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Abstract

In 2014, Wuhan's per capita GDP reached 98,000 RMB ($15,954), which has entered the middle
and later stages of industrialization. The rapid development of the real economy provides a huge
space for the rapid development of the service industry. The development of service industry in
Wuhan has become a major problem in the economic development of Wuhan. On May 2, 2013,
Wuhan announced the launch of the service industry upgrade plan, which made a higher demand
for the development of the service industry in Wuhan. Firstly, this paper studies the development
status and structure characteristics of the service industry in Wuhan. Secondly, the paper analyzes
the relationship between the service industry and economic growth in Wuhan by using the de-
scriptive statistical analysis. Empirical research shows that the service industry in Wuhan has a
strong role in promoting economic growth, while Wuhan’s economic growth has also greatly pro-
moted the development of the service industry in Wuhan.
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BRI EZNER .

XA
RDURFAL, SHRHME, S5k

1. BRI & BRI
1.1. BRI BISHIRR R

1) RSB E R ZE T, o TRk B T

2013 4, RN ATARS L SZBIE INE 4319.7 127G, % GDP [5THRE N 48.8%, b LAEFIMIHRE 5.3
ANE S, $iz) GDP K 4.9 MNE . 2014 4, BT RS SCBLE InME 4933.76 127G, b 2013 4
K 95%., 2014 E—. . =k HLE 2013 4 3.7:48.6:47.7 HE N 3.5:47.5:49.0, RSMLIEINE
GDP LbEHEE 1.3 NE L, B lm 1.5 ANE 7. Jjg5 % GDP [ITTHk %4 60.3%, 125 13.8
ANE S A $ish GDP K 4.6 N2 A

2) RSB R EY K, FHTE, ATk TS M.

2013 4, BT AR Sk 78 i E H A0 3712.96 12T, [FIELIEK: 12.2%, BRI 2.4 ANE 0 s
Ak S e WA BOR ELE N 61.9%, F A R 241 ANE . MATIE . ARSSLE E Y PEHEE AT
LI o S B RS R LA AR S5 ARl FORHERE T R AR SS A s Y, g 3.01 £
98%711 29.0%. 2014 4, wXPTT AR5 58 il il 5E B 7 $ B 4296.39 1475, b EAERI I K 16.3%, [FLL
P 4.1%; HEE AR E N 61.7%, HLEE P 23.7%. ATLAE, RS A AU
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THHELE BT =LA 20 B2 Sk R AR Rk BB A AR | A SRR A S AE A, 4 i K 1.10 6%,
71.7%71 65.0%.

RIITHLIZEE = fistid . B DU R A B BSRGIHTT R . YLDOSHr S QR i A B S5 T Rl 4%
PEid 25 A2 e BT AL BERE I H S E RS 3. SR\ SR H . B e
PRIX L CPLPHIE” T B Y el A F 5 ST 2 A el S5 AR 25 Ml T 20 B A R sz, DI T RS
WRRRE T a3,

3) M BT 28 =ik 2 5 A A SSEAR (WAL 1), ArAIR AR BRI R 4F

Hr, @ik, SmmBol. /5B . WAEAE ARSI GRS RS Bl 226
FEAFEARMR S R AT A DL B b= b il N AL BRI MOk N 52 55043 ) B 28— vk 4 1 242 5 2
(2008 4FAR) K 24.4%7F01 4.6%. 79.5%71 86.1%. 121.3%7F1 60.2%. 139.1%71 93.7%. 37.5%7F1 45.0%.
20.1%F01 36.1%. A1 FIAR YO I E N B EC R 17.3%, MO NG K 2.0%.

4) TSk A 5 H

PSRN R: 2013 4, s 1477 I L, ERR S A 5577 St 12287.13 16T, [ALLIEK
17.8%; SEHUENVION 2361.75 1470, 4 15.1%; FJiE S04 154.28 127, HHK 17.9%. Hr 352 Kot~
M EIRS AN AL, B Sh LD BRSSO AL 97.9%, BNV  86.7%, FiiE S A 88.3%,
MEATHR T30 o5 82.4% .

