X B X RS KU N 2 3 R R

JOMES] RS i At Z 1k - BT IS o R P

PUR= '

(5 E) NNz Hd "EZX =2 MER P EHFEEEHHA, B Mehra and Prescott
(1985) R H XN H UK, RECHAENAR XN RT-—HRBFERTNHERE, W
Rietz—Barro % ¥ & LR # 5] A% 7= E M A TR T £ AR T & M i 1A K T X R
MEZp MEFHNHFE-FINT XTHRATEXE B RHERENEBETEY
RERE ik HREFLBEFTNENTNER S 20k MBI THELBIE LT LR
BHNRLENemER ENVEENZ BRI NRAMENG, KL Z 5 EHE LR
ENMERAETHFNRE NTGITAT — B ARENZFEMEBFEN AT,

KEIR . RE KNEEMZ® RAEXNKR T XTHZA H&EN

JEL 573K 5 .E43 E44 G12

i

— .5

2008 47 2 [E GRS HL S | A 1 42 Bk 4 Rl fe AL , 45 BOR A 27 R T 46 IR 31 28 5% 4 il 4 &=
TP 2R GE A IR 1 i A G Y e Rl RO AR AL OC T A AR AR RGEME XU . LA Barro SN E I F
ARFETFUG TRFR ARG GE 8 7 AR b R I 28 e XU i sk — 2 Je 35 < XU, i 1 =2 ik A F
GEEA )

BE M B R AT 7 A RIS (AL N AR B TR R 2 L AR AE gy
SE M BRIE T A H 00 JI0 XU, 1) 3845 g KU 5% 77 1) [l 412 230 5 Jg IKURS: A4 38 1 22 S AR /DN, I 12k figk e K 52
o TH 25 SRR B G 3 A IO B AU T A =2 ik o DRIk XU T A 22 ik X A% 48 7 7 o i 3L
WAIH 28 U022 B AR L T B AR (Mehra,2008) o TR ik 2 IS Y6 A =2 ik, /S ANRS % 7 2 o 21
W, XA AR S p ES A A TR Ee M R R B A T EEERME X,

Fl Mehra and Prescott (1985 ) £ i “ B AR Ui 1 2 ik ” (equity risk premium puzzle , LA & Bk
JRURS: it 4 ) AR, 3 — A SR 5 | T AR 2 & AR i R R OCHEY, Sl T ZER IR FE#R
tE T D AR AR R I DA R B8 a0 2 i ST BRI A T B0 SEAR NI 9%, 508 AT Sy A il b 4 2R
PR B T SO R AU pRAR . BT — A DR 38 BB A% 58 4 R XU 6 =2 ik | X SRR B A
BRSNS B 2 85 () AR e AU RO R T 10) B 245 AR P & B 456 (1 A B4R = 1 0

A, T EA G R E R AT B LAY B T A A AR S b R R R R PR RS IPCC SR LR VAR
Xt e [ b7 o A A0 7B Ak N (1) 5% ) L 4 30 H (4R :2012BAC20B0S) BB .

@ XF I £ER T UL Campbell (2003) Mehra (2008 ), 1 30 £33 7] WLVE & = FIVE 53 4% (2007) X8 243 (2009)

@) 4 1 Mehra (2008 ) () 430k , JRURG: Ui A 22 ink A fife T8¢ [0 32 0T LA A 18 285 - 35 T JXURG R AR JRURS B4 o 5 T XU 0 e 0 8] 3644
CU)Ai 37 225 0 1 B (438 DRI et e R B IR A ) 5 (2) 5 LA 20 BT WU RIAT Ry 538 5 (3) i — A g i AR RME T 2 3, 5 13 25 iR 2 Fh i
At R BT 28 5 (3) 1 Lucas B TE 28 OB A8 Oy 2B P 500 5 (4) % I TT R 58 A IAE IS % 5 (5) % AR H A 1 . 2 TR R
W P e T PR 2 A 468 (AR 438 ) - (1) U 2R 25 SO 3l 1 1 58 5 SV M, T8 A8 Y SBT3 40 A i 2% 1 385 300 i B A R SR i R AN 5 3 1Y
(2)Z5 BN B B PET s (3)F BRIV (4) 3T AME SRLY3; (5) % 18 57 MR AT % 3 P AR 25 . Mehra (2008) I, T ig
S T DR 8 S Al RS (1 R 3R 98 T Tk 5 4 i TR XU ik 1 22 ik
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JRURS: ) 2, BB 1 1 T RURS: R 38 22 ik ), DL AN AN TS 6 A e XU Ui 1 22 ik, SRR I Mg e B 2 A G
{180 2 WL 4l T 80 (A7) 3 7 v AR T 280 230 B0 D Bl VI SRR S TR K O K B B T A0 s e B A A )

AR Al PR 1) 55 0 TG IR ) 23 i ke s 28 S 1), ] 280 8 g e XU i A1 22 ik, 7 2 DA X XL
W6r DR 4l EF ] s 2 009 2% 188 4 S5 00 0 2 45 0 10 AT o DA 0 BIF 9 980 TG 7 AR 4 e ot A XU i A, —
A AR D PR T R Sk AR AR v 8 3 2 B K R = KRR BN IR 2 AT LAG I ACIOME , AT 15
THRI R RN 7 2 R RV 50 b A 2238 X — SR B &, N, Rietz (1988 ) 3k 73 RE 8245 78
2GR R B R B oI A TR AR, DT B b A R T v IR Vi A LA B ARG T XU ) R
i, BN, Bansal and Yaron (2004 )78 % 7= A A i 5| A KB 28 5 888 KR sl kI K& T
R U R P SR N ST DA g R RS i A =2 ik, S T L T o A R T [ 4 R R T R B B
1E )7 B, Rietz 5 Bansal-Yaron #5577 S5 il 6] T2 46

