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F—F BMRERREYX

ABFF AR F E AT LA LA

W%, SVAR BRIEL PR SUSA F ) ZHR . mH A EH
%l (vector autoregressive model, VAR) g Sims (1980) #E 20 % 80 4
RAsIA, & B E AR LA K R R TR i 45 4 i (] AR
(structural vector autoregressive model, SVAR) fEZ W& A . 57
T3 50 SRE IV BCBOSR A0, 4 Rl T 3 H) SR IR 3 A 45 % WL 48 5 2 LA 4 il
WFFT AR 2 AE4 2 i D, Sims 4 PR T G137 i 3X — 7 i S A 2 K
¥ Sargent ZFZ L[R]3 T 2011 4 BE iy DR & 55 %, VAR R
SVAR BRI X 28 55 W 52 5 ) 2 25 WL 48 5 0F 9 1) o 38 7 ST L — B

Hok, BRG] R 8 AE SVAR R Y 52 BR VA AR AL T RO b A
SVAR Ry U5k . A SVAR BRI R ZYTE X (reduced form) VAR
R4 30 B S A B A L #2 SVAR AR RY . VAR BRI PR SEA 04 TR
Jik w37 B %X (impulse responses function) Fl /52247 f% (variance decompo-
sition) A F SVAR BERIF IEG RG], 750 38 B8 X h = 25 My fge g i
REGTFE& L, AIW, SVAR BAEIM R 15 LUIER R A T HAEZWE
TEERR A I LA K2 BUR KON 43 A b B9 DR U B R H

Bfa, RFEIER SVAR AP BRI AN B, ERFFEE.

@ 1 Sims (1986, 1992), Blanchard #il Quah (1989), Bernanke F1 Mihov (1998), Cochrane
(1998), Gali (1999), Blanchard F1 Perotti (2002), Bernanke et al. (2005), Christiano et al
(2005), Christiano et al. (2006) %5,
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HT Markov DA S &5 HE W S5 8 1) 5 8 I BTR R 51

HAl, SVAR BEESR G A oh iz i 07 ik .l ad fe € B, X SVAR
HERY [ A5 B (contemporaneous variables) (14 28 $CHE F4R i in B 3 2 IR] 42 PR
i, AT 75 B A AT LA B 2 R AR AE D (R IX — J7 B B R A AR AF A
JEk HBEAL, R TAKEIE R, AR B R S BU SLuE i

LR RELMANRIE, BT Itk (graphical approach) ffj SVAR #7%if

A — P BRI S (data driven) BB %, SRS (hypothesis
driven) IJFEEARR, HRM A& ERETHRBERL TR, mAEF AR
E, HE R E e HEM, H7E SVAR HEAH G H A &R IFN RN,
B2, ZOEUTE, BARRETET %R SVAR BRI AR A fr it
— B WA : H—, ETEITEME SVAR BRI KRR Eryn]
7. BR Geiger et al. (1990) , Spirtes et al. (2000) , Pearl (2000) ,
Lauritzen (2001) L)% Lauritzen #1 Richardson (2003) ZE¥7E3 i8S FuFBH
T D A R AR 7 A AT A, SR AT DL A TR, (Hix skl
B X T A A ) R A R, T TR S B I B B R R
T LAIX BE 551 AN GE LB B 18] R 50 50d , Tt A RE AR O 1 T B O
WEI) SVAR BLELH B I BE SR . B8, PRSI AR i i 43 A 2k A
TETFE ki SVAR BERAGI R, i T 7828 B AR K5 i 9 o0 A 2% 1
T, RS S WACREETEFRENR, BTN TR, JLFBr
A A D% SCHR 4 T e B 75 MR A e s AR N IR & R 30 0 A @ T 46 (1)
Fe o 808 BA B B ARSI RRE, anRiEMIERE . BEL, Rk TR AR
SVAR HERYE B HE T 240 3R A & 8 2 A6 16 T2, X TR X — J7 ¥ IE

