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2008 fF:BlVEHIRE 1% - 2ERIE A 1930 AR mRRE < KK G - S EE
A HE R B = AT IR B~ SN SR BN SRR BUA S T R DRI SR 0 5
— i - N RRSE N SEELOREEHR R 2 - [ EEIRT
KBRS EREESE EINRE - ERINRFRIRELE 2013 FiHls T EUgE (fiscal cliff) |
Gt > FTERACE BN MOERISEMBNIA IS AZE - R PR Eh ¢ e
R NEER(E - HBOUTIE B S e B M BECH:  ASE BRI E
BT BOIRL ER Ry BRI R

WEIBUF MBI H 1989 FFA% | R7ekd - Ro<3E (2011) F5H - 3B
WAEGIRILAE 1988 SRR i fEiR (- HAR HFYHE T A e iR s I ~ HeEh A
T e E i R R S L G R A - AT SRR SUEBARERR
G > MESCHEIEINE - #E— P EEBUTHIE - NIE - 20{er i o 5354 4
Bt EMSEEV BT > JIRBIFEB LT - ASGEHEIITRA RS Z N
BRI AR ARSI -

a8 R BB R Ak R R B R A B B ST s A0 tRE ) (1987 ) ~ HEBTR
(1991) ~ &Riz)e (1995) KeaHffEgE (2000) 55 - SRl RIREIBUN R A G2 &%
o IR E EUEEM BURY:  JEREHTRC 6 - ASCEZE 1962 5 2014
FIREIBRA Rk HE SR - (£ 1962 S5 1988 EfH > pRABRHHER A K
PR AL GDP LR 21.84% » &S5 PHapktH 5 GDP EE3R 21.68% > fABGIRIL
MR - {H 1989 522 2014 4] “PHpEH 5 GDP LB 21.96% - PR A
GDP LLZANER] 19.28% » SPHIFRTHEE 2.68% » H & FAEFRT  MEGRE(E
BREE o BESh > PR GRH G GDP ELAREE - i 1989 i 31.59% R 4F [NEE
2014 £ 16.44% > w] LR B2 S LR RAR E BHER > 285 Ah GDP EERE (L
RS 2 B4 T - 5 2000 FFEREgEAERE 20% - 2010 FFF 2 2 50 F AR (A
14.98% > 5 ANAZEREEE - BURFAERTRC HIER - Bt SRR - IETK
[ BRI R AR A B 2 -

RIIE > ASCE ST EE 1962 -2 2014 £k} - AL 1989 £ B4 57 » 43
RllRaai BRI (1962 222 1988 ) KIVECE(EHA (1989 £ 2014 ) W
BRI R AR L R (e R[] - 45IREFIR 1989 2 SRR BB A » Bl
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TR DEE R SR RN ESCE MR FERFE L T B ) 8
MIEREE iR, HE -

8« XRAIRET

SEFYN R - BB FEZ B AR B R ETR B R E M BUR T » R
B EAWMETTE - A et E R 2 SR B R RRIL R A - KRR
RS LA E Ze A BGER %S (fiscal adjustment) FFRE » 32538 73 B 5% A 2 AT
PENIRZEOR - HIECHTRCE 2 R » ISR %R N > TREISEE I
IRFRRFENZ > 41 Alesina and Perotti (1995 ) ~ Alesina and Ardagna (2010 ~ 2012 )
% FRHEFTREEARETR - — AR BRI EHEE R (panel data) Fsor#fr
5 o VAT i — BRI EIBUR R AR s 2 ISR B (% > A5 % A IE [R5 2%
) Fora A B IR DU DI B R R ATTHY » R R AR & s S L g i
Rt EE B P EZRHERER - K2 B IERZERA - R H
AERMARY Y - (HIGR AN GBS g A0 - BURN FERZ AT AR T B R R AR L
ZART o BEITEART AR E B GEFRIIER - HAl R BE S SURE R L
JivE e

BN FEBATH I SO 2 PR A a7 A = » AfR{EY) (1987 )~ 7% (1991) ~
&FRF2 e (1995) ~ JTIHF (2000) ~ SHEEEE (2000) Kz Chang and Ho (2002) % -
B FIIH Granger RIS BA (i e 7 A PR B BB FET 2 B % > e A 25
REEFFEEWN A ES IS - TREE 2SR B BORE R - ERZEREL
WD TTE - ARSI VAR o R EUEI R - HE R TES
ROARRGESINERERAE - el geHEm A FE&ER - SRR T2
SR AR FEIERE T AKE -

(25 M 2 BUR A U S RSB (R SCRVE S S & B0 E AT 2 R e A
FEITEREERREN Wi e J7 A E TR BRI B HSE - E LB SR E TTH
AR 2L 22 1% A Pesaran et al. (2001) #2H 22 Bounds test f& & S8 [H & S 17T
FHELEEH{% > 41 Narayan (2005 ) ~ Hye and Jalil (2010 ) ~ Keho (2010a ) ~ Aregbeyen
and lbrahim (2012) K Takumah (2014) % ; [RER{GieE A A S IT3E -
2 E2E L, Toda and Yamamoto (1995) 7 J7 A E BURUL S IR SRR % - 20
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Narayan and Narayan ( 2006 ) ~ Keho (2010b ) ~ Nanthakumar et al. (2011 ) -~ Dalena
and Magazzino (2012) - Lukovi¢ and Grbi¢ (2014) K; Rezaei (2015) = » ¥
B i SR ST ER A T A R AR R B % » A S DA B AT T A T oy
#r o

ES—RNE - FEEREHEJTH » &P A SCRIE 2B B — B2k Ak
RIS BRI - 4% PR FH A2 A 15— B IF T DR} - (B m pE RS R 4 i P g 1 i
RSB (507 1R 28 - A 502+7% Dalena and Magazzino (2012) fE7% » k3K [E] 1962
5 2014 FERHE 77 Ky 1962 - 42 1988 AR (I fz 1989 4 %2 2014 - L
IITERERZESE RZ T » AR ERRR G T AESEAE - fE#Er
@ - A BCE R IEZAIE R BER T #t > AN E—SRHEE A G E 2 BUR -

