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KFBEEEA JdodA EEBE BT

3

sl

ELWER REEBHRAE

Ly

sy WA Hik
FlE R =) KR s
HERERER

~=== -

I. == %

BEAE 9 BREE BAE A% BRA#E
Ex BREZEES T Y T I8
Er A BEHE (economic efficiency) S §
deb EiESA o —ERY LEEFE F
dMA weh e £ES v AR HEY BX
g & 4 glow, dWow dAT HijkE
3} FFES sHx 24 o BEY Eas 2eEste
Ao zr FAEL FAD + drk =g &
ETERY] #Es BEBRITE FEd dol A
Z Fay BRY shielx ¥ 5 ek

Aol A= 8l Vel REEEA K
BEAS FIEERE (profit function) E °]-§, #iih
MR D BRFAMENZ N3 $q5ge,

e TAL WA [#d4 REaEE 2

* g RBEES EEHEY A WR"Y BTAER
oA elejdl di- FHFERE A= A,

At 71EY A= S AE, vadge
o, Ml = FiEmd B4 REudse
S7beke Bl WAS ARstgeh Vel
Ae AA FiEREEE F9Feeq 4 252
o MEBEHS LB S, VEA &
& oFste] FulE Mgteh

I. MRS HgRSHT ik

1R AL Bifli R (technical efficiency)
B R (price efficiency) 2 o] AT 4
A=k

1. Bl

Bffigasel 2t 25 —ERY AEEHE F
d3te debabE g YAE AF F deUHE
7helsle Aol =l S BFEIL F 2 4
EEFRE AHE3td & BRuc 92 Bl
4 dgod 2 2% E vhE BFR BiisEs
el A 93 Aol

o 2] gt FfFAE-E v mslEd gle] AF7x
de] o] &xl HHEE HEGEIEN 97 Farrell
(1957) &) BAfrF B MR (unit-isoquant) H&RE 5
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ek dlE Bl "l lkg AEEdl AT &
Bzl BEL] fiGel A wrbebel &b F Aol
ol ¥REES HE BARE @ho 2 & v}
Zdl FA & FROREH s o 4
27 BieSd dAshed B EHE (envelope
unit-isoquant)-& 7& 4 v} olAE AFoew

% A8 HiEES v mahs el

Tt o] whilell % HfyaAse] viwE et
ZRte] BAEEE JF =24 dEske

IRA FAL BERY W =L FEEX
o IR BA 5 AEsE 2 A g

oz #H-¢-= 7 & Folt
=g TRl BEAE
L AERREZS HEY BiEdEat ad
T+ d' 7hEel WAShe oWl ARkl
A ol BRI AA R b EiEEsel A Ak
£ vkl HE AEE Ayl e
1976).

o2l 3 MELE R3ly] S8 sz EeL e
(Herdt and Mandac 1981)-& &3 EEBEHE
o] &3led FiiRy Bl A4S = BEE A7
3 BASEERES Tedoh e o] Wi E
] o] &= 7ddl = EAIE S HESI e F
Arch BRI AA 7P 5 Jd= LETREEE
(production possibility set) ¢} “zzFA¥HAFe]
Aol dalgebe ®Age] gyl @ ot 19l
oo whilg BBEREH BRAEITME
FAC aTitEg AnFRa ody Ax 3

(Yotopoulos 1974).

=t} (Carlson

+

2. EAsHE=E

B zEe el SEl%Z (allocative efficien-

cy)olet® Ee| 9% dh=dl, Frbsh AEER
o] PRAA:EMEE (marginal value product) &
EHRER = RAEA (marginal cost) 3 4 2]
AZ1a bl dlqE Adeleh & slsb H
Be BAst ol =718 sbushe f58Eq A
el e},

EHREES FH8l7) d64 dutdoe fFE
BT FA L ohe WEERS RA4EYEE
oF 7 EXRERKY EHRE T2 vz

2ot ol dt WMyl E FA Ae] Wit &
I e ok 3 BRA 93 A EE
4 F sl vlxE o9 HEM HE
ol E B EEEEe EREK]
HE e Aksiel sielelE, Bl
7l A Folvh MA BERSel A4 AEHER=
# RRAEWEES BEREERS 42471+ 3
7 AR v27] wEell A A4l wlwstk AY
E-7} =35}t (Lau and Yotopoules 1971).

