
(c) Efficiency in the composition of output (product-mix) 

The third possible way of increasing social welfare is a change in the product-mix. 

To define the third marginal condition of a Pareto-optimal state in an economy we 

will use the production possibility curve, which we derived in Chapter 22. Recall that 

the slope of the PPC is called the 'marginal rate of (product) transformation' 

(MRPTh and it shows the amount of Y that must be sacrificed in order to obtain 

an additional unit of X. In other words the MRPT is the rate at which a good can be 

transformed into another. 
The marginal condition for a Pareto-optimal or -efficient composition of output re- 

quires that the MRPT between any two commodities be equal to the MRS betwen the 

same two goods: 

MRPT, = MRS, = MRS 

Since the MRPT shows the rate at which a good can be transformed into another (on 
the production side, and the MRS shows the rate at which consumers are willing to 

exchange a good for another, the rates must be equal for a Pareto-optimal situation 

to be attained. Suppose that these rates are unequal. For example assume 

2Y 
MRPT. 1X 

1Y 
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that is, 

MRPT, > MRS,, 

The above inequality shows that the economy can produce two units of Y by
sacrificing one unit of X, while the consumers are willing to exchange one unit ofY 
for one unit of X. Clearly the economy produces too much of X and too little of Y 
relatively to the tastes of consumers. Welfare therefore can be increased by increasing 
the production of Y and decreasing the production of X. (This example was presented 
in more detail in Chapter 22, page 503.) 

In summary. A Pareto-optimal state in the economy can be attained if the follow- 

ing three marginal conditions are fulfilled: 

1. The MRS",, between any two goods be equal for all consumers. 
2. The MRTS1.x between any two inputs be equal in the production of all 

commodities. 

3. The MRPT, be equal to the MRS., for any two goods. 

A situation may be Pareto-optimal without maximising social welfare. However, 
welfare maximisation is attained only at a situation that is Pareto-optimal. In other 
words, Pareto optimality is a necessary but not sufficient condition for welfare maxi 
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misat .ation. All points on the PPC are Pareto-optimal. The choice among these alterna 

529 

-optimal states requires some measure or criterion of social welfare. In a 

tive Pareto-optimal 

uent section we will use one such criterion, namely Bergson's social we lfare 

among these alterna- 

Su 

function. 

R KALDOR-HICKS °COMPENSATION CRITER1ON' 
Nicholas Kaldor' and John Hicks* suggested the following approach to establish- 

ing a welfare criterion, 

Assume that a change in the economy is being considered, which will benefit some (gainers) and (toainers') and hurt others ('losers). One can ask the 'gainers' how much money they ald be prepared to pay în order to have the change, and the losers' how much 
money they would be prepared to pay in order to prevent the change. If the amount 
af money of the gainers 1s greater than the amount of the "losers', the change 
constitutes an improvement in social welfare, because the gainers' could compensate the losers' and still have some 'net gain'. Thus, the Kaldor-Hicks 'compensation 
criterion states that a change constitutes an improvement in social welfare if those 
who benefit from it could compensate those who are hurt, and still be left with some 

'net gain'. 
The Kaldor-Hicks criterion evaluates alternative situations on the basis of mon-

etary valuations of ditferent persons. Thus it implicitly assumes that the marginal 

utility of money is the same for all the individuals in the society. Given that the 

income distribution is unequal in the real world, this assumption is absurd. Assume, 
for example, that the economy consists of two individuals, A, who is a millionaire, 

and B, who has an income of £4000. Suppose that the change (being considered by 
the government) will benefit A, who is willing to pay £2000 for this change to happen, 
while it will hurt B, who is prepared to pay £1000 to prevent the change. According to 

the Kaldor-Hicks criterion the change will increase the social welfare (since the 'net 

gain' to A, after he compensates B, is £1000). However, the gain of £2000 gives very 

little additional utility to millionaire A, while the 'loss' of £1000 will decrease a lot the 

well-being of B, who has a much greater marginal utility of money than A. Thus the 

total welfare will be reduced if the change takes place. Only if the marginal utility of 

money is equal for all the individuals would the Kaldor-Hicks criterion be a 'correct 

welfare measure. This criterion ignores the existing income distribution. In fact this 

criterion makes implicit interpersonal comparisons, since it assumes that the same 

amounts of money have the same utility for individuals with different incomes. 



aneep 
neliom 

PPCyaduelian si Lil 
poikiA ai 

h PPC hos t veuious rnlsirali d 

A a X d y hih ca le pturuel wil 

Uehrs a 

ndumk 

wtte aaosi 
Cmbrartt 

wnne d dueid. .Pm aw pon 

Eeeorlh 
bat 

a 
Mod () tt 

mamimww oaunalsla qanl 

Amubd , nen 

s. For ample 
Po a m 

tnt ive maniby )X X , Ge te 

mamNumv wmawloy Mat raw hee praduencd 

tu ti iw fclons kd L) Y. he x, 

Comloi rali M wolA by poit a 7poirt a 



he on pesbilil 

Slany foit b dERgeor{h taat euve 

ho co al qn X,. the maruns amout Ayout 

at tan prsuc sd j aFot 

PPC 
6m EQoebod lh mme 

um tasl pacs t t paolnelion pae) 

mwa, FPC a eons 

laus da faeG.iim upuls5 
van t eoute andgdanevmy BdL) a- 



Saceogy is 

ya a srsd staknalo , ve 

The qandly 
L qoo ay po 

lflpts ae epllmal 

foi ide 

udve Juchni cally nti Cient, onthain 

memployo 
os0wvei.Any foit adsova a asoa 

we 

nalanolla 
Ja oddiCmal 76abu 

T 
aos caao tk 

poedue 

oddiCnal 7oAdues 

SachnatoT 
CuR wnd 

a no 

PC 
amkomaidn ewne baraa 

nds omUa 
rango-maal uehom 

roenare>om 

anly hom 
a f 

Jhe nsgalie 8 he sspe 
PCMtalll 

e 

MRPT 

MLalla he 

manon 
-al rale d produet panskomalim ,MRPT 

y Y al must be 

thocs 
Ond 

Baciad 
n ad 

oon 
add al ut 

oX. 9ha ecovsmic 

ithe 
ate a Suich a imwpdi am b 

2am o e o-vaa 
alan 

Thamshe1mel 

amsls 



{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }

