£ R
A %
L ¥ & N. BBEES R
I ke %ol RO V. EEZ220) BN

I #%89 kel MEo A3 grg V. EH % K3

I. am

SEMB] BEE CEGHES K ALIEEA i) @ BAEANE Holst 22 £
o) FEERS st MM TERES € as P4 BiFd s RRKES o £ fifkel v}
27] wadofef,

a2 ol oW BeE ARz Qi she Aol NAAdE $400 RMERE o B
HEETlM e pgEse pyagel 71ushA gHEH b Aol %8 BM=z gloh
RS N, B, HES S, BRER Wl R &M BER 3 A2 £
o) RUGERSTo] 84 Waly] wl Tol HEY Biel o4& KK BEY KES ERSH N
2 & de Aok
2P 2 MEERAAE #E £ BEY £k 2 BESSNH Hkel RATEY KB
L B4 529 582 E (variability of future Possible returns emanating from the Project) 2 E%SH

oet? aeBR fibgolat ﬁﬂk"ﬂ o) 3 Reggedt = Fol waEst wae Ty R
BES Sath o BREE . SMEL MEr asty gEstd FEsA ovd WK
el G g REfgstd 2 @E’Zﬂ'.ﬂz]l e Es ®BE 2 BRRES Tagestich

195213 Markowitz &= Mifsla s S 8o 2, K RS I ERH 2T RER
da] Fy—5KEH S RASMEC? olF gRS EBELET MBEROZ TEIHA cES

*o] Bw e 19834 LHNM BHEAXDERIR 25t ARAAS.

1) James. C. Van Horne, Financial Mangement and Policy, 2nd ed., 1971, p.123,
2) H. M. Markowitz, “Portfolio Selection” Journal Finance (March, 1952), pp,77~81,

ROIR
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——

WERMSE ol ol PRI o, 1964135+ 1965 dol Sharpe o J Lintner 7} 77t
BHEBERS BElY £RS BRYERT FHEROLERSE ESIHC olF g WE
ol o8l HRs ol #@RayaEKe] &R MEREFLEZA ¥REL sl ot

Ermsgol gt FTalo gRSAE del 4 oK AEASRH F RS 2REGTESN HE
AlA iGN FAMCE NEdte = |EosE 2k Wl & BKRY KES &8
EE kot webd HE7 ¥ HEREY REERC e AL BRI EXnERe
¥ MM MBERY 243 MEES 34 doh

& FRAAE B BAHSHERRANA A dF=H 3 gle CAPME 002 BRHE
WS RIS BRNOEERS REZA Bafe EEXS et ol & X2 FRE
4 A% /A EESRE ®BrRctd HRES HEE & ¥ TETEZHL o) RERE 7
I e FEMAS REI2H Banxd BRNEBRERS Aol 2 2 MA, &
Holl RS ®utstad ok

I. #5R8Y ke REH

1. RATBIGH RS

ZEE2 2 (portfolio) & BH Wat ohvlel HEEKo] =l L& HARES EE (Asset
mix) 3 AN FO2 BMRY & vk [ZEEQ A% BHERE U dolH mME
Bigslz] st 3t7bz] @S BHOl HEE A G Y BH FHBRIEEZN
o] #HB (efficient portfolio) B BESE AL Lsted, ol B#HE nlol3 g = Marko-
witz)oll ojai4 TEZe] 20 RN REATELL BEHRC MR o, BEY ok
BRE b TEZ] Q] HE/ BB ot

22|} vtolZ 271 REAZE °] HEM RERRS BABRTREY itk 5 KBRSl
= @AY F7t gl BIEe] s

5, ®EBFIFHA g HAT Fihol s A9 ZEZQ (Pl i HEKAIHEL

E (rp) =w R,+(1—=w) E(re)
W: ERIBAE Foll I3 B¥&EHE
E(re) : REZ2]? Co H&#UKAESE

aZdl E (rp) = WRi+(1—wW) E(re) ol 4] w7} [Fold #f ﬂﬁl&ﬁ$°ﬂ 43 Koo HRE
Eoksl wrt A9 ol B BAS Bk old ZEEIR Pol d§ EEREE
(op) & b33t #oth
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op = yw?0F+ (1 —w)%ac? +2w(1—w) Cov(R, ,R. )

