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Summary: This paper extends the empirical analysis on R&D based growth model so
that the nonstationary panel unit root testing methods can be used to distinguish the
exogenous growth model and R&D based growth model for the 1981-1999 period with
fourteen OECD economies including Korea. Our results show that first, using US. and
Group mean as benchmarking, the stochastic R&D productivity convergence to benchmark-
ing is not supported in our data set. Second, the empirical results for stochastic nonconver-
gence to the US. or group mean also are robustness to panel unit root methods. We,

therefore, find strong support for the implications for R&D based growth model.
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1. &4 A7

gt 7Fe] AAAdA ol g AA 8]l 2 2 AAAAA AAPE ] gt #A>
o] AFE] AXAA R FH AFhaeldet. e} FelA BAUES F83 7
of g A= Solow (1956)7}F A A&+ Al w}Adabe] £ (neoclassical growth t
2z AYs}E e, o)F AnATAGI 2L & F7t AXAA Aol A71AQ] A5
HAE Mdslsle d A2st dse WA AnAsggel oA A7 L5 dr)F
AAF713] (concave short run product opportunities)E 714 7% AAAAAAL 2] A
71eWl T A2AlSte o3 AjA Adease ARR oldld 4 glv)h. AnHagAto| 2
o sAoE 4% rieA BT AAFAY Adxxde] Fozvd dH A5E 7]
A2 e} AAgle] IR AA T £33 Hep= ]% | 7RssAl o),

a3y} Romer (1986)¢} Lucas (1988)+= Solow (1956) A%
=7 etk vjRshaA, Aoldt A EL W%}
growth theory)< %34 /‘47]7P°ﬂ T3 AR 7k Al
A & AT FAe] AARAE] ARl AALAES SR B APA @y
& AAsct F A A5E 5311/‘1 vhehd AARAS FAl=0] A& FAY Aozl
© AL G| 2] &3} A gdevhe ASEAE AXE 2] 255
A7)l AR 425 Alole] BA} ZTEHoE 25 (convexity) BAFLETL ohr] &,
AaAdgidaeligelx] &3 sEA M o] A = vepdA] eghele ook

£ A7 BA2 QAR FollA & F7He] AV|A AAAAAS AA s 802 T
218} R&DY IS 7231 g+ 49 R&D7|8E A nde] AlZd 9}4 Romer
(1990), Grossman and Helpman (1991), 28] 3 Aghion and Howitt (1992)
7|4ke 72k A Aol 2 (endogenous growth theory)S Z7lsld &), o] 43T
£ BFAHLE k= 7149 dAFFAHL 7| EE FUAAIchE Alo] F238 FA o)
o] 5o waw HAZFS AHNE FHITI R, A Frbke AR R AA AA)

ARE frEske 8002 283tk mebd o7t AAEAA stollA & R&DFE 7}
A FAL REDFTE] =5AME ASH R S/ o84 AAe] =24

%_
9tk & R&D7|8F AR o w2y R&DE-E2 R&DAEFH T4 g2

1) 9249 R&D7)& 4339 Ay 3 37)9 374 ReDASZ7HE IR (GDPE7H)E A5Hoz



(unit root)& zZr=rth
£ 7= R&D7IMF AR ndo] Fe AxpAe| FEsta, 7]E ASATFE o3 o]

F 712 oA Bt W WA AA, S 2EE 1470 OECDI =& djafez
1981-1999+d F<te] 7|7kell A EAFe 2 42T g A5HE ek A4, 7
£ ddAAE WA Blefy} v)Aabd s d 24 (non stationary panel analysis)
W ES AHEE R B 7o Z2e siEich & 24 AV B ks 347
WA E A ES 8ste] mE3AM 0] AR FELE FEEAE EAEE 9ok
o]& 9&l4 LL (Levin and Lin, 1993; 2002)& X228t Wu (1996)¢} IPS (Im, Pesaran
and Smith, 1997)2] & 283t 24 AR Al i3t AEHE =9t

2 A7) A thewt ek Al Al E R&D7IMF AR ezt 264 ofne] izt
BAE At 28] Jones (1995b)¢} Bernard and Durlauf (1996)¢] 4+5 A=
A B oA AFEA WHES Adsisich Al IAAE AA ARE ARE-slY
R&D7IMF AR EH | gk AF24-& AAsh vk el e & A7 W 7hdet
foF g AAAE AAsk

