Consideration of results when the impulse
response function irf and function fevd of R
package {vars} are used for the demographic rate

of Japan.

S jpn

HhRE

~FH: 2023-02-14
*F—7— K (Ja):

*—7— K (En):

EEE: MR &8, 5K — B
X—=ILT7 KL R:

FiT/:

https://tohoku-gakuin.repo.nii.ac.jp/records/24961




67

BARDA4DDAOERESR(C
R/\w & —J{vars}DA IV A nERaEkirf
B RUE#fevdZ AUV EESDERODER

SEL. EXR—E

ﬁ'—'jﬂ?k;::/l:lx

Consideration of results when the impulse response function irf and function fevd of R
package {vars} are used for the demographic rate of Japan.

Zenji Nanjo and Kazuhiko Yoshinaga

Abstract

Pfaff, B. (2008) states that the VAR model used in the field of econometrics can be applied to
other fields as well. This model is now widely used in many fields. In this paper, we used the R
package |vars} for the Japanese demographic rate (4 variables) , and used the graph of the “impulse
response function irf* to investigate the Granger causality in detail.

Next, we briefly introduced the “forecast error variance decomposition” by the function fevd used

for analysis of these demographic rates.

Finally, we report the prediction results of the four variable demographic rates.

Keywords; R package {vars}, VAR model, Granger causality, impulse response function irf, function

fevd

1. [FU®IC

KT, TTFHADOANLBIERIC |vars!
HWTEBMOREEEFHEL Rz, T2
T =% \ZvarstE TV & 24 Cld e % 720 Hyndman,
RJOJE (serial testDIEH) % 72,

Bl ClE, AEHo NOEIRER (e, B
BEEE, AR, JEICH) OGranger K £k %
NRE7z0, A 7OV ASEBE Bt E V5.

B2 T 2EBB L AEHDOT— 5 % Hv,
MHlevdlZ & 258 R 2 BT 50

IvarsiiZ & 5 g TldPfaff, B. (2008) 3 X UF
i, ok (2021). F 72 RBA%rt B X OB Hifevd

IZOWTIEEY (2018) BXUHRE (2019) %
SR L7,
AFaTld R version 402 % Hw5,

ESEIN
BB HARD NIBpRESR | ISR, B =R,
MR, BT (1995 -2018)
NEERHE#HR
47580 IR (%) (386 — 1), ik
IR (%) (26— 2), H@EMER (%) (&
3-1).
FETE (%), (3 -1) 1995-2018, 7—%
L2444
DTRHEICHWO NS 7= 8 TR D -0
) ZWEY .

A - BafkEs CRAL R R AR TS HeATT 48T, 278 if5E B)
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1. AZHDOAOEFEZRDGrangerFRE

1§ IR #<c (64, 64, 62, 6.3, 6.1, 64, 64, 6,
59, 57, 5.7, 5.8, 5.7, 5.8, 56, 5.5, 5.2, 5.3, 53,
51,51, 5,49, 4.8)

HE 1 28<-c (1.60, 1.66, 1.78, 1.94, 2.00, 2.10,
2.27, 2.30, 2.25, 2.15, 2.08, 2.04, 2.02, 1.99,
201, 1.99, 1.87, 1.87, 1.84, 1.77, 1.81, 1.73,
1.70, 1.65)

A< (95,97, 95, 96, 94, 95, 9.3, 92,
89, 88, 94, 87, 86, 87, 85, 8.7, 85, 85, 83,
82,82,80,80,78)

s <c (74,72,73,75, 78 77,77, 78,
8, 8.1, 86, 86,88, 9,9 95 99, 10, 10.1, 10.1,
10.3, 105, 108, 11)

# IS ERSRINCT o

IR <ts (S, start=1995, freq=1)
HEMSH<ts (BERSZE, start=1995, freq=1)
HAEF<ts (MAZ, start=1995, freq=1)
ELH<ts (JELCH, start=1995, freq=1)

Hk—Z

d4n 75 7 FoR

>plot (d4)

Time

B, 4 2% (B AR AR SR JETER)
DAERZEAL (1995 -2018)

