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THEETREMNARRBECEIEINTSE
BHREBCLST, ot bEERBALCEIIR
BIBETAHERTHD, itz ¥, HHEZED
AT TARENSHE—BIKAT 2 AA LR
o T, EEHBCRIET H1CDREREDE
BRESCEESBEINDETHH 5, 12X DH
&, WEIEKEVIHERDOAF R sourced’ R
BETeh, BusEE LT, ZOENLEDL
5Bl E-> T BDO LML WAD [
FEEHBL] D, WEFTTIORED consultant
ELTCHBELHE X RE LTS HEMNRD [F
EREBLI DL, ACREERZESLTVD
i, RSB EY I E LTUIEDED
NTHA I, LICH»T, TORELE 5T,
HIEREOIKKE NS E#H £ O b DIXFIS
fHEZ H2b DO TR, TLABEUKLIER
FEOMERE B RREDICDDER L 725
DTHB, ZOERFEDOILITEELIER > A
7 & information system & M55, L7cds- T,
B AT A%, THELREYERDOES~
BT 558 mapping TH D,

bokd [l OBAEHRY AT &1L, &
DRENEECERT LI E2Bm2T<NbH L)
7T BEE clairvoyant TH %, —7, &< [l
fE) DINER Y AT 213, ED X5 REN
ARLISERAUERLMEELRRY (2<F
WO TZ DD, TheEEL) YAT A
ThbH, Hik%x, TEEHR Y A7 & perfect
information system, H%E% ¥ ri{fHo A7 4
null information system &\ 5, FREE7l il

2

] b > ER Y AT 2%, WL ORI
DEFR Y 7V u2ffETE X5 AT AT
BHBo LIchoT, DX KVAT ALDLSD
HERD BT BB LAY, BEO
FEEEELEAL L, o vRF axFIH L
Ihd, XOBEYRBERRERLITRS Z&MNT
EHTHA A9,

ETAHT, BEBEHR VAT 2 =2FIHTEHR
DL, B cost 3k bindH., EriFHY A
T ADOERILRErTHDHY, TEBFERY A
T AL ERITBERDB D ND THH S, LI
- T, BRIREEL, BHRYAT 20FHENDL
FERIND{HLE benefit HHEAEZE LIV
B> EBRELTRD LI NRIER VAT 2%
BEATH, LL, AMTIE VB2 TOX
STeEREEZINZ T L L S,

Fi v AT A2 DHRELERAL formal formu-
lation ¥, JARZIHER % £ OREBAIERE L L
TWwb, £ LT, BN EBRVCHERE
Wy AT A0 TEE ] &, HARRRAERDE
AMEIhictish> A 7 o OEE ZFBE LT
BEL, AFTIhnbL BERoF L LT D
Blackwell @ lemma TH» %, ZD lemma {1,
B % DOLEEIER v A 7 A DBERPIFIRTIE
HA3h, COHFOERCIKESFLLTER

(ZOFHEDT < e P3EE, Demski and
Felthan (1976) #&8), & Z A25, Blackwell
O lemma (&H < F THIRRIHER AR E T
HEE, M RAEROBIEEN DL LWEE
i, ThOTHEBEZD lemma b —&ICIL
RAL L7s\ye L7y T, Demski ZDHIEHK
BIRESLBERXIEREINETHHSA S, £
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B2, HARRRb B, TOHAEEENIDL, I F
XFENER, BRECI-THHEZ T T &
2, TRLORPEH A Z ERFEELLL O
Kahneman and Tversky (1979) @ Prospect
Theory TH 5,

AR, 20 Zd» T H EM7s Prospect
Theory ZE®Y AT ADEIL B L%
4, Blackwell ® lemma 2°&D X 5 BIE%
LELLS IR EPELMACL, £FLTLXOHE
WPIBR» D, EBEARRER L RT,

I, iR AEREHAV L ZOFHR>
A7 A% ERLL, NVTORBOF L & LD
Blackwell ® lemma #@-X%, [ TiX, &
ZBAR3 % Prospect Theory @ essence %3
BTSN TL, ARAC L > THLMC I his
BEEE RS, T b, Blackwell D lemma
DAL BEE TS DI Prospect Theory D
EDBERTH BN HERINRL, FORED
b, BELBEAY 525, VT, FPFRD
BEBCOWTEETS, 8 TR, AHELRA
CF — =% Y > Newman (1980) & & b
B, BOBEBISIEAFYTH D%
LT 5,

