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1. % % Aol 4
I. Falol A3 HH8 V. BEzE S o Bz &%
. &REE) fIFs M. % =
N. #lF&Eflst B2 %229 o Fu

3 Zeol Fullo] A (duration)We] et AMdo] AAE, AFA, I E
A el B8] APEHI Fdtd Fallol & BEIREZA Sfi(maturity) ¥
o} gzst Adole KLEK(bond price)s &FIk&% (bond yield) & £4g = 4
o}

o
G ERHE Fdd FE Aoz 9dA gdoh Felolde mab HT T/ k(interest

Ry

r'll

A =T

rate risk) e 2 Y5 o] fu) Aol A (immunization)®2 4 ¢l = {FH L =2 2 %5 (bond
portfolio strategy) & ¥ ¥ a5 F83 LN T2 428 4 o).
Fallo] 4 & Macaulay(27)3F Hicks(320 ¢! QJ%H Loz g5k, 22l Maca-

ulay s Hicks & 37 o2& S4c4 SE 4y o2 Folol 48 E2esich o FY

=
Mo e osie) ks #el YorAE dlm AR AL T st Folel
AL Firo ety dF52o] wadl: nETFSER (weighted average of the time
periods)o 2 ot IS5 Fol YAstE HME s2h St MEMRE woe G F
Aelde Twerz ULt A AR 2E FAeldel 4oy Qev =
2 el Al sk

o] mEal AL thepabl HAHT g FAREE £

ud
Faloldel FTHEAKI od AZ don FTERFHRoZFE cifUlede =

* B SRS RSEE LA

(1) duration€ FHgEtics Wodsle #x18 gou gyl YL 2 Fas]Rejel LE
2 g,

(2) immunizationg obd YAl 12 A dhx domE of FeldE WEAE RV
o] dojetz #2712 df.
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gt AVZEEIRHE AUT A <oht FEL BAETE 489 4+ AeAE
4 133 o

I. Falojdat &M%

Macaulay + 19383« 2% FIFHE HEN 3¢ 7 @A A TFAA, “skriel=t
3 A7)l A7 AAE AT HAAE, AF L Aol (longness) RE 7 A A5
24 BfFE €9 BRERE Ve S84 Faloldolzte £ 8 AEsre 9
b, FHA7ER Y] % (number of years to maturity): W8 Fulol ARKES A 2A
@e47(27, p.T4)zte A2 HaH. Rl dE A9y A& A, Macaulay = “12]
o] 4 vl# A F(future payment)e] WA st ojw FiF Falelde 2 waz T A
2.3l = AN &Y bniﬂ{iﬁ—jﬁ%(weighted average of the maturties)2] —fo]l = ¢
of ¥tz MY AL XT3 Bdsich. mEEEE YA RERE(present
value) 8} KFKEE (future value), F712 & Adg ¢ =727, p. 46zt T4
2oka] AAF A Al ARPE ZAE 89, 28 “REREMEE ME}E A&+
3 YAddla BERERE mES: Al o ARG A 227, p. Ntz AEL W
k. =3 Macaulay & A 44 & S8, MErizre] EHEEI55(real rate of
discount)-& Al A5 o Aldl FELlkEZ (vield to maturity)-& w) =] x| Fel dg E5]
2 4939, welA Macaulay 8] Falol4-& vhgst o] A& =i,

s C:t An
ST A R A (S
(18) D= BT W)
S C A

=}, D, : Macaulay & Faie] A
Ce:t7]8] FEAFY
A A = Fey
riabAl g

n:vk7)

A e 1S HEEE(FE R 4L s()E xY§A,

(i1b) D=
L s+

l.1:(!)-t-(1+r)"

b RAeb. wkoF £ & s(2)e W3k @AYo = HFEH (continuously compounding)-$-
2o,
36



BRUE : Folol A3 ST EZE 08 o) FAelA

E s(t)teert
(ley D=2

Els(t)-e re
7} =1 eb(22, p.627].

()42 FA8 Macaulay 9 Falo]4-¢ fiinct Ad Mg Asf o
AT FHRE ATH o Hilic ASA BPEERAT 3% PJug AT 8,
2 ojHe] wY st FEAFLA AT e hAds] AT Zaeh oo o
Falel 4 & Ade] WA e ITIEY AV E 2 Bel. a4 Fale] AL wi
A Fal g sl A 2 FEEH(zero coupon bond) & FE, ulr| R T3 FEA Fo] 54
of wAdte AFH =—A=FE{E5 (non-zero coupon band)d] WAz HLsc

AZFEESRY 35l AFAq | AFAdRE AF5 20 TY&s] ) Fol Ful
ol de] skrlsh dAatAl ek ey mbrlelAddl FEAFo] L4 FEESHY A
ol Falo]dol db=A] mbrlxe} gAl Jehde,

Zeld Falol At vlrl 9 Al (@ Dol A & ubol 2be] cha=3t WAyl BHEH
ohel Abeksl Hatatel. #EME (par value) =& EUHH(at a premium) s sbof s &= 2]
A Falol & kol Aol Pl =te} F7+Aql uwl$(at a decresing rate) 2 E7}3+
. oldl £ w7l AN EY A AAHo s ddde] 5)w Malkiel 9 ] 3ol B

<@ 1> ALl 2by|et FeojHe] M

LT n
D : Macaulay 2] Falo] 4

ol A ¥ (pure discount bond) & n--D 3|
_____ : &9l Al ¥ (discount bond) &l n—D A}
= 0 5840 9 (premium priced bond) 8] n—D A
——=——: o 7 d (perpetual bond) 2] Falo]l4d

* 284 : Jack Clark Francis(17], op. cit., p.205.

