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HERE B
A B OE B

1. BLHE

AR, R E OB 7R L L THET b0, 1928 £ 0
" C.W.Cobb & P.H.Douglas X ngtRI@ % (17) k&-TThd, Z0H
DW%E%LiaT§<®MEbﬁbn(b%Dw@BEE%ﬁ(U&CD

RS L REET 5) DARMIIEE L %o lenThHB, L LEREFE

Atz on T, CD AEMBOTASELTIEE %), 1961 F0  Arrow,
Chenéry, Minhas, Solow A (Ll ACMS rE&#§ ) nREERL (4)

i= £~ T CES hmMB» RRSND I L 2% b, FNUBBECH ST

1213, HEBRICET 2B DRIHREEN TV,
BRI ETERE O, BRES O, SEROTMRFICECTE

, E&&%ﬂ%%f"&'m’ca%%b‘ Douglas LAk 35 LA LD R Hp %@L TWwa

B D, KRBT NEREN L EERKIIRR SN Ty, CES &
B L, REENMI—EThHD = &, BIRREMAMI—ETHS I 1L,
MBI 1 SOFREGFIRTH - T, ZNAEHC bk ICIIRICH
EHERHENTWE WD TH D, £NEK T, Douglas LIk & RN
EBOBAERETS LU HROBRDOLHIZEER TR L VTHS I,

HEM IS 5 BE#H i v T3, Nerlove (1967, (701) ), Walters
(1963, (102) ), Solow (1967, (96) ), it#f » WL %13 Lsd & L T { D0l
ntﬁiﬁ%ﬁénfwaowmwsm%iuCDiﬁmﬁcmTaa@f_«

A
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 H1, Solow 73 CES 4EBIM LSO HEMESIZHT 5 bOTHY, HH -
WD ORI b B X OMETE L 61T, RIS CES 4
USgOBHICES2BE 0 LEERBENLNNRBORBE B> TRR
WERS . 20RO BRIEFNCHES & TR ERRII AT 3 2
&L, ¥F8E T (learning by doing) { HRET B Z & & L7z,

LT 2, CD #4pEBi%, 3, CES 4mpi%, 4, VES 4£mEpis (Va
riable-Elasticity-of-Substitution_Production Function), 5, Hifiies & £E
BB ONEFE TRNDNDTH2BH, —HLEELROE) ITEDTE .

Y =7% b7y b, K =%K L =%, t =k
p =T 7y Miits, 7= HE% w=Fex

_Y ,_ Y _
y= T k= I W= Lw |
_ oYL oY K

a=3Ly BTy » m=ets (REHNK)
EREME (—) ¢ Y=FK L) Xz F(K L &)

FALERS @ Y= F(B()K A(:)L)
- CD AR - Y=AK'LY, (A, o BEH)

CESHEME : Y=7(6K " +(1-6) L")

(Y=BEE/xT 4 — 5 —
O=4Bl/ X7 A —F —,

o= di — 1 =T x—2%—)

2. CDEEME

(1) CD 4pEMB T ,

CD £EMEOE,y LB 1 B, 1928 €12 RE 207 C. W. Cobb & P,
H. Douglas »3k[E#3c(17)12 4% 3, Douglas i3 25 B 4 B BE R  BLBS 1R D
CRRICHEEL T 7o, 1899-1922 FOXEME TR 0B A AK, 5815
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L, EHREY, OMERRFIERICS T <, Y OlE oSz 2 50
Eﬁmoibi’l BV)W%“J‘LEET&$%%EL¢:° %m%%i ')#c%%‘ ~
Cobb ick » T 1 REIKEEREE LT

BB NI Th B A, ald B/ 2 REIC k> TED BN A=1.0], a=
'o75a&orm<$é%Lfamﬁ%mﬁfmmﬁiﬁhﬁngmﬁf
b5 [ @IRR ML =A%) ORLE L ZDEEMBORS

HERLIZDTHD, ,
# 0tk Douglas 13 = D EEMBOER L KLIT 7227, 1937 4 D. Durand a)ﬂt

WK&OZO@&E#ﬁbntO%B%lkiﬁ%ﬁ%

CrUh LS 2 Il F N E TREERTIT— 22 L BRENA BT T2,
Bkl BTEIA T L 179 = & & %o 72, BIEORAIC S - THIDT e +45]
ORI & , Bl b returns to scale ARIEAHER SN, %hEH» HIE  inter- f1rm

inter-industry, inter-country & &9 zﬁl]mﬁ?f%iﬂ' 5NThHbH,

CD4%: FERIS - B8+ 2 M2 Z Otk b, Douglas .l e T3 ARIC ; 5T
Thnlhs, FORRIZ 1948 5% Douglas »#L (25) o &H LN T
B, FeFiEKkE, A—Z LTV, HFIEOELOBBETEIZONT
7D 0 BMOBEHETH B2, TRLOMEIRLNE) THD, TORREL T
iFa+ = 1 HRERTHY, FHIMUTI2a=0.65, F=0.35 & FZHNTW
. SEEE N & H AR/ Y £ QBRI OV T L E L ORT
o EIB IS ) O—BERL Twb, SOBEL D, CD AREMEIL i
B LA LDTHS L OMRISEL TV 3 |
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=1
7 - P4 a B a +8 W/Y
A. i £ 7 0
* I 1889~1922 0.81 0.23 1.04
" 11 " " 0.78 0.15 0.93
o m neoooon 0.73 0.25 0.98
" I\ " 0.63  0.30 0.93
7 F Y x 1907~29 0.84 0.23 1.07
=272 0% 1001~27 0.78  0.20 0.98
=a2—Y7>F 1915~16 0:42  0.49 0.91 0.52
B. ¥ M m
P S : 1889 0.51 0.43 | : 0.94 0.60
" 1899 0.62 0.33 0.95 0.58
" 1904 0.65 0.31 0.96 0.64
" 1906 0.63 0.34 0.97 0.63
" 1914 0.61 0.37 0.98 0.59
" o - 1919 0.76 0.25 1.01 0.59 -
rF—RAFZ ¥ 1912 0.52 0.47 0.99 0.54
" 1922~23 0.53 0.49 1.02 0.54
" 1926~ 27 0.59 0.34 0.93 0.57
" 1934~35 0.64 0.36 1.00 0.61
" 1936~37 0.49 0.49 0.98 0.51
E 7 F ) ¥ 1910~11 0.74 0.25 0.99 0.64
' " 1923~24 '0.62 0.31 | 0.93 0.65
" 1927 ~28 0.59 0.27 0.86 0.68
TR I M N 933~ 34 0.65 0.34 0.99 0.51
B 7 7 U # 1937~38 0.66 0.32 0.98
" ] - 0.65 0.37 1.02
7 + & 1923 0.48 0.48 0.96 0.50
" 1927 0.46 0.52 0.98 0.48
" 1935 0.50 0.52 1.02 0.40
" 1937 0.43 0.58 1.01 0.43
=2—Y7F 1938~ 39 0.46 0.51 0.97 .0.57 -
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(2) CD i B o) R RE & | |
 CD 43 Douglas 2 & » THlfE £ 38 2L NTHBH,CD EER -
‘ﬁ%m¢q1%<mm%#kﬁ§nte%nummﬁ&%%f%éo

(i) fetur‘hs to scale ORfiEE N ‘

(ii) 3L ENEHNEERNK

(iii) B REBILBAT R 2 E L ORI E

(iv) FL@ELEoME

(v) a=—% Bidoc=—""ENMHE
‘&bhﬂﬁ(ﬂt%ﬁ#bé#,:®$ﬁl%&$Dmmmﬂzﬂ#mn%ﬁ
D TRBELNLD 22N TH DB, 25 DMED 5 b, CD HERSIC
HLBER(vV)OATH- T, fidkicEREI N2 CED £ERKIZOWT
LEBCHERS B LNTHD, |

(i MzowvTixBEic Douglas HEAELA 72 RIE TH 5%, B & THW OB
CEETHD, (i) OV TECDEEMBOBEIIE (HB LT 6LV
%T%éﬂ%mﬁm477vFXLXms ----- X2 L TP 27Ty b 2
Y r¥iug |

Y =AXT1 X720 X7 (a:>0)
e d0zETHD, (v)id CD HEBKEHHE O SEHTH 57,
e S — st £ R L, RO A BRI R AT D, E 2
R O = 1 2 ERL, RS ORY T L %
3. 2RI L %> T CES £EMEIET20THE,
(i )ieE L Ti3, CD A E HEIC A 2358, F—oXBudEEs T
At AL & SO ARTIICEATE 50 THY, 3 LHEIES
CEATE O, ARERRERIT < THA—OMEE LD EOAT
b3, SORMEE (iv) OTELBESOMB L2 b4 bH - T Reder (1943,
(76)), Bfonfenbrenner(l944 (10)), Marschak and Andrews (1944, (59))
%L;ofé AR TV D, = o TRELNL TV BN EE L THRETE ST
B9 5 %)0)1 zbof BRI L CIRKREIETONS Z & ¥ 5, K
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Iz Marschék and Andrews DR MHBEEL )~ b5,

