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ZE, SED, TOHRSORGHEICOWT,
Rel, %L EI 7 0 ORKE T L 2 BT
B mER L 72 e, —oofifEAE
H (L OEAIEREES R EROEL &
%) 2F DD (ZOHREAAR % HFED DSGE
ETNVENRIELH D). KTZOHFEAE
R DTH LD, FIERIOLERATIIIE <
ONWHEEZR Z LN L iz, R PERER &
RH L) BEFEATTEER AR (D
B AT & 2 OB DR R 7 ) (28 2 2
WA, 229 LTHELN ELER) s
FeEBICHMEEEIC L VB CETH LD, WUl
FIEEZWRELZL LOL7-0IC, ZOoBRD/IT
A=y —|ZEBRN YL BALLERH L.
DINT A—F —PJLEITE O TUE, MOKEH TR
MEREECHONEEZOTETHEALD,

%43 5 (2013)

& B\ DORERIAEFT R T RE 2 T2 A B3 72
AT EBIFENT, ETVEINEROT—5 L
M UATEI 2 RT e ) hoFy 7 2@ LT, /8
T A= — %@ AHE T % (calibration exercise)
CEDMTEND Y. ZoRHIILT, REIICE
TR T — & LA RE E 2R LS
BIZEDOT, MHOT XTA—=F—DRELED
2) EVEENE T T 5. Rl Tlk, Zo&elEE
BWREEZIEL T (D s L TOHODSGE €7
W] bENDZZL LTS,

KIZ, ZOpHTEIFER & L T o DSGE £ 7V
DR RRT AP TEIEREE RIS 5 D Lk
fiLTA LS. DSGE ET VA AT HIZIE2 D
DWEHBLETH D, | DIEET VOB - O
FRTH L. bhom, E7VIEEDHE,
AT 229 i #5NEE R (nonlinear system of
expectational difference equations) (2 & ) I 1
5. ZOHBRARRITHATIVIC C 2 L ANEEA
TRETH 27280, I LIRS 2 fi
LT (Bl ed) BEETE W ReZ iR
WZEHR I NG AL R R OEIC oW
Tl&, Blanchard-Kahn's method [4], Sims’ method
[45], Klein's method [25] & OVRZEMREEEH A
% Uhlig's method [48] % ENRLCHIGNTHS.
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ZTHUZHHST, BEROGWILTI DL —VsFDH
T hBBNIEIN A,

HERET IV ET— 5 OFEMEIZOWTH O AR
MHOARTHL ). FRIERIZH T 2 MG ET TV
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L CThZvy. EDON O statistical moments % F
T, TNOPHEOT -5 0FNEMEOTH D
2> & 7, impulse response O 77 7 VT EN
PHEOT— OB P THE2EHH», HT
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BAEMT L e LCHTTHEICRHEN TS
% D73, Hansen [21] LIZKHHSNMEITTH S
Generalised Methods of Moments (GMM) 72 \» L
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HARERE 29, ZOMEEREHIIEOES
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NVEROBE 2 AT AEELRKEE X205, IE
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IERICHEIN L CEmMBOREEO Y 32— 3
NI RFTO T A BBIE LTIE, Gali [17] (p50),
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PUFE5 4 8T, New Keynesian I 43 @l BUR 34T
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DYIAL—=2I XD MWL B HEE;
THOLPIZT L, RWTESEHT, ZoMERD
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ZWEWVSERT) T HEMAUEET IV E R
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SRUEOR 21T 5B WIRIITR SN 5 #5127
Ha N7z,

4. New Keynesian £aIBERIESROIRR S
ZDRES,

AREi Tl E D New Keynesian £l R 547 12
hoNBTU MY AT ETNVERT. New
Keynesian O EEHER) 72 7 )b % FEHIZ UKD 72 3¢
Jik& LTI, Christianoetal [9], Gali [17], Walsh
[49], &2\ i3hniE [51] % EEMbH LA, 22
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Y. 0, mIENETNHEBEH, 47 LED
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7 — VaeHlE AR 9. 01X CRRA ¥ 1 T OHE
BB ONRT A =% — BIXERFTO KR
discount #, = T=UTPD) g, 1o i o 4 7
O ¢ I BB O FE RS % 8 AR e TR,
R

() X1, REFTOREITE 2 5 Euler
condition 225515 b DT, FEYV A FOHE
% 7~ 3 expectational 72 \» L forward-looking 7 IS
RELTERENL ZEHE V. THICHL, (2)
ik, A E IC nominal rigidities % 3E A § % 72
&, i B 423122 v T monopolistic competition
wARE L, I, EHEEIZ DT Calvo rule
(Calvo [7]) #EATHRLELTHOLNZL DT,
BEAGH A N O % IR 3 aggregate supply (AS)
A, #7213 New Keynesian Phillips Curve (NKPC)
LTINS L DTH 5.

