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A Time Series Analysis for the Causes of Government Growth in Korea :

Granger Causality for Exogeneity Test

E: 2 B ]

(BERAX®BR M)

---------------------------------------------------------- T S
I.E M 1. A73A (Causality) o] A=A
I. 3248933 WA 2. ARREKY KEH Hik
L ARl #3 HERS 3. HERR
2. XBHWE A BR V. ¥ M
. MEAHH2 HiED W
L F @&

3t Ef#rt 2B (big government) & ZFA At o™ ALBEME 7HA AJSL
e olart AWErllA AdAe FEsld FHEAEY BAY dige] =T 3
a7 B 477t R FE A 4T HEAHQ guldA AEEFES] ik (the share
of public economy)-& 47| ol Z F7ls} fehe AHHolnt. v of ol & F7h7}
dolnt=Rle] dsjAs ofx] HAG AP Ee] Ytk F AHKKLHEY FEU FAFXEFS
BEd el e A3 wee] Haugloh 53] 283 A4 AL Anslen loid
€ ©f a3

d BMEE =t AFRHEY a7 (2 FFAE) 7 29 BT ze71? s
A5 ¥3 HEKE (optimum size) o] e} Ho] EAF=71? ol=igh E1ol el &3
goldh Ry oY FHEA BEE YT E1H gAEL AEe AEAA A
ZEglorn] o olf+ A AA == AEL A Fse Aulay 75 wet geFEine
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Holc, "

AR 23 Bastd 4ol Leje) DAL mE olfol tisted Buchanan(1977)
RIxs ol23 Bdstd o 242 sz Ao H3e EAel we] a2t

HA AR} 25 e s Aoke] U 270l FEahert ohid ashe SRl
A AulE Agsher) BEDE FE ol MBS Kol BY TAolAT £y wFFe

J Wgez sotg 4 Utk

as F7HA ¥Heje] AFE At Aok e HEBNAT (responsive government;
democratic decision model) o]z =& 3= BEBUF (excessive government;non-
democratic decision model))o]c}. FTEA U= MBS FTH mEAA BI
o g AW E =918 870 vietE Falch. F of £ZL FF Au|Ast gIZHEE
o3 AFEH7mke Aol stertel SRl AdH (87 0] Unks fujelth. FE
EEANE a8AL ohdrh FENFAHR AR AXTFzE oot AnkE 4 ol
Follz AR+ Il He) 2ol e AFH S Ax3ls il a5l e AlFol
el HFaHrpslE S FET 4 ok vk AAEZ ol Aol YA oo+
ORBHE oAl 2F9 =3 A=A (institutions) WA+ =T (instruments) 7+
TN Zoloh EF o|FHAe Qo HA A, AFA 2 PFFJREL owdl
qgg stert AEE F Utk vSeo] ¥ A=A WA F=A AHEe] AHRER

atod 5 AHEW Y 4 HehE Abeloll A A A AL (MR wHEE 7HeA stestE AR

fu

!

AHEE =v HAE Adsierl glo] zoh3do]l A3 F A A ]l (society-centered) ¥
e 2y ASFE BE (state)’ AAZ HEs 9ol gtk HE ofu|E FAEXE
Qlo] B = BFES 53 o)z )42 4 Aok (Krasner, 1984). Z7}3 4 A<l (state-
centered) AN+ AFo FFE Hudierl U AR FFe LT A3
o AT ] A utFely Fasicty FA% F AAAA Qo AR (2E TP

29 =8A]l FEFE J A e (autonomy), A#H (capacity) @ F Utk Aolch oA S
AR A AEAA =72 BEAYG FHEAHA FHE ALY F Ak 53
%%4 739t B ste] 1930d] ol KeynesianigE v 74T sHALHe] e

T ARFTHY +9E 58 I EEL AASY ARTHL gk I E
4431?5}'—31 Aol F83J s4ela ARSI 7&'“—4'?} A ¢S & gt
ol2] gt thosl WA So] AEYAT BElw ol ol shn] Qo] mjAAHELS T3}

1) olol Wg ¥} A3 =l Dahl and Tufte, 1974. Pelzman, 1980; Rose, 19845 3=
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i gt) o}gs ¥} HAIA o] 82 4], Buchanan(1977) o] A=dsl=vle} 7o}, 927}
2oy Z3AH] dfEAo BAS Zlgoldd dAd AFBEEN 2FY FoY (public
payroll) ol vk v}gt3| 3t A5 2zl oH A=A WA XA AHE As)opyt
& Zo|dh

I. A%4%4= KA
I HRdF0 B HEWE

AEAZe] A AA M= oAeiywi gxFo) i AF=H Jo aF
Wagnero] #A2 714 23 Fd FAE Fod A F9 el ol HFHFY
FrhAA 2t BAdl FHEE Aol Uddx FAYY aF o FHLE FZ
Wz AP A79 o] et ey ol ®Fv 53] IF713A9
ofgA FAY Zelm ZAX] b AAUAE Fx A= F7hEo H B3] ojgA
—iRLE A1AA]NS} PR FUAA AAE 2dFA Xz Uk (Wagner and
Weber, 1977).

ol ejxe ARYA E£HE& 3 Peacock and Wiseman-& (1961, 1967)
“Displacement effect” 2t+= 713 & A9 3lx ol ol F7}8 7)ol olo] F1E< HBieh
el oigk HE7IFEY FEZE AL AgHos Aot F AFe #E2 AVIHS
FEog FoprtA Yz ANATPH K HAQEH BEE oA AL3cin
AL 10 X

Median Voter 2elole} Ea|lw FXA] L& AHH o a7+ FHAE 23 AAHA
otz F33t} (Black, 1958). FAAEL o8 dibE Foll4 oabzr| e}l Beidle] 159
oA} EA]E 33, Median VoterEol &3] A3 F+Fo| tf& didtEs A ZHeola,
olZo] ®}E  H#EKHE (optimal) &) ofl4belel M= et ofo| W} Niskanen (1971)
2 AR arle o] Median VoterZelol A o3l AAsFrch v 2tz F3go
v 23 BEFRAGY FAANRA dagye] FostE Hsle YA P& (budget-
maximizing bureaucracy) 2] #efo] £HE& Rz ik o] HAAAM AHRIPEEL
pAA R E FEsled o] AY NENY SHAE Fei7] i Foll 25l Wit A4
z7og guAMuAgE & £ ok @A ol AE Aoz HAASFEFE AHIH
oj}.
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AAAA 22 A spg =To] =l A Fo vyl ‘AX-Ax F7) (political-
business cycle) Z3ojr}. o] FFAAE AHAAEo| 2Ee AXAJ EAHL )
A5z z2" 4 Qe =goltk(Downs, 1957, 1960; Nordhaus, 1975: MacRae,
1977: Tufte, 1978: Kiewiet, 1983). o] Z=l& A x|l Ee] B} Fufg Lo} (public
sector) & EREE Hpol 2Fe HAAA AEE Y 4 AvE AN Ewsln
we F FAAEL B 52 479 FFAEH ng&e ASEY olF fEdle
A 3ste AARJSNA Zdds 7ok o8 A ZARA, EEEHI
Rel BE= AAAAN AT F Uz =¥ 2HUY =77 Ao Relr(Alt and
Chrystal, 1983). =% 5}‘47} XA Zolth. AJN2 AA oA FA3E vie} o)
AAAA G Qo AR JEL FAAHel ¥ & U FIFANEE B AE:s
AAAQ] AAE 2111% T U =Z o] A A A F7] (Business cycle) o =g
T Hoistd F Qo