% Rell4 BE Fe kol sle BEelZ2 dF=0, Cov(R¢,R) = 00| o},

(H1)old mEREE Fr mREES BHEMNA HEFH AB LA 713 pasme LEE
2l 25 RiRdls ERS WFolA il AB (1) A 2e el
ol £RS 23 < #8 M3l FE gt ECrp)
= EfIH o] H& LS TE B ARE
Zte 2 mMmd hie ZTEZQ M B
el 27 ZEZ2Q M BAREE F
olo] g4l A o] Fo] A= HEy ZE
22250l Hig FMQ, ol 423 HER
(efficient frontier)o] =t} o] 9}zlo] &
EEEe Fas 3o BEIETL
E F M& d@igsle M2 o BE
B mxysmmgalel gl o] Fo
A ed P ol3lel iR rlolTY 2t BRI HEM KRME ABolA 713 BEol HE #ols
53 mBEETo9) RERAES A4S RRShE AL BAWHBK (Capital Market Line)
ol & &t :

28 o] BAHHKRS HERE v TEZ20 dd4 R 2 BENSZ HHE
FEZ2]Quhg Forsta 7] AP BEFHR LA A TEZALE oJdd BALK (re-
sidual risk), 5 MR EES L3312 oo WRHARKTS 1A Yot @

P BAHBRL KEBREES) HBIEZQ MM RAd o2 MEKE S MsfEs
o] HBREAS ez los, o] HRY 7187l HBRBAER Market Price of Risk), &
EeEEe] wSmsd ditd BExXs=lE B Haka®sd vehic

22 RAHHES HRRL &3 2ol dehd 4 Qe

E(rp) =Ry +§(_r0n;11)_—&__ Cov(ri, rm)
E(rp): RE (LEEL L) 9 HsKas
om: HBLEEe) 09 MymE
Cov(ri,rm) : LEE£2] Q9] #Mmgx

ot o] B ZEZ2) QMHARL WAH#BS #% (Capital Market Equilibrium) o+ BiB#3le
RARERBRERR (CAPM) & .02 %S FREI: BMpoz RAsln 9o

S BEsE

3) James. C. Van Horne, Ibid, p.54.
4) D’Ambrosio, Principles of Modern Investments, Science Research Association Inc. 1976, p.3.
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2. CAPMI} HR&IER

otoll 4 BBIFE vlobT Pzl MMt WANBRS Hievolol REM K I7kel o
TEZ 00 mREEN AdA ol FAHL ErEES HNE AL AWEARS Wi
Qldl, AFObE (William F.Sharp) = & BHMel MMEKS T34 dx wET B HRH
gotel MRENS #Eshs vok waame] EEE e @Bl M HKERT HMBsgonl”
2 EY] (John Lintner) & BAiHHE Tl A st Meka®s phtel ARERAE 7
#st7l 9lsted ol Zul CAPME o2 ¥ FMET BARE RMHT o=t
AAREFBREHEA (CAPM) o BRI daiskx 9 BEel Qv ol & Bmsid o
o Ztet®
D BREE 257 KA BT Sl KRstd ot REM TEEeL  AelelA
BRGS0 Mm-S EAdch
© EHESS WEKE, EwEE L EEEe dY BREY RMe LT AR o
@ BREE BERATE) AHMoZ Fold o B3 UAEF & -k
@ FAGBS LT BEES T3 SHTENR KKRAL ool £ KEgel
ool 4 REE (E1)ol4 THES Wit 23E LREES HHMH HRE ABELAK
&l GRSz 7 UolAE HBEELZD mol HEY B+ MHKE E (p) S AREE
op = the3 ol TATE F ek
E(rp) =WE (ri)+(1—W) E(rm)
op = v Wead+ (1 —W)?am+ 2N (1 —WppRémodom
74 We 185 24 g E9 e Fect
alel EEREE (7t HHEEEDLm o FoiAE HRS Aole AMKS WiLE =t
29 REREE I HEIGY A2E LEELH AT WEKE E (ro) S HREE (O
£ ok 3ok
E(rq) =WRf+ (1-W) E(rm)
6q = W2a2f + (1 —W)26?m+ 2W(1 —W)ofmefme
2old] EeREES EEELE BILZ oq= (1-W) ome] et
= EAHBAAE EREES BHEN HRRK ABAC v mREEA LRsT Adct &
SMFITE (risk-free ratio) 2 Reg st HBEET o mol R Hol /M2 %

