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OEMA 1° (MONAAEZ 3)

1. Zmv mopokdto PeEAETN TOPOLCIAlOVTOL TO OTOTEAEGLOTA TEYVIKNG OAAG KOl OTOTEAECUATIKOTNTOG
pey€Boug yio tov KLU0 TV agpPOTopK®V petagop®v o€ 17 Evpomraikés yodpeg yuo 1o étog 2012. Qg
€16P0EG €xovv ypnoilponomBel To KeQAloto, 1 Epyacio, Ol EVOIUUESES EIGPOES KL 1) EVEPYELD KO MG
gkpon M ovvolkn kabapn mpootiBéuevn aio (o oralbepéc tués 2005). Tlog Oo epunvedate to
AOTEAECUOTO AVTA Yo TI TopoKatw yopeg lomavia, HB, ltaiia, EALGSa, Avotpia kot OAhavdio
(novadeg 1.5); T mapanpeirs;

Country 2012
TE (VRS) SE

Austria 0.892 0.916
Belgium 0.891 0.929
Czech Rep. 0.891 0.945
Denmark 0.923 0.870
Finland 0.890 0.919
France 0.853 0.855
Germany 0.889 0.920
Greece 0.891 0.920
Ireland 0.898 0.950
Italy 0.649 0.934
Netherlands 0.768 0.699
Poland 0.889 0.918
Slovak Rep. 0.890 0.922
Slovenia 0.891 0.915
Spain 0.747 0.908
Sweden 0.545 0.501
United Kingdom 0.895 0.932
Mean 0.841 0.880
St. Dev. 0.104 0.113
Max DNK IRL
Min SWE SWE

2. Xto dmuoctevpévo toug apbpo oto meprodwd Small Business Economics (2013) ouv Sven-Olov
Daunfeldt kot Niklas Elert e&gtalovv v 1oy0 tov vouov tov Gilbrat. Xtov mapokdto mivoka
ToPoLGLALOVTOL Ol EKTIUNGELS TOLG AauPdvovtag vmoyn Tovg Tpio SlOPOPETIKE VLIOdElyHOTA
(voderypa I 6heg o1 emyelpnoelc and v ovndikn Prounyovia v tepiodo 1998-2004, vdderyua
IT o1 emyepnoelg ot omoieg mapépevay evepyés OAn v e&etaldpevn mepiodo, vedderypa III ot
enmyelpnoelg 6mov to péyeboc>MES). Topoakold GYOAMAGTE TO ATOTEAECUATO OVAPEPOUEVOL GTO
OewpnTikd vadPabpo. Tt damictdveron (uovades 1.5);
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Table 2 Estimation results (Eq. 1): does Gibrat’s law hold? (r-values in parentheses)
Variable (parameter) Model I (all firms) Model II (continuing firms) Model III (firm size > MES)
Employment Revenue Employment Revenue Employment Revenue f.‘{fl
Constant (z () 0.05%%* (0.34%%* 0.03*** (.25%%% 0.08%** 0.35%%=*
(102.73) (115.21) (61.68) (75.49) (139.22) (104.11) )
4 InSj_; (o) 0.97%#* 0.96%#* 0.98#** 0.97%%% 0.97##* 0.96%**
(—100.95) (=106.77) (—63.04) (=70.77) (—10528) (=92.90) Cl
N of obs 1,029,437 1,010,639 641,837 641,837 722,846 710,487 a
R 093 0.88 0.94 0.90 093 0.89 =
##% %% and * denote significance at the 1, 5 and 10% levels, respectively. The r-value for #, is negative, as the hypothesis is whether g,
it 1s statistically different from 1, not 0 "
X
m accordance with most previous studies. That the law 450
~ . ~
also does not hold when only firms above industry 400
MES are included 1s less expected, as it contradicts acd . P

o &5Tpp
NG e 2

OEMA 2° (MONAAEZX 4)

1. Tapokold OTOVINOTE GTIC TOPAKAT® EPOTNOELS TOAAMUTANG EMAOYNG (1ovddeg 1):

A. O dgiktng CR4 Yo TOV KAGS0 TV dnpuntprakdv og e Evpomaikn ydpa ioovtar pe 76. Avtd onpaivetl ot
a H avoloyio cvykévipwong otov kAado tmv dnuntplokadv sivar 76%

b. Ot téooepig LIKPOTEPES EMYEIPNGELS £XOVV TOGOGTO KEPIDV 76%.

c O1 téooepig UEYOADTEPEG EMYELPNOELS £XOVV TOGOGTO KEPOMV 76%.

d O Khédog TV dnuntprak®v epeaviCel peydin kepdopopia.

e Timoto and To TopOTaVO.

