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THEERHT AT)o] YEde|dE U7

19901t OECD EFRE FAlo2*

R F

& =28 HESM7IE(T)0] &0l Mol ojxl= Y&E OECD 2274=8 that

22 HJFEY SUct FRE JEEY e clFH Eolh XM, 1Te o)
QIEa|old AXoll 70511 UBE &lsizict BM, ITR s Halel8 & &
Holl e 7hstata (A F1h)7t Us gHeo], ClE BHHoRE (T of3)
sl Eel EHR ol SRt (RA EIo| HYsIC A, e ¢
F0| £2 F7IZHT)0 &2 F7p2(LT)oll vistod A k= IAH eIt
X|gh 82X Zojol ofsf dMzle wLlE Qs () ED HolM YT
2 S7RHUNO Bl3to] 233 S| UEct ghelo] HEap) W Ik
(LMe T2 ft &(z) ke 28|2 HIT XHECH g4 LEtD J2lch ol
B SAR ITot AFEOIME Ol HE & = UXI, HiEN2R2 SF 5

UE 20| OlHE Al et

#al FH0;: FEEN JI&(T), LEAOM (), CIXE FAEM A0 )9 2RHD
ZNEHBHRR FRER: E3, 03

* 2000dE s4Udn ol SedT] AUE dol £YE 7Y FE ¥ AR #
qg =go AL HE =T, 2% do} UEA] RE 2 fvw AR gaje] Heo|nh
AGEN Y e 18 oA 4 FEd HAtg AusY HPAN 2EE § HEFA
go 43R vl 23 Sduista AT wagg el g SoA nr-E-E ¥ v
Aoz A ZA Y FALSLE (2001 12) A Fe EEL ST KDI At Ed

e

AFdAE g =Wyttt

AUt A ZA EAEE B, e-mailt yilee@saint. ssu. ac. kr
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[. A&

A 1990ell e W=E YAIE tiF-Ee OECD Z7Fso] A 19704 u)o)
gl e QIEF Ol H &S AL B3 ARENIE(T) o st 2 10
of Q2 AEolde] 43 B e Reg By v}k EEKLY B
(1998, 2000) 9l &J3hd FEFA7|go] U2 B35 ES 99T 0.5% FAE <
StAIZ Ao Yeh Brlsleel 3 7o Aeg B3 YUtk ol YR v
=9 AEHo|Hgo] AYF 2~3% U HSES FA8ln Uvhe g pFY
HIT7E AEe ool 713k e oF 20~25%0) o] &the AE gn|3i}, &
Hel B+ w=3 Zo] ITo of3) AEH M) dAHYTH FAAL] Bns ¢l
ou, IT7F AEHE G st =go] H3ithe A& dFstn UTHOECD,
2001). FElVete] ASE IT7F 2H|ABIHCPD 8 71822 0.1% ZRJE 1A
71e A37F D e FFHD UoH (@8, 20005 AHEAAATA, 2000).

o2& AAEH I Eol et A ol tidld w=gto] Bk ARHm o
T 8% 88T B9, 1T ot AAA&Fek= ddl, ¢ 8030 ol <y
A FEFEE A Yeolegke Asl, WTO A oldll FuMuel oquiz
Bl gobd BrlstEgEe] EAdivhe A, 719 22 YAy =
712 O d385UE &5 52 2 UL ) FRFAREe] 7)o o3 oji
A B3et ALY F7E E 0l EE E3A A B 719 E gtk
Fol AEH AT A Ao #F =A 2] F87 A4lAlg}e) shtolt), R
€3 A7AHA FHAE Jorgenson, 2001; Jorgenson and Stiroh, 2000; Oliner and
Sichel, 2000 §) < IT ol &3 A A #/de] dBoz QlE g o|go] wWolA
the Q1 v, olejgt Adel 3eHA AlZg 2n e FAE (Gordon,
2000; Rich and Rissmiller, 2000; Gamber and Hung, 2001) & QlE#|o]Ad&o] Wo}
2 ol E e oA 2 itk & E9, Rich and Rissmiller (2000) & A
1990t vl=e] (KA Z o)A AL 1T 9% x| Brhe 59087t &k
o v 3A ZIRIEdne FAHACt 1 Fet AFH|de] Rold Aol A IT
of ol HAA] ol H & alel] o7 ZQUA o g A77} nlR s
1) §Fe8), AT FaT QFHoN =P FAA AAA," 1997, 12. B8 FuolA

(www. bok. or. kr &%),
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ol2|gt Yol & AT FEBAVE(D o] AFHIHE EFe At
Ao @il dolRmal it IT71 AEFEHIMNE FEUH ofd HFAYF
ofgte] 713t Ue7HE sk Aol & A9 FEH. B =8 4¥2
FAHAL. ATHL A&l e o]&4 ¥ = } R eH
AEgolMzle] o)A H#AE nASIA Pt AMPNN AFEN 34 &
O AFHE BAY vixet de g9 @ FEoE =Fg Eden

I. o]&4 23 4%
1. X% Triangle Model

Gordon (1997, 1998) & Triangle Modele]& o] F22 AFEAN 7158 AF# o]
A FARHE AAIF b} glon, o BEo] d4e IEYHE & AHETn
Fasta glo. B By ofstH AFY ol (e 379 8lez dYH 3l
t}. &, QT ol AAle B4 (inertia), EFFL232 (demand-pull inflationdl] 4
2, a2li FF%4 (cost-push inflationd] 48)& €3 Utk 2 Rich and
Rissimiller (2000) & 1E#lo] o] A7) Al 840 2JalA] & s &S 4
ZHog HoF7 9lon, Mankiw(2000) = BY 2T AFg o] F430
0% BAZ YEE BAFn o3

