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awnnwaUquiﬂdw nuaannﬂaﬂnaﬂnﬁunaotau demand 1un7anau demand A7
ﬂdﬂnﬂﬂnﬂuaunsm (perfectly elastic) 71ﬂ7%~ﬂon (aaﬂ P) 1unﬂ171ﬂaﬂuuﬁao
uauuaiﬂnquuﬂavmnaanunuam (w&u&mﬁvﬂﬂﬂﬂ1ﬂﬁ Q) TuiwﬂwunWLﬂu wuamavawuwsn
uamwﬁaaﬂa1ﬂn1nnu (1uma1munoauﬁuu7m nwswawTMLﬂaﬂuuﬂao uuamauawnwsnuam
uaanﬂimuwﬂannaanWQ) wen lunsatdu demand naWﬂawudﬂwguuaﬂnQWﬂwawgsm
(less than perfectly elastic) 71913EaaRY (IOIIIIN P, é P,) LATLALAN
avdTonse liasnin lunsiusn (Lﬁu%ué Q,) uBNNI? ANBMIUIDI Y 19
(income elasticity) #a3Ldu demand i #u demand shift limieduzan

a89 L gaueTen 15 a Wanas (1&u demand shift i@ D D)

- o o o5 M ®
2. §uueNITININNaaMn (Product Innovation)

g uuSanTTam auARFuTL wianssuarpmin g LHIITAIVABINT LU
nw¢ﬂ§uﬂ§agmnﬂwaaou5mﬁmﬁ uwnnﬁwazﬁﬂiﬁﬁupuamao LA LA IMLIANT SNSRI
AR ¥ 5 demand  shift limiediauzaila (M3 shift 28318 demand
L a3 na7w e ualnaofuA LaEIINLAANRINGT? a1 en lALdu demand

¥nmue inelastic ¥N3w) (James,1988:195-196)
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luisn demand) ®837A71 (price) UITHANWA® (out.put) az%uagﬁummwgmg}u
2891 supply lunsdinidu supply ﬁéwﬂuwugﬂwéuﬁugiﬁ (perfectly elastic)
115 shift #saLdu demand aziﬁﬁwﬂﬁswﬂwﬂaJBuﬁwLﬁugqéu Glufa auguazﬂoﬁmaaapnq
d29T1 i supply ﬁéwaawwgﬂﬁﬁuﬁugsﬁ) ustinLiu supply IARwEmEulasn
éﬂﬁugsﬁ (less than perfectly elastic) 51ﬂwaztﬁn§u (éﬁzéUiﬂﬂw P,)
Larnanaaa Lawan s wouTiesn NIt In (dazéiu Q) Toaefian lUud? 1du supply
ﬁﬁdwauwuaﬂwéuﬁaaﬂiﬁ 7Wﬂ1azxﬁu§q§unwnﬂﬁﬂ luzneigmiiyly consumer surplus

" 'y @ } o & ar a o 6
FVAUBINIT UUAD FINLIULRVIINUIONT TUNIINIANUN

» & a o £ =
3. MULIBNTTIMINNTZUUN UL HAANN (Process and Product Innovation)

|unTamIn T REEE Y ¥ SanIsamA I NI Y DM LA LRSI T30
wasaansenuls Tasns shift limnssuaave 28993589 L AU demand ua¥ supply
59U WR 0.3 wazBInIIRIANIIIENNa B13e L linnnisatnetonansenunad
ina lulad microelectronic Tugmaﬂwﬂiﬁusnﬂuﬁnaqﬂsxtnﬂuﬁw%a 289 Tauile (1984:23

51909 lu James, 1988:197) AR

...although the initial investment...is large,unit costs
decrease because better planning and control of the production
processes reduce idle labour and the downtime of equipment.
Moreover, a wider range of products can be produced, their
quality is improved, a greater production flexibility is
achieved, and delivery time is shortened, thus rendering the
investment in NCMTs very efficient and increasing the

compet.itiveness of the firms.



