ABAEA ANIAAEE AGEoRA 2PHE JHA FAE F ke BAVE ook
%, pAdoR vAelRg Jon @ MawolEd ANYAARE AT W AARA
kel

ZHAZR e WEe A A A (aggregation problem)7} WAt ANPARRE ol &ate] AnaeE PAsh= 2l

_ dgy AnYEE FH0E — o] Znjge) W3l7l opd )3 7lC(represenative agent)?] ZAH|EE] W3S EA 3= ?_74]7}
C - = - QA Ak Egk o] HEe 917] ol §3E Wzl ulE AF, AA =3t A Fol MY
2 FA BN A MU ARl FF2E mH Sl = B8l o]E BARF jhdelA] Fahe A

o] it

#H g Fol | A olalal o B o o
183 A& Aste] B Ao A= AAo]2e] o AnRy T JE 7MY AN dEE b
WA 4y = olrkal dE 7 AeFr] RS o835k (Attanasio 1998) 917] o] A#H 7}
tgﬂc‘:_] ~H] 3] g %.E,_M;oﬂ 7 o] tgﬂg_] 21§ ;—AHH 7 ‘}Eaio
B Re 98907] o)F e LN gae 249l 54¢ 47 BBl vAHoE of I AREHSL ARIGENSE S 771 AAAL AN A AT g e
©oodgZe] WA ArAHolA MREYEAE AT nae Ea oe B 69 A SA) d(pseudo pane)S ©]-8-8Fo] FAI B} T8(cohort, ©]8} cohort)?] AH S EA s
ok B4 Astel elahE 8917] olF AANAl BeS AFAR anle] 7] BAe dud WS ARESHITES)
SA4Q] ulaEolA vER o] opjet Aojrlel A AR UAL Avl e vEE . I N - e
999 Bolal 2 90Tk = 2001~ 20024 Fok AM|EbEo] AEEAES Ao 71He ) wEwe] TS T 2k NS 710l TP RS AN R vAAES S
How rBo] AL Ze ABZA, 2003d LN FASA Fag Vgels A duHZe st o1 1) A& Attanasio and Weber(1994)¢] W 28 o]8-8fo] 717 2n] s8] W3l19l
el A 75 %—717} Azt 7heEl 58 AUAE, wFEH] Sol g 607654 25 AR Fl S ZolH g npxEto 7 VA HE A2 2 A AAHS A o
A B4 Ak 2 il A% AsEwEA aulE b 34 29 o2 Uehgth o HOPRIIEE B 1= IARIS s,
Qg9l] ol oled avlaE|s] Ry o]dq Aske o A aHHEE WakATE A
Ao Au avlsHe] AR Ave dol A we] YA oAl BAE RETE AL A
). wed stom Fa AAR] Al MAE AAA Jol @ BFETHE Nekel _ I
o] AZsA AL AN soF & Ao welrh [l 7HA 2B |SHEef Bist S4%f

1. AAH Hst

71 elstel7| 0|F Sa|Llale] 4H| Ha}

B AE97] ol feut 7PAanRE e oAl 5491 7] T3 (pro-cyclical)©]
nAFoR ol ATl HIRHL LA EAlA HRHN=AE olF7Idife cycle) B 9181917) o]F FMAIAH= Q7] o|AF T Ay] Salgo] ulo] vehtal 9lo] 74 ZH]o
3 el Ba agiek o gk AXZBA Bl 4 §}5]°i\’/} f1710]1% 1999 7 2002 &<telli= 7] S7Hro] GDP &
213k917] o] F JHAANIE A71ES Gl A7) EA diE 7€ A FE AN 7HERT U] ZA A5 whE 200372004 FQlelE GDP F7Hge] Edkehs 7kl 7hAl 4]
AREE o 8ste] ulolgs AHdhe oItk 7HALN7E 448 33T de 54 Al THEL HolunE Vgt B3 Sl 9P mlaeME fejuhEhs 1998\,
< e 1999 720025 AxHle] WMol 147]745*3?34 t 7127 2003 7 20040l = 2R 7} wholuf 2 A%

oK(liquidity constraint) €3}, A5 2 H9| g3 (wealth effect) 2, 7HA207F 34E
= oH 4 AFo|&(precautionary savings) % 54 Al A5t & Fl AHalry v < skSith
[}

ole|gt AAIE Asiol HIEE F Euler WAV A F42 AAREAl, dElle] w4l 5 v

* BEed wgAAdTd ANEALTd 2) 19979 9897 = 224 AA So7 A 2EA Qd&-S v HHHalac and Schmukler 2003).

wx S8 FEAAATA ANFAATE 2ZAF 3) cohort +ATUHE FHH 255 o], FAHAILES shte] FAEE AgFoay FJod gl A7

D FA 7dE 2bs 7HAE TR A estel A Ao ago] SulstE s 7 Al AnHlE At g A L Tl o] 8% e Aotk cohort WS Il TEI FUw AAn o] AlA
o g o g8S18E A% 1 2US weh ol MV A4 dAEE T dAVRE HrhE 4 A5E dAabidolgtar st JHAl] &HAF, A T MY 7199 FEA dEE R4k
v anl o] A ERe] YAHES AnGES AATS et o f-&3HA AHEE 4 Qith



[28 1] GDP(GDI) M&E ¥ 7HaH] ZZE F01)2)

GDP & %
GDI A &
ETI

==
2ot
o ™ gy

<

SR, AL, A

<E 1> SHo} f71d8 2ol JiH 48X 578"

T 1) 2000 717 1AR), AdErIdHE], 2) Pr 7184, T A71AA
i=2

= Rieylrjop  @o[Ao} EEk
1990795 7.8 9.5 8.4 3.5
1996 6.5 9.3 6.6 4.5
1997 3.2 7.5 4.2 4.9
1998 -14.6 -6.4 -10.8 3.4
1999 11.1 4.5 2.8 2.6
2000 8.2 1.6 12.2 3.4
2001 4.8 4.3 2.3 3.5
2002 7.9 4.6 4.3 4.0
2003 -1.3 3.9 - 5.3
2004 -0.5 5.1 5.9
1) S 20009 715E, SgeHQlm=dlAlel B el 2003, 2004%

2) AAEMAlol, B 3/4#1
2k&: ECOS, WDI, CAO, BPS, NSCB

A el A £HAF WFS w1970 o
%1 1} 9]31$17] o] % 19984 F4, 2001~2002‘4‘

e AT AL AAT £ Uk B0 F

= felue) AnAE MEe R B B

El>

2

R

a=

T %— 2003 ~ 2004\ 3%
=3}e] w7

o] 2715t o] 9

EEacy 71*]7”11«1 =

<E 2> 2H|X|EH|E Fo|"

°9l: %)
19707 19817 1991~
1 1 1 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004
1980 1990 1996 997 1998 1999 8
AT AE 774 666 634 642 621 642 66.1 681 686 672 670
Gl R 66.9 552 51.8 527 493 519 540 552 557 538 53.7
7k A 66.0 543 50.8 51.5 482 508 529 541 546 527 526
AH-AHAE 105 115 116 11.6 128 123 121 129 129 133 133
F D A A
AR e, FUAH,

<# 3> OECD =7}e| QZiaH|X|E H|F

(=) %)
L A - R N A )
1970 74.5 62.4 48.7 60.6 57.0 55.2 55.4 57.6
1980 62.5 63.0 54.8 58.9 59.9 55.8 53.1 58.2
1990 50.9 66.2 53.2 62.6 56.8 55.3 56.2 57.5
2000 54.0 68.7 55.9 65.9 59.0 54.4 54.8 60.5
2001 55.2 69.7 56.5 66.4 59.7 54.7 55.7 60.0
2002 55.7 70.3 57.1 66.3 58.9 54.7 56.2 60.1
2003 53.8 70.5 56.9 65.5 59.0 55.5 56.0 60.4

2} OECD, "National Accounts

2. OJAIH w5t

A7) A7 S v o R The] AR WE cohortE TSte] A5 AH|e] Aol
F7] A%F-Z(life cycle profile)s THEJTED A5S ATa5e|H 257 AHFAS 71 W

of CPL= thro] Adskshlnt.

ale] efF7) QuFae o AR vk o] 50del 9412 Ol% F gass 5449
49)

AUA (hump) B} &H7F A58 wEpbe BES Belth ofx A AL AolF7] &H|o]E
o Wt An| 29} v 7t YEPGS BolF= Aol O]%QEE Attanasio et al.(1995)
ek AJofE7] v B384 (uncertainty) ¥ 17 7%(demographics)E ¥ & 749~ AH|
o] Ztgm et fFAKEE QUAY &H|FEE A F USS Btk S AolF7] &H|7HA 9 iﬂ]ﬁ %
Bekfla) FEHE FHsta Jovt EGAAT I72E ¥ ESletw JUAE A d"Tx
E TE F At Zolthh AR do] mE 7] MekE BAs AnTERE A
BEW o= Ar Pk AgFxrt PRk 3] 3x).0

