|

) <

The University of Osaka
Institutional Knowledge Archive

Title |B5RDY—vvll - ¥vESUHBICSR HEK
7 554

Author(s) |7hfE, E=

Citation |KFRKZ, 2008, HIFwX

Version Type|VoR

URL https://hdl. handle.net/11094/86

rights

Note

The University of Osaka Institutional Knowledge Archive : OUKA

https://ir. library. osaka-u. ac. jp/

The University of Osaka












— <4 N <

Lo

.10
...10
A1
.12
.13

.16
...16
A7
.18
w21
.24
.29
.31

.32
.32
...36
w37
.38
.39

CRRA



Gl AP s 43



19
1916
L.J. 1970 80

R.D. Making Democracy Work
1993 Bowling Alone
2000
Making Democracy Work

Bowling Alone

1990

2004



Bonding Bridging

Glaser et al (2002) Glaser et al (2002)
8 p=01-60)+01



max 3 4'|S,R(S,) - wC(1,)] 1)

Io, 0y, Iy t=0

st. S, =048, +1, (1.2)
1, S,
S,
o A SC
€] w
1)
R C

T—i+l
we'(r,) = B0 g 1.9
1-pog
SC (1) 2 0
(3) w 4) R (5)sc
(6) sC ) (DAY
(8) SC SC
highly community specific interpersonal complementarities
Social Multipliers SC
SC SC Micro
SC
Trust SC
SC SC

SC



1990

2005 4

2006 11

2004

Social Capital in Japan
2003

NPO

2005

2005



38

30
40 48
1
40 54

35 40



9 15 13 15 18
1,160ha 1,557ha
33 45 40 57
10 15 20 25
2
19 34 129 22
9.66
2025
144 2000 100
H18.8.7
3,000ha 1,317ha
38 40 8
25 35 25
4

40




25 178
18,000 50 4,700 16 H17.4 2
1
1960 30 40 90 S42 - 54
30 40
24 /41 6 3/4 1/4
30 40
1
100
9.7 15 10 2 99 17 174 17
21.1 2025
6 14183 17
2000 20 40 49.6
2005 474
46
UR 880 3300
5




2005 7

11

SOHO



2004/04

1,300 5
4
4
2005708
European
New Towns Platform ENTP 2005 6
ENTP 8
8

© N o g s~ w b=

The Top 8 Specific Challenges for Urban Regeneration

in New Towns European New Town Platform, 2005.6.



20 25km

40 17
1,557
5 3 15
@)
(ha) 5 65
1,557 143,495 (-2.5% 24,663 (18.6%) 41 .0%
3,940 166,616 (-0.2% 23,886 (14.3%) 54 3%
(
17
(b)
12 8
51 48
( 5 177 -9.8%
13 8.3% 10.1%
1991 25 2002 13

1991 228 2002 131

1981 23,596 2004 8,867
1996 10 201%
NPO 17 136

68.4%

10



17

2006

2005

C,D,E

93.3%
49.2%
C E

2005

3,000
16 5
1 A
68.8
5
NTT 2006 3
1,000 3,000

11

43.2
92.3, 69.2, 68.7, 63.0,
A B
2005
987 298 30.2%
991 399 40.3%
324 110 34.0%
330 148 44.8%
331 116 35.0%
2,963 1071 36.1%




36.1

2005

D

Putnam(1993)

NPO

12



Principal Component Analysis

1 21 41
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0.959 ***
0.033
0.425 ***
0.038
0.190 ***
0.033
0.008 =* 0.002 0.013 ***
0.004 0.005 0.005
-0.192 ~ -0.217 = -0.216 ~*
0.103 0.118 0.111
-0.005 0.041 0.105
0.107 0.124 0.118
-0.388 -0.026 -0.745 =
0.107 0.340 0.312
F-test 4.74 x> 32.93 x* 10.99 x>
R-sq 0.022 0.197 0.063
822 542 656
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A 99 152  39.4 49.2
B 298 50 85.6 92.3
C 97 28  77.6 69.2
D 72 25  74.2 68.7
E 79 21 79.0 63.0
645 276 70.0 n.a.
1 16 53 23.2 D 1 13 6  68.4
2 16 43  27.1 2 29 0 100.0
3 35 18  66.0 3 6 12  33.3
4 32 38 45.7 4 24 7 71.4
1 20 46 30.3 E 1 40 0 100.0
2 166 1 99.4 2 0 16 0.0
3 % 3 97.0 3 3 5  87.2
4 16 0 100.0 4 5 0 100.0
1 48 6  88.9 494 230  70.0
2 9 18  33.3
3 6 4  60.0
4 34 0 100.0
/
t_
63.31 63.96 61.78 *
10.24  9.91 10.86
=1 0.69 0.73 0.58 =
0.46  0.44 0.49
=1 0.24 0.26 0.20 =
0.43  0.44 0.40
21.55 21.99 20.53 *=
6.42 5.88 7.44
=1, =3 1.38  1.30 1.56 ==
0.62 0.55 0.72
=1) 0.09 0.05 0.18 *=
0.29 0.22 0.39
( =1 0.03 0.02 0.05 *
0.17 0.15 0.21
=1) 0.49 0.52 0.40 *~
0.50 0.50  0.49
921 645 276
t- 1%, 5%, “10%
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.63 0.59 0.72
.71 2.85 2.34
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.42 1.44 1.38 =
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.22 1.24 1.17 =
.41 0.43 0.38
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Ordered Logit
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SC
Ologit Ologit Ologit Ologit Ologit
0.38 ==+ 0.15 0.24 = | 0.87 =*-0.11
0.15 0.13 0.14 0.19 0.14
0.03 0.02 0.00 0.08 0.01
Prob>chi2 | 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00
920 911 917 849 912
SC
Ologit v Ologit Ologit I\
0.94 **-1.58 **| 0.80 ** 0.39 **[| 1.99
0.16 0.47 0.13 0.17 0.37
0.03 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.03
Prob>chi2 | 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
901 561 921 797 789
SC (
Ologit Ologit OLS OLS OLS
0.29 *~ | 0.40 ~ 0.39 *=*[ 0.45 = 0.54 =**
0.15 0.19 0.10 0.12 0.12
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872 849 841 668 550
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SC Chow
( -0.60 -2.74 **| -0.73 1.26 ** 1.13 **=*
2 1.05 -1.54 -0.12 1.57 =+ 0.92 =**
0.00 -7.82 * -1.17 1.02 * [ 2.81
F
SC
I
Ordered Logit OLS
0.99 -3.33 -0.38 1.26 *=**[ 1.59 =***
1 1.02 -5.39 -0.48 0.93 *=| 1.77 **
0.24 -3.00 -1.57 2.32 =+ -0.58
SC &
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2 0.72 0.01 -0.31 0.68 **| 0.53 *
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F
SC
Ordered Logit OLS
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sC F
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3.43 3.35 3.63
3.54 3.42 3.83
2.26 2.10 2.66 **
3.01 2.81 3.51 =
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0.42 ~ 0.50 -] -0.04 _ -0.08 | 0.03 0.07
-0.04  0.11 =| 0.19 = 0.13 =| 0.19 =~ 0.23 =
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63.31 63.96 61.78 *
10.24 9.91 10.86

