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RWFZEIE, FEAEIRO 720 04 B & BB OB & T2 h o BB EOR# B
SO OWTHERTWE LD TH Do DETENIBIT LA KL, HEETEIC
B AR ELAT, BELREKTH D, SETEOHGRN % 5H 7120 Tk  FEiks
MCTHLRPFEN TV,

REBBE T - ¥ 75 ABENS, CES, b rauy, —BbLF v F 7 LBl
BarERL TRANT 5. TN 0EABEICE L T BT, BHBROIFESIC
BUIAZEENEZBRTVD, FLBHENEEFT VT TRLBFNZETVICOERLT
Wh, RETHZHRLTWILAEL LTV ARWEAIZOWTHHEINTWwS,

EREELT, fE7 7 —FIZL L OHNETH D, BBOME ST X —F OB
WIS % X ) CHII S, BRI % 00T & EREW e 0T OTRBEDS e\ K 9 ZRETY ¥
TR HEELTWAS,

JEL X4 : D24, 04
S — L REBR, RNBIEL, SZEEST, RURPE, WAL B

Bl1E LIS

AL TR D7D DET N DOIEBEN LHFH TH S, TOHiEE L THIREDOEEFTEHIZ D
EO AR E BRI L 250 TH S, BETECBT 5 AR E BHEEIL, M
BATEHICB T DB E FRIC I 2 oRFESITICB W TRHFDICEZBMETHY, 5HoT
TH—FHLIHIIb725, RFFETIEIZE TV L DODROGWH HEIRRENT VWSS, ZRENDS
Bl Z R > TWa 7D, ToRMEN (BENLZBINDSTR) Z TR L el oA L TR
L7z,
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EREREED S BEHBEEB L CRET29MBTRTOGHHETHZ05, £2OHTH, FF VR
07 EHEBE RN EHBEKRE L, ZOBHBEHWZIZREGHICOWTI ) LIRS
LDTH5b,

THBEIC X 2 FERESHTE, I 27 ORFZIBITLREO—DOTH 2 HFHOREIC L > THE
AT OKFEDO—2E LT LD DOTH S5, BRFHGHIL, kDI 7 oRFEOHBEEB LV
BT OB R S, ERmN ARG TR, FEESMICELTOREEZ ) AL
7o BRICHEIEGHTIIPER I LA ATIE & THED D - 7225, BUTBEGRIC & 2 EilHAT L, o &
FAEDMENENDET NV OENHD R L, BmH RSP BERLE CEIESIIIESN TN S,
Lo CTHESNEINT A—=FIZDOVTH T Fhy 7 Tk S EmNESENHFET S, 29 L
REHEGOT7 7a—Fi%, BENRSA—F L AHET T —F L L IENBDTH 5,

— 7 URFFICBVTEH, HEPKE L Vo WIS HRI 2L & Tk  EXESW %2 B
CHITF—ABMI L7, L72h TRMEGICD LOHET 7u—F1d, BbIZI 7 ufkFy
MTHHEINTWDY, 7 uffFoM a7 7u—FidlHvoh, BEMITERKICE VT
7T u—FOEEEITFR S N,

ZOHTY b A EHBEBE, AEREYE, TFP, BB O, Mg, Ao,
EERF OIS TEIER SN 5E, 29 LRFIREE, 3%, EX EHoxX7+ -3y 2%
TLDTHb, FLAEEEBIOCHEEERE LTE, BR - @723 T4h{, R&D, ITHRED
ENSOMNEELHVONT WD, L7225 THA BREESITICHPEECTH b, T 2ftkna
7 ¥ 75 AR CESOEHBEHMEZELRY, +J v AuZEHEEBNMEOKRZ T it o
WELENEZ LR, REOHHEDfEIZTT - ¥ 75 AR CESD X ) lilfdimnw & b EET
Hbo TOXHTr Ty A7 EHBKE, oL LTEERMEL DS LI I12h 7225,
A, BHABEBOBEOD ETHV.INTWE, 22 TaT - ¥7 7 ALERE»SIERA TV E
72\,

