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Table 1 Results of Statistics for Primitive Indexes
Unit : 100 million Chinese yuan
FUND STOCK BOND DEPOSIT M, M, SHIBOR/% M,
29 146.294 250 434.029 224 989.457 340 221.368 45 428.781 799 405.766  3.939 828 552.060
24 647.284 236 275.704 204 938.850 330 398.442 45 489.028 763 409.215 4.400 787 884. 467
83 971.830 627 465.457 487 795.585 551 928.925 76 488.600 1392 278.110 5.253 1476 249.940
5752.237 62 025.360 93 840.520 158 033.380 24 964.160 332 747.170  1.852 338 499.407
14 780.913 101 476.654 93 443.064 125 660.418 12 390.552 318 660.216  1.057 330 090. 536
111 111 111 111 111 111 111 111
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o ( (1) D_LN_STOCK D_LN_FUND  Grange
) D_LN_M,. D_SHIBOR. D_LN_DEPOSIT.D_LN_BOND.
( SHIBOR ) D_LN_M, Granger D_LN_FUND o
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o D_LN_DEPOSIT  Granger o D_LN_FUND 6
Granger D_LN_FUND o
2
Table 2 Results of Unit Root Test
Ng-Perron ADF
MZa MZt MSB MPT p
LN_FUND 1. 651 1. 876 1. 082 91. 071 0.214
LN_BOND 1.042 0. 654 0. 629 32.012 0. 982
LN_STOCK 1. 034 0.915 0. 885 56. 756 0.029"
LN_DEPOSIT -27.203 - 3.583 0. 131 3.970 0. 834
LN_M, 0. 415 0.617 1. 301 345.749 1. 000
LN_M, -1.160 - 0. 496 0. 428 41. 654 0. 985
SHIBOR -10. 110 -2.176 0.215 9.934 0. 563
LN_M, -1.939 0.787 0. 406 35.192 0. 694
D_LN_FUND - 6. 143" -1.733" 0.282" 4.052"* 0. 000
D_LN_BOND — 54,095 - 51677 0. 096 0.536™ 0. 000 ***
D_LN_STOCK - 19.202* - 3.093" 0. 1617 1.2927* 0. 000
D_LN_DEPOSIT - 32.452** — 4,745 0. 139 2,327 0.031™
D_LN_M, - 34,367 - 4,251 0. 123 0.757 0. 000
D_LN_M, - 661.912* - 18.192* 0. 027 0.0377 0. 000 ***
D_SHIBOR - 38. 128" - 4.366™" 0. 115 0. 6447 0. 000 ***
D_LN_M, - 16. 946 —-2.903 ™" 0. 1717 1,477 0. 000 ™
AlC : SHIBOR

*

10%

1%

*k

5%
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Table 3 Seven Variables Predicted Variance Decomposition Based on DAG / %

