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Effectiveness of Fiscal Expansion in Japan

(NEFEDOEE)

AHOBBIIAARABRFICBTI2MEBEHBOFEIMEL~7 o RFICxHT D HELZ RS
HZETH D, 1990 f?ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ\@b\b@é/\7/1/ﬂﬂ%?ﬁ\ e 2 [E TR K 20 B B K 2N E i
ENTET7, L2LAERDL, TOERMTEDOHRIZF LI 2L, ZL0mEFEICL->TZED
HMEICRBENPEINTE R, £/, TOMKELE L TEBEINT GDP L 200% 2 E 128 |k
LZHEMESIL. TNARIMBEHEBOMEZME T 20 LTRRZENBED TV D,

LOLnD, FE TS DLLBRDEIIC, 2 LEEmRDE ITEENR OIS
STEMTLNTZEDO TRV, KigTlE, T E TEmPRL éﬂflﬂfcﬁb\k%zaﬂ
H3O0DFHEICONTEIEDTERL D,

Chapter 1:
Budget Deficits, Government Debt, and Long-Term Interest Rates in Japan

1. Introduction

R RFEEBICEINIET, WRK2MBRT - 2WEBEBARB A 2L EOEH

BRFERES, LU, BBEOEHMEFRIT 1990 FLLKE— I F%H L, KA
”'“Tf%:mifb\é AWEE - WBARTFOMMIEMNE&MZ LA S22V TH
HOM2AEORMNIL, DAEHICBTL2WMEAEORKZEITMHEO M A ZIEH LR
7§§%ﬁ$’\§fﬁ‘é*<‘:“€§)é

CTOSBHICBIT AN DKL Plosser(1982) Th H 8. T LB OB 2213 K =
<200)1ﬁﬁ ST oD, B 1A DOHIEILZ O Plosser (1982) WK & L. Fl
TOWMMEEET LV EZAE L VAR %7/1/75>%$IJ¥40)“4"§}F/%%& L. WBE
Yo/ EMNERETLILOTH D, ZOHMKROLEITHIRIZY Z— KO F L4y & IT
{Z‘KMLT\ 2 15 A N S Nl 57 iﬁﬂﬁ/\ﬂ W Br B 2wt EEETDH, L
7> L Mankiw and Elemendorf (1999)=<° Gale and Orszag(2002)iZ X » THE & 72 4
E%Ebi‘hﬁéﬂ THETITZIOFEEFRAMH I T2y,

2@&@%% FBAETEH RS MO PHRMBRT - KFEBENBEOEREY&
FlcHEEREEZHE2DZ2E 2T RT L, ZoHROMFREITEIZ2 DD 7 LV —F
W2 %néo 1 DOZ N —T71E, Feldstein(1986) MR & 45, BFEN A K
T 5 WM B IR T T 48 (Published Forecasts) # T & M#E O WM B R T T D Proxy &
LCHHL, E#Maef s nbichliFE+sb0THD, § 2 O 7 )v— 7% Wachtel
and Young(1987)%“ﬁ9€&'§'54“*/}\X??4’“75’41~U)5HL7116@“C M BOR T T
BMOBRKRHIZCBWTEMNEGMPAEREZLZRT LG EZHRFTL TS, 5‘6¢0)
Ll SEU/EN &”660)7/1/—79:?6%0) FEAEDRF RO THEMBRT - BUNFEBD
EH &R Ef%%ﬁxé;&%ﬁﬁ L TW5d,

N I/\T:t DI L REMEZELNH D, LrL. B EDIEITHE
iﬁ%ODiﬁDéBE@EPﬁ(ZOOZ)\ O fl (2003) . fEH - FF(2002) % IR E 4L, L
DLW RITHEEZEEZ VWD EEFVEHY, AETIETbOAEO P REFIZH
THRERY T — 2 2FHL T, MERT - BNES L ENSRF OMEEGEE 2 1R
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2 Event Studies
2-1 Main Analysis

AN IR T 4= HWVWTEMBERTERERNSFICET D% O RIX
Wachtel and Young(1987)Toh 5, LI MH O EMEEZMKEL., MBRFTHEOD
THIH S 584 (FiElTENDOE) ZE&FPAEERKICEZRTOENTEL -
THHEOBAGZEHWE L, —FH . Z1iZH < Quigley and Porter-Hudak (1994)13 /1
AgthzHw, MBETEROARAIZEHMPIAERELZ R T LENE S > Tl H
DAk A WLz,

INLORITMABITZOFETERLZ OO, MBRFFHRICERT 5 A T
—H T 5, LoTARBTOLMERFTTHIZOWTHoBTFINERXTHY, #l
AXMBEOART D [TEHOZEFERE - M A~OREERAAE] OFNHANE 2 L
nd, L2»rL, 2o [RE] 3FETROBFEIHALN LR ERIZAKRI N
HH0T, MBEFEFICEST TP EI2200 ] TR, WHORERMEZ
ETDHDINOLDOFETIT, AXCVMNITHEREICEST ITHEISH 0
ThR S TEZL RV,