2) A&l gQld] the AL A FEKER o FERER TR ddsed, HI
EERTE A2 35,2320 3333 2902 o AYel Fa FHHR e
A 2}, B35 FAQ AFHolde HuH @ielehe AR QAEH A& F
7te] AHAQ Gk 2ol HEA Z (monetary transmission) & E8lA sotsteie A
gro] sttt JEEK TS AHE HHF Gordon (1997, p. 18) & “Inflation is always and
everywhere an excess nominal GDP phenomenon, Supply shocks will come and go.”
1 FAEl ujgA 2% F2dlm ok AR BaelM EHUALR dhe 22713l
et Moo 37He3) CPIZ$E7e] O ATRAE AdE AnE 27} 1968~19799
0.312, 1980~1990'd 0.58, 1991~1999d 0.382 uyEhstth a9 UFeelde A
1980 Aol ®)sle] Eriel $aF7tel @7 W s ez FEHE

3) Rich and Rissimiller (2000) ¥ “To understand the behavior of inflation during the current
expansion, we use a formulation of the Phillips curve known as the triangle model of
inflation developed by Gordon™ g3 F748P3A Triangle 289 #84& Zxstn Urh
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Gordon9] Triangle 2% AFg oA AFHI e 8, FFSHY 8
A28 2904 (reduced form) 2 WEEHT QUth ot E o7 539}
o] @Al N F3EAEY g7t A E Eelstn UohHF 2 #F). Triangle
Model& QE#o|0] BA 9 ARl oJ&3t] MA3] Hrhe 7P (inertia <)
< 33 o] ARRDL 7] AA A (sticky price) o] BT ZAE F1 Uch
T84 & Vs eiTEe &5 A (HALE AALEHY 7)), 7HEEA
U Ze HdE AW EY Q4G ETY ) & AR (e, 1995,
184 - FE, 1996; Rich and Rissimiller, 2000 #%). ¥8%4& wdstes ¥
2E FUSZHEAE 2 FFo Oid $UE/D, &9 HE 99T =FHE F
o] 28 AMEE YT B A7 Gordon (1997, 1998) & Triangle model& 7|22
ats], BAHSR FEEAVE (T & BANEE(0) B4E 718l ol e} o]
AR gt

4

o

I, = oIl D; Z, O; IT;) (1

A 5 e 24 deie ARBSE Yehdith, £ d7e AAds Jdnzt
58 2Fsd Atk 719 4 () ol A FAA Q) B4 (inertia) off & <3
g wddhe AIRRESRAST (I,-), 223 58 $4E gste D, 28ln
B4 Z,2 FAH U 2¥ U FANEE (0 F AUtk 1
£ 90l AEF o] go] Holxl AL FANYe] ZEERENY] WEelehe

o{)}.
o}

ol

£3], Mankiw (2000} & EE2TFMo] FFFFHLENE FEE F UFE BT, £
B gHAFHNE o] Rl AEYO|HE F A F USE At ok o ofshE
Zgold e 7 EH oM, AAMYE Hold 4] (e84 4%)), FFF 2oz d9yd
£ UL BadF3 ok 7IglEgeld g AeA Jldz dAsn e s E 3 Q)
Zgold BA (inertia) o] 28 &g H¥E <+ USE HoFm vk F3F FHL
cost-push QEZolR oz 44 <8l & stk T84 AJYE HEE 58 37 A
AF7lE e gt Bl 348 3L AW oY & glo] £3) A5 (A LS
HA AL o)) HEE Ggoich HA AEFo] AYLFHY Fod ASH ol Eo] 4
%54 "ok o7)M 2Fe] WA R o451, ASAE ¢844 ddeqes AR + ¢l
o], AEdold 443 YPATHH =2 FA A weld 5. A
48 Aael MEL AYE W (RVAUY T HAHAEY] Aol) F& 7H5E ¥MEH
1Y% Aol A "k A9 2 Mankiwel 482 A= Gordong] Triangle 283} o)

3 fAkRIThE ¥ 4 gl
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F4ol A71E 1 glo] o] e Buzt gojtt. a¥1 Bmel FEA JRE
A71go] AEH I PlAle EFHE dokir] H8) ITAS7L F7HEUh 22W
HEEAN7IET AFH 0] o] R o" AL A YolEr|2

2. ZRE|ED QiEo[He HA

AR &0] QE )Mo lxe Ho] h AAFAH SRoMe] AFE
olx& tid?] u|EE AAolth. @A uF FFEY HuMdM ITe J& )4
€ 2% F Utk FHUR) ©o] AZIs I Yot 4FA BXo] Hupex] Fain
AE AAoltt, ¥t nAAA A S M 7IHHEo B ATE AL
2 g APl n ok (Baily, 1998; Smith et. al, 2000; HAE, 2000 FA=E),

HEBA71&(T) o] AT nlAE ARE o F 7NE 44 5 3
o} AA, FRBZAZEAT) o] AXAA AAE B3l BHA3MA v & v 8
Z 9 71408} GFEIRIE, ol v B93 &} (primary effect) 2 27
2 %} Litan and Rivlin (2001) & IT7} A4 & Bullsby oA A e8] & (transac-
tion cost) BFETEI E AlFelM e AYFN AT (o 2L BN THoE A%
AdEM) & B3A vlET Mol dEdithe A& BT FAEREAV|EE]
e AAFA ST AdEe AF AguEE g2 Aotk B ITe 9
AYRAA ARG Tl AYul &S W £x2 dojelw gt} & B9,
AAGAY (B2B % B2C) 8] He2 4% E/YE € 7508 5 AUH| &S &
o 7H4E S5 AAr) itk 4 E3 AJEY SER QlE ZHE FRYE v)fo]
gr1H o8 Fol8o] Al F8x FHUANFLR v Fol o] Agszich
AEIYlY] THLE AGAAZE FURA 3, YA e] A3 RolA AR F=
go] Fat 8a 3402 AT vk TF AN FR vt o] i
s 4ol PobA il xR SHhe FHE WEE FeZ iy