@ 1 Shapiro 1 Watson (1988), Blanchard 1 Quah (1989), King et al. (1991), Stock
Watson (1996 ), Bernanke 1 Mihov (1998 ), Cochrane (1998 ), Cooley #il Dwyer (1998 ), Gali
(1999 ), Blanchard F1 Perotti (2002), Bernanke et al. (2005), Christiano et al. (2005), Francis
F1 Ramey (2005), Gali Fil Rabanal (2005), Uhlig (2005), Christiano et al. (2006), Giane
Reichlin (2006) , Franco 1 Philippon (2007) %,

@ W, Swanson FI Granger (1997 ), Reale 1 Wilson (2001), Demiralp F1 Hoover (2003 ),
Demiralp et al. (2008), Oxley et al. (2009) %,

@ i Swanson fil Granger (1997) , Bessler fil Loper (2001 ), Reale 1 Wilson (2001 ), Bessler
Fil Lee (2002), Awokuse fil Bessler (2003 ), Bessler fil Yang (2003 ), Demiralp Al Hoover (2003),
Haigh Ffl Bessler (2004), X1/~ (2007), Demiralp et al. (2008), Moneta. (2008), Wilson I
Reale (2008), RICHEZ% (2008), # K 5t4 (2009), Demiralp et al. (2009), Hoover et al
(2009), Fragetta (2010), Fragetta Al Melina (2011a, 2011b) %o‘



N T & Rt R R 8 A s BB, [RIAS B S S AR i E) Y 3h A
AR X RERARGRG P ER . o FRRSHHEN ISR S F A%
¥ AR R AR L, BT DABLA R SCEk, SVAR BRI R K44
FA 3 3 F o [R) 30 28 & (A] 5] SR 45 44 #E BT ( contemporaneous causal infer-
ence) V. SLPR F, FEBS T FIEE M, R85 S AR B 3h A
PRIR KRS T R AR B E KRS R R W EEEE, Hik, Bk
[] 3472 B 5 i 5 72 Ak ] ) 3 28 R R Ok AR AR AR B TR G o 1) M AL AR AE I X 78 3%
HFE 8 SVAR SRR I A TEEMISE L.

Frld, ABEGAHRMAEFEBZEU E =1 R, ETEy
A EE SVAR ARG RS, LRPFR N AR X — B 58 4 8 R 5 F
FURIE) R, 2 YT E WA EAR AR R AT R, XS RE R RERA
WA Foe# 5 F & 9 SVAR BL R 536 BA T R ANME,
T LR 33X — 7 2 07 FH 4 ol 0 22 UL 28 35 [ R A S IE 4 By LA T2
BMEEX

F2F BERSIFRIRERERRSS

— SVAR BB K HIAF A&

H Sims (1980) fEAEMATTITESHH5IA VAR BRILIOE, HE R
HEBMAF TR TR, p B2yl VAR #E VAR (p) HEWT—
e

Y, =AY +AY,, + - +AY,_ + U, (1.1)

Hi:e=1,2,---,T, TANBEFIIRORE, Y, = (51,%,-.%) " 5 A1,
Ay, A B0 n x n VS BGERE, T U L. E(UU,) =3, , UKEY
h#=08, F: E(UU' ) =0,3%, 22— nxn X FRIEEHEM, &@H%1HE
DU, HOAEX MR

® 1 Swanson #l Granger (1997) , Bessler il Loper (2001), Reale #1 Wilson (2001), Bessler
Fl Lee (2002), Awokuse fil Bessler (2003 ), Bessler il Yang (2003 ), Demiralp I Hoover (2003 ),
Haigh #l Bessler (2004), XS TJ~ (2007), Demiralp et al. (2008), Moneta. (2008), Wilson #l
Reale (2008), L% (2008), X 5% (2009), Demiralp et al. (2009 ), Hoover et al
(2009), Fragetta (2010), Fragetta #1 Melina (2011a, 2011b) %,
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1 Markov K &5 R HE W70 45 Ko g 1 & ISR ]