£ « RBEMBERR

— « FRFRER

HlE 1962 -5 1988 4EfH] - BE-FEUEE BRY > {HIRF 1 GDP LERZ R
i# GDP 2% (5% 1) *ZH 25 e 8 AR FHE Ry 1982 4
IRFeEH e (LUNE) 328 {8yt » %45 GDP 1.66% - H 1969 4% 1976
TR R 8 SRR IR AR - MTEOIRIC M TEAR R - 28 1989 EHE - [T/ AR
2~ EASUEES AL G R R AT RWREA - MBORLEEETE
BT S ERZR T 0 2 2,857 {87 0 b GDP 7.48% > [E& 6 PR T
i GDP LE#EE 4.83% - fr=¢ 1996 FANEUFFEH FHTHREBUR HIER - Ry d
GDP EERAHA ] {HFR 1998 fERERTRAERF 267 5 GDP 0.67% - HERFERI
TR > 3 2008 FeERER A Rl - SRIIEEER - BUR RSB S TUNE
73 MBS > 2L 2009 SR AR AR = 2 5,573 (8T

H 1989 AR PEREIF—FELL EIEREMEEB AR EGRESEY I (R
2) > 1992 S L REHER AR EEEREE Ry 5,650 (BT > &5 GDP 10.6% - &
(B ER AR TR A > 2000 £ H FORRE R BUF (R - (A5 MU B KlE B> 5 GDP
23.7% > 2012 FRAEIEEREAZERE 5 JRITTARH - 5 GDP 34.1% - LIE S EHEI A
2,331 BAGHR - AT AEIEE 21 Hero -



AT SR B BT — BRI ?
R 1 BRBUTRA ~ BRH RERE

Bz HEIT %

4 2N [idan, BRal % A/GDP | j%Hi/GDP | §#44/GDP

1962 14,514 14,857 -343 19.56 20.03 -0.46
1963 15,072 16,452 -1,380 17.94 19.58 -1.64
1964 18,172 18,468 -296 18.72 19.03 -0.30
1965 22,146 22,388 -242 20.38 20.61 -0.22
1966 22,861 23,834 -973 19.09 19.90 -0.81
1967 28,446 29,706 -1,260 20.70 21.62 -0.92
1968 31,753 32,186 -433 19.97 20.24 -0.27
1969 42,792 39,721 3,071 22.75 21.12 1.63
1970 48,287 47,226 1,061 22.48 21.99 0.49
1971 52,843 51,943 900 21.07 20.71 0.36
1972 63,377 60,930 2,447 21.47 20.64 0.83
1973 82,281 76,872 5,409 23.06 21.55 1.52
1974 110,054 87,043 23,011 21.62 17.10 452
1975 126,311 123,558 2,753 22.29 21.80 0.49
1976 156,124 146,594 9,530 23.65 22.21 1.44
1977 180,225 187,660 -7,435 23.12 24.07 -0.95
1978 216,168 221,479 -5,311 23.53 2411 -0.58
1979 276,559 246,888 29,671 24.81 22.15 2.66
1980 340,715 340,363 352 24.99 24.96 0.03
1981 411,712 425,731 -14,019 24.61 25.44 -0.84
1982 454,461 487,253 -32,792 22.98 24.64 -1.66
1983 461,117 489,894 -28,777 22.69 24.11 -1.42
1984 515,913 506,224 9,689 22.35 21.93 0.42
1985 542,603 546,338 -3,735 21.91 22.06 -0.15
1986 584,838 616,718 -31,880 21.54 22.72 -1.17
1987 650,203 641,911 8,292 20.53 20.27 0.26
1988 765,439 726,468 38,971 22.12 20.99 1.13
1989 921,575 1,207,351 -285,776 24.11 31.59 -7.48
1990 1,092,401 1,097,518 -5,117 25.60 25.72 -0.12
1991 1,049,931 1,275,613 -225,682 22.17 26.94 -4.77
1992 1,257,568 1,561,930 -304,362 23.62 29.33 -5.72
1993 1,416,334 1,756,306 -339,972 23.93 29.68 -5.74
1994 1,502,754 1,826,367 -323,613 23.22 28.22 -5.00
1995 1,559,429 1,910,066 -350,637 22.09 27.06 -4.97
1996 1,604,184 1,843,786 -239,602 20.77 23.87 -3.10
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4 9N [i7dan, ERal % A/GDP | j%Hi/GDP | ##44/GDP

1997 1,704,759 1,878,764 -174,005 20.46 22.55 -2.09
1998 2,053,458 1,992,593 60,865 22.58 21.91 0.67
1999 2,004,394 2,050,004 -45,610 20.82 21.29 -0.47
2000 1,856,575 2,093,957 -237,382 18.15 20.47 -2.32
2001 1,896,841 2,271,755 -374,914 18.67 22.36 -3.69
2002 1,787,919 2,144,994 -357,075 16.74 20.08 -3.34
2003 1,948,847 2,216,514 -267,667 17.77 20.21 -2.44
2004 1,927,400 2,245,047 -317,647 16.54 19.27 -2.73
2005 2,218,039 2,291,999 -73,960 18.34 18.95 -0.61
2006 2,177,018 2,214,226 -37,208 17.22 17.52 -0.29
2007 2,244,758 2,290,169 -45,411 16.74 17.08 -0.34
2008 2,231,614 2,343,585 -111,971 16.97 17.82 -0.85
2009 2,113,644 2,670,898 -557,254 16.31 20.61 -4.30
2010 2,115,554 2,566,804 -451,250 14.98 18.18 -3.20
2011 2,306,173 2,612,947 -306,774 16.11 18.26 -2.14
2012 2,321,205 2,677,984 -356,779 15.80 18.23 -2.43
2013 2,457,632 2,665,241 -207,609 16.14 17.50 -1.36
2014 2,508,815 2,645,712 -136,897 15.59 16.44 -0.85

