-b>  THE WH(xEus
Z (a*) Z(t,) Z() Z(tz) DF (¢9)
A4 4 -87. 53%* -10. 30** -86. 83** -10. 32** -10. 45**
5 3 3 -32. 86** -4, 52%* -48. 59** -5, 73%* -3,23+
' 7 -52. 43** -5. 86** -73. 95** -7.56** -4.42*
o] A & -54. 07** -6. 91** -54, 61** -6. 88** —6.91**

® Dickey - Fuller YA z7|At#z4 g A% pe A4l
At 22 3dT olAEY A% 022

@ Phillips - Perron &4 A|x}=48 A23bedch

+E 1%, 10% $F44 22 folgg depdcoh

® A= Fuller (1976) o p. 3713} p. 373 <Uch

® X x,
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TEZVAREHE olg3t ZAUH oj¥del i AFEY 7
{2 2 &yy M Y

2 e # %
Ao o4
¥+ % R
%] 4 0.01982 0.1206% 10
(2.43)** (0.55)
3 3 £l 0. 03307 -0.2382x10°*
' (2.91)** (-1.82)*
= 7} 0. 04252 -0.6315x10°°
(3.67)** (-2.96) **
o] 2} & 0.1210 -0.4972x10?
(0.28) (-0. 47)

e ALY i AZHEAE EEF AR(2) ok
o IS P& dehld xx, +& 1% 10% 534 27 fge Jepdch

¥, iy AAd FAMollA wbsA Tejslof @AM § £E 2 049 WEE Al
ZA4% 4 Ut ¥ F(cointegration) o]t} Engle and Granger(1987) ol i3 =) 345
ML o3 2o AR 2E GHIE FE EHY AALoAE 2E Aolol A AQ
AALE B AgAge] 2AY A% o5 Alole AYAY BAE THE JAGST Yol
a2 2L 7 AAIDE Aleldl FAE WAE AP AL Ao E SEH FAF
71 AAdEe) AL HEFAE 7T AU RE AAshs Aol "ok ¥¥ Engle and
Grangere = 2928 3z AAGEC] FHE WAE 1A A4 43k A3y WsE=
TA4sEl= VAREZHL2 2% $ gichs A 39390 VARE S - o3k (multivariate)
2y 3 A5 (full rank) & 743 Aol WA e} AlAgo] FHE #A}
UEANE EF3T o5 W4ES APHSZ VARZY S 259 o2y 248 9572 £3
A gk olds ARgdssl £EH4e] BYygd2 FAY 2x43H LY (error correction
model) 2.8 Ao} 3Fhc},

A AW 94 o8 7kx7 gled) diE4e) FAwde Engle and Yoo (1987) 9
AAuidolct. o] FAAupde o2 A FTHE FAS UL AS o™ 5 gicks wAHe)
et ARgdlrle) ZiHstn HAAAR FAE AV g o2 wHY AS g Ay
A W7 Wi £ =ddlde o] whieoz Ak (X DS FTAYE HHY AMNE
HJepd =3 oodedl AL B3 B QL olxge] 4d57e) FHYE WA g Aow
Hept o] Mo AR W4E FAE VARZHE AMYE 4 A Sdch

AEAH2 A2 TAE A AH 2 WS 47 o 2 HYE g 24
o]-g-=lict.
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dy,=a\+ de,, (8)
dm,= ay+ B t+ de,, (9)
Adpy= a3+ Bot+ dey (10)
Ar,= de,, (11)

D, degn, AdEm, dEn, Adeas 747 HFo] 0 GAHH HEFAH e

(2 58 HY

DF ADF
4 A -3.81 -2.66
&3 3 2 -3.82 -3.13
3 7} -3.74 -3.37
o] 2 & -1.86 -2.18

o 7 W4E) FUYY FAE ZREF FH ok

e YAxl= Engle and Yoo (1987) ¢l 2lctk. DFAAS 7ZA$(4ds, 5070 2E) 1%, 5%,
10% F-ol=ZellA A= zt2h -4.94, -4.35, -4.02°]32 ADF#HA S A$ ¢ FdE
ol zZtzt -4.61, -3.98, -3.67°|c}

