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1.1.1 |72 uA

sIMAE9] duAstE duiEE A9E9EY 34 Hsd Asak E3ke <l
Fol olsAd FXolgte AES AASIAAN, FHoEE EE2WFAI LGS
AtA] e R aFNE Begon) old wat EEuEALE H7tslr)
A =AH =¥e A&EHL Jow, OECD 3770=2] <+ 107 39 ==
WEAIL AFRAL = 1970 o] %= FES] Has] StHOECD, 2014). <%
7S TYART TR AT FAALS st =2 A

o W FAArE @S flow, oE HAATZ Hs) dAAR=
SAFETEA-LU2E A3kl 2006~2009d <+ & 519, vid of 139 229
dibs =2 NAHANYG(HSIP, Highway Safety Improvement Program)ell
FASIA Y. HSIP= BE sZ2A e AaL o S44 5 FostA <

ol st TR o= AFHow, wid AW KR x| 5 (federal-aid funding)

1) o83 AEAF Alae] whE Al3A W& A5A EEo] e £ gE o gidl wEEANLS
3 doj k= Bux THAAA, 20110 11-13).

2) The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users(Public Law
109-59; SAFETEA-LU)= 7] Aol S4alge] gk A& gt 7la2d7 5218 gttt 20061 8
¥ 10¥ George W. Bush 7] tiE&o] $2lslslem 20009 10€ 30¢ 2 g3o] whaEITth 2% 834 €
9] ofitell= wFe SAaE LS A 2 ] f% AN 2 91 ¥Feka e o7l &
O 7+ 3&E2 A|2F] 571 2k 3k AlEl A T8 2 Bt Al SHE Y o] o] Q)
o} 7] 93]& & Wt wlY o% 105]d] A 7lwel digh FAS FASNeH, Obama A5+ 20124 7
4 )AE 'Moving Ahead for Progress in the 2lst Century Act in 2012(0MAP-21)’ ©.2 ko] Aweloich
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Safe,_ Accountable, Flexible, Efficient_Transportation_Equity_Act: A Legacy_f
or_Users (2014. 7. 12 1)




%] gt A3
£ 93)e] RustEE o Utk HSIPE 4~59 ©9le] 3 A Hxo| o
gt =2 W =A E(SHSP, Strategic Highway Safety Plan)< X33lal 312

o, SEAE EAANZE RS % vm A FEY S 5%7bA e
3= 9@ A9 (hazardous locations)= 73t o]o] tig F/NHA AR
& 9 F3HHSIP reports, Reporting requirements)st=% It E3 FE-E=2
2t wA7RA(RHX, Railway - highway crossings) AFE 3 A== @A
(HRRR, High-Risk Rural Roads) At ®Ee] 7|5< vldst=S vt
(GAO, 2008a; GAO, 2008b; Wu et al., 2013).

YEE TEERAUAZIEY ) o Wt 19719 FHE (EERGVEAY &
EdE od 5d &9 =2k +

o

HE | o] MAFHEA Z2HAAE AuAYS G720 AYPe 2 A=sEA
CHA R -7, 2008). S 1EE 2 2AHS QAT SO mE B3
4 T22A HeAS 449 E20d T Ag T fEivEst fAE A

ANFE ololeal e Aol BAoE &€ 4 Utk dE9 =2dd Ad
4

0

o ERARA EWuygs) 2 (megu Ag2AW, o 9% =iz

w3 AR FEA B ARAE T SDstal AT(EAE <, 2012).

EdnRe 1958 "=2uEH ) fgel wel e wEEAT Sz
weh ERaEY S RE wENAT £ ANCE sl wEAw @ 17 me}
ey =i

H
e d g Ao aRITHAEAE 2, 2012).



SEvEte] A nBA A A, B AR o] BAARI

= OECD =719 Folrt} @ 2000 ol EJMA o] Fo)x]7] A2
)  TEEQFAW ) A5z o7 FUIEEIAVIEA G Y wE Ad
2002~201237F & 16 Y, 49 z A A=Y AAHFATL o] FofHHD)

72 AU =RAANAAYS) 4 1SFEE FYR £ AR,

[EUR(
}—\

A (matching fund) 24 2 FYAXGAG 7 2AN A AAALES F
3 =2Ha Uk ool 'EEwEH,, 'EEYH, F EEAE B E294A
B 24 fol o 28 hsH FAAU] ERIAAL B Aglel A%

2 Anh =3 AR 19873 ERASEUNAS AVIE FHE wEAAL
=

4) AP = 012959 49 o3l Aty +3.1% S7e7] %= 8 THOECD, 2014).
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ool 2 Tt 3 Eo st

25 EoklAe 1l T dHE uF Z2HESS T3] s
T ARE Yo r mdEd 4714 SAF(LRTP, Long-Range Transportation
Plan)e] 72 %] FHE AZFsstr] A% EHHEMOE, Measure of
Effectiveness) & 7R3 A7 Miller et al, 2008), WA Yo} Fo =& <lzz}
Zpkol gt A8 HEE FJASI olE EE2FE B AHE(corridor health
indicators) = ¥ H&3}sl7] A7 ZH A AE AT AT (Verhoeven and
Flintsch, 2011; Dehghanisanij et al., 2012), SAFETEA-LUY &+ & of-&
st Aoyt FE tidez F Ao =2FA Z2ad g FAA E
2 2ol Ao thdt AAFHr T AP D A (Everett et al.,
2013a), MAP-21° thHlste] Itjefut = AA Aol &g =204 F2 =
299 AARE AFRTIet RUE P A% SAUH AT (Everett et
al., 2013b) F°| Ath.

(A FAL Bokoll e AR =2 F0|7} HSIPo| Wi E s AE=2 AT
AAA o e H7HHaas, 2010), 7] 2LFHF(DOT)e FA ZZAEES Ojgh
d "W N SHY AASAHT AT (Hendren et al, 2006), %71+
EA7 HSIPY AMARIE a4 &3E FAHSE FAST AE(Wu et al,

2012; Wu et al., 2013), HSIP®] X|HAtL A W 9 AZ4s ZFAhads 4

of

i

A 224 E¥E(deterministic distribution) ©] &3] AlE#H A g AE|(Wu et al,

2014) sl Atk
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Beumuiativk investm’shtt oo miifon kR £2
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num, of accidents num of acdents
————— cumulative invesment(t 00 million KRW ) ===—- cumulati & investment(100 milion KRW)
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21 97448 AY

B A7e m2ekd AAAYe] AYEAE Y AAA] AFEA o] F

211 FAY B7He Jid B ™

=2A A Brkel A Aol A A91A dd mBAY Bt
o g Mde ¢4 AYT vtk vk & AFolA= =9 AN HeE
Aal =2hd AHZIE 24 AF(policy), AFdAE(plan), ZZI1¥
(program), Z=A E(project) B7F= T23ATHY) AFAAE Hrte= FH e A
g g A Foll g BIEEA, olwo AdA" L TV == A7 MEH
A ARAYT Y] AR =Y wpgte BxAAFd tE FAH ARE
SAE AAA B AHolH, wekA AYAE Frie F2 AE 2 A

of W3k Hrlrt FE o2t ZE 1Y Hris A wmE A5z BFog

6) o9} 2 JdA FEES w= DOTe wE H& ?XHMM]—% S84, A A (policy)>
vk 9 F 2l wEAA A AE plannlng) =27 %E;%} ‘3; ARAE, Z2 ey

ki

(programming)> 5 &7] Zd=f 2 = 7H“C‘/‘}°q o ok A
= ==
Y o

A E (proje
2 AFAA *}?3%{1" T3 BE W}%Tﬂr Hfﬂ 9], 2013).
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A5 FAaty, 283 AY iR tis) rtol=dte AMAE TFT. =2

=
@ o] & (activity), Z =21 (program), 7% (function), & 3 (policy) & =L ©
Ao AYHEA 1 ZRIPL I AYY 54 9 Zurt ARBAE

Hrrstz] sl &l 7Hsd HZ(identifiable purpose) & H3E9 3 (set

-

of objectives)& 2ZtFojof 3ttt AdH7I= Z=O9 AAE H7HE = A
3, 59 239 2 (initiative) ol JF

=
FARO Taw Hrhe AR AEAe] TE BEHsIRG 2

7) B Ao BALe oA XA tldt Aluta &3 Ao glon weld A
7k A A2 =0 A E=& Sol7] dal ZROHI} TRAES FEGHA &
I ZRIOY PR destsilnt
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o 7pAE, e Y ZeAdse ta Aadshd FAZel B &

Y A=E AAASRE RUEHPsAY Bistes AS 23t 4334 =
© AAAEE AHdEH F

2O W AFPH] AEE Ee AHl, I AEE 9 Aulzd 2
At e A tial BE 5 loloF FTHGAO, 2011).

7he ARERd 7t SRS Frkske 43S 3 24e ulskAR A

m
st
|
i
l
i
o

AR AAEA WEH ZEIH LINMAE Hrlste AS EFEL 9
O ZEIY HFrbe 22O 75 ARls e fAE B4 A%
22O ARE AL AJA e z2Od S5 3 Tx 73
g o tig s 247HA = EFITHGAO, 2012).

220 ke §3¥& H7F FA o ol WFB 7Hinternal evaluation or
self evaluation), ¢]%-38 7} external evaluation or third-party evaluation), & &
% 7Hjoint evaluation)® TEE F Utk EZ HIHAZ|A wEt AR H7}
(ex-ante evaluation), %1% 7}(interim evaluation), & 5% 7} end-of-program
evaluation), AF$% 7Hex-post evaluation)Z T-i&-°] 7153w, 752 o o}
77333 7H(process evaluation)®} %9 & 7Himpact evaluation)Z & 7153t
(OECD, 1986; 1991a; 1991b; 2000). =3t =273 B7le] {32 H7F &4
(evaluation criteria)dll WetAE E/F7F 7hsstth. 2203 HUY FA= A
F3td ER7IFe] Etes T2 e Z2AE HAo me} Priat

=
holw Mo WY At Wk vl £RE F Anks

8) gAlst 2w Hrte] FA
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2120014 &)
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Z2a3 Bt A dxEo

o
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L ogAEge s AT

o] g FRE Y5y, Yot Zrade] 4HE AMstE Aol
2 & gk mekd FIEHoR w2aYW Hrte s 2] &%
Aol g B =wolz} & 5 glov, ol oz 4 =& AT AY
o A% A7 =& U EHY FEAAES AWEE NEAAE FolB
=3

212 S2¢A ALY H7t #H A7RY EF

Flan/Strategy

Evaluation of
Road Safety
Improvement

Program/Project

| Measurement |

{ Rizk Azzezsment
Effects Analysis

Method ‘

Mum. of Accident

Accident rates ‘

Accident Severity
Rizk Index

Rate Quality
Control

Conflict Tech,

<19 21> T=20LA FMAAY

‘ Safety Basic

[ Principles(3E)
‘ ‘ Efficiency ‘ l

I Financial Resources

‘ Effectiveness ‘ [
[

‘ Eauity ‘ Road Type
[

Environmental

Sustainability

B7h B AT
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S0k AMAAY Hr7ks HIdel wel =20k AlE 3 A (plan
and strategy)oll gt Hrie} =2k 237 9 ZIAE
project)oll thet H7F To= FEE F At == A Z A=kl dig
Bt =7F e AAAL =20k AeAE B A3A
A4, 224, #3754, IAPL3H & HAAE & Ao ¢
B =2 EAY, AAA E2AAANYAY, ‘wFAL At
Zol7l" A W3t T LB BIE oo st &
EEdAAYC tE SEFE7F 84S Zteth EEAARG
gk Brbe #d W, AE, BF, A= g FIAE B AAAY A4t
A T2 GAg el ti'k Hrlolw. o] =2k
AT A e AAs] fel AbaRls 4
HEe T 9385 H7Hrisk assessment) T AT}

=
w2 B IEA (effect analysis) #H AT T

Jot
=2

=

2

>~

=

Q

> o
N

I fl

rJ

nd
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[
fru
[
Y

investment)7} RFEEo] QA @S =ErA AHAGSY Atnzta &3
(accident reduction effect) A9k FAYo] wrdH =2k JWHALG Y A
A EA G (safety investment effect) ATE IA FEE & Aok =3 =
Z2hd RAANY a3 dE AFe &9 SA A HE(safety performance
indicators) & FAL=E HASIA =7 H7HEA (evaluation criteria) & FHOE
& A7 AMY 3 (program category)= o1EA FEZ A7t wet R/

HA BHRSHAF| Wl ARl E(accident frequency) =3
AbalH] B-(accident cost) RF O 2 FE VMg =3 HrulEA 9L AHAE
o AolA AFT dRbA ARJETEe] EA 0 HIFo A, T4, T4
BHA, 44 AL THsHoE FEol Jhsstth riAIT e g AR dE S &

~
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A= E=bd 3t Y= (safety basic principle)?l 3Ee] w2} &8
(Engineering) °F, ©@<(Enforcement) #-°F, 15 (Education) #°F ALHS=E
T2 F A, AYY A Y(financial resources)dl ™2} = il(national fund)
A4, = 11X Z(national fund subsidies) AFY, AH](local fund) AFY ToE
TEE 7 dem, AU =24 FRA wEl 345X (national
expressway), = X (national highway), A" =& o]l (under the local road) &
o7 FEE F ATk

B oAFodA g 2 =2k AAAY B2 Y T =Rk A
At el AR FA ] e ERFGTE SA S AE FAE A (safety investment

effect) A7l aidstH o|& AlEspetA <1d 2-2>9F Zoh

Effects Analysis of
(_ Safety Improvement

\Program Safety
Investment

Program
Categor

Evaluation

Criteria
Accident Frequency Efficiency Safety Basic .
i — i
| | Principles(3E)
Accident Cost Effectiveness |
| : . || National Fund
Financial Resources Subsidies
Equity |
[
Environmental Road Type | Um:frthe local
Sustainability i)

w oA Fe AT B A7 g
<718 22> B o] oo
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HahaA s ATl

2 ATe EEQA AEAY FAbe mE Abagka 33
Eacias!
A 3% (performance indicator)® AFILRWl % (accident frequency) A5 & ©

[ P e R R

=
O

2y oA SEHTE 288 =24A

~

_

EERE AMAY S dEe R s, FauREE WE
MAAY, fdEs AAAYS ddes

A o] T2t Rl &84 (efficiency)

353 o] =Eekd AMAY Fae] AAH AHe

i

A

a8

e X

o

nAw, o)t FF2 FA E= v TSk

S2JRAEATE AA AlargtAio FEFS vlA AL oA o] FIF T A|xH O
2 A&FHs Aolgt & + ok
m
I
( |
Safety Safety Safety Safety Safety
Investment Investment Investment Investment Investment
attimet at time t+1 at time t-k at time t-1 attime t

3 ; 5ok5k k B, |By

¥
Accident Accident Accident Accident
Reduction Effect | | Reduction Effect | - -+ | Reduction Effect Reduction Effect
attimet attimet+l attimet+k attimet
| |
';’-'
m

<71¥ 23> B Ao ==29hA
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metd FAXEEAE SAHS] M AAF Ak & AE A7
FAZE @Fe VI AR F FAAEVIZR U7k A0t o= nh 2
3t =2HAAL Al o) tdel dAE dHALES] BAA LTS
AE tEdE® ol t+1d3} 1 o] Follx EHE MF F YA

g Btk =P dEe] FAE SIRdEA e 9T X mFALY

=
Azt E I = A vt2 bR ol Aol 2 A& ow IdE
Roemw T FFY A= gEA vHEd F deS Yrdh

B AT E <T¥ 24>9 #Zo] xR AAFEAR s yEld 5 9
+ AEa I (lagged effect) & FUH Aol iyt F2aIo} Axpayte] o

o,

= e

Lo
o

=2obd ANAAS AREAL] AR =

2k ALY FAAE FAET U S2okd A FARE AxkEs
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Reduction Factor)E F4<& &8 ®Wol o]Foxty. CRFE 437 #s

THo® ARESEtE WS ARA-ARE A (before-after study)? FTH A
(cross-sectional study) R oItk AP -ARS £A42 FAF A A R Fof
Uetde ANl E o] ztolE B4sts WRlolH, Jdd £49 A% F=

,18,



olt}. weba Wz

o
=

T THShen and Gan, 2003).
S2RkA MAAE Y Hrke] WHES £

(simple comparative method), % +Hlnl

o]z FE "W (bayes inference method), 3

& W (comparison or control sites), 7|7t 1
i

STHBTE, 2001). £2HA AAAY Amgta Tog/ g 9

2.

AHAY Az

9 AR

H(mean comparative method), Wl

eHl e Y

2 (regression model), ¥lal1

1 (lag period method) 52

EEL R

THE B =78
AR o] Ay Aol A=A ekeke A5

ch= B ARl Z o] W= gl
. YUY Axo] P AuHE TRAA ol ABEHA ke e
gl BN g AaNE HEels W) 9o
. ] CHIASRSE Ea o= Auds AL
; A= S F R ARE °2 . =
Holz F& Y EgHu: A) /L]o_:?]; _;]‘:H/\]-I’_ S At A4S B Ao AsE
(Hauer, 1997) 7:,\2‘_ U]Z o] &g Wo|=2 FEE& Tl 71 Atx
=T A5 A&
s gy | AT 9T FE e WEE 2 EHAF B Jbe
e AWz ole] BAE FH Aol GRS F4) Y= Ws 54 7Fs
S 18T} Bl 1Eel ko]
S AHe W daos A - AR 7)7Ee SU3E 7|3toofok d

Hla T
(Hauer, 1997)

Aestel mEAT AT el

a5 ¥a - Gt

-olA oﬂ oS

RS AE /\}1 A

F& ‘:’] A a9 Wsle
5 15 7]’
T 159 Ak

Al vwsile W S83] 710k &

PRI
(Mountain &
Fawaz, 1989)

2o NS A A
AR B, A F 38
A= Iejshe] val-Y

T A AR Arole] ArmalE

AL} 712 Ab)

H3}E RTMOE 7}24
To] ANIRN=E
MAESRZ 74

Has

A+E: Hauer(1997), BTE(2001), Shen and Gan(2003), E=Z 153 TH2012),

(2013)& Fst A

,19,
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FHugte] A =2 ANAAG Y] Bl ARG Wl AAgEHE W
He AP AREH 7L o)ttt ol mERH MAAY S AdEkA ks A
9 MOE e 2& FFoA fAH1, MY olF 24" MOEE 7AA
FY FBHRE 7 TE V1A VS AR IHEERAFIE, 2012
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B8-S &3l vehd AaNs ARE o] 8% 2F BT A aEsior & AA
He 92 38212 FHSE 3]7(RTM, Regression-to-the-Mean), 1.5 3}
of WE AtF7FE FH(traffic volume change effect), AlZtel]l W& Aol A4 w3}

FA(time trend), ]+ (over-dispersion), 4~4FE (under-dispersion), AW

(temporal and spatial correlation), & ZF& H F A2 HME A7|(low
sample mean and small sample size), ¥ HZA=e} T=738 1t A3 (injury
severity and crash type correlation), ¥44l3l(under reporting), ¥ o
(omitted variables), W™ (endogenous variables), ¥ & H(functional form),
G R(fixed parameters), 1 Aol T2 77 EFA(site-specific factors),

TEE, X, AAl, AERE T3 22 I Ao dAFoR FHIA= AtaL

El

Y g AP (maturation), T2 B<QHA A (statistical instability), 1FAML o]
(crash migration) &°] UTHElvik, 1997, Hauer, 1997, BTE, 2001; Shen and
Gan, 2003; Lord and Mannering, 2010; &%, 2013).

9) Akarzkar @ ¥Haccident reduction effect) & At © oA W ALIRIE] FFS wX]=
Tz Qo] WEALALY] FES vxE 2918 wEkQ2l(confounding factor; Elvik, 1997)
= ﬂzﬂ,&L(exogenous factor)o]g} & 4 Yt} WEHHAIY FxlES Qo] WEAITHI T
FFe HA = TH8E TASA T—r'@ WEHAAY] FAEds AT et ]
o] =AW (control variables)g} % 3}
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= AL 4 EAIF obUnh o

=)o) goh(#AH AT Shankar, 1995;

Guo, 1996; Shankar, 1997; Shankar et al., 1998; Ulfarsson and Shankar,

|

A
L

]

PES

ol
ujm

B!

o

FHsH] 9

il

ol A A=

| 2Tt (Ulfarsson and Shankar,

il

t}. o]} & o]F = Ulfarsson

bl

)

and Shankar(2003)

49

H

o7l wEel fAE 5

Aol AR AR o]0 A

NJr

& sk,

1

[l
=

Al (serial correlation)E ®FJ

¢t A

Al (spatial serial correlation)& & Al

g Aok wEkd AEARE Ve

)

B!
o

%

o)

b ggeos 1 ogd AEs mFE A dRA T

349 3.1.3

L
e

10) AbAIEE A ALl
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222 EEQMAE AAANYE AAFEA ERFI #E 47

EARSE 1 S2d AAAY AYEAY LEAT FaES A
ATES FE HARH PHES A3 Foh B2 Do) YoM =
2 AIMES /MoE AAY Andas ERBt ATERE B2l A9

E2Qk MAAEY ABFA axgrt #d £ dTEe AANE AR
o] ARG At =2 AEFA 5 A ALE oldH A= s FAA
ol ozt &2 FHol oEE AU dew, oz i =7t FE
(national level)®] T == AALE HAAZAC=Z IFHATIE A+
Wong et al., 2004; Haas and Chandler, 2010). 3FA|5F & ol 244 HIA|H
o F @f(state level) A5l TSI AoH, E4TH M= o
A Ao WEA AAFEAY M2 AntA E37F AGHEE AAEE S o
o sl veld & e JIEEFAE BAREE dd IARE S At
ATHA R 9], 2008; 443, 2011, Wu et al, 2012, Wu et al, 2013).

=2 FAaEd E40 HEARFE S Bol +&HL e ol F714

11) #AIRE A= 33| 3358 Fxsh7] vt
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E
(Publicity), S(Education), 19

=

=
=

F Ward’s method

RS

°

°]-&

[e)

(Legislation), ©<3(Enforcement)] 47}#] Z |2 A& Al

71E A& E 2
2] (Euclidean distance)
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“(exposure variable) TH
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9 (expenditure per
T I (state-level)°ll

=

A

2006'AFE Aztd FE =
A
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9o 1 A3} HSIP

2R Tee SR, o 7%
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PAY, %2 MEA S (disaggregated data)d

A, Z71e] AAARE ol §FoE
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ole} o] F ©@e7} ofd =7} Tff(national-level) FHAARE ©]&

capita) &= HEFslo] FA]

o
=
=
L

+

;OE

=

¢} 9A(Simpson’s paradox)’©]

1
|

g,

T

) .

&t

RERE

R

3 EAEEo|

[e)

=

=
=

g Aol ol
‘TZ & I (crowd-out effecty 2 <Ad| HSIPo| thd 2|

9

39

[e]

1301- =]

sto} s AR}l A

S

A% A

ol o5
b

o
7

J)

5.

[

34

9|

(Linear Fixed Effect Panel Model)<

3E(Engineering, Education, Enforcement)
R

Aol A
~ 95 -

155
=
L

&

4
el

&

]

B

e
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Panel model)¥ tF A HEEFH(MENB, Multilevel Mixed-Effect
Negative Binomial Panel model)< ©]&3tth. A723 2001~2005d 8
7 ®laste] HSIP7F =948 ©o]F wFAal AFEAE FENBO| A% 7.6% A
%, MENB9| 7% 81% AL Zadte A2 UegAw 1 arje FEE
24 velgth 1€ givl A& = 290 7 3A Jehged, ywz
4L 195g o A dvegth 283 AFAS ddstr] 98 Wald chi
test?} 21 % AA(log likelihood test)E G333 o™, FENB X3 o]
MENB =&l Hl3)] ©] A3atA et Wu(2012)9] 2E -2 A}
1= A AANTES RdAFsste] FAS L fFEaA g w

N

ek

Box
0,

Y

Wu et al.(2013)2 Wu et al.(2012)¢} wiz7HAI2 #4232 FENBSF ME
NB E&Z ol&stden, AAa fde AE, A F&, 14 A=
%, BAA TE SR Yol B4sAH. B9, 200995 AEE Fhs)
ATh GDP F7te&2 nifo] 8 AA|Zs GHE F o AgsA EAbstaL
2 skt BY AdAde Bds fldl 271 =H(log likelihood ratio) <t
Akaike A E7]F(AIC, Akaike Information Criterion)S ©]83t¥omH, &
AtaLf-@ellAl FENB 2@ o] MENB R&o| nls) o AgsiA eyt
d BEeel F3y a7, FAA w4 FREY B

SAA FENAM FE 2&o] ®o] AHgH oy, Z4 FE F33 =
A F(state-specific effects)5 A#H3t7] 3l MEERZ-S 1#slon, A7
At FA %*’FEJ%(state-speciﬁc effects) > A-F0], VMT, =& A}
R o2 YEsth Ak ARaLzh
APRARSL ZHaago] 7HE AA vEbs e, oAb AbaLh dvgold, 2
7

2, AT AR Zagoel 7 Won F(stte)d FHA E4ENI} ks
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Al HAth A Edcs umA Al 7kA AFRA T f38o] A 19 o
v 29nto] Al zta &3yl A Yehds 9 vlE)], ¥R FE(collision
with nonmotorist)®] -9 1€ ti¥] 2~8¥o] Atn7tA EH7E o A UERy
om 9~12¢¥2 1€l H& ZA detwth ARWE =2AEA 7Adnlel okt
AFAR AL ZHagol] Zolzt e, 254 ©3F WS AXA 7 BE

5% ARAL AFE FHHE Ao yugo

Mo
k

_EL
o)
g
BN
Ol
=
Mo
=
=)
a
B~
A
2L

Bt =3 VMTZE 1% 715 A AARARLE 0.34%, AEARLE 0.9%,
1 ZoE FEALE 43%, AR Al 02%, PR AMaLE 015% S
Vet Zlo® Uyt AAZE AEE APGARLL 5ot #yEgo] som,
A&l 7 A FFES WAL, HSIP AFEH A=3H Al §38E AR
Fo A= AA APGALL AFE FEWUTFE I Wu et al (2012)9} o2 A
FostA LA deEbgth AT B A7 AYE AEY f¥ol FEH
UA ot A At zt

a4
Zpe] WAt AaEH dE AYATE vlnsy [® 2-2]9 2o

i
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# 22] Bk MUY ARFAZS BE AT vl
waga) | w4 F5UE E) o _ EHRY aeak
a3 | 9= | S Ta [ 9 [ AT 8% | goaq |ARNT] AANT Lome | =3 5A| 504 208 TARE] 54
#8 | #4 | B9 @F 5)| @5 W% 8% olda| dad| F84 | A4
Monthly
Pub . Digest of 5 ol =
Won ’ Time Freq, | Acc, L 10yr. 1E9E, ALY,
etal) | 04| Eduleg g | geyll | pu | Index | Statisties | N() b qoayie00) | gpzEey s | Cf N| N N NN
Enf (Hong
Kong)
= En, Acc lyr
o)y U g s _ y TZolA old
Hd 9 | 2005 Edu, Enf DEA Freq | oo Index C(58) (2004) ZQHA ]lE C| N| N N N N
Hendren pooled . 2 A%
High o
and 2006 | Eng Enf | Regre | Freq | Fat | Index | . o | s 19§Zy2rdoo By, T2, C/N| N | N| N | N
Niemeier -ssion Statistics (1984-2000) | 24, 1¥88 F
Linear Acc, 8yr
2 i . | mEod B&ds
Akl 9 | 2008 | Eng, Enf Panel | red IFIzt, Counts S(16) (2000-2007) 2 T C|N| C N N N
led state DOTs
Haas and Eng, Enf. boo . 4yr. Aol =
Chandler 2010 Leg, Regre Freq Fat | Counts @qnerdlhne N(1) (20062009) | * HE N| N| N N N N
-ssion categories
F ) BAUE AT 71E A7EY] ASAHQ A 2ok AF Rl whet 38KEng), W&(Edu), T (Enh), AW B A= (Leg), TE(Pub)E TE
T 2) ALFEL Aces AL, Inj= F, Fat& AFS 2]
7 3) FAD2I2] N(Nation)2 =7}, S(State)= F E&E A%, C(County)= Al - i - F5 9|v]
F 4) Wong et al.(2013)= &5A] AL AAE7AE SEHEHFE 18
= 5) C: consider, N: not consider, - : not clear in the paper
— 29 —
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LN NENE NN

2]2] N(Nation)= =7}, S(State)t —7‘ TE
) C consider, N: not consider, - :

u et al.(2012, 2013)2] @?

) el EAa e

|%, C(County)y= Al -
not clear in the paper

Fx Aol F-A]He] A& H(maintenance spending)
218 = Z(High Risk Rural Road) 7|AAMd 2] 7% 183,

o

- g oJu

,30,

= P E
S S

(Hot Spot) 7AAFA 2] 7

T 9dzke} Am

[ 2-2 A& E29A HAAY AR FEAESR 3d A5 vl
waga | g o =749 9 BAEE 2es
9% | Tigs | s B% | gmaa | WARD] AN | Eqws |2 4] 304] 304 was
=) as 9| @ W MR
: SER TRk AT
2011 Eng Linear B 14yr. = -
’ / Counts | AA Y o 5(15 7 s 50T, C N
2011 | Edu, Enf | Panel A )| oo | FERAA
012 | B | B/A Counts - - - - N | N
Count Zﬁﬂﬁi 8yr Monthl LTrends,
2012 | Eng Counts | FHWA %2} 5(50 ~ LA VI c | c
g Panel il 0| oor2008) | ors
Count TEHo) - I;/Ior%tl}[lgy}\LTrends,
2013 | Eng Panel Counts | FHIWA 2zt SG0) | oot009) | 441, ofem ¢ ¢
e S2ApA g
SZuEgd By | 199 549,
Count Index, QI7HE 1A (1995-2012) | A SAE
i 4 l’
E 2014 | Eng Panel Counts | SHAsgE az) oyr. | el7HWE, GRDP, c | cC
Ak Qo0d2012) | A= AgE
AT 71E ATEY ﬂ% 2 J Qb -of 7512 EF7ol Wl F8H(Eng), T-5H(Edu), TEnf), 9 L AE(Leg), THPub)E TH
H2 Acce AR, Inje F4 s 9n

it

2
T

3 B H 1_11 1]_



23 71& 479 TA B A8E 2A

Sr1e] ofEl o Qs Ixk B TFolAA Rtk %7} naEF gy
ool tig BN/} 18 ABSA Ygkor], EASE AR EF AE ©le
9 WAL AAWY 9F9 AR hRBINY] WEolth Ed, Aue
ot Aol A4 $F ol WE LENA FAAR Az Ae] BAT 9o
o, An 2ol AotE AR JFL vH

SR JHAAARG Ot AF-Foe® wol 2ol Sle At adH vt
W2 A 25 o FEE aEetA Al AFY A Al dis) A
E9] o]y} o]Feo] AmA: WIEE HwItE HIAAZ A - AE Ho)
(non-financial before and after study)’} & o|Fi Ut} AT 7] A}

AAE Hobel e Anza Z3 2REe g A" AGEA o

al

of gt 1y, FAHS oo AtnRliEd JEFS v F s ddHF
(exogenous factors) FA| A W&ol I T A HE AtarE A E
A FFEE WY oE A Ax
migration) o} W= X A3 o] 9] A oM AtasfA E37E HutEE 1
<= a7 (spillover effect) @4l gk 44 1% FQ3sith

i AP EE AMAAY, AL 22 X IAAY T2 EERAAAAEL 3
A MAde o AR Z3E oJEUe FElvete ERUANY Z20
2

A FnREAYOEA, W AR A HAstel wERow

r\l
i
rr
olN
N
ol
rr

AFaLzd o] (crash

1o
u)
=

A&

3 B H 1_11 1]_



ANe FASE TR B Bad Agelth AT EokA AAAY
of UiE AMERE L D BES G ok Adasel wa) Akglel
S A olFol® 1 Exbt A&H o debd + e I3 A
Aol oo U@ et MEFSHAY. & wEGAAG] U FAEAT}
57} ol% olwA REAL Faol SHA 4FL VALAE =
A Hoho] THY. AW FHH FAEAE P37 ARAE 221

oM AR uhsl o] =2 MMMl BF LA 4 5 FAA

rr

18

IH =2okd 3
& Hart g ada A

Aoy BAate] 82 WEAL 1HF ATgs &3} 4 28 sLol

o,
®
&
Ll
of
Y
o]
H
b
fu
e
=
m
_>|i
{o
N
I
]:op
i)
Ll
r]I.
of

of gk AA A5E B3 RFH &S FHetA Ik

dH A ol Fr1A0E FYHE EReHIEA A5F =2ekd Qlxes) 4
t AREA A%ES 19

2 | Zunzzel A HY AU ARAANGAS 4 D92 @

20

3| MRIE KOl DA A7 DB A el o) Foxl AalEe] ta JuAA SA

4 | =2WeE B3 A 2AXGAE Augs ave 5537 =3
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311 ¥o}l% 129

(Poisson Model)oll A= 4A A=A

Eo

i7kh ojd 7]

(3-1)

o

)
X

il

AAA 7} @) A g0 Aba

1
|

4714 Ply,)

A AA 9]

L —
|

b5 molH, of

X

kA i8]

\a
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of ol A=A, Ieh
Agd ¢ flon, ¢

[e)

=

4k over-dispersion) ©] U} 344 (under-dispersion)

g = WHolth o

oju

,m_m_wo

22

e Am

2y

1H(Poisson-Gamma)

1

x4

TH(Lord and Mannering, 2010: 295).

(Negative Binominal) &= 3O}E-

5}

312 Sol|g =3

2ol

Bjolt}. 5ol

[0
W
ﬂo
o
o

[0

R
o
o
H
B

o
0
H
ol

0

ad

N
4o
i
JJ
]

s
;OO

exp(BX;+¢) 2 B Ho2A FEHH, o] 2

E(%) + [1 =+ aE(yi)]

Bl (closed-form) 2]

[}

t=2A Varl(y,)
3 thes vepde
o] AdE FejolH, ol= ©

2

-
) B

|

#

©
-
2y

¢}

B

3

o

s iy

]

o
AV

i

S a7t 09 7P7he 29

o] Aelo] aglel wel b

By

o]
AA

+

o)
=

3

by

o]

g3k o2 deA ok

]
&

a7l

S

o AuE A

Fo]

0]
yul

2
= A

A

1@-0

22

THLord and Mannering, 2010:

X
il

(dispersion-parameter) 78 <]

296-297).

,34,



3¢ g e 4 329 B& EXE wpErH(StataCorp., 2013a: 1395).
Y, ~ Poz'sson(ui) (3-2)

A71el A, p; _ explz,0 + of fset,)
3 (Negative Binomial Mean-dispersion Model)13)2 =

S
obF el HAFH T stuolr, HEat Eoks RN MIHA F=

Y, ~ Poisson(,u:) (3-3)
7)o, pu = expla,8+ of fset; + v;)

e~ Gamma(1l/a, @)

& 34 AAA Gammale,d) EEZE 71Uk a9t B4 a? S 7HAH,
mebA eV ZIUE 13 B4 oF Zhe AuHEEE wEn ojho] o FE

A w Rl Y, o7 4% FRAETL AR Zokd RFOIME a=0 UA

t

u; ~ Gamma(l/a,a,uj) (3-4)

THEE B4 REE og 4 359 2o] F3dA

Var(y,) = EVar(y;lp;) + Var B(ylp;) = E(u;) + Var () = p; (1 + ap;) (3-5)
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Linear Model)% o] &3stATh A

A x5} A= 2% b e ZHAER o) Stk

i
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0
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i
o
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>
£
rlI
b
B
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k
D
o
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O
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5
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<
=
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=
5
a9
N
(e}
o
=
rlo
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g
i
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A
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1o
>
=
r a7
b
yg,
o>
N

=
FHEA S f8 g 241 23 (Multinomial Logit Model)< ©] 83131
sy

a
on, A Y FAFY A= WAy ddd Aady W= 5 Az

Miaou and Lord(2003)2 mFAaLe} W% F Alele] TAO g 7|& =g
of A&"d 7F8q W& w#Ho=E AU, HPA o] Z(Empirical
Bayes) 7153} & uj]o]Z(Full-Bayes) 7]H16)2] H]
parameter)S 117 2.5 (fixed parameter)Z T 2 I FEHE ASsh= G
Ao Fojslor & BaAS A7

Amoros et al.(2003)2 ZH2 Y AA|FE He] =2 AL S vustal
ztol7 =2 FR/ £EZ zolo ABAAZ EA (1o zol2 AwE 9
=4 B4t e gold RIS AT EE
AAFE 2P =2 PP Aolo] dFES F= AR AHE =EIATH

Lord et al.(2005)= ARaLet W&/ 54 Atole] #AE dSste E¥E <= 7N

ial
i
of
:?L_',
td
Ao
>
>
[92)
e}
o)
3
S}
5

14) ¥ol 2y} go|d mao] syl oApuk Am it A PAEE Lord and Mannering(2010:

296)¢]  “Table 3. Summary of previous research analyzing crash-frequency data’ol #|A] &t
Y2rEF Fxste] 20001 o] F-o] E At IdAo] =2 w3 FHAMA ST
) oE5A AL ATE A AR(FERIF)ETH A $HEAEY, 20130 7).

16) A5 EZAAAS dgdsy] Y8 EAEXZHEY vz ARl 2H7EZMCMC, Markov
Chain Monte Carlo) AlEd#e]A38le] 3= W (289, 2013 7).

> [m 2 oy
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Failon, uEY, B, uETF Uiy (Volume/Capacity) #kol AbiLe
A S HA= AoE BHeAH

Lord(2006)2 %2 ¥+ FAl(low mean problem)7} Ei4F S0 FaFs
N =2 7o} Y AEE glsta, 52 b A9 dukEgl &40l A
A7) o HJA S8 BEAY IdF £4S FGAY B, R, %
7] HEE B3 9o Fobd vl BES BT 1 Ay v
®E Hto] A2 wE A7|9F AtE A EEdF SAC AR dEF= 7
A AFs7] @A 4 BEakol YA vlojz SA T4 ¥ IF
< "3s At

Kim and Washington(2006)> #3]%d 243 S8 FEAL Aol o] WA
(endogeneity)= 43t7] 98 AgE HHo| g = FHHSmaximum
likelihood) W< AR&ste] Aol g A9 3 Aol 54 =
AL ZFAEHE VMRS Akt

Lord and Bonneson(2007)- QF A5 %<~(SPF, Safety Performance Function)
M 8l =zof Az 54 WHakel A =20 b 3he| #AE k=
AFALTB AT (AMF, Accident Modification Factors)E& Z43dt= ATgolA Ak
I 2 |t Gojd s FE0] daditds A3E ==33 T

Cafiso et al.(2010)2 FAAFFEro] E4tR,o HEAd sk B4 9
stRom, BEAtRasel =2 Zsegment)d] Aole Ho| ATAAC ASE
3 AARE BF oA EAESFTE O Fopxa WEAdo] ol HE
Astglon, 730l & Aol R4 WEAel o £AVF e F71H4
sAE LA

Daniels et al.(2010)> 3| wxt= ko] ¢FAA Zpo] A oA FLopdy =
ofF vt RES AREste] MgE o] ARALE ol wvsy wE ol A
&0 THE 2 FE IS WA

Malyshkina and Mannering(2010)2 A FEFlA Blojd &2l Ao

A&

3 B H 1_11 1]_



32 AAEX 29

QF

[‘_>.i

B d7e EEGAANLEC At B AL5d e A7EAE st
Jom, olE 7t WHEOR AFAAS M AHEsts FAARL R Al
2t &7 2 ¥ (lag effect model)= §&3t F5F4 EAI3)
solving)17)& Al&=staiz et o5 f&f A 71E £&dol &ufstal e A

BEA Al the TRt dEe) ARadeEd olE Eddtetr] fs AT
AAEAA AFH R ol o]t A= AAEERY(Distributed Lag

Model)®] R4 2 2474< 292 Part Qo

ihd

(analogical problem

321 o]&3 uj7

rok
i)
o
>
N
it
o3
OQ\
o
L

3 @THGujarati, 2004). AXHEE =

T2kl thek ARt ad(lag effect) w4 Al AlFAAStAA de] 2ol&= W
o2 dHA Utk AAZTERYS] 2713 ATEE Nerlove(1956, 1958)2] &
A 59 7HFol g ¥kgol g A7, Almon(1965)9] A2 A (capital
appropriations)¥ A= (expenditures) 7+ X2 A|X}(distributed lag)el ™
g A9 Koyck(1954), Jorgenson(1965) &2 ZA|2 oo o8 7kA 8.4

17) #54 A4 29 Ax4 AFE & 4 A= Gick and Holyoak(1980)—§‘ 37 B
F4 A A4 ANZL TA gk FoA dAs s AR thE =ud ol & HOPH
ANES 4477 243 e Agsle] o|&23A 7= H Hohgo]a} ElgEai =



2
ol

g A2 FAo g 5ol AtH(Chotikapanich and Griffiths, 2000). 71<&
TdEol AL e Alatade] FHEE Aol EEFE Daste FH

=7 & 7FAst= PHi(lag that increases then declines), 7|3}
(geometric lag), A W= FAAI] FaFs = FH

(Gujarati, 2004; Greene, 2002; Chotikapanich and

(declining lag), F
o2 7tAsE 3

_1°1'

£

(dynamic lag)7} Sl
Griffiths, 2000).

