WAl Ao A JERTREE 2| TFIES) #Lf

ES
B X
I ¥ & . sesMfEe] FE BT
. s#Ee BEF} T3 o et WE M
LHBRR I ATEE

1. FRLIBBES BR 2. mE®RA M HE
2. FHME Fieo) By 3. AFTRER % BE
3. HBEY SrBESA N & W

RHAER S BE

. &

Waxe] 83 @ 1R ¥ 2K xS neslc T EE] oo AHo|ES JFog &
Bgn BrBEERARREREY S THEEET BEamdadde &% ks Pirkae 5%
th (trade-off ) & A% F+ F83 THETolot BEAEEERBREHM 23 g 24t
Rhg aE o PAsle BEe TEelo Y mAKEES @ 1T o FUG FHHzE e
o9l mpEEZe] oot EAdcl el RE MY FAAE ol &t AATE Feloo} YA
Abell LR HEE ( complete diversification) & $F224 KXo BAHE 2& T e Aotk

b4 WRE S/ ERAHE 7HsEY i@EES] 1R ¥ 2K BE (first second mo-

ments )} uHE A5l [B/EA BEAT% (homogeneous security market ) ol4] #HgHog HeN

* EEBR HTA
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2 ERRE

Hy S5shAl mEd EZele v Tl 9 RlAA ¥ FUY LS LA A 2ol f
MoBEKREREY el TAd A BesaEads € £ Uk ol g A Fa Sl 2g
L & MO ARAAL 4Fol S v, 4AHoe xede|oo] #ARMN BKS oL
5o BES LEEe oo 2EFo Y s AAdtn Yepdeh

2, ddAo T BEEEY A3 FAYIE Lo AHExAA} RGsln Y TE
Teleg M Adsl e FEY HHBES St Yv Ao Jelytth sammel A 24
IR 9 2mEERY] &L zmﬁmﬁm(qmmmklnmwfmamn)¥ aEk@e] ER
4 BED ko] ebFslr] o Eoll o & Aozt & 5 ek

22iste] W@mE B FHBES AL 3REEL =Yk, ol al izl FY
HBES A3t T zede|odd At T APA4AL ¥4 + ddhw vuy 1Kk
R 2o #EHY REA o ¥HL el AlVHn Uk wel AdAHo 2T WaAKe| M
RAM7E EHMRolehd 2 KEARA vl st £49 B A nsejof & o)l 54,
Eo seftlES] A9} olo] RFE sl KB\ HEKRS Jeldod, 29 42e o

€ 7129 2WEE A v LR BROEEAA A REEY IRAHENS BT NG
EE Ldste 3RTMY 33K HBHEEMST AMZ o) F AZHo 2 HASstw e

olF gt TS BN BLABEERBREHEAY BT S et KWAK] BRI
A4 EFAS ¥ 2REHAER BE A4S 2L 5 g+ 8ok &K KE (moments of
higher order ) & Ig{E onjgict & 4 gich

+ WY Bm9L KRR 55 FEHEBES ot TS| o|F Mgl T 78S
T Bl REEY fEE TE2] 0T BRI HRM RS A4 stna gl
E FElvel BEHBE Fobed Ul EHBES FEYS REESC) oS HuFstx o8
£ R&NC = stz gioh

olglal & iR BavE 24strl sl Aol olo] 52 ol FHHBES] B, B P
HEES NBURES BRNSR U R T, IBE BT ¢ FELIRREY F4d5} o
At TEZ2| 00 BREERS REHES 4H Lk H3FAH = Sl BRFHHS o
Ao @gmoT $4E st steh ol IpHES TEEkT A S5k dd BRE 1979
Foll4 1982 F7hA| BEEHEFA Ao R 60 8 MH Wik KWAXL A&
st 2t Wz Ee] SR ool REZeoE HAsld A 3 EZej oy RHBES HFstod
ol A sl &e] REE Apple — [ +7H) & # FHE ApLs}gcth

oo

O
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aEsfmel dolM BB FES R 3

FEHBEY FhS FRESBERE

1. FeefHiRR2 B

ExGERBRREER Y T2 BETAA € BEH Y4 HFRETRE Figdl &
sl Z€ XS A 2 £fdte TEAREEIT R@olch FHMARM AKS ARBEH
AAZL = A7 dAfell, o]2at REAUKES F75tc olfe TEZe| o9 4o 2 gt &
Mol mAmRA Zllatct A apabe] mBHELE 488l 7wls] Ay wd,

R’. = a + ,9,, . Rm+ gy Tt (1)
Var (R;) =Var (¢; + 8; - Rm+ ¢; )

=Var (a;) + B;2 - Var (Ry,) +Var (¢;)

= ﬁ.z - Var (Rm) + Var ( e.)

= HRH g + FEIRRY Bk

7R o HBRaEY RS A el oAl HRRN BB BE

2H9 el EATAF Aol wet 002 53] Mk Blume &V £eZele B
L2 gAFAe AAE b3 o] @St ek afe &Eol U v|FS £ EEZP
29 g HBEA o} ohLa Pk

Var (Ry) = Var (ET_ nl(a; +B; Ryt ;) )

”
Var [Zf:l n-l. a; ]+ Var [Z:’—l n 18 -Rm]
+Var (Z%) n-l- ;)

= (D% n7 8 2 Var(Rm) +Z7% ) (n-1)2 Var( g ) oo 2
X2)& 43

fz.Va,(Rm) +Var (e ) B PN
K3)elA GEW n2 S7HAZ el Hel Var (¢ ) - a1 & AA 74t Evans 52 o 9

A a

st ol AL FEER Al 10 ol 4 Abdtel Falstd FHERE £ F 3
thi= A4 & simulation & $8 TEZe| 0o AYHEE AEs 45 P4 waEL Yob =

(L 158

& Samuelson?, Elton 549 5 gMEaRaES /4 2e2e00 HES Zg a3,

1) M.E.Blume, “On the Assessment of Risk’ Joumal of Finance, Mar.1971, pp.4-10.

2) J.L.Evance, S.H.Archer, “Diversification and the Reduction of Dispersion Empirical
Analysis”, Journal of Finance, Jul.1%8, pp.761-768.

3) P.A.Samuelson, “General Proof that Diversification Pays?
Quanlitative Analysis, Mar. 1967, pp.b—8.

4) E.Elton, M.Gruber, “Risk Reduction ana Portfolio Size: An Analytical Solution’y Journal
of Business, Sep. 1975, pp.415-431.

