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%4t SEACEN =3¢ & 942
"TER B AR RR, FRFYEHEL S

I

ol

e LM77 %470 & ¢ (South East Asian Central Banks,
SEACEN) #/fpa2me w3t 2023 &# 3 7 4 R jpf 4 4’,@1‘/‘%"5&?% r b
8 & g & T e W3 B, (Forecasting for Monetary and Financial
Stability Policies ) A% @ dpAZN 7 ik F + £ S fc2 FRHA > 22
B SANTRR 2. F L GRAE

AXFY S4B R X 26 4 5 Au kR ;u];x]g:s;g;g ~EBR B
ko I \ij}@?]\:é@éi CERCRLPEESHIYP LT NERLPE
2 PAFeit s W73 E 4 B ¢ (National Planning Commission ) ¥ B e
%23+ A (National Statistics Office ) % - A PER 2 PO M o SRR

\w

d SEACEN #2'¢ w& ~ i o §5 % & ~ & (Orebro University ) 2
WE P A R BN ki g ¥ 4N T
* =R 2 E ¢ (Federal Reserve Board of Governors ) 2. 5735
Fo BERERARALSTHAL S % o

AR LGS BIA T T H 2N A K Lk B %
BAp P A] & fE 0 AT ﬁp’?( regularized regression )~ E. X ( Bayesian )
& B FiE Eﬁ:" ( vector autoregression, VAR ) £2 # it F]+ -7 ( dynamic

factormodel ) % - % 3 %4 4% FE B2 & (forecast combination ) ~ %

ﬁééfc % (structural break ) % S RIZ DM IR o 5 4 A PR * o
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AR A S Rk B
o é&a{%%ﬁg [ 2 A%ﬁﬁgu;cﬁ\«id»ﬁ;(g\gﬂ,,gﬁ;ﬁ%
B AR PR IS LATE - RPFT kA Akl

’ﬁ PRI OFRT  SAFRPFER £ 0 EMA 3 5T

FAES g ¥Rl c B 0 g 5 Rl TR E
A 5F0; LEMPRER A Bl PIRR R 4 F

PER g F 000 2 R DF S B 4 R R

AR
B
s
k.
W
ﬂ

RIWCAD 2 R R BB R AL T R A A R BRI i RSB L VAR
2 L F R B ¥ Lenk B R BRI -
- SRR
Bk S B HCR] e
y=XB+e€ €e~N(0,07).

He hyinx 12l %8k B o Xinx k2B $#cet el ¥

e AL wBLFR flce d - g £ 22 (ordinary

least squares, OLS ) % 4&-] i* 45 % % (loss fuction )
Lois = lly — XBII%, (1.1)
U NS - E S - A
B =X'X)"'X'y,

Bias(®) = E(B) -
Var(B) = o2(X'X)"L.



B €'e
n—k’
d v § R RN S (ko n)o 0?2 Var(B)#ig2 + 2

0.2

o
AT 5 € X R (multicollinearity ) 2. ¢ ; @ § f3 S #cE  pF
(k>n)> (X’X)%% 7 1% (notinvertible) » & {7 B7* £ vk~ fZ o
et iR RN S R T T A GRS dr B
)7 (penaltyterm ) o 7= % » ¥ &F % ficte P R 24 (contraints )
i B 03 (shrink tozero) » "/ #F d 5-8cil & R AL > ot N5
e fF ) PP g o AR FRYEE T (supervised) i B E Y
(machine learning) = % > ZypBIH K T3 3> 74 5 VR §F
( ridge regression ) ~ LASSO ( least absolute shrinkage and selection
operator ) ¥2 Elastic Net (& f "M %5 ) & B0 o
(-) ¥afp

# 7t (1.1) 82 OLS 4F % dvifcse ¥ R FAIBIZ 2 o4 ik
(Hoerl and Kennard, 1970) » R & # i jF 2 4f 4 ¥

Lridge = ||Y—Xﬂ||2 +)L||ﬁ||2. (1.2)

