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FFfgsio] vl 7 HER S
Pareto i, RS IS/ #5148, Lindahl-Pigou

ﬁ“_llif]**

=ExE FISHIQl M2 FoE EREARHNIM o MY Al - SNz &
TR SMEREE G| HE A0l BERAE REF2| o7} 50! Mozt Al
XHE 4310 Pareto B@ES Tol%Ch £8 071X2 2t Mo} BIEzHo=R
O ZH#ee| +E2 HEE HRE Pareto HiEEnt H|0SIAC BRMTO| Of
2 2 BERY SEpol thet MEFER22AM Lindahl-Pigou IRE Hietstict.

HAFRIO: RMBEFEO WP 2 FEM S, #RM FSH %, Lindahl-Pigou #
ANHZHZR FHER: Q2

1. EefiizRo] wie- 71 BHEN SHEolR?

HER SR (negative externality) & 2t A3 d2e FAEE FAEER
AAEE t71ed, FELd, ARHNE, 55, HHVE Fol Utk oE0]
Zre BAA RN e Al - A o] AUtk &, RS dodle AHH

BA ol o] njx)= Aol FHF EEtd ¢ U, FAl RS dodlE
A3 QR el Ggko] mX)= Aol ARME €2t F Uth o] =FdAMe ¥
A7 oBA el A|7HA ZHE BZAAAN thFe gt Pevx]e] dlE EolHA,

*o] =82 19999 3¥din alsted b ¢ osld drEHASFUTE 9Ee A

A=A =Y,
* sqditta AAEALE Bus
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Hoiqz] Brhe oz el LB K (private good) & Aol ﬁqiﬂ]ﬂ%O]EPE By
A 54L& e Al (bad) & BAIY SEolWth AAAUIL DL uiA s YA
Aoz ARE # sloy ArHes AE F gl ubd, ‘533117]%% a2 Al o)
A BNHeZ @AAA 8r & A7 8-S wee Adg 7182 Qs g
MH oz Fdajg B 7FsAo] e ndAde AR oz Belgo] gtk old A
A9 Bl o] At ERRE B Zdole A douix] A
Ab o] Al — mEbA vl Alle] BB — A FEE F7] wizo) wig
a3t
zt i) BRRE 1]EFY Zole ZH Ady L 2 Fiftiol el AR
Aok b A7t )74 s &oll mlejAldel B BEAQ o¥AL el
2 oizle] YArEe AY3he Aol 2t A AHEF Aloke] Zole=
A7) E2] AA] A&ATe] HolBo) £ Aol wbdd zH A7} Mzt o]g}
oz nEdde] AR FHAEQ ARYe meisld oo WAeES F
A8 ¢ Aok 22v olgt wiEdx B7etn, oY olfE(E U B X
A 8 A8 ¥F Fo2) 7 At oA EH Aloke) Zolrt dnr1Be] HA A&
AZEe] ol Folrle ASE U Aolth 2 rHolE H|rHolE 7} 4
th7t ezl o] BirEg APl Q7| Eo] ulgAtidA 2te BAAE o
FE B3| aelskA] Rake A9t 7be’ Aol &, RAE Aol AA Y
1ol B JAEA BAlel, 1B AIZEA Alote] ZolHt} 9B A o] AR x]&A)
o7} 2 B%-2 dAo] MZXHo| 2 7| oMo el FolEkal Y o E Eo,

N

o0k
O

r.!

4o

)
1o,
i,

) MltiZt olek (intergenerational altruism) & Y3 3lshe ubjoz= dAMdlel o3k
o & W (argument) 24 HI2 Ch2 MoHel A8|8FES TPAF)E WHS ‘short-range’
paternalistic intergenerational altruism (Kohlberg, 1971), Z& o|2HMche] 2d|SF S 3
A171E 42 ‘long-range’ paternalistic intergenerational altruism (Barro, 1974). £Fe MicH
9| Z2FLES ¥ A7) Wl nonpaternalistic intergenerational altruism (Ray, 1987)
o] lch
2) Bebag, PAESR, dE g8, HEA, *415"&‘7}7‘4] WA, w4 5 AL SR 84
F7133EE AN - AHRsla U olE FAR7IEEEL Yald g Fuh ©rld
HE F= Y5 FARTISREL 171 FAY W Eo 1 Hairt SeldA & el 9%
I FAR02 AT £ AUt it A o)l Solrt AR es AL YEuAES
THAI| = B33 22 (environmental endocrine disruptor, EED) o2} 2ozl A
AR71218 8 gl 3o Aok FeiAA =k weld @A) A2 @ zge] v
Zol2 o, 1970~80du}e] FA K181l At AlRo] Fwalgcin Hrke 4 Qe

k
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o] Yitol W 7B AR Ho] v ¢ 21 BHA RS 2= ol
oltt.

