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HE4 Av 2 (stochastic dominance model) & % 4x}o] &L 4ol vla dubd ol 7}
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o) AAz Afetzd gleldE oot e MIENS HA 2 flvh
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D Blume M., “Portfolic Theory: A Step toward It's Practical Application”, Journal of
Business, Sep. 1970, pp. 561-575.

(2) Tehranian, H., “Empirical Studies Using Higher Degree of Stochastic Dominance,” Journal
of Finaace, 1980, pp.420-456.
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A o lol A p= A Fi@elw, 47 ez eeldl AuAEGMD)e}eh A hEsh 2l
Aol D,

OMD=4= [[ |z —y1f (@) f () dzdy (2-2)

z GMD: 7153 2E #EBE(EE 74499 23S € Ae ndee B4 AL H,
ol 5o Ao AURS FTFF ok A 2-2% i I e 2 8 g (discrete random variable)
ql 4%z wiad 4 2-3% ek @

— I o ; o

4= NON-D I3lxi—xe] (JER) (2-3-1)
Ar—f— SZ|xi—x] (JFHB) (2-3-2)
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% el Aol of @ 4 23164
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gd Aee del 48R AE AE ARAsz e shtel AFAzIRG B
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(3) Gastwirth, J.L., “The Estimation of the Lorenz Curve and Gini Index”, The Review of
Economics and statzstzcs 1972, pp. 306-316. '

(4) ol AA¥Fu e A F WP A4 ol WAl AT Aelrte] wmepa Ao FE F A

7 874 745sek. ol °l] tﬂ # A1 = Kendall and Stuart, “The Advanced Theory of Statistics”,

Vol. 1, 4th Ed. Griffin (London), 1977, p.47. Az,
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b

(&) GMD=T~1/2[" ['|R-r| f(r)f(R)dr-dR 2-9)

4 24k ol ze) Aol 128 B8 AA, ol 4 24% 05t po] Ak
Hoz Wasls] 4o},
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=p—a—[1-F®R)Y ar (2-5)
Y 2-5& 59 Yoz e MG/ &3 SDr#5e) BAS Fana & o g3
AgET. 7 £ GMDE TEE2) 00 R G435, ofue] = 3 3ol Wy
BA o) Ag e}, ®

I'=2 J :R[F(R) “1/21f(R) dR (2-6)

A 2-6% WA, T WAF R F(R)Ze) #585% 2008 298 o = oo}
e st e 44 2eo. @

T G eI, 4 25230 p-as] RS 2tk o)w] mel R o]

(5) Samuelson, P.A., “General Proof that Diversification Pays.” Journal of Financial and
Quantitative Analysis 2(March 1967), pp. 580-84.

(6) Atkinson, A.B., “On the Measurement of Tnequality.” Journal of Economic Theory 2(Sep.
1970), pp. 244-63.

(7) Dorfman, R., “A Formular for the Gini Coeflicient.” Review of Economics and Statistics
61(Feb. 1979), pp. 146-9.

(8) Kendall and Stuart, The Advanced Theory of Statistics, Vol. 1, 4th Ed. London: Griffin,
1977, p.54 (ex. 2.9)

(9) Yitzhaki, S. and Shalit, H., “Mean-Gini, Portfolio Theory, and Pricing of Risky Assets.”
The Journal of Finance Vol. 30, No. 5(Dec. 1984), p. 1452
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2. Ry=R,+R, 2tz & w] I'y<I+ 1o th

e EAES BHREY A ¢ fobebeh ez 49 E Mean-Giningol 71&
2] Mean-Variance 28 0 2 %8 A4, #A® o] FAASL ¥ 43d F 9152 o2y
B u] sl Ze|ch