315

' @ a o £
ﬂTNﬁ 0.3 NANIENUIBIUINNTIINIINIANUTILATEUIUNIT

P

(Mu":James, 1988:196) Q

AR 6.3 LR LiSeu Aeuiunsan #u supply wiaLdu demand
3113 shift isaLdueEuaY waseluzllanm C uar B @wa e wansenuiwiiu
2DIUIANTTIMIINTEUMNTUATERNFAS  IUSULALAN (output) azﬁwiﬁuauﬁmLﬁngq%u
(d7zéiu D) usludmInd (price) wansEnURINAND aﬁaazﬁwiﬁﬁwﬂWLﬁugogu %38

. v o -4 ' ‘ »
ammwaouwnnawmwuwuoLsumungﬂ A 2UDINUIUIONTT shift TagiUsauinsvaasidu

demand War supply



NAUIN 1

~ T 1 - . .
Somlsraanuar L pInannay Production function

A NI TR ENL LY San s lusen e nsuRe, waen e asihIonisae
(factor productivity) uaznwsLﬂgaunﬂoLnﬂTuTaaﬁwuﬂaaﬁgﬂﬁu ATONAIMUSIULNIAR
989 production function Tlsranaan i eanioiteriiu Zﬂuuunaaﬂoﬁﬁuﬁazuaﬂo
ﬂ?uﬂmgogﬂﬁaouamﬁmﬁaWUWﬁnwﬁmTﬁ Torl g mlsenaumisseanen . (matnaTuTadh
apaiaiontsdemineates (Faudi3n production function 3edsINgMUUIAA
WuanLﬁsﬁgﬁwaméganWﬂ uenIAmEITHwNTinas s naviaeslafiu aggregation
Tusedvlseing #SausuenaTan)

nopijLAsueEmsen A ullvaiiu. production function w1 nguens
Theory of the Firm Tomiauns lusees i Qﬂaqﬁ (demand) FmFviaIetuns
(variable input) #1161 leen1s differentiate production function w.r.t
falamstan (Lfu da/dL) LaTANNANAGMIZEATNY (MP) ﬁTéﬁawswa%nnﬁaagﬂﬁwﬂ (MR)
Guita P wip Pr@dpsda hou %uaéﬁuiw Lﬁunwsuﬁoﬁuaugsﬁ win laisuysi)
FwsH15L 58031 marginal revenue product 189ilRIzNILAR axUsenautu
Lﬁuannwsgﬂaqéﬂaﬁan11w§maaqaoéns Toznd annwsgﬂnwuwauﬁmﬁaqaoén7n115
Tmanwsgmﬂaﬁﬂnw5nﬁmwﬁaagﬂﬁWﬂéanauﬁmwﬁqwﬁaa (dL/d@) shsumilianiTuaamidegemie
(W %3p dW/dL)  @unIssumumideaamig (MC) ﬁ1§azLﬁuann77gﬂnwuaaoaqéni AT
51ﬁ7§oﬁé1nwnﬂﬁ7§upuﬁuuﬂsLaga (average variable cost, AVC)

ﬁﬁnLﬁsvﬁﬁaméaéﬂiﬁﬂuﬁL?ajwuuaamLwﬁwﬁ awnﬁﬁnﬂszgnéWQWunwsaﬁuwa
M99 MEBIasRnsTL Tuass Tusaeit uadals stwzﬂdwnﬁﬁﬁ@naouuaﬁ@Lwéwﬁ
aéﬁﬂ3wnawnwsnﬁunwsa%uwﬂwqansswaaomawa 10 lgp9ans G RPN RIERIRY
uaxaunwsgﬂaoéﬂaﬁﬁﬂ17w5maaogmawwﬂsiu LTI INWAT JBBIFUNVTDUNULALES)
ua:ﬁmnwsgﬂﬁoéﬂaﬁanﬂswﬁmﬁaapﬂq aqﬁﬂsqugmawwﬂ57umwuéwéu uuﬁugﬂunaoﬂaﬂni
LﬁgaﬁnzﬂuunnaaﬁoﬁﬁuLwéwﬁ N AsBAERA NI BTN NSHINAN SIS lusiunane

s Llaslaamaaaning,  1Ie5N15893TUALAEA AN ML LA Tu Tad



317

Fwee nmilanssuun e azLﬁunwﬁtﬁuuauﬁmwﬁaagmﬁWHﬂaousoqwu Faaztdun3iiin
S enarane LI
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the Firm ¢ 10itiad 0939 Friedman (1953:71 31989l Baird, 1977:12) a0