(3) Burton G. Malkiel- & AAstA3} abs) 4o &9 RAlo] A3t 54 Lyte] 8L TS5},

2% A3l &g, “AVAAY FUFL ot AAW4E Algste $2 FAECE @Al
©}. ot =14 o4& Burton G. Malkiel(28]¢ 3= ufal.
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‘D AFSYBOl 6%W BRI MA T ehkshA A=k #5165 (discount

FH0|

A e bond)® F$elE Falo]A w9
= £ o A g

71 (1) - A B 2R A gAAAY

2% 4% 6% 8%
Falolde uprlelxe <AAAHRA
1 0.995 0.990 0.985  0.981
{ 2 7% Q
5 0756 4558  4.393 4.5 w7 ARl = AFAQ w2
10 8.891 8.169 7.662 7.286  Zs}Elcbrl 2 o) Fel: ThA A
20 14.981  12.980 11.904 11.232 ALt <
e A= e R ol 5] 4 (pure discount
50 lo452 17129 16213 1582 T TOEETTE 1
100 17.567 17.232 17.120 17.064¢ bond)< AT =g AA 7%,
o0 17.167 17167 17.167 17.167 g1 16} Sujo] 48 ZRE wir]7h 2o
* FEo AL 674 Yeket HEA LY. A2 At: AL (F D4 29
* x}24 : L.Fisher and R.L. Weil(14], op. 155 AdTE A=
it., p.418. & + 9+t

= ¢ Fisher &} Weil(14, p.418)e] wt2d, r & w7l goletx stx N¥ S#RFT
wEgt € oA, AR FAJARRE "+N IrtN) g o A=t geh A=A
g5EARE Aol o] RAMBEA T eﬂow 9 altﬂzla vebd FA sk, gl
29 Afole Rl AdAnct A& el A= WHHKAS (market yield) s
FE9 }%ﬂ Fold Ao mbrisl FalolA9 AL Fisher sl Weil ol o] Mdad
(F DAA Z4E $+ 9ok =% FaolAe FEIAE3 Pelnges WEdHE
AEZ st

)

x:,

A
=

I. BR&MEA FTE

Macaulay 25 13 $lo, Hicks & FIT5E #Hho] HEHE =lAt 4% FE
7] 9=, HTFE ¢ 25329 BAEMES BfH(elasticity of the capital
valuz2) & = 25td=h o] Bo%e BUATSE sHAxm ¢e=z Hicks = “average
periol”720, p.185)=}x ¥3ivh. & & Hicks® =3¥-& Macaulay 9 FalolAdst &3
%] %437 3k, Hicks & Macaulay 7} 4% 5§ ol A &3ict: A4S A =

3 glgith, Hicks & 33 o 2 average period & #3hi R (volatility measure)
2 4%**"4--

Samuelson(30)¢ o] A g Fo] Tgrlatel HEES BiH (present value of net
worth)d] mlAe G & AR HAA, FHFTFHRA g FAsE il 13 Hil
mE A4 Qezd AF (1)49¢ =%9ch Macaulay v} Hicks 9] o7 A4+
N3 =3, Samauelson & 24 ¥ 5 & “average time period"zti ¥-23, o]xh&
HES Y 2REANABEY HBES E485] A8 o] Adg ASEdE. 2E, F
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Bl : Felol Azt HHTEEZE Y o] FUAllA

Tae]l SRR FHEEMAMY] FHIHPABES 1 FFFM7BAA o] Fo] srta
2EE Aget

G35 n¥A214] Redington 292 Samuelson £ =28 A 22z, 9% 4
&8¢ A&d (D44 =Estden, 29 HIE “mean term"Wolelm EFyE. o
=, REEES BEREY 132357 2RARY REEREY 142853t 2E A&
clz-g4 ®Fol 7148 £/hAd G¥$ AA gedes AL $AsYH. 5 Redin-
gton &, =}4+9] “mean term"o] ¥-:19] “mean term”3} g 5] slol & o] EH T
24y olFH Al AR E S Loz ¥y

Hicks, Samwuelson, Redington & 7 ol »F3 Falo]4d& £25558Y #3345
2 A7 E gxtvh 7], vk Macaulay 7t felol A& A Y 4 ARHez B
EREA AN RRFES A48, o1&l 25% 45 FL Macaulay ¢ Fao]

13zt el X e

Hopewell 5+ Kaufman213-& Hicks ¢ 4 7% ZdA#, olz& A AA7139

I+ Macaulay & Frele]l 43 8 5be A4€ (1)49 Feleldizaty 25
Favh & el TN AT A+ ALY A paa(L ) @43
7ro]l Falo} A u)# $t}. Hopewell 3+ Kaufman €, 3EZ)3|{%% (non discount bond).

(2) —il =—D«dr®
%, p: AR

D : duration
r:olatg e i FdE
9 Aol APAL] o]z} ul 7% (interest rate sensitivity)e} rkz]bojel] IE(+)
[}

A AR, FUARL ASAE AT WAL B4 4YeE Aol ohizt
£ R¢ A9 A9 (2498 Agddrh A ARYE2A WA Faeld

4) Redmgton% “mean term’Z % 3ul olvizl, 53] “immunization”elzle L] B H&o R b
vt Bl FH A}
4 (2)¢ E&3139-2 gzt Pl
2 FE2AA9 77 (p){— f—}% 3p o] E{ A,
e C: . A
PN s (e
P& ro Wty =,
[ —Ceet —A-n . - & Ceet A-n . dr
dp‘{?;l (1+r)et + (1+r)"“} dr= {,2‘ (1+r)¢ + (1+r)"} (1+r)
of =t $18 F KX& R (Ja)del A L Helaid,

dp__p._dr
p 1+r
ol Heb. &89 A$E ro]l 0ol +dstaz,
dp
4 . _p.g
P r
o] =},

~3G=



<+ AHEE ol BES glolAH. & dwst 2y §F5FE es s FEARSY
A%, FEloldst o]AEHYE L A7l Al Fol el dAFEE FoAYE. GATES
H (discount coupon bond)®] 7 $-ol &= Fale] A3t olakgsigo] wkr| sk Aej A w}a}
AzE2 FAset AYAA o] Fel e tha] graT

