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m

(27)
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EN
e
“E\\
%‘
-H

LEEB TR W
Hy Bo=0B1=0B,=0'B3=0B,=0"5=0
Hy 2 Bo By Ba "Bz "Bs "Bs #0 2By » By "Bz "Bz "Ba#0 B =0 2By By *Bo "Bz ' Ps=0 +Ps#0
$945Pesaran et al. (2001)Z & b * Fig 2 1F 5 24745 - p- 22 € 5 & 2fh @ 0 — - RARDLEA|® horj %
#3 31(1) > =~ PILAARDLESY® # R8c8 21(0) o & » A RE LA RUF 1 T 2 PR L
Tk FEM G o T TR B 0 2 2 PARDLZ 1] -
¥ & 2ami ARDL
0 RIEE S FE 2 3 AT 0 Shinetal. (2014)4g 01> T Ao~ FE G ox S 2 BT H E 0 MdrexE R
Ehrex— P2 R 5 ArexT Rl A 2 & 0 L ATH( S BEEE A 71% £ NEGHPOS (NEGE 7 B s POSE 2 ) » &

DR R ARD B R e T

POS; = Z Arex Z max(Arex], 0)

t
NEG; = Z Are Z min(Arer, 0)
j=1 j=1

(28)
BF AR RE LT iz a8 1A (27) o #Arex® POSHeNEG# £ & 2% > 7 #3370
AT HA o AT
nil n2 n3 n4
Ay, = ay + Z a Ay + Z azAm;_; + z azAge_; + Z af;APOS,_;
i=1 i=0 i=0 i=0
ns neé n7
D aEANEG ;+ ) asibope s+ ) agihWe s + BoYes + Fume s + Bages + BIPOS.y
i=0 i=0 i=0
+ B3 NEG;_1 + ByOpr—1 + BsWi—q + 0
(29)
FEEREHE L TE T FAB IR (ECM) ¥ % B s 3ot 57 RSk i ey e L

P27 mFFE ooz B b i B %

&

IR E S Er s BN iééwﬁ4ﬁwaj4’Wm?§W i
CRAEERT S s ERFAM A ARETE > L P EATHE N B EEH GDP 2 g0 2 2 A S 2Ra
ARDL #7245 i L » 7 f# % 5 %64 GDP s ok o gt o> 2Lt ARDL %) 5357 fFd OLS s 2[5
PHFERT B A R LEY 2T FAHHER AN E RN A A o wkYay EYay o R
EY M R B $ 2 EBT B RIE LA S % oo Bt P ES ERE K FHN X g o
¥ 8 » 8348 1 #3(VECM)

Engle and Granger (1987)#& 1 ehx Bt 2 2 > 1 B 4ct L P g P B 7| FTAL 2 3507M (2 e el o
RET AL EAL R RE A BAE YOG G g FIFFH LA E /f'r‘iﬁ FRBZFE L FEMG 2

PP b - PR EPE > ey 48 1 03] (Error Correction Model) » 25 @ #-& ) & B & o fehf G ~

2

VAR #3]¢ > i 34 8 & 73] (vector error correction model > VECM) o F]pt » &2 7 12 VECM 3] & 5 @&
Hehid A HCA] 0 kfy K B EEEM G

BEZEBEOMGT G
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Ay, ay Q11 Aq2A13014A15A167[ AYiq a; Wyt
Am, U Q31 QapQ3024 025056 || Ame_y a; Wit

n
A (31 A3p033034035036 || Age— as Wgt
Xt = 9t = arex z -t + Ay [ﬂy ﬁm ﬁg ﬂrex ﬂop ﬂw] [ECTt—l] + 7

Arext Q41 Xap Q3044 Q45046 || Arex,_q Wrext
i=1
Aop, QAop 51 A52A53A54 55056 || Aopy_q as Wopt
Aw; Ay Qo1 X203 %64%650 66 l Aw;_4 J e WDyt
(30)

