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Abstract

Interest rate marketization is an important part of China’s economic reform. The Shanghai Inter-
bank Offered Rate (SHIBOR) is an important product of the interest rate marketization process.
The progress of interest rate marketization in the past dozen years has made significant progress,
and China’s macroeconomic fundamentals have also undergone tremendous transformation. At
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this stage, the process has entered the final stage of the “last mile road”, and the economic funda-
mentals have also entered the “new normal” with a medium-to-high speed of growth. This pro-
vides the necessity for this paper on the basis of an empirical study on interest rate data in the
main years after SHIBOR was put into operation. This paper reviews the previous studies on the
term structure of interest rates and briefly reviews the main formation theories of the term
structure of interest rates. The method of cointegration test is selected to measure the SHIBOR
data of the main year of its operation. It is concluded that SHIBOR has a higher degree of theoreti-
cal support for the theory of expectations with a term premium, and the degree of marketization
of SHIBOR has experienced a non-linear improvement.
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1. 518

AR, RERZ MR R A T .

2013 4F 7 H, A RHAT 4 BT GRS SR 28 ] . 2015 48 5, A RARAT b 4l
BUR AR 2z 2y X 1) b PR A R AR e 1.5 5. [F4E 8 H, A [E AN RARAT o T — Ll B (A
) E AR R RS B B 10 A, o E N RAERAT Y X MR AT DA RIS A R S Rl
EATEREATFIRE LR 2k, RERZEAIH0H EE T LR K.

DB, FRE R 2T SR RIS AL 07 i T R 22 5 A DU R A . B 32 Bl ST BUR 51 &
Wi aahkFEE M, J5# EEE R RAT AN TR DR 2 i R AR Z . RE H AT EA T T
BT ARG N — R RGP B

2007 4 1 H 4 H, LiERAT 8 FDEAFR R 2R (Shanghai Interbank Offered Rate, R 3Cf#j#x SHIBOR)IE
217, SHIBOR HJUEA: mikE N IARAT IER S )3 E 18 M R AE M R G F . XA Tt — St
REEMTTIZZ S A EZEMmGe ), AR MITgEn R, JEROMERER R TR 5 SR .
IE17% 4, SHIBOR TLAEAS S Ay 3R E T 3 40 ) e ik vl

2R PR S5 M LR R R 2 S AR AR ORI o ORI T HE—Bf ) i b, ANFEHIBR I 5 Sl s
H BB PR A OGRS N AR T 00 B B A (19 0 e AN AR 50 77 [ PR 0L o e isd o A [ 00 R ) %
S F 5 0 SR AR 2 il — Sk il 2k, AT DUMS BU s s it 2k, Ui S 2R TR, A Bh T T 3
X TR E & AR R (R 25400, I LRI T i 0 T2 WA 5 ik R RIS T, it b AR
AT

SHIBOR @i 5K @b RER ZH . NRMER. Bt MBeR R A DL SRl a5 3
R AR, MEK, BNBITUK, ERITHRFS &St EENAN S5, SHIBOR HEH
WA AW R &, T Z N TR 2 Rk .

SHIBOR # NigfT 24, RE SR LA T — RIIKIAL R, 0P 2B 56 i s,
N B E BRAEAS B HERE, N B b B AN T L AN T 838, JF 50 N IR 7, TR R8T 14 DR A R T
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2. XHEkERiId

2.1. B4k

FEE SRl sz, SR F0 56 R RS 5 5 A 2 (FFR) 5 18 2 HRAT 18] [ L 5 F 2 (LIBOR) - 114,
EEE AR KNGIF Y, EEEGMIK R LR TS EEN . FEREETRN R &
RS AE B2 SE i, DRIk AR DG T SR T ) 2 R 485 K T BCER 1 1) 526 S AN A 1

WA RS2 I R IBT 5T, Campbell A1 Shiller [1] (1987)3 EH RS NI S IR A, KBLn
IR B, WA R IR R 2 — E AAE R &, HLPp 8 ) &% %€ (1, —1). Lucio. Daniel 1 Giogio
[2] (2007) 5 H 1952~2003 4= SEE 1 H AR 10 A ot 2200 H BEEO, JF 51 T a5 & KV
PP DL BRI et A G, 18 R B H SR BUEAT S, 45 RA a4 7 B R . Fama [3] (1984) %} 3£
F 1~6 AN H BIRR (0 2 b A7 A 56 5 A I AT DA 32 A3 .

