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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to identify the price transmission mechanism in
livestock markets in Korea as well as the market, in the marketing hierarchy,
that has played important role in price discovery. To this end, this study used
a time series analysis based on contemporaneous causal relationship, while
taking into account the prices of substitutes as well. It showed that the retail
price in beef markets and the wholesale prices in pork markets are most im-
portant in price discovery. When a short-term impact occurs, the producer
price explains most of forecast error variance in beef and the wholesale price
explains most of it in pork. We expect that the result of the study would con-
tribute to understanding price trends and forecasting livestock prices.
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6 ZZHz A3sA AlE

2.1. BSEXIAl HlEEME T Z(DAG) Ol =

AHFAA EAo) Qo] 714 AFHoE A= WHES 1WA Q74 (Granger
causality) A7 o|th ;A (1969) = ‘x= yo T:;MA o] Hh(x Granger causes y)’
= 2WA AFATAA = A Q)9 2o HolHh

Ply, ., EAIB,, x;) = Ply, ., EAlO,) 2
%, A28 ARAT 6,71 7012 49 AAD 4,2 o250 o} FuAZe] AA
o TRIE A0l O B A20e 1w W xi ye) 284 A9o) Ak @
Stk oA A ABWAE B W} BE wgol ol AAE Fa BAsE

I-'O

“J(temporal causality)’= <] 7]t}

H, FHole 2WA AFAFS Bt S5t e ddto =z

1) Z(DAG: directed acyclic graph)S HIE O 2 A|7Fe] 350 wp=x] k= HY)

A #AAE YeE= A1 A3 (contemporaneous causality)ol] td =2]7}
A ThH(Pearl, 2000; Hoover, 2005; Spirtes et al.2000). ©]2s+ FA| 4 AF}A #

olE3 & APA 2A7 glo] AMF R FElg JAABAE Ao oY
FHAR A JAABAE HBL FHol| e A5, FAAR LA

FAFEHE 2HE = A ) 53] VAR 32 VECM 3 7Hteg &
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AR 9} 22 8HE %4 E 4] (innovation analysis) ]|
< 4 NAFE Aaste F3el
o] A2 tdd AAE BAdd =YE7] AlFste] Agrt Eds] JIPHL ot
(Swanson and Granger, 1997; Bessler and Lee, 2002; Bessler and Yang, 2003; Park,
Mjelde, and Bessler, 2006; Chong, Zey and Bessler, 2009). & £, Bessler and
Lee(2002)= =9 Azt vlo|E|E &8st F3tga =71 AFHAAE T4 8AL,
Bessler and Yang(2003)-> =7} b F7FA|F9 HEd 45 JFS £4351590H,
Park, Mjelde, and Bessler(2006)+= DAGE HI®C.2 var A 7] AEAIF 7F 7149 <l
IS A B k) Chong, Zey and Bessler(2010)= V=5 5
g3 71909 YRS 2 QTR A6l WAL dge BAsSA,
2 Q7o) BA7 ksl 240 o433 It DAG oL JEA o W
£ 7t9) ’$3A S (correlation) P 3/ TA G(partial correlation)E

(causal flow)S 1S B3 7HEsHA RoF= WRolgta & 4 3tk DAGOIA



F0E FFUA 0 AARANY § AnwA BH 7

HA WEA A AR E 7HA “direct edge’ZA] X — Y2 RHHL o] ‘W X
0] #}8ltH(cause)’ = A2 9| %h?} = A, ‘undirect edge’i/ﬂ X—YE 14
Hed ole Wg X9F Y A S x7F YE Fst=A] v 2 vrF XE

T slen, 1_—1451 X9} Y7} X & E(information flow)

AFst=A A= AT
of o3 AZH Jv= BFE Yristth. F£O2, ‘no edge’ZA X Y2 @S« o
T X Y 7bel|l AadAvt sl BE vtk

DAGAA = Al W o9 JAAAANE H&2 5 Atk =, Al

ANIPA A7 o] whef F (el E S0 X9 7t FBdAE 2=t X7 vE
O

AR 1} X2 A S 7o) oa) ARUAL 2EA B 4 ¢lck A

HTX, Y, 29 AA3AA Ao thaF 22 3719 A F2E o] &3tk A <
H Al (causal chain)2A4 X — ¥V — Z2 YERE = Ao = HE X9 z&= H|2AE
ME FBAAE 7HA L oy ¥ B UM S A5 1A B55 A

