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Abstract
This study introduces declining population and exhaustible resources into a semiendogenous growth model that explicitly incorporates firms’ optimization behavior and investigates the relationship between the population growth rate and the
growth rate of the per capita output. The main results are as follows. First,
irrespective of whether the population growth rate is positive or negative, the
long-run growth rate of per capita output can be positive, depending on the
conditions. Second, when the population growth rate is positive, the long-run
growth rate of per capita output depends positively on the saving rate, although
the model belongs to the class of semi-endogenous growth without scale effects.
Keywords: exhaustible resources; declining population; endogenous growth: Hotelling’s
rule
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Introduction

This study investigates how exhaustible resources and declining populations affect
economic growth by building a semi-endogenous growth model. We integrate these
two fields of economic research. One is related to the relationship between exhaustible
∗

Hiroaki Sasaki is indebted to the Murata Science Foundation for financial supports.
Corresponding author. Graduate School of Economics, Kyoto University. Yoshida-Honmachi,
Sakyo-ku, Kyoto 606-8501, Japan. E-mail: sasaki@econ.kyoto-u.ac.jp
‡
Institute of Economic Research, Kyoto University. E-mail: mino@kier.kyoto-u.ac.jp
†

1

resources and economic growth, while the other is related to the relationship between
population decline and economic growth.
First, since the Club of Rome’s The Limits to Growth, it has been pointed out that
exhaustible resources such as petroleum and natural gas constrain economic growth
(Meadows et al., 1972). The global oil crisis of the mid-1970s raised interest in this
issue. Many economists have examined the effects of exhaustible resources on sustainable economic development (Stiglitz, 1974a, 1974b; Solow, 1974; Dasgupta and
Heal, 1974). They concluded that if technological progress can overcome the scarcity
of resources, sustainable economic development is possible. Although technology has
advanced since the limits to growth, resources will run out if human beings continue
to extract them. Therefore, the depletion of resources is an important issue.
Second, Japan’s first postwar experience of a fall in population occurred in 2005,
with negative population growth rates following 2009 and 2011. Similarly, concerns
about population decline have been increasing in Italy and Germany (World Bank,
2013). Therefore, population decline is an urgent problem in developed economies.
At first sight, few countries seem to have experienced negative population growth.
However, we should consider the effects of the immigrants. If we consider the rate of
natural increase (i.e., the crude birth rate minus the crude death rate), several countries have experienced negative population growth. Indeed, according to the United
Nations (2013), the rates of natural population increase in 17 OECD countries were
negative between 2005 and 2010. The global population indeed continues to increase.
However, the population of developed countries does not grow as much. Contrarily,
some countries, such as Japan, experienced population decline. Table 1, taken from
the United Nations, World Population Prospects 2019, shows that population growth
will decelerate over time. Further, in developed countries, the population growth rate
will be harmful in the future, as shown by the blue shaded columns in Table 1.
[Table 1: Forecasts of population growth (Source: United Nations, World Population
Prospects 2019)]
Based on these observations, it is vital to investigate how exhaustible resources and
declining populations affect economic growth.
Our study incorporates exhaustible resources into an economic growth model and
investigates the relationship between population growth and per capita output growth.
Therefore, we can take Stiglitz (1974b).1) The final goods are produced by exhaustible
1) For initial contributions that consider the relationship between non-renewable resources and
economic development, see also Stiglitz (1974a), Solow (1974) and Dasgupta and Heal (1974).
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resources, in addition to labor and capital. Under the assumption that the production
function has constant returns to scale, the saving rate is exogenously given. Further,
the population growth rate is exogenously given. He investigates the stability of the
steady-state and the per capita output growth along the balanced growth path. The
dynamical system comprises differential equations concerning the output–capital ratio, the ratio of exhaustible resource inputs, and the stock of exhaustible resources.
The perfect foresight competitive economy is a saddle point; hence, the dynamics are
unstable unless the economy starts on the saddle path. However, this is a study before
the rational expectation hypothesis becomes mainstream. Accordingly, the dynamics are varying because no mechanism locates the initial value on the saddle path.
Contrastingly, if the rational expectation is assumed, the initial value can be located
on the saddle path, and the dynamics become stable. Suppose that the economy is
steady, the per capita output growth rate is positive if the population growth rate is
less than a threshold value and negative if the population growth rate is more than the
threshold value. However, Stiglitz (1974b) only considers positive population growth
and not negative population growth.
Cigno (1981) incorporates an endogenous population growth rate into Stiglitz’s
(1974b) model and examines how the dynamics of the model change by this endogenization of the population growth rate. He assumes that the population growth rate
increases per capita consumption and decreases in industrialization, as measured by
the capital-labor ratio. The results show that the endogenization of the population
growth rate can stabilize the steady-state. Like Stiglitz (1974b), Cigno (1981) assumes
positive population growth and does not consider negative population growth.
The studies mentioned above investigate neoclassical growth models with exogenous technological progress and constant returns to scale production functions. In
contrast to these studies, some studies investigate endogenous growth models with
exhaustible resources.2)
Groth and Schou (2002) present a semi-endogenous growth model with increasing
returns to scale production function and show that even if non-renewable resources
constrain economic growth, per capita output can grow sustainably, provided that
the population growth rate is positive. The production function exhibits increasing
Malaczewski (2018) points out that capital stock and non-renewable resources are complementary
and not substitutes assumed in many former studies and presents a growth model in which capital
stock and non-renewable resources are complements.
2) Suzuki (1976) presents a growth model in which investment in research and development activity
by firms accumulates knowledge stock, which leads to technological progress. For endogenous growth
models that incorporate non-renewable resources into final goods production, see Barbier (1999) and
Cabo et al. . (2016).
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returns concerning capital stock and labor. In their model, increasing returns are
merely assumed and do not occur by some mechanism.3)
Bretschger (2013) presents an endogenous growth model in which both final goods
production and research and development activities require exhaustible resources. In
this model, population growth is endogenized and takes a positive value. The purpose
