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Abstract

The relationship between output and government expenditure is very close. For
researchers and policy makers, their causal relationship is very important, both
theoreticaly as well as empirically. In theory, when the causation runs from
government expenditure to output, the issue known as the Keynesian theory ; when the
causation runs from output to government expenditure, the issue known as the
Wagner’s law. However, the empirical results are discrepancy in the existing literature.
The major contributory factor to these conflicting findings is due to methodol ogical
differences, different kind of proxy variable and so on. This article applies the
technigue of unit root, cointegration and Granger Causality for the countries of
Taiwan, Hong Kong, Singapore and South Korea using annual data. The study period
is from 1961 to 2007 for Taiwan, Hong Kong and Singpore and 1970-2007 for South

Korea

The empirical results show that all the variable series are | (1) for four countries.
The Johansen’s cointegration test indicates that there exist at least one cointegrating
relationship between per capita GDP and government consumption expenditure in
Taiwan, Singapore and South Korea. We carry out Granger-Causality test by vector
error correction model (VECM) for these three countries. The results of the
Granger-causality tests indicate that there exists an interdependency between the per
capita GDP and government consumption expenditure with a bi-directional causal
relationship for Taiwan and Singapore and the output of South Korea is supported the
Keynesian’s principle. Because there is not cointegration relationship between per
capita GDP and government consumption expenditure for Hong Kong, so we carry

out Granger-causality test by vector autogression (VAR) model. The result of



Granger-causality test indicates that the Wagner’s law exists in Hong Kong.
Key words : government consumption expenditure, output, Cointegration, vector error

correction model, Granger-causality test
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—@Wiﬁ&sézgﬁ~pﬁ BB RTRE R B RTE R ER S EER
PR A o

51980 £ 57 » FLPRAABL LML FARNEES LTRSS FiiEH 1983 £ 87 > F
ded s AL NER S ’}I&q}‘ ‘F“‘F]l;l ‘“’%‘4’1‘*‘1?\7 -TE_F‘H?_; 7 R ].—\a,gr,tp‘—.};‘iﬁy,g% ?’
PRFRAER T UET (3L HHEFHPHEP)-1985# 127 T RAFEA AF b
MEnd+EE8- BFGgdk- §RF2 1 (EF 23 ) U (BT RBLEEMPETE)
TR AL RB L TP I N A c2005& P FFhr S E  XAL SR YABIE o

3 lekanen(1971) BHARBIFEER A D IR RAT HAYE R- 2 gt A BHEEES 2§
B +)
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s MENR LR o 7 i TEARAS 5= B A % - A ADF H{3e 22
ke RBAT AL TR S % 2 % R T Engle and Granger(1987) 7 5 £ i3
PREERFLRT KRR LD ABCDPE LR R ANETEG R

HELEAFERTL PHELEET > HEBRRFENL D A S

GDP& Py g 2 % 2 (A7 @m 2 %5 A OF % B i

bl
Mot
=1
\-‘-
>
%
5
N
o

Bt g RBA N R iy TR R R FER B ARSI R
BREFAZESFE A7 00 BRTIHL N E GRS L 2B A3 P PA

moT AR R AR 22 FlE o B FiS B R Rersc it g gk

Tang(2008):& fy * & 1P itk b k0 I it HE GHRS R 2 B
FlERB o FTHRF 51960# 12 2007# - AEPRE TS G i’r—:}j{%"] ¢ * PP
T2 0h o B R SHE R T F 0 frue @ * 7 Zivot and Andrews(1992)
e 2z 5 @ BF %R L2 6 0 T ML fF §F = 2 4o~ Granger Fl% & T
(Granger, 1969)4-Toda and Y amamoto(1995) "M odified Wald(MWald %] % & =) 1
p g ‘}B—G:}"—]— hEEASE AL fomlp T R R FESS o > 21985% 1

2000+ Hp B 45 5002 Pl E_= = aheng @ doFdrazh gl B A 1980# 2w X T A FF e

Dogan and Tang(2006):z & < & ° f’rgug BRaTRERLT L P B %

B & BER o ATheH o 3 R H RO NE WA ATE LB o 2
F#PR S 1960 = 3 2002 o (¥ 1% § | 4 35 GDP i B X 47 eh it I 5 g
MR AR A SR R gk TSR 0 L REY 5 1A

}lJ;K$ EP)’;)L a—'—'l,[ 7]~ ,_‘F‘_‘A Liﬁmﬁmﬁ?ﬁxﬁiﬂGD L”_ )Fﬁ‘ i”j‘f{};“j‘

&R

R R B ko @ Granger Fl %t LR R AT 0 e

w
=

P EFR p\,zﬁj
FARAFE S LI FR P A COPHR A B N ERES V-2
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B0 R F OEER OBIRAF L F LIS R TRt g H R TR A

