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Abstract

In recent years, with the expansion of the offshore RMB market in Hong Kong, the relation of the
offshore and onshore markets becomes more closely. However, with the currency being not fully
convertible, and capital project being not completely opened, developing the market of RMB in
Hong Kong will adversely affect the implementation of monetary policy. Firstly, this paper analyzes
the mechanism of the offshore RMB market to the domestic monetary policy in two parts of inter-
est rates and exchange rate respectively. Then we used the relevant variables to establish a VAR
model and made the Granger Causality tests and impulse response to analyze the relationship of
the offshore and onshore markets with the daily data from July 1st, 2013 to August 1st, 2015. The
empirical results show that the interest rates of mainland market will play a leading role in the
rates interest of Hong Kong. The spot exchange rate of USD/RMB in Hong Kong will infect the rate
in mainland each other.
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A RPAEART B RBETFRGETERT REEE AR TR A H 6 MBERR L R &7 4 U
R . AXEENFIR. ILEFMHEMITARTEETHERN & DECRE RN ERIE, K5k
B X B IS AR LVARMER!, FIFH20134E7 H1HZE20154E8H 1H I HESKIE, EAKZAERRLE,
ki N RSB EE T S W ERT TSI R. HIEEREH, HERTHIRIRK
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1. 518

AR, NRME BB . Fe R AR TfsE NN R T EFRHIZ O T —,
BN BT bR R rp e 7 A . B B R Al O i BN AN RE RS (L 3 R SR ST
Ytke, i AT DASE G R At v RN R T A B A AT $ e ERA T S ik e A 0% . 2009 4F N R T ES 5% 57 5 &5
ARG, NRMAEILHASSE @Y. 0z TF R R ol 25 25 TR $1 E 5 BOF, KEA
MR, BRETHIEBAWY K, W2 FERH i mE. MERECRE, 2004 4F 2 H &%
N TAFE A2k 8.95 1276, #2015 4 6 H, X — {73 OGN %8 9929.24 1470, 255 T UTE
AW K E R, ok st i st e 2 .

AREBEFETH SN RT N XRCEEEN TR EH BN . ERES R[S &R
Fi[2], BEz=[3]5Alis R L AR R K, DCC-MVGARCH Rl AG-DCC-MVGARCH #71%f 7 itk A
RMERETSENHER TS B RREATIHTE, K Z AAELEAR D ME B AX PP SG AN 7 38 5
BN, FHERETRT SRR S, B R 0N R R 2R E K 5 R
MR (A BIRAFE— B IIES, XA EZ MNER B ISR A T 5. fEFRE ZEANK k5%
IR Y, & RERNES T DR BNER T E, (ER W S R 18] I H AR R )
BRI B IR 20 B BB A B R 2 53R P Ay, B 5 B3R E B BRI M . (RIS
W[4]: REMMPEES]; RAHFEPIE[6]5 12 AR-GARCH 55, & 2RISR RAL . fkphm
Lo A SRS H H AT CNY THipxt CNH Wi ks A 51 2AEH, SR ANRTEATIZUA %48 7 AR T
TEEFRTEM AL XIRE[T]2E T — M8 o Hr LS, @ AT RIZR . 0% T 75 SR DA R SEAR R B 7= HE 2 B R R R
JERIL, B RN T 0 R R B 72 W 5 R AR () IR S AR X B 2 o SR gr, (8] SR
[9]s FRAKAEAIZA=EE[10]; BB A5 (11 AR T 8 R Tt s N a0 M. AMC & R, I
REHAE HARBUP A B bR =R T 520, AT R0 E B MR R, A AR R B e — e 8
& FIROR T B AN IR BB, DK T B R SR AR . E R a[12]: BEREE[13]s
Tk E R [LAINRA AR RS, B N M BRI I 0 AT MBORIZ A RR, KB AT, EKHRE X
F2 M AN 25 B AW o

