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Wk o A FRAAY T AP A A r R R AL T R R 4
AY 5551838 > B %2 ;N2 DR 2 4p > 42 5 ADF ¥ 194k 22 - 257 1 $ ADF
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W T 0 BCA) P % (8 oE g iR T ik Jp AIC (Akaike’s information criterion) {E G #

| e R Fedg o

512 PPt %

ADF 3= nif 2 G TN LS F A p AP AR TRE > LF &
i# R g iR BT w {1 PP 2o B A AHCAI 2 b i DR fe eh= fEHCAIAR R o
CHEFR IR LG p AR FRE 5 RS & * B (nonparametric)
B R AL P SR Fa;?frﬂ T o 8 2 4 £ Newey-West «hiz 3+ 5% %
HEPEHAY r it AR TR 0 B St A2 8 ADF e 0t S E
F AR bR A FR 0 STRRR T R R B AP o PP iR Tehm B o3 o
12, s ADF & TARF o

52 Fl% B fite T

ﬂ%ﬂi‘ﬁéﬂ%ﬁﬁé Ttk T TP R LT Ve B o 7 F R M iR
TR R B L RBETERBR TR R Mo R ETFER R IE L 2 10)
RIV & % Scark B3 (level) & 2 &7 & X L 90 VAR
RBOER BRI EARR DL 50 blded 2 22T (L) PIBEHREEF L F
T FFRRET L EFEMGRE BREANADVARBAAFEL L L F

2

v
L
v

& ;% (cointegrating equation) 3£ 12 & #-3] (VECM) 1B {7 B3t 24k 20 I(1)

RU2 FFREFEMGBE PR L0 =5 THEIN0) £ MELH D
A4 VAR KA k2t o A u it & 9 & VAR A &5 4 8 & #3) (VECM) 1

3817 F) % B R T3 AT oo
52.1 & ¥ 4 VAR #-%

VAR fi3] i 00 - e 28 - i S A2t kA 7 RU B aE B M
& - i b ARG E I AP T R R (S0 L AT R B e R L R P
R 5 % 1(0) 4 X% YA B EE - W% {98 VAR KA & B P 40T

Xi=Ao+tA1Xta Ao Xi—o g gt t—2 téxt @

Yt=Po0tPo1Yt1+ P2Vt 2 tep1 Xt 1t Xt otéyt )
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HO A F e % o 56 3 7 WP T AR o 5515 n AP 0 % Hiche
PR pe 2 AT BB BETRE
VAR B 7 F R R R L LR LR e A LM e
o $H VAR HA] S 6] 0 T o @  Wald e et F & T8 (F4oT ik i
1. Hpoioq1=cq2=0 > 4858 Ho & Yy ehiE (58 7 2§ Xy > * Y411 X o

2. Hpoiap1=a2=0 > 365 Ho & Xy eig (658 7 28 Y, - T X 44 Y, o

BreEvas (1) pr AL EEMG (2) Evl G » T giigL
- FHm FE 272 R (3) R I ApAE LR B o

Engle and Granger (1987) # ¥ - R R 7| E 3 ple & APV £ (7 &
EEHE o NRERH TR EFLEM G o s £ ffbfww‘*th”t e
FREAGAEAELE S bldey 5 1) f Fh- ¥y 88 X2 Yol
Eo Y-y =Ziv 2 5 10)FF > RIFEXE Vi F 2 BEEM GG AL Rk B
AR B > - L AR R T R W I0HRRE 0 67 SR B R Rikv e
R % o A8 7 # Johansen £ A & # %2 (Johansen, 1988; Johansen and Juselius,
1990) it {7 e

Johansen & % & & % T: 0w £ f Ftiw pF 3] (Vector Autoregression, VAR) &
B#H - BRn~FwE
Yi=BYt_1+52Yi_2 +....+ﬂth_ ptét (3)

Yz -k 235 (level term) PRIE_VAR(P)H-A] » 40T 54 ¢

BAY g h@EALE e £ o 50217 Johansen FhE LA T 0 PTG
4o ag L i3 i #-3] (Mector Error Correction Model) :

AYt :HYt_1+51AYt_1+....+5 p—1AYt— p 11Té (4)

WA h gL I =i+ fot oo + fp- | TF REBLLD Gl -
Johansen f& T THHAEL IT 5 5 > B 22 F il (eigenvalues) i 7k T 4L
I 2 223 At cndie P f G B L onfedfic (rank) © F B 80319 5 NG gl RIfadcr
FEZAN Flheopt BE 7 n R HcTvREIE Y 5 L (stationary); & fA#cr %320 o

RERETEEFEM G A A g A>NE09 F o 30 i & &P 75 &
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L FE R AP o AR TSN ZATHEALE A AT AR L FE
;U 4o B EEIE P ABSIE o Johansen t wUE @ * T S S fA e AL E A w2 s

Hew B8P
N

n
1. Trace i3+ & /ltrace(r):—T > In 1—ﬂ,|
I=r+1

AN
2. Max-Eigen 53 & © Aoy (rr+1) =-TIn|1-1 1
“Tie LK G Hy cr <R AFPHETH ir >R e
Fie T RACETRA & (4o S%REF R BRA E) TR L ES m & B

AL RERBEFEE S B e S0 e TAA FF AT (L) PR s s
BEM P GEL B L (VECM) S& 17 9 3 F1% B 1% Bk H nfe A o

fra

EFHFEERL S RPE S BlE - PFLA S T 10)f 0 LA hE S & VAR H
FREE R E
7 M E Y4 VAR 54 2 VECM ehiE s B dicz A% 2477 4 AIC ¥

Ik A anE e b ey RF RIEANTRLERIAM > TR E
i6 75 #p g7 X (Enders, 2004: p363) > 4 PFRIM 4 M B0 E D)L b AR
A £ 36 8P % {578 & Ljung-Box Q # TP 5%EF F K ET K2 g B F4p M o

ARy Y RET BARYEARR TS HEE LGk FAY
FodR o B RO JGR 7 FI R B SRR R (g A R AR ) FE T R
FPRD Hip D = B BT 5 g o

5.3 VAR #3154 Z R endp B Tl s 47

Hs R AEE F HT R A ROL G 4k P58 § B9 0 b VAR H03)
mi&?*ﬂ’@%&§&%ﬁ&§i9@¢B$Wﬁﬂ’ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ%%é@

E (S TR A AL L ARG RO R AR R R AT
E M2 LT LA TR A L RLT hp PR T AR
TP nF R MR » K= BRI GEs i~ 7 Fpdi? el

EARB MR L E G R
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54 ¥ F & S¥c

