{E® &H> I3/
FBOEBE 1T
20014£ 9 H

NENTF— I EERFORADE A
AR R#k

1. F

B D XA T — 5 B E DR Z 3L 7 — & 53558 B T RE AR 55 -
77 AF AT VOEHEILT Tz, BRI & AROMEBEE LD
BORRIBRIEL B2 7 — A ZIMO TS NANLF— ¥ OHTEISER S
T&7, AT, ¥EiX Hansen (1982) 12 & > TEIE 27 GMM (Gener-
alized Method of Moments, —{Lf&3eE) 28A+T2 2Ltk -> CFiok
SN T&E7, IV (Instrument Variable Method, HfEZEHE:) 24433 3
GMM EREMBRICE DV RANLF -5 EF N L BB AL F— ¥
ETMCHT 5 —BHEOETEARICT 2, BB EINSD 30
7 —% &7 N% OLS (Ordinary Least Square Method, 3@ /s — 5 1k)
 LSDV (Least Square Dummy Variable Method, B&/N "4 3 — 2%
H) D& BERRHEERETBHET 2 L8 TE R, SBHICZFD
Ly GMM BEHURANL T —F T T ARSIV T — 8 ® F L NOS RS 1
XY —HHEEZER T 2 OWHEAT 2 L8 TES, /2, HEET,
RHEFERT 74T Y AOFFICB T L 8 ADEIFFEBH#ER EOKE
EEBWRBRENTEN, ZOWMILTIE, INSOWRKELBST 2,

F2HTHE, BEETONAINT -V BRESORBEORED 23+ 2
FIHMTR CDFI 2D L < B,
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2. NEAALTF—IEBBREZFOER

ZOFTI, BB S AOBOMEBFERE LD DRRSTEH
B35 BN T—F EOBS $3NT — S HRRFEFOFKREOREL 2 %
K95,

B AEUT, WA LERFIBHEOERE, thZth, (&1 TH
2., BRIl O WY, ¢ &t ORI, FhEh, =1, N =1, .,
T ThHd, fifte LTHS T b0EET 2 OEREHE | OZEER TS
FOER BN THLENS I ETHD, (ZIT, i+ T 5.) DU
B AIRER, N—oo THrIhEd TREEINTHLEEWVS ZETH
2, LietioT, HEBOEHAME N—oo [KIFT %,

BN, BN S AT — 8 TN E L THER I LVT —F T VH
WA, Fhhd, BERSILT—F T VT 5 2 D DOIEHMBHEE
EDSHHH SN D, MZ T, SEEFEICBO THERIHE L WHEEEI T &
N5, Kic, BIFRNNINLT —F ETUREN SN, T, BER IS
NF—F EFNEWET 00RO RBESIHBIS NS, ZFHIC, Fik
BERSHREEE T 2330V F —F D—2 L ZOHEEEIFIREIN S,

BENAAILT—-F7ETNL
PNANTF —F T BEHRN G E T VIBFRAANVT - ETVTH
2 EiE{LD D, BB, UTO L) RHEHEREET €TV 0
F—AEREmT S

Vie =B+ Ui (1)
VIRN

Uit =i+ Vit. (2)
T, Vo BREBERTHY, BRHEEININEHRODH LT A= T
H0, LT, xn ERELEHTH B, AR BRQOBTRENS &5 %—

1 BRIV T —FETFTAIRE DOV TONXBOBRIE 2 OMX TR I L, £
n, WEE, LT, XEICOWTIE, BUTDL S R 8RFFOBENEREL R
X : Johnston (1997) & Hayashi (2000).
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FEITRREBREF €7V (one-way error component model) %% % 3,2
—EITEREEEER T T O, BEE w13 50 & v ~NESSRS N5,
CC, nold (ERIEROREE2HEZ 2) HFEHBEHENRTHD, v 1318
HIHTH D, BFEH AN T = Tid t=1, .., T WL TUTFD & 5 KazE
HIZOWTORERES -

