HEREMS} By BBRCR:
HES THERM RS e

ERK - ABE

= fF0ME BRialdo| 2BIXHER 51013 ol2iE CHA|3l| H3lo] Hxjau|
B A2M71 MEE B7MMZIcks ole|d X% (precautionary saving) E2HE
AP /8104 1981 1/42715E] 1997 4/4&71MX[2] A|A|EXIZE ol
510 HX| ARCH Z¥oilM 78 Z=2% o|2LH8 083l0] X2l Batalde +
Aot F Ao 22 (Euler) YHAC2EE BRIAMD AH|ZTIE 71| A
B TiCh a8 ETa ) u7 eyl BaadEE FIt810y
Fd 9l Hye 8 dn, SWR0ase| E44Mo] F0IE miof #xjau|z} 2
2BichE A gedezM Extelydol SOiE uof] oy S7]0 28t x{Fo|
BIklchs g ASA2E ¢yt

0|2} 2 FAUntel MM 2= oMMl Bz QI3 Hx{el XH 80|
OfXoll blgl Bl HALH|E L4510 ET2 HLQQCE HEBIck= A
olct. ol2{8h Atdlo] E&taldstel HIIAA Tks8 MYshs sttel Relol g
T US Aolch 2 AFE MAIEXEE 0|85l0f E=AMT} ol F7|of 2
3 XEntel TAIE W =Ro2M BE 0] 2ol d70| ER3 L8 HB
BIch= ol 2je7t Aot siRlct

HAFHO: OBy H&, @&4Y ARCH 28
ANARHSR FSHER: E2

* & =Rl didle] fdta JHAA =9 T YE F AP A= B =R
& FERAA S 19999 FAGedYolN LEHLH EEA R ANAAT AL

=g},

** g g AAST Rus, yimh@wh. myongii. ac. kr
O EY st A 229, ckchoi@cuth. cataegu, ac. kr



6 EmEFRE A A%
[owelg

B8N0l AHAER 3l F v E dH|sl] 3k AALHE FaATn
A &g F7MARtRE 42 Leland (1968) ol 93] o]&F oz A=A, 2
olxz E¥iAo] Anld) v BB FrE (precautionary saving) A )
o @A A7t ol RAA KTt

Caballero (1991), Hubbard, Skinner, and Zeldes(1993) & u]=¢] 2 A
Fol £49] 30~60% F=ot c¥lH M&F7]o & Helehe ATAHE AAE
%t} 283 Kimball and Mankiw (1989) & ol& F&E vl AE8dHL 2
32 nlgle] £ASEFENS RELEA Ay 1M E FME R UE Aol
3 8HTk Zeldes(1989%a) & 259 B840l EANE 4% MAEL A&E 37
Althe A& AlEHAE B3t AABIAH.

olg| g Aoz BTt AAZ dulH A&FF7|9 SA dal dutd d+2
#Hx AXED gtk ¢l& €9 Skinner (1988) & A9, 992 & BEHAT
IEFEE /IR 2EAEC] e ZEAEEUE 238 A&E A AHA e
ol &9 ol&Te uidEE Aot ey UM nid¥HEe Aol A
AEEHAAAE Yele FE7 A BA7] gt &S A43] dert. a8n
Kuehlwein (1991) = v]=r¢] 1078d PSID (panel study of income dynamics) {3 =}
BE o]83ld AFENE 3 Ay B84 U1 o L3j8 AvEIHEol 7
Agthe 288 At ole B0l 371 W @Ain7t F718l A
A& Utk AE AAlske Aoz Ul A&Er)e EA4E F33n ok

&H fejugl Mz old BF A7 AU, ol FE1992) & ZIHEEHT
BYstolx] LHle] A& xtel oA AR edy WA E FHEa olF
ol ERAAYE AAVITY dEAE 34 A3 FA £ oM dFate
BAbo] A8k HlFo] 93~98% 2 JEhgTh 22 o|HE(1992) & £59] B
A gl AA 7125 st @e g FHUeH BEAUA Ml Rl HF
< ¥ F gtk

