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Abstract

Since the development of the Chinese stock market for 30 years, it is an ideal research object to
examine the impact of investor sentiment on stock returns. Taking my country’s A-share market
as a sample, the sample interval from January 2010 to December 2019 is selected, and a new
comprehensive sentiment index is constructed by the principal component analysis method, and
then an empirical analysis of the impact of investor sentiment on stock returns is conducted by
VAR model. Studies have shown that investor sentiment has no significant effect on stock market
returns. The reason may be that the Chinese stock market has gradually matured, and the impact
of investor sentiment has gradually weakened.
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1. 518

P B, E 1990 4F 12 ., IRIIZE 5 T R4 T A8 5 M EAIE 758 5 BT DT T s 25 o [
EZF A IR RTT . B, EBA IR 30 4 N3RS VIR RE, i UBIZHY K, miiz ikt
EREB S e RS T e R, WIRE AT KRS, #E 2018 K, PEIEFR
Gy Pt L A w) BEE Ty 3567 X, BATTEIAE 48.67 JifLot. MR EE, REBCSEIIAMEE R, fEt
Jerii b A A . AR, RE AT IR DO IR AT AR AEAR B Bk, Bt i AN g
WS PR E SR D TIEHERE A EE . SRE BT ™ E . Rk, &
] 14 P 532 T 2 50 45058 3 1) 19 28 A At VF SN ABURK, R R 6 P W 38 19 2 B S A 2 52 i P L ABLE TEXT R

E128 90 EARBIR, AT N ER AR AT 780 5 R B A T A SR AR EME I &, T A R #5058
TR, BT FEH X O B sh e, JF Sl R el MBI BT 57 R . AR B i M REAS
NI E BB K, WHTE IO R 15 32 BB 8 B AR B M, WHER T zia T . 2R
PRI B AT N AR B A AR A S5 AR AR AR S

2. XEksFd
2.1 XRTFHHAEBLEREIFNOMAR

T FUAR GG G0 I SRR I, B SR B IR B R A AT B, FLOGRR R B AR AR IR L
M B A TR F B =2 BEEARNS . MEHEFR LK & fabn, BIS5A IR L BB m 4
EIE LY S I QAR IR A (= U8

B bRt B R A 2 S N3RS . SE TR A A PR F T DA AR AR AL, — Rl i E
TG F R ROW IR B (R ST 3 B AR S W RIWT, aniriRFE 2. RAE BAREEE: 7 —FhUAR IR %
N I (R AR G AR B i 0) B VE, W B (S O 4R T 208 (5 018 3055 . X P B 8
B IR DG 28 T8 LR 0% 1E TR S AR 92 38 1RO BIRAS o TR da b 2 BRI T 39 A A8 5 gk 8l
A AU T fe 38 % 2 5 RO BRARRAE o O T IR R AR A DGR e 22, B TN At P R S AT 0 e
JERIBEEPIEE . IPO RATE KL E HIKEE . 38 5 B AL 4355 6 L A9 25 Fia b ml DA 4 b s 43 98 3 (0 15 4
Bedho BAb, WA E RS FARAR(VIX) AR 1558 8 15 25 AR R A5 TR0 TiT S A% A8 Ak . R FH BRI0U1S
EIRPRI S TR 54, Brown Al Cliff (2005)5% FH i 25 () 5 SR SCEE 0 ds ,  gmibl 3 s i k482, wF
TR T IS B BB E A G R, Rz, B T2 T IS ah 28 (1 TR A5 R — M [1] . ¢
RAELE(2014) K HIFIESR T A HE M 3 B G i fa 4, TR RIS 48 PR H AT Wb i E
GRBREPERET T, BEREEES S NIENSW RS R AW R R S, EmE%
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XTI SR D 5 M0 A S 17 155 446 170 5 BE 0 Sk 2 [2] o

