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of A3E 719y FAFYES AR dEAZ 3o XS FPP.
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Arso] Hold MEANARA Aot P AAze F4@ AolE UEhhA o Ay
ANEARA Fe BN AL ARARE FTsee Aog Bk

2 A7E 323AAY2 488 FAFYES dEN2 o dARAYAES BAAAT. WA fAGE
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43t AR A& FAANI] A4 NEY
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& A%oEH JAEAY 2HA 4TAE B9
F otk & AgAERdE AAE

o 4%
(individual idiosyncratic behavior)o) ®&& n]
A, 2y o)gd AAEFY FHE MU
FAtoldl ZRAA AY EAFA ¥7) GE
o ¥J& TozH MASHY PFE 274

o2 RAHA Hol §o3 AR A4ute
A€ H(beaver 1989).
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EHOl0 OISt E&(noise) MIHQ QINZEREH ML

g, X A2 FAFA LEIF Frho wgs
EAE AEY A7 AHHH 7], 1997, BA
FAH NRAM EAAEL F
HZAE 5HY AN0Z WolSol: RNoZ
ety A3 E Y4Fdte 2FHE RAF
. EA, FANGETATL A A ARA WS
de7te HES 97 (Grinblatt, Masulis &
Titman, 1984 ; A& 2184, 1993 Tl A
= *H‘l‘?——_](event day)g F4o2 39 {94
A zF{FdEo] WARTE AHE HHIY
o mEA ol g FAWTIAYRE A G
A T AR golgoll Qe LR
g 7 St ARZ, 1ZAE gasdds
N1FEA A A AT (Boudreaux, 1975; Hearth
& Zaima, 1984; Klein, 1986, Hite, Owners &
Rogers, 1987, A 3¢ &9, 199%65)2A
Zt BEe A AFeA e o d WLE FA
Ag24 R AFTE NAFIIE Hol 39F
?l 2402 WolEol: Aoz Yyt UA
2 AR dg FAFEE IFMc-
Connel & Muscarella, 1985; A=A 1995 HA
SoF AAF, 19%6 53t AL FAAHA o]
FAAE AR 5Hoz Wolsdute A}
dASG dAAZ G @
A AEE 2 & 5 g AAF IR
g A dfd AT AR L
B7} FAANZAA 29HA 2H oz Wols
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1995 )% AAFAARBI} FrheHE #E
o] b % (Standish & Ung, 1982 %)°l )
ol dXg ANE Holn YA ¢}
of il FAIRRIL Frld] FFE F& &
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Majluf, 1984; Masulis & Korwar, 1986, Smith,
1986, &4, 1988)5<¢ € + 3t
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N2 24 FRAAEC] AN Fapeja}
ARHAANA ARAA FRZA AL U
g ¢ % 9o
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MR e WRERAY qAAR A ddsE S
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o deEA7IY g 2 ggdAsEs I
A2 g dFs A & A AXHoR
71%9 AL dAdon] HAYahe Hojzt
H&e HasAt. a8y PR A A
A BRBE FEte YAT ARE FX @
7 &, AHAY RAEAHC mEA o5
Aol2 YelEslE d73  E3(Houghton,
1984)91 M= Ade) FAE BRE AT BS
o} Aldel AAE HEE AFsA 1 HA
RS o] &3t 435 A & AL 45
ol A3 ezt Qe ALz Yehvta gl

T3 AFAREE BY3E F¢ AFEHY
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A E AEF dF(McEwen & Hunton, 1999)
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& BA7tERUE o4 FAE HEF}I] Hd
02 ARE Zxde FFgo] don, gAEA
o A#% SR FAYo] U&E RYF
1 Ao
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71e7te 78 L3 (Whyte & Sebenius, 1997)
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¥ 209 FAAL 21 $REZ FEEY