. TR I3 2AA

2 el AYY NAA PS ANEAES FHEAE FYHolE HolT FuA M
2 EHE7hES AAETHEY) YHSr ohlaky she Aolth olaly s AW sshed
W] AEw4 74% VARZHS olgstaed Sy wael Azel me} 3749 A2
g =yg Tassch

FH371E, olaHgds, 44E7IE ¥ BAASEE FAY VARZHOM YUFsiee) E4
el WaAe AN wek] %YM ARAAI Aok AAYHAL (12) AT o]
vehjo] e},

e~

dy,= Ay + A(L)Ady o+ A L)dm,y+ Ay(L)Ap,+ A(L)dr,\ + e, (12)

o, AL}, i=1,..4¥ pA AJxd34)(lag polynomials of order p)elt}
¢, oW vl FHPAl ke fvle ofE dHge] tidt 2 e AT|AY J o]
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TZVARZ Y& ol aHA oj¥dal digt AFEH 9
ks A€ Auisizz (13) A3 o) FAUSL Aibe] vlxE 8] o] 0] W)

A2(1)=§;A2i=0 (13)

=3 (12)49 24 A, L) 59 (14H)AF 2o AFAHE 5 Utk

A(L)=A,(1)+A3(LY1— L) (14)
,’ ‘-=— .
© Au i-i;llAz’
gahy (12) 4 kel (1543 o] A2 dehd 5 ok

dy;= Ag+ A (L)dyy+ AV dm,_+ A3 (L) A,y (15)
+ Ag(L)Aﬁ;_l + A4(L)A7’,_1 + ey

(154 (2% Dolztx 3zl (28 DA FH4S AYLS gm 9 HAASS $AH
Te4dE AAEHHE Lot

(2% Delld A (1) =08 AATH AL FAF7HEel SHAHQ ARFHA7} A& 3§ Az
FAZE AAR 35S FHAN AP Ao HA Rk o) AL 9 HellH dear
5. AT AA" 34571 AJaiSrt (15) A9 dmetiAlel ARgs|ojop gk 22y
ol AS AFMAZ AAY FHE e FYA A Y e (2Y 1ol ARRMAE
AdsE ZRAA (16) A3 el deple AAdd olF (28 2)8 AL

dy,= Ag+ Bt+ A\ (L)dy,—,+ A(1)dm,_, +A§(L)A2m,_l (16)
+ Ay(L)Ape 1+ A(L)Ar,_ 1 + ey

shAe g (=Y el Azl B3 23 ohgAE TRAA A7) A} o] Yz ol
(2% 3)°let 3zt

Ay,= Ao + ﬂ]_ t+ ﬁztz +A1(L)£]y,_ 1 +A2(I)Am,_l + A;(L)Azm,_l (17)
+A3(L)Aﬂ{_1 + A4(L)A7’,_| + €y

VAREHE olgsh=dl UM F2¢ FAl9 shhs 2y AxEF F A2 s =
Add vF A2 AxE g 239 Fepgql FAE AWNE mopshn sz YT g
A2k 93t =w Fob33 (over - parameterization) 3 k2] EAolel= LAy} wAy EA)
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sith. Sims(1980a) ol &J# AA1® 4=3-¢=u]7A (modified likelihood ratio test) 7]'gell W=
o kSl HAHAR AYEAY L(T), & AYY $£9 AH=EF 71l - ¥1§F 9Ect

LM=T-cn|Z®R |—Inl2WI)
@, TE B2ARY 5 ck YR 2y Aol AN 4 A WYY WP
29l 23, | ZR) || XU | &= 27 Alefe]l 7siA 2y Aloke] FleiAA] e =¥
zpajgle) FEARP o))

(B 0 HHNARAY Azl w2w A7 23E 35 HHA R 301 A2 7
EZEA) G A= HYHo)A ok wh B RellAe AxHE 33 4o W 25 AHM
ket

CE & HXHAXHF

Az E% A7k w1 EY
ARFE -

L(T) o5z L(T) Fol5e
1 vs. 2 36.72 0.00 34.92 0.00
2 vs. 3 36.02 0.00 33.52 0.01
3 vs. 4 19.68 0.23 24.34 0.08
4 vs, 5 27.94 0.03

