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2 o7 WHEH0| K|zt ASARIO| OfHEt YES DIXSKIS AESHIR of= SHO2 OECD RIS
of aiig E7h Lf K7t AS 2R HEE Baket KR HE294 SHDHS 018510) 2AS MAIGKAC,
BAuA01 X7t AS2RIC| SRO| 2t WYL A KZF ASHRIO| DIX|= 0|2 b REE W] UG4S MY
2 27} MEEHEO| B XU ASHRS B0/ 2T} UOH 55| ATt ASZAT} 2 FS HHOR 2
CF STNOIRHE AHIS SHOIGHCE 019 B XILFRO| MRl AN F28 S2is eS| MU AN YR
NS X242t ASAAS Astotot] YN YES DIXIN XIS AS2AT} 2 X0 HTHOR 227t
QU= HOR LIENS(TE 0[] BH5H XXITHIS] MRITZ0IA KN HISS £0l= SEIO MASHMNYLH2)2
Xlefzt ASZHRIO| 2HAOl YoS 017 2O LERON, 55| X2t ASHRD} O 2 Xl NTixoz
2SIl G O 2 OB LIERICE O[2(3 2T NYLHO| XAZE ASHRO) IRl FoH= BR2IIS
of ASZA} HRAte| YX|0) W2 02 (heterogeneous)0|H, EAXOl W3l RF 20 294517 28
S B8 WYEHO| K|t ASZZ 210| DIRI= Edistributional effect)S 243 BRI} USS Lit
W, Ol2f3t ZTHS HIZOR R2|Lizto| MEEH £H Al X2t ASZRISL BRAGI0] D23 WLt QU= HA
PS

M AAFES HMAISHAIC

FH|O: XXX, WE2H, XH2 254X, 2R, EE s 2|1 H2Y

AIA Zr=ol A= AlAIS} ZE3}E 293} 5 ARRHSEE Qs BHA 9] AR SR 20
A grajsto], Aol AU UGS o] Yt AlHHEdo] thFohAl FRH AL vk AR
A, FEwd 192 A EES 2= Aujon, AR A< +=o17] HsiA=
PgEdol Hote] AP EEo] rfE oo By AL UTh(EHaS, 2009). sie] F8=]
M oju] AWEEe] dgoz A YHYEH(fiscal decentralization)o] FHE|IL ]S H(Oates,

1993; Timi, 2005; Arzaghi & Henderson, 2005; /=€ 2], 2008; &3] 2], 2011) vpR7HA| &2 -2

* & AT 20169 & A AYAA Y] SHAM v oA TR =22 - Y

<t
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2 RN, H21H X3S

Getol A A st o) AR Tist alo] A& o] gk AR AESES &
ol7] 918 AFAEA O] HIFS 19.24%2 BAL, AR TARFALS 223171 919 2010
WRE 7120 FulAeh AIANE Fulste] APLSAR AHBSHOH, FAQl BT A ]
592 AUCE SHe A2HAE EYSHe 5 AHEA IS 95 1S o] o] Rolx| 1

QItH&E3|E 2], 2011; ©]93F 9], 2009).

HH st o 2= 5t Y EAY A 9 F7HEA A TS thekdt AEo] XY
=0} geh AP Edo] AR Y] F83 FHOE FHFE= olf= AFEAS S5 AN
o £ ¢ YIS FHT 4= 1, A = AFFES B ALY BAH 5&d0] 5
A& 4= 912 (Oates, 1972; Brennan & Buchanan, 1980), A 9FA Ao mE =74 A 9] %
T EdE 5 7] WiZolth (YA Y, 2008 |7+ 2010). 13 fHH O 2= AR 23]

A9 7ZA 9] 4GS AstAY A A7t A5 ARE AFAE F Yth= F4(Zhang & Zou, 1998;
Xie et al., 1999)% A & 719] & Aol EA5HA] Yth= =L A= 2L JtHDavoodi &
Zou, 1998; Thornton, 2007). ©]2} Zo] 153 A7 Edo] APAA| o] AAZ HsiA 8% 0
ojgt A2 FolHA 2 Y EHo

I
= o] 2 ¥HA, AA HAEEo] A7 AEAR] ojH gt JFE vX =R ht A= 4

~—

£ A= 71EdT AL 0NAM A 2dol A AT 25430 v 9T HEE AT
SR o] &5te] 24T o2t FT2 Fote] AP Edo] A A £5AA 0 A= &
W7t BAY/EEC] 0 e AT 25430 oA 9] F4] fjA]o] upet AFolsitte At
£ 24T = e o g Hrg ez AR FH 3} dste] A GGA 9 A 97 £25A77; &
of W& AEAA A AAE S AAE = AS A2z 7T 5 7] et olstol A &
A= o 2ol A Aotk A|AGelA A7 A5A4AeF TAste] AAEHo] 7HAl=
o] tigt o824 =2 % ofot HH AP A2 AFde FEshaL A+ 2_AgS AT
Zoltt. o] & B2 AlgelA s W2 BYS SH2E 59 242 A d+-2A7T
ojFoftt. AINVEol A= AFEA ] et E4S AAStAL B4 EYE AT AT
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/37 @} Romer(1986), Lucas(1988) 5-2] WA g3 o] AA A} =73} ghitof w3t 5
3 AA A FolE AlFokL AUtk Solow $3 9 YBH FFEFoNA = A9 19T 255
< 103 AHES20] 7 83 FRlolghal 4%ttt 18l AR S4]0] HokEaE, Ao
AP A o] ZrAastEE AHES0F FA| ZASH H L, o] 2 Q18| AHEERT} At whet
A AHEEA o] AstE ER/F A oAM= W2 ALEAR s FAFEC] £35

AEE 2 0] E2 A QoA = ARZFATE EotA A ggEC] AHA LR FobA|A Eof A= A
o Ztolle AAHAx7t Este]o] AA A P Aol AT g3t

l_.

