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RO B’*

<>
AR TIRIPORARFAC B § 5 BEFERERI R 2 9 — XA L, BREICBIT B0
RHDORBHEIZDONWTEET S, PERIREHICHET 5 EFEMAEDT 70 —FIFK
&L 220G P N5, 12 Barro HBEBR LTI 2 R & HVv727 70—
FC, b9 12l% Markov transition matrix Z W7 70 —FTh 5, EIHF
ROMRT—FLL T, Z70RX- A M) —-F—=F AVl g7
— 3 ERVIYDPHFEET S, L2007 Sa—F &, 2BENDT— ¥ BV
TRPORIRERIZBE§ 5 EEM DRI L TH B, T2, BERGNFEOES
12X, POTCOEEERIBEDITONL TS, DL 2K EERL,
SHOMEFREIIOVTEETLI L ET 5,
<BX%X>
. PORAREE & 13
. Barro HIRRIC & 57 70 —F
. 1. Barro HJERK & i
. 2. Barro @JERIC X 55
. 3. Barro BRRDERT & AT
. Markov transition matrix 2 & %5 7 712 —F
. 1. Markov transition matrix & i
. 2. Markov transition matrix & & %5347

. 3. Markov transition matrix O EFf & &FT
e

B W W Ww W N NN DN

¥ 70X VY= F=FERCLIGRIRHEOEENEICHE LTI, Wask
K GRS LOBRIVELODEREAL, TR LTRHBLEY, Y
ROZ LRSS, REIIBT2H0) IRERYIEEFEALELDTH S,
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1. PORARER & 13

ULEEIREE (convergence hypothesis) & 13 Solow (1956) DEEET IV 5HE
PNTARHT, 1 AL72 0B O IRV EROBRERITHT IS
et E < 2 510> THREFRIMET LT, £V RBiTH L, £hT
i, DTG OE L & o 72 Solow DREE TNV OWTHEICHET 2
N

Solow (1956) DREEF N & FAEMK FBEICH L CINE—%, RU%
HEEEROBRFREENBER L IGE), R0t EREBERLRIUT
D3 DORM WS, |
Y=F(K L) Y:%%E (=Fi8) K:&&AFvZ L:$mAD (1.1
Y=C+I C:{H& I:&%& (1.2)
E=I-0K & :Wififgzns 1.3)

D3 0oD0REFEE (5) —EOREDT, FE=HZELVIEFKICLY—
DIFELD, FHE—ADIVBEMNTELZSDOPUTORXTH S,
bW 5 Solow HEETFTIVOERKTH S,

b=sf(B)—(p+8)k  k:FBE—ABVEER v 2 (=K/L) (1.4)
PR JN=L )i

20 (1.4) ROTLE rCHS L UTORIBLN, EEOREAH =X 4
b6 bT,

—’;—m—(wrﬁ) }(1.5)

Rk
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1 Solow OFEETF N

| =

BRREEOEARRRER

BFTREOR AR R

p+o

s f(k)/k

k k

poor rich k* k
Z0 (1.5 RERTRLZOFHLTH S,

FE)/EDEZERDBRAEENBRORED T TIE, rOBMELICHA
WAL TWL 720, of (B)/RHFIZIN 1 TRENTVWBEEHIICETIY O
MEL b M, FEADBEMNEL BMENROGET (p+0) FrOfELE
B —ETHALLOICKERE RS,

CZOf(R)/ED (p+6) LD DREVEBAIE /EREDHEERY, FA
EREEATHLZEER B, Z2LTIE, E/k=0 &7 5 steady state DEA
TR (%) [CEET 5,

COEFABLBRENSA YT I —Y 3 ik, BERFBRBOE BB
(11T by TRENTWVE) TREFRDEERIIE , MHERFEHREK
DBV (F1 TiX ki TRENLTWVD) TRERDEEFRIIMEL 25,
EVIBDTH 5B,

— NSz DR  OMINBERAZDT, EDEIMENEE) ZLid— AN
DEITEPENC LE2EKRL, SEE - & LEEE VD SETEZ NS EERE
REHRT B, FRICEOEFBVE WD ZEIE, SEERELE®RT S,

