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(Ax] HEBERF & BT

| B 2 N = B

BIEDILRITHWTHAET 500 2RFNZELD,
ZORERELTLETL v 38 LWRIEBICB S A A
L, ez ofRe LTARFHES 2 HA L 255 & HIi
ELDBDOTH 2, 18- T, THL JRERGEFE o Al -7
L — | J{BE | (Pareto principle) o BébkiraE Iz X - T,
B HREFNE L RITE s TEHE LW Db, BE L
7w obz AR L 5 284803, EBEREE
TELRVDDEVbhidn s,

LZABT, 2oL 3T AxOHICHIFDOKRSIAEL 2
Rt LAWETS 3 & ThiL, »2HORFNZE(L
DA~ 2 172 A & 5> DFEFBR DL fi—25H 5
T RE S D 2B 0HE I, WaANT L THRRIC A
HDIED DM,

U9 B4R, ot LT HMEGARIER
# | (hypothetical compensation principle) AT L o
THAT. ®ARPINELORER L L THRIERRFE 4
L2558, ZoEOBE 22T 3 A 43203 bic &
> TARFREZ 0 2 A« % 52T/l L TR 7 BB1F
FE %155 2 L AAlREAR &I, A VIZE72, F0ZL
& o TARFREZ T B A 2032 0EbD BRI T 5
A2z FURLAES LR L T2 DDA T %
LIOBFBRTT 22 EBRTRETH 27 518, = DR
ZAEDHA RTINS 3 LT 5 sz hT
BB,

*  AREIERT BRI H VT, EILREGEBX
) 3 X ORIUE (R UK ) O £d%Z 2> &, TR B
LCTRELRMERBRZBD -7, BLTHEHMHFLLETF
Vo F7z, AARGEFERFE 2 S O BEHBR (7w 2
= 7 b4 [TEALHIEE & Rk B o JE A AR U 2R 1R &
R 72 & OISR OISR & FRE OB 2 B FE
RV EANETFSALHEEETSACH LTI RERH
L7=u~,

1) REWWHBMEFIEIZE, BHmE3EbhsHa
MEERSE I T2, ¥R 5IE, ZoFREBOIFER
ITHE > THEMICERR S 1) 2 RFNELZ k4 LT
AEHTWL L, ZoORERE LTROME LT W&
WREBIZEBLTLEI L WINTI Fy 228403

ZOFHEAERE DB D 2701013, RFNELoks
RELTHEANTEL TR 2V UEE Eog(kz, %
A B D> DEBIHEIEIC & - THIE T 2 HESHEY. ST
WARERD D, AR VThhubitid, RFHREL
DGR & L TIHRF R4 AL 28 b2 Ko RET
W5 ika— AL b TEBHHIE ) (monetary
measure) ZfER L & 5 LT ARA—ZMBITEYL
F3LH5, 2ok 3 R4, Dupuit[48] 3 kv
Marshall [103] o> JUR R % ¥ & LT, difpe L
TS T Y, ZoMICBR SR, B
REBITELTWS, Lad ks, FEEZLoEENHE
FEVC B3 B EIUE IR ASTES, S LTV B L IE B vib o
BBUR TS %, $l21¥, Dupuit=Marshall > 4% 4
7] (consumer’s surplus) D ICBI 4 2L F o X
SRR, ZoRFicEHir 2 RO R~ b
7 ADREZRRT 2IHHTH S,

oo IHEH R OA AR L T & A 72 T
2dESED, T LIFEAERFE SR EROE
Hn L LTRBO LN I 2B LW EE AD
RO BB, RS, VWEASDTEERE
FRHBERFOZLMZRHEE LTV 22 L LEHL
PANBTIEL RS TH B, oo 7, HEERFE
DO OEATCEITNE, R oIt LT 8
SHTEHEAL 2 20E» LI REEFAEHRDY 2 3
o TIRWZRLN, oo L, UToX 5 LT
PircfgEe b2 k5 hid, ZovTnofiEic
BT HHBRERFRIDBETI R VLEZ LRV,
Thhbb, REYY Y e s =Y —, HEEHRER,
BB WVITEA TR, oM E T 225
Ao HIBEBUITEERL L 0 3 8% Luv s, —Refliks Tl