¢

24 Romer(1986) 52 WA AR Z 2 BAGEY F8 UL AL 7e9f 24
o= Bot W4 ARl ostd, AAAET 7|&2] B2 9] YH s WYHE= A
ol ofyzt ZAAA WolA W2z A= ojdnt. T2 FA7F ARt Fret A A ¢
F2 A, © g2 7IediE olFod 5 Sle @0 2AHER F53 A H ] AA| G0l
o Eobd = ot Aol Bhef Riek A HoflA 7]go] o wi=A Trdgtehd i3t A g3t
THA R A7 FAE Az SotEA] il 23] gojd 5 Qokal FE%T of2
olZgt BAIH AR &k WA o] H=e olvl, 7, A2 9] F=F & I spill-over effects), Tt

, A
O] A, R4, 1=l 15k o 7HA] 8159 J3FE WA ErH(Lessman, 2006).

o]A}9] o]2A =R} A Baumol(1986)S 7]ALC =2 Barro and Sala-i-Martin(1992), Mankiw,
Romer and Weil(1992), Bernard and Durlauf(1995, 1996), Pesaran(2004) 5= =7F}, A 97F A7 A=
£ o] 8slo] AAZA $HA ofFof gl HESFITE Baumol(1986), Barro and Sala-i-Martin(1992),
Mankiw, Romer and Weil(1992) 5] A17ollAE AFthA; =271zt A7 2 AR ¥ Ao] EA5h=
A0 & YeRt=d|, Hel Bernard and Durlauf(1995, 1996), Pesaran(2004) 5= =@ 4d0] £A51A] &
= ZA02 AT o] Y AT Al710f wet AFET AES] theE A 0E YEY A
A A/ o 5o gt Hett AEo] ZEER] ¢l QI 2A] 9], 2007).

0|49 =& A2 EH Solow(1956)= == A AT} FH G4 = A FE0] A%, A
5, BA71& 5ol 520l A7t Ay WA 217 o] ATl E ok Romer(1986,
1990)2} #2 A1/d7dol&(New Growth Theory), Krugman(1991)3 -2 AIFA 2] 0] E(New
Economic Geography)ol A= A9 &0] T Sk, Titd &, 121 34T = =5
Hop 8301 237 vehd 4= USS R 19 A4 olE WA AAA Agol&2 1
T A8 D A7 A& 2ol A SA-AHA R A Y] A4, & £ A 2

o]
= 59 AMAS etal vt A4 0] 7hsdttHLessmann, 2000).

i)

2. IWEEH XA ASAKE
1) HE=H 99

2 T7RE0lAM AGAA o] AAIE Sl AgRdetE A5k JleH, AEdste] dHe
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2 A A EA(fiscal decentralization)& £3] 7325kl Qlth o=
st At shejte g A Q1 75ke] R A] G = AYEES

AEd] /a2 shapmttt AdolstAl AREE I Jloy, dutA o FYAFR 5 ARt
SHRIg ROl it A E A Eof et dRtY 7|52 oY= ,
2008; =31 9], 2011:55; S/ 91, 2011: 7). S A F2H2 SUBF-2 AT+ ol A5t
I AL v S QR al B 4= itk AP ER AR Aol gk |
A} ARG S SHE = ZlolH, AlYSHY AHHEdS gugtta & 5 Utk AldEdS &
5t7] 913t o R FAFFO HEEHO] e FAY RS ALAE o|FstaL
Aol A M= DAt S stAY S A& HeHE AWOE o|gst= Aol AUt 171 A7
AHLE APAAGA 7 A& 5= A= DA QLS Yu)otH, o= AE5He AYEES
et AlEEdE FA517] R SR 2= SFAFol 23t o] XA
7 59 g€ 5 5 AHESE 9, 2011).0

AEES AR &4 23 THE ALY Aol 710 5= ek AP FE= A

=
8 875 % o HAT 0, I AIA AAAT FAA02 AIT S = A

r>~l
=
r'O
R
ok
=]
z
=
o
Hd
Rl
s
BN

A Gof gt A0 2 YeEPdTtHGarrett & Rodden, 2000). TH=2] 7|4E
AT A B AR A 55| AALE} 71d6h] 2
o], 71Ygoll gk H=22 A LF 52 FAIRh= Zolth

ojfgt XX it FF AR Al o= EFstal YA &
A AR ARH R AAF " gt FAE = dBAA AA
Ath= A A o]th(Litvack et al., 2002; Davoodi & Zou, 1998). S HH G 84 SHA L A&
HE ARt A AP Aok 4= UAAITH(Paytas, 2001) A A 7|50t 1 9] SHHE
z# st F&4L ofF fdol JoH, ALEHSE Soto] Fujjet Fxe, HsEE, HAA
A5t 52 A2 FHo| A F 7| & ey AYEAIL AP B 9o EEE 5% 2E&4
A5t AR S, AEHClA, R AT 5o| 2HE 5 k= Ao|th(World Bank, 1998;
Fukasaku & De Mello, 1998; Shah, 1997; De Mello, 2000; Stein, 1999). o2& A 97t Ax}af4A L
22AS et SFHFE A2Hi7]sol ofshd A AYEdES FBAHY AokE =A< ¢
AH(Litvack et al., 2002; Allen, 1990). TS A|F-EH O] S22 Z|vFo] 22| H 7} A4S A LA
7131, ol= A F HHS AN A =71 AA| Y FFES A 5 Utk AYEEES
TS gHstE e A9FRY S 58S oA BYF94 FFE 54 ¢ A= A
o]th(Allen, 1990).

