Aan1sAnEn

d. o= « o~ ' o S = cy
WaRInMFATTiRNENRUS IEud i wlee 1938 A seigaeaunasos
>
08t ALV AT MIILUA IR ER IEALIANNR R US To IR syt wil ldgnunsaadune 1w

o~ & g o 3 1
WBjuATNATIIANENR LT sz Nsas 8

Frari mﬁﬁnmLﬁamﬂfnud'uﬁuﬂuﬁqms;ua:uamam”fmﬂﬂﬂ 7 Aduiuiaz
Feeld38nnanafneiidendn Causality test” Tatin 71938 n1209nan9 asgunsavinlivisuas
firneresnamdniugaesioulsls dadaulladuewspdedaudsloadheg  F933nmaasy
Arsuvediune vF Causality test Tnewialiiantias 1un 33nn9189 Engle and Granger 3%
N17189 Sims WASTANTTYEN Haugh and Pierce u.m'Lﬁﬂwﬁnma‘maaumﬁmﬂumqLﬂuua‘t‘muﬁ‘ﬁ'
matu 1 ervinliusiildaannmaseuianasBanansld fanarsnudrndy g me
vagay Causalty lunnsdnmwnii 3el43ammngesTe Engle and Granger SafuumTLNATee
ANAA (lag) Tatild FPE Criterior Tmfﬂumm‘?ﬁauuué'ﬂamwn?ummLﬁ‘aﬂmaumﬂmﬂuma
1uNaTe Engle and Granger ﬁfgﬂu’lﬁﬁdﬁﬁfy Aa 1) Auwdslueuarlifinanssvusesaudsly
MR URT 2) ﬁottﬂ?ﬁ"'lﬂunw?wmﬂauﬁmﬁﬂtuamTﬁLﬂu Stationary VieRANMELENIARELIW
Y94AURRY (mean) URTANAINLITISN (variance) TiufReuulas (refl) Tuusiastasinan R
ANWEUY Stationary TERFIULIAINAY HAMNdA et nAanInensal ua::iaga-?‘aﬁﬁnmmz
Stationary wimiu Rezsnnsorl M lunuLsaes Renaanay Causality 18 fariu Tudumenuan
rnasaLAN e Tuls 3«5'1Lﬂuﬁﬁ:ﬁﬂqﬁﬁmmmauqmuﬁ Stationary 1848U1ls
Mannanieu  Veiilieaann nsidauliidnsosiiu Nonstationary \Wldlunas3imsnssfun,

ANfIus lupsunnsannes Inedd OLS axvinliiRatlogvafiGundn “Spurious™ 18 Tnenas

Pindyck. Daniel and L. Rubinfeld, Econometric models and economic forecasts
{Newyork: McGraw-Hill, 1987; P. 65
x o« t U 2 1 4 % 5 4 ' 2
Tgmdananaansadanaldain A1 R, A1 D-W usze tstatistic NENAe AN R uss

] o i ° ) , 4 . &
FiN tstatistic MHINNITNT regression ﬁ:ﬁqulmn Tueus? Ain D-W azdiFsnunn
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VARBLAMUANIR Stationary TeAIULLT AsnsaauinedinsMiBendn “Unit root” 189 Dicky and

Fuller vi#8 “ Augment Dicky Fuller unit root test: ADF test” 1im9ann Thi3En sfitiaanatinideis
| el P ' P . & 3 d e PO

HINNIENTEU 7 U naRRTnAIn . Comelogram  iiudu  illevinnavaseuAuasnTR

. v

Stationary eFauLsldlummesauacihuvmiuiauds  ludumewsiell Fainnismsasy

AR T aen wlussezes (Cointegrate test) Taedautlesialyl WWeRansug Ll

o ' a} ° o a =l o~ e = r, :

sInavasNmssauANENAUT IWduvR uasHalinnufuRus ide laluseasena vl

Wiesan  vansaudlssananeliflasudiiusiilussezenaude  flisnunsauenlddndauls

daladluewmpifedaulsidladiuee - SsmmeseurmdiusiGaasn miussesaalae

. a2 a 1

T sansavinlé 238 Ae 1) 38013 “Two-step approach iwalnt Engle and Granger (1987) uaz