7t 28o] Y YA AR A= (F 5ol vehd Ax A FAE A (R 6) -
(E 9ol veh} gtk AakE 322 sde A% B3 FINL (2 D& A3 10%)
fFo5Zoa] A FR7|0e HH AP Ao Jebdoh 19803 ol Sah el 2 3}
7b Jdeng 1981 ol%9) zEg AR MZo] FYPA U AA @ Hgich (=¥
39 A AAE 322 3L ASE Aty E mHeA Al Y T3 FHAo
AYde A2 Jepyrh

CE 5 Mol cHgh Z3fo| IyY AY

1973 :2-1989 : 4 1981 :1-1989 : 4
=z ¥
A2=3 A)3p=4 A#=3 Alx=4
(28 1) 1.74" 1.27 0.85 0.03
(28 2) 1.37 . 1.10 0.54 -0.69
(28 3) 1.51 i 1.28 2.49* 0.95

o A(Dol HY AAAS tghe vehin %, +E 5% 1% F£EoIA AF Ko
epdch,
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&3, Granger(1969) & )&2x1& ol43le <l (causality) = NdE AAlsch. =he}
Yo FHAYET 7T YE dag of Noh X9} YO FAYEE ojfsle] Yol iyt oI5
o 2 ¥ £ glod X Y 447 9ox b oA dEA, X9 3A HRE AR
Yol g dZexls 29 £ o™ X& Yo el £rh Granger U33A Wi
Y& YY Azp R X9 Azpi$E gAAE A5 X9 AxESEY] HAESY FAA
FoAdel idr AYAA (joint test) & ek webd (12) Aol F3pe] AAlol oI AFHA
AL F(F7E At FA6 Ooleles HT7MEE AYAAUL F-AYE 4 24
ok AFMEE Z17EE S A4ate st = AFvbdE Z17EkA] Xk F3s
Al fdert 5A Xy

$oll A AFE 37k2 2o el H RS AR" W45 W 19803 o] F H o) AHEd
H4E o] 43F Grangerd] Ao A9 A= (R 6)F (E Dol dehd ek T2 77kl
FAel 3RS A7, B7MISE R olAHE dite] ISl HA e AR
ok " BEe ARHLE o4 AE (2Y DA 10% FlFEdtel F3HF7HE0l
AAE7HES WAt s AeR dehdn) 22d dubH R 35 7HE2 ojud W
YAt FHA) e AL HAEL WY £ Aok s F0)EE AME A FHEe

H REZ|IZel AA FHF7HES] 4Udsr) s A2 depygr
CE 6> U3k HF(BH7 el XEHST 0|8)
1973 :2-1989 : 4 1981:1-1989: 4
Xy 1 2 2 23 3 2y 1 ¥ 2 2y 3
g At 2.15 1.87 1.53 0.66 0.78 0.85
(0.09)° 0.13) (0.21) (0.63) (0.55) (0.51)
= 7} 1.24 0.90 0.87 0.30 0.22 0.22
(0.31) (0. 43) (0.49) (0.87) (0.92) (0.92)
o] 2} & 0.60 0.59 0.51 0.26 0.61 1.09
(0.67) 0.67) (0.73) (0.90) (0. 66) (0.39)

o 7 ZyEz 4o AxEsl 27 Tesidc
o THWUZ 7 wWyAdd Espaabase) A4 SA 0oleke Aotsle] FRhe dhehich
o nzolel Y FYA4EL el +E 10% 224 Fole Uepich

3) 1980dtHolle ol2idt B4l AlAe] ety ¥, oY BAAQ AL Fr} sJUHoz
AR Aol oflzl Al Atulodl oie} WYMo 2 AAE 3 (endogeneity of money) & 2joigict
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12 BeBEFE 128
E 7D oAy HF (B} s HE2HST 0|8)