T F st EA- VAR BAY » 3 5 - BREX P - H =0 2 7 pF >
WAl LB R S R RAE VT RRIEFF et ) s e
2R e R R E APy Eap g o o 2 - 0 3¢ FPR 4k
PARF T E 8 RO - B mehibr 1 o B R R RARE bz BIAE R
Ho 86 AR Gdnlep P2 o)? M - B e (s 18 5 AR
T o PR A FERERRE TEALIE S W R PRARG S o AR
e Erdb i SEEURP 2 - BRTF X% 22 ##k2 %2 Y F1VAR
A 4o

,cr

Yi=U+AY; 1+ - .Jr.Ath_ergt (5)
He g 5% t ¥ (2x1) - BpREFFFT D E 0 7 - SEOEFEF T ER I
Moo
% Sims (1980) 2% » ¥ & N L B 6 T35 (VMA) k7 3 84T
Yi=a+doe A 1+ - - FPft_oo (6)
AW BUXE 7 RRETZ EDENY AT - BREDE DEEL A
g chitr¥ (shocks) z &t & » Y a i (2x1) ' iEw & 0 A% 0 i
(2x1) ¢h= B3R REEFF e R B E R LG L (x2) ikl R
AR RS N AR RS - W i1 Ry P oo r AR -
bt VMA B3] ehg gk o ¢ 3E Wold 4 2 232 k8 (7 - 5 7 > R VAR 03] 40
CRREEEIE () 2FFERUAM L FE G TRt R SRR PR A
ARt AL TE L L A2 A (orthogonalization) 2 f R oF 2 B el HF 4p M

-

-

Flit VMA 38 ¢ ez B R irF o8 (&) 2B S FRHAM D A 1 21t ehfe

F & ¥R VAR #-3) ihitr ¥ o £ 2. £ B B i2 (7 Choleski 4 f2f5 » 837 = &

EEz PRV F R e=Ver L REEGFFIE G MR EMDEAR o ALY

Tt o RBF PR (ordering) * g @ BFFF BB Bk 2R

% o Tt AR 7 % Pesaran and Shin (1998) 7% & 1 Generalized Impulse Response
érs

Function (GIRF) > ¥ ¢ » &% % 7 X ¥R P E -
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5.5 FERIEL %P A3

VAR #-3 ‘g BFL R B HALARNEFES - BREA R LI ATFRREL
BEREBAD ol b R EEF AT ER O B o A2 “T%ﬁ Pt BT Y ez B
B oo k-2 (Il ASFEIpdp RPY) DR LAREREARY - 2 (WH B 4
Bop SFPY) IR RE TR G E T NI o GRS N A T - 2
R4 4 B e AR -

TFRFLE RIS BREGFEF Rodc- F R ALE B EAED ‘£ VAR #
AP L BEEFIT 2 R ARR o A RER > TR HEN6)Y X E oz
- R VMA A T AR k- iR LRE 2 1 o R0 - VMA B
EERETERA K- (Tl ) DIRRRELLCT

Yo ~ErYe 1790811 (7
HP hi (2x2) enthdcet > §ud (2x1) G x 32z REkEFFR O E o F

225 [ext+1 ezt+1]' °

F e B0 chx FEREFIF > PIE A k- HAPIPREELAT

%41 B et 2ot (®)
A VMA KA X 3 7z - RIcr¥ gz AR EM » F M ox()2 R4 x B
Ak WARFL DR R E PET A5G
ox (V)2=42 04 +45,0% 9)

d N T X R A K- DATERREA R RS WY X F 2 - REPAIRY
gooerfaffent F o u 5 ggoglox()? 2 gg05/ox(W)2 5 X = Kt 5 1o Ak n
SRR AL R R A fRenfr R o

FRIFLZR B, R 5 PR EFIRERA IR AL LR > AT B
%% 1 Chuang, Lu, and Tswei (2007) A f& %% » tgF 3 iy -9l 5 - 48
FERG ERFEROGE o Tl b R dp P PR TR R s fRE o L RP
EFRRRAE AV A0 AT REE P S S P B A (TR
BAmdLisB) AP ERAL SHY EF - T (TEp vFE~ 20
B) DfEEL o LEDE RPN - iR (B E P ~dE s 5
P - EREREFSEEE (TP cdE o o P B R) DR T AR
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w7 %é% fo B BT mﬁ*i& Wbk b Mts BT iafie > TPl )L iE L F E‘E]“'Tﬁ*i& 22K ]

Ao B E R R L R R L AR A o
6. FHEREFELNIT

APETRFE AR L Z B R R WP AR F O ARE RIS 2

Fenb B £ FRg@ 2 pd PR MR GARE 4 RS m %

6.1 EE 2%

ARG ADF 2 PP %2 > #-¢ W2 H i T B aniF Lk ErE b

ARG EFERG L ATy LR IpdA 7=z BIpER L Bl T
ERg e 55rm4 40

ADF 2 PP a2 ¢ 5 ¢ s BRI 7 Z RIEHE =B E3HA A =
ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ—%%%&ﬁﬂéﬁ%inuS%ﬁﬁ%«ﬁgﬂa@ﬁ,%m;ﬁﬁ
Wik L F LRI P > 5 &4 5 4R 2 224 R 7 A G i e )
ﬁiifﬂiT%ﬂ&o?%m&%ADFiPP%&%’%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ¢
Wigfh BB E-KET » P RZESTERPAEBER AR F- b
AR AR BEFRAEL%NSREFLKET  YIES EROLEEXR > Br

B AR vk Bdpdich B IQ)A ] RS- A AR A5 10)E ] -

24 EPRBEes

PR P B w ADF PP
kAR LaR kAT E R
tik - -1.105 (0) -26.257(0)*** -1.144(17) -26.258(16)***
FE = 1.652 (11) -5.797(10)*** 2.176(5) -25.935(7)***
e = -0.556(0) -11.871(1) *** -0.542(6) -18.020(6) ***
S&P - 0.282(0) -17.016(2) *** 0.316(8) -26.865 (8)***
500 = 0.697(4) -14.402(3) *** 0.687(13) -28.401(12) ***
ip e z 1.352(0) -19.180(0) *** 1.551(9) -19.225(7) ***
P - 0.255(0) -8.650(10) *** 0.290(10) -26.786(11) ***
225 - 0.513(0) -18.873(1) *** 0.563(5) -25.339(4) ***
ip ¥ = 0.052(0) -19.164(0) *** 0.062(16) -19.330(15) ***
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it R - 0.651(11) -8.664(10) *** 0.545(3) -26.279(3) ***
e - 1.549(0) -18.337(1) *** 1.588(9) -24.033(8) ***
¥ = 1.153(0) -18.714(0) *** 1.267(15)  -18.744(12) ***
o - 0.225(1) -25.25(0) *** 0.237(3) -25.253(2) ***
‘e - 0.905(9) -7.864(8) *** 0.922(16)  -24.460(16) ***
4 Hic = 0.902(2) -13.305(1) *** 0.903(5) -16.452(6) ***
5 # - 1.036(0) -25.152(0) *** 0.988(6) -25.156(6) ***
4 - 1.460(1) -28.885(0) *** 1.386(4) -28.877(2) ***
ERR S = 0.445(0) -18.553(0) *** 0.464(6) -18.564(6) ***

