ﬁféEiﬂl Ao A WHZEhH = PR

I 1t ok

........................................... <E a>
Pl B @ 4. BIRTS| WHICRAR WE HE
D2 Himgwel BR. 5. ¥ iR '
13 WRBRLN EXRE
1. FF i
Sl el ] L e B8 717k Bobel EEREL EREE oEF ey AL
Fod YT E Yol B\IBe 3 TEMAHES BAFs BAe Heftele 2o 9tk E9

19704:4%01] B0l A BT EMABIETSE #EVd ol23ls o2 Rz 9
el vhel O RREEN S AR TRIRH S Birehl Hold Holoh @SS i)
PR 1A BHARNNA Bl 7] = ol, FARS HAN EHS o5 Bl
of BB - L% R PHIRo] EMEBITRS BlE JRESHE Blike] 2o & 5 9

AFEE olet 2L ol ARt BB o] S el B gE) Hirbi
ol 72 -TH-E @« sk, ob-%2] R&DJ9 MK EM MHBMGE 24312
Stell Fo vk Sl A= olol G WL vlad LA ALY ALHo goyw
el vhebe] Al Hilr 9 TR&D ] giRel o g #15E7h M 9, ok shdlebe ooy
ol ﬁ*’-ffﬁﬂl gt Aol @

¥ oKEn e 1979 E LMY Bredt Vil 9 she] o FolAl Aol eh

B, AR AEBK TBOKER

ok WJ%EE , ASREBY THOKEK

1) FIELo O.E.CD. HEES g A Study of Resources devoted to R&D in O.E.C.D. Member
Count ies in 19638-64. O.E.C.D. Vol. 1: The Overall Level and Structure of R&D Efforts in
0.E.(.D. Member Countries (1967) Vol. 2: Statistical Tables and Notes (1968). B # $-
ol B.R. Williams, Technology, Investment and Growth (1967). =22lx HA2) 7 $d Science
and 7 echnology Agencyd] A} 9713l White Paper on Science and Technology 2] = Keichi
Oshir a, “Research and Development and Economic Growth in Japan,” B.R. Williams (ed.)
Scieni e and Technology in Economic Growth (New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1973)%
< Er Utk

(2) #is 79 EEHEA, EREWE BERAESZN RS WE(EEFELM, 1980), Linsu Kim,
et. 'al, Industrial Innovation, Diffusion and the Role of Institutional Supports in the Develop-
ing C mtext: The Case of Korea (Cambridge, MIT, CPA/Wp76), 1976 2.
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[R&D 9} FER KRS A4S woh BRI E 45t gt e S oA P
fir (Science and Technology)oll & A4 3o BEfEsL Sofi5 o oF ghe}.

BHRE ] RiipcRel 7131 432 A7kA Srlel Al adid ¢ ok WA o] &
PR 3 THe A v BNES) s o) A e o ko] gauE 4 glist
S Mol AR Milre el Bis REUiES Tebe] o] WK 8 WL 8
(F& WA 7F g ES debd ®in(Ee HAO A7 =9 Zifels, Al 2 Bufel
Aol Al v -ZA S WERES 9ol A BB 2 TR&D o] o} & WPLH-S oA 5
e Al RETEAAE shotehe Aol

aeivh el e AbA EERhike HEMeR 2E Lo Bma e BRE 4+ e
tEEol ohvidh divkatnl diffrel & o e o ABEEWEEN HAE v ;
off Eifr 2 HESS RBZE WESH:vl e RECE 2] @ Folvh fiE Sol BHEE - HilrAl
A% ol HMHEI HSAHA o] olFe] [ART Hilre £33 RSB EMM Lo
2 debd 7 Yok BaliE A ket E e HEee s st £ EiHEE
B8 e sh=vke] o sjEe] A g Aol

ol ztv MbAEEERSS] MEMES bt 2 LEEEE

DT RO N O A = A A S T PGSO

KDoll /| y= EHAEE GNP), L2 %88, K B A (physical capital), T&
goll il BTRAE, He AREEAhuman capital), 2] ME Hggol] B Rl
£ 44 g 714 T oA Sl A R Mifns meldhel & 53 B
(transferrel technology> #} TR&D % 353 Hlol A =22 £l#ET itk own technology)

= oA BRI 4 et

S kol | $RE AL EHAIOS o= shibere] hEBEe] BALE E@ol Awd
Hol oi. 1 RE HERHEES M el olslA whe] wHEd Aol Elie] At
solzle CEESS MNEETE AT Fu dn olw o vl BARY KNS UK,
#frel o5 dT), ANHEAS ingdH)%E Bl —fer 259 i st
ohAl b S EEERVF BT HEe BEHES £ESA 5e Aol

ol @Al e ErfEA st EH ) o' dFE FIAEIE &) AAE e EEHR
#al L, K, H, Mo] gl Aefol A yo SLES MEstodok It zefvt Bifig(1Ho] i
e HEE9e TR&D el os) #HAET F9b ohdzt BAK Y AMBEARUDY BinBE
A IEER L2 Fdsty “By-Product”d sz glox e To A3 98¢ @ESSe AL
ArrggsiA = et

=g EHGel AFH o fme steste olgk FAld BB EHAKS Kk
B A &R, FE I 7iRY RAEEES A TS Ha ol d Efe A
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By ol #9219 st Hirol EHO)Y 713 HEEE Az Jedrs dE
Reoloh, o BA Hilrel EH(A A¥ FHE v 4ERE] BT A S8 dEk
of g3te] o g Al Hul wetA] Bifl#L s EEARS fSE - BE - NEH € #EEE
Fol EE kel KA AR BRSAdA XA Holok drh

APEE ol dt o) = Ioll AL (FimEL )7 19665E~19754 ~bo] o] -2 vhet
EFE Ejsiel A3 MRS HEHRKEE: (total factor productivity) el ] sted Zp4fst
zA Fe, zogg o HirElrh R&DJel o &t AlisEdlr(own technology) & M
et < Jzle] HikgiaEmele]l MBMGS 432 o B AT (transferred techno-
logy) s} £l 5 #49 FEFES Ealstel shzA v Fo @ [R&DJS %45 4%
BTl BiiAS gk