FZITARBTIEH, MBETHOARTITRLS, TEEEEZHE I REFEINIKROAEIC
BT 24X bRAET 4 —% 7o, REFKIIROBRFRIICIE U THRE I
250 ThHY, bty [RE] oKLY PH LICS W, HEFH B 3055
WML T — 2 BNF AR TH 72 198744 2 1 HHMH 20009 A 7THETLE L,
Wiz, B REMFRIT I8 T, 2B, HATUBHLZEBEY ., £ X2 b
AET 4 —ZEF 2005 FERDLZN, THEMBRTFTENLNLEL LD Wachtel
and Young(1987) ® F{EIX Z Z TIEMMA TE RV, X » T, H 5 Quigley and
Porter—-Hudak (1994)® FILEIZ XV a2 ED D LI T 5,

AR MHICHEBREFESRICEHT L I2EMEERBZHAMA L, BERPICITRE XK
TEHMNLZDOIHARETOR TIEM and %K and (87~ or £ W) and (R
or X)) and 1] #MBEFELLTHRT LY 21 TREZITWV, TOF LD H
HORK[ARICEHTLI2EAREARIXM I NN TWLIREFZMHALEL, 2720, F
HIZERSHHEORFRENL WSS, YHBEBHOLFITIMA L, YHBEBHOTLFILY
Hax A X A ELTE, £, 203 r AMOMICHREZE, ZEMREAE®RE, B
FOABBRIEXREREZORICEHOEE RN b -G AIEX. B4 H O %O MR
DHTHRFEIT L, BB, TZITERMNORFLZMMA T 201L. R 2T HO
TTEHHERIBRFICEHMKEIZHKVAENRDI T TENLL TH D,

KRETHHAT M ADH L IZERRVNSTO BT, UTFTORICEIT 5 cl)<0 7 FEH &
NOEMNENIZETARV NOEEDOREZHE T2 FIETH D,

Yo =ag+ ALy, +C(L)z,, + B(L)e, (1)

ZZTAL) B ARy, B(L)DBMAT Sy, CLYMH I —EHICHAT 27 72EATHY
IXMELELZ, z TH tRFROAL 1 OfEE L DRER LI — & B tRERLKE 1 O
BEDHLARAEI—OXRT MLERLTWD, LT Ty 10 4 EERE Y % F|
MLTHZEITH> 2 LT 5,

FXOHEFFIEIZULTOo@EY THD, ETHOBRFEFROELENEMAL 2V X
2. A MAAIE 60 A (121 A) ZH#HFHMEET LS, 2o BT, FHEFH
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M ICEMEROBMNBBREEZITo T A, VRV TIXHENROFEE E
HTEhholld, MATEWET — X 2FHT 5, KIZ AR 778, MA 7 7
MEr R APMELTAICEEIZLVRELL, 20k, COS0EZRET 5 &
DN, REIMNBOARDTHE LT SICEDOERTERB SN VAT EEMESC,
— BB IS Z R T AEEICEE L, BRBEBEEOL XL EX I — FFRF I —
DENZENICONWTCLYD T 7] %E 0»nd 10 FTEbIEDZZiIzLE, &
ST, FREFNFEICHOE 121 A (1) XOoHFHEZEET L LITRDIN, 22
TIE&HED AIC KSR 1 RICOVWTHRZE LD LI LICT D, RBHEFHM
NTELCEMD Y a v (BREBEROETE - WEAREZEOAER - MEERELED
NFE-BRESRORE) FTV_AAVEI—EHEHWWCa Ly be— LT,

HEZF A 1T Table 1 WY TH D, & 19 EORFESED 9 H 15 [B TE B & F|
DHER KW RELPNHERIN, 6 BITHFEWZ2ELIHRINZ, Lo T,
EPAECTIEIRAESRICEHTLI2EMHOE R « Y - R A X MELTREIN
TEL, EMENE LA IEDIRAEERNOD Z EBEBRINTZ,

2-2 Conditions to Raise Yields

RICHER T NEIET, WO, EOL I PRFEEICBWTEMESNIT EAT 500 E 05
ZEThAH, ELT, ZoMITHT D —MMRZE 21X, (1) PRMBURT OB K&
<, O5#%OBFELARERRAENDEX, EWVWHIHEDTHAH, £ T, Tablel TOHE
FBORLANALE I —0 tEL2 (D) sxk#@mmfaf (GETiEE) oxaiH &L (2) & DRt
WICEE Y M IE PR COFMB AR TR GDP licHIF Lz, A4z NEHREBY a v 7 |
HEAORBELSEOREMEN L b — L I —DFEEIC L > TE/NFEM SN TV
T, ZOREHELTCHEI LT Z A, BATHERIZS %, TRMBUFRFIZ1 % TAREE R
572 (Table 3 ®% 2, 34l) ., ibEXV, PRUERFORENLRKELS, 5% ORI
ERRIAEND LEITE . BHICLI2BERFROKRANEINEFT O LH 2 < ATRBE» &
FLZENHLENERST,

2-3 Good Rise or Bad Rise?