N
Elvivis]|=0 (t+sizxtL7T),
RREHIC DWW TDIREICIZ 2 2 £ DIRE
E[nxi]=0

Elvixs]=0 (t#+s & t=s 2L T)
DFTE, MNWCOLS 2HAT R LI Lo TR 2 —HMET LI LN TE
%,
L Lgdis,
Elnxu]*+0

His

REHIZ DWW TOREICHZ 5 2 & DIRE

Elvixis|=0 (t+s & t=s izt L 7)
DFTIE, (ICOLS 2 BALTH B2 —BAEE T2 LB TER L, 2D
G, 0 2—BHEET SEMNFERIUATOL S 2D TH 2, BT, H
e b DEULToORRIcERT 3

Vie— Ve=B(xu— %)+ v — 7). (3)

T T T
:ZT,%%éhé@ﬁ?m?%gwmﬂZ%gkmti%:%gpnfb

2 MAT,RTEEL ue=ntpe+ve IBET 2B, ST AR ERE
/v (two-way error component model) ¥ FRIH 3B, T 2T, w (IBSEIRIETH 5,
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%o BB T, B4 b i3GIC OLS # @A L T S o—BiElEE=/5 &
BTE S, Zhid,
El(xie— %) (v — V)] =0.
e Thd, COFEXICHETOIHTERIX LSDV #ER LFiEh 5,
XS, BEEEIEOWTOREWINZ 5 2 & DIRE
E[7nx:]#0

Elvixs)#0 (s=1,., T oFiobied &b 12D s L T)
OFTE, LSDV#EEZWNIGEB LT L 2—BMET 5 8 TE R,
i,

El(xu—x:)vu—v:)]#0
BIneThd, THOMBKRBEX v BPNE (ThbbH, Elvix:]+0)
DEThH b, ZOBE, Eal-] 8BS { —1 & TOBEBRICHE D WA
HETHD LT

E:lvi]=0 (4)
o, BB IRABRRW» BN UTO L D L BFHEERFIOE
GxH -7 GMM 2FIFALTC B 2—BHEET 5L TES !

E[Avixis]=0, (s=1,.,t—=2»D2¢t=3, ., TXLT) (6
TIT, AMF—HEESEETTH L EEHIO)OEKRT 5 2L}, B
B T(1) D —PE7ESr 2 H D BRI 7: ZLAT O X 5 ICHIERL T !

Ayie=BAxu+Avy, ((=3,.. T IXLT), (6)
BT, B -2 L FRBAATO 7 SRR B R ARG N T S BRI
EEELTHES LI ZEThD, FETHFMEICE SV NAVT -5
FIG EICHEBEFEREOBIF W S T & 1, REM LRI Runkle
(1991) TH 3%, ZOBOFEFEIFHBEIFHL LD TH S,

3 IV HEE X GMM #EROEHRAEE TH %, Hayashi (2000) iz GMM #EE H I
DL TCEHIICHBHL TWw 3,

4 ZOARSBE Hall (1978) k- THBas hic, ZORBICHES 2o, HEEBT ¥
B e —TWHEI TR D,
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PR AN F—=FEFL
BRIV T — 5 ORI, T 7B ERDHEE & h 3 HRR 0 [E/E
EBOPEEND LI I ETH B, HBOLBIC, B, B
BB yu WL TREINDEL TS -1 D7 I HEBER (bbb,
Vioeo1) OAVEIRFERTHILEEEHEL S, EFLVBUTOL 10k 2 ¢
V=Vt ue, (t=2,.., T KL T) (7)
O
Uit = N+ Ve, (t=2,..., T IZXLT), (8)
::TﬂaM%ﬁénédﬁﬁ%@%%ﬂﬁxh&fbéaﬁﬁﬁ®w~ﬁﬁ
TTHREBRERT TV EERT 2, k> T, & 2 TR ., 3EBIE 7,
EREIH vie NEFRSNT VWD, B SAN T — 9 Tl t=2, ..., T 124
LTETOL ) REBREHIZOWTDRERE L :
E[’)i]:(),
Elvi]=0,
El7v.]=0,
E[7i]=0?,
E[Vi]=0¢%,
YRR
Elvivis]=0, (FsizLT)o
BRI N RV T — 8 OB EITIE, BSOS R EARET 20,
Elviyal=0, (t=2,.., T cxtL7T)
ThHd, 2IT, ya BEFEHIRAN T — 5 7N OIS L FRITH 2,
BIFR N AN T =Y E TN TR, BObid a % —BHET 272512 OLS
HEERS LSDVHER LB 2 e B TE RV, OLS HEREDBS OB E L,
Elnyviia]#0, (b Ly t=3,., T i L7T)
THL. T2bb, HHER v ZEBIZIE 7, LT 20 CH 2, LSDV
HEEOHEDOHEMRE, UTB~xsh 3, LSDVH#EREZEL - 01711,
F—EBRETOELUTO L S cE#d 3 .
Vie= Ve=a(Viec1— Vi-n.) + (v — Vi),
(t=2,., T &L T), (9)
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T
"C y T Zylty Vi(-1- Tl lzyn:,i? D Vz {_ltgz’/it ’C\b