MBigel x4 Fxof PB#se] Leviathan®2wd-&, thEz7e] Fdsioha (ceteris
paribus), FFEoke 27l AAY FSAW(EHA) F=S (D) ujE DA Qldzn
FAgY AFTFzY FAAWSAE a2 AAZ}E Leviathano] 7 F4o] ¥ 4
it} =@ o]t} (Buchanan and Brennen, 1980). whab4] =8]=#Ql 9l Fo] Ko vlel &%
7 AYARFE Ale]d] FAL a2F AEE 39 F aEol 11]%’—3}{— Ak ul 20
RA(F2 Bl € 948 5 Ao AFA7L 2 4 AUk olv TIFH 2z AR (AHA)
o o3 HFe =Zrle Ad"H 4 Adoke Held AT o %E]"ﬂ w2y s
FTTEoke AR A4S Ad ¥ 5 Uve FY2E 47 F QU
F GEF A HH #aE-L (Kelley, 1976; Bennet and Johnson, 1980; Lewis-
Beck and Rice, 1985 §) AR ARZES Fx3l= —3-°]—9-§/‘1 Al 27, aelm dEE9
HEEe B, At FEY AHE AFEn o] o] UFAHU A9} Hajo) g
ZHivha A WA 2ud o] ok ¥FL A&EH oz Frldle ARG
Po] ot aFoldel =, AR arlale AL AHFA4AE EFdan dojue
aFs Ateld AAe Lsdelgtn FARC &F £A™WE, Ad, x9F APAFE
Al F7F agla b3l &itf (union) & EdH 0w FFEoke AL Y
ooz Aot} (Gupta, 1967; Kelley, 1976).

AAol et HAH ARSI 259 ANAAYAE 2gsle A EF d4] FH=a
7ol Q&g vlxle 2dEE F3lzm ook WL FAEo] FaAsle AAE, AzJEY
F A A= AAN A2 =] 9l (Downs, 1960; Nordhaus, 1975; Buchanan and
Wagner, 1975; Frey and Schneider, 1978 %) =g 259 o|¥dg 73, AgPslax
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e o=t &3 R4 Foz olojAln miAtez, diFEL XAz EHIE
2} 2] &} 73 8ko] Qlu}= Aolt}(Lewis-Beck and Rice, 1985; Rice, 1986). = 2 9 &
L YAz ARr g B, Bx oz 3o $¥ole AAd dAdH FAE M1E
g Zldste Uk

o] £9oll = logrolling, ®H-¢A FAAA, SoleddhAel & A=A F=(Ferejohn,
1974; Buchanan and Wagner, 1977), A3F¢] (Wildavsky, 1975), ¥ Z 23 oj=
2 % (Rose, 1984) =&8lx WFF9 Aol W3t U+ FAA ] X+ 2 (Downs,
1960; Buchanan and Wagner, 1977) %ol A£9 o427 & ZAA 3= o F2 A71=%
o}

o] 48 REIJAES FHHA EdLe ARAAY AJE AZded o o2
ol Efstnz ok WA FIER WA BEY SH0d4 £R3e Aelth ol HEE
o] A8-AAA WA XA AYES gt ok WA F

2

ket

X + & & Ut a8
ZAEL 7 Zrte AFste B2 3 73 (Tomkins, 1975; Wilensky, 1975) .2 2E ¥A
ste AT AA T2 (Kelley, 1976) 28l Wagner Ao A 714 sl 22 A3
E+ GNPY 7ot w1459 F7F(Alt and Chrystal, 1981), A5z} 333}
ZAAA Axte] A= (Cameron, 1978) 04 AE 4 et 28 FEA S e (Niskanen,
1971: Eavy and Miller, 1984; Conybeare, 1984; Dunleavy, 1985), =& &7t&A}
(Downs, 1960; Goetz, 1977) 4] =4 ZFde4 TFAES AAH s+ 2o 244
F ook 99 Aol A FFAEFY Frhe AN FRU Axe no #HUIE
Al gt Ak

ol 43 Ze ZAAL8]do WE 7FAAYL EE o= ASold AFAEH B
7 2713 RRMEK (causal flow) & 7HH3te ok 2 A F Adsted 9l 3
e 1 ol4e FHAo] FHse] HXAHXE HEddh

Al FRAAE Bt T viEE Tz ARXARES Wied Yo FoHA
Z47) g FE FEE & ok AAAA ] WG s29 AXAA g FFFH
Adeo] aEelth ARAAE A9sle #EFYNE 2o AAFcE depiH 9gF <
1>3 Z

£ 8
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<E 1> R4 23 @EWRel MY

AX A AN o) H AR A g BE
supply side demand side
Aed e FZA AN A 87 (fiscal illusion) Wagner &
structural, A EAe A= 220 oFAEwd
institutional (degree of bureaucracy control) (permanent income model
FARY/ 4 of expenditure)

(Leviathan, fiscal federalism) | &&°]'\de 73 (public ideology)
A9 AR
(openess of economy)
MExo] mE A | Ax-7A F7] Median Voter
preferred (political-business cycle)
public opinion

FEEHe A% FEAAE 2 A7l o] FREAI 5P Aoz ww gy
oo el 8wl AHe 39 2/e AR ofAske Baglol TAse a7