4) Goldman Sachs (1999, 2000)+ B2B AxAMIAHNE F& Aein| 4 FPENY7] vjzy 3¢
B 5.4%2) B4 7S AEstn A E7HGDP dEe e 7% & 3.4% 8 A3A e
B Y& Aoz Atk %8 Danzon and Furekawa (2001) & 1T8] 802 1%
H 44 EHE S e, AFEEAe] d5dA Zaqyd B3 Mo =g oF 200
o gejd g8 Aoz F4kta Utk o] #loE Fountain (2001) HxP3ANE 58 A%
Ryl o) W AeAME bz} oF 1209 @2l v SHAARE FHE R Qo)
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I 3lek S ol HAE £3] "old gle AA (frictionless economy) k31§l
YA AR HEHd wat 7FQAE o] AMA Aotk 3 el
wg2 22l AR 42 X2l AA AR 7HERIEE fEAlYe o F
FEEIE Itk Mandel (2000) & ITY A71€2 749 B2 AAVIHEY Y
o2 A8 FBS 4 HAIF (contestable market) ©] A Q1EFolHe] RolH L&
AES =]

£4, 17} 352D % FFF (A o] ANBATZ IAUEE Fatd A
glojdel] mlAe AHE A4 F sedl, °l& FAH A7 (secondary effect) 2
BHIR Pt FEFAV|e wEe T8 W FFE IHNE A £Fo=
o] FAIA AEH &Y FFE F F Utk FEBAVS0] F58(AD)E 5
o2 o]FAle 8919 st WA AmErR ot () TS ¥E2 A4 F
2 FEFA A A9 FA9E FUHAE Aolx, ole ;T 71 WAL
A& AAI AV Ase A FHEsE B3l 58t 7 FHE U
ehdct o]2g Bel MR (wealth effect) & B3 AH|FHE o]oZITh (R4 B
TA, 2000; Cabral and Leite, 1992 #2). (i) oA AWE 2 e HE2
& 2l ge] F Qolx, ITHEY A 33 (FA 48 49 2 FES
A 2 FEREY] A2 BX L8 SR % BXEUE BalA ADFAo] ¢
£02 o]%E Aotk ol¥dx= 2489 F7k: ¥t (Litan and Rivlin,
2001). ITe} W& APHH 4 FEY5S o4 9 £24xe T28E 53}
o #2498 FHA7IE E9= ZIdEd Gi) ITe 7€ 88 FdA7e &
AE YA, M2 BAAEE A MES $£88 FEWU. ITY Tee
AB|2ES] et 7158 FFAAE T+ Yol FES BAANGE & dE
B, 4% (SOHO: Small Office and Home Office) & &8& & + 3t} o9 4z
& B8oln UM E B ATAIAFEC] 55T Ut 6 o2 g A
8RAE0] FFRFME oA AR V|t

237 2H A9 o)Bd vl AAEE ITE A A F4E & & 3ok

5) OECD (2000, 2001), Varian(2000), Greenstein (2000), Business Week, 1998.5.11, The
Economist, 1997.9.14 and 1997.5.10 $& #2% 2.
6) 2BAKRIY BF B AlE www. commerce. or. kr, www. commerce. org % IZ2¥

2. felvetel 2ARlY WY 712AQ FnEYUL oA (2000 E #=2E A
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A3 A4 (paradox of productivity) 2 =&o] & R ARo]X|uk [T7} AJAkY
< FIANTIL Sicke Aol disl gAR ez QRshe B9rlolth D Aay =
He 337 30T 8o o547 BUE AdstAde Yoz zedn.
EFHITE #d AholA FARFE 7FsA sl A8 29Z 024 Brlsie
ol 719 Aoltt. FYAFoR AP BY AEERE) /19 N&H sge 1
T FEOE MRSk BHAT O AFEY 7HEE dHFoE QA o
B Wshs 9 WH 8-S 2AAA Evkeee rd@tmann oy,
2000: Berndt and Rappaport, 2001 Jorgenson, 2001; &49d 9], 2000 %), n}A|
OB ITe A998 B84S ZuAA EH4-S yehe 2w gl A
A3 BulgEdl BEE AF FRE S4A £7 BAs AETAL, A,
WE - A, FETe T F8HoE P sb5A sk H L2 AAAA 9
ol dEE F5E <+

ol AoiE wpe} o], Rl Ae 2408 D FFF0 vAE AR
Azlel osted FFL g Aok, F52(AD) ol BN Aile 7L QA9
E oz 8 Aoln), 2FF A9 nAe APE B718 a7 99
22 Zgste] F age] JuiAQd 2719 2342 (ED) F7)d olskd AFE R
oltt. &, IT9 £48(AD) ¥ FBF(AS) A i3t o|Fe=dd] gaigch

2 X 5] = oED [ ) IT ad I 2~
olE F2 o FHEW "é%'E% = "5%?’5 - %%E Yerd 4= lch

add ADFA B ASFA o] B v HE Hold XXyt EAE Ao A
€tk AD F49| o5& HlmA ©@rIzbe] dojuR|nl, AS RH9| oL ulmA
713t AA dold Helth(zF 14 #2). B3 BA|7lo] vl &1 (8W)
i mide) Eold MXe ARE SHshe ol ASTAo] YA s A1y

& = & Pt gl gelt. ol A seiNe LR AT _ 04D IT o

7) AL Al F2 539 B4 (measurement problem) 2R= U] 94 o] sa g
o ARENEE AL F2 ANAYE ¥ AU A9t Bed olEo] HEA DA
oM FEEtin B Aotk ®E dAEAA AN AEA F¥EE A Y Mu)2E A
A PPz 2Hske B4 Fol slFsoiol gtn B}, A9 YrrydAd] gay B
2I% David (1999, 2000) & #28 A =8 TS =SUNIEE 2408 § A7A ] Bat
AFg-& Gordon (2000), Jorgenson and Stiroh (2000), Oliner and Sichel (2000), Jorgenson
(2001) & = wig
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Z Holx ¥ Holot, ol BAE wkFAZ o] ol 4 () olth

5

H;’z = 7!(17;:—1, D(IT),}, Z;‘:. Oit. Isz) (2)

2 (2 elM F8% DUD7F FEFAZE (T T FHe o daA ] So
a3t Jgg womg YAES el wetd 4. 2748 viedsie 4

< HEE FAsla] 4 () 9 A ARPPA PR FH=olof g} 2598
Htddhe 42 ITE /T 718k SAS (control variables) XE H713le oleie}

z

-
o

o] Ayt

Djt = D( IT;‘:, th) (3)

Xe W I8 340 9% A 89eE FFHAS/HEYH AAMEE

S 2 TAT.

