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Abstract

This empirical research intended to study the relationship between the 10-year U.S.
Treasury yield and four market indices including S&P 500 Index, West Texas
Intermediate crude oil price, Nominal Broad U.S. Dollar Index, and the 3-month U.S.
Treasury yield. By using unit root test, cointegration test, vector autoregression model,
Granger causality test, impulse response function and variance decomposition of forecast
errors. The data period is from November 3, 2021 to July 29, 2022, with a total of 182

daily observations per variable. The results of the analysis are shown as follows:

(1) By using unit root test, we find that all variables are non-stationary at level but
stationary in first difference. Also by using cointegration test, we did not find any

cointegration between each variable.

(2) By using vector autoregression model(VAR), the change in 10-year U.S. treasury
yield is positively related to the growth rate of WTI crude oil price and also positively
related to the growth rate of U.S. Dollar Index.

(3) Considering the interaction between each variable in the model, the change of WTI
crude oil price will "Granger-causes" the change of 10-year U.S. treasury yield. And
the changer of 10-year U.S. treasury yield and the change of nominal broad U.S. dollar
index will "Granger-causes" the change of WTI crude oil price. We can see the change
of WTI crude oil price and the change of 10-year U.S. treasury yield shows feedback
between the two variables. We can also find that some of the variance from the change

in 10-year U.S. treasury yield can be explained by the change of WTI crude oil price.
Keywords: 10-year U.S. treasury yield, WTI crude oil price, vector autoregression model,

Granger causality test, impulse response function, variance decomposition of forecast
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S a s fF i u~iid(0,0%) 3 AL p i E W E F R - ixd AIC ¥
Al & BIC # R o = ]2 B3k ik Toe T

{HO:(S: 0 (rERyF E4 o y 2w i)
Hi:6 #0 (TrPFRyLF E1 oy, 5 Tf)

(2) PP # % (Phillips-Perron Test)
ADF # T3¢ > gefRe #p AppReanP R - v vy B FR R &
(heteroscedasticity) ¢ 4% » T RN R B HK Ik o B F B TR R &K
ERIE

'
i)

(homoscedasticity) sk » F]¢t Phillips £ Perron ** 1988 #
PP 2> ii¥if AR 3 R TR R EE p NP PPRRTTEG LT Z 47558

- RRFAAEHALAZTBRES CBER VAR PR R R
*,s B OAIC 0|2 BIC B8] » 350 32 b FEHEB o
11
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7 # §E3E (drift)z #7
Ay, = Bo + 8ye-1 + U Al
# FE TR (drift) 2 A& % 7 (trend) 13
Ay, = By + at + 8y, + U, -
2L F B BETE (drift) 2 A% 57 (trend) 13

Ay, = 8yi-1 +u; (6)

FAEEA P Ay By - IEA A fo b BEEI LR BEST 62 Qs F
w B AL FIPP WA AFALA G A) AN E BT REH &3 FH L Lid

ZUiEE o Z fARCA 2 B e AT

{H0:5: 0 (FF Ry s EA3 0 y 22 )
Hi:6 #0 (B By ih E49 0y, 5 /)

312 B E{HER

Flip 342 Jp % Mot DI 0 10 3 el 3 IR P (S ) e 7

]
2R E Y RE PG 37 R AR K7 i AR AR
7 I i PR o AR BRA AT T 3R ch AIC B R & BIC R X GAT SE

(1) AIC # pJ(Akaike Information Criterion)
Akaike (1973)#% 412 B if jZ S E B P & ¥ Lo ff T 0P HF] 4o ¢
AIC =T x In(SSE) + 2k (7)
BOTE AR In(SSE) 2 A LT 2 o XSl k 3 BB Rl

(2) BIC # p|(Bayesian Information Criterion)
BIC # pJ~ # SBIC # SIC # 7] » d Schwarz (1978)# 1 » #ic3]4e™

BIC =T x In(SSE) + k X In(T) (®)
12
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HOT5 4 Ao In(SSE) 5 A LT = foB-fi Ak 5 F 32 Stk Al
AIC # ] » BIC ¥ iF # o i 2 $57) -

A BR|T F 4 FIAICBIC 258 ¢ 3+ 8357 SSE- & o3l & 4 andic i@
ARl o AR GEE 2 e (SSR)AE R o RS AR 0 T a5t S gl 2 S )
(penalty) » § 3" Sl kAR5 B > BT AEF - WA S ARL > =d FRIT B
WA R B R 2 BB

‘m\
o
=)

3.13 % E £ ¥ Z_(Cointegration Test)
SlL - 3 PRI -

PERET AT kL G RAR

(1) Engle-Granger = FfE & FE £ & 72
Z PE Bk 7% 5 Engleand Granger (1987)#% J12. X B &k 22 > % - PB4 G
FOLS 2 ARG ¥ % - PR EA Ly, 87 ADF & -
LMo - FRKRAED - 51 SR B

BREPE > SRR TR ELET S B R AR TR

(2) Johansen % % & ¥ €2
Johansen (1988)#% 112 X L& % > Uw £ p & @ fFH R

2 ;% (maximum likelihood estimation, MLE):& {7 & £ & ¥ %% > ¢ = 2 L F BT ¥

Gt BEEES R MTE FIERRE S e B 4k ® Johansen £ A 4 Tk
A 4o
p-1
Ay, =My,q + Z 1ViAYt—i +u, ©
i=

