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Az gtk & 4 gk ol b ARTRA, 344 Aokes Plas
o) HESA uilio] dolid & Q7] wEelch

B AFoE Al tid EAEAE ] $isle] AihlEe] FH4skE vt
A3A) ska 7129 Frinfly w4 A4S 2 23 e — B
(generalized cost function) & A3t} olu Aiteite] wlagA A4S AA
2 XA7}He] ol REEEH (shadow price) & AA]go] A2 AMSS=
¥ 2 249 FEIAL oA AIAY deE vehd oy, £847AE AA
o] A Le] HAsrs & 5 gk ARS8 FHasP) o]FoA|aL SIA|
kS Aol QL] HESA wlEoR Q3 nl8GENE SAs it
5o AAZ F9lse 7 Aakei] ot nl43|4sp) olFold A4 Filsle
829 HHFES AR vl

3 ERES ohiez 889, '93de) 2647 1070 A - =8 Ap8S AHES|]
SRS ANE A, |8 Hashe o] oA Al & & 3
otk AJAre] wlEgA o Qlale] S HF 27.4% FIEeH AT xF
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2 77t ARSERT} FF 10.6%, 2.1%%F AA RS vk, d8E 255%
i B8 oo E AMESIch

£ a7 4L vt 2 2Rl JueeE s F EEAE
A9 Y85 Al 3Rl = 00 Al A8 A3 A 2844 2
249 AYS BNty (Al A2S )
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A3e] Aot FPRIE BHA0Z S Qo] bl X-u]
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284 2 7ledAle] Ao, b At 2ol oliSdskle SdgARe
FT & e A% A9, AHATE I3 2axkgaee] W, g

g ARS8 Al AnEe vl83Aast Al dig 2l
(Lagrange) 3t

R

£ = Zx:P,x + AQ-Ax)) + p(RC—RC(x)) (1

A7 P BARAE x=kK, L, FO] AR7FA0lE x= 848 HEl (vector) ©]
th ke AR, LS k% FE 9EE A UENIth o= AMERIY A e
AAREro|n Ree Selld] AFH ule} o] AdvdEe] FAAH 0 At AR
ZA, A Ades v Helelch. a9 4= 55 (multiplier) £ et
o|ck.
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71 PE 24 x9 ¢571E  (shadow price) &2 A3tk a8l
f=aflax0l™ RC,=aRC/ax0t}. o] Ao 7dsoA] Ak azke] A7 |EThA|
3 AR S YAHA] S o 5 Qlrk

(IH DellA B ule} Zo] (2, 1) 7} Hl4- HASM7]e 849 3] H
o] Aofddslel e ML FRFA, 98 Wt (&, y) 2 o)5Hd.
2 (af, v) oA A7 SR SA% ulsat (0, »°) dlx vl4e] Ho]E A
AREO M Qa7ke] 39 wiEoR Qlsje] scuibEe wlEARREI) WAksl

Aee % 5 ek

o EZI1ET) #<s (Atkinson & Halvorsen, 1984) o] 2J3pd F%-Q471A¢ o}
3} o] A Z Yehd 4 9lt}2)

P, = kP, , x=K, L, F, (3)

A7 k= 7 ARER A iR ERE B (distortion factor) & A 23k}

2) 2g0=07 0g,(P)/oP.20%] AL 7H1 571 proll did Y < (P E 13 H
ejA7) (first-order Taylor's expansion)dle] Qec}.
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(3) ol FAE AT ARSI ohet Zo] Ukl epd 4 9l
o}
GC = GC(k.P. Q,) (4)

dmbgeE ASHoE ] s ded o] zddie
(transcendental logarithmic) 3Je}S ARE-318Ic):

InGC = a,+agnQ+0.570o(InQ)*+ X 7,0ln(%,P,) InQ+
Ya,n(kP)+0.522 7, In(kP)In(k,P,), x y=K, L, F,
x x ¥y

(5)

A7V yy=7,, x #y. GHH]EIE] IR QA7 A6 digE 13} S3Ko] Sy
7] $ls}e] oh&9] Aekzao] slsixof gk

2a, =1, §71y=2ylny=2;.2ym=gm=0, x, y=K, L, F. (6)

A9 =A42] (Shephard’s lemma) ¢l 2J3}] (5) & AR (logarithmically)
ol sh ohga) o] HEH]E5% (shadow cost share) WHA1S S 4= glch:

dmGC  _ _39GC | kPr _ kP.-x
dln(k.P,) kP, GC GC (7)

M,=a,+ g Yoln(2,P) +7,0In Q.

