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RECERT

k2 SEABEERE AIDS FERERGEEZE 1961-2000

),
B ) -0.0233 0.0194 0.0311 0.0165  -0.0436
(-0.42) (0.57) (0.45) (1.05)  (-6.46)"
(Y1) 0.1381 -0.0135  -0.1187  -0.0120  0.0061
(4.65)™" (-0.82)  (-4.61)"  (-1.79)" (1.45)
(V2) -0.0135 0.0422 -0.0149  -0.0002  -0.0137
(-0.82) (2.76)™  (-0.90)  (-0.036) (-4.04)""
(v3) -0.1187 -0.0149 0.1292 0.0155 -0.0111
(-4.61)""  (-0.90)  (3.82)""  (2.26)"  (-3.55)"
(V4) -0.0120 -0.0002 0.0155 -0.0018  -0.0015
(-1.79)" (-0.036)  (2.26)" (-0.66) (-1.35)
(vs9) 0.0061 -0.0137  -0.0111 -0.0015  0.0203
(1.45) (-4.04)™  (-3.55)""  (-1.35)  (7.38)"""
(-2.98)"  (3.03)™ (0.66) (0.051) (0.54)
) -0.0199 0.0135 0.0059 0.0001 0.0005
(-2.98)""  (3.03)™ (0.66) (0.051) (0.54)
® ) 0.2176 -0.0959  -0.1191 -0.0344  0.0317
(2.94)"" (-1.92)" (-1.18) (-1.47) (3.5
(CED) -0.0707 -0.0449 0.1181 0.0122  -0.0147
(-1.69)° (-1.70)° (2.72)" 0.93)  (-2.32)"
® ) 0.1181 -0.0867  -0.0058  -0.0272  0.0016
(2.72)™  (-2.69)"  (-0.09) (-1.69)" (0.26)
0 3) 0.0122 0.0029 -0.0272 0.0185  -0.0064
(0.93) (0.23) (-1.69)° (1.45) (-1.47)
0 4 0.0317 -0.0147 0.0016 -0.0064  0.0522
(3517 (-2.32)" (0.26) (-1.47) (0.50)
® ) -0.0199 0.0135 0.0059 0.0001 0.0005
(-2.97)""  (3.03)™ (0.66) (0.05) (0.54)
R? 0.64 0.61 0.45 0.20
Durbin-Watson 1.844 2.077 2.11 2.04 ——--
Log-L 633.853
t RE ok 10% 5% 1%
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* 3 EBELEIR &N Marshallian (£ ER RSz HiEM

(1961-1982)

204950 -0.0377  -0.3698  -0.0403 0.0240 0.9188
(0.147)"  (0.059)  (0.079)""  (0.024)°  (0.015)  (0.194)™

-0.1659  -0.6514  -0.2214  -0.0047  -0.1254 1.1687
(0.204)  (0.137)"  (0.145)  (0.041)  (0.031)""  (0.299)""

-0.2343  -0.0339  -0.7939 0.0274 -0.0224 1.0570
(0.076)*  (0.038)  (0.055)""  (0.013)"  (0.007)"""  (0.128)""
-0.8738  -0.1077  0.3404 11121 -0.1092 1.8624
(0.512)°  (0.258)  (0.391)  (0.148)™"  (0.062)°  (0.821)"
0.5320  -0.2495  0.3627 -0.0195  -0.3756  -0.2501

(0.161)™  (0.098)"  (0.091)""  (0.032)  (0.078)""  (0.194)""

(1983-2000)

-0.9698  -0.3028  -0.3193  -0.0140  -0.0413 1.6472
(0.141)™"  (0.080)""  (0.172)"  (0.042)  (0.018)"  (0.248)""

02119 -0.0118  -0.3831 0.0265 0.0379 0.5425
(0.170)  (0.160)  (0.234)  (0.074)  (0.030)  (0.300)’

0.0527  -0.1772  -0.6604  -0.0197  -0.0158 0.8204
(0.098)  (0.064)™" (0.151)""  (0.030) (0.011)  (0.204)"

0.2453  0.2498  -0.1277  -0.2493  -0.3321 0.2140
(0.672)  (0.528)  (0.835) (0.577)  (0.194)°  (1.030)

02567 03490  -0.1866  -0.3897  -0.0923 0.3917
(0.323)  (0.251)  (0.365)  (0.224)  (0.147)  (0.4636)

t *ookE kX 10% 5% 1%

1.64 1.16 0.54 1.05 0.82
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(w)
o (B) (A) (A-B)
-0.0205 0.2867 0.3002 0.0135
(0.0088)""
0.0150 0.1148 0.1672 0.0524
(0.0058)™"
0.0044 0.5444 0.4902 -0.0542
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WE 1 AENENEER: EERSASELEE