E—’H T‘},

gl Ael gl

0. FEERE SR R

& A -2le HrEgEs BEkEEs 3
A, Aladel gl A EF7bx ZEEso] 2 wby
o o8] 7hA] el & mokvk ol 3 A
2 Bsly] Y w99} 8 EZ £ (Lau and

Yotopoulos 1971) &= Q1= #E¥e FIESEE
T83ld REBHFES LA
AR B el FEEET Ze

SrAE FREHE FEmEe TEERY F
HREE FY Tz BEREY Emeds H/
BEAES FAd FZatdez wla ¥4 5 3l
e Aolvh ogo e FlEmEel AERE 2k

‘707] 31‘{}_“4:‘%3 4 o]% Hopper (1965) £} Yotopoulos (19
o] HEAA £+ drt



o T EM: (duality) -2
HsEE Ao r
o},

o] g-she] A:gERESL ft

FRE F dE FEE o

1. sl FEh%

% RS AERME ches 2Thn e
=L

I.

1) Vi=AFX, ZY;
Vz AzF(Xz ZZ\
o, Xi=v#AEE$Ee] WEel(vector), i=1,2.
ZisAEEEERY W), i=1,2.

k]
\_\_

T B [BFEM: (marginal condition)
L g 2

N

BAF(XL, ZY

(2) axl _g_k;cll
2 2 2
. Sa

Fi20, k>0, j=1, -, m

w, cj=i BERE AT URERY BAERS
=24 Y BERSR Vi gk

AD 3 @) 258 REHEA AN dE 2
Hud, A, gkd Al=A%leld F BFRY H
WHEL T4 Aolvh, B4, ud k=kK(=
Le,myolelbd 5 RMS EHE 2ol st
=& ¢ g deh AlA, T OBRY R
| Zodd A=A FAl m7ﬂ—°4 TR
Srell gle] Rj=kiQl Kefhol 552 Aotk

oleldr %A E FIHEE B4 Asdns]e
b=t A FX Z)d A3 “BAREgE
¥”  FIEEREL (unit-output-profit  function) ==
(UOP profit function) & G* (¢, Z) &} 713 312 =

€2

=3

7 glo] BRI A 9 kot 1.0o]w 2 el glel j T
BEST FIBBALGEL 24 #AD S A2l

FpkEel AA EHNE 177
#}E (McFadden) 9] Mol 9& AERP V=
AFX, Z)= 923+ 2¢ UOP FliE@mEE 7}
At} (Lau and Yotopoulos 1971; Lau 1978).

3 *=AG*(c/A Z)
ot =R ERERG A TRERBRS £RE
o 4 FES EEDEBOZ U 3
%, UOP Fijj,
c=AEYERSR e AEERER
(c$ Z= Wels oulg),

webdq A8k ERSE xR
A A UOP Flg

* @R

@) A=AGH* (kicl/ A, -,
1=1,2

Ricin/ A% Z7)

=2 Y-¢] Shephard-Uzawa-McFadden ¢] £ (Lem-
ma)oll we} WERERY FERE SEDS
FEREE haa o] A 7% < gl ¢
oG*

“okicl

_ A G
K ac

6) Xi=—A=

1=1,2
j=1, 0 m

aG*
& okict

® Vi—AGH— A'Zk,

— AiG*— A'Zc]

=7 act

1=1,2
EEER G)ek (6)& ol 83t kA Hesw

¢ e W,
WE??—‘I FEER
Xi=_ #*C2)

