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%4—2%%@%?{){1—;{ # 7 GDP LSS E S |9 % GDP 2 v FenHE 1 2.8 % > F]A 2 4 & p el B df5d
FORPA D1 ig e K2 [ hBl B o 99500 fLehe z;ic:rr. Bod AL PR ARREG N F A E U £ E
B2 Rk A E 7 e FFHE ¥ i € DI B RTF DR AT o id A AL RIS P aniRiE e Flt ) A BT ﬁ'ln\ﬂ}

2o SR ARERERELTE B
*% f gt * Augmented Dickey Fuller(ADF) - Phillips-Perron(PP) & & 8 946 %% 38 (746 %o 7% (S 8 #iceh
G R AIC HA] » E P Boi S e - A RS WL M R HF S gL W‘“Wﬁ“’i e
FFGDP &rpcipt 1 F O GDP 2 vt 5 B IEF R T R & B P B A T E RO AR LT
AR S SIRRE Y mm\mmﬂ RAEE- B LA B IR T L MRt S HF &Y
FEPRR . LT U FRI AL E R I(1) B s FAA ST S ETI0) -
£42 RREE R A

B T ik ADF PP Inference ADF o Inference
(= 1) (= 1)

LNGOV 20,088 11,591 11 5.672% -5.058* 10)
e LNGDP 11,307 11,574 11 6307%  -14.250* 10)
LN(GOV/GDP)  -2.628 22,670 1(1) -5.403* -6.720* 10)
LNGOV -3.021 2433 11 4.805* 5.445% 10)
5% x LNGDP 2112 2.116 11 -6.269% -6.267* 10)
LN(GOV/GDP)  -2.724 11,661 1(1) 7.726* 7.754% 10)
LNGOV -0.991 -0.991 11 0.024* -6.504* 10)
$ R LNGDP 2,153 0,557 11 4.698* -4.120* 10
LN(GOV/GDP)  -2.821 13243 1(1) -7.408* 110.84* 10)
LNGOV 1273 41,090 11 -6.238% 4.873% 10)
¢ LNGDP 2,938 22,544 11 -5.304* -4379* 10
LN(GOV/GDP)  -1.677 11,360 1(1) -3.766* 3.341% 10)
LNGOV 2221 11,639 11 4.006* 3.794% 10)
iW LNGDP -0.475 20510 1(1) -5.261% -5.239% 10)
LN(GOV/GDP)  -2.507 -1.850 1(1) 4.593* 4383* 10
LNGOV 2725 21913 1(1) -3.790% -3.809* 100)
ey LNGDP 2231 22234 1(1) -5.192% -5.237* 10)
LN(GOV/GDP)  -2.077 1736 11 4.866* 4731% 10)
LNGOV 3.072 -2.907 1(1) 13.838% -3.795* 10)
EE LNGDP 11.804 11,625 1) 3.746* -3.759% 10
LN(GOV/GDP)  -2.812 2977 1(1) -8.030% -5.100* 10)

(1) I(1): non-stationary; and I (0): Stationary
(2) *g*rn vl 5% 10% kK BT B F -
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Fd B R R B gt DR T GDP % G I(D#I] 0 FI R Rk B AF S & B
BFFGDP 2 FEE G FFRPRLAOEM R mFEFEFERT-

Johansen(1990)4 11 » o * 7% 6 M feeirk T g 8 R BFHH LR LSS TN i FLFEAFT 0 L
FEZ_ VAR 3 g s i A~ 2t f1% AIC %:E# VAR 3] o e 9 dic- 3% > £ 1% $ui” (trace)
Tt B 2 B4 $42 (maximum eigenvalue)# < 43 £ ki {7 Johansen(1990)% & & 22 i T T EF F &
FHEEZMG ok ARSI AB L2 FRE VAR KRB FH 0% 7 5 PIREKFE- LA A
"2 VAR H3] kg (7483 -