3. F#-X|L] #% (Mean-Gini model: MG model)

Foll A FEA Al Y (SDRY)FH FF-L4 2y MVRE)E Axdsts 2 REM
S A noet A7 AE 28K 2Ycl MVEHo] 2t A &4e Hel g AAHA, §4
o o)EAon $4¢ SDEY) HgA AR Al Fr AzE G 2yl ATA
Y 23 (MG model) & 27} stch,

(1) MG gzle] i 3 HAE

MG 2gol gt A A5 B tie] el A 4 GMDIN)E APHEE A
#3225 Hrngolt %, g8 MI/ES Fibe] MaAHd FEFL HAE A
Hathe Aol

Mr ¥ 199 F S8R 2 F 6ol olew

prepeo) 2, Tr<leol™ (g, Helm shrie) ntisle] Adletacr #) Fu
GE AW

MG B8o] 7t 7hah & BES FA dlte Wohgel glejA oW FEIT MR
(%, MV 23o] ool Ashg F52h%) griges Fost ol Fef A 5 drbodl At
MG =gz SDEH Apole] 4ot thee) FAE2TEH o & Halshe] Erh

M1 99 F HERE F 6ol % W, MGAIES 53 gkl A

MGAZ @ pr>pe0) 2 pr—Trzpe—Ta
olul, MG 7| 25 847 A7) Fel &l Fob GL Auwjalr] 3% BE §F
fRo] of. ¥

i 20 F(R)SY G(R)o] wolof 18 b= RMEASetL o, MI7)E2 FDG

B (10) 1011 Bﬂﬂ Zu .2 Yitzhaki, S. “Stochastic Dominance, Mean Variance, and Gini’s Mean
Difference.” Amer:can Economic Review 60(Junc 1970), pp.457-59% F=Z.




7t 7 A8 £ fRigel Ak b
A7 AEE, 2oalubtx, —#E ¥ (uniform distribution), 5l 2,
o GEF2rt ool sl gulu], o 79 MI AEL FDG 2734 483 ol A g}
o449 s 2iH o A Wr By 584 AFE Aol AL ohgst o] A
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(11) ool W& Z9 & Ibid., pp. 179-180. 3z
(12) Yitzhaki, S. and Shalit, H., op. cit., pp. 1455-56.
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ol 4 vt FAA o MVe} MGebe] wr) ik Ay Rk MV Zddel ) ofal xE=Ee]o
o) Frol-e9) Sie vhE o] el & glrh
a?=Zw,COV(R;, R,) (2-7)
w; L TR ol el R HECGw=1)
A 2-6o. =¥ GMD i 919 #ak fAHa gejz el 5 2leh

Iy=2| RCF,(R) = 1/2)dF, (R)

=2 COV[R,, F,(R,)] (2-8)
oldl, Ry=2w;R;0]n =
I,=2 Zw; COV(R,, F,(Ry)] (2-9)

A deh & oie AW AdY S R ZEZFAeY FUE R0 M, I
AW e 4 F Rop xEZe o8] THEEEE F(R) o) StAHE B Al
o} mETHE Ade ¢ 4 sk zelm, 4 2-9% A A48 GMDyl Ii=2 COVIR,
F(R)IZ vrml, vhest 22 A48 98 4 e

ry=3wbl,

__COV[R;, Fy(Rp]
T COV(R;,, Fi(R))

A 2-108] ojuel Hal e o] Feol Agdlr 2 dheh,

(3) MG¥ FIM¥ CAPM

MG 239 5848 712 MV-CAPM3| f-A3 THEFMEIGE PO MG R ot

858 4 gleon g4 Bj& Ak $4, MV-CAPMe| gt mgd zrepspA 43
Bp7 2 gheh 0

TBAE -

O FAASEL ERERTH 7. M #R-E Bktsts dh

@ EARAEE oA 98 T} kel A xstd 2EIZeeE A9

@ 2E E2AREY FA J13L 171 3oz T8t

@ JEH FITHRZ, ofFd AF Aol fIA =w Y o+ 2ok

® FAAE 50 gA el da F—T Wit A

® AFol EAsA gz A G 22 A=Al Al aclel flrh

V] (2-10)

