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1. [XL®IC

D “BHE) CThHET VA CEMmEAZERL L5 &35, AENEE, 202 L ZEK
LCWD, 12, A0S LWEREZITEDERICIE, 1613, Bayes OERIE Jidn s 7iEIZAIY, IEL
ABEETH L, B0, B2 ONIEEED T, N Savage O IR (SEU: Subjective Expected
Utility) OBESLEAIITHD X ) RHFICZ T AND Z LN TEL8RET 5, (HIE) AEEE W
3T 7 AT U ADIRE T2 o TND ZODHFED 5 H—2, HAWIIME S EERT 5 LINEZ 500 & 0
I EEINTDHDTHD, W DODDITENT 7 A T AET/UTBNTIE, AMHEEZIEL ETHT
HTENTER, UL, 72T, Bayes OIERIIZHEENTHEH CE 722 EnAET D, BIOET L
T, NEIELWMERZE B0, MIFERIZEED LVNEREZ T2, s, SEU SIIFET2 b0 THS] L,

EA RN RTT 4 UT 1, AEF—438 (ARCH - GARCH) E7 VWV CRHIEND R EDRT T 1 VT 1
FRIZSC VIX FERIE, U A7 THY, ERPEBRNARITH LD, T XCTORRERFEROMRIT, 7281
Do TWHIRIETH S, L LERFEIDE, BECERTITHIHEORE 2 2 & HF4:0L, IREb e A&H
TH D AFEFEIECEITT 5, (25T, ZOAEEMT, UZUREHRS T& 7, MBIk &3,
FERDEBRANRI TH D100 T, TXTORMRERREROMER o b2 REBA W S, BRI &
1%, K BARIIE Y A7 OREERERT HHERICBIT DA MM S fEIRT D LW I B0 H Y, IBRE
DRIEOOE SO, HERORTT 4 VT4 THUELL D ETHBEOBEX THD, VAT LEBIZ
RS AT 5 2 LT, RFICRT 2R X0 RECIE S 5 2 L3 T B, TR TO U A
&R S OMEZ BT 572018, ROBIZZT D,

[BEEFIL, & (G0 . (50%) OEREH->TWD, #2105V OBz aA v ORETA 47
PRE DT EEZTHD, FERIL, AIROT, BFITIXI R B3H L0, N> TNDH0
TR, L Lad v ONT U ARIBIVTUW WS, 3 EEOMERITHITOMSE TIde
W, BEZE, VA7 @ERPARM) 72T, BIRSICHERT S,

AEICHE, ITFEOAFEINERE T 2V —1 OIATHIFEERENT 5, Chai and Liu (2021) 1%, Flibiy
178 & FREET T O W7 Tl M R E B & SRR O R EIRE & ORIR A TR 5 SCikOHEH]
HIFFEaAT> T D, FRHT, B OIEATHSENE T CoORRREIZI T DB S [RREFE 7 /U 240> T
%, Gilboa (2025) 1%, AHESEME FIZHT 252 ET /UMET HENC, REFFEDTEET 28N, 728203
PHEMIZBE9 2 REM, Bl & RHLO A & SSEERIC T D5 EARERE DV IZ L T D, Bl ORIk
TEMT % U5 Shi (2025) 1%, PT (FaA~Xy WNEHER) 72 EOTTENY 7 A T ADSHHEBGRDS, ErE
BTG 2 DR AL T 5, F£7- [lut and Schneider (2022) 1%, BB 2 - H1#2hH
(FU : Expected Utility) (ZXAHFTOD~ 7 aifEFpl SmaiEg L b,
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WEICIL, FHEEMEOWLEDSATIIZE AR L, PT & BT 0 227 REEG (CPT : Cumulative Prospect
Theory) D % J5 & IR 2T 5, SHITHE, VAZ CEHRIOEESERN LT, TS EET AR
FEPEOREE D Klibanof f, Marinacei and Mukerji (2005 KMM) @ ¥ S0VREEHRMEET L (UATF, KM &
FIEND )] PERBEET S, AHTIE, Izhakian and Binninga (2011) OTNHEEMET L I 7 L%k, 5
HiClE, HARA ZUShIRESL & Hskif) - FERIN Y A 7 [BREEEE 21675 L, 6 fi-ClIamsmk X Ba%k & tlsuti - Rk
Bk (AR 25255 5, TEICIXTN TR TG, BIRE L I 7 A%#EimT 5.