EM&ER O EANFERKOSKEMRICELD TRVER ) THZON, MEBEV A7 OEED
EREL7 THWER ) THI0E2O0MT52 L bFERTHD, £ZC, Tablel AE
Lo T 6 ODRERMBIZOWVWTLUTD 20050 2k iz,

FJ, Table 1 ICFREMINTWDH T VIS ZHMEFF LI E, HRR225FA T v 7 A%
(1) XOFTHAEHICIMZ THEF 21T o 72, ZORER. 1990 FRPITE TORFEER X
S—OABEMIFETL, 90 FREZELUBRIIEDLTHE TH -7 (Table 4 D 1 5]), &
ST, OFREZELUBOEIMEF O LFITMEY A7 2K LIELD EMRNTE S,

WIAZ Cornell (1983)D FiEIC L 5 38T %247 - 7=, Cornell (1983)IX[E N & FE D & F| 2% |5
L7ZELTH, ZENBV AT LITADLERERBLEZLDO THL201E, HFEL— b
EEL LR nWE EELEZ, RERL, CORFICIINAEEBENIIRAEL2WTITENL T
b, 2T (1) ROy 2Kk VA BRBEL— MIRATHELIZEZ A, T XTD
RERIR S I —ITHE IR »>7-(Table 4 ®HF 24]), L->T., Zh b 6HORRFLR
WEDEMERH O EAIXTXTHEY A7 2K LELD LB TE 5,

UEZ oD O RIZEERNS —H L TR, Ll 90 FRE LUK EDH &
FloEARNMEY) Z70@mEVICERT S EWVIFERIZFE —-TH D, LoT, & LIELE,
BRFESFEORBICL > TEHEANLEF LR IE. ZNIEHEA MR A7 IR LT
LEZDRETHAH D,
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3 Regression Methods Using Published Forecasts

i A X P 2AETF 4 —CIEMEEBEAREHN SN EZ CORE LR 500
X672, LLF., Published Forecasts ZF|f L7=WF%2 CT& % Laubach(2003)
EBREBZLENDL, MERT - AMEBOX GDP L1 %0 EEREHE&EF %2 L
BRELAIEILDEBRFT D,

3-1 Estimation equation
A F CTlx., Laubach(2003) iz fitv ., CES B! o 2h B 4% % I & L 7= Ramsey Model

ToXBE X r=0g+0 (r - FEEE&F, o HIFOVRTEBERE | g HITESRRE 6 FEfH
BUR)EZRX—X T HLUTOHFNEFHL -,
r :ﬁo +ﬁ1fz +ﬁ2gt +183et +/B4Zz +é&, (2)

SRR B B A TR L e, VA B fi R FLBE JE o D Proxy & LCHI SMBHK K DY A2
FVIT LA ThD, F Z,AEMEREBER T -V E R ORI THE,

3-2 Recent topics to be considered for estimation
WMEEZATOAMIC, SRBHEMOMNEKL TRV D@ AE P L TE <,

[T % o ik K @ B &5 (Parable of Debt Fairy) ]

MBEHNEMESFICE 2520 KX S (Magnitude) IZB 3 5 1T TD
WHEREIRERELSERH L, 20K MWICK LT, T4 Ball and Mankiw(1995)
O TBENFEBOKBEOEG] EFEINIREFET ANEELRYV SO OB D, WE

THNEBEOKKE ) BN T, BNEEZRBEARARA Ny 7L EZAITE X
TLEIYRUZEZEZR D, SR~ 7 e REFEFLHiEe L, 2747 T AR ERE
B Y=AKL“ 2 RET D L. BAORREEEITEE LM -ET 5

(r=adA(L/K)™) . ZOXO%%E L >T2IS L, dlogL=0%ELE ET, Tk
1 OBEMIZdK/dD=-1tRELTEHZ L Z2HHT DL,

8r 6r 8](
8D oK oD

EBAZLNTEXSL, 2ORXETHARED 2008 BHEF — &% TEHEST 5L, GDP1%
MHYOHMNEBOWMMAEEELFE 2.54 R—T ARA VN EHEXHFAHZ LIC
50

COMEFIOR ST LT EBE O M AR B ITE I B LARWE ORE DML ET
b, LML, O ENRZOIEFHEIEZRN L F~—27LLTEBY, BARATOR YL EHE L
B L#EThD,

a(l- a)—>0 (4)