Hx FzAHAEA) 239 4Feldn 2t Yot noh A3He FRE AHYsin
ot Wigol ool A¥AAold 1 ¥ A T WHL F7) fd Y4PS. 0w
FEHQ F¥E AAeE HEAAE AR D AE AAH T2} o B AR e
5o oAE wodats Aol A mu} &ma}ﬂ FEadel By F3:
27 28

o714 FEFE AU —H A5 AAHA AYEAHY Holw o7 o]EF Alolo4

FEAL B Bobd 4 vk WA 74 4Ee A2 wepdo) ohyeke AAloldh
S %e AT AT Al SHHSFEL FEHn AP Qe Holth
Al A Al A4S A dher o] dAHA whgEA o] g 4 Utk
Z AA+ v]AA P (micro-type) o] ¥}eS ¥ (methodological individualism) %)=
Aol olv #BfFE EHE 7I3V7E mlzx 42 %z, w2 APH HAFo)
oAgde Adelrt ole H3F Y7t BRI AEE ohEW oS sl oyt
Aee F2 H5EY T2HI A9 = (structural variation) o] £H-g 2& A2
Helo] Hueolel= AHeolth

vpARto 2 ol2|g HIWHELS AN 2/|E FAsled o] FEEHQY o4H LS
A gk F ol%al B 2719 FEBES PAE At rfolnh Fo FARe
2 AP zrE Adusied 9lo], AP (public sector economy) (Cameron, 1978),
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A Z9] 4 (Pryor, 1968; Borcherding, 1977), AA =%5HZE F 599 vl &, oA43E
(Lowery and Berry, 1983, 1987), =& A43< A% =2 13 (Rose, 1984) Foll4 FAE&
Ao Ao o FUH o] girh

2. WEXIE 8 BR

1) e kARBER
Zl1Eewde glol AFH FAL £FEE A3z All and Chrystal(1983) & A %2
K AFr8 29 (Permanent Income model of Expenditure)-& A|7]gc}. ol 2= oz
Bt AAd gele] Wagner ¥ A (1890) 1zt &  Qla sHlLw]A] Fo| & (Theory of
Personal Consumption Expenditure) (Hall, 1978)oll4] &€& & 4 )} o] &9
FTASEHL 7EH o FFAFe e A 29 F322 HEEg A AYANA
Faglch o] Zrle] AHAl= 33 = 2 (aggregate public expenditure) & 7 =NLS
(expected national income)® wlE|si4] Frlgtcle Aotk EE olEd 78
(proportion) & wfju 2 W& 471 k. AAHFL F2 Fl=t & + Uk AA FRIES
€ FHstn AEAYE AYsheol o BEVF A v Uk 23y ol E LAE
AR Aol gle ZoE A
o] mulof glo] AAAELE AT A= VAHE Az U&E
287]7F Bt o] FH AFY AKME N oty AEFL 23 A &
=

rlo

S5zl
ohviel RA7Iel AR £54F BRslel Aol ot MM £5AFL
£748 AEAYL 23 ok 53 aFe o3I 0T KOE UM 4230
degabedl 2ol FoluchE 8@ Ze Wsgel oud el FAch

FA) gk wpe}zdo] o] o] Eol o] AEFL L5 3 KeRto] ohlzl A AHA
Lo =2glct. Friedman (1957) &) E#ol wel 9F4 %5 (permanent income) 2 &= 7}
o=z ¥alH (discount) sldel olAle) A4 £5e2 Fejgch HEE v
1o} A7 A ANhaS53 dH st z1&o] g RIRES sAIE oebi o] x=lo
of dYA2e o4 FPas3 BAAE AL AU}

iO

3

2) BA9 At

ARz 2o g =g AL ol F AXAH 879 EHE 2 3ol (Lindbeck,
1975). ol ABFAAZ ) (XE AAF) Ul FUHAR viXe FFI B3}
FAFAe Fe4g B2k o] o]BL HYFY F3| £330 gET=I 52 e
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AT Aol g FHHo] ofscte FAA 2Pt EF HFAIYEL FHow
g %<4 8 (aggregate demand) #el7} FTulolA H% FEA Bl AR 3 a3
A=zt T+t slefof dd A= gEoz A oFYAtE ule|t}, E3
dH FA(F <l 1973 OPECY| 9% {7152 2722 vl o] B 2
d¥ge 7AF7E Uk

gebd oo el gt VL FFAAY 49T Yugezs 443 ngo
o] 2 & Z A 7/H 4 (open economy) o] &E#E Y3tz & A elc}(Lindbeck, 1975). A=
AZFYg FrlMe AYHoz ng&FA AUYPAE ¥ HFHA xEAA(labor
market) & () 3 EAAFAE 24 "ok ol=ld Fele N4 (openness) AE—F
WAl gle] Foo] AAdhe wF—o] wWE Aol W3 Fu|FAE L H=x9
BEA FA7 AAs71= P} (Cameron, 1978).

FAG FEL SULERY QA AME dAdc I o] nEAHALE A FgsE
AdEsdzel Yol FFAAE 2rlv dHYFAFAY o & HAYF 4P
ojA dxAH ez EAZIU AAA 7148 Qlel F3AAE AXE ARSI
A& KF714 -3 (counter-cyclical policy) &2 i & 4 glch. 704 Oil Crises?
< A7 A%E d AAAEE Pz FANRE FHeln 243 A2
8¢ FAFE F UA "o

ANGE T3 AR =ohE FFY e g3 I3 A e sHog Qld) A et §98
Aakstedl el ARCE Mg & 4 dol glde Aot = agA oz
AR Qle} vl EhA] X3 A CHY R flE OB ELE FE 4 YhHE
oo }AF 4 A "ok 53 Aoz EEFY Je9 g AEsln
U MEERT (2 ANSHI) A Qo] AEFAY 7 Ee Ao o] AY
A pAA gt o2 £ FAEY J3o s He BAgY Riete 24
= Astsie] goh FIAH Yo AP AP E EAHoz o7 FAE A
A A=t & 4 Ut Be F7}24 sl (Evans and Stephens, 1988) = 3
A %- (strong government) 2] A 53 = (institutional structure) 7} Z=2¢Aoj] o] =3
g 3L il A Kiwel Aok ol 37 FEFAE 53 A 1Y 747
=3¢ £33 FFprogramol v}t o] o LR FAA ] ule}E F A HE AL
RAE A Ut gk fEls FFA o] FAFUe A A dAel HESA
EF7F &S Z1HE 4 otk ofd Aol 7k AAY AR e Il
Ul BEAY) HAEE HE F Ue F& HE= ¥ 4+ QA
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3) MBS

