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I. %8 U SWHE

I. KBATER % 2

V. B L 2o=z9 HWRIH

Tt EESHE ol oW & BHE =29 WaA T 9 2 BRF K
BiEl Bhol S, BRI BROIE £3] Asgold olAe dAFel zdte] MIrm
5 REE A9 FF Aok MBS A€W $98 das Bl Akm
ol BB (policy instrument) 24 (EHREA JFE vAvte Keynesd] R
(Keynesian mode of thought)7} ¢t obw B%iEHHS] F79 2o wE BURL
el e KERES &Rl Wagnerd] HHIE fEdch oAy REMBK
JE{F¢ (causality ordering)7} Hif s 2 9lu] ula] Singh and Sahni(1984)2 EFX
=} #8EE R 3 H (Gross National Expenditure) 719) HEBI&~F €1y (bidirectional)
olFHE MEE deolvlel ol E F BT 7ol B Keynes®E WagnersR© oy
T HEme Wz Ak

SEEHE AR Wl Ao KRR 8 Hges Simone g g A A5 o] Strotz
9 Wold 5- 02 olojd yalen otz s}V HERIE MA-S Granger(1969)0)
e FAA ez WEds etz & 4 glon], Granger WERMGR AL A E 3
of HESHS aF 24 o 2 Sims(1972)9] 447S = 4= 9o}

198048l Eol b4 BRf ot BREHTE RO BR) 1o MR Ja Higk

Cr R SR
1) Zellner(1984, pp. 46-53).




328 MMEBRHE A3 A 25
o ol o] BRHi(expenditure)st G A (revenue) 70| KRFAtRA ¥ W ETH
o] 23 get. THik#Ee] BAKEE] & Agdcs RS MUY HETES
FARRE wbd, Ui 2o RRMG, 5 Hk#Ee] AL RETHE BAE
o BEREY RIEZE vl oFsbet. K GRscel Al Granger®] HEGel 7] &3te] 2] et
el A B A e ARHGES SRBUF 2 Bl s} 22 ST
A 2 FAel A A A oy HECESN MEES AR 7 g
F ol Wt b BEe KRS LEeeA HAE el gk

I el A= EESH A= Bk 2 WRMEES RiEste o gleide #1
kel #ors s, DEelAs RBAVERS A4, 2oz B 3 $o=9
HREH o2 oozl vh

I. ®H % arAE

& el AEE BA, RHd A% B PRBEFS 4 i (fiscal
year)7} olul &£ (calendar year)ol| EBE3te] 1966~19804E71x] 24EMEES] BHE
AR, HWGTBUFS 7Sl 94 BaEd st 1967~1989% /A 23MEEE
o BHE AT At F A ¥ KBEEESE SR SBEST 19854F Tt
fkoz BB HERS 25 AT Aok =3 FRERFe gt B &R
=& GNPo| thal HHe HEEES EHEEK =2 GNP 19854 THER
o w2 GNP& z7 Flfst= ek ?

Granger #:8-5 98 A= #MAL g3 2o

I J
R1:Go+§ d;‘R:—H—Z BiE:; D

Et 7’0+Z TtEt :+Za Rt bl (2)

o714 R th19] RA (revenue)o) i E = t#i9] B (expenditure)S EHbkslcl,
A EEANHE pE) BT FEbol Hod(F, Ho: f=fi==0
7b BE) R ﬁ)&fﬂl B vAA gEdx & 5 dx, @A 450 K
ol o (F D8, =0=-=07} BRI BAL EHiel dFL WA ¥e
L2 e R 7&% el o HRBES A e F-#Es Al of st ol
= o3 Zo] md o

2) WEHAER(EFE) D FEEHIGE(REE) BH,
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s (RPur—R%g)/q ¥
F‘ﬁﬁ+§. (1 Ilégug)/(la; k)

o] 71 A R¥%pl [Nl E Bt B# S (lagged dependent variables)®#-ul o} 2}
B S REBHEE 3 A FOEHREEDS RE KRB (coefficient of deter-
mination), R%pv= 37| T2 RACRBEET 239 4 SGHUBREDY RER
Boloh. =3 Ty 345 BAY, v HHSB(EEEHE @69 B o= A
2ol vl BB A Sol=E MEHKS Bl Hoh dd 99 22 KBRY
Bl A F-#i 89 7S BES (residuals) 2] H 2 #858 (autocorrelation) 2] £ )
of el 4es] wztety] @ Eel 2l A Durbin(1970)9] #FHED Dol =
2} o(—Ms B C MR RE © first-order autocorrelation coefficient) =05 K= Ao
BHoleh ¥ 2 R p=00]st= WEMRR (null hypothesis)o] A& == gevhd
e A5E A4 HEther iB(fltering)d o @ sloch ¥