BEE AAbe] thigk A&AAAA Fo FA F stue dastal A= AR

2 oapo] o)xe] Amuisel ghol Fashed F24HQ G
= gy /o0, 01 AR} K7} Z7ERA ZadThs Aotk AAEEA T3
OE F3S AAREE7E AUAZ S718 & Z4ske 3" o] t(Chotikapanich
and Griffiths, 2000).

Q2o AASE BHolA Az

1:01‘
H
rr

g dAst=7F 28 alF kAL
Holl A482 A5 o9A Uebd A7 o2 0=+ Gujarati(2004)7} A Al

@ AR ET B ol2d 2Ae B F3a) B 5 Ao

AR, Aed o= AA FAE S Aol Wstsl= FAVE ALY
THAE WA= FAHAA vl B & (disutility) = DAAIZE F Q7] wEZo

BAA FAe A Fedae SAHoE WAHSATA & A ALLAA H

o e FH(EM)S A Idoe= Aotk ol BAdde <F Wsrt
K

,39,



= elols A7kl 4250, o] ‘3% 7)7kgestation periody©lgt T} F =
W ool i 7ed T Ye IR E QA e )
o] Wosihs Aotk B3] Aol thaTte] 11 Aol medAe] ks
g $58 Azed H7Ite] AT dojAE ATt AL FE Tk
Gujarati(2004)7} F43k= Alpiba 99l gos B A7 w2k AN
Al AR ET B Ao g ABAE A7|ek $EAIeke] FoloA o

ANAT} BT ddow AN A=

1

A ZEA 2k time gap)e] WS
FRHAA AN Gt AERT AT, E2kd AEAYY IAPEAL

3/4%71° &ol TAsH, 7o TAZIZAA nHE 4 1d =] AR

i)
o
>
N
)
_|_1‘
A
N
iy
9
24
>
_>|4_«‘
fol
k%)
A
N
)
i)
9
iy

T A7) 2ol
a

o]l olf=® <letd AARFNM AAE

al
Qo= Koyck ¥3%, ©]3A A} (Binomial Lag) =3, Form Free 71, & Al

Y
M

3Z X3 (PDL, Polynomial Distributed Lags Model)°] 1o 4&3ld &

Al 7)Aol A 7 de] AgEL 9o A& §F4o] & 22 PDL &
gto] HEEFHME AR gk A& 7HsAe]l ASEn Ao

™
Hsiao, 1986), mWolA = e A = PDL Y AP A& 75
ol tsll AdFEA ol ol Fo1 nk AvH(1 71, 2007; 2008).

,40,



Yy =at+ Y, Bxi_p ey i=1-N t=1T, t>k (3-6)
0

e WE 0% B2 £E AAT BT Aokn AT whek HH AR
717t mol A YT 4] (3-6)L 1AHL OLS sA=Doe] k. =Pw
o] Bao] Be BAlsks WEZ 249l 2FAs} HeRT Ty
AHe A7} G Aes 287 g A SEe o gd) A3

groljof slH, OLS F 2ol 238 nHlaHdH o= Ysd F5 9,1
ol-fre (1) NAYEE

U 5
HIBHA = 7] w&olH, (2) w&dd ¢, 71 A7) o(autocorrelation)% 7}

>
An) (
= -

ﬂllﬂl
Ll

i
P~

T Aor, 3) thE 3 A (multicollinearity)©] o} A& 7hsAdol 7] of
o]t} (Greene, 2002: 565).

NARAFE &Y 7I24d dEse 2 Uede AdAIRE 2¥
(restricted lag model)> Bl A Z2 AAIGAA AxEEF o] 21 mdllo] A3t
A A gk AEA] AW elth 11 skuke] ¢l7F Almon(1965)©] Al Qt
gt A AEE Z¥(Polynomial Distributed Lag, ©]3} PDL) =3 o]t}
Almon(1965)> AHEAE3 AR 3ro] AAA AFo| g AEAYF A
Ao Hals S4zoz yeuA won, Fa Z2AETL 29 F Hd
AP AR REY A& Tadtes FHE WA ¥4 PDL 23S T
4™ 5} 9 th(Chotikapanich and Griffiths, 2000).

PDL EgoA AZAG true BEXE U 24 3-7)3 &2 tha2lo 93|

F4L A Hgstal Aok

Mo

18) Greene(2002: 565-566)°] A T AIXREE RG] AAL Fo 4 ANES Fxsto]
Ad Pz 4.5}



By =aytak+ak’++ak?, k=01, - ,m>p (3-7)
2 @-6)ell 4 (37)E didsta o A 2de APsta Ui, o 4
G-8)% Z& A#s AA "ok ANA Z 2= YN Ky, 22 2,0 A

W kA ARl A3 2o tH(Greene, 2002:  565).

Y — +70( Z koxi(tf k>)+%(;okl%<t k))+ " +7p(kzokp%<t k))+ Eit

=0

e

=atYZe tThEw T Vo?

it T it (3-8)
B dAFedMs 7] Almon’s lage] tEaAdde 78ty s Agd
Almon’s PDL B3 & &40 o]&3stazt st=tl, ol @A Eviews 9 4
€ WA E 7 wFE AFHL e 7Helth. B AFdA = 2 (3-8)
< o A (39 Zo] At AR FEE F =33
Bi=wntnl—c)+nli—cl+ - +y,6G—cl, =012k (39
q7)M, c ohe3 ol HlE BAH F5F
c=k/2: k7t #5 u
c=(k—1)/2: k7} &5
g, ~i.i.d. (0,07)
2 (3-9)5 4 (3-7)°] tYstHE 4 3-8)2 oS 4 (3-10)3 o] WHIHET

O‘+70( i(t— k)+’7(2 ) 'Y;;(ZO_C )+5
=() —
=t Y2 TH2 T T VR T E (3-10)
7] A,
Zoip =Ty TT— T 0 Ty

214t szit+(1—5)xi(t,1)+ +(k‘—5)xi(t,k)

Zpit - (_E)pﬂfit "‘(1 —E)pxi(hl) + cee (k_E)p.Ii(tfk)

,42,

-";rxﬂ-! _k::l 1



o
77[1'\:_ %—

SRR RS

S

d (exogeneity)= 74

pooled OLSE FAE < Uth(Greene, 2002: 565-566; Quantitative

et
Uehith a9 gp

AR A

o

Micro Software, 2007: 23-24).19) &7|x A4 g= F4
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7], 2008: 218).
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19) Aekd Almon’s PDL
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A= 11

H A &+ o] A (unobserved heterogeneity) 291
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(Pooled Regression Model) TF%F
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for v i, t
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E(eit)

for Vv i, t

=0,

var(eit)

for V i=j, t=s

0,

cov (e, €js )
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= T UTh o] AHAAE T 1Y, AHE 38, e o] T AHARY
ZoZ Yehd o o o9} 2 AAIAE AWstr] fEiA - EH
AR Y (FE, Fixed Effects Panel Models)?} ZHEEFH IH'IEH(RE,

2 IZHA ZFe S (unobserved effects)E FIHH - AIHA MEE e ¢
Aol 22 FAHsH, ASHA F+= G dyuisete AAAAV |+
(cov(zyu,) = 0)2D)E 7} g th(Lord and Mannering, 2010: 298).

B dFodAs 4 AAAE ARpE B2 (x)o] ©HE ARLNIE(y)e] E3E
FAshs Ae FEE o1, 4 AAAE FAE HFo] kARke] EaAs
B2 UBbds Rz 788 5 Ao ARERE Zte= FE ¥ 3% RE &
Fol g4 B 7ol v Blus [® 3-1]% 2o

o

21) covlayu) =00 e g MRuse] Wagel AR gethe 3E sbgeld
webd] FE 23 Ause] WAggel Bd 8o 44e 248 RE wEe g4l
e EAE ARIARE AR BYole & £ Utk B ATAE A4AE A
AJFEA B BNGAE BAOR APAN @AW FEH FALAE 1eld RE

BN E PR
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T2 | AREHRE Zhe 1HE5TH Y NAEaRes 2= 8557 23
2R | Y =t 2 0B Xie—n) Tt €ar Y, =atu+ X} 0Bk Xi(t— 1) T €t
a;=a+ X" u;D, u; ~ (0,07), covluye,)=0
Dl"f.' ) X]Z]'iﬂg] E‘]U]Eﬂ‘{r\“ E(ui)zan(eit):O Y i,t
€r = u;tey E(Uﬁjt)zo Vi,5,t
7}‘;(6] 2 (_ )
E(u,-u,»)z [0“ T } Y i,
70 (=) J
2 . .
_ o i=j,t 8)}
Eleye )= # Y i,4,t
(e€j5) [0 (i = ) 1,5,t,8

334 94 J}ILE 29
MA e o]AAS Ztu U= HEERFH FHHF oAk A4S wy A
H

of Wkgstr] flsf) wHd JRE E¥= 1

% to] &3 AR i AL wa o
S0 WH, g7} 24 715 dAEse] W,

rlo
t
o
of
=)
)
£
2
&
et
rO

1+ ,uij(l/ a)°]th(Lord and Mannering, 2010: 299).
SEaYe} Gy R4 gd Bmyo] zts FEITE AYEH OS3
#Zt}(StataCorp., 2013b: 258-259). y,, & A 17 WA Tzho] gk A
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et sk olwl A, = explx, B+ offset;, )01, §7F E4b disf¥ES

(dispersion parameter)?l B¢ 7,16 ~ gamma(\, 5,)& wWETt T o,
Yl ~ Poisson(y,) & WEE 34 239 e tged 4 (3-13)%
2ol F4d 4 ATh

I, +yy) 1

At 5i Yit
I\ )y, +1) T7 5¢) ( ) (3-13)

Pr(Yit:yitmitﬁi): 1+9,

587 HE4E 2 (random-effects over-dispersion model) 2.2 EHE &=
FEEH ol B A5 iv IFEE FANHCE Ut Aow F
At ZF 1/(1+i)~ Blrs) 2 7FAST AR 218 W 7LE ¥z A
& FE2 e 4 (3-14)9 2T

Pr(Y, = g ¥,y =y, 1) = [ TIPP(Y, =gl 60765
0 t=1

I(r)D(s) D+ Y 0, ) (s + Zyit " ty)

_ =1 = H Air T (3-14)
2 = (>\ Iy, +1)
I'(r)I( T+S+2)\ + Zyu
t=1
AZNNA X, = (@, 2y, )O3, fE G0 FELDE Frolth 1 A

e F Ue B FELS UFH 4 (3-15)9 2o

InL = Zw [In(r + s) + Inl(r + E)\Zk + Inl'(s + E?/;k —InI'(r) — InI'(s)

i=1

—Inl(r+ s+ E Ay T Eym + E Inl°(\,, +y;,) — Inl'(\;, ) —InI(y,, + 1)] (3-15)

t=1
Ag71NA, A, =explz;, 8+ of fset;,) O, w,
VAREH HEL BYO Ag, IF A

g9 B A5 AY HEL 24
!
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Pl"(Y;l = y'ir]~7“~7 'in,z - HI |X E E yi,t) (3_16)

t=1

278 2338 g 4 (3-17)3% 2tk

nZ= Yo (A, + (Y, + 1) — Il EAM + Zyn

i=1 t=1 t=1 t=1

i Inl'(\; +y;;) — In"(\;;) — In(y,;, + 1)] (3-17)

g 54 3'd X3 (System Dynamic Panel Model)% o]- &% EAe FHsA

Deka et al.(2011)2 FAA =JAEAAFTUE L] HEWH2Z AEH7He4, AA
A4 H7VE fsl ARAALAE, G Fa, FARE, HE AR, ARl
Ao A A B EXolg 5A4S EAsAT 6/ wAA dFunseA
st= FA O SP Aule] ARE o] &ste] 7dzt 31U MEW 2
2718 EARE ot EAMHOoR MHEWZzd Oz FALAZD
(Stated Preference)s W= 3t 43 Z =28l =¥ (Ordered Probit Model)
7 o3y E3l R ¥ (Binary Logit Model)= ©] &3t o™, HEH 22 AjH] X~

filo
o
o

%Y Azt HE AENS FASLE WS sl FEEY 2L 283
qom, ABFE $4 FAFE WL s 1YEN 2PS o] §3AT

Zhang et al.(2012)2 T=2| <A, /MAL5, 31L&, A
5
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EE 2 7] g, HF E¥2 FE VY ARSI s YR
o A3 U2 SAA A {A (statistical fit)S A3t AT FEEZSF &
g2 FAsk= @ Ao i HFslaL, oS5 (predictive capability)& 22
g g FEATIA goH, REANE 24 BFdd wE Aol7] Wil
g8 A5E o)X 7ledhA|(transferable) Xttt ©HE QUtH(Lord and

Mannering, 2010: 299).
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Jones and Jorgensen(2003)= 1WA I3 o FFES F= AL 54
vpefstaizt 19851l A 1996 d7bA] m= glololl A TAZE nlFARAL
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Kim et al.(2003)2 Ao} F 2zt
g 54870 AFFE Ao ARE FHEHY
2tz e BT FEALE ASIEtY 5
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892, ¥43 8<, uFF
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271 Z2tal e HA4%e F83 FF 54 (Crash-level characteristics), 12
o o], uxzt 5 wAR Ao &4

A5 54 ASsedth

AP 2R E o] &3 £ ad R0 AFAtE = o3 2

Miaou and Song(2005)%= Miaou et al.(1996)% Miaou et al.(2003a)<] 1A
Hlo]= X3 (Hierachical Bayes Model)®| *& AT= TAZAH F=AL A9

S (crash risk) &5 #H7} 71&& 83k TAl(site ranking problem)ell )¢
A AYAO R LR A YolojA o] &8 g e FE A77F AL 459
T4 A (the small area or domain estimation problem)®} Zx7fE.9] | oj A
A= FAZE ALY E AHAE =ENETE W Aol ik 4
A (the disease mapping problem)E a1 Z23t7] Y5 tito g2 AntstE 43
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I FE WSk AfF &4 (varying-intercept) =
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A4d A5TS 2 72EY

41 AT

411 A9 8 2 A

B Ao AgE <Y 4-1>7 Zo] FNHOZE Al E(state) HW A=
S} AT Fcity) HE ARE, AZFFoEE 1995201274 2 TR 3
GAe] AFSTEE o]Fo FFIWI FRARE FAGFEE TAESAT =
&, APRER FRINAAY FAYS FAETE AARHE AT 99 A
AAAFS] H7HEAEZE(KOSIS) DB Wl 759 AR st EAAEE =
o 2004~2012 3 =7kA| Rk 2 A stgl o, FAde] FHAEE 0APd E5H
8APA=7tA] arelsk it

Level 1 (i) Level 2 (%)

1995
1956

|
|
2012 |
|
|
|

City 11

State 1 1905

1996
7012

City 12

1995
1996

7012
1995
1956
2012
1995
1936
7012

\—

City 1N

City 21

—
ngiLﬂ&% City 22
\\\\\\“ﬁﬁ City 2N

<IY 41> EHARE AFT

State 2

1995 |
1996 |

7017 ]

" A A A A

,59,



[E 4-1] BAAR] TZ oA

AL

o)
L
A

@ L= gy 28 20 s | R TR cRop |00 g
1995 1302 7?,\7!_ 1.993 0.000 1.993 5.185
T
1996 | 1302 75];;__ 0.178 0.000 0.178 2.170 5.311
1997|1302 ﬁ;'i;_ 1.012 0.000 1.012 1.189 5.738
1998 | 1302 3_7_;_ 5.346 0.000 5.346 6.357 9.389
1999 1302 7_%:_%_ 9.543 0.000 9543 | 14.889 8.752
2000 1302 7_‘11‘ 7.839 0.000 7.839| 17.383 8.752
2001 | 1302 ﬁ;:_l_ 2.853 0.000 2.853| 10.692 8.752
2002| 1302 75;(:]{ 13.308 | 10.230 0.000| 10.230| 13.083 15.807 | 30.790 8.752
2003|1302 3_7;_ 10.912 6.656 0.000 6.656 | 16.886| 45.649| 15.283| 32.044 8.752
2004 | 1302 75’\_7_;__ 10.937 | 11.115 0.774| 11.889| 18.544| 55.544| 13.986| 32.376 8.752
2005| 1302 7_,‘%,’:7_%_ 10.701 0.000 0.000 0.000| 11.889| 55.367 | 13.980| 33.607 8.751
2006 | 1302 75;;__ 11.585 0.388 0.000 0.388 0.388 | 54.743 | 15.969 | 35.299 8.022
2007|1302 ﬁ;:_(;_ 11.341 0.139 0.000 0.139 0.527| 49.537| 15.818 | 35.698 8.022
2008 1302 717;: 10.368 0.373 0.000 0.373 0.512| 40.367 | 16.037| 35.824 8.148
2009 1302 7_%:_;(__ 10.630 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.373| 32528 | 16.310| 36.359 8.263
2010 1302 717_(]; 10.618 2.757 0.000 2.757 2.757| 32432 | 17.776 | 37.134 8.336
2011 1302 75,:7;* 9.767 2.600 0.000 2.600 5.357| 24.802| 18.414| 37.839 8.600
2012|1302 ﬁ;:_l_ 12.060 4.427 0.000 4.427 7.027 | 22573 | 19.350| 38.347| 8.712
w0
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£ 42] AR FHWY
STEHF =S FAR S AT
sy ~ -
T gaws | Awme ey | SB[ wEAae | SERe | zossdr | q7us GRDP A8
Mg | 19952012 | 1995-2012 2002-2012 1995-2012 2004-2012 1995-2012 1995-2012 2002-2012 2004-2012
Fak | 1995-2012 | 1995-2012 2002-2012 1995-2012 2004-2012 1995-2012 1995-2012 2005-2011 2004-2012
0 | 19952012 | 1995-2012 2002-2012 1995-2012 2004-2012 1995-2012 1995-2012 2005-2011 2004-2012
1AM | 19952012 |  1995-2012 2002-2012 1995-2012 2004-2012 1995-2012 1995-2012 2005-2011 2004-2012
FF | 19952012 | 1995-2012 2002-2012 1995-2012 2004-2012 1996-2012 1995-2012 2005-2011 2004-2012
| 19952012 | 1995-2012 2002-2012 1995-2012 2004-2012 1995-2011 1995-2012 2005-2011 2004-2012
4 | 19952012 | 1995-2012 2002-2012 1995-2012 2004-2012 1995-2012 2002~2012 2005-2011 2004-2012
771 | 1995-2012 |  1995-2012 2002-2012 1995-2012 2004-2012 1995-2012 2002~2012 2002-2012 2004-2012
9| 19952012 | 1995-2012 2002-2012 1995-2012 2004-2012 1995-2012 2002~2012 2002-2012 2004-2012
S5 | 19952012 | 1995-2012 2002-2012 1995-2012 2004-2012 1995-2012 2002~2012 2002-2012 2004-2012
S | 19952012 | 1995-2012 2002-2012 1995-2012 2004-2012 1995-2012 2002~2012 2002-2012 2004-2012
AE | 19952012 | 1995-2012 2002-2012 1995-2012 2004-2012 1995-2012 2002~2012 2002-2012 2004-2012
A | 19952012 | 1995-2012 2002-2012 1995-2012 2004-2012 1995-2012 2002~2012 2002-2012 2004-2012
A5 | 19952012 | 1995-2012 2002-2012 1995-2012 2004-2012 1995-2012 2002~2012 2002-2012 2004-2012
A | 19952012 | 1995-2012 2002-2012 1995-2012 2004-2012 1995-2012 2002~2012 2002-2012 2004-2012
A5 9 TEes ERuset TAAS2013E T 7)5), FARSE wEAhal 22 o) A ERwEett ds Ao AE gAp], fdER 7iAR]e)
73 SRARAR akEs o Ak 2520139 F 715, kE e, $AMg= 1% KOSIS DB20144 69 71%) B 2 FAARDA FAAE

T 1. AYELS Al ER(state-level), UHA| WFs BF Al F &9 (county level)

ZF 2. /€A GRPDP= A ©9(state-level)] GRDPE Tl X THZE FY wj&E

T 3.4 99 AAE AEL V| ZANTAER TY A

T4 AT A mE WEE AR T AE ATT V|EoR HY

T 5.34d oJske] FEAEE T dA FAE Abeddst] A Hike R AAAE d@ A S (balanced data) 4]
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T3, 1995~2012)0 AAHA A= AFGHE AFE FAE] A5E o] &3
A HE A A 2827 7 ZAXGA WE B, o2 ANALIEE dTx

ez AAEIT Ar4R dEE 1995~20129 (18N 7HA ol H, SAE =
2o 82 dwt=E, ANE, SEFINE, AR, I5 AVHAE F AR T
THRoH, 95-96d Ascle E2RFF TEE §lth wEbd FHcM= 97-12
A7 = AER olshe] FAARtE Agsigion, 959, 96 EETE Qle
FANE o] AgSth AFER MAAR] FARS kAT 2004~2012'F
@dH7AA ] FEAN L o] &3tA=Tl, 2004~20087 A= 7] TR (R @nlyolm,
2009~201297kA1 =AY FAH|(thE o] FoAH St FANLE HEgo® 4
g Fvlsl iy dEs 7AE AE 33 St AFER AAAY FA
& A ARRA T kA AFTY V15 HANA AT kAol Hud
YA & A FANE A4S ATl T15H YA e
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od #Zd A F(ace), ABATF(fat), ALY E (accpermvk), APBAF TAE
(fatpermvk) W< Z+zhell T3l Shapiro - Wilk test®} Shapiro - Francia WO test&
AAEAT”2) F A BEF g,00,0 BF AEC] AMEEE Zde EHTNA
F2d AJAE AFste AFIHE olBoEHA FE&35HA 220]al T} Shapiro -
Wilk test®] ne B3 22 A< W=, prl vy 24" IAA oz Boj
A A7l 714E & dn0) F HAAAR BF AFUME S e S5
= AMTEELE UEA e = Azl tig A4 A

BATE [E 4317 2o

.