Yi(1996) & vl=9] PSID HEAEE o] &3] o F(1992) & ALY L H]7)
HEEFFEH] H et 7HASHFRHETD FUF 2HE AU

A (19%) & T 2HFFE FHAIUEH A7) A F 2nFFe



WA RiREY TSR 7

felo] &3] FALE Foll o3 A=A Fahe F&o] oi$ 3n ol AAY
712 9% EZHA4Y Fdd 7 Az FFEgn k. dsadalge
AHE-EE ol (1999) ©f 7% AAIFe] Fol ASEHAYY YLEFEA 259
AR FEY FEIL THEA 98E 7FeAo] dow Aikisel B
ol Mgt dulH AFEA} FFEHVE dtn HASHV T dhe Avtd EA9E B
=

£ sidMe 71& 4749 BFEAAE Al =] AAGARE ol &
&) ARCHell o8] 74 ZUY o] R4S 28449 di 4842 ALRale] A9
FEE AndAche HollA 71&e] d+9 apdszm ek

SFeuet avlatel A& E BAG fejve} sHA AN AR el H&xa
A F vle] BFPA thulet o8l F A& 8Rle] 1991d R 17.0%, 1995¢ %
o 26.5% 2 ZAtE]o] dB|A AFANI}F AEF71Y Fa7 89lolzhe A& AlAl
i vk AAY] BEAAd FUlR A7 Avzhae A&l B H2Y o
€ BoJBW 19979 To] gy wia Qs SuiFAgate] 19974 5.0% A
1998'd -5.2% 2 Z2sHFolE BF3tn YA EES 23]2] 1997 22.8% 9
A 1998'd) 25.1% 2 ZA F713he S BHch ol g dL T BAS
ZA7EY 7R €29 T 7HIEAE B 2 vehded, 98907 239 1998
d 1/4, 2/48715 7HIASS Ad %7) Ui 2.8%, 5.3% 42 243
A& o8t o] & 9 7.1%, 10.7%Y ZZ Zrsigon A& 03)H
9.5%, 10%4 3715t} oleijt 4L ZA7L & 0§ HoluA tia ¢h3}
g0} 4/4871ole £50] 3.8% HAsF o A& olHr} 2L 1.9% kol
A

aelstd 2 AFe e ZAEE] dd BEdgde] dAAHE Fola duF
F719 A% A&E FUA ke olan) ‘Hu|y &AL 7} ol S A
3k dlof drebt RS E EA Bzl @ik ) & Al B8AAdD ou)E
Ao @A Bt} o]84 ¢ AFHow AT Hux gt B3] B AT
e 259 2844 € Jehlle d8XE24 ARCH ¥l 98 33§ =A%

1) 2 A7old EALESR @Aare] B T = HAHARY] A ¥
Bthe A AARER glev dpld A& 23 HArYe) JUE dAZ da ke
HellM Apel7h et



8  AEN4HIR A48 A2%

ol AR AH3IT

2 A7 FAL o5 2o 9A DAdAMe Bl € A2 4| &
e HH2AL 7R ELFTE TUbe dwistd E313 ASP-RY L o] 43
o =2dt. 283 MdME o83 R¥E Edz ASEN o188 34
A4 E AR ol UF 33 2 FPZHE I vAHeR VAN e
AB7Ae] EAZIE 8o Felstn 488 2z vk

I. 232 44

ol= WELH|AZI} dlidA|Fetel A HAdel BEE FThEATe FFENA o)
719] &M1& ARSHH o|s} o] AFE M7t BB N R (optimal consumption) 2
I B MMM £E1L (intertemporal optimization) 280 ¢12}ste] Awv]e] A
I} AREA Y] MERNEE Bt} fie) 2 Anje9l A 9 o)2kg 7he] #A)
& Uehlle M3 =& dutdoz 1 f#r) EA8A] gong Anig
A ke 4vle] HAXAE B o1y AFE 2L A ()H 2
1=

