UNN 2
NFAUANNAANINNOR] UazITsunssulEnssal
NTAUANNAANIINE 1) (Theoretical Framework)

noufjassaisslanilnnnnda (Expected Utility)

as30dszlemin1aAnds (Expected Utility) tfluierfdis U: L - R @auunulddog

N
U(L)zu]pl+u2p2+...+uNpNEzuipi (1.1)

i=l1

1
=1

e L A9 aefAAaT Na N HAANS
= el vo o &a . -
U Aa arrndsslaminlFSuannuadng N i 184 aamLAS
9 o wm A Mee e e -
D; An AN UNAzTunaL A TUNAANS 71 i 199 AAALAE

!
= o v a

assniseleminanivtiennfazlscendldiuaanines MNuaans 1w [y Geas
= 1 6o v a 1 [ o—dl o Aa [
Fendnessnszlaaidniutu Insutivtszinnaesnaansniduso iy aaniduasslszinn
" o oa A o e A < o o o oal A o A |
PANAANTAAATARASNAANSAALIEY Tad1uiunaaninarsntiuaeninerazasluglaes

. L o deday o e, A .
NRaFANUIALLTY (py, g, -, Py) THUUENABALAETN IiHAANEAaL gz et lugilaas
HerfduaaumuIwiuannaziilu(Probability Density Function, pdf) f(x) #eAau

inaziflunaslffunaanslugag [a, b] unlsann
b
Pr(a <x<b) = F(b) — F(a) = f FG)d(®)

a v

749 F pafaridunndiaziilugasas (Cumulative Distribution Function, cdf) #i91dts

b

arrndszluminnaudennlaann

' Mas-Colell, Whinston and Green (1995) %1 168 - 170



N

Z”(xi)]?i AR ANSARATH

E[U(X)}: % - (1.2)
J. u (X)f(x)d (x) Iuadnisiaiing

N15NAIANNLAEN (Risk Aversion)

A
BLLAR

& 1
NEABALND

FANNITD RN AU AN ANNANHELEZNINAIAINHNLALN (Risk Aversion) 16 3

1. AUNAIAMNLALN (Risk Averter) 13az@en I uAUNNAIANLAES

[u(x)dr (x) <u([ xaF (x)) (1.3)
E[u(X)]<u[ E(X)] (1.4)
dmFumn ARALAE
2. ﬂuLﬂuﬂmm'amma'm (Risk Neutral)
azBonawinduauiiunasienanudesise e
[u(x)dr (x)=u([ xaF (x)) (1.5)
Elu(X)]=u[E(X)] (1.6)

AMFUN ) pemLAes



3. AUSNAYNNLALN (Risk Lover)

= L o a4 . A
1319238 NAINTUAUTNANLALNNFIRLNS

ju(x)dF(x)Zu(jxdF(x)) (1.7)

E[u(X)]zu[ E(X)] (1.8)

AMFUYN 7 pemAes
NONITIAAMNLALIUDY Arrow—Pratt (Arrow — Pratt Absolute Risk Aversion)

NoHYN19TARAINMIALNTEY Arrow — Pratt LTungHn1eTAnIINAdANMARY

4 o

2991ARa WENUITAY Arrow (1974) wAg Pratt (1964) T4 mFUENNAaANLALN AN

a

o dl (-1 2 al o e 1%
ﬁ'J’]ﬁJMN’]EI?J@Qﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬂZ\]')WJ’]NLZQENQ5L‘Mu‘lm’)’]ﬁ\ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬂi&'ﬂﬁ‘ﬁ‘ﬂﬂﬁ‘:ﬁtﬁ‘ﬂuﬂﬂfJWNIﬂ\‘I (concave)

a

UINAAZEINAIANNNIALNNINAUAEY N1FITANIINAIANNHLAENTAIAUAIAIN1TD TR TFANTT

u'’'(x) a a J

e FaAuINBIuan9IINaIANNLAEININ BN

wnAteenuiuauLansiyanatiuiiuauinAN@es (Risk Lover)

