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Abstract

This article took the new stage of market reform into consideration, combined money market in-
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terest rate, bond market interest rate and RMB exchange rates, and used time series analysis me-
thods to analyze and study the linkage relationship between RMB interest rate and exchange rate
in the market reform environment. The result showed that there is a one-way transmission effect
between the exchange rates, the transmission of the exchange rate to the interest rate is relatively
smooth, and the long-term is weaker than the short-term, also, the transmission of the interest
rate to the exchange rate is blocked. Therefore, we should continue to promote the reform of in-
terest rate marketization, cultivate DR as the focus to improve China’s benchmark interest rate
and market-based interest rate system, improve the exchange rate formation mechanism, and
further increase the degree of openness of capital accounts.
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BB LGt AL AR, REG G AR, QP sk gom . LT 2RI Gl — k1L
1S NS ) VAT s vt -t i e < B e S B R A N WS B A ESE iy e D A W S R
—, HXF5S&Mmn e e B E. WA REN AN R 2P R R EA 2%
HERMEM.

IEFEREEM RIS CREATE . 2015 4, REBOTFITHAME LR, ZBDHERE “PIF—
B, I TSR RGEE B 2019 4, 3B UGN JAT TIN5 I g SO S BT T I R
FZ(LPRFEALED, BN TRFATIHLN “ g — B o SUbFEK, REVCHR AT A R 8
2. 2005 4 7 A 21 H, FEJFGIAT TSROV S5 7 MRy, 8B s )
FE, 2015 4, FREXS AR MICRFMRAPIHEEEAT 7%, ARTIMARHIRFA(SDR), P, EH
M BECEIL R TR .

AR RN E WA A i ads, RIFWTEFFREZE TR, A RRE AT
BRI, 5 FRERAMEZE TR, LR T ZEHIEER, AL MAEINL TS L
6. WEFHFERZERIR, HI5 TILRMAREE SRR, HERER R R TSR RZ
Wi 5 3 LA e RIOT IR BE IR, NI A SR AN FR AR ARSI RN T RE 2 B D I 0. [R5
BRI A B AR R P AT 2 0 2 00 e 5 F B H Al 1A N B T [ B R A - il A 2R
B RRRIREY B AR SR R SRR AN AR RS R &R, — Iy A A T A R E 2 5 1 2 E S, 7
— T3 A B TR NN SR BRI S, T2 3R B AR 22 T (I i A e

2. XEkER

KT RZRFCRMEESI R R, Dekle e al. (2001) [11Z:0F 78 Ak B [ (11 R FNF 2 2 [ 4746 5 G )
KHR, {H Carlos A Vegh (2001) ) RICHR AR 2 [0 [ 08 R 2R 1), i i e B HE S ik 240k
SEAE b, S TEVEIEBC AR R 2 (A B A 5% &2, Meese (1998)A1 Rogoff (2002). Calvo F1 Reinhar (2002)
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WX — W . EZA2(2003) [2] I M 22 AR TG 3T E 5, Fi7 th R R 2 A0 2 2 [A] RT3l 2
MGG, {1 ERI(2007) [3]- & HE(2012) [4]17% XK (2016) [51HAEIX — R 5 () S #7520 (2004) [6146 H
H TR 2L A G 7R B AR B S AR E P EANBE S8 AWl 2, 76 Hh R 28 XV 2R IR 5 M RO 52 B Rkl o X
I, BREIZR. D s S N (2017) [7]5 F B A8 S8 n) & [ B AR EAT 704, I 280 R 28 i 4% 32 [,
FIRIHC R (A FRMAN R I E#252018) [81HE— BB AR 0y, 58IH, BEE LR
ek, PERZ AR TE RALE R AE T AR, BRI AN E T35 1N A% SR = A Rk .

SRR 2 22 @k wft Jida th, FIZANCZ L [AFERR B R . Edison 1 Pauls (1993) [9]. Baxter
(1994) [10]L4 J% Eichenbaum F1 Evans (1995) [11]9ANTCZFIRIZ 2 AH B OCELE), Tse (1996) [12]LA3ETTH
foil, 1&8)Z A% 8 EGARCH RN 2 FNF) 2 (150 BAZH 7 O¢ RFAT 40, RIAFI 17840 B35 52 1%
IR EN . 2K FL(1999) [13130 0, AR MFIZFICE KRB —MIEAHIKR R, EBRSCH AL H(2016) [14]
R, ANRMIC#ELY Shibor fAERFM FAHICICR . HEAIL(2006) [15]58 A FER] 2 A2 (7]
AEAEBREN RN, B#R(2011) [16 B 78— 20 i A I IR TR SRV 28 BB RN R T4, A IR
MAIZEXHC 2 B MK TR R . R4, ERRIESE(2014) [17) 4 SHERF AR, A RMILE
SRR (1 R LA BRI A 2R M e R Bh AR, F IR R R R, FEE & 48(2007) [18]
R . R SEE(2010) [19]858) — 7T VAR-GARCH B3 — 521 10 SeaT /s A R A0
TCZEHI AR, SRR TERT A P N TR 1T V1 28 P P 388 A 15 ) 2 i P34 o, AR P 98/ T 2R 19 B