52E APERIR

2.1 a7 - #2035 24&ERK
FPENEOEREFIIVTO L) ZAEBERTEIEINS,
y=f (o, %o v 1) (2.1)

ST Ty R, old, BIRAEETH L,

AR, Fl) - BAR - TANF R EOEERERERAT LI LICL ) EEYFEEIND
EVIEREIZR o TWD, MBI, —20fE, —2oOEOAEKEZILES L -0ICEER
DLW B, EFEMBUZ, HATIZ Cobb & Douglas 12 & - T, #)HA%EME X 172 Cobb-Douglas
HEERBDD 5

Cobb-Douglas AR %L, DITD L 9 I12E T 5,

y=ATlx (2.2)
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2 BHOBA T,
y=Axixs (2.3)

CZIT, A, aild, G A= THb, COEEREIE, WEORNEELLILIZLE-T, BE
2% 5o Lo THZIIESTH S, 9 LIzinbaT - 775 ZA0OMEIITERORF 5
WCBWTHG, EAEMOTICBO TR ENTOIEEBIEO—~2ThH b, L LA SEER
FOBPHEMLT, HETRENRTA—INELL 72 L LHELBHIC X D HEEIIREICEZ, 20
AR L CRBFNICERD D 215 ON L. — D3RS NINT A= 5454
FEEFZOEEWIFT AR ON S, BEORBERL SO EEEIH O NS,

COEFERBIL, B R ORS S EAEEMBOBEKRN 2 RFFN R EROBS S LM TS
COMMTHRENTEZ. Lo LAAS ZoAEMEE, HEERMORBOMIITEDMAHFIC
1 Thb. TLHEONZIBEOMICEHLTD, REFRICHT 2 0LIME, BHIHIH T, —>o0fH
LEbNHv, Lo TED LR ZM LRSS BEE 2 5,

2 T0<a<1iY, /85 A= DOHIFTH S, D Cobb-Douglas LB DRFAEREN: (MP)
&, UWTFoXHickes,

_Oy__ Yy
MP, o1 a’1xl (2 4)

Zofl, ETHELEND L,
Zok EXRALELE (MRD X, RDXH kb,
MP, _ o % _wn
MP, ax w. (2- 5)

L7255 TCHRELTF A v 7 ThHbBH, SZTw I ZEEMEZHHHT,
AEFEENL, BUAEICH LT convex TH Do L7zAoT2RDEME, DTOLIHITh 5B,

82y _ 0[1(1_011)_)7 0

oxi (2.6)

9 .Y g 2.7)

O X1X2 2 4, '

|H2| = (1_&'1_02)%>0 (2_ 8)
X1X2

HEEBEBORBOMNME o 13, —BWICIZLTO L HI3EF T 5,

_ dlog(n/x,)
°~4 log (w./w:) (2.9)

Cobb-Douglas 2 i IO R B0 ML, KOX Ik b,

— d (xl/xz) WZ/uh _ az/al _
O wo/w) xfxe  afar (2.10)

L 724%5 T Cobb-Douglas AR IE, Z ORI METH 55, RBoMAMEICE L Tk
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SRR %0 LTRAKRBOMGOMMNES, Hofie LT1HISEL Z20WEicid, feElt
DY & B RN D %o

2.2 CESApERARL

604E1CIZ A - T, Arrow, Chenery, Minhas and Solow 512X - T, CES R RESN.
CES A, UToXHic#ir5,

y=r[Zox] K (2.11)

Ty L, BN S A%, 51X, TE/INTA—F, y>0, o 1%, EEINNF A —%0<p<1T
%ZQ)O
2EBOGEE, UWTDL51%k5b,

y=y0r "+ (1—8)x"] K (2.12)