RFREL L CHEBES - TELPS 4 A L LAHRICT > T, BIS
YLK #BWREEL, V 77 b7 L OffilER, W %@, G %

MFEHAEL
| Y = ALK? ceeeeveeenininnns - (2. 3)
V=cYh W=dL" G=eK" (AL<1)-(2.4)
EINFET B, 7272LA ¢ d e Ao, A1, A2 IIEBTHS, Lldrb
V = CAMLAAR Y08 v, (2.5)
€5, Zhid CD £EMBONREEZ N5, 212 A=1 (i=0,1,
2) %h HEESOBATH-T, Cde 1Y, LK ofitstit. -
Thod, A2 BAELBESF L2 RT TFTA—2—Th b, KizD%Z
I 2=V =W =G cevreerreeennnnns e (246)
ERALLLOBBRICITEIT S B@kﬂiﬁé’*h'ﬂx
ETELERLELLR—EEBEL LONEETH 57, %’ifﬁ%ﬂiﬁz ¥
ERBEFENERD LEEMMICBRIBRNICERZET IO THL L E L L
N ENICLBERY 1 DB D OBEERTELT I L ET 5,65
T(2:3), (2+4) & (2:6) DEREMBEE L) KD 1 KIKFARH» B LN B,
ro+Zo—a' Z\—B'Z:=¢o
Tt Zo—AZi =erp e (2.7)
r2+ Zo —AZ2=e2 ;
272 L Zo=logV, Z,=logl, Z,=logK, o = deai, B = Aop,
= FH, .= HREH
‘Ci&é (2+7) & L850I, ;@4‘:7‘»!1@275&3‘3%%1%0’(
BEDHEIC I EREFORRC S LEL 4 5,
(2+5) 2 585 2% kkic, Douglas HERT 5 MEEMHMNT] =1,
[F@EEMAMN] = @R 3
a’+,8'¥ (e+8) Ao=1, a’=a/\o="5*5‘®5:7‘§ﬂz'$3
ELNA=1DEENZ a+F=1 I3 constant returus to scale % Erk L,
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RO E ADAEESFERIZMT 2 ENIRITENTH S,
(3) CD &EBKNHZNROFH

1948 s Douglas Dim3CHEEHLD %( DEED FibI, atBh=1»%
b, ah B EER R R b T B, EIERICHTE S N7z, 1962 F & TORK
%3 Douglas DRERNHEL BH T, Walters o) 1963 % B R NRL WL
(102) + iamfﬁ&énfwa % izl CES MBI L 5ROV E
3 T 57, CD  EEBA = 5T i3 100 Ll EO BB R B IF b1 T
B, ENLIERFIOBHE, REMMOBHE, EXMST ORI
THBRMLThDA, HHRELT

o) a+BIZITLIICFEL. |

@ old BRI L

Fud 2 ERONLNTWS, wBMEFEL LTI, B RFIDIBAIC b
Ly FEBRELTHLLDOLH D, EEICL > TIZBHIEHA 3MEELL 5 E
FTHLDL DB,
(4) HBEn7 CD AEERsIc X 33HM

1961 %> ACMS o) CES 4BEMBOFER L, Solow Fi2 & > THID L
e HRE SR L T - T, SERROERNBIEIMNRE SR ML
K;UT@%@?BTCDiE%#L%Té%@LOwT@«%Z&tT%o
" M. Brown and J. Popkin (1962, (13)) i £ I2 5V CT 7 b 7 F 0 %A
%, A>7w b 0%Ab, economies of scale, HILEYHMES, IR LI
FHD 1 SORTI AT B2 L ERAL, ROLDEEREE

Y =ALCKEF(#)u -oreeeveeeenrennenenes (2.9) v

| iz TEbT, 2L tI3EEERL, [V cﬂiﬂ?l_‘f%: Z ciﬁEXI#ET
4. FLCHBOBRE LT, 7Y Ty HEHLT, 4> 7y bo%ibk
0 b EAESIC L B RBOHHKRTHEZ L ERL, 2lhatfOMEIZHLT

1890—1918 % 1,4695 | |
1919—1937 41,0444

1937—1958 41,0447
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LS REREBTO B, #- T 180—1918 4 TIZH &I increasing
retﬁrns toscale 2% 5 T3, TORBIIRERNOFEERD, L F L
REHE DREBFICR) AL Z'=T NI ct 2 TWBIZLIZEHTNETH
5,
M. Nerlove (1963, (68)) it
. Y=ALK’M’u
A BEEMKEE A, BA = Lo +Ky+ Ms 28405 LD EDRED
B ETISFORENBHEICHODWTe By SR BEL TS, 2275 M
IIMELE, S I3 E DM E, o IHRERE TR, ZoMRIE o + 8+7 13
0.94~2.52 TH D5, F¥)i2 1.43 L > T3, 225D EFALTHEAIE
TToTWaY, ZO#HERbe+B+y OFHL 1.46 L %0, itk 5 L8
A2 increasing returns toscale #5R L TWa . 2B 1 D0kER & LT,
returns to scale (32 % D BB L T\ 2%, FNEBIIEHRBOKE & & Kt
HETHS, ALBEBAEERBOMNE RICHWPOERHH 5D ThH
5, _
A Walters (1963, (103))ix Solow 7L (91) NEBBK%T->T
Y =‘Ae”L“'K’--------~-------~~_----- (2 - 10)

L BEERSERA Solow DT - S BLEML 2HLVF—Sic k- Ta
, BEMEL Ta+AOMEE LT 1.353, 1.625, 1.375 kR4 87, 214 E
BBEZREL 2HAIc DT 1.256, 1.220, 1.419 DR 4B, -
increasing returns DWEEME 2R L T2, % 5 1.3 fUrkd L VWEEBETH
BEeoTna,

Ak Brown and Popkin, Nerlove, Walters @ 3 A& T, B H 8013
HERLH S ZER I N7 CD A EREBTI3 increasing returns A5H£ L T 2
ZEREEICETS, 27 LeENE) THLEZIZBWT  increasing
returns TH b4 5 o T ELZ DLEIZDONTIZE S ThwALHENL
DTHb, MELENITBrDDEDMIZHBRBLERL T 20487
kw#%?%éo |



AR R - ' (41)—41— .

(5) CD R HERIIIR
KicHBHFRE w2 FL T BLNEIONRDBZIELET B, BLIC
‘M .Frankel (1962, (33))i3RERERNET VL LTay ke Fe—nEon
B Y = aK & CD £ (k /72’*") Y EEAT B D
Y = AHL“K” (a—i—ﬂ 1) - i eieesessnsns ( 2.11)
B EMEEEL B, H 3BERELRTETH - T Frankel 3H = |
(K/LY £8<, | S
ﬁéo'c
Y=AL“K*7
ra, a=yorE Y =AK ri s, $213 Usawa (1961, (100)) i &
50T, 1 KEKREERK | |
Y F(K L t) .............................. ( 212)
waf %ﬂbﬂﬁkt/72¢ifbolnu/¥¢If%6fb®ﬁ
B R |
| Yy = A(t)L“K‘ O T (2.13)
ThBH tf%éﬁof%nuCDiﬁ%&%ﬁﬁoH&&E&mfba
_%SHmMaﬂ%%EBDLibﬁmf (2-12) kv 72 AL TH->T
Rksic Golden Path ##4ET 5 b0l (2 13) KRB Z L THA.
éfﬁ%‘%ﬁ&%&qu;YAMmmkU%s[%Dbf
Y = AH(t)Hx ceeeersssisenseananee wee(2.14)
7o R (72 f’L H(t) s tﬁ;ﬁmifih, M (3 EMKE, u ciﬁ@ﬁ%
Wb TF) 12O TREOREHEE KL, A Zelner, J. Kmenta, and J
Dreze (1966, (19))iz Marschak and Andrews (1944, (59)) DR DL &
LT | |
AR Y=AL°K’e" (ul3EHREH) |
Fili 7t'=p"Y-—-w’L—r’K' (#, w, 7 I3HEHER)

log(? ) log T (s ISR



—42—(42) $24% F1 2. 3%

log (§)=log£+uz (uzl3FEEEY) |

HBEENL & T, xOBHEED) 2 BAL b L b BB AIT o\ THEOH
BHEZEBEL T 5, 20#iEtRIZ#EBIE Marschak and Andrews o3
SFRER (2 7) EFMALYRULR L%, %72 S.M. Goldfeld and R.E
Quandt (1970, (34)) i3

Y:AX‘l’ngz...Xgneu+v ............. ( 2. 15)
7 5% ERBI%, BlL additve error & multicative error PESUAPERKICHO

WTDOHEF EENDNTv 3, Bz HHKelejian (1972, (49))ix  Goldfeld
and Quandt Ot % 455k L'C(Z + 15)C multicative error % ¢* = B +g &
BT, TOEREFKIZOWTHRLE TwD, 72721, B=E (e, E(g) = 0

Th5,

3. CES £EB¥

(1) CES# MM NHRE,
COAREBBMORE TH 2 EEBNE—ERIREMAMES 1 TH B &1
32k, METRRATHY, BB L 7 RORIBL 22Kl 5
TEREBIEHLZZEZHMROEEZF IS L2, 2 25T  KJArrow,
H.B.Chenery, B.S.Minhas, and R.M.Solow (1961, (4)) 4 A#<SHlEy %S
% &> CESHEMM % RRL T, COAEMBOREEM-7DThS.,
ACMSI 19 y B »F— F1z & ) EREEISKE 54 & - <
log—LK'.—'loga-i-blogw—l—u sereeeeeenns (3.1)
CEMEAANLCHETHI L2, ZHICLEFWT, HEBSTOL
KIEIR BB & L CCESEEMB A B0 Tho, FNHEIIRD2 1Kk
5 kB2 % | ' o
vY=F& 1), y=F(% 1)=£(k)
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EFURiREL Y
9Y d
w—a,J’k%§