=% (DA 24 ¢ AH&sd ARsAd a4 ] AL 3n 9 37 EAlE
Fuz U4 4 Ak ol F YA L, HTFH] 9H @ Mol 2 T E(basis point)®
2 HFT A4S, (@) FEIAE] H&4E, (b) AF4 & (market yield)o] F&+
£, 233 () 37t A5, BEHFERY AdAq w5 /30 E A4 2.
2dd (DJoade, FEAE ¥ AF5d o]l HE+5 183 u]st A4E,
ALY Faolde AojAte A& ¢ + Aok 2T )zt FEIAE ¥
€ AAL Faloldo]l FobAls] ol Fol o]2gu Foll o EHEEe] oHE AR
BHE RS € 5 Q6 2 AR At ARAEY A A #Ehike] 3
k7] ol Y ol A "o A Hehst & F A7) o] YA ()v THHAF et
Falolde] AAY olAguREHEEA 4 FH o= A45x%, Hopewell 3 Kauf-
man & =], “al7luete falo]dd JMA WKAFHR (vield curve)-§ =58+ A
o] ¥l f&gAx BET(2], p. 7521zt Al gkEgi vl P Carr, Halpern ¥ McCallum
(10)s 7L 444 &7 o3& Wil oz s83stgst. 22 Livingston 3} Caks(26)
E rdEF44 FAoldry 42 Jeds] s Ade LEFITE(forward rate
of interest)¢ Y G 4 gojo} &rbw stgivt. Haugen 3 Wichern(19)-& 2 §=k4k
o FTFEHEpHEcl R 2ok of ddkAdeq o 7ol 4 Hopewell 3+ Kaufman ¢ ﬁ?’é
g TRz AFAdd ()& =85

(3) (—1)-ez:1)-TjrT
@ el AAY o AEHE4

F AAAAY oAt 4L Falo] ol vladhe, Falelde] A4E oL F
o AF ARAAAY HF4-& AAHE Aotk 7] Boquist, Racette, @ Schlarb-
aum{9)& FaloldAd & AP 449 BARHAER (systematic risk) 7 3 3 F 347
a3} gy o).

ade QA& AT A FsioF F AL, Falold 2 AhAl7F EkEE (index of
risk)2}i R AL Addez FFelzle Aolwt. A ukdtd GRREL 243 #A

2

=
)

o

) 4AEL L & A% ol g, AA4dE, A474 59 a3 WZL 2437 g8 =15 4
43c}, ClE o] HWA4YE A A2 17929 ¥ Fol 4zictad 100 basis point ¥ 5
solvta @eb. AA4dEo] 12%04 12.25% 2 & Helwd 25 basis point 9.8 FHole}.

(7) °l8q AL o] vl Macaulayd] 2j&]4] A7 5 Ael7 % 3stek. F.R. Macaulay(27], op. cit.,
PP- 44, 50~51, 51~62.



HHE : Felol Al RFEEEN S o] FuAlel 4

@B (utility function) & Fg stz o) & 2ol ©l$r, FH—5EigiE(mean-va-
riance framework)Wel4 &, ¢]zlg¥ 5o] RE AP AsIA 5 5hx] F=3 =)
AL AYAFI & ¢ gduh. TR Faloldel M} = oHE AYA 2dE,

FIFAES kg E-T 24 (flagolz Z& o]x&w 5ol T4 2rlz2 A58 ¥+
&, FEleld e ARAANFTE Adted ¥uE Yevt getn gk Helnh(lll. ¢
HT FRE, W Fd gl L FENRY A fodE Y& TR HER
o] Zg9] WFo] AAAC vl dir delAdgde dol ZAE Fu gdon, =%
Nz Fix RAJAREE o124 72T/ FAdHdeln mEMHez YT
Aok AY =& EHEEFE JFUANAAA £ e Aol ZAE T2
Ak, v ol Adate 52 (2)4L Yl A n o, ARy o] FuUA
-o] 4 #2{4(conditions for immunization)d] A oI &L uwz g, ()49 Ha
o) 4 -& o] §L] Al o] 4 fizk (immunization procedure) 24e] T&3 Ao] ohlcel, o] F
YAelde]l 245E € Falold& A At

V. FIFEpEKkRL REZEE2| 29 o|RLAOIM

Faold & FIFHRERe2T e oAl A= KBS == EFLEELE 44
& R ez slEos A&l ol fuAle] 4 (immunization) o] 3 T}z
FFBI#R (investor’s planning period)-§9k EH sl IR (realized yield)o] 3] 43} £
KA Wik E&ZE (promised yield to maturity)st FdHAE AL 92 2. o=k4
olFuUAeld oz GREES o= AYs L T HLT LhEF =L BER
Koz A4y + duh
ek olw FEEL ARE TYL Fel olzbgol WEUHd oI pL FoAAY
il Agel A "Aeh &, (D TE4ARY ARAAZS g sHFez Ade
e sHAl 2 vhsA4 o2y 4w @R ER (price risk)st, (2) T4 AAAY AR
7)o &3 e FTEHEE FES FARENE A 471 FEHZEER(coupon
reinvestment risk)o] F-4lo] w37 st A4y wHEEEs 7
&Sz qk F8Y HEEEES Sk 2 o]algo] sEsi AH A
s7he 7*°I FEY AFArd & 4T Aolvh. wekd oA gigoziy AIE
ol FU Al A A7l Y] AMA L EiEfER FEBRELBRSE A2 HEAAT ¢ 2
Ao Fel2 e AR Felolde] vtz A4 2t AJTEEZH oY 139G FEANF
P S L] 4A4AA FE g 2ebe Aoldk Tkl Fababst AlYste A
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AuH72e) AP 2k AYZEEed Fololds $Ysl H1 FALE oA s