AY oy inxD2w g o NEy 2 (pXp)2 GlEd s p 5888
13
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U ~iid(0,02) 5 (p X 1) 4" o % i $& AR 0% Bl ehfk (rank) ki 2 2 AE L& B e > %
rank(ID =02 3 ax Fetw B Frank(ID=r Mi T 53 rBEELts £
Frank(Il) =n > B % 57 & f(full rank) > Ty, ? #73 ST 5 [0)F & > T &0
B e T R

¥ H#: E_(trace test)

{Ho:rank(H)Sr AP FrBpxfEéineig)
Hy:rank(Il) >r E P r+1BEEEsE)
RS
Atrace =-T In(1 - /Tz
race®) =T ) In(1=1) (10
HOT5 44 Bl 4,502 HFHR
B~ #4148 T (maximum eigenvalue test)
{Hozrank(l'l)zr (Friex&eed)
Hi:rank(I) =r+1 (3 r+1Bx&FEE&» )

e L E 5
Amax (7 +1) = =TIn(1 — A,,1) (11)

HO TS Bl ) 4,52 $iie

Pl TE b A FE e LA B RET A S FEMRE=0) F%- =
FEGHy 6 L BB L FL rhelKEFR T ENFAIESH, TR L4
TETFTFETELEFEM G FAESr=0 2 7 R&F 2 T FEM G-

FESSETY FSEES EEEEES
321 w»EpRw éﬁﬁ:ﬂ] (Vector Autoregression model, VAR)

Griaphi R REE 3 TR G T REP TR LM

JF*J& ¢osb i o FE ek 4 % dic(exogenous variable) € #2538 4 % #ic(endogenous variable)

14
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RalFP AT FAARIPE R A2 ER ORISR EAT M2 E Ay

SEFAL R AL AR e E A A 7 B e U4liE £ > @ Sims (1980) B

HOERRT %4 0wE p AR EFEED 2D BE AT ZTEETARTAERA

LSRR TR R Y VRS RN T IR
AL TR A

3.22 w» &3 Z 2 i3 (Vector Error Correction model, VECM)
AP R FEMGAAFRELY FIOETFLRG 0 g L2 R

$#g@%ﬁ%’gﬁpiﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁéwiéﬁﬁ’ﬁEﬁﬁwéiéﬂﬁ

Bl v R BN ey S FERETER 5T A FEMBE

FRPPEFAG LA v EFAB I HIARE T FRED T AFELB L

3.3 Granger F] % B 24 2_

Granger (1969)*t 1969 # 3% 11 cnF] & B (246 T2 > #3407

P a
Xe = ao + Z oy Xe—i +Z_ aiYe—j + e
i=1 j=1

P q
Yo =Bo + Z 1ﬁ1th—i +z, 1B2iXt—j t+ &t
i= j=

(12)

Y pag B He B F S W T £ 4h2 AIC & BIC ¥

Slt——SZtﬁg’x; I ‘ET’T‘Q‘-"TE’Pb 'E)\F;:’Fﬁﬁ

HO: U1 = Upp = Uy3 ... = azq =0
Hitop,; 7 25 0,i=1~q

{Hf): B21 = PBzz = B23 - = BZq =0
Hi:Bz# 25 0,i=1~q

15
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14k 2 % 0 Granger Tl % B e TWA 4 = B4 0 A W4T Rmm

(1) I FrHotE S 2 Hy » 7 Xo 2 Y 2 B 48 (Feodback) °

(2) #ESHy e mi54EGHY 47 & & ¥ v F)% B %(Causality) » B % % Y, T Granger
48 % | X, (Y; Granger-cause X;) °

(3) miriESHyedEFHy > 47 & % ¥ o 7% B (Causality) » B % 3 X, " Granger
48 £ Y, (X, Granger-cause Y;) °

(4) FPrEEIESHy% Hy o 4 1 X, 2Y, 7 & & Granger %1% B 7 (Independent) -

34 WEF R VT RIRRIFL R KA 2
¥ F Jis 3 Bc(Impulse Response Function)i & #* 3473 VAR 2 VECM #-
AP oGP ARELII R A RSN F R BB %
B 408 - B AR L enibe i > e PR P ¥ VAR & VECM 107
B R P oS 7d sretantilies |~ B R2|EHF F B2 42

R#S

TERIEA % £ #ic~ f#(Forecast Error Variance Decomposition) i & # %57 3
VAR & VECM H 3| @B2 % F#c2 FRFL DR L8 27 hipRiiEL
FE AR &wﬁﬁ’%“$*%$@ﬁwﬁﬁ&o

16
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¥
41%§t\ S
BYRFARG R CRFRE AT LFR NG o LR R Y R TR
PR RGE AT RRSER S R ST R A RS
FORT S Sl TR KRS WE 2 Btk S ANy B (FRED) & & » S #aE P > )3
BT R 292 F a5 (DGCS10) 2R RHEHET £R= B0 &2 Fafl
¥ % 4cig$ A4 (DTWEXBGS) ~ WTI &

% (DGS3MO) ~ 4 500 :}ﬂ #(SP500) ~
A AR § B AR R

M % . (DCOILWTICO) » FH4E & 5 B
12022# 7% 29p 53 o

%ﬁi;ﬁégﬁﬂwa%gzm1&11asa,
K182 & 0 0T A & RHE TR

411 %R+ &P 2§ sEf S (FRED 5 . DGS10)
2P E RFC T A P

EFR2F %%@]E’Iﬁj‘”’*%‘ FZHTREFHES » X
X%

r%??’}%iiﬁa‘}if&f%;ﬁ)}»%;«flg: S L P&’.&Fﬁmnﬁ
‘f;é.’/”\g’d?;‘ 7‘,’%%{)\'[‘_

R FHAL 5= T-Bill(- & p 3| &

[t
R ¥ L

Note(* 4 p $|# 2 %)~ T-Bond(~ & 2 F|#2 F %) o
AR R LA AR

PUSET - ﬁ#l}j};f—’ﬂp\ - BB

TSR EUE
PR ARG BE KT T

r{ﬂkﬁﬂ"lfiﬁ]iﬂﬁﬂ IFI
if—:}ﬂ ﬁ'{}'j‘*" E X Hpi 'F X 7
: DGS3MO)