T HAZ, X < Y- Z2 Y 4 v AFE7](causal fork)o| T} o] A&
A9} o] W X9 ZzE HEARE ME AABAE AT oy S Yy 2138
= B35 YA B5-E orgth Ao 2 Q1T 7] (causal inverted fork)E ™8
He Ndem, 99 F 7HLj-"]"— W2 Wl X9 ze HERAR ARBAE SIx T
A gFouh WS ¥ 218l ARBAE HAE A9E YEITX — ¥ < 2),
A3 3709 25 BE3E DAGY A A< /g Athscreen-off) Aol gkl &

71 d-+#2](d-separation)©]t}.3 o] & F3] A W (X Y, 2)9] QFBAE A3)o A <
2ol Ql7FA(causal relationships)7} F 715

conditions)S E&f Uulstd 4 gith4

=Y 27 (conditional independence

Pr(v,,vy,v5,- v HPr -Ipa;) 3)

i=1

3 Pearl(2000)2 “F W= X9} Z 7+e] RE AZE Y/} AEed Y+ X9 ZE d-E8|(d-sepa-
ration) 3+t 2kl A o] 34

4 DAGO] th3 Bt} A3 &2 Pearl(2000), Bessler & Yang(2003); B2F5 3-8 (2003,
2006)S F=3}7) nlgt)
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A71A pa; = v;9] B WS (parent variable)®] A EE #HS oJv|sich

Pearl(2000)3} Spirtes, Glymour, and Scheines(2000)& DAGE 27] 913 4 714 &
A daEE WHE 2Uhska e, 2 F PC €a1E]E Y GES(greedy equivalence
search) &alg]Fo] 7P dubzlo® S8ey gIts o] & & AFoA AHE3t= GES
dugEFS HAWEF Y (forward equivalence search)¥ W& B4 (backward
equivalence search)S WHEHOZ Fdsl= 204 &34 &
search)@ 2] & S &2, Schwarzdl] 2]3F Wo] 2] 3 7} 7|5 (Bayesian scoring criterion)=
83l 75t DAGES ¥7lshe WHOE PC &uElEd £o] 443% 71gs 2
L7 A ¢S ¥t ofye} Hrhgh4(scoring function)ol 23] DAGE ©A81A H =
2 AH-T FoFTY dYolgte AN Bojd 4 dtke o] Arh6 Schwarz

el

o og oA BTG BAAE T o] wAHT.

Al (two-step stepwise

S(G*.D) = nP(DI&, @+ L InT @

219] 2o P= DE EAHE ARE AAdste FERELE 9v|sta, o EHAA
e 2ol AL (maximum-likelihood) FA XS gualH, d& 28 G¢re A{R

d
“(free parameters) 5, 1¥3 Te 2 5 ousict. Hrigdsg Se

Nog7] & RAE= AFEF] HaA

e iy

Hlo] A FrHgE 7N R == GES dugEe WA 194 AsFE
(forward equivalence search)o| A& ZE W47 @ H o= 7HH(F, |4 7Hl A
27} lvks 7Hg)ol A Edrete] B o] b 9 kA Al sHEi ] Wk WAl w
£ o] A AF$-7 4=(Bayesian posterior score)] W3S F3 3] W o] A A AR
%2 BIC(Bayesian Information Criteria)E T ©] 7|AA1Z = ¢S o 9. 2
A 395 9 (backward equivalence search)2 1@ Ao A A el DAGES e
2 BAYE AAS L A S WEFS 19419 vhEke 2 wisiAlT = &
He SAH R A&t 197 9 rpR7EA 2 W o] A A AMF3 4 22 BIC(Bayesian

5 PCgE]Eo] Wk B A g =2]= Pearl(2000); Spirtes, Glymour, and Scheines(2000);
wE A, §973(2003,2006)S F=317] viE)

6 GES ¢ gjZo] 3t B} 24|13 A8 Chickering(2002); HHa)Al- © 92(2006)S %3}
7] wjgt,
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1. 7= A
9] A/kg

