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Abstract

This study analyzes changes in the profitability and productivity of Korean rice
farms. Also we decomposes changes in the profitability into changes in
terms-of-trade, technical change, technica efficiency change, scale efficiency
change and mix efficiency change. To be specific, we constructs Lowe index
which is ideal for the measurement of quantity change. Also, we apply data en-
velopment analysis methodology for decomposing TFP into the several efficiency
measures. Farm production cost survey covering the period 2003 to 2016 is
incorporated. The results show that the terms-of-trade would have the largest and
negative effects on farms' profitability. Also, rice farms in Korea are technically
efficient, but they exhibited much lower mix efficiency. Lastly, farm operator’s
age would have negative effects on farms mix efficiency, while larger farms
tend to have greater mix efficiencies than smaller farms.
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2 ZZHz mHa2A H3E

1. A2

g ] o B4R &5 7 Al A R w2 #EES AT, o] H 3t o]
2 gt Ay, 29 T A AgelA Aol B AF7F o] FoA gih(dl: Hal and
Mairesse, 1995; Casu et al., 2004). 53] #JHE2 =22 =58 Y Ag, d+ 153 &

A G5 T2 FYQ4 0] o|HE 3l A4 o] FoiA Fage] Atk & 4= lom, w4t
B A o] e A Alstel th3atr] A= A &A1 A ol Fasith I 5 Y
2 o]yt o] &) ol goll = FE3] A& FIAIA AakES Fs)sith

T FH 3 v)= Sl B A S0l 2nkE 0 2 Thadhe FA¢l Sl
A= 0] o] Fo]x]H A (Anderson et a. 2018; Plastinaand Lence 2018; 24 2] 2015) 5
F5ol ti gt 27} A1 71% 2 91tk Anderson et a.(2018)-> 19101 F-E] 2007712 2] A7) 2k
S AHg3ke] 1990 ) o] & w) = Hd o] TR A AR (multifactor productivity) %8+ A 3HE©
TE S AT SaollAe AL €1(2015)7F 1971dFE 2013d7HA] =l Y
Tl ABT 1.82% s oY T =] 200019 FH 2013E7HAl= AH T

TA A S W) AL Ut AAHE Zra FAIZE A SEE YAk 2R, th A
ok} S0 7 o]ojd 4= 9l o (Anderson et al. 2018) F=Z 07 FUALSL AR o]ojH I
o] et o]t BF Lol 4] o] AL WiskE At 1 2%l Balishe AL A3l o
HEA I A AP S BE3] AT B A}lole & 4 Qinh
53] AsHd WskE opr|ahe Al ik #41-& ARAQ1 A A WS AT 5 A=

Holl A A4k wstel] Tk AlAE A EA R T A AR =0E 7hEstA @tk el Al

5% 9)(1999)7} = & FHe] A W3lE 7]& W3Ktechnical change)Q} 84 Wt
(efficiency change) 2 #2]5te] £41319 01, 1993\ F-E] 1997\ 714 &84 W7} o] &
A F7He =3k ok =3 @ e 7)-8-8(2000)& 37 o] AAkA W
3 7] W3l ae) R aRE £t H/4(2010)> R&D FAF A& FUHE
aejste] kg WskE 7)ewst a9, R &3, 183 R&D FAF %R RS M3
Z#(2018) = 71& Aol FFdte] Ul & 4kl va Ao oF 1% ol B Ao R
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At 7189 7| R Rte A28 7]s7 el v £471 5 on| &5 T8kt

Qo M= AYatgd Eafoll T3 A7 A &2 02 o] Fofx] $ITH(Capalbo 1988; Morrison et
al. 2005; O’ Donnell 2012; O’ Donnell 2014; Plastinaand Lence 2018). {1 F-¥ tlH-&-2] A5
< 7]&% 3 (technical progress)o] 7l= FH 2] A7124Q1 g ool 8 Tz 28513
S5 93] 3 9o, Plastinaand Lence(2018) &= Yo7t ©718%1 A7t F8 4404 o] v sk 7]
<A Bok= 71 u @ 3 markup effect) 9F a4 o] &8-S vhs] 1 Qi

18 O’ Donnell(2012)-& A €18 A5 A4 §iskE Uehle 8484843 A< (total
factor productivity index)S 2% £]}7] B th= 72l 8 (distance function) } ¥ &3-S 3
gate] A Wshe-S ekl §lom ofof whe} Zb7ke) WA o ' 15k AL WS} Jholl = Afo]
7HEARIT A 71-8-61(2000) o] EA1 Aol w2 H A 02 3k by Hstke] ARk
Q1 A= FrAksHA e, A Ao e A= F 8484048 A|=9] i ske A& Bl
ASTE A of ®3te) W] & 7= WA E YT o] 2]3k Alol= F oL o skl 1
a8l tgh s oy HA sk AAH JAEAA S AHA & 9}5}(0’ Donnell 2012). =3k
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(O’'Donnell 2012).

3, FQ AL O] BY QA0 A ES ZTSE FEY U FAHE0 v &2 Atk
™ o] HA A Azt gk A5 F5o] AFETh T ALY £ PHAFL o] EF 7|9k
13 2| 4o Ao A (HEL- 88 2000), £ Aol M= FE] A A|go] Z(axiomatic
index theory) o] AN st B2l & 7|02 7 A5 W78t ol AL 24 ol 718 A A5
AR o5 B3l 71EY AFelA FE ARREO $d Laspeyres A7, Paasche AT,
Tornguist A<+ 52 HAIE A A skal T Aol A E8H A U Lowe A5 0|83t T8
2R AFE ASTIAL T 821 Btttk B AT 8&F 7| thgd 2o AT 4
Aok AA B AT = g & w7t A S 7|88, TEESA, THEEHOE AEs)s)
Ak =3 7|20 AFoke 2l BUME] ARE AR O R FUke] EA wE A F 74
W3S TSI ol el A7) B O] A B oA B4 Ak ) A e A4
4 gl So9) st 99l Aol 2% 7| ZAS 2 E8E S S Hlo|th &=
3 B7PE Lowe A|E AHEEFOE=M ] M 4 A Ao Tid =0l E
retal ) 2 57 A A9 Al 7)o sk

