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Revisiting the Cost of Business Cycles: A
Demand Shock Channel
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Abstract This paper estimates the welfare cost of the US business cycle episodes
over the period 1964-2018. Under the restriction of a balanced growth path,
the representative consumer in a frictionless, competitive business cycle world
would reduce GDP by around 1.3 percent each year to eliminate business cy-
cle risk; our estimates are comparable to the benefits of stabilization by Barro
(2009). The key to these results is augmentation with investment-specific shocks

a la Fisher (2006) to a standard business cycle model.
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TR o mu] e =3t act] F AzF sAT A9 L)
ELAES ST A9, AV SO R AT TG B AR o] 7
Job o= Qg FAWLE A A Ay g 79| 7HA 4HY 71F)
ol 21k H it} o] 213k Lucas(1987) 2] A4 ATt o] 2 AAIQFYSHA
wolo] Fhafl Wit 77 ZLE ], FYHo] 2718 74
Sho]| Qlo] o A13] thoFst A o] ZAYstet. E3] Lucas(1987)2] “AFAS 1}
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0,
o
o
o
)

=& 7|&%2 (Hicks-neutral technology shocks B TFP shocks)<]| 2|3} &t
£ A710E neos FANIS Tk A, FATlL A o)
&0] 2718 welo 2, AP AR AaAe ZASH 9eS
s
=

2 THA 7eS40 R diEHE 351 SR oy, +a
Ho| =74, = B2t U35t 7]& AR =4 (Investment-specific Technology
Growth Shocks) #dalo] 1964130]4] 201811 Afo] 0|37 7|2] TAH] 8-S
745+t Figure[1[& 19643 187156 2018\ 3571712 Fx}A4| 2] A&7}
7 242 =A% o)t} HolH 7L 7183 1964 0] F A A F glo]g=
27 % o] 2 Wi} Slekn WerEglon], 10) tet Al o] AEp7he
= o] AmE Zert ek A WA 72 1964 17 7]5F 1982 2
w7]0]al 7 WA 7H2 19821 32715 H 2007 32710 H Al HA| F-7F
220079 4272 2712 ] F7teltt. o] 7]5=2 Figure[l]o] A2 Ao 2
F7|5F3Iet. 1982 34:7] 7] A8 A< Fisher(2006)0f w2} 7 o]5H51
8., 1 olfr= 11 A% & FRA 7H40] g4 ststr] Akl e,
N7, AA -5/ A g ofl |ek7t 3L S17] ool

5 WA 715521 2007 4727] o] F= F-8917] EAL Myt & Hluwst
et 740 £ 714 453 W 1 ol SAA 140 olef S5
7h 2= Q7] dlEel] Bk Fte 2 AmE it 19829 37 7]5 AU A
=214 7h2o] BAs WolF o n, 20086 B8 $1717} Ak o) F A}

QA 2ol B7EE S8 AN SIS} ] SRS S Aol
LM YL T FAH S F o] & Aa1 2} gitt

222} 7}A A 4=(Investment price Index for equipments, 2012=100)2 7}2 t]Z] o] E](the
price deflator of the non-farm business sector) 2 A 13}5}o] AFESHE ] :NIPA).
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O 2: B2 A 748 AAHE (US @ 1964 1Q ~ 2018 3Q)

Figurelﬁﬂéa@#zm%o A% o] A Jehte 171S 2 4
L4, 197395 ¥ 19754744 © ]—;,L;ﬂ-@lﬂj_ © 2U7A] A A7) 3
Qg 1% 2% A o] o] 0] 7]7ko] ], 2008 K-E] 20102 2§ 7]
2R} 7] 7kl k. 29 7)40] R8Pl tigh Flgurela JHEH, E90e

HE40 1982 o] Ao mf9 18-S & 4= QlTh E3E, 73 ~ 759 43 5
A= QI /7 g5 2 HIEY MR, 1980 MHH] 22} 99143, 1990
| BEAFA 7] A, 20018 ITHE B3] 2 911E] 2], 2008 =8 7] A A