I BRPDAXRRCLDIER AT LOMHEE

ARARCDELRTHEER ST 5 BRAE
T, TIbbHIRF ARG EEHR AT 4D
TV—AT =%, TOETEHYTHY,

BRERESE L, #oRBRNLD, KD 4DD8
DEBENTHENTELLKET S,

1D W TNTOEROESY AL TS,
Db, H—DFER (BB, 17
B adnBHEINS,

2) THERICRBOEAEZSET5H, 71T,
D5 b, ME—DIRAE s NEBIAE S, L
1eioT, fTBlacsA WEbRI-Z 10 X
LEERIL, EOREE s€S M Ttk
F35,

D e BERCOVT, RERSOHIHRT
% BEEHR ] 28R,

FIE 35 (1982)

3) SOEIDREs HRLIBERY ¢() &
T3,

4) Y IDHRY, pla,s) EEDHLTE B
BREZL, TOHRDOHMA Upla, s))
HIHET A ENTEBERET S, Th
Z, #DT, U, s) EFELLTHLELD
2 TR, '

DEDOERED S & Tk, BROEEIEF%,

BHAOWREDKE I TRDLT ZENTES,
Tihebb,

E(Ula)>EUla)=a>a’
ZZT, a>a &, aDFMa LT EFINT
WBHZ ERRT ET D,

LIch o T, THEERCETHERBREEZED

RETENT, M

E(Ula) =s€ZSU(s, a) $(s)

TRRCTHIIN a*€A #FIRTHZ LT
BB, Tichb,
E(Ula*)=13llgj< E(Ulo

=gré§4xs.z_:; UG, a)p(s) (2.1)

R BERCE S RBREER, C 1D &
TrREhsd, Z0X5kEr 1%, #£45 (A4,
S, ¢, Ut EFRbL, EARREME LTEz &
TT5Y, Larl, bhibhdwFEELEY D -
TWBRIL, TOEAREMBTITRL, &
OREZERML LI, SKBETHIRALMD
EBMIERIBELRLEETH D,

— DDA L LT, EAREHECS
FNTW2HER A, S, ¢, U LIS SBINAY
BRABONTTVWEARIE, BEREC X5
FHAOMIEDL, dBHA R 1DRTHD,
T —DODMEHLB AL, WEXIT S RN, IE
HEC EDRRE seS AR 20E2MmY 5 554
ThHH, TOLEFORBERET X HHHELHD
MEX, BB,

sgs{rglgj( UG, &) }p(s) 2.2

2) BRX— (1971) #&R,
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A

7 F LR BE®REFOD
7oz RS S A ¢ i )
$ (yl7) a(y,m) M ¢ (sly,n)

l

4

B 2.1

THbH, (2.2) XA, (2.1 K& /DXL
CEFVHIETH o, EOMREENIEREZHD D
5hHT EE, AERBCTILREDBERYTES
CEETZ2ZETHE00, (220056021
TELFIWICflifE %, SEE®ROMIEE T2
ENTED,

ETAHT, B, HREAFITICIE=A L
NELT S MmD, L LELERAFDOHO 2
AND, EEBEROMEL D b RE L ehud,
ED XS BEREES T EXAEBH TR,
TO5FTAHE, OB/, £LBMH
BWREAFLIEWHELR IV EWS &, BWTFL
b5 TR PRIy —A0H D 5 5,
DED, BOLNTEBERY, 3 A% 7 4
v POBLEMND, b o & b ABEWNILHEE DB,

THERECET 2 BHEIE O HEDORE
&%, K2 1WA LTERLTWLZ 59,

VIFADINIET =20, FHRYAT A
CI-oTREEBREBECEEINS, pik, B#H
7 —A source &b XERBZENDHB, VI

3) ZDOXIZ, Demski (1972) % X ¥ Demski and
Feltham (1976) WEADEEXI 272bDTH
%o 7ok, TOMEYESIERCAT ATIEHAL
1EEORFIT OV, 522K,

FARZT EBROBRBIEE O AR
T AHHMNL, WX (), s€S TEDLIR T
Do A AN NEREXNE, YAT Aphrbv
rrnyXd b s, BRRESOHENL,
SRR ¢Gly, ) TELIhBZ L T K
5o BHMD XL SHBIL, A% ¢(6) & ¢
Gly, ) 31L& Wd Z & THD e
KX ¥ &L g, THa ORED, &
BOAFILL > TEEEZITHTHH 5, L
o, BEREZDORA, UG, aly, 1), 1)
THbTIENTED, 2L, UTT,
Hfbooilcd, BT, explicit I, 7 TKE
LW ERET S, Thdz, AR, Uls
aly, 9)) &5,