2. pifiigLe MB

T vhete] RS A 106245~ 19765 Abolol SEAH 19.2%° WEE niony Z
= BiE<r GNP BRE 10.2%00 nsto] 79 ffel]l 7p7b9nl o] Az BIRMERENA 2
At il 1962489) 11. 7%l A 197640l &= 33. 0% 7 7xf@atA = 9ot 19664E~1976
FEjubE 2oHaal RS RRAL -8 7 25.5%0] =Estdon, o BiEHE
WHER - RARBER € BEAEFEe Yol & A9, 22 Wi 1966%5E~19764 7}
o] Zt7] Ty 31.6%, 27.4%, Lv|x 18.7% % KL 9ok oo 2o G453 WES
el vel BIERE 2kl AA 2o BMED zdA AEL EEols, mds 2H @ 9%
g RS e RE e ASAQ HilfgAC Add o g weted et 4% 4 gtk

w2

<§ 1> el Lh‘-‘l i!i%%"l ‘iﬁﬁﬁ]\ EJ M‘Mﬂ{EfiﬁEH&‘iﬁ.,ﬂ(IWS 78)

w%xwem T?I) l it Jmaﬁu<1975*rﬂﬁﬁ%>wm a;ﬁ;ﬂ)

BEE |8 ‘ o 2 ﬁémﬁr’l@ﬂgﬁﬁ £ I

1973 238.41 1,238. I’J1 3, 384‘6 5, 168. 6| 1, 298. 6, 1)0, 940 380 71/ 404 .)10 /6,354* 131,89/
1974 438. 6 835. 2\‘ 7,678. 20 6,210.4 1,931.2; 196, 3801 424, 909 439,919 85, 961| 183, 146
1975 642. 2| 3, 262.4) 6, 960. 9|10, 306. 9} 3, 337.4] 212,824 505, 4241 509, 025| 114, 865' 188, 360
1976 369. 2 2,416.0] 7, 383. 814, 991. 8 4, 502. li 235, 605 611,785i 617, 507 160, 269 300,672
1977 659. 2| 5, 000. 423, 087. 2|16, 106. 9] 9, 091. 2 260, 345| 631, 978 712,419 196, 424\ 347, 220
1978 569 3 5 492 9’30 803 221 2(8 6 7, 183 2 291 669 707, 060 836 310 2 H8, (‘22‘ 502 1()8
g ;’; ig 73<1 6 69 3 73. 9%‘ 34 20/. 47 9. 4%; 71,.4/0”7171.3/0 ?1 7% 35)/70/

Z D 'ﬂlﬁ 9 xﬂzﬁ 16&
et [0 MR E AR |2 T BB AT

FDol 4 B ulksl o] 5 T MEEESTIAE - AF . B SASE A7)
o) A] 19734 ~19784F ~Fel] EAPEA GFY HNAL- 31 6% (A F)~73.96% (3]
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Yo, 2L WS FEREES) MMEE FFY RERES 9.4% (A F)~39. 7% (A 7 7]
710l 2 g et

8 DT R A HFEA o ¢ #kE l}f\fﬂﬂfﬁﬂﬁi BHA =L BUETE o
wefire] fGERE e A FHHRILE Yl A < ZIAH R EE M (total factor pro-
ductivity) o] JE o 24 WHEE Zo] ok

el sh degEdkel et & wf ol v dEARR AR BAWS HEM ﬁE}e %ot %
B w5 AARGEEA 2 M7 WHREREM (partial factor productivity)she 2= RERHIE
of ¥Al5- Qeh. shvFsial ol AFEERS LS ofE EEEKeL) SARA
o ojste A= of & yiy] w0l

TR (s MEEM o s Bl BAMERRESY] A & HrRste JdenH,
REREN: ] s FugtrAel Wi s ks, AL M LD, B R
I, BE D MeEgol Hany Bl oishe] ol F ¢ alch, whebA figEmEtkel B TiA-
BEIC] B8y Bt oyl TN &b, & HirEL S o gt EES BLE of=de A
o] 1—;}_ (3)

MEFR EEMSE F33le JiEe g Solowfimx ™ 2 Kendrick i, o] 7714 Jjiko] et

(1) 1L Solowh=

Solow) -2 Cobb-Douglas 4@ B E W =3te] REEMES EIG 2 AR Kinsk

o] Aol Bfk(residual)iisl Fet Jjikel o
= TLOERE @ Bmm] weeeeeerssesaiiniiinie et (2

(el Ay EMAL L %8, K& fi4KE, o EHY HBEM BN
f%ﬁ?‘iﬂ? fE BT BREMY WEGEARGSRA), 2eln s BE(F #Hilk
e %1%

9 RO E Wil ﬂlr‘“’ 8o ke sl KD B F Atk

dy =AT»|—aAL+,SAK ................................ ST PN (3)
w2 4]
AT = Ay — QAL BAKcoveeevsseeiiiisiiini ittt )

oA HarkhE A3 MEEKkY WinES 9 A
47 Ay AL AK

o= 5 —a 7 _‘BWK’W ............................................................ (5

(3) B So] oo} MEREERES fEmel FE (measure of our ignorance), HfiE#L (technical
cha ge) & =53] Hip(residual) etz FEot,

(4) R.M. Solow, “Technical Change and the Aggregate Production Function,” Review of Eco-
nom ‘c and Statistics, Vol. XXXIX, 1957.