JEEES

L EES

e

piA=E

1.1 4AZHICvarsETILDHTIEH
F 9, B VARselect 2BV T, lagmax®
iz 4. 3. 212F %,

AZREE LD, dATET,

d4<-cbind (WS, BEMS=S, MRS, JEL=)
d4

WA= OSSR AR ETE
1995 6.4 1.60 95 74
1996 6.4 1.66 97 72

AR

2018 4.8 1.65 78 11.0
>

VARselect (d4, lagmax = 4,type="const")

$selection
AIC(n) HQ(n) SC(n) FPE(n)
4 4 4 4
> VARselect(d4, lagmax = 3 type="const")
$selection
AIC(n) HQ(n) SC(n) FPE(n)
1 1 1 1
> VARselect (d4, lagmax = 2,type="const")
$selection
AIC(n) HQ(n) SC(n) FPE(n)
1 1 1 1

ZZ T, H5NAIC(h) DfES. p =1
L Thb, COLE, RO

NGRS 55284

var.d4 <- VAR (d4, p =1, type = "const")

% I\ Cserial. testx 179 o
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A 27OV A S Bt B & OB fevd % H W 7238 O R OEE

serial. test (var.d4, lagspt = 16, type="PT.
asymptotic")

Portmanteau Test (asymptotic)
data: Residuals of VAR object var.d4
Chi-squared = 17251, df = 240, p-value =
0.9997 >0.05

%5 N 7zp-value = 09997 1% 005 L W 227 )
KEWV,

bz Ers, p=10KE0varddDO= %
AL, [varsatHOBEAX] L35, T4bb

var.d4 <- VAR (d4, p =1, type = "const")
# AR

xR, 4 CCrangerifE % & % 4T
I ENTE D,

1.2 GrangerOEFERMEEE

> causality (var.d4, cause = "BSHHER"
$Granger

Granger causality HO: #§ 11 2 do not
Granger-cause BEIE=E A TR
data: VAR object var.d4
F-Test = 16075, dfl = 3, df2 = 72, p-value
= 01951 > 005 (KFEMZ L)

causality (var.d4, cause = "B#5ER")
$Granger
Granger causality HO: # % % do not
Granger-cause BSIHZE A3 FE T
data: VAR object var.d4
F-Test = 2.2863, dfl = 3, df2 = 72, p-value
=0.08594 > 005 (HFMEZ% L)

causality (var.d4, cause = "Hi4:5")
$Granger

Granger causality HO: 1143 do not Granger-
cause MEAHES BEASER FETER

data: VAR object var.d4

F-Test = 082996, dfl = 3, df2 = 72, p-value
=04817 > 005 (HHEMEZL)

causality (var.d4, cause = "FE1-Z")
$Granger

Granger causality HO: ET-% do not Granger-
cause HEHHES BEASES HI A S

data: VAR object var.d4

F-Test = 6.3346, dfl = 3, df2 = 72, p-value
= 0.0007138< 0.05 (KFMH 1)

Journal of Human Informatics Vol.28

#  Granger® [ R MM E I BT 5 Fcausality
|2 IZinstantaneous causality (I [ ) (K 51 )
MEREINT WS, LA L., HiZGrangerA
FEHEE W) L EF, INEEERL 2V (IR,
1988, p.160)-
L 72285 C LiE D Granger @ [ HE Tl

9 X T Dinstantaneous causality D i F 0 R
T EWELCTH D,

1.3 4ZHDA VIV AREER

PILETIZ, Z®OGrangerHEIZEEB TZFD
BRI % 7% LT B 720) TR R 72 1347 7S
TERWVIZD, TNEH) V=V ThHbA V8
VA ISE B A V56

var.d4 <- VAR (d4, p = 1, type = "const")
# BEARX

WAL
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plot (irf (var.d4, impulse = "#$HH=:", response
=c ("BEMS W AE =R ") nahead
=20, boot =FALSE))
plot (irf (var.d4, impulse = "BEIS=", response
= ¢ ("BEWER" " AT E") nahead
=20,hoot =FALSE))
plot (irf (var.d4, impulse = "H4:2" response
= ¢ ("EWER" "BEAS "L =") nahead
=20,boot =FALSE))
plot (irf (var.d4, impulse = "JET==", response
= ¢ ("MSWER" "HEMS " A 2") nahead
=20,boot =FALSE))