i

a2 cedtb amiell iR ARRTE EAEA] o7 diEel FAE WSS AAE
S, 7osh AN, M, FelE vehljof gt 3
Sa xofl w3 oSS A, (1) 25

M- GC
x = kP, (8)

3) TC 57149 35l lE GCE A7 SR 34 F0l8oltt

— 49 —



(8) & AAIZ]Eol dislaid

TC-ZP,x ZP(AZSICJ;C)-GCZ M, (9

In7C= mcc+1n2 Ms (10)
@) 25E x5 (9)EFE 1cE 747 AAME3el diyiste] Aels
Mx= P,,-x= Mi/ kx (11)

C XM/ k'

10) 3 (11) & o)&3lo] 232 WRIAIA|AHL- t}ea} 7k

In7TC = aa+agan+0.57QQ(1nQ)2+;Yxoln(kxpx)an"’“
Z‘.axln(kxP,)+0.5§:§7xym(kxpx)1n(kypy)+ (12)
ln[le(aﬁgrxyln(kyPyHnoan)/ k), x, vy =K, L, F.

[a.+ Zy: Yoln(B,Py) + 7,00 Q1/ &,

M= SleF ok Py 1@ kP YT L E (13)

NEZET FH (1991) o] S vk 3o (12) 3 (13)2 kol H3le] 07
FAo|eZ 7+ 949 T S 12 BFESIAAL sleH 7 ME #
< 93t

AAZnE, (129 gk (139 (69 AfrAslel wkEay
(iterative Zellner) W2 FA=Uk Y A71A] 7+ 240 432 o] 19
=7] diel] o= & 240 H45E FANWINA Ao e ol Wik
o] Algj=ltiet® FAAY] e FUsitk.

4) #3X SHAZAM EA7I2E ARk
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22 FEHHUY

TRF RE Q0o tisle] 247k IAPIEHAST AAZIAS ulge] UAH
A A9 284d0] EAstL 7 840 AN AA7HAe] U= A
7HAe &gAd s ok AdirbEe agAolst 4] nlgoR Ao
o]F014& ofvisly] Adjr}Ae] 44 nl4e] 43}t Bk opel kel A
E Z8Y 3 =98l oeS 9nlgh

Ak 43 AMSE 79, 24 29} yoll TS k=47t AREE 29} sl
i3k A AQ] EgAlo] o] R BE 84 ol tidle] k=17} AREH A
714 EgA4o] o] Feixict. it AR Fn]83kpe} AA| vl gRAAe] &,
of ti3led 0xFsAt0l7] Wil k9] EE 3 S Erbssle] A4
o] A i AL AR = QA AR FF8EAE il 4,9 A
#E T8 5 9] diel A 284S AR 5 9l

82«9} yZH A 284S AR AR k=42 AR 49} A
oFelA] ok 7] WAAA 2 S 242 sl 210249 e AL 7]
A e AdzAdsl 349 A2 Ad BESTRE oFF A2kl
A" WA 2 Fd) SE3egte] vlgs vehdch A SAIRRS #EAY
22 (asymptotically) ZHr=7F AF2AS] ¢ U # REF Z=th

m 25 2 AZH Az

AR AAFZARR 1A o] JeRd 71999 ’88»4 '93xde] 237k 107 Al - &=
W 228 ANl 6 AAlERS MWHE 239 2iAdsks AM83iedch A2

e eSSBS (1991)9) F2¢ =g A,
7), 7k 2 FEARle) i3 EARARE A 2R 598 F)2 AXNFT 9lod 739, 78

F-A- °1N

5)
6) %
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7L PR A7 AE ARl fE AR dEatd o e 3t
£ Ao S 7] skl g9 99 REE O
ik dE2E AR, AGH 18 LNGZE AHSEe s F3kd dgrt
A& AP Haide 94 AR Aoldt 24 AR SIS A3kl
5 5319 TOER §UAA 7 T8 AMEE Tfhoay FAB NS
T3 ths, A8HIE FASANHOE Itk Ao AME ARIEH1E-S
PR AZbgo s FARE ARS8 A7 d R SAE rEH|g,
a2y dsHlE BT AR Fdeldt dideR l¥Ee 2E HPES 34
& HAelA 1o] HEE FF33IGIc

FEHee] 23S FAY A (& Dol bt ook 5485 WA, (12)
o] RPFE 0.9301%0c}k. & 2Rl (well-behaved) AR} =7] $Jske] dub
H437) SR disle] EFAYSE (monotonically) Z7hslo}l dbe 2%
(concave) slloF gt 9 FAA, 2708 FEAL TxAF LEAS FAl $ut
3glom 37He] | olx}= L84 o] $ubEgich

