2 =R AdFE2RA T B-ste] s AR WSt kA AIY] g
2 gl vAlE FE FSEAAT Lilien (1982)9] Fw o574 oJshd Abd-22
sk wEAlgolA mhb A st AYS TUHZIE F4 aclolty. 1™
b AL FAlol A71AdEe o8 s whe 4= ok 2 Ao AR
o] ige| mX= HIE H7|HEFH &g dEste AmEofrh il AR

“Jo] GDP F71oll G2 olgtal &= Kuznets 7143} oof tf &= Baumol E3E &

z A R okt f-2utete

A 3 ANBAARE AMgste] AXG BAATE o
3 ek A, ATl WET AU F7MIIE 914 mut v A7) 45

Suiolq FxEge] Bt 8% AA et Seueke] 9ol Liliend] S5 ol
ol AFHo faT Ao BaElh B4, AYFEEAL TAT TU(EE A

T Bl ) o] HAE Uetlie Hi A A4S ols Ao 2A dzte] wjA o] ag
Azl Ais Bk 53], A7|HEel wel =5 oA wfA vlagigol
o2 3 bt AR, AFGTR0] #E7t GDP AR x| 2&7)d 5317} §-9
SHA vttt Atgdtz2 a4 iAol 2 FEe R Ao A7t o] FoiX]

WA e ARADRA Kumets 7Hlo] Raake 27E AUk

JEL Classification: J63, O11
A FA0: A7IHE, 1L, WA &g, viw ] T4, AgTRxd, 4%

* WAIARE, dEdjstal A EAL A A w4 (E-mail: seomatteo@korea.ac.kr, Tel: 02-3290-3032)
S0 AAATY AIdATLYY (E-mail: ktk@bok.orkr, Tel: 02-759-5349)
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BA PR 22 uAE BHA J1%e] BA8 Wat Foll thedtol
ARl A, 8, 24 72 S WA WIS ougth AgTarge
olefat Aol AXA BHoR FhE AomA, B Arlo] Hwst A5aA
oLt AAIAY Walel et ST ARgle] & 7B Aubdel FEEAE

ol =E, AL 59 Aede] At FEEE AR EE BHE itk ofet
e AdrrRAe] AREA Ahda27E wskeh =t o A 2
oA Ueht= F83 49 shuelth. £ 7= A=A Adste] 4
Ehuts Ablgrze] M) =g Ale] a8 9 A Al 9%E wshal

Aty
ol flsted, Al Lilien (1982)9] 5 o]57Hdt Beveridge "d <5 &
aff At mhE AkdatE Hebt gl vAe s AW EI o
RAE FAINA Ak Al 22E FESHATY dEH o2 19809
grelet 24, 1990G g gl ok Akgle]

o]
H A
F2R2A, 22T 201090 =AY TREAS 2 5 Aok S8 vlnd o
=

¢

=~
ol MY HEO AP 2013159 F selsF Bl T 102 Y o4l
Aol A% 5o Txzgo] AWEN 2015-189 F AR 471 oF 8ur

3|
W HE 7ad AC® Zabe up 9rhd) awd), Lilien (1982)0] F-& o] 57H4
A | W sbgzo] WEs wEAolAe] Bl 7|7t

o) Qg upabd AQuut ohet PAAL Had 716 Axte) 1] Kz
% S Ao §A17 7HsAo] glrk. olof tis}o] Abraham

and Katz (1986), Davis (1987) 5o oJ5tel A7]&dto] w2 $4:00] WEol
A7zl Wsto] ke A 4 9tk Mo v R, olgd W kst

of B AL A7|4S Fuel et AR Weh wee] wXE At

1) Restructuring is an action taken by a company to significantly modify the financial and operational
aspects of the company, usually when the business is facing financial pressures. Restructuring is a type
of corporate action taken that involves significantly modifying the debt, operations or structure of a
company as a way of limiting financial harm and improving the business. (Investopia.com)

2) ?HE AT 224 S <1980t SREEE JPH Mz SAEY 2 HolA A=A A s
2 EEsh AW @TUSEoI Aoz JolEt § AA 432 dehiylE wek

3) A TEEE ZMYAREE 20159 18791 — 2018WH 1079t o2 Ash Zloz vepytct
(L8155, 2019.1.15)
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0.58% gagro =i FQlyf vlaste] 219 F7P7F g AR olT M
Azt St wls) Aol F7PF ddidez o wmEA YelgES ulsha,
o= A ¥l dxE| o BAE UEtH= Beveridge H410] o] F3lRa= 9v]
gt} ofof & AtollM= AR e AT HetE A mid &
/o] dadt Aol ojFet A FESIREAE E45kH

U522+ Kuznets 743 Baumol & bo] tidh HFEAS S8l Ad+z2=
ol WE ATtz HerE BAAl viAle adE EAs) HEIth Kuznets
(1966)°] oJstd Abd=2o] Hsh= 4ol @ FZolA w& Fwe
S AR BEA Hide el wEt AR THE A%
3lich. Whd, Baumol (1967)& A17]&ES ARE3}= v (progressive) AF
sko] g A|(stagnant) Fefoll U= HE AFS] A& 710l iRz
= AES HeERdol uet Aol 25 HasF Q] FEor AuiE
, 1 ANE BAE] 52 27 dvke de A4
ANM= A=AAY AXNARE olgste] F 7HA] 7HEE
T2 wE AdTtE It Al rAle HeE
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S
ro
Hl
ro
0%
oy

Q2RI WA AU AR o Lol e FTHEo] Be HROE
2702 AMAHEA GDP AS ATAZICZH Kuzmets 7Ho] sk

ﬁu
1)

re
oy
o
Ehs
>
H
ottt
9,
fu)

ot 2ol AHT Al TFA =
Bt Al DA 27l 7«2 249
A nt BAske A 22 BS & 4

tialo] 2o AZEA Aus AASL A VAS féﬁr T8 Al
o}

1=}
ol
=
oX
o
o
=2
A

1 Ad d+

Kuznets (1957) 7pdol wh=r AA] 4ol tigt S84 A= 5 P
A AzAA el FEoR g AujR|7E o]F ot uj=ef -
TY B A8HES 40%, AHAYS 20%4 20 19709 HH2 4%, AlH]
298 60%= WHI}eFH T Kuznets (1957), Chenery (1960)= ©o|2dt - A uj
2] 9] 148 FZMIK(structural change)z}il 3}t Maddison (1987)2 A7] Al
AL A=(1870~1984)F o]§3dto] o X AA9 W A 4Adt=27t