UbAh, A 5 A AU S T R e T, X E 2 T 62 1A = HEdH R 1
iR A EEEH . KIEFR MR, AR HRRZERE TR, Bk, FEfmhh
R M IS TR AEEA . HAT, BEER RN SRR, R E T 1T 0 A S Rk R
PRALRER 2 B E L @ B AR R AT R T, (FAEEESRANNEIERT, Ffiriimfl
A I8 R E bR A8, FECRRIN ZIANC T3 It m R E S, HEmsmail R A E . 7EAH G
For, A AE(2010) [2011A4, fEFR I, JEA T35 5015057 T ) 2 (A AE A8 5838 XUa) R B H 0N « 845 %2(2018)
(212 SEUERF IR B, g5 it N B yC R s m 2 B R K AR 4E, BB E T e et S a1k, &2
Wi I AN BT SR R S . AREEE(2017) [22]48 VLR A2 1L SR8, HhEH(2017) (233 — Ui
N B TV 2600 A 5 38 3k [+ 4 300 A Ui 25 6 BT I EE 22(2017) [241 58 N\ R [ bR A2 5h 5 A i
S e B R F R IEFAAIR R, RHL2019) [25]. HERQ2019) [26]. H757(2020) [27]5 ABZRX
— WA ISR

L ERTE, HRTAN T BB BRI R RN R 2 A R, (HR S SOk = B T
2015 FFZ HTMIREAAS B, KRBT 74 MR 2 AN 2 T ) A CSCEB  BU e R, SR 2R A i T 5 2278
FLI R0ME ORI FEAE AR o [FIB, BUA SCER 2 v o Bt se B Mg Rl g 5 T RIS R 2 A 15
W, O = F ARG S AT D, Bk, RSO = E BRI, BRI ESCER Bk, R E
T35 UE R 2R 2R IR 3N RN EA T 3 — 25 (1 3 B R T

3. HigER&

TR 590 AR 9 [ AN SR BT RT, 2 1A AT Sh AN S 16 — B LA . S (30 2 S okt
SR, AL ARSI S . o P BRI B A FE R ST SR AR BB, AR R
$6 H BT SN ARk, BN &R TR T LA B IOASE, PR AR
3.1. IEREESIHLE 534

WK 1 FiR, AR TRISAIC SR P B Eh L £ B R R . — R AR B A sk e e
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o LR EIPB) XALAF T 202 TR T, G830 B AN G hont H A5 B 28 51 KRR 1SN o

Bk e { % }

BAS I H

[T - TH

Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the internal linkage mechanism of interest rates and exchange rates
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MHEAEM . ST MBCR A S) FERION MM N B2, S ERRE A —Jrm, Rt s
MR AR SR B MECEAU, AIBEA MIHE SO, SEORAGS), A [R5 AR 8 5 2R
s WX AR o 55— 5, 52 TR I AL B4 3G A TS B A 3K 10424, LA RS (1
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Figure 2. Schematic diagram of the external linkage mechanism of interest rates and exchange rates

B 2. R SCRIMBRNEIREE

SRS, AAMAR LT, AT, AT RENEER BT 20 BT,
A HFRRHIR AR ETE, AR TR B O, TR B, AR SN ED>. ER Tt
WATEERTS, AMBIRERSEMN, SEMEANRELERS). FIRTEN, UK. TR
RTINS R E R T, ETRTTLLE mRsh K ATIE T, MRRSR S FEREFIT N, N
[E PR A B 1], EMTREMATEAR . AR BT, R i B TR PR A BN, A5 [ B T A 5K
Bk, REMESAEILR LT, Bei, R LTS SR AT TIEEREE— 28 BT, 15 6
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AN, MR T My, (HARI% T, 4R TR, S5 ARR .
4. SCIES T
4.1. TESHEABUERERIEE

HRAE DA 0] i 3 B e R 22 5 N R VC 2R BB I AT, ASCEELA R 6 NS B EAT SEUERF 7

1) 4R 4T 18] AL 45 51 2 (Shanghai Interbank Offered Rate, SHIBOR). HiT DR007 FJZF 2014 4
12 15 BA R IERG b A A0, FEATE RN, HIRET 2019 A4 A K DRO07 1E AT 17 3L HER] 2 (1)
HERLH HbR, R HT2 L SHIBOR AFEHER 2, I Bk B FE v ) 22 1) e R W R e B, DRI AR S
5LL SHIBOR 1 NS0 &

