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VAR E7WVIZBIT 5405, ECM, KREARO 5T

& It

1

1.3 L & 2

AR D H IR FERERI T — 5 ORREBRODH HEL Y — XA TEZLIHD, BRFEFIIB
Wi, BFEHGRD> OEHBE OB L HRBREISELINLVEEVH D, T-EEHE,LENN
ZZRRBBPEL VS OPRIELEONDEENH L, TOL)LHE, T—5ZDbDIFE
Lo ABFFEE LT, ERVIDH Tit Granger DIRREHEDOMEHNH 5, S TOERBZEIHE
C DREFEERTNT — & IFHAUMEFATVRDE ZEDPHELPII R 572, ZDOEERRGT— ¥
WHEHATE BRI OFEIMEZ 2 hoTLE o7, AT}, FTTEELRLELEEHCNA
J& Vector Auto-Regression (VAR) EFIIZBITAHREBBROSHEEZRBANL (F 285~ 4 ),
EOEEEOHMTIHIHEEELYy — ROV THR D o FFICEEBIZEMS GRS S & 2D VAR
DS EEBREIEIETE T Vector Error Correction Model (VECM) FH &, Johansen (1988) ®
AT REF LI T TCHREROGITEZ BN T 5, HB7TEHTIIEROT— % 2 - 726 %A
%o

2. VAR EFII : i#y & HEE, Fill

mEDOEREE, S L BRT MV y= (s, Yor, =, Ym) ~mX1 DS pRD VAR EFT NV TEKD
EhtETn, Thbb

Y=+ Ooyr—at -+ Dy ptus, (1)

72720 ®u=Agijul ~mxXm(k=1, -, p) ZRBEIITA =5 —Dm RTCEFITHTHA, T/
u 13w, = (uyy, >, )’ %25 mRIGDWEIEDOXRZ PVTHY, FTA b /)4 X - XRZ7 MV
THHERET S T4bH u ZUTOUE 2D,

E(u)=0 forallt (2)
Var(u) = E(uu) =>={0;} for allt (3)
E(um,)=0 for t+s (4)
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E2EHPLEAMTIIERHD 2\ VAR 29 25, ThSDMRIEREDS 5 €7 VI
IZHEBR T & B,

BDT 7R p BBEAM DK, TSP T VAR(p) ##ET 5121
var (nlags=p) y1 - ym;
E9 %, TSP TIIRREHICERM L INE LELHEE L TWDA, 1 KTORN2EEELTD
FREATHIOREEMIZ BRI ALTH 5,

TR p DERFHE LT, 1)Sims (1980) DAEHMREIZ L 5BINFE, 2)AICED
THMEREIZL DBIRFEND D, RERBEICL DR p 2:EIRT 5121, BKAT 7K Pmax
MPHBR FBEEITR 2LV,

Ho . '7 73(%(#:%
Hi: 7 7REHD pot+p*  (p*>0)

ETRE, BEYEm L O REREOTT, HHEBELZEL - LELRREK R
LR=(T—m(po+p*)) [L(H) —L(Hy)]
& X2 (m?p*) 1259 o 72720 L(H) (K@ Hi(1=0, 1) O T TOBRRSBLETH 5,
VAR (p) \Z& 5 h BA%EDFHIE X

. » -1
Y1+r= Z’IQkyt-—kH:"_ 2O y—ken fR<P (5)
k= k=1

THEz6N15,
VAR 7 NWIZ X HRARBBROGITIIRE S FIFT 222805,
1. Granger (1969) DEEKTOREEZRDTHT
2. Sims (1980) (2 & % inovation accounting
o A YOV RILE B
» FHIERZES TS
BTHEATH LI, MBREVIGAVELEIIH PR L 722 TH S,
VAR IZB T B RREGH TIE, BEA1 DWR 12721 T Ro2723T), ZhFETELIIEL
BRI DGEN DD, o> THITEN, BEERICES L CEY 2L %EIRL TBL
VERH S,

3. Granger D REMH S

Granger (1969) 2SRIE L72BESTH Y, v ORBFRELITR D L &I, BED y; DIFEHRLZ
DFRNFEE 2 FREZDHAVIZEBM L 2\ & X, Granger DEKRT y; 25 v ~OREBFREHI W

G
EERIN, 4Py b EDT, FTFHFEY 2 RBEORDICHEMKT 5 L %, Granger DF

G
KTy 25 gy ~DORRBERYDDLEEREN, yi—y EERXDT,
VAR €7 )VIZ 81T 5 Granger DEERIRICOVTHBT L7201, ORDEFNVDOE i HiE
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HRIFEET B,
P b P
yit=?¢il,kyl,t—k+ ot 2 PimiYma—k T Ui 2 Bim ke Ymt—k T Uit (6)
=1 k=1 k=1
Z D& % Granger DHBEMIZOVWTRD & ) IZUEFHEBEIREND,

G
y; does not Granger cause y; (y; = yi) < ¢ij1=""=i;p=0
G
y; Granger cause y; (y;,—— y;) < ¢, #0 for any k
TRbbRHEBRDTERNDH 2EBITXTHAN 724 v & &, Granger DEKRTE DL
B o LR ORHEALEHEANOREEE 2V E V),

4 . Inovation accounting

Granger DR REMRIIEUHIMETHY), LOBREOBETHEL TV EINE V) ERNES
133k > Tz vy, F 72 Granger D REBROMEAZ, HAMIZIE 2 DD (B) OBRICEYT
5H0DT, 3EBULOMBREFRBICIEZAZZLIITER Y, FITINSDMRA*HRT S D
D& LT, Sims (1980) %13 VAR EF )LD VMA () EKBRIZL 50N EIRB L7, ThdsA
SN ASERBICE BN ETRBESHRIBICL D5 TH S, TN 5id Inovation
accounting & Xi¥h 35,

