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AR o g =gho] o A7} wokdd MIERIR LA S BRI Y] MRE Sy
2ho] A 9ol = Granger KRB RN 4 ztate] A5 a1} gk},

A fol B O 2oh [de M 1981 Hitol] o] 2 7] 1A 9]

BRI EHMA 7L Q4D T2 R vuwrt e A [ gol] A=
FHZ A5 7123 HERMBHRRY AEMHES NLE g ol o
AW w7 Pzl £3F NHo M= MR A KEKETY wA 7}
Granger HRBIR ®Eol ol 45 =0l 1970-929 74 2] 23701 9f 85 241 &
¥t ol e npx et o2 K prgeel Fiy W 9o 2ol BE b0l AAH LU
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D diAesais 13 deegsel FUsle Ao Ans g gg o s iy
A AATIEANER FAHoR FLEEE AFEIH W) BEHRgs A oAtk
FUHE ALY} AT NS BENE 47 FUHA gk Hevlends v 9o
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Seluhete] HRMBH RN A HE S

(F Do+ 198135 19923 7k x| o] HERRg B #A 7L Aeis ol ot
olo) WEw E7|7F S0 GNPE @3t 14.9%9 kEAES Vel 9
vlal ARl e O FHE2 ZHzt 27 3% (B H1ER), 19.3%(1985
TEER)Z GNP $71&8 F7ksta 9lvh?

(E1-1) BRmBRRRS (@9 o8l %)
Gk ,

an 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986

GNP 455,281 521,823 617,223 700,839 780,884 905,987
174 473 3,688 5,331 6,822 9,072 12,371 16,069
+i(F 7 &) (30.5) (44.5) (28.0) (33.0) (36.4) (29.9)
;}i 85 & 4,487 6,058 7,383 9,450 12,371 15,631
;é'_ 7} Z (11.7) (35.0) (21.9) (28.0) (30.9) (26.4)
4z 7 &)

iy GNP H|& 0.81 1.02 1.11 1.29 1.58 1.77
4 2 =2 o 2,016 2,643 2,312 2,515 3,008 3,743

(& 72} &) (12.0) (28.3) (£12.6) (3.8) (22.0) (22.0)
L1 G . 1,652 2,688 4,510 6,557 9,303 12,326

(F 71 &) (61.3) (62.7) (67.9) (45.4) (41.9) (32.5)
9 7R g 45 55 66 72 75 77

S AL Eae] R BmES G 37.1%8 F438] F715 vid

T B BT A e S 145%E A F e s vA Jelua

WER I E Q) GNP H] & & 1981 o)af) 33| Z7lsle GAS Hola

A= 1982WHE 1% 55 7t o 1991 d o)) vl 24 2% A& ol
Al 3L R &5

Atk MERBKE] RMABLES *a‘ﬁii‘ﬁ 1981“5011{—
¥ BT Al 45:550IA vt 1 013}5— Al & PC’% o &

A E

olt}.
AT NET ] EE Yy B GNP #1t M6 HEE 29 5 E 9
&3t F o A= vag 2t (E 200 v Tk o] Holl dEW 2y

2) 19855 71E E¥7He ANtEatel Al ol = GNP #7b4)42(1985 = 100) 7+ AH&-5 2

o},



6 BERFE AP AL

ehel AR RS K@) 1/25 B4 1/15 Migel 1/7,
o 4 gle

1/5 XEA1/3 5

(E 1-2) HIRmsimss(Em)

og I FRst Hope AL

ELIENS

(el ol %)