Hotstdlas o

2 AT gEgAe] AT el it 2 S48 Avna prusie)

eolol A4 954 2l 42 Tolsh G WS T 4

TS o] A B B SR PR o S mges
Hstoof gt of B AR EE 02 Kongsamut, Rebelo, and Xie (2001), Ngai
and Pissarides (2007), Foellmi and Zweimuller (2008)2] & 22 4= Uch

Kongsamut, Rebelo, and Xie (2001)= Stone-Geary H-23+5 7143}e] A%
AAR 7191% 4 Fe F A olsdt A F=2F ks dwgith
Foellmi and Zweimuller (2008) <A 48 =Ho|A FE&350 N=2E A=
EQl5lo] oA Ao w2 AFYEZR O] HIE AWEl9Th Ngai and Pissarides
(2007)0l M= At 2R O AFES Yeidle 54 7zt Fide
Aolgh Faad S7HEl 718k A2 WIkE Bt olF AT
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L AR WekE ustuA AMHOR 3§ AA(balanced growthyshs

Ngai and Pissarides (2007) 2 o] w2 A Q40] o5 A slo] 4] &
G4o] 27lo] mel th2A]l ARHEC. vl Hste] oA sel4e] vgEbon
WO wEE FRAMAA(TEP) F7180] &2 AJolA TEP Z7hgo] e
Alom o]Fgith of¢ Hi2 thA] gelAo] eEAos oW kFo| ofF
o TFP 27180 e AJolq £ AR ojFojxieh, mehy Abg R
Aske] Al o] A ehrh ko] oS TFP Z7hgo] & ARolA
TFP F7h&0] W2 Ao R o|RojAuR Abjlgtzo] Hsl} wlasd A4
ulEom olold 4 gick

g A el progressive) 935S $2T AL 5
(stagnant) AP0 2 o] 2o AT}, Y (stagnant) Al Y HE
2o 3| Zkn AANIGT} o] ASAORA wEY oEe AF A
oz ojFolAwA AAHeT AR 4 THels AnE e

Acemoglu and Guerrieri (2008)+= A} AlSH(capital deepening)of w2 AR
ZWEHE AT, AR ASHE AR YoFH Akele] Al u]go] ZrhEA
FA0] W E T A AR okEs} WE ThE REOR oFslt AFS v
Witk T3 A gebst whe AleAs Tgo] WA S/ A %
7= AAE s AeS veldch weba] Acemoglu and Guerrieri (2008)2] A}
48} 792 Baumol (1967)9] 7% ftel AFSatm AlelTze] Wale 24 4
Aol Mg o7 HE KuznetsQ 7Hdy) oh=ch

Davis (1987)= Atd-+29] W3] weba] mgo] A FEd= AfufA| ==
WA oA Aoz AQjo] HAIEHS Bt Davis and Haltiwanger (1992)°]
o5t mFAOA o] FojR|= FURle] olFolA= HY B AU F
o e o] ok

it §ES Adele YA EE ¥l Axelsh 4ol B
AL el sl THe wEAge] Fad B4S wgst gk

e x] A7 uf A kol gt Wdjgt 2312 Petrongolo and Pissarides
(2001), Elsby, Michaels and Ratner (2015)9] A} AL=2A4 A&t wjA &
TE ol8st] kEAEY A o5 AST AR Pissarides (1986),
Blanchard and Diamond (1989), Burgess (1993), Jackman, Layard and Pissarides
(1989), Mumford and Smith (1999) 5¢] %t} Blanchard and Diamond (1989)=
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WA WS QAo 2ol mel dd o Ade Agstch. Jackman,
Layard and Pissarides (1989)%= J=t2] H|¥z]®] T4 FA519on 49| o]
ol st dAte] F2SHmismatch) A& ARE-ste] ATt van Ours
and van der Tak (1992)1_ L2 A F2oA Y olFf vste] thE Al FE
O 2 o]|53l= Ao A H|EE&Ao] ARNL B

Lilien (1982)& W%Lzssq Wsl} 77 eEe] 2o
Fe AT =E Y & olFole AlRtel 285l
o Auyz| 7|7k AY 717ke] Av|EE Vel o] F
Atk webA Liliend] $2 o] 571Ae] o5t 4be)
A7) BIHE e,

Lilien (1982)9] H& o]z 7}dof t)slo] AZ EA3E 512 Samson (1985),
Neelin (1987), van Ours and van der Tak (1992), Brainard and Cutler (1993) 5
o] ¢t} Samson (1985)2 Ut} ARE AFRS}O] Lilien?] F& o|E7Hdo] A

g mxE o
H o] w2t
o] o]

37t

> o>
Mo w2 & 2

‘Euf{l

1o

>

o2 o\
i

o

N
fu

-
)
£
o

e 2ok I3y van Ours and van der Tak (1992)2 Ud== =& AF
g310] B olF7luo] /7T S WEo] AYE W UUSIT AL
S R ¢rtl 183 Brainard and Cutler (1993)= At¢] HEH Z740&ES o]&
stof Ht ol g7HdE dAs e 1970dd] SRk 22 A7) A Al71e] A

Atz Heks A71is 9RRE BAE 2 J7] SN =5l
AiA7F AFE e dE= WERHT. Rogerson (1991 ofst A 2 =
NH Y FEOo=ZHE g2 ool WAL Al 5 =AM A=Y
O 2RE k5o ool WASHATE wbA AbdTtzo] HSke} WFof AfHiA]
7F ol FoAAHA A7) S8 Aol SRt BY] off. o2t AR
H] 50 *J‘”%liiﬂi}ﬂ Aol vA= FFel disty F7HES o=
o] 59 FE|A AAAE Ys| 1A} 3tct. E35], Abraham and Katz (1986), Davis
?4; Lw;usq WSk Fpao] wEelA Zldlshe A7lWEN 4
e o] 2g¥ER A7 YA A =

