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FA A A A3 HAFAEY 7]
W3l A3 A+
- oB9l7] Aol F wsle dgL FAoL -

2 b

¥ =M E F248(Stock Market)oll ¥ 53} F(money supply)?] @Al dia) 5313
9 7 Mag g T2 5§ $elEe 72 dvde ¢, Mndgsknew classical
macroeconomics)®?t A A1 A ¢Hnew Keynesian macroeconomics)®] Z7] th& 7|dAdA o)
3ted 3ha) A7)tk (rational expectation hypothesis)® &8 A7 714 (efficient market hy~
pothesis)& &3l 7Hd& HAsAY. &, B33 Wsle dis] FAFAE] Pl ez 7]
g dotd FAFAELS B33 dsld dd FAAG disld SAH o wes & Aol
e M 13 FAAF g ZATASY 707t 3897 oA ojFe] W} gl A
ojgl= 714 28 AMAdo, ADF 74 (augmented Dickey-Fuller test)®} PP 7348 (Phillips-
Perron test)2. 2 9928 & & F, 23t LA A (Johansen Procedure)® HE]Q 25
AR 8 (vector error correction models)2.2 88]7] oA} o|F 77 sty Zkzk AAL
st

FHO - FAAZ BEIHT7|IHY, EEHATIM, HEHXTHRY

.4 &

AFAA ANAANGFS T} T A B (stock market)s] THA dal Be A7 9
A, AF7HA Y ATFEL FAANF| 4F& T ANFAYTES @A dFsi=d)
T8 A77F dFRoIh B =FAE o9 22 V&Y dFERE 2, §YF
717} (rational expectation hypothesis)® &8 A1747}4 (efficient market hypoth-
esis)& O|EA ugow o, FANGNA AAFAEY F3F WAt g 7lst
429)7) o)Wz} o)Fo| oW W} UEAE AFEA A .

SR4Y 20039 78 299 ESANEEY 1 20044 39 3Y
. owo} et AEsers AL
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£l ol24 uigQl F2d 7dirtde] lolA ol Nx(aENeEtn & F

< Muth(1961)e] 2]&] A71= A=, Muth(1961)el A7 1d 71he) 7id
AA #4374 7]dl(extrapolative expectation), &4 7]t(adaptive expectation) %
24 7]ti(rational expectation)Z FE& 4 o}

FA3 71 A0 B 7B 9t /ML AdAT t-1719] 7HFe] agE t7]9
T A% E ALR dadte Ao, H$F e YAEAZ AT A 71 doiA
9] e FE A A& 337 AT ARE o] f3th= S V2T o
o, o]#g o]folM HE&H 7o AYPLE st w7l E(error-learning
mechanism)o|2t1E £2]-¢32 ok F23 71de] MdS 2 7i1L 19 FRE K&
8A ol &3 m, 29 JINBA UM AAH LFE AF WA gGEviEs AR
HE &daty, o) 3 FAF WL FAAGY g dydE F&o] shesitt g
d AAFAEC] EA YD FFoA ATE FRE AL 719E 3R o= T
A 71d7bd e 7t Auigos e Jdsbd S #8317 ARAAT, AF 7
AFAEL 70 FAE o) go BE HHE JE - U4 - AR - A 55 59
grlER] A F Jouz FeF Jqrtde MRS FEdT dAFHeR F A
T 24 gt

71 el AEE AL AAF Muth(1961)= FAlE ohek AdA o] lojAx e 7
49 BAWE dEJAT, 2 F g 7ide AXNAAG §&5H0] AR5 EH
Aol faA s MzA stk (new classical macroeconomics)$t 41 #] €12 ¢H(new
Keynesian macroeconomics)3te] =42 #4o] =Hu glct. A3t ate] Lucas(1972,
1973, 1976)= AAR Y37 #A3S oud FAAAT T30 odd A ojd ZAY
o] HdwWifo) 9 & & vk 3%, Sargent and Wallace(1975)= AMAZFEH
3 2o F52R3RL AANEF dgy %S v F P92 YL, Barro
(1978) 9A A& A ¢4 B3¢ WFnle] AEFH FoAA FAE 2 3
A}, whA A A AR Fischer(1977a, 1977b)¢} Phelps and Taylor(1977)& A 2438
gto] 7)Ao dinjdte AAFASY vt ez AT e 35
79 AL T HAEHE /A E & v FFsAT

B =79 & g& o3 ug 5§33 7Hd-& Fama(1965)°] <& ez,
FEHA G| T TR 7HAZAT BEE ZE o % e BEY AAF ot A
£3n ERFor FANFY BIHE AZE gudd. F FANEY FRAT ¥
2 (random walk) Hli=g|Z o] vlo]d A AFe FHE Yels o] ol
Ago] o)dFoln F&AHo|y| Wi YepdEs @olge Aot B FAAE0
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Al Foste] AYHo 2 £ dogE AFdME FHoN} NZe WE g
& FT BEE FEIL Aol wgHo olgjd @ito] AT, ol BlE AEAF o
EEHUEL Yuidte ol

B =Ee Ugd 22 HdA 1&g 479 Aol g 7R

AR, & =AM FAAGA Ag S5 A dia] T3hFY sd X9} 3
F TE 5 e 71EY IdFEFE 9, Andgtue AAAX LY ) ge
A i3ty F A7 M T S & AAZMEAS FE3to, B3k WSl s
AAFAS] dH g 7UE Ihd AAFAES F3F A3l s Fgez
g & Aojete M, Fotet FaEE L AXNAAYSTE Alefd] FAHE
(cointegration) #A7t EA3t=AE AA & F, DAV It AARZHE B+ F
NG /AE BAHeZ nEste HAS HEAALREY, & VECMl(vector error
correction models)& ©}-48t9 AFEAS AYstuA gt S oA AXNBARTE
3 FAANZ @A Ws VECME ©| 438 9782 3432000, 37, HFd
(2001), B4, A4 9(2002), 3493, Timothy(2002)5 2] A77}F o, S3t3e] w3l
of digte] £ =FelAe o) gdA e NS YT dF < ol A7A AF AA
ojt}.

