BN S &g F i R BE #%

—— U F— R E A R
SO S S

. C & IC

BURFSZH ERERROBFRED < » T, ThETE L OBLREFYE S,
SESERBAD SHREY « FEFABED SN TE T, WHTH, RFEHK
ROBUF X 2RI SIS SR S8 5 L0 S REUE, 7 7+ — kAl
(Wagner’s law) & LTHIGNTWBE, ZhISH LT, 1 v XoM#kHIE, ¥
JEZH OBEMARTEEZ R L, REGHREB U TREREEARTIE2RL
T 5%, Biswal, Dhawan and Lee (1999) % Magazzino (2012) 29t - T, Wi
#Fx 77> —{KE (Wagnerian hypothesis), % % 7 1 » X3¢ (Keynesian
hypothesis) &M &2 5 &, 77 F—EHREIREREN SBRFZH~AD
RRBRO I ZE, 7 A v XRFUSBURF S A o BB R~ O KRR O 1
ZEWRLTL S,

FRTE, OOBEOBFZ &RFEE (GDP) ORRBREMTT 2 2 &
&b, 97 F—REET A v ARHDOBILE KT T 205, Thd 22O
KRR ROMNIEE, BEHOMBIRFERA 5 BAOMBUL & - TEERE
RKHEEESD, bLY I F—WEMKILT 575 51, BUF OBBUIREKE
LEHITHEMT 5 EMRAEND, BUNSCH OB, MERTERD S
THFOMBORIARESE 205, & Uy A v XRHRMSEALT 5 & dThid, &
BRRICHOPBELZ S L bEZSND,

77— E D S BEIEHREH L NS, E0bIRRIIF—5 20T,
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B S & R AR O (R R B AR
BURZHH & GDP (%7214, GNP) & 2B#Eiff 0 2 RO icihos, %
OFMHUBRIFENTE I, ZO—HOPIE LT, Gupta (1967), Wagner
and Weber (1977), Mann (1980), Abizadeh and Gray (1985), Ram (1987),
Abizadeh and Yousefi (1988), Nagarajan and Spears (1990), Bairam (1992) %743
H5, LinL, ThoYSFOEIMETE, HHINIRINT -7 WEET
HBEERRELTEY, 77 F—RFAFT 2R RED T OERTH
B AP HER S T3 (Henrekson, 1993), % D 7o, #EEDFEIEHET
3, BUFZH & GDPIZMY % 2 BRI DL THRIGREZTT, £FIho
OEHMEHOBHEBICHEPEIDEMILTO S, ThickD, 28H
DBEHOEEBIRIC S 254, BEBETFIVARE LT 2EEMoEN LR
WORRMIE OB DR T 2,

2O &S BBURFKH & GDP O RRBFOBREICESE, 77 F—EL s
A v RO Z Y A BEE S 5 ERE R, AR TINE TEHTHE
Th, 1z, 77T —RAOTYMICHT AEIMALE LT, FIZE, 1+
1) 2122 T Oxley (1994) & Chow, Cotsomitis and Kwan (2002), {it5 D88
O [E % %4212 Anwar, Davies, and Sampath (1996), G7 #E%XI5 &9 % Bohl
(1996), RIEFEIEOEERE AR 5220 F A ¥R 1T Payne and Ewing (1996),
F1Y ¥ ¥ 22T Chletos and Kollias (1997), 1 Z 722 T Asseery, Law
and Perdikis (1999), ##® 2 — v v /SFEEIC > T Thornton (1999)
Kuckuck (2014), 7 # Y A &REIZT 2O T Islam (200D, 7 ¥ 7 OHHEEP
SeEE 7T & O A E A %S & LT Chang (2002), Chang, Liu and Caudill (2004),
# THED 9 A B % HIT Tyare and Lorde (2004), 7 4 ¥ —IZ DU T Narayan,
Prasad and Singh (2008), = 2 — Y — 3 ¥ FiZ2W T Kumar, Webber and
Fargher (2012) HOHHESE T oN 5,

FLTE2IL, 97 F—RELEr 1 v XEHRO VT NDERILT 5 In &2 BRI

(1) 97F—FEaHseH < 3EAMEOBMc >V, FH (2003, 2015 =5
Y (YRR

20



MR R (F48BE 1-2-35)
IR 2 FREWFE & Ui, BENC DT Park (1996), 77 U 70 3 A[H
% %t &1 Ansari, Gordon and Akuamoah (1997), # # %I >»T Biswal,
Dhawan and Lee (1999), Y ¥ + XD T Dritsakis and Adamopoulos (2004)
& Antoniou, Katrakilidis and Tsaliki (2013), < L — ¥ 72T Samudram,
Nair and Vaithilingam (2009) & Govindaraju, Rao and Anwar (2011), A F3¥ 3
{22 T Iniguez-Montiel (2010), A ¥ = J 7iZ24 T Babatunde (2011),
15 ) 72T Magazzino (2012), BT 7 Y #7122 T Odhiambo (2015)
FOWHEMBIF SN B, &b, Biswal, Dhawan and Lee (1999), Dritsakis
and Adamopoulos (2004), Samudram, Nair and Vaithilingam (2009) & Magazzino
(2012) FEhEh, BURNKHEEBOIHIEEICHHEL, X & GDP O
WRBGRESTT A LTI 7S — R E T A v RO BALIZ D W THE L
T s,

CIT, HERCBY 5IEEQORINILE LT, B « FH 201D WEUF—
fig et O & GDP O R E ST LT 508, Bt Ty 7+ —{K
BMETA Y KRB E SIS B L0 HHHERER LTS, %72, Ono
(2014) 13, BUFSCH (BURRA MBS + BUFREEEREK) & GDP O
RRBROMEICL D, BIIZBNTT 7+ —{HHDAMNHEILT 5 &0 5 5047
BREBNTHS, UL, BUFKHEAERHOXHERICABL T, £XHIC
POTY 7 F—RBET A v ALHOF LW ERET T 2 FAMERB LA LR
Bﬂﬁﬁz@ﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬂt&ﬁﬁm?—&%mmt@%%%m%ﬁmﬁﬁ,
DREORE L CHBURRERET S0, FoLkHBITHEBEEIRK, 55
WIS € 0 ERET 2B K DR ERERBET 5 EE L o0 B, %
CTAMODO B, bBREO— BB %2055 E LT, BFXHEEROHE
HICHEL, & E GDP ORRBFE IS5 2 Licky, KHAlicy 7

(2) FH (2003) 1, BUFOHERIZ—REBUF T TR ANSROER %50,
BURF X H = BUNBRRIE B, AMBERER, ¥« +—ExBA, RUBETH
WIZAELT, DAENCBT BT Y —IRROZYEERT LTS,
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BURSEH & i R O RERBA %