Yt &L 2Eo] ¥ 39 (benefit) o] tHil ©]8(cost) & 2eid glo] A WL
AR g STk AFEL 94 HAse FFFEY T YUeE AFSn
sith. Downs(1967)el &3 =<3l o] o|&2 AMUYET=ze F4E #B=Ich
o) wad, dubis|ziels e, {AAEL FEAEE 8] a2EdA dgEE
vj-§-3t 9 Afole] JAE AHHI AAFA R F FEAEL 252 dHF
v (cost) & A Yvche AT (fiscal illusion) VA4S Bl 53 MER)
THEAA 22 AL B 5 Uk e dEE AFeE S5 0SS FEAER
e ZFE 4 Av I AF4e AAHE dAsle AR EojuvA & Zelth fARAE

age] e 5T s oisl oEo] XNEdhs v &S HAHEEA Ha FRe
olejdt HAE dlaHAel wredaA = Zojrt
ol21d AF AYT=Y FAA FHE o]&d HEE = E&E AF7] HH w2
Faeta A AL ol sl AYzFE A wdy =23 2o FolE FFRES 4
i)l g §hze 2 AE Buse & o)tk (Buchanan and Wagner, 1977). o]=%}
PR AAE BHE7] A B F9 3o A A A 2} (deficit spending) 2} 3 3ol
4k (inflationary finance) ot} 3l o] && ALEEoA F4Hola A v] oz
A EEA JAER REZ] dEeltt. 53] Bk AEH Fele AJQ=AA e
€& a8z 2z 2E AL AYEIEA HAUY AN WAy ARER s F
283 Hzjoll dis] ARZLE Gt ERL o] {2 AU FEFAMAREEL MYz
7] s AAILEL Rl H99 A3 1 ¥ (social insurance)®] €3 e AL
827 A3e] 2lct(Cameron, 1978).

o

W. JEIHre s BT

1. ERBRE (Causality) ] M7

1) 288 QA3 @A (Granger Causality) 9] ~id

Az PAlo] T Grangerd] fdele iAoz o3 Ze =Ael Qo A,
olels FA9 dde] & 4 gtk dAF gu AATAE A FAY ==
Aol H+ FA} BHst BT} dFeow, 24 HEERY (stochastic) 4AE 7HA
AlAdatgo Mgt o] AAJAE =3l el 2u]rt qlch(Zellner, 1984).
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NEAZHE A3l Grangerv LEMIQ stochastic A1AD AE AAZch 74,
A = A8 34 gE A%
A = Af #As 34 e W
Ak = A% (A, DK

E(AIB) = B, 59 A¥L 72t AL HA 3=,

e.(A|B) o & e 3}=A-E,(A|B);

Var(e) = o0*(A|B), HA dZ2exal
U = t-18 olal 229 fgne Ay

U—Y. = Y.& A% AR,

o]Ze EHRE Mz oo oA e A}TAE AHHE F U0

I Causality : whe} of (X|U) <o*(X|U-Y) ZAo] 2=gcid, ool
Granger fdglele}l =atx Y =X=2 UAYI¢E 378 4 Uk

I. Feedback : gtek o?(XIU) <o?(XIU-Y) —=elx o2(YIU) <o?(YIU-X) Ao}l &=Hc}
7, Xeo Y Alololl &= feedback@A| 7} by wala Xt <= Ytz A} sr e F78
T Arh

. Instantaneous causality : gFe} o? (XIU, ?)<02(X16) Z7A¢ =23, H7#H<
AHA 7} vebdel. F ghek Yo glo] ol Jo] EgETE 2¥A ¥ A$ 2o
Xe] dAge 2o # AFE 4 Qlde Aotk

V. Causality lag : 3tef Y= X, o]eiyd, %2lv H4Lg k2A AABA A m(HF) &
AAsn A XIU-Y(K)) <o*XIU-Y(k+1))E FHE 4 Sk

AztT{A] HE Grangerd] F&E(AS ET&E DEF 2oFsbd, ef t-U olF =E
Py A ¥ vleld T3 %% stochastic ML X.2] R{F 3 (unbiased) F/PEF o ==}

o e xlR4ate] Yo AL A t-1Hf olF =T TE AR wigg F
X8 A FeatFatnet Agw, “Ye Xo| tisl Granger 911" ¢l2t & 4 o} (Granger,
1969).

oL ML FE XY, F HFE AYT oArl HFES FAHY vl 4=
537d°i e Ul ABA R B = +x ok oA o g fJE dsEe
9 FA% Az & 4 ok ?

Lo

rele BH;REAH (specification error)

2) °13 ¥ JHPA Bl=EQ HH2 FYE 9@t Grangerd AFHTA A2 AAyA Y e
o] A AsfEd FEH ol oot ©Fy X7 Y9 fUlo] HeAY FFL XY
#s) B (Current residuals) 7} Yol v]AE 9d8e wtdslsd ANY 4% o).
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2) ARBRKRS Wiz
oo] Mool o)ztgt HAol&el T dnbA o2 RRKH (linear prediction) o] =&k

glc}(Granger. 1969). wakdl Folzl X, Yol sl Xe %A X x=j5=;1'. P X+
ﬁlz Pz Jehm, o714 PE (XX, Y)E HAasslrl A Ad=sielash.
logarithms3} 7+ FFEAFHFP®wr opel 2 AFHF (linear transformation) =
Aol 2712 Zodo4] APPAE 22¥ 4 YA o (Pierce and Haugh, 1977).
$£438 &5E (covariance stationary) A17| -2 T4 A« goEFY =+ BETH
Fz Jebd + ok

X9 V.5 BETHE Woldidoes TAsH4A7]4,

7. (L) ¥.L) ai
ME V0] .
v, (L) 7. (L) b

37141 ab. #EE tel 2lo] Mol et shock#Elo]z, Uit oZ ash b 2713
Aok 2@e Aoz sbdate, ash b EE t sl dsh AR@AA EAN
gk Uij[)-e A% A4k Ll ohah4l (polynomial) FElolm of7)4) La=a.. Al2w
)& BoEE Iz Jepid,

Ty (L T2 (L) at
‘: ] |: ] = [ jl .................. (2)
T2y (L) Moy L) b,

Tij(L) 3 Zo] z;(L) = Alxk A4zt Lo ohgral Feleloh 714 (D3 )9 49
peisled ol #BA (causality) o) A FHE Part Aok #F (dentification) & 93l
U, (L) m;L)oll ko] spsiAet

T L=U"=nr"p=1" =022+ &7l 23} (instantaneous causality) & ] ]| A] 7]
2, P, =0m=r"= n°=1% Ao 24 AF 23} (normalized model) & 4 9lr}.

ol wAAE ohA F1EEh;

X, X 0 Xeot A m Yot 7t Yigt oo =hy e (3)

oleldt FHL 7,=08 Z$ol Grangerd Mg AH sHeshA Foh Xo A=l
V= wiAsE, & YE XE d3sed ¥ =8¢ FA 2o H3L Moz fE
QAo A EAFE, 7,(L) 7t A2 obd A% Granger Aol wah X Yol tH3
Qqloz =&siA Hch b 7, (L) m, (L) o] MZ7L oheld feedbacks A7
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4 9z, @Al Azl 4ssYRel ¥ 4 Atk

