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o o7]x] Jtgk ARdo] AAAGA ] rlA| = e dupv o A&E =7 o]

£ AR P A5 BN ) S0 GOIE 2 BAlel B ATl
& F2o] AE P A FAEE ol §5tel A ANGA AALDS] A&e

7 (unit root test) ©] G| o] &= o] gt} ae|a vl=2] 147] AAZEA AAE F
1370 AFmel|A ©9lZo] WAET= Nelson and Plosser(1982
T ele] B A7 @2 HH AT oAt AA
o 7|3t A&dvia dHE gt

2
O{ lo
Lr&
-4
:imlm
N
_'_I[UH,
=
fo

SAAG7E 19l 774 %—‘HEL 7}”‘4% 7174812 Fdhe Zﬂgi gl Uk
(DeJong et al., 1992). o}F=2], Perron(1989) o] 8tal nle} Zo], oW 5o 3
B2 Al A FERsE YRSl = Eekar
o=

S92 A4 o2 e B
el wel2e] e Aeke Yo g ANE AL % )

5w BAE W92 A4o] 543 el 17 o yeut 29 9T 9l
w2 X|de] 2olel tlaliE 8 ARE A FeA Eae dolr. BE,
ADF 140l 17] S0se] 945 2428 v 2de 4 sl
AR, oA B (hias) & WEST JE FFsAol B olid BAIE Adal

7] fleide WuA FEEFe] HolE 43 = AR (Impulse Response
Function) @ FAZQ1 EA-& EA3]oF 3t} (Andrews and Chen, 1994).

2 AFolAM = ol8 ZE F 7] FAlE nE st g AXA WFEe] A
e AdEST. 4, O FRHEEE o]8ske S A% HH A%
st TAATY] AMES woluAt Tk olF #8l ADF (augmented
Dickey-Fuller) ¥ A3} KPSS (Kwiatkowski, Phillips, Schmidt, and Shin,
1992) 738 A%+ B AAske 7hed], 7 A4 BT Hg F He 7=
HalE 3ggitt, Fx2HIE uEsteE 92 AP S EE Zivot and Andrews

5

Jb
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(1992), Lumsdaine and Papell (1997) #H7%<, +xHstE ndsh= F48 2%
© 2 Kurozumi (2002), Carrion-i-Silvestre and Sans6 (2007) 7373 & o]-&3t}
W
=

B AP E o] AF F 67 AF 147] RES o] gate] de] 2470 B AR
2 pagte s BeI2el e Beo] oln gu 49 5 YEskE vl Aol

)

o, & dyddde Aaderyd e Hols 24 AdAp|dA2
(largest autoregressive root), AFZIZ]AAIFTE (sum of the autoregressive
coefficients), 24 &3] WHFE7] (half-life) & F7g3t] AAFA <] a3t dvphv
QAT ALHETIE AEIT 53], & AFeMe B 724 st A&

&

FEY: woﬂ wAE G FEAT BT 90 Aest gel A% 3
o T Aa Ao FEvsle] Tate] Ik BE BAL 71gold eigie,
S A58 2 A5} S A ] §PEE A S

A e el fieh 2 Age] Rkl ojoh 2E s S
she ASd37E AlAE Aoln
o] Aol 1990, 3t o] 5 theket Wvde] AgelM el Aol =3l
AR D2 7H S ARsks 23 AR S @2 A9 34
A Al 24 gL o] ANl ARES TR EAEY

WS WS FYSEA PR AANE PAHOE DR PS8 S ER

&

o K

Al

Jb

o2& %313l (1994) ¥ Harvie and Pahlavani (2006) & A+= & 4 U} 2
3814 (1994) & Al 22} Af3Hs 2321 1980 48715 F2Hgte] Alfoz 7t
A3lal Perron (1989) AAS 3t aL, 3h=re] ASoe F+x2HsE udsid
@Rl TR TIRIET) EolRitke ASAHE AT SHAIRE,
(1994) & A= F2Hke] AlHo] Abde] d&A dtke 7Hgell 243
ujZol] FRHAskY] AlH-e WARSE Hste #H2Y] EAH S o] &3
2 vt Atk H5e] 1997~989 AA71e TS A<tat
e gae s = AAES} Briusich

=
shel AL wolels A=

2) Harvie and Pahlavani (2006) &

©
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Harvie and Pahlavani (2006) = gt He] F2H3}E &-8slHA FxRslke] AlY
S YAHSE 7H8R= Perron (1997) 9 @912 A3 S o] &38ke] 1980 187]%

Bl 20051 4827171419 gh=re] 71 AR E BT olES 2 IHAA
o) A xz AR 10719 AXNAAAEES %‘iéﬁ%tﬂ TERHle gyt 574
Aoz Vepdrla 7Hg8kE AO (Additive Outlier) 2 Lol o] A}F A

T @92 ATl Z1A4EA ekskal, Fawste] iﬂrﬂ ARA o= Yepdtia
73 3= 10 (Innovational Outlier) 289 ZA-$oll= 107] = 2719 AF5olA] @
AF7Hdo] 7124t 39, 10 23S o]g3shd 1070 5 7702 AhgClA 1997
3 AA77F sk Aoz AeEix| vl A0 Y-S o] &8 Ffole w1
Me] AB o AT 19 28 A3S AS 4= 9lQlt}h Harvie and Pahlavani (2006) &
TERSE aefshd 1071 - 2719 AbgolA @l 7Mool 71z H= 10 29
A% Aopg 7zt o] ARE ddem B A3 FIE o= 72
Wsle] g315 sk afslol gtk F43ATt(p. 18).
siA|RE ml=re] ARE X% Perron (1997) &) Aol B]FHE wf Harvie and
Pahlavani (2006) 7} A A= 23] d=¢] A-fele T2 &9 4%
o HX& ZH7F ARG AZEHA] geS Bl ZoE diME 4 otk o}
=], 199739 ZA717E Fxste] Ao r FHEE 45U BA due 2
= GE57] o]8]$ o] Utk B Ao A= Harvie and Pahlavani (2006) 2.t}
39S XBsh= 24709] 271 AXNAAIG AR E EA g obge] ¢k ¥
Tz 3}t 3188 Harvie and Pahlavani (2006) &} @8] tlre] +2031E 3] &
< AR ARE B3 AR AT} vwshd ool tigh wtto] ofE
A 2etd & AeAE Btk o8, FXRSLE ueld A& 54 2945 A

3) Harvie and Pahlavani (2006) 7} #43F A8+ &3 2o}l 19959 7|& AAGDP, HE
GNI, BWERZIANAE, WEGYAZE, PEFUIAEGY, F29, £9d, 2HRE7}