1) 1994UE2E 1997UNA= 2t ZRADI ENRUES
FHA B0 3BSS FHMSIUCH 221D 19980
18] FEN 2010 BESS FROIUCE [I2IM 19944
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LE TFAY HuMdgAEA TEZIL
(best individual portfolio)® 3tgen, ¥z
7 AxdE Mg we ARE 24T 249 F
A FHE FEERZ XEEYULE FAFY
HA AdgAEA EEE 2 (worst individual
portfolio)2 3tk E3 zZ+ FAM} FHFE
S uEd o, e ¢ 3 oy FAAL F
Aol FH3 FEL Foo g3 =29 FRY
4% (surrogate) & Bi oJEZ TAY XEEZ
O E AdYAZA FEEZHLE FYTh
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AR ZFA/Y FHEFEA g 9RZY FAdE
gAEAR Ao g&X
(surrogate) 2 3¢} £A1& AA &gtk £4 o
A7|7b Fo 2+ ZHA} FHE FE AHF
#2 AE3/] A8 d4A Al d(event day)E
AZY 7|09 uBZAY} A48 9 FHEHEY
£ (cumulative abnormal return)oll Wi 4%
AxstA. BHERE ol Eel A
A}

<E DA E g 3l o] AHAY -5
d5H 0%7/}?‘] A &30 & g9
27408 L Adstn Yot Y AAL=R
e 3d °] de oAl ()9 23,9 E
ez e # 1?_47} A 222 o))
Z3AAF B4 IXHEE Hta A& )
Egozn TxY ojFde 5’_'1?4 248
o] 039 (- Yeuye 7;

EF AY SUNARE T2

(abnormal return)&

v} 9}

2 23

—

z
=
o]

1994958 19983714 3070 °]3& wid F FUAEL A&EH0F F(+)o = L}E}L}Zl ok AL

(B 1) 2 E=0| AlHeE &5t M-I

Ao SHAX AR t 2t b 2t CAR t 3t b 2
-5 0.004339 Q771 0.000 0.004339 9.771 0.000
-4 0.007249 15.084 0.000 0.01159 17.035 0.000
-3¢ 0.009316 19.823 0.000 0.02090 24.630 0.000
-28 0.01207 24.960 0.000 0.03297 32.430 0.000
-1 0.01122 22.374 0.000 0.04420 36.814 0.000
o 0.006259 13.311 0.000 0.05046 37.572 0.000
12 0.0002278 0.501 0.616 0.05068 34.397 0.000
2 0.0005770 1.254 0.210 0.05126 31.995 0.000
32 -0.00130 -2.907 0.004 0.04996 30.014 0.000
424 -0.00158 -3.675 0.000 0.04839 28.142 0.000
52 -0.00167 -3.910 0.000 0.04672 26.402 0.000

=) pale 9= 2801 Ot &Y

Z0) ZF0I NSRS TS 4,358 H2.

Z=3) AR abnormal returnOli CAR=

cumulative abnormal return &.
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AAZRE Azto] AREE FH 2359
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4.2 2= HEANZE L SHOIA
Z249 MiH|m

A dAs BE NErEAe] AES
vl sty] A NEgAARE FHEe Fte
FEZYLE FAET 37| o FE FHT F
28 JAdoAdA TEZo 23 FAS A4
ok 24 dTE ol <® 2>oﬂ}. AR = At

J5i0i9 W3 15 20004 38

<E A £ 5 A& uis} 2o] Jo 94}
AR ?Hgroup decision-making performance)
g 2E HEYgAEARY A3all individuals’
decision-making performance)®] 2}¢](ARg-AR;)
7F -49, -2%, 0994 JDgAEAY 47t
A dAe] ARug & Aoz dey
AAEARS & o, FIE TEFoEN ARE
Y 5 U95S BAFT ok 2y 4964
T 88 MEraEAe AHs Avgady
o) AHrg A Jdevdn gled, ot F4
Aol Al 4 AHA YA S s F
w7le] F48 2A3E FAS Yehle
Ut AN 4o uigd Rez £ F
A

=8 JagAdAe] 4#E 5 Ade
MERE FAHT A9 o](CAR;-CARNT
-445EH 3U7tA ASHOE JFdoAlEA g
A7t & Aor Jgy qAEAE T o),