CHc (3-1) kY

| logy = loga+blog(y kgk) eaiiseivaany (3 2)
rud, ZOBFHERAZETIE
y=(Bk*+a)? | |

Bz V= 7(8K "+(1—8)L ") wooveeen (3.4)

2 BBDTHB, |

ACMSiZ (3-4) X VM2 OBIRREB X, %(W&E@Txféﬁof
CESHEMBHZLMEZERL T b, ENRFENNIL

@) 0<o< 1 Thb, o=0idnmy K+ Fo—LHOEE EERIEE
WHCH, o= 1 CDERBMTH S, | |

) 8/(1—8)= (r/w) (K/L)'"" %BMBHRL o —ETHEI L%
CEFEL 72, | |

© 390,37 4—F—05b 8, p BEEOMTERRIZZVY, Vi3 EE
DHWAE L > TREZ AL Lk 572, |
@ wL/Y=1—8)(wfr)'7 e (3.5)
-&6%%fﬁ&if%ﬁ,_nkihm md&awm%miﬁﬁmL$m.
MR E D KXk S I MOSREY AT 5, £ RTEOMMES S
L b 2 EHMOARRIITE L % 5, BRI HBIEEY, TETHS
RIS IS TLBITESRTAS I, | - |
@ (3+5) Rzt LEBAEEy =710 HRET LT

-log-?L=_ao,+anlogw_+azt cevseneen(3.6)
ao=alog(1—8)+(a—1)logy,, ai=1—o0, as=—A(l—0a)
 r b, EROMRE 6, =0.43, a, =0.003 TH 2%, Tk CD LM

#W)ﬂin)i a =04 a; =0, &tiﬁliﬁﬁa@%i&mﬂiﬁ a: =1 cmm)
EH2ND,
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44— (44) O 2% %1238

() KREN1929-49 £NTF— Fi25nT ,
Y =0. 584(1. 0183)(0. 519K 7% +(.48]1 L ~075¢)~ 1322

O RBTWRY, Zhidba)  EAT S,

CES # &M% % RiDouglas 0 CD MBIk ¢ KX LRI Th o
T SRS TEERBROB ZHMIME ), SORBLIFUEL 72,
L#L%m%ﬁuﬁkCDiE%ﬁW%%&LTﬁﬂénrﬁE&mTw&

. Bt
( i) returns to scale 7

(i) 3@ LOEHOME
(i) RERIEY LM T b R
(iv) Fes@$omE |
THb, 72720 (iii) RN LLKIZIE R ST AR S ORIE & L TR Y I
LNBENTHB.28(i)IcDdnTid ACMS kR4 constant returns T
BHEIDPEVI TR MIERKL TV, 37: ACMS Tl § =—%Th
BRI RRES DAY RBSI R L 4> 2D TH S,

ACMS & {3511z M. Brown and J. S. Cani (1963, (14)) 12 K, L {0k
NENERRY WA HREREML Z Xtk

Y=9(K " +7.L7°)F e weenee(3,7)
% 53 1 KM CES £ EMK 2B T3, ZtIZAEI B 25055

BISHT 5 QI P HMIE S, OBERREBAEOEL, OBRMSOE

wmsombmm%@%%&arbm%ménr@mf%ézmMSti
D, BEENCBAZ /2 &, constant returns i—{lizgl,v,:cuu_z: EL%% |

: ﬁ%?ﬁﬁ HENEEZEL T2 EICBWTHNERTHL,

C. E. Ferguson (1963, (30)) i3 K E 8% T3 o 1927, 1954, 1958 F£NT—
Fi2k D (3.4), (3.1) % 5 CES 4kBIM M TKMET, LEEXD
SRR L ARHIH & OHBIBRICHT 3 & » 7 RORBEORE 24TV, CES
EEBMORLMELEH T 0B, B 12908405 5,0< b < IAHET
b5 17 OEHITOWTHEH E $BMHEE L ONRGHBHE % T2 &
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EOHE (0.3~0.6 RIE) %0, b > L0AHETHS 0 DEEIOVTH
ROMEB (—0.3~ —0.652) L% B, 272 b> 0 pAHEL b = Liifws
120 Bz OWTRERITITER (—0.3~0.2 1K) Thb.

$72 J.R Moroney (1967, (54)) b KEl OB T 1954, 1958 £ 7~ 5
12OV TR % BIE 21TV, BB EHEBHER & DJEMAEBREZFHEL,
 Ferguson & 4:¢ ﬁLf‘*éﬁG:iitf‘ﬂ%»

(2) 3FE1 RREK CES R »
| 3F 1 kR CES %% Brown and Cani {2 f» TRR S fL’C\ﬂZﬂb‘
returns to scale DG &5 ¢ » TEND S FIH SN BRI L 72,

%> Ferguson (1965, [31])@1&01? ”}ﬁ‘t v 7 AR LN o Py
/iﬁawvgt%%«étm20m$@%ﬁ

Y = Ac{8K 0+ (1= )L™} F wooveeress (3.8)

Y = A{SK "+ (1—8)(e®L)™*}-F wreereeres (3.9)
KOWTEMET>Td, LT 1929—63 D F—F Tl kb v 7 AWYH
T (3.8) 7%, 1948—63 F TEmy FHIHIL (3.9) ASHAT 5LV To
2. MHoBed m=1pEETHD Lo Tnb,

P. J. Dhrymes (1965 (22))iz ACMS d)nmi%?ﬂ:iﬂl , (3. 4) L.iﬂti

Y/L=A:10% Y/K=Asr® woveeeeeees (3.10) |
TR R b s, BRICE S o DRISETE (1957 EREMETH) [
EDRD, MINLEORICEBHHREVEE L), BEAEL ZOHH LV,

FDTE Constant returns > CES AEMKI3EL T WL LT, KDOKE o

EBMEEZD., T (3.10) DhbYIC
w= A(y/Lm)ﬁLm—l ................... (3.11)
rBE, EEMBEmKEREEE LT

y=RK, L)=L"F%, 1)=Lnf (k) ~(3.12)
FL, HEILTL L EEBEA TR, BWAFLLT

Yy - (H—s)' Y _ (1+51)

aL 41+77 K~ "\1+ 7 ++(3.13)




—46—(46) | | $24% H1-2-3%

EBL L e, et T 7y b OIS BAM RS, HEGHET
HOEH, REHRBAEORRTH S, 205 OBIRK S, 5 ACMS & FIik
AHEIE LY | |
- Y=CUar() K™+ ax(t)L™H --eeeee (3.14)
%53 1 KkRk CES A% +82, &8
REWNTE 0 = = — |
Thbd, ZHRICL 2RENRERIZ (3,11) NHORXDBIEHEISENEL L
3, kB m NEZ1I8BOT—ID) L2020 FFiIMhd 1.0<m<
1.10 DEIZH Y, §9v» increasing returns MRDHLN B,
FLoROVTRERMBEETE TIIRBEMKRE WiEZ LS (1,0E),
BRRMMETE T BN WE Q.0 THEHMICIZ0OSBE) 2L H
EATEINT S, L BHENATELEIC OV, HRMMETETIEH
BRELEII BN L L v, BRHEETETIIES TEWIEERLT
w3, | | |
CES £EMHKICL 3 0 DHER S DARIL > THEbOLD, M,
Nerlove (1967, (70)) I3 # 1 & DHEBMORI 1T > T3, BEHIRLHN
XMW THED, RI—EETLERNDEB, T—FOMBENR, HHE
ANNDENE»SL 0 DREMBISH U Y DEREZET L WHELWIZER2 08
ThHbH, ZBROREIZOWTIL Nerlove $H2 ZBL TWEDTHE Y, iR
EWLMERIEROL ZATFHNE : TH B,

%®2 |
x| Mmoo ol
4 2 - I 3.46 1.96
H Wm-f" K — 0.54 1.45°
T4 - AR 0.82 1.48
—RERBY & 1 0.92 1.87
FFE A OB oW 0.31 0.64
B OA OB WM 1.26  0.37
LTI S 1.04 2.04




MY BY | (47)—47—

(3) CES £EBIBNEZNHNBR |
Nerlove OM%iz £ 3 3 Tb% (, CES £EBSKIRTRA LA S,
Tammuwwb%Tm%ﬁ%@%%mmkbﬁ%T«é tﬁbaT%ﬁL
WiEsE R B REEN TV B, |
J Kmenta (1967, (47))i3 log (YAL) & logw &»BRBEFRICE ST, FE
1 ,kEIk CES A B | | |
Y = y{8K*+(1—8)L*}# -eeee(3.15) |
%E&?ﬂﬂiﬁ‘i‘%ﬁ&%%zém'{%é %cfémﬁémﬂiﬁ—ic‘:tiﬁﬁﬂﬁt_
HESNH0ThD, FNHER (3,15) OrkEkER
logY = log)'————log{b‘K“"-l-(l L™} + uo -+(3.16)
A3ovT A 7—L0w1lmfftwrmﬁ$2%&#ﬁ%13&wmf
(3,16)% p ic2WT P=0DELNIZT— E%Lf@%ﬂblmﬁu
A

logY =logy+ mdlogK +m(1—8)logL

mea(l 8)(logK—logL)2+uo «(3.17)

t%¢2ﬁ&%ﬁ%¢5mf%&¢:mﬁmﬁmfbﬁ&mm%uﬂﬁfb
2%, EiCHBESOMELR) ANLS L b, FEBRAD &AL
( +1)logY (p+1)logK log{ry‘f-"(pma) NRi+

