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Estimating Expected Returns to Medical Education in Japan®

Mototsugu FUKUSHIGE** Graduate School of Economics, Osaka University
Hideo YUNQUE Osaka School of International Public Policy, Osaka University

Abstract

Medical schools have the highest tuition fees among university departments. Students pay
such high fees because they expect that their earnings will greatly increase after graduation.
To estimate the expected value added of medical schools, we conduct a conjoint-type analysis
of the relationship between the level of selectivity of medical schools’ entrance exams and
school tuition fees. Qur simulation study also suggests that differences in the selectivity of
public and private schools’ entrance exams decrease when the fees of public medical schools
rise to match those of the private schools.

Keywords: Value added of medical schools, Medical school tuition fees, Privatization
JEL Classifications: 121, L33
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1. Introduction

Medical schools usually have the highest
tuition fees among schools in universities.
For example, according to “Tuition and Stu-
dent Fees, First-year Medical School Stu-
dents 2004-2005" by the Association of
American Medical Colleges, average first-
year student payments for medical schools
in the US, including tuition fees, amounted
to approximately $35,000. In Japan, first-
year students currently pay 3,800,000 ven
(about $42,000, based on an exchange rate of
$1=90 yen). In comparison, the average uni-
versity tuition fee in the US is about $2,100
for a public school and $20,000 for a private
school. In Japan, a private school costs ap-
proximately 1,400,000 yen (about $15,000),
whereas a public school costs approximately
800,000 yen (about $8900). This example
shows that medical school is extremely ex-
pensive compared with other fields of higher
education.

A student who enters medical school is
prepared to pay the requisite tuition fees
because he or she expects the value added
from the school to outweigh the cost bur-
den. The value-added components, including
human capital accumulation and the devel-
opment of human networks, directly in-
crease the student's lifetime income. The
purpose of this paper is to measure what
the student expects to gain from the school.
The estimated value added for each student
can be used to evaluate the total value of
medical education.

There are several research papers on the
returns to schooling. These include those of
Arcidiacono, Cooley and Hussey [2008],

Blair, Finn and Stevenson [1981], Harmon
and Walker [1995, 2000], Magoula and Psa-
charopulos [1999], Dhesi [2002] and Me-
Guinness [2003]. Tao [2007] also investigat-
ed the reputation values of engineering and
medical schools in Taiwan based on the rela-
tionship between the admission score and
the occupational wage rate. Based on micro
data from the National Longitudinal Survey
of Youth, Cawley et al. [1999] found that
the test scores do not accurately measure
value added. Yunker [2004] developed a
method for measuring higher education in
an accounting school. He defined the value
added as the difference between the observed
records of accounting examinations and the
estimated scores. Spetz [2002] focused on
the value added by nursing education and
showed that students chose higher educa-
tion because of the advantages conferred by
working positions or personal endowments.
Abe [2002] investigated the relationship be-
tween the selectivity of entrance examina-
tions and entry-level jobs. Agasisti [2009]

analyzed the effect of reforming processes
in higher education in Italy.

In this paper, we develop an economic
model to measure the value added of univer-
sities for each student and to conduct em-
pirical research. We use medical school tu-
ition fees and data on school characteristics
as independent variables to explain the se-
lectivity level of the entrance exams of medi-
cal schools. We suppose that the selectivity
level of the entrance exams for medical
schools reflects student effort levels. We
conduct conjoint-type analysis between the
selectivity of the entrance exams and the tu-
ition fees. Our empirical results allow us to
evaluate not only the value added of the
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medical schools for each student but also
the total value added of each school. Using
the estimated value added, we also compare
public and private schools. Our estimated
relationship is useful for conducting a simu-
lation study of the process of privatizing
public schools. The simulation study sug-
gests that differences in the levels of selec-
tivity of public and private schools’ entrance
exams diminish when the fees of the public
medical schools rise to match those of the
private schools. This result has interesting
implications for the effects of the reform of
the university system in Japan. In 2004, all
Japanese national universities, and their
medical schools, experienced an institutional
change; from being directly managed enti-
ties, they became agencies that were en-
trusted with university education. The Japa-
nese government encourages the former
national universities to introduce schemes
from private universities or private enter-
prises to construct more efficient manage-
ment systems. At the present stage, there is
no incentive to raise the tuition fees because
there is a subsidizing system to change the
subsidy corresponding to the level of tu-
ition, However, in the future, most public
medical schools may raise tuition fees to the
levels charged by private schools if the sub-
sidy system is changed or suspended by the
government.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec-
tion 2, we present the model. In Section 3,
we describe the data set. In Section 4, we re-
port the estimation results. In Section 5, we
report our simulation results. Section 6 con-
cludes the paper.

: Estimating Expected Returns to Medical Education in Japan

2. The Model

In this paper, we investigate the relation-
ship between a medical school's selectivity,
and tuitions and students’ efforts towards
passing the entrance exams. We model a
student’s behavior when preparing for an
entrance examination of a medical school.
First, to model a student’s approach to the
entrance examination of a medical school,
we suppose that a student has a utility
function as follows:

U=H(C)—Fle). (0

This function describes the student's utility
from the consumption of ordinary goods
and services H(C) minus the disutility F(e)
arising from the effort made to enter the
medical school. The ideal combination of
goods is represented by a quantity of C
with price normalized at 1. In addition, we
incorporate all the costs incurred to pass
the entrance examination of the medical
school, including that of attending a prepa-
ration school and the time and effort in-
volved in preparing for the examination. We
refer to these as the ‘effort level,’ denoted by
e. We assume that H(w) has a poesitive first
derivative and a negative second derivative.
F(e) is assumed to have a positive first de-
rivative and a positive second derivative. We
assume that the probability of passing the
entrance examination, p(e), depends on the
student’s effort level; the function is strictly
increasing, with a positive first derivative
and a negative second derivative, Whether
or not they attend medical school, the stu-
dents will earn a basic income of M. A stu-
dent who goes to medical school will earn
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an additional income of G, which we refer to
as the ‘value added’ of the medical school in
this paper. For example, a quality education
or the acquisition of a human network with
the graduates of the medical school will in-
crease the student's wages. Thus, G repre-
sents the difference between the wages of
medical school graduates and those of high
school graduates!. Then, the student's ex-
pected budget constraint can be described as
follows:

C+ple) T=M+p(e)G. (2)

In (2), the school tuition fee is T%. The
school tuition fee and the additional income
G must be zero when the student does not
go to college. By solving (2) for C and sub-
stituting the result into (1), we can write
the student’s expected utility function as
follows:

E(U) =ple) [HM+G—T) - Fle)]
+ (U =ple)) [HM) —F()].

Then, we obtain the following first-order
condition for e:

{HM+G-=T)—-H(M)}p'(e) - F'(e)=0. (3)
Equation (3) can be rewritten as:

F'(e)

HWM+G—T)—H(M)= e

1) In this paper, ‘value added' refers to the additional

income for the average high school student who will
graduate from the medical school. Under this defini-
tion, value includes the student's ability-derived value.
The issue of the identification of ability-rooted value is
an issue for future research.

2) We can allow the constraint to hold with inequality.
However, if the constraint does not bind, the student
can enjoy an extra marginal unit of consumption
goods. Therefore, we assume that the relationship holds
with equality.

We assume that there exists some positive
value of e that satisfies the equation and ex-
istence of the inverse function for e. Then
we derive the following equation for the ef-
fort level:

e=h[{HM+G—T)—H(M)}]

=1 [M, G—TJ. @

The inverse function of e=h*[M, G—T1] is
equal to I;‘T(:))- If M is positive and fixed,

there is a unique solution for e, given (G—
T). By eliminating M from equation (4), we
obtain the reduced-form equation for the ef-
fort level:

e=k(G—T). (5)

Then, the effort level e can be represented as
a function of G and 7. This means that the
student effort level correlates positively
with value added and negatively with school
tuition fees. In other words, given the value
added of the medical school, the student fac-
es a trade-off between his or her effort level
and the tuition feed.

Now, let the selectivity of the entrance ex-
amination for the ith medical school, L; be
a function of the student’s effort level; that
is, L;=L(e)". The relationship between the

3) Research by Epple et al. [2004] supports this result.

These authors constructed a theoretical and empirical
model of student and school behavior, and then con-
cluded that there was a negative correlation between
school tuition fees and student ability,

4) The selectivity level may be determined by strategic
medical school behavior, to control the number of en-
rollments and to determine tuition fees. However, there
is no scope for controlling the selectivity level. First,
the number of enrollments is regulated by the govern-
ment for all medical schools. Second, the tuition fee is
not controllable for public schools because of regula-
tion. Third, private schools have less incentive to reduce
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selectivity level and the student’s effort is
positive, because students have to study
hard to enter a difficult school. By substi-
tuting (5) into L{e), we obtain:

Li=Lle(Gi—=T)=L(G—T). (6)

Hence, the selectivity level is a function of
the value added by the school minus the
school tuition fees. The selectivity level in-
creases with value added and decreases with
school tuition fees. We approximate (6) by
a linear function:

LI=C!+B(G.'_T.')+6XI, (7)

where @ represents the minimum selectivity
level. Differences in selectivity levels arise
because of the gap between the value added
and the school tuition fees, transmitted by
the parameter, B. The parameter f converts
cash-based variables to selectivity levels.
Other factors, such as location and environ-
mental effects, are incorporated in the term
80X, In addition, we assume that the col-
lege selectivity level is zero when the bene-
fits and costs of the school are equal and
when there are no environmental effects. No
student will expend any effort for zero addi-
tional income. Hence, we consider that the
minimum selectivity level, @, becomes zero.
Of course, this assumption is very strong. If
@ is not zero or varies across the universi-
ties, a constant term (7, in equation (8)) is
estimated with upward bias and the value

tuition fees for managerial reasons. In addition, be-
cause there is excess demand for both public and pri-
vate medical schools, they do not need to cut fees to
preserve student numbers.

5) Strictly speaking, 8X; consists of several components.
In our empirical analysis, we set 8Xi=6+338,Yy,
where Y, is the jth environmental factor of the ith
school; for example, the population of its district.

added of the medical schools is overestimat-
ed®. However, we cannot identify @ and 7,
when @ is not zero. In the present paper, we
assume that @ is zero for convenience.

Next, we consider the value added term,
BG. We separate this term into two parts,
an observable part and an unobservable
part. First, we represent £G; as:

J
,BG{=}';;+ETJZQ+E:. (8)
I=1

J
The term, 2 7;Zu, which is a linear combi-
=1

nation of the observable factors of the value
added of medical school i, is observable, as is
the constant term 7, The other term, &,
which is assumed to be an error term, rep-
resents the unobservable part. In this paper,
we assume that & has a mean of zero and
constant variance (¢)7. By substituting
(8) into (7), we obtain the equation below:

&
Lf:?"_BTr"’l'E ]’_rZ.;f"‘(SX;'!‘E;‘. (9)
FLA!

Given our assumptions about &, it is appro-
priate to estimate equation (9) using ordi-
nary least squares.

Based on equation (9), the estimated se-
lectivity level of each medical school is:

- S %
L.-=}%-BT.~+Z ?JZ;;;"'BX.'"‘&(. (10)
J=1

In (10), B, #, and #;(7=0,1, ..., J)are esti-
mates of 5, 6, and 7, respectively. The resid-
uals are &, Substituting these estimated pa-
rameters into (8), given equation (7),

6) This bias is crucial for estimating the levels of value
added of each medical school. However, the bias is con-
stant and the order of the value added of each universi-
ty is not affected. The simulation in Section 5 is still
valid and useful.

7) It is not necessary to assume a mean of zero because
the constant term 8, adjusts for deviation of the mean
from zero.

_7..—.
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yields:

= J
BG,-=;?.1+§ FiZy+ & i
= Li+AT:—5X..

Given that B converts cash measures to se-
lectivity levels, the inverse of B from (11) is
used to estimate the cash-based value added
of the college as follows:

_ L+BTi—6X,

G:
B

(12)
The denominator of (12) represents the
modified selectivity level of the college, for
which school tuition fees and environmental
effects are controlled. Equation (12) allows
us to compare value added between universi-
ties8).

Before elaborating on an explanation of
the data and empirical analysis, we should
comment on the characteristics of our ap-
proach. The approach in this paper is to ex-
plain and decompose the selectivity levels of
each medical school with its characteristics,
using regression analysis. This decomposi-
tion is sometimes called the hedonic ap-
proach, and was so named by Rosen [1974].
After that, we estimate the value added of
each medical school, calculating the ratio of
estimated components. This estimation
method 1s similar to so-called “conjoint
analysis,” which is often applied in market-
ing and environmental studies to evaluate
nonmarket goods based on survey question-

8) In this paper, we consider the simultaneous bias
caused by inverse causality from dependent variable to
explanatory variables negligible. If there exists the si-
multaneous bias, bias in each coefficients has the same
direction and these are cancelled out in this fracticnal
form.

naires. Usually, in marketing and environ-
mental studies, researchers estimate a sin-
gle-index choice model with some variables
representing characteristics of choice items
and the level of willingness to pay. After es-
timation, calculating the ratio of the char-
acteristics of choice items to the estimated
coefficient of the willingness to pay, they
estimate money values for each characteris-
tic of the choice items (see Louviere [1988]

and Gustafsson and Huber [2007] for useful
textbook treatments). The validity of this ap-
proach depends on the accuracy of estima-
tion of the expected future incomes of high
school students before they enter university.
Betts (1996, 1998] and Brunello, Lucifora
and Winter-Ebmer [2004] investigate the
accuracy of the estimated expected wages
and employment prospects of college stu-
dents. According to their results, there are
high positive correlations between expected
wages and future (lagged) wages. This re-
sult suggests that this assumption can be
applied to high school students.

3. Data

In Japan, most students face severe com-
petition for university places”. It is espe-
cially difficult to enter medical school, more
so than any other department. A student
who is unfortunate enough to fail the entry
examination must prepare to repeat it the
following year. It is not unusual for stu-
dents to spend three or four years attempt-
ing to enter their universities of choice!®).

9) This kind of phenomenon is observed in South Ko-
rea, China and other Asian countries.

10) For example, see Nakata and Mosk [1987] and Ono
[2007].
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Table 1 Definition and Summary Statics of Variables

Variables (unit)

Obs. Mean S.D. Max Min

Difficulty level of entrance examination for Sundai Preparatory School 79 6384 341 71 55

School tuition {million yen)

79 1293 1327 51.80 341

Pass rate of national examination for medical doctor (%6) 79 093 0.04 100 078

Year of foundation (A.D.)
Intake quota of school (people)
Population (millions of people)

79 1961 1150 1881 1949
79 9411 960 120 60
79 5.069 4.203 0613 12.06

Note: Obs. Mean, S.D. Max and Min mean number of observations, sample mean, standard deviation, maximum and

minimum, respectively.

The only way for a student to become a
medical doctor is to enter a medical school.
According to an overview of the 2003 en-
trance examinations, the highest competi-
tion rate for medical schools was about 40,
that is, there was one successful candidate
for every 39 failed students!?). Because medi-
cal doctors receive high incomes, students
rush to take the entrance examinations in
medical schools'?. This high competition
rate shows excess demand for medical
school education!?.

There are 79 medical schools in Japan, in-
cluding at public and private universities.
Table 1 reports the summary statistics of
our data. The degree of selectivity of en-
trance exams to medical schools was ob-
tained from the College Guide 2005, a guide-
book for colleges and entrance examinations
in Japan. The figures are based on a survey
by Sundai Preparatory School, one of the

11) The average competition rate for medical schools
was 12.1, and the lowest was 4.8,

12) Of course, some students have greater ambitions to
become medical doctors. However, in this paper, we fo-
cus on the relationships among selectivity level, effort
and tuition, so we neglect the students’ ambition or so-
cial status of medical doctors. These factors should be
investigated in future research. The importance of
these factors was pointed out by an anonymous referee.

