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1. EERFRSE
L. EEs GNP #rel SHK Teiy B
V. HERR
V. i
I.F @

ey GNPE dwdoz ATkl Mg(td Fksin 41 9¢
e Boobikige] Ados gD old R A A G

& WY St AFH v B9 HPEET wELES THE 9
EES SEQA ) HES S Ed 2 7 & Aolth watd 4%
uth wEAES A9 FAHE A71U5S FNH GNP £FL o 2
49 el w7) itk $Euete] B 6-TOEKE HECIUT &
o MEEU AW AT HE BEES BORERS ANgd

gholl A2 GNP 20 s & e 71eYd ASE 2A 23 219
U 70dd ¥R AlSEHE miEe 02 JF BRKEN FE FHH
AZHE o ol & wdae dtue dlEm Tz 92 + A

xo] =EE 199295 @RTEUFADe] TR AT Sskel AFHOH 944 2
49 #TAA S A7 gaUsdM 2RE A £7-24% A, AFELANE &
BIFER TR (KDD Y fMEE titet SERITY £MEs Mh 2 B Axsedy =
go =YD 53] A7tn HEEETe Kuttner tifo =37 =3d Zrt=dch

* ki st AN E AA g
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ol

=719 o]&rh wetA Y& FASE Fog FH7|E Mol Y
Aed 7999 RELENR HFAMKE Erd ez i 80dd S0 53
538 71Ed AR dHE FE Ao FUHANT. IAAA Y HHE
g 2HE A BVl FoRT WAL IR THE BIRAY o]
e 53] 80du Fwhe] TEpE(Els £ A el 5& AAHA
SEER Tl Hofzioh old wet e g A& mEiLE AZ A
Rk BES AF3e 715224 FAl4 GNP Fado] =
FZbel3 ek aseE Boh AEE F D EHY gl 2 EA
2 GNPo FAe diaf o= midtt B2 d-+7 a¥dotn shalvt
- BAY 840l w2 A GNP FdA 2 g ERFE
Az B2 @

mOl

1. BEs) GNP @&

40y GNP (potential GNP) S U EIA[4Esl T T8 @43 K
HEKEES MaoR AN Ea 9714 A &71F 3 (sustainable)o] & &
A E AR AL FAAH GNPE #RKHEEKEE (maximum output)e] 7A
dop ] e Aol Wk KA Y R EAEERE AT 1&
oz BHUHT AAFEe] Aol o|AL 24474 dFY
W A S8 AERKE 55 KEEiM Aagss g € o 2
2 5 Ue BLEY AR fA7FIA R getd O FAE
A& ouE 2z REda & £ o 2z FAH GNPZ 2437}
FTIUAME A& FAE F Ade AUFT Adoz Fosofoldic
vt oA e 2= FAH GNP tf g
A& GNP7F Z71¥Foly 24y A&
st U FE% o] HHE AFatg s EH A%
(benchmark level of utilization)o] A& gojo} 3
GNPE& Aosl=dle dxe HELAFEAHFS ERLAIZIA Fe 739 =
T AR AL&FE FK#(benchmark) o 2 34 "ot &, J1Ed 7H&Y
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© BAFES FAH GNPE BE Zolth olufo] A3& TLEMoletn
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Jeolata ojh o] dYEE BRS¥EAoStn Pl FA4H GNP& &
SEEREMCNP = gfki¥zdk el GNP7E He ook mats A3
GNP= &4 71598 S Fasta] (3 FHETHRT ¢ 24GNPeta 4
o wtd A ET dEAtoldl AU BAT ERF
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GNPE F4ste= HEA Zidlle o8 717 JAR BE R Eol o
HE JEH (s 293)%e BAd A BRl 1Y E wEoe g
'}

o

FYu AP EA =9 F84 %
FH &S A FEdAM AHATIEAN 247

Ay grzolehs Aol Bt 343 B F F32IL BAH
@

2. REWHT BEH ONP

BE GNP o] 7bx aold] o|% 2% ZE@eel o8 242 GNP

BT B71E Sn WIIE S EEREEIS Holl =it u UGNPe
AX GNPste] fi#f, 5, GNPUL 242 J212 o 14958 wlay

. I=}
Fold Ut E AAA Fo2M FAd Hots AR (—)f B
H A HAY n%e zds Bk wekd GNPHE 73 &cle
ol HEN) MEERENS] £E BV 2 it gich #@atad A7
Ho] AYS AHEAAGEE FANH GNPrEo 2yA7le o Aoz &
T Ut B8 FEFERS A A gabee wul opet "
o WsE 7Y Ju vl FEEHe A& AUAA A
AN Mart 25 FF5HY FA oaiAl orHE ez BA
S GNPA Sl 7ide wigoz g HEh) fRCEMHEKA dd =94z
A 7} :

A A B Aotk ol EMN BRRBBHESS Ul
a9 Fud 2AME maw A GNP/ 2 YAGNPS = 2
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€& VA de] MRS AATeE2N E7let ¥F T

| ZE AIRE &Y HEITn Hol AANE S I BPhHH

RRge] SEMEY AoR Febditt. matd FaFAL o BEHEF =71

fagHERReI Y BEY fEdE F3sitiy BA A

&, HWEHRD 22 335U FAve] A sl FEFoet BA
e Aolnt?

A el BEm GNP #HiEiiie 4 Jd2GNPE FEZh(stochastic)
A% (variable trend)E Ze W42 Hol BNy #WBETS EEM
BEETE FelsiA fotdle A& 2 2ddez 3o agdezx FF
99 FHo] A= FAAH GNP JFq¢E FE3] 13T + 2
AR E FE& 7 AA Hed 53] dZH &S GNPA 52 Ui F

rir m

Tw PRYE x@FoAN FAH GNPr JdE 7t&dE e FuksiA|
¥e SHRLGNPe doez tdFojHol & HAHozE Yep ot
I ¥ 5 AT BERT &Y i ol AT S RESMEY
o2 FAZo 2R ZurEE (Kalman Filter)& o)l &3l =a1d GNPE &
A 7 JA Hed oleid WL 71EY AFH WY Ee] Zi e @l
£ BAE A 4 g B ozt FAo mEA Ol HE FE
EE AANE F 7% st 2 =79 ANeAE B S o "N

AR O MRS S HMERTS ofge d7%71E Bo pAHer A

a2 Ak 2R et #Edike llghd A J=ln FgE

ek sy oA Hﬁ%«! Fol B4 7IE dFARAStY Blae IVESlA
Fo g VEidlAe Hwme o2 HRKmE wmEDCH

1. EXfFHAsE

1. RISt #HR

Bt GNPE RESMU afkEdss ni7ia2 718 388 B

3) EHY) EREETY EAERS B FEP.LA A7 HEEAS Hitdl A dun
7] 8= Minneapolis Bfi#581T2] Quarterly Review(Fall 1986)¢] 2@ Prescott—
Summers9] #HFH Manuellid] HLE 2RY 4+ Ut
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BPolUMNE B BErbgsinz BEVLFI WUt e FRE vES
Z #EY s o HESY HES HEste WK ¥ SRERe &
HHoz S48 o o] HEES I GNP FH& d¢ F8¢
FAolzz 60ddx Okun®l AF& FAIZ 1 Ft oY

N

bek el ol g
FHo) AEHAG. duHo 2 FAFH GNPE 43t vl @¥R #HE
B, RERE Bk, oFY EA FEE, 9¥F B s dHYE 5
o] AbgH I 3 E 3 RAA YN d¥s dHEEL 223 4

ol
AGNP A2y $49RE Tt FAALE =8I olF TAA
GNPA®Z shetati ot oAl o5 g shiy 12k Miss R
o BAYES AVRES o

(1) MBHR HEE

ey GNPE #Eshs 78 €48 Hike& 'REGNP R7IE HaA
UdH (71 BREEE ATz NT F Kz MBRE #HEde AdY
ol AL 70 ¥z = J1R BHEAFo =z Agd yellt. 1F
704t B ¥ AW AumiE®h Y AEte] k% THOER REMEP) #
#e) St 2 ANy GNPe| Magike 73t % #Hieskel 4L
A=At oj AL NEAH R @Bk MRS FotA ERE FANE F
Al AZdse YEAd FAAE AHE MA s d FBMEC]l MEH7]
At o8 A FHPE ART dBAe B mHEAe KEST
Fj(Bureau of Economic Analysis)ollAl ZA713&E71e] FUHE AZd=
33 7y Wwyez FAAH GNPE FHsY S5t RET v UAUL
AMe 5 4 k. 3 99 Gordon(1975,1977,1981,1993) & FA| 7 o]
ANZRE = 7|FARES ARS T &8 AfEE:(geometric Interpolation)
oz A2 vrte FHHE ARSI QL

1

o
=2

(2) B— #p gy ik

o AE"E HEM RS AR F4e FHe & d=z2s
Hodrick & Prescott(1980)2] ¢ t7} Qith olA & ZA 9 ¥H3lg Wil
AFe o] Yoo oW guo FEE A FF Fulo A HEERT H
o] FAERH FEY AF #& FaAFAIE I Fad w2
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A Fale] 27 RS oz WMo o AxE 2HE
4= 9Jt}. Hodrick—Prescott IE](H-P "E)eln EeEle o 71Me
Kydland & Prescott(1982, 1990)& v & &3] A &3 AH7|WFs 238 & A}
£33 AN FAE AASND SEAFAE FE3te Hl 22 AHSEHI
Uth HEH(199)6AME AAGNPE HET Fa ANEFEY FAE
H-P FE& AgdA 33 F felvety] 2719% Fol8 243
t}.® &3 Harvey(1985), Watson(1986) % Clark(1989)2] 9 AHAl Al
A 8L Bl #EEF (stochastic trend component)$} EIRIKT(cyclical
component) 2 FAE T Hol A FAAA $4& =5t Ad=d A
HAGNP ANAZe 4$ 1 883 FARMAE 224 FA4A GNPE
gotdd ¢ UdSS Holm Utk FAA s U7 EREdrift term) & 2
£E ¥ 1T (random walk) & wWaozn 7MAEE Sz wHEM] Ak
E?;’,"E!@(autoregressive) BEEe g 7tFH FAAAE FE3e FAFH 7]

S ARE AT B RBERFELE 488 § o8 RERRENE
(state——space representation) ©. 8 el o] ZRHHEHE ALY % U3
FE ARIMA 28 & AMREA 8 5 Aok old dws ZEPH
S ZAAGNP F3& FHMWOR 3te Hukolelr| By |R%E) 54l
ol EMERYI WHBIMTE AANL BEREBEHST b & F
Jd F2 AMREHE 7IYgelstn & & Ut

(1

_‘

4o 30 o

(3) TS Bk

ARRFPTEE FAA GNPE FRsn] 714 gol ASAE Wyo)
Bu 2 5 dbd ol AEERS WIHES BHNOE HED £E
) rww 24 244 GNPE Fah ot 70dde] F2 B
o] 27 o] PHL EBMWOE % B ol WHIHAE AbdA
of 2RE ANBES YA EAGHL AEE 225 45E BAD

4) Cogley & Nason(1994) A= ﬁ%%’ill 2187} EE W (stationary)ol Al £3t1 BHL BF
#5|(integrated process)d A$ H—P Y2 Ajg3A4 239 Q) AA o= E48
A X e gkl 1ERME) fi*EQ— AN F dE&S gl vk F, FAAA w8
o th3} Nelson—Kang(1981)¢) sl®te] H~P e iz &gt Aojutl, H-P
Helo] gt o]aidt dete] BAH LS ojn) King & Rebelo(1993)dlME 3R ul A
oy



AL & FAE $oviate Bioey GNP #E7 Spsg)o] #isd &8 HE o

gt ool 53] AAdas T T @iEe] MEC & FHel He
dolth. 718 wAARd g AHMF dolts MEEA FHd ok
A8 MR B d3dle JUasYE FYNED Gt 23
A T wwkzr] ¢} vle] A9 CEA(Council of Economic Advisers)
NrE o] HHo2 FHE XLZH@ GNP dlojetg 6258 82712 d&
BRAYAE T3 LR v Aot AP H2HeE FAY GNPE +
A AF2s 2 ¢ Thurow & Taylor(1966), Artus(1977), Perry
(1977), Clark(1979), Perloff & Wachter(1979)%¢] ittt $2viste] 7
ST ool FEMETAH(73,77,89,92) 8 Fal wHES 1 B F
A2 GNPFE L& 25 g Iyd F2 o&stn Ao 92de] @i

(WA - &FEE) © B SRR 2ol EEHME 371 HFiez
e E Y] —m KBRS TSR A BT HIEA o A
2 GNPE FHstx ot EHAHLESY RREHEEHLECR 74
A= Ao dAZE FAES BAFrh ) glE (199 d M= ol
T ANGTFHINE SV 8y VEATY FRA I mEAEE K
el AR EN RES ®std F4 2 GNPE A3t vt &8 fMh
(1989 = EVMsddE s 43ty 283 a4 FAA GNP
g FAH AEe] Aot 2 AEAFED AAEsE WAHeE UF

o 9

i

Moo oZ

S‘Jﬂll

(4) 72| Aol o8 #HiwFH:

3 HFo s kR¥FEAHES BEGNP} Bl GNP gapgs Uepie 3t
W2 gotate A9 Okun’s Lawol 9|3 #EHFo] UAR o] A= HA
kLol g TEHUIREKE &3] dohe BEd 7123 de Heol &4
Heoz Ho. Q3 Q& Zz4 AAGNPY ZFAHGNPzlz & o Okun
(1962)2 Q" = Q[1 + 0.032(U — U] #A 4o o3 ¥4 & zAIA
PE(BAY FHAE= 4%)9] Rl Fe FAF GNP =71& 71d3] 4t
23 d 7 Jddn Bk 2y ojAL yEHoZ TEAEE WA
GNPE = & %ﬁ]%“ﬁ"m AALFERE v ol sttt 700 &
WEH) kFEEO| FIEL AEMY KB TE @%)
O ol 13" gez B 4 glAl slo] Rissman

mlogg



70 KEPWR A423 A2z

(1986)°] 1} Lilien(1982)%5& Ad A& FARe ] Q& & A =3}
A "}l £33 Tatom(1979)oj} Sheehan & Zahn(1980)¢iM &= 4t&i1e]
AYEd N REE(Z, Okunel Rz W3lFolg FAHs At
2 9) Okun?l AL o]&dlA AAH GNPE FAHT e d+2=
Clark(1983), Braun(1990), Blackley(1991) %] Ut}.

E =FAMeAE FAHAGNPY Fa ZAaclozm Re [EFAHE
ol e oAL GNP HaptAnY Bl &5 BAE ol &te
Yol &, EE m#EAD, HE #EE 192 S, L& KEEGHA
0, 28l Ng 154004 78 8 354 Q = [Q/(E-H)] - (E/

< (L/N) « H+N o4 [Q/(E-H)]= ssiile #ehhAEts, 22 (E/
Lyst (L/N)e 47 gi¥s 9 Kz nss vepdo o] 548 ¥
3 BANOZ HF F H3s WPEH AAHEGE A FHE EG
2 A4 GNPE ¥ 5 & 2ol ¢of Aed olA& Z= Okune
W g dF9 #ER ohE ouhy ojHF WMoz FAH
GNPZ2 2&3% dAFzE= Clark(1983), Gordon(1973, 1984), Woodham
(1984) Fo| ok 89dx} 92de) R FAEHI A= o2 Byl
g% FRAA7 T U

(5) L TE Jik
BN GNPE #HiEstke d ol dZFd&de] #AE B e s
nFEE 28E AAD e dFe T3] H2 Aot FAEA HA
t}h. Laxton & Tetlow(1992)9) 4]+ Hodrick—Prescott {2 & & A Z 4
9 HYE dHolgg 1nddte %&*?SI *%’*”Oi e}
BEANE 279 AFgs dY=2
th. Clark(1989)dl A& ©d¥+ Z2
Okun®) ¥H& oj g3l vle} g s U 2HS ALEHA 34

24¢ #n Yok

i:l
bass
£
4
2
L
2

5) Gordon(1984)o)| A1 MdGERR T $7) ojd g A& /AL & + AT



AtgHE AT $elvele] BiED GNP #5E0 fE#ee] ##d a8 WwR 7]

2. FEY FHRS i

& #u + 9o ® o

S47ZUe B3840 AQEEd 08 248 2d2 o o
BAgs HIWe Was pAses) e AEER RER(SH "AS
)l 4 24 Bz s 5o BAYE 22 I

olol & HARAM= 7€ FAURE 2HHA e IAA
GNPE& &4¢12% & (unobserved —components model)o] &% %#gy I
B #akd ddsA FPa R o ol @ HEHS Kuttner
(1991,1992)° <J&] Al¢td Hezw E3] Kuttner(1993,1994)9 M9} o)
HAH GNP ¥ztg 238 WS 5ol JFH & W3 AT
= 333 o2 Edd 7xdT AL Buk ojal dZa el AAGAE
dlolels 7tX 2 A H GNPE =43l 2 3] f#$ (unobservable vari-
able)Ed dis] =2 3 ZAHE FLEF 3X Levh TF FHA
THERMEA dal FEKES 9 4 dom dd GNP #HEe FAH
GNP9)| t] 3} shocko.Z H Il o] & é',‘— e

2 e molgte 2z AwE A
7= drh. & A8 FHEF =

- EE 9 dEE T3 2o B =2uA 2 Holoh

. B7e) GNP #ES| S8Y L2 &1
1. GNP2| ResH) Bt
FAH GNP7H 28514 Qe ¥solnz #ass ¥sE
AHE s Aoy ¥ o WP AEZEFEe wele) oy
EE

7t #AI7F Ao gelM GAH GNP

R
<o) Wrh wek UAGNPS QI Ed e HHAFE sl 2HF GNP

[
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FA o JRE F2F ¢ JAEH oE Y3 E =59 2¥L 7
Ao g Watson & Engle(1983)0] +=9l3l1 Q= % Hm#EEwE X (multi-
ple—indicator specification)& W21 Uul. &, Watson(1986)3 Stock
& Watson(1988)0] Zzx st ute} #o] GNPE v £¢ Gl o] nJ#
By ¥ (variable trend)e] 245E wA ddn 2y AAA GNPE &4dH
(latent) #8532 34| (stochastic trend)Z wetdl= dlA 43l AA
GNP oj2ig M X 25 A& BURFHHERE B3 JZd8Hs o
FAF o2 TP (bivariate) &<l 2} (unobserved —components) 2.8 &
A3 Aolth

2. GPEFS HHET

UErEgme d33te AR 2L 7|9 WyolM A FAFH GNP}
Y FAE Ze Aoz He Yl A GNPy 83 48 o
Oa MR o (BARBEE AHAAE GNP(x)7F FFFdrift) & 2te

& ¥47(random walk)olgtz 3}

(1) dx, = p + &

ot Zol EAY F AL A7 EFIY wE FAH GNP RHIFHHE
&g Yehdoh (1) Lxﬂa ARE Ak o] WA E RYITHIE
g ogd + s M B3 (white noise)d wd g
= o] MEERIKE S P FFFHY
Su I P 8 A o wEkd & 2 AGNP
o x| = 7]<9K1§5‘§§(permanent shock)e] g} H 27| g 3ic}

o] 7Hed W AAGNP(x)E %M ¢ 2H(trend component) 9} 4

A} (cycle component) 2 Vo] mrobdt £ glomz
(2) X¢ — X: + z,

st o] AR & Atk FAUARIx, £ FAH GNPol1 &3¢l g,
= GNPAolth. 9 z7} AR(3)E WEttn 7HAsid ##ARe] Ehik



Zorgel & AP $elvele By GNP #e s BEeshe] #d U3 wE 73
Aije-
(3) 2o = iz + Gzr + Py + U,

o} o] Yehdy Q. Ar7lA AlAEE o golAY Fole AL AFH
o2 HBEHARE A FAE EAYLE EEolH )HAAM u= ET
B3 (white noise)ld] o] F2 AZAGNP nx& —BEH% (transi-
tory shock)& Ul o2 fiHiE) 82 He 220z B F£ & Aol
oj A& FAME FAozd FRESY AR AL X FAdE
P vAA e 18D & ue MHABIHCE ANEHE BER
BgRF(random process)d & 7P Ttk (1)— ()47 2 2FLEHL ¢
glutete]l A ZAGNP7 BAfRE 7HAS onlsled ol (& 1>°ﬂ"1~‘4 z
o] 4AGNPd & @2 AL T3l 2 5Pl ATHHAE A
ook Alxpdel & UsiA 2els]l BRI o= A= g2 EA
e 7148 g

ru&

l‘

(R 1) WEGNPoI| Ch# B{IR BE BR

DF @9l A Phillips ©@¢12 A%  [Park-Chol @93 3%

e ks 283 28} 1 25} 3

gag | TV g |ITVH] pag | 2TEH
Al 2t o] FA & FH 7 FH g
2 0.998 0.897 -0.23 —8.17 127.60 0.08
4 0.999 0.891 —0.24 ~9.23 187.33 0.58
6 0.999 0.866 —0.24 —10.21 302.84 1.55
5% —2.92 —3.46 —13.69 —20.84 0.14 0.16

AAA

1% —3.44 —4.01 —19.61 —27.62 0.03 0.06

#HD) FA2AL AR FAGEA A& U Phillips A2 Philips®) Z, $4
go]51 Park—Choi 9] A% J(pq)EA#ols Park—Choi A2l AN A=A
A Bd dE J0,2), %HIUWW g de J(1L,4)Y ALY GEY. AHEE ZET
7+ 70:19 A4 93:374A 9.