22T, s (1), 2) REARGHILOR-L
DEFTIE R\, HEOERILHE S I RITO4
BLBGR 2 WUk S RO (3) XTH 5.

i=ay,+bm+v, (3)

Z® (3) Fd, Taylor rule |ZHEZFFRFETH v, &
MBIl 72b o Tdh 5. EXFHENIZIE,
(3) XiE, (1), @) 3> FKMEY (5,
@, ) RELEIANL, ETNVEMBE L2012
BAINDDERANL. L2 L, &EBURH
DI S TIE, 2o 3) R—iFlC, MR
B0, —IE, SVERTAY ) - VIV I ER
T BEEE LCOREERIZSNTE D, S
DU EZOTH LY, ZaTTH R, 2
DOIEFEFEETIZ 001 (1%) O I Y 7 & H~,
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zhh (1), (2) Rz@LTHRRERIZEDR)
RSB RIETh, RERETAILICLD, e
172 BORE R O HBRANORELY S I 2L —
MRS, EENDZDITTHS.

L2L, 209 L72ENFIZIERDR D) R EERAH
BT L. —fkiws LT, MERRET (white
noise) U THAENI IV /AL L%
DO THEMBCGEOBEENEH L ENDDIL, £D
B, AiEAR (=5 HI#0) % TIC available %
1FEE L O T LTIE, AADHIET S5 2 &hHizk
BHOIR) BB DIRESND Z LA FHRT 2.
TR REEIL, SREERTIANLHIEE
ELTHRPDIR) b o—fI~E, ERlER
BATOW TEBN R I ADEAE L7722 EITESR
WOEFEAL—, B ILE RN Tk L 724
B CarBSr2 e LTHORESE (Falh
SFEHE B 5\ IS policy rule Z D b D DEEH)
eREEICERL YA, RO, Zo%)
HBUREHE I 7 < &b 1990 FFARLLRED 25k
HEPIRIT O S 5 WIERER & o562 8T
B ERBGER L3 ANV D ERDT
v, ZoBEEBIETIZTA S DSGE 5547 iE
WML Thb BEAZSHOEE, 5wk
policy rule Z @ & O DET |21, HENIZEUF, B
FROBER—E~OT5IRE L, HDHnIEEN
DATIEN D DPEIRBLS D 721F DK & 7
B HEANCHEAE L THhL I &, S2E LTS
M 7 LRI 2 USSR available 72 155
ELTHiALThDLIEDRLETHL.

DiEzRIOMENPSS )DL L TALS.
BINIE I ] O FHE N D W CTHIYEERTT A Taylor
rule D X2 9 7 policy rule 12fE5 Z & 2 R%E L 723
&, efEEIELE (HEGDP) 1 Y7L
FHZ N2 stationary state values (& 5 W ITHE
TR DKE) HOTHET D (HDVITTRHET 5
EPEEING) BB, HEWICEEINLZ L L
b, I, (3) RoR ) ICEN LIRS
(N E S 3 7 HNE % &5 2 & 1d Taylor rule
@%%KOQW%. H L RAT 28 Taylor rule 123 X
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VRLThBEVLILIE, ZDIV—)VIZFEDT
A==V b )Gty S —IZHO AN,
B A REELCLEESEEME L, FaR
ZON—= V) ICRESND, LWnhI iz
e, ETIUE, 2Tl O TEN
WHEALSNTAHT, HRHITEZERE T SR
IS 3 7 DFET DA R VERDTH S
PLEZES %12, HRGUT)S Taylor rule DX ) 7
policyrule I23 XV M LTh BRI RIRLTII,
B3R implementation A% TRIEE & 538 I A
WAL ia%kE, (WHEMNZ) SR
FEEOY I L -3 v EReET 52 L AR
HHOACTFHE LB S5 20 20wOTHL. 20
Zlid, ROE S ETUEHRET IV ORRE T St
BTIYERNICHIELSNGETH L. 213,
K @ New Keynesian 4 fll EX 3 73 #F O € 77 )V T
X, HRERAT AT LT (3) FUO Taylor rule
T OO AN =X LH—PRENTH
v, 1RS, FEIAE TS Taylor rule 2SPNAERY
WCEDAENTHL2OMEHOFTTHL. D
CEDFEOEVLOWITE D THS. HhiR
1T? Taylor rule D A 51 = X L HIKROH 5 Eid
ETNVT LY IPRIGIZTRIEIN S .