QAlol o] o] %ol A, YA AAL 54 4ol et 2ol ohlel
4

[‘"

—_

g A Aotz A= AT
AAA AL 2 =

D APEEE AGEAT AlEeEdoez FEol= Ao tsAe ditk Iy QA eAE0] =&okal ATt
(794, 2011; oY, 2009; S, 2007, LA, 2008; £3]Z, 2008).



o1y AU A Lol e A7 oA AFW ANY F2 AAA ol
284 A oo AFHo] 42 B 5 Uk 1S AAH Ane E OE & Foleky T
% ol FHA ANAE AhH o A7 TS olRolx A Eaka glovt AHEUo]
Ak £EAR O] X fako] T3t LAY o] 7 koloh AFATY AFHS they
2ol elsh & % 9ick.

9b Abws wioh Zo] Eush A9 AASHE Fvhe] EAIS 8T (Bardhan, 2002 185)

AAY 284S AT BFOoE AWAHREA o & 58S Fogttal Ee= AlZo] ¥t
(Keating, 1998; Morgan, 2002). #|£9] o|&%] =952 Ed3E A2 Bl A7 Axl=
TFAU A9 58519} AZ2E 4 Att EoH(McKinnon, 1997; Qian and Weingast 1997). & &
=
o

A2t Fo) AYFBA FF) FR a2l Z78H AR Aol AnsH olefet A
AR ATEIGALINE AGaE $50] e Aol 4 Fei8 oz o whaA teht A
2 AESEL $Yo @ Aoletn &

o} 22 BHE= AFH A0 2 g 84 AEg ofuE) A
o Qlth= AolthLudema & Wooton, 2000; Kind et

she 2A3} /A 37919 Ao 9] AAF ejulol Epoka e 4A1A d3to] W
ojo] A|HH o7 FHotA Eu=]A] gror E5] YRS 259 A o] e ASAIA A
b 3]

oL,

(o]

=
T ZA3tcHCheshire and Gordon, 1996). 3t E-HSH= #1551 98-S +35t= SUAHH] T
ors

S| A A= BALA ] T2 FRFOIM SAFE ojdE fddo] 3loH, A= ZHse} A
At 2B T2 FAY FHI 2 S 7HAIAL 3lo] AH|A Algo] floiA o FHAE 2t

B 1>
50,
o)
o
N
_>i
H1
50,
2
=g
3
g
3
3
o

74} Sk BT} 2UstY e FAS 2EBA 5L
1995; Rodriguez-Pose and Gill, 2004).

T AR A7 A5ARS HAE HhE ASATEY A oJHITN (FE 1) A
A A7 A5A%0] JAE vhE APAFE W& FEste] HojFaL itk old =
H 2 Edo] A I A5AAE F7HAZIthE Z3KKim et al., 2003; Kanbur and Zhang, 2005;
Rodriguez-Pose and Ezcurra, 2010; Sacchi and Salotti, 2011)2} ZFAA|ZItk= Z3KShankar and
Shar, 2003; Canaleta et al., 2004; Akai and Sakata, 2005; Lessmann, 2006; Cavusoglu and Dincer,
2015; Kyriacou et al., 2015)7F £ =0} U= & 5= Utk 1 o|5 F AHFEH| At 45

A7po] 0|A| L GFL 1 Fhe) BALA 520l wheh FPEH BL BRI Ak AFB)

o Et}. Rodriguez-Pose and Ezcurra(2010)2 197] AW} 770 MR E=AISS A0 2 St s d )
BEAA Aa5F &= F7IA AP EES A9t £25AAE Holelo|FAN A55E
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AGEEO| Q32 AUt 25ARE USHAILE BAZT, olot {4}

o i
St Lessmann(2012)9 A = A54F0] 2 Z7HE2 A EAL 59
A9t AEAXNE Gt £ d Wi, LA S A& o9} vt &2 AFEFo] A
AZE 9L o st Adko] UEPESS B sty Qioh u]=o] FAHE (g2 vjgto g YL
At A 97 AEEH SO FAE AHE Cavusoglu and Dincer(2015)°14 = AU Al&EH
L5 B85t Fo At A7t A5 EH S-S TAATE 3 A= A0 E YERdT
(E 1) IH2H X2 AS XIS ZHA0 25t AST
X%} S gl | s | mmnsmn o o
SSAH[A X|F 7t
Kim et al. (2003) k= 1971-1999| AIAQ 2A | ZAZK WS, 22718, (+)2 &t
FEY 0|8)
Shankar and 25%4=
(MXIZ 87 == [1994-1999| A=A K| 2 29 &
Shar(2003) 17
Canaleta et al. 19800 | - =
7 ot £ BEA| B H(-)9| &1
. PSS 2o &t
Alai fznodogfkata DR E07HE  [1093-2000] EoE 2N | KEMEHE | () &0
AAl=QHIE 29 &t
Kanbur and - _
=3 e - Al 2 K|HNSH| = OK+)0| 1
Zhang(2005) 3:'_:{- |oo‘r‘ 1952 2000 | :”E e | |o '“E |3 O(+) |—9-J-I'
NS EL] S 29 &2
i =]
Le(szzrgg)”” OECD 1774= 19802001 ”FEG%S' SRR EEIES 2()o &1t
WNEREIES 29 &
Rodriguez—-Pose 2670= - —
_ Hw KIHEMI=H|1= OK+)O| &1
and Ezcurra(2009) (OECD 197H) 1990-2006) I OLS ISHIZHIS Sl
ALMEHIS 29 &t
NSl =S 2o &t
KA HIS R4 2
Lessmann 5471= _ 2o 2N *XLMEHIZS &
(2012) (OecD 327y | 198072009) ey RISHI LIS -
TASIT0IME
B(-)9 g1,
HNASZII0ME
A(+)2| 51t
IHZ OLS _
XEIM| HI= OK+)0] §1
Sacchi(2013) OECD 23742  [1971-2000| I System I HiS g(r)e) 2
PNEUSEETES RYY =
GMM
_ MU/ MNEEH 25
Cavusoglu and o= 4gE  |1964-1997| Ul ngasus (18 élrg;mljﬁr
Dincer(2015) v Modified OLS|  RILMIHIZ T e
T(_)9| E-El'
Kyriacou et al. TRAFADYE|  KLMEHIS Rod Q2
7 —
(2015) OECD 23M=  1984-2005] ™ (gpy) AgMeE | 20 &