i S xS

10

3FU7E 2HFES log - =log y- —(1-a)log =218 o]- g5} A4
SHlTh. v, Q19T A4 GDP, K, = 9l 1}1114(” ), He QoY FHF e EAT R
FRED(https://fred.stlouisfed.org/) 2] ©] o] €] & &85}t
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Fy4  EZHA}
g E7)E RS -05128  0.5998
SR 2 A4S 03096 1.0130
Hy4  EZWHA}
- E7)E AAE -02582  0.5691
= =274 AFS 01623 1.3240
P4  EZWHA}
a7 E7)E AAE -07333  0.5366
v Z87)% AAS 04673 0.7388
B EEWHA
2713 ER7)E AAE -04721  0.5988
= =7)1& AFSE 02166 0.9242
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T E TS 2 Ao, 2] AR AS} 190 2 7
- T8 Ve85, BSR4 S0 4343737 E(Balanced
Growth Pah)& §Eote G888 Aeisha, E4] Table [[o] 422 RS
7|8+ © 2 Cooley and Prescott(1995)2] AA-E-2 118 $F R4~ (calibration)
2 A3)5}91 1'4-E| F4 A3}, F+J AR 7 2 (Balanced Growth Path) A k= A5}

oA A7 HES) FAN S-S BE ZW 14FH AUEC B D BEHA,
ToE5H 7|&54 dHEY ﬁé-?rf HEFHAL, AAFA ] 1™ 3] 0] A4
Arof et H5Ee =519t E5] g #E 2 AH| A} (Representative Con-
sumer) 2] 9@ 3| T A|4=7} 421 742, Barro(2009)7}F A A3 FAFA A A M 5}
A o] ST 0] 0] 60% o|AS AT 4= 9l 8-S qu];]_ﬂ

m°1'

PRol A s 2 A& T BT S0 ARetE RS A olslglo
Eq]—(ﬂ/\i ?‘ &!E /}g@‘;‘—l/‘&_}— ’—O]'oﬂ‘:]'.%}?_r}q/\i;‘q_Jﬂ

_‘i
Dz w2 A7 9 AR AAo] that w2 A4 Yol go] A 77hE Lpeh
L ARSI WAL /o2 54 u 8-S 24ekn 23E PEsAF
A AT ATt Qo 9 FF AT ThAof thet FFAS A A5t

B2 ZA|54] (Representative Agent)2] HAY §-8 =3} A= o}

o} e,

maXEOZZOB’U(C,,H,) (1)

st G+ =Y, 2)

= AK*H!™“ 3)

K1 =(1-90)K, + Z1,, @)
Hailﬂﬁﬂ*ﬂ 191 7 ®yo| A 2% B3 Fisher(2006)} A3ts] x|k}, B
o] RPL Fisher2006)9] 28-S 2B AR AREH AL} 120} 2 Ao e

oz & 5'_ Z= 9l
SBarrot A 7ES] 719k F /ol ot ‘f'e” b= SAH 8-S 23 AIAIHA o] %
(1880L4~)-4 tlol8 & 7|&o 2 3451} £3| n|=-S v 2t OECD51L7H ANALD Aae
-§-5te] 1800 ©]5- GDP7} 15% ©]4 45t XHLW 917] 913 (disaster risk)"< A1, 7|
MOVM“ZH F /YT ]S A4tst et Barro(2009)= 22t Al At A 0] & v]=o] A H o=
AZF 1.5% =2 A5t}
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CZ‘,HhItaYtaKtt ]-ZJI— iE]a -5:%’ lE[“X]—a (])qjl\_ ]-E'O]Eq Atazt—' 7z ]— %—%7]
2, A7) %0lth WS UG, H)L B U2~ FH, 9971450
wta} o} A o]k,

1 0 -\ !¢
U(Ct,Ht):ﬁ<Ct(1—H,) ) , when o #1

= 0log(C;)+ (1 —06)log(1 —H,), when o=1

Co,Hiol et dA xR 2H|9f 5o A 88 T = )0l ==
2 oo, Ko tigh AN .49 2 @)01 ==d # Atk
(1*O)the(l*Ht)(lfa)AthaHt_a :0 (5)

1 1—6 Cy 0(1—-0)-1 1—H. (1-6)(1-0)
— =EB (a1 K% H - —=
Z[ tﬁ (a t+18 1 t+1 + Zt+l > ( Ct 1_Ht

(6)

AZIA Ay, Z= V7 SR &1, FAA & 24 ofefjet Zo] 4 A
A ZH(deterministic trend) A7} £A|5= 2+ A o]t}

InA; 1 = InA; + Y+ €. (7)
anlJrl - ant “I— v + SZ,I' (8)

v, v 42 ST e FAEAT e 0] S A A4 400 H, 4y, 8
+ i.i.d(Independent and identically distributed) X 2 A A& wr2t},