B ATE F Q44 W3l 291 Bl E $J3) vl 22 W (nonparametric method) Q! AH&

ox

Z=HE4(Data Envelopment Analysis, ©]3} DEA)S A 8313t DEAE &4 2219} vl &-&
& TES= SE A4 (Stochastic Frontier Analysis, ©]3F SFA)3 28] &4 ea&H|&
&/ 0 & 7hsto] vl agAdo] Y Ao 42 gEo] tke wo] Atk =3 DEA+ A4
=9 E54S 7ML vt of= A edl tidk AUl Alefo m A8k 4= 9o o|= Y&

Blol] A AL S A|8H8E <= Q) tH(Chavas and Kim 2015).2 3147} o] &

fol
o
o,
tlo
:11‘
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E
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1 o] 7 aRlo| Fo 2 TP & )&= F LA AFE Foll el e F 8 444H3 A3 (multiplicatively-complete TFP
index) 2} 4 2] 3=18)(O’' Donnell 2008), Laspeyres <=, Paasche 2|4~ 5 AJ4HA] E4] ol A5 ARR-E & U] 2|50 3F A4
Z EREL

2 3 AFE A A 4] o9 "\P@"ﬂﬂ] 7”+E%MEP. B4 Az} o] & Aabe] 7le & g4 o] 19 Mt H S AT,
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& AGNE JrhA s o] golstthe 4, Jelm F Al UshE 714 W EEA,

B AT 7L e 2ok 1A AR T2 AE AR Eelshe i 2
Aol Al AH&-SH= Lowe A28} 7120l AH-E Aol th gt
of A3t A& At =3 DEAS 283 T4 Ao B4 Wl ol el =] gt Al

Aol e & AToNA AREZE Akl thel] A F A4zl A 24 2 3tol the =] 3t 4
A= w7 58 T 224 o Ws A o el EQlstal e Al 2] 2HE A

AR,
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M
1%

B AT A 2 57he] FR44H 7 A4 W8 320] 5 Bal5}7] 9181 O Donnell (2008,
2010; 2012)& A &34t} O Donnell (2012)- jAAEALS] £7] 52} 4( Profitability ) F£
2R TFP;)E ok 2] (1) o] Eafsiarh.

4GP
Profitability,, = —-x —2-= TFP, x TT,

. xT jt w it A ( 1 )
TFP;, = TFP, X ITE, X IME;, X RISE,, K
= TFP; < ITE;, X ISE;, X RME,,

i

4714 5k 4, 2 1] AN MAS] FYASE NS HEE S-S bl 53
MEl o, w, 5t p, FUA FHAT HEE 1A S bk 7HA MEIES rldi @, % X,

< 913}l Chavas and Kim(2016) ¥} Chavas and Kim(2015) 5ollA] AA € WS vig o 2 Ai7| e 544 O 714 44
Sk o] & Ao e elA] e A2 WU B A9 A F9 shtoltt.
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T F4F&"Hagoregate output) 18] 1 53] ¥ (aggregate input) = YR, P, ok W, & F4F
S5 7HH FFRAAIA S rl3itt. FAH 02 T ASHFT FUB) S VY S 9
—Er?JZH) TEE Q) = Q(qu)(X't = X(z;))< &8l stz & As gvdtt. @)% x()=
+57F olY™(nonnegative), #43kA] 23l(nondecreasing), A3 &2H3(linearly homoge-
neous) < 7} A3+ (aggregator function) & 53ttt T4 % FEYFF) A=W, P, 9t
W= 42 pjap/ Qo wya /X, 2 ASEH. TFP, = 3V=34 FFUAT vie= A5
=, w2 52 AR E(term of trade) & YEM= 77, = T2/ 3 FEUA7H <
o] g},
ITE;,(input oriented technical efficiency)< % 71<&84, IME; (input oriented mixed

o

H&2 ASEh v o2 7FP & t7]9] Ao T2 g

efficiency)= £ ELEE4, RISE, (residua input oriented scale efficiency) = £ o 7f
REEA, ISE,(input oriented scale efficiency)= ¥ TTEEEA, RME) (residual mix
efficiency) = 7o EFaEHS Sdth 7FP, & T/338= 57HA 849 ML <™ 1>3%
<18 2>E T3l &g ol = vt FAF o=, Aaat j7F 7]l Agke AolA Ak skl

Aok 7Sk &, t7]19] AL j= X, WHE BYska @ T AR T A B4
S FTEAFY RIEEAS T 5 Utk thebA < 1" 1>0014 9] TR AN S <11 1> 99

S 7F A3t AP S Ak Ao 2 Bl Ao s,

J% 1. ITE, IME, RISE2| 74

ITE, = Q; /Xr tana
= ME Q./%, tanb
IME, — Q./X; tanb
Q./X,  tanu
X, Lz
Risg, = &e/%e _tanu
@/ /X tane




Tkef AYAkAL 71 7)E 84S ST 7 22 4HE i (aggregate output) S A AFsh= H B
== F52U(aggregate input) & Y = Uth FAIH R H BE A= F44E 57 FAAE 9
3 B8 FYAIE 2k vl & W3] glo] 23 4 e AL Fe gl Aol gkar sk, A
AL jE EBYAIE I vl g WS glo] 04 VeE s

(o138t AAF ZEE]o]) H BollA] A4te] 7hsetAl |k s E84L olHT A8 FUHE BT

L2404 2718 ojulshe], 97 AR Ak F40] 72718 931 BE Ak A

s

r.

ofjr

o) 718712 vl Fo2M ASY % ik
Y E EEHE ol2l7 FUA 11 T3 Aol 918 A9 FRAANY F7HEASD
o, A 0 2 %44 vl v Al ool 0T AR j o) AL EEEJol S 5] AL

m

2 ji 7122) Ak =2E| 0] 9] 1 B7} okt A2 & A4k EE|0] o] Q= A Ul A Aitol
7VskAl Btk o= EUA) FHoA FA) vzl thgk Al2ko] glol AW SUT EUAS ALE
3 O B Aato] s el A g o) A 4 ik o8 Al BYA-AAE HH 02 LehyE 4
2} Z2EO7} $1Z 0 2 S4ahe A SUY ATE WA Hik oo me} 2o A& S
£ eloll AHEEE BU% 9 X, o4 X, 2 Zasi Bk B4 E3 584E oled 4 28
Elo] 4¢3 224404 2718 oJrlaiel, 243 1 BE Auks HAe) 78718 94t
A UE ALE GAe 712712 Wrolzoan A28 4 glok