. 45E4

1. d5EY 28

ASEH F4E 233719 4 2, Q) AASIA olefe Zo] A=

€A H Ak (2SLS) o] o3l =T 9

9

8) Fagel AEH ) FF¥E A E B2e FFLFAE FHA veldle ez 43

HAoH G+ 2 &x). 2 ol Fag QFgoldztel A F8 Ar|H BHAA 3}
WA 4o olgsed, & AT cross-section HOEIE o] &% vlnd wWrl(8W) B4
ojct, AT FEYUSLE ABuold 4 (29 A Hrlskd Y& A=HE A &
9 A folAe] "olxn wE e R g FAE ASTE Uk EE 4 ()4
D Mo BAle] Aw¥isa Algsle BE o344 471 oblg = ok

Aol A& 257 Yt zh ¥gel AdoS+E FHalgey Ftes HAY 48 |
& Fole e ¢E e A9t A A= AdusE HeA gttt 248 248
e D, FE334 Widke wEH 43018 £ ASse) 9rbdag, 2883530
& &9 gtel sloj F7HE AAE oz AlgEsh
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Inll; = By + Bilnll—y + Boln IT) + B3D; + BiZis + BsIn Oy + e 4)
Dy= ay+ a\nIT; + a;My; + a3In0; + & (5)

371 A @elX g AEHIHY B/ (inertia) & WP dhe AFTR AP F
TE Eolth g ITY €493 AFE wkdsl e 238 o43tn Stk g
€ 1T o3 ¥4 AP 2E Wgs e F37t A, 3358 548
Hhdshe g,% IEQ F37t dEnt gv AANEES] AE Wt [z
B3t gk AAZE NFESE S A AAo] XEaA E7IRIE o4
o] 711, #FF7FE (excess foreign capacity) ©] U Aol A-g3ld E7IQI
38 FU4 Hol7] whFolt(Romer, 1993; Rich and Rissimiller, 2000; Gamber
and Hung, 2001 #x). FF84& Ueilie 4 (5) A o AdHE F3e EL
2 JEnt 8370 9% AA 2 80 2E FRIIFIFIE (M)
ARSI R AANEE (0,0 & AHESIReH, Al A Fie 47 s
¢} mleoli2olny,

3719 4 @) 2 (5) & 9B AR AAE ARIF FAl HEHA 3l F
Aupalol we} FH Aol G vk 2 HolM a1 e, B g0lle MES
Zholl wet A& AT 2/ NEET (&)%) 8 FUF R Ao E
B (uy, v7t BA ZFEHA AT F, ey= &+ uy . = &+ R AH
FAE 4 Utk YGEEA ) AN EHe 232 $EAY 23 (random effect) F 1L
AAY 2 (fixed effect) 2 THEC, Enola d4He 3487 Hausman2|
m $A% #3243 nPaF 2YE ARSI ofeld (6), (D Eo] AP
th 10 JPEAD &yt AEdEs dE IT, D, Z, Of & AE #A7} givke A&
vjdAe|th AHSER AMEEE IT, D, Z, 0 5& /N 77} Aside 3A
A AAgat Aol o3 B FEE ] wWielt) & W oW 37 A
BEleEe 1 27l R Y FAYg o APHY e Tenh ¥

10) G 1)) W 2 Lol Hausmang A EA % me] AA =D ledl, 10% fFEdlr AF
A (HO : E(&;| A9¥$) =0) 0] 71ztslo] fixed effect 2Yo] Hd Ao 2 YestTh
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3} o] Pt A o2 FRAAY FHE A F7ke ITAF7) 4534
g 0% 98 ke ITAISE dsgo] 318 oty FEsrt g v=, #
= F& on] 1990t Zutl| IT A AL 2T WhHo] A9 HxA
sl QT 2L Alol7t F AR Hrisn Uvh(EEAA, 2000, 2001;
A AA A T4, 2000). 01940115 W F7tek A Qe Adeoldt AA SR wet
ZAARG S Aol (o) 1Edold AAAHY T AFaold &AM I} 44
Aol W sfgze] Ao ’6‘°ﬂ}‘1 7kt @ o]z} ot

InHj, = B() + /len”,-x + ﬂgln ]Tﬂ +/93D/'¢ +/94Z,'¢ + /951!10,‘; + E,' +,Uj, (6)

D;, = + 0’1111 IT,', + a’zsz, +a31n0j, + E,' + Vi (7)

AR 75 7Y & e IV RIS A8US e e AR @
¥ BIFHCEREE HIT) o EFRCBREE LT 22 £/t 7P s
2 71e}l dio]8E 2484 €€ & ¥ OECD 227) Z7lol] gt P ITAG&
T F, HgRe} vmste] WA FFAEY £ I7REE HFHILBIR HITD
Z 3lm, AA HoA Hoh B 27 KIFREEE LD 2 EFesch(®
2 2z), B3 AZEAL 2709 F7H(1991~1998 3 1994 ~1998) & & L350l ¥lm
Ak B0 A b4 ITAFE 1919E o] FRE dg 3l &
M717te) A o2 Bk FRFAVIEe] EAHR] FAHA7IE 19959 R ol F
2 HE 73%ko] ITHOECD, 2000, 2001; Jorgenson, 2001; Baily and Lawrence,
2001; Mandel, 2000). 53] Jorgensson(2001) 2 19943 5-E U7] A|&3 ITHA

BEZ71Ae] slgte] g wol 19953 Eoll HIEHAM ITAF 7140] F4314 8t
galy] Alzek Ao2 1 gk & TN e BRI 20§ n8lsta 714
stet a7t Jehgr] AR A9 199438 IEAIA BIFHILAI71E 1994~
19982 F-&3tx, 90dthE B3 HA72H(1991~1998) # ] w3t
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2. A8 Xg