SR, _EIRPISARAR A BN RAR A AT T BB I A RS — T, R R A SRl T A R e LA
Tkt as. MAh, BBHFBLELR T 2R B S OBEE RPN, B2 2B IMEE ML 5B H 70 .
PRI, Dy 7S ATRESE D XTRIT FUES SR B AL oM, AR B R B TR 5 Z A R B M G R, RAET
T EMMETTE . T XM DL, 2 A5 R B A fabr kil BB E 545 . Baker A1 Wurgler (2006)
KM ARIE YT ZHE. PO Hri & B E HUlas . BRI AIBESR AT AIE SR RAT EL B S5 M
ditabs, WETIREEAEEEGHRE—BW 580 RN A F R (0 Tk A= e s, Z5r 5k
KA HEAT HE S B AR B [3]. TR BB A SRUT.(2016)38 it 6 i B3 45 F 52 5 AR 23 32 558 By B N4 B i 2
BT, LR B 7R A2 5 e i B B3 1 45 A EE R R T SA A A e B [4] -

GiEPTd, HEEAEEE YT, WA PIMEAI T2 5% R T E ST TR e,
PREL TR B B, A E B BN . (AR bR 2 17358 5 Bt 247 n AR BRAS 2 1,
RSCER 8 H R AAR e I E B g B . X R TR R, HA 2@ RERRE
P, EABEE MR B A B R, 1 L AT e S B AR T R IR . A Fa AR 2 18 P A L
FESESEERRNG A, SRR, Baiatr R R, At R R O BRI

22. RTHRAEFESRFWEXRIWMR

RIEAT =B, R EH S R S M AR AW G BB M B R . WESMRFIRE, Lee
S5 (1991 K dt P AR S AT M ZRAE N SR 1B 26 (AR BEER 7, b 7 P AR S AT R R B AN AR R
AR/NTERFEREG Z MR R, FHABEERRE T HAXESI 2wk, BRI H TR #1524 1
Ft[5]. Brown %5(2005)73 AIER S 1% Bt E 1 460 T AR A fEme, R I T A S UAC 2 0o #5098 5 15
FHERERW, RZ, BWBRIFEARE, KT, BEEEE SRR AR C[2]. Yu
S5 (2010) B T B 18 4 Re i s i I SR T BGA, RSe T ISR T U e S ik B M AR DG, B UK B AE
TEG RN, IR RIR 5V 2 A A SRR s, BCIE 26 sk IR I IR . At & i, 7EAEN
B4 5 F SRR, T35 B ANE[6]. [ PG SCH BT 1 28R R A R SRR S T P A DG ALt 1
BRI L5 18 . T 35455 (2004) i X LI R R 17 245 B2 8 WG 28 R A M52, DN F5 B8 3 1 26 s i i 5
BRI R ME R R [7]. (HMEIREE(2007) 2k T IR 8 A BRI R H I 46, SUE R IR R H I 40 i 1)
AT B A7 S5 2 1A 30 I 1) S e AN S S TR SR [8] o 3 TR MEAE (2010) IR 78 7 45 8 380 155 28 1100 5 A 28 7 A A
B RASE, IS4 0% 25 15k 4 0T J S WS B FRD 5 M) A E SRR BE 22 3 [9)]

SR, BT 1 262 T s AN IR R Gk DR 3R AL A, A B 95 B AE S IR 45 12 - Baker 45(2006)
ST AIF 7 2 R T U B ARSI, R IR T A R 4 e R A 3 A R e D I S S R R K,
T T T 4R B8 1 2 5 T Z TR AR LA I 9C 2R[3]. Chung 45(2012) 73 M ELER 1 2255 4 5K A S 1R I
H 0 I 260 I S R A T WA & P IO B /7, R INAR B 5 1 26 RA TR B sk I K B 7 40 G Ui 2 R 300
H R TR EE J7, TR 5 AR B A B X R TIOI AE J1[10]. SIS (2012) K FH A R B 45 5t T
FOEORAS IR T T e ST B sl itk 2 T B R, R 1 4 5 B T I sh I AN A B [11] o R IRER AN
$its ZE (2009) AR 418 X 28 BRI R A 45 S R B, S AR B TR 4 5 0 Z BIRBLARECL B, i Z | A d
AT R, A N T 15 2600 KB R BB 3 s i AN K [12] . Rl 35 %2 ZE FI 0 (2010)35 FH
FEAE GRS AT T, RN 55 3 4 s e S i W e, (R A M B R G sema[13] . SR AEZR AN
REE(2018) K I, PN B %oF R S s A By FR4% 0 3 1 4 A AR R T s, (R BE i 4 re o S i 22 0
BN B A8 75— 0 M SRR 7L [14]