2. ARME WAy R

[am—y
~—

x}A+3-BA) (cross  correlation) 23
F%Fle]l 7+ B (innovation) ol e mAFAFTBA| (cross correlation function) o
v} & Haugh (1972, 1976) ¢} Pierce (1977) o ols) 7Ndd o] Wy FHFo 43 =
HAY o585 AFE] Al o182 F AUtk AEEYPA AT A, mA ABPA
g4 T E ]} (positive or negative lags)oll A A2 A Hoh HAEE sl
Haugh$} Pierce SthAl A28 A3t ¢t} (Freeman, 1983). HA] ¥4 A)A|d 9
A HAHEY (linear filter) & &3 KEAALE FE3lz o]ef FE 23 (sample
innovation) & 4+&3) W7} $13) Box9} Jenkins (1976) 2] A|Ad o] AEHL. =,
Z2AE Q3B o] 83l HEwAATTA Y4 (sample cross-correlation function) & A
4k ¥ 4 ek
Box$} Jenkins+= ARIMA (autoregressive integrated moving average model) 2 <8 2
gdwfo AAd FAHARYE Az Ak ol FHE,
%, (L) (1-L)Z=8,(L) e,
o714 ¢,(L)& PR Bz o], (L)'= AAdY AL 98 875+ dK
EZREEH, 6,L)L ak BE o4, et white noiseelr}.
Box®} Jenkinsel]l )3} #|qt® ¥ &AW (identification) 3 A Ao w2 7 H42
ARIMA =3&-2,
Bora (L) Z=0,(L) 8
714, BouaL) =8,(1-L)%, et BE AAL. w2ty Z AALY Y PdUdHSE

2 z} (innovations) +=,

G H

o,“l —{n
o

Lo
-

H
-

ox.

o Brel).,
et_°?"—q(L) Z

TELE AADdE s Xot Yol wiehg Fx, 234334 Puk)ol g 22 24
Z W4 A Xl Vo AUBAE AgezA o4 4 Ut ¥
A5 54 o5 AFH AFE 93l Haugh(1972) & FEH vel ug &% S

et

3) Utsh Vte] 3L Hgol4 E2 4 ok
U=FL)"',
Vi=G (L) "X
4714 F(L) & G(L)& <t 3hd (fitered) Z4-9] ARIMA Z7Aolc},
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5AE 478l At AE5YAHS AF7H (null hypothesis) el 4, SEA+ =53
2}

M
S=T- X, o.(k).
k=-M
ol MLMoE FEH X'@M+1)EAM Me EFH Aake] Aol mebA A4d
S &A7} X' FEHgh (critical value) & 5713t AESHAY HAFrHEL EHHC
ARIMA®H 9] Al 22 EAEde] EAE E73tn AESHAS A <=
7 Zu}¥ e (test for independence) ZHaFE Alolol] FA) sl B LHBRGR (lead-lag
relationship) &} @& 3] A|Akske vlrh d7le] T4 Abe]ld] BWAE FAH Tl U
datdow o]f% 4 3lti(Feige and Pearce, 1978).

2) @# WA (Direct Granger) &3

oA AHATA EA4Y T AFHAL EL AlFelAd &gk olu] AFE whet
7ol ol HCUMEES =z Jebd & Uk Xk YR 74" FHSAA gl
A718H 29,

Yo=2320 -7 Yt ‘V_‘: 7 X +a
i=1 i=

oo

Xt= Z _niZZYt-l+ ;1 ﬂi2lYl-]+ bt ........................... (4)

i=1
A714 ash b thel lol Al @ shockolw Zzhe HTEEl ohin
ash be TE 1} sob Baizel 4BWAS EASA @btk X9} VE sl HA
A7olsh Felsln 7 AL e Hd OLSH ol 42+ Uk AFE A
AMe Asud;

8% ERRER (H,)

(1) =tel 2E joll ohs) #,=0 olabsl Xi= Yo whsl @A <Y<l (Granger cause)ol}
g 4 Px =3 ek 2E jo] tis] 7, =00l2td Yv Xol| oidl 2:WA U<l (Granger
cause) ozt ¥ 4 girh

(2) Def 2E o] WhE 7,=0%9 FAlol 7,=0 olztd Xo} Y& A5 YAy ¥ £
dth

(@) =¥ =E o] WiE =0 Q1 FAlo} =008l X ¢ Y& A3 feedbackPBA e}
g 4 Sl
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ASEAZE F-8A7 o) &5t AFXE Fo Yoz ARPAE 7MY 2
I R S . - bk i & o R A

D
(1) Y,=a,o+lea1th_,-+en (%Q_F%)
j=

2 Y.= azo+zp:azj Yt-j+i:b2k Xixtex (Fzurd A
i=1 k=1
o 7] A e, 9} ex= white noise Zalolx, a9} azw= Yo} 29 A9 BHd B,
bave Y} X9 Aot Tid BEeld. A9 (D3 @) vl'E £ A Granger
Zi%“% Hy : by =bgp="- =b20=0‘% 7\?]%"3]'{" 7)&54' 71'—1'—9-134. ol“E‘ F'%‘A]'Eé“ 01‘%"3]’&]

499 4 ek’
3. WERE

1) B¥iel HeE#al

O ALEATH ozl E 35 2 4047 AAERH o] FekAE
stok (H8 A7, 280, FgEEd &47 58 FlE & o+ U
et 7t Bed Sl glo] AghAle] g gdEE dFH & 4+ U 6l F
Bl ALEMH (structural instability) & 48 4 Ut dvizsts AdAlz Fd
FAe AduAd BEe +5 dA FaAvhe FdolA FEdEAACG ¥ 4 Uk

ARAEH 25, 7o agjan A Arote] ATAddA A AUgS F4 35
) ZAzte] FHEE AR e @R AA Granger WS A =3
EHSHl Fed vESFE B ZH=TOEX, GDP, 79 -4 =0PEN, R#Edi=
INTAX) 2 =5 19800 A#ME#K o e Fi=gich AFAEFL R S4AEE 283
Tz AJosla GDPv FR45e X2 A o] &5tk 29 OPEN# INTAX<,
7]1& Cameron(1978) & 1FdlAet Zo], FulFAPibel ot & HAY ®&34 zelz