# 8% Enahead=11% V5%, ZZT
WEREM 2 B2 0 72, ¥512. nahead=20%
w7z,

INERZZNEFNROML, M2, K3BX
AR,

Orthogonal Impulse Response from #&5@=

¥ o

H

H

B =

&

H

® oS

o

) \///_f/—

U1 =
UNGIEEEES i S

Hk—Z

o wm
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A 2728V A S B it B & OB devd & W 72358 Of R0 £ 5

AZHDIrfI S T DA

(X1 OFLH) WSUHEED & BERSEE, A~
RREE K ECATECEANO R R BT &
D5 o

(X2 OFLH) B S THEICREE T D
D5, BT, A AR R 2 v,

(X3 DFLH) HESED O BEHZEAO KR
RAD 2, 3FEMIEL DS, BEEEA~O KRR
A FTEEEAORRMEE 1AERZITIER
E\,

(K4 OFLH) FETED S EEHEE, HAIE
RRMEE 2005, BERERIITRM O 1 FIXRE R
MW 5o

S

fcst  lower upper CI
[1] 1591 1483 170 0.108
[2] 1541 1382 170 0.159
[10] 1.202 0929 147 0272

AR R R

[20,] 0873 0521 123 0.353

itz

fcst  lower upper CI
[1] 782 749 816 0.333
2] 774 737 811 0367

AR R RN

[10] 724 671 778 0.536

COLHITL T, 4 ISR, BESER,
HAEER, JEERIZO W TRt Z v, KR
DHEBEOREZTHANL Z LN TE T,

ARRRR)

[20] 678 612 744 0.659

1.4 ZHD{vars}ETIVLICLDFH

) . _ Ry A
KIZ20ETMOMERTH 5o (FIEFER)
fcst  lower upper CI
od<-options (digits=3) #  3HETR [1] 112 109 115 0299
var.d4 <- VAR (d4, p = 1, type = "const") 2] 114 110 119 0436
e NG NN
predict (var.d4, n.ahead =20, ci = 0.95) [10] 127 117 137 1017

AR R R

[20] 139 125 153 1403

b Y

fcst  lower upper CI
(1] 474 446 502 0282
2] 469 437 501 0323

pl2. BEfevdIC KD FRARREDI RIS R
CZTRRBADODAOT—% (CEE#fevdZ A

W3 Bz,
RN 2D EA\ FE (2018) 1244y
(10] 422 374 470 0481 = %J_D o L
7O RT VD % o
N HEOF— 5 OE ENFFZT T B
[20] 377 317 433 0602 ) .
ML TETH L,
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DEC2EH (B4R, FXTXR) o¥is. B
HfevdIC K DD BUD RO 77 8 5% O St EE
MR Bo

T4, 28 I varsfE TV 2 Y Tido T,
AR EMES

A< (95,97, 95, 96, 94, 95, 9.3, 9.2,
89, 88, 94, 87, 86, 87, 85, 8.7, 85, 85, 83,
82,82,80,80,78)
W <c (74,72,73, 75,78 77,77, 78,
8, 8.1, 86, 86,8899 95 99, 10, 10.1, 10.1,
10.3,10.5, 108, 11)

# OIS EESRINICT b,

M <ts (B4 start=1995, freq=1)
L <ts (FELTE, start=1995, freq=1)

2EH T L, d2TET,

d2<-cbind (M=, FL1-H)

Bl 1 OaE L2 kI varstfET VD4 T
EOEITV, ROERKX L5,

FEVD for 4%

Percentage
00 04 08

Horizon

FEVD for ZEX=%

Percentage
00 04 08

.