(f—+1)logY (p+1)logL log{w)’%(pm) 1(1 8)” l}Rz+u2

© eaeees (3 19)
%15% 7’7’L R, Rz ‘iﬂﬁf%ﬂfﬁﬁ‘i R, = Rz =1Th»5%,

Kmenta (2 (3.17), (3.18), (3.19) 23 SRR L L TRAME & -

0 m, 3 ym?ﬁm&ﬁo'cwé |
%3 M.D. McCarthy (1967, (61))I2 % »T, (3.17) i (3.15) #1 1wE
PATHDDETE (, Bi—Mk RS |
Y = 7{aK*+bK Lo +cL®} +(3.20)
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N @B IZHT S I REMRTHS 2 EAREN TS, (3.20) F—Hizid
CES HEMM Tl % \p, b =0t o = A % b CES hEMN % 50
THbd, #->T (3.17) 2k T2 MICESEIBIC L 3T A P Tld % T,
(3.20) 2RI ETBI &%, R1KERRICLZ TR MIMELT
Z e b nI L b EETRETHLT,
1967 f£8{F T CES £ EBBOFRIITEA K RERETEICOWTT
& - 7275 M.S.Feldstein (1967, (28))4#05>C 1954, 1957, 1960 4 o> 24

DEEEEZCOWTENEMMTE24T-72, Lo LLds  Feldstein - 12,
constant returns NRE, HBWRRLEEN = REER, ARROINEEBNNE
DN LEIZ L Do 2T, ACMS r*RaboFE2EHBL T
3, FNIF0<0=3,0<m=<2NMPEATO.1 RICT I2DWT 0ME, m
oW T 20 BDMERIE), 0o m DRBE LA 600 BES, ZNoD
&AL L TIE 1 Kk CES %EM% )

Y 5= )"5{8K"p+(1—8)L_p} .......... (3.21)
RN 2REZEALT 7,6 DEREDH S,

R LCYDERIE X 2 0HEE Ve 0HBIREEHET 2. 600 D20k
LZHBERED ) bRKELH7225 oom 2 ROLHEWEET2OTH B,
FOMRMFIIRINVAN)TH B, 72 ACMS yFiETHllIE L 7218, B X UBIR
? Kmenta D HFETRIEL 2L £ 3ICILENTVv52%, Kmenta mFiElL
TRELHETH » T Feldstein {3 Kmenta HFHRICEM % - T3,

®3
£3K 5 1?1 5 5
(ACMS) (Kmenta) .
1954 1.5 1.0 0.640  — 0.326
1957 1.9 1.1 0.940 2.409
1960 1.6 1.1  1.103 - — 0.018




ERN  BY | (49)—49—

D.J.Hodges (1960, (40))i3CDt i BI# i #t 4 5 Zellner, Kmenta,
Preze (1066, (109)) 0 s ik% £ % 3 CESAERSICEM L T
Y=y{6L°+(1—8)K "} e )

(1+f’—)zogY—-(1+p)logL=cl,+(1+f’—)uo+'u1 (3.22)

(1+ﬂ>logY (14+p)logK = C2+(1+J°—)uo+ Uz
tbéiﬁfﬁﬁ#%ﬁkoifﬁcmé@ﬁ@%Akﬁ(B - 22) Xi3iE

B U HREREREZETS
G.Szakolczai and JStahl (1969 [99])51?%%% > ARAb & 7z B e 2
0lﬂf’Cﬁi)ﬁﬂﬁﬁLIofiﬁ'lm%ﬁofwé sy '
Y_ea+bu+cuzelt7{8]—;’+(l SIM™ p}-- ....... ( 3 .23)

e B BT L Tho b, 727 Lk EOBBTH Y, 50w (SR
M THEENERE OKERL, A MRS AT WEAESERL, [MITH%
B HRIL S R L S B L 4R T, 1920-58 FNRERBETHENT—
p1= L BEEEORERI m = 1.5, A = 0.014, HILE 1Lz B =0.05,

o 130.5~0.9Th 5, |

USmMrHWOE&DHHEH%$Q4/Fm§mI¥@otmk@ﬂ

‘EL%tﬂymﬁLléiE%#mﬁﬁ%#@L,ﬂﬁ%%TTtbm
dummy variable %ﬁﬁCESEiﬁﬁﬂ%&%ﬂﬁﬁLfv\& i3 |
| {exp(E%Z—i—gt)}{&K,"-l-(l 8)Li*}5(3.24)
-?%0zuwﬁE%TL‘ZHMﬁE%TTdmmwwmwwfﬁé
Sankar 134 > F TI3HBBEE TOMNERRRMAFRIRILL I LZWERT,
wE R TEBC (3.24) CRAHEERIINA Z0FELEAT S, MR
012 0.3<0< 1.7 DEBTH B, — IS~ XOF IS Lo 2 Fr s K
B, FRMBHBETENHRAMMETES ) bEIREV, mID
WTI2 0.5<m<1.5NEEHTH 5, ZL{ DEIZT1 LD KEL, increasing’
returns 2EAH LN B, i m L’D\ﬂftiﬁj{:*ﬁzﬁrﬁkl ofab A XD
ﬁ&hiof%%m@u FaA SRR,
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B5 R. D. Blair and J. Kraft (1974, (9))iz Kmenta (1971, - (48))#%*
‘cross-sectionally heteroscédastic and time-wise autoregressive model &
L72zhskic & - T, 1954, 1958, 1963, 1967 FkE Wi THIc DV THR
FII L HGE L DBEENLT—I AT 0 DRERT-> T2, EEMN
B3 BB T ONMBARAEEED b & TO 1 kFEKCESE EMM TH
555, FONEKE
| log(%)= loga+ blogw+ 2T+ csTs+caTu+u-+(3.25)

¥5C 7222 To, Ts, Ty, i3 1958, 1963, 1967 i 494 3 dummy variable
Thih, SHIIBERESERET2LHDOFRTHD., TOREIRRIZ 1T
DEXEDFELEITIISNMNTHS, TLITNLDEDNDT AN ORRIIBEE T
W], EETH-TO<< 1DLDH 2, > 0DLDA]L, b> 1
DLDH 13 TH->T, 6> 1HRELBRTHLEL TS,
4) 3 BB L~

CESH: S~ NHRFEEFIRL 2, 4 THOXLDIREL LTHRA
F—F L OBRIC BV TE- 2B TH L, BRMLHELBEIATY
3, FNEEL LN AM, SHTORZOTHED, ZZTIIILEHULE
NI DN THND, Z ORIBIZCOEEMBNBAE L R ) i ) BT
H5b, Ukl SEBL EOBBOBESIT, EEMEY

y=Ff(x1, x2, *=o L Xn) reeeeeeeseees (3.26)
I TERDLL |
, 0 flr """ Sn
/i =aaxi, fis gjc{axj,F_ f:‘l fl.l """ Sinl b o (3-27)
fn fm ----- fan
F.,=Fon&R# '
8L, o

H. Uzwa (1962, (101))i R G.D. Allen (1938, (2))ic £ 3EHME
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WA OER ) N
H=2hs +x. x+ Xnfn 1‘;;3 ............ .(3-28)

éﬁ?wf, o= —5E =0 Thd f:&)ﬂ)‘JZ~E+’J3‘%ﬁ: LT
‘ f(xl,‘xz,'-:xn)—‘—’{gaixi'”}'f‘ (P:';l‘"].) "“( 3- 29)
B TVAHEIC—ROBRE LTKRDEREZHB T2,

(1) (N, Np, -, N} 2% BIREC(1,2,0-,n) © 12058 %
R EE - | | |

. f(x)zf.ll [{iestaixlTPs'}';—q]ﬂs (ﬂs>0’ Esﬂsz 1) . ...( 3 . 30)

THE

1, if 4eNs, jeNy, s*1¢
T |
[ %)
‘ Os, if i, ].eNs
1

THd, 1212 Las———m Thb,

[‘,EEZ] (%1, X2, v, Xn)  H%1RENKR T stricktly quasi-concave T,
3k % COREEEHHEL GESTHIUL, (3.31) 2HET 2 (3.30) O
W58 { Ny, Ny ooovy No} 2HET B, o
2% (3.30) i3 o

)
-

s
| _f(xf)zglzgs o Zs= {EN]Sqixi"’“}
L RN, K7 N—THTIE CES kM, 7 N—7HTi3CDLERKE
T twolevel DAEEEHTH D, B

'D. McFadden (1963, (62))izREM NN 3B NERNBENERIZD

N THBELTVD, EOERERIC S 200, AlendERI S BB,

shadow price 124 3 LNk FNFNay, 0 01 TERLYETIIE

0 4= dlog(i%)/dlog(%) ........... erereeerennenenesi( 3+ 33)
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Hild o= —2iLs B .
c _&_'_2_& IJ_J (3 33)
ff.; fJ ’ .
Lapof Gy
a.’l!‘j*: 1’ 1 J iiesessesescsstesercancns (3.34)
o —+——,-
PATDA
Thd, 12120 C=AQ, bubs ) b)) FBRABKTH->T, A = gg
A '