B Yo tig FEE BHo2AM qEHS de oA AT 1o o)
2 L9EA 3 AT2M Forster (1980) o]t} 28} o8 £Fo] H-Alo] A
off ‘Fell & molz] g 7FYo] Utk 2 7ML ofd AA YR} Aoz 9
AL e AAGEE AU 29, 2 P} A2 Galo] el s A17H
Aloke] Zol7} e15-/39] AA| A&AIzte) dolBr) e (Hojw A grhs) A
ojch. ¥ uhy LA, JrtEBe] Aloprt Q1 A Fate] Aot BAgrh=
Holtt, ool HlajA] £ =& oW AA YA} AlIMFe g RS 2te AR
5 A9 A5 2 FAAL AAHEH DAl g A1 Aloke] Zolxr)
44 el AA AEAIRE] ZHolst 71 A48 HWslA R slel theee
Ao},

A D HNM e EE AT (overlapping-generations economy) & 3%} 7}
At 0] F A171Q1 o718 A2 A=Y, o] AAd 7 99 $AH
RS e AARAE 7M. A MANME ALEA AJoke] Zolrt B
32 Mthzt A8 A} (intergenerational planner) & A sle] BHA 9|BY L zte o
A2l Pareto H#H FFANUAER) & FAth ANHAME 7|4 2+ Athrt
NPz o s AR +5S 238 A5, ¥34 R4S 2te A9 %
(AR R) & T8k vimstgith. Al VAN e ARAAPA7} MUY E 735, 234

g0l e wsTHe2A Lindahl-Pigou 28 AsIAch ol HEM #
#iM: (reciprocal externality) of] ¥ w42 2A Cornes and Sanler (1985) %
Sandler and Sterbenz(1988) & Pigou el g A% R 44& 232 gldh
AVIHM & ezl AFTA2A MUzt olEMI 2 KA BEFFZH (endoge-

nous preference formation) 2] ZWA-& 7+d3] AFsluch

fir

3) ®1$ 21 4=golg Mishan (1981) 9] long-livedness (B4H) & A5 & FHo|th
4) RE Aeiz BXo] ofd £gdn B £ Yk
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I &R

AZdo] o] At Wl FEANAAE e Bal o] FAe w70l F A7
Az 784 2zt Al7]e & AltiZE Blojdth. 7 Aldle 139 dEAR 34
"o a2EE @ APlde 52 Ad 183 2L Ad 178 25 2] AP
t Al71el eold MiE t Althet 34k t At t Al7]el] A& Aol t+1 A7)
o H& Alielth

o’ & AMthe] FA8Y FEFITRE o] AAe] B (humeraire good) & 44+etx
FAlOl AZEA]o] vi-¢- 1 BPA W& Ze o (o3 ©ed) oAl F2r12
goh & AT & d9j9] AP BARgE 099l SRl e, F
Aol & ©9je] QS B,

Ox &9le] oA

x B9l9 AR - gele] oty

Aard dAAE & AIZE AV AEEe ER Ao, e &des
FH9dh. AP AYA AAL EHLEES) (assimilative capability) ©] $1oIA], & Al7]
Bt of S FFEd (1—0)9 2% HEE 87} e B2 vltol it
& 0< o<1 oA Q& tA7ld t—1 Aol (B Ad) <] AABY e HIE,

x1e tAZle] t Al (@ Ad) o AAR) ENE, Xie tAVIRN S
otale] E TS YehiItn dkrL o] ot AFElwE 4] (state equation) & T}
=3 Ak

Xt =0 (X1_1+X?_1+X¥_l).

ol, +dE 0¥ ANA A4 =g Yele Z52 M8 Utk o
7b 19l H2EFE A R o] e, o7t 0o H2ESFE ot

Zt Adie] 582 YA g Z2 A7I9 e Aldie] AR oM I
< 2on, A or RE AAHNY AR A FF¥E Ttk EF
g Ao ZARAE HHHom 2L Al7]9] O Ade &ddd e FH,
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AHoE BE vjehithe] Beol B Tk t Avlel Y BEE Wik @
W thew go] @,

Wt(X¥,X?,X‘,X¥+],X?+l,Xt+1) = U(XT1X?th) + aU(X¥+1’XOL+lth+1)
= [0X¥ - V(X¥,X?,X:)] + 5[9X?+1 - V(X¥+1,X?+1,Xt+1)]
= (6%} = 2K +xT+x0) +8[0x%, — X+ x Tt +x%)7

(t=1).