5) William F, Sharp, “A Simplified Model for Portfolio Analysis " Management Science, Jan, 1963,
6) M. C Jensen, Capital Market; Theory and Eviden,1972, pp.363~391.
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BHgol 7] dFol TE HEEXSLS HHLELL molot HESA sl W=07 "ch B
BEREAA S (M1)9 H5p HRE ABS AAHER RIS BHEK molAdel 7e7=
Zong o] 718715 Woll diste] g53tx Chain rule & JAste] &

dE(Rgq) [Rf E(Rm)JOm _  E(Rm)—Rf —Rf
om —c%m - am mHr

=3 HEH KRR ABS MBAIA 71872 Wol diste &5tz Chain rule S FFS
Zo] ¥

EQRm)Rf
om

CE(Ri Y-E(Rm)Jom
Cov (Ri-Rm)—o?m

ol K& RBRRE o WMHKARER) A Hoted So] Mal ARL (Charp) 9 AEY (Lin-
tner) 7t ahabi CAPMo| th &5} o] F817 % gich,

CAPM: E(Ri) = —LERM-=RE) 0o/ Rm)

6m
j:l.2,3'4. .................. n
o 7] 4 CW(R;. R _ piarz s

E(R4 >—Rf = B4(E(Rm)—Rf 7} sl
FIRES ERBMCE(RO—RI)E Mol e HREM (E(Rm—RI)ol HAZE
¥R 4 4 oon, HBPLEZAL mREMA 3 EIRESY SREMNYI BLRES Yt
Wi v HAHK B4 EIRES mRWME BRAFBK (systematic risk) ojkz §hef,
og7lelA EFIRES KA (RO WARAEEK (b2I(Rm)] 2 FEWREyER (Var(ed) ol &
Hald = g #EEs] Yebllo] F5 slolof,
%9 BHRES EBS WEsksd s R (W2 BE Kl
£ KAKS Mo LEHBKARS LT
BRARERKEY oA 713 F93 BERE ‘
fo® Frstz kg3 L BAOEREBE " ré=as+birm
< Fipg-t(@2)
% Rit = ai+ biRmt + eit
Rit; HEHMY BEHREd A KaE
ai ; EEAH (regression intercept)
i mEgEgel 7127
eit; EEMR X (randam error)

7) J.C.Francis, Investment: Analysis and Management, Mc Graw Hill, 1972 p, 266,
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M AR KITRCS 58k (Variance) ol oste] BIESH] o Fol EHIEES kSN
37l dste el Ko S Tk o5 ek
Var(R4) = Var(ai+biRmted) = Var(aé)+ Var(biRmt-Var(ed)
= O+b?i Var(Rm)+Var(ed)
=X R +HFERN £R
o714 V(ed) & FEM%M fakgol™ b4 Var(Rm) 2 2#EMRKIA #RE Fhaol A=dta
AE HFolo 2Bk Fol #Fm Fkol Az e WAL R Rmol HMAKE
ol RERB P Z KRG, 222 FEFRN £BRS (1-p,OE vebd 5 Qo

o — BRBSIS
TRER
|_pp = FOROER

3

22y #@RemERel fKBRE FMIed 2 MEMEE MY EESOE Bhe Fo0?

kMol EEI AL FERMNERS SHERZA SHEE 5 Baagsids Kl
AE Holch Yol x BT vieh o] HEM HHHBEE WEY RAXZSNA A4 H*
BXY B HRERR =T REARAA ool KX =Y o Fo EHESS £k 4
B #XReER G 5= Aolch BAEAKEAANA 24 @Rk EEHL S 58l
8 Aot BE HEESS HEML TEZNLE vk odd HBXE HANGZ ¥ 2
#kﬁ"} HIBEEEZ2] 2910 BifRell4] Tuwlel]rt 3, 2 #Ke HEMe TEZe9 K