Ax
u 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992
T
GNP 1,060,244 | 1,262,305 | 1.417,944 | 1,714,881 | 2.066,812 | 2,299,385
A|F 47 E] 19,852 24,542 28,173 33,499 41,584 49,890
T (F 7 &) (23.5) (23.6) (14.8) (18.9) (24.1) (20.0)
7N
uk 85 B o® | 18,658 21,776 23,755 25,533 28,580 32,166
=17 ¥l (19.4) (16.7) {(9.1) (7.5) (11.9) (12.5)
A(F 7 &)
W GNP vl& 1.87 1.94 1.99 1.95 2.02 2.17
HqoRr 2o 4,902 5,230 5.751 6.150 8,158 8.785
(£ 71 &) (31.0) (6.7) (10.0) (13.2) (25.3) (7.7)
W 7 od | 14,950 19,312 22,423 26.989 33,426 41.105
= 7+ &) (21.3) (29.2) {16.1) (20.4) (23.9) (23.0)
iR 75 79 80 31 30 82
AR AEr e, U2atsty) EA gy, 1933871 7).
(¥ 2) BF HREARIRES RSLER (o} r by %)
a - i £ B H AL g 2Eos | %
v (1992) (1991e) (1991) (1990e) (1991p) (1990)
HMIRRRBER | 6328 157,400 94,426 41,778 29,069 21,660
1& s 1 25 15 7 3 3
GNP # i 2.17 2.65 2.77 2.78 2.42 2.23
F:il)ew A, pe FHAY. 2) } B -5 ESOE ASaek 29 2 gL Q)
- At aatEtol A9 3) w8 TS |2 i ufo) Hlgql
28 1 1) #Betviex, Tg3vatrEd z},qz s71E TR TR e B A 2.8k, (19934)
ATNEEALe] # GNP Mg 2.17% 2 Blano) 4] b 574 3te] u]s)
2 HAolr) 1981 -E 19923 7hA] o] H&S] #fE 4Huy (I3 ¢

&



Selviete] BB Kol #E MR 7

(EF 3) TEMS MRMEENIE FXMBM LS (9] : %)
B ]

e g2 | oo = | 9w | 59 | xgs| g =
1981 0.81 2,35 2.06 2.49 1.96 2.31
1982 1.02 2.51 2.15 - 2.06 -
1983 1.11 2.56 2.28 2.55 2.12 2.16
1984 1.29 2.59 2.35 - 2.22 -
1985 1.58 2.69 2.49 2.77 2.27 2.22
1986 1.77 2.65 2.48 2.78 2.26 2.29
1987 1.87 2.82 2.53 2.88 2.30 2.23
1988 1.94 2.77 2.58 2.86 2.31 2.21
1989 1.99 2.68 2.69 2.89 2.33 2.24
1990 1.95 2.72 2.78 2.78 2.43 2.23
1991 2.02 2.76 2.77 - 2.44 -
1992 2.17 - - - - -
q 7 1.63 2.65 2.47 2.75 2.25 2.24

28 AR, Tl F 2 84 2 9,(1993)

o] Fof a2 fzlviete] A AWt 19910l o] 2j Ao ¥]Z A GNP ¢
2%% doAAA HAo ) ZYAE A L] E Yl o]u] BAAYIZE o]
Aol 2% ol o] MRBEIEE 7} ol Fo A 1 Qleh, A 12Lﬂ2}91 TS vl
d HYl #mES 1.63%E Mg A kol 2.75%2 7+
It GNP =271 vlauoh 4l ob& vebio e 28 7kt uf iR
o HRAEE B& 8 T71ete 871320 S avbE o

(Gt ol &= BB H MR BB — &t RHBENA A et v & 91
Fo]7F 1981 d ¥ 199233 74 2] -2l vheb s 2 a3t 670 ol th sl Blars] ar g
o} o] %o W @l A9 AW 12d3e] Fiho] 2.4% 2 vlut g &
b e Aol 53] medao] ok /3, Bl Eigel 1/20 st
é_‘?@gi o Abe] Hof F stz Ao} o] 5 7tshd 1 Az HE A0n

5‘4 l HBEMBERES & ekl vjug Aart (3 500 aoks o
Ak o Foll ojstd S-elvet #e vl dAd e A A f R = EE
1/41, BAL 1/11, TF291/10, & R kB 1/62 ¢ HoFs A&
¢ gAY FAMNAA A HEE 2.7% R THE BE ¥ R