FTHEME LT VAR ETNVD VMA (00) KRB, ¥ A7 LADBEFETHOAILIZD T
AL, KIZA 7OV RAREBEIC L A0 E FRIBRES BB L D5 EBAT 5,

4.1 VAR EFI/ID VMA () RI]

(VXD VAR(P) ETFNET T - ARV —F = LT L)y =u, LELZLIZT B, 72
RLO)=In—2Z,_, ®4LF TH B, (L) "EEUORM M2 T 251X, T D VAR() &
VMA (), y=u,—27 Oy T 7213 4 =0 (L) u, \ZEHBRTES, 27L 0(L) =I,
=20 0L THE, TDEEARBE & MARE O, IRD L)) RBRIZH B,

1/:=¢’(L)_lut=®(14)ut
T O(L) =0 (L) £7:12 I,=® (L)O(L) Th b, D% 1
®(L)O(L)=(In— % ®4L") (Iy— 50,L9)
k=1 k=1

? » o »
=1m_2(¢‘h+®h)_z(q)k@)h—k)Lh_ > (@h—zq)k@h—k)lth
h=1 ::; h=p+1 k=1

THOH, TNV L IZELL ITRER S WA, FO7201213 L (h21) OFREFETE¥a T
ZIThiE e o2wv, Zhizkh

»
®h=_¢h+2q)k®h—k for h=1, oty p
"
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P
0,=29,0,_, for h=p+1, -+,
k=1

%5 EB L, =140 0,=—®, THY, h=2%b6IT0,=—0,+ 2,0, THb, Th
12L& ) VAR(p) % VMA (o) RIRIZ L7z &0 MAREUL AR RETRDLEZ Z &b h o7,

4.2 YRTLORESBITIIONAILE
mXm DEBEEFFITH] X 12D T
X=LDU
772U
L 3aEED 1 OF=ZAT5
D : EOBEF % FOMAFTE
U=L (=175
&) TLDU %) H—BIZHFHET S (Choleski 5 L b \vibhn), LDU 5 % 1§ 21,
D=L'XU'=L'X(L)'=(U)XU™!
LT XA TEDL, T (L) ZATHOHETHIET (L) ZATHE %A T LITER,
y S O (L)y=u, %5 VAR(p) BREIHEY, Vo (u) =2 20X EDERLY
L'®(L)y,=L'u,
or
S*(L)y,=u 7275 L Var(u}) =D G4 £8175))
ELTERTE 5,

4.3 ANV RISEREE

mRIENZ bV y, ODFDO—DDER y; ~, ui %18 U T suprise shock #5252 &% &2 5,
b L ou OREBEOSHEFTEATH Z A TEVED, uy LMOBREHOKSHIZETTIX
ZVDT Tuy ~OEMOD shock] 13EF X bk, £ TRHIEID Choleski 512 & 2E#HED
w5 CTVAR(p) 2 FT &

4= Oyt Poyrat o+ O pypt+Lu)
=@,Luf—0,Lu* ——0O,Luf ,—

—07ur—O7ut, ——6fut, — )
Lo 72750 00=I, ThH Y 0;=0,L(k=0, 1, =) TH b, it>T lu) ~DHEMD shock]
BEZHLIEIZEY, NI PVOREBANDH BRI ENTE D,

BES | t—2 t—1 t t+1  t+2
0

' | Om  Om 1| (Ze) Om Om
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FORDIIIIEHE BT U N1 BEDY 3 v 2 %525, 727 L Op iz m KTTOE
O-NZhVTHD, LORED, COLED Yy ~DEBLHD13 y & u;, TRMG T
Ly,

«%%zemfmx1 L d, 12720 OF=10%,, 0%, -, 0% J—mxm
it

Tbb OF 130 DEIFITH D, KOHIZIZ VMA (o) 1
Yoon =l —O%f == OF k=

EETDDD, Y “NOHBERD I g F u), TREGTHIEL V. THE

%$%=—@m~mx1 Ll b, 1272L 07=[0%,, 0%, -, 0%, J~mxm ThH 5,
it

FIERIZ LT yran “DOFEIL

aym.

*
ou,,

=—-0%,~mx1

THZOND, TEDBLE U N1BMDY s v 7 2525E, ZOREBIE
0:,0’ —@)t’,l’ _@):,zv " _@):-i (8)

ELTURAT LB mBOEFA~NER LTV, ThE A OV &R V9, TSP T
3, BHBRRXEBICFOFBEROBEHICIBMDY 3 v 7 25270 EOLEHDIEED h H
ETT) I T FENAB,

CCTHETNEZ LRy OFOEBDONEFEEZ AL ZHEDLLDOLIEDLLILTH
B. Tbbla v ) DEERBIFELZDLI LT D, o TA ¥V AILEEBEOKERITET
WIBTEEBONEEIEET D, T=ATH L % 5T Cholesky MR F1T% 5 L &1, 3 N
7 b VO EDOFIZ BRI EDOEVEL, TOHICHEBMANAMDORCEK Y E CESINE S
ND (LZATHEMES L X% 2), i Sims (1980) AMRIE L7 HiET, £ DFRG £
N H-Twh, b LENFIHEEOLZWE EIZIE, WDLDENFERALT, ZHIKF
L WEHBOBBROALIRATAOPIRETH S,

4.4 TFTRBRESBSH
VAR (p) @ VMA () #£H

y=20m_ ;= Z@fu,*_,-
i=0 i=0

ES & RO TFHE ys ¥ETET 2I3FED 00 (1>0) ¥ EO LEL DD
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8