B ARG TEMETT L 57 36 b fff A6 IRURSE s 1, L3k — SBT3 A5 32 B VG J 4 Al 28 T 22 S L 8
() H AN, — R A Jt PR ik = 0 SRS 1Y SCHF (Mehra and Prescott, 1988) . AUt , Barro (2006)
1) — s SEUEAIF 9 IE 47 JR 403X — BB . Barro (2006 ) #id4fs tH 5t 3 22 B R AF — 42 2 R KR IW & 5K
MBS AR B T IEAETE I 2 50 UE Al | 1 L4 BRI AR Y 5% 95 M UE B T 9 X R LAAR G b A
B XU, st FDEG JC UG 1 3R 3 42 . Rietz(1988) Bansal and Yaron(2004) Barro(2006; 2009) K
TG A I IR T T 20 ML 0% 7 2 i 380 VIR, 1) e Bl Dy i B8 17 XU T A1) 5508 2 95 7 o
Y F1 % W 4 M AL T R EE AR X — SRR R IR R IR T I R G U B R AR 4
Tl 2F RN 72 L2 B 2 ] LA SE BRZS B A R W E A A

AR 1% G A AR 5 e A 750 i o B 1) R A S0 2 5 L A SR RT A FH ) ST 80 pRi
W A S ZEHE QTR 57 0 T A XU s 0 22 ik, I A R A A 5 L G HE DL S el 51 AR ME 5
eI E R FERE 15 AT SCHUYIRCR pR SR, TR s 356 BH S (o] 2 ) S48 850 pR 0 S LRI
XoF G 114 o7 FH S BB EA T4 T, 58 B A A 9k T LA A A% 455 4 Tl B A5 TR BT TG 126 A R 11 1 22 4 Tl I
B IF R IR S R A 2 WA T B R R, e /NG

B ¥

AR A 22 k5 U

(— ) RURR: ¥ i = 1k A 8

Mehra and Prescott (1985)7E Lucas(1978) 4l 32 4 BLIK 28 P A AU () B it |, B8 4 U 18 K IR A
Ty IRBE R B (A Rl 28 35 18 B R 25, I ol S 25 A X XU R (CRRA ) 19 8 H R B, I
H¢ CRRA ZHUFRGETLE 1~10 Z[H], Al ] BE A 1 2 B BRGEAE O~1 Z [, 74 21 KU i i 119 g 24 ke
E 1] 2«

InE,[R;. ]-InR’'=vyo? (1)

Hordr re=InE, [ Ry, 1 B XU A1 4 28, r/=InR Y SRy J0 AU 1 238 | 38 (1) 25 S0k ok < XU A, B
5 T8 5 R IRV, 6 7 il S SR 118 1 S T XU ) 38 1 T 3 4 [l i 38y SR X XU DR R 88, 0 R T 2
R R I 2%,

Mehra and Prescott (1985 ) 3 45 A5 %4 £5 H1 118 52 K 19 IXUBS: s 4 4 0.35% , A5 31 118 TG UG [ R A
0~4% 2 I8 , AR 3 5 [ 1889~1978 4[] 1ty 22 T Kl , S IR JC RS 1) 3% 1) o 0 5527 1) 4 249 [l 4 R 24

O XK I A=1+g+6(i=1,2), Hor g F1 8 533 7 28 3 KR A B RIAR i, 1B X — B S B0l 28 K iy
T3 ZEAR/IN , DRING TIE 1 i A AU Vi A (30X 1) . Rietz(1988) 51 A S = FutR A (JHE ) (1 S8 U8 T 0
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X B X RS KU N 2 3 R R

K 0.8% , 1M 2 e XU 1] 4 25 1 FR  500 Z748 9 AE 1 Il 32 290 6.98% , — 35 Z 18] 1 U i A1) 15 1K
6.18% 1117 3 [ 3o 25— AT 20 i N X998 B B KLYl 2% , 7 220 0.04% , I8 408 J 34 XU ¥ f 2>
3T B R OB S HL y=150, X AR 2 AR BLSEAY . H1 it Mehra and Prescott (1985) £1.45TA k24
AT Arrow—Debreu — B 34 i A5 751 6 1 figf o o0 o << XIS s A1 22 ik ™ ——— B0 TG 12 A 6 O ] - 259 A [
Hr AN 22 i, STC AR A AT 1 34 T AU A1) R 2 it 22 A1

(7] R0 M0 e R LW 9 [n) R gt i AE PR AR A9 € I, Mehra and Prescott (1985) 7F 22 3% H4  5R /) I
IRBFR T A OF )RS FOR e KRB B Ak ) R )77 8h— bR 22, X A 1 )% 8
R 5 0 SR IR 0 1 0 A2 KRS i A1 SR 2 20 M R 7 DR T 0 5 DI 2 e e DU Vi

M2 A N7 M4 (1) 2, W y FRAETE 1~3 Z B/ IE 5 BN I8 208 R A
KR = S TP K AR PR A T, fildn, 24 y=3 &, R T 15 2] 7% 09 XU i A, IR A BEAE 4 5% 1
KRB bR 22 24 80% A2 47, T X Rl FE B U2 AN BLAZ 1Y, X /& A {7] Mehra and Prescott
(1988 )23 Ji7 5E Rietz(1988) M I Y R A SR, H AL T A, 18 B v i /)N ARE 8 5 e XU i 52
SEAAAENY T L RS A 28 55 57 RN B A A M & A B 8 A A SR S TSR N I — T A 1) I HE XU S
(AR

(=) I ATME 2 U35 40 KR 5

Rietz(1988)7E Mehra and Prescott(1985) BYJER [ 5] ASH =FRE . AE L TR R 5] A/
R KRR 4 28 5 9 HME (9 HE & A AR AE 0.0001~0.014 =[] | 5 M\ 8041 % o5 B 7= 1 B9 50%~
100%2 [11)®, 25 5B 155 B SEGEE N (y 76 1~10 Z 1)), 51 A GME AT DUAR & 3l fif B 1 X
W i e DA B AR TE U I 28 22 vk, L Ab , Rietz T B E B XURS: A B A1, 9 ME () B ASE (B xfE 5 3K
(R 7t A 2 ) G M i A T ARE 23 0 2 52 i I XU ) 23 R XU Vi A 19 7K - 3K R i 2 0 F o L B L
T TRE.