[3 4-3] AWl 250 tisk AHA AAA

Test 72 Variable Obs. w’ Vv’ z Prob. >z
A} 3124 (acd) 3972 0.844 344.83 15.22 0.000
Shapiro - AL A} (fad) 3972 0.829 376.19 15.45 0.000
Wilk test | A}313HA S (acopermvi) 3022 0.534 803.31 17.27 0.000
AF3 A& (fatpermvik) 3022 0.626 644.78 16.70 0.000
AT (ac) 3972 0.844 367.25 14.75 0.000
i?:fcllr; ] AR (fat 3972 0.831 398.91 14.96 0.000
WO test | AP & (acopermvA) 3022 0.533 855.82 16.58 0.000
A2} & (fatpermvk) 3022 0.627 684.25 16.03 0.000

Sk A W2 A Fh(fitted value) - Xt

>
2
hil
—~
&
al
o
=3
o
2
k
k
il
oft
:CI>L_11
&
ry

29) HE #A= AZo 7} 4<n<2000¥ 3% Shapiro- Wilk W test, H% #= MZ9 47}
5 <n < 5000% 7% Shapiro - Francia WO test”} 3" tH(StataCorp., 2013a:  2294).
30) 91719 90} http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Shapiro%E22%80%693Wilk_test.
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AE AHEE Zolt) <189 43>, <19 44>+ L 2]
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ke
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In( Sl ) (4-1)

regcar;, X reoadlength;,

=a+Xj- oBitotinup;(; — i) + Gpopden + C grdpp;, + G unempy + €;

o
)
o
1] 1]
© ©
3 3
» A 7
Q [)
14 14
) )
) °
< <f 4
€1 () ©1e0
T T T T T T T T T T T
2.5 3 35 4 45 0 10 20 30 40 50
Fitted values cumulative investment at m=8
. <19 44> F AT
<719 43 4l

> . ez}l (s SL
> i = —gtotinvp; %
WA(e,)She) AHER wgue’it)iw *ﬁﬁ))

SEatdol AEdugd At oud TR dHE EAEA gotof sh=dl

Bl AR mE P totinup -yl #ol S7FeHl
e xxpe) AYigh =27)7F S4AsAY daste dEe] ESAgE & ¢ A =
gk zkzto] o] 4kl tidk FPFstd HAS $al Breusch-Pagan/ Cook-Weisberg
test?} White’s original heteroskedasticity testE AAlstAth 1 A= 47 [&

]St goM B SRS ATLE A2Ase] APgke AR o Baol

[ 4-4] zHAFe] o] 43 AA S 9% Breusch-Pagan¥ White's test 23

A4 o Breusch—PaEan / Cook-Weisberg test | Whites original heteroskedasticity
for heteroskedasticity test

Ho: homoskedasticity
Ha: unrestricted heteroskedasticity

95.70 chi2(14) 40,00
0.0000 Prob > chi2 0.0003

A4 7 Ho: Constant variance

al ok Ch12 1
AR 573 Prob( )> chi2
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423 E4Hsd d S92 4R

e R AHEEE HFEES AAIE ARAAA Zt= 54
on, NAE AzolA zte WHFE9]
M= Fag EAlolth. s RFNA D9 F(unit root)) oA A5 UEhbs EAE
o] 47 3d(heterogenous panel) &A| |tk & 54 7|22 ThA ol A o] AlA E o A
= Te2o] YEtUARE o2 7| 2AXTGA L] AADd A= el o] dEA ¢
T Atk BE ZZAAGA ] y, 9 1,7t [(1)0] L
Bl g2 712 gA vt M2 24 348 F Utk BE 7| 2AXNTGA A F
&2 F e e FHE HE prb EAstEA =
A7 Aol - A2 A, 2014).

B ATolA AR did ©el2 AANHE AT @A E(strongly balanced
data)?] FRx71S& UNtsd Dicky Fuller A3 (EE ADF HAAPNES 2A3IATH
ARAIN}E (£ 45|19 2ok AAAT grdpp7t 12F A2 HFol A @928 k= A

2 AYHTE BE FE A5old wel2e e @3 At debd B

A

3]

177324 (nonstationarity)2 3|d =& o] 4]

XN
L

o

jud

A4 acc fat 3o totinup,, grdpp ) i}{dﬁg unemp
ADF Modified | 21873 | 44.719 3.894 -0.825 567.9432 28.178
inversed (0.000) | (0.000) (0.000) (0.795) (0.0007) (0.000)

< 1) number of panels = 232; AR parameter: Panel-specific; Panel means: Included; Time trend: Not included;
Drift term: Not included
T 2) B3 ko] FA= AFUHEe] Z1AHA s FEY

1
TER 2002~2012'd pEVE ARER ofsk AL A, AR e T 2F
= 19 2ok BedoR A A, AA ¢ BF A5R

F FAEAANA =A e AT 2] AsATSUT x EEAY S

31) ADF, Fisher-type unit-root test based on augmented Dickey-Fuller test.
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E7]H A9

B Aol dRIA s Ryl Agss EoMe thed 2o

A | i AAA WME, i =1,2, - ,N; N=232 in this study

2| te B Ax(004~2012\), t=1,2, -+, T; T=28 in this study
acc, = 1AAA A dE9 weAL A AS[H]

regear, = iAAA tHA Ax9| 2AFa FEU

5
=

roadlength, = iAAA tWAA dxo] APEZ =2 AW km]
totinup, = iAAA A AEe] QT EANAY E B = i Al
A FARR e (o H)e i

AAA tHA dEe] FRIFGEJF (W H)ok v [5F /9, 20054 7E

o

59 HYEE AHAYTH LEAD 2 2 )

ojr

]
2 E7E ]
popden,, = iAAA tAA A= JATELE[H ¥ /km?
grdpp,= AR tAA G| I A W F A = 2 A deo] AY o FAY
Mz DS PAAA HA G FUES AT )%k ke e U/F, 20059 7)F
EHH 7}
unempy, = (AAA A AR] AAE = (XA AR d=e] F QAT B AAE{%]
ke EAAL adrt dFE v ARE], £=0,1,2 --,m
m< FAAE& 23 Ho 18 Ax[d], m=0,1, ,8, m>p in this study
L= kA AR AT bHANAAY FAFY st whE AnEAY T AFEALL
A2 ¢ WA S
(,E ATEE & 99 7t T AR = ATART DA wsA S
iL (i AT AGHFTALY 3 &9 SV AT m=E AGARL TR S AsA S
Tl cs adE B w27 9 AR EE ARAT B4R 5 A s
gy iAAA AR dxol] A Te AARL B F oo GFE A= 3

AR, SAW

o
rr

F) olF 2RAE 27, hEAE WE g oy
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Heteroskedastic Dispersion

Linear Model vs. Count Model
- cross-sectional Count Model
- Panel Count Model

Lagged Investment Effect “

w/o Lagged Effect Model vs. w/ Lagged Effect Model
- Unstructured Lag(UL) Model
- Polynomial Distributed Lag(PDL) Model

Spatial Heterogeneity ’

Pooled Model vs. Panel Model
- Fixed Effect(FE) Model
- Random Effect(RE) Model

Spatial Correlation and "

Random Investment Effect

Fixed Effect Model vs. Multi-level Mixed Effect Model
- Mixed Effect(ME) Random Coefficient Model

<I¥ 51> 2 A9 By HZAA

8 g wx oke RN mestud s weasE ovlse, 44 A ws
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o MAA oldAd 1y AR wet Fd™ JHEE ¥ (Cross-sectional Count
Model)3} 3@ 7}-&E =& (Panel Count Model) &2 F&3}$1 T}

w3 PAMNAAANY FAA e AlA}EF(Lagged Investment Effect)E LTS EH
ARG ] FAbel whE A&KEAE AFIH. S AAEAE AYA e BF
(without Lagged Effect Model)¥ A|x&EHE RFFst= 2 ¥ (with Lagged Effect
Model)®] =& Zdd 2 AlF FYA4 5= AHEI, o5 Fal HAMAALY F
AA & o] g nEvE FEHAS Bt vk FHAMNAAG Y BAAL
o] g AxtTRE ARkl digE dAF 725 7HPEsHA ¥ HTE ARKHUL,

m

O

=
Unstructured Lag) 233 2 AFte] EATdo] & nFAL 22 3 MAAE S
A== TN Aol bA 1k ARd ol ksl AlxHEte] FElE Tt H
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o bgste mdolw, BExES md AgAEE o2 dehdoia 4gehe
E P2 AAAEE Yefve FAEATE A8t 718 st

LR
3845 R AAAEE Verts ST ERst WEAo]

522 EAERY EF

ool A AW nie} o] nEPH Ao wEt £4 RS ERsH [& 5-1]3 At

[& 51] 24EY &7 9% 54
vy N B AT U [ AL AT E[ A [F AL
A =9 ©1F (full name) w3 obx [olwatd| A | WA | HEA
pooled' Linear Regression Model UL % % % 5
with Unstructured Lag
Fixed Effect Linear Regression Model with FEUL % X o X
Unstructured Lag
Random Effect Linear Regression Model with REUL % % o X
Unstructured Lag
Mixed Effect Random Coefficient Linear
- ) @)
Linear Regression Model with Unstructured Lag MEUL-RC X %
Model pooled Linear Regression Model
O
with Polynomial Distributed Lag FDL % % %
Fixed Effect Linear Regression Model with
0] )
Polynomial Distributed Lag FEPDL % %
Random Effect Linear Regression Model with
) )
Polynomial Distributed Lag REPDL X %
Mixed Effect Random Coefficient Linear
- ) ) @)
Regression Model with Polynomial Distributed Lag MEPDLRC X
pooled Negative Binomial Regression Model with NBUL o X 5 X
Unstructured Lag
Fixed Effect Ne'gatlve Binomial Regression Model FENBUL o 5 o 5
with Unstructured Lag
Random Effect Negative Binomial Regression
@) )
Model with Unstructured Lag RENBUL X %
Mixed Effect Random Coefficient Negative
- ) @) @)
Biromial Reeression Mbdel with U {Lag MENBUL-RC X
Count led Negative Binomial Model with
Model | PO eBave oD NBPDL o o X X
Polynomial Distributed Lag
Fixed Effect Negative Binomial Model with
) O @)
Polynomial Distributed Lag FENBPDL X
Random Effect Negatwg 31nomlal Model with RENEPDL o o o %
Polynomial Distributed Lag
Mixed Effect Random Coefficient Negative
Binomial Regression Model with Polynomial | MENBPDL-RC @) ¢} O @)
Distributed Lag

O: Considering X: Not Considering
F: e w2 oke] myo) B AelA Hgaud s ALE AL MNY AR
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acc;, ~ Poisson () (6-1)
olmjo] Alx& I (lag effect)’} LHH FF Zols EFL o 24 (5-2)9F #ol
TR,

m
Iy = €XD [a+ Z Bitotinup,, _ ) + C,popdeny, +C grdpp;, + C,unemp;,
k=0

+¢In (re gcar)it +¢lIn (roadlength )it ] (5-2)

acey,

A7|M, AAAERZ FF3hE AbaLE ML ALgsr] YA

g

regcar;, X roadlength,,

= regear, 9} roadlength, & LZA WFE FHFoHHA

;= €XD [a+ Z ﬁktotinvpi(t T Qp popden;, + C . grdpp,, + C,unemp,,
k=0
+1In(regear;, < roadlength,, )] (5-3)
aElEE A ARA, Y Awe] Ans

Hit
regcar;, X roadlength,,

Ait
= expla+ Z By, (totim)p)i(tf p T Cpln (popden)it + Cgln (grdpp)it]
E=0

= exp(a)exp Z B (totinup),, _ ) lexpl¢,In (popden), Jexp[¢, In(grdpp),, ] ~ (5-4)

=5

k

olf Yo FAHL o 4 (559 2 $EFFE Adsesls jE F
s}A Fth(StataCorp., 2013a: 1400).

—exp(XZ] nﬂktotimeL(L,U)

InL(3)=>"_ 11n[ (exp (] Bytotinvp;, ) ))AJ

!
= 27 {—expX} o Bitotinup ) + NZRS ofitotinup; ) —In(AD}
=2 {—exn(&) + & —In( D} (5-5)

where &, = expX'_ oBytotinvp, 1) or In(&,/B,)= X jtotinvp )
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S0 2 £8 Jol3 EFNBEY) A= 2 (54)° AAE Eols BRI A}

g n ol sl o 4 (5-6)3 2ol 7H @t (StataCorp., 2013a: 1400).
Ny = explat Y B, (totinup,, 1)) +¢,In (popden),, + ¢ In(grdpp), Jexp(v;) (5-6)
k=0

where In(regear X roadlength),, = offset,
2 AolA explv,) ~ Gamma(l/a,a) BEE WECT 7R3 S N\, & SELFSS

7RGl 7P exp(v;) @] B 1013l #4RE o 2 AR et = Zoks 2

I} 231 BAHOZ exp(totinvp,) 7t BTk eV AR TR 2] (5-7)% o] Akkdct
var(ace;) = p,(1+ap;) (5-7)
B AT £4 &)1 STATAYA AFH= TS o1& 4 NB 2Fe =71
FE Fee ve A (68 2ok
VEA ()2 A (offset;)0) FARTL T o),

m=1/a, p;=1/1+au,), ;= €Xp E Bitotinup, ) +offset, )

InL= Zwi [InI"(m—+acc;, ) — InI(acc; +1)—Inl(m)+m In(p,)+acc,In(1—p, )] (5-8)
1

A AHeE REA FHUse] REE AUEAL B S0l BER 714
@ otk Webd golg RBE AL olgd ALY iR my FEE
3 B mEe TE 5 U AW o) HuEa AEE 74 A2 T
of il mF 2L g ol olsix AHET 1e} RENB myolAs e
J5sb g IREE 08 By olUg 24 18 YolH AR gol ohJe 57

212>, 2012: 139).
FENB =&3} RENB 23 =5 HEA 2¥o|H, acc, & iAAAANA tHA H=H

AT A% EE ARAD B A5 3 0 e 2 4 (59) RF)ARE



accit|’yit ~ Poisson(’y“)

where 7,16, ~y(\,56,) = )\itexp(zﬁktotinvpi(t_k) +offset,,), 6= FHE4
k=0

FENB E&golA ;A X AFA oA wAYSE AL dA) Ao 23t 52 g &

AR AA] thFd AT Aol Fol s
zAsE Y, oluje] 2AR GBS TS 4 (5107 2.

ACC, = acc,,, |TOTINV; Y JACC, = Y jacc;,)

t=1 t=1

P (ACC, = acc,y, ACC,, = accyy, ...,

f;)\”—i-f' Eacc +1) n, /\ —l—acc)
+F(acc 4 1)

F(Z)\“ + Eaccit)

t=1 t=2

(5-10)

t:1

FENB 2&¢| 45 fla] STATAA AFHE= 2155 @2 o A (5-11)3% 2t

InL= Zwi [lnf(z)\it)+lnf(2accit +1)— lnF(ZAﬁ + zaccit)
=1 1=1 i=1 i=1 1=1

+ Y Inr'(\, +acc;,) —InI'(\,) —InI(acc,, +1)] (5-11)

i=1
o 7] 0| A )\“ = exp(Z} " oBitotinvp; ) Toffset;, ), wiE i AAALY 7FEA]
~B(r,s)E 73S o AR AAA

< 24 (5-12)¢F 2o

v AAAER gEHoE t2n 1/(1+6)

3

o] ERHAY el WE AnAN A FEL

Pr(ACG, =acc,, - ACC,, = acc,, | TOTINV,) = HPr ACC, = acc,| TOTINV,, 6,)f(6,)d s,
0 i=1
I'(r+s)I(r+ Z;Li:l)\it (s + Zt jace,) o T(\, +accy,)
)F(acc +1) (5-12)

L(r)I(s)0r+s+2C N\, + 2, ace, ) i1 I

E# X = (2,00, )00 f7} 5,0 FEUE F5A W, RENB 239 27 5

e oe 4 (5-13)37 2o

InL= Zwi[lnf(r+s)+lnf(r+ Z/\”)—an(s—i- Zaccit)*lnf(r)*lnf(s)
j k=1 k=1

—InI"(r+s+ Z)\” + Zaccik)%- Z { lnF()\it —|—accit)—lnF()\it)—lnF(accit +1)} (5-13)
k=1 =1 =1
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533 HHHE £¥EH JILE BF

e BEL TF7] ol do HERE AYolAe FEHW EREY 2de F
AAe AMRE g 4 5149 2 ot Z AAAY 88 AW u, 9 AAA
2 2 HY Bgas nyold. oW wae 7A5E 9

=
=
S FHUe AT FEo FFL VAL HHUSE MGl BF F

AZINA = B AARR] adlX W2 ARA 09 Ay gE Ao tigt
B orshH, w2 B 7171 pollA y2 ARA o] HRAAY FFA
gt 71&7] B4HE o) v gtk (Rabe-Hesketh and Skrondal, 2012a: 188-190).

ek Qo] BE FWEF TOTINVPol EAT 4%, &8 w9 v, 240+

E(u,| TOTINVP,)

Elu,| TOTINVP,) =0

(
(
=G gHY U GE Qo] EAT AS dW 19 A o= 09 AT AU@Re

Elaceyltotinup,, ) = a+ Y Bitotinup; _ (5-18)
k=0

& dHnke 7PE7 2y A AAA ol gk PAMAAAYE T TRl tig

A FAAE e 4 (5-19)9 2k

m

E(accit|t0tinvpit7u”) =(a+ “u) + Z Bitotinvp;; (5-19)
k=0

33) ol & T AAA AFARY AN FEAY EARl HE AnEAY FE FHFS v dh
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o] %E AW u ik BIWY FFMA PP o|FE &
WA GAAANY FARE w, & DT FEAF 2P A, AAAE

FRNAAY = FAo] thet @A HAML e 4 (520)7 BTk

[V
<&

E(accit|totinvpit’uli) = (a+ “12‘) + E (ﬂk + u%)totinvpi(t, %) (5-20)
k=0

TOTINVPOIA ZF& A &&F 7]€7|= 09 Ba#H tds 2 621)% 22

N

r(u,| TOTINVP,)  Cov(uy;, uy| TOTINVP,)

7= [%1 wQJ = {C’ov (ugl, u, | TOTINVP,)  Var(u,| TOTINVP,) (5-21)

=3 o] A o] 7] e sERAESoIH dof AHAp Jof 7ler] e

Uy
V 1/}21¢22

olA &old BFOoF Zoly}A FENB, RENB 283} T2 AAAE EAEHS

271 AR BEASFE A A 5-22)F B LolF BFL TN BA

,, = Cor(uy,u,| TOTINV;) = (5-22)

(Rabe-Hesketh and Skrondal, 2012b: 701-702).