Z OHEMEREEE, Cobb-Douglas ML kRB EHMLBBEEELZ L TWD, LEALEESI
DT, Cobb-Douglas AR TIE, REBEBOMIEDOMED, HIZ1 THo72h, SEIF1T
HBWENE R o7z, & 2T Cobb-Douglas AEEBELD & & L [FERICWVA WA LS BICHEH %
SNz REBOHAMEICE LTI, 1 THRWVEIGEOLNLZ EIZRD, RELHEIIZR 72, L
LZOBEIEICD, RO RENH -7z, HONZHHOMEICEH LT, BREFICHEHT S0,
BINEIE T, —2DELAEONR . FRAEEREN 2 OOBAIIMEI VS, 3L EICES
EHEENHEEICR>TLEIZETH DS

Z O CES A EHBOBRAAFENE L, UTOX)IZEE S,

MP1 =%yl+px;(l+P) =uw (2 13)

ZOHIX, IETHLLEND D,
CDEERBELE MRTD) &, KDLk b,
_ MP

MRTS =45 = (i—f) o =% (2.14)

L7235 T, xFLT A v 7 Thb,
AEPERBUE, BT LT eonvex TH Do Lo T2ROEME, UTOXHI12h%,

1+p MP.xi—y
ox y MR, <0 (2.15)
2
a—aL=mMP1MP2<O (2.16)
xlaJQ y
|H.| =1yﬂMP1MPZ (MP.AP,+MP,AP,) >0 (2.17)

TR BORBOWNMER, UTDX)IZHEIT S,
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_M Wz/Wl
- d (WZ/Wl) /% (2- 18)

CES A pE RO RO, ROXHI27% %,

_ 1
=Ti, (2.19)
2D X H1Z, Cobb-Douglas EEREE LD, 1 THHHERENENSZ IR, L
Lads, BHEMEICH L TREBOBEDEOEIZ—2 LArGHl Shik v, @i, BEWRE(Psu
2k 7 ¥ a YIRELIH L THRAEZEOHZRARENL T ZEREZ SN0, HIRNTH
%o

2.3 M7V 2usEEREK

Cobb-Douglas 2 2 B % & CES AL, i BEEOED 5% < OB, EiLaHrCHE s
TWwb, AL EELbRELT 4 v 7 THAMPERWICIZE) TROMREED D 5. B
O, MO THUETSH 5 DIEHIRYTH 5, €2 T IERIBRRY % B HOE A% Christensen,
Jorgenson, Lau 512 & o TIEI N2,

g v AauZEERBUE, DTOXHI1IH T 5,

Iny=lna+2a 1nx,»+%22,8,~,~ Inx Inx; (2.20)

SZTa, BIE, NFTRA—FThb, FTrA2AuZOE¥IFIIERMIZIE, Cobb-Douglas @Y
BOEAZ 2 RO - 7B TH 5,
PR REMEZ, T X Hi1ckeE 5,
Mﬂ=§%=mw+g&mm>o (2.21)

PRELAFEMEIZIETH B LENDH S,
TR UTOIIICEIT S,

_ oy X Wi X
sf(—a,+§ﬁz,lnx/) ﬁy by (2.22)

VT HIETHLEULENRD 5,

BB 2BEOFMIEUTOX S IR 5,
ﬁ=§ﬂ&+s&&—nj<o (2.23)
= [8,+S:S] >0 (2.24)

fi= 0%/ oxi fi= 9%/ oxx

_ 3
|Hz| :}ngg[Slz (Sz_ﬂzz+ZBlzslsz+Szz (Sl_ﬂll)] >0 (2 25)
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bo R ZEEREED, 1 KERTH LD,
Za=1,28=24;=0 (2.26)

ThEIULENDL, M YA TEERBIZHVWONLZ EHH 525, BHEESL YV EMED
AR R LTHEET 2 2 L ICHES D H b0 L2 o T 7 Y 2AuZ7BBRT LA
BHEBTH LN,