Barro(2006) 75 Ml T Rietz(1988 ) A JE B , 7535 7 1 1< 3 R BN | 76 4% S8 I B0 0™ Hh B IR
IR DA R RS B BEATL A3 AT 0 A L &AM I A — A BEMLAS 5t vy, DA SIS X 1G4 S5 10 5

log(Ci.i)=log(C)+g+uu+v., (2)

Horpr € R 5 ¢ P i (WA T80 i) . g AME R BTG A BEDL S & w,., SR
— BB A B B, IR N O 228 o AR EIES A6, BE g fl o AR B RIS,

ARG BRURE R, ()G 7 — B HLAS 5 v,.,, 105 HE XS 28 T 38 K R 1Y 52 e 1E 2 38
P ARSI v, IR I3 A Y, B I K A AR Ry p , B D LB b B p FD
I8 222 K0 (AR SO =2 R O [0 5 U X )

RMEAN K AE IR (1-p) 2v,=0
RMEEEWBER  prva=log(1-b)

AT T3 403 9 2 48 1R " A LE JC RMERS I p - Eb
g =g+ 2—p-Eb (3)
Barro (2006 ) ] JH % 350 BRI & 22 K XERE S p FIRIAR b, 75 21 XURS i A 22 =X

O XAEL @ EFRN A (peso problem) , WL R SCA 4

@ SRR IAME T R RORA  h=p (14g ), X B o FoR KME R A S EOE KR TR R, A ha<ho<his

@ 5 Barro(2006 ) Zh 5 5 A /] 19 S , Weitzman (2007 )IA R o J& 2R F0 A, 38 3 U130 05 3L B0 5 o 96 72 5 A aod oA D
WHEEN N HX - RS AR R, A SCH R,

@ 5P ik S A AR G0 A Tl AR Y e A s e 0T 2 A FE R A 1932 B (dlne,=gdt+8dz ) (1 HE Rl 1, A5 A KU 14 52
i, B . dine =gdi+8dz-Adq ,iX . dg FRFE—UA ks (BEEK) i 72 A KR Y{E 1 &2 % (Arrow et al.,2012)

& Barro(2006) K 9 17 52 B it 4742 e e, (82 9CHE & A IRESR O 0.17%/4F- | % A 9 HERT 1 9% F K& 29% .,
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re—ri=yopE|b-[ (1-b)7-11} 4)

Horb re=lnE, [Ria ], r/=InR7, (4) X &A1 88 —TRIAE (1), S B iy & — M i 22 355 0 3l i
TG XU Y A, AELAR /N AT 222 AN T 5 T 275 30 s e 74 2 9 s i ) XU i 1, HG AR R /N TE - 7] LA i
TR XU, T 117

5 Rietz(1988) AN [A] Y /2 , Rietz X 9 HE A Az (1 HE 5 0T B0 % 14 i 52 40 >R FH A1 58 1) X3l | i
Barro >R ] 12 52 PR 22 BT ECHE | AT A5 A Y 2538 B HL Uk ) o 2 WL PP, A 2R 308 Rietz (1988 ) 7
BE77 R A T g L TOME Y S A0 3 P AN A M Y, IR 4 Barro (2006 ) Y SC S I FLEE A% =X 119, Barro
(2006 ) S H:Fifi J5 1 — ZR 9 SC8 1) di 2 B0 DT BRAE T, 30 o SEIEAI S8 ST 1 TOMETE i B XU i ph
BEP M ) b A C ML I BEE T GOME FH T R H A 1 22 7 S 0 AR 0 <6 ik ) R ) R A

Mehra (2008 ) ¥ XU s i =22 i 11) fi B¢ PR 2 15 b 366 1 IXURS: AR JRURS: (9 2 1 Barro and Ursua
(2011 ) ik — 20 K & 7 JXUIS: 1) At 8¢ PR 28 23 DAy 9w RV A G P A, & T G ME B BT S5 AT Rietz (1988)
Barro(2006) Fll Bansal and Yaron (2004 ), 7EIX £E#5EHY rfr G xE 52 e 1 2 35 4 81 07 =X 3 AR A
Rietz—Barro % FH J 301 7 X | 9 ME XT 11 2% 18 KR 0 wh o J2& W% B %) 5 170 Bansal and Yaron fiff 39 %
ME, IHMEZ M I B R R RBFIEUE T, OEAE Sy — Fh AR v B A M I 9% e 3, AN AT LA 5
5 b fife % XU, Ut A, T L3S W] A R V/E 22 55 6 7 0 0 R O 194 2 W 453 il [ At

(=) JEMER ) NATT I 5 98 FIAitE 2547 A B JRURR: Ui o rr) L 1

BRI T O G ARAME . FEARSETR A, T 0] XA A () 2 — | JOME
ST AE 7 SOMES PR A AT S A 7 B ) SOME SO VAT gk 5 e AT /B ER R e 1Y) R G
DRI R AR 20 71T 522 T N AT] P9 45 8 Rt 65 4 Ay 3 71752 o k7 37 XU Y 0 ) 2

)¢ X SEL I o B A JRLEAL R R IR R Bl 32 B il (Barro and Ursua,2011) ,—J7 1, 24 @A 1L
FME R REA T 24 [ R AR K 3 2% 5 GDP (5 sk 1] 3 31, e HE 2 A 4 1 22 5% & ML A 399 1) %
P, 30000 Bt v A P — MR RIS PR 5 53— J7 1D, DLTE A8 2 3 2R AR AR AR 2 i 1 5 [ — [ 1Y
Ty SRR T 5 ] BT A 0 14 e 3 IR A R (IR B 355 DT AR IR ) | 3 R gl 2 77 A A A i 102 [ et

%t 9¢ e & A5 AT A A ) 8, Mehra and Prescott (1988) X Rietz (1988) 42 i 1 Jii € , fb fiTk Ky
Rietz SCFEHBE <R ME” 58 XN TH P8 T BRI 25% 2 A5 1, {H Barro(2006) .Barro and Ursaa
(2008 ) 25 N FA RS HH: 4 [ g sk 9 2 Hidis 1) SR 58 2R W VF 22 1 57 A 1 20 A9 B0 R Y R 4 AN
KM A Z Ja 2 1 1 a0 B N 28 K P B R B, DATITIIE S 13X A 28 0% 3 S b 1 e ME7E 52
Tl SE SR AR