2.2. YA F = (Balanced Growth Path) 271 A&

2 23S 4L nefstar] vl Axdo] 2RHAHEE 42 9
2 HE stojof g} Fishert S F A 85149 74
22 ARFAATL, 714 B0 A asst EAsH A A
91715 A4 Astel] T 54 182 AEstlok 5] URe] B8RS I
A T FYYII2E LA o g e AR g Basholnt @Y
AL ol BTHs AL 2 AW 1., 1, K, 0] AT 4% (Steady-state

O
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growth)©| L A3t H]-&-S (constant growth rate) T2 = 7S 2]u|stH, o
A= King, Plosser and Rebelo(1988, 2002, ©]5} KPR)o]| 2]5}o] A A] = HFH
= -85t KPR &5t 38 4782 s = 7 7HA] AleFxA
Aol ek 3 MR QAZA) 7|44 Aotz Aol n, £ WAL B8
Feofl tigt Aoz o]t

ool o i

=
8

221 AxAg 71 AGZT HE

LA 271 9] o] 7]+t (long-run equilibrium)= ©]F7] 9I5|
o] 7|t AAE(expected growth rate)©] Zrofof gttt A1
$Z718-(Net growth rate) & +& = Qi

Y A K1 Hi 1
1 =1 ol l—a)ln| —
n( Y, > n< A + aln L +( )In H,
- gl =g +ag+(1-a)”

= gt =g tag”™ ©)

=
R
3
rE
i
i o
lo

X =
g ¥ e WX o) £571ee T (e wEATe) AP S7he
g2 0 AL stk

2] @A
(eg?"K 1+ 6) K =271,
- gf =g g (10)

A @A 7] FFolA AH), BaL, ALY AHES TEEE L

e

gC=g'=g" (11)

4 @. @0, @A 2 50 A 4se A [, () 288
wr sk gt

1 (04

n,C n,d nY nA nZz

3 — [ ’ — ¥ ” 12
gt gt gt 1 agt 1 agt ( )

1 1

n,K n,A nZz

e » y 13
gt 1 agt 1 gt ( )
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222 agAFI T AFEA AE
FIYYAR THEL AT LEUG A2 AL dET) v o2 3
Zo] AdHE A 21e HETHA A 880l Ad 7t B4
SHIE TESHR] F oW A A 3 (competitive equlibrium)2 HAE 4 ¢l
th. &, a-8o] At whehA] ATHE TS 5 =AE HESoF ottt
ASA A7 T A gF= A (EIS : Elasticity of intertemporal substitution)

Uce (Ct,Ht)Cz

=
=2
Yol ek e
c\~1y 1t

7F 4R o 75 e

Uee (G, H, )Gy
2T — g(o—1) 41 14
UC(CI7HI) ( ) ( )

A% 2 A7t EASHE g2 ¢HY A (Stationary)©] 2| ¢F7] w2, ¢H8 4
¢ A|AELC = HEsHy] Q5] o A| AR A7 AIAH =2 HEE A
_ _ Y,
oI Rl HET WY YYEE NEdtel v = o= S =
t t
1 o

2 &89tk o714 0 = (4) 1 -

— k= —— a-oF o
O Q12— )
22 A old W= A GoA FAI7F AAE FFetE HEA-S ofn|dit.
AX A= o] A @), A1 @), A @), A @), A @), 2@, A @)= HAstA 7]
=3} 2t
Ct+it =Yt (15)
()7 (gF) "ay, = ki*H! (16)

(g 7a (g7) Fakiry = (1— 8k, + (g) e (¢) i, 17)
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1
(1-0)(g") e (gf) T ac, — (1 — Hy) (1 — a)k*H, * =0 (18)
1—-6
1=Ep (ozg;*Hk;"HIH+1 - >
gt—l—l
0(1-0)—1 (1-6)(1-0)
1 1-a Cr41 I—HH_]
<gA+1 Jelgh) @ = ) < - ) (19)
Ingl, | = y+€u (20)
1nth+1 = V+SZJ‘ (21)

gt = a8 = 75 2R A, ,9] %373 E(gross growth rate)©] o}

24. HlE Z9

ol Het E2HdAdol EAstE Hiet

A% =
AA o] S G2 71% AA A E] 28RS0l HISE AAIE Ao zH
71 ool e 4H| 4] H]ZOE@JE—’FS&E}- of2fet FAH &= Azt

H
o

_§_
Bsla4o] ZAfetA] ghe 715

=3

[*]

3L SHH, A .Q_E._ A o= 4= Qitt. Ha59] 9 H A} r2 7] A A (reference
system), a+= A | A (alternative system) = oju|stc}.