i L AR FEHERLIR BB E T R4 E T E LR - GDP &R B TR 5 M AE R 4R RS 47
G

2.2000 FEERIERA 1.5 > FrA BRI E B gt FEE &R -
2 HEBUF—EHAN EIEB B R AR AR

Bfir - HEIT %

F {HEREE (R EREE/GDP F {HEREE {H 5 EREH/GDP
1989 190,082 5.0 2002 2,849,272 26.7
1990 198,843 4.7 2003 3,124,741 285
1991 264,726 5.6 2004 3,362,141 28.9
1992 565,082 10.6 2005 3,549,635 29.4
1993 797,108 135 2006 3,622,660 28.7
1994 913,686 14.1 2007 3,718,214 277
1995 1,100,743 15.6 2008 3,778,347 28.7
1996 1,223,895 15.8 2009 4,126,896 318
1997 1,381,310 16.6 2010 4,537,136 321
1998 1,368,674 15.0 2011 4,755,252 33.2
1999 1,312,256 136 2012 5,001,046 34.1
2000 2,450,138 237 2013 5,151,201 33.8
2001 2,759,121 27.2 2014 5,280,559 32.8

BORACK © I BO B -
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=~ BRAHEBEH 5 GDP tE3EE

BB A S GDP HL%AE 1062 475 1988 4FREFA9(E 14 21.84% - {3
1089 4L » FEMHE TR S FTMRBE FRTE - B IR S SR B e
(S BTREI RFL BRI B » U7, 1998 A BTHERTRR & — - 1999 4FF(E
SEEEMREUEEMRER  HHAL GDP LLE(E 2000 FHEHKE
18.15% 5 1968 4 {4 P HHER 3t AR E] 20% [ 74 4R (T 20% > 2009
eV RS P RUIR  ROBBE R BRI - (55 A5 GDP L% 2010
IR/ 14.98% 5 1962 4 LUCRE © 1989 4F% 2014 455 A5 GDP LT
${E By 19.28%  FHELHARIF 4936/ 2.56% -

FEBR 7T + FRE 1962 4% 1088 4EF » Bt d5 GDP HLIRLI{THEE 20% -
A By 21.68% » BB A 5 GDP ELEHIFER A » B oM Ry TR
1089 4 RE IR GE(T /A SER M (ALK ~ ST B MR R AR - BN
EAERBEAHE TS U 1995 4 B4 R R IIE LR
KERISEI A B > [ 5 GDP LEZRE 1980 fEAEIIAH 7 AEHEHE 25% »
YREURF 1996 BB A SIS ESEOR - A TEE VA B S > Bt 5 GDP
HEHBIAREEE 25%LL T » & 2004 4RI 19.27% o 4/ 10 4R - [ 2009
FIRTESEEE » BUF BRI R LB NS S RO T - R R
Hi GDP HLi 20.61% + HEREEFEFIIERIE 20% 50T » IR &5 GDP L
P B 21.96% » B 1962 47 1988 4F 2 SEHIIEAH -

SIEE 1 Al - 1962 4E% 1988 4R B AR 0T GDP LR B
SIS » T 1980 4% » il GDP LRIIEERIM A di GDP LR35 » FLi%
9 20 BR4F - BEEURFETIGRRRBCREESIR » AAAIBBIRR AL GDP LER iz
T HBORER R R - RILESE R SR S s B A — it
Hb o TEBURA IR S R D BRI - RS EERIOR s -

P (2000) fitt - BORF 1989 4 AR HUAE TR THEECE - AIIaitEry
P A SE RER MY » BN SRS 14 -+ 1T 1980 40k RHUBRE BERIERT
BRECH - T8 (2008) - 3R (2011) REFETT (2011) HHHeRRIRE
ABGIRSLAE 1989 47 HIRGHMEVERNES - T FRATILER A SR IR (B2 (L5 I o 253
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AlleE RS HFAESRREEHEE > FER b R AREEBEPER LR EE
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—  BiRigE

KRR AT oy E REIF R P 5 B R e RE R R P I w5 oA (B B I ]
Pyl AERE L - BB RAGE - Er8 Rk - ARG e RISy - %
GNE TR BSOS HUE R R e - B ABERRSGATTIEA - R FIEE B
FFI o (E&RET ' AT R AR B R Y Fy— E RE P FIATEE T #E1T » 2k
HZ SRR - REHEREOR B HI N EfEREE - HOESHER B
FE R BRI RIS - BAIEHERR I T EhET ke e - & A R
('spurious regression ) [ o [KIIL - EEEITE RS ZAT - DR HIER T HTZ
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SHESHEACERNY  THESEAER -
AS2LL ADF ( Augmented Dicker-Fuller ) ~ PP ( Phillips and Perron) Kz KPSS
( Kwiatkowski-Phillips-Schmidt-Shin ) %5 3 f& 5 /A E 8 2 G ER - A
oAb i — -

—HEAWTE

Engle and Granger (1987) &g IR G Eg o JLEES 55 R (E SR {E A
FIEEREYIKEGIEAE AR > ERERRS - ORI EREY - HiE T
HEESHR - KHEHEERGET I ERIEER G - HEAES » TRINEER
PRAERAR - RIE > 25 —(EIfE RS Bl H At IR e RE B R R AT e R 4
AR R BRI LR S T 52 o ASCDUSERE A Johansen (1988 ) k Pesaran et
al. (2001) Frigth z LB Sl E At e B E S OIS - HA M 4EEET 8%

= - REBRAMREET

735 Johansen J; Pesaran SRS RER » ElfEE BB FAELBE SR G - A
Al E T HAR IR (R (A3 - AT AL OLS ~ Johansen Kz ARDL 3 fi 7 A R
BRI (T A — 8 A M ERE g = -