oL RRR L, R L w4 B 1% 5%ZF 10%A F-RET RS 3 ERm B BRK o
2.ADF % PP 338 & 2 32989 7|7 T 5 B (& %2 AIC 2 Newey-West 2 #7i-3) o

BBk SRR 2 BRAR DL BRI 5 LGtk RS = I(D)
R A BR R EAIEFEF R FU A URET S FE
FRE R AL 3 0 A S 0 E 2 35 ehE N L VAR B0 kR (7 F R B e
% # Johansen B * PLiYfp 32 MIEL B LRI - PR T R B R o
MECAIE R BDER IR N R I Y Lk e
Johansen & 22 FALF HL ) fe - 2 H F & VECM $c3] &8 & FFE 5V P 4o » B 5F
B RARR R o xR NI F R AP R ERE D RERBIAI YA E

PR A 2 BIAERBREHASE AR FLENY o xR (BXA

# 5:Johansen £ % & & < % %

Trace & =_ Max-Eigen #& Z_
HO AR L 5% =R & TR K 5% At &

¥ - FEEC 1 2002/3/1 & 2005/7/21 ERCR R S

r=0 0.039 80.325 103.847 0.039 28.185 40.957
r<1 0.027 52.140 76.973 0.027 19.657 34.806
r<2 0.022 32.483 54.079 0.022 16.039 28.588
r<3 0.013 16.444 35.193 0.013 8.898 22.300
r<4 0.007 7.546 20.262 0.007 5.205 15.892
r<>5 0.003 2.341 9.165 0.003 2.341 9.165
¥ = FgEC 1 2005/7/22 3 2008/5/31 Eid a9
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r=0 0.064 113.553** 103.847 0.064 39.983 40.957
r<i 0.047 73.570 76.973 0.047 29.115 34.806
r<2 0.030 44.455 54.079 0.030 18.141 28.588
r<3 0.020 26.314 35.193 0.020 12.053 22.300
r<4 0.014 14.261 20.262 0.014 8.745 15.892
r<b 0.009 5.516 9.165 0.009 5.516 9.165
% = FFEC 1 2009/8/1 = 2011/2/28 SERER VR )

r=0 0.104 92.840 103.847 0.104 36.640 40.957
r<i 0.053 56.200 76.973 0.053 18.088 34.806
r<2 0.046 38.112 54.079 0.046 15.568 28.588
r<3 0.041 22.543 35.193 0.041 13.769 22.300
r<i4 0.019 8.774 20.262 0.019 6.257 15.892
r<b5 0.008 2517 9.165 0.008 2,517 9.165

RN L A BB EORET L IER 2B - AT P ® K o

o B5% R FORE G K e iRy ¥ - F R RO TS Trace %
Max-Eigen = % L8 B4 2 BEF > AT RE FEM % b &BH LA S
A VAR KN EFFEM AR T LAY - e 2% 78 Trace 3t £ &
FoeEFLe g PEEFLE A Max-Eigen 323 ER Y A F 0 AFT &K
5% %7 & K P A SRR R B

DEEEM G RS SRR B A AN G TR LA E Y4

Huyghebaert and Wang (2010) e 2 » 3% = 2zt

m

VAR HEASE 7 FI% Mt 2o AR HE AR D R IR

RIHE LR 0 A ez BRER Y H LA TR 94 VAR i
R R R BRI A °ﬁﬂ2@§ﬂ&mwﬁlﬁﬁ1fﬁi 5.2
£ _}. I

oo i RARCAE S ET 0 L FN R L e A AAM

AP VAR AR L cnB S AP T 55 U a4 K T

TH- 2 ¥ RRT Ak J&;T Trace # Max-Eigen = ¥tz £ 414 %ﬁ—a‘

S - FPET ARAlR B R N 0 o LR R i R p’t EXHE LY BF 4er BRI 4
?’E“:‘EEIE (A =43]) ”‘rla\& P2 |§ % Lu(=11201.73) » # 7 #§ET b’“’rl’a’i&* P02 8 5 Le(=11198.05) » # LR &
27360 A BIURIR 2T o 2 BTRR 5 38410 FILR B> (L) kAL U] (T AL & 5 RIE) Bk o L
2 '\fé% ZLVECM #5310 B3 4 » BB £ 0 S0P MBGEHR 5 Wa L FEN Y 2o r #3035 (BREFER) L5 &4
Btg o A i&- 73R LR & TALSE o
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%6 FIEMAHTES

i 5 #c
I E S SH(® &) US(¥ m) JP(p #) KS(ix &) TW( = %) HK(3 %)
% - REEC12002/3/1 1 2005/7/21 TRFEIE
SH(* ®) 9.98 8.47 2.49 8.35 10.47
US(# B) | 9.72 11.71 12.89* 3.03 26.38%**
JP(p *) | 12.38* 9.62 3.68 6.49 8.93
KS(# ®) | 1.96 10.72 6.51 9.12 20.92%*
TW( %) | 1077 17.39%* 9.07 13.10* 2.49
HK(4 %) | 8.37 34.78%%* | 14.85%* 8.12 8.12
¥ = FFE 1 2005/7/22 3 2008/5/31 ERER R S
SH(® R) 13.47 15.13* 22.77%%% | 16.99%* 15.17*
US(% B) | 9.65 11.27 14.92* 1157 13.28
JP(p *) | 651 16.47* 12.87 15.22% 7.63
KS(# /) | 8.98 17.85%* 15.34* 21.41%* 22.43%%*
TW( 5 ) | 10.16 21.49%* 12.85 15.42* 21.06**
HK(4 %) | 8.77 9.01 12.06 14.19 11.92
% = FFEC 12009/8/1 3 2011/2/28 FRE L )
SH(® R) 12.48%%% | 9.17%* 4.54 1.69 5.48*
US(# ) | 0.94 7.07% 7.49%% 7.19% 5.84*
P £) | 0.66 13.50%* 2.19 2.14 4.30
KS(3# B) | 3.35 1.55 0.94 1.92 3.36
TW( %) | 0.28 0.91 3.84 6.74** 1.36
HK(4 %) | 1.37 7.72%% 2.41 1.69 1.56
Lpwe kL RN G G 1960 5%2 109637 ¥k T EF LG AT LM e & R o
hd 6F - PR B¢ o 28 % - (column) TR H R

