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MRES] R HE  JEREMY BaR

¥ 4z A

# o7 HRAME ddee oaelEolM(disinflation) Zao] Zalol
&= Aataiel &4u |82 8448 (sacrifice ratio) 8 FHBIC & o7 £3) 4
MY FREA FHoM HABH die @ eli@idolMal MARIZ L] By A
of FEsio{ o248t MHERE{2] O|RE logistic smooth transition
autoregression(LSTAR) #EH& B0 HAR2E 2Yol ZHBIC AEEM
20} LSTARZYE HME BlMEHEE B sk Aoz Ueldct FHE 2
AMB2 Mo YA Y FRSE 2T Hue BHI} ClAIEH oM}
o olEafold MaelEE MMEHoR ARisHETIel oifol mal AolstA|
LIERC) o218 #ike & MHel WEla Jiol ofEshe EAEQ! o] 8
AEo| Cift ZRE 75 % MYUBIX| G2 HHHE R T Ucks HE A
Agict.

WYl FHO: AME, UMY, LSTAR
ANGPHER FHER: C3, ES

* =R 20014% R EFAAT] Aol A s B (KRF-2001-003-C00154) . &
Ag =HE AR e F HAUA A= -ud,
* HedEgn AALR 23, e-mailt hshuh@hallym, ac kr
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LAE

2R EH ol (disinflation) A AL B4 ©rle] Ak &4& FUdich 1980
i #1990 298] A1 E o] o] 42 A7)AAE FHY Aol dEA
ozt et whebs BAHERE FHA] ATHE g} Hsliof she )
€ B3 dHUA sl A Eojo} ). o HE =S THE e
AR BEEAe] ERE B/RMLE wWAlske  B7IRPE E3A (inflation
targeting) & =Y HEA U8E SR ol =AU BI7RPYEHA Q] 4FAQ
FE M e T A&l S KAR oet 18d I A ZeE
T e A7ES/ AN HAagE FAC aeslol §irt

Fs] ersliof she AlAMEEA WE A #3 & tlaRlEde|d H Ao
£9¢ Wrkske ol 52 shlck. A S Y2 J4 (Phillips curve) o
oA AEFdolHe] 1% Eeho] sutee Aitake] 3 2Q] &4u)8]) A E
(sacrifice ratio) & g8k Zelth Okun(1978)e] vlF A9l 748 Eo] Ra%
A& 10%7F EAMQ dig) ai3ict. o] Aelre Mde dYa F4E e
o SAEE nAH] Urke 7H e FHEJD. 1 ol HAEE T o
o] AFATE FARE HEe EellA o= Ur

g, Hool ¥ E Sele B3 FHE AR TRk 0|83 REE
A7En ot A ol ¥ A 734 (monopolistic competitive) Z8AM & 7195
o] AIAHEREE FA] Y3l HAdEE dAs T@rldE HEdsRdE
ME&E7t Ags PRI ol 7717t el wel 1Ew ol el tigh F gl
T35 5% (concave) & Hefe] HYPx FME AAlgIch wbHel] AAkA oF
(capacity constraints) 28| M e 534 2o WA I/MHOE BV
gog 284t olg A7t el wel QlEH ol e Feo] riEEHE
EE2% (convex) HEl9] YA F4E& AAEtT gl AFEa-lEeoj e vl
3 Y7t AEFH o) el AAlEE o8 REx o & E B9 viwv &
(menu cost) AN A B7PEEA] 7198 7R F3 WESE ST
t}, olgl¥ el B Eo 9 v AEH nAes S ddFHcR
Aol BE% geje] Wy J43 dXdd. v

urek s Fado] vldEold B EE HiAEe] Fei7l €k HIde ¥
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3 gee] AN E B A2F-AF YoMt BAE R 4SRN ARET
F718kn ch. B 2.2 Schelde-Anderson(1992), Bali(1994) 183 Jordan
(1997) o 4FEHL OECDE7FE dli-io] vidy ¥elo] P ES Zrevtn 2
AU vjdE HAEe] A d7E vF ¥ BIRMERAE 9] 9%
I7FeE WAoR 53] @i o|FeiR|a Utk & Eol nFE Clark et
al. (1996), Filardo(1998) ® Clark et al. (2001), 7§utth= Laxton(1993),
Dupasquier and Ricketts(1998! 3 Huh and Lee (2002), &% Debelle and
Vickery (1998) % Huh (2002}, 2283 93& Debelle and Laxton (1997) Fo| 9l
th olE ATEL HA 8] AVIEECI AF ol FF N Y o AA
o] UEE A ERlaigch ,

2] A5 AR AAAR] A77F g dolth. WU - HA4F(1993) o]
BOKRZ2R¥ & | &3l 1975~1991'de} 712kl tia) EA4E 0,98 Easlgent
Age] 7 stellM g€ ZAztolr). B4y Aol di Be ATERES =
o] olv] E7IRIPEHAE AMestal ke AR 47180 Aol Warge AIF
gt st B dFe oy HE QlHsta 3o YL vHYgH g 4
gch, EARRL A9 Filardo(1998), Huh(2002) ¥ Huh and Lee(2002) o] &
TATE vt dYUPH A EYE ol 8l GUNHA By EH e ME
ARt o Fystm FHF Aol sk 2 Filardow Tong(1983) &
threshold autoregressiond 3 & thA-2Y o8 Yulslod njZol HHEL 348
YhH  Huh®} Huh and  Lee¥ VARR#E| logistic smooth transition
autoregression (LSTAR) 43 € 718l &3 9 shvclel Y &L &43819t
F el MY FEad Aol Aabe FHzRe] 24049 (discrete) ¥HA FA}
& A4 (smooth) ©]1 12 {43 (continuous) 22 AgPHTh= Aotk B FFoA
€ F2e] A58 AEsld sgEe] v S wysigict

HAA SEAGRYL s8] QFEolAF IFdgolA Zudee = =
B3 R B4 (inertia) off 710 S 4718 F2HAQ] FRARRE B} o Y

1) wlAdY gy S i vial A 84 288 Dupasquier and Ricketts (1998) & B %32},

2) Cecchetti (1994} 8} Rowe (1998) 7} A& ¢ uie} o] vl Ao o& 8 A7e e~ 7
Bol 34 A3 279 W4 endogeneity) FAl o} M8 wgFo] dom w9 wH
Az Aozl wigshe gyel ok