M FRART ORI, ST AR DB ETINE RN TR, AE RS TR
I B, $EAR LA B TS 07 VR A A3 A5 R AN R AR A . T84 B R T 515 R T35 2 I AT 8)
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FAR? NMBFAE, XMBESIRRZERMN? T, AEH 201347 H1HE 201548 A1 HMH
B, WEMNFRAVC RN AR B ANR T E RN SWHERTIREEER, AR SE
g5 PR A BRI, R Rk [ 70 4k 2h s N B T 5 32 T 32 R 1) [ B, A 0800 03 5o 3588 Py 0 T
B AP

2. BEMHNEEMBEREMAYERIL 54

1999 4FEEH A4 F AT « v Eks & (Paul Krugman) AR Z L AT HIE— “=TF1R7 . 1%
HR YN AR E B8 MBOR PN I AR e TR B A (0 5 A IR S PE AN RE IR SEI,  fe 2 R RE TR 3 2
PN B AR, TEE AN —A . RIE B 2005 FELMZ G, FFEIATIFSNCRGIE, AT E RIS HIT.
Jud 2009 4F N R M8 57 5) 45 HO ST R DUS , B s B3R T35 Py b T3 (90 N R AU AL AR 43 56 0
W% MRIESAURER AT AL, AR R T R 6 AR 4 ) 55 B [ 1% RS X A ST ok

1 MBURAL SRR 0 1 24 52— KA I ECE TE/EH TN Bix, SEERT SRS
% TR EAE FMLER . 5% BRI A 280k B e e 1) B v EOR 1) St 28R

21 ETRRAESH

FIZR AL SHLH B2 HYUE T 1936 4E7F GEE)Y — B, iZBIiEH, RMEBSEEL R %k
S A BT SR A AR 0 1) o WUR AR 2L 07 M BCR AL SALH T BAGOER . ST 1
AT TS, i 2O % T A SRS W R F K, T R 2R K AR SO S B TR R AR AR A,
ISP AL 2 B AR . FRRAL SHLE )RR W0 R TR

TN B M — SEFRFR KT 1| - 38 1877 H Y1

N T RN SRS L T AR R T A R R R AE T B BRI, AT DA I1S-LM B EAT R By
M, BRI 1.

BRI S A R, EAEESEETHIEL T, RATREY KRS MBCE, W, LM
MZEH LML B2 % LM2, JBII8 i B s, FIZR TR, Pehisbm. R FERETS, BAH
TERETHNTHRET R, MILERTIINE B, werBaftaim ARmMNESR
W R SRE), SR LM 262 M LM2 R EIE LM3, &R S0 C s, AHE T Z AT
Bt sl B, PR, ST T R B T SEAT AT Tk P R B T BRSO BT S R T AR AE R 2 2

R
22. BT CEAEDH

ICRAL SHU IS B B2 R AAUR « #B3E 8] (Mundell Flemming) T 20 20 60 R0 iZFB I A,
FEFE EICERH N, R AT RICE M IR MBCRAE R A E R R L F, AMAE, WA IATH T YERFAR
EVCZFE, MARATEINL T BN B MAL R R AT X, 31X — ok 2 HEVH et )5 A 1) B
Fo MAETFANICHRM BTN, R IRAT RICE G 1 08 R 2R AE R R B, AMHE. —HAS
FHEW S5 ZE R DR G reE g, HOEd, #rin, sESERrs mimd . R SHLH KR
UK AR

TEMHERN E MR 1| >4 ER BEr—dH O NXT— a7 YT

FRIE H 2005 ML G, FHURSAT A E BRI, MRS T BN RN 5
AN RHE, XM RAESERTY EMARTICEACPAEEZER . XHCNH R EILE
BE7EA, — B BT KU S SRR S, R R R R Y N R e e A
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Figure 1. The is-LM model
1 1S-LM =& 534

H AT DR AL IR RS, SRR, U A AAT DK ot 3 B i BOR A3 2 7 AR5
M o

3. EREARMBETASEANEFTAEKENX RISHES
3.1 ETFENAE

3.1.1. BriEE BN A 5 ER

AR SCHE B HE N B T DL AR £5 R 22 (CNY Hibor) (AR A UERS S T3 L RIZ, FFE BRI FigRAT
[8) [ L 7 £ 1 2R (Shibor) A B N 7E T IR R . I RS : 2013 4 7 H 1 H~2015 48 A 31 H, X
M HEEYE, FEARREN 529, &R M FENEIRMERIZE(CNY Hibor)KiE T HBM HE Hilgas, iR
A7 18] [R5 45 ) 2% (Shibor) R 5 T 1 i )L AR BOR 2 5 9

