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Abstract:

This study delves into the origins of excess capacity by examining the reactions of capital, labor,
and capital intensity. To achieve this, we have employed a novel three-layered production function
model, estimating the elasticity of substitution between capital and labor as a nested layer,
alongside capital intensity, for all industry groups. We have then selectively analyzed a few
industry groups for comparative purposes, taking into account the current government policies
and manufacturing plant realities. Ultimately, we recommend that policymakers address the issue
of excess capacity by stimulating the expansion of manufacturing plants with cutting-edge
machinery. Our findings and recommendations are intended to appeal to academics and
policymakers alike.
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The concept of excess capacity in industrial enterprises is a well-known phenomenon that is often
difficult to achieve in practice. Manufacturing industries typically operate at less than ideal
capacity, resulting in excess capacity that is distinct from actual capacity (Perelman, 1989, p. 298).
This excess capacity can impede the development of new branches within a firm and lead to the
formation of oligopolistic or monopolistic market structures.

In standard neoclassical analysis, excess capacity is often present in monopolistically competitive
firms (Todorova, 2015), while in imperfectly competitive markets, manufacturing plants must
operate at a certain level of production capacity. Excess capacity can occur when market demand
falls below the level required to sustain the installed production capacity (Jensen, 1999).

Excess capacity acts as a barrier to entry in an industry and impedes the growth of new units
(Wenders, 1971) (Pashigian, 1968). Despite flexible prices and positive interest rates, some
suppliers along the production chain operate under fixed costs, and the theory of economic slack
is based on firms that face only fixed costs over a range of outputs. This theory explains the
procyclicality of firm entry and capacity utilization (Murphy, 2017).

Our study aims to identify the problem of excess capacity and its effects on industrial
performance. We expect to observe greater excess capacity in an industry group when the
elasticity of substitution between capital and labor, as well as capital intensity, is one. This
indicates an opportunity to expand capital intensity as substitutes to reduce the cost of labor and
capital.

Pal (2019) has shown that for industrialization, a region requires capital investment, highly skilled
labor, and rapid development of infrastructure. He also studied the inter-regional intra-industry
disparity in India's West Bengal region and found that it is facing a crisis due to underutilization
of capacity and poor industrial performance. This is attributed to the lower level of capital
intensity and average efficiency of labor and capital, leading to a waste of capital and a persistent
problem of poor industrial performance in the region.

In conclusion, excess capacity in industrial enterprises is a complex issue that can have significant
effects on industrial performance. Our study aims to identify the factors contributing to excess
capacity and its effects on industrial performance. Further research is needed to fully understand
the effects of excess capacity on industrial performance and to identify potential solutions to this
problem.

Literature review

In recent years, several Indian economists have attempted to identify the problem of excess
capacity in Indian industries. However, their methodologies and findings have varied. In this
literature review, we have collected and analyzed some of their studies to shed light on this issue.

Budin and Paul (1961) used time series data to measure capacity utilization in the Consumer
Group, Intermediate Group, and Infrastructural Group. Their findings indicated that excess
capacity was present, but they interpreted it as being very low. Alagh and Shah (1972) collected
input and output data to compare potential, actual, and excess capacity in 16 major industries.
They found that excess capacity was more significant than potential production capacity in the



transport equipment and nonelectrical equipment sector, while between one-third and half of
potential production capacity was utilized in other industries.

Srinivasan (1992) conducted a basic level of research on capacity utilization in the same three
primary industries. Their study found that 25% to 30% excess capacity prevailed in these three
sectors during the period of 1970 to 1984. Kumar and Arora (2009) used time series data to
analyze capacity utilization in the Indian Sugar Industry from 1974-1975 to 2004-2005. They
found that there was approximately 13% excess capacity in the industry and suggested that more
labor and intermediate inputs were required to achieve full capacity.

Ray (2011) analyzed the level of capacity utilization efficiency in the Indian rubber industry from
1979-1980 to 2008-2009. Their study revealed a declining growth rate of capacity utilization in
the industry during the post-reform period, accompanied by declining output growth as well as
capacity growth. They suggested that the low correlation between capacity expansion and lagged
output indicated unintended excess capacity in the Rubber Industry, which varied from year to
year.

While these studies support the existence of excess capacity in Indian industries, none of them
measured the actual causes of excess capacity except for Arora. Furthermore, none of them
discussed or mentioned the effects of factors used in production that can be responsible for excess
capacity.