& agelt,

AL



8 [HEEHE M43 A1s

(E 4) FEES| —HREFARHBREBLE HBRAMBRE Lxng (8] 1 %)
= ,

- g o= vp S o4 ¥ x4 g oA o
1981 2.6 5.5 3.0 46 6.8 3.3
1982 2.5 4.9 2.9 1.9 6.2 3.2
1983 2.4 4.7 2.9 1.6 6.6 3.3
1984 2.5 5.1 2.9 17 6.9 3.3
1985 2.8 5.1 2.9 5.0 7.1 3.4
1986 2.0 5.4 3.0 19 6.1 3.3
1987 2.4 5.5 3.1 1.9 6.2 31
1988 2.7 5.6 3.0 18 6.6 3.0
1989 2.1 5.5 3.0 1.8 6.5 3.0
1990 2.4 - 2.9 3.9 6.6 -
1991 2.2 - - - - -
1992 2.7 - - - - -

i 2.4 5.3 3.0 1.7 6.6 3.2

AR DAY, Tl T A 27 (1993

(I 5) B MBRNMERES BRLR (Khe] bl 7y
a L | B OB ®E B | 8B & B & | TEx ) ® B
- (1992) (1992) (1992) (1990) (1992) | (1992e;

® B H| 155% 63,570 16,862 9,477 15.490 9.836

1 & 1 41 11 6 10 6

HEBRELE 2.7 43 2.9 4.0 6.3 3.7

Fiew 23AY.
R 1) BN A, P93t S, 2 ATIE, RIS RE A 28 (19934

0. ARFARIKES] HEHER AR 3 BEELER

ojA ALY WA SHE FM HUl2 ook MR RER Y
HEARBHRERS KA Edmel 2ot & o ?Qix??ii RISl AL
He NEESs HEMBES HERBALS & 7 UL aHWE HTsEe
AL REMES BT BMRBEER S 5 T ‘Rl—E v A Ao g olE S
hggro 2 d7MeRatel 3848 47 + J& sdelnh K fgel e

) B35 HEBMER B RHFFHEAR 53 22 HERETE BluE 0 gl oy ol B M adtE
< #EsteE EA AT Bop A BRI AT BT BN MR #is Ak ol of
M e FHEAR(1989) Fx. ofzre o etoll M HHBHEEE A DHKTF e E MET 4
RSO MY e



Selvhebe] MRMBIRRA ¥ i 9

TAHORE HARKLZE A0 1WET HRHEE, HRE 19T HREREE
&, R&D#% & /GNP iz, #HEHmmRRE /—wait SHkE ol off
Hi ERMES BRE 1Y RRr AR, #BS AR el iy
fry Bl 5ol AHEE L

(F eollM = HEH FHES 8 2% Aaso] 6780 daf vlasx ol
o FIE HMRERERT the el AR o BhiEo

HATRAARE — (Fraf S8 BUER + BMTR 5 + RUEERMmER
IR + Ml EA M SR iR /4

(E 6) HRABRE MM MBEse EELER

S = E1E £E H 4 8% ) #E
= (1991) (1989) (1991) (1989) (1990) (1990)

QI 19 &

A () 17.6 33.4 41.0 23.0 22.0) 21.0
vl & 1 2.2 2.3 1.6 1.3 1.2
A g dr 71.7 148.3 187.0 201.1 232.6 133.4

N E2H(HE)

Hj & 1 2.1 2.6 2.3 3.2 2.6

R&D#% /GNP( 2.02 2.68 2.77 2.89 2.43 2.23
Gl & 1 1.3 1.4 1.4 1.2 1.1

neh7) e A

off ok /< Bk 3| A

A Zd 2H%) 2.2 5.5 2.9 1.8 6.6 3.7
ul & 1 2.5 1.3 2.2 3.0 1.7

A7 19

EHEAE4() 0.41 0.19 0.73 0.62 0.64 0.83
u] & 1 0.5 1.8 1.5 1.6 2.0

A7l R A 5 51.96 100 135.45 168.96 131.60 -
Hj & 1 2.0 2.6 3.3 2.5 -

g 1) BEreA, Tggne e Az, 2) AE, TVl F o B AR (19934).

GE 60l 71 zsbod AlAE AR E7E GE Dol b sled 8847
= v 2ol s ALt

MR = (BRlWEE /HARRGE) x 100

FE DA da2d 257 809 S8R 7he-dl B4 5 670 ol A



10 FHESHRE A43Y AL

sevtehieh o1 gol A3 Migel A% 57, L] A% 471Q) whel £
o 3ol & Ul e Seltebuct 2 ghe e 2o deha g
tho o] Eol SASY RN SN A BAC] 7 Holuhw 291 Hig, 5
euelsh Zepit F 3900ln £Eo] Halel® Usiind @b FEY
A B RACREERE BMWE T A9 HAS BES RS
AEF oA Selihebich Aol g & 4

