


1.

/1

2|

X

Hr
K

ze)

B
o}

g/

g

L

B
M

H AT /4

7h =l E
L. =&

AT+ /5

il

13

8 B4 /13

B

/ 21

L}. Count Data Model

33

7b Ere BH A HI =Y /33

/ 64

2k 7l A AE B4 B

17

} 77

AR

L=

s

kY

AEEERER

==
=

7t m7tassexA 8/ DB T

5
o

wA



AP R

—

KT
oir

oK

od
Bl

Ia

g

o]

ekl

|

S

=3
S

< FES

[¢]

25799

HE

i

NEsT8

o ANA

AANEA Y, 7S HA

#F79 54, A

(-
g

o

sl

(%)

oF
m__m

™
e

3

=

ol
=~

I nEAE

‘oH
0

iy
w__m

1o

1
il

)

—

°
&
=

off
;OO

jpasel

E

(e}

52 w5457 A AAIA 2]l oju gt

g}
ZH

N

A

=
Al

aK

o
o|J

)

—_—
1o

%
il
Ll

oo AR 7AA H

el B
=

k)

THe

o ANA

188 oW REFQ7} o

(shock)e] 7}3]

4

9|2

o

o

Gy

IM £ 52 skl

3]

2 A7E Wt glon A7Ae Aeld o

KO
<
)

1

o

A o] Fof 21

oF=
kS

ol

A g

3

12 glow d3ZAzo)

5]

(e}

E O
2=

) 278 A}

e 3

9t A7

Fd

5]

gypgeoz 24 TR

W
T
"

i
-

X
T

m

i
7+

)

—_

5]

ZE7g 4l (gravity equation)& A&

71384 olF

T (Autoregressive Integrated Moving Average, ARIMA) =&,

)

[e]

Z718]#H A2 Autoregressive Distributed Lag, ADL)

(Error Correction Model, ECM)& A&



~
iz ; e H w7
v mooBE  F i A =  #@hR & i
= 3 U nﬂ_vu Gt X e HWU o uw mt_w% o o M7n sl
Mo " o) — T T = i C A 2 of T 1 I
= < s m_%_ T80 H W 51 oF ° o = G T =
op e oHa o X T Zxy Leo o B ooz
—~ 9 o] - o < B N AN - ®e
O ™ m ~ ) T Mw ey o - A a)J w_.m Y ) zﬂ
nll o o) = = B T A T
- i RS mi_ fo 5 = N w B e i T Mm o )
X ol L 750 _ i . B = = = 10_. On_ o = offl o
i = s P E B A % E e
of s L ®mwTE 4 T oxs 5 0z W4
(- m m w__w iy - W AR ah W_A.IL A :Mo rJ :Mnﬁ_v ol To w.o ol
U - T A il R W X iy
4 oH RS = M i o O I ]_u ~ oA = M B
i ) ol T ow R o o MU o Ea o
c - = = P R L A= w0 P S TR
- K o HOo il Mo ™ ® = © ™ © [N oo op ol ol =
7% B = ﬂﬁrﬁo%_ﬂwh%e_a O_LW % ° memo%ﬂﬂu
i > o o do X o) —_
T oo g =R _Mmowoﬂﬂmaﬁ L - B
ol = £ i nom TK SO G o EH
= io] R L -« CA Gl el = T 2o B
T o WX = o) _ dm R B ol w N N = IR
wr N n X = I 3 o ®o B Eﬁ RN CUINCT SR w_m W=
o > P g Wz £k T W o e B PR TS
m e b K oE N o Rl Ha e DR
g L o AP o BB T T o o o o B
) oF o dp wo KO T _70 ™ 0 Y ol 1 T o
= X g T o_omaﬂm__;aAj%Eﬂ T ﬂ@ﬂ%%ﬁ%
oI 3 q o= e U < 5 B oz W % ol A S O T X
ﬂu.E E._O ‘Nﬂ oH _.__E &3 ~N \_II.VI p ﬂ_,.AH _— )A_l jEa ‘OI — __o,._ ~n ‘OI ﬂ _I_I
xr = o X mt GO ™ MM o R 2 ° T ™ T Wm 5
B W %ﬁg%%@x% w4 TZ TN O
o U 8. ol S mK o oo o " W i = x T = — o T = nh © o
A e qu%%ﬂL_Lmq%ﬁ%mﬂo_UWﬂ?MHTH_%
_ ClES = BT
| _ o O FT 5w o e :Mnﬁ_v W G
I _ H._L =TS
|



S
=]

&3 2

=t}

T4 FHAA

37

_ TR )
» =E
Bﬁ _._.LL 4 H_.O
W T
L
~ W
R X
5o ];A
g mm i
il Yo
| o g
o oo #
| h:m iy - e
1|Eo X |6P G h:m
& A o (o B X
T o o
< o o
T e
KNGS
e < o
BN o T
LGRS
B =
e

LMy
= N mo
B2 o
de BT
X|®
G Rl
=< Hom
Mm S T

<&

xr

o
s ¢
- 3
Mo 2 B
gz & E
Bl W
e o G

=0

W

Nfo

HAIA 1l

N =2l A A

<" 1> A9 FAAA



K
r

+
gJ

K

-

o

16

0K

0

o ANA

A4l (gravity equation)& ©|-&3td &

o
—
fite]
X
T
off

0
B
v

<

aK

Gl
N

(Censored Tobit)

Aol 0152 Uelgtor 2F5EH 6371A9 '@dAo] oF -06~-052 A

o
T2

ojm

o

AT A 20119 399

- @

ah

offl

T

o

5

3 ol

o

} SARIMA) &

5]

T (Seasonal ARIMA, ©]

)

[e]

A7189 ol

2l

=2

o
™

R PR

2

Salokil

ARIMA(SARIMA) &

bae

- AEAQ01)E dvrEs Bg4AdFe FHAH HIE SARIMA

fite]

S|
-

o=z &

o

z:y_]__

o
BR
—_
fite]
A
Bl op
53
> ™
o]
B
MM

bel AbS) A

5]

o AAE ARE °l&

off



o
°

¢+

m

(2004)& A=d F=T=2FAL FIPHEH 7}

<

d2 W EATF
AR ECM)E ol &

tol AFSEAE TR

°

°ol-&

AWF7l 1E£5 2 B Q9] oy

%

(2005)

1

sel ThoF A}

P
T

- olARl 21(2005)< <l -

o

—_—
fite]

%
i
Ll

o

TEZFAL
A, fR7H,

1

__o,._

__o_l

(2008) AFllAE 2000 TH o

<

;L
4 B A2 QAFHRFECMS ol %

Fed 20000 T

°

(e}

[<)

=

=0
==

Fod =

) AFAHGROP)TE) BAE 04

=
N

J

A
gl

A

[<)

=

o182 %5} =0

o
—_
1o
X
T

fite]

oo
off
™

%0
¢+

i

1
K

i
™

o

(2009) X #5774 =3l
A} 713 HA AF 2 & (Autoregressive  Distributed Lag  Model,

o

Lol

oo
7AO
o

- ol -

1

k)
T

3 E9a47

32

Z
il

Tz
o FAag &l o

L=
-

!

R EEE

FRHA

J

A
a

A

[<)

FU%

Ia

T

o]

16

0t

i

29 ¥ ALE (between observations for

o Box et al.(1994)2 €W #5(1949-106019)9}F Seasonal ARIMA(SARIMA) =3
- Box et al.(1994)&

4r

ﬂl

successive months in a particular year)7te] 54

(2010, 201 1)< W

s

2

I

D2 JYs2 gasdT



(8d) AZ(between the observations for the same month in successive

years)?] EA4& BF 1#3lE SARIMA 28$ AAsl4S
o Jong and Gunn (2001)3} Graham and Glaister(2002)= EUE tido =z A3k

F7Hll 3t 2F

T8 BH4e A

- European Commission®l4] TRACE project(1993)&

A BEAe 523519y

nom F2 1984 o]
- Jong and Gunn (2001)¥} Graham and Glaister(2002)<

FASAA T fR7)
39 A7AINEY

N ATATE 3

25t AA]
<i 1> EU TRACE project?] =2 n &4 Q0] 3 7712 @A
iy WA d@& [ wu/Ael d@ d-km
- —._r‘l} (car trips) © =14 ag=E4
%< (commuting) -0.20 -0.12
ALE} 7] v 2] 2~
rel7] =4 . -0.06 -0.02
(home-based husiness)
o o]9) ¢ H =LA
1514 El=m . -0.06 -0.02
71 (non home-hased business)
5-(education) -0.22 -0.09
7)€} (other) -0.20 -0.20
Z A (total) -0.16 -0.16
5t (commuting) -0.14 -0.23
AR 7| Wb B A 2
T l=H ) -0.07 -0.20
(home-based business)
| ol9le mEY 2
194l Bl=y ) -0.17 -0.26
71 (non home-hased business)
S (education) -0.40 -0.41
7)€} (other) -0.15 -0.29
7 A (total) -0.19 -0.26
= E‘r Fot A A9 Hagks AT A
A& 1. Jong, De and H. Gunn, "Recent Evidence on Car Cost and Time Elasticities of Travel Demand in

0 Graham and GlaisterQ002)= °|&& =

~km BEHAE T A

Europe”, Journal of Transport Economics and Policy, Vol. 35, 2001, pp. 137~160
2. Graham, Daniel and Stephen Glaister, Review of Income and Price Elasticities of Demand for Road

Traffic, Imperial College, 2002

- fAH R fFFRIIAC] FUbeE ERuUSFAE Fhdte FoR Uud
- @71 2 A7 fR7HEC g AEE g Aol 474 -0.167 -0.19
- @7 & A7) fR7HAA i ti-km ©E o] 44 0167 -0.26
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AA

o Graham and Glaister(2002)°l 9t FF714 it w548 &5y A4
o

- I (cross sectional), E3(cross sectional

time series) A2 ES

- 28} Graham and Glaister(2002)ll oJstd FHZdle JdHAEE & ol&
otA ket g
- RO Z static model, ADL model, ECM model 5& ©
o Hanly et al.(2002)2 7]&l 3z 7
o AeetAw
- Hanly et al.(2002)l <5l &7 T
2 EYEHAEd dynamic models ©]&3std ©r|HT &7 ®EAo] 2

Ao o 2ES

A AR HT Q5
- A d-kms} G H-kmAEE ©]&3sle BHEAFS AASIATL LI static
modelS ©]-&3t¥ 1 cross section data, cross section/time series

Ars
=

data, time series data 5% ©| &34

<¥ 2> GR/HH0 F ERwEse wuA

dynamic mode with time .
. static model
series data
T3 . Cross . .

Ccross section A A time series

] 271 section/time

data i data

series data
H-km(&A) | -017~-0.05 | -063~-0.10 | -054~-021 | -0.41~-0.13 | -0.32~-0.32
H-km(h ) | -0.14~-0.06 | -055~-0.11 — -0.33~-0.33 | -0.69~-0.69

A& Hanly, Mark, Joyce Dargay, and Phil Goodwin, Review of Income and Price Elasticity in the Demand
for Road Troffic, Economic and Social Research Council, 2002

O Hanly et al.(2002)2 7]&d Fazl A5 it wess @594 £4351
g8t
- A JAXAE 450 F7HEHE wFFL7t SbekAL e
- HAE 7 AEE AA AR B8] ©@¥/do] ©A e =



<E 3> 254 dig ERuE5e @E4

dynamic mode with time .
. static model
series data
=5 H Cross i ;
Ccross section ime series
] 71 section/time
data i data

series data
H-km(&EHA) 0.05~0.62 0.12~1.47 0.46~0.48 0.05~1.44 0.15~1.18
g -km(tl ) | -0.02~0.005 0.00~0.41 0.06~0.08 = 0.03~0.03

A& Hanly, Mark, Joyce Dargay, and Phil Goodwin, Review of Income and Price Elasticity in the Demand
for Road Troffic, Economic and Social Research Council, 2002

ATFAHE AHEHA

54 A9 1429 GHAo]

o TRAF FdaF ©EA g thE ¢
- Az e EPeT HEAMo wE o
HEE AR5}

- Az EPaF
o

ol4H9]

o]l .o.
M H

gAol -0.0391A4 -03 && -04 U9ol deFHez 09

Rl

A

o

AFE
o Wardman(2006)& 1990 5B 1998 71#] 9=29] 53] 7|1 FEF44
A8E H3ld FEWAY 2¥83 7 A H (Weighted Least Squares)=
AHgsle] BPaFd nE FPre SdEHAS FHINI S
- FAAYY w2d gd=o EPQFd g A=EP4e HHEAHL (049~

-0.830.2 BAES

2

<E £ vs 3 gE Yl =2R7 FleE 99

I g A

16 Toll Facilities -0.03~-0.31
15 Toll Bridges -0.15~-0.31
Golden Gate Bridge -0.15
San Francisco Bay Bridge -0.05
Numerous United State Facilities -0.1~-0.35
Lee County(Cape Coral and Midpoint

. -0.02~-0.36
Bridges)
California(SR 91) -0.9~-1.0
California(I-15) -0.02~-0.42
Singapore(City Center) -0.25
Toronto(407) -0.3
Huston(Hardy Toll Road) -0.4~-0.8

A& Burris, M. W.(2003), "The Toll-Price Component of Travel Demand Elasticity”, International Journal of
Transport Economics, Vol. 30, No. 1, pp.45~59
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- gt AAE BAdME A 28 wAg A2 AFEAES fEAe] 9
i

A 20006 o] AR E o]&stal 1

el A, A<l

S =
T AR qua | Fed A4
1991 309,342 157,780 021,501
1992 392,647 161,912 554,452
1993 472,927 152,008 071,049
1994 563,412 136,987 092,017
1995 692,019 135,653 604,727
1996 839,085 133,401 686,141
1997 929,920 131,760 701,239
1998 824,895 120,102 708,948
1999 921,408 119,075 704,488
2000 1,064,241 115914 721,354
2001 1,198,767 117,618 733,393
2002 1,398,778 109,935 741,781
2003 1,517,783 105,524 789,097
2004 1,640,982 111,214 810,009
2005 1,602,302 115,002 835,993
2006 1,646,399 114,331 854,814
2007 1,751,974 110,631 878,664
2008 1,726,748 113,098 905,879
2009 1,817,687 107,733 912,586
2010 2,008,306 112,093 948,848
1991-2000 9H+ 52 E 14.60 -3.37 3.67
2001-2010 A9+ S4E 2.90 -0.93 2.90
1991-2010 9H¥ SHE 10.35 -1.78 3.20

Az 1. S ERFA S ol A (www.ex.cokr)
2. FAETAL - FUYTHAE - FFAEAEFT, T010 AEFAAR, |, 2011
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o FAAFHo R th3 e FHHA A (gravity equation) &
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u ~ Normal (0, o°)
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T3}7] Yol 2a-23 28 (log-log model) & AA3H
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Z B AF] 0 LA =& o] b AT F 9JoH ol B~
23 280z ZAH B AFNA missing data EA7F A = IS
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o el thdFgt ool S F Uw
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dely olg B8t 09 AR SATUE ol ZEHYZATL ofvlt
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- olelg WHe FAFHY FHEWAHY EFdA FE olgHE VIHe=R
Eichengreen(1995), Eichengreen and Irwin(1997), Z22]3 Felbermayr and
Kohler(2006) 5= #2% + I+

- BEHIE = censored EBF truncated EHlO] EH B AFies T3¢

27} ZA5HA] v ALdE 008 HE AYO R censored EHICZ Holof

o
o B AFdA= 022 censored HE FEI censored H A e FEOR FE
3] F-¢H(maximum likelihood estimation, MLE)2.2 A& 4 =
- vjA&el F & A coner solution outcome)?t A& HBo] AgEo] g
T FJHE AR Y T Ae
In(1+y;;) =max (0, In(1+y,;)) 2] 2)

o B A7 mae wAYD Age] A%E YA 21-20 RyolAw =

A X (estimates) AHAI7F & A A47 2 471 e

g4 Al S fetke] ted 22 24F JdAE 18T e

Elylz) = Ply = 0lz) <0+ Ply > 0lz) X Elylz,y > 0) (2 3)

= P(y > 0lz) ><E(y|ac,y >0)

R E R Rt PAES /n<1+y-,->
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=b(z0/0)

Ply > 0lz)
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(4] 5)

xf+o(xb/o)

]

¢p/o)

E(xB+ulz,y > 0) =z8+ Elulu >—z0)
B(x6/0)

xf+o]

Eylx,y >0)

F=(cumulative distribution function)

9

B
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o 743
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=
T A

2di

P

=3 (probability density function)

2

(4} 6)

«)/@(+)
Ply>0lx) » Elyle,y>0)
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o A AFH=TAY THAAE AHEH 7I8FC 2 kmT JEFEYT
FAHRkm) ol gAE Fotd HHsh= AHHAE 71EoR sta 3l
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Vg B e RERAAE AT BE 432 UrEse 24 A

J

o WRAEFAY FIE OD AAFEAH ARE olgse] FAYRAL A8
sh] %7

o & A7 o8 =ML 167 =Moo e 2e

_‘]8_



T
,.__AO

X

o

ol

y AEE AvnE 233 dxje] A9d 0D %

A A7 7P B 1073470 2 A AA 9 oF 79.40%E A

- Aske AEe OD =AM A= A7t 160N EAM AA9) 1247%65 A A3t

T gdom KTX 229 OD =A% A2 7157} 5707124 AA Y 4.20%, F
2|2 o] 47470 =AM WA 349%, wiAEo g EZEo] 607 2A AA

o] 0.44%E At A

o =AEZE AEA OD 4% A2 AT 31I57MEA AA Y 2293%E S

ok

B

M»_.o
il

X
AR

H

22
v

e} 0 | o Ie} io) o= | &3
Tz £ |E2ge-n-2E59 05"

o [a\| — — — IB
%OOOOOOGMOOOOOOOO&
| .
Tl © |ooc|looaolooooo oy
i
T | oo o le} 0 oy |
Jo%ﬁ L %&%OOO%N%BO&%F
UT | 98 = |89 80 | B | g — <
P o o o X
i O Q|

B | — N (ool dlolololololo olol|ls
m54 o | A & SEERSS) =
< | < N )
MWO%OOOOOOOOOOOO%Wu
‘mo . ﬂo

N B AR o0 % ol | N | o | =2 | 560 | T | R | Ao
= (Rl T |T | He| D | = NI | B | mo | | | o | BO | N
o ) G
To

7| | ca =
T 5| ® |0 Z ) b o = | R | 5| | 5
A L3 e = _i 0 _i " ﬁo N B ' H;r O~ Nru ‘ﬁ
~
T
BT TR | R | T R e | T
oo AR TR | | SR R T | e | || T | | &
HIT|No| o] | R ao|wo|Te|T|T|R|BO|F|TB|R TR
Ho

]

I~
s
ECEEER

[e)

A wd R 45 0D
F AT,

Z. 2=
T
A &

_‘]9_



T T s ® mex Wy
Lalalalzgls - W N ¥
AR i g fheAp i ~ m_w I B m ) 5

oo | o | o e o} oF o o7 nk "
I e B T IR I L0 X
X O ol @) o w0 _ =

,.m_ﬂ ,.m_wu _,_N_ B ‘o| ,M L(..___.m o_u © M_o
T e o I N o
— | — = o 0707 =9 D \_Ir,VI .o H_W <
=B EZg |8 g of M Bewm o o
nr n7u, %, %, my i ML B o|J _zX_MV B < oo E
g SS|¥ ~ N ) N o5 o w o ol ¥ o
B k) Mu oo _ = m Ak = ar
~ TH 9 W & Ry " o i
o o o ~ ~ o P
"R - oo T oo i 5 s
4 L8 o T = ol o Nfo W . o =
Sl I B S S R - S
RN ! T o J o . B
RN TV O A = e HZ
"8 4323 I sy T ¢
= O _:_H1_ o T ruant A (_\
XD GG 8 e nowW B g g mr L i &o = ojn o
Bl == YO < 0_.=._ i OT_ —_ 0 E._
sl IR R RSN P e oo o ! I~ my — 9 2
BEISEE S T T o T ow N RNy ow N
w8 & 8| < o - WX o T oo B m_m " K, o
= —_ ! o f 0
_ b <4 o oR X & e <0 N
= ¥ FxMd wgauFE LT

0 (M| 0| R = — = Gl = P o= T o — %

% FTIH| = % To = O_U 2 < ﬂﬂ K — = X < ﬂﬂ
FEEGEE DR ®ET b 0L T WP F e om
g QT = 3| = - A oo B T e R o 14 <

© x| Q| oS = o o o = N NEo o @ o i ) %0

g o» S L S W Y

i AT S S = Mk e W&

g T — 2 B o H oz m . N -

B — ‘ul = x° ﬁu.._ e — — U*A oH L z_.o 2._0 0

o o S = 9 X WX 4 opodp 5 X
#ogzasi B ST 5w Ab Exwow i’
Ia W o o o o o o

i

=

_20_

& KTX, Arks, Fel2, $2d2994 3 o

S

FH 4 (trip friction variable)

33t 245l H]

2

o
T

3 m}
£

o
o

- =
AL



o L4 W3 F4AA BEge oF 03924 290 1% ZrtetH I 54
go] oF 039% Tasdle AR VEGS
o F-statistic EAIFo] A AP Eo Bgo] HAETS Ho] F1 S

- TR AR5 YEE HuEEE A9 B HFEEY ~F5AFC] 544
o= ‘IT-J 0]'74] L]'E]'}/\u

T A FARA Fas x50 A

Ipo 0.3288™" 0.0217

Ipd 0.3425™" 0.0220

Ip -0.3906™" 0.0252

se 0.9980"" 0.0419

ktx 2.6524"™" 0.1042

sam 1.26517 0.0521

riro 0.1113 0.1057

metro 1.3431™ 0.3174

s -1.5934"" 0.4084
F-statistic 329.02" -
R 0.1598 -
&R A 13,582 -

et w1 242F 1%, 5%, 1006 720N EAMoR Fo3He UL 98
Af g, THEAAAN 0 BN U, | FEASLESEHD, DI

L}. Count Data Model

DN

o
=
- AaAsHE A2 (linear model)S 7HEstA FHNAE NS F4

- Tohit FHUHL 2£M47) coner solutions 7HATHE 7F4 &l R8-S
TRt WHoR FHSHMLE)S 83t A
o count data model2 FEHGTE A 5 ATHTMI7FSA, countable)w= Al ZH
25 W A E3] H|SA 4 (non—negative integer)E TAEH TLHHSTE &
UE FHEY

7} Negative Binomial FHWHo| SA8tL U+
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- 7IP$} ZINB= Poissan % Negative Binomi
o]-&

O

w3 A Qe FEHESFE T 00 OEE FRE 4 Zero Inflated
Poisson(ZIP) F3WH7} Zero Inflated Negative Binomial(ZINB) 7 W o]

ZA52 98

=N
o
ol
ol
it
A=)
B=)
S
N
s
i
op
o Jp
4o &

F7h vl 7§*°‘
€ 7Hdste FNHeR & %1—%

L3 Poisson B ZIPE FE5We] Had 4o L BE 7Hske A

o] Negative Binomial & ZINBE F4W9 Fan £ite] Aol B4E

sk AY

- 2 Poisson 2 ZIPAA Var(ylx)=E(ylx)2 7Fgsl= AY

O

O

Negative Binomial % ZINBAAE Var(ylx)=c’E(ylx) 22 & © duisld =
07 =10 ofd ALE PPt AY. oW >19 BSTt Lt A

924  overdispersionol&t AodlH <19 ALE AT AEA

underdispersion®. & A o] g+

Poisson, Negative Binomial, ZIP % ZINBE A &FRuHo| ol gl H|AE

(non-linear) FHWHEZ B 4 Y&

a8y ol FHEYL YtH o2 exponential T FEIE wEd AHART

T Agoe g WHely] Wi dwtsld A3 R ¥ (generalized linear

model, GLM)°l 2t %= 3H(Wooldridge, 1997, 2002)

FEHTTE count datad W HaAbeHE oldtd U 22 EAI7F 24

AR FL£HS o SH(fitted value)7} 0BT 2 B9

A HAASHE o]&3ASs W count data® TAHE TEHGTY SR

A (heteroscedasticity) & ;2T 4 §. o3 o]B4HAHL HA

o1gt o] &4 9,
Azl Mo AT B XHrobust standard error)E 2T 4 §le
£

22

R=S
S
R
o
Apr
'
i

7} count data¥d Aol HAASHE ol

data 74 ol-&slloF &
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<¥ 13> 3 52E Hlw

T FTEWNSF FA4 0y =4
- Least square(A% . . o
. e F A2 (coefficient
il ] [ He=n e gl ) i} _
OLS _ o e estimates) 9t A4 &I}
A gto] §la Aws  Hasglste= ) :
] (marginal effects)’} &<
BB M =&
Y & (coner | - EAGEEFE = F A A (coefficient
Tobit solution) = ) &sl= MLE(EH-$- estimates)®} ok-A4 #3}
WA= A S wow F4 (marginal effects)7} o]
« Bt opel gl 4k
- B LterE & o] ¢
Po a4 ¢ U= tgtst= MLE(#E- | - 54 X (coefficient
oisson _ . i _
B &4 W) &2 QMLE(GS: estimates)¢}  @-AA =
HoW) oz =x 3} (marginal effects) 7}
]
s SE el Wl gt
o] Zo]
N 4 ¢ U= . - 3 A A (coefficient
H &A% 0 e estimates)st  @A4 &
FH(marginal effects) 7}
ol
- FEUe Haz i
4 £ 8= °o] 54
H] & A o] X - F A A (coefficient
ZIP 4% . I
v Qo] A estimates)e}  SAIA &
3 Be #Hmarginal effects) 7}
]
- FEHUe Hyady i
-d e o] Zo]
H] & A F o] X - F A A (coefficient
ZINB oo NE ° IR
w00 A estimates)¢}  @-AA =
3] B& #Hmarginal effects)”}
]

2) 0|2 &

[] Poisson =& Z3
o Poisson FHAHHE £EHHET)E count datad] EAS wWe ASEA AR

E Y5 &< (conditional probability density function)7} th&3 o] R
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lexp(=p@)]lp)]”

y!

=0, otherwise

- ul@) = Elylz)ol™ y!& y factorial S 2|
o Poisson FHWHAA 71 F83 EF2 Bilm Ho] FUsithe HY. &
Var(ylz) = Elylz)2 Ao)2 £ L. o] Poisson & XE(distribution)?] 4%

nEs A

= yo| AZX|(fitted value)7} &(-)9

ol vEtg & dom EZ OLSE ©| 88 A-¢ol v Ryor9 g
(transformation)e] ol#l& Hol &

o 3 ¥]A A< (nonlinear least square, NLS)& o] &8 ZA$-dlE Varlylx)7}
A (constant &< FTEAE  homoscedasticity)stthe  7FdstlA T &8
(efficient) Y

- AA Var(yloe x(28H5)ol 9E3 (dependent) 471 BolA NLSE A
Ag tigke] # & gl

- A3 Varylod] ol ez ]lstd OLS 3 NLS= AHE3 digke] 2
ol

o A= Poisson FHAWHL Z210F 2= (log likelihood function)E& % ¢]
atal ol Stiglete] FAHXE A He HHOMMLE)E ol&ste A

o I#d Wooldridge(1997, 2002)= count data modeldlA (4 9) =

Var(yle) = Elylz) 9t 2-& 718& 44 ¢ & o dvstd 7S §old =

g 4T + Jo &

EFHA GIM B4AA xoll dig yo] 277 23tk Var(ylo=o’

Eylbo(et 02>O)

- & xoll dig yo 2dF Bxd disted & ¢

= T

o

il

Clo

(robust) 7F4 (assumption) 3} H
MLE(Z#$H, QMLE)°|H yo| =A% EX7t ot e At &

2 FA 29 YA (consistency)

o
[£es
o
ok
o2
S
w
w
o
5
2
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L () = ylog () — p (4 10)

- oln) —log(y/)& etdlE pE TEEA 2tobd AL Ag
- Bl (w)E Ssetd AlF

(population)®ll H-&-=H & ZA-¢olH ME(sample)ell &&=+ sample analogE

o
ol
N
et
e
tlo
-
32
%
I
o
v
o
fr
b
o
5

Agste N DL (e SHisEiE g

o old pdl tig Aoyt FastH WA count data modell A= exponent

functiong A-8-3+
H= m(acz,ﬁ) = exp(ﬁl +62x2 Frumat 6kxk) = exp(gcﬁ) (4 11)

- count data modeldllA ©]¢} ZLE exponential functione Z ©]-&3l=d o
AAR2IE Fotd AFF-E #stE7] Wiz dutstd AFEZF(GLM)o] =
3} linear exponential family(LEF)2tal $H(Wooldridge, 1997, 2002)

o count data modeldlA= Yu¥r8o 2 7 X (coefficient estimates)”} 3HAH &

= ¥
FHmarginal effect)7} 2 & $&

_0E(ylx) 1 ologElylr) (2 12)

o Eylx) ox

B

7

- (A 12)9ll4 Be= nlel o] 1008+ semi-elasticity of E(ylx) with respect to

Xj

- gHF ARt b oldE logy) et B elasticity(B84) of Elvlx)

g

with respect to ;o2 B F A&

o Poisson model& RHZAA 71AH L dtodA] QMLE FAHWHE o] &3l

S
o

- ohet durE el MLE FA34H 9] variance—covariance estimatorg ©]-&3h= A
o] olug} QMLE® variance—covariance estimatorE ©]-83l= A

ol 7Rt

ok

238 3

tlo

- old AE 2ISEFFE F W R &)
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T U=
- £3 B 2AFESSFE 3 W UEF & AT T J1HERS AT Ao

2 25539 score function® product®] Expected value® & ¢ U

o HyxE =

- Poisson QMLE®S] FA4AFE a3 22 BXE uE

VN (B~ B)—>Normal (0, A~ *BA™Y) (A 13)

A Fol FRASFY JIAFE olgdd B HTH Hakd F3x
ATBATNG 78 F 9%

- ojll GIM 7Fg(assumption)o] FZBTHE ZF Var(ylx)=c’Elylx)ol2d
A'BA=AT 7} Ho] Bo AEH BAL oFAT!/Noln H2E Bate 4
A 24 /No| g

- T Var(ylx)=E(ylx)o]&H8 o’=10] = ol(unit variance) (¢ AT Btz

47 742 A7Y/N3h A7 Y/Nol ®, ol QuwrAQl MLE %

HoY B0 A2 B 5 U

9] Poisson X & w2z gttty &

2
fiu}
ok
&

1o
He
H
AN
AN
e
oL
rSL
;&

X
ABE Varlylx)=c"E(ylx)? 4 E3tha Poisson QMLEE &3S (efficient)

[ Negative Binomial & 2%

743+ 714 (strong assumption)S 3t &

Ho

o Poisson model-2 wj
- Var(ylx)=E(vlx)8}= equidispersion 7F8-& st A=
o ek Var(ylx)=c’E(ylx)ol® o*>18th Atk oldl gk tiete 2 Negative

Binomial(°]3} NB) FAWHE o4 F d T oS =1+a¥d F$d
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Var(yle) =’ Elylz) = 1+ o) Elylz) 2 A2 F IS

- o]H3 AHSE Wooldridge(2002)¢} Cameron and Trivedi(1986)= Negative
Binomial model I(NB I)¢o]gtx g2l =& Constant Dispersion Model

olgtix o

- Poisson model2 a=0¢1 NB model®] &3 7-9-(Washington et al., 2003)%
E = 2
0 NB model 19] 74-%-¢ll mtek 9o} 22 7ol FX5HA grethd MLE 54 X
7F 4GS BAoHA B
- 28y Yo 22 7ol F=¥EoE NB model® MLE A X7} Poisson
QMLE FA Bttt &8 7 (efficient)d
- 23} Poisson QMLE FARE Var(yle) =" Eylz)o] 4Yste 3 207
Hitol A& ZAHE AS 878t ojwdt FHXHET T&Ho|H o]
Sk AAA A% FHAR B

0l.o.
PO

4»

=

o Wooldridge(2002)¢} Cameron and Trivedi(1986)= ® tZ2 Ej2] NB modelS
A AL =T ©]E NB model IZ 93595, &2 Mean Dispersion Model©]

ik o

rr

- o]ln y= Poisson X E WEAT BT ol IEEXA] e o|AAHA &
Z(unobserved heterogeneity), & 9&& w1 ¢S

- F ylz, ~P0isson(cim(aci,6))

|
O

|l o= Hito] 1o]a EAto]l aQl FAvHGamma) X (distribution) & w21l

0l.o.
AT

- wE ol dld s NB BEE BEx gled zay i 2an R4S o
4 &3

Var(y¢|xi) = E[ Var(y¢|xivc¢)|xi] + VGT’[E(yJﬂUZyCZ)bUZ]

m{a, B)11+am(x, 5] = mla, 8)+ almla, B)

= Elyla,)[1 +aF(y/z,)]
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r/a)+ylr 1fa Ve o ]®
i = ¢ ¢ i = — Al
f(yz|x) F(l/a)yi! [ (1/a)+ﬂzl [ (1/CV)+MZ] yif Y; 0,1,2, (4 15)
=0, otherwise
- olm} I'® gamma function® 2|3 =m(z,0) =exp@L)E ng. ¢
Ao AARIE 3 T 2ALETFSE FOgstE Aol NB FAHUHO
2 E 535
- Poisson QMLES} #l37kA| 2 NB9| A¢-d= QMLEE &% 4 &
0 7P 9 ZNB %823
o ZIP ¥ ZINB model2 F&HT7) count datao|A g9 #Z]7F 091
& AYsle FHEFSRE B F e
- AA AFEFARFEAA 0] FEHE Hee W EF
- A& E°] 7iE 7 -(houschold)7t EAIAEE ol&3dl= AsE THHTE &
g oA F(week)dlv ZAEEE o|&3HA] ¥ HE 5L FEAE o] &3}
o o] He B57F EA
- & T2 AEEA of" F(week)dE OE BN APs I AR EAEE
£ o] &34 @2 ATt EA
- o]H 3 29 normal count®t zero count® TAE 2 state regimes©] 3|3k
o
o ZIP B ZINB model& F&W 5o olid 545 vrgstes 2Y
o ZIPNAE F&£H4o] EU L (probability density function)7} T3 2
o] ol

Flylz) = (L =p,Jexpl— p(@)llu@@)/y!; if y=1,2,--

=p,+ (1 —p,)exp[— p(z)],

(4 16)
if y.=0

otherwise
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o ZINB modeldlE F&H4o 3HE W & <= (probability density function)7} T
=3 Zo| Hod

N0/@tel| ta | m |
fyl)=0p) rt/a)y) [(1/04)4%.} [(1/04)4-#2.} iy =1,2,3, (4 17)
= 1/o
pz+(1—pi)[ (1/(11/”#} : ify,=0
=0, otherwise

- nfZA7IRA 2 p= vi7b 00 @ FES 9|

] Poisson 2 NB2} ZIP 2 ZINB U| @
o Vuong(1989)2 Poisson & NBe} ZIP 2 ZINBE H| @ sl= 7

- oA eyl e o) By gEUTes vge 2% 4o

P AA

o

- % e 47 2¥13 29 EEUEYF

- o]Z o] &3 Vuong? SAHL thad} o] HoH

V= \/(1)§3(Wi_ﬁ): 5 (4} 19)

- Swe mle] ZFW2K(standard deviation)o|™ N& FE 9 7]

- Voungd EA#HL HZA 2 Z(asymptotically) EFA FEE(standard normal
distribution) & W&

- ek Voungd FSAFY Hdigte] 19620 Antd £4¢ 2y 17 24 i
F7F 2432 RO Voungd FAF] 1965T Athd Y 10] 2 2
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of thall +97F A8 Voung®] FAIFC] -1.96ET Aoy 2y 27} 2
Lol B 97k 2AG% s 7H)
o & Eo] Eglo] ZINBo|® E¥ 27} NB A%
- Vuong® EA#o] 1968t It ZINBE Aok 519
- Vuong®] A Fo] -1.9650} Ztid NBE e ol &
- Vuong® FAF] 1967 196 Atoldl E£Ajstd 3] -9 e Yol

1
A g RAY
(

o w3k Var(yibci):E Z|acz)[1+aE(yZ|acz)]ﬂ-'E NB model®] Z7AF Eibe] EAS
0|83} a(overdispersion parameter)ell W3t ¢ FAFA et AHS 3T

F I
- ool O ¢ FAFEY ddizte]l £ dAXN(EE Eo 196)ET Ao
Poisson &2 7ZIPE zj€isfjof 3}

- oo g ¢ AT Aizte] 54 dAAEDG ATH NB 52 ZINBE A
ol g
< 14> S =
am adl digtt FAF
= <[1.96] >11.96]
Vuong ZA1% <-1.96 Poisson &2 ZIP NB
(ZINB(f1)¥ NB(f2)) >1.96 71P 7INB

Z: NBE= Negative Binomials ¢») g
Ab5: Washington, S. P, Karlaftis, M. G, and Mannering F. L., Statistical and Econometric Methods for
Transportation Data Analysis, Chapman & Hall/CRC, 2003

o AN o3 2011 3¥ IZTHEFA OD ABE o838kl Poisson %

-
011 38e] OD 44Ho] H4gtel 08Tt 2A UehlA ZIP 52 ZINB
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Yy — €XP (By + Bypo,; + Bopd; + Byp,; + B, se;

+ 66/@'15902.]. + 67samz.j + 687"1'7"02.'7. + 697726157"02.'7. Jexp (u”)

(2 20)

A AF2IE F

- Poisson & NB<+ linear exponential familyell £sl= FAEZHo 2 /|H HS
of AHNZIE FHoIA| Fd
<3t 15> count data regression 74723}
. B Poisson NB
0.00000015 0.00000172"*
po (0.00000016) (0.00000026)
d 0.00000008 0.00000175™"
B (0.00000016) (0.00000026)
0.00001950™ -0.00004940™
P (0.00000897) (0.00000409)
e 1.0164™ 1.0658™
(0.0869) (0.0667)
b 2.1145" 3.4143"
(0.1153) (0.2192)
-0.1943" 0.3831"
s (0.0906) (0.0726)
riro 0.1711 -0.0087
(0.1416) (0.1279)
, 1.4466™" 1.4304™
metro (0.4052) (0.3281)
Ao 5.3985 5.0853
(0.0952) (0.1061)
a - 3.4438"™
= (0.0395)
HEA A 13,582 13,582
Wald &7 % 515.66™ 639.04™
log pseudolikelihood -16,636,066 -83,432.49
T L owwn w2 ZFZ) 196 5%, 109 FolA BAF R Fo9he el 9le
2. T59k9 X+ robust standard errorE 9 w| g,
o Poisson ¥ NB FAHEHS H&l9S Wl SYHSFY F4757 AolshAl v
By e
- Poisson EdoA= Yol ?‘Sﬂ—rﬂoﬂ °k(+)4 27F v AeE YEEA
T NB EgdlM= Yo 424 ()9 37} J= A2 Yelgs
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offl

- Poisson

0.03952A t FAIF] ¢ 7AA NB Zgo] Z

ol
=~

3.4438

1 0468002 AHHFH S
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158 BEYe AL
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ﬁo
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1) OlEX &S

o WFF8e FHA HIE BHse EyeR  2UFH  olFdHd
(autoregressive moving average, ARMA)E 33 HEH 27|37 o|sH

ol
tlo
N

(autoregressive distributed integrated moving average, ARIMA) %3

P o]
58 F I

Aﬁ
=
=
S
i
ot
o

- ARMA(pg)= AR(PZE Aol ARIMA(pdg)E
ARMA(p,g)E d¥ ‘}—Erf& RYo R B F 3%
o ARIMA(pdg< AAEHT7E B AL o5 AN AAGHTE W
A7 Byog B 4 9l
- & ARMA(p,@)9lA AALHTE dH 2HEste] A AAIER H3A T
%o ARMA(p,g)E F43le 23
o WFHA AR(ext LEER FAUF, EAEE FRLH S)7F €
718 AAEARE ofdl i FA
ARMA £& ARIMA 302 FA3% A& ZFstdor &
o  AR(p)= pth order Autoregressive Model?] ¢FA}2A “pat 27| HEH 02

e O
A4+ A

Y=Y T O Tt Oy, Ty, (& 21)
e (1 — ¢ L— ¢2L - _¢pr)yt = U

— olw L& lag operatorel® wE 7]Hgto] 0ola BAko] 0”9 wE}

o oli y7t Al fdiMe Aankdd (L) FBAE 002 FALH

T FAT 20109 I Hee F23IS

rlo

5 o



RE 9] Agte] 1R th Aok THoutside unit circle)

o MA(g)E gth order Moving Average Model®] kA2 A “ga} ol eHHE "
o2 &HME F AL
Y =u, +0u, F0u, oyt 0u (2 22)

= (1 +0,L+0,L°+-- 0, L

o MA(g)9 7}94 ZHA(nvertibility condition)& |achds] 6 (L)e] HFB4&
022 TS w ZE 9 Augte] 120 Aok 3 outside unit circle)
Clfe1y

3%

7V ZA(invertibility condition)2 3 AAIE WHs5o HEA

A Fe F e AFEse 7H EE olTHT(MA) ¥

2 oF4 A (stationary) ¥

2918 MA(qg) process7F HIZ7FHolgl & A2l FYU3 7| AATE
BH&ske 7F9 A< MA(q) process7t EA16HA] W&

o webd ARMA process® 84 2712 MA process® 744 239
= Aol olyzl AR processd P4 ZAo 93-S W5(Greene, 1997,
Hamilton, 1994)

:[o
Mo =
rlo

2

T] 2

=

!l

W

E

o2
o

o A7]3)H-ol 58 23 (Autoregressive Moving-Average Model)& AR(p)E 3
I} MA(@QEES AFez B 5 &

o 7} 7HA3s ARMA(L1)S 337 Zo] HolH
Yy =ty 0 (2 23)

- oln <F4 A4 (stationarity)S 8t o)< 1o1W 7194 (invertibility) & $138}d
6,]<1& 7Hd8t A&

-13?1

o ARMA RE¥2 ZARIET =3F(conditional probability density function)E

o183 HASFHUOLE)

flo

H] A & 2<% (Nonlinear least squares)S ©]-&

6) ol& 22| T MA process?] AT, 0,7 T2 27, E < oo Tgla E|9 |< 0o FEsloio}

_34_



st F4E + Ue
o ojm} HAG p&} & HAste Aol F8F
- ol& 938 AIC(Akaike Information Criterion, AIC) &2 SC(Schwartz
Criterion) & ©|4% F &

- %2 Ljuing-Box(1978)2] @ BAHE o]&F &+ A&

= T(T+2)Y (7)o~ x*(k—p—0) (2] 24)
i=1
- ol k& A 2 £AolH p] BE 271434 (autocorrelation
function)$
o YwrAQl ARIMA(pdq) E3L o33 o] HoH

¢, (L)1 = L)y, =0 (L), (2] 25)

o Tk (1-L)7} §lvhd ARMA(p,)% 5L
- w24 ARMA(pg) 2¥9 FEA% 2 psk g2 2ol TLIA AEE
T A=
- ot g9 AeE A7) St Wiyl gk g2 AR S FRsoF &
o WETRY FEHA Wz &4 Fx
- wETF8 AFRECAd ¢ 22 HZBS Fdstd ARMA(pg<IA
ARIMA(pdg)E 24T ZolH
- AIC &2 SBC T+ Ljuing-Box(1978)2] @ HAAS st AT peot ¢
TXE 274
- olFd HEHHE FAs FH AFAE 7 7 IF
o Seasonal ARIMA =82 Box et al.(1994)°] A Aoz AHALS @ A7
g o|8% o At

o
ok,
rr
oL
o
o
o
juic

|
2
B
2,
73
@
Qo
w
=
=)
£
5
2
£
=
_‘L
S
l 14
i
o
=
3
w
g,
9]
w
<
g,
S
9]
(/)
B
2
9,
N
L

- A% To} §I5As GIBFI 2 AR A2 W2E oFH TSN

_35_



o
Y
(2
BN
o2
@
@
Q
w
o
=)
2
EL
o
74
2
&
o
ol
N
ki
o
o
=

- Judge et al.(1988)2 “the seasonality should be removed prior to a
Box-Jenkins analysis by some sort of seasonal adjustment method because
seasonal adjustment may distort the stochastic structure substantially.”#kal
sl AQ 24 ARE 1§34 BT ARE o8 ARHL 2AY
ARIMA =& (Seasonal ARIMA)S ©|48 7 A A=

o ARIMA Eg2 5% dz9 d&5A<QA ErE8x=E(between observations for
successive months in a particular year)7te EAS 1ds= E¥Ho|H
SARIMA EgL o9 d&dxe Y A1) AZ(between the

observations for the same month in successive vears)® EAE % 1#3s}

Pp(L)1— L)y, =60, (L), (4 26)

- olm s= ®eF BUE AEdd 471 2 Aolx €¥ Ased 1271 2 AN,
3 DE AE 99 Z(Seasonal Unit Root)e] 2z, P AA #7]3H
(Seasonal Autoregressive)9] 2t Q& AR o] FH T (Seasonal Moving
Average)® A4

o HAFAHOR A WA FEH F HA FEE& EF A aestd  oEH 2ol

498 F 98

7) ©]&+e] A A= Box et al.(1994)E w}p=i 912

_36_



¢, (D)0 (L)1 = LY (1= L)y, =0, (L) o(L)u, (4] 27)

- o] SARIMA R8o = A4+ (p, d ¢x(P, D, Q= A2 F A&
o ¢4 SARIMA EF& o|&3at7] AalAs dAs7F b3l @ (unit root)
I AH F2E R e AE 9 et e
- ek el A2 HAA L Dickey and Fuller’} AA13 ADF(Augmented Dickey
Fuller, ADF) testE °o]&% 4 dx
- Ad @92 AR L Hasza and Fuller(1982), Dickey, Hasza, and Fuller(1984),
Oshorn, Chui, Smith, and Birchenhall(1988), Hylleberg et al.(1990), and
Engle et al.(1993) 5] AAetT A
o SARIMA =& Z& ARIMA 2d9] F3d3E 34 ggos 7RIS 5

o E¥FE(Identification) A= SARIMAS] 2, & (p, d, x(P, D, Q)& 273

- oln (@) B AE ZZD)e] Ae AE HAAS] Hstd FH2 HA
& Fdsteol

- 3+ 2713 A(Autoregressive) 2 Al 2}7]3] #(Seasonal Autoregressive)
HRo] A(order)9t ol FHT(Moving Average) %L A olBHF
(Seasonal Moving Average) F-22] Z}<(order)E& ZAslooF &

|
e

12 95t A9 A71AAE(autocorrelation function)® HA}714F0-g
S(partial autocorrelation function)& EE3s}= correlograms ##sho]okgh
- dutx oz AAAYE AB7F pAF A7F AR (AR process) S WETHHE z}17]
4BAF7F AA S R (exponentially) 22 713134 S & (geometrically) H4
sk FHIE Holw pat oo BAVGRATE F43] Halcut off)st
FHE EY
- AAAE AB7F ¢AF ol s HAFEY(MA process) S uErhH JVV 1’ 2A =
7} A4A 2.2 (exponentially) &2 715184 0 2 (geometrically) #4shs FA4
g "ol ¢} o|F9 A BAFE FHI Ui(cut off) e FAS BY

F

rr



- @Y oo HFEHA gErid o= 273 H o|EHTF R (ARMA process)
- o HE(y)9 A7 BT (o) ted 2ol HoH

pp = Covlyy, . )/ [Varly,) Var(y, . )" (2] 28)

k=0,1,2,---

- WARES(GE N Ageh 20 A4S ke IAAAe] HAASRA
e} 2ol ey

¢, =p, fork=1 (2 29)
k-1
Pr ™ Z%f 1.iPk—

_ j=1
= =i fork > 1
1= ,21%7 1,10
1=

Py = P15~ PP 1k

- (p, d, @x(P, D, @9 =A5AAAAN FAERU FQ3 A 7HEA
(parsimonious) 2.2 7}538He x5S ZA = Aol B FAJ {
iy

o F4(estimation)A = MA terme] $17] WEo| HAASHOLS)S |8

=

- ZA packagedl wzl ZAFE W (conditional MLE) && H|AYPASH
(NLS)e] o]&-4

- ol Trekdt zkgol wiet RS FHSI AIC ¥ SCE FHadste RS
Al £ g £ FAXNEY t+-SAHE nHstd B39 A4E ZAs)
oﬂo]; T

o ZH(Diagnostic Testing)A e a3z F4d 9 A7 A3 A& Ad

shofof g

- ol ¢3 A ol AR £ MA term$ 3h8 Frlete] 48 5fof

gy ©
1 A%E HRY 5 U



- E OE WHoeE 2'A FAAAM AL A FHresiduals)ol A7)
(autocorrelation)©] ZA5H= AS Ljuing-Box(1978)¢] @ SA S |43l
ARE T e F 7Y FHEd 2yo] AYEHJTH JApgel A7)l
ZA5}A] Fgo 2 Ar)dTe] 2A51A] Fette AFE7Hd (nulll hypothesis)

Ae ke AYQ FAZFl AU p-valuet 0.06 52 0150 #

o
N
=°.=
_l_4

Hstgolg B8t A nEras A58

o JUTA=FA - FYLFFEE - FTATA| L FH FA=EAAE; A
20009 1¥HE 20089 1297149 Eh44 F @ AES A3 A7
g o)&

- 2008d 129 71Fe2 A9 7 Az € $4A9F $EA-kmE oF 915
% 93} 159 150% Q-km FF

<3 16> 2y Hn Ee A #2008 129 7]5)

% a4 %% -km
9,150,414 1,501,594,900

A5 FAEFTA - IUYIFPIAE - SFEAL T, 2010 AESANR, |, 2011

o gyt FE 59 B d-kmel AT 2 WAVFRASHE AHRAE A7)
3] (autoregressive) Z& o]FHd(moving average)] H&EZFA A4S Ueh)

[e]
A A A

m

- EA A1A} o|3d Ay |daAsy "Ap P BASE 3438 Fa(eut off)dHA]

Bil

_39_



- 14 AR 2 124 AZAEY correlogramd AT EF Az} o] &4 z7|A
ATy HAZVEBA T F438] gaskA] g1 o, AFFHe

FAE HolA &

2

- ez ¢

&
i

A 39

>

Ao AEH(integrated) ARMA processE wWETH

PN
i1EF

%0,
dlo

<F 17> Ayt Ax FE09e AdRHAC) 2 HAFBAS(PAC)
-Er A= 14 A& 2 124 AZAAE
A =} AC PAC Q-Stat . AC PAC Q-Stat J
value value
1 0.095 0.095 0.997 0.318 -0.354 -0.354 12.293 0.000
2 0.111 0.103 2.339 0.303 -0.066 -0.219 12.726 0.002
3 0.314 0.301 13.567 0.004 0.022 -0.100 12.776 0.005
4 0.188 0.150 17.614 0.001 -0.014 -0.069 12.796 0.012
5 0.238 0.194 24.144 0.000 -0.081 -0.139 13.468 0.019
6 -0.068 -0.223 24.675 0.000 0.202 0.131 17.701 0.007
7 0.190 0.088 28.942 0.000 -0.203 -0.117 21.998 0.003
3 0.072 -0.098 29.551 0.000 0.063 -0.020 22.414 0.004
9 0.216 0.296 35.157 0.000 0.042 0.020 22.601 0.007
10 -0.022 -0.191 35.214 0.000 0.040 0.086 22.778 0.012
LA A B 12A AR SVl A A7) ) 127] AWaE BT AR B9
2. A4 Z(rlatural 1og> st BAs9S
Az olAEl - BEA, “AEAHE 7o ARIMA 23S o]g3 wEre Ted #HE A", TgtaEsts

A, ]2934 AbZ, 2011, pp.139-155

<3 18> Ak AE pl-kme] AGH(AC) B HAEAA5(PAQ)
3 AR = 1A A 2 124 A-AAH
A =} AC PAC | Q-Stat ¥ AC PAC | Q-Stat ¥
value value
1 0.313 0.313 10.862 0.001 -0.135 -0.135 1.798 0.180
2 0.005 -0.103 10.865 0.004 -0.377 -0.403 15.873 0.000
3 0.132 0.182 12.831 0.005 -0.005 -0.159 15.876 0.001
4 0.010 -0.109 12.843 0.012 0.058 -0.160 16.217 0.003
5 -0.017 0.042 12.876 0.025 0.021 -0.080 16.262 0.006
6 0.063 0.034 13.344 0.038 0.021 -0.030 16.308 0.012
7 0.010 -0.018 13.355 0.064 -0.099 -0.136 17.324 0.015
3 -0.034 -0.022 13.494 0.096 -0.025 -0.092 17.392 0.026
9 0.093 0.111 14,543 0.104 0.080 -0.045 18.082 0.034
10 -0.032 -0.124 14.667 0.145 0.164 0.155 20.990 0.021
F 114 P:‘ 9124 S F7IHPE W A7 R 127] AUFE BT A F44
2. A4 (natural lo & FAsle £3589
As: °1ZH ALA, “AddS AU ARIMA EHE ol &4s uEge FHd Wil d9°, adugstsy

A, ]2934 AbZ, 2011, pp.139-155
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2l w2 233 231 LLE2 W33
A == -0.4417 | -2.0456 | -1.9467 | -0.3070 | -7.4116 | -7.3968
AR 7 P-value 0.5207 0.2672 0.6222 0.5729 0.0000 0.0000
Al =t 12 12 12 2 0 0
A = -3.7652 | 37615 | -3.8072 | -12.5214 | -12.4604 | -12.3982
P-value 0.0002 0.0046 0.0177 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

A A} 11 11 11 1 1 1

A ZRE | =A% ~9.8178 | -9.7659 | -9.7189 | -11.0247 | -10.9661 | -10.9243

P-value 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

A A7 1 1 ! I ! !

:{o
2l
o
no
rie
>
&
%
o
pacs
ﬂ[
=
ol
g
3
2l
o
w
flo
o

212 AYFAZE §1E (no deterministic trend) 73

a9 A=A (intercept & time trend)7F 9= A5 o)t
oA - FEA, “AEAEE Aokt ARIMA Z¥S o83 wB4e oA wWEg A7, Mstugshs

Ay, A2978 A5%, 2011, pp.139-155

o ADF test® ol$3ke] 2 A% FYAAL 4% A9 FEA-kme TRk

Bol AR FAAELY

- S$A-kme ZE BYAA] BelZo] EAA gtrthe H4S A4SA B

Foz welo] EAZ T Hopop & A
-

- it Fx FRAAS 1A AR 124 AEAES st 292 ARSI
gk Aatell ofshd EF p-valuerh ZrobA ©elZo] EA8HA e AR o
Bhst

- oy A4 44T W gyt F: FYPFe I THA HEgFFHL
SARIMA E &g o]g3atofof gt

o SARIMA (pdg)x(P,.D,Q) 25 ZAs|ok stedl, dt DE ADF 77l 93}
o 12 AFEHAS

%
=
offl
o
ko
M
©
S
2%
ey
M
1
Tk
_>‘J_‘
il
of
=2
>,
ox

Aol P . AN ANARES )4
i
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- pst g2 Pot QO 2 AR s oA AAE AICS SC EA
]

o Q3 A~ [e]
32 08T & U

<3 20> SARIMA %8 %% 73}

w8 ANAE 599 ARAE 5% km
P 0.0002 0.0005
(0.0008) (0.0011)
=0.41903 0.3833x
AR (0.1242) (0.1500)
= -0.3795
SAR(12) = (0.2511)
-0.1960 =(.8879sx
AL (0.1189) (0.0748)
=0.8021 5k ~
SMA(12) (0.0487) -
Adj K’ 0.5052 0.3947
F-statistic 32.6499 18.6050
BEX9 AT 94 82
AIC -3.65631 -2.2036
SC -3.5449 -2.0862
DW 1.9810 2.0047
T L owen wx w19, 5%, 10% Y FTolA BARLE FY95-E onE
2. ‘)’iobl TA = Newey-West ¥52 AHstandard error) ¥
3. AIC ¥ SC¥ Akaike Information Criteria®t Schwarz Criteria A %2 ¢v|8l% DW+ Durbin Waston

A 4 v

A oW - AL, “AARE Ao ARMA BHES ol&3 WESQ SHH WE A7, ases
Ay, 1]2974 A5, 2011, pp.139-156

H 429 ~EAF] 9n] e FX7F Holo ) 49k Do x5

23S W pst g 2 P Q9] @ A, & 09 1§ uHdd

Fsdh 282 242 16709 R3S 18 S+ dok oluf (0,1,0)x(0,1,009

S WA 2% 157k2 R¥Se 2% m#Esjo} o

l

o o]#H3 FAHE AAAM <E 2003 o] dubAEE A FH0dF} <l-kmoll
13 SARIMA =88 #A3519¢

o Ao 3 HHowm FAAA e aFHresiduals)e]  A)dH
(autocorrelation)®] A= A& Q-FAFS o8t HA
- AFE7HE L AL 7Hd zp7|Aae] A6 4] geETeE AR Q-FA %] F

9) (0,1,00(0,1,00& AR, MA, SAR, SMA o] BF &8 ¢ 924 F49 our} glEez ud a7} (s



A UERA ARIEE F14eA olol By Al Aag

o

<3 21> SARIMA 23& %4 o

—_

F AP Q WA Az

T 4594 % 9-km

Az} Q-SAF P-value Q-SAF P-value
1 0.0006 - 0.0186 -
2 4.8276 - 0.4106 -
3 5.4163 - 0.8759 -
4 5.4504 0.020 1.0749 0.300
5 5.9215 0.052 1.1488 0.563
6 6.4749 0.091 1.5705 0.666
7 7.5242 0.111 3.9543 0.412
8 7.5492 0.183 4.0986 0.535
9 7.5523 0.273 46201 0.593
10 7.5523 0.374 5.1147 0.646
11 8.0629 0.427 5.1333 0.743
12 8.0993 0.524 7.8682 0.547
13 8.2078 0.609 8.2352 0.606
14 8.3832 0.679 8.726 0.647
15 9.0911 0.695 8.9668 0.706

Ag: oA - AGA, “AAHS A ARMA 2HS o8¢ wEF
Ay, A29A ASE, 2011, pp.139-155

ko
ol
=
)

Weh A7, T atEss

=

0 4599 Aol A% 7ARE Q-EAF] tha 27 AFE] A b
2 JEhpAT 2 olFele Arlde] EAekA o

>
N
o
r o)
o
ri
2
ol
ol
rr
S
o

yAT(k’) = E(yT+ v yr 1 ) (4] 30)
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o o]xﬂtl] .

A2 TR dFldE 2004 128)0)n
Ag 9w, A 8 WA B, vy, v

SR EEEE
| 9 Ase] o
7102 20109d= 1

0]-8-3}

o
-
o]
-

o == A=

ol 200839 19 1,3105F B2 1869 71367 <U-kme} H]
o} 1.429% Z713F X

201593 202039 545998 47 19 54097 B3} 19 93385 Hoz 44
9o, ol 200839 136819+ 1718l sjFals X

201593 2020039 F5A-kmE 242 2329 45437 Q1-km9}t 3339 173181
-km=Z 2P E o o= 200839 1.25u¢) 17880l FBEte FA)
ALEAOIDATFAAE oF 10 AIXNH I 9dA)9] AHARE

wsle] 7242 16.82%

S317] WEell 10od A= FHARE 5310+

- ¢F 10 o3z AAAEE oldste] FAsta AUAA A HHA 4S50
i BAZL S 5 A
- @AY AlokE HRE o]dste] A mHE dSste AL dFE dFANE L
% 97 g wah SARIMA EF 9% 3 44 mael ogd £
(d2)9] &5 sfofol & A4
<3 22> BEdgQ o=
T 59 5% 9-km
2010 132,119,229 18936,991,011
2011 135,451,675 19,486,412,204
2012 139,275,618 20,176,459,611
2013 143,627,690 21,020,850,980
2014 148,550,330 22,036,764,958
2015 154,092,476 23,045,431,745
2016 160,310,369 24,672,867,037
2017 167,268,498 26,350,802,532
2018 175,040,711 28,317,851,498
2019 183,711,502 30,620,972,463
2020 193,377,522 33,317,306,415
20084 A4 9] 2020 ] ZA wWF 171 178
A oAH - A8, “AAYS AT ARIVA B ol§F WEFL FHH WE @, roguEay

Ay, A2948 A5ZE, 2011, pp.139-155
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ol ow3 S mA= Ae

2 2713 HA AR (Autoregressive Distributed

o
6 —

)= 1
< Hendry et al. (1984)¢] A

A

o

o
°

¢
ol

o

Lag Model, ADL &

o A3 AR

PN

2 ADL(mmnmp)=

3 Ao

?l_

o

(2] 31

By Taylny, |+ 6 Inx, +a,lnx, | +u,

Iny, =

T} Zo] A

S
=]

(2] 32)

-

Aolm FFboletd &

=]
=

(2010)¢]

4

10) ©] $2e ATWEAT
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A& A A EH(stationary series variables)

o

offl

o

& ADLe] & ¢

o] &l

S

1
A

1
il

i

=]

8

=
=

_vé
(ADL)o] &
ECMell H]

fol 71

ol &9 A (unit root test), LA

o]
A7 #AA HAA(Granger Test of Causality), &3&% 77 (Cointegration Test),

5

71 el
A
ADL

25

L —

g

]_

#d 7

719

& %
o] g ole}

=
=

./_'I:
T}

o] 2718

)

slof & AFEe] w$¢ Bu AFALI A vebd 7t
H

=
e

2 2-(Banerjee et al.(1993))

A

P
T

A A7 948 A (exogenous)©] 2

37
4

°

o QAFAREH(ECM) H]
o ©@9Z A A

- O

N

A7}

o

el

rH

-

st A7

ool

48 AR 53
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td Granger 133
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=

=
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MESHE ==
gt us+2
eayg &3

2) ANHE =4 2R 23

[

crela 2z
S A7 (Unit Root Test)o]l# 7|8 ®H4Eo] E<9Hd A < (Non-Stationary)
AALNA B2 b4 A Q1 (Stationary) AlAIGAAE BEstE 74

o oW AALG WLyl P A(stationary)olgHe AL U UL FEAACR

SH1)
=

Fo] F(E(Z))Z BAHVar(Z))ol gA4slor sl W 27|32 4Hauto
covariance, Cov(Z;, Zwi))0l AZHEZ, k)& G3FL wx|mk AJ7Hp e d3¢e
w2 oFojof &

- ol MG 2AS FIATIE F N BFAY AAHK T A”RTE AT
e (auto—correlation Function, ACF)127} 0.2 FHE3lA . uhahA ?}7§
Al AAEHTES oud FFHo] AT W HFgoz EFsliee
= EfsHA
o TEE B e AAIEHSELS FEAY FAE Efsta oA E
11 oldg S Weak Stationary = Covan'ance Stationary2} 3tk ol9jdlw mrh 743 ¢kdgow

Strongly Stationary <-2 Strictly Statlonary+ 3
12) APFRRSE TR 0] JIT F US:

ACF, =

Cov(%,2,, )/ [Var(Z) Var(Z,, )1
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2H4 A (non-stationary)Ql 545 WA ¥

- ojn EQMAQ AAES AN AAER HIAT7] M B
A AALE 2 (difference)stedof g

- B AR AAIGo] A AAIEe] B WA ALete AHEste A&
Aol sl ¢Fg A A|ADQAE ADF(Augmented Dickey Fuller, ADF)
testg& Fot] HAstA ok &

- ojmf AHH AL BFE
HA FFAHJA AAEE Wk

o 99 AAWHo= DF(Dickey Fuller) test, ADF(Augmented DF) test,

PP(Phillips Perron) test7t $I=®l, d¥b4 o2 ADF AREHE Bol o &

W I HeEEss Zi~IdEa 3719

o  ADF testollAd] AF7HE(Hp)& “©@eZo] A3 = AY. ol 77} Agx
Al(deterministic linear trend)& R-E3l1 YJEAE & 5 7] W& ot
7HA A& 7Pt H9E gAS &

s

- Z AgFA71 itk 78 (no deterministic trend)dte 7%, A4do] Atk

74 (intercept) 3= 79, 443437 A 7H+Al (intercept and time tr 8]
i 7St AR :rL?_v—ﬂoi o2 ARSI

o AgFH 7t gk 7F (no deterministic trend)ste= (28 1)dlA AF7FA
7 yrbde 47 “deZo]l EATH (p=0)9 ‘o] EAsHA gt
(p<0)¥d

p

AZt:pZt,lJrZa AZ,_ (4] 33)

J

21~ T O 2=
§ﬁ%T L AWy
|5

F&(intercept)©] YTT 7 SE AL(RE 2)o AFEIA, ‘P

' (p=0 , a=0)°]x fﬂ%ﬂ*é% ‘Tl o] txﬂé}xl =G (p<0
az0)d. T8y AR, “geZol AT (p=0)F HAs= Fo