180 ST Als0FH A3E

ok @ 4 Qivh QIEFe]HE Alte] g0 mel =elA &3 BT &4
(persistence) ¥ VA& Wi Age] Utk AuiaHEY AFH A ZuidE EF
283 (adaptive) ZBHA Fol| 7118l =glA 2F=e A Yol stk Aol
v BV i@ A3 & vizfel Wzt ti Zlviol eldiA BB ol2F =™
23 AL A7IHE (self-fulfilling) & B8 @4E& P&t IR D¥e A
ZUE AR B4 € BY 7 Jlen meps g A2HE 7R 2 233 & AF
& ok ol % PHEE et AAAE (aggregate date) E 1Y ¢ FHAH
o AREe §449 2P AR 23 NP & Heshe R¥ A o
Z g F ok s
¥ AFE Gordon and King(1982), King and Watson (1994), Cecchetti (1994)
9 Cecchetti and Rich(2001) §¢] |79 22 wige)x daitad, AdFdelA
agxn wgEFeR 74¢ VARREE S 4584 7|ERgos 9ot udzy
o] X3 71&9] 479 thd thEd| Schelde-Anderson (1992) 3} Ball (1994) & ©]
Hare] WFo] QlEHold 2FHY S B3 S g F8F YL F 7 Ut
gl o] F71ERich Y 23 nizdad, SWIFRE 22a Susan
& 37he] 723 ndg 3T PTY HAEL 71E] ATES "M
Fsande] it AAEEe] v AFHolHe] vh-ge] ulEE gt A
B9 £&& N e 286 WAlE 2 ndake] Aol MEsloio} dict, &
Aol A Shapiro and Watson (1988) ©] AHVARREHE] 48] o] &3 Ar|A)|<k
(long-run restriction) ¥ 2J4443 (exogeneity) 231€ ¥ ¥ LSTAREH| &3 &}
o §&grt 9
o8} w9 T4 thEF Ak ANAANME vlAY BB &S] FAH A

& R =9jta oo dAlE] B wiAM Hetna she EAEE Lol
3 FUBMISE AAE M3 2¥AETMEGE F3713 BiEbA J1EH el EE B3] 98

ME MEt o] & 4e%e] #4& Fepsfol At iR wiek 48 Mgl $EHEE

A AvAe R1Fdol4 sidi4lele] deez Fga 1 8le-e o o A3 Rl

o} o] ATEAYAA o A olae ndzY HAE e AL 5 4

#e] sitkn & 4 slth
4) King and Watson (1994) & 3714 <} (contemporanegus restriction) & o) &8l] 2PE%

)& FHe FHAN} Aoke] Fabuidol] wiel Witk A& AFYPc. WA B =F

3 o] A7IMFRE olgdhe AE L B7IlM Wete] 4uaE-E Sk g1 A
2ol FHHES LY.
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o AN E AR ol 88 ¥ E 438 AVAdaEe #4E9E
Eagct. oS A VA e 438 B 712l F94 gelg A
eig ohye g,

. o84 wiFel g 24

Y2 Fio] AEQA 7% tadEdl Fae] Aslof she A g &4
2 YUY Fo AFYoldE ERIslY A& ¥ e UM e YA P
T3 A ES B el AlFAo BEEA st g HAldl AlgiaA]
et et 13} 343 &4 (first-order welfare loss) 2 §lthe glulelr), Ahagke] W
T e HEArEe] 99€ VXA 87] Mol AP UL AEGe HE
Ae ¥gAE F oy AEde HieFde 49 FA Bk EF De
Long and Summers(1988) 7} 8}%l ule} o] HM o Fe AEFe] ¥EAo] A3
FATT BAAR 2 AR We # 13 FASHEE 2R g

v g2 Fie] vjdgeld My thE Ayt e A gl
AAEHE vieh o] WY 2 FHo] BEQ A folle tAalE ol B Ho| Z4s}
oo} & AHEHe] Aavt Y Ho AFHlHE 4918l AL Qe F1H
Q1 AEERY A, oly EMIEEE AAA (preemptive) 2.8 AAI3Rs R o]
3ol d5d E7HE AAHE BAAZ] 98 AR B EE Addhe AR
o} Au-gR A& ojngct. up A wER AlRAZ1E FAE nRlE ol 2}
Fol o]& Yo AT YalA ven BEE FiHo] 87H A
o} AbEEke] WBAL AEFY] 4T Y J8E Fu 53] Clark et
al. (1996) 2 Nobay and Peel (2000) & 2HE#e] WEAE 47 S8
AERe] HE4EE 7RIt A astan ok webd AhEde] WS
ZeAdle AL 14 FANES A& & Un AVREE SEAIE F
Yo fe 1 vihe HAE )3,

EXA AARYNA AAlshe viet o] Wa FHo] 2Bl Al dAd
th QEFH IS 818K U0 AE F e HEF] YT F9 da
FeloldE S8l rdlol dhe A& SAHEG At webM AFH A A4
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dEE MAHc R FEE ol47) glnt. 288 UFHH Aed¥e At &
FAFE 3508 4FE BHOR o]F onAor 91 89e] EAFT
3 0BT WY x FHE S WEY B A7IHEE FEATE ol A%
ZFo] HATES 7R A& AAKE.

ol s} Zo] wlg- AolatA AAEE HAA Feole WHE FHo] ofH Hejg) v
AL Zherbl didk 97 F84E& ¥Rk adddE Bsla ol7a)
upd el & Fejoll thafr] §eol7} o] FoiR|m glA] gt EF o]8H BYEE
o] HAlehe vl e Rk 4FEHeA FHo] JeeA] g€ & ok F7}
2 Dupasquier and Ricketts (1998) & & 7}2] 3] v]A ¥ Bk Baeo] vy
€ Zo] meidhs BEol ARE ¢ F AWE & Add: ¢l 3 gk olHE HE
€ T & =F & 5T deo vy s NS Mdsled )
Hrhe VAREY ] LSTARE% & A7isld v|d34-¢ Y3 s 30 T2
HEPE S Aol VAR-LSTAREH 2 A&H o)) w ol A o] &llA AAleh=
T Y] vjdEAge BEg & Ao £ 2T (kinked curve) B ZE
¢ FHME 2531 E T e E8Y Jux XL

VAR-LSTAREFel|A 559 WA 18] 23R W EL nde] X3
4 A7) a8z wde] WAE] Axe AR, § 2l uet A3 dd
BAA AP REL ol 818 FHIA 4 YA P ES etk A
A8 & mEoA ok REL MY AR FEstn FRY FAH A
< AEE vk =3 U FAYEe] FLR HAYe] HeE ztegd MR
ol JAsl FFE I ES L7Y F Uon HA &L FAAAE f=
T AFE guigitt. HAES FAe A9 37K 8R1EE FO AAE A
Hyz,

AR Foo Ui e @y Fo] wde] ME & AHE Holer} s
Roltk. 29 o mddel g F W] whgn] g daiFeold o] A
ok sk AEFe] Aa F FAH2R ok HAEE FYUr) old H§
el Fande] g T Hae] e &L Bl g 498 Ay FrlE o
< & de AEFE PTG E 5 Uk o] ¥EHlEE Cecchetti(1994) 9}
Jordan (1997) & B A&l thris] o5& (benefice ratio) ©18} B3lvl. Joz w3}
H gre} Fagse] BvRRME BHog BrMedHE 270 dAlzes o)
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31 o] 5ge] AAShe TEY dEFEAoleke 7]l 8ol wEte Aotk
Filardo (1998) & ©121§ A3elA] o] 58] &2l 258 ¥ B/M4gE & 27
of dAHoR AA G 9ol FFalol e vl golgt Folghed & A7k §Y
FEE ol 8 A AN AL A5 FRFH] daAEH A F AU} of
UH B7HsdE S AR AAEe e A7) Ao el el &
A & S8 ME BoF7HE BA "o o] ARE 53] BRI ERA S
A T3 AT A B AAF ol g5el A9 Al AnEY £
shezkel dig %E & F 3ivh