(13) Yitzhaki, S. and Shalit, H., op. cit., pp. 1457-60.
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MG-CAPM2 7] £9] MV-CAPMe) %2 2012 a2y, dub o /] MV igd 2
EEe) o7 obd, SD7| el wE 583 gl £ dis LEZ oS MG 7} ol 9
A mEAnF s otk 227 e S BTl oA thes e 25
7HHE dez g,

B BE (9 Al @9 A=)

DO FAAEL Fol3l Mitelhasdel oot GMDel ola) 248 ik 52 3439

o2 ANES} WIFHAS BALE)
@ 714 @ell A8 Qe Hapay a4 SMMel A =g ul = rlg) 18] MG 7}
T8 H8A7 224 SOD)S HHHEAA SMG)E AA g},
@ FAAEL Fold A5 Eol dlste] GMDE 2 48E & 9= $459 AgE
T BB LEELE 0§ WS,
B H
FAAL ] 2EEHLY FIEL
R;=Fw;iRi+ (1—Zw;j)ry (2-12)
oleh. wetd FRA jo) BERE ML et ol & 4 gtk
Min I’;=2 COV(R;, F;(R))]J=2 2uv,;,COV[R;, F;(R})]
s.t. gi=Zo, i+ (1—w;)r, (2-13)
A Rl 4E ol8ste] A 2139 I Rk HEFES Tebd ohost g,

2 COVIR;, F,(R))+2 5 oy VR BRI] _p (o

(i=1, 2, -, a) (2-14)
ti=Zwijpi+ (1—Zowy)ry
A9 A 2-140 w0 F F3z o] E BE F4e didle] oEn

I'y=2; Zo;(pi~ry)
=4; (Zwjpi+ (1—Zei)r—r/]
=4; {pi—ry) (2-15)

utetA]
t=r+ (/471 ; (2-16)
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(1" 2-3) MG-CAPM

2 Qe 4 gk 4 2162 AW FAA o) glolAd kiR (p)T ) Aol
(2.7 233 2L HE MEH 28 e oA FAAEE FAE] RELEA
Ot A BEE frs A4S s 4 2162 ZE FAAEelA oA FA
Aol Dok webd, 289 M FARE] f@Adeld FAE & A9 ANIHE A
AzEEN s A olwe iy WA His

1A= (pm—17)I'm (2-17)
o] Ach wmd, AR jo FR)E F98 A4 £4 ¥t 4dglol ZE FARAE
Al Gold Fu(Rw)ol 22 FRA j7b nfotels LEE 09 GMDe I3t 2o we
A 4 2-1424H

03 wy; O COVIR, Ful(Rn)] g (2-18)

Wy
£=1 0 w;

o]z A 2-14, 2-172.%H

=1+ (m—17) *2COV(R;, Fu(Rm)I/Tm (2-19)
g HEHERE 228 4+ vk oA 4 2-19% B A AR ks ek
Gae] BAA ez fEdUA 4 2108 AgEch &,

_. COV(R;, Fu(Rm)] p__ (R,
e:m—'COVER“ F.(R,)] s Px-*ZCOV[Rn F,(R.)]

olmr A 2-19%
pi=ri+ (tm—77) *Oim i/ lw) (2-20)
o)tk olul, Oind AE HIMRMEA, &4 Wl gglol & i & A £




T ouE A9 IE 245 REERAS HEe ou)ge), 09 MV-CAPMe] Al 9] 87}

Bi=pim(ai/am) (2-21)
EEAHE A Aretebd, 4 2-209 9 g 2@ o J=
ﬁlzﬁim (Pl/rm) (2_22)