(5) J.W. Kendrick and R. Sato, “Factor Prices, Productivity and Economic Growth,” American
Fco omic Review, 1963.
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§ ateh 190 @RNA VLK % ook p28 2 @EEEEE k() e
BEAEA 4 4. ’
(2) Kei drick 5

Solow /iR s 4] &= Cobb-Douglas 4] ALt 5 o] §3lls] =] Fol fUFiJIPke] 1, 5 ast f
7 —gstehw fEale Yoh el v Kenrick Jikol 413 ol el g deie) B MBiEe)
FEsteh, obx] olwl 4T o] 71 R (homogeneous production function) o] {7t
Festd d . ,

Y= T D F(L, K cvveorenneinimiii i e e 6

KON A T(D% tpfiro] Qeldol silifhigel= T(H>1eleh R(6)e Euler e

o K@i wHA o et

B SO PP PPPPR ~
T@:= wlL+iK : M

9 KD A weob it HATELIE o) FAAA F%e AL THfiesst ARUER
& e whebd stasfpgel Ao T(oE 1o sk FAd K(De MBEAFR A
EHES] HES YUz MEEke ou gt (DR MEE T =Ll
MaEwke] gk PHWAY LS steld e gleletn & 5 Ytk
o)A MMERLEMKY WMinFE 4 A K@E FFF A
_%‘)—% Zgé’;'ﬁ% ..................................................................... (8)
K@) e BAKKA, o459 WHRELS HUgEE fifses ZndozA
AR BT AT MRS A A7 BRERERDAS ordeh =g o] fAL
BE FRE RS HE oot T4 ()R fAAKARGOE MEfME (EHste A 5
B 9 A SEAGY £ mEHE 8T T AT 5,
T, . wiwm

T o Lz K, s ©))
dog—5— Lo +50HT<-(;

74 (a,+B)=1eleh. o A MuEEtt Winde R(OT @l ATHer Wed 7
Slsdl, #5F) MEEke] B FHERO)T ARKEFROY RER METH) Y

(6) E. D )omar—— Solow o] wW& 7% Cobb-Douglas ‘EEBREA A EXLE —ES A+E
w3 A% 4 Qo oz webd MUERW WK EN—HELER ﬂ‘mﬂ’%@ﬂ s s
o, E£% o7} guch —EMge R o zohwl @AENE B BAERE o slde = A &
= 9'}. E.D. Domar, “On the Mecasurement of Technological Change,” Economic Journal,
Vol. 71, 1961, pp.162-182. 2M&.

(T) 580 BoRE(e) e BEREMS SGBHERAL v 2E a= L(@Lf’wf"]l =g AR
wolo+iKo

i A o ,¥10K° o 3 ]
BARHB A fo= 8] Al 9]
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GolAbA & g BALAO/K) S B S8 (/L)) RS BTl ok ofu ]
MEEE 380 el A aolz FHA Halde g AAojet. ®
3 BEEN AIE 3 FRE

ol de.® MAEENST FAr] S8 Solow JiAGK(G)) KendriekJj LA (9)) 4 4
=, SolewHR e fEAMS Feifol olhe] Tovl el Kendrick A2 frikel o4
71 el T ke ERE Al kel oFzke] Aol A 4 9leh @ mEy mhef [
@ oast f- ApEEa Lot Ko #fbrh oe] 24 Gl 2 eRe A Wil Axst ©
T 3+

il @ AP (KDDol A o] vhet Sihee] it RS st gled 9 o2 7ot
ol 4= Soow P Kendrick}i& ¢ 44"%}%1334- & el A KDIel A &A% #izt#k
£ a2 Qlgdte AyslaA vk $4 WA T1975% ETE AA=1E JJx2zgz o
of 73 A ¥OoF HamEAZ MR 1966~1975 R €] M\Tﬂnf‘?ﬂﬁ‘&lﬁ(lws/ﬁﬁ? FERF
O BA =5 (19684 BEFIFEE £ 1973 RIS 2 SRR E BUCEART HErdle, 2
A= k29 2o

q
mia

Uz

(F 2> HBLEES E%ﬁ RE -9 2 SHRBHERE ?Eu‘r(l%ﬁ 75)

P K(ﬁDM éf%; ﬁ fi*{ IR R

2 2§ é\: ) ‘ ("4 ?%) ELAS(%)

1966 234,199 326,490 556. 4 36.3
1967 297, 452 400, 068 630. 8 38.4
1968 390, 124 529, 176 741.7 39.3
1969 509, 029 711, 348 820.0 0.6
1970 581, 678 856, 233 | 847.1 43.0
1971 744,520 1,068, 074 340. 8 39.1
1972 988,526 1,320, 773 965. 6 37.8
1973 1. 276, 669 1.802, 811 1,163.3 35.8
1974 1,462, 346 2, 172,772 | 1,303.5 36. 3
5 | L80192 2,623, 068 ' 1, 445.3 39.5
% m e 2.5 | 2.1 | 1.2 | 0.9

HH - mEPATRP L

F(D A BEIFTESTRE(e)S 11975 FTEAD A 2 19} 11975 EZRZ 1-0O Tables) |
2 ZlAl: ERFIBREAS Tokn o]Fol A Heuiel Axee nhEE I avt it
BeEW, EAFBOEAG T (1-az 39 de

(8) o).141 w3¥ A g HEH =& Kendrick and Sato, op. cit.2] Appendix A% Fzx.
(9) =] =3l Solowel A& T= y/L"‘K’Ol v} v]sle] Kendrickel A & T=y/al+pKo] .
(10) 4 b3 - s, Tl vet s Eamai1966~75) ], WRMHEFEE, 1979
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oAl RO FEEHE KRGS Kol AT mH Qe ik D i
PO HRES Z3Y & 9n 2 fRE EOF 2o

(R 3 Hingd 7 @ELEES RN 718 HHEE (1966 75)

(53l - %)
i £l i /fl
Io# (A 25.5.
2 A 21.8
5% W 11.2
#OAK : 26. 1
3. MEEM(B)
Kendrick 3.0
Solow 3.7
4. HEE(B/A)
Kendrick 11.7
Solow 14.5

PR S RPARTT b

F(Dollx B upe o] 3 viel MRS 1966~754 Alolol 4 25.5%9 KET o
T e, e WIHIT S MERRAGBEN BAS 21.8% % BNdon 28 8
RO 8 %F Adusty ok fAENEY AT BT 3.0~3.7%Y WinE 2doens
BUTELSE B mbs 53 fERRRY HFREE 11.7~14.5%7 Xl Fi#ste] st

ojo} L fEAEMS] PR g SHEE o]} Fzkel v sl 4538 g EW
o] A% 19 3E~19664F Abol o] FAEN: WHLEE 69.1%) =2Eke] N AR 19534~
19654% ~fo o o] FHLEE 7L 52, 3%0] "¥ o] 28 v ,

Tho gisf Bol A HUEEMEMINCT EHE S 2k 50%L e Awste] FE 3]
—fEpgol ef 13 ool u] o] KO 7 iz E(DAA A 15% LT Adutel sl F
A Fgehy AL e uet EEERERC ol E FEEERS Bay BA Xy g e
2 fRfEEs . 8 it vk szl ook 2o e BUWE Hwl oS 486

Fz (Ayol]l rebd ubel o] SEhAEEMES FETIE 13.3%Y TEE WinE oFY & K
ol #ikd e oo —0.1%% 71 &5tz At oA F DA Be ukel 3o
BARI2E )] £ 26. 1%t §58 HAE A3t Fao BEpmer FHERAA X
’ (1D ].W R;;drick, Postwar Productivity Trends in the United States, 1948-1969. (NBER, 1973),

p.27. 5. BIA.