W 3t =2 Ho EFHA

22 5,309.67 1,726.2 9,743.33 1,917.96

4 37] S 7,624.42 3,030 16,847 2,998.34

B!l 17,369.5 4116 38,008 9,903.34

22 1,758.98 602.22 3,410 537.39

o 2] 317] S 2,664.66 1,012 5,031 804.01

| 7,284.84 1,596 20,128 4,875.06
<O¥ 1> &4 713 T 4a7] 7HA3 A aL7] 7HA ] FolE HoEH. ol B
W, 437] AT A7) A EFolA LnfrbA o] JAA7MA S ez R Y E4
0oEe SE2 4l AT 5 AT 41019 4AMAY maAAe 32

o
19803 1,963¢, 3,557 14 2010'd 8,707%, 152980 .2 4.4}, 438 453+ v,
27 A L& 4,821 004 33,0559 0.2 6.98] FU1SFATE A7) AP AR 7HA
€ 1980 1,0229914 20109 2,665¥ 02 268 Z713ck 2e 7t EnjrtAE
1,5770914 4011902 2,58 F718kc) 2o vls), 2mf 74L& 2,029 9l A 16,641
g0 2 820y FUkstd AATHAF 2ujrtA Y] e S5 & FOo=E A3

F7IE FE5G v S "iA |8} Hair] LzkA 3 s d e zpojelth
PR 7L 1990t Fuk o] F HwF YA B2 133 AEEtar.
of ¥kal], 4]317]= 2001 FRF 17,000~ 18,000 ol A] A
W 24 30,0008 2 5% & H2ZA 2 £ FgE& o]

Ea
==

s
%

o?.:

 Auf 7Aoo 2002
Urkar dot

H

113, B ATNNE FU%0] FEWAY AAERe 9o] JF vA sFsAe) Agel=
Bpeha A3y BHAE TS g3 Yk ole UG Tl g FAAAE Q)
st} hAge) J=At AR OR W) wRolh
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12 ZZHz A3sA Al

AAE B0l Qo] E == A7} BIA A (non-stationarity) S 7}A 2L = AL
2 3A1E AL, o5 1HEA g AR 71443 A3 spurious result) S HO| A
Hol AR Ao e F7F TS ok wepA B AFAME AAG A5 BZY
Ao Qs 22  Ue AF ALY £AE ot Harv|et A9 kA,
Tuf 2 AvjA A g AdS A S17] 913l ADF(Augmented Dicky-Fuller) @]
(unit root) AAS FHAT. G FH o] &H RIS O Zorn gk
194 ok A2 AAstat
Aol Qe AL AX, =X, + Y AX, | +e, )

i=1
Ardts Td8tE A AX, =a+qX,_ + D AKX, +e (6)

i=1

<# 2>v oo} A7) AR, =) 5 A T o] gele A AHE
UEhRaL it

*2 CHel2 4% 24

P ADF (without constant) ADF (with constant)

- TFEHT A S TFTEHT 2 S
FBP 0.539 —10.5293x -1.663 —10.597:x
WBP 0.674 —12.363%3%x -1.121 —12.414%
RBP 0.899 =11.041 s -0.801 —11.154s3%x
FPP -0.187 —16.383s#3kx -2971 —16.384:x
WPP -0.238 —17.826%3%x -3.171 —17.823%:%x
RPP 1.0287 —13.425%3%x -0.4301 -13.536%:x

. 1. FBPE= 2Hx| 2]117] 7}, WBPE ©r] &117] 714, RBPE 4w 4)317] 744, FPPE 2H4] 5%
7] 74, WPPE =u six 17| 714, RPP+ A HA17] 714,
2. ¥x*= 1% FFEE 9w
3. @9 HA A 7 W] A xPA B2 Akaike information criterion(AIC) 2 Schwarz-loss crite-
rion(SIC) & 01%3}04 AA.

2 AFdM e AgE %%‘z}ﬁ% o] &3tal 917] wiel o2 2l T & A= AW
Zﬂﬂ 3k7] 913 #4 = 2 27159

oBL
=
=2
o
i
in)
=



AR A, Hur) 9 ALY BE GAE FEEFE B9l2o] EATHE 7
F7HdS 71ZbskA] Rall Mt P oA Rehe Ao R ekt v BE AR
Hes geZe] EAdTe AFMES 714t Ads & A BE HAWsTE ¢t
B MR JSEE AoE IQHAY

AAD Atz @9lZo] EAshE AvEt SATE olE W 7ol A71FH R HF
2 BA, & 34 E(cointegration) TA 7} EATTHA AL A 7HA4dF FAALS
O o} TAVE HA et wetA fFEeAE Hav] @ A1) 3k FHE BAE