LI R P P VL e I ENa- = PR R P O X B R

-

=tistd
(maximum productivity, ©|3t MP)¢! & Eoll 4] QA (TFP, ) Bt 2ttt Zo] FR a8
AL 78S EF a&4o] Sk HolA o T rkado] STistE oA
O] T AL O] 2ol & AISRITE A7 A RN e Tol = A 2R A ZEE] o] ol A 2] o]

oz
>
2

rlo

ek Bl B3k Aok glofof At s e £ 71 ¢ BT EF T LA T ol T
oldE E&A 945 YERY] Sfsf A&
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72 2. ISE, RME2| 714

ISE, = Qc/ % _ fanb
= ME QE/XE tand L
RME, = Qf/Xi _tand
Qi/X. tane o
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Ao FAEFE DY BE ALK 4§00 98 Hlolth kA
71Ro] 912 735, BAAke] A4 SEE o} <18 2>9) 4 BE Auks
F4.02 ST, ofo] mek AR RS0 Hsr flolAlE H D7 RS F7HAA A
EQlgo] Z713] met 44k ZREJo] 915 ol F5hA v, Btk
& Fuse] B3} glolAlE A DA kol 7PssA ik ek FRE S e A7 BE
ALk 241¢] 72718 U DS ALk A4 719712 tho 24 AZo] 7hs s,

r o
&
=
td
4
19
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)
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_,4

npR|eto & o] B3 § 842 AL jo] MP(H E)oll A 9] F8 4445 4 Dol A 9] 8
AR Aol & UERIITE okA AFEtR0l A B FUAES] MIEH AEEEY] vl gl o
A oFo] gl Ak ZEE O Y= Holth wheha “ &9 o] 2k dof= A DollA A ER o] F3}
7] e AE At S FAA S Bl gl B3 A|okS flofof Hrhe A ofr| et =322t
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£ e A ZREj0l9] Bl ThE A%, 4 DA H ER olF5] U e Fuaeel ¥

whebA] £7]9] AR ok ¢ 719) AAEA: ko) 52183k AL Aol A ofel 4 (& B3l 23
T ks

Profitability, TFP; T

Profitability,,  TFP,, —~ TTy

TFP, TFP; ITE, IME, RISE, ]
TFP,,  TFp, ITE, ~ IME,, ~ RISE, A (2)
TFP, ITE, ISE, RME,

gt gt gt

* X X
TFpP, ITE,  ISE, RME,,

2.2. ZQAMAMY X|o| 5

ool BUA B ASE s /M 59 ¥SE shue] AR gokshe kg Al (Al
Laspeyres A <7, Paasche A| <, Fisher A7) o] A|QF=| A A] o] 2] gk A FE 0] FE3)of & B4 <
812 EAL Uehfe A3 (tests) =& F-2l(axioms) ol T3k =9 = &7 o] 0|4 gt} o] 23t
=97 EAR 24 Ao E(axiomatic index theory)> 8] FEl& AESIL 583 325
FEANTIE ATE AR B Hrlshe A4S YA et

O'Donnel(2013)& <32 1>l 4 AAEHIL Y 97l B2l & 71F 02 F8 A4S Hrisi,
717 multitemporal) = St multilateral) HI S 93 A< 5 g 8] & $=55= A5
£ A 33K proper) A=E At Atk 97l FElE BT F53= AFoll= Lowe A<, Geary

2|47, Fare and Primont A<= 5-0] 9121 E310] A= ©]F Lowe A5 ©]8310] AN

< AS3H0ts

rlr

S 7120 2 A4 S BABIT, o] A1 Bol A3} FAHE o] W o] 422 L O B B84
7} Q7] W ol

fines

L=

o

w
o rfz

Ae 2

o A
Moh=
£ TEse R T A Al 0] 24 3 (economic theoretic approach) ©] AT Aol 84 HH-2 A
= Malmauist A6 2] %Wﬂﬁ"l”r ZHAe) A5 e S48 o 2 A4S FEahs ot Jald A
8 Ao 2o FHES RO Z AFTE F5T 5 ke Aol Aou, Felo] el FeE 1] Ad a4 1he] Apo]
ZhuUERd 5= Q)T o]l Wil 73 A] o] 23] Zdl‘ﬁ & 5ol FEE A TS #AE R SES F 9lou, A&HE 7kt
oju} thagt ANAE 7o) M1 E $l3) A7t ZHofoF 3 ARHAR] FElE W5 AI7]A] 5 4 lth(Veelen and Weider 2008).
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L aspeyres |5, Paasche A<=, Fisher A<= Tornquist A<=, Mamauist A<= 52 97 &2 5
ol FelE FFAI71A Egti(Bak 2008; O'Donnell 2008; O’Donnell 2013; O’ Donnell
2012). o] = 3} 23}7] I8l &3] Elteto and Koves(1964) 2} Szulc(1964) 7} A 71518 < &
B3HAE, ©o] A v LA FEE FE5HA FeAl Frks A7 UTHO Donnell 2013,
A7)l whet s
G AG7L A= TN WEtE SAT W B 25K (proper) A2 B8] JiTk6
T3 Lowe A 7127 HA S o] 80 2M, 7HA AT jlE FUA E2 A=A 9A
Th= A o] ATHHIll 2010). vRA] ko2 A4 Baf ol 21 o] &%= Malmquist A5 7]
sl 7 BEA A= ASE g JAT, BB EA T S8 &S AP sk dldle A7
ATHO' Donnell, 2008; O’ Donnell, 2010).

sAF hs7he] TR T rAIA jE7H] Faa T Ato] B2 WEkE YEl=
Lowe A= okl 2} (3)= &3l A153Ath Lowe A 5= 71 7HA & o] &ato] A2=3 F4A
£ T3