(12) Kuni» yoshihara, “Productivity Change in the Manufacturing Sector, 1906-65,” in K. Ohkawa

and 7. Hayami (Eds.), Economic Growth: The Japanese Experience Since The Meiji Era

Vol. 1. (The Japar Economic Research Center, 1973), p.274-5
(13) &oavi ¢ - BRAFIL, WBL p.62.
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{F 4> fé%ﬁ%iq B H %iéﬁ?ﬁgxl%b 45)

Fom|lE  omoE | smeme ke | BLEE
1966 100.0 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 160. 0
1967 127.0 121.2 110.4 101.4 104.8
1968 166. 6 150. 8 125.0 102.8 110.5
1969 217.3 190. 2 147.5 59.8 114.3
1970 248.4 219.0 163. 1 94.7 113.4
1971 317.9 257.9 210.4 97.2 123.3
1972 379.4 3.7 218.6 93.8 120.9
1973 545.1 a7.3 260.7 98.7 130. 6
1974 624. 4 495.9 266.5 93.8 25.9
1975 771.6 589.6 | 207.1 | 96. 0 130.9

f 2%.5% | 2}8/ |omem | ceam | s0m

& mERpRH b

948 wkstn vk ol AR TeAkEkel o Al wel fEEe AmAA B
o}AlAl 4 Aok

ol e kel piol oN¥ WAl EERIILE o1 Be Woleh: WES KIS
Rel IERAA AF dolvh: Bigolshnt @4 Qe FuEel Mahel Mol
BEC) | HEEA W BELS Al A4 e MERE REAA Fi QA

% (O IHEERY WEEES GUEECQE, RARLERCQUE), 2 BNERQT
B thA Rl o SHERMIOl AL RUEEKEY) HIUET Mol T3 Aok % 6)S R
b 5 IEEEEe] B ARERILS) KPUET EAen Qe

o

(& 5> BRHEX- m)\’rtﬁgﬁ IW§¥°I %‘EEE'E(;%G 75) (=291 + %)

GomoEoE | wAREEE | mom & %

Lo B (A 31.6 27.4 ‘5 18.7
2. P A 24.4 22.1 ; 17.1
% B ‘ 13.7 11.0 | 7.0
R 29.6 25.9 t 20.9
3. fE pEHE(B) :

Ker Irick 57 4.4 E 1.4
Solcw 7.1 5.3 i) 1.6
4. F1EB/A) ‘

Ker Irick 18.0 16.0 j 7.4
Solcw 22.4 19.3 8.5

¥ B R
F (ool A Vel ZA D W REES v d 8 BEEERDES 2y
3t B REES ol -p ohe A EM: NG Holx vk whebA SRR WM
— 159 —



{3 6> 5l BEXSFH BeEEM(1966 75) (&4 : %)

EH OB & ®  ® | g w| BESA

LE W (A | 23.3 0.7 | 28.3 20.8 48.5
2. # A 20.6 215 | 18.7 17.2 32.7
3. RUEREREC D ‘

Kendrick 2.2 76 | 8.1 3.1 12.0
4. HEUE(B/) { ] !

Kendrick 9. 4 0.7 | 8.6 | 14.9 24.7

e R kT

7t —At ow W e BNER A BAREELS] fEEE SR £RIgx
T Aok fulERe] ¢ BT Ao Rt O BirbE 2 g% 29 =
RS BT ST Bhol sl wa Ual T3 o] FTARLE Fobel webd Bl
#EL7E 2 E 93E AAE ke drlsta ek

#£ 6o MITEBER Al A e Bl FREGELEIN ¥ MAEtRn HEdn
VR e B E AY ada sl oy, MEERENARE Tt ARREES el A
7H Ea(2.0%), BRGASEF A £9(12.0%). ol AL BEBA 5T il 5l
el BARE Mo R ERt S T4 o2 Qg g ko] R FA ol
FHHEE T A ﬂb 7ol o

Tor AR7AS SHHEREA gl REEER R 15%Ketd  FasA X
ALY g1 tE W rEdd EEUAT 238 B A REle] dmA
wokthe 22 AR opdnh dvehe] WMRES HiERdw oEHe AL oy MR
X FE A =g B G3e ubd S-2vhet WEEEERMA ol FH3 Bl
i IRl ToHERUR J(external effects) ¥ 2 A A gt zlelmi ofefdh MRS 27
Aekd Hi e Fite 94 24 5338 7 s Aelh

3. WIZERASENt EEHEK

DA ol A= fBER Bl A B b )t 8 ik 2 99 EEY HEERM ~)
Z FEEE 39 BFE st obSol = HAME R WEERESY BGRE B
WHEME 4 LB 5 2 s 2% HAE hooE ofE sk g

19786 S ) vhebe) BoeRA® HAEEE 1,524, 28902400 GNPo ol &t Wi #
EHY e .67% o232 3tk ol & WE&Y 2.32%, =Y 2.19%, ZH29 1.79%
2 OAFS 1 2% st 1P £ 1/39] JK#E ghel EelA = A S whe Kol

(14) FHBEH B, RBRTEER, (1979, p.74.
(15) L®\E .79
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3 19784 B ¥ RE PIEMEE 87 e 19% ¥ 51% 24 19704 B
WO ER BT BB 71% ¥ 29%c) sk 00 Bugel REle MBI i
sa FURIEE) FREBEB AT Mo MAE e HEE 2oz ith

