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e BEEFS] AN REERA

FERIE AT AN fEEel 2% o

# % &

2 d7E HEXNRE 0[50 B|2E YWHAE YULX|TE ARE22M
= Mxgiel ER4UMEE EASICH WHAE YudX|eE 7|8 RS
48 BAH2Z MY T UH, S| HsE J|aTE ¥ gy
Egdol Hal S22 Falg = UA Bt

Y= M), 8= Mzl BE2712H1985~1994) St EoaMitdel A
HT FIER 6.2% Act 7ISTEEN V1 584 HAER 2% 5.3%,
0.8%2 AF=O, 718 84| THMECt 7IgTEr} SR4odLd 9| F7o|
O B2 7|0i8 st 2, 718X 2849 7iMolls =284 7258
42| JhMo| M2 HIRSIA Z|ofstact AW, T EEdel M J|gxiE
% E44MY| k= 90Wtiol B0 EREAUCE UM, 712X E842| T
Mo JleZiRE Ay SaE sl B Ee wEeR HESIKs ¥ict o

=718t 2001t 7|gH 84| JIMRI2 ME Holg = UFE AAISICH

HAFRO : 7S E8Y. SRAYNY, UHAE WMYX|F, DEA
ZNSZHSR FHER: C4, L6, 04

‘o] £RL 0004E LA EAT Aol ekl ATHRS (KRF-2000-041-C00224)
g AAN} 2s



38 RIEEHE A4 AT

[. A&

A Ee AR BA71eY AEE Auishe 71 (grha73e] 3ol
%, innovation) & €Y 71Ee] & B (AEAeR HE, catch-up) & 9
n)3h= 71468 E&A (technical efficiency) 2] 71X & E3l 7Fs3lt). 713 &&4
2 AR Jbsd AdArEd dANEEae] Aoz AEd + itk

AAeE Aata s FYFH Q4 rFed AAEE e BAE YEREY
2o, ol9] F3-& 53l e AT A S ASE & Aok 2y A
g 2R dl dolA AEAHQA FAEA Y (standard statistical regression
method) & 845U &P FARTE LAFUZH 7Ige] A=
Aikehe At BAE FEH =HER Ve Ae4Y ASel Bk
sty webd 7163 AEAS BAECcE zEsld S B A e
273 (production frontier) & F3 o] ¥ g3t}

7142 Z&Ald B8l AFF Farrell(1957) & =& o, B2 d7E°] #5d
AREZRE PHAAE FH3e PHES At ded, 2 FFEEHe 3A
= 7k — (1) &84 W3S (stochastic frontier function) & F33te B3 W
W (parametric analysis) 3 (2) A8%83E-A7]H (DEA: Data Envelopment Analysis)
£ o] &3l WHAE AAAR S (Malmquist productivity index) & F3 3= H|E
42 ¥ (non-parametric analysis) —2 W& F Uth

2 WL AYrt(u)g) gl ABEFE 2Ysta AFEALA EAoR
NEAE 4 71ed B840 ¥l S ste otk o] WM V€A &
A€ Ao s ¥k FEF AL ARErS e, Y A
(H]9) 5 Ak did] wlEste A 4 Ve EE ¥ASH Ao &83
WA Aigner et al. (1977) 2 Meeusen and van den Broeck (1977) ol 2]&)] A
AR T, AT 71ed BEAHE EAHshe ATeA &8EHD U

¥ 254 WolA & DEA £471'Ho] #4351 vt DEA #A718& A%A
2y (linear programming method) & ©] &3] A4k E) HAE e WY o2 A,
Charnes et al. (1978) o] <J3] AFE olzf BiHIF HEA EAAA Bol &84
3 ok D ¥ 2S5 WM 7]ed B&42 128k A8 A2l (distance
function) o] ZA % WAXE PG FE YA drh. WALE YAWPAFE
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Caves et al. (1982) o 28l A|gt=l9lem, Fare and Grosskopf(1992, 1996,
2000), Fare et al. (1994, 1997 %), Chambers et al. (1994), Balk(1995), Frei
and Harker (1999), Bogetoft(2000), Thrall(2000) &l 2l& ZH= A,

253 oM AAEID) Tt 71ed A4 d 5EE 7Hge] d8
A5t v|E4A DEA WdlAe old #F ojuid 7= Bdadin, Y44
< AFske oY g1o2e it olatr] Wil e Aol Bol #&
=3 e} 2

a2 A S BAshe U A7 O ey, olE a7 diRER Vs
A v EgAe MdE BFHshe 438 A (growth accounting method) of
A glor, ol& WAH R mydtd AMEE BAG A7 a8 BA ¥
th. ozt Jlsd 584S neld A2 dFEe By 2 o] &% 385 -
H733.(1999), Kim and Han(2001) &} H] 252 HPH-E o] 8¢ =94 2] (2000 &
o] AlA o2 EAstn Utk 4F8Y EAWHE BEE HAEFo| HHNEF]
ke AA ol S EAMst A8 AES] 4R dE 7dE B4 4
< ¥ 2y "3"‘%%-0] o AlFelt AE&H o R o] Foi2)7] gerhd #Id
AHEFo] HAANEFS BASR| X

B d7e] B3 71e3 5849 MdE HAFcE =58k s Az
F82E FH38l3, olE 7R 89U J|ed B&A Hsig]] Fo=
Falshz o otk ©ol& 93l 2 I HE4A DEA 7S ol83lq Ads
(distance function) &} WHA2E YA FE F3) £ AollA ALEE A5 e
Yo AR (T Az 71D 40970) & AAIGARE (10/0d3E, 1985d ~1994
W) 2 A" 738 s'dA}E (balanced panel data) ]t}

1) DEAd #5 2 F3L Seiford (1996) 9} Sarafoglou (1998) & Fmstr] ulgh

2) 244 uel AHLe O A2 & e AUiFER ndYgoe= BAY & gleug A
A 32 (statistical inference) ©] 7Fs3H, @ B|&F4} ol &3e] 718-& F¥d £943}
o uAlA ZA (micro-foundation) & §R.& & Sithe A Folth ¥R R3] whjel 7
He OAle] A4EE7 FYUES BHE 4 don, @8NS ¥AE 33k 9 o
o] B2A (convexity) & AE oJuHF AT WRIA] @] dRe, 44HY oF
(specification error) & H¥ & vhe A Selvh W 23 vwhie] ol (FH) & vEs
= dgio] AH (G3) ol7] wFel o] F Wi JaHetHolel & £ Qlu). B v|R4H
& o)X (outliers) ol thall T1gatA whgsle, B33 BAH 24 (statistical error)
g 713 28T R & goke dHE
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FA2AMGE 71€ RS 71eA B84 89108 Hidlke A7e AN B
33 Bste] TG A AR S AFeAC) e S|ENH B2 YA
o] fstetid YAF L FFolE A & YRS 71$8ANE Redle FHol
Y@ Jlojn, 71&A HlagAdel ol AAHQA P& S FH3 g 2
33 AT A7)E9) =47 tEo] FoiA &g AFAYIT 1 E8-2 A
71e Aol A Wi Bt aaEd 5 9& Aolth

2 =52 U5 2ol 7"tk DANNE F824804 8 71¢3ng 7e
2 &9 wstagleog Edsta o|F FP3ke PHE AN MAANE
FRARE 71estn FETS AR A E AXEE, VAdNE d7E
€ soRith

I HALE AGY
1. 2040yl AHYRQI: JIgTIEt 718X B8M9l s}

(X', V)% (X", Y"HE 47 219 1+ 1719 BY-AEdAEkn dobd
(X', YheF, (X!, Y") e F*!' olth. 7|14 Fe 5948 ()& 42 E
(V)& AZsh= AAH71% (production technology) & ©lW|8tH, Fe] W7 (frontier)
< Akret @ & ok

AZte] B & wat £Y-4k2e] #AVE (XY, YA (X, yhz wsle)
A Hedl, o] 22 ¥sks Yol sl (change in productivity) 2 & % Stk A
el Wshs, 71e4Fo] Wil (technical change) @ W& 28, 7|44 84
(technical efficiency) ©] ¥t = Yeld 4= Qo). 71€3 &L A7t 3o
A AWNES Aot g0 $8aherE ouldin], QAT A4 e
o] Aol o]Bdl Y ¢ Stk E rIEFFe Wsls PAAA zA7) A
ol AR olFshe AL v

7l 2e43 71ERE AvEFE 345 A2 5 ded, AYdSre

3) WALE PgASel] B 2o AT e YH 9 (20000 & Fmslr) wih
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AEES VIEeE € W 4 ()T Zo] HYE & gk F )9 AEE AY
<= (output distance function) & 712} £YUEE A 7158 HUArSEa) AAAS
ZFae] vigg oJuletn], Farrel (1957) 9 713 H&49 d59 22 /Mdelch

DX, Y) =infl@: (X', Y6 e F'} (D

DX, V)&, (X', Y)e F' o2, & 180 A gk e dhgo
2 1% ++ 17194 (X', YHH (X, YTHel diE A=EE v 2ol
g & AUt F,

DX, Y'Y =inf{o: (X!, Y''Y9) e F'| 2
DX, Y) =infl@: (X', YO e F'* (3)

A7l A @& ol AiWlez (X7, Y)HE ke Arldseel,
4 Q)2 t+1719 AWeR (X', Y)E H7Bhe Agolth. Fedl o)
Di(x', Yyt DX, YPhHE 1ET AAY ZAW, rledne] Anw
(X1, YThHzt F' gRel ZARTR(F, (x7, Y e F, F' CFY),
D(x™, Y*hHE 1Rt & g 7H % o 2L olfE DX, HE
15 & & AT (1sEEy 39).

A F 7IZE (4, t+1) BU WAAE A= A e vEg o)
£33t 2] (4) 9 o] HAE 4 A (Caves et al., 1982; Fire et al., 1994). 7+
AFHZ F 717 Bk FoAAAMAe] WM TFPCH : total factor productivity
change) & YERlE Mo] 1ETH AckA () 5 713 Aleldle Aatido] ¢
(2h) HAS2S 2vlhn], M = 10]2pd F 713t Aboldle Aol WakslA] esk
=2 9ulg}

tr ytt+1 +1 t+1 t+1 +1 1
(XY’)D(XY')]Z )

_ D
M, t+1) = [ DX, ¥ DX VY
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2 @We 4 0% 2ol 7led B&49 ddd rlerEe AsgE B &+
itk DXL, YTH/ DX, Yhe F 713 (¢ t+ D9 AR vl&EA
71€3 E&Ae WSH(EFFCH: efficiency change) & W@tk [ -]"& X't
X't A B71gt WA Wisle] 71819 (geometric mean of the shift in
technology) & WERNBR, 5 7|3t (4, t+1) B¢ 7le4Ee] W8l TECHCH :
technical change) & ¥ttt

DX ytth 1 DX ytth ) DX, YY) ]AZL
Dt(Xt, Y!) Dt+1(Xf+1’ Yt+1) Dt+1(Xt, Yt)

TFPCH(t, t+1)=EFFCH(t, t+1)- TECHCH(¢, t+1)

Mt t+1)=
(5)

9 AEE (5)-9Y FUE (09 AF THLE o] &3l WAXE YA
Fo AG#SE A (2 DF 2ok DI(X!, Y)=oa/ob, DY(X'™!, YY)
=od/oc, D'*'(X*, Y)=oa/oe, D'"'(X'*!, Y*H=od/of o|BE, AHF F 7]
ZH(@, t+]1) U WA2E YMAFE T3 B&A] B3 EFFCH) &
71e5Ee] M3k TECHCH) & Z+2 933 Zth

- od/of
EFFCH (1, t+1) = 00%

_ od _
TECHCH (¢, t+1)—[-5—d% %]"2 [-1 b]”2

JIRY APl TAW BALE AIYAFE B4 WS obrleke o
2 89102l Ralsl folsr] WMo, olAel A4S Fal WA Pl T
Z8% 890 RS FHY 4 Utk o] L AW WEe] YA A
£ H29) AFNAE BASE YWASE Bo] B8aT Utk

4) 71€3 ALA9 WEASF(EFFCH & £5EE&4 ¥aA%(index of pure -efficiency
change) ¢} 7R84 W3R (index of scale change) 2 8|8 4= 3low (Fiare et al.,
1994 Sharma et al., 1997), 71&5E9) ¥4 ( TECHCH) ¥ 57153 WA $
(pure magnitude index), AF&EHS A (output biased index), FTYEME A< (input
biased index) & ®3& 4 Utk (Fare et al., 1997a).



