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Lo FURHY V=0 [l X0y, o B4E audozn gsuad Fa8a
AFHo o5t xgsm E(exp(Bo)) #0122 exp(B)e o, 9] BFRH
olth. B @ToAE o, BEFAFL (1) H2AFEABE FASE i
(2) Finneysl 2% % ol 83t Wyoz 343U, oF $4T9 2L ux
o 284S AEIANUT. o} & e +I} sBTYas%e) BAE MY
g v $PEYe ol e FESHHL

Fajo] : ¥R F B4 Cobb-Douglas

1. A 4

%W 2 3 (multiplicative model) A AN QATFolA AT 428 23 o B
o] o]fExE E¥ozM 1 YEZQU 24 Cobb-Douglas Q448 5 4 9z
(Teekens & Koerts. 1971), gxtd o2 g3 Zo] Yerirh

-=a0HXB*v (1)
A DAM Ve 337, X(k=12p)E FAANE ‘%E}ﬂl“‘l o, e AFdgeln, g,
€ X FAAY @A (elasticity)e JeEhE B2, 233 Ve S AFEIE §
= FEusolt 49 ¥Ue AAUS2 wYsy
P
Y =Bo+ D Bexy+u; 2)
k=1
2 2 4 gov 94714 y =Y, B = -Ing,, %, =Xy, %=l olth. A1) =
SE QuHoz A AEAF FABo) Goto] BRI o8] 24202 A
o g,& WY FAFolmg B AFAS (Goldberger 1968, Heien 1968, Bradu &

Mundlak 1970, and Teekens & Koerts 1972)¢] #4& Zo] gton o5& Z 2

'y a7: 19839E Aggsts Q771802 o8 e
2 g3A 2AT A%E 1000 ARUET SA ST 704-701
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Finney(1941)¢] g,()#+E& ol 43 a,¢ BHFALFS FAsQ. =35 Teekens
& Koerts (1972)= oel7tx] 3 FH 289 MSEE vl Zsle TS84 S HE 3}
2 Bradu & Mundlak (1970)& -2<t<2 d A g.(O% G AOEF g g2 F
e 0,9 BHEYR EAL FaPout 53] t>20009 g,(0% G ()= was
2 t<-2.0019E 0ol +=P3q B4 FHo] RAYE Aoz Az}

2 dFdMe $HEYY 24 EAFARN EAS FAsD FPBobdA
gol £7% FRFH8Ls9e BAE Yehde 2PH o2 MY ALISHES go}
B3R 3. :

2ol FFNFY EB= FF9 tdFA FF Jon olg M E gutHoz
—:—%-T‘“B-* (X,=0] 2t 5, X,=o] At} tﬂ%} F, K=, X=HYF, X=m9y|
&), WY 53 (xR Ulél(iKE)a AQdsed 53 Ak 53 B
F3 FF 74 249 BAE A7 AN F2 FAHAAF 3 A4 (multiple linear
regression)$ ol &3fxn glou & FIHY)E ol2F o= -’F—%*:r‘/‘*&* (X, k=12
34,508 ¥3ld d& & Jorv2 ()Y 2y og AAsE Ao BEY Ao
A, gy B AFdAs 4(1)9 2o g %%-%Zé%* T3z He F
AFETHe] TS usty & dFA A1) AEEAHE FHAEEN AYA
I BN "ad ARE AFTduA

2. A8 23

QoA AFTHU=A] 2] @9 HAT FFUKE) T+ AT SRy F o2
(B X)) X oA A (HE RE X)) X “%%(ﬁ?’&% X3) X AEF(FHR
H: X)) gt &g + gl @9ud F 1p2(FE 13)Y o4 & g 4
= dxd g 27 g dutdoez ARHE ZH’S‘QE% m3 225(H %3 73
Frolnz ddtyg oz F3 F4(KYE HMEBE 2ol 2n AHu: WE AV AL
o Bigoltt, AFITFAAE vl duld ARHSFEELEK)S 2% 2 o A
3. wetA ) BEG 2 YAF(EHS W §X7)9 FHd AH @A A
F QF F39 FAHIY. =