F—IRGE A v RIGERD AL E BT %o

207, EREHFIRICHES & —RBUF O 2 108 O ST H T M8
T3, 12 L, HEISNEBURH T — 4 1319804EE ) S OFEE T — & BAT
AEETH B, T—IEBDECECSHEND D, ZORBEICHLT 57
WIT, AROFEIAST T, FHMSBEIC DT, Pesaran, Shin and Smith
(2001) 2 & - TRESNKHTERSTHE Z 7 (Autoregressive Distributed Lag,
ARDL) "% v FRET 7u—F%28HAT 5, Zhick b, BUFil & GDP
B 3 2 ERAEM T BRI S 254, BEBEETVEHREL T2
EHORBEEE DT B, 2O ARDLNY v NRET 7 v —F i, Engle
and Granger (1987) % Johansen (1988) IZ & » THE SN/ MR DI D4R
ROHFEITHLT, KOFEEED, FOE 1, BEO L IWMEXDEE
KBWCLHEATEXRZETHb, SHICE2E, BUFZHE GDP D&ZEH
OB ORED 2P LTI hiE, oL UDEEHOTSOREIZET 51
ﬁ%%?&bmm:&fﬁgz

KO, KOBYTHb, TTHNLTI, FLMrTEMTET—
5 EAHTHIEIC O WTIRHT 50 KICHEIAICB LT, BUFH & GDP i<
T2 2EHBORMARELTY, ThiE 3% 2 EHM oA & RHNORE
BREST LT, ZOREXIRRT 5, BB, BIVHTRERETENS,

I, ¥—% EEENTDFHE

1. ¥—9%
AFETIE, DMEOISEEH H2013FEE TOFET -5 ZFEMLT, K
W7 S RFEREORBMGEMIT 5. & DIEIESTTE, BFXH%E

(3) ARDL /% ¥ N#%E 7 7o —F I, Samudram, Nair and Vaithilingam (2009),
Babatunde (2011), Govindaraju, Rao and Anwar (2011), Kumar, Webber and Fargher
(2012), Antoniou, Katrakilidis and Tsaliki (2013), Ono (2014), P3¢ (2015), KU
Odhiambo (2015) HORED Y 7' F —KicBd 2 AR R ICBTHEH SN
Thd,
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ME bR e (F48BE1-2-35)
1 BUZH o5

BUFSH

n R

(1) —fgaded—Ex

OFF B ELHERERS, Sl - MIE, itEE OxsREEY,
Q¥ — X, OEENE, O—RAKY -l 2H%
FAZE, @ficgBshau—Rafkd—vx, OAKEBREI,

®BUfMM OB, T3 HBEEN 5,

(2) B

OmEHpiH, ORMPi%, OWIFEERE), OW#<Md 2IEM
WP S RERBNF I D 2 BUFBIM O & HE, O Hsh
TObE, il XA EN S,

@) nFDRRF - K

OEZY - R, OHBY—EX, QBHF, OMBE, OLH
el & gaic Bl 2 WRRS, @MUCABE R OANE &
&, KB 2 EMMEEN S,

(4) REBED

O—fiRys, B - HENE OBRYE ME M W OR
BROCZRNF—, O, B ER¥E OXE, OB#E
OINFEER EDZ DMOESE, @REMEICHET 2R ©
iz 2 ES NSRS, BT AXENsEENh 5,

(5) BREEIRTE

OBz OE, OPKOEN, QFBRER, OEMEHRNE LR
B, ORERMICHT 2HEMRE, OMsBshTVERE
R, BT A HAEENS,

(6) £ « Ik T A =7 «

OFEMho &, OHURiLLER, Ok, OFKIEE, GfF
= HUIRT A =7 4 CBET ATRSEERR, @I NITOEE -
Hilg 7 A =54, CHTAEHBEENh 2,

(7) &

OFEFE, ERHSEROHE, O/NEBREY -2, OFky—
ER, @AREEY —EX, OREBERICHT2HERZ ©f:
RSN T VREER, M IEHERa TS,

(8 IR « UL« FH

OEBEEZR—YH—ER, QXY —E X, Ok & BT —
EX, @F#HEzoiftay—vx, @B, b, F3ic
B9 2 WIEBASE, ®fcsaha g, b, 5%, Kl
ZXHMEEN S,

9 %& OMETHE LUNHERE, OHEHE, OFERIESSTHE, @
HEHE, OVNVINCERETEROETE, OEE~OHMBINY—
EX, OZBICMT 20T, i EIhB0ESE, M
TEXHMNE TN,

(10) #h&x R O LEE, OFlnE, OfE OXKKLETHICHEYT 2RE

O®%¥, ©fE OusEIhBOERNER, @akiEic
M9 2 PSR, OB IO, BT 23
ﬁih%o

W B T E R A

Higshiz 10O X i

SEEUT, K& GDP ORBEMFBARST 2, &

2T, BUROHEIZDWTIE, —RBUF (FREY, HABIRR SRR
&) ASWREL, B1TRENS LS KB %, (1) —fFAaky—F

Z, (2) Bit, (3) o~k

DRFF « Ra, () B, 6) BRERE 6) % -
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BURST I & R R o B R BA (R
g7 A =5 4, (7) FME, (8) g « sk - 5%, (9) #(F, 0 R
T 5, HHHITOOT, BEHEIH EREZEREELIT TIRE L, B
Wb AY B T EET By T OABIRLIR S GDP OF =513, T~
THEN TERRESE] J0Bons,

nB, AEOKEIELSW TR, FTF—72REABETCERTEDEL, FE
GDP i3 [EEZKHE] XVEERNATE2, £IA0, Lo HMINZS
FEANKEBFZHIZODOTREHRBEO T - BAKSINTED, 205 B
RN ETHOAEEHEO 7 — 5 bFHATRETH 2, FEUTIHOL HED
F—5%, BIZIEGDP 77 V—F — AR LUTHENT LI EBEIOND
M, TITRE/EZHIEOVT, BIFREHEXHOZBEEEEEOT -5 %
HOTENERBUFRREBEIHT 7V —y —28IML, ThoEfHLTHE
BT 5 LTt B,

EZAT, LERo BRI HE i KB 04 BIER ORAEHES
OEGHEDT— 5 (000FFEREEE) 3, TERBEHE] B8O TI8EEL
SFIHFRETH B, £, 2006FEEN S, —REFEMAOIHIZONT, B
JFSZ H O BEERI BT & » REIEHH 2oL L% BIEO 7 — 8 RURAINE
THOREHED T~ (005BEHKME) HWAKShTNE, 22T, Bflicb
1 BT — 5 ERERT 57T, Th o kiR U TI9804EE D S 20134 E E TO
BBHZHOTF - 2 HRT L& Ui, S517, AROEFST TR, B
& GDP O&FERE 1 A4 THRRL, Zho 2Z8BORFHMMRIT
WTHAHEITIo | A D ORERHEERTZHDOAODT -5 13, #