W Uk EENE REER 43

Qad 1 Helgr UHAE WYX

2. FHUHY

JHT F 712 (4 t+1) BB WAZE YA+ @) < 5) & 4788 A
e — DX, V), DX, v, DTNX, V), DTHXTT, YT —
& FAToEN ASE 5 Utk AT T4l UolA v RFA WYL A3
AYHE o83z DEAZIH S 7 ®ol &83tn It Y

nl9) QALEAGL (DMU: decision making units) 7} wll7iell mle] FAkg A
(NE T3 9 4EE (S AT AL A DMUY A
DI(X:, YHek DX, YitD e, TRl tid BB S (CRS: constant returns
to scale) & 7 A%, the AFAY EBAlY AzRE 7Y Utk F,

maxﬂ,-

s.t. ];/l,yj—ﬁ,yf—s = {,

5) ATrE AZske de #37Ite] ARTNE 0|83k conventional & contempo-
raneous DEA 9P (Fare et al., 1994; Sharma et al., 1997 5) & B9} 2§ ARE o] &
8h= sequential DEA YWY (Grifell and Lovell, 1999) %°] gley, ¥ A3+ conven-
tional DEA Y& o] &3t}

6) 713 AHg9] HAE 93] AE Jehlle AR 9} 18 ANk
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i;/lixki'*'ek = Xk k=1, m
=
Aj 2 05 j = 1’ T n (6>

§s20, e=0.

714 g A DMUS 7@ &89 vlal3 $718 Jehdd, 44 7hs
& AUAEF (I AANEF (v bl 3 =0,y 2 BAE FFIh wetA
AL Y 715 HolrESake] HE (y;/y) 2 FYEE M8 DMUS
71ed LA (TE) 32 AJTre 6,9 959 2tk 3 s= AEE slack,

ey kA FYUE slack, A4,& A DMUSQ H]F (weight) & YEPATE

9 AIEAYEAS &7t g,=10Z, A=1°19 4,;=0 (G=)olTH, A
DMU%E AJ2H87 (frontier) o] 1218} Az A&Hold). BlEEHS DMUSY %5
E 6>1, A;=0019, A#0(;+olch

9 Dixi, YiThe DUNXY, YHe A7 e AFAYEA 4 N
2] (8)] A2RE 7 4 Ur}H(Fare et al., 1994).

[D(X{™, YirHI™! = max 6

: gt =
s.t. ! Jgﬂ,y, 0; s 0,

2> 0, j=1 - n
s20, e=0.
[D*N(XE, YH]7! = max 6,
st ;;A,'-“y,'-“—o,y:—s =0, ®

ZA;+ lxz;-l + ek == xi“’ k = 17 '..7 m
=
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A§+l =2 0, jzlv e N

320, ekZO.

TR g 7PHE S (VRS variable returns to scale) & 7FE ZA$elle, 4

6, @O, @ EBZA(convexity)® 7HH< ,‘g"i = 1, /2;,1]' =1

D = 18 Aoz A7 710 AFAYRASL A0,

VRSE 7138 Ao A bARe CRSE 7Hyshe AAMAARG A (data
point) & T AlZA 0|3 DA (flexible and tight) 3] XA €t mebx CRSE
A A9 AT (TEgs)E VRSE 78 o] A= (TE v B0t &
4 FAAYG Zoh

CRSe] Z3e} VRSS ZAFE o] &3l 2] (9) 9} o] FEAEEI(SE: scale
efficiency) & 7& < itk @} SE=1o|8 #RAEE&AC] EAslaL, SE<1°R
FEB|E&A o]l EAst USS gvigth. weld CRSE 78 459 Adds
714 28X E TRESAT VRSE 7HE uo] Al led g d <«
4 H8A (pure efficiency) &) HF22 EPITH(Sharma et al., 1997; Fare et al.,
1994).

SE= TEcgrs / TE ygs ©)

E3 o] AFHES o] &3, 2 (10) 3 o], AAHF F 71 (4, t+ 1) LA 7]
& #5849 W3} (EFFCH (t, t+1) = TEGs TEg)® ©F HE&AH W3
( pure efficiency change: PECH(¢, t+1)= TEYgs/ TEre) 9t TEE S W3}

(scale efficiency change: SECH (¢, t+1) = SEV'/SENE ¥ + Utk

EFFCH (¢, t+1)=PECH (¢, t+1) - SECH (¢, t+1) (10)

B AFdHE 4 6), (1), @2 TAE JIAY BA HE T Al
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ek 2 (1), (5)9 WAZE YA (TFPCHE AE3a o8 7l1e JE8
Q (TECHCH)# 713 H&49 WslaRl (EFFCH) o2 E&dich &3 2 (10)
o o3 7l& A&AQ] WEE ¢FASAY WS (PECH S FRESAY W3l
(SECH)E Bz 3= A2 A 23 80e 434 it

I A8 9 #44%
1. A2

B Aol A8 Atae &5 A2 43719 409702 1078d B (1985~
1994'@) o] 38 s'd2} 8 (balanced panel data) ©}th

ASENA AMSE Bge AAEES, 2R 9 =552 Uirozlh A4
E¥g2e ByP (VA & ol&3tn, =FRuF L 2 AA THY F(1A A
o) g, 1gx ARUF(K) 2e ALl AY BdE + e EA, HE, 7FE,
VAR, Aut, AFET T2 EFS H38 8 AT (tangible fixed asset) & Al
430 dH FrpRe AR 7 A S EZIR S (1990=100) £ Y EHolE
& AAWMFE o] &3t

B dFdM e A9zt olAd S nEdtd I HFEIAEF (Korean Standard
Industry Classification: KSIC) &] 85/l o8l o7 22 779 Ajleg ZES
BRI 31 (REF AR ; 32084, A8, /SAFE AR 34(Fol L F
olAIF AE, UM E EW); P ERE, Af A" nF € EFgkrE A2
36 (BB BEAE A2R) ) ITAIA F5U9) 0 B EHISAE 71A € ).