A% (CP), BHBF. 9/29 9ERL. o F CPlsh BHIF. 9/ FEBES Al
@ A wE B SRAY el Aol
3 e

4) Perron (1997) & A FAl9] Fx¥H3lE 1335 Nelson and Plosser (1982) 7} @9 2<
Zr=tha 43 nj=re] 1370 AABAAAL 5 970 AADAA g 7Hde] 71z t=
ASATE AABIATH



W BB KRS Mg Lok ko] feEthel ok HI%E 89

A4el elolg Austa 2o ATEEES AU A 39elHE TS 1
29 whel 2w 9 ARe Auart A 4gela e 2izte] Ay dais
AN, A Sﬂoﬂﬁ% A02 249 ANA|AAZ, AN, 245
3] WIS o) o] A2de] 21E 2k WS Adeln 242NE
AA gk, o}%a o] A= Fxustd tg /Fdel wek A%y 24 A}
YA ek 4 QlEAS Belth A 6gelNE 28-S AN

P

Ao ddGHE rlste AAHAES TSR
olg¥ BAE wHEgtiu Awelty. ¥, Blanchard and Summers (1986) 5 ©]
271 (hysteresis hypothesis) & A|A|ele AFAES A E gk =42 g3
7F w5 Q#Et —g 8] Welw, 98]l — A&SEra % L‘J‘jr whehA Az}

3, 1A 714 (Fisher hypothesis) 2} AH]-7]9F 2p4H714 ﬁa%] 23 (consumption-
based CAPM) ol ¢JghH, A& o]zlgo] el
AR, gEZHEe] F Ykl AJuEQl Erbgel o) ﬁa@%‘jr% ?Uﬂaﬂwjéﬂ

ftlo
>
rr
o
o
rlo
o
ox
ol
&
2
o
o
o
=)

[e]
2 240 AABEE YIS AT e AGIAE 08 B0 AL

Jepob @5

5 HlmAe] EA TR A AR QlE] AAZEo] AFAE w21 dvkaL
He 235 FATEH M (Trend PPP: TPPP) o]k F2th



A, @] o Fe 49 A& gk s|A2 AXEA FEte] EAS o
ek Advtele FA) 9 ggto} SU\D‘r. 18] 3 Nelson and Plosser (1982) 2]

Perron (1989) 8] A4-& o]} 22 582 Aldde] HUth I+ tF-go] WAl
3k 192938 Fxsle] Aoz 7HEskal Nelson and Plosser (1982) 7F &9
AALE B7Ee 1370 ARE oA EAe, 'A% 1 5 9] 374Rto] T
o5 Zte Zo® stk ole o] AAsEe] 24E FAE wet ojg
EAZ whEst= E4-FA A4 (broken-trend stationary) AJAIE9E BAFE 4 o
™, FA ZAAE A7 R "o S ARde AlQshd diFite] AATA e
B AL ulshe A3

Arestis and Mariscal (2000), Papell et al. (2000), Camarero et al. (2005) = <]
2l vl ddE /\] -3 B2 mEve AS52A3E Atk o]
o} 2L A, AEAQ AAAAYE TR ol o HI A Areke A3 g,

AFE tigk %7—1 ] AALFE A E olsA e B ¥ 474 T4 v
2] iR ?—:17\131 FHC & ALS oulgt). Papell et al. (2000) &

2 =)
o gt #2594 A (structuralist theory of

__,

unemployment) ’O] =i
A A o] A& jﬂr AASEO] A= 19909t SR = @92 7HE & #]#| e}
sk Agko|de). ARE ZH 2 Malliaropulos (2000), Atkins and
Chan (2004) AdolA&S tFe=Z, Hegwood and Papell (1998), Papell and
Prodan (2006) & AA8-&S thdo g 23S ueld G HY S F3siol
olg Am A BA-FA B rHitke ASAIAE AXEITE 59,
Hegwood and Papell (1998) & d&g&o] EFst= 4 471 E4E FeE
Zethe Aol dAgee] EAd gk N2 A543E50] #-PPP (Quasi-

6) o] Hotke] F@o AFAT| A Maddala and Kim (1998) # Perron (2006) & %38



HE BRI KRy Regs o MRl FEEME] i BE o1

pPP) 7Md3} #E-TPPP (Quasi-Trend PPP) 7S A #]eh= Aolehe 14 A7)
aFich

ghro] AXZGA Abgel disiM e oA 12
3 A7 BA @stvh. 2ol wel, oA AdEe] Aele oY
ok A3l AolAEe] gole AM7FdR 7R A AR
ok At dAgee] Agele FriER M vkl A3t A

&

ot

Ll

=

A

<

¢

1o

Nt

i r‘ug juhi)
ot o o
£ filo
z X 4

o
ot
<

Q2 r

A o] APAT AdeEs & W, Id=9 Bl 7=

ST A e sk AEe d5a3s} siXo] JFed Aew VdET. v

o, A 1997-98\dell &= AA7F A2 AN A& Aeteld e 22
I

#Hel Bege dg dushl Alg.

oA EANe] MY BHEE TNk ATNEE Sk SN, TEME weld

Al 9= ADF (augmented Dickey-Fuller) ©¢ 739 3HA2& tfe3} #r)

k
Ay, = 5,Zt+ayt—l+ EﬂiAyz—i+Ut 1)
i=1
Zt = [17 t], (2)
A7NA, y, = BARFY t-AH (=1, ,7) #FAE, Ae 12 RS
E, u,~iid (0,02)E FE4 2A4¢S Yt 7+ 334 842, & =7

}1‘
5]
2

A =le] ABYL FAF S8l PP ANEAS B TFSE BS

7) el AP Eel 1(1) olghe AdATRE AE - 3x ]/\(1998), A1 (2001), el A
x| 0174}“50] (Dolghe dF2+= ol&5(1996) & A - 22 (2004), 939} o B3} 1t
9] AAg-go] [(1) olgk= AFEE Bahmani-Oskooee and Rhee (1992), 73] (2003), £

S2 L (2004) & 5 F Yth
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< gk

AF7Hd & ‘{yt}leﬂ @92 Aot el WAleln, dErMEdE
Yy, Ho 7 A8 AALeltF el BAlolth ole 2] () eA AF7MIL
a=0°2 H/MLE a < 09 5otk HAHBATE o2 OLS 4% a9 ¢