of this study is to show that the economy can grow even though it faces exhaustible
resources and population growth that seem unfavorable for per capita output growth.
The results show that if the scarcity of exhaustible resources is fully reflected in the
price of exhaustible resources, as resources are exhausted by their use, population
growth is compatible with using exhaustible resources. Population growth promotes
research and development activities and can offset the low increase caused by depleting
resources.
However, Groth and Schou (2002) and Bretschger (2013) do not consider negative
population growth.4)
First, few economic growth models consider population decline.5) Christiaans
(2011) is one of the few exceptions and presents a semi-endogenous growth model.
Wherein production exhibits increasing returns to scale due to a positive externality effect of capital accumulation. It investigates whether positive per capita output
growth is possible when the population growth rate is negative.6) He reveals that the
long-run per capita output growth rate can be positive if the absolute value of the
negative population growth rate is considerable.
Sasaki (2015) builds a small open economy growth model with negative population
growth and investigates the relationship between trade patterns and economic development. Sasaki and Hoshida (2017) introduce negative population growth into Jones’
3) Groth (2007) presents a growth model in which production exhibits increasing returns regarding
capital stock, labor, and non-renewable resources because of a positive externality effect arising from
capital accumulation. The results obtained are similar to those of Groth and Schou (2002).
4) Naso et al.. (2020) consider resource constraints and a decline in the population growth rate in
a two-sector growth model. In the manufacturing sector, labor and capital are factors of production,
while in the agricultural sector, labor, capital, and land are factors of production. Both the population
growth rate and sectoral TFP growth rates were endogenized. The resource constraint in their study
is the land, not exhaustible resources, and not a decline in population, but a decline in the growth
rate of the population is considered.
5) Ritschl (1985) shows that if negative population growth is considered in Solow’s (1956) model, a
negative saving rate is necessary for the steady-state per capita capital stock to be favorable.
6) Sasaki (2019) presents a Solow growth model with the CES production function that considers the
negative population growth rate. It further shows that the long-run growth rate of per capita output
is equal to the exogenously given technological progress rate. This is if the elasticity of substitution is
less than unity, which is reasonable in light of empirical studies. Christiaans (2017) built a two-sector
growth model with negative population growth in which labor moves from a rural sector to an urban
sector.
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(1995) semi-endogenous growth model. These studies find that per capita output can
grow sustainably even if population growth is negative.
Jones (2020) also investigated negative population growth in an endogenous growth
model. He builds a model whose growth engine is knowledge production by R&D and
examines the long-run consequences of population decline. When the fertility rate is
negative, two steady states exist. One is a steady-state where the population, knowledge, and standard of living continue to increase exponentially. The other is a steady
state in which the population continues to decrease, and knowledge production and
living standards are stagnant. The crucial difference between his study and our study
lies in the treatment of capital accumulation. He emphasizes technological progress
driven by knowledge production and abstracts capital accumulation. In contrast, we
emphasize capital accumulation and abstract technological progress. One of our purposes is to compare our results with the results of existing studies that assume a
constant saving rate, and hence, we focus on capital accumulation.
However, the studies mentioned above of negative population growth do not consider exhaustible resources in production.
Considering these issues, Sasaki (2021) presents a growth model that considers
exhaustible resources and a declining population and investigates whether the longrun growth rate of per capita output can be positive. This shows that even if the
population growth rate is negative, the long-run growth rate of per capita output is
positive as long as the absolute value of the population decline rate is relatively large.
His model is based on the semi-endogenous growth model of Groth and Schou (2002),
which considers exhaustible resources and positive population growth.
In Sasaki (2021), to make the input ratio of exhaustible resources a policy variable,
the input ratio of exhaustible resources is given exogenously. However, theoretical
models in this field usually use Hotelling’s rule obtained from firms’ dynamic profit
maximization to obtain the input ratio of exhaustible resources (Stiglitz, 1974b).
For this reason, the present study extends Sasaki (2021) to endogenize the input
ratio of exhaustible resources by deriving Hotelling’s rule and compares the results
obtained with those of Sasaki (2021). This study attempts to conduct a more detailed analysis to consider firms’ dynamic optimization in a decentralized economy.
Our study proves that the ratio of inputs of exhaustible resources to the stock of exhaustible resources converges to a constant value. We also know that the input ratio
of exhaustible resources depends on the parameters of the model. In addition, we
find that the importance of the optimal input ratio of exhaustible resources differs
for a positive population growth case and a negative population growth case. Sasaki
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(2021) uses a fixed input ratio of exhaustible resources and assumes that it can take
the same value irrespective of the population growth rate. However, from our analysis,
the optimal input ratio of exhaustible resources is uniquely determined by the model
parameters.
Our study abstracts exogenous technological progress but instead considers increasing returns to scale due to the externality of capital accumulation. Stiglitz (1974b)
considers positive population growth, but we consider negative population growth and
positive population growth. In Stiglitz (1974b), the smaller the population growth
rate, the more favorable is the per capita output growth. In our model, the smaller
the population growth rate, the better the per capita output growth if the population
growth rate is lower than a threshold value depending on the conditions.
The main results are as follows. When the population growth rate is more significant than a threshold value that takes a negative value, the steady-state value of the
output–capital ratio is positive, and the long-run growth rate of per capita output is
positive, depending on the conditions. In addition, this growth rate is increasing in
the savings rate of households. In contrast, when the population growth rate is lower
than the threshold value, the steady-state value of the output–capital ratio is zero.
The long-run growth rate of per capita output is favorable depending on conditions,
even if the population growth rate is negative.
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents our model
and derives the optimal conditions to obtain the dynamical equations. Section 3
examines the model dynamics in detail, whereas Section 4 investigates the growth rate
of per capita output. Finally, Section 5 concludes the paper.