2) AR E 5 2 U 35 2 (Yield to Maturity of Ten-Year Treasury Bond, YTM). {F 3% i i 3 5E i F)
2, fiu SHIBOR B LT Hh S W b5 i 1 () S bRt ivt, 2 B S e AR 0% Fl A, {H & b 7T 3y 0 K B
FRFIZEEE —E s HHER. TEREGEREE T KIAEART IR, Bk, 5 AT
PRIAIR E T IR R SIC R BB R, A5 L SHIBOR Al-H4F A B 3 4 2 224 E A F 2 At
AT SRS HT o

3) NRM# XA %0 % (Nominal Effective Exchange Rate, NEER). H#l, & E ST LAT 4R EE
fit, 2% —HE7 R AT R E B R AR R, Bk, AR — [ SRR bR A R e 8 R
Bt R B T AR B 0 LM T SRR, 1T N B 44 SO R 22 R4 — @ A E N R E S
2N K 4 SOBGAICZE AT IS 1K, Refs Z0m N B moxs 2 B 5% M i~ 3538 4K, DT BE 2 3 e
R [V e PR AR O, WOz N IR T 44 SO R F A 9T 34845

4) Be LN . MEATRE R E M R BRI EE RN R L —, MR E RN R iR AT
FRAH B I AR i B ALY, O T A R BB RN A B, PRI AR SO 5 N DR T AR AR,
I M2 [

5) #MIfif#%(Foreign Exchange Reserves, FR). fEKHAMH 1 F M 8GR0 2 T, FRIESMC g8 FE
K, HARA s 7 BRI & AN IUE AL, [F I 2o B g B AR s, T R A
RMAIZAK, IR E RN & A — e B Esgm 7N R MR AN R 2 (A BB RN, Sl
SMNCAE &AL

6) 3 [E B 4 F % (Federal funds rate, FFR). — 7 1fl, KK, EEE AN EHESKE, 2
TR e E )R ke —, R 3 [ R ok ) 26 1) AR By b SR AE — s R FE o) L ) B B L ) 7 A 5
Wi, 53—770, FREBL BB SN LRy 3, DR 5 [ 8 0 0] 26 (1 AR B d8 e oxf [ Br B8 A 3l
S I8 AN A 25 T2 50 o 00T 5 1R B v R 2o s N RS i R ZE A D 3R IR I B 2R 3R, XL 9 N6
IR L S 2R hR

TR, FREFFEEHER R AT 2015 45, FRIE A HBUT &R BR AR E S|, 3P0
P AF KRR IF B IR, FFaRiZ bt “PIFIF—5” o 2019 4, BUH 7 E N RERAT R ERZ,
LPR JFis4:4 MLF, REZEN TRZETIGUN “B5—AR” , FIETHSCEEERN . S E,
bEAE “ 8117 YU HERE, LRI B EAE 2015 4R J5 0 ETF BB & . SR O STk 225K 45T 2015
EZHTWETE, X RIZE L JEEE T A N B DRI M8 b , it — B3R st FU I i 25t , A0 2015
FELCRIIFEAMAN G . BT HEBIRZZ 1T 8. Tipth S m iR R, Wahiok, A EEdE
FEXT P, BEA R REINWIE, DA SO 2R AR 2R S T3 2006 4 10 H £ 2020 4 12 1) 170
M H BRI, BT SR i o FARAS BRI S5 A0 B 03 1.
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Table 1. Selected variables
= 1. TRIEH

AR R L:-WivA TR BRI
SHIBOR VAR AT IR ) M A R % F B 7 SHIBOR 4% H B 2415
YTM A E R R % o 36 H R HdE 4% A B
NEER N4 SCERACZ 2010 4F =100 5 A BE#E
Wind 4k
M2 I & I % A H L
INFR AN fik % {2367t X3 A RO 5
FFR S B AL SR % b e H R Hd 1 A B

4.2. FRMEEIE

NP A IO [T, A SCAERA S [ [B) A AR A 2 R, B SeEEAT PR AR A 6 A W B T A k. 3K
HAEH eviews BT UL B i A AR B BEAT BT AR AL I6 o

R A BN S @I SRR —F A =R TR AT ARG, AT ) i R A K
RETTRARR, XN ERINE 2 . IRAEKIGEER, Bk NEER SMF) HABAZ Bl 1 AR e, (=
NEER £ =FE T T HA RS AR, AR RsdE. STk, xr8dii—prZ 0 )F Bt
PARKTEG, S5RER, BT BRI 5% WS WK T N4 BA AR M 5B, T 6 MR 1
s, FReo BRI P A AS R AL VAR B[R R O