2) TR 71Ee] AFEC] 7T nlg) 2ol B =RIAME HHsnYe gt Ao
HEMREY 71, Wgolabgel i JFY, SR AR g e 7K, R5AdA o)
gtk 78 Sol AAEY i,

3) 2T @t EAhe 7 $e 87 TokiEE (quadratic utility) ol AU o) AR 2k
o 25¥U7E ele 7% (diversifiable income) o] Z3gc},

4) BEAAGE 2¥0] =% s & (1992) 7 o179 (1999) o] Ul o)W E(1992) &
IHERFTREsllA AADEN S silent 250 BRAAY] A 7133 shte) gt
o8 FPLAon EG4Y e fo4 A5 ¥ 4 Ak 2alx o)Rl(1999) & A
718 vis} Zo] HEARR BAFHc oo ] B =8 /NALPSRY T v YA
TR AAQEN S Y319 o] ARCHE F3) ASEHUAY) ADe 24
31 o] AHuse) FA7A] FAF Ho) 7l1E A9} apdg)

H7|MEL SR8 L 7 A4 d S ¥dsle Bl guisle 28y 7@ |43
o 9J3bd 1AL RrEYC] gRE AFHow AE wa] Ratn gon YB F7 (o
HE(1997), Bufman and Leiderman (1990))ellA] H]7| 2 8345 80] 7|l A 854028
o @A S9dithe BN T 23E FAo ARl
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VU, A) = Max [cf+Bu’ [V L4y, Aw1)] ]I/p
s.t. A= (A —c¢p) Wiy R, /“[Vt+1] = {Et(v?+1)]1/a Q)

714 VE 7 (value function), € ABRAEE, A AL ce b,
R(=1+7) & WA i3 AAFFEHE, we A4 (portolio) o 715
AdE], ov APV BEE P, ov 71 g @EA s d@E 248
vebdch 9 4] 142710 Yy WS o) 2

BYE'[( o MR | =1, j=1,-,P @)

r(p—1)
C; )

A7l M (=w'R) & FAAGTE (market portfolio return), 7 =—Z— o|t}.
ol = p (y=1)°¥ 7|EY 7|NELIFTE EoZHA Hol T3} 22 4]
o] HAZAQN Y7 WHAE dett

p—1
E[8(“) Ria|=1 j=1-P )

2 (3) & w'(ct) = Et[BRv) o (cv1) ]t Zo] MY A3} 220 dE =9
© W §-o] Polol Arhe ov2 Azt o] thedt -2 WL (perturbation)
=7t AUEE & Aok F, 710 2H] 1999 FUIFe 2N LY s BE
% (marginal utility) 9 e (1719 F7F2 (1+7041) B9 E 2o 2H
< T I TAELY Frtet AT ) o] Ln|zk= AL ddka F
1 2HAle AER RRY KRN RERETEE dtin ddE & itk
Blanchard and Mankiw (1988) & Kuehlwein (1987, 1991) &-& ul#jjol] th3: FhE
TS 22 Wy HAdcs IFAA B Lvge) g dots}
A eivete] A 2H1ZF A vl g 844 8%le] & Folgdn
AZ4EBE o] FdMz EFHYE sl edy WAE 3%

5) A =234 Epstein and Zin (1989, 1991) & #Z
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r(e—1D

2] (2) A4 Y;+1 = (S Mt7+.1l R{+1 H yur = (Y )2 F249
c

¢
2 (2) & v o] HyH,
E(fY] = ('/]§)r @)

H @)oo aHF7He, AEAFLE, FNFFAE Dol RFPFERLE 7P
o 2
b

Mt "g‘l

EfYi ] = e ®)

