TESR MRS IREETTS R

(KNP A G RFEFEBRZ A5 100029)  ( FHEIR T RELTR)

DARUR W R SRR AW AT R T UUARE I A R E R 25
RN BRI FBRE IE T K R, & B RBRATT FURRT 3709 56 F ik
Fol RS ATIE B AT fe SRR o A SR R B9 20 & R 20 B9 T AR Jo o7 7R 38 o B £
T AT R B AR AE, B T DL ST A 3 AT B B AT, BT DURR I o SRR AT IR W47
THAHE K AR, AT AT HE — 2 BBORE X, A RARAT B 5 T BOR 3T A
T BRI — 0T BE 0 B T 2 ATAE 2R
CREEK BETE TEAHE ERXA

VHREMEX

B HH: 590 B P A T AR 1R AN 7, 9 A T Jg 0k 1R s 8% L P 22 5 11 5 i ) TG
T, S YN Sk S S X — 5ema R A2 s il AEX AN ST, S BUR 5% AT 1
KR BN M5 MEL R 70 S Wi IR o (EL S T 0% RIS e A T ) [ U R 2 R 45 [
SV ER AT g— it . X AN BOE RN, JEIE 2001 &9 [F in A WTO 2 J&, i
2 FFA [ Gl R4 IR, AR e i s ] PN 4 il R 4 T B 0% T 8 (0468 0 20K e 6 1) AL ) B
I TR IS 5 P X 48t ] P 28 DR B SO RBUR A DG T DG I e I HL, B T E 25 R
FIVER TERT T TR e 5Ema H i I, [ AR ot DG )8 3R B H ¥k 5 8% Fernald and Rogers,
2002; hER, 2001) . 1998 4F B 205 LM BT 540 2 J5 , ST DT B 171E 2. B sk v
A, AT R A A AR A, 2002) o« 2000 4F 5 A 3 FIER SN A B 17 HEL VR s 2k, o e
HRAT AT NAZ T TR 117 %) Il —HF Bk i IR A AW AN THE IR AR 1 = IRAS RIS ST
NI B IR ST B IR 5038, AT PRI AR U R A R AT DG 5% I ik 2% = A o if L
X I A LU 020 (G 1R $ET10) Bk BRR IR, 55 IR 2 AW SN LRI 243, AT
S RS T A PR O A, A0 AR AN 2 b e — J5THI A 2 3 AR I i YR it 287
K, A BRI TR VOIR B S B, S — T A 2% AW A B T 1) 3 20 VAN R T R Pt AR
JENE AR, ZRABLT/ R0 FRIE BRI I, X 25 R BRI . B S IREBUM BT WE T, AT
FEAR AU AT B JAFO AN A/ B0 Gl 7 7= A0 M6 1R 0 B, I 12e0Ks DA S AN 6 AR 11 il ¢
PR AN TR T IR (PR BT, A SR %l B MR i b, ST ARG M FR AR R R, FEAR HE T34 L ) A4 il
B AR AR A A R AR, FR ) 0, i S 06 R R AT )

FIHFT AL, X IR IR AR, DL AE AT S B ORI SR D7, #E A i A
SCHR AN HE SR HA DU R 72 W Bk E I 1) B 1T SRS 1 S T 1R DG R, R4 ) 4R
AT FOUBE ST 7 PR 2k AT 80P E AT 23 A7 R SR (L1 1) .

*ORSCHIB AR T 2002 4 11 AR AT AR R g b R E S RO > SR AT B B, A SR RS S N S BL OB
AHEEA BSOS R 4 R T 5B o (H SO P AR AT 5 28 A SR 5 7R 4
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Qi‘ (% X% ﬁ;’@om 7

EX s *uz |

2N

() 3% AU RS0 52 1T S N A 1K) 5% i

(b) WEETHHAES xf 1% Ml SR A 52 Wi (M. Friedman, 1988);

() IR A T T I QO  UF % 280N S i 4 9l RN HE %, BE 1T 5% 1 2 W8 35 5
(d) ML 5T R W0 S S5 ik TUIU, 3 0 5 o B S A A 5

(e) RN N KF 5 m B% 7 5K

() 3% MHCE RS0 KT A E RN o

A DT TSR AN T o 1 #E D B A (i) AR R s [ B AR K, LA AR Bt A
F 7K SP-Ufer sen) B 1 Tk B0 704, ANSCATRBGR o B T2 M B st /U bade RN A, 1 JiES
it B i F R s i) 5 ©7 25 1 20 B A 2R, 2001; 1 RS HEBESE, 2002) , A SCH 4 vh 1%
BLH (a) F(c) 1 2B A ik, JF Ha B2 o R AT (1) J& MY % T 1l 11 ( Bemanke and Gertler,
2003); ( 2) 75 A e ST Wik T, (3) Q] FRUBE A [n) i