LERFAAY BRD > AT - 7 (ow) BIFREY FRS LI HFALL ¢
BF PR RSB T REL LR FHENZ FREE LR £F 5
MM Do kAT o AT 1 A 10%ATF ORI S S R AT AN Genikgg
BB - RHAEAY RN R P R AR - NP ARG P BRI o
ﬁn%?éﬁﬁir?&ﬁ”’@] WD ol (T R ) 0 Fy
BT R M e d AR S QAP BF PR LT G e BRI
1

(BcP) M7 &P FPRD SRR AP HRE Ao 87 20T 5w F] % B
ehm S e p 7T Aok T o

3
i

FECREARE T TR I 0 TG B 60Dt A BT 5

|

~
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AN E RS T TR N R g kS

SH(® R) US(£ ,) JP(p #) KS(3% &) TW( - &) HK(3 &)

F- K 1 3 2 3 2 3
Ea N 4 3 4 5 5 3
FZIEE 3 5 2 2 2 2

d i 7 FHFRAEF-FRYRAPEEHB LD 3 97%IE > @ T8 p AL3 3
Hc3s ehmg i (St R P B 5 0.088) 0 MATH @R Lot Hcp o Mo A% -
Fefe? BIRT S AR Bl ik o BRERT 4 o % C P RTRRT 5 X
TG RCD FF H e o BT FFDPN R B h R 308 RS R R At
AR BB DR T TS AKRS A F AR EATE 2557 5 W RS o
FARERSR o RS HFETHFREY W3 MESRD < FEH I B9, ¢ oprH wor
LGS EP AP o A AR AP T DH Z R RBPRGE D
BN BT - PPERNERER AR o TR IRF S LR B P -
fepp > #5 ked By B ATARH B E LR
Boodoon? R e D BRI AP SR PR B o gt eh 0 @
ii@&ﬁU%%%$ﬁ%%ﬂﬁjﬂwﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁé»ﬁiw
B 2rfns A4 akhp - FFEAY REH s ks fme s g e
Bxgr pd MARRZ GREREDL T M o

DR - RO TR FRY B 2H R RD L RS &5 e gk

EE IS

\u
‘\

(e.g., Lin and Swanson, 2008; Li, 2007; Wang and lorio, 2007, etc.) chi# ~ k4p 2 >
MAFERT AP P F RT3 BEH Gt BInn
L ?‘T PREDFFI AP > 2 Li(2007) e A FH/ET FR o H A

@
«
=R
/‘_
;3\
ql
Rk
~=h
17T,

T
=
Y
g

ek A TR HRFRY IR RN T aRPOBE > fry AdadBE >
TORFEEA E TR R B (AP ARE S AR AR EA SR
FIerBs B ) o § - FEERTE LY REp AT F M ehE s OB A 27
FRP ALPIFROTAELY RERA TIPS g B gt R R -
FRGHEL > d iz BRAEVEIRY ~ pRD 5 BER % 2 Wang et
al. (2011) ERAPFoH 2 RN RRS Y B A 2005 R EF 4 E

CES S PPEGEL B IR R E R R M AR R B AR i S B BB A U 5 10.28%%230.73%%*
17.51%% ~ 21.21%% > » H @ i e d AAE LY B -
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,,

H

7~

BB

g "'
7 }»

W= E "2‘71:" T’

T

Flspd RS RS
BREFERS &G

I

PR EERE @
< 1;% ¢ ATV IR o

=) b B AR

L
il

6.4 VAR #-3] 7 £ 3R Y edp M T e

= B VAR B3 5% £
- # (column) 3

£ AR AR B e 7
= Wﬁﬁﬂ

Wk 8 hd - PEERAES
L SR iR

B 207 dn bl il &

2O ez X SR AR BE TRl
LRpdE o TRE - FEECH A

%uﬁ@ﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁ°

#. 8:VAR A7 £ 3R 4p M (i
SH(® ®) US(# ®) JP(p &) KS(# E) | TW(:~%) | HK(% %)
¥ - PEEC: 2002/3/1 3 2005/7/21
SH(* ®) 0.019 0.092 0.068 0.042 0.097
US(* ®) 0.019 0.349 0.350 0.304 0.369
JP(P #) 0.092 0.349 0.587 0.487 0.566
KS(i B1) 0.068 0.350 0.587 0.652 0.636
TW( & ) 0.042 0.304 0.487 0.652 0.556
HK(% %) 0.097 0.369 0.566 0.636 0.556
% PREC : 2005/7/22 % 2008/5/31
SH(# ®) 0.145 0.239 0.215 0.224 0.381
US(+ ®) 0.145 0419 0.415 0.352 0470
PR ) 0239 0419 0.690 0.616 0.665
KS(5% ) 0.215 0.415 0.690 0.654 0.660
TW( %) 0.224 0.352 0.616 0.654 0.568
HK(E #) 0381 0470 0.665 0.660 0568
%z FEEC : 2009/8/1 & 2011/2/28
SH(® &) 0.156 0.292 0.383 0361 0.610
US(# R) 0.156 0.523 0.344 0.346 0.352
JP(p #) 0.292 0.523 0.629 0.572 0.576
KS(#= ) 0.383 0.344 0.629 0.677 0.660
TW( & #) 0.361 0.346 0.572 0.677 0.628
HK(% &) 0.610 0.352 0.576 0.660 0.628
PR R e R SN R T R AT TRl - PR TR E A e o
d 4 8 25 -V HFR > ¢ RE LR p b Bk = BRI S e
oo BT H A ONS g AR R IRBE S o pL b AR - PR EH L T RA

WP AR 2 B enip M BB T ER > 1T

ORZHCREE D

FELREY

SOBEIR (FER) AYRAETEARPE

CEARE BBk A L fRE

F
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& 8 Bk -MEFHER AN HEL T BRD PT L Fadp iR > ¢ R
B8R S B G BACH R MY R At - PRGBS N RSED o f
ERBREOE PP LR 2 B eniph GBS - FERE cBRY - P R
PR S RS T T TSR S R
Blde? RN BB p % - P n0.068 3 2 02150 £ & 5 216% @ £ 55~ P gE >
cEEZ BRI R FRA WS 185%17.5% ~0.3%% 3.7% > Aot & = e £ &
P 2mpd T Y RE RO P o F Z PR L BRI
Bk G AR o ! R B AR 2 Beap M Gl S R -
Fo o ™ E AR o rEH Y R LR i M i w - PR R 0 Bl gE D