HHTH 5,

ZoRBoERE STz o FE o FHENRG D
R < BY L T &, Suzumura, K., “On Distributional
Value Judgements and Piecemeal Welfare Criteria,”
Economica, Vol. 47, 1980, pp. 125-139 3 L ' # = iZ
GIHERTW2XEESRSE iz,
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FEE 2 MERE L 2 eI, R O 2 779

& 0B, FEHUE S 7B 2 A2PE T 2 AZEORITIR
HIEDREDHD, SLPPEEEINELThEFE
D& D BITRIT & D& b, FiE o/NEEFE & BB &l
B % VTR LN 8 £ 21 & 035503, 5555,
------ TS T ORI, HEE ORI Z
FAWTS - LI (2L T - LIEEEIC)ERASZ
L A3 T & % |(Samuelson [137, pp. 195-1977])2),

[Stepess EEE SRR M OEBIC T v -5 2
W&TH %, Z4id Dupuit i & - THR &4, Mar-
shall 12k » THRRSNWEM% 5 2 &4, Hicks iz
Lo THEI LN DTH-T, LLITHERHT
BB, HERROCHE OFER,  oGoz4tiS <
DREZDEL TSI L, FholB&ERE>»0d
05&%%%é@91w%:aﬁﬂwbﬁoﬂ%ﬂm
FKit, FALRBEEMEZTELS 720123 Z ORI
JZ\%‘&T*Zbé LW I HEERaE, Thid F%<$M\§7;

SABLE] T % L7, ARz, WERERE

,uifht&hvw\%métfwm\a:émmb%

3, ZRSEFNCREL LS Lidsdbhizvy, 20
B 7 ©— i3 a0 1ciid, 2@y 204

%ﬁEL&th,Aki%ﬁﬁ%ﬂ%%MLﬁ

TV 5, B9, FHGREFYE 0IEM 2 EE) T

75, ﬁﬁ@ﬂ/t;—ﬁ—~l4v%%ﬁ9f5F
Bl EAED D LI, ZORARRBTELEDTH %,
BAEHOERFRIL, KRLVCBRCH&ALTE 20T
(BB E 0 e HERRIE, ISACEHE T 245 0
MR LS FH S8, 7R P LEBICHIAL 3 2H
Rl s 24+ < & /x © T & % (Corden [35, pp.
242-2437)

L AT, BI#ET 2O ARS L XA S 02 D

2) Samuelson iz X % = oY% 1%, Samuelson [137]
DT EN2d DTH 3 2%, 1983 4 o Enlarged
edition iIzffd =4 vt r &7 > 5 ITH VT, H
13z oY E % FEERIA L 72,

FEFOHBERF LKL 20 VEH Le DT
53 B FADBAAE R Z O A A BHIR R AT A
HREATH T LLBEALTWRV WS HEHITED
BDTH 572y oo BUREFE, AL S 2P Q)
BT 2D, RICERIELHERL S 20200
TLHEWMTH S, HBERFSELI I L &
Zid, THRRBEREFERZODIOICR YD, THH

LOREE BB T 22 LT 5 (Samuelson [137,
Enlarged ed., pp. xx-xxi]),

Wt % V0136 "Nos'1

Zhitkic b2, 2oRBFoRITE LIELIETE LR
ABEIN TV RHERCIERL 2 TRES 20,
A DRSS D 1 & 2 28 “Confuser Surplus” (Morey
[119]) L3 TWB DL, PLTEHEBEORWVZ ETIR