Weoll 28 7HEs 3] =93t 4 Wee Wi, 121 2 %9,
X\+in 12 2& W5 (argument) 24 @002 oy|Folt). 12y} & ATl
e A719 A& F2 AUl (5 A71e) AAHY L d42A ¥35 T
F5& At & 21719 B850 Fe Ao (3 Avlel) AAL s bem
A XIFHBE, BAA RS 45 A 924 (reciprocal externality) ] 7-$-o]t},
Wi =U+6UdA Ut 67} t9] &7t ofez Zt Aldle 24A71E A9k
s, dAel 582 AL AT HeAYIZ B, 38 A9 52 A7
o A7 BE¥rE FYsith o HRM #£:58 #51%Re Jehdth 0<6<1.
A7 583 E U=0x—V(x!,x, " X,), h=Y, 02 FMI= (quasi-
tinear) o], A71E HEFS WAY e V= (X +x0+x))’E o)
grolth V= 2(X +x0+xD)? & Shahel @g AAd B 2t Akl A
718 A1 E2A] (willingness-to-pay) 2 A& 4 Stk &, t=004 H& A} &
£3re e 2

o

Wo=U(x¥,x$ X)) = 0% =3 (X, +x) +xD)2

ohe AoldE o] FBAUZA sl chijo] DAY Pareto AFol thalA] &
ohec,
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I. Pareto sl

oJAbAA Alope] Aojzt Fgkel M7t A& A} (intergenerational planner) & 43

& A5, A Pareto FiliS The A9 solA 24k

max (y,) tZlat_l[ﬁxt — (X +x,.)%] 9 M

o
t=1

subject to X = 0 (X;-;+x,-;) and X, given.

tx—(X+x)’e AdgAelmg B4 (1) 2 & Aolslo] gtk EF x—(X+x)
£ EE X220, x200 dajir 2E3le g, 24 (1) 9 2A%TE 217 i &
o 12k 2o 2 FEIIL xo U 13} AL Fald gL 2} RE tof
s A,

0—2(X +x)—200(X41+%x41)=0. 2

22 & Zi=Xtx: 2 A@epd t9] A% AW S deth ©, X=20,
x=(0°|B& Z;>0(.

z,=-=2—, 3)

Zewr ¥ 280

1
oo
AR (3) o dle e 2ok

_ 0 _L
2= 3+s9 T8 @

oldf, C Qi) Aolet, (WA ——= 7 g4olm 2 Arhzte] 120}
2z, ARRE A5Hols Aol IzEe BE to] delA Zi2 07}

5) &A( max (<o), t;&“l[ﬁx?—-é-(xt+x?+x¥)z+ Gx‘t{—-%—(xt-i-x?ﬁ-x‘f)z]
subject to X, =0 (X, +x%_;+x1_;) and X, given) & x,=x9+x' & o] &3}

of A@atA FA (1) o] #eh
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AYskeiE, 4@ AN CE 0] Holok Btk 5 AP () o e 544
o2 YU Webd RE to] tald, Pareto ARslE T 2o,

xf = max{—z—(‘l‘_(l,i_—ag —Xt,O}.

ool =elg Felshd st Lok
)

o 4 3 =gl —— 2
(M2l 1) Pareto ZZHoflA{Q] 2xle| Hate 501+ 80) o|ct,

7(—1]@_‘8'7 = obA] 2kl THEe] Btk Ayt AAZ uu7Ee)a W (6=0),

7 718 2tale) Pareto HHEHe £ 5 oItk (Bel e ARM f¥yew b
A efaie} A FFo] Kt Ztolof %}—‘ HojFEd, o HollME o713l 7} A
7t T Aldis Bl zA o s 21le] B8-S sk A9 oY 232 7
3t B2 gtk

V. A5 FMCR 5
o714 7t Al ThE Al mEzR o A 182 AU &

A, 7+ Aldle 22 A1719] & Al AlddEel A gt uebA, t Al7]elA
H< MY B g (payoff function) & Thed 2tk

I%(x%,xY) = 9X?—%‘(Xt+x?+x¥)z. (5)
ARSI e85 Wi 14 zdvteg FRE, oy 2
6<X,+x%+x¥, x?>0 = =X ,+x%+x\. )

ek, 5 Ao HAuk234: (best response function) © U3 2t}



122 #ESHE A483 AlT
RI(xY) = max{(§—X,) —x{.0}. (7
g, t Al7]olAM #He A wAEgrs o 2.