2

Firms’ profit maximization

Suppose an economy in which final goods are produced with capital, labor, and exhaustible resources. All the production factors were fully employed. There are three
economic agents in this economy: final goods-producing firms, resource extracting
firms, and households. Households own both absolute goods-producing firms and
resource-extracting firms. All the goods markets and factor markets are competitive.
Both final goods-producing firms and resource extracting firms maximize their profits with the price of final goods, resources, and factor prices given. In what follows,
we specify the behavior of final goods-producing firms, resource extracting firms, and
households in order.
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2.1

Final goods-producing firms

The production function of a final representative goods-producing firm is given by
Yt = AK̄tγ Ktα Lβt Rt1−α−β ,

A > 0, 0 < α < 1, 0 < β < 1, 0 < γ < 1, α + β < 1, (1)

where Yt denotes output, A is the level of total factor productivity, K̄t , aggregate
capital stock, Kt , capital stock of the representative firm, Lt , inputs of labor, and Rt
are inputs of exhaustible resources. The variable K̄t captures the positive externality
due to capital accumulation. The parametric restriction 0 < γ < 1 shows that the
externality of capital is not very large. This production function has constant returns
to scale with respect to Kt , Lt , and Rt with K̄t given while increasing returns to scale
with respect to Kt , Lt , and Rt . At equilibrium, the relation K̄t = Kt holds, and then,
we obtain
Yt = AKtα+γ Lβt Rt1−α−β .

(2)

We assume that α and γ satisfy the following restriction.
α + γ < 1.