A Il ue] Aid el 2 Gyt doldrt she Holth o] AR

/¢ gradualism¥} cold turkey 2] B FAR 3Gse Ao F2&5d &
& Aolch, Taylor(1983) & EEE HAlAE 7 3 7129 AR 7)ol

o ZAle B30 E) AL Aile]l g F4A7]n] HRH BE7&e]
Aot g FAHY AETh AEge] &4 Ae AulgA golzt AAg}, v
ol Fapl M cold turkey A ez} 3ol ©7|7te] FAT B8 Fo] & &4
of Hriy Tt Sargent(1983) 9 Ball(1994) o] 21318 S % B2 e B
7RREg el gk ARejzle AHEE wo A¥AEC] wWEA AQEdelAd Nl
£ 238 710 A ole Aol e e Fe] &4 FaATE ENE e
the Aelth B =82 gAgc] 389 FA&xe utel WEES & UEE 3 &
o2y ghael Zgof o Mele] Hujge] HERIAE /38 4 gl

iAo 2 S e mee] Aapzt Al Alde] AR & 2o ael 4
olg7} sk Aolth. & S0 mde] Ar|dsFHd BT Ao ArisE=
Aol DAF A 1 A MR dolE & o AFdlolAd Aot oy
A sehEoite] R o} tE £% Ak ole & FAE Agse AlHe
A EHol BB dEE FerkE BH I
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0. A534 2843
1. M8 VAR 2H

£ w2 AFEMdA o848 232 Huh(2002) ¢ Huh and Lee (2002) ol €]
Agct 4 mdzd ). AANEF(G) 2En Q&I (09 13 A S5
ER 7TAE ¥4 VAREYE e o] R¥e adzdud(e,), FWTF
(e ) 2R FHFLRE (e ) 70 T2H wBES oM 4T T
tha 7Pg%c) o]E F2A adEe BAHoE sHgshe uig) go] 4o BAE
s @76l Mz AadArt stk & E(eps) =1 for i=j %
E(eyey) =0 for i#j. #7}2 §=& 278 /AN ke Mol A a9
23& BRE 717000 dAdos Aygdctn sk hebd SuiolA Ry
A e, % £, BEEUC o}FF FEE FA 28k o] AdxdE 20
ety =7 4l 4EF % QEH 1A B e, T €, AT FA W&
& AR T g #& MFRYA FUsA =2 F Qlth

Ay = ZUayt.idttt-i+ glayy.imhﬁ' goayx.idﬂwi‘*”eyt (1a)

Aﬂtz “ a,ﬂ;,jdttmi“’*‘ ga W,idyt»i"*‘ ga M,id”t—i+5my (1b>

714 4=(1—-L)°I" L2 AAE&AHag operator) ©]t}. 4719] 232 A<}
o] gl W) va) A &A B MEe B4E e, ol AFd vlA
Y BR2Z Hrisld FHdol € 248 F7F TR sold WE vig 5
AR Holet st

A (1a) % (1b) ol A-8&R= VMA (vector moving average) B8-& HHPA:

Iy(L) I'(L)
FZQ(L) PZQ(L)

=I'(L)e,= 2

A,
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A7 L)& Alxk&84 Lo thgadelnt, 284 Qe ¥ 724 adhe
HEs7] AHME F7t2 3 79 Agzde] Basith B AFME Cecchetti
(1994) R Ceccheti and Rich (2001) 7} v]=e} &S F4 3= o] 88 2ul4
8L F7lol AEge] -3l JIE T4 Sevhe 7P ™ o] )
AgzRe 4 @6d de PerdE MDY 942 (1L2E 9oz (&
I'p()=0) AFgezd §ag + ck F7igFaido] olgh Zo] &3y
(lower triangular) Q1 73-§- w&ee] 24L& Blanchard and Quah (1989) 7} #|A] %
g BAM A BdE = ok 2t B AP E Shapiro and
Watson (1988) ©] A|tgt W& il ol §3ked] o] e 48 g A% A=y
& VMAR®o] obd VARRHo| 23 faigich A% 24418 4ol AR of
A 549 VAREEe LSTARAA O] F715AE A folx 34 & 5o 723
Yo AAE 4L 8ola & 5 A slFE.

Shapiro and Watson®] H& o]&3le] A71AG2Ad I'p(1) =02 4] (1a) 9

e WF dro) AFES §E D22 (& T, =0 AGGoH 20 5 9l
32 2% 4 (1) & theT Zo] upol WE ik,

=
Ay = Zganidtt i+ gaw,iAYt~i+ Zlbbyn,idznt—i+eyta (1a")

A7IM byaiE A (109 UE a8 Baolth ¥F 7.& (p~ DAY A2
7E 3 22 AR ¥el2 REEh 2] (1) € 89 e 47 B BAH
Jd OLSE F3E + vk a2y deld459% % (nstrumental  variables
procedure) & &3t Y4 (consistency) & 7H REHFHE & & ok g
deldre dy & dr o 158 p7Ele] Al Se} 4t o} 0RE p7ixl el Alat
Haolnh, 4 (1b) & 4719 dEfsged 4 (1a) M =&d $34 6,8 F
7hetd A& 7P BeSAE 4 AUth Y o#d Waeg 4 (1a%) 9 (1b)
7h BF 2 A9 BAE Hold 4 (99 ML)E P82 /38 VMARE S

5 A (b e H(1a") &4 (Ib) o iy F F4HY OLSPPL 2 FUABA FHE 4 Uk
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ol g8l F2A A e,9 ¢, AEFH QB oo} Y FS HH 5
Act. Tef B¥o] 3 &3] 4 (exactly identified 7% Shapiro and Watson®]
el d =&" 23+ Blanchard and Quah®l 2% s}

2. LSTARR ¥

A (120 (1b) & o3t o] P2e] Yz FPejspu:

) [ Bawl' Hanl' 0-1) bl jjt (e

| Bael' Banlt Damd’ AK: £
EE 7158 e8] #r)8hd
x,= BL)x{+e. ®
olAl 4 (3)9] F2A WAl ot o] LSTARE A& Arleich,
x = PL)x {+ A L)x [F(z ) +¢,, @

471 E(L)& L) e AFEE FYsA THAL0 ol§ dFsiolA
LSTARF-E2 oM Adg J¥RE niviag delz 4yd¢ g8 yad
B71A%2AE F5U 4 D9 F@) & e 28 2428 (logistic) $4<]
P E et 7Pk