() D_LN_FUND D_LN_STOCK D_LN_BOND D_LN_DEPOSIT D_LN_M, D_LN M, D_SHIBOR

1 84. 946 15. 054 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
2 74.944 21.767 0.924 0.014 1.868 0.418 0. 066
3 64. 063 29. 584 1.024 0.563 3.338 0.710 0.717
D_LN_FUND
10 61. 800 28. 552 2.077 1. 469 3.954 1.006 1.142
15 61.786 28. 551 2.080 1. 469 3.960 1.007 1.148
20 61.785 28. 551 2. 080 1.469 3.960 1.007 1.148
1 0. 000 100. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
2 5.152 89. 399 2.389 2. 564 0. 380 0.017 0. 098
3 5.428 85.997 2.421 4.793 0.561 0. 691 0. 109
D_LN_STOCK
10 5. 865 83. 346 2.612 4.711 1.994 0.854 0.617
15 5. 866 83.333 2.614 4.710 1.996 0. 855 0. 626
20 5. 866 83.333 2. 614 4.710 1.996 0. 855 0. 626
1 0. 000 0. 000 100. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
2 0. 001 0. 590 98. 738 0. 109 0.261 0. 280 0.021
3 0. 949 1.753 96. 282 0.335 0.313 0.277 0. 090
D_LN_BOND
10 1. 161 1.782 95. 748 0.371 0. 479 0.332 0.128
15 1. 161 1.782 95.747 0.371 0.479 0.332 0.128
20 1.161 1.782 95. 747 0.371 0.479 0.332 0.128
1 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 70. 146 0. 000 29. 854 0. 000
2 2.348 7.006 0.212 55.012 6.138 25.196 4.088
3 2.091 7.402 1.742 48.345  13.825 22. 648 3.946
D_LN_DEPOSIT
10 2.455 6.852 2.730 42.902  18.285 21.783 4.992
15 2.457 6.851 2.735 42.881 18. 293 21. 780 5.003
20 2.457 6.851 2.735 42.880  18.294 21.780 5.003
1 0. 000 0. 000 3.300 12.036 79.542 5.122 0.000
2 0.092 0.198 11.214 12.947 68.237 4.709 2. 604
3 0.081 0.444 13.673 12.319 58.269  10.676 4.538
D_LN_M,
10 0.566 0.545 13.966 12.547 57.317  10.520 4.539
15 0.568 0.546 13.969 12.547 57.309  10.522 4.539

20 0.568 0.546 13.969 12.547 57.309 10.522 4.539
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3
( ) D_LN_FUND D_LN_STOCK D_LN_BOND D_LN_DEPOSIT D_LN_M, D_LN_M, D_SHIBOR
1 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 . 000 0. 000 100. 000 0. 000
2 0. 005 0. 580 0.070 .313 0. 168 91. 940 6.924
3 0. 648 2.517 3.476 . 445 5.514 78. 614 8.786
D_LN_M,
10 1.612 2.493 4. 840 .018 7. 186 73.090 9.761
15 1.613 2.496 4.842 .019 7. 191 73.072 9.767
20 1.613 2.496 4. 843 .019 7.191 73.072 9.767
1 0.000 0.000 0.000 .000 0.000 0.000 100. 000
2 1.156 0.354 1.070 .422 1.539 3.314 92.144
3 1.050 0.991 3.463 .998 2.325 3.084 86.089
D_SHIBOR
10 1.063 4.025 5.563 .101 2.619 2.936 80. 693
15 1.063 4.039 5.564 .103 2.623 2.936 80.672
20 1.063 4.039 5.564 .103 2.623 2.936 80.671
4 6 ! %
Table 4 Six Variables Predicted Variance Decomposition Based on DAG / %
() D_LN_M, D_LN_STOCK D_LN_BOND D_LN_DEPOSIT D_LN_M, D_SHIBOR
1 74. 156 4.513 0. 000 21.331 0. 000 0. 000
2 69.218 6. 172 0. 043 20. 465 0. 040 4. 062
3 60. 424 11.428 2.110 17. 806 2. 607 5. 626
D_LN_M;
10 58.914 11. 141 2.936 17. 441 3.494 6. 073
15 58.908 11. 143 2.937 17. 440 3.497 6. 075
20 58.908 11. 143 2.937 17. 440 3.497 6. 075
1 0. 000 100. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
2 0. 064 95.912 2.542 0.976 0. 475 0. 030
3 0.739 94.576 2.514 1.519 0.526 0. 126
D_LN_STOCK
10 0.789 92.947 3.231 1. 623 1. 176 0.235
15 0.789 92.944 3.232 1. 623 1.176 0.236
20 0.789 92.944 3.232 1. 623 1.176 0.236
1 0.000 0. 000 100. 000 0.000 0. 000 0.000
2 0.545 0.380 98.623 0.001 0.360 0.092
3 1.010 1.570 96. 600 0.312 0.371 0.137
D_LN_BOND
10 1.080 1.690 96.349 0.313 0.421 0.148
15 1.080 1.690 96.349 0.313 0.421 0.148
20 1.080 1.690 96.349 0.313 0.421 0.148
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() D_LN_M; D_LN_STOCK D_LN_BOND D_LN_DEPOSIT D_LN_M, D_SHIBOR
1 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 100. 000 0. 000 0. 000
2 1. 188 6. 847 0.236 82. 865 5.822 3.043
3 1.486 7. 080 1.517 72.947 13.712 3.258
D_LN_DEPOSIT
10 2.291 6.554 2.727 66. 940 17. 603 3.884
15 2.293 6. 555 2.730 66.923 17.611 3. 887
20 2.293 6.555 2.730 66.922 17. 612 3.887
1 0. 000 0. 000 2. 687 16. 222 81.090 0. 000
2 2.325 0. 055 10. 507 15. 092 69. 467 2.555
3 4.259 0.203 13. 288 18. 544 59.178 4.528
D_LN_M,
10 4.204 0.418 13.533 18. 868 58. 450 4.526
15 4.203 0.420 13.535 18. 874 58.442 4.526
20 4.203 0. 420 13.535 18. 874 58.442 4.526
1 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 100. 000
2 1.324 0.754 0.949 0.282 1.207 95.483
3 2.517 1.598 3.115 1.630 1.958 89.181
D_SHIBOR
10 2.302 5.837 4.986 2.113 2.198 82.564
15 2.302 5.844 4.990 2.116 2.202 82.546
20 2.302 5.844 4.990 2.116 2.203 82.546
M, My
0.789% o
M, . M
1.080% M, o
My .
M, SHIBOR o
3 4 o
M,-M, SHIBOR 3 N
o 7 M,
13.969% M, . N N
4.8439% SHIBOR My M, o
5.564% 6
M, 13.535% 7
M, 2.937%  SHIBOR SVAR
4.990% - Granger
My 2006 2015 M, M,
M, SHIBOR. .
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Abstract: The analyzing framework that consist of structural vector autoregressive( SVAR) model Granger Causality Test and
technique of directed acyclic graphs( DAG) is taken to investigate interacting effects between M, M, SHIBOR stocks
bonds resident deposits and securities investment funds from macro level and market development. Meanwhile an exploration
on how securities investment funds affect Monetary Policy Conducting Mechanism on capital markets in China is also done. Using
monthly data from 2006 to 2015 the positive analysis is taken which is based on securities investment fund M, M, SHIBOR
stocks bonds and resident deposits.