2. 71€ A7 2 AP E

tst

[ -

K

\J

2.1 R&D7|8t d&zHo

ELE

[

AAAAL] 40& 7 AFATE Baumol (1986)2] AlmA i go]2e] &4
ovjel ¢34 AN FE A= el Baumol®] 588 Q74T 4714 AEE 0|4
slo] gt SRS A A, G Eo] Aoldt ¥ e AKClub)e] WA= A
S Byl ol¥dF AFAE= AuAdstd el 28 = Romer (1986)2F Lucas (1988)2)
WA Aol 2] AF3 245 wske 237t =k

WA Aol 2 FollA 2HRe] F 948 7423 Romer (1986)¢} Lucas (1988) L&)

F7HAA s o] &oft}. £ Aol AE REDAEE7HE M= REDEEY (2F) Y4HAS M7t HS 5
stz gl

H AR Add] 271 e Re LIy % NA3A17) IPSHe] %ol AR 2 9l.ow, A E<] Fisher A4
22 I4#A p-#t& o]8-8l= Maddala and Wu (1999)¢} Choi (2001)¢] vPE Al&sl 7 lu).

FHEA A AR ANl AFRAL %%ﬂd*—i A& A Barro (1991), AAIGE4S FAeg ¥
Bernard and Durlauf (1995), 2| i ®| 244 S7}7F 25825 402 738 Quah (1996)% $9-& 71&AT
Eol gich
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i Rebelo (1990)¢] AKA A o] 2o] A& 7—1"] °4:r"€4«] 212 & 5-3]-74 13]-7(]— Romer
(1990),
9] FaAd 7luke & AAAHAEY S Zﬂ/‘]?‘}‘ﬂ‘:}. R&D7|uF A4 m3 e a‘%‘*’ﬂ A&
Jones (1995a, 1995b)& T4 L2 o] Foigtt. 1= R&D7| AR gt AFEA S
PS5 FALE & 5/l A r)AH A5 E FA o AA sl o), A< R&DA
Y9 F7Pt ASAA AAAE FddvhE RED7IY AR R0 o)A dj&-g Huky
&x X3t

22|v} Jones ©1995a, 1995b)9] Aty B 71X FARL A& 4= 9lek AA, P&
g AZA g ze) g d 2R YEYPchs Aol B4, AR a)EE FALE )
HA el ALS vk Holth o] F 7HA] 2wig 18 ), Jonesd AZFHPH-S HAAY
(power of test)ol] A7} A& ALE B 4 9k B dAFoxe F 7HA) ZAAS ul
317] $13te] g=r& e OECD 147033} wlgdArd 'd 84 (non stationary panel
analysis) WHE-& AM-sl9it

2.2 R&D7Iet d¥=da s34

i

Al

2 ZellA= R&D714 AR HE Jones (1995b)el] whaba) 7dshAl A=dsks, Bernard
and Durlauf (1996)7} #A|A1%t 334 Aeje} R&D71F AAr=3le] dARgAo) s A
HE 7]o]t}5)

dubd o 2 R&D7INF AARe Bakgt dej 2 Jehdx| gt Jones (1995b)= B 7}#
7% YT T S8 2yE e} o) AN & kel AANRE et

Ze 2q2ne] Aza vhepdeh

Y= K|7"(A L,)" 1)

A7 Y RS ulsa, AL FYA LEAMY wE A5 93 KE 2

AR oulghct old A Av o 2 AAlE wE

A _
a4 = 0L, )

4) G DA 9] BEY Aol Y AFEYL Levin and Lin (1993, 2002), Quah (1994), Im, Pesarn and
Shin (1997) 18] Maddalar and Wu (1999)2 #=xs}7] slgic

5) Jones (1995a)+ R&D74F A RG-S AAH 2 AA 5120, Jones (1995b)+= R&D7I4F A= 3o s A
FEHE sl



£ 7 ERe AAGARES s 1,9 FAREREAN BEE [,02 o]

¥ L, = Lol¥, ok AEEANS S5 A
8h= E(arriving rate)oleh, Av|H o2 o] WLES & 7l AAEA A dA st
AR g} o

-

9] b 23 AL 34 (2)o]ch RD7M ARz g
< o], R&DH-F2] 54} vjgo] dAschd
o] AAl= A dAtel(steady state of economy)®] THAAAIA YA Aok A