3T, BRREEZ, vAFaphby sy
Ny BZ T E STt RERITE of A RAT
XoTthET S,

E(Uly, 5, a®)

=max s§SU<S’ ¢Csly, 7 2.3

YIFAYIE, VAT AL, EEHT ek
Z ¢yl HRETERSNAHRERY ORE
EThr00, BERIREEDN, AT 2% H
WTHB LIS RKOIIRELIAE,
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EWU|pD=XZEWly, p, a“ )¢y |n)
yey (2.4)

&8, Wz ki, (2.4) Kb, (21D
REZE LGB, Y AT & p OIEHMHEE
Wz 5hH, ZOEIL, HTHX5% Blackwell ®
lemma XV, A LD, LT, SK
B35 ERVIEH ¢() DSt BmiEHRs 4
FIAHRGGREBS —2DEHR A 7 & & &
%, ThE¥efE#v Ay a g THEbL, 5
ZEMVAT &2 P> HERbTE, FEDVA
FTApRHL, KOPERIRIT S,
EUIMLSEWUID<EWUI|p™) (2.5)
ST, ERMER ¢G) IEBRMETEZDT,
BERAT 2D lifED EHEEET S L9, R
%X (@2.5) X v, EBOER > A 5 2 DOffifEiL,
el AT 20ffEX /LR, %L
B AT 20MMEL D KE TS,

(2.5) Ko—Bisr —2, Tibb, £E
DIEH S A7 & 9, p? OIffER H#rT5FH D
ELT, Thhbli<5b Blackwell ® lemma
BBHBD, LTORENC, fineness DEHEXR LTE
BRIEIE B,

VAT A, SHLYNDE/RTH D 0
B, 7: S=Y DL, y=p() ¢EL T L
MTED, T, VAT aphb, hbHVS
TNy ~NEHINDLREDELAE

Syr=1{s€SIp(s)=y}
TEbLL, {SylyveY} &S DEl partition &
5, DM,

USyy=S

yey

LIk EI, B DERBDO Y 7 F vy, y*€EY
X LT,
Sy'nNSyp=9
& B%,
THE TEDO y'eYRFLT, SyprCSyy &
B X5 yieY WEETLHEE, ¥
AT s pt XD pt 1L fine (EMECIL,

4 LT, BH AT LA0ffER, ZOEFHEXH
%o
5 Dk, ¥rEFEYERLTRESTHS,

BREREDE $HI% #3585 (1982)

finer) TH 5,
fine DB &%, fE LA A GTHBELL S,
RREODEASIE, 6BOREYEATHSLD
&?50 ?tﬁb%; S:{Sh Y 56}0 %:‘f’ &
DESBEDOER AT 2 BEX D,
()= ¢° if s€{s;, -, s} =S
7(s) =y~ if s {s;} fori=1,--,6
7 (s) = Yt if se{s}

ye' if s€ {ss, s3}
ys' if s {s}
Y if  s< {ss, se}
?(s)="{y,? if  s< {sy, sa, 53}
i’!/zz if s€ {ss, 55, 56}
0%9=1m3 if  s€ {s1, 53}
Yy’ if se {ss}
ys® if s< {54, ss}
Y4® if s {s¢}

P’ 1%, FOREBBEIASEFCRUYSF
LB LRID, ST 5 EMER
et LT, Thix, EefEHs
AT ATHD, 9~ 1%, £y rrrnBbhh
X, EMECZORBHEANETFTHITS Z &M
TEO0 b, BEBERVAT 2 THD, VAT
A ph P W, IR X OFEE sy — AT
DB, WHMT, 9t & ° 1%, 9 LV fine
THbH, LL, pt & »* 1, fine AL TIX
HET& 7w, Lichia T, fine DHEAITFIE
FThHb, ZOFERRLICLDNRR 2.2 TH
o TIT, VAT AL, EASKELT,
noise ¥ GATR Y AT A THHEF TN, =D
X 57 E13, fineness DA FEHATS =
IR TE IS,
Blackwell’s lemma
VAT A P RVAT AR XD fine TH
51D DRLEAHEME, EEOEARER
BT DT,

6) = OFEI2WTi%, Marshak and Miyasawa
(1968), & B\ L, Marshak and Radner(1972)
2R,
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VATLoqt

