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Reexamining the Fisher Hypothesis

--New Evidence from Efficient Unit Root Tests
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¥ 7 1 B B if # < (feasible point optimal test) (Elliott et al., 1996)
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B R AT > itk €0 50 @Rk ansize B E (S FE R B 4%
& & eh o — fx g 4 %) Akaike information criterion (AIC)% Bayesian information
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T g He TR § FIREH S A S AR o PV RABPE S IE X 0 B i
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7 (p) = AZ Az Zyt—l GA,% = T prmx Z
t= P +1 z Sty 24 B-11)RN L Eo] T2

= (0OLS)= “Ti\%i"\q" et dl Ko * g L2 £ (OLS)m # & * — 4L it g ] T
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% 4-10ECD27T B FHIFREL(ZTH)

L Fildcds FHRER

2+ 111 (Australia) 1958:Q1 2008:Q2
v 4 g (Belgium) 1958:Q1 2008:Q2
4 £ + (CANADA) 1958:Q1 2008:Q2
2 ¢ (DENMARK) 1958:Q1 2008:Q2
# M(FRANCE) 1958:Q1 2008:Q2
€ § W (IRELAND) 1958:Q1 2008:Q2
& + FI(ITALY) 1958:Q1 2008:Q2

#FH(NETHERLANDS)  1958:Q1 2008:Q2
& & W(NEWZEALAND)  1958:Q1 2008:Q2

#% 3 (NORWAY) 1958:Q1 2008:Q2

74 2 (SWEDEN) 1958:Q1 2008:Q2
534 (SWITZERLAND)  1958:Q1 2008:Q2
# R (UK) 1958:Q1 2008:Q2

% B/(US) 1958:Q1 2008:Q2

# 3 J](AUSTRIA) 1971:Q1 2008:Q2
1t B (Germany) 1991:Q4 2008:Q2

p % (JAPAN) 1967:Q4 2008:Q2

@ ¥17 (SPAIN) 1979:Q2 2008:Q2

& i (FINLAND) 1988:Q4 2008:Q2

# " (GREECE) 1992:Q4 2008:Q2

# 9 9](HUNGARY) 2001:Q1 2008:Q2
it B (KOREA) 1973:Q3 2008:Q2

& # % (Luxembourg) 1970:Q1 2008:Q2
# #F (POLAND) 2001:Q1 2008:Q2

% & 7 (Portugal) 1976:Q1 2008:Q2
#17% 3 5. (Slovak Republic) 2000:Q3 2008:Q2
2 B # (Turkey) 1978:Q4 2008:Q2
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% 5-10ECD27 W % F{l3% H 34

P sl ]

T 52
T §

OoLS

GLS

o MZt MPT ADF DF
£+ ] 17 (Australia) -2.04** 2.93** -2.02 -2.00**
4) 4) (4) (4)
i 41 g (Belgium) -1.71* 4.06* -1.82 -1.51*
(8) (8) 4 4
¢ £ + (CANADA) -1.52 5.27 -1.92 -1.50
4 4 4 4
2 ¢ (DENMARK) -1.63* 4.39* -1.68 -1.58
(11) (11) (11) (11)
i# B(FRANCE) 0.12 120.44 -1.29 -0.35
(12) (12) (12) (12)
& # # (IRELAND) -1.77* 3.90* -2.41 -1.80*
4) 4 4 4
# ~ F1(ITALY) -1.50 5.25 -1.82 -1.55
4 4 4) 4
& W (NETHERLANDS) -1.43 5.86 -2.74* -1.64*
(13) (13) (13) (13)
@ i (NEWZEALAND) -1.21 8.28 -1.15 -1.14
(14) (14) (14) (14)
#% % (NORWAY) -1.94* 3.23* -1.99 -2.01**
) 4 4 4
53 & (SWEDEN) -1.50 5.42 -1.96 -1.55
(6) (6) (8 (6)
7% 1 (SWITZERLAND) -2.69*** 1.70%** -2.72* -2.73*%**
G) 4 4) 4
# F(UK) -2.75%* 1.65** -2.57 -2.59%**
8 8 8 8
£ B (US) -1.37 6.48 -1.89 -1.31
(14) (14) (14) (14)
23 4](AUSTRIA) -0.80 9.88 -1.42 -1.39
(12) (12) (12) (12)
(1) (1) ) (7)
P+ (JAPAN) -2.20** 2.54** -2.03 -2.04**
(8) (8) 8) (8)
& 519 (SPAIN) -0.88 15.61 -0.82 -0.90
(1) (1) ) (7)
% i (FINLAND) 0.11 20.96 -0.29 -0.04
(4) (4) 4 (4)
* "#,(GREECE) -0.02 26.93 -1.45 -0.19
0) 0) 0) 0)
& 9 4](HUNGARY) -0.48 35.62 -2.13 -0.28
(8) (8) 8) (8)
it ®(KOREA) -0.83 10.13 -3.23** -1.51
®) O] ®) (5
A (L b -2.37** 2.26** -1.84 -1.79*
e # [ (Luxembourg) (12) (12) (12) (12)
& i (POLAND) -1.24 6.25 -1.22 -1.32
) 0) 0 (0)
% 9 (Portuaal -0.59 18.53 -2.79% -0.48
737 (Porwuga (12) (12) (12) (12)
#4725 5 (Slovak Republic) -1.58 4.87 -1.709 -171*
) 0) 0 0)
1 3 1 (Turkey) -2.09** 2.88** -2.72* -2.16**
&) 4 4 )
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NP #& € 53-8 01 MZt 2 MPT 5 %+ ikdp> & 7 *%& 57 & 10% 1 < R 87 St kg
F %L T A 50 R T AT E > MR E T 4 1067 KT A AEE o £ 7 J2

CE N o

N

N

lmgf"g;’\‘o

o

MZt 22 MPT # 2 %8 1% f=fh B4 9 5 -2.58 & 1.78 -

MZt 22 MPT # % %3+ & 5% ff @A &) 5-1.98 &7 3.17 -
MZt & MPT # %3+ & 10% Tk @A o 5 -1.62 2 4.45 ¢
ADF "™ & % 525 8 1% ~ 5% 22 10% Tk @4 6|5 -2.87 21-257

GLS

DF 4 =53 % 1%~ 5% £ 10% §=h &4 % 5 -1.94 22-161 -

F3
B~

-§+;

Ng and Perron (2001)# = OECD 27 BRI #F F{I& > F &S FF R 17 B R 7
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