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Tab.2 ADF unit root test of original and their first difference variables

A KM C,T,K)  ADF S 1% I FHE 5 %6 It FAH 10 %4 I FHE HE
Y, (C,N,6) —1.078 166 —3.493 129 —2.888 932 —2.581 453 0.722 3
AY, (N,N,5) —16. 320 690 —2. 586 960 —1.943 882 —1.614 731 0
X, (C.N,6) —2.517 410 —3.483 129 —2.888 932 —2.581 453 0.114 2
AX, (N,N.5) —6.999 644 —2. 586 960 —1.943 882 —1.614 731 0
X, (N.N.6) —0. 497 306 —2.586 753 —1.943 853 —1.614 749 0.498 6
AX, (N,N.5) —11.844 141 —2.586 960 —1.943 882 —1.614 731 0
X; (C.N,6) —0.197 151 —3.493 129 —2.888 932 —2.581 453 0.451 4
AX; (N,N.5) —3.468 334 —2. 586 960 —1.943 882 —1.614 731 0
X, (C,N,6) —1.472 920 —3.493 129 —2.888 932 —2.581 453 0.543 5
AX, (N,N.5) —15. 404 420 —2.586 960 —1.943 882 —1.614 731 0
A ) AR B 2243 KB 2R (C, T, KO 43 1 26 7 3 000 B[] 6 S4T30 L 95 5 B 480, 5 500 s i) s 342 TE 1Y
W N o,
k3 HEHREMBONERGIALE) 3.3 REEARRRGL
Tab. 3 Optimal lag order determination (for all *ﬁgm\ PR SRAG B6 Bas T AT LA X S N A A AR
variables) Ah LB BE IR AR 2 (B A RS O R 0 TR 56 R SR
#E PE AL s Ha KE AR F e T BRI SOk 5. 6 55 45
ik R 4. SRR T 0. 05, TR 46 5 (8 % . ik

NA . 5 45,257 12 45.385 02 45,308 92
0 3. 11X10% 45,257 12 45,385 02 45.308 9 Bk A 2 A R E
1 774.250 10 1.73X10° 37.760 59 38.52799 38.071 42 )
IR IR 25 Wl LIA B e R (] 1), M
\ 2 =
3 39.846 41 1.26X10 37.431 83 39.478 22 38.260 68 P AT D L BR T CPTART CCLH A 9 22 1k Bt
4 4144863 1.25X1010 37.41179 40,097 68 38.499 67 ZIRITEAEAS 2 AN IR G AR I ) 40 i I CPI
5 31,439 90 1.39X101° 37.488 92 40.814 30 38.835 81 1 CCI Mo AR &, s i i N A AR i

2 77.430 60 1.21X10" 37.404 39 38.81129 37.974 23
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Tab.4 Granger-causality test

Fikik F %3t MR F Rk F %l it (S
X1 ARY: A 2 AR 0.825 84 0.040 8 Xo AR Y B Z AR 1.832 82 0.165 2
YIRS X1 BHE 2 AN RLR 0.116 87  0.889 8 || Y, ANJE X, B LA AR 0.387 13 0.6800
X A2 Y, s Z AR B R 1.508 10 0.226 3 Xy NZEY) ks ZARE R 9.152 82  0.000 2
Y A Xy K% L AR 0.335 37 0.715 9 YRR X, kLA R 9.317 36 0.000 2
Xy A X1 BHE 22 AR 1.298 12 0.277 6 || XaAJE X BIME 22 A K AR 0.978 38 0.3795

