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Summary : This paper analyses the efficiency and productivity of R&D system across time
(1991~2000) and 16 OECD countries using multi-output and multi-input non-parametric
frontier methods such as DEA (data envelopment analysis) and Malmquist productivity indexes.
Malmquist productivity indexes are decomposed into two components measures, namely
technical change and efficiency change. To calculate R&D efficiency and productivity, we used
R&D stock and the number of researchers as R&D input proxies and the number of adjusted
SCI papers and U.S. patent applications as R&D output proxies. Empirical result shows that
Switzerland, Canada, US., Australia’s R&D efficiencies are the highest and Korea’s R&D
productivity growth is the highest in the sample for the period. Technical efficiency growth was

a more important source of productivity growth than technological innovation.

ZI19E © g&, 44k, 71a¥3), DEA(Data Envelopment Analysis), MDI(Malmaquist

Productivity Index)
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1. A&

Financial Times (2001)7} OECD 3|93-& tiA o2 2|2kl 58 kgt A4 $
glufebs FA M AlA 238 FEolARE, A4 AbEa G4Hd e FFe] Wl

< ALE vehigr} ofefd dabe] dog AR AReM = FAE AER AAANL
A Az, & F7FAIA 2~ 5e) vl EEA (inefficiency)& St o8l @ dHE & 57}
o HalAzle] t}E F7lel] vle] Hol EEA0R we AAHH R 98 F glvke AE
i},

AFH 0 F AAIAEL MAGE o] &3] A S A st Akt A7
ok AHEEE o] 7HA] akete] wolakE o] & ANl F 77t Bk A 5 Qle F

HatEegate] FAE dehle g5 ridet & Aigbes 7108 7Hsd BE R
3 AHEe] BAE rishs Aol obdet, A8 FiF} AbEe] AAE fv|giet o9}
ol AR At o] A AbefolA] —.?_-°é%D]~‘5 A& 7P| WEel At e
o] nlagAe FAR dEA e JASAEE (growth accounting model) oA = F31¢]
F7hro s Aud & e e 2 S 71@%}; 7pgiet ey AA Aol v &
44o] EAska, 270 A7ke] Adel] wie} wWchd, T3 \este] 2AAE Hed

_L/

(biased) 7FeAdo] lt} (Grosskopf, 1993).
1772 (research and development, ©13} R&D)S “ql1 7k 53} A}3] o)) #3)
FHsh7] el AAA o2 ot B2 53t 1AL Beete] AR &4 *“?:"FE A
6}~ %}5” 1} (OECD, 1994). Freeman et al. (1997)2 R&D2] 2717} 20417] Akl ale]
71 F88F AR, AbeA WEeby FAsbE A, o = F7HE Eski R&D A A 2710]
A-frHke] 4 (laissez-faire, laissez-innover)®] HellA F3olE £ F7ke] HFu}
Heke) Aol AR )= Tholl, FH3pr|eAd e dAloletar st
R&D= 59 (input), 34 (process), AF& (output) & FA ¥ shie] A Asle g 7h4g
4 2l (Brown et al,, 1998). R&DS] F842E 1Y ofo|rje], |, AR 2}F Ho]
dem, A8 4de B, =F, AAE ASH, F94E, de] 5 o oeksichl aeps

R&D A2 384 m=e AME A8 2L ¢ 541 dojch

_,d
i
E
Hw
2

1) R&D A A=) LO,J 7} AbEo]] ofd x}AEE A}ERe- Freeman et al. (1997) 8} The Economics of Industrial
Innovation®} pp. 78 784 vlgkc}
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2 =19 54 R&DE &R 4 FollA AR v-& dE st =13 EAEE
AHgate] w7bE R&D A-4437 S EA4 5 o)tk 7|&9 A4 E o] 848 By
A (parametric) W 2, £ =M e A 2H9 v Z 84S 2o v Esd
(non-parametric) W& o]4-3led 371 R&D 84T 44AHA1-S #4310, Ak H
steolg a-gustel 7leHs e Rejsle] A8t aA) ok Ao AH4-E FiAtE+= R&D
253 R&D H ol a, AFEatge H|eit& tiste #3439 SCIL =59 vsE
HEYgolth B3], SCI =&9] 4% 249 AA Q& ukdsly] 9f3le] AULEF o4
sto] AT A8E o] 4% Aolh A2A M= S A NEE gt ¥, &
M) A48 DEA (data envelopment analysis, ©]3F DEA) 233} Malmquist AAHI A4
of A} doliet AN T HA o Bag 7|2 A 2E, g 2N F 244
g AAEt, A4dels A A7 FAE AAgL

He

AR 24 (production unit)®] A3 (performance) S =& w, 27l0] T84 QA ©&
& dAARl ol Ak 221 9] B84 (efficiency)e]® L
v & or|gtc}. o]ejdh vl &2 Foil FoloE WAy
)zl 42 (maximum potential output)ell &k A AFEe] v]E EE Fof
22 ksl 2R3 A4 F4lo) gt A% F4) (minimum potential input)2] H]
(Lovell, 1993).
884 702 Debreu (1951)3 Koopmans (1951)7F B4=2] £418 48 Z+=
7148 Aol i3 7t SAAE ALsr] Held AR ATE vE SR, Farrell
(1957)°] 83l 71884 (technical efficiency)ell 8+ <70l 7}<lgk} (Coelli, 1996).
Debreu (1951)¢} Farrell (1957)2 o121 4t 55 #A18 == e 7Fedt M9 HellA]
2E F9l9) HdinjiztAa (maximum equiproportionate reduction)& 194 # Zt& 7%
AgAo R Aosledrt. 1 ghe] 1o]H Fole] Fhavt Erhssly] wid 7ed o 584
olgbz AL ovista, 1 gre]l 1Mo 2o r|&AH R vlAgAolzts HAE or|gct
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Debreu-Farrell®] &4 W& =g 42| e 7] HA A= epd

Farrell (1957)& 71919 f&Aelat, Folal $oz 42d Hdz & & 9+ %ﬂ% -
el e 715840 5o ns 479 /PAstelA HA Y ujg 2 o] 48 5 Sle T
el w2384 (allocative or price efficiency) o At A|gkslda, o] F
2} A F3 AL AA7|EE84 (overall technical efficiency)el2ti dhict e
7|EE&E 2718 vlele: A6 ujel A8 (input-oriented) L84 AHEA| &
(output-oriented) 8402 s & vk 3ksict