S-2) vhebe] 19785 K PHEREGIMNGR B M 933 d o2 ¥ BUY M BB 2.7% =
shabe] JEETEBES] 3~7% Kol A Rugeh sk¥Eel gtk vt wafviete] R
B R ML R FolE 2wl (E Deld wiz uhe} go] z Ka¥kiol B s
T EE welxn vk

(WD BBREMEREY BEgHE (39 9ds)

21,000 1 e
19.00¢ 1 = 21,273)
17,000 /‘_______,__M__._.ww”‘vm'm?) (19,525}
(17,4c8)
15.0003: Hsm (16,620) o
10..000 4 E ]
10,054) {10,437) (10,577) (10,58)
'/ 'm -
8.0004 (65 (OFS) ( {5,011
(4,449) 492 M E
4,000+ {3.613)
(2,499) . P A
A e Q) M
2,000+ 51.985).__-——__'_1_;_4,7;7.) O : ,._)_-— (2.613)‘1‘ ¥
I RO § W12 ) Ity 7 1,854) (2,285 .o
- fgﬁigj’ (26.2) (z:8) (e2.4) ___(72,0) (100,5) awa
1571 1072 1373 1974 1975 1578 17 1078

A e EA, BBEIEE, (1979)
Qesas)£ag (1978)
B2 g gEe HEL 2] o ol BHEREGREEE BERE = Bl RS 5
J1o| B g REgds & 8 g EC 2o kg M slel Al B R
ol ¢ 8 BH7EbHE BrEde] thAE Bl R, Em, T, BR 5 O IEEY

o
iAo} BRENAE BeEilte 94 A F due e ¢ o5 A

&

(R OT> MEEEN o st AR RERY HhEOG)*

wist el | w C £ = @ =] o# il -
# i 0.94 1.3 2.9 4.3 | 3.2
T A 0. 98 2.6 8.1 8.5 6.8
it r 0.50 2.2 4.0 1.3 5.2

* Ok, mebs, FEBE R RS 19674, HEe 19784 Hitd.
##t Keichi Oshima, “Research and Development and Economic Growth in Japan,” B.R. Williams
(ed.), Science and Technology in Economic Growth (New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc.,
1973), p.316 2 FHEAEE, BMEHEE (1979, p.306.
(16) EiHH p. 75
A7) 04ERT] BA} ety $lekel QA FEE 60N HEFEAE, el Biie FE 70§
X HEERE #RE R
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zychel 8 Ml glol A BRI BTTT EEEES oW d BRI dest?

BEERE WIS BAES MGRYE Blien /pirgh &%l Kk ProeiH s
oF ERREA el = 3249 #l(cubic law) BitR7F pargte] RS A, 09

Z Mool Bkl == WIRMELHEE L., WEPIRHEREE L, Lol i) g=
BEAE X HEIREASE Yeb g glo B vt 2ol kMo

(Ey/l X) OC(Y/X)3 .............................................................................. (l(D

o B RS whd ol 3 Mol B REE Y Felo] KRS Zelskodhd 2 it
e L EINRME 9ok fEEE ¥ 8ffe] BEE d& lolzte HHEel EERRAERN
HHEQL ¥ SRS Soaliel Sob. =3 of Witk T ol = EEEML HREol R K
teetel 1/4¢] Fistabdl o BB S BEEES] 1/640) E3atgl s Aok e kst
£ Ao & Aol
1A% Re fepvl il (E 29 2

(E 2> THERESY EESRENY MR

A

<

=
FILE

Growth Index KEY: D=USA, O=UK
1935—1958 10 000% ) NFE? = Non-farrous metals
- [ AR = Aprcaht M = Metal products
(1935=100) i ELS = Etecironics STQ = Stone, clay & glass DAIR
§000] | OEC =Ctherciectocel  PAP = Paper
VEHR =Vehcles FER = Ferrous metals
INS = Instrumants FOOD = Food products
CHEM = Chernicals LM = Lumbei & furniture
MACH = Machingy TEX = Textiles & apparel
RUB = Rubber OMF = Qther manufacturing
. AR o=
10004 x 10in 24 yrs. ; - €LSA 9,, ~*"Slope 1/3
i.e. 10% p.a.
g NS .—" Research expendlture
I
B
500 METNFM RUS CHEM 9{%:‘1651.5 - {orovthy’
400y METPA? 76 N >0 8.2 Gy aoEe rate
300 FER \\ ~Noo L OMACH
FOOD SR, .~ 0ONFM O OVEN
200} Lumg \bFERg,v- & 2, AuB
TEXO CMF
QMF Qpap
¥ = 25710 o
100-

PRENE 11 02 3 040‘.1 1.6 2 345 10 20 3¢ 4050 1CC
Research expenditure as a percentage of net output

2kt : D rek de Solla Price, “The Relations between Science and Technology and their
It iplications for Policy Formation,” G. Strasser and E.M. Simons (eds.), Science
ard Technology Policies (Cambridge, Mass: Publishing Company, 1973), p.162.

9o 1% frEe EERES BYERS R EEMA B EERREES
o) wAetel 5 aukg o el farbiuel B KRS ol A ook gk A

(18) C. Fre«man, “Research and Development: A Comparative Study Between British and Ame-
rican I dustry,” National Institute Economic Review, Vol. 20 (May, 1962), pp.21-39.
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TOEERO] MEEANG Eelw 2o d EFATE MMl ¥ o we BEYRE
ok e g HEl T Aolth

agvd gefbetel] glelAl BRAGHEE T BRI dobgtd HRG e &+
=72

A ZFe Bl R FHEE (By/E) < (Y/X)%) el WIBHE RS ERmRANY

BIfR  935MEY-E] 19584 Abo]o] EM) KBS EEL Lo PR EirE MHR
olth. o WizEel Il ® = FAo EE KPS T Loz WEE ®E
X M el e 2 e Bl 8 (technology transfer)7} A9 QgAY =& =
o HIFR @ EERel RHIRE e Aoz g2Ech

olell ka4 e fEvheie} 2L HE R EY BR lddE BIERE HRE 9
AR ABANY BEgel o WL ol HilrEBd o i) EERE AR
Al o ¥ Z2E Rolete AL FA 9 HEolth 1M EE EERE BE A FrEMBRA
of olg FEEES MEMoZ WESY] st BAS PIEpiamEe EERRANY W
e R BHELR BESE, old4 g e BESE & T, A 2 BEES
A Bt 12 A o Re HAE e s HBlstaA o

AA, RSl B2 Am 9l 19565EYE 19664F Abole] HARS BERES Hifff #
Bk gl dx, BBl o8 AR HilrEsiTe] EXBES FHoIJdx HEd.