Table 2. Unit root test result
F2 2. BAIRAGIEEER

o3y RRTBR ADF RI8{E | i 5%l FHE BB
(c, 1) —4.425482 0.0026 —3.436475 TR
SHIBOR (c,0) —4.429685 0.0004 —2.878413 Ffa
(0, 0) —0.714641 0.4058 —1.942745 B
(c,t) —4.010577 0.0101 —3.436634 Ffa
YTM (c,0) —3.477813 0.0097 -2.878515 FEfa
(0, 0) —-0.371250 0.5495 —-1.942722 B
(c,t) —2.259412 0.4534 —3.436634 - FRa
NEER (c,0) -1.826714 0.3666 —2.878515 dEFfa
(0, 0) 0.989840 0.9146 -1.942722 Bl
(c, t) —3.538598 0.0386 —3.436957 P
M2 (c, 0) -1.857491 0.3518 —2.878723 B S
(0, 0) -0.877466 0.3346 —1.942745 B
(c, t) —2.982329 0.1403 —3.436957 i
INFR (c,0) -3.681791 0.0052 —2.878723 TR
(0, 0) 1.174813 0.9380 —1.942745 i
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Continued

(c, 1) —2.667455 0.2516 —3.436634 B S

FFR (c, 0) —2.969800 0.0398 —2.878515 Pz

(0,0) —3.196640 0.0015 —1.942722 T

(c, t) —10.81206 0.0000 —3.436957 TR

DSHIBOR (c, 0) —10.82039 0.0000 —2.878723 Pz

0, 0) —10.85394 0.0000 —1.942745 Pz

(c, 1) —7.894244 0.0000 —3.436634 TR

DYTM (c,0) —7.899464 0.0000 —2.878515 TR

0, 0) —7.922665 0.0000 —1.942722 Pz

(c, t) —8.331320 0.0000 —3.436634 Pz

DNEER (c,0) —8.308106 0.0000 —2.878515 TR

0, 0) —8.216377 0.0000 —1.942722 Pz

(c, 1) ~5.052411 0.0003 ~3.436957 TR

DM2 (c,0) —5.062973 0.0000 —2.878723 TR

(0,0) —5.069462 0.0000 —1.942745 T

(c, 1) ~4.059908 0.0087 ~3.436957 Fra

DINFR (c, 0) —3.368931 0.0135 —2.878723 Pz

(0,0) —3.131312 0.0019 —1.942745 T

(c, 1) —5.571839 0.0001 —3.474363 TR

DFFR (c, 0) —5.302490 0.0000 —2.902953 Pz

(0,0) —5.340775 0.0000 —1.945456 T

E: DRRZERN—HZED: R, O, o RREiEm,  orBHm.

4.3. Johanson hHEE&L6

T PRVE R IR A R B R, IR AR 2 — B T8, W R AR IR A AT SR S AR, O
347 Johanson PrEERG I . Hr A IR AR UL 3 o, RYILE 10% M) B3 PEACE T 20 AR R JH]
FAEMERR, BFEERMEISHH R AR,

Table 3. Johansen cointegration test (trace) result
%z 3. Johansen W EE TG (4G I8 45 R

88 CE(sy R LA TGE 0.05 i FE PE"
None' 0.419862 267.5822 103.8473 0.0000

At most 1 0.335155 176.6524 76.97271 0.0000
At most 2° 0.211407 108.4827 54.07904 0.0000
At most 3" 0.186379 68.81927 35.19275 0.0000
At most 4" 0.145383 34.37365 20.26184 0.0003
At most 5 0.047560 8.137589 9.164546 0.0781

P THORIEL 0.05 KPR, TIORE SR FHRAKHAIN(1999) P 1H.

i
;é

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2021.115049 444


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2021.115049

)

4.4. B3 VAR EH

AR tER IR 45 2R, A ORI 6 MRy 1 s, nf LI A A8 B @7 VAR B, Je A7
FIFRAVERI PR B, FE VAR BRSO A R MR 50 S 6 R AT SOER R . #5710 VAR AL
Wk s

VAR(P):Y,=C+aY_ +a,Y ,++a,Y_ +&.