;Z

to o

~N
-

R

Lt A4k

Arkg) zA o) QabAdelzl T4l gt AbEe] vl g2 Aot} Ak 7} g 7] A
28 QA7) 918 3 7hx 9] F41E o] 88 A Sl Alte] AR, Bae] Folg o] 4
AS-olle Alte]l o BabsAich. A4 EAo] 54 A|A 9 A Fla} ARl g A&
A9 v go] AL T ubdol, A #A4-& B4 77 T3 AbEe] A W &
A wstel] 248 BTk Ak A7 e o], AakA ] 584 Aol Aile] o
ojuhi= 79 Ao Sol upe} chEr) wpebd AP ¥A9 Fo Al arle] Wskaele]
ol Z1x]E 9l Aelr} (Lovell, 1993). AAHd el wistaglegs A A2
813} (efficiency change)®l 7|43} (technical change)& & < 9lor, 29lHE A4

Aol 7o wat ch2o) wpeba A4S BAE we 27le] mistecle
SHiglol 7]algt IR, 7]EHste] 711 AAAE W of 31, o
FRajo} g

74 de] o] £5= YA A F 2= NP A4 (partial factor productivity) ¥ F£
AR (total factor productivity, ©]3F TFP)& & 4= Qlo}. ‘B A4k (average produc-
tion)elegfE Fal= MRS B4 T ot W A2e vgRA, 7H e
o] 8% A X7 =54 (labor productivity)& & 4 vt TFPE &4 317 18 3
o= #}%" (index measurement), 214 (programming method), =73 A&+
Z2 (econometric estimation) S¢| Slth (Sudit, 1995). ¥ E=FodlAe Aol dhial

Malmquist J4HI A 55 o] 8-3led R&D A& #4138

}:o

l‘“°

2) o}& A (1999 57)-& AALE A& (static) WAHAE 4. ;E,T«Z}% 26l (dynamic) AAHAT B
el AR =A Al SR o vrojA] e A= }L]' ] el A& %43}

X

_li

o
rlr Ay
i

o

hil

Al :
AL A she] el B shuel T 0 E o) Fah rvoz} 2ol ial EAshe A B B4
Ao AAQRMe FEHS 7 nlasle] A Ey] uie) geﬂ-“gﬁ,ﬂ 749- vlwA -4 (comparative
static analysis)e] eubAolck -1eu) drpzke] Mabad AL gl A 7o) Wistolnl 248 FA e et



2.2 2M2Y

7t. DEA

DEA= F3l3} Ab&ell Mgk /M- 17} oA 1A o4& df, 7gjolu} n]ode]| 225t 72
2JAA A+ (decision making unit, ¢]3F DMU)32| Al E-$ (relative efficiency)< 37}
3b7] HelA AL v R wbe] shtas, 05d A uets £ thoFdh ool
<3, W, 71 59 A4S BAshed 9 451 gk

DEAS} A& BE A&x 5] A4k (production frontier)t} 1 oleljo)] Eo] T2 3}
< Hlu2sA X87A (envelope frontier) & o}, 2R 2 HE Wojxl A L& o] 83}e] 7}
DMU®| A EES Hrehe Zlolny. mAldked A3 AU E 2537] YaM <2¥ 1>}
7ol 2tg 5 #Eshe shte] IAXE AE 2eA Wake ¢e, DEAE FHE 5849
(Pareto-efficient)¥ DMU A &te]| olalla] AA=EE TSEAALS 27] o8 Ma A2AE-L
#4318k} (Charnes et al., 1994). 7Hl 2489 427} n7}]a} DEA®] 3% DEA #4] ]|

o8 pe] HAs}e] ot WY ASA o] ol uboll, 24 ube] 2o slhute] A
Aol gt me Fa 279 A Qo

o)

>l

ol

A

<732 1> DEASt 25H dialol u|m

3) DEAGIAE £ & 422 ghsle 748 DMUsbs 20, dubd oz 7|9, 44l &8 53 e 248
DMUskin ¢ % ek, 4 5eI0 DVUS| L8 5548 2419 A 3o 2 9ms AH2s shie] DMUsh
38 4 ek & =RelAE Y F7ke] RED 2wt o) 5e] AlAdAns Azte] DMUS ajmich

) AR sl e Egolt che Aske] Ak Y7 WoriA B4 st RS 2A7)E AL
ofulgie}.
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uwa whe s134ol Aabgael o] ERuel FEuSE e S99 ¥
Hef s 7P aict olefe e abdke) R Eof iyt B vpE Q7gich ogh:
xAos DEACM = EA8 3l 7ieba) o, Zzke] DMUZE 22 A 2
AFo] Fd 4 YEE, LE o} DMUEC g 24t DMUY| Hd] £&& A4kict

mfel <l X(x, E olg3td e AHE vy -w0E AR wle
DMU7} ek 7Fg8kak DMUo®l 913t Ab&e] 7] Wel s 22 veb weha shd,

DMUo®} 7H4-54] (virtual input)® 7H4H4+& (virtual output)< 22t Z;vj %, %} gul-yl-,,

2 Uehd 4 girh webd DMUo®) TFPS A (st 2] tehd 4 glek.

Folsf 4] 7] WE o} ue HE AR % o] Fuld (revenue share), 52
73-% H]-8-#ul& (cost share)@ A s|Ac} DEACA &= ZE DMUY $43 AH&9] 71535
nlg] HAAsle] dEH O Fofshe Zlo] oplzl A ()9} 2 243 A-FA (fractional

programming problem)& 014 7z DMUY] &84S AU R g 71535 et

Max uYo
v, u vX,
s.t —Z‘% L et ettt et ner e (2)
u=0,v=0

A (20F &4 DMUoe ©& DMUSH vlszste] 24419 585 Hul2 sk 7] A
v} & A =, olu 5A T g DMUoS 224584 (total factor efficien-
cy, 018} AgA))elzta ¥-Er} DEAS] A84-2 b DMUe tigt A 28448 ofvisir