A Aol Al A el uhy & RFIMEg (serial correlation)o] A & w) £3] 21yt
Wl 1kpE2% (first difference) & ol ™ ##y X, 4 (1-L)X,2 ZE S B
A 7128 2 oF o7 Rzl A A i]%‘l-‘i“—i-% 3 o5 DTS A E3e p=09]
\Hel A5 EEe $43t2 9

FPREBAF A BASH R MO R Bthe GNP ghe] oe) & W
= T %2 Aotk x¥ oyl GNPE# & MSE3 37 99 Ao 239 =)
2 ol A SR AG FEE AQ P BAASL "eh ol E BA 9d g
Ao] FrtH oz Agdt

3 Plndyck and Rublnfeld (1981, p.119).

4) Durbin(1970)-& Mz it G #8805 (lagged dependent variables)o] 23 =g o4
p=0% AZ%e ¥ 744 wde 11]*]6}1 . 1) k-3 i) B (residual) U,
U3 ot %%@Eﬁﬁ S HET 2T EEMEE (regressors)el o3 EIEFE of
+ &l o8 U, 9 é?@l(DT%}:)J ﬁ%f& WE.

ol F W& Tdst A-KE A HEABEES RS Skl BEEK
(number of observations)9] Bt IA = 29 kol EB(imaginary number)
b 5ol AL 4 QA =}, o] v E p-BRE ALl BEABEES T A o
B EZEAE A5 ol"A FAo A=A Wi dee] Ao e ¢ ri(Maddala
(1977, p.372) 2], ol @3] Singh and Sahni(1984, p.634)= z9 Z2 3 %o
E oA el wigdglel 489 4 gleg Hrig ¢

5) Sims(1972)= BEEES BRAHE M RAEMFEHEZ (causality test)ol A 8BS 9
RrEE (1-0.750)*& AH&3tx g o] = LiX,=X, .03, L& HABBHEET
(backshift operator)z} &},

6) #=22 Marlow and Manage(1987)% 9] A2 & 2d 2 EIEFH] ALtz ¢
3, Delorme, et al.(1988)2 93 &K BRAMS 1XEES AHLstz god,
von Furstenberg, e al.(1986)-& &Xl &2 M3l §9) 1Zkp~ES A&3k5, Blackley
(1986) = 94 &Y 1ZpES A4z g




330 BEEHE A3%Y A2%
- , )
E=yy+ 3 1/ Erit 3 8/ Rejt 320 /GNP &)
= = 1=

]9} o] Granger HRME AT S hRBAFS WHBRK &RA, RH B 44 A
=3P Ed 2 olfe RA, R Kid 9FE wA e ERERS HRY B
FRel Hal ol Aoz Azhs|y] w Eoldth

I. REBOWER X B%
1. PREFS 2

Highel 4 AAG 71Eel wtzd RE-RASZS ERHRAA S [EE#EE
#(2, 209 At RIS FAT & YA Hed, o pBEEE DT
o t-fgagolvh. o o WH A AL AT WEMEBEEKS HEolx FdA =
A BBES RAS S OA Zebd 2, 2% EFEEA A-LR,
(A—L)Riy, A-DE., A-L)E o7} 25 & A%E oo gt

=3 RA-RHES Rl A EE#EREd, D, 2 2), 2,3, G 2%
o] Agoll p=09 o] HEAh Gk D& olol g AfRH BEE 2dF
et

1 PREFFS ERME G R
| FHREE | B b5 | DTGGm®) | R | MSER

(1) BHi—ZA ( @2 [ 4204 ‘ (z 19) —.0097(— 015){ 8238[ 9588
(@) AL 1, 1 12507, 21) | —.1568(—.618) | .8435 | .6335
@ 2 | 8.9%3 (2, 19) .0909( .161) | .8755| .5136
3, 2 9,9511*% (2, 18) —.3706(—.766) .88551 . 4749
@ 3) | 6.7579% (3, 18) | —.3965(—.816) .88601 4703,

1) EEARE 99%00 4 AR

(E DEFE BAKE] BRIAKES 243 2 ¢ 5 ok ol BEHD
TFell Al AL avlA Edd ok st ook 2 dubd ol FEMGRE F44
T E FeR2E 2 (Mean Square Error Ratio : MSER) 2 % &old 4 9t} ofd
B 09 HER 09 FHHRFEMSE)E ohg3t o] A

MSE (§) = E (6 —8)*=Var(§) + {bias(8)) > @

A BEGHANA AEEE FA4E PHAFREE 4@ RN G 2] 4

7) Pindyck and Rubinfeld (1981, p.29).
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o2 & g