VATFL

/N

EWUla*(H, pO=EUla*(@®», 7¥
(2.6)
TH5H,
fine TR LB TEX R WBHE, Tibb, pt 2
7 XD fine TH7L, 2 A3 pt XD fine(Z
n%, gt 2 p? XD coarse £H\WH) ThHis
WS, EARERMBEC X T, gt 2 g
X DEF((2ORLEMDZIhICh, p? 8 pt X
DEF(2.0ORDARFETNHU)I N T 5 B
BT, BHDHPHIER S AT A%, fineness \ZB
LCIHF 25 Z S TEI, Aal & 3,
fineness ICBY LB RIBE TAH MK, Z D lemma
XOE®RY AT ADHEN B TE B,
7) EEBAIX, Denski and Felthan (1976) 23% - &
LA TH B,
8 FHV AT 2RI DOVWTD L » & —fEHY 7
7 7B —FDOWTIE, Marshak and Miyasawa

(1968), BHEOBFFEIC-OUTi, Hilton (1981)
ZEM,

VAT

(219) 61
SaEEH S ZATL 77

NG

Y RF L7

I JFHHEIREELZR Prospect Theory

RS, THEERCRT S ERRE
DT RKREREEZE L CE I, BETLF
DEBICE 2 28 TiIniswk, UL, =0
By, fENEROBHEHMN =L TH B D
T, TRNTCORENERREE L, ZOHHBHD
RERTHES TENREEIR TS, Lichis
T, —2DORFEIEFTHHEN Lisrug, #gs
IRMERY, TOEYSMRLS ZLiTiedy,

9 —, BHLHROIEMESAIERHET 2 0D
X, TOHEFRSRRETHIAERCUILEED
FERFEEAH|ET L EAEL RS, L,
HOHEENBELZ ENRD L, FOBMBIIHTENHE
BERILY, LhL, EnbivsT, 2OH
EOELMENREL D/l D
Ly BTFLIZES Ed U 2iny, flind - L5
KW REND, ZOBWHER—DELENES
NABAREE S 2 W2 e b TH D, &

RDO=_—21hi<)
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spect DRI X > T, KD X S WCEEKRT B,
1) regular case p+g<1 or £>0>y (or
z<0<y) D& &,
V=r(pulx)+z(g@uly)
7oL, «(0)=0, =(0)=0, z(1)=1
i) not regular case p+g=1 M2 (2>
y>0 or z<y<0) D& ¥,
V=u(y)+r(p)lulx)—uly)]
M AERTL, AR« OHEEIDOWT
X, B OB S LR D R I D
b, Ao SAER 2 & &7
violate TAHERE IO\, LIt -T, &
DR L TIRE T TER L9,
Prospect Theory THR b EE L HEIAH - T
WBHDIY, MEBIE weighting function &I
ENs ol T5HETHD, EBd LI
CEB IR ZIETAHEIKRDOE X ) TH
51,
© A-HESEME subcertainty
r(p)+r(1—p)<1 for 0<p<1

12) regular case IZ2O\WTIY, T & uD—EHEFF
EERETHABERDBREINRTVHDT, &
BEEZDHZEHTESH, not regluar DFE
X, ABTREHENDERLLTWA Lidvz,
HLETERTH S,

13) L2 L, BiEELDHARKEY RVETER I+
W H b, Kahneman and Tversky & EHT D
AL T\\W5b,

14) Q% E L ERPERZRRL 5,

Ok, Allais OHFROFTH %, EIRFIFEL D
HEZ, prospect DEEEE MO -1 1) #H
W3k,

u (2,400)> 7 (0. 66) u (2, 400D

+ 7 (0. 33) « (2, 500)

b, Lich -1,

[1— 7 (0.66)] u (2, 400)

> 7 (0. 33) u (2, 500)

—7, FRME20HEL Y, REC,

7 (0. 33) u (2,500)> 7 (0. 34) » (2, 400)
ZD2ODREXMND,

1— 7 (0.66)> = (0. 34)
B DT,

7 (0.66)+ 7 (0.34)<1
THIL, FHEEEODOLEMACM LRV, @&
@D\ TITERT 5,

(221) 63

1.0 -

0 0.5 1.0
P
£ 3.1
@ FLLFItE subproportionality
©(pg) _ n(pgr)

2(p) = 1(pr) for 0<p, ¢, r<1

3 MINE overweighting
z(p)>p for small p
ZOAff, EERHFEE»OHRBHCHEB I T
Wi, DEFEHIBIRES D, ROMENBT
BT b,
@ w(p)<p for large p
® #’(p)>0, z(0)=0, z(1D=1
D5, MEMHERERXT S OWEL,
OrB@FTTH 5,
T DZhHLDOWEMND, © ORE 7 H B
D ENTED, K310, RERNM
HEKTHDY,