o BEMETOLS ZONCHEAL T a 0—BHERZRD TSR,
i,

El(viici— Vi) va— )]0,  (=2,.., T &L T)
BirsThsd, 2 WIHEET, B bRBEFHN ALT =5 ETMUNE
OLS % LSDV O & 5 B E R E OB T —BHEE T 5 Z £ TER
VB

Andersen and Hsiao (1982) ZB122H N3N T — % €7 VO —EHEE % Al
Ity S BEEHANANT Y T TN E—BIHEET 50TV EE
57>, %D, Holtz-Eakin et al. (1988) & Arellano and Bond (1991)
EREE R R SRR L C, D, Bk GMM 28 AT 25 2 il d-
7 Andersen and Hsiao (1984) O Fik%z®E L7z, GMM #ERZH 5 H
BT, 25 200HNIE a ¥ —BHEET 5 7: 0 DROEEHKIERISL T
W5

E[Avivis]=0, (s=1, .., t=2> t=3,.., T &xtL T), (10)
FHER 1) EE R EY (standard moment restrictions) EFEIXAL D,
EHEWRERRRIOERT 2 2 £ 13, FRBRETUTO L S c(o—MEr%
B o CEBIZNE 7. ZHIBRL T !

Avi=aAvii+Ave, (t=3,.,TkxLT), (1)
R TR t—2 k F LRI T R AR R RIS T 2 RIE
EHELTHEI E S 2ETHDS,C

Lo L7Zesss, Ahn (1990), Ahn and Schmidt (1995), £ L T Ahn and
Schmidt (1999) 23R L7z DL, W< 2»D (@ Z—BHET 570 0) FE
I RE R &0 Holtz-Eakin et al. (1988) & Arellano and Bond (1991) i
BOWTEHREBEEINL T EWS ZEThHhD, ZNHIF

EluaAvi,-1]=0 (t=4, .., T &L T) (12)

(\f

N

5 ZOREIzoWwTIX, Hsiao (1986) # H X,
6 ZOROHFERICOWTIX, Veerbeek (2000) i H 5,
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Elufi—ut,1]=0, (¢t=3,.., T &L 7T) (13)
TH5,"
Vi PJER TH S £ WS REDTF T, Ahn and Schmidt (1995) & Ahn
and Schmidt (1999) X, EREZHWMEWWBERFH
Elu:uAyi-1]=0 (t=3,., TicxL7) (14)

Eluwyi—tsi-1v0-1]=0, (=3, .., T &L 7T) (15)
ELTRBAECZEDNTEL LI 2 2R LIS HERAMIT EE R
K (stationarity moment restrictions) & MEEH 3,

RERHHWD 22 v/ GMM HEERIE, o251 L o2/ DSk E n E
B, TANATARBED LS T EBTIINT WS, Blundell and
Bond (1998) 23 & OBEBRAIPIRE T T ANV O EEROFCHS M L &
£, BERHEHRI0 & 02 FBE L THG: GMM #EEB T FH L 7 & o i E
THEVIZETHS, 2S5 DIEEICOWTIE, £77, Kitazawa (2001) #*
R

