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Sale Strategies: Theory and Evidence
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Abstract

Since recently imperfect information and market structure are normal phenomena in the real
world, numerous studies have examined dependent effects on cross-markets, especially the
interactive effects between financial and sale strategies. However, there is a paucity in empirical
studies in this respect. In order to fill in this shortcoming, this article proposes a model and uses
data to examine some propositions derived from the model.

Combining Scott multiple-period valuation models (1976, 1977) with Brander and Lewis
two-stage game duopolistic model(1986), this paper proposes a theoretic framework that
involves the interactive effects between financial and sale strategies. Based on this model we derive
two testable propositions.

For the purposes of testing our testable propositions, this paper uses the data of Taiwan
telecommunication industry that suits for oligopolistic conditions to test the causality about
financial and sale strategies. Data come from all public offerings in TSE, which are qualified to our
variable measures, including three oligopolistic firms, 42 samples and the testing periods lasting
from January 2001 to December 2011.

Our empirical results derived from the available data of two duopolistic companies,
Chunghwa Telecom and Taiwan Mobile Co.,show that Chunghwa Telecom’s sales strategy has

positive effects on it own debts and its rival’s debts and sales strategy.

Keyword - Financial structure,Game theory, Two-stage duopoly model,Conjectural variation



>
~
N
~

= T BB D St 1

B T B T g T 2 bbb 2

)E_rb
i
3
bt
oy
\TL:,;
-ﬁ
>

>
»

I
s
Q-
—=
A
S5
-l
(6]

)}yb
I
3
o
Pl
&y
:]7“»
i
—i
e
i
E
a

)}yb
fin
90
52
=
h
A
)
(e
S
%
o
AL
&y
:’?Q ~
i
—
—:;nw
=
o

o & %Jd’:?;’ﬁ‘i?};k ...................................................................................... 10
F IR I BT BT F B e 13
F o & TR A T U T 50 F ettt 13
E e 5 N O OO 18
B L B OO 22

o 8 TR IR B ECE B e 22

5 2 8 H AT TUUNIETOO) cuiuiitiiteeeteceeeee ettt et ettt s v 23



# P &

2271 PATRBAES RIL T
2A-]1 FE TR AR EFTRD & F(2006). ..o 22
% 4-2 ADF B3 2 & -R4cE(levels). ..o i 24
% 4-3 ADF ¥ /4 2 & —— ¢ 4L » @ (first differences)................. 25

FAAVARBAIBRRHE P EPRRTE . oo 26
240 FFERREPBRTEA PR ... 26
24-6 ZFEPERIBRTE R EFERRL . 217

Z4-T B B B A B R 28
Z 4-8 Granger Tl % b (x de o 29
# 4-9 E Granger AR -E 1 FIE: B L 29

RS

Bl 1-1 AT 2 AR B . 3
Bl 31 © A B v T A 20
Bl 32t A B v N 20

e B A L ) 2



Ak o d 4 7 $Hf(asymmetric information)$2 % f B 3-5 E R

AR

% b oo @ F]E A A (economies of scale) % =%k 5 7# economies of
mwﬁ’ﬂﬁ%ﬁiﬁ@%mﬁfﬁﬂ°ﬁ*§$ﬁ%$ﬁ’ﬂ”%%ﬁ
#(Game Theory)s 4 » 77 3 © S IEAHA 2 Ak 0 Geoege
and David(2006) % 3P F b 2 S cnfid g f g L F v p 0 AT 4
2w g R T LR o R L HEATR RPN 0 B ET
R EIFIIA R 2L Z R o

B @973 AR % fi(decision variables)® > PAFRE2 A 4 A < g £ H
EROEFUA LR FSH FI RIS IR P R A 3 Ap kg o
Koo AP - AT FELEMBE AL S X L0k 5uhe F E o

TR RS R M T S R R R e T BB o AR
ARERBCS ok R - BRI PRI 2 R T

MEBNTEALEFLFATTR A2 Bz d MM 258

=
%ﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁéﬁﬁmw%ﬂgé%%%s'@%@W%%ﬁ BN

Hicg A (Economies of scale) £4p 2 @2 AP A E34c > d WA BHMA AR F R
BALASAER > FHCRPEIARTEAERH S A 7% o Frk g (economies of scope) £ 4y
SPH ARSI ROE L ANFEEY TIREAKA 0 F X AERRE o

