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27 o 2= Chewsd MacCrimmone] 73 HILO #:% 2 283t Chewst

MacCrimmon-2 ¢} HILO #i& & AMS-3le 259 inEGIER 0] 16719 SHEHES 6719 &
EHEE 49d 5 A58 A8k

3 Beckert HILO &5 A1&-35lo] #H#s) THREET ERREHR Y REES Fol7]
9t AAlg T AHEo|E(prospect theory) 2l AuAdS By, 2 ~HEHRKO 2
ey BiHo =AM MEE FREC 23 e 5 ng g 23 R &v] Wil A"
3Haee] A EE o] &3ta] o] olFo] 16709] RFBMHIET A 6719 miBHES 49T F U S
AS 3

71 o §e WY i KT A493ss H4ud + e HReR 4
Alg Wl # o] (venture theory) ) FMIES BA5IHTh o] e a2
il g (value function) 7} 216l 2 AFR-H o EEREMERE 488 F= 4
2HEC|E ttZ A AMAIEHL o] o] 2 AIEo] ERBEMEREE MEsIc
Ehisny @< A3 (anchoring) 3 2 2] (simulation) 2 494§ Zolt}. I8)a o] ERHREME
#Es 859 342 TP WA 4 (venture function) o] BREEE B3 IAL)

EavbgogMe HILO #iEE AMEYIE2 3ty Wixjol&o] FBHEME R (decision
weight) & E719] WA 3oz el Qlg #olojy HAZAM = o8 JHE 272 84T
4 gho)] glomz BAFNME FRS o438 B S A= sisted A8

EXE5 o5 Wlx Aol HILO 729 167) BEHES 12718 498 + o] AEHA
. @ 77Hos TAY ZANGS daos BEZAT AT o B F 03%el APete wA
# A (subjects)o] Wlx o] A9E & e 12709 EFHES At olx WA j&2

44e st Rolth
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AAFE AL, vA G B S AJHEA, Ede] 3, v AFALE gAY
AH el AEF EFLAES THsle AT gAHEA Y 7E] gApEY B E0] MR &4
gz Eslz ed, ole #HEisy(normative) R HAAe] ¥£3l1 Fikay(descrip-
tive) BH2 EHM T RAMC] 75317 wEolzt Azdoh. 4832 THRET E8RrE
RS A FET oS 2Folok sin SAO HEAL(LEE HUE BEE BRE
R E B3t Buitt s RIES stool & Aot FET RBPULS WHNS ATt
Z Aoly oz BEuttd A RAEKS 7IE 8] At o]¢ Zo] RAMS 2 THRHY
TEEREERS M3 Adre Folide drhd ®EHS 2e7tE AF5ehe 3ol
gastA dch a8y AES ZAF3AEE Bt H#Ptko] B RS WAL o] ¥
Ao wet T gael wet ofEA WHElertE 4FAHoE ASE dart U old #
AFM e 2o HHE THRET ElaedER st WX (venture) o] &9 RHHK

2 B4 Azsud 9.
II. BEgeRy W%

THEET ERREERS D. Bernoullio] MRFZGHEERFLZ 15 BREE (expected
subjective value) 2t #2 S A A (Bernoulli, 1938 : Sommer, 1954) J. von Neuman®} O,
Morgensterno] ol=8] #&ey SAIE z5Al =AU (von Neuman and Morgentern,
1957). 252 AT, AEMD #siEe AFMRE o83ty Ak B3 EBE
Fo 24 7ty F1F Ade F dYstd Fv U 2 (M AER)S S495%

e
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I Yo 2Me BEFETe A¥T I ERRERRS ROE ZAV g5
At &3] M. Allais7} o] &n} Allais F & (paradox) S |HIet A & F §Ho] 3 (Allais and
Hagen, 1979), Ellsberg F/&(Ellsberg, 1961), :#t7#/& (preference reversal) (Grethero}t
Plott, 1979), "84 (invariance) @] 9}t (framing effect) (Tversky$} Kahneman, 1986)%
o2 7R MR AR S B FIE o] AAIEATH

ololl @z} von Neumans}t Morgenstern®] #{FumAERS 28 290 Audse dr
g e At m@ozME AgAdd FA7E Lol AAHU oo 7thE g o8¢
482 A& A WoluA oA o] o] ER B M T 5 Yk MEL oS
o] &3] s o] frh(Savage 1954 : Karmarkar 1978 : Kahneman®} Tversky 1979 :
Chew$} MacCrimmon 1979a : Machina 1982 : Quiggin 1982 : Bell 1982 : Loomes$}
Sugden 1982 : Luce$} Narens 1985 : Einhorn3} Hogarth 1985 : Yaari 1987 : Goldstein®}
Einhorn 1987).