&3t ol ¢ olgka sk AR ke =2 WU (general-to-specific

method) & ©]-&-5f] ﬁﬂ.*??l‘?‘r.f‘

olgJgt ADF A< #AId T shte 723t 7Ieids o8k &=
Zlelet. Perron (1989) & o]} 2-& #A1E sfAat] flsf Aol g2zl & W
< Aottt Zivot and Andrews (1992)
= TR AR E Fozl AR E o] & BE oA WA R T o= ¢
A= AAHEES A8, Lumsdaine and Papell (1997) € Zivot-Andrews 73732
7 Heo FHsE neste A= F6lel

Zivot-Andrews F7gNA TR {32 Al 72 FEET A MRl A
AMTEe] 1 FHito] Wslele Aotk F MAle BARTES] S7Fe0]
%5}’3 = 7AelH, nEAE Al fiAls T 7EA] s S s A -folth
ZAzve. 23 A-HAHO|ERE (crash model), =3 B-AAEHIRE (changing
growth model), 28 C-E32 3 (mixed model) .2 EHTh AAFIAXL 24 (1)
I ot Al 7EA] FERSE 3 stk A (29 Z,7F v 22 dHE

zteth

-hl

z
©

rir

o

®E Ar Z, = [1,t, DU, (3)
®E B: Z, = [1,t, DT, 4)
w2y C: 7, = [1,t,DU,, DT,]’ (5)

8) kA Wi el HuA Ak, ) & AT T w9 AR S AAIS F
Hoz {4 w7iA] AArE EAFoZ 2 Wike WS gwiith &
Zivot and Andrews (1992), Lumsdaine and Papell (1997) o] A3t k=12

max
1, FYFEL 10% 2 7|22 itk
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M (dummy variable) ©]W, DT, t > Tl t — T2 2 2t %82 &
A5 09 #he zhe 7Pigelth T,e d9e] AAAE FHs AAE YR
31, Lumsdaine and Papell (1997) & 5 o] T+2131= 18sle] ooy &

A A BEe AT,

Eﬁé AA Zt = [17tvDU1tvDU2t}, <6)
®g cC: z, = [1,¢, DUy, DTy,, DU,,, DT,,]’ (7)
®% CA: 7, = [1,t, DUy, DTy,, DU,,)’ ®

el HellX DU, = ¢ > Tpol™ 19 3 2t 3384 e 35 09 #e 2

© gl DT, E > Tp008 ¢ 750 3 23 23X 8 3% 09

e e Sl i=1,2). T, (= 1,2) & F W9 348 P2t A4
2 etk 23 AAE T e A9 WElE, 23 CCk T o] 49 waje A
2 2% CA: T Wle] A9 Wald @& Wel 7197] Was

Zivot-Andrews 7“34 Lumsdaine-Papell 3¢ #AF7Hd-& ADF AA A4t
2oy agA Qg7bE e Yy, D 7F AR dERA] ek Al AR (x
B) AREFAL 712717 Wstele A8 AAIg eItk el Aotk Fxws)
o] AHE BE AR G AHS e R 8 ADE 3925 RHeA o

2 35t ¢ 0] Havt He BIdS A9enth Y & F A% B2F g9 AF
7hdel 7P W= SA7E AAE = Aol FERste] Ao s FHh o]
S Tust (Ty, Tpo)Bha aAh APBAFE 2213 T2} Ao .o
2 AYHe  inf-t;=&  ol&¥Th  F Zivot-Andrews  HA A=
inf—t;=min,_ t&(TB)zt&(fB), Lumsdaine-Papell A8ANAE inf—t.=
ming 7 ti(Tp, Tpy)=t (T, Ty)ol AHEAZCR o] gHT]

ogtol| A= Zivot-Andrews 773} Lumsdaine-Papell A4S E33l] ZA-LP

9) ), Lumsdaine-Papell Z3 e F W] 2Rz} dolo] 2AE 4= gtk AlS 571
2 R, Z T, # Tpy Ty # Tyt 1.



ot 9] ADF A% 3 ZA-LP el e 992 7Md S AF7H = F41%78 7t
9

A& s/ R Ao mebs A vko] EAekA] e @ &
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4 9% (Amano and van Norden, 1992

Kwiatkowski, Phillips, Schmidt, and Shin(1992: KPSS) & ¢
7R st FARS ATV S A sk WHS AASS T v, 7t v 2ol
A FA z,9 SEH A r, SEH 2249 o Foz FAAEY A

B}

1
R 23" A8s =22 93
).

o
N
e

rld
N
P
filo
i)
et

Yy, = (5'Zt +r,+u, (9)

ANA, Z,= (1.4, r=r, 1+, n, ~iid (0, 02), u,E FPH ARMA
7S VreRTh

{y, )27} 34823 AADe)7] $18iME o2 = oolojof itk aglopt 1,7}
357} 5o, y,7F BA FAl A ARMA T e 747 ujRol
ok, G912 dE e o) > 0 ou@th KPSS(1992) & ol e 71
= A7) At v 22 LM BAES Altelsith
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T
LM = T77) 8/s* (10)

t=1

A71M, sE AT A T A 4,9 HEE(partial sum:
S,= UAl) <, sPE u, 9 A71E4Hlong-run variance) F %S UERATH
7154 B 24 W (non-parametric method) &2 31, & =X =
Aol 2719 AR Y BFolA ARE AUt 7P foet 2o g2 dexl Sul et
al. (2005) o] W& ©]-8-313Ath 10

3, Kurozumi (2002) ¢ Carrion-i-Silvestre and Sanso (2007) & Z+7zt g+ Wz}
5 W FxHslE neldhs 42 KPSS #A S &3t 4 o5 =&

B

oM AAE 2Eo] £ ZA-LP AHM AAE AR BAgh 2 AFoMe
wojo] AP 93 ZA-LP AR} AREE= 67 RS ned i) 1)
AP, APEAT, AT FEUEL KPSS AgelA s wdairh.