2T MR B Z A S R R 2 O T bR T EE R BRI A — 7 T, MRS T RO
GEMERL A B R, B 13X Bl /IR AR | K2 ) 1Y) 28 8 1k XU 78 D S AT 35847 Sy STl 3 AU
W M T A VE o 55— 7 T, 28 B A 26 0% 2 R 4 il PR AR AR 1 XU il AR v 1E 2 43 A1, AR D iiF 5% ik
L8 43 A1 (18 XU FIAS Ay 2 1

XoF 5 HE 2 AT 38 2k 52 ) AT B 48 BE AT by i v XU Ui A0 1, BT 2 TR INFE LB B AR
H AT it = 3 75 11 19 R 40 0 B B A sFAT O RO B2 5 2% LA I Weitzman 55 A A 3 A 5% AT
DL FRATTHE 75 TR 53 B . A SCHE B AT TIA S5 2y DU i R

S — Pl B LR U (peso problem hypothesis )2, BIME & AE IE W A THIRES N (L&

O SRS P E R L (stress testing ) IF 7T 1Y & /N R 00 & A I A8, S5 13l e — Rl B i i E .

@  FrEM R, RS LAk ag 80 4R, BBV AR 7 44 p 0k 25 AR AR S T 0 A (RIS e i B4 DR U 7 T AT
T AR ETIR LR S, X — R — L2 Ry« LR N 5k, LR ) B ik — 25 & e S JIr i 109 < ¢ 35 1 < R T
(Catastrophe Expectation) . 3 42 Ut , £ T 0T AN 72 10 A SR B ) AT A 25 T30 o ok 11 38— R ) i 23t BRIE AlOR R i 240 44 i B A%
TEHT L FR A PRI e ¢ P T TR Y 5 e 2 HE— 2D EORn [ 3R AL
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X B X RS KU N 2 3 R R

Bk XU, ), 45 56 35 0 2 0 5 7 A AT RE THT I 174 3R P AU 2 5K — A TE (%) IRURS: i A1, PR ok 48 6 38
TS L 2 5 W) % 7 1 A 14 A O AT B A M (RIS S i 3 B AT S B & A ) IR — 1> 1E A HE 38 (R A %
AEH /N) o 140 Veronesi (2004 ) i HT3X — B e AN A By i g B 1 XU i, 10 L I AR 4 b fige 8¢ 1 7T
9 2Rk Bl RN [ 4 232 0% B ] 8

USRS — i R AT, IR 3K B 28 LA 5 7 M BE  OAAR e R e R B IRAE R R
P XU () 4 (2) = A 7 98 18 1 R A — el 3l ) o T O e 5 R AT, KU Ui e A OOk B THE R
8 IRV (48] 2an B T 7 R WA i 5 T S e A AT R AR A B 5 22 ) i HLBE R AR B Fok H T R GEER
B, 1 HR AR ORISR B9 R G XS o T D0 s A OHE R BT PR K T B R T R 3 RS i
A, DRI AT 254 1 350 A 5 T I 0t 2 7 0 2 TR rP T R A O 0 M 1) T3, O S SR 7 Y i % 3
TR 9 HME S AT — A T 14 JRUBS: i

5 R R R ICHE I SR B A0 AT . AR A Barro (200632009 ) (5T, ¢ HE IR B 14 4347 S LR (1 B
B, BARIERE T RMERE B (B Y5 Rietz—Barro & S B0 12 A6, Weitzman (2007 ) % FH 1
S DU 773 o AR P DX P S0 P 230 2 OLARE 248 1) 7512k T 90w JE2 2 4 A Py A 150 K e R XU i A TC AL
W ) A T U Sh Pk 22 ik HLAOR U Weitzman 135 2 S5 G SR L —#F, 6] 4n 4l 38 e 28 35
CRRA fiii % 1 e M1 AR A IEZS 704, B AN [F] 1Y /2 Weitzman i€ 1X — 1E 2570 A 19 91 2 (H F1 07 22
SEARAY , B 28 5% WK R AEAE S5 K PE N1 22 1 (structural uncertainty) .

T 3 A P TE T P sl 22 T 19 1K AR 58 96 70 A 2 v B 5 0 P AN A M S BOR R 28 3% 1 I 38 iy I
- 307 J 30 53 A 5 VSRR A3 A, T EL RIS AR WL (BB TS5, 3 Pl 45 4 T AN 0 G R A SO
T2 33 oA ok 28 5 14 K 238 (1 DL 307 JE 2 5 26 A1 2 v 1 KRS i A AR B g 2l e | ] B AR T TS AL
xR 23 T R e BB T R A T A A () A A AN B M 38 R, AT A 9 B A £ S S LS
WS W1 2o AR AL, AT 3 S AT A & AR AT

55 =R R T % %5 . Barro (2009) 51 AR MEJS (45 R 2 B X — AT 58 LARRAE 1.7% )% %
KM UK AR GDP B 29% 1) FME , — A2 B I8 B AR T 209% 4 GDP AR I Bk 3 i ¥ 7
PME . FR T AT, 2 RO 1 28 T A 91 3 T B 3 T 2 0 R TR BRI, RS — RESRAR /N | S T A
AT R A A 2 A AR T B T . Kimball (1990 )4 3X — B4 I3 45 9 AT “TEHH” (prudence )
Y ERY R T AR B e PR AT &8 RO S i (SR TR AR ), X — AT MR A
“Ti R %" (precautionary saving) (Kimball and Weil ,2009)?,

S5 O e R AOR DM RN 26 DO, X — 2R 92 DG T 2 AT TR RO A 26 AT o )8 T
T RATE AR N A o 55010 4855 R 4 fal 300 #1028 S7 76 XURS: 1 ity b i 39052 v B 22 1) 2 N f
s M T GEOUE I 2 3k A — Pl 2 R AN B i PR S A5 KU Xk 7 IR DR — A, 23 e O A e e o
I )2 AATT BRSO IR 2 (ambiguity aversion) [, 338 Al R 23 X6k IXURS: 9% 77 8 5 M 7 A

@ HR¥E Kimball (1990) 45 S, 115471 2% 4 119 1 B 80UH s B ™ I8 2 s FR HE “ T2 1 (prudent ) .