AU
e T do oy g A 2 [Pkl oo 2 5 TR 3 AR R K
* I

TR s R At R N REER S NI BRPF DA 0 A

ik

LR REN A

Lo TppsEE
_ FORpA A en i 3@l g ) chik
Ly p=glk FHEEE
B rE- R
¥ i 4 3%& :_3%%: FEE
V& B P |22 & d1% GDP * KL o F 5
e~ R ia F ek s How R R
: moE A D B YRR A35GDP | i H o F1& B G
Al-Faris(2002) : i T .
N SR PO B8 ERNER
FoRE A EBHF MR
T FE R
'?’Fr JIFT‘A 2 “,‘%“ IVE4} 1,/_1:1!15
B dE | X T TR IR BEERR
o = B [ | 2 % GDP |z A
Chang(2002) A3 y o " %ﬁ /
P&~ FF PRt A5GDP
W~®® |&FF GDP
i“fi:
Wahab(2004 FTRFA O GDP = & *
(2009 kS T Tz
R A T ERGEPE B
N LgE @ EER R
Dogan and - , @R A ARl ‘
; pooma T= |4 7 < 15 GDP| % # pom g5 in s
Tang(2006) N . B e
’F{ N ﬁ”T 4‘1 ‘;!F,_‘o
B3R
EF’ ~ u“' 15 ~
RO B~ R PP 7
LS HFEM R
AN F b
, GRS = bl e
R ER b e g 2 W e Airind
Pradhan(2007 X ~ R OR ‘ Zp £3=GDP - _ N
(2000 it i o B R 4 B
P ; 3
Lo :zﬂ'l"‘,%t“a?f’
oo~ TR e E A
—l’- j‘éﬂt_l;{?,% ﬁlif'%
BEe TR R

15




FRBEFET b
1985 i ~2000 .

F 5 GDP | 4F &= 4 2 B
, ji T an—. = , F )4\ ﬂ: R \
Tang(2008) § ka i ey s R
gky 7 7 1980 £ 2
# £ 5RH
b o B
LA I QL GDP( + 5 =
o alflz | IR A \ & GO f( ’);E‘r
Narayan,Nielsen |# 2%~ & 3%/ o3 Frenrt| (4 FCRpA (A 35) 5
and Smyth(2008) |~ 22 & % " ‘ F A= GDP|E F1 %M % &
n ; R EHE» F) %R
%
HAv X EF
WE S g R e & ¥
Y BT
YT FoAmASEE
i i TS Wk P > @ B
Loizides and 6%» E&) iGNP it o £ p, EE MR
Vamvoukas(2005)° | & ~ & f & T R A 45 oA
BB el |
WOE S L d A Y
F R o
TR R R FRE R L
IS R IE EREE L A
P Lt & 4% % GDP o
EF ¥ (1998) . %@ﬁﬁ%ﬂééW?f FELNL D
SR E I
&
. , AP ER N EGR
7% 5. 1£(1997)7 SA | PR A D] F T GNP #ER A R

GmmmmmeWWﬂm%)% Sppile A EF L FREF G BRI

7

frag s & <0 Herfindahl 4p %
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MBS RE AT R E gt e FAH G e WE A 2

Fpd V2 B ek B T U BRFEE R G0 E Pl DT T IEG o @ 1R 0 F) R B TR

pas

TR RBEFSECIWEREI] - T AT 5 - HRFF - FB A4

,H}
¥

fE2 F F GDP &y i A M 7 H 1k 2> Atk A T AT S AR

w
ﬁﬂ

o drdk & Weg F GDP & s i) 3 & M H K 5 25 A 5] R § -

E 7
HEFLEL BRI TS BABNBIL G L L PR LGS BBk

40

F %" ﬂpi/’fg—fmrﬁg ]:" ; E]J ‘)'b E7l""l,z ECM a}*“-ﬂl].‘g‘_fﬁ. Granger r‘l%rﬁg //?\*& R
£ LB T GDP Bachf B A 2 B ERE MG B - e

Ao LI E RS BAEF TR G T

ANBFREY R AN FEMGRA L FASURL N gRTAD R
FlEriEeh o B AR e

Y =a+BGC| +e¢, (4.1.1)
BY oY R FABGCDPGC o g A0 & 2@ Bk~ ATl
RN BRREH F oL SR o
FAA NBEFOL N P BB B HAR AT

GC/ =y +6Y, +e, (4.1.2)



o2 BRRFE R SRTTELNREE o E U LTV R AER A

(o
™
ET

PP ArE AL RAIGEAI LS AL - BRETAEI M EER

(\x
T+

[ () A7 4k B A D R S FREAEL B L I(0) AT e

- 4 % enH 94 72 2 3 Augmented Dickey Fuller(ADF) ~ Phillips-Perron
(PP)4= Kwiatkowski-Phillips-Schmidt-Shin(KPSS) # #_% » “f KT IR s Uz gh: il
RE2 b TR AR B Flut kv 0 4 ADF - PP gz KPSS kit
FH I 2 ot > B4~ 7 Zivot and Andrews(ZA) # o i-H 134k T A it de