A hypothesis is important if it explains much by little,
that is, if it abstracts the common and crucial elements from
the mass of complex and detailed circumstances surrounding
the phenomena to be explained, and permits valid predictions
on the basis of them alone. To be important, therefore,

a hypothesis must be descriptively false in its assumptions;
it takes account of, and accounts for, none of the many other
attendant circumstances, since its very success shows them

to be irrelevant for the phenomena to be explained.
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o £ . F% o G Y °
agwuﬁﬁaouamﬁmwuuagﬂnWQ w.r.t IR3EnsLanm19n L uay LIANINANNITRARITBING 16
et . & a a P < P a
(law of diminishing return) uanI MU sz WBNIEWINAB NITLUNIRIBNIHG
a <« 6 a o & v a N 2 -~ N A W X
FusmLI lu 2 U6 azn11wuawamnuuﬂgmnwaaaoﬂaaanwsuawaﬂﬂuﬂwuoqunu (WANTENY
vvg » ,.dl » o A o ﬁ‘lv v i
auwaauawaazag?ugﬁ active #3a passive WuAa N1TUILATBIINTLE W LT lunseuuns
8199 LENU NI I 1L I WNURARZUINNITLAVNINII I LUDANIINEY NITUILATBIINT
¥ ¥ o 6 v C;d LR N d < a v 3’.
CRIRIC awanwiwusqonunmgmnﬂwtnwLﬂu FWITONIELIAUIAR 16U INTU)
LuAe il 5892u16 (scale) W production function B13W1IAN 16 law
v a (i i Y ' s Ao "
Qm&unmnwonmmﬁwam%aao homogeneity 1alawIeiUasuudin WanFulanusue s

homogeneous of degree w iuA®

f(rk, rL) = r f(X,L)
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87 w I MRY 1.0 AT RN LAnD UL INNITIEBIUIANITHAS
LUUAYT (constant return to scale) uariipliuiaIamsudstodssrininiiigo
e WuandaLiudninididuin - lunienduiu n1sdnsuseniia (economies) #3n
Tlayseniiaainaute (disconomies of scale) az%uagﬁuiﬁ W iwarannnintiasnin 1
AV

SnuedAEBNag19wianeY production function Ap FrévUABINITNSLNL
(degree of substitution) ﬁﬂqﬁﬁuuaﬂ05q TﬂﬂLawwsﬂaﬁugﬂngunaonwsnﬂunn
(elastic of substitution) #a LUp%L7uAn31 RIWIRrBIFaE LRI 1IRGMAI6E
LﬂaétﬁuénwsLﬂgauuﬂaonaq§mswgmﬁwﬂnaaﬂwsiﬁunuﬁuﬁzwiwoﬂaﬁannsmﬁm (marginal
rate of substitution, MRS)" wWariwsI¥IT MRS wLmBvdadmsia1nasiaienisuas
fagne o Qaﬁn15T§§ﬂ738n§nwwn1nﬁgﬂ Hotiu ﬂdwnﬁﬂwguaa¢n17naunnﬁwn17nuﬁmq1§
Tow'ld LUp% LrudnT L Uaeuilas ludind s annaeiadensuaemdaaria SRUPRHECE
naonwsnﬂunuﬁéWLﬁuﬁué Ldu isoquant. azﬂswnglﬁunén (ATEUAIN) WNBIITBINT W
ussuy K uay L offuusasitiuaiassugaotolunmes K o3a L) (uiuau
YSuaminn) Feeams lumsuanuanastiiuenlSanie (l53eed L wia K wanua e
uazﬂaﬁﬂn17u§mawaazgnﬁw1ﬂnmunuﬂaﬁan11n§m5nﬁﬁﬂnﬁo 51ﬂ31n§mw§unaonwsn@unuﬁéw
infinity L3u isoquant 3riiuiFumsetivaavatedu (slope) L iuay lunsini
ﬁaﬁﬂnwswﬁmazgnnﬂunuﬁdaﬂaﬁaﬂ15w§m5nﬁﬁﬂnﬁq uFasduaanisnords Taglim inawae
aeioay L 1EFaIn ﬂoﬁﬁut?qﬂszﬁnﬁazmnaé o ?ﬂTQQﬂwﬁoiznﬂwogaﬁqﬁaaﬁ

JULVUBNBEE8Y production function 35 naudesiisdn Liwnaindmy
dnutnzavilenisnan  odIsnsnan1eg gn%aﬁumawauﬁqﬁuuas$18L3u 1518
LﬁﬁﬁngadwuauﬁmwﬂdagﬂﬁﬂaaaqﬂaﬁaLwéﬂﬁ Fatu production function 311
~Fanmuadn dnutaihiensudsusaztienimnzavaassawein s usséiuAsssaidns
WA ﬁﬂaﬂwqﬁawaaxiﬁﬁwﬁq udﬁaﬁqnéwaazLﬁnﬁawuﬁwﬁ@%utﬁaiséu aggregat.ion