#e o ABIPA L5 L2 4o 858 (L2norm penalty term ) » A 5 3333

W

%#c (tuning parameter ) > * >t 44| hdco B (1.2) V244 Sk

g

VRN sl S A R T

ﬁridge = XX+ IA)_lxly;
Bias(Brigge) = X'X +I1)71B,

Var(Brigge) = 02(X'X + 1) IX'X(X'X + 1)~

d T A FA=0FFIIE L 00 TR okt 8% 2 OLS 4



iAo oofF i sE H x o pt EERCR] R BORABITAY 0 AR S 0 A
FRREETE BRI FEA L o ATEER Y O THEEASF
M= P (Akaike information criterion, AIC ) ~ B = F 303535 & B
( Bayesian information criterion, BIC) 35 % (‘mean square error,
MSE) & & ;AP > @ 7% +F P+ 5 d 2R %% (crossvalidation ) 1&

| i MSE &7 38 #ri o

'?i‘i&fxp:”ﬁﬁl R M iR R TR 7 LR R
BedHig > 00 F Fmﬁ AL e+ 3 2220 (noise ) ;:ﬁ R RUS B o il
L BT = 2 G F R R R 7 LR DR BRI 0
mo2EE A 00 Al R T Rk o

(= ) LASSO

F & OLS 4f 4 Soficte F R A > B+ 73] LASSO i 4
& #ic (Tibshirani, 1996 ) :

Liasso = “y_XBHZ +/1”ﬂ” (1-3>

2Bl A5 L1 R4 F 5 (L1 norm penalty term ) » 34 33 58
ASPLE B A R jFAP I o LASSO £ %3 jF e~ 0% o 30> ¥ ik pF &
o6 7 £ B R R Hcen B BdRiTt 00 2 LASSO 4rv ¢ 72 £ & e
PR B 5 00 B R F A Fu fFaffdn ;Lo oo
e LASSO shflr§) 78 5 & v Fob > & F a2 g )
F17; 0% 2% % > @ LASSO e* 34165 # R ¢ )= FA)e0¥ 2% & -

A FB3F FamitEs o

Bl 15 4F 4 Solics? U] 2 0T 6 PO 7 LRl B P el % 2
g"llg’i \Zx,ﬁitrﬁ-l\iﬁﬁixﬁﬁ ]‘&'Pp IE’@I(&)‘(b) ? ﬁjfﬁ—]qjij\



DA A SR PR R R R

S EMES A BB Y

F 4L &R : Tibshirani (1996)

I RB S FAG R LA

(b) LASSO

ﬁlasso
\/ » ﬂl
EENEE A SRS o O
Fiw 7 - LASSO A5 7 ja % 8 h

To T Fom A S FBE PP IE R R BET L B R E KB T A

BroER2Z Sk W1 (a) Frffd By @d f 2 %0
B 1 (b) LASSO ¥ B, R+ R 5 0 -

d *> LASSO +
ﬁa,%%@zitﬁﬁﬁiﬁg%ﬂq

( = ) Elastic Net

€7 £ R R EC R 5 0 Fdp i i

d 3 é“ﬁ&ﬁffi’ LASSO %

B4 g Pk (feature) ; 2 ¥ -

i § AR TR AL

7 4~ > F1t o Elastic Net & & # 3 jF

22 LASSO & 'ﬁ R I8 0 B A SR 'g e4% 8L ( Zou and Hastie,
2005 ) - Elastic Net edp % Snfic 5 -

LENet -

ly - XlfII2

2n

“Z 18I + 2aliBl!

