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Abstract

This paper estimates a VECM to assess the value relevance of three variables
modeled in the residual income valuation model: equity price, reported earnings, and
book value. By learning whether price is more informative than earnings and book
value, we can judge the adequacy of the common research practice in proxying for
intrinsic value using market price. Two research tools are used to quantify the
information content in variables: the long-run causality and common-factor weight.
Using data samples from five firms across three industries, this research shows that
price contains not more, but about equal, amount of intrinsic value information
compared to that in book value, while the amount in reported earnings is minimal.
Our results support the critique by Lee (2001) on proxying for stock value by market

price.

Keyword: value relevance; common factor; residual income model
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% (cointergration)ifu 4 _Engle and Granger (1987)#7#& 1! ezl BE > & P30 5 £ 4 i‘u{
- BRGSO e SRS E T P S R S MG

e ped @avo 0 H - Rt PR A A g7 g ¢ o 1 Granger and Newbold
(1974)5 &5 4 o A § M2 29 M2 B} 7 it & 4 #73) sk it §F (spurious
regression) =1 42 o Qi, Wu and Xiang (2000)~ 335 & * prif 5 7| FALpF > £ A1
LREFLF B P RpEEF Vo dd B EWHIEIREE T K
o Pt A~ enE AN RESERAATHREY YR F R g
£ 41 * Engle and Granger (1987)= ~ & ff # Trazodp B & B 3frnt Bk L 45
RIVF #7358 2 P @ E(teo f E)fede ¥ 2ARDE €& FZahR -

Lee et al.(1999)i¢ * Wi chp B B 7 T8 - 3= S B i3 4p % RE 2 F
BiE > DRI F R B ARG X M 3y ARIVEE S
DJIA304% B %% B bizh + 5 7 en3giplac 4 o Jiang and Lee (2005)~ F 48 02 73
2> 4p HIRIVIZ4 $fDow Jones fr S&P5004p #cj 24 ihfieif ac 4 » F]p RIVS
AR E S| * oo Lee (20060)s7RIVAE 7 ¢ 537 = ez VAR >
ZRBEP Y PR EFPFNES REE Y SEEIAEFET O e E
LR -FRcEEEFS AL DIBEH R o %L 2200903 ¢ o RBIAEM

Campbell and Shiller (1987)#74& 1 el VAR 3 R # B> 275 L4 e T >

=

/\~

[

e
w5t =i

FARIVEE % 40 Sm0 Pl 2o 94 LR T - Afrz Adm £ 4 S
WA(VAR) » %% R > & * = AVAR > RIVF 1/ j3§8 20k eh4 4 fo7
HOLW $b o Bl P 2T SRR o R % 2 AVARR RS B AR o

BEAFIRIVEE T i 4 2 @ aefo B G £ oEL B -
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Willett (2003)4* 4+ ¥ — 2 P 48 ch e T 1 * VECM » {7 I % & h i@ %
dAER G R A g o B 4 S RF o T Bt B RE o e Willett
and Falta (2006)}" & f6 § 3 FH &3 W hE M G rE P HAREE] 5
¥ > TR it g o 130 ZART AL anE R RIL o e

AREFAREE REEAE - 2P B B P Y BTF T o
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s o= Fa 2n > L
;—#F%ﬁﬁ

K2 % g3 penifsd > 0 35 REBRIVE AL Rl 7

RARAFARETRY - ARAL BT RIVOTEGRLED § ~ 274

}sﬂ—

“~ =

BE s FeOZ AFL e B R HA(VECM) kg2 & 2 2 F % Ep A2 R -
¥ #.Engle and Granger (1987)#% ! 2. & & & (Cointegration) % # # & #f £ ¢ F] 5

(common factor) 3 = & 2 ¥ % &, (long-run causality, Granger, 1986)'{?" P £ %)

<+ (Common factor weights, CFW)#7& = ¥ 82 B2 EF R EFApid~2F 5 4

BRIVECA 2 £ H00H 650 £ kAP RELEALFE > TR PR
FARKR RS 22 AR

R SIS

-~ #1478 =7 (Residual Income Valuation, RIV)#-3] 2 £ #
IOHTM T

$7 Lee (1996) % * Ohlson (1991,1995)5RIVHET] » 15 5 A4 § i &
& RIV7 3% L@ SLETE I‘l%l /2‘ ’ l#’]‘q-#g; %E\‘*’Em I% lE' ""I‘I" A E"hf%' I/I:El-_ » H 3

7~

SRALTE 0 E B AR A R FIRTIR I E TR o B ARIVA Y DDV B @ &

e FIP A 2 E DDVt g IV o 7 il £ R RO ehIR g ik
0 AT
=> B'E.(D) (3.1)
i=1
(B.1);* ZDDVH#A] > P 2 % tH % > D, 3 wth ekl B A47RGF > E 5
th F P o A RIVIET 40T ¢
P.=B.+ 2B E/(RI) (3.2)
i=1
ok (3.)N 912 0 (B2)N Y B ED, MW Y BRI, 0 FlIAOTE A
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TG AR K R A RGBSR R ke 2325 Y
B=(l+r)" > dp I F G E T SR LR G B e b R RAFH FE T T
BE o Tl A kAR BTG B LIRF AL fe(3.)N ¢ SRS
48 F  Bernard (1995)47 M1RIVA 5 ¢ 347 2 e B8 30 g* > BB 4
TR BHRF A NEARMEER o

5 RIVENTLE L h B3 8 7 7 Rk 99K > 64 DDV > 2 %
TR B2 & B % (Campbell and Shiller, 1987) - Jiang and Lee (2005) /& *
F- A X TABEP)  RAEEB)  frflrBRDZ £ M > &S, 5%

BoEEL(P-B) ZHETERDDMRMELE o FS ZH L HAHT

Si=P:—B;—0RI, (3.3)

1% (3.3)7 #3251 5
- (1+e>§ﬁi E.(ARL.) (3.4)

F(32)E GBI o M AR 250 0 ko RIVERLE
LGARHERAET T ER GvE A FHF e EA NG)Y S LR
ol o F AL AR FLFEZRT Al EN v i EE 4 B £
- AR ) R

A2 RIVI%L*%#% FHCA| o PRI L R A P AR X B
Q%A%GQMﬁA $\w ﬁ‘ﬁ%@ﬁaﬂbﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁﬂ%T:

S;=P.—B,B:—B, X, (3.5)
B (2.DRI A4 & 2 (3.3)¢ » FRIE T MM 4
Si=(P,—B—0X)+0rB., (3.6)

G607 @ (P -Bi—0X) # B # f » MI(P-Bi—0X) 4 ¢ A& BASTE
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Solimik i o He2 T

S = (Pt - B¢~ OXt) + OrBt

- (1-6r)B, - 60X, (3.7)

N@BNE A2 i s RS, W

B RIV P8 - S R02 7 s AL TR RERA] > < 4R uiF
- & F 0L 84 R fIETEARENE « A2 P HFHZ ¥

B3 d i f o L3 R T rE- D& P & B F]F (Permanent Common
Factor Weight) > & 1335 % Ip F]F+ 12 » P R-E @3 ¥ PE X -PE BB &
XA R e s > uig R FFFRY 0 FEE TR L EYELTAE ] Lee (2006)
FI* RIV & 8ligf72 ~B = AL e & GFHFT 0 &~ B{I* Johansen (1991)

);L'r)%;%\,ﬁ—,;}_:,f T M ETE M e Bic o
S EAM A RFASE (VECM)EAR T

b3t A2 drid 2 K w2 B R S 0 45 Grange and
NwmmUW@%mﬂ*?%$1@?5é4@&ﬂwm&£’Wﬁi%*

T AZLE A oo A 4w @ % Dickey-Fuller (1979)#1

Campbell and Shiller (1987)4r Jiang and Lee (2005)7#~ 3 2 #7114 * VAR %
3P R TR IR 2 VAR & AN 2 ARt o A2 2 i 7| N e
SRR SAE R cu L)l SY TRUR I SEF S k5 S gl WA W S i )
prig e L HA(VECM) > B #0340