1



Fwt(Entry Barrier) ; 3 7 %> 6 > A EHRF T L T E LG R
R4 (Network Externality)’z #% » @ B3 5% & 70 € B8 & eh
Wi i ST Y A B R mé’«%‘%
TREFRELCLBRPEPFERAROE M 5> o fifE > L2
W= o FOTREER=Z A2 > ~ 557 F] 2P (Chunghwa
Telecom> ™ ™ #§ # CWT)> - % ~ # =+ (Taiwan Mobile Co’ 12 ™ f§ i TMC)
g3 @ 3 2 o @ (Far Eas Tone » 11 F Fé:ﬁi‘ FET) - 27 3 #4-4 & T & |
FEEALEFTCELIFEALE R R MRS L R 3k

FEEFEMGZFESTT o

AT R B RET R AR S8 FE B 2001
ER-F1200l #%-F2FFH > A NEEMHBFLYHEELD |G
42

HFAGES X

ey
VEL

|

e

TF AT 0 BF RN ARAT

el b3t (Network Externality) Rp i} § i § - A& a0e® §ME%A S » A 4o

B 4e o
2



fod
(r*}
~ml
s
&%
¢

=
e

=

(7

Al

b

Z = VAR #-3]

A

Granger
T % B R T




W
Iy
s

9:%
‘m
s\-l-
=
L
4+.
q.
W\}
ﬁ
¥
£
1%
g
-rx \3

Al SR Pl SR

“73\\

%ﬁc%ﬁ%%%??ﬂﬁﬁwwéﬁ’%ﬂgﬁgg 9 4 2 B 7 I
We Lo Lo WP OB IGRE R EY R F 2 R 5 TR o

oo R AEG L R A i) 2P B a)
etz ;b f B RaRE ) R AT ES L F R EH R &
BB NUEREINA AT 2T d VAR ehip 3+ 4258 » 12 2 Granger

Causality Test 0] % B 2 kA L FA PR LG ERLIFENLF Ry ¥ T F

v
=

R .
j\Q —7»’5\54\17 °



$oER SRRSO R S A o B2 SRR

W 8 AR S S0 B R N M e A -

BEEYWABXRDHRET SHEAPT BT 0 X7 F A 2 S T
M oo F PR 4 % & F (price rigidity) THIR g 0 2 F @t 4p
R F AR AT RE LV 2 ARBRA I P FEHEN D FEY R
(Market Concentration Rate)#. 8 h4 ¥ » s § ¢ 27 F ¢ 7 fpff§t+
- R T PR S o

Timothy(2009):% 5 % & & 31§ ¥ eni@ ik £ 22 % Facenis 5 WK o T i
Wl R A Afrd K7 0T IERIE - B Bl S A
(marginal cost) > % 2 & & % 2 F A frf B 22 7 > T #{g 3L

PEEI RSO PN RS LT R 2T R R E AR AR

#c7] o iz H_Timothy — B %2 genikL @4 -

Bulow (1985)F]* Kt enfF A 3 A HP > A RE F 4w i@ * $ 4

R R F TR s ST A R

"ﬁ\\
e
ﬁm
=
S
3
i
i
&
W
T :
i
o
™
R
N
e
J
|
o
"'ﬁ

E’ﬁ* ‘}’p.umgc—a’i;‘

R (Pricerigidity) P dp B & P F HFFE R 272 EFAF G H AR
% o
5



B0 ASDPATE N LI FIT R SRR S
R G EETF o AT RS HE L TR g o At o

Rvs BT g ELFRA S SRS S B Bl Rk R (A B

1A FOP LIRS A RO P 4

p 33
# 5 g&{aﬁi'agg s Lk ety €5 2R EL d Tirole(1997)

Fon BEE 2 F AR S F Y B B (Price elasticity) P 2 K
LER I RS PR 384§ 3 AZER 1 (Excess profits) » {2 £ #