2) ABneABIAUMAN Full information maximum likelihood (FIML) approach Tiawualng Johansen and

Juselius (1990)  etinlafimna navesaUANSNAUT T aenwlusyesenatedautlslunng
v 1 ]

Anwil axld3EnmaseuR@Enisee Engle and Granger tignannAausildlunmege

v H 1
Wer 2 favintiu uazduaudeysiildlunimaseufidouadlisnmin 31 Dejong (1992) Whidn 1u
n.'nﬂ' o k% ! ] - ac o U v i ] 1 o -~ rr

neafduaudeyaiilianmin nmeseulae 2 3Fsinamasltuailiwmnsingiy s

J Y & aa : 3 d‘ 3 s 4 $ & ’ g - A aal :

Wauas WihaAinsusrdumeusn q Aldensadneiu Tudeusialiqzedunefdinsuassu

v
ABUAN 7 TUNIMARBUAMENITR  Stationary 184FIuLlS, funsulunmageuAI NN LS E
saunTWlusTEzERIewle, FBnasinvustusTesANlag length) Teeld FPE Criterior

v '
uazuULRanusTiumeusiae 7 TunmsseuruTusThinstedaud il lunaef nmn

-

4 1 >, ‘ o -« = e
MHNETN WU IWTIUE ARG NLls v @ns andaniug ( sample autocorrelation coefficient: SAC)
U lag k 1@ T NTRIITOUISNMOLE Stationary mma’iﬂgmqnmmﬁ RENRITUIINAIFINGNT NEIAe
. i ' - X ; S e
A1 SAC  amavatinedn y WOTUINYEY lag ANTU  ugAdn Haynoynsunadangldnrosy
e ; ' 2 X , "
Nonstationary WAtINAT SAC AASIBLINTIREULLIUINTEY lag RN mma‘iﬂqﬂﬂqﬂwmmu‘?‘ﬂm
wlniu Jdnmwouziu Stationary
o - o < > " 5 = I i
NATTA UNEIAT, Cointegration and error correction approach: mqt.aﬂn'luu'lun’h‘ﬂ?:qnm”l‘n
MUULLRIREINUAATEY e, q’\?ﬂ'mmujmam‘um’mmﬁ'ﬂﬁﬁumﬂﬂ‘f 13 (TUBNeU 2538),

Wi 30,
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. o 3
NMEVAdALIATIANLIR Stationary TaMuLsaYNTNLIAY

WHieeann Inedaulugjuda fayasynsunamna LATHFAIRATUMNIA (Macroeconomic
variables) - dinazlidnausiiiu Nonstationary Ae HALGAL (mean) uazArANLLITY (variance)
i ! (] *»
wWaruwaslmnauszezian Fuinldnaseeuunsnsaufisvnaonudumiudees dayaaniutiy

v 1
Wfldien wenanmiu naiendeyalusnuazdangtn Sseelugl level Wl luaunisonase
4' Y 4 1 o 3 ° ¥ a d'd ' 5 o~ ' 3 o :"
WwavAMudNAUS Iz INFus Aenavinlifstigun#iFandn “Spuious” fanfnanuds S
werdnllgmiing lumssivuuudassionaaaumauihuveihicg 3908 wsdely
ale o " -~ & 3 ] - o ey = o
naRy  Ae Aulnieieyseynaueafisstiuvsaseunaudiutecdin TRy

. < 3 =l oy o : a a4 4
Stationary TIIDYRBYNTNIIR Y 1 7] SSUADVANLIFAINKNNNADIND

1. @a88 ( Mean ) #,=E(y,) avdoslinoan® Statiorary

4
Qe

U E(3)=EWu,) €wiumn q Acee £ uas m

2 AANWLTUSN (Variance ) o = }3{ {v -1

ﬁ’qﬁu E[(y: =i )2] = E[(y“m i

2] & <l oy .
) QAUABINAUANLIA Stationary

3. ANl nlsuRn(Covariance) ¥, = Cov(y, ,~yﬂ,c) = E[( ¥ 1, )( Vi — H, )]

QeAailAUANITR Stationary

‘ ®
wnndieyneynaunnle q menusnTBteladeviiclu 3 deiluda ugndndiayn

e AN

o~ el L=y . A ol ance .
aynsuRaIUlNIRANITR Stationary videilReuaNTFThy Nonstationary