Journal of Financial and
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4 ERLHE

LAl 28l EmE S 43Y - AT wEs L 3

whepd W] 47 ERAFE o2 K EEE 2RBBERE 7129 Fsa @l 1
K, 2XRHE BEL o [AHEHMN EXHBRAAY BF chERREEY ey S =
oBREt T € 5 v doldh 22Y o2 3 Bkl &R BREY ERE dvld & F
ApatEe AAz A& P& H L TR S 2] o F ¥ A%ty Jehgeh

Blume, Crockett, Friend 5% %9 17,056 FatE mialo 2 2AEALR] of4ahg 24}
sHlch 2 #R oA ECE R & negold EREEY 34.15%7F 155 5051%
7t 2F% o13Fe EA3T AR 10.R2HEY Fakbate] 1055 o€ A3t &S W
3l A Ads] g EAETAE il & A At ek =4 Blume 3} Friend 6 1962
F£28 SFCC (Survey of the Financial Characteristics of Consumers ) &85 X¥sld F
714 A7E e, Y 2REFEY P E 25 50L FHFETE 3418 ey
th weld] dAAoR AdFaiaie o] B3l gl o ¢ EhAg BAFAE @en 32 4
et

ol2] & &l i, Blume 3 Friend ©7) #E#Fe] RHEH 1H ( heterogeneous expecta-
tion ) o 7]qldtel i B 3 BEXEEBBRTEHERA 3ol A KBRS KB FHEYH BABREY 9
32 Al4bsk 9leh z@del Brennan®), Goldsmith® §-& Fig— ol EolA 23 E%8R el
ZAY of AR 0R FAFATE] A H FELH/BKEES AR T ol B R 457
o2 4ogsha ek S8 Levy w10 Hk@Mo a2 U oo TasE R +
7 A& W —B e EXEEHBEERE (GCAPM) ol 93 = BEEERBEEHEE S §
=3kt

ol 4e] #gEel o3t RELASHBES T 83t olEA olf = EEM HAF Ted HHK B
E3 2 BHY BXRRERKATERY TLBXTHHRES et aadsle] A kaX 4
e 1R ¥ 2RHES 7122 3t deh 2, ole & gxamhgel YA TEeddd o
F3hA YL FELSHBEES] Pl it AAH o|{FE olBHor dYsax xHGP HFE

5) M. Blume, ], Crockett, I, Friend, “Stock Ownership in the Unjted States: Characteristics and
Trends? Survey of Current Business, Nov.1974, pp.46-57.

6) M. Blume, I. Friend, “The Asset Structure of Individual Portfolios and Some Implications for
Utility Functions? Journal of Finance, May 1975, pp.585-603.

7) lbid., pp.602-603.

8) M. Brennan, “The Optimal Number of Securities in a Risk Asset Portfolio When There are
Fixed Costs of Transacting: Theory and Some Empirical Results” Journal of Financial and
Quantitative Analysis, Sep,1975, pp.483-496.

9) D. Goldsmith,“Transactions Costs and the Theory Portfolio Selection” Journal of Finance,
Sep. 1976, pp.1127-1139,

10) H. Levy, “Equilibrium in an Imperfect Market: A Constraint on the Number of Securities in
the Portfolio) American Economic Review, Sep.1978, pp.643-658.
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kaEahd ol FFuBEe] FE B S

7 W aE S JEHBES] FES REE/ES FHEES KRFToed T EIe| oW £
Mg Ee] o+ Agge AFsnal she A dFEeolch coly FRBES FEe Rl
WA BAC L WRA FHol7] of Foll HE ulTeld RS2 e

2. FNR A2 a2 B

Tsiang 211 v] & 2 A s AgR FE7heHAE 7R 2 HHd4 £ BRE
Bt B 271 "l Svkshe 5498 7R17] ARl 2 X484 & A s kaEke] ERS
ol BEL g ddo) et A Hstn gul, AA A FAS Aol FE AU 2RBA
o A18¢ 4SE3A FAstL ek

28, Borch =12 olmEEME ol it 2 KBAEEY FAHAYE sz Y,
Bierwag &t 3 Levy!d © 2 much &K fi®e £812 Fastz g v $ol Fama & 19
1959 sl 19624 7H2] 2] Dow Jones Industrial Average ® 307 #%X¢ tk{fe] AR HYA
# (log price )& &A1& A3, &EY A%< ESLAA7E obd BRI & ( infinite variance )
< 2w 4 BRI o]F3 FEHR REI)HNEI LA ( non-nominal stable Paretian distribu -
tion ) & Zecrt FH3k

gebd BEE 2RBAEY ¥ WRAEANM ERMNY BES #43 Ao Ut g 5
e} ol g Fig— @ 2HRBMEANZ Y 7 Fol bl A vt HRY MR H
Aol m#s|eiol sk Aolct

Arditti = 19 g% 44 BBHES AIT o o Eo BERAl St Haty S 4
Al TE I REL o} sty o ol 2 K7l HEER okl FHBESN 22
3WHE, REYS 2L ARKE 5 nERH/EAA Y ZE HKRo] JAL ST v 3 o 53 H=

1) S.C. Tsiang, “The Rationale of the Mean Standard Deviation Analysis, Skewness Preference,

and the Demand for Money” American Ecomontgc Review, Jun, 1972, pp.354-371.
, “The Rationale of the Mean-Standard Deviation Analysis: Reply and Errata for

Original Article] American Economic Review, Jun. 1974, pp.442-450,

12) K. Borch, “The Rationale of the Mean-Standard Deviation Analysis: Comment’ American
Economic Review, Jun, 1974, pp.428-430.

13) C.O. Bierwag, “The Rationale of the Mean-Standard Deviation Analysis: Comment? American
Economic Review, Jun. 1974, pp.431-433.

14) H. Levy, “The Rationale of the Mean-Standard Deviation Analysis: Comment}  American
Economic Review, Jun, 1974, pp,434-441.

15) E.F. Fama, “Mandelbrot and the Stable Paretian Hypothesis) Journal of Bustness, Oct. 1963,
pp.420-429,
______, “The Behavior of Stock Market Prices’ Journal of Business Jan, 1965, pp.34-105.