AA ek e i) Mamame) Wi #ifel Y BUREER SA4 T 4 At

MG-CAPMe] g HEdfy Hfikiol w2} BaAn BHtsolsbs o el 4 o) 3= o
°F =2 MV-CAPMS] pohi= duid ez o & sdelch meir}, ¢4 =o5d MG
R MV A &e] w584 PPe] zPRol Y ATFHELEdIAYD 4 2215
A 2-229] Bz BAF AnE A Aok shvehd, ERSAL A a9 T Abolol =

Ii=a;/I1'2 (2-23)
olehe sk A ey d ol ek, 09
4. EFE HP-XL 23 (Extended Mean-Gini model)

19704 % AL 29 TRAA FUATEES 2P0 A2 e A5 Busgch 0

o] Eut A& FEM(Atkinson index) v} Aleldl, (HtiZIEi(value judgement)o) &} F 37

24 AFA detul ¥ ()3t Alsfelube AE G2 1A sl A —’f—%c' YT EE
ZAE 4 AxE & Aolvk. Kakwani(1980), Donaldson(1980), Weymark (1981) Zo 3
Aol 7bA] #hde] vl A2 Y-S A Ao, 07 Yitzhaki(1982) & AW ¥

o gA=te] geidstel 7] & MGEYo FAtale] A¥e] W@ 1A =& v A7 B
ik 13- &5 (extended Mean-Gini model: EMG)$ wbZ 5}¢t}. 19 2 Ao 4= EMG
22 Ad 3 EMG-CAPMe] 52 s34 & 49 uwz g,

(1) &4« Fat-A1Y 23 (EMG model)

71E9] CAPMel A= ol e o] &&E 2ol tale] BE LXAREL T3 7))

(14) Schechtman E. and Yitzhaki, 8. “A Measure of Association Based on Gini's Mean
Difference.” Mimeo, Department of Agricultural Economics, The Hebrew Universicy, Feb.
1984,

(15) Nair, U.S., “The Standard Error of Gini’s Mean Difference.” Biometrika 38(1936), pp.
428-36.

(16) Atkinson, A.B., “On the Measurement of Ineqwuality,” Journal of Economic Theory,
2(Sep. 1970}, pp. 244-63.

(17) Kakwani, N.C., “Application of Lorenz Curves in Eomnomic Analysis.” Journal of Public
Economics, 5(1976), pp.161-68.

Donaldson, D. and Weymark, J., “Ethically Flexible Gini Indices for Distribution in the
Continvum,” Discussion Paper, No. 8020, CORE, (Revised March 1981).

(18) Yitzhaki, 8. “Stochastic Dominance, Mean Variance, and Gini's Mean Difference,” American

Economic Review 72(March 1982), pp. 178-85.
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:p~a;J‘:[1—F(R)]” dR (2-24)

re)e A& st fA% G 22 545 %=

1. I'm)e #kx Jed Biggelel, p—al LRJE Rerh

2. el Ak vl daA

I{vy=p—E{(min(R,, Ry, ---, R, o]+

Ry=aRo) gtz &, Fp(w)=la| I'i(v) o}

4. Ry=R,+ct}zm &ol|, Iy(v)=I"(v) oIt}

T ) =p—T2(0) 208 Ryo] Rt AL, 22 2Hi A &7l £ DR fEfe]
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rlr
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e, (1.3 94 1
6. ook 1M maste TAHGEEES ZE R, Rel A4
(=T ()3~ [ — 2 (@) 12> 0(for all v>1)& Rio] ReE A 24 54 AujE o
& For fEfEelvh (1.3, BA 2)
r@w)e £4< ool w7 §13ted, 4 2-24% chgrat 3ol vebd & Ak
I'(v)=—v-COV(R, [1-F(R))"} (2-25)
A 2255 wwl, vrb A6 webd 4oge Ad A FA g2 AFU-FRe T
Aoyel Wil g & dpde] edsxm geh. &, wrh & okd AAFeEH AL B
o} o Aol FAAEL de AuE APAR N)E Sl 2y el REAR
e Aeleth
ve] M A 224z ElE 2% 5 vk A4 2-2404