Horr Y AR 0 P A0AS R, Y, =Y, Y, Y N Y WS AR, g ABEHLIRZEDL, C N
B, a0, 0, AEEIAREERE . BT AN VAR ARRY 75 s AL ) 5 BT I 0 450 DA S a0 R
PEBEATAE SR, % B o S e A2 (1 S A s B 4

1) VAR A5 2 fy g A0 F A 4

PRI A5 SV e e A R e AR JE P 2, 3k 4 FoR, 486 % 7€ LR, FPE. AIC. SC 5 HQ #EN,
BATE VAR BALRALH IS E0Ch 3 B

Table 4. Optimal lag order
F 4. RINTFEEME

Lag Logl LR FPE AIC SC HQ
(1} —10.29815 NA 4.90e—08 0.195187 0.307211 0.240655
1 115.9574 241.9267 1.66e—08 —0.885717 -0.101551" —0.567441"
2 163.4667 87.62195 1.45¢—08 —1.023553 0.432756 —0.432469
3 204.2512 72.28875" 1.38e-08" -1.080853" 1.047598 —0.216961

TE: "R ST .

2) AR PEAS 5
IR MR (A, 45 RAK 3 Fron, VAR BRI ARRAE T RE ARSI AE A [ Y, B AR, e AR
52 [R) AR o ok ) S W 2 A

Inverse Roots of AR Characteristic Polynomial

15

10 J——

0.5 4 /'/ . \\

0.0 ;‘
-0.5 \ . //"’

1.0 ~— |

-1.5

T T
15 10 05 0.0 0.5 1.0 15

Figure 3. Root distribution diagram of characteristic polynomial of VAR model

[ 3. VAR #RBUEHIE 2 T AR 53 76 [E]
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TERf e T B L fe I B DA RSP R M O 36 b, A SO E R ILA BN 3 B VAR BERY, JERS
DNEER. DSHIBOR. DYTM =AM 5FER R F Gt B 53, MRS HG TS R0k 5 fis.

Table 5. Vector autoregression estimates

2 5. VAR HBIEIHER

DNEER DSHIBOR DYTM
F it & (2.083394)" (4.409264)" (3.963734)"
DNEER(-1) 0.446790 0.060330 —0.015091
[5.12976]" [1.31800] [-1.46933]
DNEER(-2) -0.013147 —0.074866 -0.010603
[-0.14195] [-1.53803] [-0.97078]
DNEER(-3) -0.053170 0.013402 —0.003904
[-0.62239] [0.29852] [-0.38755]
DSHIBOR(-1) -0.085762 —0.040624 0.024769
[-0.53789] [-0.48480] [1.31736]
DSHIBOR(-2) —0.102164 —0.124140 0.056388
[-0.65781] [-1.52091] [3.07879]"
DSHIBOR(-3) 0.133253 —0.109864 0.003562
[0.83577] [-1.31116] [0.18946]
DYTM(-1) -1.067569 -0.043211 0.375698
[-1.45854] [-0.11233] [4.35266]"
DYTM(-2) -0.393260 0.287932 —0.066289
[-0.51206] [0.71339] [-0.73194]
DYTM(-3) 0.388340 0.230474 -0.071099
[0.54096] [0.61090] [-0.83988]
DM2(-1) -0.047611 0.058729 0.023682
[-0.52663] [1.23607] [2.22136]"
DM2(-2) -0.225173 0.000937 0.013460
[-2.46494] [0.01953] [1.24949]
DM2(-3) 0.059037 0.001256 -0.003291
[0.64855] [0.02625] [-0.30657]
DINFR(-1) —7.036856 —8.698143 0.316971
[-0.93532] [-2.19989] [0.35727]
DINFR(-2) 19.46078 12.78709 1.436626
[2.50628]" [3.13352]" [1.56894]
DINFR(-3) —2.555620 —0.326478 —0.665725
[-0.32925] [~0.08003] [-0.72731]
DFFR(-1) 0.575832 0.270477 0.014010
[0.80454] [0.71907] [0.16599]
DFFR(-2) 1.403833 0.154215 -0.035142
[1.790417" [0.37424] [-0.38006]
DFFR(-3) -2.109897 —0.054749 —0.036894
[-3.13959] [-0.15502] [-0.46554]

T [IFR SR, OFR AN RN F 4, "R 10%R ST T4 R eE.

i
;é

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2021.115049 446


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2021.115049

)

M DNEER J5 #2142 %K% , DNEER %% H & (521 % , 52 DSHIBOR. DYTM 520 AN 3%,
Ui A AR R, AR AR R A B2, & SRSIZH . RIS, MO
Aty mAkR s AR MAROC R B3, BT M N R A B, oML & R T —E
M E R SE 4 IR 7y, MANCAE &GS, ARMIESE G5, SECRTMTRRERMN, MR R
BIKR, FERRESNC & RE M, NRMESEHERES. k2, NRTHIIGEEZEE . kb,
MAGTHEE AT LAE H, 36 EBIRAE SR o0t N R MICRA B35, X 32 B 36 7o /2 I b 55 [F ok
SER BN TR, B A ERREE B AT, R S8 A 0 B R AR (TR R B ki g, HE
FIE, RIEBOEESRZ HARCIE) B ECE RGN, PLE TR I BP0k BT, K S Bk E
BEARSNA, E SR RRE R, AR AR MAROICE EF-