ST

P oA kR A AR R B T OB LR 2 i
1990 & RAs £ FHT D Hd KB PHT R E Y A RS
SO E R IR YRR AR B B 1 B AURBER

BT RERE S RTARPANLE LB B R RS R ER

DTG Rl R B B0 T 1999 £ 2 0 APERE T T
FEEHCE T AAGF G F 41 Foley(1992)4 7R 4 5 4403 B

PRARIE B R T LG F ey Fo o

$o8 MBBEZHG

- a7 MRS R R . AR FTa++ TR~
AP MR- BEEPEYT ‘*1‘#
Modigliani and Miller (1958) f MM 25 0 & 3 B Hisfimr g7’

2

- BAPHEER EE TP m%ﬁ*ﬁLim P R AR

‘Modigliani and Miller (1958) 3% T #| = L iE 27 1. @ &4 0,2 @B A 2 2 P 118 4,3 g
A A4 2T 8B ADRERPIF - RS 2 P R R RP R R R, WT A EEY Y
A - R B LT R LB G ORE

6



2

3

ER

%ﬁ??ﬂﬁﬁi%%%%ﬁéa%m’ JE kit 27 A RERT

2 Pl BT e MATERDBER LA P & MM
it 1963 £ 13 1 1958 # s B> T P E G PRl EHEEE G
i R et ARG E 2P AR

" #i'f (Tax Shields) | »c% > F]p @I 27 BFHELPD B
BMM SRR L 2 (50 & F UG E B AR ek |

CESGIEY ok R & &

T

BEATA R AT LM B N2 A B d T [ R

% 2-1 MirBipas A 25

LA rF
B S e 2 R STELETY R AL i R P

YW RN RN T RTINSt

- RO A U F A i g TIOF £ chd AL

MM izt & M Modigliani and Miller (1958)4% ¥ & B3k #  fF
A RTT - B B § TP Sp

AR L LR AR AEFEFS P

MM(1958)IE&£ FlrEERET LLagn gL d 2 ;i'ﬁ’\ BOPAER, S AERAE SN 4 P E

CRE AT STES LB N PR S O W N R R L AN
El’f){.m‘ /i’f 7 A%%mﬁ i:rs



o

MM ¢4 5&%1‘#”}5 i Modigliani and Miller # 1963 & 2 & 1958 & =1
WmELs T PO T‘E B%mx% B e B u"ﬁj El’:'?mx%
mﬁﬁ*?ﬁf&“"l%m’)”mg IF TR 'f,u\

*REZ B Ao fjv*u;% 7 [ f'3 (Tax Shields) ; »z% >

Miller i & #-5%(1977)  #- Modigliani and Miller (1963) i 4 #718 fidh
BLA R AP 2P E RN G f s P
W E=f f e P L Tk E )
F(F 2P MRS BRI R B
FILATERE) > g & P TP * 3] -

AR > T hA A a4 o

Bl A RS 4 Miller(1977)# % ¢ MM 3% 5 » 2 @ #7{7
ﬁ“" g% ‘% w“‘f"‘m'f gq?'p %i)}?imﬁgﬁm
FHEBMEE A S F L Al R
BB AN FRARS SBAS A §EE
FEAMPFTA PRI - R JIEFA LA

e O IR T EAT g RERY PINT LE(FT EHR)
HAEAER 4*rs < kP gij’ﬂ%\ﬂ\m.—s

A * fF R By REFATR

FHLKR  AFE Y

d P A ¥ 2 4p R enI@ 50 & e B 2 }%7» 25t B > j&_Brigham and

Houston(2001)4; 1 B p £ 4B h %3 TASBLEFF AR LB 22



AA A B P YEFREMBFREAS  YEFR L 2R 7
TANMPER > 5 EFDF LS AAEF 0§ E A § 5 T 2h(Break even
poinOFeAsF 5 M AT e g F it 7 i i o § & F R AR i
ARAEPLE > §ARELFEGARS LA ] Fl5 SR e TR
RN RANCS F A § Ak AU AR RN L IR SRS S
TEOITNEEEFHR SR 'ﬂ“ﬂ*‘ui’ AR Er o @A > ¥ 7
- T & - fﬁ#&i?}%‘ﬁﬁi Tl ot BEFAXS > b 'k~ AXF >t Grossman and
Hart(1982)°)”\tJ SR RG AR SRR o