F(zo=(+exp{—-Mz,—a)/8,) 7", (5)

6 P(L)T S L)ojA dsahe Hely A
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7]1M F(z )& 03 12leld] #ajsl Ax O0RT Atk ¥ 2. & APAR
(switching indicator) ©18] R c¥ 289 FHHFo] dolvle FAH (threshold)
ojt}y, B iy I £E& SHsin F4E SURP] WA olgEE
on@it}, SFgAc e By A7t do A2 F(z)e 938 A5 T+
ARz YL Myo] Frh HHdHo] B4 vt RIUER HIW RIS
Tong (1983) ¢} threshold autoregressiond ¥ 4|8l 2z, 7} c BT} 271 B #
e7te] oRo] upgl FHAYe] FLAH LR o|FolALh BF §,v ABAE 2,9
EZAARNY B 1 JBRE 2,9 Arld Y& @] q&d 6,2 verh
ol 7,8 czte] zelQl (z,—c)E AEEt TG 25 A9 M FHE
g AslolA 27129 AHE folatAl WL LSTAREH i 71ed =9
%= Granger and Terdsvirta(1993) 9 Terasvirta (1998) & =3},

3. H|MY BUE

A¥rgel A% YL 4 @AM £2E FANEATE o83l FYHQY
wbies 7% 4 vk e AEdolde] Ate A& +Fl PlAE
Q&L eln AEFe] A%E Famie] 42T FEd vAe 9% 7
(cumulative) & 22islA ®rh. ol& Feisle] 713 eol W HBE SR() &
Holepd

g(a Vi+i/0€ 1) B g) ;Fw.; ©

SR(P)” : a . a - £ ’
e " iy,

ANM T e A (S #o] LB 7171 j9M (& L=) Faadd @ &
ojc},

gy B =R B4 22N tiale] MERE ol Bl ¥
T ¥8% 4 Qe Koop et al. (1996) &} UnbEH W88 (generalized impulse
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response functions: GIR) & o838t} Wpe] dutEAvle-2 mge] 1 Wl o
Z (forecast) o] W&l G8-E meo] flvka 7P & 7% (no shock” scenario) &] ¥t
3 vimdld =&} AelsH He xo YNENE GIR v e ol

FMe]l ZA R (conditional expectations) 2 #2718 4+ Sl

GIRx(n,Vt,(l)(«])=E[Xl+n|Vc,(l)t~».1]'"E£Xt+nla)t_l]‘ nr:.o,l'z'... (7)

A7IM n& A&7, v, v TEE Y, o, Y WA FrEE &
Z71994, ala E[ - 1 7]h-&8 A} (expectations operator) |t} 4] (7) & o] &
Bld BAYE-E A8

SR(p)= 3 gbc;m Geme 00 )] ZGIR (G, € 000 ), ®)

A7l GIR y(j, € g, @1-1) & FRAF e ,01 27AY 0, AHNA LT
7% 712 7t AuE Tl ¥F yol vAe F¥elvt. 2 ¥er GIR,
(G, €m0 - B8y AYS] 7 FHANTAFE 0o T8 d2ol
4 (NolM 38 GIRE & (294 B4AL R +38 A0S FY
sich, WA & (6) 3 ®) oA AME AYE E=F Xk

a2y B =5 o]83hs LSTARE A 22 vjilde] A ode F2Rkgol
AP ¥3 9 A agjn 2719 wel AR Enh ol2i§ @Eel X Koop et
al. & 4 (0o 94 sle FAY 20 713E #EWMS (random variable) 2
Aegjslgla wehd GIR, 94l 847 €t ol GIRI FAEE &3]
dairE 28E AlEdelA (simulation) 8loF FThe ZE onidich. gollA o]n]
918 ube} o] Shapiro and Watson 28l @AY GIREA S njNEAd e ¥§
371 9180 S4E VAR-LSTARZHoA 8|4 &7 2& 724 sH & st
H&8H o) 4¥ 4 9t o auRE Fo AAE B 8 A @ G)de
we] AE-g 4% MYzl VMARH] obd VARRE 24 RHEALLS

ANER}, ol F3E VAR-LSTARZ N 2&H o &3 £§ $4§ Altzd
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Trete RAE gniste 4 (7)o wetd el dig Wege 723 we
Gl R% T & Utk 2o SES 4] (8)d o8] VMARZ o2 A
to] glo] oln] ¥ VAR-LSTARE#e] &3 286 23 £ & 4 ot &
=FollA o] &8h= simulation#8 € Koop et al. (1996) 2} Weise (1999) & ¥ &
wWar}t B3] Weisew#9 $E& VAR-LSTARE#H Q] Alg#o]Mel thsfr AA
g A& AFech

*Er.‘.}, m}o

V. ASEA A
1. MHVARZY F¥

B Ao 4FEAe RE AE7 AY 7R 1971d 18718 AlFe R &
g7 @71 Aaprt 28] Al 19974 48718 FHoz ¥
o7 Age eMe & gk AFANEF(y) & AE 2FEHT 19959 s e
g #8719 AEGDP 218 HF glolch. m¥ZUG & 19959€ 7IFeE B
718 FEEVIRFS FUBAFY vl g 208 HE glolvh &M (n)
€ 19959 E 71e7td o2 B7]9 LAE R Se) 271E Mg Ase g ol g
gt BE A8E 2y FHolA (http://www. bok. or, kr) o141 g wkglr},
37191 B 37 X-11 7€ B8l AEEA sislen Y4dAss HAEA
7] Wl ol& FFst] £71d FA2 AP},

7) A8 FRFA FA4Y WEE 2APdE Fode wEe] gtk 28y o] N2tg
AZEN A7 Bl diEiME welrt ol ulFaitin shiich B A@NE
AHY qPger 313%‘@ A ehiw 27 A9] S BHAlle CRAY Rde g 2y
g Aol F 2HE AFEMY] 294% 9L FPAR] E 9% & e ol i
Feizh glct. whebM 91%4’}7 E AFENY Z7le e ol AdRE Aoy
& 2len] of2ig =ed £ dfoiXe q8A771HE WA 3t @97t
1997 119 A7) wfoll 1997 48718 2 8%7] o|Ae] 7130 TFAIIE AL
thi el 4= gleh g} of Z1bEde) L@zt A8 e e AR
ol AEWTEC FAHF A5 Ev SHE Agshe 19989 187N E 25U
E Uk ol3@ BT AfrgEde 89 BAE Adale ta AoAHQ Addw
BT8R 19973 48718 AF A0 XU A89]vlolFe 28} HAFHT o) B

