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1. H—FEFJL (Search and Matching Model)

» Shimer and Smith (2000) ZiER e LTcEBERZ VA LAICHEFZIRIHFENET /L
> FEIBED XA I 0 (BRIE(L) BB C 2L d L
» B TlE Greenwood and Guner (2009), Greenwood et al. (2016) = $8/T

2. B OB WEIE™HISZET )L (Frictionless Marriage Market)

» Choo and Siow (2006) 72 & DHJERRF R T2 TCDOADNEERF = B DT 5 €T
» KOFHBREOEERTE (RENEEDRE) ZzETILMELP TV
» #8% Cl& Gayle and Shephard (2019), Reynoso (2024) Z #8357
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Motivation: ISR DK T & BEEX 0 £ F

Marriage Rate, 18-64
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Fig. 2. Rates of marriage and divorce, 1950-2000
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Motivation: B BEE O F @R D&
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Fig. 3. Household hours worked and female labor force participation, 1950-90

5/19



=JLr==o

X AE
» 1887 1 F ¢ LICEIRHAB T 7 /L. BEADILTHESR §
» T—o Y MIMRZRcAVWREOREE X CITEREE
» MBEIFBHRZ VA LICHMOBBECHEWN, XY F T DE b ICEDVWTEE
» BECEBREIIEHE, XYy FIDOELDEIEAD b IS ETFL, b DIEICEDVWTHIEZ AT
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X AE
51 FA B 2N
U%(c,n) = alog(c —¢) + (1 —a)nS/¢
UM (c,n) +b = alog((c —©)/2%) + (1 —a)(n/29) /¢ + b

cBHE.C IIREEE

n: SREN4EE (Home production)

b: X v F > DE (Match quality, Bliss shock)

20 JBED X —1) >7 (Economies of scale)
— —AHTDDBEIIREFTOABMDOFRIZISELC TR EIND EWVWOIRE
— OECD equivalence scale: figf@& %= 0.7 A, 7z 05 A L TR S
— OECD modified scale: fidf&@& = 05 A\, FH%Z 03 A L TR S

vV v v Vv
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===
X AE
FKEENAEE (Home Production)
n = (0~ + (1 — g)r~)"/"
» d: REFIOBEZ. M8 wp, D F D EFRBIFE T
> h: X B R
< v F > DE (Matching Quality, Bliss shock)

» MEEISEBH, MOREECRWV, ZDEbLZ CDFF(b) 1'55[<:b ~ N(u,,02)
» BECEED b IFBEBARL)BIRZICE>TEH T 5. CDFG( | b):

b = (1= p)pm, + pb+ 0,,v/1—p?¢ with £~ N(0,1)
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Kt DEEIRE

MEE
W = max U%(c,n) + 5/(: max{W,V(b)} dF(b)
subject to
c=w(l—h)— wpd.
BilBE
V) = max UM () +5+ 5 [ max{W, V()G | )
subject to

c=w(2—h)— wpd.
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AR T 5 (D31
EIEDHOUEICH VT, BEBEOREREEM M(b) LEEEDBE s FUTEHT

s:5+(1—5)s/oojl{V()<W}dF( (1—5 / / V) < WHAGWH | b)) dM(b._,)

—00

M(b):(l—d)s/b V) > W) + (1— 6 / / V() > WG | b)) dM(b.,)

» BHA, BE S DANTT T D70, B DADIREEE L TEEND
» MEE s IFY T8I, V) >W Emlcd CREEdT 5

» BEBEIEY Z5|E, V) < W ZHicd CBIET %

> BE,EEDNS s=1— [ dM(b) &iHIcT
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Y
HBE BiBEEZ HhE ik, 2EDZEE (aggregate variables) # Y, L,C,D £ 3.

S ERIEK
Y = wlL

» PEOEOMBERGZEICHICT 1O, w I FITEMEZRT
» BRIINENICERT D

EiFH
CH+wpD =Y

» RREEMY ITHE C ERSBHMOBEE D ICHELEnD
» p DAERICTRET D
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Qualitative Analysis

1 Proposition 1
KERNFERFE A X

» pDREICTLTCEDTD0<k<])
» w D EFITHLT, BT S (0<0)

EE 7S EERRIEER S D Appendix &M, BRI

» p DE: %EWEEFB@%M‘W*ETC@%T_&; 0<k<l REFIIRBEINS
» w D R REEECICHRONDIFHERENRZ -0, KE8d DEBEMNEZ KB IND

eNBVETEIL, w D EFICH L TOHORENFHEREIFAE LR S. FOC I,

: P = (1 —a)z=*€[gd" 4 (1 — §)h=] " odn1
z—h — pd — £
s = (@ + (L= R (- e
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Qualitative Analysis