) Aule] RS Aol LudEE BAG: AFEFAAE olsh Ze AT dYTFEE FHow
$A% FeE

5) A o] 24 = M-S L

o
0
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[28 2] 2s|et 50| AFTE

(et a)

350

Sl

5 = w0 A 25%9] 607 70t AH|E A
HAck 3 AEEE 250ME A9 25% AT 25T F FUHE Ho] &5 EHS5o] A
i &S o Stk o] AS5ASE A5 AN Bl 1999 7200249 B9 49 25%S
23

oo | / ASlg A AZoA T2 gL AWE0750the 4 AN Falo] olxoiz
oo | T~ \/J\:/jv 1 20039 T4 25F(FEASY 25%)] 607 700 A7 A A 5845
/ HoH A% ) ZheH 20039 FEAA As 43 5 B34 F7b e dug 4
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Felufel 4l ATz SHE 0w A A A 19984 L6k AT o]F 1009 ol
200250714] 22817} WA 71547} 20034090 S7bA} 391 s1eh, el 60 o)l 7}
A bl esjold Tratel asiiA 19992002571 $7 Aok 24 s, o e N W\/J\
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/ 34 5 Fga5el F7hs RE 330l g3 viokd W REALEL 507 7000% FUew A7)

- =
L \/\/\ o, b A= <) »\_ - 0o i
N\~ 2748 Ao vehdtl([1d 5, 6] 2.
N—r- [28 5] 2225 o XMbSo| T (28 6] 2225 % F84S0| HETE
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A\Waat \/‘/\/f—/\r/v\/—v‘/-—:,/\/_/- a m ©
[ @D @D
0 0

%
\
<%

—
&\\
%

6) 7MelM A5 271, F AFTRA a9 WA A8 29 HUAE7H Edult equivalent ”“ 0 = V\ °
scalo) ol §aHE, JREA AR THE TS £ulAFe] st APl whel Tkl Bshn . B T " .
A Aol BE ASTANEC] s dFolanks 24e nesp] A RE AETY9E Y a N .
< 9ol ulel lgAtes BRI B8] 98l =@ 7HER|olth Attanasio(1998) OECD Y e J/”/ WV o ! o “ e
49157} HEg ALgPEr] OECD Z12elMe 7Hge 1, Ueial 49l 0.67, 1941 olsel ool / ; : Dottt

0.439] 7teAE FJoH B AFAME F 7teAE HE38r)



(08 7] 258908 459 Ay

(ergl)
700

ol B 254W_U_J:/_f,_f_/.

B 25 %y et B TTPEPEL L S LR

N
X

>
T
o
UL
g
ot
o
e

. 7HAIH|Efof 25t Ol X =29

THA 2R e el gt o] 24 =oe the Al THAE o] & ¢
ol 7128 IR0 a&=ds EAE ANFAANRE *Fgo}oi A A
TFHehs YO R Hall(1978)9 Y9)E 3 (random walk)7Hd& T2 wbdslgich. E4, 4
ofF7] AnHlo)EE 7R o o} il a&=st —rxﬂl—A o2 o8 IZy|RThs di
Z3&)] cohorte] Alztell AF AH|FEE BA5l= A2 Attanasio and Weber(1994)¢] w4
%é‘.ii wEkgich AR, Aol ZelA ol&e dwstE 918 Al HAurt 1A= 9)

A 7ME gslete] @Ae] THAANIE &5 B AdrHAe] fraksttiete ZHAIZE As
G 5 ARBAAA alel o3 /e Asrt wslste] AndErt Gebd S dvke
Itk ZAlo] 2ol A ] 7ML AR o] 2oA & F %ol A &9t T o
Z(ceteris paribus)slthal 7FAstaL FE A5(AD B Alske] 74 Wstel] w2 An|e] ws)
o FHE T Stk tRolAE &HlAEwste] gk Al 7Hx] HIWHS 71 ATelA wel
ol a8t ZA sl hde] Ao T UeH] 5 AxeA Y] o224 =& s
Bz} g},

stk A, Y77 2ol
% 2ol 4ml9) 2489

Ml 2 2 o 7
XA i mlo wo X
> n

po
o

7t dojv| 2H| ol2: EESMHE 2

1950400} o] F AelF/] BFE vIAls ANFE REAA AHdEE Arshs Fad BAE

W 19704 ©]F §e]4 7]di(rational expectation)9} E3248
3laAt 313 th(Attanasio 1998). AolF7] B8-S Aol & =
S BY ol BustA wrgshiaA o2 WS o] FoUvk AelFr] By

o] 7P ket RELe BIAE gl aHAES Hﬁ*e]ﬁ‘l 71511%} Al ek s gl
olgh= FAA S7Kcertainty equivalence)E 7FA sl =
A 2AE ] 93 FEH e BHel =Y i%}a 07824 (Euler equation), °fH]%
A Z(precautionary savings), 54 A %k(liquidity constraint) S0.& Zuv|g)eje] B3t T2 =Y
o] Hhdsfigkt). ey HI SolAt Hall(1978)9] omdy 71do] AZiA Aujel EUX|g o
wg} ojo] w3t o] I AZH Mol tfst AAJo] ol Lk

019} Zol AefF7] v BYPE o] &3 ad=ulsh o] 9] e tixelE 7PEska AAF

294

ARE AREt] AH)AA Tk TS T

M

ol

Lt MOHZF7| £H| O|2: cohort 24

o] W& Brownmg, Deaton and Irlsh(1985)7} A 7] & olotjol=
=3 At} sdd ] °ﬂ ol AJAES Yo7} a"V 2t ol ‘E%tﬁiﬂ B HEs
vk 788 4 e ole} o] FUE A 51101‘4 NIES gkl Fol cohortzhal st
il °]F cohortE9] AIZF ] 47 MY E B4 ol 99k 2 TS VRE AT
aH]TZ(profile), & AFE AH S LA HalA e ofgiol 2ol e xtme] Aol
NS kel ZA AR drt g 9 A BWH cohorti 1997 =0l 20~ 244, 19983 2
17254, 1999 227 2641¢] B JiQ1ES] &HAtRS] Hqfow *f““ﬂ Utk F WA cohort
= 1997 d%9] 257 294, 19984 26 7 304, 19991 27 7 31A19] B JHAES] an|AlRS] HH oz
T3

ol “““9] 2 AL &7 HdxmTt Qs #ANS] SEA dEE A7 F dve
Aojn] AAZ o] WL Hd 259 AMEHT 948 2 Zrh(Attanasio 1998). HdAFE7} |)
W FYg 22t destthe Wiel e v 919 e FYE AnA B4l cohortd] A7

8) Hall(1978)9] Jejn s wgol ojstd 77|
A A7 5] 2l @4 A5dE wkg-gic
= W7 (excess sensitivity)o]2kal g},

A7) amlell SlaiAR Aol Fbssht wgel A%
A3k thotd] o)l AsE @A 259 BE 3



d Pes AT T A= ZJXq A THDeaton 1985). H|= cohortU]] 7iQEe] 52
SIE 2= cohort®] AxH] P E] Fdatta 7P A4S ols WgEe] Hd A %Eﬂxﬂ* Bl
Z A7 £ ok A 279 AAY(time series of cross sections)S ddx}ze] vl A
(attrition problem), & uH%jQ] MZo| A AF27) Fehd A DAEE H9)(bias)7F Al A o)
Ak, B3 olgjgh mAIAR o] AR HA AIAIE A9 ARgOlA BT = e JAEAVE
AT 4 ok A= ok

Teu olejg el m EetaL A Aol ARE AMEst AAl &aH] AtEY] $AY
el dele 27 2A7F A& 5 Ak A, AANZJAARS B Aule] Azgre] A
Alolrh, Ao AAPAARSY HRAE et Aol Am Itelle AHEZAHY] 4
mRdo] Aolata ek Auo] i xgo] WA= A T A Aol oy
B Angake] Aol T AARl AEIL JAA RS FetEo] Zpo]rh Al mkrdo|tHAttanasio
1998; Attanasio and Weber 1994). &4, AolF7] Anl72E 28|BW o U 53 AH7t
AES FoPh=(track) T °lEF FEEHA v BFo] vt 7 Aulo] Ag7F Aol
Hj X k= 9] A17]5 Yt Carroll and Summers 1991). 32 ¢1(stripped-down) AolF7] 4
HEGPA = M= 289 7dAEsS ASA A7 98 5ol Ea wrsE A
AAE o2 FsKsmooth)FHTaL e}, ofof Wha] o w3k mjel fro] Mulo] zpge
HFZ2E o7k Bol7biA QUAE E&ES UERM 2n7t A5S Fophs BES Heth
olg]gh FExlol et srpEo] Aol oJstd AA &H] Ame] FAAE AHs] ) WAl A
o] 285 AR E Fasitiar ol 3 Al EA9 Ay EAlol sl Attanasio and
Weber(1994)F 1980 dt) $4F A= AA] AAmolA 9] AulE @do] MA] ARmolA % vebdS A