412 $Wz= B9 #2629 F(FRED S8

THERS G2 Rh R o A3 T HFE AETER
PARBRE AL 8 F R A NE

BN AR PN E S0

i‘_‘%.: iF ;‘ﬁ Ry ZE'F IP ‘TJ:’;‘—L %{%&’
Y IR EEE T /%;E,fljj’_iﬁg%ﬂﬂ ’é/{al?ﬂ'b%ﬁiﬂﬁ Jﬁ#;’“zl]ﬁp&
SRS N R -

R TR R
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413 ¥ 500 ¥; #&(FRED # 5% : SP500)

FRAEE D SRR L 2 ARFTAML BV R E A2 et =4
W 5 iE 3 1 % T 353, #i(Dow Jones Industrial Average) ~ #§ 500 4p#c(Standard &
Poor's 500) ~ 78 #7:% 535 #(NASDAQ) » % £ F 3 1 ¥ T 3odpdicdr il f 4 f L 395
LT BT RE G R B ORBE P S A W0 MR SO R

SRS mEE R LA E RN - m S RT ITAACE B;ﬁv#%#g;oa
N%@iﬁ&$¢@%iﬁﬁé%ﬁk’m%ﬁﬁ P FRE AR B 0 F S en
MERL A &AL EAEAIE RS RBAER Y ET 0 AF Y Y 500

BT SRR H 2 RO L TR TR KR FHE AP OGP

LRI IS S

oy

A FEREAPH

414 FE4iEH ;UJ}E] #(FRED # % : DTWEXBGS)

R # % ~4p#c(Nominal Broad U.S. Dollar Index)™ £ § % 4v 1 % ~ 4, #ic(trade-
weighted US dollarindex) » & B8 & & p S| o 95 F * 2 % ~ 4 #(USDX) &5 »
ARERRE PR EE S R B L NSy )h T 0 R i E S dp dci
P20 R AL s R RAFRPHEIRREF 2R c AFT TS b
BEAdpiiiTa e B2 2 R FHETFFAPEA T SHEID G
2 5 {95 Branson (1977)sh @ 38 » 2 L P 2 A5l F &0 > BEF

R B R ALIF e f ApRE o

415 WTI i 1} £ (FRED # 5. : DCOILWTICO)

B> Ffa Bwo FACRERS AR ER R AT NG LR/ EHFR
AE PR ERSA VRN R - cREIFY AL ARMEFER AL TR
o (West Texas Intermediate, WTI) ~ # #F 3 J 74 (Brent Crude) ~ 4+ T ;% (Dubai
Crude) f%%v‘}?k'}"ﬁéﬁ’ﬁﬂf S PRAM B RBEU PUEHFZRE AU
Bgp 5 5 VTR AL EE D WTL R § 1217 530 fRRendf it e
PR EE HOWTI B B RAE ST WITFZ 2@ qwdFy 2 WIT R
Ferd WTT Jid Wt 5 R o 2047 % %wwﬁmﬁ% 215 RS [N K& 2
TRAW- BB FIF A G P RN R L RS AT LA
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MR

TR 02 g T AR M R B R F R F 2 el
fefadr s F- HRECHTEFLASZRFEPE > R ™ £ 4- 1 & ¥dcd

FHT AYEA-1 0 B 82 AT AT

14 14 14 14 14
DT10Y, = a, + Z a; * DT10Y,_; + Z B; * DT3M,_; + Z ¥: * DLNSP,_; + Z 8, * DLNUSD,_; + Z 1; * DLNWTI,_; + &,

i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

304-1 Hhomp

%1 SUAEEHN 5 FRED FHE2 S5 P kA
T10Y £ @ &8 2 f 1] % (DGS10) FRED
T3M £ W= B P2 § 4] 5 (DGS3IMO) FRED

SP #4500 45 #(SP500) FRED
USD ¥ 3 i # <3 #(DTWEXBGS) FRED
WTI WTI & % f $(DCOILWTICO) FRED
LNSP 54 500 3, dcic i f P~ AT R
LNUSD  § % 4cf % ~ 4y dicP-$Higc AR ER
LNWTI  WTI fib i 425~ 4f 8 AT ORTE
DT10Y ENIESE- LI B U RS o AT FER
DT3M (W= B Ha2GaflF2-FLr AP ER
DLNSP %3 500 45 BB #cis 2 - P4 A AP R
DLNUSD ¥ % 4 % ~dpdcifricis 2 - B4 A AP R
DLNWTI  WTI fib i B~ #icis 2 — 18 £ 4 AP ER