13) The demand function has been analyzed in the US,
originally by Sloan [1971] and more recently by Quinn
and Price [1998].

most famous preparatory schools in Japan.
Figure 1 compares the selectivity levels of
medical schools. The highest selectivity level
for a medical schoo! entrance examination
was for the University of Tokyo, which
reached 71. The lowest level was 55 for Ka-
wasaki Medical School. National universities
topped the lists, followed by private univer-
sities. Among the national universities, for-
mer imperial schools were ranked relatively
high. Of the private schools, two long-estab-
lished schools, at Keio University and the
Nippon Medical School, have relatively high
selectivity levels.

School tuition fees were based on Obun-
sha’s Keisetsu Jidai, which is a college guide
in Japan. In Japan, because medical schools
have six-year courses, we measure the
school tuition fees as the sum of the admis-
sion charges and the course fees over six
years!®, The admission charge is paid when
a student enters university, whereas the
course fees cover the costs of lectures and
facilities. Because of public regulation, there
is no difference in tuition fees among the
national schools; at 3,406,800 yen, these fees
are lower than those of private schools. By
contrast, the tuition fees charged by private

14) Because the interest rate is very low in Japan and
the period is just 6 years, we use simple sums of the tu-
ition fees in this paper.

_..9._
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schools vary, with Kyorin University's
51,808,400 yen the highest. The average fee
among private schools is about 29 million
yen.

The variables representing the medical
school’s value added are the pass rate of the
national examination for medical practitio-
ners, the year of establishment, the intake
quota of the school, dummy variables for
former imperial universities, former medical
colleges and former medical academies. Be-
cause students’ ultimate aim is to pass the
national examination for medical practitio-
ners, a school's pass rate indicates the quali-
ty of the education that it provides'®. The
highest rate is 100% for Nagasaki Universi-
ty and Jichi Medical School. The lowest
score is 78% for Dokkyo University’s School
of Medicine. The average pass rate is ap-
proximately 91%. The establishment year
represents the effect of school tradition. A
school that has been established for some
time will have accumulated well-organized
curriculums, teaching materials and human
networks, factors that are beneficial for stu-
dents. The intake quota of the college also
affects the selectivity level, but its impact
may be ambiguous. A smaller quota may
have a positive effect because it implies that
students have fewer classmates and greater

15) One may suspect the problem of simultaneity be-
tween the selectivity level (effort level) and the pass
rate of the national exam. In other words, diligent stu-
dents are more likely to pass the national examination
than those who exert little effort. If diligent students
at entrance examinations are more likely te pass the
national exam, these students enter medical school at
least 6 years before the present high school students do
so. Therefore, the actual pass rate of graduates from
the medical school in 2003 was not affected by the pres-
ent effort of high school students. Thus, the pass rate
is exogenous with respect to the selectivity level.

access to instruction from their professors.
On the other hand, smaller quotas may be
associated with fewer alumni, which may
have a negative effect.

Dummy variables reflect the status of the
medical schools before World War II, shown
in Table 2. In Japan, there were seven impe-
rial universities, 10 former medical colleges,
and 29 former medical academies before
World War II. Whereas all former imperial
universities have become national universi-
ties, both the former medical colleges and
academies have become national and private
schools. The dummy variables take a value
of one for these schools and zero for others.

Former imperial universities have a long
history, and have maintained their positions
as centers of research and education since
their foundation. Medical schools in Japan
are strongly associated with hospital per-
sonnel. A school with a longer history has
greater power over personnel issues than
one with a shorter history. Students who
graduate from the former type of schools
develop a broad human network. Addition-
ally, former imperial universities have be-
come a local research and development base
and receive large amounts of government fi-
nancial support for research and develop-
ment. They are also an educational base for
researchers. Therefore, a dummy variable
reflects their benefits not only in the devel-
opment of human networks but also in their
high-quality teaching systems. These fac-
tors are beneficial for students. Former
medical colleges are advantageous for grad-
uates because medical colleges act as centers
of medicine in their local areas. They are
strongly associated not only with schools
but also with hospitals in their districts.



BFREESr—F 0 BIBEI1S

Table 2 Explanation about the Types of Medical Schools

the former the previous the previous the schools established

imperial universities  medical colleges medical academies after WWII
Hokkaide Univ. Chiba Univ. Sapporo Medi. Univ. Asahikawa Medi. Call.
Tohoku Univ. Niigata Univ. Hirosaki Univ. Akita Univ.

The Univ, of Tokyo  Kanazawa Univ.

Fukushima Medi. Coll.

Yamagata Univ.

Nagoya Univ. Kyoto Prefectural Univ. of Tokyo Medi. and Dent. Univ, Univ. of Tsukuba
Medicine
Kyoto Univ. Okayama Univ. Gunma Univ. Toyama Medi. and Pharm. Univ.
Osaka Univ. Nagasaki Univ. Yokohama City Univ. Fukui Univ.
Kyushu Univ. Kumamoto Univ. Shinshu Univ. Yamanashi Univ.
Keio Univ. Gifu Univ. Hamamatsu Univ. School of Medicine
The Jikei Univ. School of Medicine Nagoya City Univ. Shiga Univ.
Nippon Medi. School Mie Univ. Shimane Univ.
Osaka city Univ. Kagawa Univ.
Kobe Univ. Ehime Univ.
Nara Medi. Univ. Kochi Univ.
Wakayama Medi. Univ. Saga Univ.
Tottori Univ. Oita Univ.

Hiroshima Univ.
Yamaguchi Univ,

The Univ. of Tokushima
Kagoshima Univ.

Twate Medi. Univ.
Juntendo Univ.

Showa Univ.

Tokyo Medi. Coll.

Miyazaki Univ.

Univ. of The Ryukyus

Jichi Medi, School

Dokkyo Univ. School of Medicine
Saitama Medi. School

Kitasato Univ.

Kyorin Univ.

Teikyo Univ.

Tokyo Women's Medi. Coll. Tokai Univ.

Toho Univ. St. Marianna Univ, School of Medicine
Nihon Univ. Kanazawa Medi. Univ,

Osaka Medi. Coll. Alehi Medi. Univ,

Kansai Medi, Univ, Fujita Health Univ.

Kurume Univ. Kinki Univ.

Hyogo Coll. of Medicine
Kawasaki Medi. School
Univ. of O.EH.J.
Fukuoka Univ.

Note: Private schools are in bold.

Therefore, a graduate from a former medi-
cal college will find it easy to obtain a posi-
tion.

The local population affects the selectivity
of a school's entrance examination because
students from areas with large populations
face stronger competition from rivals than
do students in other areas. The data source
for local population size is the 2000 National
Census. Tokyo has the largest population,

and Tottori the smallest!®.

16) This explanatory variable belongs to the group of
the variables denoted by X in equation (12). Other
variables belong to the group of the variable denoted
by Z. In this paper, we employ the characteristics of the
medical school as the variables that belong to the
group of variables denoted by X. If other variables,
such as location of the medical school, affect the value
added provided by the medical scheol, we neglect this
effect in this paper. In this paper, we focus on the effect
of what the medical school itself provides to the value
added.

|
'
|
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4. Empirical Results

The estimation results for equation (8)
are shown in Table 3. We initially used all
potential explanatory variables for estima-
tion. We call this model the ‘full model.” We
then dropped some statistically insignificant
variables to arrive at the ‘selected model.
Despite the inclusion of cross-sectional data,
both models fit well, with adjusted R* values
exceeding 0.8. Additionally, we reported
Ramsey [1969]'s RESET tests with oreds 2,3
and 4. These results implies that there is no
specification errors including nonlinear rela-
tionships between dependent variable and
explanatory variables. In the remaining sec-

tions, we discuss the implications arising
from the selected model.

The coefficient of school tuition fees is
—0.132, which is statistically significant at
the 1% level. This result supports our as-
sumption that a student's effort level is neg-
atively correlated with school tuition fees.
Students make more effort to enter schools
with lower tuition fees. The coefficients of
the dummy variables have a positive sign
and are statistically significant at the 1%
level. The dummy for former imperial
schools has an estimated coefficient of 4.969,
which is statistically significant at the 1%
level. A rich tradition, a high standard of
education and a strong human network on
a nationwide scale add value to students in

Table 3 Estimation Result for Selectivity Level of Medical School by OLS

Estimated model Full model Selected model
School tuition -0.131"" -0.132""
(—6.226) (—6.589)
Dummy for the imperial universities 5.791"" 4.969""
(4.032) (6.930)
Dummy for the medical college 3533 2.746""
(2.665) (4.706)
Dummy for the medical academy 2.063 1.360**
(1.901) (3.220)
Pass rate of national exam for 0.234"" 0.236°"
medical practitioners (5.162) (5.410)
Year of foundation 0.033
(0.683)
Intake quota of university 0.004
(0.164)
Population 0.135" 0.133"
(2.222) (2.234)
Constant —23.809 41.582"
(—0.251) (10.1886)
Observations 79 79
Adjusted R-squared 0.8 0.804
RESET test order=2 0.8551 0.7673
RESET test order=3 1.0717 1.0608
RESET test order=4 1.3567 1.3785
The numbers in parentheses are t-ratios.
*Significant at 5%.
“*Significant at 1%.
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Figure 2 Value Added of Medical Schools per Student
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former imperial universities. The dummy
for former medical colleges has a positive
coefficient. Medical college status raises the
selectivity level by 2.75 points. Graduates
will receive benefits from the medical col-
lege. There is a positive correlation between
the selectivity level and the dummy for for-
mer medical academies. The level of selectiv-
ity is about 1.36 points higher for this type
of college. Although students evaluate the
historical performance and education level
of the former medical academies, these
schools are not as influential as former im-
perial schools and former medical colleges.
The estimated coefficient of the pass rate of
the national examination for medical practi-
tioners is positive and significant. Because
the pass rate of the national examination
reflects the quality of the curriculum, a stu-
dent whose school achieves a higher pass
rate can accumulate greater human capital
during his or her school days. The student
is willing to make more effort and pay more
to enter the school. We interpret the esti-
mated coefficient of population as an envi-
ronmental factor. The estimate is positive
and significant at the 5% level. This sug-
gests that schools located in populous areas
are difficult to enter and supports our as-
sumption that congestion causes serious
competition and raises the selectivity level.
Using the estimation results above, the
value added of a medical school can be mea-
sured by applying equation (12). This for-
mula is used to obtain the value added to
remove the effects of school tuition fees and
environmental factors from the calculation
of the selectivity level, and to adjust for the
effect of school tuition fees. Figure 2 reports
the results for value added per student. Val-

ue added ranges from approximately 430
million yen to 530 million yen. These values
exceed the estimates of the lifetime salary
of a hospital doctor by Arai [1998], who re-
ported an average salary of about 283 mil-
lion yen, but we should note that this esti-
mate is constructed by simply accumulating
Arai’s estimated private profit for each age
of the hospital doctor in 1982 and inflated
by using consumer’s price index for 1982
and 2005, and our estimates were calculated
from 2005 data. However, our results repre-
sent the average lifetime income of hospital
doctors and private practitioners, who earn
much more than hospital doctors!™.

Former imperial schools are highly
ranked. The University of Tokyo, which has
the number one ranking, has been the center
of research and education in Japan. Stu-
dents improve their abilities by obtaining a
high-quality education from this school.
Former medical colleges and academies have
the second-highest ranking. Because these
schools were established before World War
II, their long history is a major source of
value added for graduates. By contrast, a
college established after World War II re-
ceives a lower score than another public
medical school because graduates from these
new medical schools face a shortage of job
opportunities resulting from their lack of
human networks. In addition, a student
working in a hospital has an advantage be-
cause when a patient’s illness does not re-

17) A vreferee pointed out a tendency in Japan for
younger medical doctors to work for hospitals, while as
they become older they leave the hospitals to become
independent practitioners, so one should interpret “av-
erage” with care in this expression. It means the aver-
age life income, including changes of position from hos-
pital doctor to private practitioner.
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spond to treatment, the student is allowed
to transfer the patient to the associated uni-
versity hospital. Because university hospi-
tals of former imperial schools and former
medical colleges have better facilities than
other hospitals, a graduate from one of
these schools has more chance of successful-
ly treating patients!®. This would greatly
boost the lifetime income of a medical doc-
tor.

When private and public schools are com-
pared, some private schools, such as Keio
University and Nippon Medical School, can
offer similar value added to that offered by
former imperial schools. These schools are
former medical colleges with a long history.
In addition, although Jichi Medical School
was established relatively recently, it re-
ceives a high ranking because of its high
national examination pass rate. Although
some schools have relatively high rankings,
most private schools obtain relatively low
rankings. This is because of their high tu-
ition fees.

The aggregated value added of medical
schools is reported in Figure 3. The aggre-
gated value added is calculated as the prod-
uct of the value added per student and the
intake quota of the school. This value could
be used as a benchmark to represent the to-
tal contribution of the school in a year. The
highest value is approximately 60 billion
ven for the Tokyo Medical College, and the
second highest is approximately 55 billion
yven for Showa University, both private
schools. Although these schools do not have

18) “Successfully treating patients” includes transfer-
ring patients who need high-tech medical treatment or
who are in a serious condition to associated hospitals
with better facilities or more highly skilled doctors.

particularly high levels of value added, their
quotas are higher than those of other
schools. On the other hand, Kyoto Universi-
ty and the University of Tokyo follow the
above-mentioned private schools in terms of
their aggregated value added. In terms of
the value of medical schools, the difference
between public and private schools is small-
er than that between value-added levels for
students.

5. Simulation: Competition between National
and Private Schools

In 2004, all national universities under-
went institutional change. Before the re-
form, they were directly founded and oper-
ated by the state!®. Subsequently, they
became agencies entrusted with Japan's
medical school education. This system al-
lows each university to set its own tuition
fees. However, under this system, the gov-
ernment can influence their tuition fees
with subsidies. Presently, because the sys-
tem adjusts the subsidy corresponding to
the level of tuition, there is no incentive to
raise the tuition fees. Although the reforms
are not expected to transform the national
universities into private universities in the
foreseeable future, it is worth simulating
the extreme case in which all public schools
are privatized. This simulation is important
because it will shed light on the need for
public schools in medical education. The val-
ue-added figures from the previous section
are important in this simulation. National
schools will need to raise their tuition fees
when privatization occurs. Qur student be-
havior model in Section 2 implies that, fol-

19) Agasisti [2009] analyzed a similar change in Italy.
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Figure 3 Total Value Added of Medical Schoal
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Figure 4 Comparison of Selectivity Level of Medical School after Privatization
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lowing privatization, public schools will be
easier to enter because of their increased tu-
ition fees. The selectivity levels of privatized
schools are recalculated in the following
simulation. We assume that public schools
are required to increase their tuition fees to
the average level of private school tuition
fees (29,049,900yen) following privatization.
In addition, we assume that all schools re-
tain their value-added levels before and after
privatization.

The selectivity levels of privatized medical
schools are reported in Figure 4. Following
privatization, the highest selectivity level is
achieved by Keio University, which is a pri-
vate school. Because student effort levels de-
crease as national school tuition fees in-
crease, the selectivity level of the national
school decreases. Then private schools, espe-
cially Keio University, Nippon Medical
School and Jichi University, rank highly.
Furthermore, the other private schools
catch up with the national schools. There-
fore, it seems that privatization will tend to
equalize the selectivity levels of private and
public universities. For example, the rank-
sum statistics for Figures 1 to 4 are 0.055,
0.027, —0.023 and 0.016, respectively. The ab-
solute values of these statistics are close to
zero, which means that the distributions of
public and private schools are similar. This
shows that public schools will have no ad-
vantage following privatization. In other
words, the public schools will face more
competitive student markets. In that situa-
tion, educational standards matter much
more than tradition.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we developed a meodel that
explains student efforts to pass medical
school entrance examinations. We then used
the model's estimation results to derive the
value added of medical schools. Cur model
predicts a negative relationship between the
selectivity of a particular school and its tu-
ition fees. This is because students do not
study hard to enter a school with high tu-
ition fees. This prediction is supported by
our empirical finding that a student faces a
trade-off between high tuition fees and a
high level of effort. Our estimates of value
added by medical schools are consistent with
Arai's [1998] estimates. We, unlike Arai, in-
clude the income of private practitioners in
our model.