< X
LWIUINIU

* ~ v 2 a . a a o P
MRS #58 MRTS (amswgmnwaaaoﬂwsﬁﬁununuszw3ﬂoﬂaaﬂﬂwsmam) aﬂ 26918
y s L
TR IMUTITNITHINIUGRUINAARI maawuauﬂaﬁaﬂ1$wamgﬂﬁuﬂﬁuqﬂwaﬁu NS

LARpusN L du isoquant L &EuLAHIL
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suvdg iy fulisBnmaisegtenald production function azLﬁajﬁuimqau
Qunseuounts  Setudaainedutiu production function A s wanan kit
BBINUUAY SICRRE e et uae%mnanguq nnﬁ@aan natagneL TudeRreusis
(legltlmate) (waviLtudn OnfiBg) 37 amnauumavﬁuﬂLﬁuaanwﬂimawnLauaﬂnwu
ﬂuﬂawuﬂﬂWﬂuNuusm (perfectly elastic supply) uavnﬁw OMQQULWRWuuQ”Qﬂlgau
LB PUNANRS TﬂﬂauﬂszanﬁanLnﬂTuTaﬂﬂqn (fixed technical coefficient)
89 production ludmMAaniia P IR 1ﬂaﬁu1snﬁazﬁﬂiﬂnﬂunuguuazuiqo1u1§
#3o lunanFuiuneu

anumvéwﬂmauaﬂnWQnaq production function A LRSI e Tu Tad
axpminu 1§ Tuﬂaauunuudnwowuzwu o wuane lunsIan st uERD WuamaLsn
ﬂawunwawuwnwotnﬂTuTaa wnnuenaIniliTenIsuaneg ﬂdﬂLﬂ@W@ngwuq 175 LIRS B
L laswane ina TuTad AR THF I AU DINULAZLLTIN U AUNTOTRE LAAHANAR
Vandy  wiinihienanaslagaanay lildiusuinin - Tudmiowis 1du isoquant

2t shift sulasinalulas production function usazuvuaisotasuluinauinlylase
Q = f(K,L,A(t))
2 ¥ Y i
ACh) UEANBY ANETIWIAT e Tu Tasmt tusleAdunad L a0
eIz 3 Jlkvurasswimimieina luladhgnuen (disembodied)
o ° <& -~ 2 2 a .
nunazgnuﬁmwﬁﬂuﬂﬂa gﬂuuuuin ams1ﬁdwnn17nu1nﬂoLnﬂTuTaﬂ (rate of technological
progress) 3w liduanseny MRS srwiwilkisnisudanodssgie uaz production function
anLﬁﬂu15§1Lﬁu
Q = f(K,L) A(t)

, s < ™ .
LasilanuITnyene N5t UasuLYaIn 9 tna lulag Hicks-neutral

& o ' ™~ P ° * o a $ 4
FAusNEadLaueI1 nstlasuaantaitna lulag axﬂwqwguuﬂﬁzﬁnﬁnﬂwnwnau

[ ~ A ' . @ [ v v < < o
LU2INTI L URsuLYasuy Q:Tygﬂiduﬂuzﬂuunﬂwwﬁadﬁuﬂjﬂﬂmﬁm MUU Nmaﬂﬂaogunﬁﬂizgnﬁua
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(effective capital stock) grursnarfimua 1t

»*

K' = Ab) K
av
Q = f(k,L)

L L2 < 3 < g
zﬂununaoadwnn13nuﬁnﬂqLnﬂTuTaauunutsﬂﬂaw Solow-neutral

gﬂunugﬂﬁﬂa 2733EnNa1n 1831 At mimIaLna lulas M Iwlseantuanas
< < 4 o < . .
amaﬂﬂaouioqwuLwngqﬁu Clunusa ezt capital-augmenting Solow-neutral
P a -4 , <
change) Tuﬂﬁﬁnaqnwsquguﬂisanﬁwanﬂqusqowuﬁ 8733158037 11w Harrod-neutral

war production function An
Q= f&,L)

wumMaTiAF I TEes lun133 a0 Tulagiu (embodied) W13
e 2 = o a aa a 3
awmmiimainaTulag sxonsuluilhianisuasiinaanu (productive factor)