BVDTH B,

o L5 7 BUR ERRIE ORI £ B AN, ARk
W bt chronological order 12§t 5 JR 8 i3 v T
9%, ¥ L AR oBE3 o minimum essentials % fiff
BRITIRR % L 5—75C, wRE7BR D FEH 7 SCHR
BRI TRz LT L2Y, 72, AREITHE VT
biLbiLl, %A 7 L—ay— 27 Db LITH—INE
HoRAETAEL B BE 2D, S SipEEERkIc
BIL CiiFmeite e TSk 2 a2 2 L L7z,

zoz ki, Q)RS ICOE BT Q48 (F
TEEME, AREelsy, REzEROMH L

HHRL T2, s 0EBELETTFI~OIRRORA D
W, BIOHSIZII B A 5 THEERT 52 LT L7z,
AFELUTD X 3 RIS Tn 3
5 2 5 (T3 HAB9Ek & I esh FARSER ) 13, S HBER & R
ﬁwH%ﬁ%%Wﬁu&T%ﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁﬁnﬁ&
ZN LIS IR A ZHTOHLNTYVS, F3Hi
(THREZE Sy - S5 - (F’i%"f%ﬁ%ﬂj) i+, Hicks[78;79;
80; 81;82;83]1C & - THA St 7z [HfiZES ) (com-
pensating variation) 3 X f 45 4ii Z 4> (equivalent
variation) & >3 2 D DEE AL A Z AU H 0 S )
LTERIL, 4 & oBYj ¢ Dupuit [48] 5 X O
Marshall [1037] @ [{}%¢3%42 %] | (consumer’s surplus) §if
st d w252 %o A 4 i (TERIRZ PERTRE D) 13,
FHEZE S « SHliZE S - WERERF 2 B8 T 21008523,
O LN BB LB 3 5 5 3720 052K
9B 5 S i (TATHG DRI o —%2 ik 1) (3, Marshall
AEERERFIBEOMA D720 Ot & L Tk~ 7 5
DERZILS, £ OFRMAHEE ORMBIFITH LTI
3) Z2oMRzoNBITHIFS TR BLIZLIE
S 2FEARB d DTH 5, Pl 21F Burns [24; 25]
L Mishan [113], 35 & ¥ Foster=Neuburger [55] &
Mishan [115; 116] # & X
4) AR LwhzEmeBREHC L LT, Currie=Mur-
phy=Schmitz [37], Dooley [46], Morey [119],
Patinkin [126], Pfouts[129], E % [176] & & ' F
£ [179] 2 B F T3 = /2 T 7=, Burns [26],
Chipman=Moore [32], Dixit=Weller [43], Hause
[74], Just=Hueth=Schmitz [93], Morgan [120],
Richter [134], Samuelson [136], Silberberg [146]
35 X {f Takayama [155] B ARD 7 7 v — 5 &
BRI T 2 EEAEEBRTH 5,
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T AHRIE ALY B, 56 (TEAME oL ) i3,
BRI R TIEE & BRI BRI RR e 7 — 21T & - TR
BlF 2 NER R F LR 2, &7 7 TEHR I = 2 >~
FDIE, ARETEHRIBYTO ey 2 2IZBL, SBE
Te/NROFEFRM T 2 > b 2hnd, BEROEMEE TR
DWT DN FH 252 5, KT, 558 i (Tiks
ISEE D I3, AROEEARZEL, BSn-RER
T %,

2. XHBS% & Rl ARSI

2.1. oS 2 T, A (duality) B 5y o
minimum essentials R TH < Z L IZ L2V, mfl
B 2 ZREPIARTHRIC B CTIHAT 20 L b O
BEZFEZL 5, MhoiBiF 2 KBLT 2B % «(x),
WOFHE L S TRIZL TV A2 t g, ZhE
L M>0 35 208 p=(pu P2+ Pm) >0 L/ Z LT F
5o T OWMBBEBEBIAREALTE O S K UE % ¢ T
b iz, M/ BRI (minimum expendi-
ture function) 7z~ U 37 HiB9%k | (expenditure function)
(=8