AX

af’ + T(L)AX | +e,
=X _ +T(DAX | +e, (3.8)
T‘“”" v R oIl B A, R AR A RLAIE 0 O Rk EAB LD
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feh o Bx Aot RBF ernfEl G2 L > 33[leL 2 & 5 [1=ap, e, 2 3%1
GRELI > HY o BendE ) B 3xror & flic(rank) R X fp e B Bl B
v #-12 Johansen (1991) sk 2 = 2 h f 8 fedie > M-z X F ol d 1 & 2 - &P

143§ ¢ 7 max-eigenvalue frtrace @ fi> A f BAA R R BR T TR+ 2 Ahe o

£ Qi et al. (2000)Fr Jiang and Lee (2005)% F » & < FE 3K RI
Bz ? 73 BEREAIFALADEFE e T REF R -A LD LR
+ od WEIFFF R EGEH %o T 3868 LR TLAX,, P B eife g

3
Py
K0S
I
R

ik ﬁﬂﬁﬁiq/} [

Apt O p1 o p2 1 0 Bl pt—l eg
AX (| =|0x Ox 0 1 B, X1 | e; (3.9)
Ab Opr Olp2 b €t

Ao Bend Bpogd £5 - GBEIRELL 0 B M GE 2 R 435

PRIV'EZ L BB E I L 4F o

EHFERM G SER LN RS

I
4

p /&_Engle and Granger (1987)FF £ f B (2% ¥ M R 54 8 & 3] % 7
BT HLF Ry G R Dk W EER o FiEAr o ¥R K

Renf 8 FI 5B % R824 B0 GRICGHED  BEAR ] & & DRk R

PORBEFEER L 0 F 2 B AR R A A EIRRARS o BT L N kAR o

BN (G9)Y o dedl Oy O 5 F 0 KB TR W AR S ER

9]

RG-S BE AL BB REP

Ap,| [-0.17 -0.36 ; X e’

Ax.|=| 0 0.66 || Ft! bH +| el (3.10)
Xt— —Dt-1

Ab.| | 002 0 o P
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£ ) 71 % M % (Granger, 1986)#%-& 4 45 o ¢ (L L A GHEPBHES 2 ] o
B AR RARERLH P L G ETRRARR k0P TR TR A A
JEEE AT R AP 2 IR T - A E S £1]-0.17/=0.17> [-0.02] =
0023 # 7% B F AR AHD § > %= AR £ 0.36 < -0.66 =0.66 # 7 F
’E)ﬁ%ﬁi%*?ﬁfﬁo

ok B RS AFGREY LR THEEZEE L F 352 2 (Johansen and
Juselius, 1992) > » FE ¥l 2 E P FIEM G2 M AP a8 o A BB HF X
o
-035 0
a=| 0 0.06 .11
0 0
BAGERE L 0 RTABFERE S RG RO LR 2 AT
FRETELP & L f”@-"?f_-’ﬁ-‘- B0 }KK/IK—F‘ B FARYE ErA E

m*%ﬁﬂ’ﬂ“ﬁigﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%@ﬁa@ﬁ’ﬁa%ﬁzg@g&—%

B SWEFEABT L D B P e R E Y ol oo
L RFFREALT

AT A &9 g X g 1 2 G#cs 47 0 Gonzalo and Granger (1995)#7#
eh e F]+ (common factor weight) > » F B4383- 5 & %g;;mg)?( ® B R E R