.Aij 3p:3b; TH 5, #L T Mc Fadden |2 o%; i+ 2 Uzawa sE®E Y
kL RNERLBT3
(EE3) y=fx, %2, --++x,) »stricktly quasi-concave ThiZ, o:h*
TRTERTH pr:&)@%%"l‘ﬁ'gaﬁ:!i?kﬂ)( D) (DL T B EDH 5,
(i) (L, 2,---,n) DGE { Ny, Na,-eee+ N} HELT
1, for i, jeNs, z#j
{ g, for 1¢ N, 7eNs, 7¥s
Thd, RIELAIEBTH S,
(i) xfi=x,;f; for 1,jeNs, t+7
(EE4) y=f(x, -, x,) »% stricktly concave T 1 RREIKRTH5 &¥
B, ou PTRTERTH B RHOLE+HF &ML, 28 (N, Ny, -,
Ny B o, BLUVEDEH ali=1,2 ----,S) »HFELT
0> ———7];'1—, aitazt---tas=1

gi; =—

Th- T%E@ﬁﬁf |
tmad ()7 o o0

keNs

y='aoISI{ IT % }as'mf for p=0

4

TED LD D awﬂa %l o _1%1306
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Kiz i 2DowTY ["»EEBJ. (EB4) L EBPDEHED, RALT B E NN
LIl Tw A,

V. Mukerji (1963, (65)) i3 o

= (iz’:}la,-x,-_p’ )‘"% (@i 0o pl3EH) e e ( 3.36)

A EEBEEE R, — |
a:s={ ( ) fx)/({jf ) }/ {<1+p,x1+ps>} v (3.37)

»%ﬁtoﬁof

0" rs (1+Pu)(1+/0”)...., .................... . '
a*uv (1+‘,0r)(1+/08) (3-38)

CH Y, SR ERTEE VY, FALOKIE—EEL ), (3-36) i
constant-ratio-of-elasticity—of-substitution production‘ funcfion (LA1%
CRESH: Bk L BT 5) TH 5, —iwic 12 CRES 4= peBE %13 CES A RE B 2
f“’ZEQ\@A'C*Zr < ﬁ]‘kﬁﬂ%&f“% 7 ¢, £ 72 homothetic TH % W LICHE
TRETHD,

- ¥ WM Gorman (1965, (35])li Muker ji @‘Eﬂ@:ﬁc‘: LT, ok
PERTHS f’&’)@d&%‘i‘%&%ﬁ‘li A EER R Ht Mukerji YA Uzawa
WrTHBI & HEAL TS I |

_KSmou%Z[%nurmwmmigmﬁw.m>%mﬁutwmi&m
) S N
y=f(x1, Xz, ***, Xn) ;{FZI,BSZEP}—”
(e vk __1_63) ...... (3.39)
4 ZEL T\ B, DAL twolevel OCESHEEMMTH S, 5. 0s IR TH

5%, 0 B o ‘ilﬂfb%%&f‘i&w $£- T (3 +39) 12CES4: &R
| ﬁf‘i&"‘o Jijy O z.;mﬁg“i
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( Os, 1f z:]GNs
Oij = 4 a+b+C

a b, c P -
g st » ¥ ieNy, jeNs, v¥S

o+ 2 ! (gs—a). if i, jeN,

& = | 6
A o if 4eN,, jeNs, r¥s
1 1 1 1
RIEZL a=g@ g b =5 T §®
_ 1 1 ____Z__ ay_ (8)— Zs ay 0Zs . ;.
C__ﬂﬁﬁuﬁm_”a Ty 0Zs’ 0; y 0Zs 0x; (jeNs)

Twi)bo &bi Ti;.— ‘;E-‘.& =a;j ti‘ca

ok
L), Zhid Mc Fadden 74 sER% (3 - 35) DRI LBA L —HT 5,
372 % =M =a,; %&b Uzawa O4LERK (3-30) L4 b, ENFKRTIZ
‘Mc Fadden 4% & Uzawa N ERS E NDEAMIEERTHL EH v
TR, - | |
| CESAEBIBORL EHOLMEAEL LT, oy 12BIL T K. Ara (1967,
(33 R V=/(x1, X2, -++°, Xn)D*
(i) fi>0, ¢=L2 ----, n) - }
(ii) afixi= aifx;(i,j =12 . n)

CWMETNIIRDERYSRLT DL Z2HH L2, 27 La,, o ZERT
a:>0, c20TH5%,

(FES5) oF 1 THIUTERERISIL |

Yy=v {B -éﬁl a; %"}, (B, a; IXEH, o> 0, za',- =1 )""';(3 - 41)

% BWTHB AN LY REROMS THAMK LT 45 o _Flr_m
60 -



4R | B o (s5)—85—

(EE) ok LOE EAK, Koy -ooe, XbMKFEIKBIK THILL(E - 41)
TO | ‘ o
/=y {§1 al.xi—p'}—s- (y 138 edeenrienaeas (3 + 42)

(ER7)  (3-42) IIMLT
limy =" [l % (CDHMBIH)

limy = ¥*min {x" x§~---, x%} (Harrod-Domar % 5§%)

p=co

"C&F)Za pAy Al D ‘N f*li%ﬁffbé
Mukerji #»CRES 42 B i3 — i tiﬂﬂ(ﬁﬁﬁf ) tc {, homothetic T¥

% 3%, GHanoch (1971, (38))i3CRES Tk > TRKMET “homothetic
&ii&ﬂﬂ#%%ﬁmo £ hiz | -

Z‘ a,{ h( )}‘p 1 = ) ceeeereens '.(3’.43_)

‘hlofﬁ%ﬁéﬂbﬁﬁ#faﬁo’c % 1) Giéﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬁ_fﬁ’éf hQ)=
0, K (9)> 0 Thb,

%%ﬁkh(yﬂianan%Lflkﬁk?bn,%qfi&%ﬁ@l
Y kBB OB & 7 B, i RE BRI homothetic T# 5, (4 gi(3) & M)
B ThL k() =y & BIEENEE m KAKRKL 22,y =10 |
Nw@ﬁoﬂmsiﬁm&mgimmu@4mmy#1m%§mmam—a

ﬁ‘é 72 (3.43) oL CI3BHER/IFREEL LY
. @5 1 f’;xz
Uzj—Z Skax TTte: " Drx
k=1 El kR

L4 Bz LHUREN, (3,38) k1 (3,43) i3 CRESEEMKTHSZ Lah
b, kB (3,43) G’)ﬁiﬁmﬁi‘éa‘%a:owf%%ﬁtfhé
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4 VES £EMH

() VES 4B
CESEE@&@M%#&ULohi’%&T&wﬁ§Whﬁ%%L§6%

B> THRE, > THRDZE o EMOErER T WEER
CBOMRICABDZLE L D, TORLTEREBEEY VES 4EpK
(variable-elasticity-of-substitution production function) & BTz L

T3,
SN (1 KRAK)
Y = F (K, L) -ereevrereenceianininninnin (4. 1)
Bty = fib), (f) = F(& 1) oo (4. 2)
BWTREBNYE o2

O Y2 N
g — kff”? (4 3)
3, TR Sato (1967, (84)) 12 o % k DMK L LTE5 2 CHENE
%mbéﬁﬁéﬁiaow=ﬂmatfw%ﬁ&ﬂbun%fmowfﬁ
FiFEwnThs, £ (4.3) k1

285, BICTNEMa T 204

f=Béxp[fk+Ae pd;_l%% ] ------- (4.4)

185, 7272 L AB 3HEHRT A> 0, B> 0Th b, BARIZH E LT
olk)=a + bk (a BHBEK) OBE, RIBAFEER L =ak + b O
3B AN DV T BB AR 5T B |

Y. Luand L. B. Fletcher (1968, [56])!1 ACMS ¥ [F#EiIc
log%= loga + b logw + clog%—%—u '''''' (4, 5)

CEBVT, HEBEOREL N 1KEkEER
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‘ ‘ K —c(1+p) -1 ‘
Y = 7{8K-p+(1+3)77(—f) . L*P} e (4. 6)
#1gtz, 2220 v 2 6 P_‘i%#(f’ p = -16— 1TH5, %@%ﬁﬁﬁ:.li

o= b/{l Ckﬁ}
Thb, 1957 fﬁ@*@lﬂml%kowf@iﬁﬂféd)%"%L—J: g, i c =0
(3EEHE N, VES i}%ﬁ@#{@EéEﬁ EHs T3,
N. S. Revanker (1971 (773 CES £EMH LV ETLLAS CD ii&ﬁﬁ&
DEHEDIEE LTHHHEN VES RIS % K> T w3, 8%
o(k) =1+ pb (B IREH) |
U)if/@ﬁ’ée?ﬁﬁ HEBELT

Y=y K" {L+(p— 1)K}“"‘° (0<6<1, 0s6p£l) (4 7)

2BTV3, B
o= 1+£—_aip f
Thb, _
ko 72¢i®ﬁﬂﬁ1§$%&"§‘ l(kf‘]?kil%ﬂﬁ#t
= A(2)F(K, L) +veerevereeeee (4 8)
’5:55‘2.6 k&, D KL @Kﬁﬁﬁgzﬁli k G)Z)\mﬁﬂi&f%%’f)‘

_ dK U (B)  eeeerreeeeeerennnens
R =7 = g(k) (4.9)

L EbAND. FoT gk OEEEEDLILICL)ERERIELY,
bE - CABEMIMAEE 5 2k kb, C. A K. Lovell (1973, [ssj)u P
Bic ko THEMEEETV S, EDB

@ R =— 1 1=0 e (0<o< 1, 5> —1)

(b R=—(a+ BE) (8> 0, B<k)

© R = _'k(a+1ﬁk —1) (0<e<1,0<a+gk<l)
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D 3ODBUED b ENERN

Y = A’ {6K "+ (1 —-6)"}*, (CES)

Y = A {(1+8)KL! +oL'""}*  (VES)

