5

N H I

:I—
hY H
K A K E

KXc—19

FEZEMREDHREEX REARERNDE) HARAREBESE
ik 2 545 A 2 9 HIUE

HEAES : 12701
EFER - AEBHE (0)
WZeEARY : 2010 ~ 2012
EBEEXES 22530218

MEZREERLZ FX) JTA—NILET 2BROERNEEIMICEY 53 ) OFERAHR

EEERER (EX)  Microeconometric empirical analysis of location choices by firms

in globalizing Japan

MERKRE EH B— (TOMIURA EIICHI)
BEELKE - BFFH - BiR
HEEHES: 40273065

WFFER RO (Fo0) @ FICEEMICER LT, HARBEDENSI AR Y — %2 7 nitaEHE
FEAT L7z, RRC, IEFHOFENI 70 - T—HEHAWNWT, BAD 1980 FRITBITH
TEEMREEBER A, 8% 7206 EA Mk~ & THOBIRIZAEN Th o7 0D, EREME
ORI b BEE2 RN xR Lz, —HEOMIERSLIZE D, 00
BCCITHEEE LU R W E A7 & DOSAR TS EPEME & RN HIOBROSHTICEE TH S
ZEEH LM LT,

MR OMEEE (3£3C) : We empirically analyze firm’s location patterns in Japan with special
emphasis on productivity. Our econometric analysis of plant-level data derived from manufacturing
census shows that industrial relocation policies in the 1980s were effective in relocating plants out of
congested core regions to peripheral regions but affected productivity distributions of plants. We find
that distributional information not captured by mean or dispersion, such as skewness, is critical for
understanding the relation between productivity and plant locations.
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