@1  E(@w= min Spam

x:iu(x)zp i=1
ITX o TEES N D, TR e & TRUEMIME % (%
Eviug, ZoR/MEIEORE, ==— 271t % %,
ZoffE h(p, p) = (i(p, 1), ha(Py 1), - b (P, ) &
glotizdnid, @ik

(2-2) E(p, )= iph (D, 1)

LEEIRDBILNTES, 22T hi(p, )ik, il
Zxh 9 % [Hicks o FEEYS | (Hicksian demand func-
tion), & 2\ E [ilifEFEERI%L | (compensated demand
function) LIEIEN 2 B DTH %,

E(p, 1) 3 30 b (P, pp) O3 OEEAME & LTH,
(@) E(p, )%, pitBT 2 —RFAKOMBIRKT D 3 ;
(b) E(p 1) i3, p2B83 2 HFRMMBI TS 25 2 L
T (© k(P i3, pIicBIT 2 ORAKRBIF TS 5;
BREFTHBNETHHI,

2.2, FORMERLGRO D 5 O & 0 o WEREAIE TTHIE)
FHBS%k ] (indirect utility function) T& %, Z i,

(2-3) V(p, M)= max % (x)

x: M piwisSM

Tk o TEBENSMMifE L TR OB TS 2, &,
2-3) DIcKREZ2 FBT 22 b+ % x(p, M) = (z,(p,
M)’wz(p:M)) Sy xm(p’ M)) &%H"f: (2"3) {i

MR RF & LR 55

(2-4) V(p, M) =u(x(p, M))
LEEUDBENTE B, 22T (B M), B
izsd4 % [Marshall o F5 2RS¥, | (Marshallian demand
function) & % W~ i3 [IEFl(E TS 22 BY % (uncompensated
demand function) L FE{EN 2 & DTH 3,

Vip, M) o d oBEAME & LT, (d) V(b M)
W PH IO MBIT 5 0 kFAKRBMKTD 2; (o)
V(p, M) i3, p <P 2B MBIk CcH v, 7
MR8 2 BgAs BT 55 () Vb, M)i3, pic
B 2B TH 55 2RIF TH2RIER S,

2.3, BEOHF OB, UTOMEICE Lo 5
nd,

(A) EROHifE~ 2 b b, (T O RhHAKYE 1, 3
FOEBOFHE M izt LT,

(2-5) h(p, p)=x(p, E(p, 1))
(2-6) x(p, M)=h(p, V(p, M))
(2-7) V(p, E(p, ) =p

(2-8) E(p, V(p, M)=M

2%, WAL %,

(B) [Shephard offii] fEEAliks~<2 b1 p &,
{ER DRNFKYE p izt LT

(2-9) %E(P» w=hi(p, ) (=1,2,--,m)
BIRALT o

(C) [Slutsky s}#] fEROHM< 2 trp &, {5
DFTKHE M Tt LT

0 0
(2-10) =—a;(p, M) =5—hi(p, V (D, M))
0p; 0p;

2
—Zy (p: M)ﬁxi (p’ M)

DERANLT 5o

(D) [Roy omB]{ER Qi< brp L, £
DOFEk#E M ikt LT

(2-11) xi(P,M)Z—ggiV(P, M)/%WP,M)
BIRILT %6

zh b HEE o—ERE 2 FHT ovTid, Diamond
=McFadden [39], Diewert [42], Gorman [70], Varian
[161], B85 = 4f [178] % £ BHE 05 & LD,

5) 72, Mtk E ot & LT, Shephard, R.
W., Cost and Production Functions, Princeton: Prin-
ceton University Press, 1953, 3 L ¢¢ Shephard, R.
W., Theory of Cost and Pyroduction Functions, Prince-
ton: Princeton University Press, 1970 2 24(F T &
=0
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3. MHEES - HMHES - HBEERF