.T;Hh Z@ iWtrh—i— 29* Ith -

Eebo Lo ThHIEDOFRREEIX

Yten— .7/:+h— 29 iUerh—i = Z@ u,_,,,,_,

i=0
THb, ¢,=(0, -, 0, [[FH]L 0, =+, 0)'~mx1 & THITE j EHIIOVWTOFREZIT
.7/;'.t+h_.7;i,t+h=et (1/:+h_!;t+h)

= Ze i®“t+h i
i

i=0

h=1
g:( 111 H+h x+ +0;mx m,t+h— 1)
& ox % * *

=k21 ( Oikrsn T F Ojnorthyrnr)

Eabo BBEORBIL, FREE Y ZEBEBICHTBA ) R= 3 ¥ (uf,,,,
Up)) SEHBLIZBDTH S, (uf} HRTA L - )4 XTHBI L E

Euu} =D=diagonal{ox} ~mX m
THoHrIL®E) &

MSE[ ?;i.t] =E(!li,t+h_1;j.t+h) 2

Ms

Okk ( 0::20 +-t o;:zh 1)

L
Il
—

Ms

[ > akkﬁ,*kz,]

1ti=1

k

%85, REOERFRED { YW, MSEly,) D5 b, S EEBICHTEL ) N—3 3 VIZEE
THWPEBIRCTE D, HoT, BELITBITD gy ORBEFHO MSE 05 b8k ) ~—
T a YICRET 280 &1

Z:‘;Olakka;‘l:,zi _ Zioub;
MSEy;.] 2 1(Zx=oakk0;:i‘)

RVCy-;(h) = (9)
ELTEHE S NG, ZNIIHITHI S EEF 53K relative variance contribution & X i¥h 5, HxTH
THEGREME S 252 FHRESESHE L),

b L RVCy; (B) BT IUTE j BRI i BEMIEVWE WIS, b LRVC,;(h) I
BWbDBHNE, BEEBPOLE JEBNDEBIFBV ALY D, TOL)ICTFRRES#K
5% X Granger DR FEMN L IHIORBEDIEHR * 5 2 5, TSP T3 EHFRERXEBIC 1 LIS —
EHX T TOREED L DM BESELEET 5, 2 BEEHD S O FHRESED
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iz

S
RVC » h — i=0 Jk,i —
RVCey (B) = 2 o= St gy =1

Jk,i

Mz

k

)

ThHhbo BIRDA VOV ACEBBOBE L FRIIERDOIEFIZIZEET 2LESD B,
5. EAEMEIEE TNV & Johansen D ILHIHHRE

HOEILHOEHTIY, FERLSEBRFIETVER -
Johansen D HFN 3 HE 12DV Tid Johansen (1991) X Johansen and Juselius (1990) (Z3£ L <
FHI N TV D,

BEEVHEMNRETFD m RITOEREBERZ PV y~1() #E 2 5, TDy, i3 VAR(p)

»
y=put+ 2 0y-ite, (10
i=1
TEREINBEBRET Ho ZOETFTNHEXZ FVEEMBIEE 7 IV Vector Error-Correction Model
(VECM) T&bT &

p-1
Ay =p+ 2 Cily,—i+ Coyr—pte,, 1
i=1

LBy 127 C=— (n—Zi,®) (=1, -, p) T o
1) IS IFBEAARRE D & 2D ADF OFUTKHE LTV %, Johansen (1988) D HFNTHE L,
BC, D57 r 32 ® MG RZ PVOBIZHE LY, EWI)BEIZESIWTITY C, DEA
%> THRERETEEL 2 b0 ComXm D m BOBEFMHEA 1> 2,> >, THZONE
T2, bLARY MUy (TGRSR AROE, COT 2 3¥UTHhY), $XTOEAME
AZEOTHE, TOLEINA—A) FENRFNREO L LD, FERIZ y SRS EFEIT1 D720F
HHETHRHIE, C,OIy 27131 THY, #oTO<Hu<1 LH In(Q—i) FEDEELY, *
DD ;=0 £ D In(1—2,) =-=In(1—1,) =0 Tdh 5%,
ERIIBRAHEICLY C, 2#HEL, FOEEMOHEM A %158 %, Johansen (1988) 13K
D2 ODWMEFRETEEZREL TV 5,

ML —2ME  Ho:r<i vs.H, :r=m, (1=0,1, -, m)

Avae=—T 2 1n(1— 1) (12

i=r+1

REFERE Ho:r=1 vs.H, : r=it+1, (i=0, 1, -, m)
/zmax=_Tln(1_/iy+1) 13

1) Bl% ¥ Enders (1995, p. 390) # &M L TII L\,
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CD2ODRERMELETHNMGRS OB ERET S, T L -ZARETKEI LK%
HL, ZREFMERE TH»Ab,
Johansen and Juselius (1990) TiZ b L ¥ FIHR ¥ I — BB GO /-ET IV

»
Y=ot mt+¥D+ 2 @y te, 14

i=0

or

-1
Ay =po+pt+¥ D+ 2 Cilyi-it+ Coye—p+ e, (15
i=1

BV THERIC L — 2AREHEHR, RRKEAERERTBELHBETEILILERL TS,
PR D RO L2 L) ICEREINZTI-FERORI MV THbE, FIZIE T E50
W7 — 7 (BAKATH) ¥R/ o Tnb %251 D~3X1ThY, BT AP TY I —Dfl
31T <3/4, HELZVIFHTOTIE%RL —1/4L %%,