$3% HHBK

) L7AEEMBICE2ETVOEREZRT, BWmWIIE T A= OHENTETH S, L7z
Mo THEMBO T T CHET S 2 HMEIZ WS, EBICE, IO F—FZ Ik THEEDT
— S IEHPREL, BELIENRNTA—FEZHET D LN L LENS . F 724w O
DODH—FRATIE, NTA—IPEL b L EHEICLY, #EEFEI) MOV L
SEARE

TOERRICAZ E b T v Aa 7B O X 5 ICDRT O & EBE B O K &% #i ) BEOE O FZ 05 6LEIC
olze FRTORRICIE, I 7 0RFEFETHREND > 720 20004E1C0 ) —NUBEFFEEZHL
72 McFadden, ¥ 7z Diewert 512 & - T Duality (2 L TOHEREDDH - 72, Duality 1%, HERDOEF
GATTIE, AEEBBOGHT, FRERKALOSH, HEEORHRKALDGHHHLTH - 7255, i
WOWEHRE ) T T, WHIEGHICTREZ LT, BHUISO5HE2BI o2l LIl b, &
CCduality ZFH LT, BHMEBZERT LI EICEY, BHEBEEZTEREICE D /ST X
— 7 EHEET H I EPRIBINT,

HFEBBOSHNE, TORMIE, AEEROEEYICNT 2O - EEEOFH - BB
ORFWEOFH - REOWHEOFHNTH - 720 L72d > CTRHO 3, EEREE EHEEET
HILIZZEDLLVLEI RV, TRAREROLEEROMBRIEIE, T—5 & LTREEIKEL,
BENGHEPIHETH L V) HEIFDOET L 5TV, Duality i2& b7 7a—Fi, 5L
Tzl L T\wb,

Duality 12X 27 7 u—FTld, UTOEBHR/MUTEIZHiIHE T 5. 4, BH%E,

C :Z_M)iJCi (3 1)
LEFRT D, 0L FHRAR/AMEIEILZ, UToXHC% b,

st y=f0, 2. .. %) (3.3)
ZOMEISbNbIIL, DUTOEZRFEEREEZES.

5= % (W, W oo, Wiy Y) (3.4)

CORRTEMEEE, BNRATL L,
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c(w, wee ooy Wiy y) = 2wk (W1, Woe v ooy Wy ) (3.5)
£oT
c=c(w, W ..., W) (3.6)

L#EITD, COBHBEBOMWE I, UTOLHICh 5,
i) Ci&, wZBILT1XKMX,

(i) A5 w>0l22nWT, ¥y >y = C(w,y ) >C (w,y)
(i) wi>w, wi>w. = C (why) >C (wiy)
Gv) CZ, w, wo.....w, (2B L TMBIR,

ZOEHILT, 3.6) RiF—MEAa7OIDF FTIE, FEGHIMEHIARTELRZORADS
POBEEEZBEHA LT, MW REESTREZEFTVIZTILENH S, bEd EAERROHEE
FORED BHBEBROBMIBIIIFET 5720, TTICHEL T LA EEBOMEIEI L 2 0
MBS HBB bbb,

3.1 Cobb-Douglas &t FH B
Cobb-Douglas & %L, DLTO X 95 12E T %,

InC=lna+>a Inw+Iny (3.7)

Z @ Cobb-Douglas #HBIEUL, BHBEELOEFRT I LN TEX B, REMICIE, AEEK
% Cobb-Douglas A FEREIC L, BHR/MEET A LICINRDLIENTE S, LzdTo TN
T A —FIISEEEE B S B BT convert TRETH 5o

Sheperd ® lemma (2% > T, BEEBEIIDTOLIIILY, Yo7 TEENRSL, 512y =T
X, X AXA—=%TH 5,

alnC_ oC wi _ xw;

olnw _ ow C_ C >°@ 3.8)

Allen-Uzawa DRBORHDIMEIL, UTOXHICEHKRTE S,

C(a@°C/owow)