B
)
>

al
77437 918t Johansen(1988) A AAISHAH. WA F2E AA 3l
2+s Z2AsH7] Y3 VAR R3S ul' o= Schwarz-loss criterion(SIC), Akaike
information criterion(AIC), Hannan and Quinn-loss (HQ), and Hacker and Hatemi-J
(H)) 5 47FA WS ol &38i3lth <3k 3>0 A& nie} o] AICE A28 374
WY 25 HAHARRY] Do)t 22 YT

E 3. ENARNK) 2Y

RE SIC AIC HQ H]
0 817801 816936 817538 817608
1 68.3728 67703 68.1257 68.2375
2 679115 66.6648 67.4516 67.6507
3 68.2507 66.4336 675864 67.801
4 686117 66.2035 67.724 68.1257
5 689579 66.965 6785 68.354
6 69.2211 66,6408 67.9022 68.4080
é:sn%:mdﬁb+kt“;T) Aﬂﬁzmdﬁb+4z%»
2n1n(In 7)

HI=n (%) + K w)

.
A
2
32
e
a
i
5
=]

Q

=

13 AICE Hadoz HAANANE 7 FHE Ao Y= Aoz
2005).
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M e el2e] EAlste] A HAAE WS 7 BTG oE g B
A7t FeAsgenz 487148 FHA BAS Avn] S LAFREY
(VECM)& o] &3}e] 2418},
E 4. Johansen 3ME & Zok Trace test
Rank Critical value Critical value Critical value
H, T 5% Pk T 5% p-#k 13 2% p-%k

=0 25319 10368 0.00 24515 9551 0.00 276.15 11745 0.00

r<I 12044 7681 0.00 11252 69.61 0.00 13623 8355 0.00

r<2 69.12 53.94 0.00 61.39 47.70 0.00 66.40 63.66 0.02

r<3 35.84 35.07 0.04 28.12 29.80 0.07 32.23 42.77 0.38

r<4 12.35 20.16 0.42 5.02 1541 0.80 852 25.73 0.96

r<5 3.99 9.14 0.42 0.01 3.84 0.99 3.46 12.45 0.81

I T, restricted constant, 7,-> unrestricted constant, 7 restricted trend 28-S ©]-&3}d =44 3k
o). AAIZ AFS Juselius(2006)S %,

A%, VECM #8€ 5ol 20171 42k9) A5 32 E8 A4 0o T BA o
B SHe A7 9] e iAo FAVEHS F& SO ARIES 5o
e Fol MR AW VECME Fol 48 2A% Bl FAR BA
e o8 18] S8l VECME F8) Fald Bah-g At ADe] 4uAS 3
92 WPo, DAG RS A83le] WSS 1 544 AndA 72E seksidr

H 5 2RE der "

FBP WBP RBP FPP WPP RPP
FBP 1 - - - - -
WBP 0.5308 1 - - - _
RBP 0.0437 0.0653 1 - - -
Frp -0.0113 0.0240 0.0867 1 - -
wpPPp 0.0203 0.0374 0.0618 0.8007 1 -
RPP 0.0185 0.1168 0.2014 0.4986 0.3594 1
ZF: FBPE= AHA] 4)a17)714, WBPE T 41171714, RBPE 4l 417|714, FPPE AHA] #A|117)

7H4, WPPe =] $jA]a17]7b4, RPP= &) A n7]7k4 & o vk



<E 5>E 0RF A-FEN JRAS YL BoiFn Yk o8 F3) WPPsH
FPP Abol ] 4887} 714 o™ WBPsh FBP 7k9) AR oA 2 AL 8918
% glo) Zulsh AAAS] SHYo] HHHOR TS & 5 Uk W, AvaA
o A% 20l @ 4R 2 ARIAE Ao o Aoz Yehen 53
H37) N B % F3ho] tehdthie Dot BA-FRA FUAS PP
FIBE 0E 29 A W gl

A AIZHE JIFA3E A E 7] 93] Block Exogeneity Wald testE ©]-8-3Fa] T
% VECM 13 A 34 7 (multivariate VECM Granger causality)S =33 3} 31 T}.15
X 6> VECME H}E S Z 3 Block Exogeneity 7474 AF7} A A= o] St}