T

N

]

(4) BUROBESZHABIFXHIZED 2 XEMEI DOHBIC DN TE, KBITHE
WBWTHIFIETH B, HZ1E, Ram (1987) *® Anwar, Davies and Sampath
(1996) HoHTR, BUFKIHEBEIHEZZD THEL, AN LT,
Payne and Ewing (1996), Chletsos and Kollias (1997), MU Biswal, Dhawan and Lee
(1999) %A I U ET A5 OFEIMAFEE, BiEH (0, BEHLL) b
EHTHIT LT B, AFTS, Tho—EHOWAIHE > T, BUFSTHICHBIESH
EEDBIERT S,
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BT A (BE48BH 1-2-375)
BEHER [AOHEH] poBonsd,

2. HEMHRE

FREOEIN T, BN M S M 0B % BRI & GDP o 2
ZHMORRBRICDVTHNT 5, 20T, FTHE LI, 77+
DHEFEMIEIZE T B Peacock and Wiseman (1961) OEHALICH T, RO (1)
RTv 7 —WHORERFRE, (2)RTr 1 v RGO KRB E RT3,

LG=ay+a LY e, (1)

LY:=Bv+B LG+ ey (2)
ZIT, LG & LY BEAZThBUFXIN & GDP 2B TRRL, S5ICH
KB AEE > RERTH B, T, eu & ey FBEHTH %,

Z2ULT, 2, BFXHEGDP O 2EH2shEn 1 Ach oEHT
#RLUT, Gupta (1967) KETSE, k(33X TV 7+ — KO RKEMBRE,
(DHRTH A v XRFO R RBRERET T 50

LG/N=¢o+ ¢ LY/N +ey (3)

LY/N=08,+6LG/N+ex (4)
ZIZT, LG/N, & LY/N, &, AO%AN&ELT, ZhThBIFZHE & GDP @
FEMEAE 1T AE D TERL, SORHRAEEZ L -HERTH B, £, e
& ey ITBEHTH 5,

EEOBUGIH & GDP @ 2 M oM REIL DT, ARTHE,
Pesaran, Shin and Smith (2001 i & » TREI WY v FMRET Tn—F
ERO0B, ZONY Y FRER, RO XD I, 19804EE M, 520134 EE T
EE?*&%ﬁmiém%$@%émﬁmf§ﬁmfgé&mﬁﬂﬁﬁ%%z

(5) Narayan (20052) 3, 7V7 D9 FEIZONT, BUROIA &EXZHOKRSIT—
5 &AL TNA EZHOREBEFRESH LT3, T O Narayan (2005a) DEFE
TR, Y IV I AL X TIZONT, A VRRYTO T=31 125614 KD T=41
¥ TO/NMERTDHMTTH B, £ D7, Pesaran, Shin and Smith (2001) X & -
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R & R R o TR R B AR

F7, N v RMET 7o —FIi, Engle and Granger (1987) % Johansen
(1988) @ & 5 L ELFIGME DO FHix LRI, MGOREMN L Lo/hsbhy
FREIRELVWER SR ZEFTIVIBLSORE, THbE, RETE, ¢
NTOEBIDOTHSOREME U THRINEE SN ENS T EE2HRE
LT, 207%®H, ZO7 7a—Fik, NSO REEBRE T 3B
H U AR AP T % (Narayan, 2005a),

2T, Nw Y NBERETT HdIc, BFZH (LG) & GDP (LY) @
B (50 1), 50 F 1 AN OB (LG/N) &1 A%7zh
GDP (LY/N) oM (€57 2) 20T, £hEFhkATcEEN S ARDL
EFNVEHET 5,

51

?
ALG=avt BawBLG -+ SauALY - tasL Gt L Yt (5)

ALK=Brﬁ§P“ALK4+é¥yALG4+BJJQ¢+&LGﬂ+vy (6)
ETINV2 .
ALG/N,zqﬁoJrél ¢1,<ALG/N,_,-+§¢2,-AL Y/N.
+¢s LG/Ni-i+ ¢, LY/N—+uy, 7
AL Y/N,:6o+é§“AL Y/N,-rt 50uALG/ N,

+8LY/ N1 +6,LG/N o +va (8)
IT, AR I EOBEEREF, v & v BREBHTH 5,
EFV1LED, (5)RTBVT, 2EBBCESBERBEELELEND
IRIERBUE Ho: as=a,=0 TH D, WEHIE B 070, .70 TH B, —A,

TRESNANT Y MRET 7o —F 28 LT, BUFOWA LD 2 EHHE D
HRGREET > T b, KBODTS, VY TN A XM T=34 TH5B7D,
Narayan (2005a) &R, HAMAREIZDVTANY Y NRET 7 —F 205
ZEE L,
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MBS (F48BE1-2-35)
(6)RieBWT, HMPEEBEELEOEN I REREE Ho: B:=8=0T
B0, MW Hi: B0, fi7#0 Th b, ZDw, ThoDRERGRE,
ZhZEh FHETREZHOTHRET 5, RIS, EFV21I220Th, (7))
BNT, 2EBMTHEMABBRSEELZNEL S ARG H: g=¢.
=0Thh, WIEHIZ H:¢:70, ¢.7#0 TH 3B, —F, (BHRickuLg, &
A BRDTELE LSV &0 ) RERBUE Ho: 6:=0,=0 TH b, MR
Hy: 6:#0, 6,40 TH B, £Dwd, IhoORERESG, ThTh FHEE
EHNTHRIET 5,

IO FHEBONESHER 2EMBM TS BEENTFELZ L &V S RE
RO T THEENTH D, FRER, @ 770 EHMHE () HMrER
o, LT, () ¥ 7y XITEEL TWb, Pesaran, Shin and Smith
(2001) & Pesaran and Pesaran (2009) &, HEICBT 5 2 DOMRMHE, 374
bETﬁ@%ﬁﬁtLﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ%%%bfhgzTﬁQﬁﬁﬁ@%?»m@
FhBTNTOEEMI0) THE I EEMELTEY, EHOBAMIETN
TOEFM I THDHI LENELTV S, SFEEINK FRFFEOMEN LS
DGR A BB B EEIE, ERGBERNEIE LT N E0 S RIMREHI SN =
NBZ Eltihd, Z0&X, BT E GDP © 2 ZH TG BERICH B &
Hicx 3, £UT, FHREBROMENTHOHEIELE TR 28810, RIER
MEFEHSNT, 2EHBCANSBERIERELTLEHET 5, LML, &
LtBE S hc FREIEOEN T HOMREL EHORFEOMIZH 2 &dn
i, RS EDRKERIAHEE L5,