E D& BE7IQ9] A4 74T AFEA A AL HFE B9 25
HAHE Jepdch

7) 33(EA R UFAF AzG) AR 390 R 718 A2) 1L A7 3748 7] A1
gho] EAS FAAAM Al
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E 1) A BusEe BT (BEUAD
(@9 &, 109 9

4 31 32 34 35 36 37 38
7194 45 63 22 95 24 33 127
VA 37.03 39.57 15. 40 32.19 44. 46 95.86 57.45

(38.40) (51.43) (19.37) (65.79) (52. 50) (335.43) (185.54)
L 1750.48 | 2278.83 488. 89 1027.43 1215.57 1924. 15 2430. 30
(1545.82) | (2879.27) | (422.16) | (1529.97) | (973.23) | (3853.58) | (5763.02)
K 51.61 65. 27 31.10 54. 86 90. 42 207.35 74.83

(68.99) (111.39) (56. 23) (156. 49) (140. 76) (827.87) (240.38)

3 VAS K& AR e 87k 5 (1990=100) 2 tlE#H ol ES A4
()& EEAA.

(1) Helgs Tled 5284)

DEA 718 |83t Azigset PA2E HAPRAFE AS31, o8 B3
ZQ A4S BX3] dslre CRS & VRS 2471 (reference techno-
logy) & 7H3 8o sh=tl, ¥ dAdlde CRS Ailed 7P 3 9

E 2DF Az 23S AT (1ed 584) & d=EE ez ok
Aglgdae 2 A dellA 7 284 719 12 7Hgska 78 A oA
o] AlA #&4E VeI, o] gto] 19 7EFE A A e XM =Y
33 158 Smigich

3 Azl REVIZEB5~94) B 71eH Aede) BEL %F 0.565°102
o, AR RE 36, 31, 374Kdo] 242 0.773, 0.650, 0.639% FAHoR FA
FAEen, 34, 35 384kdo] Z}z} 0.548, 0.540, 0.502% dHHoE A F

8) ol Air|go] WAXE ArbdA|4e] 4ol o] A FErtel] AT =ele ol FEHAU
2] oA 9), 2000). Ray and Desli(1997) & CRSE 7 ¥ A$ #RAEAY 23
o F7} Y £ ALL AAstw Yert, Grifell and Lovell (1995) & VRSE 7138l
T3 WA 2E YR FE FRAHY (scale effect) HEo] 28 2MMAE ASsle bl & F
7F e 4 98-S A3tk T3 Fire et al. (1997b) & Coelli et al. (1999, pp. 234) &
VRSE 714% 7% DEA A¥AYEAY &7t EAKA] && 5 S AH At




48 BEFHE M4 A4z

(E 2 g ¥ dxy AH2lgs O3 Z84Y)

3 32 34 35 36 37 38 o T
85 0.620 | 0.570 0.471 0.581 0.702 0.503 0.510 0. 556
86 0.642 | 0.568 0.545 0.572 0. 856 0.640 0. 409 0.549
87 0.531 | 0.684 0.538 0.482 0.818 0.598 0.515 0. 561
88 0.642 | 0.581 0.632 0.420 0.781 0.597 0.504 0.542
89 0.650 | 0.558 0.623 0.549 0.764 0.573 0.492 0. 562
0 0.731 | 0.519 0. 463 0.602 0.794 0.69% 0.503 0.584
91 0.638 | 0.541 0.570 0.550 0.761 0.702 0.534 0.579
92 0.729 | 0.485 0.602 0. 561 0.749 0.722 0. 506 0.577
93 0.676 | 0.551 0.574 0. 486 0.739 0.724 0.450 0.545
94 0.640 | 0.481 0. 465 0. 600 0.767 0.631 0.59% 0.59

85/94 | 0.650 | 0.554 0.548 0.540 0.773 0.639 0.502 0. 565

2 I Te FRIHERe] A doln, A #BFL AW 71 € 2@ tedad
Zhabeiag

(2) WHAE MMMX|E

ARFSFEL ol &3k 4 (5) & FHF A E Dol Yeht Ut <& D
o] TFPCHE AT F 717t kel WH2E A4 HsE vepd.
TFPCHE A718] v &2 BHEH7] W&ol o] £t 120 39 (Fred, ge
%) Aol A7ld) wia) (s}, B9) A ouidich =3 )E 2 A
JY HFL 715 7 (geometric mean) S o] &dFonZ Holl YePE XA 1
< W, AP B FasYe] AU FskeE Yehdth 9

a2 Azgel 2848 BEV)7HE5~94) B 9BH 6.2% BT A
oz FAHYUCE A2 & 349} 384Kd0] 747} 8.8%, 8.5% 2 7P EA, 35
o] 2.8% 2 7P RA ASHAeH, A FHL 4.6%~7.2% Ateldl £
3], APz Fxo Aoy Yot BEIVIIEG AL BE AdelA

9) Azgeel vge W Auishy) Wl AeyFE 7 Ee] o A (Coelli,
1996), 7131 Te SEAU RES %L FY F 3ok



WE pERe £EM RERR 49

At a2v FE17ke] Auly) (85~89) o EE7IZHe] Fub7] (90~94) A 9]
YAAE PAR o] TS 242 1,084, 10492 AlZE o] WA e A=
7} 90dthel] Eof E3}5Ac 19

=59 ARE o83l F LAY S BN TS dife dxte 23
712t & ARSRE Ahgol] webA AFe Alolzt Jloh ®E3HE €] (1992) & 1970~90d
9 A8E AMEEl] FoAYNAY FUHES 1.07T%E A239n, £33 9
(1991) & 1971 ~89d F<F 3.66%, Dollar and Sokoloff (1990) £ 1963~79d E<t
6.1%, Pilat(1995) & 1967~873 < 4.3%, Young(1995) & 1966~90d E<t
3.0% 22]3 Kwack (2000) 2 1971~93d B¢ 3.2% 2 F8 44N 3788
Al&sta ok 1D

o] & AFZATE Aol A FHPS Aol 7[RI JE AFES T
¥ &l A AEFolghs AABINA Solowd] 33 A FrA] (residual)
g ol 83t glon, ARl BAA eadhE e YA 2AS
o FLAMMEE AEstn Q7] 2ol Ve EEAAE UK ¥ Ade
& gk aEu B Aol e ZIeF HlEEHY EAE BAA R v
A3l BAAEE ZAZ 3] FLAMMYE FFAYT JIed A& S 1}
o FLAMMNEE BN HIo dAFEE FFI - AEF (1999, Kim and
Han(2001), =" (20000 %ol Uk FF3 - FFE(1999) % Kim and
Han(2001) & 243 Whio 2 Alzgel 44 S 385, =94 9 (2000
H 24 o g SN 4gE AFste Yo |