A, S-2uete A 19974 T Fol &7t AA TR HPHOR QA
o], &9 7] o]Foll HAFAEY 7Nt AXNAAET &7 olHRY=
U< AgstaMe B F4 2 F Jong B =RgAs FAAZANA BAFA
E9] 7dlof] st 94397 o] A} o] F o] 9lo] Wy} JTE ol Z AATEAY
o 1o 71 FLAE A T, AAFAESY JIAE T EEHLE ol &
5 e AAFTEAYY &80 o T Aoz AlgHY 4397 ojAdH o]F2 T
3o 474 AFEAE APtz gt

o2z oz F AU/t EEHA G e o Bl diF FAFASY 7
7t 471 A o GFE vld 4 Aol EF3 3, oo dd P Aol AAHY ¥
o] ojFojxA F3 gleng F =F& AANZAREA d8 ¢ nHo] & £ gk

I. 712 24

1. 3 Wsto] o 71di7Hd e 2n

TEF Wl dig AnAdssty JgriEE F5L - $TF BPVLR ARy
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283, 2000 ; o144 %, 1985). VA, FAFA Sl FIF T
$& 4HEY, B BAFAE] TEHo] FAd ddo] By
%%ﬂ%%ﬂ%ﬂﬂﬂﬁi, a0 FFRE AR FUAA 7Pt A5

22 AR & i, FelH dde s ﬂ-’?iﬂg—c a3 3RE ¢
Aok & o aste Erte ol F2 Aolnt. weta 7t AR F
85 $A%eE FUAIIY Y, 212 A8 BT 45 o3sta, ddYEe
A sk7] Ad BEYES 9de 27 Aol
olF ¥t W FAANFL A GNP +FAA
P3RS NPsieiTE 7 AH2 AR W03
%&ﬂ%ﬂﬁﬂ°“?@ﬂi$4ﬂq”€3ﬂq
%ﬂ% e q4aa] 1@ 348 AHEn
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35 asime ARAAE WIBATAT A AR RAE AE $4
A7 GNP 42¢ 3308 & 3ol ol= A=e] 4983}E WY F+ AL,
Uetl s 1 B9 A SHPAV] A% QAP mel, ARFATAS] A3
A5t T BAAAS ANAIE QUALE hS ofP7] BEAD T3 Wl

£

D MnAgse] F48 - 3237 RPN F58 FUAAE AAALH 2EAA Aol7t Yl AL oY
A, 237 FUAME 7t BF J1d FGAA NN MnHE ool F2 AILHUD HEH 7
oA g2 JidE dAsa goe 2 Aol e BX ¥ F Jcu, olg Ae| 52 - FFTF Y
o ¥4 71dg =Yt HE B¥e 7led 4Ae IA wAA dri(eldE, 19855 28, 2000).

2) ABEU19O)E oY FYIFAE URAAFAEL Jd7}t 2 Felez APz AVT A%
HAe aEdy At

3) " = 2 EEEEERED
= EE W F AT ~
19651 10974] ARzdse « BE71E NEVEA - PP BEA - FAAAS QA
1969 7974 dgzAs cAEe -2
1970 797 ARzdse | - Fe/BUE WAREFBEA
19784 9974 HEzALE | - AFE -2
1982 197}%) ARzA5sE | - B8 YUREA F=FA
19899 1974% < ANEE-FAAA % FHEE - &Y dNBERYA
FAZASG
A7 - RPujo) - $0b3H - S8 o AZ7 sol=a

A8 AL, 2000.
4) £ =¥ BAY37EY 1989 1956 2003d 8974219 176709 3 M37F 4 €& 471Y B9
o, Urei] 1727092 25 37 M37F 718 stfenE URAFASS M3V 3712 Aolge 4
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MaAgas slgrde] ouja 282 F7|RT oje} @l E AAITUrE
%‘%*—% FA &3 E/ht BA5AAT # Uk
sl g AAJARA 77t S F54Q - FTF YO ANRYE o
Zo(ER 2], 2000). WA, BAFAEC] B3F F7HE A4S A9E AWRY F
Z7tol) g8 F58TM0l AT o) F3la, FAY BF FIE s
ojie] TG e =FXE WEJF YVLTE WVEFTF FAE Y
olgdtt I¥AT A= Ax YFT 7HHY HAFAHE AAnE dHzH
o|AAA gtk 2 A YL FAFLZ o5 whEbA, S e] FA) GNP
713 & AT AAE = AEE a7} ke o€ A8 2%
LI ggoR BAFHE] %i}%* Z7HE AAEA £ A $-E AHay, 53
B0 g o) F gttt o detx] £a F3F TR A8, o
FAL o F3A geth dekA dFHE FHFLE oF
A2 A GNP #&100 S71eth 1322 AA QAL m% 7Hd el 9ju A
& ARANG NRAAFA S| QA B A 9E EE At A4 E F4
o] &4 GNP & 438% 4 o AAZHE 7Ig & & Uvhe Aotk
ERAE ol e F3heF WSt ud A stabe} AALARLS 7] o
NGNS 889 AATH F, T3F S/ B/HT BsAIH FRAAL
F7MNIIA Reve Andgtsty Zdiel, $3% 37 A4S S/ ITE A
JAAGH 7NdE DRAAFASE o|v] &2 Uk 7HA st FAA G gt 7Hd &
A
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2. FAA digt 7Hd A7

Tatgo] F4 A vAE FFL A w3 Z(E) Ee FA)Y BAE 7HE

T Atk F4 7142 7199 HATIAE Yehle RojnE ol FFFE A F
v o] FAGe s S WA, FAHI AT EEHANZMEE F§ET

A% o= A= & 5 dd. $FF(20000% “The Policy Ineffectiveness Proposition states only
that anticipated changes in the money supply cannot affect real GDP. -+ But it implies that the
Fed faces a considerable problem in creating such a money surprise, since the Fed cannot re-
spond to economic event in the same way it has in the past(Gordon, 1993)"¢] WA & Lucas
(1973)8] AAFE7/MEL o228 53339 71 4AIFUA5 JFE FX Z3dEs AL o))
A%, PP ez F3A o] AL AN wet =5 e F}AAL AN s A3E ofPd
£ A& YU a3k
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W 34 7t4e AR v BALY o 2 9% S Aoq, uj AA
glov AAFAEL vy FAYFE 53 9 ojg F
3 T Av(FH7, AFY, 2001).