289 Arrow — Pratt Tneiinl§ann ry (x) = —

Prospect Theory

ANNNINARBIUAY Kahneman waz Tversky (1979) wuanaiaauiiasiiluan
°I Y YV a ] 1 A dl % o I3 1 L 1 o
ArasNInLardFnduladiulunaziaan prospect NAHAANSNINNTIMTIIAIANANTIAY
PRENINNANN TI4DAARAIAY Allais  Paradox  HUUN18AITN41 Independence
(Substitution) Axiom ve9as3ndselamiinandaluiuade fedi Kahneman uaz Tversky
(1979) R4Ldua Prospect Theory Taannsnasunenigldiduasares Independence Axiom
% dl 173 L8 o
Ixaldnaunuassniselaginnands
ANNNTANENT8Y Kahneman Waz Tversky (1979) wudnweriduassndselaad

AzHlAUANTTR convex AmFLnaldtuas concave AmFunals tununaaNdgFindulaas

HuauSnAMNIRLNAMTUNALRS LazaziiuAUnAaANNIAEA S UM LA AN 2.1



AN 2.1

uansiariduassntszlaniiaay Prospect Theory

Utility
AN

> Outcome

Losses Gains

Reference point

Nanduassaiselagiaas Markowitz (Markowitz Utility Function)

noufessnszlaminandsliamisneiunenistelsriufauazaeninesaed

HAnAwlalifiu Friedman uaz Savage (1948) 191 Markowitz (1952b) tauaaridi

%

L4 o a a dlg’ o o dl ¥ a
m@nﬂiﬁmummmﬁmﬂwqmm@mmﬁ@ﬂ@xﬂummeﬂmm@‘umgmmuhimmmﬂu

A

Heriduninnantii concave udaay convex WATgATINaAL concave AINIWT 2.2 tagl N9t

= o S P = & o o v il | !

71 outcome HoandnvFawiniuga A uanstansaatlseiusde G1nstdlf outcome agsznang
o = X Ao o G Wy v = =

qn A fTUqA B wanslien1sdaaanines aeiuaziinlddngi outcome anasauiivanqanis

WseLiAUAURNqAqAntlandaaznalaiy outcome 1l WAENMIN outcome BETENINAAAD

v
o

QAL (AINNIN 2.2 ABAA A LA B) £

o

pawlaariumnidsaieinazldhlogluqe B wraawnn

agiiqn A



DINN 2.2

wansiartuassniselemiiand Friedman Waz Savage (1948)

Utility
N

> Outcome

aznelsfinuainnisAnenues Markowitz (1952b) wuanwersduassndse Tl
109 Friedman waz Savage (1948) fvliannnsnedunangAnssunisteneninasdiniuay
aukazngAnssunafisinlsluiurzaniaiauandiuaesnuseld Fatiu Markowitz (1952b)
=X o =K aa 2 o 6 o o a a
awinsAnelneRinimasesuas ifianederiduessndsslamidmivesunanginssunaes

o o = v o X i ¥ | .
Qﬁ]ﬂ@ﬂi@%sﬁ’ﬂﬂﬁ‘yﬂuﬂﬁlLLZ\]Z"]]@Z\]@MLEI@?SH\‘IZQ’]N'W?QLLﬂ@qﬂ’ﬂ’ﬂu"ﬂ’ﬂﬂ Friedman ez Savage

o

(1948) 1ATaaHarfduNn Markowitz (1952b) tauatiuazifluieiduninuanid convex
[ % =

ANt concave IHBHIUAE19BIULAIAzNAUNNHANIANTTR convex wazgavinandul

| a

concave IR 2.3 Baduinauasng il g A unauiuldpauiefduasenileslamd

a

293 Markowitz (1952b) HAndAulaaziduaundsnnnidasdmiunadanazazifuauin

dl o o v
ANHLALNAMTUNA LA



NN 2.3

wanaWaniTuassnlselemiuas Markowitz (b) (1952)