M8 xY x %0, x ) = [6xY = 5 (X +x0+x D))

‘*‘8[8)(?41_%(Xt+1+X?+1+X¥+1)2]. (8\

2AYGrL 9Ray] wRol] 12 2o FEETh x{y o WF 13 24
& A6 7 gste, xio] g 13 21e FapH vhaa 2k

6<(Xt+xt+xt)+SG(XT+1+Xt+1+Xt+1)

x¥>0 = =X, +x8+xD+ 60Xy +x0+x14). ©

olul, 7 A7t NS AerE FUSDE HFHE (ymmetry & ] 83
o, 2E tol BhelA X +x0+x 17t $LTE o183 4 (9) & ohE3 Ao,

x¥>0 = 6= 0+ 80) (X +x9+x{

gebd, @e Aulel HAnegse et 2k

(xt)—max{( 1+660 ~-X,)—x?,0}. (10)
a3 Do B 5 U5o] $iEY Nash 3552 21(7) & 41 (10) o 29! x " =0,
x9* = max [6—X,, 0]t}
oAl to Al7leld X, 26 AL, xI' =0 x% =0°th mAIZE A%
3t} Hgo g g™X <ol AEHH, to+m A7) o|F BE t = ty+mol i3
A X +xT+x"E 671 80 282 o]de] =9 F Aeshd o 2k

(H2] 2) ol7imel 2t My} HIEZXoR WEY FP, W IHeZ ARl 22 foict
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(32 2)oM AoIgle W A Nash FHolA 2ol E3(6) o] B2AL(9)
ol AIZHA 98 () ol 29EA) eFethe Aotk ole Foid Al7ldl ARy
RIZ1HQ Fe ATzt EAE7] dolnh. webd & o 3ol LiRo] €k

StAlel A S9ge] FEFE (01, A Pareto ARFF 57lsy
< Aopddh, a4 oo H2lE deth

(H2] 3) O0|7|Mol 2t MCh7} BIEERO 2 SES A AjZHE 90| ZbalaE oy
o| &2 Pareto HHoilA HoZict &,

> [6- 2(1—!6—60) |>o0.

o|2AHQ) RN BE, (He] 3)L 22Ao] 24 ue] SIAAHo] AR
H43} gelicke AT 29, Ot TR 2w A 2RE BAF Rolo.

U HIE=sE

Ty (FE 3)9 fele AL AZHAIHe] i 2 RPA GRAZE Ze

2 R1T

BARAE 2H T A7l o713 s PFFIHE Pareto HA oM HolA g &

Qg v FueEES

RI(xY)

RY(x9)

1+ 60
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A 248k ks ‘=94 Ao el dde]l E 4 dthe Aol o)
o5 oM 34 5o e 2y+E e 2A Lindahl-Pigou A& th7]
2 3k

V. Lindahl-Pigou %

o] FEM) ZAAA AAWA+ WMEHY FERME (reciprocal externality) & Ze
o} on] 2 (5) & 2] (8) A Hgkxe], H& Mule](Fe Al7le)) EEL 32 Al
o] (@& Al71el) AP, E£3 e A (3 A7]9)) B8 F2 A
(e ]7 o)) AR FHBRE AY 3otk ohwt A Nash FEAA

= 3ax~th =0 (h=Y,0 & 7Pdaat. 28} Cornes and Sandler (1985) 9
t
Sandler and Sterbenz(1988) &] AAX¥ ax‘ > 0 o] Aut axth <09 2

Atk D ek F5& Adi (52 A1719) ﬁxﬂsﬂﬂt He *ﬂ‘:ﬂ-—](éﬂ" A1719)) 73
A g elol] thgt 7]th (expectation) 7 $8.3F WrolH, w3 2 Athe] (AL A7
o) AN F A (5L A71e) AAGHd g 717t F88 ¥go
t}. Cornes and Sandler (1985) ¢ Sandler and Sterbenz (1988) 2] A7+ o] 71X
o] 7lhell tigk 714 stellAl Pigou 8 B3t Nash® #3H27H-E Pareto A
277 AN E e =golth. ey Zdizt ¥ A dAE e E OE M