1)

(6) FHEIMETS2O0BERMER, ¥ TN+ A X TIZD2T, Pesaran, Shin
and Smith (2001) Ti¥ 7=1000 ®¥54, Pesaran and Pesaran (2009) Tid 7=500
DEAMIREEIN TS, & 512, Narayan (2005b) iIKEWTH, T=30 o T=
80 ETOY v TIH A T B BERMENRE S T3, 138, Microfit 5.0 T
i3, 2 ODEERMEABEERD S I EMNTES (Pesaran and Pesaran, 2009),
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BT & R R o BRI ARBA 1%
3. Granger DEREEFDIEE

EREONNY U FREICK T, BUFSIH & GDP @ 2 225 <A B iR s
H 5 LYW Eh B &, Odhiambo (2009, 2010) - T, EF IV 1 TIHIRD
(DXFRFAOR, EFNV 2 TREROUDRF 2 RADRTEEI W BHEE
IEETFIVICET X, Granger DRBEMMREETT o

=71
?
ALG,»:ao"_ 'Z]la]iALG17,'+ ioa’zfAL Yi-itas ECM,- +uy ( 9 )
b
ALY =fut DALY, i+ éﬁzfALG,_f+BsECM,_l+uz, (10)
EFIVD .

b
ALG/N=ot S3¢uALG/Nr-it SgubLY/N. -+ ¢ ECM 11,
an
p
ALY/Ni=8+ S0ubLY/N -t 56aALG/N,-+8,ECM -+ (12)

ZIZT, un & uy 3BEIET, ECM, 3 2EKOEREHEGRI BN
SN SOREBEHTH 2, COREBBEEHDRE, as & B (F70id ¢s &
0s) 13, B S OMRERISHT 2HEOREERL TS,

ZIT, BINXZHE GDP @ 2 B @ Granger OEWT O REEZROWAE
&, ROBYHTHB, £7)V1TRE, BIFKH (LG) & GDP (LY) @ 2&H
22T, @HoRRMFOTFLER, (9 (FEA0RX) Lo, 7745
2, ALY OEIREE as (£7213 ALG- OEIRRE ) W F BETEE
THEHEIDTHHIT 5, Zhict LT, BHORREFROFEER, (9)R
(FEAO) kKB 2EBBIEH ECM - OB as (X723 8:) M t#E
THETHZDEI DL DHMWT 5, FERICET V2 TH, 1AM
S (LG/N) &1 A%7D GDP (LY/N) ® 2EHIc>0T, FoREE
BfpofFER, QDX (F2EADR) Lo, S/4EEH, ALY/N. 0
JRRE $o (F7013 ALG/Ni—; OIIRRE 6.0 B FRETHETH S0 ED
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M bR e (B48BE1-2-3%5)

PTHET 2, Zhicd LT, REOREEMOEER, QDR (/413302

#H) ICB T BREBIET ECM, . ODRE ¢ (7213 6) BIRETHETH
BinE S DT & 0 HINT B,

W, BUFXH & GDP © 2 RTINS RN H 2 EHBT S hiRWGE,

EFN1ITREZRO(DRXFLFAOR, EF V2 T EROQDKFE

ARtk T, BEETHEEBRELLEFVOMEIESE, S0 REH

(n
ROMEDHEFTH T EITT 5,

. SEFESHFTORER

1. BRIEE

KRGO IREAT T, F UL, BUFH & GDPICBd 2 FEHIZ>01 T
BABHEET Y. B D X 51T, Pesaran, Shin and Smith (2001) 2 & %\
UV RRET 7o —F TR, FEBMI0) /23 1) THA I &AW
LTWhd, §ihb, Ny FREEZETT 20T, E0EHS I(2) T
B, RS ORBMNENEBE TOROMLETERT 2 LERH 2, £
D721z, Dickey and Fuller (1979, 1981) iZ & 3 ADF (Augmented Dickey-
Fuller) #: %, Phillips and Perron (1988) T & % PP #E, R U Elliott,
Rothenberg and Stock (1996) iZ & % DF-GLS (Dickey-Fuller GLS) # & % 1
95,

9, F£2LE3ITE, EFNLICEBY 2 10EOBFZH (LG) & GDP
(LY) OFREHOBARREORERIMESh 0B, 2T, £1THES
heBRFXHIC2 0T, B (LG) #EhZh LGl » 5 LG10, TERRT 5,
& 2 ITBUFH & GDP O F/KEELA ST 2 B/ R %, K3 BBUNH &
GDP OXZEHD 1 B OREERBICH T 2 MERRERL TS, Ih&D,
LD I OOBMERILEL, SOIERELECB TS MLy NHEEZGETLE

(7) Granger OB FZOKREDFFHEEIC DT, Odhiambo (2009, 2010) %2
Hahicn,
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LR &R Rl B O ISR B 4%
#£2 BEPOKEZECHT 5 BALRBE

A, bL U RIHAL

E B ADF %7€ PP B DF-GLS #7E
LG1, (—fAsy—E2) —3.294987(0) ** —3.198986*  —1.718140(1)
LG2, (Bif#) —5.030896 (0) *** —5.030896 ***  —0.464056(2)
LG3, (RFOTT « RE) —0.938271(0) —1.331392 —0.401382(0)
LG4, (%) —1.440557(0) —1.525811 —0.599190(0)
LG5, GREMRE —1.822212(2) —1.877811 —1.188717(2)
LG8, (k5 - 37 A =5 1) —1.876524(0) —1.376524 —1.238810(0)
LGT, () —2.511769(0) —17.763513**  —0.006388(4)
LG8, (K « U1k « 0 —1.738655(1) —2.085424 —0.905848(1)
LG9, (HE) —1.102392(0) —1.096091 1.153408(1)
LG10, GE&iRE —4.439285(0) ** —1.559639 0.716978(1)
LY, —2.619787(0) * —2.489390 —0.381220(3)
B. NV FIEHSD