[I. w1 o)&(venture theory)

PR AERCES AH T 7 Sle ZBRIRS 498 F e o822 2HE oY o]
2% Fo]A] Kahnemany} Tversky?] g2~ E o] & (prospect theory)-& & Hilg thAlol
kS, 85 A BEREMERKE AHSITOZN REHS =2 o822 F
wrojpgitH(Kahneman®} Tversky, 1979). 22y #&5 = HILO % o] &3 H#ok
2MolM EE ube} o] MR ER Bohs RUAACl AT oA E 1 @etke] A7)
At

3 Hogarth ¢} Einhornd T2 AS|Eo|ge] BFHMHS Fo]7] A8 AMEL o|8o 2N
Hx o] & (venture theory) & AAIE A&, o] o]&L A7to] IR A FEREEMEREKE IR
Rteotol B olEolth. 25 AlEE°] Z o outcome) & TR 2HEO| & 9| Higm ol
olsted gt B9k} (Hogarthe} Einhorn, 1988, 1990).
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WA o] &4 Hogarthe} Einhorne AlgEo] Hgol= TEE Ao 3% (anchor) 31
I oEo] olE Hge 2N O gos FRETtln /Pt o] A A MiRE 29 W
RS AU 223 RREQ B, 53 A2 gas Augd] i g m7)9)
et 285 Bkth E3 RBAI, Biks QAo EEAEMERK (S ket
A E dAster 2% 4L I ¥kt ol9} e A @ wolo] HHL fogny

Z(DA) =p.t+k

o2 EAE $U0m o714 pie ARYoI R kE HHEROIT ©] o8N k =k, + ki
AR 9 olAR H83he BEBEe] EBUR (net effect) ThA e sigdgiolth = k= A
3 2 FEshe moPolm kst ol F 83l 2 olakolt). Hogarthe}t Einhorne o
E% olelig g2 oz gokaliY.

kl = f[ay 9’ pA,V(X)]
ks = f[o-’ 0’ pA,V(X)]

A7 o AFHEFL A (outcome uncertainty), 65 4RE 2354 (ambiguity), 131
v(x) & B4 FIE (payoff) o) o]}, ol AlgHEC] 94 EARIEY U9 FES KM
ool RERKE FATe AL )i

HAHO|EL ZTEHOE ZIAHEC|EHY L o)8oaH ZT2ANEC R (HiEmHHES
U R AMSS Ot e Rk sHR o] e 2 & oj8elaln & 4 Jone Wl
el 4Ax T2 AHEO|ZoMe ZeAHES gt} Tz AHE(HR)E 2 (lottery)
2 29Y + Jdevz V(xpiy,@) & shie] 2HY \istn ot ojd] ALate
Ze2HE(HA) 9 ®iEE Vix,psy,q)elth

w2t V(xp) = v(x) z(p)olw E& (x,piy,a)7F A BolArt JAsHA o] o}
Yehd (not strictly positive or strictly negative) (Z #d p+q{lorx>02>y &
2x <0<y AXR(Z22HE) 9 7}x)&= v} 7} gt

V(x,p:y,q) = z(p) - v(x) + z(q) - v(y)
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M BEEREME

wtH o JAsH ol AY dAsH 2o A (ZE AHE )= & 738 &} E3] p +
q=l1ol x>y >)03F& x{y< 0¥

V(x,piy,q) = v(y) + z(p)[v(x) = v(y)]

o]t} (Becker : 1986, p21)
Aol &9 A4lole}l & 4 Yt REMRY 2P WATMoE T 11 TAE ey
© 19 3-19 5788 543 2ok a"ellA z(p) 7F eEfRgolch o] WA Mo 5L F
7HA 2 foetd -7} gt
A, FL3 3z 8 (cross-over point) p7} UTh
E4, 0 (p. 0.5 9 0.5 < pL 1914 z(p,) + z(1 — p.) # 1o]t},
0 {p. C0.590A4 z(ps) + z(1 — pa) <1, & FptHnY (subadditive) o]
0.5 { p. < 191A z(pa) + z(1 — pa) > 1, 3 BHMEY (superadditive) o] ch.
ol 5 HERELS FM o] REAH|EY B g ABdied AHSE 5 Uve F
ANA pol AR ol Fa7 Qv E et
a7 o] o]8L FERREHER KRy HHS A3t hEfpaEde] Mde AH-3ES
on BEHS AL fete] WAFAE AASATE 22 o] WAoo &l tidtd 1 &
Bfyo] ol FERIA] A AFHA @dor I REKES 7I2Zde A= € ANeys
7t7] A% o BEFE o] FolRA] gskth. IR R o] fixo]o] A5 g HE4
& 27] SsiMe AEE e 24 B 3 RERBERS =& Z5EIHES Fold.
S B =7dM e 571 WA e ®/es B4381d o] 571 WX FHNS A o
g 23580 o B JYdHE AHE & S-S F48R, Yot AEE B3t ¢