2 wmA7A slch 523 AU TEZL Y AR ul e (34l v Eb7 & B
# ol ioi%c}v% o TEZ 90 e #mitA Hi= Aol
ez acke A kol ek sols dEbt Avhe AL wEMAE Fdch il 2

o ojoll HAF ﬁﬁ"l wetol & Holet,

II. BRG] HEN o3 8Tk

Blume & 2ol o EHRM (8) 71 MEMEKRCZY BAUBSY LRES WEYT &
ek W LEE] QpEc HWEITES S £EeIN . Babcock & MHLUAE MRS
o) stormgEiiel Aot el WEREZA Birt #AY 4 Ackz HESHALD

8) G. C. Babcock, A Note on Justifying Beta as a Measure risk.
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1. ZE&2| 2if% (Porffolio Approach)

LEZe| ol REY BEe MAREESC 1 LEELS BKRSE 4 MAIS
o wlEHERSH 2HemQ) LEE2 0] o2 FEITHE Aol ok

22wt WAREHS | EEE Qo ke WM 20 Kk @kac Sl o
sl gEstd s ek nolS REd 44 2L SHOE BAY LEZeQS £KS i
2ol ojahe] kgt ol FY # gleh

Var@Wty = ( £ %ﬁi)’ var (M) + 3 (12 varzin)
i=1 i=i

Wt : zEZ21 99 K&

o) K& EaH VarWo) = 872 Var(Mo)+ 20 5t o) whg 4 o), @B K 0 A
mAFN B2 Kol vhA| ot & !ain(e—)% " slolel. Evans & Archen = ]2} 3t 48
fol 43| whal #irslol 10 LS BHE A KBSl HEPES JebdoEs AL
KA o weld HEMOE S LEEZQoME Var(Wi) & BVar(Me) ol {555k
et 28d Var (M) & 25 @gol o3t @—3t7] A Fol B TEZLS ERAIES
WRE FEkd F oo, fit 89 I E wEst: BERCOZA MHNTLO RS HEs
t REZ o 4 93 dEst 29 S45 LEZ 0 MBS F= £ES o A ot

2. ¥#EiE7%E (The Equilibriun Approach)

o] Bithe BATHY R EM HHABREM DA MBS HAo2A 3o 22 W
FAos Frxco
E(Rit)—Rf = 8¢ [E(Rmt)—Rf]
9ol kol BHFE (ERi—-RI)E miBewEM (E(Rmt)—Rf)ol Hstet. =et
A LAY Bis BHNESS £RMES M elksich o] EEke TEZ Q@R 1
e #EH0) dod BEMOE FEY & v F/H BEd HikE T

3. #4#iEiF% (The Covariance Approach)

Babcock ofl oJafi 4 EBH 7o E af wgrc o & KA S#E R dve HBEE
292 Mo o2 A7 M2 FEERS R o BFIN MBLETL Aloldl 3t
S8 BEg ol pESde leolot, zelm migEd o & K Sk 7H ffedEsol
Actad, odd g ol A o] mREH HBLELE O S#E AA Ul AR HEL ol
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fERES HBEELE R Alolol £HHe BEl ostd fhiEs o) o A3 e s
fabg® 42l Bata Rl (B 7F 15k A2 7 Solnt argesict
BERES SO HBEE L MS &asld Az EZEZQ PE utE w9 Wifsik
2@ (Ep) ot o] KA f##(e*p) = b S ot
Ep = X.E, +X,E,,
0, = X, %0, 2+ 2X XMOMS + XM 2M
E.vo, ARG MEKAT ErEe
EM, oM : i L EZ2] 0o MRk} maeEx
X Xy @& HBELEZE] 90 g &‘ﬁﬂ:&i
oM, T aFe ko
Aol Kol X, ol Hote] Ml s Fobd RERS %S 5 Adrt
02p = (1—X,)202M+2 (1—X,) X, oM, +X, 20,2
A7 M Brt oA G=ovomz
0=—2U-X) e M-2M,0M, +2(1—X,) 6 M, +2X,0?, o]},
ol X,ol Bl wmata