Age] M Fol #&8 d77t et



190 BEBEBHRE As0H A3 E

71&9] dT7ENN FFAAE 19808 28 J1Heg 1 o|aF o]Fst Ha
OE T2E EQittn #EEtn o|AE 1% ARY] a8l o 38 A Ay
2 Aolstn 9let. 1980 o] Foll= 53] HyE Bl AR ge s A
7185 Fo] A #3}590cl. Rhee(1995) ¥ Hamilton®] Regime switching 282
ol g3t g7 QlFFolME 19819 28 Pr1Pos B AEyoldy IW
oA W& AEH oM FHo R HAHYct ¥ itk A (20000 = 7hA
REREYEE FAAM o AZIRE BalEe) IEH el vXE Jgke] 1A e
ok ulg AoldtAl tH A& Bangict ol9} o] 723 g 1eAe TE
& Agole 7 7I0E Eddle Wz FPshs Aol 71 & WY Aotk 1
gyt F 713 EREhd oPAITE oF 10d ARE ¥FEld FAd) A8 5
UE ABF7E FEA YW olKo| FFo ol &ae vMY 2y A= 23
of & R4e] 7 M| vl 242 Ftetr] Wil A o)7)3ke] 2L Al
B7FsstA doh ¥t 728 HEE FAE A Sole 24489 oY 7163
Aol A71EG. olE Eol Ravn and Sola(1996) & o|#3F 99 EAH AR
AB8E si7HoE 717sta 1 il vl 23& AU 9¥o]l F7bEn Bai
and Perron (1998) & H4-E9] @ (unit root) v} B2 & (cointegration) ) &t
ARZAE g F 2L AFHY. oY dF EAES TFs B =Fo
AFEMAE 1971Q1-1980Q4713%e) Beinl & PPt 133 A} o] tn)
A% 9 VAR-LSTAREY RFlA 71814 f-2l3elet Jelgtl. o] s v
T ulghA g S A W& oh AT A ad ARy &4E HasteldA 2
Z4 1%l 7hed g U & dvke RHellM ol gsiv|3 AR g

ABPVAREY S F3387] Aol 7€ (augmented) Dickey-Fuller 4 -& o]-83}
of z} W<ee] A B (order of integration) B FAMACL BAAWN AAGDP, 14
22 a3 JEYeld 2T () AR gHTh old] Wfle] AR
(cointegration) BAIE HA37] A&l nH2UE dARTE o= 4EAGDPS 9
glopde] 28, RHo] Johansen®HE& FHEch 2 ZF trace®t maximum
eigenvaluedd BF 5% FrelTEolr 34 ERA &-& AR olug Ax
ol 71238t 4 (3) & AFAGDP, AEd o, neze] 12} APASE, A5 18
31 1971Q1-1980Q4 713HE #7168 AU R T49E MBVAREE S o]§3ld]
FA3}, 8 B8] E3E = AlRte] £ p=32 Sims9) likelihood ratiod A o 2]3)
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A 2R F3E HAES (B O MUY RYe] de Fo] Bagr
2. LSTARZ2 &9 #H

BT vdEAde] EAGRE BHse AAYPE B Lagrange multiplier
LM) 72 342 FHabedl 2 olfv &8 AF7MEM AFE U (MYRY
ol EA A9 FAs =7 WEelth of WelE AL A ) £ (5)AA
NPRYE 7Hshe AT Hee A=00|0 old dujg digrid H\&
A>022 43 & F vk N Byjo] gt e EAsht ARl et
A= FHA] v A7 Al WERE AR7Mdo] AR A$ widy
R e S(L), A 281 ce ofd &% 7 F drke Aeoloh ol &4l
2 93171 98] Luukkonen et al. (1988) ¢+ Granger and Terasvirta(1993) &
LSTAR¥-E-& 13} Taylor&4 (first-order Taylor expansion) .2 TAM A o] &81%
E Axsln AR €88 e REE Ak olEF WYg gl
Wy 2o ek LMAAE vhgel A GAR 4%,

A WA dAA AR PEEe] 2E 4 (3) & S YA =
29 A8, 23 AEYINTHYAN 2EE BAE p,E HoIch
7h A% 2,8 ol gdtal FAkee) ¥ SSR{= Tl ALY £ wiA @)
oAl ZAE L) ;x, & Z,E(L)x o B RElgHE $38T ol

WL)i# 2L 4 @e |L) B &L)A idx #sol st ol
2o v AEAFo|th A HA gl Zo] £&E A (Vv )E ol Bak] AAA
%9 § SSR!=3viE 7tk vhde BAR A Wsel dg HPSAS
LM,;=T(SSR{—SSR !)/SSR | & 74%ch ¥E Te @AAe Folth. AF
7HdElA LME 2% (m )9 BXE 7Y AfEe 2 A1) x o ¥3€ 4
wHgze]l A molth. ATEAES Aol AHe AlelE(size) & #]

8) FrAWGE wedshe devle BT 2oE R AFd] HIMEE LSTARY-Folle
g et
9 MA 1ol MR vps} ol FHL 4 (1a) oM A (1b) o} €M H¥sejor k.
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(power) & 337171 98l FHBEAR F =[(SSR{—-SSR{)/m;l/[SSR}/
(T-2m;— 119 AH-& Hagch FHIo Weise(1999) & GEHH A oA
& 4719 HAYe Ft2 2% dAE ¥4 Y 4 e Likelihood
Ratio (LR) A& o83t o A% 4¥e AR/ H & 289 e
A A=tk Q%= %, u,/TE AF¥/KIEIAN 34T E-3E4
goln] R'=21v, v, /T 28 Aeo] glo] FHF EA-FEAY

11

=

o]

I

s A7 ai=( Uy, G20 % vi=( Yy, Va)olth LREAZE LR
T{log|R% — loglQ'}e1™ (m;+m )& ARER s ° BEE Zeth
5 723Me Ae3p] YA ABXE 2, & Abdol (a priord) AHsledo} &

Th10) 2 =Reld ARAESY TR pelshe WiE Ot 2k AN 2y

& PASHE A2 UZIHE(gy) T QEF)ANBE (4n) 2 158 47A9) AlRba

s5olth, EME NS BYd TP THRAANE (40 9 1RE 41X

o] AlApSEolt), i Tt olFH]ERGelA A sk vhet Zo] A& -

oMzt v Hely} AF oM F5d AASNE TFsAol Yen

AEBF oM (m) o 158 47p29) AxPAGE F7lgt). FREze & Dol

(B 1) o] LSTARZE 243

Ay Mad | LRER Hg Lvaa - | 1IR3
Fig:d dy Adx A A3 dy dn A A
At 0.18 0.14 0.17 dr, 0,00 0.00 0. 00

At 0.12 0.05 0.11 Pz 0.10 0.00 0.09
dtt, 3 0.21 0.14 0.20 ar 3 0.18 0.08 0.16
Aty 0.30 0.22 0.28 Vi 0.22 0.14 0.22

4y - 0.00 0.01 0. 02 Ty 0.11 0.03 (.08
4y -2 0.05 0.09 0. 04 Ty 0.05 0.02 0.04
Ay -3 0.10 0.15 0.14 Ty 0.14 0.09 0.17
Ay -4 0.18 0.27 0,29 ey 0.21 0. 15 0.22