Causal analysis results show that stocks and securities investment funds are closely related to each other but are not effectively
linked with other variables. And it is proved that current status of China’s financial market is in segmentation and the develop—
ment of financial system is still imperfect. Compared with M, and M, SHIBOR is less correlated with stocks bonds resident de—
posits and securities investment funds and it reflects the current situation of China’s money supply as the main intermediary ob—
jective as well as interest rate is not yet fully market-oriented.

Variance Decomposition results show stock has a big impact on securities investment funds vice versa and it may indicate that
the current Chinese financial market is not mature and the investment channels of securities investment funds are so narrow that
they exacerbate the stock markets” volatility and risk concentration. There exists less impact for M, as well as M, and SHIBOR
on securities investment funds bonds and stocks. In addition there is no impact for securities investment funds and stocks on
M, M, and SHIBOR while bonds have a strong impact on the M. This shows that the transmission channels of monetary policy
through asset price have not played a role that affects capital markets.

Under the current economic and financial market environment adding securities investment funds in the broad money called M,
variance decomposition results demonstrate that it has less effect on improving monitoring and regulation of monetary policy in
capital market if M,” would be taken as monetary policy intermediary objective yet reducing the impact of fiscal policy on mone—
tary policy and improving the stability and independence of monetary policy. In addition from Granger causality M, does not
enhance the interactive effects of monetary policy and financial markets but improve the contemporaneous causal interaction be—
tween monetary policy and capital markets from DAG causality so as to better the sensitivity of the monetary policy on the capital
market.

Keywords: securities investment funds; capital markets; monetary policy; directed acyclic graphs; structural vector autoregressive

model
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