a*M—oM, o o
xl 02M+0 2_201\42 o‘—l— x>0 1010}: °I’ A=

IM (Mool HIHEEEZ L (M9 H8E RF7 A3 BEEHES oM, oM,
EHS W EHAM (B £ oM. 0*Mo] HEZA RUY 4 7] o Tol uleHER 1 Hehe
g Ant BHSE HHLES 00 HHT F37] Yoo @R 4 Aek B, Eak ol
& 87t BAEH mRREZA ARG EEEAA 3= Aoz 4z

V. MBRE BROER

1. HHORERL ke

7h. eFEEB BROER

—BECR SREML AT el BEIERC] S slsd BEERN A Y
+ A BRE HALKE (Conglomerate) ol Al 4= A e FA Eatch webd KA
o S RS PKol el taelA =& Aoloh w3 KEHELEY BEHI EE A
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BBl HAlA 7 W Foll ol S XME 3o = o} E EHM (line of credit) & 377}
o 4195 B MEAMKHES ABel HERT 24 MBRBMC] ot 2882 A3} #He
olu} MBMEIHES SmolA o WES kol IEMAEA vid] YA Hcof

ubel4 GEMel = BAMNQ BEKXQ AREBNEL SR KA Zad A MK
o 2 KWEES BHs] oA Lo MO EAA S HiEKY LAKSE] HBinslol @R
fekkol #wmste, Ke¥ol A+ HEsl BHROERY MGk #d WM&/ PRI

. el el =] ok R ke

gl el s BARADE A FREY AE MARAKFEY 52 45 nORK
Fliado) BRAARET 2A Bmete KE FRAYHE KBBE%Ko] Yehdel oo} e B
B MATAKEE $S5E #iP 53 2L Bgel Mol BT REL Holmes ki
ol Hfe MEpigol A Yehdoh 2D 2tiBe WEel Wl EHARS KR
BEZ BE5E BAOERE Fndch o9 ol @RMER AW HEE F
MRS 2 et

o BEETS mROER

AN ZE HTRRET B RESRIAE £¥e KBS TRd FRES Toluas LER
frol BHstE 2ol —Mmel BMBBURC ol o] 9 o] REAKAME AHEmol e ubd
FiREo] 7] ) Bol FREol R LENC 20HB Wl AN BEHE KA
Bl KES % A Jehlich '

debs REMD BROBRS B ME) amsm

2. MEayRMe M

. FRE A3 BR

%A BB EEIA REG vk ol MBEE WAL £RI] Wk A e
2e BES REGT

AR, £RABS BROEBS A2 #) Wl 3Lt

=4, v o @RMEKRE A2 E Bl At
AR, REEZD @AOEHR-E 3 BfFA ok

. #Eel €%

— 285 —



0 A7t =¥y A 18U (A4A)

1) 7EMmm
o7) A= W.F Sharp 2] Market Model oll 9afA HE= X0 £RES EBBHKE 3o}
Ri=ai+piRm+ei
912l Model ol 4 R4 = 7+ fAFIKA S KABHES Yot A2 BEEKY oA B —%
WS BRARER U KEe BEESLT Y LRCoZ Qg BAFIfF A4 e
ot webd Rie ohg3k ol @@=
Pt+1—Pt+ %
Pt

Ri=

Pt, Pt+1 @ t sl t+1 #4Q) #{H
Pt : tiAe] MR EE
2 HRd k&% Rm Market return) -2 #AiB I (market index) 2| #45ol 23} HHiic},
Rm = l”lt—“
Pl ¢ 8, t+1 10 migdiEm
FHHBH BPRES dol & + A+ tiPiHgl = BEERAEK, BAHEN. EEFFRK
T 27H7E Ak A7lAM = BHEEKRFENRE AHLd
HxFifEmel oA ®itsl Rmo g2 (&1]3 7o