A7) S et} 2 o5}

e
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2. 2ARY
7} LilenQ| B2 0|=71d ¥
Lilien (1982)°] - 0§ 7}4& th& Barro (1977)9] Well 4 Suraict.
UR, = f(UR,_, X,) 0

oA71M UR, = HAYE, X, T8 545 Hetdl= Wolth Barro (1977)

€ A X SR SV T8 49 diZlReE ARSI
A
-

Lilien®] H.E o]E7}42 o1& 4] (2)9F )
UR, = f(UR,_,, X, 0,) )

7| A o= A HEH Sa3ZA0] WolS o]t}

ARl REdwa g 270l Wolrl ARSE wEARS npEy o] Zr)s)
o2 AAES ZFAZITh Lilien (1982) AZE Ao AY] HEH 14 =7}
£ o] g3l Wol A5rE REY =aZA0] Wo| g,0] AL MR ALS3}
Act. 183l X F B Bl gist /gl 932 A 245a AL ukst
t}. Barro (1977)2] Ao A= 7| @20 tiate] dAtE|x] oo Eslef Zv}
2 2o 283t} Lilieno] HE o]E7Mdof digt AZEA meo g 4]
(3)3} 2t

k k k
UR, = pu+ Y ¢,UR,_+ 20X, + NLL +u, 3)

i=1 i=0 i=0

of7|4 LI Lilien A|5p00]0] APz 2A 0] 3 44 HEHEE Uehbi
0% ol 4w

Lt HIHZ/X| oidets 2

Ao} Agle] AL ekl WHlela] B EA] Fag
Wk 3lal @It} Davis and Haltiwanger (1992)0] &J5}H =gA|ol A #Y
olgolAl A E A% AHRe) f3 §ES Axel) A Ei
79} % o] 2t} Blanchard and Diamond (1989)2] H|¥2]A] uj&] S

o (=
|
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H, = am(U, V,) 4)

AZIA Ue FA(EE A%, Ve FAEE ¥ dAE), 293 B Al
YE(EE= GRS =it A 34=of tle] Blanchard and Diamond (1989)=
%4F9] Cobb-Douglass AIARe} 28 B4S Zrckn Fgsiged), B a

IHE olE Wt AABEAT L, A £ A 0,9 Toz el 4
glon the Al ()9 2.

d

Ly =E,+ U, Q)

A Qe Kk AP ddel Aok wl Qxke v, aeln o) dae g
o gom vehd 4 Qlon) e 4 @7 2, HAe T AW AU 2
Pop gonz thg 4 (o] HYdrk

K =F+V+] ©)

F,=E, (7

dE, = am(U, V,) = m B, —qE, ®)

o714 g o|2B, mi AAFHQ Aol HAYAAQ] HAo] B SHEolch. 4l
gL Y ST o2 HlAAE QXY F7Hs FelelA ole
wAAIeh W ARk v, o iRk B ok A (99 2tk

o ﬁ,J

av,= —am(U, V) — myV, + m L, + qF, )

S

8l QAeE Fol: o &3 AAOR uhl T7] &
2Ack A (- ol8ste] 4 ®)-0)F Aelshd Aw ¥ el kg 4
(10) 2 (103} o] ek 4= giek.

dU, = —am(U;, V,) + (zg+q) (L, = U;) (10)
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av, = _am([]t’Vvt)_(7r0+7r1)V7-,‘+(q_7T1)(Lt_U'L‘)+7T1[(t (11)

Aol W AT Ha) Al vAe G HiHE A o)
A3rre] SWollA AwEy ot ok A4, AR wskE Al 2
o] BlYAA Q] Ao m uiHHA HAoA Ao o] Felo] SoluEA

A oz o]ge] F7I7F YEtr] wiEge] o]
ok =4, o2 9 F7k= ¥l gAY St
FEe] Srkstd Wl dAE ] vt o
© aves =2sith vl A

logH, = ji+ Bilog Uy + Bylog V, + ALT, + u, (12)

Ct. Kuznets 7} 2 Baumol &1t 2

Y,=BY, 1+ +BY, ,tu (13)

47| Y, =GR, ,AUR,, LL | (GR,: BAIRAE, UR,: A%, LI: Lilien
A|42)0] AL, uy, = (uyy  ugy, ug, )= innovation W E]S YERHTE

2hH, Kuznets 7H43} Baumol G35 4w 7| fiste] Unbz|el HAET A
FES AEA BAE U= Okund] H2E& 7|Rte g st th 4] (14)9F

otk

ftjo n
>

e my

k
GR,=v+ pAUR, + Y, (LI, + kKBI +e, (14)
i=0

5) &4 dAE MLz R Y A& 5 e dAGurplus)7t FHQ gE e A AT LAl At
Zol x| 2 +EEh %A ¢S Lol Job destruction = Job separation IS 3|
A AFEE Ao et
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AN GR+= BAEE, UR+ AAES 242 Uetdt. 53] ABL+= o
2 A (15)%} Zo] A%+ Kuznets-Baumol XK BL)E 2|n|3tc}.

KBIL = Y w;, (Alogw,,)® (15)

j=1

filo

ATH wyte AV REO MEUR(EL FABF 6)2), AL A2 A4
242} pehdieh. Kumets 7Hdo] Agatthel Ak pazgom Aakdol &
wom Age] AuA7} o] Tl WA KuzetsBaumol A5(KBL)S| A4

[e]
ST oL

o Az

(H9] F& Zkal o]i= GDP A& =ol= 217t 2 Zoltt. WItE Baumol &
ol oJstH AbdFEgor PAo] W Fimos Ao A7t o] Fof
A|H A Kuznets-Baumol Z|4x(KBL)2] A4= F(-)Q] ¢k ZaL o]= GDP A%
& FEshe 5ikE veRd Aotk

3. B4

5o ojgt Aol P 24
A 233} Beveridge T = Az
o Axetgith. o, 9k ARl g ulel Zo] Abraham and Katz
(1986), Davis (1987) 5-o] A &gt nje} o] Abdtx9] ¥al7t A7 5ol ¢

-
FHL Y 5 b AL PAstel, AWES AdE ww & Qb

o
9|1_[

—

=
Threshold Regression(TR) ® &2 -85} ).
B Ao Alg%+= Threshold Regression(TR) ®&-& th2 2] (16)7} Zth