(3)

This implies that the production function decreases returns to scale concerning capital
stock, including capital externality, which is necessary for obtaining semi-endogenous
growth.
In addition, we assume that γ and β satisfy the following restriction:
γ < β.

(4)

This restriction states that the labor share of income β is larger than the capital
externality γ, which is reasonable.7) As shown below, this assumption ensures the
existence of a steady state.
The representative final goods producing firm maximizes the total sum of the discounted present value of net cash flow, which is given by
max

∫

∞
0

( ∫ t
)
exp −
rs ds (AKtα K̄tγ Lβt Rt1−α−β − wt Lt − It ) dt,

(5)

0

s.t. K̇t = It − δKt ,

K0 = given > 0,

(6)

7) Graham and Temple (2006) use γ = 0.3 in their numerical simulations. The labor share of income
is usually assumed to be 2/3. Therefore, γ < β is realistic.
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where rt denotes the real rental price of capital, wt is the real wage rate, and pt is the
price of exhaustible resources in terms of final goods. Given that capital externality is
not internalized (the Marshallian externality), the representative final goods producing
firm maximizes the profit given by K̄t .

2.2

Resource extracting firms

Suppose that resource-extracting firms can extract exhaustible resources without costs.
Then, the representative resource-extracting firm maximizes the total sum of the discounted present value of its revenue, which is given by:
max
Rt

∫

∞

Dt pt Rt dt,

(7)

0

s.t. Ṡt = −Rt ,

S0 = given > 0,

(8)

where pt denotes the price of the extracted resources and St is the stock of exhaustible
resources.

2.3

Households

Households own both final goods-producing firms and resource-extracting firms. Suppose that households lend and borrow funds to each other by trading bonds whose
return is rt . Suppose that the ownership of capital stock supports bonds. Let Bt
be the stock of bonds, and Ct be the consumption of households. Then, the budget
constraint of households is given by
Ḃt = rt Bt + wt Lt + pt Rt − Ct .

(9)

From the assumption of the representative household, the bond market clearing condition leads to
B t = Kt .

(10)

Let s ∈ (0, 1) denote the savings rate of the households. Then, we obtain household
consumption.
Ct = (1 − s)(rt Bt + wt Lt + pt Rt ).
We assume that s is constant.
8

(11)

2.4

Optimization conditions

For final goods producing firms, we set the Hamiltonian function as follows:
Htf = Dt (AK̄tγ Ktα Lβt Rt1−α−β − wt Lt − It − pt Rt ) + qtf (It − δKt ),

(12)

( ∫
)
t
where Dt = exp − 0 rs ds , and qtf is the co-state variable.
The first-order conditions for optimization are as follows:
∂Htf
Yt
= 0 =⇒ β
= wt ,
∂Lt
Lt
∂Htf
Yt
= 0 =⇒ (1 − α − β)
= pt ,
∂Rt
Rt
∂Htf
= 0 =⇒ Dt = qtf ,
∂It
∂Htf
Yt
−
= q̇tf =⇒ q̇tf = −Dt α
+ δqtf ..
∂Kt
Kt

(13)
(14)
(15)
(16)

From equation (15), we obtain q̇tf /qtf = Ḋt /Dt = −rt , and from equations (15) and
(16), we obtain
rt = α

Yt
− δ.
Kt

(17)

The real rental price of capital is equal to the marginal product of capital minus the
capital depreciation rate.
For resource extracting firms, we set the Hamiltonian function as follows:
Hte = Dt pt Rt − qte Rt ,

(18)

where qte denotes the co-state variable.
The first-order conditions for optimization are as follows:
∂Hte
= 0 =⇒ Dt pt = qte ,
∂Rt
∂Hte
−
= q̇te =⇒ q̇te = 0.
∂St
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(19)
(20)

From equations (19) and (20), we obtain

Ḋt
Dt

+ ṗptt = 0, from which

Ḋt
Dt

ṗt
= rt .
pt

= −rt , we obtain
(21)

The rate of change in the price of extracted resources is equal to the real rental price
of capital, known as Hotelling’s rule (Hotelling, 1931).
Ṙt
From equation (14), we obtain pṗtt = ẎYtt − R
, and from this equation and equation
t
(21), we obtain the rate of change in exhaustible inputs as follows:
Ẏt
Ṙt
= −rt + .
Rt
Yt

(22)

t
If we obtain YẎtt along the balanced growth path (BGP), we can find Ṙ
along the BGP.
Rt
Sasaki (2021) assumes that Rt = sR St , where sR denotes a constant input ratio of
t
= −sR < 0 holds.
exhaustible resources. In this case, Ṙ
Rt
Yt
Because we have rt = α Kt − δ, wt = β LYtt , pt = (1 − α − β) RYtt , and Bt = Kt from
equations (17), (13), (14), and (10), respectively. By substituting these values into the
budget constraint of households given by equation (9), we obtain

K̇t = sYt − δKt .