16) F.D. Arditti, “Risk and the Required Return on Equity” Jourmal of Finance, Mar, 1967,
pp.19-36.
___ _, *Another Look at Mutual Fund Performance] Journal of Financial and Quantita-
tive Analvsis, Jun. 1971, pp.909-912,
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6 EERE

B2 (expost return) ] AF 891024 HNBE] 942 225t Kax A =
T 542 1R 3RBMEA 2o A v 3yelw Yon Fystn Ak =g XY
Max KaEe] S HBED o8 2P 3yt vy oS wET 29 ddd W
X M 1 RKELS 2KKER FMo Foz AAS] YT 549 3 KRB Mo}
Aol R3Y 2 o2y REESO] FO #HBES KFatts 44 Z3% et
°lF gt FAol il Francis £17) 1137] A& ##44E (mutual fund)E WS Z Arditti
o F42 A5 A3 REE KRBERTA HHBEL 424012 a2 F83 ] ohiat
L 3T F de TAE ANt 22y Arditti ©18) Francis o 94HA uhy] Eoll o F
= AT EHBE T4 L REY T U 3 OF BRY S nanregression empirical
study ) ol o RBEERTA RBEC FHBES T2 15l EgEDe #NE
B B AENCR (—) J Fasta gch
o] el 4 4w & ule} o] AubH O T FHAHH (normal distribution ) , — A A(uniform
distribution) % 2XA%4 ( binamial distribution ) & T st Mas] S0l o gt
MRS Fagsh Ao 2 498 + o 28U i) T EZe| oo it g 4471 3
HBHE o, REES AAEY 7T 2K ( quadratic ) 2o} BR (higher order ) d o, = F
93t HBOR A FAE als] A slx Y el 3K == o 2L g oz}
Bel F57F b= Telsojop & ook !9 a2 olel 4k Y AR MELS el &
A4, = W8 BEHE (ecoomic significance) o] o} A A A gkghr] wl ol adcgle T4
53 e
3URMEE w3ly] o g wEE] IXMAEBE ohSo 448 2o}
a) ¥’ >0 (%l gt ES BREAE)
b) w7 <0 (&l g RABAHY BB = fmEE)
c) d (~ur/u')dws0 (HBHY kAR #P)
A4 B )€ um > 00]7] W Eoll BEEE FY ANHES EFTS =3t Scott 2
Horvath £20 ym ) 0 & @YIsl] RBESL o HNMES KREstr o To) 2o} T s
WES 7H] L EZe|oE 4HdoR vo mmua s Bl AddstA e v o et

17)  J.C. Francis, “Skewness and Investors’ Decisions} Journal of Financial and Quantitative
Analysis, Mar. 1975, pp.163-172,

18) F.D. Arditti, “Skewness and Investors’ Decision: A Reply” Journal of Financial and Quantsta-
tive Analysis, Mar, 1975, pp.173-176.

19) P.L. Cooley, “A Multidimensional Analysis of Institutional Ilavestor Perception of Risk”
Journal of Finance, Mar. 1977, pp.67-78.

20) R. Scott, P, Horvath, “On the Direction of Preference for Moment of Higher Order than
the Variance! Journal of Finance, Sep.1980, pp.915-919,
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WRES ol dolH FHEBES] FE REF 7

olstoldl o] Bel WME FUOR WEES HNBES K UL M@l wh
BEE BHERS vet skl Wt QEES B} KA A fBels] o Tol okt 2
o] EHY + Utk

¥ REEY W (EREN)
we B JE REUBE L 7F=3w2 AYsd HAEK -
U=u {(rw+ w)
WEMS p=E(w+rw) 2 Yeln AIRBERAE0) 2HKE o4 Efel: AL woZy)
8 Taylor BEAo sl g SRAA 7lgE Hehd R ek

2 3
Ew) = u(p) + BB g2y BH)

pn
+Z“°z?=4 t'.; UM (L) coemrrei @)

" ue p) BER
Hod ke RE
#3 . JRRE

ol —HRYSl RMBEY R EEY RERFY HAS TE FMHE (odd moment ) o F
F(ARA D A A E (/) °1, ZE EEHKE (even mament ) o A&l 4L A9 BiF
8 HmE RAlg 2 744 gt

stell 4 dE3E ule} o] WEAE 1 KX ¥ 2K BEWS 7= HARRS 7HaigD sha),

“l (W)>0m, ........................................................... (A1)
U2 (W) C 0 gy -oooerreremnreeeeaneeaaaneennenreras en s et emreeenne oes (A2)

E pRAEA At Bgre] HAS A A YA sk Fababe Lo BAERE Al

unr (w) >0 vw,
" (w) =0 vw =+
U (W) C 0 By oovreromrmeeeenee e ernee e e et et (A3)

e (A3) v BBEET mEXF A& d2g —HH (strict consistency ) & Bojok &
e AL vt § a xRS B4 B ks abAlgle] £U& RiFe] AEelAY u” (w)
= 0ol F-apbdetAl apAs]o]l 32 ehdch webd KW ARk ES] KBl e (+),(0),
(—) T ol 3] Zhg s4x|A] =ek

2T B kol oial B EO| BAMA ZE HY Kol d3x BREE Y KER
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D w3w) <0 ¥w, Ex ud (w) =0 vws 7M.
2) FHAMER (mean value theorem) of |3,
w2Pw1 3WE(w, wy)
ul (wy)—#(wy) = w2 (W) (wy —wy )
ul (wy) =4 (wy) + %2 (@) (w2 ~wy)
3) 1) ol g3,
uZ (wy) = 42 ()
ul (wy) < w (wy) + #2 (w) (wz—wy)
) wy = w* = wy + % a4yl (wo) <0
we > w*lAd wl (wy) <O
5 ol& (A1) 3 ®F
SoCA3) o At w3 (w) >0 Q.E.D.

ol gt B L Arditti 501 2 =g &R} 4= Uk EFAA 43 (w) > 09 Yuie
A FEE Rk A7 Bre £ B FHBES 7Mxlc TEZ L A,BsE EAE o
(ug=pf, £ pf), S wE Bug Ao Al duinez G HfMaS
abol Salete RS AL ek odeld pMERN REES KA 464 Y4 HBS R
o A9 ENESAEE] Eo #HBT Asddn & 5 e AHoleh

WMEEFS] Him D 4wk 54 2457 A9 dad sdslsl, Ag4day d4g o
A4 P OEO] FEHEEECl g Eo BFE 4R SEH KR N A 4FE HgHn
23 ol g @¥slvlz gokB) F (A42), (A3), wd(w) > 0E utlw) <0 ¥w¥
o} o] get,

Proof :

D 88 (w) >0 vw, =t ut(w) =0 vuws BT
2) wpou A wE (w, w)
ul(wy) = 42 (wy) + ud(w) (ws —wy)

21) ibid., p.917.
2) F.D.Arditti, op.cit.
23) R.Scott, P.Horvath, op.cit. p.918,



WEE s el oloi« FHBES] FES B 9

3) Dol o

u(wy) = uz(w1)+ u3(w1) (w), —w,; )

) wy > w* = w +;:32(_(th_IL)) ol u2(wy) =0
wy dw*l A u2(wy) >0
5 ol& (A2) & 2
(A3 el s wt(w) <0 Q.E.D.