Ho
Y1 = eft+et (312)
y A3l chiEd o f R A Ry Bend R FF o fy §OAAREE . R R

IR SR Ay S8 :K':"ﬁ?)xl 5 0,m € {,@&f*g{@i;@%mjsxl 3 ;ti;?;,f’%'}

EEgaEyp LR FFft=y Y B Y i3I e RERFF 2L BP

fod 31 Rp By Tl o HERFFTEE Yy EFREL S #HAF RS
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DRl 3585 5 8= (WD) v 2 3x1 8 W 5 2 R E W TS i T R
o2 2 FSEE CPW H 5 e s 1 (P 8i=l) » s B ol :

§'=[0.0848 0.5916  0.3237 |

>

Bl 2 7 s Zapinin R E TS5 A B o fehE B RE S Ao

Flp B AR>E @ ol 7B o

CFWi 3> £ d 3£ 458 F L& " » b]4-Rosenberg and Traub (2006)4;
Do HREE L PR LEN S 2 EA 2 o R AR T S
FF L 5B L o Tseetal (2000)F M > > g~ E A HFH L F A
P REFREAMAL P D o d PRIAES RETHIFREERLER

B o
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S AR S

(1991) ¥ %~
FE TR %§3f%-g§:

%~ %giﬁ:)%
p}i-l— P‘;.r"]__)_

iz * Johansen J

B3-1 F3# > 2 I A2R
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Fo8 RETAZFE

AR gl k§ WRIVER G R 0 Flot o RRIVEEA S > 4p 4

SRCAIS, F Z B EEZ BPRE RBEDTREFE S SR AT
- ATRERZS IR K

S, etE4 0 S, = (P,—B,-0X,)+0rB, = P, —(1-0r)B, -6X, » S, ¢ RIV
BeAla ko B P EOX XA F P& (1-00)B A RS LM% S 52
B glce = R &R o
LoP DB chps R S FR R e R g et S R L 2 A
B FR L EHE o
2. B, % @_ﬁnp%a&ﬁ.zujﬁﬂlﬂ,u B enE & L {4 F (BVPS) ¥ 3 1Y %Jfgi
AP AP R IpEAFLCLEFE -

3. X, i BARAOPER A AITH 0 LB R SE FE L FREPS) £ kL &

R ErE SRR o A

4.0 (AP B ~PEX A EFHADREE -
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FI & RERHEE - THYTE KR
- FEHR:

¥ AR RIVIZGE Rigal = 7 = ez fER L pia o LF L2 e Jib

SR B o d RS e LT 4 i A £ 4 T i

RBELRA RN ES D B e P AL R B K i B Tl S 85040 K

B BHEEY o PE R AR

e
— (-

B ?%, % 2 4 N E‘f’ll‘:‘!ﬁ;ﬁ—ﬁ

XY s SRS KB ¥ G
P TREL- I FOF TR REE o T F A ARG ETH LS 52
TPl B Ha PSS 2 2 REG T EE R RN AER

1y

© ABRTEY

=3

g AL FTERALR YR
&P iR

7 ’ﬁ‘ﬁ’—’:‘f‘a‘LSK’é F4058 Tz KiF L A2 7 ok

R ORGP AELL SP TAGEIIINNOBRLEFFTARERR S T H
BIER AN - FRREATLL SX AL 2P ERTRY TG LEE
2 F L FAHEPS) EERBEAEL ZB A AT AL AP RAEEFRLER

(BVPS) »
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frmk
)

7

=78

AR R R A FHE D2 HEPREL D s Fh T ¢ 2
BB LN e d A S e R f Ao A g L B BRE A F AR
BreodB B A S0P FEBLR Bl B FIS S S0 dp i AR o A ulgez
AF EPRUARSY APH I REBFTRE DI 2RO TN DT R
Foo FlR ESHBRMFTY > F YRR KT LT AL FEFLREHD
BE3E FI BT 1990 EH 1 E T 2010 5 155 2 3 %9 P D2 ik

=
It
‘-HE 813

'\Y‘
-\1 \
d
El}

o BR B THARE LSRR ASLEFRFERFLACFY
il § M TAL R A S AT TR (TED) - %8 % 504 5 Pr 2 &
AEEIIOBLLFFRREGR SHA TR RLAE  FHREARL
PXORELOTLOBRTAY M OGLEF2L BN PHEPS) B REAL