3.1. AL DRFNE(LORER & LT, THEHE
TS % Tk I A3 (p% M) DRI 0] 2> 5 (p', MY IR
ML ~LEEELZ3DEL L S, ZOELOME, <
DOWBHTLZ S BRI A ok #E3 V(P M) 2> 5
VD, MY ~L B b2, L25T, 20k 5 BEER
1biz, WBREOLOIIZH D DD TH - T, FHNEEE
LB L7203 5FEIL, S LB VIFEL
B, 2Ty 20k EENEAZ L & ZEREIE
X OWRET 00, FEEZE IO MEHENHIE]
(monetary measure; money metric) Zf§l L 72, Z
naRb b ORETH %,

2. ZoEWIZHITBHED D L 2oL, Hicks
Tk o TIRESN 2 Pid o THifE % 4 ) (compensating
variation) T& %6), IRV 0 2> SR L ~DZE{LIT 5
B8 ofiEZE S OV i3, = OIRIZE b3y DR
BT TR 2R L, B2 LU o JF 4k g
V(p% M) \HERsT B 720 IR S ¢ 2 (2L
BZOWBRZEZEMRIDTH2HE]», 50
OWEF WS 2 [z oWBE A R b 0T
B BGE] BB D HFEEEE LTEH S D, X
HIBE%k & Bl RSS2 Fiv- T = it 2 T ic 8L
T,

(3-1) CVo'=M'—E(p", V(D" M)
B BT, :

(3-2) V(p% M° =V (p', M'—CV)
L3,

THBIk DM (b) &, (2-8) L3 AL, MHHEZE
SE-DMELT 2 o0EELMEREDZ L3TE D,
Thbb,

(3-3) V(p',M"H)>V(p’ M)

& E(p', V(p', MY) >E(p', V(P° M)

<5 CV%50

6) HEF TIPS 5 Hicks oF B, [83] &
JU[84] mESHXITER ST V5, T ORER,
Pro—# o [80; 81; 82] # &MWMITH & & 72
3 DTH Y, Hicks F 532 O 5B~ OBFSE %
—RICHRE L3 D LERT S LN TED, 7,
Hicks [78] o Note to Chapter II (¥, Dupuit=Mar-
shall o % 3% RFM 2 F WA ERO b 5
MBS AEELXRTH %, =D Note L oBJEIC
#\u~T, Patinkin [126] % JEH 1T informative 7z STHR
Th 5,

7). E#(3-1) Lwe (3-2) & o FEM I,
o TRIEI LTV S,

(2-7)1z

W 7% Vol. 36 No. 1

(3-4) CVR=M'—M+E(p°, V(p°, M)
—E(p', V(0% M%)

MRS %o (3-3) 1%, WHEZES AsHEA 1T JRAZE b o 12
WA PRAE L L st 2 R o TV D L 3 HE LIRS,
I 72 (3-4) 13, WEE D 2%,

CV (@) WG D2 sy =M —M°

CV (b)) ZHDE sr=—{E(p", V (P’ M%)

—E(p°, V(p" M)}

LIZHMRTE B LWV I HEELRITV 3,

3.3. Hicks IT & » THRESIL3 50 &2 D KW
WIEE 1L, A8 o M4fZ84> ) (equivalent variation) T &
%o JRULO 2> HARVL 1L ~DZE(LITtE: 5 BT 0 A2 53
EVO i3, Zhiii o d o0 LoHBREICE A
THFIE, Z0d & THAPHRIUC 3 VT 2 JE4IK
#e23, IRIMZALOFETR L LT3 2 A KYE L —Fd
3L aldEe LTEBIN D, For, BRI
BANABISE T 2 ot 2 TER ’iﬁ'ﬂwi,

(3-5) EVO=E(p°, V(p', M) —

(3-6) V(p!, M) =V (p°, M°+EV°‘)

L7238,

SAMZES (3-5)1CBIL T B, ZHBISOME (D) &, (2
-8) & 3 WS,

3-7) V(pY, MY) >V (p° M°

& E(p% V(p', M) >E(p V(% M)