WA HAIREE AREEle] AFE FSIGITRIO T RA Al WOH* = Attanasio et

lo

Eﬁéoim
o oox Md o

B

]0]
=1

al(1995)& 71ekeh Aol %7] avlmao] BEAY ATTEE WIT A9 Aulo] Azsh 441
B AUAD AUTEE 92 + 928 WA 5 o5E R 2OHE —‘Mﬂ A%
a7k U B @00 flah) B wel Anle] GUAY ol B3 7ol ou4 A

o
ol 4YF 4L shu Y& FUHAT Tk A Aol ARE olg imw%ﬁ%
el

=
THAZE At B2 B Qg rRe] 54 WS Attanasio et al.(1995)¢] MZ& AolF7]

9) 7HAZn| o] o] 23] ZAE JHAZE AW FEA HA S ZAE o R sk Wi AFEA A=
HjA] o] 2o AAFAAEE AMEslE delA BAse FAE et JARAdE Azt JAEAl
(aggregation across commodities)9} 2:H] 217} 3] 7| Al (aggregation across consumers)7} T}, 257k
TJAEAE AolF7] o129 tiidol He Alste JA7E obd /E Astel Au|2ehe dA Bste &
Aolr 282z AAEAE HE /M) (represenative agent)®] AH]S wkx] v sjele] oJAbAA }A o]
o3 A= Aoz Jpgshe dA LAshs EAE TEi

10) 3 SEluete] FUAAY ez 1909 7}71]*‘3] 25 FEHUFY oll’iﬁ] 258 0.87

FHAZAHE 0.848 Lo} Mulo] A2 A5 @ AHjza: ZUAR Anol AEs|
9t}

11) Carroll(1994), Hubbard, Skinner and Zeldes(1995)% AolF7] 4n] 327} 25 B34 (income
uncertainty) W&ol JUAE Fert € 4 9SS Btk

-9 -

BYE 7ter & 7§ Lnjol el 3k o glrk

oje} o] mlA] Aulo] AR E o]-&8 cohorte] At A An|FEE HAEE WS £8
Sigtehs dAF vjrlelRel 7S FA FARE GALAE B|Hetus AR 7S] A
ol 2HIFHE 24T 5 Slvke Aol sl

Cf. 2o AtE2Ed FH2

AF7HA] Ao Ao o] ngeel] ek AW 1947] S o] IAAEE
P2 ke el JE—“. 391ek AA G %% Aok, aefut olejgt Aol
el vl 2RRAS AWH ol2e] AAA A 2}% 719k Al vk Q1] &

Hz)7h A2l2st4 daFe FastA 24 725 7 Ao 7Pgstel 2HE § 9

i{g rot
oy
et

?_

9] AE TSR FAAF TR Hldto] ltk(Jackson and Holbrook 1995). & R& 7
a
[e)

A HEY AL YUANT FHA TAS FHIDA S AATE LAe U5
HE7h YA ot B ARE Aol SR HE7 FREE ARH Y ol &
wapelo] WA G BAA Ragth

olelg A nlAbe] Axsh cnaEle] i AAsH BAe) obe FuaaA R ol
9] AMARIS i AHESEOITE AMARIS)AE 99 MEst mRH Aol ohleh b,
w3l, A7lo] weh ksl wekd wuk ol Ame BES) FHel o) wsiHle] vk ¥
oh RS, B B3 4EAgete] Washe 1919 AEel ue AnlgEE AseA B ad
Blel Waks vl ASIEEHE WakAA Agle] SRl ARt o] els) ARtk Alelt

Hﬂ'

Azl Wslel wE cvldE WalE vl gont sux 450 Wi} ¥E iu]
3 3 2laEe] OAAQ) WS At Aol 4nAEe) WSS ofdlsl ol 39
= ol 2 4 gleh 3 WA Bl 1950 »ﬂm A B ARTe] AR <ol e] A mn 1&

Aeka & 5 Qe ol Mzl Holuh B 42 Y & AL AR AFES i
A wAske Bl F WAl B 19806 0] F71E 19004 ZubAe) ] o)
® TS R o)t gelaw], 3AF 2w, Z Anle] 9lo] oW ATYAE, 7

e sgau A0 ARFOE i Al WA B 199098 F4 oS el
WIS £ AT 7B A FAFN EASE TAERY 20EH) 5
HARSS] AN o S gl

A

AL &R AEE 1 ARl E3) A
sto] Wstakglal WSk = &

lE 2 A 547}

Ea

3

53] 1990\ dt] FRE o] F LH|ALS] LA Fr e P AuApe] AE Fo] gojxd 4

12) 18417] T4 ZAASH JGolX 2nE ZAAA 7449 8 247 uolshiA An7E FHAH ous
AY7] A7AE 2dl= 99 s tidestroy), T MM thuse up), dH]3tHwaste), 32A17]tHexhaust)
o FAAQ e E 7HAT

- 10 -



<E 5> AH|Als|o] SR CH|

1980t 1k

504 Jq) =24l o]F
19503 ti71A] 199040 Zul 1990d] FRE o]
AEFe Ju A ARFe M) ZHEFC] EAERT AR
E e e s I v E L) Qo AH], A &H] EAERE )
B AR e A LR o AR N b D S 'i:]?‘]’alzf:g]g} ZH]ALS]
T2 U o oa an) Kl -[Jé"] =4 )
M| A o] JHA &H], A A%
25 Bosshart(BHEd] &41) 2001
H|zke] ggo] SEithE 7IE AAolEY gl FFHQ] FolA 033 Anjrke] Add Fo)

FolA . ggo] WolH = Aotk (Mahajan and Gunther 2004). ©] 7]Z4H| 9] wkEo] A Hlo]

W SAZE e Aol dan 9 anAHEe] devh gejin] B e AAS W
e WEeR w7 wielt). MRk o] wistel me
A

o
= 49 d)(well-being) AH|&E 2 AH|Y Edold ¢
[

e kA= e E~UIL e B

HaE 9A A%, AE 58 SMAE

il

(trading up) @7 Fo] UERtaL Y& o]& Z LalF= Aol
4

]
olsh e ABHY FaFF WAL Holvk 2 PelF A
) %

54 A% 5

- 11 -

ks

i~

= dolls AAo] 29 &
232 Avlxe] AsWEt o

2Hle] MEE: Edjo|g o
O 2HgH 9 =g AAS H dugd Bad Ad" BuA(2005. 3.15)9 '4H A
FE: Efold Q(trading up)' X EH3HA U

- % BuAe] F4L TA v F /AR 898
AR, ¥R 83 B(needs)S AR UE Uk Ed(wants)S AP AlAHELS

EA, AN B M, BAe A BEA A9E o ol £ F ¢

o

o

dlo

- ol FAE 2MAES O ol BEAR A AEL PolaA ghn ANEe] ¥4,
e BENTY) AANE D7) WES Pultrading up)d AT ARE & AAANE
= L
i l

i=4
Hoh=(trading down)JFo.= 209 FF37 TR AY

O olol We} xulase) Aswslel we snde] WAL Her a% FA71e)

A AFL AT AL T o1 AN Hobds ek

gl 0|2y =9 Bgt
olg|d o]24 =oE A FrH 19979 &97] o]F FrxAoR AT difr AH, &
wile] F=53} Fol FHAlAan|REel XpEAR] IS viF Y= 2t
2 de T oA =oE FACE AR JHANREH WEE AU e slo] FEdY A
o]t}.13)
A WA =2 AIAYE AhEo] vigS F Euler W49 AY F4S A-pE L e o
A wjie] AHFEE A FAT 5 flon 53] EgEAY EAl=
15 2F8}A1 71t Gourinchas and Parker 2002). 38 Al WA =2]91
st A2 ol 29 wHlo] ARg|EH el A] weestglon ek Auduel wek Add
AR glole ATRAS slele FElvt dvk weEbA Q8917] ol % JhAlAn] gE WskE
HE7] AsixE 7HAANY] o]ZAE a1 T F e F HA =9 cohort EAWHl 1

A o84 4 Eo] @ Aot

J}L m?, off & m

13) 9@, %%%”lﬂﬂ I

DS A BAIsk FEAzG U FAH GFE B
Sol Sk Rulel WAE Gl ulE 9

2003).