Azs] wns} B,

i
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N. HILO ##xEsh #eh 47

S. H. Chew®} K. R. MacCrimmon 15 9| nE&EIER! (weighted liner model) o] &
Bhel Atke A& HAF37] 3t HILO #HEE <43 S3 WEs A
(Chew<} MacCrimmon, 1979")

HILO #:= 7 32 #8 x, ¢ 2719 ## x, 7P 2 #2 9 A BRES A
ARoz AFFo N e, 2 A3 25 49 BBRR(2E 419 H, I, L, O
o] +A4€h

0

% 4-1. HILO F=2| FAJuhY



6 SERWE

718438 [Ole o AMEA A7 288 (lottery) Ao = %9} B, = fxy + (1 — B) x
€ FolA g ddste ERkERROIT A48 [H]E 49 A, 28T %48 B, 0]
o137, A4 [11€ 19 A, 2903 X9} BoZ o] R0)7, 18] 1 M43 [L1& .7 A,
AL x 3 BoR o], F 7l Au|EY] FAA e desle REREkiRol o
ARSI THGEEO §% J1AE A, EE B2 & Fo|t (28 4-1)

J. L. Beckere Z2 ~HEO|E 9 E{R R HAYeES Bagd Qo] 2 412 1
d 428 A7 stA.om (Becker 1986), HILO #2: o]8 Mejag [H], [1], [L] 22
I 71243948 [0]9] W] ExelM g otk 42), B =R s 1Y 4-20] 9
Aste] #4572 Bk,

Wt AERI N e 8 AF7 4YSEE o]HY 8 X7t A, B B2 giaHoat
= AHPFo] vt gofol gk WalA AR A, A, A, Ay E= By, B, B,
Byihg 5189tk webA A AgdlE Alge] Bolu B, i B2 Mgl AL 7ItHE
&ol&< ¢utsle Aol

HILO 23l 9] ##EHERE (choice pattern)?] ZHPL ®F 2 = 167o]T}. o]=e
AocAiAAn, AoALABr, AoAiBiAx, AocBiAiAn, AcABiBr, AcBLABs, AcBiBiAx, AcBiBiBr,
BoBiBiBs, BoBiBiAn, BoBLABx, BoAiBiBr, BoA:BiAs, BoBiAsAu, BoALABr, BoA:AiAs
ot o]FolX AAA A8 BoB.B BTl i mERc mas Rolth wald B
HEiws fete JHYEH (16703 AALAAS BBBB,E A3 1471) S o] Mg ==
U= o8 A o] & B oA AH o 8ola} & 4= Yok



nitey ERRERRS REH ool AR HE 7

H
Xy
-4
() . (a5
<&
Xy
. afB Xy
@ -4
Q‘Q’ﬂ
X
I
Xi
«
Al X
-
]\Q
Xy
Xu
«fB
J\Q/J, x

27l 4-2. HILO = (Becker 1986 p.53)
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£ 4-1(Chew$} MacCrimmon, 1979°)0llA ofg] F8 AFA oA 2k X AFstoA]e]
HILO #:%2] vl H 4 (e, B)o} 2+ AP Ao M2 7§l 9uksS 2 5 )