A& Lessmann(2012) Table A.2 &8 22t



£ AT BESo] @A Ao AGL A5AR A, F AGL 25ARY LEF 9K
wel 84237} olst Leld 4 Gl o] 2 vt BRANE Ae] Agot PAoE |E
Aete] ApESEE AEFI BEFIE 2ESE(LAS-ALE JHol ntet APEAY &

I EEHE Bole 449 A7t £A5HA9HRodriguez-Pose and Ezcurra, 2010; Lessmann,
2012; Cavusoglu and Dincer, 2015) A& EHo] XG4Tt AE AR} n]A]&= JFS
T2 FE B8 F4o] HWek Ao sl =
2 H3lo] U2 AHEEY E24 aE 24T U s AR} ok g ofd EA5HA]
U= & 7S AFE2 HAASFHHE o8 A

£54219] 7|9kl vAl= HE T mean effect)E &4 5h=H AS3HL A2
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2011; Zou et al. 2016).

2914 32 P2 Koenker & Basset(1978)°] A5l =H], ol tHE #9150l tisiA F94
B AEAE 285t A Gutelet Bygoletal T 4= it o] W2 A 2Ajto] FEE
7} otd AL A AR5 (Ordinary Least Squares) 3] 410] 71X+ H]A 114 (nonrobustness)2]

7] 913k iRt 2 A JQIE|Ql o o] 3t 4 o] Qo X ﬂﬂ WA aQlo] &
=

RIS 5] 9% B0 wol AHSE| T JThel A Y, 2000, FEHS: 3,9 2K
94t thea ol HAY 4 9tk o714 i B85 09} 1 Alolo] 4 Aegict,

Qy,(’rkﬂi) = x:ﬂT (1)

9 I A4 ol (outliers) T FE2 RS 7HA|= £3E) A5 =(robust) 4 0] 3l
o 28y o] B2 A =7te] BEE A o= o]dAS AR 1estA] ok eAZE At
olof wpat & AFollA= TFEIE vHohs Hd 295 JALF S o&ok=d], o] 2 A
A7t A5 AR FFE PR g o] dHQ AR THHY e T 5 A o £

B4 JAEES fdigo) FHEols & =85S 729 o8 AF-E(Koenkner 2004;

Lamarche, 2010; Galvao, 2011; Canay, 2011)9] A3}o] 7]|4tste] th23} 22 1457 fjd 29
i) R Rc: R B o) gt )
Qy” (Tk |a¢ ) %‘t) =a;t x,n B(Tk) ¥)

2
Tr

o Lo
om0 r

2) sddolEE uges 2y Yo AHFIE wIT AUA oy SEaHs HIT AUAA
LubA o 2 kAt 474 (Hausman test)& &3 A5H Hrt. & A7oM = %l‘?lﬁ"éﬂﬂ% Rl
OVﬂL SH-AuF A& AL T AT ti 2] B9olA cov(w,u;) = 00]2k= HAF7

Lou|sHA 7|A4go 2N ey RPHOE T [ BPLS AFRSH= Zo] &S Ao
kh‘% ojfet Agudrg el dAte] AW FEP| Aste] W Zos ARG IA = 117
2PZ AR =l

oft
=

mh
o
HU ol-m



THHERO| Ko7t ASZAO) DXl P& LR SRS 0lget 2Ray HE 9

1353 g RPN et 8% EAl= BP0 B2 9 1F89E Z36H
Y o] 2 v} 5 X 4= BA(incidental parameter problem)”7} A& 4= Qlth= Aotk (Lancaster,
2000: Neyman & Scott, 1948). & #4912 o FAHE Fsf AL S7HHAT i o
et HEA 9 = I EHO| Q=AY Wl FHF2 H YA A(inconsistency)= HA k= A

oltty) g ayt Wid o AL GOl dt APV FHH Lz hpo] EFE F23 0]
e HE B35 I3 AP aIE A7 she 2ol dRtAd FH Y B4 ARG NN E T

BYEL UGS ﬁ%i‘ﬂﬂ L 1o 7| z8hA]E A ol

=

oenker2000% ol 241 Sdstd A5t HJ %% Aorslsiit, B2 2ee 17
AT AR TE BSSo e Fusk Aol 3 @z 402 oinly) 345 5522
SH= o]t o] ¥l BAL e 40

1%
B8 ol M9 BE YT Foldh, A 292 o193 Fol ABact

K T N N
min(m 3)2 E E wkp'rk‘(ylt ai_xgﬂ(,rk))+)\2|ai|a (3)

k=1t=1i=1

o714 i= NN 7 =71, T 27PE 55 e A= 8, A<= E95E = 48H
T HEE, p, = w5 A oss function)E PRt E3 wy= K-&91500 FoiE= A
N7HSH2A 78T 200 oA K-E959] 7o eE 2ok TS Ttk 2 AFlA
£ KA AFE(Alexander et al., 2011; Lamarche, 2011; Zou et al. 20163} Z0] w;, = 1/ KZ2A &
=0l dsl 555H 7S A& Folstes A2 FRtth A= g9 FHXE Fuslstr] {5t
of /RIS 028 HAaA]7]= uAIRA Aol siggtet. vtk A7} 00] =¥ #Hd 8 2 Akt

= A "ot 12y gkek A7 FRtdivt = /8 et ¢l
aA "ot &2 Aol A= AP A+ (Damette & Delacote, 2012; Zou et