(B 2) 2= HOIOAIEHE (all individuals’” decision-making) It ZTHOINZ A (group decision-

making) 2l M|l

Ao SHAN ARg-ARi t 3t p 2t CARG-CARi t 2t b 3t
50 0.001882 0.670 0503 0.001882 0670 0500
T 0.004712 2.018 0.046 0.006593 7 881 0.062
39l 0.003000 1010 0313 0.009593 1.789 0.074
9l 0.006900 2.605 0.008 0.016490 2.564 0.010
219l 0.005039 1,585 0113 0.02153 2 835 0.006

02 0.006543 2194 0.028 0.02808 3.305 0.001
12 ~0.002911 1015 0.310 0.02516 2701 0.007
2gl Z0.000666 0229 0819 0.02450 2.419 0.016
32 20.002782 1283 0.000 0.02172 5063 0.039
ye ~0.005236 443 0.016 0.01648 1516 0.130
52 0.001798 0.665 0.606 0.01828 1.634 0.102

1) pai2 &= A0 & g
=2) 801 ASE NEAZEQ Mt UiSXl= 21210 EAND| FA5E QE FR0| ZNRAES 2SI )2 S0t
SHGIAUCE ZBJ12F S0t HECINZAO| DE B=0 12 4.35940(C FTIONZHO| Il UI8XI2= 3

b OINOI SHAD} SAI0) &5t

MM JHERINZEC

SN

E202 MG OIF RME ZEZQ0 HE M= 111H0ICH
+3) ARg-ARiz AUQINZNO) MDA JHEOAZEEOl MIE X215t glOIH CARg-CARi= ETIOIANZAC| =

= X8t gt &
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¢ 2988 122 a9 JARR4RE B
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4.3 20N 2 ML JHES
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NZE
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SR EREE PIEDIEPREE PR E

Aol g

da F 7kA ZEEIHL
Z e 2*4*}7} 34
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248 3

o dig TE

Wasts] A AgoaEge Yol
g Y4qh o
0% 5o U FHzY

W PSS £

ZIE Hu 7Yy

& 7ol 1% A wL F A
AR A%z w1, FAzHedE0 A3
e F ol FEAL FAE 32 dE E
=¥e2E A4 AN A2 ule

W, geAage 43 s F ) £

2 o9 AFHAto]d|
AFH7}t olge <E 3> AA =Y.

F e g Zo] FdyAl
T3 Aol

<E PAA
274% 31

po

=

de #4

EPLEEES
HeiA 93 QT oldd @AE AdoAE
4% ¢ o 082 &
o7k Utz AENEAE & o
zol7) 98 B ARE B
A T4 W 448 JNERe ¥ 5
N&e vEn o =8 AeAERH 3
A NN ERY Ae 4geA 097t

0) =
M

A fag zolg vehin

SRR ELY

A (ANOVA)«]

ARE 2z e

=] \= o
pasee

AL o)

Rew, Hu 43
a2 A s YA 43 AdJAERAE -5
Aol A 1974 FAHLRE FAF Zo]E e
Uz Qs AR Y R g8 wet oAt
2739 Zol g

(B 3) SHOAZEN FDIHRI0] OARESE K FXIHRIQl OIARZEC| HiiHIL(AR)

pom—~—=2 ara-are ARG-ARW ARB-ARW Fat sig.
= 0.002207 0005663 0006466 * | 3671 0026
18 0.004032 | 0.009008 ** | 0005062 " 7708 0.000
“3g 0.0003351 | 0.008008 * | __0.007668 " | __11.772 0.000
22 700011925 | 0.01270 ** 0.01389 * | 33030 0.000
g “0.0061444 | 0.01138 * 0.01652 ™ | 42670 0.000
0gl 0.002206 | 0.009957 *** | 0007762 " | 12.389 0.000
12 ~0.0080775 ~0.001554 0.004084 = | 4238 0.015
22l ~0.0023036 | 00016094 0.0006942 | 0.800 0.741
32l ~0.0037394 -0.003958 ~0.0002136 | __0.861 0.423
48l ~0.0066843 | -0.0056324 0.0001619 1.641 0144
62l _ 0.001949 0.001562 ~0.0008871 0.236 0.790