%= aC/aw) (2C/2w) (3.9

W=7 (aaujg 3 gi)a w) (3.10)
BHOWMIUTOL ) REERICER S,

2¢_, < (3.11)

2C gl (3.12)

o€ _ (3.13)

= a0——
o wiw; ! JWin
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Lo THEORBEDOHANEIILUTO X ) 127425,

ga= —1=2 (3.14)

EHIT, REMHIEE, UTOX)%%,
0;=1 (3.15)

L7=h o THEBMBOLA LHETH 5,

Cobb-Douglas # B8 %it, BHBEZTTHHEENTAWRETH Y, FHIESTH S, L
L 7 %%% Cobb-Douglas Z I BI%IZ I E#H SN TW 5 b Tid % vy, Cobb-Douglas £ & B %
&, WIS 25 2 LN LEREFTTIEIRI L CMHEIN TS5, BHBEKTE, b LAKD
T — & PR RETH L, Cobb-Douglas B TIEL L, XV IEHMELFAZEEETCOS
WA HREIC R B 720 THH Do

3.2 CES &%
CES B HB#E, CESAEMBDO I HIICUTDO LI IZE TS,
C=A(Sbw )y (3.16)

CZT, A, b, glF, NI A—FTHb, 2O CESEHBRIZ, BHBEM»OERT L2, &
FERI ¥ % CES Bz b LC, BHR/MELTHHEBIZRD BN S,
1%, 2BEDOBMILUTO LI TR B,

By (Sbw ) C (817
2
aaw(;v =4 (Zk bkwkl—g) —2C1_k[ bkw[” (3. 18)

TR, BHEY = THEDHFHT S

. wi
g uc) % —5 = Zb,fgj;”jw (3.19)

DI, UTOXH %%,
0;=0 (3.20)

L7228 TREDBEIEDMELX, —ETHY), LEMBOLEEHLETH S,

CES #H ML, RO ZEHTE -0 ibhshy, BHBEBOADHE—FER TH
ETX D7D TIEH 5H%, 2131 Cobb-Douglas E B & Rk, BEHOTF—7BHNiEd -
BN BB ETELOFNETEREL TRV, UTOX) 2 bT v A0 7N
BB TIZL DSOS,
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3.3 b7 v z2usERHEER

Mo rAu ZBERHBRE, BERIENT A0S RERBERRTH 05, /37 X —F HIZHIK
PHIEL TS, b7 27 BEHBBUITO X ) I2H#HIT %,

InC=a+2a lnwi—l-lZ‘.Z‘,ﬁ,»,» Inw; Inw; (3.21)
+28:, Inw; In y+a, lny—I—%ﬁwy2

CntE, FELTA v I THNIEB=0THb, FBBICHLTINE-ETHNT =1, B,
=By=0CTdH Do ZBAMIAEIZE L TIZFERMIC—RIERICZR 2 & 9 IR 21 THEES b,
B OEFAMAEHIVEL, DTFDXH 1% 5,

g 11:11 5 :"‘% (3.22)

¥ 72 Shephard ® lemma (2 & V), BERFEIL, UTFTokHicksb,

“C”' =y, (3.23)

ZZC, =7 hHERL, UTo k) ic#ET 5,

Si: aoJrZ,Bij ln w]‘+Biy lny (3. 24)
3 7:Zi Si= 1Th b s
TERMEZE L TO—KERXP S,
2a=1, Zl_,e,-]:Zﬁﬁ:o, 28,=0 (3.25)
DHIFILEETH 5o

HEZIZB L Tix, Cobb-Douglas % CES# & 3® %1, (3.21) RoOEHMEE 3.24) XD
TEERFEEEEZ2RT, ROy o7 RRZ 8T L CRRICHEET 5. HEEHERE, SHoulicid
SURIZ & 2, Z0% 3 BERE/NHFEDE, GMM #EEEAFIH SN Tw 5,