FEARS 72l 2RI 2EG BH) EFe] A TLARY BiikaEs =2
1 =k2] el ateisglA v, FE] AATIARA 458 9
=3 FLY FUEE 7R S ARAHA gl AEeld ©F FE55 o
#e] AAEA eodd W=l #0E (promised terminal value)s =3 AREA gl
FENAL 7ol Falelde 4 muct goh. 2= A Fale] A BEES o) ol A
AR AARRE A= E Azstz g+ Aolvk4, p. 3653
F3 4oz ¥we Samuelson{30°, Redington 29, Grove l8)F&, ¥l &xEY M.
HFdeldg A mEFHNAS} —HAAFToE2Y FTFERHLZIE o F]Ale].
AAA F 9 HESE AAS k. Fisher o Weil & #%RE T E% (default risk)-
3} REST 2R & A%, BRAE FEAAZEZN Y ® M o] Az
3 9Ag F 5% ZEELE 4o nd ofAEHEE Y F A7 3y
B 5 olxEY ATz HAn B X FITEEHS mEM HEHER.
(additive stochastic process)-¢ =la= BHEAHFHEHEL ALtz 3= FHRGS
d BETAAE, 27 2533 A4 EZ 2 Falolde ()42 Xygsl Macau--
lay & F-allo] 43t T stebn Bgret. el o] A JTERE AN g,
ol A43kx] X o)A-EHFL A3 mEM FHHEEE JHa2a gud, 29 Feld
Art g2 3ol ¢ Aelsh. mMEEE Fd Rt 2308 FEHHY E—HM:
%54 (individual one-period discount rate) 8] §+4=zA] 2 ®olol & Rolw}h. Fisher-
ot Weil &, 015 ()49 Floldx=zs dezlsliz olafd HEg =T Folold
olglm Hyrl. U o FA A= Macaulay 8 FdelAdst Fysts] 9 A Fisher ¢
Weil 8] §5% D.2tx $27% @vh. Fisher o} Weil 8| D, £ vt&3h 2ol Fodn..
> Cit + An

L » L]
=y (L+7re) ﬂl(l—;-r:)
(4) D l— =

z D—C’—+ £ ) A
El(l+r:) 'Lll(lﬂ-r:)

B, oreteole] oA B -EARIEIE|A =% %&iEFTE(forward rate)®

.35 Fisher o Weil & D, & 2=A2s4 o|fAlo]lde] € 4 Q& BHTEEF
g 487 994 L3 2 FHKME (sufficient conditions) & 74 k. Yot
1. %3k 24 PITFHREHE MEY HitBE=2 TY3tx,

- EM.

(8) =i} 4=l h—(fOrward rate)o] RE 775 £U5m £ 52Td0] HAdQ F2EF ol
23 & ASelE D5t D& FYskA & Roish

-42=-



BEIE : Felol Azt RETEFe e ol FuAlel4

2. FIFEAS SRS L A FITRSEHS HHNRTL 22 1E $4¢ 5 don,
3. FEIgRIS Aolx A EFHEsA 9.

FIFZE £ 3 (interest rate shock): jnEayes w4dly] o S $J4F4-¢ 549
¥ 2712 Aol FitA Y stgrolFabAl Rk 1710 FAEFALY o)AEE r(1)=
=

3t oA g£3E 12 BT A rot FYAoz AR g, 1209 ol

a2t dAS FAdEF4L 543 o] o] Fjrt. F Fisher oF Weil & 3
(B) r(s)=r(t)+4

e FFELaE 1E3 ¢4l adge} 434S mEMez o 5gtz st

7 5hg e},

Fisher o} Weil & M go 2 4A4q HHEEHE A4, oMM Aol 5
T WHE e BHFES Gl A - REN 2 BHEEY FERES PR
BHRARS FU% WHE 2 o E BREHED BEEE MURK (maturity strategy)
S EERA 289 Tl ARHK Akt FEA oz o FUAAHERE 452
2 T3, 2EL 1925~19633 9] -2 R FEFEH(Darand interest rate data) &
ARt ek HEHMDY 1R T2E J1EeE ke RAlelAEEEE TEdoz 3
sta, FECIE HEHARMS BAURS F9% FHdAE AL fAI] A A
ZEET 0 E BRI RS Aol g cheksidl WA £ A3 2F F 5
%7 T ool A Bagel MAIEBEES srtete Aoz Jelysh. aew BHA KE
st MRE kBB £Rd A3 FEREEE BRI 2044 ARE §F
2 ¢ ¥ (rolling over) sl ‘#fiE s}y BEX(‘naive’ strategy)nreb A& wHA] Jelbyteb
Falo] ABEg-2 AER JAEt ARk E gAY, AFzed e £RE 244
ZEAA F F Adeh 24 25, A AdE REEHFZEZLE

=N 753
e
=
=

oz 2a
4942z mERHtt (14, p.a23n AT Wash IEL = FEMEE 2ol
E goh sx ARG FAAelAE Don ¢ o, Lise=De %] 27§ AFAA FE
=49 el ﬁré:o} ok ol FUAI Y + Ak FE ASHE4, D429
£ A¢ 3900 deAent ol gaart BES 2ol MEMY FAHIE A2
A $e 45 93 REZLELE BHKE A A6 AL B} 42 Az

Y,

fEHE 2l G=rte gl 2l Fe) o, o]} dFHEIAE dinks] el

olt}. Fisher 9} Weil 8] ==Fo] 9= 5] 197123 o] Foff, uk& 2% =FEo] Macaulay

g Rl dste e FAHNEE AEA AIXLEZE0E o FUANAANE

£ 3§ 9.