2Rske) A2 7 A BF BE A s S des AR 8

P
T1
oA y, WS FGS F, FAAFH T (sum of squared residuals: SSR) ©] # A&7}

i
rlr
>,
X,
o
rx
)
o
vl
N

. Kurozumi A& ME T,= arg min, SSR(T4),
Carrion-i-Silvestre and  Sans6 A& NAH= (TA 51 TBQ)— arg ming

SSR(Tp1: Ta)- 17, Tk (TBl,TBQ)t FEMsE A FYAE ek

o ZA-LP AFINE B2 AR S 717k Shgol 2 soblE AE T

zHste] A|ldom Hdest= o B8, Kurozumi 77

Sanso AHANE AR} (w8) AIRATE LA FAHHE Fpel A
e S22k ANEE Aol FRese) Agow FHEcke o) FEa)

e,

A=} Carrion-i-Silvestre and

10) Sul et al. (2005) el & Al WA s}k 219] (pre-whitening) 2} 0|24 AHEF A=
(Quadratic spectrum window) £ ©]-&3fe] A Z7]9] = EAE sfidl=
skel Feks ol Aol ZAs] Ao eA HY 3 =it Zlolth
11) &, Carrion-i-Silvestre and Sansé (2007) 43¢ CAR 5301]7\11# T WA s AJHEE
A ZYEAQ] 7]18717) Wglditta 73}, o)<} 2], Lumsdaine and Papell (1997) 7472
CA B3l = A AR 23} Ao vk A=A 7187]71 Melsitha 71 e, & i
o] 4 WslE 38t He T HdH ol sdsith

A = S
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3]

o]&t A= Kurozumi 73T} Carrion-i-Silvestre and Sansé 7AFE 53

K-CS #A@o=z F& Zolth

RERT

>ﬂ

A
M

fol

3. TxMistel REI 3

A=, B A7dNE 67 44 1) 29 nean o5 ol 1l age
@ ZA-LP #H%, @ K-CS &

2 #79 % ek O ADF 2%, @ KPSS 273,
4. GE De R a5 Soke 7o) AN 23 REE Peislel BolFm
912 FMa 2 M F ol 2

Atk @, @M 1ET @, OW 1Fe
g AR shoue] e} pREY, @, @8 187 @, @ 18-S RN

slo] 54 oj o] we} FREL. webd 7 g A% A o2 a5 1%
Ans AHr)ee 7)o R o]e" 4 9tk

g

EHZEE R

Tz}
sgoin w2 AT 3 A5
S acrr 1% @ ADF 334 1% @ KPSS A%
v ADF 7% KPSS 2%
3% @ ZALP HA a5 @ K-CS 3%
8 7A 2%, U?:ﬂA K 74, E?:%A
ZN 8%, 29 B K 2%, 29 B
&e3 ZA 3%, 249 C K34, 28 C
LP 7%, 23 AA CS A%, 23 AA
23] LP 7%, 28 CC CS A%, B3 CC
LP 724, 23 CA CS A%, 23 CA

KPSS A4 Kwiatkowski, Phillips, Schmidt,

: ADF A2 augmented Dickey-Fuller 7%,
LP 772 Lumsdaine and

and Shin(1992) A%, ZA AL Zivot and Andrews(1992) #HH,
Papell (1997) A%, K AL Kurozumi(2002) A%, CS #HAL Carrion-i-Silvestre and

Sans6 (2007) A< ek, Ztzke] mede] thg A EEs FEshy] Hih

I

3}
)

o]
!

@9 aFe g A9 59E Lelshe e BE
& EEW o Bo]7] o)
1

=
i)
i
rlo
=
o
o
0
x>
1o
=
(o]
)
O
~ M H



W BB KRS Ml et ko] FEttel e HI%E o7

B 75 (Bayesian information criteria) & ©]-&3l] 2EH=E sl 9] H=R3 S A
¥ 3]

o},

3

p

BIC = W(SSR/T)+ nxIn(7)/T (11)

o

AN, SSRE FHE Y] AAAFHE, ne 55 $E ek A
FAAE 7 2% delA o=@ el At FurlFe] Havt HE RS P 1
Fol AzRPoz A,

N

V. 274 Azt

1. 0|2tz

g
it
-~
e
hins
oZ
r >
38
offt
alt
alo
—z
Mo
tlo
=
=5
ol
rlr
N

B Ao gare] A
el #71E AXNZEA A5 E BAEIT 59 (B A-DS HyEe 557 &
59 FAE HoFrh FEAIHEE 20059 472 BE
AL Akgmuith ZAE AR Al o] gEba] XA § giith WEGDP, A

ZGDP, /*a‘é“ﬂﬂ/\ﬁ] A&, AT AREEY, AT, M2e i 7]l

ato] Adades 23t |
A AEINES 2P 4E AARE o] 8siith GDP ] AaFAk H
&, CPI ¥igls, A8, sHlfeds, ddoAES A9 UnA] fisFEe =
IR ABE o431k

2. TEHEE D2{siX| gbe chl2nt FAN Z4Y Aot

(F e FxHstE 188lr] &= ADF, KPSS 7% Z2#3E Hojzth o

Hel, 7129 ALEF wpsRA R A9 g AzeA T ML /)7ty
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(o)

=8

CPI W3}

T

AE A5

=
T

187 AF5ol| A

T

k)
y 8

2 AFAy, AR

o

==
-

7]
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2704 B9 AX e ATfolnh. ARolAgd W BAATE 747H 7
287 |0 AHAAR 2] ool Fitel= Aolth J/v_;}aq AAzgo] 7o
o= Hegwood and Papell (1998) ©] A|7|&t #-TPPP 7M3-& A Aol M2 A
Az A 4 ) 12

(E 2) 7=H3E T2{e1X| b hel2nt MaN 24y 2}
ADF KPSS
k t, BIC LM BIC
WEGDP 1 -2. 660 -7.856 187.897***  -1.995
AAGDP 12 -0.514 -7.992 0. 212** -5. 250
1919 AAGDP 12 -1.428 -7.634 0.077 -5.788
AR AR & 4 -1.251 -7.502 0.171** -5.018
AAZTHAREZ A 12 -0. 871 -5.384 0.271%**  -2.745
7 m_?rx} 8 -3.836** 0. 897 0.045 0. 790
AR A 5 12 -3.559** -6.964 0.858***  -2.990
CPI 12 -3. 404" -8.215 24.423%* % -2.797
crraiss 7 -4, 804*** 3. 360 0. 065 3.827
AdA 9 -1.707 -7.911 0.216***  -6.067
AQE 11 -2. 464 -1.476 0, 434%** 0. 262
M2 11 1.583 -7.699 2.000***  -2.010
kaik vt 8 -2, 414 -7.566 0.289***  -4.304
AzA7HeE 8 -3.159* 1.479 0.053 2. 956
FEH =St 12 -2. 362 -8.007 0.287***  -7.624
=AM 12 -0. 986 -12.015 0.333***  -10.325
AZFFEAAF 8 -1.199 -6.892 0.335%**  -4.502
HEshe (Y/9e) 3 -2, 249 -5. 800 0.306***  -3.818
HESE (/) 3 -2. 207 -5.373 0.035 -3.771
AAPE (/28 3 -2.230 -5.957 0.361%**  -3.923
AR (9/) 3 -2. 357 -5. 389 0. 044 -3.665
Aol Ag 11 -1.987 2.633 0. 238*** 2. 268
THTFAE 10 -2.724 -3.977 0.826™**  -1.339
FAHEA S 9 -3.213* -7.930 0.336***  -4.141
Fror = M 1%, 5%, 10% FEAA Foes UeRd, AAF ke 25 ) ol Ard &
24 B o7 A3t AR EA ZF AR+ Davidson and Mackinnon (1993) & |83 KPSS
AR A A7 EARE Sul et al. (2005) 2] Wo g 4 AYEAZ dAX = Kwiatkowski
et al. (1992) & o]&-3h