- T
£ EY f#ﬁ"@&
VE=z*(e,Z) - }: i gﬁZ) >

Cerld Gre G* (k,c]/A
24,

, J=1,m

o Rich/ AL ZY, i1=1,2% 7}
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b5t e A4 UOPFIE@lRe 2% + 9
o,

7 = Vi—g"’l X

(1—k)ci . oG*

_AzG*+AzZ kl %
7

i1=1,2

AT K1Y BAE =2 UOP FlEREE #
Eihe] BEREY Als kE vlaste Aol K
AR e Bl S Aol

2. AE—c|Ze{~ (Cobb-Douglas) F|fdk
ol ’EENE

UOP Flis e AEmEge] defell w2} 2
T3] ZelAmr =l AEEHS] #ES vt
3 "ast ok

glubd o 2 de 245 3= Cobb-Douglas ZEEE
BT Pk, EEREE

©  vealfixy(fiz})

o, X=rEEEER
Zi=TELERR

webd UOP Filifm#=°

©) n*:A<1'#>'l(l_#) {]fjl (i/a) _aj(l—p)'l}

A A UOP FlEE et AIBERY T
iRy BR-2 Cobb-Douglas B4 74 -¢- 5K (5), (6),
M2 BAE olgale] oA AMTozd &

a7,

TS mmEdy Vede UOP FISEMK % oA =k A

= Lau (1978) & =,

sh 2 Rel At
(10) ﬁ,i:{(Ai) a-p (1—jzzaj/k§) }<]f:[1 ) ._aj(l—y)_l}
. {Jli[l (Z ﬁqu#,—x}
1=1,2
1) = (Ah) e (a]/k‘c]) {H ()~ }
{H Chind ] {131 (chy =" }
. {]I=I1 (Z]i) 19]-(1—,,)'1}

1=1,2
j:1, e M

ol

A (0= (11)-& 2ef zhskslAl EA415H4,

5 . m L a¥n ok
(10" =A@ 1L Z) ™

' XK= T @
777

o}, Ais= (At)(l—ll) (1 Zaj/k ) {ﬁ (ki 2 1}
af=—a;(1—p)!
Br=p,0—p)
Fie=(1— éfr,./k;'.) 1™

T BR Aol X0 EEEHSE hEel
A
2 (1—;,)’l (l—ﬁd /kz)
w A A]E
* (l—jglaj/k})
w2 —aja-p
. {,Z;["k;-‘] |
kel A'=A* 9 k=E (j=1, m) ol et
Azl A RobxlAl Hlx, A5 7 AFY 4



A UOP FlMiik: $93hA et
5 sge] A4 UOP FIEEEE » weba o
&3k 2o},

(13) H;=A2*1’i’ ) a;-‘ﬁ A%

T13=A4 - A*) @ il 2y
el K(13)4 el HRHKE A
(14) Inlli=

InAl+Fafinc+36F In Z}
j=1 j=

A%

In T13=In A4 -+1n(- )+Za e

+345n 7
7=1

R T UL B el 7k 9
I =00] 2 Aelx 4A HEE el

ol o] (dummy) SEE o] ¥t I

as - Cﬁ‘z = (k) (k) e =at

whebs K (15) & #ESA =+ s 7 7Y

el sHssh ALk
1) AA UOP i@l 414 ofsk 3X(15)¢]
abizt 27 Hw k=124 i #F%E ] BEXKE

BAS ) 9o FEEALE
%472 9

2) #d af'=afeld F BFI j Bl o
) AR EEEEe] 2ot Aol

A RAGEHS

3
— ——"3?:.721 me A el ~cjfx
% ¥4 34
— X3 _ dlnz*
= a7 A
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V. #eE RR

UOP 7= Cobb-Douglas B2 7143}
T RN e 1977 E KRBEERRETRE ol
Fahgl o 1, 4T BRI BRI gtk REK
B PRUEED 2 BHFEHENZ v &
A5kl et

1. SubiRel EHERE

PR R A Al REAES v 2s)r)
o] 94 0.5ha 2 ezl 84 HER=
UOP FlimaBisl "IABE3RS] FEREEE F4 3}
Hdom HEERS s 2o