To address this gap, our study used a comparative research methodology and performed a
nonlinear optimization algorithm for our new nested production function. Our findings shed new
light on the causes of excess capacity in Indian industries and offer insights for policymakers and
practitioners.

Methodology review
Our new nested production function by Pal (2023) is exactly formed as Sato’s (1967) nested CES
function.
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The validation of the new production function model (eq. 1) involves analyzing the concavity of
the function. We study the marginal products of labor and capital in our nested production
function model, and if p; = p, the function reverts to the plain n-input CES function.

Our production function considers three inputs: capital (K), labor (L), and a composite input
(K/L). If the elasticities of substitution between K and L and the elasticity of substitution between
(K, L) and composite input K/L are identical, then the nested technologies are returns to Cobb-
Douglas form. This means that the model is more generalized, as we can focus on the elasticity of
substitution between (K, L) and composite input K/L, which will give the theoretically reasonable
parameter (i.e. ¢ = [0,1]) to understand the problem of excess capacity.



The parameters in the model, including 4, 8, &;, p, and p; have specific meanings.* For instance,
if § =0, it means that the production function only depends on the capital and labor inputs. If § =
1, it means that the production function only depends on the composite input. If §; = 0, it means
that the composite input is purely a function of labor. If §; = 1, it means that the composite input
is purely a function of capital.

In order to determine whether an industry is capital or labor intensive, we can utilize the §, and 6,
parameters. A & value of 1 and a §; value of 1 indicate a purely capital-intensive industry, while
any other combination suggests a labor intensive industry. By utilizing these parameters, we can
accurately measure the level of capital or labor required in a particular industry. This approach is
particularly useful for academics and researchers seeking to understand the economic dynamics of
various industries.

In the 1960s and 1970s, the nonlinear least-square estimation methods in statistical analysis faced
challenges. Transforming the nonlinear three-input nested CES function into a linearized form
was difficult. Directly estimating the nested function through the use of the 'nls' function in R,
which is a nonlinear least squares estimation method, has proven to be insufficient in many real-
world data applications. This is because convergence is often not achieved or the estimated
parameters are theoretically unreasonable.

As an alternative, we consider using the Levenberg-Marquardt nonlinear optimization algorithm
(1963) for our nonlinear three-input nested production function. This algorithm’s aim is to either
achieve convergence or estimate theoretically reasonable parameters. The main objective of this
optimization algorithm is to minimize the sum of squared residual errors for parameters.

To ensure convergence, we have set a maximum number of iterations for this algorithm. The
purpose of this study is to identify the causes of excess capacity.

The Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm (1963) is the most popular and most commonly used to
estimate the parameters of the CES function. This algorithm performs with an optimum level of
interpolation between the first-order Taylor series expansion and the gradient method algorithm.
Furthermore, it can be seen as a maximum neighborhood method. Within these two kinds of non-
linear estimation techniques, it reduces the weaknesses and increases the convergence limit.
However, this algorithm still performs little weakly, as it also estimates the elasticity of
substitution that becomes biased towards infinity, zero, or unity.

Optimizing complex functions is a challenge, particularly when the minimum region presents a
flat surface of negative squared residuals. This is especially true for n-input nested functions.
However, the grid search method offers a reliable and efficient approach to estimate the CES

+ The parameter A represents the level of technology and technological efficiency, which is assumed to be
positive. The parameter § determines the weight given to the composite input (K/L) in the production function.
The parameter §; determines the weight given to the capital input (K) in the composite input (K/L). The
parameter p determines the curvature of the production function and the parameter p, determines the curvature of
the composite input.



function. By pre-determining the value of p, we can increase the accuracy of the remaining
parameters, limiting them to a specific surface.

Despite its advantages, conducting a grid search examination of our new nested function presents
difficulties. Selecting an appropriate grid value for p is a significant challenge, and existing
software and estimation techniques do not aid in determining the optimal grid value. Therefore,
the best grid value must be selected through graphical analysis, requiring a careful and thorough
approach.

Data

We utilized the Annual Survey of Industry (ASI) data (Central Statistical Organization, 2013/
2019) from the Central Statistical Organization, (2008) (CSO) for seven years, covering all
registered manufacturing industries in six major industrial states. The data was based on the
National Industrial Classification (NIC) system, which consists of three-digit codes. Our analysis
focused on three inputs: Capital, Labor, and Capital intensity.