Y BU1-2)C H)=EY " B'UC, H) (22)
Cr,Ce o] 3+ A Z A (deterministic trend) Q4= Bajl HSE o, ctetal 5

2. 9] A7 di= 234 ARG A 0)5 34 A (deterministic) 49 & E5}]
Hx}—c AL A P WSl slelgiey. B A Sk A
@)t 2ol 2% BAAE0] A 2 7, vel et 02 BAE
o

1 a

of = ( Z)W (th)m = (Aoew)ﬁ (Zoe") 7o = (Tt T0) (23)

C/ Cct .
i = g b = g BASE 4 2 olgsle, A % o1l 4 (ot
1 t
E .
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©° t 1 a a\1l— I
EY (B 7= (e (1—H)'~)
— (1=2)00=1y0r — yea (24)

= bR SHE FA A B — B = ﬁe(% 6)00-0) 2 WA= 77 0] 7}
Z| S+ (value function)©|t}. ofel] Az} 17} §l= Eviis vl R AA Ho
(unconditional mean) F= of| 2 119 B 3 o] B (Ergodic Mean)-2 &=

€ Uee U5

rol
_V,L
N<*

1 l-o
Vi = T—o ((Cz)e (1 —Ht)lf(g) +B By (25)
SHH, 7| EA| A oA A2 A oA dBSIER, of =", Hf =H"
2 & 7 ok whepA, A .4 FAHG A= o Zol Ho T 4 Utk

(26)

2.5. 244H|E Z At (approximation)

A 8-S AlLtstr] $14] 1% A @O)oll A B3l viet o] 7| d4E
otofof sttt 71 x| 42 Loh= v © 2 = 71| gk "HE (value function it-
eration)©] Q1 O} 4= 0}% g Uﬂ—r L2 A2]7] "ol 4-5H (perturbation
method)©] A}5= &-& =t} Fernandez-Villaverde, Rubio-Ramirez, Schorfheide(2016)
= 7R E AT o = T &6kl o] & o]-&5to] A4 B8t (recursive
preference) t FAIH & A 4o B-EBF= ol AlS A5 Asteict. AL 71
@3] 5H7] Qo SH7IET EAst= AAE 7o R 23k s HS ”ﬂﬂi
L) 4o i ol J—’Fi A GRS K, Al 2]ESH| w2l V(K Ars 0p)
9] A-&sll(perturbation solution)E —Fol= Zlo] Z&olt}. of7|A o,= HE
n}2}a] g (perturbation parameter)olﬂ-. SEA A A (K, 0; 0) S=H ol A 2] 7HA]
g0 221 H|d = e A @77 2t
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V(KtaAt; Gp) =V + Vl,ss (Kt - K) + VZ,ssAt + V37ss6p
1 2
+ Evll,ss (Kt - K) + Vl2,ss (Kt - K)At + Vl3,ss (Kt - K)Gp

1 1
+ EVZZ,SSA? + V23,ssAt Gp + §V33,SSG§ (27)

where :
Vis = V(K,0;0)
Viss = Vi(K,0;0) for i=1{1,2,3}
Vijss = Vij(K,0;0) for i,j={1,2,3}

Voo, Vi Vija'= Bl 2] 274 0] Al 40|, BeHa o] gl
Visss = Vi = 00] A ETh €8, A5 utetn]e 7 191 7
o] ZoFd 4 ik,

7<':)] Zﬂ Oﬂ /\—] JL:_ V3,ss -
__('3_

L4 @)st 2

V(KtaAt; Gp) =V + Vl,ss (Kt - K) + V2,ssAt

+ ivll,ss(Kt - K)2 + §V22755At2 + §V33,5503 (28)
2] Oﬂ/d FolfjoF g H-& Vi # 0 o]gt= Aoltt. ukef 5544 o] A
7= S A HAPAFE (deterministic steady state) @] B9, = K, = K,A; = 02

wrE st 7HA e A @) 2ol & 4 9

1
V(K,0;0p) = Vs + 5V33.50, (29)
1 = ]

7] A V33 0= 7Rl o gt Aot} o] 7] A] FoJsfjofst e
WE o R T M FAHS IEA %491 A& ok Tk CCK(2014)2 7
7|¥-5o] 3o = a7 an effect)2} ¥ 5 & ¥}H(fluctuation)