5) fEgiirlfab kI, B rE PR, PRk RIFD e

2014 4, R LA IEIZ e AIEEOL . SR FIZE L. A7 O A ZE 1L SR 55l Frfa
WRE, GRS, =AT IS e 1672.98 127G, tb_EAE R4 B K 8.6%. 6.4%7F1 4.7%,
AT RSV E 33.9%, AL IR 1.6 N E 4 A

Table 1. The basic information of service industry in Wuhan city in 2013

7z 1. 2013 FEIX B ARBZ AR TR S HEKER

Pk 4R Abig N E(AN) PN INZE(UN) e it (14.t)
AEEIBE . B FIBEOL 3325 250037 6130.063
R A BRI SS 4919 95262 1678.931
IR S 4 15029 175624 10007.09
BHEEDFFAEAR RIS 6685 140398 1571.667
KR FRIEERT A 3L Bt B, 568 17451 500.7717
Ja RARSS  ABEANH A R 55l 2175 35994 65.5756
#HE 1188 16857 39.3673
TS TR 626 23810 58.022
Ak EE R R 1741 37620 522.4005
A LSRRI 2 97 523 0.9122
R A 40849 536600 5797.27
A O 2426 120400 275.36
a4 294 26484 23447.43
e E: Y4 6750 174800 10793.72
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DAL, Prthrll . {5 BRI AIE EEAR MRS AR AR S o R e, o bs a4
e 2013 4F, IR =AML S I 1290.53 127G, & RSk E D 29.9%, [FILL$EE 0.7 AN E 43 s
o, pribrek ., @il [F L2 6K 13.1%F 13%, T RS IEE 3.1 N H 4 A 3.0 ANFH 43 1. 2014
AT IS (A 1485.91 1270, A HIHEK 11.3%. 9.5%M1 8.5%, fiiRSLELE 30.1%, [FLLE
= 0.2 ME S R

6) EIIIIRSS LA AR B T T LA L X, AR & B AR UK SR IE & B SR IR ST, 230
ARV R SR S5 o

VLR X H AR SR IR 28 AT I A S BRI A5 B IR 28 RN SCAR TR ie , A 04T 1 &+ R Ry - TLILIX 2011
4 A3k CERRS I GA SR AX” , X OREARERR IR G, 2R S+
Oy Gy, RS B RS B AR DI IX o VI X E ASUR FE G, B SR BRI
FHNTES MG GRS 0. BTG SRRSO A IRSS O AET S G BRI X E
MR JERBR R AR SRS, B FTERBIE ARG PPH X E R 2 kIR
R, HIATE R REEE . B XE AR RSO . SOOI BRI, H TG R 55 L AT
$ESCAIRIX o AR PEIHIIX R BRI, B ITEE A TR X o YLE X R R R i I
ST IEDI M FE AN i R X o SR IX R R R RN AR SR, A 13T IE T A AR
A1 X AR RS TR X o B X B fUR R B AR IR IR IR, 5 04738 SO B S DR 3E W A 25 i I AR
NIX[1].

7) MRE L sl R s A F R

2013 4, BT ARG AEIR T AR A 4 ol AR ) SRR o AkE e Mol N G
hn15.81 N, Hrre Bl 10.50 A BN 6.36 J N MREIaE i 19.95 A, 1
FERIGIN 547 Ao RSN A 513E 27051 75N, [FILLIEK 8.0%, IGMEFES 6.7%;: &AM A
FELEE 51.8%, [A]EL#REE 2.3 N E 4 M.

8) M5l Je At o

ECOUE R B X O3 T, AMUEBE S EIEE A, RSS2 i = . 2013 4F, X
ARSI h{E >y 4319.70 27T, & RIE T RS IGIE ) 3.3 f%. KIPHY 1.5 fif. 2013 4F, i Tik%S
b 7 [ R T LU E S IA 47.7%, s T AR T (% 1 OKJR) . 2013 4R, sl il gk Ik 57 270.48
TIN, &K JE T (108.74 73 N) ) 2.5 % 7 E1(138.5 73 A\) I 1.95 £5 . K 72(197.35 T3 N) I 1.37 £ KB (225.47
JINH) 1.2 5 G RETT(226.7 T3 N 1.19 £5 . Toi & RS- 3G i & sl N 7 g, 2 42 8
PRI AR S5 b e S 3R T 2] -

12. FFHERE)RR

SRR S | S AR JUERS T K2R, BS5&5FHaREETEAMEL, REikiE
e LIRS 1 o ATYARAEAE LR J L7 TH B ZE8E

1) MBS, BEAK, KEMITTE.