5. DSGE EFILICHI1F S Taylor rule ®
ELWROA

AKEITIX, FRGUTESRIBEROEE 1ZH DT
Taylorrule |2 I Y PLTHER)IBLI— L%
DSGE E7MALT 5. %54 Ei Tl /2% ) IZHAE
® New Keynesian € 7 )V Tl % H £ F) = Taylor
rule (+FERFAER) L WAHTEXZ LY 95
20T, HRHATSIIZ L T2 o E WL S
LOBERD AN ZALITAS BVOPEETH
5. FA4lL, Taylorrule Z1IEL < ET7F WM LT % L
T, TOAHZALEWRIICET VICHGAL X
ETHDHEEND., MRGITIE, HROYEI—
WITHHIZ BT, KEDY;H Federal Funds market
BT, ST 54X 2 EE M
H-iEz@E T, &) LcEiemmificsy

LEROFEETOTHL. ZOZLEETVL
T 5121%, DSGE ETWVICKFEBM, MR
IANTERPAFRM (PUF, ST emgd) %
AT HLEN S L. DSGE BALIZHATHRM % 3
A L 724 & L T iZ, Cooley - Quadrini [14],
Fuerst [16], Carlstrom * Fuerst [8], M U Christiano
etal [9] ZEDH 5.

54 TR 9 12, HIeERTT A Taylor rule
1233V FLTRAREIZBVTIE, SRBERO
MH AR ETLMNENT I Y 7 I3E AR
W, £ T, Hrad technology shock & ¥ 1 & 5 X
& monetary shock DFE % & Z I HAR E A HL
Wb, Al Tr BT, S EKEHERPI~DEHH
B4 4 (lump sum transfers of money) (23K®
5Tl ETDH. ZOROI, REHBMIZOWTI,
Cooley-Hansen [13] % A 7" ® cash-in-advance &
TNVERBHIEETD.

WML, EEE 4 (working capital) & 42
THATHM 2SO AL VIES D ET L. 2
I L7 iE o/ AL e eicATidi, (K
RS NG, EEESIIFEOZIMNIHTH
nas.

R EOZ L% QHICEZ 25, DT, E
TV D&% % McCandless [36] IZEILDD, &
NPT - WE - —FEIET 2 THETNn 2
Levh. 23, R (53] T, BEm, M,
NAZOWTIE RO EE L L, kIZDOWTO
A, ENERM I ICERTRERE L LTk
ERBLLIZA, kIZOVTORE ) T 2 HH AT
L7, THIEHSDIIABALRIUL D TH D
720 HEDT, LUN T [53) Dk, K EL
NIk, ki \ZE0D, MWMOERE &FIKE N5
kg Fi, mnaAEFTHLAORER,
Hi# [53] [k Taylor rule ® DSGE E7I)VIZH
FAHIELWIRO 2R EDORIEEDH 572
®, nominal rigidities ® & A % New Keynesian [
TRIF—TWZ B LT,
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5.1 =REHHERFI
FatlIROFEMEZF LD ET S,

Max £y p((nei,)+Bh])
i=0
subject to :

o omi . ) ) N/
ki+ % =] rok]_+ (1= Ok 5t

Prj=mL_y+(&/- 1M, ~N]

¢ bl omi kK ZFENENRE O
BT HHE, SEHEME HERCBIT5~
F—, BRAMY 7 OREERZRT. w, r i€
nen iz sihifES Ly IV eiR
. N IR o IR B 2 UTHEEER,
ik e i oHEef 2 RT. P BT oWE
N