(23)

This is an equation of motion of capital stock.

3

Analysis of dynamics

For analysis of dynamics, we introduce the following new variables.
zt =

Yt
,
Kt

xt =

Rt
,
St

(24)

where zt denotes the output–capital ratio, and xt is the ratio of exhaustible resource
inputs to the stock of exhaustible resources. The time derivatives of zt and xt yield
)
Ẏt K̇t
−
żt = zt
,
Yt Kt
)
(
Ṙt Ṡt
−
ẋt = xt
.
Rt St
(
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(25)
(26)

t
We obtain YẎtt , K̇
, Ṙt , Ṡt from equations (2), (23), (22), and (8), respectively. Then,
K t R t St
substituting these values into equations (25) and (26), we obtain the differential equations of zt and xt as follows:

żt = −azt2 + bzt ,

a≡

ẋt = (czt + b)xt + x2t ,

βn + (1 − α − γ)δ
s(β − γ) + α(1 − α − β)
> 0, b ≡
⋛ 0,
α+β
α+β
(27)
c≡

(α + γ)s − α
⋛ 0.
α+β

(28)

If the population growth rate is positive, we obtain b > 0. In contrast, if the population
growth rate is negative and its absolute value is large, we obtain b < 0. In the following
analysis, we classify the cases according to the sign of b:

3.1

Case of b > 0

We have b > 0 if the following condition holds.
βn + (1 − α − γ)δ > 0.

(29)

Note that this condition allows n < 0, even if n < 0, we obtain b > 0 as long as its
absolute value is small.
From żt = 0, we obtain
zt =

b
> 0.
a

(30)

From ẋt = 0, we obtain
xt = −czt − b.

(31)

The intersection of żt = 0 and ẋt = 0 exists on the (zt , xt )-plane, provided that the
following two conditions are simultaneously satisfied:
c < 0 =⇒ (α + γ)s < α,

(32)

s < α.

(33)

If s < α holds, then (α + γ)s < α also holds. Therefore, we obtain
s < α.
11

(34)

This restriction was also considered by Stiglitz (1974b) and Cigno (1981). If α corresponds to the capital share of income, the value α = 0.3 is reasonable. Since the
saving rate of households in developed countries is less than 0.3, this assumption is
realistic.
Under the above assumption, the steady state values are as follows:
βn + (1 − α − γ)δ
> 0,
s(β − γ) + α(1 − α − β)
(α − s)[βn + (1 − α − γ)δ]
> 0.
x∗ =
s(β − γ) + α(1 − α − β)
z∗ =

(35)
(36)

The steady-state input ratio of exhaustible resources x∗ is endogenously determined
by the savings rate, capital depreciation rate, population growth rate, and production
function parameters.
Proposition 1. Suppose that the parameters satisfy βn + (1 − α − γ)δ > 0. Then,
there exists a steady state z ∗ > 0 and x∗ > 0 if s < α.
The initial values were considered. From zt =
obtain
1

xt = φzt1−α−β ,

1−α−β
AKtα+γ Lβ
t Rt
Kt

1

1−α−β .
φ ≡ St−1 (A−1 Kt1−α−γ L−β
t )

and xt =

Rt
,
St

we

(37)

We assume perfect foresight. Because only Rt is a jump variable, the initial values of
zt and xt must satisfy the following relation:
1

x0 = φz01−α−β ,

1

1−α−β .
φ ≡ S0−1 (A−1 K01−α−γ L−β
0 )

(38)

Figure 1 shows the phase diagram, from which we find that there exists the unique
saddle path along which an economy converges to the steady-state: the economy starts
at the intersection of equation (38) and the saddle path, and then, converges to the
steady-state.

