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T IEATAE 2 4%, 28 A=l & R P E R 1990~ 2008 4F [] Y 0 BB 5 AR 20 E 0160 . M 4H
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R EE R AT LT B % i K & R v 5 00 AH J 38K i W A1 78 28 0% R AT
i, Nolivos and Vuletin(2013) 1A A i 52 12 Bk Bi 68 75 7y — > B 00 B (%) SC Bl AE T S A7 0k 7 1 .
SRAT R ST VR, N AT R SO E 0B T LA SE B R K (4 9% X U S H Rl . Talvi and Vegh
(2005 )2k H T 38 5 B2 K R AE R B ER , TN Bl 25 9 R[] J2 3 SOB0 B3R ) O RR A 25 S 1 2 22
J A« i v [ BSOS A T SR B I 3k [ R R AR B, A T AR LR A
) F I 2 0 Bk 2h B S 30T R R v I BB 1 R AR AR B S TR IR E A

5T B A S B U1 A B B 35 4% BRAE JE Barro (1979) BB UACSF- 4 5 BE, B, 3 3 5 22 9% J
1 B8 Ak, AT DR BEIO T 7 0828 55 2803 14 i 8 30 e (IR, 76 B 3R A8 BR324 S 1
5T, WIS RT3 53 7% 7 2 I 7 O 28 T R AN T A8 £ 522 00 S B0 M AR . 2 % S o i TP B A 48
I, AR D ST R R B WO R, AR 340 (Cooley and Hansen, 1995) , {H 2 [ Br % A 17
YR 56 35 PR AR KRR B Ll 29 7 ke b ) 5% (L 2 0T A5 B 5% ) 7 28 B fa ML 9T R S it 1) 20 =72 W08 I8
R, TR 28 U A LI BOURT 6 {5 TR 923 R B R 9, LSBT K8 43 & e vh [ 52 0% BURT 5t 5 LR
BT S5 TN A5 7K 32 B R ) O AR B AR AR R BB P 7R [ B 9E AR T 3 Al 9% (Kaminsky et al.,
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JIE ] 39 0 S i B A A AR AR
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UGt 55 109 w3, S ORI B S H 23 ™ T 5 e WU B BSRE o S0 R A W, AR 22 SRR T BRI 9% 4
P ke ik #b L AR BEE (Woo,2009 ; Halland and Bleaney,2011) , Alesina 55 (2008 ) 1A K BUR 2 H K1) 43
T BRI BT IR AN AR T A A

I3 IR A SRR AR A T B B b R T BRI A R A S LA AN | A ]
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UK B=0, W) I B S 2 5t S ] (procyclical ) B 5 4 2R B>0, b BB 2 AF J& 3] (acyclical ) 9 . 75 5
fa B A T v RN T R O e R U A3 B AR OC R AR BRI AT
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MR AN SIS 1 25 B 9 0138 £ 18 K (Hou ,2013) o Horh (i 5 — A4~ B #BJ2 IWF BUBURE J& 101 98
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fli it B2 K5 TR — A 5 1 B bl B, X A% O i R B R At 45 ) 8 B R AT IR H . Lane
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S WP B S Z RIAETE N AE DGR o TERRMERY LR 28 T 2 AU oy | IV BB H 38 0 3 B0 B 75 SR 3
5K, T 20" H 208 I S AR T B i ok A AT 1 i W S R SR T R 9 P (Tlzetzki and
Vegh,2008) . 75 HE A48 vt B AE 42 v | IR St B 38 in 2 3 SO0 00 I 2800, 3500 2 5 e 3 2
R B 57 sh it 2 . 57 sh k2 938 hn , i — 20 S BCR A PR G I, 5 B 5 48 K A i 3
Jin (Barro, 1979 ; Baxter and King,1993) , i PiFF E & &R 0T LAAS Y 7™ H X6 0 B4R £ i s TF B A5 1 45
1B, X R 2 (3) 77 AR e N A T e A 1) [R) B M ) B (simultaneity problem) , 5 27 512k
OLS fifiit balkeffiit i 22 . MIIE B, 5o iR AR & AR PR 2 84 THO7 i 2 28 & A [l A T 2R
ik B0, Alesina 45 (2008 ) % F &AM IX 4 7= 8 )% B VE S T2 AF | Andersen and Nielsen(2007) .
T5 204 5K 42 (2009a ) # H B IR — > sh A AR B B RIE HI R e ) SRR 7 vt He ATk 1

g=f () (2)
y=¢(g) (3)
= (2) 1 (3) itk WRAE AT A HE R, A .
&=By.+e&, 4)
Yi=VE M (5)

o o, B0, R AR SE R e 5 2253 3 kot F oy, | Byl <1, ORI R IESE 5514 Eeu=0.
I BB 7t 22 18] A DE S 5 R R >0, 3K (4) B W BRI R B (1) i — o X, B4 SRR
Ak TR (4)BFEATE R HIE 200 777y, B P A P )8 33X ol 2000 7T BB £ 5 B00T 45 R A R 1
P A BB (Lane , 2003 ; Rigobon , 2004 ; Jaimovich and Panizza,2007), 415 FRA DK =C (4) F(5) BT
KRG AT LA E] g 5 5, A OC R ECH .