N Prospect Theory % R 7-1&#R: X
T LoD &

RREL D TELS, TETR LR
ROPFICRL T EXTER T AL EH D
D) ORI CHBP LT THD, b
FLLWEER RV Lichid Tildilav, R
HLETIDOEHTHS,

I T#H L7z Blackwell © lemma %, & &
XY RER Y EBCEL TV BB TH

15) Kahneman and Tversky (1979)
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%705, Prospect Theory Z# B LB A1,
— I L S TH D, L
> T, ROBHAIcBEERIY, Prospect Theory
BEBTORA T, TRITESS BER O —%
ITH5h 5, Blackwel D lemma ZIE5ET 5
TENEZDLRB, L, =KL IR
BALENS, TTINHALOB RS D S, fineness
THERRE/L 2 PDEHR VAT 4T, FOIffE

DHETHIO5REAR L LDB I ENEET
HH5, TLT, ZOFRFMETL, —#
Prospect Theory @ EFDERA Blackwell @
lemma W2 &EPHIE L T2 0% B9 Licid h
IR BIRNTH A D LENHIC LR Y T,
ME—Z D X 573k A & LT, Newman (1980)
BHb, Lnl, BEL)LD, HOFEEOR
DTz T, fineness DAHEVIFERAZ T/t -
TWA7cd, FEBITIX, Blackwell @ lemma
DEEFRIZLLVER V2O TH B,
T, BRe D, HETSHERIL Prospect
Theory @ & D#n— X b BRI, InEE
BrDELDOLENEHLTW200%, £<#
BF L Cu s,

T, PP, REMEY RS —HRIC
ZBL 1L, Blackwell ® fineness lemma % 3L
S 72\ Prospect Theory DERERN, %
DFERIC L EOWT, EBEAIR S 25,

D X 5 KB payoff table & 2 5,

51 S2 53
a ulas, s©)  ulas, s2) 0
as ulas, s ulas, s2) 0
(s> oG P (s2) PCss)
Z 2T,
PGs)+d(s2) <1 é(ss) >0

16) IMEREH z DONHb@DEF TOHET, EAEF
BT HUT, prospect Of{EEEMA — L &
9, Prospect Theory (¥, MIEZIAERIC—IX
T5,

17) Newman (1980) D¥EM, RIUFHEOHED
ToWTi, F#E22R,

BI% %35 (1982)

u(ag, 51)>u(a1, Sl>>0
u(al, 52)>u(az, 52>>0
ZLT, HHRYAT 2
1. 100 — Y1 if se{s}
7' 0 {ZM if  s€ {5, s}
7% LR AT A p’()=y foralls

OffifE%x T 5, ZOFIBERL IOER> A
5 2%, Newman 232 B BT 5 &3 1EH
VAT AEBYCER LLETLEWZ B TH
A5 (48D Newman DEBFIE SR,

LN, YAF AP OFBYAT A gt X
D fine THD, HFEYART 2L Y IS FAZFlT
D, #Eia,, a, ZRE LI E XD prospect D
ffifEL,

7713 V<611|?J1> u(dl, Sl)ﬁ}

Viazly) =ulas, s
Viaily) =ulas, si)m (¢(52Iy2))}ﬁﬁﬁ@j
Viasl yo) =ulas, s3)m(plsslya)) )& ar

7% Via)=ula, si)ulp(s:)) +ulas, so)m(p(ss)

4 Viaz) =u(as, s)u(d(s1) tulas, s2)n(@(ss))
Lleb, LichinaT, ¥F, Y274 g Off
X, 2 2DEFER A5 (not regular case) o

1) wuCas, s >ular, s (@Csely))

2 ulas, sO<ulai, s2)w(PCs2ly2))
Bz ¥, QDBE&TIL,

V(7?1):u(az, 31)75(¢(S1)>

+ulas, s2)w(PCs2ly2)) A—n(P(s1))
4.1

Eish, AT A 7 OffifEid, LREHH,
Viay, Via) D2BY NS5,

WE, YATF A p! TRRU)Dr—A, vAT
& 2 T, V@D =V(a) BERLThD VA
T ADMMETHD LETB (TRTDr —R1T 4
B LEkdiaT,

Vo —-v(ep®D
=u(ai, 32)75(¢(52l?/2))(1—73@5(51))
—u(as, s)T(PpCsa))
COERFNERCEKFTLI LD TR &
b,