Z: a9 FAv BARYSTE pralue)

10) "l 22 RETD /PO Y o14-g sy falel dukaiEojop §i), ofdf
3 =9l Tsay (1986) 8% Luukkonen et al, (1988)-& &z ale}
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FolF (marginal significance level: p— vaiue) & ©|-8-8td A elskr)

HA wHEAE HPA RS o[ 8¥ AF LM B LRY AAZHE BT My
AF7HEE 7124817 officka vehgr). i AESEHe 3 Qg o)
£o] HEARZ MHE AS ARME 7149, B3] AAEI dy, B
Adr 9 735 LM 2 LREH 25 8tA d¥e] AR & 7)ztetn] LSTARA
& Aot $AdcE F ASuce 350t b gl s 1,8 A
BARE 7B A9 FolAede vepla ok 9319 @3 F3E LSTAR
ARl g8l Adng 4353 2AE AFedan B F Ao

BE B¥o TP AR & H5-EE TN g i 4 58y s
AEAE2 w2l 5 ok AT LE 2P L 3P E e glon Ed od
HeE AR ER ol gof fithe o83 AR $8a] ¥t} ole|d wetx
=B E DY 2o el A@ARE AY¥h 53] Granger and
Terasvirta (1993) 2k Terésvirta (1998) 7} A& R4 Q) W Fol) 71 2L 84
FlFEE 7 A& ddsiete AnE ol o] By =84 24 e
7 2ot 4719 AL LSTARR Y& 71 she digd7Mde) @A 43=EUL
7V Be AHE Zerh U Ak g8 HBAEE o83l Uy S 4
ol BAHL o= ke Be /M FE ey AR} $A AFE 7
ol vl Eglo] FiEoizle) ol2g AfelM AFIM-E 71 e 712kt
© oAk fA R Ee] 7MY A HEARE MPshe o] vigAEths
glolr}, o2& W A by, B drE A¥AEE AT 2
AU 79 A GlM AET oA 2A € BAE foidol 4 A
g 339 BN g4 sz g,

3. 7=& VAR-LSTARZH +3

o] 322 VAR-LSTARE# & HA1¥ Haaey & o] &k 3% 4 ok
a2y AAFA el 7 (convergence) & BA17F 158 ¢ dvdl B4E
o] HoetAY e TE BFER S 4uE 4 7] wiEelt)h o3 B4
E ¥ wEoA o] &3k VARYH ] LSTARE®Y 3¢ o8 4zt 4 glon] 7
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444 (under-identification) & HEE AYE Utk Terdsvirta (1998) &} Terasvirta
et al. (1994) & APollM= WL S(L)9] B3 Al A2 FY3HAY Gol
g Al dr1el FHEAE ddsta vk ey o] WY wE W] 4
282 JFAZ F o] VAR-LSTAR¥ Z& thiig: 2ol Hfole 34 &=
&) 53 23t 53] Weise (1999) 7F A& G vhel o] ojd Ajekg o] 8|
thgt o] &3 230l A MERa FHAAI} ¢lelR FatE Ao wha} nzst
A ¥wE 4 Uk
Weiset= VAR-LSTARE & 2] F3-& 91§ tialet& AAdch +4, 4 6) ¢
PAA & ZA | EY Fishs B4R /MR 18 Fof SRS £
& 233k By A8 HINTIEA BEe 2 PHHES OLSE o] &3} 37
g}, wiajgto 2 Rabe] WAb-FRARIE] 2 H I FHA A
£ HF Mg o] wHe Al AlFE Agske BAE AT F 3led >
Aol B84 (efficiency) ©] A6Hd & slew 24 o9l A° HFELAE 78 + €l
the @go] otk 1) B =E-E Weised] W& t2v £ FHAHE o2
thre] BAAE g meigch 2 A8 Eeit EAE B -4.0%904 0.2%p
#H FEAFAA 6.0%7H4] BEAZICE B8 o9 FAER 448 + devt
A W HWeEo] ¥7d Halg R BriHe Id&d Ak gesida £
& ol o] W9E dEwe] 748 BEA F IT A o] (A 9] 98%
d3) & B5F ¥E QEgolde] & R e BEAE 96%0d XET.
2 (4) & (5) 94 AABHE VAR-LSTARR 8-S 4t a4 aelm & olA
o] $ME e i3 E g o) 8il FTCh =FE Aate] $A-FEY
ol 2 YL Hagete oo 19 B, AL HFHeR Pt 0 AT
v @& 29 Fs dell End@th gy, 7F ABAEQ] A5 c=1.69 A=5.62
& Addn), A8A 87 dr, 9 A$olE 0.0 2 A=1.51 283 g, .8
BAE =22 3 A=4. 272 AR A BF ZF P PInA e £AE A
FAAo] HrHog o= ULE ¢ F Uth12 ¥WEHE i

11) Terasvirta et al. (1994) % U W& GU¥s LSTAREH S S0 o] 43815t
12) A9] onlE &) B8] &7 8 RBAEN dr 9] AFE B B 8 Fl)=l
& QlEyeld A4 el Flz) =08 ABYeld segamies sisial 338 A
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E 2 2% AW coff ot 5

AVAE O Fold Al A% 243 | A= ool § co] 294
4y c=1.6 A=5.62 A=o00 =246
dm -y =00 A=1.5] A=o0 =072
-y c=22 A=4.27 A= =30

E 29 A WAl €& A7t B (A—o00) HI8le] threshold autoregre-
ssion2& o)A e} Ze £21AQ FHAE 1S B4 FP ATl £
A ce At BA-FEA Qo] B $H A Hargshe e s Az A
ZAF 25 $3E A0 FUA do A FAAEE e F3E A
M3} 4doldle}. o] threshold autoregression &AM F58 Aduiel B =§eo
VAR-LSTARE#Z AN {38 Aozt M2 Adoldirhs g AlARL

G D2 FHE VAR-LSTAREZ | tf 3 taksl A4 9 F2 4 (misspecification
test) & A8l O 2RE dAlFeleEoE Fejaldth F WA Gol HnE F
TAGHE BE F 4 da) ¥ AF S 7148} o] il (E Dol B
g W3 AHAEEH LSTARE R ] A dirks A& A&t Aex 87}

Ay R dr, 2 AY 4 FFHELS U8 FYE BF B3l dFPeivt
RS AR o] ¥is 9 oA dA Goll Bt IMEA S At A48
2 ARCHEN7} gl&& Holn A WA Holl e Jarque-BeraZ A& B4
(normality) 78 % 87} gl&-& vebdct. ok AEAE7} dy ¥ B F
FA A9 Zabe A 7H el thd e Bolm glont 10%pEAMRE fe
ok LFEA 42 gxjell wid g ol BESERE VA 2004 4 LSTAR
YL o83t #Hlsn sk 1 23 25 ARIMEE AYsie 2] o