Uy~ Uy ™ O~ Qe > Ugp ™ Ay » B FETE

By ~ B > By~ Brex ™ Bop > Bw » #2418 & 35 e B i de S
ECT,_, % %4 %13 ;

ni Bif E

Ay > i > A3; ~ Qg © As; > Agij » EH 8

Zgr

AE;

ol

Wyt > Wi ™ Wge > Wrext > Wope > Wyye w0
d PR T o PR EL AR ER Ryt [V SR Hont ~ F R L D R ikgt ~ F SRR
Herext~ o B F@eoptfr1 T FBwt K PIoFrpF > v d R anEL B B fon Pyt ~mt -~ gt ~rext ~opt-wt
kg
FA R AR FLB R (ECT)  #9 % E8 LWI0GFE 2 B4 Grenftinse IR K > 7 Lk B Rl
ek ®h Fo g efod GHEln s LPFR e
AL R EBY
30 B AT A 5 vk FERI A R Bt EoiE JE (S B fieendtiE > & Hurvich and Tsai (1989)4p 41 AIC #7] ¢ A
4 B E B R i (overfitting) 2 FAE > B AEcH )P SPEREDFEDE T § ERG DiEEE
WA B &0 RA o AF H o F R Hn R A e DL I IR i o T o bl 1 e
SHE RS £ 0 BOAIFeH A0 LT d AIC 22 BIC A 8P kP iE o AIC & BIC @A%| > 4 77 H03] ez
g 4 ARdF o
1.AIC ( Akaike Information Criterion) 5] : d Akaike (1974) #% 4! > B X fs fpdc i $4:E AIC 5/ & o
AIC(K) =nlnf? +2m (1)
K:iffEidfic: 53 AIC ] @ on: fhaBlc> mTRBEDBH -
In(6?) : In(residual sum of squares) » 3 & £ % 3 fr o H 9 §2 5 0 chde + PRI G 3 o m © HEA] S BB o -
2.BIC (Bayesian Information Criterion)# B : 7= ¥ £ SIC (Schwarz Information Criterion)* SBC ( Schwartz
Bayesian information criterion) % B o d Akaike (1978)# &1 » * % iz & AIC % B|if & fieif 2 A 48 » BIC H#R|* ¢
Fok etk A P o B cE B g e d R (AIC) {RE AR ER
BIC =nin(6?) +B (D
REPB &R 5 BIC & & o
Schwarz (1978) &4 b < TIL -] P~ 2 > % ) SIC (Schwarz Information Criterion) # ] » #-F i# (1)
Al I
SIC =nin(6?) + mInn (2)
In(6?) : In(residual sum of squares) » 3 & £ % 3 fr o H 7 §2 5 0 chd + PEI7 3+
m A SR n A Bl T REE SR -
Fffch > GiE P B 0 5 SIC Eo) i e
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';:”;Ei BB F R A

AR AL PR B 23 (OECD) M3un® &4 GDP 2 MU » &% 4 Rp Gl i ipd £ 8 « 25
PUE) ST G K 0 B pAE § 2t e L R Ronth 2RE 5 @ BAE B F PA(E 58 »c % ( Expansionary Devaluation ) ;
Gk K bR ] L TR R R R 0 SR LR R R E A e R
FE oo AH G RAERRS S R Eifﬁ?fﬁﬁéﬁ:% ( Contractionary Devaluations ) © & Eiﬁ%?%égﬁ%ff’ﬂiﬁ?ffﬁﬁ
L EEREINCEES SRS Ca b= R E VLI =R R S e e L
"5 %H 4 GDP £ # 2 B % o
F-o8 TR LAR

AL FEF B e (OECD) ¥ 10 B¢ AR AL B2y $ 9 > A5/t £+ (Canada) ~ 2> ¥
(Denmark ) ~ % B (France) ~ P 7 (Japan) ~ £ ® (Korea) - =@ jf (New Zealand) - #%= (Norway)
32 (Sweden) ~ # B (United Kingdom) -~ % & (United States) -+ #7 3 #f ' F]1 5 & WPFRF B 7] FlAz B 2
R o ded 411 R N EFH LA 0 @A EViews 9.5 BB M 0 FAREL R LE G ALY
$ofFh o FAL K p >> AREMOS IMF R% £ feses (2 IFS f§ £ ¥ International Financial Statistics) 7 4
> £ OECD 10 BB F2 &0 B 4 2L 37 (GDP) ~ £ foc®dfplics &P skt s £ fFHRERES 5
MI1~M2~M3~M4 e~ i 458 (CPL) » 12 2 % f »0 % FB 2R § 42{7 FRED ‘733 41 &£ (Federal Reserve Economic
Data) chd 46" R g (WTDIR | 854 > F F 1 §F RE % p ** OECD iLibrary -