2.2. EAI3CER

BUEF AR, FER R AR — B THATR, HAT iR T 5a kB, FE ) 2 00 R 25 1) sk
UERF T SRR BN F 5, HAHRIE AR . SRR s, BEE AR TG FE R HEdE, SHIBOR X
T IR 1) SRR B AR IR 5

JEFNS 5 I [4] (2002)%F T3 EARAT 8] [FDV AR 18 T S W Se it 32 B, R E &Rk it 3 A7 A2 1 FE A
BUTHN, HEARRFES IS, SLM(5] (2005) B 78 A B, SV #H <5 Rl AL A 3 B AR AT 18] [F) ML AR A T
FERFFETUAES, mEHEREILE AR E; SEZE[6] (2009) K LA R KB, 1M ELRAT3M LA
HARR A 2R BE 2 I ML IRIE PR EE S, T An(3M, IW)ER(6M, 1M)F K HAF) 2 41 & 50 Ak LI IF 75
W, LIS R A ) R 1 U B A R e R T I IR B R A S s A B [7] (2010) %% T %f
SHIBOR H ##s B9, Fit L 2 25 ) A7 1 i o ¥ 0 B 5 AN K R ) R PRI RS 35, bl G H T
R X SHIBOR #E & [ & ANIE I, AE S JH0 60 g AR o WU A2 29 S0l 38 FH s EAH 52 [8] (2010) 8 5k B A AR
K48 I SHIBOR Hiui A28 PR, HhRui R 2 AFLE B, o0 llia F Gtk [ 92 1l & [ Bl A0
BRI N SHIBOR # 44 | i i 1) 26 A1 b K o R 2 AH L AT 1 SEUEAR S, 75 H4 SHIBOR TGt %44
T 2 i ity ) 6 B A A i R R RS S R TR RS BT 58, ERAAR[9] (2013) B FH £ 1k |1 VA 40 A A 1)
HEE2HT(VAR), X% SHIBOR i3 #| 2 iR 25 #3047 SSIEAT 56, RILTC 16 = AR AR 1), b
Se R BRI R R AR, #RRE A T EL IR 244[10] (2015) 58 £ T AR 8 75 B AS sl 57 (1 5 (A
ROVHERR R Ze B4 SR 2R 10 2 [ 250 58 s 3R LLS . BH R34 5175 SHIBOR K 5 111 2 i
3o fiT#E[11] (2015)%F 3K 7 i i FARAT RS A R0 | AR AT R] S W = [ DL B AR AT TR AR A i =K
2K 1 EHIE 30 FHIFE 90 /N EFE L, AR 1999 4F 1 A E 2014 4 4 H WA A FE R R 2 4T PR 45 1
TS AT T RS . B8] T RE R M L= KEP AR BT 0S8 %, n LT
i) TR RS 1 45 5

AR, KT SHIBOR FAb 5 AR FE 0T LUE 23R E R 2R i AR AR UK, SRl e i
RE ISR B i IR RFALE

2= % FE[12] (2009) 1 iy B AR AT a] EEIA53 R 2200t 7 1 0 2 A B 285 A4 0 a8 B B IR A el g 0, RIS T
Xof i B K B P s AL ZE [13] (2010) A FH 7 1 0 3 R S5 MRS RN 7 SRR A TE 7k, RILAG 4 1R %
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AR AT PN E G R ZIKCT v AR ML (A R 4 BEAR S B SEBRI¥) SHIBOR iz it £ ATHk[14]
(2010)%f EL T T3 L HARR 22 AR bR R DA N SHIBOR 5 [E 5t A1 AR 38 R AE G, BAJ K SHIBOR
s PR R I RR S B R AT R E ) LT — 8 5RECIE[15] (2012)43T T SHIBOR 28 HH BRAZ 2 [ 5 i) BK] 25 1
PERINLEE, FEH “AF” o iRl A iR =N B R 5 3 IR 25 7 A2 S RpALE 10 785 8 222 22 7] f e b o5
JARRZE R LA EAES), (B “KF7 3SR E RS .