£ dFA ¥4 dojEe 71 FRAGEE FAALE YePE S e F
N ESA RE Fohle dolth I (www. nca. or. k) oA il EE =
7MY ESA RE AMRSIGITE UM ER| R AFE FE(100901F PCEIH
F), BAFEE (10090 ol 5t € #74 H3ds), WSEFE (10077 TVEF
4 R CATVZIIARR), AETHR-E(10009%F B Z2E4 D e o] §315)
478 B8 770 499 ARE FHsH AHED. FEHAHEL ITU (International
Telecommunication Union) &} A} (Yearbook of Statistics: Telecommunication
Services Chronical Time Series) & THE =& IS o d o8] J2te] =7}
B3} 245 GEstn gich 1) F48(D) & ¥ddhs HFEE A4S (GDP) #
A A E T AEN AEE AT 12 FEEY OECDE7l] &3 257
OECD A}E(OECD, 2000, 2001 Girno et al., 1995) & B8 Witz 3l o|&
a2 AHEslT)h e e AET(1997) o ARE o] &3 YR
(1997 ~1998) &} 7% A 41%&%(GDP) & HP ¥EE Ho|HE o] &3l &5
AEE EE2 YAt UEH A volele CPl ¥ GDP deflatorA & AHE-
) olfelx FHo Rt ARRe FEAFFIHE, GHT =FHE F
7Ve, AFEHe] HPEEHE (U E7E wd), AAY MEEE vgdte FUY o
8] GDPH|&, E& FHA F9 ¥ £U9Y v]& Fo] AHEEHUT.

!

o

11) 71 A<2001d) ol ¢Eg Fuspise] oatd 7R v Wiel IA
7123} vich ALY Aeatd dhae 4o 2§ 7 99 ARE 7Tl o3l
AEstg o, 200095 S BEHA W& st ok M2 ez 43HE A
HE 0~100 Alele] g zH €k 2122001 % BF o[A) 9] 2 H& 1008 2338le] IT
o] b FME WIgEla Uk B dFoMd & Wl ofdle] g E ARE AR
22 olfr= oEl ThE A B Al PUE 2E7] fEMT. A2 7IEoR A48 ITA ¢
£ 19954 olRe] g HEEHA gol 1991 ~1994Kd3e] AN E 2qPh EF A=
& 713e] @ AR e =, AT, 249, k240] 57 Po] DER A%H PR3V}
oA IT7F £ E¢ A9l 4AsA Jeh) 199538 A¥s] Fuay FAAHEE 448 A
2 ¥gAal7)x] Eahe GAE Sich 2ok 2 Al 7 RSP A (2000, 2001) A
2% "ARIIA R RES AFE A

12) 248248 wgske AR2E 259F AN Erke AQ4AEFHe] Y 287 A&l
At o 71U % FA7F Uk (Rich and Rissimiller, 2000). A& ke @73t 24 ¥
32 gopg A5 WEL F2 58 $HE g €dh
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3. AEEM g sy

AEH I FH L& 3719 4 (6), ()& QLA AA =2 F4=590, @3
4] FHATE E D & Dol 4 AAHZ U olF F HolM 4"
ATE ol &3t IT7F A FeojMo) vX = ANE 293 A9 Fap3 fnez
Be@ Aol (E Peolvh. F3ZAFA= Fdde] T dd AU E BHAS
®R) 7 ulad A Jeht A9EE goln glod ¢ BARE gAE dsshA b
et #4243 A& olds 1T FAle 25 BAHS R R93 (& A
€ Hol1 glol, ITS F3le] IEd | Ao 7|3t the 7HdE A3k 3l
e A2 Ygun U £33 E 1) Triangle 230] QJEo]AE Az
AhaFa 3eg BE9F3 Uk Triangle 289 3 82 (inertia, £83%2, ¥
F24) o dE AF FAZ] dFE FolstA Jdehta ok oy dukise 3
A=) & st @A vehdaz gick A= i 23e J1E Q@
(Romer, 1993 Gamber and Hung, 2001) & YA|HA A2 ez FHHT 3o
U FAALE fodA] @Al vehta gith ole BAHM ¢ AME 2lE Fof
A zkel7t Sl ®3ITh 13 F8 34 & YeEllle &5 WE D) ¥ ¥F3EE
e e 28] 53571 gt 43t glon BAH g fofdi %
St

(E D€ IT71 58 334 vl AHE g3t ok ITE 3528570
9 Weke g 43e vix 1 e AeE JEwt 14

7

au

13) Rich and Rissmiller (2000), Gamber and Hung (2001) € 03§ o2 AAYE ABE o]
B3] ZA Azel Boitel e A € BFEATh Romer (1993) £ AlA o e
wyeH(1143) of sid ARE o] 83l AFe M = Alolol o) BAY} ASE Ho
3 3lth. B39 A QEHolAn ATt e @A EAshs e #A971 9
o o $AXLE R3] ¢ FHHEDL U AL ByYLHY Aol B Fr|7t
(Romere 197358 1990 ol dlole]), 1 o= AAY A< (instrument
variables) 7} TEHA| &3] W& Ao F2Fcl Romery WEHSALE #est
AR A BN 71X B B3FFHol AFHolAel] nNE EANE FioE wy
(reduced form) & A% wbAcl, EI& Gordon(1997) 8 Triangle B8 S 7|ESE QA&
ol ITol 24 & Fx glon d¥dd] 28 & Ay, wety AHeg dgEs
AE Folz} qick Brle BAWESFE 1903 £537], FAlH A, gL =94
& AH-E Tk

14) AAE diolEld] o3 25 (HA A5 ZA L5 A) 2 ITAFI] B3BA S} 0,528
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E 1) elFsold FHA (BHES: InCPL, InGDP def.)