BAUROBREIZBWTERER P L ¥ FHOFEVRERKETBEODHIZHEL S X 5D LMK
i, DGP L EFNICBIFTHERIESR ML v FHOAFEIHLIS O ERKET B O#IL 54 (8
% 5.2 %, Osterwald-Lenum (1992) %\ < 25 ® DGP & EFNVIZDO W THREK B DOEHE
52 Tw50T, @BEIZZORTAVL, EFVICERED ML Y FEHDL VAR 5T,
Osterwald-Lenum (1992) @ table 0%, E#IEfT &% Hidtable 1%, EFHIHE b L v FEIE
INTVDa 6 table 229, 7272L 7 I —BHEIEITNTHTL ViR THHEEDOHHE
T EDLL RV,

Johansen DHRE DHH A TIARIEHIFHDREHI W TH H, T D728 IZ Johansen i C, DT
YO rDEE2OO mXr D a, v %

Cr=7a
ELTERL TS, 2D ald rBORMGRT PVD ay, -, ay(@i~mX1) &> T
a=lara,]~mxr
EbEhb, TODa v iZOLS THEL L) &L LTHHBINATERER-OMETE LV, L2LAR
#5%5 1) (57 Error Correction Model % B AHEE L, 2) C, DEAME, BHENY ML EkD,

2) £MPMRETC, DT v 7 y %ikE, 3) A& r BOBEAMBICHET 2 r BOBAENS b

MBS, o,  THEDTA%BD, 4) Cp b a Ly rd5KkE 5,
B OBRETIE, Bl 2 DRI %

Ho : Ra=d rank(R)=s

Y LT C, Dl & DEAEOREE (=1, -, m) & HGELOBEABORER L #iH1
E R R R

2) jf Y AHESE T A H iR, X3 Banerjee et al. (1994) # SHB L TR LV,
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~T 5 InA—iH-n1-4)] 16
i=r+1
IREARGRO T THEHENICEHE s D x> 341215, £ L < i Johansen (1991) %3 L T&k
Ly,
Johansen (1991) AR LT 5 L 512, XSGR EEDLT ra'y, ICEHHEL ML~ FIEY
BOLIELELMEETH D, THESZ T2 EE VEC E7 0

-1
Ay,=uo+‘IfD,+ Z CiAy[—i+ Ta"yf-p+5:, (17)
i=1

(=

Ay =YD+ Clyrt 7 an) (y_, D' +e,, 18
i=1
LA DI ENCTED, FEMEE ML Y FEESLEFL 191
Ay,=,uo+\IfD,+p§CiAy,_1+r(a' C((;k)(y,’—p t),+€1, 19
i=1

EEIRADILENTED, TOLHIIERINLETNVERLMKETE L, Johansen DWE % 1T
ZOBEILE, bEDETNOBEIRERKFEOSA VP RL D, WROEF LTI
Osterwald-Lenum (1992) O table 1* %, (19D 7L Tid table 2* %19

BARMIZ Johansen DIRTE D FNE% 7R,

Step 0 SHTDOMRE L BEERIIT— S ICOWTHMNBRELITZ Do IQ) THEIEBEDA %
f#i5 T Step1 %5 Step4 T TR0

Stepl MWAXDETFTNIZBNT T ZRE p 2BIRT %, 7272 LEHRABEAT -5 2653 —
BKENT FVIRLEZRV, BIRFEIRART ZFREEFZHEL, ) FREICL VERRE
5D, 2) AICHEDIEHREREETF,

FAIZLT, WROEFIVOEHIE, PLY FEHOEEWMY FREICLIVBRET 5, b L
CIXEHIH, PL Y FHEEDLRENE ) MIERELEICZL VT2,

Step2 Step LIZEIDEHIED FL Y FEHLETLWVETVINEIR I N8548 13 Step 3~
Step 1 I2& D) M KDOEHIHM ZDET VR WKOEKIHEE ML v FEMNEDEF LA
BIRSNGEE, BREBEEICERHE, LUy FEZED L0 E) PRFEENEREH
Lk 5B,

Step3 BIRIN7: VECET NV ERAEICLVEEET 5, 100 NOMREKEHRIC L HH5H
BREXIT RV, MV Z2IXMGR MVOK r 25, G Z FLh S % 5175 a
DHFEEEZ KD B,

Step 4 HFFXT FUD 5% 575 all oW THERORE, BEMHOREL LELKRE
WWEDREST S, CHODORRICEDE, ELIFELSNBABEHYHEES S,

Step5 Step 0 T 1(0) B H - 72854 1% Step 6 ~o THTDXTR & %2 BEERG|F — ¥ HSF T
I THHGEE, HESN/Z VECET V2> THEROSH 2172,
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Step 6 D HTEINABEBERICLY, HCERSH T - E7VOBREBIEET L2 BE
L, Fll%47% 5, L <1x2) Toda and Yamamoto (1995) & VAR IZ & ) RRED 5
HET%Z).

UERHKELZFMECTH D05, £ DEEFH T Stepl, 2 2l L T OBH S % < 149K

R A)RD VAR #5721, Stepd #EWE LN LTW5bH, @il & o Tik Step5, 6 297%

bwnbDdbHb,

Johansen D 3HNGHE % i o 7LD IXEE CHFLET B 25, REH LS DLW LD
4%, Enders and Hurn (1994) i3 Purchasing Power Parity % —#%{t L 728t & 2 WFET 5 72012,
Johansen DG E, BMEHBHDOKRE % > T\ 5, Friedman and Kuttner (1992) (3 3LF15
WEL > TR LM, FFRCARLRIMSERYPH L LE2RNELTWA, TORIT
{Z innovation accounting (2 & 5K E MDD %177 - TV 5, Baba, Hendry, and Starr (1992)
Tit, BEFEMBEHEET 570G REL TR, BCHESMH T 7 - ETNVORES
EEFVEHEL T\ 5, Asai and Shiba (1996) X H AROHKIMN & < 7 O FRBELEHKB OBEGR L 5
4572812, Toda and Yamamoto (1995) @ VAR #% {# 5 T Granger ® K EH D 547, in-

novation accounting ¥ 1772 o T\ 5,
6. BEBEETNERBHEDSHT

HBARE LD mEKD VAR
»

