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FA o A7 oA of BART7E BAAE, dadah, L8RS

RS

“E2] =7} §]7] 82 (Mishra, 1981)3f S48 (Pierson, 1994) =7 o] 3, B WALS] G2
TAEL A =7H] A -g-(adaptation) T} A HH (restructuring) 5-2] W} A4S Thotst
7] 938l =3l Yth(Esping-Andersen, 1996; Rothstein and Steinmo, 2002; Ferrera and
Hemerijck, 2003). 12U} 49 5.2 A glo] ks Goi= B A 27he] MatE FH A0
HlebR AZto =, Bl A0 OFH ZobelE Bsha, BARIE o |

Autatd — 52 oW A w Yo FH 02 — AT YA 7 YA ol A

WPFU

Fl

2 AR E Ag8l =31 9 A] F5Fth(Clasen and Siegel, 2007; Kim, 2005; 234 - 1
A - PG - HAEE - HEol - A, 2010; AL - 4=, 2010). 1990 o], Q1
AT Wsek 97 - ASIH e BARFS] o thap S 1A
o & ZHFHIl QlFol=: Eekal, BA=7Ee] SEQF A&, B gfjPuhyE] A

(paradigm shift) 2} SFHFA =4 2|31 7 2 2] (path dependency)?} T} (breaking)

oF 22 u]IAFBH A AT0] A H 9l A E-L o8] = Ao 02 ol gl A

ol gt = 9| FAoll= Bl EA| =7} A9 “FE 49| A (dependent varia-
ble problem)& A4 & o] & 7 A 243 etgAdofl diet
EAIANZ17F A Tk(Kihner, 2007: 5). ©]= AFolRt 7% &f AFS]H T A& H o] & &84
S A Sa U A e A HEkeh IR o] 24 BT 7] lshe A o= 7HE AL Qlth
(Green-Pedersen, 2004, 2007; Bonoli, 2007, Kiihner, 2007; Kvist, 2005, 2007).) 0] 5-2] tj
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FAQ] ol MR, BAAE2 AR HIH B8 0l =2 W (Castles,
22U ASH O R BA57He] Rl @RS HolEths HollA o

A& 7} 3L Jch(Esping-Andersen, 1990; Gilbert, 2002; Mares, 2005). ThA] W3], F<5H

o] FAE TR e S5 ARTL] 7 o Hela g & ol g 2 7

S 402 BT 4 =0l oot WHEH A9 SAo), BARA) =olo] T
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oFEF WOl S HUF| ZUY 4 gtk A4S Ul
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o] AR Yol hoj] BX|=m7te s & FobAlol BAlw7HH A
2004: 134; 983 - A - FZHA] - Nelson Chow, 2007: 215)0] that 4| 9] #A&
Esping-Andersen®] A A A& 0] 9 A 28 A 7|5 TrolstA HUATE L= A A=
7He& A= HE Lol sl FAAE Al 7HA] A= FHEE 4 vl BH A, 2
A=l o B 07k SR E o] Q= B A A A (hybrid welfare states) = 5 7F HF LT}
(Esping-Andersen, 1996; 1997). AHY 50X oF FA| =715 A -ef T & o] 9] 21l Al A =
0] A5} TS Esping-Andersen®] 9] Jones(1993)9] “G-nl3:0] Bx| k72 0] 4] 2F
o = Utk Y= e 7HE B S5 A 54175 vt 3414 BAA| = 7

£ AT o], FokAof BAw 7 7S Y59 (familialism) 7t 72 7H-7
Al S o] A= 7 o, ATt X571 5 Ut FAEE ol Y oH7] o2& o 9]
dol &= A= vk k. o F o= AR BEXA| R ai ks AR
SH BRGNS A28k Sotr o BAlw7HE 2 S AT EAAA (produc-
tivist welfare regime)® A3} A|zbo] S48}7] % 1% THHolliday, 2000). ©] 29
= T BEAA ks 7 2RI fARE 75 Sk 7| FEA 22O,
B Rt L&A, a0 T3 = Foll F5 ok AT (Estevez-Abe, 2008) %= A+

Sh= ThE FobAloh BATbe] BAS st Faolet & 4= ok

—_

) olSke Tl =AY o]/l S} A A% Hlo|E] 9] A A SelHlths T EAdeSiegel, 2007).

0 B2 B} Msel oE BRI ) HAAFE 1 AR o AR ES AR A
S U (Kittel and Obinger, 2003), T4 7| <& -3 2 24 o] &) 24 Jo] Hebd Z17tof thgt 3914 A
3|7} A3 A= T A o] th(Green-Pedersen, 2007: 15).
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Aute] AR AAFT e, o) 5 ATEL Fopalot BAMATL AT 2

=20l T} Qs 22 AR AZHE FEsts o) Zlofa A0 Hal
A A (2011: 8-19)2 o] HTE AJZHE “FOFA|oF o ]S (East-Asian exceptionalism) &k

= e B vl gz, i BobAlot LBl A9 el BEshe o &

o 9712 sk EAAEY Aol 97| Het BAA =] WakE A 2. At
8)AAIA soluh A A ko] ek ul T4 Uel S 2ushe Zoleka St ot
A ATl arel, FobAlof AbslEA] o] E44o]
102 FHFE SE 7] Rolth oledt FAL
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Takegawa(2005)2] 22| @ 7|
2olet 2 4= Qlizd), 2o 2w $HE
L BAAARS THBEOR AT A4S FolAlor BAZ7te] thak ol i} she
% Qlek. ALY o] 22 B2 W43 FolAlof BA L G4 ATt chE P nel 5
Hell glom, Fobrlof S} 7k 2ol S Sl o] AAE 97] wpRolcky wkebd A

o} FobAloh B} ko] BT HlmE SIS, A A Sl B

(welfare orientalism)©f| T gt H| T} = F-AFSH o)
5] A91E) ] AL8]% A8 A ek o) S

W22 BAA7) Bt oh el BA A2 482 91 ol 24 TS S8 L
3 927} 9l Aot
A F7HA 0] =0l 2 EHe) 2 1), Fobrlof HHE EsHs 7|2 B A%} v

7o AL S537] fleiA =, HEA SHolA FAI=7He] Hekel ek

31 3}7] Y3 Fuzzy-set H4]2 -8-3F o] & -4 (ideal type analysm)—g Al
AL, TRFRE BATAVE-S S| heldh 1910 Zuk motals] ik AHEEe] B
Si7F olslo] A4 AR HFOIA, B A% BAFIES] AN 448 st e

=
T} 22 (1 FY, 2004 47; =5, 2004 164 0] TR Q) AFBAE FA o= 245}

=>

3 BAHA 2] A g7Hs Aol e =0l 1990 B ol2kel]ol W FHre] B AHE Ty at Aol o
20004} Zubol) RWE AW A (29) AT A A A = Eefihid), B 002 132 B4
BAA = G2 WEkE 01 A7kl thak AHBI A B ATAE 2t QALY WEFH A A A £

=
A
FAE
A A M 87R 9 AR R AEE PSR AoIA vEEIok ekl

29
3

<t
97
=

® 132



7FEke] WAL E F8f Fotrlot JAI= 7R 92 ef Mol Wi A=kt At o]
o Ao WS BA|= 71| IS T d] Aot tho] 5-0] o] R A == S
7| Ht et 20 2 FORAA uhefstal Hstof| gidt St AW Alv v =
Hol| A, W3] thx} YA (multi-dimensionality) S L& dhs 2]20] AL FFESPAnet,
2007; Kiihner, 2007; Scruggs and Pontusson, 2008)0]] 5-¢}+5}= Zl o]t}

oHA AR o] BAG Sast7] 918, £ A SobAlot BARA S meket 8
57t S ste] Tt 7% ATS AR, T ARk Bk la ATe) by
L EEuee] TAPek ek ol Bt o 25

1) 8237 33 =09 Fobalot BARA AT

AT BA=7HE SHCE AE & BEX=57F F338 A7 Jones(1993)9} Esping-
Andersen(1996)& 71 22 T BAI57HE THs= WA L2 gt o] it &
A w2 333 A7 Edi7F H Esping-Andersen(1999)9] A= &
A= 7F HlaLe] Qlo} BA| A& ol = Al=e] g do] 57k 3t ARl S

o

Of

3] X7

Fzatd 7129 A vjEstal, gAESte) AlEs) 8| a = vket Ak R
WAE AR AR SO BEX 57 AA =95 ANsHEA, A== of 74t
o & =08 EAo7]= Hl A 718kt 18] A A RS S el 5

9 719 A= A A 71A] ZH A B TAE A A Lo &
1o B WA LS Hek BA, YT
olaat ul =S & 4 Ak AA), 7HEAE AT HZol Tor%—a—m.
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EA =7 @0l £ A, sig=rel 7124 HA Y 2l FA ol sl A= 4