BT RS AR R R T FE LR, PR R 5638, Fam e o, (Ha2, H e 19 N E|
AR EIRATA AL T 55K 2013 4, BT ARSI IIMELE 19 ANEIE K& UL B3R 58 10 £,
FE 19 3l TP 37K PIK 1028.99 127G, 2014 4F, BN RS IGINME & 19 A8 9 L LA B3k 28 9 47,
bt 19 3173 7K A% 1074.16 1270, Feilie 5 AAH OIRiT 4axt ZEE A W K, HAbn B, REE.
R, ML 22 M 2013 () 10,666.80 1270 9125.37 127G 2585.33 1270 936.39 1270 5644.19 12
JLHKE 2014 41 11,692.56 14,76 10,338.13 {476+ 2821.27 {476 1738.75 147G 5929.18 147G
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2) WWEWE, &HEE TR, WM.

2011 2% 2013 4, B i ARSIk 5 GDP ELE 7374 48.9%. 47.9%F1 47.7%, SiZ4E T Fi&ss, 2014
RS T, N 49%. 2014 4, 19 T RS NME 5 GDP P LLE K 56.4%, i 50% L4
124, FATRSHVIEIME S ECHEESS 14 67, A RMETAeR 7M. BiEAIRE 28.9. 16.0. 15.8
0.3 /NE 43 2o LIS IBIZ iy O i AT IBOLY L R FI 8l A 1 A O N 3 1AL G i 55 Mk R A L R B
(BT 5 — 2 o DUE AR A E BRARIR S il 5= AR AR 55 Mk B AR %
R, EFT S0 BAK. F, —#5 @RS AT R AR, FTRAME, XEFRafER N,
WG RATE ST IR 8 IEAE, S ZSMRS, B0 RGNV EA R 5.

3) WAL, WAAHR R

JaE BT B ] (7 ZRAEUSON R BT o5 1 ) S e T — e O AKCSE T 9 B R AR o el T RO S
Va55 32 BRIT BT E S WA A Gz Ve, B DAV S AR A, LRk, R E RH
PR R T B, A 2011 4R 1) 0.72 T F#3 2014 414 0.66, [FIIF, TR & RIS AAHXT WA, 2014 3T
WA JE RS T SRR 33270 J6, 7E 19 kil H /s e 14 7, HHSPRKPIK 3897.70 o6, R4
AR RIS RN 16160 s, 7E 19 TR SE 10 £,  FEPFIUKSPAR 177.21 TG

4) RJEHEEAR

“HTT RK, BT R HERE T ARG TR, AR 3 R B — B T FA A M
FE, REAX . 2011 4F3)] 2014 4, rF5 k7l 9.6%. 10.4%. 10.0%H1 9.5%, 4 Ak T2 ==
A 6.8 NEAF R 25 ANE AL 0.3 ANE A 0.7 ANE 4 AL 2013 4, RINTH GDP $EEETE 19 MNEIE
G Je LA BIRTTHRE S 8 A, SRS 7 A, ARSI EAE £ 10 fir.

5) KA Ak

2013 4, FRITMBLLL F AR Al R 1477 5%, WLl 116 K. Wb 1146 %, (5 43RS
ik N AT EI L EAUN 2.7%. BRI AZ el R 224 5%, 5 B LA L iR 45 Mk A 30 15.2%

6) MEEK A

ZNTHA BT TP AT, T RAREFRFELM, 2013 AT L E AR Ak b
Pl 302 K, THHIA 20.5%.

2. BIXARFZ A Y LS4 1E

P “A—17 BABAT “+ =7 DOREURSI R i f2, A U~ 2L :
2.1 FEkgEfg: ZORAAER 1> 10 > 1”7 GRB &AL

K1 Re, A BRI =R ARSI R A BT, A X 25 uTEk T
PLERIP=E.  “F 7 BOR, RS HA AT FRE, AR T 2012 A 2013 4F, i UIRSS 3G inda 5
GDP (¥ EAHE 7258 ==k, 75 = kg — B b7 bk PR, Qi = e itk s “II0 >
n>1".