EOEMRDTEICNET 2 LTS 2 L3, oS TOLE»E LT,
ZEED GHEED RCUTTEAFHRBIE TR LR, FEE—-ALZVH
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BOLELCRBLE) TLEBRL TV D, BUpiiug, L0 <5 RMAS
HHDPERBORLA DD SO0, BIFRTHEDREVERD LHFTIIFE
PR RD, BEOHEBOGVWRBELFALHBLZEHATILILEE I LER
b, DEDFRNSH L —BOKEIIPIL T (converge) EEIDTH

5o COEZPIHRRHEL LT, MELHEOHRLENTE,

19804E X DH I % o T [FiHKEEF (New Growth Theory) | LIEIEh 3
BRERECHETA2MEOBEIND o 72 T ORFFRI BRI TR 2 B ER
E4FHT 2 [NENKEMRS (Endogenous Growth Theory) | tﬂ?‘(fﬂ% £

FNEBESEATH o728, BRENC & IZEHFMICE R TICRIRS] o
FEDERTH > 72,

2D FSHBRERORBED, [PORARFITHNITE EEOFE ISEEREIC

BOOLBETRDIC—HIZF I o TRV, THIEFLREN?] v B,
SCELbDTH o270, HEEOFRMZEED (b5 Vidg EEH—H
WKHRETE2V) BEEEZERTAEFUVIBEBEENTIToDTH 5,
LaLads, Bl T5E5C79R - h Y M — « F—F 2o 2EESH
TR S PNERGIE RSN TB Y, [EEMIITDORIRHE IS &
NTVBId 2 b o, BRIICIIFERIREZHAT 2 €7 VEBESTH
NTn5E| LI RBELZEAZPEL T,

AT, PORIRFICEET 2 EIMFEORR 2 EHET 52 & T, IRKH %
BARET L, S%ONRIREICEET 5 EIAEMAEDHEHEICOWTERETHI L &
L7zv, WHRIRBICZ D X912 2 2b 2 BHE, WHRIRHAKRIET L2 LT,
VO—FREFVOHLERA N = AL GEEROBRFUEENRER, B
BMLTIE—E) PHEOREANZALEZELTVADNEIPRIETE S H
5ThH5bo BMEANZAXLDKRIEY, REOBRLEIHEL O AHETHL
LIBALITH S, BIZIPORREESZ S 5T, ERRH, s omEEes
BOROLEMIIEN S FHEMNIURGHASHR S UNL, FisEEE £ T
ZRPBFET & 5, WHREHFE L BEE SN, HENELEDEB S, LG
BEBROLEEIERL TL 5,
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ZDE) RERICETSE, REDBIURRHEDOEEMEDORLRD 220077
O—F L ZOGWERELBEL TV, 2§ TdBarro[@ERICL 57 S0 —
FOME L ZOEIFBREFEHEL, 35 Tid Markov transition matrix % -
277U —FOMEL TOEFERLERT L, FLTRBICCOEREHEE
Z, WHRRHOBIRET 21TV, SROEENROFEEEZERT LI LE L
WV,

2. Barro @JRxICL A7 0 —F

INHARBE % MREE 3 % EEFRFFE & LT, Harvard X% ® Robert Barro #i%
WL BHEFELTH D, HDE%H o 7= Barro [B/&3, (Barro regression)
EFHEN B HEETIC & B EFERFELDS, KBS B X MO EEIC X - THE L
HRENTWS (eg, Barro and Sala-i-Martin 1992, Barro and Sala-i-Martin
1995), ST TCREFRICFDT L —2L4 « T—7IZD0VTHRRA %, HEET7 S0
—FICLAMEHEREEEL, BICTTU—FORE - iz MElv %,

2.1. Barro @R &1

Barro 8 & CMEDILFEIRFFEEE OEFEMFIZB W TIZ, PORICEL T2 208k
ENAVLN TS, £ 51d o -convergence & B ~convergence <H2V, H
L, FEBRITIZ B -convergence DHFEFEDIRFEICHERDELASF BN TV 5, Bar-
ro BRI & 1, T D B-convergence DEFE LRI T ARRRNOZ L TH 5B,
LUF, o -convergence & f -convergence D% L 2455 Barro BIERICD
WTIRRT AT,

o -convergence Do L i, UTD (2.1) XRTRKDODOLNI-—AB-YHEBED
ERBEEHOSGHDZ ETHY, o-convergence VEET AL LIE, TD oD
HEER EHICHA L T Z L 2 EBKRT S (v IR F O tBRICBIE—A

1) T DREE Sala-i-Martin (1990) 12X > THID THW SN,
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HIOVFBTHB, i=1, ., No nldF 7 IVE, widlog(yi) OF ¥ 7
EHTH5B), '

N
o?=(1/n) 3 [log (yi+) — pt]? 2.1
i=1 .