3.1.2. B{UIREIE

FH T AR ST BT R FH 0 5000 A2 B[] 2 B 508, Sl e Oy [0 U 7 HR R 2 o) 5 s N RS T3 [RD ML AR F5 1 % (CNY
Hibor)t5 _F ¥ #47 8] [F) ML 45 £y R 22 (Shibor) 2R 47 A7 AR AR e DL WA & /7 41 2 15 T Fa o A5 REL ADF £,
T e s R 1,

i 1 AT LA e, 7 8 A T VAR AR 2 (CNY Hibor)5 13447 18 [ 475 £ 1 22 (Shibor) [ J52 e 1]
J¥ 5174 5 ADF 58 t it 455 3E KT 10%IG 548, # CNY Hibor &5 Shibor 2=t (8] /7 4135 J& T
AR P X H G P A AT — M 22 0 )5 Bt 4T ADF K%, —Mr27 )5, ADF k3G CNY Hibor
55 Shibor FIFFIH t Siit & 225/ T 1% MG FHE, X 1B CNY Hibor 55 Shibor 1)—Br 253 7 51134142,
CNY Hibor 5 Shibor 558 —Fr #3572, R CNY Hibor~I (1), Shibor~I (1).

3.1.3. Granger B R#&18

LA dE] A N RS M FEDE RS R ZE(CNY Hibor)5 AR AT 8] R IR AEF] 2 (Shibor) ik &2 [F]
M e S, R mT DAt — 2D X Hib 4T Granger RIRAGIG LR 2 AR & 2 A1 HISC G Se Mo R . AR SCHe AT
TR VAR, RHE % Fh e/ Me EAE W VAR B AR R G 5, DG e A% = A58 1w 5 1N 4. &
et Rk 2,

2 mTRn, AT ARG, HF A 053011, AN AIMERAE P = 0.7137, KT 10%H)4:
KK, R ERATTE B fR 4% 5%, RIAACA CNY Hibor /& 432 512 Shibor A24L. ) Granger JRIA .
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Table 1. CNY Hibor Shibor series results of the unit root test
%< 1. CNY Hibor 5 Shibor FEFI|H S (IR &I 45 R

B T 1A P {E Il 58, (1%) EREED) Il 5+-E.(10%) ik
CNY Hibor -0.845322 0.8048 ~3.442578 ~2.866826 —2.569646 AT
Shibor -0.777677 0.8241 ~3.442530 ~2.866805 2.569635 ARFFa
D(CNY Hibor) ~13.55243 0.0000 ~3.442578 ~2.866826 ~2.569646 TR
D(Shibor) ~15.23943 0.0000 ~3.442530 ~2.866805 2.569635 TR

T TR BEMATN 10%, TRRBENARTNS%, TRREEKCTA 1%.

Table 2. CNY Hibor Shibor Granger causality test results
%2 2. CNY Hibor 5 Shibor #J Granger ER# 1845 R

JRAB 15 F {8 P1H 45
CNY Hibor 4~/ Shibor ] Granger J& [4] 0.53011 0.7137 e AR
Shibor A~2 CNY Hibor [#) Granger J5 ] 5.46347 0.0003 R (80

WA ER Y, HF Giit iy 5.46347, HHRIHEZR(E P = 0.0003 < 1%, FUbIATHE4a 1% )5 F i, Rl
A4 Shibor /& 5] #2 CNY Hibor 224k ) Granger J& A . 1X 2% B F s A\ IR i LA £ 7 2 (CNY Hibor) 5 [
HRAT 8] [F) L% £ ) 22 (Shibor) Z [RIAE7E 5[] R B 06 &, BRI HE A R T LR R 28 (CNY Hibor) A 22 51
IR AT I [FD A 45 R 2 (Shibor), T E AR AT R [R] AR A5 R 28 (Shibor) 2 52 & s\ B T [FDE A 15 7 2
(CNY Hibor), PYHUAE 2 1173 (1) 2 7K1 56 7 9 8 T 3 I R S5 K A 51 E A

