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HolEe HEaise Aialr] Y3 w30 FAlg 7l g 40|22 Allaisolzl 2 Ft B2
v wholgit} o] Bofo] 1 et ARoME YuiYAE FEF Aol e WA A
golgt 7HH st MRS ol 89 sl FHE Folgtth B =&dMe vAH A

BHolzha, ojd {89 AAAAN AujEge] o A YeEdErtE =
Abste] QS sl 2y SNtk E38], staol s HAE A PR A eH A Au

~N

da Fe EAE o o8 Be SR S BANNE 40%
, wAle) A$ 47%7) olgo] uiHE HEE mo] 71Te) BE AT
FAFE Aot doiFh AUl Aol ol MR oW WA AeAE Lo}
8] gstel & =gl g @ Stgel old FHE A YuHel 5ol v} FRE §
geizkel Supul &) Zol g ZArstACh

Ago] 8T 2E BAGA S gTe gAyau o ¥ Suge ualch § A9
Quiul &) Aol2 AW NS D-FABE v Ae) ZE BANH T F@ Tl Fol7k &
e ARAHEE 5% FA5FAN 71248 £ 9tk T ez e PuAdsdol 39
o frelw BAE A, PuAEdel 55 UAEelBe) FHHE HEE e BT
of ZollThn W 4 Utk %, 32 Aol 3t shiel YAE A FrARFHNN
Fole % vk,

e RS SgAeel TS WAV U Ao FYsko givh 2AET HuA
o) wo Age] vot O ABINHY RO VERIAT, ALYl wel PR AU
o fupulg Aoly FHWSEAE Aslsnt f95A @t Aoz Uekdth 2B A
5ol udeTh FuAe o] Au@ael el o Ee 4RES Zet® ¥¥ & 9tk

x o BES 101N FEAEANT ARFE A7 AU et APHAE
o ABdsm g, ¢

¥

ol

— 153 —
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I. 4%

S AdaloA AlgEe] gArEAARY oz AAlE 7|hE&o)E(EUT: expected
utility theory)o] AFE S & JHPFE dys] F= duto]Eo] & = A&7l thsiA
£, 4083 Allais7t EUTY] $ivis]& shvte] A4¥20E 2H3 ol B =3o] Ho| &

. 7B Rl 28 &A A (completeness), 9454 (continuity), =#HA (independence) %

o 0

o] w3 MeH etdde] & 2 /Mo FHEYEH =& 1B R g g80]&0] A}
o AYEg Ads & & sloty FEA A EA7F uiar Bopol ot A F7HA
Ellsberg(1961), Einhorn(1970,1971), Tversky (1967, 1972), Kahneman®} Tversky(1979),
Hershey & Shoemaker(1980) 5 & @79 Von Neumann Morgenstern{vNM) Z&
o flujell thgk B SA7F AAH A

olaigt YMEAE utetoz 7| ELOES AT 5 3

ol ANHD YUtk o5 olZel M Aol et AL Algrsel eule de ol

o

rir
=
rO
[o
fu
=
fru
Mo
2
i
Nlﬂ
5

7hgstn 18jd s s AEE ¢ e RS Zedd ERE 51 A dEF
Q1 Re 2+ Kahneman®} Tversky(1979) ] L2 AHE o] &(PT: prospect theory)& &
F A, RS Z ARNE FYH 7IEH H|Fo] JUA o553 &7 FPolsle T
AHE S Hristthe delth, & Mee] Az dA g Fo] vt opdel, dele] Aie
b Al g Fo] WalE shto] 2 AHEE Hyisict, Z1EH ik ddl A Brke AMEE
o] d¥tH o2 o5 M= APIFHFH o, &L diAe fdFTHole BHE
szl Ak Zeolnh PTol X8| ® shvte] B2 vy FE5HTFE ol 83t 7
Atz o] 7R E AXSIDEN Aol W@ gL A Hrista & FEE B4}
dhz A W 4 ke Foldh ejv o] o]|RdAME dRAeR ¢
fufel] ol& 4 Atk THo] A HH

o]&Zo%x.  Machina(1982)¢] <UHta&o]&(GEUT: generalized expected utility
theory), Quiggin(1982), Yaari(1987) 2 Green & Jullien(1988)¢ 9 ZF<40]E(RDT:

A
=™
o
f
s

rank-dependent theory), ~z2]il Starmer and Sugden(1989)2] RDPT(rank-dependent

prospect theory) 52l B& o]Zo] AAHJe} AAEHIL A= B2 ol8F 9 zlol= o
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W fe] dEHSFTE A&7kl Aok Machina(1982) o] GEUTw =@ g2

e

¥

Al FE 2 Aal7la, thale] @A (monotonicity) # 7} II(fanning-out7}) & E 344
71 Melol@olth.V Starmer and Sugden(1989) 2] RDPTE N &&o] ojva} +HEgS

g3t 7HEAE Adeted olF oledt Y& o] 83t Tversky & Kahneman
(1992) = Wakker & Tversky(1993) & ©| 22 CPT(cumulative prospect theory)= =
Al
LT ZEolM Jid Y HHPFES HEstels mYolA AZE o]&9 Eo] FAH T
N2, o= olEk gddttie & F vk HIZ7AR Y ARL JiIEC] HEle] oA
7Ved it AEdY THE FuE VHAVIE LR e fgdttie Aol o 2o F3
3 G8olB82 AFH LR AU HEgES d9E T Aou, A dFo] Zsld
ol2o gl F&o] "ol oleld SHlelA a8l A3 #4lo tlde] Hrh
71N E8ol8S FEshe 4B FAste AAES vNMTHY fule A9AA 494 4
Foll 1Azt dwbH AAol2dlel HEoMe AFE u] ¥l gon FFgch
Shugan(1980) & ©1& S71elA AAMAPA] FAIHA] ke &3 ulF7]o EAE HdHst
™, Simon(1979) < el 3 ArLEAFEY HEA] ob7lEe AeizbA] o8& dgsta /i
gatAg el g2 AL F vl ke 4FS APk 71 (expectation) & FY A
Aol iAo g BT /P E uf AP FA oujojBE, HAE o] A= @O
U 7t £ ol 82 Wt A4ge Pt asu iR HFdAE oA & wiAs L o
oB g ol 3ty uiddo] vebdtia B S vk 3, SE&Ae gl a2

-t

e 1 AL RS BACBE AYES Tl A RS ANA 3 HBHOR HE
£ AAste Aol Ut 22|B 2 Keeney & Raiffa(1976)% A @7l Al Aeiv)y &)
o tha A Aol 23 Awsl & Bast dnkw sk

¥ =R ME JlhEgol2e Rud RS FsAE gErh g AF LA
A By, Ao, FENEES T AMAYEE, AasolR Aot ALES B
Folib & 2 AUA S48 ol Y= M¥Y & YEHE YolwuA @

o

|

D o714 vz g shuve ZEErt fEFer ASed 7ol Mzdcke sMdojdt, (first-order
stochastical dominance)
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A
s
N,
it
s}
o

o} 3 sfelse) 9831 % (degree of risk aversion) 7} el d g} #AHo
"t tpgolAE WA g E g8 AuREeR 584 T 9 AllaisdA, Aleld ¥l
Eugar aen Hoo A7IH Y o|EEL] AN HAES HABET F, q7IN =&

H Aol t)E AP A2E AA gt
II. MR Ron a2 EEHA

Egad Fgtoxie] MRS A3y Yt e Al deeg % g &
A= ZE Y E o] &3t} pol FHEE aE L1 (1p)o] SEE bE W B

g2] AZ (a, p: b, 1-p)& 3L 714 Aol si@shs ash bt & 3o 2HZ A
g 1 A 282 HE (compound lottery) 7k €tk & 7 7i9] 2El2] A%t BE 45
= 232ed CE (A p: B, 1-p)7} ®rh old 3 BdW2g ol &3td fele 7Ihasol
2 A 7P sl 2AA (completeness), A€ A4 (continuity), =4 (monotonicity), &