M~ RREF

HGE R > AT AT RS B B S S P A R (% 5 Re S — D st S B A
A% AIERI AR EE 734 - Granger  (1969) DATHMIEZE 2 A EAE
FARE G > BIE—REEET » IS 8I0 AZ & a5 05— B HIsE
TIE R HIET B BRI R (R 2 (% - ASGRE 2 MR E RRE R > 73 Al5
ECM J; Toda and Yamamoto f&E%Y » fERI 1 4HEEH 3P o
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-~ BRSO

DI 1962 4% 2014 FFBUMT LA + BRAUF4IR GDP BRHEEEST 5
R I B 05 PSR 200 B T B 5 A e A » PR
IFTABICE I - IATABLG TR Ao ARt - TG 1962 49 1999 465 7
F T 4ErE » 2000 477 1999 48 FHARA1 L 2000 4F 24EEE} - BRI 2000 42
ZORIRLL 15 » 2001 AE& B3 HEREURIE ] » GDP ZHbSss drs e —
-

ST SRR SOR BB JESLRERT 44 B BRI S B 2R A 3T 22
] ol 4% I S ET PORHEE R » 43028 Narayan (2005 ) zKeho (2010a)
0 » DABURFBR AR5t 20 GDPLESR IS BT 2 SRS © fichE
LERFIGETTE » S RETEARMRE - SHEAE - REIB G R i
E °

— BRI
ASTHRF ADF « PP 2 KPSS 3 I M EBGIRAS BHs + Mt f%
3 15 SUEECET » TESHATR RIS BT (1) -

P BUAEBEA & E B R AL EH GDP BUE 3 SIS - B RIE F BRG] RFIAAS -



A R BT — BRE 2 1
* 3 BEiRREER

1962 4EZ 2014 4F
ADF PP KPSS
By
TKAE(H — &= TKAE(H —P&E5 7KAE(H —P&E=5r
. -2.103 -9.979* -1.787 -12.497* 0.234 0.157*
g (0.531) (0.000) (0.696) (0.000) (0.146) (0.146)
" -1.677 -0.943* 2171 -9.943* 0.210 0.033*
& (0.746) (0.000) (0.494) (0.000) (0.146) (0.146)
1962 /£ %5 1988 4F
ADF PP KPSS
TKAEE —P&ES TKAEE —FEZEESY TKAEE —P&ES
- -2.054 -7.438* -1.925 -15.223* 0.174 0.500
Z (0.545) (0.000) (0.612) (0.000) (0.146) (0.146)
- -3.102 -7.899* -3.044 -8.535* 0.109* 0.105*
Z (0.126) (0.000) (0.139) (0.000) (0.146) (0.146)
1989 4E 7 2014 4
ADF PP KPSS
1y
KAEE —P&ES KAEE —P&ES TKAE(E —P&EES
. -1.390 -8.078* -0.930 -10.699* 0.724 0.176*
g (0.569) (0.000) (0.761) (0.000) (0.463) (0.463)
- -1.549 -6.245* -1.527 -6.245* 0.708 0.186*
Z (0.492) (0.000) (0.503) (0.000) (0.463) (0.463)

it © LADF K PP iy t-tat{H > fE9EA R p (E »
2.KPSS {& £ LM-Statistic > #5557 & 5%EEFE -
3.ADF fgiE ALl AIC HE AR TE Bl s R HEL -
4> FRAE SWHIEKAE T R ERRET -

—_-HBOSIETER

Johansen g E A4S AT 4 > BN — BRI TEMG C4RET B 5%aEE 7K
AT WAL S R EGY - RIIEDL Johansen f&iE 7574 » BREIEUNG
UG AL S HRE AR LR SIS -
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%4 Johansen 1B S ELER

1962 .2 2014 4F
H, H, Statistic 5% critical value Prob.
Maximum eigen value test
=0 =1 9.920 14.264 0.217
Trace test
=0 y=1 10.853 15.494 0.220
1962 42 1988 4
H, Hy Statistic 5% critical value Prob.
Maximum eigen value test
y=0 =1 9.035 14.264 0.283
Trace test
v=0 y=1 15.251 15.49 0.054
1989 4EF 2014 £
H, Hy Statistic 5% critical value Prob.
Maximum eigen value test
y=0 =1 12.436 14.264 0.095
Trace test
v=0 y=1 13.157 15.494 0.109

i Ly ARARSGEEHHE -
2.LL AIC e 1A i s 1 B -
3*RFRAE 5%k FIEARH, -

AL Johansen A e AN AR LB S B % (H A0 A A2k - Pesaran et al.(2001)
B EETEARCE  RILLUEF e AHR A ST EEEHE  ME
SR (FFR 5) MURAE S%#E/KAET » 1962 £ 42 2014 - ) 1962 7 5 1988 4
WAL - R R R B s » R PR3 g - i 1989 & 2014 FipESs
BN DIk A R iR g > 148 N AR LB A R (5 R J st > 7B 1989
g 2014 T/ HETE DU A Ry g iR A R LB SRR - B
Eik AN E R R4 0 HI 1962 f£5 2014 £ 5 1962 £% 1988 4 FiHEEL L)
Ry N2 Bk 5 1989 42 2014 SRR S E R A » R E i E R gk a8
HELn oy MR B e 1 B > A [ N S A R SR B R 2 2 BT ) -
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%25 Bounds test fEELSE

1962 % 2014
JESEE Y FII FII HEL
BA 0.43 0.32 &5
it 7.07* 4.74% =
1962 FE % 1988 4
JrEsEE ] FII FII HEL
A 2.24 1.56 P
[dan 6.98* 4.66* =2
1989 4E % 2014 4F
[y FII FII HEL
mA 8.27* 6.48* =
s 2.25 2.62 FN
TEAR[E7KHE 2 case | 28 FH
R 1% 5% 10%
I (0) I (1) I (0) I (1) I (0) I (1)
FII 6.84 7.84 4.94 5.73 4.04 4.78
FII 4.94 5.58 3.62 4.16 3.02 3.51

iF 0 LA LAY caselll K case I #7534 » A LA AIC BRI E SR B i L 1% HARL -
2.FII Kz FI 47 BIfXF (Pesaran et al.2001 ) FY caselll 5z case T HY F-45EHH
3. *UFRAE SN /KA TR RE st