Ross(1977)# Tl & s @ & TS HA T FF > FRIIEF H2
P EEEEFRA A A M B TSR AR BERTA AR 2P
BER AT P FL AP FF AL BT APk L F A FHR

55 °18 34 (The Signalling Theory) e

RN

ERRFTAGRT S 6 7 f v ARIHFH AP PALTAS
EFLZL0M 27- FOPEREAN L) R hALT A
Bod ¥ ity gRY P LBEEIFARP BT KEFTER 2
IR F L H 2 }I}‘% % 3 Myers( 1977 )~Scott( 1977 )~Myers and Majluf(1984 )

3%

#3 Stulz and Johnson ( 1985 ) T~ )J%i Pl T PSR S R S  MAE KE e
B 5 o Scott (1977) ~ Stulz and Johnson (1985 ) 52 3% F AR dc B = & #75 f&
54 2R WMT AR S RA P E a4 o @ JepE S &% - Bink % (1988)
NREFPTENSH OFTF A *ﬁ,ﬁ SPFEA *ﬁ'ﬂ % 1P B - Michaels
F(1999) #REFFPHTFT Ao pRERS - PED L FfEP LG
Vbl AR o

© PR EI%E%H#@LFMMH%;& L Hm %fr; %P i

w2k A Ti2502% (The Signalling Theory) jo }ifda#h'E 7

(Reserve Borrowmg Capacity) , (B f F ¢ % FE) o
9



Bz & 27gE & FHMALHE

Fo ) @A RFEHBASM RS EER  LABRIMBAR T AR
B H2 Y KRR R #“"3#3-)’4’ = e £ RvEARL 5 0h 2
Scott(1977)¢ Kim(1978)cp4 a4 43 T £ - &£ 3] che & » 537 1980 # ¢
e 3 F i EmB MR RS A ST B2 3 0T 0 A i
8 K3 BB )J?c—' % > Brander and Lewis(1986) 3 st 12 g } p4 7412
YR FFYL 0305 AR Fah LA MBSl Ra ¥ L85 ki

)
Flot 2 P 6 B EM S HEEA ST Bend & o 0 fnk B 20 2 P ing

bt

P E 20 FEAVHIOTHMBREEAEL R EHTI EF 2 IR
Fowmqu @t FHIFEFREREIR2Z75 -

Artur(1999)4% T % 38 (3 202 P hie (7 4 41 7 5 B 5 20E Fl— B &
PRI ABRREOR T e AR L Y R PR IER
= it (Profit maximization)2_ 37 % R 5 > R SR A FEE DT H R 0 F
~HENE AR F BT EIRGREOFTORBERE ORI -PIRT R
g BG  uHRFH 5Hmc FIERRERS ARG R
-

T o

|

<l
—~

—nl.

GBI 3 g2 6 o Phillips(1995)#% I F @ enlichy > MR AR T 7
I e B3 30> 38 (Market share) » 7 fe e0 2 #1587 & &7 58 M ir 51D

Bk Hd s B R i A 25% D I TR T Rk 0 B R

10



B R A L s 0D B IEALES0% 0 154 R T - RS P Mk
PHEFERAPAST H Q) wFAG BN FEES g

SHEI PO B EE > 2 Faui s B Phillipse T 7 A€ & 0 {8

UOfRR ABLRIE 2 F h g KR o
he 2 -;7};% s R "’"(1985)@‘% o 3R RS R/Eg S xR E
dOOER R TR LR B BRI EATRAT 0 AN L

BPEMGRRS FRPEFREIFEAY  REFRIEH AR

ma

RELEDFZ L A RF R RAFEALFTE S Py as T
PRBELDFEZ L o FRAB T PTHF AR YR AR L E o &
B HREFRERT > THEAFFASRS > FTHEMBET S
¢oEope BTG pliga
Iy o &
SRR N WA g R F At o

SR AF(1986) 8 4R £k ik L2 F AT T AR R KA E D

deb SRy

Ad

N\
=)

%

3

=

A %
TET 2P ik LR 0 B PR o Aok A R

i}
—
7
e

Y

[RCARIE %@kvm*é?ﬁiﬁéﬁéioJ##ﬁ VAR F R
AL Hehd T E B E T R4 2 ¢ 4 R T A TFH 4 1986

ERPFATE FE ORI AN T AT E 2 o LA R

11



Lo AP OTUFERAZZHL,  ATARY TRFEFLATE

PR o BT G EEY 75 R 17 MR % #i(conjectural variable)