2A3L U5 L REBLBREF o 2P T RN FRAEEDE L AIC KERRF TP B EEF
%Wwa@m&iwwm?““zw;l$é¥3w;”§ LE S5 ARLE6H: BAFL LN TH oo

HAH PR A IR BN R BRI L YR ER 2 FEFE T AT 5% 0% F
KETEEF AN RETL OB A AR 5§ R AR RS L B L 5%

10%:PREF kBT 43 B it ] X EE PR b

E

e

o FRMGREES

ERIEEFERTGEW BEFCFE S RGL IR AR TG ek *L??G
s I(l)ﬁiill P2 REERSELG - eX FES R LApF Rt BB R T GDP 2 B AL IS - A
FCRA 92 R GDP B4R s ()R 7 gt B2 R f KA B T HIORL 2R FGDP e LA 0 F
MEA TRl VAR B 5 F R M A e A F s R4 RstRrd 4~ F FF GDP 2 ¥ 5 Granger ¥
B R I 4

ﬁ%44ﬂ%@ﬁ%iﬁ%ﬁﬁ’§&%z¢*s%im%m@¥L$T“@?"{?g(mP%gﬁ&iﬂ
M F) %M G RER PR AR E Y B 2 A B ko & FWE $ 05 st BB F GDP
H e FlRM G LA AL NI FFGDP kg FF 0 Ak B R L 2 FEERG A FICFETER A
SRETE T WAL MR P GDP A F LI Apibr 0 A A BPVRR RS 3 B S B -

Bois 0 4 VAR GBI R R AR R B0 A b 5% 10%BEF ok ET S B F 0 2 L% GDP
BFrA BhenE e PR MG e H R FA T FRMEAL b

4»



% 4-3 % R % #c Johansen % % & & 7%

R R Efgenvalies Aoz dirae CV i, CV drau CV i,.. CV dirge
(Lag) Null el statiztic stotistic (95) (95) (90) (90)
EER Hprpm @ 0.427 21.155% 28.821% 19.387 25.872 17.234 23.342
(lag=2) Horal 0.183 7.660 7.666 12.518 12.518 10.666 10.666
3 ® Horr =10 0.327 15.030 21.715 19.387 25.872 17.234 23342
(lag=2) Hara 1 0.161 6.685 6.685 12,518 12,518 10.666 10.666
B ke I Hopmi 0.458 20.199* 30.715% 19.387 25.872 17.234 23.342
(lag=7) Horal 0273 10.516 10.516 12.518 12.518 10.666 10.666
¢ R Hopm{ 0.435 21.712% 31.603* 19.387 25.872 17.234 23.342
(lag=2) Horal 0.229 9.891 9.891 12.518 12.518 10.666 10.666
iR Hopmi 0.501 23.664* 32.897* 19.387 25.872 17.234 23.342
(lag=6) Hygrsl 0.238 9.233 9.233 12.518 12.518 10.666 10.666
2 Hypm 0.484 24.445% 33.435* 19.387 25.872 17.234 23.342
(lag=3) Hyral 0216 8.990 8.990 12.518 12.518 10.666 10.666
57 Hpipm @ 0.546 22.094%* 33.754* 19.387 25.872 17.234 23.342
(lag=5) Horal 0.341 11.660 11.660 12.518 12.518 10.666 10.666

(1) REBLEp AP E R EAIC & | R o
(2) *g*Eowldon e 5% & 10% vk ETRFR Frof2 § F GDP & 112 Johansen + B £ & T
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VECM Granger Causality

Bl R F#ir g P&
EEF
LNg PN

12.123 0.002*
LRNGOV = LNGDF 0.111 0.946
5 ke &7
INGDF = LUCOV

11.975 0.101
LRNGOV = LNGDF 15.174 0.034*
)
LNg eleloy

2.820 0.244

i e LNODE 0.217 0.897

o ) 1.261 0.974
RGOV == LNCDE 17.898 0.007*

LNg RGO
T 3.960 0.266
SOOV e LN 12.410 0.006*
757
LNGDE == LACOT
LAGOV =» LN CTF 2311 0.805
VAR Granger Causality
B R F %t 8 P&
% By
_']'_
INGDE = LHCOV
23.258 0.000*
LEGOW == LNGI'F 0.757 0.685