Ao F4 71AL v dlnE FRLE BT o7 809 95 ¢S
o) gigd F4 713 ¥ 288 AL Fo3vlE B dolu TFHLE F
A 7tAe ARG F 5 AE 7199w o D FAE L ANFAES) o5
FEgg Fornz ANFARTY Aol F4 7AMETY F8 8] € F YHTFA
%, 2001).

webA, B =EoME € =89 7He /MY FEEe WieE7t23(DDY, div-
idend discount model)& &-&3t] thg AAZAL YAt AA oty 7 Fe2
FA4%F Frteke 4749 29l s e WFAIA 230 F4 JtHd od JFS
A AJME B HENS F4 714 WY $34E Fosittd

T2 /1A ANBAUFTEDY] BAE FA37] A3 M 12FQL o]Eo|HA,
F2 7tAH ANAARTEH] BAE 7P HEA E@ate dEHY EF T
ot vl g 723 (DDM, dividend discount model)olgl & 4 =dH(AA A, 2000 ;
HhA Al wkE ol ZAF) 2001 ; 3YF, 2001), Chen and Roll and Ross(1986)2] A+l
M F2] 71730 9FS v ANBARFES K317 A5t BB /IEH S A}
43t

olgdt WiFHIRE L 4 ()3 Zo] vebd 5 ArHAAZ, 2000).

< E(CF)
P=2 (1(+K)’ W

A (DA P F471E, ECHE 7IHd8F3589 183 Ke 949238A&e v
Bz QlEH, PE ECHSE RA(B)Y BAE, K& H(A)9 #4418 21 JLs
& itk o]} Zo] AXNAAWF] Wl /IHAFTEE ECF)9 424898 K
AR 9FE FA Ho F2] 7HFo W5 E A A HEE AXNBAWRSFE TG
FAZAY 52 wFHrtRYd] g3 sbestttn & 5 Qi

WA ARARFAS) B5F Frh7t Brbu AeARkE Andsss 7gshd

2

5) uoh AT WEe P L2003 FZ.
6) AAANVFo] BYH o] AAHATAES £53% P9 F7h: A 480 FPE A2, & =
2olME AZEAA NABESE BOPS 94952 42 BE A8t
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o oJu g WolEAThY, WAAAFATE Fui 4AE wAYs) G FAezy
B ¥ £982 8780 H9 AY2AUAS K Il A2, 23 34
e sal gtk £, AFAA B APATENE 87tst 74 AR
RS BAE 2T ASE I ATk WA, WHAAFAS $HF 37}
274% 45AAE ALAGHY U GguE BolsAtiE 4 sHEe §g
g Reltt,

2 oz, UAFAS] BT It 244E FANUTHE AAAA LA
Adi7ts] oulg BolEAtE, $4NFe] Frstel 4BV £AHE A+
o] Z7kse] JNRFEE ECH7H 3711 92 A% 74 /AL 3530 9t
B¢, A gRee] APATIVE FHNH T4 AL D BAL 2

T 98 39 Aok BN, AAAAZAS) FRF I AL F7M
Acke AAQALH e gelg BetsAnka 24 Ae 45 el

mepd, FHARE e M 18 thest o) AR e,

7V 1: BAFAEY F5F WAste] W 77t FA7HE S dHA7E A A%
33 Z)oi7bd e en)7t AEHE RAolw, FAFAES] S3F W) AT
717t FAMAE A AAJALGY 7oi7pd el ofuj7t A &Hs
Zoltt.

3. 9J89)7] o]} oo dF 7Hd 27

Sguete] A4 19979 T Fop2 AV AATZY HFPo A Ho], 9
947 olFele BAFAE 71t AXNFARS] 487] o|HEY oS A
M ma2A F5 2 5 JoBg, FHNG dE AAFAEY 717} 489
7] 1A o] Fo] WETF Y Aol M T 2ol &7 o]} o] Fo
g 7Hd 2& AAen

M 2: AAFATE F3F Qs @ St FANR) AL GFL 489
7 o) % Wsjsiart

7) Fama and Schwert(1979a, 1979b), Geske and Roll(1983), Chen and Roll and Ross(1986), Cutler and
Poterba and Summers(1989), Chen(1991), DeFina(1991), Mukherjee and Naka(1995), ] 3(1993),
73 5.(2001).

8) Chen and Roll and Ross(1986), Cultler and Poterba and Summers(1989), Mukherjee and Naka
(1995), AEU(1992), °1HF(1993), A-&A, A (1999), BA3(2000), A, A4 9(2002).
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EEIE

B =8dAE sEvete] 54 A MY F4 1A Bs =
A2, Chen and Roll and Ross(1986)7} AH8-3t51W BT E ol9d: ZE S U %
o] SO RE BEHETES TN Ut JoBZ, F4 7HA B A A7
E9& 7122 8o & =EdAE AT E(yields of corporate bonds), ¢1Z o]

=
(inflation)& 2| u]3t= ABAE7FR4(consumer price index), % 3% (money supplyl?),

AHERE | ARY Ag AR ARZEA X

KOSPI | 1989 19~20034 89 w7

F%#7b44 | KOSPID | 19809 18~1007d 129 |8Ad| “ o, 0
KOSPI@ | 19984 19~20034 8¢
YCB 1989 19~2003d 8%

gasog [ YCBD | 19894 19-iowd 12 | EAA | g TR
YCB® | 19984 18~2003d 8¢
CPI 19899 19 ~2003d 8%

ARAEAF | CPID 19899 1€ ~1997d 12¢ TAA 4 s
CPI® 19984 19~20034 8% '
M3 1989 19 ~2003d 8 ALZA, B

B3+ M3 1980 19~1997d 129 | #=ed | ©9l: 29,
M3Q 1998 19~20034 8% e As
ASPI 19894 19~20034 8

slFFk+ | _ASPIO | 10899 19-1097d 124 | BAR | oo 4%
ASPIQ | 19984 19~2003d 89
EXRA | 19894 19~2003d 84 .

