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272 AMER ol e BR 4T
@E 2] 72 $(1971-1995) *

¥ E H"

2 47 B3 grtax Buged g o33 =4 4¥R1, 9 y

2o} B9l i Etgd ARE EAstel= Aolrh. Aschauer(1985) 2] =&l 7|

2% FHH HH3 2¥o) 3] RrE A AN KA2N ] Ad Fe
A 71 E A8t WAL AHSEte RAWF Y Age =23y, 3o B
A8 (1970: 1-1995: V) & AHe-8te] H 93 A Y (MLE)o| 28} 2¥-& 331 A
ool A = HAE A

I AR ARAEY uzkavel g dAdE dehie 69 FFAE 0.32-
0.642 VEsith TheF =0.642HH F¥AE 199 E WBHLHE 0.64TAVE 7
£A7)H, AHEA N FE AR JoHE AL 25F2E 0.369HTHE FHA
1B2 ARAESF7HIRTG &S 5 Aok B3, 58] #A o3 YrlEs B
WY g2l A Jd e 2 S S8 vetel AR V14N F e Ao
2 Yehstt

I.M 2

BE yekso] AR HAE A Aok & S, 98 4H(1975-1992
d)el A4 AR AR GNP 1.32%¢ o121 ok BAsAEL YA H
Aol iy BAHL2A ol s, ASHA L AREIE XA} B
T oot AR A deHorE AArAHR 2 gAF5) 5o EAE
IATlE Rer @A Aok AFHA7 FAse 40P 19 BEE 3

* B @S 3AGY A7 2A G 3)(1996E 8€) oM RES =B FH - B
o, Y =B g Al & AT PAHALAADTL) 2 £ =E A o F
Al 54 g 9] =G AEA FAted .

*k AAd St FA B B

1) 1975-1992'd 5 AR A A7} 2 A 97 3ol h & E7)E HFAQ.

3]
RF

=
=

}

A
2
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Aol AHMNE o] 74A] =] Utk AP F Yo g A =W L gYIt=
% B A7 (Ricardian Equivalence Theorem) 2] A @9} W3] ds
o] itk

AEAQ AA=stuo o] w2d ‘AR T2 HHE-Z AN oA (substi-
tution of budget deficit for current taxation)’, & ZAZE71E 3 A&
Ae FAHFALE F/MZY S HFHA HF R Fo] HA F7}st
o2 HAAS A Z(desired national saving)o] 74 3%th = 7 Al (closed
economy) ] ZA$ AFHAE FAEFH F5-2E IXAT17] H8 dHojA
& A oA Fed FAE FHFAA TFHLE FaAEHH
< op71AZIt}, o]y 3 HolA Modigliani(1961) & ‘AF A A= Ao e ¥
o} o] A (intergenerational burden of public debt)’o]etn 7+F3 A} ol ¢}
FAHeE =2 2 Feldstein(1974) 2 A3 B AA| © (£ 3], pay-as-you-go social
security program)¢| i 2 &) F a7t F718HL, o|AHEo] AedT, &
3 BAAEZHo] 2AYS BPd AFE /R A (small open economy)
o] A% A= AR HAY AR AAEE o A&E WA 5 e vk,
Azt o] S7ts] o] o] sretatn 1o whal AR A A 2

a3y 27t AASAELE 29 tE dE A ok FFAZ0]
A A, FARYPoz v AT HAe v AeE F7H
719, Z718 v A g9 dA7A = A AL dXeter 183
ARG Y AAHS offd aAE Ze3tA XA Bt ole T4 &
BAEo HZE BASe o2 FAA S FAHe FYdttte 2HE ¥
et o8 g7lEx Buydgeln et & 7|99 AFFEA & Mod-
igliani-Miller theoremol A28t 7dolt} o] & gFlE2x EHA ol o
AME o]&H < =Ao] ALE B ol AFEAY AAE oy 7HA2 Y
ehta itk

B Ao 232 griax BHAY U o] =4S AHEY, F
2 yate] Ao dd e 4R g B3 e Rolt)h gtEre E¥A
Zo 3 AFENE nZ3 FF FollMe Bo] o|FoiA 1 AW, 8 Y
gl e ool g AFZEA o] A gl Aotk EF $7] Ul A

72 A g AZEAL 2R pFo] nAH 7] %(micro-foundation) 7} §lo]
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Ae)H oz dygso] 1 o]&F wjAo] HFH? ol g HE 1st £
=& A= Aschauer(1985) 9] =&l 7123t Feh3 X3 =ny& B3
%2 vetel B2 Z8(1970: 1-1995: V)& AHEste] dSEHE A3t
A gt

2 479 4L td 2o AnEdAME grtEr 84 d Y e
o] el 2 I AFEA AAEL ARy, Al-NME 458
A A% A HH3 2¥e 7YY ANEAME &5 ARE AHE
g AFEHE T grtEe Y dYdRE v AvEe 8
of & HES AAlgT.

I.217I12x gHde|o A48t =3
1. 2|7las gHAEe|el L8

B2t e VWA $T @A FA BE TWstel 43P Ao
2 A AT T AR A FAE 17] ol 4B ol A& 2N ALY
A&t YA FThm AR, o] B AR A e B 2o,

G + 7B, = T+ (B1 - Bz—x). (1)

714 G AFPRAZN, T AAZAFYS Yehdd o] o) 43
& A A (lump-sum tax)E vl dct 9 2 el F HA gL (1—1) 7]
L g 2ol T o) xR Folnl, e T A F& Fahe) WaE Jet
ATk EH AAFA A W 2719 FAF BAN A vjh el A
Zo] OF FAYTFANE AT RO 17]9) AL e go] Ui},
T

W, =58 — X

=1 (]-+'r(‘1) . (2)

2) A3 7(1990) o] ATl A& Feldstein(1982) 3 Kormendi(1983)9] 2382 )83l 43 ¥
e AYT dFe) A7 AR (1973-1987) & AT