WExYARER X4 EEYR24 Cranger SRR -
Q) *grk* w7 e 5% & 10% HrkETRF o
BF o F- enil S H 194 T8 A LR T #5) T 394 § (mean quantile)i{T 5 0 g A AT F - H i@ * Koenker
and Xiao (2004)#74% ) e £ ¥ 134 %% (quantile unit root test) K #£ 34 &7 A £ b g it I8 Gk £ Gk )

$oiieh i -

T ARERBTEE

2045 rEAAIRART SRR FRESS 0 20 eV KR P A (7)) B AR fF T
oo (i)~ L% (HLs)~ QKS 2 2 £ B3 diciE T & chp i o B¢ » ¥l 398 (mplz)) » A3 &% - BA
BT SR DT E £ B A R B ope)ehp @R 2 Student-t # Tk AL B h B E L HF R
WE G w bR AN GRS T A (AT ET AT S AE 4 QKSR AR T @Al AT AT B 5
SOMAR GO o h 2 B T 1S I B E RN R AIC R 0 SE P E B R oo -

AT L 45 (h QKS Wk @aasit o (7=0.1~09) e BN & B R FIC AL R GDP
VR B R R R T Gk AR TF 8 R EER ﬁx B~ 5 ka L2 &anpofpd I
EWF AR B E e ADF PP B IR T 8% 22k od 227 A ROEPRRTOFTELEE T HES%

210 %ePBg F R ET o Foppd B g L I(1) 0 B BT o



BTG (a0 fRERARL MR A B F L APT G 3 A BT HFEEE K G i
BANPAF Y EGA (aglz)) nfiiﬂ FrBAET o ABFH L S E R RER 2y oA~
Pl P ViR LA A Y B P Rl T 0 kR b G R e ah
FE> o F ¥ KGR aaR L T ()P RIAT L6 (f 6B o caiMAs > B REEAME f et i
Eifj-z» derigat o Db oG A L ¢ R IS MR B R T T SRR E R AT e T
ht B AP B RCPEAME RSB FOREA N > A g e g R Rt MR 2 F B
Z%gléﬂ:()ﬁ")&ﬂ T PR oo

