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Estimating Pesticide Marginal Productivity of Apples
Using Damage Control Econometrics

Naoki KoN-vA

Summary

Empirical studies of pesticide productivity have not been undertaken in Japan.

the difficulty of handling pesticides as a standard economic input.

This is mainly due to

Damage control agent such as pesti-

cides increase the share of potential output that producers realize by reducing damage from natural

causes.

ductivity derived from alternative functional specifications of abatement functions.

It differs fundamentally from standard inputs.

This article presents estimates of pesticide pro-

Results suggest that

standard function specifications overestimate damage control agent productivity.

1. 30 &I
BEIZBELRLIDIIRSIEDTELEVE
EEHRTHH. BEOFERE, REROHEED»S
B ey, BECREFECAHEEZBERL,
EEREOKIERERmE DL LI, 2HULRT
FADENHBH—HT, ESOREMEIIHTS
OOy, BRIRECEYEES5X5
LD ELTEDORRICEEPRI LT HNTNE,
bHAEOBETCHHRMNICIR T, BUmBEHLT:
DIZO%, ZhdTAKBOREEZFERAL T & 1(#
Bl [5]), 2010, BEORARIIET LK
¥EKIBIEATEY, 3PBPIETLREY
OEFEBIZIHEBYPIVEEDNT VS, 20Ok
ABEBRIEIV Y —FTIAT 4 v 7IKEINDB L
BN, BEROBABICOVWTRETEHET
BRI ET RO DENS B, LU, &
hE cOERNTOEILN T EEEOME TR, B
BISEEERE LTHRBICROEbh 2 &8
gipots, —F, BATIBRBEOEEEDSTIC
DVTIEE L ORENDH 5, LTHh, HBH, EXR
BEDREOEEERISBEN S EEEZHAX

39

+50IHLT, BRIALN, BRNWSHEHED
LEENSEHBEERT L VO EHREREZ
8124 ( Lichtenberg and Zilberman [9]). B
EEUIDOE) REMER OEFEEREI A -
avbu—- -y bEMERGEL),
AMFELETIE, BRELIRER - HEICLDH
EZLOBEFEEEFNVERNTYI2AV-Y 3 V5
%> (Cousens [4]). BEIIRFETHK
EINTWLIBECEEBERLBELRL LK
wrH oy, BELBEMOBEOHKRERE
{ELEEFNEBVNAIEILE ST, BEOEE
ERIEREDIZIA-TV AV OV -V Y
FOREEIELLEERT B LN TE S,
FRCEHBRA T EROTI A=Y aY b
O—-NVIT—Jz2 bDTL—AT—7IZH L,
abatement function % HER & E K cRENL L,
EBEOEEM AT S, FABRELKT S
LTk, BEEEROEEEEIT TR &
DEIBERAE2EH T 5, %72, Carrasco-Tauber
and Moffitt [3] ORREOIELEAA B,



Bk RERE BoE

2. EFNEERIBR

1) MFO7L—LT—7
BEO4ESEOFHE I Headley [7], Camp-
bell [2] 2RELTELOWENZESNTH
B, FA—Vay ba—LEANEEROTFRIZ
Lichtenberg and Zilberman [9) 7 L —7—7
ZERRUCLER, BREOEEMOFEEL AL
&2 >TWB, Carrasco-Tauber and Moffitt [ 3]
i Headley [7] ®7 L — 47— 7 IZHEOVREBRH
TS ERHOTRBEDOEEE AL 72, Bab-
cock, Lichtenberg and Zilberman [1] (&4 % —
Vavia—-nI—Jzv IHREREZLE
%454 L1z, Fox and Weersink [6] 134 % —
Jaybua—- -Vt ORBOEFEDT
REEZ BRAICHW LT,

Fr—vavba—Nr—Y v bORMER
REEMMTRENT ST 7u—-FIl3Z>0&
s B#H H 5 ( Lichtenberg and Zilberman [9]),
—Did, MEROEERBICLZAN TS A~V
Iy hO—-NI—T v b OEEME BRI
LTUEW, @R OEEEROEEY A /N
ENTLEI . CAI, FA-YVav bu—px—
Vv PORREEMMRSBHEOEETER LD
LRBMICTRT5:0TH5(EE2), 55—,
HEORBICH-TIA—-—YV oy bo—pr—
Vv bOEEMENENTEIENILDTH S,
REDHE, ERORBIEIIHT HHEHMIR LI
I EMZoBITHB(EE3),