PRE XA A S A S HoE S Yk

JECRLRSE o S s e SR
b TR BRI EE > TR R T B o BKR

A FAmEY

12



I
s
i
-%g\?
;\Ta‘ﬁ
Y
1%
k¢!
o
@

il
=
T+
*é}&
-
s
()
E{.y.
-
+
I
=
i
=4

(
hd M ERATHEF I F(TATEDFTASHE) U mE LT LR -
d 4 AWMz E AR o Fpt o A

=\

gl

i * 5

N

12N

ey

f
PAEL T o deds b 5RO P BT AR 0 B - PR M

N
>
>

LG FL(R PRy A ARG GE L LR A - A £

AR q) s BAEABEERY > BREMBLEES AP 2 LRE
AT R T A RULR G RS T R L AP 25 o I TR F

%iﬂéﬁﬁJﬁﬁi’ﬂW?ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁé@(Eﬁkﬁﬁ ARk

PPRE > Bk - PRI pHRGE RSP FN Emt EH
FHIARHE I N 2P ERT T L A AR F T RFFIER
B A 2ZJIF o Tl > B PR PR RN B R o

RYRFSTHIAEARERTARIRIPE APTRIPETD

Iz
R M o BT - B B 2 PP B B b
BEH(TA T RARAREMBEHL P R #e F AR AR

13



%L,&*ﬂ,ﬁ’%‘p)\ = ’I-,%, P m’}?;\ d‘&—g,ﬂ : Z\l.‘*ﬁ:m .

i S e X 223K %0 1395 Brander and Lewis(1986)5 I EC & & & &
¥

|l
o
S
4

Bl s - B Y A BART R o PR 7 ik
ienfliEsde: X(q q0z) i=12i#j -
AR - PEERL P [ e @ ZiLLIB‘QJmI 9 G EPARY LS A

BT TSI TE B RN SN LRy SRS L

.

»

D,
g, > G, B EK P S HFs EEIERRX >0 X <025 27 &
FRLAXN <0 X, <0 PRz SFPOFITAREFE LR
[l - u]® & 535 2 fe(Uniform distribution) » % 7 & 4% 5 % & o %

(probability density function) 2 f(z;) » z; ¥ z; = ¥ 4p 4 e

(Independent and identical distribution) °

45 Scott (1976 19T EHT] » 7o P 1end FH 47 5

-t [y (XY a; - aj 0 z0)-Dy)f(z)dz;
Sl: bi d ) l}]:1721l;t] (1>

r+F(b;)

RO ts P T B R IS R A DS S F(b) = [ f(z)dz;

ﬁi}g_‘:’i”q}%% f_g';:;bl = bi(CIi ’q] ’Di) ° E} __.P ;\‘ gg:"’fd/%é'g{g

Xl'(qi’ b) D—(lt) b l}]:leal;‘;] (2)

R IR T3 LRIV

14



db; _ 1-(9S;/0Dy)/(1-ty)

o T v j=10200#] (2a)
Z—E:o s j=10200%] (2b)
% _ _Xl-"(bi)+ai);,zi:l(v;>i)+55/<1‘“) s i j=10200%] (2¢)
§%=—W%;%H0>O’iq=l’bi¢j (2d)

He (2a)r f 5.7 d (1);VH D, pies 7

a_si _ (1-t)(1-F(by))
aD; r+F(b;)

cisj=10200%) ¢
LA r(2a)1®

db; 1+r

ab; ~ oGy 0 Tt =lrzeiE)

_ Di(1-F(b))+M;(D;)

i ,';': ) N j
w m——— [7j=1>2:0%#] (3)
. 20,
30 MDY ERAEFES A M =TS0 M =TH>0 0=

1-25i%#]
FVIZ 2P iam B E s plgs(Dre@)ivE

15



(1—ti)(f;:.iXi(Qi *aj - 2i)f(z0)dz;) +t:Dy(1-F (b)) +M;F (b))
N r+F(by)

j (4)

}i:j:]_ 12 ;li

i# Scott (1976)% 77 » % 2= 0t FFi 27 § An$HE S i Vg vi— p
HE TS TN Y SE ST R ST 30 = LS
BD,frD,y 0 B B A R P ehd AP ST L g