Utility
N

Losses Gains

> Outcome

Reference point
nynsiaanitunzay (Optimal Selection Rule)

1AAA (Decision Maker) Hpausasn1snazlasuassnilsclaaininnds
(Expected Utility) §9ga Aatiutinuinyarasiaaannssingng Prospect X wag Y @9l cdf Ag

F(-) 4a¥ G(-) MNATFL YAAAALTBU Prospect X NN91 Y fraiile
AE(u)= E.[u(X)]-E;[u(Y)]20 (1.9)

Stochastic Dominance f1USUAUNRIAMNNLR LIS

Stochastic Dominance’ Lﬂquwﬁm‘fﬂuﬂ’mﬂ?ﬂmﬁﬂu Prospect Lﬂuvj“]

meldannmgiunieiduessnlseloniresdinduladinuantmduileaiduuuy concave

[ %

wragAnduladugnaonnuideesimunaulag Hadar and Russell (1969), Whitmore

ANENRIANNNNITLEUE  Stochastic Dominance &MM5UAUENAINLAEN  Stochastic

Dominance &u3uAuNdaANIALNAIgNEaniTly Ascending Stochastic Dominance (ASD)



(1970) @an1si3auiey Prospect aedaviilfFaumauinald cdf 2eanadniued
Prospect HagaawluprasiialunisifFauiiay

Stochastic Dominance Azt FeiLiieL Prospect g | IngaziFaudmeuily

o o a

wiv Fenflanldriuluiiagiuinedu 3 dudu Thun
1. Stochastic Dominance SU6L7 1 (First Order Stochastic Dominance)

Auuald F() waz G() 1w cdf 289 Prospect X was Y ANNATAU LAY

Prospect X Az First Order Stochastic Dominate Prospect Y ﬁrﬁi@Lﬁlﬂ F() < G() %ﬂ%i@ﬁ’]
E, (X)=[xdF (x) 2 [ xdG(x) = E¢ (X) (1.10)
fnAANNANAUTIANN TIUNAN I
2. Stochastic Dominance ﬁuﬁuﬁl 2 (Second Order Stochastic Dominance)

Auuald F() waz G() 1w cdf 289 Prospect X was Y ANNAAU LAY

Prospect X A Second Order Stochastic Dominate Prospect Y fisalie

FzA(Z):_JZ;F(x)d(x)S [ G(x)d(x)=G1(2) (.11
dwiunn vz e R

2. Stochastic Dominance AU 3 (Third Order Stochastic Dominance)

AuAl F() waz G() 1w cdf 289 Prospect X WAz Y AINAAL WAY

Prospect X A¥ Third Order Stochastic Dominate Prospect Y fisalie

dwmiunn Jte R



AMNN13ANE19Y Bawa (1975) AMuua L

U; = {u®)|u(x) < oo dwimn x < oo uaz u’(x) > 0 Vx € R}
U, = {fux)|u(x) € U;,—o < u""(x) < 0Vx € R}

U; = {u(x)|u(x) € U, u""'(x) > 0Vx € R}

U, = {u(x)|u(x) €U, r'x = (— u”(x))l <0VxE€ ]R}

A N =

u’(x)

qutrﬁimﬁ 1 (First Order Stochastic Dominance) N1%1A cdf F(x) kaz G(x)

&mFumn WertduassnlsylomiiiuannTinges U; F(x) azgnaausinndd G(x) isaiie

F(x)<G(x) (1.13)

o

Huninaannddngindulanifeiduassatselamiiiuduimnaes U, uda §

Findulaazaan F(x) 100091 G(x) 81 F(x) Stochastic Dominate G(x) NauWAUT 1

‘qu‘i:rﬁuwﬁ 2 (Second Order Stochastic Dominance) N11wA cdf F(x) WAy
G(x) AmFumn Werffuassnilsrlomd Miiluaun@inaes U, F(x) azgnaauuinndn Gx) i

