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Solow [3] 2 X »C, miniature Walrasian model * &3 Stz ‘2 P9 model
2V TE, TTIL, LD EPGEI 2L INTVEA, ZONFTIRRERLT LD
oZh ditubh T e oo R RIEC Loy 2 39 model (kA MY
Biicto s, WEROGELEDRINC S X L 58I Tb7cl . Ticbhh, EEDMRA
EMEOHBCIZ T, 2, 3 DUSHIMFEOMHS BAUL, 2 #F model 1158
RAEAET B 2 LR BRHCHMT5 2 LN TE S, Zhat 2 # model 2 Hh
KHEBDOOEDTEH DN, REZOBEHINFREE e - T, HRiEERMEETS
PERDBEED 2 H" model & EDKCBIMTE LS 2 EARY MBI IR -
TeDTRigVhEE2 bhb,
£Cyo 281 model LIXKIRIND LDOTH 5,

(1) Yi=F(Ki, Ly),

(i=1, 2),

oF; dF;
i =y P i
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@) P oL
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(3) Ki+K,=K, Li+Ly=L,

W) Yi=Gi(P, P, v, w), (i=1, 2).
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Oifigs, Ki, Li (R EREFE | BPIORAR, S5, Gi (38 | S0 EHmcs
HEEREK, 7, w X T EFREAR L HEICKT5 return, K, L (37 ENFIHFTHE
EAR, ¥BEY/RT, 2O model TiX, K LI3Fi5THo, 22, K>0, L>0
L%, LERE Fi iooWT
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(6) Fi (Tiff 2 MSAIRETH 5o .
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Fi(0, 0)=0,
Fi(Ki, L)>0 if and only if Ki>0, Li>0 T4,
ERET BHo (ML b % argument (CBIFHRALEINIET, »OBEBHETcD,
TR G COVWTREVERILBETHH 5, T, 18k G ARG EALL
WTELORTERLLZHRL LS5, Uzawa [4] QR G & LTKRDOEDOL D%
R Ui,

(8) GL(P]J PZ’ 1’, w)E—’:—K, GZ(PD PZ; }" w)E_%f’_L.
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TAHE, QAN FEEIEERT, BARKIHEELRV] V5 FETBHL X
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G (Py, P, 7, w)ESr‘PTK'i-Sw—EL,
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=k, O oL,

M Tomb, ché @ heEr 5

L;

K;

F;
Llehe MM EFETEHLDOTHLZ LIXRH V. (DIXV5 FTL L 19 LRE
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F (¥, L)-Y, =0,
(M) Fy(Ky Ly)—Y,20,
K~ (K, +K,) 20,
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L—(Li+Ls)>0
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feasible solution ¢ set {3 compact Tdh b, Wz i, [ (M) ICIXEIEET D,
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Q(Fi—Yy)=0,
Q(Fy—Y3) =0,
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P —-Q, =0,

P,—Q; <0,
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@
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@ K*+K*<K, L*+L*<L
EMENPZLBENTED, L2AT, HEZLY, Piz20 23 P+Py>0 THoHh
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1 ¢
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PERHT 5 Z EPRINICRETH 5, HRMOFERECH LT TITHlz 3R
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BoOHD G OERFETH 5, 22T, ROBLEAYEL LY,
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4 Y o dtJjo boundary (1 2 40 production-possibility frontier, 3-7cirb,
g TH s, Fo OWEMS, =0 frontier | I concave DV EARTH BT
BTHD Pk, TiFs (6] %A X)), X »T. frontier DN HIZIL unique 7R R

o G2 )
WARPSIET 50 W%, S OEEDAD G DD - %#x. frontier D_ED MK
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Y, Gy

(Y, Y2) #, e EBHTLDS, 2oL Taebinie (Y, YV2) (3015 FT
1 T
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PIEHIETHE 2 STET 5, UET, SoOFEE0LEEY SOACHIEIEBE
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