= - REARARMGET

RN f71E Johansen H 82 & B (52X > 93 Bl LLOLS fe ARDL J7 A i 51 R HARH %
(573 6) 0 1962 2 2014 4k 1962 4% 1988 fFyHAM] » B e & kit Fy
TES IS LS » IR BIESEGE R ° 0 55 2 TR
& B A 2 FLRIHIE G B IEE B - T 1989 422 2014 4F » DIk A R JE
BB E RIS RILDAR A R FEE BRI A - &55R80R
TE 1%ZZ/KET > g A 2R EHHIER G -

21962 45 2014 4 OLS #fH53 0L 1989 4F Ryl TS EFEHE T chow IR » 455 1%HEE /K
HE B EAE IR i R -
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* 6 REARR AT

1962 % 2014 %
oLsS ARDL
e ey
BA % BA dan
P (85%) ) (5729
1962 f-% 1988 1
oLs ARDL
e iy
EA % EA idan
st %.61780) - %2%0513)
1989 f-% 2014 4%
oLs ARDL
e G
HA T A %
0.766%** 0.801%**
A - (10.497) - (11.614)

5 LOLS Bi/NEFAfEE  ARDL EHHRE (4 (4% Bounds test equation {21
2FESRN By C4REETE -
3F kx| ***ﬁ%[]{ﬁi% 10% ~ 5% - 1%§E%ﬂ<$ A

M« RREEFRIETE

ERFAEIEEAE - D757 VAR fUE FIHRRR (4 - B LB e
RIDGERZAE IEIAEER (ECM) fE R R EAR SRR (% > eSS R a1 7 0 1962
F 2014 FRR ARG RIARREBIGE 1%8ZE/KET - B A& - (=
WIFTATHL - FREABGRGAE 1989 fFEHIRAEREMEE L - ASCR DA Fyéiham - MEA
STEREREAE IR R HIET((cHE > 7 1962 fE & 1988 4 - 45t AR RS 0 (=
1989 - 7 2014 AT SWHEE/KAE T Rk (2Bt A o FTHIFR AT 30 AR 5% A%
o RERBETT ) CASHBE SRR A B 2 455 - B Rk
Zpg A > HRIERs 2 - 551 Toda and Yamamoto J5 A E 4G R UR (5K 8)
3 BENFRET R A B SRR RIRRA (5 - ATRER BB AR\ - VAR HHE R
& > B H 8 ECM R —E 2 4558 - (35 DL 3 SEsiRI#4E7T Toda and Yamamoto
WE 772 » RRRAR T R1E 2 888 ECM IEAURR E &S R —2L -
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K7 ECM RRBIHBESR

1062 £ 28 2014 4%
A2H
) e ad
o A BEA A E
A BRA A it t-St&tltiétiC lee_4 ler—
0.494
A BEA (0.482) _
0.795 L0.471%% 5.004%%*
A Bt (0.376) ] (-3.167) (0.006) ]
1062 £ % 1988 4%
AEH
N 0 R
e 454
fEs e, A BRA A prih
A BRA A it t-StétiétiC lee—q fer
0.477
A BRA (0.489) _
1.394 10,834 4.193%*
A pEih (0.250) - (-2.882) (0.029) ]
1989 £ % 2014 £
AEH
- a0 e
o A BEA A
A BEA A phith t-StétiétiC /e;_q /et
R TS 1.885
A BA (0.145) (-2.060) (0.168)
1.651
A it (0.198) -

=0 1. EE By F-statistic - $59% 5 Probability o

2. e, MEREREBIEIAGE - 5505 t-Statistic >

B EE T -
3% xx L RIS 10% ~ 5% ~ 1%EEEAKCHE -

BB IHN R AGEH RS
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2% 8 Toda and Yamamoto f&E4SR
1962 F£ % 2014 4

R causes E E causes R

k  dn. Waldstat  p-value coefficient Wald stat p-value coefficient causality

1 1 0.982 0.321 0.217 0.000 0.979 0.002 None
1962 % 1988 4

R causes E E causes R

k  dn., Waldstat p-value coefficient Waldstat p-value coefficient causality
1 1 0.546 0.459 0.243 0.899 0.343 -0.153  None
1989 4£ & 2014 F

R causes E E causes R

k  dn. Waldstat p-value coefficient Wald stat p-value coefficient causality
2 1 1.628 0.442 0.135 0.976 0.613 0.155  None

bt Lk Ry VAR S g - DLAIC HERAIATE © digy REBEITHEAREAIEX -
2. coefficient Br& &I T AREBOIME > (BB E dmax ZERITREL -
3%~ s AR 10% ~ 5% ~ 1%FAE /KA -

(A

HEIH 1989 FREUFH B ERaERE T & AT - HE RV BRI EE
b BUR ERRSRAUE E T ARKEGE R T EFTERIE I A SR D S H 2 B
RASFAEFam > ASGREH M58 A Bk H R SRR (07 1) - SRS FREIBUR BUR
TERZ R RRBEIE T BR80T ER -

PIEFR B EREhT 7 B 15 HEEBURF s A I AR &k - TRRIE E S B
IR > BUFBREUETRECRIE I BRIRECR - AT 1962 422 2014 IR
ARGRE RS > Bt S GDP ELARAE 1989 £E2E 31.59% 7 SilE(k - 45 Mk
Vi > 2014 FEEFRRE 16.44% - BURIKEIAT 20 AR Rk R &S
PR > IRFHRZE R A S GDP EEREE(E » AIJRZRE T % - 1 1989 4F 24.11%[F K
% 2014 4 15.59% > B FAERRER R RN BB ARFEZ 4 - LB BOR
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FEREIPNRLER