Taeriinamasey Unit root test AM338n"5284 Dicky and Fuller Fususannazuams

-l

G0N “Firstorder regressive * i3 AR(1)

Damodar N. Gujarati, Basic Ecoometrics { MC. Graw - Hill, Inc.- 1995) P. 718 - 720.
Robert S. Pindyck and Daniel L. Rubinfeld, Econometric Models and Economic

Forecasts { New York : Mc Graw - Hill - 1991 } P. 445.
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Tned %, AY ANAIMUARNALAREL ( Stochastic error term ) FefignuantRANTeRuLATeS

'
o

Classical 1iue fiAaAt ( mean ) Wil 0 , RAaA9MULeL9U ( variane ) AeT ualaifinany
funudiu %IqmmﬁmmﬂLﬂ&dau‘?iﬁﬂmamﬁﬁqndwﬁﬂndw “ White noise error term *  3987n
qunagil (1) Kewinmsonnemnzes ¥ Wil ¢ uusnmes ¥ 10t -1 fnpndulse@ng
(coefficient ) 189 ¥,_; WinAu 1 vi7edp =1 uassdndieyaeynsunan ( 7) 8 Unit oot ed
yRBYNTNORRRANYTAnan Aediouneynsunaiitenomdiu Random Walk 34dmdn
udieyeynauienfifidnos Nonstationary Lasiammits unsTidnAtyAe Foynaynsuiaa sl
AL Random Walk T sunsavinloiidnwous iy Stationary 18laeinMsuMuas1wBeTiGNT

v
“ Differencing” sailAe
NaNNET (1) fievuasineidavia Differencing uda azlg

AY: N (p" I)Y;-l +u,

------------ (2)
AY, =6F_ +u,
Toei 8=(p-1)
< . <4
A A% First - difference operator Y78 AY, = (I’; —YH)
Tnesuu#Agumvan (Null hypothesis ) Aa H,- p=1 ¥l 6=0
Favnen p =1 vite 6= 0 uda ;nauna (2) aunradeuiver/lug

AL=(F-% )=, oo (3)

P o G W e ; 4 - . . 3

TRNANNITA (3 ) 13RTuleidn nsuasvFENYin First - difference URTAYR

d’m\‘ o A al o : ° vy ~
aynsuaNaNuiiu Random Walk Wiaifnmale Nonstationary avindiayaaynssans
nanafligausaBilh Sttionay Wessaniulnnadiesunfives # 7 o, Wudaulsgadiii

fnsvranu Inefidafnwindy 0 usrilAnAuLLs#UAST ( purely random |

atwlsfinn uensnann1ad (1) uks TunengufuasnieUfiR Unit Root Test

o

» ¥
ANIFN178A Dickey Fuller Ul HaamsnldldiuauntsanoeefiflzUunusaiiae

Laldph ;48 . -cmcssesees (4)



H L=B+ppt+pl,  +u, - oo (5)

Toedt ¢ Ae Fawds Trend Teldidinlilusuniawensaavdndaulsivaseniuilnnaun@
(iU Trend Stationary vize lu
¥ Ao Wusaurlsgu (Random Variable) AlAN@ALWINML 0 uavANANULITITUAT

TatausAguvan (Null Hypothesis) W7e H, Hlfluntmmaeufe p =1 waz B,=0

Feanauna? (1) ,(4) usr (5) awnsadieuliatlugtaunis® (6), (7) uaz (8)

AK:&;—I"‘"ut """""""" (6)
AL =B+  +u, - (7)
A, =B +pt+ 8 +u, - (8)