SR RARAT B I A A

f48 L, T SRR AT B H bR A YE M KT R RN BR) (R BEL BRI K . (HAEE Y
GRENLZ G, 7ot S5 FIP, BRI SR s A0 S o o rh R AR AT IR TT A 4R R i R S AR E .
J 5 T3 S G R G A A G 4y, PR AT ANRE A JSE IR SR T R B T o R ST
B S0 — M %1}[7J<$$D7&1Zl§?é€<£ﬁ7ﬁﬁfﬂﬁ,%ﬂz PP HRA T IO 20 BT R T, AT N A R
JEEC TETHT OPE D, R B S 7 TS

A PR (Mishkin, 2003) T4 R, SR et LR JE1E 52 20 £035%

1. $0% UEiE . R QQERIA A, B KA 20w TR AT T3 PEAAE S B A (/ qO L
FY B2 FE v, 2 q KT 1IN, RS (EOR T3 AR, R B8 s i B, b bz 3l 7R Sk
ey K Ps It { y q{ y IRE { yY{ &

2. R RN IR o Sl R 2 JEN Ok, TR R A B 1R I 140, 3 AR A S B > RN
AR BT DRBGIN, AN RIS T KA = K P IR { yWIHE { yCHZR{ yY { .

3. B AR EE . e Bk, WA M E FHE, 2w X RS A E R TRl
HCHR S (AT, DAR 2 & A5 BE D (rI3ssie, o A2 1E T BRAT DRk B9l 2 iy 2 7 Al $%%

MR YR . IR AR AR 5 U 50: PSR { yNW AFNEFE { y LEER { y1
&”ﬁ {yY{.

4. WAIVERE. Bt BT, 075 0 2% R A B stk 9 s OK, T 2 s B I 45 WL

PRI PIREE 26 R R Ul 2>, 42 B0 i ot RO = H, e dr gl 17 75 SKRF = B Ps Il { y

AT IR B MEBCGR R — H AR 5 2 HARIR Gt 120K 72 G md i .
45



Fa( Gl M) { y CAiif s { HAEEZH { yY { .

IR DU TEAR R, B AR RS A [ R AR G R, IR % 5 S0 RN  — iy
TR 51 BEA AR TEAE . R o JBE S 3 A T T R 2 B BT AR TN R kA A
NI ST AR A AL v, J S AN S m e S H (4% IR TEN W0, I S T X6 W B 1) S
TR AT BEST 5 T I APR 22500 2R o BRI A, IR ST 330 v e 5 % MG B 0ORHOG : I SE M 3%E
8z FTH N, TR BEHL IR TN AR 2 S AR % IR T IR 2R s o T T Bl S 0 I ) i e I, KR B
MG R BT T, Al HURDAE 5 S BRI T S AR T B o I &85 SRR I 52 T i oA T2 0 S 4k
EBF T P4 R AR .

MESZBR 2B 05T _EE, A% H AR %%, B, Friedman( 2000) % 35 5 2240 4% 76— AMic K
ST 300 oo 3 B 2 R 7 S (RIS R AT 7SI AT, A 508 e IREZE AN 17 H RTS8 B BAK 15
Wi JLF- #BAS 055, 367 ARME DAAS S A 5 1 T aCdE A B8 Y SR g S ALY . Rigobon and Sack ( 2003)
e B Tk sl 56 B 5 B SRR HLECRI5EmT : 2 bn s /R 500 #5855 BTt 5% , 44 1 2000 43
] ot B 1T P S A T, 2 A BRGS0 W0 350 5780 42,3 s, A1 B JBeTis WA e 140320 s 31 216 17
N A% , U B AN BN 230 4258 G, 347 5 GDP 48K 0. 23 N1 40 M. T LSS IBeA B0
FERE (AN BB M SR

Bttt R 268 B L AR U ST I W 2R A LTI ) IS 2 A 6 T KA, AR S AR
ARV . CAT IR FEHR, X A (2000) 23 AT & B RIS T (55 GNP (1 LU AE R GNP (#7145
TR G AHR(2001) IS5 F R E B S E 5 GNP IEARDC, (EAHSC REUR /AN 18T
FEREBESE(2002) RIL A 1995 FELLK, +E439 Pt 5 A LA K TV B8N 5 R B0 iR A P8k
28] (R S 2R B0 R AN B o AR SO 2518 SR RS IR B2 11 {E 5 GDP AT il 26 &R, [ se
Wk LEAT AT % #06F GDP AN 2 s Fa 0BT 32 m (5 WA SCHS /N7 ) -

=BT BN B T

— BNy, BURE T IRUBCT AT AR BUAE A T T — e e IR v RS BT T BGR . A3
RIE e, o ZERIEER AN ) L vh SRARAT 2 A7 BEX BT AT 58 5 R R AT A B 1% T T
T, 1B 307 AN, BB 1T SBCHE (1 L JBETT S (R8RS ARt JEVR IR 1 FIAR R 28 5 R

MER VS EBE, 2 MBCR IR TR ) SEm B AR ) ) s B s SO A R
K2 (1) B2 T A TR B IBESR A% 058 i R 9% 21 S EE, B8 R O B R, A 4
B HEAIIL ;o B R XU RS BE BB, R KRS i 4 B AN AR, XK AU
IR LTk BrELRT LU, B2 ey 3, eSS Bk 7o 04, 44 (2000) fi i, AERE Y]
FELI AR K, AT TR B D3 T s B0, AR S RS T i A, SATTIORL R A B T g ke
n, AN BEE A%, Bl b e AR b, B/ 22 (1998) R BLIF R IRFR 5 E MO [F] 1) A2
5 ML JER 5 M2 S AR Ak, AHORPERLSS, BAREE . AbA  TOY) PRI ER AR TE o B EE S
T2 BUA A K.