Tﬂﬂtawwziuﬂaﬁﬂgu Solow (89delu Baird, 1977:16) Na12IN

suuAgUNeeuE 19T HiaUng  (maLVI@RILAY 59TIBEY Solow 2B)
S &4 o« ~ . » oy . e o o o
AD LﬂsaanagunQanuasWnu eI nie fulunisdasuntaontainalulas
¢ Vo Y o e < * aat ° o W < D o e
SoneusarumEe L naL s lEeuUnan Y 80 1 ldReusnt tudwan mlanssu
51Lﬁuﬁaqgﬂ73u (embodied) L%ﬂTuLﬂ?aoﬁaguﬁﬁﬂinﬁ ABUNLATI YL

k7
axgﬂa§1q5uaawo§ﬂ5:3nﬁma

2 o I @ ot [y [% a ™ [

nwamswﬂuwunwawuwnﬂoLnﬂTuTaﬂngnsanLnﬁ1aTugu IAIAIN  dRBATEINY
~ & < ! ¥ w @ , o~
NIt A wasauﬂgnnaouwwunaaqnwsaogu1u§uﬂwqu o NN 4291207 lUpeeLaE

b
Fusoudea 1o laen1s integral éea il

K :J’ot [erv—d(t—v)] I d

t v v



d @p Bes12B9ANANEND (rate of obsolescence)

r fp 317890151 vAsuLYaan19ina lulad (rate of technical change)

I f8 nWiaaguTuﬁaoLaawﬁ v

AUMTTEE MY LTI IO L NBTRERERDATBILTII TS Antra
(effective labor stock) ﬁn15LﬂgﬂuuﬂaaanLnﬂTuTaﬁgﬂide51151uu5o07u

1 production function onl¥lumsiananniv wiaL iR v aananTEm
ppanLlaewlaona Lna TuTad Eﬂunnﬂaoﬂ05§u51Lﬁu53015§Uﬂwsﬁwwuﬂ%uaﬁwquﬁuau
B R TR e ( RETRRNE . 0o zﬂuuuﬁﬁisnﬂﬁuwnﬁgﬂnaoﬁoﬁﬁu

ﬁgﬂﬁﬁnﬂqﬁﬁﬂw§uudazgﬂﬁixNqéaa Cobb-Douglas function
a_b
Q= AK L

A AB §7iaa9Ys¥aNsn W (index of efficiency) (MSANMILLY
cross-section) #3pdirlinaainalulag (N3N IULLY time-series)

a uar b Liusaan

ﬂoﬁﬁuﬁnﬂuﬁqﬁﬁulﬁumioiugﬂ logarithn 2993560 9t Fulsedng
a Uar b wuanne éwﬂawmgﬂwguaaauawﬁm W.r.t quuaxuiaowumﬂuéﬂﬁu NRSINTBY
a UWar b Ap degree of homogeneity 2mIFUNIS uazéﬂﬂ)ﬂugﬂnguaaonwsnﬂunu
PAUMDY 1

gﬂunnﬁsinmﬂuuuﬁaaaaaqnwsﬁwwum&unwsLawwxﬁa constant. elasticity

of substitution (CES) function

L/

Q = ACfK ~ + (1-f) L 1~

f A8 WIIIVLEBIN1INIEINY (distribution parameter) uaxLﬂu§3ﬁwwuﬂ

Fnwingadiiensnas lasL USeuLnay (relative factor share) lutawam lagsu
a { B " 2 o o

r A8 WITINLAHDINITNAUNL (substitution parameter) uariiudzninue

ﬁWﬂawuﬁmwﬁuaaonﬂinmuﬂuﬁﬁﬁ7ﬂoﬁ ue 13 L dudiaa iy 1
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stwzéWﬂdﬂnﬁﬂnéunaqnwsnﬂunu dnsonee LA muaneoiule  CES function
30Lﬁuﬂ11ﬂ§uﬂ§anﬁonqnﬁ1ﬁﬁﬁwnﬁnn1nnﬁ1 Cobb-Douglas function uii31 CES function
2N wEnuInn 1 lumasenmasdadEas

afdufinanmaaasildulinse L u homogeneous w.r.t 13sn15uan
fuusmodiodamn lunminslafdu L ma nwﬂ:zgné?%Wuszauaaoaoéﬂsﬁﬁnwsudaﬁu
1uma1au5mﬁmﬁﬁ§n15uﬁoﬁu 01 production function Enmue L Ty homogeneous of
the first degree FTUFDIN profit function ﬁﬁnﬂmztﬂu homogeneous of
the first degree #3m #vi SdmEnavsIinIoNsLAAMI LWL ERI MY d10750
Tiwailrywdwnliuas  waiilmnn 3wn Aot lilumongysd Tosns
LAswassumsasnisentine i waniiosnzay  Sefenunde Lideeudmiviom
profit maximizing uagaznIw (equilibrium) Tudmoaendns a WdwTormussuls
T@ﬂﬂﬁwﬁawnﬁagatﬁutau (5aﬂawntwé1§gnﬁ1Lauaﬁoqu Henderson War Quandt (1956)

uwar Chiang (1974))