Y = 9,19%[(% = ’Y) + 9,2%[((]1, > 7) +u, (16)

o714 I(- )= AAFolH ¢+ F7|HES Wgdhe AEwaelh

Hansen (2000)0]41<} Zo] A7 W 4= 22|& A Bhalog Aol
o|Fojth AEHIWE B4t FHE o]F AFRYPo] HER HFPO| AL
2AFHE 485t A7

471 A& AAode ve AFTHEY qEvHE S AR

Hy:0,=0, against H, :0, =0, 17)



A7) Aol st gelA AR B 17k AR AR st AL Al
O RIS WAL ol AMEA g B4E EgSte] EEA RS
g glck. ofo] thste] 4 EAFORE Sup—Fo} Ave—F& AHE

Y YA pghe THORA B7] 2] g

9‘L
li]
o)
=2
S5
o =
1
|
>
m
£
7

= 47] 95t 4tg FEE AR AR HY AR
2 e TS BAFAAL"A kel
L Ad 249 57 ARo|n FE 717HE 1960 157]~2018W
4+7l°ll‘+ %1 HEE HY AR AAZEATRAL AR} AAGA T2
At o5 YTt Amoln FAH A kit AARE <
5/\}94 ®=E2 717J% 1982 7€~2019d 8Holm ALPFA| =5 A= 2009
649~2019 7Ho|tt. AFAA T RA JRe A FEEE ERF7F Algsto]
T2 aE ST A& HolAN Al 7]7ko] FhobA ARdA s
AL AARE AREShE HIH A A ok A9 285kt
Lilien®] R ol s7HdolA= A& 3k HeE ARgRth AS24 o
A AREEE ARE 20009 187]~20184W 457 271 ARo|w =23 7
ASAXNER L A ARE ARSI 12a AR HEL AeE 27
flsto] 4ty FE A AEE ARSI
s 2] 2] iy g5 F45H7] 95t AMEE ARe 18R ALgAIEH
A Algste 2, A, AE Amolth ol AR 7|7 20021 2€~2019¢
8¥olm UYt ARE AMESIRITE o]9f T AMAIl=FE AL AFROA ¥ A
A, g, SAA T AL B ARE ol&sto] WA s AFAsk
< AdE 23 AP‘éiﬂ SERALY] AlF 717 20099 6€~20191 7Ho]
o AFQA SARE g e R steg AAZE T2 A o] tE A
Al olE ARY AE A=
Kuznets 7}43} Baumol &3E AZ3}7] €5l GDP AAED AAELS A}
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8310 o]5L 20009 187120189 487] B71 AueA fEed 245
AzReld Fohedch D3 ARy REW AME A2E Agste] Akl Tavs)
A5E Qu AYTEZY] GDP A BAS ZPstech

<Figure 1>& 7} AbQ] 30| QAT Tgoq AA|He HF] Weks vyt
Wik -4, (Figure l-a)eli= GDPTu] AR5 A% u]%50] Zol7} Al o]
oltt. ol Almmu 10609t 40%0] Tohs 4 HlFS UEhl 59 REe
A4 Zha FolB R, Auls REo] uFe 19703 olF PEd F
Fohe ol mart. Xﬂiﬂﬂ SO HZS 19601-19904] B4 Zrjet @
7 197090 Fukols AxY AE0) HlFo] o AEO) uFE
A A e WA b, ALY R 4 vEe

7] o1% AAEE wae melt:

(Figure 1) Changes in Industrial Composition of Output and Employment

(Figure 1-a)
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Agriculture ====Manufacturing — * Service

(Figure 1-by 7} Abe) 320 A7k A3 AYAA A she H15o)
FO1E HoAFAL Q. olF AHEY, 9 29 18 HFT2 (Figure 1-a)9]
GDP dfe] A4 254 2 u%g 58 dehfol A%y e
o|Z uYehdict wiH 1L BZ=S 19709 30% SZol|A] 2017
W 70% 5271R] 123| Z74skant Az e ALl 1970~80W T Z7H4E
2 25k0] 1989 AHH(SF 28%)S 7|23 & Yuldt ZANS SRl BES

woli gleh.

2 Ao H5A Atz wE 4l
BAs] Yejai ATz sk Agsiet
Qo] Wadjth  olE  9ste]  AMFATA  AAE  Lilien A5
Michaely-Stoikov A5 AJAFSHe] Atz W3S AWHb2 2619

A, Lilien (1982) A= SH7P7HA(EBe FiL8, $4t=)2] ol vl 5f
T AR FIPHR (B 11§, AFE) WE0] o= AEQIAE HAY] FH
= uofsto] o & Atz Wisk® SAstalAl sk WHAlC R tha A (18)3 &
o] AAFET

x,
Ll = [Z%(Alogxﬁ—AlogXt)Q]l/Q (18)

A71H z,e A jO BAM(EE HAA 4, AEW), X2 FERIEA
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(i A AU 5 SRS Yehioh 2E AR Y deky
(= HYA 5 WBHE, A2 WBkR)o] FHIPEN MR (EL Fug wehe,
Bk skt 2o Lien A 03F ek Y ARleE $AHA
1=
5

MS1, = Z|w7t Wit —1 (19)

j=1

m

MSL, = Z wy )] (20)

AZIM wy = j AMdS] RIS (B 8, AEbS)s vt

Michaely-Stoikov A|<== 03} 1 Ato]o] gher 7P7ﬂ Hed, 2 Ae F7t
A Bl (Ee 80T, AREHE)e] AR FF 0 HERdHE
2 QoA F7H, 18 U A SHe] ARE o gafe] AdTx sl
Aot FAXH SR Lilien 2|42} Michaely-Stoikov A& +-5l+= H|o]
67 Ak RS 2770 AFY) FEF ARS gl A BERY A9
E Eold, BY, Az, W hASE, AHd, ANAY o) Aoz
Heh 223 4k ASE SEFE Aol sHAAY, FY, A= 137
&, A7) 7k, A4, Arladd 107 dFe= AE 2770 A B2
o FAHL
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(Figure 4) Structural Change in Service Industry (Value Added)
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AAAES] Asor oo sk Qlth