ZEERTIR, T RAEEIMNEEE N T, KT 08 5 92 75 R0 I 52 M RIS 2 9% 3 ik ¥ T
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i WMo A R TR DR 1 2o B T R A7 A R 25 R, A T UV ORI B 1R 2 A
e S WL 2 A B AR GRS

2.3. HERPE

MIAT IR TR, BT HE R e EE D OV EZIE R MEdRIRME G iatr =38, 58RI
b, Rafetr EaERS. MRS H I OBAL, KRR S # AT i R 15 2 I At2 S 2
Mt g . AT AR B B S H B MRE T M BRI IR, EXTHREE BN
SRR (K350 7 ) AR BE VA R 50 B8 3 75 2 T (o] S i Jl 2 A S i T i (N8R 58 . P BB T 28 2 4R 11
R, MR AL 75 52 BB BT 1 45 (R0 DL SO MRS B AR T, R — AMELAS R (0 )

3. HAREFSHIRRIE

ST Hm vl 19 SR (b 1999 4 1 A FFUEAAT I CCI 5 %0 A0 24 1 T B 22 17 37 (0 & A i, 1R EL
2010 4F 1 A % 2019 4F 12 AMFEAIX ], 25 58 3 i 52 17 3 AH D EHs A AT I [R5 e o 308 23 H5cdis A AT B[] ]
B3 K DA B 7 37 R0 0 5 55 1 A ke o S 5 P R R PR s ), AR AR A 38 SR O B . BRI T E R
Kb A A . LR SR BU(SHC) FIERIE 238 (SZC) ¥k B F 4R 5 W W . 3 3 45 %2 38 BOR IR
T E RS Bl 45 A PR A 7R
4. ¥ HREFEERNRE
4.1. IBFRIEEY

B TR T8 H AR b A 24 b P — 8 A AL 5 VR AT A T T BN FE A . A8 AR 78 2 S Bt
THREHBENZ NS, R —EEEREEGam, HRNAERSEF AR T M. &EHT
e T A S HTIERIE o3 Brids,  #RT LAE S B4 A2 A Fadn 15 2R 4E R 25 &5 B . Baker F1 Wurgler
(2006)iz I = g e brid, R T i TR, HEXELSI . IPO KITHE. Llim Hikgi %,
JB SE AT E S5 AT [ o B RN 2 2655 6 A AR AR AR 1 25 B 18 25 FE AR [3] - 5 45 BW 4545 (Baker
F Wurgler, 2006) [3], 456 5 B T DR FIEE 1) & BRI A5 BRI AT 190, i Bed AR ST I 2R
T HF5, Hi R # TF P BORIE 9 815 O fa B DU PR AR B N s R T G 26 S B 4R bR 1 2R, %
Fabri BRSO 4% 1. 42 2 v 4 DMERRI RS0 HT

Table 1. Selection of investor sentiment indicators

# 1 BEEREERRERERL

TEbR AR fRI AR =L HHE R
HARELSINE DCEF MIF—ZLBR_NMMXM] | 2 2 By
ﬁm [ ZL(NI < NA\/“) ZNEN }:E)ZF‘
A RAE R x ARG R 4
TRRTE TURN TURN = e B x 4 7 2 5 Rt BBRERE
FriBEEF NIA AHBARE RO E — B HIARE 0K  EIFR B A PR A F
HHREF OB ccl AR [ 22 22 i 1

Ee BHHARBESFNEAE AKX, n NHAREEHE, PRRES | ARG N BN, NAViZEARE - AN
FALEHE, NGROREESE T NIA AT
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Table 2. Descriptive analysis

= 2. ko

TR OTREL M BCETE T HO) PR BB EI IR
ik ccl NIA TURN DCEF
R 126.6 15.42 76.4843 0.5282
/ME 97 12.53 10.0288 -4.0293
FHME 108.84 13.74891667 25.6513 ~1.374979167
P2 8.477913966 0.619005431 13.07453409 0.913152579
% 0.807059535 0.107054822 1.959536823 ~0.784502611
e 7 -0.66314734 0.185621029 4.082771725 0.30699202

MFe 2 Hi T LS 2. DCEF M-F3{EN-1.37, & AMEHN 052, f/MEN-4.03, fEH-0.78, &
B 5 A B ST S O LB R 2, HRRERRT R, RRMETE— e AR E b AARe R e T K IR K 1
L. (EHATHRBIS, AT LUK A IE ST 2 E Rl 3R bR 1T 2% 4 DCEF & Tt Hizi i/
E, EFERNE RIS TN B i R, RSz s 4.