W BUR Ty N IR B D 2
E5E(4) & &AL HﬂLBZZfS/\%'J G252 BEE I NIT. iﬂ@J:ﬂ’i”bﬁEﬁ“
DITAWEBE LD VWD) Z L2775, Engen and Hubbard(2004)1XZ D[ 55 Jiz
DX WMEBERFIVEFEEDOIFONEFICKREREEBELE 25LFELE,
— )7, Feldstein(1986)1%, (1) WMBRFTEIRFTFTEOIL KEZBLTH % L 5F
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SHED, (2) BUNE B 13 B DO&H B ICE 20 A8 B BUR 5 O 3R K I3H 70 % & @l #
WHaRAESERL. FOHBNOMBRF2ANMESEIVER L, 20X Bk
FERAMBEBHEOELLNRGRICREIRE R EE X0 OVTTHE R LT rhTnD,

3-3 Data and statistical methodology

MEEFICE TTEOREERH - mA~OREBREAE] (MBE4L) o THEMEE
FIH UL, 2720, O DICEOBREMELEMAOM BN Hnie, AnfE
BimICIE, MBS TMEBemEitA#R] o TEESLXOEASRERS) £
HEhTws TEEZ] oWMEHT—2ns TRE] AXETONEHRME (£
SOHBE 12 HAEK) Ml LTHALZ,
EMEMICETIRE]oRER TEZASRRE BB T 5 10 5]+ E 1 it @ &
KEMYERERNE (BF) 2FHLEZ, Py FRERICE TRE] EEAEWIC
BAHEIC, RAHFBAFZICBTI2HAEEERFREERZM T L CHA L, W
AT VREIHD—NVY =R —F% U EEHELEZMHQ2006)D J5 1L T E I AERK
L7, B8 12 F0 b B9 fa R (B 58E BE o fR B 7 — # 12 1% Laubach(2002) & A EkIC Y X 7
TVUVITAEHWASAZEEL, TEREENEE -LL2F 1+ ML FEEAR
FHRER] CHELE, 2k, P77 AHBIE TRE] AKRHELHEFREOFE I 56 4 &
(1981 A E)/v 5 2008 FEFE X TD 28 Th D,

HMRBRE M OMEORK R, E2HEMIC1 oMy BEBRAEFEET L Z LM
ez Snl- (Table 5,6) . K> TUTFTIZTFM-OLS Z#HW\WT (2) RXE2HET 2
ZrizT B,

3-4 Estimation results

HEFFARE R IZIUL T 3 HICEFH TE D (Table 7) . # 112, MBEARF % GDP [kt
FTAAME 1% 0o MTEHEFR (10 FHEBEOREMDAED) % 0.26%. BlEE
L 027% L AR ¥ 5, £/, EEMEBERFX GDP L THEME 1% D LA I 0.34%,
BAEMIX 033% LA %25, 20—k, BNFEZEKS X GDP LEBLEME 1% o k5
. AAe&FzZ2RHEKTH 0.012% L EHSE2 0, Ko TANWEB LY MERTO
EIONRNEMEMICHEZZHBIIREVWE VWS, FE2ICtETHERLEZLEZ A,
Feldstein (1986)IC X 27 A U B TOHHfERLEFEKIC, HARTS MERF 3 GDP
TR EME IV ETHRMEOIEZ NEAEOEH SR %2 EH 2 EHENSE W,
FI3WCTER] L0000 NEEERD &, ANEE EEYMEFN OBEKEE
T ABIC I [EBiEFEl] 20 F~—27 L LTCHATRZZ LT, BARIZBWVLTY
ZHThHrLEDbDND,

3-5 Factorial decomposition
HHERNOREWEMOER S MHA2 LT Z A (Figl) . EMERICHT 5 M
HORETI99FEURICALEF LT KLEEOEN -T2 92FF L
MBRFN 1—2%RE, AMNELED 1%BRE, TFO0OEMEeMZEmO TnWDH 2 &
Whnolz, AL - FIHQODIZINIT, EHEEARAT AN 1%0 EF 3 KM &M
HEEZ 1.2—21% KA Mg swE2s, RERMEEDOR GDP lb%x 15%& L T
BRERERICHETNIZ.ZNITFEL 0.195—0.21% DR FEREROEK T2 E T
H, XoT, BFOMBOEAZT, AEO GDP BB L% 0.39-0.63%K F &
T TWD EHETE D,
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4 Concluding Remarks