5% =t EHIEZLE o FUANAAA T FaldAREE MTHREat ¢
-4 3=



(B 2> oIxtFaALt £AFZMHY0IE Yot HEEY BRE o 24 BRI vkl =g} 2
zhale}, okoll 4] o) F3 vhebzte] Fisher sk Weil &
FFHELa0 2} kE&EHR] mENSZ BHY
Ho BEdtL AALETHE olFUA ) AARA
T e FHAYE(D)E &34

Bierwag ¢} Kaufmaned] &, FIT2&Lz9
ity BB A REE o2 & 7S Fisher
o Weil 9] D, = AR zEZ o0& o3P LB
S5l AP A o] FUAJAAA F2 Xz ¢
o, #ElAle MTFEL29 FAAAHe] Fisher
S} Weilo] RES vhet o] (5)4 3 2o mHHy
d A+ dxal (B)Alzl o] AL FLE
det. =22 Jelid, EEN HAHEHEE 4

6) r*(®)=r@)(1+2)

48 3% FTEY mEHY ALz (additive 2-
shock) 7} 44 3l BRHBE-L (B 2a)44 2=
uhol ko] EERYL 2 2713k mBML 2 BB
A ul, o]xb-go] FEMAY A &= (multiplicative
A-shock) 2 w4 3td KEEHMBEL (E 24 B
ulo} zro] Fol Al 21%ubE A Aoz B

o,
HTFEaar) mEmes LAMAE sz RK
E ka®gigel (A3 o] o Suhn By

x
2
0 t

Bierwag & 29 ©& £F (el A
foz U3 St AT A5l

(D r* (@) =r@)(1+2)+2,
% 4 seAq olAgaa
A : FFAA QL ol =g A
t}. Bierwag ¢} Kaufman & o[x¢] o FE& ksl 7 KAERHBRS MmEYel el
it B BEU D v, FHNAHEE D, o 47 vh2Al (8)4As} o]

32 s(8)- (¢/g) +r(e) {1+ 1(0)}
(8) r(Dy)=—=1
?;.‘13(1‘)- {1+r(®])
%, g: Sxixbe] MM Aol
Y8}, ol Ee] P FHo)AAEE Dyl &+, o)xgY JATF2I FEEY




EHE : ool Ast MHFEEZ o o FUAA

ol ¥t D&t vtErh. oy wivlsh 204 Rkl FEAYY ASdx D El
D, s} €58 ££71 9.

2w v T A$ 220 Tl FiFE 4AAQ 2 A4 Malkiel(28], Yawitz,
Hempel, ® Marshall(36)59 < 7ol wad, (F 2094 2y vhebze] GHIFITFE
o] BEMIFITERYY v #Epe]l A&tz KASHBRS SLESE g2 waizch =et
A BN AIFFLz 2t FEHY HTEsz d: F5 oY BEHNY TR
EHEA geod, 234 Ha 2 BETAA E&% Faloddrs =3 HE
FAA ADTEZLE clalgdlg oty astxder oJFUAAAA & 5 A
s 5. Khang(243-& EHESS kA%l RHESFS kazed o a4 W3t
T+ 3 kashgel (949 Pz olEdetn sHYsigH.

(9) r*(t)=r()~

i

o

=

Am

Lo
—

l—:at

A7 a & RPFTFEL B3l AT SHFITERY #H LES el gAE
gelst. Aekd KkBFHRE FTELI =t NEHLE BB T o Bl a7
SHRUAIDE}. Khang & SHIFITFEC] EMATERS o 24 4358 549 4%
of AFEEELYLE I FUATAAR F € Wl JAREMD)E (100493 o] A
CEPES
Ls(t)ln(l—} at){1+r(t)} ¢

(10) In(1+aD,) =-~3!
§s(t){1+r(t)] ¢

o] Aell A 4 R ulg} o] FITFEH LI wfel kBB R WFE A Y&
oAl FEEs kel weld FITEERoZYH EHIEZLE JFUAdAAR
+ At T JAREE SgsA F9d + vk 2= Bierwagel =2, flFHa
a7 $ e HEE B Wil sletd s AR T EZ] 0 of FrilAlo] A BiEE (imm-
unization strategy)& i€ F g+ ALE o Bt FIFFREZ HEFHHIM
ko] ghaol4k A et Fulol dERegS AL I FUA AR Rl F4T
4 oA 2Bk 3 FTEY HEEEd A% FFRaast FRMMESA 2HAdoR ¢
A gebe BHFES K{E (terminal value) & A &7 2+ WA= ZE R} Eaz
st gAR Y5 ook e

413 Cox, Ingersoll, ¥ Ross12)&= A3 A2$ AZ9Yyg$ A xsd 49 stoch-
astic duration 35 & Atstgvt. 2FL JITEF 2AAHQL sig oz HFHHa
2 4 gz Fgsqch. Bt AT 2P A iR ez dEsEEe AS A3
@ ¢ gk REXRKEEE (arbitrage opportunity) 7t 2 3HA =, & FEAIL
de FEAPE AWsA 2 Aol a4 1E-L wlyle]z}-go] Gauss-Markov 3B
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2 a2t A5k Ay ool (IRIEES] —BHERRS Ausla, oYy AF =
v AEzeZeed o FUuAelded A&7 + 9% stochastic duration FEE =
€39t obsl Bierwag, Kaufman, ¥ Toevs(6J& olxt89 7| 7F2d] 2T —
ey Fxd o] 4 single-factor CAPM 3} f41¢+ 3 =} 2 single-factor duration
ERE =55ty

V. RAZEE22BBY &5

kFreEde el FodAREE TEZH0E TAste AdAAY Falolde

BEXGgoz4 18 A4g + Ao A3z eLe o T jdA AL £

d 2EEorbA Y HES wieh st jlA A4 Falold g Dyelm ad, &5

FEZHLY FldAREE (IDA 2ol Aoxet. ads] FAz71 AWz EET
(1) D=L w;D;

29 MEE obF wofaA ARy ASeE, AAXEZ 0 Falolde] FYd =2
712 vebd + g dE B9, )k B A a7 AdE AFHdez 4
B3l ‘o}3 FI” £ E E2] 9 (barbell portfolio) ukr]¢] Aola =tz AL E 147
& ‘Abote] A 2 = F2] ¢ (laddered portfolio) s} 4% Falold& 1A 4 glvf. o
AE, (D42 A48 AAxege oy Faolde]l Fx=9 HEgamst o 2 shA
A4, AFEFee Faleld e AdzeTeod o[ FUAlldE AT BETHR
E%(optimal diversification strategy) o = A4 4 9t}