X1 A Xy A% 2 AR 0.978 41 L3794 || Xy AR X R ZARE R 1.341 78  0.266 0
DOV Y CL = NSE S 0.396 50  0.673 7 || Xs AR X» BIME AR 0.684 16  0.506 8
Xo AR Xy s Z AR R 1.448 25 L2398 || Xo AR X K ZARER 1.99323  0.1416
X A% Xo S 22 AN 0. 658 87 L5196 || XoA2E Xs Mg = AR EIR 0.34172  0.711 4
Xo A2 Xy ks Z AR B 0.622 13 .538 8 || Xy A Xy MR ZAE R 1.18336  0.3105
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Fig.1 The relationship of variables in $o. A8 VAR AR5 Geit i frill. & 5 4 ith B
Granger-causality test REL I, 7E 50019 B 35K T HE 4 % T i, AP A
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Tab.5 Weak exogeneity tests
. . £6 REHENRERHEED
Iﬂm—iizyl WQE:XI . . .
- Tab. 6 Optimal lag order determination (for
Hebx R gitE HER Hebx R git= % ]
endogenous variables)
X;  6.369114 0.0414 Y, 2.183 019  0.3357
X,  6.427794  0.0402 X, 7.002218  0.030 2 s
o LR FPE AIC SC HQ
X;  3.024688 0.2204 X3  6.912601  0.0315 ¥y %5
Xy 22.834 340 0 Xy 1.995497  0.3687 0 NA 1.01X10  36.154 36 36.232 04 36.185 81
4 31.034 520  0.000 1 4#f 14.015 890  0.081 4 1 464.488 200 1.00X10" 31.544 04 31.854 75 31.669 82
AR . X, R AR . Xy 2 61.341 840 6.26X10°  31.069 69 31.613 42 31.289 81
HG By %iE W % HE B %itE 1o % 3 20.780 870 5.96X10°  31.019 54 31.796 31 31.334 00
X, 0.719 321 0.697 9 X, 3.142 794 0.207 8 5 22,251 440 5.89X10°  31.002 27 32.245 10 31.505 40
X;  0.677655 0.7126 X,  6.673461  0.1356 6 19.613370 5.57X10° 30.94130 32.417 16 31.538 77
X, 2.223347  0.3290 X,  1.577385 0.454 4 7 6.839295 6.16X10° 31.032 94 32.741 83 31.724 75
4H8 5.438 941 0.709 8  4FF 11.348 770  0.182 7
RS % 7 Johansen By T 2 3% & %
HEBE  Rorgtit& i Tab.7 Johansen's cointegration trace tests
Y, 15.314 420  0.000 5 PO
BRI P
X1 1.588420 0.4519 N FRAEMR EgiHR SWIRAME MR
I A%
X, 0.153 000  0.926 4
X, 1.970 511  0.373 3 x 0.300 173 44.741 480 29.797 070 0.000 5
4 21.529 400 0.005 9 £ 14 0.078 072  8.335437 15.494 710 0.430 2
®% 24 0.000432  0.044 023  3.841 466 0.833 8

AR A6 36 179 245 S AT LA 4 i A0 o 2 ] O R
KICE 2) . /T LLE 1, HA CPL AT CCT 52 M HAth A5
A Z AR, Bk, ol LU € CPL M
CCT & AMEAR &, 33X 548 22 AN PR R A 30 45 2 — 3.

[t |—] v i it ] bt et |

H2 AEEBHEERBXRE

Fig. 2 The relationship of variables in weak

exogeneity test

3.5 BRI

Engle il Granger (1987) 3¢ B 11 5 9E 7 £ i}
(] 7 5] =[] 0 2 Pk e 5 2 S R T2 B[] ) 571
FEORMEE T TR HEAT DR R 56 2 W T O BT N
A AR i o A A S R, N AR AR R L T
) VAR BEAY, 3K 6 10 I H o5 AR IS B 2510 45
RIEHCR 6. I M A28 7 g2 7 19 VECM il
YRR A 0 11 S5 A I o A Im] Dy 5. A S Py A
K36 K FH Johansen £ 35 J5 15 U 4% K6 55 45
MR 7.8 Pron. NRPATLUE A PR

T 1) RIRTE 500 KT R4 R R .

# 8 Johansen &yt % f K HFAE R A I

Tab. 8 Johansen's cointegration max-eigen tests

EEAN =) E=gAN
;;ﬁl”;& H AL ;‘;Z;ig UM MR
g 0.300 173 36.406 040 21.131 620 0.000 2
£ 14 0.078072  8.291 414 14.264 600 0.349 8
£ 24  0.000432 0.044 023  3.841 466 0.833 8

TE:1) RIRTE 500 W AKCE T R4 e,

M AT LA N AR 7 e 2 (6] A7 AE i 1)
BOCR L ULIAL B Z [ AF 7R R 5C & L AT U Py
AR VECM.