HR RO E 1 NI RFTOBERHNTH 5
25, ZZTCHEITNREZ LI, BHHRICBRWEE
&, LAV EORTE, B LOTHEN I EY
DEBIZHTHI EDBHEKT, BOEERA My Y
RV A — T EEEOHEIN LAEN v, LAHE
ENTHhBEZETHAL. —7, 523 cash-in-
advance HllIF93NCTH 2 A%, v, FHHOMEEH
B X D L C & o~ A —RAERE & BTk
i SN BER TGO S EHH I B
TADHEEDEL ZLG|WCHE T THE 2
AR, gl (ke IR ICBUR & ) B RN &
N2 EBEBMN S 70 2 0HEINR% /R

B & ) REHCE & 5 BB AR SRR
OBINFEN — VI L72H35% b O & § 5 (Superscritpt f
MR SO ThRAT S5 < 4 — 7 fiscal 7
LDOTHAHZLZWRT H7-DIHTENTHS).

A2,

Ing/=n'Ing/ +€f

3T, e/ (Wl ¥ 1 0 white noise & T 5.
Ka P OwlLITEI O 720 DS LT

BoND 1 RIGHEIZUTO#EY . 213, KRET
13, % FKEFE4Tidentical T, », FREN

%43 5 (2013)

JEL0,1]7% % index 2 EEWIZH SN ThHh B, &
HET L. ZoWE, HEHIIBWTIEDORETD
i — DL L THS, X, =fjxldi=x fdi=x L
VARSI 5. Bl L, 4 OREO#EEE
NEDF FEMBOEFEII—HT S, UTo#H
T, HERTEERTEA, He0EELLZO
T EFLMOBBIIRITL, £ite (MXETIER
ORI, BINE/ Tl C) TRk
T5.

SETLE
B P,
— —_BE — "L
Wi ﬂ ! Pr1Ci
1 r,+|+1—5
— —BE, 1T T
Wi ﬁ ! Wil
= Wi _ 1
! BC; E,M
Pri1Cri
- CIA #l#y3X
Ptctzg{Mt—l_Nt

- BHESIRN (EET70-F0R)

M N
?‘+K,=W[Ht+r[1(t_1+ (1-9)K,_+ ;D !

t t
- B & OB EBER S ORI — L

In gf=nfIng/_|+ef

5.2 1{E3EERPY
AZEEF 12D\ Tid, Cobb-Douglas HI A= i
¥ % FFO representative firm 25— 272U FEEL, £
NOEEWRNTEZ LD b0 L HET LY
BB OVTIE, T OHFED LT 5.
- ERERIEL Y
Y,=AK0_ H~

InA,=ylni,_, +e€

FAZ, Y, K, LIFNEREDRE, &R
2 by rE, BAKER FS. e d i
¥ 1 @ white noise.
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CEEHRTICBTAAE= 02 ETR (B
B ZoT L)1)
Y, =rlwH+rK_, 2, /I GEEE A

&F (FAR)

- 23 ® optimisation 57

riw,=(1-0)A, K0 H™

=17

r,=0AK0H"®

=10

5.3 #R{TEBFI& Taylor Rule

Taylor rule D JFEENZ, % rHIZBWT, HiuedR
MK D R 9 7230 (feedback rule) 7> H Pt FE DT
CHHEmMEMTmY&f i x5 -7y b (B{EB
) & L CHEOENTSeMN % 2L FHET
b, LWALDTHA.

ii=a(Y,=Y)+b(m,~7)+T

X, FIEOBERIZCIN T TORB,LEEHTH 5
9. AT, Taylor lZEiFa=5 b=15Lw
5% & % (Taylor [47]).