1973 :2-1989 : 4 1981 :1-1989 : 4
28 1 2y 2 28 3 2y 1 2% 2 23 3
4 & 2.13 2.25 3.04 1.64 1.35 1.16
(0.09)" (0.08) " (0.03)* (0.20) (0.29) (0. 36)
¥ 7 0.89 1.04 1.46 1.67 1.83 1.74
(0. 48) (0. 40) (0.23) (0.20) 0.17) (0.19)
o] 7 & 0.75 0.70 0.48 1.68 1.29 1.22
(0. 56) (0.59) (0.75) (0. 20) (0.31) (0. 34)

o 72 =yWE 4709 Aapiss} 22 Tysgct
o ENWE FhANelA s HAAST SAo) 002k Aokl Fgte vehich
o Tl P FA4EE Jehis *x, +& 5% 10% S2NH FIE ehach

¥R, 7 Ty dis] SEHEFE olg-std UNAHRAYE I Botch olw FAH AL
Sims, Stock and Watson (1990) ol <& #71€ £ 7152 A EojMel] 3 wEZH
FZXE olg3iiet ¥ (B 8 -<(E D& AWYo) glvke AL7Iee FEAZRS Jehix
ek (E 8ol o3t FEO Zizkel BAIYCl FHFIES AAFIHES fAwSr) HE
o2 depdch #H, (X 92 E7MpEe] FuIEF gadsad RE MdRT gld
Aat o)age] Fae] dAWt He A9 ARE vy E£H) omel 2oz g4
FoF 8¢k a2 (E 8HollA FosA Mool & AL W5 YT E KT AUg AL
AAe WAFAFELS 2y FHo oi$ mItsichs Aol

ojAe] AE aofs| Ha FaHUe LQNER FHY FrEE FAE Ae YAEIE
= WA= A3 ge Ao depdr SEHSE olgsh) AWML E o) fsh} E3o
A e o) Uty Q@AY AYATE 2¥el g cp2a] gtovt ofE WA ¥z
@A £EETE AHE 4 2o o) M2 g FEE 24

4) Gauss 22302 BEAJ|EF 50022 sk 2500709 Yo)NsiatEaye HA QYA ogo
495 VAREYE A 2T F qapdo] girke AR7Mdsiol FEHNSE A4t uxutez
FAY S$EHE AN FAH 228 o
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ol¥dlel iy AF¥H I3

(E & M 2W(BHIH WS : £FHS 0I8)
1973 :2-1989 : 4 1981 : 1-1989 : 4

=23 1 23 2 2y 3 2y 1 23 2 2% 3
A Ak 3.64 3.58 3.46 4.28 4.00 2.92

(0.01)* (0.02)* (0.03)" (0.0 * (0.02)* (0.05)°
¥ 7} 1.86 1.93 1.54 1.43 1. 58 1.01

(0. 20) (0.19) 0.27) (0.33) (0.28) (0.50)
o] A & 0.61 0.74 0.71 0.85 0.81 2.24

(0.74) (0. 65) 0.67) (0.79) (0. 60) 0.12)

o 7 Eadz 4o AxE4s) 7z Egsieich

o 2HuE 2 RyNolN FHAES AN} Sl 0olehs Aokske] Fgte dehdnt.
+& 5%s) 10% 2l Folghg vehdc

o IV L FY4EE ehin x,

(E ®» aty HE (B0} Foyis: £EHL 0|8)
1973 : 2- 1989 : 4 1981 : 1-1989 : 4
T w8 2 | By 3 | =y | w8 2 | =283
4 4 | 5.28 1.94 1.87 1.71 1.53 1.25
(0.00)** | (0.18) (0. 19) (0. 24) (0. 29) (0. 39)
2 7| 4 4.46 3.25 3.87 3.37 3.21
(0.0D** | (0.0D** | (0.0* | (0.0D** | (0.03)* | (0.04)*
ol & | 0.77 1.26 1. 24 2.70 3.06 1.90
(0. 63) (0. 39) (0. 39) ©0.07° | 0.09* | (0.18)

o 7 BaHE o) Azpass) 2z Tgsigc

o ZHUE Ty Nely dhise) AT EA6l 0olehs Aekste) Fahg vhehdch,
o Tkl e HSEE ki xx, *, +E 1% 5% R 10% F2M Foue
Jepach
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Ao Aol FAHE W 2 FHo] Az BFe] wa AU ohE FEo= oA s
ol AE dehh F& AFH27 AAE ol it 783 =77 Sl olF 2AE
4] (impulse response analysis) o]z} ¥c}, &FAnFEEALS Sims(1980a, b)ol s =2
AR okl =ols]o} AMg-sEd o)E ] AmEY g 3