52 BEEHRE A44F AT

w=ole) 2He FRAZAZ G7F YR o Bt AAsk v 4R AR
o) Aol thal Wzke] &7 AHnet wealth) & EWolehe AFdolTh 4 (1)&
A (@0 s 7 HesE 947 Hol @ AEe) 2AF A7}
= oz,

: : — - 1 & (_B
215 T E 1T [G‘HH’“)BHJ Z:( )
—v({_G _ _ By
=Z (1) BT (3)

714 H— ool A F3AE71zte 2 &3t 4 (3) & th3 2o}

zz : +BO—1}§E]0 1+rH»1 ] (4)

=
g
2
o
flo
o
BN
@)

No-Ponzi-Game condition) o] €]} 0.2
ARg=o] 71E A 5 o)AE 7] A MEL FA
FastA|nt 9l-g Wlow 7= P98 73 AL 5 v ovjojth &
A= 2AHske] diolmz Ukl 83 F A

A01A L7 ZA(TVC: transversality condition) ] 23} lin lﬁ—ﬂrﬂ_l — (0]

Ay B, gaa Ao A2 Gl 4 (2)E B 2ol yeha,

ro
ol
2
N
N
g
T
4o
M1
2
=

- |
t=1 (1+7r—1)

G,

W= B, 1+7»

=-x (5)

ARARAZ/L AT B UL A W2 e e A FHE 2
RebA Gk meha A 333he] A7) (timing of taxes) vt FAL AL 27ke)
A (net wealth)ol o}R& L 5137 2T Heb AMZE D
B9 REL oo ME PFAYHAAE WA AT B 2L WA A
FERS AV BN vz Q1skE Aol B uTe AR
oFRe Wt Yome $4 % olAgel A IFE vIAA 2ol Aok
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o] g 7t2x EHA g (Ricardian Equivalence Theorem)gtal 2 &

O FajEgo R HAE AFAste 2 AR AL dAHS] Ws)
o 43 75 71 & g o RAAAFA = Azt 23 #H 3 3 (inter-
temporal optimization) 2zl wet FF3t1, AFe EUE EA7MA= 2
AR FA & &3, AlF ] AE A (timing effect of taxes) &= F#g
Aol

o] #2 YFtEx Ew¥Ae = ‘A AR st Aol ¥ (Say’s law for
deficit)’o] Ag & oot F FR o (Yol wpe} Fajo] he 8.
7t A5 o2 2R, Ao Fr 8o ofFd §37) fldke Rolth w
2hA ARAFFLZA YoM AF(FAQA)F FAes L3 &7E 7R
olg| & Mol 714 AFFRAM e A Faeago] #H3 Modigliani-
Miller Theoremdl] Bl € < i},

72 A e 0 F 1A 9 =g 71282 Yot

A WA, FF s TFHCE FEANES nAser stz v FRAZ
o] EIE HAMA = 2AFUY A A9 wb=A] AR obyt &
o F A5 Az AR o AbA <k o] ZAEH, 2AFY] AT
A3 @AM FY Tae A vHaAFe F718 e 9

F A, ADAFAFAEL BALEM T A E7ME uet SlE o
A2 g FAMXE SRS o] Bl AT Bahe A
UAAFES F7HAE ol HHLu A2 Wslez) 44 "o wabd A
P AZAAY F7te ARAZY FAE xYsiy, wd UAELS Fos)
22 AEEAE L Bl

oj¢} Zo] ItEx EWA e Y A& Y3t} AL EFAFo] Bolmz
dAolag, AAE, AFEF S GA) WEstx] e

ol #& FFtEx EHAt dYsEw g & sHge] Has
o},

@ RIAAFA Eo] 34 8 7] 7H(infinite economic horizon)-& 742},

@ AEA o] ¢ st

@ A2 Ado] A o] ADAuES oF7|A 7R et

@ MFL Al s B9 =3 (non-distortionary) o] ojo} gttt = Al A

o},

HAZ

-
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54 BEEHE A4Y 4%

® AF-9 A A =7} ¥ £ (bubble) of opt},

® NNFAFA e FefHol,

@ ALY 22 AFFALE AL ThsAdol BRAR(RXNA 2 3
AH E8AY)E FMIIA et

2. 2|72 gHF2|0) e =%

of 2& Y7tx e B ol U o] wuele oz} X7} Ak, A
AR, DDAANFAY Fgo) FHaithe Aol GEpA AAo) Ae o
23g A TE A48T Dast Aok B HA, ARA B BeAsTHE A
Itk MBAAZA ) GAgol AR BAERY Fomz Wk A4t
AL uA 5 Aok A A, vl AT 25 BT o A, A
F& AL ohm, A5 gyolth B WA, v e Q]
7k s oAl WA, FALEo| ohin) Blvtes Bagedl B o)y
o 41 1A wheko] e} AW BhA,

ol

(1) fAY717t

AAA 9 A= A7t 9] f-34d o] # 34 & 7] 7H(finite horizon) & X 2}
gevtoltt, NAAAFA Y Fyo] f3tsohd, ANAAFAEL vYA
o AR RgsiA Heg dAMAF gihe Uty 4889 12 9n|
g, weka FAaE7LSE T AS0A0E 298 F vke FAe

a2y Barro(1974) 5 At 7+9] 0] A (intergenerational transfer)
of o Fe7|7hE AESe A9 xYsing A3 VAT A Y7
2 Fasivn Fgec) o) Al zrel AlFo]| W AL® ofy} 2
of gk Fof 2 &&, 3 Ao B3 HE F FUde Fer} Aok ade
B2 AR S0l =R EE BUsts AE A 3t 2AkFo) M 23
o}, o]ol] tjslA Tobin-Buiter(1980) & AHd7} ¢le ASole At 7+ 243 o]
Hol glon, AEe] e ARt oz & £H4TL A
BAA 5 i s NAurt F7HE S o whbgd a3y Ay
7 e 7P 9 vl ol X ¥te oA 13t uhute] AL WE 9
doh. =3 Feldstein(1988) & B2 ¥ 2 E0] 159 Ao A §48 F71A
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Zedl FERAoY, A AE ATl A 3 AAge| AL RRIL A e
A3 FEE Bl Ad FE¢HE AL oyt 2B 2 Al 1 xFolA
o] AR drh} BTt e A7 F o