ARSAE =g AT Aol A F Uth 19 24PN L FUER
ARE  gle A4EE9 Frlol7] gl AHeAtar Aitase] A WgE g
dshertel o8 1 F8d 37t d2A vekd 4 ok Krugman (1994) & @&

10) AR as 2E AHdA 2840484049 B2 0duiel Eo] EatEch £3) 344w
373449 Ak o]l FAEH E3ld Ao=Z vETh

11) Kwack (2000, pp. 254~258) & Young (1995, pp. 664~670) & §+=2] 8 AWM & B &
AT7EL 2 9% - Fstn Uk

12) Kwack (2000, pp. 257) & & -Pollx e} o] &87171A] (Net Value Added) 8 AH8-3F 24,
27173} 3ol oty #4YE3(Gross Output) & o183 750l vla] F8A44
Aol A AZE F UL AFsUY. PG o] 8% AL 824 Fke
3.2% 2 AZ3A1, FAEFE o]&¥ Aol 0.8% 2 Eudtn lth
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E 3 MY U AT WHAE MMMXIS( TFPCH) : J|1gT2e| W3l TECHCH) %
71&d xgMe| WS EFFCH)

31 32 34 35 36 37 38 oz

85/86 | TFPCH 1,110 | 1.180 | 1.335 | L. 118 | 1.157 | 1.270 | 1.267 | 1.197
EFFCH 1.031 | 1.020 | 1.276 | 0.975 | 1.255 [ 1.362 | 0.830 | 0.9%4
TECHCH | 1.076 | 1.156 | 1.046 | 1.147 | 0.922 | 0.932 | 1.527 | 1.204

86/87 | TFPCH 1.140 | 1.160 | 1.022 | 1.066 | 1.076 | 1.221 | 1.120 | 1.115
EFFCH 0.821 | 1.228 | 0.975 | 0.828 | 0.952 | 0.922 | 1.268 | 1.029
TECHCH | 1.389 | 0.945 | 1.048 | 1.288 | 1.129 | 1.324 | 0.884 | 1.084

87/88 | TFPCH 1.024 | 1.014 | 1.142 | 0.975 | 1.183 | 1.095 | 1.045 | 1.038
EFFCH 1.221 | 0.862 | 1.204 | 0.861 | 0.955 | 0.987 | 0.987 | 0.967
TECHCH | 0.838 | 1.177 | 0.949 | 1.132 | 1.238 | 1.108 | 1.059 | 1.073

88/89 | TFPCH 1.026 | 0.91 | 1.107 | 0.984 | 0.989 } 0.929 | 1.018 | 0.997
EFFCH 1L.O11 | 0.957 | 0.993 | 1.365 | 0.967 | 0.949 | 0.966 | 1.051
TECHCH | 1.015 | 1.003 | 1.114 | 0.721 | 1.023 | 0.979 | 1.053 | 0.949

89/90 | TFPCH 1.031 | 1.107 | 1.129 | 1013 | 0.889 | 0.973 | 1.031 | 1.029
EFFCH 1.143 | 0.908 | 0.727 | 1.092 | 1.049 | 1.277 | 1011 | 1.029
TECHCH | 0.902 | 1.219 | 1.552 | 0.928 | 0.847 | 0.762 | 1.020 | 1.000

90/91 | TFPCH 1.079 | 1.007 | 1.014 | 1.026 | 1.030 | 1.004 | 1.114 | 1.053
EFFCH 0.845 | 1.027 | 1.253 | 0.908 | 0.946 | 0.978 | 1.069 | 0.991
TECHCH | 1.277 | 0.981 | 0.809 | 1.129 | 1.088 | 1.027 | 1.042 | 1.062

91/92 | TFPCH 0.999 | 1L.159 | 0.998 | 1.003 | 1.021 | 0.935 | 1.051 | 1.035
EFFCH 1.158 | 0.897 | 1.025 | 1.021 | 0.986 | 1.037 | 0.947 | 0.991
TECHCH | 0.863 | 1.292 | 0.973 | 0.983 | 1.035 | 0.902 | 1.110 | 1.045

92/93 | TFPCH 1.044 | 0.972 | 0.872 | 1.048 | 1.019 | 1.104 | 1.074 | 1.036
EFFCH 0.927 | 1.118 | 0.882 | 0.854 | 0.990 | 0.985 | 0.884 1 0.928
TECHCH | 1.126 | 0.870 | 0.989 | 1.226 | 1.029 | 1.120 | 1.215 | 1.116

93/94 | TFPCH 1,073 | 1.120 | 1.247 | 1.030 | 1.076 | 1.018 | 1.065 | 1.072
EFFCH 0.951 | 0.878 | 0.877 | 1.261 | 1.040 | 0.835 | 1.336 | 1.104
TECHCH | 1,128 | 1.276 | 1.423 | 0.817 | 1,035 | 1.218 | 0.797 | 0.971

85/89 | TFPCH 1.074 | 1.075 | 1.146 | 1.034 | 1.099 ; 1.121 | 1.108 | 1.084
EFFCH 1,011 | 1.008 | 1.104 | 0.987 | 1.025 | 1.041 | 1.001 | 1.010
TECHCH | 1,062 | 1.066 | 1.038 | 1.048 | 1.072 | 1.076 | 1.108 | 1.074

90/94 { TFPCH 1.048 | 1.062 | 1.024 | 1.027 | 1.036 | 1.013 | 1.076 | 1.049
EFFCH 0.964 | 0.975 | 0.998 } 1.000 | 0.990 | 0.956 | 1.046 | 1.001
TECHCH | 1.088 [ 1.089 | 1.026 | 1.027 | 1.046 | 1.060 | 1.029 | 1.047

85/94 | TFPCH 1.058 | 1.072 | 1.088 | 1.028 | 1.046 | 1.055 | 1.085 | 1.062
EFFCH 1,003 | 0.982 | 1.008 | 1.004 | 1.012 | 1.025 | 1.022 | 1.008
TECHCH | 1.054 | 1.092 | 1.080 | 1.025 | 1.033 | 1.029 ; 1.062 | 1.053

#) TFPCH= EFFCH + TECHCH.