1961 -- - 41.11 2.48 2747 17.86 13.05 0.33  20.12 2.54
1962  7.11 28.50 42.07 2.46 2943 18.54 21.76 0.54 20.07 2.45
1963  7.44 29.51 42.56 2.41 2923 17.83 30.10 0.72  19.79 2.40
1964 7.89 30.80 44.12 2.43 30.83 18.24 30.08 0.70  19.69 2.47
1965 8.58 30.23 44.20 2.74 30.25 19.12 41.08 0.40 18.57 2.74
1966 9.09 32.74 42.94 293 31.78 20.90 42.94 0.42 18.95 2.73
1967 9.05 34.32 45.96 3.23  32.07 2356 43.02 0.52 18.86 2.69
1968 9.78 38.63 48.29 3.54 35.60 2351 45.84 0.65 18.81 2.93
1969 10.41 38.73 49.47 3.52 34.64 2379 46.61 0.63 20.13 2.77
1970 11.67 41.12 53.18 3.53 33.53 2626 53.60 0.63 20.27 2.77
1971 12.84 4231 55.38 390 36.00 2646 65.02 0.52  19.90 2.79
1972 15.33 43.72 54.81 5.11 3929 27.08 85.30 0.36 18.04 3.00
1973 18.76 46.17 62.83 5.51 4239 3095 99091 0.44 2493 2.61
1974 21.92 42.77 62.86 552 61.36 28.17 126.16 0.38 32.15 2.95
1975 22.28 44.99 65.59 6.07 79.58 24.00 51.64 1.85 35.88 3.03
1976 26.60 44.93 67.39 6.87 73.64 30.06 82.25 1.20  36.71 3.16
1977 33.09 46.47 68.79 8.23 76.84 33.02 113.16 .13 37.73 3.42
1978 35.94 46.35 64.54 9.34 82.00 32.69 101.65 1.07  36.17 3.67
1979 41.94 48.24 61.66 9.44 7449 38.61 110.18 1.18 36.34 3.70
1980 49.22 47.57 7059 10.29 85.26 39.89 134.33 0.92 40.34 3.63
1981 55.15 44.02 7484 11.16 102.51 39.13 133.81 1.24 40.88 3.95
1982 60.81 42.78 7633 11.60 111.89 39.67 133.59 1.38  39.37 4.11
1983 66.64 42.32 80.83 14.46 110.58 41.14 138.04 1.59 38091 4.28
1984 64.21 44.22 81.72 1427 93.67 4391 132.76 1.64 41.38 4.13
1985 64.46 4526 7339 14.06 7536 48.62 119.95 1.65 41.08 3.62
1986 68.77 46.89 76.27 14.02 88.33 49.66 109.53 1.88 43.04 3.67
1987 69.53 53.80 7499 15.51 86.69 50.87 105.76 1.87 46.55 4.02
1988 64.76  56.08 70.09 16.97 90.90 50.25 113.42 2.15  50.06 3.53
1989 64.96 56.21 81.44 18.79 104.47 49.70 126.94 2.10 49.84 3.58
1990 61.25 58.50 77.55 19.48 102.78 52.38 118.43 2.08 43.19 3.42
1991 63.43 50.29 7494 19.92 99.93 5537 115.01 2.37 40.82 2.95
1992 63.09 53.21 75.54 21.73 101.04 55.44 106.44 2.50 43.04 3.21
1993 65.43 55.69 77.45 24.08 104.93 56.24 104.44 2.41 47.60 3.72
1994 71.06 4590 87.52 25.01 107.41 58.01 105.77 2.60 60.01 4.05
1995 77.54 44770 89.51 26.27 112.09 57.55 109.91 2.78 64.30 4.21
1996 78.60 43.96 88.65 28.16 126.92 58.90 107.33 2.40 75.23 4.27
1997 7437 46.93 98.18 31.47 119.45 55.28 105.60 2.88 68.18 4.66
1998 69.82  46.45 110.32 31.17 130.22 49.36 103.08 2.80 71.67 4.46
1999 66.31 49.64 12533 30.62 156.17 45.23 104.74 3.08 76.31 5.25
2000 67.34 46.21 12691 30.70 151.88 50.21 108.15 2.63 108.64 4.82
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The Structural Change of Demand for
Meat in Taiwan

Man-ser Jan”

This study used the gradually switching almost ideal demand system
(AIDS) model to estimate the meats demand in Taiwan. Under the
assumption of products weak separability, meats are categorized into fish,
chicken, pork, beef and others meat. The results of this study show that
the transition period of structural change for meats appears between
1983-1987 in Taiwan. Log-likelihood ratio test also indicates that a
demand system, which includes structural change variable in intercept,
expenditure and price terms, is a more appropriate specification. In
addition, Wu-Hausman test also reveals that prices for meats are
endogenous in demand system. The demand structure for meat displays
that the demand for fish decreases; however, chicken demand increases.
Finally, the expenditure elasticity was 0.91, 1.16 and 1.05 for fish,
chicken and pork respectively before structural change. It was
significantly changed to 1.65, 0.51 and 0.82 after structural change.
The own-price elasticity had a significant change from 0.49 and 0.79 to
0.96 and 0.66 for fish and pork.

Keywords: Demand System, Meat Demand, Structure Change,
Gradually Switching, AIDS
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