Kotlikoff-Summers(1981)o &3t wj=(1974d) 2] 2 FAte] 81%
A=7F At 3F AAFolAel 2d Ao Jehyn) F 19743 24 nj=e] &

}"}7141(‘3]"53]‘424] 2R Al9) e 3% 8,400 2, LS
o3 FHE F& 7,330 2HEA = F2ER 9] 19%0]9, Ao 7+ =}
=o]Ho 9 = 3% 1,5109 @8 2A 81%= vehith dAo)ag3 ¢
TRARE ZA(F, r,—n)7} 1%°] 2 A% A} age gap factor) & 4543
o2 AR E W, A7 o) AFL 3% 1,5109 & 452 UiE 7009 2t ¥
ofob eh(hek 7, —m, =2%0°] 1 AHAA1=}7} 68 dc)ebH A7 o] WL
4609 g#jolt}).

3 FlA 197499 FARF(AHEE Agd £3) &= 2899 &8, F=me
Aol didt g} 53 YT 103 e} Agafate] 4= 609
gejolth wrEbA Al 3 Ahgol ™A A fatel 2FAIEHE ¥ &S 41%, HEts
55 ¥ "1‘311144 H) go] 23%0°]1Ath UM A 36% = AEEANA F2 A8

o} 7] o8 Uetwth wof r —n=2%0°]i AHAHAANAAE 682 3}

H Ao ]X* go] 4609 0| B2 f-4to] 63%, e 55T 2 AgAate] 35%

2 A9 do] "}, o]o tha) Modigliani(1988) = 3o Al Ako| b1 H] 35}
L, Kotlikoff(1988) = Modigliani7} A& ¥&owt X153l 5 A2 A LS
AT v A3t ot

Bernheim-Shleifer-Summers(1985)+ Ath 3t ApFol# el E717 #4235}
=512 7‘7‘&3}%3} & Ry o] o] oletF ¢ (altruism)o] 23 Ho] ojria}

0

F7AA, FAAS A2 F JAEE A B g dExF(strategic de-
vice) ol «lf& ZolH, ol A= A AFHart Aojx FE A (old
age)Ale 85718 FIANGL F43c aeu o] Bl gl
ot A 2+ AgolHol fad ¢ (credible threat)o] H&7F 24171 O
FH o] FRHA R ABmpolE ] AV AAH, Aol &
Rt g&o] o] Fojd Aolx wEtbA grl2x BHA e st ddsiA dch
o] o] BFH3nE HEY FES L

Blanchard(1985) + 7177 A 54
#Halg » e PASH AAAM] FEF & Udu A & dA A
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ol & el & 7= AEY FES petil 3HH, V1 7HA] A2 &L
polth pE AIFAHE & (rate of time preference)olzty & m tAlH o ‘H

A 588218 (effective discount rate) & (T%in)t 7} Hy, zgol st
gAge (L) ok Aok vwe) 3ok st gage Wbt gl
NN NNFAFATS FAgo] Fratd dAAe) AFgrE WAHHAF
Ao AAR(E)E FHAIA H22 27t 37k & vk 2 v
p=101% o myPor BAHY Ys2=Hest JPatA Gt Leid-
erman-Razin(1988)& o] =gtde] 25 & o] &g ZA# p=0.98622 4] 19
AAhee makd s AYEe HEth

X

(2) A& Z B

Bk AHEA ] R g Holof N A RINFAFAE] FHtE olAbE
of golstthd B A ] Tl A3 BAE JHARE 7HE 5 ATk dE
S0 AF Av FH7} SR R o|AE R AFS 2ddte W, IF B
€ Agol FEst] w2 ofakgS Fasol dka P sAL o] B¢ Rz
FR1&o] wobAle W, ARE 1 A A EAES AHGStnE AR 9
AlgztaE 15 Boll ot RIZAAFA L 4AFE S7HA 27t 571

m&ﬂ

4 At} Hayashi(1985) S wa® v]ate] A oF 20%71 -5 A oF
(liquidity constraints)ol ZW &t Qcha dic}, o] e
tA 3¢ (myopia) = 2 7tE2% B A¢S A3

Poterba-Summers(1986) ¢} Hubbard-Judd(1986) & 4B &}E0] Ath3 o
2 20 BAA AokE 7 e, Agig s SAETE vk AL 3t
Hete 1A 9§ A5& e avhA] AR grpa FAHE 1 [
Al An) A 8k 0.05 ol Basit}).

AEZAALFLE FEFNY AL 8A Evh. 1§ AR 3o F AR
2 &9 FAE BA8A 8t 1F By 9 R S 32 4o FA)
A F ARRH 2§ BRY Agold(F diis)E 7he
& o] 83t A EHFEE AoV WEolth
& T3t vheke] A9z 1F BRFE

r1r
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Nags 2& F 9\17] ol 2ejy ST APl BlagAol FL
2 dor® FRo Agu]go] 917te] LB &S wvk g}FAdo] Slch