)3 Aol FRIASS 722 F7H-E BolAl

A71A st A F e Foll Al RRDY-EE dH s &S riEA,
0+ R&DF 845 vehlle 2ot

9l 7148 R&D7|HF AR e -
AAALS] F8lEThs AEA A" FRLE S wEe R4 A4 ZbE
7 Ethe Al S BelFa gk

4719} 22 o] 24 w7 stel Al Jones (1995b)& vl Ui, 5o e|w Zahs 40
o] AtgE FASE R&D7IMF AR g fFa3E £48 A3 o] o] 22 AafAe]
A} BAAFE Bk olstellA e thgst 2 F 744 A olA] 712 Jonesd] AFE
g A)7) Ak gt AA, 1981-1999 7178 58 E33E OECD 1474528 4 A7)
2 S B Zlelok?) A, Jones (1995b)= Alzbalolan 23l A Zubyof 23l
AES &5t glod, B dPdde +347 RRD7IE AR FAE AAG F
AT A5EE A2 e WAALGARIE S AR Aol

AZ8-Ao kA Bernard and Durlauf (1996)2] 384 (convergence) A& o] &3}
o R&D7IW AAREE Hdd AR ez DA AFEAT 5 A st Ae
skarz} i

6) dubg e @ gk ANFAE B9 Foll 2gsh= A5 Atk (Solow, 1956). 2@iv} Ego| A3t 71 e
& Ao Fo EMAFA %L FA Rech
7) Jones (1995b, p.519)+= 7] 3MHEAIA & ol
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Bernard et al. (1996)°] A A|gF $3 Ao gt A 9=t Ao et o F7]7ke] HAA
of we} 7 7ol A71A1 Aol dig AA7L A(F)ol ZdheA o g EFolrth
o] Aol o]|H &Y} (hysteresis)ol FRAFE AFoll= AHEA o= H2A, A9
Azl g FA2] &y} 73] A& A e 2AE, 57t
s34 A-Y <+ v} (Bernard et al,, 1996 p.165).9

T34 Ao A" AA tollA F7F ik 571 Abelell Av|HQl A2 A2t 2ot
A ArldEe F5o gt 340 el &

Lim E( Yie— Yirsel T0) =0 4)

9] 54 ATATA G| 2ol e H A<l whd, R&D7F Az H-& A6
A FHABE X e} e F o] 27k FAS A2 4 9lr} (Bernard et dl.,

1996: p.166).

R&D/ §2 85k 45145k k- Aok ggeleate ol T 34l 4
£, QT AHE WS 223 FARLI B FolAnk, F 37} Alolel A7
B AR AR S84 el Ao, 1 2 F T Aels] R 2

7k Aoz susA weda, ReD/ AREse] Adddn ¥ 4 3
SV RAD7 1M A A S84 BeI% 491 85keh, ol AALAZIE 4
4ol ogA BB 4 SIEXE AWz ek B AT ST she A7
oo

A Aol B AALARAN SHARE hET BE Wold el 22D 4 9l
o 2 24l B FH0IR T Foh Alle ATUANY AR v, — v, 7F AR
T3 (time invariant) %] o] 35 &alsle= 7o}

Yie — Vi = X4; + ’Zoﬂljr’ € t—r (5)

A7 x;; = 0F x,,,& squire-summerabledt 7-$olr], MANAAE AT
o} Benchmarking ¢ & vl=3} OECD 147159 dg+ 5 7IX]E AHE-sieich

7kl Benchmarking® <79 AT o2 Ivbole] o7 Aol Azjal
vir — v;7b FEAAY 292 (unit root) & ZHeth, ATARA o) 2o 712

(o]
T

8) Bernard et al. (1996)< A AT o) Bl qi7tste] £8 A gt F 714 A5 A sl 2e & Q7
A AAGEY a2 fAelA s g Aewg Asiaal g
9) Evans and Karras (1996)% $U% #8348 A9slech



$22 AR devha sA=lch Yoyt REDF-Eell AAALY] A4 el Rl AS
]l odeld FalAs 57}% EE F 8ANAKY $71E 7hx 2tk R&D7INE AR EY
o] AAHe] frEAE 2 =l
2 s Jones (1996b)2] AZo] AlZuiy
| £
J

rﬂ

2 A7 Fa% 297 oA AT EAF
S 4 stk Aeldeldh mehq £ APl

=] ©
o Al o WA= J
(1996b)8] WES ek wgtohe ol 2 BT APPREL AYshach

H:_ohl

2.3 o el Ay

183
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Levin and Lin (1993, 2001)& AZEA A 215 AM-sE 8] A A5-5 A=
i E sltel AEAel ADF w92 ZAAuEe A (power of test) S ¥o|& & 7}
A W og 7k sidel] A A A7) SdEte 7S EET &,

dx ;7= pi+ i+ Zlei,kdxi,t—k'*' yite;,; i=1,2,.,N, t=1,2,...,T (6)