Comparing estimated value added across
schools reveals that students attending na-
tional schools derive more value added than
private school students. The long experience
of the medical schools established before
World War II generates more value added
for their students.

A simulation exercise used to evaluate the
effects of privatizing national schools
showed that private schools would generate
the highest level of postreform value added
and that private and public schools would be
similarly difficult to enter. These results
imply that school tradition remains mean-
ingful, but the quality of education is also
important.

Additionally, directions for future re-
search should be noted. It would be possible
to use our approach to evaluate colleges in
other countries, such as South Korea and
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East Asian countries, where college entrance
is based on examination systems similar to
the Japanese system. Because of strong
competition among students, the selectivity
level of the entrance examination may rep-
resent the value added of the schools. An-
other possibility is the application of our
approach to countries that do not have diffi-
cult entrance examinations but require stu-
dents to study hard to graduate. In this
case, our method could be used to evaluate
the selectivity of graduating.

Finally, some remaining problems in our
approach should be addressed. One is the
plausibility of linear approximation: equa-
tion (7). Another is setting @ to equal zero.
If this setting is maintained, non zero @ in-
troduces some bias into estimation of the
value added of the schools. However, the
amount of the biases are common to all the
universities' estimates, so this problem does
not upset the order of the value added of the
schools. These two remaining problems pose
some difficulties to solve, but in future re-
search we will attempt to improve the em-
pirical method and solve them.
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Abstract
The purpose of this paper is to analyze an effect of “Improved Multiclaim System” on the
patent value. As the Improved Multiclaim System expands the scope of patent rights, it has
been considered that it increases the patent value. Estimation results suggest that the
Improved Multiclaim System enhances the patent values in the chemical industry though it
doesn’t enhance the patent values in the rest of the industries.
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Abstract
Technical efficiencies of garment enterprises in Ho Chi Minh City are measured by DEA
and the factors affecting them are estimated by OLS and Tobit models. The result shows
that the increase in capital-labor ratio and average wages raise the technical efficiencies but
the extent is greater in the latter; the experience of operation tends to improve the technical
efficiencies for several years and then decrease; the unincorporated enterprises have higher
technical efficiencies than state-owned or foreign-owned enterprises as well as limited private

companies; small enterprises with 4-9 workers and medium enterprises with 50-99 workers
demonstrate higher technical efficiencies.
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1. EC&HIC

—RRICRERE N, SEAAECET e REL
Y, HREHENEC, FHlMEsE .

», EEETHOLER RS ME L EIL,

FHMEGHE (TOoRSHEIEFVIE) ~DE
BAHEHESKEVEWSFHER LTV A,
z0iw, BEEOHEEAAEE, L THEE
AL, AREEST AT TN, ARNMEE
P v -HEOEECLTFELL2S. &6
2, Z0HEHEORLIANESETHY, &
BMAOEEHERICRON 5156, BHERD
—BhE LTHEBMT B ECAMNKRE L.
TOLEAHEEE, S FLOHERIZETED
Thb—MicRaC EMNTES U, Fh, F5EO
EhoETHHMER~N I+ ALBVWTEET
b, 200TFEIIZP TN TADHSEHE (BEE
&0 187%) EHL, T4 F L GEHE
ZEAD 149%) ZEiHLTEH D, HASE6oLE
HIHHETH Y. HUFOHLE &I
1995~2005 £E 12 5.5 f& (1997~2007 &3 5.3
&) WA csn, EHEK S A HE01E K
S 409 FLNERS L TVWADENE
HTHs BEOH Yy FIOT7TTHHEMBSER
S LTWw3 (1995~2005 £ iz 43.7 f) #5,
Z OEAAIE 2005 E1T 26.7 {8 F LT LA,
EEOHVWFELVWSEEAMSAED L, NP
LOMBIAKEES—F 3 vHICBRLTHY,
00T E IR LEOEETD466%, HEHED
30.1% HYPFHRICTH Lo BFKICL B 60T
Hokd, pEHI-oVWTERESEE A —T3

1) 200843 A {2, Ministry of Planning and Invest-
ment ® Agency for SME Development, VITAS (Viet-
nam Textile and Apparel Asscciation), 53443 20 &
HUSEHMEEL ERC L3,

2) W&, B COMTRADE Database & b 35,
TOMOF— 51, < b+ L#EHEE (GSO=General
Statistical Office), Statistical Yearbook 2008 i & %,
%, HIMSRESITC (BEERRESSH) ©84 (RN
RURHRG) & LTHRELTLA,

AR 1 ~ b+ AGERAROBHTHEE

EHERF— 4 BEBSNAEVOT, 2008 FED &
—F3ivHikoWwTAaSLE, H519059HDS
L, BEcE4, REeEH AELXE
180 ¢, ERIAe% 12714, EALZET509H
ElE-TWE Y, pHEHTEREECEHARSEDS
839% % KB TV B A, T DHERE 2000 FLL
[ ERIc S D, EREEOREINERD & XR
HTHs (F1%22R). BAEERRIZEZL
B, BEIELOMNBVOT, HEHEHBLAE
A B E < (2008 51T 12% Rilf), 2000 4
PR ETERIcS 5, ChiRERERICSH S
EMeECAELELMBATS YD, 2008 F
ICERSERFEHED 44.8%, £EEHEO 46.1%,
NELERFHED 0%, EEFHD 55%
AEWAETRBELTVEY, 1, KL
HALAGEY & 417 2005 EELIE, EE BB
ME L <, 2008 EiICEHME D 3.6%, HE
HOBARICETY=TERSLTWS, Uh,
WELEDY - TIHERTEZIRETLAGL,
FEHEFENOLEHCHET ST — 7 M
ThTWHEWOT, w—F 3 vHigitEH
2006 & W FUICHEM L fo v v T AT ORKR
ARWA L, HUMARCAREINETITHDS
B, 82.49% HIFFEIE 300 ARBOTNLETH
n, 20 ARFBONMIBEEL T T0T% 24
HTVWBTEDENED, LhLEMNS, IO

3) GSO, Statistical Yearbook 2008 # & U General Sta-
tistical Office of Ho Chi Minh City, Statistical Year-
book of Ho Chi Minh City 2008 & 0 itH. AR+ &
HiL, TORESRBEELEDS.

4) TIT RMeRécEAOHRESELBRSHE (£
KL, &F0BE&RAEREPEIFERS 0% Ic#i i
Wi¥) THH, BALREI—AOBANSHAL, B
AROEHETEEOTXTOEHICHETIMELZAHHE
MRRENOLETHS. QU ELLTIALSHECS
3.)

5) ffL, BlRETFMEXS5 LEEHBLLTA
IR shv, FAR, 06ELET BG40
HoaTWal, BESOF—2cLhIEHERICAE
SNANELERNUSS. D35, B 3HR
MELEOREY S S4HOIMRILBIIETLE
ELTHEShTwE, LbL, ElhokEhhiEER
Hlickpohtl emMTESLBbhA.



BREEY v —F 0 FIER1S

R R-FIUHICETIRUROEREBICREY - HBHEY - LEVOED

e 5 2000 £E | 20055 | 20064 2007 £

2008 58 | {RHERL | 2000 £ | 2005 £ | 2006 £ | 2007 £ | 2008 &£

ait 3,808 7,762 8,503 8818 9,068 | &I | 100.0% | 100.09% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
[EfS BiEx 15 7 4 4 4| EEENE | 04% | 01% | 00% | 00% | 00%
ME R 7 5 5 6 5| ME®A | 02% | 01% | 01% | 01% | 01%
JdiiBeE s 206 781 924 1,094 1,271 | BMI&% | 54% | 101% | 109% | 12.4% | 14.0%
BALE 3519 6,840 7424 7,542 7,599 | BARR | 924% | 88.1% | 87.3% | 855% | 83.9%
AERE 61 129 146 172 180 | AEIRM | 16% | 17% | 17% | 20% | 20%

S EEL | 2000 5E | 20054 | 2006 & 2007

2008 £F | )AL | 2000 £F | 2006 £F | 2006 £ | 2007 £ | 2008 &

at 133,974 | 246,871 | 248,641 275,117

299,613 &t 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%

Efgf% | 32050 | 26,208 18,446 11,268
WM& 493 588 602 187
EM{&% | 50390 | 95082 | 105932 115,663
BAL® | 25681 46285 | 33978 7,010

AEEK | 25360 78708| 89,683 111,649

10920 | EIfT % | 239% | 106% | 74% | 4.1% | 3.6%
185 | MEEH | 04% | 029 | 02% | 01%| 01%

134,376 | RMEM | 37.6% | 385% | 426% | 41.9% | 44.8%
37,290 | AL | 19.2% | 187% | 13.7% | 13.4% | 12.4%
116,842 | #HEE% | 18.9% | 31.9% | 36.1% | 40.5% | 39.0%

HERET | 2000 £E | 20054 | 2006 4F | 2007 4R

2008 5 | AEFEER | 2000 2 | 2006 £ | 2006 4F | 2007 4F | 2008 £

&t |3.284,265 | 8,047,339 | 9,405,732 | 11,058,621 | 12,925,359 &t 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%

Ef % | 883,220 | 1,934,638 | 1,957,050 | 895,626
=g 3,208 10,132 12,144 7,245

828,465 | EH LW | 26.9% | 24.0% | 208% | 8.1% | 6.4%

8428 | MEMLR | 0.1% 0.1% | 01% | 01% | 0.1%

EM)e% | 873563 | 2,572,955 | 3,503,057 | 5,132,286 | 5962,162 | EMIe%e | 26.6% | 32.0% | 37.29 | 46.4% | 46.1%
WAL | 633449 | 1,188,929 | 1,308,756 | 1,469,757 | 1,533,808 | WA LS | 19.3% | 14.8% | 12.9% | 13.3% | 11.9%
A E % | 890,825 | 2,340,685 | 2,624,725 | 3,553,707 | 4,502,406 | HEEH | 27.19% | 29.1% | 27.9% | 32.1% | 35.5%

i 1 EFEEE 1994 EEEARE, S 10K,

%*# : Ho Chi Minh City Statistical Office, Ho Chi Minh City Statistical Yearbook 2008 £ b 315,

FUYTNVBEERRRE AN TREFL TV A,
HIroftBET &, BAALE (7424%) 0
FEEBHERIZIEATH D, L¥EKOD 87T.3%
EEDTVEN, 47 VHEEICH T/
EHE307% LhSHTuay, BALED
REMNFEESE» OBRINTED, Thhdk
HENAS TRAMEE T LHAME,
FROBE, ~bFaBREORES 5D
AHRUNERICESEYTD, * FHI SRS
FHAIL, o T oEATEES WAL 3 BRI
Lo TEAShTVADPEELMITEILT

6) General Statistical Office of Ho Chi Minh City, 2007
Enterprise Survey in Ho Chi Minh City.

T NP LATRENERORENGPEETH B,
hEOELETRESDI TRV, FAD » K
ST TR, HHEH 300 ARBOPNLEILLHED 9.6%
EEBIRTEY, I00ALLOERSEMN L GO
28.8% Z&EHTWVWS (GMAC=Garment Manufacturers
Association in Cambedia, List of Members, 2006). 3%
L <id, #isk [2008) #8ME L.

b5b, COFTickD, {bFARREKCS
BEDL S BEREEMNT 5 & BBEHFIE
FTET LT Lz,

LITF, 2EiTcREMTAY 3889k
(DEA=Data Envelopment Analysis) & #EH
HEIKoWT, 3EHTRERT—#IcoWTHRE
L, 4dBiTRSIFZERIC>WTRTT 3. BRi%
DO5HTI, BENA TV r—vavEdik
OFRAE IR~ 3,

LTAHT, EERRILF— 4 £HVLNRE
RELTVLAY, KEHATHRLLEEL->TH
Bt NbFoGEMAREOREEED D A
AFRMOFEMEE S HHARICED, hOFHE
SRR - BERERNATEIT S/ & TH
b, TOHER, KRELUNHEHTRESHIZES
BWELOBERECSZHEOMICTEIENT

8) £THFPLDEALSFALLS> LT HHEL ¢ 2 Vix-
athep and Matsunaga [2009] Z&@Zhizu,

1. FEIE, < bFaogEMEICTHOWTHN
fEICESER - TEITHFME 5T L BT
DOMETHY, YUFEEICF/NMESEZVLLEE
EAn, TOWBEIGVEEALD.

2. AL

FEE T, HBAEOHIRNBEEZHT
7eWIZDEA S WA HEERWS, T oKD
BEAFR EERXELHEZFT TN
(DMU=Decision Making Unit & BF 32) 5 5 ##
BSEEEZAV TR ONENTEEI o v 7 1
TEHHLT, Thero&DMUSBENIT
FELTWALEFRTEIILICE-T, &
DMU ot i hEiEE kv 5L 03I bDT
HB. COEETo VT 4T3, BOHBHA
DMU = EHETHALE®EHE () THH, b
Lzovss7LicbhidHEMHMR1 L&,
JorF4 T REERBAEEE 707+ T
SOEBICK - TDMU OFEMBOBENO
Mo 1 OFFETRENS Y,

ZODEA WA HER, EEMEPEREM
HAEREL, ThicESuwihEtorors
{TERDDBS A MY v 21 AE (SFA %
EU) LIEREND, FEOMEESEREHDS
HERBHICRET 2LENE VD, THI0
SHREIC LB NA TAERTZIEMTES
LVHREEFFLTWS, F7, FIESER({LP

9) DEA Ik b Il & nicsiizhate g, R boBiIu s
BN L AR EHRETSH D, T OEERRY
THETAMSICREESSETH S, &2 balanced
panel data HAFTEHETH, BHMATHRS AL
DEEERELTHERIRAY, BODBHLERINC
IoERENE 70 v F 4 THRBETERELY, Th
HEOEMOBELEBML THLERRUVASTH S,
HEEEc T A ebicRERO 7o v 7 4 TEERILA
HhERSHWY, TOLDICEYEEHEELL 77
L= b ARGTRL, A-0sBEMME RS THRE

L# g% 5750, Luong and Matsunaga [2009) 12,

BCCE=FAE£RHWVWT 20036, 054, 0TED3IMHIEL
BT3RAZ2THV, K- pERITLTNEOVT
HENYREIRET A EEERELTYS. BLR
Luong [2009] =& hiz\w,

FRRMATT 1 < b+ LG ARORNNSEYE
BESMEERESS, LrbHEH0EALE
HOEHEERICER L THREEHEITES
EVASFIELELTWA LY, MiBRK(LTE
HRETEZLEVEGTEELEERMB L2
HdaTEbTHETSH B, iy, DEA TR
ZEMALRMIMEVOT, BEBEELZS
TNEIAZELTUET S EMNTERVE
o, BREEMHLEEE7n Y74 THENIC
gl - RSN TIEERIEEMTE M, Lick-
T, DEA CRHIMECEREHEER DR I &2
EETH 3.