(¢]

pT'(W)—ar JZ[l—F(R)]"dR (2-26)

ol =z, ve] Ftol whetA
v=] Qu} ; p—I' (1) =u
T 19) Yitzhaki, S. and Shalit, H. (1984), op. cit., p. 161.



v==2 Qi ; u—I 2Q)=p—-T
v=codw] ; y—TI"(0)=a

7tk F@e Qa7 vghel webd Ad$dE peiy AgEelAs il 2

oleh @ & gleh A v=12l A$E A4 zeu|da IM@yst 00lnz fly shyre] 7
Folnl, v=2¢l AE I'm)=rol22 $355] o|”e) FF-AnFe #$S heky
o v=cot 18 & TEL dojdle] AdFdEzrE dPzerde 4728 o] oy
g Ha 98 a7t B 99 s A Aol =@, 0<r<1S Wi 99 BF
e AR A4 5 9ok

B AYBAE 2EEH 00 A8, AEY AUGaet $48 4 2278 I &
T gt

I'y(v)=~vZo; COV(R;, [1—F,(R,))"} (2-27)
WA 2-24m

') =p,—a-— I:[l—Fp(R) JdR (2-24)
ol e}, o 7] 4]

V=1-F(R)); 1) = o1~ FR)I-f(R)

— LAl
U=R i sr 1

olvl, HEMSLS Fio e gL e Qe
P,(v):p,,—v-J[l—F,,(R)]”“R-fP(R)dR

273,
[0 F (R 4RV R=— (1 Fy (R T /uli=1 /0
ojm
L) =gy =v- [ {(~Fy(R) )™~ 1/0) R-f,(R)dR~ [ Ref,(R)IR

= o [{1-F, R~ 1/0) R-£,(R)dR
= —ueCOV(R,, [1—F,(R))*1}
olt}. oi7]4, R,=Zw;R;o]m 2
I'y(v)=—v+30;*COV(R;, (1 F,(R) )"} (2-27)
7} A9t (% &)




(2) EMG 2.4 & o] &3 CAPM
o)A I'(v) & o] &3] EMG-CAPME %2372 d@ch. T34 jo 2EZ e g
EMG% 4 2-282 3434
I'j(v)=—vTo; COV{{(1-F;(R)1"Y, Ri) (2-28)
1-3¢14 MG-CAPME =28 wls} 2 st & AR obd A 2ol Asldet
—v:COV{{1-F;(R)), Ri}=A;(pi—ry)
1/2;=(ptm—17) /T'm(¥)
oE 3, WM MERS ot el Ajigeh
ti=rs—{(m—17) /T m(0)]*v (2-29)
') =COV {[1-Fn(Rm) 1", Ri

COV{1—Fu(Rw)"", R}
Oim ()= COVILT Fi(RD™ Ri)

o|m 2,
pi==rp+ (pm—1) Bi(v)

Ii@) _ COV(Ri, [1—F(Rm7
Bi (@) =0 (@) = COV iRy [1—F(Rw) 171

R i

A 277 EMG R3S ol 4% BENSHHY =% 4¢ 49asis EMG-CAPMd] o}
2w, 7]%& CAPMe] A8t o] —ffoz EE FAAZ 59 714% st Aol oz
Qalel Wt FEAE (o) ded odd Fie REM HEE #HE 948 T
ol  vgtel whebd A2 e FAAAAC 2E2H & AEe A€, olHF A4
A4 (4] 2-38) % Eolel oS E A E wd FA 5 9li= o]t}

el Hg AU Sl WA Ade) e AW Eel e 4 e
go e Zad one Auch oAl FT-E 4] o3 CAPMel A shiel TAAE
e o shte] ZRA AT e EAGER ol AW A4 AL AR AAAA EQ
& 2AAAAe B AR Y Adolgen, oziH Aot v Af FAAE
o wE FAR gaoze] AAANE FAA FY A4AAE olF F Adt 2
se) 27l A4 el AW HAel whebd Az e FUAAZA EA sHsse ol