4) F-54+ o359 & wa2A "o,

px— SSE (1) -SSE (2). SSE(2)

q N-p-q-1
oJ7]4 SSE(1)¢ SSEQ@) & £%9 (D3 @) Z7e OLS B\EEFEES dolshs, N A
BERoltt AF7MAEA F*e (¢ Np-¢-1) AFEEF 712 F-offelct. 28 F*ghalell A
XE YY $dddo] A o M EHEHD o whde] Adln v oA wHHE
X.o] A A2 o] (lag length) & FAH s Yotk BRI FAZA AAAA X9 F3-2
2z} (residuals) o] 21} B BRI (serial correlation) & ¥ 4 Yo ARz NHAF

o FE (bias) & zaAT 4 Uch
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Hrol KA N vl A4 Fo=Uoh 2t 1955-1987 F<kel AddlolElr}
o] 4=1glond ulo|elel 7totE LmEfHEM (upward trend) & FE357] 93] log#fg oz A=
slo] WEEHEEA ol &=k

2) HEERRY B

vz TOEX-GDP, TOEX-OPEN, TOEX-INTAX Z}#e] w40 9lo] AT H5FHA 714E
7A%37] 98] Haugh-Pierceo| 2J3F W& A &3iich o] =l 3o AAle 2
AlAlde] ARIMARH S FA3te dolth o]Y AFYrt <& 2>0] el Utk

o} ARIMA 22 Fele] FapEo] 7+ A1A 9] innovatione 2 FAHHL. FHAMF3
o] 7} % (GDP-TOEX, OPEN-TOEX, INTAX-TOEX)ol| ¢lo] 4% innovation®] i x4
BAAYsERE ASEYAYY AFd 27 FLS-FA (small sample S-statistics)
7t AbEE

n

<E 2> ARIMA =2¥2| *j¥

B (residual) A=
BT e ARIMA =+ Q D.F.
(ZFH )

AR E2)Z(TOEX) (1-0. 644L) TOEX.=6. 989+ a, 14. 63 22
(5.35) (3.04)

GDP (1-0. 518L-0. 746L°) GDP. (1-L) =a, 14.91 21

(4.17) (4. 26)
A u}4 (OPEN) (14+0.548L°) OPENt (1-1) =3. 015+at 23. 46 21
(-3.41) (3.84)

713 A& (INTAX) (1-0. 821L) INTAX,=6. 469+ a, 15. 61 22

(11. 05) (2.19)

QL white n01se Bato] o3 Box-Ljung(1976) X*& ¢2Ju|glich:
Q=n(n+2) Z‘. (n-k) 'r*k~X%m, 714 n=A1Ade #Z2F, m=d7=x A4 (auto-
correlation) 4 £ n=EZE ko W§ 32 A7]A4TA 4 (autocorrelation coefficient).

CE 3> 343 1099 hAH Axpel glol ZARDRAE A 24 S-FAE
Bejzm otk olF oWy ASE S EA] 5% HEE FEoIA X' BAME
dx) ok & 7o) MeSo] 4ESYHolebe ATMAE 748N gech wheh

23 45, AAe AR azlz BAAE Aolel: 27 Granger HRMGE

Z3 A4
zAPGE 22 AYeA gt
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<E 3> MB5E4 (independence)® 3t Haugh-Pierce X'HE

AR % (TOEX) % o9 Z#H4Eo) Haughe] #& S %7
3} ARIMA 2ol 22§ o

BWEES  Alo]9)(univariate residuals) D.F.®

@t 4334 (cross  correlation) 7 21
GDP 3.48 10. 59
OPEN 13.57° 29.74°
INTAX 12. 74 17.23

‘HEEx S FAE AY BEY ol d3¥ o714 mx3(d.f.=7) 232 mE10d.f. =
21).
Mp=.1 FENH HE

ogel <a2¥ 123> 7 Fase aaduuA Bz B Ase] 2ol
EFGE AAHeE HoAFI Qi

2 &3} 7G4 &9 B4 (TOEX-INTAX) ol 4 glo] s} ool 2] =} (first positive lag) ol A
+2 ZFexab(standard error) d¥3E dojstzm ot AEE=YHA 7= (Haugh-pierce
independence test) 2] 13 A]zloll gle] INTAXE ©]E p=. 05+ oldAglx p=. 14
ARA2He AABAE BRIk F 29 S FA% 12. 74 Chi-Square K (X2,
=12.02)& A3z Uk W4 OPEN A AEEYHAHE A HFel o] £33
10 A Aol Qo] e AFAE RedFn Yt p=.1). 22y 28 AI= p=. 0514
B 714E7) wWEel, AEAez FAH axddBAGsd dehd AddEe € E
@42 M4 (TOEX-INTAX) 7} £2 3F#HaL 79 & Aot slx, of W glo] 5
g JAAPAE A= oI

Haugh-Pierced x}of] & ol Av w457 AS5YHA 7HHE 7
ot o522 AAH Granger®H (direct granger method)o]| &3 H4E7HY] A4
g0l sl Asrnd Yo aFARBANMSG 2ol W4 Xoh Y& B4 A
5 8-ZE KRS (linear covariance-stationary time series) & 7}A 3}, dcth =
AL Ao @A Qo] ojmgt el AxtEFA(lag effect) & 71 & %+
Pk AAY KEe Aole AdYAA WHe] ohvet dejely] 4L 8| o Fo
At} o7]4 & modified likelihood ratio Bl AEZ} AL-&5 gk o] HlAEL BRBERS
(null hypothesis) slolj 4] A otsle 2 #Ee] <calel 55U BEHES 2 XP £1E&
ol &3ch. olF FAez BHIY i} o

L
ok
A
o
of
-
32

(T-k) (logl| 22 1-log| Xu1)
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<38 1> HEX&ETOEX) M JHY4 (OPEN) Atole| mAMAMZHRA|& S

-1.0 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

L R Rl i T S e N S e Y L

1

-0.01 - 1 -
.09 - IxXx -
0.02 « IX -
0.0t - 1 -

-0.03 . X1 .

-0.08 - XX -

.10 - IXXX hd
=0.17 - XXxXx1 -
-0. 14 + XXX1 .
0.28 . IXXXXXXX .
0.16 - IXXXX -
0.12 + IXXX .

0.08 . XX -

C.01 - 1 -

-0.18. - X -

-6.39 T xxxxxx%&x‘x .

-0.20 + XXXXX1 ~
Q.17 + IXXXX +

-0.13 ’ + XXX -

0.08 + IXx +
0.42 - IXXXXXXXXXX+

-0.06 - xXX1 .

-0.09 hd xxlI +
-0.33 4 XXXAXXXX] *

-0.28 . XXXXXXX] +
0.09 ¢ XX *

-0.06 + xXx1 +
0.20 * IXXXXX -

0.23 . IXXXXXX .