1) ARG, ARB, ARW =
x2) T I T T

= 212t Scheffe Al &0 28t &
I-iOlO UEF _

2124 J20NEA, A1) JHHEONES, JHEOIA%éOl A3 JIZIS0 S LiEk,
TEZ2H01 WZXIODE Rl

= 1%. 5%. 10%012I0IM =2l
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olgje <E 4> -54RH FAF Fail
A4t HaMEgAEY 2L HANE
2A9 Aiatold digh BARA ARE g
Wi gl

LSO HBA M1S 20004 38

=% 47 AAIN2AY J3g ZA Ay
AAR AARNE o8 Hol2 Yehin g
£, og@ ABAE o AuY ¥
AR 2ATT 2 4 o] 44 1277

(B 4) SHAAZZ FIHOIO| AARZE R HXIHRIO! QIARZAQ| ADHILI(CAR)

ARPA2 AN CARG-CARB CARG-CARW CARB-CARW Fat sig.
-6 0.002207 0.005663 0.003456 * 3.671 0.026
-42 0.004805 0.01351 ** 0.008704 *** 7.844 0.000
-3¢ 0.007130 0.02243 *** 0.015630 *** 16.327 0.000
-2 0.008501 0.03638 *** 0.02788 *** 36.205 0.000
-1 0.004641 0.04853 *** 0.04389 *** 59.280 0.000

0 0.006537 0.05859 *** 0.06205 *** 67.227 0.000
12 0.0002965 0.05642 *** 0.06612 *** 61.759 0.000
22 -0.0021187 0.05497 *** 0.05708 *** 53.021 0.000
3 -0.0058581 0.05101 *** 0.05687 *** 46.786 0.000
4 -0.011542 0.04548 *** 0.05702 *** 42.783 0.000
5¢ -0.0085937 0.04704 *** 0.05664 *** 40.205 0.000

Z1) CARG. CARB. CARW = 21

SCANEE, D HHIARZA, HX HHOARESEO! AR T2t S0t £A

SIS LK.

F2) **t % = 212 Scheffe At HEO gt & TERI LWRAIOD ROUSE 1%, 5%. 10%0I00IM R0

o= LIEH!

<E £AA AAE vre Zo] JAuoArEA
o w4 du NAYAEA L FH A o
£ Aot gl ol A&d uie} o] e
AARATL o] 88 F v AR FHAZ o
7t Q71w AdeAE A HERH
Hol £1 AR dHo] B ZAfoE a9y
AERH Ao Aozt fle Aoz BT
g, MEIA AR Eo] FoE 4T o, 7Ad
AAIARAZ] Abde 7tA R gle AsE ©
T Bosted JAEAS FozH HR Lo W
A xol2E ZAAINAY AAGA Eidn
T T A5 2Ed A PEYAERAE o
4% & v AR F1 oj&ste AR
Aol Jg JAAARI} o&de FRHEGE
W7 qEd gAY 4HE JdgAEA
A7t 9 =4 YeEUIL e Rez B

st A% A4 4
4.4 FIDHEOANZFSIRL 08
OINZE S Him

1994955 1998 7bA] 3070 o4& =i
A S FAFE did 532559
7 F udE Mg 52 299958
dE 71dS a9 NI A (best individual
decision-making)9] 432 & Z st 37
olde FHAE FA FHE FEHY x4
9 & &(abnormal return)g A JALAA Aol
o} & X} (surrogate) 2 3} A2 YT}
THATE ol <E 5>¢

g mo X
N
wx oy o

BAO
'\L‘&i'é‘

o

23 4XE¢ 4§ AHdU(event day)2 3tz 3
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(B5) 19| JHOIO|AIEA (best individual decision-making) 3t EEHOIAREE (group decision-