AR, REMFEA U RIESR &, (E3E T EHEE ARSI SO SCR D, IOASCRE TS
VERIIL S R bt e A SR EDE I X T A F 4R SHIBOR 38 17 4 1 SiE W FE b AT M B L, DAOBLER R ]
AT IR -

3. EigEm
3.1. FIRAABRG G

AIFSYIPR A F 22 ARSI 8] e [ T SIPR B < A 2 2R 15 B TR R 5 2R AT LASRAN [ PR ) B
SRR ARSI Wi 5 LR IR I S5 B B8 B A B IRR S5, BN 1 BB b B S5 4R 5

3.2. FIRARSGHAAER R E M

— MR, FIRWIIR W EZAA =AW, SRR BEIS . T30 358 DL A YR i 2 e o
AR A BRE T FUR R AT 24T .

1B R R A BB IR A B, TUHHES i Fisher (1896)#2H, 2 J5 Hciks (1939)LLJ Lutz
(1940)%t Hoff 7 E K sE s R FE . RO, SRl iR 2 SRR M v . AT
R 2550 TR R TG ¢, X — BRI RO TR . B, KRR A
RIS ] PR AR R A

THHHERAR HI B RIS WATTE 4 3495

TR A DL 2R E

(1) ST EER R (2) BTEH MR ESINUZIERFNE; (3) HAxt T ARFH 2 1 T & — 2
(O AIFAESL T A

IR ERE, TR o AR R R AP ME— R 3R, REGREX T RIR AN RS S, BIar A
W g 2R TR . UL AR T IR S5 A R i I G, BV RIS 445 K4 D AT 7K 22 ) B2 Wt v 11,
LR e ORI Z S PR S5 At 0 I B S B B AT B iR

4, BRRNGE SHRERE
4.1, MHAESH—REFERA

FURBAR R AEANE R KSR A A DL, $ BT R 3 S0 PR % < A T P ) B U IS 2 R A
R —AeoRbE, WA R RFRS t I 28 n BIRDHIAI R, AR BT LRIE T S

(l+ R{n)k :(1+ ERtm)x(l+ ERtTm)x(1+ ERthm)X"'X(1+ ERtTnfm)X®n )

ﬁ¢m<ml@%,k%%ﬁ,@%ﬁ%@ﬁﬁ,iﬁﬂ%ﬁ%Tﬂ%ﬁ:
@+aﬂﬂii@+ammy®" @)
i=0

UM PR R, TRAE Y —In(14RT), 2100 2ine", i FRFABE, L
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k-1

K =%Z Er, +10" 3)
i=0

B 17 2 R R 2 BB Ay 2 e 241 R, (3) I A A S B U A A T
ity 2 1™ AEAE AT DABR A RN, SN (3) AR RS M G A R ) B R . P ) T
BRI PR PRI S5 & E B (VAR) B,

4.1.1. EEAEFER(VAR)
i) 2 [ [ 94575 (Vector Autoregressive Model) 1 Sims (1980)#2H, KT A& A4k, FF7E it
EREAT RN Tt EAR RN ] FR A ) AR(p) AL HT LR B2 TetE T, X HE VAR(p) LY.
Ye=C+AY ++AY,, tU,t=12,- (@)

TIPS I ROR BOCR T L FR A JE B A, W AR E G, AR Z I AP E 23N, Mok
Hod R AE B 55 AR [T 2 A8 B i BE Do BRI, AR RG0S W HL e DB K

4.1.2. BRI EKL TRRATE L
o R(3) % AP AR E " T
- =1§Enm AR ®)
B IBREE Iy O, SENPRIE B L FH, KRS R TR, R i 2
A B — A AR ROR KR £ g R O BT R R R, T
ARG B B S =1 - REMPRIEIIRE, B E) BRI T
k-1 i
Sl(n’m) = g(l—%j E(r[Tim - rtT(i—l)m ) 10" (6)
R 5] P9 51 EL A AT, ) RIS P BB o R o () P B8 3 B — W 2 R (R
AR, WA E (N~ ) FURTRIR. TR, 10" B — AL,
%ZM%¥% Rk, AL R SR, FACR IR RO TR, BRI,
EW%ﬁiﬁﬁ%,Lmﬁﬁ%@ AT I AN A A
SR F L B0 TS BRI O TR, R 5 B 2 SR 0 L O R o R 80 KR 2 T
%m¢~¢m%ﬁ§ P AZE R A RS RAT R, BT = En" +el, . it (6) BT
Z(;(l__) ( trim rm(u “1)m ):_I " +5 " +Z(1_ j(gtn:j _gtnl(i—l)j) (7
70w RISV w0 i (] R B A L
001 19— 76 T AR
k-1