Fx DETIVCIE, D Taylor rule % $R17THEM
\ZEAT A, fHL, 21 2 F V7% Taylor rule 128
F % i A2 DWW TR ERATEM O AR S U B 4 A
rf OO TS S, PRI SATEI I
L&® (v4—) 235, 2oaE%
$T5Z LX), rf % B0 feedback rule 2 5
BONLEIEAEKENEFEST L. (21T, M
TIWRRZ EZADLWE @Y, FREITO
OB FHEEEE 6D T exact 72 b DT,
ZOWAETHERN Y IV 7 OIS L4 <
V)

VLo % SEEIRITEM %2 € 7 b3 iU bl
T b,

CSEEHFTICBIAFE=0%2EKTX (FE

Flfy e ZoTH )Y

1
rtf(Nt+ (glM—l)Mt_]) =/ r{’N}di=r;’Nt
0

ST, GM-DM,_, D gM i gL iR AT s
BE B 2 T BB &M 2L 0K
HEIZFHET A 2 & & A L CHRATERT ISR
LS (v L) 3 5%Ea08m (7
WD) #EERT. EEIE JUTHERE
MOHTHEL SN THAE R L O gegidTh Sk
BaENTEEETRTEEIERESE L
TEIL, ZO/BEZNDEFMBA T RS
—75, A#ZEFRFCZATESNE % E
9. ARRUL, FATHEEBRFITEIE L S
RET, g Tzlo-gREef T4
THBOEGSRZHMNEST L LI L
%KL THA.
(B W oS

Q%+@%LDMLJ=ﬂwjﬁ

SUTEHMOFEAL IR E I EERT 1D

IO S, HIGATHHATE T 12 A5~

e (v —) oBmE g XKD 12

WA EE ICRES NS, iED T, JMER

RWERW S 2y 7 OBET BiEBIE WY
r/[N+ (gM-1DM,_ |1 =r/P,w,H,=rN,

[ 200 iy 2

N
rtf(gtM— I)Mt—l =(r;7—rtf)Nt .'.rtf(gzw—l) = (rt”—rtf) M[i]

© oM_ (rtn_rzf) Nt

-8
! rif -1

+1

- Taylor Rule -
rf=a(Y,- Y )+b(r,— 7)+7/

Taylor rule XD/XF A —% —a, b & WHTIZ
BRETRED. BB, Taylor [47]
Tld, a=5, b=15 EHRESNTHAL. Z
CTEELZITNER S 2w old, Taylor
[(47] OEH i, BFHHEFTH D DITH L
FxOETVOEH r/ BEE (hO%H)
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SR THLENSAILTHD, FrDET
VTIE, i eI E R, ok
ENDEEMTELENTH 205, R—H
BT IIM@EOEE D L0, WIFEA >~
TLERLLUTHLI DD, ff IHESE
72D TdH 3. 4, Taylor [47] @ Taylor
rule JA TS % Fisher 2a > CHET &,

rf+m=a(Y,-Y)+b(m,— ) +7/+7

Sorf=a(Y, = V)+(b - 1), - 7) + 7

Ee b DT, F A DETIVT Taylor
[47] DAY Y MO TNT A= ¥ —
FRETHETIUEL, a=5 b=5&Th
Tdnwz kizk s,

CPLEOR ) ICHUTHE P S SETR T s 4
ABHETIEREL, 2OXA—BEESLH
O % T, &THRHRMIZENS. DT
RPN LTr#An o r+1 B E 4
L TRET A2~ —EEITROLH IZEIE
i,

M, =(gif+gfw—l)Mt

54 EFILDOER

DLETHA DT VOEPI;HS I D7z
LLF, 2+ TELH L 72 Cooley-Hansen cash-in-
advance & 7V (ZERFTERM & Taylor rule % £/ L
RETNOEEE—EIZEFLDTBLTEET
4. ETIVIL, state variables 7% K, M, P, D 31,
jump variables % r,, w, Y, C, H, N, rl' r/,
A g,M @ 10 ffil, stochastic variables 7% gif, A D2
i & &EF 1S HORAEH 2 &0 15 KOXD S
A=}

C KEHBM O 1 AR

B P
— =—PE :

wp Pr1Cryy <1>
1 r,+]+l—(3

— B, &~

Wi ﬁ ! Wi+l )

%43 5 (2013)

R T 3)
Yt
' Et Pr+1Cr+1

- KEHERM @ CIA Hil#7 & B
PtCz=g{Mt—1_Nt (4)

M, N
T+Kt=th,+rth_l+(1—6)1(1_ + 2

t t

(5)

- REFAILEE L LT IS r+1 BN L
THRETAIF—A NV 7 M4l :

M, =(g/+gM"-DM, (6)