—7, pB-convergence ® B LiX, DTF? (2.2) i L H#EEHL 72 log (30
DRBBDZETHD, ZORME>0DEMEHI-TH, KERIWYPHFE
ke LT B L b b, BIB, B-convergence BHAET B LiX, Bifs
DEVEFIE CRERAE LB L RBRT 2 (8 EEEREICEN S I
HAE=F, to 3R, TRNRETZHMHEORS, ui 3EREH).

Jﬂ%{luzi
T Vit

Lo L, EBRICRIOHRRE 70X - v b)) — - F—F 2 HCTHET
L, B> 0 OHEHGICHERERIIESNZWY,, ZIT, Barro bid4H
ﬁ’ﬂiﬁ (conditional convergence) L WHEZFEHEATSL, X (2.2) R
2, FEIFTEKEE DA DS R MV (Wi r) EINZ CHEETS 5 4T,
PFD (2.3) RAWRRELS (0 RAAEBHOBESY L),

1—e-#T

7 “log (94 10) F it T 2.2)

= q—

Vi, to+T
J’i, 2}

1
— log

T <log(yin) +* Witd + wito+ T

" (2.3)

1—e¢ £T
=a— | —F—

ZONETHE LCHFIIBACOANEER L v 7 0, TR, 5
EABL— FOTTy rv—F v b - FUIT AOM, BRMEEEL R
B EVADL, 2D (2.3) ROHEFTRIZL - T MBOSLENE LIS, 7
BORNEEIE ORERIH LTS TR KEARET 2 2 £45T
X, COTEMIELOERT S LI A, b LIS ORENI O

2) Barro and Sala-l-Martin (1995) p.4200 Figure 12.2 #SBE /L,
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3 BIZEAMERR by 7 OKERLFEHHERLE) PREL L) 2EHET
T, FIROBERVEBEOREERIIE, AP LETAIIL22-T, BE
RIIEL DL IbDTH 5B,
ZDERMBAIERIH & XRIT 572018, MM ELITIE] L8994
B E ANZ VIR % [#HXHDOR (absolute convergence) | fREHE & I8, W
bW 5 Barro HURR & 1X, 2 (2.2) AB LV (2.3) XEIET,

2. 2. Barro ME=IC X 2 ks R
1) 7R -A¥ Y= F=FICLBHH

Barro HIRR 2 o 72 INRRFEDKEIIE, JUR ALV~ F—F %
Fo/2dbDLWIBT— 5 2 Fo7dbDWHE, JORA B V)= FT—F%
fFo-Eld, FERBEOREUIRKEVERDNARE, KEELELED
PR ENT T 5O L v oR, LEIMICOVWTEERESZH T Z
EWRTEBLLEVIBERTREEETHS, TR, FFruR-H 1Y
— e TP RERALAETEHEICONTERT LI L E LV,

Barro MRR A MEoTI/HR - h ¥ M) — » F—=FI2 LY FHFPR;HFE
T B ED) PRFEL 72 EIEMFEIL, BELERINTVDE, ZOKROE I
SR HEREN, LADWHDAE - FOER2%HHBETHSE, L5
b DTH o7 (eg, Barro 1991, DeLong and Summers 1991, Mankiw, Romer,
and Weil 1992, and Barro and Sala-i-Martin 1992) ,

L& L7adss, HifiZ% o T Caselli, Esquivel, and Lefort (1996) 12k ) E
T OBKEHORMEED SR, JOR AV M) — - F—F 2 HWIUE
RHWCET 2 EERROBEFTONI, PO/ AL - F—F —12k D
GMM (General Method of Moment) DFik%E H\VT, HETHYITEY IR
REBRE L7, ZOKR, REHICRZObQEBUTHERIN b OO0, UK
AE— FIZEFI% L V) BVEFICE 2TV,

ZZ T, Caselli HIC& o TSN E N T TOEFEMFOMETHOME
FIZDOWTHRICE L O, BEINAEEFRIIOVWTEETLI LT
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%, Caselli & DO3g#EIX, 15 LBIDEIIIEIE, (Dcountry specific effect DR
B, QHBEROAEMORE, L5 2 00MBEERI TVALDICZOH
EM#E B4 inconsistent TH B, LV HdDTH 5B,