2. TREERMBLEORIR
WYHE S WO BESE, 17 HHCHA1 I Pascal & Fermat & Huygens O] CAEN, 1738 4212 Betnoul 114723
PN U2 A~ 2B 2, ZO%A HICED £ T, BURKENEL MGG & a7z, Lo LK
MR COFBIREETT N ZEER LT Knight (1921) 1%, Bayes 77 —F It L, 1940 £4I272 5 C,
von Neumann-Morgenstern (vNM) (=IO HER R (SEUT @ SEU Theory) DZABRARERREZ BIREAIFLYE
& UCHIREITHENL L, [RIF Edwards (1954) 13, RBIFIZIH & 13872 2 SEUT A5l B CT—k{k L7z, Savage
(1954) 1Z, vNM DE ZITHASNWT, BRREE D SEU OB ARUITHES TITEIT 2581002, fEEMRR]
AT SN 2 & AR LT, 7 LIES < D], Markowi tz (1952) &k A 1EGIEY 72 B DS, Allais (1953)
\ZXB/8T R 270 LR ETe DEROMERIZEIT A HFZEDS, BREFCIHT & A EMER ST E T, 1960 4K
ZHNTC, SEUT I, R LR BN E 72372 BT 012, BEME 72 ITRMOMERIC K 5Bk
EEZAR O T2 DOXE2T 7 a—F L ipot-, &5 L=/ Ellsberg (1961) |, Savage (1954) @
PEERICHRER T2 K 5 1C, SEUT (k92 LERSER A #2242 L7, Ellsberg (1961) OFERIITRD X 5 72HDT
HD,
[ EH 100 HOR—VB AT 2 DOREHNZ LT & T 5, —HITiE, REBDZNZN 50
THDASTZBENOLE, &9 5, FREBOR—BASTNDZ EIIND>TODR, il
WZDWTIHI B D> TUWRWRAIDEEE X 5, 2 SO0 5 HIFE LIZERN D, R—N%dT v
HLTRAT, BE LIZOERATER L TOIUTESIESTE, % 5 ThRidiudins #i
TE7pWeT 5,
ZD & EFEMOIEN SRV ETRATZEETY, RNOENLR—IVEBATEETY, ROBR—/IIE
T2y BOR—MIET HNCITIER Tl D &35, Ellsberg iF, BERIOLE & RMDLED &6 512K
DI DONTHEEERITH L0 E I &V FREEL LT, LIF, AH5EE (2019) 255120l
%179,

=1 A BEENOSOIRIZIET D B BEIOROEZRET 5
=220 REOBOFRITIET D D RENOOBIZFET 5
r—A 3 E BENOEORIIMET D F @ RENIOEOIRIZIET 5
r—A 4G BENOEZORIZMET 5 H : RENORO BT 5

JIEEBROMER, 7—A 1 TIZA & B, 77— 2 TIEC & DR L7257, 7 —A 3 TIEE
WF X0IFER, 7—Z2 4 TILGCHH LVIFENAEMNRSH D, RADOEIIBNT, ROB—MRHHE
BIHERZp LT 5 &, BERIOE CIIEBINIHERN G2 5N TWE0 5, 7—2A 3 OFREDIIHT 51213,
p < 0.5 CRIFIUZZ B0, L LEOHEITT—A 4 T, BOR—VRHDHEEN 0.5 LD HREW
EEZDZEITRY, RMOED HIZET 7 TQIe b, ZIUXEBSFEREREFET 5, T70b
B ZOEBRFERETIL, WREIHIZEHTE 20, RINOBZBNT, ROR—LOH D BBIIHERN %
LILTELT, BHRIAERLTWD, LIzhi> CEEIRES T, BRI 247 £V Milln) (B SED 236
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5T L&Y, Ellsberg (1961) 1%, ERPEFEDVE U 2BHMANERRE & R TITRn e nd 2
L %&I7R 72, Anscombe and Aumann (1963) 1%, FHIBIMERZ TG & LC, MHESEM FCTOEBRN S EEIHY
MR ZEHT 5T /IR T, ESAIC Ellsberg (1961) SIEEILI-fERASRUE L2, OB LE D
725 L7=®DIZ, Kahneman and Tversky (1979) (2X % PT THhb, ITHIZ72> T Crockett, Izhakian and
Jamison (2019) (%, Ellsberg (1961) D 34 1487 L—2A73, 242487 L—A L1348 B 5845
T HZ EAABIT LT, Ellsberg /37 Ry 7 AT CidH S5,
MR 90 [HDOR—ILIBASTND, TDHH 30 T EOR—1LThHD, 7DD 60 fHIZIRNHED
R—ILTHLHD, FIVETUEDD B2, OIS R—LEZRRY L X, ROEL LD
— AL EIRT D)2
=R 1  ROBR—/VHHTZ B, 000 B B % D,
r—2 2 BOR—/LAHZHYLL 000 H 525,
FIRDIr—ATIEED HEEIRT HDON?
=R 3 R EO RV HY1L, 000 B 5 25,
=R 4 BOSEHOR—VHTE H¥1,000 B 525, |
FTr—R1 L —R2TlE, 7—RA 1 EZBSANLZNE NS ZEDHLNTND, EHILTr—RA3 L)
—AA4 T, T—RA4AEZL DRSS EDHIGIVTN D, Ellsberg /37 R 7 AL EUT ORNTPEZ
fii7= 7RI H B,