A ;Eé nIT D z InO | R/ Durbin-h / Hm®
o 10,2767 1-0.454*** | 0.06*** | 0.435** | -0.404* 0.63/11.58***/
91~'98 ]
QA (3.09) | (-8.65 | (3.29) (2.63) | (-1.78) 31.33
94~'08 0.125* [-0.823***]0.297*** | 0.164* | -0.06 0.66/1.56*/
(1.78) | (-12.3) | (7.98) (1.87) | (-0.49) 15.08**
91~'98 0.169* | -0.452** | 0.165*** | 0.902** | -0.683 0.33/0. 677/
I L7 | (-2.45 | (2.86) .27y | (-1.16) 10, 44*
94~'08 0.21* | -0.812* |0.404*** | 0.089"* | -1.30 0. 44/0. 386/
(1.83) (8.9) (14.2) (5.15) | (-0.67) 23.8*"*
s [10.278% | -0.376%* | 0.183** | 0.717* | -2.02 0.61/0. 63/
91~'98 .
- (2.16) | (-2.39) | (2.46) (1.82) | (-0.62) 10.9**
L o4~'08 0.480*** [ -0,654*** | 0.255* | 0.032* | -1.30 0.64/14. 81***/
(3.52) | (-4.6) (1.79) (1.89) | (-0.68) 9,25*
- 0.309*** | -0.236** | 0.058* | 0.08*** | 0.261 0.61/1.98**/
- (B.04) | (-2.45 | .73 (3.79) (1.09) 21, 14***
- 94—'0g 0.103* |-0.774***| 0.263*** | 0.046*** | -0.203 0. 68/0. 395/
(1.9) (-7.76) | (.12 (8.15 | (-0.84) 47.5***
9108 0.106* | -0.327** | 0.026*** | 0.913* | -0.453 0. 36/0. 34/
- (1.67) | (-2.25) (3.0) (1.98) | (-0.89) 17.83***
H 94~'08 0.234% [-1,903***] 0.781*** | 0,924** | -0.232 0.67/3.09***/
(1.85) | (-5.83) | (4.78) (1.96) (0.67) 23, 11***
91~'03 0.336** | -0.316** | 0.203*** | 0.583 -0, 662 0,54/2.01**/
- 2.56) | (-2.63) | (3.13) (1.08) | (-1.36) 3L 71
= 9408 0.274* |-1.262***| 0.903*** | 0.011* | -1.56* 0.66/1.15/
(195 | (-4.22) | (6.54) (1.76) | (-1.81) 38.94***

F: O A CL CPIE $595E 3T 298 onlsta, 4HA “d'& GDP deflator® F59
T2 3% A9E rE () £ahs tBAFHE Ve
@ ***, e 4 RAFEFE 1%, 5%, 10%94 AT Mol JlzEE o)
@ a: FEF3AL W

@ b: W E LYo “‘Hm" Hausman® m A FE 9uig

el 4ag e e BA7F $15E Yehilch o)y o AMgo] dAsiod, ADIA
o] o]go] AS9] o|FHTt A A& AUl AT UFE AlARIL ok E o
£ #i¥ozE ADFA o5& Bt EBE WA gEd W) ASTHY oj5e B
o 47178 a3tng ASFHA o|F& e WA gAY AA WY 8 sheAde] &k
15) FF23E Jdehlie ¥F2E 25083718 AS8YPEsHEE AHEEINE. ol F
g FAlol AHEEHA] R (ThFAAEE H3l7] Hal), 2 HolA F i Fo BAH
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& 2 &2 $H(D)o ojxle & 3

In/T Ma n0 R°/D.W
0.505"* 0.011* -1 11
'91~'98 0.62/1.85
i 099 (.61 (2.9 /
= 0.613*** 0. 056 -0. 167
'94 ~'98 0.62/1.78
(6. 54) 0.7 ©.1) /
1.914*** 0.053** -1.69**
'91 ~'98 0.85/1.95
(5. 38) 2.13) {-1.98) /
HIT 0. 689* 0.059** -1.149
'94 ~'98 ' ) ' 0.89/2.01
(1.78) 2.1 (1.12) /
0.762** 0.017* -2.531
'91 ~'98 0.47/2.22
T (2. 09) (1.73) (-0. 56) /
0,357*** 0. 095* -0.98
'04 ~'98 0,52/1.82
(3.78) (1.81) (-1.03) /

78 FH0 U ITY AlFgtel HITE7E 2497} LIT 271 vldled E4
el ol @ Aole ITR U% B &7} HIT F7hee] LIT Ikl g}
o 3A JeRd Reg FEHEH 10 FFHFIHEL AU ELR RoftA F
e ¥ A MEE AT FABAT dRAA BAHLR feofdt
2 @A FHE Ut

E P E D E E DE Hesd AHE ook F, & D Jepd
InIT Ase B934 A (primary effect) B WH3dln glen, Ha1¥ Ade

dor 00— 2 AdEnt. 234 A E DY D AFg & 29 niT A

FEE F3M TR o]E ¥FE Aol F D AAMHT gt dEH o
ITZHe] BAE WPl e (R D ~ <&E DE FHIEH, Fele ded %

o2 ¢ 9u] e ¥TE AYH R AEINE. 9A7HEE FEEEUESE AR
Bokou Aupyl F2) gon, ¥4z 7HEE dBE ARE Y+ £+ golch

16) HIT 712 FolA 2AE(dF7E 7@ 745 (915, Avitt, 294, 292 HIE, 2
dol, TF) 3 LIT 271 $ M (8=, 48, 47, TF2, 5, g, drld, =
e ol gl 1991 ~1998d3 F7MA s M 45EE vas] Btk HIT S7h2e 4
< H4F A5EL 151.8%, LIT Z2kF 125.5% 2 Weht HIT 2712oM & B 2y
7} 8L PsAE AR dd. 7P sthe e A1 38 (bull market) &
2 FEART I FUE B3l Ee At Jeht B8 F3e] O 9F AR £ UEE
oju) gt
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CE 3 117} 2@aolddoll o2l Ferzn 24
=94 &% (4) A4 23 (B) | F() B (A)+(B)

CPl | GDPdef | CPl | GDPdef | CPI | GDP def
] '91~'98 | -0.454 | -0.234 0.03 0.03 -0.424 | -0.205