/28 #& | EXRAD | 1989 19~1997d 129 | @29 mggi;f};,
EXRAQ@ | 19984 19~20034 89

F) D #9)7] ojd 717 FANY M, 124 S84 B A AYAY 2% 5& st 1989d
19~1997'd 1292 A3k

9) Chen and Roll and Ross(1986), Mukherjee and Naka(1995), Mookerjee and Yu(1997), #&4, 2
4(1999), AA4372(2000), A4, A4 42001, 3HLF(2001).

10) 2 =FolA M3 H238 E3lgoz AR AL 19973 1229 A7 o]F IMF #elxA¢A M3
7} 28 Uty 5388 E(monitoring variable) 2 o€ 2 UF F3FE dAlsle AEE gy A}
|53 917] ol (A-&, 2000).
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M Xtzel 7|2 EAY

‘L Kospl .| YCB . ] CPl ] M3 | ASPI° [ EXRA
FEHS
3 & 730.833 12.404 84928 | 581919 | 133091 | 960.657
=95 713.350 12.375 86114 | 553501 | 119000 | 809.805
A o g [ 1110500 24310 | 110900 | 1192296 | 229.000 | 1706.800
BN 312.200 5.250 54569 | 120581 55.000 | 666.560
EFAA 168.345 4.140 16482 | 326245 58499 | 248694
9 3= -0.221 0.142 -0.192 0245 0241 0.620
R 2551 2.408 1.825 1.785 1.464 2.108
1xF xHE
C S -0.872 -0.043 0.320 6.122 0.720 2.834
95 -5.200 -0.050 0.329 6.086 1.000 1.080
EERK 134.900 10.230 2.305 16,618 18000 | 458500
A 23 | -103800 -3.580 -0.600 5421 | -21.000 | -117.780
EFAa} 50.179 1.015 0.445 3161 5.180 45.7119
A E 0.257 5.486 1011 0.314 -0.910 6.079
3= 2579 62.401 6.411 4427 7.047 61.165
‘ KOSPID | YCBD CPID M3D ASPID | EXRAD
SFEHS
IR 780.3%6 14595 74038 | 357.747 91917 | 780570
=9 % 765.950 14.010 74375 | 325316 85.000 | 782.015
A o & | 1110500 24.310 93.441 | 704.166 | 173000 | 1484.080
q X 3t 390.300 10.970 54569 | 120581 55000 | 666360
EFAHI} 146.045 2.606 10984 | 172.608 29.885 93.802
R -0.09%6 0.830 -0.140 0.406 1.154 4.044
H = 2.267 3338 1.877 1.934 3525 30.755
1} X
¥ 7 -4616 0.102 0.363 5.454 1.103 7.492
9% -9.800 0.020 0.365 5.065 1.000 1.640
B 100.200 10.230 2.305 11.446 11.000 | 458500
F & 3z | -103.800 -1.890 -0.412 1.791 -6.000 | -12.040
EEAUA 42,630 1117 0.369 2.161 2.506 45419
RS 0139 6983 1.494 0340 0.746 9.365
3= 2512 64.550 9301 | 2186 5620 92.781
-~ | KOSPI® | YCB® | CPI®) M3® ASPI2 | EXRAQ
FEHS
3 # 652.130 8923 | 102224 | 937957 | 198485 | 1246.676
9 626.950 798 | 101300 | 903858 | 201500 | 1214.025
EEERS 984.500 23360 | 110900 | 1192296 | 229.000 | 1706.800
3 2 gt 312.200 5.250 95664 | 709.450 | 154000 | 1109.760
EEAUA] 172.379 3725 4697 | 144099 20953 | 110.39
EIE -0.002 1.993 0.375 0.338 -0.516 1.757
A= 2442 6.876 1.749 1.941 2152 7589
1X} xpg
¥ 7 3.828 -0.261 0.223 7.201 0.119 -7.886
95 -0.600 -0.170 0.300 7.305 0.000 -2.820
EEES 134.900 1.300 1.647 16.618 18.000 67.580
BN -98.600 =3.580 -0.600 -5421 | _-21000 | -117.780
EEH3} 59689 | - 0.785 0.485 4114 7.749 36.235
EE 0195 -1.977 0.448 -0.288 -0.551 -0.838
H = 2.207 8715 3.079 3697 3427 4528
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a8 3 v =3 7R (America stock price index)®t 9/9# 3-8(exchange rate)S A
ANAAESTZ AASt Z MeERY] dYELAE 2AY] Y3t RE ZB= A
Az wgg sy

E =2 2FEA AR VNEFAFE <E 2> Tk <FE 2> wEH,
KOSPI, M3& #1#4]7] o]F 7IztA o & F718 Yeld ¥, YCB, CPL ASP],
EXRAE 93917] o)A 7|7tA o & Z7HE Yehgiqich

2. 99 HA

<E 1> 4FEH A8d Z2 AALAREL HHo] RV} Wil we} 7}
HAA fEAHQ] BAAAALGRR T o)g Fo] FFAALARES EAANAL
(non-stationary time series)!Ve]l &3t 7o) B2, EAAPAIAELE AN 21128
nESA gon] dwkE o7 A A A (deterministic) £ FEF F A (stochastic trend)
g 7] "Edl, AAYAE7} £ A (non-stationary)d W 7]E] B0 ¢
4% 34 2 FAANE LF7F 1S F Yok gepA, EAFAALL 1 AAE 7Y
F71BohE WA AL AALRE HEstd FAE AA & A AFEAS HAEY
of g},

B =idA e ol AAQE Axd A8 7P dEA @912 A (unit root test)!¥)
Q) ADF 744 (augmented Dickey-Fuller test)® PP 74 ¥ (Phillips-Perron test)& A}
&5k Aol A2 st AABNHT

WA ADF ARV Aats $93, 4-4(2002)7F ALt Az} go] 247 das
F*(acf : autocorrelation function)$} H2}7]/d-# &4 (pacf : partial autocorrelation func-
tion)ll 98 HAHAAE YCBOE 52 AAFALH, 1 99 |FEL A A
o] AAAT AW A, F=A(2002)0] AIXF AT} o] ARG AFAM FES| E 7
& 17| A5ty 22 st B3, ¥ =FodA e PP HAQ A NW(Newey-

lom

N

11) Az} ZAgtol] whel HFH A =& FEMo] 7hEAHQA NALARE B}

12) B3, £ T FEA] 33 Aol AZiZtEYe] ohd A AEAEE TR

13) ol2j3t Abde AH - FHEHo] FAGe]l FEss WL 19803t Fut o]FRE AN AA
F 7] AgEc

14) E*%’%E‘ AW (unit root test)S AuFAA F&EH A EY(stochastic difference)ol X A3 A Y
(autoregressive term)& FH22 Fose FeFAN Y o] 1°] ge g F 9a2g Lge=vs
WEsE Yool F Y, o1FE, 2000).