T o

- “ADF # %

Dickey and Fuller(1979)+t4% &\ chH 34k % » B BRF LA U 59 J w3
(whitenoise) » 2k @ "% F st fFenm LA ¥ 3 & F p AAPM R AL # DF e 2
4 £ 35 4] > F]t Said and Dickey(1984) % 1 f2ii- i B 3T 0 A DF & %2
Fher T p RBE A NESY > REARZFF LA FIPM R AL > ADF & %
BT Z e R
()% ¢ 7 & 538 (drift)

AY, =Y, + i BAY, +U, t=1,2,...T (4.2.1)

Hy:7=0 (4.2.2)
()7 7z IR ¥R

AY, = 7Y, +a+ZﬂAyt U, t=1,2,..,T (4.2.3)

i=1

Hy:y=a=0 (4.2.4)
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()¢ § BB~ ABF 2 B 50T

L

AY, =Y +a+dt+ ) BAY; +U, t=12,...,T (4.2.5)
i=1

H,:y=a=5=0 (4.2.6)

(A21)5% % 7 5 £ FEIE & pE I ABH g 855 % (random walk) 5 0 (4235 % 5 #
BEIE (e A 5 PR ARE ORW 0 (4.2.5)5% 5 5 B EEIF L pERFARE ORW - ¢ 5 ad
BEEIT o tL PP ABROT - AL SR ES A RBR > T EP AR Y A

Pl Ef S F 2 PAZIFERABR T ER ATY RIS ETE VY A
%

FEHR R, EAFTHREF-BAL > RELHFIEDERR T L
IS B s T B 5] o & < -2 Akaike information criterion (AIC) 1T 3 &

WA e E R R

AIC(n) =T IN(SSR) + 2n (4.2.7)

He Nt A B iR TR A0 A% SSREAR LT foo

- “PPR %

e

Phillips f Perron(1988)3t i — 5.2 % % % 5%~ Fg f @ (74642 AR(1)
TN d DFRTEEI RIS TR LAC LR AU frE T RTRER
PR R PR AR R L PPRE RS PRLEG p A
MR FRB ORI 201 DF 2?2 yehR > @ H{oh k DF R 2
4 AR I e A fie o T (540 DF H 2o 0 Kk e fie s SR BT g
B &~ 4p e o Phillips = Perron(1988) 12 43 Dickey-Fuller # 2 #73k 2 shfcq]4e™
()¢ 7 Bpeg B 5

Y=y + A +e (4.2.8)

Hy:d=1 (4.2.9)
(=)@ 7z BiE -~ ABF H R FA

Y =i+ A, +a(t —T/z) +& (4.2.10)
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H,:1=1 (4.2.11)

Be T Sfrhdio g 252 ALT (4288 5 - B FEART L fFd

(4210)5" 5 7 P RABE T 2 @ §F 5t o FRZIES B & B RISEA A R E AT

k'—““ -

:_E.. ,{LI }—:‘f,}lj o

= ~KPSS # z_

KPSS # z_%5 Kwiatkowski ~ Phillips ~ Schmidt and Shin # 1992 & #13% ) &h
Wz BPha s iegm B R BAETE S T o v ADF & e PP & T =
et L AR RBER BRI L EHROH BRI ERAES G HiT -
KPSS # T 2 #-4]%K T & *

Y, =a+dt+1 +¢ (4.2.12)
B oo SEEHE K Tr=r,+u 0 U 5 iid(0u’) o KPSS# T hit £ 5 ¢

.
LM =) SZ/S*(l) (4.2.13)
t=1

t

e oo §=>e > t=12..T - S¥()= T‘lze +2T‘1Zw(s I)ZeetS

i=1 t=s+1
w(s,l) =1-s/(I + 1) - ¢ 5 ghie3tie » SRl A& £ -5 | % & lag truncation
parameter” > S*(I) 3 B fceh i c HR T S 4ok S IES B EBX 0 P A