Selection of model

The elasticity of substitution between Capital and Labor is a crucial parameter in economic
analysis, with a range of ¢ = [0,1] considered theoretically reasonable (Bui Khac, et al., 2018).
To estimate our nested production function, we employed a grid search with the Levenberg-
Marquardt nonlinear optimization algorithm, fixing the value of p while exploring two different
grids of p values. The preselected p grids are: rhoVec_1 = [(-0.9, 1.25, 0.64), (1.68, 1.72, 0.88),
(1.86, 10.00, 0.94)] and for rhoVec_2 = [(-1, 1, 0.40), (1.68, 2.00, 0.64), (10.00, 11.51, 0.88)].
The use of nonlinear least-squares estimation methods can result in "flat surfaces” around the
minimum, particularly with broad ranges of substitution parameters (p, and p). This challenge can
be overcome through the use of a grid search, which allows for exploration of the substitution
parameters and identification of the minimum objective function. By employing this approach, we
were able to accurately estimate our nested production function for each industry group.

Figure: 1 Figure: 2
Negative sum squared residuals. Negative sum squared residuals.
Industry Code: 151 (with rhoVec 1) Industry Code: 251 (with rhoVec_2)
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Source: Calculated by the author from Annual Survey of Industries (ASI) data 2016-17.



The evaluation of replacement parameters (p, and p) is carried out using a pre-selected grid of
values, while the remaining parameters are estimated through nonlinear least-squares estimation.
This process can be performed in one, two, or three dimensions. In figure: 1 and 2 are utilized to
facilitate the identification of the highest and lowest parts of the area by representing the negative
sum of squared residuals against p; and p.

To compare two industry groups, 151 (Manufacture of Leather Products) and 251 (Manufacture
of Structural Heavy Metal Products), a random selection was made. The analysis revealed that for
industry group 151, the small sum of squared residuals p is represented by the green part of the
plot, while the large sum of squared residuals p, is represented by the red part of the plot when
using the rhoVec_1 model in figure: 1. The model fits best when the interval of p is [-1, 1] and the
interval of p; is approximately [0.94, 9], with p being smaller than 9. However, if p is larger than
8 and p, has a low value (with an upper limit between -0.90 and 0.94 depending on the value of
p), the model fit is at its worst. A similar trend was observed for industry group 251 and the
rhoVec_2 model in figure: 2. The interval of p; is approximately [0.88, 10] and the model fits best
when p is smaller than 10. However, if p is larger than 6 and p; has a low value (with an upper
limit between -1 and 0.88 depending on the value of p), the model fit is at its worst.

Based on these results, it can be concluded that p, is not equal to p, and as a result, our nested
model is not a return to the n-input CES model. Therefore, in our nested model, the third nested
input (the capital-labor ratio) acts as a technology in and of itself. Furthermore, the elasticity of
substitution values for these two industry groups and their respective rho sets were estimated to be
theoretically reasonable parameters.

Empirical result and interpretation

Table: 1
CES estimation with grid search model for 151 and 251 industries
Elasticity of
Rho_set | R*=1 | StdError | Substitution (AU) é 61 RSS Convergence
(0=[0,1])

Industry Code: 151

rhoVec_1| 099 | 043 | 14=1 | 113 | 094 | 030 | Achieved
Industry Code: 251

rhovec_2 | 096 | 026 | 0.5=0 | 100 | 105 | 142 | Achieved

Source: Calculated by the author from Annual Survey of Industries (ASI) data 2016-17.

Upon analysis of table: 1 the values of § and 4, it is evident that the industry groups 151 and 251
are purely capital intensive. The estimated elasticity of substitution for these industry groups is
approximately 1.4 and 0.5 respectively, indicating that our production function is appropriate for
both groups. These values fall within the range between one and zero, highlighting the
appropriateness of theoretically reasonable.

Industry group 151 exhibits excess capacity, indicating a lack of incentive to adopt advanced
machinery to address the shortage of high-skilled labor and capital. On the other hand, the



substitution elasticity for industry group 251 suggests a weak substitutability between the factors
of production, implying that there is no need to expand the production unit with new machinery to
overcome the shortage of labor and capital.