< AAZ e} 8 o] =FAA A7s e AL 7ol tialA] od Hog e
8}E Pigou fRte] FAgtolepd, JAMER FAle A8 AYdFez Fert
© Aotk wetA Pigou Mol /M BAsdE st 7 Al oap23
TAE AQGRAA ] JAEEE EAoIA BIAIDZZe] AAEH EA (Gt H
AsEA) 2 vt e Relth &, 7IgE FAuFsEidA dEFZ uHte A
ojt},

§ % AWt UL no2 FHY AR Parcw ARo2el SloiE A% dolle)
([0~ sniasg] > [0 aticsy ) &% ) 22e 954 axgel yzas
€ nx{+nx{ 2 7HERE Aol gt

7) Z}#ElE zero conjecture, positive conjecture, negative conjecture ZFgelgl -2t
8) Sandler and Sterbenz(1988) &+ ©]¥ Z®o|A Cornes and Sandler (1985) & 42|21 Aojdl,
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Lindahl-Pigou 29 7184 gl {( (0,49, (¢, AD)} o1k, ZHAlui7} &
A8 Agske sdstae, RE to] teld, =12, 19=2° =1,
AY=A"E 7Pk, 4Ahe) B aAEs (0,29, (¥, 4Y)) & Lindahl-Pigou #
o] 71829 Fefet kxl. FARE e S Ao BAsS Y, 5 A
o7t x9 ©9le] AAPAE watel 9x9 Ddolo] dAF AEE Ao B
Adle 2 F 26x7 9909 SYATe 28leH = Zolth, agng -
E 5 AR e vehdc &, 0< <1, iR Aaes e 3
& Ade BAeS Jehith & 0< V<1,

A 108 5 Ad 2R3 wepy A} 2R e A AAY
Hol gt 5885 oujgitt, &t A7lolA H& Azl wrek xQ B9)o] Axegs
g Ao e Atz 93 5 e 2ARAY de A x{ =27 x9 9
x| AsH g FdRFErhs Aotk vy WA, t A7l F& Althzl 24
PAS 23S o, e Ao AABA NG g x{ =47+ x0 2 dAst
H Aohs otk vpAZAIE FAEs Ve e At Al weba A
Axlo] 2REe §& Ad A g HEES vepdch 9 ot FAaAy
A= 209 A E 2RE o, ggol w5 AFsor g,

(1+2%9)x%=Q+19)xY, (11)

o] & YA (consistency) ZZolg} s}, 100 ghek 2 (1) o] ThEER] r=rhH,
F& A7t Aladgt bl Fa) 32 Adizh Al ekAle] Feke] UXEHR] &
e Aolug 7o tigt didl=Ae] oulE Al Aot Lindahl-Pigou e
21 (11) & TSAIAF gt

ax\{ 0 ax(t) Y o T
o =4 v = A Q1 735l sl

0x, Xy

10) °|%= Lindaht #8o)A 2ZAd MQ1A 714 (personalized price) & Hod38ls] M A o)Al
Aol M2 dxsojo} st AR (unanimity) ZHI FASHE 2EA o] el A=)
Lindaht-Pigou 9] Lindahl% °|# ojulZ wel o},

9) Cornes and Sandler (1985) oll4} 71th7} 23z}



126 FESHHRE A48F AllE
H Aol BAle (9, 19) stllA the o] Jile] HA3 gA2 wpdch
max o 0+ 6x9— FIX +(1+4%)x1,
1 23€ 78 Tt 2ok
<1+ [X +1+4%)x71,

(0]
x>0 = 1;10 6=X,+1+1%x9. (12)

a3BE F2 Ade /dd 23e ded 2o

(0]
(1+A°)x?=max{ 1JTrA° a—xt,o]. (13)

s E A Auel EAE ot Zol slelel A% TAz uhunh

max v o [2¥- 6xY — + (X, +(1+2V)x¥)?]

X, X+ t —2—

+80% 0x0u1— (X HLH2x2%)°).
x%, 1 o Oig 13 238& 21(12) o BYskth x Vol dg 13} 2L ohewt 2ok
o< QA+ ANX +U+ D% 1+ A+ 60[Xesy+ 1 +2A9x0 11,

Y
x¥>0= 11/” 0= [X,+Q+AxV 1+ 60X i) +(1+19x%, 1.