@ “WB AL E M A R A LB T Y GRS Yt B

@ Knight (1921) % KU AT E PEHEAT T X 43 AU T8 12 AR 24 EARIRAS  FA~ FARIRAS (9 ME 38 02 & 00 09 5 10 S
VAR R AR 24 H AR EREA H SRR MRS E RN J5 SRR R 28 R OR3P (knightian uncertainty ) SR M
(ambiguity) .

@ Ellsherg(1961)3 it Ellsberg 116 52 50 3 W T “BORI & o B3 — X 3250 . /e — B4 b CAA 30 40 iy ER,
HA 60 A RERFIEEBR 0 2 5% 0 AU A RER S BRI 204, AR BB — AW R 2 58 T DL PR A i, 1)
XA BRI LARAT 1 JeER . BUi S 5 R ER I ) TR AL A QSR AR S A (R A TR IR T R o ) — B T
LIRS 1 ooek, SO 25 3 e T el o6, ATIFERT S PIRP L3 i i 4 2 AN — B0y, X — S Ui W AT M A7 R &
i 7F von Neumann and Morgenstern il Savage Y U150 B8 | [ B 356 B A AT 5 A A8 DR i i 1)
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%11 Chen and Epstein (2002 ) gl k5 A5k D 55 XUBS: 5% 7 0] i i A K 28 2 K | R W 9% 7 2 i Hh S A
AEAE KBS i, A B A7

41 Kahneman and Tversky(1979)#2& Hi BRI S BIE (prospect theory) HEZRAKAS (frame dependence )

45t K R (loss aversion ) 55 BRI AR R B 0% 3 2 52 4 2 JEVHEHE B 104 52 i | % 45 ¢ EL A o e 114 XL G:
W, TXEEAT R Al T ) A R AT DA AL i e IXURS: TR AN R A

(P9 B A% (time—varying ) K Xk

4k Rietz(1988) fl Barro(2006) (LA T f#i % Rietz—Barro L5 ) it SCE 22 Ji5 , 51 A JEUE i P 7 WL 4
A A) B — R 4R R R SR T o H Rietz—Barro =X 1R [ 2 9ME 8L =X CFR Ok & A= A
SN R AR SORAMEAS e B R RO BA — & W Jm BRI, PRIk A 2 25 ik — 20 o) ik — JEL i
() 7 3 N, FH AR AT T8 e

TEJ5 ¥ b — > R 2 2 M e A AR 2RI R AN A% i AR 5, 7% & AT 78 K MfE (Gabaix , 2008 ;
2012) 1 H gl AR AR GEME ) 7 XA Z2 R0 2 BERT DAl T ASE R o w] DLt AT A8 BRASE 55—,
AT LA AR G HE AR M ik i (B, 25 TE KMER &2 (Gourio , 2008 ) , B 9¢ HEARE 5 FUAR AL [A] i) AT 48, b
A, I BT DL A A Y i ey vk A BB AR B pR B (cumulant—generating function ) {8 B AL 2R
Tl /R B A2 (Martin, 2008;2012)

T XEAE ZE 0] AE | AE I ST B R U s sk nT DL RS 8 o R R, — & Bansal and
Yaron (2004 ) 2 44 938 K SR 2 P 5 2 BSOHT AT A8 18 9OXE & A= R 33k 7 THD 1) 9F 92 9 1 Gabaix
(2012) #1 Wachter(2011) 1 F ] 22 5 XA =5 A 2y M figp e 1 B vl v 22 SR A9 2 8

JEHMERLAL AT AR | Gabaix (2009 ) 11k B B 5KE H 191 22 28 T RN 4 il R 22 45 6 e B 00 A1 (power—law
distribution ) , J&: LY L B3 Ai7 . B TR ARE R4 T pR AN

Sfz)=Az"" (5)

Hor z=1/(1-b) AN W o NIERFEEE , LW 2% 8 GDP B U8, o MK 53 A J ¥ ol i
ORI XU AN RN o PR (5) 2K g JRURS: U A 5 Bk T XU DR oy FR AR o A
SR R 1 ——R g — T3 1 AU DRy vy DRI i A S B K 5 O — T D, i HE T 2% sk GDP
(0% st /N R R AR o B, KUK %6 stk /N,

FEAR T MERLAL I, Barro (200632009) Barro and Jin (2011) ] FH - 3 T A 43 A e Al T 29¢ M 1L
#i, Barro and Ursua(2011) R UHER a=5,y =3, I F F 9 ME 10 J5 R 43 A 155 D b fige g 1 IRURS: T4 1

G ME )M SR A0 FIASE [R] Bsf o] A L 514N, Gabaix (2012) A4 Rietz—Barro [# 52 ¢ M A5 5 JC = i g 57
22 (A% 77 7 M (R) AL 91 4 PR 55 i 22 3 00 3l Aot 5 IR Y 79 0 50 R I 5 % T i 23 g T o e 4
45 PR, Gabaix (2012) [l B o1 9 Ml & A= B4k 23 R0 RRUASE T i Bsf ) 1T A8 A B 1 146 22 2 WL 46zl )
(WA S Y ) .