B ADF 7€ PP & DF-GLS #7&
LG, (—fadsy—E2) —4.270783(0) *** —4.243299 % —4.393446(0) ***
LG2, (i) —2.340080(0) —2.340080 —2.388230(3) **
LG8, (AFDHSF « Z4) —2.679923(0) —2.686521 —2.714219(0)
LG4, (BB¥EW) —1.578710(0) —1.440557 —1.576136(0)
LG5, (BB —0.204296 (0) —0.204296 —1.086657(2)
LG6, (1E%E « g7 A =5 1) —1.235682(0) —1.156806 —1.226628(0)
LGT, (48 —2.597001(1) —1.879653 —1.680509(0)
LG8, (1838 « 3{k « 5550 —0.923967(0) —1.056884 —1.051468(1)
LGS, () —2.172222(0) —2.310649 —2.025209(0)
LG10, Cihexfit7) —4.521047(0) *** —3.956169*  —3.497866(1) **
LY, —1.705059(0) —1.728069 —1.541831(1)

& BAEsECB LT, b Y FEZLRIERHOA %GB ET N,

Ly NIHS D ER

HE ML Y FEARBEFVICLBRETH %, ADF B EDF-GLS RED 7 713,
SBC (Schwartz Bayesian Criterion) IZ2-3&BIREhTH D, WERKSEICE T 2HEIMA
DfEIL, BEBILBFAS 7B AERLTWS, T, PPRED/NY NIRIE, Bartlett kernel
% T Newey-West fEERICE ST 5, ADF#E & PP BEICE V) 5 R FAEI,

MacKinnon (1996) & b 5h 3, DF-GLS #E O F I,

13 MacKinnon (1996) &b, bL ¥ NIH®H H O 4 — XT3 Elliott, Rothenberg and Stock

(1996, Table 1, p. 825) L bk»Eh 3,
i ] 0K THE, I 5 %KEETERE, MIRI0%BKETHETH S I EERT,
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PR (B48BHE 1-2-35)
3 BEHOD 1 BOBELRLITET 5 BAMRRE
A bUL Y FIEHAL

K ADF PP B DF-GLS #5E
ALGL, (—fAEY —E2) —9.280751(0) *** —21.52392 %  —9.380557(0) ***
ALG2, (Bif) —2.038478(1) —4.080480 **  —1.244855(2)
ALGS, (REEOHSE « Ba) —5.943758(0) *** —10.92204 ***  —5.132600(0) ***
ALG4, (RHED) —6.332680(0) *** —6.278261**  —6.239068(0) ***
ALGS, CEBEMRIE) —1.945067(1) —4.698406 =  —1.916943(1)
ALGS, (E - KT A =5 4)  —4.996498(0) *** —4.938135**  —4.942694(0) ***
ALGT, (fR{#) —4.107990(0) **+* —3.860174**  —4.027755(0) **
ALG8, (A « L « 7% —3.666155(0) *** —3.687690 ***  —3.316132(0) ***
ALGY, (¥#) —5.451649(0) *** —5.451649 ***  —2.955882(0) ***
ALG10, (i-£&fi#) —1.417549(0) —5.739623 ***  —3.073769(0) ***
ALY, —38.977343(0) *** —3.975079 %  —3.951590(0) ***
B. LY FHEHSD

E ¥ ADF BE PP Hi5E DF-GLS #:
ALGL, (—RAY—E2) —9.158282(0) ** —27.23258***  —9.464321(0) ***
ALG2, (Bif) —5.240576(0) ** —5.271183**  —5.406258(0) ***
ALG3, (BNEOMFE « K4 —5.826655(0) *** —11.01905**  —5.835627(0) ***
ALGA, GRFED) —6.285651(0) *** —6.325612 7  —6.483439(0) **
ALGS, (BBEfRE) —5.723860(0) =+ —5.723776 **  —5,828085(0) ***
ALG6, (15 « MU T A =7 1)  —4.861026(1) *** —5.114885**  —5.247865(0) ***
ALGT, ({3 —5.684726(2) *** —6.475241 %% —4,687835(0) ***
ALGS, (J85 « 301k« F50 —4.024672(0) ** —3.991464*  —4.155423(0) =+
ALGY, (HB) —5.173376(0) *** —5.173376***  —4.418535(0) **
ALG10, (2R —3.629253(1) ** —5.384035 % —3.924494(0) ***
ALY, —4.,307255(0) == —4,240847*  —4.436379(0) ***

TERIIBY S AR BOBERREFTHE, £20LESHEIhIN,
3 ] GKIETHE, "5 BWKETHEETHSEZ E2RT,

BEEAUHBDETNICLZRETRAB IR SN, 60D, 350K

EHBEORRP SHWTT 2 &, BIFSZH (LG) DL E GDP (LY) DEH

I EHCTH I EEENE N E T Eh 5,

Wi, F#AELESIIE, EFNV2LBT A0 | A4k OBUFZH

(LG/N) &1 A%720 @ GDP (LY/N,) D& D BAMRE DR S
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BRI & R R O R R BA 1R

F4 1A BEROKEELH T 5 BURBE

A FU Y RHEAL

B ADF #:5E PP #7E DF-GLS &
LGI/N, (—fa#ky—E2) —3.489884(0) ** —3.425597*  —3.117384(0) **
LG2/N, (Bt —4.342243(0) *** —4.342243 %= —0.444432(2)
LG3/N, (RO « &) —0.530986(0) 0.005341 0.397120(0)
LG4/N, (BEED) —1.345438(0) —1.345438 —0.761986(0)
LG5/N, (REERE) —1.836781(0) —1.745760 —1.219948(2)
LG6/N, (£ - U7 A =7 1) —1.236225(0) —1.236225 —1.229645(0)
LGT/N, (@) —1.788744(0) —5.456662**  0.036803(4)
LG8/N, (183 « 34t - 750 —1.674273(1) —1.968473 —0.959691(1)
LGY/N, (%) —0.254486 (0) —0.254486 0.735151(0)
LG10/N, (ih:£&fi#) —1.417549(0) —1.559639 0.716978(1)
LY/N, —1.907056(0) —1.814288 0.194484(1)
B. PLUKRIEHD

E B ADF #3E PP #5E DF-GLS #i#
LGU/N, (—fafy—Ex) —4.366280(0) **+* —4,344752 7 —4.498696(0) ***
LG2/N, (M) —2.295101(0) —2.295101 —2.415904(3)
LG3/N, (BEDOHFF « K4&) —2.938027(0) —2.869276 —3.036390(0) *
LG4/N. (BRI —1.654511(0) —1.702840 —1.683371(0)
LG5/N, (REEfRHD —0.129198(0) 0.195843 —1.116477(2)
LG6/N, (¥ « MR 7 4 =5 1) —1.297288(0) —1.201432 —1.302365(0)
LGT/N, (R4 —3.400154(1) * —2.255940 —2.833362(1)
LG8/N, (B85 « 34t » 550 —0.937755(0) —1.083326 —1.090721(1)
LGY/N, (H#) —2.071976(0) —9.241411 —2.181843(0)
LGI0/N, GE&ARFE) —3.629253(1) ** —3.256169*  —3.497866(1) **
LY/N, —1.671743(0) —1.734079 —1.694529(1)
E R oEEBESNI,