HILO7Z9] mirs
Aligige | dEd T 9 9 g
XL X1 XM * B
AshBie] | Allais '79 OFr 100mill Fr 200mill Fr 11/100 10/11 | 46%(n=101)
A ° | Moskowitz '74 F&3 b*ary AZA 11/100 10/11 | 32%(n=134)
Allais 2& | Slovic / 0% | $1x10* $5%10" 11/100 10/11 | 44%(0=TH)
Tversky '75
Kahneman / $0 $2400 $2500 34/100 33/34 | 65%(n=72)
Tversky '79
Ashton 79 1% : 3 | 9% 45% * 450% 11/100 10/11 { 14%(n=83)
1% 8% :18% : 28% | 115% : 180% 11/100 10/11 | 20%{n=49)
Ao%} Bool | Hage 73 0 1000 Norw, Kr. | 2000 Norw, Kr. 02 .50 | 34%(n=>52)
4 4 |MacCrimmon/ | 0% | $ix10' $5%10° 75:.50 80 | 32% : 21%(n=19)
Larsson 75 $0 $1x10* $5x10* J75:.50:.25 80| 32% :41% 8%
J10:.05 58% : 63%(n=19)
Kahneman / $0 $ 3000 $ 4000 25 80 | 45%(n=95)
Tversky '79 No tour |1 week tour 3 week tour 10 .50 | 45%(n=72)
Ais} Buel | Hagen 79 0 Smill Norw. Kr, | 12mill Norw, Kr. 9: .1 10/11 | 42%(n=53)
4 & | MacCrimmon/ $0 | $1x10 $5x10° T5:v8.50 80 | 21%(n=19)
Larsson '75 $0 $5x10' $5x10° 75:v8,50:.25 80 137% : 26% : 2%6%
10:.05 26% : 32%(n=19)
Kahneman /
Tversky 79 $0 $3000 $6000 90 :.002 50 | 59%(n=66)
Bugt Ax9] | Kahneman / 62% (n=66)
Mo 8 | Tversky '79 - $6000 | — $3000 $0 .90 :.002 .50 | 11% 21%(n=19)
MacCrimmon / .80vs.20 .04 21%(n=19
Larsson '75 —-$5000 | — $1000 $0 .20vs.04 .80

I 4-1. HILO ==} AEFne) ot
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Chew®t MacCrimmone Z2EH) HEHS o83t AdEC] AX G mMERIER O]
HILO F%¢ 1670 A geiFolM 670 (AALA AL ABLAAL AAABy, BoABB,
BoB:BiAy, BoBIBBw & 43 ¥ & ASS HFF A HChewst MacCrimmon, 1979°). §9
J. L. Becker¥ 19| uAFSH 91 & (Becker, 1986) 14 Z2 2% Eojgo] HILO 729 67§
MG E B8 4 ASS B4 HAF3dh

V. HILO #5582 ERaihiEe o83 Wixdhigel RN o

o] Eo M MEKHERNM G 2o] AHE T T2 AHEO|Zo M9} o] REHR
grol AAEC] AAEZRA g ot A I3MTe] AR nZ @RS o83 EANHE
st A&7 2849 ) ©o] B FES HILO 72& AMHEdthe AdAdes g &
A¥ Chew$} MacCrimmon ¥ Becker9] E4wi st fALS AT A rh53 RBREE 7
sk ol MRS APtk oA thEoh(E, 1991).

F&He APRAIME 2 =0 9 x = 09 F3+E A2y 97|14 = HILO +
29 % ) % 0 x =0 ASTE A2 o

o172 v(x) = v(0) = 00|22 HILO 7ol 23 z} Au|®7|Y RKigs A4rsid oL
7 2t} (29 4-2%%) (Becker ; 1986, p60)

V(Ag) = v(x)

V(Bo) = z(B) » v(xu)

V(A) = z(a) - v(x)

V(B = z(a - B) - v(xy)

V(A) = v(x)

V(B) =z(a- ) - v(xy) +2(1 — o) » v(x)

V(A = vi(x) + z(1 — a)[v(xs) — v(x)]

V(By) = 2z(1 —a+ a- B) - v(xu)



0 EEBRHR

o714 z( )& WAool gERBOIH v( ) & AvHre Kol v( )= 2z Al
H§ 7] 9] EiarFimel Rl o]&S ol &3t JFHERS F=3td vkt 2ot

Ao Bo & :((:{)) > 2(8) (5-a)
A B I 2a-p) (5-b)
A B ) TR (5<)
AsdBa & Z((:{)) y Hloate f)ozllog) (5-d)

A9 AN vix) /vixx) & YF, z( )9 ¥H5F U8 XF202 3te 2 =28 229 A
IZHE 48 F Utk A7 e z( )9 BFIE F Al (as) f)7F Ao B2 o)F i & &
A% OB &1 aF WFE e AEFHAE AR Z P

z( ) gk REMEFRECIEE AAJANA 7 £ Atk €& 5] v(x) /V(x)E v, «
§ x2 34 2 5-bE 5202 W A

y = z(f - x) /2(x)
7} @}, v BE 0.28 7134
v = 2(0.2x) /z(x)