BEOHETIILTO L A2 LU T abatement
function % EREEEB CHENLTE I &icky,
Fr—vaviiag—prpr—-Yxy bOEFEEEEH
BlLTn5,

EEROLERE Z2DOENMTDIT B, —D3,
BIENERER, TaOBEECKVEERNED
LEVWBEOEERE, b RERSICE
LEHEEROBINTH S, BREAOTEET 2
EUTFO &I ICEB,

Y=F[Z, G(X)] 1

YRR, Z3EROEEER, G() &
abatement function, X x ¥ x—3Ja v bu—p
I—=3x hTHB,

FrA—Yavira—nrr—Yxy bOEFERZ
WERS EOWHEIZ L HBAENEREBORD S %
ENLZIMA B ENTERPITE>TERTE
b, ¥A-=Vaviuo—pnI—-Yzv bSHEE
ENKIMR B LN TELPIEBHKG(X)
EoTHEINE, 27T, G(+) XEERDS
SEEXMA D EICHTHEME, X5 »x—
Vavbu—nNr—-IL1v v CHB, i, 0=
G(X)=1Thbd, G=10ExIHEEICLS
EEBORDHSVBEODBRETHD, G=00D
REHEENAD I ENTER LI EBRTE
%,

R EROHEKHE

EER ¥ OB Am-EY B W ot B OB B
* 15 37092 4425 4870773 488404 640753 302839 681303
BERZE 2195 2189 3626383 491612 317629 168674 354949

&) BArkERk, HEERHE, £nlishizm,

®2 EXHEOHEBEREE

LER % OB tw-BY O# K

o B 8 B K

£ E B  1.000 0. 841 0.714
¥ 2] 1.000 0.742
it - @ 1.000
B 3
£ O fh
e 2]

B b

0.422 0.753 0. 755 0.843
0.419 0.830 0.716 0.843
0.408 0.734 0. 500 0.692
1.000 0.415 0.327 0.430
1.000 0. 660 0. 860

1.000 0.745

1.000




VY TERMEEURS A -V Y PO — I kB EEOREREEE D

2) ¥ - 4

FHld, MBFIS6E, HBI60ED 5 & IBfI59E
EDEAFERIZOWT, BMOKEARETERD
[BEVEEERAARE RELER] OEE
BEOFERBODA THEER, 21134 > 7TV
IZDWTIT» 12, IBRISYFER, BELT7A»H8
B3 COFEDIL LB WED I HEERIE
ULEADUIzcn, /IE» 5133 Lic (AARBE
EEHTS Q0]),
AEBGEEDREOEERZB O, BE
I BEEMNE - HERAESEZNA 202
Tz, FEBHTISIER B A AV 7z, BRI 3R
BHELETERAOHBEOBEREZMA L D%
Ait, 20z Oftho#MRE, HER,
HEHNRUHEO S s HRRBRAHRE 2RV
DRV, TR OCEMITIIEEEERDS bD
BYRCIHIR, BXEEE, REzNAZLO
EROVI, FEICEBEFHEREE, BXEL%E
MO T BT @RI RE L oL ERE 2 i
ZtzbDEBN,

3) ERAET N

4 FERA T Lichtenberg and Zilberman [9] i
naT=FrI32REL, BEZAEOEER
FERBICE -6 D&, abatement function %
HEREEEAMTRELL LD >V TEHAZ
o1,

BEZBREOEEERLARICEET VL,

TR O % & VEBEOFHBICHW KIZenZ
NUTFRESIC2 5,

Y =e® LABPsMP MF#rQF 0x # xgu (2)

Bon0 + AxnX + u (3)

FREc, BIEKDH YT abatement function %
HEMUIZETIVE, EROFHICAVRIE
NEFRLTOLDICES,

Y =¢° LﬂLBﬂBMﬂMFﬁFoﬂo[G(X)]Yeu (4)

41

lnY=a+ﬂLlnL+ﬂplnF+ﬁMlnM+
BolnO+7 M [G(X)]+u (5)

22, a, B¢, By, Bu, Br, Bo,
Bx, YRHEEFTREITA-5, YIIEER,
L%, MIid#s, BuEMRTIMIE,
O3zt EEER, FIEH, XI2BE, o
BHARKOE, uldHEHTS %, fHgLor
®iZ, ¥=1¢&73 5 (Lichtenberg and Zilberman