(2-30)

Wo] &l Ade 7 &9 CAPMAE 1 A4 delshd A+




. W= o7

1. 22 AE R Hx

€ =il A HEezA st vbe ohg3 2o

s, EMG-CAPMS 4 &3t glofAl Aol & 4 At EEME (0] A7 4
ol whE wWE o HE Hasto zg Exte] LE EZ wd® 4 2$ SMLe 38 )
AL AA A et

54, MV-CAPM=} EMG-CAPM 7150 ofuf wde] @48 nch 2 Ang & 4 9
EE o whgel o8l =29 SMLe] REgS %o 4 o

(1) #HHS EeE

B =R AW Fob ARRE @F AR 259 B4 AEH e £ §4/10H
89/127471 9] Al Mm% A5E ALsAeh. §9 299 443 e ¥i2A 87/7¢ AE
o2 W A AR AR A A A7k S8 FAlY oF 70%EF AHA £ Index fundE
TASG . @ ol zo 4l FAF ABZT AH-KAIST 59§ A2 AA (ver 2.1)%
o]-&5t4l vt '

(2) Zrir Hik

] Ay ASE Y3 FaAe A ohgd 3

7. 84~89 9] Index funde} ¥ A8 % 84~85, 85~86, 86~87, §7~88, 88~89%
20494 el 22 oSk e oz 24 AY g

oA FA8 AAA Sy pE AR MV-CAPM 4 EMG-CAPMoj| 4 9] 8=
FA AW de G Fe 40l web A dsigch

MV-CAPM : ﬁf=cov+§r(‘;,nfi oy
. COV{ri, [1-F(r.)1"Y
EMG-CAPM © 5= 06 {rm (1= F(ry™) o

o AN B GAE A9 B4 B v 2ol v AEF Lxel

A G st Welg (2 3DolA S} L 1749 FAEE gl .
AW FAe 3449 e AE Fol7] Hetel RE FA8Y s AU o)

&5 A9 10%0) Hohe FAES i TEFALR F3, oS 0%E ® iy =

QO 249, “Qelx HAed fg AF AT, 1990, ALty Aap &g =F




EE90s dd Fd 2 1008 2EFD s TASE
of, A4 g fel 3T EAL 0% 104 EEFNLE AAT et 22 H4)
A% Mgt

MV-CAPM : ri=yo+trifi+m (3-3)
EMG-CAPM : ri=yo+718{v) i+ (3-4)
AR HF AL s 2 At g4~8599 AFHE RPgho) 10%E Lot A4l A A 9
gk old @ ol f XA A ARE 87dE MEeR ¥ Index fundz #sk7] ™ol

o gAAQ REghe nrztE 87~8892 AA L dho] 2 A1zke] wWefH JeTH 2
#E GolA = A& £ 5 A+
2. BY #Ht
(1) EMG-CAPMe] &&
(29 3-1y& EMG-CAPMo) A 7t izl ® vyt Wstel o RO Wishs zaz o
gl Aoleh 4l 7 Qrw g voh WEge] whek R grol dA® Aldle ReldA Ad
o] Awae 2= AL 2z Sl F5T Bast gk REghol LB s iy

o gpaone REge 2AR Ade Agde 2 EMG-CAPMe %

(e a-1Da} (E 3-1>e) 24 AE ww, AR T WER HBe R ()
Apolo] 4L AL A F vk @A ARG wke} o] v o] Avhz A& 2uhF
aalo v lejuicti olulolvh. F, vie]l HolAiz AL Aol dbidlel ¥sief 2w
2 ma ol go) AaA welEm Qe AdE el Aoz AAE 5 gl ol
(% 310014 2w, 8586 ZA7E B¥7) AAHd 34 A d¥H T odF vzt 70
ot o] Bo~8TdT 87~88 AW T FEo| 80%F 2= LHPAAAEL A4
Aot @ 2 Qi vrb A7 15,22 FA8 del gk g4 Ay FAAEe] ="
Zhat SoAbe] S ujdme} o9} L, wgke] Foli fade] ofd Rolrlk AA FFo] FF