FZFY) = Q X [ TR & %]

=Q X (FF F9:X) X (% 9F:X) X (F5&:4) X (FEF:X)
2 AEHEZE 4 £FFY 8D (X k=12,-,4)7} 3o AAsE /NFXNE FH
AT PBpk=12,,4)8 A4 AF &9 £HY)E A1)F 2o UYegd 5 AT
2A(D)F ()M v=e'olT u= FFREE ¥z /1FsIPY 22 Finney(1941)
of g8 u ~ Nm, 6)4 o rx} 3 E(r-th moment)2 t+&3} zc},

‘_—_

rulo
}:1
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E(V") = exp(mr +r’c?/2) (3)
E ADAN EG) =a [l X o171 A8 Ep)=19) =do] $F5oo} At w
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ZA A @)l it uE A4)e ATFREES a4 ")
u~ N (-6%/2,06%) (4)
E,=u;+c?2 & ¥o® 4 (2&

yj=B0.+szx1j+§j (5)

2 & F AT By =B,-0’/2019 &= N©,6YH)QN FEAFYS T F AT
3. E5s 2434
31 24 33
(D A2AFFHFY 9
A(6G)E #B2 Yehyd
y=2p+¢§ (6)

% 23, Q7N Y =[nyon), ze RRA Dol 1, x,=InX,, k=12-p, j=1,
2,-,n2 FAE nX(+]) B, p=|p,B, B[R BEHHI L& NQ oY ¥
X E 3= nx1 € HEo. A@E)Y B & v Zo] HAAFHA 9ty
p=(z2y'zy )
2 3359 2 YA E@)-pE BARIZUL ¢ & Aot
A71A B =|Bo BBl BrE AG)NAM (B,-0?/2)9) BHFAFo|mZ B We
4 %2 olYrh(Goldberger 1968, Heien 1968, Thoni 1969, Bradu & Mundlak 1970,
Teekens & Koerts 1972). 284 B,(i=12,-p)E B9 BHZAFolct. meha]
0,9 BEHFHFL F37] 98 gL 2ol AZY 5 Ye Rolg. = él(}) =
A(2)N M a,=expB)ol T AAZ o, exp())2 2FEYG. a7} E(exp(By)) =
exp(B,—0/2+V(B})[2) F1E 2 exp(By) € o, 9] WelZAolrh. wWebA E(d,)=exp(B,)
g 7] AAME G =exp) ) 4P ANWE Yast 9. = 3 YR =

E(exp(B})) = exp(B}) + V(B)/2
=exp(B, ~ 167 + 1 my0?)
= exp(Bo + %(moo - 1)0'2) (8)

old, d7|A myE (Z2)'d RAA RAA Q2oltt. THBE g0 BHREFFL
ge3 go] 78 4 g Aol

Gy = exp(B})exp{~(my, — 1)s2/2} ©)
A7NA §* =/ m)-y'[I~2(2:2)" 21y ©I .
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(2) Finneye] Ao 2% 3

Finney(1941)= A< moll 9§ 2342

g,,,(t)=2 m (m+2r) _rlt_),_l_

o m(m+2y--(m+2r) m+1° r! (10)
2 Ao3tx
mA
TEWER

°) 82 gk o ATHE olgsd

E[exp(B2), (45")] = exp(B,)-exp[(my ~ 1/2 + maf(m+ Do
=exp(B, + Ao?)

o1, A=(my-D/2+mA/(m+])olt}. B2 a,o BHZAR
A=0Y o o,=exp(B,)olERE A=(m+1XI-my)/2mold &, &

=

ks

&, = exp(y)- gm[%(l —-m, )sz] (13)

3.2 FAF B} A& v
HOol A& o, FHF 4,9 2ie

V(am ) = E[&OI]“ [E(&-m )]2
= exp(2B, Nexp(myo*)~1]

olm A(13)ell & 2AF q,9 BEALS
V(G02) = exp(2Bo)exp(2me0)- G, {(1 ~ my)o 2 /2} — 1] (15)
olty. A(15)e) A |

(14)