Allen-Uzawa OUEO R, UTOLHICERTE %,

_CcG

=G ¢ (3.26)
_CG

=G e (3.27)

2T, BHICETAMSEIDTO LS 12k 5,

= 2L - =25 =C (426, w8, Iny) (.28)

(&
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9'C _ 9x _ (Bit+SI—S)C (3.29)

Ci= ow?; ow w?
__9C _ox_ BtSS)C
C= ww ow, waw; (3.30)

L 72435 C Allen-Uzawa DD RHENEIIL T O L H 1274 5,

75‘*55(25 L (3.31)
=1+ gé (3.32)

ToHEOH MR, FEOZGEMAEH R, DWTOX)I2H T 5.

”ii:%%zoiisi (3 33)
=i, (3.34)
”ji:%%:dﬁsi (3.35)

9 L7AtiKE DB A4RIE2T T2, BB ORFIEOBELHREEN M2 L0k S h
TWb,

3.4 —bv A v F = 7 BB

HEFER B LT, Cobb-Douglas % CES LA T T v 2a 7B BT % DLlaiicig,
UTDE) %R VF v F o7 o RAEEBEPIY) EIFshTniz,
2EBOEEE LT,

y=A min [, x,] (3.36)

DOYf, HFElifE LEETH o 720 Deiwert (1971) X, SOV F »rF = 7AEBEE —#%
ﬂ:L’C —fIbL A v F 2 TERABEEBEERNLT, oMb B ol —IbL A v F 2 7HHH
BIEUTO L) I2ET S,

C =f<y)ZiZB,-jw?-5 w)® (3.37)

bBLB=0G*)ThhE, LAy F = 7BEHBBEFERKICR S, 4, BEICHL CI#E—E%
KELT, fiy) =135 &, Shephard ® lemma 5, EHRFZEIE, UTOLHIhb,

*—,8 +,8] (z *7) (3.38)

ZZT, ya7HRERE, UTo L) I#HT S,

Biwi+ Baw!”’

NE W, (i #7) (3.39)
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MEICEHLTIE, Py v A r7gHAKE M, 3.37) XoBHEHE (3.38) X0EEFE
B ERT, 22 &L TRRICHET 5, #HEH I, THOMYITIE SURIC L 2HE,
ZFD% 3 B R/NARED:, GMM #EEEIFH SN TW 5,

Allen-Uzawa DB ORHEIEE, UTOXIITEHRTE %,

1 Biwi

YR TR b W P e (3.40)
IR
0= 555 S gt e, (%) (3.41)

ZO—BAbLF v F = 7 HIHEIE, Diewert % Woodland 5 2%EH L 727204 582 B W TH
MBIPER I Nz L2LEYRS 20BN L ) —BKINIZ% > 7201, Morisson (1988) 2
5 Morrison 232 O — AL L+ 7 = 7 B K & g RR b 2 EOR Ik L, WEAEH
BMEOMI 2B o/l 2k be LEDV>TIO—BLLF v F = 7 BHBEEIL, #EEEEE
BEATEEHNBICIREN, 200RBELEHIZ LB TE D,

9 LB, ARG, SR, RERERSEORD TR TR & IR
MBI b BEEE LT, 20Nt~ 2 7 7 7V BHBEEARIE ) Deiwert 12X -
TRBINTVEBY, Fo7—VRBEZFHLAZBHBZDEAMID 2R EHNTYSE, 29
L2 BHBEE, AEEREP TR CEEIIHBEIN WAL W) RfoeFveh by, RINEHM
Blwvzd, 2NCH L TERAEZDOTRTHEZICRHEIN TV S L) BEITBRENTIEZ W
ETBRTODD, T TEAOREZZE L/-EHBEEISHNTHEAINS X512k -7

B4 #ETTL

4.1 BEEREET N

ZITiE, BARAOWEEZER LZBEHBMEMRNT 5, HEICHL TEoREERZFELL T
WABGHLEZE) TRV ODVWTHIT TSNS, TTRHEDRERELZEZE L TRV HE
ZOWTIHLETWI I,