19
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T1i0Y

T3M

M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7

2022

LNUSD

vﬂ”
Mj
I A

3.6 2.8
32 \,\ 2.4
2.0
2.8
1.6
2.4
1.2
2.0
\AJAA 0.8 4
1.6 W ~N A r/\/ 0.4 |
12 . ; . . . . . ‘ 0.0 =—
M1 M2 ML M2 M3 M4 M5 M M7 M1l M12
2021 2022 2021
LNSP
8.48 V\,\ 4.84
8.44 NV W 482
8407 \\/L/\’\ 4.80
8.36
4.78 4
8.32
4.76
8.28
8.24 4 j\/ 4744,
8.20 ‘ 4.72
M1 M2 ML M2 M3 M4 M5  MB M7 M1l M12
2021 2022 2021
LNWTI
5.0
4.8 /,\\
4.6 M W“/ M
4 7\/\‘\V /\/\/J
4.2 \,/W\/
4.0

A7 Wy Fit seit
LREE G
#ew E 5 -0.8463 >
0.8321» 2%
ﬁjﬂ%%ﬁ’
AT
X

=

-

=]

2022

B4-1%

M5

M6

BREAME  ERERLEDH S
(R EHPoFANFE B H>F A F

AL fedn B G 2

M7

M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7
2022

REAFR(AE- FLA)

e
= I

20

BEANT L4231 4-47 5 JAMIEELFHT
FAA S 2R 500 4 BedR oS
LFA SR
Foob A AP B ABCRE IS A B L LE T
FEIRRM RN R HAEETRF-F AL BT
< aﬁzmm@w%’ﬁﬁfxéﬁﬁﬁﬁao

ME A
AP B T
il AR e
IR R XAt O

H W g Hceh
EER S ki X=a
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T10Y T3M LNSP LNUSD LNWTI
MeanT 323 2.2966 0.7454 8.3695 4.7667 4.5540
Median® i #c 2.2600 0.4800 8.3876 4.7561 4.5997
Maximums- = & 3.4900 2.6200 8.4757 4.8212 4.8174
Minimums#-. -] & 1.3500 0.0400 8.2071 4.7345 4.1811
Std. Dev. 1% 2 % 0.6200 0.7309 0.0737 0.0232 0.1634
Skewness i f& 0.0475 1.0648 -0.4412 0.7064 -0.5118
Kurtosis*# # 1.4661 3.0905 1.9515 2.1790 2.1710
Observationsfk # #ic 182 182 182 182 182

iTIOY 5 2R EH o F a5 T3M 5 2= ® 7 2 F 415 SP 5 % 500 43 %~ USD

R R AR A dplc WTL G WTL b 80 LN S22 %8P D S Haa e 7- i s -

4 4-3 4p B e R e oy

T10Y T3M LNSP LNUSD LNWTI
T10Y 1.0000 0.8321 -0.8463 0.8178 0.8273
T3M 0.8321 1.0000 -0.8619 0.9262 0.6145
LNSP -0.8463 -0.8619 1.0000 -0.8919 -0.7237
LNUSD 0.8178 0.9262 -0.8919 1.0000 0.5665
LNWTI 0.8273 0.6145 -0.7237 0.5665 1.0000

FEITIOY 5 2R+ EH 2 FaFTIM 5 2= B2 > G A5 SP 5§ 500 454~ USD

B R AcER dp s WTT G WTL R i1 0 LN G 2% 8Pl D S R m-his -

B A-A AP PR A

DT10Y DT3M DLNSP DLNUSD DLNWTI
DT10Y 1.0000 0.3895 0.0233 0.0745 0.0621
DT3M 0.3895 1.0000 -0.1169 0.1875 0.0269
DLNSP 0.0233 -0.1169 1.0000 -0.3037 0.0549
DLNUSD 0.0745 0.1875 -0.3037 1.0000 -0.1090
DLNWTI 0.0621 0.0269 0.0549 -0.1090 1.0000

FITIOY 2 R+ 73

SEAANE T3M 5 2R= B ' B2 F A5 <SP & B 500 458~ USD

AR iR Adplio WTL S WTL RS i f6 0 LN 337 8 s i D 5 $ it i - 1p LA o
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'ES SEFY 372

Er4t 2 s w27 ADF 22 PP %0 (682 E B AIC B R|E % 14
% %

s 28 > 8% 704 4-5% £ 4-67° » VUug LR ERTEESY 5
S SRS (VRS SRR S S S E R R & L B &
IR AEZ > £ A2 A5 B4R 4-20 pH30A0 S FHETIT R T BT
» # A& % & Nelsonand Plosser (1982)3% 1 cnigeh > T+ § Been G A 355 2L

% 4-5ADF # z_

3 AR B 3 R BEIR 2 ARSIT 0T A B FEIE 2 ABEIE )
ik t-statistic p-value  ¥|¥7 | tstatistic p-value F|%F | t-statistic p-value F|%F
T10Y -1.3659 0.5976 22T f&| -0.4975 09828 M| 0.9407 0.9073 - i
T3M 1.3766 0.9989 ZEF_fL| -1.0527 09324 % {| 29834 09993 ZEF_fL
LNSP -1.0698 07273 Z-%i| -2.4465 03544 FEEE|  -0.5425  0.4808 F-Efi
LNUSD -0.7212 0.8375 2% fi| -2.2913 04360 % i 1.1827  0.9390 ZEEfE
LNWTI -1.6225 04690 2% fi| 21956  0.4886 % fE| 0.8029  0.8849 ZLEfi
DTI10Y -9.6681 0.0000 A | -9.7325  0.0000 Ef&E | -9.5505  0.0000 F_fi
DT3M -7.7912 0.0000  TA | -8.2029  0.0000 E{& | -10.7188  0.0000 F_fi
DLNSP -12.6938  0.0000  Ef | -12.6510  0.0000 FFE | -12.7128  0.0000 Ef
DLNUSD 119506 0.0000  Ff | -11.9132  0.0000 E& | -11.9085  0.0000 Ef
DLNWTI 12,6725 0.0000  Ff | -12.6518  0.0000 FFE | -12.5969  0.0000 EiE