O’ Donnell 2012). ¥k o)), O’ Donnell (2013)-2 Lowe A7} 97 B8] & 2% &

N

%o
bl
k)
e
o

2

P dhs , D0’
TFPj, = ———— ] —— Al (3)
Wy Tpg Wo Ty

5 #d FEol g A& <F-5 1> AA T

6 Lowe A 5= AHIAE7IA 429} B3R 43(ex, Greary Khamis 234 4) & T8 WH 2 dubd 0 2 ARg-3h= Wi o] th(Hill
2010; Balk and Diewert 2010). Lowe Z| 2] T2 tha-3 2tk 94, 7HA WshE Al &3 ATEA 9] Lowe A& 7189 %
SR WA=} B W45 HEo] F7)sl= T o] lthBalk and Diewert 2010) EA, AEAFEA 2 Lowe A5 FHH L2 7|F
7VAE o8 A A sk koll D QTi(Hill 2010). tHA| 2O 2 Lowe A5 M W3S AIZ31) S8 2o gl e g nige
2 755 A<rolth. WA Fisher A<, Tornquist A5 53 2ol ﬁZﬂfM M v (exact) 2 319, &= T
(superlative) = 7RI A| St

7 Greary Khamis %42 & F52] 7157142 8 AN E F AAFOE Lol A 223t o= Al gl 27149l
7HA el | 2 745A] Fojshs 4ol o]of v O'Donnell(2012) o)l A= 57HE F41- A28 7H4& Hd sl 715742 A
St oA A2 A AN A 9] 7ol FLEIFEAE Fofshs A oItk A A I 2 A dge B A AR
Aol AadnlFo] 2 A7 71E7H A B 2 92 PRt @A o] JTHHIll 2010). o] ol W) F A ¥ 3 HA gt
= 22 ZE A 7o) 715 Aol SR G vIAE i, B4 AR A S0 B vssitE /S n e s 3
. & @7l e oA AFssRol sae v zA 23E w7FE) 7HEAV 22 A R glld e LA FolEnE A,
B A7 w7 o2 3ol 571 119 o] o] Are A& Ist] F WA S Fel 71F 7H 2 A



ITE;, = D}(qjt,xjt) mln/,g{p Q0 = q;i; pry = X0, 0'L=1;)0 > 0}

ISE;, = minp’g{p: Q0 = qy;pry = X0 N0 = O}/[TE

Al
IME;, = min, 4 {w,'v/wy'z; : Q0 = q;;v = X0;0'L=1;v,0 = 0} “
TFP, =max, , ,{p)z:2 < Q0; X0 < viw,'v="1;,0"1=1;2,0,0 > 0}

A7 Qv NG AHEES ALskE 70 §7F S22 AR V< J, A 3, XAt
S A A8l FAE e MY FUAE U= < g, FAA 8E, 2 g <1 G 3E
= 53t

2]

(42 0'. =15 A7 HE gt (variable return to scale)S 7HS ojn]sit)
ITE;, 9] A= dubaRl w55 249 (variable return to scale) & 71 £ 419 Arm et
4 (Input-oriented Data Envelopment Analysis)ollAl Al&3g B84 A4} A3 uebA
ISE,, = 1729 (constant return to scale) 7 3tell A o] 88799 A45 17E, Z e 4

s Qe wASeR [1E, Sk TP ¢ BAHAE Lowe A5E ol g3l =EIIGh et

Paasche | 5+& ©]-82 770l py, wy WA pyy, w, E 182 7 ATh
3. 2 A=

B4 A g UA 53 2003~2016' SAFE AL ZALE o] £33 T B Aol M = TakHE

A 20 i ERE TS 2 A4E ERO 2 DEAT, o) SR 24 715
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A7} = = WA 07 FolA Q7] WiZoltt. o2 d Tk A= A= Bt AR E AlSShe el
=AY Yo, AR oS B4 s vlolls RASIT B AT A AR AEE
T EQA o) h3 7| 2BA TS <F 1>3} 2ok o, o714 Bl g0 H FEL e P AR S

2 T a0l 290, Al4bo] F918 A AMl 2 Kimuraand Sauer(2015)514 A4 )&
A 1] f(user costs) AT MO E ASHATLS AU E ASH Z o g ghE AL
S 5 7He 241004 ALISHgThL

Hag | B HEHR} 2| EEN
ESs] ke 3.5 21.7 770.0 0.0
Zx} ke 88.3 139.3 3,000.0 0.0
LI1A] 8 kg 979.1 1,982.3 67,440.0 0.0
S71A & kg 2,852.0 6,499.4 222.620.0 0.0
AEA| kg 53.9 166.9 15,020.0 0.0
GOHALGLA| 2|5 12,276.0 22,029.5 445,600 0.0
Fsi7 kw 50.4 212.5 11,335.0 0.0
e g5 dE 0.4 14.4 1,350.0 0.0
c ol FHARAIE ARE 0.0 0.4 20.0 0.0
e oJEr s A i 18,466.0 31,256.0 846,348.0 0.0
B 25 83.1 213.8 7.684.5 0.0
[y e A7 148.0 174.8 3,670.0 0.0
oz A7 53.1 94.9 2.725.0 0.0
BRI m 12,634.0 18,002.0 3,555,073.0 1,556.0
A Hd 15.1 24.6 833.5 0.0
7TERAHAY A A 152.8 486.1 33,915.2 0.0
A2 S 2,079.6 6.012.5 199,574.8 444.0
7|Efu] & A 103.4 289.5 18,611.0 0
4E i kg 7,970 11,955.3 212,924 240
BAkg kg 6,810 10,076.4 181,851 0

At&: A Microdata Integrated Service(MDIS), SAFE YA ZAH2003~16).
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21el A7} itk Held 5 Julgeka 8 4 9l