A3 (reduction of compound lottery) 5& 1A 8T F Atk d7]oM = olF Feol o

A oA ek A 2 Az gl gl ago]2e] Hulol sk 8 AJe s A
253 9= YA (independence) B Alo] A (betweenness) 328 FAHLE Aei7tA] 9

= A o Bold 9l9 ZEF Co &F pol tal(A p:C, 1-p) * (B, p: C, 1—p)2 &7
7b e, $84e o] g8t pA+(1-p)C epB+(1-p)Co| BAVE AR 7HE &
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. =4 2] 9ujol] thal 7R A Brle Allais 940l
Allais G8& 7 8020 mao] Hli= AlGSe Madgisd g 713 533 Br)g,
w ety ake] oA AR BANNA 7HE el J4H T ek Allaisd4d e F sle] AEoZ o]
o} Atk A AFAME ofgi gt 22 S9F R F el 7H3A 2He FolA g Hdsie

2A 1 S= (1094, 1. 00), R= (20214, 0.1; 1094, 0.89)
o] B AR AFdes 2oy 8o e tge F Ze E d8 e iy
o g AA)FY

#£4 2 : S= (1094, 0.11), R= (20994, 0.10)

Ewo] AR A& F U= B2 SS, SR, RS, RRE Y] /2 Uyo] Ak o5 F
SSe} RRute] 7]t 8ol 2ol - ste MHolch Allaise 43d& T3 & A&l SR
1= RSE Me3S ST} o2 Hde BEAT AM e dHgFo] g A=
# o] 29 7|t A gol&ol SMEThE oulelA] Hdolh o] F B2 A7l FA HEE
ZA ol AH 4ol AU vl Hze A2 Conlisk(1989) 1A= 50.
4%, Wu(1994) sl & 55%] @7t s € Bk

9le] 2A 13 20ME 594 s2iete] wAVE A9aA g aeu, el 282
T=(20914, 10/11: 09, 1/11) & ol &3te] o] FAE thr] 227 ofzf o} o] Ak

23 1 S= (1021¢, 0. 11:109 9, 0.85=(T, 0.11: 10214, 0.89)

4 2' 1 S= (1094, 0.11) R=(T, 0.11)

s94 gt BA 1604 S2 A9Y A5 B4 20HE 5§ Hedce ol 1=
= SREo|L} RSE o] ML =gy Fele) Aulrt 53 FAo) 7l E 8ol 8ol that ¥z
Aok et A4z el el FREAE Yol AW ol §54) ¥, BB TS o8
shel Maa 24 19 4 20) BE2Y 2EAE AP0 AgsiAenE 1 9lo] £IAA

2) 9 #AdA 4Fde $1000t $5000l A
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T $7b gtk Conlisk(1980) & #F##< Was) =247l o] $ALAE o83 4
Aol A slul@atol 28%2 WA 3| Fols S AU

19 APEAANE Sok Re] Zldigre] @ak, o Be Ahahe AdaAY ol gy
o) o ¥ ZEjeE Adsio} st AF el #AI} o} Wko] ol AL} WS Bolsh
s £ el Hge $Ys 9uS 4B 249 o] MaEAE NAYA
AGYY BAE Estolo] 2 g,

A4 1: S= (1094, 1.00) R= (20914, 0.1: 109}, 0.80)
A 2: S= (1094, 0.20) R= (2094, 0.10)

9 EACIE AR E gakel Ak FAl 13 2004 2% SE Mes)of sk, 24 1

o]l SE thA] 29 (10949, 0.20; 1099¢, 0.80)¢] H =& S9} Ro|d FURES L7sd &2

Al 29 A ok, 18 B2 SRY T RSEL wEd U w7t "k ol ujvl o
ofib= Ao A AEdg EVE ok Agdn Auid e BAE Lok ] el
E Allais®] 9 FAA AFA9-E vl oo HEEAE HES 2 5 vk