EEAMLE TG, ERkEzEsE LTE
AERMET BIRAIERE 7V, W AKE
5 & L TERERA(LS 2ERERE 7L
o RBlshad, ERTRRIEAVTVLS,
i, BBONEE7o T TEERTEC
HOHEH (RE) OBLAOEVILL T,
CCRE=FNL&EBCCEFLD2DICKBIENS,

# 3°CCR € 7 W |4, Charnes, Cooper and
Rhodes [1978] iz & -» TIRIE S hth®BHD
HillEETH D, BB 3HE—EERE
LTW3. nBODMUASD, HATEm
HiE EdYrsHEEs2E42. 0EHD
DMU ©3BA~YZ b L E x;, EH~NZ bAE Y,
LA, Fh, xFEIFIETE mXn KO
AfTH% X, g 2 FiTET 5 sXn ROEH
THEY LB &, EDMUOTER, L
ToHERGEMEEZE CEicLhROOND,

max 7 s.t. x—Xp=0,
M

Ao— Yr=0, 2205 pg=(s,.0y )"
2L, 7 BEMEEO T TRALT<EEK
piEnkoEE~7 trThh, TORZ0E
Bo DMU o AkiEERE & L TER %R
KELTWw3,

ERICR, HToLS a0MELRL &
I DRl ENS C EHE.

min @ s.t. fx,—XiA=0,

8.

YAZ g0, A20;A=(A1,..., A)7
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2L, A=p/n 6=1/pTd5.

¥ iz BCC £ 7 /13, Banker, Charnes and
Cooper [1984] 2 & - TRIBE hicEHost
MFETHD, RECHET 3 NATEAREL
TWh, ZOEFNE, CCR EFNC Iy, =1
BOLIA=1 SV S HEEENZ LbDT
B0, BEOBOICLAEREOERE, HiF
DR/NTEEA SN IT W ERR S B RTRE & X3
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LIEHEN A, ChiFCCREFAMSELN
HENEMEBCC EF AL OBONEYRET
sl tickbkwohnas v, KT,
CCR EFVZRVWTHRMBEEZAILTYL
5.

T, TOXIILTHBILABLDLED
DEMEEALTVWADIRWALAERTHA
I, R, BEBECLERBEIGRE T

LTEDEIREFESEATVWEDTHA I M.

COLHIRREEICEA BRI, SEEENE

EHEREN OB AR L. L Luasis

R EE5AAEREZEL (LA 1%
RthoBER Az v bo— L LEFRIER O
W, EIT, RO UHEERERNEREE
Tobit € FILTHSEL 7=,

a
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J=l

fe# L, TExDEA CHMlE ni B, =
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MOFRE c EMELE (LEL¥ETH 3.
B4 DHIBERIC > W T IRIRETTEEL < B89
A,

3. ERF—%
AWMTHATEF— 7, F—F 1 gt

BHs 2007 FEICEE L c EFAEOBETSH D,
BEMBERN006ETH S @HiEe 2B,

10) B L < i, Charnes, Cooper and Rhodes [1978].
Banker, Charnes and Cooper [1984], 7148 [1993], &
& [2001] & 2B,

HEMIAEDF— ¥ 3TTA 19T S - 208, LT

DEMFIZL > TEY, ChEREICHIFLTL A,

(1) UTosrcbBieTollfrsd s
&,

(2) D EbIFEHEBELTVWEIL,

(3) FHEEH DI ELAALEWST &,

(4) FHEEH 5000 AEBATVRLWT &,

(5) HEBAMNEDCMHTHAI L,

(6) %3 —ZTHAERVT, BMisEKED
HEXRIFHOLLDREV LD,

(M LlEoZ#icnA T, DEA RFERMS
ke R, REENLI>2TLH3
EEEMRENICT] RN TIERESETH
WTERODT, AREHROHMERE
i Eo@EicikInt, ERELsaEc
BBV,

BiltsZEEostilic AW ZEE, BTo4
2THDH., =¥, BEHé L TRELEDRTE
(YY) 2BV Ric, BALLTREAE
DRFELR (K), HiEHR @), PMEALE
(M) B Wi, 18, YIZ006F DM K
ELI32006FERDETH YD, BALIE 100 F~<
Fro-FrEtcldATHs MOMEIZEE
Mo REEESNED 10T, ROFHHERIC
L hRBE,

M = Y—Profit—Wage—d XK

fz#Z L, Profit G IRTOFIZE, Wage (32H
ST (7 vo<zx7 409 bEEE), d
BEROEMENETHS. dOBERERDS
#Bohitvwo T 5% 10%, 15%, 20%,
25%, 30% &L T, ThFhitoWT MOfE
TEHELLE 5B, BELEC Y VLWTHERD
BRI 0% & LTEELTW S,

Ric, EEICHAWEEHIC W THIBL - W,

1) chiEFIBEOHMIcEVWAEY 7927 (DEA
Solver Pro) Itk 2#l#1TH 5.

MR ~ b A RHEROBHT R

#2 R—FIUBHLHIT5RUEROFHERRT - EREEFERAOMA (2006 )

20~49 A | 50~99 A | 100~299 A | 300 ALE

ERTE &bt 4~9 A | 10~19 A
EFeE| 1 (169 —| 1 (105
FAE®RE | 89 (1371 —| 1 (Los)

BAER | 92 (14.18) | 19 (27.14) | 25 (26.32)
fR&t | 443 (68.26) | 51 (72.86) | 67 (70.53)
HRREH | 14 (216) —| 1 (L05)

an 649 (100.0) | 70 (100.0) | 95 (100.0)

100.0% 10.8% 14.6%

3 (268) | 1 (L04) —| 6 (429
3 (288) ] 3 (313)| 25 (1838) [ 57 (40.71)

19 (16.96) | 10 (10.42) | 10 (7.35) 9 (6.43)
84 (75.00) | 81 (84.38) | 97 (71.32) | 63 (45.00)

3 (268) | 1 (L04) 4 (284)| 5 (357

112 (100.0) | 96 (100.0) | 136 (100.0) | 140 (100.0)

17.3% 14.8% 21.0% 21.6%

¥4 : General Statistical Office of Ho Chi Minh City, 2007 Enterprise Survey in Ho Chi Minh City X D5,

T, WHIAZEHME LTIH DEA kX bRkl
Efio®Re: (TE) 2RV, RWBEEHLILT
i3, REFEHOBANEE (ndge), B
BE (REEE (K) 25#EHR L) ThL
7o) ©BAMNEME (nCapin), EHHEEH
(BTEETIE (Wage) Z3HEER L) Th
L7 ) o B#AxEE InW), BLUTLTO
FiI-EHERWE TEFLE] REFH
50% Ll EOBRAEREE T 5 E¥E LBURSHE
T AMEEYE (Dsoe), [HEILE] (Z100%
NamBaofik (DD, THRESE] 3K

ERT LS VWHREEH O B 4E Dpltd),

TR er] BERERTL, PAEB3A
PEogEHsv s EReH (Dpjsc) THAB.
i, FEHERCELTDI~DED Y I —%&
HEfOV, ChicgE T84 1 &L
HOBESIR0ERG, TBEALE| LH5HE
300 ALl b RpEA~N—2ZL LTHEELTY
3.

~ b LTR, BEbEPAERLEL O
ThH-Th, R -HMFHFOHELEH

50% #HANFEFLHEL L THESLE .

HETEDHELR 50% 282 EAES
EicHEHshsd, CITRWEF—4THRS
T100% A EFREOLETH -7, T, BHX
2t SO HELEH 50% KiFThr TR
HolReticfEshasH, EECHVET
—FICREFOHE L chbFEiRE, TXT

12) 20054E 11 Aic e TRIRS W-&HE (Enterprise
Law [Law No: 60/2005/QH11]) =& 3.

100% BEo#RedtTH - 2. BEOEMMK
HZEH 5% & 10% OHEEOLES v T LD
WAEE2ELTRT. 48, OHETEELO
EMt¥+HREt i #tStic U TRLT
W3,

4, SITER

=9, EfREoHEERERT &, %3
DENTHA. [GFt] 2R &, BEROEM
BEISIC L > THRED LM, XS AR
SECIEL, EBELETRIEL, BALHEE
BRESEIHEEOBMIcH s E3HBLTVS

LaL, ¥ESECLICRTV EE8ME
5N 5, 20~49 A& 50~99 ABHEOAETIE
Bh (&3] LRICER (et ABEES
TiEL, EBELETIRIEL, BALELFR
LS 3mEORMIcH 3) THSH, 100~299
ABHETHNABLEOEMTHRIIFG VA, H#X
£HOENGHERNEL, BELEREELL
W, 300 ALl EofETidEALEE R AT
DERMELE L, EELEOBENTHER I K
FHELV, (EEL¥ETREAFRORMMENE: ¥
oDElLTVWADT, fhotRiCERSINSRE
HEHZHEVEE, BFEXOEMHREED
2 A.) d~9 A& 10~19 A BIETEEA
fPELFREESEEEHETLIILLATERL
2, A~ NDBETEEALEOAHERE
HEOEFDZEREFVOKRILT, 10~19 A
DEETRHETHS.

PlEo kS, ERORMENBEELA TS
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BRHEIr—F+ 0 FOLE S
RI R=F I UWICE S S RUEROHWEFRRT - ERFTBHOLHEE (2006 )

ik (N 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30%

& i Ty RERE | ¥ REEE| FY REEE | T REEZ | Ty HeEX | Ty RNEE
EREfx 0.557 0.150 | 0.517 0.166 | 0.498 0.160 | 0.471 0.165 | 0.455 0.155 | 0.435 0.159
AREE | 0642 0.181 | 0.642 0.181 | 0.668 0.175 | 0.665 0.175 | 0.678 0.173 | 0,683 0.176
BAEZE | 0625 0.194 | 0.634 0.198 | 0.637 0.181 | 0,644 0.183 | 0.667 0.166 | 0.669 0.167
fAlR&H | 0.604 0,186 | 0.607 0.187 | 0.625 0.182 | 0.627 0.181 | 0.645 0.179 | 0.646 0.180
HEEH | 0654 0.206 | 0.655 0.206 | 0.662 0.201 | 0,662 0.201 | 0.722 0.183 | 0.697 0,169
it 0.612 0.186 | 0.616 0.188 | 0.631 0.182 | 0.633 0.182 | 0.651 0.179 | 0.651 0.180
Yt YT 649 649 625 598 556 534
HHERR

4~9 N ) HIEREZE | P REREE | T SERE | TY ORERZE | PY O MRES | PH O RGES
Ef i — —[ = - = - - - - = = =
NERE —_ — - — - — — — — — — —
BALE | 0736 0.226 | 0.740 0.225 | 0.736 0.209 | 0.763 0.187 | 0.810 0.111 | 0.810 0.111
HE£® | 0650 0.221 | 0.658 0.224 | 0.673 0.209 | 0.684 0.206 | 0.712 0.187 | 0.722 0.188
Hah - —| - - = - = - - —

it 0.693 0.223 | 0.699 0.224 | 0,704 0.209 | 0.724 0.197 | 0.761 0.149 | 0.766 0.149
10~18 A T OEREE | P BEE | B R | B RUES | B kG2 | T ReEE
EfE A% 0.396 — | 0.239 — | 0.234 —| 0178 —10.220 — 1 0.180 =
SEL%E | 0558 — [ 0.558 — | 0.234 — | 0.558 — | 0.558 — | 0.558 -
BALE 0.545 0.202 | 0.570 0.219 | 0.584 0.194 | 0.580 0.198 | 0.634 0.175 | 0.628 0.166
HESE | 0632 0.214 | 0.639 0.218 | 0.657 0.201 | 0.670 0.204 | 0.673 0.194 | 0.687 0.188
o522 1.000 — | 1.000 — | 1.000 — | 1.000 — | L000 — | Looo —
et 0.626 0.208 | 0.601 0.218 | 0.542 0.198 | 0.597 0.201 | 0.617 0,185 | 0.611 0.177
20~49 A | P HREE | P REEE | T ORGES | Ty eS| T OReEE | T O meEs
EHk# |o052 0.182 | 0.512 0.174 | 0.498 0.164 | 0.482 0.159 | 0,468 0,153 | 0.454 0.148
AELE |[o0816 0.318 | 0.816 0.318 | 0.816 0.318 | 0.816 0.318 | 0.816 0.318 | 0.816 0.318
BALE [059 0.169 | 0.595 0.168 | 0.510 0.165 | 0.629 0.182 | 0.616 0.179 | 0.617 0.180
"HRSH 0.558 0.187 | 0.562 0.184 | 0.594 0.188 | 0.595 0.184 | 0.629 0.192 | 0.625 0.195
BR&E | 0681 0.057 | 0.686 0.057 | 0.702 0.059 | 0.702 0.059 | 0.833 0.236 | 0.666 -
/Nat 0.636 0.182 | 0.634 0,180 | 0,644 0.179 | 0.645 0.180 | 0,672 0.216 | 0,636 0.210
50~99 A T RUOEE | PY) REEE | T BERE | PY RIeEZ | PY OBeEE | T RemE
EfdE |0356 — | 0327 — 0313 — | 0.287 — | 0.265 — | 0246 —
ABRE [0773 0.332 | 0.776 0.327 | 0.778 0.323 | 0.778 0.323 | 0.965 0,032 | 0.965 0,032
BALZE 0672 0.160 | 0.672 0.160 | 0.675 0.158 | 0.675 0.158 | 0.689 0.151 | 0.690 0.151
ARSHE | 0624 0.181 | 0.629 0.182 | 0,647 0.185 | 0.646 0.179 | 0.655 0.168 | 0.655 0,173
A&t 0.837 — | 0.837 — | 0.837 — | 0.837 — | 0.837 — | 0.837 —
i 0.652 0.224 | 0.648 0.223 | 0.650 0.222 | 0.645 0.220 | 0.682 0.117 | 0.679 0.119
100~299 A | i HRiER | Pty HES | By GKEE | By ReGEz | FY RER:E | T8 BeEE
EEf%E— — — = —| - - - —| - —| -
ABELE | 0659 0.188 | 0.660 0.187 | 0.695 0.163 | 0.700 0.171 | 0.704 0.159 | 0.725 0.159
BALzE 0.567 0.099 | 0.567 0.089 | 0.571 0.096 | 0.571 0.096 | 0.583 0.091 | 0.583 0.091
HREME | 0579 0.169 | 0.580 0.169 | 0.593 0.167 | 0.589 0.167 | 0.613 0.180 | 0.605 0.173
Bt | 0471 0.223 | 0.471 0.223 | 0479 0.216 | 0.479 0.216 | 0.567 0.169 | 0.567 0.169
Nt 0569 0.170 | 0,569 0.170 | 0.584 0.160 | 0.585 0.163 | 0.617 0.150 | 0.620 0.148
300 ALLE | Yy BEEE| TH REEE| P BERE | PY SEES| Ty HREE| T REES
EHELE | 0632 0.106 | 0.597 0.114 | 0573 0.113 | 0545 0.118 | 0.520 0,124 | 0.499 0.128
AEEE 0620 0.159 | 0.620 0.159 | 0.645 0.163 | 0.638 0.157 | 0.651 0.162 | 0.648 0.163
BA&E 0689 0.155 | 0.703 0.177 | 0.669 0.150 | 0.669 0.150 | 0.698 0.161 | 0.717 0.188
HR&H 0.608 0.134 | 0,608 0.134 | 0,619 0.135 | 0.619 0.137 | 0.627 0.143 | 0.628 0.148
& | 0677 0.677 | 0.677 0.677 | 0.681 0.681 | 0.681 0681 | 0.692 0.692 | 0.692 0.692
/at 0.645 0.246 | 0.641 0.252 | 0.637 0,248 | 0.630 0,249 | 0,638 0.256 | 0.637 0.264

& BRERENTEATVWEVLOR, BTy TAd 2Ll bDTHS,
P#4 : General Statistical Office of Ho Chi Minh City, 2007 Enterprise Survey in Ho Chi Mirk City &9 DEA Solver Pro THH.
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F4 R—FIUBLHETIRULEORFHEEDREER
A BPEREICLIHETER