2. dHHE

Attanasio and Weber(1994) WH&9] 7] ojojt]o]= thg-3 Zrh14 WA 4H] o] T
Ak Bokg3t 717k8 2] 7] 7Htreatment period) & FiL ZL o]A 9] 7]17+S okl y|7lel &
#1717 (control period) 0.2 &= 23S AAFITL EA7|7lol| dla] &ne AojlFr] 725 Y
shet o] &He] FEgto] WA A e]7|7kel tia] A%-cohort HWWFE F7l8te] o] coh
7b YA AN RRE HolkeA] Yoldt) o= AHE ATl AA Wak
771%7](business cycle)ol] 24 Wal= 245 FdatE oy 714 H5Sd A4} vt 714
3}1 A7)t A AelF=7]ell AA W= A AN age effect) T WA o]F sueje] F
gk WslE Ak Aol

WA A S A AelFr] 25 BYsay] 93 dduAtae] AALS Aol
34 (synthetic) cohortE TFF3th wkeF xeh 7} 7HAl holl tia] t7]o] 2= EA cohort coll
&3l 2 X" Hit(mean)S s 98] v HAE AHEE 4= ok

g
B
o

ko
of

X =55 4 e o))

= t7]19] cohort ¢® H(mean)o]i €& 7 o]@A(individual heterogeneity)S YERH
. “o”éﬂ (D& F43te A dAx(year)9t cohortoll s Holwl o}l 2 cohort cell?]
H& AMeHE AR 5Ysith ey wkeF A%, cohort o]lel] n&I 2 7AW
& W WS, A%, cohortd] AF el W3 cells fI9k o] A 4 9o} o7l 29
A B2 A5FE 7 o sieEks AadlE wlg- A2 cells 7HAA ke A

<E 6> AZe} cohortol| 2|Ft B cohort A

14) Attanasio and Weber(1994)9} Miniaci and Weber(1999)% ztzt gd=19] 44 F5, olelgle] 4n 37
218 cohort HAo] o] A An|FE) ‘ﬂi}f’ﬂ/\i ;S{l} Attanas10 and Weber(1994)& 9=+2
198671989 &9 fARlE FEAHatet FE/H Aol whe AdSe] Fof adeh Aid &

goll 2 e Fo A IV T E/UCh Mlnlac1 and Weber(1999)% ©]el2]2] 1993 4|
A% Fo AAe AF A FAo 23] AL Y AA Ba AYEedd digk Feel M
2E Fe 7 LS Bk

- 13 -

cohortl cohort2
1997 207 244 74+ 257294 7+
1998 217 254 71+ 26 7 304 7+

olZ FH37] Y8 olet 2 BAlY thite] Hi= EAIMS(control variable)S 1%, cohort
oF Jagghol glvka 7HAska WA (D)ol F7kste] thio 37WA S ARSIt

X = 55 A+ et 2

SAWE 2= Mool AA WA = WRQE, AW nS5E AFAD) G Wahs W
QIFF%, 23w ¥F, THLFHE, 25 B FEste] AdEE 5 Aok AlF7]e 24
Walks M4E SAskE 22 Bdshy WakA g MS5E BASE ofE o] F&E By
o] o4 i

Azbet Horl #AE Jhsadol A7) wiitolth wEkA FA9 JEAS Fol7] Sl AelFrld
A WA @ WFE FAMSe] EFste] FASGITE AolFr]l AX Wl MgE Al
s X9 AT 2udEe o Arr} AofFrlol] AA el Wl o8 MHEEXE
ok 4= & Aolth

ooz EAusel 2o eX9d da xaAEA e A S nAE ZIE 2
Wal7] 98 EA e (cohort), A& (age), AlZHtime) &S AX(year) &yl 73k Aoks &
th15) WA cohort BI= FAlY A MAEY Aol AF, A& 24 2 =A% ) 5
H3 e FFgo2H bl nX= gis itk A Gdis vo|rt Sojztdd meE &
A o] @A a3E by Ak ave vy 5 2L HESS AAWTre 35 B
7¥sst AAF A oet ARl wgle] os) An7t TS B RS o)tk

olgl Ad7bgS uf G A ga oy g

FOoR &= SAZIZ tel] A% gl o3 i

(f(age))$} cohort EIE EA8H= A3 cohort-specific intercept)(a®)S 7H Tl o2 1}

Bhfjold = k. o8t ufe RE A% anE TFsia ARkl 2 AGAwE A &
74g gy,

0 =a“+ f(age) + uy 3
15) A%, SAEA, A= W thakA(polynomials)oll tidh 3] A2S 4ol 23] 9, SAEA, =
w75 238 ofolto]i= MaCurdy and Mroz(1990)7F A& A-8-51%1 21 Attanasio(1993, 1994)9}
Deaton and Paxson(1993)& AH|#tg0] o]2 A& $83}t)
— 14 —



M= ZAFAE A 39l 199819l 5,0007F 13,70001 9] SHAE Ao & 3to] A5, 4|9
21 (3% 2 el d9dshd 2 (DE 7 & A o] BFo] #49 7|%7} Hrh, Walg S 34 2abelal glow TARAE ALY BE fAE-S 78%0IT)
A7 =¥ (pooling) & oA AujE BAUPH 2| 7]%38le] 1997d4E cohortE TA = YA
X" =a'+ fage) + 2"+ uf + ¢" e 9 ARE3ISITRIO cohorti= 1997 20418 5 @92 F 11708 FASISIThID oAbsig %LH
S 9% A AR FHH(stack) WL 7 IDEE 1997 T 200337141 9] 7HAl AR ARE
A @e] FrolA AelIzk Bk avle) FaA wWabh Adckn ek o) Wakshifel SFL 7PA7E 3 cohorti= Ahsie] AloHd 1997 134 ZA7F 53 cohort® ST
A4S cohortrit} the Zlo|BR o]f Jg 28] fl8l M 7|3t ko] A%-cohort HH]
£ 2 Wl F718ksin <E 7> SlAtfdel 74
7HA 1D A o] cohort
8 1997 110.8 2
o p oh 8 1998 41.2 2
AX;h:a +f(age) 'th + EZ[J; kd/ki+ui+6r] (6) 8 1999 818 9
8 2000 40.0 2
8 2001 1153 2
& cohortE, ki 547178 & 42 071 tiulo]n) o) tha A7 ARl 4 8 2002 1310 2
j& cohor 97 veRdY d; e Ju]o]H o A 1o} 2 2003 g )
(el o3 A 717k st A® &yt s AEHA REF = Zlolr). o]¢} T2 ByA . : :
e BAZ St B AA% RIHAS AW Ak MstE RYdete dele wlg &
g o] A7)kl MZ O& cohort7h ME T ARdA A= b2 Wgs A3ses
mysletrhs oot ; ] )
A o] 3 Attanasio and Weber(1994)9] W22 E<H4 71711 A2 71ztel dis] A= A} 2003d ARE 7IF0% cohorte] 54E W AFEC] @ AFTOIM i S0 olFl=
Aol ANFHZ AR 4 qluhs Ado] 9l ubm awle] TzHas} U] o]xu 77+ siEdths Aolrk ol @ AR 2H AT ] TPAESFE AFE] Ao dths 5 (pure) Aol
ol EA7)7F Hoke] A&7} glojof Bt thAo] uh. B AlolA] o]&rlse wEsuxEs F7] o2t ofg} x7]2E, AFuHI}, =FoH] FoE AFE] it FEH
1997 ~ 20039 771 EoF ApEold] oA AHE ulel o] ¥ 7|7k BE 97 o]%jq_w— 2 am (stochastic) AolF7] o]E3Hw WHE = F/dolth<E 8> ).
Fej7h Lhekt 7Fs o] vls- %tk ofel] mek 2 AT el M3 Attanasio and Weber(1994)9] 1 RS =EddelA Fansh WAl 22 sl JlEdl ¥ dTeME FaNE A
HES o] 83l7] 98] AYRo R MEe] AFE 7+ Haly|7re R = oA 77k glaA] L33t B Al AHES AREEHA] 22 o] f ANV ddASH gEdtn & A4S A
L dx guE ALgsle] okRE 77kl EA7)zio s vt uohga A}, = g, = o] Az o] FALTES rAS o3 TS wol 5] A g&uFTt E ¢ s
8714 @ slA|ane] 2 wEly) wye d 5ohs EebgrIel 717ke
VA R PARHIS] = WS A 20012009 SR SAATIae e 16) wEadel 25 @ aulARE 2AAE] AUES takoR aa glof 19984 14 % 248 2]
1998 72000 1= Tin| & ARESke] b7kl BAl7|7k o2 vHEQIT) 91991717} 1997 12€ ABE 19979S ko2 F).
of g A& 7etstel 199732 g 7I7ke = 7Hrsisitt 17) 99 cohort el FE8A7L EAl(Baltagi 2002)34=4] cohort 427} o} 442 cohortd
AA915] 47} oA Wl cohort 7} 4o} conortd AL 71 oA A coortd
3 A=EM Qle} 427} HolA | AUZ cohort Biro] BA cohort HFel 433t ‘ﬂzlﬂ A 5 ksl
CEeET Slow WUl cohort el +7 Bowl #4H AR A% cohorthE sl Y5 et
Baltagi(2002)= cohort 7} 2H&55 L tel] & #FA 471 WoA|nR XWLG} T E A
I Al A2 i @tk B Rl A cohortiAlS ol 4d o)7e] RN HE 5US /|E0E 1 gl AES

o2} 5& A-g-aksich
_ N . N - - 18) 3 oAl o 5o AAG zZol7|d ZAFNA A7 WEkA] $a SAHE asde
B AgellM= 297 olF JHAlel Andd WSt o s B4 Ad s iE At AgE Ao A AuE ?{7} ka3 7}i35 ot B Aol AR L_rn;]ruz}i% g_&%}]