L3 B A AL 2P MK HEEF WL E(BVPS) o

21iBHHE3AES ROPOBFRAEANG TR RELREP) - 24
X)~ZEB) pALEFHEnG2 R Gy > TUFRA- DPLFRE R
B A HNERFNLS B A 2B AT FHE G 430153 21
AP F SHE B AAT A RO R AR BARE N A AF AR L TR
Por e AR o T AT UF AN D L TIBE L B R DR A
A RE IR 1 Blderbis v S S B A AT M B AR
BERFAER 200 PR ORE GEYEE R NG R LT 5
LR TR ek B R R ek B AR S o
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% 4-1 B4R P2 it st E
L (P)
Rt S L S A FoREp %R ik
A
- (1216) 10.47 8.42 6.36 81 0.61
=i (1229) 8.56 8.20 3.65 81 0.43
=% (1301) 18.41 14.31 12.60 81 0.68
& A AT (1402) 11.20 8.70 6.52 81 0.58
% 4 (1440) 8.69 8.07 4.25 81 0.49
#4(X)
Rt S R S A FoRdEp %R G
o
- (1216) 0.20 0.16 0.19 81 0.95
i (1229) 0.14 0.13 0.15 81 1.07
=% (1301) 0.45 0.30 0.52 81 1.15
& A AT (1402) 0.16 0.12 0.15 81 0.94
% 5 (1440) 0.08 0.09 0.14 81 1.71
Z B (B)
=t S P WAL FoREr #®E Gk
A
Fi—- (1216) 6.83 7.82 2.77 81 0.41
& (1229) 8.75 8.28 2.50 81 0.29
=% (1301) 11.35 9.96 7.62 81 0.67
& A AT (1402) 8.29 8.20 3.23 81 0.39
7 2 (1440) 9.07 9.49 1.43 81 1.43
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PRR RSB T2 5%

BABRED G s P RG G E s FAADZ AR (VECM)BCR 2 w2
X LA T TN ST T S TR TV R
Dickey and Fuller (1979)ADFY¥ 1?4k 2 > FHe < s % #R3 R 47 575 7
EX ORI N ERRRE LA IHAILS AL EFERKR TR IS TR

# 5 0k o ADFHCR| B 55 16 9 g P~AICE &) o

- PR A
©FH AR T 0 0 JR R R B AR L e U i B &
S AR PR EP B X RSP A o410 B H
A Ao T AT S RIS B REST BT 5 P ARRT PR
LEE

- ERRELB%

RPp 24273 2447 o STEO DGR ~ FR - ZEDFFAEFFTHRY &

PRI o Ft AL BHI - P AL A 0 B AT 100k ET RS G

Reh X BFEEHSZ FRERBEEEs- BE BRIDA A -
BRER AT BRI FHRAES VIR EE 5 R Do M G o

8-



% 4-2 i 2 H 194k T % % (ADF)
ADF ADF
(level) (- FE £ A)
i A FEIE Bl % A FEIE g %
4B pEsT %‘m—j B e %‘M—j -
BB B (S H & BAREE S &
AL
- _ kksk _ skokk
- (1216) 0.6741 0.4018 0 9.1144 9.0472 0
(0.8466)  (0.7972) (0.0000)  (0.0000)
- _ _ kksk _ skokk
W E (1229) 2.2791 0.4702 ) 6.7307 6.7733 )
(0.1812)  (0.5087) (0.0000)  (0.0000)
. 434 1. -6.6342%**%  _6 2] 73H**
S (1301) 0.4345 8767 5 6.63 6.2173 4
(0.9832) . (0.9849) (0.0000)  (0.0000)
o . F, kksk _ skoksk
@& L 3e (1402) 1.7899 0.5996 0 6.1688 6.1342 3
(0.3829)  (0.4546) (0.0000)  (0.0000)
- A o kksk - skokk
3 % (1440) 2.5340 0.9724 5.2277 5.2275 5
(0.1114) (0.1187) (0.0000) (0.0000)