Sims (1980a) ol o3 =3j€ VARZHZ W4 3 @] F£2 golx Aa7 72
NE HEE A g8akake A Aol 7R ¢ VAREH L HE|& o]l4slo g
3 o] dekd £ Uk ”

=A(L) Xt e (18)

 Xi= 4x19] W45 HEjeln A(L) 4x49) ApAP2A FAL AFHZE el e
4x19] A7IARE gloevd FAFH  A#AA s Qe(serially uncorrelated but

contemporaneously correlated) m2+s(E3) o] #WEjolc}
Abapake] BAb- FEAL ™) (19) A3 Folm it
E(ee/)= 2 - (19)

o, Q+ %43 Al#aA (contemporaneous correlation) 2 1% vzt wia)s e (non -

diagonal symmetric matrix) o|c}.

FANE e A Fe e FAREHE M M2 =Y (2w Q) a3t g HA)H oo &)
a2l (19) All4 2xtate] FAH ARPAE YA R Jehlojof ek 7ha} Yol AMgse
2 apeke] b extdhg ¢atde 2 vd (recursive ordering) sled M E FY9 a8k
gt=i= whyql Choleski #&jubdolrt. Choleski o2 ¢ x8le Fsjgichs AL (20) -
(23) A& FAHI= AL LI

5) Sims7} 3oty VAREHE ol VARZ¥3 FHstr] sl alete] rpfx|z] o2 #deixpr]s)H
(unrestricted VAR) 28 = 2<°}3(reduced form) VARRZ¥ojelx £ Al o 2L uizjie)
A (system of equations) Qe Z+ WAL apr[H4e] AxH4E ZEPY Buk olizk By
EE oE W$5EY AapEL7E FYgdich ¥¥o] ZA] ¢u EEe AAEMe 44 H4w
T ole AHoE HAESY EAMdx gy ol4=m girh
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Cot = Uppy (20)
en=Pm+t u, (21)
eyw= Bl put Batt s+ u,, (22)
Cu= Byttt Bttt Boteye+ uy (23)

?J:' u"lh uﬂ- uyh uﬂ% A‘]E %alr}?.l -‘T’-a\_}.‘sololt}

a2z RS Aol #st 2L SAAA wWAA  AA (recursive system of
equations) ¥ .oh= L2 9) v}AA] M)A (structural system of equations) & Jel F7] g2
of 7]EVARRY-Z o] ZA®HA ¢ A<l (ad hoc) MAzhk= ¢ggE 23 Yot ®
abz}A] ol2it ApejA]l W) wide TAY FANNEYT @ dFexe] FiEHe WLER
o MY FAJAS ol#sh=dl € =& FA EFYct

Aol ZlaiA) A ¢ VARRHo] X Qe FAHE #HAsN] A o] 2y AP
ANAE AYY F=9ejz715#A 28 (Structural VAR : SVAR) ©] Bernanke (1986), Sims
(1986, 1989), Blanchard and Watson (1986), Blanchard and Quah(1989) el &8 ==l
ot FZVAREHE 2Nzt 2x g3 £3 FAol&e] 3ol ¥ 2ol HdA
RS FHshed F53 232 2 IJol wo] olx gled olF ] ABEY o5
Zch

TZVAREYL HHE o]fdld cfg3 zo] dehd 5 Qo

Xlzlngi‘Xl—i—*_ Cue, (24)

@, XiE 4x19] 95EE, Ask CE 4x48] ASRY (B3] Ak HSEY $43 BAE e
B, we 4x1e 4E 299 724 2IHE 24z Jepid Eua) =Dk iz £99
Mg f CE wsigdols s