Z G RMEVK I, Rietz—Barro 2 [ 72 T MEAE 28 FAR AL 19 (B 15 , AT 75 18 TOME ZE R I B[] o 0 H]
% JEKMEMK S, Nakamura et al.(2010)7E3X Jy E#EAT 1 20 o AT 98 50 = A0 00 I AE 1
B I3 B AR B A8 R ) o 3 I B A G Herh ) GO S B0 T 2 451 % I ) 8 0, DA
200 6 G ENR S A D o 3 — 5 TR AT LA 30 A v 1) IR s A1, R o R T A v ) AU RO (y=6.4 ),
T L7528 IXUBS: Y68 A 22 /N F 30 S 8 IXURS: 36 0 7K 7, PR G 3 — B R G 5 B E — 25 oieadk . [R] E

D MHALY y<a BF R 5 B2 BRI, Weitzman (2007 )3 B 245 5 HE o7 (149 5 22 A JEE, 6872 400 009 40 A 5t o o0 A, JE R 3
JE DLJEE B 77 A T8 25 KR XU s M . Weitzman (2009 ) K5 Hofiy 44 4 <35 WL 72 31 (dismal theorem) o
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Nakamura 55 & B0 75 il B I MEVR 52 i 06 2504 ] EZW i 4 .
= BIATT TR pR AL

(— ) T80 P o 1 i o

14 25 1y st [) T Jon B4 R PR B, o LAY QR PR, U e,y ) =(e=1)/ (1=y) ,0<y<e ™, AR
BRI BRI 3 A B RO TR R L S 2 B T B O v R L O E B, T A R AN A A X IR TR
(CRRA,JH y Fom , — 8 y>1)2, Xa] IR FE 71 2% i 5 0 B AR bk (TES, 2R, — i TES=y<1), 1
A 551 =11y, 2 B A0SR A RO 58— B s A S [RDBR S 19 7 9% 22 2l (B RURS: ) DR 13, T8 4
b X6 AN [ e 300 =2 1) 9 9% 1) A% 2l (R 3 3% ) o2 DOE Y

AR AE AT il ] CRRA S50 R B B4 AT AT SE 560 0% B ol (Sl 830 0 3 i o e e 2 —
ANTEE ) AHIXRE— R B — 5 SR 0T B AR 2 2 1 XU, M 4 R ERE 8] 0 4, T
FLJE Y IS T AE AR N B, 3 B A 6 (AR S A (] s 40 7 O e 1 e O R — 3, Wil
(1990) it — 235 Hi | X F BI85 R R AF A S2 B, DR ok B0 S rp (991 9% 38 108 4 T JRU G DRI R i 301 AR
PRPERRECAR . BLAb B A <GB "B TT 1k X 43 FIAA B 2 0L 228 % 1B SR 2 n o] 43 530 368 o XU A - T
V) 0 2 1P A AN ] 17 2 38 5 i) e A2 74 9% 19 (Hall, 1988) .

11T 1% 292 149 0039 2050 R 508 6 X6 DRI DR S0 R 85 30 A A st T Ay 80 6 ) i, T S 3R T 1 [
i R AV T RIS ) 25 0 v DRSS Ve 0 10— A TSI PR FE AR G i v I 2% R B AR AGHE K , iX
TE I 1R PO RE G IR TR 2 32 B (y—> 00 ) [E1 SR T LA i 0% w8 RIS i 11, (L b s 325 300 AR 1 6 —0,
RNk T B - R A S LR =, AR B RN R R T R ARG, S B KU A R SRR
o SLIt R AN oy BN AT DS AR TC XU, A1) S5 000 12k fide % v XU YA A1 o A1 0kt B[] P e B 3
TG 5t b 201 3 15 DRSS DR RO 2% 1 B2 M e e 30 gl it 2 0 2% 50 - R 1 80 ok, vk — 3
708 .

()43 B H 2 0 5 0 2 AR M (TES)

TH % 1 5 R AR B TES PR T 71 21 8 % A () B35 [B] 174 714 9% i AT 1K1 T 4 6 7™ A A AR v
EEELEENEH ., AT 4 R4 TES 09 BUE A7 E AR K 4330, 40 Hall (1988) mtIA
J 1ES R #2T T 2% 5 i HA 257 24 &, B 40 Bansal and Yaron (2004 )IA R 75 BB — R & B9 TES,

MIE R TG DU R AR SOMERT , TH 2% i i B AR B 2R — MY . Nakamura et al.
(2010) & B, 78 TES BB, BIFE IE BB O0 T B804S 21 1 25 3 2 78 NIl & A5 9 B i S A L ik
DRV it o B ——AH S SR AN A BRI | 18 X — &5 5 0 D DR B A G o o B, AT T 2%
BN KR 2 T B DRI AT R IR B w35 o 10> TES /N T 1 I 33 1 B M it o 200y st 45 2 =
M FIUY A B G/ D 9 2 4R 7 A . Gourio (2008) & B T 31X — PR 4, [] I 3 2 7T LA fie B
4] Bansal and Yaron (2004 ) — 3CH 45 5 23w B TES (B A K/, 3% 08 A8 800 pR 8h TES /)
F 1 RARFFA IR AR B,

PRAZ Y R A ICHERT ) T AR T Bk 5 X — A — SO R 1 R A T JMERT
B S AT AN X B — R IES, X R AP IES KT 1, M) T

D Y y=1 W, B0 RN BT R, Ue)=In(e) .
(2 Mehra and Prescott (1985 ) T fift 11t SCHk 1 7 4 W, K 22 B0 28 B 25 80 AN AR MG XU, DR (R I (B 1~2 =22 0]
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WIRH R BCRT L4385 CRRA FI IES, FEARIE — F T R Af KT 1,

(=) SUT %

R T R AL G WA SO BRI B AR X — B S, Epstein and Zin (1989) Fi1 Weil (1990) %5 7 Kreps and
Porteus (1978 ) % 3 i [ 48 3 17 HE 10 B 2% HH 2R 3K (non—eapected utility) , W H% A 1 1t 93 %% H
(generalized expected utility ,GEU) , i FX EZW 4, A8 L U ROH o8 2, B 90U 200H pR 800 — 4>
T T B ) AR R A3 T DR i e A B T G, FE y>1 B2 E TR SR o> 1, DT 8 A i e AU 34 41
() —A~EE 7 ]

HRYE ™ SCHUARH IS FEAT 50 F 5 TP 8 (Co, Cr, -+ ) 55 ¢ BT B A 0Ok
BT 243 7 2 BT A5 A 8OH T L A B A i 1 3 EE AU

U(C)=V[u(C),U(uC)] (6)