2. TORRY NERERBRTORARY NER

1T 7 A T AR DIBIFOV L DIEPT THY, b 5 UL DITBEE SERIH LT 5,

ARG MEEE 2 2555, RSB TE AR TIE, VA7 (RAEENE (loss aversion)) %
[EhEES 2 KO IAT8 A L, § CITHREH > TSR T, BREIRY RZZE 5 L35 U 2 75Ekm7 (N
A VA7) f1dhZE4 25 &) PT 2, Kahneman and Tversky (1979) 12X W JEBAEH, Tversky and Kahneman

(1981) & & BT, AREFEMETORERREMEL L COMHMGROE 25 EFETHNBEET VEREL
72o PTICIHEIIEGEE, AWyahi (KB, disposition effect), BUSEMEZ: EDOFEZ HNRHT, &
HRERMBICSIUR (reference point) *ZBINL, RIEDMIFRHEIIAGEEIEZ BT 5, £ OERD
b & OB, FNSFOSEIENEL, AL THY, —ICFIGFL Y b0 N2AE IS
TR B S (reflection effect) ZFiE7 %, Kothiyal, Spinu and Wakker (2011) I, PT el
Z—fft L, Bailon, Driesenb and Wakker (2012) I%, ZHFHOAFYLIZIVTHIEAEHIT 5 kA2
ELT-,

CHET, @RlIFSE PT T L X O &2 S & SERFEIEITMFE L7, Abdel lacui, Bleichrodt
and Paraschiv (2007) 1%, Fili&HBROMAZFRRCE | S HTFREEREL, FERIYET PT ORI HBHL
DINT A =R T U THT-, 0%, Imai, Nunnari, Wu and Vieider (2025) IX, 69 Z[EHJ 52,000 A
DOYEERFE D 812 fFOREEME A S LT= 166 O OT — X e L, PT D737 A — X HEEHO TG 72
M %&1T 72, Barberis and Xiong (2009) %, PTIZHIF BB HFD S B, HBRICBIL TFHIT
EDMEIDERGELTZ, EHIZLi and Yang (2013) 1E, —MHMRET VAL, PT SR, &
PEAMAE, T | B RIFT A L C5, Barberus, Mukherjee and Wang (2016) 1%, HEZFE1EE
ORISR O3 2 PT CRER 42 HIE TR C& 272 & W S SR ERRE L TV D, Doszyn (2018) 13,
PT O CHlifEdsca U 2 7 HmicER &, U AV HEBOREIEEZIRE L TW5, ZOHIEE, 2 DL
LRy (et L faiat))) 236D CPT DEEIENTE 5 Lilk=Tn2,
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PT OERH#, Tversky and Kahneman (1992) 1%, Flfg&HEHKIT72VT 2 S FTHRIOMERMER R (ADOE
BN HEERR A R LB AL, EERAIEET 20 L VS—2a b o PT, 97006 CPT A EBA L
72, Wakker and Tversky (1993) 1%, EUTX°CPT 2 &1e, AHEEME FICRIT2EMREDT-OD S EIER
T NVENFYET 5 FEEHR L, Uzhga—Rebrov and Grabusts (2021) 1%, FN&OMWEZSHr Lz,
Ingersoll (2014) 1%, CPT Al CHERARTHEIET T, THEAR— N7+ VADRNTH Y, HEEN
REE DA T D Z & ZRFET D125 TIEARW 2 L A7R L7z, £72 Shi, Gui, Yao and Li (2015)
%, 2RSS Y m R %, Nx BSUARTOFIGE &3R8 5 FEICBhERT 5 Z slc k> TOBYe L,
SR E R A i X 2B [ e T VAR L, 0otz 8 X L C\\ %, Francis (2021)
"3, Kahneman and Tversky (1979) @ PT ZfEAIL LT, BFEOL < OfES, 4, LEYE, EERE
Fliima D 5 v BRI L Q5. Cinfrignini, Petturiri and Vantaggi (2024) 1%, CPT C
DOFEBLE fEk & MEAERRE PE TR S VD EPEMISG O —THART T /WIS 2B — b 7 1 U A58
JEERRETL T D, Oprea (2024) 13, FEROZRRDUTRNT EOMERINELZZBE L, HRORHIOI N
PRI THRKFRENBE SND Z EE2R LIz, TNHOENE, U AZIZET21TE3IO%L< M, BEDY 27
BT CIE2 <, BMEMECERT 5 I RCHRkT2 2 L A" L, Wakker (2025) 1FEfm LT\ 5, HLHAT
Jr, MEZE, (2025 55 4 75) (X PT & CPT ORERAVZMERL ATV, 555 T Tl EdlEfFlzfE-> TR LT
W5,

