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43 & RFCRG #4019t (debUGDP) A £ 8 194 28 %

B R T 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

B ay (1) -0.877 -0.396 -0.235 0.121 0.457 0.739 1.752 3.221 4.006
p-value 0.090* 0.259 0.335 0.419 0.260 0.201 0.057* 0.007** 0.004**
a; (1) 0.889 0.902 0.893 0.924 0.930 0.944 0.965 0.931 0.992
p-value 0.011** 0.012%* 0.004** 0.048** 0.334 0.458 0.744 0.596 0.789
Half-lives 5.891 6.720 6.125 8.769 9.551 12.023 19.456 9.695 86.296
QKS/p-value 9.218/0.022**

v ay (1) -2.704 -2.483 -1.842 -0.928 0.030 0.512 2.431 3.267 5.043
p-value 0.001** 0.000** 0.013%x* 0.147 0.488 0.317 0.012%* 0.002%* 0.000%**
a; (1) 0.925 0.928 0.926 0.892 0.894 0.888 0.858 0.858 0.915
p-value 0.036** 0.162 0.195 0.155 0.213 0.225 0.183 0.141 0.450
Half-lives 8.891 9.276 9.016 6.065 6.186 5.835 4.526 4.526 7.803
QKS/p-value 8.367/0.091*

B ay (1) -2.691 -1.841 -0.877 -0.540 -0.177 0.164 1.294 1.770 5.633
p-value 0.008** 0.011%* 0.118 0.259 0.430 0.443 0.203 0.210 0.027**
a; (1) 0.932 0.935 0.954 0.948 0.958 0.961 0.996 0.985 0.831
p-value 0.021** 0.055%* 0.265 0.248 0.348 0.282 0.827 0.826 0.573
Half-lives 9.843 10.313 14.719 12.980 16.154 17.424 172.940 45.862 3.744

QKS/p-value

5.057/0.080*




# 3 & WFE R A7 (debt/GDP) A § B 134k 2% % ()

B R T 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

TR ay(1) -4.735 -3.190 -2.907 -2.179 -0.763 0.539 4.969 4.994 8.001
p-value 0.000%** 0.000%** 0.002%* 0.021** 0.284 0.375 0.004** 0.013%* 0.002%*
a; (1) 0.901 0.903 0.900 0.903 0.917 0.919 0.917 0.918 0.944
p-value 0.032%* 0.006** 0.021%* 0.048** 0.233 0.266 0.290 0.380 0.511
Half-lives 6.649 6.793 6.579 6.793 8.000 8.206 8.000 8.101 12.028
QKS/p-value 6.036/0.094*

Rt ay (1) -1.920 -1.100 0.121 0.504 0.925 1.513 2.202 4.564 4411
p-value 0.018** 0.126 0.449 0.287 0.170 0.077* 0.038** 0.001** 0.003**
a; (1) 0.872 0.889 0.912 0.902 0912 0.938 0.947 0.945 1.014
p-value 0.015%* 0.012%* 0.037%* 0.015%* 0.039%* 0.387 0.459 0.474 0.859
Half-lives 5.061 5.891 7.525 6.720 7.525 10.830 12.729 12.253 e
QKS/p-value 12.438/0.034**

P& ay (1) -6.402 4.779 -2.303 -1.028 0.376 1.670 1.828 2.689 5.938
p-value 0.003** 0.014** 0.136 0.295 0.420 0.198 0.171 0.101 0.011%*
a; (1) 0.776 0.762 0.881 0.947 0.989 0.964 0.983 1.005 0.878
p-value 0.021** 0.026** 0.404 0.661 0.814 0.704 0.808 0.855 0.416
Half-lives 2.733 2.550 5471 12.729 62.666 18.905 40.426 00 5.327
QKS/p-value 6.497/0.053*




# 3 & WFE R A7 (debt/GDP) A § B 134k 2% % ()

B R T 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

i ay (1) -1.816 -1.523 -1.165 -0.967 -0.791 0.516 1.757 3.568 4.586
p-value 0.001** 0.006** 0.030%* 0.068 0.138 0.264 0.028** 0.001** 0.000%**
a, (1) 0.833 0.808 0.853 0.830 0.886 0.835 0.762 0.704 0.640
p-value 0.007** 0.010%* 0.009** 0.123 0.376 0312 0.191 0.141 0.161
Half-lives 3.793 3.251 4.360 3.720 5.727 3.844 2.550 1.975 1.553
QKS/p-value 102953.467/0.014**
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