FOT A 45 Fav o BER B AT E C F R FREFE I S S AR5 043 068

Blehrc Rt Hori@t o Bl 25 043 0705 3 > Rl EAEE 05068 > & 5% 10%:08 ¥ kT H ok
PG E R o ARPTH 6 A Bt AR AR M E SR 1Y A BRI
¢ ,;E'zgf:mf: <) B d A0 B BEHIEC0.155 3 0.0810 @ §§ 7 ndelF X [ bod B¢ 0 3 0016 3 0.035¢
FEFT LG P A fé?i‘—"'ﬁﬁlﬁ (@it > RBEIA NI FTGDP S d p AT EFF 5 E17
AT GR L BIOA R FGDP A A T LFE LG SRR o EER L 6] A e 10%
2096 ~ 309 ~ 409 ~ 50% ~ 60%F- 70%: 5 & p Eenfp 3t iE A B 5 1.155~1.096 ~ 1.090 ~ 1.006 ~ 0.879 ~ 0.750 ~ 0.701
4+ 0.975~0.919~ 0.863 ~ 0.858 ~ 0.534~0.299 ~ 0.195 > 32 & ;2 4% 5%% 10%Bg F -k ; Ra pr £ 13007 pF >
pRARFEER (q (7)) Gp B3 0045 FFELEI|L G ERam & BRK o (0 ila (718 a7
FHEEEFF T Lo PR f o R R E M r.tg 7 ORE m&’!ﬁ’zfiﬁﬁé‘h 4o F 2 s NERE B
4r§ & ehp 3 xé”'i‘?& I (gl c) DB E 4,%\ AW 12 AEFRENTE > AL #H 30% 409 ~ 50% ~ 60% -
70% ~ 80%Fr 90%:z & p Eehm - EA % 5 0.877 ~ 0.872 ~ 0.832 ~ 0.987 ~ 1.092 ~ 0.929 ~ 0.906 f= 0.279 ~ 0.490 ~
0.469 ~ 0.853 ~ 0.949 ~ 0.755 ~ 0.469 » 358 ;2 4F% 5%% 10%Eg F K& ;. Ra Ao g 03FF g RN r'*iﬂ?&ﬁi?
( @ l7 |) ehp 3] 3 0.093 » %E%#E‘S&;'J“ T ERREBER &V B f o 8 F M G Rl e
Pk ST TRf B B P FUSHCR B E0i 4 RUE ) SRR AT L R A R IO
BT EELART o (7R EEN AR A RSLFY > kR o A B niF o KA 45 T B
FoBkd L FWESFRFAE(r =0T 0 X ERPOPFIACEEF 00291 &34 $ 1839 & > RAFY
LR D H G FORRA D E R GDP W RIS R R w R T R ISER ) KA KA R(T = 01)T
&@?gﬁﬁﬂ&iﬂJ,Q?GDPﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂéﬁwﬁoﬁiw‘Wﬂ‘%@?%ﬁﬁ ARAE(r =0T X FE
SR 7 1181 &3 ¢ Wa4.501 £ 0 RAFE LTI f o B pE Foird 9 GDP ot g ki B w
RIIE D rage kR o
%7%..1' o '1%%—?‘{ EY s ;' ".JMZ"’ =3 ;'-.

B LI

EARTORENT AR AL o BF L RS
W4 AFFRRA NS F T GDP G TRl b B PR > SO Db § - hiie AR £ A Rl B E
TR IIOETR T o o R UM K R B RO AT IR B T 6 B R DM o )k R g A
FoF2 o NERL W AR f oo BFF LG IEERAFITE > L) § F RO ket M R
GDP P » 3o#icff jenic 4 fiig > 7 1% sofpd dgp A R A BT SR L > Ra 08D 6 B frE] LR
ii’—:’ﬁcﬁ‘gﬁfp Higp 4 o uﬂ,ﬁ:}ﬁ—,\ AL T G F sk A £ Hp i fRenid oo

R

Bis VA 4S5 R R FERD > EEF BERG L EZ BRFY RREE TR T ¢ B Rt
24 FF GDP vt pF > FofT % 5k I a0 ﬂ?' FoRp A Denhi e RIGEEARSE PRE o F @ B
R