# 4-1-1 OECD B 7544 % % #
SAE EFF R e (OECD) 10 # ¢ R W

B R R TR Az TR KR
B+l Canada 4c £ & GDP ml>g rex>op>w  1968Q4~2017Q1
i= Denmark * # GDP>m3->g-rex>op’w  1994Q4~2017Q1
B0 France i | GDP>m2:>g-rex>op>w  1978Q3~1998Q4
® Japan p #& GDP->ml>g-rex>op’w 1961Q1~2016Q4 LLAREMOS IMF B*% & e si3*
o)  Korea iz GDP m2>g rex>op’w 1971Q1~2017Q1 AR
@l New Zealand =@ if GDP->m3:>g-rex:op:w  1988Q2~2016Q4  2.FRED 574l i
#= Norway #x < GDP>m2->g- rex > op>w 1999Q1~2017Q1  3.OECD iLibrary
2= Sweden 3 & GDP>m3>g-rex>op>w  1980Q4~2017Q1
EIE United Kingdom # B  GDP> m4>g- rex>op>w  1982Q4~2017Q1
¥— United States % & GDP m2:>g- rex>op>w 1961Q1~2017Q1

AR RELRE BRTGE S - %o d ML M2 M3 M4

dEPN 2 AL F (GDP)~ § B S dadics FORpA 0~ A BEEE § MLM2M3 M4 122 R e

FRF S 5 60 Rl Flt b ik 5 B RESE P B doihdk 5 F R A0d 4120 2 $PT R ECeB- i

(log) &FFwA 7 -
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% 4-1-2 R TE A

L3 ¥ 2 O Tk
? ¥ GDP y Lo(gMaEp AP 2 AL4 (GDP) /& Mehd sk (CPD))
FFEN e m Lo (EBHED FRELE/ L Rang § 48 (CPD))
s & E:3Ek g Ln (& R g P scfpt /& Fad § 48 (CPI))
R RS E S rex  Ln (&R s p fooc® g dndic & Beng § 48 (CPL))
FERH Op  Ln (&4 R (WIDR § % /& Fde § 458 (CP1))
L w Lo (R FLE)

30 n & o R P
$o8  P2@BRLH
FEAZEE > ARFEF LR TN BB ROER AN THEALFERR L RIFER AT

#ipl ken% % 5 1(0) 422 (stationarity ) & I (1) 2442 % (non-stationarity) > > s &7 F - H—%£ K L1+

(ﬂ}

AT *}“:}7‘;5—*‘ RHRFEFESRD L GDP 2 M e D 2 o2 2 VR L ROE PN G = FE A ’&_}‘ﬁ
d e EEALr A (VECM) P SR s fi{ctrF Fr o2 228 0 85 T2 2 (FMOLS) » ¥
TP B S o B fic B b ik %k o A2 3% ADF (Augmented Dickey-Fuller) ¥ 194 % ¥ Pesaran et al. (2001 )

ta)

B £ B L4k %% (bounds test) o HE R B2 F LT ELPM %o aiE > VECM 2 FMOLS 4c 17 i 342

%4-2-1. OECD 10 B ¢ R B - # ' GDP~ f [ &8 & ~ F Foeirt &~ F Fhoemffplic 7

fo8 T3 F £ BEH 27 ADF ¥ {9 29c bounds test £ #5 £ H 2.2 %% - ADF ¥

e IR SR A ARRE o R EET 10 BRREOFF A TSI I(]) > RS LG EROE B BRI O

B PR e P

EBLMA G R R
hre

B A iE 17 bounds test i

\“-
e

2|
[
5
#
L
beic
Q
)
o

PR oA A IR AN (TS E 25k (OECD

nr

BT BEET o 5% BFRET gL 2 F B Rp AR
O IR L S ERER PR REEM G BT - B FELT
% 4-2-1 % B % ¥ ADF ¥ {94 227 bounds test 1§ £ A & & . %

B 7 GDP m g rex op w [ %) bounds test

-2.83 -0.62 269  -124 254  -1.10
Canada ARDL(1,4,6,2,5,0) 4.91%*
(0.19) (0.98) (0.24) (0.90) (0.31) (0.93)

-2.38 -2.04 -2.03 -1.27 | -2.71 0.08
Denmark ARDL(1, 2, 3,3,3,3) 4.75%
(0.39) | (0.57) @ (0.58) | (0.89) @ (0.23) @ (1.00)