B4 1: S= (1009, 1.00), = (200949, 0.1: 1002, 0.89)

A 2: S= (1007, 0.11), R= (200%+<, 0.10)

A g gje2 FdAd a8 71 duk Kahneman & Tversky(1979) & 2E ¢
Sl A} o] shte] daprt SHde o, AT H A AR A= ST Aol B 71EH
E Fv 7Agko] Advha My gitt oA 150 AAE PTe &2 el7|x 3t} & sl e

Mrle 2Ee7he] BN Rt 2Ee Crh Astel e Bekel nekyol o] =

o fe] HeldlMe] #Ale AystA & Foldh B oj#g Bk FAe dHday
(certainty effect) 9} #&o] & Aoz FAHA F Ao ) A7} M3 HE 29,
C7t el X SR a7t gloiA HE A7) v & Aok
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2.2 Atold

5 2egy P AFL A5 EA A 2 F 2829 Aloldl f Ao} grte Zlo] Alol A
(betweenness) Fzlolch o FEE oA =93 =4 (independence) Fejrch s
Fefoltt, sl 543 FEe AlAE odulaty, Aleldd Fele] dYol 53PS o
ahxle o47] dEolth AlolAd FeEle L A A A edAdol 2L, 584 T2l daiMe
AuERE Bole JUAFAE AlelA Felde At A58 Ho] Sy FI& UAE +
Ae FE 2 B dide] Hol gt

T el ZEE Ast B Alolo] ME#Art A e Bolatd, ol BE poll tis] A e
pA+(1-p)B B2 #AZE gl Alold e 2EE pA+(lp)Be HdEHe (A,
p: B, 1p)E w&as FERE o) o] FEle SPAHLZRE AR Aotk = YA
FolA CE Az shd 2Ze] #A7} Ao, CE Bt 3t 52 #A7 Soi3nh. O
HEZ Al AL 584 558 A9 gt

Prelec(1990) & Camerer & Ho(1994) % ©1# & Alo]d& H7] 9t o5l Al 28
& o] &3P th

S : (12094, 0.34: 0¥, 0.66)

R : (20089, 0.17: 09, 0.83)

B : (2007+, 0.01: 1208+, 0.32: 09, 0.67)
St ®rh obH e ZEgoln, RE 33 2Egolth. BE St R AF Aoz dojxl 2
Bjgjolt} ¥ Ay S9 R, S9 B, B} RS vlwstA gk A84A3% 106%F 208 °]
SSB& Alo]Ade| dxate AMelS 81331, 8082 RBB = SBBE 9jALe 53 (quasi-con-
cavity) & Ho] Alo]Adel ujE BHhY A ol2iF ujd 4 Chew & Waller(1986)

3) p= —}%o] 89 Prelec(1990) 3 Camerer & Ho(1994) ol A& 3ol $1202 $200012&.

4) A e 2ol A 2EE Alold] MEuA ohE2 g W E e
u(pS+(1-p)R) = Min u(S), u(R)]
Marschak-Machina 2zt&elx ME 857} ole) @ 223 Fel S /Mo oeish Agdo] vebd # slch a3ut
HE A7) Aol e BEF gE ol AL AWl dAv|dME 2 BH S AlojAlel Hujel B HE] FRHAEF
e ge Aeg Aot
u(pS=+(1-p)R) = Max u(S), ul(R)]
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Camerer(1989), Conlisk (1987), Gigliotti & Sopher(1993), Bernasconi(1994) S #%& 2

ol M AAHez #2FHAG, ol T @ FodJozEe e FEo Q& 715

Fo] 3 o] AtE , C Camerer & Ho(1994) = 71&9] 97 HAE o] &5l 3

Kl
2
b

Abold Fefol SuiEdE Bad Be AZENME iR 2 MY¥AFer o
olX|= B3z He & B34 38 (reduction of compound lottery) & o] 83}a] 219 B} 2+

