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| Lot SEE7 ISR T LED SA HI|HSEA

A e vetes FAHANA T84 7] E 25 (Composite Index of Co-
incident Indicators, o]3} CCI2 <f3)E 2rista doh (<18 1A #F32).
71N Mg RES F2 4Hd A7 23718 el d8 347
P4 A4 HL g 1950 » = NBER 2] 927121 Geoffrey H. Moor-
et Julius Shiskinol ol3f /W28 EFEFAF A Hol A3 Aok £F
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e 7 S=0 olH dA B3, S =10l $gole} FUL 9 A
A B717F B Rl g VlelE AlE BRos 48 §ES g8 FAEy
g 2!

AP 580z A5 &
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7Fed(te B2 A7))& 25 asiol st7) Wl d4ddoz Brhed

# ¢ttH(Diebold and Rudebusch(1994) #%). 28iu A7) =3
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(11) H.'"=FEP." F +%
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(12) a’l(;” a’zu 1+K“ /}/ 1

(13) P'=(L.~K/" F)P.

o)m) Kalman %% 3(gain) &
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A Kim(1994a) o] ZAF Alabi o] 7] ofolt]ol7t F oA & =], &8s

b el ANE 4 Ak,

s o 2 e
i 0

1
(15) a, — E w:a,,
F=q

(16) Pl= Y wlP) +la)~a')(a,=a/) ],
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+3t7] Y8l A = Ham-

3 Juo] e UERATH Pr[S= 7 11:Z|w112+
ilton(1989) ol F01% A= ¥ wlo] = %2} (Bayes theorem) & o] &3t At}
(17) Pr[S=j, S.=ily,]=Prlx, S=j, S.=i iy ] /Prlx lv.].
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ony | HL | rexp (—0.5e,)  HYL e,
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b B

el S, o theted tsle] the

alman filter & Wt& 7l

el "E 9K
Taeg 728 4 9 Hey ol ke ok

(23) L:h'l[f(xr, X7, o iw”] 121aner/|¢/11]



44 RHEBHRE A437 A4%

o] TAF RERAE Y
A S-S A E

| :
(15)-(16)& F3f &3] 3}7) npeirt,

3. F&1t (Smoothing)

TA HRRUY AFCESSFE FHHPORM DAHSFIFS D
g9 AFHoz 79 YHE AEetel BB YHE 7T & U & RE
Fro gho] Folx A A Mtk Hud AH, F 53wk B3 e
F&ol 7b5atl Bk BEE Bt go) B 5 Arky & AHysow
et e B 4y e

(24) PI‘[S,ﬂ:k, S,Zj I l//T]z
Pr[S..=klyr]xPr[S=7ly,xXPr[S.,=k|S=/] /Pr[S..=Fk|y,].

ek Faat s FBE LHE 0o 2o
(25) Pr[S,zjlnj;r]:k; Pr(S.,=k S=jlyrl.

V. BT
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.Jiﬁ%lgﬂwﬂW41%m4ﬂz4@Iiﬂﬂﬂ%ﬂamm
Atk ALLE AAY AEEL (1) AU AR+ UP)Q)wiﬁﬂ%%ﬂ$
(UTIL), (3) AH4atzEs ZIT(SHIP), a2 (4) E2v) vl x) = (SAL
ES) ojtH(<(z2¥ 2) F=x). TAH f?é‘/l%szXITM i ol A

ﬁ
rlo
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7= A A (seasonality) B B2 W E ¥ (irregular cycles)o] AAH HE
2 2 AFNME F7A AP E kA st HeFAA g A ALES
ARAEZ UM § (2, AAd 5o R 189 REHFH AFUAE o
&3t E%ﬂﬂﬂiu}. FEFZ7)20e 1976 19eA 19956 5¥& FhA

2. ZAEIRFEY

A2 A %8H7) 98t 271888 steady-stated| Al A1 %E Hog 7HA
Yk =, PriS=0ly.]=n=(1—-p) /(2—p—q), 23 L n,=(1—n). & =

212 o2 Kalman filter& #14te7) $18bed o, o P& Bl 20 R ghE o] &8
At =, ar 9 R WA 28 KB, /(1-Y8 )=(nB+mB) /(1-Z¢ )

= T%P;o G -Pn[\:)) G‘ +R‘ R’ ]}‘1 :TLE‘]' D]' PQ]' qL _'_7}-/\;4,_0]]
A s o] gl QA vasl 4% BEL 99 Suug AY

=)
£ o] A AL shgekA gtk oW FEAFF & AA 22 AR(T) Y

{Z18! 2> Four Component Series of NSO CCl: 1976 : 01~1935 : 05

160 110
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CE 1) MSF2EO| ZAESFHEE: 1976:02-1995:05

A r SAHSFYE AL EAY
» 0.9332 30.530
q 0.8468 11.740
B —0.9864 ~3.230
B 0.4044 2.708
a 0.4505 2.522
@ 0.3268 1.159
ay 0.2903 3.285
a 0.4404 6.387
. —0.0507 ~1.263
@ 0.0433 0.510
a 0.0431 0.379
a. 0.0526 0.707
Y, 0.6052 14.318
7, 0.5612 12.607
12 0.5652 13.544
12 0.2107 5.007
o 0.2409 6.399
o 0.5114 17.769
o, 0.4087 14.784
a4 0.7951 21.193
¢, 0.4447 5.633
¢ . 0.1470 2.152
¢ ~0.6742 ~3.711
¢ 0.4963 5.486
¢ - —0.0548 ~0.749
¢, —0.2957 —3.943
¢ 0.2725 3.748
L —868.55