3. Bt HERX

ZAH GNP i Ade A28 MEEE FReA dv s
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o2 setals] AsiAE EH Bty AEA HEAel T WA AYH ol
oF g BA oItk 94 AEU LS W (4r)E ARMA(p)RF o2 el
Bk

(4) dr, = Uz + ¢1Am»1 + ‘/’ZAm-z + o+ ‘rl)pAm—p
+ v, + @1V + @ V-2 4+ e -+ (/2 VRSN

st gol Fud 4714 A4H 3AYoE TR it A7IFHF U
dee onse Aoz ¥ 5 Atk B 93E 2geE ()4E 1A

»3
(5) ¢(Wdn, = 1 + o(L)v,

st Zol "Hrt o714 (L) (L) BE JEH ¥z A udad
e FHAEARAF oI o)Al AZFH & i ojzid ARMA =¥
o dEd et dAYFEREESE ©)F o] BAE HAAI7] AsA ~
e & AAAANLR

i
o
it
o
el
%
>
Ny
)
n
g

(6) L) dre = pn + y(Ldxer + ¢ (L)v,

ot 2ol Hed A7 y(L)e AEABALTES dE FHxed s
gatdoltt. HABALEGER AEH o] BAE Yl o9} 2e @k
B s HRERE Br1Hoez dojus a5 F4o] JdZH=E
= A7 ES 88 A o]H T dA Y & A
B HFa M2fu@giEetex, k¥R, AEhE 58 F7138e2 1
F= A& Aelth?

oldl (2)4oz Yehd £FAAE BAY (6)9 Ayusd F
2N "EHE JEHFE” TAH GNPRYE dA =Ho £#3dxd ¢F o}

d &3 4 (output gap)ol} 1) B5EE F F (6)4e] Y@ At

—

6) Kuttner(1992)& 1 &d oleld] dAEH Z& JPHFES T3l ¥ L FHsA
A S ERELISEET (multiple noisy indicator model)oldts FHE AHEE vl g4
I ¥ Kuttner(1993,1994)0) M= QFe T BRI FoUSFE ndshs 2¥E F
Aoz FAY GNPE FA433 it



DoUEE HEY Sl Brey GNP #ES R H#Hisol T WE 7S
(7) ¢ dr, = e + vy + Bz + @(Lw

7 f}. o)A vEzAa QEZddsige] HEn P TFER HASHID
v}, oj2]d Aol 2FWAEA HAL Gordon(1993)%e] AE#H &o
z1e A4 21z Jose A& Wd2e Ao B
otk JEZH g WS NEnPY A7 ABAY (MAZ (D~
7 o] A¥sAH FAHH HH (D~(DANE FHE drh ¥F
of sl (maty BAE GNP dia) o B FRE MAd F 9
BE Aotk ojsh go] By woumaow e kia

\/ Fd
e P e o

lo ¢
L)

B L CH =F
4

GAde 32
8 g 2UEHY Py 248 08 BN 4HES sx dgel #
GE s % whel A ASE ol B FESHA.
A, AL (DN AN RBATE SAHEE T BEE E
b3 HEe wdel ARE Hu¥sidnn su £y 2uY TR A%

FEo ohx] 17] Al foann A oA LAY ()2
(8) dn, = pr + ‘/’1A7T\A1 + ¢.dr. + vy + B + 1

s} o)

i

% itk
4. fRAESR TR Y BEFHE
AGNPE v£d 2713 eUQAE2 PN BHE REMH(state

variable)® el 223 o2 FAFIIZ dx. a8l BH7He e

WE S y, SEEEES] WHE oD W o)A o] WHES oY W

s

=
o] 7tsaleE gy Fez ¥AE] Iy F ded oA
ZSPYRBEF T (state—space representation)2ti st} 7hE ohgd e

Aol gERAez olF WES BAS EANT & Aok
(9) y. = Aa, + Bo + C&

(10) @, = Da-: + Ew + Fpn,

A7NH (A e FEAFAHE A ase st oy asEe grE
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B Ao g il R (measurement equation)o] 2t FE2a1 FEgH AE
Bigalelo] 3k (10)4] f44% /74258 (transfer equation)o] il FEvt
T8 £ p= 2 $H Y9 JojmAghaeloln] AdA FRE Z My
Elo 8 Al$e dSo|ct o] Zo] FHAMIAELE YERT YL
Ry 2ebge 2ANEe Ahggoezd T A d dE 2yl Tk
s At =, Harvey(1981, 1989)e w53 9l wpep go] #Awtdd &=
(t—1)He] AH7} Folgthes zHsldlA t7]9] fREEEFHEI T ope}

I

2mse st o 3F fr/bERFE AR (minimum mean square error) el & &
399 (Maximum Likelihood) 0.8 whEz o 2 A dbel vt ojmf, FefH s
e g}l TR ol g of S S 74zt

¥

(1) @v 1 = Dz o1 B,
(12) .Qu‘t—l - D.Ql—-l (~1D, + FF,
o} Zrh ZutdEE tld Fod FERE 2dz AHEsAH Y &