CPT OFEFHT OB E LT, Srivastava, Aggarwal and Mehra (2022) |%, CPT ®V A7 HHEIZH-SX,
PR (U A 27 BB Lo CRR S D) & ANES GRAEIITIFERE) o 2 A U A 7 \ZE T 2R — h 74V
RINRE R 7 v oo ¢ 7 2R U=, F7- Srivastava, Aggarwal and Bansai (2024) %, 5&—%
AREINT RS LTz CPTIZHE DS AR— N 74 U AR T 7 e —F A4RE L7,

3. YR LEBRSDORREEM

PT & CPT 23, U RV FOERE & OREFMEICTHR T 22O T, ar B ARG LI TR
S5 THY, FILESFTH, ZIFREE LGRS MER L L TGERRSNDNZ L - T, ik
FMETF TR D ERBEL T 27700 LVRWREDAE U T D, BUT 1, PT 35U NE CPT IZKILL,
BEREICEEL B2 2B BEOAR LD ATREM AR LTV D,

Schmeidler (1989) (%, EIWHEEN ADIET 2 BIA KT 5 HOTHIUL, EAUIFEINEN/IR S5
WETDFREMED B D LR U D. 70D 2 DORNEGRFROMOMEER L TR AR D Z & &
SR, RiEFMEORE &2 BERTEHERCBSEMT, AFREHZ 772, IEIMEMEARIEIY, Choquet

(1953-54) 12X W 55 (capacities) &MHEN, REICBIT R4 EF L, Elleberg (1961) 1L, Choquet
HAFFh (CEU : Choquet Expected Utility) Z#/AFMKL, Schmeidler (1989) 1%, Anscombe and Aumann

(1963) OET NAE Mt L, Choquet FESMICEZ X 7=, FDEE, Schmeidler &7 /WZIIT HEEN,
KRR CINER LR OB CH 551, Choquet FEANTE, G- DIVZHERIZIZWNT 5 T o 7 ITIRKIFT ik
PR HBEC (RDU - Rank—Dependent Utility) &%liTéd 25723, RDE & DL, e TRk — AT
H% LA, Wakker (2010, 2023) A3FFL TS, CEUILE, BEBEME FCORBIEICET Hthd %< DE
TILADIEE BB ET L Th 5T,

ZOEDOET N TR OIS HHSNTHDEOME, KM AAEYL L 7ATAICZWT 5T L THhD, 20D
KW E7 L O EERRHNE, BERESR OB ORHETH IR S ~OREE L, BEIRER ORI ORHE &
LGl S OB Z 5T 5 2 & Th Y, BRIVESRL, BHAROREBICET 2 3 —0—Er7aiEssy
ficidre L, WERDMOERER>) SET S,
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KM 7%, BRREDEEN 2 SOBSEMNS 25 B2 D, CaMEREEKIEL LT, B
@%ﬁWdi,&mw(ww)%t/h_,TK@#Eﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂ%&&