(3) Ml F 2 250l 3 BEAA

Feldstein(1976) ¥ Buchanan-Wagner(1977) $<& Rz A A F 35 0] 7‘0}31
o Retafol & meAgel e EFHAP(EE, vHAT FHY o g)2
nRAEFE AR Adste o ol & EALS ALA dgz —;on}
goh o] B AAA Y aE Rty EAE S HY Feas
S7hetal FAFLE A3 o2& o] st "rh

g+ Chan(1983)2 vl AlZo] 4 AA (lump-sum tax)d o 7§l o s
BN (Aairde Ba54)0] EAlste v, 1 2 4l fES 3
& B @A o] EAeA Fe A¢E s 1 A dAMF
oz} ABAHAZ} FhetA = ANEGAH T 52 ]3H7P241‘?i‘5.°ﬂ g =
F44E 77 Eoh Wb BAFA S-S GurEel A (Hu g7
=7} F7bshAl e ) 1Sk Fe] BEdA el SR &) AM AN E
ol A Alggdafit dAAEFE oS S7HA71A 9t gebr ozt
&2 et He dA% @C’] ARNARJNY o] &3t dRtE A g 2 72% BW
HY &g #stes AnE gt 22yt Chan(1983), Barsky-Mankiw-
Zeldes(1986) = A &4 535114 L5AE 7HYsHA HHE A9 s s A&
1¢]

O_u mu

ir

FEEE UG & AUl VA L5) $IUT AN A AAE
& WD vR25AEE ot FAe P¥ot nne AR A¥ 2
£ AOR A7te] $HUYo] ghstel AA2uF 37HE F AUk,

e A o), Vs Beags 27 Pust 4P7INEY A
2 AFAA T m RBARY EAGTO ke 42 gol @ ARe] HEY
thx ST

wg, AT 250 BRAYe el APl FAFAE 1ol

A& EHE oF7|A 717k BASE 248 Bdso] ok d<d Chan
(1983)9) =¥ & Algrde] EdsAda E8ddol Ayd oz #dsof 3l
ot 3 ool Abel(1987)& FAvH A R A = 7b SAI 2B Fo] w2 7

¢
ABAFAES] IFAAZ A4S AEWEHA HERZ M3 Fou7t S48
& AA BT
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(4) AFR7he] A)2EE

AZol AAAZL ohet BEA A FABHoR 2
A A7 MalE 2dstel MFUAS ET 5 Ak wop AT x
S50 g3 Aol A8L REW LFASE vde) Sl of
g

Tl AT ng S A es nE oAU o] AL AL

& &3 S}Di A9 A& ?7%}" o] 2 of X% & Zagn 1 4
3 @A o]A-go] FAaT, ol AJ=dne] AEA ;
A#E st €3 5A0 BlER B Y-S FAT
A& HEo] LA (welfare loss) & 2 he AL oln) 2 A AR
olt}, wetA A H AL A AR E thFE EAE AFY HHAUNAZ (op-
timal time pattern of taxes) &} R A H t},

utgbA] Ao Mo HHHAAE A= HEHZA | E(theory of opti-
mal taxation)oll ¢J&} |2 7hsstct. F28 A& F9 svtes ¥ AEH 7
7t A7legdd vt At AP A Add S8 F3 ARt
AR AEHE S HaEsyle Rolth, mebM, ME&Hes 23 (tax-smoo-
thing model) & ¢AdZ2] 39 2R AEE vy, B o] EAste
A%-ol= Algol 2K 3 (random walk) A3 & w2 A €& ou| st}

=
© Mo
a%
i)
s
ox
2
e

[I

—V:L

) 2 011}11391 %710471(&1%%%1194 H54)

S7HE, n>r)dke B AE

= Tl AFE 733 A71F & Aon w2 ofd At A 52 F
#o] §1& 4 o F3Fsh Barro(1974) & ¥@3Ith &F A HE

(bubble)’o] 7}53tth= R o|th.

a8 Barro(1976) & 1 7% 2334 (over-accumulation of capi-
tal) o] EA7} LA 8 olgt M) 2+ RpFolHo] 1ejd FAE A &
Atk FA3g ) Carmichael(1982), Bernheim-Bagwell(1988) = ZAA7} %
HAE A S stoigts 24 Atz AR A AEH 7N 5 g atEe B
g7t Agdittal Fsth JAR7E FAH ES e JHRe] RIAABAFAE
=AY RGeS 2AA HEE Fad AL A 2 zRAgelde] 7t
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ofr

#7te}

rir

Aolt},

(6) Bddg

g2 BdAee A4S AAZ st oy AQXIES &
1&g /%Y a8y A7 E G (AEE A vapiE Ag) 2
g0 89 2 7tEe s B o] AR AR B3 == A 9l
A}

3.27t2x EHEe| e A Tt

olFol A el e7tEx Bl #3 =& AHEgt YUlEx
HAe o AR e ABAA Y AR AA 8% XS 2R} o]

s 2 o grlax Bugert 2 398 AAEe G2 Ael &
Aol @712Q1 RR AU/ T A7 BxYA1Ibel et gt

AA, AEHA AJMAARFAAAY D714 FaF5u7t Y2 Ee
A vEsn 08 238 SHALAAE 220 7o Poterba-Summers 9}
Hubbard-Judd®] @l MAE Alg74ol st 259 ghAlAan|Adde] 0.05
of Exstrigte 9| £x246 XFste AL AEdAE F8E F
Rt AE £0f 199199 B¢ 8 ek A A A oF 12 7639 doH,
3¢ 5% 850 ol thH(1991: of = a 2 oF 2 Aol 179 5%
© 1009 9olth). ol 1991 a8 W ZHEAH 113299 0.075% (A A 247
&) B 0.001% (a0 7] 8) o s geet.