2 ATOIAE AR At £5AR ] oW T Y vIAEAE AR Sflo] B
& 24

2 Astolct. 2915 o]

Q, (Tla;, & . xy) = a;+ & + B Fisdecent; + 0y 4

of71A it i 247t F7hok A SJulshu, y, = AU ASAR JES e AUAS

==
(Gini Coefficient)?} S A4 (coefficient of variations)?|th. 7|&€5A4 9 1AFHE ¢ gid B

3) 138 a,)7t Bord s g9l Aol Folithe HolM 4F9] FAan=tr & 5 Ut
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A4 3]AEA A= RY rqpd-package(Koenker and Bache, 2011)9] & ©]-&3} % t}.9

2. W3 K=

2 A1 ENAF2 OECD 3570= & 2871 =710|H, A m+-R+= 1998WF-E 2013714 2]
E4+q djdgolgo]tt.y olggt B4 7|7F E tjAre] AL B Aol 9 TAYA] X7t
AEAAC QA EE W0 24 At AAw 9] FHIFsA ) S & Flolth AAEET A
A7t 25X TAO| i3t M =& BAZ R HIS] Yot AHREAGE SHH
2, A9 AEAA} Y g FHHUSFE ofo] 3] Ag A4S DA

AHEEES Feo] F75H7] YoM Sl Ao g9 ATt o]F A E FFT 4= 3o
of ota, A A P A& S AL 5 = FER JRIL Bash, B3 FI-A
2 AR BA L Wske FAA A ®E HeRd 4= glojof gt} whehA A EHolehs WY &7
< OE B2 AFATENAN = AFEES T2 FH $A2 SHotaA otgon 1 A
(proxy)2A AFEHI AI&SHY EAARES ARSI vk R AlYT AlEole F7Y
A gt A e Ee] gt 7hA] o] g E o] Q17] wiito] 1 B Aol B okl AR
Holl et A 2 FHAH7L T2 L-&E I U= A o] @A th(Oates, 1972; Oates, 1975).6)

A R A Folle AMPERE ol 2t JRE B3l 22H ALE 2T o] Urh= HolA

S A7 927} ok A A o] 7Hssitt

AldEdS AldTte = ST Aol AdeEds
Sl

o}
1] o] 7R st AL S

[
o,
<
=)‘4=2
I
i)
N
1o
]
oZ
iz}
N
K
N
Au)
o
l.n
2
A
_c|>_L
'3}
N,
52

oAt} o] WEo] ThEEC] ATl AL YRS NEow AYRAL ST UTHATH,

2010). oF&3 AFH T AlEole FLE 2T 5 2AFEEFO] X =, 2AFEE

4 7184 94 F8 I Aol F2 statas, AFHd L HIELS 37 E400E RY rqpd-
packageE °]-8&5I3 T}

5) @4 OECD 7Fl=2 & 357h=o] ARt o] 72 OECD A SA A A A7t A= AUA
LAY 8 HpQl AR HAE A5 o] g2 F7HE2 E7HSHA E4 /ol Al<jstAl
HAE & ATl ARlE =7z oAEYoL, ofo|&7E, o] A, 2tER|ol, AR =S, WA, 7
HHE, B7] 5 F 771 oln, olof] whet 2 Ae] BAhA; =7k 2870tk

6) A EAY Z=ot BRsto] AYEATG AEEHA ol ol AESEAT AlYEAEY AAE u|st=
A2 A7 &P (vertical fiscal imbalance)®] 7'd &= B3] G-EH L oy & Aol £42 A
Ed3E BER 1A dth $AH AFEFT S dHRE R DAAGE, A2k BA A
ORoA L A B 4 e, #AA AR ERD Y dohs AR AdoaAerS 7HA < AAl
A AT, & AT ARAALAE Al A FFS 7HAZ AHAl 7] HiZelTt o]
Hlsf =214 WP EFFol A At A5ARY ofu gt =A stof] |-u|e S 7 EA7F BEelA]
gomf ofZe o] 5 TR Y= AFTATE Fot 7] FEThe HE vEsHth




o AGAFAA A Bhd Arasy gt Xl X}g*éol gtk Aol A AAwd Aol

A ol2fRt Fig AlQjsfor dtte FHE A5Ho] i AAR b Y| AFEolA AEE
 SHA AR Algold 2ARE2ES Xﬂﬂo}l itt. &A= OECD, IMF 5 HA17|+9
AZgHel"olA s FLHFZRE 2 Eego] AAH Lz /B A 5k e A7 L
Oh= Aot 53] HEgo] HilHd Qle 9ot strfete 725 BxgdA 248 Hag
AR 12 E/go] HEgdE o] o] FofA AL YA okt ofof whet 11 13 P e Aol E5tal
AFEd SHAE ks 77 Aol AEEd ﬁ@oﬂ/ﬂ HEag 4 Xﬂ = JFgstA] X
Ste 3971 HiF-2eltt. ol2et HolA & AdFolde AFEd S48 ddd AP AFs0lA
AAE A RS T 2] A= B8 AYEdH AEdd + 7 é%«l A FH]
e A1E AEEH AT

=
v &(RevDec)T} @ G =7} A =H4
2 ZA5AT thFo R AleEde] 4% 0 3485
AAAFHRE Z3ol= G F S tiH] ofid =71 A F 5 SX&9] H&(ExpDec)E &
] o

Qs A5 25 IMFY] HEAAHEH|(Government Finance

=7
& Ao ol Aﬂ%w AZEAL 247} bt go] 2ttt 4 AYEA)
@ g

SEHFR A9 A5AAE 7 770 A9y A4 EH S EE e AY A (gini
coefficient)2} 5 A<5=(coefficient of variation)E £l AAFSIATE &4 YA 4= th23) Zo]
A o] =Ty,