(1.4)



He oAbl i fdc o g2 ¥ i jF 2 LASSO Ak > A §
a = 0FF > Elastic Net #-% 7] ’é‘ﬁ&ﬁ?fﬁzfﬁfﬁk S8, % a = 1pF » Elastic
Net A% 3] LASSO sdf £ Sndic o etk > A~ a¥ % AIC ~ BIC &
MSE % = ;\$¢:¥ o ElasticNet 3 22454 5 £ & SR 48 > 2 ﬁ&ﬁ?ﬁf
LR REEIF (k>n) PENHF FESAT G RKTHOF
Erem o T EFHREPES DREF > BRI R DR o

|
o)
1

Bt AR GF IR R * P oo g 2L Elastic Net &2 i if ﬁ“ﬁ&rﬁ .
LASSO % = i ¥ B #rd] - vk 2 %8 (X) &7 %4 (y)
ZF G EUER T FI o FARIR T R L Bt T RIBY 8

T UL REERE S T T RS %mﬁ@ﬁ
A =R A EfE R SRS % (standardization ) {$ o
@»ﬁﬁﬁiﬂo&%’ %W&&%gﬁﬁ Sl LB R
FE ATER e B Y T (> 1) Wi 2 £ (direct) 0 348

73R 0 @ o E N (dterative ) e VB (FIER o
= ~ B % VAR
A EALS Y o VAR AV H R FREG D BT8P 2
Renhl 0o Jput it REDEE & - R BRI DV F g
Bl BRRXRY DSREHD - A T > VARFAT & T 40T
Ve =a+ A1yt + Ay + &, E~N(0,Z). (2.1)

$9 y A Mx 100 2 (endogenous) %8 £+ ag s M x 167
Bw R Ay, e, Ay A M X Minthlicet > p i 3 ensS s dc e ot o
g 5 M X 10 4 ¥ (exogenous shock ) v & » PRI T 398 0~ % B
B R REHEL T2 ¥ AP o



. (21) X740 VAR 3 BlicBE £ s M4+pXM2od % i

\\\Xr

Bt s BB ACRERETE A S8 (over-parameterization )

i R feip (over-fitting) E AP EE o AR T 0 BAE R N2 2 RS

VAR #-3] % & £ 5% (prior) T3 > TF REE Farlg] > (74 £
¥~ 4] VAR #3#  fp 3t o 0 )X VAR s 4 (Banbura et
al., 2010) -

IMABRT AR T - B R }I?%j e1E & ;%47 o Giannone et al.
(2015) #& e T 5 A s K L% (hierarchical prior) = /% 5 7~
oo M-k B TP ghdAg 23k (hyperparameters ) AR 5 {F fp 2t eigp b
B m AL S BA LG A% T Az L% (hyperpriors) 0 ¥ i

j?f}\if": O%ﬁd P g 32, H gy Fﬁ_‘]ﬂg—&r":z:
pyly) < p(yly,)p@ly)p(Y),

p@W%=jMﬂ%mmmwd&

He sy =[yyp1,-yr] > 05 VAR 2 iz $ R #c% S8y 5
pdes fe e Pl pOIY) B FRY BB AR YT DR R F A
( marginal density ) ¥t > "% 202 (marginal likelihood ) & #ic
VTS E A R R A A K R Y T R N E B A Rl
i e 4 ] °

f LB A fie ik #_F > Normal-Wishart 4 fie 5 5 88 % & 4 fieed
PAREEESF 5§ Amigkafed kp 4 fe% (distribution
family) - £ A = [ag,Aq,...,A,]'E B = vec(A) » P| Normal-Wishart 2

2yt fd B Giannoneetal. (2015) » & L5 = j2 chglpl > 1 & B Kuschnig and Vashold (2021 )-
S AP ART > T ERER S5k FeadtFA550 (closed form) SR R E o
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BIZ~N(b,ZQ Q),
I~IW(WP, d).