AT} -

94~'98 | -0.822 | -0.774 | 0.182 0.161 | -0.639 | -0.613

'91~'98 { -0.452 | -0.327 | 0.315 0.05 0136 | -0.277
HITZ7} b . -

94~'98 | -0.813 | -1.903 | 0.278 0.538 | -0.534 | -1.365

'91~'98 | -0.376 | -0.316 0.13 0.154 | -0.23 | -0.161
LIT#7}

94~'98 | -0.654 | -1.262 | 0.092 | 0.322 | -0.561 | -0.939

A 298 A B WO A, 117} ABol BA(2EH R 244 &
g 2yeed) o] YT DA e Aoz Yeida g olgd age BAY

4R 717 Sofl BAgle] BEA AZolTt IT fgzhe] 73t (8o BAE
BojFm glo] wldRe] FH (M) & BAAA F1 stk 1T AE ozt
BAE H} FA3] 73] 9sk HA EYF Add] didted doiEr]E d.
BA7)3F 1991~1998 Ftol AA I71E tide 2 & o, A&l d ol g IT
o] er8Al& CPI(GDP deflator) & 71F22 & W -0,45(-0.23) 2 351 U}
ol AE37t 1% XAH wtel CPl 715 (GDP def. 713 AZdlo|d&L 2z
0.45% (0.23%) Y3 EHE 2t1 YIS AAHET.

E4), HIT =719 3% CPI7I$og & o -0.4528 LIT 37H29] -0. 3765
o g oz vepda ok FE3} 1zt 2 &Y YT E Ao
Aol S JAAT = BT (EYA A 7F & AABIL U] TS Aol <
3 QS ol dgol zjol7} P& HAFm ek 17 o] & A3 GDP def. oA

u

17) 244 (6) A thsted 28] Alsel Aot Arke A& ATMI(HO: 8= sH 2 4
A8 FEA S o] &8la] AA & AASAT 43HA H, L& 242} HITH LITE Jehdo
CPIE 2542 & 7A%: AB7|T 1991~19989] A% F(2,147) =19.655 o], £47]2}
1994 ~1998 E<HE F(2,103) =12. 052 1% 3} Fo@M critical value 2. 358 ZA 43
&3 glo] AF/MEE 71ztstm Utk GDP deflator®] 749+ 1991~19983 F (2, 147) =
24, 06011 1994~19989] A% F(2,103) =70.1622 9A AF7HdE 714sin it o
2] 8 AR A7) 729 JHdF) o g AVIEsth &, HIT 3718 Fdde 98
glolAd elAE-E AAIEHA QlEFolA o] RolAl H7MEe] LITRY o vk EgHY 3l
€ 7FsAe] Buhe A€ AAsigt. BaoA e old disl g3 ] gEAD, 29
3 gk 18 2 gL Ao wgEr AFgeld eEE dAse Uik B3F
F4E 43P ¥y oA BeAog AP Fojch. EaneMe BFFFHE B4t
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T 3l 1 gleh. AR} AHR-E o] FF (critical mass) & FoW FEIA 7
= &£A40] e Aoz dEA Uch(Markus, 1992 FZ). olg o] 7P
g A7|EE Zol7l Fg BAFT ik AW, B3 53 37)E HIT 3719 74
o (. 31500 B]&k] LIT 27k 0.1322 el HITAA E7M3s9E0] 9
=9 Aog 2AHUTH YolA oln] AW uvhel o] Fel AR Q) 4]
zu7} dolun, ExE ZUE SRS F7HRCHAE 16 33). ol 7t
ARgel Av|Z2d 2 7|GFEe] FASYARE vYepd 23 HIT S7kee] LIT
2rlzo] H)Ele 248 $AEN} O A AR AZ4dn. YA, 294 En
= HIT Z7F2e] LIT 27b2ol vlgted A Jehgz|e, ¥4t a37p] &3 &
(&) &= 9388 LIT 2712dM o 2 22 UeRch(<E 3 32). o
A HIT 27129 A$E Ee 544 &3} el 243 A34E 3A JAA
A wgly] W &) Zoe A JEBTL & 1T Adulésts 5 74
AeA 7l A (EYR &)/t YAEL GE dHeRe 58 FUHE B9 7t
AL QAN E o (34A 2o & A&tk HIT I7bld ITZ 8 &7ske
Q01% AT Bl ErMEEYEE A AFH oM nRe F () EFe 71
w2 37 gote-g AARL o] AL IT7F AEH S o= F=7AE
waz|u AR3l Ade] we vFAes e & gle AL ofdS AAE:
tlA, ARE FAA 71781 1994~19982] 7S E9A E3F 19911998
Aswg 37 23EAc a8 BUa 2e 9 F(@) A 25 SloiA 1994
WE o]Zo) [Tl AEZgold AAEN7}F of AA ebsdct. 1T7F U&= <] (CP
712) Ao P & (&) A 1991~1998d% 1994 ~1998 2 vlmaf Hd, AA
Z7he) A% -0, 424% A -0.639%, HIT=7He] A& -0.136%°04 -0.534%,
LIT 27te] A$ -0.236%90M -0.561% 2 22t & Eo g AstAFth old F4
= GDP deflator®] A% sl gith ol 23 1994dE o] %o AF |
A Assteo] 2315928 AlARIE 18) o} XQEd el #ido] BAtd w

2200 3o} AU old the AH7) o= Axe wIHUL T 2ot
18) BxmojA g QEdold A dioleld vima] B o2 ot ol () ¥ =
k= CPl 712 QZdold g oujgtn () etel £AHe GDP deflator& E3Th AA 27}
2 gz & u 1991~1998: 2.53% (2.50%) 1994~1998: 2.28% (2.27%), HIT 7}
2o RS 1991~ 1998: 1.98% (1.77%). 1994 ~ 1998: 1.90% (1.57%), LIT =7}
1991~1998: 3.13% (3.17%), 1994~1998: 2.87% (2.96%) & JElsth =& 739 3l
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(B 4) T AEo|M TR0l o8t olFaolM uIR (29 %)

44 #3¥d ITES u]43 A9 T2 % A&y o4
AEdoldE (A) Aol (B) 27 23 (B-A) /B
CPl  |GDP deflator] CPI |GDP deflator CPI GDP deflator