A7IM w1 = E¢ [In(Yie1)], (Y1) = psi+emt, €1 =In(Ym1) —E;
[In(Ye1)], €1~ NQ, ¢?4;) ©Jth @) s A (5) & 2 ¥ e 21
& 3 o=y e 29y WAe] =& dc)

feer + °2‘2“ = —7n(g) ®

g1 = E; [In(Yi1)] & 4 (6) o thdsld Feehd oheat 2o A3 dee
243 WA 4o] =€l

L1 - In(B) ] v—1
ln( tCJ: )— 1—p T 370= % T S—p DM
—1 -1
= PR — =y e 9

A7 & gL vlefd] dE BRUNE FHske Ao vld Y EHAAo]
EAE o Ao L¥E Solx v And diH@the 4 A&ZANE 7}
wohe A #7F €@o). old 2M|F7be FHERMIFRC fle WEg 3A dd. ols
2ol BgUdor aHFVHE dYske A& &dle BEAA 7 (uncertainty
hypothesis) |2} g, ' |
A @AM y=12 dUsHE &3t 2ol 7IN A& ol U oz Hydr.
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L1\ _ In(8) 1 1 1
ln( Ct )_ -0 ' 2(1—-p) dir1t (1-0) In(Rp1) (1—p) @®

7 AR3e] YALEIHE f2d AL Eo] FUHIE 3719 AvE &
oln A& w8 ArlY AMld] FI3HA Aot - 2 (8) A FAEYS A
F7h ¥ e B FHE A AFoA -] 1] Aol AH|FIHEo] A
Hu A2 &8F7H0] 4ol e Yehted o8 H=d 4H|F S0l
gtz gic}h olu) mighol thRt A () o] HRAA 2H|FIHEo] F718HA o
BEF Av)E71H S (excess of consumption growth puzzle) & A% 3k o 7143}
A 2 Aotk W v|7|NEE3te] 2] (7)o SJetH NELRAFIED FAATY
£o] FAldl 2H|F7HE dishe dl st o Fri2 B o] AgW
T2 == gl

AN H@) & 71RE 3t BEHANYY FHE 4 R AAE Bo=H
oo chg B840l ENE o AAY] LuE Foln vige Lnd diujgict
£ dHlA A& Z9E 99 B 4 ok

1. Ol X2

E AFEAoAME 19819 1/4871914 19973 4/48-7171R]9] B2 87} o] &
St 6 vgFA R el A ERITHS FUAPGL] BHrlHARC)A ol &
AFE Uyo] 1909 ez Ay 7 o2 FAAF]EZE FHF7IR

6) WEARR BAe AX Yuist o, deHdARE AR o]V (1999) 9 3% AA
gol] Fol A5EEHA ) dBUFEA 459 FAREY) 283 PuIl TEEA] 4 v}
Aol glth welh MR E o] &% dulF AZxAe] B2 gtz AlAIde] o
A4E (o] Kuehlwein (1991) & 1070 Sdalg o]4) olde] B} ouigiAl #4988 = gl
o #eEn, ¥ =58 ARCHE o|43la 2584 ANSe AAE S 34H17] o B
o] gAREAN AlAEARE AHE3IU

B =RollMe o@sirE Axsie] AAAALN At +223 A8} (structural change)
7F 91917) W&ol 1997 dA7X1) AR ARSI



12 SR A48 A2%

FE 22|n NEFAFAEENE ARG S HOBEE, SR, ER 2 AEE
HRE, BEECR FEI 4 MY FAFIES AEE o] 88YrLY ZE
TIEL AFFYERA Bl A F Mu2 vt EFolH 2 HdAggalgch

FAd] o] &E FHEFEE R¥d THE LuFVET F¢E9] AR
T AN FEFUE, FUAFLS 7 EARE F9 AlAPALE o] 83¥ed 1
719k 2719] AR meisle] FHAIIE S et 2 SRR X E A
Boith aelm ¥ig 3o AAAe] e AR E X-12 ARIMA ¥4 o8] A-dz
A& st