15) ADF A% (augmented Dickey-Fuller test)oll #3 2t} zpME U8 Said and Dickey(1984) &=,

16) PPZ A ¥ (Phillips-Perron test)o] & Bt} A3k W-£-2 Perron(1988), Phillips(1987), Phillips and
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West) Lag= EXRAQE 1002 3t} AAAAE AR08, 4oiA Wl ol
e Newey and West(1987)9} Schwert(1987)¢] At} Zo] T4 2 AAste] AR
ot

Bo)2 A4 At <E 3>} o] ADF
Q= BAAF ANAGoly 15} A2 e Wy

I 2 QA A|AF A vHER
§H PP AAolAE YCB@7F ADF A F= Atd 298 5goy, <X 3>9 43
<E 3> o9l A3
ADFHE4 | o PPAER

FEUS <12 A FERP 12 A2
KOSPI 2771 -7.344™ -2.499 -9.449"
YCB -0951" -7.104"Y -0.932" -10.827"*Y
CPI -2.238 -8877™ -2.026 -8.779™"
M3 -2.388 -4185"™ -2.356 -7938™
ASPI -0.985 -7.946™" -0.965 -11.102™"
EXRA -2.590 -7.445™ -2.762 -7.450™
KOSPID -1.186 -5520"" -0.833 -7.252™
YCBD -2.332 -4.098™ ~2.335 -6511""
CPID -2548 -6.419"™" -2.566 -6.408™"
M3D -0.154 -4.992" -0.117 -9.170™
ASPID 0.807 -5.757™ 0.848 -9.092"
EXRAD 1875 3.858" 0911 8.284""
KOSPI® -1.982 -3.837" ~1.889 -5.623™
YCB® -1.001” -3545"0 -5.367"" ~7737™
CPI® -2588 -6.496" -2.027 ~7.495™"
M3® 0.101? -2.605" -1.021 -4.626™
ASPI® -1.970 -5331™" -2.441 -6.966™"
EXRAQ® -1.187" -5523"*Y -1595" -5.379™

F) 1) st A4 A5
2) 45t 23
3) MacKinnon(1991) critical values for rejection of hypothesis of a unit root.
D wex 196 FATEAN KA %
* 15% frAFEAA A gk
* 10/ FreFEaA FoA gk

Perron(1988) 3%,
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£ Fqe9 2 o & ATOH 1ot BE ¥4SL (VIS B2E Aoz WY
SeiE 2 7t 92 AOE AR, ol @ Ak WYATVEY AT 9

3. THE #4¥ VECM

AACEH S 71 2L AAL] £ BAE JHAH AALY FdA R F8F
7k A 53¢ wef 28 A5E AgHE A AALS Zede W Ao

A
aeu gREE AALREEL 715 A P K spurious regression)g ZE

Al
ALl o2 @ AALLE <X 3>} o] DTS Zen IARHA dH2S Re
AALES 7 B4 To2R 2AHE 7M1 EAH dd A2 H2 FFH

A oJBo2E 3] oY

‘?_}H\:_" A% A AAIARET BEAAY AL F 7R HIyo] EAgT
4, 2001). AT AEHHQA AR FAE AA B AASE =¥ o
Feste FAQolrt. AT o]FA AFE AALEE o83t A AA
FA AEE SAANINEZ FHH ol (FH BV 2FE =28 + 8l

FARE Za ok EAE A HAY FAFE SEEE WAL RA g9
Al ﬁl%%Ol &4 E(cointegration)o] Fo] It AANHE Z= AAATE
5 o, metA AlFolEe] 5k H oZ RS dI L 2= AA
& MM E BHE F Jlue Aotk

olg 3 FARE A WL T AAEAR S A9 Engle and Granger(1987)
o] Wyo] dwrzor AREEHY, B =EAMAY thiF AAE AU Bed=
Johansen(1988, 1991) Johansen and Juselius(1990)7} #|¢tét Johansen &3 E#A
(Johansen procedure)o] tt2 WHEET o 4% o2 424 Jevz B =7
A Johansen FHEAA W& ALtz .

Johansen ZAEZHAAR WL THEDAY ¢ 2¥Y svHES MLE(maxi-
mum likelihood estimation)2 #3331 AAQ3e PYYLRE ZE WFE
FIote FoA FESUSE ALY Favt glon 4 719 ‘6‘—‘]—5’: TAE s 3

~~
o
ot
N

A

2
mlo

e do e
e
X

Lo A

o
"
rir

ox
o
-
msl_l‘
4
2
lo o

17) AA32000), A7, AFAB2001), B3, BA9(2002), 343, Timothy(2002)9] ADF ARy
PP ZAAYE ol AToAE &5 F9 ANZAAATFES] (DIAE G221 Y& BAFAL,
Mukherjee and Naka(19%)x= 489 FRAAMF S|, 181 Cheung and Ng(1998)3'—} Mookerjee
and Yu(1997)= A7 57 J712 29 Fa ANFAEFE] (DAHFE G232 & HAFYUt



FHA B A FAAFAES] J)h Aslo] A AT 137

?'\5_% (hkehhood ratio test)S IR o2 FHEATE AAT & UES Yt
wetd @ed] FHES ARse o AuA F1, THE EAY o THE 249
FA33 718k 2y AAd #dF oY 7HA MR E P8 FRAE AL
Aom($LE, AT, 2002), A2 v APATWAAE o] HAPHE A3t