& EV9>0
EVO—pri M°+E’(p°, V(ply Ml))

—E(p', V(p', MY))
aV529@%%&%ﬁﬂ&0ﬁo:aﬁbméa&ﬂ
zihug, MBS BEAZ Lo IE L LTol
Mﬁf&h& 3oL, E7-(B-8)icinid, SMEN T
EV (a) BHs TG0 sy =M — M°
EV(b) % oZ(bsy=—(E(p" V(P MY)
—E (" V(p', M"))}

(3-8)

LIZHRTE B2bIFTH 5,

3.4, MEEHOEFHG-D) B 2013 (3-2) &, FMiZE
43 DEFE(3-5) » H\F (3-6) & BIE T Y, bhubh
i3

(39) CYVU=—EVY; EVi=—0CVY
LWV IBIRORILEMB Z LA TE D, TabL, R
0 2> SR L ~DZE WVWQﬁﬁﬁ%[%%Vi%Mx
5703, R 2SRV 0 ~ZE kTl 5 Bl [&
BWIEHIEES] o5 2 af@@a~%75@1@

8) sE#(3-5) LA (3-6) L oAMEMIE, ZoHE
123 (2-7) Itk s THRES LT3,
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3.5. WEZE S L SHMEZEME, Mo THIL L 24T 2
ﬁﬂgiﬁmﬂﬁ%%hgfé%m,ﬁ%@@~ii?
7RG ¥ AFET B, FOERIL, WEES &M
S EEHTHITHELT, MBI O MR 2
L LCREEZTITHIGT 2B 0ZE S 2Rk 5012
KUT, BEGRZCAT O MRz e s LR
ZAGITHIG T 2 S 0ZD 23K 5 L ) sffic iy s
N3, ZOEREZRWELT, MEEITRED L S RE
A2 3 22 Ltz %,

3onRE (p° M%), (', MY), (P* M*) 2# %2 %, R
Zicky,

(3-10)  V(p’, M°) <V (p', M") =V (p* M?)
BRILLTVWEIDET 2, Zofae bhbiuiddsd
EVU=EV® 2185 Z LT/ %, SMZEHE, WHEHEs
SRV 0 23 S RPL 1 ~DZE(L & ARPL 0 2> S 4RPL 2 ~D %k
CRILTESENTH D VI HELELL TR T 20T
B, THITHLT, #HESOYEAETE, (B-10)TH
ZRT CVIE=CV2 L 72 % L v S (REEIE— R 1
FELRV, (o T, BEORNEND 5 b THEEEsE
OELEIKDYEF LV EEZ DL VS 2R D
Bz, fEES OFRIZERZEST 2 L EbRIEAS
5%y

3.6. G-I Iur(G-8)iT ki, MEESH L LML
SITHLTI, DTk aREAZER252 52 L8
T& 3, T&bdb,

(3-11)
m 9
CVI=M'—M'— f > —E(p V(D M°))dpz
L (po,p1) i= 13]71
=M'—M'— Zhi(p, V(p° M%) dp;
L(po,p!) i=1
(3-12)

m.. 9
Z_E(py V(plx ZL[I)) dp‘b

EVO! Ml MO f
L(po,p1) i=10D;

_Mo_fL Zhi(p, V(p', MY) dpy

(po,p1) i=1

7272L, (3-11)3 X or(3-12) T3 2552 o&BE, (2
-9)[Shephard o#fifE] iz X 23 D TH Y, Fisrid p° v
5 plItE BB L D Ot L o £k L(p% P TS
WMBEOTH B, (3-11)3 L or(3-12) i3, Hicks 1T & 2Hf
BZ 4 L OSiZE 4> &, Dupuit=Marshall o> {4 #%
#4542 ) (consumer’s surplus) & ORYEZ S 25124 2 5
ATERATH 5,