G, MEERPHFETALELT, nBEREL TS, REBH TC 13,

j n
TC= ZIWixi+ _ZHWM_C;', (4.1
1= 1=y

LEFRT S, 2L XHARMLEEZ, UTOLHIh 5,

n

2 w;x:] (4.2)

i=j+1

;
min [ 2 wix+
i=1

SEY =, Xon o v Xy Kty e e X)) (4.3)
ZOMEISDbNbNIE, UToOEMNERTEERE55,

L=2 (Wi, Wae o o Wiy X1y Xoe v o Xuip )) (4.4)
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COEFRTUEMKE, REBEHBEBRCRATZ L, FNEHEKR (TEEHBEK VC 2 Hohb,
vV C =V C (wl, ws. . . Wi, .%1, J_Cz. .o .;n—j,y) (4. 5)

Z ZCRBE BRI,

j—n

e (W1, Wre o o . Wi, .}1. .. .)_Cn—j,y) =VC (wl, Wi o « Wy, .7;1, ;2. .. .)_Cj—n,y) +Zl wia_c,- (4. 6)

ENT B, ZTT, ABE IR, WEBRHTHY, F2HE, FMEBEMTHL. ZORBEHM
BCHEEEELRICOWTIRELT 2 2 &3, BEEEEROMENMMBET 5L 2ERT 5, £
CTAORBEHBEEELUTO L),

oTC (Wl, Wz-_... s ,J_Cl,y) — aVC(W1, W2;. . .,,El,)’)
aX1 axl

+Wj+1, (4 7)

BIEAEEERZ 0 IZOWTREILL L Do T2EHLNLDIF, BIEERITHNTHLT ORKFE
BMETH %,

.9;1 29_61 (W1, Wr. o « Wy, Wj+1, y) (4 8)
COEFZRFERBEZ G OWNEERMBAMIIAATS L, DTORMOBHMBIHEONS,
LC=LC (w\, ws. . . wj, wis1,y) (4.9)

CO X IHEHM O LR BB E RO R HBEBU BRI T 5o

4.1.1 + 7 v zuasaZEHEK
T, MEEHBEBICOWTHENT 5. MT v AR W EEHBEIILTO X 95 12#ET 5,
InC=a+Za lnwi+%2_2,6‘ij Inw; Inw,+28:, Inw: Iny+a, Iny
—i—%ﬂ” Iny*+217: lna_cﬁ-%yii Inxi+22206; Inw: Inx+2y;, Inx; Iny
Z D& %, homothetic THNILB,=0TdH %, F 72 homogeneous THNIXa,=1, 5,=6,=0T
), separability D5E 8;=0TH 5,
% 7z Shephard @ lemma (2 & 1), BEBRHFEEZ, DLTOLHIT% 5,
%=x,~ (4.11)
ZF2C, T HERNE, UToXHicET 5,

Si= a’;+2[3,f In w]--l-B,-y lny +Z 8,, IIlJ_C,' (4 12)
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i 7:2:812 1‘(“\% b ’

2ai=1,218;=0,28,=0,218,=0,28;=0 (4.13)
OV LETH b, MEEEOFELET HEFNVTREELZVWEMNOEF VIR TUT O
EEFZOBMICHET 2 HIMOMEZFHIT LI L TE S,
h]h%c:Z_ai—f-yu Inx+226; Inwi+48;, Iny+216; Inx; (4.14)
FITBNBERA Ny 7, HEBERA MY 7, ITERA MY 7, RRDEERA MYy 77 ED
BEEBERZDA V87 bHPEONDL I LT b, SOHICTEBHBEEREHMEEOMBRE D L)
WL, RER Ay 7 DfEISRO SN S,

aVC(ZUl,Uiz....

: TS DN (4.15)
1

XAz oNB720, ZOXE IOV TRITIEREL xOEEHEON L, ZORERHE BlE
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