H? b~ QWi dikg$Hyz Wiae & S8 (functions of a lower-
dimensional vector) ; @ JW(.) 5 " ¥ Wishart 4 fiz | (inverse-Wishart

distribution ) » 4% % > Giannone etal. (2015) = ¥ g = L% T
1. Minnesota £ % ( Minnesota prior )

PR B A Y sy £ # (random walk ) 2
(Litterman, 1980) > A& 2 B * *> % 4% %2 7 o Minnesota £ %% ¥ %

T Ae T
(1, [=j and s =1,
E((AS)”|Z) - {0, otherwise.
1 i

A2 — : ) l=j and r =5,
cov((Ag)y, (A)|E) =17 5¥9;/(d— M- 1) !

0, otherwise.
e a"%lp]ﬁi&&ﬁi’ Pt R AR(L) Tl s 10 Heps 0o

A Mrdl kT mﬁf)ﬁ; (tightness) > #A1— 0> Bl A% T E 5
EE o UREAKARE AR L FL> 000 PIF AR EOT A
TR UHRARER T HRARGIER S B A S
B f o PIRBET AL daTr RIS R R BT i
Boo Bt o s Wen jip gl vl E el S 0 2 Ak
B3

2. it {ri %% (sum-of-coefficients prior)

bR SER T)*;J kA TAHRTR & TR, 2 FalpE & .

8

(2.2)

(2.3)



l\:ﬂ A" ﬁrﬁl

‘\" K¥

[N3Y

J.

& (initial observations ) 7% | » VAR #23] ¥
2t Tz A 4 | (deterministic component ) ° o

= ‘EF#\).
"Len VAR #03] ¢ iz s ¥ £ 5 TR+ enf F 12 (temporal
heterogeneity )’ & * 4~ 422 % 3 e

v 2 = ¥
T &

S A kT BB AREAT
%&—\ %Klu\ e x] éfg‘fh]g"-l’ ° q"] Loy *—J'LLL‘ L"‘:r’}t,\aln\": l/

B AE 0
LF] > ¥ o g B :x L P % VAR e03g Bl % 3R » Doanetal. (1984) 1%
ﬁi.iﬁ&‘f?i,% P }%’4« L .t}_%‘r o
e o L S A 5

"7 R EIERE T S R A A PR B
- R

BlE > HArEpe % & ( dummy observations ) :

(Y
Vi = tisg(2).

+ _
XMx(1+Mp) =

[OMX1) y+: ---:y+]-

St
A=

Y LM X 1% £

d L RETRpBEE B DT S o g
SHPIT IR B HE RRTRAFR - Fuo o BT FERLRT
W Eu—->00 PE34EN5F - BHEA (unitroot) ¥ 7 £ X F &
(cointegration ) B % o

3. Em#EA L% B L% (dummy initial observation prior )
d R ARNE R BT L3 2 FEM % & Sims (1993)
Ko FBLZ B35
y[
yi-;(I-M - E )

1
xI;('-(1+Mp) [g' y++r '"ry++ .

5o ll‘u‘%‘ﬂ P T A 4o iE 2 2 VAR 3] enig 3t ™ » { A kyaih ¥ & > r'r’IEp(Ytb’p ,Yp’ﬁ)
6 gt pF VAR H04) P o R e ik
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N

B o yhE s e i’é%“\ﬁx&}iﬂi%?ﬂﬁﬁf& » F8 > 0o R
SERLBFA G ES >0 B VAR ¢ chsfici- 5 8 2LiE & ok
(unconditional mean ) » #-3] 2 7 # £ BA5 38 (drift) «shE 137 & A
o EmV R R BEEM G-

52 91t > A Giannone etal. (2015) » & L% 1l < VAR # >
o242 %8s A u~ 0¥y, - Giannone et al. (2015) #A~u~ 4
L S A ek €% Gamma A fie 0 @ /(d — M — 1)RIK 5 & Gamma

(inverse-Gamma ) 4 fiz °

=~ &0 F1 53]

Fl+ A G S RO R IRy SRR AR
B2 7] (unobserved) e A (latent) F]5 5 @ & SHZLEH LT
384 > PIF A R fAHTE 2L (measurementerror ) 2 H fhp o