ROLEFELEF AT - BT 1962 £ 2014 [ - BUN AL AR 228U
Bt 0 B ASEINEER T h0 > IR R VAR o BRBCR MBI BEIREL
R o AHANRTATAL - FREIAEGIR 1989 FRIAHIRASHEMEE(L - ASTRFF IR
NSRSy R fR el (1962 £E2 1988 4F) FE bl (1989 £EZ£ 2014 4F) > HiE
SERBUR - TR Rk A L[R2 Bpk i - HoAh R B B[R] S B 5 SRR
BEMEENE 1989 FEMBUE(CIZ SR - BB HR AR
Bk HEEE Ryt HIE RS2 2R A » HHIEERIAT - #T 30 AR IR B A% Y I A5
B A EEEE AN T EAR ) BOR > ATREEA R R M B
HRBRFECEREAR - NIEASCER - BUR IR PE B A R i
o JERRE S ERAL T B ) BURZ A EE -

Z2EXR

— ~ 3 ERS

1. Txad (2008)  (FEabt MR e IREIV BUKEMERE ) - B ZI0RE
BRI FTRE 15

2. JTIRA (2000) ( BUN FRER TR ERET ) - 2 R SRR BT S b L25m L -

3. BB (1991) » (FHFRUL ABREE 2t Z AR B AR E — 5 EHEERE) - |
SR e i L5

4. tREW) (1987) (A ~ AHIA KBRS © RRE A2 EgE) > Bz
BUBREE#S 56 ] > H 93-110 -

5. frucEE (2000) - (R HIE B LR 8 e — 2B ARV ERET) » IMHRbTSE - 55
RL-FIH > H1-34-

6. sRZxIE (2011) > (FREIVBORF Z &ttt —EU Bl OECD BRI T4
ZHER) > BIIZEUGE R B AT hE 15

7. £2855 (2011)  ( BETHERF ZBEENTZE) - i REITHUE HE AW 50
37 e
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8. HfETE (2000)  (BRABRLHHINRE G — 5B ZEEWTE)  EHAEEET
BT FE ST T 5w oL -

9. fRfzie (1995) (T EARH ) B TEHAA | BUFRA B 2 IR
IIMT) > NSCRATEREET] > B 785 28] H 207-222 -
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s — -
(—) ADF
Dickey and Fuller (1979) LI AR (1) fEA &RLRE - $2H DF EfEfsE
( Dickey-Fuller test) R HETHERI P26 A ERE - Said and Dickey (1984 ) &t
AR R AT 2 BN E B - fe 7 ADF BEiRfaE - KEEZKHY
DF BEARGE i 70 Fy B 25 P AR HARY B Pkl Ry o HopgE AR 52 =0 171 3
=
LASHEEEIE ~ FFREES
Ay, = yy;q1 + Z BiAyi—i—1 + & (1)
2 EZEETH - A IR
Ay, = ag+yye1 + Z BiAyi—i—1 + & (2)
i=1
3 BRI IETE S RF R A
Ay, = ag+yyi1 + Z BiAyi—i1 +at +& (3)

i=1

EP%%%EEEEIQ Do t R AR RS BIZATE (linear time trend ) - F54RET E ML

TEAEEEEGLH, -y = 0 AlRory AR ZIEERFY] -
AL ADF $ﬁﬁfﬁﬁuﬂﬁ¢ Hy1% HH DL AIC ( Akaike Info Ceiterion ) BRI E -
(&) PP

ADF BEMRAG E B e i A= T M H AR B 1 H S %8 52 » [ Phillips and
Perron( 1988 ){ i} PP AR Ag e A DA RHE 7 VA TR B 8 22 T Oy B 2 (et - PP A
E R AR R

Ve = BoDr + Tyr—q + 1 (4)

Hor D AAREETE R SR MR AT EATE » [FIRR BRI RR AT 7 By 3 T e (R
SRR S R - SETETE N SRS - SEEETE RIS RAEES ) o u R —
TEREFPAING B A] Fy 528 1 88 52 heteroskedastic ) #5 FHH ELFEE IE4ETE It = 0
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° AR TR
(5)

22
ta RS S | AR L R S B 7 R RE
7, = (5_) V2. - %(A ;g> | (T . ;1;"0?))
1 T%-SE

=ty g gr o () (6)

HrP 28162 fu S T —ﬁdﬁ?ﬁ n (7) 8 (8) Fr

= lim T-1Y E[u?] (7)

. t=1

E[T71S7] (8)

A2 = lim

T—co

m = Ot > RIIFoRy, R EA BAR

t=1
12T
HO

HehSy = Yl u, - BRUEIERE G
ZIFERERPY - B A A B RS > PP fgE &R EL ADF fae ZoS iR
fi -
(=) KPSS
ADF . PP EfRIGE S LA T P IEAER | MR - KPSS R A H
HABAMRBRERAZR G T FPIRER ) RHEERR - KPSS i A
U;ﬂ%é;_ﬁ (data generating process) HIJREME#EZS (deterministic trend )
s HPTAIRL - EP A
(9)

= (white noise )

et e T =]
Ve =0t + U + &
Hbo pue = peog + 0,0 p e FGE i0.d FEISEE > HERH TR ooy -
KPSS i E4tat= M -
T
LM = Z St / 62
Heop > EEREENGS, =Xio &,i=12,. & Pyl AR TR AT o
67 RS g - [NIIL > KPSS a‘ﬁﬁZF@ﬂwﬁ%Eﬁ%-
HO . U = 0
BMEH AT > BYETFYIRIHERER - &
 BEFS BIEE

FEt B EHAEEH R - nZ
fESBH I - o # O - LM 4t 2 &RE t W hnifi 23 AR5
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&

E\“\

= o
itk —

(—) Johansen

Johansen (1988 ) K Johansen & Juselius ( 1990 ) €A Engle & Granger (1987 )
WS LB SR A AT S0 » RIS T R e e % - FI ALy
2 R i B B 7T Ry 20 BB T A5 IE DA D L R e it & - W%