P Bl 5B S B ES S, 0 d (D58 - Frik i i

Si = fbuii[Xii(qi q; o z;) + aini(qi q; 0 z)| flz)dzi =0 i j=

1:2:i%#j (5)
dq; :

2P v = d;;’_%\» 7+ o &1 SRl % £ (conjectural variation) ° & a; > 0iz 4

FOP IO EIHL JE G ARRBR S v 885, <0p %7 2

I TFHHEHFELEE JEFAEHBEF 2 v ¥ o §a;, =05 Cournot #-73] >

BRI T =02 R T > FHO)N 2y T EFHE S

dq; = —=Sp,dD; — S}, dD; (5a)

S’dql + 5’ dq; = —Sfp,dD; — S}Ddij (5b)

HoSp<08S), =08 - pFigi o

d (D)2 BN TSI gD, »j=12:0i# ) @ (5a)2(5b) =
16



IR E Sl = 048y, =0

d Cramer’s rule f#2#8 " ®R#F L 2 %

dai _ 445 _ J

dp; - D; ]J/A aD; o S S /A (6)

A=SiSh —SLSh> 05 % wanmig it o SIRIA 7 27 i #4- B g By
WL BER il ERE Yk 7 A E 0 1995 €& 0 Bulow etal,

i [Xii(bi)+aiX}(bi)] (7
iD; — db;/0D;

d 3 (T)ens 2 9b; /OD; B & ch s Fpt S R EE (T giip s o

S FAE A Rk ]

FEANI(b) = X (D) + aX(b) 5 % B > 78EE &N (z) &

[, " u| B2 p cnToEEF o Fqfrz R34 R A FA D g

AR E 2L B OYNL(Z) >0 0 RINF(b) = X[ (b) + a;X[(b) < 0> 3+

2P IARRERMEATRR A T APT @ FS > ()00 (Ta)

}Zg‘>0 2 (Th)st dq’>(<)oo

WOV EE- BV RTANES ST ML



”éﬁ\
=
N
=4
F_&
Il
L
£
e
|
.
T
>
=l
>\_
=
SN
~mh
1%
X
ek
=

=
=]
=
hx
|k
-
N
(i

k
=k
o
]
-
F=1)
ﬂ}

Ba- iR ARAREp RREIAEF2 s'f?ﬁf%ﬁ%-féiiéi*’ﬁ"t ’
PHIPFERCMNETI TN FRHEAES AGEFEG )& R
HE P hg TR0 (G te) -

'g\l‘{

2OENA RO P2 ARk ko AP (5N f3E S R
b ARqD o D) (ivj=1 2ti#j) #EE DR 7Fi2P

E%ZZ“ 2=z EI Afm \Jvﬂ;(

(A=t Uy (x'(ai * aj * 2)f (2)dzi) 4Dy (A-F (b)) +MiF (b))}

Vi(q/(D) - q;(D) * D) = r+F (0]
(ij=1-2:i%j) (®)

L;h&]):(Di,Dj),Mi=Ai_Bi(Di),Mi:Fﬁ*\ga FEEEATA

Rig

2 MEHE B BASA
A RERFTEY L RES RO Pk § AR (97 HR MK
P ST

av,

OR;

-a-e) |  X{(q.(D) » q;(D) » D)f (z)dz, +(( ) (ﬁjjg» <fb X/(qi(D) » q;(D) » D)f(z)dz +((aq,) (ﬁ]:z;)»]

18



(i j=172:0i]j) (9)

Bi= AT MBS AR RE o AT 2P g W]
$E 2P e RRBHE R ER  EL >0 2200 0 £ IHLE
Bt 4 B K « F 2B <00 4727 0 586 ik =
W FakE s s Y RHGRE L] F B =075 Nash e

i;fg.?ﬁ;:' °

Bk d - PR R AT <0l <00 T g
x__ Y7iy7] (7L ~j N 244 0 244
A= TP = Vi > 0% 2 0 jg(T) 3 ehie

be:Xii(Qi 1q; 0 z)f(z)dz; = — fbul. X/ (q; > q; » z;)f (z)dz; > #5 &~ (4)