Fl o B R Gk B ESER D C RhE R RS ,;cﬁ&\,ii I ek
A% B EREMAR DD o blde s BP 2 AL 4F (Gross

N

Domestic Product, GDP) ¥ AL (5§ § (AL v } R L ¥4 - % &
FPRTARFF S AL AP ZT LB A ENEE A H Y 2

TR AR, A TP HAS ) TE YL E R AT s o

ETTRS

- a0 ST A
X, = AF, + {,. (3.1)

HY X, 5MX 1607 gLz 8 (observable variable ) v  "F, 2 N X 1
AL TF]F B E AR MXNehF S § ;‘1 (factor loadings ) 4" » . P
5 # -+ & (idiosyncratic disturbances) w & 3£ 38 o & (3.1)

¢ ’thau gﬁp""_ﬂi B i\.#gfﬁg ’ \—"{@:P‘ "nt: (Stﬂth) m—/}\ o ¥ LL ’

10



30

Fay BN o R RRF LG B A R
F,=AF,_ ++AF_, +e, (3.2)

B oAy, Ay i NXNOGRBAEL > e 5 F470 o ot g BEF+
shp Adw EER S 0 (3.1) 248 (3.2) AR s Bl HC -
d ¥ Av o R TS HCRI S 5 R L3 B (state space) #3697
0 775 (301) 3V 5 BIE 2 425 (measurement equation ) 0 F5 JE ¥ B
RPHFEAVIREBPROEALFFI2ZFOM G (32) 3P 2 BE
= #23% (transition equation ) > * *“ 7 B AT+ 2 B ehds G M 05 0 A
A5 VARQ)BER b4 5 53 BFF(N=2)8xisa #H(p=

2) fode fE FS A B (32) AP A A

fie al, ai, a?, a?,fie- 1

f 1 1 2 2 ||,

2t | _|az1 azp a3y ai,|| 21| 1 e,.
f1-1 1 0 0 o [lfie—2| |0
f5-1 0 1 0 0 Iy 0

phob s iRt o R F] G iEN 0 gt - KT Ii&%ﬁ:i'l
sfie 1§ A2 & (goodness-of-fit) & Baiand Ng (2002 ) e 2 2 ],
B {¢ > T¥ £ Kalman filter & i = & & 47 (principal components
analysis, PCA) % 3 28 F g3t od BB E~ | § R FERI %
SRHT R

RIARRIPE > VBB P R BB LT]S LR ol GE R
3 BE RPN F AR AT 1P (A> 1) %7 E 4R
plen= a0 d o (32) RBA VARQp)FR > B B F 8 e
T i 2 B e LB T2 5t 7 B 3 VAR(p) M A i e VB EAER
{57 WM& EFF T2 4% 7 4L Stock and Watson (2011) -
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5~ EARSE R hdp B 3R AL

SERLY R BRI b A G S ER R R E
g B TR AT F A & AT

A
S

Al % T A3 A 2R b 045 32 (misspecification ) 0 #E A B3 e
SALRIE I R ART S AT R SERI A 2 IR

'Hﬁ\

PEA o Bk — B IERIPE > ¥ BRI T AR TR 2

#2 (data generating process, DGP ) » ¥ A 3pRIH B R - 57

*‘“‘}
\

X

SR

5
i
5
A

Ei% ° ‘/E—'? K%{.l' ’ l’i/’?’f‘%ﬂ,i‘ ﬁ:”ﬁ .}/i/é"' 3’;‘?#—'— 3&1% T F”f";f il 'ﬁ;‘ g 7
fF* DGP > ¥ DGP 7 ¥ i £ 5 2L 2 i (non-stationary) |+ > ¥ €

BRI R A R AL o B dofe AR SR R R L T k)
E & RAR o

- ~IERE S

TEELE R KRR
BT o 3B P F MARPREA PP o R ERIER ( point forecast )
St oo - F Renie g2 N e 35 B T35 (simple average ) ~ ¥