GINI=—~— E |F,— Q| ®)

o71A N2 o =712 X9 =&, F, :j—i\,, Q= Ej a3y oig 7 W A 4l
g A9y SAAHGRDP)OIH, o] off sid=7t W A FJUHFPAS 7P F2 2E(y)FE 7P =
2 FEYW7HA A3t AYAGE 0ol FH 17149 3h& 7] =1, 02 &S 45
FHEA BE Gy FAP4A0] ZoheE AS ov|ohy, 12 &3t EFGE2A §F X199 A5

S Atk e A9 £52 092 27
Th3 0. % ¥5 A5 (coefficient of variations; COV)= T3t 20| Hoj=w, ©@h9]of 2j& 2 o]%]

7) & ATolH AgTH AUASE A9 710 BAglel AT HEHE 2 4 %ol Rofaieh, nea]
ofe] F7HE AfololA AUAR gte] Aol 2 27k o) AR5 W F719] Aol s} YRR 1}
ehd 4 9k



1 N[ i
WZ N

Yi—
Cov=c/p= - ,0< Cov<1 ©)
Yi
=1

i

N

o714 N g =7H] A|] 5, y,= S =7F i 5 A9 AIF AU SAY4LHGRDP)OIE

2 A= AT AGUH SA4HS A GASAAE S ok 7|2 HE 4%ke™, OECD
regional data®l|A] F&3ITHS OECDAIAE JUFE9 AY TEHE TL2ATerritorial 2)2F
TL3(Territorial 3)9] F 7] 502 B7313 k. TL2E= 36270 tHAY, TL3E 1,7947] 24
o2 FEE0 o, iR PFHCE XS A5t {1 7= Eurostat 70l =}
T/g5kal Q9 i R-E TL3= TL2E EE5HL AT TL37HA] /-5 A %= = 7H=0] 248t
+ A< 185t TL2 29 A=E E-&s13ith

2) SHIgs

X

S

AL 0]9o] M7k 2EAR ] G ML A3 LAEL BAA
A7HE 92 4 9t o]o] wet i o)A

ANGA, =5 &, 222 A

3 A7
il

T
A

59,

>~
Mo o2 i
e g

T

=l
_O‘L
0
iul
lo
::l,
iy
o,
>
ok
2
N
v e
W
e
N
AN
ol
ol

A& FPHHR) QRN 5L Tefsh] g Waolch, Au) g2y

1=

]_
2 18] A9uitt dEd= HoA 2t EHAA9 HorF AT 4 Utk H|Eo] St
(Lessmann, 2006).

9) A& &0 U= BF T2 5+2 FIFAAEGEEH, S5 4 294, 594, 44, 4Ed, A5
HOE Uil Jlom, T3 AlZEEA, FARFFA] 5 1671 A== /g5 o] Ut

10) o] "o B 7= AAFRE HEES BANSE 18 X QlE Ao|th &3] 24

=71 5 vk @ Al (unitary) A =E Q=S oy A A|(federation)E At U= =7 &
AsH= 5 o] v} XA O] AEFZ(subnational government structure)® A0]slth= ZHoA o=
TANSE 18T 2% QU= Aol Aot EAUA 2871w & T, LAEEL W7o, Fjut
U, AFRL AA, vl 5 87]=0] AHAE, UM A 207152 HEAE Aestar Qo 1y o]
3 AWF R ASTRE U= Hrdise A7 27] ¥ oA = A= 1853} sl o
1353 2PE B BT OA 7PE DRI HuHLet w2 thEEAA TA O EolA Hof
oA Ao & gEte= d4o] WAYstlL o]of whet Mx o] MgE = EohA] A H ok

o L/

8) FAF Aol A= LAY 25(income per capita) WA= S2AF AAF AGUSYLe ARESHL Sl
b, LAY 252 AR EAGA ol T2 Helg E3JhE HoflA, 223l 22X AT AGUS Y4t
u =]
ol




T2 HO| Ko7t ASHRI0| DI Fak: RIS sIARES 0125t 2Ran 24E 13

9 582 B F71=9 A9t A54A9] 23 HEo| IS A= F33F S F 5ol
THRodriguez-Pose and Ezcurra, 2009). =7} & o] 2]t | E 8] H 2 =9] o] 7} 2 g = &
Tkl o] E AEoHA] A=t AFEET A7 ASZEAY BATE BSEEETE 94

. A G 714 5 Y], T AI] e Aol tha Y s
oh QU o R FERAE ATiH o AE oo RS sk BHoR 38T
A

7} E=H(Voitchovsky, 2005; Lin et al., 2009). 9FeF §&4 SH5}E Y FAAEA0] &2

Lol Ag B AR o] o] FolAE A BRHOT FREAL AT £5AAE &
sot=d) 714 4= 7] WlEo|tHCalderon and Servén, 2004, 2010;, Shenggen and Zhang, 2004;
Ferranti et al., 2004;, Lopez, 2004). °]°]| ¥tof] 33527} X7t A5 AR} ojw gt J&FES w2
A= TFEA] G uhet 181 3707 o3l x| o] FFEA7} o] Fo x| =R of ulzt
gl & o @358 FF3FEATE A ATt £25A4AE SV T AR HiAE & gltk= A
= RSt} (Brakman et al., 2002; Artadi and Sala-i-Martin, 2003; Banerjee and Somanathan
,2007; Levesque, 2000).

th2o 2 AANR/o] worAH AAINE S o] 52 HE & Ue APEFRet 184 Kote
A7 Feto] A4 Adato] Zpo]7h T 7hsAdo] Qlom A ATt ASARE o]ojF Ffj o]
Atts HolA o] BAZ 84 AANYAE HeE A
al., 2005; Rodriguez-Pose, 2012).