TFEP Ak A IES R REBEK > MEE

r ~ZA & T

Perron(1989)4 ! » % A 7| ¥ #cir BRI ic % > B TR S § A2 B
Fl e b E AU 02 Ade WEARY TG L RIS TR R A T A2 )
* Zivot and Andrews(1992) 74k d1 e ZA H 134 T 0 ke LE F BHEEe R
REAFEFHEFoAPR® T Zivot and Andrews(1992) #74#% 1y e A 22 H57)

Chiih T o B3 42840 ¢
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(-)#3lA

k
Ay, =k +ay,_ +Bt+6DU + > dAy, , +e (4.2.14)
j=1
(=) C
k
Ay, =k +ay,,+Bt+60DU +yDT +> dAy, , +¢ (4.2.15)
j=1

WAL B BEET g d o @ 02 CRIR pF 4 B BETT 1L 2 A5 S0t fo -

U 1 £t>TB o7 t-TB %=t>TB (4.2.16)
= g = an
Yo H i R =D, 0 Hupw

He > TB At 4 7 SHliec® > DU 5 - m#%E 247 & TB

SRR T aE DTA%ﬁ@mL%

@
@
e
.b
N
=
=
o
piis

(42155 chm @ BX 5 =1 FRZESG mABEX > A G LI 520

TR AP o BF D HEE L > A PR AIC L | EFER] o
D ER TSR ERAA IR B Pl AT S AR S 10)A ] LR

B F 2o 4ok BAG EAR RIAF B EETEAT] LEE AR TE

FoRrAA  PREEPE R T RAS IR L .
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I xELHT

FRIFRIAZTEF L F T Uy Lo N E 25 2 Ra £42
CREF %2 LY i o T > Engle and Granger(1987) & 1 £ & £
(cointegration) 2 # » Engle and Granger(1987)% . &.2L 2 fii A 7 chiw jF M % ¢

FRET G AEELM G RSl M AR SRR RS T R FE L

Wk E L AT 5 e 2 5% 3 Engle and Granger(1987) #74% ! e Ff L
p # 3w jF 4 172 (two-stage autoregression procedure) » 7% @ 54 472 2 B § 7 A
PBl-lerFLod EFREFGLIEEFES T PEB AL EERE
i g A LE o Ft Johansen(1988)¢r Johansen and Juselius(1990) 4% 1 17 . +
PRI 5 2hiE KA - pEEp Aae A A7iE 24 A > Johansen(1988)¥2 Johansen and
Juselius(1990) B3k — B £ n B Rdehe £ p A R F RS HES p W
I R T L

AY, =I1Y, , +ITAY,  +TLAY, , +..+I1_ Y, .. +¢& (4.3.1)

p-1"t—p+

B oY = Yy Yoo Yo | 7 Y Yoo Yoo 5 DB 2LE RN g o @ (4.3.0)58 i

5w 354 2 ¢ H07] (vector error correction model ; VECM) o

Johansen(1988) 3% 1 & fith T & & & b etk T B

- ~ Pk T2 (trace test)

hne (0 =-T 3 In(1- £1) 43.2)

i=r+l

He T 2 ifc A8E% 0 BEEPEEE > & r=rank([]) (+ ﬁ*m‘?f*
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B[l shfr i) -
Bk e LA
Ho=rank(IT)=r (37 rex & » &) (4.3.3)
H, =rank(IT)<r
SRR AAREEL ek ERE LR F A Rr=0> 87 n B
BRA=A=.=4=0>3%# A, =0c-adrkfresFssdsi  nl

A#0 > AL#0 o .. A #0 5t § A =A,=.=4 =0 > 5 1

/ltrace(r) =-T z |n(1—j:i) ;;f‘)f:g‘.‘_;f,z_g 2T 0o

i=r+1

=~ B F AR 20# (maximum eigenval ue test)

BTt i

A (rr+)=-TIn(l-1_)) (4.3.4)
B A

Ho=rank(Il)=r (7 riex & w &) (4.35)

H, =rank(IT) =r+1
PR Z23rexgFéedFi AA4#0 4,0 ... 4, #0 > e &

“A,=.=A =0 > # o % r+l B OB OB 4

r+l

:O 9 I:ﬁ
D17+ =T IN(= A1) 4 37423550 0
Ao R PR TR B B B R Rl B hhE LB

Hc o
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%z & Granger T % M G T
Granger )% M 21k TG A Bl aEFEF RS PEXRSE X I
Y) o dok X £ AL E SO HBFEIY FTEPREHEE > T X 1 § 3P
X5 FR4ck Y £ 7 &L s 8 et fo X 5518 8 i &
o2 YR EREX BT UFELXEEY e d ook XEEY P YL