7} el z(x)E HATAAA 78 £ Qlerg N3FHg 28 F Utk A7 E gits
0.2 ¢ 0.82 7F83tz 29 3-19] CEY WX FAA z( ) & 78 H3 e dis
Eolid 19 519 a, b}

a9 519 (a)9) T4 bt 2] 5bY AEFHez 4 5be $9 8 0.22 7P 2
()9} 2(0.20) & 19 2-19] C FHAA £F& o] 78 otk wetx F4be] $le Hif
R AL ) BolA Ag #Eirshe EBHolY olle Bog #iFste BRolth &8 Ad as R

5a2 FH, 4 ce X 5c2FEH, T4 de R 5-d2 FH 2& o 73 #FHR O



iy BEREER S AN o B HE 4

o o2t 29 519 # a, b, ¢, dE %R 54, b, ¢, -dE FXOZ 3 e Toy o=
el Aok obefiol A A, Al A, Ax 2 Bo, B, B, Byd BIFERS & & glom 17 519
(@)% (b)o Eak 1,1, M50] R 53, b, ¢, de] Fu9] HEE Ve BFEROZA 2

B0 EF RS B 5-17 Zrh

vix) / vix) =0, f=02 vix) /vim) X=0._A=08
Ic 1
b
\ i !
il
N la
i 0.67 /Vl

0.333 T
E \lb \la

m I\
) Mg
0 v 0
0 — 1 0 —*a 1
(a) (b)
2! 5-1. & 5-abed & 2| RIFHEEEN
249 519 (a)$} (b) & vlwsted B9 ohgo] Brkx] ER& ¢AsA g =

AAZ Acst Bool BIFRFAKRS FHO A Holn RE BiFhgS o] JH #E(1Y
5-19] (a)ol A+ [1, 0.333], (b)elM & (1, 0.67]) 0l +& &}

EAZE kol APl wat 3 Fdo] AH oz AF o2 o)FdT)

AA=ZE pgtol AR @t Asst Bool BIFHFAMA FHA 0199 A ZHo| #ES F
HO B ANANEL R B3 vt gro] ZrolAH AlA ko] w2 A FchE Aot

3 K 559 BEBEHEE ZE o9 8 FTAIACE stu2 pgio] WalhEle Meglel &
BHA UdEhYE SRRl ook sl $19 A EAE o] &3 pte] wWitiEliE U #F
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| =102 g =0.8
1 AcAlALAy ApAALAy
Il BoAjALAK AoBIALAH
ol BoBiALAw AoBiBLAY
\l BoBiBLAx AoBiB1Bu
://I BoB:B.Bx BoBiBLBx
4 AoBBLAY BoBiBLA4
AoBiALAy

B 5-1. 28 5-19] & B RS

Al Ve e BEREE x. = 0U73F, 29 519 (a)$} (b) A F5H AV s

Eete S ¢ 4 ok olEol 18 314 WA I 7t x, = 0 HILO 7&90| 2J3 Ay

B A A d BiEsECY ths uth

HEH: U BIBHRE Higtgiol T T+ Ue 2R 71E0)Eo] dHrbed 99
AcAiALA YESL YESI | abcde EU, P, CM
AocAr1ALBy YES-L  YES- ! a, CcM
AcAB Ay YES-1 ¢ byecde P, CM
AoABiBx YES-L 2
AoBiALAx YES-L c.d e
AoBiALBu No '

AoBiBLAY YES-L  YES- : b, c, d

AoB1BLBy No ':

BoAlALAx No E

BoAiALBH No i

BoAiBLA# YEST ¢

BoAiBLBx YES-L ; a

BoBiALAy YES-L i e

BOBIALBH YES- E a CM
BoBiBLAx YESL YESI | bocde P, CM
BoBiBBy YES-L YES-I E a bcde EU, P, CM

it : YES-LS =08 4%, YES-I+ =0 75 #&eafol Aok 9o,
fra c d ev 1¥ 329 WX I a b, ¢, d, eFdA 9T F e
i 7)Eo|8e At MY EUs 7| & 808, Py Z22HEoE CME 7154853 & w3l P
Becker[1986]. CM-2 Chew®t MacCrimmon{1979]¢] 4= o] AL
1) InERGHITI O] A Q& 73,6%, ERAHECE] 9 67.55% .