© DMU £82] Aghgts Ao} dich 4] (2)ell4 A HA A4 25 DMUY

E%"o °] & 2= HE Y S orlgit) beb BE DMUS 242 03 14}0]9)

e 2A =a, AR s E849 DMUS £82 19 #S 24 "ot a2 A
X

(28} 2 B3 AYEAE BAgs) 943 (nonlinear)olz, Alkz7ie] n|EE
(nonconvex)o| 22 F-8k7H9] &7} &g}

5 Fo (et uhel wEbd, (av”, o) w7 gl
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olg1g TAIE sl Astr] lelA DEAw 7HHSES] i 7SS 3HS 18 v Ase B2
Al (convexity) A F2A-E F3AAH 438 A EAS A A LA (linear programming
problem) & gk}, 713E9) 8] o] 10)2hs £3A Ald2A(vX,=1)S THAZ =Y

& PR gty st spabEe) do) lojehs 284 AYRA(uY, =D& £

=

DEA =32 w3k f552]8H (constant return to scale, ©|8} CRS) 7H4 8¢ CCR
533} FE]7pE (variable return to scale, 13} VRS) 7F4 819} BCC 23 o0& F2&
g k7 CRS 7MY £ DMUZF 3 A% (optimal size)ollA4] %92 o3t H 3}t
214 AAe A A FOoR Aste] DMUZ HAFRely 2352 28 4% v}
(Coelli, 1996). & DMU7} HA 72 ol|4] S35 #] o= %ol CRS 71 o] &3l 13
I8N A= FREE (scale efficiency, SE)®] <3 8k-S 4HA] ¥t} Banker et al. (1984)
€ o] #1437] 9al CCR =3¢ A3 BCC 23¢ Algksisich. CCR 2= 71
&S TR gten® F oA 73 E84E AA7|EEE (overall or global
technical efficiency, OTE)¢]2} 1 s+ ¥t BCC R o= 58S vl ong
= 23olx 73 T84S =574 EE (local pure technical efficiency, PTE)e)ztx g
ot FRASAY SHA = AV eEES SR EE Y geldh

dibA o g APAGEA= A2 471 WolAH & Fohod Ll Ate] 4
33| $71dt} DEAA DMUS| 5= #2 £184:9 9} 42 84e] 9] 3 (m+ )8
ot AE] Z27] giel, A (209 Ak F (n+ D2 A3 Acka B 5 9ok oY

6) DMU2| 53 1 2A4)2] B4 wje} 37 o] FFH3te} v 42| idlele BH o2 72T 5 ok AR o]el&
278k 7199 PRAAE ol § 3t Bt F 4 A BA olol g Tk %—%—7144 el vl

$3)287) 55} 9 5 Qleh 2222 DMUS) S0l mebd 524 € S4alt 2o FUAN P} e
Agrgon w3 4 glrk e oleqt TEE EAE 97 vlelr ko a}a} e 4 gla, ol w
e 4 o, A e A vehdel 2 =FellMe v R&D A 28le] A& S =sieg
AFER| g S Wlals| 2 g

7) Charnes, Cooper & Rhodes (1978) ¢} Banker, Charnes & Cooper (1984)7} z+z} # 22 A A3 n3jo)n

%, 259 o]g% w4 CCR 233 BCC waoletn 3-8

A o] Fol5= BE Aita s FUFS R -57}/‘]@ o, AHEEE ofel] ujebA Al Frlgbcbd o

g i led FrplEH e 548 Zhevty wdh gy mE Aabs e Rl pilE A
AL EA SR kﬁH-‘r— SV BAL ok & A Solke plEn o F 55 Qe o A R

91"4 1818 Q7|68 FE5 /e B4 derta 2} 9o AEse] Svrb i o =24 "

9 ol dt Aabrled ﬂ”li’““ A5 BEAS dedn 2ey, 2 AE%e 7P} eRc) 2 ehag

Frrp Az EAS gdecha Wikl

DEA"‘ A= DMU9 49} 9] 849 5, AtE 820 7 &
L0} AR Al Fof wls] A AL APl »

8

)

9

=

o] g
£ DMU 4

l‘l m;lo

| ge& vlie DMUS| %7} )
g 112 vebd 7RsAe] ek
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& A= %A (primal problem) & 2 dlA| (dual problem) 2 HEsle] E9 AT 5
Atk A (3)E A (2)8 LEAH TR §ol Tolehe AG2AE T F oA S
A EA 2 W3 AR S CCR 23S vehd Aol
w5 0
L 3
X,—XA=0 ’
A=0
&A1 BCC 232 4] (3)9l ﬂ‘E’\“ﬂ":ﬁ% 343171 98l 2 DMUS] #hzxHlg
(reference vector) 19| F7|E 18 AM3Fshe B2A Atz 4d N'a=1& F71814 =
54 DMU7}F IRS 7ol 29531 9l+=2] 25 DRS #7klA 953 1 Ex 5 dets)
7] $ldlA= BCC 289 224 AlekxHel N1'A=1% NIRS (non-increasing return to
scale) 27191 NI'A< 122 npoln Fojok g} £4 DMUS| NIRS 233 BCC 23¢9
184 A7 FLsichd dl® DMU DRS 7ol A 435 Zola, 3] obchd
IRS 77rellA] £ == Aelch

T

Lt. Malimquist A4 AtA K|

4>

Malmquist F4H3A 5= amjo] &) & A Azld4 (distance function)®] ®]-&=
FAURATE AXFsAL 2 AlgE Malmquist (1953)ell Qa4 # &2 = det 2 3 o)eigh
Aelg2] S Caves et al. (1982)el] oJ&) ko] 29 Mo x] AHA|EHA a4 1A
‘-:4 i, ¥ A9~E Malmquist 4H3A ks B sleicl. 2 F Malmquist A4H3#]9=9}

T At 24 Robg e gith. Arcelus et al. (1999)S Eu] A~ E A4 (Tornqvist
mdex)ﬂ )4~ (Fisher ideal index)e} 7o) de] defzl A A5l Hls] Malmquist
AR 57} = S 47bA 2 sekslelth A A, Malmquist AR G QA Z7)
o] 89l 7leistel Btz 2o & itk B4, Malmquist B4HI A8 7HAAL R
= g:,Lg}z] ggg_n_i 7} y_,] «zﬂg} 91]%19 2 olgh ¥AlE WAY 4 ol Al