(91

abatement function % I U 7€ 7)vid, Car-
rasco-Tauber and Moffitt [3] ICHEHL L, abate-
ment function %, &S, UV AT 4 v 75,
TATNAHTHELT 5. BREEBEKHOAE
EFNEFNRDLHIZKE B,

G(X)=1—exp(—AX) (6)
G(X)=1/[1+exp(p—0oX)] (7
G(X)=1—exp(—X) (8)
A, p, 6, cREFNRFRIEETNE/IT A~

ITHbB,
FHANXE)RIC >V TIIEFE O OLS %, (57
DNV TIEIEREEIG CTHEE 21T - 72,

4) SHRAHR

3 IHEERROFROEEMEZRLIIBDT
b, 2EICtELIE V(G 4), Carrasco-
Tauber and Moffitt [3] OFH BRI, 27
=5TS5A/, TATVSTE, OVRT4 975
WP ERLTOVSY, ThEERED, I8
BHHEaT AT 4 v 75T EZRLTY
5,
FAUIFIOETHRE U EEERORFREEM
ERULIZHDTH B, REIEL L, a3 7=5
75 ARN BB MERRLTHY, HRAICE
EMEVWzE, UL, BEIANOEEERICO
WTWEIT=577 ABOHEIEBATLEPS0E
WE AT, 358, 1 - 8%, zofistioxs
WVERB LT, a7=475 XBTEHNXL
BoaTWh, ¥A—-Vaviu—nI—Yzv b



AEHHE R PR S5l

£3 LEBROREOHEEM

YA —-—vyayitog-—p

= ¥ aT=5I5 2 B ¥ 747N OYVAF4 Y
E K OH ~0. 507 1.662 —0.192 2.571
(—1.04) (1.18) (0.01) (1.67)
¥ 18 0. 485 0.573 0.631 0.543
(4.88) (5.66) (6.59) (5.24)
+4th - 4y 0.038 0.048 0. 045 0.025
(0.91) (1.13) (1.06) (0.58)
# W 0.037 0.029 0. 036 0.026
(1.22) (0.91) (1.14) (0.83)
0 i 0.114 0.187 0.282 0.175
(1.04) (1.60) (2.62) (1.50)
AE ¥ 0.039 0.037 0. 046 0.036
(1.77) (1.66) (2.09) (1.62)
;-3 B3 0. 287
(2.58)
A 0. 000006
(2.73)
c 0.0576
(0.02)
Iz 0.0951
(0.15)
o 0. 000003
(2.01)
i L E —4.925 —5.715 —7.199 —4. 836
BT HM 7.219 7.320 7.515 7.207
) () Mt fi.
R4 EEEZOBRFEEY
F A=Y a3y boa-—
= ¥ O a7=5T32 ' ¥ T4 TN OQYRAT 497
il 8 4.07 4.80 5.29 4.56
T - &Y 0.29 0.37 0.35 0.19
L4 W 2.81 2.20 2.77 2.00
F O 6.61 10. 84 16. 24 10.16
A ¥ 4.74 4.56 5.67 4.43
= x® 15. 64 3.94 0.88 14.33

i

B

2) FHETHMLLLOTH S,

OEPEMZHET HDIZOLS ZHWV 28BS, T
T=577 AREEMRTHEILRZITO &, &
A=Yavhba—-vr—Y v bORREEIC
DVTIZBRFHE X h, BEOEEERIIOVT
BN E M T U E D 2 EEERAICEIRE I N
T3 { Lichtenberg and Zilberman [9]). UL
U, EBROHMICHOLIERERBICOVTIX
OLS ZAWIZIBED LD 2/3F 4 — 7 DK/

{RILEEBH 2 T W 2 W, Carrasco-Tauber and

1) HEdke/ 1 Ho FBLSMIkg/ T,

42

Moffitt [3] &SRB HEREBrOEaIT=5
TIABDHEDEEDEERERDNNT AP
FA~TVay bu—LOBEE LY H:B/NEHTGE A
B &V EFRD, IFRERRICELTESRTLD
RO BV EEELZ NS,

3.8 U
AETEERAVWONT &0 T=575 AR
DEEEKE S A—Yay ra—po7 L—A



Dy TEREE LI A=YV FO—MIZ &S EEDOREEEEOHR

7 — 7 % F " 12 abatement function % 15557 7,
TATNGE, UIRT 4 v VAR THELT S
CEIEST, BREOBFREEEZEHAILL, £
DIEITE-T, ROEERBCRELZBHED
SEBEHREFRCHES SAEESBATEE NS
ZEEBEL,LIILL,