A9
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D
AZ =a+pZ, +I,0AZ +u, (2] 34)
j=1" '

o AbElat A1 7EEA|(intercept and time trend)7} thn 7HASElE AS(RE 3)
o] AFIHELE “d9lZo]l EAFNF (p=0 , a=v=0)°o|L Y7L “T
o] EAsEA G (p<0, =0, v=0)d. Zeivt AF7HE, ‘Dol
ZATL (p=0)& AAste Aol dura

rr

P
AZ, Za—i-*ytrend—i-pthl-i-ZGjAthj-i-ut (A 35)
=1 '

trend: A& YERdE W

o 4 o] Al 74A B Foll oW Zo] A3 AE FAsloloF &

- o]Z9(1994) % Dickey - Fuller(1981)= ©] Al7}A& o]= Ao] AAstE 7

At WHO R [testE FH3L AS

ofiel Wstd JARE ol§stoior &
- 3 2 B9 AAHLag term)E FoloF st=uprt Tad EAV 2 £ Sl

=
autz o2 AIC(Akaike Information Criteria) =< SC(Schwartz Criteria)E
o] g3l AAE AHT 4+ AL

[] Granger 212t A&
o FAEANA o= WHpIt AJHF(AE )0 A= Mgyt ZHAHP(FTE
He)AAE &3] 9ot Grangere T3 2& d3dA HA BHE A

- ougt " yo] e HE w0l v A4S FAZLA 9EiA FEFS T gl
O yo7t y; WS “Granger causedth kil

yo e HARZE yA e GERe XA EIOH “Granger caused)A]

o)
E
r=th’ 1 g

2

o 29 A9o= “Granger cause sFA] E=tH'2 I
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MSE(y1t+ 1|y1t7y1t* 17" ) = MSE(y1t+1|y1t7y1t7 197 9 Hops Yoy 1o° ) (/}—] 36)

Yie+1 = Z¢11 y1t+1 7+Z¢12 y2t+1 T (2 37)

- oln AFZFd(null hypothesis)e y»7} yr& “Granger cause dFA] =T Y.
é ¢12 (1) = ¢12 (2) == ¢12 (Q) =0& F-test= 01%3}04 71475] ‘:_‘E].- '{l: 991'%

& UEAL 352 ADL 29

il =
< ol&3l7] YlMe HEETA Zrd s BA (ong-run relationship)7} &)

- °lE AAs= Aoz FHE ZH (cointegration test) °l8T T U=

o FHE ZHA(Cointegration Test)o]# EotHH AAE WHEET A7+

o FAE AAL Johansen Cointegration Test!dE o]&& = Jed 7]EZFHQ o}
oltole tha3 25 PR AZPFAHE(Pth Order Vector Autoregressive),
75 Ae|slhld

13) Johansen Cointegration Test= Johansen(1991)¥} Johansen and Juselius(1994)9] =%2& #z2% 7.
14) °lshY] =9 AWA-A=d(2002)7 o] A T-E8A1(2005)00 A 8. okRk] 5190 &

1_4
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G =Mt F Xty
- Z= I BAAY [0) Mol Ak HAASAHIE, uE a3 o
Holth Z& wA gols,

p—1
AZ =117+ Y, [N, i+, (4 39)
i=1

~olw T=3)(4,-1), I - 24

i=1 ji=i+1

— wkek J719] 94 (rank)7} kolH 79 RE W A Aol Ha kil
A7 EAHA Ee

FAL WAL EASE, 9 9447} 00R BAE B

3
il
flo

o Trace Test&h+ $E¥]7AA (Likelihood Ratio Test)S ©

FAL F &
- Trace  Test9 EA S
AZt 17 AthQv ) AZt p+1*—--§- ﬂﬂ% = ©

o AL

7,02 te3 g EFEA#3A (Canonical Correlation)® 73

1O o
S0 =72 AGAZ, (4] 40)

=

1XT3AA

=—Nz7

thl Tt

1 L~ > ’
*%1:‘_§DZX%Z;7SHZ”%0

T 5=

A+ #3834 (Canonical Correlations)S ©]-438Fe] o3 7 48 gt

- O] E%E:Tl— —]\‘:—% O
Z3= EA4Z(Figenvalues)2 78 4 S

NS =SS Sl =0 (4 41)

- 047]"“/‘1 T3 %/‘JEL( )& o] &3t 23 Z& Trace Testd] HAAEA XS

ARAL(H)E “FHE M 57} holttola oY

7}@1 H)& ) _u_u} 2t
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k

LR(k)=—T7 > In

(2] 42)

(1-Xx)

i=r—+1

- ol T& #A=X9 F+£& Yl LRHkE HZF(Asymtotically) & H|E

=3, 2002)

g

B
i

o
X
N

NE

L] e

o
°

g 4

2 9% 47k #77H, GDP,

N

_XU

1

(2010)%

IEATYA

ot 43 A2 3=

2 A

[¢]

o ADL E

off

(2] 43)

By tanY, | +8 P +a,nP, |+ B, InGDP,+aInGDP, |

lnY;:

+8nEX, +a X, | +BInNC +aInNC, |+ BInEXE,

+ogInEXR, | + Bgtrend+u,

GDP: 4 GDP

€

EX: RZ23} 2552

NC A

b 5=

)

o

_,AO
B4
M
el
o
o

trend: time trend ¥

A4

A 271
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- &S 2005 AM|AETFAS

Aoz YUAEAT 77

m: 48 ({1, 2, -+, 12)

o ZY AL AEE FZLY(www.bokorkr)dlA EFde E7|
Q
[@)

AT E Y4 GDPE o]&3dloo

(2] 44)

9

A4 GDPE

oz o]d

-

- 718 GDP AE8E 949 GDP AR W@y st dzeyholM Byl

© AGAAASE olgste] 4 GDPE T ol HHEYe

B9 AP

(2] 45)

om 9 GDP ARINE
EEELT T

[e]
3N A AAEA] =2 9

o 20004 128 A B2 L AA AERT AFAAL AT 22 138651697

s
121718902 2=

- 2000¢ 12¢ @A WE GD

44609902 AR E Qo H
H|3)] 62,020th7F S7HeF A=

- 3 AR pzreg
4692.5kmell 28t 92

2 A3 GDPE 44 93% 6800993 Hx

AL oF 40127kmold FEE=AFL <o
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< 23> Awws (20094 129 7]1%)

«?éll:ﬂ ) L S,)éJ]:ﬂ Al A
2 01 2 =22 i %‘g X]_%:_—]_ ‘oé‘iﬂ—i_- 7—(};32,}‘\_ %E;‘gg
= 3E 2= 5% ) A
7}T“§ﬂ 7]"6“%& ETEa a2 %% E"—},: ié‘\_EE (H_XJ'
#RAA | wFAA | GDP(IOR)
(s1/418) (/48 S7tF A7 (km) (km)
1,385.16 1,217.18 35,446 62,020 4,012.7 4,692.5
F 4

- A4 HeE #5714, 44 GDP, A2} 14Er 9%, FEIA=GR
FEE AW IFL2 [(DEFE 398 28y A dee (52 37
e

Level 1A A&

H

T EA% | Pvalue | A4 | AF | Pvalue | AA
gAneaw | E8 1| 07974 | 08835 0 | -99733 | 0.0000 0
o wa 2 | -1.0971 | 07154 0 | -99836 | 00000 0
FHRAAUNP) Tue 3| 31615 | 00974 2 | 99411 | 0.0000 0
o wal 1| 29249 | 09991 3 | -11.8007 | 0.0000 1
= 23 2| -1.0664 0.7272 2 -9.7875 0.0000 2
GDPUnGDP)  "wa 3 | 56574 | 00000 0 | -9.7766 0.0000 2
Fe Bt wd 1| 27131 0.9984 1 | —7478% | 0.0000 0
e 23 2| -1.3587 | 06002 1 | =81601 | 0.0000 0
AHmEX) | 28 3| 24412 | 03537 1 | -s1623 | 0.0000 0
4= 2 1| 14432 | 09625 3 | -11709 | 0219% 2
o w3 2| 24566 | 0.1289 3 | 18429 | 0352 2
HrUnNO  "oe 3| 30268 | 0.12% 3 | —23085 | 04257 2
[ T - - — | -127624 | 0.0000 1
T - - = C127181 | 0.0000 1
S7VEdInNG) [Tge 3 - - — [ 2126876 | 0.0000 1
endvey |23 1| L7635 | 09810 0 | -98192 | 0.0000 0
23 2| -07084 | 08397 0 | -100203 | 0.0000 0
UnEXR) %3 3| -14552 | 0.8393 0 | —9978 0.0000 0

F AEA B Fo1ge
s FRIEATE, T

oft 2L
o, off
o X
N,

A 3 EAAAE N, S ddnETIeE oM, 2010

o UE WHEe g AFA Ulde E2¢ WS (flow variable)7} old A% W4

(stock variable)2A Al&sle] F7teles FAHE w21 9
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off
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2
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)
T
3
1o,
Alm
ox
o
5
o
=
Rl

2
- wWelq ADL ERAAE AR 47t oleh ABA s F71F WEE o
8% A9

o Granger 1#3A HAANA FUFALNT A2t 1&EE2 dAFL IEER
B3P+ QE Granger causedts AS 2 VeSS

- A3 SEUF FEE 1E5ER o|fU4E HEZAHOF Granger caused}

= Ao 2 Ho|xut o]& th-kmE Granger cause 3FA] &¥L Ao & ElHS

- R Mg fFEEE A2 of&ds B o]& th-kmE Granger cause

<3t 25> Granger Q1347 4 AA(a1EHE2 TRT9)

o Az} | F-statistic | P-value FE Az} | F-statistic P-value
o] g+ o] § dl-km
1 1.9514 0.1651 1 2.5284 0.1145
InP 2 1.1732 0.3131 InP 2 1.6201 0.2024
3 0.7911 0.5014 3 0.9389 0.4245
1 10.8921 0.0013 1 10.4047 0.0016
InGDP 2 5.1775 0.0071 InGDP 2 4.2104 0.0172
3 49514 0.0029 3 3.2972 0.0232
1 18.8209 0.0000 1 22.4906 0.0000
InEX 2 10.6405 0.0001 InEX 2 6.5386 0.0021
3 11.2525 0.0000 3 4.3970 0.0058
1 3.3001 0.0719 1 1.5659 0.2133
dinNC 2 1.8549 0.1612 dinNC 2 0.0838 0.9197
3 2.2555 0.0860 3 0.2665 0.8494
1 3.8051 0.0535 1 3.9689 0.0487
InEXR 2 1.6009 0.2063 InEXR 2 1.4388 0.2415
3 1.2203 0.3058 3 1.2184 0.3065
Ag: FHAEAFY, TwEAARY @ 2L Ay | SeraAdws e, 2010
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AA 7}

- ti71E ol&ti, +/7H4, GDP, A= 3

[¢]

AR A7)d

AE

- d-km 71E 5358, §7714, GDP, A2
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714

SEHZE
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- AR WAL 24
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0 ADL 28 F
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HEL'
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2
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=2
2
2
fru
e
N
N
52
uls

<E 27> AE£EF o]§F FH(ADL =F)
S 28 1 23 2 23 3 23 4
¥ 0.7896™ 0.7632" 0.8267" 0.8016™
(00543) (0.0600) (0.0524) (0.0578)
1P, -0.0906 -0.0992 -0.0890 -0.0964
(0.0600) (0.0617) (0.0597) (0.0603)
P, 0.0142 0.0239 0.0243 0.0314
(0.0497) (0.0514) (0.0516) (0.0520)
InGDP, 0.2396™ 0.2708™ 0.2091™ 0.2385™
(0.0806) (0.0857) (0.0733) (0.0778)
D P -0.1044 -0.0719 -0.0912 -0.0608
(0.0815) (0.0830) 0.0825 0.0853
2 0.4681"" 0.4981™ 0.5205™ 0.5470™"
(0.1402) (0.1362) (0.1393) (0.1367)
IEXos -0.3003° -0.2857" -0.3781% -0.3647"
(0.1612) (0.1657) (0.1603) (0.1646)
- - 2.8054" 2.7144"
Gl Gl - - (1.3755) (1.3809)
— - -1.9947 -2.0966
dInNCy-; _ = (1.4508) (1.4943)
rond - -0.0003 - -0.0003
- (0.0002) - (0.0002)
g 0.07283 -0.6835 -0.0370 -0.7192
° e (0.3399) (0.7058) (0.3545) (0.6982)
#=A A 119 119 118 118
K 0.9889 0.9390 0.9891 0.9892
F-statistic 1,412.441°" 1,234.46™ 1,087.935" 976.7998""
Fower wk w2 196, 5%, 10969014 BAH o R 743k e
2. 5 oke] %= Newey-West standard errord
A% FEREATY, TWEFYAYL L BN 28 A, | SEAETE|EH A, 2010
o H7E 1EER FYFATTFAA FR7IAA g 15E=2 BV T8
BEA4L -032~-0.372 eSO
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- 3 ZYFAA i3 &5 2 A 8 BEAL 064~0902 e}
1}
=
- AR TEEZ HA 3 & EP-Q H@HEAAL 0.80~092
2 A HAE
- A FEUF FUHEC o 14&ER THTe BHAYLS 311~468
2 A
<3 28> &L o]8 d-km FH(ADL =¥)
3 wg 1 w4y 2 wg 3 w4
oy 05884 0.4864" 06215 05253™
- (0.1185) (0.1424) (0.1071) (0.1290)
P ~0.2423" ~0.2718™ ~0.2470™" —0.2740™
‘ (0.0975) (0.1014) (0.0887) (0.0915)
P 0.0518 0.0861 0.0900 0.1189
e (0.0959) (0.1032) (0.0872) (0.0927)
0.1499 0.2906"™" 0.0908 0.2259
InGDF; (0.1556) (0.1561) (0.1335) (0.1337)
0.0313 0.1591 0.0663 0.1854
DP,.
NGBy (0.1503) (0.1603) (0.1522) (0.1622)
o 059417 0.7386™" 07011 0.8316™
G (0.1650) (0.1611) (0.1678) (0.16%5)
o ~0.1932 ~0.1326 ~0.3041 ~0.2449
e (0.2286) (0.2333) (0.2108) (0.2194)
- - 6.5308" 6.1688"
dInNG, . _ (3.1341) (3.1450)
- - —2.7465 27792
A e - - (2.7081) (2.6637)
o - ~0.0015" ~0.0014”
ren . (0.0007) . (0.0006)
e 2.2892" ~0.7608 1.8461° ~0.9942
e (1.0603) (1.4966) (1.0171) (1.4297)
BEH A5 119 119 118 118
o 0.9597 0.9618 0.9603 0.9622
F-statistic 3774431 3457356 290.3147 2724139