Yol o] &t 1B R Atold Tl ME Bud g
S dA7ddeE 84 39 SAuet EfH o] ok Holop 3t} BAFIEE age
o] &3l A THUAMALL A 2AEADY EFAHFE ] A dpolME v

i -

Z %8 FF(common ratio effect) e QAFAA A 7MAEL =2 350 YA B}
2o oA o dEgF 7o) He As @it Allaisye EUTYMIE 7RAE9) o|2st
Aoz Mudlgon, Kahneman & Tversky(1979)dlM % o] AL A 3gct. Wu

(1994) = FEVSEAE Fob7] Astel thgsh 2o ¥AS o] Satel AR,

A4 1: R= (300%+¢4, 0.01), S= (200%+4, 0.02)
A 2: R= (300%+4, 0.17), S= (20071, 0.34)

& Eol o) )5, RRY oI SSH 9] Muo] sofo} @t wef £4] 1] R o S
HEE RolW u(20098) < 059 nlsta, £4 2901 S Rel HEE stgehm u(200
22l) > 055 lnlste] wol vhehdeh, Wul1994) 9] ARel A 9 wjul e 40231 00,
ujg ue) AU YAE 03%7F RSP 2 heht Huist 35ulgaste Selstat

s19] 2 17} 28 Yahste] T po] 2 F ek,

5) Camerer2} Ho(1994) 8] G7olA HEP -8 o] 4S wi= 5395 43H0] IS Ko}, gz eed Alast
Ag w= gETtol AME BHE
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4 1: R= (x, p), S= (y, @
A 2: R= (x, rp), S= (y, 1q)

AeIA sApE = x <y, p<q, r>19] #77} U}, Wu(1994) €] A Ao thgel
#AE ojn) B,

flp)u(x) > f(@uly), flro)u(x) < f(rg)u(y)
Aol Al fot us BE 2 A 8EFE AL o]5S U] AW,

Ap) < wy) < fOou)
O CRE )

5 5 N FEc] 22 ver FUlEts S td Ue Aol ugR

of¥

7}
gt s gEoAM B 58 FEdA 9 FrEEr) o what) o] g AL Alo] Aol A
o} go] HAY &E7IEEF7E 88 A ey, g 29stE Maching 7Ha 119)
E5aeet @ 4+ ok

24 FUH J|UES0|E M-SR

el 2HE L 1=, py L, D7F A& W 7l g 8ol Me 7 dx] & §RoF
7haln olE9] YW gte g 1 2E 2 9 71X E Hrigihg. =,

VD =% poull)
Iy SEUTAME slelA ifda) 23tx] 171 vebd 88 pE v Z3x7 Jebd 71s
gl gk 23 (belief) o] A2 HES 7}53] (i, DE o] 83t thg1} gol Hrla,
VD =X fG, Dull)

ol FAEAE fi, DA B 5 Aol Ml AzAv} Yebd SEvhe g2, E 2
A3 Z7)e] e T e e 7iAA "ok 2eiu o] sHEAE nee] AxolnE %8

psh 3 SYAY S gtk BE prt BS4E o WAV FoAEE pel 371
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et @ g den, 83 opEvkAR [0, 119 B8 /XA g2 aseE Hasts o
o AAHR BE pE T FEE U 2 X E HrHE = ok

gE7tedre v 5o Fe BAZbEAC U ARA e g el E
A APEE AFA 22 = sigabale] WA AU(19] ) A ER] ol st=(09] AE) 29
(dichotomous) e} 2 Uepdth. &-&o] 0.5 717hg we Rl r o] ghate] ik Baha A
o] 7V o F, AR ZA ] 7A7F Wollth, 18y &E0] (o)} 1o 7Y A A8
ozt oh FEVISETE FEY olad PEA onlE st 0.350 WIHL A