Sk "ellA] Bgk%o], x,, = Benchmarking=7}e} tlAd S717kell Q219 A Aol
£ Yels "4 E ARk
9 7% LL sid = AAu oA A5 2 digrid S ob23) Zo] AR

Hy:p=0, H, :8,37s.t B.0. )
olgl 7} oA dukA OLS B o ALA ¥+ o3 2L 4 5 ok
TVNB= M0,2), T,N—>oo ; t=N0,1) )

o] 7% OLSAF= & 44 BXo] $3i& v} Add 218 X} (N) k= AAY
W4 221 (T) Zobed o] we] 2o A28 (super-consistent) & & & k. Wu

10) £ =%2] A9 $eAs R&D7|UF ARz 38 9 FEF7 4 tﬂ A A Asteir). eIl BAEA
Aethe AZANE RED7W AR AR 9921 Foln, FE271L F 4 v} ARl DrR] 2416
A £HAL AR BT A nAsg o) g Y 4 grks A& 0|24 oF gkl Kelly (1992)=%¢°] qlth
w3 FE Ao} o AT G| 2 D WAR Ao 27t bl digt B71X| E& A7 Durlauf (1995)9)
ERo] $43 Fawl 2 Aolth et AZAATH TN RE oj2d 2AE A (Control Ek
Expriments)3he 7o) glon] B 3= Jones (1995a; 1995b)2] odF-oljxi e}t 7to] R&D7 |l A4 w3 o] AUx}A]
Aol Qe Al o3& AA sl FA AL A A=k



(1996)2 Levin and Lin (1993)¢} si'd 2912 AAWHE 4A8&9] AANAAY A 9]
At 2 Ao+ Levin and Line] AA|gF o] 24 ¢l wpl 2 ¥ che Wurl A AE g
5 ol-&3to] R&D7IR AR S AAsc) =3 dubd oz sdaglE A
AEAQ] FEE 344 ¢7] wid Simulations E38le] EE3HS AAbstgich
= oE dd 9T AAYHECE = Levin and Lin 3¢ <92 S
Im et al. (1997)¢] ek Levin and Lin®] @ 2912 HAY A% 7 %‘%"d @337 5
o (homogeneity)3tths 713 & Eqite 2 HAES Fol= ]
al. (1997) = 7t o] o]AAl (heterogeneity)-& JAsHA 4 o2 <9l #ALS
3ol AHALE ¥] AR S B4k WS AMERTh melkd R uby
2411’4*' Bl fA A AHZeokete, £ AFelde F 1A WY
2% A& 27T Im et al. (1997)8 24sks] 270sbd ohgst 2ok

rE
rulo

S
Lo
o

o

Ax,;,=ﬂ,'+,8pc,~‘,_1+ glﬁi_kdx,,,_k-}— ')’,‘t‘f‘E,‘,t . i=l,2,...,N, t=1,2,...,T. (9)

& d7elA x; & Benchmarking=7}e} dAd=717kel d749 A4 xpo] & el
£ Wgoly, o] AL AAS 1Al e AF7Hd 2 ugsPEde &t do] A
HyB,=0,Vi H;3is.tBL0. (10)

71 AAE SlEt ARl EAIRES IPS t-bar AR 7 Ir1Ee] g
3k EAbA 9l Dickey-Fuller 54|82 #o 8 vehdr}

_——l_ _
=L glri,r,-——%' (a
4719 vEAIRe] AZ S99 A%, IPS EAR o) Bl b3 e ojed B

& t-barEAZEE Ze=r)

VM - E(z §8,=0))
V var(r )IB;=0

ri= (12)

Im et al. (1997)-> Monte Carlo simulationg £38}o], 27| EAZk] i3t 3} B4
< T3l 2AT Afol rie o 2 BAREE 38 oD



_lim Ir=N0,1) (13)

Al & ol AFE $94% RRDYIM RRY 1elw
& AHgstel RRD7IMH A28 EAshl
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3. R&D7I4ke] Aol Zoll