Teficp 0215 % ¥ 1 0383 K G T8%  F HTgk ~ 5 o~ BAT fp B TRl A
ARE R B e kT crfp i hlic e AFFECY RILT ARRARR S £ 22 BTREAR S 7
oo Ve kd NFEM g d PR REEARRE AR o

CZBREERE aBcE R A 9 0 S EL R FEESEFS X E Bl
B A S im0 - Pk ikt o P Y € S RIER B
ShlkAr 2 FRF XA E N B4 (diedout) o 5 AT 0 A
FApEWRALIFE S - P ek i 0 2 F AR A PR - 49
PSR BRI AR AT KA EE e T - TR

9 F - FREhE 55 (row) FRELRIIE - % X LK @ s i Gl
JEE %R (column) BIT BLEF & KT £ F - R Gl s b i b R
BFEONHH L A B R PR BAER > FIRL T A DR B R i Rk

LA AR ] o

—N

N

THPR o Mg BT R @1 AU R AR R 2 AR LR E B EEF D B3RS E SERA A BB
B Eadr g g s - e B IR .

“am SREBEEAB IR FE R P BB E P i o B LARPP K Giics W 5 0,142~ 0.227 ~ 0.196
02220367 > ©24 8cniad L B2 4 o
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29 - Hixi® g2 " F ok
ES T [ o O

FRER | B E(R) ¢ R iR p A iy o d ik
1 0.0138 0.0003 0.0013 0.0009 0.0006 0.0013

e 2 0.0000 0.0007 -0.0006 0.0001 0.0002 0.0004
5 3 0.0002 0.0001 -0.0007 -0.0003 0.0003 -0.0005
4 0.0005 -0.0002 0.0003 -0.0001 0.0004 0.0002

5 -0.0007 0.0011 0.0008 0.0002 0.0000 0.0001

1 0.0002 0.0116 0.0041 0.0041 0.0035 0.0043

iR 2 0.0001 -0.0004 0.0024 0.0025 0.0031 0.0033
5 3 0.0001 -0.0002 -0.0004 0.0001 0.0003 0.0004
4 -0.0004 -0.0007 -0.0006 -0.0010 -0.0012 -0.0011

5 0.0004 0.0003 -0.0004 -0.0005 -0.0008 -0.0007

1 0.0014 0.0051 0.0147 0.0086 0.0072 0.0083

- 2 0.0000 -0.0001 -0.0001 0.0000 0.0003 0.0011
Iy 3 -0.0004 0.0004 -0.0002 0.0003 -0.0003 0.0002
4 0.0010 0.0002 0.0006 -0.0004 -0.0011 -0.0004

5 0.0005 0.0008 0.0001 -0.0003 0.0005 -0.0003

1 0.0012 0.0062 0.0104 0.0177 0.0116 0.0113

i R 2 0.0001 0.0006 -0.0001 0.0000 -0.0001 0.0011
i 3 -0.0003 0.0016 0.0000 0.0004 0.0006 0.0003
4 0.0004 0.0003 0.0000 -0.0010 -0.0010 0.0000

5 0.0008 0.0000 -0.0002 -0.0005 -0.0007 -0.0003

1 0.0007 0.0049 0.0078 0.0105 0.0161 0.0090

L 2 -0.0002 0.0008 0.0005 0.0002 0.0009 0.0014
; }f% 3 -0.0001 0.0009 0.0014 0.0011 0.0004 0.0013
4 0.0004 0.0002 -0.0005 -0.0005 -0.0011 -0.0004

5 0.0010 0.0003 -0.0003 -0.0004 -0.0008 0.0001

1 0.0011 0.0041 0.0063 0.0071 0.0062 0.0111

5% 2 0.0004 0.0003 -0.0001 -0.0001 0.0000 0.0008
£ 3 0.0004 0.0014 -0.0001 -0.0002 0.0001 0.0001
4 0.0002 -0.0006 -0.0003 -0.0012 -0.0007 -0.0001

5 0.0003 0.0002 0.0002 -0.0003 -0.0002 -0.0004
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F 29 - HiRB i R RSk
R 358 x|

FIER g =)(p) ) iR p oA i & o 3k
1 0.0213 0.0031 0.0051 0.0046 0.0048 0.0081

- 2 -0.0012 0.0011 0.0001 0.0011 0.0005 0.0009
F i 3 0.0006 0.0001 0.0006 0.0000 0.0003 -0.0001
4 0.0016 0.0023 0.0007 0.0020 0.0011 0.0027

5 0.0002 0.0001 0.0007 0.0008 -0.0004 0.0010

1 0.0013 0.0092 0.0039 0.0038 0.0032 0.0043

iR 2 0.0004 -0.0014 0.0016 0.0018 0.0015 0.0012
s 3 -0.0001 -0.0004 -0.0003 -0.0005 -0.0007 -0.0006
4 0.0000 -0.0004 0.0004 0.0006 0.0000 0.0005

5 -0.0011 -0.0005 -0.0008 -0.0012 -0.0013 -0.0007

1 0.0035 0.0061 0.0145 0.0100 0.0089 0.0096

- 2 -0.0007 0.0007 -0.0004 0.0005 -0.0003 -0.0002
s 3 0.0000 -0.0008 -0.0013 -0.0012 -0.0007 -0.0016
4 -0.0012 -0.0011 -0.0006 -0.0002 -0.0007 -0.0006

5 -0.0001 0.0002 0.0003 0.0001 -0.0008 0.0008

1 0.0029 0.0056 0.0093 0.0135 0.0088 0.0089

it R 2 -0.0004 0.0009 -0.0007 0.0004 -0.0004 -0.0003
s 3 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0008 -0.0010 -0.0005 -0.0012
4 -0.0009 -0.0005 -0.0002 0.0002 -0.0001 0.0001

5 -0.0004 0.0005 0.0004 -0.0003 -0.0011 0.0004

1 0.0030 0.0047 0.0082 0.0087 0.0134 0.0076

o 2 0.0008 0.0016 0.0004 0.0015 0.0005 0.0009
; ﬁ% 3 0.0000 -0.0007 -0.0012 -0.0011 -0.0006 -0.0012
4 -0.0009 -0.0006 -0.0001 0.0008 0.0002 0.0003