Bierwag ¢} Khang(5, 7)ell 9jstwl MAd2EEe 09 ol FUAAL T 327} &
IR EENR £ 3 (minimum possible return)$ BAAE 4 9= 5§ minimax Fige]
9 4+ gdvbn @ weixd, Rz Fisher st Weil of BETAA 18 S04
717l Harberd &8 A a2 & A, AT EZe] 0 oA d K
fgol utE BEEEEe] Hrhe Aolrk. ke o]xEaast L4 Fgo] p(A<0)>09]
I p(A>0)>00]% elAgaaFd olge IT2E e E KkEEHR] 54
A o] olFeid, BE EHTEZS oW dSH e £&/VKAZS (minimum rate
of return)o| EAE Helet, F 7 AWIEZY AR L BEo| p(r=f)=1°] H:
28% KAE r & A L Aotk Fa=T0%(F) 8 B44A FE B s vl
ol Al o] dEkEgel st} o] 9}7-& minimax BES-E& Hl2 - A4, (B39 f(r
)5 ERE% s o} W3t 4% ro uUx34(density function)etzm stab. f(r]s) Y
539 stdte 7 BAA gEEd deke Folth. ol FU Al ABES s*E f(rls9Y U
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gl Folol A% MBEZ=EU e ol FuUAlY

ERFE ARAI QI FaFQ FerBiol A B 3D
yEdst AF A E B s E AT BT frls) @
ek aEeletn =, 2 2ASER, Fe=F
o) 7] w gl o] FulAlel A BkE
£ BRIEAA FE A
s D(s)ete 543 weloldzr g g
AR g8 & goh (@ 3belAE, o

& BIKEE firls) fris™

FUANAREY Falold D(s*)7h Fap O » B
o A"} g dARTE AL &+ o %
th. & D(s*)=qq = olFLA o] to]
g9 4 ok o] FuAol A 4ol g
Fooe £G3] Z AZHY Falold D(s)e
$3le L4 E F 54 HAAE el
W Zc}.

=% BEE sol o BRREE y>0008 © 4 D
= %@ (12)43 2ol FAg 4 k. (1249 LBRREE FEEH FE (stochastic

(12) Her 2 9)=["" (r=Fun)7df (r15)

(b)

-dominance)$] {3 dWAEFL Fishburnt3 9 $ig B xole}l, Ak alfd$
€ E(rls)gtz 2338, FAxte (E(ris), H(y:s))ol olel Faldoz ke $4
FHEZAL 45 Acldh. olal, (Hiy:s%)q 73L& EEIEEE (riskless strategy)

A LA
224 B A% G2 A A2 459 v AREZEY oqAY $4 2
E

o

by

<l &3} Fishburn & $ ¥ 4 5ele FHY B (two param-

eters) & AH§H 4 émw‘ 2, Adsdge] Helz dehdm AFEFHYel
g AYETEZLE dusol e Yol & HEetm gt

¢4H AP EEEE 9 R JAREE A

A AHEE 7 de WE BT S

Wl A 288 Folold-& EiEstad ek, {

ALE 4 JEE FRitslden, d¥Ador ¢ ‘Abcte| B SIS E 2

EHEIEZE o FASE. 28 ¢]E od FASE vhekeial UEbm 9] o &

£, Watson(33)2 “HHA T EZe 08 nlyls FL A3 alrls 71 Agases

SEE A, F oMW zEEeoE TA4E o Y gEFEaclti Ty AES gtk

1

‘Wolf(35¢} Bradley % Crane(81% ®l 2%t oA T2 FEZ A«lstgch dkdddl, Fogler,

.ol

Rig-&
E-‘"*'vl Bt T2 SRR A
€

-4 7=



Groves, ¥ Richardson{15)-& “o}aF¥EZ2] oBRAE-E olde o TEHHA A=
nhE AERelX Eslrela A RS sk

o]ek2& A ol AFEANA vEbd KR #HRe AQzEToAFd A 32
9 BRI BRY BEAGA 21 22 3¢ A g @ o HRAAE AA=E
EZeodRE £ o FANAREE 4462 91 9y oo SHG olyME
EEZovt ARz eEe ot B oldd Az EF)ons Fstn g dsiA
AEE WA o e 2% HES V¢ AFEAE agees AL dTd
=iz & EEHRB(‘true’ planning period)dl ®3F Aol glolw FHe] ofuldt
A b w3 gt

A% EHTEET ovtE FolARER A%Y 4 A% 2=E =
ERESS WHBET obfe vz 3 KHTETP et ofn 5L FellolA
< JhAE ol @AM T EZEeE R4 Falelder ol + U ¢
A 1T HEEL Felolde]l Az vE TEZE0E ALdgdn T2 A7)

Y,
X fo
O
4
o
o

stER] € F 7] AR ol 4T AEL AT g8 £
i 4" ¢ gdx FUT Felddd FE RE FEEeAE 482
], Fogler, Groves, ¥ Richardson¢] QFd A&% AdelBzeZ)or vhe g
£ e HzEZe] 09 T FHlAE AT o, AXoE BHE ot flxe.
Eelo8tx 54T FElelAdE Xz Atk

Fel ol A 5H-2 Fell A AFE A Fel AT HER #HRE A9 £ ¢ T
AREETe oA E Tl A5 HEPEY Rolst AFPolwet TEZ LY f
B— kARt 22l ¢ A 294 AJzEZ e EBR—kE=EE e (risk-
return frontiers) & &3 s}l7] AAE =A HEPME A AAL . zEZIe
o] Falol Azt A HEEIRM] —Fslt B FmildAE B kATl %R
Yazkest B Jebd mERe] FJelae] vk w4 Fi5— 4Bk (mean-variance:
framework) el 4 TEZE] 09 FR—UBZZE A AGr 3 Aol TEZE O
8 FalolAd 2 BfRel wel gelAle. O z e Ee] o8] FuolAde] £ A7
£ 251845 BHe SUhad. G4 Fedde]l A Fe TEZEoAdPel ik
= 7t% A4
(9) 28 3EAdcnt 488 49€9 =7 23AY SAE4Y Aoy Adse HSE b
(10) Fishers} Weil-&, “Fzizxl7t el o2 AYs)2b& Ak g g, Aol F=4

+ ¢2eta 4 AE= AlYozy $84L F233 v. L.Fisher and Roman L.
Weil[14], op. cit., p.424.
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BRHE : Frelel 43t RETETeY o FuAlola.