T Lo wx w2 1%, 5%, 10%014] FAR o2 oS vEld

2. 5 oke] =%+ Newey-West standard errord

A8 R TEATY,

Fug gAY 8 F4A28 7N,

R EE

0)O,
(=]

S71e% 7, 2010

5(Hughes et al.,

2006). 18} Ho)4t



- 3 ZUEAN O 1552 B7] Bg4e BEAgL 041~0830 U
- AN 145 A% g &2 A FPra BEPL 097~1.24
oo,

- A% FEUS T O 1452 7] B4 BE¥ALE 714~10.00
=]
=

o ADL 23 Exg B HeEe AVFdBAS BAse wyler
2B 2 (Error Correction Model, ECM)S 281d 4 A&
- QAFAEFECM)E M E4F A3 A AE P (Autoregressive
Distributed Lag Model, ADL)¥} ¥ 43 @A 7} 116
Hol Awm o A7) 17191 ADL(LLDE
EHECMLRE A3E F Y&
(Maddala & Kim(2004), Banerjee et al.(2003))
o LAFTAHEPECM)Y FHEAE & 2+

- A NE WrEe] HFAAAE B2 A Foo 7Y
- =4 2 Holgtd ANE Waso] AVIFFE AN EAG=AE THE A

=
& T HS
- AR A Ed e 74

o FRelor T JIEAY ECM BFe thest 2e

AlnY, =oy+oAlnY, | ta,AlnX,_, (A 46)

+y WY, | +6,+BInX, )+ Au,

AL @AE dAsA ¥uM A FAMNAES &
o



-
cn
4r
Mo

A2}

e

A H 1)

(AlnY,_ ), ZEA]

A4
- 3gA oA

o)

- oAFRFRYLY AFH)

- 1Al A )
- 2u5tAI A )

%
-

offl
te]

£
o

)

o

]_

o] A A (endogenous)e] 2L

- QAFARY L WE 273 AR (Vector Autoregressive model, VAR model)

o QAFARHT A7 AR Y Aol

o
°

A

1o

X

7

P
T

-

A (less restrictive)o|gt &

oAlM 27189 ARG 2 AR

b

k)
T

NE

O

O

o
°

g 4

N

_XU

1

WFETFAR0IDE
Q01DdM = €9 Fx B35 d47F Y, §75714, =Y

& Agsel 24T AL 97
o

[¢]

o ECM &

h s

A

29

- ¥FE

o
—_
1o
X
T
L]
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N

By +BInP, + B,In OP, + Bn RGDP, + 8, InNOA, + InNOS, +u, (2 47)

- FAAoZ 20059 49HE 20119 69712 €E AEE o]RFPUeH KTXS

hrlY;5

M‘.F_II (e T MV__M_ OT_ ‘H_.W =
‘__b G ~3 Mnm_v e % 1%
R O_E ow = ‘q o)
S 60 nh o — o =y
o E B - = o 70 )
o0 A oo 8
o = o B e ST
a3 =B o 0w
G o} O N
3w & T8 x a®®
i 8 O_U 1% R BE ~
v W & B F2 0%
R BT (- B S S
g do Moo % T S 3
N e m _&o o MW N Np m.__ i Sy
R ox A = ot NSk
ooy B i Nw T g A
L o - Bo e Hr r e % nm_. ~ G- B
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o < 2 =R = x0T
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CRCRLE Sol I (i Mo O G NP m o o
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pm Pyt TR Ro Hwmm HZL L4 S g 0
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%0
~D

IH
zr
[0

oK

rJ

o ADF(Augmented Dickey Fuller) @9 74 ZA¥E AHEd

A

Fi%, KTX 3374594, 4850%

, KTX &4, KTX &=

19

- KTX 2%

ol
X

X
il

w
)

tol ADF @92 A4 <

5]

=2

2 1 A2

il

7
o

off

314

1~ A= F8E JA7 A

[¢]

AHRE 7

A
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AR Aol £ ATl

A% w3 ofrja
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= FEar A A
A F p—value | AAF A F p-value Al &}
KTX 231 1.6178 0.9733 2 -9.9136 0.0000 1
222019 232 -0.9739 0.7584 2 -10.1593 0.0001 1
2E3 -1.9946 0.5942 2 -10.0963 0.0000 1
KTX 231 -0.7335 0.3955 0 -10.8189 0.0000 0
50 232 -2.2677 0.1851 0 -10.8089 0.0001 0
2E3 -3.5599 0.0404 0 -10.7339 0.0000 0
KTX 231 0.4122 0.7996 2 -9.2760 0.0000 1
A x}35) 232 -5.7057 0.0000 0 -9.2357 0.0000 1
2E3 -7.1128 0.0000 0 -9.1656 0.0000 1
KTX 231 1.6285 0.9740 0 -8.3777 0.0000 0
A7} s 232 0.4788 0.9849 0 -8.6124 0.0000 0
SES =E3 -1.2094 0.9010 0 -8.8669 0.0000 0
2 A = 231 1.3683 0.9560 2 -11.5898 0.0000 1
2 A AL 232 -1.3956 0.5799 2 -11.7442 0.0001 1
2E3 -3.3996 0.0594 2 -11.6610 0.0001 1
A4 231 0.5453 0.8316 1 -4.5338 0.0000 0
o iy 232 -2.8872 0.0517 1 -4.5491 0.0004 0
82714 2E3 -3.2524 0.0826 1 -4.5177 0.0028 0
T L AFAEIE AT gl g8 S92 AAE FdsEE
2. KTX 2 Ajujs 292 20060 24 7|2 H4E o8l g2 AAS T35
g AT, TwEANAY @ BAA~d | S AduEr1eE sk, 2010
<¥ 31> AL A4 AHRKIX THT9)
. 23 1 23 2 23 3 23 4 23 5
Trace 0 0 0 1 1
Max-Eigenvalue 0 0 0 1 1

g g EAT

AlnY, =a;AlnY, | +oyAlnP, | +a,AInOP, | +a;AInRGDP, (2] 48)

+y(InY, |+l | +B3In0P, |+ BImRGDP, )+ Au,

o
to
)
&
o
Bl
ofk
o
ol
i,

Zofl oJ3lH KTX 92 KTX

op

ALl ()¢ 4

ogk

o
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o B 7tsHT FR7HAT SUHFALL KTX F5ddd Kol a3zt e
AR BAHAT
- B717F 248 HAY &A50] FUtE e W KTX o] &+87 S7tet= A
oF Hol

W FRrsbAe] dEH SE&ake] AAA KTX o] §o] <73}
X

N
=
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>
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[
=
bo
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3
fr

2
o
2,
2
lo
fr
o
lo
ol
ok,
=
3
8

Q.
5
=N

=

@.

[ij@]
B.
g
o
g
=
H

%0,

dlo

o A71#d FAAAAN KTX 49 AFFAHAT F 024542 A HAD 7t
GENAY AFFAXNE oF -03391, FUEAAY AFFARNE

- NE HEES Hoe dubdd Aamt EREAT FyFALY] Al4ge] o
=
o AV EB/AAAAM KTX 99 AFFAA7F A7 g Ado] FHed KTX &

=]
Aol 3t KTX 5489 F7egdge of 02442 Uehge

- KTX &4°] 1% F7letH KTX F5Ud90] & 025% Haste 202 & 5

o AlnY -1 AlnP-; AlnOP;-; AlInRGDP;-; Yy
FAA -0.3071" -0.3398 -0.0682 -0.1056 -0.3094™"
XA 0.1132 0.4285 0.3324 0.2098 0.1055
TE InP,; InOP;-; InRGDP,- R =AM
F4A 0.2454 -0.3391 -1.3338™ 0.3313 73
FEo) 0.1894 0.2705 0.2515

Fo e, o, w2 22} 19, 5%, 10% 2N BANOE FFE tehlln 9
A8 FFWEATY, TWEAAAL L BN AW, FFAATE/EFIHY, 010

ek JIEF AAIE A 2

1) Time Varying Coefficient or Random Coefficient Model
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=
St
32
dlo

A

weh Wk etk 13e o
]

(2] 49)

T 2 49 (constant term)o] EgH APy

B: Al(parameter)

. el

R

A A e)

o Zzi} 44

v e A

e OFR Al dsf Aggtsol Azt vt W 5 e

- AAH3}(policy changes) B A9 Abe] WH3}evolution of the economy)el
o3 AlgrtEel e & A&
- webA o o] AT 5 S(Chow, 1934)

Y, = 2,0, v,

- olHg

B
Modele]&}at 3+

(2] 50)

A 7Hp Al oJZF o] ¥ (time dependent) A7t 4R E £ UL

&S Time Varying Coefficient model 28 Random Coefficient

o ghek AFZEEo] AIZH uhEl 2FA WHalgioid &4 7|7HY] AFHEL JF
3k 717k Ak d¥S TS Aol A F S
- 52 F719 AFFEe] A7 AFHEY TR B S U
By =MB,_| Te, (2] 51)
M A AT ()9 A7 5L A E (square matrix)
e J—L"j&ﬁ(}

- o] o g9 E4lo] go]a Mo| 93 H(identity matrix)olHH (4] 50)2 (4]

49)F 2L AWt FARNEPo 2 FobzF

o] Eabo] (o] olym Mol w3 (identity matrix)e] o}zhd
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o et AFHUES 54 AlA L& 7|17+ AHR(information)ol whEl W3t £
A= Ao] Time Varying Coefficient Model €& Random Coefficient Model2]

- ol B4 AW B 71 ASRE AHEL 7Dl B 2a% /N
& ot 2ol 39T & Ae

EB|L) =8y, (4] 52)

I EA AR 1759 A R (information)
E: 71t A
- olu t=so]H filtering, £>s°]™ prediction, Z& 1l <s©|™ smoothing

o o|H3 AFFEY Al JEAE 1HEE £ o UE oz FHo] H
8% ¢ T U

2) Chow test or Bai-Perron test

[1 Chow test

_Lu
g2
=
g
s
Q
o)
<4
=
Q
@]
=
=
2.
)
u
X
rr
X
o
i
ofk
Lo
2L
i
i
o
-

shuk7)el 19989 dlg)7) ToE ARE o]
o] 7|7te &7 7o g gE 7|7 gE 54
T =

o & &9 19708 5H 2010 7tA9] A=W A5 E 0|8 w 19708 HH 1997
W7k S 717 [2 &2 19983 RE 201087145 717 IR 7R3t wpRo)
27

- 2 (A 500L 7k I3} 717 I FEske 25k 717 19 AL R(F)9
- olyd 24 olFd AA J|zte AT 77 243 v Fasl Je

o Chow teste F 717t7re] FAHA Gkl FLsitbe AF7Hd (null hypothesis)
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7 FYskA] gtie ™74 (alternative hypothesis)& Bl she A4 WH
- Chow test $AI%FS &7 2%
SSFE,— SSF, )/ k
(S50 S5 (4 53)
S8,/ (T—2%)

SSEg: T 717te] FA3AIFge] FYstthe B9 sum of squared residuals
SSEy: T 717k FARA Tl YA ¥the 299 sum of squared residuals
2A F 7 717k AN 8 T sum of squared residuals®] TOE
A% &
T: AA A5 A

ke Argge] 7|5

- Chow test EAIFL AFE7) koF T2k F EXE w21 91S

o Chow test& H&3 ATFEILA=ZA o7 QUNE & + =d HEAY

As FR5e0t 4R7H, TUSAL 5 2 AHAAESE om T o

[e]
Fo WE AS 2HNAS

- oA (2009 M & 2000 1€FE 2008 12€71A]¢] Stk nFH
2 4REEEAR, PO 47 71587 4L e, 20044 69717
& PHY 10009 FlFIQAT 1 olFRHE BHY 10009 Folsthn

2 =H
19

- whEbd 2000 1€ HE 20049 6€7HAE 717 1R TR 20049 TEEH
20083 12€71AE 7|17 12 FE3tY F45ln O 275 EE 7|7 bis)

= -
F43 A3 s elE

o 2ARYL ey} gon 7JBAYo s 7|37 AAFRE(ADL)S HLdee
LNNPSA, = 3, +7 LNNPSA, ,+ B,LNRPOR, (4 54)