2 RHY, 2007 fELAR, BT RIRS A E R BT RIS, B 2007 K 14.2% 42

2011 411 9.6%, 2012 SEA frlElt, ILMAE A T F R RS R BIEEE G T8 =k, “+—=H”
DLk, QT AR S5 L P BT AR 10% 70 47, R R A T TE 3] .

22. TR : BRBUABITURRBFEE, RERSWERBE, MRS LRREER
3’

MBS, FATIT VR Y, BT ARG A BB A s, IR ST LSS M A e S TR BN R . AT
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MRE, MORMEBENX — (G4 “—HM75” , EmEMmE, RRBRRIATIE, EHER SR
N, @B BRERTIREOl A g AR YOI BEE DR IR S iR R B L T, R
TR . X= KRG R RS, SRSV 1 2006 4E 1) 43%%F545 4 2013 £ 35.5%; 7 4h,
DUME BB THENURS IR &tk p o R B IR S AT PR K e, ==k fr 5 L
#2006 £ 24.7% LT+ F] 2013 ) 29.9% [4].

2.3. mdkEsHy: ARSSIRANmL sE A BTIESE, =R HEEA, REZNELRE

ME 4 FTUE . “T—H7 DK, B hi5i i EEIRERD, B B E . M
2006 FF] 2013 4F, Akl ABU EL Bl B 32.7% LT F) 38.5%, £ =l A B EL A 47.9%
T3 51.8% . = UM i Mk A4 % L FE 2006 £E 1) 19.4%: 32.7%: 47.9%35 4% A 2013 £E 1] 9.7%: 38.5%:
51.8%. RS- NVAESE =t (1 [F B T KR E R 57 s #F i, X2 MR 55 Mt s 2 5% i K DTk A
2006 £ 2013 FR T A4S Mol A 5518 92.64 73N, P —r= kb 32.7 N, 5 e in
60.71 TN, FE=rEIE 0 64.63 Ji N IREHVHOIFIBEAEY K R5 b O BRI 44255 3 7 BEA
() EEIRAE 5]

24. BFEEH: TR DK, MRSUHRFHDERAERDL, BNEZANEEGE,
ENGSE—

MR € B 3 Bt LR (14 5), MRSSMLIEBE AN “+— 10" JFRF] 2014 F— EIRFREE —fL,
S ILERR R, WA B SR EAPTERR: 2010 SFiAF) T iRmE 75.3%, I BOREFT T .
(LR 55 VAR B AT RERE 05 T 55 — P ML AN SR Mk, RS g B P SR BRSO T KR, st
FERIEZ R, SOy AR S B & it — P R g5 st 1 3kt

3. ENTH AR SS 3T 251K R R 53 4fr
3.1 RiXW ARSI 525 E KR 47

TSI YR HER B 2 ST IR S5 S S P K Z AR R e EEMNRSS L EE 5 GDP
PR BRS5K S GDP LEH AR 55 b E I K AR 5 GDP K& = A7 MR IE — 3 Z [ KR &R

3.1.1. BRBUMESEFIEKEANTHT

AR RSPz P E AN GDP Rl & R 55 MV RS g8 17K~ AN B 7K, SR HUM 1980 4
F| 2013 4F 34 MFEAR, FTHRIEEEYIRE CGRINGHES)  ARYE FIREE, o BT RS s &
5K RAE.