5 -0.0001 0.0001 -0.0006 -0.0005 -0.0013 0.0002

1 0.0061 0.0076 0.0107 0.0106 0.0091 0.0161

£ 2 -0.0022 0.0000 -0.0020 -0.0004 -0.0012 -0.0026
5 3 0.0011 -0.0005 -0.0004 -0.0003 0.0004 0.0002
4 -0.0015 0.0010 0.0004 0.0008 0.0002 0.0009

5 -0.0005 -0.0005 -0.0006 -0.0003 -0.0017 -0.0005

N - F %R

FRER | &) Y iR P i & o A%
1 0.0176 0.0028 0.0052 0.0068 0.0064 0.0108

'R 2 0.0002 0.0006 0.0001 -0.0010 0.0000 0.0005
i 3 0.0014 0.0000 -0.0007 -0.0004 -0.0007 -0.0001
4 0.0006 -0.0002 0.0002 0.0002 0.0003 0.0004

5 0.0001 -0.0001 -0.0001 0.0000 0.0001 0.0000
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F 29 - Hiefhl i B F ik

1 0.0016 0.0104 0.0054 0.0036 0.0036 0.0036
LK 2 0.0027 -0.0006 0.0030 0.0033 0.0028 0.0038
o 3 0.0016 0.0003 -0.0013 -0.0002 0.0005 0.0006
4 0.0003 0.0004 0.0002 -0.0003 -0.0005 -0.0001
5 0.0002 -0.0003 0.0000 0.0003 0.0002 0.0002
1 0.0039 0.0070 0.0134 0.0084 0.0077 0.0077
. 2 -0.0011 0.0008 -0.0006 -0.0004 0.0005 0.0002
- 3 0.0018 0.0009 -0.0002 -0.0003 -0.0008 0.0005
4 0.0006 -0.0004 0.0004 0.0005 0.0004 0.0007
5 0.0003 0.0000 -0.0002 -0.0001 0.0002 0.0001
1 0.0041 0.0037 0.0068 0.0107 0.0073 0.0071
s 2 -0.0008 0.0011 -0.0001 -0.0002 0.0008 0.0003
jj Z 3 0.0006 0.0006 0.0001 -0.0001 -0.0007 0.0001
4 0.0005 -0.0003 0.0002 0.0004 0.0003 0.0005
5 0.0002 0.0000 -0.0001 0.0000 0.0001 0.0001
1 0.0041 0.0039 0.0065 0.0077 0.0114 0.0072
- 2 -0.0002 0.0013 0.0002 0.0001 0.0012 0.0007
; }% 3 0.0001 0.0005 -0.0003 -0.0003 -0.0009 -0.0004
4 0.0005 -0.0003 0.0002 0.0004 0.0003 0.0005
5 0.0001 0.0000 -0.0001 0.0000 0.0001 0.0001
1 0.0081 0.0047 0.0076 0.0087 0.0083 0.0133
i 2 -0.0008 0.0004 -0.0009 -0.0013 -0.0002 -0.0003
- 3 0.0018 0.0005 -0.0007 -0.0002 -0.0005 0.0004
4 0.0006 -0.0003 0.0004 0.0005 0.0005 0.0006
5 0.0001 0.0000 -0.0002 -0.0001 0.0001 0.0000

PR RA S A E R AR O Y - BN o TR p R R T
AR E T o

d R - FERETERY R I E R LR R BT B L R ER
- HEERL LB P WY - Pk BB 000090 £ P v 5~ B
§5 W o 2 F g R4 %) 5 0.0041 ~ 0.0086 ~ 0.0105 % 0.0071 » r4 #f iz efavt $F 3 3¢
AR LR HY RN B hE Bt A s o P REH s LR Ap T e

5 R0k F MO SRS o B P R A - PR BRI T RERT o

&
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3

I
=
¥

L E - SRS -V FIRY REH B LRT 4T i g 230
VR - PR R E o ot &"ﬁé?%xﬁ,%v’ IR SR

BART EEEF R R A 2 e o NER G 0 T BFE KRR o WY
B G ok fog TR o0 X PR EF R F Ry RS F TR S p s

D]

oo B H Wk
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PR R T A FRE
AR 'Fl‘ Bt pod .Lﬁzﬁ\ﬁ? At BT o 2P E A BT RGEY R 2R
P ehI #o 42 & #& % © Phylaktis (1999) % Bekaert and Harvey (2000) # 3 p d f* i
MAEILD EF L 5 A5 A Lo

/

ARA D MFERE R R AR I FEROER  ETFRY R

l\‘

ML T 2 AR S e R B R Bc A A R IR E T e KLY - ~ v
’%IFL% T E R B nE R ABCE TR0 o P R H 8 S 4p T ehife
BE it BHERED A AEY Rpd L 2 n g mimng? |/
BH R H 3R R T o 20 R E RORT R R R R T O
TR PN Y S MR IT o Y WA R S £ R 2 B
H35 o Fla P R ERLD P OF RALAE T i d o AFERY R 5 B
PR e R Gl R T B GHARIE £ RS 2 4R AR T il
FOR Tl e B A SRAVAR B TR Bioen g g I o

6.6 ¥ Jvﬁ‘i g‘ ﬁ;:’é’\ ﬁ*

ZBRERATERREA R RS 2R F A4 100 2 &4 B tFsd* Liu et al.
(1998) h= X 748 2510 P 2 2% o €¢ 7 RED| £ LD SuEREL %8

AElE GRS AT R R A F > Bt W FM B AR ERD

«3\

St
=
| XY

T bR RS SRR A 2 E e B B b R )

7 SHYOY Bt — o edaan g & ¢ R S (o R - e F) @

L7 A B (TRM) L0 e TSR LR A B

R TTREA R i T A S AT E B 0 P p SR SR
z

22

F 2R A O fe e R A T R

e

SERVPLY FI RVE TR R

- PR - B Rt TR E o

12 22 4

FHRIMBEMFELAG AR S ]\:'FJ— P E NP ~FEN S~ BEE Y REFREY - p gk il % 5 0.0013 - 0.0033 -
0.0026 ~0.0030~0.0058 @ =% % ~ p ~§& ~ o ~ B WrFpF > ¢ Wk ¥R~ % 5 0.0030 ~0.0047 ~0.0041 ~ 0.0046 ~ 0.0077 >
212 9L R A & o
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7 10: FERIFL B KA fE