BB FE RS T E I for B AB AL LR P GDP P s dok R oA 0 e e kA B R K i
LR A e K @ RFCRA Ne oA Lk I0GH %o @ R @ A 1 BB Rt 0 s g A
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# 4-5 & Wrcppd dor i (Government/ F GDP) ena £ H 474k 4
R e T 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
gplnl -0. 155 -0. 066 -0. 044 -0. 026 -0.002 0.024 0. 040 0. 081 0.129
p-value 0.001% 0. 025% 0. 044% 0.124 0.470 0.143 0. 069%x 0.007* 0.001%
o g, bl 1. 155 1. 096 1.090 1. 006 0.879 0. 750 0.701 0.487 0.092
p-value 0.975 0.919 0. 863 0. 858 0.534 0.299 0.195 0. 045% 0.021%
Half-lives =0 =o == = 5. 374 2. 409 1. 951 0. 963 0.291
QKS/p-value 7. 843 0. 044%
gelr )t -0. 089 -0. 055 -0.038 -0. 006 0.005 0.014 0.035 0.068 0. 086
p-value 0.015% 0. 006% 0.013% 0. 341 0.342 0.179 0.037% 0.000% 0.000%
- g ] 0.810 0.776 0. 628 0.473 0.440 0.429 0.335 0. 225 0.404
L p-value 0.615 0. 523 0.072% 0.016% 0.008% 0.021% 0.001% 0.003% 0. 045%
Half-lives 3.289 2.133 1.490 0.926 0.844 0.819 0.634 0. 465 0. 765
QKS/p-value 4.367 0.027%
gpbrl -0. 069 -0. 042 -0.030 -0. 022 -0. 005 0.006 0.036 0.072 0.082
p-value 0.000% 0.013% 0. 048% 0.108 0. 397 0. 389 0. 046% 0.000% 0.000%
5 %9 1 g7l 0.911 0. 836 0. 768 0.770 0.706 0.679 0. 665 0.709 0. 651
p-value 0. 567 0. 258 0. 082% 0. 053% 0.081% 0.091% 0. 055% 0.061% 0. 025%
Half-lives 7. 436 3.870 2. 626 2. 652 1. 991 1.790 1.700 2.016 1.615
QKS/p-value 17.871 0.064%
Gepiw) -0. 091 -0. 049 -0. 027 -0.016 -0. 006 0.006 0.016 0.035 0.079
p-value 0.001% 0.015% 0. 080% 0.183 0. 366 0. 368 0. 236 0.093% 0. 025%
¢ R oy ) 0.859 0.947 0.905 0. 930 0.933 0.921 0.927 0. 928 1.012
p-value 0. 080% 0.434 0.192 0.131 0.238 0. 065 0. 300 0.310 0.877
Half-lives 4. 561 12.729 6. 944 9. 551 9.995 8. 423 9.144 9.276 o




QKS/p-value 2.982 0. 287

gl -0.016 -0.013 -0.010 -0. 007 0.002 0.010 0.018 0.028 0.035
p-value 0.000% 0.004% 0. 055% 0.163 0. 409 0.117 0. 022% 0. 002% 0. 002%
L cg fr) 0.830 0.857 0.877 0.892 0. 832 0. 987 1. 092 0. 929 0. 906
. p-value 0.093% 0. 042% 0.276 0.490 0. 469 0. 853 0.949 0.755 0. 469
Half-lives 3. 720 4,492 5. 281 6. 065 3. 769 52. 972 e 9.412 7.022
QKS/p-value 8.022 0.199
oyl -0. 037 -0.021 -0.016 -0.012 -0.001 0.003 0.014 0.039 0. 060
p-value 0. 000% 0.008* 0. 038% 0.076% 0. 455 0. 347 0. 100%x* 0.003% 0. 000%
sy oy v 0.990 0. 967 0. 945 0. 943 0. 884 0.874 0. 826 0. 658 0. 686
p-value 0. 769 0.638 0. 565 0. 583 0. 466 0. 344 0. 262 0. 042% 0. 033*
Half-lives 68. 968 20. 656 12. 253 11. 811 5. 622 5. 147 3. 626 1. 656 1. 839
QKS/p-value 3. 968 0.081%
{1l -0.029 -0. 023 -0.013 -0. 009 -0. 002 0.00 0. 027 0.030 0.054
p-value 0. 000% 0. 000% 0.011% 0. 087 0.423 0.234 0.003% 0.003% 0. 000%
. eyl 0. 556 0.573 0. 548 0.458 0. 389 0.463 0.694 0. 455 0.842
p-value 0.031% 0.009% 0.047* 0. 022% 0. 050% 0.186 0. 235 0.214 0.729
Half-lives 1.181 1. 245 1.152 0. 888 0.734 0.900 1. 898 0. 880 4. 031
QKS/p-value 3.479 0. 306

(1) Maxlag : $*iE B p| ¥ 12 AIC 5 4 -
(2) *g@** o wl Lo & 5% 10%E F KT - dEG L 5 B R ags | R -
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SRR SR R Fﬁwkaﬂ@ FAaEB i 8780 B RRsUrt B R GDP e S R
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