Horb U EE, C 5 ¢ WMTHE % 0 O B — BT RUT R 8L, (C) TR IE S 277 41

(C,Craryee) o BREXS B3 V() pRECEE OO B 54, XIS
U= {C" 4B E [ Uy o o0 (7)

Hrip,0=(1—y)/(1=-14F) ,y }3 CRRA ¢ F 1ES, 4 y=1/4p i, X RIHE 0L A TEROH s, R,
TRAYI 5O BB I T OO R B — A48 . Nakamura et al. (2010)48 ), an @ 4 2% & 2 EZW
P b, T8 2 XA 3 5 T 24 T T 2 7K G SR T3 R ke T 9% 3G RS T B RN A R T 2 1 N 1
PEREIN , ARt v 2 i S PR A

(V9 FFH EZW i G- Jo¢ 52 7= a2 A [ it

Shy ] A fige R JRUR: 45 A AT 2L R D% B B EZW M b2 AR 4 < LB AL " S s Y 22 g i KA
AN PG I RURS Vi A A 2 T SR T S T B R N B S S U I AR, B R RS b
Ft o IEUN Obstfeld (1994) I WA £ (1, 4R o<1 (91 W0 RN ) , 28 05 15 K I AN i P 388 I Bt %
T 2R B b T 5 Y 2R 5% ) G T 2R R B —— T X B R SO AT | IR U RO pR L
ARFEE

PRI I, SR B fo o TR S5 1 DTG Vi ¢ R T R 1 I sl , A WA o> 1 A BB AR R, X R R TR
fili F EZW (i ds . o i B P7E T, A0 S S % e B4 Bt R0 AT 3 %) T30 255 ) e 40, 1 I A 25 23R R
B W KR H ST, (3) 2 i TR KR o 1910k 8h T 1 78 I S I 2% RN B 1 KR 2 B AR
75 2%, A It st J0 S W XU s A . T U AE EZW DT H Y g1 B g B9 Bh A g S SUR Sk
TR e g SRR T ARV, B ER G N AR, g 1 3h BB AE B S g 2 R o 4
KBRZM A DT 2, Y >1 B 325 o S BRAR Y 0 2% | 0 BB IR SR I8 28 55 9 2% 19 721 PR
A IE Ry 25 . UK JE, 78 20 TF SRR SO0 5 BT RO T8 98K 7 38 5, s B s 7K SF-
TR DI B SRR R T XU Ve R0 5 A, 7 2 AR e B T, AT A R ke 22 5 T g
M T B, AT B K TR bR T ISR a5 2 R [, DT IRURS: %3 4 0/ s o ALtk EZW 4%
FHMRECR AT G IS,

2 AL EZW i 52 75 12 DA R XURS: Ui A 7 25 38 R R 1 . Weil (1989 51990) By A 97 3
B WSRO S I TEME A B EZW R0 pRE, ASAAS B 19 JXURS: 3 A AR /D | T EL A5 31 14 G RURS: 1) R AR
e (R T IRV, 1) 3 22 k™ ) AT 9K T 1k il T XU i A 22 ik

@© AT S ARE I BRS04 B R R AT, 72 Kreps and Porteus (1978) Fl EZW i 47 i, i 2% 2 0 1) . 491 1
AN WG STV R AN S T T TR P R A B — MR 4
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MR AR R B 5 KMER EZW i 4, AR 2 B8 B G i A R XU Y A0 22 ik, 0 1 5 16 i B I
T 5] 4 2T 200 I ) 2 3@, 9] 4 Bansal and Yaron (2004 ) F1Barro (2009) . 4 A 4 1 2% 14 K Af
RE A AR B R M B i T 9835 1 T E M AR @ Tr i KAl R IR & S 8O MM A T R, 2ok —1
T PR IR Y8 A1, 33 A LA A AR TG DRI A1) 25 AR g XU Y6 A1

{H Bansal and Yaron(2004)5 Barro(2009)7E £ 3% I s>k IE AV E B AR, X X vE T —
TRBERE I 22 5 o B B AR K 2 D G AE i U Bl T 7 DU 32 o M I 5 i e A0 28 35
K% (X 2) ., Bansal and Yaron(2004)3EM | 24 y=10 =1.5 B}, 51 A EZW i A A 20 50 18 KOR
Ty 5 ] LLAR - i 2 R JXUBS: 35 47 o 18 Barro and Ursua(2011)3IAK y=10 BUE S K, AFF4GSLBR2, K1
IR T Bansal-Yaron L 54 (4ff BERE JT . 177 Barro (2009 )R HI7E £ ¥ G4 B AR B i B b A B2
I TME bt Ay BUEAE 3~4 Z 18], 76 1F 5 A0 Bl BT — R 8 A 1 il 77

fif Ao e T U0 B0y P 2 i BT, 226 R A5 R ORI TG M P 6 5 A A A B K pRERR | B A A5 3
25 R I I BBy | T 8 A I AN i R (p 8 o B b MUK B R, X — 2R S
SEAHTF o Rietz—Barro BB R T B3V, (V= P/C,) BN L, TR Ry O V5 fff e I S5 0 i 140 T 3
5Jj, {H Bansal and Yaron(2004)F1 Barro(2009)3 5t T X —1B 2 , 51 A EZW R 4f-, IF3E B 24 i1 21
2T it [ 1717 A8 B, DE T LA At R e i T i 25 R T 21 23R 1 U0 B0 P 22 ik —— A R T 2 A P A
TR el 75 10 572 0 T 83 T B T T R SR 9 A8 i) i e 4 1 T 28 T

B2 A5 — 5 T Z A EZW W87 %) T 1X — A8, Gabaix (2012) i — 245 | X 2 98 )™
SE A TA) A 5] 35 S5 AR AT 25 1A A0 4 0 Bl IS ARt 2 [ i 58 1% R 00 P | 0 T A S A8 pR B
NP R rh 5| A GOEIR A B AT 5 4 S 2 5 i A48 S (45 2 e XEARE 2% 1) A2 £k ) 1t Wi 1) 5%
e, AR 2 A ] EZW fi 4