Lilien (1982) ml= A4 HojE AYGES] Med Avtad F7k= A
%9] H3lo| A v]ZeS H it oo thsle] Abraham and Katz (1984, 1986)=
Lilien A7} S48 A AHHAS 23 AUES] HE2 T8 Wl
71QIgt e = Lilien A|47F AWsts -2 A gdrte 4L shlth 121

Davis (1987)+= Lilien 7}Xd0] 7 7|H52] Are]of

o
(i
i)

(e
off
_\:‘_l‘
d o

Mol st ARz gT AYe] BAL 3] Yol Ag 71z
o] %7] BAT|o oA A7) BIFUAAL LolABR H7AEFS] Ay
of weh ARITREYI AU AL ch2A vebd & ok

A 2 AR AT AEA A R AR ) AY

Eo| $7Fh= Fol5 WEhlIL Utk 19979 <j2h$)7]
715 AoewA Argatxet § gak WA A=
A 22 HekE F3lsHA Hich

Lilien (1982)2] 7HAo]| tste] AAAAL a2 Agste] BAs a4 519
o} ZkR9] 7|7k AYE AR7F FH 7hsg 1990 157]~2018W 42 7]0|H
271 ARE ARSI Aol 1997 Qekeirlol o3t FFks why
20009 127]~2018'd 471l dheh =43} 245 oFglek. Akl A2
AbEshedl o] 7IZE AR AR A=V SESHA FoEE GDP A 4l
Hoy A2 215 E 7] 22 Lilien X428 Fagdch 183, Barro (1977)8 uha}
T8 $AL FTACIHEA 2 S8 MshE o]&sto] AdENsl=
b, ol& flIste] M2 FaradE FASHATE EA A AR EE 2 W
= AE, Lilien A5, F5HCINEA 42 k] W3} 3719 #geoliL
olg Ame T BASAA LT AN Fok

olA|, X ArE o] &3dte] ohA T .2%o A AHAIGE Lilien 21 4] 3)&
FAsg =], 1 Avte oS <Table 1>3 Zth,

=
e} 20089 =28 69
H s

Oll
ol
£

|

r

7) T3 B Fste] BIY TUHE ANE FEL AAEA ¥ FRESE Efsts Barro (1977)
o AL T AALR] AR 2FE TPIEIGIH. & Aol oleke B M2 A3 F9E, Ad
GDP, o|Z-&2 FAHE A7|dFUAE WYste g AAE B VECME 0|83t Fal
8 e e ol s Al Ad M2 SR, Ad a5, $ERHE *‘4 2N A=
7B BAE A 40}7] 9]3}o] Johansen (1988)2] A7|#d HAL HAslglidl, Al W4 7Ho=
A7) FEEAT BAEHE AoR BHEgh 24H B Pk FJr 7”:}

M, = 1.427085 Y, — 0.120027r, — 3.540892 + w,
(0.15527)  (0.06284)

ok M EEA, ¥ ARAS, 32 Uehid,
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(Table 1) Estimation of Lilien Equation (Linear Model)
coefficient S.E. t—stat p—value
constant 1.0022 0.2053 4.8806 0.0000
Ll 3.9715 2.7802 1.4285 0.1578
Ll -3.0176 2.8730 -1.0503 0.2973
L, 3.4542 2.7484 1.2568 0.2132
DMR, -8.0584 2.8408 -2.8367 0.0060
DMR, 1.3863 2.9790 0.4654 0.6432
DMR, , -0.9886 2.8884 -0.3423 0.7332
U,_, 0.6113 0.1217 5.0223 0.0000
U, 0.0742 0.0945 0.7850 0.4352
R? 0.7573 AlC -0.4572
Log Lik 26.3739 BIC -0.1812
D.W. 1.8747 LM 2.8955[0.0624]

Note: L stands for Lilien index, DMPR, monetary shock, and U, unemployment rate,
respectively.

o1F v Ry, AYF] thstel F7] Lilien 52 At H() $5E b

gl who] A7) Lilien 21520 A4 $()9) $52 e glo]
2 ehon] Aol foNE B4 e AoR B
ok 3, AFREGe] e TR WS AYEe] vIAE A7) wfl
dhotol Wald 43& e w ot ghe 2% goich webd § By

=

i
N
N
Ku)
B
t
ol
ot
2
lo

4 ATE Hom ARITEEAC G2 AYITE W ABe fot
G wlH T Yok BESHE AL ofHy eIk thyk, BakEAe) Apt
ROY REE e gov] FYFOR e, ot EA % F
sh32o] AYF] F() WAEOT G wXE ACRA Baro (1977)9] 2
et Bt H7] AABE] AL GRS Holtd] o AFo] A4
2 2] oz mel

S, Davis (1987) 5ol A4 uhe o] Al F2EH e 47]%8 o
gEAel 44 Ued Hs Aol dlrk. AT, A4 A%7Igke] A7) gl
L gobn 4] SRl dojAt B4 telE AL ATREY
Agle] PAZE 718 o] whet chaA bt 4 9ge AN Ro®
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4 Ak oleet Me ol whgstr] fiste] A ARt Ao
UAZE A71HE it e JE4E 2A=AE Tofstr] $137F Threshold 4
< AABHATES I ks thg <Table 2>9F k. A4 A= AdEd b4 2
o| A Sup-F EA L 4.57(p-7k 0.0059)2 Threshold &1}7} §-2]5HS e
Ave-F SAFS A&stole Lilien WA= v o] fFolatA Uehdtt.
Jeia2 GDP 4= A& A&stlom dAZ T p-gh2 10,0008 FEXAED
%) ukE A3 Eto] L5l wheba, Davis (1987)7) E43t ule} 7ho] 22
AN = A2z AP AT A7IHE] i AE AEHE A=
2o wohEt

ol#|3t A¥E WO Lilien 2o s 4] (16)°]4] A|AJ¥E Threshold 3|
ALY F40e HAsA e I Aib= <Table 3>3} It} GDP 4H& 7S A

(Table 2) Testing for Threshold Effect
Statistics p-value 5% c.v.
lag = 0 Sup-F 4.1877 0.1009 4.9642
Ave-F 2.3345 0.0340 2.1433
B Sup-F 3.6238 0.0909 4.1175
lag = 1 Ave-F 1.8748 0.0540 1.8944
lag — 2 Sup-F 4.5678 0.0059 3.3294
Ave-F 1.5930 0.0172 1.3020
_ Sup-F 2.8546 0.0667 2.9737
lag =3 Ave-F 0.6425 0.0827 0.7483
B Sup-F 2.0677 0.2506 2.7999
lag = 4 Ave-F 0.1877 0.2487 0.4774
B Sup-F 2.4146 0.1145 2.8018
lag =3 Ave-F 0.2791 0.0617 0.3095
lag = 6 Sup-F 2.9545 0.0356 2.7867
Ave-F 0.3447 0.0153 0.2063
8) & Fo] 4] (3)o] FAat Liliend] 25 o] E7Hd AlZ=HA malof thal] Hansen (2000)2] Threshold =
P =41 AHE P‘ﬁf‘%

k k
UR:“+E¢iUR—i+Zd’iXt—i"'E)‘zL[t—z"'ut 3)
i=1 i=o0 i=0

olo] whet Al (3)9] AR k(=0, 1., 6)°] Tl SupF EAE, AveF EALT p-ghS Tt
0) w 2N A4e] MEE AIC 7|Z0) w22 sk hit, F22d o] AdH 1 o
o] A7lo] AH Uehd 247} Qo] A7) AXE EWY Bae mejs] B 2w k. olo] x4
2 o) 24e 2 A7 A5 HrpEgom Qs fFAR] det Ayl AstEs EATL BA
sfo] 1 qlo] B AT)A MRSl AT



g slglon] 1= WAl o Threshold Mg Z4ailrt. B 4
£ 000011712 ZgEgon A 19 S5 0432408 AE] 29] HEE
0567601tk 4te] 194 Lilien x|4:2] A4 9.89% 2AE|glon] golsith. A
7] Lilien X|420] A4 Al2F 1o]4 -8.24, A%} 2014 9.060]8] BL% §-9]5}t}.
et A 2014 Lilien A4:0] At o3k S wol#] gkt o) A
2z240] #7)48 Fro) we AYge] v
, A7)%% ML Lilien #57} A

=
of Al Pz o] AdEo] AR Je nA Wl A7|S ol A
A FrEA o] AE S8 GRS nAA g Ao Belth g, F5
A9 Agt A 1ML Fo5 ghon] AE 204 RO H5E 2w
Fo3he by, ol Lilien 4o vioiz 27|34 Sel A 3154
o] Aol folFk QS vl 4 9o ofujsith ol AuE FEY 4
718710l AWEE A TaREA ] e A TR Weks A Se 24

(Table 3) Threshold Regression of Lilien Equation
State 1: ¢, <~ State 2: g, > vy
coefficient S.E. p-value coefficient S.E. p-value
constant 0.3344 0.3121 0.2884 1.1088 0.2228 0.0000
Ll 9.8941 3.6786 0.0093 0.3368 3.1337 0.9148
LI, -8.2407 3.9072 0.0393 1.2414 2.9819 0.6787
Li_, 9.0619 3.3092 0.0082 -2.3889 3.3674 0.4809
DMR, -1.9700 4.5993 0.6700 -10.7845 3.0154 0.0007
DMR, 1.2138 4.9965 0.8089 1.1771 2.9766 0.6940
DMR, , 7.5170 4.5502 0.1039 -2.7508 2.8015 0.3302
U 0.0873 0.1979 0.6607 0.6031 0.1327 0.0000
U, 0.7762 0.2073 0.0004 0.0728 0.0972 0.4568
ol 0.00012 - - 0.00012 - -
Plg <) 0.4324 Plg, > ) 0.5676
R? 0.8661 AIC -0.8154
Log Lik 48.9889 BIC -0.2634

D.W. 1.7155 LM 1.3418 [0.2696]
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2. Adt=2A4Y Wiy 514

SAFE7] olF mEAg] Uehhs 2o @A0R Hd 48 Hed
Aggol A F7He FolZ Uehim gtk 2§ Ao ofstE 17
Bl Qo] uste] Aol F77h FeskA mal

Hl-go] Ha} Folx|aL §low
o= "R FAHo] $Z0 & o]gdt= AFE U=l mFAglA
o]

o},

Hl dxpe|eb Adxte] #AQl dxje] ufA] o] mgAo] stEEiaeS =3t
o} AZEA e 18 eFE T8AE 191, 2], & X}i% AFI A =5
Gz} R4 P %

S~

tﬂ
HE W belel i Aol B Hlel Gen] 22 el A 4
5o 7o) B0 AL UT BEL AT AAYF Telth AL eFYx

B8 AR AR AAE S AT RAL]

A AR A AYAE o2 B
AAGEATS 2k webd AYAEFARAL ARE AT Y §5

Aol A B e Wk
B oA el THL ol gsle] AYTREY| W Sast FHe
WA A B A Ao thste] BAshIA Sk WiHel T W LA
2](Vacancy)2} 419 (Unemployment)®] THAZA] w=5Age] vj% EEHE 574
sk d AHGE YL B9, A TERYOR uEE A P2H Aol F7b
F5E wEAG Y B0 HolEA Hmel] FHe SHo o3}
L AL Btk AFH 240 AgEE WueA WY gt e 2t
H =p+p,U+B,V,+ALL +u, (21)

A7 A H= A%, U AQEE ), Ve § dAE(EE Fe)old m
T B2 HgE A&k 28 Li = AT 2S5k Lilien A&
oJm| gttt

Ao AR EE Aae AHE, W A, AR SAREY] B AR T
A4 Fetdlom Aol A BAZEEARlA Al *}‘”Zﬂiia‘z
Apel Apm7b AlEEHE 717H 20099 69~20199 70| EE o] HA] 7|7k
= SHth ARdFE2Ae Kok Lilien A4 AR BEE SARSE 712
2 A=

<Table 4>o]= W[ 2| A] WjA Gl tfste] IHEAE Foto] =4 2
£ YEFWH LT Model 18] 7o AA(0)2] Alg~= 0.148, A