AT
(R 7) HRMARIERE HWEMIEE
Feas AHEE wE | E2® | 8B4 | B | Z¥~ | £R
A1y g a9 197 100 23 78 94 120 167
A7+L5(3) B u4 ()
ATEIUE I+ 100 24 69 34 50 77
M2 &)
R&D® /GNP(%) 100 338 129 107 133 182
#e7iE A
oAb/ L Rks] A
A& 2H%) 100 20 138 68 53 118
ST il A e J A viE 100 91 113 206 192 -
A+L4(F) TFE R
A7 A7 100 95 101 118 78 -
EEAHHE)
R&D# /GNP(%) 100 154 186 236 208 -
8} 7] & A
of 2t /w3l A
A& d2H%) 100 30 200 150 83 -

7HA 8 A HERBHRE S A% FHx = 30 olaf st A 7o)
(FE Do FsriaiEol = vy 52 ¥atar ok dolo), upeba B} vhohy

QD ZHNM HEFEK TS HATR} AHmS Folsti olo W& wgy
BEE FAdcz vlugo g x4 iAo sl g do g
FH aoEo]l 2 eyt Aol MM LR Wt EEs 94T 9
< Aotk

4) 2E | 7 Foll = ABY HMREERS 2202 vud oA J 2] skt



Feluehel BRMBIRS VP FR 1
V. iFRRARIRE S RERRME FR

A w7t A HREEERS KRBEREE S MR g d+e Bol o
g=d 1718y ¥ 7R AR AAE goksiH oS3 7 C} lack(1968) 2|
A oo AYS Wde R 1958 R H 19633 7t x 25 & £ 45
AR GNP S7hzte] BAA oz fog JadaAzE Edste 2o

WEFSE AL, Minasian(1969) Al M = 38t ¢ & 7IdE5S dd oz FAE
A QR R F % KRR R °ok(+)«1 FAA 7Y Ve deh e

1 Griliches(1980) Y Thomas(1980) & 4% & ) kst Ay akAd o] Z7f7tel
= ARAA 7 Q= Ao Z ERGA oﬂ;uﬂ ot AA el = dad wA
7} 2R G2 AlAFet gy SElvete] A ol ol F )

ofw AA YA RIBEKEZE(GGNP) 2 H7EpiE# &7 GNPl A %] 3}
T A (RR&D) ) o & 1970-921d7t 9] B R FIE# S o] &3t Granger K%
MRS osl712 Sy 94 o] Wy Eo] AlAEAEBE EF M
(stationarity) o] #af7} Maix]ojof ghe}, whed 7/ FE o] JeEH RO H A
é&%%(cointegration)ﬂﬂ B> FHYAE EEt L ol W E BIESH
of o] &3tH FE-& FHRLEN B TASHA Fu gk K fell A e o
%Tnl L—L% Augmented Dickey-Fuller(ADF) g0l wel BT #5E (unit
root test)o] A Al ® ),

sXi=c¢+eTHe X, +dL)aX_ +e (1)

o714 X, & RR&DWV GGNP & 9oln]st1 Ty #%4# 8 (trend variable) ©]
o d(.) = £4 A2 (difference operator), L& 3% A 2} (lag operator)
olt e = MEHOITE ] Aol A c.9f ghe] 0olgh: BWEMRA O] AN HH HAr
flio] EAlste] A AGL JEEHmyeletal 2EUE 5~ 3l

0) Z o A e &8 o[ 7HE(1990) &
) ol EAol & #it IR Micro TSP(Ver, 7.0) 9 SHAZAM (Ver. 7.0) o] AF& 5 2l
Granger B BE4E ) ™ 8l A & Granger(1969), Granger & Newbold(1986), Harvey
(1990), #h5E%(1990) & #=.
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(I 8) RR&D2t GGNPOI| LHSH AR BE #R

BREHR

434 A1%

Dickey-Fuller t-% #lgf o A AF
R
1A RR&D GGNP 5% 1%
1** —2.1801 —2.7714 —3.6454 —1.4691
2 -2.1784 —2.3692 —3.6591 —1.5000
3 -1.9026 —2.4105 —3.6746 —4.5348
4 —2.4037 —1.5337 —3.6920 - 15743
5 —1.0008 —2.1696 —3.7119 ~41.6193

* Q7 X = MacKinnon(1991) 97 X<,
*x AIC9} SC7} 247} 5= A1},

A 2b 1ol A 5742 o] = Al AlE Zbztol] o o BATHR #E #ER7F GE 9ol &
o] of °‘\1} (£ 8% ¥ RR&DY GGNP =5 Hfijto] EA3irt= Fi
RS FHT 7 3lolM ol AALL EFEy RFdS & .