+~,LNRPOR, _, + ,LNRGDP, +,LNRGDP,_, +u,

AF 2 LPGY WEF-E ol8Fe VIeoE Iy Tsion 2005 2RAETIATE o8-8k
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LNNPSA: €48 A& Astd FFLF(AY 7159
LNRPOR: €% 7Vs3# #77H4
LNRGDP: 9948 U4t
. D@}
t EA dx(year)®} 9 (month)g YeR= s-3A
<3 33> Ak gAFe FAANTEIL)
o A 7178 ZEE 717 11
- (2000.1-2008.12) (2000.1-2004.6) (2004.7-2008.12)
0.0937 -0.0048 0.0248
LNNPSAw1 (0.1390) (0.1853) (0.1827)
0.0371 ~0.1824 0.1231
LNAP Ol (0.1154) (0.1602) (0.1174)
0.1904 0.2704% 0.0945
LINEF O (0.1254) (0.1569) (0.11883)
0.0991 ~0.3133 0.1217
LNRGDP: (0.1496) (0.3443) (0.1834)
~0.1768 0.1717 ~0.3284+
AN s (0.1640) (0.3343) (0.1895)
s 15.961 s 19,425 T 18,7541 s
o T ©
(2.4871) (3.8354) (3.7423)
A== A4 107 53 54
R’ 0.4264 0.1468 0.1850
Wi 0.2510 0.0876 0.2231
7y ' ' '
6.7816 15835 2.9831
F EA%
(0.0001) (0.2059) (0.0404)

1
T ZTZT 1%, 5%, 10% <
3

ote] -rx]L p-values¥
Ak o] AT 9, TOil Price and Travel Demand, , ¥l

A4 A =
a7t ¥Y
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= Newey-West robust standard errors%
ol A FAAC R FoFhs Udehfa S
A LNNPSAe1, LNRPORz, 2 LNRPOR;;°l W3t joint significant test®] FA#HS

FATY, 2009.
717t 2 FRsY FHs19e
37 AHBE7]) 98+ Chow testE 433t 2z}
oF 3.0688%2 2HEEo] AEIE F
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[1 Bai-Perron test20)

o Chow test® AlFEE©C] 7|7t wet AJoldhr] =2 FYUIAE HAS= WY

[e]
o2 E F UF

- 28 Chow testllA= 7175 ol GA| T8k ste Aol gt EE= A=
ot &g

- oA £](2009)8] ATFANAE 20043 7EES VR AF EHET fFHE
o] 1,0009-& 35t Atke AHAdl FE5to o]F AR 73 by
. ey o8 d 7zt FEL A Ao FHoer B Q1S

o & © =8Z< wd 9 7|7He FESE WHOZ Bai-Perron test(1998,

20035 °l8Y F U=

- Bai-Perron teste oW 7]7F Fekoll 22 <l Wilyl A5t A E AA 3=
Aolm e F2AQ W3yl EAJTH AEA 7 FRS Sfof st=Ad
3 ARE AT

A Wils & 7 3o =
Y. wEpA ol2fd BEHEEHQ Ade WEse AAE AEE £4E We
T AAIg F2RAQA Mt ANEAE FRlstofor 3

o Theat 22 wie dsdHEds 7 o

Yy =Bjtu,(t="T_,+1,+ T, j=1,k) (4] 55)

- yv BAsaA sk AIAG ABola b= WAl I (regime)ol e AAE
o FHgolH u = 1719 g

- Z ke F2W3I A|H E(structural break points)e] i, Wb k+1709 =

(T3, Ty, Th) & T-E2HE AHES] 2

o Bai-Perron TZHsIHA ] EAHL F2HsIL EA5teA] qF EAFiA

20) °]%9 Y42 oAW-dEA201 DY W& F 4FE 24
21 mol AU 7z ARe] fad k=1, -, molch

=

89319

dlo
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T2 AES WAFez 24sle AY. ¢4 (4 56)F 2ol & e &
Fol dfsted BE A99 58 el AT BL AN
k+1 75
ST<]717 Té"“’ %)Z Z (yt_6j>27 (l{}zl,,m) (}—\—] 56)
j=u=T, ,+1

ofy
B

220 AAARS TS e TR A4S o, Fold T2
REERE RIEEEE =S REECE L D

(7 ey Ty avgmin Sy 13, T, 1) (k= 1oeeesm) (%) 57)

- oA SR (7, Ty, 7)o 83 A FA sl AAD 7

B({ﬁ,@,---,fk})% AL 4 od olyd HAHL Fdl E il TxHEIA

o o FRHII} TAHLE {3 FEOLE EAst=uhd g HAS
slof & olE Y8l supF HABFAFH HZlET olFIuint AR TAH
(unweighted double maximum statistic)= A&, supF AR EAZFL e T+
3ol ks 74 st AlAGe e FREsE EAdthE dgrt
A stellM AAId A FxHsE gltbe AFTME S AR ske F-eA%Y

Hy: 6, =08,=-=6,, (4] 58)

SupFT(Ap---Ak;1>=sup%(#)((R5)’(RAV(5)H)1(R3)) (41 59)

o supl AZFAFI gy TR 5 HAHCRE AR ¢k FxHET}
EAste A AR5 FAAste WHE AeH ol HZlE olFSUid TAES
&l 7

- H7bF olSS Uit SAIFE oY k@t stlMY swpF AR FTAZF T AHH
olm TAFY FodE Hre FARE ol&std AA

o AAGd FRHIL EATTH B U FRHII} UeAE FAFHLE 3
glok 3t o] 98 wlo]= HH7|F(Bavesian Information Criteria)® Liu et
al. (1997)°] Altet £4H 2= 7]F(modified Schwarz Criteria)& ©]-8-8}
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o HAH9 T2} JFE F4
o oW - ALA201])= YWELE F£544S SARIMA 23S o83ty 4
stAA = 717H20009 1¥€-20089 129) =9 o3t 23 Wi A5

A& Bai-Perron test® ©|&3te] A9

<¥ 34> oy} ol -km A]AIDo % Bai & Perron 7+%2W3l 7134 At
TR FEA9 4% -km
Do 12071 14382
v (7.0400) (7.0400)
D s 27143 53852
v (6.2800) (6.2800)
o e D 2.2081 43330
Ht tes v (5.2100) (5.2100)
16403 3.2807
0 vs 4
(4.4100) (4.4100)
14238 14255
0vshH
(3.4700) (3.4700)
27143 53852
UDmax test
(7.4600) (7.4600)
0 breaks 11,4780 11,5832
1. break 115560 11,6604
2 breaks 11,6342 117258
BIC 3 breaks 11.709% 117977
A breaks 117933 11,8812
& Drealks 118779 11.9786
AAE FREEe] 0 0
U breaks 11,4874 115925
1. brealk 11,6392 11.7435
2 breaks 117915 118831
LWZ 2, hreaks 11.9414 12.029%
4 breaks 12,1000 12,1830
5 breaks 12.2600 12,3607
Ay FLxdslo & 0 0

1 1. UDmax test® H7FE o|F=dizt SAHES ol &8 2R3 HA9L.
2. SupF test®t UDmax testd] Z3F o+ $22= 10% 459 2 AA (critical value)$!
3. BIC: #o]= AR 7|+ (Bayesian Information Criteria), LWZ Liu et al.(1997)7} Zﬂo TAE ==
7)&
A5 ol AH - ALA, “AAGES okt ARIMA 23S o83k wE+8 FEE g A7, Ttugss
Ay, A28 A5%, 2011, pp.139~155

oli

o A supF AFAFE EE F AAE EF T HelM oAl ¥ Fxust
AT HF7HE S Haf F2Hs7 fijitke AF7H0l 10% ol sEelA
7145 A ke
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- ARTHLOIM TR £t BAEA g Bk olgSTiEk $AEE A
B F AALAA 10% folFEdllA ARTHdo] 71454 gk

- mEA ole Fodt FF] TREsPE ke FAHY SAY

o Holz HARI|FF £RE a2z JRI|FoR L] 48 34

- Hlojz HHIFY B9 £4A4% £4UA-km BF FHste] #7109 o
Holz AR7IE FAZel 7P Asker £A3E foEx FHIE A4 Mol
Zz AR7IER gdsA TSt w7k 04 W FAFol 7 Ak

- %iﬂ% FAEE FAF] FL RYUYFS O AU ZYos By

i

L 5
(20009 19-2008 129) frold 5

2

3) Rolling and Recursive Estimation

[ ] Rolling Estimation

o time varying coefficient modelolA] 7HE Al¢3tEo] Azt wat Wt <
A 717k AL 91T #AS /MO rolling estimations WHS ©l§

EIEI

o rolling estimation®] & o= 7|7HAE Eof 2000d 1€FE 2009 12€71A))<
AES 0|8 o EA /5o MER FEI Fste s 9uF
- 53 A, A B 71ZEE w2, -, rw/2)2 Fsted HEAE 35t
A, ol wE window widthghx st 2 89] 7|49t TY
- dE B0 2000 €95 20039 129714 SAEANE FYstn 1 thedle
20009 2€FE 2004d 1€97HX], 20000 3EHH 2004 2€7HA], 20000 495
Bl 2004\ 39714, - L ARE gEste] 7 IARNE T3S 7 e

rr

o rolling estimation& AFgk(true coefficients)# MZ8 o & (sampling error)2]

o) 2=~ [e]
Z2%o 2 E 7 e

o rolling estimations A&X|Y TA|ZE B34 3o Ao L3 B 4

0l.o.
PO

- 20008 1ERE 2008@ 129704 MEAY =AERE R0 FFRIHE, F

?

22) Hlo]= AR7|FE BAFL F40190] 11.4780, £49-kmo] 11.5832% 1 FRH #Ad2= 7153 AL F4do] 11.4874, 549
-km7} 11.5925% o,
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Y344 53 2e AFAARSA ojmF G B A

2(2009)¢] AFAEE 0]&3tY rolling estimationg Z&d F UL

o FARFYL time constant I AEAEET} rolling estimationS B w32 ©
T JAARHNEY L e 2o
LNNPSA, = B, + 3, LNRPOR, + 8,LNRGDP, +, (4 60)
- & AEAY AEE BT FHE 2 FuEALtel oudk FEs
W= 2E Time Constant S ARMNEFo 7 FAHT = &

- B ol ME 2 20009 19HE 20039 12€971A)e] BPAAE Y TR
st 4T+ g A AugT 20olE2 FAFEY 2 (central limit
theorem)7} &= 7] Ysir= AfFZ(degree of freedom)7} H4AFH 30707}
ool st R 2N TRt AR TR

- & 20009 1€FE 20029 8€7kA], 20000 2€FE 2002 d 9E7EA, -+, 2006
d 58 HE 2008 128744 A&t RS FHske AY

o Time Constant 3|AEMEH FH AT ofstd FUFHNHL A2AY =

AEE Fdgad & 9Fs vAA R3le A

- v FR7HES AEAY 2AEE Flsed e a3t len 5%

<% 35> Time Constant 3|8 A &=A A7}

-+ FA3AT XFA
Inrport 0.1834™ 0.0840
Inrgdp: -0.0042 0.1092
e 1717117 0.7326
#d5A A 108 -
I 0.17 .
F-3A%= 12677 -
T 1. X 9A+ robust standard errors$)
2. wwn, wx 2 212} 19, 5%, 10% FE SAROR Fo3hs vehl 9e
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= 0
g oA B £ gled 45718 ASFARE Hola e
- BAzx7|de §5714
(end date)o] 2004 12@ O]E'F

- 20049 12€ ©]F9 # 6 TF
FUS & F 921 o] Time Constant 3 ARAEF A9 5714 &

E—j/‘é 0.18% FARE 5

o 2004 12€ o|AdlE {FIIHo| A
F7MANA g3 ZAaATE AE e S

- a2y §F7HEol =& A710004d 129 o]F)dE §F7E €©E A9
fluctuation®] A3std Jeh it ¢S

o rolling estimation modelol| 4 2] A4+

oM #&3% HEE AT =

b[Inrpor]

40 60 80 100
end

<219 3> rolling estimation 574 A3 (7712 A+F4A)
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[1 Recursive Estimation

ok

o recursive estimation(¥-& sequential estimation) rolling estimationg &3+
N

3 AAE ol T 9AE D], Bl (1719 A2 o

ofo
ol

rr

]_

FE o]&T o z7]d 20008 1€5E 20023 YA ARE o]
ato] FARAS FHsln F HAE 20008 198EH 2002F 98714 A2
£ o]&3lH A WA= 20009 1€FH 20029 10€71A19 A8 E |43}

[e)

kAol = 2000d 1€5H 200839 1297149 ARE o|&3l IJARME

S AL I

=

b[Inrpor]

T I
40 60 80 100 120
end

<79 4> recursive estimation 4 AI-FF7HE ALFAA)
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o recursive estimationg 33 ¥ {7714
- 7 #R7HA AlFF
date)e] 2004'd 12€ o] FFE|E ¥H+)9

_ =
o

A
=
A 3 olF gash] dAH F4

o FH(end data)o] 2004 124 o|FFE = FF7H4

=
AT 587t S7tske FHE Holi Sl

i

- £ 20049 129 olFelE fFHE] FrhiHaE MeAY =44

#a7h 3719 @ Fashs FAE Holn 9

o 20008 Fyte] FR7EHC] &2 A7|dl=
=
[e] o

BAEE
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