F A, SAVAHE B de ARFH e #A7E Fasteh gk A
b Agolde] TbeAdH ool whe Blvtax BuAge e AydRrt Fas
t}. Auerbach-Kotlikoff(1986)oll ©J3l® 8|5 ©71 % g3 vlv]gpAt} vhd

T A9 e YA AR AH Lol ARFH nAe F - AN &
e e 2 Aoz Y,

Al A, Abel(1987) ol A2} o] Fafdtaiolut AbS| B GA =7} ghAl v
o] 2 UAAFASANARY FANEWE ob7|AIFIH A FF a7}
7t & vk B oyt 2 g AALE ATt A A U S R
3l webaA Becker-Barro(1985) oA & 4= 5 o] &Aitgox J3S

it

\)

mﬂﬂ

o] 3
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A aRo] A Aol IFHAQ FFE u A F A AHoloh

o] gl A A uie}t o] g7t x EWHAE Y A= AR F Y| of
A EHNE & FFE A # ot} FE, FAFA 2 A T YA
oz FFE vHI Ao £4HE, =Rlo] s BN NMAE o
A, @b Eitax EWAE ] B3 oA =4ES FAAERE
dFEAste &o] Wi ¢ F s
Mol 495 AvEd ?llc’]Zt“j}EC} e A 71t gtate) 4] o
T Ak w=e] A olAg 9 AR A AR e A
Fiol giEx 3%78‘31% A sHE Ao 2 YEgT ¢
, Plosser(1982) = 1954-1978'd 9] vl &71¥ A5 & AH&st 27
BREAAL o FA] 2 "t Y FAES Fo)A oS WAL
St Plosser(1987)+ 1954-19853 9] A58 & AI&3H & e 3 HE49
3 AAFE F3gS v XA EPTy Byl Evans(1987a) = 1931-
19799 9] A7 A5 & AMES Ao AR E o AA A A A} Fgol el B
5 9 AAFYEN dFE FA ZHSE WY ¥v oh 2} Evans(1987b)
T 1974-1985'd 9] Avich, T2 5, Y2, 47 2 5o i AL A8
£ AHEE 23 HEFAES AR AR b BEAdo] PSS W ol
Zo] o]z g AFEA ] A2REL APY A and] BHsto AJ=RT
et 3 71t ae] F4o]l oS Bl dSE Bo F3 ) 19
Hla] &wlo] mlX = BoE AFEAM Y A3t ¥ SAAE g2 g2
A e A o8 & AFSol YtEr BEHAYE AA st Aoz
13217 e=3

o

& o &

ﬂllo m'
o)

=l
Nl

ik

o,
oo
T
L

O
e

i)
ol
o o

M
id

o b
e g

o i oN Ho
“ in
2

. SEHH =Xz 282 HF

FE7I1E Y&t R BAFAY 2882 AV E ohE 3 2]
7B AHA S AEWFE vty As) L&A MEE AFRTT.

U =E, [ }E—lp— u(c‘,i,)] . (6)

3) £ HollA AHgse= T A HH 3t 282 Aschauer(1985) & F4 22 3tx Jrh
4) vl v B FRAE BHUA Fo| o) &EZ =¥ (stochastic model)o] AH&-H T},
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A7 pe AZAEEL VeI o= fE 2l (effective consump-
tion)® 2 A t}2-3} o] P},
C’,"=C¢+0'gz. (7)
A71N % g 47103 A A2 2 AFAAYRAESS o) uakd 7
DRAFA Y Faidle UAY oo AFAAYRAE g9 AP 2 (linear

combination) 2] FEjE FHaA Hr}l g AERSo] UtAEE HAA T =
A7N(F, dAA ) E Jehdly oS3 go] Hojd)

_ de,
dg -’

>
]
)

¥ ATNHE 0< <12 09 25k (H)ol, o= PRAZT AL
u] Aolol thAHo) EATHE AL olnsich TelL} whek g < golw PR
23} W72au7l BOAE 7HAE ofuj stk

olAgol r=r2x AR T2 A%, AN Ak 3t g
o,

yw+AQ+rw . —t,=c+w,. (9)

A7 yE REAE, v )AL, we MARFR(FRANE £, o=

28], L= AEE drdich gald 2] (9)9 HHL A5 9H, $He A
o

9 A&e A4z Gt I gloh 3 AR of kAl o4

tt+(bt—bt~1) 2g1+7’bz—1. (10)

5) 71X ¢l “{FELHE Bailey(1971) o] g el wiek 91704H] ol 2&“’"5«1 ul g3
(F, 8gool A AAH oz Lz E8FEN FTFE viA e 20FE v
6) THEEH S AH8-3 Karras(1994) 9] Aol A= B2 37k 44 0<0 98 2ol §)

&
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A7 be AEANAS vdepdY metA A (10) 9] IS R #11E,
e FARAZEH FA g o] AAFE UeRdTh JRA Y o AbA kA 2
5o AbA oF A& 2+ 2 w, 9} boll ti gk 1A} AP A 0| B R o] g M
3| (forward solution)& F3&tH A5 &9 &€ AA7IX 9 o] UX
e 2E don T AL dAdshd At akA) ¢k (consolidated budget
constraint) & V& & vk E&FF A (6)& AFclatAlFAo] s =)
A7) 23 22 2 dei8 A (Euler equation)& ¢ A ®t},

Eu'(ct) = (452 - wien. (1)
g4o] Wolg s 2 A" EEVFIL e ol 2343 (quadratic

form)& 7HXchar 7HA &)

*

u(en) = - L (12)

A7NA c*e FEAH Y Z& ¥ (bliss point) S 9wl stch o] A9 &
LA A2 v ol Yebdt

Ech,=a+ g (13)
ANN @ = (F5£) -7, 8 =52 o) Hal(gs) e g3 2wt

gle AelolA 9 24 (13)& 335t °§:r“\57P’§°ﬂ o) AnlAZ7E FA
£ 7M1 e YB3 (random walk with drift) 3 o2 Vel de R4t} o]
Al 2(13)& o] 83t FaLME NAEAEH FEAZ2 Baste] Ve
W o33 2o,

¢=a+ Bc.,+ B0g.. — 0g + u,. (14)

N

AN g= (-1 71 74K 2] {43 YR E ALt o5

Az @
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g4 7Aook B8 ARAE2 o go] #A ARAEH AA H
BAZHR . (i=1, 2, )& 2sle 2o g2 Yehdoa 713 &AL