B =EdAe 3HE dAC dodAe AAE alS Fa%e2 A -E Lag interval
o] A& ¢35k, Akaike(1976)7} A¢HgH AIC(Akaike Information Criteria)®} Schwarz
(1978)7} A SBC(Schwarz Criteria)& AlAMg A3 <X 4>0) A&} Zro] AAAA}7t
2703 AA9EAOM Ax9 VECM(vector error correction models)2loj= ]9
Lag7} 178 £ & ZHo|EZ2 o] & w3t 4] (2)9} Zol AL AA ¥ HAst
At

Hl(r) : Cx,_1+¢D,=B(A'x,_1+p0)+BLNO

(B.¥ B. B=0% wZ3}:= null space) 2)

<I 4> Alxfol O AlCSt SBC

A Mmoo | Assddeld | deEd ¥
o - AIC. ) 8BC ) CAIC ) .8BC. | AIC | SBC
2 33.822 34.803 29.088 30.445 35.452 37.215
3 33.948 35.589 29.283 31.558 35.691 38.628
4 34.144 36.449 29.531 32.735 36.107 40.219
5 34.318 37.294 29.766 33.910 36.284 41571

THE AR A3 <E 5> A Zo] Trace TAZFY A pace( 7)o MEH AA 71254
24897 olWelle r= 022 FAHE AFHELE 71745 r > 022 4 & 5 39

18) Johansen FAEAHA HHL A1&3 AYAFEZE Mukherjee and Naka(1995), Mookherjee and
Yu(1997), Cheung and Ng(1998), 7], HZ9(2001), A3, A44(2002), B4, Timothy(2002)
59 a7t gl

19) Johansen FA % AR WS AL $U3Z, F44(2002)9 AFAAE 1990 49 ~2000:3 1297
Zje) 49 v §g, 39 2AEIA S, vlFY LH|AE RS9 A2E 20LE &e AL 8
Peon, A9a AZTHQ002DE 1991d 1€~1997d 119749 €4 3duby] AAREFY &
19914 39 ~19973 1197119 91¥w7] CDFAE S A 28 3l AAL stgch



138 MBEEAR

&2 1] o]y FAE HEZL EA%E RS & 5 deH, YY) o)Fder
22 BAHE -7'1-1*7}@% N\4=Enr > 22 A4 & 5 Qlo] HAT 37 o] 3] %"4'5‘
HE 7 EAgte AS € § Y0
<E 5 ZHE Y4¥ Z=
M 7|2t
Hypothesized No. of Trace , : Critical values
~ CE(s) : Statistic - Trace(1%) Trace(5%)
r=0 116.870 103.18 94.15
r<l 67.558 76.07 68.52
r<?2 37.693 54.46 4721
r<3 14.815 35.65 29.68
r<4 4,662 20.04 1541
r<5 0.249 6.65 3.76
2|&teio| ojH
Hypothesized No. of Trace Critical values
CE(s) : Statistic / Trace(1%) Trace(5%)
r=0 104.651 103.18 94.15
r<l 60.204 76.07 68.52
r<? 33.604 54.46 47.21
r<3 19.404 35.65 29.68
r<4 8.422 20.04 1541
r<b 2137 6.65 3.76
Slgteivl ol
Hypothesized No. of - Trace - Critical values
CEGs) Statistic 1. Trace(1%) Trace(5%)
r=0 139.226 103.18 94.15
r<li 90.037 76.07 68.52
r<?2 50.588 54.46 4721
r<3 23.095 35.65 29.68
r<4 7.197 , 20.04 1541
r<b 0.934 6.65 3.76

20) max SAZES 2. (r, rHDE A7) — A pae(r+ DO EE A ALY 5 ok
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Engle and Granger(1987)& <& 5>9} o] FAEo] EAT A 13} £ HFE
T4 %+ VAR(vector autoregressive model)2 ZHAHA o QFE WA Hug o
AE FHEANAM FoAAE 2A3E o] &= MEZE VAR, § VECM(vector error cor-
rection models)& TAstdol drtx sgorng 2 =EJNE VECME ©]43to 4
& g

VECM2 t59 4 (3%t & pat VARER S 7|22 32 37, %9,
2001).

X;=H1Xt_1+"'+Hng_p+ a+ E; (3)

A7)01A X B5HE, Te AU, o= 45 9E, & 233 wE A, 4 (3)
215 A8E Yoz WBAIE 4 @ go] LALAY §Xr0] THE VECM ¥
340] W,

Xi=6oX+ o+ 60Xyt at H Xt e 4
@ L= - [1,,— j_i;n,-] L i=1,2,70
"
6= - [1,- 3]

A (@9 xR AT &y
4 it

VECME ©] 839 3% e & KOSPIYl A3z #t2 <& 6>3 2t

Z, AA 717kl A& KOSPIZF ASPISE CPISH= A(IE)9 #AE, M3, EXRA, YCB}
A9 #AE BAY 93897 oj™dE= KOSPIDe] ASPID, CPID%E= A(E)
o] #AE, M3®, EXRAQD, YCBOsHE F(R)9 #AE 22 v, 9319)7] o|Fd =
KOSPI@7} M3@, ASPI®, EXRA®), YCBO%= A(IF)Y BAE, CPIQ%: H(A)9
#AE gt

<E 6> 93 AA7IRA = M37t 1% F71etE B4 KOSPIE 7.086% #ade
& 5 Utk 9§97 oj™ox M3De) 1% F7ete 3% KOSPIDL 16.364% 743}
= urd, Q)397] o|FollE: M3Q7t 1% Z713tE A% KOSPIQE 8665% Z71ete
Bk

VECM®) 93 3435 Ba <X 7>ollAg Zo] A7 28907 ojAdlA
KOSPI$t KOSPIDS LateA o] FAHOR fo31A] 42 Aoz Yehd vidl, 9

rir

AL Ay 2AAS AH2 PR} BAY
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<® 6> VECMol 2|8t XM F YE}