S m AT (8

) 0 ) 9
(1—t)UX(ql(D) q;(D) - D)f(zz)dzz]K +ﬁlan]> “(agl ﬁlagl>]_ (az)

i j=1-2 i%]j (10)

SOEREREER TSN IS T 3 TS T B
(D) ' D,) = & 2 s5sbfrfa #B Bz A %o

d (10783 RO P2 § FF e » B REAFE
dp,

~ V r dD 72
d_D1(VD1 0) - DlDl & — (VDZ - 0) - ﬁ

,_,}\ ’Jiffﬁ\ﬂ};%ullﬁi /l};(j\'ﬁ/’ljiﬂ

19



d=222(73 =0)-22(73, = 0) = ——2— (11)

2 1
dD, dD, V5,0,"3 1D,

Iy (72 Y~ grb 2% 71 (72 Yo s 2l 2
__!' }\‘ v VDZDZ < O > — ]‘gb ',}: - ’A VD1D1VD2D2 VDIDZVDZDl > O R 'Ll';)'z—: li ’
wd (1187 @™ 5B % -

dD2 dD,

(VDl =0)> (> (VDZ 0) 4 Vi, > (<)0-

Fa NP g R T Vip, >08 V2, >07 wa 2P
f FFERIEIDZIAF A 0P 128 oot 2P 28 Bl
dorgl s BT > AP [ R AR EF Badke LB Bk
FFREFZAERFER S LEB- T 5 FIEE 20 FA RS T @

RHHE2 AR R L8RP A 2P fAFLE ;,{%.sx.g,:,vng2<o,

_— ~

K
Yel= SrF 0 R @A TRt G (A s S o

if‘

d (10N EBED 2 el ¥ FERRIHT 1 F BRI FDPE

20



w%V__)z_%whflm%&ﬂmmW%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ@ (12)
D VD1D1 VD1D1

IR P L, <0 ‘—I?,;éX1>O“ZqZ <0 %-W%iX<0cr

aq dD — 2 N = N =, Ly,
>0 1(VD1 0) <0 2F[H el 27 125 pdcfE 2§
T e 2 d (12)E R 2 F B B m B T o g B3 e B

PEREND | ek ol F

()

VBB E D E Sk o

B OISR RGP ER P AT B IRAHE NP gRER
Bole ) DT B G0 Gy R e o SN H B AP R A f g IlAH S R G TEen
B TR R M R T L [ RoRERES

’ dDZ 2> (0 RV, > (07 T

dm

d P AP ada /T B0 F TR ) F MR ER:

>

ﬁi:=¥é?ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ%iﬁﬁ’%Sﬁﬂﬁ%*ﬁﬁ*’ﬁﬁ*
#HE 295 fREAREREI T £ Ping FREET L
FREAH)F {27 g GoREREH 4 (RD) -

/'})E{‘fé o

21



ST ® FEAFELES

5 & -‘FF;}J- e i &1 % BciE B

A oBET R FERZTRELIHIONERT K § TR TR
Ps A A TAHQ000)K T (LA 4o BEELRERT B L PR

EI

B0 FZ B} % 90% > &3 CWT 44% » TMC21% » FET 25% » F]* &
B ZFOPEAF R B MNP L E D R EL AN L FTARE
FAEFRER A IS P a8 R LE R Res e 2
H ¢ FET enF AL F & 2 e bap T e b 2 & 2 0 & H 4345

]

3
2006 & F K € OFALE T 0 TMC 2% | & © 42i8 FET » & A7 5 105 5
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Bk > R Ty A E Ry AR e

# 4-2 ADF ¥ 134 2 4 - 4> e (levels)

B it g R 4 18 (levels)
t-Statistic InD, InD, InS; InS,
RS ARS T -1.7896 -0.8508 -1.2625 -1.3525
(0.0701) (0.3411) (0.1867) (0.1603)
ZEFREEFERAEEIE 43163 -2.6723 -3.5715 -2.6822
(0.0074)* (0.2528) (0.0463) (0.2493)
q%‘?‘fﬁix s lw’sﬁ’fr’*@ iﬁ’} f’g\ E*‘? F"C*F[i#}ﬁ?