Al s At uhed sl 8g~s0del Ao AR AR TS oA 1082 EokAat ¢l

o]a= o]x 9] MV-CAPMo zi: v ¢ 4 gl EMG-CAPMsl Fed 549, S
A AE B4l 1833 A4q vE Fotel FEE g EMG
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2 3 5 T 10 3 2 22 X OIS ¥ B G Yy G 90 100
v
o p5-86 a  BR-87 EA - i BT v B88-80
<A 310 oA HEl 02 8 0
{E 3-1>) EMG-CAPM®2| ZHAEM
—— ,,,ia‘}:,— — — —== e o e - Sl - - =
_ d = _?_7}_,?._‘:4; | v ’ R squared = d A # A
85~86 43.8% 70 0. 7086 ri=0.0261+0. 01478,
(0.0079) (0. 0035)
86~87 83.6% 15 0. 4884 ri=0.0162+0. 04628,
(0.0173)(0. 0167)
87~88 84.4% 2 0. 8844 ri=—0.008040, 06285;
(0.0078) (0. 0080)
88~-89 34.7% 10 0.7712 ri=0.00784-0. 02325,
(0. 0043)(0. 0045)

(2) MV-CAPM3z} EMG-CAPMe] Avje] u)i
FAS) Aol g vizE Al MV-CAPM# vl oj o] 9 EMG-CAPMS] v

wol FA AdAsolof gt & R AE 2 dEW2 Hdo P9ds welF vppe A
Aetel 2 9 2] EMG-CAPMol o8 %A 449 Rigkst Quksql MV-CAPMo| upz =
A4} Regre vlastglel, 2 Ads (2 320 Adsdoh, L= 494 EMG-
CAPMs] R3] MV-CAPMe] Rinwt 53 %7 riehvt EMG-CAPMS| 4141 411 2]o]
71&2] MV-CAPME T} ¢988 vo F3 9o}
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{E 3-2) MV-CAPMg| ’;ﬂugﬁ

4 A 24

c],\l '

qd = R squared !
85~86 MV-CAPM 0.2007 —0.0245+0, 00315:
(0 0110) (0. 0083)
EMG-CAPM 0. 7086 =0, 026140, 01478;
| " (0.0079) (0. 0035)
8687 MV-CAPM 0. 3381 ) ri=0,0351+0. 02858
| (0.0117) (0. 0141)
EMG-CAPM 0. 4884 =0.0162+0. 04628,
(0 0173) (0. 0167)
87~-88 MV-CAPM 0. 6465 7= —0. 0046 +-0. 06948
(0. 0054) (0. 0052)
EMG-CAPM 0. 8844 7= —0. 0080+0. 06288;
£0. 0078) (0. 0080)
83~-89 MV-CAPM 0. 6831 =0, 0132+0. 01785
1 (0 0048) (0. 0043)
EMG-CAPM 0.7712 =(, 0078+0. 02328;
" (0, 0043) (0. 0045)
V. & E ]
45 By Ene EEH 24 wde dgtes A9 AW FEGMD)E N5H ZE
WarE Atelo] Folo) ¥ FHFtos Aot A B ARAE {3y
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o] 511, webd MGz Fo] w& fgd AFE SSDel & A ke F A el
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RAEE A=), Al T4 Eo) sTob Wi Widio] A2 gery At e
A% =3 @bl 4 9E Ao

L =Ed] AFEA AdE 383 7] gobw 4 9l

L4493 32 wilel R squared: A48 5obe o) il Hrjo] Ao e 2= Ay
T 223 gle vk ol A Y Awele] da BN EEA o g
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