7T 359 (trimmed mean ) ~ 4 MSE nif|# (inverse MSE ) T 5 & ~
2 MSE #t 5 enif|#ic (inverse rank ) ¥ 53 ## & &% OLS % Eﬁ ey

Ao
1. BEITS  HLB2 FaiERIERGE T35, 7 47 5
P
1
fow=5 ) fe
=1
flwl}]ﬁm?ﬁzﬂlﬁ ’P%“TF“/E'“E'—’?’ F ood Wt kE BBA
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LAER AR R o ok E D A R o RS
b % 43 it (outlier) #F @ 58 o e v e b I o ff H T 30509 ) 4

BAAE G {3 H e Radeamie s 3 b Tagplie

W

3.8 | (forecast combination puzzle ) ( Stock and Watson, 2004 ) 7 -

LB = fﬁnrg BRI RN A TR B s L BT e UL

HEZPFE v 475
(1-1)P
=P
fom = P(l —21) i
i=AP+1

B A5 BB ERMEAIFREZ 0 o blde FA=010 Pl £
fﬁxrﬁ 2 5 K 10% e R E S > £ 3 B 14k 80% iR B

BT iao

"4 MSE éhig|#ici® 5 i £ 1 F A1 MSE § i RIA T 503§

FEo v A AR OEE o T AT A
MSE;*
fi—msezml fi-

He > MSE;19 5 % FEp| #5342 MSE ehif|dic -
URB e L HPE X2 Bk MSE X » @ 434 H03)
¥ MSE 2 #cit + |2 (7R A 0 £ kg H P B hp s

_
T T &T A

P
Rank;*
fi—rank = f=1 Ranki_l z fl
=1

~=t

_1,
o

W AE R e & W B2 f2 3% 0 7 % L Claeskensetal. (2016) 2 Chan and Pauwels (2018 ) °
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# ¢ > Rank® % MSE e 5 » 439 MSE ehficid - d | I + 2 5
%1,2,...,Po

* R ABITL T o BRI B L AT
X7t
P
y=a-+ E w;f; + ¢,
i=1

#2eoy3 B%%%%’E%i&&ﬁ?fi‘i%;’a‘wié%f;’ Sl o Lt id A

d 3 BAAT o T L IERIEIET 7R E (biased ) » 2 2

¥ @37 % (unbiased) chie EFRIE S ¥ - > 6 > d *wdas

RS aRREED ke A0 2 DEEFE AT M S
G E’éj‘r’/”;?‘/? iz @ > JE o ”ﬁ fod ?E'}E']f;_‘g i
Timmermann (2006) 2_ #8338 -
=~ Bl
Sl S 4 2 2R (irregular ) ~ & %7 (discrete) ¥ X

ca (permanent) e % (Eklundetal., 2013 ) &4 > g #Hc2. B 0k
g\

GE R R e a d S SR A LFHEA Rl L2

8 “f 1 BRIE R 2 ¢b s @ & FER] (density forecast) * ¥ 4 12 % & - ¥ 4 A Hall and Mitchell (2007 )
# Kascha and Ravazzolo (2010) 2 3% o
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$ H192& L2508 (longmemory) 75 » @ @ TR € "EHF D 4 4& 2
§ R R T S @R ik R ) 0223 DGPo A TR TR
FER B A IER A B AN chfe il B R AR L o 2K
PoFREELER AT IRF RS FLRRRAL R
En BPHA RIS F o d R B0 AT DA SR F R W

Foo BTG AT o R R A ER] ek 2

B BT EFART (rollingwindow ) & {7 &3t > & S B FIFF

A

@ % (time-varying)~ 5 ¥ % #& 3t (Markov-switching) & 4] > ¥ &
Q[E”? + #’ﬂ,mféfk/z‘ ° Bliﬁ'ﬁﬁti'&"&l/ﬁ‘ ,ﬁrxﬁ’-‘\‘ m‘*v}#ﬁ% R