QA H Aot o]t A A A= ol A 2 MFAl 2 E = ok sotAlof AL
A9 AT} FFol et Aotk gARt BA Y BEX=7HY] HE S AHY
& BB = ForAloF AR EA o] gt 242 Midgley(1986) ©] %~ =LA EHik
o] =t L SRS AR B 7] golE S8l ALz A7 H AL Qi) A
ol Ao R §WFO BT} (Jones, 1993), HAF 0] E 2|27} (Miyamoto, 2003; 4 5+

H, 2002), Hp50)9 A7-F20] FX| A A o] &9t (Esping-Andersen, 1997), AH4H=2]
2] E-2] 4| A| (Holliday, 2000), Y& E-2]=-7HGoodman and Peng, 1996), tRHg 2] 1L
@l (Hill and Hwang, 2005) S-0] 9Jt}. 121} Fofalo} 2|7} ol Lol §-8 3} Lo
Ao o AF] =] thate] Hil Utk oS £, Goodman and Peng(1996)3}
Takegawa(2005) T ¥l AG-50] A2 FASS A= 482 H Folaot
A S5 EAAN SEA S Al E Q1A 4 gle Bk ofy 2, FobAlof
=7H2 ATtoll gt ol &4 AP = g Riekar vlsERlth
Qb AT (2004: 138-142)2 FoFAoF A= 7} Ao
o] W EA A o FFske] wlThE AI7ISkAL Q). 1o W, BEA57k= 24 A
g Aottt frEor FEE 4 e S 7HA AL 9l Bk oty e, BA|= 7t

w
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- FoF7] o2 ofvligt Al (ambiguous case)E ME2E FF(CIE S0l EUF E=
A4e] §49).0 2 T 79, B8k 2 A0l Mk B4 0] 7HA A (explanatory
and analytical parsimony)2- 3£7|8joF AL, A A 0 & ThE FAP(Esping-Andersen, 1999:
T8 7129 BAFI9 FUMANA of5te HEEH BAS HAAL 5 Ak
UpebA A EE /|E0 R BARIE 2, 71 20] AT HIIEE AR Ao

ulmo] e BAE Fusks Zo] Wag Aolth FaT AL BART} f45

9 BAS7te] SEF P4 W AT Gt Qi 2ol oo A 2e 435S AEd E Al A
2L 35D 2 Castles and Mirchell(1993), ‘g5 F719] Aol 4 A A& Ferrera(1996), 74548 & 5
Ao 2 3t 2 5 HBE A L3} Sainsbury(1994) o] 9t
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A ol QLek7] Bk B A 57ke] B3-S o] shel WakE o 25t o]of th-ghe o o)
7] ujo]ct.
olefst A TelE uf, FobAloh BAT/HE EasHe BAT Y3t AT
MR BAS 2 B2k £4 A BT 5 ok WS B, oY
=% BTIA

7| B Z7ke] WshE wheka 4= Qitke] BA|eko A 7o}

oFo] B 715 vl st
o) Qo] WA 4 gl AYA) BAIS o8 3R 4 vt BAE 4%
S olth FAL0) A9, AST BATIIR 0] & AT BATAE SO A9
5] 7]120) a3} =olol W 4re B A F7hel SholLt Qi o) Foprlo} B A

220 2 ggstrte] FA419F AHHTHGough, 2001; Tang,
2000; Takegawa, 2005). 0|5 =252 Al 7-2] FA| =712} FokA[of 7} Abolof] &

Ao] ZAIBHE AR 7HEshaL vl mats BAIS 74X 5 Qlrka stk tha o

l

A, AT BAAA ZAE T AR o] Aolsh), Aok FoF 242he T
A= Agste] vlaske A PUEAOR elgsia ek Zolc ofof 7

(2004: 144)2 “Esping-Andersen®] HAAAZE] §-842 QUgshche, Aoke] B7)
Aok <gape] BAA Al thar 247ke] vlmrt opjeh, AR, BAEH - 2GR,
ARIF2] BAAA 22kat FolAlobe] A A A 7he] 4x1E Bl S sh Hlo] e)7

o g YR o R Bhgrsitha A Ak gk

S
|3 7 ek ol S E of gk AA| BA =7k Helel e H =052 2

RS QI th= FAHO’Connor, 1973; Schwartz, 1994) 3} &-2] =7}
9] 715 FA3IHA M2 W3FO 2 O] XA (recasting, restructuring, transition)©] -

AEth= FA(Pierson, 2001; Esping-Andersen, 1996), H-X| &4 0] ddbA] 7k dbH

0 o] FA|= th= Aol A B AA| 3] e Sl

EA=7e] wstag 3 o] B vl AT 135 @



et

S oglon AR 4 gl AL A4 91717} ohiet Alste] $7]eke 24
(Castles, 2004), 7121 BAF7LS] AL FE7} Q1T Supo] gl AR 25
A gbehz S Orger and Kist, 2003) 0] 2k, 0|42 o]
ahojol merabA) oha glom, olefdh REAS FAWSEA BA|27o] ek 4t
3N ste 2 ake] B, 12| Sl e SR 1ele] APlA 7

L Z)o|th(Kvist, 2005; Green-Pedersen, 2007; Clasen and Siegel, 2007). 0] &8+ Z273}-2- 4]
Ao} BA27k WS A7 reappraisal S HlA] BhA] A2 B Qlek 240
2 0|02 1 Iek(Wincott, 2001: 409). 0|5 =012 S35 & v YFat BAF7} 71 ]
HATLE o] SISA L, BARUORA chepet BXTe] A A 4L W

4 Gl AT WS B WS Sk, BAY 0 24 X F71e] Metaby )
2k ASS H
h 1

ATA | whet Fdriseo] BAZ T3] 915 vhekat WSl AkEm g

dl, 7P B Q] Ao] o] 24 e Ea) Wste] S vholsly] 913k AR Hx
2] 3% 2] 7)9Fo| th(Green-Pedersen, 2007). S 50|, Scruges(2007)2 7] 22] 2| & T o] €
7 7R3 Sl A FE517] 913, Esping Andersen®] BHFES} 250k Folg B
Bk ThoFst 2AES BeHsto] ALS| o] 7|Rkat A28 B4 X4 (gencrosity index)
2 Ffursoleh. Leiut o]l dt A A WAL, 7] 2e] BX)X| we} npiiA =, B4
1gle] BAloh A o) BAS FAlo] e 4= girk. vlE 20| BAHAe] &

e uhelst 4 Qe AAT Mes0] 23 ola TAET e, TUF A%

g 7] o],
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EdE 7HAANE A2 AR T s A AR o] AT e WS 7H A
FEG/NT A R0 oS HASAY TA GHZRIY 20 2S5
S A =2 AFE A (institutional complementarity)2 7FX] 3L Qlekal A4S E3] 27

20T B AAAES} B3 1k AR AL v s A E Aol o A
4 BA S A, Tk AFEAR] AT A R ARA =S Th
X8 Aol ol iz A| w4 AfmA o] A5}, 0| S v 7sH= o] olE-ATe
sl o) Mzebs 1S At

o2} AEF0 4 ATET} PA AT Bonoli®] AL B (FE Hl)ure 5

3 AAZHE A=) = 7= FAAA

ru
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o2 FolE AFsr ek B4
A Y50 AL BHelst 5
obUle), B4 &3k 2 TUAAe] Haol u3) Ko B 4 ABFORA,
WIBhol AeRe] LIS AT 5 i Aolth ol o] ol Sof mpEw, Bt

=
A2 FH 0 BAZte) vist shetatal o] & Ba) 48t hs e mAStIA 5
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A AT} BRG] JatE B HAF7e] WshE seteli FofAlof A
7ke) 533 M5 e BAY) $l8l, B AT Fusey-ser A4S B-851o] 7
HPEE EEI61L, o] & F9ff ol dd w4s 3 Zlolth A2 ] A4, 4
717, F8 WA, Te) s By e ohgah g