10 FAH 02 FAeL FH O AHRo] B 091 1,332719) A AR = AT A A 98k t) o= % #=X) 17,7577019] 7.5%¢1 8%
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<3 2> 2003~2016'd 7 F7F=] A3 o B A ASstaL ol e dEEE
3 g Uehdt A F 02 7t B A Al F AN TFP), BT F244
A8 BA 717 ok AR MES QAT HAdhs FAE A E Ao g BAEITh e
EES 7HA A1 Q)= 2003~2007, 2008~20121d, 18]l 2013~20164 59+2] =] A 3} AYAkA
#e 2| 3= vpA 9] 2013~2016' = A @) shar i F--o] ZHAstal Qe A 02 A|SH U 53
WAZA(TT)S N 71 BTl A Zashs FAE 7HA AL Qe AL E B4 FH AT
2 0z HpLolM gl MAY &F
Az Profitability T TFP TFP" TFPE
2003 1.8179 1.1648 1.5739 3.1940 0.4928
2004 2.0686 1.1171 1.8644 3.0819 0.6050
2005 1.8133 1.0040 1.8187 2.9174 0.6234
2006 1.7711 0.9912 1.7977 3.3851 0.5311
2007 1.6605 0.9795 1.7085 3.1622 0.5403
2008 1.6231 1.1626 1.4129 2.7493 0.5139
2009 1.5277 1.0738 1.4407 2.8773 0.5007
2010 1.2782 1.0257 1.2608 2.4803 0.5083
2011 1.4776 1.1162 1.3381 2.4629 0.5433
2012 1.3399 1.0393 1.3067 2.5362 0.5152
2013 1.3961 1.1828 1.1939 2.1236 0.5622
2014 1.4109 1.1375 1.2720 2.3603 0.5389
2015 1.3877 1.0139 1.3827 2.6253 0.5267
2016 1.1998 0.8946 1.3571 2.4858 0.5460

3 Profitability, TT, TFP, TFP", TFPEe 247 2004, 71127, H2428:1, 2] SR04, 2 S84
RBAPd e] £8428509 ¥l 8-S Uepd,

Rhg: ARL A,

11 o83 gad Al S AR 2AL] o] Srieh k] MR £ glok B Ao} AP WEL /]S 0w
% ohleh B2 8o WEOE AW AY 5 ek, AT AR A R Wsls B3R 920) T FaL
Ao B FFE AESINE A7 QOB ol B A7) Bl 3
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B 7H&-2 2003~2007'd 51d SR A KA 0 B 2 FIIhS w40l AT mHAIEEL.

fr

F 713k heh s 5be) A% 79) ARt F7HE2 4 (5)F B3
nZ= (InZ,/Inz,)/(s—h) Al (5)
2] (5)9] AH-& 7 (additivity) o] th. &, B71S9] A B ol B X450 AR
b

o)
S7HeS BIFo 2N U2 AR A o] A B2 el B A

& EEF 5 Yok Zlolth =3 4 Teln AN S Y BEY ) BT ke

a9l %
= 2003~20074 2008~2012 2013~20164

Aprofitability -2.55 -6.10 -5.83

ATT -4.39 -3.08 -9.72

ATFP 1.84 -3.02 3.89

ATFP' -0.25 -2.02 5.25

ANITE 0.83 -0.43 -0.10

ANIME 0.49 0.62 -1.48

AISE -0.06 -0.10 0.13

ARISE 0.77 -1.19 0.22

ARME 1.32 -0.47 -1.38

ATFPE 2.09 -1.00 -1.36

2= Profitability, TT, TFP, TFP" , ITE, L ISE, RISE, B, TFPE= ZtZt 2014 7|27, £ QALY &)

0 S, B 2|2 E . 5 £URSY, BY AREY. £Y 10l AEAEY, B0l EUREY, 5

o 4 Tl] $04404 b128 LiEPd

Rhg: AR} AR,

13 4 (5)9] A& Q=2 Mok 71e] 7R % H20) Aol S W3k Bahe el ek, HAw Aol %4 AF
Shgi0] S4B Al 5 59 EE 57 24240) FALA B8 S| WSS ol 34tk o= 5712
1] QRTS8 Atk 10 o A4S AL HE L ) Aol B T AL S e, £ 2 A7
AHER A A AR B A B0 43 HRES BT FA9] EE(random sample) 0.2 (173, A3 0 34 A5
HAS B AT ST 2T HLEREATAS AU, AT AYE 528 /A B A JBE IS Y
#|(dominant) %7Hs A5 SETHE 218 74 ol ek A SR Al Ate] BRAA A4 S veo 2 57h
$o] $URHEAE /RIS o, olof e & H}%Qi AZRI AW, $94, 1911 B4 A Ut

r ;
Jll}lr
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4 A3, F7ke] o) ofghs A g il Ao 4T FAIH SR A 7
ZFEeke) A2 A 742} 2.55%, 6.10%, 5.83%% AstGon, Azae AR 247
4.39%, 3.08%, 9.72%% 7a=3tth. T84/ 2 2008~2012'd S A 9] § F 713t
S7F3 A0 e kAT 2003~2007'A F4ke] T8N A Ve B e B
&4 T7H= Q17 219 Wk, 2013~2015' F2be| T e H) T
Sl Z10%ke) wpA ko 2 A F 2 a4 rEA 71714 2013~2016'd S Al 9] kAl 7

a3 7 0.2 vehdrh
v} A g 2] EolA A $71EE AN RA S Srfslel S0 Fu)EE F7U Zolth, g
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W3tehe o5 o Wstel] §-52 02 thAshA] Zahe A o' UEhton, ol -euet 7t
Az wistol] vl H ok 4 S ol gt
<H 4> BAWA L 7|F0 R A oA, 8l a T T84 B VIR B
S Yehdth B4 daf AR el F a2 AAH A o] F¢ Ly
3FATH A zdo] AAHA I FHF ] AL FU TR UG Z1S Bl BATE 7t
o A 7o) th-E 8482 g o A Adel] o A0 & AT 4= Qi) F AR R
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14 $4 71208 0.5ha vt 57k 48 9 F8 AKX 2.0na ol E71e] o4 F S AAAHE Zhztel| tisht A8 & A A SH
77} 2003~2007'4 0.5ha W15t 719} 2.0ha 01 &71e] 94 Aol & A9Jstals B 2% 1% UollA BAH o2 fo ¢
A0 2 eyttt