==

4Z84

3.1 ALBXIR

£ A5 93k AFEE AL 2= OECD (2001) oA waia MSTI Databases 7 |Eo g
skt 19814 1999747 §5re) A7 S 2471454 3] EAxb g} At
71€FARE ol 83eh A EA A FHe A5S uEG eaEde} AU vz,
Zs, FY, okdals, dB, ojde], Udsls, AdQl A9, 3 v £ [47) 3o,
WA o2 e vl 259 FE ARSsldthi)

AR W 7 3o Felze g HokE GDPE A7 42 i a7y Ll il
e Aoy, RE Wige AlddLoglEe stk <a¥ 1>& 9Bl 2t §
=, "l5 223 GroupH e Q7 A4S Yehile A2 248 Jehd Aol

<ad 1>oiA fele Q7Y AAAFA dg oed) e T x| Ex)g ut
Ak AA, Al W] FAE dEs] AgHes B o & Ao ATeha glee 2
th A, Al W 44 F4E 7o) 2ekE Random Walk s sh=
ot A WA 5L 7]E A7) Jones (1995b)e] AFAzke} Belo] 93, F WA
gk AAdAE B RoRs 4)23A (unit root test) WPHES Algalof dthe
A9 W ES FA7L 9l

)

n

e ey

4 4 r

At
o
fe o 3 30 o

1D Im et al. (1997)& 2 3lsbd (NF AAGAE (T)oh thgshs #2532 AT Qo) webd B dfoja
Im et al. (1997)% AME3le 7% 280 A3 g+ Algsigc).

12) XL AL52 Al o2 gA=e] gle) aeul EEAANI A2 2114378 BAH2 dukd el R&D7)
HE Aakn el Aza e 238k §) 3o a7

13) & ATl AHSt Sl FEAAAel A4S Yehle 42 S 2 Qe AL Mol e,
Bernard and Jones (1996)%-1-ollA B0} 28 4-A4H (total factor productivity)® <179 algk Ay
(Iabor productivity)e] ZAzk7} £ dAsteliz AAAQ Ho|S F2] $& Aoz Aztgint



16.0

15.8

15.6

15.4

15.2 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
82 84 86 88 90 92 94 96 98

| I tatetate s e Group Mean |
<2 1> 83, 03, Group BT TR AolEt MAY Fo|
3.2 AZEM A

2 A= R&D7I AR 5848 AAs] $18te] o3t 22 S AX
7t Fohsh WA A ARtel AT D912 Y AAsiale, 2t B
A2 A4 (ADF unit root test)2 F4ubAel @9l Toll ozt 7Pz Heol 2
o2 odefA qrhld o] F Estste] A7|-A AAAARY] EAR AR WHEA
& A A9 °] AA =T ek webd & ATl s DSl HE 7}
AZARHEE A A8 F el AdDS HAAE st oA AAEHE ok
7} 7}

o W (L g
2

0,8 x;4-; + ey (14)

A7 ax;, = x;, — %000 x; 2 WA AFJAAAAAT BlwF7F AF
ARG o] Aol

14) olol| gt ApA1F}F A2 Quah (1994)9} 2ol A dwke] 2 AxupS 2 H83) Fleissig and Strauss (1997,
200005 #3d u}ﬂn}
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=3 F AToxe AHLFE ol Hste] IPS a2 A S Al

IPS sdwhel2 AAA:

Axip = 06 + &t+ Bxip + ﬁ 0; A x4 + ey (15)
%

<E 1>& WA 7 Tl APAANY ARl otk A ADFRHIE A
Asfolch <E 1>9 ¥HAHE Aoz WA HSvle AP A7)
W2E Zerhs AL /)7 S Qee HolEeh o9k o] A AN welol
ZARTRE $AANE 24 TR A AL A GErhe A RelFe, ol
712¢] @79} 2] RED7IM AR e Yo} BgeE nelFl AFHHATRE ¥
oIt & A4l AT F7he AR AYE AL 02 FHATIE, ol 2|4
o AR Bed F AHEE FAAAGT & 4 9tk

S g S % d, $eideke} vaze] A7 eEANES Aol A4 A
2 $ashe Jew dehla AT, AAsdele 25RFE Aseks At B

po

o

<H 1> CHAAAE ADF ol Z3Z 0 (1981-1999)

