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Abstract

A precise measurement method of core inflation is instructive to conduct monetary policy. A cor-
rect measurement of core inflation rate is the key to estimate the general trend of price. This ar-
ticle analyzes the core inflation rate in China based on the SVAR model, which adapts output, CPI,
CPI of food, money supply and import price as five response variables, and chooses supply shock,
demand shock, money shock, price shock and expected shock as the five effect factors in the model.
On the basis of economic theory, we estimate the core CPI by behavioral approach to obtain a
more reasonable estimation, and analyze the effects of each shock to response variables.
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1. 5|8

20 g 70 FAR,  HT IR A R A A P8 DT B SR AR P R I AR HE B Y 3 B
Ji, T E B K I S A Ve DR EUCR )R B T AT R . I AT A LA AR A T I AR B
BRI i T4 T BURFRI A A0t 18 B I S0 507 35 e I T, AN s2 e 1 33 il e 2 DR UK . 1972 4R 1)
I E AR P o R RS AT AN B S5 1) CPL. Robert Gordon 7E 1975 SE 15 X R G HLA BT T 5Bk
BRBEIE A 2 J5 AR AR K AB L. 1981 4, Eckstein B XIEH “#ZO@ K ’IMEE, Bz
OB B IR € SO T KB A @ B I, RIX B 25 IR 48 B A 0T a8 B 2 K R s 1]
M J5, BESE AD g 3 H AZ 08 TR I K O ER AR AN 5 3. Bryan A1 Cecchetti (1993) [21IA %0 il
DRI A2 B il A2 Bl B SE R 457 A 23 o T Quah A1 Vahey (1995)F#% 03l BRI IK & X Oid B 2K
HhK SRR 7 HANAELE K S P 43 - Romer (1996) WA A% 0 8 B I K . 4 R FE TS E 7= 1 /K P A
TEALZE P 1B O Bl T BERK - BR T 2 S 708 B2 K B R At b A% Ol K 58 3, — 8 A 2% 2 101 Blinder
(1997)%5 B2 TSR A B2 5 SR O IB i o« BAE, A% id BRI MK 11 357k v S A4 50 B — e ks A2 3l |5 K LA
L AP A RSB B R IR S S ), IR AR BRI OKP . i B Lol B K 1 T,
FERNG TR TEPI R . Gt 7 E B S B % (exclusion method) . £ 1E 35 {2 (trimmed
mean). AL A7 #7% (weighted median method)&5[3]. 2 By R 2 ] B M A0 4% 3 s BN R ZU R0 I B B8z
SR, A5 LA R A AN RS A THAZ O JE TR AK - Bryan F1 Cecchetti (1994) & H T A 7 B0 A& IE A
B, IR Az 0E A CPT T PR X H R BARER M i B B I B 7 B b A BOd A7 R A, TS IR 3 {E v
Kbt 85%HIAN A AL 3 A HEAT P 13 BIZ DI TR IZIK . Cogley (2002)1 48 1 ~F I £ R (smoothing) % fifi
THZ OB BRI & P, 8 H R A B2 T A8t X1 B H-P JE PGS RE T B CPL IR BTt 5), (H 2k
DRI I SCRF . X — R BRI IR TS TR T AR R S O AS AT R R, 15 AR B
NIRRT K AR A S . HRPRMEAE T 20 1R @ I, AN RIS I Sh BOR B R R BN, A
AR REA T R AT SE . BTV 3 EAAR S A R 2 H B HAR R (SVAR) A A (common
trend) F1BH 25 K ¥ 48 BB A (dynamic factor index, DFT). JR7Z5 %5 [A] %% (state space model)Zs, PALGFFEIS N
WA 8 I A O TR g% Dl BRI, s Aol BRI S e RV R EAT 2 AR B A, kT A S A
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Quah Fll Vahe (1995)f55E CPI B2 BIHF ANEFIET I LRI A etz 52 ma - L PR A i % CPI