1

L%E‘ ]%ﬂ] ]oo}f ]]L
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3. Al=22f0|H

3.1. 24 24 MY (Calibration)

A7 Qe By B A e A7 lH e 17| mAS7 1|

Bate el 4% 47 ZASHE AANA 18715 AL BEEE B
Rt 49 43e ;»MowuwToﬂ WE 227 B4 4HS 07
ok @k o2 S, A [[)NA] kol AN of ke theat Zo] Aol
% gle

A E)°] $e] AHA FE BRI AR} S 2T
SAZFE T Y1270 FH AR Bt o] AT oA e ZF
A7 oA o whet Hs k. A (16)A & 5 U= o
F7he o HF0F el Skl 7115
S1% AR 0] ThE SER WS U 4 9Kk ol P4
7} Qg teks Kaldor®] §@ =9l A6l S1sfEITk. afetA),

R 0] S0 Kadore) ¢ AU o 727 5 4
gt A Eot B Ao A= Cooley and Prescott(1995)0] A A gH
E'._/\ A7 Hato] o]ttt Cooley and Prescott-2 t]=ttf| o] ] 2 5 E
o 2] AATTF bl o] Hl.&, AR} A AYO] u].§, Exje} 2pE o] 1
SHA| RFESh= LA R A v O 2 A A 5HSI T Cooley and Prescott©]
R EXP EE EE DA PR

oxl b 2 BN N fo {0 do o,

i
tlo
i

Y 133
C

k
Y332
y

L —0.076
k

((gf‘)'-‘fz(g‘Z)l-la';le ~8)(@)") = (@)re(g) 31)
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p—
A

£g HelElol 248 2 o @] o} 283k 4 G4 o
2 73 5 ek @, 4 @eIA 4 @3t e e BANE Hol
% glom, 024 02 7T 4 k.

1—-6

G @) = () (32)

A (19l A 7/ BA A

S
filo
}_r]
e
sk
>
30,
0

p(ag' T +1-0)@) ) = (12 @) &3
2@3)el ofstH gelg B ogtel wet §igth &, SRV nAS7 2

go] o zZo}AT}, ]t 1_5_115_1:7} = AAE 7|ZRFo|gty T
FEA S A RE2 7R @0 F e 917w Aol whbA Eel

H5o] ZA5HA Hrt. ?FH, Barro(2009)= 4] meju|d& A8
2328 o> 1 9 ALty 51910 H, Barro(2009)+= 6 = 4 ¢l B
Moz Fx2A Ry ”14 & Skt wetA o7 M= 0 =2,4%0 B9E
H 72} gt}

j;o'@l‘m-]l'm
= 2y
Wéw

Zr

¥

> @ m

=)

FEAH By 71ERY AFEY (0=2) HBEY (0=4)

0 0.0250 0.0797 0.0797
B 0.9900 0.9646 0.9629
0 0.3675 0.3702 0.3702

A AR 2 AEEolof 5l AL A 47t EAGHA] Ge AAS
2§ (Benchmark model) 0.2 &}o] A Q A7} Q= AL SAHH|Lof o
A7} Q=25 A H = Zolt) = HA 2 Table[l]0] u]=+ og
2 AH]&= FAste] Hlwstelnh Al MiAlR= SH7]e 4
9] A3k o] At H 7| QJeA], DAARE 2] quxg
H]-83h @47EES] Mt woh EEtA]= 4 Hl-8= UEO}@‘E} ®
5o A= 2007d 4575 7]F 2 2 (Case | : baseline), g 2] M54 0]

_‘

£ Job o 1
| oé o
X

F
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A A =] o] 272 ZA|(Deterministic trend) H3HE 7= 7 -9-(Case 2)9t g'©]
217} A FA) HBHE F+= 73-%(Case 3)E H| W AESIH. @2 =5t
o] K= gho] Case 1 (baseline)] H]5}o] FHj o] AAHE-S Hol 72 (Case 4)
o} gito] FHjj o] HFES HolE ¢ (Case 5)E H| W o] & a5
Table 3|2} Ztt.