(Korean Labor and Income Panel Study: KLIPS) 17721998~ 2004) A28 AH-82134. & 4 go] 100%7F 9141 ol EodelRtn w) YEul EW S5 AFAHE AUARE
AT WS AeIL 2ol A el LAV Rlek W2k
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ofyE} A5 YR rsAdo]l EA5] wiEo]tiAttanasio and Weber 1994). ZH]&
7} WE9] CPIR o] AAgslglon AdulE skl

12 HE
o 2

<E 8> Cohort He| ¥ X2 7i2H2003)

) - At , . s At
cohortl)  cell size 7HF o] " HHrE i HFAE o
7H s AEHE
1 254 28.7 2.4 199.6 114.2 454 0.27
2 496 33.1 3.0 256.4 140.6 55.1 0.23
3 505 37.9 3.7 287.0 161.4 59.3 0.18
4 573 43.1 3.9 282.9 175.8 47.7 0.15
5 581 48.0 3.8 283.0 190.9 39.4 0.13
6 441 53.0 3.8 300.0 192.1 52.6 0.16
7 415 57.7 3.3 272.8 158.0 38.8 0.12
8 358 63.1 2.9 191.8 107.7 22.2 0.11
9 285 67.8 2.6 175.0 97.0 19.1 0.08
10 201 72.8 2.3 120.3 72.3 9.1 0.05
11 98 78.1 1.9 90.4 62.9 3.3 0.02
2 1) 1997d 7%
Lt AEEN
oAl ARES A AR AAE AR, F AEARE A HAASFAY
(OIAS)—E— ALESH Holrt WASlE R A gIte (flxed effects model)O] U Jdojadny
A

3
(random effects model)< *P*‘lsﬂ"]ﬁ stk ey ox b dol A Qe av Ry A wie) A
A 7F EA18ke] ¥ A (inconsistent) FAFo] & 4= dom DA ENEYPL cohort EIFe} S
AER ARE 9dslr] £ A4S 2EEA(dentification  problem)E  °F7]E 4= Qlth
Baltagi(2002)+= cohort Wl = #F5A 7} A3 (significantly) Bt within estimator”}
THOR ZHAE WS Deaton(1985)2] 44 4 X (modified estimator)2} IX|54HAl H Tk
L deh ey cohort W] #EA] 7F o= A& Wolol HEXo] tiaiA= FAIAS] gl
§lo] # At 20039 7]Eo R é]"‘?j 591 cohort11(70 ~ 754 Al€l3}kaL cohort & 201~
58170e] #ZA7F A S Aekete] & Ao A7) Deaton(1985)¢] 4 FAAE &t
i 7Hgska #4S FsIItHKE S 2> #X).19)

19) Weber(1996)ell ¢]a}a =2 cohort 1270, cohortd 315~ 69470 #ZA S AL-&a13 o o|g]ol=
cohort 1271, cohort'd 27578867119 #5215 AH&sISich Suete] cohortd #5A] 57} 22 3&
o] 87bs e wEddAtEst g v 7Agth

- 17 -

FAARAA cohort EHE FAISHE AFaH a0l ATl FIFE ¥ e sk A
QJste] & wyo] nAEHEAAT B 4 9o}t Hausman AAS
Sttt AARE Hausman #AZF lejastwgolehs AF7HES 7|7tste] B A7t
5 TJrPL olglE d Wi AHewe fle A #rho

%2 Attanasio and Weber(1994)9} Zo] Au|deje] W35 F= Q2lo e} 474 & 23}
747 & F4ste] Btk R WAl R Anusle] 91910 1A 29l o uRE
EAE Lotiy] 98 7157, ARE AdF, AFAY 5 AL F oA 23 A W
A B A7, A5AE, AR BAAEY] Feat AHRolS MaE FUlsle] ArhasEat
A0S bl WA JFS FASISIL AEES BAsta JdudE R F

drigol Y A4 2uPErt Bebd & Qo) G oF AR WEE ks FEA

2

Aol e Fa g o) A FeA A9 A FEE U e
ARATAR B} FERES T QE AFNE FEAL ARISN QY EE A
SFGITE22) Al WAl BEe = HA 23 2001 720039 Bt A% &3E cohort ME SAEIE

L [}
fﬂ NEIFE Hoabg, FE7HE 34, 7S 9 FEAE Hd A 5 Aol Al gAY
71wt B5EIe T 8AaE FAISH] Hd 740]‘% Lﬂ WA H 2L F oA 2@t
1998 72003 &< A% EHE ¢ |
& ziekste] 1998 72003 F<re] CS_E JJr7P 74 cohorttﬂ?n s dEES A Aok

AN
EH
©
\Y
H
o
Mz
0%

EAHS
EEh ST A7 OIS, AR %), A4
w2 R 1 WE, FEAG, A5ASF, BEA gE Aol
w3 3 53 1, 2 W4 200172003 A LJ- ~cohort &7} ¥k
58 4 53 1, 2 W 1998 2003 9% -cohort F¥} 1Y
T8 UG5 7| Bl <FF Do AAEo] =l 1997 T 20037149 HH A2 ALt
[e]

o] gt} Byo] FAAIN= <F 1259 [2¥ 97 12]0 AelHo] Jdd 28-S 7 vy 4%
(fitted value)& cohort™ = ZH@FJ slo] AA gy} vwsk Aot} wEe] F4Ay sHA 9 otz
o AFAGE AT BY 13 B 1otprt 54t AHol5 5 xdate] FAT 2y 29 2
b= SFebia(ommitted variables)®] FFo = AR An|PE] WskE & AR RlGith B
g 19 —Zrzézéﬂrl’c € HFEY tghe] AR ‘IT’]O}’ o1} [228 9]eA9} Zo] cohortd
AT YA Eath B8 20 FEAR, R AR5 59 ‘ﬂ?

S o e A R

H

20) <& ¢ BP1S dF o= chi2(10)=1553.272. & Prob>chi2=0.00000] v} #AF7Hd-& 71718k3i )
21) Fed, AEY FelvuiAAs
22) ARV GO 25 T A1), A ud ol 2001720025 /AR it 50% ) £

o/
F5A 50% skt

- 18 -



A
HU

24 9 R TR 2E 304 2001720034 F<ke] A-cohort THE Re] ¥
FAgko] AAGS w9 2 welrhar 9l AL 8918 S glr) o] 2001 T 2003 &
EE cohort |7, & & 7|2t B9 cohort'd ZPEAQ LR WL BAHoR BE
‘°‘P7ﬂ ’\H]oﬂ VIS FAUTS Dol Aolth F, mFEAAAM o] 200172003 e

E7Fsd F8 AA%E W3k Fo] cohort®] Aok vhE AP HMStE oSS ov

_L

ol :(o o 2 o
v} J!N‘ fo o i rlo

1998~ 20034 E9ke] AEFIE

Z} cohort™ = FAE 2 4¢] F42 er% 53 39 Aatuck
vl gete] AAlgs FgskaL Siek ol &

7]

&

+ Attanasio and Weber(1994)2] "HE8 3har 2150 2

4317] 98 1998 720004 Fote] |7HS HujH= 7‘%‘1]5]'011;{ 15 & 7]7]' kel A% ~-cohort

a3 AnEE st IS MASS T Aotk & 01]*1 H]E 1998 720004 &3k

Ax-cohort Y| 5 HHL tgfe] Aol x] gkor} F%ﬁ]‘%k-J 7o) 717hE o] REAF L
FE flE Aoz Hdrh

olglgt By 4 AFE Q% v 2tk A, IFTER 80 917 oF A ¥

S Btk &4, FEAAEo|S 5 Fo] aFE Ay ¥

FA s Zi&i vrERdTE2s) TRk 50d) o] AT AAFE Alo]e] Apolrt Fof

oAH FE AfAelANE RAAG FaUES AT g

2y
ke ol AMlo] AHoA Felptd yEFdo] 2AEH] g
1

AR A

QL. E FELIAY BB AROIE Y FARTE AL A FULRAS L AL|S
o tgel fel 4ol e Aldpown, dpmorD e A% FEAA Ae] A FIHES FE Ao 5
BEuEE DFete] AbAel Ase P el x}) o 5 gl A FuRd gEEd o
A 219, g agdE BEen AME @4e FauEe niw FeAaGA) ¥E
Ab Aol So] Aol H 3 °45k°] 19977 2003d 517] 7H 200390l FofH e w f19 43S A
o1} 200172002 Tt SAHSE fFoH oA o 5t 5o dFgoR 1Y dFE A
E]—-E 740]1:}