BB LA > B ABEA (2 B T T boT
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% 4-3 ADF H 134& = % —— F# Z & (& (first difference)

'L E - P& £ & fe(first differences)
t-Statistic AlnD, AlnD, AlnS, AlnS,
T OB B ARRT -7.9746 -7.9056 -189.9769  -2.5513

(0.0000)* (0.0000)*  (0.0000)*  (0.3034)

£EFB O ETAESE -8.0707 -7.8700 -3.1347 -2.6871

(0.0000)* (0.0000)*  (0.0026)*  (0.0112)*

P ADF et St 5 ()5 p-values » X & B F KB 5% T L EF o

FIE RFERT

#-F 45252 j5 (Non-Stationary) 2. P B 71| T4 B~ FE L & > & %
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F 4-4 VAR B2 i B 8 P E e T 4

Lag LnL LR FPE AIC SC HQ

0 -154.0869 NA 0.0390 8.1070 8.2776 8.1682
1 -57.3589 168.6538 0.0006 3.9671 4.8202 4.2732
2 -34.6980 34.8629 0.0005 3.6255 5.1611 4.1765

3 50.2619  113.2799* 1.43e-05* 0.0891*  2.3072* 0.8850%*

B suenk B L 46 T3 * Engle and Granger (1987 ) p* #-3]d f & 4t

ARAREN TR S e Rl% o M T LS B R P ELE e R

Bf 2. 444 o A2 iE * Johansen (1988) X &z ke §BxEL

W g o

F4-5 L EE» EHD R TE PR T
i & 3K H Mrace A 0.05 Critical Value P-Value

y<0 0.9783 0.9783 40.1785 0.0000%**
y<1 0.2097 0.2097 24.2760 0.5018
y<2 0.1244 0.1244 12.3210 0.5332
y<3 0.0017 0.0017 4.1299 0.8324

A Trace & ¥LE" (Trace)¥ez £ » MacKinnon-Haug-Michelis p-values » ¥¥* £ &g

ForE1% -
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%246 EFEFEHRP RTE B FERRT

e # 3K Hy Max A 0.05 Critical Value P-Value
vy<0 0.9783 149.4336 24.1592 0.0001 ***
y<1 0.2097 9.1782 17.7970 0.5746
y<2 0.1244 5.1819 11.2248 0.4520
y<3 0.0017 0.0666 4.1299 0.8324
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NSRS Y §
InD, InD,2 InS; InS,
InD,(-1) 0.2066 -0.0068 0.0037 0.0046
(0.1703) (0.0087) (0.0188) (0.0194)
[ 1.2130] [-0.7812] [ 0.1981] [ 0.2380]
InD,(-1) 3.1429 0.5773 -0.5740 -0.4604
(3.8735) (0.1968) (0.4269) (0.4413)
[ 0.8114] [ 2.9327] [-1.3447] [-1.0433]
InS;(-1) 5.6964 0.3139 1.8233 0.8672
(10.8374) (0.5507) (1.1944) (1.23406)
[ 0.5256] [ 0.5700] [ 1.5266] [ 0.7025]
InS,(-1) -7.8419 -0.3808 -2.1573 -1.2334
(10.7525) (0.5464) (1.1850) (1.2249)
[-0.7293] [-0.6970] [-1.8205] [-1.0070]
C -148.8798 -2.1602 -1.0090 0.7311
(35.9578) (1.8272) (3.9628) (4.0962)
[-4.1404] [-1.1822] [-0.2546] [ 0.1785]
R-squared 0.7803 0.9419 0.5319 0.5991
IAdj. R-squared 0.7236 0.9269 04111 0.4957
F-statistic 13.7632 62.7786 4.4026 5.7916

Standard errors in () & t-statistics in [ ]

d b g op A EERE 03RO 0 Grangersh Fl & B k&
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# 4-8 Granger ] % B % %

; D(D,) D(D,) D(S;) D(S3)
DOy 15.6610 7.2566 4.5665
(0.0004)*** (0.0266)* (0.1000)*
DD, 1.7457 13.4616 10.7040
(0.4178) (0.0012)*** | (0.0047)***
- 0.2147 1.8776 3.8097
(0.8982) (0.3911) (0.1488)
D)) 0.3801 1.5733 11.1030
(0.8269) (0.4554) (0.0039)%**
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