WA 4317] Aol A FBPE WBPSF RBPO| 93 &S wom, WBPE 1% 2
Tl A= RBPO AT, 10% Tl = RBPSE WPP 93] ¥3d<s W=
Ao 2 YR th16 RBPE WPPE A9 BE W] 1% FoFFolA J3S we
Ao 2 vegth s 7] AZAS B, FPPE WPPS RPPO) 73 9J3kS wrow
RBPY| oA E J3g W oy 11 TAH FoL AHoR ofst Aoz U
btk BhA) wpPe] A$-= A9 BE WEo] 93-S A g AE Hola 9o

= %= 2
™ RPP< RBPS} FPPY| 733 933 B las &U9F F ok

14 29} X Tuj7tA 5 2kx 71 o] ARaAT 28 AL FAbs7) AR oY 71
A Eatete] Fake W] 7hA o] mujAlA 7HA o) 7] wiolth AvirhARe] T
7b G vehd A BeirtAe EiAIY EdET 5 e &12 g W] AR
g avjaA A E AS Ee ASTF ARt o duldaer 471 St Al 74
of osf FFol B Buk ofyel, &ua 7HAS S ¥R 4 71e Fa W
S3t7] wWEel Aog motEth

15 Liitkepohl (2005), Dufour and Taamouti(2010)+= 2 < o]4+e] RddA A5 A 2W4 1
WA Q1A 737 (bivariate Granger causality)ﬁ‘ﬂ EAAE A ¢

Fli‘

16 47 & 717j0] Euhae] G W okt AZARANE A2 Yol AL
2497 g Aoz setHn, 437 Buzle] A7) Lulx 2HAd) oa) Fa
B R muAgel Folshe FEMIS] PHEFS 2AT W F2 FL A YAl

KR
98 WY gl
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H 6. VECM =X olmpy AH

2o FBP WBP RBP FPP WPP RPP
- 17.16%#x% 9.03 sk 2.67 2.24 2.70
FBP 0.00) 00 (0263 (0351 (02582
2.01 - 10.06%3#x* 3.82 541 4.30
WBP (0.36) (0.00) (0.14) (0.06) (0.11)
15.37#%x* 2383k - 14.445%3%x* 3.42 22.32%%%
RBP (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) 0.18) 0.00)
1.52 4.34 4 85% - 84653 12.35%#%
Frp (0.46) 0.11) (0.08) 001) 0.00)
0.54 3.65 2.14 5.02% - 3.25
wrp (0.76) (0.16) (0.34) (0.08) (0.19)
1.27 0.40 11.80%3#x* 32.52%3% 3.18 -
rpPP 052) (081) (0.00) (0.00) 020
F: 1. FBP= 4HA] 217] 744, WBP= =¥l 2]17] 7124, RBP= 4wl 2]17] 714, FPP= 414 A
17] 744, WP Sl $jA57] 714, RPPE A HA37] AL ojn)d,

2. %, W A2 10%, 1% FeAFEE A0,
3.7 g9 AT ¢ e dEiE 23 e p-@hs vehd.

3t GES €12 5S o438 A4 A7aAA AHE VECM FH< £ 737
-aEdt AT P e e R ST A AT <T™ 2> A

a2l 2. GES 21z AlA Qloty
FEP
wpp =  FPP
WEP REBP
RPP

17 GES €x)5g ugroe g 3 Q74 #AAS TETRAD IVE o] &3y 339t



AR <39 2>5 FEAE Har] B siAar)e] 1g#A ] g HF A 2
e AAEA Eaka vk =, WPP, RPP, RBP 2 FBP 7tol| akAd-S ZAAsA] 53}

= a}

pu =

A& 7F) &5 DAGZF 4 EA81o] DAG 7He] &9E 24stA %3k 9
3

<ad 3> = WIEAAS 22| E3F DAGE vlgo =z Y] WS 7h Yelhd 4= Q=
T3 v-x9 A4S 7 8719 71 d & Fd(equivalence) DAGE A A SFaL
At 879l DAG ¥ #HA DAGE 27] $JdlA Bessler and Yang(2003)¥} Park,
Mijelde, and Bessler(2006)°14 ©]&3}9 Y SUR(Seemingly unrelated regression)¥}
modified Schwartz information criteriaS 283t} =, WPP, RPP, RBP % FBP2] 47}
HGS TE5UTE 3 VECMS 53l 7 W49 2 X3K(innovation) 2] A A ES F
th o] & v O & 4709 SUR B 4& 74T & SUR 45 3 &4k
S

1, o] YHE o] gste] Fe A7t SIC %S Hlwste HZ DAGE 2%

-
of
o0

12! 3. DAG with undirected edge

~—
Wi}
et
~—
o
et
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(d)

~—
3]
et

WPP

H
¥
'y
]

m

M m
= B - m

| : T

T
3

(el

WPP

I
:]\

|

. =z
h
T
o
- ] -
- ] <

i
1
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!