M DSHIBOR J5 21 &A™ ZEkE, DSHIBOR 32 H & s2mii Kk, DNEER XfHEm BAAA T3, (H
MR R B IR K T SHIBOR K2 (145 5, 35 B AT A A V26 ) B 2R 4% S8 8% o AR A S EUph 25 L,
T LS EE T SHIBOR AN [E] [m) 52, By H AR B3 sema B 5 & LR OCR . s &
% SHIBOR FIZ52md .3, F BEHROHARMAERR AN 3O AARS), sgm 1 iy LBt ek e R,
FIRI R 2 2078 . B4k, DFFR X DSHIBOR 5 — &M, X/ i1 38 BRI SRR A5k
REEASNG, EANZESMtSmEb, mn, ANRMFAZE AT,

M DYTM LR & 2R E, DYTM % DNEER FIS40 BOR 2%, (58] 8K F-HE E full i %
AVCRIL S, WHKIERE, IR MFRNE SBONEY . i DSHIBOR JH B B HEmEE, X
LT SHIBOR X T FRKEARIZ I 5] RAEH . teoh, SEhHaE R SR, B AR 48 B E Ul i
A WA, Ui E U R AR R ER T A, BB SO T B T R SR A AR A
PN IR . KR, ML A & 5 5% B S L 4 R 28 0 I 28 A s M AE 0L, LS MR A % 55 T 40 38

SRS, ANRMICEXS R MmO, 1A R A3 (52 52 FH .

4.5. Granger EIR1&

Granger KW IC RV R KX RIHEH T, 456 VAR BEE TR R, A SCEB) Granger
SRRt — Pt AR s 2 MM R R, SRD W% 6~8 Aiin.

Table 6. Granger causality test of SHIBOR
%% 6. T SHIBOR A4 Granger #1845 R

2H® F4it& P&
DNEER A& DSHIBOR #2275 R K 4.15132 0.0073"
DYTM A2 DSHIBOR [##& 2275 5 2.07244 0.1060

FE: RN 5% IR KT IR

T SHIBOR ff] Granger £ 55 45 2 . 7~ , DNEER & DSHIBOR f¥#% 22K J5 K, DYTM A& DSHIBOR
HF 7SN NP P NSV e e O ST B8 = A1 0 NP TE 558 2 NI SR R 9 B < S L YA

Table 7. Granger causality test of DYTM
7. KT DYTM HY Granger 345 R

=g F &it& P1E
DNEER A& DYTM [{#& 24788 2.98513 0.0329"
DSHIBOR A& DYTM #2424 R 2.06446 0.1071

FE: RN 5% IR HKCE IR
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XF DYTM ) Granger %4 £ 2R, DNEER & DYTM #2278 K [F, DSHIBOR A& DYTM
s 22 A8 JE DR, 10BN B TV 28 K AR B ma R, MK IIRE, NI TE % R R R 2 5800

Table 8. Granger causality test of DNEER
%% 8. T DNEER HJ Granger #3045 R

2H® F4it& PE
DSHIBOR A& DNEER [# 275 R KA 1.07058 0.3633
DYTM A& DNEER K% 224 5 H 0.67654 0.5676

T DNEER ) Granger f 3045 R &, 75 10% ) 2 3 MK F A REIE 45 F % %, DSHIBOR.DYTM
#AE DNEER HIR AN R A, Ui B JC IR R 2], MR BRI 31 32 FH .

ARG LA B A m] AR R R IR T A RO 3R 2 A AE B A2 L], IR o A 3
e REONEY, EANRMAZFEXNCRAETZME. —J5i, ZX5REF RS MAEEHAK—2019
&, RERARRAGISL “RJa—2B” , BT NRMARIEEA 76 b B HER AR A BGE, HELLT
“PIRIE B AR IR RN B - T5 i, i TR E X B AT (BB, R e E B R
W2, — R RS TR ERACER A RE S .