Cov(gi,yi )= (1—,187/)2 (yo:+pos)
KR Ao BT BOE 02=0, T >0, 1 .
Cov(g,y. ) |o>0

XA R I B SR S S Y, B B<O, FRATTAL AT DA H 3 s 7 5 I AR i 22 JA] Y 1 AH OGO
Fr, DT DT 5 OSBRSS SR 2 ML 3 )

Bt 22 A1, 1T BB 55 A7 76 W0 AR i J5 R G 1 0 23 BN A2 2%,

(P4)SVAR HE4R

EAFTERRPE T P15 00, NI IR S5 R A2 2tk . FoATAT LR —A> VAR BEADRMESE FiR R .

AY,= ;21‘ C\Y +Bu, (6)
4%E?M’Eiﬁ(4)$ﬂ(5)ﬁ@—ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ,Y,=(i | I A et ¢ 00 y X5 G 22 B g
Hly 10 K B A6 SRR . B R R ACHG UM B 25 1 ,A:([; o)
C‘:(g ’; JEL an=my, WU (6) 3 F )7 B4 (4) (). 528 Blanchard and Perott (2002) 9.

VAR $UI s FATIRE , IXAEAFFRATAT LR VAR Jr ettt = (6) i & 5 I X (4) F1(5) .

O K FARMAENER SVAR HESL A PEAN 2 X i S 7T 2 W Tlzetzki and Vegh(2008) .
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H(5) A (4) IR (4) F20TT I, AT A5 .
81— aByt—l +'yﬁgt +B,ut+ Erl

UGG Qa2 A i R IR =i T U VA R S o

O _

. =B (7)
W2 Ut i 5 1 31K o 107 ek BORS B il 38 1 (1) 2 5 I B pR R
F 2 (5) 7 A (4) I8 2 (4) 2w 2 191, AT 45

gz+2: (Olﬁ +BZ7’) (a}’H +7gt +/~Lt ) +B’y<9z+l +BI~LH-1 +€t+l

AT a2 S0 A Tk e i
%2 —appy (8)

't

UL AR . — 2 F 10U eRECOE T — 300 o0k 7 1 850 470 oo D SR 85 ) 18 e 1 A B3 — 2
OB SR AT 5K A0 1Y) 30 0 B U] 2 B 2500 2 By o T IV BB S SRR T 7 4 A48 A 1 4 el i 2 48 S
WetE Rt o A R g
A= (7) A= (8) T A
e O gy apepry O
o e
T R IE R E R H IVIGMM G046 T 0 BB AT T 7 Hh A8 A0 i 4 BB, T VAR AT LUK
WP TER A 5 0 7 78 AR B R R R 4 o0 B8 Ok o X AR SR AR IR B Ak T 7 AR A A R S L m)
DA 37 0 R GEPE AR AT T I BURE R SOy . 2S8R, X TR ISOBCR 1) et 25 A 25 LR R (T zetzki
and Vegh,2008)

LNt Bk SRR AT SES

EL A STk T & R v ] S50 Jis) 390 ok JBC 1850 5 1) it Ao 2 2R v T A il T 3 24 TR L IR 48 T ) EE AR
AGE =TI, BECEE X BUA 28 5% i B AR S 20U J v [ 52 000 BB 3 6 5 08 & 288
SO RO N N RS 7 Y AV S 27 N

RS 2R BRSNS J v [ G BRI 300 00 SO i PR S HE A 28 5 f ML IR AR X A [ B
5T %5 3K, Kaminsky 25 (2004 ) 1“3 A 5477 (when it rains , it pours ) 2 JE 25 & & v [ 52 W UL
R T I 4 O 24 TR ) PR« 2 K e v [ G 2 B SE AL, — A s 1 B O O S A PR S AL
FRA5 BP9 T B, 3 B AT AR MEAE [ PRt 7 o LW B s th 28 25K, NS A P T B 48 BUR |, 5
SOV BB E W1 H B, Calderon and Schmidt-Hebbel (2008 ) %& B LA 4 %% 7= (5 GDP 1 L 5 fy i
(18 < T 3 X T 306 ] 00 0 iR A B AR T XA SR AR B TS SR 0 S AR S8 i n
Caballero and Khrisnamurthy (2004) fll Riascos and Végh (2003) & Bl LLFA A1) A B8 7K S 1 ¢ 7= Fp
G PR AR 1 [ s 4 Rl T 3 249 oA BEL Lk 17 336 ] 0 0 42 14 S

o OB S TR B KR I A 5 ) T 28 T = o ] ) G AN ) 45 ) R ) B 2 03], 28 U 2 R R 4
il 24 R b S R 1 - T SR A LI S ME L S5 I8 4 JE v [ S AT ANTE BRI A 2, LA XS e
Bl AT R BRI 22 T iR 2 A G IT AR B, i T A Jre v [ 5 1 o B 55 A, Ao — AR AR ME Y .