P
ABALND

[ F(x)d(x)< [ G(x)d(x) vieR (1.14)

bR

jF(x)d(x)< jG(x)d(x) JteR (1.15)

o

tunnnaauigindulanddaiduassadss Tomhiduduimnaes U, uds §

a

Findulaazaan F(x) 100091 G(x) 81 F(x) Stochastic Dominate G(x) NAUALUTA 2

‘Vl‘q‘i:rﬁmnﬁ 3 (Third Order Stochastic Dominance) N1M1A Cumulative
Distribution Function (CDF) F(x) Waz G(x) &1iuvn 7| Werdunssnilszloauiniugundn

284 Uz 22191 F(x) N1nn91 G(x) fifeLile



[ [F(x)d(x)d(z)< [ [ G(x)d(x)d(z)vreR (1.16)

bR

[ [F(x)d(x)d(z)< [ [ G(x)d(x)d(z)vreR (1.17)

v a 4

tunanaaudigfndulanidieiduassadss Tamiiduduinans U; udn

a

sinaulaazaan F(x) N1nnq1 G(x) 81 F(x) Stochastic Dominate G(x) AeusLf 3
Stochastic Dominance #1MSUAUSNAMNLR S

Descending Stochastic Dominance (DSD) Lﬂquwﬁﬁimuﬂ’]@Lﬂ?ﬂULﬁﬂu

va o

Prospect lug 7 mﬂﬁ@uuﬁgmﬁﬁﬁﬁummﬂiﬂmﬁmms;iﬁmf?m‘l@ﬁ@mmuumﬂu
WIRFUWUL convex M?@ﬁ’jﬁﬂz?ﬂ%ﬂi&;’ﬁﬂﬂ%yLﬁﬂqﬁmm%uimﬂ Li waz Wong (1999) 814
14 Wong 1Az Chan (2008) uag Wong LAz Li (1999) fen1siteviiien Prospect Fagaqay
wRaueulagld cdf 1asuaansuas Prospect FageaflueiostialuntsBefie
Descending Stochastic Dominance azigaiuifieiy Prospect iflug 7 Ingias

a

wheifauiludusy fantonldiuluilaqriudngu 3 dusu Tun
1. Descending Stochastic Dominance $#uU# 1 (First Order DSD)

AUuUA L F() waz G(-) vili cdf 289 Prospect X Waz Y ANNAAL Waz Prospect X

A% First Order DSD Prospect Y fifiaLie

F]D(z):jf(x)d(x)zjg(x)d(x)zG,D(z) (1.18)

Tned f(x) uaz g(x)Ae pdf 283 Prospect X 4Az Y ANNAIGL



2. Descending Stochastic Dominance FUFLIN 2 (Second Order DSD)

AUuA L F() waz G(-) vili cdf 289 Prospect X Waz Y ANNAAL Was Prospect X

a¥ Second Order DSD Prospect Y AifaLie

FP(2)= [ F” (x)d (%)= [GP (x)d (x) = G2 (2) (1.19)

dwiunn -z e R
3. Descending Stochastic Dominance 8usL# 3 (Third Order DSD

AualE F() waz G() vy cdf 299 Prospect X waz ¥ AINAIALU LAY

Prospect X A¥ Third Order DSD Prospect Y fisalie

dwiunn 1z te R
= . o o e
AINNNIANHI2e Bali, et al. (2008) nuualanesiarituessnlsslaning
UP (U )={u:u? 2(>)0, i=1.2,... j}

Tned u® AeeyRusduaun ( veslsriduessnilszTaml
aziinlidn uP Aefleiduessndsslanidviuauinanuides
‘qu‘i:rﬁuwﬁ 1 9949 Bai, et al. (2008) 48 b Na1949181 Prospect X Descending
. . dl [ % [ % @ 1 dl e‘d‘ Yo 1
Stochastic Dominance Prospect Y neusule ] Araileaassntszlamiilisuann X 1nnndn

wirduessoselemizes Y dwduilariduessadstlamiduanndnaes uP (USP)