0= P e ok G Y TR 10 N G S s v M 7 Yt s Wt o = 11 IR (= BT e s o/ = N AP S 8 <% RV G a7

e S, R TG A KA 2 (38 BB IK B a3, A 2 B PR U R I A b 2 0 B T ) e g
fit L, i GDP F1 CPI {E NAFFRAZ B T SVAR J7i%. Stock F1 Watson (1991)FR 45 CPT HIELHHFALE,
R 7R TR ZEB IR (VECM) R fiF R EUH 73 i BB B 3[Rl %5 (common - trend ) KA T 4% 03l B 2K
Bagliano M1 Morana (2000)H 3% [Fl#a #kAf v 1 36 B 1% 018 B 2K %2 . Bryan #1 Cecchetti (1993). Cecchetti
(1997) R4 Stock H1 Watson (1991)42 H 1) i 5 v 40 25k [FlEa 55 B A FE 4518, A% B 3 b 1 3L [F i AN
Re BRI, I DA, 42 H S ST 30 25 DR 1 i B0 AL OR A7 A% Co B B B2 K o RS 7S TR B AR U 2 1981 4F H Harvey
$EH, Burmeister (1986)8 FH itk 773200 1B B 2K 2213047 7 4kt 1M1 Harvery X AE 2008 SF-Aki i 1 1% 0o dd T i
MR AR TV T 2 b i ST AE A G B B A I B K B AT A A T, SR T BRI S
Ol B I AT R 2 o M

] A X A 0088 BRI IR PRI TS S0 AR A, K 22 Bk T AN F R AT e s sk, 45 53R
SR 0 X i A L B8 BRI AR REAT Al (4] (5] [6] [7]e AEGETHITETT I, SFEANEIERS (2004) R H] 1 5 KR
%, FEEE A AR AL R R E A% OB B K Z AT Al YERRIERTE 4EVT(2005) M ELAS 1 AIBRIE
18 IE A IR AR AP AL BEE AL THRCR o« RIBERTX = Fp 7y sb AT T 2R LR IR e 4R 55 A (2008), [F]
BFEPS K T SVAR A 53 R HIEP @B, DO FEEBE S T i E & Al R
BT K 2 o Fofh 2238 MLy T @B AT il i h o RS AQO1 IR T 231 1 LR SER]
Wl 42, FFAECERRE B TR SRS AR B A A S, 2R FH IR B T 7 R A O i B
JEMC AR AT TAG T o IX R BON AL T AZ 0B B K R Il T 07 vk o JoAth 22 25 R #EE T © A 1 SVAR
B BOIRAS 2 (B A, % FL AT BSGdk 45 2 A% OB K Bk oHEL[8] [9] [10] [11] [12].

7 SVAR YR FEANC#ETT T, FR173(2005) -2 57 15k 7 HH AN — SN 4% /KPP A2 B SVAR #57Y
RAG TR EAZ Ol T K 2 . KT ZR(2008) 7E BEFE At b 51 N T B AN 4% T HOR 1R 8 & AN 4 1 A RS
[13]o BUBEEEQ012)MIHFAZE SVAR HiAIY e Pl & SVAR B8, K=, i@ gk, Bt m gt s s A
TR DY AN AR AR Dy 32 A R0 B 1A% ol B B I 2R AT Al vk [14] RS IR D7, ), B
T ZR (201 1) B SEEES T A T A% Ol B IR IR AS 2 (S8, SR 54 DU B Gibbs Sampler 77728 Tl th
RS TR SH,  PUd IR /R 2 I8 SREA[15].

TE AR 2 W 77 3 A o] B 0 A 2 38 SRV T 1] /. Mark A, Wynne (1999)45 H T — k%0l 11
IV ARIE, 35 AN QO15)WIN IR AL, 15 4 Rk 1 Pros[16].