RS | ~ b > BB R O hRE

5 R—FI/yTLBSFIRUERT TINOIRBFEE (%) ABeRY 7 roRRbHR

ZEH ks T BNEE RMI Bk | AR WY SieEE R SR
TE s 649 0.616 0.188  0.084 1 89 0642 0.181 0289 1
Y #EE# 649 11,170 23,679 12 210,606 89 33038 41,094 1035 210,606
K wEEn 649 10828 24,277 29 232,659 89 34,676 46,062 1328 232,659
L #BImEN 649 222 405 4 3,687 89 671 705 11 3,207
M SRR AH 649 6,747.6 16,601.2 0.4 1708728 89 19,4056 30,1070 2625 170,872.8
Capin ‘@HRLMH% 649 7776 107.88 055 93260 89 7290 99.68 379 566.11
W e 649 448 956 067 10867 89 1827 1125 277 92.82
Age HREEN 649 4.90 4 1 30 89 6.0 34 1 14
Dsoe Efad% 649 0.02 0 1
Dfdi  AEE% 649 014 0 0 1
Dpltd  #HB& 649 0.68 0 0 1
Dpjse  HR&H 649 0,02 0 0 1
E:EHEI2VWTRTIXTER N ». HRORESEIEHN 10% D4,
&ER2 LRI,
=6 HEBERHTH
InCap- . :
TE Age in InW  Dsoe Dfdi Dpitd Dpjsc D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D8
TE 1
Age 0.108 1
InCapin| 0331  0.080 1
InW 0644 0.232  0.236 1
Dsoe |—0.040 0327 0001  0.009 1
Dfdi 0.056 0117 0004 0176 —0.052 1
Dpltd | —0.068 —0.158 0067 —0.119 —0.193 —0.585 1
Dpjsc | 0030 0134 0041 0036 —0.020 —0059 —0.218 i
D1 0.118 —0.174 0239 0024 —0.046 —0139 0034 —0.052 1
D2 0007 —0.168 0.195 —0.059 —0.021 —0.152 0020 —0032 —0.144 1
D3 | —0096 —0.101 0015 —0.085 0035 —0.147 0066 0016 —0.159 —0.189 1
D4 0046 —0.042 0009 —0.043 —0021 —0.128 0.144 —0.032 —0.145 —0.173 —0.190 1
D5 |-0071 0.08 —0.205 0014 —0.088 0070 0034 0.028 —0.179 —0.213 —0.235 —0.215 1
D6 0023 0320 —0.162 0134 0105 0412 —0262 0051 —0.182 —0217 —0.240 —0.219 —0.270 1
i AR DIREEEIGAS 10% OHE,
Bkt &2 ERIL.

h3 bHudic, EROBMEMEIEH 10% O ~99 ABBOLEN TS A TEEICL->TL
HE, ERpE=12FRALTVE20®HD> 5. COERR BEEH EREHFER TH
B, 10 FHERESHE, 6 EAEALYE 3  HE L¥EFECEVWEZ22Ybro—-ALLEET

R 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30%
T FE ofl | BE M | BB o | BH O | R it | B @
InAge WMER 0.069 271 0.059 2.19 0.053 1.99 0.072 2.66 0.069 278 0.062 245
(inAge): —-0.022 -268| —0.019 —221|-0015 —172|—0.020 —2.38| —0.018 —2.09| —0.018 -2.20
InCapin | @EAEHP 0.027 351 0.028 3.59 0.033 4.16 0.034 4.18 0.042 507 0.045 5.21
InW Efe 0.191 1521 0.188 14.89 0.178 13.57 0.184 13.66 0.174 1296 0.174 1260
Dsoe Eff¥ | -0065 -219|-0.114 —-344|—0.151 —4.62| —0.181 —521| —0.224 —6.15| —0.239 —6.28
Dfdi AB®K |—-0044 -1.73| —0050 -190|-0030 —1.14| —0.050 —1.85| —0055 —205|—0.053 —1.89
Dpltd FfR& | —0029 —168| —0.034 —184|—0026 —148|—0.033 —185| —0.036 —196|—0.041 —2.14
Dpjse #x&t | —-0012 —034] —0.018 —050(—-0022 —063|—0.028 —0.82| —0.015 —041|-0028 —0.75
D1 4~9 A 0.040 1.59 0.041 1.60 0.040 153 0.047 1.79 0.054 2.16 0.049 1.84
D2 10~19 A 0.000 0.00 0.005 0.19 0.003 0.13 0.006 0.26| —0.003 —0.12| —0.008 —-0.30
D3 20~49 A | —0013 —069| —0.014 —-071| 0000 002 0000 —0.02| 0009 0.41|-0001 —007
D4 50~99 A | 0031 158 0033 163| 0037 182| 0032 155 0033 164 0027 123
D5 100~299 A | —0.009 —0.54| —0.011 —0.66| —0.003 —0.19| —0.011 —0.65 0.000 0.02| —0.002 -012
con 0.012 0.30 0.030 0.65 0.037 0.84 0.013 0.28 0.023 0.46 0.035 0.69
w7 E 649 649 625 598 556 534
BHEEEERRERY 0.491 0.472 0.454 0.481 0.491 0.488
B. Tobit EF LI LAIEEE
G R 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30%
& FE eflf | FRE e | RE of | BB efif | ¥ eff | B @
Indge | fR3EH | 0060 288| 0058 235 0052 206 0071 279| 0071 271 0063 231
(lnAge)‘ -0.022 -259|-0019 -213|-0014 -159|—0.020 -223|-0.018 —201|—-0019 —202
InCapin | EEHME 0.027 4.70 0.028 4.75 0.033 5.56 0.034 5.75 0.042 7.06 0.045 731
InW Efike 0.196 19.23 0.195 1852 0.186 17.06 0.1893 17.36 0.182  16.01 0.182 15.50
Dsoe Bl | —0066 —142| —0.120 —249| —0156 —327| —0.186 —3.99| —0.225 —489| —0.241 —513
Dfdi ABER% | —0044 —189| —0.052 —2.17| -0031 —126| —0.051 —2.11| —0.054 —223| —0.053 —2.11
Dpltd HELE —0030 -184|—0.037 -221|-0028 —166| —0.035 —2.08|—0.035 —2.04|—0.041 —-232
Dpjsc B4 | —0009 —022| —0.018 —043| —0.022 —052| —0028 —0.70| —0.006 —0.14| —0025 —0.55
D1 4~9 A 0.044 1.78 0.047 1.84 0.045 1.73 0.053 2.02 0.056 212 0.049 181
D2 10~19 A 0.004 017 0.009 0.39 0.007 0.29 0.011 0.47 0.001 0.03| —0.006 —0.25
D3 20~49 A | 0010 —049| —0010 —0.48| 0005 024| 0004 019 0016 075 0004 017
D4 50~99 A 0.035 .73 0.037 177 0.043 2.03 0.038 1.82 0.038 1.83 0.031 143
Ds 100~299 A | —0.007 —041| —0.009 —0.48| —0.001 —0.04 | —0.008 —0.46 0.003 0.19 0.000 —0.01
con 0.002 0.05 0.015 0.43 0.019 0.54 | —0.008 —0.22 0.000 0.01 0.014 037
+ 7 649 649 625 508 556 534
Log likelihood 343.32 318.93 307.66 309.80 297.84 275.64
Pseudo-R* —=171 —1.83 —1.56 —169 —1.62 =173
BE &2 LA
TRAFRACHEEL-TVS, RITEIER LEIEBALFERLIBRBEOMNEEEZLTVS
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Abstract

The PFI (Private Finance Initiative) project in Japan usually comes with the so called as-
set retention clause, which in effect dictates the government to insure the financial institu-
tion for the failure of the project. This paper theoretically analyze the effect of such clause
on the incentives of main players of the project, SPC (Special Purpose Company) and finan-
cial institution, by setting up a three-stage game where the financial institution may choose
to refinance it upon the first failure of the project. We derive the optimal contract chosen by
the government to deduce the policy implications and then apply them to the case of Fukuo-
ka Taraso.
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Key Words: Private Finance Initiative, Retention of Assets by Contractor on Termination
Clause, the failure of the project, Fukuoka Taraso

JEL X4} : H4l, H43, HS57

= EMOERICH Y RILKEEEE (MIREIAE), GHNZERR (BERAY) 53XTFEL 7Y -hol@La 2 »
FEEHRLE: CCRMLTESMHOBESSbT. LEAAXRBICET AT <TORERREEILSH S,
* * liR5E © Email: ooshima0316@gmail.com



BEEEY -0 BIEELS

1. &I

bAETH ELSEA]l 20 TRE
{b] oifhoT, AEFEEORLVFENS
HEAENTWS, Z0FEDOD &HHMPFI
FRTH D, ToRE:, ORBEIEILSH
HEBoEH, @FvwA*r—LsEa v bo—
NTBTEIcLAEOEE, £ L TOHFAEINT
ML AEEQEYRY R /EATH SV,
% OIFETE, EREOBIFEEANICH~
T, PFIAROBEEREEETRELTY
A,

L Ligdis, BiTOPFIARIR, EE L,
W oMDOEEAEA TV, F00E0E
[HEEE WD GIE] TH 5, TORER,
BOT (Build, Operate and Transfer) 5. C PFI
MEBSh TV AESKE, ZEBTHICBVWT
BUFF 2 SPC » S BEMERFHVWIHE L EE
Wb THAH, T TR, EF HEIEH
MTHE CEEIEEShS EBEShTHA,

s viERARETR MHESOFICRT
EHEICLDBEINSRT T 2B40#EL
LT, FiifFlcBWTREETNZITHRY —E A
AT A C L E B, (PRE) EBRITIE
MEREFEOHRIEFEAI Y L0IHIET,
MERBFEVERORASETON TV, 20k,
EREEIC L - T REMNKYRZ 7 —¢&
sy, BEEMMCBOTHREES LTER
HEEETL, &5 vERMEETE=FcHEEL
THEOBRERS I THREZENT S C
EHEEE) O LD, BELTOLODOWEEIC
DM TLE ST

WhiBo A b THAShi PFI AR

1) TEMZESSOERICLARERFOEFFORMI
BT 5] (PRLEERBUTS) BIZM2AS

2) kEAWHE (2003] & & CFETE [2009] AR SN
3,

3) i@ PFI e R RS (2005, p. 9) 280

4) E3LEH

L ZMEOWHELZIT, TOE, BEEEP
R ERAI D RAH S OFEHM PFI AR L
THELL Tk k&AE, =3 [(2008],
G+ K8 - VR [2006) 4, drikARA O ETHERE
ABREICEET A LIESPCIRBRNEESE
kL &d, TOER AllsmEorlicks
EEMEL LT EMHDIBIL, B
Wi, FERcEEApE S RS’ Bk
72 SPC MEEEFHMT 3 £ TO—EMA, H
BERAREY - RE2FU o5 sl s
Zi~NTWA, =i (2008] E, SREEREEAIE

EWREHOEEA Y - LEZRETELLREL,

¥ 7 H — ARSI BV THAMENGE T
BEEHNEETIILERASHMIILTVS. £
Dz, KEE -G - /R [2005] 13, H5HLU
DBEPFESHEERMA L TR 2 &8, &S
TRICH -« PRIR#EEZRHICEES LV
T TR ERL TV B,

#fiiz, PFIBHEOBEEHEEEVEOSE
EOMGTHIRT 200 TH S, HEHHO®
T TPFIHEEMSHEECEESh TV L
S, MREVERYRERESVT, ZhiET
B2l @ EFIE SPC h o BERREEVWES C
Lt d, LipLadis, PRI L
&, HREMmRIE, SPCHEMIEM» 5Z
TLWAHBERS LS 2RiicL T, SPCTH
i &REAORBELNES. LicH-T, <D
BaEiwcd, BT amiEEs cREFEEREEY
H 5.

AR, EEFEVCBRFEBRELT, BELE
PFI 333 L T32fA > B@ i H VLD fl
&4 — EABEEOEAEbEZFSMICT
3. &5, HEREVEDEHEOEFHRES
LT, £Bi#EH S SPC icxtd 21 BIIREEIC
F o THENEGENIBBEILOVLT LT
3.

PRl ¥ D% N0 L 2 BITHEICB VT
BEBshTIH, - ERE VIO RIEICE
B+ 542, PRI EEOERNFR LT
—EDEFETELOELEILNE, T, &

HFFEIANC | BiEE L 2 PRI BSc s 5 TERTRVIRD K] & WHOAR - aoOMFEc> 0T

b Ty5 v EEHEE) 0L H>UAPFIFHED
Wb D H B LTINS, EROBERIC
BUAPFIMEDHDHILHLTHLULS
FEEL LD LEDN .

EEOME RO & B THA, H2HIE,
EFAEHAT S, §IHIIR, SREBMORE
GUENEOREESTT S, F4EHIR, BT
MEINT B SPC & 0¥ EA S, FEHEIME,
BaEEAOD E>TH S5 7/ EREEEL L
IKHRIET 5, BOHEEREE LD 3.

2. EFN

B, SPC, £ LT&REHEEV>3FDY
RIBAMR T L —v —DBEETIHET S, B
s & USRI 2 1 BOBEET B H,
SPC R#MEMNICEHEET L4589, Fi,
TSHFRE L USHHBTFRE Yo s 45,

HFREEEVEETH Y, HEEEORR
{kAiEHITH 3. SPC & &Rk L HHE
OREAEHBEHTH S,

RF—V 1, BFLSPCOENTS .
HIEFEOVHFIE, SPCr&lBEMEz LThmE
OHMFNBESIT L it EeEEEFRERLT 3.
PFI S¥M e & & 2 SM0EH &, #arEE
Rg & LTHEROFBETHATRO A ICHEE
+ 5. Bz, v— 2Bk Re SHEREV
WO iECoORAESHE THEHIFAVA F —
& {Rt, O} &MEMHICHREST S, (R, C @
MiETH HHEEE | BAES 20l HER
DEZELTd (>0 2SS EhS, 1+d
DHLHEBEMSHELLSE O, SPCIE, BUF
PHRFRENALZNEZERT 2HETT 20%
BET S, ZFEELAEEICE, BEffL SPCD

5) WEOMREMARLBCo vy - TAZERL, &
FhHlBoa» Yy —vTabh o 15E2EBLTILVIA
HoMMIEE@ LIV, £+, Eillshraryy—»7
4 SPC 2T 5.

6) Laffont and Tircle [1987] &R,

N FYveLTHIEMFR FATyTHESPCEE
ETCHBEZ -V = v+ THIERBRBICTRATEM

23 a2k b iy N

AF—V2TiR, EREBMISPCILRET
AMEMERET S SPCOBDHSIIHH
{ffkofbicEo®) & LEBEZRTOLDICIES
MEMD» S 1 OMEEZT A24ENBE L LT3
SRR, DIFHREY <A > AL AES
IEREEETLLEY. SRIBMIRELET
LiWB&icid, &M s LU SPCIRER
MEALEEL, CCTH-LRKETTE. Fo
P olgafSTand, SREMIREE
ETT 59,

%5 — 37T, SPClZ PFIH#EET 5.
PFIMENBRNT 2 ERLZ e & T 5. LR
Mo &EFIG GRS L LTRSH, £
hiNE R—-1»oREH1 2ERLAERT
& 5. SPC OF|1§ & i ol fE 75 M FRAERITG &
SAFARERE R IEEHAIFIE D& L 5. I
12, +— ERBIEE Rt 2 S EREAIERT
ANEREERLAR—RThb, BEE
IAEARE RS IR SRS L L TORMIERT
HEHE Tha TEWR, RexiBs Wi
MR LABEICiE, CCTY —LHEETTS.

a5, PRIB#EM KK LA (1-a) HE,
&REEEA 3 SPCIc z (x=0) DEBINALE 1T
S THHEAEREE A, H5 0 ILEIRES:
FbhFcFEEST - ERET S, EMEEEZL
WS, SPCRELUMROMFRBRED
150, SRR O MREHITIE R ERE VR
Mg bR 7F—v 2 THLAGLESEERL

FT AT &@TELVET S, Idaand Anbashi (2008]
LB,

8) —AgIciz, SPC HECHEERERHED 10~20% 12
ELMRELTWEYL, TOhY, SPCOBCEFEE
P AR L 28 S 0@y £ G, REHO 10~
20% BE) LARAELTVWRVONEINTSS.