3.1.4. VAR Bk B 43 4
) & [ [ A (VAR 1% R G b (4 — A AR AR B DN SR 46 v 10 A 1A A 8 TR s TR R ok
Fig, -
Ve =AYt AY o+ AY B X+ + B X &

(1) VAR AL 145

VAR HERI B 45 B 0L 3. fR3E FPE. AIC iX 2 NMEFR, 1T LA E %A e 5 151 5,
AL S VAR (5) 7,

(2) FRAFRR AT IE

SPHETIER IR 0 4E I 4. B 4 ATHL, VAR GYBERIR/NT 1, BT LZI R PR R 4

(3) ik [ 43 b

fE IR VAR (B)BALF- AR T B2 N (i i A R M DL 5 R 26 (CNY Hibor)sh Fig 84T 1] [F) Mk 5 15
22 (Shibor) () ik e B2, 45 5wl 2.

el 2 R, F R T FEDLARAEFIZE(CNY Hibor) Xy i8R AT 7] [F)L AR AE R 2 (Shibor) 14t ) 57 R g H
T AN, 7E 2013 4 7 H £ 2015 4 8 H W], FEARAT (][RI AR 15 R 2 (Shibor) % & A B T FDE AR AE R
R (CNY Hibor)f 1E b 2ma, i fEfErE 4% A7 . Ui BH_FiE4RAT 8] )M 3 £ 1) 2% (Shibor) 9% 5 2 &
SEB RN AR T FENLRE R Z(CNY Hibor) (AN AZZ), #E55 10 JARHE Bk,

32. BEFCENAE

3.2.1. #imiEkENA AR
BEECE T BN R TS SE e RIS (CNH)Y R R 7 B AR RIE R, FEREH
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Table 3. CNY Hibor Shibor VAR model order estimation
5% 3. CNY Hibor 5 Shibor 89 VAR #&Z M #4t+

Lag LogL LR FPE AIC SC HQ
0 —1086.652 NA 0.348879 4.622724 4.640367 4.629665
1 1274.617 4692.458 1.57e-05 —5.386910 —5.333982 —5.366089
2 1524.365 4941919 5.53e-06 —6.430423 —6.342209" —6.395720
3 1532.431 15.89352 5.43e-06 —6.447691 —6.324192 —6.399107"
4 1539.168 13.21698 5.37e—06 —6.459314 —6.300529 —6.396849
5 1543.342 8.151589 5.36e-06" —6.460050" —6.265980 —6.383704
6 1545.447 4.094081 5.41e—06 —6.452003 —6.222648 —6.361777
7 1547.193 3.380472 5.46e—-06 —6.442432 —6.177791 —6.338324
8 1552.696 10.60956" 5.42e—-06 —6.448816 —6.148889 —6.330827

Table 4. VAR (5) model stability test result
72 4. VAR G)RBUFIIMIINER

Root Modulus
0.999834 0.999834
0.973233 0.973233
0.818958 0.818958
0.105855 0.105855

Response of HCNY to Cholesky
One S.D. SHIBOR Innovation
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Figure 2. CNY Hibor Shibor impulse response
[£] 2. CNY Hibor % Shibor A4 Bk H0a Rz

BN M3 ol R (CNY) RN R T E . IES A : 2013 45 7 H 1 H~2015 4 8 H
31 H, RHHESE, FEARZ RN 533, itk AR T 32 e RIS (CNH) RIE T /M R i A4,
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N R 5838 TG R YE SR (CNY) SR8 T R E AN H S .