Y=ottt > Diy-ite,
i=1

¥ER D, MDY I —RBEIECTOREPUTOMRIZONTIERTE 5, b LEEK
DG OBURIC R\ 2 BIE, BEEE & o 72EHO VAR

Ay, =pot+mt+CiA% 1+ + CoorAyipr te

T Garnger DR EM: DHHF, inovation accounting DT2 2 5, b LELEKVHM S ORERICH
57 51X VECM £33

Ayg =ﬂo+ﬂlt+ C]Ayl—l +- Cp_lAy;_p_1+ prf—] +€1 (20)

THikT 5, COBEOHBEUIIZOVTIZ6. 155, 6. 2HTHHAT S,

6.1 VACM & Granger ARMMORE

BEBDEMS OBRIZDH 2358 D Granger ARMSHOT L LT, I Tk 3FEDOT
EEBANTH, T74bH 1) Toda and Phillips (1993) 2% 5 VECM £HI2 X 5#%E, 2) Phil-
lips (1995) iZ & % Fully-modified VAR (FM-VAR) 2 & % # %, 3)Toda and Yamamoto
(1995) 2 X % Lag-augmented VAR (LA-VAR) |2 X A#8%E T %, Toda and Yamada (1996)
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E3DODMEDPHAXERENIZ T Iab—Ta VERICEOVEELTWS, 44 X3,
LA-VAR 2 & B HENR—F /N7 + —< » ZHR {, FM-VAR |2 X %} %2 size-distortion A%
RERLTV, REIZLEN FM-VAR ICL 2 HED/I7 1+ —< Y ZAHR VA, Thi3FTsl @,
(=1, ., P) DINFT X = FIZHBEKFEL TV A LD, —BKIZIZWV 2 %W, §E 5T Toda and
Yamada (1996) 13737 X — ¥ DEHR L IR LT, Tho0FERH ) NE 2 L&EHR
TWad, LALEPOEBROEEMIIEV TEBRMEROBMAICE ) L) ITRFT 52 L 13H
HTHY, THBOEBUCL ) EDOFELME) REDHWTH Lk,

INSDHED ) b —FMH % Toda and Yamamoto (1995) O LA-VARIZ X 2 HE%X L
AT 5, COHETIITEREZBEMBORE?ZT VAR DT 724k T 5o B 2 ATREFEKRT
BHEARORKIIKIEL 22 THEH»S, EDOTF7REpIZ2 2N 72 VAR(p+2)

y=rotntt+ Oyt + Opyip+ Ppirtr—pt+ Dyi2yip2te:

THETNL, Wald REIZL D Granger DRRUDRER TR ) T LW TED, TOHERR
RUPELLLEVIRENHDLOD, HARPCIKMAFOHFEIILPDLOLEFHEZ DLV FIA%
D, SHIZVARDE#HE LT, LNNVOBKREBEMNREBOERLMRELTH LV OTE
BENBRPES ThH b, %87 7 REDOB RS BEHHOME L LT Wald REICE W iTh 2
%,

6.2 VECM & Innovation Acounting

VECM (3 ® £ % Tid innovation accounting ¥ 177% 9 Z £ 13 T& %>, Friedman and Kutt-
ner (1992) TIIREMIEEL L OREZERYID VAR % f# 5 T innovation accounting % {T7% - T
WA, VECM % #5%E L7 Tt Thidfli > T2 v, Enders (1995, p. 400) Ti VECM % f#
- T innovation accounting 41772 ) T LA TE B LABRTWVBHA, BF 5, TVECMEKHT
HESINIINTG A =5 %2 F 5 TIHEDO VAR EBICEHL, X512 VMA(®) £HIZ X ) innovation
accounting 1T 9] W) T ETHAHH) LBbh b, % B Toda and Yamamoto (1995) D
LA-VAR %3 1IZ D £ ¥ innovation accounting #1772 % 5,

7. EBEOT— 5 o726 HAKHIZEB TS PPP DIRGE

7.1 Ardeni and Lubian (1991) O#:#E#

TS, F—0%®F, BHICEBIFELLRY, JEIEBIEIRVERET S, Z0L i1
—fliDFER LY, BR2DHELIZENTEOBEEMIZEDL O THmOMEI—2ThHh b, Rt
KBTS jEOBRL K EOBEOHEEY S (K EEEET) L 45, P, & Py 2 FNE
njELE kEoYliEke 5, ZOBBITHAANSLNTWVE T RTOFEMIC—P—HiD ]
WIEMEIZH D 5 TWT, POMEDOY 24 DB HFELWERESINS E X, PPP O ‘absolute’
version I RDOEEE T IV TRE SN D,
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52 LA REAEIE Y (3E48% - 5B 6 5)

Stk = ot apr s+ aope st uy @)

TR LI RNTOERIIBEREN LD TH B,
A2 2EHOBEDAREE SR TLERETLE, ZDEE S, =A(P,;/ P, Th,
PPP O ‘relative’ version (ZXDEIEEF IV TREEN S,

As,,,k=ao+a1Ap,,,+Aa2p,,k+v, (22)
EH 5 OEYEEFIVT L REREX
Hy : ap=0and ;= —a,=1

Thbh, K a=—a 13 2 2DMWEEEROBBOKESHIELVILEZERLTBY, Zhid
‘symmetry’ hypothesis & L THIO LTV 5, {RE au=—a,=1 i3 F 7z ‘proportionality’ hypoth-
esis E LTHILNLTW5,