WAFHE T

¥ 5-2. HIXO| 20| MEE T A= RIBPRE
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g o s g HATH(IY 319 a, b, d, e)oll 3l ztzt AT 5 e BB
EE Fopd F ok S x = 09 xy = 02 99 74 AAFHo] A EF U= HiFH
B 78 Atk x = 08 x = 0 F A WX THe] A Q= BEREE B
3 F 5-2¢) 2t}

E 528 BW 7154 e EEHE 167 FoA 12718 AT F Jdoke AE oridiy
B =80] 9rdln &, WAHcl&0] 57he] WHFHE Ao & 9% e

= 7MdE #F53t F+ Zolth von Neumann# Morgenstern®] i AERo] =
T el BEERE(AAAAS BBBBY) S A8 4 Jon Chews MacCrimmon$
MMEKTAEEL O] 671, ZEAFHEC|Ro] {79 BFMKENS A3 TS e A vlwE
A 2 @Al Erbd 718 & 5 ATh

tlo

tjo

VI. BBRAES 33 Wil Bt mE

pigiol A WA e]&e] HILO X2 o]folxl dele dFE (1670 F 1270)& 4585 3l
& goplth BHA e WAHol8o] AT F e M HAxARKRIY dAAEE 4%

r

vl mate] Hixol2e] RUMES A5 2 A goh Chewst Waller(1986) = TR 49E B3t
o mmEKEREERC] AAMH Y 62% 2 T1%E AHE F ALE AT A7IM=E
2 LI WS AFES WAl Bo] AR T F Qe g o] AALY oA AR s
vl go] oW iAol ¥ 1 H]go] Fod iAol Wria BT

ol& $3td e AR AlEo] HILO T2 o3 dh Ao ojd d&E stertE =
Abstedol gio), mElA B Al A e AA 2ARGS 74, HILO 20 o sHdd &4 9
T4, Y A= EAe o AA ARAY R4, A 4 dARAL R T AAEY
o] &A= s

—_



4 EBEFR

I ZARE T 7Y

ZAEGE T ZAMSH o Bat 2ANS] HEpES T st} gt & A7l
Me 799404 dAZ ARz qaER dAstn de AFdeF olde 7
Aoz AR BAY YRAE uEy] st HIo] ol W HARE HA3A
t}. & 3AE 270 ke SEHAIE 98 E Adste JAlela iAke &2 Y JeAlEE
ksl Aol AN —iES st ZAte] diE g ol AR AMEE BF 2R
=g 2 A% 2T 7739 HAEA S SR

2. HILO =& 0|25t ME2X|o| &M

ZAb AFEE HILO F2& Au¥ 719 #R1E x4, X, x5 FUE 022 313 ot g2 @
L Zox AT 7)1 FigiolA EAE adx gxFAde] durbsd 2E e A
8g F2ARRI0] duhg wo] Medlerts Yol s ZAIYCRE AH A go] xy = 0%
R

Bk TS BARNES nEsle] JFY FARRAZ FAT HRME x, x9] G FEY ~
4TEQCR 181 aE 0.2, 0.8, 0.1, 0.5 221 & 0.8, 0.2, 0.5, 0.12 &Hon °]& &
oksld X 6137 2tk

o] WrEolr AEXE FikE WHEANNA WMFEL 2 AEIE AHFTNA sht
ANg MgF st FA5aded I5ES 100%39th ARAEE Feld Adde # 629 2
k.

H 6100H BE et ol 20 [ # & x, =09 A%olx, I & Nex =030 3%
olt}. WX ol&o| MEE F Ut EIBHEES Qo3 ¥ 513, ZAMEAE 24 E 629
A dos A2 F g RE 23 R 637 o] @t