FnTlt (2.3) REHREILL, country-specific effect (7:;) & period speci-
fic constant (&:) Z##FEA L7 (2.4) FIZ X D, country specific effect DFJE
RERTLHILET D,

log yito+T—log yito=Alog yi e+ Wit + i + &+ eit (2.4)

(2.3) REZOR- AP = F=F TN LEF—5T (DF
cross-section T) HEFHT B &, country specific effect 33 X U time specific effect
DEBENERINEZV, LL, ERICE, B4O0ETEEDOHRES 72
D, DLRHEFEOY a v s PHFET S LEINL, (2.4) ROBERROKEH
BYITHAHZLIIHBETH 5,

Z @ country specific effect 2SFFFET % & T UL, cross-section regression A%
FEEITHHI LI (2.6) KERNWTbH,B (2.55132.4RK% X, yi: &2fE
S TEERZ 2D D), HEHERD consistent TH 5720121, HHEHKEL
7% uncorrelated TZIF L% 5% W2%, ZHIEHS 2412 correlated (country
specific effect A>TV B 720, E(1%) =07255) £->TLE I,

Vi1 =Ayit— ot Wir—cg i+t e 2.5)

where 1=1+ pand yi¢= log yi

El{7iyi—c] =E[7:( A pit—2c +Wit—208 + i+ fe— e+ ie-<)] F0
(2.6)

HARBONAEERER, NERE (W) KARLR TV RHRERE LI
MERLFABICHRESLEZ NG /20, ZONAEROMELBRLRVHEST
R DRI inconsistent L o> TLE I,
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Caselli, Esquivel, and Lefort (1996) X, ZD k2 oNMES* %R T2
7201297 ElD19654E 0 H19854ED T — § & 5ET L ITHF, /RN - F— ¥
1285 GMM #FTEER L, EOMRICEAE— Ni310% &\ ) #EHEREE
72

A~ F10% i3, ERBEVZDITEDOLLDKETH S steady-state 12
DR YECHITICNAZ L EERL, SEMO 1AL D FBEEIN AL
BIZIETAEERRA My 208) 2L o THE 5 steady-state level DEWVIZ &
BLDTHHILERLTVE, Bz, TOERIIVWLLFE-TVT
HEFBEFEISENEIT CEAMREIIFRLE LW L ZEKRL TS, L
72555 T, BFEOBVEERIL steady-state TRETAEH (Wi:) DT 7 b
KEoTLlddbdInrnin)z s,

()T — ¥ 12 X A5

2URH Y M) — « F—F &F 572 Barro BIFNIC £ A PRI OME &
mH, 1EROHIRT -5 o PR ORE S ITON TV D, HIRT—
FER o TNHRRHEERET S A v M, HRICRAEROE N IV T
INEFEHZBRETELE VW ETHL, ZOEZEMNTS LS I Sala-i-Mar-
tin (1996) DOEFEMHRTILKE, BAR, I—T v UIBVT, #BRT—- 71
L0 THEXE, PORASHER SR TS, EL, 1ENOBBHBT—5ids 0
A HY )= TS IR THABBEEBRIZI SHBPREVET) T
Ny PAFET S,

F7z, JUR Ay M) — - PSS E2EoEHEREHIRT— 5 2 o7
FIEREZES LALED LT, 1EBBOBRREA T =X LIV THMIC
BET AL TEL, BREELZEE L2V 1EORETH L2 H, #l
W7 — 712 X D MPURIRS A S R, 1 EoRBEEEICBWTHIE
REHREHEND T TH S,

Sala-i-Martin (1996) 1319504F%* & 19904E% D HH 7 — ¥ % b & |2 non-linear
least squares \Z X AHEEHIC L 0, KE, BE, #4545, g—uv¥ (&hLE
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ERENH)] BV, MRS L, [WRAE-F (B) O#sHEIR 2 %
HRTHLLEIBRERL VD, ZORFRICLY, HiE ek T—2 1
£0, WEBEEEICREE BN EHPFEL TS EE ) WRPE S -]
LEELTWAS (Sala-i-Martin 1996, p.1326) ,

2.3. Barro BlUERIC & B 7 T u—FDOERT & EFT

Barro MR &L o TIERH A RITET A7 S0 —FI12DWTid, Quah
(19932) PZOME LRI L TnbE, T T, ToHRMazEEL /2,
Barro BURR OB L BONL HIIOWTEET LI L L L2V,