A A E Y 4121%%94 Frore g3t 22 tEgEEs Sl 489t

GGNP, = b, + b, T + b, RR&D, + 1. (2)
23

RR&D, = d, +d, T + d, GGNP. + r (2)
2 (21 (2)'% OLSE #se 3hel B (residual : RESID) & 73t o] & 0h&

% 2 ADF 3| A2 & o] 83l g5 e S B & ‘RJE}‘ SRRk 4]
e (2)" F o= A& Atk % GGNP 9 RR&D % ofx-
83l =1tol] weh 1 Aol gk 5 9l ol s Banerjee er al. (19%6)
A= F JAZAY /b RV 52 A8 &%

132 3] 7] (cointegrating re-
gression) & & 7S Al )lojA] B mo M= ofof ufat A (2)of s

7) ZF Wpol Wi EIE B ES A sk d) AR R Akatke o ff # L (AIC) o] U Schwarz

##(SC) 59 34L& d& 3 7
_ 3 Lk_ o~ kInN
AIC=Ing¢ +N,5C~a +-—~—N
A7 5t = L em Wap, N w32 9) 4, kiz 24 wrel Folut
o5 7]&o} th& & 1 ®M & =9 Judge er al. (1988), Greene(1991) &%,




g-elvhebe] HRBBIE R e HE 13

AR B4l WaEny

ARESID = fu + fi RESIDi-1 + d(L)ARESIDe-r + w (3)

2 (3)ell A BERH (Ho) 2 fi = 0210l o] Zlo] g&ad + glopdl A A E T
A= o] AR & ghabol] gfrfRe] SRt & 4 T Al 1olA 5
7hx) o) = Al A Boll o g Heftir #E A7 (L 9ol Qoks o] 3l

(E 9> RR&DS} GGNPOI| CHEH S HERR(SSHST 1 RR&D)

ol Al A*
Al oz Dickey-Fuller t-% 7 gk o o
3% 1%
1¥¥ —2.2347 —4.2637 —5.1433
2 —2.0513 —4.2896 —5.1882
3 —1.6807 —4.3185 —5.2383
4 —1.8706 —4.3508 —5.2945
5 —1.2837 —4.3872 —5.3579

* ¢ A %] = MacKinnon(1991) < Al 2] <),
xx AJCS} SC7F =H471 H = A A1,

(% 9ZYE] RR&D GGNP 7holl hisisro] EA6lA] ethe HEMRE
S71Ag FFE L 4
RR&DS} GGNP 7} 25 Jksg # R 5ol L dhffsr = of 1A vigte R&D%
GGNP7} 13} AR50 b o] & 9] 1Kk (first difference) & ©] & &}

& 2o o3k Granger HERBES HH ol 7Hsstchy

DR&D: = as + ai(L)DR&D: ¢ + a:(L)DGNP:— + ax (4)

DGNP: = hy + hi(L)DR&D:~ + h2(L)DGNP:-/ + - (5)

of 7] 4] DR&DS} DGNP &= 7+zF RR& D9 GGNP 9 1xpA kol th, 4] (4) o] A
Hy: a,(L) = 0] A& = A KEXRES HEFREEES Granger cause s} A

8) 4 (2)°] R* = 01604, 4] (2)'¢} R? = (.9506. 1% GONP7F £ 505 wel w5 %
2 “4€47} (BE D g9t o] ey 2R g Fdg BEol m&5 1
oo )&} A Charemza and Deadman(1992), Chen(1993), Provopoulos and Zambaras
(1991), Oxley(1993) %=,



14 RBERHE ABHY AR

erhar 5k, 4 (5)olA H,:h(L) = 0o] A2 = H HERELE - SFK

& Granger causedt®] =rhar & 4 duh AR} 1ol A EE ] Al =] 6ol

tf st AICES AlAter Aoprh (R 1000l aokxof it} o] 24F w1
gho] #i/ 7} =of o] Alxprt Al E] et