H YA 4;wES EFS HAEel () she Ro] WHAEAULY, ol24 ERKEY B
el BEE (—) 2 4 Yot 22, oldl Aol zhAsE vguct S 2w g g
7b A4s T ARKE L duts] T P aLE el & 5 Yok

ol gell A 4x & uiol o] HEE L A# 3T EY HHBEES 357 o Fol mc}
T HEABES A Tee|od AuAor Fo fog 5Eldy dulslA "Acokn & £
ek

McEnally & 29 /04 2habe] o] & A18-3lod sEiBmEe] BiFo FA L svya + 9= g
& 8BS A 2+ NYSEol4 19465564 1965 £t s oa sl 549 ol
ol 54509 E@ERE TR st 2 A4be] RALMKE (HPR) S B
44, HPRS BBRE, MY EHBE (relative skew) , beta & &8+t =4 g=EY
BREES 71To2 1094 354 570 Rlo 2 Fsl 2 Acle F4lo) wla) 2 Wpe]
B AlAdete vl 43, fgol P B Acke) WaARS 43S fEe uwAY ukdo
TEA RElAA ebtar ol| o] HYxle] JEWMEL o2 Achel wls] w5 Zsbsygich o
B A3 REESS Fo] EHBEC 9t Bigst wd® Rolatm ¥ 4 Yok

Il

3. FEMBES| SHGARD BARENRS RE

Homold ddHes REKe Fo #HBES SFsts & 52 Hgoln sl ola 4
BREE IS RHBE 2457 o 2ol FRLAMBES oA 2 o™ el T T
Bleol Tisle HES] FE Aol W Aotk L MoldL ENEEY R W gEe &
Rt 2EZe o Ratt GERY AN S BMoT wHsE gl

Simkowitz 2} Beedles &= %) T EZe]oo] JEHMAES o 2X 1THE YT may HES

24) R.W, McEnally, “A Note on the Return Behavior of High Risk Common Stocks?” Journal of
Finance, Mar, 1974, pp.199-202.

25) M.A, Simkowitz, W.L. Beedles, “Diversification in a Three-Moment World” Journal of
Financial and Quantitative Analysis, Dec, 1978, pp.927-941,
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10 EERE

E3ted EHBES AdIshe AL REESS Aoz ¥ B @ES ol eI
2o TA7I= AT BAFT L Uk
QRTE Mol A& HBEE R, =Rp + B;Rm+ ¢; & AH83Hal ot 7l A5 AHE 2ol i
@& @Re 2 Y R KAoE oA e nHdld BE L o #BKAMAS X
(5% AH-8ste] TEZe| Qo HFNBES 22Ut
R—R-—a+S+el ........................................................... (5)

f
oldl, a;, S;, ;v A7 KEMAY W@, @R K KERIH o« KREE E(T)
=0, E(g,e;) =0, E(5;,7;) =09 $4¢ Adrk KRGl H%e HAshd BEKE
A BE chEal 2ol @R M FMRM SRR e T Stk

2 2 2 e e e e e e (6)
O = o5 +05

1 H )

SdaA EHREKSY EHBES Tohd,
3 5 _p. )3
Mﬁ" = E( R’. - R’, )
N 5 -5, B T 3) B
_Mgt_ + M% +3{E (5 -5 )Eel__J +E((3; ~5,)2%)} -

M3 R FEHGE

[
Mg, T OIFMRRAY FEHBE
;
3IE ¥ 4H: BEEY RN Bk Ateld HEES (cross-prodcct ) ¢ AAFHE
o), (S —S )2 0] R o] A gqle] ohietd E ( (S =5 )——.]—07} e =E KR
=231 ¢ 7t (S =5 ) ol A3 HH# (homoscedastic ) ¥ « 07} 5“4 a2l EFEEK
2 FRBE<

/M75 M; M3 (8)
‘- e.

T EZe|ed AP miﬁA«l BEE 7 07F Siddkd 3z 2o EftHEES N3 2t

RP_ Rf =ap + SP + Qp, T e (9)
AW% - MQ + ME ............................................................... (10}
Sp p

No| THBEEZ | ¢ M2 24kl AHTE o g, =0°2% A(6)3 102 o &3} e}
aﬁP = agP (N——=M)
My _
%P = M%P (N—— M)

deld, SEREZE doldel wHel (N—M), 88F0 SRk E, BR Ak  #R0 FH

BEL S, g& ML & A dot o] sl el £EZ2]00 Hd g (gl H0)
P, 05, 75 €p 7
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WRESM lold ENMEES] fraEd Rt 1

M3 4 ghel (+), (0), (=) 7t Hol et xe=Te|oo] EHBET 22 B, T8, gyl
5“435) deid Fael 42 M3 of of4e zEZel oo HHBE WS B Hshe Tevt 2
2 g4]le] =t}

MR FEHBES SRR oa tass AES BRe MY 43S FTEe
Holl o8 A Eslolx] 7] o Foll FeHMBEA Yol A A2 FAYel £ S TE Zol et o]
o @ A4 BEE 7, 77 TRERC) obd Al At sle 2kE Bel el A
o gast fAbslh AHBES AT AL g 7, 7, o Fdol WA wgel ok

[}

£ 34§ mEMES T '51.94 1ERESolet shAF &,

~_ wN 1.
—Zi N4
M} =£E(Z-2)3
2p

= ~ 3 1 -
Z, Nl:! E(z>) + DIDID N3 E(gE; g )
?3) o LYY E(Z. 2. 2)
A4 M3 =250 g3 - L% %%
’ A A N3N
olog s
1 N —N —
M3 = — K S S Y T 1
Lo MLt T (g an
#(11) o] Aol o8 €157 A= Nog #astd (—) 7} slofof &=k
aM3
b = — 2N 3M3 +2N3M,
L ’ 7 " ° %%%
R SRR SISO
3 g; ";ej A
© 3 M 3
L M3 Mygg M2 0
= A — =3 “ M3 = af
old, EET] A= By == M—; 'é'] A 0old, sE2MpY = M'é; M.é. .e.] A 7}

sich

detd BESol A2 Tl ochix Fugo e o FMRey HEHAEs vehd oo =
2EZe| o9 FHBEE FATAN s Zhadivie AA S & F ek AAER Tz gAd
Bl 2eZe|lonch Adxee we zEZeoE v E EY #NBET I Y
sslg e 5 Hshrl el 2ol E FHFHNBES 2 e B Faall oA wibz g

26) ibid., p.930.