4.2. IE¥RIAE

MG S ARARHT, T B IR AT B 5, T AN E I 25 Ta s T e AE I R)_E R B B I 4 A
HCWRETT 5 W7 BRI, ARG CClie NIA. TURN,. DCEF, £ P04 B35 451 CCligs NIAL -
TURN;. CDCEF Z5PYAN S AT Fa AR HEAT J5 22 1) 3 o3 434

B, FRuEfLALFE CCli. NIA,. TURN,. DCEF.. CCl. ;. NIA ;. TURN.;. CDCEF ; % /)\M&%
fabr, HEBRENEW, REMIEEE )\ MELTR LGB H G ET8E 1Sl Ik, XX 8 MEHTE
B4 AHEAT KMO F1 Bartlett BRIEATSS, LRI \AME & e bR i& G347 2 430, )5, 1E SPSS
HIE ] 3 B I BT VE R B B 1 S8 4R 4 1Slge RN 5o N 55 00 T S U RRAEAE . 7 22 DR 3R
FIEFA TR, fe&K ok g el B AR TTRR N 92.700% (1R PUAS 32 Bl 23 #4508 5 175 25 P65 1S g0

R, ARSI o J5 B \AME G Fe bR (1 IR 7 3amr HE B, DL AR 2 30( T2 23 DAAE R4
AEAEL AP J7 R JEAT VA5 tH I 2 B2 Bt 46 B, A3 B DY s or A 0 3 oy AR RLIR 75 22 T ik 22 3
ITIMBCEY), RIBEEMARE, FEHFTRERD A XRANBBITHFZR) 1S A0

ISI, =0.217 CCI, +0.210 CCl,_, +0.087 NIA, +0.127 NIA,_, +0.012 TURN,
+0.056 TURN,_, +0.309 DCEF, +0.305 DCEF,_,

=281 1Sl 20 5 8 MELFRFRIAH M, 153 1SIg 5 CClw NIAL;. TURN. ;. DCEFix Py
TRbr A TR AH SR 25 R, DRI, ASCEREUX 4 N EAE N AR R, BB E T M 55 8 15 4645 4 1S1,.
FERA M g 3 fror .

M)

Table 3. Principal component analysis results

3. EMADINER

PIUEHRF A FEICF 7 AN
By
&it JiZ 1% FH% it T Z 1% %
1 1.900 47.503 47.503 1.900 47.503 47.503
2 1.312 32.802 80.305 1.312 32.802 80.305
3 0.610 15.249 95.555 0.610 15.249 95.555
4 0.178 4.445 100.000

PEWOTVE: ERS 3T
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1% 3 NIER CCliv NIA;. TURN.y. DCEF VUM IR G BB L THE A his 32 e oy 73 Hriditly i
TR RIN A HTa R, WREL, BT =M 2R K R TTRF A F] 95.555%, £F& 85%LL LAt
WUCESR o AR SR S8 SRIBUHT = L B BEAT IS B4R K 1514 (058 — iy . IR B aE DU R B R 28 1 hn
I TR A A0 PR T A 0 BT AR A5 PR = A R A 3

Z,=0.329 CCI, +0.649 NIA,_, +0.538 TURN,_, +0.425 DCEF, @)
Z, =0.666 CCl, —0.214 NIA_, —0.529 TURN, , +0.480 DCEF, 3)
Z,=-0553CCl, —0.318 NIA_, +0.122 TURN,_, +0.716 DCEF, 4)
S ARSI 77 2% SRS AT BT, 15 30 e DA 24 bR L PR 25 2 RS 2480151, T F
ISI, =0.475Z, +0.328Z, +0.152Z, )

¥ (2)~@)RAK(5), 153:
ISI, =0.290 CCI, +0.190 NIA, , +0.101 TURN,_, +0.475 DCEF, (6)
4.3. IEIRBBIERLE

Baker 1 Wurgler (2007)IAN, BE% [ NI 52 37 0% sl i DL G S Fe b A A 30 WU SR I EE$R
FUSHC)FIERIEZ54E (SZC) 73l 5 % 58 2 1 46 4 20 1S AT FHOCHE b, FARSE Janse 4 fios.