3.2.2. IR

EH T AR ST iR FH P 5080 2 I ) P S B Dy G Oy [ U 10 B2 2 %o i s N R T 3, 3 7o 11 RV 2
(CNH)-5 59 A R 5838 70 BRI 26 (CNY) EAT B AL AR AGH 36 DA 7 A8 8 7 41 2 5P AR . AR5 SR HL ADF A&
5, Rge g R WAL 5.

f 72 5 AT LA, A N R M 5L e BV AV 26 (CNH) 5 58 9 A IR 1 5635 Jo R 2R (CNY) (1 J5 B
[f] 74142 & ADF t 56 1) t St & W35 KT 5%Im 5HE, # CNH 5 CNY I Z[r S 8] 551 35 8 T A FE
BT A . X H R P H AT — M 250 J5 FE 84T ADF K258, —F %45, ADF fa% 9 CNH 5 CNY HJ)JF
FIH t ot &SN T 1% MG FHE, XU CNH 5 CNY B—F 250 7513 FF, CNH 5 CNY 7414
— MR FE, B CNH-~1(1), CNY~I(1).

3.2.3. Granger EISR&ELE

AL CA oA e] K, s N BT S SE T RV R (CNH) 5858 A R 1 5638 6 IV 2R (CNY) 3 A2 [7])
B BERESE A, DR IRATTAT DAk — B0 HEAT Granger [ RAG I LA B A8 B 2 A 26 G S0m 6 R o FRATT5E
BN TELI R VAR, MRS S Fh e/ ME B I W VAR 5 J5 10 5, DRI i i 1% 24 A A6 (035 5 3R 4
K6 45 Wk 6 fio.

B4 6 AT RARTE, XS — s, e F SEit{E A 33.8910, AHMHIMEARAE P = 0.00, /NT 1%
KK, R ERATA FE a4 i% 5%, BTN CNY 251 CNH 2216 [ Granger JR K. %t F 45 =4
JRAE%, HF it 6.81544, AHMN HIMERME P = 0.00 < 1%, KP4 # b4 iz 5%, Bin Ll
AN CNH 2 51#E CNY 246K Granger J5[A . X% BIAHE N R M5 6 o EVC 2 (CNH) 5 5 8 AR
50,38 TG RV AV 2R (CNY) Z [AFAE XL ] AR B o6 &, B 6 N IR T 50,38 70 (1 B V28 (CNH) 2= 52 ma i 9 N IR
M 58 3& G R HIC 26 (CNY), 1785 P9 N B T 5838 70 BRIV 26 (CNY) 2 5 i 2 s N IR T 58 3 o 1 BV A 26
(CNH).

3.2.4. VAR Bk Bz 53 #fr

(1) VAR BEAY 1125

VAR BRI B 145 5 04 7, HR9E FPE. AIC iX 2 ANMEhE, 7T LR 1% 0 5 N 5,
(R ST VAR (5) R,

(2) FRAFRa RIS

SEHTIER B 45 B2 8. H1 8 AT, VAR G)RER R/ T 1, LU R R 4

(3) ik 43 b

fE LR VAR (B)IEAYPRAMIHTHE T Mo s A R 1 5638 o (1 BV 28 (CNH) 5 58 R 536 s R

Table 5. CNH and CNY series results of the unit root test
%2 5.CNH 5 CNY FHH BRI R

B3 T1H PfE I S (1%) Il 518 (5%) Il 51 (10%) 45t

CNH —0.068392 0.9507 —3.442460 —2.866774 —2.569618 RPFa

CNY —1.490859 0.5377 —3.442507 —2.866795 —2.569629 RPFa
D(CNH) -17.37297 0.0000 —3.442460 —2.866774 —2.569618 TR
D(CNY) —0.688934 0.0000 —3.442507 —2.866795 —2.569629 TR

SRR EEMKT N 10%, TROREEMHACT R 5%, THRREEMKT N 1%.
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Table 6. Granger causality test results of CNY and CNH
5% 6. CNH 5 CNY B Granger EIR#&IGLER

JEAR F{& P {H 25
CNY A& CNH [ Granger R A 33.8910 0.00 EEE Y R
CNH A& CNY [ Granger Jii [ 6.81544 0.00 LR

e HORREMATR 10%, TRRDBEMARTA 5%, THRREEEKTA 1%.