SAolel & + ek
olel &t w2lell 2|8h Simkowitz 9} Beedles £27 1945 &4l 4 19654 4bo]s] NYSEe| o4
22 5 54970 HaltkS o Ao M%P% TEE AT A F509 Fl4 @AAE) o
= #HB (markedly right skewed ) ®42 RHT LA Fxbol] we} TEZ2] 00 g
At old ERBE Y SHS FE5] o)A S ATEES HBBES 0% o] Ato)
58X FE AR weld RMAN FHBEE vlad Y 2l A gl o 3
at £AEEATE debdeta £ 5 gl
olel gk dtell 7]Qlsled Conine 9} Tamarkin2 T EZ 2| oo 4 fEik BE] B} 7L
A AE Y ENBE L oS o] FAlabEo] Bk HASAS YT o o] So] AL TES
el 29 x| A4l (optimal number) S A stat sgch T EZa oo 25 BEE
ER= e dele T4 24te] sz qlgh mimBel QoA BBRsm {marginal increase
in expected utility ) o} JEHBE S| zt42 Q& BRBA 7} st Boll 4 A Aol Lo} 28)
ol Nol gt TEZe] oo IHBES] 1K REEB L (—) 7} 2 dnlo] pwEE 212
ol 2EZeo] FEHMBEI F4xch 2 Nol dg LEZee 4o 1R REEY =
hEA TEZele s FNBES BEME T (—) £ ofych
olgtell A o2&t =AE FAo2 TEZeloo] RNEBES Sicld, HBEEMS A&
Edele] bEe] SHBIE (—) 7F =7 8 s gL A g
TLH 7HER ( equally weighted) ZEZe] ool oldt Kas HHEES £387) Sk
A 3|E TeTeled] AT S5 L NBES A9z —KR4I7}  AHEES o
o] &S
E[)?’—,Uﬁ ]3=M;€ .................. e e e e e e e e e (12)

_Ji‘.

@rlr“

L
Lo

o

ﬁ{:r.

X=X, R\ +X, Ry + X3 B3
B =X\ Ry + X3 Ry + X3 R3
Xy, X2, X3+ HHY MEME ( relative weight )
Ry, Ry, R3 : HEEH) K& ( random return)
L= X0 x) ad x3 M+ s xE XMy +3 X2 XaMus+ 3 X, XE My,

+ 3 X5 X3 Mypy + 3 X) X2 Mz + 3Xp X2 Mygz + 6 X Xz Xg Mg ++overveoeeeee (13)

27) ibid., pp.931-939,
28) T.E.Conine Jr., M. ] .Tamarkin, ® On Diversification Given Asymmetry in Returnsy

Journal of Finance, Dec. 1981, pp.1143-1155.
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g m ol ol FrHiEmEe] fFEch i 13

7] A,
M}=E(R -R J?
My =EC(R—RI2 (R - &)
M=el (R~ R) (F,-R) (R-F) )
X 13) & NaE TeFelod distd duisiisA,
= 3773 4 - N 2 i
M%, Z:'"1 X'M1'+3Zi=l,z'=¥j[2j=l Xifoz'ij]
N N Y S P
FET o0 B raiaa Dem XXX M (14)
A?f BESY T EHBE
Af?i &ESe F¥H thGMBEIEA (curvilinear interaction )

tf :
gESe HAFFEME (triplicate product moment )
(X, =X;=X, =4,

M..
ik
TeEZ2 o9 # g2 553 sAFH b AH A
N N 3 M
My =LY, Pmi+a Ll ;#;[Z]—l e ,U]
+n%_ =¥ ZN (%)3 =33 2¥_| M3
f=1 i=t, ixjixk p=1 N My S N) f=1 M;
1 N N i N N
+ B(N)s Zz’=l Z:j—l ixj Miz'j +(N)3 Z:i=1 Zj=l,i#=ji§=k
N = 1 3(N=1) = (N—1) (N=-2) =
Zk:lMl:ik )2 M3+ N2 M,’,’j+ N2 Ml-jk"' (15)
o714 N—ooold MR ——»M Rt At 5 SEREst doivd TEZ ] FHEBE
M 5l A 237 o el 3???1@&'\‘_ 748} ol Simkowitz 5o &g} D Az seh o
WH. Lla\ o0 FEHHBES 1 X REHYIT (—) 7t 2 o FKBE L] Al X
(16) 3 o] REALST & X (17) 3 22 HHEE Ik Mo}
aMy .
R 3M —
P Z2 =g iij ¢ N—4
aN W Mi T az = _l)+Mt1k( YER (16)
(2/3)M3—=2M...+ (43)M,. i -
N> l_ 1) — Uk (M *:M) ............................ (17)
M.. — M.. ijk ty
tik iy
5 87 A

BAGERS A7 98 Tayor EH o8 gig s Jetd K)o F 51

BEEY 3rAHEmE X (18) 3} 2] Fet
_ ug! LE(R) ) 30 E(R)
E(u(R) I=p(E (R) )+ T—"’%PJ“'E[—;;/—]M%;, ...... (18)

E(R) : Bifpla
p.931.

29 M.A.Simkowitz, W.L.Beedles, op.cit.,
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14 EERHE

M;}P= MEMAS Fodl gt 3RKE
ok * WiKE 24K
P

1l =9, (N—-1)~=
U@‘NUI-‘*‘—-N—O'

e
3} mED FHHR

g, ¢ RES THHAM

A (18) ol K (15), (19 & RAsId TEZe|o RABEENT 43l s Nol sl R

B34,
FE(u(R) ] - #2 (E(R)]) (-1)0? ) ] s[E(R)]
aN 2! NZ we
-2 _ 3M 2 — 3N—14
N3 M? + 7\,‘; (¥~ D)+ All.jk<—-——-N3 )} """"" 20)

X (200 2 02 £ N9 3Kk HERY (+) RE Tohd,
(2/3) 3= 2T+ (4/3) M,

#2 [E(R) ] - o, _ T e (21)
_—p3[E(R) ; (G,;=0F) — M + M,

ireRUe] Soislslrl feld = R 2D 2 o2 R (2) 9 ko] ubE slojol gleh )

QE((R))_pi(ER] (2 _, _ p=WR ] [6M)
an? 27 [N3 e, =0y )]+ 57 NG SM"U_
-6 2 -6 12
—_— — —_— 2 D ereerreeneenenns
<N4 * N3> * Mllk<N3 N4)J N 22)
xgk No| (+) & 7HAa Fojghe] EAEEY] A = B (23), (24) 7| wlEsiojok &k
Aj[‘:§< 3A7. — 2M ................................................................................... (23)
P ) ijk
= v BB R Y g e, .
Mil:]' Ml'jk > m(—}?—)]— (az.j g ) \24)
Conine ¢t Tamarkin &30 19722 oll4] 1976 FAtole] #hkollA HX [, ZELIE THstxn

log A E <H&sted TEZ2 ool X5 Aol & 2l S Aar 43} of
E4dor 28], 19 3AFAATE 242 7,00, L19%x A2 T2, [ol4 A=}l
w2t gl Sobslozt A 754 1 F4 ol F N fabs] BAel AasUt