PEXORAPT S e FIEM G ok v PRSEF A IAAPE R PR

PR FIRR R i]-%{ém‘ P2 BE B o

A2 Bt WEEE FIE M e T RBRIEER PN P EIOFIETEGL A S T

B~ Bk~ A pe Wend 3o T g R 5 Granger F1% M e 0= A7 3|

B FHEX e Y A u i 107z 2 L - plfafF Azt 5
p q

Yo=C+ Y oY+ B X +4 (4.4.1)
i=1 j=1

Bkt s

Ho:8,=0,]=12..q

Hl:(ﬂﬂﬂZ’ :B)—L > "'EZFO

B

FEFH, B E2XBEEY o
X =Gt 2 X+ DAY +4 (4.4.2)
i=1

i1

S RS

Ho:4,=0,]=12,..,s
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>

3

[=

B REX oY 2B I(AFIA 2 G R FEE o R fFS A5
AY, :c1+zp:aiAYt_i +i BiAX ; +uECT , +¢, (4.4.3)
i1 =
e o BECT R4 AB I » V& X BY hk Hiofen % o
Bkt Lo
Ho:8,=0,j=12..,9
Hl:(ﬂl,ﬂz,...,ﬂj)i tH-BA50
FIEGH, BIAEXPEY o
AX, :c2+zr:;/iAthi +Zs:2th7j +u1ECT,; +¢, (4.4.4)
i1 =
Bkt Lo
Ho:4;=0,j=12,..5s
Hyt(AApn )22 F - B3 50

FIEGH, BIAE Y FEX

>

[=
i

el

B REX oY 2B 5 ()AL e > AR E= 4250 5

p q
AY, =C + Y oA+ D BiAX | +é (4.4.5)
j=1

i=1

B s

Ho:8,=0,]=12,..q

Hl:(ﬁl’ﬂZ"'”ﬂj)i SH-BAE0

DRI E XY
S

AX, =Cp+ D 1M+ D LAY+ (4.4.6)
i=1

]
i1
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[ § 2 S
Ho:4;=0,1=12,..s

Hit(h s ) 22 F - 873 5 0

il

:E &QHO’ﬂJA%\Y‘ngQSXO

F’_*

ig42 > & < 12 Akaike information criterion (AIC) {7 5 Boif % 15 Hp Bz E B L o

26



$I% FREFELNN

$- & TR kRS A

A

““‘)&

PAWEF A ETH P IHE L OB B 2 Al
CTEP R FEF T ABRN A A SR T R A A e d T WPk
Fas - &% AR Ag) 13 k%0 aiEai AP RF 5 1970 £ 3 2007 & 2
bo S BB AT R AR 5 1961 & 1 2007 #E o T KRBP 7
i 3t e~ AREMOS ‘g iesizt 30 B - e A TR E - & A s A i

B~ IMF R% & 3 (IFS) FHE -

- ~FFABREPN 2 AL 3E(per capitareal gross domestic product)
BIp 2 AL R - FTDFP - RBEP I L REAFH DR 50
B Fp A AL E AL - REASRESA EAE AR & 4

R FLEr BRREA CHEE S o FP LA 5 GDP kFE - W24 A

==
o

EH GDP kenZ o toh v 1 A GDP v A dienih L gdice d ¥ & F
FEY LR P GDP e A 2 - B9 549 F GDP 12 2001 # L A ¥

BB B iE ATl 02000 # 5 A FN L 0 B L RF T GDP ehiEE
B - 3% 2 $ 5 ad T GDP g AR e (d0 02 2001 # 5 A 0 F GDP
#5500 2000 & 5 AR T GDP) > S g A v

(-) &P GDP£ % 5 GDP e & 2 3¢

7 wGDR =L OPR 409 (5.1.1)
GDP-T g 4 #;
HeY s A APt E g o
(2 ) A wE a0
RGDplgggo — NGDPlQGl I:)2001 — RGDplsggl EZOOl (512)
2001 2000 2000

S gy iBAzsl* p R F4E (2004)
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# ¢ RGDPZY ik 4 11 2000 & % A7 511961 & 2 § 7 GDP; NGDP, % 4 1961

Ehtp GDP: B0k 4 s 001 & 5 4 22000 & GDP % jidi 4+
2000
2 (GDPdeflator )jgggz—sggggg;ﬁ (513)
2000 2000

#-(5.13) % % » (5.1.2)7% » T F #-12 2001 & 5 A chF F GDP(RGDPAN) i $i =

12 2000 & 5 ##  # GDP(RGDPRLY’

1961

BF B #E 2P F GDP R R A de o A L Y 4 35 GDP -

# T GDP

R e -
7§+ 5GDP w4 d

(5.1.4)