3 o] oM AHEE EFHA () d8¥irRe ARZAYT B B
UAEARE o83l ARCH 2¥o o3l F3T 2RO RAE A3 9
ol e o] P& AH3ta Utk Engle(1983) ol o8l £91¥ ARCH 23
39 AN eatge] #ate]l dF3ithe 7H (homoscedasticity) The €2
Lexke] ZHHE o] FA4k(conditional heteroscedasticity) ©] 22}8 A Fe] A|APHSFE
o 93tq A= YUt

yi=x8+ ¢ ©
& = Z;hl/z, Z["'N(O, 1) (10)
ht= a0+al 6%, ag>0, OSa1<1 (11)

7) B dFdMe BT viiTAl 2 Aula sulel A 28] gl BelEo)m Aws)
A7t oz BelHdE dEAez 7stn gle o ¥l Mankiw, Rotemberg, and
Summers (1985) & 44|98} o7} o] v]B A4S 7RS4

8) Ao ES dA e ol ARE FAFYER o] &% A2, vlFel 79 Epstein and
Zin(1991) & ¥dolql, ¥4 € 14, &F % AeEita § 23R, 240, B¢
By 220 g qujaq], Al2Yez Jrlen, Jorion and Giovannini (1993) & 13241,
Az, ¥4, =209, 3§ 2 AHlade® el $9 Bufman and Leiderman
(1990) & Tel Aviv 3525 &, B7IA% A5 E, DA B7)dF349E, T
FUEEEA F7ldErdE § ¥8H g AN AR

9) & w=®oMe 7189 A77F AT viel Po] A5 BHAUAE ALLSIET) olE duF
A& HF o R =elolA Lua7L AU BAUA 7hed) Lvlo] AFE 71 Bol nRE
Ao gr AEWFLE § & U7 "otk oUW (1999), Kuehlwein (1991), Caballero
(1991), Zeldes(1989a) FolME AE2] EIHAE AL#s14}



RS WA FESR 13

714 x & y o] AZPEFE T AHASE D) dA Br1E BEEUs
F7Hedd g 292 AR 23 H NAGE gE Al uel g3 U R o)

A F3 Qlold BHINAEZIIEE AMEEal di,

ARCH(1) 2333 A3 FRAFESY f4do] ¢ gl FAFE 1% llA

BEE fo3 2o YElWth 2132 ARCH ASE 180 24 Jeh} 40 &

€ o2 ¥tk Durbin-Watson £ 2,032 Yeh} 34 ZA3 2xte 2}

7880l A9 fle Aoz vehdth oo AFEAAME o] By 1 =
7 olE4He Al EF4HANE vehlle Y8R ALgstaal dio.

=
=
i

(B 1) BUIULSS7|B0| Ot Ciol= #H Zn)?
Phillips-Perron A4 ADF 3%

BUIRNAEZ/HE -13.16*** -6.93***

F1) Nake 2, 458 E9
2%t T AR 0%, 5%, 1% eI #EdE JERd.

(& 2> GARCH 2%e| 3 g

ARCH(1)
A F t-gk
&l K c 0. 02*** 14. 64
ay 0. 00009*** 3.35
by ;
&h-; 0.69*** 2.80
Durbin-Watson & 2,03




14 EReHE A48 A%
2. 53 4Y.

HN# 4@ & 7122 3 g3 2& FPEAE 47 4P 8.

ln(CtH) = Agt+ Aol + Ay In (M) + gy 12

ln( o ) = By+ B0t 1+ By In (My4))+ By In (Repy ) + ey (13)