Table 1. Comparison of various methods

F 1 BRMWEF AR

ki B IEE % T3 ZEIMBGE A SVAR W&
iapyeia & = P P Kt Kt
A & & & AT REAE Kt Kt

s — ik & & & & & R
VL vl & AIRERE & I HEAE 5 &
Faftk & K& & & & e
i & & & & K& K&
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A TR S ANEAE R 0 B ] b AR AE —SE RO BkEE, AR B M ERMAFEIE, LIRS S
e RASE B THE R TS, SR AR, PIASCRI SVAR #R AT X%
LIE AR A T

2. SVAR &8I 755%
SVAR FEALE ST VAR HAE LGS 50 F 5. p B VAR B — R R N
Vi :Alyt—l+"'+Apyt—p+gt’ (1)
Hy NNAETE, 4 NFEIFSEL ¢ ABENIREI . (FHERE T L X RERATIME, HREN
BEE R R
y,=C(L)e,, )

Herc(L)=A(L) =C+CL+C L2 +--5C, =1, -
SVAR R fE VAR BRI 5T, — 0T BLRIR:
Boytzf‘lyt_l+...+1“pyt_p+u t=12,---.T 3)

t°

o u, ARRHEAL I FR A A1, B XA TCR N 1 BORERE . AR ATSE IR 5T L AT RN

B(L)y, =4, @)
BE(uu)=1, . 5T RN
v =D(L)y, ®)

KA1 D(L)=B(L) =Dy +DL+D,I* +-;D, = B;' « R(S)VEHWMNEHHIMMIRARIER, FrmEL
BRI NG PR w, B AR IR T w, @ B8 y, FI0ER FARCA TR E] . 455 L) M @)

EIEYECES
C(L)gt =D(L)u,, (6)
X2 L) SVAR B RIETE R ¥ C, =1, RAVHRE Dy, =¢,, WiA-77 HEUHE 153
D,D, =%. 7
k(k—l)

Eﬁ%SMRﬁﬂW%EﬁQ%M%%,ﬁ?kﬁ&MRﬁﬂ%E%M—jr—ﬁﬁﬁ%#oﬁ%

HOORA I B ARG 2o 5 AR AN AR B 2 (] (KOG ZOR 3G . ASCHEA] 5 A5 SVAR A, JUFGZ N 10
MR

3. BURNT4E

AR H A A% O B AR PR ik 52 S, BIE S BR— LE a2 sl B HLP 58 BSR4 A% 3l 1
e Al B 55 A B, IR L SR RE SR AT . T LB SR, R R KT, R
& CPIAE BT FERS e, Mrh S B I P S S BRI R 3K . Quah A1 Vahe (1995)78 X0 A% o il B I AK 12E 47 i
TR SRA] 77 A — e B P PSR R PR 222 D A% Do it B AR 3 B Fhoxss 7 H JE SR i
RIS, DRI H AR T DA — 78 2 R S WL T2 I A A e S RO S0 o R T 7™ R AN BE 56 4 e Ik i B i
K F I A S ORI IR 3R, AT i 2 2 B BT Af [ AR RO R AT SR I

HERAF R M B BTN B AR A R AT O O BORRE, BRSNS B
JuiEE, BEMEEAK. WBOECR HE R R SR N R R R R, HAKHRE, ftHLRE
2y {4 1E ST A A5 T OB A AR SR 1 B2 K AT A RE i 2 b e 53— T AT DA LWL A JEE 2 i
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IR SRR 7Y . HRAE R E X Ge it R e it S, xS iR R 2kl 22 ) UORSE: &
AR SE R A% M S R FIE BRI R IR SR BT IRAEAT S AT S 52
WEHBRAE ., BUREE ST RS FER. X\ MR L EE e 44 CPL RATFHEMN
Bk CPI PR HUK IS, AT LUK Bl sl i) 24 (0 S0 B H S0 7 e DAAS 21 A2 A% L BRI AK
fititto

AR 2001 4 1 H 2 2015 4 2 7)\RSEJE R S id A BRI ot Sk BB XS8R E 7
Wuko ARIE A I, K& % Ha 2 i 18] P AU 2k an 1 1 B
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i S R P % R B4R A =100) e ST e 5 R R B AR R 2 (4R A =100)
e KA SE R S i FE (R4 R A =100) R BE A i B A IR S5 2 B B it H R A (R4 R A =100)
BT PRGNS N G R S0 4 5L (45 1R A =100) e 2 A RS R S AR S (R 4R R H =100)

ISR SAL i B IR 55 28 BT Sl s 3 (4R =100) JEAEFKJE R P A% HE 4 (R 4R R H =100)

Figure 1. Fluctuations of eight types of CPI from 2001.1~2015.2
1.2001.1~2015.2 J\XEFERHEHENEIELURENIFR

FMRE, MR ERM M Ie B sk, B i — TN % R . P4 TR
VER IR AR RN RS R T R S R IR RO BB N, ATy T
(L 2).