Y = Ae*K°L'"%¢** , (VES)
21BTw3, tnLORBRAKIZZNFN

1 Bk
Bk (a+B8k)V—a
ThHbd, k5 1M47-68 FNREMETENT— 7 2 HOTHEOBEL LU
FREMT> T3, 0 DENFHHLEIMNOBAL 0,47 TH 3,
(2) VRS 4RI
Douglas ¢ CD 4:pERg#5 RLLK returns to scale NEENREIL R7IC
BEEL Thiw, REMAM o 2 CD £EMKD 0 = 145 0 =EHD
CES HaBificfs ) . #I2l3o= MO VESH M & 7 - 7- 81, Him
HEm b m =1mb m =EH (F1) ~B220DTHBH, bW
i m =EHEC EEMBICRRBLDOTH D, 2OML EEMEE VRS
i;ﬁﬂﬂﬁ((variable-returns-to-séale production function)) & M3 & &4 5,
TBINDEERKTIE—MIcE 0 =K TH 5 .BEic Nerlove(68)i1 returns
to scale (XM BOMM L £ WAT 2 2 L 2HEL T1 s |
D. Soskice (1968, (97))ix CES 4 R% % returns to scale iJ"l&tﬁEﬂ)ﬂg'

Bob e pEEMBICIEEL, BELEERK

Y =F(K L) (4.10)
BT »

dY K. 3Y L

m(Y) = K Y+8L 7o (4.11)

EBL BEm(Y) % BEBA% (returns to scale function) »#fi:z 425,
m(YV)BERTh UL THUIBERDOBEHATETH 0, LEMBIT m KFIK
BB Ths, ST (4.10) % CES BB OMEE ¥+ 2 725

g =06K"*+ (1*,5)‘[7” veatiediiees (4.12) ‘

-1+

’1_
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r B

| _,9Y &
- m(Y)= pag =

Y% b, B ’Ciﬁffﬁfé@ﬁ m(Y) BB EIcE) (4.14) &0 (4.13) &
== 2 Soskiceld ' | |

m(Y) = ao+a1Y+ a:Y* (af >4aga0:#0, ao>0) cer (4,15)
LB

Y(Y~— pye(Y — q)”‘—r{aK P (1=8)L YT e (4,16)
2B CWa, 72720 p,q 13 (4.15) DAL= Od)ZiE'C?)o’C bo_p 7
br‘—L'CIb% £ m(Y) = @, THIE (4.14) &

—7{6K “+(1-8)L #y= %, (CES)

%456 % (4,16) W&#&mi‘ﬁmci |

logll/: = alogw+(1 6)(a° 1) logY+alogj{/

1—0)(a0—
+{( a)(a D—l}logf(;)-%-u

ao

ULV, 2L AY) 13 (4,16) DB R RY,
, A. Zellner and N. S. Revankar (1969, ElOS])ti Soskice * Bl UL FEZHwWw ’
<HiEn» VRS HEMEEED, ZNI)HD] DN OWTRIE R T> TV B,

L
¥ n WEIREEMBEL
Y =0 (f) (o@=0 g()>0) weee (4.18)
%‘Khéi@ﬂ&é&tf& FLTROBEEREERLEB TS
(wighsEH) (4.18) HRBEBHEIR (4.17) ORBMSME 0 LE—TH 5.
() HEREE m(Y) %P)'T‘—?-c‘: 95L&, iiﬁﬁﬂﬁ (4.18) 2oy F R

d_z___Y_ZﬂLY_)_ ................. (4.19)

df T n |
%ﬁ(ltt:if)f?ﬁ&)ﬁ:ﬂéo
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?ﬁﬂ?)mﬂliﬁ“k ¥H Hﬂ‘Ci) n, Eﬂtiﬁk Soskice CE->THHEEN T
% 7%, Zellner and Revankar|z

my)=n (1-L) (a=mm osv<a)
m(Y) =n (u+—_-,—‘(-‘—Y—)) (v=8, o 13:HB%)

m(Y) =n + b - _’_{, (0<b=nm)
DIFEIZHONWT (4.19) 2T EFNF
_ _af
Y =157
Y = ¢fYe?

Y= ((1+0)a+(1-) Y= orn =)
ERT5, 415 (4.18), (4.17) nH@EEMAMLE T 2N oY), off) &
Fiug

a(Y) = m(Y) a(f) oveeeneen e (4.20)
T%DﬁKi@%h&LOthﬂﬁtﬁﬁﬁ#ﬁiTé
Froml) = 1+;2Y
DFAIZDOWTREP L L
 Ye = g
#BTn5, Bic f % CD £EBHE LT
Ye?Y = YK AQ=-O [ he il (4.21)

%% VRS MM ERD TV 5, Zi LY |
logY +6Y = logy +h(1—6)ogK + hologL+u - (4.21)
2185 5% 1957 £OKE O EBBRAE TEIC D¢, BAL#EEIC L) B
BEELTwa, 20OMRIE |
W(¥) = 5 T3y N
THd, ZOREHWTHET L, *lmiﬂﬂéiﬁw:[%iiwh & m(Y) |
H0.76 05 1.45 3 TEBT 222 L% B, |
V. Ringstad (1974, (79))i2 Nerlove (1963, (68)) & Zellner and Revankar

EDEERBO BRI 217> T3, BIb 4 D4R
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logY logA + alogl + ,BlogK ‘ (CD)

logY + ¥(logY )* = mlogL +,BlogL , (Nerlove)

logY +8Y = F‘ngL + Blog% : (Z_ellner and Revanker)| ... f'"(4'22)

logY + Y(logY Y2 +8Y = ulog L + flog !{I:

(Nerlove & Zellner & Revankar & DiE4) )

3 # 3L, FhbOREREEBIIZLER
m(Y) = a+B |
m(Y) = un/(1+27lgY)

m(Y) = u/ (1+6Y)
m(Y) = u/(1+27logY +6Y)

» % 2. Ringstad |3/ — 77 2— DS TEIC DV, 1967 FORMET —
iz £ BT &, 1959-67 £ NBKTER RS T — 7Ic L 2L & 24TV, HICX
NHiconT (4.22) kD@L n2BAMKIC L RELT-> T3, £
L ARBEORMENRREIZOWT, 1, 20652 0ZFIFKRORABILL
Twa, |

W RENHC & 2 B ERR k3 WL ) bR TH B,

(@ Nerlove BpR b HLTh3. |

¢y decreasing returns to scale »'FEIR T X 5,
i BRI O Zellner and Revankar NRERF & & iz VRS i@ﬂﬂ%&k
v»C decreasing returns Zs#H LN T & liEEELﬁE‘T% ETHH I,

(3) HI %ERI%

Zellner and Revanker |3 7 kﬂ?ki!ﬁﬂﬂi& (4-17) mﬁéﬁiiﬁ (4+18)
TS lE?b‘TZ'C%Za é:%TLTJb %U)ZFEtiISE?Fﬁ*’e?f:R B~
BHZETHD, %B'

_ S LK
K, L) =L ﬂfﬂ)—Lﬂm @—f)
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& BITIE

oYY _ag oy _  glk) _, ..
oL/0K — oL aK n ( ) (423)

ThHoT RIzk 0AOBBE BN TH B, #-T (4-18) DERMKIC
SVt n KEKES (4-17) oBL L AR, RA%BsEEETIIR
RAEBERI—ETHD. X NEE 7 RERG S % homothetic isoquant production
(Clemhout iz & 3, LAHIEERBK L BT 5) &9, #E~->T (4 18)
DD EERKIT VLT HIEERB TH 255 K, LOREBBRIED b OBE
LTERTE BLE+HE&ME, Thr H AEEETHLZ L TH 5,
Bewnic HI 4% s S@iic3EL 22002 S. Clemhout (1968, (19)) T
ho, 2t n =1 0BHAI (4+23) DELE k ORB IR ) ELTHL:
2Bz ricky
¢(k)= g'((—;)_k .......................... (4_24) '
185, SHENEB g (W HELY, H#oT f(K L) 2¥Rdbind, &b
Clemhout 12 20H& VKL )BLND |
glk) = Cexp]gb(k)+k
27— 2 k) BIEMAC k> TRep B FiE, B LU, ALOTEMS % S
RTENT2HFELEREL TS
Z. Griliches and V. Ringstad (1971 (36))ix 1963 F D/ — 7 = — 8%
TENF—FI2 & » CHEBRBOFR 17> T\ 2, 0P ACD HEMH,
CES 4ERs, 1 KELOHCESE# (3 - 17), 8LV non-homothetic  7¢

log( ) = ao+allogL+azlog(L )+a31(logK)
—2a32( logKlogL)+ ass(logL)? «++=++-++ (4.24)

DA DODEERBEEZ TWBED, a1 = as: :‘033 THUL (4-24) 1
1 ®kifflor CES %R > % 5, (3+17) i3 HI ML O T a5 = as
= a3 kBT AL 21T homotheticity # 72 b & LT3, 7—7Fic&
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272 DERIZ a5y = 32 = dss I3¥EH) X i, non-homotheticity fﬁé!%
RENTWDE, | |

‘5_ﬁmﬁ$ziﬁm&_

(1) SE S fLI AR v

K5 O BB D W TORT S 7295 £ 1LL ¥ BERFICEATY 235412,
o B TGS TG 5 28, HEREBOBABUE b L > FETRTHOE
Adifrbnt, L L% bLUL’)ﬂ’C fiﬂ‘iL‘ﬁﬂ)ﬁ}’l‘ﬁ?hc‘: L CHE
BEAREL N BRI LS ROTHS,