(#1) zt8H$e KE®E (Rm)

" Rm | m | Rm | w ] Rm
1 0.0303 5 0.0063 9 - 0.0260
2 - 0.0093 6 0.0318 10 0.0029
3 0.0181 7 0.0222 1
4 - 0.0085 8 - 0.0078

2) RBmy
bH#HE =

¥ KT WESI=U T BRY KAT BE0 K20 FoHA FHikel dvd Bl K
ZolA s RS REFAM ddslA Lol HEE AT, BB KA s~ &

HEBo 2 R HME MEdch 23d BB #ad 3 SHvid ox Bl 2
Ade BHE 2= gl

9) W.F. Sharp, Capital Asset Price, 1964, p.667 3=,

— 286 —



LEERY A LK 1

oA7Iell A= BN Aol w20 FEHE X1d REES 4% HESKE FHY
ohoozela ¥Riel Ad ERel MESHTANA 2 myelel 43 £RE WS RE (BiasH
T ol7l el A BT HRAE (natural log) & 33 kS FASIcH
2) eie )=
¥ MATARKAES bl = el A& arEsts Skl & SEM #55 #En &
@l 21gh Zlo] oleh miEmy 2lwelA] @AelE 46T H HOEAX =t AR ¥ B 39 i
BEA GIFKS BER KRB Yol fAsS #EE ol ARKEES WEsH=a o] x
ol oleh = BEM elwe)7) ool SRMBAS Be ¥ LMBRA TAMY BEMG
Yo o2 ko] AETMCl vlal A AR Biffol ol REQIE ¥ 3 HAoZ ME
garel A 7bd mESH el o)A aoleh, ol dl ofel sx) WA BEHE LA
Wl oot HGHRK stk whal 7} Hogiol FelAH Mok oFAE B
ol olgh AZEA ¥ FIOHALER 2velx) S JiEstd ok
A= o
(3) BEM :
R WIS Aol FEE AHBREE, BRNERRE, MASZRES 5 A7 K
Lo gl f¥el 3 HEe LEMEMS BAl £ HEY Aol oo o
Ag ¥l HEw f¥ol &&089 MR MG dd4d RRAch 28922 74
= BE4S] HER KEMAGes A4

... EPS,,—EPS,
BES = —EPS.

EPS. : t #iel ER¥#AG
3. RS MR

¥ REL. e2lvelx], RER 5o de71x MBm EF@0] mienRdd tis B
Fobi 7l fJal A £ HIEEESHT (multiple regression analysis) # BB (path analysis) 9
T2 Hghg RSt SiraEEst

7b. HEEEHHFED

RxmERL diHel Bhol & @BHERA v 4TS HEEY K40 ANl A A
el shtel miER vebd sloloh, 282 R olejd xmsKBS 0¥ == E¥vid 27
7t 2A vehds] ecldl ol g Bkl wRMIERC ¥ ANKRET BEY MBS
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2z U] A Solch HBH ER Bl HM, AW, REE T2 BAOER] PEE
2 EESG WM Bof ol & A/NS WK BRMEM vl E RIEM FFE Fob B
7l 9 SEEWSHS Bk
B = a+b,X; +b;X; +bsXs
X,: %o Bl
X1 2luj el R
Xss BREH
LEEESHT o 3F A A MBEHEC #RHER oAs JIe SFHFET &
R L3 pop,
1) ¥BHS BXOER
(£2)old B vhol ol HEES REHM R 7F A A 3 vehts 2RA%E
HEoZ 3 ALS BASLE HEBKY £ ()7 BF AR dedch oldd gRe B
REB Y %9 HEE A2 #o G Aok BEA —HKIE Aog p¥el R
an Z4E @EHNLE] KEN 2@mHe #Fd dd Jehde Kiggol guEshA o A
& BoFz glcl Hl ARMERKRA U= BB EELE &8, BREER b=—0.751,
KA b, =—0.593, A LB b, = 0.337-& dehz ol el REs vad i
et Qe

(#2) MBER BRE £ BRI

E % 9 P b, b, bg R? F

-0.593 0.204 -0.1442

g 18 TECE 20 0.2874 2.15

& (2.469)  (1.218) (1.997)

-0.337 0.400  -0.739

YRR N (A 21 0.1453 0.96
(0.753)  (1.46T) (0.950)
-0.751°  -0,153  -0.0356 :

3 KR % 15 0.1526 0.66

(1,286) (0.778) (0.1701)
0.0814 0.0063 -0.0536
(0.404>  (0.056) (0.432)

FH  SFRE ST (1982) ol A fERL
¥ (k2 t3tdl.