4.6. Bkene B K ¥

N0 T ISR ISR AL, ASSCAE AT SCN B TR SR A7 A8 . ) 4% B IO 45 R (26t _E L AT
ik of ) 7 R A 2 3 AT AR R A P AR AR BN 1 B DA A P A AR KR B i S (R SR
RER U 4 P

MRS, 3 8 & il S RO GE, SHIBOR X H: B B Iy o i e 2 J /s )3
BT 0, T4 3965 2SI A 0] L B B 10 o ol ek S 2 i R 55 0 1B T AR E s TR e xk =
FH AR LB RN, SHIBOR 2 RJL A ph i Ja Se i B B 5 MUk T FE, YTM 32 23 oy fg ANl
TR, BAT WA I R8N, [N AT T AR Ak % b o ) Sk th B UK T L, TSR B RLR,
Bt B[S ST R AW, NR MK THEES, SABHR AN SR Tm s, i
B AN R FARAABAT o AR ke e 45 SR, SHIBOR (13l of 41 [ 6 Wi i %8 7 26 T 1E [ I 6,
X5 SHIBOR X K HIA R M 5] SAEHA G i TRETF TS 5H DM NE, ’Rihis
MREGFNIHS H5ENREMENEZESE, eI B R E M MAE 54T N Be s R A 8 iz A
IR T E MKW G TR AR E S, MR EN AR IECR, 25K
WK, HXAIRFZ A 10 5E IR SR O A R AR BN, R, HR R
AIIAER . KR, I F00 2 1 2 N U S AR TR0

MICEAEE, HE S bt A5 —WME ™ A T RORINIE R, 5 ZEeh, 55 =1 UE &
ET 00 —MARAERIRI R pR AR AR BN R AR, HEA B AR RN, X R A =R
SNEER AL A . ISR RA S I A0 B T A B A1 5% [ 1B i < R 2 (1 b i S BB LR,

RN, Ui EVCRAEAR KRS 2 R E BRI SRR A2,  BCFHIE 4 )2 1028 s i 52
Haemm, FEREEEDS, S ARMILRE A8 KAEH.
4.7. FESR

BB, AR 7 22 93 R 22 GE BTN 359 07 WR 22 03 O R e rh A AR B b il T ok, BRAR
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A TR R TR L], HE T AT M AR A AR 2 (A AR EL TR, AT B 2% A B R A A A

HIAEXT EE M, DSHIBOR. DYTM. DNEER {75 24314

Response of DSHIBOR to Innovations
using Cholesky (d.f. adjusted) Factors

RN 9~11 Fis.

Response of DYTM to Innovations
using Cholesky (d.f. adjusted) Factors
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Figure 4. Impose response
4. BkoHE 2
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Table 9. Variance decomposition of DSHIBOR
# 9. DSHIBOR FE AR

Period DSHIBOR DYTM DNEER DM2 DINFR DFFR
1 100.0000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000
2 93.56468 0.030597 3.067029 0.280985 2.754003 0.302709
3 87.02040 0.807613 5.840388 0.274993 5.306576 0.750035
4 84.54092 2.389257 6.294812 0.308948 5.684787 0.781274
5 82.98800 2.348029 6.224053 1.242140 5.848176 1.349602
6 82.87743 2.362911 6.224729 1.271934 5.904767 1.358230
7 82.74442 2.373610 6.242840 1.301805 5.931991 1.405334
8 82.66328 2.377763 6.237116 1.399822 5.917641 1.404374
9 82.60253 2.390884 6.244022 1.398788 5.956540 1.407232
10 82.59160 2.393378 6.247371 1.398982 5.956076 1.412594
Table 10. Variance decomposition of DYTM
& 10. DYTM HFEFRRER
Period DSHIBOR DYTM DNEER DM2 DINFR DFFR
1 3.088673 96.91133 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000
2 4.370012 91.33777 1.721118 2.505304 0.051649 0.014147
3 8.015650 79.97863 5.627564 4.837472 1.472288 0.068395
4 7.892754 77.81246 6.846813 5.395615 1.460904 0.591453
5 8.503761 75.43895 7.282340 6.322819 1.584466 0.867662
6 8.939066 74.52396 7.240077 6.458817 1.956211 0.881868
7 9.031344 74.35095 7.232259 6.522312 1.969406 0.893733
8 9.041168 74.22982 7.233346 6.608953 1.992232 0.894483
9 9.034327 74.17470 7.244511 6.605971 2.046637 0.893854
10 9.033629 74.15511 7.249985 6.609192 2.057370 0.894717
Table 11. Variance decomposition of DNEER
# 11. DNEER 53 & D4R
Period DSHIBOR DYTM DNEER DM2 DINFR DFFR
1 0.000590 0.325042 99.67437 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000
2 0.208346 1.780093 96.92103 0.285079 0.482751 0.322705
3 0.306154 1.999826 88.92761 3.794166 1.361749 3.610494
4 1.163011 1.979090 87.31511 4.128809 1.569334 3.844645
5 1.236868 1.963673 86.16663 4.110562 1.576432 4.945839
6 1.423427 1.949614 85.50219 4.337696 1.804397 4.982671
1.539301 1.947003 85.24741 4.357876 1.934520 4.973885
8 1.543367 1.955540 85.09402 4.385863 2.012287 5.008927
9 1.578648 2.020743 84.81736 4.371692 2.173105 5.038455
10 1.611993 2.042176 84.65931 4.378165 2.243219 5.065135
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MRIZSE, FIIA 28] A SIS ECR, 28— Es g el | S obdi s, FEesn
BN, ST IREIIR R e L B B BRI 82.7%,  [RIFE A R 2 2 B B B R R
Ky WAL 96.9%, BEJEHS 8 WA 74.2%, Ui WIRIA 1 3h F EARIEAE T3 B S 9224 Xt
TRLIIRIE, TN IR IR T FEAE SR — 0N 3 %, SEDUIIE R HOR, 4900 6.3%, X FI%,
P2 HNC ARSI AT 1.7%, FE28 TR BIEOR, O 7.3%, U BT A0 A 3 10 sl sk A g5 . 78
Ao ) A I A 8 X R AR (R TR B, 5 K R 45 SR AR FLEAEE