CEIM O EERY, Teng (FlE=0)
544 B O factor market] KA

Y,=AKY \H!-0 (7)
Yt=r,ftht+rth_1 (8)
riw,=(1-0)A, K0 H™ (9)
r,=04,K05'H'"™ (10)

AR ORI Ak SR (SEih) TS
S -

1
rtf(Nt+ (g[M—l)M_l)z / r"Nidi=rIN, (11)
0

(N,+(g£"’—1)M_1>=P;Wsz (12)
- Taylor Rule:
/= 0.5(Y,- Y)+0.5(x,— 7)+7/ (13)

- #4A1Y stochastic >3V 7
InA;=ylnl,_, +¢ (14)
In g/=n/In g/_,+e8 (15)

55 Uhligmethodlc &K EFIVETE &
Impulse Response

Bl 54 TR L72ETIVA, +4 workable T

BB EERTOIZIE, FNE Matlab THEW

T, ZOHFEHE % impulse response 7 & DI THEIR
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% 1. Deep Parameters MEKTE

B B 0

g y 2

99 025 36

-2.5805 1.03 95 45

5% 2. Stationary state values for §=1.03

Variable K c H M/P
Stationary state value  12.481 1.217 905 328 1.703
Variable ~ N/P W " P
Stationary state value 749 0.0351 2439  1.0404 9757
. 0=w—E W, +PFE F (11)
TOLEND L. ZOOICLT, T3 deep e ’Il rel
parameters D% 7E & stationary state values O 715 il 0=M,,~ g‘_M g -g"-M, (12)
ZiRL, KW T Unlig [48] OFGEIZL B ET - =
. . . N 0=lt—)/i,_1—€t <l3>
)V @ log-linearised version & 5. £ LT, % <
0=g/-n/g[ ,— € (14)

S % 5 £~/ impulse response [& % 75<3 2.

ETIVERD log-linearised version

14 variables (x,=[1€,, M, P, y=[fw,Y,C, H, K,

rr

=

o g 2=t g1
Vs
LUF @ 14 equations -

0=r-w+C, (0

1_,+N/PN+CP )

0=M/PM,+ {f”N/P—M/P} P +KK,—wH(W+H,)

(3)
—7KF,— (F+1-0)KK,_, —7"N/PN~F"N/PF"

0=w,+7#/-1,-0K,_,+6H, (4)
0=F~1,~(0-DK,_;~(1-0)H, (5)
0=Y-7,-0K,_,—(1-0)H, (6)
0=7+ N=P =i/~ ~H, (7)

I — 1\ B

0=NWM+MW(F1M)Mq—WHE
L § (8)

+M/PgM —wHWw,~WwHH,

0=0.5Y¥+0.5gMP,—bg"P,_ —r/7/ )
0 =Wt+pt_Etﬁt+1_ErC;+1 (10)

1, 2% £ L £ N technology shock & UF
monetary shock (¥4 % 1) — & DT H ERIBUE
IV TIERL, BUFICE ) MBEICEH S
LEBEBMNET IV I THEN) TS
impulse response * 7R L Ch 5. WINDEIZHB
WTB, i LE O34 )V A nominal variables, H
BX 77 real variables, # T £X %% real rate, deposit
rate, lending rate DEZ R L Th 5.
Technology shock (Z3F L T @ ¥ &~ —3wE, TE&

S, WAEIED 7% D persistent DA LI AR
OTHPONY -~ ORIEZ LD LR E
RZIE, 3y 7L DIdA 2% ) vk
— L L3&Fe CH—RE—INE. o
T, real balance I~ F — D FHA L UH DO L
NIVIZR % . Real variables @ UG 342 30~
40 UL 12T 0. IR E CTORMAR W
D1 technology 123 % AR (1) OREAT 95
LREWzo., Heaf e Bhaefizene
N Ay 7RSS IERT & BA L wAETEY
HRIERRLCTH DD, TNHEITORERN
TEHZME L, real variables ® L FHIZFZ %
CEHEILTHAL., WONRLTTOKEIZR LD
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% deviation from SS

% deviation from SS
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2. Response to money growth shock
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(220 TUHILLEE L Th .