A 7 ELe ZgEEoln, AREFEL AW V1Y #& AP 7l
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T3 BolrotmrEe AL e R Ege Aitese F9d o&Edien
2 ol 7Y AR AR 48 + fivkn AU 22{u Chen
(1997) & °l& I71E9 AFAL Aidgsd Azld 7|€XH (factor embodied
technical progress) ol &J&g ZAdoln, 42 EAWYAAME o]& RF3A
&3 A3kEA] g8 7]+ K (disembodied technical progress) ¥H& &8 AAAM] 0
2 ASdtn UE FAET Utk o] 2L =9e ARRE AR Y Ao|rt T84
A A Ao A & ¥ & F UsE AARL

(3) ZIgFEe] Mo} 71N HEAMe| Wt

QHE F 71 TR WHA2E YWY F( TFPCH) & A9 0] 5E vel
e 71e5Ee W8l TECHCH) 8 A7 o g oj5g Yeille 7I1€4 &8
Ao M3l (EFFCH) ] §22 R¥dr). <(F 3)9 TECHCHS} EFFCHX: A7IY)
H) H| &2 FH3H7] diell, o] At 180 A (Fed, Zod) resEd
712 H&Aol A7l vlF it (ts), B9 HASS 9vlgich. E£3 FHEL 7]
sl BR Holl JeERG XA 18w, 1373t i) A7 71eng
I 5849 A3ES Jeph

A 71ese] ASH( TECHCH) & A EY, 33 Aol HE7]7HE5~94)
o AET Z|ENEEL 5.3%01Atk. AdEEE 32(9.2%), 34(8.0%), 38
(6.2%), 31(5.4%), 36(3.3%), 37(2.9%), 35(2.5%) & AZEo], AJd= A
T9] Aol ot BE Ao BEZ|ZE Bt 7leeFEe] FHAG 13 1
U BE7|7Ee] A7) (85~89) & FuE7](90~94) oM €] ZleeE MR 47
1.074, 1.0472 AZEEH o] 90dtle] 0] 717} 35U 19

712 A&Ade] WS EFFCH) € AT EY, 713 A&Ade] BE7IH(85~9)
T AHFE W8S 0.8% 2 AR A HUTE APAEEE 37(2.5%), 38

13) WA= BETA @1, 32, 344)) Hrke $3% (35, 36, 37, 384d) oM 71 H o] A
Ao v AZHN. ol FHA FEIY 4F Y2 U8 a3 B FAL o
ol HYFAY o] e FHAM, FFH WIE A AFFAE AgFHo= o
Folz7] Wi Ao siMdrh

14) B3NS 7€ se 80d Fxtrldl] vlg) /R WA vlofstAl okt Rea JEptA]
%, F3YY AFole s0dd Tyl wish 3k ez AFHUG. 53] 3843109 7]
SHe A8 UL
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(2.2%), 36(1.2%), 34(0.8%), 35(0.4%), 31(0.3%), 32(-1.8%) & Jeht, o
BE AN 71ed A8 FEVIT B¢ AMEHAL 15 22y BE7119)
Auk) gk FubzloAe] Y144 E&4 ¥HsAee 47 1.010, 1.0012 AFE o
0ol B9 7€ E&A] NS ESEHUT 10

FH 71ed agAe WSHEFFCH &, 4 (1009 93, £5ag4e] A
(PECH) & 7FRE &4 W3} (SECH) & FAEwH, R O+ o] AFES 2
¥ dxdz Jelz ok E DM Z&Age] HgE V] vleE FE
397 &l o] £At 180 AW (ow, gow) F&Aol Ayl wiE] FF
(e, B9) =AU ouigich. =3 7P g ol &Aoo nE Fo v
Eid X0l 1€ W 371 Bt e A WEeS JEhdn.

HE71ZHE5~94) B ©FAEAS] ¥SE S AT 0.4% 2 ASHAL 4
dHZE F2TY A4 35, 36, 37, 38N E 44 1.1%, 0.1%, 0.3%,
1.3% 2 v|u|gk 7jade] o] Foixl wid, ZHFY 4IRdQ1 31, 32, dakddMe zz
-0.1%, -1.5%, -0.3% 2 w|9|3A|%t 3=t TG HEVIH] Hukr|sh &
7)ol eFEEA HsATE 42 1.016, 0.99382 ASHS &FE g
90dd] Eof AT 17

TRAEAS] BE7I B 98T HIEE 0.4% 2 ASHJL AT Ao
T oAsiych ARIEEE 37(2.2%), 34(1.1%), 36(1.0%), 38(0.8%), 31
0.5%), 32(-0.4%), 35(-0.7%) & AFHAh. FRAEEA A& BE7IT
A7) 9k FE7|ZE Fukz|o] zbzt 0.994, 1.0092 Al&Ho] FRASAL 90dTh
Eol wlulatA| gt A=At 18)

15 AZ 2B 71e8 BeAel AUE ATHNY TR AuHes w4 e
Wk, ole FBeEcl AZHUNY A AEA AR AL 1980 RE AT A
Agtg oz Qs gEE, o Te AR AYAA Bid AN g FAR
e} HASH MM BT 7ldE Akn 224 B & Uk