=A, & WS Bl & EABMANE M RELC A HEME RELRE i 9
A Riflel el Al v A BEE R Sy, PIEME £E BEY B Al < (time lag)
< A9 g Aoz HEST

ke 7o FAx2 BES BS Fu, BAS iKY E4oz & w o dejo
4] 1968 £ X-E] 19784F Abolol MK, EHREERS B LBE HHEHEMl YA o] B
EEREHES e A LS AR s BB EEN B IELE A
A B eRHE R E HEEE 2EE gk ol E fske wlA ol F WA k% M

<~E 8> EEE—I et Tﬁnﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁtﬁﬂuﬂ BE L&

EERS |emma + e m ReD R )+
B B ‘
5 m | oA x % m | A *
# i 7.40 4.19 0.94 1.3
COlE i 23.29 6.32 0.98 2.6
{ = 5.99 7.07 0.50 2.2

* g B H;ﬁ‘ﬁ, _% 197 54r Tﬁff*rfrﬁ,-ﬁ: 8=, iwnb 1968] % ?Uf(l 00)9_\1 3 19784 f77}7<]
¢ REY. " OKke 1936FES A1 00) 22 Stz 19664F21A 9 iz dd
L ke 06T, WES 1978 TG
#k} : Oshima, op. cit., p.312 2 p. 316; WHMEIT, BREBFERE 19799 A fFRL
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iR ) Aot BIREME BT M) WIS pAS W #EE adlud ol
(& &) o] mpydTh.

WElE 1A K NS 9 12600 RO AT oA ARl HAS B
K 199 ERKEES G Ko Sz [pkel RIS 907 % Aeld
S olE 4 MIFIE Wb MEEE WMol slel At @l RAS mE&RT 2 %
stom fkid #iato] BBl Bl el obd whe RREAS mglth

el (8 RERS 1@ KR WME BIRBIBRLES HE wwl E WM Qeld
He) 7ot AAS el ekl aA we: AL ¢ & ek

2o HAS ERREAS PN RAERED ik mrew grisdglew W
el ol $19 2L 5C RERS REes] S dobud FIRME BEE o
of obt el

IR (By/E ee(Y/ X%l ok 17j9) BHIE FIMstel skshi 2 Kies vhe (R O)
9]- 71—0] gffjlrl 2= 011,}_

(& 9> BFDS MM EERRFES Wisctied LEE o2 BESE @EEE O #E R&D

?i i°l tt(V)
_ 'T [’fgﬂ ﬁ‘MHLC* B K 9§ R&D BEe H(%)
s s — ——
(Y/X) (Y/X)® i I
" Fff 1.77 ? 5.50 13 l 7.15
AR 3.69 | 50. 04 2.6 130.10
1t B 0.85 i 0.61 2.2 1.34

=1 Aol EREitin
Y=y Bl AER M
wheh | e (Y/X)=(7.40/4.19)=1.77
o P 1.3%x5.50=7.15
W L LEEME 2 e e
G el ] Bwl @Eo] 1960418 KBl 19704E1% Aol o) 2 ik E<kel Mk A9
B3] M, RS © RE el A ol Huy A e B Kk EAE S
Sl A e AL EHo i dlo] phEgs] H o=, # K *ﬂz ol o) & BB RIS HEE M
PEE P90) 7.159%, EAMEBE H#FT0] 130.10%, oz {LERERIe] 1.34% Zo|ct.
a8 (8 8o A Eule) o] KA BRIl ol d i WYelHE BeE%e He Bt
0.94%, BT AHERRIL 0.98%, 2l {bBo] 0.50%° E3otgo. 2 EZE e o &
BEETME 1A 919 HIR Fotel AEE uhel 2 w2 WERAE M) e A B
zy ool otE Ao HiER WEME BBEEY HENSE BEIY WEME REES
9 %EE e ETERo R YE Hir AR ool Yrlekyl 4GS Aoz 7ok
A B FERBY BEEAEIL Y HEERBELRE hooR HEirdEm e B HEEE
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o o kil EHiel L (portion) o 1 (technology transferyel ¥ HHTEHS W
gotel 3 ek (& 1003 2ok
<§ 10/ ﬁﬁﬁ%?ﬁ* BEEB R HiFEBe &k

N SISl & RED BEIL(%) | B RS WL
WEEEY M -
WHERLE | RElFE | B MR | ma e e | 6 it
) 0. 94 i 715 | 13.15% l 86. 85% 100%
XY 09 | sl 07% 99. 25% 100%
T - 0.5 L34 37.38% | 62.62% 100%

* BT RS BRIE B e el MEweh
wH B 0T x100=13.15(%)
% W 1 100~ 13. 15=86.85% ; BEHSR 2 LBHME 2 Hikd oad HEd
(R 10 A BHARE 3o = Eof #H, TREBE 2 485 BEE JMa4 g
Biiw g = 7bEd BfsRiEcl 9std ol F=Add R HMAE 13.15%, EREEIT 0.75
%, 1E].1 fhBo] 37.38% G oA 2Tk REEEC]l HES Hib® 2o FE eEET
¥Bo 2 FHe Bl BAC zA KIFStd %S ¢ g Uth
olg] gk M & oWl Ml A mohs EEEEES HMelA 28 Agtg e, st
ol lE Wl KFEIEE 9 99% Llbe® HEEEslvh
S piaEe) rel oled Hfrigiel HE BES 5 15% AstY FE o2
HE B gsd ol E HEEET sl S8 —iarvtel HER BIERE #Ed 99
o o] Folzl Flojx vielAl K S LMo 2 Hel Hilr HAC] g Eiiriigiol
»

olgl g Hire st fEl= BALS K Biew RESty, FIHAY EABES
g, ol TF BAS ERMEAN AMBRT WEE e s FEdd 43
Rl i SRdtgol HARRfAe] Baiolwt st o Felzicta wokd fiE 2 HE
b Wi~ AoE mokd BUEES o MRl oA Bt & LTI e