Quah  (19932) DI_IHEDORA ~ bk, Barro BRIV ERLERE L0 T
72D PEURERPERODHADDOTH Y, AL L BREROIGEHINT
HEMZODTRITNRER SR\ (p426) EVWHIIDTHD, ZOFREDE
Wy, WEIHROZET TCRELRE Vs v I BE LAy —X 3£ TAHRN
X, HATH B, 20, EFHHEIIBWTY 3y 7 U & UBRTREERIK
ELEMET L, HEHIRMESROTHRERIE®RE 2321, BHREEL
BOWEHRERL TG EENE L2 ZAT, BRIIEEWKRE LS,

ERREI1962-734E £ 1974-854E D 2 BAF T DWW T, 118 # E ® log of per
capita income % time trend TEIE L2 REOEOMBEZ#EE L2 FOKRE
78% DEDVBHB P > THEHYRERLZET S TCVWE I LRENL, 0F
D, BREZRDO M Y FIIELEH o L EMICEERIRE R L, EIZ,
1£1321962-734F & 1974-854E M 2 BRI D WTC, log income DIZEEE(R ZE DRI
LI, ZOKE, 72% OETHEOEBNFRE { 2o TWDZ LAHB L
T3, Eit2 o051, Barro HFERIC L ZHEHHEROBRIEICOWTE
MEHFTHPIT T 5,

Z DRI Caselli, et al. (1997) HOFHICBVTS, MRS NEVEERT
Hbo WHHIFISFE LY 5 FETLIIRY) o728V - F—F 2B L, GMM

3) KENCRI L TiZ1880F & 1), HAARICEIL CTIZ19304E L b,
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FIEC Lo THRE R FT o 720°, THI6SEN S 5EZ L RDD, ZOLRMEE
CHBLRTRE RS RV, TOMBEEERT 203, BN REEICEV TS
BEFRD LN LWL D) BRIEEILE L 5,

—75, Barro BRROER & L TEEHEMIEESRORET, SEEHICHE
& REHEARTHITEL AN DS, TOZLICEY, RERCHELS 2
B EEDNLEROEH LATERICR2—FT, ZR50EEY R 0H
Pk L EROME (D F D ICRER) KOV TRIET 2 Z L2 TEEE &
5o BIZIE, Caselli, et al. (1997) 5 DG TN AELKE LT, REHBTO
TR, Tk, REE, BOFXBE, RHEME LOERIHENICAE
BETHhole LELIOEHRO—FT, INOAEERDI LEHES DA
B LZVIRY, REA NS X LM L L BBV LSS MEND
BHo 2F N, INRAE— FAE L, % DFEIFD steady-state DAL 1TV 5 &
T, RECEBEShARBERELHIT 5701013, HEEROY T M %
BEHLZTNEES VAL THE, ANERR b v 2 28 THISHEKE
RERTBEELRTY, ANWERDERA I = X A% FHTELRTNE, K
EANZ AL RBH LA LR LRV,

3. Markov transition matrix {2 & A7 70 —F

3. 1. Markov transition matrix & i

R D & B Y Quah i Barro BUFRORMBES I L 2%, FHB0OSH DL
1b% & Y IEMEICIR 2 5 FiE & L T Markov transition matrix # o727 71—
FH3ERB L7, BLF, Markov transition matrix o727 70— F % ##IC
BhTsrzLey s,

Markov transition matrix - 747 7O —F I TOEB Y DEZ 1THD
{o FiiZ time ¢ &i:BH% cross countries & % V2 & cross regions DFFRSA T
Hb, D F: D law of motion ZLLTFD X I biE%T%o
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Fi1i=M-F (3.1

(3.1) Ko iteration IZ &k 5T, S—= ot FTIRMLZIBIMIREIN
%o

Fiv1= Ms - Fy

oK, NREZ1I2DRICETORFOMBIEI L0 Frv s TEIRT
5.