16) 35, 384kiE Aela BE Aol 71¢A HeAlel AME 90d Sof T8 WA o8
=,

17) AgEEE oojg ANE 19 363R1S MY, BE ARldN £5aede 09 B
o} <tgh W= EHEK

18) ARG EE 359 38AKITI0] FEAEAYo] AMEUD, Uolx Aje wlulshl dae e
2 YeptAe, Z1947 9o 384lel Gz AiHEe nnlsl AN Ao ve
ek,
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E 4 Neld Y osY 7[&HN EgMe| MK EFFCH) | o842 WS PECH)2
TR EZ4e| i SECH)
31 32 34 35 36 37 38 iy
85/86 | EFFCH | 1.031 | 1.020 | 1.276 | 0.975 | 1.255 | 1.362 | 0.830 | 0.9%
PECH | 1.032 | 1.024 | 1.224 | 1.066 | 1.080 | 1.209 | 0.925 | 1.029
SECH | 0.999 | 0.997 | 1.042 | 0.914 | 1.162 | 1.127 | 0.897 | 0.966
86/87 | EFFCH | 0.821 | 1.228 | 0.975 | 0.828 | 0.952 | 0.922 | 1.268 | 1.029
PECH | 0.904 | 1.084 | 0.876 | 0.904 | 0.973 | 1.019 | 1.161 | 1.017
SECH | 0.908 | 1.133 | 1.113 | 0.915 | 0.979 | 0.905 | 1.093 | 1012
87/88 | EFFCH | 1.221 | 0.862 | 1.204 | 0.861 | 0.955 | 0.987 | 0.987 | 0.967
PECH | 1.027 | 0.968 | 1.108 | 0.956 | 0.957 | 1.008 | 1.069 | 1.012
SECH | 1.189 | 0.890 | 1.086 | 0.901 | 0.999 | 0.980 | 0.923 | 0.956
88/89 | EFFCH | 1.011 | 0.957 | 0.993 | 1.365 | 0.967 | 0.949 | 0.966 | 1.051
PECH | 1.084 | 0.963 | 0.999 | 1.133 | 0.976 | 0.951 | 0.938 | 1.007
SECH | 0.932 | 0,994 | 0.994 | 1.204 | 0.991 | 0.998 | 1.030 | 1.044
89/90 | EFFCH | 1.143 | 0.908 | 0.727 | 1.092 | 1.049 | 1.277 | 1.011 | 1.029
PECH | 1.023 | 0.916 | 0.845 | 1.051 | 1.021 | 1.042 | 1.023 | 1.003
SECH | L117 | 0.992 | 0.861 | 1.040 | 1,027 | 1.226 | 0.988 | 1.027
90/91 | EFFCH | 0.845 | 1.027 | 1.253 | 0.908 | 0.946 | 0.978 | 1.069 | 0.991
PECH | 0.911 | 1.007 | 1.097 | 0.944 | 0.977 | 0.886 | 1012 | 0.975
SECH | 0.928 | 1.019 | 1.142 | 0.962 | 0.968 | 1.104 | 1.057 | 1.016
91/92 | EFFCH | 1.158 | 0.897 | 1.025 | 1.021 | 0.986 | 1.037 | 0.947 | 0.991
PECH | 1.114 | 0.899 | 1.108 | 1.002 | 0.986 | 1.064 | 0.941 | 0.987
SECH | 1.040 { 0.997 | 0.925 | 1.019 | 1.000 | 0.975 | 1.006 | 1.004
92/93 | EFFCH | 0.927 | 1.118 | 0.882 | 0.854 | 0.990 | 0.985 | 0.884 | 0.928
PECH | 0.952 | 1.076 | 0.958 | 0.871 | 1.033 | 0.972 | 1.034 | 0.982
SECH | 0.975 | 1.039 | 0.921 | 0.981 | 0.958 | 1.013 | 0.855 | 0.946
93/94 | EFFCH | 0.951 | 0.878 | 0.877 | 1.261 | 1.040 | 0.835 | 1.336 | 1.104
PECH | 0.962 | 0.949 | 0.831 | 1.218 | 1.016 | 0.915 | 1.038 | 1.029
SECH | 0.988 | 0.925 | 1.055 | 1.035 | 1.024 | 0.913 | 1.287 | 1.072
85/89 | EFFCH { 1.011 | 1.008 | 1.104 | 0.987 | 1.025 | 1.041 | 1.001 | 1.010
PECH | 1.010 | 1.009 | 1.044 | 1.011 | 0.995 | 1.042 | 1.019 | 1.016
SECH | 1.001 | 1.000 | 1.058 | 0.976 | 1.030 | 0.999 | 0.983 | 0.994
90/94 | EFFCH | 0.964 | 0.975 | 0.998 | 1.000 | 0.990 | 0.956 | 1.046 | 1.001
' PECH | 0.982 | 0.981 | 0.992 | 1.001 | 1.003 | 0.957 | 1.005 | 0.993
{ SECH | 0.982 | 0.994 | 1.007 | 0.999 | 0.987 | 0.999 | 1.040 | 1.009
85/94 | EFFCH | 1.003 | 0.982 | 1.008 | 1.004 | 1.012 | 1.025 | 1.022 | 1.008
PECH | 0.999 | 0.985 | 0.997 | 1.011 | 1.001 | 1.003 | 1.013 | 1.004
L SECH | 1.005 | 0.996 | 1.011 | 0.993 | 1.010 | 1.022 | 1.008 | 1.004

#) EFFCH = PECH - SECH.

ARE 71 E e JstEdeln, dedsde A 719 £8 2@ YT
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FE7IZ(85~94) B ©FBEHY Wse ARASY WIRFE EF
1.0042 A& 7l&d AgA] Wil gt o] &9 rld e M2 H|&kF £50
Ak 28y 90 Eol EFE S vnBAIRt otdlE 1 R AL LS nn|§l
29 g e 2N, R Aldle €FEeAY rder) a8la RE/Z
Fabrlde FRAESAY 7ldzrt ddEeR o & FoE Yehgth

oprjgte 2 71eRH e} 7led 5849 JMo] FaPNYe STl F1odE
EAA 45S AHETY. BEZZHE5~94) B¢ FeAA 0 A¥F HAE
6.2% 71€3 A& W39} 5T ¥yt 2447 0.8%, 5.3% 7IA% A
o2 A&, 714 &9 MRt 7|87t F 04N Ao o
2 7|9 E Yk 19 53 r|eREe YAR FIYETE AFY TR 1
23 71ed Z&AY ML AFFETe FTY FEoA HdiiFeE o #A
FAHAL. e Y FRAME #AY FHETH 4R Q& AIF
9] E=do] UAARY TE ArlE =YE AT AT AFH T2 vlE A
Aoz oo, 7t FAZ FHE ¢ YWeES Bok AE&H0E
SLAA7] HEQ] o= sHMdETt