Beck(1979,1981,1982,1985)#-Fr frid & 1 4 2 A 80 — S pchR) R 2 (2 FE
- BERLIN S RT CEARERE SR i) D S BEEL D o k2
VR FECR F A DRSO M e d 2 & TR R L BT R s
FA DA RAD R o A L eATAs A W]y 2001 & 22 1005 & LA
Bk~ i 2000 & 5 AW o 50 R AR PR B A 0F 2000 # 5 A&

B T SR R e RO B e A g -

P8 LR SN S

‘_;; /%-‘ RGC]_ZQO(;)J_O _ NGC1961 PGzoo]_ RGCJ_Z;;SOJ_:L PGZOOl

(5.1.5)
P GZOOl P GZOOO PGZOOO

He o RGCo ™ 4 11 2000 & 5 A8 01961 & 2. § Frohif # £ 415 NGCy,

#2196l Eh e P ptdi s @ PS4 % 12 2001 & & A4 £ 2000 # Fofy

P 2000
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PG00t _ NGCy00
PG,, RGCX%

(5.1.6)

#-(5.1.6) 5% 1 » (5.1.5)5% » ¥ 11 2001 & 5 A 0 FroAH 2 N (RGChey

1961
kA 1 2000 & 5 AW R TR A DI(RGCEY) o Fr ILAT4e b e L e

L fT AP o

%._ cH RGCE;O&O _ NPC;Cl%l ggm% RGCllgng Eglg% (517)
1995 2000 2000

H ¢ > RGCHE 4 11 2000 # 5 ## 511961 # 2. F Frefril 3 £ 215 NGCpgyy

#2196l Ech e Pl p L di oA —521995 & 412 1995 # L k¥ 51 2000 £ Fo
2000

PGlQQS — NGCZOOO
PGao  RGCo

(5.1.8)
¥(5.18)5 & » (B.L7)3% ¥ #2 1995 & & AW e Frchpl § £ (RGCEE

4 1 2000 & A R TR 2 A(RGCR)) ©
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Fo8 HPw e
A2 AR P RFEHI R A N ER TSR LA LTS
3

ﬁ’ig'é"ﬁﬂ m"i’]"?\ %Lr'r'/‘%{‘ é/ﬁ‘ % ¥E AT

it

SRR F AR R A R R A TR F A B BT R
BB o g SRR ) DR Tt AR FRFAITL W 0 AR

EREAT S ARNEALTFAAREEES

Y

IZWMANF e AB - ATE s FFABGDP a7 LY
Rde B |2 ABEHl o 0 DERIT Mg S # s F B ATl T GDP & iy
FRAN Y G REE U EEREETAAER A e R T GDP & F
B PTEIR Y TATRGL e o F A E MR T o BB AT TE B2

BAle 7 R IEA ARSI - n a3 ¢ FAREIT -

~ < &t &+ Augmented Dickey Fuller(ADF) - Phillips-Perron(PP) -
Kwiatkowski- Phillips- Schmidt- Shin(KPSS){r Z ivot and Andrews(ZA) s+ = 7 ¥ 42
¥ T2 i 7 % ¥ 12 Akaike information criterion (AIC) ® 2 B i % {5 #p #cz_ iF
BER - F - Z2Z2 o0 AR ATRENZamte WG MFF L GDP
SF A IR RS o) T AT kR ER S 0 E R
FH A GDPEF R 4 2 D & F B T £ {2 F T GDP & sy
FANZ RBEZATHRE T L B RBCORAF P SE - LA 2L
PAERKBT R EG EP F R F GDP &rpc/irif g 2 5 1(DAE7] e @
ZA f& Ting SR 0 mam AR A & EHCE) Co #0435 GDP & sy

pAdiarkiE > B e dk B0 A JEG @ Bk 0 Flpt g HAT o
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+ 35GDP GC
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15000 20000
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5000 20000
o 10000
o = e g
1961 1966 1971 1976 1981 1986 1991 1996 2001 2006 i

"i“‘dGDP__“GC‘

B 54 1961~2007 & ¢ T+ 32 GDP(2 ;b)l;’i’fit}%}-iﬂ' ‘%’f LR B(FE £ ~)
4 ¥=GDP GC
40000 - 20000
30000 - 15000
20000 - 10000
10000 - 5000

1961 1966 1971 1976 1981 1986 1991 1996 2001 2006 =

Bl- 4k 1961~2007 # § § ~ 32 GDP(% ~)& s 7 2 HARE B(P & £ ~)

"i—‘:IGDP___‘GC‘

X ¥5GDP GC
40000 r - 20000

30000 - 15000
20000 - 10000

10000 - . - 5000

SN i R R A A R R R A R A A B R A A A A A A B SR A

(o}

0}
1961 1966 1971 1976 1981 1986 1991 1996 2001 2006 =

| ~ 15GDP - - —- GC |

W= #74est 1961~2007 & 9 F 4 35 GDP(# =)@ scfrf § 4 ABERI(F 4 £ ~)