Monetary shock (CXf U T @ ~ + —5Em, THEGE
m, PEIE3E L SHBD/Y - TEAL
7ok, BEMIMICIZT 3y ik 2% e
3FF—OKRHEIZILEL. M7, real variables
FWONSMENLE X 2R L 7E
persistent 72 SUE X JR &R 2 & % <IHH.
THeaH, EHEfle by ay sBapc
A L2, BEHIZEPIREHRD . PIEH
HHIZEALTLESLD,
A BN \DILEE D New Keynesian €7
V&K,

liquidity effect

6. #BU

— %1 72 DSGE € 7 )V 55T OB A B 5
MEIX22H 525, ZN5HIEV-T1 Y calibration
(ARIZ D, — D HIZBRIZEED [52] 2BV s
L2 ETHBD, [ETIVA stylised facts &
AL mimic AT IR 2 12820 ETIVIE
1E L] &5 calibration ORAREAHIZF /- L C
ALY sustainable 2 D2 &) A, ERAE —
S HIE, BAETIEINTH % calibration {F3E T,
HERETNVOTE EHE T — ¥ O#) X OIRE&FE
Z 3% D 12 ad hoe, casual, informal |2 X % &
= AEL LY 2 %S Bayesian I FFE O — kAL
(2 & O CTHERAICIZ AR R S L,

DSGE & 7 VAT & S EBOk i I EH 3 2 56
DORHEENL, (HI~IL) Taylor rule (& z 5 policy
rule) (ZAEERERZEIH L L C D, & MERYIZ N
L, iR (=4H1) FTOHEMMPEMZ DO
EHIIR L2 ET, 200, 12001 DAVERHT Y
7% (1HIM720) BNzt nsyialb—323
JE, BOREHEEBO LTRNO I A% &gk
T35 L nA AR RE, BUTOSREBORE
EORBEEGFEYIIPITEHNTH S, LnsB £
TULHTEE 5 EiD R 9 |2 Taylor rule 2SUUA 12 L TE
FENDLOND AT = XL EPRIIZETIVIC
BMATHI LX) —BEPFSH,IIAR 5. DSGE
ET NG OPAADH T EDR ) 12 GRIBURE

HDOYIZL—2 T EFNIT DN, Thid
KL L CRBIROME L ZIL S5 20\,

p=3

1) &b, DSGE &7 IV DERLHETHEIZ2OWVT
L BRMIZHY 72 WiEEL, E3ELEOS
Hrdhsr & FMEEGFET 2 2 LI L Vs BEZO
FEFIMWNDL Z LD HETH 5.

2) XD, HEELO AL S IEHB LS H
HHNL. TNHIZDOVTIEEIR.

3) /XT A= —fEDPIEIZDWTI,  calibration D1E
%*, limited information or full information procedures %
F % % Generalised Methods of Moments (GMM) <
Bayesian procedure 55 b b 5525, TN 512D
VTR

4) Uhlig [48] % Dynare % DSGE 7#TIZK < 2 & D
Hi 2K 72 \» MATLAB code T & 4. Dynare | fff \»
Cl& Internet =@ Dynare site, http://www.cepremap.
cnrs.fr/juillard/mambo/index.php. X Matlab code of
“Solving Dynamic General Equilibrium Models Using
a Second-Order Approximation to the Policy
Function”, Stephanie Schmitt-Grohe and Martin
Uribe, http://www.econ.duke.edu/?uribe/2nd order.
htm. 72 &% ZMEOZ L. 71F, coding 121X MATLAB
DAt Python > Gauss 72 &b H b 5 525, Kig
LTIEHINOIZIETAL 2\,

5) FEFAELTANZIE Z D 12212 value-function iteration
% policy-function iteration 72 & D }{E b & % .

6) Taylor rule 1 £ V) BAF I IZIRDO R H ITEKBL S
. B L, [ gu 47 134, =0.5(Y, - ¥V)+ 1.5z,
—A)+7 & WAL THE E N5 feedback rule |2 fED
T, A ERETRETHL. ] 2212, |
T HEER, v, 73 ZF N FNE Y GDP,
A7 VHE Y, a 113FNFNO stationary state
values & 2.

