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In( RJ) .In( HJ) .In( SJ) .In( ZJ)

)
VAR °
ADF o °
ADF (e tk) 5%
InR]J (1.89) (ctl) (3. 46)
AlnRJ (6.20) (c01) (2.89)
InHJ (2.56) (ctl) (3.46)
AlnH]J 5.97 (c01) (2.89)
1nSJ (1.96) (ctl) (3.46)
AlnSJ (9.72) (c01) (2.89)
InZ]J (2.51) (ct0) (3.46)
AlnZJ (3.46) (c01) (2.89)
:RJ JHJ \SJ ZJ : c k
: k AIC SC P A
1 o
(1),
( )VAR
VAR o
LR.FPE.SC  HQ ( 2) 2
2 VAR
Lag LogL LR FPE AIC SC HQ
0 396. 03 NA 2.34 (8.52) (8.41) (8.48)
1 804. 50 772.53 4.61 (17.05) -16.51" (16. 83)
2 831. 68 49.05" 3.62 -17.30" (16.31) -16.90"
3 843.01 19. 47 4.03 (17.20) (15.77) (16.62)
4 851. 04 13. 09 4.84 (17.02) (15.16) (16.27)
5 867. 00 24. 63 4.92 (17.02) (14.72) (16.09)
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VAR
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B, (nxn) Y., Y, i &, o
3 VAR
In( HJ) In( RJ) In( SJ) In( Z])
In(HJ( -1)) 1.48 0.57 0.10 1. 10
9.38 4.36 1.20 5.44
In(RJ( -1)) -0.24 0. 61 0. 06 -0.49
-1.22 3.69 0.54 -1.91
In(SJ( -1)) -0.02 -0.04 0.83 -0.29
-0.22 -0.54 17.97 -2.62
In( ZJ( -1)) -0.189 -0.14 -0.04 0.63
-4.11 -3.78 -1.70 10. 81
C 0.11 0.22 -0.14 0.07
0. 65 1.53 -1.56 0.33
R - squared 0.98 0.99 0.98 0.99
Adj. R-squared 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98
Sum sq. resids 0.18 0.12 0.05 0.29
S. E. equation 0.04 0.04 0.02 0. 06
F-statistic 1294.71 1524.31 1256. 02 1557.13
Log likelihood 165. 30 183.96 227.11 141. 69
T
3 VAR AR(2)
R’ 0.98 LM AR(2)
0 VAR
1 VAR o
(1)
(3) (4)
VAR VAR
)
VAR
( Orthogonalised) Choleski (H)) .
(R)) . (s)) . (7)) ( Impulse Re—

sponse Func-tion IRF)
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Period S. E. In( HJ) In( RJ) In( SJ) In( 7))

1 0. 04 100. 00 0.00 0. 00 0.00

2 0.07 98.30 0.25 0.04 1.41

3 0. 09 95.35 0.57 0.23 3.85

4 0.11 91.83 0.83 0.63 6.71

5 0.13 88. 10 0.97 1.25 9.67

6 0.15 84.34 1.02 2. 11 12.53

7 0.16 80. 65 0.10 3.16 15.19

8 0.18 77. 10 0.93 4.37 17. 60

9 0.20 73.73 0.83 5.71 19.72

10 0.21 70. 57 0.73 7.12 21.57
5

1 86% 10
72% 1 13% 10 0.9% -
2 1.2% 20.98% o

Period S. E. In( HJ) In( RJ) In( SJ) In( ZJ)

1 0.04 86. 49 13.51 0.00 0.00

2 0.07 90. 82 7.96 0.01 1.21

3 0. 09 91.56 4.90 0.10 3.44

4 0.11 90. 24 3.25 0.35 6. 16

5 0.13 87.82 2.35 0. 81 9.02

6 0.15 84.85 1.83 1.50 11.82

7 0.16 81.64 1.50 2.39 14. 47

8 0.18 78. 38 1.26 3.46 16.90

9 0.19 75.18 1. 08 4.67 19.07

10 0.21 72.09 0.94 5.99 20.98
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