MICERAEE, R P 5B SR, 58— WHEE L Pe el A Sebd o, e
B, BT REM 84%; FIFXNCARITTIREEMRKIFA K, I R A F 3R B sh R R 71 B foe e
N 1.6%, KIRIRI & LEBE (8] (O HERS B AT N, 2 5l TREME 2%, PRIk, BRI R B ot
BAT 5, T DR DR AT TR A R BNE R A 2% T, RIS vk = A &bk . 3
filb Az & rp, B T (A B A S [ IS 2 B ) 5 6 N B T S B AR ) RO N BT 300 S [ IR 3 4
AR AR BO IR, I H TN R TR 50 L A BURE

ZRE LB, NRMICRMFIRE ST 22 A F R0, N RIS FER RS, NRMA
IR PN, AR, R R A% 3320, AR R 3 RN AR TE %
AR PR o X R Z T M SR AR, i [ T 37 R AR =R IR 3h S8 AT A AR o4 o

5. LHiFNEWN
5.1. &5ig

WREEEL b, NRMICRAMFRZ EAAE KRR, RINCRGAROREON R E, TR
SRR BB, —F Z (AR AE T RN 352 B S BEEIER . NR TR FRICR K
BRURPE 5, JE AR A R AR g, HN R TV 36 [ A R 5 (% 0 T, AR HE 1
P PRANAR TR AR ML PR XU, HAT, BT RERER TSR AR, TRk ER
FMNC AR AR RN AFAEPEAS,  BRIE GEAT H KT IR B A itk — PRt

5.2. Bl

MKHIRE, 2P et JE R R AR BB AR B AL TN PRAI R JER MRS, I 5
ASTRE TFIB TSI P9 Ak g Ty 320 FE) R 2 0 45

1) PRI

RGBT, N MAIRANC AR L (B A7 A A G, R AR AL A RIS, ARIRAE T3
R AER . HAT, REEENRERCOBOVMES, HER LPR 4 2 TO0MREM I, Hih
e P e R ST 3 B AR IR AR R, LS F AR D e N A 1 R S A O A TR .
T DR H % 7 BURAT (R P PARDUAN B B A KT Al ml e s 5 B LB BEHE R 2 RFRs
BONIRIL AR R A Ja B NS IRA R A I 0E, 55 H DR NE gl (@4 EIERN R 41k
FIRAER, WA R AL FHLH]

2) SEEILH LML

BIRN R TER A AR K4 FREONEY, (BAAENR AN RN, A, N2 EE— D HEsh AR R
M, REF N IR MR S B EREATE, MM KT IUEiIl RN, 568 W
RO 2% T I MT IR . AR RS ARSI, e R MIC WA shif e, &
JAS M T S AR B R DI 2R T AL, DT A 4V 5 8 5 o W e A B i s B sh A & A
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3) # DR AT H TR
BEAIUH BT8O0 B [E B2 T BCR A A% 2R R A BB, R N R A SR AN AR sh 1 2R 12

PRI EHE AT EH KPR B 7 EE, Wy dEiE. fiRE. BUE QFIL A1 RQFII 5 ¥t 4 5 R

farey
~I

WRIETH T BN EAX E N TS 5. SRIMEE TR, B BONR ML mA IR R (1% 5 55

TR, RE Bt — P HEE BEAIK T T8, U0 5 3 B B e X PR AR 55 SRR XSO TR BT AR Ak X
RS, RN AR AR 5, 0o E A B AT I S Atk RE g e, T 4 068 1 B B AU B ) A% T 2R

fle ik N R TR R AN AR IS, (et B W ANY I R, B I asr i safa e g K.
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