A 3=GDP GC

20000 r -1 120000
100000

15000 80000

10000 60000

5000 40000

- 20000

O Iy e S sy | O

1970 1974 1978 1982 1986 1990 1994 1998 2002 2006 -+

Bl ~ = 4r 1970~2007 # § § ~ 32 GDP(% ~)& s/l 7 2 HAREBI(P & %2 ~)

~ 1GDP — — - - GC |
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oz LB FrcH s 3L 35 GDP E {346 T
Bpe B33 | T2 | RE&H R E s
g yosp| ADF | *#7GDR -2.075(6) 5.694(0)* **
gy PP | GO -1.889(3) -5.701(3)***
e KPSS | * ¥2GDR 0.161(5)** 0.082(3)
A A A x ¥aGDP, -4.132(0) —
Al C + $5GDP, 4.071(0) —
o ADF | % $5GDP,|  -2.978(1) 4.282(0)***
;2’;1; PP | 432GDR|  -2307(3) -4.326(0)***
4 KPSS | * ¥5GDR 0.005(4) —
feaA | [+ #9GDPR -3.768(1) —

Al C + $5GDP, -3.829(1) —

s guoy | ADF | 1#GDR|  -1356(8) 4.632(7)*
wipgoy | PP |PPODR| 13650 -3.704(2)**
st KPSS |+ $5GDR|  0.178(5)*** 0.051(3)

B A = X $2GDP, -2.263(1) —

Al C C1GDR | -2.969(1) _
| ADF |*#GDR| 223501 4.809(0)***
R T oGDR | -1.566(0) 4.729(3)***
B ARH IR

KPSS |+ #5GDR|  0.088(4) _
I ADF | “35GDR|  0.361(0) 4.647(0)***
t#5E%| PP | 4J5GDR|  0.109(1) 4591(2)***
KPSS | * $5GDP,|  0.730(4)** 0.259(0)
A |, [PGDR| 27621 _
4l C ©15GDP,|  -3.358(1) _

P 1L ADF st B endistph ey £ iRdp AIC S R rEH 2 B Z ¥
2. PP % ¢ KPSS 1 #_¢hj%

3. %4 1 e 10%3F ¥ -k B T IE8 b & K
Tt 1%8 F R BT IES m & BRK -
4. ADF-~PP2 b 53k 5 F B 19 » KPSS2 /& 8 i3k
5.ZA {24 =7 0 #27)
-458 ;

*k % :}

-5.34~-4.80 -
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Fpe (2l3li | kU | R kB — BEAA
ADF GC -2.374(8 -3.955(0)* *
s 8 ge t (8) (0)
pr PP GC, -1.694(4) -3.978(3)**
= | KPSS | GC, 0.104(5) —
3 A GC, -4.460(1)* —
ZA
A C GC, -4.723(1) —
ADF GC, -3.097(1) -5.240(4)* **
¢ BT PP GC 2.395(2 5.703(6)***
| t -2.395(2) -5.703(
ER KPSS | GC, 0.077(5) —
A A GC, -4.137(1) —
ZA
#3 C GC, -4.008(1) —
GC - * %%
I ADF t 3.416(8) 4.549(1)
b A PP GC, 2.615(3) -6.897(5)***
Fraes | | KPSS | GC, 0.234(5)*** 0.114(1)
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A3 A GC, -2.466(1) —
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3 C GC, -2.901(1) —
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ERE SR X F RN IS 21 R E IS N

m

I SR TN R
Z_ VAR #73] chdoif 55t i A2 fpt JI* AIC kiE 4% VAR #°3) chdoif 5% 1
il BF ORI b (trace) kTt & B R (maximum  eigenval ue)
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e S #F A5 GDP & § & 2 Johansen & B £ e T
The 4. Test

Number of
Eigenvalue Trace Statistic 5% Ciritical Value 1% Critical Value Cointegrating
Equations
0.51 37.56 25.32 30.45 None**
0.26 11.38 12.25 16.26 At most 1
The 4, Test
Number of
Eigenvalue Maximum 5% Ciritical Value 1% Critical Value Cointegrating
Statistic Equations
0.51 26.18 18.96 23.65 None**
0.26 11.38 12.25 16.26 At most 1
LI A s O AR PR LB L ED ApH D % L AIC k| FER] o