—‘F"f pl7 * st R (adrupt) (5 ek fE d& 4 o

B R TR H e R @R I IR ok MR R
AR F TR~ o — dm 3 o %’f‘g&’f#&i%mfﬁ%b o P i B4
Chow & Tt 7z (Chow, 1960) ° 5 F B e ¥ P g A 5 I ¥
# 24 Bai—Perron # Z_ ( Bai and Perron, 1998, 2003 ) - ja &% = » &
W2 30Ty 3 5 Ul o bl [ %2 R RS2
PRI R IR R T E LT RT 5-15% BBk A - TP
IR TR R e E 0. £F 0 PRt ROFERG TY o RS
W S ARBTG5 0 M b B R e R .
Pesaran and Timmermann (2005) £3%k > * % i3 2235 pH00) ki A

o BB DR TERINCA SR s 128 -

Stk gt R e drengiE e g T B A 0% B0 & R 5 % dicdf 450 4 Lenzaand
Primiceri (2022) # Cascaldi-Garcia (2022) % < [il—’ﬁ COVID-19 # Hehgi2 >
10 Chuetal. (1996) % A=+t Tyt $ 4 ¥_, (fluctuation test) #% ) TP & §32. %’l‘#_h‘(%mk&/z -
A Zeileis et al. (2002) #E.pr o

\\\}{y
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U IR LIRS AL I Sif "#25&  (robust) ehfE ;R
LB TIRR DALY 0 F T T EF M. SR DT o bl T
e ®iMp VAR 3] ¢ ehi- T RS > NIV B T B EERD
(intercept correction ) 2 " i & % 4 | (over-differencing ) &= 7%z %

788 % 2 (Clements and Hendry, 1999 ) o = ¥ e IR G2 IR -1

o FHEAT KR B ME > RIEEREERE R UK
RISE - FF L2 p 303 Y ab AR g - p gt 2 b > R TR g

(pool) # e enfird &8 F3n » ot 1 FI4& L e3F )
2

C

o

© 4 3R 5 »% (Clements and Hendry, 2004) ; g fpic % ¢

PF At

<4
nH

FRT > B R RIERART Li”}#?ﬁ??'] EoREANELE TR
4% ik en3g Pl & I (Pesaran and Timmermann, 2007 ) ; @ 7
COERUEgE S, STerh (diffusion index ) ~ # ft %]+ #-7] > & @ * R

£ 47 % (mixed-frequency ) eHEHL % o

¥z }I?;Je}éi HoT RO BT ehik A LR € - Kapetanios
etal. (2015) {4 = f it * (1) 0B aifipl 4 0 o i3 boif e
BEARLE KR 5 (2) mdpficic A - T 35 (exponentially weighted
moving average) * i BRI GiTH HTHL G A R E  f 5 B DT
g ieig g ;5 (3) 1 Mk de | A 2b TR | A THEE - Glde §
SRR IHEE O IR B AR U TR RS e E ~
AR IR OTORR TR E > Ty REPIERE R o

Hogh 2 pe b2 $Esf o #0838  E (add factor) ¢
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B et 0] TR S OEHRS R F

P AT RN A BREICRE AR GREY - » L E

d Fx lr’}i%-é‘: y 1]

RGHTFRI LR {4 o d 2 E % X B R BEhTR Ty
£ Tl ARET WAL )T g0 R

kS
R R AT L IE LR 6] o

B S iRYp e RA o TE G BEROL S S

& kT % gy (bigdata) RAEEA A FF 2 3F IR
P pRIE At R R ot RS R EG B RS AR

BREM o blde o LR (2005) B T RS B R EE

Fao LFRAHEARSE SR LR & BT A (2012) 3%
T ARERRE (2020) ¥ B0 FlF A 2 < R A RSy C D

ﬁfﬁ % 45 8 (financial conditions index, FCI) » & 4 3L FCI A4F L

=N
3

CARE P VR B BEASERaRE TR P B E (2014)
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