Tornell and Lane (1999) #l Lane (2003 )4 ti , 73 F 4 0 T2 LB IR A 55 4, 25 T 2O™ 38
FiF FRS AR 2SR v ) 43 T U BRI BE TR, BT U 7R 28 % B SR MEHR AR AN 15 I =2t i R ) 4
T 25 T BUE R A A5 30 Hh I — RE 1 A5 55 ) L, 2R S AE SR R A BUR AR I HL 2y . Talvi and
Végh(2005) 73 1 TR “ 5T A5 50018, BIVEURT WA Y B8R I8 Bl 2 o B8 22 B B0 Lt i -5 2

6



EFRIFIC ouEz3H

o S AR T J] 408, 2 A R 18— i A S 0 7 i g, R ok B R I8 80 14 [ N, S B0 R
JESHEAE L, Alesina 25 (2008 )4 Fiy T 15 BT BT YA A AT LI ffr S 50014 J68 GG 5 55 7 1k 2% i 7
ZH . BT U AT AR A Ay 1 ERTE RIS Y B o BRI 0 S, DA A AR Y
P37 o A ATT A B, VO SR ] 90 T B By 1 R W ) B = o B R B v H X A S 1R O
B3] IZAESE 0 Thornton (2008) % 1960~2004 4= 37 A~IEYH FE Z A58, & L5 Alesina
S5 (2008 ) 1Y 245 16 AH Sz, AS T Wy A I 1) 58 0 B0 ok B i B A B 22 i I JE B 4R AIE . Halland and
Bleaney (2011 )%} & & i [E 41 43 & B, W 5 R EAAR 2 (2 HAC HIOF A EH 2,

NSRS BT #A B 7, W0 B0 5 ] 01 AR A1 1) IR 28 B 2 ot 5 T iR ] i B BT it Frankeel 45 (2013)
K H I B [ 51 RUES: 35 %X (International Country Risk Guide,ICRG){E QAR & | & B AT 00 Ji] 1)
WF BRI SRS 114 ] 9 s ] R I 6 v (0.82) , I J] S WA i 1B 5 I i o ek A 1K (0.48) , S5 BV B BUR
JIGE 5 0 200 306 ) S04 6 Bl A ) ) o) SO A A4 B T K (0.47-0.55) o ATk — 20 SR T H AR ik
PR N A PR A5 R R R e W BB R TR SRR AIE B9 Rl Duncan (2012) #1 Calderén 55 (2012)
I BRI B BRI R B K 22 Kk A= HE 55 ) (weak institutions ) FY E 5 . Slimane and Tahar(2010) X} 1
Z AL AE (Middle Eastern and Northern Africa, MENA )10 4~ % R £ # 19 41 3 B % 1980~2007
AR T A BT R T 2 58 Ak T B0 R 9 I BOBOR A AR BEACR AT RESE L, {H Abdih 45 (2010) 1
WEIE o S R AT 28 A~ [E 58 40 4F SR F I AE IR 2 5% JR 01 3l H7E 2009 4F X 58 1 2
Tefaplrh, A —F 10 [ 58 SE B 1 W IBOBE 3 30 J] S0 90 4 IWF BB 3 2 ) 32 B Aot 55 I B o AR i 47
EAHT [ SR GE IR BT A5 0, 3 b Bk O A T 2 A I AT R A K A 3 ) 30 b B
R 45 25 ]

WA 3 B A A3 DA Sy 2 52 Wi W EES B0 SRE Jol BEA R 1 E B A R L Woo(2009) & B DL KL JE 5 BOK Ay 1
(AL 23 EAA i 2 1) 22 A P 2 S B0 BB o 0 42 ) 2 D AR R X A G508 T R RS
R () S UEAIF 5% Br 32 45 . 911 4 Halland and Bleaney (2011) %} A& J& b [l K () 20 A & B, % T & v [
FRYF WA ST TE R AE 10% 07K 1 b 225 PR i a2 v B e /N Tl BE TR R

SRSy TSR s S ]

] 5% 2 T 5 b 7 SO )2 T (7% WV S0 IB5 5 J) 3U0 AR AE I S S TR) , — FBESAR 36, b SO 1) J U0 R i o
JE % . Abbott and Jones(2012b) X} 23 /> OECD [ %€ 1995~2006 41 77 B (sub—central gov-
ernment ) [ AIF 5T & B J7 O BLA G e BRSO ™ E5 9% I OR300 1) &8 AT ol kg R ()
R AT B T Mo 7 BURE ) BT AE RN (voracity effects) .

TR} b 7 BURF 55 % 324 B9 SEIERTFFE o, Vegh and Vuletin (2011) 858 1 0 BLBEHS 3= XAER T
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