53 ] BKHETHE, ™5 RKETHE, 0% KETHEETHZ I 51T,

ENTW3, 2T, BLTHEINLBFZIKS>WT, 1 ASLOEH
(LG/N) %2%NnZh LGI/N, % LGI0/N, THERT 5, F41x 1 A%
OBUFHH & GDP OF/KEERFICHT 2 RERERE, K513 1AM DI
REZH & GDP OB EH O 1 B OREZEBICE T AMERRERL TS, &
4EER5 XD, 3ODOMEHRBICLBERDP S, —RAKY - EXITHETHX
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e e (B488% 1-2-35)
£5 1 AYOBEHO | BOREERICEET 3 BARHE
A FL U REAL

¥ ADF #:3& PP #5E DF-GLS #i
ALG1/N, (—#A#t4— ¥ 2) —9.290461(0) *** —22.70382 ***  —9.397831(0) ***
ALG2/N, (Biff) —4.231590(0) ** —4.419123**  —1.355132(2)
ALG3/N, (Ao » &4) —5.895540(0) *** —10.01920**  —5.273336(0) ***
ALG4/N, (RR85%H) —6.359045(0) —6.350892 ***  —6.324379(0) ***
ALG5/N. (B —2.025218(1) —4.829681***  —2.015877(1) **
ALG6/N, ({E55 « HIK 7 A =5 1) —5.051034(0) *** —5.006700 ***  —5.021517(0) **+
ALGT/N. (1#fE) —4.384043(0) ** —4.418254**  —4.379299(0) *++
ALG8/N, (JB% - Ut - 5450 —3.714736(0) *** —3.739035**  —3.388457(0) **+
ALGY/N. (&#) —5.125334(0) *** —5.155640 ***  —3.029449(0) ***
ALGI0/N, (&R —4.521047(0) *** —5.739623 %  —3.073769(0) ***
ALY/N, —4.137751(0) *+* —4.082756 **  —4.168814(0) **+
B. PV U REBY

E B ADF 7€ PP #:E DF-GLS #3
ALG1/N, (—faFH—E2) —9.157564(0) *** —27.12184**  —9.463631(0) ***
ALG2/N, (Bi#) —5.271614(0) *** —5.299695 =+ —5.439816(0) ***
ALG3/N, (A:OW « #4) —5.801551(0) *** —10.14752 %  —5.822693(0) ***
ALG4/N, GE¥ZEL) —6.262067(0) *** —8.254822***  —6.460209(0) ***
ALG5/N, (RERHE) —5.707719(0) *** —5.707677**  —5.809525(0) ***
ALG6/N, ({555 « Hlfi 7 A =5 1) —4.821686(1) *** —5.090238***  —5,232808(0) ***
ALGT/N, (54 —5.745585(2) *** —6.608140 ***  —4.721905(0) ***
ALG8/N, (BB « 32t » 7%0 —4.007461(0) = —3.973928*  —4,138794(0) ***
ALGY/N, (&) —5.090878(0) *** —5.113745%*  —4,385019(0) ***
ALG10/N, (GL&R#) —4.439285(0) *** —5.384035 %+ —3.924494(0) ***
ALY/N, —4.257887(0) ** —4.191076 " —4.383048(0) ==

EIERCETS AR FOBERRETFTH S, R2OEEBMS W,
L L %KETHE, 5 WKETHETH L EAERT,

H (LGI/N) 20T I(0) BHTH 5 LT 5, 2hlilo 1 A%k
h OB (LG/N) & GDP (LY/N) OFEHE, I() EHTH 5 ke

PERENENZ XS,
Z07%, UTOSHTRE, BUFs (LG) & GDP (LY) oBfg (7L
1), #5031 A4 OBFH (LG/N) &1 A%720 GDP (LY/N)
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BORSEH & B aE o KB R
OBE (EFIV2) 1220 T, ARDLNY Vv FREZRITL, BFXHE
GDP K9 % 2 EHMZNENENMN T HEMERICHE0E S MERET 5,

2. HMHETE

HFG DY v FIREORKERIT, E6@EIhTwd, 22T, (5HAE
(6O (T, (HRE(8)IR) Itk 5 5 7 HiE, SBC (Schwartz Bayesian
Criterion) IS EBIRE Nz, £F, TFN1IKO0WT, BFXH (LG) %
MEBER, GDP (LY) #MAERETAEHE BT, —RALY—E X,
Vi, RSER, HEO4BHEOSXLETOA, HMSBBROEEIRENT
W3, FESh FHFROMIE, —HA®Y—EZ, HHEOXLHTHES
%/KMET L OEEREE, P, RFEHOAINTIRI0%KET LS OBRA
% EEl->Thb, £DMOETHITONTR, FHEIBOMEMN10%KETD
TFTHOBREZETE 70w, HMOSEREEELTVEHTEN S, Zhics
LT, GDP (LY) 2¢BAH, BUFH (LG) #MNEHMET 254 TH,
WFN bEE I N F R ROMEMI0%KMET T HOBEREATE>TED,
RS BREEE L SD SH S h 5,

Wiz, EFINVACOOTE, 1 AN OBIFXH (LG/N) = REREL,
1 A% @ GDP (LY/N) #MMERETEHEICENT, —KAKY —
E R, BEEE HEO3EHOAIHTEAMSBROFEEINIRENTO 5,
HEAN FHHBOMI, —HMARY —EXLKBFOLIIM TR 5 %kYE
T LA OBERMEE, BEEGICET 530 TIZ10%KET O EE L -
Tnd, £t, ZOMOEZEITHIZONTE, FRETBEOMMI0%KETDTH
DOEREETE S 720, HASBEBREFELTV LSO L, —7, 1AY
720 GDP (LY/N) ##BEH, 1 A% BUNH (LG/N) 2 MAEH &
TEEATR, WThOFESh FHRETEOMENI0%KETDO TS OB
A TE->TH Y, £MSBREFLELTOEHBTS N5,

LkhioT, £60OBEERLD, 2200FEFIMITBNT, HHHBRORE
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£6 HRSIMT ST FhE

BEFBERE R i (R48BH 1-2-359)

A ®FNMI1

BURF 32 H 5343 REBZER Fifat& A F Hiat#&
—RAIFYF—ER LG1, 6.7017** LY, 2.2383
5 o LG2, 5.3242 * LY, 1.7715
ANEOTRFE - K4 LGS, 4.2785 LY. 1.9733
BB LG4, 5.9330 * LY, 2.5987
B LG5, 1.2929 LY, 2.9940
5 T A =F 4 LG6, 1.9255 LY, 3.0854
R LGT, 1.2577 LY, 2.7514
PR« b - LGS, 2.7356 LY, 2.5138
HE LGY, 16.4306 ** LY, 4.2121
LR LG10, 3.8713 LY, 2.4455
B. €72