2% % e SR E KBTI m m BRK 0 A A 10K F R R TR m E BRE

A3 BT F A GCDP & § 4 212 Johansen £ B & e T

%
The A4, Test
Number of
Eigenvalue Trace Statistic 5% Ciritical Value 1% Critical Value Cointegrating
Equations
0.18 17.11 25.32 30.45 None
0.17 8.17 12.25 16.26 At most 1
The 4, Test
Number of
Eigenvalue Maximum 5% Ciritical Value 1% Critical Value Cointegrating
Statistic Equations
0.18 8.94 18.96 23.65 None
0.17 8.17 12.25 16.26 At most 1

LB A Arb R AR 2 A R LB S p AApH T % LAIC B | sl o
2% 5% FRETIEGE EBER L L 1% F L ETIESE £ BERXK -
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A ATt OF A 32 GDP & s 7 A 20 Johansen & F £ e T

The 4, Test

Number of
Eigenvalue Trace Statistic 5% Ciritical Value 1% Ciritical Value Cointegrating
Equations
0.36 25.47 25.32 30.45 None*
0.21 8.54 12.25 16.26 At most 1
The 4, Test
Number of
Eigenvalue Maximum 5% Ciritical Value 1% Critical Value Cointegrating
Statistic Equations
0.36 19.93 18.96 23.65 None*
0.21 8.54 12.25 16.26 At most 1

FLULER bR E S E: 10 kY R E B AR p PR 2 B LAIC B | hER] o
2% 5% FLETIESEEBER YA L 1% FRETIEG R & BK o

- afEpf Ao GDP &y 7 4 412 Johansen £ B & & T

The ﬂtrace TeSt

Number of
Eigenvalue Trace Statistic 5% Ciritical Value 1% Critical Value Cointegrating
Equations
0.40 14.03 12.53 16.31 None*
0.01 0.23 3.84 6.51 At most 1
The 4, Test
Number of
Eigenvalue Maximum 5% Ciritical Value 1% Ciritical Value Cointegrating
Statistic Equations
0.40 13.79 11.44 15.69 None*
0.01 0.23 3.84 6.51 At most 1

TEILER e s 108 AR R LB AR ApH T % LAIC B | R o
2.% % e DYOBF E KT IES B E B 0 ** 4 A 1% Y KT IES b BK -
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“ 35 GDP &2 s Rl 4 4 B § E WM G0 Tt k2 0

p q
AY, =C,+ > oA+ BiAX,  + uECT  +¢ (5.4.1)
i=1 j=1
AX =C+ D 1AX i+ DAY, +HECT +¢, (5.4.2)
i=1 j=1

i 7 Granger 7] % M 246 T_°

B AR T GDP Rl 3 L B s (DA R RSB LG H K
& FEF F GDP -~ sl § A Mk £ e 0 A 4§ ehlidR i 7 Granger

1% B % 0 S AR AT A

p q
AY, =C + Y oA+ D BiAX | +é (5.4.3)
i=1 j=1
AX, =Co+ D 1M+ D LAY, + & (5.4.4)
i=1 j=1

d & A&7 g R D 0 VECM 5 5338 7 Fl 5k R 7O 5 B RT
‘edt % % o Wald tests fr t-testS(ECT) & B m o 1%% ¥ -k T 8% > £ 735 B
R jchd § 4 #5 GDP @ pchri) & & MenF % M i 5 e 1% 5 s 50 & Wald
tests &7 7+ % 10%AF F -k ¥ TR F > T L Fchf F A B T L 5 GDP hi %
Fl % B 12> T PR @IS 2 oo Bfd >0 VAR A HCAIE T Rl R e TR RS B
# o Wald tests #7717 50048 F K E T &% > ¥ L F F 4 32 GDP B B s g

D E B F) % B e o Fpt L ER B o
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i L B Granger 7% B Ui te T4
VEC Granger Causality/Block Exogeneity Wald Tests
B e -y 4 Ardest % iE
Lag 7 8 7
Dependent| * =2 = A 3o
. . GC ECT GC ECT GC ECT
variable : | GDP GDP GDP
, 60.81***| -6.095*** 68.82*** | -1.409*** 12.34* | -0.502
L35 GDP|  — — —
(0.000) | (-4.449) (0.000) (-4.615) (0.089) |(-0.089)
ae 55.80*** -16.828***|119.70* ** -0.523***| 11.59 10.902
(0.000) (-4.295) (0.000) (-4.889) |(0.089) (0.377)
VAR Granger Causality/Block Exogeneity Wald Tests
B Fe Null Hypothesis Chi-sq Lag Probability
GC does not Granger Cause + 3= GDP 2.34 5 0.800
H ik
A 32 GDP does not Granger Cause GC 12.06 5 0.034**

2D 1LECTR 43841

2% % 7 t10%BE E R ETRIE %% 4 7 A5%RIF KM T AF 1 %A 7 L 106RE FORE T ATF o

BLIZ
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