N (rﬂm—r"}-n) VA el ®

LIS v %%/HEQEJE&W&H 1" =0, =1, WIAASHELE R B O, SR
RIEIRL FE B Hy 1™ # 0, B = LI, AT SiIE 45 503 55 L P i A B 1 AR KL 1 2 2 11 £
MEERR, BIAE—REE 2 TR B RA R A R 1 -

TR RE, AR SOk M B 36 AT SRR 56

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2023.136149 1391

i
;é


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2023.136149

=i

Gt

42. SR E4R

42.1. BiEEFE

2007~2018 4F, FEZEMATFEAMKLE T HREW, K a2 hadig . mAEH
ATAES], #%E 2018 FFKMH) SHIBOR Hls st K, XEWRE SHIBOR HlsALa) st | ik sk,
I ekt A 2 A0 (1 SHIBOR AT 7 Wk S, 45 RFaE, MXAE TN, mETi k1)U
WRE G TIAT I RAL NS, A SR AL B ¢ A i T SHIBOR (R4 o i e HUAS [7] 4
U AT B AT LG, FRAE S5 R O BRI R AU 5 . 7EXT T 2007 4F &2 L AR R AR BTk
PRI SHIBOR # i 4T BRI 2 J5, A SCu e ik EL 2007~2009. 2012~2014 DL Kz 2016~2018 HE4H % =
FERE S HBEAT ARG U6 . BRIP4 1M 3M 6M 9M 1Y 1) SHIBOR 4 . 4k SHIBOR 4 LL 2
2007~2009 4F, 2012~2014 4, 2016~2018 FEXHETE WA 1. & 2. & 3. & 4.

— SHIBOR-1M —— SHIBOR-3M
—— SHIBOR-6M —— SHIBOR-9M
—— SHIBOR-1Y

Figure 1. Selected periods SHIBOR rate data from 2007 to 2018
[ 1. 2007~2018 FriHAPRAY SHIBOR F &% 47

Y%

2007 2008 2009
FE4

—— SHIBOR-1M —— SHIBOR-3M
——— SHIBOR-6M —— SHIBOR-9M
—— SHIBOR-1Y

Figure 2. Selected periods SHIBOR rate data from 2007 to 2009
[ 2. 2007~2009 £F i HABRAY SHIBOR Fi R #1#E
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Figure 3. Selected periods SHIBOR rate data from 2012 to 2014
[ 3. 2012~2014 “F ik HABRAY SHIBOR FI R Hi#E

5.0
4.5
4.0
R
3.54
N
3.04
2.5 T T T T T T T T T T T
| Il 1} v | ] 1 I\ | 1l m v
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—— SHIBOR-1M —— SHIBOR-3M
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—— SHIBOR-1Y

Figure 4. Selected periods SHIBOR rate data from 2016 to 2018
[ 4. 2016~2018 F AL HABR A SHIBOR F R K14z

ME 2~4 FTLLER], 1M ) SHIBOR B ahAHRT R, 11 ELAHT /5 P ZH s, 1M J SHIBOR
FIZR TR, BaRpshik. Hrbh 2012~2014 411 1M 3 SHIBOR ¢l N, H2H #1H:.
Tl 2007~2009 LA K 2016~2018 4E (1] 1M # SHIBOR ¥l i shiixifase, H 5HARIMRFRAE L, /i
HRMIUEEE, JEEEATLEE. 1 3M UL IR SHIBOR s BN, XX 2012~2014 2H 4 B
B, (HIFAE,

4.2.2. SLIEGRAVHR

ST PSR RE, XA SE O R AT .