2. nysuamutadina Tulasiuuy Disembodied

"msLlasuaansinaulad swrsedtasastiarisrualélesld production
function” (Intriligator,1978:288) gﬂuuuwﬁanaanﬂsLﬂgmuuﬂaonwoLnﬂTuTagﬁa
7115 shift 289 production function RageTautalsransaniunty Tunssyau
T3sn1swas  Snvuedananil3anin disembodied technical change war&@WITOLEON

To® production function 16&au

f(L,K,t) (1)

«<
1]

fure vy FL(L), K(t), ©) (2)

t B 1987 (Solow, 1957 s79nwlu Intriligator,1978:288) n3ilasunyaslunanas

A
ONATHUS R



dy =93f dL +of dKk + Sf (3)
dt 2L dt 3K dt ot

a4 Xagr € o <~ a P < X
2 IMBULSANINEINE FLRLRuUSINIT L AT Rs Tueanas LUBIINNIS L WLTL
2891338N150R0AD usoqﬁuuazgumwuéwéu (N5 move ®1Y production function)

X < e < a v . .
LnaugﬂﬁWananawﬁa F1F L Rutans LA as lunanas 119370 disembodied
technical change (n15 shift 289 production function) 3ﬂuuunaon11tﬂ§ﬂuuﬂao
nwotnﬂTuTaggnL?ﬂnﬁw disembodied (w57¥31 nILURLRINI LA Tulad Tainnsow

T q v o Y 25 é dv‘ﬁ'v v
L3 13 luik3enseae wanannin nstasunainisina lulagda L naany n1sie

é » o a o & -] < X
aandsenay lnunaaiRien 1swasn  uazEINITOLNATL 1epl $IBUTIAIINNITLNNTUD DY

-~ a duys ™ ~ A e @ a o &
JR3ansuaen 16 INFUNITN (3)  LIARITIIEIBIITDIFUNITADNALANAD y L WBNI

Y & o o & N ~ ¥
wa@ag WL AuEas1n s L AT R e LEaF M wan leRs

1dy = l.ay) 1 dL +,Kay. 1 dK + 13y (&)
y dt v /B Ly e Ak y3K K dt yat
2 LMBILINNINE NI TaraIdINg At L Tuins N5 AT aen i wr e
2 Jsn1suan uéazﬁaﬁﬂazgﬂﬁdqﬁﬁwﬁﬂéaaaaﬂnﬁanéu (elasticity) ppIuaLan w.r.t.
IR3snsuan LnaugmﬁﬂﬂLﬁuﬁmswnae disembodied technical change @ wdadMw
naswamiainaTuTasiee i neutral (w3p Hicks neutral) &0
N3 LA las 1ﬁﬁaqﬁlﬁﬂﬂﬁiLﬂgﬂuuﬂa0§W57§@ﬁ1ﬂﬂBOﬂﬂiﬂﬂuﬂu (MRS) FE¥WIN
Ta¥ansude n1Llasuwlamioine luladiuuy neutral 3w shift (#u isoquant
289 production function #aLiu Toeliiings L Uaeuasnanuaieiu (slope) mapemaliu
St Hedousaeiliensuandens litthouulas a3 LRI EMes IR TINIHAN
Waeulas  #ips09 ﬁmn&ﬂﬁﬂaﬂnﬁﬂwéunaowauam w.r.t. usoowuuaxguﬁﬁwﬂoﬁ
ua:gﬂﬁwwu@TQﬂ war e waey (Lgulunsal Cobb-Douglas) UATEUNG LHHHI1229

s . ” ) e o 6 <
disembodied technical change YAIAITNEAST M GRUU IINFUNIT (4) UEA LHLRUIN

1dy20(_1_9£~+p1dl(+m (5)
L dt K dt



’ [~ 5 » . a .
\U8 m LUuBms1989 disembodied technical change Wuu neutral auumgwuﬂdwnﬁﬂwgu
AN (constant elasticity) 2839 Cobb-Douglas production function uaraunis (5)

a v . 2 ’ . s ~ a 4 o QX
Tuﬂdwuxﬂuaiquaa w1 1e3nuear production function AUBUIGWITINLHDT A NLUNTU