Prospect Stochastic Dominance (PSD) ka2 Markowitz Stochastic Dominance (MSD)

PSD uaz MSD ilunnufiildluninifianiiay Prospect 1ug 9 W
L‘Wlmﬁmﬂﬂ Stochastic Dominance g Levy was Wiener (1998), Levy Las Levy (2002),
Levy waz Levy (2004) waz Wong ag Chan (2008) ﬁﬁlq PSD uaz MSD HA1NLANFA19AIN
ASD uaz DSD M3l ASD uaz DSD azldilardunssnilszleminnnda PSD 4arituassn

'
co Aa o

zsTamiang Prospect Theory Taiiluiafdunlaneziiu S-Shape uaz MSD 1dwarfdu

'
a o

assndszlemiiaes Markowitz (1952b) FaidluieridunNansniziilu Reverse S-Shape 1iuAe

724 AB lunni 2.3 ifuisriduassadselaminldlunis@ne

AuuA LA 2 Prospect Aa X waz Y Inedl F uay G 1y cdf muansy

oo oo

hr = iy = EQO = f xdF(x), g = py = E(Y) = f xdG()

—o0 —00

fO) =Fi(x) =FP(x), g =6§{x) =6k

HnA (x): jH:_] (y)d(y) , n=1273 (1.21)

12 ()= [H2,(2)d(»), n=1,23 (1.22)

T0eif H = F,G up = uy ADANLRAET8S Prospect X i = uy ABARALDS
Prospect Y f(x) = FA(x) = FP (x) An pdf 184 X g(x) = GA(x) = G2 (x) e pdf 184 Y
HA(x) azldlun1smaaay Stochastic Dominance fvFuAundanNLAe (Ascending
Stochastic Dominance) Way HY (x) az 4 lun1smAdaL Stochastic Dominance &1M5LIAL

ARSI (Descending Stochastic Dominance)



ANUA 1T
FA(—) =0 FP(0) =0

Hf(x) = Hx) = H}, H{(x) =1-H(x) = H{

0
HY (y)=[H{ (6)d(t), y<0 (1.23)
12 (x) = [HZ, (1)d (), x>0 (1.24
0
NUUARaITY MSD
H)' (x):{H';(x) =9 (1.25)
H(x) x>0
nuuaAReridu PSD
d
an(x):{H" (x) x<0 (1.26)
H{(x) x>0

WaN H =F,G

|
a

MSD azifzeuiiay Prospect Llug < IneaziFauniaundududy dentanld

Y v
a o a

Auluilaqiiudiedu 3 dusu Taun
1. MSD &usiufl 1 (First Order MSD)

Auuald F() waz G() 1w cdf 289 Prospect X waz Y ANNATAL LAY

Prospect X A% First Order MSD Prospect Y fifiaile

FM(—x) < GM(—x) waz FM(x) > 6 (x) dwdumn ) x =0 (1.27)



2. MSD #usif 2 (Second Order MSD)

Auuald F() waz G() 1w cdf 289 Prospect X was Y ANNATAY LAY

Prospect X A Second Order MSD Prospect Y fisalie
FM(=x) < GY'(—x) waz FY(x) > G (x) dwdumn ) x =0 (1.28)

3. MSD #usii 3 (Third Order MSD)

Auuald F() waz G() 1w cdf 2849 Prospect X was Y ANNATAU LAY

Prospect X A Third Order MSD Y fisiaiila

FM(—x) < GY(—x) waz FY(x) > G (x) dwdumn ) x=0 (1.29)
PSD azilseuiien Prospect \ug < Ingazifsauieudududy dentanld

Auluilaqiiudvedu 3 dusu Taun
1. PSD §uduf 1 (First Order PSD)