Ao BAGAL 7]E BRI AR 2ol Bistehs BA|=7bol|lA] F2 AgE o] &
117]] OECD 3]9 =t7tolct. o}7]oi= 2Af-2] BA|=7t f3 9] 55, 9=, v+, B4
Fo| BA=7F f39] Zaga B dd#s, ANIFe] 2=t diufa, s, A
e, 1231 Fotrlot BA 5o dh=tat dito] tE|of 9tk thf H71E Algtel o
& FoETE P2l dlofE ] BhE T Aol 7|/l el 7 Al 8-S
#5h= 5UT 2] BEAS7HE Adsto] EATO RN, ol gy A&ElE 4l
Fuzzy-membership Score(0]3} FMS)E A A 6}= 3225} calibration) 2] 9] 744 of| A] HHAY
3 = 9l AT S X Astel9lt. o]+= Esping-Andersen®] 5@ 37 At =t
7HE] YAFES) 7)o whE 2ok RZAIZIC | Bk, - H 2 AR S0 AR} &
A =7t tigtk 7122 Ql4]o|ut ofo|t]of, A=A 5o S A2 - HA| G oA
Aolgh 719k HolErhs S FH0] E83 Zlolth(adsd - WEE, 2008: 350-351).
ALY A 717 1980 49] B 7o) Fg7)E EEH A7) 9] o]
2 3t AR P o] Z3tat A 913 Maastricht ZF
o] A A= o] M AAIH R BRI 7] E o] FAlol ZIPH 1990 ] o] F5 F4 2 & a}3ict.
EH Ao A AT T8 A= A7) A 1 ¥t o5-g whofsty] 915, 71 B
=7} §istol| et A AFE (Kvist, 2007; Vis, 2007)2] 717F A1t FUgt, 5
AE HeE ek ot AEA7) 9SS, Adeet oy AR Highe s
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(AHAEEY EH G, AFeAE st L
SRS, 283 H74e] E2 e (welfare effor) S FAH &2 H4S AASHA T $-A A&
58359 A 7MY Ed o2 Se w1 Qg0 ® B 6l Al A G AR H50
2 Qlal v]a o] ghg-of A|oFo] 2 AU A4 (gini index) AL, tHAF =7Fe] AJAIE 2F
2E SE3| FRE 5 = YFE A H(wage dispersion) S -85t AF2AR A
50| FFE I AFAEL ARNES SA3THE SHA, WA A5RES BT
<& E3k= A YAl vls)] d=12] Akl 835 ¢ getales o A7 9
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P} A YT} AR o] w0 ek ZH oA, JFRARL o] F A|wet 7 4
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B
9‘15
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|
o
=)

=
= HollA, FA =71 vlaL A| 88 = Q= v T8 Motk At =7t
ZF v oA 71AF d ) %]+ X942 OECD Labour Force Statistics Ol A A58+ &

Q] FEAFR| 42(decile ratios of gross eamings)o]u}. ol ZERQ] LEAFO] FA
dHER el Zos, 25 12919 539, 122 929 A4 Bl 5
5 67% o8} LEALS] i%“]%(low pay incidence)ol] Tk A A E A= & A|F-5taL
ULk o] T & AT = AeSE2AL ST 2A I AXE 7MY S95HA B
FE 25 9B /AE 1829 (decile 9 / decile 1)E g3} Th
EA), w AR O RHE QFLEAE I Al A=) tfgh AHo
AN S ot 2 AolA = ol H3t e P =5 uhofstr] 913 OECD

JI[‘[
_>|4_"
N

o
=
il

N AA o] & LIS Hlol8 & F8f 75T AYAe dFEAte vastded, o€ 7 A AduA= vl
A Y7 &= S 3EA 4= 0.980).

9 B 7EAGA] B S AR B 15 BEEE Ak, T AL £EARE F4817] 915 A
Aol 7 AAH 02 AT Aukehn & 4 Glek o & ol B0 g BAZIES 0 717 B A
AT FYTA, AAATA 5o UL S YTRAL Z4F 9190 =29 fet.

EA=7e] wstag 3 o] B vl AT 139 @



o] 1§ W5 QW X| 4 (EPL: Employment Protection Legislation Index) S -85} T} 0]
A Al A AR 147HK 9] ¥ FAIE AT BB, dAE 1A, e
19 4] 5] Al AH=o.2 Brste] 00 4] 674K 9] SeAbE EATE A, e
A T 7k F v @ AT A F2 G| WLo|tHOECD, 2004; Vis, 2007; 7
1, 2010). TER S A TILHLE ) A MASHE 1= Ak | obub Srel, g
of O3 wFAAY] 8 W Hacton?] AR mER] W9lof FEFS 1) H 1w
E 52 OAH RS o] B3 Ao A o] AL TS W

% 3
ATk HollA, BAsh B0 BAE ZSHE o] 9lo] FRE WoThn & 5

A, BAZIE HRAFAA A D) BE o] & ALSE A A Zo]ch. A8l 7]
AAE F3) BE A AR 752 sk, o] Fal chat A8l
910 2R E Felout 47 E BESAL dldshs 715 Bt Teu AbalE
A&, QA A utoh o], e FEAE BT o 24 - A5 Zuoj4

A Q) Mool 7] = Steh. TR Tk ALBIE A A & WS H 7|5k RS FAES

_('_3,_
= A A28 HPE 55k A2 AUAA 5435 o] 24 - R EA YAl
SE3f|oF & #ut ofy ek, 11 A & BEX] 7o) wistel ek S A el A = YTt
= HolA AlaLe] o A7} Qi ofof] & Aol A= HlE -840 FHA7F AT =
EokaL, BA =S 7Y WEelA HolE 4= Qli=(Castles, 2004) AR A A &S F
3l E-A|=712) ¥ skabg-& ghotshiet. ohit ae| e 12 OECDO A A58k AFS|E:
A A& 35, WAL A QA EE LR, ol A& 2F6kaL HiA|
3 Z1 917 o] &l Ttal7] o] ks A o]t} De Deken and Kittel(2007: 101)2 A}3] 4
Soto] XHrp 28] 98 FEEA 2RI Y Eo] 9l FA X E(public

spending)©] o1 %72 (total spending) & E-831= o] vhatd sl A, A& 74d0] ¢
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o
ol
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N
e
4
K
1o
L
I
o
o
&
)
i)
K
N
N
P
32
i)

= AT o] | HA (FAA, 2001), =7kl &l A2 A
B2 52 A2 7| FER| 7 F7HER]| 9] 7|54 5 7= (functional equivalence)
B ge] 78 YHOR 24 Utk (17 1 4719 ol2d WES 54

A Ql B2} MEE sholal7] 915 Fa A= el BABHE Aol A8

__>,~1~t‘
2
s
HO.
k)
do
1o
lo
fu
It
re
Mo
oS
v
o,
o
o
o
HL
d
I
N
N
M

(e}
+
HN
I-ET
rlo
=

/ - x"/
_EANE T
- [ -
‘é”év”’
o] 2 = ?’f’i"/
1) A
CEAGA L] Aol BA A S F4 02 e Ba|2le] WSl velel T o 2

7he] oldae Hak7] $I3l, 2 AT Fuzzy-ser HEHA2 0] 83 Ragin2000)°]

ST 0B 241 (deal type analysis) & T Gk o) 2 w]wAS P ¢

2AZ7}e] Wl A3 Aeke] B HLAT 141 @



ASo] o8 de] E8E Q= A O 2 (Kvist, 2007; Vis, 2007), A 34>
(Fuzzy membership score) S ©]-8-3l 3l EX|=1712] A2 8L (institutional arrange-
ment) T A=A Zpossible combinations)©] o &l AulL} 717keA| S motsl
Wpglolel 3 4 9ok

Fuzzy-set - &3+ o]d

oflt
1%
flo

2 7}x) 54 7HA 3 Qlek WA shupo] Ap

o= QAo

H
RLe

2
i)
2
fu
B
1B
oX,

In
ofx
2
Ir
ol
i
1o

& (case) & £/ 5 (properties) 2] F-3H% =
317} o] g g o Aol 2 =edth(E Y, 2010: 262). | S Eo] YFEAL T LHT B
AAE 5O A 02 FAHE BA=7H AAEA |

SESRe} 22 Tl X3 o] WStR = mofely| o Bg vkt
5 Qs Aolth B4, o] 242 ald EA=7I7F EA old @ ol % Eo Qe A
T2 o] FHHEE 5183 Ragin, 2008: 19). WhebA] SHA A4 (13 T} - B| 24
= Abolofl A= 0.5, 0.74 Foll Fsh= =71 A4 9
Ao|(OFL, tha: 5)E HoTO RN HE (degree) o] AAE AT 4 ek AlA,
A7) 2o $455 wiAsta 1 A3l ol whet Aoldt 44 31 property
space) & F-O] O RA], BA 7L §- 50| A2 HAE AlIg) A5 Eol, B

Z

,LERT B E A 7HA] A7 FA Lok & o, 2+ &

rE
o
oF
o,
filo
12
£
1N

og
4l
L
lo
fl
ok
,é
[

)T} OFH () 07 UHo] £ 87179 &
A 23 FUHEL B %7}4 old@ol "t A, o5

(atypical type) & BHIBHE Ao] 7P5aitt. o] & Bl 9.2 BAZINe] Za, 59, 7

=
2o B AR e BRI} §7 0] EA0IRE B 5 gl Aolthy)

3f (truth table)©

S

rE
I
lo
4>
BN
©
o
u)
Iy
o
U
Hi
Kl
t
ofl
o
I
)
1o
oz
HT
ox.
©
riu
N
o
L
)

AF1E A 7}

o2 SRR S = Aok 7|E2) SXAA 3 -] e A

71 BEAAA| =ololl A ARE| o] & F8 §3E FE5te thAl o] dd 4% ol HEA=7t Hste] RS
*EPJ%EL AL, BR)27t #iskabgo] ujo- BRFelal B3 5}o] (Gilbert, 2002; Goul-Andersen, 2005) 22| <717}

iR
7NZ §PUS B Holeht 7ML S eoA RS At

o o
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5-0] 2%

p=1

o AgRlofu; e =90

s, 3

.