In (Mt =a+ Z Bitotinuvp; (=) Fugy T E Uy, totmvp,(t k)
k=0

= (a—l—uu) + Z (ﬁk +u,, )totinvpi(t_ ®) (5-23)
E=0
Slo e RAANAY FFAC E3h fu,sh AAA ol weh chekabAl ek
GS RAFE AAAE BN ] FRHEF totinvp, A FEIONA Lo A do A
G ol 091 oMY AFRES AW, AGHE FEA BRE T 4 (524)
s i,
(2 ¢12}
Y= , = -24
] =, 529
g8 W3 BEAS B ARBAEL O 2 (5259 ol vpehdth
(9

(5-25)

Pa V ¢11¢22
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54 29E =44 A

ARA 9] A ARG B (fat,)O) BF(r,) S oFel A (5260 BFEL,

=

m

11y = Efat,ltotinup,, v, ) = exp[{ Y] Bitotinvp,, 4} +v,] (5-26)
k=0
for exp(v;) ~ Gamma(1/6,6)

AAA o] tdE AFA BlE(N,) ofd 2] (5-27)& wETH T o

accy,

by -
" regcar, X roadlength, (5-27)

for regecar, roadcars =EHS

B oA FAHT NB, FENB, RENB, MENB =& ¢ Ad¥ FA4H2S AgstaA
[3E 5-2]9F 2t

o
a1
LS
e
re
-
2
2
4
o
m?_,l
ofl

2 A< 234

m

NB N, = expla+ Z Bitotinvp,, _ yy +C,popden;, +¢ grdpp, +C, unemp,,] (5-28)
k=0

m

A = exp [ozi + Z ﬁktotinvpi(t, p T Cppopdenit +C ggrdppit + Cuunempit] (5-29)
FENB k=0

where «, =a+ X! w,D,, D iAAAL] GuASE, ¢, =u, +e,

N, = explla+tu,)+ Y Btotinvp,,
RENB t 20 (=0 (5-30)
+ Cppopdenit +¢ ggrdppit + Cuunempit]

where u,; e AAAE FEFT, v, ~(0,62), cov(u;e,) =0

Ay = expllatu,;)+ Z (B, +uy totinup,, _ (5-31)
MENB + ¢ popden;, C grdppzt + ¢, unemp,, |

where u;v AAAE GEFT, u, v AAAE SEA T,

~ (O,UZ), cov(ui,eﬂ) =0

FD) UL 729 3% f,9 A%zae ¢

[e)
PDL +z9 7% B, = PDL fn(’yp) ©]7]1A 7, restricted Almon’s PDL $H4=2] 7|5
F2) At o] g A2 19 tde Ak WA (acce;, )9l WIE(\,)E grdpp - )= MTR

- 80 - j .-;rx% -:“‘i ]_H K,



Ao BE A&

e

=
T

A2 T

611 5

SFA T

o]

bR A

s

ol T

8

o

2-1] ~ [B3= 2-16]2 E3l #AlA

24

il

A ALY

I A xFEE] W54 (fluctuation)©] ZA YEFST 12|31 NB

[

423l w

=
T

7}ol

PDL %309

7heh

o
=
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62t WEolA 82 =744 1T -9 AIC kol 7Hd ZHAl YERs?)
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NB =& gt ol UL 28 PDL 28 =% BAF7 F95F 10%0A
AICS} Z21%% & PDL 2¥o] & ¢ A Yebyth

FENB 23 % UL 2% PDL 23 EF pAT7E 95 10%A4 fFelstA

Elton AICS 2% o YA YElETh AICS 295

%2 FENBUL Z=&o] NB =& 3 MENB =&l nls) 71 A vebygttt skt

FENB E &2 5xF Uk o]Fou A7 o8 Ui glon, mela o] g

14
Mo
c
=
td
ot
e
N

2 e A% AR BA 2oldE 28 ATk FhRTD AT 5
AT
[ 6-1] At A HAaa 2yd 40
FERHF = g, FAY HE = Stotine,
EAWMSE = popden, grdpp unemp rate &AW F=1n(reoadlength X regear)
am Unstructured Lag Model Polynomial Distributed Lag Model
NBUL_m7 | FENBUL m? | MENBUL-m7 | NBPDL_m8 |FENBPDL 7| MENBPDL 7
& 20003 | 07353 | 314847 | 201877 | 073677 | 3.1420%
A, 0.0088%* | 01154 | -0,0033 -0.0186 0.0889** | -0.0097
3, 003225 | 00216 | 002727 | 00193% | 00679 | -0.0212*
3, 002764 | 0.0609% | -0.0370%+ | 00197 | 0.0464%* | -0.030%
3, 001454 | 002247 | 003317 | -0.0200% | 0.0242%% | 00361
3, 001519 | 00897 | -0.0351%* | -00199% | 0.0015 10,0394+
coeffi 3, 001774 | 0.0473%% | 003357 | 00197 | -0.0220% | -0.0399
s 3, 001864 | -0.0513%*% | -0.0418%* | -00193* | -0.0459% | 00377
3, 002964 | -0.0770%% | -0.0376%* | -0.0186 007054+ | -0.0328%*
By - - - 00178 ] ]
¢ 03050 | 07117%* | 03024** | 03041%* | 07114 | 00483
9 01104 | 35425 | 02860 01187 352214 | 02723
g 01758 | 005047 | 00450%+ | 01766%* | -0.0519%* | 00483+
S;:lsj;s 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930
Stt?zlss AIC 272208 21382.4 235954 272114 213853 235877
likel'oh}% ' | 135974 214492 | 117827 | 135977 | 106857 | -11783.9

legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05 *** p<0.01
1) A 28] A (E A iol A% A W (ace,)2) B )E grdpp; - 1~9 HER 2k
F) 2R mgke AICHe] HAZ HE A AAE Uhls A5 o8 S0 msol F4 Aol g3
WE7A i A4S AlCgke] Haz Btk o)
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(£ 62 A 5 it B3 F423)
FTEHF = ace, FAY W = Dtotiny,
SAWNS = popden, grdpp unemprate ¥ = In(reoadlength < regear)
e Unstructured Lag Model Polynomial Distributed Lag Model
NBUL_m8 | FENBUL_m8 | MENBUL m6 | NBPDL_m8 | FENBPDL_m6 | MENBPDL m8
o -0.0644 1.1047%** 0.1217 -0.0648 1.1108*** 0.1683
Gy 0.1959*** 0.0232 0.0320* 0.16017* 0.0129 -0.0058
B, 0.0243 -0.0177 -0.0244 0.0872%** | -0.0059 -0.0165**
By 0.0420 -0.0198 -0.0127 0.0272%** | -0.0265** -0.0243**
By -0.0161 -0.0457** -0.0467 -0.0198* -0.0490%* -0.0291%*
B, -0.03%4 -0.0651%* -0.0566** -0.0539** -0.0734#* -0.0310%*
-Cc?eerfils By -0.0675* -0.1007*** -0.0921%* -0.0751%* -0.0996** -0.0299%*
Bs -0.0888* -0.1207%* -0.1108** -0.0833*** -0.1277%* -0.0259**
B, -0.0955** -0.0388 - -0.0786** - -0.0190%*
By -0.0524 0.0008 - -0.0609* - -0.0091
fp -0.1481%* -0.2402* 04044+ -0.1499% -0.2447* 03924+
; 0.8326%** | -1.7896*** -1.3173% 0.8288*** | -1.8256*** -1.2839%
g -0.0613* 0.0058 0.0570* -0.0604** 0.0085 0.0404
Obs. 1975 1973 1976 1975 1974 1975
statis| AIC 14588.5 10085.4 12555.5 14580.9 10080.1 12548.2
s g -7280.2 -5029.7 -6264.7 -7282.5 -5033.0 -6264.1
ikelihood
legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0 05, *** p<0.01
F) 22 mte AICHEe] A2 He HH AAE YEhE A, o8 50 mgold r3 FAeS 83}
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A, AR ko] Al ZolE Aol AAshy] S8l Aol ARl me] g 4l
A 2Asta EujAaE Bgel ojudt AFhE FA RAE AAIAS Ae 2F
THHEE AvEn dNtH o2 Akaike HEZ|F(AIC) EE Hlo|AQE FHI|E
(BIO)= Ab&3st] A7 AapdeolE AdE & vk & AgelM 845 Al A

83} STATA 13.x° A& AIC, BICE of#fj o} o] AHosta th

AIC = —2*In(likelihood)+ 2*q (6-1)
BIC = —2*In(likelihood)+1n(N)*q (6-2)
where ¢ = 4 259 N = =X 9

AIC®} BICE= R¥e Ay BRAHS =AY 4 Aok AICS} BICO &Aoo £

oAl A of It e AFRE OLS 4 § &2 A2 A4S su7tdaA &
o] wlEtA o]l BAM R AYsiA @& wW7kA AsE sRvie THA,
Wit 2 AR ol(m)7t ARHE, @ A (g)E B2 #oAFH W2 gow
AL stes W E o] &S F ATHGujarati, 2004).

2 d7olA= PDL 23] F2& Ao F2E A%sA &2 W= A2HUL
FEhE 4% 7, FAHE AT FEE ez AT vgIdAsE dds)
a1, o] EgAFE FHEste AICS BICE Haslste HH AR}

622 HAFT Y A€
B ATFIAE AICS 23 $EE B3 Uehbs 3o 49Ye S5
BASE tehtbes RAEs ARz AALY 99y Sue FRHos 1w
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Mixed-effects negative binomial regression Number of obs. = 1930

Overdispersion: mean Number of groups = 232

Group variable: city Obs. per group: avg. = 8.4

Integration method: Integration points = 7

Mean and Variance adaptive Gauss-Hermite quadrature Wald chi2(5) = 92.70

Log likelihood = -11783.9 Prob.>chi2 = 0.0000

Parameters Coef. Std. Err. z P>z [95% Conf. Interval]

R () 314227 0.0632 49.74 0.000 3.0184 3.2660
FAEH AREE AF(B,) | -0.0097 0.0090 -1.08 0282 -0.0273 0.0079
BAET NAEE ALB) | -0.0212% 0.0067 -3.15 0.002 -0.0345 -0.0080
FAEIS AAREZ AG(B,) | -0.0300%*  0.0064 -4.73 0.000 -0.0425 -0.0176
FAEI ANZREE AG(By) | -0.0861%*  0.0065 -5.53 0.000 -0.0489 -0.0233
FAEI ARRZ AF(G,) | -0.0394%  0.0064 6.16 0.000 -0.0519 -0.0269
FAEI NARRE AG(G;) | -0.0899*  0.0061 -6.58 0.000 -0.0518 -0.0280

- -Erz]'liiﬂ} f\lfl{‘r% AS(Bs) | -0.0877%*  0.0066 -5.69 0.000 -0.0507 -0.0247
FAEI ARREZ AG(G;) | -0.0828*  0.0094 349 0.000 -0.0512 -0.0144
TR EIAGC,) 0.3003* 00592 5.07 0.000 0.1841 04164
A GRDP E3A4(,) 0.2723 0.2383 1.14 0.253 -0.1947 0.7394
AdE AR, 0.0483**  0.0149 323 0.001 0.0190 0.0776
PDL #7H ¥ (y,) 0.0361%*  0.0065 553 0.000 -0.0489 -0.0233
PDL mj79 () -0.0047 0.0018 2.65 0.008 -0.0081 -0.0012
PDL wi74(y,) 0.0014**  0.0007 1.92 0.055 0.0000 0.0028
2T AT 1 (offset)

A A #) 340234+ 0.0402 -84.67 0.000 -3.4810 -3.3235
}Ed A4 w,) 0.3517 0.0004 0.0008 0.0026

HERT gfjﬁjﬁ“ AT 0.0014 0.0338 02913 0.4247
& AR dop) 7
& ep @ -0.2372

f@iwf jf{ﬁ J:(“‘E) 21.12
A B *}1‘% A% 30
AaEH %))

LR test vs. nbnomial regression: chi2(3) = 2036.75 Prob. >chi2 = 0.0000
1) * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; *** p<0.01
F2) EE AFE tBAF p > |t |[E WEH, {l-exp(AT)} X 1002 3|4
F3) & AR AL Z2E R AFEE 90%N4 BAACR fFasH Uehbe Alake] Aol
TF4) FE vgA e 2 FEARRA 9] vlEAl g2 S
F5) F A A AE9E (lexp(DF,)) X100, A71AM ke AR a3 AR}
Z6) A B AR A5 FARENE F ARAT ZRENGEAT Dol
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Mixed-effects negative binomial regression Number of obs. = 1975

Overdispersion: mean Number of groups = 232

Group variable: city Obs. per group: avg. = 8.5

Integration method: Integration points = 7

Mean and Variance adaptive Gauss-Hermite quadrature Wald chi2(5) = 1368

Log likelihood = -6264.1 Prob.>chi2 = (.0000

Parameters Coef.! Std. Err. z P> 77 [95% Conf. Interval]

() 0.1683 0.1074 157 0.117 -0.0423 03789
FALH AAEE AF(F) | 0.0282¢ 0.0149 1.89 0.059 -0.0011 00575
EAas ARE AFB,) | 0015 0.0104 -1.20 0.231 -0.0329 0.0080
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TEET | eqsan As
) 0.0005 0.0004 0.0001 0.0027
FE A dop) 6

=5 & e 03799

ASEH Le gmas passhm) | 316
A B ARG %)Y | 436

LR test vs. nbnomial regression: chi2(3) = 2036.75 Prob. >chi2 = 0.0000
F1) * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; *** p<0.01
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o) melyt AFEERTY FHTs o
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1187} Z(skewed right) E-Zo]31, Kurtosis= 3XT =

HEx




z
e
w
N
)
ot
b
it
9
p‘L
K

FAMLE A (A=, 200219 ~2012)

[Hs] /et o -km v H/9 9 o -km]
At @AY E (accpermuk) APALDL A E(fatpermuk)
NE
Obs. Mean S.D. Skew Ku?to Obs. Mean S.D. Skew Ku'rto
-ness -S1S -ness -S1S

A& 274 53.6 404 3541 | 16482 274 06 04 2.866 | 13.744*
Ak 176 |  104.7* 9338 2.009 6.505 176 20 1.9 2587 | 12.064
77 340 36.6 46.3 4274 | 27.847* 340 09 1.0 4225 | 29167
7l 197 265 16.5 1.781 5.735 197 1.0 0.9 2197 9.728
5 131 30.7 342 3157 | 13.063 131 13 14 2830 | 13.238
Al 175 26.0 135 0.356 2292 175 14 1.0 1.305 6.266
A5 154 23 93 0.967 4430 154 12 08 1.970 9303
Ay 242 30.6 141 0.884 3273 242 20 1.4 1113 4.894
A5 252 28.4 16.1 2715 | 15.044* 252 16 17 3350 | 18.025*
A 208 19.0 8.1 0.654 3.679 208 08 0.6 0.890 2974
AT 8 194 19.5 1191 2.991 8 05 0.6 1.056 2489
o 88 89.4* 94.1 1972 5971 88 12 12 2.476 9.168
oA 103 528 403 2.306 9.862 103 1.1 1.0 2165 8.420
37 50 67.0* 55.6 1.366 3378 50 1.0 1.0 2015 6.071
2K 54 29.7 95| 0710 3,074 54 06 02| -0.021 2440
& 50 324 218 0.725 2576 50 0.6 03 0.894 3771
A 2502 60.1 67.8 4447 | 28286 2502 12 12 3155 | 19.296

49 3w
F) I =(Skweness)= 0HTF I 2
w7t AFELRT FEUE

& 12]7} Z(skewed right) 30|13, Kurtosis 3ET} AW HX 9

BE
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(3% 15] #4 ARe] AYER LEAD BADS FA(02-124)
g :
ZolA| AE
o] '
E /\-—-ﬁ__— /f
i / #
2 | s
C T LT | —
Es '@ "/"\\_/ \\,—————/_’—
gl J
2-}'32 2-}‘{.‘4 2-3‘-5 P DIGF. 2-3“. [} 2-3‘?2 2-}‘02 2{‘:34 P DICE' 2-3‘-55 2-3"- L] 2-5". z
EETEN 2=gd)
[ ImATD wEE=Z - it | [ AT wE B { tbvub |
3o 2542 s
He ZE= H# Lower Bound UpperBound A 2= HE  LowerBound UpperBound
2002 73 11717 10031 13403 2002 152 5545 4315 6774
2003 74 11977 1056.1 13383 2003 158 587.2 475.0 6994
2004 74 11230 985.8 12601 2004 158 5600 454.0 665.9
2005 74 12343 1086.6 13820 2005 158 5119 4128 611.0
2006 74 1250.2 11015 1398.8 2006 158 5164 4156 617.2
2007 74 12288 1070.5 13871 2007 158 5228 4211 6244
2008 74 13036 1146.1 14611 2008 158 5188 4201 6174
2009 74 13999 12321 1567.8 2009 158  560.7 454.2 667.3
2010 74 13451 11836 1506.6 2010 158 5644 455.7 6731
2011 74 13201 1164.9 14753 2011 155 5717 4591 6844
2012 74 1327.8 1166.5 1439.0 2012 155 635.2 507.9 762.5
(2 14] 24 2o AWER wEAD BYAS A (02~124)
= 2
" Al : ANgE
Z 5 g4
27|\ N
s YT NN 2 \
P
g4, : . : : R : : ! :
2002 2004 2008 2008 2010 w1z 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012
RN = =)
| Hom DT IEATREES bt | | EokmDT IEMI wEEE | | bt |
jléc_n:llj\ll—lj_%}\l.]_ul-ﬂ_g
HE A== Ha lowerBound UpperBound fE #HZF+  Fa LowerBound UpperBound
2002 72 79.8 596 1001 2002 150 376 30.3 448
2003 74 710 540 281 2003 158 369 309 430
2004 74 63.2 48,7 777 2004 158 325 28,5 36.6
2005 74 69.4 534 853 2005 158 266 236 295
2006 74 69.6 52.3 86.8 2006 156 272 235 309
2007 74 62.0 478 761 2007 156 264 22.7 30.0
2008 74 63.8 50.0 Ti7 2008 156 249 220 278
2009 74 68.2 523 a4.72 2009 156 253 224 281
2010 74 59.3 46.6 720 2010 154 245 215 276
2011 74 58.8 45.3 723 2011 153 242 213 270
2012 57 63.8 50.7 369 2012 152 254 225 28.2
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(B2 15] B4 A2e) AWEZ AGAT SAAS F4(02-124)
2
oA | xge
-k [ S | -
5|k . B N PN ; ol il
E_‘ m_. ““‘x\ [ . \ / \\
3 \ : ' R — u.\\ /
= o
2'3‘?2 2004 2006 2'3"3{. 2010 2012 20‘02 20".]4 2005 20‘03 23‘1{] 2{]'12
A=) M)
[—— a=mizuez=@) | [ IENT MBS b |
A AFYALL B 4 KIS e AFYAL S8 H 4
HE mE4 e Lower Bound UpperBound HE #== EglowerBound UpperBound
2002 73 189 16.5 213 2002 152 176 148 203
2003 74 184 164 203 2003 158 179 155 204
2004 74 169 149 189 2004 158 177 156 19.8
2005 74 19.7 176 218 2005 158 156 136 176
2006 74 194 172 216 2006 158 153 137 17.8
2007 74 195 173 21.7 2007 158 157 136 178
2008 74 189 16.7 212 2008 158 151 131 171
2009 74 1E: 1 177 217 2009 158 147 127 16.7
2010 74 1383 164 203 2010 158 143 122 16.3
2011 74 171 15.2 191 2011 155 148 128 169
2012 74 18.2 16.2 20.2 2012 155 161 14.0 18.2
[ 16] B4 AR APEZ ARAT BAE FAH(02~124)
& | FAM | AYe
adl . <a ]
=\ | 3
E T T B Lt
i "/ \\\ [ . LTI
o . @ ]
2-.'.“:- 2 2-3‘34 20 I_‘f 2-}":'5 0 I‘: 0 2012 2-:::! 2 2-:-‘34 2008 2-:-‘-35 20" [} 23“ 2
o =) E()
[ BCHm-DE TEAD ARAS { biu | [ Eolkm Ol D8 AT AR S biut |
FoiA| AT s
L & LowerBound UpperBound HE == ElowerBound UpperBound
2002 72 15 10 20 2002 150 18 15 21
2003 74 1.2 0.9 14 2003 158 17 14 19
2004 74 1.0 08 13 2004 158 17 14 19
2005 74 13 10 17 2005 158 13 11 14
2006 74 1.2 09 15 2006 156 13 11 15
2007 74 10 0.8 12 2007 156 1.2 1.0 14
2008 74 1.0 0.8 13 2008 156 11 0.9 12
2009 74 1.0 0.8 12 2009 156 10 0.9 12
2010 74 0.9 0.6 11 2010 154 0.9 0.8 10
2011 74 0.8 0.6 09 2011 153 10 0.9 12
2012 57 0.8 0.6 1.0 2012 152 1.0 0.9 1.2
y
| L,
- 122 - -"\_! -1 1