Y v SD(g/)  SD(g?)
Case 1 (baseline) 0.00217 -0.00472 0.00924 0.00599
Case 2 0.00217 -0.00472 0.0 0.00599
Case 3 0.00217 -0.00472 0.00924 0.0
Case 4 0.00433 -0.00472 0.00924 0.00599
Case 5 0.00217 -0.00944 0.00924 0.00599
23 4d 44

72}
ase 1
o],

Case 1-2 4191 9] 7]&H(baseline) © 2 g, g7 0] W} TF HA}
20074 4Q ©]F dlo]|ol A At Fh(Table[1} 7713)S A=At
thH] Case 27 Case 2= 7217} g, gf o] B2 FA) BistE W2 7
Case 49} Case 5= 717} g, g7 9] AAEo] F vl 2 Z71619S A -$0]

L, Ho O rlr

4 AU AE

A& o] -8 22} 45 (second order perturbation)™} 32} 445 (third
order perturbation)-& AH8-5}3 Tt 22} A5 -2 Stephanie Schmitt-Grohe and
Martin Uribe(2004)7} A| A ¢+ HF -8 &-8-5}91 11, 32} A 52 Martin M. An-
dreasen(2012)°] 22} 44512 & sto] 32 5= /\}3—}‘1‘5 ] 2 A+
o Bg T 37 WA AEstel BEF 3 WA ol f L 7% 57
O 2 913Gt of| ] A 2]=2] % 7] (Precautious saving motivation)”7} 330} 9] 3
2} njEgo 2 bt & 917] fho] g wikrh WS A9 reretA
%71 figolw, & HA olfr= 57 2AH(Measurement error)E E°17] 91
o},

Table @2 22519, 4G QA2 T3t RS g 22 1alsia] oo

CCK9J 7]—£E0§(Benchmark model)o]| H]5}o] S A80] 7HAT ]
o]+= Barlevy] A&} UuW/E5t= A LS = Lucas®| A@FA A= 7371
WEo| $4 u.8 U] 2 AeRS o X7 RokAw, 3] 43-Eo] ol

FAYol Bk 2 GeFS mArhs Zolck,
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o=2 o=4
Nzmy CTASH 0016200060
ST 3z =" 0.0157  0.0048
o=2 o=4

y JX=] _ _
g 225 00458 -0.1701
32 A=W 0.0459 -0.1688

¥ 4: 7|F 23 (CCK : Benchmark mode))¥} A& 2§ o] S 0| &= A (%) B

Table [Si= Table [lf] 4] A 2] gt F3bof| what FAJo| 52 Akt Auto]ct.
1964 EE] 2018 3E7|71A] AHHF TAYH| 8-S oF 0.8%©]|T}. Barro= 22}
AlA A o]5 1880WHE 2005 A 7£7te] TAHLS A7F 1.5%0F
AAretA=d], o] Table [flo] F7H(64.1Q ~ 82.2Q)2] A7+ T AYH|-& 1.3%
(71 -0.3308%, 0 = 4)2} LHAFE Tt 821 o] Fofl= FAYH|-go] ATt
0.4 ~0.7% (£7] 0.1115 ~ 0.1688%) 2 015 9]-S-& <t 2= it}

Table|[1}& F=5HH, SH7|& ¥/ o] 1 1o A] 7H 2.31(1.3240%) -

401[

R0 A 743192 (0.7388%) F730]1 A ThA] %7}6}@%&1(0 9242%), ]
gk o 2 olsto] L7H oA o] 71 2 S/ H]-8o] vrlst 1 JL7R20)| A ZHRE
2o 3 ulgo] AL FHT 5 Ak

27)&1 E217]40) A3Fe Belsto] 1267] $)5to] Table Bel A A
741’53&:1%43 Z13)5}o] Table[6] Table[7ol] 7 2] 5F Tt A o] A WA A AFH L
B 7ol SlelA IRA71w A7 A 5 5 Y2 Qlsto] 34

o] Zt4gtthH= Zlo]th Case 1 ~ Case 3712 BE AHQof QlojA] iAoz
e}, o] vk o] Z1Tha} o 2| 5het = B AJAPE L =3 7] & HEA
o] YA st= =AY H|-8-2] 90 % o] - ZFA|gteh= A o|tt. Case 11} Case 3&
H] WS, Case 194 F217]& 2] fFo] A7 H Case 39] 4 Hl-§2 6 =2
& ] 102%(0.0462/0.0459), 0 = 4 wf 91%(0.1549/0.1688) +FU= &
AT} W Case 25 i‘i’é}tﬂ 51}7]%4 W52 7w A 57t 22
(0 =2) 5] Fo| 5= WAYAZ & It FA7|& 9] HEA o 571
L= A Zbof| A A0l AL Z2] o LEo] L AA WFo] AAAL