1. WRERFOBEEERES 2 720, HERHA

T A AR & ATl 57

BI%C V (P, M) % 2285y 3740,

3-13) dV= g v ( M)dM+§: 4 V(p, M)d
(3-13) =s3’ (P 290, p, i

a m
:wV(p,M) {dM—iglﬁi(P,M)dpi]

2HB5Z L TE B, 7272 L2 Z2T(2-11)[Roy EH]
ZRVT, 5T, RAWNLEEZLOEISHFEE I,

0
(3-14) dV a—MV(p,M) :dM—ZM (p, M)dp;
i=1

TEoTH 2o %, W, lif-FiGEioxs»T
(p°% M°) & (p', M') 2ESEEOTRE CO,1) & #L
LE, RO 2SR 1 ~DZE{L 124 5 Dupuit=Mar-
shall DIYLEH LR MS™ 13, (3-14) o A5 % % C(0, 1)
- T dT5ZLITED

i m
(3-15) MS°‘=f {dM—Zzi(p,M)dm]
€(0,1) i=1

ELTEHEIND, d LIRIZ, RO LRELL & o
B U ME—0ZEEAs, 551 oflitso p 258 pt ~o
ZlthsnoiE, (3-15iF

Y24

Zy (p’ M) dpl
D10

$ 72 B 1 Jif > Marshall FEELHigRAS 2 2 o flikkR Py
=p° & 2O pr=p,' LG OWIRIE 72 2 2 LTk
BLVv,

(3-16) =

4. EEEIRI R

4.1, Wh{EZES (3-11), S5 (3-12), HBERH
(3-15) i, Wb d Z R EMICIA A & LT
FEEINLT VB, ILHMLNTVS L 51T, FEEMI—K
TR RBTIKIF L TR AR 22 32, KRB 1Tbhbi
i3 2 D DRILE IR OREFIEAL OB S L L &
3ERATVZDE00, i OMEE AT ERITIE
AP L2 WHERE L 72l % & DB, PrEm /s ek
2o TW 3 L vbhidad vy, ¥k, Ko
ZbAs&ED X 5 kgl > TEEINIZBITRLTE
o OREIT X BFHliATRZ 2 v ) T LT, B
T2 ODRMEILIRT 5 & v BRI ER S oYL %
FAWzZ eid, 2KEREREI R ARZDLTH B,

4.2. 37, IS o HIEZES CV L TS o S5
EV™ BRItz 3 2720 0B+ 541, #h
THERD ¢ & j@E+]; 6J=1,2, -, m) i LT

0 bl
(4-1) @hi(lh V(p° M%) :5;;711(13, V(p° M®)
j i
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i d
(4-2)  =—hi(p, V(P M")) ==—"h;(p, V(P", M)
3101 0p;

TH2bNB, DI, Fl4-1) 3 L LB (4-2)13,
JAsmo TESR oM 12 X VAR & L 39,
s MR, VWb W 5 MMM T 2 ) (Path-
independence test) IZ&4% 3 % D T 510),

4.3. Dupuit=Marshall o J}§#¢54x % MS™ =BI L T
W E D D, KRS (3-15) s RS % & D72 8 0 hEE
o &

(4-3) ixz (p, M) =i$1(lh M)

apj p;

(t*7;5 4,7=1,2,-+,m)

éizfapi(p,zu)zo (t=1,2, -, m)
TH 2 oMb, &Z A8, (2-10)[Slutsky s3] & Rk
SHROMFIEIT L 0, FHGU-3)1E, @ToicHT S
FEOFEMAOESSE LV L 2ERT 2, VWE, 0
W S HEEENC & - TR 2 282 < 5/
13, ZoMEAFYEMAMEIR 1 LD, LT, FHF
(4-4) i3, 2TOMOFEM IR0 THEB L VS T &
FERLTVS, BHISIT, ZD2200ERIIFET 30
P> T, EToMoffifs L HERFEOFTESE BT bT
% L3 rRItic s T, MS® AEREBAIH T R b
ARTZZLEDY 2R\,
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