VAR BRIFESCIE A P 8 B T Z s i — e EZMERE: K
A ATEAE B AT IS A B ] I S B R R ML R &4 T, 7 3
ZVEBHE I GEHFFAE (Cooley 1 Dwyer, 1998), H 7EA Y Hi I 77 i B A
BWUFH B (Litterman, 1982, 1984), {H/&, 7 VAR # &I, Tz
T ) I 5 26 0 Pl i R AR X AR AR, TR IR X A Ak R P O 25 S A A5 8
RIRREM L B AR B R — R E s W HA AR B A, Pk, HIFAE
AT EMREFBORSHD, AR KRR L BRG] T 28858 B 7 2 W 24 U 2
WAL LA S BRSOV 7 B SS9 B2 F o SVAR BERLIE R O T A O X iX —
FUBRETA:, H— A TR,
B.Y, = B\ Y,, + B, X5 + - ¥B¥_ g £1:-2)
. By,B,,B,,-,B, ¥ n xn Y REUERE, B, At AR 1 Bk
AR, nox 1 BYBEDLIE SN 1) & &, RAFAERF SR, HHA TR A M
S, ik, 5 VAR BEEIUR[E], SVAR AR b 3 3 00 £, (9 b J7 22 % %
A =E(&E') A—XAER., #F5E, ELRFHBRA S, HEBEA
R — T AR AR IR SVAR BERUESL, filtn, EMEFEh sl
BEAL— M A A R . L2 U AR | Brel B 3 SCBURAE AL (New
Keynesian policy model) )X} $ R ML R G LA K G R (5K /it 2 i
) WAL ELEHITRRG (Cooley Fl Dwyer, 1998; Giannone Al
Reichlin, 2006; Chari et al. , 2008 ; Canova il Sala, 2009; Fry #l Pagan,
2010), oAb, WATH X (1.2) P 5 [F e L By, X #E 15 5
X (1L1) Ry VAR BERY, B, AT LUK SVAR BRI O B S i B0
H Rt 2 ( data-generating process, DGP), 1fif VAR ##Y | J& H 7 4 E X
FESCHEAM M h, EHERATENBEK B & PEAITER & Wb
(shock) *f Y,,, & ICEK WM BT Y, HIUR BRI TRk, HONXAER
W22 55 B S A 0 DL R R A R BURIBCR st h Z 0 EHZE ., B4R, VAR
BERUNREWE X — 25K, BRIAERATREM K (1.1) Tl (1.2) FrEkm
1l B S A B A B AR, AN, PR VAR BEEY i 40 TR 4 K o i 1z Ry
BORY 2 0y s s B R BRZ S5 MR T 2k 2 2 022 & 3C, BT bA, afel )
2B h (1.1) %0 (1.2) BUb ERHERT, MK T VAR A4S

@ I Sargent (1984), Cooley Fl LeRoy (1985), Leamer (1985), Hansen il Sargent (1991),
Lippi fil Reichlin (1993, 1994) %,



B—E SR

HE X, X2 SVAR BRI B0 BT 7. B8R T8 W i B /D A1t
(OLS) Fl KUARMGTH (MLE) &5 X% VAR BRI (1.1) PS5
FEFEA A, A, LR I 28 3, B — 34l i+ (Bernanke, 1986;
Canova fil Nicol6, 2003 ; Liitkepohl, 2006), {HH =X (1.1) SHIHELEN
A (1.2) WERIIFARME—R, BT RABRAEX REGE M B, € i
YR, BNEEESEHRTERX (1.2) ARG (no identification) , 3
A RISCER X B, Jiti o FR ) A9 Oy 2 A PR, BP R  K 3 AR
9,

RIS SVAR AEHY R 3= B0 S5 B i B 45 alt a) 43 R ) 3R B0
M B, B45H, TELTFFRSEIEDHrH AT kAL T Fr: —J& Chol-
eski 43f# ( Choleski decompostion) . iX—J7 ¥k FZl o xf W i 25 =, i
7 Choleski /3%, Bl %, = CC', Hrh CHTF =M, SR VAR A
MBI U, AT IESSAAL BRAG 2] CT U, , 36 F JLJR I bk o 3 4347 A Jy
2oV, HL b, HT Choleski 43 i) SVAR 8 AY iy UM s & T HF % ™
AR, BI7ELRMESh SEEMEAIY, Y, by A8 BA #4544 HH Wold
RN 2 %1 ( Bernanke, 1986; Demiralp fil Hoover, 2003), iX i iF /&
BhHE—H) %K EZEJE A (Bemanke, 1986; Faust £l Leeper,
1997 ; Chari et al. , 2005) , — R KA K (long-run restrictions) , %
PR = AR AN [ F 5 A BE AL v o e 22 5 A 5k ) 5 e 0T BR AN R AR 1], AT
[E] Xt RBAERF B, M nAHRL 295, Bilan, 7e RBC BRI SCUEs#r b,
AR BT H AR w0 A 25 R 2 B AR B B FREE R e, TR T AR T R oK
7 T F9 B AL o i U)Xt AR R A B R R, = R 4R
(short-run restrictions) , SIILHR AR, 5 249K — AR B —BEHL vh
PRSI A 28 BB i i 2 B AR BET R, O b o B B R B
B, FHYTCRE MM AR EMC, Tie K BAFA R AR, HAR KM m
KBEEABA: STFHIBTETFHE (REFBOR) , fMiEKELTE

@ 4nSims (1980, 1986, 1992),

@ 11 Shapiro il Watson (1988 ), Blanchard il Quah (1989), King et al. (1991), Stock Fi
Watson ( 1996 ), Gali (1999 ), Gali FI Rabanal (2005 ), Francis Al Ramey (2005 ), Fisher
(2006), Franco Fl Philippon (2007) %,

® 4 Bemanke (1986), Blanchard il Watson (1986), Gali (1992), Bemanke #l Mihov
(1998), Blanchard Fil Perotti (2002), Christiano et al. (2005) %
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H& T Markov PR S5 HEWT i 85 8 i) & B IRl TR U5

BV o ] 392 Rk ] A R EL R W Ok AR 0 RO RE B, N2 o, MKRE R JEE
EoRPE, X —Ir R R E U B H e T AR ] B9 AH LA O
s J5 W 3 B A X 28 U | BE s P BUR IR A 20, AT 3R 454 5%

' SVAR #EAIE BB E%(S ., #lin, Blanchard Fil Perotti (2002) i+ FiUk

7 T R SE AR BE DL B BN S AR S SR R R R RLAR S S R T LA S SR iR
SE, MTHEAR IR LIRS, B T%07 i B SE7E RO Rk sl il B2 ki, PRI
HARXT F Al i) 2 B 2# PSR T & B WA {5 (Stock Hl Watson, 2001)
PRS2 (sign restrictions) o 5 i T = 5 FFI 5 4 1L ) 20 80 o R
[, fH5 2R e BBl b X & 28 B m Jy fn) (IEmE ) A 5Eal
b, B REE AR T, 15 77U, BB 5 2506 M O — X A R R
FLEEFRERE T Jik el 17 R B8FE 7 1) b 5 e i (B i — 300

R EK S Y SVAR BRI PN B ARTE A BT = H R B B O T IZ WL,
X - EWAEEBRANRAR . A, HIUIRMA R A EIEA
B, TR TARE S ek, ARBEERBCE B SEIE A4 R ol sE 2
AARE, —MHRBPHEIER: & RBC BEIWSZIE b, e R
B AN [ 35 A 2 oF ok v e 7 o 2807 A6 AN [R) 2 MR, 2 T ) RE A 3 58 A Y
2@ Hw, BRiZIKshi SVAR BRI, 5 E AR B 43 A 1) B i B4
Ferl, AUMAFMAETTFRE, e MAFRRE, 2R AR
b 3 AR A BT BRI, LA, R EK S AR 7 I A B R AR
bz BB g

RIS SVAR BRI, HR R E 2 T EIE NS RHE,
AR e e, FEAFHUAT MRS M7 s/ (independent compo-
nent analysis, ICA) &}k,

ST LA T, HEEAT R WKAE VAR BBIRHa 0 U, , #35
B P, 43R P U, il e £ S MORIKEE (dependency) A3
B/ME, RIG P REZRBUER B, @, B, %5 EFE SVAR BRI 335

@ W Faust (1998), Canova #l Nicol6 (2002), Uhlig (2005), Paustian (2007 ), Rafig Fi
Mallick (2008), Fry il Pagan (2010) %%,

® W Gali (1999), Francis il Ramey (2005), Gali 1 Rabanal (2005), Chari et al. (2008)
%

@ W, Moneta et al. (2008, 2010), Hyvirinen (2011) %,



F—E R

£ EAERHT (non-Gaussian) 43 A /0 T A BB B S BN IE# A 1T, X2
Hh, MRshmiEsE s mnt, X — s ATy 2% 8 T8
F (Cardoso # Laheld, 1996; Hyvirinen et al. , 2001), [, F& T2
5 BT SVAR BB A AT 280 40 2 UBUE S PERE %, 40 Shapiro-Wilk
Y Jarque-Bera £ 5, &7 A i Bootstrap sl H At 2 81 7 2 X i il i+ 2 B i
HEBAYE T LARERE (Hyvarinen et al. , 2011) o HBLAT L, 07 3k B 2638 1)
O 32 B B BRI S, AEEAR AL BN Ry J7 T B k.

Bk, B F AT DA AR & ] i R SR OC R AR IE R HEWT, Fr DAECZEA
THEAE. B, £Y . DHEURETFHF0EAE ZHMAY, X—F
12 [F) B o R T i 1] R 51 £ 98 O B2 AL ( Whittaker, 1990 ; Dahlhaus,
2000; Z=yoiE, 2008), 1 HAEZ 4wt 8] 50 o dr ek, B 5 ik ak a] LR §F
Hb Z ) B AR & 8] 9 Granger [l 2 & & ( Dahlhaus #11 Eichler, 2003;
Eichler, 2006, 2007, 2011), H Swanson #ll Granger (1997) LI, —i&
2B T 2R B 5 B EE SVAR BB AGU c44, 48 S2UE 20 #r R R
B TENS NEENLE R,

= HBEFAEESVARERRFPHNARETR

FT BT ER R R HEWT, HEEA R . 45 7€ 155 i 8008 A= it
B — A PREEHHEAY (causal model) , oo [ SR S5 H 1 RY 2 %) R SR 4544
(causal structure) SHALIILER (Pearl, 2000) , i P 5 &5 #9 W 9 e L —
A [0 JC FF B (directed acyclic graphs, DAG ), 7E A R Markov 5% 14
( causal Markov condition) F[& 5 52 4514 ( causal faithfulness condition )
PN EEAMR L T, i i 28 8] 4% 40 20 50 OC &R A HI ke, R LAAR B ESE
DAG a4 & T H5E DAG BySEH 2, L IE M 2 i 1 28 5[] fr) 42 8 2l % R 43
HEKZR (Geiger il Pearl, 1993; Spirtes et al. , 2000; Pearl, 2000) , 7

(@ 4N Lauritzen f1 Spiegelhalter (1988 ), Spirtes et al. (2000), Pearl (2000), Lauritzen #
Richardson (2002), #X2% (2007), Bryantetal (2009), R CHEMEE (2009), J& kA
)7 (2010), Bessler fil Wang (2011 ), Bryant £l Bessler (2011), %% X\ 5 %F (2011), Hoover
(2011) %,

@ 1l Reale #1 Wilson (2001), Bessler #1 Yang (2003 ), Demiralp 1 Hoover (2003), X1~
(2007), Demiralp et al. (2008), # + & (2008, 2009 ), Oxley et al. (2009), %% X & 4
(2009), HIERFMKHE (2012) %, '
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K1 Markov P 85K HEWTA9 S5 R 1m0 B A ) ES R S

SVAR B rh, iy T[R40 & ] i R G5H 25 & 7 RBUEE B, W EEA(5
B, B, 2T 7R R0 AR B ) R OR SC R M HERT, AT LUA BOh 3R
SVAR BIZEIH IR0, HEALBE . $—5, NEAKENEKS
ik, MREZR vy, Y. BERGEMILXR, B RRLE
YieoYar ¥ IBEREEHE R DAG, 3£ "4, #I/H DAG 5 A& B B,
RIRTRE R R, P4 BIAHR R B2 14, Blan, #1E DAG w, y, Fly, 2Bz
1 (adjacent) , Hy, 5y, #9295 5 (parent) , MIZE B, A b %0 , 3t
th b0 RS B, 45 i (7RIS BUTCE : #AE DAG th, y, My, RAE4REE,
AbY =0HbY =09, {RIFE—LWH DAG BT EARR, BATA LK
A I B J7 ¥ 3R AS SVAR A RIPU 2% 44 ) SCRR KB4 4 DL R 2k

% —25: DL Reale fil Wilson (2001) K {3, f1F5: Oxley et al
(2009) . Fragetta (2010) . Fragetta £l Melina (2011a, 2011b) %, X228
SRR EER AWM ITER: |E, BT VARRARL, {38 U hir 25HEE2, 1
—H RS, R R R R S R, R A
3., HEBE u, Mo, WX RE p, , IR RSB (condition-
al independence graph, CIG); #x )5, fEE {515 M N ( moralization rule)
R, X CIG A #ATsE M, MTTFRE]— 42— DAG®,

=22 Ll Demiralp il Hoover (2003) ML, L +5: Awokuse Fl
Bessler (2003 ) ., Demiralp et al. (2004) ., Moneta (2008) , Demiralp et al.
(2009) . Hoover et al. (2009) %. XK EBRAMIERL: Hi,
FIFESET VAR 8, 35 U, By 22505 3, — Bt 3, 5 3K, 1
3, MMIATG, g PC. SCS %M k®, &5, WM R~ DAG, ¥
N—NA EH R 24 (skeleton) Fl v — 454 (v-structure) DAG flF 40 B 1
e, 7E PC BEMEHN SGS Buvkh, AR f ] i AH OC 28 B0 T3 R 56 ) B
R BB LA

XPIECERAEUT Fm2—8m: 55k, RN T EYEERET
Pearl (2000) 71 Spirtes et al. (2000) MYEIEMUR; HU, HAIFEMFAH

@ 1 Reale #l Wilson (2001), Demiralp fil Hooverr (2003), Oxley et al. (2009), Moneta
(2008), Hoover et al. (2009), Fragetta Fil Melina (2011a, 2011b) %,

@ E4KW Lauritzen fil Spiegelhalter (1988),

@ ] L Spirtes et al. (2000) .,



F—E 4R

FREAUA BRE T [ 3072 B (] DRLR OC R W HEIRT ;. Jo)e . 7RI S WUIR M v 35
SPAEIETER T, LA B AR AH & R % (varnishing partial correlation) )5
WA R MRS . FrLL, HATA B D5 i 8 SVAR B8 U] 2514 1)
PR EVELL T =T WA R — B WRAPISE, T4 FATTEURE LA T 5%
JA7R

B\, BETE %M SVAR BERIRBIGRZ L2 B8 (¥, I B Rr
w, BAA R B 7k SVAR BRI 4 1 SCHk, B2 XX — 7
FERHES A AT RS UE, HE SR Demiralp 1 Hoover (2003) M Monte Carlo
B A BEUE BIZ 7 S5 7E SVAR BRG] EAERIF MR, HERANTH
B, BUGERZEBSBEMBE K, FFUX 4R A RA . i
Ab, B F7E SVAR BRI [a] @ rh, FL SR8 4 7 i 20 SVAR AR,
117 PR SR 5 Ay #FE DR ) 3 B 0 0 T 3 7 7 TSI ) OB A e AR O DR R S5 g A Y
HhhZ o BrLA, BRAFFRANTBESIEN : A7 — KRG MER, HF
SVAR # R[] 1) B4 A= ot #2, & W F A Pearl (2000) Fi Spirtes et
al. (2000) MYESHAFFRAR, AR UHF|FE 7k d SVAR A A 5
FURUEAE 1134

FLU, TH 3B B D A O 28 280K 56 AR 2 1 S A it 8 A T 1 38T 2 A
B, B, LLRBFEN B RAHEXREMEEARE Z ML RN
¥, ATLAR BRI, (HIXANTE U, IRANER G @ 307 20 A s T 07 A T,
TIABEHE) B Z WA WATREALE SR [ 5 40 Hrep, 5k
ZWRA W B AEESIRE, L., EZTERRT, DHENRHEXR
BRI AR R SE AT, T4 il s () 5 B8 B SVAR ARHY 3 #r
AT RERA KIS M1 . —AS0T BB A D7 B2 FHAE 2 800 12 46 16738 1] Fr) 4%
44k ~7 5 & (ChlaB F1 Moneta, 2010; Moneta et al. , 2011), {H&Z, XA
BRI T A R A FRBE, T H il T ARPT A AR 4E BE IR T (curse of
dimensionality) fJFH, HXPREA TR T 8 /™8 SR, 1A WL
BRI — A B RS R AR ABE A BRI, X s HAE 2 W28 B 2 B A
HHINZ S THRCKRS . BrEh, W REEMEET X SVAR A RY i 26 M R/ 1E
TE SR EE R HERT R, R LATH B 4 D A O 28 J00RG 30 A0 2R A 0 S A 36X —
BT RHER A S TE, X BEAT AU BRI RS, A &3 s i
MR