=1. 519 2|ASE dr,. o] BAH c=0oiM & el BFRE F AL Fln) 2 0.82
of 24t gt @AFHE QFHolY FeTH SEEUE A2 0.82 % 0. 18R 71§
HAlel oiths 9ulelct, shR Ar,. ol G & dele] ZEUANE A& B Fla)
£ 018122 @xle QA Fuleld doidd stEEw-g 7z 0.18 2 0.828 7FRA G =
Holl lAgich. 2E A7t BAESE MBGErE webn SdE e g Avh Bt =l
FHARo] ZzpH o g WlEhE threshold autoregression 28 9] Bel7) Hrles Ax < 4
pi=8
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o|4te] LSTARS A &6 gbe AR JEyit

2¥ol AFA it F7iH HESR (b 32 E48YH (parameter con-

stancy) o] g HAAINE Hagicl B =Fox o8& AW Eitrheim
and Terdsvirta (1996) & Terdsvirta (1998) 7} A|Al g+ pio g w4-Eiol AR7bd

o

.

s 7R stel M wage] At mat iAo AEdva P
13 wpAet go Fejd upek Zol gy, % A 7F HEARYD BT o=

Z2RAT gl ARAE Vsl g, HaE EXo $U AAE
Ay wo] eataet, 12 A9 4EF 9 dEeold 44 B i3 248
Wl FAEsMdo] ZFetA Z14Egd). EAEe] 242 F(30,65) =4.62 % F(33,61) =

(B 3) FYE VAR-LSTARZ®O| CHE MH2F HE

F44 | Fitest | 3%/ 52| AUTOWM) | ARCH{4) | Normality | LSTAR | Constancy

HYAR = dy,

dy 0.04 0. 80 0.26 0.31 0.06 0.18 0.21

Aan 0.02 0.82 0.17 0.15 0.09 0.13 0.32
HEPAH = g7,

dy 0.01 0,72 0.48 0.28 0.18 0.16 0.27

dr 0.00 0.68 0.25 0.16 0. 19 0,22 0.43

@A FE= 7
dy 0.03 0.91 0.18 0.12 0.03 0.02 0.02
dar 0.04 0, 86 0.16 0,04 0.00 0.25 0.14

Bl

13)

D B8 FAE YARATE (poaue). T HA G2 A (@) 8lE Flz) 8 As 257t $All

0oleke ARAAE FEADS ol sl 4AE Auelt, o/ 712 #AE A WA d& F
AY VAR-LSTARZ 3 Mgngel 24k vj& 2 o wge] 1R} oW Aae] $4lo] FAR
o} Ak AL ouj@rh, AUTO4) ¢ ARCH@) 2 F719 Wl ¥ 2 oAl s €& 247} 43}
A7) #3434 ARCHERE HAsHe IMAE EAZL FERAA 2238 $ARYTES Ba
o) A de el AFAE Jarque-Bera A H-E B8 AR Falojr). LSTARe|E}
T BEIE AFHA e VY 20M9} BUF WHR Fhatd] LSTARE AV JES=AE %
), wpA e @& ReEwe AR R Birheim and Terasvirta (1996) 2+ Terasvirta (1998) €
w2 o] gal HAsh= FEA R P fAFEE Rt

Eitrheim and Terssvirta®h Terasvirtats WzPdselal A7kx] @8 eE AAsed £
=B BFEo] ¢ (monotonically) 28 #at opg) vitk23 (nonmonotonically) 2.8
T AEdicke Mt TR #4-YuE ol aglr)
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7.952 A RG] BF 0% ARt A¥EgM megdle] 712 A
& FEHoRE Y E FASAY] gEele A5 B on o2 A
E ¥ =8A o83 LSTAREH S AP E A i RzpAzIch

ARt ABARE 7,8 o1& Fo] AA stk (E DM AH=
uio} o] F F34) BF ziate] Figel lzEd £8 AFHol A Yol
ARCHEY 183 3544 LSTARR A7 2&E8D Qe Aoz ey
ol Aibae] 2ol dajre Ragde AFM R Z1Z4EA. ol9) Zol o
3 AR TAske Ae AT FHE BYo] HAlg HXY Fejo] FE3] &
AFA) 23] WiEold). o Helel vjaE REE mejsledol & Aotk o
AE 239 HPH L =5H FAHRF) @R E 3] HEiM e vz My
olof sk FAjelt), B =E-& o @ ek r, & FFAEEZ e BYL
o o)A :213lA] g 1 APAdol AEH dy.- B A9 AT ololAE
FAollA] o] &gt

4. vjiiy BYE

E e 2 ® 9AsKE 58 (p=20 9 710 UF HYEE Bagrt. B
E FAE 4 (6) M AAlEHe viel Ze] AFH ol 1%p st FREE A
&4 5 FHREC, HIRAE} A, Y BTE REAY 6tn HYEL
AEH oMol FE3A(dr, >0 ¥ W} PR (Ir, >0 Y W] F 71
Z7199gd qdM At v, 0l AEAE 4 FE Z¥BY St HUES
sloliz A3 (dy - <0), FHE BF0< dy -1<3.2) 232 2F(dy (-,
>3.2) 9] Al 7HAl Z7]edel talA Aok W) weel Arle 1%9 2% F 3
+& n#dh UM 1% L] 277 1L58% Y B¥E o] Arle A%
2¥AM £E2E Fande] FFHACIY 2% FRAHL] 27|17t 3.16% Y 7

14) vleliz HAIRE B7Y GDPALES 27E2 YESGE A5 89 16% T2% 14
FaUe A9 16%9) e FHH HFIUE BIA7} 21 Abo] F 16% 9} 84% M A
g 292 o ve REAAe) W9l AT 0|9 ol 27lddE RS Ae Yol
Holuh RE 7948 neishe A& BoPesly] WBe] ARG Hal7] ojelg Meolt,
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T2 R E3¥ FAe 4 9580 U8-E 22 ol 1%0Me Aate) wlmrt
£o)atA stk

AlgEold At Q&L wde] Fio uel 2AAog Wastn JYch 2
HA ¥ B 25 t2EH o] 9ol (29 ad) EFE HAEL AA4EA o
Fdold Al (e adh 7359 deldith. AL F1E ad AR
o] AA3E F 2714 wat golsitk HA R¥ALl o EAQ t]29E o]
Aol A58 B¥ AgAIZIZE QIE el e o we] gagol AlEiAzL
et o ool Hls) Xl ATk 1%9] dagiEgelAe A7) AZY el A4
T3 AL Arle 3.86% 2 AEHRLE 2 AZE A set=d
ME AE2FHAIE 8.02%) o]t} Azl Ba e Fxld Hlg] e A
%9 A71NES ZAstn mebd A4EF S4o] o A4 Jehdda & 4 itk
RERY] xRl UsIF Yl A9 A EC] A A7) g
Ztopdieh 1%9] t2R1EH AL M4 FHAME 9. 23% 2] ANEFULE 2
etk W AR AdEHe e AAERA 5.29% 28n 3R =)
ME 3.16% 2 JEITL A#HoR 77t 345 BiEe A ave
A depda whebs YaqlEgeld P o] 4slelof sl A& arel &4 =3
Zopxickz dHAlch.