1

—
o
—
—
o
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Uekd < Sl Ei% < 6> Uehd JA T A A HEE 3

LS

@ A= <3y 5> A H T

I
L

4. SAA elmpA(contemporaneous causality)

FBP

e

a2l 5. =X olntM(Granger temporal causality)

FEP
A K
.-"-I \“-
r '\\.\"\
/ N
WPP B —— A — ]
| / NS 4
i Iy \:\\,\
| / \:\\a
v/ N
WEBP *  RBP
.ffj:"f.
T
g
.
f'//—"'/r
RPP -
F AL 1% FAFES, AL 10% FIFES JvF

_
(o]
-
9,
)
ol
o
i)
N
X,
ok
M
1%
el
2
rr
iz
:ollzg
r>~
r&‘z
@
(=)
(=)
o)
tlo
Y
PN

o]z H3Z DAGE <1d¥ 3>9 ()2 Z2AHUTH
S o] 83 FAIH ARAA HA HFEAAE <Y 4>9 2o
° 2 e}



<18 459 AAEH FAZ E
EUH A 3L7] 7FAWPP)F &) $jA|517] 7HARPP)°] #a17] B A5 7] FEA
fex]

»
r o
::I
r
X
k)
ol
iih)
_"L_ll
of
N
-~
o3

FoM 7A@ Fo3 9= st e e T F Aok 53], = A Al
/‘1«] A 7] A LS A 1(FPP 5 & 7HARPP)O] A AR 9EFS VA= Hleg
Uety Zu7tAel osf fESAE A1 7HA0] AR I =AY e A

=)

FHog HelFm gtk §, AR 417 AAFPPES ESAF HY v 3
A AR ole} mul A7) AAWBPOIE FFE BE Ao vebytt 38,
A7) §5AF) B9E 4vuE svibARBPIS AAZHAFBP A7
e vAD S HAWBPTE AR ARBAZ Holn YA gouk, 1A
2 o) =oistAe uwi Qge AL Ao e

AT FAA A3 AT 2BA ABY AP AR I ol B e

)
I
o
of

Wi ek o= 7IEHo R QI JE e Zoldl M Fefgith. &, TWA Qo]
A<l (cause)©] EI(effect)oll ol AlZHA o2 HAFPdhes AL 7|9toZ 3la o,
SAA AT TY AIRPA Y QI AA S 55 oulstar Q7] Wil 7 9
ARZAAE I vHluste AL AP FE7 Ed & F vk B ARBdAE
A3 npe} o], A1 Qg AL VAR oL} VECM EF oA Qa9 9
A W GEAE HAste titeZA AT Fste ol 1 97t AUtk

Azl g ALY F57HA HA = FEFAY] THAH FFES AHRT] s,

DAGE 4 Sl® 417] % HATY] #5741 1 BAH Qe S wdd A

3}¥ %3] E(orthogonal structural innovation matrix)S HIEOZ o S 9 A} E 2R3

(Forecast Error Variance Decomposition)E =3 3} 9t} o] 13t

718 520 whet ol Wk B o] us) SAHNA F& YA o]
A4 ARE ATV Peba et 54 wge) o2 oxiake) ool 1w
Ao eatate] s A ETE 1 Hge FAFSE AR AL

19 A Sj7hZe] ZAAA GFS AT AL 2v) BRYA FFAAE
A grlo B2, wof mujskzo] 4aha Ak BHYAE WA 3% FUA0E 4§

a7 wEoln.