A7FAS] a8AANE W] A3l k=12 ETIRE O ke=he=19] A
A AR A 0.05 sl 71AHA 10 o= BRE A At

‘8ol & A7 4o Fagt A5rF ZAEA Wk FAIR HSe31A 8= 93
o] 2417t AkE RS ARSI A 8 RS dAlse] o] QA A EE shie] B
dog B3 ARE AM, $Xsks Ao] v o orl= 9l 4 glov) AR yFeg
Al e A=A iFsp] A5l A= 155 22 A3
7) AR71Ae] ol ddge] 7IAAY sudsle ZAE HeE glvk v Ao W
AakdolAe] ANAE A TR BREER (book value) o2 A3 7%, Ac]-FExt
A% (Handy-Whitman index)E AM314 AR7FAS AEsta glck £ A7-lx AEd 2}
AL FaAAR AR E A A5 $UE8 9uighkt
8) Met 2 ARFAEe k& M WE A7 BASKT INGHE w2 FAL
9) ©=A (monotonicity)& WEA717] $laide 4R 7 240 oiZh hERIERe] S5t H
ojo} &} u]43e] QEA (concavity)o] BEEY] Sl slAQkIE (Hessian matrix)
o] [&o] #ERE (negative semi-definite)7} Hojo} gk
10) A% 59990 disled AR 2o FAIRRE 7.730]%0ch

iy
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<E 1> FHZAL

A FAA REXT
a 0. 1966 0. 4994
aq 0.4743" 0.1397
ak 0.8546 0. 1588
ar 0.0016 0. 1348
arp 0.1438 0. 2780
700 -0. 0717 0. 0654
7KQ 0. 0209 0. 0242
YLQ -0. 0394 0. 0256
YrQ _ 0. 0185 0.0453
Tik 0.1590" 0.0175
YKL -0.1466" 0. 0336
YKF -0.0124 0. 0322
L 0.1620" 0.0142
YLF -0. 0155 0. 0376
YFF 0. 0279 0. 0690
ki 0.1945 0. 0877
ky 1..0000 -
kr 0. 0256 0.0717

t7 () FAE0.01 (0.05) FE3bI4 felHele e

o) HASAOR HgHLEP} o] Rl O B IR AYACEE 7
w3 057, w5} ARz )T AN ARzt AEEAE A7 ek
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kx=1, hkp=1, TBI ke=ks ALRAEC] 0.05 FI5T3leIA BT 717450l
e} 2T} e, 259 A8, 22|y ARS) dEs AR HEsA R A
S e =R

Bl EEA o 93t Aihlge] SRS SAsP] sl (12) 23E 49 A
AZEE (Fro) 3 kA9l a84e] oA A% FnE (Fre,), &

ko= kp=12 F3 3T H4S 55} 2] AR

FTC—FTC,;
FTCy

(E 29 FHA el vehd vle} o] Ai7bAe] vlagAoR QI3 88
A3} 93del A w8 RIS BaE B A 7199 Aol A%
T 27.4% Z7HESIk 7 A - = A deEsE e 3 A
o 7P & AHIEY FHE deplen L el O delE w2 A
ALl 371 Bolth Aed AR A9 &gAle] oFod Hsrn
23] Aiulgo] Zhasigict.

Ad7HAS vlEgAe] 7 849 el miAle E3E AN Sk (11)
o 1ot m.E AR A2 248 (Fx) 3 AW7HAS] B8Ae] o] F

A A4 2278 F 1est MM ke=k=12 F3L TR S78F

FX_FXE//’
FX 4

11)
7P (5% o)

AltzA A= AR A=
k=1 458 3.84 1
kr=1 497 3.84 1
kx= kp 6.10 384 1

12) (FTC - FTCyp)= <38 1>ol4 FAD AcE9) v ¢ASAEE 330,
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<E 2> Al - £ My|dof| et v|EEA s HEFYA (H]: 100%)

Al x H-8A A& % A8
A 3 -0. 072 -0. 200 -2.015 0.104
WAk 7 0.531 -0.163 -0. 246 3.884
o, A 0. 291 -0.176 0. 404 2.789
ql A 0.310 -0. 146 0.059 2. 889
| 7] 0.249 -0. 202 1.774 2. 566
| 0.162 -0. 063 0.001 1.830
oA, S 0.478 -0.033 -0. 257 3.900
A 5 -0. 025 -0. 040 0.374 -0. 305
3, A 0. 634 -0. 052 -0. 361 4,622
A T 0.491 0.012 -0. 226 4.926
A = 0. 274 -0. 106 -0. 021 2. 550