ST FUPBEAR B A TR ZER, X5 2 AN RS PR () 23 Al ) 7T I LR — i 22 73 T AT B A AR
Rl PR 7 AR S AR AT R R, AR A R T IS RE 1.
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Table 1. Unit root test results of SHIBOR data
%< 1. SHIBOR BRI BRI LR

F SRR KPHE P-7K A —FrE5a P-—frZH
1M —1.314987 0.6243 —6.132238 0.0000
3M —0.889085 0.7918 —4.986665 0.0000
2007~2009 6M —0.589219 0.8702 —6.182018 0.0000
9M —0.381762 0.9096 —8.307333 0.0000
1y —0.367147 0.9120 —8.696512 0.0000
M —4.408236 0.0003 —19.84043 0.0000
3M —2.122044 0.7918 —7.651386 0.0000
2012~2014 6M —2.042796 0.2685 —7.168297 0.0000
9M —1.883573 0.3402 —6.464275 0.0000
1Y —1.799109 0.3811 —6.978789 0.0000
M —1.88045 0.3417 —8.113347 0.0000
3M —1.21385 0.6702 —6.510063 0.0000
2016~2018 6M —1.37922 0.5936 —6.210402 0.0000
oM —1.24244 0.6576 —6.728191 0.0000
1y —0.90134 0.7879 —8.324654 0.0000

T 1) P SUIBRA S AP AEAG 56 A6 FH i A7 AR T R 2 2K
2) PILLA I BR A R HehE — i 22 20 JOURS) S AR ARG 56 £ FH B ST A B 0T th T I TR 5 O T X

M ERE, PSS IR AR 2 B8 1 AR T B A AR SR AR e U AN AR, RS AR A
W IR SR . A — P ZE A (E A0 2 PR A fF . T DA, PR % HIBR ) SHIBOR i 431
R (L) — B B R

X S EHE AT VRS SR, HEAT OLS [B1A 5 (RAFAR 22 I AT AL ARAR 56, RIS R W3 2. %3 K&
% 4,

XFEE 07~09 ARV AUHR 5 16~18 SRV AE, 2l v 5 H 1 e 34 000 5 2 BE I 1) 1 B ARE R A 3R T
1%, I s (AL G 0B DL R S i GO0 i, B AR a Taldl. IR 308 530t el &
S, X AL R A B a2 T AT A AR LG, AT AR E T LR MR I R m T 1%, BERT
5%, RIASCANEIASE B EEAFRER . 16~18 FiLadF, (M, SM)FIFH A f, HAERMR
BEET 10%.

S RAER BRI P &, AT AR RS, R A 4E R, Hl LA 0 B
BAEE, AT AR A B KT 1%, BRI A B R SR R AR T 1%, T
gyt T 1% AR B AR T 5%. AR, 4R B a0 A 45 SR TR 0 (13 e R BT, &5
FHXF R E -

2012~2014 SE 43 H0 8 Jo iRV s MG 56, ¥ ETRAS BIRR E SCRF U B I 45 1, AR 1 DL K
K 3 T LA E A B, 2012~2014 SFHAT], R 2605 )0 GO A PR A B i Bl 2, ELRRERES T B A,
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RUAR N AR g . RAKIRM AV FRMAE 4.3.2 #r4H . BT HUHENR &5 iR
I ELHE 2007~2009 44 40 UL M2 2016~2018 “EXGHE 4L, 7F 4.3.1 #04a .

BEAN, SRS SRR, FEMETEH RN ST R 2 s LU 5 Ay, B (il S R B RUIG,  TAE
FME TG Z FIHMT R A R R E Gy, BERMEG R ER . R, X TR ZEBR g,
) S W0 55 380 5% 22 1 73 A 3 0L B S R R PR A

Table 2. Results of regression testing of data from 2007 to 2009
F= 2. 2007~2009 FF ¥R EYIHGIGHILER