(2) IR R T e S4B 1 M - 270 A TR H P A RO, AR LS I 0 sl i B,
R AT EE, A 2N R R A 3 2 B TF, DU SE B SR R A BT T LA 5 K F SR I
5, TR SR RS N B AR K R AR 2 AR TI0Y], AR RN I AR R AR AT B,
W2 702 FT SNBSS, B AR RS H, 10 B SR R T i 7] ) IR 5T Ak R BN, oIk

2002 4 7 A BEZENT 3 AN S E RIS T (4 0k 45794, 37 AL JGRT 15063, 82 127G 43 il GDP(102000 214 J6))) H 5%
Geil AR 2 #5 R 2002 4F 12 A 30 H e B R o L URE) 1) 45% i 15% .
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i (% 28 4o 7

SRty RANRALH), BN IRAAL

FEFE SR B8 L BB 25t T 53 AN A T A 6 S Bl « (1) B ARS8 AR B, Atk
SR TR AT AR et S (RIBE 55, JBEt BT (2) AR AR R A1 B, 4 4Bt s B B, O T IA R
W AR EAR, $058 0K 30 2 WS R ad (R 8 7™, B A T

FATIN, SRAT R ER T 10/ foeJa DERRO BAS M A7k B2 T AN 158 2242 587 AR A<0h, I
THAN BT TER B S s i F4E R R S - A M 2805 1847 RS B 7 d, AT R TR R A 42
IS SR, B0 T, AR N SE ISR, SR iR 1 B TR I, e e A S R 7 Ak
BTN I T Jeont R R N HE (R A5 LT S0, A T 55543 B e B, It R R o JRATTRR IR
S K A 7 N0 o

JIT A BAER 18 E FRAT I ANGE W A< X8 SR M L 1) PR 5, 0 2005 5 S Bty D0 HEA T U A
I, A REFF I WIRA I 5K

Rigobon and Sack(2002) #6146 1 5% [ 5% M BSOS BB 45 19 5 1, S BB Fied B3 T U AT WA 1)
Gla) SN, BRI A T} 25 AN AT, K 3 EURRHE IR 500 T B 119%

Hed 75 3 2001) A BUFNEAAE 137 5 B A AT S5 KBRS KR o

TATR BT A 52 THECE(MOMLM2) X BT #R B 5. (HUE, SRAT IR AR R AE 15 DA
AR TR I R (2 WA SCER N B Y

DU o AR T A Gy =3

AP RAMT AT RE )T TR T, FRAT RIS 5 = AN o) R, B SR AT N el P T

T R AT Y, 5 RE (P SR e A Nl N 2R IE W () R RO, e/ 4 BB T
TLAHI AT P He L Ab 2 i e e AR g SR AT (T T, AT 5 SR 0T o SR AT 0 Tt
AT RN, 3tk G AN B B R 25 R PRI e S VL, IR ) v SO BRAT 90 e AR R o (L IRRE — LA (1)
Ui (E 16 A TR B 7 ) BEHL B R, A4 AR T i H 10 o A AT BB A rf S ARAT 1) B TRER
Poax BB P/ s BT B0, S5 WA BRIBAT Wik AN b B 35

AT R L AT DA S AT AT AT I L/ A AR PR (T, AN 3 W 1T
H 3l TR, R AR SR AN [P X 5o IR Pl AN 328 B 17 G Rl Mk, (EL BT B L& o ik
YR JAT (04T 8 AT B T30 IR TR) A1 (A0 88, Rt vk 3 AT B i O T Is B AT 14
NI F 3 -

P LK W ods B X FRHY iR AN [R] TR B 5 AR B o AT %) Sk 23 B R, ob ] o e AT
(9 FRACL P 1) )5 ol B S8 X1 700, 1m0 P Bk T R K

Fo ERFEE U EAS T T VE

TR T 85X 17 5 [ 115 (Rolling VAR) 538 i i i (149 11 7] )4 2 % ( augmented VAR)
Granger K OCF K90 AHZS A5 00 V= Al vk 7572

F T R 9 s e Ry R T RN /N (A ol 250, B AFRATT I [B1UH R 48 ( VAR) 2F &5
P B E AR A A IR A S AT Rt S8 L S PR ARk b AR S ] A Rl AT
SRR NS A3 AT SIAIE 28T 23K, B 'E ARe il 5072 k.

h TGN A I e R R IR AR Ge gk B s AR A, AR SCR R
i IR TR AT 5 . Bk R, AR BRERATR I 1993 4F 10 H 222002 4 6 H 1) HEE £, BRES
—AEREA SUOR B I TG AN, BATHE AR B FEACRI 1994 4F 10 H %2 2002 4F 6 H 734k il A
FLEE TR, ST A FLAE I 52 (60 AN ) o BB — N TREACH 1994 4F 10 H 22
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1999 4E 9 H, % ANTHEA N 1994 45 11 H % 1999 46 10 H, MR HE. 55 46 D THEA, Bl 5 —
ANTREARJ 1997 47 H 4 2002 4 6 H »

FRATHE LA [ 52 B 0 [ RS I, BATIE AN BUBRE AR 2 R ) ke T 7 — AN A
AR R, TXRE RERE S SOR A5 5 SCRE ISR I B 45 5L, LA 7853 SO ARt ek sty SRy 2544 AR 4K

AT VEANT B B B RS Ty B T 6 2 W B 5m), JRATTEEE T 3 A [t [ R
A4t VART.VAR2 Hl VAR3. VARI A5 A6 )7 BT M M2 R ATA A BT B4, B 52 GDP.
TH RS 5 CPL LA B A IR IfR) i #ye E— D FRATHE VAR 1 (1) M2 4347 24 ML FITHE M2 (M2
=M1+ #E M), TR AR BRE), IS 1 VAR2; %5 —J7 1, AT VART 1 (1K) M2 23 4% 4 MO
Ffh M2 (M2= MO+ fhM2), TfifR B e BN, MM 2 VAR3. X AEEATT AT BAy 5l % 254 [F)
(5% M 2R M2, ML, MO & 0 B 052 o B A6 ok b 3 AR 3 799 e i B AN i 1 T (B S A
JBeA g it RR NP T 00 AT A A% PRI TIT (B DAL FE 2. GDP A& A H JEI Tl 38 (i 7 1 2 &
[ GDP 3 ixk Chow F11 Lin( 1971) (¥ FE T 57 Ak ST e K FIJE L JE 0 SRA TR A7 — 4 0
flPR) %o T 3 A FREOZ T 2001 AF A8 A ¥ ] AR HcE S0k 6 H BERS Ta)) 7 51 B 1T \GDP i
DMk PR T TR RS s o B AU D v IR 22 B A5 L O (CEIC) $dhs e B RATH e 4h,
A A A B AR BUG VR M. LRIV &R S5 VAR) [ BT 9 B $i il Schwartz £ S84 4i( SIC) v
SEo % 1.2.3(a) «4.5 1 VAR £33, % 3(b) 1 VAR2 7451, % 3(c) H1 VAR3 153,

*1 Ji i %t 948 £ CP) &y v

TR FREAR TR J& 7 48 %¢ CPI S8 E A #¢ CPI S8 E

w5 A4 H A0k H B2 R A% % iy % 5 3 A% %
1 1993.10 1998. 09 - 0.017 0. 18 0.027 0. 08
10 1994.07 1999. 06 - 0. 010 0.35 0.023 0. 16
20 1995.05 2000. 04 - 0.021 0. 14 0.015 0. 44
30 1996.03 2001. 02 - 0. 005 0. 71 - 0.002 0. 92
46 1997.07 2002. 06 0.022 0.37 - 0.054 0. 16

T AR B AU 2 & A T EA I 0 TS AR (AR SO TR o O RS R e D T REARR S, L R
N REARIGAZ L HEA e TR,

*)2 He 7 %+ GDP Hy v

FHEA FAEK FHEA B GDP | SBAHE He A 1 GDP SBNE

okt A sk B #ok B # % 5 3 B 1 5 ¥ 5 H B 1 5
20 1995.05 2000. 04 - 0. 059 0.040 - 0.0003 0. 99
24 1995. 09 2000. 08 - 0. 064 0.046 0. 0002 1. 00
25 1995.10 2000. 09 - 0. 067 0.049 0.003 0. 92
31 1996. 04 2001. 03 - 0. 083 0.030 0.028 0. 51
34 1996.07 2001. 06 - 0. 100 0.028 0.038 0. 39
35 1996. 08 2001. 07 - 0.095 0.032 0. 026 0. 52
36 1996. 09 2001. 08 - 0. 080 0.044 0.015 0. 72

TE: ARG BT BT GDP AT Sk 35 55 v S48 R (M S HOh RN T 0.05) .
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i (% 28 4o 7