WYY exponential

y =  ae™ 1k (6)
. X & .
fallu LUa take log Lz1 1Y
Iny = a, +éInl + pInK + mt, a_ = 1n A (7)
war difference
d Iny = 1 dy <. L 1 dL + 1 dK + m (8}
dt .y dt L dt K dt =

LduLaeniulugun1s (5)  1naw exponmential time trend lusunis (6) aztﬁutwgua
asu18d M3y disembodied technical change wuy neutral UWATA1 m a9

disembodied technical change ’wdW130¥71 161N UNIT (5) LFuLABI

y dt L dh K dt

fula "Lian131USmuasnudadulusanae T tiaaninaswaanisLAmuaauEedn
1uﬂﬂﬂ%58ﬂ17N5® N7 Rsulasanuiedunaousariaianisuae axnndaqﬁwwﬁn
T@ﬂﬂaﬂuﬂﬂwauaaqwauam w.r.t. i3an15uae” (Intriligator, 1978 290)

Solow TﬁﬁmnwsuTmaTﬁww = 0.65 Uay = 0.35 (ﬂﬁ@onawaaanuwuswuaauuuo
TomUSoui ey warn13LRewasaudiagnlu y 289 L uar K enuaiéi) Lwaﬂwusmnw
351299 disembodied technical change &5V U.S. nonfarm output Tugaa

1 1909-1949 Solow U5z m 37 YA 0.015 UIANE wus Tun9 1 vt usasnannw
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(productivity) lui®s) 1.5 % el smpeda9sanaI? (Solow, 1957 81989 U
Intriligator,1978:290) (MIANE 1oig) Arrow, Cheney, Minhas, uar Solow"
(1961 5989l Intriligator,1978:290) s udmssasnsLlaeulaamisingTulad
ApaTN LA LAz 1eagld CES production function uaziﬁéwﬁgoﬂﬁwLSﬂﬁaﬂﬂizuwm
1.8 % #a1h)  Solow Howydd 3ms Liudszann 1 % eadl sewin9l 1909-1929 wav
Usvam 2 % sl svminell 1929-1949 FadlHiuBaad1utse (acceleration) udasn
2839 disembodied technical change Tumaa@ﬁaotdaw%omn@ Solow WU
3L URsaIm g Lna Tulad Lﬁunguaa§u18ﬂizuﬂm 90 % panTLaNsuly
out.put per manhour 53uﬂ15Lﬁn%u1u capital per manhour azLﬁuLwQHRBEUWB
180 10 % 1

MR ADE 00 Toe Aukrust A M3u1se Lnduns a8 ludsel 1900-1955
(1572010 1940-1945) 16n191nAISYsEN MEUNITLAULASIPNLUEUAS (7) (Aukrust, 1959

p19telu Intril igator, 1978:290)

Iny = 2.62 + 0.76 1nL + 0.20 1nK + 0.018 t
(0.10) (0.19) (0.003)

Aukrust ﬂ?xuwméﬂﬂwwwﬁﬂwgu W.r.t. WI99UUAETU JA1/5E00 0.76 War 0.20
AU WaranI1a9 disembodied technical change (A1 m) UAY 1.8 % &all
- A a4 2 X a o2 o , < a
glatiu Lu31nnn15quauiuusaowuuazgu WAL LWNTU TURASY 1.8 % 6pl  LUDNALAA
UL T IANUNITILWNTU LUDASILARY 3.4 % 5£¥I TR 1948-1955 UINNIIASTINLY

18971319301 #1 Innnatuieles disembodied technical change
NIIANYINLNB8IANTURLY 10 Brown (1966 51909 lu Intriligator,1978:291)

& o
LUUN U TULVYINRDY

A lny = & A lnL +pAan + m

29169131015 take first difference TWN1T (7) Brown USTu muuyIasIl

Toeldd391 @ manwg29 19w U.S.private domestic nonfarm output m 57871 1929
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Luilei#unas manhour employed War net capital stock a 51811 1929 (T
#78 capital utilization) waZW6DaY Brown Falums1of 0.1 ugeenmsiIzyas
ﬂawugﬂwgunaqusaqwu (labor elasticities) HABIN uazﬁjwnﬁﬂwéuﬁaqgu
(capital elasticities) ﬁﬁdﬂgaﬂiwﬁﬂﬁznwm1§1ﬂﬂ Douglas (1948 51969 MU
Intriligator, 1978:271) nWSLﬂgauuﬂaqnﬁqLnﬂTuTaﬁazﬁéwgogﬂquﬁdoﬂ 1921-1939
uazéwgﬂﬂuﬂ 1890-1906