AN} R oste] TAEHE ANAE (24) g cheel (25 AT e Belyos w
oF et

6) Cooley & LeRoy(1985) 9} Leamer(1985) & °]2igt FAlIAHE A A3AA A<fe] 7pfx]x] 942 VARR
8.2 Ao 8o ZA3R] 4 2. (atheoretical model) o]=2bar v]galsd.ony Spencer(1989) ¢ Todd
(1990) = VAREZ &G ojg3lod HAHoZ <uirt gle HME 37l dide £49 ZAxr 2349
w4o] =xf(orderings of variable)ell %&g W= ¢ojo} Ity Beich
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X‘= ‘Z(I_AO)_IA;Xg_i‘F e, (25)

&, et A4S fov FAA AR[ACE e ZIY qEoldh

(25) MellA] (I—A) 'AE Bt 59 Bist et EEHApgez g4 FAY 5 Atk
gd, A% @549 2x8 dre oo WA ™Yo

e;=(I—Ag) 'u, (26)

duide g ox3 e e YRS A, F@T BAYL Jomz o2 dYPHoE FHYY
t}. FZVAREYL F2ey5} olarizlz AgEAe ¥4 ok ZE T7REYL FAYR
33t Al 97} dEel PEVAREY 92 3323 Alofe) 7hlAA] 42 VAREY
ApgzA sl 4] g BAE 2 "ok ” el FRVAREYE A Adde A FY
28 2 F 349 AS wmE 24P LYo uxldte] Fob- FEANYY Yie AR
o] 43ty FZVAREHY A4 m RAHTRVAREH 4 aabdle] FEAR (o]m2)-& 54
e wp e dubgo g abgdt). TRVAREHo| AEE A% A splA A, ¥Ho] FA5
@ Aol AR @S VARE Yool U3 oz A3 dFeste] RAHRHE
o]8.& % 9idl ojul= TxAQ oulzt A FA=A s WHE e FHiIAIE ol
bl =Fo] Hclh

TEVAREH O Zxjulwje Sohis Fxupy A ¥ 39549 (full - information max-

imum likelihood estimation method: Sims(1986)) ¥ === (moments) & °]§& FAuhio]
oo EIAE (25) 48 MARIeFAupHos Y FAA e} HIHLE L ANE
Z= goles 2xuwlg o)4slgch ¥ Bernanke (1986) &= ApS th39l 2ol M F4 3l
th. 1=l UVAR #a1g desl e 3A%ch 22464 E 19464 +438 HREF
o]-g-3ld AcE FAIc}

FZVAREY L A2y ojabslx 2 94 (order) ¥ A4 (rank) 27 F A¥2A0]
WA Aysldol Fo} B =RoMe TREH7 FHeEE YA He) s AXNEZY L 7HAsEt
dek. (26) o 2HE o5 (27) Aol Ak

7) F2VARESE$ Adslr] ¢ e FAA (A7) Aekg bl Apdds i, AViseRE 7
Adah= 4, SAA Aok AVlAlkg v Adshs W § 3707 ddh ARAPE (just
identification) o] =W FZVARZY3 Zfyusge |:1 d$dAE etk

8 ol oY MY HYHLS A7IE(1994) & AXY A
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Zl,u,'=(I—Ao)e,e,'(]—Ag)' (27)
27) A2] opsio] ZldaE 2 skd (28) Ale] E=& %o
D= (- A)I- Ay (28)

#4271 (order condition) °] 4P 3}7l HsfHs 3ol ¥ 249 47} 4W4 VARE Q)

A% Dol ot #4 % FEU £ 108 238 golop Yok 22T AG2A (rank
condition) o] 47l AMME (28)Ale] HAY shtel HE XD glojo} Vo) 4wz
49 VARZYol4] 28] 3414 (just identification) o] $7] ANAE FHso} ¢ B4
FE 10010k Dol F4slol & T47} 4] Yom A, HFlH 2o ¥ B4E 6707}
S|=& ‘09 A|e(exclusion restriction)’'g 7}slio} %t}

49,2 FAY 288 IS-LM frameworksloll 4 ohg3} o] o]8 o2 FAY 4 <ok
DA sl BHTFE Puat kel GBE Pon} HAsAE oxigelnt dge B
Ro2 s BN Gl A £2E olAg R Erle] Y won JuE
o FFL 70 o8 AW shah A714 B4 RSP o)A, YAETTF
WHAL E712 27 depigich ol Ab sl (29) - (32)9 =M AY 4 sk

em= P&yt Brent i,y (Hs23) (29)
e,= et u, (Hsl49) (30)
ex= Bient Bsent uy (BdE+R) , (31)
en= Beey,t uy (BAE33) (32)