3.2

Case of b < 0

We obtain b < 0 if the population growth rate n is negative and its absolute value is
large; that is,
βn + (1 − α − γ)δ < 0.
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(39)

z = 0

x

x = 0
x = z 1

E

1

P

z

O

Figure 1: Phase diagram when b > 0 and s < α

The locus żt = 0 corresponds to the vertical axis. The intercept of locus ẋt = 0
is positive. The slope of the locus ẋt = 0 is positive when c < 0 and negative when
c > 0. Figure 2 shows the phase diagram when c < 0, while Figure 3 shows the phase
diagram when c > 0. In either case, there exists a saddle path along which an economy
converges to a steady state. The economy starts at the intersection of equation (38)
and the saddle path, and then converges to the steady state.
z ∗∗ = 0,
x∗∗ = −

(40)
βn + (1 − α − γ)δ
> 0.
α+β

(41)

Proposition 2. Suppose that the parameters satisfy βn + (1 − α − γ)δ < 0. Then,
there exists a steady state z ∗∗ = 0 and x∗∗ > 0.

4

Growth rate of per capita output

We investigate whether the growth rate of per capita output is positive. Let yt = Yt /Lt
denote the per capita output. Then, the growth rate of yt is as follows:
gy,t =

α
(1 − α − β) − (α + γ)
s(α + γ) − α(1 − α − β)
zt −
n+
δ.
α+β
α+β
α+β
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(42)

x

z = 0

x = 0
P
1
x = z 1

E

z

O

Figure 2: Phase diagram when b < 0 and c < 0

x

z = 0
x = z 1

E

1

P
x = 0
z

O

Figure 3: Phase diagram when b < 0 and c > 0
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The growth rate of per capita output along the BGP is obtained by substituting the
steady-state value of z, that is, equation (35) or equation (40) into equation (42).
Y
Along with the BGP, z = K
is constant, and hence, the growth rate of Yt is equal
to that of Kt , which is given by the growth rate of yt plus n. When the population
growth rate is negative, gY = gy + n can be damaging, even if the growth rate of yt is
positive.

4.1

Case of b > 0 and s < α

When z = z ∗ > 0, by substituting equation (35) into equation (42), we obtain the
BGP growth rate of per capita output:
gy∗ =

sγ − α(1 − α − β)
(s − α)(1 − α − β)
n+
δ.
s(β − γ) + α(1 − α − β)
s(β − γ) + α(1 − α − β)

(43)

Taking the partial derivative of gy∗ with respect to the saving rate s, we obtain
sgn

∂gy∗
= sgn α(1 − α − β)[βn + (1 − α − γ)δ] > 0.
∂s

(44)

Proposition 3. Suppose that the parameters satisfy βn + (1 − α − γ)δ > 0. Then,
an increase in households’ savings rate increases the BGP growth rate of per capita
output.
The BGP input ratio of the exhaustible resources is given by
Ṡ
R
Ṙ
= = − = −x∗
R
S
S
(α − s)[βn + (1 − α − γ)δ]
=−
< 0.
s(β − γ) + α(1 − α − β)

(45)

The condition under which gy∗ > 0 holds is as follows:
[sγ − α(1 − α − β)]n > −(s − α)(1 − α − β)δ,

(46)

Here, we focus on the size of the population growth rate to investigate whether gy∗ > 0
is obtained.
First, when sγ > α(1 − α − β) holds, the condition under which gy∗ > 0 holds is
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given by
n>−

(s − α)(1 − α − β)δ
≡ Λ.
sγ − α(1 − α − β)

(47)

Because s < α, we have Λ > 0. Accordingly, we check whether sγ > α(1 − α − β) is
compatible with s < α.
When s < α, we have Λ > 0. Then, for sγ > α(1 − α − β) to be compatible
with s < α, it is necessary that α + β + γ > 1 holds, which states that the production
function exhibits increasing returns to scale with respect to labor and capital, including
capital externality. In this case, if n > Λ > 0, we obtain gy∗ > 0.
Proposition 4. Suppose that the parameters satisfy βn + (1 − α − γ)δ > 0. Suppose
also that sγ > α(1 − α − β) holds. If the production function exhibits increasing
returns to scale with respect to labor and capital, including capital externality, and if
the population growth rate satisfies n > Λ (> 0), then the BGP growth rate of per
capita output is positive.
Second, when sγ < α(1 − α − β) holds. the condition under which gy∗ > 0 is given
by
n<−

(s − α)(1 − α − β)δ
≡ Λ.
sγ − α(1 − α − β)

(48)