% ODREBEBIIHEAMRE SO0, ERED & D 2RSS #177% 5 & suprious regression
LR BUEEMNH B, T D72® Tl Ardeni and Lubian (1991) T3 augmented Dickey-Fuller
IR %E *° Engle-Granger BE % i\, BAMRE XM FOMELKRET LT b, AR T3 Ardeni
and Lubian (1991) &3 R£7% 2 ERPM O 7 — ¥ %>, Engle-Granger ¥ 5E Tl 7% < Johan-
sen DIFTREZIT R > Th b,

7.2 F—4%

A/ Fv-Vv—trDAXRT—% (ARFY) IREHETAREL, BEROHEREWMIEL (BE,
0FEHKHE) DART — ¥ IIWMiEt ARESB L7, 72 A OHEBREWEE RO ART— 513
International Monetary Fund @ Interbational Financial Statistics % 288 L, 904EX#e L 4 5 L
T =5 EMI L7z BAEIZVWFNL19764E 1 AN H19914E12ATH Y, EFIVOHEFEIS
1319764F 1 A > 5199012 TOTF— ¥ 2T 5, 2B CPIOF— 53 &H 5 b FEHMAE
énfw&wwﬁ'mpmzvyFSAMA%mmféﬁwﬁ%ﬁ&oﬁi

7.3 FEi®R

Dolado, Jenkinson, and Sosvilla-Rivero (1990) 5% Augmented Dickey-Fuller (ADF) #
EXTRo7HBEEZEILIICRT, SV RBIIBE KT 7 KE (maxlag) %12 & L Pantula,
Gonzalez-Farias, and Fuller (1994) O 5T AICIZX WBIR L7420 ZDOHER, AICIZX b &
RENT2T FREADT] &2 61X, size distortion % BT 5 72125 7" k¥ % Min (j+2, maxlag) &
T2bDTHbH, ADFREDIERIZE Y, HEKEIOS—LY FT, HBEL — F OMFHUZITHE
IR D 5755, TORERFNIEE THL LML, £/-HED CPI DM BIIEETH S
LHIr S b, SMED CPL DX EUCIZHAAMRD D 4%, TORERFIIEFR THH LM
L5, Ardeni and Lubian (1991) %, %68 7 HED19714E D 5H1986ED A RTF — ¥ 2 ffi » TH

3) TITRMHEAEEIWHIOER T BHE LTWA D, TSP CHETEER I <> FEf o725, EROSH Tk
DTN BHRAED S EEZEHTHRETHD, $7- TSPIIIER Y I - FAXEFVOBMBRE, {5
BRENTEDLLIICR TS,

(1012)



VAR €7 NVIZBIT53H045, ECM, RERFROSH (%) 53

%1 : ADF R%E

B | 77 kE Tar R | T EHIA T

s 5 —2.213 —1.865 | —1.189 1.112 | —1.43
[0.48] [0.68] [0.14]

As 4 —5.271 0.080 — — —
[0.00006]

b 2 —3.525 1.979 —4.631  4.790 —
[0.04] [0.0001]

Pa 11 —2.778 2.152 —2.459  2.545 | 0.827
[0.21] [0.13] [0.89]

Apa 2 —4.894 —2.811 — — —
[0.0003]

Ta & T, TRHEREFR, EFEBIO ML Y FED Z0OEIRIC L 2 REKER, EHH
DEDOOYFIC L AREHKETR, EEEHESL ML Y FHZE I 2VENRIC X AREKITR LR
Fo 727U IMIXTSPOWH LA PIETH S, ML Y FIH) & TEIH) dEheE
NOBHD tEE TR,

ARMREEZ LT 525, HEAD CPI OMBLUNEIZ I TOEBLFALEREZB TV 5, K5I,
HA®D CPI DM FIZDOVTI0/8—+t » MKETHMBEINS 5 L V) IRERIHE L FEHNTE B2,
51—k PKETEEHTE2VWEREL TN,

CDRERDS PPPARBEAE D 72 W L3O ATH 575, FHEBIE LT, s & pa pi3E

FGFBRIZH BDE ) DHRE L TH b,
5 2 : Johansen ® b L — 2B 5E & R KFEHERE

& ML —XRRE 90 BEEFE
Ho:7<1vsH;:»r=2 3.550[0.056] 2.57
Ho:»=0vsH,:r=2 15.146(0.130] 16.06
B RKEHHERE 90 %EEFRE
Ho:r=1vsH,:r=2 9.634 2.69
Ho:»=0vs H,: r=1 13.211 14.84

90 %Rl I1Z Vb Osterwald-Lenum (1992 : Table 2) {2 &
Ao [ 1RETSPO® L7 PIERRY,

EPCHE FL Y FEHZLDETF IV %{H 5T, Johansen D b L — AME & B KEHHERE % 1T
BolAERER2IIRYT, 727 LS 7 RBULAICIZE W#BIR L7, ST ML —ZXRETKE 2
(A7 7% RN 7 PV OREHIRT L, RICEKEAMERE CHlD CHBTE 5, L —2RED
RRARLE, RFEE THo: 7<1vsH,:7=2] L35 LRERFITEEKEINS—+ pTE
HENDOTHIZIEMFNZ PLOBIL2 LHITEND, RAKEFBEREDHEYRD L, K
% THo:7=1vsH,:r=2] &§ 5 LIFEIKFITHEEAKLELINS—£ > P TEHINDL D THIL
BREMGN7 PVOBIZZ LHBTENE, TRODERI VI HEEREL — b EESMNEOXH
CIP i3 #MABRICH 5, 2 DOM 2SR MLVOHEEMIZEE{L S KT