Table 4. Correlation analysis of 1Sl,, SHCI and SZCI
F 4.1S1, 5 SHCI. SzCI ButER M N

SHCI SzCl
isI Pearson #f 5%t 0.695 0.707
4 N 120 120

AR 4 BETT H, 8 T 438501S1, 5 SHCI A SZCI 455 2504 %129 0.695 1 0.707, iiBHA
SR R R AR B 1S, R E R T B B A, T I R R E I AT .
B 1. B2 BEMHERT IS, 5 SHCI A1 SZCI AR b #a H

ISL5 SHCIE 345
5000 45.000
4500 40.000
4000 35.000
3500 30.000
3000 25.000
2500 20.000
2000 :
1500 15.000
1000 10.000
500 5.000
0 0.000
ANXTFTANRXTANOTANOTANROTANXRTANXR T AN T AN ST A0
—_O O OO~ O~ 0O0O0O— 00— OO0 —0 00— —0 0O

P e e e R e e e R e e o R e e

VE: HAp R oRIT R, AR A2 SHCI Faek SZCI 4R EGER, Ak IS RENERE, T,

Figure 1. 1Sl, and SHCI trend chart
1.181, 5 SHCI #a#4[&
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ISI5SZCI#a % &
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Figure 2. 1Sl and SZCI trend chart
2.1S1, 5 szcClI #&3#E

ME 1 FIE 2 ATLLER], ISI, fERE#S B FIFERAEITELTs JLEAER, REEIERE BF
—IEER, XFILR A SRR E TS TR B 1Sl SY IR T I SEE A FE AR — 3, BERE S i
SETEA PSR, e WA S A 315G B 58 38 1 L PR 0 1S, A2 20
5. A FBLE X REm AN E T M B SCIE St
5.1. ¥ HREBEESREWERAYSEUES
5.1.1. FRMHRIE

BN ARG 6 A P AR R I B i FH R v, T ARG A 5 2 51 2 TAFE AR, DL 5 21 ) S
o ASCEBEH A BREGATIHAREE(MRAC) R FRCE I il as, JFdkfT 5 g m H a2 %0 151,
Nt A ZE T N 28 B B 70 o R, SR BB 48R 1S1, M ZE T 37U 35 F8 b MRAC AR s gk AT
TRAMER S, FERH ADF FRAARKG G, 45 a4 5 fis.

Table 5. Results of ADF test
5% 5. ADF #1545

R t {4 0.01 Il FHE 0.05 Iffii 8 0.1 I 54 Prob. (AP
ISl, TG A B TN e 3 0T —3.990844 —4.036983 —3.448021 -3.149135 0.0115 P
MRAC T AR TN S5 -9.283706 -4.036983 —3.448021 -3.149135 0.0000 Efa

M5 BE LI, BB E IR A 1S, P4 5 B Tk e MRAC 8l sidad 1P Rtk .

5.1.2. mEBMOYFERE

1) 8 VAR BiR

T RIS $ 5% 3 g o0 IR T U A R s, 2% R B A — SR 0 S — IR S i DL R A% B A 4 R R
R, SRR 42 2£4(2018) [14], R H 7 & FA# 7Y (vector autoregressive model, VAR) KA 7T % 5%
HRE S BEM S ML R, BIMZE 1S, 5 MRAC [ & H [FE5 A, 7 VAR IR 57 20
& VAR SR R 8, HAS B 6.
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Table 6. Lag order of VAR model
7 6. VAR 1REUNHEM#

i JE M LogL LR FRE AlC SC HQ
0 —135.7628 NA 0.040127 2.460049 2.508594 2.479745
1 —24.71129 216.1538 0.005932 0.548416 0.694050* 0.607504
2 —17.57991 13.62603 0.00561 0.492498 0.735222 0.590979
3 —10.19158 13.85312 0.005282 0.431993 0.771805 0.569865*
4 —4.476501 10.51167* 0.005125* 0.401366* 0.838268 0.578631
5 —2.528827 3.512769 0.005319 0.438015 0.972006 0.654672