29} T Benchmarking o
AEZ|o} -0.311 -0.616
it -0.605 -0.476
Hlot3z 0.023 0.111
A -0.684 -1.295
=4 -1.312 -0.679
ofglE -1.671 -2.490
= -2.694 -0.152
gt -3.202+ -0.935
olefz -1,658 -0.508
Hgzie -1,149 -1.323
A9 -2.483 -1.474
29€ 0.255 0.488
U= -2.352 -2.432
ol= - -0.762

F: 1) ¥ ADF 92 Z 3= 1Lagel digt £4¢]v, OLag (DF unit root test) ¥+ 2Lag$} 3Lagell4]
&= 9 EAVPAE A1 £ %i?dg.
2) #, #x, w7k 1096, 5% LB 2 1% BAHSE GAHE el 98
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2e 71 Ao vehtw

d tholE Azue
e} A7l

+ AAdM 58S 4 5

T
o)

Apg-sfobsh

SEZNERE

o} <E 2>l vt Agtea R0 Wl
ghe AF7ME 714 5

% slsk

ek ol&gt F 7fe] WA u Ao akE A

ol &
A3k thal XAl ADFR 2 714 e) 1A o] Er)
gt #4A3o]ck Levin and Lin (1993; 2001)
5ol DU Ad ADF9IZ A4S AAHe] ofgt Zog deiA gich weby =
< A AAHE wol7] Y3l oA A F RS AL E HAL A8
a7 o] wfgh AT Y43 A7) v A AFA o]

1 A o

]/H ET

<E 2> FENo|| it oz Z238an
& Benchmark Olag 1lag 2lag 3lag
WUz szl us?|& -3.170 -3.130 -3.868 -3.373
Ig"ET -3.302 -3.478 ~3.950 -3.804
IPSZx 2l us?|& ~1.564+ 0.834 0.048 0.492
JE%T -1.090 -0.483 -0.267 -0.272

F 1) x, ww, wed 7 1096, 5% 22| 19%04 EAA R FoH S ek

2) Wu *4733
(1997)&

<¥ 3> WuZ| MAlst B|™at gidayet

o digh t3k ¥XE <E 3>E F=2sp] uiehy, [PS Ad@A ] g3t 13k BE= IPS
sl g

1ol Simulation2X
(HE-314= 10,000)

oA Z 1% 25% 5% 10%
Olag -9.193 -7.110 -6.741 -6.470
1lag -8.265 -6.975 -6.653 -6.380
2lag -8.653 -6.879 -6.526 -6.259
3lag | -8.563 -6.897 -6.221 -5.871
F: 1) £ Simulazione A djAkd] 841, 371 4= n=149} A7} t=19¢)) W& A3 £FEF Gauss3.2
S o443l &3S
2) n=138] #-3-= n=14481 A-$ol Falo] ALl
2 A ddAAY ADFESE A3 o) /i IPS sjdwtg] & A, Wu
k9l AAS E3led 14703 OECD=E717tell R&DATH] 54 Aal7) v]AAd
Aole Bolthid o)zg EAAIE o] 2H oA B ule} o] R&D7IME AR RS
Skl sle BAZ R B 4 gl
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4. AE 9 AAR

£ A7 R&D7IME AR RS Ao AR o] S7be des Agshe o 1 54
o] gick 71& a4l Jones (1995b)E 24 A7)¢} tids SAAA B} AR ARk
S gsle] mskslgcl & 1981-1999 7|78 g8 E3g OECD 14705& diates
HAAA A4S o] 83le], AT Al A AR} eHlskeAl g AAE Al
Alstsich £ o] BAAT s ohgdt 3ol aokd 4 gl AA, B Ao A A
w2, QAN AR A BelA] edsict olHdt A MRS wl=Ea) &
A7VEe) HEs AHeg S o 2 A9E Jeplch B4, £ A7 BT g2

A, Jones (1995b)¢] Aol =], R&D7|4F AR o] A|A| sl o] 24l Hsr} §-4
A& e AR eyt
£ A7 R&D7IHF AR A g ¢34 HAAlzhe A W22 HYrlshe
A7 EAge) AE £, R&DTFEAAM e s3] EAF 5 IR F7HdA 24
e a3l Al Ao, £ A7) e w2H R&D7F AFEH S A A sk A2
of 22¥ & olde AE Zerh ol FAHE A W oR: &4 R&DFT
o] At grks ARk bl AR, ol tidt A= vl AFAAR FAE. &
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S 7FssA & 4 9lem, Jolrl R&DTE H-5-9) 7|43 Q18 $Ade] AR Fa3)
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A u
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