(16) Inz,=InAs+afincCr+ /¥ In T+ sxIn FK

@ —CXi_y,

u, m.=(CREBEREEYEFA-%E8)
=X Kz & Ei%
C.=lHIESE- KB Ke B B
T =X A OF)
FR=EFEAREE )
X, =58 ARH )

A(16) 3 A7) &
Unrelated Regression 7% (Zellner 1962; Pindyck
and Rubinfeld 1981)¢] & &}e] -FAlol] HEE=] ol
w2 A (& A B upel v
aed UOP Al s T vl A Ei
o] sl ¥ B (decreasing function) B}= &4
o] Ao ok et WA 8 HiibHEEE o
3t UOP Flik# <% 0.5ha u)ul, 2 0~2.5ha,
3.0~3.5ha o] &} A Foll A ut of o] £ BUES
vebd o2 A F7HY] REHES T 21502
o] wastgd el &, 0.5ha wlgk %19k 2.0

~2.5ha 57F% 2% A, 93

A 27t A g Seemingly

3.0~3.5ha I
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3.5ha o} F7HE 2§ B 2A

QEET 1Y

18) Inrz,=In Ax+dépDp+afinC,
+g¥n T+ gl FK

—CLXr
4

19 ~=af1Ds+a}tBD;

=k, Da=vin] d424 2§ A=1
p=vlr] He24 2§ B=1
HERBRE EDAA £ F b 7 &R
2E7Y REAES oY S BRESE
4wl wE F deE 2D
1) sy EEEE(Hy 2 05=0)

o] 7FAL 5% FHEKHEN 4 s7E 4 gle
2E F 2E7S RERE =
A gkokvh

2) WY WiauEH : af'=afb)
o] FhdL oAl wel Hp: kf=
24 A=A 5% ABAKENA F 2EZ
Y BHREE.) B2 ¢33 o F gl

3) EH KE W WRRE

(Hp : 65=0, afi=al®

# 1 5 e UOP #E@EE 3 $&ho| MERN*

SoekodloB | FAAFN=469
UOP %Uﬂ‘%ﬁs@é’ﬂ
In Ax 0.083 (0.734)2
3 0.040 (0.733)
af ; —0.124(—2.481)
5 | 1.051 (52.188)
Srx | 0.008 (0. 746)
BEhel THEEK
P { ~0.265 (—11.950)
a} i —0.164 (—2.675)
BERECL S
* 22 A: 0.5ha v) u& 2.0~2.5ha %7},
2% B: 3.0~3.5h 3 5ha o] 4k 57},

o] ZHd-& ol (D3 @A & A3k 7175
= geoeba A" F glot 5UT A
T REgEe] et sivlvln EREES Bl
BEse] Ak e AN v 5 o] el A
Fa X Aelvh, AT ¥ F kel EEEE
s} Bilipdsd] A A eg Aelrt A &
ket

=

4) 28 A KRR eMEEuE Ho : af=af")

o] 7L ko] 1.0817FS HlAE F= Ao
2 2§ A BFF BEE AR 27

A $Yekn AEhE 4 vk RS o

A o] 5% HEKEAA slAde 2 FfE
KAbefkobE 22 B8] olgHx g ¢
T+ ik

5) 1EB BRo WHERNEH) : af=a}?)

A543} 5% FEAS A sHe] 49 +
SEB ERE FME AL 3

A 3}
WA = el E dol 3 oA wxl vk FEEAlL

2. AT ES ERBE

Bl FrEER BEEE Sl deldx
oA BB LAk shAviRl 2 4]

# 2 Jtdel HE

A3 { -
4 H, = | FfE F{Eﬁoe’és)
@ 85=0 F(1,921) =0.54  F(1, 921) =3, 84
® af'=a | F(L,921)=2.47  F(1,921)=3. 84
3 {ngjz%'} | Feen=1 28 F(2,921) =
@ at=a | FL921)=6.73 F(,921= 3 84
® af=al® t F(1,921)=0.25  F(1,921) =3.84