msentiistienfuine Tuladle production function ¥nawd19de disembodied
technical change iufa nﬂsLﬂﬁﬂuuﬂaonwoLnﬂTuTaﬁaz1ﬂgnsduiuﬁaﬁﬂnwsuﬁm
lunnamsafiusy embodied technical change azLﬁauﬁnnWSLﬁnguﬂizﬁn§ua (effective)
2a91R3BnN1T0an Lﬁaqa1nﬂwsﬂ%uﬂjoﬁnawnwaﬂﬂiugmnww windszansnwaaailadonisuan
production function ﬁﬂiznanﬁdﬂ embodied uar disembodied technical change
165un1sUszaalas Intriligator (1965 a1adw'lu Intriligator,1978:292) dwm3u
aggregsate U.S. manufacturing output luza91 1929-1958 ﬂﬁiﬁiznﬁmﬁaﬁgﬂaa

0.0167¢ 0.862 _0.138 2

Y = 0.869e 37 K », R =0.993, d = 2.159
(0.0026) (0.044)

L #u1809 ﬂaﬁausoo1uﬁﬁqmn1w1ﬂtﬂsﬂuuﬂaa Lay K munsne ﬂaﬁﬂguﬁﬁ embodied
technical change uasﬁnwsﬂfnﬂgeﬂssanﬁnwwnﬁoLnﬁﬁﬁnaoguﬂsznﬂm 4 % op1

Hotu s mIRa disembodied technical change isEum 1.67 % #ail
uaz1ﬁ§nﬂitﬂ3ﬂuuﬂaonwoLnﬁTuTaﬁﬁgnsdnTuﬂaﬁﬂusoo1u wsin3 LA aIn1 1na Tu Tad
ﬁgnidnﬁuﬂaﬁﬂguﬂszuwm 4 % e) (G339U9AULIL Jorgenson uar Griliches (1967
519ty Intrilisator,1978:202) WenewasuisnisiLlasulaslunasasuas ina Tulad
T@ﬂLw@uaﬁﬁﬁnﬁwau1nﬁ§ﬂLﬁwﬁtﬂuiﬂiﬁ T LARDILIUAATUIST LML (nonconstant,

« «I
returns to scale), nﬁiﬂinﬂEGTuguuazauq)
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< ' :\ [
AT W.1  NFUSEVWATNITINLADIN e 289 Cobb-Douglas
N < o
production function uarAinmsilasuwlaimainglulad

283 Brown
Estimates of the Cobb-Douglas Production Function

Labor Capital Returns Average
Country, Elasticity  Elasticity to Scale Labor Share
Time Period a [} at+p st

United States | 0.81 0.23 1.04 0.61
1899-1922 (0.15) (0.06)

United States I1 0.78 0.15 093 0.61
1899-1922 (0.14) (0.08)

United States 111 0.73 0.25 098 0.61
1899-1922 (0.12) (0.05)

United States IV 0.63 0.30 0.93 0.61
1899-1922 (0.15) (0.05)

New Zealand I 0.42 0.49 091 0.52
1915-1916 and (0.11) (0.03)
1918-1935

New Zealand I1 0.54 0.54
1923-1940 ’ (0.02)

New South Wales, Australia 0.78 0.20 098
1901-1927 (0.12) (0.08)

Victoria, Australia 0.84 0.23 1.07
1902-1929 (0.34) (0.17)

NOTE Numbers in parentheses are standard errors.

Estimates of Technical Change in the United States

Elasticity with
Respect to Technical Returns

Labor Capital Change to Scale E
Period a g m a+p d
1850-1960 0.325 0.552 0.0061 0.877 0.887
(0.088) (0.048) (0.0014) 1.49
1890-1906 0.690 0.416 0.0018 1.106 0.867
(0.230) (0.092) (0.0034) 1.98
1921-1939 0.383 0.505 0.0077 0.888 0.928
(0.162) (0.100) (0.0025) 1.81
1940-1960 0.453 0.489 0.0069 0.942 0.775
(0.175) (0.131) (0.0026) 1.27
1947-1960 0.659 0.379 0.0062 1.038 0.891
(0.194) (0.112) (0.0021) 1.90

ny1 @ (Intriligator,1978:271,291)
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