When s < α, we have that Λ < 0. Then, if α + β + γ > 1 holds, the restriction
sγ < α(1 − α − β) is valid, whereas if α + β + γ < 1 holds, the restriction s < α is valid.
In this case, if the population growth rate lies within the range − (1−α−γ)δ
< n < Λ < 0,
β
∗
we obtain gy > 0.
Proposition 5. Suppose that the parameters satisfy βn+(1−α−γ)δ > 0. Suppose also
that sγ < α(1 − α − β) holds. Then, if (i), the production function exhibits increasing
returns to scale with respect to labor and capital, including capital externality. If sγ <
α(1 − α − β) holds, or if (ii), the production function exhibits decreasing returns to
scale with respect to labor and capital, including capital externality, and if s < α holds,
the BGP growth rate of per capita output is positive when the population growth rate
< n < Λ < 0.
lies within the range − (1−α−γ)δ
β
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4.2

Case of b < 0

When z ∗∗ = 0, by substituting equation (40) into equation (42), we obtain the BGP
growth rate of per capita output.
gy∗∗ = −

α
(1 − α − β) − (α + γ)
n+
δ.
α+β
α+β

(49)

We see that gy∗∗ is independent of s, which contrasts with the result for gy∗ .
The input ratio of exhaustible resources is given by
Ṙ
= −x∗∗
R
βn + (1 − α − γ)δ
< 0.
=
α+β

(50)

We investigate the condition under which gy∗∗ > 0 holds.
First, when α + β + γ > 1, the growth rate of per capita output is positive if the
population growth rate satisfies the following condition:
n<

(1 − α − γ) − (α + β)
δ.
α

(51)

Second, when α + β + γ < 1, the growth rate of per capita output is positive if the
population growth rate satisfies the following condition:
n<−

1−α−γ
δ.
β

(52)

Proposition 6. Suppose that the parameters satisfy βn + (1 − α − γ)δ < 0. Then,
(i) if the production function exhibits increasing returns to scale with respect to labor
and capital, including capital externality, and if the population growth rate satisfies
δ, the BGP growth rate of per capita output is positive. In addition,
n < (1−α−γ)−(α+β)
α
(ii) if the production function exhibits decreasing returns to scale with respect to labor
and capital, including capital externality, and if the population growth rate satisfies
n < − 1−α−γ
δ, the BGP growth rate of per capita output is positive.
β

5

Conclusions

This study has built a semi-endogenous growth model that considers exhaustible resources and a declining population to investigate whether the long-run growth rate of
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per capita output can be positive. We have explicitly considered the dynamic optimization of firms and endogenized the input ratio of exhaustible resources to obtain
Hotelling’s rule.
Our results show that an economy converges to a steady-state irrespective of
whether the population growth rate is positive or negative. The output–capital ratio
and the input ratio of exhaustible resources remain constant. Even if the population
growth rate is negative, the long-run growth rate of per capita output is favorable
depending on the conditions. In addition, if the population growth rate is positive,
the long-run growth rate of per capita output depends positively on the saving rate
of households. However, our model belongs to the class of semi-endogenous growth
models.
For ease of analysis, we assume that the savings rate of households is fixed. However, it is more reasonable to think that the saving rate of households depends on other
economic factors, and hence, it should be endogenized. Building a growth model with
households’ dynamic optimization that considers exhaustible resources and a declining
population will be left for future research.

References
Barbier, E. B. (1999) “Endogenous growth and natural resource scarcity,” Environmental and Resource Economics 14, pp. 51–74.
Bretschger, L. (2013) “Population growth and natural-resource scarcity: long-run
development under seemingly unfavorable conditions,” Scandinavian Journal of Economics 115 (3), pp. 722–755.
Cabo, F., Martı́n-Herrán, G., and Martı́nez-Garcı́a, M. P. (2016) “A note on the stability of fully endogenous growth with increasing returns and exhaustible resources,”
Macroeconomic Dynamics 20 (3), pp. 819–831.
Christiaans, T. (2011) “Semi-endogenous growth when population is decreasing,”
Economics Bulletin 31 (3), pp. 2667–2673.
Christiaans, T. (2017) “On the implications of declining population growth for regional migration,” Journal of Economics 122 (2), pp. 155–171.
Cigno. A. (1981) “Growth with exhaustible resources and endogenous population,”
Review of Economic Studies 48 (2), pp. 281–287.