[F5 17] AR wEAT 2 F, 8RR T A EA 5
[H9]: o 920051 715 EW7td)]
£4 % totin) fﬂ%%}éﬂxﬁ% 2 ;H])*d*}‘ﬁ ﬂ%‘gij@ﬁ%&ﬁ
FAY (inv,) EA N (inv,)

A=

wer | W | G | B e e | R BE e o | | B2
A 450 | 5155 11 17| 450 | 5155 11 17| 225 0.0 0.0 0.0
Ak 288 | 3592 12 19| 288 | 1885 0.7 13 144 | 1706 12 17
77 558 | 1194.2 21 41 558 | 524.0 0.9 22 279 | 6702 24 5.0
gl 324 | 11208 35 58| 324 | 3055 0.9 31 162 | 8152 50 53
5 216 | 7289 34 45 216 | 260.7 12 24 108 | 4682 43 44
i 288 | 8409 29 47| 288 | 1561 05 17 | 144 | 6848 48 53
A5 252 | 9909 39 55| 252 2925 12 32 126 | 6984 55 50
A 396 | 1079.4 27 42 39 | 1932 05 23 198 | 886.2 45 40
A5 414 | 14827 36 6.1 414 | 5367 13 43 207 | 9461 46 51
A 360 | 12373 34 47| 360 | 3747 1.0 21 180 | 8626 48 44
A+ 36 | 1088 30 31 36 0.0 0.0 0.0 18| 795 44 35
o 144 | 5669 39 7.2 144 | 2820 20 5.0 72| 2849 40 6.8
A 180 | 5828 32 71 180 | 2835 16 39 90 | 2993 33 8.6
33 90 | 5369 60 | 120 9 | 1167 13 27 45 | 4202 93 | 156
kil 90 | 4163 46 7.7 90 | 1556 17 33 45 | 2607 58 91
&4t 90 | 3688 41 8.6 9| 835 0.9 28 45 | 2853 63| 110
A | 4176 | 121302 29 53| 4176 | 42636 1.0 28 | 2088 | 78R3 38 58
F1) FAZA(totinv) = L FAL 2 I AN FAA (i B EE FRANE A FAA(inw,)
= Ol 77<<_0_

+3)

AEAL e F

AP=ER A
7] EAH|(F @ H)olH, 209~ 127k =

=9 AT AR (95~ 123173
, 79596 B2 W] 7R T

—,_Z}QE(W;Q)—L{—?) Pas ol 04~ 1239 TH7ER 2] T}

AT Frpl(e L)
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[F5 18] W F BHBAA(RA=, TEHET=A1 T EF)
toti toti toti
In_accpermvk | popden grdpp grdpp (0152‘65 E)Hﬁ\ﬁ) E)nir:lg)p
In_accpermvk 1
oden 0.2953 1
pop (0.0000)
. 00289  -0.1043 1
grerp (0.1436) | (0.0000)
Dnd -0.0405 -0.0470 0.2854 1
TP (00489)| (00220  (0.0000)
totinvp -0.0935 02628 00449  -0.0075 1
(m=0) (00000) | (0.0000)|  (0.0207)|  (0.7123)
totinvp 201105 02863 00513 0.005 09148 1
(m=1) (0.0000) |  (0.0000)|  (0.0086)|  (0.8073)|  (0.0000)
totinvp 01745 03181 00437 00037 07826 08675 1
(m=8) (00000) | (0.0000)|  (0.0410)|  (08636)|  (0.0000)|  (0.0000)
) A= Pearson ABAIF gk, S b 32 folaE
[F5 19] A5 1 DA (AT, TESAT=AEAL A E)
toti toti toti
In_accpermvk | popden grdpp grdpp an‘é)p ?I;I;‘ll)p 8;2;%)
1
In_accpermvk
den -0.1046 1
popee (0.0000)
. 0.0722|  -0.1043 1
8PP (0.0003) | (0.0000)
Derd 0.0256|  -0.0470 0.2854 1
rAPP (02156) | (0.0220)|  (0.0000)
totinvp 0.0633|  -02628 00449  -0.0075 1
(m=0) (00006)|  (0.0000)|  (0.0207)|  (0.7123)
totinvp 0.0623|  -0.2863 00513 0.005 09148 1
(m=1) (00007)|  (0.0000)|  (0.0086)|  (0.8073)|  (0.0000)
totinvp 0.1111|  -03181 00437 00037 0.7826 08675 1
(m=8) (00000)|  (0.0000)|  (0.0410)|  (0.8636)|  (0.0000)|  (0.0000)

F) S=A= Pearson AT 7, & Q9]

W el

AN
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=] S == -7
52 A 28 3457
- - <
RE 21 A% ARBAAS FLEH FHAH
$-Z 2.1.1 Unstructured Lag Model 5% A3}
[F-5 2-1] NBUL Model FAHZAMAIYAT A8 B3)
T m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m=4 m=5 m=6 m=7 m=8
Q | 2.8621%%%| 2.8951%%%| 29127%%| 29189%%%| 2.9212%%%| 2.9191%*%| 29179%*%| 2.9203%*| 29214**
ﬂAO -0.0504***| -0.0275***| -0.0216***| -0.0172***| -0.0143***| -0.0128***| -0.0108*** -0.0088***| -0.0087***
ﬁAl -0.0516***| -0.0380***| -0.0359***| -0.0327***| -0.0318***| -0.0325***| -0.0322***| -0.0303***
ﬁ; -0.0419%*| -0.0322%**| -0.0304***| -0.0270***| -0.0266***| -0.0276***| -0.0291***
ﬂ} -0.0288**| -0.0195%** -0.0184***| -0.0143***| -0.0145***| -0.0141***
B; -0.0295%*| -0.0213***| -0.0199***| -0.0151***| -0.0161***
BAE, -0.0251%**| -0.0182***| -0.0177%**| -0.0149***
> =
=T B -0.0270%*| -0.0186***| -0.0200%**
B, 20,0296+ -0,0245+++
B -0.0204%
CA[) 0.3100%**|  0.3084***| 0.3076***| 0.3071***| 0.3068*** 0.3053***| 0.3044*** 0.3050*** 0.3050%**
fg -0.1159**| -0.0862***| -0.0903***| -0.0732***| -0.1095***| -0.1062***| -0.1073*** -0.1104***| -0.1105***
C:L 0.1870%**|  0.1798***| 0.1761***| 0.1749%**| 0.1747*** 0.1758***| 0.1765***| 0.1758***| 0.1757***
1=
T;?';‘} -0.9347#+*| -0.9371***| -0.9383***| -0.9388***| -0.9393***| -0.9397***| -0.9400***| -0.9403***| -0.9404***
N 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930
AIC | 27219.6| 27216.1| 272153 27216.1| 27217.0| 272182 27219.5| 272208 272226
£ BIC 27253.0(  27255.1| 27259.8| 272662 27272.6| 272795 27286.3| 272932 273005
oat 11 -13603.8| -13601.0| -13599.6| -13599.0| -13598.5| -13598.1| -13597.8| -13597.4| -13597.3
° [ chi2 583.9 5894 592.2 593.4 594.5 595.3 596.0 596.8 597.0
p 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
2 p 0.0210 0.0212 0.0213 0.0214 0.0214 0.0214 0.0214 0.0215 0.0215
legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; ** p<0.01
F1) AR EES {l-exp(26,)1x100% THAE 314
F2) A AFE In 7
F3) N: &= 47, AIC: Akaike Information Criterion, BIC: Baysian Information Criterion,
1I: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value, 12 p: psudo R’
- 125 -
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[%+5 2-2] FENBUL Model FA4 I (AardAd A8 7 23)

TE m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m=4 m=5 m=6 m=7 m=8

a | -0.6882*| 0.7070***| -0.7425***| -0.7527***| -0.7560***| -0.7540%**| -0.7479***| -0.7353***| -0.7379***

By | 0.1043*** 0.0987**| 0.1003***| 0.0983** 0.0974*** 0.1003***| 0.1064***| 0.1154*** 0.1152***

B, 0.0302*+*|  0.0203***| 0.0209***| 0.0197***| 0.0219***| 0.0193***| 0.0216***| 0.0189***
BAQ 0.0615***|  0.0571***| 0.0582*** 0.0613***| 0.0619***| 0.0609***| 0.0628***
A3 0.0255%**| 0.0224***| 0.0180***| 0.0223***| 0.0224***| 0.0219***
Aq 0.0142***| 0.0295***| 0.0314***| 0.0397***| 0.0411***
LERa ﬂz -0.0638***| -0.0494***| -0.0473***| -0.0525***

ﬂAG -0.0726***| -0.0513***| -0.0489***

)

-0.0770***| -0.0824***

3

>

0.0270%**

0

i

0.6887***  0.6962***| 0.7089***| 0.7130***| 0.7150*** 0.7090**| 0.7078**| 0.7117***| 0.7094***

=

>

3.6220%%*| 3.6063***| 3.5850***| 3.5776***| 3.5874*** 3.5375***| 3.5680%** 3.5425*** 3.5353**

<

CAU -0.0614%**| -0.0597***| -0.0551***| -0.0541***| -0.0541***| -0.0491***| -0.0471*** -0.0504***| -0.0493***
N 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930
N_g 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232
AIC | 214105 214095 214022 214025 214040| 213969 21389.8| 213824 213834
%%:” BIC 214384 214429| 214412| 214471 214541 214525 214511 21449.2] 214557

11 -10700.3| -10698.8| -10694.1| -10693.3| -10693.0] -10688.5| -10683.9| -10679.2| -10678.7

chi2 462.9 464.7 472.9 474.6 475.3 482.5 492.1 501.4 502.0

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

o

legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; ** p<0.01
F1) AL S-S (1-exp(26,)}x100% AaZ )4
F2) N: #= 4, N g IIF 4, AIC: Akaike Information Criterion, BIC: Baysian Information Criterion,

11: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value
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[+= 2-3] RENBUL Model F3AIHABAAT gy 1Y)

T& m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m=4 m= m=6 m=7 m=8
G| 06667 -0.6800%+*| -0.70575*| -0.7113%*| 0.7124%| 0.7109°*| -0.7038**| -0.6902+*| -0.6938+*
By | 00967+ 0.0917+%| 00915+ 0.0898* 00893 00927 0.0986** 01067+ 01065
A, 00228 0.0126%*| 0.0127%¥ 00120 0.0151%*| 0.0126** 00145 0.0118"*
B, 0.0512¢%| 0.0475%| 0.0479"* 0.0524%| 0.0533**| 0.0519*% 00540
By 001727+ 0.0155%*| 0.0116"* 00165 00162+ 0.0156**
B, 0.0068| 0.0243%*| 0.0263** 0.0344%*| 0.0360"**
w25 | By -0.0693%*| -0.0542+%*| -0.0524%| -0.0581***
Be -0.0721%%| -0.0518+%| -0.0492%+*
3, -0.0735%| -0.0793+*+
3 0.0288++
10,0547 -0.05347| 0.0500°| 0.04957| -0.04957| -0.04427| -0.0426"| -0.0460%| -0.0447%*
| 05959 0.6010%%| 0.61017%| 0.6126%%| 06134 0.6049°| 0.6024"| 0.6064*| 0.6048"*
| 3.6076| 35954%%| 35793%%| 35752%¢| 35801%%| 35251+ 35566 35329%| 35248+
N 1930 1930 1930  1930]  1930| 1930, 1930  1930| 1930
N_g 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232
AIC| 256131 256132| 256084| 256097 256115 256027 255955 255887| 255894
%_;] BIC | 256520| 256578| 256585| 256653 256728 25669.4| 25667.9) 256666 256729
I | 127995 -127986| -127952| -127948| -127948| -127893| -127848| -127803| -12779.7
chi2|  5007] 5012|5062  5066]  5067| 5164 5261 5351 5359
p | 00000 00000 00000| 00000 00000 00000 00000  0.0000|  0.0000

legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; ** p<0.01
F1) AT AEEL {l-exp(26,)1x100% AR 34
T2) N: = N g IF 4=, AIC: Akaike Information Criterion, BIC: Baysian Information Criterion,

1I: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value, 12_p: psudo R?
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[+5 2-4] MENBUL-RC Model A2 A 807 A8 23)

TE m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m=4 m=5 m=6 m=7 m=8
| 3.0693%*| 3.0092%%%| 31313%*| 31455%| 3.1535%| 31411%**| 3.1374%*| 3.1484%*| 3.1520%*
[)70 -0.0034|  -0.0042|  -0.0082| -0.0061 -0.0053|  -0.0078|  -0.0076|  -0.0033|  -0.0057
51 -0.0370%**| -0.0294***| -0.0302***| -0.0267***| -0.0270%**| -0.0288***| -0.0272***| -0.0273***
B; -0.0445%**| -0.0371***| -0.0389***| -0.0362***| -0.0371***| -0.0370***| -0.0370***
ﬁ; -0.0419%**| -0.0343***| -0.0369***| -0.0336***| -0.0331***| -0.0324***
ﬁ; -0.0428***| -0.0375***| -0.0396***| -0.0351***| -0.0335***
a4 [)70 -0.0404***| -0,0346***| -0.0335***| -0.0309***
g
ﬁﬁ -0.0487%**| -0.0418***| -0.0393***
37 -0.0376***| -0.0349***
és -0.0092
g; 0.3359%**| (0.3249***| (0.3184*** 0.3135***| 0.3097***| 0.3012***| 0.2973** 0.3024*** 0.3002***
g; 0.3528 0.3341 0.3161 0.327 0.2778 0.2795 0.2874 0.2860 0.2895
A“ 0.0506%**| 0.0471***| 0.0419*** 0.0407***| 0.0403***| 0.0472%**| 0.0504***| 0.0459***| (0.0459%**
=)
;4‘];;} -3.2614%%*| -3.3165%**| -3.3403%**| -3.3534%**| -33661**| -3.3841%*| -34005%*| -3.4038***| -3.4037***
5)
/ﬁ% 0.3544*+*| (0.3556***| (0.3560***| (0.3544***| (0.3541**| 0.3523***| (0.3509***| 0.3519***| (.3531***
i‘l\% QLIS B
_1;__/‘;_ lE|‘X]‘
7}1}‘?—} 0.0000{ 0.0029%**| 0.0027***| 0.0023***| 0.0020***| 0.0019***| 0.0018***| 0.0014***| 0.0013***
5
N 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930
N_g 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232
AIC 23705.7| 236729| 23651.9| 23639.2| 236265 23610.6| 23597.4| 23595.4| 23598.9
EA % | BIC 237502 23723.0, 23707.6| 237004| 23693.3| 236829 236753 23678.8| 23687.9
11 -11844.8| -118275| -11816.0| -11808.6| -11801.2| -11792.3| -11784.7| -11782.7| -11783.4
chi2 3518.0 3547.2 3567 .4 3580.9 35945 3611.6 3626.1 3629.4 3627.7
P 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; *** p<0.01
F1) AL (l-exp(26,)1x100% FFAaZ &4
F2) IEAE AFE In #
F3) N: &= 45, N g 1% I, AIC: Akaike Information Criterion, BIC: Baysian Information Criterion,

1l: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value
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%-& 2.1.2 Polynomial Distributed Lag Model 573 2=}

[**-% 2-5] NBPDL Model 42K (ARG 483 1F)
T m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m=4 m=5 m=6 m=7 m=8
Q| 2.8621%*%| 280514 29127+ 29190%*%| 29212 2.9193%**| 2.9174%* 29177%* 29187+
50 -0.0503| -0.0275| -0.0216| -0.0183] -0.0179| -0.0181| -0.0185| -0.0189|  -0.0186
ﬂA] -0.0515**|  -0.0101|  -0.0087|  -0.0284| -0.0239**| -0.0209**| -0.0197**| -0.0193**
52 -0.0419**| -0.0358**|  -0.0298| -0.0253* -0.0223**| -0.0202**| -0.0197***
[3; -0.0271 -0.0289 -0.0257**| -0.0228*| -0.0205*| -0.0200**
3, -0.0233| -0.0239**| -0.0223**| -0.0205*| -0.0199**
[775 -0.0201f -0.0209*| -0.0203**| -0.0197**
BG -0.0185  -0.0199| -0.0193**
ws| B 00191 -0.0186
B -0.0178
@, 0.3100%**| 0.3084***| 0.3076***| 0.3071***| 0.3066***| 0.3052***| 0.3042***| 0.3041***| 0.3041***
fg 01159  -0.0862|  -0.0903| -0.0759| -0.1019] -0.1097| -0.1126 0119 -0.1187
CAU 0.1870%*  0.1798***| 0.1761***| 0.1749***| 0.1747*** 0.1758***| 0.1767*** 0.1768***| 0.1766***
WAU -0.0504%**  -0.0275 -0.038| -0.0329**| -0.0298** -0.0253**| -0.0229*  -0.0205*| -0.0200**
71 -0.024| -0.0101) -0.0087|  -0.0014| -0.0015 0 -0.0002]  0.0001
’y; (omitted) 0.0062 0.0058 0.0023 0.0011 0.0005 0.0001 0.0001
IpRAE
H‘};rl_‘ -0.9347%**| -0.9371***| -0.9383***| -0.9388***| -0.9392***| -0.9395***| -0.9398***| -0.9400***| -0.9401**
N 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930
AIC 27219.6| 272161 272153| 272141 272132 272125 27212.0{ 272114| 272111
£ BIC 27253.0) 272551 27259.8| 27258.6| 27257.7| 27257.0| 27256.5| 27256.0| 272557
oat 11 -13603.8| -13601.0| -13599.6] -13599.1| -13598.6| -13598.3| -13598.0| -13597.7| -13597.6
]

chi2 583.9 589.5 592.3 593.4 594.4 595.0 595.6 596.1 596.4
p 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
2 p 0.0210 0.0212 0.0213 0.0214 0.0214 0.0214 0.0214 0.0214 0.0215
legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; ** p<0.01

F1) AL {l-exp(Z6,)1x100% THAaE 314
F2) TRt

FIHN: F

Al

[
-
Z‘F,N

1-
In gt

1I: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value, 12 p: psudo R?
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[}-% 2-6] FENBPDL Model 57472 3H(ArdyA gy} 1)
TE m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m=4 m= m=6 m=7 m=8
o | 0.6882*%| -0.7070%*| -0.7425%%*| -0.7507+**| -0.7530%*%| -0.7534***| -0.7488%**| 0.7367+** -0.7313***
BAO 0.1042%**|  0.0987**| 0.1003***| 0.0893***| 0.0837***| 0.0790***| 0.0811***| 0.0889*** 0.0955***
3 0.0302%|  -0.0193*| -0.0313***| 0.0466***| 0.0654***| 0.0652***| 0.0679***| 0.0647***
ﬂ; 0.0615***|  0.0267**  0.0305** 0.0444***| 0.0461*** 0.0464***| 0.0378***
B; 0.0387+*  0.019* 0.0216*| 0.0239**| 0.0242***|  0.0149*
B; 0.0193]  -0.0049| -0.0014 0.0015|  -0.0042
55 -0.0350%*| -0.0298***| -0.0220%** -0.0192**
[3:,- -0.0613***| -0.0459***| -0.0304***
A