@jt{i, asz
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75(925(52[ y2>)(1_7[(¢<51>)"777(¢<52>)
2, ToakEhhECfEY &y, FIBERCIRE
A FBAGR7s < Blackwell @ fineness lemma 7%
W THEEwehs, Thib,

T SO

—n($(s2)) (4.2)
DOHESHIREE D, 2T, d LINER
DHED S, FPHEE DT ODIFALLVL
T5&, Lo, 13E,

_ #G)
§ (¢(52> RN )”@5 () +¢ (s
—E<¢<SZ>) (4. 3)

CELWL, E2AN, TRk, PO EH
X0, FFEETHD, BD3FH Dy —ATD
WTHe{FBALIEN b, LT, ¥
AF At VAT A g CBETBRY, Y
ML Blackwell @ fineness lemma % B &
BAHEMY LB, KEFAEZ, TodofmR%:
30, Wz b, BTHIE, LA B E
E, fineness lemma VI L7a< 75, &2
BB, DRICE S LIXRLIWDTH D, FE
SEefE#Re AT 4~ BFIATRTAHE, o7
& pt OffifEIZ DT, FHFIMELL, fineness
lemma ZHRIYLIEAEEY B, FHERMER,
ZTOHDEELTHDTHBHY, Lich-T,
AL DI B —HY £ F LT DOWTD con-
jecture & UT, ¥REFEM & FHAIHIL, finenes
lemma B L, HECHMITTHIERET5 &0
ZBHTHH5,

T, KT Blackwell @ fineness lemma 7%
WET OB EOHEAERE S,

18) SELEH v A 7 4 OffifEr:,

V(™) =ulas, sOn(@(s1)) +ulas, s2)w(@H(se))
ThbH, LI oT, Dy —R(1DTETS
g, (4.1) RTHA»1D,

7($(s2))—m(P(s2] y2)) (1 —n($(s:)))>0
ThiZE, fineness lemma AFILT 5, ZDOF
HXROLETLL, brdE U2DREFEFNER
BIETTHDH, LIch o TERLDEENRILT
50
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BRI &L LT, T3 TU % New-
man DLDOERFHL I 5,
EQD:{Q1+Q9ﬁ2brpE(Q1)

0 for p=0
MFHETIRRTB X O, ZOIEREKL,
Prospect Theory TEF ShAEEMEE Y &
2L TWwb, LichioT, rEEMDL FHAIKE
L HFAET DD T, fineness lemma DR FI%w A0
5 et 4.3) R&Lb,

- ( ¢ (s ><< (g (o)
¢ (s +¢(ss) | m(p(s) +é(sa))
4.9
LB X 5 REBDHERNE 2 bl hidis
bt FDT, bhvbiuk, ¢ =0.9,
(s =0.05, $(ss)=0.05 % EA, = 5T 5
&, (4.4) 1%,

7 (0. 05)
7 (0. 1)

Lleh, AT a gt &y OffEXHFELL S
ThbhH, ROFIBEXI L, FE L TAHA X
5o

0.325= 17 (0. 5)K =1.013

S1 So S3
ax 10 12 0
as 12 10 0
$(s) 0.9 0.05 0.05

7' V(aly) =10 Via:lyD =12
Vialy2) =127(0.5)=3.9
V(as|vy2)=107(0. 5) =3. 25
V(nH)=127(0.9) +3.9(1—7(0. 9D

=10.615

7% V{a)=10z(0.9) +127(0. 05) =9.517
V(a:)=127(0. 9) +10x(0. 05) =20. 173
V(9?)=20.173

LizhioT, YAT 2 9%, £rfdfiv 27 A
72 L O/ eflifix b > T\ 5%,

vV & & » &

fineness (¥, BT T - - HIEEAT
HbH, T, —HEAFKBEECTENIT b 1z
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Prospect Theory %, fineness DHE&ICE H T
HBRCHELD LTI ARKRE, £5FTHE, N
BTHLMIC INICAFEDOETADH ETOE
RAERRS I OEEMI—F LD X 5 THERT
XX DEA S oy, FILT, HEHRVAT A
DffifE% i U% & &, Prospect Theory IX3EH
RRBRTHDEVZDDIES S0, —DDN
BEEELT, IHTHRRIEH Y AT 2 ffE
DEBHABEII S ahis &5 2 EnE L
bhbd, Rit, ZOEBOMT, 3T 2 &EH
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