V) = f ¢>(f u(f)dn>d¢=Ew[¢>(En[u(f)])]. ®
P S

ZCHERIATOEAP = {1, = (11,1, ,751), -, e = (T, ~~-,ns_,()}li, IRAEZER Lo RIREMED B %
WO LI MWRE 2R, Bl = (Mo i), (k= 1.2, KO3, S = {1+, S} EOTEFH
FEAFT, KIMET /U, BRREEN 2 >OME L LTl sns 2 & %*E/E LTy \é ﬁ‘f;ﬁb?‘oTﬁ e
Db HWMEENA DO FBEAP L P OB FRIZERES (BRREE OTEIRYE = (W1, k)
Thd, EnlliL, HEEIMOEEP S HO 1 DO %ﬂﬁlﬁkﬁ“éﬂﬁﬁ{ﬁﬁ% E\p[ Qi
ATZEMEEAWIC 1 2 EEOIIFRR R 42227, VWIABTSE W () > 0B X 0w () < O CMARBTS CHh 5
CRET D Z & LR, Bk EEGITe (u(@)) > 0, ¢"w(E)) < OTHRBSRTH D LIET 5,

BEIREFROFBNERT, Bayes TR CH HIMMEBILEZEAT 5720, fERE LTHOLILOHIR
DHN, _0)$ﬁﬁ§3\ﬁ‘ﬁ WZBI LT SEUT L5l Tidzevy, J72bh U AZIC72\W T AR, vNM AR
ORI F > TRAMAHT BIND A3, BRIV T 2 R, ﬁ;ﬁ%%ﬁﬁc:‘ﬁﬁﬁ#é%ﬁ%ﬂz Tk
AT HiD Z L Zsd, Maccheroni, Marinacei and Ruffino (2013) 1%, Arrow—Pratt fR%t& LI 72
KMM &7 /L N COREFEHEEIRE A 34T L QD Z DIBERMEORESAHTIE, Epstein and Zhang (2001)
L Ghirardato and Marinacci (2002) “723MEMEJ 2 FEINBEBMMEO TR & Bh#9 5, 2o THh HiE
TRV B9 2 A OFEM R S BIECCH 5 —F ORI OBEE S [FEI#EEE (CAAA : Constant Absolute
Ambiguity Aversion) 723, FTEFHURHILE —BL, EHBVRIER S[BIEORRr —ATHhH Z &% Ballon
and Placido (2019) 37597, Seo (2009) 1% 2 WRAHER (second-order beliefs) & 2\ MEHERNIEIZK
17514 (beliefs over probability measures) (24— T, Anscombe and Aumann (1963) DAFHZFHD,
MR S [PV EES 2R UTm, X512 Denti and Pamatto (2022) 1%, Anscombe—Aumann 177XV &
FeZHLD KM OB IS 5.2 TV B,

Epstein (2010) (%, KMMET/LAS, BRBRE & BRER S ~ORERE 2 /32 &9 FER~ORIEREZ LT
W5, Wakker (2010, 2023) 1%, BERE DEEAVDBHEROM R TRIETE 5 2 & %2R LT 5, [zhakian
and Benniga (2011) 1%, KM ET/UZHANT Pratt (1964) DY 27 T LI T AEARHEREMET LI T 4

(WA TUITLEBRE T LI T L) Ik, Baillon, Driesen and Wakker (2012) 1%, HERN
KINDOYFE, B2 NRIBS 2 WiGT A 720 DTIEOUE S E LT, KM 2 b LT, VA7 LR
W BB A ET UL LTt L Cnd, BEET/LE LT, Schmeidler (2011) (X, & pEL |
HOSGREEN DR D R— 87 U FZEANT, KM EF/LOHEREE4TV, Park and Wong (2022) 1%
U 2 7 (Al ORI SRR ORE R DS, fERERE DI OBEIE T TN B BEEREEZ 2L TV 5, £
7= Chen, Vanduffel and Wilke (2025) |Z, &&ZANIEDFREOBRE S MRS A 5> 1 IO KM €51
TC, RIS A R b Dol T8 A KD T,