311 ADF H {34 %52 & AIC 3 P53 & H) 8

2QADF E ¥ 2 iE i * t & &7

3, FRRL 7 10RT F KB RN L SOLBEE K E ;RN L 10%B8F K
43555 #icx N 4 F_Prob
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3. 43 Faz 3 14 2 % % (ADF)

ADF ADF
(level) (- e ~)
g A FEIE B % % A FEIE i E
ppgesy PEIRBAE g REIRE R
AR R fs Hp ¥ B E P
A
- - sedek *ok ok
- (1216) 0.7162 0.7799 10 5.3271 5.1998
(0.8354) (0.8794) (0.0000)  (0.0000)
- - _ keksk skokk
W E (1229) 2.3025 0.8432 3 10.2327 10.2843
(0.1738)  (0.3475) (0.0000)  (0.0000)
. -0. 2 . 1 -2.85209%%* ) Heokok
S (1301) 0.378 0.775 10 8529 6076 1
(0.9065) (0.8787) (0.0564)  (0.0098)
- - - stk _ *ok ok
A (402 14162 04084 6.3340 63616 ]
(0.5697) (0.5329) (0.0000)  (0.0000)
L -1.9725 -1.3823 -5.8470%** .5 801 ***
3 5 (1440) 10 10
(0.2981) (0.1537) (0.0000)  (0.0000)

11 ADF ¥ {3+ 22 & AIC 3 P):F # &3 ¥ #c
2ADF H {34 2 @@ * t 33t & & 71
3.RkRE T 1%AF F oK kR L 5008 F K RN R 10%E F KR
43555 #icx N & F_Prob
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3 4-4

% it 2 ¥ 4344 7% % (ADF)

ADF ADF
(level) (- FE £ A)
A FEIR B % i 1587 ] i x
5 B pEsT %‘m’f BEE e %‘m’j -
BB B (S ik BAERE s ik
A
. . *kk  _ w0k ok
- (1216) 0.5862 2.6254 0 9.3505 8.3636 0
(0.8669)  (0.9978) (0.0000)  (0.0000)
- 3.2611 3.0612 -3.7646%** 3 (0702***
B2 (1229) 10 6
(1.0000)  (0.9993) (0.0050)  (0.0000)
- % - skkk
S (1301) 1.0276 2.6757 6 2.8529 2.6076 1
(0.9965)  (0.9980) (0.0564)  (0.0000)
- *%kk  _ ®
& 3T (1402) 0.4613 2.9882 6 4.6022 1.8154
(0.9842)  (0.9992) (0.0003)  (0.0663)
_ _ gk o
3 % (1440) 2.3313 0.6734 g 4.2156 2.3760
(0.1652)  (0.8591) (0.0012)  (0.0179)

11 ADF ¥ {3+ 22 & AIC 3 P):F # &3 ¥ #c
2ADF H {34 2 @@ * t 33t & & 71
3.RkRE T 1%AF F oK kR L 5008 F K RN R 10%E F KR
43555 #icx N & F_Prob
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IS -MAPEEVASEIRICEIRIFGLEDIITEM o RFLH
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o KA A EERBE TP T B FIES L"«ﬁ - s fE B BB > T Q? -

EEFe B o

1395 % 4-5i¢ * Johansen (1991)+ fffx etk T % % > B A Mo @ ¥ v it
TRABLIR2 PR RS B B P R A R o e A
PEA4e TAC W 2 3T 10 10%AF F R 3 o BV ¥ M R et~ BE S O g A
Frod oz RB0 jA e R RET G A- BEYEF AT o
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# 5

ARt T

Fedcm & B L e T B FFEAe T
A t 3t g p-value t g p-value
- (1216)
None 39.6290%** 0.0003 26.406%** 0.0020
r=1 13.2230%* 0.0352 12.6799** 0.0276
r=2 0.5431 0.5235 0.5431 0.5235
75 #(1229)
None 52.4110%** 0.0000 41.2631%*** 0.0000
r=1 11.1479* 0.0780 9.1684 0.1125
r=2 1.9796 0.1878 1.9796 0.1878
e %(1301)
None 48.0639%#** 0.0000 32.154 3% 0.0002
r=1 15.9096** 0.0120 14.5304*** 0.0127
r=2 1.3792 0.2811 1.3792 0.2811
& 4 #7(1402)
None 41.8498%** 0.0001 24.0081%** 0.0051
r=1 17.8416%** 0.0054 15.4268%** 0.0087
r=2 2.4188 0.1419 2.4149 0.1419
% (1440)
None 36.3260%** 0.0010 25.7698%** 0.0026
r=1 10.5561* 0.0971 10.2091%* 0.0750
r=2 0.3471 0.6185 0.3471 0.6185
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* 4-6 -2 RYAFEE

Panel A & 4> VECM & 2 % % Panel B *24] VECM & 7% %
1. @ 3ofFae €354 18 ¢ #503] 1. & sofrie B4 3 1 504
Sk L £ Ci P Xt b > e £ C P Xt—1 b1

- (1216)

-2.8134 -3.1436
9.3969 1 0 11.6786 1 0
(-3.75) (-3.03)
-0.0320
0.0200 0 1 9.8391 1 -98.7518 0
(-3.41)
2. E gprogea i 2. R HpIEETH R
PR A AR Ap, Ax, Ab,  PEEFFAL L AR Ap, Ax, Ab,
0.0379 0.0243 0.0174 0.0109
al al 0* 0*
(0.42) (1.19) (1.55) (2.14)
-4.8472 -1.628 -0.0439 0.0162
a2 a2 0* 0*
(0.77) (-3.04) (-0.06) (3.6029)
3.over-identifying restriction test
Likelihood ratio statstic: 2.7935 Probability 0.5929

L 1.90%% ¥ -k & t £=1.645
250 BRAATH S B EER > Heo Py g AR B8 A JEIE
3FEABHFLE 0
ALFEFLB 2 B ERPEPR
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Panel A B 4> VECM ¥ 2 % % Panel B 24| VECM ¥ = % %
1. A BfFae €34 13 T i3 1. @ ¥H5fFae €354 B ¢ 507
x ﬁ% o Cie P Xt—1 b1 * ﬁ & C P Xt—1 b1
mhE (1229)
-2.5014 -2.3563
0 1 0 0 1 0
(-4.48) (6.14)
-0.0142 -168.4299
0 0 1 0 1 0
(-8.02) (-8.51)
25 B IR K 2.5 WA R
PREA FAARR Ap, Ax, Ab, PEREA FAARR Ap, Ax, Ab,
. -0.0287 0.0003 -0.0102 | -0.0601 -0.0059 -0.0109
o o
(-1.81) (-3.29) (-2.48) (-2.59) (-3.59) (-2.44)
-4.7814 -1.0477 -0.1372 0.0279 0.0061
a2 a2 0*
(-2.12) (-6.45) (-0.23) (2.11) (6.69)
3.over-identifying restriction test
Likelihood ratio statstic: 0.0519 Probability 0.8199

L 1.90%% ¥ -k & t £=1.645
250 BRAATH S B EER > Heo Py g AR B8 A JEIE
3FEABHFLE 0
AEFERIB T 2 BFFEHEAR
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Panel A F& 4> VECM ¥ 2 % % Panel B 24| VECM ¥ = % %
1. & B=frae 354 18 1 i) 1. @ 2fFae £ 348 0 i3
x ?% B B Cie P Xt—1 b x ﬁ & C P Xt—1 b1
e % (1301)
-1.5716 -1.4313
0 1 0 1 0
(-17.38) (-16.78)
-0.0157 -72.4145
0 0 1 0 1 0
(-2.43) (-7.71)
2. P iaEa B 2.5 B TAE
PR A AR Ap, Ax, Ab,  PEEFFAL L AR Ap, Ax, Ab,
-0.3625 -0.0010 -0.0274 -0.3549
ol ol 0* 0*
(-3.77) (-0.09) (-0.82) (-4.19)
-0.8012 -0.2723 0.6902 0.0063
o2 02 0* 0*
(-0.86) (-2.76) (0.3266) (4.74)