Auuald F() waz G() 1w cdf 289 Prospect X waz Y ANNATAL LAY

Prospect X a2 First Order PSD Prospect Y fifiaile

FFP(=x) = 6P (—x) uay FF(x) < G (x) dwiunn ) x>0 (1.30)
2. PSD s 2 (Second Order PSD)

Auuald F() waz G() 1w cdf 289 Prospect X waz Y ANNATAL LAY

Prospect X A¥ Second Order PSD Prospect Y ZRIRE

FP(=x) = 6GE(—x) uay Ff(x) < G (x) dwiunn ) x>0 (1.31)



3. PSD @u@u# 3 (Third Order PSD)

Aua A F() waz GC) 1y cdf 289 Prospect X Was Y ANNAIAL LAY

Prospect X A¥ Third Order PSD Prospect Y fisalie
FP(=x) = 6GE (=) uay Ff(x) < G5 (x) dwiunn ) x>0 (1.32)

AINN3ANEITEY Wong Wae Chan (2008) AnuusLsatesieiduestalselamine

UA(USA) ={u: (DD > (>)0, i=12,..,n}
URWUsP) ={u:u® > ()0, i=12,..,n}
USWUSS) ={u: u* € UA(UZA) w= u~ € UR(USP)}
URUSR) = {u: u* € UP(USP) waz u™ € UL(USA)}
YO ﬁ@wﬁuﬁ’ﬁuﬁuﬁ i pesierituassnysslaml

ut PaassnssTamiduiy x > 0

u~ Paassnsslamiduiy x < 0

azinladn UA Aefeiduessadszlanidusuaunasnlnuides UP Aewafdu
assnilszTamiduiuauinanui@as us redeiduassnilsylaminignianiisiflu S-Shape

Ly

uaz UR Rewlsrduassntsclomindnnaniimiiu Reverse S-Shape

NOEILNT 1 289 Wong Uaz Chan (2008)
Aun AU IqN X Uay Y 398 cdf A F uaz G AINAIAL waziuua il u Ae

Wartduassniszlumil 41150 n = 1.2,3 azl@qn

1. FM (M6 fsale ulF) = (>)u(6) fudunn 9 u € URUSR)

2. F¥b (D)6 fislaille w(F) = (>)u(G) Amiumn 7| u € U (USS)



e F =M (=M) ¢ Aaduanmaiuni MSD SuUfUN n way F =2 (=F) G Aa
n n o n n

fruaneniunu PSD auAUR n

1
| o

tunnnaaudigfndulandieiduessnsclamiifludusananas UR(USF)
wan Hindulaazaay F(x) 11nnd1 G(x) fdatda F(x) =¥ (M) 6 (x) uazfndulany
Waiduassntselomiiduduimnanas US(USS) udn gandulaazaay Fx) §annd1 Gx) A

Aawe F(x) =£ (>£) G(x)
n55uNssNUINTTAY

NN L UIAANIFILATIZY Stochastic Dominance

Markowitz (1952a) a1AeATLeat (Mean) wazA1xuls1l9q1 (Variance) 194
A A e o o K aa o

NARBLLNULEY Prospect N1LTluAzaaia lun1s4nduauda Prospect RARINUANNITU
Markowitz (1952a) azFasilALadn (Mean) giuarmdnuilsilson (Variance) A1 uay
a ngG Yo o £% dl A o o [ % dl =) o 1
wuaAndA HFuNsaansuliduAesiialunnsdndusy Prospect (rasnnanlieilaqiiiy us
asinelaRmINLUIAATaY Markowitz  (1952a) aulalieaud A1Leas (Mean) WwazAq1y
wisisau (Variance) Iaalailiafianannisessndszlaaigegaaesgiaen Prospect
AUNTLYY Hadar wae Russell (1969), Whitmore (1970) ka Bawa (1975) WUALUIAANIT