Banker et al. (1984)+& DMUS| =7} £l 8.49] 491 4& 84 2| ghxct 3u) o|4k Ao} wiedo] gl
F43t9 7, Boussofinane et al. (1991)-8- DMU®} 47} £) 8 40] 429} A& 8 4 420] Fur) 2ul] oAl #Hol
wHl o] glrty F4s)gd o, Fitzsimmons (1994) &= DMUS] 7} £3]8.42] 42} 4&84 420 §tyc})
2uf ol4k o} wiHo| glvym Fsladch vt oje)dt FAke S Abgle] mlet chaAl vebd 4 gl
wff-ofl MefAlel 7iEolety % 4= gick ok o2 DEAS 4438 we d7E5L DMUY 4} %9849

o} AHES4 ) vt 2w ol Ao wWulo] Sicke 15 Agakw gleh (s, 2002).



A Malmquist AR 2= v]4-3
7]%373: 287 3 e

W

28} ole)este) 28 vz 4 343

B A3+4 (disembodied) 32 (Hicks)® $%4 7|43} (neutral technical change)&

7P ge, 9] kgt Al (49 o] Yehd 5= ginh A(HE A7) 7o) v Eel

Uehb= QAR o] E(shift), & 7|S¥3E ehic)
¥y =AM«

bl AAAANA o RoIA|A] b A%, & AARA 2ol H] T EAe] EATHE Aol
&

AL @7 AR et F, AFA AdiaiRE Telle A 5)F & Aot AR

T A D) CET ) e r et eee s s e s st s s s e s s e en e (5)

Al (5)e} 22 Ao & Andly] HaME AEAE YAAATA] o] FA7)7] Hs 2

FAe Har} gleh of 7]l 2143} whHo] Shepherd (1970)2] Az &poltt 719 AFHEA 2]
4 (

output distance function) Di(x',y)E 2] (6)F 7o) vebd = itk 4] (6)dlA] s'&=

= 2ql-AtEe] Ao g A AAFEAR (production possibility set)elztal gt

Di(x', ")

Min (0 (X O & S e 6
_ Vs
 ADAXD

Caves et al. (1982)= #7]9] AFHEA]3F Malmquist AR~ M)F 1+ 17]2) AFER] 3¢

Malmquist M2 M, DS A (7-D3 A (7-2)2 Assded, o5 47 )¢t
t+1719) Balzlastals Z&Hstel 7|13 AdAe] sk St

M[ _ Df,(x’“ ,y’“)

Dé(x[,y[) ......................................................................................... (7*1)
DL;+1 t+l’ (+1
Mé+l = Dt(+)16(x/ i;) ) .................................................................................. (7-2)

Fare et al. (1994)+= Caves et al. (1982)7} A28t ]9} ¢+ 1719 A28 Malmquist
AR 422] 751 F-& o] gste] 4] (R)1} 7o) A& 8 Malmquist A A= M) 1)
5 A9sksich
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M{/t_t+1: Ml M1+1 1/2
( M]M o e gy e————— (8)
Di(x't "™y DY )
Dix', ¥") DNt v

Fare et al. (1992, 1994)2 4] (9)¢} #o] Malmquist A A5 JAA A8l J 83}
o} A7kell whE PA7|Eo] o] % (Shlft) 71w stE Hejsidch A 9ol [ 14t vl&
& WSS onista, [ 194 271 ulg9] el FE Z)eHEE ol

Dé+1(xt+1,yt+1) Dé(xt+1’yt+1) Df,(x’,yt)
D([)(x!’yl) Dé+l<xt+l,yt+1) Dé+1(xt,yt) .................

L+
MA =

Malmquist BAH3A47F 2ejdohes A9 848 A5 4304 (catch-up
potential)S ¥rdsl, 7|&W sy FA2AY (innovation potential) BFIgFchH= ARALof]
AUrt (Fare et al, 1994). Aj7te] xdof] weh 7]go] wAs A 5 Malmquist BAH A5

= 120 2 3& 23, 7] Rk =Hd 18} 2R 3 Zdeoh 28w 7)eHst
=3 FdEA ME § itk Aol ZFokd suiel: EgtAd JisEE
(technical regress)7t 2% ¢ gick. vhR7A 2 AabAe] FHagcha sjojzte 7|&ly
(technical progress)t} &£-8Z717F 2 4= glth (Grosskopf, 1993).

Malmquist BAHA 5 Albslr] Hallxe A9 23R 1] A=deS AXtslof
ghe} Caves et al. (1982)& A|A”lol M| EgAJo] 21814 ¥, FRFYEHT 7|¢le]
A3 ell (optimal behavior)E 74, Malmquist A A 4= E7u] 2 E (Torngvist)
AR e} Fi) o) v g2 AT s} o]#d X4 £ FA (Fisher) A 4%
A& o] &3l A4t 4 9lck (Diewart, 1992). ¥]E&Al0] gk 7Hshe A& Efu|~
E g 7|ewstel 3stE Ll 4 glvke S ol mebd Alxdel nlag
Aol EABta, 7le]l Alzke]l Adel whel wgkchd, a3 A #Hel" Aol
(Grosskopf, 1993). Fare et al.(1994)& A ~'lol] &3t B E8A-S e8] Y ailA
DEAE ol43lo Aelgdg Astelgir], & =Tl Fare et al. (1994)9] <3¢} vpztv}
A2, R&D Axwe) wagdE sy el w24 whde DEAE o]48lhed
Malmquist AJAH3 A 5=2] A §ha-5 AlAbaicl DEAS] 48 71ea 84 543 0 & 4
17 A7 be s s 24 Eolzl ARE ovlshzd, o4& 9 w7t A yoll g

Zx
TEHTA AHF 4 UEE s 45 (multiplien) 24, Max (8: (x°, y') = S} 9} 7o)
EdE 4 sleh. DEAS] AEAE 71584 34X 0 & A&7 etee) o5e) 5dghs

w}aw A (Q)°ﬂ EE afe] AR A (33 & CRS 7HY 3k 40

galel AR 4 9l

.
e
22,
L

o 4
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odk
o
Q
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2.3 Myiyo| e}l & =F2| XY