TapsanAgnwdnildlunsvaaey Ae Hy: 6=0

atinleiann  fissannIMmagaL Unit Root #agiad Dickey - Fuller 18&uNALY eror

term (2, ) aiflifeywn Autocorrelation  AevandieannAsananaliiifiuaieiasvinliranenuuls
t v

tsaudldannnisszanurnsanids OLS gaiiumnmiiiuage Al Dickey - Fuller AalsuAdeymn

sananlaumainsoutslugl Lag  dinllusuns Taanasiomue Whidhsiawlsnieusnsanii

ST &UNII (6), (7) waz (8) Audendludlsitiu

A, =68F_ +a, ) AV, ,+& oo (9)
i=1
m
AV, =P+, +a, ) AY,_ +8& ------nee- (10)
i=1
AL =B +pt+ 8 +a, ) AY, +& - (1)

=1

Tnedl AT =Fy - Y5, MY, = (Y, - Y 5) Judu
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m  Ae Swawiudslunl Lag 189 AY,, vile 1neved lag difference term T4
d . i . . o . B
il lusamafeuiilmn Autocorrelation Fa¥inls#in error term ( &,) ATURNTR White noise
smsldaunisianaetwdulunimegay  Unit Root  Aaein Dickey - Fuller  137&38in99
“ Augmented Dickey - Fuller ( ADF ) Test* @438n196anaatias@snsaviaga A Unit Root
i ) eld' 1 «d o o~ e o~ e el. J 4‘
1é#dndn Taeanazlunsdliien eror term ( &) upNdNRuTUlus UM Mgty Faluntmesey
) : H £ o~ o
Unit Root i aldi@unaa?i (9), (10) vide ( 11 ) untmmeaay munusnrtesteyseynay

a1 lunimaaey

atinlafinn (He9aInn1maga Unit root AMaREN"918e ADF - test 1 sufhudes
NTVUATUIATDIAIMNGRT (lag) ﬁmm:awmﬁquﬂsﬁ'li'lummmau Famainamimues lag
ggoree m Aldlummasey Sttonay 19653 Unit root & azimnmslaefiafsananed
Autocorrelation (SAC) UAZAI1 Partial Correlation ( SPAC ) © N&N9Ae 14NAT84 lag TANNZaN azgn
s TuReynlien eror tem fAnaREAGuNGY “White noise”  Iaemiau lag W%y
MIARTUIAT SAC UAY SPAC Anane T WUFITR azildssnuviniu 1 Tu 3 13 udiaya
Vsl lunmagey | FannsrusL e g Waldlunmeaay Unit oot \$1AY
Az lanIsnBaufinussuinAn SAC WazAn SPAC NRM9AS 1WIRTE4 lag Finzeslunng
YMEBL Unit root T8IHARNS (diference) WIS d ¢ 7 sy ariatsaunlaen By
WOUsEUinemn SAC TENERRNNETLT  del UnT An SPAC VOHAANEALR d  Toedivn
noulunIRaNsn febiAe 1) WnAn SAC WaTA SPAC ﬁiﬂa"\f-’n’tyv‘?mmﬁﬁ U TUINTeY
lag Awifuuds MATes lag AmnzaNluNIARELASYINAL TUINYEN lag ﬁﬁﬁ'ﬂéﬁﬂ"fyﬂ”q
NA 2) MINAT SAC UATAN SPAC ﬁﬁﬂéwﬁmv’fwmm M. TUIALEN lag e mmees lag
Aonnzanlummegersvinfmnates lag ﬁﬁwqmmnﬁegn Uy 3) wnAn SAC uazA
sPAC lsifhledndniesesdn munaves lag FinnzaalunmmeageLs ity mnates lag AN
SAC vizaRn SPAC ﬁ'gqqm TnA"Ina@ ( Critical value ) mﬂunﬂmmﬂﬂuauuﬁgﬂuuﬁn ( Null

