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TRREH S By I0HFL TR BEZ L2 - 5 R AL
FH CPLR P 2 TR A5 20 W AR 4 % 10 @R1Y 5
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%3 Im2 ~ lgdp % Icpi 2. % & i /2
Im2 2 % £ #cA f3 lgdp 2. % & #cA j3
#EF  SE. Im2 lgdp lepi #EF  SE  Im2 lgdp lepi
1 0.01 100.00 0.00 0.00 1 0.02  0.58 99.42  0.00
2 0.01 99.63 0.30 0.07 2 0.02 4.12 9532  0.56
3 0.01 99.66 0.19 0.15 3 0.03 9.13 9045 0.42
4 0.02 98.82 1.02 0.16 4 0.03 14.18 85.39 0.42
5 0.02 9644 342 0.14 5 0.03 18.60 80.59  0.81
6 0.02 93.13 6.75 0.13 6 0.04 2223 76.24 1.53
7 0.02 89.76 10.12 0.13 7 0.04 25.17 72.35  2.48
8 0.02 86.85 12.99 0.16 8 0.04 27.58 68.88  3.53
9 0.03 84.54 15.22 0.24 9 0.04 29.61 65.77  4.61
10 0.03 82.76 16.85 0.38 10 0.04 31.35 62.97  5.68

lepi 2. % & B4 %
#EF  SE. Im2 lgdp lepi

1 0.01 396 0.03 96.01
2 0.01 251 13.41 84.07
3 0.01 1.57 21.76 76.68
4 0.01 1.25 27.41 71.34
5 0.01 1.26 31.21 67.53
6 0.01 1.43 3398 64.58
7 0.01 1.70 36.13 62.17
8 0.01 2.02 37.85 60.13
9 0.02 238 39.26 58.36
10 0.02 279 4040 56.81
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WA (8N 0 R L FA FORF dndicz (10)58 » @ Jo pF 532§

R EMRZ EBIH TR S
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Ex,)+by, , +bWGDPGAP+b,LREROCGAP +v, (12)

(13)

yt :bO +blEzyz+l +b2(it

i, =c,+cEmx,, +czEt7ijm +c50, , tc,Ae, +cgi, +w,

#¢ s A2 Patra &7 Kapur(2010)3 & 7 fo i’
R (x)esc_u £ B 9518 43 B(WGDPGAP)B~ % » ¥ 1137 5 % 2 4 A

5 % f® %4 c (LREROCGAP Y’

> (12)7% % #

% o
_L

2. TR KR

Miwigpra&;; 1994 # 5 1 £5 2011 & % 4 £% F#A4

AEEHOFTRRRIE S ARG PC-AXIS § B TR

IFS TR > 1 2 ¢ L Tk A2 FEHRP ETHRLRLA 40
4 BRI REGRP & TR R
. ki Rl LA L HHP TRk iR
i B A F YR RATAIF 5 AR Rk R Sl A i
: IR RS W A VBRI 5 )
4 = oY 2Rk e n
= B A5 (effective federal funds rate) * BITRNGE A e 2
IV 3“:&: CPDz. # ;,éhﬂz ’
T i 75 4,7; 'i fi iﬁg@ &) AR A
, FERPN 4 &L 3E(GDP) > 12 HP .
Y A ﬁ/ﬁ/z‘ B2t A dld T oo il e
* . '1?_‘1‘]:}"3;—-\:' ’fx( g Ao R ‘fx)‘\
n EFS ST 7 éﬁd‘,?g b IFS
YN L ia 3 h R g ¥ o5, 2l g o N
Ae LpEFgHE | “‘2%;2 FERETS v LaFapay o w
LREROCGAP | % fre s i@]CPI\#B,ﬂLLL & z#ﬂafgyg% [FS
F o X HP g2 Fitdk T o
LR U S - O R S
RPR FEAE ((WPDA A 2% - e L 3 ]| Atk
;Q:(it_ Uz )* Iz éaﬁ;t
- + IMF zﬁ@ixﬁ ;Mﬂgalﬁg( .y
WGDPGAP | + % {8 HP 882 o 2t o - IFS

ST EOETRESRE |EER VRN

FBPIEADZOPRE I o 5‘%&*1*“ HAh B A TR ((12)70) -
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3.GMM w2 %

d 2R3N 2 (A3)58 Y 3 LR R AEARE P ERR
B AR R B 7 i PR M 2 B AL wd 3P GMM 3t i
% fz 3+ Phillips # 3 ~ # & IS & % » 12 2 Taylor % B -

3.1 Phillips # %t

1295 Phillips & Menm %% & SkT o AN (y) 5 - H b

13’3 (TC( 1)), R IR };/—1 Tf\ﬁﬁrﬁ"iﬁ,mﬁﬁ"@”b&p‘%ﬁﬁ ;g
Imp[ﬁ?EﬁPOrﬁT.—ﬂPﬁB (n(l))fﬂr\ﬂpxﬁ‘a %%Kwﬁﬁ%—"\"/‘

B oo BT A RCHANE 2 R BEAPEA A o

dON S L - BN T R R R T L SEET P
SHE A HARFRE ST A R A RPEE -
Fogpde k2] B A BEPE o M B A Hp R 4 0.067 B A B
FAEFRFAST ARG A KPR -

‘L_\i}

1

2

g
©

Rl

2NN

%5 Phillips # %% i3 3+ % %
Wi R

(AP 1994 =% 15322011 #% 4%)
% R S piE
C 0.035 (0.107)
(1) 0.345 (0.000)*++
(-1) 0.543 (0.000)*++
T 0.016 (0.000)***
y 0.049 (0.000)*++
Ne(-1) 0.067 (0.000)***
J-test 11.595 (0.709)