& = Y+ G(L)gt\l + w(L)dz—l + U;. (15)

A71M e(L) 3 w(L)& A 2td 22t T34 (lag polynomial) o] ™ th2-3 2
o] yetdtt.

w(l) = )E w, L',
=1

T3 0AE e ABRFEY 1o &) 2 w3t 7 (orthogonality con-
dition) E(v, | [,)) =02 ©=38lx, AAEH oz =golr} waky 4 (159
o3} g,ol et & A E b g3 2o}

Et—lgz =g =Y + E(L)g:—x + W(L)dr—l. (16)

ol 4 (16)& 2] (14)°] Y std 23 2o}
a=0+ Bc,+ 7](L)gm + /l(L)d:—l + u,. (17)
Y e ARAZ e DN AAFAY Tl A o2 o) =& H 4H
ot} wekA A VYrid ) g rEE BEA e o gAY gd 2
e A (16) 3 4] (17) Atolol &A &= nat ¥4 2 A ek (cross-equation re-
striction) & @ o fol] &3 Huf, B m3 oA wapyA A A ke o

&3 2e maAote] W2 e,

0= a — 07,
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771 = 0 * (B_el)’
n=—0-&(=23 -, n),
H = _9 * W (]‘=1) 2) 35 " m)- (18)

A 2eASe AAY FRANEH FA FRAF AR A W ZFAH]
o 9FLE A& WAL Adsta Ut WA gl F gt gstes By
Aelgte 2871 (joint assumption)ol] st E}FA o= o m =z oko)
B4 of ol ofE3lA 9},

2 @AM E B A o] 53PS ) S n H932(FIML)
WS AMESHE T Al oFste] w4k (likelihood function) & L&, A <ko] ¢
© %€ L'# 3tar $=8] A4 (likelihood ratio test) & t}2-& Al&3ht},

—2(log L* — log L¥) ~ x*(q).

kg
of
B
Y
2
9
EQ
il
ko
of
o,
td
4
10,
_>,4_',
o,

i

474 AHE g Aol e
vehdoh 2 m¥elAE Aloke] gl 4
o, Aote]l Yr A wie

g=n+m—1°] €r}
. SHRALZ0l o3 AEEA

FHA HH s 2y ofs) MAE A (16) 2 (17) 2182 Ak (18) 7

FAsA ASEH AHeE o] B 281971 1-1995:
A&, AEANFHA Foltk. RE 2R E 19909 £}
-11 ARIMA®] oaf Ad x5, £7] 29 FAF
2 HEEH U

L
>
X,
(E
o)
o,
B

w p T

T

Sl Eﬂ H]?fﬂ 1971: 1-1987: Vo] Ha2 —300 (R F LA =321. 81) 1988: I
-1995: Vel B 20709 A (R 2=976.10) ]}, 19883 o] & o] &
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2000

(29: 1099)

10004

—1000

—2000

T T T T

72 74

LRI L L L
76 78 80 82 84 86 88

T T 1 T
90 92 94

(E 1) 2| 42t WEsX|e| EMX|
(9] 1099
7] 43
1971:1 - 1995: ¥ 1971:1 - 1987: 1988: 1 - 1995: IV
% Ein 36.47 —29.97 207.03
EF A 615.07 321.81 976.10
F W @ 1784.19 1147.57 1784.19
Z 2 @ ~1796.51 —720.66 ~1796.51

(=)ol A F(+)oz

& ¢ F Ak
w2
7] :La]J_

SAh ¢

o

ket AL, FEHAE 1988'd o] Aol vl &) 3uiut AR

AT A E FEVZE F 7R U] 19713 1371-1987'3 4
19713 1#-71-19953 45-7] 9] A FE7)7H) 3] 78 &
A, 197103 1827156 1987'd 45719 279 93 Se 4 233

e
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s A= (E 2)9) 2ok

o] FIZkaHe gt qAF e 2718 YEde 6v 0.642 FH
F0 2 0.4701 Atk wWEkA 4=092] 71L& 10%2 &2 FF 5kl A
T gle Ao 2 Yepgt) T Algd 2o Lxghn A AH R &
=gkl 23 $-=H]§ (likelihood ratio)& 14.3224 5% 24
T =112} AAA 19.682tF A A vebyet of& 2R
o e A g #3 A7 (joint hypothesis) ol -7 v}
dx 71ZAZ 4 9SS 3t} B3 e=0.64%02 AEAZ 199

o

td

o o offt
B 4z
N
e

N30
o ¥
o © g

>0
do ot

b
%

&,

L mg #N rlo
£

ol
o

(B 2) SHEIH AH3te| =HA (1971: 1-1987:IV)

A ko] gl 2d A ekol Qe 2H
a=0.0009 (0.0015) ¢ = 0.0004 (0.0016)
B = 1.0060 (0.0084) 8= 0.9376 (0.0613)
Y= 0.0007 (0.0008) m = 0.4224 (0.2587)
6= 0.6369 (0.4661) 7= 0.1517 (0.2977)

& = 0.6643 (0.1264) 7= 0.0771 (0.3117)
&= 0.0540 (0.0150) 7 = —0.2370 (0.3158)
&= 0.0739 (0.1538) 7= 0.2429 (0.3172)
&= 0.1683 (0.1553) 7. = —0.2528 (0.2769)
&= —0.0812 (0.1599) = —0.0007 (0.0797)

&= 0.1235 (0.1290) = —0.0916 (0.0805)
w = 0.0666 (0.0383) = 0.0433 (0.0820)
w = 0.0319 (0.0404) o= 0.1232 (0.0930)
@ = —0.1570 (0.0410) w = —0.1177 (0.0842)
w, = —0.0519 (0.0458) u = 0.1884 (0.0861)
ws = —0.0064 (0.0425) = (.0006 (0.0008)
w = 0.0143 (0.0433) &= 06773 (0.1279)

&= 0.0711 (0.1530)
&= 0.0791 (0.1569)
&= 0.1465 (0.1583)
& = —0.0634 (0.1631)
& = 0.0931 (0.1314)
w = —0.0682 (0.0389)
w = 0.0255 (0.0412)
@, = —0.0108 (0.0418)
w, = —0.0401 (0.0467)

w;, = —0.0800 (0.0433)
w; = 0.0357 (0.0442)
LF = 663.49 LY = 670.63

* 235 QY] gd FRE AFe] FFLAE e,
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sho) ela) MAYIL 06409 AT TEHE A oJv) ). A A 5t
FNLE G540 atd A8 £52%E V! = C+H+GE FAYEE F
2AFo] 500 WAL T ge T 2o,

dy!
daG,

=1-4.