A THONERSTZREDH AR ITZFROICHEEE Y, FRlo, EEOHE T E
BMRIICRZ2 bbb, BHEAALNELEEYH SN2 EH SETWVWEIHEELK
FFRICHERLEAE., BREHGBORERN N EEZE XD ZTEREEY, L L.,
ABORFESEEZEZDETCEHEROIT, ANEEBELEHESEFOBEBKZTH S I,
AT R L oI, AMEK GDP 1 %D EFIZTEEEN &R Z b T 2
1.2 XR— AR L ERESER Y, L2L, BXAEOAHNEEES X GDP
ET200% 2B 2. A% FLEPERTIZLERTFHIN TS, 358 TR LX)
W ZOBEBEONNWEBOFEIT 2008 FR S CHEICEEESN SN 2 1%A1t% L FH
SHETED, FE GDP % 0.19%7 5 0.21%REH PP S TWVWSE, £ LT, Z D%
RITEBHOMBNIPEREFICETI2ETTHEL2 23R, BAEOREMM 2K
FEHIZHEWHNE G 2228k, ~AbFVHBEHREERLE L NI D,

Chapter 2:
Estimating non-Keynesian Effects for Japan.

1 Introduction

Ve vavl Ul FAVABROE DEIZONTELDEEH BREES T, YROZE
IR EDEZIL M FIE (VAR, DSGE %)X, 7 VM MBtoay 7ok hl 7
EOFESGEICESTERVEGED, L, WO Hf 4 2k &, VAR 25 H L7243 #11X
AR DR DOFEEZERL TS,

L™ LZEDO—FT, 74X ROMELELTNHD, ZOMEDOERTH
% Giavazzi and Pagano(1990)ix. T o ~— 2 ¢ T ANV VU ROMBHEENFD
BOBRBURELEFENZLEEELE, TEZEBERAARXALT —XIZL-oT, 20O
HDROFEEZHBL TWVDETMHAEDLSZSERGFET S, ZTORFTITNETIE, MEH
B, EVBINETIBEMELIRFELZRRESEDL LIRS,

IO ZOD0EMITIMLT H2DEAHI 02 EITMEBICINETIET A IR IF
Wb 72 BRI % & ST HAET D, Ko THERIZETIA X REPELT, K
BRMBERTO FTTIERTITA A EIBBEIND EE X THHRICHEZ 2V,
FHE, Lo AVT —FEH oIS A VXD REONE TITERIZT A 2 X%
ErmHEnTnsd, L2ArL, TNLOOMETIEHEBRROARHEEINLTEY
FIC VAR ZXRX—R|ZEmMVPEDL A X RMEL RS HZENEL Y, =D
DHEPRBEHENDIDIF, BICFERLHET —FOEVWICERT LI O LR
/AR

ARKETEH, 206 _20&FmOBELEITS 22 BRET., BAEAMICIE, MK
FEHEOMETELS HOON D EMZ VAR 24558 L. BUNE® « @AM ERT L
MBSO R - B 7o 2EZHFHERIZMZ D, £, BUNFES - L
MM RFTOTEEBNICEE T 5 7= 812 Favero and Giavazzi (2007) kv, =
NZEHRMIC VAR VAT AIZMA %, £O LT, Z® near-VAR 20 5 M B H - Bl
DA VRVARIEEEZBARAO T —XICX 0 HH L, TERKDIENEFES -
KM ERTOKRKEIZLTEIEILT DI E o T 5,

2 Literature on Non-Keynesian Effects
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Giavazzi and Pagano (1990) (% 1980 FEFRICHMBIEE LK -T v ~—7 &
TANT Yy ROBEEBEZHEIT L, MEOMBHEERKIC Y A v ARFF CTIE
LA WTHEBEENGFEETHZ &2 % H L, Giavazzi and Pagano (1990) 1% =
OFTHEIIZ2MHEOMMEIMBEFRICLIUHAEFTHTG LI LML, 2
NEzMEBEEDODNE D expectation view, HDHWILI T A4V X F LA, Z
NWMETr A4 v X REMEOHEY TH S,

Giavazzi and Pagano (1990)Ll#%& . F 7 A4 XA RO BmOEEOBERKR &
TARGFEO —FEE (EFR 2 2EUNTHLEETDI200) BT 2HENEAL
o FLT, BBV THEZL ORITHAEPMEFTED RN KE VIF EIET
AV RAGPRIIRELRTWI L &2 T L - (Table 3),

BN EICBT2EFA AR MTEOHRITHE(2002) THH, HATEH 1980
EROMBEHEREMICHEI A A ERNRAE L E EZELE, 08 & (2004)
T E OMBEBEEHMENREAAX LT — % THIF L, WSO DOEMHTFTHRTA
VAMENREAETHILEEFRELTWD, B, ZoMMONEEEH., HARATO
MFZE X8 H (2000)ICF D BN TV D,

3 Methodology and Data
BMER - EMAMEBERTE T I~ =i - AL O 0 2ZHEZFHHEK
M ZTZLLF O 2O near-VAR > AT A& #5395,

VAT Al BFEBELGPHEEZEALLY AT A

Y, =G, +Z;{:lCth—i +76d, 18 Fyrd, t, T, (1)
g el o) o)
(I+Ay)1+Ap,) exp(y,)