18

Dasgupta, P., and Heal, G. (1974) “The optimal depletion of exhaustible resources,”
Review of Economic Studies 41, pp. 3–28.
Da Silva, A. S. (2008) “Growth with exhaustible resource and endogenous extraction
rate,” Economic Modelling 25, pp. 1165–1174.
Groth, C. (2007) “A new-growth perspective on non-renewable resources,” in L.
Bretschger and S. Smulders (eds.) Sustainable Resource Use and Economic Dynamics,
pp. 127–163, Springer.
Groth, C., and Schou, P. (2002) “Can non-renewable resources alleviate the knife-edge
character of endogenous growth?” Oxford Economic Papers 54, pp. 386–411.
Graham, B. S., and Temple, J. R. W. (2006) “Rich nations, poor nations: how much
can multiple equilibria explain?” Journal of Economic Growth 11, pp. 5–41.
Hotelling, H. (1931) “The economics of exhaustible resources,” Journal of Political
Economy 39 (2), pp. 137–175.
Jones, C. I. (1995) “R&D-based models of economic growth,” Journal of Political
Economy 103, pp. 759–784.
Jones, C. I. (1999) “Growth: with or without scale effects?” American Economic
Review 89, pp. 139–144.
Jones, C. I. (2020) “The end of economic growth? Unintended consequences of a
declining population,” NBER Working Paper No. 26651.
Malaczewski, M. (2018) “Natural resources as an energy source in a simple economic
growth model,” Bulletin of Economic Research 70 (4), pp. 362–380.
Meadows, D. H., Meadows, D. L., Randers, J., and Behrens III, W. W. (1972) The
Limits to Growth, New York: Universe Books.
Naso, P., Lanz, B., and Swanson, T. (2020) “The return of Malthus? Resource
constraints in an era of declining population growth,” European Economic Review
128, 103499.
Ritschl, A. (1985) “On the stability of the steady-state when the population is decreasing,” Journal of Economics 45 (2), pp. 161–170.
Sasaki, H. (2015) “International trade and industrialization with negative population
growth,” Macroeconomic Dynamics 19 (8), pp. 1647–1658.
19

Sasaki, H. (2019) “The Solow growth model with a CES production function and
declining population,” Economics Bulletin 39 (3), pp. 1979–1988.
Sasaki, H. (2021) “Non-renewable resources and the possibility of sustainable economic development in an economy with positive or negative population growth,”
Bulletin of Economic Research, https://doi.org/10.1111/boer.12276
Sasaki, H., and Hoshida, K. (2017) “The effects of negative population growth: an
analysis using a semi-endogenous R&D growth model,” Macroeconomic Dynamics 21
(7), pp. 1545–1560.
Solow, R. M. (1956) “A contribution to the theory of economic growth,” Quarterly
Journal of Economics 70, pp. 65–94.
Solow, R. M. (1974) “Intergenerational equity and exhaustible resources,” Review of
Economic Studies 41, pp. 29–45.
Stiglitz, J. (1974a) “Growth with exhaustible natural resources: efficient and optimal
growth paths,” Review of Economic Studies 41, pp. 123–137.
Stiglitz, J. (1974b) “Growth with exhaustible natural resources: The competitive
economy,” Review of Economic Studies 41, pp. 139–152.
Suzuki, H. (1976) “On the possibility of steadily growing per capita consumption
in an economy with a wasting and non-replenishable resource,” Review of Economic
Studies 43, pp. 527–535.

20

Table 1: Forecasts of population growth
Medium variant
World Bank income groups
High-income
countries

Middle-income
countries

UN development groups
Low-income
countries

More developed
regions

Less developed
regions

2020-2025

0.31

0.89

2.58

0.13

1.14

2025-2030

0.25

0.77

2.38

0.07

1.02

2030-2035

0.19

0.66

2.19

0.03

0.91

2035-2040

0.12

0.56

2.04

-0.01

0.81

2040-2045

0.06

0.47

1.90

-0.04

0.71

2045-2050

0.01

0.38

1.75

-0.07

0.62

2050-2055

-0.02

0.29

1.61

-0.09

0.53

2055-2060

-0.05

0.21

1.47

-0.11

0.46

2060-2065

-0.06

0.14

1.33

-0.11

0.39

2065-2070

-0.06

0.09

1.21

-0.10

0.32

2070-2075

-0.05

0.04

1.08

-0.08

0.27

2075-2080

-0.04

-0.01

0.96

-0.05

0.21

2080-2085

-0.03

-0.04

0.85

-0.03

0.17

2085-2090

-0.02

-0.07

0.74

-0.01

0.13

2090-2095

-0.00

-0.10

0.64

0.00

0.09

2095-2100

0.01

-0.13

0.55

0.01

0.05

Soruce: United Nations, World Population Prospects 2019