E 2DoA ¢¢] FAXI} 0.640)90.n 2 AHH =R
3 F48E 0.36E9 F71stE Alolth, AR 0] QYA = g3
Y. =F(K, L, G)N dY,/dG, 3ol % a3 E&= 3 ARANZL45

W
rot
uv)
o
ofN
3
RS
1o
2
_,>;

T 15349 && Aolth. 7| e FRAE0] Ul n A= 37 A9

$eS 7HE e Aot} vheF $47 <l IS LMr & xe} Zo]

AFAl mx & 75 A3 crowding-out effect) & LA FGH FF 2SI

S ZolAm web M R & 5471 18 Zop=] A B},

L3k, Aw19] 13} #}7] 8] A A 4= (first-order autoregressive coefficient) =
1.006(S.E. =0.008) 2= el Hall(1978)¢] A8}y sejol GA}sH
AHE D& 5 Uy
F 32 1971: 1-1995: Vo] AR FE87]70l] t)a) 243 Aajolr}, o] 7
9] 6+ 0.480]1 1 HEQ A= 0.060.24 0524 E 1% F95FsdA % 7)
AN 5 UAThD gk Anle) 27] 3 A A = 1.047(S.E. =0.0002) 2 11}
U doEge] FHE Bole AL ¢ £ Uk

(F ¥ 1971-19959 9] A FE 7)o ot sted W50] A|3}2 thokalA W
A7IH A4S Aoln, 9o FHXE 03205184 1%9] FFRAME &
9H o2 vehtal 9

o] &3 2ol FAH §=10.32-0.64% 1| 29| H-2(9=10.23-0.42) 9 H 3 kA
=2 Aot Katsaitis(1987) = 7ivtehel 29 0.32:0.449 € 9300, Rock

-Craigwell-Sealy (1989) & r}ub o] 79 0.58-0,749 & wrgl o).

7) AR 271201971 [-1995: V) o) tha) 34 woji= 3825 0 3are] A AF 40 ]
A5 A2 Cochrane-Orcuttt 4] & A}%s}%{b} olol afe} @ 2}a} MES o Bat 7]
$agol FrhEo R AN ol A5aAOH FE@e Holr A E“i*o
VEebseh ol (B 1D (1 DA ’%}AP A7 1988 AF= -8 v AR 5=

S0l SEtA7] fEQ Aog f3Ect debs ol Y eR ] mrwseE uHs)
+ regime shlftEﬁA o e s 7}3—*4‘3: A Zver 4= 9lo)

/\-\3
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CE 3) SHH HZ 3o FHAE(1971: 1-1995: V)

A oFo] Sl =¥

A kol Y= 2 Y

a = —0.0008 (0.0004)
8= 1.0165 (0.0002)
¥ = —0.0010 (0.0003)
6= 0.479% (0.0601)
& = 0.5353 (0.0616)
&= 0.2477 (0.0387)
& = —0.0054 (0.0235)
&= 0.1040 (0.0257)
&= 0.1515 (0.0251)
@, = —0.0044 (0.0025)
w, = —0.0115 (0.0028)
w; = —0.0018 (0.0025)
w, = 0.0058 (0.0026)
w; = 0.0332 (0.0043)

&= 0.0031 (0.0003)
A= 1.0471 (0.0002)
m = —0.1264 (0.0023)
2= 0.1272 (0.0029)
7= 0.0771 (0.0029)
7 = —0.0673 (0.0029)
7 = —0.2050 (0.0022)
m=0.0278 (0.0003)
= —0.0271 (0.0003)
= —0.0138 (0.0003)
2 = —0.0390 (0.0003)
= —0.0313 (0.0003)
¥ = ~0.0006 (0.0002)
e = 0.8909 (0.0042)
&= 00945 (0.0040)
& = —0.1407 (0.0015)
&= 0.0541 (0.0015)
&= 0.1229 (0.0012)
w = —0.0022 (0.0001)
@ = —0.0102 (0.0002)
w, = 0.0044 (0.0002)
w = 0.0035 (0.0002)
@ = —0.0412 (0.0002)

L* = 2032.82

LY == 2500.84

* 2% Qtel e FHE A FFLAE Ve,

(E 4 2o AIXt2t oo F=HX|(1971: [-1995:1IV)
28 A% 69 29 (EZ05)
(n=19)
1,2 0.51 (0.10)
1,23 0.50 (0.12)
1,234 0.46 0.08)
1,2 345 0.48 (0.06)
1,2,3, 4,56 0.44 (0.05)
1,4, 8 12 0.32 (0.02)
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V.24 H 88

2% 2wge o Jols 492 2gn a9 #d
¢ eBe Asinn 9ol S8 FAARE Aestel dAZE BuFe)
27 YelE 4esteAs Suns olt JuAoe Yty e
= AR ARHA zURto RN 2A% FA7t YT AAE dehde
of v g},

g7tz gugeol i o2 H wupols e /X7t ‘r:} A, =
AAAFAY FHo] Fastche Aotk kA Apalo] AR Fo ¥utd
HAATE ARE B G 5 WA, ARAFO] HABITE Aoldh

webA] PR AFA S Lol AFY FUSRY wE & Aok Al HA,

lo

o] AFw A5 Badsith W WA, Aol AAAL ohn, &5e
gaolt. ThAl WA, A Ee] Tae 717k Zbsaieh oA A, 93