289 255 214 236 -2.63 -0.73
France ARDL(1, 4, 4, 4, 4, 4) 5.54%
0.17)  (0.30) (0.52) (0.40) (0.27) (0.97)

307 268 -080 -0.63 -2.78 @ -2.93
Japan ARDL(1,4,2,0,1, 1) 3.83%
(0.12)  (0.25)  (0.96) (0.98) (0.21) (0.16)

140 028  -1.09 234 212 -0.55
Korea ARDL(1, 2,4, 0, 1, 4) 10.35*
(0.86) (1.00) (0.93) (0.41) (0.53) (0.98)

-2.67 -3.35 -1.93 = -258  -236 | -0.29

New Zealand ARDL(4,0,1,4,1,0) 5.77*
(0.25) ' (0.063) | (0.63) @ (0.29) (0.40) (0.99)
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% 4-2-2 & W% 8 ADF ¥ 3% % 27 bounds test i# } £ & & € 4 ()
R f GDP m g rex op W 73807 bounds test

-2.41 -2.55 262 -090 -2.55 2.50

Norway ARDL(4,2,4,4,4,4) 6.65*
(0.37) (0.30) (0.27) (0.95) (0.30) (1.00)
-2.26 -0.83 -195  -144 246 | -0.34

Sweden ARDL(1, 1,3, 3,0,4) 5.59*
(0.45) | (0.96) @ (0.62) @ (0.85) @ (0.35) @ (0.99)
) ) -1.19 -1.66 -1.14 295 267 -0.36

United Kingdom ARDL(S5,2,2,0,4,2) 4.28%*
(0.91) (0.76)  (0.92) (0.15) (0.25) (0.99)
-2.60 -2.66 -3.11 -0.71 256 -1.18

United States ARDL(1,0,0,4, 4, 1) 7.10%
(0.28)  (0.26)  (0.11) (0.97) (0.30) (0.91)

it 1.boundstest if % £ B L w0 S%AEF-KET 10 5 262011 5 3.79 -
2. ARDL %3 %+ ¥ =% 5 4 i Canada v United Kingdom 22 ARDL 3 &+ ¥ x5 5> 1 £33 £ &F & o

d o F R R OT R ARFRAE > H AR S B AT REUEIERIE S TR TSR g 4 5
;:gd RE R RN A DA o R AT A e T d Gl SR B R TRAE %f‘%ﬁw:% o)
PeF|grehi Rk TR %‘3F,F.ua?&lﬂﬁzmg’ix%fpé‘f?%ﬁf’lé‘i‘")i"f B AR R AR e R
FHEESD £ 422 FF FeFRa B oo

# 4-2-2 % OECD 10 # ¢ R W& {7452 ARDL 7 34 7 %ﬁﬁ wEEAL B DT (VECM) ¢ e B #ics
PRAc @ F e lic % 23 3 ¥ B T2 (FM-OLS) » 1 2{$7Re it sk folics B cnds M 4« B 2 % 4
7t 4e £ % (Canada) ~2 % (Denmark) ~ % & jF (New Zealand) ~ #%= (Norway) ~ 3£ (Sweden) ~ # K (United
Kingdom) sfirex & i » & ¢ ¥ F 278 jkeni R4 I TR ’—,'i?.ifﬁ?f ok 0 T R R SUAF R ET LK ¥

FR R E HeS B 1% 0 A FHEF T GDP T -

-+ % (Denmark) &5 E? >rex & 5%K F KET Y S ¥ - ARDLECT £ 37 [ 3 »em i dpdics & 1% R
BMEREF T GDP T ' 0.16% - FM-OLS & % 7§ ﬁi:%:ﬁ"a‘%ﬁ&:—ﬂ B 1% P F BT E GDP ™ % 0.15% « 7]
L EEE A RL DT PR RO EA Ao ’;‘@a?T"‘Fﬁ*z%:,\f °

Rz (Norway) FzH® >rex o 5%E F-KET% L ¥ - ARDL ECT R 3% }‘rp P S gt B 1% 0 R

B F R 859 W GDP T 5 0.28% o FM-OLS £ 7 f 5 x5 4ﬂg:4 ® 1% RIBEFRET HF GDP 7 % 021% - 7]
PR KT RS2 R 02007 £ 0 FRL DT 2 2 RE R v R0 4596 0 # GDP ek 548 2090 ©