$:—0.626p4; (=ecy1)
N 7635[“, (= 8021)
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54 SLEnPEREERS (BR48% - 556 %)

L% b,

RIZ Johansen DETEHIF DIRE 2> THRIGXT PVDFENRNTA -5 —DFEEHELREL
72D 7EHS, TSP D coint 2<%~ FTIZTE %y, TSP X SHAZAM % % f§ 5 C Johansen
MR ORED 7T 75 A EVERT 5 LA\,

+ 7% &2 Ardeni and Lubin (1991) D\ { DD EFESHT O R TIXsEHEE M <3 PPP R
PRI Lo TRV ERRER TS,

BT IE-7- TSP D775 L LIERDO—ERE BT 5,

1 options crt; freq m;
3 smpl70: 1 96:12;
4 load (file="forex. dat, byvar) ex cpi;

5 smpl75:6 77:9;

6 load cpial ; 138.1
6 139.6 140.0 140.7 141.5 142.4 143.0
6 143.3 143.7 144.0 144.6 145.5 146.3
6 147.1 147.8 148.4 149.0 149.4 149.9
6 150.7 152.3 153.2 154.4 155.3 156.3
6 157.0 157.6 158.2;

7 cpia=cpial *(114.1/158.2)%(118.8 /181.9)% (111.3 / 145.4)% (111.1/ 134.9) ;
8 smpl77:9 82:9;

9 load cpia 2 ;

9 114.1 114.5 115.0 115.4
9 116.1 116.9 117.7 118.8 119.9 121.2
9 122.0 122.7 123.6 124.6 125.3 125.9
9 127.0 128.5 129.7 131.2 132.8 134.4
9 135.8 137.2 138.6 139.8 141.1 142.6
9 144.7 146.7 148.8 150.4 151.9 153.6
9 153.7 154.7 156.1 157.5 158.9 160.3
9 161.6 163.3 164.5 165.5 166.9 168.3
9 170.2 171.5 173.3 173.6 174.1 174.6
9 175.2 175.8 175.6 176.4 178.1 180.3
9 181.3 181.6 181.9;

10 cpia=cpia2 * (118.8/181.9) * (111.3/145.4) * (111.1/134.9);
11 smpl82:9 88:9; ‘
12 load cpia 3 ;

12 118.8 119.2 119.0 118.5
12 118.8 118.8 118.9 119.7 120.4 120.8
12 121.3 121.7 122.3 122.6 122.8 123.0
12 123.7 124.2 124.5 125.1 125.5 125.9
12 126.3 126.8 127.4 127.8 127.8 127.8
12 128.1 128.6 129.2 129.7 130.2 130.6
12 130.8 131.1 131.5 131.9 132.3 132.7
12 133.1 132.7 132.1 131.8 132.2 132.9
12 132.9 133.1 133.8 133.9 134.0 134.2
12 135.0 135.5 136.1 136.8 137.2 137.8
12 138.1 138.9 139.5 139.9 140.1 140.0
12 140.4 140.8 141.4 142.1 142.6 143.2
12 143.8 144.4 145.4;
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13
14
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
16
17
18
18
18
18
19
20
21
24
26
26
27
29
31
31
32
33
34
35
36
36
37
38
39
40
40
41
42
43
44
44
44
45
45
45

VAR E7MVIZBT 5305, ECM, ERBFOGT (&H)

cpia=cpia3 % (111.3/145.4) % (111.1/134.9);
smpl 8 :9 93:9 ;
load cpia 4 ;

111.3 111.7 111.8 112.0
112.5 113.0 113.7 114.4 115.1 115.3
115.6 115.8 116.2 116.7 117.0 117.2
118.4 119.0 119.6 119.8 120.1 120.7
121.2 122.3 123.3 124.1 124.3 124.3
125.1 125.3 125.5 125.7 126.0 126.4
126.6 127.0 127.5 127.7 128.1 128.2
128.3 128.8 129.5 129.6 129.8 130.3
130.6 130.9 131.3 131.8 132.0 131.9
132.5 133.0 133.5 133.8 134.0 134.2
134.2 134.6 134.9;

cpia=cpia4 * (111.1/134.9) ;

smpl93: 9 94:12;
load cpia 5 ;

111.1 111.5 111.6 111.6
111.9 112.3 112.7 112.8 112.9 113.
113.6 114.0 114.3 114.4 114.6 114.6;
cpia=cpia 5 ;
smpl75: 7 93:12;
lex=log (ex) ; lcpi=log (cpi) ; lcpia=log (cpia) ;

w

sama lcpi lepi ; sama lcpia lepia ;

smpl76 : 1 93:12;
dlex=lex-lex (-1 ) ; dlcpi=lcpi-lepi (-1) ;
dlcpia=lcpia-lcpia (-1 ) ; trend t;

smpl 76 : 1 92:12;

coint (df, maxlags=12, const, trend, rule=aic2, NOWS, print) lex ;

coint (df, maxlags=5, minlags=5, const, notrend, rule=aic2, NOWS, print) lex ;
coint (df, maxlags=5, minlags=5, noconst, notrend, rule=aic2, NOWS, print) lex;
coint (df, maxlags=12, const, trend, rule=aic2, NOWS, print) dlex ;

coint (df, maxlags=12, const, trend, rule=aic2, NOWS, print) lcpi;

coint (df, maxlags=2, minlags=2, const, notrend, rule=aic2, NOWS, print) lcpi;
coint (df, maxlags=2, minlags=2, noconst, notrend, rule=aic2, NOWS, print) lcpi;
coint (df, maxlags=12, const, trend, rule=aic2, NOWS, print) dlcpi;

coint (df, maxlags=12, const, trend, rule=aic2, NOWS, print) lcpia;

coint (df, maxlags=11, minlags=11, const, notrend, rule=aic2, NOWS, print) lcpia;
coint (df, maxlags=11, minlags=11, noconst, notrend, rule=aic2, NOWS, print) lcpia ;
coint (df, maxlags=12, const, trend, rule=aic2, NOWS, print) dlcpia ;

smpl76 : 1 92:12;