Table 7. CNH and CNY VAR model order estimation
%z 7.CNH 5 CNY B9 VAR =& # it

Lag LogL LR FPE AlC sc HQ
0 1581.248 NA 8.36e-06 ~6.016183 ~5.999942 ~6.009824
1 3494174 3803.989 5.81e-09 ~13.28828 ~13.23956 ~13.26920
2 3593.979 197.7104 4.03e-09 ~13.65325 ~13.57205 ~13.62146
3 3652.298 115.0830 3.28e-09 -13.86018 ~13.74649" ~13.81567
4 3660.509 16.14016 3.23e-09 -13.87623 ~13.73005 ~13.81899"
5 3667.122 12.94947 3.19e-09" ~13.88618" ~13.70752 -13.81622
6 3667.990 1.692236 3.23e-09 ~13.87425 ~13.66311 ~13.79157
7 3669.448 2.832801 3.26e-09 ~13.86456 ~13.62094 ~13.76917
8 3674.810 10.37622" 3.25e-09 ~13.86975 ~13.59365 ~13.76164

Table 8. VAR (5) model stability test result
%2 8. VAR (5B R LR HRINLER

Root Modulus
0.979795 — 0.004138i 0.979803
0.979795 + 0.004138i 0.979803

0.550275 0.550275
—0.134410 0.134410

TCZR(CNY) ik B, 45 3 an ] 3.

B 3 RN, B3N R 5036 T R 2 (CNY) 206) B s N IR T 54,35 0 1) RIVAVE 28 (CNH) 2 AR Tk 1] ol
. RS 4 WIAREOR, MhafifE i Ko 0.35%. 753 A I 58 38 70 (1 RT3 (CNH) . £ 6 55 9 A IR
M 536 T RIHIC 2 (CNY) = AR IR [l ids, JFAESE 5 BHIA RO, wilifR B i R 0.95%. (Rt 7T A4S H,
R AN T RV R (CNH) I B 26 S BT, 591 RETE 7 1735 A R BRI 26 1 AH B AR 5
XU I E R T N R C SR ] il G b 532 B B 5 58 2 1 3 N R V28 s, 3t H 510 5 X Fsg e B AR
TR, AH 2 RARAT B TR AR AME S 2 1 55

4. GEREBUEREIN

ESCBILH AR R Y, IR AT, SRS R T R B R, i
R4 D 5 2515 (Shibor) £ B 7538 A T IR (5 RIS ('Y Hibor), Py HE £ 4 1 0 T 3y 2
B T AORIAOKCT A3 SR . WICHMIET S, S35 R A W R R, %
B0 AR T % (CNH) 22 B 14y A RS T (CNY) ELE A BT 3435 78 RO S th 2 B 8 2
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Figure 3. CNY with CNH's impulse response
[5 3. CNY 5 CNH B4 B Bz

NRTEE(CNH) o Bk fma o MR B, BARES R T 2o E BT A (057 48— € fs2n, (H 2 Sk
I RE AR/, PhiiRE L ERFAE 0.9% /e 47 (HEEA B R T UARIKYK, Al e R i BE A2 /7 37
IR ZEACZ SN ] BE S BORoR o BT DL B SIESE R, ASCHR I BUR LA W DL W 5 2 11T 1
X A B TR ey, et A AR T B A T B A e -

4.1. FHBEZBENFIRACERE

S R A 2 A PR RS 06 T R R T gk R B P RV SR AR R . MR A S NI AR
Wi 248 R0 73 F T 2 T 9 Z IAAFAE R N I T 2 o B BRI S B0 R (8] A B < e AE PR ()3
T RITBIR AT B XA I I B R B ILE B e & = R R BT OGR4 Rk . Ak, BeEER
IRFEBE— S HEREI Z A T I S, IR ] N AV 2K P RE 6 S A st e e Tl i B ARSI, AT
Bl R T 3 BRI Bl R/ 8 R T 3 01 R R Rt B B T SR I v ok
4.2. PRERAFTEBFARMHIAER

2o kP AT TR, BB B IS R 06 A T 7 B e AN, AR R S AR AN HERE A
15 R N B T T 370 (R A 5, T A 2 Lo 8 2 T 37 00 7 2 T 37 10 A5 25 12 T 3 PR B e R N A s o RATT RN
— NI E T R 5 S B e S BERSD, A RO A, AR R R SRR TS 8K
PR BE S s M DL, DRt AS ot B A 3t £ 2 T 7 AR K OR b oo LRARRATTAT LSS 3 B A T A IR
RG], 325 B T N R il @ R, 37K mU BRI 7 A B R T I R R
4.3. REEETIZNGIS/ERA

R LA I, I ARAT 18] [R5 £ 1 2R (Shibor) 22 50 s IS T R ME SR (5 A 3 (CNY
Hibor)/K~F-, [A gt ] LUl #E— 2D 5¢ 3% Shibor il &, @AZHEANBUE, AIFERREAERIA, tREE A
WA T RERE, T8 AL R T B s B R I NI MA S E N A5 AR, DAHRIE#E A
R & 7 M i K

SE 3 #Ek (References)
[1] zefE, #E&E&E, K, FHRWL. ANCHSRCBE—R T NRMEREMNEEIELE NDF Z B 0 SHERF L[],



JE I,

(2]
(3]

(4]
(5]

(6]

(7]
(8]
(9]

[10]
[11]
[12]

[13]
[14]

FR LI 2 K 2244, 2013(1): 36-40, 64.
B, FH. NRMERE N SR T HILRNZIAMIER ). 1R L5 5T, 2013(3): 10-15, 87.

Mz, dEx b SN N R AN B I8 KB —H T AG-DCC-MVGARCH 5 B STE 73 4 [J].
SRZ DT 5T, 2014(4): 77-85.

e, . HAANNRMICRM IR RIEEVTTC]. it sT, 2012(9): 62-73.

SEW, A, T MGARCH-BEKK HEAIE N A N R HIL RS RIEM A —REEFEEREARTTS
AL G A IRIEE]]. AL 5EUR®E, 2013(5): 110-123.

KR, BOLTE. R ARTTIE EEEREART TSI RN SIEV ], SMEFE DT, 2014, 27(4):
8-14.

XRE. B RN T T35 o B 2 W5 I RE M [J]. o e I 2 B0k 5 23], 2014(1): 10-15, 158.
g, . FEANRTDE ST A 0T MBCR SRR, W8I & 522 B 24k, 2013, 29(3): 86-91.

B ZAMNCE R R V)G o RUREE, 255, g, B Fil AR MR R0 5 A 1t fiBck szt 5 [J].
PR 48, 2014(3): 86-91.

Teiksls, 288, BaA ARMERRMG: BRI SERTSRES]. BEREHF TP, 2014(2): 93-104, 6.
s, X7, BRAHE BN B MECERmI[I]. T ESMLE, 2014(23): 23-25.

FEANRBATMAAT RS, FRl. FBARTEET 5 KX A 18 mBOGE 1 m). 7§57 &mt,
2013(8): 9-20, 73.

B, N RS FETI0 AH0 REsmaE 7E[0]. TR 4/l 2014(10): 41-44.

HE BESERARTILESSKBE—ET CNH. CNY. DF A NDF T HISZiE 4[], TURS 4R,
2014(2): 36-39.



	The Correlation Analysis of Offshore Market in Hong Kong and Mainland Market
	Abstract
	Keywords
	香港离岸市场与内地在岸市场的联动关系分析
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 离岸市场对货币政策影响的理论分析
	2.1. 基于利率角度分析
	2.2. 基于汇率角度分析

	3. 香港人民币离岸市场与境内在岸市场联动关系的实证分析
	3.1. 基于利率的角度
	3.1.1. 数据选取及说明
	3.1.2. 单位根检验
	3.1.3. Granger因果检验
	3.1.4. VAR脉冲响应分析

	3.2. 基于汇率的角度
	3.2.1. 数据选取及说明
	3.2.2. 单位根检验
	3.2.3. Granger因果检验
	3.2.4. VAR脉冲响应分析


	4. 结论与政策建议
	4.1. 缩小两岸之间的利率和汇率差
	4.2. 积极推进香港离岸人民币市场建设
	4.3. 发挥在岸市场的引导作用

	参考文献 (References)