e o -D

= T

£}(0.3333)0l 4 27| HojLha] ol 7] gkt o] 2 Qlste] Y4t B Au] o]
91502 Aol|A] ¢ha-L & 5 ek thak, @719 A7t AL (0 = 4
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o=2 o=4
22} -0.0552 -0.2016

2] 2 7}
AT Sa 00548 02011
o=2 o=4
aqn A 00943 03285
33 -0.0952 -0.3308
o=2 o=4
g P 00291 01114
32 -0.0291 -0.1115
o=2 o=4
oy 2P 00458 01701

32F  -0.0459 -0.1688

A= AAE A7 271 4 o] 5 () @} ¥ 32k A5 ) « AA| 7
(64.1Q ~ 18.3Q), T-7H(64.1Q ~ 82.2Q), 7-7+2(82.3Q ~ 07.3Q), F-7+3(07.4Q
~ 18.3Q)

71748 A & 77} 2ol H A B8 A o] =xp7t 745 HH(0.1592 —
0.1590) o] & Q15+ T AgH]|-go] Ay 0}711 FJE‘r Al AR AJAF-2 Table [IiE 3
251, £97] 47} B417| %9 BT O] Zrh FAHE MEo] 2 GRS
T2 =tk Aol

A |7 FH7|aH FA s 07t
ANzt e] A7gE Wsdol &4 o
*3%303011*1 BN HEel e BF 2 54 =
A B8 o 27 SRt E A2 dEA 3l om(Barlevy) ©]
(composite growth)ﬂ‘ﬂol TAISHE ol = TSttt AR S e
7 2}, w9477 = (Balanced Growth Path) A| &FZ715}of| A 76‘71‘33%4
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Case 1(baseline) Case 2 Case 3
o=2 o=4 o=2 o=4 o=2 o=4

22} -0.0458 -0.1701 0.0009 -0.0154 -0.0466 -0.1548

A (%) 32F  -0.0459 -0.1688 0.0009 -0.0147 -0.0462 -0.1549
E[c] 2?:4- 0.4931 0.4921 0.4937 0.4935 0.4932 0.4923
32} 0.4931 0.4921 0.4937 0.4936 0.4932 0.4923
Eli] 27:4- 0.1582 0.1567 0.1592 0.1590 0.1583 0.1570
3zF  0.1582  0.1567 0.1592 0.1590 0.1583 0.1570
E [ 2?:4» 0.6546 0.6523 0.6560 0.6557 0.6547 0.6527
32F  0.6546 0.6523 0.656 0.6557 0.6547 0.6527
E[H,] 2?:4- 0.3331 0.3327 0.3333 0.3333 0.3331 0.3328
32F 03331 0.3327  0.3333  0.3333  0.3331 0.3328
E [k 22} 2.1677 2.1501 2.1778 2.1753 2.1683 2.1532
32F  2.1677 21503 21778 2.1754 2.1684 2.1532
X 6: Ad A} : Case 1(baseline), Case 2(FA} 7] < HEATF Z4Y)), Case 3(F
H71& HEAT A A5 A4 ol= ()= Fg 3t A ARIA AAIH
£=9] X AZA ©i(Unconditional Mean) - 22} @ 32} A= ALE-
Case 1(baseline) Case 4 Case 5
o=2 o=4 o=2 o=4 o=2 o=4
2 (%) 22} -0.0458 -0.1701 -0.0460 -0.1710 -0.0455 -0.1694
32} -0.0459 -0.1688 -0.0467 -0.1703 -0.0455 -0.1697
¥ 7: A3 A3} : Case 1(baseline), Case 4(FH7|=EHE 28] Z7}), Case
SEATISEAE 28] Z7hl A9 4 oIS () vl - 27 B 37 A5
A
T2 g S Ve E AT ES B Y EEHA, 8 5H V)
A QFES Bt 2 BEHAL AAFA O 1A 2] A 5-0] Arof whet HE
=g =259ttt E5] | E A AH]ZH(Representative Consumer)2] 9] 3] 1
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