3.over-identifying restriction test
Likelihood ratio statstic: 6.3480 Probability  0.1746

L 1.90%% ¥ -k & t £=1.645
250 BRAATH S B EER > Heo Py g AR B8 A JEIE
3FEABHFLE 0
ALFEFLB 2 B ERPEPR
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Panel A & 4> VECM & 2 % % Panel B *24] VECM & 7% %
1. @ 3ofFae €354 18 ¢ #503] 1. & sofrie B4 3 1 504
Sk L £ Ci P Xt b > e £ C P Xt—1 b1

# %37 (1229)

-1.4898 -1.9111
1.6728 1 0 1.4403 1 0
(-3.7) (-8.55)
-0.0200 -70.5447
0.0078 0 1 0.4986 1 0
(2.40) (-4.09)
2. P iaEa B 2.5 B TAE
oA FA AR Ap. Ax, Ab,  PFEA FA AR Ap, AX, Ab,
| -0.2262 -0.0106 -0.0278 | 02299 -0.0175  -0.0277
o
’ (-2.24) (-3.17) (-2.51) (-2.26) (-4.46) (-2.48)
2.7459 -0.4879 -0.3451 0.0069
a2 a2 0* 0*
(0.59) (-3.19) (-0.68) (3.59)

3.over-identifying restriction test
Likelihood ratio statstic: 0.6395 Probability  0.7263

3T 1.90%%8 % -k % t [£=1.645
2.5 - B ARG B ER > LD Y AR EE R ER
3FEARFIHEO
ALFEFLB 2 B ERPEPR
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Panel A & 4> VECM & = %2 %
1. = B2frhe €354 B ¢ 07

Panel B *4] VECM & % & %
1. @ B2fhe B i i3 A

B ﬁ% ics ’E‘_ C I:EI’; P Xt—1 b1 x %% w ’E_ C P Xt—1 b
7 & (1440)
-0.6046 -0.5266
0 1 0 0 1 0
(-4.06) (-2.78)
-0.0053 -115.4962
0 0 1 0 1 0
(-2.95) (-8.29)
D& P iaEa B 2.5 B AE
S ra A ATR Ap, AX, Ab,  EEREL A AR Ap, Ax, Ab,
-0.0372 0.0132 -0.0299 0.0025 0.0208
ol ol 0*
(-0.48) (2.96) (2.41) (0.82) (2.49)
-3.5275 -1.2739 -0.9542 0.0099
o2 o2 0* 0*
(-0.77) (-4.79) (-1.28) (4.64)

3.over-identifying restriction test
Likelihood ratio statstic: 4.5119

Probability  0.2112

2 1.90%3F % K 3 t =1.645
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2411 EREETICED TR G

GETS s Tk it

g Fa AR
Ye— (1216)
g 1 na YES YES
F AR 0 * na *
B 0 * * na
mE (1229)
) 0.1629 na YES YES
a4 0.7459 YES na na
EE 0.0912 YES YES na
- % (1301)
28| 0 na * *
S 0 * na *
EE 1 na YES na
# 437 (1402)
2 | 0.1075 na YES YES
X AR 0 * na *
PENT:A 0.8925 YES YES na
3 (1440)
g 1 NA YES YES
g 0 * na *
gl 0 i i na
Tlna A AE* > Fpepe 2R AL PE

2YES it £ Fzd FI- Wi FIE%E

3FR AL - BRI F)E MG
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