N ' v
hypothesis ) 38 Hy - p, = 0 svfldnfty 5 % windu 2/47 34 7 As Iniufiayavia

vua It lunmaaay

A1 error term ﬁﬁqmﬁuu"ﬁ White noise AZ3lAGAEYINTL 0, ArAaussa peit uas
Liflanudaniugig
¢ Pindyck. Daniel and L. Rubinfeld, Econometric models and economic forecasts
{Newyork: McGraw-Hill, 1991) P. 473

Demodar N. Gujarati, Basic economatrics (McGraw Hill. 1995), P. 716.
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Gainuamnetes lag Avmnzarlduda fasinliagey Unit root 10ei3a ADF Test
Faugmsluguns 9 - 11 %4auuﬁgﬁuuﬁn (Null hypothesis) Am H, :0=0 v78 & Unit root ans
vesavlumsfnmiilsnausladlilsunsy TSP 70 wnAin ADF T- Statistic Tugyl
Absolute term NANNAABNGA . FTALTBRIATYFAN 7 TUR19W ADF ufa usssdndieyaaynsy
NABINAINANYIUT Stationary WA AN ADF T— Statistic Tugil Absolute term tiatindaein
ﬁnqzﬁ'lumﬂq ADF ugmsdndimyaaunsuinansing1alidnwess Nonstationary  1#1A9R @YY

&
HRAN (differencing) TeetiayavizasiauLlaii 4 neu udRednlivegay Unit Root test mialil

] 3 A‘ ° L ) & dl o
atinalaimnu WEINNIIVAReLUATANTR  Stationary tedsiautlsisstinlivmaany
fuiusluplaudumsihisude  asdesfiansangindaulsmaniuil integrated  Mignsy
- o~ = [l Al o :’« . T 3 al' ° 3 3 r, =
WeofaFeld  vieduauaRluniavanass  Differencing)  eaYinlWiiayaeynsuaiull
Arugs R Statonary infwiBelsl  nemAe wanvinnnsuussitestiayseynauauil
Y 3 e avy = wa o \ o g 5 .
ARudovinlifieynarynsunanfin e Fiiiv Stationary 1 Fundeyaaynsnaaitiugn “ Integrated
aees s ui 1 vide | (1) dhdu Favandagasynsunavidesauiliivesauil integrated Afns
= [ 1 9 1w 1’»’/ = e 4 o 1 [ < dll
WenMiuda uamadsautlvisaesiidneoe Cointegrate My wsintinglefinnn  ifiaeqnnnisfinm
’ sups d o o B
psdNRLTIUE VRUaskas audsRle q azannsanssvinldradle sautlsgiuiiangn
v v v
duiuiiuludaenmluszezan - s luiuseuseliavefuneiadinsusriunausing -

TunmsgeuAudNRUsIFIgatnwlLsveZeng (Cointegrate test) Aialy

mavedauAMufunuiBinannmmluszaze (Cointegrated) Aaedurlsaynsuias

aal o o & = aal A aal

ApnnIveRaUANNENNLSITstn W IuITeTene § 2 35 AR 1) 38 Two - Step
Approach ¥iiualsel Engle and Granger (1987) WR=2) ATNENTUMAN Full Information Maximum
Likelihood (FIML) Approach Fiuaualnel Johansen and Jusllius (1990) etiwlaimnu nmegavAN

- &

fuufiFagaunwluszarenslunisfineniia s 1498 ns Two-step approach 189 Engle and Granger
eea n Sruaudaulsldlunsfinmiiies 2 Fawintiu uasduoudaysdldluntvsseuiil
° ] % o :" G <K i
sauaulduanin s na919385n19189 Engle and Granger AIHAIMNIMNIZANUATREAINNII
n71438n19889 Johansen and Juslius Fawmnzdmdnsussgnsfldiunsdliaulsnnnndn 2 &