-0.00 o I .
0.08 + IXX .
0.07 * IXx +
-0.12 + AXX3 -
0.02 * Ix +

-0.04 * x1 +
0.0t + 1 e
0.0% * X +
-0.09 * XX »

0.03 b Ix +

-0.00 + 1 i
-0.03 + X1 +
0.03 + IX *
0.0 I +
0.Q1 « 1 +
Q.01 «+ 1 +

165
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<38 2> FRX@(TOEX)X 45 (GDP) Aol WXL BB AR

-1.0 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

¢~--~4----6----t----o----o---~¢---~4 ————— LR R Rk
1
26 -0.00 - b -
-25 0.13 I1XxX +
-24  0.13 IXXX +
23 -0.23 =~ XXXXXX -
.22 -0.30 + XXXXXXXX ] +
-21 -0.19 - XXXXX I -
-20 -0.05 - x1 -
-t9 -0.07 + xXx1 .
-8 -0.05 + X1 +
-7 0.37 . IXXXXXXXXX -
16 0.28 - IXXXXXXX .
-1  0.35 . . IXXXXXXXXX .
-4 0.03 + 1x -
-13 -0.33 - XXXXYYXY. ] -
-12 -0.07 . xx1 -
-11 -0.09 - xx1 +
-0 0.0t + 1 -
-9 -0.12 - XXX 1 .
-8  0.03 + Ix -
-7 0.25 . IXXXXXX -
-6 0.06 . IX -
-5 0.20 + IXXXXX -
-4 0.17 + IXXXX -
-3 -0.19 + XXXXXT' -
-2 0.04 + 1X +
-1 0.02 . 1 ‘e
o0 -0.20 ‘ - XXXXXT. -
1 0.08 ‘ - . 1xX -
2 -0.12 + XXX1 +
3 -0.04 - X1 ¢
4 -0.05 , . X1 (-
s -0.10 ‘ . xx1 -
6 -0.02 - x1 -
7 <0.10 + XXX1 -
8 ‘0.01 + I +
9 0.03 T Ix -
10 -0.03 + X1 -
11 0.02 . 1 .
12 0.02 - X +
13 Q.01 * 1 -
14  0.03 - 1x .
e 0.00 - ! +
16 0.04 . Ix -
7 0.00 + I +
'8 0.0t - ) *
‘9 0.02 + Ix +
20 -0.01 + 1 +
29 0.02 + 1 M
22 -0.00 . 1 +
23 -0.00 + 1 -
24 0.00 =+ 1 *
25 -0.00 « 1 *
26 0.00 = 1 *
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-18
-17
-16
=15
-14
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434S HRMF] B BERTISH

3> HRXE(TOEX) 2 ZIHMI (INTAX) AOje] mMAABIRAIRS

) )
0000600000060000000000000000000

~1.0 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2

0.0 0.2

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

P S R e S R ek R

LN T I

+

1
X1
1
I
Ix
Ix
X1
I
IXXX
IXXX
IxXXx
Ix
X1
X1
XI
1
X1

XXXXXXXXT

AXXXAXXAXAXX T

“+
+
-

LR R K B

R

LR R A R B 2 N I A

XX1

IXXXXXXXX

XX
Xx1
IXXXX
X1
XXX1
1
XXX1
X1
X1
I i
IXXXX
IXXXAXXXX

LR R

+ ¢+ 4

LR K B

+

IXXXXXXXX4+XXX

XXX
XXXXX1
1
IXX
IXX
XXX1
IX
Ix
XX1
IXXXXXX
X1
XXXXI
1
XXXI
XX1
1
XXXX T
I
X1
X1
Ixx
XX1
X
X
1
X

+

+
*
+

+ 4 4 ¢ 4
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714 Lok L #lI#Y (restricted) 3} IEHM (unrestricted) WA A& AZ F -5
g 17Flelth T BEx9 Polx ke oAt SR BEe geoloh®
AFAEE Y, a28ln IFUA5(GDP), A9 A4, =& HAEE 47 X=
velll& A GrangerdFe oo FUAHAE FAPYozH 3 2 4 9t}

n m
Y.= Z oY+ Z BiXt-l +uy
k=1 i=1

(=4

X=23 rkxt.k+§: sYu+a,
&A1 e viek Zo] Syt FE5HHUSE AT Aol 3delth. OPEN(®+&
GDP } INTAX) 2 2 8¢ TOEXZ9 —HAy]) ¢l 3 (unidirectional causality) = =&
v A2 W HAE F2H 4w FEAER AL A¥YE 4 Ak oy AFE
OLS A=} F-5A17} ol &8t} =¥ EEFBZES (regression residuals) A}olol] & 4HHE
Btk (serially correlated) 7} 1&#1& 47] 93 Box-Ljung Q-F4 71 #4313t A&
<E 4> dEid o

Zh A Akl W E A A e T E OLSFA -2 Al @ sMdo) ot F-549 24345
olateloll Al M=l mal gk < 4> o] wef F-FAYL HEIA ¥L AL
(insignificant) o]+& 72 &0l ohd EEF) U FULE, 4 gz A EY
A 2} (lagged) “38A 7+ 25 # 2 (jointly zero) et 2§ 9 }?&D} wheh] o gl A -9-of
el e B vEhd e BERHE 14E + o wd FEY F-5AE
FAY FHLE, AYAd adn FHAEL AFR L Ggo] Uz, HEzo] A9
AFAEL 4 Ao 4ol Ude A Jehdo ARHoz FEY F-EA&
75‘—'?-1]%‘-54 & HgE7te] A B Ao BEBHE Z14T &£ A I
FAEH TULETY PAE AIZEA(KE 459 3, YA F), F-%—ﬁﬂﬂ' HE3

e AL 9 WA FAHd o] 8 67t FFoE AES} ohdele AL I
el § w4 GrangerAldA mAle Qui: AL ¥olFo)

5 AAZ1Ae t-29F t-3He] BEEZClE IR FEHE AFAAL ol BrESEE Tisie
2 o] FRAA o] 8d HZA|o Aol AT w 2EI HHEE ¥uIEd LS
A 718}, Likelihood ratio test FA 21+ 24. 90|t} (T=33, k=18, 3%=-8.32, 3.=-9.78).
32 d.f. 9] X! e} viayPew FEE 45 0.8t wab 3885 359t (p=.05).
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<E 4> 2o HBEXE(TOEX)I £5(GDP), 7HYAM (OPEN), ZFEAMI(INTAX) 2l A, 1955-
1987; Z|H Granger W (Direct Granger Method)2l &3}

£5 A4, 234 A% AAE
AEAEe dFaA 2@,

D.V. LV, Box-Ljung
(B§2E) F-value®& Q®
GDP (3) GDP(3) 4, 4744 6. 38
(0. 0129)
OPEN (3) OPEN (3) 1. 3183 2.94
(0. 2926)
INTAX (3) INTAX(3) 2. 2555 5.82
(0. 1090)