{(F 10) Akaike2| tEBEHE(AIC)ZL

Al 2} AIC
~0.46328%
~0.36415
—0.07472
—0.18610
0.06776
—0.13327

Y U o= W DY

Al 2F 1ol M o] Granger B RBHR MEHR HRMBLZET KEAKS
Granger cause 3ttt 7Hd ol th3h Fabd 0.4629, KiFEm Ko HRMBREES
3 Fa

Granger cause3ttheE R 3 F7be 3.3424 2 FEKi#E 1%. 5% 4 F
FERH ¥ V14T 5 ook F vl As dAA G AR
2rol) Granger REMF7F St & & Qich v

10) A= #AS FAHste A0l RR&DUYW GGNP ) 4l o] & o) 13 Alab =5 “1elar 17}
AR FE ] A S Eo] 8] g wol RR&D GGNP 72 lupabAl 71 o
Tt & 4 (4)9 (5) = oo 2= RR&D2| 134 #2k8} GGNP 2] 12} A1 2178 ¢l
HAA AN Ao "o} A4 RR&D @ GGNP #djoff w5t olababAl # ol
ool tha M= (%5 2) FZ.

11) Gu1 key and Salemi(1982) o] W= <lp Ao of 8 Granger 7 d, Sims(1972) # ¥

A3 ¥ Sims H3A (Geweke-Meese-Dent(1983) A %) 9] 25 ¥ 4‘;@% EH- R 4
% B8 2AS A3 g 28 A8 nwetal vk Aw, 5o kel b alel ?li'
WAL EAQ st 73 Granger 7780l tH* dEFRLC Y S8 se el ;‘i
B A7V} Z7bEel whal 1 3ol FolEuh A, o kel lubybAlv EA sk ¢
o’T‘ Granger 74 x4 _ﬂ}. 45] Sims 74 /(4 o] Sims ﬁ@ wrh §- OJ al "o g L],EJ(L}L} o]
A& B0} F3HH Sims A & Granger A B3] L2l 3k A] 2ol X A x]o]ok ?1?
2 F7b 37 g Rfmel ol v Aty ARl it st B il s
Granger @A g AHy v g},



S-2jutetel B Rl v MR 15

V.EW S #&

B

F5 v Rt ol oo e, L o] Ao} 5 KHEMEIE LEIE ] 4
Ar A o) $-2vtelel ditghEES AL Fst de Al REEE

a5 JYgdE suet AEol disl 933y S st 5 Hhhey L
Azt 2o Sl Zol e A4t o 2 g BN HaliA
e AA Y REHEFEHS wmiAl7e 2ol Al5d Aol o] & sl
el HRAmAe7E deHojet & 5 Aok FAHNOE MEBHAMBRES
REAIZ 5 = whokol ub2 REIEEF 2 B S o] el sho] R &
Z RS Yobrhe SAld ol AN S EEets Holet shilth & MR
BT BN B BT BT & o] BAg]ojo} gy

A fEoll A= oloh e At A AFatoll A wA 19801t o] ol o] 27
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(2 F 1) RR&D2 GONPOI| LHEH 3tk B EFR(ZSHT GGNP)
of A A*
Al Ap Dickey-Fuller t-% 2 & = P
3% 1%
1** —3.6292 —4.2637 —5.1433
2 —3.3939 —4,2896 —5.1882
3 —2.8751 -4,3185 —5.2383
4 —1.8397 —4.3508 —5.2945
5 —2.2069 —4.3372 —5.3579
* ] A X = MacKinnon(1991) A2 4.
** AIC9} SCoF F47} HE Al Ak,
(FE2

220l A (4)E thr] 29 o2 2

DR&D, = a, + a,(L)DR&D,_, + a.(L)DGNP,., + w, (4)

[*]
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2w go] §x Rarke AL £ ¢ Akaike FEVIF(AIC) o wE
PN 27} 22 A ohd 4 (4) & o ol & 4 Slth
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DR&D, = a, + a,DR&D,., + aDR&D, . + a.DGNP,_,
+ a,DGNP,.. + w, (4-1)
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