#5742 DEASF Malmquist AHIA 75 o] §-3te] A4 A4S AT A7 &
o glt}. I FollA] 29| d1E 9 71| A M AL Lien et al. (20012 DEAE o] -$-38}]
OECD 247]=-& o2 §AFE A4S B4 s AAa s 9], FYAIER
A 28U, FAE o]-gato] 1980~1995W 7R A8A1S A% A AL FE
& F7FEe] oA eR vyl AgHo)zhe stk 152 FAlEeke] A Ae] AAtAE
Aol Zdjel Halo] glok A2S Wgth wuls 5 (2001)2 DEAS o]43}e) 19983 =
OECD 267059 R&D &% ## A 85 dAte g RD 84S SA3ig e, Feixig s
GDP th¥] R&D A&+ F1 tjy] A7 vl&S 01%} I, AEAER SCL =85
o} v|SEHSESE o] 43ldich 1EL R&D AIAHE ubdsly] sl Fod3 A=zke] Al
& 5o g sHysta, £l A9 19934 #l&, AHEe] A% 19989 A&E o433k
Fare et al. (1994)2 Malmquist HAHEAE o]-83}e] 1979~1983\39] 717t &<t
OECD 177§=re] A4Hd Hste el agwste} 7|edste Fesigict 1582 FiAlER
AR5} 2898 S o] 4319 3, AHEAEE GDPE o] 43kl ¥4 A3 viste] At
A F7he diEe) Ziestel Z)qlgt Hella, dE8e) A Sl Auke A-g s
121 Aelsich 71418 5 (20012 Malmquist BAHI A 55 ©]-8-31e] AMA 53708 +8
WASS 02 1986~ 19984 Fote] 71edshs $Askah 152 FolAE=R o
Aul, AREe], A Y /el 8S ARSI, AFEALER i, AR, A RS ARSI
A AT} g, R, ZEkeo] 795 ]ge] AHE A0 et wbgd, ok, vl
549 Avels 7)ge] Hug Aoz eyt
B =79 542 w244 wiql DEA9 Malmquist AJ4H3 A58 o]4-3te] OECD 16
& o Z R&D A4 H S 43k Aelch th-i9 AdFolA A&EAlgs
GDPE o] 83 77 ¢, & i%oﬂxi% R&DE 12 AFeta & 5 sl Far|er-ie
=R B3] S o] &gt 14 2001)94 oﬂwa olejgl *F%‘;:‘— ol o}, FAtgE

~N

D

N

i

Asotel edataleh oloke el 2wl 7P RED 425 7145
of g RED £F0% o] g5 7, BF 91 §I5E 2elT +4% SCL &
sic.

10) =7ke) 21t 53 g 2 dehls AL Beid v RED A1&e] 58 (flow)e] oz} 277} B4
sl gl A A3 ?ﬁel _ti (stock) o)t} (£ } = 1991), weky o]x},ﬂ s mo] R&D 7)%0]
ol R&D ~AE& o]8-3}= 7o) nlekAls)c)h
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Aubd o 2 DEAE o]-43 384 42 3o (cross-section)iA o] dif-olct. &, 7t
DMU®| 54 Ao BAAREE o] 43l B&E FMTch ey A4 (9ellA Be upet 2
o] Fare et al. (1992, 1994)c] A3 EHHM3x|FE oA vt p]e A
Di(x', )% t+ 171004 whet 1+ 17]19) Ajgks DGy o) Blgelr) eyt
HIAEE o] &% 745 ol T AEWFA T el EAVL WA F ]9 Sl

£ o)gsle] 7 A& +17]9) FIRBE o] &3] 7 58-S wluwshe A 2A7}
ojnl7t glck. DEAAA 74 582 AAEES dvistag, DMUZL 543
Aol ulel AAAA} vl A o], A MR ok Ade] AW AES wlwshe AL rizt
%ier £ =EdlAe olejgt £A1F A4 fd 16745 1008789] Ak 8F §#7 (pooling)

% 160719 DMUZ o] &3}, 714 &84 91 DMUE 74 224774 (global frontier)&
&30 o) oz 7 DMUS] A E$S 73t} o7 B4 Ivlo) 109719 A8 &
AR AH HE] 52 s aUr Tk o)A sd ] 2RHAAR
e Goixl HEE o] gslel 2 DMUY Ao &g W ohjel 54 DMUS A7kl w2
s BlRE 5 glvh 7|eHsA o] A4S 71ES] WS T o] &k

Z2h i v A

=9
3. AFEA

3.1 A7, &Y, 718

B =dAe et 27PE R&D B84 S BA4E] S8 v 2
#1312l DEAS Malmquist FAH A5 0153“}4 £ ol o] 88 FiAt 8= R&D ~53%
—}F“’] AR R A% SCL =849 vl5-53 & olch OECD =&
91% 58] 2001 d7HA] £33} AR /‘] Aldzt g Gt 7bssk 167055 o2
u} R&D 842 4% DEAE °]43te] AA7|&¢ass} o7l g, TLid
ted 3, 29 %Eﬁé TR A WAHFR (most productive scale size)S +

o] 7% Z45+2] 7)7h Malmquist BAM Aot A gW s 7)<

rr.

o
AR

o T
g@;
eri

a2
&
b+

Lo}

S
R
i

(B 1 e Ao
of
32

& E

AellA] b8 23 FEE R&D 258 F48hE Aotk R&D 258 E43=

H FellA 71 de] ezl w2 Griliches (1979)9} 7Fo] R&D #1594 3.3 (flow) &5

1) R&D A%S &Ashes uge Ad-g % (19913 7] ¥ (1991 & #hzxsie] A8t
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ot LA A 0 2 Griliches (1979)% R&D 2

o714 WBR~= A<} A tg R&D A&9] 5% Yehll= A Bol, WMB)=
R&D ~% Kol g A<} @A) R&D #A1&2] Azl 7|9 =E vepllz, Be A4S
ghed el dakAtelct 12] 3 vi= R&D 259 Ao F3s vl 7leteqle]w, WMB)
= A (1D)3 #e] £ + gict