LB G M BFAE A RE - HERHEELTT -
ST — K &1 H > [m) & E FoEEFfEA] (vector autoregression model ) :
Xe = A X+ A X tute,t=1,..., T (10)

X, fon x 1EEE R E - A Ryn X nfq38UEME » n Ry EEIH » & /BT

PEtSEE -
(10) HFE#at E G —BEEEREA (11) =
-1

k
i=1

L

A4 =1-L > L A&7&1%5H (lag operator )

nI=—-I-A—...—-4y)

I L AX,_qsRIAX SEEABIARRA (% 0 TS A2 THBR S SRR R R (5
@%Zaﬁ%%%ﬁ/ X, SAX R RS - HAVERRAS 2 P A e Y IAH R A 5 4L
—PE =ik Z RHARA (R E I > [In x n F-RHAEBIE (long-run impact
matrix ) -

Mgk (rank) w153 % 3 FEIFIE
Lrank(Il) = n > FoRI Rtk - JRENX, Th A S80S R e R IR -
2.rank(I) = 0 » FoRIFyZ25EE - TREIX, PR A SR E AN FAE LB SRR -

3.0 <rank(Il) = r <n - FFXAFETEHEE LR - AIEE S EHRT = of
HrpaBip & Ry(n X r)JEME > a BaiBE m & > n[fr &R B IEHR R AN 2
rEfT A RHEEEFE -
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FERAMAHERRAY 2/ DUAE L& & A& > Johansen (1990) $2th 2 i

tERtmEgET B E S HE

LEEMeE (Trace Test)

FERNBIRE T R R S L B ol By

H,.o:rank(Il) <r
H.i:rank(Il) > r

e N EEAR E ST 2 Ry

N, =T Z n(1-4) (12)

i=r+1

o 4 BARERR 2 AGEHE 0 T BE R EEE -
(a) & no NEEER (B nofB/ N F—EZEM/KAE T 2 Johansen s3 kG AL

B) o BEZHy (r=0)  RITH kEEAR - O [EE AR (8]
TALHIEEHIG) - BnoBEER (B EARK—BEM e T2
Johansen S3ERFRAE ) » HE48Hoy » HIRHE VA (B AR 2
SRR S BEE T -

(b) & m AEEER - #2H, > FornHAA LERBSEE - (RIOET > H

FIREZH, o SRAFE v (AR ERE - S mbaEie fTiEamarT
m < EBFYE > $#E%H,, > RPHAE L EHESEE
n > E&FYE > fE%&H,, > RPAZEDVE 2 HRBEHE

n,< BEFUE > #EZH o RHRAE r ERBEHE -

2.5 N A E  (Maximum Eigenvalue Test )

FE R AR AR e o e S R R T e o 1 B

H,.o:rank(Il) =r
H.:rank(Il) <r+1
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TN R I\ TS =
& = —Tin(1 - 141) (13)

Hrp & T B KRR ST & - 50 FosAmax © WEBRIE DE LT Hoteln
§o » W & < BEFUHE » FEZHoo > BILEESHE © & > BFYE > {E48Hy » &
DA LIS R R -

PEZHyo (r=0) » RHEAKFEIRE 0 MBS E - SHIREZH, » 2
DH LG EE - RS - 1B4EH, - 22/ VF 2 HBarE S
TGy 5 IRTGETT » HEHEZH A v ([HHESEE -

ARG TE VAR AL a2 BALL AIC ZERIRE -

(=) Pesaran

Pesaran et al. (2001 ) 2 & kw7 AT B FE FFiR 2L 5r A=A (autoregressive
distributed lag model, ARDL ) {13 » EABEGAI T © LAEN e @izt » ARE=
B EIEX - TRRMmEm S A HERE Y | (0) EREER Y | (1) » EE[FEE
Ryl (0) 201 (1) » FAEGEERESER - 2055 B R MERR R E RSy
[HIRE - 3. AT HH L ! WA S B P T 2 o PN A SR B ] S MR T SR -

AR AR HHER 1(0) B 1(1) 88850 > Engle and Granger ( 1987 ) Eid Johansen
and Juselius (1990) HEEEIRE A AR E HE S £ RIIEERI (% - 1
Pesaran etal. (2001) 225 aE % (bounds test) RN <z8EfERIRA] - HFFLK
P SR BT R DR B A 2 5 A A R H i R % IR A1 0 AT = Ry P A SR B e 2

RSy - HiBRm e A 5 REEEAT ¢
Case I (9 FHEEIE ; 4H#E)

p q
Ay = Tyy Vi1 + Ty X1 + z Ay, + Z @ Ax._; + 0w, + (14)
i=1 j=0

Case I (=Z[RHIHVEEEH  J2HEES)

p q
Ay, = my, (Ve-1 - ﬂy) + Myax Xe—1 + Z pAy_; + Z @Axe_; + 0w, + . (15)
i=1 =0

Caselll (AZPRAVEMEH ; J2H#ES)
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Ay, =po+m yy Ve—1 T Typx X¢— 1+Z¢A}’t i Z(prt—j + 0w, + (16)
i=1 j=0

CaselV (AZ[RAVEEEIH @ ZIRFIAVESS)

.80+7Tyy(yt 1 yyt)+nyxx(xt 1= YXt)+Z¢Ayt L+Z¢Axt—] +0Wt +Ht (17>
i=1 j=0

Case V. (AZ[RAVEEEIE & A ZRAVESS)
p

Ayt = .BO + .Blt + T[yyyt—l + 7Tyxx X—1 t Z ¢Ayt—i + Z (prt—j + gwt + e (18>
P =0

PUT $—Mfb Case I = (16 ) F¥fikEi BH - Case Il H Hfm,,, B, B R HASEY
Bo /e EkEEIE » 0w, By —EHRMEB AR > WAy Z IRIEE K Ax 1EF B BRI E
RIE Ry u BHED G451 - ZLAATAIC » ARDL AR EL HREAT4C 3G A E B
Yy {E &% > B 2 FrE s A S A0 R R BB % - ] 7r AllikicEdy 2 (&858
1E Ryt fetee s gy %Jﬁﬂﬂj?ﬁﬂ?ﬁfﬁ