MIEL6 AT LU, AR S5 b e BN W K, S5 FE PR . 1980 47, I T iR S5 k38 e R 13.07
275, A SR TF T AN WIER N, IR G5 b A B 45 42 5 14 K A5 2 i BT ARG I i R e, Bl o QT Tolk Ak
WA AGERR R, RSSO RFERPREIE K, 2006 4FIAF] 1358 147G, 2013 A1k E] 4319.7 /476, MRS
o e E AU W ZE T

3.1.2. Bl ={E & GDP LLE R &

M7 DUE H, BRS3E inE 7E 0T AR = SV E R I B E R W K, A 1980 4F# 2013 4E 2 —H L
THEa% . M 1990 3] 2003 4=, ML EM I 2 BE K@ S L EARR T,
Tk MRE R £ T B — Al andig K, e 7B RS r R K g . 2001 4R, s RSk
TR 50%, M 2001 4FEZ 2010 FHH, FR T 2005 4, BB RS IEIME & 28 72 S 1) L — ELARRE
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Figure 7. Service industry accounts for the proportion of GDP
[# 7. BR%5l&s GDP LEE

£ 50%UL F. 2011 £ %) 2013 4, RS AT LIS A B, (RIFIE 48% /it B ARSI EL AR D1
T AT RS A F 2 BRI 55 Ml 7E [ RO 5 o 1 Hb (o B of ol o 22

3.1.3. RFBUBKESZFEKEXLRNTIT

AR AR AL P~ 3G K 3ok iy AR S5 L i 3K . KR, MRSk Rk . B GDP
KRN I KRB R, AT IR S LI KA BF K AR REAS X RIS RV A . HR 40
X, M R T RS KR 5 GDP K 5L R E W

ME 8 ATLAEH, MK R MG R 2 FHKR DR AT, BohrmdA—8, RfF
AHOVEZI T MRS . BTCL, FRATE 787 I EE ER DA AR S5 Ml (R 386 KR 28 5 3 K 2 IR A7 08— 5
P, FFEIEHIRRR.

g BRTIR, DU ARSI 5 2 5 B (R L — 2 ARG, A\ 1980 4F % 2013 4F, A4k
FIABRNZ 5 HAR S 0 3 Rl A8 Kot s s RSP~ {E 15 GDP Lt S I (e g K 3h, M 1980 4F
i GDP [1) 24.5% [ F+% 2013 4E[f) 48% 7475 R4 KRG FF KR 2 (0] (156 R Bor At e vk, 48
BT A8, EIUAR RIS R [ BE 5 Ry, BRSS BE K RG Br i K 2 (Rl AP e — 50k, A7AE
EIEMRK R BRI, R IRSAL & R 525K 2 (8 A E AR 58, 3% 2 a] 3R 5 1
SETE.

3.2. RXWRS I SZFHEKXANBEINIB=RERXREL

T AR GE 48 b A RO BT AR S5 AN B kAT 1 04, 9 7 SR il i 5%
WK S GBI R A, 3% LR BB 20 A AR 22 AR 36 X G DU 55 M 5 g 5 22 B 4 1R 0% AR i
TWEIE . ZPFTCLERZ Tk, — T, K2 B0 R e S s AR AR AR, TR SR T i TR iy
i PR PRI 8] P S0 Bl B AT P RE VAR SR, EIXMMBOL T, ELEHEAT B 3T A S tHEL “ O [sl)a " fy i)
. Hi Engle & Granger (1987)%5 & LK (¥ Hip 48 7 e RAT B e 1 A% G e B s mh AR P A it 1) F 31
D[l U= T, T LA T 3R S 285 A8 B 0% AR T 7 Hh AT REAEAE (R RE AR IR B R, 38 R I B 3 i
I, U2 TellAE N RER IS AR AT OE , BISERUE R R R, JREATRIE; M
PR TR S BOE, BISGI T SRR 2, A A ) R B ok F) Lo —f s, Bg B AT RE
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E 8. RSB RREZFIBREBRR

FAERIIIBII R R FIN, @EIAEPMED M LAl 2 E AR AN RS 30, 6 A 1] A 2R 0% & (1 40 iy
By 4 T AAERR -

3.2.1. TRIEWMKZHEKIE

A S BRI T M X AE P2 S B (GDP) VR [ W28 5 16K (R F b » R0 T AR 45l 0 38 B AR 2 iR T
55l HHEIEEX 7]y 1980 4:~2013 4F, FrffEck A CGRRIXGTHES) « R E R T i fa 5k
BT FROE RN A& R R M, FLEH TR R T8 G AFIE R 22, X0 SRS = A s, 1 Bs 2k 4T
AR B R A 2 A8 JFUOR A B 2 A9 2, 5 UL IR RE Al 18] e Ak A 2k Ak, DRI 43 S0 L X A
F= B (GDP) AR 45 ML 3G e (SER)EAT F AAXT 20 Ab 2, 18°A Ingdp 1 Inser. ASCHTHRITHE TN
EVIEWS7.2 #A4.