Tl

TnoReulrresnmmesauiagdndowls 2 fa Hacnuduiusiulussasennvidelaidl

tnelditees Engle and Granger ol
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o A & v = o : o
1.) Aauseynsuaanle ] MABNITVIARD LR CABINATURNLIAITEN Stationary UFEUIN
¥ 1
awlsaynauaaiulifinoesniBees Stationary Wiinasildemuiae ( difference ) Tae8AuLsss
' ° e d‘ < oA, & b 4 ' } A= :‘v = -4!
A . ALile q AR Stationary ufia naalddndulseynsuesmiudinisedeu

d‘ ¥ o A ol ~ Fo o
"M'J‘v‘lﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂslﬂuﬂﬁuﬂ')qu’quﬁﬂulﬂNﬁ]ﬂﬁﬂqw‘h&?:ﬂ:ﬂ’]')

2.) wnduwdsidesmmaseulifinuaui@tes Stationary A Hdnme
Nonstationary Wi UBMANAIAMARIAIAREY ( % ) TEdANENNUEIEIdURI DR LL sseq
o A ¢ =4 ) 2 | 9 i } AP o ' =l d‘
FOVITONTNNIMUAMANLIF  Stationary WK (s nana lansiautlsaynsuasisinanatinan eyl
d' v o & al “ Fo o 8
VigaaANBIMUIMTENAMNSNNUT TUTsaen wlusTezeng

4‘ ol > e 4‘ « oy
TIUENTVR Engle and Granger  lunisvaseudndauseynananfailnuania

! H v ¥
Nonstationary finmadenlvafineandasiinieli Usznevldontuneusing 4 filde

1) aFRaumMIusnIANKFNALT T dunsTeiaulmidaenamedaay

WU neevesey 2 fauls Ae X wasy asld
Y =a+fX, +u,

v ' ]
AaIINYU V]’?ﬂ'\ﬂ_‘?b’u’\mﬂ’\ﬂuﬂ’ﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁlﬂ”ﬂ"l?ﬁ (1) Tmﬁ%‘ OoLS Lﬁ‘ﬂﬂ’lﬂl'}ﬂ’l".u

Py %
ARIBIARDU ( 24, ) T8I8NNT Azls

N N N
t

Ut = Y; e a—ﬂX
2) YnmmagauieadFANARIIAReY ( 4, ) Tdsvanaddmnugunid (2) 3

AoudNR Stationay Wialal TaeldA8nmemeaaLLLL ADF Test (Fananaluadiaft 42.1) Tugluuy

AlaflAnALaTime Trend  Saugsaludunasi (3)

{
Au, = Pou, ; + Z beduy ; e (3)
o

Robert S. Pindyck & Daniel L. Rubinfeld, Econometric Models & Economic Forecasts

{ MC. Graw - Hill, Inc.), P. 466
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Tnefl Aw, Ao nisulasuwsimatAtAaARIaAREU 0. 1T t 18

1 A9 1u9T299ANAY (lagged ) TeedmaNslReuLasluAN A uARIsIAREY

%‘muuﬁjqwﬁn ( Null hypothesis ) lunnsvsgauAa u,~ | (1) vi%a HUnit Root viu
Aa X uaz Y liflanufuiufidageunanlussazens uaranu@§auses (Alemative hypothesis) Aig
n~ 1 (0) e X uaz Y Heanudiufiesanmilussaceam Tnedaulrlumstensy
annAguimiiauiuNmagaLILLIL ADF iAe e T— Statistic Femunnddnnnindin o

9Ange uasvIwaLLeY el lanudiuiidgasn nluszezena( Cointegrated )

ATn1TAIMMUATUIATRIAINUA( Lag length ) asadanilsfildlunisnagau
Cointegrated uwa® Causality test

HeRnNNTUATUIATe lag Mlimsnsanatilugilomn  Serial correlation
189 Residual #ana IinaaTLIIINTMARELANNA §1UEANATR 16 TINIAMUA TN lag
Tuwuustaetrasnivegeulaeld  Causality  Aunndaulugss1isnsiFendn  "Arbitrary
e g . g - \ - X e o ¥
specification * ABNNIHMUATHVATAMRIEATINIMINTAN  Tuiunesaularesivasay
' ac o ' 3 Ve o r:d‘ 1 1alaal Jv 4‘ aal o
winzau  latAsnaanaahadbifimdninasiuiueuuaslliiiinnsidaiau  3938nees
namenaazisifiisuansynussramaagauls  asaannauantespus i uagend
' " . - .
fimrazfiuasyinldaponuuilstlson (Variance ) #E9nIsvageUiAgalu  wivinmuiaes