5o a4 7154 0] 9k o]

EE

9% o
T

o] BAAA = BREL OE G0 2

Kvist(2007)2]

=
ne

H
=

A 74 A=
NEETEBERE

38

o
o

o]

B
o

=

=

)

—

EEDCEET

9]

FFo]l B2 GF o= I7Iel MAo| 9

Q]

_g]
_04

Ige Ao ®el) o]

0

TSR} B A5 7P (wage earner’s welfare state) 7} ©] 9|

=
2 50 Wi BARTo|N wAE 4 ek 0|9k Fe) o] F2oh 7 A 23

(hypothetical combination)?

il
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= A 4 gl

A

3

943t ks

A

A

A o
o) £A4&
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[e]

B
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o

=
o

il

Ql BA A7} Bl A A=

=X[=71e] T2|®

t

(=]
—

4
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, BEXIXIEE S8l Y

s

& A AA =29
(% 1] ¥38S, n8E

o)
A

70

4r

Z0)

A2

=

AIZEB(P) =

By~ =
R

o

oldy

EEX D
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LR
A7)

i

o

E* P* S
E* P*~S
E*~P* S
E*~P*~S
~E* P* 8
~E* P*~S
~E*~P* S
~E * ~P * ~§
A=7te] wista g Akl &

B

~S

~P
~P
~P

(B
~E
~E
~E




9P HAL SPINE Fo HAEQTEE, 14ES, BAA2)S £QCA =
2L Fo) BE0 At ek o)t T2 o] Y calibration TS T

sl=d), o 7] A 2.3 AL Fury A AHS 5 A 7l9] A4 £7] 4 (qualitative an-
7

_ﬁ
)
i
flo
o,
L“
£
=
)
N
3
rlo
o
M
£
=
@]
&
I

g] 01L Aol R ] _F(_FQ
5t7] o2& SLHAIR Q) 2718 (cross-over point)er A7 5= Zlo|ehih A2 713

AEjsts A o) 2ak AHA| o] ulEe Erkis 9o] 7l s, AAHoRE

-
B
il
flo
oM,
et
Y
B
1>
2
rd
N
ol
£
i)
2
qz
N
k)
mlo
ozi
o
)
)
"
rlr
o)
é
i
=
~
(@)
(en)
"

olAfolH df| a7} o] il & H]-g-o] WA= S 5] fully in the set protection & 2
73T 2713 (cross-over point)£ 7 =2 Skl s ol 1.8 g3t
ok 22y ol 27 22 =7 vl Sl & uf, 2o E-8Ts S A7 7]
3tz 7k of . efifob 2ol divh g2 4] wheke] idE kel i
WRt ok 2}, ‘OECD Hat thu]ehe AR Q] vl aE7of
71 7] wiZolth & Aol M s Y Al EtehaL, ARt e 2 S7) Zh v]
WA FEE7F 52 OECD 29d=r9] Pt gha AHg-oh3le12

o3t ol g 4l B 7 A3} ¥t AEdrh(Kyist, 2007: 210-211). A

A, £ 0] Y 2] (principle of negation) 24 U=H 5 (B), IL-&FH T (P), A3 5] X Z(S) 2]
oldg HEEMS)7Ev”, 07, v¥ Y W Fuzzy-set2 Z-2be] A F QL ~E, ~P, ~Sof| 1-v™
Ql gre Fogith dlE S0l, 58S (E) FMS7F 0440 5852 FAHB(~E)2>

=
22 199040f] Fojat 8717] o] d P H F ol FR5(~EPS)Q] Hat ~E(0.56),

11) Ragin(2000)-2 ©] ]| &= ThoFst %ﬂ@ol Aol &84 4= Stk
A (accessibility), T} A (generosity) L& 1L 2] F-(obligations) S TAFS
stol Fgakct. 22l olaig e ol o] 2ye o
AU A B 5 9 B B0 /A2 ek 4%, 2010,

2 B FIHEE BAS BT Wcross over poin). ©.2 AT A1 ol Tt o2 TAL AL 2

A
_‘

3 Bk, AR Kyist(2007) = 5999 AL
o 2 3 QoA 97e] 4H Lo AS A
Yol 7ssteh B4l glovt, B4 4ol
SA] roLt, QA0 2 U] 1 9 BA| o] thet 371 20 BT Al ORCD -8 2ot Aol 217t
stof 1 QoML R TEAAT AR FOS FHLA WO Ho) 242 Alma) Bk, ol
B AEMS)7F0.01 2ol A o] Zout Hid g W ol g 3 o] vH = 59 Avheh Wk WEEA] ghotrh
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P(0.84), S(0.85) & &gk 0.56.2 AR E T vpAufoR X ejghe] 2] (maximum
principle) 7} =1, o= ZF AlA el FofH 871 EMS H== 5 7HE 2 S |
Aol 2F FMSE QI she WAook whebA] 1990\ A7) o dF 15 E 8714
0.44, 0.15. 0.16, 0.56, -+, 0.152] FMSE 7} thd, o] & g2l 0.560] 1990 ZekA
o] 2|F FMS7} =, 1990 2540 Ig -5 52 OECD ol vls) /4

g
2oL 1§R B BANE FF AYHOR & o A5 tha ke 4

—_

4 2

2 45 %lo] Qleka 3 4 GIthy A Sl ARE 17k BgSHe o] 2 W A Q14] o
7)Z5ko] FMso| ol 5t Qo EAI T} 2] 1A S o)
2 Aol M 271 05) ol 49) 4 F 075 ol ol e WA 0.2, 075 vt
oA Ve WO O HHBHATEY o U F AL 913k W A 7hA) A 7R

¥ 2j9} 7t

ok
flo

[E 2] £x[=271 £49Y 2 27|™
Py b 24 (=1) FAHE71H(=0.5) Qb FA4(=0)
° 95% B 5%
4EB5 2.133 3.144 4551
ILHS 3.750 2.102 0.600
XA = 29.158 19.438 5.563

13) 248 2 (EMS) 7} S7HE7] 4 (cross-over point)?] 0.55 7|20 & AFé} o] Eole AL A Wlo| 1l F7HE
7138& dA] g o] E(C‘ﬂ 0854’092)-—] A= oFF HIl=E oHH‘S}-]:]—(ﬂ 2 2010: 264).

14) Kyist(2007)= FMS7} 17 0] 2bd :ﬁfﬂ'(full} in), 0.84-0.990] 7] 2] ¢4 3 (almost fully in), 0.01-0.17-2 7 2]
1] 3EZ & almost fully out), 0 0] £+ |3 g (fully out) 52 97 AojF 4]0 2 JLESV| = FoL), o] et WU
2 8% shol A A B 4 ook wo] o,

pE g |

EA=7e] wstag 3 o] B vl AT 145 @



ol 1] 2B A0 ehl, 22450 RS ARt e e SEUS
o 4 oIk W B, 9T, DR 2A O FE E ATBEL] SF0l Y 7
S AOR AAEIG Taka, B AR (58S FHOR BAL B} B
2 e T HEHOE DRASS AT F /1 2 HES A 20
St HolA £5ERY Wslol] o] FRT AV ST A0 YFE] gy
(OECD, 2010: 78). 18]1l YaFEH 55T Yutx oz Fo3te dF 14 (collective

oA LA

=
wage bargaining)®] o] %o G W= o2 oaEo] gor},
oIt} Mg stel - B2} e Aol 13

%
NN RRAE Fujgo] At OR ofstuo] i Holth. o|F Sof, HulA L
1990 0.959] 4 1995 0.872 WS} $ AL, 2005 ol += 0.822 X &2 0] oFsh kS B
o] Qlek. olef g RS r|AG 7t Fol A AFEAF 0] A FEY B0
2 Holl — A= ATIY] o F FFH B