TxHsle] Iees SRS Eet 9/ AASE-E A3 UHA] 227 A=

oA 2wle] Frshl ek FEste] §3E 137 Az F Rl A
12) &, /<] AEEELE ZA-LP HHAMT @3] del 7Mdo] 717ER] g Aoz
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A Waksh AIEAIS) 787 WS S g ek BF CC7h AdEm, T we A
A Wake Bg3ke B AV 6] AR, T e] A wslsh & e 7187]
S8 S 8shs Y CAZL ) AR, @ N9l A Wake S gshe B A%} 27

TFzHske] A AL 157] AR A 1997 3871 5E 1998 187]714] 2] 7]7to]
AeEg) it} ol= 3k WMo 3 123k Harvie and Pahlavani (2006) &) 2&

7 &) 1997~9892] A 7|7} vtk BARTES] 24 S J&FE 7l
Homl, A9 AYNNE 19} e AL FasH Dol §& BelFe A
Fo|}.
(% 3) #z=Hslg Ta{st chelZ AN Z1b ZA-LP ZAH
23k Ty Ty, inf—t,  BIC
HEGDP cC 1 1978.1 1994.3  -5.477 -7.921
AAGDP AA 2 1997. 4 2002.2  -4.312 -8.312
1015 AAGDP cc 11 1979. 4 1997.3  -6.523* -7.836
AR A & AA 4 1997.3 2002.4  -5.322 ~7. 660
AAF YA cC 10 1975.3 1992.4  -5.726 -5.603
A nEFA} AA 2 1997. 4 1999.1  -8.440*** 0. 687
QA A 5 cc 1 1977. 1 1986.4  -6.611* ~7.084
CPI cc 12 1979. 4 1998.1  -7.947***  -8.469
CPrazke CC 3 1975.4 1981.3  -8.566*** 3.094
A AA 8 1986. 4 1997.4  -5.013 -8. 047
AANE cc 10 1986. 1 1997.4  -9.866***  -1.921
M2 AA 7 1976. 2 1999.1  -2.237 -7.945
i f5E= A 6 1979.3 - -5.098** -7.834
ANz2A7VeE CC 7 1988.1 1997.4  -9.921*** 0. 959
FYHF =BT cc 11 1986. 1 1986.3  -8.430***  -9.070
=AM A 12 1983.3 1989.4  -4.046 -12. 146
AR dF CA 8 1989.1 1997.3  -7.342***  -7.296
HESE (Y/2e) cC 3 1987.4 1997.3  -8.008***  -6.201
g Eohg (/) cc 11 1985.3 1997.3  -5.611 -5. 222
RS (/28 cC 3 1987.3 1997.3  -7.256** -6. 292
AASHE (/) A 3 1985. 1 - -3.488 -5.421
Aol Ag CA 1 1998. 1 1998.3  -8.734%*** 2. 007
THTFAE cA 10 1987.4 1997.3  -5.712 -4.151
TE7HARF CC 9 1989. 4 1997.4  -7.049** -8.225
Foorr 2t = AN 1%, 5%, 10% SR FATE YR AAF ke 245 §) oM AR &

a2 Aoz e AFEAGS] YAAE Zivot and Andrews (1992) & Lumsdaine and
Papell (1997) & ©]4-&k
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4. FEHSIE st MMM AN Ant
GE He A48 7H e AF7HEE shA AF7HE R did7bd 2FelA A
T W] F2HEE F8shes K-CS #% 27E HojFd
£ B, B 7Hdo] 714EA] S AR Ut FERHEE 1EsHA| B
KPSS A% Wit 65 Bolxlae & o+ Aok olgd FxRske] g3 ofn
% Ao @92 HAH M= 1 nlolth, AN (& 4) 9] AIe 28 22 A
759 71 7 21700l ol23 dvke AolA (& 3ol EIPd Ak €4 T
oA o2 Helth

o,

ok Ty Ty LM BIC
HEGDP cC 1980. 1 1995. 4 0. 005 -6.558
AAGDP CA 1979. 4 1997.3 0. 054 -7.362
1919 A4GDP cC 1980. 1 1997. 4 0.033 -7.483
AR A & cC 1980. 1 1997. 4 0.015 -7.061
AAZFu YA cC 1980. 1 1997.3 0.035 -4. 645
A nEA} AA 1997. 3 1998. 3 0.037 0.645
QA A 4 cC 1979. 2 1986. 4 0. 007 -6.019
CPI cC 1980. 3 1990. 4 0.013 -6.363
CprHzke CA 1975. 4 1981.3 0. 049 3. 388
AR cc 1980. 1 1997. 4 0.057** -7.832
A9 E AA 1997. 4 1999. 3 0. 087 -0. 999
M2 CC 1981.3 1997. 4 0.016 -5.764
L R cc 1975.3 1987. 1 0. 009 -6.138
A2V 5 CA 1983.2 1997. 4 0.017 1744
FEE T =TI cC 1986. 1 1986. 3 0.034 -8. 487
=AM CC 1982. 4 1995. 2 0.015 -11.303
ARV AdF cc 1989. 1 1997.3 0.047** -6. 861
PESE (d/9) cC 1987.3 1997.3 0.026 -5. 450
HE=ghg (/) CA 1985. 3 1997. 4 0.012 -4. 662
AAEE (Y/Ee) cc 1987. 4 1997.3 0.025 -5.658
AT (/) CA 1985. 3 1997. 4 0.015 -4. 644
Ado|z2& AA 1991. 1 2000. 2 0.053 1.935
THTFAF cC 1987.2 1997. 3 0. 144 *** -2.935
FAEAE CC 1991. 4 2001. 4 0.008 -6. 329

e e 1%, 5%, 10% FoolA f9EE el T 3% BT G718 Sul et
al. (2005) 9] Wow 33 HAHFAZY UAXE Kurozumi(2002) 9 Carrion-i-Silvestre
and Sanso (2007) & o] &3k,