Carrasco-Tauber and Moffitt [3] #25#5#5L T
WBHEDIT, BREOEENLZFAT IERIZEX
DFFE & [RIR S ¢ 1o EREE B ORELLISC
LHEHETHEEALND, FTHRECRREE
MR OEEERORREERE S R THESE
BRTHHI L, BEORELE & & ITEEENIE
T9 %% EDKRBRN M %L &I abatement
function #FEILT B2 &I k- T, BEEZZE
SO EICHEE LA TERLIEE, SkD
BEL-TLKBTHDIREDHTFITB T H5RE

BEROBEIFODIIbEENHHEBE DN S,

ZRISTEROEERBIC £ 2 0 Cldd8 - 1 BUR
B4 v T or—Y a3y 28 EREPH B HT
&5, #lx1L Fox and Weersink [6] OWHFEIC
i, FA-vVarvro—nr—yzv OB
BORFE P E < HE, MSICBd SR MBI
TESEL->TLEAY, BEROFERAEB ST
DB, BEORIBKEIIHLTELR
nHEYBEEZSL, CDLHOBREEELI LT,
B REELETIERE>TON 2T H0E
WBHb,

&

(B£1) flucixAmgs, KK®mes, 27 v 7—, B
JEAEBEZE S 5 ( Lichtenberg and Zilberman [9]),

(32) MEDLEEERORREEMEVSE TN OHR
THHOIKNLT, FA-YVIAvbEa—VI—T 2V

FORREEELIERIMO LD SRR B, FHL
< 1% Lichtenberg and Zilberman [9] #&M,

(3 3) HROEBHREMSHEL, BRIE 21283
FOFERABRYPEHOKBE L BIEPTEEELSN
505, EHNICRBRIZOBEOFEHEZEME ¢
B, Thid, BEOEERRN, 20OWRISIEI LD
CFEFAB R EADEER LS (Lichtenberg
and Zilberman [9]).

(84) FAr—VYav hu—LEFIVOFRIZ ILIERRE
BR%T->10T, tEXETEERZ ( asymptonic
standard error ) CEHHiL 72{ETH 5,

43

2EXR

[1] Babcock, B. A., E. Lichtenberg and D. Zilberman,
“Impact of Damage Control and Quality of Output : Esti-
mating Pest Control Effectiveness,” American Journal of
Agricultural Economics, Vol. 74, 1991, pp. 271-280.
[2] Campbell, H. F., “Estimating the Marginal Produc-
tivity of Agricultural Pesticides : The Case of Tree Fruit
Farms in the Okanagan Valley,” Canadian Journal of
Agricultural Economics, Vol. 24, 1976, pp. 23-30.
[3] Carrasco-Tauber, C., and L. J. Moffitt, “Damage
Control Econometrics : Functional Specification and Pes-
ticide Productivity,” American Journal of Agricultural
Economics, Vol. 74, 1992, pp. 158-162.
[4] Cousens, R., “An Empirical Model Relating Crop
Yield Loss to Weed and Crop Density and a Statistical
Comparison with Other Models,” Journal of Agricultural
Science, Vol. 105, pp. 513-521.
[5] HBEERMYE TRERFEE] SlEIE, 1997.
[6] Fox, G., and A. Weersink, “Damage Control and
Increasing Returns, "American Journal of Agricultural
Economics, Vol. 77, 1995, pp. 33-39.
[7] Headley, J.C., “Estimating the Productivity of
Agricultural Pesticides,” American Journal of Agricultu-
ral Economics, Vol. 50, 1968, pp. 13-23.
[8] Judge, G. G., R. C. Hill, W. E. Griffiths, H. Liit-
kepohl and T -C. Lee, Introduction to the Theory and
Practice of Econometrics, 2nd ed., John Wiley & Sons,
New York, N. Y., 1988.
[9] Lichtenberg, E. and D. Zilberman, “The Eco-
nometrics of Damage Control : Why Specification Mat-
ters,” American Journal of Agricultural Economics, Vol.
68, 1986, pp. 261-273.
(10] BAREFEENITAR (BRBEEE] FoXE
4%, 1985.
(11] MTAEEE, HEEER  BEEWL  BREAE
[ SAS i & BERSIT] HEAFHIRZ, 1996