*3(a) B¢ M2 A% T
FHEA FHA FHEA M2 B HHAE | M2 AR SBHNE
w5 Atk %k B # % 7 53 B A 3 RS B A 3
1 1993.10 1998. 09 - 2.02 0.33 - 3.01 0. 29
10 1994.07 1999. 06 - 2.7 0. 09 - 3.56 0. 09
20 1995.05 2000. 04 - 1.34 0. 27 - 0.92 0. 59
30 1996. 03 2001. 02 - 1.38 0.22 - 0.22 0. 89
46 1997.07 2002. 06 - 0. 60 0. 50 - 0.49 0. 71
% 3(b) B B ML 3t BT B 5
FHA S Z FHA M1 SHAE | ML SHHNE
e A2 4 Ik % 53 B Aok 3 W5 H B Aok 3
1 1993.10 1998. 09 - 0. 81 0. 40 - 1.42 0. 28
10 1994.07 1999. 06 - 1.05 0. 15 - 1.39 0. 15
20 1995.05 2000. 04 - 0.55 0. 29 - 0.39 0. 61
30 1996. 03 2001. 02 - 0. 60 0. 19 0.02 0. 97
46 1997.07 2002. 06 - 0.38 0. 30 - 0.42 0. 44
% 3(0) LAl T MO X B 8
FHA FHE FHEA MO HHAE | MO 5B HNE
okt AskE B Zk B # % 5 3 B 1 5 ¥ 5 H B 1o 2
1 1993.10 1998. 09 - 0.30 0. 41 - 0.53 0. 32
10 1994.07 1999. 06 - 0.47 0.13 - 0.67 0.13
20 1995.05 2000. 04 - 0.09 0. 62 - 0.07 0. 81
30 1996. 03 2001. 02 - 0.13 0.43 - 0.09 0. 74
46 1997.07 2002. 06 - 0.13 0. 41 - 0.15 0. 55

W5 N Granger PR ARG FAT S0 K — AN 10) I 40 SEATHIPE RS 56 (predtests ) 4 v — AN ER TS B T RIRE
JEUDR P AR A SRS VI, I AT K T 540 2 Granger RIS 56 R0 8% J 45 8. SEBsvh, i 301 ME RO 1)
G510 R L (AN BRI AR TR BRI ) 53 4b, An— AN GBE A i B T2 PR T ek
RGN AR AR, TS A5 S RS 90 1 508 A AN A e Pk, X e AN A R IR AR R, 25 0 B 1)
Granger DK K50 417K SEK AN A Mo hy JiE Godk — 3 H (A0 i 390 PEASE: 2 e AT TmT R oK R AR 45
WIS, A SCR 57 A —Ff/ T35 W1 70 1) Granger [R5 & B K 5603 o 3X {1 /2 Lutkepohl Al
Burda ( 1997) FAILE 390 ik B 50 11 18] U1 5 45 (augmented VAR) b A1) Wald #6556 . X 7 31041
WAE TANTELAT LR A vEAS 5600 Bh HEAGS Granger PIROC R JLEAA AT,

58 M AIC 5% SIC A High e Al JAFR 48 VAR I #EE £5 p, 85 l0h p+ 1 B B 1 R:%8 VAR(p
+ 1), (HE IR p B AT Wald A8 50 K 5 Granger ISR SC R ¥ (p+ DB AIFIA &

pt 1

%8 VAR(p+ 1) M X= 6 BX i+ U,X= (yi, w, Z). (1)

HB2 wey yo 1) Granger R OCE K5 A
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*4 o R ARAT A R xR T T

THA FHA THA A 2 5 SHHE | KA GDP SHHE
w5 A% H 2k B 1 % v 54K H 1 Hy % 5 3 H A
20 1995.05 2000. 04 0.038 0.081 - 0.059 0. 040
22 1995.07 2000. 06 0.044 0.027 - 0.047 0. 150
23 1995.08 2000. 07 0.045 0.020 - 0.047 0. 150
24 1995.09 2000. 08 0.042 0.032 - 0.064 0. 046
25 1995.10 2000. 09 0.038 0.042 - 0.067 0. 049
26 1995.11 2000. 10 0.038 0.036 - 0.065 0. 063
27 1995.12 2000. 11 0.039 0.028 - 0.061 0. 097
28 1996.01 2000. 12 0.038 0.038 - 0.064 0. 078
29 1996. 02 2001. 01 0.038 0.050 - 0.065 0. 081
30 1996. 03 2001. 02 0.039 0.046 - 0.071 0. 053
31 1996. 04 2001. 03 0.039 0.041 - 0.083 0. 030
32 1996.05 2001. 04 0.039 0.043 - 0.085 0. 055
33 1996. 06 2001. 05 0.044 0.011 - 0.083 0. 068
34 1996.07 2001. 06 0.045 0.010 - 0.100 0. 028
35 1996.08 2001. 07 0.045 0.011 - 0.095 0. 032
36 1996.09 2001. 08 0.045 0.014 - 0.080 0. 044