=1 0.69 0.73 0.58 *»
0.46 0.44 0.49

21.55 21.99 20.53 ***
6.42 5.88 7.44

( =1, =3 1.38 1.30 1.56 **
0.62 0.55 0.72
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(Intertemporal Elasticity of Substitution IES)
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t t+1
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(Constant Relative Risk Aversion CRRA)
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1
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Neumann and Morgenstern(1944)
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Arrow(1964)  Pratt(1964)
Absolute Risk Aversion ARA —U"(x)<U'(x)
Relative Risk Aversion RRA —xU"(x)< U'(x)

a l-«o
X U(x)
V(xl,xz)
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p
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p
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(5.17)
aU' (1+r)m+ A+ s, W —m)) S, =T
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(Intertemporal Elasticity of Substitution IES)

Hall(1988)
Hall(1988)
Hall ¢, =log(C))
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=Ty, ©.2)
IES © g Vv,
)y exp[- ot +[1-(1/ o)k, ] (6.3)
Ac, =or,_, +¢, (6.4)
o U.S. National Income
and Product Accounts 1920 1983 Hall
0.1
Campbell and Mankiw(1989) Hall(1988)
(rule-of-thumb)
Ay, o
Ac, = u+ Ay, +6r +¢, O=[1-1)o (6.5)
Ay,
1953 1986 0.1
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Patterson and Pesaran(1992)

Hall(1988)  Campbell and Mankiw(1989)
1955 1989
0.038
0.213 0.044 0.386
Beaudry and Wincoop(1996) Campbell and Mankiw(1989) 1978
1991 19
IES
Jorgensen(2002) U.S. Consumer Expenditure Survey
0.3 04 08 1
C-CAPM
C-CAPM
IES
C-CAPM
Hansen and Singleton (1996) Hansen and Singleton(1996)
GMM  (Generalized Method of Moments)
GMM
Hansen and Singleton(1996)
EJ.O e“S’U[ct ]dt (6.6)
et -1
Ule,)=| = , <0 (6.7)
y+1
GMM
v
1962 9 1985 12 14
1.01 2.14
Neely et al(2001) C-CAPM
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Kugler(1988) Kugler
1966 1985
l-a Ll.—a
U(C,L)=—"—D,+——D,, i=tt+1,. 6.8)
-a l-«a
C. L
Dy, D,
C L CRRA D,.D,
Et 1 D1t+1 [Ct+1] })t(l—}_rt) :1' (69)
_1+p D, \ C F.
E, 1 Dy, (Czu] VV;(:H"?) -1 (6.10)
_1+p D, \ C Wia
Dl[C,_ W, _ (6.11)
D, L“P,
(6.11)
1 d, —d
¢ -l = (Wt _pt)+M
a
¢, - Zz W, =D,
CRRA
la
0.88 1.05 0.65 0.85
C-CAPM (1993)
(1991) 0.483 0.812 (1995)
0.450 1.100
Hamori(1996) C-CAPM
1.037 2.096
(1996) CRRA
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(Intratemporal Elasticity of Substitution)

Hayashi(1985)
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S p
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Var(et+1) = 1+—_Var(§t+1) > Var(§t+l)
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Dunn and Singleton(1986)

® 5 71-5)r1
Eozﬁcfdf—yL, y<1, 0<6&<1
t=0

d,
MUc(t)=E,[ia,5ﬂ”’ )
=0

t+]
Jj=0

E[MU(t)- MU (t+n)y!|=0

MUd(t)_pdtMUc(t): 0
Pa

National Income and Product Accounts 1959 1978
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Fauvel and Samson(1991)
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Fauvel and Samson(1991) Dunn and Singleton(1986)

Z, =[c’ 1 gk ]ﬁ

i B B-7
Ct Zt+
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