VAT A2 MEAFEFERGPHEEZE ALY AT A

th = CO + ZII’(:I Cth—i + 7GPBt—1gt—1 + yTPBt—ltt—l + ut (3)
pp. - xp(g,) —exp(t,) (4)
exp(y,)

ZITY =gty P 1 THY 1, L g T TA ) MBI E T T A~ U —EAD
NG 3 HfE, i34 B, y i3 — AU EE GDP O, p, 13 GDP 77 L —
HORBETH D, 7. Z OEHRP - ZHIEFF I Perotti (2004), Favero and Giavazzi
(2007) LR TH D, d ITBFE R GDP L3, PB T HE W) I BOR 7% GDP b3 u, 1
MILHETH D, 2B, TOVATLHIZBWTHET XE /T A =% bxb REATHI C;
(j=0,.1.,,k) & B6x1 X7 "My, Ly, Th D,
ZDOVATAIZENT, ETA U XGFRIT (1) K0 HDHWIE (3) KXo 3, F4H
DIFEZBLTgOEMb LWL, OMDNy, b LickoTERBEND, &
ST, A, R T_EF|BEIL (1) y by, BHEEN. (2) AEE-7ELT, 44
BIZd =052 EPB=0ERALILLEECTrA L ANENBEEIND ., (3) 45
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W PBOWIMIMEZHEME L EITgOHEMB LNt OWDNy 2R SED0O
SRERD,

COVATAEWHT AU, BUNEBE U DT — X I121X 93SNA 7 — 4 %
FIAHULE, BURES T — 23 - gt - 8 (200025 BICHEELL, 4 HE
Flicixd sk - EBFOXBF %2, ERLEBNEEZRS ORITHECTERLZHE
ZZA0fE LT E R EF M L, £/, FHEHGP &7 T A4~V =t - ALK
ANBICEYD — A7 c#BE L7, o 7ML 1980 44 1 WM, 5 2008
EF 2N ETTHD, T XTOT — X1 1997 5 1 M8 &5 2 108 o
BREADEBELR 2 D additive outlier T ZE L 72 X12-ARIMA I L v Z= i 4 8%
L 7z,

4 Empirical Analysis
4-1 Preliminary Analysis

HABRBREEEXMOBREOME, BHMEIC1I DO_XTMOBEERHFEET L &N
e sz, LoT, 2zt (M)A, )X ZEZzWELILVICANNE L, BREEE
IH % N 2 7= near—Vector Error Correction Model (VECM) ZH#Z L 7=, Z OFE %R,
MBI LB EMKELIZV AT A2 AEERDINRNT A= NEFEET
=5, BFEHSZRALEY AT ALICEAERLRDNT A —ZIXFEMEL RN
o7z (Table3), £ T, &, EBEAOMBNXZMHALELY AT A2 0ARICHEH
Lotz Z LT 5

4-2 Impulse Response Functions

O THEAHNRKNZH R Y AL VECM 206 A > %0 A K B %% % 8 H
T 57 ®IC, AR TIiX Favero and Giavazzi (2007) D FiEEISH L7Z, £
F~v—2r7 L LT, WS 2 EBAMBUINX GDP kA 0 & L CEWML -
ANV ARIEBEEERDZEA, T4~ —@EHva vl 252550
A VNNV ARIGEET X TOERTr A v AW K& (GDP @ E&H . Bl o 80,
SR LR Mo ER) L, —FH, 7794~ —@EATa vy s, £b
EMEVIEU I — FHRIE (6DP BLXOERNOERDOERIL) 2R L1z, =2
72 L., Hebous 201N H D L H1c, MAOENICH LT~ 7 e BRENISE RS
RVDE, MEBEBROERNEE2 B E L VAR (Wb 5 fiscal VAR) Tix L
FLEBBINIHERTH D,

ST, AfRIZE o THERERIZT, VIMKAOEFENMBENR L2 ELIETL L
X2 GDP DA VRNV ARIENABICEE L2020 I NIChH b, £ T, OIHESD
JE R B BN 2 %F GDP EE & 0%(0.000) 205 1.5% (0.015) . 3% (0.030) (22
LS HFETGEPDOAS U NRNAARIEZEH LI EZA, REEN GO LEXITSTTIA4~
U —if O BIELEIC GDP 2 EETWVWDH DK L, 3%DOIFICIETAEE T
PN HLODA RNV ARINIFIE THEEZ RT EHCRom (Figd) D, 774~V
— AL OWVWTHREOBERAN A TERND, 29 LB FETr A X RO
EERBETHEDENZ D,