Table 2. Variance of various types of CPI
F2 BEXHBENMRIERAE

X BEBLR ] b Vg i PR M

o . o § N v e
Tk AR RER T R4 3K FIAS A 2K A IEALE T FI 5 J B 2 JEREN
Wik 32.097 1.558 3.751 3.618 1.987 2.509 5.112 7.350

MITERAE, FEAEFREIRZATTZH R 0, (BB TR MRE N2, H5IHAREE
T ZZ AR PIIX BRI SR IR oy B AR 2 —. BRi~ . CPLL Se it A&
IR RS, R EH BN — R EPRE K. MR 55— N RE RSN %, IR ANL i # HE
W] B B BRI IK 130 SR AT IR (2014) 25 T~ VAR BEAL K BLAM Ak 46 % 38 B I AK (10 5% i I AN s 2
Y5 53 T[] 25 1:(2006) A B A4 SCI I A% AT Sl OS2 A R, SR 17 32t 1A 6 1) b e ol B2 A 2
FRW . PR EE DA AR 988 oA B AR O NBOR, AR E B 51 5 il o 3 BRI AK 52
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Zrbpmk, T, CPLL BMAtNE. fmAROr R IRE L3 D e, FATE AR SVAR
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4. {GitEiE
4.1. HEBESL

ACHETFEA SVAR B8, MM MAE AR NAMER &, RSN E, iz E R
TR R BEAT A0 o ARG T AL 2 AR IR LA OG I Fobh it . 75 Ribdi(v, )y AR (v,, )
PR Rdi (v, ) KGR (v, )RR ASRAH & M TR A ) i (v, ) o 3T CIE PRI FLFPAE &, BT GDP
B A BERE, DRI B (o, ) B T8 R L3 K R R os, BRI R (7, )i CPT &, TR it
B )BT XA RE M2 [FEE R RIR, B R Bs (s, ) B e CPL &R, #E AR BaN( 1)
B O R o, BT AR R B P EE R G R A TR . T UL EEE, # SVAR BAN R .

Ay, _q)ll (L) 0, (L) @, (L) o, (L) s (L)_ Vit
Az, || D, (L) D, (L) D, (L) D, (L) D, (L) Vv,
A || @ (L) @, (L) D (L) @, (L) O (L) Vi
As, || Dy (L) @, (L) D, (L) o, (L) D, (L) Var
| Al || @ (L) D, (L) D, (L) D, (L) D, (L) | Vs, |

Hr o, (L) AERSET L 25N, AR ) Mot 5 0 AN AS RN R AR AR AR, AU 25 #
i, WEIETZRFFHIR A 10 MR
TSR ARG, Wk, SR b AR e R R ORAN A R M TR AR A B o £ 3
RPN AL, A E BRI A Aes s W 2o 7= = A 5o, RIS 2
@, (L)=0,®,(L)=0,®,(L)=0,®(L)=0.
R, ARSI RTINS i 5 AATTRE AR SR AN Bt R 1 F AR A P o x5 B MK 23 1) K 3R R
O’ J—H:ﬁ:
®,,(L)=0,®,(L)=0.
B BN R AR S b RARAT O A B DR, AR A AT RESZ B TR by S A% b T O R
i, BT IE [ R 6 et () R AT RERCR 0, TR A
®,,(L)=0,®,,(L)=0.
B, SRR AN EIR A BRI 2 R B TR, SRMAKIRE, i
T SRR & b i IE 0 SR8 0, BT EA
@, (L)=0,0,(L)=0.
ZPE, 10 MK OHE, AT LR O B2 A6 SVAR BB AT .
4.2. BEUET
4.2.1. FRAMRS
VARBERER R G0 B AP RadE, TR E et 248 B HEAT ADF AL ARAGL 6 [ 17]0 U5 Y% A 52 35 7K F
RIVEFFIER y, S HA % A8 B A PR o DR o) FoAth AR Bt AT — B 22 00 PR AT R 50, R4S 2 PR 51
PRl Je i E AT M R BN y, » dr,, df,, ds,» dI, .