ﬂN
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AEY AHozkg, 4/ AHTEL K-CS AFAAE B2-FA4 F73Al
Agel 77k A o= yeyith, wheba] A&l tigh 73252007
£ gk AM7RE R PN AR A ol 8, d/2Y] dEgkedl dig i
“TPPP 7}do] AAET} gL0], K-CS AAZoME 9/q AAFEx 7434
% AAIEE Ueigt=], ol 1o sk #E-TPPP 7} o]
PN Gia=

TFZ2HsLe] SeE BE ARolA 2He FxRHsyE HAg Ao g FEI
T2k 582 167] Azl 2E CC, 571 AFolA =23 CA, YA 370
AgoA 28 AA7F A9ETh FREste] AL 1571 A=A 1997 ~981d <]
ZBA17] 713to] AHE Qe 13)

i

e

o
oo
i)

olgel A4 ATE FHAY, B AT BA AREL A A A
FE ERT 5 Ao EHE R AT FY 17 189 3 238 2

. A WA Aot v g, Lxusiel RaAs AA A3
g AAE R Aty e WSStk &, ADF #A T ZA-LP AAdAE & A
7o) 712bE] 3 KPSS A3 K-CS AR e B3 AF7Hdel 714=A] &
© AmEelth AnFAe}: CPI Wgh&o] 1o &eitt

fFae, FEHEE n8sA] ¥ ADF A4 3 KPSS A4dM e &9
T AAG R AAEAT 2A5E §85E ZA-LP 7233 K-CS Aol
A-F4 B AR AdE = WFEselth. CPL A9 E, SHfes5s, A=Y

2o] Zxolt $4 U Aol A4k K-CS @804 45 Falxle] A4 5o
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ge, vel s g4 7 E ol AR A12EA gl

1
fFEEE stk a9 e A3k At ojd & 714

i
o,
=
)
&
;QCL
0
o
it
o
i
s
4
30
O
ol
i
D)
)
M
i1k
W
D)
)
M
L) TRAT 1
Jgom ox oxl

N

A, & AFellA B4 d=e] 2008 271 AAMGA AR FollA @2 Al
AL g 5 e AL AT TEF7F, < 78It o9 e 2
T 712e] BAdAM B Re] ek A Ak a8 A2 girEe] A
27 19 M3 79 NV, 5§ 28-FA4 A8 AALAY @923 Z33 5
| gk 7k 5442 Fslo] YA e AAI9Y 7Fsde] ke Aotk whet
A g @9 A% Aaelnt ofEstel AAlEAE A ek A 28AEE

= o

S H9 o 2H Harvie and Pahlavani (2006) 2] =295 Hsla At
15) 2 =89 &k Fxuste A4S delshe ZA A2 LP 1474, Kurozumi A7 CS 4
= EF ANt vk B4 RE 7| AUlEid, 4 FERHgkE ned g
A Aol ZA AR E 2370 F 570, LP @AM = 97l Wil dej 7o)
4= ADdES ZA A3 LP A% BFoA, d™o|xgz d/d8 HHEL LP
AR S sHdo] V1AH Tt thee R, FxHsE nEe A4 R A=
Kurozumi AT} CS AA 2% 2370 & 197) ®HAgollA BA-3=4 A4 7S AA8= 2
HE A3, AAED dHoxtg, d/ge AAEET To xIEQLh wpebA] FxHsg
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o Aol A2 Bl AAY 724 WEE ndshd o] AR Add] B
S ApEA @92 7HEe] 714§ a2 ERlsiith ©el2 7Hde] 1A
= A& T4 Bt GFH0lA] ¥ BARTEC] AlRte] A A7) A
Z (long-run path) 2 &S on|aity, a18iH, =49 g3= drpt o8 &
Herl gl gall, AR FACA olgd AAVE A7) A ERE Bet
< e #A dup B2 AZto] Aaue=rh olgfgh o Halr] flaie ¢
AT AR RE EFEot FARSETY FAAA 5Ao] A E o gt

o] oM d=9] ANAA ARES o E A5 FAZQ 278 A&
gt o] & $13ll Pivetta and Reis (2007) & #a1ste] 2|$:4 (persistence) 2 “of| 7] %]

g~

53k FAo] AARgol nx= 7] &% (long run effect) "2 A elgtt), Ao
_]
o

2 ASTE D A A IR 340l 01 499 B A £
o 7] % @ FAWA T AARGTL A7) ARARE Bk Swe) wew
.

F8% e A%y 34 d3t 9N BANG 7] 44ARE P B
wafel weh 2 gebd Svlel gtk Atk dhed @Al Agel Tae
5% A1e] ZAMGT} AN ok PEst 73:«11547}

Ay F A2 BN SEE 2] AL Fhe] RS
T T A
B3 e gEE el AR Bk s welth % A54E 34 )
B9 Ul 7] AN olgd el §7gle]7] HRe] 47 4=

2]
g WA =ofsA] #a ASE SHste AL 4T < gle Lotk

= AAY o 53 A48T QoA

Fo] 19} 2 EAE etk Bael Avie PEvs 05 ek 33
& EAEHUS AN ol fE A
7 51500 whe} vhe At =

= w il
SHE 252 43T YA 715 oAk HFAA 28-S HE Rkl gloka w3l

I,
offt
ne
o
o
o
=
=)
>
-
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A=)
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AR, oloh e BAle TS B9l
A Aolgta 44 4 vk e ® Egeta, AEA S
TolME A7) AR R FRSE FAlC HuE S 7EolA] &t oA
o], Stock(1991), Andrews(1993), Andrews and Chen (1994
Rossi (2005) & ©] #oFe] F8 AFEL B, A ARYNN HaoAsFH %
9] 3FekH 9] (downward bias) & 533t W o] TAl] ZHo] dda, FZ A&

2}
Aol 2 EE 7|5 (metric) @1 AAHF] A7) ARAZE FE7|7F 2<F dF 5
PN

~—
-
=
S
o>
=

~
=
O
O
<o

~—

tha 7geta o o) BAEA] @ A7) tiielddnt SR, Haxed
HE A o RAsks skl EAINE (52 1 o)) FERNEE ufehA]
o= TAshs AFAL (upward bias) =41 A T8 & 4= glvh A

A2, Hegwood and Papell (1998), Papell et al. (OOO) Marques (2004), Levin
and Piger (2004) T <Y 2H AFAES +
A &Ado] - A SHHAT g W o] o]
7} A8 dolxlth=s 454 HE AlAsta dth

olglgt EA ) Hig o R B AFeMe st a3s aelshiA =
ARNAA Wesd de T4 AEHS SstaAt stk ol & 98l v 22
Al 7] A RE o] &3ttt