¥ 632 27 yido]l8o] Hyrtsd Adg F SEHAF RB.2%7 HHAAEE ¢ F

1) EREER Y] 79 73.6%, T2 AHEC|E F$ 67.55%
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AFAN3E | Context Xy X1 XL o B af 1-a a—af
I 400 200 0 0.8 0.2 0.16 0.2 0.64
M I 400 200 0 0.2 0.8 0.16 0.8 0.04
Jil} 300 0 -100 0.8 0.2 0.16 0.2 0.64
v 300 0 —100 0.2 0.8 0.16 0.8 0.04
I 1,000 400 0 0.1 0.5 0.05 0.9 0.05
N i 1,000 400 0 0.5 0.1 0.05 0.5 0.45
I 600 0 —400 0.1 0.5 0.05 0.9 0.05
N 600 0 —400 0.5 0.1 0.05 0.5 0.45
1 1,000 400 0 0.8 0.2 0.16 0.2 0.64
@] i 1,000 400 0 0.2 0.8 0.16 0.8 0.04
m 600 0 —400 0.8 0.2 0.16 0.2 0.64
v 600 0 —400 0.2 0.8 0.16 0.8 0.04
I 4,000 2,000 0 0.1 0.5 0.05 0.9 0.05
P I 4,000 2,000 0 0.5 0.1 0.05 0.5 0.45
I 3,000 0 —1,000 0.1 0.5 0.05 0.9 0.05
N 3,000 0 —1,000 0.5 0.1 0.05 0.5 0.45
H 6-1. EUM ALZE HILO Wi
AF-R M N 0 P
Context I 101 I N I I o I\ I I 1 I\ I 10 @ N
ApAiALAy 46 1 22 1 4 16 39 43 16 28 13 12 4 11 38
AcAi AL Ay 8 3 13 2 1 5| 6 2 3 1{ 7 10 2 2
AcAjAL AN 5 1 10 2 13 2 1 8 2 2 12 2 8 1 3 15
. AcAAL Ay 2 2 5 4| 1 2 3 2 5 1] 6 2
AgAjALAY 4 1 5 4 4 4 1 4 1 4 6 [ 5
AcAALAY 2 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 4 3 1 1
ApAi AL Ay 1 2 5 6 1 1 1 1 7 4 1 3
ApAjALAY 4 2 3 1 2 3 3 5 3 2
BoBiBLBu 1 1 5 1 1 1 2 1 5 3
BoBiB.Bx 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 3 1
BoB:B.Bu 1 1 1 3 2 2 2 3 2 6
BoBiBLBx 2 12 1 8 2 9 2 2 2
BoBiBiBn 1 1 2 8 1 1 1 7 2 7 11 3
BoBB; By 4 1 2 1 9 1 4 9| 2 3 6
BoBiB1Bu 1 9 2 9 8 7 4 1 5 1 4 1 2 5 2
BoBiBi B 6 40 14 55 21 1 7 5 7 32 8 32 8 4 10 1
3} A 77 7777 77 71 71 7 71 Y VA 77 7w 7 77
I 6-2. &E0f 2|8t Mefdn
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At o]E x. = 0 1L
AL+ 78.14%7) dlzoj2o] Aurts
Morgenstern®] #ifgHER ) AHE &

x. = 0% 4-99] 53.81%, x = 03! 7
ol 718 & # Utk

x = 0% A$E o] vl x = 01

HEEREE

Ag3R=
= EEHRE(AA A AS BB BB, E Aeg
2-9] 49.50% ¢} vlwste] B o wixo)Eo] Auly A

35-& 85.79%, x = 0%
g olE

von-Neuman @}

Sy 2 Ade 7 A WA dgEY 3 ug 2 ted of Ho] Az 9o
T otdld] HRFETE AV AL 7HQ1e] A T3l Age] Fulztop &
Rolt},

o] Aol A} Hogarth$} Einhorno] AA|3k 5712 Wixd2Mo g $ele SREETHS &8
Al A F UeE B4 HAFsATh F WX o8] & REAS 0] Aol YFHANA

BERE &®;:om % =0 Xy =20 TOTAL

AcArALAY YES-L YES-I 34.11% 27.81% 20.96%
ApA1ALAY YES-L YES-I 7.95% 4.47% 6.21%
AcAiALAY YES-I 5.63% 8.77% 7.2 %
ApArALAY YES-L 4.64% 2.81% 3.73%
AcAIALAR YES-L 3.97% 4.14% 4.06%
AcAtALAK NO 1.99% 1.16% 1.57%
ApAALAy YES-L YES-I 3.15% 2.32% 2.73%
AcAlAL Ay NO 2.15% 2.48% 2.32%
BoBiBLBu NO 0.5 % 2.98% 1.74%
BoBiBLBy NO 0.66% 1.66% 1.16%
BoBiBLBx YES-1 1.5 % 2.32% 1.9 %
BoB:BLBy YES-L 5.8 % 1.16% 3.48%
BoBiBLBu YES-L 2 % 5.46% 3.73%
BoB1BLBx YES-I 1.82% 5.13% 3.48%
BoBiB LBy YES-L YES-I 4.47% 5.63% 5.05%
BoBiBLBy YES-L YES-I 19.7 % 21.69% 20.7 %
TOTAL 100% 100% . 100%