ITIOY R 2R EH2FALNF TIM L ER= B0 H2F AP F SP 244 500 45 %<~ USD
PF R Al WTL 3 WTL R 10 LN 232 %8348 D 2 #HaR e - FLA -

% 4-6PP#

B EEIE T 7 B EEIE 2 ART 07 # £ JEIE 2 AREIE 501

Fi t-statistic ~ p-value %7 t-statistic ~ p-value  F| %7 t-statistic ~ p-value  *|%T7
TI10Y -1.3155 0.6220 2% _fi -1.5871 0.7944 -7 fi 0.7011 0.8659 Z-#_fi
T3M 1.7600 0.9997 == ik -0.9947 0.9411 -2 3 3.6311 0.9999 % f
LNSP -1.0461 0.7362 L% _fii -2.5723 0.2936 % fi -0.5404 0.4817 2% fii
LNUSD -0.7824 0.8212 == jk -2.4272 03642 % fi 1.1355 0.9336 L% fi
LNWTI -1.6225 0.4690 2% fi -2.2080 0.4818 L% fi 0.7956 0.8836 L% _fi
DT10Y -11.5994 0.0000 E_flk -11.6193 0.0000 T_fg -11.6203 0.0000 T
DT3M -11.2216 0.0000  Z_j& -12.1094 0.0000  E_f -10.6868 0.0000 = f
DLNSP -12.6961 0.0000 E_flk -12.6536 0.0000 T_fg -12.7149 0.0000 T
DLNUSD -11.9668 0.0000 Z_E -11.9293 0.0000 2§ -11.9369 0.0000 T
DLNWTI -12.6725 0.0000  #=_f& -12.6518 0.0000  #_f& -12.5977 0.0000  =_f
FEITIOY 2 F WS- EH 2 Fafls ~TIM 5 2Rz @2 @ > Fafls SP 34 500 45 # ~ USD

B RAcfEE ~dpdic s WTL 5 WTI R i 0 LN & Jé@ﬂtﬁ’**ﬁﬁi DS HREER- AL -
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DT10Y DT3M
3 4
2 .3
.24
14
14
.0
04y — i Ml
14 1
-2 : ‘ : : : : : : -2 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
M11 M12 M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M11 M12 M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7
2021 2022 2021 2022
DLNSP DLNUSD
.04 .015
.02 4 .010 |
-OO*V‘W M .005
-.02 .OOO\M/\ W “\!
-.04 -.005 |
-.06 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ -.010 ‘ ‘ ‘ ; ; : : :
M11 M12 M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M11 M12 M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7
2021 2022 2021 2022
DLNWTI
.10
.05+
-.05
-.10
-15 , ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ :
M11 M12 M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7
2021 2022
Bl4-2 L REAF B FLAE
d ERR @ SR SBEFLAMSY L (DFERES S magii i
TP EEEMG A& KRE(T Johansen X FE T > B 2T R 4-T0 K
5 AIC P 5551 24 > @58 BIC BRI T 5551 18 4 £ BIC 5 s
FARPAIC 3+ FAREFT VA FEAR 2R Y RTHAE
ERIRESRIS CRFERIHETRS T A KEY T AIC B By E (s
i 2 > BFEFEELRT
23
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Fo4-7 B x o

R 0 1 2 3 4 5
AIC -9.89 -23.68 -23.74% 2357 2350 -23.33
BIC 9.77 23.01* 2251 2179 -21.16  -20.43

3 ¢ AIC: Akaike information criterion » BIC : Bayesian information criterion

LFHERITAS GIPRIEE A FERR T LR 04 4-8> ¥ wi Eir
B EE BT PR T etk None 7 » X ETE F 5 A0 X BLR %
PFo 2 0.05RR BT 2 224059 m & B > ¥ p-value ~ % % £ 0.6729 & 0.4338>
- HIFB2ZHE KRS FIN AT LSRR 3 AEFEMG TERSL
EY o FAFELED S L DT 5 IO G T AT TREAY

LR TR PR T L SR EREE RS

48 B R RIS B

¥ % (a = 0.05) B F A% 2 (a = 0.05)

B BRK FE R TRAE Povalue | & & BR O FHAT B3R RAE Povalue

None  0.1505 49.1813 69.8189 0.6729 None  0.1505 24.3002 33.8769 0.4338
Atmost1 0.0793 24.8811 47.8561 0.9218 | Atmost1 0.0793 12.3058 27.5843 0.9197
Atmost2 0.0546 12.5753  29.7971 0.9100 | Atmost2 0.0546  8.3600 21.1316 0.8804
Atmost3 0.0246 4.2153 154947 0.8854 | Atmost3 0.0246  3.7180  14.2646 0.8878

Atmost4 0.0033  0.4973 3.8415 0.4807 | Atmost4 0.0033  0.4973 3.8415 0.4807

44 % 8§ A FEeal

FETMER RS L F LR FNRELA S (DB A 2 QIR
PaARFAMG mET AMR Y e B p A FhoAlR A4 o ik AIC B R1E
BEGCHL20 DHL A2 (DFF AR » VAR AP o 03 S8 * 5
RIS ARSI HS AR AT 4 4-0
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2495 B AR R