B. Y10 Thaicto Tov VTOdElYHaTOG AOUN-ZVUTEPIPOPA-ATOS0GT), TO HEPIOLO QYOPAS AVOPEPETOL:

a. Ymnv Aopn) Tov KAASov.

b. 2NV IKavOTNTO TNG EMLEIPNONG VO EIVOL OTOTEAEGUATIKT] KOL GUVETMOC Vo kKepdilel pueyadbtepo ayopdg oe
GY£0TM LLE TOVG OVTAYMVIGTEG TNG.

C. 210, gumddLoL E16000V.

d. Ztnv Am6doomn tov KAGSov.

r. O Babpog dvvaung ayopdg s&aptdral ond:
a. Kotaotdoeig 6mov ol EMLYEPNOELS LEYIGTOTOLOVY TO. 0T0 KOOV KEPOT TOVC.
b. Tnv ehaotucotnTo {RTnong Kot v mlovn Vapén LOVOT®AIDV-0AYOTOAI®V.
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C. Tnv ehaoticotnTo CRTNONG, TNV GLUTALYVIOKT GUUTEPLPOPE KOl TNV GUYKEVIPMOOT TOV VILAPYEL GTNV AYOPd.
d. Kotaotdoeig 6mov o kAddog yapoxtnpiletor amd @Bivovso 0oploKn TOPOYOYIKOTNTO TOV GUVIEAEGTMOV
TOPOLYDYNC.

e. Timota amd To TopaTave

A. H évtoom doenuong otov KAGS0 TV TPOPIL®Y TOTOV Kol 6TOV VTO-KAGS0 TV dnuntplokav eivar 9.4.Tt

OO T TOPOUKATO 1GYVEL,

O Moyoc tov damavav oe E&A mpog ta cuvorikd kepdiota eivon 9.4.

O AOY0C TV damavay Ge dOPNUICELS TPOG TO. CLVOAIKA KEPOT gival 9.4.

O AOY0C TV damavay Ge SIPNUICELS TPOG TIG GUVOMKEG TOANGELS givar 9.4,
O AOyoc TV damavady 6e JOPNUIGES TPOG TO. GLVOAMKE KePdAota givar 9.4
Tinota amd o mopondvem

®o0 o

2. Xto dnpooctevpévo toug apbpo oto meprodikd Agricultural Economics (2005) ot Coelli kot Prasada
Rao mapovctdlovv eKTIUNCELS YlOL TNV GLUVOAIKY| TOPAYOYIKOTNTO KOU TO. GLGTOTIKA OVTAG VIO TO

mpiopa TG OYPOTIKNAG TOpAy®YNS Y 93 ovemTuyUéVEG KOL  OVOTTUCGOUEVEG — YDPES.
= Coeli_gt_al-2005-Agricuttural_Economics.pdf (SECURED) - Adobe Acrobat Reader DC - X
File Edit View Window Help

Home Tools Coell_et_al-2005-A... % @ Sign In
Country Etficiency  ‘lechmcal ~ TH A
Country Efficiency ~ Technical — TFP Change Change  Change
Change Change Change

Ireland 1.000 1.011 1.011
51 China 1.044 1015 1.060 30 Dominican Republic ~ 1.000 1.010 1.010
58 Cambodia 1.024 1.033 1.057 63 Nepal 1.010 1.000 1.010
1 Algeria 1.033 1.013 1.046 87  Spain 1.009 1.001 1.010
3 Burundi 1.015 1.030 1.046 4 Cameroon 1.000 1.009 1.009
66 SaudiArabia  1.031 1.010 1.042 69 Turkey 1.005 1.004 1.009
2 Angola 1.061 0.978 1.037 81 Italy 1.000 1.009 1.009
17 Nigeria 1.016 1.020 1.037 26 Zimbabwe 0.997 1.011 1.008
20 South Africa 1.014 1.023 1.037 31 El Salvador 1.000 1.008 1.008
60  Laos 1.022 1011 1.034 65 Philippines 1.000 1.008 1.008
27 Canada 1.000 1.033 1.033 47 Venezuela 0997 1.009 1.006
74 Denmark 1.009 1.022 1.032 10 Kenya 1.000 1.005 1.005
28 CostaRica 1.003 1.026 1.028 31 Guatemala 1.000 1.005 1.005
62 Mongolia 1.000 1.028 1.028 56 Isracl 1.000 1.004 1.004
37 USs 1.000 1.026 1.026 61 Malaysia 1.000 1.004 1.004
85 Portugal 1.019 1.007 1.026 92 New Zealand 1.000 1.004 1.004
91 Australia 1.000 1.026 1.026 22 Tanzania 1013 0.990 1.003
29 Cuba 1.003 1.020 1.025 34 Honduras 1.000 1.003 1.003
21 Sudan 1.016 1.008 1.024 43 Ecuador 1.000 1.003 1.003
48 Bangladesh 1.007 1017 1.024 79 Hungary 1.000 1.003 1.003
70 Vietnam 1.027 0.997 1.024 88  Sweden 0.992 1.012 1.003
64 Pakistan 1.012 1011 1.023 50  SriLanka 1.004 0.998 1.002
86 Romania 1.008 1015 1.023 5T lapan 0.993 1.009 1.002
7 Ghana 1.010 1.012 1.022 46 Uruguay 1.000 1.000 1.000
12 Malawi 1.013 1.009 1.022 11 Madagascar 1.008 0.990 0.998
82 Netherlands 1.000 1.022 1.022 16 Niger 0.995 1.004 0.998