A '91~'98 2.74 2.50 3.16 2.67 13.3 6.3
'94~'98 2.28 2.27 2.82 2.78 19.1 18.3
HIT '91~'98 1.98 1.77 2.06 1,92 3.7 7.7
'94~'98 1.9 1.57 2.22 2.51 14.6 37.3
LT '91~-'98 3.38 3.17 3.68 3.35 8.2 5.5
'94~'98 2.87 2.96 3.55 4.35 19.0 31.9

gt o]& Mk BN AAA =2 o] BAslEI] Al Zsiyc

T2 [To] o3 QAEgold #a HEE ALl Br)2 do)h Ax gig o
SeolAdn IT A3t Qlvka 7P & 299 ASgoldee (F 39 242 2
12 A A&l AL HmF o2 ITY 71H S 238 4= 9tk oA
FHE ITY 719 &0] F Ol AAHD Uk GE 40 Jshd ITE Qg Q=
dlold AR AIE B4 dd37E € #4713t wet 2lo)7} ZA| gk CPI 7]&L.
AAE 3. 7% AL 19%9) cl2¢ Aoz vehda gck oo tig Ay o
T7F A glo] AH vwsly] YEXT vl 4FE 229 ¥l&e 430}, njgR
7o A EMel 2w 1T ) d FF oF 20% F=(CPIYD) std A
L2 F33tn vk nldRRe FHAE B =i AFE A e 23y
I AT dEFH o7 2ALR| o] HIstm gk vAREe] BN e A4 o
FE BV 1TV IPE FED IHYR] @ 2B a0l wlmsle AL 2
A v, Ene B AU AR B8 23E Ao,

(E £ o3, Rt AHESFE ASY oA sFER Ax 2 Qi AR
7F SRS 7) AlERE 1994 o] Fo] BlstEaT} 19943 o] He] ¥grE 7
FEG #YQ 27] etk CPl 71&2e2 & o) o 20%9] sENE Yehyz
312 GDP deflator& 71& & o 2820} o] & 9 30~40%9) sl8ase v
I 3ith olel @ Aolrt Uie 22 GDP deflatorx| 427} CPIR|$=HT} 34 98
A7 E¥dhe AAE wrdstm 7] WEoltt. AR WX X3 & o)

] 19949 olF o] A&dolM s Eol EHALE RiFT Sk
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IT7h vlAle E3% Bt AT FE7HA 482 71271 21 &9k o 37
velhg Zejth kA 39 gle AL E715te 38 HITS LITE 43 vias)
BH CPIE 71&¥ o, LITe 797} HITEY 3letge] & HoFa gt} o]
& dile F 7] F-dM A7 4 Qlot olw] 44 AFE & HIT 37k
294 ST AT ddHog & FAA add ofg A A} LT Hls)
7] Wil F(H AFE A Yehdth, & 08 8908 YA g ALw
IT7h Foige] W vEA2 837 RBp e 2 Jehd 7heAdo) sich o] Eolo
3t F5AF7E Do, ol 7FeAdE AAF A7r Aok David (1992) &
IT F717}F o= AR ES SHERSER (positive externality) 7F YERGAITE, 1 &
AE AVH Aw3te]l @A (information overload or network congestion) &.&
B9 SHERCR (negative externality) 7} EAE & ke A& AH3%) o2&
BEEZEAAZ A3 293 A7} REHISZ VER HIT F7kllA ZEST A
SdAo] HAEHA AZH ol Fage] E3HE 7ol stk

V. goF gl A&

2ae AE ol AT ITHY] BAE Hetslr] §isted vna PR3 & A4
1 Sle OECD 2270 2718 Wde2 AR5 7} 7@ 199158 1998d714] ¥
Aatdh 458N 2e e Folx A 19908l E IT7F A5 ol o4
o 43 FAx 719FE-S AHT dFH o2 1T 23 Aol g st
E¥e CPIE 713 € w) B 10~20%9 A} A Reg F3H,
BEs 1A el wet 1T7F AFeo)Ad (CPI7I®) #adl 7198 AxE 3.7%
A 19%71A ztel7h Beol wrh. B4, FRIF F43] FAHAGT TE 1990
do FHHR o] 3o QIEH oA AR o A AR Jepdeh A, AR
3 FJ e HoRE EUA A8 B3 AEH M &S FAIVIE SR,
e FHoRE F48 3FS B3 AT M E A E¥E v Ul
A, ARt nx2 FFE F7HHIT) v E7RIEEAE AW FFe30E 5
8 BMiedEE A AT d4UNE 2] YU} vk FRE) doiae
2 AQUD 2 B Aol A% A EFHI} Fol 38 F (D) A3 oA
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HIT A9R g4 Jebget. oje|d @42 FE3p} Axd<sE &l o
A o= A= AFA Y vlHA R AEHHE0] RolR| & Ze] obd S A
Qiissy

2 d7e AR Aol vl AdE FFHoE EHYTe HelA
olej7} glovt thge] Akt Red davt Sich o] Fopl tis) o B 4%
A A GPEE7] g 4539 ¥4 2 AE 84 §)7F 838ty B TS
Aol dzte] 713U A A (FAEAF T2 BH = 8o, E &
A 28 AIAE A8YF7E A ool AASA ZF A7 Sl
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(FE)
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Has the Information Technology Caused to Lower Inflation Rates? :
Some OECD Countries in 1990s

Youn Jai Lee*

Abstract

This paper is to investigate the influence of IT on inflation rates over twenty two
OECD countries for 1991 ~1998 years.

The main empirical findings are as follows. First, this empirical result supports
the hypothesis of the IT's cutting inflation pressures. The higher IT equipped
countries (HIT) were turn out to have lower inflationary pressures. According to the
estimation, IT has contributed to cut inflation rates by an average of 4~20%
annually. Second, IT has worked differently in two ways: IT has reduced inflation
pressure via cutting transaction cost but it also raised inflationary pressure via wealth
effect. It means that the HIT countries enjoyed cost reduction but they have been
faced with inflationary pressure due to AD’s shock. IT can cut inflationary pressure
to the somewhat extent but the reduction rate is not proportion to the growth of IT.

Key Words: impact of IT on inflationary pressure, cross countries empirical studies
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