B 0 5348 REBAER F et PEBAER F #ata
—fRAFEY— X LG1/N, 6.6354 ** LY/N, 1.4084
s e LG2/N, 4.8416 LY/N, 1.2498
AEORRS - K& LG3/N, 4.0565 LY/N, 1.5240
RIS LG4/N, 6.1322* LY/N, 1.9011
BB RE LG5/N, 1.5552 LY/N, 2.4028
5 - g7 X =5 ¢ LG6/N, 1.7478 LY/N, 2.8160
PR LGT/N, 0.7852 LY/N., 2.3431
L (A== LG8/N, 2.5693 LY/N, 2.1938
e LGY/N, 14,1629 ** LY/N, 3.0112
R LG10/N, 1.5732 LY/N, 1.6875

FETFNICBYAREBERLG 220 T, (5)ROHEEIC X 3RS H: as=a=0

BT 2 MEKREE, HBEH LY, KoL T,

(6) KD HEIC X 59 HEAR 3

Hy: Bo=B=0 LT 2MEMRERLTE, EFN2KBIBRBES LG/N, K>
T, (DROWET L 2 RIEH Ho: ¢=0.=0 KHT I2MERKES, REBELH
LY/N, 20 Tid, (8)HOMEEIC & 2 IR Ho: 6:=0,=0 ICHd 3 RERREAERL
Tb, BWEICHET 5 FHRETEO T HOBRME LA OBREIZ, Microfit 5.0 (Pesaran
and Pesaran, 2009) &0 oNh b, FiERITBII 25 783, BRS 7EE 2B EL

T SBC (Schwartz Bayesian Criterion) {23 & BIREh T3,
35 WKETHE, H0%KETHETH S LETT,

ERBAH 2 RERAH, GDP 2 ML LT 2B IC0A RS, TF
V1THEHARARY - X, Bifh, BEXD, BHEORMIIOWT, TV
2TEARAY - B, BREED, B OKIIT OO TG BRI
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BORF3TH & RRBE R O AR BE £%
5 LYY B,

3. Granger DERBBEDIETE

HFSBRFBICBNT, BFXH E GDP O 2 MM EIHOMEBRICH 5
EafERsh S L, (DREAOR (Fed, ADXEADR) OREBIEE
FIOWEIESE, APEEMIZE T 5B H & GDP 0 REEREOHRE
5o £, AWM TRMOBEMESEELTL SHTs NG E, R
EBEEAR O TTFNVOHEEICE S EHHORRMBEOHOREETTH 2 &
129 %,

#7113, EFNVIEEBY 3EBFH & GDP @ 2 I O KRB ORE
HRERLTWS, £9, EMIcB 2BURFXI & GDP O REBRICERT
B, ®TITIE, BFZH LG) #HBEHK LT 258 180 THNSHFRO
FIESHER S, —RAKRY—EX, Vit RBREED RUEFO420%
FHIonT, (ROBEBIEEFIVICE TS5 7 & OBREBEHORE
as DHEEM & Z D ¢ HEBROMAWE SN T 5, WIHiThER/LSIT, F7
£ & OB IFHO RO B RS o OTER IS T 2 HEORE £
ELTHD, ABTRt RERX X ZHREBTEEHORH o OFEHICE SR
BB B BUR S &R EE (GDP) ORIRBRESTS 5,

£TX0, —BALY—ER, Wi, BEEDE RUOBEBEO 4 2OXMIEA
T, (DROBEBEHO R a; OWEMEZ VT LHDETHZ, 20D
b, ~fRAKY—ER, REES, RUBEOEIMIT20THE, e D
W 1 %OEENRETHENCAETH 5, JIC, FIZE, —RAKRY—
BRIk B EEEEHOKRHOM (—0.81970) &, RHoAHEHOL LT
BUMBHEEICEVTEBIESNE I EABRL TV S, LML, BHIIONT
12, EEBGEEOGH o OHEEEIE, 10%0FEKETHRINICERE TR
T, £D7cW, —fRAEKY —EX, BFEEH, RUEBFOLEZLHIIDONTO
%, BEEIKIC GDP »» 5 BN XA O RRBFSTFEST 2 LHETE 5, 4713
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MRS R (BB 1-2-38)
# T Granger ®REBFROBE (7N 1)

FIR o REREE Bl R #%
BUF3Z D 4358 WEER Fi#ggtae (P 1] ECM - (t HEtE)
—fpAEY - R ALG1, 3.0296[0.082] * ~0.81970(—8.5667) ***
ALY, 0.0481[0.826] -
F ALG2, 2.6299(0.105] —0.09283(—1.1143)
ALY, 3.9841[0.048] ** -
DEOHT - BE ALGS3, 1.4749[0.225] -
ALY, 1.9598[0.162] -
BEED ALG4, 11.2452[0.000] **  —0.34690(—3.4385) ***
ALY, 3.7514[0.053] * -
BB ALGS5, 10.5145[0.000] *** -
ALY, 2.8219[0.093] * -
5 - R T A =5 4 ALGS, 0.0064[0.936] -
ALY, 4.9583[0.026] ** -
PRigE ALGT, 0.0241[0.877] -
ALY, 0.0085[0.926] -
RS - 3L - ALGS, 0.1017[0.750] -
ALY, 10.8138[0.001] *** -
B ALGY, 20.5684[0.000] ***  —0.42627(—5.6680) ***
ALY, 1.7896[0.167] -
HERE ALG10, 0.5783[0.447] -
ALY, 8.4393(0.004] =+ -

B ALG i TiR(9)RNofEERE, REREM ALY k20 TR o
HBRERLTVWS, SMoRRERICET S FHEFER, (9):RN T ALY, &8 ALG ®
Granger BB TN ET 2 MERSL (100 TIX ALG 25 ALY, © Granger R TIZ72
WET BRI OV TORERSRTH 5, 5k, EHl[ INOBMWEIPETH 3,
fic, BRIBORREMEBRICONT, ECM. 13, BEEFHORBOMEEMERL TS,
RO YNOEIL, BEEETEHORBOMEMICHET 2 t HHROMERL TS,