KM €7 /VOFEEE N HDT 7 i —F H N ORI T 5, Hara, Mukerji, Riedel and Tallon
(2022) 1%, ZRHSRHICIT DRhERA7RBIAN STV T DB S OFEE KW £7 /L O TRRGEEL Td,
Twai and Yoshikawa (2025) 13, —TES5AGOMMAENET /L% PT & W457%h5-0>554 U7 Barberis and Xiong
(2009) EFNEHEL T, S IF2hHBILE IEMERIELD T A —F2 OREEEI T T, ZOR,
Izhakian (2017) 2MEE4 A REEFMHHhM (EUUP : Expected Utility Uncertain Probability) 24k
SE, BEZEDERIEHEEIC K o THERO EUP K EET AV OHT, BRATEEE 2407 A T R %

AL TV D,



KW &7 W, BERER RS T DR LB 2 KB L, U AZICIW T DReE B RS 0205
REREIZXAIL, ZOX 21005 2 & T, FHEROMBEEERIL L, THEELET L I T A~OREE I
952 ENTE DR ERT 5,

4 THEEETLITL
Izhakian and Binninga (2011) 1%, (DZDKMIZEESE, Pratt (1964) DY 27 7L I 7 AEARiEE
TV I T AL LT, FEFET LI T AL, VA TV I T ALBIRS T VI T AZBHET 571
ST LTHD, VAT VUIT AEE, FEERSNHFEDRFANCRITHL, IV 55T XTOHES
272N T DB RN CTH D E W IHRDIUT L DV R7 DB LT 2, ZOMIFFS I DFEFICHE X2
251D Th LnE, BEREENE X L2 FRT HHERODNLRNZ ENBAETL T LIT A
Thd, —), BRITLITLEE, BEREEPHISIAOSBERNT 572D 3> Th Lne s
ZHTVITATHY, FEBTLIFRIIRITHHI2T TR, FROMEL—E TRV, KATh
BIRAMNSAECBTLIT A THD L, 1HITEZD,
FFVEHD Pratt (1964) DU A7 7L I 7T LEMER L Tl <, MEERRIEE/KIES, 2F75-& LT, p(Gy)
#u(c, — p(Ep)) = Eu(@)] (¢ >0)LiEHT DL, RADLHTRD",
(&) ~ ;u”Ecpg
T Z7Ce, (= E[ED T KEME, o2 | IHEKIEOSTH Y, u()ITHEIZIET, 2 [Ei#sy ATRE U
O VNBIHBHE, —u'" (6p)/u (Ep) 1 FAxt) U A 7 [RLREE 2 3,
p(Cp) & —fBAt.LC, Izhakian and Binninga (2011) 1%, UAZ 7L IT ALBKS T LI T A0H7AR
% A7 L X7 A (uncertainty premium) | §(¢) 2RO L H IZEFRT DY,
v(¢ = 68) = p(u(é - 8)) = Ep[¢p(En[u(@])].
T ZCC = Eylen] = EglEq[e]l&2R L, fER0AA0 ORI AMEEL [u(@FE L 5 LW EEES (8
HISERIZZHMREEEE W) CTlll> 72 DREERNHEKIE (eI LK IEL FES) 2R T, v=¢ouT
%', % Z Tl Izhakian and Binninga (2011) OEEE1 LV, Pratt (1964) Dp(c,) &IFR25 Y 27
TVUIT LEp(C) EBRE T LI T LAEE(C)TET L, §@OIFTV AT LBEERIOIMNMELD, p(0) £E(0)
IS0, QX &b, Y, Izhakian and Binninga (2011) ZZ&E|Z Appendix A TR,
8(¢) = p(&) + £(0). ()
VAT TVLIT bp(Q)aRkdod L Q)RE72D,

> 0.

p(@) = Bylon] = —5 oot = 052 = 2D g ®
T2 Tp@IE, FIHTE YR T LT Aoy HEES OB E & TR 72 WRHEE [pn] TH Y, o
1%, u(c) = Enu(@®)] & 72 DHeRrINE KM ORI CTH D (LAF, Enl]1%& 4T &) LRBT %),
TR LERRES OFEIIFRIZERESY (EEREETOFBINEEEE ) LoD L DOZERHMKE)
SARBLEHERNAN ERREL DFBHNE DOV ED) I[ZL->THIBND, Z0L ERHEFMETH 57,
BEERMED 0\ G, H—OWRAEZEM ORI/ H 72 5 Pratt (1964) DY R 7 7L I T AORBL L0 B,
F72DBP(C) = p(6p)(= 0) Th D, 6% = Ewlogl R L, MERMAIN AL LIoiHEKIEDO AR L,
et SN B R UED P BIE O IFHEE g [0 2 KT