(¥, —-Y)?
MSE=-i{—, (5

of W Y& B V.o Hlftiolth. 4 (5)e] 93 MSERE thgsh o] 23
e

SR MSE _ 1— Réy
MSER=Zerimiol 49| MSE ~ 1= Ries

wtebA o] WA E Qld REEBEES ol dd e RUBEE] T =
Agd 4 9 #B(unexplained variation)o] Arh} FolEvts & 5 Al =)

(E DA & 7 3l%o] RAREY BEEE] 23024 A48 & gle @t
Bl HeAgol §43 stetA so] @Sl A Frbehe Aol FHEHY, 1 K
#ime 2o HRMGRAAS HEEy) L5l Wa RPN dgE FA
e As ¢ F Ak

o9 o] RA—EIZS A<l WEMKI, GNP 344 zeigolx AL &
ZEHE wEel A A Q)& AR EESTE FRT & 29 et gloh

<& 2) A, GNP—#H

S | Ffiet | B éla S/ | DT#G-#3E)| R | MSER

(1, 1, 1) | 6.0286%% (2, 20) 1.5772 | —.0571 ] —.4709(.682) | .8459 | .6239
(2, 2, 2) | 4.5177% | (4, 1D 2.9200 . 0375 .3384(.514) | .8825 | .4847
(3, 2, 2) | 4.7118% | (4, 16) 2,8688 | —.0709 .3397(.494) | .8893 | .4591
(2, 3, 3) | 3.1742* | (6, 15) 2.9693 | —.1997 .2284(.292) | .8032 | .4406

HD O* BEKE 5%l HEE.
2) ¥ K8 99% A HEF.

G 2DAA G, k,m) & HFEEE] I-L)E -, U1-L)E,_;, (I—=L)Ry, -,
(A—=L)Rir, (A—L)GNP,y, -, (1 L)GNP, .9l 75 Eik3lz FHETES HE
3t (null hypothesis) 8,/=8,'—---=0, w’=p/=--=00 W3 HilEolc} & 2)
A% F-fitEo2 MRE= 9 At GNP 24 (contro) 5ol % 9 A BA—RHE
o A3 BEBGRE A5 EAGE g & 7 A B2 262 EAHE BAY
Fa3e REZE ol wiel Fobete vl Zp/2 SA4sE GNPY #Ee B
fiol 5ol wat 2 27y Yazx) —Hle 23 gA X3 AL 2+ U
=3 MSERZ F-B GNP gAc] BHEH] 2 oed RS d&3t= v ¢

8) $F#Im (1987, p.378).
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oA Y 4 YPE #Eo| TA FodzE AL YA s=Hoh

o] A& Eystd $a et A hREAF RACl RHKES AAsE Ao
2 etz gleh ofsh 22 AL Blackley(1986)9] ket dA = gk

2. HABRFS| S

Marlow and Manage(1987)= B9} 1952~19824F0] 23 EHHZ  WBUY (state
government) 2} 7 EAF (local government)ol] 9lo] A2 A, EH o HERMGE
AESZ 9t EuEke] 1967~1989del A F SHERE F DEHER),
(E H19855F TE#EK)Z g ksl gl

(E DA £ o e AAD BEER o=07F RiBs= ZE FEol Js8 &Rt
BE(E)T BASL W@z o A8 43S vAA £z e i, jlHE wE
ste dl AolAE RAl HIRMLR HErEd TlME d&8E vAe A S

<& 3 HABF ERBHEREERRS)

Egmpess| Pt | B b | DTRG#E) | R | MSER

(1) BmE-|A a, . 4301 1, 20) —.4169(—1.101)| .7457 | .9788
a, 2) .5780 2, 19 —.3389(— .795)] .7551 | .9426

a, 3) 1.4727 (3, 18) | —.3014(— .973)| .7914 | .8029

(1, 4 | 1.9636 (4, 17) | —.0638(— .138)| .8223 | .6840

(2) A (1, 1) | 5.3844* , 20) —.1795(— .467)| .9269 | .7877
(2, 2) | 1.9932 2, 18 —.4657(— .914)] .9281 | .8180

(3, 2) | 2.1493 @, 1D —.5431(—1.041); .9300 | .7982

3, 4 | 3.8278* | (4, 15) —.4684(— .871)| .9566 | .4948

} 4, 9 | 1.6175 (4, 14) —.3020(— .547)| .9617 | .6839

FEID * FEA%E B5%N4 FER.