FE: TRIRE 10% 5 EHKCE T R

FETF- IR A5 B E N (AIC) At FL 2 HEN(SC), 45 &7 6 Budli, BIER G B P N 4. MK )45
123K VAR B,

MRAC =0.051+0.002 ISl ,, +0.004 ISI,, ,, +0.007 ISl ; —0.0121S]

+0.170 MRAC,, ;) - 0.093 MRAC,, , —0.128 MRAC

4(t-4)

@
—0.063 MRAC

(+-3) (-4

_EIRAERY (7)) R? = 0.0898, 1] LA 4 15 1% 45 4 I Z2 T a7 W 25 5 A B S5 A s R, . 141 3 iR T VAR
R () R e PRI 45 SR, T A A B S AL B Y, X R WIA ORI ) VAR R R g 1 .

Inverse Roots of AR Characteristic Polynomial

0.0 . .

-0.54 .

-1.0-

-1.5 T T T T T
-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

Figure 3. VAR model stability judgment results
[ 3. VAR 1R B E M BEE R

2) K& AR R
N T DR TG R S IR T IS Z 18] AR ELRE A5G &, X 181, A1 MRAC #EAT 1A% 22
e S L L NP B S R v

Table 7. Granger causality test results

=7 RRERERGELS

X455 Excluded Chi-sq df Prob
MRAC ISl 4.835702 4 0.3046
MRAC ALL 4.835702 4 0.3046
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ATPAMFE 7 B, ISIa A2 MRAC IS AN R R, RITE R E/KF 0.01 B, B Ba B iE%0 1S,
AR A 2 5] e I S T 3R 25 48 b MRAC 17254k

3) JiE5 R

TCKST MRAC HEAT 7 22 0 iR DS 36 3008 B 5 46 0 RIS R . 7 2 R gs e 8 Fiow.

Table 8. Variance decomposition results of MRAC

5% 8. MRAC I ENRER

it J S.E. ISl, MRAC
1 0.065688 0.133167 99.86683
2 0.066629 0.139859 99.86014
3 0.066886 0.537642 99.46236
4 0.068114 2.600292 97.39971
5 0.068358 3.279688 96.72031
6 0.068622 3.893218 96.10678
7 0.068647 3.898474 96.10153
8 0.068677 3.981805 96.01820
9 0.068685 3.990472 96.00953
10 0.068724 4.089257 95.91074

% 8 [t MRAC J5 Z /R4 R, I1SI, % MRAC JU XA IR, MRAC JLEFRZHSHZER
oM. M7 Z Mg Rel LA, R E BN R ET A E R m, BRI A -
Rz a GREEm, BREBETLem i,

5.2. REBEMELE

AT IR IR A BRI RABAR B LR, U AUAT A R R R EAS IS . I R 300 FEE A kA
(MRSS) & AR L) A R4 &1 A IS (MRACE N I iU s fabr, JH S E TSR E1S1, 3
ATH M REGAIE,  DAREIG SEAE BT 20 M AR (d M o AH N 16 PP 31~ AR P AL B0 R S5 B SR B 2 9. % 10 Fi
o

Table 9. MRSS ADF test results
%z 9. MRSS B ADF #8425 R

(Rt it t{H 0.01 s S48 0.05 IIff FHH 0.1 G FHE Prob. R

MRSS o Ak TR 340 —0.729373 —4.036983 —3.448021 —3.149135 0.0000 Pz

M 9 ATLISE], MRSS TRafesl. [y, k#2510 Ay n b 8iai R, K 181, 5 MRSS R
VAR R Ja e St 52 4

Table 10. Lag order of new VAR model
7 10. #1 VAR REBTEE M

itf JE M 4 LogL LR FPE AlC SC HQ
0 —139.4968 NA 0.042894 2.526729 2.575274 2.546425
1 —28.84551 215.3749 0.006387 0.622241 0.767875* 0.68133
2 —21.97986 13.11829 0.006069 0.571069 0.813792 0.669549
3 —14.63165 13.77791 0.005718 0.511279 0.851092 0.649152*
4 —9.977317 8.560639* 0.005654* 0.499595* 0.936497 0.67686
5 —8.462105 2.732794 0.005913 0.543966 1.077957 0.760623