FRYY RIS 2R WA (1)-(5) £ (6)-(7) o]tk
M4 52 IP(1), UTIL(2), SHIP(3), 18] SALES( ol =2 wEsh ik (da
BAH TS EAR)

S UEde AF 7S FATR 29 £849 F Y2 ¢F A7 Mar-
kovd & wEd= g 72 Hansen(1992, 1994) o] %53} ¢ =B 857
2k (standardized likelihood ratio statistic) 2.2 A& a £ A= Aoz Uy
A Atk 2 Ao MeE 2elv o] FAEY A

=
-
Aol AR B wAR AA AL ’5}11 o A FAHNE T o1 ANE

(B Dol #5340k e} 7hx) A2} w8 S 488 A s=T3 r=2(F&
6) Hansen(1992, 1994) E A& 9] & &2 += Hamilton and Lin(1994) & #2871 viatut
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{212l 3A) Growth Rates of Markov Switching Factor Cl : 1976. 02~1995. 05

_8 P
T va

76 78 80 82 84 86 88 90 92 94

{28! 3B) Recession Indicator(Full Sample smoother) : New Business Cycle Refer-
ence Dates Based on MSF Model
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AN

Tim1g1E (recession indicator) ¥

1976:01 NA NA NA 0.087403 0.036726 0.003987
1976:07 0.000311 0.011478 0.044229 0.077806 0.064513 0.112077
1977:01 0.153677 0.078891 0.098692 0.012804 0.026772 0.000418
1977:07 0.010549 0.015301 0.014035 0.000966 0.004858 0.003004
1978:01 0.026330 0.011864 0.003766 0.005632 0.001576 0.011223
1978:07 0.038775 0.009927 0.029842 0.018674 0.012339 0.024924
1979:01 0.044038 0.268068 0.407975 0.774712 0.874777 0.951608
1979:07 0.986136 0.996721 0.961324 0.984737 0.987154 0.965597
1980:01 0.935022 0.923670 0.980670 0.994284 0.993029 0.981739
1980:07 0.792076 0.780864 0.658168 0.246521 0.117579 0.014362
1981:01 0.009748 0.020872 0.004081 0.010031 0.019118 0.076656
1981:07 0.224008 0.215303 0.610085 0.729743 0.865776 0.957156
1982:01 0.958345 0.970531 0.915328 0.779288 0.675875 0.502%09
1982:07 0.393343 0.268376 0.069951 0.017980 0.008633 0.010531
1983:01 0.017013 0.018052 0.029221 0.017359 0.004610 0.003025
1983:07 0.006855 0.004722 0.009809 0.024096 0.023087 0.035477
1984:01 0.019646 0.010927 0.034013 0.051176 0.125317 0.154576
1984:07 0.261119 0.444439 0.755880 0.830329 0.882582 0.887816
1985:01 0.953507 0.934455 0.790399 0.707052 0.633928 0.575640
1985:07 0.361673 0.295931 0.222133 0.028220 0.029045 0.00678%
1686:01 0.002968 0.001589 0.001918 0.004349 0.002037 0.005090
1986:07 0.021940 0.017282 0.012269 0.036420 0.037722 0.022362
1987:01 0.016353 0.011992 0.003627 0.002110 0.003262 0.033920
198707 0.433037 (.978346 0.120815 0.022896 0.000555 0.015491
1988:01 0.018501 0.018116 00.908396 0.948609 0.839690 0.746102
1988:07 0.297452 0.282331 0.381490 0.491807 0.742490 0.855472
1989:01 0.933944 0.982530 0.979984 0.971094 0.354075 0.151547
1989:07 0.054767 0.052186 0.197075 0.206463 0.268372 0.228793
1990:01 0.141013 0.150875 0.134737 0.212435 00.279382 0. 141986
1990:07 0.058090 0.031085 0.040767 0.172459 0.127431 0.126242
1991:01 0.000000 0.566898 0.615301 (1.388170 0.376026 0.503093
1991:07 0.228165 0.086996 0.052743 0.069903 0.159062 0.267240
1992:01 0.433157 0.485747 0.562135 0.754904 0.892580 0.900079
1992:07 0.938514 0.979553 0.973653 (0.979996 0.963516 0.889076
1993:01 0.794337 0.325640 0.233130 0.201737 0.160140 0.119594
1993:07 0.112415 0.103186 0.064403 0.029801 0.025649 0.036998
1994:01 0.068528 0.125097 0.107435 (.121935 0.066062 0.127996
1994 :07 0.212639 0.076653 0.045242 0.010646 0.005591 0.027562
1995:01 0.023089 0.121921 0.093999 0.129019 0.171369 NA

* Be] A (25)0 o5t sl #EE ) Bgatdel &8 SE9l
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