L TR SEEOKE 10% B E o 7 o B EKIES% T RY T L HF
J\_E 1%'!3 EP:{ o

2.J-test & iE B 3T (over-ldentlfylng restrictions) s J st E 0 F J A E
/J‘ —r"q’&;ﬁl IE' s %\ T jﬂ. = ;}'F‘ ‘T HO % ﬁ“—ﬂl] » E 3@}% L p- Value - J-test "T‘}“‘J’
ehp & o

3GMM R332z 1 ER#ce e nnry 2 Ne2 518 148 -
4 r—]AeéﬁF ]ﬁﬁiz &"P# ’ F{%Aemzp lb_ﬁplraﬁ*fﬁ%&
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WP £ 6208 ISe MG s FEHFRPR) 2 1 BF
Q%%’émlr§7%0M2%ﬁ9%’ﬁ%3§%ﬁ§$ st
FRAEEL N GHANTF AR E A T - B A NP (y()H

PR R A R T R A BB ¢ 3R T IE (WGDPGAP)
2 4 s a0 (LREROCGAP ) » # &3t thdichim > % 2 R 57184k
rﬁﬁl BB AN A 0203 BE AR AR TR
U (RE)] B AR A v KA 0037 BE AR
SRS RATESR TR RN ARANRAF LG - L@

% 6 IS&%KI\J""‘L."‘%
7rﬁ‘»ﬁ*’r¥ ®

(AR 1994 & % 1 éi 2011 & 5 4 %)
% Bt ik piE
C 0.129 (0.107)
y(1) 0.611 (0.000)***
y(-1) 0.381 (0.000)***
RPR -0.042 (0.000)***
WGDPGAP 0.293 (0.000)***
LREROCGAP(-3) 0.037 (0.000)***
J-test 6.941 (0.804)

si:]. 1 2 §# % 45 c~RPR~ WGDPGAP -y 2 LREROCGAP 2 % #5 1-4 3§ -
2. ﬂ\ % 7 ¥ :#3 LREROCGAP ~ LREROCGAP(-1) ~ LREROCGAP(-2) i 4
PR LRk BT SRPEE R R R P
#4354 > x4 LREROCGAP(-3) °
3. ;ri B2 s

7 Patra = Kapur(2010)f7)" [ ] i 1] 18] 1 @«‘7}‘%?%&@%&%@4@3 [ ¥ R
HI P LR IR TR DR e AT (R PR o
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3.3 Taylor i B

*g;}%\%\ 7 2. F A T - HfE ]Q;}‘frfb\”’f (1( 1)) %3+ Tﬁ% #y
ﬂﬁi%g%é(W%’ﬁ@ﬁfﬁwﬂﬁﬁ%§&ﬁ§ﬂ$iiﬁo
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P=1
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~
(\©)
N
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o
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L
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prb s T - @S (Ae(l)) A B AT F 2 B A
PETHBEEZIRT > FLERHT - PEIFLE(Ae (1)>0) 0 B
BABHFURERERS > F2ZFHFHT-HF A ERF(Ae
(D<0) > Bl g M F gD BRS - F3 2 » NIA2 P HE
S AR ARG SRS L

%7 Taylor /2 B| 5 3+ % &

R
(BeA®H 1994 &% 153 2011 &£ 5 4 %)

i 3 i b
C -0.056 (0.107)
i(-1) 0.966 (0.000)***
n(2) 0.064 (0.000)***
y(2) 0.038 (0.000)***
Ae (1) 0.024 (0.000)***
J-test 9.736 (0.880)

Bl 2R R d ooy R FRERTTE Ao T 140 -
2""”””?:'?“”@‘1*?'Ji?‘i*f’?éﬁ’ ke R AR R -
3.8 4k 4 5
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e
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0.05, 0.05,
0 et T 0l - U B e e
20010 201101 200101 200301 . 200501200701 200901 201101
005 LB kTR %2 005, FH RS T E %2
_ =¥ F (NT/USD) BFr R
01]7 0.1
~"ygapRun10-Base .- pai4 Run10-Base .-~ oni Run10-Base ~"ygap Run9-Base .-~"pai4 Run9-Base . oni Run9-Base

2z ~ DSGE #-3] % figerdt it

DSGE #-3]+ Y4k p & #p 0 g %‘rﬁ F IFI%%*“;“J (Real Business
Cycle models » RBC) > @ #4 B & 2 & % R EFAHFI 2 AT FIETHC
Al Al o fReehd & PR

(1) p w &7 DSGE #£7] rARKIE 7 ROE FLREDFE > bldoh
»E BT B R ify—(%iri&:fﬂ ‘r* i%—fdi) F] 5 ® A (interest rate
spread) °

He > P &3 FRFEAFTAFEFROHELY 2 9N EARE S
F2 €& Fi ot 2 473) P& R 4o i (financial accelerator) s % o &2
B Ay 3F 5 ?}’?er4t)\$[$ﬂ4c1§ x4 >t DSGE $#£73) ° (82 @ 3=
FeEIF 6 R L b F1R) 0 AA AL HEF R
PR G A FEE 0 H@d &7 DSGE A PR RIS R A AR

Pho()T > B D 3F 5 2 e Y R RSN & f G F1 % DSGE
= RN ETS ENCE ) S S S T T

’ 2l Hume, M. and Sentence, A. (2009) ¢
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(3) ™ % £ 1 A (representative agent) P K iG>tk > F 3 g B L~

% (heterogeneous agent) °

B mRRFFRTERTER AR
2008 & >3k & Fe A S enE 4 0 % R A O E R 4117 (Bank of
England > BOE )/ £ & * 2_ 5 /A5 P #-73] (BOE Quarterly Model -
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F 2 AREFHEAD P - kn BRI 2011 222 %
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