KON TR BT A TR
(] 14 P 28 O R A EAL AT 2 B B 07 7

Y, =—0.184 733X, +0. 026 620X,

(2)

®9 MEMAWMETRRK
Tab. 9 Coefficients of normalized cointegration equation
Y1 RE X1 7Y X, BH
1. 000 000 0.184 733 —0.026 620




96 Ax # ¥ I X

¥ % #

- %58 %

4 TR PERE VA

4.1 FUMERNY Sy
A AL AR R IR R R S N A4
e BEAFAE LA 5 06 22, PR L AE B 1 2 ] A8
AU 43 AT I R0 A 15 25 48 1E 1) L BPLL ) iR 25 0E
TE AR A3 BT o 8 45 A8 B 1Y 5% 25 {8 I Al 3R
FE UG B Rl b N AR R R Ay ) ST 25 R SN
VAR #l VECM, #EI N .
VAR:
D(Y,)=—0.566 981 X D(Y,(—1))—0. 111 518X
D(Y, (—2))—0. 081 942X D(Y, (—3))—
0. 319 023X D(Y, (—4))—0. 321 587X
DY, (—5))—0. 018 142X D(X, (—1)+
0. 152 946 X D(X, (—2))~+0. 140 773X
D(X, (—3))—0. 411 208X D(X, (—4))+
0. 059 164X D(X, (—5)) 0. 008 835X
D(X, (—1)—0. 012 432X D(X, (—2))—
0.012 679X D(X, (—3))—0. 012 408X
D(X, (—4))—0. 003 031 X D(X, (—5)+
5.501 339 (3
VECM;
D(Y,)=—0.788 328 X D(Y, (—1)+0. 184 733X
X, (—1)—0.026 620X X, (—D+
28.065 421)—0. 033 573X D(Y, (—1))+
0. 340 151 X D(Y; (—2))+0. 386 321X
DY, (—3)+0. 152 728 X D(Y, (—4)) —
0. 070 848X D(Y, (—5))+0. 267 255X
D(X, (—1))+0. 328 637X D(X, (—2))+
0. 339 316 X D(X, (—3))—0. 241 199X
D(X, (—4))40.189 767X D(X, (—5))—
0.005 401 X D(X, (—1))—0. 019 899X
D(X, (—2))—0. 021 323X D(X,(—3))—
0.022 941 X D(X, (—4))—0. 012 935X
D(X, (—5)) 0. 227 362 4
4.2 BB RS PEAS B
TERSRYGEAT O 22 | A — b 25 IR 5, R ALY
EVER K. VAR Fl VECM 154 5 T4 56 1 )
ﬂzmH‘jﬂ B ITAY VAR fil VECM BT A MR AR Y
BB N F 1, BEES A F S |/ 0. VAR
VECM M FFAEAR 19 A B0 p Xk, Hob g A 78 &
BT L BN b, AR VAR H10 p I —Fr

AR i

208 VAR BRAEH 5 B &, M VECM F iy
p ML R VAR W 4 5 B 5L VAR Fl
VECM By FEFarh R g gh B o Ak 10,11 s,

%10 VAR #y-F R4 B
Tab. 10 The stationarity test of VAR

i B

—0.442 290—0. 739 233i 0.861 445
—0.442 290+4-0. 739 233i 0.861 445
0.700 650—0. 448 1121 0.831 694
0.700 650+40. 448 112i 0.831 694
0. 439 804—0. 685 8371 0.814 739
0.439 80440. 685 837i 0.814 739
—0.753 472—0. 215 4451 0.783 669
—0.753 472-+0. 215 4451 0.783 669
—0.781 895 0.781 895
—0.391 395—0.602 8771 0.718 784
—0.391 395+0.602 8771 0.718 784
0.523 173—0. 435 924i 0. 680 984
0.523 17340. 435 924i 0. 680 984
—0.008 375—0. 641 598i 0.641 652
—0.008 375+0. 641 5981 0.641 652

% 11 VECM #F & i & %
Tab. 11 The stationarity test of VECM

R B

1.000 000 1.000 000

1..000 000 1.000 000

0.829 657—0.452 5141 0. 945 040
0.829 657+0.452 514i 0. 945 040
—0.447 428—0. 739 887i 0.864 653
—0.447 428+0. 739 8871 0.864 653
0.456 404—0.667 7071 0. 808 787
0.456 404+0. 667 7071 0. 808 787
0.631 850—0.418 892i 0.758 093
0.631 850+0.418 892i 0.758 093
—0.706 323—0.199 0741 0.733 841
—0.706 32340. 199 074i 0.733 841
0.018 261—0.672 5781 0.672 826
0.018 261+40.672 578i 0.672 826
—0.165 776 —0. 623 3451 0.645 012
—0.165 77640. 623 3451 0.645 012
—0.620 284—0.114 5111 0.630 766
—0.620 284+0. 114 511i 0. 630 766

210,11 KB &5 S0 ml 0L, pr i 1 VAR
DL K VECM Ry MR A A 451 50 7E o7 R P Hed, 2
RVECMA r MHEXRMESH e—r DR
BT 1, BT VAR BL R VECM #f &
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Y A AR O B PR BE L AR ST VAR
M ARMA BERIUAE g 2 MR, 38 £ °F 34 48 % 1% 22
(mean absolute percentage error, MAPE) Ll J 1
J5 AR % 2% (root mean square error, RMSE) 3% i
U 25 S AR . R L EE SR AN SR 12 s, AT
UL VECM 44 31 9 5000 25 SR e A

k12 HMERLK
Tab. 12 The forecasting result comparison
ol MAPE RMSE
ARMA 0.207 2 51.2519
VAR 0.157 1 39.971 4
VECM 0.116 2 34.836 5
5 &

(D) TR G 5 5 7 W 26 3% A8 ' 2 A7 AE
PRI2R OG22 R ) 34 Al OC 22 B AR ARG 6 25 R R 1)
Bl A Y IR b AR N R B — B 22 40 P AR
55 0 A PR 50 DL kg 22 N R R 56 UE B CCT f
CPI J& A8 . P 3 K0 50 26 IR VR 424 & 5 7
s VB P B 2 AT R K ¢ & L Hax Fb
KWISER L VECM #1k.

(2) 5 DAAE (0 45 B R 46 B o 00 A0F 52 AH HE, AR
SCRAH SR B AT R R0 O 4 AR g
235 5L K B )8 2 A7 RO A AR I 4 L T 4 N X YR
e g, 3t H % IR T % W4 U A8 i % v R
T A 0 YT S ) S L T 2 s X 1R 2% A O AR
WESHI E M. 5 VAR U & ARMA H#, A&
SCHE 04 5 s B T o 0 T A

2% SCk -
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Chinese automobile sales forecasting
based on structural relationship identification

GAO Junjie”', XIE Yanan', GU Feng', YU Han’

( 1. School of Automotive Engineering, Dalian University of Technology, Dalian 116024, China;

2. College of Economics and Management, Dalian Ocean University, Dalian 116023, China )

Abstract: Accurate prediction helps automobile companies arrange production plans. A structural
relationship identification approach that contains a battery of statistical unit root, Granger-causality,
weak exogeneity and cointegration tests, is presented to research the dynamic couplings among
Chinese automobile sales and macroeconomic variables. The monthly data of China for the period from
2007 to 2016 are built as the data sets for empirical study. Macroeconomic variables such as gasoline
price, consumer confidence index (CCI), consumer price index (CPI) and steel production are
selected. Research result shows that there are long-term cointegration relationships among Chinese
automobile sales and identified endogenous variables. A vector error correction model (VECM) is
built to quantify long-term impact of macroeconomic variables on Chinese automobile sales. Compared
with other classical time-series methods, the presented approach can improve the prediction accuracy
and reflect the dynamic process of adjusting from short-term departure to long-term equilibrium well

among Chinese automobile sales and macroeconomic variables.

Key words: automobile sales; macroeconomic variables; structural relationship identification; vector

error correction model; forecasting