Conclusion

The leather product manufacturing industry group 151 is dominated by a few units that produce
similar products with limited local demand. This is due to consumers' preference for higher
quality leather products from outside the region, as local products are considered inferior in terms
of quality and fashion. Consequently, these units experience a decline in market share. In contrast,
units in other regions that offer both quality and variety of leather products have greater market
access. For instance, in West Bengal, there is a range of medium, small, and micro units that
produce diverse leather products and enjoy a considerable market share outside the state.
However, the overall efficiency of the leather product manufacturing industry group in West
Bengal remains low.

The comparative study in figure 3 reveals that industry group 151 has a lower overall output
compared to industry group 251, with all states contributing to the higher output of industry group
251. To improve the performance of the leather product manufacturing industry group 151, there
is a need to focus on quality and variety to meet consumers' demands. Moreover, there is a need to
enhance the efficiency of the production process to increase output and competitiveness. By doing
so, the industry group can expand its market share and contribute to the economic growth of the
region.
Figure: 3
Comparative state-wise total output analysis between two industry groups.
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Source: Calculated by the author from Annual Survey of Industries (ASI) data 2016-17.

The manufacturing facilities in West Bengal's industry group 151 have not undergone expansion
in the state over the past decade, despite the use of machinery for production. However, our
findings suggest that this industry group has significant potential to increase its capital intensity to
compensate for the shortages of labor and capital.

Our spatial analysis (Map: 1) reveals that all the manufacturing facilities for industry group 151
are located in the southern region and are concentrated in a single area. This indicates that the
state government's policies are not evenly distributed across all sub-regions of the state, or that the



existing manufacturers are not aware of these policies and schemes. Consequently, investors are
still not ready to invest in the region, and this industry group remains underdeveloped, limiting
employment opportunities in the state.

To address this issue, it is crucial to distribute policies and schemes evenly across all sub-regions
of the state and raise awareness among existing manufacturers. This will encourage investors to
invest in the region and promote the development of industry group 151. By doing so, the state
can create more employment opportunities and contribute to the growth of the manufacturing
sector.
Map: 1
Plots of 151 industrial units of West Bengal coordinate wise through spatial data analysis.
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Source: plotted by author from (ASI, 2016-17).

The Federation of Indian Chambers of Commerce and Industry (FICCI) (2010) recently published
a report on the Indian manufacturing industry, which revealed that the sector's capacity utilization
remains suboptimal. This is likely due to a lack of access to updated technology or insufficient
opportunities to upgrade existing technology. The technology gap between sub-industries



continues to widen, exacerbating the issue of excess capacity. Moreover, manufacturing plants in
West Bengal often face shortages of working capital, leading to a decline in their operational
activity.

In a free-market economy, the ability to minimize production costs through advanced machinery
provides an advantage to manufacturers operating in other regions. These manufacturers supply
their products through intermediaries in the markets of underdeveloped regions, putting pressure
on local medium, small, and micro units. This competition fear hinders the growth and expansion
of existing and new manufacturing plants in these regions.

To address these challenges, manufacturing units in West Bengal require efficient technology to
produce high-quality and diverse advanced and updated products. By doing so, they can remain
competitive in the global market and attract more investment. It is essential to bridge the
technology gap and provide adequate working capital to enable the manufacturing industry to
thrive and contribute to India's economic growth.

Policies and Suggestion

Various initiatives and subsidies have been implemented by the central and state governments to
support industrial units in upgrading and expanding their manufacturing facilities. The Credit
Linked Capital Subsidy Scheme (CLCSS) has been implemented by the Development
Commissioner, Ministry of Micro, Small, and Medium Enterprises (MSME), to encourage
production technology upgrades in these units, providing an upfront capital subsidy to aid the
adoption of advanced technology.

In West Bengal, the Department of Information Technology and Electronics (2018), Information
Technology and Electronics Policy has been introduced to establish the state as a leading producer
of globally competitive advanced machinery, with the vision of transforming the state into a
technologically advanced society and creating more employment opportunities for the youth, as
well as becoming a preferred investment destination for investors.

However, despite these efforts, the industry remains concentrated only in the southern region,
with low investment in other parts of the state. To address this, regular surveys should be
conducted by policy makers to assess the level of productive efficiency in industries and distribute
aid promptly to address any excess capacity. Additionally, the capital intensity requirements of
each industry should be analyzed, and investment should be prioritized to increase capital-
intensive production, thereby reducing potential excess capacity and encouraging growth in the
manufacturing sector.
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