24) o] 2001720024 & F
gAY 434 de Fu
]

ool WA ok ) 7

<E 10> FHTUS XNFthEel FHLFFE T4 0|

(9):%)
2001.1/4 2/4 3/4 4/4 2002.1/4
fr 7 8 2 89.6 92.0 90.6 91.9 91.4
538z 10.4 8.0 9.4 8.1 8.6
Al 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
T 1) 7HIUE AR el wlaA & AlFeE Ve
A5 Sdd, e8] T UE RERAF 477, 2002. 4
AAZ 0] F4(2004) A FF Al 3t HAREA Y FTE %71@31 FE5A Atk
*3tE Falod anE Xml%i%} Aol A AN &S FEAA Fezte] Lo antE A
okslz aQloR FEales Btk A FAE F8G sMIAMIeR o9 o FALE Bile

el we=d f-evke Z*‘*W Folgo] Wte] 48.9%, ¥ 31.5% Tl WF wi¢ w2

- 19 -

t}.25 *MH 1998 720031 F<te] #SEIFS A E

943 5 917 olF anlgITe AALL AT FAF 4749)
SIS oblg Aoz uelth20 Sal 2001 20024 7}741TZH W A8 A8 FF 5
e 7w S7H 20009 Sh7) ol S54 EA 2 200149 [T BBEAR A
AAAQ A7 AN Brsa S el vlese] sgich et 20034 o) 237k

o] £3h= 20024 o F 7HAIUE AR, A8TtE S A, FErkE g Sl upet 4-n)
A7t 358 15 vl ZISSiEE A, ofd A Eje] Wil RE ARTAM FUsHA b
E}‘/}Z] T2 Ak—cohort W] BF=9] Fro|(<1¥ 8> )& HW 2001 720024 o=
28 @ Z(cohortl T 3)Y AR|E7} B o= Al 1 S0 = o] cohortd AEo] At)F o
2 Z—*.Mu &= Evtal A&7t dmiAle, ARdEs ’?‘fﬁ TaHE PE Aoz Brks) uk

2003\ 7HAIZ=Bl o) FAFE A= 2002 ol THARA B ALSTtE AR, Feokds) 4
sl @7 TRHWA A AT AuH AF F720F A 59 AUEE, =
H S0l BT 607 654(cohort8) AFZTAAE ol G| FHAY FHo] vKAFE

—{01' -

9.5%(1999 71)E 7I153te] F7MEl oF o] At A7 kS Aoz ogErt
25) FFEAe] HF2 50t o] F-o] Aol of T8%= THE W HITE AA ST

ol

<E 11> LFHENHE(2002) 7}H|F(%)

eds Z1A AA 7]

20t 23.53 52.94 23.53 0.00

30t 46.13 44.89 6.48 2.49

40t 64.57 28.34 4.99 2.09

50t 78.82 18.12 1.97 1.09

60t 78.16 18.09 1.71 2.05

704 o4 76.71 16.44 2.05 4.79

A des g
26) 971 o1 AT BYL FF AA2NAHAAE B0 AL wFo) %A g ol
gagihs @7 Qo 95 BbsE aaE BAste 9%
93 Ed ARl FUHLNES 02 @ IRA BhE oAk SWelA 14
2o wgsntn ¥ % 9k
ol Ashe AWEE A%, Ausk vhErke $84 AeFslolEn Quslt A%
00D AFFFEA F e e gALTA SJsha Giel A8 A 3
A5 BHUF TLEA, A, NGB, vsu AR & FHORE AL AP HuP 2
Mg o|SHe S AAFATHCEL 2> F2),
27 5-(2004)2] “2004d IMF Q@@ elete] g7 Al "e| A= 2001 20029 &<t LAg 74 2
71gjell ot Fmgh A8 WFe] 2003720044 Forel Fhra WA} HAeRon 1029 Fe
A pgriae FEAAE AARAIE del 4TRAT BA T4 B FEWARe FAR
FAE Q8 A Sl oA B0 o A%E FUES sel A 2t gasgeE A
A5ict,

27
28

=z =

29

=

- 920 -



Rl wet freid Aol kst HA 4HE T A 9 AOR LERTED) <E 12> 7t 2Eo| JpAAof ek FHZD}

FH

¥l B EXE] B
1n(iﬂ]) BN o= BN BN
A tik A tik A4 gk A tik

i hhage 0.1019 1952 | 00862  17.00 | 0.0458  16.78 | 0.0465  10.68
[21 8] 2001 720032k & =~cohort Hol1) £ hhage?2 -0.0078  -14.81 | -0.0069  -13.47 | -0.0058  -21.22 | -0.0059 -13.08
02 hsize 07695 1215 | 00750 1227 | 00756  12.85 | 00733  12.06
hsize13 0.4948 6.27 | 0.0459 6.03 | 0.0437 593 | 0.0444 5.83
0 hsize16 0.0910 9.15 | 0.0793 8.26 | 0.0837 9.07 | 0.0846 8.83
. hsize19 01173 1206 | 01088 1159 | 0.1183  13.13 | 0.118 1259
2”"\‘\ hsize24 -0.0327 -4.52 | -0.0177 -2.52 | -0.0137 -2.01 | -0.0172  -245
000 2o08 adult 0.1190 15.03 | 0.0936 12.22 | 0.0940 1273 | 00972 1272
. S= oS — adultdmy 0.3584 92854 | 02887  23.62 | 02867  23.64 | 02857 2351
e 2 T <t e ‘ regdmy 01287 1758 | 01505  21.01 | 0.1534 2150 | 0.1529 2142
008 homown 01778 2221 | 01814  22.60 | 0.1814  22.46
. hommor -00105  -L12 | -0.0132  -1.42 | -0.0130  -1.40
carnl 03604 3236 | 0.3528  31.86 | 0.3539  31.94
01 dpown 0.1434 151 | 0.1046 110 | 0.1046 1.06
e dpmor -00026  -2.41 | -0.0026  -2.38 | -0.0025  -2.33
dpownl 0.4247 320 | 03125 212 | 03120  2.08
1) 28 39 2+ A% -cohort TR WS ALolN HFE A7 dpmorl 0.0239 0.24 | 0.0258 0.26 | 0020 027
dpownl3 0.7118 500 | 0.2855 1.96 | 0.2854 1.92
dpmorl3 -0.2804  -183 | -0.2841  -1.86 | -0.2844  -1.86

98 -0.1849  -1856 | -0.1587 -12.48 | -0.0616  -4.54

99 -0.1547  -15.80 | -0.1395 -14.58 | -0.0080  -0.71

doo -0.1274 1345 | -0.1061 -11.43 | 0.0557 4.99
dbl -0.1387  -1.63
db2 -0.0310  -0.87
db3 -0.0786  -3.07
db4 -0.0415  -1.75
db5 -0.0586  -2.50
db6 -0.0707  -2.58
db7 -0.0547  -1.93
dbs -0.0798  -2.65
db9 -0.0853  -2.52
db10 -0.1168  -2.85
db11 00447  0.84
del -0.1667  -2.41
de?2 -0.0077  -0.23
de3 00124  0.48
ded -0.0250  -1.08
dc5 -0.0144  -0.63
dc6 00187  0.69
de? 00223  0.80
dc8 00032 011
dc9 -0.0326  -0.96
de10 -0.0768  -1.88
dcll 00256 0.46