A71M c& &M, R /PEAY] i AAEFAEHE, M (=wR) & FAF
2] & (market portfolio return) ©|t}. 4 (8) & R=M2 A% AYGs}7] o2
FANFTAES o) &Fh 2 (12) & 2] (13) ol uisle F3dae] AnA (robust-
ness) & $18la] FAH LAY (OLS) B +EAFE 0|48 2SLSE 42 A =g
% 38 FHo: Ai=0% Ho: Bi=08 Z3%oed E8449 S} 3¢
d 2H|F7HE RoAQ 4%E FeXE BNE 4 ook

3. &8 g

(1) 7lhEge+oy

ZNNEErEE S 33 2 AFE § dye & 3do) Yeht ok AZEN
Aol A3 (robustness) & B7] H3ld 0LSY 2719 £ 4E AL E319ET
2SLS 18] 4eh% = {In (Ms—2), In(CPrs), TXrz, m(%:—:—;)}, 25LS 119}
FEE = {In (i), In(CPrz), TXiz, In(L52), In(yea) ) oItk 7]
A M: FAFTAE, CP: AISFYE, TX: 24, c: HUFA 2 Muja
aH], y: 7 EAEo|,

OLSS 7%, £J83e AFe ¥ oz FoFolx] 3l o} Bgagg
o AT F9 FE 7 F9HA Rew BMEJTE wakA o)zkgo] A
F3d A Zo| Z71HE |24 S EH} AFHo et vlnjshin} HAHY
t}, 10)

10) 899 A7 BAHLE fojshal @l FHEAE ol 7189 dTINE B
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9 njge] BEgdYo] F/1ETE 849 LHE Foln AHE FUMAIE A
o] lthe dHlA A&F7e AFHo2 KA EAEE ¢ & stk

T8 gl AB/d B (serial correlation) &} 7FsAd& 1% 2SLS 1, 2SLS 1T
dMT &S AlFe 49 #og foFHelA] Rag oy B8] 3
A7t ol g 7Y {oAQ Aoz EMETL o|& Ei 2y FA o
g 2ol g ertE 9olel Be Adngde ¥ AV gl Ao Yt

)] A7 3EE AT QI vlwd Holr e mel A} fA}
3] AF5EA Ao APE 2FT Aok wepx] felvete] A Al B
#4449 7Mdo] o= Fx ARHD Jokn B 5 Yok

E 3 BIHTA 3 AMpjA 2Hjel oAy THo| oiEt HE: J|HESET2Y

A QLS 2SLS | 2SLS 11
A & 0.013** 0.011** 0.011**
T (0. 001) (0. 002) (0. 002)
. 3.764* 9. 569* 9.563*
g (2. 009) (5. 598) (5. 590)
0. 007 0. 009 0. 009
In(1+R) (0.009) (0.033) (0. 029)
R? 0. 844 0.824 0,824
Q 17.828 22,835 22.742
{0. 400) (0. 155) (0. 158)

Z:1) 25LS 19] ¢4 = {In (M=), In(CPm2), TXe2, m(—zﬁ)}
M: FANAFAE, CP: BAAFAE, TX: M, ¢ vUTA4 2 M)A Ay
2SLS 119} 284 = {In (M1-2), In(CPi2), TXi2, m(—gﬁ), In (yi-2)}
y: LS
2 () de #3429 EFexoln () e dfdsTEY.
3) QI Ho: ‘23] A7|idde] gictE HA3] A8 A,
4) * 10%0A f9l, ** 5% f2l.
5) 24717k 1981, 1/4~1997. 4/4.