3.2.2. SLIESHR
1) PRI ARKS 56
AR ARSI Y SP RS A AR, 32 SR A IR I R PR A TS T AR . W SR 1) A AN S AR X AT P
AT I0 W LL IR AR G A T e AT O (1A A R AEAE D BRI o bl B (15 9) BT LARTT A0 4 Wi 137 41 XA F A ) 9
WH—ERES, B, e B TR
FF A PR A 2 P A AT AT 32 . 8 WA 38 /7 51 P A2 14 J772F DF (Dickey-Fuller)J7i%. ADF
(Augment Dickey-Fuller ) /5% PP (Pillips-Perron) /7155, R Z /& ADF Jii5EH PP Jiki. ASLFE
KH ADF %53 70%F Ingdp. Inser PRSP REATICEG . DL B SR BTG R ILE 2, FrblEdEh 1
B 22 5P R
2) WA
I DL EASISTTLAHIE Ingdps Inser SA—FY BT H, L VMRS AT PR . AR 4B AR B A B
R B TR A Engle Fl Granger (1987)32 Hi iYW P A6 4675 F1 Johansen Bl KSR I8k . JE & iEH T+
ZHERYG . ACRHEH TP E N Engle-Granger P 5 VEAG K
© HAEE Ingdp X Inser FE47H i 5/ T m] U5, 15 20 BB £ 11 25 R
Ingdp = 0.804Inser +0.896
t=(47.77)(42.87)
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9. PR

Table 2. ADF test data
3% 2. ADF BRI INZESR

b
=

Eia JE 75 1B 253 55
Ingdp 0.9795 0.02" 1(1)

Inser 0.4555 0.0288™ 1(1)

T TR 5%INGT BT 1()F R B R,

[l AR ) R? = 0.986, BV E A%k S 1 0.986 (7K, Ui % [E1H 5 R A3 & e B v

@ friz H/D B THRRL A IR, IR TR ZE 7 5 2 B B A E BRI A R resid 1, 18
F ADF k360 BB T SR 22 3 41 EAT B AL ARG 36, H T ADF KB geit &-2.127 /T R HE7KF 5%
I (Il FHE—-1.953, R LAE a5k 22 5 SUAEAE A AR 1 Je B e, BIRT BLIA R 22 7 91 2 P Ra i, R4
Ingdp 1 Inser G PR R
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3) #% 2275 (Granger) H B¢ R K616

B PR A B T A, RN, GDP 5 RS2 A ER s A DGR R, (2 TAT IR 2 a] 2
B HIEAAEFR R R R LB AR SR, WA BRI, U ZX AT 22 AR RAT L
TEHEAT R 222 DR SR 56 5T 75 0 AR 109 I 0 P, DRIUL RS B 0T VAR KGEG,  DASRAS S 5 S ME
o T S AR e B 2 Ah I ), e 3E LR S AR v I (AIC) i BL 7R A5 B HE I (SC).

m ERGE 3)ATLAEH, MU EIECH 6 B, 18 5 MM IEIR A 3 NI VAR(6) i A,
W S A JE BARSCA 6. WS VAR BERY T A R EI 50/ T 1, BDFE AL P, T2 AR AL R AR 1
A VAR B FTA AR BIECES R T 1, BIFE AL A, WNZREAY R AR I ARPE G 2 VAR BEAY,
AL AR B . FEE ARRIIZE, B FR:

M EFREE TR H, B R AR MR EIEIS/NF 1, R AT 22 VAR(B) A2 A2 & .