E
BHEES 28 By ofet t7]9 fuff??ﬁiﬂjuﬁ%iﬁ’ﬁ’ﬂo 2 % A
dch oju] ARR-E = {&1F /72 (updating equation) &

(13) 4. = @, + My, — (Aa. - + Bw-\)]
(14) & = Qi—M, AQ.
ol M= ZuHfi8(Kalman gain)& YEh) L =3
(15) M, = @ -, A'TAQ., - ,A" + BB’ ]7'2 A& F Ut

ojAl & Holld HFE 2HAARFo] FHHow ofFA YHTLE
o2 FAFHERAE dYsrlg doh 4 B3 (1) —(3)d thal u ¥
b XS BEE sjEak add B (o] eatde] ALdddEs HE
TFsA & nEste (1)AE v 29

(1) dx, = pdx'ci + (1-p)m + e

o} Zo] Hied o] AL e = e~pe. F, dx. o 2AFo] AR(D)E @t}
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X ) 10 00 0| x_ 0 00
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Zo) 00 100I!z. 0 00 |

Ze s 00 01 0)zy) L 0o | 00 |

A7) x,=(10100) | =z

olth o714 WS HE @i (1000 0) 1 gov Z3wgA el
+384 Bol C= 2% 03} 2ok ofA) o] % Ayadgald 2delg A4
3 AAGNPe] FAA4E {x} & 323 4 + A4 545 ] o Ade
The ol Holm gk Tyt o|He 2% MHUGNP $HUNL B
Wz & Aol Exisich

weba WA (1), (2), (3)9e] AHgAL Pds 23F PR
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F dth 2% 2@3FE dME v.=0.u + ow Bol 7PEEHI Sl

5. FUARE 0|8 HERERE

B o3 FEHERRES D Z2ode 2 8E Z4H GNP of
3 Eflj(one—sided)#EBE €& + US ¥yt oiyet A2FT Exe
¢ olg3H dojele] A4teE BF ol &3 Fifil(two—sided) #EES
T3t Zo) shgaich. oY 2AE GNP GNPHI 28 A Es: A
AQESL BREE W7 opmg Wz 1 Axzd E#hEAl(laws of
motion) ¥ HFT AAE VA= AFele] HAZEH F532 7 As Bo
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oldl xi & Holete] Wrle) ojzrzx|e} AR IAT FHA(H,

A
waBdd o @ FHA)AL HA, FRAS WEFFEA(EBEHED

e

Bl(x, — x, w0 | Zado) 19 R8sk

FE(x"ne — Xure)t | 208 B#Ss Ao 7bedtal 1
Hamilton(1986)¢] & =953 gtk Q7|4 ¢ FHE AFHeE 19
3 Zog T7) 74X 9] dlolets om)dinh. B #Ake Zu 2568 wg
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B EEofm BEECE PH EBES HMmHsA 0.0 BAe e
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& &= ul= GAUSS 386 Version 3.1.42 A1&81 I 99 FAAAE
98 A= RATS 386 Version 4.1& AS-3tgich. AH8¥ dolels 70d 18
71 8E 93 327714 o]},

S AN (1)—(3)e2 Jehl7 B8y HAEEETd o A
2 GNP A& 48 Ayt (£ 2)o dehd Ao q714 FH71
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X, = Xtz

z. = iz + Gz + iz +ow

M P ¢ &
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(0.99) (0.26) (0.22) (0.05)
o. = 0.0176 o, = 0.0143

i) BB E 2 (mean log-likelihood) = 3.27073

iE2) 1 BE Qe ghe EEHES Vel HEENMIS 771164 93:3 A,

(% 3) o] {atmitiststiE

B {AlEE R RIHEE
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e BAbo] ozt mAE I Aol wig vud AL & £ Uk ey

GEFALE FozH AA FFeatg o] 15.2%44 145% %2 ZAaHE
2Ae & 4 A
o|A ol FHAAE aRxzE YEhd Ho] (19 1)olth {EEFILe

A= AAGNP7E A3 GNPl X wxa 9le

(F 4) 8 BERT &R0 o8 Bl GNP #ERR

A EHE ARER
dx = p + e

Xl:Xl+Zl

z. = ¢z + iz + 4,

Ha ¢ &

0.0217 0.83 0.09
(0.4012) (0.1 (0.12)
o. = 0.3%x107° o, = 0.0230

B & HiEA

dr. = pur + G dno + udroy + vk + Bz + v

Lin i 12 Y 8
0.0075 0.19 0.43 -0.02 0.12
(2.90) (0.19) (0.18) (0.11) (0.06)