Mt U 2 7 [BIREFEA R (C) & AR U A 7 [BBREEER R (O) IR TREFR SN DY,
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TG) '@

AR(E)E—u,—(C_)>0, Rp(C) = — (G )c—AR(c)c>0 @)
FoeHHONEIR X [BHBEEEA ) (€) & FHRHIOBEIE X [FRBERER, (0) % (5) N TEFRT 5.
AA(u(E)) = —¢ (u(E)) >0, RA( (c )) =-— ¢ (u(c)) u(c) = AA(u(c))u(c) >0. (5

' (u(©)
BIES 7L 7 LE@)E2RDB L 6G) Kb,

V@, 1(9"w@)

o= <¢ ()

¢'(u(®)

30 @ g u'(0) + >Varq,[CEn]

= 1(AA (w@)w' + Ag (C_)) Vary [Cn %u_’:a%] ©

Z TR HmREEY (1) 2R D K 5 ITEFRT D,
Y(x) = Vary [cn + ;Jﬁ] = Vary[cy] — Covyl[cn, o2]x + %Var\p[oﬁ]xz. (7

2 ZCx = A(0) E72UERR(8) /€ TH D, Y IR T D, AR(8) > 0530V (AR()) > 0& 72 5%
% (Cov ey, 01-21])2 < Vary[cy]Varg[o3] Téh b, Vary[cqIZHAERZ2BE T A K, Covyley, of 11XV A
7 [EHEDSSSRNT Y, 7L T AN T DA L, Varg[og]iL ) A 7 [E6bED 2 RAG7e RN &
FT, E@(= 0, BIEIERDY A [RERE & B X [EREE— v () /v’ (€) & et & HEFE AL 2
7J<Ecn EAHEKIED ST & S o] 1> DRCE AT D HEFEMEFAM/HL (variance of certain equivalent)

Qo ko QESN, BEIREROFBNLER S OEAWEZILRE, 37ebbERIERD 2 KE&
%{fof?r%énémo SWRZ UL, WEIEDD L, HNEDY, BEES &Y A7 D RIEAVE
fEL, ZORE RS 200 T D720 3> TH VML (@) IRE D, CEq(= cp — pr)lE, TR
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0.01
0.005
0
X2.1 NEEIBHFHBIEL - WEEBRBR X %L
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[0} (U(C)) ¢’ (u(c)) @' (u(c)) (w')?

T2 @ =0, v u’,¢'(u@) ¢"(u@),Y(AW@) > 0&aHEL LT, EHL 1 Offchty/Fhxt
(YU 22« B S [EREE O A & LRI D BEIR S [BRREE O KBIRTAE A LA IR 2 L 72 B,

1. BRETILITL
THE3 M2 HE(w(@)) 2Tz 2 D IRFBERMA LFRAE (0) /dea R D,

%(EE) = %[{(Aﬁ — %,:,) W)? +u"A, +u'Ag + uAl’q} Y (4R)

1
(A, + udg) (Covq,[cn,aﬁ] + EVarq,[aﬁ]) Ag] <o. (18)

5 1L EIIC O U A7 « WEHE S[EHREO DERAIE 2 £ 0 B SH 570y, b bel AL
B S 7L T A ENTETEER 5.2 D0 E I D 0B IS 2 R L, U AT - BB (RS &
HITHWNEZEBIRE 7 L I 7 AOKEL IR 70 72D Z L 2B T 5, 5 2 THIIEOHEMM Y A
7 [BIREOREIEAR 7 EOTF NS D% BT 5,

8. &HhYIc

VA7 & EBITBRS ZEATH 2 LT, RFICRIT DBRMEZ L0 BfRICiE 2 Z LN TE 5,
7 RSl = SN S = KNS el o ) 4 @RE%’%EE@“%E@#& VBT D ARHEFENE L IR T2 L D BN D D ,
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