Bradley ¢} Crane-& HBIHRHSY #RE Adoz 289 A EdlAdd T E43H4
B 2E5L “Fao AN EE AR AHRKRE Added T3] A A
S g oA 9 ARz e el o Falolde] HEMAMS Hold HZ¥FF
zEZE &L ZLHAH

Falol A g = Aol ddTdAA 48" Axd o 53 ERREE A4
s Zoh A Bl dd Tl A F2 AYS 2T BRI kA% S8E RBRER
Agstgeh. dus ALY Sire] $EFE FKRE RobAvn Bgivh o] HYHE
Eoold A28l 2RAY Add dsfAde ALY Eels AFolyAe] g+
£ (default-free bond)dl wls) A= Adsx Eslch olal AL FE3 479 A
Fol F&5el ot WHS KAFE 4gstenl dolA FUL FHEEES AL T
o8 Foll BABslx B3 FTFEEHo ] HAYC ol Y #EHE A BREA

F2o BREKED 98¢ F 4 4 AR WkABes AL ka®e 4AdH<e

TIEEES AR Faloldel B stEHME —HT ¢ AEF AL AT
24 AAR} 2594 Fead THAd T4 KAREL 4T LS AL £
< FEAoR aAH. 9P HJ AL F2 P4 % M e AL 5 R
Eotel #Ee lgamst BRA kAT 2RV odntE dAsigdts Aol
a < 2 A FHAERS Zelst 1’3%—‘1 »lf(;;{q*afﬂ] B3 AAHg itz

T3, EETETLERY g #S53EZE ¢ (default-free bond portfolio) ] 7
Sl F2AH NS vR KEEE 3Es] zHsA 3 fR-UWaEzEE
& EEA REZEEY LS S AL EERT Aol fl—Ma=
Erlole zEZ 08 Faloldsl B HEpIRI2 2R sl ek FE
7 —Frshe g A FRAAE 4T FEs FUEE AdEe EZR S £

2 zheseh o] B BildAe 348 FdES A¥ T £l 235]d Sl
b, oA H2e Az e od =l kel el =zt olal Fxbx}dl
AE EERDIZ HE FAAAAE £ED Aoz 27E ¢ Ao A HEURME
ol & ol FuiAle] 2o] He Z2) o epelzt s Fab=lo] akzl IRl © R
At oAl HA o] FulAloldel B wg 4 .

wtebd BREEFRHBAEHRE(CAPM) 9] fAdd A 2dd o= Add AT 5HR S

Rul

p

()

x
N

S
=

£}

L

(11) iﬂiiiial 29 Felelde] AYrigst 42 H o= —F-#EJ ‘F"—l%ﬂ BAE R}, FE
:H*H ZASedE 55 44E80 o B2 £ A= b A=k A2l 28R 5o
9 %*Pc’i HEE 236kA s FEAYSY ZTEZEE AYY A2 ¥A sk, ¥y}

X*éh} APz d$d 50 Pa=l+ M5y #H(semi-variance) 8] Jei7t |}, Peter

C. Fishburn{13], op. cit., pp.116~126.
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REE Tzl =zt 28] A4d 4 . Kaufmane] 93t=, FEE =49 Wl
olA, Az eEFe] o Falold W KEERELM (differencing intervals) ¥z} g+
<A 7F b jkeF KAFHESRE] BT st dX v, v ZEE
Bled Falolde] ol & #MFA YAY ¢ JEF ddsoigt rEEE oY R &
Aoz B §=00] " k¥ FdEFHrIze] o AAY @A Ha £00]
Rk Y & iEfiMe] £Ad&533s 2 A FEEAARL R Ao F
REEEL T 571 7e] 29 A3 dAGES 4P A vlzsd P
Ex Adxedeey gd 34& ke RelH
% Babcock(1): AIkAZ (internal rate of return) 248 FalolAA YL =

diez s&ade. 53 2 dza, 437 FIAAYS 2FA (>0 o 24
e A4 ed o FAToRA KR KAR ()L, (13a)45 o] A4t =& =

(13a) r:w-i+(i—w)-k

(13b) r=(D/q)+i+(1-D/q)k

=i+ (1-D/q) (k—i)
e, rozd 2 AAAxEZe 0 488 4YF

i ” Wl g
k: " A FA2ed &
D: ” el el 4

b: " 24 87 7
w: 7FE 3]

ATEZE 29 ARKAEG S T4 Adse FREKATOY METHEE
BPE 4 glok oldl, MEME wt FARY AY7| Lo A Faeldd ¥, FD
/ask RAEEHA Asta, EF ke AFIAZIBFE ik AE Exk kB D/gstE
A9 dxeA 2 o, AF2EZe 0§ std ofgd A4ldl AT BERRL KEES
(13b)4 s o] =yd + o=k (13b)4dl Y3, T2zt D=¢ql AQ == AW
FEZYOE AYE A9, ERA KAFEL BREARBozYH ofuUAq4dLrs
Ag s & 4+ vk D=¢d & r& i LAA A4

= TEEZY o HBRL FY—SEsesYy 228 4% g7 A Ed #EHE
EEZSRBREE FH—FHSTT 3844 2t AE T Fd. ol FUAddE 24
AA Fe AAEEEL A% L (1443 o] ZAFH = FHHHFRE (mean squared
-error) & B/MEAIA £

(14) m?*(s) =E{(r—rs*)?|s) =Var(r|s) + {E(r|s) —Fs}?