¥ BB BB EEE (%)
R ey P& fr el 3 Bk FM (SH%)
| B
PR O| 2(p) | 98.487 0.238 0.821 0.130 0.082 0242 1513
%12 5 96.537 0.977 1.316 0.239 0.467 0.464  3.463
i 10 92.449 1.077 2.369 1.010 1.458 1638 7551
iR 2 0.025 79.182 3.470 3.463 4.416 9.444  20.82(0.12)
%8 5 0.225 77.442 3.745 3.778 4.962 9.848 2256 (1.00)
i 10 1.374 74.087 4,604 4738 4.874 10323 2591 (5.30)
P& 2 0.274 3.258 72.468 5.759 4.275 13965  27.53(1.00)
3 5 0.863 3.690 70.508 5.934 5.264 13740 29.49 (2.93)
i 10 1.484 4.238 69.224 6.186 5.276 13592 30.78 (4.82)
it R 2 0.106 2677 12647 61855 7.040 15676  38.14 (0.28)
3 5 0.387 3472 12465  61.034 7.177 15465  38.97 (0.99)
S 10 0.403 4.105 12238 60.151 7.968 15134 39.85(1.01)
By 2 0.043 1.955 7.891 17159 62124 10828  37.88(0.11)
£3 ! 5 0.494 2.120 8.221 16.907 61213  11.044  38.79 (1.27)
S 10 0.910 2.505 8.639 17371 59596  10.979  40.40 (2.25)
%% 2 0.486 2.281 9.076 11.071 6.356 70731 29.26 (1.66)
£3 ! 5 0.702 4113 8.972 12,051 6.167 67.994 3201 (2.19)
e 10 1.561 5.266 9.358 12.849 6.259 64.706  35.29 (4.42)
¥R # B HfEE 5 (%)
e ENy P R o ey FM (SH %)
| W
YR O| 2(p) | 92693 0.492 1.703 1.181 1.239 2692 731
21 5 89.697 0.979 2.220 1.690 1.576 3.839  10.30
e 10 86.621 1.929 2.384 2.359 2.708 3.999  13.38
iR 2 0.465 77.274 4,943 4796 2.661 9.861  22.73(2.04)
%8 5 1.257 74.227 5.154 5.644 3.722 9.997  25.77 (4.88)
10 2.334 70.542 5.418 6.494 5.208 10004  29.46 (7.92)
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p A 2 1.391 3.849 62.683 8.239 7.143 16.695 37.32(3.73)
%3 5 1.904 4.163 60.335 8.196 7.809 17.593 39.66 (4.80)
% 10 3.261 4.912 56.996 9.260 8.221 17.350 43.00 (7.58)
Fr ey 2 0.884 4.002 17.669 54.780 7.137 15.529 45.22 (1.95)
%3 5 1.386 4.384 17.213 53.067 7.943 16.006 46.93 (2.95)
# 10 3.882 4.872 16.207 50.853 8.409 15.777 49.15 (7.90)
. 2 1.036 3.341 13.685 13.217 58.938 9.783 41.06 (2.52)
BB 5 1.518 3.589 13.720 13.538 57.324 10.311 42.68 (3.56)
e 10 3.264 3.614 13.562 14.655 54.590 10.316 45.41 (7.19)
%k 2 6.766 4.022 11.874 9.920 6.111 61.307  38.69 (17.49)
B3 5 7.928 4.166 11.578 9.664 7.354 59.309  40.69 (19.48)
# 10 8.101 4,673 11.123 10.416 9.029 56.657  43.34 (18.69)
K FREEEF (W)
¢ R iR P it 7 a4 El FM (SH %)
7 H- Hyp |
PRO| 2(P) 82.180 0.559 2.476 5.346 3.079 6.360 17.82
22 5 81.957 0.606 2.611 5.280 3.140 6.406 18.04
#* 10 81.952 0.608 2.611 5.281 3.141 6.406 18.05
iR 2 2.369 73.688 8.539 4.087 3.150 8.167 26.31 (9.00)
$E 5 4.159 69.086 10.910 4.154 3.948 7.742 30.91 (13.45)
#* 10 4.168 69.050 10.925 4.156 3.962 7.740 30.95 (13.47)
pA 2 2.348 11.074 62.105 6.483 6.408 11.583 37.90 (6.20)
%3 5 4.731 11.352 59.687 6.309 6.708 11.213  40.31 (11.73)
#% 10 4.730 11.360 59.671 6.315 6.714 11.211  40.33 (11.73)
Py 2 3.497 3.309 14.507 57.093 8.473 13.122 42.91 (8.15)
$E 5 4.039 3.837 14.249 55.849 0.132 12.894 44.15 (9.15)
¥ 10 4.039 3.843 14.247 55.843 0.136 12.892 44.16 (9.15)
o 2 2.342 3471 10.672 15.106 57.387 11.022 42.61 (5.50)
B3 5 2.513 3.911 10.661 14.956 57.043 10.917 42.96 (5.85)
# 10 2.513 3.918 10.659 14.957 57.036 10.916 42.96 (5.85)
E 2 15.042 2.233 9.574 12.576 8.987 51.588  48.41 (31.07)
%2 5 16.723 2.549 10.043 12.146 8.867 49.673  50.33(33.23)
# 10 16.718 2.560 10.042 12.148 8.872 49.659  50.34 (33.21)
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T 10 e R 4 K AR :,\‘z»‘rﬁll“%p’é"" Ei A . Fb.F;»ig"c o X LT B Fﬁ’_i%ﬁ;ﬂi&d g B I
mﬁk T FEERa T ARL T -

2Ht - FFM S & p 28D ek enf 8 T bR et F2 Sl B0 B
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FARES - WHE T BRD SR L& ¢ W A TERAS
- BB RRT AR GIAE M RO 0 A AW S U E K Z PR TR
AR AT ERS S AHE S FEHEA RN %

PR R R A ERD DR R F 2 A SAMRR RO SR T e £
ot - P SH®% T IR 0 ¢ RATER s ik eh ek R K L2 v E T

3

EHED BT Y E R PR MRS HE B LR R S e
FRT O PHFRAEH LR BRI SRR NS ZERY 5 PHE
P~ o BT R iR b 5 b SHY%A H)iE 1] 13.4% ~ 11.7% ~ 9.1% ~
5.8%% 33.2% - - FEEL14.8% ~ 4.8% ~ 2.9% ~ 35% % 19.4%° % tFiEF o
ERES -7 RS R o] B s et b s - RV
BH B AT TRt G H K E bR R s i (P FM) &