F MEHE  BHH HEO PE-EHIT P E-HEN R1E ADR  P{H-FE
(M, 3M)  0.8929 0.2126 0.0000 0.0000 0.8701 0.8699 0.0068
(1M, 6M)  0.7780 0.3722 0.0000 0.0000 0.8231 0.8229 0.0251
2007~2009
(aM,9M)  0.7133 0.4740 0.0000 0.0000 0.8163 0.8161 0.0280
(1M, 1Y)  0.6459 0.5876 0.0000 0.0000 0.8190 0.8188 0.0260
Table 3. Results of regression testing of data from 2012 to 2014
= 3.2012~2014 FHIEE VI I AILER
. PH-&% PHE-F% -
wr Hgma esm g PR PICRECpg o ape i
(IM,3M)  0.410021  0.902718 0.0000 0.0000 0.398885  0.398080 0.0010
(1M, 6M)  0.094326  1.370547 0.0000 0.0000 0.047248  0.045972 0.0658
2012~2014
(IM,9M)  0.039780  1.470689 0.0030 0.0000 0.011752  0.010429 0.1000
(AM, 1Y) 0.026083  1.510419 0.0202 0.0000 0.007195  0.005866 0.0989
Table 4. Results of regression testing of data from 2016 to 2018
= 4. 2016~2018 FFHIEEVIEITHILER
FA MFMASE BB EHEI PE-EHI P E-HEHUR R1E ADR  P{H-Fk%E
(IM,3M)  1.0526  —0.0073 0.4323 0.0000 0.9636 0.9635 0.0000
2007~2009 (1M, 6M)  0.9341 0.1592 0.0000 0.0000 0.9183 0.9181 0.0002
(1IM,9M)  0.8330 0.2937 0.0000 0.0000 0.8504 0.8502 0.0040

1) FIRAES—F, FShRrE AEMAZE, mam, aM#ER 1 A5 3 A SHIBOR FIRAE 4,
2) XEFRZE T K FAEBEAT 7 o A I H I R T B AR AR 56

4.3. STEERNEFF BB

431, SUELERR TR0 MR

ST RUEL, ATLSE S () SHIBOR BURis T TH, WIAIL, W AMEIEIRIRAL G, R
STELE R A IR TS TN E . BAESME (IS ot BRI WIIRES P 0K, 17
AESCR R BOTUE WK AR 0%, TR TUENIR, RN, 4ie%
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RN L MEIE | 2N I B

XTECHT G SHESE S, R STIE 45 SR 70 B B4 5, X EE 2007~2009 44 41 5 2016~2018 %i#E,
JE S U B R AR A, BRI SO0 B s T A2 . W DAHERT, & TS A 0 TR
WHITEE R, SHIBOR FIRNIIHMWIEER HE NS . X5HLHFT. HHER 2012~2014 FEHIEE L,
X — R R P AR B

432, SLIEERAH BT B RERER

RSO T SUE 45 R, AF 7RG SRR TV U B AR R I G, X BLE o) R RE

(1) 2012~2014 FH A F 2 EHE, SHES R SRR, BH 7 IUHES I EEARRL. B 2010 1465,
FIZBI A, —H 2 2015 F LA A R MOLE 1), X—WRKA T LR “4557 (2013). i fE
A5 T AT RIBOR 5 28545 . TREA[16] (2016)IN N, “BRGR” KA 5 R 2 — gl A SR AT 1k S0 30 4 U
2 5 [FNIE 55 B v AR AT RV A B

(2) TEXTTRRETMEE R, AR, REEFES —FEAA NN, MEREH T ERETES
HIRATEREVE: FPREHREE, ASAERER, RESEMAN &, HEFKEE. HTRERRT
XFPFEVATREMEIE, BRI, EPOE TR 2 MM R, AN EEZ, &6
RENUIEE TR ot i ” LG . X WUR EDNEARE T IR ot S Akeh, [R5 AR A Bt &b 45k
A, FIERLETE, WMAIR ISR RS . £ R[17] (2015)/F 5 kB, IRiEZEA, fHir SHIBOR
2L R AR BT, RE T — IR R .