ﬁﬁ@%m&Eﬁm%ﬁ%%i@%imﬁ%i%%ifémf%éﬁ &
KBTI ZNEH ﬁmﬁm&kﬁ%%%ﬁT%t%z%h&mf%&
P> TRENEESNIT X DK mEAMEOMKEELLNBIEELY, LT
= e B Rt R R L2 RO BT 20 TH B,

v B E TER YEINEATHRA tTHET D LONEY Ko (), & NEHXR
tﬁﬁf%%@%&me,%n%fiﬁﬁné&&g%YﬂnkL,%n
LMD EEREE | |

Vo (6) = Fo(Ko(t) Lu(t), ) e (5. 1)
L r RIEEEA { TORA B BEHWORE, | EREREEIL
>4

K= [ KDt '1

L(t)= va(t)dt s (5.2)

KﬁdeMMt

ttn,_ngmﬁmm%ﬁb%ﬁﬁnfiﬁﬁﬁ(%g%mnmmmM1
function ) D TH 5, trioﬂ#ﬁ v t”"‘E’énf’ﬁle)E% I(v) £ LT,
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Ko) Y Itz t —v OB TH b LT

K{évt)=D(t__v) .......... ."“-””."“.”""“”(5' 3) |

EBITIE
Ku(t) = D(t—v)l(v)
C ThHhb, - T o
| K(t):j:D(t—-v)l(v)dv Cretreeaeeeeereaan, (5.5)
b,

B btk EEME T B AL 22 Niz R M. Solow (1959, (92)) T4 -
T, 2 (5-1) OB%% CD AEmK |
 Yu(£)=Be* Lo(t) Ko(t)'"% e (5.6)
EBE, BMEiE R E

D(t—v) = %" ( O3 BRATTR) oevreveererromrommniniinanna. (5. 7)
EBWTHERBEROENTHDBH |

K( t) =e—8t]:°te8v1( v)dv ............ e ( 5.8 )

T T, REDEEHOHMEEZER L T
t .
J(t):Le“”Kv)dv .................................. (5.9)

EBWT, N L), Y() oRoBfRA L LT

Y(£)=Be X =DL(¢)*J(#)'7% weveees (5.10)
LHRI SN EEREEBLOTH B, 72171

ThoT, A =00 % (5-10) it (5-6) LFUMERE %5,
Solow (3% DENWIL (1962, (93) T1ONREL LT, HENEME
Q)L EETEELEHE P(v) L 2RFILT |
Q) = g(u(t) - Pt)
EBE, u(t) IIRERETRTELL, T2t PEEREBEER T

Kt)= 2KL+MUthKw°* ------ rereeeeeee(5,13)
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rL. PO IR I & L) bR rEZT
P(t) = RO, L(Y) |
LENTWE, ERBICAVWLNRAET AT
Q = g-100+eurdw LA JITE s (5 - 15)
e bBEE AT, | |
#i= Solowld £ DK (1964, [951)1*.&4151%@5}*&4;57’ 0 %
m3owﬁLwﬁ%%ﬁot° 
) EXREmEERBEETAVIL, :
@ EEEpdEEsEE), Fiuc CES AEMEENATE L,
03 54— RN T — 7 & WRFIT— 5 & R HAT ST
.

BNz D TIEBEER % 8 L 72 1 KEKkOEFR e L ER R

v=FRBOK ADLD=AOREEKL)

2 BWTE v 7 AP LHERES R TETF AW 21 BE B /A %
CWHT B rECZ LTI | B
Y F(B(t)K L) D AAERE R L LU LI I LA (5.16)

T T
L @eonTiE (5-16) & ¢ SHEECER Y L T4 YT A LT
Yo(t) = F (B @K (), Lo@) =L, (OF (h, 1) weeseoes (6.17)

s : 0)) (€ 0 ER SRR
L h= 200 S (5.18)

tb( BEEEEZEEL T
w(t)= Felh, 1) - (5. 19)

BT, B LT h iz wt) 0B E LTERbENI, A, %m‘: h=

pw(t DB, #->T (5-18) »5H |

L(t):gLv(t)Z%f(t) I (5.20)‘.‘

72751 J(H =ZUB(U)KU(L‘) ............... e (5021)
Y s, iz (5-17), (5-20) &
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| Y() =2 L.F (9, 1) = L(OF(p, 1) = F), L(B) - (5 + 2)
%_ﬁéo A Solow gzl wEEMKTH S, S THKFE CES &
REBIS X T

Yt = r{8J(t)"+(1—8)L(¢t)"}* ---(5.23)
Y d, HBERICHR T
B(v) = 1+ w)% Kut) = (1 — 8)*I(v)
LREL T3,
e DT i ACMS + 2 ¢ RS
logrY =glogw+log{y"(1—6)"}°
12 1956 & DHMIE 7 — F £ WT o X AED% 2HEMEL, KIc 1949-58
EOBRIITF—FFANT (5-23) &0 ¥, 6, 4 2HEL TS,
#o#% M.D. Intriligator (1965, (44)), M.D.McCarthy (1965, (60)),
'E.Mansfield (1965, (58)), J. K. Whitaker (1966, (105)), F.M. Westfiel-
d (1966, (104)) N A= iz & - T Solow DR L OMMBITLEH TN
T3 #5ic Westfield (3 Solow o) constant returns to scale M4 % —#k
o) returns to scale |25k L T |
Vo) =Bt Lo($) Ko t) e (5.24)
k) Solow &£ (REZLT |
- Y = Be™™L(1)"J ()"
28T wa, 22750

](’t):'/::e.dvl(v)‘?é?dv ................ (525)
=ﬂfi_2 .............................. (5 26)

Thbd, ki Westfield [3¥#HL HETHBENHE #1T\,  Increasing

return s kY |3 decreasing returns N FHUFEE S E E 5T 5,
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(2) EFEBEHAYERERK |

BRI B D RROBERORE b EH I N EERBE»EAZA
O TH DY, EEIC BT BEENBLIBRELET TL L, HBOWICLS
BNTHBS, TOHFEOME L L THBORE - HEHF - HERARFO
B <5 B 2° (J. K. Arrow, 1962, (5) 2ofts), T b3 &AL - TR
T%i@ﬁ%iﬁé%é:tﬁ?ééo%ofﬁ47?49%?wm$éﬁ'
B3 2D Th B, E OB B TRA L3 E 2 F IR T, R
p A EEE OREOE(LI L > TERL LI ET3E20%TE0THS,
ADEZFIEBE, b 2 AOHIEHHRTES 3 RA L & OBED
BLEA T £ LB, o TRAZHME b R B THE
RT3 & 5 BRI TL EAGES Th B, EOMEE LN D
| %iiﬁhnﬂgiﬁﬁgi&( factor augumenting production function , LI FA 4%
FERS LMY B) HENLNTHE, FHIE

Y = FBOK,ARL)  eevveeerrrnsmsisemminesiiisni . i (5 ¢ 27)
Th- T, lemﬂkf430Amu%ﬁ%ﬂJ(Lm%$%TTt@
B ChD.0->T Bl = A ThHUZ(G-27)ix Y = A@). FK L)
ZoThy 7 RMLERL, BO)=1%5 my FiLzRL, (H Uawa
1961, (100)), A (N =1% 5 (5 +16) PV O—HhUERTIE L% D, &
42 (502D R— R R R ATES OB A TR L, HTEDS O
 REHLCEMEARLLOTHS, £0 152 LT C Kennedy (1764,

" (50)), P.A. Samuelson (1965, (80)), E.M. Drandakis and E. S. Phelps

(1966, (27)) %Iz & % induced innovation EHHH 3.,

Drandakis and Phelps 2 & OT%U)MEEU)I\ZQ ¢35, (521D
B(t), At) 1= 52 OBIR % 572 2 2\ U HRE S0 mATE L % ), RS
O OBBIEEL LD TH DI, b, EN&MAEEL LT  inovation
 possibility function | | |

5—w(A) (B=L 9B z-

%

%-J—, 2(0)>0, o' (B)<0,

@"(B)< Q) wereeeeeses (5.28)
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PREIND, S THMESEEL G TT

1 3Y _
G= Y at aA+ﬂB ............. (5.29)

TH B, HHGBROTHRE L L TROREH T b5,
CURE) o B A —ENEE G BBALL LD SHEMIBRKIEISNS,
Z Ofbic HMEmE L HRICET o HEE LT

L) = Loe™ (72 0) |

A% = g Y (0<6<1, »20)

£ B, LEOBES b |
QE :ﬁ(l—ﬁ)(l—q) (B—A—R+7)

o

dK—K(l ,8)(—'3—— A+B-Ls R+ 7)

¥@5.2n4 B K bt DKL L TEZBETH B, ﬁhﬁb%ﬂﬁf’mr
s (L0, By g chs tnnkfhL LT o< 10BLNEOT
»5, | '

N.S.Revanker (1971, (78))i2 LLETic B5rhiksd 7= VES 4 eI (4,7) -
2EIC—LL T \

Y=7e" K" "{L+(p—1)(1+bt)K}? +eeveeveereness (5.31)

ttcé FA HREMMEHD, =hicE »T 192053 £NKENT— 2 2B
T b v 7 R SHHNE S & JEP S HAES L OKE S ZREL TV D,

Z DAL
_o le=1)A+b) K
c=1+ T— 50 T (5.32)

N, 0 =113 CD £EMBOREEL LY, 0 ¥ 112 CES A EBAKTL L,
VES £EBEORIRE 45, MENMERIZ o< 1THY, 0.43<0<0.58 T
armf c NDERHEIL 0.53 THo1, T 6K 0TH- T, (5,37) &