9) COEFANTRTBHTREZYoLRELTVS &
BB ORI Y o &0 5 & I 1 RO M
DR E B,

10) Etid, TEFAfELAOELECH), LMEMIZRS
g, &AW, SPCHBRICHI L&V SEHAN
2ofTHD, ThIIREO PFIBHFOALICHLTH
AlIC{ERT 3



BEEHY+—F+1v FORE1S

E1 &EHME, SPC £ L THROMSARLE

SPC
MR 0

2 C—1&75 1D,
AF— 403, SRMBESENREEZT -~
BEeTHS. EBIMAKEIC LD PRI MEHRKTD)

T ARG, L5 (@& firired 3).

BRIt (B) $B&icid, SRBMRERD S
Xihbh A4 — EABEE L S | DEOMES
JUEBIMMEEZERLHFEEFISTH 3 Rt
—(1+x), SPC HFLMERE:, T LTHER
HEHERE Re #1553,

LKL -8 BEIC3, HFRELE
WEL Y iR = 2B XIS, SREMIZ1
ElE OREE S & UIBINRLEE %10 L 7o R ER
B C—(+x), SPC LTFREMFAIHELhiZ V.

BAT—VIRBOTEMEBELESPCELT
MRS 5 EFAAEE, Hloksiczed
SN 3,

COETFTLVOEBRELEET S L, LT
Y ot £

1) SREEMIMEMRTLZIT-LBE&ICR, FRO2 v+
o — iR T ~T SPC o & SRMEMICHEET 3.

ﬁkmsag:m

f1—-q

SR 0T
SPC 0

mE 0
MMM R—1 #T
SPC  Rt—RtEr
i

BBl Cc—1 #T
SPC 0
HE 0
BIMBFEL

SR Ri— (1+x) $T
SPC Et

SR C— Q) #T
SPC 0
wR 0

[RF—1]

1. BUFFIEBENL SPCOS B0 1 HICEW
ERTT A,

2. SPCeEM%EHE NS ITY — 4
BETL, E7L—-v—BEHENEEES.
SPC B|MHA A ZHLLES, RORAT—
viciED.

[R7—¥12]

1. &:RbHR1d SPC IclEE T 5 T ZHE
T35 BELEVWBESICRICTY —aH
BTL, 87v—+v—3EENHEEES.
METIBSICE, RORF—JICED,

[2F—38]

I WENED LS (@), SPC EEUFA
S4— AR EZITES.

2. MESEKHMLALES (1—a), SREH
[HENREET 30 ErEREST S, B
HbEE Lo hid, SREEIEIED S
BEOVED B EZTEY, mEE SPC
ITHEDHEZIS, EMAET 254
IZid, IRORF— JIciEED,

(25— 4]
1. BIMREESs W ABELSRD LSS B

_54_

BRI BaE LA PFIMRICH 1 5 MEREVEOEH] & BROBE - EGOMFEII>VT

SRR Y — £ A BRI EZ 0I5,

2, IBINEREE A oHERB L e (-
B, REBMEIEREVED BREZY
v, HEE SPCRHARDEZZ TS,

WA EHRET IO — A% T EMTE
3 Hl1TETLIie, sTRRF-V 2,5
25— Y4 ETOSPC & E&RBMOEEEER
W, WcChoxZHRE5ELTAT— Y 1 0
ERD B,

3. HEEES LT

31 HERHE

SRHEMIC L 2 EBNMEOREEELS, W
LR EGT 256 0MEHRIEE ARt
+(1-ANC—zxThb, WHLEHEOMHL
FBRCTHA.

kD HIFEOFHEREMIC L - THE
HFIEMKRELLLE0R’, FRt+(1-HC-x<
CDELETHB. TDRD,

R —%<C '€}

MR T ARSI, SREBEEMBERCGL
T,

W, HE LD SEGOTHERBEICL 5
THARHMABEARZL L EDIE, BRt+U-8)
C—x=CODLELETHDH. TDIY,

m—%zc (2)

M A7 51, SR LEINEEICIEL
3.

wE

HEA% VB D (e ORI SRR D
BIREIB WA v v F o TEEA, B
o, MERREVELD il OET i SRS HEK
DEMBECR LA, vevT 4 TEE5LB,

3.2 UNEE

PHELEET 258, SRBBEOMEMINE
HEOILZEVWHIEHEERLTVEOT,
SRR,

"= (aa)C (3)
LirA, Tiihb, SMEMNESh AR,
SPCicf Lt l OREH» SHEREVWED
EfeOMFEEERLAMEL 3,

—7%, BEZEGT IS, BRTEEL
Btz RO FMIEESN ot s & v
SEEEFFERLTVWADT, SRBHOIER,

W=1—u—mmm+u—mc—ﬂ(®

a
L5, THbL, SREERENE S AIIEE,
SPCicH Ll Bl z0ERD LY —

£ R FBIRE & R E WD M O M E A R
Lizflisisd, £ LTY%—EAPBimils LU
BEORD mEOMME, NEEETSE5%
Bhb s,

4. FHWRF—L4

4.1 FHTHIBEOTILVRF—4

(1) RHE L, SREESEINREEET
iR T AEEE2EA S, HEEEMEITER
SPC, MEOHEFBOAH» SHBEOEAD
FUBMBEELEBRLZ L THEESsNATEROE
#HTHD Q) REHVB L,

SWs(Rt, C)=aRg—dlaRt+1—a)C]
—1+akt (5)

EBLTEMTES.

SPC o&mFFE, | EEORE THHEICHK
LS ESHhE Y — EXBERE X UFL
BEME D SRR L. e(Rt+E—R)=0
ThYy, PETHS @) XEAVELSIE,

Gs(Rt, O)=aRt+1—a)C

6
+aEt—1=0 ©



BRAEE S~ —F 0 BOERR1S
LB TEHNTES,

CoEE, BEFOR ~NEMER SPCo
SR, - e xBERT L TEREVED
e o IERFIHEEIIRG & LEEEEERK
ftzs€ 50T,

max SWs(R:,C)
{Re,CY
s.t. Gs (R, C)=0, R, =0,C=0

&5,
ZoEE,

SWs=aRg—(1+d)1—aEt) (n
ZBAHENTES,

4.2 EGTIBE0OFZINVRF—4

(2) KARILL, £REMSEITRMEE LT
T AHEEEALSL. HEEAEMEIIEES
HE L5 ARk, EUF, SPC, RO
HEREROGHPoHEROELAS L UMBEHEE
Brlez LTEMEINAHEONETHS )
XEHWAS L,

SWi(Rt, C)=la+(1—a)B)Rg
—d{la+(1—a)BlRt
+(l—a)(1=8C} (8
+[e+ (1 —a)B]Et
—+(0—-a)x]

LBLIENTES.

SPC @ &mHH &, & OFE & Bk
DOFRMIc LB oM S SPC OMEFRAIGTH
5alR+E—R+(1—a)pEt20T & v, U
HTHE W) REHVS L,

G.(Rt, C)=la+1—a)B]Rt
+(0—a)(1—5)C
—[1+0—-a)x]
+la+0—a)BlEt=0

(9)

EBLIEMTES,
CDEE BFORBR ~E[ER, SPCoO
SR, v — CxBiile L TlEREVED

MO IEEHRK £ HIRENE & LHEREERR
ks 307,

%%SWdﬂﬁ)
s.t. Gu(Rt,C)=20,Rt=0,C20

LA,
CDLE,

SWy=[a+(1—a)fRg
—(l+d{l+0—-a)x] (10)
—[a+ 1 —a)BlEt}

EEBBEMTES.

4.3 HFICL3ZILAF—LDRIR

B, () RBLU (10) XTRENH
SEAZRHIRELT, BHEERSEINEDL
EpSELINEMAERRL, HAvaF—ox
HRET L, MRLALBEORESTELIESR L.
BEodSEERE~S L,

SW.—SWs=0—a)[BRg— 1 +d)(x—BEt)]

ERB,
LihiaT,
3&%%+3Px an
W5, Wt HELEMIT R &b SHESHIT
LhiEohzEMNEHLEELE0FMNEDS
WRELEHOT, BFREMBEIcEREE
REE A LS LT SEIRY 5,
iz,
3[%+Ezl<x a2)
BoE, MRELEASEGLIBACESAS
B it MAEDHFRIE LD bRELAD
OT, BFGEREEcHEETfRsEsLD
WEH WA — LEBIRT S,
EaLBeicBohsteEErD 3R
FOFMBNESVDOTH AU OHE, BFRFEED
xR T XS UHFAO R F — L FBRT 5,
D, MEEREVEROERREETS LD

— 56 —

BIAX EeL 2 PFIRIc 575 NEERVIDRE) & HROMN - EGOMEI>WT
E2 BoEHEHE

Rt

(1-a)(1-8)
a+(1-a)B

'lalu

fg
1+d

<z

B i %ﬂﬂ]z: 8

+— ERABEGEAMNE 23 ED I vV F
¢+ 7TE b2,

RExtic, Eap LA iciBon s &EE L
DHIRLOFANREVOTH LS, HF
REEOBEARET LIV AT - o523
RT 2. Tofcw, MEREVED MEEEns
‘®ich, y—EABEHEETE I LA
vevF e THEHC.

i, THORAF—LDMBEEIET AL X
kS diz, ERAEOEAL L THEEE
AETEE3. dWRELBNETEFICEEL
W s, @i, dAhE HhEBIFIcEE
FIEGESEBLIUTIIVRAF—aEHRE &
AENEE LD,

i A, HRAEOELADORZVLT 7 —R b
NZA PO —ATIR, BIIMAEE LIEHEG0H
LM Y 5, B, SREEIEIR
BB LaLIRFTIAVA v v T« 7TEEA,
TORE BEIEMSELLITHIAVRS
—LAMETE, M kA ERALOF—
AT, BINEELBESICEREEOELN
£L30T, BEffdEREMEICEMMECERL
Mk I wFIORF—LEBRL, WEOH
BERTA vy TESZL 5B,

R, HenERSs X UNERSRETh
WREVWEREZ LTHBROEAB L FEMNT R
FANE RIS VG S E T 5
T Ehibh B,

E2 i, - 2Bk S ERE VY EE
DHHAEEDbEAERLTVWAS, Rt—x/B=C1b
i, BN R rDx/BMUR &L, 45 B
DRBLETRERBEEICE > THBEEARE
ZRE G, Ko L OMISTIRES, TA
DS TREEIEBREN S 121,

FilWAF—sofFEEOThTh (R, Cy
DB EHAB I (Rty, Cpl OEWES
BW L4 5L, BETIHEORBERIISEA
ESENVWERSAB LA, B REEEE
BEL (5) NOBA(LERS fosdic T OEH 19
AT EONTIWA S — AERET S,

FINWRF-L0EBROSETATN (R,
Cpt DHESD E LT (Rty, C) D%
BELT R, EGTIESGOREREIAD
BLUBAECBT 3T ~TORDLETHS DE
LB,

Z 1z, 5 AB ORI 4385 DE Ofthh
WM& bEiciBT 2 0o}, EdqicEd
MR A Sar—F>0, YIFEACELT
1—aBEt>0 b BETH . i, RBEREOMH
AEDERE T A — 5 — DI - T—EH
KRIRELLVWI Ehbh b, HRLIEMHE
ERThHDRt—z/f=COEHM LTI, HE
BEEh?, HEEEREGOFIERLD S
(I-a)fEt DR RE L Eh, FlHEICH
3.

12) MW s 5 BMMES L UHHROBRE RE—
&8y (6) 5 —R/C=(1—a)/a LEBENS.

13) R s 5 BOMES L CHPROES bE—
&b (@) T s-Re/C=[(1-)(1-P)/[a+(1-a)
Bl LRHzhE.

14) WEHEMBELLTERELTVADOTESEOSE
AR ATREESE LT L E S,

15) chenRi (Re, C)=1+[(1-a)z/8]—aE, 1
—ax/f—aEtl BLT (Rty Cy) =0,(0—ak)/(1-a))
s hE,



GEHE Y r—F 0 BORTE

EFANH S, B, MEREOVED Mg
ZETFTxE3C&ickh, &EEEICHLTE
AR EELINA v yF4 TEERD
CEMTRETH AT Lbhoi.

i, EDOLSICHEEREVERD @ELSM
ExNTVWHEVWY—-EZBEROADOTIAVR
F—LDFE, ThIZEEROSHLL
B — 2 EERIRGT 2 EHMTES, kb,
v 7 FEERLO TEERPFIARS £3E
FlLihwa s, BRRADO LS HiEERE
WHID R A S E WAL RIRT 200 E
LW - REBsCedbTERL TN,
PFI A OREE L LT LI LIZERFS h A
BEAETLET A — FHEEZER L [
E/BIPFIFR] KT aRELTHRER
EELVAS.

HELBHASEIHAEIVEERSEIHIT
SWT, #&MfEiEs LU SPC OMEREE
EZ LV ERERMIE, H&EEoRKkTid
124, HEHTHIDICHELBINT A F EfEER
B RO AEEELTRET S, TOR
b, HEMCRBELTIAVAF—L0BRIRE &
BOEAFTESEZ b~ THRHIVRERTZER
FLTLESCLBIAOMICE o 72,

£ 2

(11) &K BRg/(N+d)+Etlzx L+ h
i, BRENRTONIED P 6EEFEFTO
A LoBHd N ToREEE 5. —F, (12)
HBRe/(1+d) +Et] <z MEEir+Hid, &M
BESTbhE (HAZEZTV) SAS
SEBETOTRTOES EORHHEE &
L5,

5. # S5 VEMOER

7oV EETELG, BETNPFIARE
H\WTEN L iRk RSB MERT

16) ¥fE [2003] HX AR [2007] BB,

Ha COWEOEER EF1DLEHTDHS.
PFIEEo@ME L, #RFAKEORI-B
B HFEETHD, FRESCH G
SPC icE M5 xh, WHLEMMEHL LA,
gEAHNIE BOT ARERD, BHRBEIY—
EAEEFIBNRAL LS § » 7 AR OREE
MEch s, WEMBME I5EMTHEL, BWE
i3 11 59000 FACTH 5. BERET 2 AN
NS TRBEACBHEERLT, ZR#
DikERWEy IV TS E—ERHEELTVE
CEMRENBYMTHS.

CoEER, HEEIFECEERRELL.
i L EHOBBRE2OLBNTHS. BE
LD HIC 2004 12 A5 S 4 » AREEAEL,
0%, FLOEESHERELTEFIAR
LA CoBEERLETIEBIRERSN
#PFIF#Thh, T LTRIOBWHEEED
BHITH 5.