5 Discussion
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1.7% Coh 5, Lo TCHIG O O6HEB T NITRR[RICEF LB REIT DL, H
2 ICREBERNREHET > TBHNXHEENI T2 LEEETCER Y, WERE X
G, BRICBWTHMBEHRIIERAPTIHNTHY , b, B %28k &
TNEHRTIA A REE2BELC Tz TaATENLSIED, F 310, HEBOH
BT ARE L EHBICKHIT I RETH D, HBEZROMAIE 18 521X, 4 Ak
FER3I%, EFERELR2%E2X—F v b T 2RFEE O M2 EBLHEB O SEK
HrlioTnWsd, LrL, LEoBEBANLZ ) LEMANCEET 24T &
Wz b,

Chapter 3:
What Changes the Effects of Fiscal Policy? A Case Study of Japan

1 Introduction

AARICBTD2MEIEROFBEA M FEIT 90 FREZE P L L RSB ET D
don, ZLORITHREPEEDIREOKR FEZEMHRL TWD, Bl 21X, KHESET
(1998)° I « ik - B (2002)1%, (1) AE>LENE>SRMKE>EEOMH
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EETHOKX, OMHFEHRELEROKT, LVoEEERIZEIVFHE-EZZ L, (2)
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ORI ZE L L TEHEDNKFLEZEEEL TS, L2rL, 2L DEITHZE
X 90 FRIBTH Ly T E2SHEL, BRENKR T T OHHBREELEH DA LR
KIGEBEOERNPLERZEHEL TCVWIICHEHIT, FREEINWIBRFERE L ELK
EDOBBREREBICHT LT T v,

A TIX Threshold VAR ZF AT 52 L1tk FHRNE ENDIRERSE L FEHK
BKTFToBEBREEITMICON T 2, EAEMIICE, BHEEKTOEROREL K%
Threshold Z %t & 9 2 il ) VAR Z# #3 L . Threshold 2% 12Kk S\ THhE =i
52 OO0 W T HE oM T VAR 0o R A B ICHE L D%
Hansen(1996,2000)® FEICEVRET S, T LTINLOKRENAERICER R D
HEICIE., TRZTNOoHMBE O A U XV AKIGEEEZ LK L., AWKBRERE RO
MR R EEICEZ IR BOER LS T HZLICT 5,

2 Brief History of Fiscal Stimuli after Bubble Burst in the Early 1990s
DWAETIEH, ST ELDRE 21 B O M B8 2 5 BEx RN FEm S v, &
BRIEE LSO FEHE L XL TEGF 348 KHICHL EAEHEOXM N I L TE
72 (Table 1,Fig 1) , L22L., ZTH95 LB HCL»bbTHEPEOREKEIT
K L(Fig2), MBI RO FTHALDRICREENEL TS, —KIT, 1980 F 1R
FCEHIOFZEAHDIRIIENTE L EZEZNTED, IOFRUBEIZED X D
RERICEISTZOMENET LAEONEERT L IFEFHICEEL VLD,

3 Statistical Methodology and Data
3-1 Threshold VAR

FEMIERFRFNI W O FIEICEHEARLORNS LN, ARCIIEME L ER CH
e/ (LLtk., TVAR) #FfH T 5,
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Y, =4 +B (L)Y, +V, if S =y

(1)
=4, + By(L)Y,_, +V5, otherwise

ZITY, =LY YV R BT My, LIZT T AR —H —

Vi = (! il Y~ NO,Z,) 1F ¥ — B i (=1, W0 51 B kxUBELE N2 b v, s 03
Threshold Z#(. y (% Threshold X7 A =% ThH b, £V =L 1ds, <ynili7c SN
BHTHCFAMME., LY A2 3B OHETH B, Lo THREATH 4. BILs,
WWIRAFLTHEY, Iy LRRCHI SN, V 3RHIZELTiidTHO, LT
— A OWVWTHWIZHMYE ERET S, 20O TVAR DHEFICH 20 . KIE TIL AT
MR N, TFTOLERM%Z 7Y v Ry —F 2LV KIS S,

Z(AyBaz}’i)}/)

A (2)
i=1

2 . . . .
_%Z{[Yl —ty, ® 4, =1y, ® B(L)Y4L ] s ®2V1]71[Yl —iy, ® 4 —(Iy, ® B(L)Y, 1}

t=1

IITY LY AT LI SN ANER X PV THY YLD T IEK
BN ST UNEBX7 bV ThDH, T2 TNIZVY—AUTH T D8 .
X7 7B THD, 1 Z T X TOEEZENT L7225 N_XT bv, 1, 0E N, xN, HNLAT 5
Th D,

EZATARMEICLE S TOHLFIRLYICIHERERIRDHFLET D00, T2
PHH:B=B,ZHEXT2Z,LIZHDH, L2HLIDOKEICIT Davies Problem,
HAHWITRAALEEME (Nuisance Parameter Problem) & FEIZH 2 W8 25 £ 5
(Davies (1978)) .

