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FTSSEFL) #AZE L. ST LT, [Goodwin 1993] X, OECD
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R TSR T 2 A5 D critical value % 4 5472 Boundary Test®, 4 %&b
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L, FhBboffx, £2EF4,
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H1i, HAOGNPEEELSGE RIS S0HIIOWTO RS & #ERK
BTI2ICELILEDTED, M2, AROIOE7 AN AILDIGTRLT
VWhB, B3k, BA, K47 AU IO5HOGNPERERFIMETSHB, 96
EECETRRFOTHME, BF02.4%, KEE3.9%THD,

KR LS GNP OFEERERYMS EFLTOH L TAFKEYHR 2 IR
4, b5 THE, HAKML T Simple Switching Th\] &3 IRIER
Fix, 5B TREHINEH, 1% TEREAZNLZG, (EoT, BABEN
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®1 HEAGNPIUEHRERCWT ST - 2
JAPAN USsA

log L —133.28 —144 83
phi 4 0.12 (0,07} —0.60 (0.08)
phi 3 0.75 (0.06) 0.26 (0.08)
phi2 0.51 (0.06) —0.05 (0.08)
phi 1 —0.49  {0.07) 0.83 {0.06)
mu { ¢.78  (0.49) —0.01- {0.07)
mu 1 2.73  {0.49) 1.94  (0.08)
sigima 0.52 (0.03) 0.47 {0.03)
? 0.45 0.76
g 0.44 0.69
J-TEST (AR) 0.85 © 3.60
J-TEST (38) 16.36 2:36
LR AR 107.65 200.50
LR S8 .00 f 40. 1

£2 HAGNPEMEERZMT 8T - BT

JAPAN . USA

log L —206.81 —182.50
phi 4 —0.30 (D.06} 0.07 (0.07)
phi 3 0.03 {0.06) 0.05 (0.12)
phi 2 0.52  (0.06) —1.05 (0.11}
phi 1 0.67 (0.06) 1.78  (0.06)
mu ¢ 3.63 (0.07) 3.16 (0.34)
mu 1 6.74 (0.07) 5.08 {(0.34)
sigma 0.86 (0.07) 0.56 (0.04)
P 0.93 0.82
q 0.81 0.74
J-TEST (AR) 1.17 —1.87
J-TEST (5S) —2.12 ~1.74
LR AR 121.32 186.81
LR 85 22.84 4,50
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J-Test i, \wihd AR(4) TRV LW BERHY S %X U1 % THELH
-637:;\4‘0

IV [Goodwin 1993) & H#%

(Goodwin 1993] %, Hamilton Model @3B 51T - T b, chuid, 7 A
UHIBIL Tk, 1957 0 2~1990 : 1, HAWMIL Tk 1957 : 2~89: 3
F=FE I T QIR ERLGH L4 0 TCH S, HBIZEVTE, O
MK EREFVOFE R Wiz,

IhEARDE, BREAKELRLESTWD, UL, REESHO /2y
£°C Goodwin Oxtg E LM E 0845 L, Goodwin mEEHINE x2 ¢
BB IZINE s 5T, HEMEOECE, MSTFLHEOMESIZES 3
DTHBLMERTE B, '

Thbb, NN ELD LERSATF(ETAILTHE, 4 B
SPRIROBIM S HARTH LT, K& EhboTwd, /4, TOMIMLT
i, [Goodwin 1993] 2347 > T\~% Nyblom DZEMT X + T4, BHEDA
REFIL O FEEMCHESSLL LRI TS,

¥, BEARIIELTE, RERBLTE, %L, BACELTIE,

#3 [(Goodwin 1993] & ¥

Japan USA
P Goodwin | stderr |Nukagawa| stderr | Goodwin I stderr |Nakagawa| stderr
mu0| —0Q0.25 0.12 0.78 0.49 —0.39 0.39 —0.0 0.7
mu 1 1.63 0.86 2.73 0.49 1.06 0.34 1.94 0.08
P 0.98 : 0.03 0,45 0.94 0.003 0.76
c 0.64 0.30 0.44 0.73 0.15 0.69
sigma 1.17 0.09 0.52 0.03 0.77 0.06 0.47 0.03
phil | —0.12 0.11 —0.49 0.07 L0076 | 0.11 0.83 0.06
phi 2 0.29 0.86 0.51 .06 0.046 | 0.11 —0.05 0.08
phi 3 0.28 0.12 0.75 0.06 —0.16 0.095 0.26 0.08
phi 4 0.21 0.13 0.12 0.07 —0.062 ; 0.092] —0.8 0.06
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—F L ot. THIZE, Goodwin i L 7R EHY, H-—-XKA 1 2
L a e 7BOALLIILEBELTVD, D0, NTNHERORED
FELL- T, REEMAMNORE: LTERTELZ IS5 TH
%o

VaHOER

MR RAE 7L & FEE FLOGTRN RN TH B, BEELEID
T TEN T A 5 TV B AITIE, MSEFAREREY 24 » 7 L BB
FHI LI TLES MY S 5, MEHEEFECHLO HALHIE, #
SR A, FERLTEY, SHERELLEEORE, £/, HEPREE
EFLOEEME I-Test TARTHWEWIREHEFENENEI IS, JhX,
MSEFALORTHERY, AREFLVEAESVTTRER:AEEH T3
nh, MSEFLEAREFLORD NI LickddobEL LR

B0, FREFETFLTCE, ARTR

=4 TTRELKD WRIEHT ¥\ 0T, FEN e

CNPREEFEICHTLHER
JAPAN BCEBTBHLER, ThHIFE

phi 4 —0.48 (0.09) FOFE, AFEDGNPERERREIM
phi 3 0.41 (0.11) FuichEy, BEROGNPKER
phi 2 C 0,17 (0.11) SEFRIZ . B
phi 1 . 0.82  (0.09) i, SSEFMCiE S kithb, &
mu 0 3.06 (0.63) - -

LT, AFCHELTEENNIZARS L
mu 1 4,37 (0.61) . .
sigma 0.36  (0.04) F 4 Na w2 PR RICEERE
5 0.68 Lizz &, FERERICHSEMS
q 0.75 _ e § et
J-Test (AR) —2.36 EFNOREILIEES MLV AL,
J-Test (SS) —0.30 FOBITENS, 19761E8 2 MR H

LEZBND,

13 Z#uiE, (Hagilon 1990), RIF, [Hansen 1992a) ThHifith T8,
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