EROSHL, LT D X9 % transition matrix > TirbhLs, <MY v
7 ADEF (am T4 state j 12V ZEFARYT state k TR LHEE LT
To % state IFTFKEDORE L KT, grid I state DR EZEIRL, &
D > FIVIZE L uniform distribution BT 5 L ICRO S ND, FIZIL,
£ E D per capita income % HFREERDFHHEBZIZH L THIMLL72d DT,
3X 3D M) vy ATHNE, grid iF0.5LLF, 0.52251.5, 1.5 L%
nNENL 2 RN H 5,

an diz @13
M= jan a2 az
a3 a4z 433

TOMEDELIZM(S— o) &RDIAFRA ergodic distribution & 7 1,

BB mOLEEH 0T,

3. 2. Markov transition matrix {2 & 55T
WMZBRHY M= F=FIZLBHHT

Markov transition matrix %o 725#TIZBE L TH, IJUR TV F1)—-
F—F Efoizbnl, WRT Y2 Ho b DORIHH, TNTiEs 0
R BRI s T 2o G OBRICOVWTERBIIEATHIEEL
72wy,
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Quah (1993a) (X EEE7 710 —F T1184 ED19624 2 519854 F THOLH
DS % R FIHFE CHIxHME LAz 7 — 12 & 1) state 25212401} 72 Markov
transition matrix Z V>, ergodic distribution 3K D72, ZDOHEER, B L
i85 i 13 R O state DERPME L, WHIBL ZoTWAS I PRSI
7oo MRS ORERICHY, BROBBSAIZELNIC2EIL (twin peaks) L
TETVah LT 2OTH o7z,

(2)HIRT — 7\ & BT

KICHIRT — F o BT OWTHANTAHI L ET 5, Quah (1996)
E7 2N D OMDIANLG - WFTEES Y 7V LT, HEFTROSHITED &
) BEALEZBT T PEGH L7z, RIIMDO—AD7: YFiELr &k FElD—
AH7YFBTHFEL, = MY v 7 XD state 5212551}, 19484EH 5
19894F ¥ T transition matrix % b & I ergodic distribution 23K 72, F DL
BIZ—FT O state 7 S NEIZEEAS, 0.19, 0.22, 0.23, 0.20, 0.16LEF®D
state DEBIFI—BFEBEVDDL L o7, Quah iZZDOFHZE D LT 2 DN
AR IR L T B LRI T 5,

KEDNCTHIBT — & o723l LTI, EHOMAR) BARICHT
Kawagoe (1999) & Braun and Kubota (1998) #%# %, Kawagoe (1999) i3
195545 7 & 1991 4F D ATHREAFE D — N> 72 ) B RAREE (gross prefectual
production) % AADFH—ANbH7z ) REETHIMLL, < ) v 27 2% 52
D state 129°1F, ergodic distribution 3K D72, FDOEIZ—FT O state 2° 5
R BEBa®, 0.15, 0.19, 0.20, 0.23, 0.22& % o7z, Kawagoe (1999) X
D5Ai A uniform distribution TH B & L, HARDHIFEFIIWNE L TWizw
LAERATT TR Y,

—7, Braun and Kubota (1998) 1319554 7 & 19944E DA6HRERFIE (B %
R DREFBERFEOERRAF/BTHEMELL, = b)Y v 72X % 8D state
\241F, ergodic distribution Z 3R 7z, ZDFERII—FT D state 2 SEIZE
¥ A5, 0.00402, 0.01195, 0.05236, 0.1299, 0.2999, 0.3506, 0.1026,
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0.04863 & %2 o 72 L5 3 DB O state 750.3506 L —FEHIE L, 0
state @ midpoint 130.6728¢ o TWb, TDOZ LITEHMNIC, EROKFE R
1 L& &IT, 2067% % lMEL T 5 state 125 DR RFTEIELIHYIC
BEDLELZILE2ERT S, HORBIOERED LIS, HATR, EEEZF0
fi& V> 2 DD convergence club HFET %, L TIF T3,

3. 3. Markov transition matrix {2 £ 2537 DEFT & EAT

FNTIiX, Z® Markov transition matrix 12 & 553 O ERT & EEricoWT
EXTHRIZV, T, EFRCOVTTH S, I Tit(matrix DEEHED
FIRE, (2grid BOBEMOME, QBMHEMLEREOREMOME, 4Ar
BEAOERILL SRV, £ W) 4DDHIZDOWTHEBL -,