Asuct gL mEEe] Ledel 2o T3 o Bl

Lo

olt 5] —|'I'

AL T T UL T - B
#gol o ¢ v AR debEdet e & 4 gleh ol g Aol A (+) of FEHRESL 7

AL

3) T.E.Conine Jr., M, J Tamarkin

, op.cit,, p.1146.
31) ibid., pp.1148-1151.
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WaEs ol dol4 MR fFet RiF 15

EHL o] 5 REFY of o)W FaAze ALY T AEEES HAFOLH TELHHREE
gtobm & 4 gl Aot

ol gt FHSHBES FE ¥ HEEEL 4D FHBES TTL IRMRY HRHEER O
528 A5g dao AFst Yok B ATl E o] F HsHAl 4 uk g} 32

Jean & 33) Sharpe-Lintner ¢ ?ﬁ%ﬁﬂc’ﬂv} HHBES 3 Dol fikas FHBEY T

HaA S 535t Qubslstd shglch 28l Jean o 2HE Sharpe o 2wl sl A}
A FHolAak AL FAST YW —gmel HEEE AU B BH MRk v D)
< ubx et

=&k Arditti & Levy =36 ZgHn 381 SA¥9®#EE (multi-period three parameter partial
equilibrium model) & W45} 3 Kraus & Litzenberger + I HmESs Aes £ 9
— BAAENS MYdld B &EERRESA (single period asset pricing model )
E&stgcl 22 ol2 gt REE ofxlzix] s Ay ow HLsdriul 3y o Hot

rr

1)

. FEHFEES] FE) R AT HIEWY 25

2 ool = el el BETEAE WaE A6 FEHEES st BREFSo) ol RiF
g Zelst 38 BRBEHHS HAoE mFSLA &t
1. AHRE

2 KEWHRANA Y EHNAA7 & 1979 % | BollA 1982F 12 A74A9 4FMo 2 sk
BErgsd R ERES dv HAKS LR 60FTFE Ak 2ETHLT A%

R FERBES T3l HHLERN B, " SREE] SIBHEERY ST MMARE
RYE, B2 198. 6., pp.163-188.

33) W. Jean, “The Extension of Portfolio Analysis to Three or More Parameters’, Journal of
Financial and Quantitative Analysis, Jan. 1971, pp.505-515,

“More on Multidimensional Portfolio Analysis’ fournal of Financial and Quantita-
tive Analysts, Jun. 1973, pp.475-490.

34) F.D. Arditti, H, Levy, “Distribution Moments and Equilibrium: A Comment} journal of
Financial and Quantitative Analysis, Jan, 1972, pp.1429-1433.

35) C. Schweser, “Multidimensional Security Pricing: A Correction) Journal of Financial and
Quantitative Analysis, Mar, 1978, pp.177-183,

36) F.D. Arditti, H. Levy, *“Portfolio Efficiency Analysis in Three Moments: The Multiperiod
case’ Journal of Fimance, Jun. 1975, pp.797-809.

37) A. Kraus, K, Litzenberger, “Skewness Preference and the Valuation of Risk Assets?
Journal of Finance, Sep. 1976, pp.1085-1100,
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FEA 14F, SAEF 1%, AR FARD 54 F, Fol ¥ FolAl 24 247,

O 4 o
et A% . T -6l F453Ed 1395, 123S 59%F, 2UEE - AAANA 2y 94
F, et Az 195 THAA 54F, 540 69F, 28RE 4 Foee TS

oj4tzl o] AAH gxAHOl Wl BEEES ¢ KAKRIERS Y437 AW b8

2. BEBARIU SHHE
BaER A/ JEHBES dIEsT NS ES Atk dohur] A d Kax

K Y IEMEL T A8, FHBES 751 betaAFT5 FH 3L
S a8 - 194 7R 152 £ wRge 24 AR ¢ A2 AN AR (hold-

1%, 2

ing period return :HPR) &,

P.,—P
r.t = it i -1
‘ Pi -1
rn o tEEEY BF Y AR
P P, t % t-1 58] &% o BR

ity Tt
t- 1880} ¢ 8A Abolel A - mAOUHE 2 BAIE, BES o BEEE BEAE o AT
o KBRS d542 FAsk] A TRk
BLEAAS A9 P, =P, +d,
Pl € t7]9 BEKE & RELEY.
‘OB RS] Aol BFIE To| k@BFRc EFHE T KE #oERe 1o
Pj, = (1+R) P, =, R: mKKEELE
HEES B9+ &%Ué RIS ZlEo R Aldbatey BRBEEKS T olE 71E28 BE
®ES H
Pl =Py (C1+R) Py ) (P;y_ tR-A)"
, R: ATMERE, A: AREKE MASE
HEAES A BAE B KEN SRS Tk
Pi, =B-P, =L B: DEHH
JEHMESE B 3K HEtHY JER BIEHHBE (raw skewness ) 7b obdel tampy Regel 2
Aol 4 FIEHBES ERRES 3% Fo F EBIEHME (normalized skewness ) 4
Z| HHE IEHME ( relative skewness ) & <88t whepd|
M3(r) & Doy Uri77)?

Skew(r) =
03 0..5
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IaEs ol olol4 FFHEES FES XiF 17

ol2] &t FHIEHBES AEshs olfv 7| La8E5dT «HAslel we} T FMELEY (pure
index number ) ©]7] & & o]c} 3)
beta (Rl = 23 7e HBEH S AH-Este] HESN S sk
T = ay + 8; Tomt +et’t
L SPL, = SPL -
mt SPI,
SPL, -1 ¢ R - el el B KR IER

Ackee FHEES Tk AT dobnl A 60 RS el EeEE et e
AoAl4] 22 £02 (ascending order ), 1270 &A% 5/H%EMo e o] 1K, 2K, 3K
# Y ol JFL ol sk

3. TR U BR

Z AW A A 1K 2K, 3REZ U dEMAEE T 2HE (F1 ool veb
Waleh ol gt Agtd A & 5 U%o] Lyl FAARY FUF EXolle EQ FENBEL
FEStL 28 A4dE etk