7) RETIVIE, ML DSGE £ 7 VAR, FEE#E
ahEREERE LTEBEN DD, RO
Z i % Matlab % EOFEY 7+ TEET L 720
log-linearisation (2 & D AL L72b D TH B, FEAM



10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

TEERHARTERT A2

I%, Walsh [49], Chap8 % 22 S 4172\,

HL, BB Iy 258123, 3) K
Dv, ®HIZAR (1) L LT, v,=pv, 1+ g(—1
< py, < 1,€,: white noise) DX 9 |2 specify L C, ¢
23 AV 7 HREAD I EHRLVD, IR il
fLLCollvay szl A h%E L
T, LT O ICARER 2B e Ao,
) L7z o% {1 t @ frequency & L TP
HE2FRHLTHhLZ EICHEDOE

HOLERAT (RBUE) A3@ 5 policy rule 122 XY b
FTAHEVWAZLEF, LM E LT
creditable commitment % 1T 5REJI D58 5 2> &9
&V AFTEE creditability OFRED S 5 2 & I
T HUEND LD, SIEZFOBEIZZASL R,
COMEIZDOWTIE, I~ Kydland - Prescott
[28] % Calvo [6] 7%ty 7 SCHik

A Tk DR 9 IHERD L 72 @ 13 McCandless
[36] IZHED72H 5 TH L2, HIE T ORI
B L, BilioUnlignikickoTyia
L= 32475 2 LSl (BRI H
LTHIELWEANZEREAKZ V). McCandless
[36] 13ZMI2H x5 Uhlig o HFEIZ L ) Ik
LWEANZHENLTH L. ZNEFEFEOLR R
W LR O AR T 5 2 O FAT SRR AT HE A L
oz lildrdbolBidns.

Fat OB BT 5 B, KM oHEE
£ 45 7% nonconvex 12 7% A W REME A HEBR 3 % 72
|2 G Hansen [20] |2 & 1) 3 A & 172 indivisible
labour (2B 3 % scheme &RV AR H 5. LIT
?E 7 )V Tl log-linearisation D #FE T Z D B &
WA AHIZDHECILANDL Z EIZLRWVAS, Cooley-
Hansen ¥ f 7OE 7T )V % B OEKRD GoEICH
3 % I"C G Hansen [20] (Z¥FECELTH 5.
UTFoRIZBNT, MREY ¢/ OWfiE=0T
2% Z L A5 stationary state value g/=1 & 72 % =
EITHE.

Kt M A, BBOSENFLET S EE L
TZF N5 D4 T identical, 7 Ofl # DA 21X
JE0,1] 7 % index HHEEAIZH SN Th 5,

%43 5 (2013)

ELTHARLZETHBY, 2Ty ET
FT s R —ECIEEL
New Keynesian ® 7’1 + ¥ A 7 - & 7 )b T
capital stock B & U investment & — Y3 5 &
ERLVD, RETIVTIHE ) WAEEILEAT
E7WZ EITERS N,
I HRAT L DA ZITO, BHIRICHH
WHOHE FIFREICL YV ZOHAEZRFET 2.
Technology shock %° monetary shock (& #:47fff A @
MICHEATE2HDLEHEINLEDOT, £FOH
1T A ZKIEE 3 % uncertainty 13 —E0FF7E L 72\,
BRGES5E) E T o EE R AT A b
EHHIERIE LR SRV L ITERE.
WZEEM O YA & [FAk representative bank 73—
PTATEL, TR FNITEEZ L DL 0
ERUGELTH WL, MEE O identical 7 $147 A
EEWPFTICHET L EMEL TV, T
2 &, HEIREBICB W TIIERLOR ) R ER
KHAWRE. 21F, SATHMICOWTIR, BE
AEIA MU AN (NFE, ERZ Y
7o A A ME) IS O L GE.
% [50] 1%, ppl61-2 (28> T Taylor rule D %E L
HAEWAMZ 25% R4 2 Ml FIFsy 3L —
AVIZERLTHAHH, 1 Taylor rule %
B policy rule | ZIEARIIHEE L 72HE0 T I 2
L—3v3 > TH>oT, AR iHH O DSGE £ 7
JVTHLE L Tdh A [A— D Taylor rule @ F T 1
RUOHER Gy s By I —vaA vk
BBMEDFETH 5.
O g kwV b g LDMIIE g/ +eM=g/+1+8M
+1=g/+8M 42 LV ABESH B 2 L ITEEE L.
21) g=g/+g" -1, UTDREFIEA >~ 7 L =3%
7w RHE.
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