5 11C matrix OEEMOMBETH 545, 1l Barro BRRICB T 2 HE
ROEHEOMBE LR LERD V2 FHD, Markov transition matrix Ao 7z
ST, F—% - ¥ WX Y 5HxF LB @ Markov transition matrix %
K&, FN% iterate 5 Z & T ergodic distribution Z3RD 5 b I1F71285, T D
matrix PTG RPBEMICBVTEEHN LR OTHINL, 2 roBoh
7z ergodic distribution 3 BEBRDBH B b D LD ) D%, ST B I iEE
AL D o 72354E, K& 57z ergodic distribution bi%lﬁk%%f: TV ot
% 5o BIZITRTH & AT matrix DEROMEAIKREKELTVWRIE, x5
AR &l & RO 7 matrix F1E o 2 SR IIEIRE & 2 20,

RIZ, grid BMOBBMEOME L IR EEEORELD 2 DOBET
H2D, TNEOVTHEARCOWCTHLT 7 —F THM kA7 2 DO
FENFRLDBEREN LA L 2HICEY, EELTHIVY, Kawagoe (1999)
FEETHHEEZEOFEHEMLOREEME L, state & 5 DIXHF 72, —

4) X W IEFEIZIX, Kawagoe (1999) EEERFIDOF A b A L BHARD HIFETE LI
HLTow R Tw 5,

5) Kawagoe (1999) TiX, #:EHiR % 1955-19754F & 1975-19914E D 2 D a0,
ergodic distribution ZKD TV 5%, FOHFHAHBIREZERL 70D B> T3,
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%, Braun and Kubota (1998) (HIOFTE% %ML L, state ¥ 8 DIZ5)
TWwa,

state 17 5 grid 12, & THOH » 7P uniform distribution ZHET 3 X
kOB TBY, —FT D state DFIE, —F LD state ® LRI un-
bounded & 2> T\W5, LA L%AS, grid BHOBREIFHEOLEMICER
LNTHBY, BEWLEEELF LV, Lo T, RO X HIZ 1 D0
DOFBPEY - TH VK, YRR LIBHEMHMEOREREL L, state DEHA
ZIFRIE, HREFVL GBI > THBIE L b, RCFHBOBEVHIEO
cluster LR U state KB L, RROBEUISHEENTLE)I Z &R b, £
7z, state O ELELTNIEIT M) v 2 AOBEEIRTHEOMEIZE/LL, [
LY v 7NV ThEMEE % ergodic distribution DR - TL B Z & id+4%
ZZbNb, BIZ, FIBEEMGLEZFHRE TR, —FRROEVHR L
F1iZ, Braun and Kubota (1998) @ X 5 IZHED DAFRMD BRI OMR L &2
5o

BBCHTEEILORERI LML 2\, LE ) HTHADS, Markov transition
matrix (2 X 25, H I THEENLZBEAZZRAL, TOHLIRHAGIC
Bl R bITRRIICEDL ) ZRENPEL LD, VI HEEHLIPIZTEZ L
AR TBY, BEQLIAZOT /U —F XX o THBELSED L
IBRAAZARMIE o TELLEPEV) HESTT S ETITZEo TR,
Bl Z4E, KEOHIFFTFHUNR L 7= D 3PS BImBERIC X 2525 b ah T,
BEEZDLDODIMFDoZHLMWERREXA N AL E2ER BIZIZBROEE %
BT 5 e BHRETRIE R LR\,

ft s, Markov transition matrix DAL, o -convergence % B -convergence
R, FIBSAOERILZ LD ERICIRADZ I EPHRLIATH S, o
-convergence CHIBDODEASIEA L/AzZ & 75“*'“3)3 LT, o - convergence 7
SIEENTBEEIEEOILKICHS 0, REFBEBOIEKICLZDONE
b bk, £72, B-convergence BHFEL T, EROHHEIMICEILH
BV EW) TTEEMEASTERET 59, =0 X 9 25X Markov transition matrix
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PERT AR EETE S,

4. LD

PHRARICE L TREFEEIEMEORR =T L0 L, UTOR1INDEB) &
kb

#£1: 22007 70—FICLBICRIEHICET 5 EIEHER _
JOR A= F | HIET—F 2o 0

— ¥ B fE o 72T ,
Barro BIRRICL 27 7 | - RUAICRAIEET 2 | - kE, BHA, I—0v5T
a—7F IR A E— Fid10% XRS5

(Caselli, et al. 1997) CINEA Y — NI32%H01%

. (Sala-i-Martin 1996)
Markov transition matrix | + 2HB{LLTW5 (twin | - RKETRRIEIHEET S
L7 Ia—F peaks) (Quah 1996)

(Quah 1993) s BARTIHIURIZFEE LW
(Kawagoe 1999, Braun and
Kubota 1998)