FIETERI 2T 7z UOP Flfmisl %8s &=
BeE s 2oteh #ERe R(15), (16)

fsht HiEE Adsts de G 8
= Bz TIAZAA. zaddl (& 6)dlA
R wksh 2ol RMFTHTZAER UOP FHs
ol dAAE HEA AT W EE A T2
T Al S ERMEES TRHFE
Reme, olfF F IEuE I KERES
vlms wgres] #EERS ohE3 2eh

T el

(20)  Inm=In Ax+5Do+afinCy
+8¥In T+ gfxIn FK

(21) :%szD r+a¥D,

Tp

= = (RAEEDEE— $8E— EEeR) /X
# kgl K

ng}xq;},ﬂ%g 7FE 7l & Hu] W4
=LA EE AP E He) A
(FE DY HEERE 22 J4E A2 2

AR 4 32)

% 3 EIEn AE A=l UOP HBENS SEe

RERK
s e} o g} | FAA F (N=1,203)
UOP Fl B
—0.122
In A, (—1. 428)
0. 445
% (12, 668)
ot ~0.049
i (—1.493)
. 1,025
Bt (77, 852)
3 0. 006
Brx (0. 966)
A58h0] FE S
. —0. 405
e (—12 153)
0 —0.213
L (—23.183)

() kel %he HEQ.

T BRFTAEN ST Shesh A (1) Salats,
@) &AbE (@27 A AR 50% ol4al 5o,
@) bz (A AAFA 50% o) 4l B,
) RALE,

S dolA mEgE 181

A, SAbdEe] Sl aztEae) AA 4
R Qo] $9T Aoz vehged G}
4 W 3),

A, SAatEn BAAAEe EHEEC]
dzoi As G @),
2F BT EEEEEE S =27
A GHL @ (6)).
SRt R
o] ¥ AL Aot 1ol HiEHE £x
EiEE AR opd T X 2F EobA
AL $ReA 2k WA A AHER
HEEEY Kok BE T agh R
(15)% ol-g3H%

B — eflafi—1)

L= afiet—1 = L0

24, B1=0.1620, 22| k}=0.2658 = K-}
Kpach 1,08 o AA7tS %i A 25
Mo dA£AFuTt EEE ¢ Fo 2

@ % 25 ERAEEEE R(12DE o4
ste] Aig T w9 ek,

=

Ty

() =~ )bt e (8

=0. 9197
wehA AT’—Z 50860] = =2 ol xpatyo] #

x4 Jide d8

2 H E m
", 1 FfE F1#/0. 05)
W) 35=0 (F(1,2339) =162.94  F(1,2339) =3. 84

@) oFf =ap® ’F 1,2339) =31.31 | F(1,2339) =3.84
@) {io—_oa | F2,2339) =81.76 | F(2,2339) =3. 00
) ars a-LrL | F(1,2339) =58.48 | F(1,2339) =3.84

() ef=ap

| (1, 2339) =23.25

F(1,2339) =3.84
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el 2}
Apatipo] Al Ad Bk Gl o A
© @iEEES BRAE w5 ole] v} 4

A

fel 71 Wil Ao veRRLER

res ¢4 90 adzE 94

V. B o K

BEAEET ol KEFHEE THde B
fomss) ERUES FAd 248 5 e #
FEREE o) S5te] HHHEIBA ¥ BHHER
IS Ve S e i T

Aogpdzpge] ool BibELEN == 0.5k )4l
2.0~2.5ha, 3.0~3.5ha 9 3.5ha o] A} FEFKulke]
UOP Flimgie] Bt % shial AISEERERK
of el WABmB BES Tzl el 0.5