Vi: At TR 26 00 PB4 55 S SR T4 % GDP 47 5.5 S V57 45 SR IV B 400 B RN T 0. 05)
H:B'=R'=, , =RB"=0 (2)
BN LA R BRIAR S U Wald eit 524
Wald =BV (BB~ V(p)
Hh & B= (B”, B, , , ,B)c,BEBIMIHE, V '(B) 1& B )y 22 40
2 Wald #5252 Ho, 4518 0 wi Xy, % Granger R C K. #57 Ho #4048, 458w Xy B
Granger KRR o FAUHL, A T mT AKX o y we 1) Granger [K] SO0 A B Be K656
TS SCR B &7 shat (Tt B4l 17 92 VAR, BT BL Wald 36 2 7 5h 300, BNE R MR
B X VAR(p+ 1) ATl S8)5 FIH Wald Zith 54545 Granger IR OCH

PN SEAEZP BT IR 451 A L BUR S

T, T R AR B BURA B TR (), 3 AT F VAR 23T i A T fEDx
TS A% B GDP R VH Bda B 5o o AN A B T3 {20 sl A 5o 9 9 P SRR I s ma (L3R 1) ;
A GDP AT 0 5 1 560 AT B T {EAE 1995 4E 5 H %8 2001 4E 8 H AIAI 1) 7 A T FEAH %)
GDP A 2 1 /E (AR 2) o WA i, R TEIX 7 AT FEAHH T, AT BTl

HR, BAi1iz A VART.VAR2 F1 VAR3 HAK 734t O T BUR OB 560 ). FRA TR AT A7 13
Hm R AR A R A W3R 3), T LAHERR Je AT — DT SR M AR e e i eI et . (R, FRATTK
I, RATHI R AR AE 15 DT RER T et 7242 T B FH s (W3R 4) o X 15 DMFREARR I L
RIATAT BT T 7 A PR G, ST 6 AN TR, MEIL e AR, FIZRET
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#*5 JBCTT 4B 5 B ¢ 18] B AR B R

THA FHA THA JBC T B %4 B A HHAE | BT A SHHE

w5 A3 H 2t B 9 % 76 54K GEES H %78 5 4K GEES
1 1993.10 1998. 09 0.32 0.076 0.031 0. 94
2 1993.11 1998. 10 0.33 0.075 0.033 0.93
3 1993.12 1998. 11 0.38 0.033 - 0.12 0.75
4 1994.01 1998. 12 0.37 0.063 - 0.14 0. 72
5 1994.02 1999. 01 0.43 0.028 - 0.27 0. 45
6 1994.03 1999. 02 0. 44 0.032 - 0.36 0.31
7 1994. 04 1999. 03 0.42 0.060 - 0.37 0.29
8 1994.05 1999. 04 0.42 0.064 - 0.38 0.27
9 1994. 06 1999. 05 0.42 0.066 - 0.36 0.31
10 1994.07 1999. 06 0.50 0.007 - 0.46 0.23
11 1994.08 1999. 07 0.54 0.000 - 0.69 0. 03
12 1994.09 1999. 08 0.57 0.000 - 0.31 0. 30
13 1994.10 1999. 09 0. 45 0.003 -0.23 0. 44
14 1994.11 1999. 10 0.43 0.005 - 0.12 0. 69
15 1994.12 1999. 11 0.41 0.007 0.018 0. 95
16 1995.01 1999. 12 0.42 0.006 0.024 0. 94
17 1995.02 2000. 01 0.42 0.006 0.046 0. 83
18 1995.03 2000. 02 0. 46 0.004 0.071 0. 84
19 1995. 04 2000. 03 0. 46 0.005 0.23 0. 50
20 1995.05 2000. 04 0.49 0.003 0.18 0. 59
21 1995.06 2000. 05 0.48 0.003 0.21 0. 50
22 1995.07 2000. 06 0. 56 0.001 0.16 0. 65
23 1995.08 2000. 07 0.55 0.001 0.21 0. 54
24 1995.09 2000. 08 0.50 0.003 0.31 0. 37
25 1995.10 2000. 09 0.49 0.004 0.29 0. 39
26 1995.11 2000. 10 0.47 0.005 0.28 0. 38
27 1995.12 2000. 11 0. 46 0.007 0.29 0. 37
28 1996.01 2000. 12 0. 46 0.007 0.30 0.35
29 1996. 02 2001. 01 0. 44 0.009 0.29 0. 37
30 1996. 03 2001. 02 0.47 0.006 0.20 0. 54
31 1996. 04 2001. 03 0. 46 0.008 0.12 0.73
32 1996.05 2001. 04 0. 46 0.014 0.087 0.79
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4k s