AE A AT R R A

e (Sweden) A4 F % » ARDLECT &3 rex e S%A ¥ KRBT LA ¥ 277 Fj e fdpdic™ @ 1%

B E 989 7 GDP 7% 0.1% - FM-OLS & Morex # 5% » 3 3 < 34382 & 1% 219 F GDP = * 0.06%
4 HF R B GRS N I GDP #1459 %S €3 1% A v & ARDLECT © piit f sk 42

G2 4220 R RICHERES BRI FES R AT rex 5§ 4om A IR R 3 L R R 2Rk
R SUMERET SHFE > A AR Cm b BE 1% A FHER FGDP 1 A -

# B (France) fF &7 »rex w 5% F-KET Y 5 5% - ARDLECT R 3RF 5 »c® F4p#chi® 1% ¥

$459 1 GDP 1 =1 0.18% - FM-OLS & 53 [ »c® % 41 9hiie 1% > B FHFF 7 GDP 1 = 0.19% - 5 2 B

SERFZ AL A SN R KBE A T B E Rk A 2
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k4227 5 FRcp AF BRFO FHELEHET rex chig it § "FE

’@@?i‘_ﬁ]’i\?’;;} /E"jﬁb—g‘ ’L o

2
li

BER r;‘erDP FA(T )

% M (United States) %% #® > ARDLECT R #.rex 5 % ¥ > % ' e dp 8 @ 1% ¢ ¥ GDP = %
4.18%° FM-OLS & 3 rex e 5S%A ¥ K FT S BF > 7 [ e 5 p bl 1% BFRFF F GDP 1 = 0.35% -

FliEFRRAREG ¥R OHAT R L SN RDERNRGNARET c FFERS LRk EN TR

7

2 - o EPAIEFEATE 2 o
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o
i L m

0.53

Canada ARDL(1,4,6,2,5,0)
(0.51)
0.16

Denmark ARDL(1,2,3,3,3,3)
(0.09)
0.60*

France ARDL(1,4,4,4,4,4)
(0.01)
-0.12

Japan ARDL(1,4,2,0,1,1)
(0.62)
0.21%*

Korea ARDL(1,2,4,0,1,4)
(0.00)
0.23

New Zealand ARDL(4,0,1,4,1,0)
(0.06)
0.39%*

Norway ARDL(4,2,4,4,4,4)
(0.00)
0.24*

Sweden ARDL(1,1,3,3,0,4)
(0.01)
_ _ -0.02

United Kingdom ARDL(5,2,2,0,4,2)
(0.88)
. 0.31

United States ARDL(1,0,0,4,4,1)
(0.39)

xilmogorexcopew BEwEiT I KBS 2o

2. ARDL B3+ ¥ = 5 4> iz Canada fv United Kingdom 2. ARDL & 3* #- -

% 4-23

ARDL ECT
g
0.20
(0.92)
-0.35
(0.19)
-0.02
(0.68)
0.40
(0.41)
0.32*
(0.00)
0.77*
(0.00)
-1.52%
(0.00)
0.31
(0.07)
0.54*
(0.01)
-1.01
(0.45)

LR % st ARDL v i
LnY; = a + bLnM; + cLnG; + dLnREX; + eLnOP; + fLnW, + ¢,

rex
0.14
(0.89)
0.16*
(0.04)
-0.18*
(0.00)
-0.03
(0.89)
-0.07
(0.34)
0.04
(0.40)
0.28*
(0.00)
0.10*
(0.01)
0.03
(0.58)
4.18
(0.29)

v
~ 8

op
-0.70
(0.60)
0.05
(0.08)
-0.20
(0.09)
-0.06
(0.62)
-0.07*
(0.01)
-0.09*
(0.01)
0.18*
(0.00)
-0.01
(0.67)
-0.07
(0.05)
-0.09
(0.29)

%5542

0.28*
(0.00)
0.07
(0.31)
0.21*
(0.01)
0.12%
(0.00)
0.12%
(0.01)
0.38%
(0.00)
0.50*
(0.00)
0.21*
(0.00)
0.26*
(0.00)
0.23*
(0.00)

0.30*
(0.05)
0.18
(0.34)
0.05*
(0.00)
0.29*
(0.00)
0.40*
(0.00)
0.29*
(0.03)
0.26
(0.14)
0.39*
(0.00)
0.25*
(0.00)
0.51%
(0.00)