X WA | 2AMIIZE | Prof TT TFP TFP" ITE IME ISE ZHER|
177 | 108 | 166 | 288 | 095 | 066 | 096
0.5ha ofgk (0452) | (0.199) | (0347) | () | 0.08) | (0123 | 0.073) | 18!
183 | 106 | 175 | 298 | 092 | 061 | 099
0-5~Iha | 0o | (0.436) | (0.199) | (0.339) | () | (0.111) | (©.109) | (0.019) | 2!
1oha | 20078 | 187 1.04 1.81 2.72 0.93 0.64 0.98 203
0423) | 0199) | 0339 | () | (0.114) | (0.121) | (0.031)
185 | 099 | 18 | 273 | 09 | 071 | 09
],
2ha oI’ 0376) | (0.174) | (0329) | () | (0083 | (0.134) | 070 | 1°
137 | 109 | 127 | 214 | 09 | 064 | 095
0.5ha 0]t 0.336) | (0.186) | 0.272) | () | (0.078) | (0.124) | (0.083) | ™
142 | 108 | 133 | 233 | 092 | 058 | 099
05~Iha | e | (0331) | (0.180) | (0288) | () | ©.107) | 0.114) | 003n) | ¥4
oha | 2012|152 1.09 1.41 2.42 0.94 0.58 0.99 143
0349) | (0.191) | (0314) | (=) | (0.103) | (0.123) | (0.028)
162 | 107 | 154 | 252 | 097 | o064 | 098
AF
2ha o)’ 0370) | 0.237) | 0332) | () | 0073) | 0137 | ©00a4) | 5
125 | 107 | 119 | 203 | 097 | 066 | 09
0.5ha B3t 0312) | (0295 | 0269) | () | (0.061) | (0.136) | (0.088) | 2%
132 | 107 | 126 | 224 | 095 | 059 | 099
05~Iha 0o | (0324) | (0320) | (0258) | () | (0.088) | (0.109) | 0.018) | 210
1oha | 20169 ] 139 1.05 1.35 2.22 0.96 0.61 0.99 186
(0281) | (0.208) | (0273) | () | (0.079) | (0.114) | (0.031)
150 | 103 | 148 | 227 | 098 | 069 | 097
X}
2ha g (0.310) | (0203 | (0291) | () | (0.059) | (0.134) | (0.049) | 14

Z 1) Prof, TT, TFP, TFP", ITE, IME, ISE= Z¥2F 22010 AR, EQANAMY, F|T] £Q AMAMY £ 7]
$084, £Y EYARY, £ FRESHS Uehd,

2) TP 7} AR o) FRAMALIY. teb A Bolol AL El AR BE-S vigo 2 3 Alt) &
QAN TR,

15 2008~2012'd 0.5ha M5t 5719} 2.0ha ol &7} 1 EFE &4 Yol B 717kl tisl 2.0ha ol 57 ThE s7keke] £3ta
4 Zol7} BAZ 02 fol% A o2 YR



18 ZZTz M2 mM3E

thi16 39, R 57 2R AMAM Mdhe AR 71 2o AMA WElRTH WE Ao
2 BT 1.0~2.0had] AAHEH S 71 S R 57HEY] EFE e A B IRt 5
A AAE Ao Z YT
5 Y J ALY B X2 9Ed SUtE: ZRHY |1
o9l %
X BA =4 71z Aprof ATT ATFP | AIME | AITE AISE
0.5ha ojat -2.77 -4.86 2.09 -3.21 -0.14 0.82
: = (0.076) | (0.046) | (0.065) | (0.052) | (0.035) | (0.029)
0.5-1ha -2.62 -4.55 1.93 1.25 0.90 -0.14
: 2003~ 0.071) | (0.045) | (0.083) | (0.054) | (0.048) | (0.009)
1~2ha 20074 -2.68 -4.16 1.48 2.11 1.49 -0.46
(0.062) | (0.040) | (0.058) | (0.059) | (0.044) | (0.011)
2ha o|AF -1.80 -3.67 1.88 1.81 1.04 -0.57
° (0.056) | (0.037) | (0.051) | (0.054) | (0.033) | (0.023)
0.5ha O]at -6.65 -4.08 -2.57 0.37 0.06 -0.16
: B (0.070) | (0.043) | (0.066) | (0.057) | (0.030) | (0.033)
0.5~1ha -6.01 -3.15 -2.86 1.31 -0.57 -0.38
: 2008~ (0.074) | (0.046) | (0.072) | (0.061) | (0.037) | (0.016)
1~2ha 20124 -5.75 -2.52 -3.23 1.09 -0.67 0.29
(0.055) | (0.045) | (0.062) | (0.060) | (0.031) | (0.015)
2ha o|AF -5.79 -1.75 -4.04 -1.73 -0.66 -0.01
o (0.069) | (0.079) | (0.091) | (0.086) | (0.025) | (0.017)
-7.10 -9.73 2.63 -3.63 0.29 0.18
0.5ha BI%F (0.091) (0.061) (0.091) (0.079) (0.029) (0.027)
0.5~1ha -7.34 -10.84 3.50 -1.03 -0.43 -0.12
: 2013~ (0.089) | (0.062) | (0.080) | (0.078) | (0.047) | (0.012)
1~%ha 2016\ -4.87 -9.50 463 0.38 -0.08 0.38
(0.091) | (0.061) | (0.084) | (0.082) | (0.038) | (0.018)
2ha o]AH -3.38 -8.53 5.16 -1.44 -0.19 0.11
° 0.073) | (0.056) | (0.072) | (0.075) | (0.025) | (0.027)

Z1) Prof, TT, TFP, TFP", ITE, IME, ISE'= 717} 2014, AZ| A7, £ QA 2]0) 5024404, 291 7]
2584, BY 2RE 8N, £Y FLE 8N YR
2) T oke mEWALS Uepd,

AR AR AP,

5
0 f

4 71708 05ha Tl 5719k 2.0na ol 5 7ke] ol B As 2 Mshie] Aol RE 196 )50l 4 BAH 02 fejat
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4 71208 05ha vl ek 5719} 2ha ol 1o FaAH WEHge) Aol B 106 FolEol A EAM L folsier