2 " 56 0.0058 . 0.10

olg} 7o) Seltelel pEe ARMAMI MALTS BEEH SAL, T FAKS R
# 53 2L EFEC s ReLKe e S Yebds ok
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2) v e WRYER
AW elx st REERel ot BEE (E2)d4 BE ulsh Po| o, WS Bl
T 257t EY g Relx ok ols} 2L B HAMAY R o4 e 2l ) 7t F84
& B EE KAE) BBHMC) A HD2 BROZRS BmATS ERE RixshA s
o ERJIZE EREMK (b)) 7t RAKMEREC) 0.204, G (LB 0.400 02 A vEltn
Aet. 2oy HEEN AdHE F Ekol 27 0.3, 0.29) kol A HES Bl HEs
A7 A Eoll ook e #Rol A8 AWelAst ool wRHEK v = BEES E&3)
WESA & F& Qe Aot
3) REMS xRk
EPS el RREL p¥ol AMLERS F3chs 4S8 & 4 ook 2 o% ®EF 3
TE BRAOERS FEdE BRES HdFD o —mmo R RHttme) e
R @tkmel x71 < oll, 248459 BBl 2l #E 2 BB/ Fx Qo b4
BERES BReOgRAE ) ME Rz o

Y. BESHrE

XS R, A, RRES A7) MBERS 257k HERMES 7 o o K
HERY REtERel sl BN wREk BES o)A "o ols 22 AL mW
UEH MBERSO HEMos BRMOLER ot g8 o HEERSS Ssio M
B vlALs BEET dolir] A ded e HE9 rtx s os) BEENSTE
gt

X; =Py Xy + Py X, + e,
Xi = PuX, +P13X,+Py, X, + e
X, BROER X' R X avedx X,: RE#

7l A Pijx BEMFRK (path coefficient) E Usle AR WEFEEEEK (standardi-
zed partial regression coefficient) & R3l0 MM 7 #MMEKl u) M| &= Bl o %
€ vebich BEGKE Jebd 4 YA EEFS BEY B%S 2o glid v AR
HRMBYE YEb 2 FilA YAE BEEK a4 BEd 2Rl HERNQ YEE T
© BME 93l 2 BRE o2 P

SEEABGHAAE AN Ex 2082 WA 2502 Yo e BESHFIA
t KERKEERTS &2 HiFsta ot 2 Bi: & HWBERS 7 EREGR T W
BER @R £ Mo DA AEES o Egolu 2889 A9 oo 2y vteht 4
o BE®E 2717 o35 o ol ’
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Summary

A Study on Business Risk

Oh Dong-hyun

The investment under uncertainty often gives rise to several types of risk. It is very important
to provide investors or financial managers with the accurate analysis of risk and the appropriate
return on risk in order to help them make reasonable investment decisions. If the return on
investment risk is revenue, it will be able to classify into two parts; one is that the expected rate of
return on the riskless assets investment is a return on the investment period, the other is that the
return on risky assets has the nature of return on investment period and risk. Therefore, in the
investment decisions it is very important to compare and analize the mutual relation between
expected return on investment and risk.

To analize risk in this study, I explained the unfolding process of systematic risk, and examined
closly theorical feasibility of Beta-coefficient as a criterion of risk laying stress on CAMP induced
by capital market line. Also, through analizing the mutual relations between systematic risk and
financial factors, I has grouped several schemes to provide the basic data that can be applied to the
efficient use and management of financial factors for the purpose of the expected utility
maximization and the risk minimization.
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