making) 9} AW

—
Aol SHAX  ARg-ARI t 3t p 2t CARg-CARI tag b2

5o 0.000000 0.003 0.908 0.000009 0.003 0.098

"4 0.003344 1.163 0,246 0.003353 0.785 0.433

39 20.002177 ~0.680 0.497 0.001176 0.215 0.830

o) 20.002504 0774 0.440 | -0.0013285 20.187 0.852

T ~0.003805 1.037 0.301 | -0.0051333 ~0.609 0.5643

02 0.001715 0.474 0.636 | -0.0034186 ~0.360 0.719

E 20.004850 1 677 0.095 | -0.0082686 20.801 0.424

2g 20.004158 1160 0.945 ~0.012457 1099 0.073

32 20.004965 1,736 0.084 ~0.017302 1 440 0.151

42 20006171 2206 0.008 ~0.023563 1028 0.055

5l 0.002698 0.916 0.361 ~0.020866 1 656 0.099

=1) pele L= BN 25t g
=2) 280 AISE HEQARZEEL &l UigRl=

21210 SAADI

aniam P

Ex8 E20| ZNFOSS AEIR SO =X

T o™

—E=

SI0 DI AIRMO= F10| MIE S5 SANE MEGIICH OIFA MEIE X0 HUIE &t H=
2 320000I04. BHHOARZEO! &It THIBRIZ2= 3K Olalel SHADL SAI0H
| HE ZEZCIQ0| B2 M= 111H0ICH

F&et S=02 FMGIUCE O

oA Azet HAn NPgAZR Y A
o Aol(AR-ARDE WRFHHE W, 54dME
AagadRe] A7t NdoaEg e Ao
g =A% 1Y, 3%, 4948 JiTes 29
MNEIA AR Y Art & Ro2 Yeyt
T3 5URH FAG FHEAFAEY Fold
MNE 497 5444 HaMddarAaFgoel Fa
AR Agrg 238 ¥A deldzn gl
o] & AL MNEdAEAAE] P& =
F3= FAAA ANEY AdE FTFoEN
MEAA AR A E ] ol &3t BH &9 WAlH
o] e ®o|ZE TAANAY AARE 9%
€ %9 A REE v gl wEA
71 39A AAE d9de B2 Whyte &
Sebenius(1997)8) F3& AA st AF#E FHA
& 4 9l

oje] BAANE g%sinw AN, F7AH
o2 AdYAAA Y Ade AdgArayg e A
grte o ¥ A3E g4dd. 4, Ad
AL AR ALY Aol Az E AolE o] 7|

AR AZ] GABHN AgHE Auo)
$59 3 AuPASde] Folge ¢ 4 3
o AR, NEANARADY BT £
AARE AEANER Fuol WAY molz
BANAAY AAGE 48§44 Tae
o2 Yeh} §98 E2elt HRolA sue
ARRAS Aart vad BTFH YeolArz
o olgihe ¢ 4 Atk

=t o ¥

V. 28  stAE

=

2 d7dAME dAZEE 7 9, AEedaE
BAe ARol85H 2 JREHTHAA Abo]
7h BAge R dste] gAEAY F Aol glof
A Zolg fEdteErtes AEAG. £F g
AAAA A0l FYE EFdG FEAAEA
€ ste BF AEAAERAT} ol fste AR
o WA e xol2E FAAIAY AA

He
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$3E $9% Rt o) G o Auw
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Information Quality and the Relative performance Comparison

between Individual and Group Decision-making

Dong-Hun, Kim#*/Sung-Yong, Ryux*

Abstract

This study evaluates empirically differences of performance in the two types of the
decision-making. There exist implied noises in the information but consensus mitigates or clears
noises from available information in the decision-making process.

Decision-making performance depends on information quality. Therefore the higher quality
information are used, the more performance decision-makers have,

The results of this study shows that group decision-making is better than individual in decision
making performance. It indicates that consensus mitigates or clears noises in the information. As
variant individuals, however, have different performance, individual decision-makers also have
different ability in analyzing information.

* Dept, of Business Administration, Hong-k University
* Doctoral course, Graduate School, Hong-k University