A%t @abolthis)
AU 02 1 EAGS FASHE MBI BAIHCE B 5o wEA A S A
%, TEHL, AYFORNE wEAe] A HEFO RN, ABE §A5HL A5
o] G vIA| L A02 7178 3 YTHEHAIAL - o], 2007: 43). TGR
sfof 3k HAZE WY, mepse} £, A9dlo] el that WARE

=]

A
i, 5, 43, 02 5] GuiAY G 2ANY FE F M

foy
A
1o
rE

Lo

19) o] FA 25 AL AA H7tR GAtE = AT 20 Lo =3 AEY HddT
o™ 815 g ALo] Al Aol 711g A1 of] tgh Bl Fa & sh=d, of
£ AYTAZ T2AE 428519159 |y 2
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T
o
f
fot
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N
l-E
o
‘d
T
m
o
o
rCI
=)
ju)
flo
N
lo
offt

obxlo} S7bel Gkt ¢laol

=23
8T JEsh e 2 2ol 2 Heltks RolY, WEA R FALEYS 543

=2
2 HQlth AA| &8 st ST g, F2oHE H w2 719 W =
FolsA 59 HYA el B 7 e A% AR A (coordinated market economy) 2]
E2S 7}A| 11 Q)& HHH (Ebbinghaus and Manow, 2001: 3-10), $H=4-2 1970-80E off 2%
37 A7) FHASHA A A a2l et HAE] o= ARl AgH B}
A== AR Aol 7] ol th(F 4, 2001).10 o] &fof e, 59 sEefA
E A LT 722 =7toll A, ShA A 2 AetAke] S I AR, AlAE A
A FaA e Holil e Ak shhe] E4olzkal sHlth. ol & 5o divt=9] 41,
A3t = (fairly in the set)Q] LEH T ASHEE Ho|thr) 1990 ] FHE o] &
A3] YobA gAY FAshE FE5sHAl I3E Ao 2 YR o 29t A2,
A& o] Apol= o, 20008 ) =4, g, T s, 299 Foll A = FAFSHA o2t
ok ot Aot BX=57HE 0 b o] A S A A o= Bl astr] ol AR Al ofo]
FRHETE 8 179 L8RS A5G =0 e 1990 Hf FHE o] 5 ZitstA|

& 5 AT wE A AT} 2o 220] T4 3} A (activation), 1] T T3 E-X]

o
2 W
2

)

il
I
rr
b

o] g1t A o] Erto]ofZ(The Golden Triangle of Flexicurity)2] AJ 2}

917] wj o] th(Madsen, 2002). WhebA] 118 H SHHS =01 2w, 90 =
o2 U, G=, vls 8 FuIAlE =7HE ol 2713 olshe] W
Holx|ut, o] 5 At &= F7Fst7]| YAl = Teheh EA oot s Al A
239 5O & 805 FA AES ot ole Aol

HY
flo
r gl
r
3

iz
o
ok
anj

e

| |

[
1P
o
H
[t

R
1S
[k

16 o] 2] gt gh=0] 181 F T E-2 1990 off A7) =3k} 1997 IMF £]3H9]7] o] $ 52131 ¥isks st
A B, g RS HA 0 71 F Qs HEks 1998 299 TR7|EY A o)A FS 4= Q) A T
Z3A WH A7} e FAIRES] B2 TS Bl Qlrhal BEete], A2 Hhtof = EELAL IMPe]

9} ALZAE AASH =ik o]2et ah=te] WA - A= sk A

AF8 FalzAl ol wheh, A= s i =
A 2000 ) o] % 181 5 x| 50] FATE st Bao] 9lrt.
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[ 3] AFBS(E), TRLE(P), AIRXIXE(S) U= Folot FMS
e BEEEEFRY gus 2%

value FMS value FMS value FMS

1990 1.99 0.97 3.49 0.93 30.23 0.97

sojl 1995 2.20 0.94 2.47 0.66 32.37 0.98

- 2000 2.35 0.91 2.24 0.56 28.97 0.95

2005 223 0.94 2.24 0.56 29.51 0.96

1990 2.16 0.95 2.40 0.63 25.60 0.87

et 1995 2.49 0.87 1.50 0.23 29.42 0.96

2000 2.51 0.87 1.50 0.23 25.96 0.88

2005 2.64 0.82 1.50 0.23 27.44 0.92

1990 2.49 0.87 2.33 0.60 24.12 0.81

e 1995 2.34 0.92 2.16 0.53 30.73 0.97

U 2000 2.41 0.90 2.09 0.49 24.24 0.81

2005 2.49 0.88 2.02 0.46 26.02 0.88

1990 2.62 0.83 2.73 0.76 26.02 0.88

dgere 1995 2.77 0.75 2.73 0.76 24.49 0.83

=T 2000 2.90 0.67 2.12 0.49 20.55 0.58

2005 2.91 0.67 2.12 0.49 21.41 0.65

1990 3.26 0.44 2.98 0.84 25.12 0.85

SRR 1995 3.08 0.55 2.98 0.84 28.71 0.95

- 2000 3.10 0.53 2.98 0.84 28.00 0.93

2005 291 0.67 3.05 0.85 29.32 0.95

1990 4.27 0.08 3.17 0.88 23.28 0.77

o) 1995 3.06 0.56 3.09 0.86 28.30 0.94

B 2000 3.24 0.45 2.34 0.61 27.86 0.93

2005 3.27 0.44 2.12 0.51 28.36 0.94

1990 2.80 0.73 0.94 0.09 13.13 0.20

5= 1995 291 0.67 0.94 0.09 17.15 0.38

o 2000 3.01 0.60 1.19 0.14 18.20 0.43

2005 3.12 0.52 1.19 0.14 16.91 0.37

1990 3.42 0.36 0.60 0.05 17.07 0.37

oz 1995 3.48 0.33 0.60 0.05 20.46 0.58

° 2000 3.46 0.34 0.68 0.06 19.30 0.49

2005 3.60 0.27 0.75 0.06 21.38 0.65

1990 4.34 0.07 0.21 0.02 13.99 0.24

e 1995 4.59 0.04 0.21 0.02 15.84 0.31

2000 4.49 0.05 0.21 0.02 14.85 0.27

2005 4.86 0.03 0.21 0.02 16.17 0.33

1990 3.86 0.18 2.74 0.77 3.09 0.03

= 1995 3.62 0.27 2.74 0.77 3.55 0.03

= 2000 4.04 0.13 2.03 0.46 5.54 0.05

2005 4.48 0.05 2.03 0.46 7.02 0.06

1990 3.16 0.49 1.84 0.37 11.62 0.16

Sl 1995 3.01 0.60 1.84 0.37 14.72 0.26

= 2000 2.98 0.62 1.43 0.21 17.24 0.38

2005 3.12 0.52 1.43 0.21 19.12 0.48
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HolFk A§50) 7o} FolAlol B R ot Eat P REE A 9t o) 5 7
7}E0] AuHA Q] HRFS — OF7he] AL EASIY — AAAH 0.2 1 40 K47
31 9lek. TLefut ol g ol ARI$17]o) whE A E 7, s, A

83 4= Qlehs HolA, L AR T 2 A F7ke] B4
e 5= QICk Siegel 2007 67)9] FAAH, Aol 7]4k
3k BAe Bt wste) AR 1YE B2 4= glom, ol B3k wskubg o)
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shofj o] g 1A, A A S = A2

2
%3]
i
o2
o
ED)
2
52
lo
=
u
P
)
B
4
Hy
B
Jol
flo
1ot

@ °
B
rr
i)
anj
=)
p
“H,
)
i
,
T
i)
i
fr
=

I QUT) o] 9F -2 AT — QrA] ARk Hhet o] — o] Al7] ol theFel
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2}’ (employment miracle)(De Groot and Elhorst, 2009: 395)0] 753 E o] 4= &2
o] HgJols B e 9] 5 job enur 3} 2 e FARFO] SeAtol Tt BAH

AN

%, 7193 1541 o] @ (ransformation) T A 71 -2 5 {5k HIA 1A Ho]
e Al 7 BAA RS 4B 0 238 4 9917] thZo] thMadsen, 2002). T2
& A gyl mulo] hushA AR 1 Aute] that chakst =AY thiol
HoE U E o Ao E H|E e A& H405)E Kol 7l Sk, dnka, At

23 A S A v ks %
%_ =]

Z Ho|xul 0]Yg19] ALl 2L 07 71AsHs v o] H 3§39 AL
ANAGA o7 Z718te] 7M7) Ao AT Qlet. thA] W), Al E of 2 Al
O] H7Hs3 o) eF AR A AEE SR St AAIFS] AA| = o
HshE 47 Ak Qe Aol ol H7FElA Yehs ekt R AAIA
B (regime shift) T} 22 T WSk1A] BAIBEY )= of ek Zejuh AF7HA 9] 24
A7+2 238 2 1), 200090 0] Be] HADrEL ik Haol gl WAl