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2018.76073 641 Gt 5 3


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2018.76073

Rt 5E

4.2.2. BEMBHER AR RIEHK

E AR AR AGL 360 10 (R PR AR ATCHRE U AS 2 13 SR B B de A, 3K BLRRE B R SR B 70 . &8
B y, 0 dl, W ETH AL, Hoth B A28 R i 5 I 804080, AHZEROR. A HAh AN inSCH3 2 4
AR, HEZET S0 510 Zha B MERAELR, ERa s 1R a8 (E3).

Table 3. Results of ADF Unit Root Test
< 3. ADF BRQIGLER

Ap T4l & Il 518 PH i
¥, —4.077084 —3.468295 0.0014 PR
z, —2.791702 —3.467418 0.0615 RrFa

dr, -12.63358 —3.466994 0.0000 PR
/ -1.581624 —3.495021 0.4883 AFR
df, -18.20274 —3.480038 0.0000 P
s, 5.687051 —3.468072 1.0000 RrFa
ds, —3.030085 —3.468521 0.0341 P
I —0.777959 —3.468295 0.8224 RrFa
dl, —6.379480 —3.468295 0.0000 P

W g AR B ANG E UG, @S TORE VARBAY, PR P Ra e AT RS, S5 R K2 PR

Inverse Roots of AR Characteristic Polynomial
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Figure 2. Plot of Inverse Roots of AR Characteristic Polynomial
B 2. AR $iE ST AR E
AR MRE SR S RHEAR AL A, BRIk VAR A25E, Tl R Bk b i B2 75 26 fF . SVAR BBl 1145
R 1o
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4.2.3. BkrAmR 4>t

Jik et 7 P AT DL R R s % S ) R R AE AR B — N AR ZE (R 0 BT 5 RS A A R A P A B
R sk 3 3o ik ot 57 P FRATT R LA 52 8] CPI 4578 B An ] 52 3] %A~ i o O 52 1)

A SVAR AL JF FAT AT LA 3 B AR Bouf o A pk (1 SR L. 1€ 3 9 CPL e o 5,
i shock1-shockS 73314 B F ks

Response of DX2 to Structural
One S.D. Innovations

——— Shockl ——— Shock2 ——— Shock3
——— Shockd ———— Shockd

Figure 3. Response of CPI to various shocks

& 3. CPI Xf & a5 By

REMSE B, (AP T, CPIRS TREA L% . I m i ftas oo (n=FUcss) i k™
BEIN, AE S RARMA K I OL T (e KR EIG LS T s T B, CPIREZ T B o SR 1T IE W0 B A 1T LU i »
MAIIRF s e Ui AL R 80 FIRFRTBUREL, fE /Rty T, CPIRBLSE ETHE TR
%o REHE R SR MEIR G S Bt BAE TSR R AL & B s N TR, ks B0, fEfS
CPLEJK, TiAEK ] A 50

B T b ol X CPI 2 AE 3 WI AR, AE 1R 1A B 0 b oy B 52, AR rhiitid it magn, B T H30E
TERZAR (1 K, 2 Ji A T P B0 B 2 ik Xk B 1T 4ot ok F) g 23T T 100 IX SRR UM 78 ] 58 AH B B2 T B
SRR ANCEL I A P W7 H AT 225 1 DL, RN AR 20 R U7 B ] 5 10 52 T BCHEAE AT 1 S I i o B A A A% R B2
M R/ o

PEAN AT ZIE R R, N AR RAHE B TG0 8 B BAAK S Al o B35 o A D0 T i A
FIAT BN, IR FUHA RN ATRE 2 LT, AADE RTINS R 2, FoRIEm, (A0 I [
BTt IR SRR AN A 2 KIAEAE, FEAH LT E AR SR, 30 s H AR 1 55
BAGAFOME T FE, BER TR AOHERS ,  FUUDN T @ B AK s RAE T-0.