FM-OLS
rex
0.16
(0.07)
0.15%
(0.01)
-0.19%
(0.00)
0.04
(0.37)
-0.08
(0.27)
0.01
(0.65)
0.21*
(0.00)
0.06
(0.07)
0.01
(0.86)
-0.35%
(0.01)

op
0.03
(0.20)
0.04*
(0.04)
0.01
(0.64)
-0.16*
(0.00)
-0.09%
(0.00)
-0.01
(0.59)
0.18*
(0.00)
-0.01
(0.73)
-0.03*
(0.04)
-0.05*
(0.00)

0.28*
(0.00)
0.27*
(0.03)
0.21*
(0.00)
0.32*
(0.00)
0.18*
(0.00)
0.00
(0.97)
-0.08
(0.72)
0.26*
(0.00)
0.11*
(0.02)
0.12
(0.42)



% 4-2-3 5 OECD 10 # ¢ E Wit {7 NARDL 9 @ 4 17 » #-= &2 POS % 3R> p&fe 2 NEG R 3R » {if » 310
Bork el Bad G %o NTRTESWRFKET Y > AR T eI Ap B (H B)1% 0 B F
P9 W GDP ¢ A (T ) B RS E R vk (P o) -

44+ (Canada) 9% * »NARDL ECT £ POS 3 1 » 7 % ' sc®Fdpdc” & 1% > 0§ ¥ GDP 2
“126%:NEG 5 f > %7 % ¥ 2"y #epsfe 1% F % GDP + = 0.98% > N-FM-OLS & 3. POS % & ¥ & 5%
MERETHEY AT FFFoce st @ 1% E¥FPEF T GDP 2 04%:NEG & § o FFFomF
I depsiE 1% 0 § F GDP + = 0.04% -

“ % (Denmark) &% %" > NARDL ECT £ POS 31 » 27 % [} s & 1% § ¥ GDP + =
0.07% ; NEG 5 & » %7 % ¥ " Fdq fepif® 1% F F GDP T " 0.06% > N-FM-OLS R 3 POS % f » % 7 %
Foeeddns? @ 1% % F GDP T "% 001%; NEG 2 1 * & 5% ¥ KETHE 279 [ eefippi
1% > ¥ 289 % GDP ™ ' 0.19% °

# W (France) &7 7 ¢ '"NARDLECT £ POS % f & 7 F  § »ci: 4:},;,@: B 1% F F GDP T "% 1.14% ;
NEG % § » %7 % FF rcFdn#epii® 1% F §F GDP + = 033% - N-FM-OLS £ R POS 5 § » 27 % '} %%
Fap#et @ 1% F F GDP 7% 0.01% NEG 5 f F & 5%MF-RETHF > A7 F F 7 e dpdiens® 1% &
¥R 59 ¥ GDP 2 0.16% °

p & (Japan) &% %" *NARDLECT 2 POS 3 f > £ 7 % J7 re® S48 & 1% F 7 GDP ™ ' 0.62% ;
NEG 5 f » %7 % Ff re"fdn i 1% § F GDP + 2 0.05% « N-FM-OLS % 3 POS 3 f * & 5%3 %k &
TAEF AP oIt @ 1% EEREY T GDP T 024% 5 NEG A A7 F i ocm ik
psiE 1% > § F GDP + < 0.04% o

i% B (Korea, Republic) % % ¢ » NARDLECT 23 POS & f » #7F {§ »c®Fdpdc & 1% > ¥ 7 GDP
TrEO010%NEG 5 & 2 & S%EFORET SAE L TR [ oxm S A deplE 1% B FRFR P GDP T 0.15% -
N-FM-OLS 3 POS % f & & S%AF KET T > 473 Firemddptes & 1% BFEFPTF GDP ™ %
0.12%;NEG 3 I » 57 F 7§ »c® F g #Bepi i 1% 7 7 GDP ™ " 0.05% fr P¥ B p£iE % 450 % 2 p i 458 2 % o

% (Norway) ¥ % ¢ »NARDLECT 3L POS 5 ¥ 4 S%E E K BT ¥ > £ 79 ﬁm XY S
1% & % $2 59 % GDP 2 040%;:NEG 52 & 79 ¥ ﬁi?ﬁ:«‘—m‘ﬁﬂtﬁifﬁ 1% 4 & GDP ™ *# 0.12%°N-FM-OLS
Eorex b S%EFKET S AMFPOS An 0 A AR T xS At 1% HEREF P GDP L A 021%;
NEG 3 1 » 7% F s dp#icniis 1% MFREF T GDP ™ % 0.23% -