T *FRTE 1090 3 VAR R,
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L P

B3RS VAR BRI R .
MRSS =0.031-0.0011Sl, , +0.0041Sl,, , +0.006 ISl , 5 —0.0101SI, ,,

+0.127 MRS, ~0.053 MRSS,,_, —0.044 MRSS,,_, ~0.029 MRSS _,

RO AL R? = 0.0498, [RIILAL U8 & 15 4 RS i A Ui A W BRI ACR, IS4 i 5 2 il
HAA

11 R TR AR RIS R . R EHKT )y 0.01 I, HRBEEFBEIRE IS, MR A TR
ST S FE bR MRSS ¢Sl ,  RIE T & 1% 45 AR R T A as O As 22 AN IR A

®)

Table 11. Granger causality test results of I1SI, and MRSS

% 11.1S1, 5 MRSS pUtg = RE R ER
X455 Excluded Chi-sq df Prob
MRSS ISl 3.089420 3 0.5430
MRSS ALL 3.089420 3 0.5430

X MRSS [ il ai e An it AT 5 ZE 50 ik, 1SR A &5 SRk 12 fion. 456 iR MRAC [195ZIE /34
GEHSRE B EIES SR E T IR 2 [ 55 R R AR R AR A

Table 12. Variance decomposition results of MRSS
%< 12. MRSS A E N RER

it J S.E. ISl, MRAC
1 0.069777 0.010058 99.98994
2 0.070487 0.399898 99.6001
3 0.070612 0.430074 99.56993
4 0.070631 0.456076 99.54392
5 0.070648 0.467146 99.53285
6 0.070649 0.468039 99.53196
7 0.070651 0.469249 99.53075
8 0.070651 0.469262 99.53074
9 0.070651 0.469474 99.53053
10 0.070651 0.469473 99.53053
5.3. SR

i ERAA PRI I AT G SR, S B A T BT T I 28 (O B S A W 4 S S 2 AR R, B
ViR L T ARV B R, BRI L A B R e S i AR B, BB
R R ST I A 22 AR

SEAE AT T B (0 45 SR 5 TR — 2500, TR RIRE R TTRIE O T A, RV et K
SO DO Fe AT AR B ol /D BB TR A 2 1 R T B 1 4 B S R R AN A
BN I T 3 — 4 S
6. &5if

AL ARE SN, THHRTE, PR B8R . W RH S ORISR R E T
SAREEIN T, I ERU O, W — AN RN A BOR E T 48R . A5, T8I VAR AL, SR
o 2 5 S T AU M TR 0 R AT ST . FRRCB I S R T 5—, BOR G AR AT L
BB, R AR R AR — B, et —E AR LRI BT i A A s . B

)|

—rd
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MR, SR

BRI A0 S T I ot BT R B R R, B I 4 A AN RE SR IR TR s, $3E5E
T2 AR BRI IR A% 222 SR A

SEUE T T s B 45 R 5 U A — e 220, ARG RIE BT A e D2l T, R 5 4 x
SO DT H: B RTRE AR th T A SCE A BT Mk 7T, IXOROKIR I 1 1528 fiabm (1 SRS fE
o B, A JER e LUR Ut — R 55—, SREBEERNEE . BE BRI
JERBAT B A TG ST U AT IR . B b ifr iRt , A — MRk R
REfs gt — X AR TR AR (0 I, 10 ELBE S T3 (R A AT R, SRl IFR AR Al BE ks LIk
ARSI TR AR I 1) 25 A0, T DA Rk Ho A B T 3 3 MR ) B SR S AT Ak . 26, digy
BB 1 A I SR at AR o A PR DK 20 F 7 25 S5 5 8 3 1 48 0T TR SR Ak 0 52 70 I 418 >0 150 2 AR
FEATOIN, IF HEEAGE A EEER AT I 7C, PUREMR. AT LA R i B i i s 26 Fa b, it
— P RRE O BRI IR . R T BB SN ISR AL, SR R B 6. BT
PR R, B AR XS AT BE— D T AT .
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