A= A7) 3) A (largest autoregressive root) & Z7]o]t}h, o]E pzhaL 3}
2L pe AR(p) HFE 01— ML) - ML)~ 1=\, L)y, = ¢, 2 dehd o, p
Ml ARNFAZ Ay, -, A, FOAA 7PE 2 e s Rtk ©, 71 L3}y,
242y A ApANAeL A7 FARTE O] o|g RS YRt wel, p= 1oH
] iﬂr7} AlZo] Ay 2w A] gt vhi
o= A, wgbA po] A7} 19 7k e}

Ahet 4= ok B At M E Stock (1991) o] AIQFEE A 3k-H] 77 Wy

(median-unbiased estimation technique) & °©]-&3t] pe] A7]9} 9 =
Arerieh

5 WA= A28 AAS3 (sum of the autoregressive coefficients) 2] ZL7]o]t}.,

ul

ls

ofj

[

1

_1\(
111 RN
-

k)

o1Z 8 AL yE Y, = pt b1yt + Gy, T e 2 UERD Awt
2ol AR(p) EFollA Az IAAFE EF ¢33 ez AMtEL. F

[¢]
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O

Y= ¢+ + ¢, BREARD AR(p) BEFAM AAFAS] FHEA—AAAIA
A BT AATAY] EAE el | AR B e = 1/ (1 -~
=AY wEbs yo] Z717F 19l TPberE 49 FA AW Ava et
F Utk B dAFdMe  Kilian(1998) 0] AR o]F RAEFH W
(double-bootstrap method) & ©]-&afe] ~xE HolE FA3 2 A7]9F 95
2= e ALketih

Al AR e S &3ke] 713 (half-life) ook, oS ¢2kal skah ¢= 549 &
7t ARk o]gtE fradhes o] Aule ARIe R Hodnh & ¢= {je (0, T]:
Eloy,. /oe,le,=11= 05, Eloy,.,1/0¢,le,=11< 05} & &= To]
A AIZro] Aue FA 9 B3t sk e Ao R Ihele] A ae] it
7134 4 co 2 YERdTh 2 AFollA= Rossi (2005) 7F Albe vh3 22 Wy
= o]&3te ¢ A7E AT

—~
—_
~—

o
["
gt

=

i

Nl
r
AN

¢ = max{ In (0.5 < b(1)) 70}

N Inp

714, p= AR(p) 2FO HHA|SAZS, bv(1)2 2
AollA 2T SAATHeR T W 129 A7|E Uitk A9 E
T HA13] A2 b(1)2 Stock (1991) ©] B S o] &ste] F43Ich

HAP 13 ASE T4 7120 a3l dgt JEE IHes] Kot A
< zta itk 8kA]9F Andrews and Chen (1994) o] XA 3}5%0], o] A &&= thE 2
18]#29] 5395 aelskA] Fethe oA @A ok AP g AATES &
71829 E3s neldtte e AR, SAASe] v I W 54
HggHre] FHlE Aol AR(2) /] AlAIE S THEskA Eetthe W =
o} (Andrews and Chen, 1994). vpx|=to 2 FZA gute] w77 7He A
& AR 2 S 817] wiZel aiAe] golsithe ARE zteth s &

=
1&47} Asee P M A5 A4 7B ﬂiﬂéﬂfs}% S °l 4~

N

oo
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2. &5 2z}

(G 6ol AW AEAYL QHFTHE A1 Selln] A FARRE ] of

YHES TF F, o2 uom A&4e] A/1E 24F AWt ANE] 9

610 S4AnE ww, e Areln AAFA AR 0fg 2
A

FEE L v obed, %Zﬂ' A T AAEE0] FAE BAete S B v

HA 132 p= 2 H(XH FAre} CPI ¥skg) & Al vuiA] 227] s
oM 95% Al=F3tel] 14 E3ete AR FHHAH. o= die ArEA A=
of gk T4 Fpt TH R A& S nlshe Aotk A8 FAATE 9
7] GA] tiRE] ZgolA 1o 7P FAHHEAD, 90 AEE 95% AT
15 Eele Aoz Ueytth =101 49 T2 83 1/(1—1)7 77t
doe ARe d7Ish] Akt

Zoz ZZo I} At o]stE Folt: Hlo|E s o: Al7le] A=

H«l

AcR Uehgr), (E 6N +ool a1 ARe] B2 ol hF—EGDPE o2
£, 369 Al7te] B 29 AL A olshe FolEX] &S ekl
oh 4 A9 MU, FYR-BASY FHA AL 4002 ARE 9N} H

£ Rogoff (1996)

)
K<
7} PPP HZ&olghal &3io], dAeEe] w2 Wede 44T ul 47 olsfs}]

16) A8 ARG] AlZRs k=12, FA5E 10%5 712 #24 WH (general-to-
specific method) & &-&3te] A3}

17) <§l 6y3 (F 7ol X Az AT Ashat FA1E o] &= Stock (1991) HHAC] B

A wEeltth. Stocke p=1+c/ T2 7@45} ke Z,PZH ADF ¢ grol slgals co] 313k} 4

o5 ARt ADF t-ge] -3.6 ©l3lQl Aol talire co] steks AXBHA FdTh
%, ADF H3 <& B3l 992 7ol sl 717—.51% 749-oE Stocke] HHH < ]5“% T
Uk el Aol gl dubARl ASARE S FH st AdApslASE A :11'6H
Hgtol) F4R Ut A9 Holr £ =Rl AE Stock %] ek AlA
<= A9t