T2 (Sweden) & ® % ¢ 'NARDLECT £ . POS 5 & >4 7§ 7§ »c® J 48 & 1% % 7 GDP + = 0.08% ;
NEG = % & S%AF-KETHF > 7% F e S g #epiie 1% B FH LR F GDP ™ ' 0.09% » N-FM-OLS
EFWPOS Zf - &7FFpoeeidpdcs & 1% BIF F GDP ™' 0.02% ; NEG & & * & S%Ag ¥ k&T ¥ -
2R xS A B 1% BEFRLEY T GDP T % 0.09% o

% B (United States) %% #* » NARDL ECT 23R POS % f » A7 F 3 »emidpdics & 1% PIF 7 GDP
T 931%: NEG 31 0 &7 R F ook S g Hepi® 1% > F F GDP 7 % 3.57%  N-FM-OLS % 7 rex & 5%%f ¥
KRET Y SBF POS Hf 0 AR F S st B 1% HEHEPF GDP T 3.05%:NEG 5 f 0 &7

B e 1% BEFLEY P GDP 2 0.58% o
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# 424 & W% # NARDL * #& 2

LnY; = a + bLnM; + cLnG; + dLnREX; + eLnOP, + fLnW, + &,

B e NARDL ECT N-FM-OLS
Wald Test: | 7 $H8 5
el m g POS | NEG op w m g POS | NEG op w
-1.69 1.67 1.26 -0.98 -0.39 -1.22 -0.12 0.45% 0.40%* -0.04 0.04* 0.15% 4.33%
Canada | ARDL(1,4,6,2,1,5,0) f AE
0.50) | (0.47) | (0.41) | (0.53) | (0.51) | (0.57) | (0.24) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.64) | (0.04) | (0.05) (0.00)
0.04 -0.13 0.07 0.06 0.02 0.51 0.10 0.02 -0.01 0.19%* 0.02 0.80%* -2.73%
Denmark | ARDL(1,2,3,1,2,3,2) 2
0.70) | (0.71) | (0.46) | (0.54) | (0.44) | (0.21) | (0.08) | (0.89) | (0.93) | (0.00) | (0.24) | (0.00) (0.01)
0.53 0.10 -1.14 -0.33 -0.34 0.72 0.20* 0.02 -0.01 -0.16* 0.00 0.04 4.06*
France ARDL(1,4,1,4,4,4,4) A
0.13) | (0.26) | (0.28) | (0.09) | (0.27) | (0.27) | (0.00) | (0.10) | (0.92) | (0.00) | (0.76) | (0.39) (0.00)
0.42%* 0.87* -0.62 -0.05 -0.20* -0.46 0.22%* 0.53*% | -0.24* -0.04 -0.14 0.04 -4.66*
Japan ARDL(1,0,2,1,0,1,4) )
(0.03) | (0.02) | (0.06) | (0.75) | (0.00) | (0.22) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.28) | (0.00) | (0.53) (0.00)
0.20%* 0.75* -0.10 0.15* -0.02 0.03 0.20* 0.54*% | -0.12* 0.05 -0.02 0.12% -4.12%
Korea | ARDL(1,2,4,3,1,0,1) A
(0.00) | (0.00) | (0.11) | (0.04) | (0.34) | (0.64) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.05) | (0.48) | (0.29) | (0.01) (0.00)
New 0.07 0.72* 0.23 0.06 -0.06 -0.33 0.33* 0.31%* 0.05 0.02 0.00 -0.03 0.66
ARDL(4,0,1,4,0,3,0)
Zealand 0.69) | (0.05) | (0.10) | (0.44) | (0.18) | (0.06) | (0.00) | (0.02) | (0.33) | (0.56) | (0.83) | (0.62) (0.51)
0.65* -1.01* 0.40* 0.12 0.20* 0.55 0.50* 0.27 0.21%* 0.23* 0.18* -0.02 -0.22
Norway | ARDL(4,4,4,2,4,4,4)
(0.00) | (0.01) | (0.00) | (0.07) | (0.00) | (0.34) | (0.00) | (0.10) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.94) (0.83)
0.24* 0.33 0.08 0.09* -0.01 0.30* 0.27* 0.45% -0.02 0.09* -0.01 0.37* -2.62%*
Sweden | ARDL(I, 1,3, 3,0, 0, 4) f EE
0.01) | (0.06) | (0.13) | (0.03) | (0.70) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.67) | (0.00) | (0.72) | (0.00) (0.01)
United 0.01 0.53* 0.05 0.05 -0.07 0.24 0.26* 0.28%* 0.01 0.03 -0.03* 0.12 -0.33
ARDL(5,2,2, 1,0, 4,2)
Kingdom 0.97) | (0.01) | (0.41) | (0.53) | (0.06) | (0.12) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.71) | (0.59) | (0.02) | (0.18) (0.74)
United 1.97 -1.39 -9.31 3.57 0.12 3.67 0.53* 0.36*% | -3.05* | -0.58* | -0.04* | -0.40%* -3.29%
ARDL(1, 1,0,3,3,2, 1) m B
States 0.29) | (0.52) | (0.34) | (0.48) | (0.60) | (0.47) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.00) | (0.01) (0.00)
(x:l.m>g>POS>NEG op w BEFw#HIT >3] HEF - 2o
2. ARDL %38+ ¥ & % 4> it Canada {v United Kingdom 2. ARDL 3% < ¥ =X 5 55 4 £ 5 £ & o o
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£I% &%
2008 £ 12012 # % "’“mfﬂ*wﬁﬁ WAL E A (RAT S RAETLRELT B R