COMBITIRERG H)O FCTHEBMBEy AR ECERNI LICEKNT S, b LE
DIE y BT HDFIETERICODNR, TWVWDLRBIE, HyO FT Wald #i &, &
HZW0WIE T 7T a BREEFBEIWAAICTA 2 ®BOMHKES, L LEMEy D
X —BICIERMTHY, HHO T TINDL ORI BT ZDORINT A —H ylTk
T 5, FoTEEOE®RTO Wald E., LMBEIIXAAETH 5,

Hansen (1996)/X Z ORI BEIC® L. ARMA 7 X Oi@ s O R 7 v+ 2 2N
TEREDODTFT T, HO FTHyIZOWTHB IS Wald #FE&H D WNIEXT7 7 T
VaRBMEHBETQ)DWEMICI A 2FSMICES 227 LT, 22T, FiE
WP ELWE E pERN M0, 2 E2FATIX. Zhb 0K &E
NHOREBINDNE p LT IC — oA [0,1]IcfE 9, Hansen (1996) 1% 51T
MERICIVBESNLTCVWERERHE g, =g,0)D JEOEKR g/ 2 ERIEL I
2 —va YICKOMEEL, ThALDOEARDENEREOREMR & DOME g, & L
HEG /DT ig) 2g 03 Wi pf &b L 2RMALTREEZTT -T2, 8B, g,IC
(3 SupT, =Sup,+T,() . avel, =[.T,()dW(y). expT, =In(frexp(1/2Z(y)dW(y)) ® 3 > N R &
NTW2 R, AETIiXg, L LT, Davies (1978) 23 # #5 L 7= SupT, =Sup, T, () %z Fl
HLThRiz2ED DL ZLICT 5,

3-2 Variables in VAR
VARIZEVWMBHEKROREAHDRZRT T 256, BEERFA MR DHD
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A BZERTHEEODICERERYWEAMN LM EI2RNRETTHAH, T TLUTFTIX
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3-3 Data

COVAT LAEWFHTDHICE D EENLIEEEMERNUNSOT — X
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3-4 Estimation Procedure

LY =AD"V ARICEBIIU TO X228 LE, 9. 22 T
ko edic2o0o vy —aTHREBOT THEENMHASTLIZEEL, 2T
ZRMHAL T AIC EEICLV I 7B =12RELL, RIZ, KRB THHAT D
Threshold B fEHEFFE Z R H L THEFHIMZ 2 0oL ¥ — 2125 #F L, VAR % #
it L7, % ®%%.Blanchard and Perotti (2002)D FJEIZ L W #E T 3 v 7 2RO
ANV ARGEEEENR L, 2L, 20T EERRY, ZZ2TiEH1
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LAWEHic, BET LI NNTIA—FE20ICANELTA 230 ANIGEHE A&
LTWad, 2l x i, it icd d Bad LYy — A TIEAEREDR
A VRNV ARIEN L), 202 N Bad LY — A BT D2EEAHD R A B
KHEE S DL AREMEZESTZOTH D, T 0MEE, 2HBUKROBKRERD A v 3L
AT 0 ZRTORERDID, 22 TEBEHE LRk, B, 22 CIHMEBEBEED
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4 Empirical Results
4-1 Test for Structural Change

2 fi CfihiL 7= Threshold Z#I1ZB4 7 5 Hansen (1996) D & % F i L 7= 5 £ |
MATOFHWE DIO 18T 7 L HEER AR M BUN X GDP Lo 37 7 0 4
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NEBELER->T, LoT,  U#HB., 20 _o>0E¥0RMEH EE (Table 4) % F] H
LCLry—2ahBE L, ARV ARIGEEEZH#GT T 2 2 L3 5 (Table 5),

4-2 Benchmark: Full-Sample Estimation

LY —ABlofRERDAIC, 2@MBEoOoT —2%FHLELEEO-EZRTE
<, Fig 3 DH 1 3FAXEEL 1 %M T LT U XA ARICEE TS
L, REWHE EEARHEMIWEML, RAEEIRO 7 727 FT7T v bahico
L, WM T 5, Ko TRENRE) XX IS-LM i & REHEE O #E T
M TEZEITHDL, WIZHBWND 1 %HYOERZIT RO KL A5 (Fig 4
DFE 1Y) ., 2bL0E{LLMAR IS LM oMt EAEHNTHLIN, Ya v &hHx
TROBMIZIFT R TORIGHAETE RS b, BHRODRITHEHMBG &E XL
T ThHAI,

4-3 Lending Attitudes of Financial Institutions
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EE . ZCOLEFEMEBIY) —~rva vyl BICARINEERITHEOLD L RIS,
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4-4 The Ratio of Structural-Primary-Budget Surplus to Potential GDP
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5 Conclusions
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