(3) TEZMAUTZ BB AN R S A, BRSO T BGm LA LR . 1E M A TR IS A
R BRI, B SRR, Wni il &0 AR 2007 45, 44 8 TR, XiF
FENL O TR S B R T, 10 24 R [ Py A 77 B (GDP) S IE 11.9%, & A% EL(CPI) 4.8%, i
CLREEIH 23.6%, WEETA TR 4Erhd 6124 pif s, HE S E WA TR &, F
I 52 B R IR A BRI /N TIX —4E ) SHIBOR %#iE B 543 2 45 SR s A fase, LAk
AEFEE 05, HILT AR IHEE S L H 5 ZE B S X R 5 K . 1 AT 4 P s 0L O B e
2008~2009 4E, HTAERETF N AL G5 E IV B HBOR I E, SRREPFRDE M3k, MNE
P31 SR SE A0 B R R o 7 2016~2018 Hirdi 4L 1% 1t AL, 7 (A0 ) 25 44 1 A AR D HE R 1K 2017 4,
HMRATEI AN AR, REZE AT RIMNE Z N AEVER R FToE, BEE UEpELh 0 45 R PR o 1) 3R
HERE, G0 FARX T B A MR R IR SR 4k, IR Py B UK AR DL R SRR I B
WRFM, JEREME ST RGO RE KA, e SaEs ROMAIE N, FHEE, W
2016 A (15 [ I Wk TS g B T BOR I M T8GR, BAK 2018 4252 5 I @R ) semal, - 22 W48 5 45 52 31 41
R R R EL iR, TSR SE R I R

(4) ER PN T S 45 RAAFAE T X SLUF G RS, AN SO BIATAE 6 A8 2 R R A 45 S0F
g8 RIS TR M5 5L, W0 2007 4R H [E A0 1PO IWHY BE LA K 2016 4 o [ iR E], 7] LA
82 3] W S () KA S R 22 4 /N RS L Rk A . R IEIA[18] (2012)F ] ADJ AR AL, i W K ABUAR A 1258k 47
ZAlTE, XF 2007 4 =Z=FE 4 2008 4 =2 A NG SHIBOR #iEdk T Scibfr s, f5H 7 IPO 51t ik
S S HUE W SHIBOR BEER Y E 3R K . 1M 2016 4F “ 35 FE SRR WATR], WahtEs N KIEEZ T
3 EFRE, I ERHME 6 HJRX TSRV &ML 77, MASIHRA 2 I B45 /. thah,
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ARSI F SHIBOR $iiE i b 846 46 15 i DL 4518

PRAESELE S, v LAt SHIBOR 60 2 HABR i 40 16 U0 1) SRR B A W R i e, mT LA
N EFRZR AT AR I T B B .

X TR B EASTE R4y, STUEAR S0 R 45 T S RF 6 3 AR AN i AR Al T B o

X SEUESE AT WS, RIAFAES 0 AN SR U ES (O 8E, X T AR O TR 7T, RIIX e
PR AAE I B R R, 8 T RN AR IR SR, X T IREE RGN, 2 RhE i,
A AR 3 BT AR 3T ke . ARSI T B0 E

Sy R SSUERF FUR I, SHIBOR #ENIZAT B =4, CEHAR B DABT i s B 3k B 7 4
Grig T AR B &AL OCR, T 16~18 FHHRE KSR IR 45 R WL B, SHIBOR M A2 AL B 2
s, HdFEIFAEEAER . Kb, TEEERMENER, NTRPEFEEK, REHES BRI TRNTE
AR B MBUR, X5 KEmMTTHNERAFENEER], SFEGSE0 ML T ™ E R R EENS, HHE
S5 R TE 2 4 Bl AL 5 N I T A B R BUIR DA R B MR . PR AT AT e, LRI Z T
MR BRE RS, X—EHI SRR, 1R T RER R R i . wid prik
Iy SHIBOR HIZEE#HERKE , SHIBOR U248 W] LRI 42 HE AL U B0 S S A AR 7 I 0] T 3 & 1 ik 7
TEOL. T4 SHIBOR H4lE AN PEEIK (M), 7EF-Lem s Z BIME R R KB, B h A e, H
AR KAE SHIBOR I8 2 AE M5 5 0 Hh s 7 A1 46 P HE 181X B vk L T SHIBOR %, ml LLA R [E R R 17
WLFEE QA BUS RHEE

b, BEERERRNIHHFERE R, SHIBOR FIZEE FIxt T W B S (0 LR R4 T E R
B, AR O FE AR LSRR S BRI U ELS . AIX— A BEE, WA T RTIEE SHIBOR 4
W, VONIRE R TR OSSR R & .
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