A7) AE$7] ol J897] o F
KOSPI 1 1 1
7.086 16.364 -8.665""
M3 (-7.133) (-21.198) (-1.247)
[-0.993] [-0.772] [-6.946]
-3559° -5.169 -1.012""
ASPI (~2.488) (-6.646) (-0.250)
[-1.431] [-0.778] [-4.040]
-25.005 ~54.878 25.150™
CPI (-24.184) (-69.283) (-4.018)
[-1.034] [-0.792] {-6.260]
3.230° 6.630 -0.466
EXRA (-2.122) (-6.494) (-0.593)
[-1.522] (-1.021] [-0.785]
0.798 0.422 -0.042
YCB (-0.649) (-1.210) (-0.193)
[-1.230] [-0.348] [-0.218]
constant 53.245 112.668 -54.829
#) 1. ( )& standard errors, [ ] t-statistics.
2. #xx 1 1% FAFEAA FAAHA g
** 5% FFEAA FAH it
+  110% FrAFEAAM Fe149A gk
<E 7> VECM =3 A3}
M 2|2t
' AKOSPL, AM3: AASPL ACPL -AEXRA AYCB¢
) 0.003 0.002™" 0.007" 0.001™ -0.003 0.001
225A% (~0.005) (~0.000) (-0.002) (-0.000) (-0.002) (~0.005)
[-0.514] [-8.117] [-3.141] [-2.803] [-1.141] [-0.135]
0.405™ -0.005 0.018 -0.001 -0.104™" -0.052
AKOSPI (-0.076) (-0.004) (-0.034) (-0.005) (-0.033) (-0.071)
[-5.317} [-1.0891) [-0.524] [-0.278] [-3.172] [-0.731]
-0.809 0271°" -1.482"" -0.0254 1.1157 1.243
AM3 (-1.343) (-0.074) (~0.599) (-0.087) (-0.577) (-1.243)
[-0.603] [-3.678] (-2.473) [-0.292] [-1.931] {-1.000]
-0.0864 -0.007 0.177" 0.005 -0.005 -0.020
AASPI (-0.174) (~0.010) (-0.078) (-0.011) (-0.075) (-0.161)
[-0.495] [-0.706]) [-2.276) [-0.409] [-0.072] [-0.124]
-1.696° -0.097 -0.099 0.137" -1.339™ -1.558°
ACPL (-1.156) (-0.063) (~0.516) (-0.075) (-0.497) (-1.070)
[-1.467] [-1.525]) [-0.193] {-1.825] [-2.695] [-1.456]
0.896" 0.018+* 0.236™" 0.063" 0.480™" -0.198
AEXRA 111 (-0.216) (-0.012) (-0.096) (-0.014) (-0.093) (-0.200)
[-4.148] [-1.533] [-2.448] [-4.491] (-5.167] [-0.990]
-0.089 -0.020"" -0.098" -0.007 0.016 0.294™
AYCB (-0.112) (-0.006) (-0.050) (-0.007) (-0.048) (-0.104)
[-0.790] [-3.220] [-1.958] [-0.914] [-0.338] [-2.826]
0.014 0.010"™ 0.024™ 0.004"* -0.008 -0.013
constant (~0.019) (-0.001) (-0.008) (-0.001) (-0.008) (-0.017)
[-0.761] [-9.656) [-2.954] [-2.951] [-0.955) [-0.734]




FHA G @ AAFAEY 71 Aol g Q7 141

ok | o|N
o | AKOSPID) «f aM3®D ¢ | 2ASPID | ACPID ¢ | AEXRAD | AYCBD +

o 0.004 0002 0006" 0.002" 0.002 0.007
A (-0.007) (0.000) (-0.003) (0.000) (-0.002) (-0.005)
[-0.655) [-4.461] (-2021) | (~4101] | [-0716] | [-1265]

0.200" -0.001 0012 -0.012" -0.028 -0.021

AKOSPIDw1 | (-0.106) (-0.607) (-0.048) (~0.008) (-0.038) (-0.086)
[-1.891] (-0.145] [-0.243] [~1.491] [-0.750] [-0.240]

-1.682 0.089 -2.059" -0.013 0.122 0.775
AM3D et (-1.500) (-0.106) (-0.677) (-0.113) (-0.533) (-1.217)

[-1.122) [-0.845] [-3.039] [-0.111] [-0.230] [-0.637]

-0.236 -0.020° 0.154° 0.038” 0.102° 0.041

AASPID (-0.216) (-0.015) (-0.098) (~0.016) (-0.077) (-0.175)
[-1.092] (-1.317] [-1573] {~2.302] [-1.331] [-0.2361

0532 0.040 0.680 0.189™ -0.932” -1685"

ACPID- (-1.224) (-0.086) (-0.553) (-0.092) (-0.435) (-0.993)
[-0.435] [-0.464] [-1.231] (~2.051] [-2.1421 {-1.6971
-1416™ -0.008 0.292 0.203™* 2610™ 3.343™
AEXRADe1 | (-0510) (-0.036) (-0.231) (-0.039) (-0.181) (-0.414)
[-2.774] [-0.218] [-1.267] [-5.282] [-14.383] [-8.074]
-0.232" -0.014 -0.110" -0.019" 0.010 0397
AYCBD (-0.164) (-0.012) (-0.074) (-0.012) (-0.058) (-0.133)
[-1.414] [-1.188] [~1.489] [~1545] [-0.169] [-2.982]

0.026 0.015™ 0.039™ 0.003" -0.001 -0.012
constant (-0.025) -0.002) (-0.011) (~0.002) (-0.009) (-0.020)
86821 [-3.506) [~1.660] [-0.121] [-0.5%]

2| #9(7| of%
e ek AROSPIO | AMB®: | AASPICO: | ACPKD:. | AEXRAD. 1 AYCBO:
-0.100° 0.006™ 0.068™ -0.005" -0.068™" 0.004

Kol o g (-0.061) (-0.003) (-0.030) (~0.003) (-0.019) (-0.051)
[-1.636) [-2.061] [-2.255] [-1.362} [-3.6661 [-0.070]

0.392™ 0.000 0.067 0.010" -0.068" 0.078
AKOSPIQ1 | (-0.114) (-0.005) (-0.056) (~0.006) (-0.034) (-0.095)
[-3.449] [-0.007] {-1.188] {~1.6041 [-1.976) [-0.816]

-0.129 0.476™"" -0.440 ~0.121 -0.384 -0.915

AM3®@ (-2.448) (-0.112) (-1.208) (~0.134) (-0.743) (-2.056)
[-0.053] [-4.267] [-0.364] [~0.905] [-0.516] [-0. 445]