= 0.0132 o = —0.0024

Tt HEOEE G (mean log — likelihood) = 7.0984

FE5): 2 BE.

oAl AEAYHES T sy edA4mY oF FAH GNP
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TE1ERY GNP HEE #&#

EIEGNP  EISGNP GNP /GNP GNP7
W BA W B

1978 1 122105 14.7 10954.2 9.3 11.5
il 12628.1 15.0 11207.2 9.3 12.7
m 12683.1 8.0 11450.7 9.2 0.8
\4 13072.9 5.7 11706.9 9.1 11.7
1979 1 13882.1 13.7 11976.6 9.3 15.9
i 13821.3 9.5 12212.7 9.0 13.2
m 13413.9 5.8 12502.7 9.2 7.3
I\ 13442.9 2.8 12772.7 9.1 5.2
1980 I 13453.0 ~3.1 12983.7 8.4 3.6
il 13200.0 —45 13256.2 8.5 ~0.4
m 13449.1 0.3 13534.3 8.3 ~0.6
' 12523.1 —6.8 13789.2 7.9 -9.2
1981 1 13550.8 0.7 14100.7 8.6 ~3.9
i 13608.4 3.1 14398.7 8.6 ~55
m 14001.4 4.1 14695.1 8.6 4.7
I\ 14157.4 13.0 15048.4 9.1 ~5.9
1982 1 14266.5 5.3 15390.6 9.1 ~7.3
I 14526.7 6.7 15732.0 9.3 ~7.7
m 14909.1 6.5 16087.0 9.5 ~7.3
v 15483.7 9.4 16442.2 9.3 ~5.8
1983 1 15897.2 11.4 16786.2 9.1 ~5.3
il 16373.7 12.7 17164.1 9.1 —4.5
m 16993.3 14.0 17549.5 9.1 ~3.2
1\ 17404.4 12.4 17940.0 9.1 ~3.0
1984 1 18040.9 13.5 18331.6 9.2 ~156
i 18089.8 10.5 18735.6 9.2 ~3.4
m 18283.6 7.6 19146.3 9.1 —45
v 18652.0 7.2 19564.9 9.1 ~4.7
1985 I 19001.5 5.3 19994.5 9.1 ~5.0
il 19286.2 6.6 20425.8 9.0 ~5.6
m 19517.9 6.8 20865.7 9.0 -6.5
I\ 20243.9 8.5 21321.0 9.0 ~5.1
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BEGNP BRGNP BHEGNP BHGNP GNP

1986 1 20864.6 9.8 21777.6 8.9 —4.2
il 21640.8 12.2 222614 9.0 —2.8
m 22635.5 16.0 22760.6 9.1 —0.5
' 22912.3 13.2 23281.5 9.2 —1.6
1987 1 23918.0 14.6 23799.7 9.3 0.5
I 24569.4 15.4 24310.9 9.2 2.7
m 25191.8 11.3 24845.7 9.2 1.4
I\ 25342.6 10.6 25383.3 9.0 —-0.2
1988 1 27578.4 15.3 25930.8 9.0 6.4
o 27204.8 9.0 26508.5 9.0 2.6
m 28307.1 124 27106.2 9.1 44
\j 28843.8 13.8 277178 9.2 4.1
1989 1 29035.0 53 28340.4 9.3 2.5
I 292324 7.5 28963.2 9.3 0.9
I 30028.6 6.1 29607.7 9.2 1.4
W} 31150.0 8.0 30266.2 9.2 2.9
1990 1 31694.8 9.2 30928.2 9.1 2.5
I 32011.6 9.5 31572.3 9.0 1.4
m 32891.6 9.5 32271.2 9.0 1.9
N 33530.8 7.6 32996.7 9.0 1.6
1991 1 34441.9 8.7 33692.3 8.9 2.2
i 35230.7 10.1 34451.6 9.1 2.3
m 35672.2 8.5 35211.6 9.1 1.3
\j 36162.3 7.8 35990.5 9.1 0.5
1992 1 36935.8 7.2 36803.8 9.2 0.4
I 37151.1 5.5 37608.8 9.2 —1.2
m 36907.5 3.5 38443.5 9.2 —4.0
N 37332.4 3.2 39304.1 9.2 —5.0
1993 1 38067.5 31 40145.3 9.1 —5.2
I 38726.7 4.2 41007.6 9.0 —5.6
| 39331.0 6.6 41906.4 9.0 —6.1
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