?coint (nounit, joh, noeg, noconst, rule=aic, maxlags=6 ) lex Icpia ;
?coint (nounit, joh, noeg, const, notrend, rule=aic, maxlags=6 ) lex lcpia;
coint (nounit, joh, noeg, const, trend, rule=aic, maxlags=12) lex Icpia;
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46

IAnfEREEY (F48% - 6 %)

46 ????? Maximal Eigenvalue test
46 set lambdal = @tabjoh (1, 8) ; ? from the table for Johansen tests
47 set lambda 2 = @tabjoh (2, 8) ;

48 setmax2 = -@nob*log (1-lambdal);?HO :r=1 vsH1 :r=2 ;

49 setmax1l = -@nob*log (1-lambda2);?HO :r=0 vsH1 :r=1 ;

50 print max 2 max1 ;

Current sample: 1976 : 1 to 1992 : 12
Johansen (trace) cointegration tests
Variables : LEX LCPIA

Num lags 0 1 2 3 4
Eigval 1 0.11692 0.056405 0.055933 0.066796 0.078278
Eigval 2 0.037176 0.032302 0.038580 0.036792 0.036437
HO :r=0 30.66066 16.99715 17.92673 19.51096 21.47192

P-val 0.0013457 0.073843 0.054254 0.031176 0.017311
HO : r<=1 7.16025 6.14026 7.27857 6.85983 6.71828

P-val 0.0063557 0.011670 0.0059220 0.0076038 0.0082734
Num obs 191.00000 191.00000 191.00000 191.00000 191.00000
LogLike 1266.06419 1323.05379 1328.78325 1331.77653 1333.63365
AIC -13.17345 -13.72831 -13.74642 -13.73588 -13.71344
Num lags 5 6 7 8 9
Eigval 1 0.070671 0.059216 0.062712 0.065209 0.081007
Eigval 2 0.035769 0.039789 0.046129 0.047858 0.047120
HO :r=0 19.63928 17.99092 19.59839 20.15004 22.69899

P-val” 0.029785 0.053100 0.030222 0.024864 0.012343
HO :r<=1 6.52002 7.18659 8.26464 8.48420 8.25352

P-val” 0.0093105 0.0062565 0.0032828 0.0028781 0.0033047
Num obs 191.00000 191.00000 191.00000 191.00000 191.00000
LogLike 1335.22575 1337.53312 1340.39241 1341.98316 1348.22740
AIC -13.68823 -13.67050 -13.65856 -13.63333 -13.65683
Num lags 10 11 12 Opt: 2
Eigval 1 0.078129 0.080349 0.077951 0.057731
Eigval 2 0.049472 0.052984 0.046992 0.018042
HO :r=0 22.32266 23.07944 21.33265 15.14576

P-val 0.013695 0.011111 0.017986 0.13003
HO :r<=1 8.57458 9.09137 7.94171 3.55024

P-val 0.0027264 0.0019999 0.0039831 0.056081
Num obs 191.00000 191.00000 191.00000 201.00000
LogLike 1349.68363 1353.18218 1354.85338 1404.11032
AIC -13.63020 -13.62494 -13.60056 -13.81204

Cointegrating vectors for lag 0
1 2

LEX 1.00000 1.00000
LCPIA -0.28073 -4.85526
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LEX
LCPIA

LEX
LCPIA

LEX
LCPIA

LEX
LCPIA

LEX
LCPIA

LEX
LCPIA

LEX
LCPIA

LEX
LCPIA

LEX
LCPIA

LEX
LCPIA

LEX
LCPIA

VAR E7VIZBIT A 3145, ECM, RARBUROST (%)

Cointegrating vectors for lag 1

1 2
1.00000 1.00000
-1.13180 -19.55778
Cointegrating vectors for lag 2
1 2
1.00000 1.00000
-0.20154 -4.59846
Cointegrating vectors for lag 3
1 2
1.00000 1.00000
-0.56181 -6.28173
Cointegrating vectors for lag 4
1 2
1.00000 1.00000
-0.45427 -5.57341
Cointegrating vectors for lag 5
1 2
1.00000 1.00000
-0.28055 -4.69541
Cointegrating vectors for lag 6
1 2
1.00000 1.00000
-0.12078 -4.09138
Cointegrating vectors for lag 7
1 2
1.0000 1.00000
-0.19651 -4.27214
Cointegrating vectors for lag 8
1 2
1.00000 1.00000
-0.15739 -4.06098
Cointegrating vectors for lag 9
1 2
1.00000 1.00000
0.45853 -2.79825
Cointegrating vectors for lag 10
1 2
1.00000 1.00000
0.68621 -2.52093
Cointegrating vectors for lag 11
1 2
1.00000 1.00000
-0.19879 -4.14340
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Cointegrating vectors for lag 12

1 2
LEX 1.00000 1.00000
LCPIA -0.43195 -5.41617

Cointegrating vectors for lag 2

1 2
LEX 1.00000 1.00000
LCPIA -0.62554 -7.63488

MAX 2 MAX 1

Value 13.21192 9.63420

8. X Hh 2T
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