G, (1) = il’(m/2)/l“{(m/2)+r}[m+ir—z)t" (16)
r=0
2 Be=E 40w, Bradu & Mundiak (1970944 78 % ot waty o5 2
R4 g 2o 7 5 o
VA(am) = exp(zﬁo )[exP(moosz )-1],
V(G02) = eXp(2B o) [exp(2mees?) - G, {(1 - mog)s /23 ~ 1] (17)
E @ 9% o0 FAYF G =expB)s Wl 2HFolnz 4,9 FFAFLH
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(MSE)= t&3 2t}
MSE (&,) = V(&) + {bias(@i, )}
= exp(2P o) [exp{(2my, — )5 2} — 2 exp{(my, — )52 /2} +1] (18)
et A(18)8 o4 # GyF 6, FNELL TEH Zol YEE £ g =
RE.Gy )= SPI2r =107} - 2exp{(m ~ Do /2 +1
o exp(my,0?) -1

RE.G,)= exp{(2my, — o’} - 2exp{(my, - 1)o*/2} +1
e exp(2my 5 ?)-G, {(1-my ) /2} -1

3.3 y=E(y|xj) 9’] %"ﬂ

AAF X FAXNA T phel BAFE ¥ =[x, x, 2T B ¥
o ofst vY dEA+= y= xBi Z A 5] 2| vt y —exp( )E Ho] A KXol ng]
2HERAE G 2ol Fa) Avh

E(¥,) = E(exp(x;B))
= exp(x}p - (1-8)0/2} (19)
, 8=xZ'Z)"'x; 01tk wWEbA yo] HelF exp{(1-8)0%/2) o 2AFL FHFY
7ol BUFRFE FY &£ U el F 9 UYL fo W
Y, =¥ -exp{1-8)s*/2}
= explx; B+(1-8)s*/2 (20)
¥ Zo] 7.
olehE @2 4(12)oll At o] Finneyd g(-)#522 o] &31W Bx0d ojsho

E[eXp(x_}é) - &n(Bs*)] = exp[x;B + {mB/(m+1) + (3 - 1)/2}c?] (21)

olEZ B={m+D/2m(1-3)¥™ v,o BHFHFBL AE} 3 oS Zol A
< ¢ & Q.

¥, = exp()- g, [(m+1)1-8)s* / 2m] (22)
Teekens & Koerts(1972)= E(yx))o] H2& FHFozA Y =exp(x; l3+§s JE
. —exp(ﬁE) g A(m+)/m-Es’} 2 AstAT}. G7)N £= MSE(y; )= MSE{CXP(&E
) & Hagele 2A02 E=(1-3)/20. olE 4(21)] BE B = (m+1)m-
(1-383) 2 YedAH 22 Aol 53| o= 59 o wat 0<s <1/30]¥ Y,
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g, 223 5213919 y & ALHAT. 23U 97N 420)7} A(22)E BHEA
FolR2 MSEE #4% "ax glor js 7o 248 Aisee 53ke A
T Ao o= FEWSolnR A duie gon B A0 4229 o
@ A3 pot 7o g4 %474 ven g 2

V(¥)) = exp{2x;B ~ (1-8)0” /2} [exp(250°) ~ exp{(1-8 )0 /23] (23)
V(Fy) = exp(2x; B)lexp{(28 ~ Do} -G, {(1-8)0/2} - 1] (24)
4. 44

41 25533 7HEEA

THEYY EEFAEANE AA RN FEOKE)Y FFRE)T FFF
q8istel BAGAN dFED FAF] TS vw HESV] A 19943 o
SEEINERAA P B ALALAF AFEAHE 1)E o) &5

[B 119 32 F3T7H8LE 308 PFX oo e HA 10057 () D
kg2 2 4. o A8E U dFAYIAA y, =B+ By, +e,9 AFE
A9 (% 2] 2 (¥ 313 2. | 3

(& 119 A5E 234 J§37] glsled g & Fo J@6)o A
ARE (& 4] 2 (¥ 5)8 2o '