(F 09 AMiAdA oA dofl Jehd vle} o] AriAe] vjagAes
Qlsje] 88 '93udel] AE 7 844-Q0] iy SHFEAS A B Ax, A
719elAe) A o Zht B 10.6%, 2.1%%F AA A4S wbd, s
£ 255% % HeJEAl AHETE vlE AR eFo] AAER AL ofoE
EqlEglont dgr) Aides de ooz wol AMSE] wied Aihlg
o] 24.7%WF FRINLS & 5 Uk 7 SagaE] dig FFEAE A -
2 AuE 2] 49, AFTE ALd ZE A - EellA AReER Ha
20.2%904 A 3.3% AA FP=EAL 25 A5 Aeeie AReERH
201.5% AA AHE ubd, Arldxe 23l 177, 4% 0F ) Fi=dh o
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2] Apolle ARE ALY BE A - Zoll ARSERT T 492.6% 94 3
A 10.4% © Bl AHEEYE T X3 ARelre AdirtAe] 284o] o]
Fold Z-purt 2318 8] Aasigled ol ELA Al 7 Ao]
7|8ehs Ageile kFol, ARde durt AReERn AA A dE
Akeae) sprsles If uASEIE AAAF] deldt

V.2 £

o] ATRA, IR Al Aol A FAXARe T
TP1ZA1S el glojA olBH o Azt dAVIEdAST A
Fo| A=A 97] wito] AAklEe] Hasp} o] FoR| 1 gty & & qirk
e BRES doE duEReE S8 as7IAE AR A9, nl¢
S HASATHA S-S 8l Qltke 7Pd Z1AESIch AAR] vlEgAl S
2 Ql3le] vl4-E HF 27.4% ZVHEN0H AT 5 A7 AR 3
T 10.6%, 2.1%%F AA A4 v, A8E 255% 1 FQ o|AeE A
=3k

a2uZ g BRENS AEEAEE Fo7] Y A5/ dig 1
ZAE F31 A8 e 2 AR FAGHE freslof ok dukd
o7 o] Fli¥e vla) vlEEAoE Algle] LT glon o2 R
7] 18k vk SR Afv¥Ee] Wt FAd 4 ook Ak wlESAEAE
N Bk ope} RS Hfol® A1 4= Qlek 13 ) Sejdee] Al
7b desta gl A% oRe Enlg, (EEES ATl A gleH =
718 A3 E Zdstshe o] QoM E AliAlale] AR Ak AgAA e v
TA] Adgis]ofo} g,

13) o]3%(1996)& ¥ AZE o S| uESH 02 I v ETE ST A3,
B 355%2 vhehideh

— 56 —



10.

11.

5 ERE) T o 24

Xt

Ao
rot

CEAA, TAdEzA wAl, , 1988, 1993
BRI, TURIEAIE R, , 1994,
. 0|9, “SO, A} vl AehibdAlg]e] vlxe o3 -duklEsE 53 Al

& AR, AUd AE IEAAAIRSE, 1995, 3, pp.
267-289.

, G Alzqie AlrEdA AR -dubgReE Sl TAREEAR
By, 199, A

. Atkinson, Scott E., and Robert Halvorsen, “A Test of Relative and Absolute

Price Efficiency in Regulated Utilities,” The Review of Economics and
Statistics, 62, pp. 81-88 (February 1980).

. Atkinson, Scott E., and Robert Halvorsen, “Parametric Efficiency Tests,

Economies of Scale, and Input Demand in U.S. Electric Power Generation,”
International Economic Review, Vol.25, No.3, pp. 647-662 (October 1984).

. Atkinson, Scott E., and Robert Halvorsen, “The Relative Efficiency of Public

and Private Firms in a Regulated Environment: The Case of U.S. Electric
Utilities,” Journal of Public Economics 29, pp. 281-294(1986).

. Atkinson, Scott E., and Robert Halvorsen, “Parametric Tests for Static

Equilibrium,”  Discussion Paper No.91-03, University of Washington(March
1991).

. Kmenta, Jan, Elements of Econometrics, Macmillan Publishing Company,

N.Y.(1986).

Kumbhakar, Subal C., “Allocative Distortions, Technical Progress, and Input
Demand in U.S. Airlines: 1970-1984,” International Economic Review, Vol.33,
No.3, pp. 723-737 (August 1992).

Lee, M., “The Effect of Environmental Regulations on The Electric Power
Industry: A Generalized Cost Approach,” unpublished Ph.D. dissertation,
University of Washington (1993).

— K7 —