H
g
e



i

T
)

e

TEe ATl ol 7

7

=
o

A3}, 57k 3979 volr}

xr
il

b0 2 UERtthis ol 495 A9 Aol o

A g3

S

)

42 ARl wet A MsksiA|

HotRE

A= o= e

o $BUAE

KR
1=1

3

712k o)
STk ol 357} 5970 ol 27445 £ 8] Abgo] the A thol ls) Jrha oz

o}

Sk, A o E 1o

o4 % 8L AN

w
=

3

BHs)e] gagel BE Azt vl

o<

a

oW
3

=

ox

-

B

N

7He A

=
[e]

i

Zto] Aol w2k

H A &3] 70 o]/ A% Ee] 4L 2003~2007d 1.82004
2013~20163 1.302.2 ¢ 28.6% 7H4dte] ThE A ol vlsh ot} A7} 7}

HAth20 F 7]13E 70 o 1% F 2

=
=

T}21 o]

ol 1] of el gro] A7 AL

102 LERst

A

QAT ©F 28.3% 1A

&

s

12

o

A 8o oA g

al

FQa4

3 v} o) 2o

il

7F H

Q
o

T
oy

q o

X

-

2 o Yakell 74

713

o
R

oy

! 2 A4 o) Atolof] T gkt 744 A3}, 2008~2012d 71bell = 2] 47 5% ol

SEE!

18 504 mIkE7}e} 704 23} 57ke] <
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20  ZZTHza m423 M3E

J 2 K| 2M 7IZIE B3 FYF HY J|E

1o x © O -
ks =& J|1ZH | Prof 7T TFP TFP" ITE IME ISE ZHEX|
50A] 1.83 1.04 1.77 2.97 0.95 0.66 0.97 144
ojut (0.470) | (0.194) | (0.366) (-) (0.097) | (0.130) | (0.060)
500 1.83 1.05 1.76 2.72 0.93 0.65 0.97 190
2003~ | (0.418) | (0.193) | (0.355) (=) (0.106) | (0.129) | (0.058)
600] 20074 1.82 1.05 2.27 2.77 0.93 0.64 0.97 315
(0.429) | (0.200) | (0.340) (-) (0.102) | (0.120) | (0.052)
704 1.82 1.06 1.73 2.76 0.94 0.64 0.98 %9
En (0.423) | (0.171) | (0.351) -) (0.099) | (0.119) | (0.048)
504 1.53 1.08 1.43 2.42 0.96 0.65 0.98 68
ojgt (0.398) | (0.180) | (0.347) (-) (0.085) | (0.141) | (0.050)
500 1.51 1.08 1.41 2.39 0.96 0.63 0.98 151
2008~ | (0.361) | (0.193) | (0.326) (=) (0.088) | (0.127) | (0.058)
600] 2012 1.44 1.08 1.35 2.45 0.94 0.60 0.97 218
(0.352) | (0.184) | (0.303) (=) (0.100) | (0.125) | (0.058)
704 1.41 1.09 131 2.39 0.94 0.60 0.97 148
E (0.326) | (0.203) | (0.281) (-) (0.094) | (0.122) | (0.059)
504 1.38 1.04 1.34 2.17 0.97 0.65 0.98 %5
ojor (0.334) | (0.211) | (0.269) (=) (0.061) | (0.124) | (0.039)
500 1.40 1.04 1.37 2.25 0.97 0.66 0.98 186
] 2013~ | (0340) | (0.329) | (0.302) (-) (0.066) | (0.136) | (0.042)
60t 20164 1.37 1.06 1.33 2.34 0.96 0.64 0.98 o84
o (0.314) | (0.306) | (0.292) ) (0.075) | (0.128) | (0.049)
704 1.30 1.07 1.24 2.13 0.96 0.62 0.98 264
Za} (0.308) | (0.207) | (0.275) (-) 0.077) | (0.126) | (0.052)

= 1) Prof, TT, TFP, TFP", ITE, IME, ISE= 717+ 22014 72271, £Q AXAMY, &|ch £Q AMAM], EQ] 7]
884 5 ERaSY, £ FUA LIS Uehd,

2) TFP'= 2 R0 A Q2APIY. TRtk AP Eolo] AFg R A BES vigoR g Al 5
{

S B2 LERRA 9k 7102 BT F 0444 0) 79504 W5 5 7ke] Wakge] 70
A 231 57ke) kgl Ha) B e A0 2 etk ERESA A9, B 57t wshol

S7bol wlsl o 2 A Fo] 9l AT Urhgth2 @9, FRELH S AT WAS AT

22 BE 24 717k A B0A] P9k E7ke 704 23 E71e] EFEEA AolE 1% frolrEolA BAH S 2 fo3 21 0 2 eyt



o9l %
ke =4 J|7k Aprof ATT ATFP AIME AITE AISE
504 olat -1.62 -3.49 1.87 0.60 0.55 -0.16
v (0.066) (0.048) (0.058) (0.058) (0.039) (0.016)
500 -2.38 -4.65 2.27 0.72 0.46 -0.05
O 2008~ (0.065) (0.044) (0.061) (0.058) (0.041) (0.020)
60t 20074 -3.19 -4.61 1.42 0.38 1.10 -0.15
o (0.071) (0.045) (0.063) (0.054) (0.048) (0.009)
704 -2.16 -4.48 2.32 0.25 1.10 0.36
= (0.075) (0.042) (0.067) (0.071) (0.052) (0.019)
504 oot -5.34 -3.12 -2.22 1.47 0.34 0.13
= (0.074) (0.045) (0.075) (0.069) (0.030) (0.017)
500) -5.85 -2.53 -3.32 0.09 -0.42 -0.10
O 2008~ (0.068) (0.051) (0.069) (0.064) (0.030) (0.018)
60t 20121 -6.28 -3.29 -3.00 0.64 -0.68 -0.30
o (0.074) (0.046) (0.072) (0.061) (0.037) (0.016)
704 &3 -6.40 -3.24 -3.15 0.67 -0.43 0.07
= (0.057) (0.061) (0.070) (0.067) (0.033) (0.019)
504] o[t -6.89 -8.40 1.51 -4.43 -0.45 0.11
v (0.070) (0.058) (0.084) (0.082) (0.031) (0.021)
s00] -5.49 -9.32 3.83 -1.95 -0.61 0.02
O 2018 (0.086) (0.063) (0.070) (0.072) (0.036) (0.022)
600] 20164 -5.49 -9.53 4.04 -1.21 -0.26 0.11
o (0.089) (0.062) (0.080) (0.078) (0.047) (0.012)
704 x3H -6.30 -10.39 4.09 -1.05 0.49 0.23
= (0.094) (0.063) (0.087) (0.082) (0.039) (0.022)