- -0.0705%**| -0.0376***
3 -0.0410%
; 0.6887+**|  0.6962***| 0.7089%**| 0.7126***| 0.7143***| 0.7091***| 0.7075***| 0.7114***| 0.7118***
:] 3.6220%**| 3.6063***| 3.5850%**| 3.5735***| 3.5858**| 3.5258***| 3.5433***| 3.5221**| 3.5414**
:L -0.0614***| -0.0597***| -0.0551***| -0.0548***| -0.0549***| -0.0510***| -0.0485*** -0.0519***| -0.0545***
AU 0.1043**|  0.0987*** 0.0203| 0.0435***|  0.0305**| 0.0444***  0.0239**| 0.0242***|  -0.0042
" -0.0686***|  -0.0194*| -0.0313***| -0.0161***| -0.0210***| -0.0237***| -0.0225***| -0.0171***
7; (omitted)|  0.0606** 0.0145 0.0053|  -0.0018|  -0.0016|  -0.0003|  0.0020*
N 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930
N_g 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232
AIC| 214105 214095 21402.2| 214041 214052| 214014 21393.2| 213853 213916
%%:” BIC | 21438.4| 214429| 214412| 21443.0| 214441 214404 214322 214243 214306
1l -10700.3| -10698.8| -10694.1| -10695.0{ -10695.6| -10693.7| -10689.6| -10685.7| -10688.8
chi2 291.7 299.2 3148 316.1 3135 320.5 320.9 326.7 3211
p 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000{  0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; *** p<0.01

F1) AR AEEL {l-exp(Z8,)1x100% AR 34
N

F2) N: #= 4, N g IIF 4, AIC: Akaike Information Criterion, BIC: Baysian Information Criterion,

1I: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value
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[+ 2-7] RENBPDL Model FHZAI ARG HAaEy} 23)

& m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m=4 m=5 m=6 m=7 m=8
a | -0.66674* -0.6800%*%| -0.7057+* -0.7102%**| -0.7108**| -0.7116***| -0.7058***| -0.6925%**| -0.6889***
[)70 0.0967%**| 0.0917***| 0.0915***| 0.0812***| 0.0761***| 0.0718***| 0.0741***| 0.0813***| 0.0878***
51 0.0228***|  -0.0201*| -0.0316***| 0.0379***| 0.0578***| 0.0578***| 0.0600%**| 0.0569***
BAQ 0.0512%**|  0.0181***|  0.0221*| 0.0371***| 0.0389***| 0.0387***| 0.0304**
B; 0.0304*| 0.0119***| 0.0149***| 0.0175**|  0.0174*| 0.0083***
34 0.0128***| -0.0107***| -0.0066***| -0.0040***| -0.0094***
[)75 -0.0397%**| -0.0331***| -0.0253***| -0.0228***
ﬂAﬁ -0.0622%**| -0.0253***| -0.0317***
B —
. -0.0681***| -0.0363***
3 -0.0365+*
; 0.5959%**|  0.6010%**| 0.6101***| 0.6121***| 0.6126***| 0.6056***| 0.6025***| 0.6065***| 0.6071***
; 3.6076***| 3.5954***| 35793***| 35712%*| 35790** 3.5138*** 3.5338** 35141***| 35319***
C:, -0.0547***| -0.0534***| -0.0500***| -0.0500***| -0.0501***| -0.0459***| -0.0439***| -0.0475***| -0.0496***
WAU 0.0967***| 0.0917***| 0.0126***| 0.0350***| 0.0221***| 0.0372***| 0.0175***| 0.0174***| -0.0094***
fyAl -0.0688***| -0.0201***| -0.0316***| -0.0158***| -0.0206***| -0.0227***| -0.0213***| -0.0155***
'y; (dropped)| 0.0587***| 0.0146***| 0.0056***| -0.0017***| -0.0013***| -0.0000***| 0.0022***
N 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930
N_g 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232
AIC 25613.1| 25613.2| 25608.4| 25611.0) 25612.3| 25607.2| 25598.8| 25591.5| 25597.4
5
Oj BIC 25652.0{ 25657.8| 256585 25661.1| 25662.4| 25657.2| 25648.9| 25641.6| 25647.5
]
I -12799.5|  -12798.6| -12795.2| -127965| -12797.2| -12794.6| -12790.4| -12786.7| -12789.7
chi2 500.7 501.2 506.2 502.9 501.4 505.8 515.4 522.5 516.8
P 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05 ** p<0.01
F1) AL (l-exp(26,)}x100% FAaE &4
F2) N: #= 4, N g IIF 4, AIC: Akaike Information Criterion, BIC: Baysian Information Criterion,
1I: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value
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[-= 2-8] MENBPDL-RC Model 57472 3H(Adgd4 2H4A85 1)
T m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m=4 m= m=6 m=7 m=8
Q| 3.0692%| 3.0962+%%| 3.1313**| 3.1461%*| 3.1529%%%| 31419%*| 3.1341%*| 31422%%%| 31477+
[JTU -0.0034 0.0008f -0.0082| -0.0070|  -0.0067| -0.0098| -0.0123|  -0.0097| -0.0107
[)71 -0.0305%**| -0.0182** -0.0163**| -0.0281***| -0.0264**| -0.0234**| -0.0212**| -0.0224**
ﬁ; -0.0445***| -0.0396***| -0.0362***| -0.0341***| -0.0320***| -0.030***| -0.0310***
ﬁ; -0.0409***| -0.0409***| -0.0396***| -0.0379***| -0.0361***| -0.0364***
[174 -0.0390%**| -0.0407***| -0.0412***| -0.0394***| -0.0386***
[?5 -0.0375%**] -0.0420%**| -0.0399***| -0.0376***
ﬁAﬁ -0.0401%**| -0.0377***| -0.0334***
24 | G, -0.0328%*| -0.0260+*
o2 =
=T B -0.0154
Q; 0.3359%**|  0.3310%**| 0.3184***| 0.3134***| 0.3096***| 0.3013***| 0.2962***| 0.0483***| 0.0477***
Qfg 0.3527 0.3712 0.3161 0.3253 0.2812 0.2716 02777 0.2723 0.2783
QAH 0.0506***| 0.0463***| 0.0419***| 0.0406***| 0.0405***| 0.0469***| 0.0516***| 0.0483***| 0.0477***
Y -0.0034 0.0008| -0.0294***| -0.0283***| -0.0362***| -0.0341***| -0.0379***| -0.0361*** 20,0386+
'yAl - -0.0313**| -0.0182***| -0.0163***| -0.0081***| -0.0077***| -0.0046**| -0.0047***|  -0.0006
'y; - (omitted) 0.003 0.005 0.0033 0.0022 0.0013|  0.0014*| 0.0016***
=)
;kﬁif -3.2614%**| -3.2689%**| -3.3403***| -3.3534***| -3.3656***| -3.3837***| -3.3990%**| -3.4023***| -3.4020***
5}
/\i’i? 0.0000 0.0000{ 0.0027***| 0.0023***| 0.0020***| 0.0019***| 0.0018***| 0.0014***| 0.0013***
E‘l\% JLIS
E‘/F‘ lléz}‘
73]4:]_ 0.3544%*1 (0.3537***| 0.3560***| 0.3544***| 0.3541*** 0.3523***| 0.3509***| 0.3517***| 0.3531***
it
N 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930 1930
N_g 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232
AIC| 23705.68| 23695.21| 23651.92| 23637.25| 23623.12| 23605.08| 23591.34| 23587.7| 23589.56
SAF | BIC 23750.2| 23745.29| 23707.57| 23692.9| 23678.78| 23660.73 23647| 23643.36| 23645.21
11 | -11844.84| -11838.6| -11815.96| -11808.63| -11801.56| -11792.54| -11785.67| -11783.85| -11784.78
chi2 55.15 07.87 70.83 76.32 80.46 84.69 90.75 92.7 92.08
P 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; *** p<0.01

F1) AL {l-exp(26,)1x100% HAaE 314
F2) A AlFE In &

F3) N: #= 4, N g IIF 47, AIC: Akaike Information Criterion, BIC: Baysian Information Criterion,

1l: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value
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B8 22 AT APAS

d

daay F443%

K& 221 Unstructured Lag Model 54 A3}

[%+5 2-9] NBUL Model 82} AEAF AR B2

F1) AL {l-exp(26,)1x100% HAaE 314

=
F2) Tt

Ad= In 7
F3) N: #= 4, N g IIF 4, AIC: Akaike Information Criterion, BIC: Baysian Information Criterion,

1I: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value, 12 p: psudo R?

- 133 -

TE m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m=4 m=5 m=6 m=7 m=8
a -0.0797| -0.0783| -0.0783| -0.0647| -0.0613|  -0.0715| -0.0783 -0.069]  -0.0644
BAO 0.1574***|  0.1586***| 0.1586***| 0.1682***| 0.1750***| 0.1795*** 0.1897*** 0.1970*** 0.1959***
BAl -0.0025|  -0.0025 0.0034 0.0167 0.0213 0.0177 0.0191 0.0243
32 -0.0001 0.0236 0.0276 0.0456 0.0496 0.0451 0.042
ﬂ; -0.0690*|  -0.0364| -0.0328| -0.0162| -0.0172| -0.0161
54 -0.0921**|  -0.0598|  -0.0546| -0.0371|  -0.0394
ﬁ; -0.1071%+*|  -0.0778*  -0.0745*| -0.0675*
o2 ~
=T B -0.1175***  -0.0857%  -0.0888*
BA7 -0.1097**|  -0.0955**
By -0.0524
CAp -0.1450%**| -0.1452%*| -0.1452***| -0.1455***| -0.1463*** -0.1512***| -0.1530***| -0.1489***| -0.1481***
fg 0.7874%**  0.7876***| 0.7876***| 0.7962***| 0.8025***| 0.8088***| 0.8192***| 0.8300*** 0.8326***
CAu -0.0586**| -0.0588*| -0.0589**| -0.0621**| -0.0627** -0.0584**| -0.0562**| -0.0600** -0.0613**
1=
774‘??& -0.8241%*| -0.8240%**| -0.8240%**| -0.8253***| -0.8283***| -0.8331***| -0.8370*** -0.8405***| -0.8408***
N 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1975
AIC| 14609.0[ 146109 146129| 14611.0] 14606.5| 14600.7| 14595.6| 14591.9| 14588.5
< BIC | 146425 14650.1| 14657.7| 14661.3| 146624 14662.2| 14662.7| 146645 14666.7
oj 1l -72985|  -72985| -72985| -7296.5| -72932|  -72894| -72858| -72829|  -7280.2
(]
chi2 199.6 199.6 199.6 203.6 2101 217.8 225.0 230.7 2294
p 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
2p 0.0135 0.0135 0.0135 0.0138 0.0142 0.0147 0.0152 0.0156 0.0155
legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; ** p<0.01




[3+= 2-10] FENBUL Model 5472 3H(AbgAt<

T m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m=4 m=5 m=6 m=7 m=8
a | 08962 09302+ 0.9811%*| 1.0519%*| 1.1093%*| 11177+ 1.1095% 1.1086**| 1.1047%*
[;0 0.0096 0.0139 0.0102 0.0128 0.0137 0.0125 0.0199 0.0237 0.0232
[i -0.0313 -0.024|  -0.0246 -0.019| -0.0161| -0.0188| -0.0176|  -0.0177
BAQ -0.0501*|  -0.0299 -0.032|  -0.0213|  -0.0198|  -0.0204] -0.0198
BAg -0.0914**| -0.0612%** -0.0581**| -0.0464**| -0.0460**| -0.0457**
A4 -0.1118**| -0.0745%**| -0.0709***| -0.0654***| -0.0651***
524 A5 -0.1325%**] -0.1015***| -0.1007***| -0.1007***
B:i -0.1301%**| -0.1208***| -0.1207***
3. -0.0386|  -0.0388
3 0.0008
; -0.1167|  -0.1318 -0.15|  -0.1818| -0.2128*| -0.2412*| -0.2452*| -0.2423*  -0.2402*
Ag -2.2457%%| -2.2309%** | -2.2101%**| -2.1524%**| -2.0813***| -1.9647***| -1.8239***| -1.7906***| -1.7896***
CAu -0.0046|  -0.0058|  -0.0093|  -0.0131} -0.0111 0.0057 0.009 0.006 0.0058
N 1974 1974 1974 1974 1974 1974 1974 1974 1973
N_¢g 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232
AIC| 101769| 101763 10173.6| 10159.4| 101384| 10110.3| 10087.4| 10087.2| 100854
=
0;” BIC 10204.8| 10209.8| 102127 102041 10188.7| 10166.2| 10148.9| 10154.3| 10158.0
O
1l -5083.5|  -5082.2|  -5079.8| -5071.7| -5060.2|  -5045.2| -5032.7|  -5031.6| -5029.7
chi2 914 95.1 101.7 1221 150.4 184.8 2119 2145 212.7
p 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; *** p<0.01
F1) AFRFAES {lexp(T4,)}1x100% AR &4
T2) N: = N g IF 4=, AIC: Akaike Information Criterion, BIC: Baysian Information Criterion,
1l: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value
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[+= 2-11] RENBUL Model F3A(A AT ag 3} 2F)

T& m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m= m=5 m=6 m=7 m=8
a | 0.7186%%%| 0.7446%*| 0.7859%*| 0.8538***| 0.9119%*| 0.9303***| 0.9356***| 0.9362**| (.9333***
BAO 0.022 0.0258 0.0239 0.0276|  0.0298*|  0.0296*| 0.0381**| 0.0432**| 0.0427**
[i -0.0225|  -0.0162| -0.0159| -0.0099|  -0.0064| -0.0093|  -0.0076|  -0.0073
BAQ -0.0385*|  -0.0185 -0.02| -0.0091| -0.0073|  -0.0081|  -0.0076
BAS -0.0865**| -0.0569**| -0.0538**| -0.0414* -0.0410%| -0.0404*
54 -0.1092*#*| -0.0709***| -0.0670***| -0.0597**| -0.0596**
Lo ﬁ; -0.1338***| -0.1007***| -0.0996***| -0.0982***
BA(; -0.1384***| -0.1258***| -0.1262***
3. -0.0517%  0.0506*
3 -0.0063
Ap -0.2141%*| -0.2217***| -0.2316***| -0.2490%**| -0.2685***| -0.2940%**| -0.2994***| -0.2042%**| -0.2926***
Ag -1.5783**| -1.5758***| -1.5739%**| -1.5493***| -1.5126***| -1.4330%**| -1.3194***| -1.2821***| -1.2788***
CAu -0.0085|  -0.0094| -0.0121| -0.0155|  -0.0139 0.0013 0.0040 0.0000{  -0.0007
N 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1975
N g 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232
AIC| 129044 12905.1| 12904.2| 12891.7| 128721 12843.7| 12818.0| 12816.2 128135
A
z | BIC 12943.6| 12949.8| 129545| 12947.6| 12933.6| 12910.8| 12890.7| 128945 128974
1l -64452|  -64445| -64431| -64359| -64250| -6409.8| -6396.0( -63941| -6391.8
chi2 729 747 782 94.7 1193 1525 1818 186.2 1845
p 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; ** p<0.01
F1) AL {l-exp(26,)1x100% THAaE 314
T2) N: = N g IF 4=, AIC: Akaike Information Criterion, BIC: Baysian Information Criterion,
1l: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value
- 135 -
#;rﬁ'! O




[%-= 2-12] MENBUL-RC Model F3 A3 AtHAS AT 2F)

T m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m=4 m= m=6 m=7 m=8
a 0.1382 0.1642|  0.1972* 0.2161**| 0.2188* 0.1572 0.1217 0.1222 0.1202
ﬁAO 0.0102 0.0175 0.0147 0.0182 0.0207 0.0232|  0.0320%| 0.0353**| 0.0347**
BAI -0.0467**| -0.0372**  -0.0357*|  -0.0274| -0.0227| -0.0244| -0.0235| -0.0248
ﬁTZ -0.0521**|  -0.0308|  -0.0308] -0.0163| -0.0127| -0.0132| -0.0109
ﬁ; -0.0899%**| -0.0618***| -0.0592***| -0.0467**| -0.0466**| -0.0462**
ﬂ; -0.0943%*| -0.0607***| -0.0566**| -0.0523**| -0.0509**
A ﬁ; -0.1181***| -0.0921***| -0.0913***| -0.0937***
2 =
=T B -0.1108***| -0.1024%**| -0.1011***
3. -0.0309  -0.0344
Bs 0.0159
Ep -0.3552***| -0.3630***| -0.3690***| -0.3764***| -0.3849***| -0.4019***| -0.4044***| -0.4007***| -0.4003***
Ay -1.7654%* | S1.7213%*| -1.6862%**| -1.5936%**| -1.5382%**| -1.4271%**| -1.3173***| -1.2920***| -1.2969***
C; 0.0504*|  0.0457* 0.0387 0.0334 0.0337| 0.0514**| 0.0570**| 0.0546**| 0.0550**
1=)
;4‘]2?& -2.8939%**| -2.8983***| -2.9057%**| -2.9233***| -2.9504***| -2.9819%**| -3.0041***| -3.0056***| -3.0050***
3}
A‘j'i‘% 0.5998***|  0.6031***| 0.6072*** 0.6087*** 0.6100***| 0.6065***| 0.5996***| 0.5966***| 0.5966***
g5
ne |
73}4‘; 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
il
N 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1975
N_g 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232
AIC| 12637.0] 12630.6] 126268 126115 12595.2| 12571.7| 125555 12556.1| 12555.8
SA®| BIC | 12681.7| 126753| 12677.1| 126674 12656.7| 126388 126282| 126344| 12645.2
1l -6310.5| -6307.3| -6304.4| -6295.7| -6286.6] -62739| -6264.7| -6264.1| -6261.9
chi2 709 77.7 83.8 102.1 121.6 148.6 168.2 169.9 167.6
p 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; *** p<0.01
F1) AR EES {l-exp(Z6,)1x100% THAE 314
F2) HEAF AFE In @k
F3) N: &= 45, N g 1% I, AIC: Akaike Information Criterion, BIC: Baysian Information Criterion,
1l: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value
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%-& 222 Polynomial Distributed Lag Model 73 23}

[-5 2-13] NBPDL Model F8A(AEAT ZFAR T BF)

T m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m=4 m=5 m=6 m=7 m=8
o -0.0797|  -00783| -0.0783| -0.0613| -0.0570|  -0.0667| -0.0745]  -0.0704] -0.0648
[?0 0.1574%*  0.1586**| 0.1586***| 0.1536***| 0.1547*** 0.1554***| 0.1577*** 0.1594***| 0.1601***
BA] -0.0025| -0.0794***| -0.0887***|  0.0554**| 0.0697***| 0.0830***| 0.0866***| 0.0872***
BAQ -0.0001|  -0.0238|  -0.0029 0.0130 0.0215]  0.0265%*| 0.0272%**
BAS -0.0479| -0.0509*** -0.0364**| -0.0268*  -0.0209| -0.0198*
34 -0.0784**| -0.0714***| -0.0620***| -0.0556***| -0.0539***
[)75 -0.0919%**| -0.0839***| -0.0777***| -0.0751***
ﬂAﬁ -0.0927***| -0.0870%**| -0.0833***
52| B 0.0837+*| -0.0786"**
B -0.0609*
fp -0.1450%**%| -0.1452***| -0.1452%**| -0.1455***| -0.1465%**| -0.1511***| -0.1534*** -0.1511***| -0.1499%**
CAg 0.7874** 0.7876***| 0.7876***| 0.7931***| 0.8011***| 0.8068***| 0.8155***| 0.8251***| (0.8288***
C:L -0.0586**| -0.0588**| -0.0589**| -0.0628**| -0.0636** -0.0595**| -0.0568** -0.0587** -0.0604**
WAU 0.1574***  0.1586***|  -0.0025| 0.0433**|  -0.0029 0.0130{ -0.0268*  -0.0209| -0.0539***
71 - -0.1611%**| -0.0794***| -0.0887***| -0.0583*** -0.0567***| -0.0417***| -0.0411***| -0.0276***
fy; - (omitted)|  0.0817* 0.0215 0.0103 0.0072|  0.0066*| 0.0063**| 0.0065***
T
ﬁ‘]glr“ -0.8241***| -0.8240%**| -0.8240%**| -0.8242***| -0.8270***| -0.8315**| -0.8350%** -0.8383*** -0.8391***
N 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1975
N_g 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232
AIC | 14609.0) 146109 146129 14611.7| 146055 14598.2| 14592.3| 145872 145809
E4 | BIC 146425 14650.1| 14657.7| 14656.4| 14650.2| 14643.0| 14637.0| 146319 14625.6
F 72985 -72985|  -72985| -72979| -72948| -7291.1| -7288.1| -7285.6| -72825
chi2 199.6 199.6 199.6 200.9 207.1 2143 220.3 2254 225.0
p 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
2. p 0.0135 0.0135 0.0135 0.0136 0.014 0.0145 0.0149 0.0152 0.0152
legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; ** p<0.01
F1) AR AEEL {l-exp(Z6,)1x100% AR 34
F2) A AlFE In #
F3) N: &= 45, N g 1% 97, AIC: Akaike Information Criterion, BIC: Baysian Information Criterion,