(29) - (32) Ao Hell] AFY 2AE FAubde] o) dYHeE FAsUc). (F 10)L
AALE ol 4 FYAAE JepiT Qloh FHTIUAAL A BE WA AL
= BAALE Reojy AoR vepdel FHFFTL Ao wWel Aoy FTIH Eol=
F(+) o WA P Rz depgeh HFRI} oA whwo 2 gaolT ARl
WY o olzER 2 e Aol AR Jehedl ot ER7IZ Fol £SAH
7h M AR Sk g ojuidch PAERTTS Ebt L wgos gaEe fan
7ot Aiggo2 Ao olg Y|}
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(21D IEVARZ Y| HHFPDH(REHF)

= —0.03404 &,+ 0.078702+ tm
(-0.4) (0.71)

en— _28.6323€m+ Un
(—2.00)

€y = 002111€n'—43216€p1+ Uy
(3.11)  (—10.98)

(10.73)
%= 0.000162, o> = 1.6996,
(5.57) (5.57)
0% =10.004397,6%=10.01273

(5.57) (5.57)

e 4W4E= 7z ogd o m=5EH, r=o|xE, y=44k p=E7t
e TIP) k2 tghd Jehdch

FZVAREH o3 FAue 4o d3eslRibraE Anra 34 (E 1D $3434
of Hyt B xPHS 9 SEEpe) wheASE veblR ok ” =3 (ad D# (ad
e A4} B71 @ olzge) s S £ANREOYE YeldR gtk AR
9] AU W2 FHFIMECl TFA | 27IVF FAH] YAHE YAFTHES
287] Foll ZEMU3} 0.42 Z71NF 71512 B/MYSES 387 Foll EEWA 0.18 27T
F71sln ojaguwizh= 3¥7] Foll EEML 0.12 Z7IUF T F A B @ 2
ogopo) sk Ao vehdrl e RSP AN YTE dHZY A2 2
Foh= o} ohE A Jehix gloh Fslell AEH 1 2719 AR XY FH ] YA
i ArHeg FEHa 0.49 Z7IWE FUhEkR Bk RERA 0.66271UF F7HEHA

ojaA}8-& 0.05 =Z7IvkE Z23dle IS-LMEYslel4d Aol &e] o Fzh= uiel UA|¥c

9) ¥ w4o] o]EFIYC] @AF P I oJEHFEY @AH Ao ¢ o FFHS5
aHE e 2Zug-gptele ©AlY A7 A4
4% =6L)ee. @
X = S(L) € @
& = ﬁ:& ©

i=0
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TEZVAREHE o843 Iy ol¥ddl wig 4FEH I9

(E 1> 8ol cigt 2¥H Hee eSS

A 0 o4 % 4 & @ %

2%
odxg | 4 & | ® A | oA | 4 4 | ¥ A
2 0.123 0.419 -0.035 -0. 143 0. 403 -0.136
4 0.027 0.033 -0. 031 0.014 0. 305 0.007
6 0.015 -0. 001 0. 090 -0.011 0.310 0.022
8 -0.035 0.030 -0.003 -0. 041 0. 382 0.045
10 -0. 006 0.028 -0. 000 -0.027 0.375 0. 064
12 -0.001 -0.001 0.012 -0. 050 0.395 0. 080
14 -0.008 0.014 -0. 006 -0.054 0.417 0. 006
16 0.000 0. 007 -0. 004 -0.054 0.425 0.061

<ag 1> BsEHoll cigt 2 SHT(S7HE)

RERAAG B YR A GRS A2 AAUG AFN| AU T

-
a

6.2
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ad 2> BHBHol| et ST (U

FRBANABR AP EY RS R33N RASSUS

e.¢ Q.2

©
>
|/
o

R S S A ST IS BT B I e R S TR T R

IRFAqACNAG I LR S

0.2

\rane.