>0 3£<0 e (5.33)

ok
e |
C#NIc FA EEREE 3R ST 0, EERBORBEEICN ST, hoE
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#%ﬁ&?bﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ<h&k 50, EEMBERDLHEIERDL
na. R. Sato and M. J. Beckmann (1968, (86], 1969, (7N v 7 A,

mmy ¥, v o—oh L iEs ¢ Uawa (1961, (100)OFH#EICE > T

S L. 14 Mo SLAY TR TE S O R BRI R R L T B, BRI, 5%

| kw AR L B THS D X R B LOER L T, ok
MBI

| Y = F(K, L+C(t)K)

ey, wr—gnr sEr—gchss a%*z&mﬁ%afmm;&m

3

 v=C()K+G(K L) -

% b, ARICLT R 7, wa ¢ Db —ENEEIC Y/K, Y/L, K/

LR 7wa DMhhs—EThodT &k BRPLOERLTBIEIILY

S RO EREE BT B, ABENLORRE o KHT 5L

pFR OHEMERE - BA - RZOT—FICEALLERELT, £y 7

Z, »~myF, Ya— —D3ODPIIIMLE D LB TWT, FzY - ¢i‘

BARELEREBRELTND I EHBESATO D,

R Sato (1970, (85))ix 1 kFk FA SR |
Y= F(B(t)K,A(t)L) = F(K, L') (K" = BK, L —AK) - (5, 34)
E0REBMAME o & K, % c_owcﬁsﬂ BEBEREN L & T

/(2D [|4(3)
BK ([ Buw |
AL Ar

ri{, #LCo=9 (B) %5HMELN FA iﬁﬂﬂﬁ%éwfwb Bz
%mﬁw&%ﬁaLfa‘EﬁmaéuCESiiﬁm&

Y ={a(BE)* +B(AL)*)*  (6=T37)
EBTB, I o =J—B (5, =58%) O 2
a#l% s ¥ =72 FBAL -(5.35)

1&%1u-mmmg§§+m3L --------------- (5.36)
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75 FA AEMB L8 TW3, 20HE
1_ dk »r
= m,k(ruﬂﬁ$)

o H5MEAEKI L, (5.35), (5.36). 13 CEDD 4 jEB§ % (constant-
elasticfty—of-derived-dernand production function) ¢ M IN T3, &k K,
L BB E#HEIc Anid 272 CEDD A£EMEBL KO LN T2, KEHD
F—F12 k> THEIFTFHNT VDY, HRO LEE L CROBRIB LN
Tna, |

(1) CEDD 4 Em%uz CES LML N EEEIE Y,

@ BAESIISEESNRTH S,

¢y o< lOBIzEbN S, |

M. J.Beckmann, R. Sato and M. Schupack (1972, (8 ))i3 A% ) —#& %
Kk Chiz DEERBEEYHL T3, Bb L REREERSE

Y= F(K, L,t) ........................ (5 3‘7)
BT
_Y_ L
Qg do
Z=gf
E BT
“Z g gy poZ=xZ  _xZ
Y= w=Z2, r=Z—x7Z', R= 77, @75 |
E% B, RTZ %y w7 R a OMMEN 1 KRR THE Z ¢ Dy R
R

mz+ﬂ 1 “+a-+ +WR+%—+# 0-++++(5.38)
#E2, LY

_ (Z—xZ')a(Z')chxg = he™t cvveienens (5.39) |
% BBAR B D, ZHEMC T Lic L V2 DR EEREA 5 1L, CD,
CES, CEDD o4 EMifiz Z 0BHNBAE L L TE I T D, % 1945
~65 £E Dk %‘iiﬁl%m?— ZIZOWTHRIE L 72821 & +ud, CD sk
384T 2o Y, CES MBS Thd, LirLEOMICL L CGEAT
BEEMEDH B EITRENDE TV,
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6. SioME

4 O 2 FE B BRI LU L@ ) T B, Douglas O A%

Aww%%kﬁL&bBﬁbiﬁﬁﬁtﬁﬁﬁﬁtmﬂﬁkiﬁoféﬁ
L:H:L'C, fﬂtﬁﬂ&ml_’ﬁvb HBTHDI D, P ICEEL DB EERN
EHFRREN, BN Jrgﬁlﬁ%ﬂ’lmﬁﬂjﬂfﬁ g xntz, Ll CD 4
%#kﬁ&éhtﬁ%ﬂ%tk+ﬁkﬁ%§hTW&w ZORMAE4—
EHT %5

(i ) returns to scale d)ﬁﬁE

(ii) 3EULENEHOME

(i) W RAHE O RIS

(iv) AELBEROME
(v RBHAEOHOBEE SYMETL L Th2 I,

e RCHE» LEZBIEET S, %OUHOMzZﬁiﬁﬁ#
(n>3)®%%kow<®«nu CD 4%z % ¢ B LETRL LA
ménfwaﬁ(msi&%ﬁLowfu#mutﬂﬁLtﬂménfwa

L R SR 2 B kb, 2EM K LIsow T ORBE %> T
nBNThHB L, BRUCEROKEMMLTY, b NERILVTH
25,205 b T—EHHEY Uzawa mﬁz&ﬂﬁﬁ(B 29) &, — & WML (L »
L2013 8 7 ) Muker i D RER % (3 .36) cﬁIJFHén&‘IaErib%ém'c'
li eh BB

lkk(lV)U)Fnﬂglin‘l‘lﬂ'l@ﬁmﬁ':)ﬁUEf) B‘J‘ﬂtﬁﬂﬂﬁ’&’(i)é Bls QEE'
ﬁ%mﬁm&%wfiﬁmﬁ%mbmﬁeﬁ%%ﬁzu;wo_nmﬁ;&
BEORZDHMTH B, &bﬁ%mﬁmiknﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁw¥%ﬁék
LT Dhrytne's (22) ORI AR LB HOREE AN Z 0L > THART
bbb, LrLIn3BEMwTH S, Tméﬁ%@ﬁ mbﬁitii@ﬂﬁﬁ#ﬁt
BADORETH 5,

%3 L_Gi(m )@ﬁﬁﬁbﬂ}@ﬁ:ﬁ%fi)bo Zhd(iv) & L { HEREREZT



—72~(72) #24% %1-2-3%

DRE T3 % < THRRER ﬁ%m¢uﬁﬁrﬁé 7% CD tEERA% b L >
CFHEARR, FANEy 2 RABUINT y FORTOMEE %N, 2L C FA
HEMS L LT, HUOEL ) VEBROEICEABRL T2 2 LidER T~

ETHA, o FA EEEHK (m KFEK) |

Y=F(B(t)K, A(£)L) «reererenn. (6,1)

o Al _
2 By =€)

kBT
Y={B(t)}"F(K, C(£)L) «+rereerreeees (6. 2)

Bit Y={A(t)}mp(a1t_);{, L) ceoererrenan, (6. 3)°

L), ERIRBERES (6.1) 13, by 2P Ty FRT EDAK

(6.2), Bk v 72 Y o—h T L DEK (6.3) & LIEBETE 2,

0€ > TR HATE D & JErh AL HEME S & ) R A A0 MR & 7 2 B IC

Bbhz, 41 20MEiz (6.1) OBENBA Alt) LB(t):nMIETH 3,

Kennedy (50) i2#) # % innovation possibility function DHEWIIRRHMET

H->T, SLLHRY A LBl LOMBRHARRERLVLDOTH S b,

BAIZIR(V)OMETHE, 2L DAL DORIEEIZKS 0.3<0< 1.5 D2
EORBEIC A Tvr 5 %%, Nerlove (70) ﬁf%ﬁé&mccéﬁ&fw61%0:%%"#&450
EHEIE > THEVDERDHZZ LIZBMETH S5, Bz VES 4 e
BOHREDVERTHEp VAN %, L LBETIE VES &Mz
£3 0 NDREMIL%L, THORRGHNOBETH S5, BRI LIE
LTI, o = 13B¥EHNRERRNORETEENER Y THo<

(Drandakis and Phelps (27)), o< 1% o>1 # (3B L 7- W rTHB,
ELAY o DIERLEFBZVLDOTHD,

B I(i ) OMBIZHS 5, 1960 FHZ TIXE 6 CD AEMMIC & 3 %
THEH, m = 1 h NT WD LA RE 2, 147 CES 45 MM A%
REFKITHRTFIEY, m > 1 HKEM & % - 72, BiS VES 4 EMEH R
T%tAEunz<1@7%&#@*L1%#@1%& HERMIcI3 by
NDFEIE m > 1 THhbrZ Litsz ONEEREND & THRMBERN &
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{#bfﬁii[,tmoﬁﬁo T EELX )¢ increasing returns TH B & X BrOLET -
it om < 1 rE2 57003, Walters (103) bfmfﬁfv=éﬁ6:ﬂiﬁff§?§‘@%
#2157, BUITEEBRS LA tTé#L&Hﬂﬁ&%twf%%vot
LA LBEENENER (LT 2F>79 5 M, — &S CHiBIZ B2 3 2Ok
I KIZICBREN T LD TH S, |
ﬂi’ﬁﬁ***'&? & Cc%» IPE> TR ETETECLS d)tiﬂ%d)’ﬁ‘%ﬁf H25
CEEMBHBRLILENEEELLY ’)’J})ZN)’C};% 7o DOUglas oM
1948 ENBL O THONREETIOME@wER D Z L M‘é '

“There is no door but only a little window that opens out upon a great

world.”
2 % X &
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