ISET PPl BEEERES [2005) 10X B
HREOSHERE TR, OREVAZICHETS
T LT - HME, QWHRMEHEICE T STHOT

), @SPCOBEWEIRIOTFIA V],

@PFIEHICBIZ70Y=20 b 7747
vAOMEEAERFLTVS, OB LU@I,
HEOHRYEREOEENAKECERELTYL S,
2%, MBE»SSPCRBE )R 728
e TET WM - 1D TH 5. LRI
W HEE E VALY g O ME M T L4 SPC il
BLIEZWOTHY, TORDICLHEMILS
MEOT=y ) v IEiERBES S, BREL
T, SPCOEF L H— FEF|ERERILTL
okl &) EHEREORKOERELT
feET Ao LMTES,

MEREVED £IEICESEE - L EROER
EWEALE, FIVERAEEOL CHEL
fEECHLTIE, v-ExBEEANEE
LTEMI R b LUERRTHHE (YR7)
MREVOTH A S, BFIEMmEEVED

17) KB [2007] =2,

s

s T

A e e e

BRSCERSC BB L 2 PRI BRI 61 3 MV IR0 £T0) & $E0ME - EHOMEc 0T
1 ¥SVERFROZVAR

RiEE HRERERT
BHRER il E i G TR B i B
Bkt oo FliER it TS AR R R

PFI R OFER | fRMARMREE W - WIS, #Es

WHRA BOT A=
WA

TN 15 4E i
A& 1,190,000 A

HHEERTS, WOOERBE

1w 7 AR - ARHE (BIER (FEEED) +FIBRA

AT © KB [2007] &b {EaR.

F£2 YSVERICHET IR -ENORS

20045 9 B21 B | () 735/ HRMSELTENEESRD UL RE

2006128 1 B

55 EEEIE (B) 7 ta=7(-v/- @R

20055 | B 31 B | #%E [MWEEHE PRl (M) £y

20064 2 F 18 B | WHBHOIRIRK

20054F 2 B 24 B | lE&inig
W5E3[ 18

¥ 7 v BRI

005 3 F108 | BMFERTICL37 7 v EE0EREEDHNmY

20064 3 F27TH

Y=aT= =7 v -tLE=—

WAT : KB (2007].

(g =L TEREMIcHEL RS ¢ 54
YV T4 TEEABRETHS, b LEEE
Ay S B VBT, BFRMEEEVEDF
BEETEE X IUTIAVA+ — A 5FR4
~NETH3B,

BURF A ST OBAILER D 2 WB& I,

3 VvERBECHLTEDEI BTV S
— LBt hid L - Db, HEERE
SPC OFAEIMEZE S & WIS L 72123800
RV EZ0 THRIIT BHERAKRE L Uh& ),
BEEIBRTH-HO0EM2 R + HBOEL
AINEWD (CKEW) o1, Eép (R 42
FIUTHWRF - AHHEE Lo ER A,
H2TEAE, FELEGTIONEE LW
HBE&Ii, BfIZES DE Lo vz x— 4
TERT 500 BBTH S, fhh, WELHR
TEOHEE LW SIE, EFFRES AB (&
AZRL) Lo WRF -2 42 BiIRT 30
MEE LW,

% 7 v imEER, HREREoREE—FEL
tmsesboThan, HBEHESICLE ST

BERAREY - EREZIHSABL, 20
fodd, BUiEC OFEHEH, 5B SN S IESHFIE
EEELTERBMEIEEOBELBRS 2
EDUTHWR F - LEIBET A EAEE L
PofeDipb LAY, TOLIICTEZSL,
FAREPERD & 5 ISR — £ R DRSS
ROSHUSHFERESEDONL LS HHEET
1E, BT EREEICEEOEMERTLON
Avterig 7257 3 BEFERBOZHD
FoLEBRTANETHELATIRENS,

HEMEREHTOME T LdTES
HEHRBICEHEOEMIZA FEEST S5 5 V1E
[EHETIE, REETHIEFRBELEOHEE
BeLiuy— e 2BEHORE © LTk
BOED HR0EME V- IR F— 4%
Wit 2 &EThH-1.

i, Yo VERBELENOY — %R
g 2 PFISEH i, laftio MEEITHEM
W RA AR BT, Blio M@
FERARMFI A R o B - R &
IHFTHBN € v 5 - RGBT EEE)



SFEE Y v~ BOBE1T

BEHKHHW, TNOoOHRETSH, 5 V1F
RIS & R, MREOERY REMBRES L
TW3. TOENKTIR, 75V EREEIAN
T2, HEREVED @RoMnck - THF
HERT L IOUTFAVRF — a8 F L WEH|
HEE{EETHLELONS.

6. LTI

A TRPFIARIC BT 2 HEWE S T
BVE MEOPEESITLE. BohitER
RIROEBEDTHA, Blic, BEREVERDME
BB LUNEMN2 2+ ORI FEKE L 7 PFI
WMEABES S0, B, BREVID s
HEDETRBELEGESEZ A vV T+ 7
FEMEBMIcEATLES. §21C, BELE
HEEEMSE LD HELBNG LRSS
PHRMT A LI DELAHENER T L
TEHDOHHEHRIRA P LV HBEEZETREA
T, B R+ — A RES 30E NS
3. F3IC, REBMEEREVI) HiEEE
B 5. SREEMENRELZ T 2 0G0 0
Wiz, #HEEERAEEVIBFORSLE ZE
Hh, BAEb-THRESNTLEI LD
oz,

EHEWE Ly SV EEBEEROBEFICAILT
A, FELEL S THEMNERMIEL TE
EFERICSHOEMIA FEET IO, B
EHREELHESE3 Loy — v apinE
EEHICEEL, BEEVED HiEErELE
TEHELINFOAF—LERHETARETH
-1,

SEIH

& - KEIE - /WhiEs] [2006], TPFI L <
g —F | T2AELRRR] H62E54
£, pp. 586-604

AREH [2007], [¥ 5 v BB ® PFI F#BEEICD
WT—HEEE WE D I lic—) TERmR

RA) 598 B5 11 5, pp. 100-110.

KEIEN - & - /i a] [2008], MErERR
PFIERIc i 5 ZWRIEE L Wmbe ] MR
A YA FFRRNM] 125, pp. 149-
158.

TFHBFEF [2003], TPFI o) BAZEHML
Kkt .

BT PP EREEERL (2005), [ 5 v i@
DEEWHETHBA T~PFI FHROBIE (B
it~y 5/ EROREREHT 8
FRFTHES] (hittp: /www.city.fukuoka.jp/
index.html).

ETHSE [2009], [PPP o AIMk] BAEEFL
Rk .

=iMzh (2008], [PFI, B EFEHRE R
FT&itiR#ma) %5 38 4, pp. 1-13.

=#ii (2003], TPFI &SRR —chaaZin & Al
Io & 32| #B& 5 \f—] ESRI Discussion Paper
Series, 5 28%.

Bennett, J. and Iossa, E. [2006], “Building and
Managing Facilities for Public Services,”
Journal of Public Economics, Vol. 90, pp.
2143-2160.

Ida, T. and Anbashi, M. [2008], “Analysis of
Vertical Separation of Regulator under Ad-
verse Selection,” Journal of Economics, Vol.
93, pp. 1-29.

Laffont, J. J. and Tirole, J. [1987], “Auctioning
Incentive Contracts,” Journal of Political
Economy, Vol. 95, pp. 921-937.

[&FF]

fEBRTE
FEU &7 5 v A DEEFEEE]

NTT AR, 201148, 211+ vi~— ¥, Ef (& 3,800 B+5)
W B GREARE)

®EiF, 75 vRELVEU (EiEE) oS
HMEOAZE - BEEEMICYWT, 2R RAHE:
EmoHAE TOBELERICHEL, R0y
a = ufkodTo BU BRFEE &S L BEc-
WTHLAEDTH S,

75 v ABRECHOBMARICBVWTIZ, 75~
2&:BEOESRICHTE TEENEZB] & T4
Fl]ic&2¥8 o2-oni@ErRELTVWAD
MAEHTH S, mEE bEHRNICERGBRAERICK
NERFEAERTAEVOFEME - i
MEE AL EFIT, ThbEaRGEEZT AV
A oMEFTFEABAL, 75 Y2 EUMERE
O—A &L TEU SFE0hICHAAEZNETETEH
SHEEERATILIICH o 12,

¥4, EUSESHE T TEL-EARL, EUHN
HRAEBEFORE - BBRCRETHELEENAEL
$ARAT, EUMMEEICEVWTIE, BEOBHPH
# &b b EUMBEKED EU BSFEESEEMIC
EENELIICH-2TWA, £2T, 773 YR
SHEEFEVEDYOSH S BEUBFHEORELS
BMicoWTHEHICRT A &3, Fo—rtuiL

B0 EU RFHEREROH D H2WTRELTWS

ORI, @FLHI, OK%, FE F1E
(1M EE2E), FoH (F3JWLFELE), B
I ESFEHEERE), W BhhiT, oI
5. EWOAEEAMLED.

F#ETi, FE075 v ABLUEU OFSHE
ORIFTICALHIC, FRELOBFHRSELT, ™
BEFEEHTICB T 3BSEEHOFEMRIN T BE
b A,

B [7 5 v ABFEEORR] TR, $F2
KEELIPE, BAZTO7 5 v AOBREHEIIO>WVWT

WELTWA, £1HETH, BEo7s vz B
FEEHEZR (F« ) VRL) LLENIHED
HEFEHOT, EREEEPLE LABERRICX
STLHICEREE - REZEY, /4, CORR
MENIEHET, VAR LTESHEEHOK
FRECEBRL TV bt >V THRETT 5, 1945
FEOMEHIC & 0 BIFIC g REORMEATS s
TWhT &, 19TTERICL D BEFEMEASLE
MEBEREOERMED 22 &H, ZOBMo 7
7 v ARSFEOBHMTH Y, HERIARBRLIEE
EEt, BFEHEHANOXFHNED -7,

FEIETR, ERNEER» OB CRNLTY
(M EHFEEORERMIC VT EU &0
B, BLUThicfE) EUBSKHELOMET,
2007 iz FE L 4w a YHEHET 0 BIES L EE
BRIz TERT S BLETOHKEVERR
1986 EEO&HEAFICB VT, BEEERLYTH
{, BEFRECEESHSOMNESHESNETH
5. oEb, EEKE GEOYRL ERORE
HEEbOTHEPHENCEHRBELLSLL
EvS, BEOHROEELHESETE, HEEkc
ZHOOEEABENINTATIREL, £ UTER
RECEAOREC DLW TRE{EEMZELL L,
LoL, BREBVLWTHEEROUIMICRIDLD
MR LEETNELVWHIEZILHD, TORIE
oW TEALBDEEILNLS D,

W28 (RS oS & BU BSEH TR,
il OEMFSOELE5HEAEHS, EUINEE
#£EO EU SHFHEONRE, BLURRI-VWTE
L{BUTWS, FTIRTIE, HE6e1ETREL
rEEES SHESEE LTO 2T NAEE THAK
EUH&0ERHLEE BUBFE0KRLBEHET
A&dtic, Lhbif BUBSEKEL —XEHEb
EAL TEEEHORE] ok &MEsEERL
TWA, B#&:iRAY EU CEERHELTALE
FEWEBEHHEOMS» SHEIL, BAfSof
¥EB2ORRAEEZBT LI IELTVAILE, 20
LETEENELEBAEEERBLT I LHOEE
BHOFHEHRBEL TS, ERRELEFEES
ORFIcS>VWTELSMBICIR, 5 LAERMHOER
HARERTHSS.

BAETR, —loESHAREMELL—FT,



BRERY r—rv WOBELS

ENBEERE0XH - BRMELHET 282 68
ELTVWARIEOTT, EUBFHEORERMH
& LTESEOBENERE, #7 LRE, TiExX
I OB, SRS, EELHF
BARMSEICHET AHPIZSIALENS, BRICER
5. EURSFHEORRKZERT20ICERLE
THb.

FIH 70—~ (bR EU BFEE] TR,
FoWMORTABES FANV ORI Ron2H
% s SIS, E63TR, 21HEEIA
b, FEE RBERIELSHAEREROERR
Eic&-T, EUZEELLEBREIRER BLUHA
KB EU BRI bREUEEHZWATVE S
b, SHOEUBSFEEOBH SMEELT,
&6, EAEE, ERYTEL mAEL EU 0F
FEEOMME, MELSEFHELVIFSKRHL
TERET A2, WFhbEELF—<Thb, §%C
DEDFEFEH - TESHICHHA QMR IS
CEEMEFLAV.

EOETIE, SR 100 #EL LAEEEE
EL, BFHEN—BOEXEREHED 1 2L LTE
FEL-o-53HKRIKEVT BU SSHENEROD
TEOLI MBS FICE ok, A F—BHE

FLERREEFOBETMY LF S oL

HSECED [£hE] 21554 5. A TEU A
TEHL TV BREE - EEAORELBNTH
3.

WETIE, F1H»oHFIRBVTRILTE
A& I L THRBEEERT 5 ETEDY
DEVI 7 oEBYOGRHANTTH 5 MEEMERS
B, £HbHiF [SCPAF ¥4 4] ODHREICDNT
HERFToRKEVHEENDEMSFRONSC
EEFMHRIC L L THEST S,

WE® Bbbhic] T, DEOWEIESEN
Mo, 752 ¢ EU DBREFEEOEN HiH0T
REBSOREAELHTVES, Hir0BMBlicxtd
BEESRET B, TAVARS XA FPEED
[, BLUHEREROEBICEIEEICL ZHRH
BAHLIEFVIETHHLY, TAVADRKL
5 R bEERY, T0FFHROFFHREORS v S
—FEFNIRE LBERMTL0BBTHELEE
B 5. 1990 ERLIFE, EU KBV TS, 74U A

DEFESTEERIC L2855 - BSEEOT 7O
—FEREBMCRAT @R R o hign b, i
Lb2litigic A~ T, HRMT&R - BRI
bEELTWA, #C/,m5, BU TR, REROES
BFIESC ALV - HRFEHROBEMNEHOEE
HHHTHES WIS B NA, Mol s
EHEA B L, EREMILOBRHZERHCET
EFPRAT - SERMIEETE LT, HEALSALTR
BEELHLVTF LB ChOERT B DAL
L3, BcHBETRAESBROH#EENET &
MEAXDEBETHE, zoibich, EFgLon
—NERELTORSFEELLBMICEETSCL
HESTH S LIERL TV S,

AEBOFERE LT, L LTk 3EEEFEC
EHMTELI. B, BFEEEORENSI -0
%, BIZ7 5 v ROBEHEICOVWT, 7I VA
BEXR, ERONEMLHE(BBLAMSEEL,
75 ¥A&EEBUIL2WT, FERicids 2 kERA
iiiEm SBAETE, ThohENEIizb i o i
HoMEEMRIc LTHELTYW S, BFEENC
DESBTF—FIROVWTT-HE, Hiczsv2
DOFEFEERICOVWTOEENETREREST,
HHRCERLRENLITH A, EhRicd~3 &
I, 73 vREAFCEHEMUENHBOT, 73
v A DBFHROWFTIIBROHFHEOFHRIC &
- ThiEfES 5.

F2i, BEHETIR-AHETH HH, R
EEHELHFICANTHELET>THH, HEH
HEEEMELEOMFRICLERL, BFEET—R
EWESHSRKRLTWS, Eild, 73 v2¢H
KOELEL L TEEBRERHE TH - & 25
L, HEEEELT, B0 8MFEICL - THPHE
WRICHEERT 5 Ecfehl, A4 L.y
7 PIRTIEE & b BERER @ - 7205, A4 L
Yz 7 EICIEBEOEVERORIENED - L T
LCEEREDEBT—HOENS -1 25l
LTWA3,

3L, 73 vRENA vHEUBBHEIIHL
TRIFLAESLEEL, EELHASE Y HIFL
25 EU BSHEOEHILEHI~vwTtAD s &
iconTHLETWS, WIFhLEELRSTSH Y,
BHEICBIANEHEEBENTVWSOT, EUODE

FHEOERNLHELSHETHEETSS. [7
7Y ALEU OHFHE] tWHIBESTHET S L
21, EU0EELMEEOHEIc>WTHEY L
BHG, BEUOBRSFHEERLU TV 2AMKBETH
5.