3, F 8 FEANE 7hRED FAdA e 712717 e dSyelgtn g w Uk T
2HEO|E(PT)# FAFHONEL 25 AA vy F84 7 A&l 2(SEUT; subjec-
tive expected utility theories)ol] 43t}

Kahnemans} Tversky(1979) 2] PT+ 2+ A3x|E shJe] 71Z& 3 (reference point)ol v)
Fo] o533 EHE Wvo] Aol 3 2E2 9 VIR E Hrisio, de] e 7t F 7HRA 9
AAA7 e o™ 2HEE (1, pi b, p)2F ITHA PTE A E] o] 2E2 9 7} & o
o o] Frhgva 7P d”

V) = ull) + nlp) u(l) —u(l)
= [1—n(p)Jul) + n(p)]
2E Y Z2AANE dE o5 [7 p,o] HEZ F7
el H7HAg Rd PTE SEUTY & Fulgdg & 4 Aok &9 g3t &9 gl A= o
AE ZEHF AN E G2l BAHA gethe FAH] U
3, S9F&HolB L TRAS WEHEAI| = SEUTY 3 Fejolth 590F &0 e 7

% 2] (decision weights) & #H7}& uf 52 8§ & o] &3t}

_,d
Jk‘,
o
A
o
ne
af
sl
o
fru

e
o
kel

32
v

¢

fa,n = n(V p)—n( Z )

j=+

6) FEZIEETF dF d¥d19 M NE2 Tversky and Kahneman(1992), Camerer and Ho(1994),
Gonzalez and Wu(1994) FolA #2g 4 o}

7) ool M 0<l < LS PAsh ek

8) f(1, 1) = [1—n(pel 3 f(2, ) = = (pyolth.
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RDTIM & PTo e 2 71&8 & AHRsA] o, Zv Zabxje 247 ddl ti gt 7154
Aol A ZEl oA o] Fovto] 4171 ")

A7} F FF UL 250 BF 4] g 7H de PTS $d3&trh. 2y 39 @&
& zte 2HIdME RDTY 713 o] glod, PTY Beode 13 L9 7HeAE n
(p) % 1— =(p)E 71t RDTE @xAo] wEde AR &3S 2eskA gete
HelA PTe pEdch xS ZduldAM FAd 7IE8E 3= Hrbidol RDPT
(rank- dependent prospect theory) @ CPTojt},

PToll 93 AzAANE BAF @A =l Aol o]& F Uvhe ZHE B
sl F&= o]&<¢l RDT9} CPT+ Green & Jullien(1988) 9] A 4~= % d (ordinal indepen-
dence) #27} Bastth MeEEAR FEle 7 1Y 2HE R} S7F o33 o] 359 &
Z meRES 7IXY o] 959 welE thE FAOE witolx T 2EE Apolo] dIiweAE
uk§A) grotol gty Fejolrt

R = (lh I)1 FERE) ;lb pl_ ,' see li‘rl: px+l )' e )‘ lm pn)

S = (lb q PERA lu qi ; lz+1: pl*l" ey lm pn)

Wu(1994) & oJ2i7t2] A8 & FaM MeEgAd 37t suE s 397 58 Zas
o aed, g £ BAE AAE o FEREo] BEs] vehA dkert obyr of 9
w7 A et o] B EEsle wet ujrlgo] A 2dehida st & EAE AN
W FEREo] Huld] Ho|TE AA[H ol FHAES AA|
cancellation) #4o] Yz, MFEdgdl suse dagdse #55rEo] 38t &<
o A Jebge kel 2eiu, AFEgAdel il 2 EUTY e 2o, N+5d
Aol Antd oz woled 4 gl FEehd RDTe CPTA % £A171 9lof o] R 8% ¢
02 et o] B EAE MEEPAS dobiy] f1gte]l Wu(1994)7} ol 83 #A ol