‘e, [0S B 5 i e AR A ) 2 25 TR 2RO AR AR AR AR Y 531 v ) o A
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T Markov [K] 555 R HE W7 55 R 1 5 1 R B 7R 1 51

PR Z 0 —J7 T, H T R SR 4 0B A0 B8 R A 5 Bk 3 A X B AR e
Belfs S, O RBCERE By O FSVERED 1,3y, A
REEMA L, Frldl Gie & 7E Reale fil Wilson (2001) if /& 7F Demiralp Fl
Hoover (2003) AARESCHRH, HHETFFEAZERERD v, , 55, ¥, [
B DR SR 5 M ) HE BT . SR T AR 44 WL 55 4 %2 B (observational equivalence the-
orem) : H A AH[F R F v - 45 #) DAG fEGE it L R FE M (Pear,
2000; Spirtes et al. , 2000) , WgiRBL, FARBEIS T PG B AT GE A 2
— T & — 2 BA W S5 0 ST AR AE B U A4, ATt A4S BEffE SVAR A%
RRLE 2. F5%E, FESLUES AT 15 2 ME— ) DAG W I A ¥
W, FrUAT A AR b, PR BY— S0 SRR AN S BT B R O BE Y
BE, ff SVAR #RAIIR LASE TR . 3 AR bb SR Al RO 28 BF BE 1) i 15 3K
SRR A TR KD, (BRHERAFERR Y=, B FHF
R BB R SRR AT LR RN R EEE R, B % &3
SVAR #L R p [Rl A8 & SHi 5 2E B m W sh B RIRC R, WA LAESH LK+
DAG i#—E /b, MMER D 2 AT Z BRI AR R4 T, {f SVAR
BRIAG LA SE AR o Bilan . e IR IR A A2 B (] RSG5 A 0 T, A 7E4
REMREIR— DAG B y, >y, , MFEFH— DAC HIE y, vy, , XHE
SRR PAARF RN . R, e EEHA R S G 2R R g SR
RERFRMN, BEFE— Yaen » EEERBIHBRERXERK DAG
o, HALE y, Ry, Z—RABER, RO RILN v, BT yin A
JaAeE, A : v —ve » XEEERBIEHRRLRE DAG FH 2L h
THIEHEANE — DB : Vi — Yo = Y3 B Yiceny = Ya <5 » XEH
HIGER—A v - 458, MATEARR, Bl =& AR 0] 68 [F] o i B2 — 155
Mg, XFEXTRBUER B, R RA S B WA AR R &0 A
D, [ 0 A ) PR SR HE BT R A4 SVAR BRI R, #h 3
ETFahABRREGH MR, o7 LA ) ZE S A6 A E# SVAR #AY
PRSI A4, fff SVAR BERLIE B R 5 09515 206 h