FECSOIEENA AL LTI, KO3 EME
Fohks, Elic, ABOREE 75 v 208
BEEOHR, %¥E EU OBSHEOMELL-T
BY, BETRI 5 YR E KL v HEU BRHEIC
ERLAERC>VWTIR~TVEY, SoIiECE
EMBEE EU oMEZEEFECRET oL 08 n
3. RLEAHE, 75 RAHOEBAHICRI ) TP
AR YEDERFNEB SN BFTH S, EUSE
FHEOEFNBEEAF IR FI YD TS4A T LY
FROBBOED - 2T EIZ2WVWT, ZORMARE
BH - BENR LI SISECHIBL TS Sz,

B2z, KERFZ R rEEE EUBSSETE, B
KRECEGTRESHMET S, ~&AW, GE
—NRY 2 VIHE, =4 00y 7 FERETIEESY
BIDRHL L CEHFFOLH I KE L EU oM TA
E{BU-bDEL ST, ZORELDLS ITTE
BT io880hico0nT, BEY, BEENLEs
RETH->TRET AT EMTENISHRER L 5 2
MEE BU B EOER SRR IC s Y, BERRAGE
CbhDLEbn .

B3z, ERDY o —rfbniih T EU #EH
FEREBZEECHEBL>25 5. BUBSEHNK
BHROLHTRENEZ®mH TV EEMT, ik
DEH, Ko7 tRicE T 53EHE, BLUEU
HEEOIBSEELE DL S HBEEEEL 2
LV AN EEMCREFhEZESS.

b55A, ThoRSEOHRILFEO>NELOT
By, FWOWHRLEMERLIDOTIHHL

T FERFH FEU &7 5 v R0 HRHE]



[&m]

HOMLOE

[V 5= VB INR—#E 5]

REWH, 2011 F, 21+ix<— 2, EE CKE3300 F+5)
THZE ks

BUKEEERUEHGE (TPP) ~0o&mEl -
T, EEEENABPBRI»H o BTHmMTREFS L
TW3, BECsEEoRTRE, HENLIAH
RHiROAHBERO LS 2, BENLTERFEORMR
i3, HEEdbiLEs LTERCAMELZ ST
B, BEROEECER, SEERAR~OEEE

BUTTRIZZHEAGEET L VS bOTH S,

Lml, ToL)B—piERLycBES8HL
2 AHmEBICH L TEROS SEHEREL TV S
ERVALY, BEEBLUBHFHEERMIOLD
HERICEBT AW, COBREOR PR
WEHRET L0 EERMCIBET S ARIR
TH5.

ik, LEOLHS UGB EERT DO
By — L THACH—EHeFvEBL
ERFBENEATOIHABTH D, EEFIC, &
B—iEEair B LB ST EITVWiWEEL
ST ABREL L TOBRELRLTHEL
HaTWA, BEE, TFLAOKENEZG,
ERMOLFMATHEICKLALICMAT, EF 0%
EbTVWTTFHENIER L GEENICEL &S
EEFNGRMRTILILHBLEEZS. FBOH
T, LW2hTDLINFEEMNBShTVT,
HHEMEMOBE» S bEF LDV 2 5 OE[L&
VWORBED S bEENFEMEL TS

BHlc, ERORBROLWTEILEEMLTYL
9. AER, TRABREHESITE T 0B 0B
BEFNELTELEDRTWS GTAP £ F iz
SVLTORBAMTHOITWEE I8, HiFEREZAER
AT 50D LN BERERNEFERMSERENT
WARE LI, W 2 OERSTOERMENSh

TVWAEBNTD IHhS#HRshTH 3,

FIHRIFELAMhTOT, 2T, F1IETHE,

B 2BE - 2foanvtey - e FLBENSE
h, EFAOLEDCAERF— INBAERT—7
ThHiroEMBNShTWG, Fh, #YFTL—¥
a VICEABNNFIAY—DOHE, YIialb—variZ
SWTORANS D, ToBFERLIETTHER
CHE—BEEmAT T bt oL 5> 1ER,
F—4, EEMUESTEFETES. KWVWT, Th
ETOMRDREHMBICH~NSH, To—=F7
W—EFWN, RA=7 FTAT)XLOMRHE 70
— U [HRE, ERUEFL, &oiciHesitEa
& CGE S 175 b Ic S E L B AR I 3K
ENTWA, i, BEshaF- 7108
FRELRIRT A2 C &, LG THREEN S
GTAP £ F VM EHARMEEAFTEFVERAL
TWAZERE, A LOEEUNRSLENSAT
Wa, B2RLFEIFETR BIHFoSrCERS
1.3 GTAP €7 & GTAP-E EF i »LWTORR
FicBWTHNTWAS., GTAP £ F i3 CGE 4o
HOEEEFVELTELBBREATVWSEEF NV
T, MREOSHSMMBIcAN SN LD bIC, KE
B, HEMMEV-ETFLOHE ThoziE
AEbe A -2EEZ -2HE=FL, 2EH- 28
F2HEFALEL EESN, REBEIKF—F~
— MBS TS, GTAP-E = F v (285 -
I AF—EEED Lvic, SEEEREMREEE
Tra¥F-—HHHBLOz s L¥F-—BoREEE
EBLTVWAZ LIiHHis s, BWIETIR, KER
EFL, W o OFEHEREG|EFAnEL < AN
EhTWA.

I, CGEMFOERERRT 55 A TY
ERREALEFEEMRESIATOLS. i, B
BEECERALELRTHHFERGRIL 0L
BlAESAAON, TORICERMOEECES
BERNEO LS LEFHERI-TOMCESIST
LATVA, FATETI, 28B% 28 -/ NEeF
WL A eI R ER L B THiSey
RSN AEEEROMBIRERTE] LW
Farsrt—=4#3azny yHBIZHOVWT, BEEOH
HHOHE LES EHEFEEOYREBELLL LS
B L, IBE-2H-NEEFLEAVWTESR

_644‘

FlcRiRSh TV a. EEQHRAS ¥ M, HEED
ZALOBERME~ORBSERBNE & BRASE
EET3LEVWS 2 ETHAS, B5FETIR, @ikE
NELL3EXR - 28 - MMER= 7L TEZR
EREBRMIZICEAZGRMFFShTHS, &
¥, HMlEOEBMLVESICHEZRER, O
REZUAOBEEME~ONE (YR LITFH
TW3) RMOERBOEICKET S L, Bl
BOZEIc L 2B GBINRLIFERATVLS) &
ERMONRE - WITREL S UIC M & EEM
Mo CkET 2 LAREATVLS, 21,
M ERGEE~OREL, ERNRIVMBOERR
i, BRI B S - mREME-S
IZikET 3.

FMERIZ COE & F s & A RFMBAEAT
W3, T, BOHMEETRETIEGTAP EF LI
L A5HEEHBLOUEMEHRIE N TVWS, FEEET
i, EAREERES oS £ CRiEE & BER
tEOMTT OfTEicEMH B & Hic, BBRoE|
ESTUNESBECS DX I UBEEESAohiICHE
grHTohd, TR, REFHMMSAELLEN
for—2bEMahs, £k, COETHE, 27
4y FEFLTHFTERMEDL S ICRETIOMN
HEENTVWT, EFLvicsTaHEEoEREE
ﬁz"ﬂ'é:.&fﬁ?g A, Yial—va '/ﬁi%m, ﬁ
EHPEFFHEEET 5 L HEBE~OEENK
E{HMATEERELTWS, BTETIE, BEx
fuic EOEE FTA £FH T2 Ti2D v+ Y
AMBESH, Yiav—vardiFhha, F-
F o BREFERES S 2 L B #@EmAL T
WA EHERTESY, hoys )4+ TH@EE
DEERRERL, EEBENGNTL2r—2b5
5. HEEOBELKHMLEOMICH LTIRET E2H
K& -T, BEE£REVENTE LV TFEAOER
bELTVS,

FRIMLEFIRIE, GTAP-EEFVER WA Y
1ab—va YERMBNShTOLS, HEETH,
FTREBERMO v+ 1 FOTFT, LLEEOH
B{LA CO. BEthMic D 5 HEBA 5 X 3 hH
SFEhTVWE, Yiab—v3 vERE i
F-BETVLEFNVERBEVEFLTRMG
DELS zxrF-RBERHTVEER,

B FEOLOE [V 0 - LBROCH—AEEAT]

GDP ##ifnd 3 ic b BH &3 CO, Feim izigA T
RWbd s, FOMEE, T RF-HENEOEEN
HEERN L) o EBRMDRVERIC Y7 b AR
HTH5E, LdlL, z2L¥—REFIHEE, =
FFE -SRI EC LD LB FEDNE LD
12t B, CO,BEH MM 12 GDP g% £
El3HEICH 5. BIETIR, GTAP-EXHWT
RS, EABIHIIG |, EMEHEHEEG | 0EER
B OEfFEENcik, BE, 74 YH, EU OBIES
EEOHHREE 15%~30% BliET 2 BoHR A
FlEhTLa, ThLF—RETEERETED L
r— AT, RERPGDPHIKEASv/4+2D
THEMELEREL, FBCCOHEHRLAE L.,
£/, FETLHEHERAF—HZVWREET
WE—ELRAT 2 LF—DREMENY L ar—v2
vERICKERBEEEASLMELAMICENT
(R

PED&S A BOBHIRECBELANEES
ATWS, 20T, ETFEMARLEET S0,
T TR LI, EFAMEEDEVEEOEY
FRFREEFINITO/RMBELZ Y -2 TH A,
=9, FL4EOMBTIOL I NBENFIATL
5. ARESE» OB ONS BBOERRGEE
SEicLAhFEBLEFLEF v IaL—va Yy
DFERMRLEL, TOREE LTEBEFLVT
RAETEE L - TV AHEBME FALTIRAIES
ICREENhALMERIhTWA, F4Eid, 2
REPARRATHLTS 24, MIETHbATVWAL
DOLINRARERCRETHS. E5HTIR, E
BHIETHE Y 2L — 3 YEBORETHREL
7, EBRAROFEESERREROZ(LIc L 2 EH
DR EDCTLRENA S I LMEDBE LA
RENTWSSAEBE, —ROCERESEE
FEMEEETLAR LA EFHEATVEN, £5
BoRWEEEAsEE s ATV A, Bikic, HTE
DERELLBT LS, TTRERELIKIOFE
TREBFLEED FTAOHERZIcL - TEXDES
BEMGNT By —28REATV S, PIoME
EPHEFERECHERSBREE (BF)
FEHEOHOBEEINASEELEESHVOTS
3. 0L, KETEHFCEFALDROES
H 5V IRREEMNEDZERMRETHE, £F

_%_



EFE@ESv—F0 BIBE1S

LA LT, TEF0EELESThbh 3]
EVHREMEESNBE I EMELY, [E74E

EbnhidbhoLna ] ERLTLE I,

EFADIFICHTE LI —o Dk & AHEEN,
[ZDEINERNTELIICEFLEMELK)
HrVIL TEDXHIUHRIIANS » ¥ —OFECK
FELTWADTREVL] EWH3b0ThHS. FBE
FEEELT, EEEEMORE - EMFEEbd
THEETENER:ZLTWE, SEBOEERMY
HEBHTEThThOMEREE DL S I ELS
205, CESHEEoEscRBodE NEE L&
FEIRBREST 500 e - BiRICE > THITERI
KELED-TL B, FLEOMNRTITOATVLS
&I, N2y —ofEizlh LiasoEREHE

LTV & WS FESENEBRRDO—D2THA I,

F£i, BEOS3VIMEOHESNICL - THRE
DEAMZMEL T E WA EELFRARTH S
EBbHNI B,

REOCBFEELEFRFOBIIEL LT, A8
FliTshBEBEREHTAEZ L, BT~
TPP % % L IRAFBELRTRHh T S CO, HEHE
HIERE &, EFARMBAECBHERIEELE
ET 5 GE—#EgEz 153V TOEERET
55 GTAP EF i, S%Tho0MEIIEA S
HICHITEhBRIbsh TV THAH. HH*%
BLTHEL DAL BEFLHITORFELEREL, 7
o—-NAERICBT AEELRBIVEBICTHONS
TEERELAV,

BEROEE

[BEBEY v —F L] REEL1E25ORTETFE
LTwEd. #8511 FIXIEMBCRE 2 Fiasesny
ST, SRR ET. B2 4oL 7
U—iliAEROEINE BEFAKICBVTERD
NEARESRET
ERECIGREEOLOIZR) £T. ££515~0
PR L, MTo LD Word Z:v LIt Latex T
TR S
EREToRSIIZ, WXy 4 ML, BFL BIU
email address ¥ FASMMEXRRLTT S v, FEEH
WHDWEIGEHBLOEEZMRLTF S v, i<
1A=V, BLYA PLofliz, 5o02ToF—
T—F. JEL [R5, FEOEII2200RMA0Es, ik
- A E S F100 words UADE L EH FBRL
TF&w, HFiEFEHERLTITVETOT, &KL

SHCETASEERMLAVTT v, 4 BRPHFL

FELETETH2RALEIRO LV EHIIITEET 2.
L7 =) =iz iy, H1 - YUB0kE%
fFELET, PEREHIEESEOR— A=Y

http://www.jepa-hg.com/indexj.html
IERshTwEY

R WA RV ERFRET MR L, KomElc4ils
#EHTFaw, £/, LMzl tvehvEeRliol
HERBEENSRIERLEHLTTF S,

T101-8301

U T FC I BT 11
Wi KA 0

FOREE

Iz, THEXD7 74 Vvl pdiftlLiz7 7
4 W# chida@kisc.meijiac.jp » TIZIER7 7 F1 L TH%
DTS, 7740070287 £ FICHEREO KBS
BOBWEICTEETFTES . ERVwALEEE LS
ARBEAZIC L > TIRIRE NS, B0 ERRE L
PEHMEFI LA TEIRHER T R ERALN—FIE
-0 dHTERvLET. b, HRshiEL
lzownTid, HHALTHURY LR L T

RARE
1. BRSHEREEL M BREFRMESEEH
BRTAIENTEL. SRALSORTLTiECH
AN, BRI (HLAAPZEDL) SAICESRS.
2. EEHEELFICRT ERZELAA LA TR,
PRl EEBHENLELBHL L ECEIOM

N TlEdew,

1%t FI3Z 30,0005
(Article) #3L 12000words
HfgE/—h A 15000
(Shorter paper) #23 6,000words
H—nA L FIL 30,0005
(Survey article) U 12000words

3. BT ALOE BNIES DHIEEHIC Lo st
FURS A 40 L b HAuE e 5 v,

4. WREREZR, L7z )—ICLaBEHRICETY
THRMEROBWONE L EL MR AEDT 5.
izl iR alar iy a P St R R IR A

5. WXESETLICbREhTWEd2ALOT,
HLWHIRZSAALoTRTEL S &w, E1k,
R ER T LTy RvwEERLATE2
EHRASITIB LR hud e sk,

6. HEItiEL s 4 v, HFARTOLLEHRFLEL
Forilr b PR R E N ST R 4 L L h
b,

7. BWRCATRZA LI L - THREZ T & Sh e,
PR L7 OIZ i AT PN B R R
FUI LA > TRFILE N7 7 4 L EFBIO P
FRBRLAERLZBULLOE LS540,

8. fEARER 1B fHT 5.

FEFIC 2w TOBMVWEDEIR
FIHIEY

chida@kisc.meiji.ac.jp
FTBRVLES

TRHBORY v —F L
WL MK GUBTOTH)

201271 A25H AR TT
W% HERREGRES
Rir# Wb # T

e ARART i :

AT e EAASEE S
e

RAEF Farl M BEER
B 00150-2-175253- 4015 (03) 3814-6861

BT -ETHERSRVBAILET B - kR
BETHAROLBR—BONT - MNERLET.  Prnted in Japan

ISBN978-4-326-54908-5
http://www . keisoshobo.co.jp