BRI SAN T —F ET N E GMM #EERE W72 & ADEFERT
Vb5, BROBETHZ OV TORIRIC BT AR LHKL & LT, Blun-
dell et al. (1991) & Bond and Meghir (1994) 23388 X T\ 2, FHEIRRHS
F D538 Tid Wadhwani and Wall (1991), Konings and Walsh (1994), #
L T Bentolila and Saint-Paul (1992) 23MUEM A/ CICEBT 5, S L F —

7 BERZFM)D Ahn and Schmidt (1995) W28 2 EKKOERIL, =4, .., T o+
5 Eluavi1]=0TH 2, LHL%AH S, Blundell and Bond (1998) id e |2
Nzl LTESELL, MERRILLOTH 2, 27, HMERMWEFEE S L TH
A3 2% 0, MBRHFWIE (=4, .., T CNT 5 E[Avivii—Avig-1vie-s]=0 & L
THEWCEXETIEATES (Ahn, 1990 2H),

8 BEEFEMMYD Ahn and Schmidt (1995) 2B} 2 AkDFR It t=3, ..., T s
5 EluirAyi1]=0Th 2, Lo L s %, Blundell and Bond (1998) f#H %
NEWELTEXELL, WEEREIUCHDOTH S, BMERAW)E Arellano and Bover
(1995) W& - THRHNIIRIBE iz, HA-B 1] v 2 FHEH (mean-stationary)
KT DTOOHMENE LT ya=0/(1—a)twa % EZ B EBTEL, 22T, 18
AL wa i DWW TORER, t=2, .., T T 3 E[nwal=0 & Elwive]=0ThH 3,
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PRANT — ¥ ERFEEOBREDEA

7 WA BB OB EICBTIE, Griffith (1999) & Blundell and
Bond (2000) 735 BHEREREH 2 HD Atz GMM % B Tha 2D W < #
BEHL w3,

RENENDREBT B 3FXNNLTF—FETI

THETHS L IEMERIEE2E T 50V T = D0 TiEam L
T, 22T, REMEIFHIEEE TSIV T —FET VD1 DD
WCHRT 5. TRNMEBEIREE T 253V T —F TN DT OREGR
IZ oW Tix, Arellano and Honoré (2001) % R X,

FEERSIEEE T 553NV T —¥ 7 NV ORKRR PN EH S AV
F—3THD, B ANT =8 OFIRHERLBUTOLS> R DTH
2

Vi ~1.0.d.Po(Ai), (16)
VAR

v =exp(yxie+7:). (17
ZIT, yu BHEBERTHY, y ZHEEITARESHEBEKODH LT X I Th
D, xi WHBAZHTHY, 2L T, 7 3EENEJZNRTH 5, 005ERT
2 Z Eid, v 3R (4D 2 Ay THABMNEIREDO R T Y 3 ARIHRE D
YnWH I EThE, ZOBE, HBRER vi 3L TIFAOREIETDH %,

=N o, BB RROEHIHEERELHET L LB TES !

E[yelxhn] =exp(yxi+70). (18
22T, xt=(xi, e, Xit) THDB, TOBFE, BOTHIE 2 i3 27 WKEFET
%L ERET B,

SAEAFEREINWOD S, B b BT O & 5 2 {ARIRIR 7. 2> &ML 0 ¥
KEERET 208 TES !

E[{viexp(—yAxy) = yie—ixi 1] =0. 19
Zh sk, Wooldridge (1997) & Chamberlain (1992) 2 & » THRE I L7z
HEFELSIHOT H O W FAATEEGR TH 5 FEAEERH09%Z W,
H3 753U TO & S REREBERHKO—DODEGER/RLIENTES |
E[{yuexp(— 7Axu) — yii-1}txis] =0,
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ﬁﬁt%uﬂ%ﬁ%%%%2mw%@kaMM%£m%mwfm%@b
HINTA—=F vy e—HHEET LI ENTE S,

SRRV T =5 £ TV OERED T AN LU 7o EERURE R & &
Tz GMM HEE S b % EEHETSE S H %, Montalvo (1997) 13 H ARG
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