£o] opr}.

o] 37 22 ANl 7EA Y what A E =AY 2H L v 2ok

AR, 7t FHo] K3ttt s Ao 7t XH? 1
transfer) ol ola] N AAFH o A2 FataiA "o 3 Kotlikoff-
Summers(1981) ol o}at™ m1]=(1974'd) &} 79 %X}**«] oF 64-98%7}F 734,
Ay 52T A, VgLt T2 JeElFGe 2 A i AAgo)de] FEF

& Hod Fo 2o 8§ 123 Blanchard(1985) 2] 28l A = A A
Mol &858 4 YA T Leiderman-Razin(1988)-& ol et o] A4 Q&85
o] 0.9862.2 A9 19 7MA Ve o2 g7tEx EHAL I AEEE ¥
At

T A, AEA o] v E&ARA A AFH ] FAol o nHL

3

Al
8 =
Ar-o ALY P& W2 AFoEF

_.\.4

(intergenerational

<
38 7H8 & A o) B¢
gAgel w& 250z AAFASAA AHFolAE FATT Tl ol
@ = FAYD 2 ATAR AFNN st Ad gl Nkl
& FEA AU grTh AL W ehgAde) Ank.

A A, Ulaﬂﬁl%ﬂr 250] 2HUT A4S YAl FobA AFAY ¥

?%“ °1 6“754_

frw»

Ak 2 nlef 5] BEAE Y A71e BAFA
2 AFAA 2 BEA LY EAFT wet ol
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FAE] FEHS Fslof gt

dl AA, Algo] FAAZE ot HEMQ B ARZ Y HSHAEAS F
=8 F o 28y AgHE AV FARAE 2 dTE HoA HFHz
Alo] &9 FA¢ AZ2€ .

OR AR, FAjolxt AFS Fats] AvigttH Fa e W E(bubble)o] 7}
53t v A Fdol glojA R AP v FYP A o] rhs A 1
gy I B9 2R 49 BAZE R AAAA Y Y2 NPG
ZZﬂ(No-PonZI—Game condition) S ujshA Ho}.

A A, 4G g7tEx B AHAQ A@Age
A7 EE e defolth

gItex B Y A4S 2R3 A8l sl A 43 mg S A5
O2RE ol edug e fFainie] Mgy g g HEsle
A9 ALR-31E w2 Al 2k(cross-equation restriction) o] S EE T 1
23 BaeA ok gl 7Ide gutEx BwAgele A8 (joint hy-
pothesis)®] AA S 715 S B A7 e o) B8 25 (1971: 1
-1995:IV) & AM&3le H$FAH(MLE) 28 Sei3 HZH3 s 33
&kl A kol & 9 EH] AARE At 1 A ARAE 9 wgbivlef Wt
HAAS el = 69 FAHR = 0.32-0.642 ‘/}E}")”T;} TheF g=0.642}4H ¥

Nl

re

3 =9

f 4

i
et

FAZ 19 UL E 0.64BTHE B2, DHER] O 7
R} b A 2428 036990 E BN e BEAS SR 12
o 3¢ % ek,

£ =] HAd o8 grtEr gt &
hypothesis) & 98 Uate] Ao x 7124 4= 9l
ItEx o] B o3 3
A A, 8 Yt M=
Zo| M AF7A] Al AF
-15]0] 1 o]ix—l Hj) 7
(1985) ¢} =& 7lxsted $2] Yele) £718 A8 E 0]%3}04 AFELS
’\]E'G]'%l‘:} o 1 9o g 28 U

2 711 o] A7 (joint
zigi UEsThY

r
x

4::
FR U VR
1 rlo ofN ofN HI

o
— F

8) A A=t & elo] obg el R 77H1970: 1-1987: V) S 720l ol THE 3l
EDSF78 32
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B A9 dAE “$34 & (finite horizon) o)W “8-% A3 A ¢k(liquidity con-
straint)’ & &3] 1A £ Ho|thy 53], FFAA I A2 s A
£33l & # & 1} Leiderman-Razin-
7

(1988) ¢} =8, Hague-Montiel (1989) 9] =
= A% 9 e AAdY A2 A4, #7 of

r
ol
ao
Sl
M
29
0%
oft
ol
48
.‘op
"
2
¥%
o
o
kl

ok
K
Mo
re

L ol®E, “HA&HY ¥EH FEHAAYG, TZASALE,, =23,
1994. 5, pp. 22-44.

2. o9, “ARHEY FEA AL T FEAAF, TAA A,
g 7 A &3], 1992, 12, pp. 469-489.

3. A&, “ARHA E FAHY AAFEARAT, AR =, A, A
A3, 1990. 3, pp. 81-138.

4. Abel, A, B., “Operative Gift and Bequest Motives”, A. E. R., 1987,
pp. 1037-1047.

5. Ahmed, Shagil, “Temporary and Permanent Government Spending in an
Open Economy: Some Evidence for the United Kingdom”, /. M. E,
1986, pp. 197-224.

0. , “Government Spending, the Balance of Trade and the
Terms of Trend in British History”, J. M. E., 1987, pp. 195-220.

7. Alyagari, S, R., and M. Gertler, “The Backing of Government Bonds
and Monetarism,” J. M. E., 1985, pp. 19-44.

9) -2l vhebe] fEAACk) B wol o W(1992), 1P E(194) 5L FEY & Aok
7121 31 Haque Montiel (1989) & $-2) W) 2% $7h79l o 18% =7t #5474 oFeh
of om, elteE BWRelsl 714 E s WHAT 67he] AR avlE BAsE 4
254 gL Asr) A3 BE H5 WEES ASHT Yo, B8 48 o}
d A7 A2 E ST,
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