IBAHY M= F—F EHo 2EIMIE T, Barro HIRRZ M o7
77— FIE ) EHHPCRPHEEL TV D LR T 525, Markov
transition matrix %ff o 72 5T IC L ITPRIZFEE T, FifgoRm ITRHMIC
X2 20 state |2 21 LT 5 (twin peaks), L DHEHELE Lo TWVWb, TD 2D
DRI -RFBELTWD L) %, #9 TE% L, Barro EFERICBIT 541
HEBOBNIC L YPORDITE D (D 2 DOFBAREIG PN TVE I L %
BRL, FELZV, 2% ) EREAEOHEKER, RENICEELZEL L
BLVEL SN, TRENERE BIREIARWERR Ly 7%, BERLR
L) OECICESOIDTHD, ZTOBETHAELEYH CEES O TFHROK

6) ZOMER, BFOEE2ZORBOERETRRT L, XEDOFEOREN~
LA FRZEDBH, ESEROFEOFHIIITAIE o7, v [Galton's
Fallacy] *FURIETH 5, L <13 Quah (1993b) #BHWS N7 L,
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WIREDIE ) PEEEIE (PUR) EWIBERIEL TS, LEIERIC
BIRTE D, _

LA L%AS, BidoLBY, 70R -H V) —  F—F DKL YRD
'Bnt%ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁﬁ%%,%E%ﬁ@v7bﬁW$%K%%ﬁo#
BWRY, BEREA N XL +H5ICHEBATELLRERXT, ZOEKT
Caselli, et al. (1997) DERIVBEEMLZ LD TH B LIIFTVI 72V, REFE
D2BIEPBELTEZDD, FEHIFPERTHLZVDOTH S,

f 5, #IRT—F R F oS TIRFET SR TV 5, Barro B/
FEoz7 7u—FTi, kKE, HEA, I—0v 8 IonTHESIGRAEET
5 ERRMT TV ADIIHT LT, Markov transition matrix %o 72 45#712 &
T, HACBELIGIZEEL 2\, LOfRKRELZoTWA, BIRDLBY,
Sala-i-Martin (1996) 12 & A #uIf 7 — ¥ % o 729k 2L, panel data % 1F
ALZGMM IZ#5 5 DTIERWOT, 4% GMM 2o THRIETRE DD
LEbhb, 7, LERSNEFBBEBROBR L +FICER LG &
BTz, B, HEOL I AMINT — ¥ % o 72 CRIRFMRE O3 R E X
TUBEONZZDDTHY, #IHF—5 2 b L ICIFRFEICE L TR BT
Y IVEDT TR GELEEZRE LADDIIFREEY), Lido
T, W7 — ¥ 2 AV IGRRHREICE LTI, $XEMEOER» 5Tk
wEERIIToNBT,

BEMICE QR - A ) — - FPF I YVRIESNIZEEA D =X L
L, WIS F—F ICL VRSN REA D X LOBICTFBEWHFEELZVI L
BROONZ, ZOEKT, HEODEEINT5THS LEZ SN HT—
Y BV L EET L LS BROBEERELER L), HEHBAR
WEOHRBEZHMIILET LI LT, 1EBLBOREAI X LNDEER
implication S HNB LEZ LA,

KREOKERIL, BEREAIZALIZOVT, BALVWLERLIZITBON

7)%%(%%)fu,ﬂﬁ%ﬁ$%ﬁu%EOMﬁuumkb,@ﬁfﬁ$?éa
SO UFROERE L LATREZ7VTOF—ZIZLYRLTWVE,
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EFNAREST LABLETURY, L) IEThb, IHESHTS+45
EHMIRIE SN/ L IEF V2L, L72d 2T, Solow EFNVORIEIZDON
TEZ, FERERIIHTURVOTH LY,

(BEXH)

- R B (2000), [HEER(LEMIRT VT ORE, H1E: T V7 OREHK
B2 RA8EE] [BEMT] #1605, BRELCET BEHEEH,

- ARE Bk (2000), [HEEEIMLEZMEI /T V7T ORE, %38 BERROEL
e — TIHRRHDKRIE & ZWMAEF VO EIFHEOLER], BESFT] %
160%, BEHEBET EHEFLH.

BB R (20000, THEEZILEMES KT V7 O, %48 BERE L 200
s b, B #1605, BBEAET BHEHEN.
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