(X 28 [E 4)91M BiEnls) o] Aul qFAYIARYAF S Y20 4(6)
d 2% +%I FFFHRA0 BAE Yee SAFoZAN FARASE 247
R?=0.79387 R2-0.8391% ¥|id ¥ HYUEE Holx gloy =yAB)A oz
Estth. E [E 317 [E 5]dM Bents go] o £(Xp)d s AAASE §o
dol ot +3UF X)), 558(X3) € HEF X)L olF L 49948 2o £
g d2 £ R 28 8298 RAFH Y. F wdo] YoM E3
B, 1M E AolE B t-ARAME &L Hol& BT

FFFHLAEG £33 A} ol2HoTE $HEYo] YFHNYRF R} €
FgRe2 AZHy R? gto] 4ZRY R FA JEIRLE ojolE sFFHQ
2o FERA ZidEReE WP,

4.2 o, 333

(% 1]9 A8 E HE) AT 9 (227" d&3 2ot
[310.29585829 —15.78113839 -30.11689410 -18.43571046 -15.96895784]
-15.78113839  4.45350234 0.82367067  -118025690  1.69503859
(Z'Z)" =|~30.11689410  0.82367067  4.52132389 0.99881721 0.99544757
~18.43571046 -118025690  0.99881721  7.38591688  ~5.16251583
[ -15.96895784  1.69503859 099544757  -5.16251538  9.72456875 ]
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Table 1. Yield compoments and yield of rice

No. of Panicles No. of Grains % of ripened 1000 grains Yield (kg
Variety / hill (X,)  / panicle (X;) grains (X;) weight (X,) /100hills)
R 147 82 937 24383 305
T4 3% 15.7 80 90.7 21.7 3.19
4 3% 16.3 91 89.0 23.7 331
o]g 399 16.3 93 91.3 20.6 3.66
T3 10.3 81 96.0 24.6 3.38
olg] 402 16.7 R 86.3 25.7 3.55
U 117 16.0 89 92.0 21.1 3.09
=49 400 147 87 82.3 21.0 2.83
4 402 147 86 927 22.8 3.10
9 405 13.3 116 84.0 225 4.16
olg] 404 16.3 87 92.7 21.0 352
o]2] 406 15.3 90 91.7 21.2 3.39
ola] 407 16.0 91 89.7 22.4 3.79
gk 122 16.0 85 %7 22.5 352
aF 123 16.3 93 88.3 21.6 3.37
=49 406 . 153 90 84.0 22.9 3.23
¢ 408 15.3 106 840 198 3.30
94 410 150 88 86.3 22.2 3.42
4 113 14.3 112 80.3 22.7 4,03
T4 415 143 92 58.0 16.6 1.74
olg 410 16.7 8 03.7 219 3.35
olg} 411 153 92 93.7 216 345
olg] 412 15.0 A 92.0 226 3.38
o]g 413 157 88 85.0 216 297
o}g] 415 16.7 78 93.0 21.0 3.07
A 12 16.7 78 95.0 239 -3.26
Fek 129 15.7 97 85.7 20.2 341
U 130 153 97 89.7 216 343
gk 134 153 26 91.0 21.6 3.25
2 135 143 89 897 20.8 3.23

Table 2. Analysis of variance table for multiple regression model

SV DF SS MS F Prob>F
Model 4 3.8724 0.9681 24.06 0.0001
Error 25 1.0061 0.0403

Total 29 48785 - R?=0.7938
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Table 3. Estimates of parameters with their S.E. for testing hypothesis

Parameters Estimates SE t-values Prob > |t|
B, -5.6123 1.0236 -5.483 0.0001
B, 0.0498 0.0311 1.598 0.1226
B, 0.0352 0.0046 7.599 0.0001
B, 0.0312 0.0067 4.631 0.0001
8, 0.1016 0.0276 3.688 ~0.0011

Table 4. Analysis of variance when fitted to the equation (6)

% DF SS MS F Prob>F
Model 4 0.5130 0.12824 32.60 0.0001
Error 25 0.0983 0.00393 '