FHAR FHAR FHAR Jie i 18 7 B AR SZHNE P 3ot Fe i 4B SZHNE
w5 A4k H #F B BB 18 % BT 18 %
33 1996. 06 2001. 05 0.58 0. 00 - 0.093 0. 77
34 1996.07 2001. 06 0.67 0. 00 - 0.093 0. 77
35 1996. 08 2001. 07 0. 68 0. 00 - 0.10 0.74
36 1996. 09 2001. 08 0.70 0. 00 - 0.078 0. 80
37 1996. 10 2001. 09 0.61 0. 00 0. 069 0. 81
38 1996. 11 2001. 10 0.61 0. 00 0.12 0. 67
39 1996. 12 2001. 11 0.61 0. 00 0. 064 0. 81
40 1997.01 2001. 12 0. 60 0. 00 0.079 0.75
41 1997.02 2002. 01 0. 68 0. 00 - 0.055 0. 88
) 1997.03 2002. 02 0.67 0. 00 - 0.061 0. 86
43 1997.04 2002. 03 0.71 0. 00 - 0.14 0.71
44 1997.05 2002. 04 0.74 0. 00 - 0.22 0.54
45 1997.06 2002. 05 0.76 0. 00 - 0.16 0.71
46 1997.07 2002. 06 0.96 0. 00 - 0.46 0. 42

BATR B 728 W3 BV e i R I AN IR W82 n SR SR AT 1R )3 50 J i PR 5% Wi 2 0 SR 1,
A e TCTFARRE Ty ] I 535 (58 WAy At I50 & AEAE IS T AN FREAHI AT G » FRATIAESE Hi M —fi
FEIe AT 0BT (e 42, T HUAT 00 300 ol 5 WA S ks o ) A2 A 80 o DR T SR i e AT
(IR 2508 B T 2 TEV2 A T S (1), IS sl ey e AT (R R AE 15 AT REA o et P2k T 3
IREI . B2 AT TR SO el We? SR i AT B e 2 BT A S AN RS 1R 38 3, TR s i
R ARl AR TR AR R WA 2 B3 P a4, BT JAT R K iy A5
WA 15 AN FREA, S8 X GDP A VER 1 7 AN FREARZ [ 40 S, HXAE— X
o i H, SRAT RIS A 52 1K /INE 15 AN FREAR AR AR o BT LA, AT B AR T DL Ja s
FIIAT OB 70, AR, FRATTAITIC V2 BRI e A7 I T3 TPy e o) A O R R . XU, R
AT T PABLFA6G 1) 1 i L X T 100 A IR 3R, AT S AR 7 1 A 3 BEAE (2002) BT
HH T O 45 E Y DG 1A S BT AR AN R 1 080

2T A 7 AT AR T i i X GDP A 1EH, 8 94T 2 T LAEELE 15 A FREA, 38 42
RN =25 52, AT et T 11737 (JBETTT RS Bas %) i 5% T BOR SRA80RE AR b T 1) K oA
18 Al ), T LA AT A0 8 T T A T RERL

JBETH T AELAE 2% B X GDP A7 53 16 G/ A v A2 BT v TR S i 1) o B T A7 AE S IR A 1S 4
RIS RN B, A2 T b/ A3 550, M BELES T SE PR BRI R o X AR RS T A (T 7 IX 2 iU o s A T
FERETT LT b, 340, AR R [ GDP 3K ROE 2R 10 TR o Y, it b T Ak
o352 EIE Ak, ET I H IR Y g 2O, 1R Ak 4 5 R £ SR A e, BTbA A i e S
GDP % [a] AH G I 5

JAT IR KA A2 1E 95 ) JR PR AR T b 7, R %65 1 ¢ () 1) 22 4k 5F 2L I8 A0 1103t 3l
it B, (R e [EE ST 3% b, B8 06 R 1) R AR SEF/ T mORI0 SR TEZE; BAT 1IN A e

52



i (% 28 4o 7

DI fige UK B RATH 5 M 2255 34T IR U E, BRRATAI K Fias 488 N0 (B WA S =
iar) o

e, BT a gy BT B BER il K OGER  JATIA A, wh B B2 T BOR 2 LA 2
MZEFFZ AT H I, 1 5% T BOR 3RAE (CR 208 DAy TIRIEL 34 GeR M E A 45t a1y, IR
37 NAZ R T JOE 22—, 1IE QT BB B I LA S B AT 56 201, Jhe i 55 GDP TG &% (H IRt
WA A AN B (NI ) « ANIE WA (FEAn A A6 YRR I AT BER B 7m0 50 &R, A55%) o IXBRE T
SR ARA TR T RO L B OGTE AR R A, % aBCsR AL 2 RE/ SEHIR0 M Al A0 . = o
HRAT R M B 2 T 3N, BT R BERERE AR, D D 5% Wil Sk s o ANRE R B s,
A3 MACER I ST A . 31X 4518 590 45 (2000) A8, H2DE M BOE Mk 22 1
13 ARFE M Z I LT PR IETE AN W, BT {EL SR 520 GDP, A1) A<l I 58 B 2%, AN e ife,
17 FLIBE S s AR AN Wi B W 5) o PTRA, AT TS5 1852, il b B 252 1z 1) D sl A0 H i BRIk
A, E I HANGE A% B T BOR AL HLHEIIER] o E 200 SRerh SR AT AT FUKE i, 38 2 T AT it
A o

FARA, 2002: 5500 277 5t M EERA P 3R B E %6, o EESR M .