AT AT A - EEBRFRBMGAEE D SF 2R AERABLL > BAFTRAR S B2 L X WERN
L0 FRIE € B £ 10 TR (Quantitative easing » £ QE - £ &b W rc i) *ﬁ' £ IR A el R
£ R IR e 0T 2018 & 30 Ro 7 7 R ARANE Bl AR AT L AT R £ R T

*
TG L] 7] SRR RHCR RIS o £ & 02018 & 40 IMF A7 % b $E 1A £ EM
Pl 2R GRS REFRES L > L iR s 0 4 BB foll B iz 24 2 R GDP flicE N iR
3%t ehd o P RBEIGERIFEATRAA RS EEA o SHL FRA AT AR IFTEE K
FEAZ ABEFTIH o FHEERY R RPEFE S PRERAP PG E JF LaR agees |
e s FprA s mF W el T WP GDP o A B R

AL WO % ) RS @ OECD ¢ i 10 BRFHFF AT Y S ER - 2 5 AE L
M 4744+ (Canada) ~2 % (Denmark) -~ ;* & (France) ~ P # (Japan) -~ # B (Korea, Republic)

& B (New Zealand) ~ #%= (Norway) -~ 3% (Sweden) -~ # & (United Kingdom) -~ ¥ & (United States )
G G d i F O GDP 2 s £ B I0H 1 o
wf 34 17 NARDL 2 % » LR {7 ARDL > § .5 % H7 < 384 B Fa3 i Ewe%f‘éﬁ*x% PN N
EF T R R CEFREERETRYY 2 SRR B SUMERET IHF ARG
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CRERGAR  RBEEIPTAC o 3 EFTELEE (¥ F 0 » FM-OLS & ARDL frtdi» de g % v 2§ s

PA~2d P LA ER > 2 TREY 2 ¢ M AS%EFRETIHF
AR BREEIRG AL DB EEE > n 2 REE R AS%EE RETEREEN . *g_ BpLL
FOE SRR TG LR S A e R GDP L B i £ L WP N Ak A RS E RDR T e S dp e R
GDP 2. 5 £ HP LB PR 2% o

# 14 #-OECD 10 % B 331 7 NARDL £ N-FM-OLS #tt i L~ #3119 F§ s fdp e 3 GDP 2
sl Ift o BRI & ARDL £ FM-OLS %37 > S%EF kBT 3 A FH2Z M7s > & ~ 8 s L > F i
** NARDL 7 &k 3 pAI 575 % » 2 A7 55 27 SHERF - A5 010 (b GDP et bliE > & @3 fle e o
g% h N-FM-OLS ¥ - S%B ¥ kT RAFH > & b KW RLE Faocs 2 P B A3 HERE R
NARDL ¥ > 5% % k& T ERF M > 5 bk I § #>c % 5 N-FM-OLS RIE S AR ERHEE > P PR
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3 AT oo
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