Ay, = a1 + Z Bri Aye—i + Z Yij A% + 01y Ye1 + 0% 4 + &, (19)
i=1 ]—0

Ax _a2+zﬁ2LAyt l+2)/2] Axt—] +01xyt 1+92xxt 1 +€2t (20>
i=0 j=1

Peasran etal. (2001) f2HPA Wald 4at{EE F GatHE 2B eE - HEEmR
R R B A AR B G RA% > DA (19) Kfil > Bl:Hp: 01, = 0,0,, = 0> H
FigEgatE b F (y/x)yFor o FEH > FHLTER (20) 115 0 Al Ho: 61, =
0,05 = 0 H FESETELF (x/y)xRRL « AR F GaHEF HHIERIE
BE > Nil F stHERIFEES » HAol TEZ U TTREPE | LIEARER
ARAE TSN - S8R 1 (0) 21 (1) 5 2R3 i# s ; 3. ARDL fHAIE
A1 SRR TH B R 5 48RRI - fR$E Pesaran et al. (2001) Ffrif -
{EF F MoElE R B a 2 05k AmdHESE - Hbh—4  BrAFE
> ARDL fEAIrh 7 888k | (1) » SS—4HRIEEEFTAFER ARDL SR b7 8
#h1(0) o EEaSEY F 4EtEsR EREEFYE (upper critical bound) >
FoREEIEEE R - BERSUEEERIEHEMG - K2 - & F HEERT
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SRS ME (lower critical bound) - FoR#atEAHE - Al A EE LB & E fi
e 545 F BB R AMTRZ A » A A AT - E— P et = F (v /%)y
= ESEESUE - (H2F (x/y)x aHER TREFE - REFEERREE
Bif% - FELLRAGR T - S8y Ryt A s B - SR RIS RS BB Bl  TAIIE - DAL
EHETTRER > BRATHET B S LB ARG - IR B S R T AE
RIS R -

AR £:7 Keho (2010b) » 2pE#R B—f%({E> Caselll 7 Case IT {ifE ARDL
FEIIAETT Pesaran LR S e 2% BRI E R HHLL AIC ZERIRLE -

(—) OLS

AT iR~ YRR (R o E B AR GR 5 > AILL OLS (haHeth 2 B
BAARETAT AR B RIAR S - B SR ROl Z P - AL OLS
TR R RIHRR (% - EEAEIAIT

Ve = Bo + Bixc + & (21)

5B, B S RIHBA (A5 FHLIx Rl S om0 » nS A FRIH
FaRENER S
(=) Johansen

LLRija Johansen H:8& &g iE VECM Sy BRI (5455 > BB 1E e, 1 N
SERUKCRE(E 2 fhEHAE0 B R Johansen R IR (: (4% - tH VAR(p)FTH#RL VECM
BRI

p p

Ay, = aq + Z P1i Aye—i + Z Y1i A% + Aeq + gy (22)
i=1 i=1
p p

Ax, = ay + z Bai Ay, + z Y2i A% + Azee_q + Uy, (23)
i=1 i=1

Hrbe 1 = (y-1 + 01x,-1) > Al—0 Ry Bx [ RIARE (1 (A8 - &A@ IH ] 77
RIS [E] SR ] SRR (A (R -
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(<) ARDL
Bounds Test #5241 ¥ 1% 1 HISBOKAE(E 2 (ha T8 - SO EEH > BI5
ARDL EHARBARFE > AT

Ay, = +Z.811Ayt L+ZY11Axt i F 01V + 004 + &g, (24)
i=1 i=0

Hy R oy 81X BURIGRERE  FLMAx, Bl
JE Bounds Test 7Y - BT {liEf Al 1GA ITFEH%‘%{%{%E%Z °

(—) ECM

Engle and Granger (1987) s&EAAISR 2 S Ex iy BILRE S RA(RIT > 7] g =
EIERERIFRIG LR (5 - —AkER - (LB S RER \$EP ' Ryl N IEHE
SR R ERRII - I A—RRZEEIEIA (error correction term, ECT) - LA
2 BRSNS > BEWT ¢

Ay, = ay + Z P1i Aye—i + Z Y1i A%~ + Arer—g + phyy (25)
i=1 i=1
Ax; = g + Z B2i Aye—; + Z Yoi A% + Azeq + oy (26)
i=1 i=1

e 1 = (Vo1 +61x1)
EFGERBABILIE (e1) RHERIILBGREI AR - ERFEILIEERE
%> QUILIENANGAE » ph— SR PRS0 > TN E R - Hp > 20 (25)
HUAy SR EF R g iR T (26) DLAXSEEUE (e firess %ﬁl
ST S ERRER (R 0 R & ERSUG AR D5 s e - DA (25) Rl
At EAERIIAT - By B EFERRR G - HEEATT
Hy:y1;=0,i=12,..., p
Hi:y;; #0
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G e SR R IR Y TR T x By MFERERR R S
AR By P E AR B (R - EUREERIT T » xSy @ S ERRE (% - H&
ST

Hy: A, =0
Hi: Ay #0

ERESR B R FRERIT » x ¥y MEERRE R L2
AR By (AR RIS B (% - BB > DUEEDTC > i e BRI T - 2 858y
FE S ER SRR % -

(=) Toda and Yamamoto

ECM ZEfS NRR R IRE - BEC BRIy R R RIS E R G - F E—
EEfiiE - Toda and Yamamoto (1995) #i5H AR AE T RIS BR (Fehe e Rl AR
B E B OE - AAMERE 2 e A e - kRS ERNES
FERA TR E MR - R ERIR R (e 45 SRR 2 - RIEEA S5 A Toda and
Yamamoto (1995) RIERAREJTE @ sl B HERITREIEUM U AR R % -
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