1 Proposition 2
BEE CHMBEOMADE v™ —u’ |3,

» p D NRICH LT, BT 3 (¢ >0)
» w D EFRICSHLT, BT S (0 <7

BCE 75 EERRIE R D Appendix = B8R, BRRIICIE,

» BEBEIIRFE LD BAAENA S L) (Economies of scale)
» BFAREDO AN RIEBEBEE c DEEZRITP I, w D ERICK>THHDODEINNELARS
» RIENEEICH T Z2MEDNEDOMTH B0, BFIFEDHD p DEEZZITP T
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Hh')TL—>3>
A priori information
UTDNTA =R, ETILDSANEMITRESNS.

> 1/6 = 47 FFA (18 mH D 65 R & CTDOHAR)

» =096 x (1—0): 1 FEHIODEIF|ZEK0.96 L FFEER1 -5 DIE

¢ = 0.766: OECD Equivalence Scale 1 + 0.7 = 2¢

6 = 0.206, x = 0.189: McGrattan, Rogerson, and Wright (1997)

Wigse = 1.00: EZEE(L

W, = Wyg50 €xp(0.022(t — 1950))

— 1950 FN' 5 2000 FX THFHEET EFEZ 2% & LT, wygyy = wigsp exp(z x (2000 —

1950)) Z B2 L\ T = = 0.022

v

vV Vv V
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A TJL—>3Y>
Simulated Method of Moments (SMM)
o7 10D /ST AXA—2(IESMM TAHD JL—>3>7d 5.

)\ = (Eap1950777 «, C’ /J‘sa 057Mm7 Um,p)

=7y b LT 1950 F A5 2000 FXTH 16 EOFstEZ AL 3.

» IR T D REREFRE (1950, 1960, 1970, 1980, 1990)
» TREHHDORERER (1950, 1960, 1970, 1980, 1990)
> IBIRER, FEIEMESR BEIEHESR (1950, 2000)
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A TJL—>3Y>

Table 2

Parameter Values

Category Parameter Values Criteria
Tastes B =0.960x (1—-105), b =0.766 A priori information

a =0.278, ¢ = —1.901
Technology ¢ =0.131
6 = 0.206, k = 0.189
Life span  1/6 =47
Shocks ps = —4.252, 02 = 8.063
ny = 0521, 02 = 0.680, p = 0.896

Estimated—rvital statistics
Estimated—hours data

A priori information

A priori information
Estimated—vital statistics

Prices p19s0 = 9.959, v = 0.059 Estimated—hours data
Pt = P1950 X e~ Y*(t-1950) for t = 1951, ..., 2000

Wages w1950 = 1.00 Normalization
Wy = Wigsp x X022 (=1950) for + = 1951, ..., 2000 A priori information
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Hh)JL—3>
e = —4.252

» MBEDOT Y F VI OBIFFENICE
» BULEFEFD (waiting for the right person)

o2 =8.063 > 02, = 0.680

r JMEEDOTYF T DODEODEBIFBEREZEOENLIDHHNED KT
» FEEBOT Y TFUTIEEELTVD

u, = 0.521, p = 0.896

» BEBEDY v F > JIFFHBIICIE (the right person)
» BEEBEONY Y F I OEIFBEEHEENE L, ZEH

B (intuitive, narrative) (CHINF TIT AHETEER TITRLES S H\.
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Fig. 6. Decline in marriage, 1950-2000: U.S. data and model Fig. 7. Rates of marriage and divorce, 1950-96: U.S. data and model

» SRR OB CBEISERD ERZFATEI TV S
» BEEEZ CIREFOMADE u,, —u, HNVNE<BZ2TWVD
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B—FETI

> FEUS ¢ BIE A FESRAY72 match quality & U —F OB TETILL
» BED LR RENEEDHEMICS > T, EEORD L MIERO LRHHPTE S

FRIBD Xy b DD

» BEEE CMBEDODMEDE u,, —u, VNS <R >TWDB
» ETILTIEEEIED X 1w k& Economies of scale D& = EBRREIFFAEDE
» w D EH
— &REBE c OXEIIEREE RE5E) ICKE <, afEE BEEE) (S/hEW
— wDERICE>T, MEBEBECEBRBED CICHITAEEDENNEL AT
> p D RE:
— HEB c KDDFREREEn OADBEBENAELDMTH D
— BFT1SE (REE) DD p DEEZZ TP T L
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