B=F BRNE

FI R 7 1 BOE GE T H R AE 1 A i SVAR R U 2/ 4, RE+
ZHERIBERH)—FFT TR, BT X—INEfE BSOS SE bR R A A AE



F—E HR

F1 R R A TR () L, TR A 2R e AU PR 2 IF % St 3 10F 9 3 R 1
At B, EAMRLUTRATHEE-: 5%, EA08T & o Rk
T, MBS A BE TR B 32 v i 1) 39 0 i) PR 2R 5 4 BT DR A
SVAR EERVRGI R AT f74E, HAHX—HIET, SVAR BAIGLISE 4
PRI LR HK, ERRESER SHELRAZHEERXLR
7E [7] 55 725 5 (1] A1 SR 35 g 4 08 o i) b (52 A 9 6t b, 5 38 1 ) 0 A 4 )
PR EE A HEIRT R A 2 SVAR BRI R0, 4 i 215 F 20 285 DR SR 45 4 by
(dynamic causal inference) , FFIRITAHN ML, f# SVAR BRI U5 5
SMAEE AT EZME BERZ L
ABETRMNFLHMT : 5 5%, FHEMCHS LI,
B, MARER RS HK, 5IABEBIESMT B RS
WEEERMEREE, IFRIETES S B CWIER, M k3T H R
SEFHERT AR A 7 B0 T SVAR BERUMATF FS F R, 28 =%, F ST
SVAR Hi8 54 M 8h A Markov I RZEMBERIA LR, B, AT E X
SVAR #AY | Zhj75 Markov R SR 45 K R L) 7S Markov PR 5 MR, Jf:
7t SVAR BB MRS s K, EBEA] — AN 2R 1 3 & Markov [H
REMWERIAFAE— SVAR BRI MRRIEX; BJa, A5 FE R Markov
FAFFRE B LR R E X, FT X A A2 78 BROL U R FEAT A RE
T A LABLSL , AT R 25 F [A) J 4% & (8] Markov PR 5 45 44 #E T i) SVAR
BRI B e Bp S at . BB UEE, FEMEIEEES &S T A HBRA R
K77 e SVAR ALY e JE Rl . 08, MERIS ik B 3% T A 3 45 # )
Markov [K S &5 #4 4 T R 44 SVAR BERLR B R T 171k, R4 BAR
Wy HOK, 1HEX—8 4T SVAR BRI LIRS B 754 0 B 4 B
J&, i#id Monte Carlo 48K i — 2 B0 UE FR AT A 3535 2 A A B LA K BT 44
MFEE R R B E . R 5, BAUKSE T [F AR & | Markov PSR 454
HEWTR My SVAR ARG 2514, 0 BI3E T 302 Markov PR SR 45 44y HE b7,
B, 45 A KB Markov R S5 HEWT 4 JLAS QB E 3, JF 76 S 3L Al
b B HIK, PHEX—F 4 F T SVAR #RIA LU BI 7S
S &G, 3B it Monte Carlo B4R #F— 2 B iF R ATH 3 B 2 &
ARULFRG B REFRMREIER. FAE, KT HE Markov F IR
LERHENTA HE SVAR BERNR G A4 9 77 B i TS5 UE 40, I 38 [ AH oG
ZPRAE, b A R B AE DURIR R 3 5 0 Bt T BOR £ S AL a1

1
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HeT Markov K] 385 R HE W7 &5 R 1] 7 3 RIS P 5

A, FFFRBA R SSIERT SR AT HE, AN X —Jr G A bk 7 LAt —
L. HLE, RERAPIEEE.

FNY  BrEAE

745 1 BB R €6, 2 b S BEABRAE L R LA 7

e, ROFEREBIEI AR ALET, NFE A BEEIE T 3T A
$1 725 Jk 16 [ 5L 4% R DT A 2 SVAR BERUIR 3 4 (R 0 FT AT, T 3% ik
A5 7 W22 T 1 4 il 9 B 1) SEE 497 1O R PRI B T IR S RO BB LR, I B4
H T X — ISR, SVAR RIS L 5E 4 0 BI85 00 B 4

FLUC, FRATTHE BT 7] 12 ik ] K S5 Ho H 7 H B SVAR A0 50 48 14
FRFIET SRR, JQ W T BB, S0RE AT DL 8] B %
1E RS T T O BN S LA Bk ¥, XS4 T, SVAR B
19 DLSE AT B FE AT A PR ¢ I T )33 2 ) R S5 4% g 4 T 3 g
Z SVAR BIER S PEATEL, Sh7S SR A5 HIHE I 7E M9 2 SVAR BERUIH 51 4%
P BT AFROE B, 8 SVAR BIRIZEA (5 B 22 5 (51 26 16 T 18 LA 52 2
LB AR T A R R

a, WATAE XS R, &3t T AN AY Monte Carlo 15 4 B
WO, XEERE T U T HE— S RRIE, WTIRIE T BF5¢ 7 i wFJess
0 T DL B 4 3 G I O SR