| oo s a < ° ¥ o o o« i 3 v
ArnafnavussiiullfiensssinIilinAINAYEEN ( Biasness ) mulunmasayls

a‘u’aﬁfmﬁiwam?{mﬂmﬂﬁqnd% Hsigo A4l aua i ldREnsi s TUInT8IANA"
189 Akaike °  fiensaniThABnnsiastanate ( tade - off ) fTogndananald Fe Akaike 14
AMUAIBENITRBNTUIATEIANAIGIGATBFULISUAIATAQ IUANNTT  Autoregressive model o
Tﬂﬂ‘liﬂﬁ'mﬂm'ﬁﬁﬁ"ﬂﬂ’ﬁﬂ * The Minimum Final Prediction Error (FPE ) Criterion * " "E‘QFPE
Criterion mmm’titﬂum‘%imﬁa‘lum?ﬁ'mummmmm’mdﬂgqqmmaumi‘ Autoregressive U

WUURIREIRMTL Causality test

Cheng Hsiao, * Autoregressive Modelling and Money - Income Causality Detection,” Journal
of Monetary Economics Vol 7 (January 1981): P. 85 - 106.

* AEmrnmuannateAdNa (lag Taeldudnincel FPE gluntacuan n
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Iaevdnnsresis FPE Ae  nisl@eniunstesnanuan ( lagged ) #ifiAA L isLsusinvige
o o o ' - o P - . -
Fwinlatnantuineesnuat luesatesiqulsly e 7 dnnsfintunatesnNal lusds
o T . : P, : ,
reFauLsuN U a lAA N LU uas s WRTATVIEM N NTIUIATBIANANTRF
i Q‘ t - d U ' : ¢ -
uniiafinmnatesnnuaresiausudaintiiincuninkouiisngtuy $G95FPE (i
¥
FBNTARTUNTUIATEIANNREVTLRALL U a ALt neana Nty Sty NITUNAE NSNS
mevesnNantneid FPE wlddmiunimesen Causality 189 Granger Sa9nifhiitnagd
4 ° «_ e o~ e ‘ o =¥ i o ' -~
Azt linisimuatunatesARad IR LsuRs SN aNTY  HeRnnsaususiasin

87199 THUIUIALEIATNATTIUA NBI N T

. & .
uuumamua:muwau’lummnﬂauﬁﬂuLﬁumqtﬂuua (Causality Test) 184
. W & & @ -
maulasunilssrasdiddiugh (MW) uazasmsiduine (INF)

m'ammmﬂaﬂuqmauum Stationary UAE Cointegrated Te4fawlrveaes & AaeABnzA
nataNIuAiney w mwmqmuﬂmmmuqmaum Stationary Tl R LIARAMMTEN Integrated
w fiudEnil wasiinudiusiufasasnnluszerennuda (Cointegrated) u&M4IN FlauLls
v?mmﬁmﬁm'mé’uﬁmﬁuﬁnwmuw;ua:uar‘fuﬂzi'm“iaﬂ 1 fiving sadu Tufumenseliieds
NNIVAROUAMNRNA LS TUANEUY mawa.,mmammi‘mmJauuuﬂﬁwmmﬁ'wwum (MW)
unzEmsFuie (INF) Yaiie lsdnmdius e wRUATHATEIe AL s el
Tuguunils u.a:w‘i‘amﬁﬁﬁﬂudﬁm‘a‘tﬂ%iﬂuuﬂaumfiﬁqqf?w‘fﬂLﬂuﬁqﬁqmﬁmﬂﬁutﬁw’éﬂ
L Tnenmessupnudisiudludavnuasiassudssawlssananne L liRansantiiadeey I
flesaziinasesamuieronmafouaerndratusa -nwmgavx'lmﬂuﬁagawnmnm
7103 RPN A 2517 - 2538 AOLEASILANINT 41 Insmmesauaanihumefhusssngnn
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