DT10Y DT3M DLNSP DLNUSD DLNWTI
0.0602 0.0792 0.0051 0.0039 -0.08827%*
DT10Y(-1)
[0.6562] [1.1254] [0.2473] [0.96] [-2.07]
-0.0993 -0.0291 -0.0216 0.0008 -0.0831%*
DT10Y(-2)
[-1.1241] [-0.4299] [-1.0885] [0.195] [-2.0253]
0.1377 0.0826 -0.0156 0.0074 0.0231
DT3M(-1)
[1.1614] [0.9079] [-0.5847] [1.397] [0.4188]
-0.1735 -0.1427 0.0073 -0.0052 0.0502
DT3M(-2)
[-1.4284] [-1.5311] [0.2685] [-0.9635] [0.8891]
-0.2664 -0.5288* 0.0587 -0.1094%%*  0.3948%*
DLNSP(-1)
[-0.6579] [-1.7019] [0.6445] [-6.0373] [2.0989]
0.3456 -0.1133 0.0317 0.0142 0.48547%*
DLNSP(-2)
[0.7447] [-0.3182] [0.3034] [-0.6848] [2.2513]
3.7952% 0.8207 0.4619 -0.1002 1.0215
DLNUSD(-1)
[1.9433] [0.5477] [1.0515] [-1.1466] [1.1259]
-0.1971 1.4924 -0.085 -0.024 0.7802
DLNUSD(-2)
[-0.1108] [1.0936] [-0.2124] [-0.3011] [0.9443]
0.4334%* 0.1461 -0.0327 0.0096 -0.0156
DLNWTI(-1)
[2.3858] [1.0485] [-0.7993] [1.1862] [-0.1853]
0.102 -0.0921 0.029 -0.0013 -0.0505
DLNWTI(-2)
[0.564] [-0.6639] [0.7134] [-0.1651] [-0.6009]
. 0.0044 0.0123%%* -0.0005 0.0002 0.0032
[0.7304] [2.6734] [-0.3487] [0.6408] [1.1528]

ELITIOY 5 4 WS EH 2G5 ~TIM » £®= B H 2 G115 <SP 5 4§ 500 fp 8k - USD 5 j %
defEE Adpdic s WTL 2 WTI R 4 0 LN 232 % s 480 D 5 $a%e 7- 44 o
L2 RN SR 10% ~ 5%~ 1% 4 K BT R F B %

R R S RS e £ R I O E S S
% Adp g d 3 (DLNUSD(-1)) ,~ & T2 18 WTI R § # %6 5 (DLNWTI(-
D) #HT & R o A5 6 (OTIOY) 5 B F L Ap M 4 & 4475 1 WTI
B TR FOBEL ARl VRBE FRER T IR G AT G T

B

Hu gRnAs T EI T2 1 8 S&P500 2 v 5 % 65 5 (DLNSP(-1)) | %+ %
Rz B 2 daflge 3 (DIIM), S8 E 4 Ap M ;TE2 1 9 S&P500 3 v =
g6 F(DLNSP(-1) j 7§ % s £ ~dp ¥ &> 3 (DLNUSD) , 2 B2 ¥ f 10 ;7 8
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212 2 2 R ED D F AT F R X (DTI0Y(-1) » DTI0Y(-2)), #
"WTI R 2 % 8 5 (DLNWTI) 5 8% fAp b~ 5 Tig 4 19382 2 8 S&P500
3F ¥ 2 % #5 5 (DLNSP(-1) ~ DLNSP(-2)) , RIt 2 S BE ¥ T 4p B 5 B8 3 B T S&P500
S e 3 (DLNSP) > RS % Hor & Rl A5 M HRiply 2 5
LApiok Rgcr ot Pl 2 FRRARY 500 dp oonikpr g 1t 0 RS R dp R T
F i & HEH R (random walk) 2 Fama (1970)4% 12 %5 3 33 - T3 FFc
R RS ERE SIS

TR EHSF LR A RTULRE A S HEE AR FRI(AR
roots graph)BL % e & p #Uik ] 2 g AT (7 AT 0 SRR et ot 1o
TEEE IR RIA TR AR KR 4-3F f 3107 WL ik
o e E RN 0 AT AT 2 VAR B3 S By o

Inverse Roots of AR Characteristic Polynomial

145
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4 -3 VAR f03)2 {2492 8
4.5 Granger F1% M 4 2_

‘.i‘%; Pei 2 P2 EFRNL 2P 2 FANSIREF - EZR=BIH

e
BAIFRE S R 500 S BB F  F i Al EEE S WL R
¢ #ic Granger %] % B % #& T (VAR Granger Causality Test) » #& T_% %

=
e 5
g
L
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e ﬁ?}
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ZA4-108 a0 FEHAY LRI I BT 0 1 0.05

FRET OTWTI b f #8805 , ch®¥ 6 ¢ "Granger B, SR B2
¥

s}:x
HEES E RS2 L

o

3% 14
e

bl

U

#4-10 % %#cGranger FI1 & M R T F R A 2 F A FREF
Dependent variable: DT10Y

Excluded Chi-sq df Prob.
DT3M 3.2710 2 0.1949
DLNSP 1.1422 2 0.5649
DLNUSD 3.8325 2 0.1472
DLNWTI 6.0878 ** 2 0.0476
All 16.2443** 8 0.0390

PTIOY 3 X B &8 2 211 - T3M 1;[&1 lwﬁp SIS~ SP S RF 500 dp #
USD AR R Adplic s WTL 2 WTI Rab § % LN 2329854 D 2 # % 8e 7 - 1
LA

FL20H s RE RS L T 10% > 5% > 1% HoK T g F Rk o

FA-114-D2PIEFRERZ B2 FAF RS R4 500 4 %
Bodka s o w005 FEERETIAFPENFIRM G 2 & 5 p P2 s
THE MAAEFF AN AEL LR AR RS

% 4-11 % ¥ Granger FI5% M i Tt EWM= B P2 FAJIF RS
Dependent variable: DT3M
Excluded Chi-sq df Prob.