&

=
&%

12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Horizon

COTITTRPETETERDLH IR b,
B¥fevdil X 2 FH5EOFRR HoOHEOE

FHETRT1TH %)

vard2 <- VAR (d2, p =1, type = "const")
FEARA

= 2 ClevdBIC £ 2 MEGED 7T T &
FIRY Do

plot (fevd (var.d2))

# fevdD5#C, 20806 F CRIET 245681
nhead=20l29 %, Z Z TIZEMET 5,

NGRS 55284

od<-options (digits=3)
fevd (var.d2)
SHiA

[1]  1.000  0.0000
[2] 0901 0.0989

AR R RN

[10] 0496  0.5040

SPET

I
[1] 000525 0995
[2] 009305 0907

AR R RN

[10] 0.16759 0832

2.2 AXHDBE

b L4AZE (=R BEaS=R HAsR JUER)

DEEIZIX
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IZR/¥ Y 7 — Vlvars}®

A VNV ARSIt X OB Hdevd® W& 0fER D E 5

vardd <- VAR (d4, p =1, type = "const")
#1611 DHA:

DEICATE (IBIREZR, BHER, B4R, 3
TXR) OB#fevdlCLDDHPEDDHEFS
EDISTZLDT,

FEVD for 53R

73

> od<-options (digits=3)
> fevd (var.d4)

7 6 B Hfevd D 73 i E G % FORT Ao (M
DO AEFHEITRTL TH 5.)

SR

B MERSE RN R
[1]  1.000  0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
2] 0948 00076 00258 0.0183
[10] 0588 01645 00121 0.2359
SHE

B HERSE RN R
[1,] 0298 0702 0.00000 0.000000

Journal of Human Informatics Vol.28

2] 0.442 0549  0.00758 0.001110
[10] 0.626 0271 001394 0.088760
SR

IS HEASER AR FEEE
1] 0.144 2.09e-05 0.856 0.000
2] 0118 528e-02 0.709 0.120
[10] 0185 2.00e-01 0333 0.282
Y g

WEIREE HERSE miAE gECE
[1] 0221 00628 01068  0.609
2] 0452 00533 00507 0444
[10] 0386 02005 00101 0404

DEIZ

B ¥ifevdiZ & 2 53 HUM RIZOWTHE (2019
pp.339) 1Zd % — iAo

B B NHZERD & B DN AL A S AR
HB5/8 =1 v b E Vo 2 BAIZEHIT B O h3 5y
BB DKM A XA =D B o B, %
BEOWTFROERETH L, FHlEED
G WL % T 4 #U 52 (relative variance
contribution) &9 HEESEDLN TV L, (&
E I L7)

() RO {varsl 12 BEtEBEEEOT -5
CanadalZ B $fevdic £ 5 75 7 % fl\v 723l
XZE 2% 5. (FFRE. 2019, pp.349-35038 &
" pp.360-362)
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8

FA¥tevd S i& - 774 T Y AT —FIHW
SNBNE L s (B2 EPhA, 2010). AL
DRV T —F IZH N2l THGE
STV,

AFaTIE. 4 -o0%% (NOEEESR) 2 v,
BRI & 0 B EH O K% 2 B, B $fevd
IZX D EBEOREE /2, THESEER
NTzo NOADOWERF T — & OFREAITRETHE
T DALY BATH B Z LI
L7zvy,

BbbIC

VARETIVOMHIZEE L., Plaffli A RE
FiEDvarsfe VT, w3 L7, £2°T
FgH7-bidvarsf CHRH 22 4 v 730V ZIRE B
irfe M %ifevdD 75 7I1ZiEH L. FOEKRZEL
rEIg L7,

SHONAFEOWFE T, TS OB HR)
ICHWHNE Z L2 IREL 72w,

3k
[ANRER GRS )L BN AL 0RRE - AR
WrepT

RINE fF— (2019) VAREFVIZX 286
B s AGEB I3 2 FERE5HT (TTR & C
it )

WARTESE (2010) REE - T A T VAT D
FHEEERIION (HEHT 4 79 —) HEH
JE. pp.94-99

MEEG. Fk—EZ (2021) /%y 7 — Vivars)
HW/2 AT — % OGranger A £ B4R 12
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UNGIEEEES i S

Hk—Z
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