(k1) ¥aE U FENBWES FHHER
£ ¥ % HPR STD.DEV. SKEW (r) 8 COEFF .
OF. ERR.
A et = o 1.00497 0. 04956 1.09320 0.67896
o d F 4 1.00628 0.07139 0.43273 0.91004
T A 1.00482 0.06172 1.64232 0.49271
a4 %A =z 1.00487 0. 05672 0. 82532 0.31075
o g oAl 1.00629 0.05972 1.26248 0. 68636
5 <A B 1.00891 0.05997 0.32476 0.88390
n] o 1.00493 0.06375 0.55421 0. 85920
%y F 1.00721 0.07213 0. 92423 0.84293
F ool A 4 1. 00629 0.06741 0.84691 0.57971
A4 &9 4 1.00543 0. 06001 0.87641 0.52083
A g4 =2 1.00279 0. 06703 0.11203 0.25108

®) J.C.Francis, S.H.Archer, Portfolio Analysis, 2nd.ed., Prentice-Hall, 1976, pp.366-367.
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18 EBRE

S STD.DEV.
£ ¥ 2 HPR OF ERR. SKEW ( r) B COEFF.
Fdvd 2 1. 00612 0.07112 0.69437 1. 04243
a2y g 4 1.00746 0.07642 0.97246 1.43571
2 =2 % 1.00599 _ 0,06421 1.43287 0.728382
o o 9 g 1.00249 0. 03549 0.32546 0.85994
A F A A 1.00399 " 0.03427 0.65632 0. 40829
I 1.00513 0.06649 0.83273 0.75518
g + 1. 00467 0.06001 0.89432 0. 56965
g3 g}~ 1. 00599 0.0698 1.26371 1.10063
o & s ol E 1. 00606 0.07217 0.82037 1.26873
f & % 3 1.00504 0.05%41 0.48326 0.55150
% oF A 9 1.00316 0.05421 0.56421 0.51538
g F A ¥ 1.00546 0.06923 0.94231 0.77393
F T % 1.00454 0. 05629 1.69243 0.41248
B H ks 1.00497 0.05744 0.11349 0.47323
2 L 1.00763 0.07016 0. 87246 0.91444
g} = 2 etet 1. 00696 0.07121 0.24376 1.44581
4t ok B} o] of 1.00387 0.07131 1.07693 0.78604
4 3 44 1.00647 0.07521 1.64279 0.91319
4+ & °F 3 1.00835 0.07206 0.95849 1.02946
4 & 4 o 1.00543 0.08643 1.87243 1.37615
7Y 4 g 1.00579 0.07216 0.97438 1.37443
N Abspol 2 1.004% 0.07023 2.60632 0.7178
Gl A 1,00582 0.08647 1,37849 1,08752
4 3 1, 00243 0.03859 1.00210 0.65970
S I 1.00692 0.08246 1.33272 1.61850
9 5 F 4 1. 00642 0.07288 1,03242 0. 86528
= 4 4 1. 00786 0.09221 1.57438 1.43911
R R | 1.00742 0.08432 1.56721 1. 42659
4 4 A = 1.00697 0.07326 0.88214 1. 40095
i 1.00693 0.08821 1.48296 1.43783
& 2 q E 1.00628 0.06847 1.50697 1.00694
el &4 7 1.00523 0.08329 0.68311 1.81515
71 oF 4 o 1.00766 0.07249 1,33284 1.45597
2 v oA 1.00746 0.07316 1.29971 0.83630
237 4 1.00637 0.09043 1.00231 1.53527
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K HEpfidl Qo4 FFHBES FE BF 19

— STD.DEV,

© ¥ £ HPR OF . ERR. SKEW (r) B COEFF
4 g 7 9 1.00467 0.07346 0.93784 1.37643
S ot A4 1. 00563 0,07%41 1.12043 1.17842
A4 E oA 1.00543 0. 09192 0.82732 1.35224
a4 d F 9 1.00583 0.08763 0. 77849 1.56678
4 A E o4 1.00465 0.06973 1.10623 1. 03048
W = 4 4 1.00593 0.08162 1.22469 1.02363
Y A 4y 1.00623 0.06257 1.56327 0.74348
F A 4 4 1. 00792 0.08425 1.59273 1.27190
3 44 1. 00469 0.07299 0.84372 1.4155]
¢ 48 4 1.00769 0.08021 1.23217 1.28032
g d 2y 1.00587 0.04839 0,21342 0. 44562
i F 5 F 1.00192 0.05743 0.36273 0.32280
i T 2 1.00294 0.00946 0.42431 0, 20931
ok 3 3 A 1.00755 0.04214 0.83271 0.25722

o] % Sl el @EH B ES] FENBESL AL o Sevel REE S| E FHRBES
BEFshert 22 m@el 12 ok B ke vHA BEe KAaE I fKE 24T T
o] 288 KAKRS st Frudo] 3T 43y S8 60/ BEEKRES RERES /TS
2 EmEast o S4u2 127 sskd s Agtes T4 stm 2 ko] 450l A
1%, 2%, 3KE P MR Fue Ao EME BRE (R2) ol dehygleh®)

Aek 1014 Yok 5742] Falgae Ao ol ek 7 Ak shA < rolol H
HE WS A7 42,4, 7.4, 5.8, 0.2%2 Jebiiel ddFAHow & e R A K
A2 e %S sHR A e kaych Ao Al vdebhva ok

39) McEnally 8 AzHE ohg3h ek

Group
1 2 3 4 5
Grand Mean of HPR’s 1.0110 1.0125 1.0137 1.0143 1.0132
Mean of Standard Deviations
of HPR's 0.0497 0.0617 0.0M06 0.0815 0.1070
Mean of Skews of HPR’s 0.2 0.3854 0.5430 0.6877 1.2738
Mean of Betas 0.61 0.85 0.9 1.14 1.33

ARl S Aetsol A Ak, 4dc FobAln] sl R Ysksold dAs] Zrhsisieh
R.W.McEnally, op.cit., p.200.
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20 EERE

(R2 =M FHUSIE U FHEE

1 2 3 4 5
HPR 0. 00396 0. 00564 0.00606 0. 00641 0. 00642
o 0.04497 0.06189 0. 07057 0.07416 0. 08660

Skew(r) 0.67535 0.90225 1.05238 1.09094 1.27640 *
beta 0.44513 0.65413 0.96675 1.23345 1. 41256

+ t=1,037 (A=t 42} 59 HFSkew(r) 9 AolAF)