18) 289} Fo5 53 7k AASEE TGS 1esA Yo FA R wgly|zte] ol
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(Z 6) A& &Y 41 1 I=HSE TsiA| pie 8%
Az 82 AN EAATY ld o Bds
(largest root) (sum of coefficients) (half-life)
HEGDP 1.010 (0.961, 1.034)  0.997 (0.985, 1.001) +00 (69,0, +o0)
AAGDP 1.008 (0.954, 1.034)  0.988 (0.938, 1.000) +00 (27,2, +00)
1919 A44GDP 1.002 (0.928,1.031)  0.965 (0.871, 1.000) +00 (12,1, +o0)
AATN AR & 1.009 (0.959, 1.034)  0.980 (0.922, 1.000) +oo  (27.5, +o0)
AAZuAAEZAY 1.003 (0.929, 1.031)  0.977 (0.910, 1.000) +oo  (17.2, +o0)
A AR 0.806 (0.710,0.928)  0.281 (-0.19, 0.592) 6.82 (4.57, 18.4)
AR A 0.955 (0.875,1.023)  0.980 (0.937, 0.997) 40.72  (14.6, +)
CPI 0.918 (0.829, 1.015)  0.987 (0.971, 0.996) 40.82  (19.4, +o0)
CPIvsle’ 0.710 (0.710, 0.834)  0.576 (0.338, 0.737) 7.98  (7.98,13.9)
HAAAS 1.003 (0.930, 1.031)  0.968 (0. 864, 1.000) +00 (9,96, +o0)
AAE 0.931 (0.845, 1.018)  0.909 (0.797, 0.967) 19.90 (8.84, +0)
M2 1.015 (0.998,1.038)  1.000 (0.994, 1.004) +00  (+00, +00)
S FEEE 0.938 (0.854, 1.020)  0.966 (0.925, 0.987) 32.54 (13.7, +o0)
AZANEE 0.917 (0.797, 1.030)  0.884 (0.686, 0.971) 8.25 (3.37, +)
FRHTEFAIZE 0.993 (0.881,1.043)  0.826 (0. 446, 0.986) 26.29 (1.45, +0)
R A 1.015 (0.954, 1.051)  0.998 (0.843, 1.024) +oo (6,95, +o0)
AL T 1.009 (0.914, 1.047)  0.985 (0. 896, 1.005) +oo  (12.4, +o0)
HEgE (d/E) 0.923 (0.805, 1.031)  0.930 (0.828, 0.981) 16.10  (6.32, +c0)
HEEE (/) 0.956 (0.844,1.037)  0.872 (0.731, 0.946)  76.78 (21.5, +o0)
AATE (Y/4Y) 0.927 (0.809, 1.031)  0.939 (0. 844, 0.986) 16.86 (6. 48, +0)
228k (/4 0.929 (0.812,1.032) 0.916 (0.801, 0.974) 17.54 (6. 64, +c0)
Ado|z2& 0.815 (0.624, 1.027)  0.746 (0.136, 0.986) 1.031  (0.508+c0)
3R 0.878 (0.744, 1.022)  0.936 (0.857, 0.977) 20.81 (9. 88, +o0)
FHI AR 0.814 (0.632,1.022)  0.951 (0.889, 0.984) 22.99  (11.5, +c0)
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A7k FAA7F0. 7102 7. 98 oldte]aL 95% A& 37ke] SFetw 0. 7102 7.98 ©
L‘ljl o|¢} Zo] B A7 thate] A k] Akt A A8 o] F= 7H 17) o A4
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ik ootz ZojEA] E5E YEhd.
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= 0.7102
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(B 7) XN&5d &5 Z3} 20 FxuisE 18t 4%
iz A 2 A& AA ST Llzd v Bds
(largest root) (sum of coefficients) (half-life)

HEGDP 0.710 (0.710, 0.802)  0.703 (0.528, 0.815) 5.86  (5.86, 8.61)
AZAGDP 0.872 (0.770, 0.998)  0.774 (0.574, 0.891) 3.07 (1.70, +o0)
1919 AAGDP 0.843 (0.733, 0.960)  0.638 (0.368, 0.806) 4,42 (2.60, 17.1)
PRI RV A 0.710 (0.710, 0.829)  0.592 (0.419, 0.724) 2.39  (2.39, 4.06)
AAZ ARG A 0.838 (0.728, 0.956)  0.655 (0.380, 0.821) 10.05 (5.97, 36.7)
A LERP 0.710 (0.710, 0.789) -0.235 (-0.76, 0.203) 2.39 (2.39, 3.29)
A A AR = 0.710 (0.710, 0.710)  0.529 (0.361, 0.674) 6.32 (6.32, 6.32)
cpr* 0.711 (0.710, 0.850)  0.616 (0.419, 0.754) 2.40  (2.39, 4.62)
CPrz}&° 0.710 (0.710, 0.710)  0.158 (-0.12, 0.410) 4.64  (4.64, 4.64)
A 0.797 (0.710, 0.921)  0.576 (0. 315, 0.749) 3.42 (2.39, 8.79)
AAE 0.845 (0.736, 0.961)  0.737 (0.529, 0.862) 5.96  (3.50, 23.8)
M2 0.849 (0.741, 0.965)  0.846 (0.727, 0.919) 7.97 (4.64, 34.4)
s FEEE 0.785 (0.710, 0.911)  0.684 (0.476, 0.811) 3.23 (2.39, 7.81)
AZA71=E 0.587 (0.582, 0.786)  0.341 (0. 017 0.582) 3.42 (3.39, 6.62)
FEAT=FAIZE 0.617 (0.582, 0.811)  0.266 (-0.13, 0.555) 1.81 (1.66, 3.66)
=B 0.627 (0.582, 0.819) -0.648 (-1. 50 -0.05) 1.86 (1.66, 3.82)
Al AgF 0.657 (0.582, 0.844)  0.308 (-0.10, 0.613) 4,70 (3.87, 10.3)
HESS (Y/2e])”  0.582 (0.582, 0.654)  0.517 (0.303, 0.677)  1.66 (1.66, 2.00)
HEg-g (/) 0.842 (0.701, 1.010)  0.824 (0.652, 0.925) 6.23  (3.29, +o0)
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AASE (/) 0.798 (0.646, 0.964) 0.773 (0.573, 0.885) 6.01 (3.43, 34.1)
Aol A& 0.397 (0.397, O 397) -0.008 (-0.259, 0.255) .14 (1.14, 1.14)
Z2E27IR) 4P 0.563 (0.563, 0.738) 0.604 (0.411, 0.755) 4.32 (4.32, 7.19)
FeH7AR S 0.569 (0.433, 0 817) 0.043 (-0.54, 0.452) .61 (1.22, 3.79)
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Structural Breaks and Shock Persistence in the Korean

Macroeconomic Time Series

Ha-Hyun Jo* - Sun-Oong Hwang**

Abstract

This paper investigates the effects of structural breaks on unit root tests and
the measures of shock persistence using the Korean quarterly time series data.
In addition to the standard unit root and stationarity test for the no-break case,
we implement several recent unit root and stationarity tests allowing for up to
two structural breaks. We find that a lot of Korean macroeconomic time series
are characterized as broken-trend stationary. The dates of structural breaks in
most cases point to the 1997 financial crisis. When the structural breaks are
incorporated, we also find that the measured persistence falls dramatically for
most of the series.
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