AR oz Vehde 8Ao|tHZeldes (1989b), Hall(1988) 5 #x).
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(2) B7IHERE4aY

N ESRFRE S 24 2 FAE & AR F Ho] Y itk SR
$g4EYe] 24 P A s 2 AZEA Ane) An4de 1] el
OLSS} 274l +adsE AMgsldEs] 2SLS 19 $es = (In (M), In
(CP-2), TXia, ln(—g-:—i), In(Xi-2) ), 2SLS 11¢) 4% = (In (M,,),
In(CPr1), TXii, In(Xe-i), In(y-i), i=1, 2} olch o7 X =R (A4
AF4598), REAzYFA598) ol

OLSS] A%, FAF+ 5 Mdslgdte) Ase Rt QA vept
FA 58] AF7L FolRd AEFY B ASE &9 goz 25 on
FAGFER] AS7t Sold AP ST AfE del goz 2P
I BE folFolx] Ragth @¥ AW AESERA dAYEY
$olE, AZYFAFAEE o 43 A L5 BYAYe] 29A5E o) e
7K freldQ Rog Mt ot 2e A MYALYSRY D ufS
fAG oA ulee] BEAAo] ZAME4E A AHNE Foln ARE 27}
A7)E Al Sthe B8AA 7Me] AP L Al Yok

o2 A3t AT (serial correlation) &) 7FsAE mEid 2SLS 1, 2SLS
19 AZEA ZA7E B9, 2018 19 A% OLSS npariz $A1340 533}
Hdsel g9 2HASE 237} AgeA Yepgen] 25LS 119] A$E B} o]
849 Bgd 238 Aok 2elv 2% foFolx] Rl o|xgo] 4] ¥
Az folHQ L u|Nx] BeTHe AZEA A B o, Auar} A2y
98 AFste W HNARE s adle] ugex Rgthe AL ¢ & 9Tk

2] A RBE FAET QRS vme A b gt Anr} Aol
A ol BYFH ) @ BAVL e Aoz vehgt. weld uriasgsn
Hg 0|87 AT An)e] BHUNY sMo] ojx FE AXH T Yok B
g 4 Yok w

11) W29 & A+ (Kuehlwein (1991), ©91(1999))olME 7ldiske e BeraAdsio]
duld A& AR AFEA 3y U v, B dPeNE B4 Selio] gl
€ A3 Qe Ho] EAS] YA thRES] B$ BYAA ] dHA A2 27Tl A
o2 e} fel9] 7ighe} Bgsigtt. 1em A4 (robustness) & ¢35k Al 7Hx] 2ok
& A
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E 4 BlUTH S M2 2olo] BRHIA THdol Cist 2 BT RESEY

Aguig OLS 2SLS 1 2SLS 1I
a2 0.013** | 0.013** | 0.010** | 0.013** | 0.012** | 0.011**
T (0.001) (0. 001) (0. 003) (0. 002) (0. 002) (0. 002)
. 3.765° 3.782* 9.735 3.839 4.853 8. 245
¢ (2.022) (2.010) (7. 442) (5. 969) (4.785) (5.912)
() 0.011 -0.011 0.072 -0. 051 0.026 0. 002
{0.014) (0. 021) (0. 065) (0.115) {0.039) (0. 088)
, -0. 004 -0.078 -0.024
In(&) (0. 009) (0. 055) (0. 030)

(& 0.021 0.035 0. 004
n (0. 021) (0. 099) (0.070)
R? 0. 844 0. 846 0. 650 0.823 0.830 0.832
o 17. 894 19.193 14. 965 15. 187 18.034 20. 303

(0. 396) (0. 318) (0. 598) (0.582) (0. 387) (0. 259)

11) 28LS 19] T = {In (M—2), In(CP-2), TXr-2, In(
X =R (A4AFN5YE), REAZYEFNFYB)

25LS 18} #dlg = {In (Mi-1), In(CP-1), TXri, In(X-i), In(y=i), i=1,2)}
X=R' R?

Sy

258, In (X))

2 ()W 3329 EFoAoln () Ue FARSEY.

3) Q&L Ho: ‘x4 Arldde] AV E AAs] A% FAKY.
4) *10%AM &<, **5%04 #el.

5) F3713}: 1981, 1/4~1997. 4/4.

ZEHoz 2YFHYe] nelE A VAL YSEY Y v ELEERY
9 34 R ABEILE vlnENT 23}, B0l F/HESE AAAHE Fo|
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