Rall

rr
08
09

ot % FFW S8 At 4

Al 2=t
WEel) BANe] PR g Sheg oudic Ao
F2xel ol e 4
(%] FzolH

0.1280]] §o|gL Holx] g
S S |
T TS
Jol Wolx 7 gl

o] o]FolAL
Qo o AR 2ASH AA)
it ¥t Lilien X429 A
ol oJsto] kmF A aed

[e))]
=

o

gofstet. weha ArgT
2 ofnjgict.
= Model 13} ]|

[e]
s e 9e

Model 29] =
243} Aot} Lilien x|4:9] A<=

ARo| A= H()9 2o 10% 2
g

=

=2 T10

]

Sk
Aua hehdeh skl zzgel oie
sfo] 2A3keL0
A AGA

oM ofsiet AT
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e
ol A A ol SN RDNE WA TA ] EFto]
s F()e] FEoln §
[eXe) _/;1% Z
ol 1 a0k Fie] W

oJste}. X9
20| ool A Ao} 2
BEHL BolmPor Ago| Fhadhs
W2 Lilien R|=¢} 317 Michaely-Stoikov A|<=(MSDHE
o 1 A¥ke Lilien A59f A th24] 39tk #Ee2b= o]
ol tfste] 24 %H Newey-West =440 2 L3}t A Lgof ofst _%xé
ANM= Addt ¥ Ao FAAF7E FolshA] ke Lilien A2 A4
R(-)o] $52 Uhehlinl folstr)
<Table 5> A= W e]#] mjZ F<=of tisto] Threshold 324 S F3}o
4% A% Bolch Az 4SS Agetgon 1= gheR &
(Table 4) Estimation of Beveridge Matching Equation
Model 1 Model 2
coefficient S.E. p-value coefficient S.E. p-value
constant 9.9760 2.1523 0.0000 10.7963 2.1659 0.0000
U, 0.1480 0.1896 0.4365 0.1045 0.1833 0.5696
V 0.1283 0.1679 0.4463 0.1187 0.1610 0.4625
L -11.7856 5.0223 0.0206 -10.2610 4.4543 0.0230
RDI, - -12.9245 7.0759 0.0703
R? 0.2602 0.2842
Log Lik 91.4119 93.4137
AlIC -1.4448 -1.4613
BIC -1.3524 -1.3458
D.W. 0.5153 0.5607
Alatstgetl, A2zl oFt X 1t 1§ WsE vehdc

10) =9} FojA] ejo) Mg 7| 2R
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AE Ee s 340%0|th AE 19 SES 32.231%0| AE 29 FHES
67.769%°]ct. el 104 AA(0)9 A= 0.73722 {-ofstr}. T2yt Bl LA}
(N9 Alees FO)Y Fa25 Btk AddEe] AALAEN IH7E AH 10
Ao s o Yo F(-) FFE UEHAL dtkar siAE Tk AdE 10fA
Lilien A9 A= F(-)2 FolARtE 8o F2f3t d&d= vAA] =t
FH 20049 AA(D)e A= 078002 Folsh Bl AR (V)9] Age=
0.2150]t}. o]+ Blanchard and Diamond (1989)2} o] w|H ] A 3];}74]/&}0] TE
o tfgt 4~2]EH(Constant Returns to Scale)S UElH L U2
204 BHT W 5 S0t BE Ago] H(He] AFS nlAch 4
B 20| 4] Lilien 2|4=9] Al4== -15.1530& Tr,]o}r,} whapA Ak
sko] o] A3} sjavl F7rd R e o 0] wiY assdol d
o gke HH A A4S &%*%15353@01] w502 olFsh=s A¥e UE
W

(Table 5) Threshold Regression of Beveridge Matching
State 1: ¢, <« State 2: ¢, > vy
coefficient S.E. p-value coefficient S.E. p-value
constant 6.1989 1.9568 0.0020 0.2089 3.4102 0.9513
U, 0.7364 0.1691 0.0000 0.7800 0.1935 0.0001
V; -0.2344 0.0963 0.0165 0.2147 0.1196 0.0754
Ll -0.4293 2.4537 0.8614 -15.1531 6.8448 0.0289
v 3.40 - - 3.40 - -
Plg, <) 0.3223 Pq, > ) 0.6776
R? 0.5315 AIC -1.8356
Log Lik 119.0539 BIC -1.6507
D.W. 1.0425
(Table 6) Testing for Threshold Effect
Statistics p-value 5% c.v.
Unemployment Rate Sup-F 16.3612 0.0000 3.9323
Ave-F 6.4908 0.0000 1.9767
Sup-F 4.1761 0.0700 4.4595

Output Ga
P P Ave-F 2.4052 0.0147 1.9204
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<Table 6> W2 BA o] thste] Abeprzo] utet ulAGAo] Lrehi

A AT Avtolch AHMARE HABT 4E AL sttt AABS A
B St SupF EATL 16361, AveF BAHS 64912 AR Ho| §