31 %K THRE, 35 WKETHRE, "RI0RKETHEETHS I LEFRT,
bh, Tho JFEEOXHICO>NTE, BRIICBWTY 7+ — o R EMZ
WAL T 5 ENWZ B,
WiT, EFNVIICBT 2 2EMoEM Ik 2 KEBRICERETS &, 5
11, HH IOV TIR 1 BOFBEKET, —HRAKY -2 TIRIN%D
BK¥ET, GDP BB H® Granger RE TR W ET 2 BEIRBD & H8
FREIZIODFENINE I EBDNE, CNSORERIE, 77— HEHOKRE
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BUFZ & i alR o KRB F%

BROBILEER LT %, 821, 182 - b« EH EHERE DL TR
1 %DHEENRIET, BHEFEAEE - HIHT A =T 41IZ20 TR S BOHEKET,
BURFSZ A GDP @ Granger RIS TR &3 2 IRIEIREL D 505 F BREIC X D
FEHEIND, ThOoDERE, 74 v AGHOKRBEPBROBRILETKR LT 5,
ZLTHEIIC, BREESEBEREICIOVTI, GDP BEFZH O Granger
RETRE O ET 5 IR & B GDP @ Granger AR TRENE S
AIRFEFGROE AN, FREIZIDIVBOBFEKETELNINSG Z b3,
ZD, BEEECEEREICET ISR, vrr-EEES M X
ORI O REMIR OB AL H SN B EVZ B,

54z, #8iE, EFN2IBYE 1 AN ORBUFIHE 1 AND
GDP ® 2 EHEOREMBOBREH BERE LTS, &7, RIORRHE
BIZONTHRETT 5, 1AM OBUFKH (LG/N) 2RBEBET 5546
ZBOTHANSBEFEOFEENER SN, —BAKY—EX, BEER RV
HEO I 20FXHIZO0T, (DNOBEEEHD R ¢ OHEMEI WY
NbBDHET 1 ROABKETHIWICER TH S, TITH, FIAE, —
NS —E 20T OBREBEHO R OME (—0.82303) &, RO
DE I ERUMBHAECBNTEEINE I EE2E®RT 5, Lch-T, £F
1 ERE, —RAY—E X, EEEE, RUHEOETHIZONT,
GDP 2 6 BUR X~ O BIHORRBBZENELET 5 E0A b, $§HDL, Ih
5 3EEBORTIIOVWTHE, BB TY 7 - —RE o KRBHR KL L
T3,

ZUTRIZ, EFN2IBW 51 ALY ORBUFH E 1T A/ GDP
OEMDORBEGEAEMT UL, E8 LD, B1LIT, BERELODVOTRILY
DEEKET, —BALF —ERIZODNTRIBOFEEKET, 1 A%KD
GDPH 1 AN b BURFZH @ Granger RE TR0 ET 2 MERFD A F
BREILXOEHIND, ThoOfERIT, 77 F—KBORBEBROB%EE
BRL TV Do 85 21T, I3 « UL « FH EHRRH#IC DN T 1 BOHFEKYE
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BRI I (548K 123 8)
#8 Granger DRIRMBROWE (7N 2)

S KIRBI % R o k2%
BURF 2 o 5388 REBA R F#ata (P 1) ECM - (t #5H8)
—fR AT — R ALG1/N, 3.1297[0.077] * . —0.82303(—3.5940) ***
ALY/N, 0.0922[0.761] -
b ALG2/N, 5.0484[0.025] ** -
ALY/N, 2.9680[0.085] * -
AEOHTF - B4 ALG3/N, 1.7854[0.181] -
ALY/N, 1.6372[0.201] -
S E St ALG4/N, 11.3736(0.000] ***  —0.35836(—3.5020) ***
ALY/N, 3.0497[0.081] * -
BREE IR ALG5/N, 9.6148 [0.000] *** -
ALY/N, 1.9901[0.158] -
555 HUR T A =5 4 ALG6/N, 0.0449(0.832] -
ALY/N, 4.3479(0.037] ** -
e ALGT/N, 0.0006(0.979] -
ALY/N, 0.0021[0.963] -
B - b - FH ALGS8/N, 0.0250[0.874] -
ALY/N, 10.03560.002] *** -
HE ALGY/N, 15.356700.000] ***  —0.40100(—4.8610) ***
ALY/N, 2.4142[0.089] * -
R ALG10/N, 1.6752£0.196] -
ALY/N, 6.8757[0.009] *** -

D REBRER ALG/N >0 TR QD RofEiER %2, REEH ALY/N i20TiRUDR
OHBRHBEERL TS, HHOREMRICET 2 FREFRI, QDRTIE ALY/N,
ALG/N, ® Granger RE TG ETZRMRE, (2R TR ALG/N, 8 ALY/N, ®
Granger RIR TR ET R RERFIC OO TOREREETH S, Bk, HFURL INO
B PHTH B, iz, BHOREMFEICOWT, ECM,, 1, BEEETFHOKEOM
BEERLTOD, B )NOMEE, BEBEHORBOMEMICHET S t #BOM

ZRLTUN B,

I REETHE, 5 WRETHE, *BI0BKETHERTH S Z LR,

T, BE - HIET AT 4 IOV TI S BOFEKET, 1 A% O BUFZH
251 A%72 0 GDP @ Granger KR TIZ72 0 &F 2 IR D &5 F MEIC &
bEHIShS, ChoDERIZ, 71 v XNEHORBEGBOBIIEERLTH
bo € LTH 3T, Mifh, BIFEER, RUEBICDLTE, 1 A4 GDP
1AM OB D Granger RE TR WET2ERELE 1 Ak
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BURZ H & R R o KRB R

D OBFH A1 A2Y472 0 GDP @ Granger R TIZ7/8 0 &9 2 R O M
Fh, FREIZLVIVNOBEEKETELNENSE Z Db b, €DORD,
Mo 3OOREFTHTR, 77 F—KEter 1 v XRS5 O K RBER O
EDFERIN B,

Plbkn, EF01ETFI2IBVT, &b IEHORREREOREIC
SNWTHREZIFERENEONL OO, — AR —ER, REEL, RUH
BoA&XHTE, EREERICENTY 7 F RO RREBAGRNKRIT 5 &0

25,
v. & 9 U

AT, 19804EE A, H20134EEE TOREET — s 2 AL, bOEICET
B &R E O KEMGRE, BUFZH %1080 TR IC2HL T
ZRZENIOWTHE L, £207®), 77 F—(HHOFIERFEICETS 2>
DEFNOERALICHESE, ARDL N7 Y FMRET To—F2EHLT, £
BUFH & GDP Kl T 2 2 BHM RIS HERBRICH 20 &5 hEREL
7z £LT, IN6 2EEMBEMOBHBRICS 256, REBIEETIVOIH
FIC& D, 2EHMOEN &R OREBROBREZIT- 7o —J, BN
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