2719 ASFEE At A5AA 0| FFS vE 5 A FAH 0| AV §E-E R A
2 BAZ Y ool B AXA =7 ot B3 H7HdeE FHsolA i I
140 A 7Ngstal A Yste FE o HFRAHAE AlF o o2 (Treisman, 2000) A1
7 AXE g3tslr] e AR A Bt B LIsHA 4 e 58S 7HAAL S Aol =
ot B3 QJth(Lessmann, 2009, Rodriguez-Pose and Ezcurra, 2010; Lessmann, 2012; Cavusoglu
and Dincer, 2015).

71 o] AAE9 7 BARAE Avsty o= FHo] RAAES] A= Qs AHEHA
Aol ofgo] Fo]E1L o= A5 ATt £25AXE A= UFL = el
A AAE S A8 AL detsfjof ke BRI o AERtttd Q5|2 A7t 4

o] FtH(Lessmann,
2006, 2012).

ol oA A ¥4 ST EX &= (3 DolA A= et £ o] "ol #5760

Atk TS0l BolstA] ¢ HpEo] A7t 2543 0 2 v = Ao o]

B2 ot Ao ofet
T2 7 Ak A2 A E7Fs0 7ML & Zojtt. & AFollA = ot A A
42| HAE gotst] fote] WdAtmE St LAY BYS o83l =7HE EA4aNE BA
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SHIL obZ ] B9 AL F S ol S =N HE 2| o]l IE ZAE gIetaLAl g,

(E2) 82 £

0 2% =5
xiejzt Az |© U2 HSUSULGRDP) KILAH(Gini Coefficiont) OEggt:bz%Z”a'
@ YUQIL X|HLHZMAHGRDP) s 7|4~(coefficient of variations) K A
X MEZHE |MEEY NYYR EXE / LerES SXIE x 100 (%)
231 | gojmag (D MEET: IUHR 540/ / URYR S40) X 100 (%) IMF GFS
@ MY T2 XYY KUM= /ALYE 542 x 100 (%)
ABIEXIZE  |GDP | ABIRXIE BIS (%) OECD Stat
DIEX} oick =T XAHESHA(US $)(In) OECD Stat
ALY |GDP hH| =& HIE (%) OECD Stat
ASSZE YOI GDP (GDP / 917) (US $, PPP) (In) OECD Stat
AUAE o7t BRUQIE (%) OECD Stat

1. 7l&8A4 24

re

ofj9] (& 3ollA= & Aol AHSE FHHee W, I8 SAMS] g Ve

AR AA ] Yk, o] FolA FLUSE FEEE gint A5 BEAS] H7A ol5E
Apw et

(& 3) "SS9 7I&SAX

-y BE3+ B3 BEHz e, 2|kt
HEAS 400 2783877 1437226 .095869 .846005
gini A== 400 1341157 .0627602 .0513358 3759153
NEZH 398 24.47785 13.45218 4.605762 65.62904

MUEd1 400 34.63882 15.88014 6.237154 78.10202
MUZH2 400 36.53709 15.86628 4.070269 78.03268

A2IMR|= 398 5.445209 7.484737 0.00300 31.953

SEERKIn) 402 11.56076 1.359552 8.016235 15.04384

AHYS 400 44.6149 21.30911 9.037519 107.1966
=8 =F 400 13.02959 1.401891 9.371925 16.62871
HYUS 379 7.695964 3.881157 1.812915 25.59851
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1: Ea

2
gini coefficient

(TE D2 2 AFolA %
o] Fxd £
weE 7ML 9L

4
coefficient of variation

(2 4) =712 X9 25A4%7}
AUS 0.185 0.103 GRC 0.221 0.112
AUT 0.194 0.107 HUN 0.364 0.179
BEL 0.410 0.213 IRL 0.231 0.115
CAN 0.348 0.168 ITA 0.264 0.150
CHE 0.112 0.056 JPN 0.118 0.063
CHL 0.767 0.341 KOR 0.123 0.069
CZE 0.414 0.161 NLD 0.149 0.081
DEU 0.294 0.157 NOR 0.210 0.113
DNK 0.177 0.091 POL 0.219 0.110
ESP 0.192 0.108 PRT 0.201 0.098
EST 0.376 0.165 SVK 0.548 0.259
FIN 0.206 0.117 SVN 0.181 0.091
FRA 0.182 0.071 SWE 0.182 0.077
GBR 0.254 0.115 USA 0.365 0.137
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(®f: XL A=, OF2h: HEH =)

GRC HUM IRL ITA JPN KOR NLD NOR POL PRT SWK SWN SWE UsA

AUS AUT BEL CANM CHE CHL CZE DEU DMK ESP EST FIM FRA GBR

economic disaprity; gini coefficient
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AF7h ARt A2 OECD =7t
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Gil, Pascual and Rapun(2004)2] Asfe} o] 2 F7t 5\_%7—5. F‘% 0] =wgos ‘5(}3 U] 54] 2]
A0 E UEHAN HEATE S5
A2 Uehtt. $3EAY 49 BE BRdA xm
|50z gejojsA 4L plAE Ao Uehit =
o] Jirsd S MAdste BAos g8E0 g7t ~54 ‘]”— 9}9}“ o8 7] Els —’FE
Q1O WH(Voitchovsky, 2005; Lin et al., 2009; Calderon and Servén, 2004, 2010;, Shenggen and
Zhang, 2004; Ferranti et al., 2004;, Lopez, 2004) £4 Z1}o]| W= Brakman et al., (2002), Artadi
and Sala-i-Martin(2003), Banerjee and Somanathan(,2007), World Bank(2006) 52 Ad|<} Zo] 2
52 Azt AEARE B4 02 et
ARG BE BRoIA FREAL AR A7 2EAR
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Rodriguez-Pose(2012
545 A S52A0 §09) UL G O 29| GO FAAD