WBR, =(W+ WB+WB +-)r, (11)
= WR,+ WiR,_ 1+ WoR,_,+ - = 2 WR,_;

R&D 252 A4 R&D A&l AalA AR A 7erydel dax Y49 2=
& 4 olvt weika e 258 47 F o)l F i}%}fﬁ AA R&D A5E Faof gt
R&D ~&% F317] 9814 = R&D A&} (time lag), 2138 (obsolescence rate), T Z3|
ol€ (deflator)E w#dljof v} B =FoAe A (12)F ©]4-3t] R&D A5-5 &3}
R&D 3% 23 |@xe R&D FAYe] ohje} Ao 2)&H R&D FAY FollA oz
Hefe) R&D AE Al e dxol A2 Yehle Lol a8y dA ez
R&DY AAREE Ags] & 4 govz A ZHdMe R&DY FHARH )& AH-
gl &, RD,=RDE, .| 9t} vBA 2 71exsle] 739, 2710 HdARH 05 AHE-3F
W RD,= RDF,_,7} ®th

RDS;=(1=8)RDS,- 1t D, .ccoroveuviirieerececerersenens e ecsessssssasssenes (12)

714, RD,= 3\wRDE, /+ 210;RDF,

RDS, : 14¢] R&D &% RD, : 9] R&D A&(E3F)
RDE,_; : t— 19 R&D FAHY RDF,_; 1 t— 792 71e=
;@ R&DY AAEE v 71EEe] AAEE

8 : R&D £2%9) A%-3-4 trdx

Al (12)F ol &84 R&D 252 &3 37] Ydeld= 719 % (base year, th)2?] R&D 2
ES Aot gt 7|EdEe] RED AES oln| S8 ARE wid AFA 34 R&D
B} A & Azlz Aolspd Al (13)3 o] vehd & glch
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RDS, = 2RDyp-, (1=8)" (13)
= RDtb+ (1 - S)RDtbfl‘F (1 - 6)2RDIIJ~2+

R&D 5AH91o) A% 57184 gehil 3P, RD,o = (1 JRDs2 Hehdl 5 glon

2, 41 (13)& A (14)3h 7o) vehd 4 9le}

RDSy =RDyt+ (15 )RDu+ (15 o) RDut (14)
el Rfry

o7 B £ gl =3 7|FIEY R&D 2E(RDS,)E 71¥WE o3¢l R&D %
(RDp ))& (g+ )2 vhe A& B 4 gich A (14)& o] 83l 7IEd =9 R&D &5&
Fated Al (12)9) diglstsd, F7PE R&D 259 AAY 255 7% 5 9lh

R&D AlAHe 27ht 7192 B8 7| Fopd & of2 A vehe 22 fol2ta sjrigte
R&D <A} draAluie} otz A vhebdel w3 7]eeEt 7193z Aold mepie
vhokgt 9 8Fg ubA| Hek o]9} zho] R&D AxFe] Fxoll Wit HEF ARE T-37|7} o
7] W&ol AA R&D A4S F4E dele FAAAE wol o] 43t} (F£7] &, 1991).
£ =FodlA= R&D A3HE A4 R&D A1&¢] 75 29 <30%) 3 (40%), 49 (30%) 2.2
st a, 71esye A% ARt gl AR s skl A R&D 2250 7J7W7‘
e 717 T9oF 7PEa, ol 9 944 (0.143)F A4-shEE JHAEsith R&D Tt EH
o|E{+= OECD (2001)9l] ‘ilt Z7bH 74k (current) R&D A&% £ (constant) R&D #
22 ol e, o)A e A 7l eyl S vhrelA] B Ve ksldE Faielh
<E 1>219909% 7]-rL=L£ ahod 1991 ~200061 9] 7P R&D 254 S48 Aolch
R&D 2% QA9 F7HE2 2 nEgfobe} ghafo] 747t 890%9} 8.89% % A ek,
ojetz]obi= 0.13% 2 7H4 A b

R&D el& e} A% AZakekals (full time equivalent, FTE)S 7|52 % 3kgic) SCI &=
2} 7S azte) g wkadshy] 93] = SCl —‘55—4‘—3 2001“177}1191 79l &EJ'TE LH

o) 71 %

) eflid ol 2000 &5re) SCL =578 12,2453 0] 3, 200137kx19) =] Q14-3194= 15,5673 0| &, it



FE ol g3ty a8lu F

H
o539 41 24, ER AT 149 A4S A8 ek

1> 2714 R&D A=

(9] - 19954 7] ¥k PPP 23, %)

gd= HE T
27} 1991 | 1992 | 1993 | 1994 | 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 [ 1999 | 2000

Z\8
yzztc| 63,193| 6693 | 70778 74508 | 78068 | 819049 | 85851 | 90256 | 95,135 | 100403 | 528
wzgiol| 12673| 13280 | 13820 14203 | 14881 | 15149 | 15404 | 16208 | 16855 | 17.487| 34
s o 207692 | 305,000 | 312713 319,660 | 328,123 | 335,170 | 340611 [ 346,571 [350,808 | 350330 | 2.11
ol = [1045906 1,070,150 |1.004925 | 1.120,113]1,142818 [1.161670 | 1,181,067|1.206.844] 12405381 283019 | 230
wlol | 44567 | 44427 | 44271 | s4dia| 44643 | 45065 | 45668 | 47004 | 48535 | 49947 | 127
aolx | 35816| 36684 | 37244 | 37915 | 38570| 39330 | 20704 | 40223| 41250 41977 | 178
~mjol | 32899 | 35563 | 37051 37535 | 38200 | 38706 | 20023 | 30274 | 39658 | 40321 | 2.9
o 2| 158787 | 160447 | 161519 |162.448 | 163303 | 168333 | 173208 | 177922 | 182,140 | 186,060 | 178
orcaor| 13414] 15149 | 16691 | 18232 | 20163 | 20082 | 24033[ 26,108 { 27630 | 28905 | 80
o/got | 109,781 | 111759 | 113,115 114,028 | 114,154 | 114000 | 113055 |111,861 [ 111,554 | 111,069 | 0.13
o = 53,150 | 537,006 | 543487 551,640 | 558794 | 563,771 | 568,179 573268 | 580,137 | 588,092 | 1.05
it | 59547 | 61053 62737 | 64537 | 66496 | 68796 | 71448 | 74043 | 76636 | 79586 | 328
Zaba | 198515 | 198,504 | 199,426 200,906 | 202,796 | 204,734 | 206,167 [207,471 (208526 | 209362 | 059
11927 | 12302 12780 13207 | 13632| 14,140| 14702] 15209 | 16067 | 17089 408

e
i
In

st I 37580 39,649 | 42,114 | 45027 | 49,098 | 54,226 | 60,225 66832 | 74,082 | 80,806 | 889
T OF| 26841 27566 28452 29566 | 30919 | 324491 34051 | 35738 | 37470 30084 | 4.26
3.2 2424