o
il
r1r

AW A AbA) (selective

£ 1: R: (36054, 0.32; 350%H, 0.01), S: (360%H4, 0.32; 20024, 0.02)
#A 2: R:(3509H4, 0. 33), S: (3509H%, 0.32: 200%H4, 0.02)
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A4 29 R& (3509H4, 0.32: 350%HY), 0.01) 02 & & onz XNiEgAd oad
RR&oIY SSE o] Meje] mojof el ey}, Wu(1994)olM e &4 13} 28 =Alsld
56%7F olol SluiElE A58 HHon, 1 F 86%% RSF o= vetwdr) oleld YJujay
< MeEdA Tl £A47F doixaly] B £A4 2004 FEREo] Has| vehd 9lA) ¢
7] Wgoletal X £ Utk FEREC] UL FS o2 2HHE £ 5 2EYE v ud

E AFEGAS BT B8] Bola] gaAe f1e) 24 19 thee) Balsh nmat

A
o] ®r} g&g ol
A4 2': R: (35094, 0.01), S: (2009, 0.02)
Wu(1994) &= &4 13 F4 28 o] &3 AgoM Hujn]go] 24% 5 HolFg st}
IHEE MeEyPAdS vuE 840 ¥ou & & o
Machina(1982)¢] GEUTOlM+ =@o] ®we =HA ZeE AYAdxm, wzA
(monotonicity) #} 7} Il (fanning-out7}4)-& E33tc}h 714 11+ A o2 F9d 9l

1

A
© 2EE Y] gl Buks FAX SR 906 e ZHEZ HrbolA gutdo g o
A3 F Holegtes 7Hdolt), Starmer and Sugden(1989) & o] 71 S #Hrlsl7) 98t &
I e FE Y H49E sk

24 1: R: (09, 0. 55: 11949, 0. 45), S: (09, 0. 4: 794, 0. 6)

24 2: R': (09, 0. 85: 112+9), 0. 15), S': (0%, 0. 8: 7%+, 0. 2)

EAH $-9BAE M R oR, S o $9 #A7} ok 28l2 2 Machina(1982) &) 714
& FA 1M 2ot o /@3] H] deg sA Hol EUTe fujsls Mol dojdrld
2R SR ¥l 2 Folgtal F4g) o] 7Hde EUTZ= Mol ¢UH & Allais 59
TEHlEade d5s £ 9 Ao t§ Starmer and Sugden(1989) ¢ A4 H+ 213
oA RS’'@ o] 9, SR’ o] 718082 veh} 7S A A8t 202 vebydth 1oy

APZEAE o] B Ay, o] 7S bl e Edor s B 4 gl ZEAAGL

oEl
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M. wesotr

7l A g0l 2 vNMFel 9 lujddel tia Ag7txel dFdTolle 7129 ol &
AZE AQe] AHPF S o= Hx AP 5 JeAE Lotr e dol 5FH S FA o

L =Y

221G 9jahM tirEe A9 AgdH FJ3g st &y 3 gl golzte Add

=

JAPHGS o 485 A Agel didel He e ZHAM A sk 4

2 4
Falo] 2 797} wol o] & UMM ATE 47} glony HRAH Yol 2w e,
A Felg Adz B glo] AP AV 2% 83 37 S717F oYk B =golA
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Learning Effects on the Violations of Expected Utility Theory

Yangyul Kim*

ABSTRACT

Since the famous Allais’ experiment, many studies have reported the limitations of
the expected utility theory based on Von Neumann Morgenstern axioms. They claim a
significant portion of subjects on the average make a choice violating the EUT. This
is a micro-study to identify what type of individuals is more likely to violate the
axioms. This paper examines the effects of the information processing capability of
individuals which is accmulated by learning,

The subjects participated in a series of experiments are grouped into three by their
information processing capability, and the ratios of subjects violating the EUT are
compared. The group with higher capability showed significantly lower violation ratios
in most of the problems investigated. This result implies that the rational
decision-making capability of individuals can be built up by learning, and the more
rational decision-maker will show his preference conforming to the expected utility

theory.
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