A E A IR o] MR T<tel & Py 10%L L LegA KW, VER, ¥ 5
o teste A Foka, Kiliel BREREE LeAAviel M el g AL olw (k7
ol Al - hep o] Fo] w2 Alolglvh. ol fxAd EW HAS BiEH W #i
i e EE o w Huo] HiliE Al odte] ol Fel & Aozt Helw, & #Hifidiel
s 10 1967l Yol A #E Wl g |A Bdire] FELE KU 16.4%, BR
HRLol 40.7%, ez frBo] 26.8% Holl ol2x At

=3 £ EERM ol WRMZERE: 2 HHE Mty 88 Az BENNS

(19) Os' ima, op. cit. p.313.
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vl e o] GNPol gk BHARIZ 7% HAS 1970400 0.39% 4 197840 =
0.67%% RN AT PIEMHE B LA Lol 19700l = B ¥ Eijo] %
& 71% 31 29% 9 Zlo] 1978 %ol = 19% ¥ 51%0190wl 2% shekglciu 20 E‘:ﬂs‘iffﬂv
Pie) BhoE MBBHT 6040l = AT al At S 2o, ofdel PREMS 7o K
HFrte]l BRA  (time lag) & zhotael A WRERHGECl o8 HilrERe ox =24 @
*g Aeg 44 5 9ok

whEbA Hs zol Ak Apdrel Mol MAMUEES SR Lokl A ISP ol A
B8 PIZEHBB A oldh siirdofrel st ol #iEdld A 2os oS o e
Aoz BitEE Zolw

4. B2 BIREAEE 158 HE
FElE 2Eqtel WREPHTE BT BUABUR RGN BEE BMO firEsel 29

T HEE bR RSB A ol LRl A& BArRAEAE . Ete, olel g iEvt
MR o olsh 2 WK o % B HerA EETERCE HBiEsHE BE

HEEel 7 s Bedks sk wRklEe]l W% Fobe Ae I 9% F ok weiA
HgRe S (eEAT Y] ST8tel & BHEREERD A FRETS A E HEsER
of £H b A G F Arh ol FRMEBMC HalAE @A st 2EG Az
A B RV Ve dgled sren KRG BBE RS AT EGRERA ARED
Wl B F Aol @ gEiiel L e Qs

A7 A E FE PRMEEEBRA T JRete] obA] R RS mES oA
Eigcy

HIEhHE BeFioh Bbistel 713 HWEF olariz Al olm L aicte] debd whel
7ol GNP #f WIZERASE Leditsh ol stebiz Zlolw], =3 PHEME £7iel oA R
wriel B PR BRITEY ol dratel WAslol 2 glovt opAE mSihdh ffFdd oA
vl RIS TR REE MAAR 5 A= she Aol

Al |3EY WREEG A o BRE fkd 3 5 Y= F EAs] A8 BriEiE
Azl g J24 758 5 d=F g Zol & Zol

Plbel -27bA R Zhedl slalA REel REIAFIS BHIEPHE feEel (el dd) A=
2ok i) ZbA Jigke] HigE ol St s AN e fmE shEd shie KEEM e

O

HEEHE Y &Y WEIF{L(profit optimization)e} . 3= MIEEIEAE S 5 g
& Zojrt, @Y

(20) RHE LS BIBHWEE (1979), p.7d.
(21) Wha Joon Rho, “Korean Government R&D Expenditure Policy: An Evaluation and A Future
Dire tion,” Korean Journal of Public Administration, Vol. 17, No. 1 (1979), pp.68-78.



f¥e] FFEEES WEYD RIS ol E 4% BEES) WB{EHENE (shadow price)& FibAt
T A kA & glol vk of 7] HAEERCl oW fREECl & LN B
Hyel plit @l A HaymEE: Wivetz slv HFYEE (constraining resources)& 3 Hifir
29 e Bmiel winz Rds & BMERE Z, BOEES bzt ox ol
W ORCEEN T el W B ghd 2% ek BERRS —[:,—Z;—i #d o

whebA frEEQl AEEEE SRR BAA I A S BIEERS BReAR
T AE SHHer A o7 2A & Flelth

ol 23k {EEIERYS] BNl eh FRFlel vlFo] EW &<k HREPAE WESL vvdd A
& PIER T FE] Efrol whE B TTHEMES] BIEE RBlsl e PIEME K W
& pFEIIET BRI BTEE (perceived shadow price of R&DYo] of B}e] HrE{if@ ol
tete] FBI1sk e WEER Ho ol GE Aelge A el FE Aelth

whebA] PUEERPIS) BEEDATR BELE ol 9l WAV =S FEE ¢ A= e AL
v fpFsiEo] PIRBIE KFol dlstd Bastz e BEEBES o494 mEAR F
izt 3k Zlol & Aol

H7EpAE o SRl AT PR wad SRS PIREHE REC A3 B
g BTEMEF S Hirny FREEMES PRN AR ostd BB U Hx, olF e
o 53 & FHRES e BN TS SO NS BaAT R Ehe
AR BHELEG R HG whet o2 2RV RESA do #

ole} - HEL OFEFHETS PIEME L AT Bmd BEERSE EdZaA
Wk RG-S (DEAY Y A= ihE BRG] TEEL B85S BEBREGE
AFIS) Kt MRS BHRETMGRS EiHe] ol Folx ok dvke AL BT Aol B
o WP BEBORS LB BF T BEBE AJY st ikamd R Bt &
ol Folzlok ke A& Wl F= Aolrh