<3 2>E CRS 7}43k9 DEA-CCR 233 VRS 714 38le] DEA-BCC 232 o] &3}
7P R&D AEAE BX3 Atz A, AA7)¢E8 (TE), £97]s&& (PTE), 7RE§

7)<l 435 1.2738]0]ch 2000 2919 Hat 99l Q = 3.153)0|m2, 1.27¢ 3152 vhr 0.40&
12,2459 Fsha o) g whedgt 20000 §H3e) SCI =84 4,94690] At

5319 A9 SCI ==t g2l 2718 A& Aried 5 e A A871 Q7] g, °1: A Aol A
oz ggHdrh ¥ & e VIEES 2UAFE 2R ol g3kt nIHEH FEATE o183t $UT
#4E S A vl Azt it

13

=
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(SE)S] 7S vepd Aot #AA7 vidzie, v, ~90 4 o= vt A%e 3
F= A% R&D £& (TES PTE)e] T o402 vieht ubdio| k2 9o], 5 7]
of, 2~5Ql, e aEg|o} ojgelo} UB mebas IS it R&D Hfo] H olEkE
ehidet 53], 29, v, v, 359 R&D 28] ¢ h‘-ﬂl velsic), FREEC] A
£ vl 7)o, Ae)a AHe) dE Al Agts, z% I g A4 e,
Hdgte, wade] 5, 4=, 2ol ojde|o} Ty Pt A vehdd 4
2E-go] FFnct B4 Jehd Z715e R&D u]za-ga] 9l& R&D A ~Ee) Bl ag3al
S e Al 7]dgvka B 4= ok whdol FREEo] FFuct I vehd F7HE9
R&D ®]E.&2] dl& %9] R&D 27} o4& =7} ]34 2] wftolzti & 4 9l
weba] Fake] A9 R&D F2E5 53024 R&D &8¢ /MAE 4 ok

I~’~l

<# 2> R&D 84 2441

2ot T TE PTE SE
E=E== S 0866 : 0.820
w29o] 0.467 0.567
£ g 0.465 0.590
ol = 058 | ogm
7| of 0.445 0.460
~ g A 0.987 © 0989
A 5 ol 0.630 0.640
o = - 0770 0.970
~E2o} 0.537 0.664
olgr2o} 0.451 0618
o = 0.565 0.567
L o 0957 0.963
= 2 A 0412 0.563
Bae 0.886 | 0995
=2 0.507 0.544
= 3 0913 0925 0987
g 2 0.660 0.741 0.887

U TE: MA7|&&&, PTE : #5758 &, SE: 11248, TE = PTE x SE
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<a¥ 2>w 4, i, R RD A8 wWsEAE Jehdl Aol o) A
R&D F o] ALsA Frslelr 199840l 47| stetslctr} 2% 3 Bate Sl 9ot
o A7l g 3 A Z 7|9 R&D 0] &5 ¢ %L*Ur nZEHZ &
Hake &5ol AFHU] diolch AAE =) nFEFHEUS5E 19984 54527 o) 4
19994 5033722 oF 7.8% 7Hasksicth

1981 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000

0.0

<38 2> oi=, 0=, Y=l R&D &E (TE)2| FA|

Friele AT AT, w2l 2agl, ool AR, FUE, ¥, $FE Fus
o1 A159) §4¢ wel o], YUREE, 5o, 615, W7ol 33, o]Felo}, mapat Fug
SERCERE D =

Balch RS AF EAS Bl 7Y Aflle 1589 R&

R&D &85 /A3 oJ2)7} ol whddell, sFrpeAzte] BA8 Bl
D FE2& #4224 159 R&D E&& /MAE o7} it 29
v dAA R RD &8-S /B4 Y8 R&D F2E ks AL ourt glorng,

H
N
K
oX.
o
|
wlr

[+
=
o

R&D 49 ¥&goluh £ 2388 7o) 44 4% e £ TS FE8 43y,
ol% HAsEE wud "ar} gk

<E 3> Aae] AA| AbEeta HAAETR 0§, & R&D A40] 10] H7] 98 2
28 AF A2 TEE Hehd Holoh R&D £80] & nlF, A9, %, A, Akee)

i AEFEEE v o o] R&D £80] Y& k2 do], 5o, W7o, Asq), di
s, e T2 4 ARS8l A A gl diRe] St wEEE &

7o Hi SR A vepd Wb, @ dB2 SCI

o
o
ofh
=l
-z
AN ol
o
~°,
w
Q
i
r—{n
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r

wE50) B $E o) P NS AF FE g} £ vehgel, ol @33 2l
o
=

A ee vl g}

(391 %)
- T SCl =2 e
Hgste 18.0 29.7
29| 433 62.1
= e 41.0 410
aj = 23 3.6
= 54.0 56.6
A2 A 1.1 59
A @ 2 36.1 80.6
= = 3.0 7.4
AEZ|O} 336 35.3
OfErz| ot 38.2 38.7
2 = 63.1 433
A Lt ch 37 37
z g A 43.7 437
0 e 05 05
gt = 76.1 456
k=3 = 75 10.0