= 1) Prof, TT, TFP, TFP", ITE, IME, ISE=
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O'Donnell (2013) & ofeh 7}l F21 2 o] §3te] A5+E 75t B AT M % o] & FYsHA
2§34,

Al %4 (monotonicity) &-2]

A2. A& F214(linear homogeneity) &2

A3. Y24 (identity) 3]

A4. 02} 5214 (homogeneity of degree zero) -2
AS5. 1184 (proportionality) &-2]

AB. N7E-33F 3K Time-Space Reversal) 3¢
AT. o134 &

A8. =8+ (Circularity) 3¢

A9. T3} S (commensurability) &)

—

B 1= O’ Donnell (2013; 2012) 9t Balk(1995)2 =3t 7t 385 A5 =244+ (output
quantity index)E &3 AWstaiA @k 719 tA-AAY BdA AEEY THE
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o
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o

HZ2H2003~2007)

Heg £l g EZHR} Z|cH |4
ES:] kg 1.4 11.4 312.5 0.0
ESS) kg 82.0 104.1 1,970.0 0.0
o7)Au 2 kg 961.8 1,736.9 67,440.0 0.0
97142 kg 2,791.0 5,225.2 110,500.0 0.0
A=A kg 64.6 91.6 2,244.0 0.0
| 2|gf 13,969.8 21,938.6 379,830.0 0.0
Ysr7] kw 36.2 168.0 6,589.0 0.0
ISR aa - 0.2 4.3 250.2 0.0
cor SYAREARZE AIRZE 0.0 0.7 20.0 0.0
T oErol iy A i 3,043.2 8,478.7 105,289.3 0.0
iR 2E] 81.0 205.7 7,684.5 0.0
UL X7F 183.9 186.1 3,670.0 0.0
oML E A7t 64.8 96.0 1,738.0 0.0
ARHA i 11,718.0 13,704.1 266,548.8 1,983.5
As] e 12,358.7 19,175.3 223,689.0 0.0
7|EFRHAY A4 98,961.9 193,189.2|  4,413,308.0 0.0
AHE A4 1,524.,861.1 3,595.472.0| 115,531,685.8 1,529.0
7|EHH| & A 70,813.7 181,796.2|  5,192,613.0 0.0
4E o kg 7,126.9 8,948.7 185,272.0 240.0
Hiks kg 6,229.1 7.523.7 148.039.0 0.0

At=: A% Microdata Integrated Service(MDIS), SAFSAIAN]ZAK2003~20074).
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#4H = by EFHER} (i £
ES:] kg 3.4 19.5 770.0 0.0
Ex} kg 79.8 117.0 3,000.0 0.0
=S =S kg 851.3 1,518.6 30,960.0 0.0
SIS kg 2,319.8 5,484.2 222.620.0 0.0
A=A kg 48.4 201.4 15,020.0 0.0
0 0B 5}A| 28 10,724.3 18,901.5 414,596.0 0.0
557 kw 37.9 134.8 2,894.0 0.0
7Y 58 - 0.7 22.5 1,350.0 0.0
col ARG Ak 0.0 0.2 12.0 0.0
T PE R i 24,717.0 30,753.2 549,588.0 0.0
R 2/ 63.8 153.0 3,885.0 0.0
G A7t 125.8 149.7 3,329.0 0.0
oL E A7t 46.4 89.1 2,725.0 0.0
AR HA i 11,224.4 14,973.3 355,073.0 1,556.0
A 4 14,878.1 21,3474 462.,396.0 0.0
71ERRIRY H4 146,213.5 230,883.5|  3,680,900.0 0.0
A A 1,843,456.6|  5.056,442.6 | 100,343,465.7 896.1
|EHH] & A 80,930.2 168,617.0 3,754,760.5 0.0
4a g kg 7,000.9 9,378.6 141,000.0 450.0
Hiks ke 5.951.8 7.940.7 129.985.0 0.0

At=: 27 Microdata Integrated Service(MDIS), SAFSAIANH] ZAK2008~201214).
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#4H = by EFHER} (i ESER
ES:] kg 6.6 32.1 760.0 0.0
ESS) kg 109.0 196.0 2,300.0 0.0
=B Y kg 1,186.5 2,722.2 55,360.0 0.0
SIS kg 3,701.5 8,852.7 138,301.0 0.0
A=A kg 475 186.8 8,000.0 0.0
0 0B 5}A| 28 12,287.2 25,855.8 445,600.0 0.0
557 kw 87.2 3233 11,335.0 0.0
7Y 58 - 0.3 43 250.0 0.0
o FHAEARE AIRE 0.0 0.3 17.0 0.0
T oletoi o] i 29,732.1 41,438.9 846,348.0 0.0
58 2] 1135 284.6 5,255.5 0.0
gL E A7t 132.9 185.5 2,508.0 0.0
oL E A7t 47.2 100.1 1,726.0 0.0
AR|HA o 15.875.5 25,167.8 283,502.0 1,982.0
A 4 18,901.9 33,259.2 833,544.0 0.0
MISE A 233,038.2 867.430.8| 33,915,200.0 0.0
A A 3,150,856.0|  8.966,213.7| 199,574,779.0 4436
7]ep] & A 178,707.2 472,083.5| 18,610,995.3 0.0
N5 g kg 10,408.5 17,090.0 212,924.0 556.0
Hiks ke 8.759.5 14,407.0 181.851.0 580.0

At=: 27 Microdata Integrated Service(MDIS), SAFSAIANW]ZAK2013~2016'4).
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