=3t fame] Mol oig Tugae] A (AHPR/AQ) o HES Asjudd A2 112.7,
52.9, 113.7, 1.2 %% vehdet 974 7B £ amE HAle Ad 59 A9 &S 0
% HEat St o e ohE A o] A9 #@x3] 2olst U gl 43 ke Dlt A
ezl vl g o 4 Ao o] & kMolsh ey Awk 59 kEBES d4xHud o2
Aekrch AdHog w2 127640 9 &E 7RIk ola) Awk4olA Aubs 2ol FEHBES ¥
FL 17 %olrh,

Aebaot Aek5e] T ®As 0.2% B3t dbd, E#BES] MH2 17 %W e
w7l o el ol2gt Figpaol @A Adshe WolL HHBEA sAdctm vn Acl4g 9}
Awks Aleld] Fy FFEE] FENI ZRE Bk T B t MBS 1.0372
ebytel wteld Awksw Awk4 2o} Eo] EHMBE A HEtme s AEwelel € 4 dst

ola} Acukd M2 ST S ol Foll Arkse 2 Wa BBt o= A5 ol
sbesteba gebel ol2l gk MM R & WAL whTel EHMEES] dolelslntt 2E e
29 he #RM Aol U AndAE Revw wu HeHERE FAs g 22 (R

2 ol wetplE A wk1ol4 A5 742 Algdoz FrhHn v Ackse] #lebBe o
E Ackuct Eoh webd Aaks5e Adujdez B2 FHKAS HoH Tt BRY fRoEs
Asa) st & F glch

e gEtme g fol sttt & & A8l ol d B2 S rHAl Al Ao

Bad 358 AL S £ FREESY dYd T s Ao At gen £ 4 gl
ot wetdq ¢ MaH BEEES o= A5 Fo pBES RiFstr] oo 2ot & #HB
EES JHHe TEZESE *‘cﬂﬂi S B S st A A EA " Aol FsEes
BEES AL E - AL F5E 5 AL AHolth

(=3
=

rlo
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W@Egmel AoAM FFREES] FE BEF 2l

V. & &

Markowitz o1 ¥ BUCE AT ERS WaARKo] EHRAHTS o1 F1 REHFL- 2 KAAHEH S 7}
2 che BEstlA Fiy - Haase] 48 1R ¥ 2KERY AxdH BHE=e steh ol 4
BB HIRREEA A AU a2 ZLARBRS ole i BEstl A Egwe st S 7t
A s ol ey dA Ao R By BRGERSRE HMTY KEKRIT 2L 9
2, =3 AFE uke} ol FaAEe] FEesA AR TEZe 0T uhshe ol B
2 Jehdzm Yok

ojabel 4] A= wio} o] oldbo 2 M Hel T Fshe Wadl Aol ol 3 BRRFA
HE st amee dads] A9 5 ek 28y 2EZel oo gt WAHHIF EHBHYD
o, B&HY HAERC 2re BRY &, ® T 482 AAY A4S A AdFst
2 ¢ dfeles 3K Bt o ¥ &K KBo| nH ool gk deld A I & EY
Waxe] ERABBRE ¥ #gEd 2RBBREY #BHe A4S ¢osld 2o GRY &KE
ol FHBES moste] WAE Aol ES) IEHEE GEse] RBEESO] 15 KFdc:
wEzL BEE L e Aot

€ HREAA = F2lzbEe] AL S TEER| o 4£f8le dAE AN A
A EEEA, FEG KA 2 BrBRERBRTEEA Y ELTBEEY Zod4d 7k ¢
A, k3] W@dE Sl el IERBESY FESIL Tl £ FHBES B ToR4 X
Edelode fig BERS A S Ataa) & A TES EAsl wgtrh

FHEBES] BES TE5IT REESS Fo HFHBES Rgsh] o Fo 20 & FNBES
7tA e Ze o Audor <2 HHKAL ATt AdusiAl Arhs AR Eammo s
ol Hx ek HAHoR KEKE Fol FUBES A5k pmERMNS #52 ¢t
T AREES ST EHEES At4As ] o Fol FRLSBERES K 2 Rl 9
ghq ZEZelod ZEsE gEY T A ] ke welslel 4 TEZeloo] FEHMEmES 5
ARy BEEERS] 244 AE A4 29 FHEFES BFshe L2y FAAES AN
o2 A2 g9 2AAE TEZe| oo T I AL 4 mghr)

ole{ gt Hamfy smEoll oAl BREEHHHET A4 Felvel @bl FEHiBE
st gEEE] 4o ol & BY Adste 445 kA2 A5kt 1 #R
Selvet EHmpl ES FHBE FaESTHE AL S Jelgzal, Faia50 T FEpE
Fo] Efol dalAE sEmo s AR TS S JehA &gt

2 AP 2 skl Foual T ol s 485 Fshe AduHow sk i
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22 ERR%

& Jebdtdl, olelg d4do] #5 & == MeMEgEE Arel X BT, ko] oz
oA wel FHBEL TEe Sl WS Rdogd AduHoR FO gamo] FHBES o
Fdew o= AE A F ek weld felvel @%BE £ K FESH
BRERESE HHBES ol Y5 RFsts] of ol Addoz o grla s st uo
2 HHBES 7kl TEZe| oS REYAS TEAE &R WY 5 Utk

23 REATY FYol A waE AMe ERL o2 A3 A S Yt Ak E
oAf B logE st TMshx] YL =& A4 2 A7 wbo]2ho] 7] o Boll gAMel whe
HEBES FPT slotelx] R ole ¥ MEHEY BARIt = BEEY BAERM )
A3t 2EZel ool I BEMC dE AHPAE LAY BEREY T35 A4
stol Egmle] I $-5 Lk £As) AHBEe el FARM ERBEST 24l
o ¥+ Kk wad BAleh 4 Aghet

o)Abell A Absl & ulo} o] IWBEel lol4 TEZelo A B mEE Lsl7] of
Aok welbd b JEHEETF BEA Y 2 =E Aol Ao EREES JAP Yu
€ A4 =BT 2 F Uk el i lEsE s nestdol ¥ Fag BREL
ohiels RN BIBE AAH L 3lon O HiRl el ENBES] Wl =& MEy, =g
FEHBES WHOHOZ AEsI7|o o2& Bho] @7 ol Fol REBBREA HHBES Fa4
< FAs7lele ok AR ol g 4 ok ) =3t B WEI4 FEBEMST ¥ie
4 & BRE 59 5 U= Aol

weba ole] el FrhH HR Yadh, it KB ME) AW k] 3k
BE TEZee RS vot el e WEH Hllo] ML= ol 5T Aol dfel
ool AT KEKFRA o &k FBEF A Aoleh

40) J.C .Francis, op.cit., pp.169-172.
41) ] .C.Francis, S.H.Archer, op.cit., p.381.
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