FHAEE B 2F(EF BoR o] K
A s vt s ASAS T 21w
Zroll e AA Al EEHE A Aolsh AT
FEE Bl @B ddAE A=
022 EE & ciab 25 B BK
T HERAEBELS T5A7L
2 o E 2FA FrHEs Al EBEE
+ Aelst 9t shvlel® FIEBALEA A 2
ot BEHIE BAGE A ¥e T

215l

glgom

AU
u‘«x.,

s BHATA RS UOP FEwa il Aol 8l

ﬂﬁ%%ﬁi&%ﬂ%ﬁﬂ&%ﬂ%%qmﬁ
ERG

i -+ 2% 27 AEER Bk =

ha Slak b 2 2.0~2.5ha E7bE shibel 2 RelAARE Aol HWHE B MEiEHE
(7% A), 78 3.0~3.5ha % 3.5ha o]}  WelA ¥ shdasty nol gEEye = et
# 5 e UOP fiME#et S&e RERK
i 4 A = 4w (N=11D
st 2 o b | ) spasiul | 0.5~1.0ha . 1.0~1.5ha| 1.5~2.0ha| 2.0~2.5ha| 2.5~3.0ha | 3.0~3,5ha| 3.5hac] 4+
(n= 310) | =628 | (n=407) | (=211 | (n=91) | (n=3D) =20 | (=21
UOP #| # ﬁ
A 1.213 2,020 | 2.057 2,932 | 2.181 1960 | 0.725 | 2.408
n Ay (5.300)  (13.783) | (9.824) (8.838) | (4.451) (G505 | (0.863) | (5.777)
. ~0.054 0.182 0152 |  0.023 | —0.059 |  0.065 | —0.185 -z
ai | (—0.85) 4.917) (3.067) | (©.38) | (—0.605) |  (0.551) | (—1.082)  (—2 644)
. L 1061 0.919 0.927 0.941 0.973 0.941 | 1156 |  0.957
& | (20.986)  (44.049) ' (34.150) | (28.303)  (16.361)  (11.406) | ez | azr.om
. I 0.016 0.014 0.010 | —0.002  —0.014 0.019 | —0.009 ' 0.021
Brx 1.135) 1 (214D (1.150) | (=0.177) = (—0.889) ©0.652) | (—0.24%) (0. 863)
B g el % E B
" _0.292  —0.205 | —0.195 | —0.178 | -—0.171 | —0.182 | —0.195 = —0.133
L (9.785) | (—47.117) | (—32.208) | (—29.802) | (~19.612) | (—12.106) l (—4.968) (—12.654)
() o wa= HEY.

8 o714

& s Latsel 5T
3 HfEE Ang o
my woha Ao =2.50860] 2k 4 SR Aol
e ol AEERE HANL 4 dALdEunt 15
WO AAE G 4 ATE AL P, T &
2 4 g AL, % QAL AERI S
fEAsfce A SRn Agstehe sl &
el SiR®) Ao R EEE o F v

Folsot & AL UOP Flffle] SAMAE I 3
& o= FiE) omA SR
ol zakalAl a4 s ok

fesiae] woteh whehd
FAe Ealgrgd ot At

s el BBt
Brohe #e] el ek B
1 Aol 7k viebd sHeAE Al4ke)
Cozev ol FEAS
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hws
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*£ 6 BMuFFARER UOP fiB&%t S5 FEEANY

’

s A &% Yoy (N=1745)
. T R
B A N

B = &) | n=169) | (n=373) | (n=1118)

UOP FI| ¥ i 2

a4 | —0.216 0.405 |  0.615 0.347
nA L0580 | e (3. 673) (4.183)
. | —0.501 | 0. 130 0.074 —0.031
al i (23,085 | (142D (L.246) | (—0.946)
. Lon 0.948 0.960 1.018
Ploeoized | (6.099) | (37.59) | (75.602)
o | 008 0.032 0.019 l 0.010
(—1.234) (1. 984) (L. 685) (1. 541)

% Y FEBRK
—0.405 —0.241 . —0.213

w —0.302
o | (-9.115) l - 15486)'

() &8 =24E HEY.

_18.353) . (—23.892)
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