O3he Wolth 4FE S NS S SupF EATS 10% §o5zel A,
Ave-F BARL 5% Fol4EA HAGAC] foskAl Lrehidth 4HE e 4
QYAAL Uxh 2o HP DS A §ste] Taldch A AS s slol
WlEE) ) BANS 2 A G4 Aol weh AdFRE 0] REAY
A Bl WXL Eit BEA et Buoldh AYES AgusE
sho] 245 Ans BT
SR DA FQl, TA, G 5 0GB ARZ ALgIte] dH e
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(Table 7) Estimation of Beveridge Matching
Model 1 Model 2
coefficient S.E. p-value | coefficient  S.E. p-value
constant -4.3533 0.3731  0.0000 -4.1697  0.4030  0.0000
U 1.0420 0.0829  0.0000 1.0189 0.0846  0.0000
V 0.2223 0.0755  0.0036 0.2350 0.0758  0.0022
Ll -3.0070 23090  0.1943 -1.1823  2.6425 0.6550
RDI, - - - -9.7818  7.6957  0.2051
Phillips-Ouliaris test -7.7134 - 0.0000 -7.7163 - 0.0000
Engle-Granger test -4.2257 - 0.0413 -4.2157 - 0.0931
R? 0.9610 0.9615
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HH 2 2] A Aotk HEAS SAsk7] fiste] HWHE A Wiy s S
gkl 42 Zatol] tisto] Tl FAS Atk 2R MRS SHs= W
O &2 Phillips-Ouliaris 741} Engle-Granger A4S Z-835}% 0w Zxjof ofjsh
DI FhAo] FZE o RN Ao HgAe FEals AnE wart
<Table 8> A= wj % Fho=ol 4 Aol ute} A%=o] o] tha7) vehsx]
A oEAS AR Avolth. AHEsRE UAEY 4E B A8
FE S AFAAAEA] ol Tisto] HP Z ¥ sto] FLsigich AAES AH
H42 31 Sup-F SAFS 8.743, Ave-F ZAT2 43392 A &Aoo &
ogts Helrh 4t= S ez shH Sup-F AR Ave-F SAFS 5%
fFolazol A A oEAel S5k Uedth o5& SR sho] 34
gt w3 ke AEol wet AbgFERA 0]l =EAE A aedel nA= &
Bt kA Vb ee merk
(Table 8) Testing for Threshold Effect
Statistics p-value 5% c.v.
Unemployment Rate Sup-F 8.7430 0.0000 3.5546
Ave-F 4.3387 0.0000 1.8573
Output Gap Sup-F 4.2860 0.0298 3.9054
Ave-F 2.1660 0.0265 1.9100
(Table 9) Threshold Regression of Beveridge Matching 1
State 1: ¢, <« State 2: ¢, > vy
coefficient S.E. p-value coefficient S.E. p-value
constant -4.3841 0.2680 0.0000 -3.8751 0.4051 0.0000
U, 0.9896 0.0606 0.0000 1.0879 0.0843 0.0000
V; 0.2808 0.0521 0.0000 0.1168 0.0891 0.1911
Ll -3.5956 1.4960 0.0171 4.2261 2.8873 0.1448
y 0.0096 - - 0.0096 - -
Pg, <) 0.7830 Plg, >7) 0.2169
R? 0.9634 AlIC -1.6723
Log Lik 185.2743 BIC -1.5457
D.W. 0.8679
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(Table 10) Threshold Regression of Beveridge Matching 2
State 1: ¢, < State 2: ¢, > vy
coefficient S.E. p-value coefficient S.E. p-value
constant -3.6211 0.2806 0.0000 -5.0297 0.2986 0.0000
U, 1.0296 0.0565 0.0000 1.0799 0.0732 0.0000
V 0.1713 0.0550 0.0021 0.2373 0.0637 0.0003
L1 -1.6913 2.0952 0.4205 -2.5444 1.5796 0.1088
vy 3.50 - - 3.50 - -
Plg, <) 0.4952 Plq, > ) 0.5047
R? 0.9672 AlC -1.7839
Log Lik 197.0953 BIC -1.6572
D.W. 0.9993
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(Figure 6) Impulse Response Analysis
Generalized Impulse Response
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(Table 11) Block—Exogeneity Testing
Statistics p-value Statistics p-value
LI= AY 9.2923 0.0256 AU= AY 0.6741 0.8793
AY= AU 11.3677 0.0099 LI= AU 9.6733 0.0216
AY= LI 14.3402 0.0025 AU= LI 15.2420 0.0016
(Figure 7) Variance Decomposition
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(Table 12) Kuznets Effect on GDP Growth
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
coefficient S.E. coefficient S.E. coefficient S.E.
constant  0.9376"" 0.0965 0.2469 0.3198 0.7476" 0.2853
AT, -0.7986" 0.4424 & -0.8047 0.4323 -0.9858™  0.3676
Ll - - 2.0135 11.3991 -12.6533 9.5224
LI_, - - -7.8567 12.4405 -9.3354 9.9105
Ll_, - - 36.410377  11.5330  27.6134™7  9.4549
KBI, - - - - 9.7281"" 1.8352
R? 0.0421 0.1706 0.4111
Log Lik -93.4683 -87.9972 -74.9792
AlC 2.5123 2.4472 2.1310
BIC 2.5736 2.6006 2.3150
D.W. 1.8473 1.8878 1.9854

Note: *** ** * means coefficient is significant at 1%, 5%, 10% respectively.
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(Table 13) Threshold Effect in Kuznets Effect
Statistics p-value 5% c.v.
Sup-F 2.9332 0.1290 3.5980
Unemployment Rate
Ave-F 1.7563 0.0625 1.8301
Sup-F 5.6711 0.0044 3.9372
Output Gap
Ave-F 4.0668 0.0001 1.8946
(Table 14) Threshold Regression of Kuznets Effect
State 1: ¢, <1« State 2: ¢, > v
coefficient S.E. p-value coefficient S.E. p-value

constant 0.599759 0.318742 0.0644 0.593806  0.390642  0.1334
AU, -1.387647 0.489767 0.0062 -0.367192  0.473617  0.4410

L -3.892832 12.63595 0.7590 12.15817  12.48360  0.3338
LL 3.340742 13.19361 0.8009 -13.20206  11.00863 0.2349
Ll _, 10.37264 12.20560 0.3986 22.49202  12.69301 0.0812

KDBI, 24.77584 3.508349 0.0000 3.151826  2.061861 0.1313

v 0.00083 - - 0.00083 - -
Plg <) 0.5135 Plg, > ) 0.4865
R’ 0.620016 AlC 1.850945
Log Lik -58.33593 BIC 2.218956
D.W. 1.921935
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Effects of Industrial Restructuring

on Employment and Growth

Byeongseon Seo*, Taekyung Kim""

In this research, we explore the effects of changes in industrial structure due to
industrial restructuring on employment and growth in the Korean economy. To that
end, we first investigate the impact of industrial restructuring on employment
through Lilien’s sectoral shift hypothesis, considering the dependence of industrial
restructuring on business cycles. As a result of the analysis, we find that changes
in the industrial structure have exerted a short-term effect of increasing
unemployment, and that the effects of industrial restructuring are even greater during
the economic downturn period. In light of these points, Lilien’s sectoral shift
hypothesis seems to be valid in Korea. Next, we examine the effect of industrial
restructuring on economic growth in Korea by analyzing which one, between the
Kuznetz hypothesis and the Baumol effect, is dominant. Empirical results reveal
that the mid- to long-term effect of industrial restructuring on GDP growth is
significant, which is in accordance with the Kuznets hypothesis, where resource
allocation along with industrial restructuring to sectors with high productivity spurs

economic growth.
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