=
MBS WS 9lou], wske] Zao] ST WA O R 4 (convergence)E 1 9Lk

he0 2 thEAQ AT BATII EF, G, v]FHe) WSHE A HALD
A Glzel, GuIA G FHES W FAFRAG ARG wFA L&
e (Esping- Andersen, 1999). ¥ A17-0] 24 A4S Welet, o] elgh 342 A
Aol Gl R0 BRI m, 7bg hEA L At} mlolc). nlste] 8|27} of
HHS (520 ol dgso] 24Elo] 9om, Ak P EG Y £ ehta
$HE 8 B 2|F SF0] OECD Fao 1) 4

boeol A2 7helof = st
22 Hojzch 94 Qo)A ol g7 8

o] Exdo] g WakEl Y, 1990 T FUF o] F FRE AR BXE B2 FAO

mlm
A|m
o

o

]

rlo

o
ofl HU
ot

0 B2E Aol BAAA R TESEE Aok YO o5 A B ohjeh 010] 1AA parsimony) &
Sl T, ST fA A 0] BARIR (ST B2 BARIR] B AR Ao Tt kol haIAl L
Esping-Andersen(1999) A58 =23k A.
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Qlek. 1Tk B4 THE % wiseel B HET

_q\__
AGH oA S} eREER] oF2 A2 ofH, o] 2t g} G FA = 7he) A A

T}, Esping-Andersen(1999)0]] T2 S 3= W =20 ANS|EX| A& A5 AL|
719 ARt Hol o] S 7HAAL Qdth ERE 2 7EF FAIShE AR A Y
o
e

A 2AA =, W2 A

i
ol
ftlo
offt
zog
v
gt
J
B
Al
N
N
fln
-3
I
:Q:lv=
o

A9 et i
AA7E e HES 7P T YTk Castles(1985: 102.9) 0|9} 2o 555 9 FA5
2= 7P (wage earner’s welfare state) 2 A9 F =0, B AG-e] A= 34 A (fair
pay)°ll Y25t HEA o EXREH Y= dawAdld A58l & &5 572 =%
EA BAE dSAo® Hof=al ok 28y 1990 o) 2H7HA] 53t 585 5
Al 8)
U= S AR o @82 Mt o], 7Y W 2l e, LEET, SAAE
8 el ek A oleigt BEe) F7he vg Bute] BES R4S of
Vo 2 o) AL 715 ol 710 ek ARl g0 2hadt H7 U
gheo} mamolu], o2 g ie] F/1Ee o
ZbogITh S Tt ohE 1S the] SR oha o 2
o2 Holzd|, Bl5F W2 FEol7]& sht LG H B} FA A E0] ST TS 2ol %
wollfe S5k, Aol A o] ZRAS S50 S/t 20
Ae7HA 8] =95 & o], ARt o2 ABAR7IE 2

S obA AW B AIFe] B 275 o

o

1=} =
W EFE, o|F N4 HOR ofshE|l m4S Holn], 20009

BN
filo
=
oy
r]I.
o
o

rlo

e
ox
<t
4 o
o
o
=
o2
filo
o,
jned)
et

e Ty 02
lo
i

19 2250 SH 5o B 71E AFEol GEW, SHVEAE FHOE she 7|sHel HA
Z(Katz and Autor, 1999), A A8t} =2 2 2]E 9] 7+4(Card, 2001; Milanovic and Squire, 2007), A=+
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[E 4] 0|EE 2M: Z9| 0| 2 fuzzy membership scores(1990—2005)

=7 Ux 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1990 0.93 0.03 0.07 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
1995 0.66 0.02 0.34 0.02 0.06 0.02 0.06 0.02

P

SHE 5000 056 005 044 005 009 005 009 0.0
2005 056 004 044 004 006 004 006 004
1990 063 013 037 013 005 005 005 005
1995 023 004 077 004 013 004 013 004

EEE]
2000 023 012 077 012 013 012 013 0.2
2005 023 008 077 008 018 008 018 008
1990 060 019 040 019 013 013 013 0.3

_ 1995 053 003 047 003 008 003 008 003

et

=T 2000 0.49 0.19 0.51 0.19 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10
2005 0.46 0.12 0.54 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12
1990 0.76 0.12 0.24 0.12 0.17 0.12 0.17 0.12
1995 0.75 0.17 0.24 0.17 0.25 0.17 0.24 0.17

HEE= 2000 0.49 0.42 0.51 0.42 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.33
2005 0.49 0.35 0.51 0.35 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.33

1990 0.44 0.15 0.16 0.15 0.56 0.15 0.16 0.15

Zapa 1995 0.55 0.05 0.16 0.05 0.45 0.05 0.16 0.05
2000 0.53 0.07 0.16 0.07 0.47 0.07 0.16 0.07

2005 0.67 0.05 0.15 0.05 0.33 0.05 0.15 0.05

1990 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.77 0.23 0.12 0.12

o) 1995 0.56 0.06 0.14 0.06 0.44 0.06 0.14 0.06

N 2000 0.45 0.07 0.39 0.07 0.55 0.07 0.39 0.07
2005 0.44 0.06 0.44 0.06 0.51 0.06 0.49 0.06
1990 0.20 0.09 0.20 0.73 0.20 0.27 0.20 0.27
1995 0.09 0.09 0.38 0.62 0.09 0.09 0.33 0.33

o
2000 0.14 0.14 0.43 0.57 0.14 0.14 0.40 0.40
2005 0.14 0.14 0.37 0.48 0.14 0.14 0.37 0.52
1990 0.05 0.05 0.36 0.36 0.05 0.05 0.37 0.63

e 1995 0.05 0.05 0.33 0.33 0.05 0.05 0.58 0.42
2000 0.06 0.06 0.34 0.34 0.06 0.06 0.49 0.51
2005 0.06 0.06 0.27 0.27 0.06 0.06 0.65 0.35
1990 0.02 0.02 0.07 0.07 0.02 0.02 0.24 0.76

= 1995 0.02 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.02 0.02 0.31 0.69

2000 0.02 0.02 0.05 0.05 0.02 0.02 0.27 0.73

2005 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.33 0.67

1990 0.03 0.18 0.03 0.18 0.03 0.77 0.03 0.23

_ 1995 0.03 0.27 0.03 0.23 0.03 0.73 0.03 0.23
AL 2000 0.05 0.13 0.05 0.13 0.05 0.46 0.05 0.54
2005 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.46 0.06 0.54

1990 0.16 0.37 0.16 0.49 0.16 0.37 0.16 0.51

om 1995 0.26 0.37 0.26 0.60 0.26 0.37 0.26 0.40
= 2000 0.21 0.21 0.38 0.62 0.21 0.21 0.38 0.38
2005 0.21 0.21 0.48 0.52 0.21 0.21 0.48 0.48

® 154



ool 10l 8 Bl Selt mE-B A0 28 A= S| of WA Agststel ujet
=257k o] YUyt objel, Bk HepALY] T} Habh Ao AWE 5 UeS

o
= A
ofch A F7hA| A 7t BATA1E0] AAAA Wekaly @ wske] Wk F0. %
A 7res) el (&

[# 5] ZAL i 271S2 o]'EY Hst

A= 7} 1990 1995 2000 2005 9 Hs} M3} =k
9=l IF M 143 +A)
—_— do}= 1M 3F 1—3 8RS A
e M 3M 1—3 TEHT A
tli==a= IF 3M 1—3 IERE A
[e) AL 2y
4 s —==
e A 5M M 5—1 %Li" °©
AEH FH=
Z9] 5F 1M 5M 51 el
o
AT HOE
3= 4F 4aM 8SM 4—8 TEEE
=7t
@]
A o=t 8M ™ 8M ™ 87 EAXE S
= 8F M 8F M elgad 12)
=t 6F 6M 8M 6—8 TEHET A
ok ot ASEYES
QL 8M 4M 8—4 T °©

T A= ol d g ol s o|n, F= 73 Wl 4 (fully in the set) S, M2 2F3H B ¥ 4 (more or less in the set) S 2]
u| gk

BAZ7Le] Wst A3 Aol Ag via AT 155 @



fad

he vl
9]

0

2 A

o, B2 27}o] that

1
[¢)

1
K

0

3 =4 de

i

o HFF S} Fuzzy-set %

hil

el

N
"

>
o] 1

=

=

i

[e)

3} P} e
=

=

[e)

bl ok
)57}

°

oz

)

82 527}o] st}

=

.

off m

o
o
ot
ﬁo
i

o] Wl

= °'d?