He s A, 2001 5 [ BEACTIT o 5 6% T 4 O B4 5% e, 5 S 28356 55 10 J.

hER, 2001:5 F EDIA WIO: AL 3 g S 10 e 205 27 20 e, 5 2 R 96 5 1200

B/ 22, 1998:5 B4 % A2 Al xt B T BURE R W6 , 5 265916 25 1 3]

AR, 2001:5 BT 37 58 T 5k L 4635 i e, 5 U iIT 56 45 5 0.

PIELF, 2000: 5 B TR K 3 50 N BT T RO e i AR 26, 5 e 3 e 55 1 3.

WPV EEBESE, 2002 51 [E B SR T I A 45 B O SE 356 , 5 S AT 56 55 4 .

Sy F A4, 2000: 5 LT B BB 4 A%e L 5 e BF I T6 4 3 .

AR, 2000:5 SR B B AT L 2 Ko, 5 P RLIE e 47 3 0.

Bemanke, B., and M. Gertler, 2003, Should Central Banks Respond to Movements in Asset Prices?, American Economic Review Papers and
Proceedings, forthcoming.

Chow, G. C. (“4F%JF), and A LLin, 1971, Best Linear Unbiased Interpolation, Distribution, and Extrapolation of Time Series by Related
Series, Review of Econanics and Statistics, 53(4), 372) 376.

Fernald, J. and J. H. Rogers, 2002, Puzdes in the Chinese Stock Market, Review of Economics and Statistics, 84(3), 416) 432.

Friedman, B., 2000, The Role of Interest Rates in Federal Reserve Poliggmaking, in R. W. Kopde, and L. E. Browne ( eds) The Evolution
of Monetary Policy and the Federal Reserve System over the Past Thirty Years: A Conference in Honor of Frank E. Morris, Boston: Federal R eserve
Bank of Boston.

Friedman, Milton, 1988, Money and the Stock Market, Joumal of Political Economy, 96(2), 221) 245.

Lutkepohl, H., andM. M. Burda, 197, Modified Wald Test under Nonregular Conditions, Joumal of Econometrics, 78(2), 315) 332

Mishkin, F. S., 2003, The Economics of Money, Banking and Financial Markets, 6th ed, New York: Addisor2Wesley.

Rigobon, R., and B. P. Sack,2002, The Impact of Monetary Policy on Asse Prices, NBER Working Paper No. 8794, February.

Rigobon, R., and B. P. Sack, 2003, Measuring the Reaction of Mongary Policy to the Stock Market, Quarterly Joumal of Economics, 118
(2), 639) 6.

I g D ) (At &)

53



Monetary Policy and Stock Market in China

Sun Huashu & Ma Yue

(Uniwersity of International Business and E conamics; Lingnan Unwversity)

This paper develops a comprehensive framework to analyze the relationship of monetary policy and stock market. We focus on the
necessity and efficiency of central bank intervention in the sock market in China. We applied molling VAR estimation and
augmented VAR Granger causality testing technique to capture the frequent structural changes in China due to her gradual
econamic and financial refams. It provides a new analytical framework for the central bank. s mmetary policy desigh and its
farecasting practice.

Key Words: monetary policy; stock market; intervention mechnaism; Granger causality
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Theory of Energy of Finance Release

Dong Zhengqing
(Guangfa Securties Corporation)

The present article brings forward a theory that explains the energy of finance release in an ecanomic entity. The article explains
that energy of finance is determined by the scale of financial resources and the unit output capability of the financial resources
processed by the ecanamic ertity. The level of the energy of finance release is one of the main factors that influence the level of the
GDP. The atticle also formulates a theoretical model to analyze the energy of finance release. On this basis, the author does a further
exploration on the restrain of China s energy of finance. The article comes to a conclusion that the key to a energy of finance
release is to realize a competitive distribution of financial resources in the economic entity.

Key Words: financial resources; energy of finance; energy of finance release; finance restriction
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Capital Structure and Competition in Product Market

Liu Zhibiao, Jiang Fuxiu & Lu Erpo
( Nanjing Universty; Anhui Insttute of Finance and Trade)

In the past years, the relation between capital structure and competition among finms in product markets relates to two different
science fields, that is of Comorate Finance and Industrial Organizatio. The paper puts farward a thearetical hypathesis, and
develops a madel related to test this relation. Our theoretical analysis shows that the decision of capital structure, being a fim. s
promise to market, indicate to other firms that its competitive action will be even tough or soft, that it perfoorms an mportant
function to send signals to autside, meanwhile, t could produce strategic effects. Firm. s capital structure is significantly and
postively related to the campettive degree of the fimms in output market, and the empirical tests, using the data of liged firms in
Shanghai and Shenzhen capital markets, suppart our theoretical analysis. predications, which has great enlightenment to firms in
their decision making.

Key Words: captal structure; competition in product market; listed finns in Shanghai and Shenzhen captal markets
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