30) 7FE 23 F 707 7541 (cohort11)ell A= 2001 ~ 2003 &<t AH)7F 2318 S7FE ©l & cohort
o FHAGIL JiHo R AV Mok AP A5 Al MY ol olEe] B 4ol wgH
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231 22 233 H2Eq
In(2:H])
Gl tgk A tgk A5 tgk A5 tgk

ddl 0.0593 1.04
dd2 0.0813 2.64
dd3 0.0982 3.84
dd4 0.0679 2.93
dd5 0.0511 2.22
dd6 0.0661 2.50
dd7 0.0564 2.02
dd8 -0.0189 -0.64
dd9 -0.0024 -0.07
dd10 -0.0017 -0.04
dd11 0.1622 2.78
del 0.2075 4.40 0.2152 4.38
de2 0.2317 8.31 0.2372 8.14
de3 0.2310 9.23 0.2355 9.22
de4 0.1781 7.69 0.1801 7.64
deb 0.1959 8.49 0.1963 8.31
de6 0.2105 7.84 0.2088 7.61
de7 0.2171 7.69 0.2115 7.33
de8 0.1144 3.94 0.1056 3.50
de9 0.1759 5.51 0.1654 4.83
delO 0.1322 3.53 0.1206 2.87
dell 0.2320 4.22 0.2190 3.53
dfl 0.2575 7.02 0.2643 6.82
df2 0.2825 11.30 0.2875 11.00
df3 0.2614 10.81 0.2653 10.77
df4 0.2633 11.22 0.2648 11.08
df5 0.2446 10.39 0.2446 10.15
dfé 0.2516 9.34 0.2490 9.04
df7 0.2343 8.44 0.2278 8.02
df8 0.1527 5.29 0.1435 4.76
df9 0.2036 6.30 0.1930 5.49
df10 0.2503 6.59 0.2386 5.50
df11 0.3823 7.48 0.3690 6.18
dgl 0.3428 10.19 0.3491 9.84
dg2 0.3716 15.11 0.3766 14.75
dg3 0.3377 13.93 0.3411 13.83
dg4 0.3217 13.88 0.3228 13.66
dgd 0.3436 14.75 0.3432 14.37
dgb 0.3779 14.28 0.3743 13.83
dg7 0.3384 12.46 0.3310 11.87
dg8 0.1852 6.40 0.1755 5.75
dg9 0.3205 9.89 0.3096 8.67
dgl0 0.2982 7.62 0.2862 6.32
dgll 0.5216 9.39 0.5082 7.86

R2 0.2643 0.3151 0.4468 0.4477

N 28,054 28,054 28,054 28,054

F test 774.70 585.86 411.08 266.76

p-values 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
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31) Lucas H|¥HLucas critique)l <8t AAA A §849& H7sl7] ek ZAFA 487 W
slo]l ojwAl WP EAE ofs 3lo] %&E}D}ﬂ tot, ofushd k)% Zldjol & o]k AAFA=
ANE2E Ard ue} FejHor 7 ¥ T& WA wjEolr). ol#fdh R sldje] el
ofsd £]8k917] o]F JHle A= 25U FAA &S sto] hndgeE ws)
AZTRL & omg Yo R skl 7HAle] A HEE 7hekste] AA|Eojok & Flo
2 Bolt}

<HE 1>
Mol 7|2 A

kS Wy N it | EEAR HAg | Hdig
lcon In(Z=H]) 28,054 | 462 | 067 072 768
hhage 7HEFUe] 28,054 | 47.64 | 12.67 20 80
hhage?2 HFUeD2/10 28,054 |243.00 [ 127.43 40 640
hsize 7t 27) 28054 | 345 | 133 1 11
hsizel3  [87 134l AU 28,054 | 029 | 0.60 0 4
hsizel6  [14 7164 A5 28,054 | 015 040 0 3
hsizel9 |17 7 194 A 28,054 0.17 0.43 0 3
hsize2d |20~ 244 A5 28054 | 029 | 062 0 3
adult ERES 28,054 | 252 | 1.08 1 9
adultdmy  [A9H(A¢1 221 o) 1, YA 0) 28,054 | 0.89 | 0.32 0 1
regdmy ZI"#HHKH% 1, YA 0) 28,054 0.24 0.43 0 1
homown FEHER A7 1, YeA 0) 28,054 | 057 | 050 0 1
hommor T%*JEHEHEI( aiE 4 1, & 0) 28,054 | 014 | 035 0 1
earnl AEUN(ER, ARIAS A 1, I 0) 28,054 | 090 0.30 0 1
dpown Bl AR S u(7 A R4 1, YA 0) 28054 | 0.00] 007 -020| 031
FEES 7 FEafAle] Aol S _ .

dpmor ArefA 1 U] 0) 28,054 | -0.02 | 275 |-461.39 | 4.32
dpownl dpown®] A%=CIH])(2001 72002019 1, YA 0) [28,054 | 001 | 004 | -0.09 | 0.17
dpmorl dpmor?] A=t r](2001 7200201 1, Y= 0) [28,054 | 0.00 | 0.03 | -0.81 | 4.32
dpownl3 [dpown®] dE=r|w](2003°9 1, U] 0) 28054 | 001 ] 004 006 | 031
dpmorl3  [dpmor®] A= u](20030]9 1, YA 0) 28054 | 0.00] 002 -026| 236
d9s 1998 A=gn| 28,054 | 014 | 035 0 1
d99 1999 Aw=gn| 28,054 | 013 | 034 0 1
doo 2000 S1=ty] 28054 | 014 | 034 0 1
dbl 1998 A% -cohort H1(1998, C1) 28,054 | 0.00| 0.04 0 1
db2 1998 ¢1%-cohort (1998, C2) 28,054 | 001 | 0.10 0 1
db3 1998 ¢1%-cohort Hv(1998, C3) 28,054 | 002 013 0 1
db4 1998 A% -cohort H1(1998, C4) 28054 | 002 015 0 1
db5 1998 ¢1%-cohort (1998, C5) 28,054 | 002 015 0 1
db6 1998 ¢1%-cohort (1998, C6) 28,054 | 002 | 013 0 1
db7 1998 A% -cohort H1](1998, C7) 28054 | 002 012 0 1
db8 1998 A% -cohort H1(1998, C8) 28,054 | 001 | 011 0 1
db9 1998 ¢1%-cohort (1998, C9) 28,054 | 001 | 0.10 0 1
db10 1998 ¢1%-cohort Hr(1998, C10) 28,054 | 001 | 0.09 0 1
db11 1998 A% -cohort H1|(1998, C11) 28,054 | 0.00| 007 0 1
dcl 1999 % -cohort H1(1999, C1) 28054 | 0.00]| 0.05 0 1
dc2 1999 ¢1%-cohort H(1999, C2) 28,054 | 001 | 0.10 0 1
dc3 1999 @%-cohort H1(1999, C3) 28054 | 002 013 0 1
dc4 1999 @%-cohort H1(1999, C4) 28054 | 002 0.14 0 1
dc5 1999 ¢1%-cohort H(1999, C5) 28,054 | 002 | 0.14 0 1
dc6 1999 ¢1%-cohort H(1999, C6) 28,054 | 001 | 012 0 1
dc7 1999 @%-cohort H1(1999, C7) 28054 | 001 | 012 0 1
dc8 1999 Q% -cohort H1(1999, C8) 28,054 | 001 | 011 0 1
dc9 1999 ¢1%-cohort H(1999, C9) 28,054 | 001 0.10 0 1
dc10 1999 ¢1%-cohort Hv(1999, C10) 28,054 | 001 | 0.08 0 1
dell 1999 Q% -cohort Y1999, C11) 28,054 | 0.00 | 0.06 0 1
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W [aew N | oww | wEed| 2aa | 2o@
dd1 2000 $1%-cohort H™](2000, C1) 28,054 0.00 0.06 0 1
dd2 2000 %-cohort ©=|(2000, C2) 28,054 0.01 0.11 0 1
dd3 2000 %-cohort BH|(2000, C3) 28,054 0.02 0.13 0 1
dd4 2000 $1%-cohort H™](2000, C4) 28,054 0.02 0.14 0 1
dds 2000 $1%-cohort H™](2000, C5) 28,054 0.02 0.14 0 1
dd6 2000 A%-cohort ©7|(2000, C6) 28,054 0.02 0.12 0 1
dd7 2000 A%-cohort ©7|(2000, C7) 28,054 0.01 0.12 0 1
dd8 2000 $1X-cohort H™](2000, C8) 28,054 0.01 0.11 0 1
dd9 2000 $1%-cohort H™](2000, C9) 28,054 0.01 0.10 0 1
dd10 2000 ¢1%-cohort HW](2000, C10) 28,054 0.01 0.09 0 1
dd11 2000 %-cohort ©7|(2000, C11) 28,054 0.00 0.06 0 1
del 2001 $1%-cohort H™](2001, C1) 28,054 0.00 0.07 0 1
de2 2001 $1%-cohort H™](2001, C2) 28,054 0.01 0.11 0 1
de3 2001 A%-cohort B=|(2001, C3) 28,054 0.02 0.13 0 1
de4 2001 A%-cohort BH|(2001, C4) 28,054 0.02 0.14 0 1
deb 2001 $1X-cohort H™](2001, C5) 28,054 0.02 0.14 0 1
de6 2001 $1%-cohort H"](2001, C6) 28,054 0.01 0.12 0 1
de7 2001 A%-cohort B7|(2001, C7) 28,054 0.01 0.11 0 1
de8 2001 A%-cohort B7|(2001, C8) 28,054 0.01 0.11 0 1
de9 2001 $1%-cohort H™](2001, C9) 28,054 0.01 0.10 0 1
del0 2001 1%-cohort BW](2001, C10) 28,054 0.01 0.09 0 1
dell 2001 %-cohort ©7|(2001, C11) 28,054 0.00 0.06 0 1
df1 2002 A%-cohort ©7|(2002, C1) 28,054 0.01 0.09 0 1
df2 2002 $1%k-cohort H7](2002, C2) 28,054 0.02 0.13 0 1
df3 2002 $1%x-cohort H™(2002, C3) 28,054 0.02 0.13 0 1
df4 2002 A%-cohort ©7|(2002, C4) 28,054 0.02 0.14 0 1
df5 2002 A%-cohort ©7|(2002, C5) 28,054 0.02 0.14 0 1
df6 2002 $1%k-cohort H™](2002, C6) 28,054 0.02 0.12 0 1
df7 2002 $1Xk-cohort H™](2002, C7) 28,054 0.01 0.12 0 1
df8 2002 A%-cohort ©H|(2002, C8) 28,054 0.01 0.12 0 1
df9 2002 A%-cohort ©7|(2002, C9) 28,054 0.01 0.10 0 1
df10 2002 A%-cohort ©7|(2002, C10) 28,054 0.01 0.09 0 1
df1l 2002 %-cohort ©7|(2002, C11) 28,054 0.00 0.06 0 1
dgl 2003 A%-cohort ©7|(2003, C1) 28,054 0.01 0.09 0 1
dg2 2003 $1Xk-cohort H™](2003, C2) 28,054 0.02 0.13 0 1
dg3 2003 $1Xk-cohort H™](2003, C3) 28,054 0.02 0.13 0 1
dg4 2003 A%-cohort ©7|(2003, C4) 28,054 0.02 0.14 0 1
dgb 2003 A%-cohort ©H|(2003, C5) 28,054 0.02 0.14 0 1
dgb 2003 $1%-cohort H"](2003, C6) 28,054 0.02 0.12 0 1
dg7 2003 $1%-cohort H™](2003, C7) 28,054 0.01 0.12 0 1
dg8 2003 A%-cohort ©7|(2003, C8) 28,054 0.01 0.11 0 1
dg9 2003 A%-cohort ©7|(2003, C9) 28,054 0.01 0.10 0 1
dgl0 2003 <1%-cohort BW](2003, C10) 28,054 0.01 0.08 0 1
dgll 2003 A%-cohort E7|(2003, C11) 28,054 0.00 0.06 0 1
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Cohort XMe| ¥ Xtz 72t

