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(2.76) (2.45) (2.86) (3.28) (5.67)
00D - - - - 0.228 0.210 7| 0.215"
(2.34) (9.06 ) (9.31)
01D - - - - 0.3207" | 0.335"" | 0.3457"
(3.28) | (4.06) | (14.68)
02D - - - - 0.372 7| 0.380" | 0.389°"
(3.80) | (15.59) | (16.22)
- - - - - 0.451 " 0.376 '
- - - - - -0.190 -0.159
R’ 0.380 0.303 0.314 0.329 0.352 0.973 0.559
Adj. R’ 0.363 0.285 0.295 0.311 0.344 0.964 0.554
F 23.237 77 | 16.509 77 | 17.354 7" | 18.637 77 | 42.086 " |103.195 7 [118.125
118 118 118 118 472 472 472
(D In(Y)=pt+o; In(K)+a, In(L)+o; MNCs[+o, 00D+as 01D+a6 02D J+e Y ( HUF) K
( HUF) L () (Fazekas and Koltay (2003, pp. 216-217)
) MNCs 00D 01D 02D gooo; €
MNCs
( 2) Hausman test: x2=18.625 ,p=0.002
( 3 Hausman test: x’=15.871 ,p=0.003
( % t o ] ** 5 * 10
( 5)i: 1
( )Figyel8 (2001, 30-37. 0.; 2002, 30-37. 0.; 2003, 32-39. 0.)
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(1990 2002 )

1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002
) 36,384| 29,397| 24,192 22,609| 22,008 19,585| 19,776| 20,758 20,315| 21,329 23,534| 22,942| 23,703
14,524 11,909( 10,235 9,164 8,343 7,739 9,080 8,866 7,815 7,978 8,204 7,766 7,979
8,843 8,458 7,917 7,776 7,611 6,310 6,558 7,210 7,561 7,452 8,859 8,397 8,528
13,017 9,030 6,040 5,669 6,054 5,536 4,138 4,682 4,939 5,899 6,471 6,779 7,196
() 35.8 30.7 25.0 25.1 27.5 28.3 20.9 22.6 24.3 27.7 27.5 29.5 30.4
( 1,256 1,257 1,287 1,380 1,401 1,442 1,461 1,679 1,725 1,887 2,020 2,337 2,426
142 133 118 124 112 107 121 131 132 130 121 133 143
940 1,000 1,071 1,078 1,106 1,109 1,120 1,302 1,335 1,363 1,421 1,574 1,613
174 124 98 178 183 226 220 246 258 394 478 630 670
() 13.9 9.9 7.6 12.9 13.1 15.7 15.1 14.7 15.0 20.9 23.7 27.0 27.6
( HUF) 33,725 27,100{ 31,600 35,300| 40,289 42,310 46,027 63,591 71,186| 78,188 105,388| 140,605| 171,470
13,075 13,085 10,921 9,891 10,096| 11,563| 17,221 23,153| 26,859| 30,070| 39,790 48,984| 50,864
() 38.8 48.3 34.6 28.0 25.1 27.3 37.4 36.4 37.7 38.5 37.8 34.8 29.7
18,108 9,100( 11,000 12,000| 14,700( 19,975 20,562| 31,992 35,305 37,518| 48,170| 75,386 100,392
10,132 3,302 2,996 2,862 3,625 4,106 4,037 4,591 6,455
538 1,744 3,172 2,929 2,022 2,131 2,189 3,317 2,441
346 . . . . 1,997 2,076 2,655 3,375 4,363 11,202 12,918 17,773
GDP ( ) 1.6 1.6 1.1 1.0 0.9 0.8 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
() 12,779 17,039 20,887 24,979 30,105| 38,707| 44,974 62,438| 83,021 89,327
1,178 1,117 832 774 751 787 881 919 842
...| 15,861] 19,770 24,147 29,331| 37,956 44,187| 61,557 82,102| 88,485
() 1,409 1,144 1,910 1,030 1,189 1,257 1,881 1,605 1,306 1,555

536 534 352 346 263 300 176
608 1,376 678 843 994 1,581 1,429
E : )KSH, Magyar Statistiai Evkonyv Kutatas és Fejlesztés ( ), WIPO (http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/), Havas (2002, p. 23)



)

EU15

4.5

() 2001
1999  EU15 2000

(  )Népszabadsag . 2003. Aprilis 12., 5. o.

(1990 2002 )

(1990 =100)

20
S D> & D P H P P O D &
& & & & & & & & & & &
S N S N . L S
( ) 1 9

23



(

(1996 98 )

)

0 10

YNikodémis (2003, 41. 0.)

20

30

24

40

50

60 70

80



°14

10

(1999 2001 )

iy}

1,230 669 1,169 3,068 373 3,441 19,375 22,816

2 279 122 255 656 56 712 1,368 2,080

123 40 118 281 62 343 1,256 1,599

1,632 831 1,542 4,005 491 4,496 21,999 26,495

D 5.4 2.9 5.1 13.4 1.6 15.1 84.9 100.0
2 13.4 5.9 12.3 31.5 2.7 34.2 65.8 100.0

7.7 2.5 7.4 17.6 3.9 21.5 78.5 100.0

6.2 3.1 5.8 15.1 1.9 17.0 83.0 100.0

( 1100
2

( )KSH (20030, 23, 29. 0.)



9¢

11 10 (2002 )
(1000 ) )

1 2,691,198 7.84

2 2,114,963 6.16

3 1,481,180 4.31

4 766,262 2.23

5 706,874 2.06

6 550,146 1.60

7 533,894 1.56

8 529,641 1.54

9 508,393 1.48
10 431,424 1.26
10 10,313,975 30.04 8.0 8.5 9.0 5.0
() x 10 =1.0 =0.5 x =0.0

)Antal 6czy-Sass (2003b, 26. 0.)



L2

12 (1992 2002 )
1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002
( ) 286.9 321.5 351.7 593.2 523.9 2,663.3 3,890.5 4,857.2 6,429.1 6,186.6 7,256.2
) - 12.06 9.37 68.68 -11.67 408.32 46.08 24 .85 32.36 -3.77 17.29
) 2.68 3.61 3.26 4.60 3.98 13.91 16.88 19.39 22.85 20.29 21.13
( ) 1,001.3 1,145.6 1,416.7 1,394.0 1,607.2 2,745.7 3,419.8 4,368.5 6,283.7 6,850.3 7,593.0
() - 14.41 23.67 -1.60 15.29 70.84 24.55 27.74 43.84 9.02 10.84
) 9.04 9.17 9.54 9.01 9.92 12.93 13.32 15.60 19.59 20.34 20.19
( ) -714.4 -824.1] -1,065.1 -800.8[ -1,083.2 -82.4 470.7 488.6 145.4 -663.6 -336.7
( )Antal6czy-Sass (2003b, 27, 30. 0.)
13 (2001 )
High-tech 10.4 80.5 91.5 97.5 66.5
Medium-tech 11.7 86.0 84.9 93.9 58.4
Medium-tech 10.7 74.6 71.6 73.7 42.5
Low-tech 8.2 58.3 57.0 71.8 36.3
9.5 74.5 75.1 89.2 46.1
) ( OECD ) Hitech
(35.3) (24.4) (30) (32)
(33.1) Medium-tech (31) (34) ( )(24 excl.
24.4) (35.2+35.4) (29) Medium-tech
)(23) (25) (26) @n
(28) (35.1) Low-tech (15+16)
(17+18+19) (20+21+22) (36+37)

( )Hamar (2004, 48-49.

0.)