1I: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value, 12 p: psudo R?
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[%-= 2-14] FENBPDL Model 743} (AH4 A4

T& m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m= m=5 m=6 m=7 m=8
a | 08962+ 09302+ 09811%*| 1.0534** 1.1100%* 11197+ 1.1108%* 1.1248**| 1.1328***
[)70 0.0096| 0.0139237 0.0102 0.0081 0.0094 0.0076 0.0129]  0.0266*|  0.0304*
[i -0.0313| -0.0302**| -0.0265**|  -0.0072|  -0.0040| -0.0059| -0.0079|  -0.0104
ﬁ; -0.05010%*| -0.0449***| -0.0361***| -0.0275**| -0.0265** -0.0358*** -0.0417***
B; -0.0848***| -0.0681***| -0.0538***| -0.0490*** -0.0573***| -0.0635***
34 -0.1063***| -0.0861***| -0.0734***| -0.0722***| -0.0757***
ﬂ; -0.1243***| -0.0996***| -0.0806***| -0.0785***
BAG -0.1277%**| -0.0825***| -0.0717***
B4
. -0.0779***| -0.0554***
3 -0.029
Ap -0.1167|  -0.1318 -0.15]  -0.1811 -0.2122* -0.2407%| -0.2447* -0.2386*| -0.2396*
Ag -2.2457%%%| -2.2309%%*| -2.2101%**| -2.1533***| -2.0815***| -1.9669***| -1.8256***| -1.7981***| -1.8161***
Au -0.0046|  -0.0058|  -0.0093|  -0.0135| -0.0116 0.0049 0.0085|  -0.0026|  -0.0046
AU 0.0096 0.0139 -0.024|  -0.0139| -0.0361***| -0.0275**| -0.0490***| -0.0573***| -0.0757***
Al -l -0.0453| -0.0302**| -0.0265**| -0.0289***| -0.0234***| -0.0234***| -0.0182***| -0.0075***
'y; -| (omitted) 0.004]  -0.0045|  -0.0031] -0.0029|  -0.0009| 0.0033**| 0.0048***
N 1974 1974 1974 1974 1974 1974 1974 1974 1973
N_¢g 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232
AIC 10176.9| 10176.3| 10173.6| 10158.0) 10134.8| 101049/ 10080.1| 10082.7|  10081.1
=
oj BIC 10204.8)  10209.8| 102127 10197.1] 101739 10144.0f 101192 10121.8| 10120.2
]
11 -5083.5 -5082.2|  -5079.8| -5072.0]  -5060.4| -5045.4| -5033.0, -5034.3| -5033.5
chi2 914 95.1 101.7 121.5 150.0 184.3 211.2 210.1 206.9
p 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; ** p<0.01
F1) AL EES (1-exp(Z6,)}x100% AaZ )4
F2) HEAE AT In @
F3) N: &= 45, N g 1% I, AIC: Akaike Information Criterion, BIC: Baysian Information Criterion,

1I: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value
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[%*+5 2-15] RENBPDL Model S8 AT (A A ZHAR T 5 F)
& m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m=4 m=5 m=6 m=7 m=8

a 0.7186***| 0.7446***| 0.7859***| 0.8566***| 0.9140%**| 0.9335***| (.9384***| 0.9487***| (0.9557***
BAO 0.022 0.0258 0.0239 0.0221 0.0243 0.0235|  0.0289**| 0.04314***| 0.0477***
[;1 -0.0225| -0.0312**| -0.0293** 0.0046 0.0084 0.0072 0.0060|  0.00352
@ -0.0385%| -0.0365***| -0.0274**|  -0.0184| -0.01662*| -0.0250%**| -0.0312***
BAS -0.0784**| -0.0624***| -0.0481***| -0.0426***| -0.0499***| -0.0565%**
34 -0.1037***| -0.0836***| -0.0706***| -0.0687***| -0.0723***
BAB -0.1249%**| -0.1008***| -0.0815***| -0.0786***
ﬂ:). -0.1331%**| -0.0881***| -0.0755%**

24—
B7 -0.0886***| -0.0630%**
3 -0.0410%
; -0.2141%| -0.2217***| -0.2316***| -0.2492***| -0.2685***| -0.2938***| -0.2999***| -0.2880***| -0.2871***
; -1.5783%*| -1.5758***| -1.5739***| -1.5515***| -1.5138***| -1.4360%**| -1.3233***| -1.2872***| -1.3006***
; -0.0085|  -0.0094|  -0.0121 -0.016|  -0.0145 0.0004 0.0036| -0.0074|  -0.0099
AU 0.0220 0.0258|  -0.0162| -0.0030| -0.0274**|  -0.0184| -0.0426***| -0.0499***| -0.0723***
Al .| -0.0484% -0.0312**| -0.0293**| -0.0320%**| -0.0268***| -0.0270***| -0.0219***| -0.0111***
'y; -| (omitted) 0.0089| -0.0042| -0.0031| -0.0029| -0.0011| 0.0030**| 0.0047***
N 1974 1974 1974 1974 1974 1974 1974 1974 1973
N_g 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232
AIC 12904.4| 12905.1| 12904.2| 12890.7| 12868.7| 128385 12811.1| 12811.3| 12809.5

5

0;” BIC 129436 12949.8| 12954.5| 129410 12919.0] 12888.8| 12861.4| 12861.6| 12859.8

o
1l -64452|  -64445|  -64431| -64364| -6425.3| -64103| -63965| -6396.7| -6395.7
chi2 729 747 782 93.7 118.8 151.7 180.7 181.9 178.1
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05 ** p<0.01

F1) AR AEEL {l-exp(Z6,)1x100% AR 34

F2) FEA A= In 7%

F3) N: &= 45, N g 1% I, AIC: Akaike Information Criterion, BIC: Baysian Information Criterion,

1l: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value
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[%-5 2-16] MENBPDL-RC Model F4Z2 I (AEA ZaE Y 23F)

F1) AL S-S (1-exp(Z6,)}x100% HAaZ )4
F2) HE4t A In #%

F3) N: &= 45, N g 1% F°, AIC: Akaike Information Criterion, BIC: Baysian Information Criterion,

1I: log likelihood, chi2: chi squares, p: chi squares’ p-value

- 140 -

T m=0 m=1 m=2 m=3 m=4 m=5 m=6 m=7 m=8
o 0.1382|  0.1642| 0.1972% 0.2214**| 0.2221**  0.1653] 01289 01489  0.1683
éu 0.0102|  0.01749 0.0147 0.0119 0.0145 0.0147 0.0204|  0.0309** 0.0282
3, -0.0467%*|  -0.0334**| -0.0317***|  -0.0148|  -0.0052| -0.0027|  -0.0046| -0.0125***
3, -0.0521**| -0.0516***| -0.0409%**| -0.0284**| -0.02497**| -0.0326***| -0.0433***
ﬁ; -0.0809***| -0.0662***| -0.0524***| -0.0464***| -0.0531***| -0.0644***
ﬁ; -0.0898***| -0.0781***| -0.0670%**| -0.0662***| -0.0757***
[i’As -0.1054***| -0.0867***| -0.0718***| -0.0771***
[3:5 -0.1057***| -0.0701***| -0.0688***
a4 | B -0.0607+| -0.0506**
EE | B -0.0227
C; -0.3552%**| -0.3630%**| -0.3690%**| -0.3771***| -0.3856***| -0.4022***| -0.4057***| -0.3949***| -0.3924***
Qfg -1.7654%**| -1.7213%%*| -1.6862***| -1.5994***| -1.5389***| -1.4369***| -1.3271***| -1.3022***| -1.2839***
A“ 0.0504*|  0.0457%  0.0387|  0.0326]  0.0332] 0.0498* 0.0560**|  0.0461*  0.0404
'on 0.0102 0.0175 -0.0372**|  -0.0206| -0.0409%**| -0.0284**| -0.0464***| -0.0531*** 007574+
'yAl -0.0642%*|  -0.0334**| -0.0317***| -0.0261***| -0.0232***| -0.0210***| -0.0168***| -0.0064**
’y; (omitted)| 00185 0.0008] ~ 0.0008 ~ -0.0008]  0.0004 0.0037**| ;1
)=)
;4‘];%} -2.8939%**| -2.8983***| -2.9057***| -2.9233***| -2.9503***| -2.9824***| -3.0046***| -3.0013*** 302034+
3
/ﬁ?‘_’ 0.5998***| 0.6031***| 0.6072***| 0.6099***| 0.6109***| 0.6079***| 0.6014***| 0.5970***| 0.5945***
@1"% JLES B
Lj__/I: _‘IE_X}
7}1]‘?]_ 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0005
wt
N 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1976 1975
N_g 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232 232
AIC| 126350, 12630.6| 12626.8| 126109 12592.0| 12567.4| 125494| 12551.0/ 12548.6
SAF|BIC | 126741| 126753 126771 126612| 126423 12617.7| 12599.7| 12601.3| 125989
1l 63105 -6307.3| -63044| -62964| -6287.0| -62747| -6265.7| -6266.5| -6265.3
chi2 709 77.7 83.8 100.6 120.8 146.9 166.2 165.3 161.3
P 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
legend: * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; ** p<0.01



15 3 A9 §EET T4 ZIMaNepDLRC A553)

FABAAS BRI DY MRy, AYAS DI RS mRY S A7 AFEY

AaaRds gaus 2y A ras 2y

A= Al T
& A(uy) | BB Y,) | FE AW(uy) | FE IR (uy)
A ANe F2 1.098 -0.00891 0.609 -0.00135
A& A _FT 2.006 0.00503 1.750 0.00212
A& A g4 0.568 0.00153 0.475 0.00052
A& A& dE -0.374 -0.00073 0.010 -0.00012
Ag | AL _FTUE 0.042 -0.00110 0.976 -0.00084
A& e A5 -0.757 -0.00073 -0.612 -0.00006
A& e =8 -0.173 -0.00053 0.175 -0.00013
A& A 2 -0.135 -0.00076 -0.154 -0.00001
AL | A& AANE -0.081 -0.00220 0.422 -0.00021
A& Mg vk -0.234 -0.00059 0.048 0.00008
A& A& 7 A -0.375 -0.00025 -0.529 0.00010
A& Ag T2 -0.312 -0.00004 0.217 0.00019
Mg | A dsE -0.117 0.00055 0.290 -0.00018
A& A& T2 -0.154 0.00010 0.602 0.00008
A& A& et -0.054 -0.00088 -0.049 0.00029
A& A& A -0.274 0.00005 -0.622 -0.00018
A& e s -0.264 0.00006 -0.112 -0.00001
A A& &t -0.358 -0.00049 -0.371 -0.00024
A& 0 i = -0.133 -0.00108 -0.582 -0.00012
A& Mg FH -1.008 -0.00077 -0.152 -0.00076
A& Me T3 0.052 -0.00044 0.157 -0.00008
A& ANe =9 -0.276 -0.00005 -0.163 -0.00021
A& Mg FH 0.000 0.00029 0.495 -0.00022
A& A 0.583 -0.00065 0.424 -0.00022
A& Mg FH 0.500 -0.00098 1.088 0.00001
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bt

4

el |z [z
2 AP )
of2 | offt | 2 |ofN

|| 4|

e
2
4o
2
2y

Rl

>

|z |z
2 )

Je |z |z | (e | e |z |z |4z |4z |z | e e e |z | e
AT AT 2 [ [ [ DA AT A T bl bl [ 2 [ PR P [0 2

ofo || 2@ | 2| || oL | oft| ofy

2| J0k | o2 ¥ [ oft | o | 1| |

oA my A
S TET RNAT BEAH 28
& 77 ](Uﬂ) 2E () %E 77 1(%1
0.00366 2.736 0.00217
0.00098 1.352 0.00051
-0.00258 1.792 -0.00016
0.00027 0.674 -0.00010
-0.00118 0.280 -0.00018
-0.00195 0.645 -0.00061
0.00030 0.230 -0.00044
-0.00210 0.525 -0.00030
-0.00050 -0.205 -0.00093
-0.00098 0.105 -0.00047
0.00411 0.123 0.00007
-0.00770 2.328 -0.00257
-0.00506 0.895 -0.00094
0.00053 0.574 -0.00073
0.00949 0.823 -0.00170
-0.01093 0.620 -0.00391
el
ST NAAS FLEH 28
=E 77l yy;) =& A¥(uy) A& 77 u;,)
0.00389 1.979 -0.00074
0.00288 -0.078 -0.00072
0.00174 0.808 0.00021
0.00860 0.772 0.00044
-0.00343 -0.389 -0.00406
-0.00519 -0.260 -0.00232
0.00127 -0.588 -0.00091
-0.00399 0.063 -0.00424
el
ESERT NIAS AAES 7Y
= 7 (uy,) 2 Ao(uy,) A5 77 u;)
0.00992 1.466 0.00211
0.00142 1.772 0.00059
-0.00027 0.229 -0.00035
-0.00808 -0.197 -0.00189
0.00019 -0.199 -0.00017
-0.00115 -0.006 -0.00011
-0.00233 -0.311 -0.00006
-0.00323 -1.221 -0.00057
0.00214 0.478 0.01245
0.01895 0.338 0.02305
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[%5 3-5] BFFIN vg FHA7
AR T AET Y ARG FAET B
ANE AT
S8 AW(uy) | BB 1N u,) | BE A, | BE N,
BF BT ET 1.782 0.00562 1.047 0.00225
i B AT 0.563 0.00187 0.018 -0.00078
i B BT -0.032 -0.00303 -0.592 0.00055
i B B4t -0.355 0.00332 -0.824 0.00000
B B T 0.377 0.00176 0.036 -0.00928
[%-5 3-6] HAFAN w5 F42
AR F FAaET 2E AR AR B
A= A5t T
TE d¥(uyp) | BEIRN,) | SE ABUy) | SR 7R ()
SR A _EsF 0.109 -0.00172 -0.117 -0.00028
ol = d_F 0.183 0.00434 -0.282 0.00101
o= oA -0.499 0.00894 -1.103 0.00148
hd 4 -0.281 -0.04002 -0.307 -0.00397
o)A oAd_oy 0.012 0.01847 -0.418 -0.00093

(%% 37] #43HA 25 F42

<)

ALRYAS F2ETH 2 A daad 2
e AT

2E Ahuy) | FEIR,) | FE AW (uy) & 717 \(u;)
iy =3 5T 0.152 -0.00239 -0.266 -0.00083
iy 3 T 0.090 0.00213 -0.060 -0.00084
£4F £ 5T 0.884 0.00247 0.419 -0.00053
<4 S 5T 0.231 -0.00757 0.157 0.00034
<4F 4t 5 -0.709 -0.00865 -0.391 -0.00627
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% 38] 471= 25 FAA
Al AT A8 2y ARG HAET By

A= AT

e HA(uy) | FEIRAuy) | BE EU(uy) | FETRI,)
771 ZA71_T4 -1.191 -0.00100 -1.494 0.00075
7] A7 -0.888 -0.00112 -1.048 0.00028
77 A71_og R -0.057 0.00047 -0.584 -0.00043
771 A7 -0.790 -0.00914 -0.604 -0.00140
77 IR -1.041 -0.00043 -0.980 0.00002
77 7 7]_tAt -0.987 0.00106 -1.106 0.00075
7371 77 4 -0.647 -0.00310 -0.813 -0.00058
77 7371_378 0.051 -0.00003 0.014 -0.00011
77 A7 9 0.500 0.00367 0.064 0.00095
7371 A7 _FF 0.248 -0.01227 0.008 -0.00407
771 A7 A+ -0.686 -0.01639 -0.072 -0.00814
77 771_84743 -0.498 -0.01039 -0.218 -0.00318
77 A7_ANEF -0.430 0.00218 -0.711 0.00188
737 77]_o= 0.053 -0.01700 0.090 -0.00498
7371 737)_3%F -0.117 -0.00165 -0.628 -0.00044
771 37 25 -0.211 0.01987 -0.281 -0.00046
77 A7 A 0.088 -0.10031 -0.055 -0.00953
771 A7 XA -0.452 -0.00563 -0.358 -0.00283
77 7Z871_74%8 0.034 -0.01504 0.290 -0.00702
77 787)_¥% 0.040 -0.02841 0.374 -0.01592
77 7 7]_o)H 0.038 -0.02502 0.039 -0.00655
771 A71_&< -1.200 0.00108 -1.462 0.00038
77 7471_QHA -0.315 -0.00915 0.110 -0.00222
77 A7 _AE -0.089 -0.01423 -0.270 -0.00059
771 A7 5 1.352 -0.02210 0.769 -0.00097
7471 Z71_HA 1.505 0.00500 1.124 0.00051
77 A7) _TE -0.019 0.00012 -0.184 0.00004
77 A7 _dEFT -0.331 0.00142 -0.588 -0.00008
771 737]_24F -0.029 -0.00093 -0.466 -0.00045
771 737]_el < 0.086 -0.00472 0.127 0.00242
771 73 7]_shd 1.505 0.00040 0.852 0.00014
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At A AT By ARG HAET By

4B AUy | AE W) | BE ) | B8 77N,)
T 2t -0.945 0.00301 -0.988 0.00024
= okt -0.637 -0.02414 0.067 -0.00167
A -0.462 0.00119 -0.457 -0.00308
g A4 -0.675 0.00227 -0.200 -0.01043
T it 0.241 0.03392 0.776 -0.00893
e _HIQt 0.299 0.01825 1.233 0.00615
g 7] 0.273 -0.06037 0.646 -0.00403
T 3T -0.726 -0.03769 -0.289 -0.01328
T T4 0.116 -0.02755 0.580 -0.01427
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ABSTRACT

Lagged Effect Estimation of Financial Investment
on Highway Safety Improvement Programs

OH, Chang-seok

Department of Civil and Environmental Engineering
The Graduate School

Seoul National University

It is accident reduction benefit for selected citizens with national fund
investment of road safety improvement program. The economical
investment decision of national highway safety improvement program that
is conducted by every year can leave long-lasting influence on the
pertinent region and such influence is distributed over time and the effects
can be manifested according to the differences of the region’s inherent
traffic safety character and the risks of investment effect.

Accordingly, this research set the research problems of “Does road safety
program investment reduce pertinent region’s accidents and fatalities?”,
“Does this year’s road safety improvement investment show effects in the
future as well?”, “When taking local road safety characteristics into
consideration, does investment effect show to be more fitted?”, “Does
taking into consideration the interrelationship of local road safety program
effects show better accident reduction effects?” and “Does taking into
consideration the probability of local road safety program show better
investment effects?”. In order to prove these, this study quantitatively

verified the lagged effects of the highway safety investment and sought to
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measure the investment effects of traffic safety improvement programs that
is more fitted for reality and develop lagged effects measurement model.

For analysis materials, national financial investment data of “High Risk
Rural Roads” improvement program during 2004~2012 and “Hot Spot
Roads” improvement program during 1995~2012 were panelized based on
the every 232 local governments in Republic of Korea, and vehicle
registrations and road extension were set as exposure variables in order to
standardize accident reduction effects of local governments. The social
economy control factors that affect accident reduction were used population
density, GRDP per capita and unemployment rate.

The model specification was based on Count Model in order to consider
the heteroscedasticity for the discrete accident frequency data, used the
Distributed Lag model so as to consider the lagged effects of safety
program financial investment, and selected Negative Binomial Panel Model
that reflected the over-dispersion of the disparate traffic safety characteristics
and traffic accident frequency data.

The application of the model set overall program cost as investment
variable to separate accident occurrence reduction effect model and fatality
reduction effect model, and Fixed Parameter Panel Model that assumes
individual characteristic effects as potential factors and Random Parameter
Panel Model, which assumes it as probabilistic factors were applied to
compare the estimation results. As the result, Mixed Effect Random
Coefficient Negative Binomial Regression Model with Polynomial
Distributed Lag, which reflects that probabilistic investment effects per local

governments, was set as the optimal model to fit analysis goal.
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As the result of final model estimation, although accident frequency
decrease following increase in investment per capita, it was observed that
meaningful effects showed 1~2 years later and those effects were shown to
last up to 7 years after the investment. Also, road safety policy’s undertone
was deduced through probable road safety characteristics and investment
efficiency calculation.

This research is expected to contribute to establishment of more
reasonable national highway safety investment strategy that considers
uncertainty of investment effects and an invested city’s own underlying
traffic safety characteristics and long-term effects of highway safety

improvement program financial investment.

Keywords : Safety Investment, Highway Safety Improvement Programs, Distributed
Lag Model, Negative Binomial Panel Regression Model, Mixed Effect Panel
Regression Model

Student Number : 2009-30942
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