DT10Y 1.4066 2 0.4950
DLNSP 2.9041 2 0.2341
DLNUSD 1.4245 2 0.4905
DLNWTI 1.5032 2 0.4716
All 8.5089 8 0.3854

L1ITIOY S 3R+ # 8 2 fadld  T3M 2 £ W= B0 2 FmgI%F -~ SP 2 iR4 500 4y 4 »
USD A AciEE Adpdcs WTL G WTL Rid 40 LN 2 32 %8P0 D 2 iz Re 7 - 1}
A4 o
FL 20k R R 1 L T 10% ~ 5%~ 1% iR BT R R S .
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% 4-12 % %k Granger F]% B a4 < ° 14 500 45 g 6> 5
Dependent variable: DLNSP

Excluded Chi-sq df Prob.
DT10Y 1.2223 2 0.5427
DLNSP 0.4029 2 0.8175
DLNUSD 1.1846 2 0.5531
DLNWTI 1.1176 2 0.5719
All 3.5714 8 0.8936

E1:TIOY s $WM- e 2FAF ~TIM 5 2 R= 'ﬁgﬁp’?fﬁ}fiﬁ’]f{‘s E 5003‘%@: USD :
E’%%cﬁ%;‘aa‘ﬁﬁ:‘WTI,‘WWTIlﬁ'/é B LN 22 %8P HE D L {H¥ieEF-nir .
L 20K R RS LA T 10% 5%~ 1% R BT BEF S S o

%4_13@51,,7; P A BB S AT o 005 g ERET
pEERD RN BRI F KT A i dpdicp AP M RS -

# 4-13 % ¥ ¥ Granger F1 & M i < F 5 S SERE S 3 4
Dependent variable: DLNUSD

Excluded Chi-sq df Prob.

DT10Y 0.9807 2 0.6124
DLNSP 2.7842 2 0.2486
DLNUSD 36.4681*** 2 0.0000
DLNWTI 1.4247 2 0.4905
All 45.1547** 8 0.0000

HIITIOY 5 M- &9 2G5 ~T3M 5 ZF= B2 % 2 F w115 ~SP 5 %% 500 458 - USD &
FE et E dpdc s WTL G WTI R '%.Tév LN 2 2% 8P4 D Z §#3¥EeF-mas -
SRR RREL B R 10% 5% ~ %02 41 KT BT E Bk o
%4-M@T’fwmj@@¢ﬁ $% @ = ot 005 A EKET 2T 1R
A FREF ST F S g E g R e 5 € T Granger 25 WTI

p—m

0 %5 "WTI &b § %8 F %~ ¢ [ Granger

4 -
PE IR ED G ANSIEH S &5 PHRTRBIEIT v 4H % o
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% 4-14 % ¥ Granger F1 % B Tife 20 WTI R b i 2 @6 5
Dependent variable: DLNWTI

Excluded Chi-sq df Prob.

DT10Y 8.8258** 2 0.0121
DLNSP 0.9947 2 0.6081
DLNUSD 8.3403** 2 0.0154
DLNWTI 2.0304 2 0.3623
All 16.6883 ** 8 0.0335

T 1:TIOY 5 # R &P >F A5 ~T3M i i]?] [V 35‘Lﬂ}—y ~SP 3% SOOi%ﬁI‘USDjQ
?‘?‘Y’ Se i £ ma‘ﬂﬁz WTI 2 WTI /& % |%+§4 » LN % %&B’»Jﬁ-& DLt BB im- IFLA o
T2k~ ok s wkk L n L T 10% >~ 5% o l%f\?‘,i"p‘i*iﬁ’f&ﬁ%ﬁ%%% o

4.6 B F A TR IR B R A f2

R AT e £ p A Y s AT AT IR Rl 2
~HERELORE T S B 5 RBA LR R R A A
Cholesky 4 f3i& (7H T o > Sz AT A BFBo 45585 Bzt 218
fe A MBRE TFEF BT £ 4-150 T ERA-T R 4-40

THERTER a2 ANFEES LI TWITRY §REHF TER
ZpryagEils %%ﬁJr?%vﬁiiﬁ%% Foz g A2 0w
F R @ $132TSPS00 4y b 5 RI R I E % F foo 973 GRS E 20 F ekt o
SEFER A% 5 p 48T

ﬁﬁ46%$@%é’ﬂ%mriw¢ﬁﬂ FALFREF | Hp L
FREE > F-PPFOL 7% "M EER > #3083 p e Bhdear B
B X GAL R %280 L TWTL RS §ie8d 5 | k2P EZE 137% 11
EFRMPEHIP -
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# 4-15 B8 F g aodick

#3189 4 | DT10Y
Period DT10Y DT3M DLNSP DLNUSD DLNWTI
1 0.06830 0.00000 0.00122 0.00000 0.00000
2 0.00696 0.00789 -0.00915 0.01053 0.01376
3 -0.00927 -0.00536 0.00074 0.00023 0.00578
4 -0.00586 -0.00234 0.00467 0.00038 -0.00345
5 0.00055 0.00107 0.00118 -0.00079 -0.00169
6 0.00143 0.00058 -0.00084 -0.00039 0.00040
7 0.00013 -0.00003 -0.00032 0.00018 0.00040
8 -0.00024 -0.00011 0.00007 0.00011 0.00000
9 -0.00008 -0.00002 0.00006 -0.00001 -0.00007
10 0.00003 0.00001 0.00000 -0.00003 -0.00002

Cholesky Ordering: DLNSP DT10Y DLNWTI DT3M DLNUSD

LITIOY 2 2R E8 o F il

~T3M 5 £ ®=

B o F‘
AR AciEE Adpdic WTI G WTIL R 2 LN 5 3% %&%éfgc D d%&%ﬁmaw— I S

~SP & 4% 500 45 # ~ USD

Response to Cholesky One $.D. (d.f. adjusted) Innovations 722 S.E.