(F’ O MABATL ERBECTEER)

R Pt | B | DTQG-sti@) | K | MSER

D) EH—EA (1, 1 | 3.7503 (1, 200 | —.1110(— .164), .1958 | .8421
(1, 2) | 1.8203 (2, 19) | —.0880(— .126)| .1992 | .8385
(1, 3) | 1.1904 (3, 18) | —.1706(— .226)| .2031 | .8345
1 4 . 9409 (4, 17) | —.2444(— .313)| .2181 | .8187
(2) BA-REIM (1, 1) | 3.9606 (1, 20) ’ .1746( .188) .2688 | 8347
(2, 2) | 3.2698 (2, 18) | .4914C  .470)] .2907 | .8181
3, 2) | L7772 (2, 17 / .6588( 1.130)| .2007 | .8271
3, 9 .9899 (4, 15) |  .5642( .448)| .3215 | .7912
(4, © | .7627 | (4, 14) | 6074 .460) .3227 | .8211
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ﬂ?ﬂ v 2 AEE hRBERY BA-BRH HEMG H] a8l A3 weFstet. o]
Ao A2 19854 E REERS AHESte A f vl TRl vEhA (R D
AT vk el 4% wgozo RERMKR 7}rrﬂ Mathez HFEN
(F-#iEs 54 e «) 3¢ = gk
WHBUFS - B vl TR HERMET devde A oA w &
HEEoE $498 49 MSERE wlms] 2y RH— A &l RA—RKH
A5t RERBEE o199 Wrxsd e FBJol Folde A& AT+
gov, zud 45 19864 TEEKCR 43 A$de vehtx g3 9th
ol 4-& Hfystd Selvteke] A WHBHA AolA BA, RH RS HRMGRE
st ¥ Aoz ddd F Jed (BEEEY A fBRMHeE = g3t
BA-RHES HRMGE 1) o= Marlow and Manage(1987)9] #HT#5R A5
a0l st BEY EAC] HAY XWE B ¥ =g Hroh Holtz-Eakin e
al.(1989)¢] #a#=te A7t ok

V. B# % FO22 HRAM

A #HaelA BESHE 5o BEHR AEE B o Aok

AA, BREAS BA, REM HRERGdAs BA-RHES 23 d4Ad
HERGRIT EA% Aoz vdevx gl RESmeze] RERKRE HEsds
dl Qi BE dgEo] 1KkHES HER 243454%1 ol & B33 o8 KEE

of Ax RFIMEEA] EAF ok obel =9 ZL RiEEC) HFEA ¥ A5=
Fiat el gho] A€ A== Fof FRMMFE £A3A Fvhe el ol2A
g} o9} e e MSERE L A oW RS 2 9l o)

A4, PREFY gA-RLES] 33 HRMEGfE BRRESEEGNP)E 2l
ZPAA 27 (controD) & = JA AL EAde Aoz e =3 EAS
Bl 3 MERs WEI EodTS AS FoMelAgt GNP HR- RE}
FoVE 2 A7 fkel A —EHS Relx X3tz ok

AR, HWTER A RA, B 18 BHERGE A, Ao A= =%t
I fEmAE T Arh KEEESE ST A Sd e 2vn Moo E F Y K
ol Al EA-RMES] REMGZE FEEs s A o2 vehvv 198654 TR E K
g FAd A v BF Hiee s FEH] g AoE vehda gich

o] At o] HBUFY] 7 f-oll = mACl RIS ESthE Rl Yz



334 BERHRE ABH A23%

th whebd BB A3 A2E BRE Asste AE ook 2 RGO I
Aoz Bt HEYA BHFEERE 4¢ F A& Aok dE S0 DMHE K
Ff(small government) & BUREEES L33 2& I ddd REGT #
a3 AEY W% B4 BALS #FEAA £ Yz RA-RMEY u@Ed H
BEARA whel AEztast zdsle] FulAA WS BRI BEE AT 5 3
= Zo|th

R BIAA A iéﬂﬂﬂr vl &3l Yoz PR/t A EfEH R T AE
S dANE SF gk A, o PREEES HTER 2l MR BREAR
vehEAe Hd deld=del glojok & Aelvh, mak Brk 2 J el AAH £4
of Holx A% —HA el 29 F JdeAE HES Hejok & Aotk £
A, & Vet WAAE iAol dolok vk ohE vk HRE K B
ool gRe HEd W —Hd HAlk] ﬁ&ﬁ}bﬂ ob= Aolgtx], utef 4
otk L o] fE FAAAE WAk & Zojvh, oz WHBUKS A5 o=
WHBIHES 2 A dEe A3 HEEER, 5 R7I-BEE &4 Zk (pooling
data) & ¥A8 2eE AR F2E Au7t d& Aojth dvdbd K el A% 2
o] BE WHBNES &3 BHES o &3 =9 WABK HEY #ZR7 zaH
A &7 47 o Folth BeRII-HBIHE KBS 53 ST oHE BiEe M
58l A Hung o8t B ARE viEA s
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