(14)

oluf Y& =A &M, ZE told (1+4%)xT= (1+AV)x{elth =
& e Qalx, RE to]q X, +(1+4Y)x{7F BLFHER (14§
7} Zo] EEY F Stk
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xI>0 = f=(1+8)[X +(1+AHxY

1+/1Y

aEE e Ade /A Aye gen 2.

Yy oY 1 r* _
(144 )xt—max[ 5 T xt,o}. (15)

A(13) 3 A (15) o 4B 22U & Hgshd, oS dEth

(0] Y
T _ 1 T
1+4° = 1+d0 1+a7° (16)

—1( 6) & Aol (2,29, (¥, 4"))7} Lindahl-Pigou 7} =17) 913t shie)
Zazxol ga Utk oAl A9 FHE Pareto HH Tl UXAFH, &

(6]
14:,10 - 2(1£raa) (& 1+A°=201+680) %), 17-1)
TY 1
A T (@ A=, 17-2)

A(17-1) & 417-2) & 499 ((°, 19, (¥, 1Y) o] Lindahl-Pigou #7}
57] 918 % shie] Alekzo] x Yok 1 Wb Lindahl-Pigou Aol 42
78 4 itk

(2] 4) Lindahl-Pigou TROIA, (1) #HBE 20| Hsiziel 2 AHhel 52E0]
M2 M| SR ECt #o} si0d, (i) 5288 £20| sl 52 Al
o 2aig0| B Ahel BREHC} Xojo Bict =,
d 4
o sats] >0

(i) 2=, 21°>3Y. (1+2%)=1+60)Q+aY).

(i) A°= Yo, O>Y. Y= (1+60)°.

1) (16) & (17-1) = (17-2) E=& (16) & (17-2) = (17-1).
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(B2l 419 848 H5& Adg JAEA Aot Be Mg aARY Zoog
AL 7S HIRA X 2A Fohe ool oz zH Auirt Ao &
&2 SHSBIAME Pareto 2 o] @AH+ Lindahl-Pigou 9 212 £ 7}
2 dE Fa &,

of (i)2XM88 %20 12 Matad ( °= ¢ =1), Lindahl-Pigou #= A° =1+ 260,
A¥ = 10|c},

1
1+ 360

(i) sl@Be £2o| 12 M1 (A°= A" =1), Lindahl-Pigou = °=
Y
1

v =1ojc},

VI. oo HEiRE

NZEAFol vl $- 21 BAA R g Fxay] HaM FEANEE S =Ystg
I, EZ o] AAAM 28 e g 37 AsiA, ALPSFE AR G
gatrlon, g 7ol g4, dAEE ol &gk (Bo YwkH<l Fele &
g otollM H=@ =28 A og $ME 5 U Aotk ol A FH L o
Me deleh) AlzERFol vl 1 FAA 2R o2 A Pareto HH 02X
e Aol7h & = S-S AHHAL. Yot 254 e mysdor
A Pigou 7} Zte A 28] IAE dolEuA ik

o2 8% FYs Auigle FUE AAstnat @k AR E olgfdd
B =oo|rk. o] mEXE Td] ARt ol71d & ZHgsieh. ey AUzt
olEME PR 99 AF= oY Flolch wef okAof 21 o] ATzt o]
EH T FA =0 Pareto A 0278 Fo]A Aozt YAl ethe 2 de
H, AAAE SN BALA7E vl Aol nE Gk dialA ki E =
& Zolth Wk Azt olEMlol = B3l Pareto A0 2RE f93 xjo]&
7H2the 2Ecletd, dAAdE MY ZAGA7 vl v]A gk
thalix HHE F f12 Aolth wabA Azt oletile] -9 Azt o]7] 49
745 vlasfol & Aot

EAE B8 87 o] Auo&gdl dig =92 ole AE HE¥A




Bfilero] - 7 LHaERY SMEE 129

(endogenous preference formation) 7 BWAE o] Ut & EolA, F&¥F7 o
<3 Z2ok3 3Ak h=0, Yol thaliA],

UM xY,x9, X)) =60(X,) xP-vx2+xY), ¢ <o

o A719) okl 3% X 08 2HET, webd ohilel 3% X.& B8RS
o Bapgae /187, oo 9ue £ Xoh 845 g o s
gol, 4845 9 dead. ol% Pol, vk HEFAel IIE F 33,
Aot Aol X, = x0, + x\_©lgR, % At MezHez 95
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