ARA 28] FAL A5 N34 TAAE
77t oZaA R,

GDP (3) TOEX(3) 1. 0524 2.47
(0. 3884)

OPEN(3) TOEX (3) 3. 6686 2.58
(0. 027)

INTAX(3) TOEX(3) 0. 4484 2.83
(0. 7208)

CF-EAE RE B SYPd4E Azge AL AFE7] 9% AHeldh
"Q-FAE 6 d.f.ol wiEeE F A" Ljungs Box(1976)9 Q EAIgEelth

F odg Alels] ARPAE welevl o] of Z2 KE ALY B (HA Granger
)2 &9 Haugh-Pierceo] &3 W= olE Holz Utk Hol debdt A
Grangerﬂc}'ﬁﬂl g AL soFstd oS3 Aok WA GTAFEH Y BFAL AHT
+ Slth 5% 14535 344 azld v|As ¥ FEH 4 + Aok
o2 Zl < T8 A 48E 5 4 2len, ole FAFHY Axo HY
Helel el ot & ok FFA L3 GDP Alele] #AEAE AY F-AFL
23 3% (GDP—TOEX)olA FE3IA 4depvzn 917 wie f2e FUNL5E
A 2o W) AHez Baisle] gdn BY & Uk ol A A 9o
it o2 o2 HHEA 2 ﬂﬁaf&(exogenelty)i}t A=zt e Aget & 4 drt
<E 3>04 AAFY F-AZFe] FAke AL Ao A FA20] GDPol W2 d3<
AR gderte Re U@k g d’iﬂ 4 *ﬁﬁ%v& F-3A%E HA9 I01L5
FFo] 4 Ee JFE mAxm ke AL RAFz g weEy fele AA
Granger o2 58 GDP& AR Fa2o sl AHolzt AEHH 4 gt

6) Haugh-Pierceoll 213} ulo) 2lo] z}eld) (disturbances) & pre-whitened A1A| Q2 =o] glor,
X2l Yo} +4H84¢ o A5 FAABBA = X9} Y Z7de] 27| 4@He] olvele 243
o £ W4 Aolel ABAlL] BE TME AHFTE £ A "I 2 Pierce(1977) & =§
2 2ul 2} 7] & pre-whitening A 3} A3 7} B& =t W E3hm Y7ol o]e] Azt W <lyA
o A2 8 HFHF AEel € & fdm A3z 3o (Harvey, 1981, pp. 300-307 #=).
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obge F¥AEH AAY AU BA ol e Ao AAr} Jeigtt <&
3>9 F-gAlo mzd AA9 HEAE £FL 359 AANUYAY A xo] Granger
ez AE&3vn #F + Uoh”

3] A2 A5 (regression residuals) Abolol] Az A@RBA 7 JexE& AZ37] Y3l
Box-Ljung Q-%747} o] &=t} (Ljung and Box, 1976). Q-§49 A4+ F-sl2El
g & FEo] EHIde AL RogFa UIH(E 433).

V. & &

£}
lo
Lo

A4 oo g 7AZHY (exogeneity test) & ZAutA o] 7 HAYHSE
H 4 (predetermined variables) &) 4TAE B3 a1 ghH4<o FAAHAA S
§ FAse FREYAAE AT gt Ao e HeEzke] AT
zo} PHE REE (coefficients) & A= At FAsch® 22 449 AF
(exogeneity test) & Bt FefAl A|AAd 4L A AkA s & 4 Uk ”

o] 7 A A, 5379.4“& AlE EA3e o] 2:AAAAA (granger causality) & = 83}
sdle 2ok FxAe] ok WA A A4 FA= AAY ASyde] ¥4 L
ARE 3odFAE gdete Aol (Freeman, 1983). o2& olf2v EEL AAAE
Bnste Az @] o olFHANAM AFATA A AT F Uvhe oot FAME

7) ZA 9] 7|44 (Openness of Economy) & Folftde AL v =] & 4 Yok dixdkd

ulyl o 2 4] ‘Openness’'e) Ao glo] WS A= 3lgc). & ‘Openness’ & ©Hx] GDP 3l

£ viFo g Aot AFH 2y AH< ‘d#“&ﬁc}(causal direction) 3} #& 3ty o= g
geflo] JAANE HAFAE ZIHH

A s F-%7 4E3 Q%A
TOEX= OPEN (Export) 0.5937 0. 62 12. 56 (d. f=15)
TOEX <OPEN (Export) 1. 6700 0.20 25.33(d. f=15)

oh-g8] Biffiol o F=4 Wyl AP uvE + Aok el Atk (Lukepohl, 1989).
Selviebe] A 19700 “101—"? FA4% £25715 A 22 F2H Aolst A
DAY W1EE vl stsAel Uk Ele EHO Slol £E FUE EF TEFge=EH
ol¥oto] glo] HEMS A7 & £ oIt Cameron(1978)] Fe§ wzw otk

8) B]% Az e2E ojud FelEA A4dx FA=HA Holg dAele FIHs7 = o E
4ol thal A (exogeneous) A& ¥l AL HFe Flol BEFoE Fu AFde
%Tﬁﬁ(specmcamon error bias) o t& =-$ FA (robust) 3}k, 214 A 7 % (exogeneity test)
o] Z7 3 (robustness) o] Wisl4 & Sims(1972), Theil(1971) 3=,
9 2c} Fed 248 o) 23, BUFRES FR 33 HRIIEA", WMEITEREH, =#26d
1%, 1992, pp.57-79 =
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T4 = A PR AAd A5 F B euE Jebdd, dulA o R A
Aol AHXH AAEL FELAA (non-stationary) =+ HCZEEHK (autocorrelation)
A Aol 3lAl HESS Uk AR FL2 G5t ¢4 B AHAAA WA
A7 (incremental nature)ol 4] Zo} B 4 Qi) aHdx B3z WH/HETY Aoy
(robustness) & #elsl= oul24 F7ka] ol4de WHE A=ddes AL 7HAU+=
Yol E3] A ;WA €y (Direct Granger method) 2] 7$ o]+ nla® = &317]|7}
Holsly ZEER AfoE Azt A|F F Ude AHE F 4 Uk

4 2 2924 (model specification) # & sled Grangerd] 43 & ¥
HBERRE 71 wEoll w4 AdHEH Fe AXAAY T
UE A% HYE 4 U+ EREW BRGRE A7t 23t gty o3¢ oz
Rl AFAEE HE F A+ 2o 2% Fele EHl7EE "Weg g

otRRto g 2 AT AEAEY FAAQ F9(aggregated data)o] £HE HEul
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