# 1 YES-LE x, =08 %ol YES-I& x = 02 A$olch

2. x= 059 Zt Yo HEL FAE %622 FEAM, N, O, P9 I, oA 73 grojch

x Afe I, Vely

74 golr),

¥ 6-3. HXY=He

| REAtED AE 0o 8l
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2oy AR M mye] AAE ARz I 484S ANE N EgolE
< vshe M™o] wA Y Hskee HH L Fal o o] Ak AwelA Yol WAT A
2338 Fste] AASIEolol & Aog e

.2 &

¥ APdAe 1Y dHdEg st BAREIY £ dXojg&9 d94E £439

om 1 BEAwH o2 Chew® MacCrimmono] 159 fnmE4REERl o] %ﬁﬁﬂﬁ% 24

ZE AT o9}t B AFEAR Z2FR3e AIRES BRBALE

e AFEAES 7HX 2 HILOE o] &3 @Mt 48 s, o] 478 §3hd
e S 2L A}

EATE 9t My FEAPHE HILOT R 3 &3te, yixo|&o] HILOTZE

o] 1671 BEREFTAM 1208 BT F USS YFFL2ZA, dAHo|80] & BHAE
7HA 1 Aol BAHA

2. SISAF AZXBA 2F-ets TTH LR FAE ARG E de R 3ta, dET 74

FAE 902 3t HILO 729 74y 2% 2ee8e] JHEAE HMEFRTEA

Hoz ZARBl B2 A 29 AFEH(93%) 0] WA o]0l HEE + e 1279 =

BEEE d9 o] d3HAU

£ ATE B3 TREMT E8kEdEme d398E A5t el 3712 Mtde
2A ik BEREER] RUES Bt = F7HEAeH WAolge w2 U3
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Hol AFHAU.

A Ao AH2-¥ HILO 72 4802 N8 AT Ao zA 7|gagole
< Aubste ArtA] A93RE BEY & Aoy miFREolY TRH ) &K (framing
effect) & B & vt 18d= £78 1 HILO 72+ 71 ELo|&8 &9 ulsi= &
oA™Y EE ENdte =72 AHE § Ao o] =7 digo] A3H WAcEL
ERE EERREEROZA AAGE 48 & Ae A7 9o AT F FFH Ao
Reng RYPSE I IS U JAGE e F88 aER o A
F A& Ao},

A7 FLE AR TR A FAE 7ML GAMEA S 81y o] FHo] A3 wha}
ME HET 2 o AQE WHIAGE A Yoyt BUE A dBAdol ATt
a3 A7t Aol @ Aolth olg) A ¢ AFAF] dgF AFAA /MY R
&ES At F= computer systeme] LTl KoBHAA ol e AFE ALsn
Z} g,

2 A7e A7 2P EN 281 ASEAE 7Y E7E Aoy HERBA
o] ZE&ER Ae AHLERA FE L BEREHER) B A2o] REZ3yon AgxrAt

of AIzbH S AT & ARk 019 2 fike] AIFATE veht a2 2o %%
RERH (AN F oA R dold A7) 2 A3t B d e Y g FAct

THREET ZRREER KAk 71280es 492 A3ty = 4947 3
ANE S-S G137 fdtede A0 2 A QA AR R Y o KB EASKS 2
7] 913 A 2H1e] o] A oln] FBHEHE (decision support) Al 28] 2 EPIR (ex-
pert) Al 27 BiRR Qo2 o] A7 aAel Ydn)

0
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Descriptivity Analysis of the Descriptive Decision Theory
Sung An Kang*
ABSTRACT

The recently published venture theory(Hogarth and Einhorn ; 1990), compared to
the prospect theory published before, describes human choice behavior more vari-
ously. The key point of this venture theory is that the decision weights presented by
the prospect theory are represented by several venture curves. In this study the
descriptivity of this venture theory is analyzed. As the analysis method, the HILO
structures, which Chew and MacCrimmon(1979) used when they analyzed the
descriptivity of their weighted linear model and Becker(1986) used for analyzing the
descriptivity of the prospect theory, are used.

The venture theory doesn’t give any properties of the decision weights as in the
prospect theory or any axioms and theorems as in the weighted linear model but the
shape of the venture curves. Accordingly in this study a new analysis method using
graphs is developed.

The analysis result shows that the venture theory can explain 12 choice patterns
among 16 choice patterns of the HILO structures. From this result the venture the-
ory’s ability to explain human behaviors is verified.

On the other hand, the descriptivity of the venture theory is backed up by the sur-
vey result showing that 93% of 77 subjcets choose the 12 choice patters which the

venture curves can explain,

* Korea Polyol Co., Ltd.