Response of OT10Y to DT 10V

30

Response of DT 10% to DT 2M
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B 4 -4 % 5 Ji S0 BB

Response of DT10Y to Innovations
using Cholesky (d.f. adjusted) Factors

A7 -

B S

05 -

04 -

03 S

02 -

01 S

00

'01 T T T T T T T T T

— DTI0Y —— DT3M —— DLNSP
—— DLNUSD ——— DLMWTI

B 4-5FF B#E LR

AOTRIEL R R B AT NGRS 17 e R p S Y

FRLEPGANSIREF EWMZ B Y FANFEE S Y 500 4
WREBF T A mipﬂt%‘@%éf ~WTI Rid 486 5 2 ER 4 % 8 ek
fRomprt B S RALFZRREG T 0 Rp A B RRTT o 2B R R R
BB G A Mwmwt;f@ & fck Cholesky 4 f## %_e

BERAcdd- 1697 FURLERLEY SF A FREFE2 p A j2
SRS L FEAY P AR TEAN0% 0 a H B B REEF Y K

Bitom Eprt 2o 29 0 TWTIRG B %65 2P 5 298 E54%
TEFHEF P TH N REEAS RS RN L R RS A S
BREGFAF B AWTIR B 38 4 53 > 2@ Sy 927 2%
-2
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4 4-16FFRIFL %R B3
ik f2 48 % 8 : DT10Y

Period S.E. DT10Y DT3M DLNSP DLNUSD DLNWTI
0.06831 99.96813 0.00000 0.03187 0.00000 0.00000

—_

2 0.07184 91.32270 1.20490 1.65223 2.14910 3.67106
3 0.07287 90.38504 1.71237 1.61624 2.08996 4.19639
4 0.07337 89.78585 1.79097 1.99907 2.06408 4.36003
5 0.07341 89.68623 1.81001 2.02265 2.07325 4.40786
6 0.07344 89.66770 1.81515 2.03440 2.07475 4.40801
7 0.07344 89.66279 1.81505 2.03617 2.07524 4.41075
8 0.07344 89.66239 1.81526 2.03624 2.07543 4.41067
9 0.07344 89.66223 1.81527 2.03631 2.07543 4.41076
10 0.07344 89.66222 1.81527 2.03631 2.07544 4.41077

Cholesky Ordering: DLNSP DT10Y DLNWTI DT3M DLNUSD
ITIOY 54 RLEH 2 F A% T3M 5 £ W= ®7 % 2F 405 SP 54 500 4, %~ USD

SR eiEd Adpc WTL 5 WTIRid if o LN 537 % Ho s #ic- D 5 Hin e (r- B LA -
&V VAR HA ~ FIS M Gk 078 F BA T2 REL % B s 3V
FROHEUREHNEIR LI EY 2 F AN RS - iR LR BEET
#2 Mehra (1998) ~ Sadorsky (1999)F 3 2. B %= & » e AF7 5 £ ~ 4 5 ~ 7| F4r
F 37 2 R % &2 Branson (1977)4% 21 2 35 BEAR & 3247 T g M B R MRS &0
N EE B P (TS TR R AE T 2T i R TR AY T
Mk 37582 AR GRIERPWEFE LT AMeFF 2T A0 2L s
14K F > 4e Jammazietal. (2017)F7 F =0 BF B {8 PF IR BE 0 0 KT A M i RE 2
(flight-to-quality) 7> e 82 4 P53 o 8 3 eni 1 SAEF A 4 sk T i
X2 FRAF 0 FIH LA E 24 o

2t #F VAR 2 Granger & T3 475 % 8t SPS00 3 B - S Ry 2 B ¥
gﬁﬁuwg@ﬁ&m%ﬂéﬁ%%gﬁ%gaﬁ%%’ﬁw&%ﬁ&%“ﬁi
TLEE ¥ 8 (random walk) ® & Fama (1970)#% &) 5 % B > T3 F-F e -
LB CERL IS R I
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@ééj?ié%ﬁf@%&%%%%iﬂ$i%§’F” KSRELE 8 g
RS P~ RS GDP R R R o AT AR Mﬁﬁ:?;ﬂ'g
éﬁﬂji”@ﬁ+%%%é $Eﬂ$ﬁ%@n§€ paslL EUEAPAR [N £ O

P ) 7a g WTL e %
ReFBIR- &Y %iU$%@$EWE?%Mﬁ°@§F&£ﬁM§£%
PHAECETERNIED OFAFEEFF AT L WTL RS G R 8RN

BHEE G AL RASERIR LR LR GEHE S 0D AFH T F s
FALHNGEIF LTI HERE SREFFL VAR AFEITEYR &
B RERSEE A T AET R ;%ﬁ;%;ﬁsgjiﬁik%ﬁz’ k@ CPI =
BT UERACGHEIAESES o SRR RER) AL T ED T
PR ALY RS EF T T E R B8 w2 p FTREEFT AN

8 4R BRI 5 B AE o
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