ER PR, Wk 3 Hr s RS AT IES— B F 2L NGRS Hls 45 R, B b ox i
TR A R IR B LEAR S A R 2 A AR BRI 3 Ak, 32 BIBER AN W ROR A5 m . [k
W5 R ARETRETS, LW At SR TREATRE 2 REENMEM.

4.2.4. ¥l CPI &3+
MR G 25 R AT LS 3 C (L) e, = D(L)u, T C(L) FID(L) , #EiMifFH u, BAARUE, PR
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Figure 4. Time series plot of CPI v.s. core CPI
[ 4. CP1 5% CPI B8] 751

ME 4 HRTPUE R, ORI <R ERaE N, s BN T8 S KT A AR EUH [
5. i1ig

gt Bk #r, AEE| CPI it itga b faskehidy. BRmrhds a5 i o i e B2
&L, 75 SVAR A N B 0a@ T IR P4k TH,  BIHIE 1 k%ol BRI AK 2 18 0 I IR 2 B s R 8l e
KRR E .

ASCAEFE (TR n{E) CPI. SeMft M. £ CPIAIZERE_ B3N 7 3E OB — A8 &, DUt
[ b b AR T E %0 CPL 2, SR BREE NS AME A H DS SR A AR B AR IR 7T, BB R
B RS o R E SR R S, WO RIS RE, (BN IRRX — 824 CP1 =4 T i
R

HK, KHSHBLMENTE, AMmEASRATHFHBIMKHZAN, NEKEFREEEK., 2R
AT EE2000) YK+ K, A SCH TH BRI Bl m @, /47 2002~2015 3k
13 SFR R, TheRfF &2k, SRTIASHERR th T B [ BEAS 2 i S B v 45 SR A B 22 . PR e iR i — 2
22 A 2 RN 75 255 18 B B B TR R 1) A

10> CPI BRI 138 B 2K KRS a3, (Ve [RIFE 2 1 0 B sh X 28 5 s e o 46 51 20 i
B 2 FEE BRI AT, B F BN —80 58 3N AR 25 AATTAE P2 4R

38 2 EL KR DA BR85S0 B BRI AT G0 ST I 7 2438 24T 43 4 S % CPIL
TEAAR M 2 A S IR R I Ze BrR L AT (P 22 B s R R
S5
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M F

1. SVAR 4558

Structural VAR Estimates

Date: 03/30/15 Time: 11:31

Sample (adjusted): 4 179

Included observations: 118 after adjustments

Estimation method: method of scoring (analytic derivatives)
Convergence achieved after 26 iterations

Structural VAR is just-identified

Model: Ae = Bu where E[uu'] =1

Restriction Type: long-run pattern matrix

Long-run response pattern:

0 C(3) 0 0 0
C(1) C4) C(7) 0 0

0 C() C(8) 0 C(13)

0 0 C©) c(1n) C(14)
C2) C(6) C(10) C(12) C(15)

Coefficient Std. Error z-Statistic Prob.
C(1) —0.165864 199.7153 —0.000831 0.9993
C2) —4.762196 5736.620 —0.000830 0.9993
C(3) 1.334346 0.086859 15.36229 0.0000
C4) 0.412416 0.078203 5.273666 0.0000
C(5) 0.148541 0.098074 1.514584 0.1299
C(6) 0.843626 0.207928 4.057306 0.0000
C( 7.123475 0.704558 10.11056 0.0000
C(8) 0.780447 42.45698 0.018382 0.9853
(&) —0.640879 34.82592 —0.018402 0.9853
C(10) 2.093684 113.8691 0.018387 0.9853
C(11) 0.302962 1111.486 0.000273 0.9998
C(12) 2.543318 10691.77 0.000238 0.9998
C(13) 0.844524 26.44858 0.031931 0.9745
C(14) 0.520051 189.0991 0.002750 0.9978
C(15) —2.014062 62.64581 —0.032150 0.9744
Log likelihood —899.0955
Estimated A matrix:

1.000000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000

0.000000 1.000000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000

0.000000 0.000000 1.000000 0.000000 0.000000

0.000000 0.000000 0.000000 1.000000 0.000000

0.000000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000 1.000000

Estimated B matrix:

0.095906 1.009927 0.006195 —0.146056 0.282821
—0.161672 0.073780 —0.420046 —0.023184 0.109172
—0.345802 0.560176 0.327682 —0.166093 —0.678647
—0.189437 0.283041 —1.259165 0.128026 —0.057295
—3.770502 3.303976 2.527194 6.119224 2.153542
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ok ek 7 P R

Response to Structural One S.D. Innovations

Response of DX1 to Shock1 Response of DX1 to Shock2 Response of DX1 to Shock3 Response of DX1 to Shock4 Response of DX1 to Shock5
00 \/———% 00 \\—, w0 —~_ 00- /\/R 00 \\/_,’__
Response of DX2 to Shock1 Response of DX2 to Shock2 Response of DX2 to Shock3 Response of DX2 to Shock4 Response of DX2 to ShockS
Response of DX3 to Shock1 Response of DX3 to Shock2 Response of DX3 to Shock3 Response of DX3 to Shock4 Response of DX3 to ShockS
0 0 \ [l 0 0 //\
Response of DX4 to Shock1 Response of DX4 to Shock2 Response of DX4 to Shock3 Response of DX4 to Shock4 Response of DX4 to Shock5
o 00 00 ﬁ— 00 00— ————
e 2 4 6 8 10 e 2 4 6 8 10 e 2 4 6 8 10 * 2 4 6 8 '
Response of DX5 to Shock1 Response of DX5 to Shock2 Response of DX5 to Shock3 Response of DX5 to Shock4 Response of DX5 to Shock5
Ll /\f—_h 0 \¥ 0\ ——————————— o\ ——————— 0 \/\/\_/——
3. &0 CPI &R
] #%:0» CPI 1] > CPI 1] #i» CPI
2000 4£ 2 H 100.2389 2005 4E 3 H 101.9865 2010 4E 4 H 102.2348
2000 4£ 3 A 102.9043 2005 4E 4 H 102.2349 2010 4E 5 101.6893
2000 4 4 7 101.3942 2005 45 F 102.1601 2010 4E 6 H 100.2105
2000 45 A 100.9897 2005 £ 6 A 102.5975 2010 47 H 100.7414
2000 4E 6 H 102.6353 2005 4E7 H 101.8001 2010 4E 8 H 103.0112
2000 4E 7 H 102.3997 2005 4F 8 H 103.1367 2010 4E 9 H 101.629
2000 4E 8 H 102.4096 2005 49 H 102.4501 2010 %10 A 101.0555
2000 4 9 F 102.0469 2005 4 10 A 101.3994 2010 4E 11 A 102.1596
2000 4F 10 A 101.1416 2005 4 11 A 102.1117 2010 4E 12 A 103.119
2000 4E 11 A 100.505 2005 4 12 A 101.6186 2011 4E 1 A 103.3293
2000 4E 12 H 101.4738 2006 4E 1 H 102.0239 2011 4E2 H 102.9284
2001 &1 H 101.7625 2006 %2 H 101.8996 2011 %3 H 102.5349
2001 £ 2 H 102.0121 2006 4 3 H 102.3049 20114 4 H 102.7349
2001 £ 3 H 102.2389 2006 4F 4 H 102.5098 2011 4E 5 H 102.0212
2001 4F 4 H 102.0124 2006 4E 5 A 102.7187 2011 4 6 A 101.3141
2001 £ 5 H 101.2063 2006 4E 6 H 102.0136 2011 4E7 A 101.6817
2001 £ 6 A 102.9677 2006 <E 7 B 102.0334 2011 £ 8 A 102.6028
2001 4E7 H 101.1065 2006 4 8 H 101.3063 2011 4E9 H 101.3505
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Continued