277 Qom, el 7t

B, Aoy vl=at 2
= o2 SIE . o

A= AR

[e)

R

CEate b=

=

Fed,

°

=
=

P RF =

SR AA ol e 2T

=

Bozo] BAAA R TREE GH0E 21E

AEIESSERIESAE

Z o
v

4
o BA LY B4 8

o)
= AF

|

dl
=
T

T

o]
o

o} ul A Ao] 2L gae] B HA L B X STt

pet

o ] 3H-& 21g-50] B2 2719 o]

=
T

b glek. npAuko 2 FobAlo} B /1S

9
, Esping-Andersen(1996) 2]

=

.

[e]
.

#lakE v
& o4

T+
=3

al

S
7

&

7]
12}

o

7oA % B2,

i
X
No
]
)
NI

al

J

5

A

=
T

o]

3|
1

3 A0 Uebgr). 29Rat u] =

HES LR
bar 7] 20 2 A41F WAlol wskr} gleks ol A A4

]_

0
pul

&

8257} wske] Tk

1_

i &

9]

9

=

=
< o[

S|
a

9

o] H3
=

=
[¢]

=

1E|
=

o B
ofEfo] M5 R T} 7

=7}
2
b, o]

}

ERAE AR

[

=

L

0

HE

3
2ol o}
2fo] 27

=
=

3k, 7
o

® 156

A]
7

]

=
=

[e)

T

1 o
- Ho}@ni %

[e]



o 25 FobAlof ket AT T} 21 vl 7H5 R 2] H1S B3l olo] et ks
e uek WushA AES Bzt ok
ol 3t AT AT F B Aol HA - AFS G Aol A st A
POl 2 A FEICh ShA] AL B uho} o), e 213917 ol F P4
oz oA 188 s WE QPO RA Y LT To] A=A
Bl FEHGO RN, AYF-0 T 1G] BATo] A48T 900, 2P of
Gl A7 L A5RBE] JEr} =4 B Gk ofo] B ATAS Y AL

3] ool Mt TEEt A4S 95 AT AZel BAF Foirt BYSE WL

rot
M
<
ne
oX
e
ok

HED
g Aot} o= & ZRAF] 5T A sdo] ehe7] o] oSt F A A

o
Eoshe TP e AA BAAE Seeh e
% qlet. FE°1¥%ﬂﬂ%}%imi§%aﬁyykﬂ{%@ﬂﬂ%@ﬂ%:
5o Z2 H3) & o

FORM Ut fARE P BARIE DAY 5 U Aot F 4K A mE
ol AT A8 A AR A AISHE o] BT, o | Heke AT AAH:
47 A2 W71 of el e Zlo] ek MlRrAR o] B2} Wat Ak m Ay}

L 545 12907} oo 2 2 7] eh3) ek,

EA=7e] wstag 3 o] B vl AT 157 @



A, A, A9, 145, Aol, B4 (2010). BAZILe] el thgh o] IR £A: 214l

%) 543 AE A At BA GIAEBAZAAT 25 3154,

Ha2d, 735 (2010). EA=7Fe] WsE SAHE 9% A2 A= S=ARREX]S} 62(1). 5-30.
735 (2010). =X[=712 5t I ZAITELIO] #A. TFHS DL HAFSH =2,

<
AW (2004). FotAlol BAAA 2] AFE : BAAA 73 vlue] W] EA)9} Fobalo}
EAA FRBste] 7bsd. Al EA A, 20, 133-154,
AT (2011), FopAlo} ALB|EA] o] o 9] A7 Folrlo} ALE B4 o] H W} W, ofA|ol AT,
54(1). 7-21.
HEY (2004). XM =522 | =ESMH 2XI27te] HIEA ofal. LA}
724 (2010). HEFBAZ7}e] GAsA A o]0 k32| 3 o] dd ¥4, 2000-2007. AF3] K.
AT, 26(2). 253-284.
, AL (2008). AAIGAI, ZAAA, @AA7E AsI dEAFAEs . 4203),
333-358.
24 (2002), EANE 2 BAA A AD=A o] =45} T =
w7l wAd, ‘a"ﬁ’}j, Nelson Chow (2007). SOIA|O} AFEEX| HT7L, FFA].
W3 (2005), EHl 2T Az o] Al AR Aol BE v WAL H A A 25 B0l 1)
A JFE TR, FFALEEAE 57(4). 91-118.
£33 (2004). 3H=ro] 237} =y EA A A v QG AL AT 12(2), 162-183, A
Ao gtal AL3| At AT 4,
QFANE (2004). AR BEAFTE AA FEAA ] FA]: o] EH w=ojof 29¥l =ARA AL
A S g X8| E. 38(5). 391-454.
FAZL (2001), PRI AL EA: BHAZTL ALSEA] i o] B-Fe} A Ao HA.
S 28| E, 35(1). 211-231.
FAE (1998). YFA5EHTE] 23 & 4ARA. KDI A AT, 20(3-4). 223-260,
J5- (2002). AFAFo] BEXNSE L sb= BAAme] 4 =Aol tiste]. AW HA).

X=7t 82 = | AR} EA]

f

(ol

B

W AR EAIGA, 14, 9-25.

Az

1}
=]
=

’

o
o
Al
it

274 (2001). =SAIE Aol &0 2M. KDI.
TAF (2007). =B A A=, d5iAt, 2830 BXGA . AL B A8 59(4). 297-317.
Az}, o]4d (2007). AAIZIS) Alw: 2FAIFA LY} BEAA RS FA0R aed ATEA.

2007-12,

® 158



Albrecht, J. & Vroman S. (2002). A Matching Model with Endogenous Skill Requirements.
International Economic Review, 43, 283-305,

Amable, B, (2002), Is there an Institutional Base of the New Economy? In Kurt Hilebner ed. 7he
New Economy in Transatlantic Perspective, Routledge,

Atkinson, A, (2001). A Critique of the Transatlantic Consensus on Rising Income Inequality. The
World Economy. 24(4), 433-452.

Brandolini, A, & Smeeding, T. M. (2008). Inequality Patterns in Western Democracies: Cross-
Country Differences and Changes over time, In Pablo Beramendi and Christopher ]J.
Anderson eds. Democracy, Inequality and Representation’ a comparative perspective,
Russel Sage Foundation,

Bonoli, G, (2007). Too narrow and too wide at once: the ‘welfare state’ as dependent variable in
policy analysis. In Clasen, J. and Siegel, N. A. eds. Investigating Welfare State Change:
The Dependent Variable Problem’ in Comparative Analysis, Edward Elgar,

Card, D. (2001). The Effect of Unions on Wage Inequality in the U.S. Labor Market, Industrial
and Labor Relations review, 54, 296-315,

Castles, F. G, (1985). The Working Class and Welfare: Reflections on the Political Development
of the Weltare State in Australia and New Zealand, 1980-1980. Allen and Unwin,
(2004). The Future of the Welfare State: Crisis Myths and Crisis Realities. Oxford
University Press,

Castles, F. G. & Mitchell, D. (1993). Three world of Welfare Capitalism or Four?. In Castles, F.
G. ed. Families of Nations: Public Policy in Western Democracies, Dartmouth,

Clasen, J. & Siegel, N, A, (2007), Comparative welfare state analysis and the ‘dependent variable
problem)’. In Clasen J. & Siegel N, A, eds. Investigating Welfare State Change: The
Dependent Variable Problem’ in Comparative Analysis, Edward Elgar,

Clayton, R, & Pontusson, J. (1998). Welfare-State Retrenchment revisited: Entitlement Cuts,
Public Sector Restructuring and Inegalitarian Trends in Advanced Capitalist Societies,
World Politics, 51(1), 67-98.

De Deken, J. & Kittel, B. (2007). Social expenditure under scrutiny: the problems of using ag-
gregate spending data for assessing welfare state dynamics, In Clasen J. & Siegel N. A,
eds. Investigating Welfare State Change: The Dependent Variable Problem’ in
Comparative Analysis. Edward Elgar.

De Groot, A, J. & Elhorst J, P, (2009). Labour Market Effects of Flexicurity From a Regional

Perspective, Tijdschrift voor Economische en Sociale Geografie. 701(4), 392-408.

EA=7Ee] wstag 3 o] B vl AT 159 @



Ebbinghaus, B. & Manow, P. (2001). Comparing Welfare Capitalism: Social Policy and Political
Economy in Europe, Japan and U. S, A. Routledge.

ESPAnet, (2007). ESPAnet Conference 2007 Stream 6: Multidimensionality in the Analysis of
Welfare States, http://www2, wu-wien,ac,at/espanet2007,

Esping-Andersen, G. (1990). The Three Worlds of Welfare Capitalism. Cambridge: Polity.