DEEEHS) WA HBEGKE A HRE 22 olud HFes Wl B
Bl A FEE ot @b ol BBl o st HiliHigrol of T
Aelebe {EE =3 stobAA HEzA HAME R 2o HigAd KiFste RS
figgstAl 1 Zlelch. miebA BUTel WRMBEREABCKES Rk RAE $IEAE RIEGHE
o fivrocl KEHel 4R PIRMS REFES ERAFEA AdE oFed ¢ AxF
Mgk g el W] e KiE #K shedok & Aol

|

(22) James M. Utterback, Management of Technology (Cambridge, MIT, CPA/WP -78-7, 1978),
Will am J. Abernathy and James M. Utterback, “Patterns of Industrial Innovation,” Technology
Revi w (June/July, 1978) pp.41-48. K. Nagaraja Rao, Linsu Kim, J. Herbert Holloman, and
Jamus M. Utterback, Industiral Innovatian, Diffusion and the Role of Institutional supports
in ti e Developing Context; The Case of Korea (Cambridge, MIT, CPA/WP-76), 1976.
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A o B RES BRED PREMBETIRY R A =8 WA MIEY Hik
S g3 glovt drlAe BEY B AEGRA WEY BEEmda BEsd @3
=3 ¥t

Pres BEH e oA WRRSERIT BeiHh Tl T g PiRs #F9s o
AT Eigel o3 FHE @ e WK BIRNE BORS wiEer ok réawmoa
et

WoEh & BeS ST o e BT Pkt e, WERS AR 7E 2
Br7E #5)tol A& HEFFES F =9 (Heed-back) 5 o2 E4dE 5 e o5 £BEES
HE % 2e] Bl Seh ol& 7HEd WisEe BHHEY BOLT oFx dE WREEY
BUES 11T A BEHES &% Yo(block fund)e fj:d =4l E g x (project
fund)o) ke g kplE S glep, ¥
Lo o3 BRI FEH LS WIS EIohE B Pirits —imes M
ESHE 115 EITEY B A FE #ESE %78 W A & BRe Wnms ot
WIEE STk BRI A FES A 3 Bl #Ests Hikold, =ZzAE =
e THREE S hste Fi AMESS Estd WESTH, FREIlie WRie

£ Fiiotd B EFe G 44T BEEE HEEE Besy WIRXT AR B
Bate, 2 B HRS Hikel FFENEEA HElde Jikoldh EE ox 3 BWEst
ol F JE i ol @rbA JrEnt AH o i fRiEste A ¢w mE AY AR olF Tt
A k- BAS ZE kel Bifkel web o \Bae thh desha e ¥olvh s
THB 7-&d EBE F2 ZeAE o) FHEks, aon 4 FIOLE I )
RE BEE glek oY

e 73 o BEme B PEYs B5 el e 1ot 9o, GhENRER L E S
Wigfie 24 E =% #oba dor], Jibel PrZEMEEe e ez ik
S ks Qo MEBHEIMEI S Mmabl e B BUE EES 99 T8 mE 9 HE
HAes 7 A A T gl . Y

ZBd 1 Z2AE A Jke] RO %458 + Jdy ERdKe v = #PRs
W BT S FeES S MR, 4 SN BT EASE S (pools LR, ABHE T,
A7 BB FEY 448 SEAETHSE 5 5 ok 98 eke) A el ¢
A &% SIPME e BRED el PRADL U AT FEEEAS H4a 5o iR

ruln:
et
_d

\

J:

(23) °] | “Hﬂ o RIS Rl Rl A= B, “EoFel PRBARRGEY AT Hareg m=
GBIt u’nﬁif(ﬁlﬁlﬁré?‘@ e BBA BuasEe, 1978), pp.337-350 B,
(24) Thne Gustafson, Why Does the Soviet Union Lag Behind the United States in Basic Science?
(H rvard University, Center for Science and International Affairs, September, 1978), p.6.
(25) s sk, EEEEROY WROTE Bhrel B i (REEVERE, 1930, 2), pp. 93-76.
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o= pME FHEEY Bikel gngel = Aol Acka HWERCe R 5 T 3
ol o},

wE ko BF A= el R en Firds edE WRAC W item ®
ot olsrel AWAIE. MRS bt 9le kM 9l 2E] 5 E(institute) ol
FEE ], ol E A A Qi ar] Eel Al BIKBHER ) Mol ke BESS ERSH
S BHET e MmEMeR PET 7 md o) RTINS AT Y] WE
ojet. 9 Zeft 2] viepel A9 olAubA] B bl ud it@ry @irel Moz ¥
B 2] g ol HA R3bm glg Wak obvet AT PR EA Tl el B B
felsz, o teb ol & MLl KB PIEM L e LA ety s Tl ol7] A7l
BAER o & & HEiFelwh ol R TFAA £F A= e B MAR PESol
gk BREE o MR B Frt B ol e EIEFI U B T g
o g PHET B o] H bR e Fa glef o

et 25 Aoy ZRAE Jro| Wi AN ggncoy HRGe EE.
RS ER 2 FEC] o)A Lo HEiFel 2 EUWE kel Bigkel m&d A
o] o}

1

o

£} (prestige’ ©

Lr'

5. ¥ W

Selvbeh ] KERERS e EHTER R FHO Hir A o5 ESMKIER £
FRE & fote ghorn], FHERE B A Hilr FRIES T 15% Nitel oz A
o7 #EFEE 3L Qo ol B8 Aisrel el Bikroprel ety Mrhix SHES] BOEA
ol o gk HirdEgol glek. 2o oA wEEAS] ke 3 ERRE LN ES
iR EBGR: 1 LR Wt olE2 S HirgAx iﬁﬁ%fm o5 el elA st e
2 AA ol F SEHTERE] 250 Hifrd R Solrt o A etE BAELGO
= Hilfe kel FolAlel wel, feivh LET Sird MNE ¢ de BhE 2E &
EE A7 d el ol SsA = oAl 2| HEECl BB HKES A [k
717 weow ¢HA HA ¥z HHERERRABKS HREREST PEMESIY %
KeE #AA L oj=w BuE oS A4 FEst | Yok

& e A= PEMEBRS T2 PR A8Ecks FPEME dHes TEE
®e o2 o MERS dFEGRe oretdoh. 2 v PERMERAREY] o WEE

(26) Gustzfson, op. cit., pp.69-70. T.S. Khachturov, “Development of Science and Technology
in U.3.8.R.,” in B.R. Williams (ed.), op. cit., p.148; Loren R. Graham, “The Formation
of Soriet Research Institute: A Combination of Revolutianary Innovation and International
Borre wing,“ Social Studies of Science, Vol. 5 (1975), pp.303-329.

(27)y #Ei ik WIRE, pp. 95-96.
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