2001 4F 8 H 102.4928 2006 49 H 101.194 2011 4F 10 A 102.8519
2001 49 H 101.0075 2006 4 10 A 101.8908 2011 4F 11 A 102.8438
2001 4 10 A 99.66758 2006 4F 11 A 101.4668 2011 4 12 101.499
2001 4E 11 A 101.6619 2006 4 12 100.8642 201241 H 102.234
2001 4 12 H 100.0971 2007 4F 1 H 101.9477 20124F 2 H 102.5739
2002 4E 1 A 99.8168 2007 4£2 H 102.0023 201243 H 102.1203
2002 422 H 99.67652 2007 43 H 102.235 201244 H 102.0231
2002 423 H 99.7657 2007 4F 4 H 101.8758 2012 4F 5 H 102.6162
2002 4 4 f 100.1652 2007 4£ 5 H 101.6674 20124 6 H 103.3783
2002 45 H 100.099 2007 4F 6 H 101.0751 201247 H 102.0798
2002 £E 6 99.59192 2007 4£ 7 H 102.0568 20124 8 H 100.7313
2002 4E 7 A 100.1516 2007 4 8 H 102.1889 20124E9 H 103.3861
2002 £ 8 100.2262 2007 4£ 9 H 104.34 2012 4 10 H 102.0669
2002 4£ 9 f 101.4181 2007 4£ 10 H 102.552 20124E 11 H 101.1589
2002 4 10 100.8828 2007 4 11 H 102.8123 20124 12 102.0451
2002 4E 11 A 100.1344 2007 4E 12 A 103.1549 201341 A 102.2342
2002 £ 12 100.1477 2008 4 1 A 103.9325 2013 42 A 102.4373
2003 4E 1 A 100.2762 2008 4£ 2 A 105.012 2013 43 A 102.1238
2003 £ 2 A 100.1651 2008 4£ 3 A 104.6483 2013 4 4 A 101.8762
2003 4£ 3 A 100.6349 2008 4 4 A 104.8239 2013 45 A 101.6527
2003 44 H 100.8879 2008 4F 5 H 105.3317 2013 4F 6 H 100.2874
2003 £E 5 A 101.2355 2008 4E 6 H 103.6145 201347 H 102.9293
2003 £E 6 A 103.5251 2008 4£ 7 H 102.9679 2013 4 8 H 102.6841
2003 4£ 7 A 101.0469 2008 4 8 H 103.517 2013 4E9 H 101.0499
2003 £E 8 101.7418 2008 4£ 9 H 101.9897 2013 4E 10 A 102.0724
2003 £ 9 A 101.5619 2008 4 10 A 102.2761 2013 4E 11 A 102.3235
2003 4 10 A 101.7921 2008 4 11 H 102.0181 20134 12 102.6236
2003 ££ 11 A 100.65 2008 £E 12 104.3761 201441 H 102.3429
2003 £E 12 A 102.4388 2009 4 1 H 103.8231 2014 4£2 H 102.0234
2004 4E 1 A 102.8343 2009 4£2 H 103.1029 2014 43 H 102.5743
2004 4E 2 f 102.4375 2009 4£ 3 H 103.4235 2014 4 4 H 102.4375
2004 4£ 3 f 102.7384 2009 4 4 H 101.8707 2014 45 H 102.7237
2004 4 4 f 102.234 2009 4E 5 H 101.3701 2014 4 6 H 102.9581
2004 45 H 100.6066 2009 4F 6 H 103.0657 201447 H 101.5658
2004 4 6 F 100.7798 2009 4 7 H 102.2292 2014 4 8 H 101.1582
2004 47 H 101.543 2009 4F 8 H 101.2988 201449 H 103.007
2004 4 8 f 102.0242 2009 4£ 9 H 102.424 2014 4 10 H 101.7468
2004 4£ 9 f 102.1324 2009 4 10 H 102.2303 2014 4E 11 H 101.47

2004 £ 10 103.3358 2009 4E 11 A 103.2319 2014 4E 12 A 101.9993
2004 £ 11 A 103.6503 2009 4 12 A 101.5198 201541 H 101.8073
2004 £E 12 A 101.6861 2010 4 1 H 101.9977 201542 H 101.7903
2005 4E 1 A 101.6521 2010 4£ 2 H 102.2349

005 4E 2 A 101.5906 2010 4E 3 102.6284
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