(12) 4339 dFdde 488 +A¢E 2337 HHA 33729 AAA 2HE 92
A3y
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P : Falol A RBTEZE Y o) FAlolA

e mi(s)7t AAT LRREZ 459 % ok, ol FUAARES mi(s)7 3
&2 57 3o EEEIG R & 4 deh 2 #HNd TEZE o BRd e B
H-HEEW, 5 (E(ls), Var(rl)lel 981 TEeen®s] +4498 AW
w, o] R Al g s*uel odl3 A3HE =l FuA °lﬁ$§ﬂ§(nommmunization
strategy)el EAE 4 dvh. F, E(r|)>E(F|s))S Var(rls) <Var(r|s*)8 z22A¢& =5k
FAE woliuAleld Aol AT 4 gk FH—SEEMEd G2, o FU
AolAdd e AATEEZH 7/ o3l FHEWN) Adzedor sl 4 47,
ZldFdge] o w3 F4el o 2e HE ARzEZe st AT 54l o
A "G 2y HF-EA7Ed A8 5449 Aos volk AYTEZYoE o

k& 7ld 49 &3 Fishburn® ‘F@afy &K (‘down side’ risk)€& W stz g& <
A F 2T AAEEEY Y 4§ Fk ol FU Al ABESS]l ngste 3459
& Fodt 4T gl gk Kaufman(23)& m(s) =& BHE AP HEE A&l 4
SAT AAZEZYLY kel FAAY AL A ARTEZ o Falo A
w2t o] gA HFeexE AEstn Yo

£ 3 Fong 3t Vasicek(16): AW T EZE 09 o] B Alo]ABEse] 2sled 4
HE AT ARz b 289 Fgd g, olAgH S W A zETele
Y ERBHEEE AU TH F4AA S Qg Bk oh]el AW TEZe] 9] Hikol
AHAE gelAlcte Aolvh. 53] YYEEEZL0Y Fzd I8 AYHE 9L o]
T Al el 4 f*[?‘(lmmumzatlon risk)olglz H=2 3, o] YYPAEE FHAIA Do 2A

ol =g Fo ol g Zﬂi£5£ﬂ14 Adxdd 4344 ¢ d& GBI FUANA
Higo] 249 ¢ vz syt

n. # i

AF7A B4oe A4 thad QAL Fololdd=ss A8 ngeh =%
TAolAMNE e AY =& ADzEEY 224 7L ET2 449 4 o AL
ng;] _};)_ol-pl.

FelldEEE o gty dxe HYHE Aol g Falol4
ARt w2} clopalAl FoHm ¢lvh. Macaulay = #FE5E
o] d & 4835kl 3z, Hicks, Samuelson, Redington $--& o]}l

BEHERERZA Folold¢ E&s9.e9, Fisher o Weil o]

BERel A AYTEER 09 o Ful Aol A BT A st Falo

23t AF7A FAold & B4 g osieh Ealo] yWolAnl
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ol Bao] wel vieksiAl FYdR 4 dote A4S olsex XA v RHdHT &
+ A+

Fisher o} Weil ol ozs, A3 Ao &¢ FAdGT FEF4L o]AEaa06l
w2} AR ol FRHx st AFEFNP] g AW =+ APEEE
2% FAgdes A9 AL, A e AAEETEH Y FHoAe]l FAAY A
o123 LA Hd KD KAFS 4% BRE F A7 dEd 2% A9 =
£ AT EEE o+ FTFHEERoZNY o]FUAlddr: Aotk 2F Bierwag,
Kaufman, Khang 5-& Fisher ¢} Weil 8] Fale]lAn8 & v§ Egzag. 258
o]AgL o wet FAEFA] ol FdE FHE YA MY Lol wte} Fajeld
EE osiA 39 4 g9 dgs 2 olxEsart BEdl mEMLE 44T
Fuk ohz uet B3 fBHLR 2dte ASAE AW B2 AYREEYLY
olfruyAlel del A 4 dvtx st votst, olx-&-& Gauss-Markov =3 & o}
gt A5 A s BgAe FalolAdEs AwHsE sg:, single factor
CAPM 3 4} #u] = single factor Fal|o] 4ol B 5 sgr}.

AFIARY = § A7, Felelde AJIXETN oAF Ystq RAA F
2% YgujE Wtz gk Felold & o4t ARz olwU Al A RS
minimax R #o 2 oY + drt. =¥ CAPM & FHd4 us AJz=Ieles g
A4 ARFEEF Y Flold, AFTEZ Y Faold, +d&33Y7L F3
TEAACL Qv Aoz ¢EA geod, oF FAIL gt 71E AEHd dFE
u] 3k wrol whakaint, ael3 AEA TEEE Q0] Edwel, &4 FH-SEEH
J g 499 AP T EZY eA%L Fishburn 9 f#KE WIxsdz QL 7H54del g
7} A& FolA S o1& AArEFH oAdgd s FHENY +5 1. Babcock
= ARKAEEYH FHdAMN IS wejdos EEAdony Fol4dE H4E +
Qe =3 99L& AHsq

gozx FHeldMde] HEF THAETFE A8 F 9t Rokk g3 Yol g
o2z} A, 53] Faoldg APz EEe] o9 FKE old e Avtad T3y
< B 2 Aot FalolAMNELE AFZelPAge] ¢l AW =+ AJYXEE
Fot FE, ATEIgHPE] de AR =+ AAXTEZE R, Jolrt HRel A4
= 349 4 2% Aolvk. AN B-FHEMME Tl ARY L SEERMR Rl
A 4% (multi-planning Period duration model) 22 Wxl® 4% ¢ Aol CAPM
3 5¢E o4 E A AT ¢ vk =2 Rl A del AFEHEA 9
AFHo g F48A AL57 HAAE A83 dFE AS dgsolord Aoz £t
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