BB UE 5P L] i 34% A B AAGEAT Bt H R o A ¥
FErpEY RN R 26 A RT PR B X R AR R il

U0 8¢ BT R LR BRAEBHE R o FHAOME R B F gk
Bl ¢ RRT R D FEM A )
W R B FM R IR
FoPFENEENE RS R HNTIHEFM 2w A2 - o L E Z FFERRC BT

(" FM) k% 2 UE - 2 FZARGE 5P

i

~

T

10.3%% 18.0% > IR~ Mg e 2 > Fa

Wi

B f -p BRI F R 2P i S BB ] ¢ Rt (0B 2P L b)AH 5 0.6% -
0.88% ~ 0.56% ~ 1.04% ~ 3.86% > ¥ W% Bdcd % ~ P ~ g5~ 5~ B ArfE@ant F 4w % 0.55% - 1.5% ~ 1.06% - 1.57% ~
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6.7 Z4phd < }]?%i N 23

6.7.1 ph < lgkfﬂﬂ?%} it E B d (L2 poR

B

WO RRd A g d MPHRRRD FE R AR e
stock market reforms ~ deregulation ~ open policy # liberalisation policies % > I = 3%
CERNUETE el BEHEEL S QFI FIEY) chp i pd AR R e
Lo HY e RApH }gkﬁ%éﬁ?gfffﬁﬁ d v E AR A 3 His AP éjl%

% > Bekaert and Harvey (2000) % Liuand Pan (1997) % r B 3 ¢h 30k » chpF gL 4
fid A2 # 2 ede B o Phylaktis (1999) RIrz p A 1980 & % f#'k # % § 412 prEk
DILFEE  Frc{ LFEhpd A E R P AT EENEERT AN &YV FR

N L EREN S £ TR

6.7.2 Sﬁ'i *EF&??}E%LE&/Fﬁ;EL%% rﬁjii

d % 2 éfvwg%?}éﬁ.? IR GBS ez }}?% (Wang and lorio, 2007; Lin and
Swanson, 2008; Li, 2007, etc.) ‘g &m & 2005 # (2 2006 #) 2 % @ F'F &2 4 &
WH g MRt B H B BRI AR T BT B 2002 & w0 {5 e E 2T p o
ey 3 K = ik 2002 # 3 2005 & (2 2006 &) H ¢ OFE EE LT BB
cofe o L iTH Li(2011) ~ Chowetal. (2011) # Luoetal. (2011) % #r/a w3 P
B4 p 2002 & {5 erecd 22 f oo pEBE2 (8- 3 3] 2000 £ (£ 2010 & )R
HEF > BRERD GBI d A 3 TR Wit 2 pd tE - BEY

M BE g AR o Flt bk - ﬂF?l}%“’ A RAEx inlgtm o AT AT W H IR
S ey WA e o A BEFTHFRE > 2 EY RS R
HefFfl > FIPt AT #2002 # 1 2011 2L ikp d CARR P A FHEF > 1R
LEEFP D CARRES Y RERFLD DM RS TR R

g2 prinl B oo

Hy

6.73 A7 HiE3 é}ﬁﬁiifiﬂ

FIE S 2 frio% R 2005 £ (2006 #) 2 (Whd i) ¢ R
PR e B 2002/12 #4460 QFIl 418 020 A = T iRse P {2 R

Lin and Swanson (2008) F#F QFIl § 253+ igies o b o
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RS MBS > FIU AT EE QRN 2 s B AR RS ek
TR od "kt 37 HIR2005/7/21 ¢ R H T IR ZP 5 - Bag G ox
T dipd ARR PACEE  BIIPEREZ (Y BB - @ R £ qlendy
WM pd ARR L3S o AT E AE A 2006/4/13 i iE QDI Pk ELiT S A R
% F]d i 3V M AGEPEEEZ F 0 2 2005/9/1 © F A ek b REF £E R N
B #hoptebod i@l 12 ¥ ﬁlﬂifﬁiﬁﬂt@"‘ IR 1 2005/7/21 5 PP Ag X f{iﬁ%%‘
& Chow # TFHER ) w=d FEHR R HDERTAFNEP Z AR FA TSI
BAGEFE R E R Bl 0 AFFE PI% 2008 & 23 A A WH T (it
Bl W e RRRIE ANPR I ) 0 A BRI LD g kB it Rk B
M d 2 4p 4% B (Longin and Solnik, 1995; Huyghebaert and Wang,
2010) EEp I FEER A Y e BARDE Z LR

it ek d CARR R A D Z B o AT IR 4 2005/7/21 2w i
- RO T BB BRI PG RIS S B e g S - (L, 2007, etc.)
Fpdapd ity Az >2aphag o @]%EEE&»E‘&]“%&? o n‘v'éf:iiiirﬁﬂfﬁv‘)]%
(Luoetal., 2011, etc.) 2 R ® R&Z FE %™ ~ p 2002 # A= Fg b %o & A5
TRl LA g d I ARRRE R Z FFEA > BT B AR L g
S Ao Bl AR ERF RS REBFRORT ML AR A RS 20
i fRfET S e B 2 e

6.7.4 #Efﬁ‘??};%bt’ AT HEAS L ol BEERT B2 3t

YR E R Y RS R B R R o2 Y An(2010) 30 B
BASEBERLS ORI RGAS & (GDP = £ F) H e A LaE RK
g o B B Lhg LY ROEARF RS R prer g ko ga B
i Eend T RN PR RS E ks );;1%( o VLA R T Ry
Fiv A MEEFR o 7 v b (Bracker etal., 1999; Tavares, 2009; Pretorius, 2002)
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Abstract

Most existing literature has found that China’s stock markets were segregated from
the international stock markets. Since entering WTO in 2002, China has relaxed capital
control in phases to steadily liberalize its financial sector and has been enjoying
remarkable economic growth. The purpose of this paper is to investigate whether the
interdependence between China’s stock market and the international stock markets has
strengthened in the wake of China’s improving economic environments. We divided the
research period into three sub-stages according to the degree of liberalization in China’s
capital market and estimated and analyzed six-variable VARs on stock returns of China
and its five major trading partners. In the first stage wherein foreign capital inflow was
permitted but capital outflow remained restricted, we found immaterial interdependence
between China’s market and the international markets, consistent with the findings of
most past literature. In the second stage that begins in July 2005 when capital outflow
restrictions were lifted, the interdependence with the international markets had risen.
The interdependence has improved remarkably in the post-financial crisis stage that
begins in August 2009. We reason that China’s economic performances and its ongoing

liberalization may have facilitated this increasing interdependence.

Keyword: stock market interdependence, capital flow control, liberalization policy,
impulse response function, forecast error variance decomposition
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