BB G B G, B AR B AT RS 2L AR AR K . T VAR BT SRS 0 B IS M 6,
BT AHEAT AR 2 AS LR AG BRI, lags e FE 6. PR BRI HAR WL R %

H R 5)nT k0 TR “Inser A2 Ingdp MRS 22 A A ™ 1 P E/NT 1% 8 KT, AR
e 5, B Inser J2 Ingdp RIS 22 A8 AT o DRLIbG 1T DL AR 55 1) K Jie e LA IE 2 0% 3G K < J5UER R Ingdp
ANJ2 Inser BIREZEAS " 1) P AE/NT 5% K, PR 4a 5%, B Ingdp /2 Inser 4% 2= A8 ik
A, PRI T DLt DR K g e — P A s RS K R g o v L, BT IR S5 W R g 5 2 R 3G K BN RLR,
HLR S5 M e it 22 355 18K 1 52 T A BE DR B I

B P 3 AT RO 22 20 DR SR A 36 11E B GDP AR 25 38 e — 38 2 IR KA E O AR B R SR OG &R, T
DNUEBARR T I, TERTIA N 2 A AR E B 0% R AFAE I 75 R AT IR B IR . 5 R TR
JioR:

B R 6) AT, AV EZ ML A TR, Ui B RY TR o 17 RS 2 B L R AT RS 56 P )
N AIC 1 SC, HERF WL, PIAMEASLLE/N, 5 B A R A Ay, R 35 2 T 4 R 4016 00 RAFAE

H PA ESUE AT AR, L GDP 5 RS\ I 2 [ B T 7R a8 R R4, RN 3
Z B AFTERRE PR R o EAR 22 2R IR SR 56 mT AR IR, U IR S5l 5 GDP EoNERAR, R HATH &
BT Rk ) K Je R i i 22 0 3G K LA B (K ANG K S ReHE S IR S R g o AT L, QUK R iR 25l
RESCILA G KA K A5 K IR K o >k SR FE IR SO B8 A 2, AT B8 B Se 4 f 35 o

Table 3. Grainger (Granger) causality test

52 3. MBEAN(Granger) B R X R0
Lag LogL LR FPE AlIC SC HQ

0 —16.18848 NA 0.013189 1.347295 1.443283 1.375837

1 101.9042 209.9426 2.82e—06 —7.104016 -6.816053" —7.018390
2 104.8938 4.871869 3.06e—06 —7.029169 —6.549229 —6.886458
3 112.4334 11.16987" 2.39e-06 ~7.291366 ~6.619451 ~7.091570
4 117.4297 6.661745 2.29e-06 ~7.365167 ~6.501275 ~7.108286
5 120.1928 3.274754 2.63e—06 —7.273542 -6.217675 —6.959578
6 129.0903 9.227020 1.97e-06" —7.636319" —6.388476 —7.265270"
7 132.7046 3.212678 2.26e—06 —7.607746 —6.167927 —7.179612

O,



Table 4. AR root

= 4. AR TR
Root Modulus
0.995621 0.995621
0.901447 0.901447
—0.473692 — 0.745178i 0.882992
—0.473692 + 0.745178i 0.882992
0.618811 — 0.566348i 0.838855
0.618811 + 0.566348i 0.838855
0.224429 - 0.796789i 0.827793
0.224429 + 0.796789i 0.827793
0.735826 0.735826
—0.456315 — 0.311987i 0.552774
—0.456315 + 0.311987i 0.552774
—0.277620 0.277620

No root lies outside the unit circle. VAR satisfies the stability condition.

Table 5. Causality test
< 5. ERKIE

SR AR 1« SitE F-Statistic P{E
LNSERANZLNGDPAKE 2 A8 B A 34 4.91649 0.0057
LNGDPAS & LNSERFI#E 22 25 i Hl 2.96224 0.0411

Table 6. The error correction model
6. 1BIERR

R-squared 0.999503 0.998702
Adj. R-squared 0.999106 0.997664
Sum sq. resids 0.011561 0.041677

S.E. equation 0.027762 0.052711

F-statistic 2514.754 962.0490

Log likelihood 69.36222 51.40976
Akaike AIC —4.025873 —2.743554
Schwarz SC —3.407350 —2.125030

Mean dependent 1.023137 0.187878

S.D. dependent 0.928361 1.090671

Determinant resid covariance (dof adj.) 8.94E-07

Determinant resid covariance 2.56E-07
Log likelihood 133.0091
Akaike information criterion —7.643505
Schwarz criterion —6.406458

O,
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