AAAY A&l FEAAe B4 APES FARE Wgke g 27]oRAd)
upe} Az, REAE RE HAES FHo] QEdolAd AsIwHdA Arg
7%t e AAE A4 g4 Hr) 1%pe] AEg ol A5E WA

& 4 @0 1%p stRiol Btk UERISYS b FHE

dr. (B8 A) dy. (2% B) L
age] A7)
Ar, <0 | A >0| dy.. <0 | 0<dy,,<3.2 | dy,_,>3.2 | 2%
EREE D]
1% 8.02 3.86 9,23 5.29 3.16 4.53
2% 9.56 4.41 11. 85 6.62 3.99 4,53
AAAQ el Ads AA
1% 7.2 2.41 7.3 4.63 2.74 4.53
2% 8.59 3.79 9.09 5.91 3.57 4.53
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a17] flElA Aeslol sk AtEde] S4L AFdolA AeIHA AlgEw
2.41%%) vra slebndol A AlGEH 7. 26%¢] o] Br) HAGIZ L Folzl g
AEH A F5E Azl AsiMe QEdold 4o By seghadd o
B A EEAE sEdior gk wheh HAAQ QE el AedA A
o A#2 FAEHe 4EEL Q&4 dE=Ead o A d4lch. R¥BA
T R R 2 AAAEQ AEdold AedA] e sYge wE vyl A
717} BEETE Aol 1%pd AEdA A4g AAFor A7 93t
BAol AP UM HAHUAE S 7.35%9 EF A4 2oshe uhd
AR AATHAME ANEY A7) 4.63% 283 DA FHelME 2. 74%
2 #23ck EA7GA A&l 45E L8 4 IS AR Argse
771 FLE Ao AEH ol Bed fEshe B8 FEE FA
233 Aoty wEkx A7t A el FHY A4 dEH ol g e A4
Hog AR AsiMe o 4E =2 B3RS U9 o 2ygde A2
&4 B dve A& 9§t

AEdoldd e EE EL mke] Ao weh dslsiy ord < Egel
HglZo] F45 MET AW Holx gr}, ol2d Aale RE ¥ F
1SHA Yehta Qe dagiEdlolde] BEE R B EiAvE AEHolA
o (3heh) T A BAR 1%p2 AE#elA 3lehe 3.86(8.02) %9 AH&Esa
Zsht 2%pe AEHeAd slge] Z¥she AEFEHE ¥IQER
4.41(9.56) %°lth, 2¥Be A$E RE 27|dd] FYSA 1%p ti2ASH o
Ao HAES 2%p UaEdolAe ¥JAEF SYEHT ity M| 9
Edold BedAld A% ¥¥F A7 f58E. 2o FHsHA 28A
% B 25 1%p9] AFd oA 4eE dAHoz Axshe 29 FysE A&
ZFe| art 2%pdeg AAH R MA sk A4e FRNED A& iR
HA Vet

e o

o,

to
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V. A el g Ao

g Y 3L BrRkbEe €4 % ASAA /A& AS BAE 2F
skt MeE ool she £a% TAjolth. old] ¥ A7E §I7A e Y& F4
& 1 BAoz shed B3] 32 27T Sl S ES] vdge FEE0.
ol@H o AMAEHE vjX Bl el g BEEA P BAHLE ot
B d7olA o] &¥ VAR-LSTARE# S 3 Aspdes 4 Al F vk
Uelstth. LSTARMA S 5% vlAgAe] »¥sie gYEe] 99¢ 7HA/d89
B34 9 AEFelA rjalely] =i Ag aejn LR HFAEAY Sl &
23eo, A7as) gt HAES FAe AYA] 3 FUHE 2|3 FHe
237} f 2 EdolddA ofE AFgold AeE dAH R At A
A o Rof whz} golatA epgch. oleld AFHEL dYo) fEshe 7]E WY
Bt Jgsin FRE AR A ARt 53] 2o1dA SlE =9 &7
AERAL] AEH FPE AdN FEE PRE ATP

AAA AL B2E) A nge] e A7 wet SPES Al E
£ #4 grlethe Aotk REAE o2 B0l AFRHAM =29 Y& A
o] Qg old FeTWlM A" A fole FAgrishe Wl QE A 8t
gEwdM AgE A5 Bagsiicl ek AArE A dAle) o B
Fugoly 28 B2 AES HARYAA AAste AT o AFH F3
&S A w2 AAE AR Fae] JUck ddHes o astd §3
g ADF E o B 8 AER HYEo] FH AlPA7]e] o
g Wgksle fALE 28¢ WE & vk TR NEREE YR g 2
e 43 2 Ay ge ARAAE € F slvke e AT

= AR AP e AAH Bab el f84e B Aeloh AFE A A
E& YxAdEgold Fale] A7t AAAA Aol deofA FA BHE
o gk webA QEeld Aee MR AAste FHol FUY FE
o} a9l Edold AN} vl go] HA 28€che A& AARIT. AAHA §
3L a4 Evprt B4 A0l 2 vehdn e ERE 7haE olgke
Aol SAste] HFEEE dick ¥ =i AT7dde AEHelde dodEd
AAH e fegshe B Aol F71HQ F718 Fode A g5
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QEHIA ddoel Mz 73l e A Al awio 2y 213 19l
Edloldel wdE H8 a7E e Y B81ES g 5 Uk

< BAEo] B4 gradualism® cold turkeyF2] 9 B2 3
€ Agzdl wet dggichs Holvh JF3EN28% 1%p &y o]
Astgto] Zhpslodol she AHEHAE BE Ao dAH 2%p & clislete
EJAEG et E Aodrh. F4% QFdolH digel o &2 HYES FE

€ 22 gradualisme] cold turkeyoll ¥l&] Au]& HAFYg <fv)slny FAA 9
AT S A Taylor (1983) o] F24& Skasic),

2 A9 w9 AP e A YA (policy expetimentation) o] BHEE RAolc},
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Nonlinear Sacrifice Ratio for Korea: An Empirical Investigation

Hyeon-Seung Huh*

Abstract

The purpose of this paper is to estimate the output cost associated with lowering
inflation for Korea. The paper is particularly motivated by a strand of theoretical and
empirical evidence in the literature suggesting nounlinearity in the outputinflation
relationship, viz a nonlinear Phillips curve, We model this potentially important
departure from linearity with logistic smooth transition autoregression specifications.
Empirically, the model captures nonlinear features present in the data. Output costs
for reducing inflation indeed vary, depending on the state of the economy, the size
of intended inflation change, and whether policy makers seek to disinflate or prevent
inflation from rising. An important implication is that inferences based on the
conventional linear Phillips curve may provide misleading signals about the cost of
lowering inflation, and thus the appropriate policy stance.
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