(1996). After the Goldern Age? Welfare State Dilemmas in a Global Economy. In

Esping-Andersen, G. ed. Welfare States in Transition:' National adaptations in Global

Economies, SAGE Publication,

(1997). Hybrid or Unique: The Japanese Welfare State between Europe and America,

Journal of European Social Policy. 7(3), 179-189.

(1999). Social Foundation of Postindustrial Economies, Oxford University Press,
Estevez-Abe, M. (2008). Welfare and Capitalism in Postwar Japan. Cambridge University Press.
Ferrera, M. (1996). The ‘Southern Model’ of Welfare in Social Europe. Journal of European

Social Policy, 6, 17-37,

Ferrera, M. & Hemerijck, A. (2003). Recalibrating Europe’s Welfare Regimes. In Zeitlin J. &
Trubek, D. M. eds. Governing Work and Welfare in a New Economy: European and
American Experiments, Oxford University Press.

Gilbert, N. (2002). T7ransformation of the Welfare State: the silent surrender of public
responsibility. Oxford University Press.

Goodman, R, & Peng, 1. (1996). The East Asian Welfare States. In Esping-Andersen, G. ed.
Weltare State in Transition: National Adaptation in Global Economies, SAGE
Publication,

Gough, 1. (2001). Globalization and Regional Welfare Regime: The East Asian Case. Global
Social Policy. 71(2), 163-189.

Goul-Andersen, J. (2005). Ambiguity of welfare state change: Institutions, output and outcomes.
paper presented at the ESPAnet Conference,

Green-Pedersen, C, (2004). The dependent variable problem within the study of welfare state
retrenchment: defining the problem and looking for solutions. Journal of Comparative
Policy Analysis. 6(1), 3-14.

(2007). More than data questions and methodological issues: theoretical conceptualiza-

tion and the dependent variable ‘problem’ in the study of welfare reform. In Clasen, J &

Siegel, N. A. eds. Investigating Welfare State Change: The Dependent Variable

Problem’ in Comparative Analysis, Edward Elgar,

® 160



Hill, M, & Hwang, Y. (2005). Taiwan : what kind of social policy regime? In Walker, A & Wong,
C. eds. East Asian Welfare Regimes in Transition . From Confucianism to Globalisation,
The Polity Press.

Holliday, 1. (2000). Productivist Welfare Capitalism: Social Policy in East Asia. Political Studies,
48, 706-723.

Jeeger, M. M. & Kvist, J. (2003). Pressures on State Welfare in Post-industrial Societies: Is more
or less better?. Social Policy and Administration. 37(6), 555-572.

Jones, C, (1993). The Pacific Challenge: Confusian Welfare State. Jones, C. ed.. New Perspectives
on the Weltare State, Routledge.

Katz, L. F. & Autor, D, (1999). Changes in the Wage Structure and Earning Inequality, In
Ashenfelter and Card, eds, Handbook of Labor Economics, Vol 34, 1,463-1,559,
Elsevier Science.

Kim, Y. M. (2005). The Re-examination of East Asian Welfare Regime: Methodological Problems
in Comparing Welfare States and the Possibility of Classifying East Asian Welfare
Regimes, paper contributed at the Workshop on East Asian Social Policy. the
University of Bath,

Kittel, B. & Obinger, H. (2003). Political Parties. Institutions and the Dynamics of Social
Expenditure in times of Austerity. Journal of European Public Policy. 70(1), 20-45.

K u hner, S. (2007). Country-level comparisons of welfare state change measures: another facet
of the dependent variable problem within the comparative analysis of the welfare
state?. Journal of European Social Policy, 17(1), 5-18.

Kvist, J. (2005), Diversity, ideal types and Fuzzy-sets in comparative welfare state research, In
Rihoux B. & Grimm, H. eds. Innovative Comparative Methods of Policy Analysis:
Beyond the Quantitative-Qualitative Divide, Springer.

(2007). Exploring diversity: measuring welfare state change with fuzzy-set methodology.
In Clasen J. & Siegel, N. A, eds. Investigating Welfare State Change: The Dependen[
Variable Problem’ in Comparative Analysis, Edward Elgar,

Madsen, P, K. (2002). The Danish models of flexicurity: A Paradise - with some snakes, In
Sarfati H, & Bonoli, G. eds. Labour Market and Social Protections Reforms in
International Perspective: Parallel or Converging Tracks? Ashgate,

Mares, 1. (2005). Great Divergence in social Protection. paper written for conference on
Varieties of Capitalism in Asia, Korea University and the East Asia Institute,

Midgley, J. (1986). Industrialisation and welfare: the case of the four little tigers. Social Policy

BAZ7}e] A5 Aol B WLAT 161 o



and Administration, 20(7), 225-238,

Milanovic, B. & Squire, L. (2007). Does Tariff Liberalization Increase Wage Inequality?: Some
Empirical Evidence, In Harrison, A, ed. Globalization and Poverty, University of Chicago
Press,

Mishra, R. (1981). The Welfare State in Crisis: Social Thought and Social Change, Palgrave
Macmillan,

Miyamoto, T. (2003). Dymanics of the Japanese Welfare State in Comparative Perspective:
Between ‘Three Worlds' and the Development State. The Japanese Journal of Social
Security Policy. 2(2), 12-24.

O'Connor, J, (1973). The Fiscal Crisis of the State, St, Martin’s Press,

OECD. (2004). Employment Outlook, OECD.,

(2010). Growing Unequal?. OECD,

Pierson, P. (1994). Dismantling the Welfare State?: Reagan. Thatcher and the Politics of
Retrenchment. Cambridge University Press.

(2001). Post-industrial Pressures on the Mature Welfare States. In Pierson P. ed. The
New Politics of the Welfare State, Oxtord University Press,

Ragin, C. (2000). Fuzzy-set Social Science, University of Chicago Press.

(2008). Redesigning Social Inquiry Fuzzy sets and Beyond. University of Chicago
Press.

Rothstein, B, & Steinmo, S, eds. (2002). Restructuring the Welfare State: Political Institutions and
Policy Change, Palgrave Macmillan,

Sainsbury, D, (ed.). (1994). Gendering Welfare State, SAGE Publication,

Schwartz, H, (1994). Small States in Big Trouble: State Reorganization in Australia, Denmark,
New Zealand and Sweden in the 1980s, World Politics, 46(4), 527-555.

Scruggs, L. (2007). Welfare state generosity across space and time. In Clasen, J. & Siegel N. A, eds.
Investigating Welfare State Change: The Dependent Variable Problem’ in Comparative
Analysis, Edward Elgar,

Scruggs, L. & Pontusson, J. (2008), New Dimensions of Welfare State Regimes in Advanced
Democracies. paper presented at the 2008 Annual Meeting of the American Political
Science Association,

Siegel, N. A, (2007). When (only) money matters: the pros and cons of expenditure analysis. In
Clasen, J. & Siegel N. A. eds. Investigating Welfare State Change: The Dependen[

Variable Problem’ in Comparative Analysis, Edward Elgar,

® 162



Tang, K. L. (2000). Social Weltare Development in East Asia. Palgrave,

Takegawa, S, (2005). japan’s Welfare-state Regime: Welfare Politics, Provider and Regulator.
Development and Society. 34(2), 169-190,

Vis, B, (2007). States of Welfare or States of Workfare? Welfare State Restrcturing in 16 Capitalist
Democracies, 1985-2002, Policy & Politics, 35(7), 105-122,

Wincott, D. (2001). Reassessing the social foundations of welfare (state) regimes. New Political

Economy. 6(3), 409-425.

2R 0] W57 43 Aol Bk MLAT 163



¢ Abstract D

A Comparative Study of Welfare State

Changes and Strategies

Kim, Kyo-seong* & Kim, Seong-Wook**

The principal objective of this study was to explore the changes and strategies of
welfare states based on the welfare-labor nexus, and to assess the possibility of
categorizing the East Asian welfare regime. This study reflected multi-dimensional
aspects of welfare states and assessed the extent of the relevant changes using ide-
al-type analysis based on a fuzzy-set approach to overcome or circumvent existing
methodological-theoretical limitations, As a result of this analysis, most countries
were shown to have their own systematic combination of welfare-labor nexus and
changing strategies, whereas Sweden and US have maintained traditional charac-
teristics of welfare programs. In particular, East Asian countries exhibit divergent
patterns of change and strategies that cannot be converged into a single category.
Whereas Korea has changed into a liberal welfare state using a strategy designed
to lower the level of employment protection legislation, Japan has mainly utilized

a wage inequality design, which employs some hybrid and unique features,

Key words: welfare state, East Asian welfare regime, social expenditure, income

dispersion, employment protection legislation
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