Cohort 9] 2 & 7AE(1997)

1 40 22.7 1.5 88.2 57.7 26.0 0.28
2 256 27.6 2.3 134.8 82.2 45.0 0.33
3 561 32.0 3.3 149.3 100.1 51.2 0.31
4 690 37.1 3.8 167.5 113.2 48.9 0.27
5 753 42.0 3.9 171.0 129.2 43.7 0.23
6 544 47.0 4.0 177.6 141.8 37.3 0.19
7 490 51.8 4.1 175.6 141.1 36.1 0.18
8 404 57.0 3.6 156.8 114.6 31.1 0.15
9 312 61.8 3.1 128.0 102.1 25.2 0.13
10 222 66.8 2.8 80.2 74.9 17.8 0.11
11 138 72.0 2.3 56.4 54.7 8.4 0.06
Cohort 9] % A& 712(1998)

- W& @was  gwan 4%

oo cllse A T i Cww PR
1 42 24.1 2.1 93.5 52.7 24.5 0.24
2 268 28.5 2.5 119.6 74.1 32.7 0.25
3 515 33.0 3.5 155.0 93.4 38.8 0.22
4 612 38.1 4.0 173.0 111.8 31.8 0.18
5 644 43.0 4.0 179.6 120.5 28.3 0.13
6 466 48.0 4.1 194.6 130.9 24.3 0.11
7 439 52.8 4.2 191.4 126.2 25.3 0.13
8 375 58.0 3.7 149.1 103.1 20.0 0.11
9 296 62.8 3.2 120.4 86.9 13.5 0.08
10 211 67.8 2.8 88.6 68.3 9.9 0.08
11 128 73.0 2.5 62.6 56.2 6.0 0.03



Cohort B¢ & A& 71¥(1999)

) = B BArE i _ - At
cohort  cell size 7} Yol PEP (rel) (arel) P A Z 425
1 60 25.2 2.2 106.1 61.5 32.5 0.31
2 277 29.5 2.5 146.2 83.2 41.4 0.26
3 468 34.0 3.5 168.8 106.4 42.6 0.23
4 568 39.1 3.9 177.7 117.6 34.2 0.16
5 596 44.1 4.0 187.4 129.8 31.1 0.13
6 411 49.0 4.0 196.3 145.2 33.7 0.14
7 385 53.8 4.0 200.8 132.6 26.2 0.11
8 345 59.0 3.3 146.9 106.5 23.0 0.14
9 270 63.8 2.8 134.3 84.5 14.3 0.08
10 203 68.9 2.5 81.8 61.7 9.2 0.05
11 118 74.0 2.1 63.5 50.6 9.5 0.05
Cohort B¢ 2 A& 71¥(2000)
1 93 25.9 2.2 115.1 78.4 39.0 0.35
2 345 30.3 2.8 170.9 94.7 50.2 0.33
3 464 35.0 3.7 203.4 119.4 52.3 0.26
4 573 40.1 4.0 191.7 129.8 41.6 0.23
5 581 45.1 4.0 202.7 140.3 67.5 0.19
6 430 49.9 4.1 209.4 150.1 36.6 0.2
7 385 54.8 4.0 201.0 137.2 213.2 0.17
8 345 60.1 3.4 151.1 101.1 26.4 0.18
9 287 64.8 3.0 126.6 83.5 59.3 0.09
10 205 69.7 2.5 80.6 61.3 8.5 0.09
11 108 75.1 2.2 66.2 55.3 7.5 0.08
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Cohort 9] 2 & 718(2001)

cohort  cell size 7HFF ol 7};31:5 2 Jig_j‘i?— Jig_j‘i: ] A% Xij;g
1 123 26.9 2.4 152.6 94.9 38.0 0.35
2 373 31.2 2.7 222.7 113.5 57.8 0.26
3 459 35.9 3.7 243.3 140.8 53.8 0.22
4 549 41.1 3.9 242.3 147.4 48.6 0.19
5 550 46.1 3.9 244.8 163.4 42.8 0.17
6 398 50.9 3.9 253.4 167.2 46.6 0.18
7 357 55.8 3.7 249.5 151.0 43.2 0.15
8 336 61.1 3.0 180.4 103.4 29.7 0.15
9 281 65.8 2.6 165.9 90.2 18.8 0.13
10 208 70.7 2.4 91.5 63.9 9.7 0.09
11 95 76.0 2.1 129.5 54.7 3.7 0.02
Cohort 9] % A& 712H2002)
cohort  cell size 7} Yol 7}33 . Jigij? Ji;a;j: ] FdAH ij%
1 212 27.8 2.4 168.0 107.1 40.0 0.25
2 487 32.1 2.8 226.4 124.7 53.8 0.25
3 521 36.9 3.6 248.2 146.5 51.7 0.20
4 586 42.1 3.9 253.2 168.3 44.9 0.17
5 601 47.1 3.9 271.8 178.7 45.0 0.14
6 444 51.9 3.9 300.1 180.3 43.6 0.15
7 407 56.7 3.5 255.5 149.4 39.9 0.14
8 377 62.0 2.9 176.5 108.9 22.9 0.11
9 290 66.9 2.6 156.1 91.6 16.1 0.07
10 214 717 2.4 99.2 72.0 9.7 0.05
11 118 77.1 2.0 74.9 60.8 2.5 0.05
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Cohort B¢ & & 71¥(2003)

. = Bt SR S | At

cohort  cell size  7FF 1o PEP (rel) (arel) BAASH 425
1 254 28.7 2.4 199.6 114.2 45.4 0.27
2 496 33.1 3.0 256.4 140.6 55.1 0.23
3 505 37.9 3.7 287.0 161.4 59.3 0.18
4 573 43.1 3.9 282.9 175.8 47.7 0.15
5 581 48.0 3.8 283.0 190.9 39.4 0.13
6 441 53.0 3.8 300.0 192.1 52.6 0.16
7 415 57.7 3.3 272.8 158.0 38.8 0.12
8 358 63.1 2.9 191.8 107.7 22.2 0.11
9 285 67.8 2.6 175.0 97.0 19.1 0.08
10 201 72.8 2.3 120.3 72.3 9.1 0.05
11 98 78.1 1.9 90.4 62.9 3.3 0.02
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