0.040 -0.011 0.093 ~0.018 -0.084 -0.121
AASPIQ) (-0.277) (-0.013) (-0.137) (~0.015) (-0.084) (-0.233)
[-0.144] -0.849] [-0.678] [-1.154] [-0.992] {-0.521]

-2.814 -0295"" -2.543" 0284 1.024 0.003
ACPIQ ¢+ (-2.661) (-0.121) (-1.313) (~0.146) (-0.808) (-2.234)
{-1.057] [-2.432] [-1.937] {~1.948] [-1.268] {-0.001]

1.030" 0.051" 0531 0.034" 0.024 -0519"
AEXRA®) - (~0.380) (-0.017) (-0.187) (~0.021) (-0.115) (-0.319)
[-2.712] {-2.976] [-2.832] [-1.619] [-0.209] {-1.629]

0088 | 0024 | -0131" 0004 009" |  0307"

AYCB@u1 | (-0160) | (-0007) | (-0079) | (-0009) | (-0048) | (-0134)
(-0552) | [-3364) | [-1660] | [-0.452] | [-18541 | [-2203]

0.013 0.004™" 0.008 0.003™ -0.002 -0.009
constant (-0.021) (-0.001) (-0.011) (~0.001) (-0.006) (-0.018)
{-0.594] [-4.495] [-0.752] [-2.225] [-0.248] [-0.487]

%) 1. ( )& standard errors, [ 1= t-statistics.

2. wxx 1 1% FroFEoA T°r—431°] .
*x 5% FAFEAA FAHA F
* 110% FASFEAAM fH F
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A7) o]F A= KOSPIQ% M3@ 25 absAde] AHLRE Fod Ao2 1
et A7 L2 RE o) dato F Wy BFEI WSt 2AHE Aes vy
=t

3 2 AToA F3E R EY JAE EY57] At 4 (9% 2] Jarque
and Bera(1980)¢] 4 A4& AA1E A3, KOSPI, YCB, KOSPID, KOSPI®, M3

@, ASPIQ= 5%8] #eFEAM AF7HES 717 & F fe Ao= YEy.

Jarque— Bera= Nﬁ_k [SZ+—;-(K--3)2 (5)

mebA, Q&7 o)A ZeE FAFAEY 3% Wl U st F4
A& gAY My 7|7t ojulzt H&Egom, HEe7] o] %<
71N E BAFAES] FaF Astd dg Zart FANAS FeAdde AAY
A 717 e omrt AEHATR & + At oY FuEte FAAGAA
£ Y97 old} o|F 9 HAAFAEY] FTIF Wt i@ slgle] ¥Msst U

olgldt AL AN olHETE ENY] olFd, dFA AIFHY =4
IMFe} Aol o3t A 71 A4 4 5oz A gFolut 7171 A3 7] o
ARTGE AZFHo)x £ du|sith. B2, 9897 o]Fd o4 ST Fs7}
F7He A ]._ AL F5857H 9 5884 5349 7158 AT = ¢
2R o2 gk #idol ;A7) o]H Y 7|NANME UEYA] G2 ALeE Hol &9
71 o] AT o} F ] FAAFAEY FTEF W i Jidis 2 ¥t des 9
43 & & Ak

V.2 &

R AE §e 3 7|7 (rational expectation hypothesis)® T&HA A7
(efficient market hypothesis)& ©]2% ulg o2 3t FAAZ gt AAFAE
717t A&7 o)dFd o]Fo ofd W} Qle=AE B4 EH
DAAAFAE] T8F F7H7F B AsAoe Andssz 7grtde o

ol ER1ITHH F24 74 L &g & AolH, MAFAFA S| §38F S/ A

ug
He F7AATE AAAALE AL gEE wolsATid F4 AL 4%

2 oldE A ANA Z B9 VIAANA BA=VL,
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& Folgte 7HE 13, FAAZ AT BAFAEY 71d7t A& 7] oA o] F 4
W37k gle Zolghes JHd 28 AAste #4 @ A, &7 ojd e JdedAE
BAFAES F3HF a5l g Zh7 FAHFE EANTE HLA R J)d
7Hd el w7t A&, 4897 o]F 9 I BAFAE T5F Wl of
g 7107t FA7HE S AeAdve JAJALH ZId7td el dguj7t H88Ss ¢4 5
AR

o]AY LUt FAARNAE A7) o] AR o] F] AAFAEY FHF ¥
ol i@ 7ol d37} AT o]} o] FANFANN BAFAEY 71dle] disto]
A7) o] M3 o] Fof glo] W7t YT o= Z AHFTFAAA gl 7Id T2
A& AASE FA, FAFAEY 7IhE 7MY A& ]88 5 Ue AAEE

B9 8ol WRditE A ¢ 5 Utk

B =22 FHAN] a&Holgte 7HA s, WAFAFAS ] T8F A3t 73
A vHe dFL AnPEFH o2 Il A o E AAAANAH 02 Iy 3=
Ag AHFAHoR HItE e, A ARABAFAEY 7IHE AH ¥R
¥ FAHE T FANEF ANZBARFEDS] BAA dME of FHEd
2ol 1 A AFolA 7 WEE FANF A BYFar)dE @S A

E JAA, oj2fd A7E do2 ATFHAR FAEL
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ol
> 1>
Jot

ol

o of P =
e
fots

HE, ‘FHANRY 284 2 FPETLU B, 283 AAT, A62%, 1993,
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{abstract)

This paper deals with the relationship between money supply and the stock market.
However, unlike past works, it has employed a rational expectation hypothesis and an efficient
market hypothesis drawn from new classical macroeconomics and new Keynesian macro-
economics, respectively. Accordingly, hypothesis 1 states that if economic subjects have
rational expectation, they will immediately respond to a change in money supply. On the
other hand, hypothesis 2 supposes that the expectation of economic subjects has changed
after the currency crisis. This paper has first identified vnit root by using the augmented
Dickey-Fuller test and the Phillips-Perron test, then testing both hypotheses by employing
the Johansen Procedure and vector error correction model for the periods before and after
a currency crisis.
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