ARSUAU prospect (ordering Prospect) wuuusilngluld@nnar1ieds (Mean) wazaany

¥
v addaa

wdstlsau (Variance) ilunanlunisandusu 5HEan91n19mnaa Stochastic Dominance
fufhitaniesnduiaes Prospect Tnaandanannisnislasuassndss Tamigegaiiunan
Tun199A8UAY N1INARAY Stochastic  Dominance  adnanelduannsaUwuIAn
(Framework) ¥k 14 luns5ns sy Prospect

NINAEaL Stochastic Dominance WHA1IWALIATANINAFALLANNINANLAD

v
o

TR lANAUMNTIARRLUATN19MAZAL Stochastic Dominance 1138 1A lNANTANHINA

ZR

74m A INN19ANH1T89 Tse and Zhang (2004) 1435019 Monte Carlo simulation 1un1s
FIIRdaL N1INARARL Stochastic Dominance 9211919 Davison and Duclos (2000) test,
Anderson test (1996) and Kaur el. al (1994) test W71 Davison and Duclos (2000) test

TRuan1IMAaeLNANGA WaNAINUNIIANEIU8S Lean, Wang and Zhang (2008) 1435013



Monte Carlo simulation l1n19m39a@au AMNANIT0 TUNNINAZaL Stochastic Dominance
P03fayaNN1TUANLAINAUANTUS (correlation)uaz il Heteroscedasticity taald
ArnmageLuleuiun1s@neaed Tse and Zhang (2004) WU3138984 Davidson and
p . . ol @ Vv
Duclos (2000) Hpanuaungnlunismaaay Stochastic Dominance MiaNgn aziiulsdn

¥

N19NAA2L Stochastic Dominance mfﬁ'ﬁﬁum Davidson and Duclos ‘1/1?@ DD - Test .W’m
N19NAA2L Stochastic Dominance ﬁaﬁ@'m

WANAINNITNAARL Stochastic Dominance msﬁ%mmm Davidson and

= o Ao o ) o Ao - 2
Duclos %178 DD — Test ka2 91139820011 N a9az i an1mAdaUanaadulUAanig
NARALAINITUDY Barrett and Donale (2003) %179 BD-Test LAZATN1IN1INARDL AN WL
2849 Linton, Maasoumi and Whang (2005) %38 LMW-Test T4n13ANMINITNAAEL
Stochastic Dominance tagld DD — test, BD-Test way LMW — test ¥i9@uaslaunnng
Anma89 Wong,et.al. (2007) Usziiunanisaniiuanuaes Hedge Fund Adnnsasyuatlu
wimalaald Stochastic Dominance FaNA&a1 Stochastic Dominance &1NLLLAA DD-Test
dJ :I/ v =] a = o

BD-Test uWaz LMW-Test @aiiagnadussliuanisane i luhantameniu

ati1913fM1NN199 MA@ Stochastic Dominance WHLANIY AzLfluN1IMARaL
o o dld 6 o/ ra;d A G 6 o/ dl A [ dl o
duniuauniieituessalsyleniniguanimduianidun concave vizailuaunnanau
Berawinthe wilupauiduasadanws ldldiduaundannudesane ld fesiu Wong ua
Li (1999) uaz Li uar Wong (1999) lFWmumgun1smagau Stochastic Dominance
AUFUANTNAINLAL9TUFENN Descending Stochastic dominance (DSD) @4 Wong,
et.al.(2007) 1#W1N DD-Test Wanagaill Stochastic Dominance A1%5LIAUSNANINLALI

a9 13ARINAINNI2ANTIIDY Markowitz  (1952b) LAY N1TANHIUA
Kahneman uag Tversky (1979) wudrderiduassnilszlaaifvesanladlmidudaddund
AWANITR concave 1138 convex AABATINLEN TuMNEAINdIAUAZILAEULLAINIINAY
A uLAelUpuan1unisal IneannnisAnsaad Markowitz (1952b) wud1AuazLiuAwsn
ANNLALNANMFUNATS LarazfuALNAYANNLALNANUSUNALAE LAYAINNIZAN DS
Kahneman uag Tversky (1979) wudnauaziduauinanuidasdniunadaiazaziiunuy
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