<E 4>+ o] Z8HEixa (BEC), 71 3x]4 (TC), Malmquist A4H3A]4* (MPI)
of A4 (Z]shgd)E vehdl Zlolch A 7k Af 2% 1 ghe] 1} A £71E ol
31, 7L gho] 18} Aowl 7hAE ofuigic olE Fo] A&MEIA|ST} 11000]hE Fgo)
% F7Hthe A& ovlsta, 2 ghe] 0.9000]2hH Fgo] 10% Hadrhe 2L ondic
A7, AWk 0 2 R&D AR el F7t (23%)3 Ao g deltn, a4 4EHe e
A (05%) ek 4704 (1.7%)9 Ao vhehgr) 35S RED A4bde] A%y
206 % }ZL ol M7Pﬂ Ao viehdom, 1719 15He 7]e8Al (51%) Rk 24
(8.7%)el Sl AR vehytel a-gwisle] A9 dhate] odsqt 87% R Hgo] 7HA

H
ki
3] A
=4

"

—

4
HA
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To] MAE Ao Yepyton AEols AYF -29%E Fgo] /MR o) stetet 7
o2 viehydt} 7]ewste] 49 dhatat dRo] AP F 51%E 7|y Ale] 1Ak wo] oofit
ALE vepton HR T Agd -1 6%E 7|8 Bt 7HAF ol Aot A o2 el

<E 4> R&D MMM EMZAD}

251 T EC TC MP!
Yeets 0.978 0.989
w29 o 0.989 0.986
s o ot |
W 7| of 0.989 0.997 0.987
~ g A 0.99 0.987 0.984
~ 3 ol 1,049 0.985 1083
o = 0.997 0.997 0.994
22 E2|0f 0971 1.002 0973
ol &talot 106 0.997 10w
o = gk 1ot | 108
3 Lt ot 0.992 0.991 0.984
=2 A mm ' 1008 | 102
mec om 0.984
s = =¥?1087 e 1051 a2
5 % 1.002 0.992 0.994
¥ 2 1.017 1,005 1,023

1 EC: A&¥gxF, TC 714884, MPL: Malmquist 4424 MPI = EC x TC

R&D AAAE 19900 Alub7| o} $uby], 2] o 19909 2 Fa-afe] £418F A3}, 1990
Ao Auk7] ol R&D AR o] 71 A 718 Soke 5 (133.7%) 22 vehgon] oA
o 45HE F2 AN (120.7%)e] A2 vehdr) o] 1990 th Hubr]of gkt
SCL =8t vl 538 &957F 247 177%, 113%1F 271817] wj#-o]th 1990 off 3ubr] o)
R&D AAHe] 71 A S718 Svhs dB (99.9%) 2 Yehyton] 1710 41588 &
WA (40.7%)3 716841 (42.0%)9] A2 eyttt 19904 ) AA 2 gatat Y29
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R&D Aol zhz} 21879%9F 116.8% Z71gh 7o Yehgon, m7le] 958 g9
A AEA, 8 AS 71EeEA]l AR eyt

4. BAE
2 =Rl E HerleiEel /b8 RAD B84 ANAS BAsk] o 71ze] 4

Abghpe} 7 B wio] old DEA®} Malmquist A4HE A =9 22 v w4 upylg
o] &3}3ith. DEAE T4 A9 F4-aAl9 2a1ae] E3o da 71 82 544 ¢
= Rk ofye}, ol R4l AbEo] ol AR ol EE 347 93 AAztEE o
2 o] 8% 4 glok= AAle] vk Malmquist BAH A= Al2dlel vl Z-gA0] 9lcka 7}
At Aaradel wateqls mgwsiel rigwsta g = e Aol stk
Alzdle) v aEA F7IE A% A ke 3be vlewste] Een Qg Ay
F7Fe] T3koke o AAL AR 5 Qi) dlE B, nlAgA o ' A e
&Ale] ghibel] i3t A=A Aol 7|l 4= olrt. webd A S A dodle oled
A =4 Xo“l’a 11]71 3}1_ AAo] 7]&¥Al L sl AW B A3bA A 4 9fc} (Grosskopf,
1 7)ol A S7hRgle] gl AR eyt
7|eHsiel AoR ‘4&}‘;}——‘3] °l& EFH 5{}‘3% 19904 ) Aut~]of

[o5

i

H
©
s
rL
e
i
o
E
2

ol7] wFolch. %, 71%8Ale] Al AlA|
afgolc,

2 o] QASH 2T APAE A sk ket 2ok, M, DEAE 71EH .02 o]
o odl, HAL 3 o] B £4% AY DMU ol AaEAE wash] 9%
wpyolch. Svbotel 42, A, A1), E817} chesie] RRD Alxd ma chech gehy 3
W R&D 299l Aol F dledslr] gk 27} dasie

54, R&D2) A 7% SCI 23 ol 5e]7} s 7o) shaprley2el 438
58] dARek & e gleh SCI R A3 o] Goiz s 7] Bl vl
v odash e Sk BEe wEske dlel §218 4 ook 5919 A9 shriele)

59 k] Bo g FUE ol AT TS FO@ Agelel 4Ry el |
[¢]

—

A AR B AL vjFelug we %/}C & v)ite] E3 = g T AYH
532 Aba gleh wheba] R&D AFEALE R w53 uhg o] §-51A =9 nlsro] ohE vt
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HlalA eld 5 ik olef @ WM BAl} glon, SCI e} vl 2Es e UKl Bl

Sk

A ol AR AEE) we, @A ) rlela) ok 48 g wlmsted o) gahn
ek el 0} B $4E Ao 7 Aol 098 4 b1 A

o]-48 s} grt.

A, R&DS] F9] 24 FollA 714 $28 A& R&D A&Foleh. 22y R&D AL
& (flow) 7ide}7] wjFoll, thAlell 28k (stock) 7Hd Q) R&D ~ES o] g3t R&D ~5-2
AlRtel7) e AR 253, dEHole & aefsjof sz, o] A elA] e Axla}
7H3E A "ok gty ARl ek A E el 7401 ﬂxl arh 22y 49 4lE
S xol7] M d8l 7HA] ke 2gste] RED A5& T3 Fol, Aafe] ofw <d 3
& PIAEAE Yolrolol & 7ol
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Ay, A4" A33, pp. 369-382, I 1EH Al
Hieks] (2002), "EAAAH 7sE A% DA AR GA 2 | v =
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