E3F FE7|3HB5~94) B E-Ee] AjlMe EFFCH$ TECHCH7} 1K
o} 34 A= 7l 7€ G849 Wslhe A el e wEke
2 ZAg39ty. 28y EFFCHE 1Y &A TECHCHE 184 34 A& o]
NEXE e 7|3 &40 syt M E Wi WEko g Agdte A9 (32449 A
) = el o3 g AL 90ddl Aulrlel iR Aol Jehta Sle
o, 20 A2 AAIES RS 5 ZIgute] 1 e g e, A W
o] & 714 (non-innovator) & 74 7le2e HIol o8y dF oz HA
AT U7 WEQA Aoz M) ol 71 A8 Wlel a5 W
37t &3 do dETA UA G52 s, JIsE 821F Ve HE4
9] F7t8%1e A2 Aold F S AARITh

19) Agdze 2E QA Jed ge4de MARY rledlist o ZA ASsEdY =3
o131 g 4L 80l Futr)9}l 90 AWrlol = tiF-e ARidA FEAH oz YEpt

20) 90dth Aukrlol= 384KE A9 L& 4delA EFFCHE 18t &4 28j3 TECHCH
180 24 AZ=Ech
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V. gk 9l AE

Z 844414 (total factor productivity) & FYEQ ¥3l2 49 & 4 gle A
o] wiglz ey, 7leH) 7led A&A NS F8 4E U 2
Ay F LAY S Bk ATA AFATES, 7I€A B NdE
4 Solowe] 4748<1 BA e 2A% R 7] W&, 7IgxBito] FaiA
S ¥ F Qe 8o TR ek 71go] ofE o] {2 AJAhATe
A Aarsta Al ZRCHE Fol AAEE BEF 0T B8 AR F844
g 771 82l 8 £ itk

£ dFdAe 7€ A4S BAHLE wg3lo 3 A2 Faayst
g A7 98, HFAYY L 2AR sk H|ES4H DEAVIHOE WH2E
AIJAFE AEsta, olF 7I€d &4 Wiadn rlexlrngleos Eag
ol B A3 Algzlge = ARG A3 409719 107187 (1985~1994) &)
aYsdaigel}.

2 A7 FH23= 33 o] 848 & Utk AA, I AxYPY FE]
ZH(85~94) B 7€ HEAS HFAL <F 0.5650102H, 36, 31, 374dL A
thdoz A a2lm 34, 35 384 ddiHoz A F3HUc)

X, @3 Az Fo2YMILS B2V Bt A 6.2% AT A
2 FEAT, AddE FAxe ol oy RE ARIdA AL EN
o} 12fy EEZ|ZF AN7](85~89) & BEZIE FH7] (90~94) o Ae] WHAE
AN T 242} 1,084, 1. 0492 AlS=]o] A gl £%71 90rduiol] §o)
T3 Aok

AR, = AzPe] FE7I 5% YT V1S EEE 5.3% oo, 1
¥ Fx9 aole dou RE AFAA ZlerEe] ATt 23y 28]
r A9t REZIZY Fu)eAe] ZeE HEA e 242 1,074, 10472 A
- 259] 90dtle] Bo] Y& B o] Tl

YA, 5 AR FEVIZE B 71 BgAde] AMT H3leE 0.8%°]
Aeon, APEE F =9 Aoy o e AdA Zled AL A
Sk 22y RV A9 REZ|ZE FubvleiA g J1eA &4 WsxS
© 2471 1.010, 1.0012 FF =], 0ddiel E0] 7Ied &9 /e 315
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Qth = BRI B 7163 TeAY ANl dF SFEET FREEY
9] FdEE ME %I FEIUT.

A, EE77 B9 7163 5849 /AR de 7E BT F888849
e o BE 7148 Q). 53] 71 ne AR FIPRTE A¥Y FE
A 221z 71%3 AgAe] ML ATPRTE Y FRAA ddFHeE
=7 2AEPT e 3P FEAAE FA9 T 89 H ez Q3
T Exte] wado] YW TE A& EYL AF AFFEAE AFE F& ¥
& AFH oz o), 1zt FAZ FAE g AWeES Tt AE
Aoz LYW/ R Ao MdTh

EF FEZHE5~94) B¢t hR-Ee] Aol EFFCH>1, TECHCH>1%
AZs0), 71} 71eA HeAe] Wshe A ol 22 T¥eE 2§
a3 9th. 23Y EFFCH<1, TECHCH>1& AZHd], 71€389 7|&3
A9 Wt A2 i) gke 2 Agshe AT Vet 53] ol2g @Y
£ 90 B0 i Ee AldlA Yeiuda Utk ole A2 Ailed Ee
AR 7)jute] 1 Jwtel S Falm LR 7l gFo] =8 A ule] tE&
714 (non-innovator) & AdAcZ HAX L U&E Iridty, 78 a3
71&A 5ol MAKAL M2 Fold & USRS AL

ZEgR oz 7143 AT 7IerE L FR2ANEL BEVIZHE~94) FE
A QA T, 1 F7HES 0ol B0l E3EUch o] &AM 90dYl &
o} go] AT AAA MM TR dorm FoAMIe] S T o
2 28y & gk 2540488 7leXBE BE 7163 B4 NS B
FAE 4 AT, 0|5 /HARQNL AR Fold & JoBF, 4IgEE 1 8%
& W3] mgolaied AE B4 2 AL AFshe Zo] viA T Aotk
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Abstract

This paper estimates the non-parametric Malmquist productivity indices for Korean
manufacturing industries, to decompose the sources of total factor productivity (TFP)
growth into technical change and technical efficiency change. The results based on
data from 1985~1994 show that the contribution of technical progress was higher
than that of technical efficiency improvement in the TFP growth, and that the
contribution of scale efficiency change was similar to that of pure efficiency change
in the improvement of technical efficiency, and that the rates of technical progress
and technical efficiency improvement and TFP growth were weakened in early 1990s,
and that technical change and technical efficiency change did not always move
together.
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