of| 2 ¢ z}e] E-AHE3 (forecasting error variance decompositions) 2 & w42 W& A=
Poll el 2y 2 FHo] dghsls vgE FAY Aotk wabd AFeste] REaEdHE
o3l ¥ e wWsE Ayl o) Y 2 2A AHH Fo=EF FAUY 5 ok
Aare] W2 ZHs= AAEFTES Y 4 A0 A7 o= Ax Adusis AE A4t
FAHEHE A "ok (R 1295 F 7HE debE glch AAE F3le g d 325}
kel 2y ofE o o ddsle] X migelth AEWLE ASEHE S F
Wyt Al Feate] Eate]l By o]xbg, A Y Eotel o3 s} A& v gL I3 2}
Fid e F37 23U o8 bS5 dFexEAbs ke vlEE vehT led ARws
§ AHSIAE A olAHER E71e AFexiate]l FaAdl o A= A& HEL
Aoz o) i AL o] wEL ot Frshd 12% - 13% Axdl A a3
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TAVAREYE ol§q TAH ool oy AZEN 2
(E 12 ol &2X AR
(@) B2 oAZex Bie) mayY Wi o3 C-LIES
e 5 N o %
£ 8 oA e | " g 5
2 93.0 0.5 2.6 3.8
4 82. 4 2.2 4.2 11.3
6 78.1 6.2 4.3 11.3
8 76.4 8.4 4.3 10.8
10 76.1 8.9 4.3 10.7
12 75.9 9.1 4.3 10.7
14 75.9 9.1 4.3 10.7
16 75.9 9.1 4.3 10.7
(b) 2y wfo] d2ox HAle Esl 93t Agug
. 1 s % & N P
o A & 4w g 7
2 8.1 13.5 1.1
4 8.5 12.9 3.2
6 8.3 12.8 3.7
8 8.5 12.6 3.5
10 8.2 12.6 3.5
12 8.3 12.6 3.5
14 8.2 12.7 3.5
16 8.2 12.7 3.5

® 1A 4y, A3 R Ax=42 VAREHE 24=qic).

V. 8o u A2

¥ T B AU 8L £ ok 1Y AEA A3 A2 e oliy
°l =2 Avel HYY £ A N AT Agso Qe AMRER gle PRVAREYR
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olgdte AFEAE s Hch ol ATe) Bae) U4, B AT, 4o T3t
270 Y WeYS PAEE] Baade) s uHE v F& ANEoH I WYL
azal shoch

g2AAAA wAY NP AL 19733 19897h%) AAGAEA g0 EHFTEN
e FPHolake ol & rIZHEe] FTIe) W) A4} £28 WML s
£827Hg0] AAYNFIHEe) 4PE4r) ke FAE uiotaldch AAEHES WER|7
AH FA37lee) YAHS) HE Ao Jehtoy 1980t YalHs) B gt el
ebtet,

¥R, 2RSS 2ot BARNE H2s)7hEe FHYMs) Rag s
Aoz Jehdo) E837189) Hse AalolEol dlasks vioh Uxse T 2 o
42 WA, wY FHE7EA Aol ol A YAEIEE 28717 A F
132 27} sl wiE hele NSRS ol AewEE 3¥5)7) A F A1z Frlein
7} £BYUALE Roln) Zravch AAEHES) AL FHe) AAealAg 2T 4ex) T
T omy BHEVIeY AL AUANEIIES) WEe ddsiedl 2 d¥g X Remz
Y2AA YoIH U] o|YE on YE APy B 4 ok

sAgte 2 g A4 mE Baslelol & He ohew ol AME FEVARZHE
Algslr]) A Tlske wolAloke) AAlol& A Aol & ¥ =TelA AgY Al
2 Ze)b gt %ol Moln =¥ UMAEY FYATHE T At HeW o Tz e
AAoIeH el 4 seld WAt $E8 2 4 o g 4SHo Y Aoldk
S 226 AR AR} 199090 ARE 2rleld Bl & A7ARNI} 1990 AN E
NYske AE AHRE AT vz} b Ade] ¥ 4 alok

¥

L

]

(<]

i\
Yo
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FxE A

2718 TATEES olE R AFATHYe] WY TA, =8 (AL Arg)hebs) | A|384,
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