Total 29 0.6113 - R?=0.8391

Table 5. Estimates of parameters with their S.E. for testing hypothesis

Parameters | Estimates SE t~values Prob >t
B, -10.4276 1.1048 -9.438 0.0001
B, 0.1973 0.1324 1.491 0.1486
B, 0.9894 0.1334 7419 0.0001
B, 0.9670 0.1705 5.673 0.0001
B, 0.7452 0.1956 3.810 0.0008

0,9 BHSEHFFL (O N33 osted T & Uk OJE A my:
(Z22y'e] ANA GH PAo2Z myu=310.295858200] 1L me 239 AFEolEmE
m=25°]¢},

21(10)2 A

2
ga(t) = Zr(mfz)/r{(m/2)+r} (ur')L( D ]
d¥ + e (Bradu & Mundlak, 1970) A2 a,9 FRAA} Ris ALY
¢ gtk mWEA oo BAFHAG BAS [E 613} 2rh
B 2189 93t} MSE(&,)=7.6628x10°2 FRH=2Z § 3 §
B EF g0 g,2% E&RANA 52% A= S5 FA

o

J_.
Z mb‘,
o m
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Table 6. Unbiased estimates and variances of ao,

o8] BEAZYZG FA ) 4 PGy | V(6y)/MSE(@G,)
&, exp(-11.03534136) | 2.0906x 10 0.2728
&, exp(-11.04949675) | 2.2003x 10 0.2871

4.3 E(y|x)8 &

FoA ol 98 Yo AFg V=exp(P)=exp(x;p)e Wl FFFoI22 2(20)3}

21(22)0] ¢&t] ERHAdEFLE 7 5 Yot YUY 12259 A X;=[16.0 85 95.7

22501 B2 Xj=[1 2.77259 4.44265 456122 3.11352]18 o]& 3@ 8=x/(Z'2)"x;=0.06
853536201tk mEkA 21(20)7 2(22)0) o) sted

Y, = exp{x;ﬁ +(1-8)s? / 2} = exp(1.247715089) = 3.4823769

¥, = exp(x; é) - g [(m+1)/2m-(1-8)s*] = {exp(1.245884761)}(1.001831861)

=3.4823765

2 22 FAE denh oF B4 42397 24 o8t V(¥,)=0.028553842,
V(Y;)=0032583972 A A(22)0] I cSgtol BY T84 Re2 Yehgd

(26)

5, 3 =

vlo] £33 £IFTHesde BAE B AT oz AYFIAAAS
ol gstoigort AA RAEd A $HEHL HFAY AT BF9 FHA A=
EOE ddAd ¥sigle]l 2o 28 2FAFRILE 4 Ay o 2URPq
A a8 HA2AF FEFLS W FAFolR: 2P Yoy H(9)9 2130 93t
o EEFAFEE 7Y F UL, 53 A@26)ANM R gl 3% 5, € 223
L2 YeREd ot EEF7 AR we} g, (mi(m+1)-nN=¢'2 BA & Re
2 AZEY. EI 220 £ A(22) o3 EHFAX v 258 yoel 4%
AFE R(y;,5)=087800.2 PP 2§ prrch oF 46% AAY Aoz e
pra=

2 QTN SHEIN HFYL o g2 @ol HlnF DA JEd AL oluiw
THTHLEE A ZEE 388 o 239 FEL Az Yeh)
T EELAT ArYEdRAez AAdd. way $£FL YEY & QJE FRS
FTES] A B ARE} & AYE VYUY £ JoBE FYEHI o) fo
B g sy gadd

A B =R s ARE ATH FA 53EAAYRR 2HAA BAE

qut,
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Parameter Estimation in the Multiplicative Models
Suk-Hwan Chang?
Abstract The parameters in the multiplicative model Y, =a,[1{., X,‘;‘v ;
are usually estimated by the least squares method after logarithmic
transformation, and the least square estimator of a, is known to be
biased, i.e., E(exp(B,))=a,.
In the present study the unbaised estimators of «, are examined
(1) by modifying the least squares estimator and (2) by applying the
Finney’s results. The variances are also compared. In addition it has

been observed that multiplicative model can be used to express the

relationship beetween rice yield and yield components. ©

Key words : Multiplicative model, Parameter, Cobb-Douglas
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