Folugt A7 Uepydth & ol ZpAHlo] A7} eﬂ 255 FH = A S 3 of o]
Atk FollA FR/et 271 4E FRs0lA 25 2 JiIeEe] IS /Hdstal A Ysk=

9] JEAB|AE A|lF&T} ob&F(Treisman, 2000) A7t AxE Asfstr] At AR H
o FHLASH & Ae s8= 7L E Mol =l B 9okl E Lessmann,(2009),
Rodriguez-Pose and Ezcurra(2010), Lessmann(2012), Cavusoglu and Dincer(2015) 5-2] 49| Ax}
£ YR A Aot At I Aol

STATeR HTRE oI 2L A% L5 9l P BA0 i



F281% Gini A4 Bapia HSH S
25(1) 25() 25(3) 2H(4) () 23(6)
NEZH 0.0001 0.0006
(0.0002) (0.0004)
M2 0.00002 0.00003
(0.0002) (0.0003)
MUZH2 0.0003™ 0.0007™"
(0.0001) (0.0003)
INE=IESINE -0.0001 -0.0001 -0.0001 -0.0004" -0.0003 -0.0002

(0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0002) (0.0002) (0.0002)

SSEA 0.0046™ 0.0047" 0.0048" 0.0089™ 0.0092"™" 0.0003*
(0.0008) (0.0006) (0.0006) (0.0013) (0.0014) (0.0002)

SRS 0.0002" 0.0002" 0.0002" 0.0010™ 0.0010™ 0.0009™
(0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0002) (0.0003) (0.0003)

AESE -0.0018 -0.0048 -0.0036 -0.0109 -0.0171" -0.0151"
(0.0032) (0.0034) (0.0033) (0.0078) (0.0081) (0.0080)

AeE 0.0004 0.0003 0.0003 0.0014" 0.0011" 0.0011"
(0.0002) (0.0002) (0.0002) (0.005) (0.0004) (0.0005)

Observations 377 379 379 377 379 379

R? 0.17635 0.15832 0.17547 0.1716 0.1493 0.1669

Adjusted R? 0.09470 0.07537 0.00942 0.0915 0.0674 0.08692

F Statistic 12.2395™  10.8154™ 1223687  11.4240™ 9.7364™ 11.1243™

Z%p(0.1; **p(0.05; **p(0.01

2) 212 3FZY| ME M2

=

T (E 6), (B 7, (E S A&, AP, AYZE27E A7 25430 v]A|=
T2 W2 BFS o185t 24T 2HE 44 HofFa ot fidE2 9 YoM =
A £5AA 0] A Edo] MR YT AT 254749 24F £E Y e 29
oA 2AstaL ot & AFolA e A EdT A9t 2547 A S dSdte Aol
Z (X 99 Lol ARuid gl T4 23t 2o ARG 24 2E vaste 4

HCAN st

N, of

A

N

A



20 "xEmEc M21HE M3E

(E 6) ™Y2HO0| X|9Zt ASAXI| O|X|= g2H(1): MSE2H
LA Gini A4 &S HEA
oA 23(7) 234(8)
AR AN AR N N AR
(0.25) (0.50) (0.75) (0.25) (0.50) (0.75)

=k 0.12504 -0.00882 0.03091 0.13116 -0.04825 -0.01385

(0.10078) (0.10432) (0.10945) (0.20923) (0.20717) (0.22541)
NE2d -0.00054" | -0.00070" | -0.00090" | -0.00119" | -0.00144" | -0.0019™

(0.0003) (0.00032) (0.00036) (0.0007) (0.00071) (0.00088)
INEIESPNES -0.00019 -0.00036 -0.00043 -0.00058 | -0.00083" | -0.0012"

(0.00028) (0.0003) (0.0003) (0.00051) (0.00051) (0.00065)
SESEX} 0.0004 0.00166 0.00001 0.00431 0.00145 -0.00089

(0.00162) (0.00198) (0.00167) (0.00353) (0.00472) (0.00394)
ARHeS 0.00062" 0.00098™ 0.0011" 0.00123 0.00216™ 0.00244"

(0.00038) (0.00048) (0.00052) (0.00081) (0.00103) (0.00111)
AESFE -0.00364 0.00568 0.00441 -0.00005 0.01417 0.01446

(0.00709) (0.00707) (0.00725) (0.01511) (0.01469) (0.01549)
AT 0.00112 0.00258" 0.00311" 0.00218 0.00541" 0.00705"

(0.00067) (0.00115) (0.00162) (0 001 8) (0.00244) (0.00367)
Z) 2 REL ZAHAQ X7 ASAR} HR(X|LAS) L HEA 49 2250 T2 722,

2) () ote] £Xt= BEQKS 20j3,
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Abstract

Impacts of Fiscal Decentralization on Regional Income Disparity:
Distribution Effects Using Panel Quantile Regression Model

Moon, Kwang-Min

This study analyzes the effect of fiscal decentralization on reducing the regional income gap by
using the panel data including the interregional income gap information of the OECD countries
and the panel quantile regression model. As a result, it was confirmed that the decentralization of
expenditure side has the effect of reducing the regional income gap, especially when the regional
income gap is large.

In addition, in the decentralization of revenue side, revenue decentralization 1, which increases
the relative size of local government revenues, has a positive effect on mitigating the regional
income gap and has a relatively positive effect on the regional income gap. On the other hand, the
revenue decentralization 2 in the form of increasing the proportion of local tax in the revenue
structure of local governments has a negative effect on the regional income gap, and in particular
respectively. This result suggests that the effects of positive (+) and negative (-) effects on the
income disparity between regions in the fiscal decentralization may be different from those in the
income disparity distribution of the sample countries. Based on these results, The policy

implications that need to be considered in relation to the regional income gap are presented.

Key Words: Local Autonomy, Fiscal Decentralization, Regional Disparity, Distributional Effect, Panel
Quantile Regression