20 ZZEMz A3sE AlE

BHoFal Utk
ar ZA(FBP)Y 17100 ¥) d=2xt

= AAZHE AA Ol el 99.8% o] A EI B Wgdde A JEFS wHA F=

102 ek on AJ7to] Ay B ®ipel o3 dHH e

5] A MR et vhA, Tuf H17] 7FAFBP)S ASolE 17]dE

Tuj7bA ZpAel g Aol bt 4o

(FBP)9] ™ go] Eo1A] 67] o|Folle &

AlZke] A= WA ol FrkstaL 9

oﬂ >\1

EIIo

Agole 1 oj$- Egot %‘JX} 1 AEE
obslE]= ww A4 JJJJ] 7}73(FBP) 5L 2] sjA|aL7] 7HA(RPP) €13 AT o]
AR o2 AAE Aoz YeyTh

HA 317 Ao A5 BH, AR A 517] 7FAFPP)S A 717l AA 271
g Hoe =v) HA37] 7HAwep)dl s AwEoe] 71 & Ao Jeidth T
HA 7] 7HAWPP)S 5= 17]0le WA 84S Tu7tE AA ¢ s Asta 9l
o] SR JAGS Hola Jlovt At a2 FET} kA 67]ddl= 79% BES A7)
AR 7M1 Ao yehstth &) siAa7] ZFA(RPP) B3 1710 A7) AR o]

87%°] olZe] 4RE BL AL Holx o} Azte] LSS 1 AEE 7had)
[e)
o

=

3, )2l 2wl A 327) 7FEwPP)ol| 93k A o] 30% 1 LS i}Xlé‘}% 7o
WUttt olgst A= FA1E AGAANME FFAH JJ

3, Hav) % A7) ﬁ]tﬁ 7}7—:];9] W3l wel A gE 949 7H4
o] A|zte] s Fol wet ojugt %ﬂi HH-3-st=AE 54 1S3 (Impulse Response
Function: IRF)E ©|-&3}a] 43 H k)20



FAE FEUA 2 AAEARY 2 ARA BH 9]

A A7) S.E FBP WBP RBP FPP WPP RPP
FBP

1 197.63 99.81 0.00 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.01

2 361.25 98.65 0.86 0.23 0.14 0.01 0.11

3 496.45 97.87 1.00 0.58 0.35 0.01 0.19

4 604.02 97.36 0.96 0.83 0.49 0.05 0.32

5 688.42 97.07 0.88 094 0.56 0.10 0.45

6 754.67 96.93 0.80 0.96 058 0.16 059
WBP

1 369.95 27.94 70.76 0.05 0.00 0.16 1.09

2 520.19 38.08 60.35 0.37 0.04 0.34 0.83

3 642.34 4377 53.27 1.05 0.29 0.43 1.21

4 742.46 46.74 4841 1.82 0.41 0.56 2.05

5 823.48 48.07 45.07 2.57 0.44 0.81 3.05

6 888.20 48.42 1275 3.19 0.42 1.11 411
RBP

1 577.74 0.00 0.00 95.94 0.00 0.52 353

2 91351 2.79 0.23 92.29 0.06 0.85 3.80

3 1162.67 795 0.16 86.19 0.10 153 407

4 1369.94 14.05 0.13 7861 0.30 1.90 5.02

5 1554.28 19.91 0.17 70.89 0.50 2.20 6.35

6 1722.21 24.89 0.29 63.99 0.62 2.49 7.73
FPP

1 128.69 0.03 0.07 0.00 30.69 64.10 511

2 196.23 0.46 0.50 0.16 30.83 65.85 2.22

3 230.23 1.23 0.80 0.17 32.00 64.18 1.62

4 249.46 2.04 0.83 0.14 3297 62.61 1.40

5 262.42 2.77 0.78 0.13 33.43 61.52 1.36

6 271.85 341 0.73 0.13 3354 60.76 1.44
WPP

1 273.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00

2 337.46 0.16 0.32 0.06 7.34 91.89 0.22

3 377.06 0.61 0.32 0.14 11.98 86.74 0.21

4 401.00 1.33 0.31 0.16 14.69 83.28 0.24

5 417.29 2.12 0.28 0.16 16.27 80.82 0.35

6 42954 2.38 0.28 0.15 17.18 7897 0.54
RPP

1 349.74 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.92 87.08

2 563.22 0.12 0.21 0.34 349 25.45 70.40

3 707.43 0.92 0.16 0.45 549 31.63 61.35

4 811.19 2.25 0.17 0.36 6.47 32.90 57.84

5 896.72 3.70 0.27 0.31 6.92 32.60 56.19

6 972.07 5.04 0.44 0.36 7.06 31.95 55.15

Z: FBPE 2t#| 2117] 714, WBPE =] d17] 7}2, RBPE 4] H17] 7}4, FPPE AR A1
7] 7}4, WPPe TW =X 117] 714, RPP= 4w HA17] 7}4ES ov|sh
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