19 Senegal 1.008 1013 1.021 25 Burkina Faso 0.990 1.007 0.997 Y

Q¢ €16p0EG YPNOLOTOIMNGAV TNV GUVOAKY| €KTACY] KOAMEPYNGIUNG VNG, TNV GUVOAIKN TEPLOYN LIO
GpoevoN, TO €PYATIKO SUVOUIKO OTNV OYPOTIKY] TOPAY®YN, TOV GLUVOMKO 0plfud oynudtomv mov
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YPNOUOTOIOVVTOL GTNV OLYPOTIKT TAPOYMYY], TO AOPOIGHA TWV XPNCULOTOMUEVOY MTOCUATOV KOl TOV
oLVOMKO aplBud {d®V TOL CLUUETEYOVV GTNV AypPOTIKN Oladikacio. Q¢ ekpoéc Bempnoav ToOV
GUVOAMKO aplBpd TV KOAMEPYELDV KoL TV LETAPANTN TG Tapaymyng (oo kepaiaiov. [Tapoakaid
oyoAdote TV emidoon twv yopdv ¢ Kivag, Aykodriag, Bevelovélag, Madayackdpng kot Mmovpkiva
D60 Yo To TopuTave PEYEON cOUe®VO. pE ToV TapakdTo ivaka. Tt dtumotdvetar (uovades 1.5);

OEMA 3° (MONAAEX 4)

1. Twg Oa opilate v €vvola tov gumodiov €16650V Ge po ayopd mpoiovimv; Na avagepbeite o€ Tpelg
a0 TOVG KVPLOLG TALPAYOVTEG TOL GLUPEALOVY oV dnpovpyio tov. [opakaid avagepbeite pe Pdon
éva mapdadeypo o€ kGO mepintwon (uovadeg 1.5).

2. Owovoporoyor Bewpodv 6Tt o1 emevdvoelg oe E&A yio v mopoymynq KovotOp®v mTpoidvImv-

JadIKAGIDOV dEV EVIGYLEL TNV GLYKEVIPMOON GE GLYKEKPLUEVOVG KAGdovg. Tlota 1 dmoyn cog (uovado
1.5);

3. Zto apbpo tov pe titho “International Price Discrimination in the European Car Market” 6to meptodikd
“The RAND Journal of Economics” o Verboven (1996) mapabétetl to mapakdto:

“ The observed price differences in the European car market have been puzzling to many economists
and policy makers. In this article | have used an oligopoly model to analyze to what extent the presence
of international price discrimination, as measured by cross-country differences in relative wholesale
markups, can explain the puzzle. Three sources for international price discrimination are considered:
cross-country differences in price elasticities, differences in quota regimes, and differences in the degree
of collusive behavior. My empirical results establish the presence of international price discrimination.
Large differences in price elasticities are estimated, indicating the presence of domestic market power.
The domestic firms in France, Germany, the United Kingdom, and especially Italy tend to face much
lower own-price elasticities than the foreign firms. Significantly binding quota constraints on Japanese
firms are found in France and Italy. The possible presence of collusive behavior cannot be rejected for
Germany and the United Kingdom. The empirical results are encouraging and suggest two specific
topics for further research on price differences in the European car market.”.

YyoMdote ta amotedéopoto Tov Verboven kot mpoomobnoTe Vo KOTOVONGETE GE TOlN TEPIMTMOON
SAKPLONG TIL®V ovapépeTal Kat Yot (uovadeg 1);

KAAH EINITYXIA