VU7 ) 90 R ik A 225 WO < il i) 0

X FEL I 1 T gt R T X U Y [ A, AR AR SR — OB A g =X, 1 — 28 T R
22 1) 2 W00 4 il ) L, A0, Gabaix (2012 ) 44 JH: TT 28 5 k330 HE 48 HH Sf fif B 1> 28 L1 22 0 4 il
MG WA, 2E B AT — 25K ¢ M FH T fife R 22 0 J 300 U8 2 AR R 4% T ) ) 2 R S AR 4k

(— ) PR G HE 55 A %2 0 4 il 7] S5

Gabaix (2012) %} 5 ME S8 % EAT T 97 J H Rietz—Barro JE B F A A28 G XED™ R S ml 28 5 o | IF:
B R R A 2 M S e A, X A S loME RBLAL S . A ESE T I 2k s (1) AT i 22 i
(Mehra and Prescott, 1985) ; (2) JG XU FII 3R 2 itk (Weil ,1989) 5 (3) B 22 [l 42 K w5 % oh 1 2 ik——
JBE 5% ] 4 238 1 08 2 1 v TS R 0 Bl e v T 2 0 B 9 B4 (Shiiller, 1981) ;5 (4) BT A (1]
5 18 T I P ——— AT L) T 2 SR S 43 T B A S 5 T 4% 9 [ 4R (Campbell et al., 1988) 5 (5) 11
B RNE Py 25 2 ik ——— B S LR R <R vk (AT 2% ) b P O 22 B T A 1 L R SR 2R Y
fE RS,

SN AT SR Z 0k (6) 5 I 3 R i 2 2 ik —— R 44 IR R il 2k 2 Ak i B A K 2

@D Campell (1999)F5 H il i 3h P 2 ik ™, 3 19 S22 BLIE th GDP A 2% 3l S AR AR/ Chs v 22 24 6% ) , 117 i 552 1] 47 5 240 9 i AL
KR (bR HEZ T 30%) MR

@ N Nakamura et al.(2012) 852 (TE G b LW, 24 y=10 I, AT 234 48 0 RE 19— /S T2 509% 14 A 54 7 2 42 2 100 J7
15, 509% 1 BE TR AT S 14 1%, SLARIKREAAF 45 BLSE Y
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o1 5 RO T L30T 5 2 14 i A o v AT 28 St ) LS 28 5 S U1 AE AR JE 7 A B (Campbell ,2003) , X A 24
TR R < XURS: Ui 2 a5 (7) K555 0] 4 23 A4 ] J000 P —— I 3 5 9 A0 Wi i il 2 AR R
AT LTI 300 £ 242 %) 68 25 (] 412 #8555 (Campbell and Shiller, 1991) ; (8) 72 w) i 25 Fll 22 22 itk
g5 ) 22 7K AR iy, 3% A2 Dy s i 24 5% i TG 5 £ B 119 (Almeida and Philippon,2007)

WA AR Z 3k . (9) M 223 KW B E B BIHAL (deep out—of-money puts )22 H Black—Scholes 151
TG A 4 4% 22 = (Jackwerth and Rubinstein, 1996); (10) 24 B 2217 3748 8000 & B0 AU 58 5
A, 3 — A AR S [l i)t 25 55 5 (Bollerslev et al.,2009)

(=) KMEMK A 5 FLIL 28 5% J )

KMEWR I 5 B0 ] . Gourio (2012 ) AR 41 XU Ui f 10 J] 499 114 2 52 | 76 4% G 1) B 55 28 5 i)
O AY b GO (B TOME S 2B B MEAE AT AR ) | IR B 24 G A 0 XURS: R il ™ Y 4R %
SR FIR AR 22 T B T RIS 6 7 14 T30 [l 5 U0 b T DT 2 B 9 xfe A L 52 2 T Tl S A Al v
B EEAEN .

U, GME A T LAAR g b i o 228 D Jo 00 B0 R R ISR Loucas (1987 ) A 9 I BT 2 AN 2 1
JIT 3G 0 i A A AR B UG L Lucas (2003) WA 4 |, 28 55 JR 0108 46 R AR 5 80 52 XU T 4 22
ko R Y] R AR B T P B S PR 3 s g 0 . (B ER Mehra and Prescott(1985) AT 40
RO TR — |, Lucas 7EB A h ZL0E T 9 28 A0 2 % A B K AE A (Atkeson and Plelan, 1994) , M 1 15
TR I8 . Barro(2009) 51 A GEME S 1Y 25 R L B, X — AN /AR M, — A4k 25 S el D g
AR 20919 GDP A1 B33 Fh v 76 1 S HE . PR LRI T, 28 5% JE 300 062 s 1 A R4 2 T g 23l K,

(=) TFHURAE T RAME ST AL

EME JELBK A T DL R T R A R & [ 2 R B R ORI R 28 e ik o AR 2% S 2 ak
(uncovered— interest—parity puzzle ,UIP)$& 1) /2 5 25 F 38 5y A O A% Go s AL it Jo 12 fige e 110 0 238 2
Sk, $8 0 R AN 5 R A 2 e SR Z R DR B 4 o 0 E 00 B T K 22 ik
(forward premium puzzle )F§ I 42 >4 — [ (14 XS T g B, HOVC 3080 M2 {8, X A 6% T 09 & Sk HA A 36 41 e
EF+?, Farhi and Gabaix(2011) ,Guo(2011) ] FH 5¢ e 55, D 3t fife A8 1 1) 35 22 55 22 ik R 3R 16 e 1) 7
KZik

WA, e SR B 3 T T e 2R A 7 e XU Y A1 o0 ity 300 238 i) RBE , S b o 200 A 58 ) A AR o LA
Pt | 9 A K HMERYEZ IR (Barro and Ursua,2011) .

YNES

EINC/ N

B EN IS A 2N R R, C %A T CAPM . APT F1 Black—Scholes AL 5E i 45 750 28 1 524
AR EEE  (FL I S0 R O 7 Y XU #1002 I 28 Gk JXUR: | XoF 28 48 v IR It JHL 2 b 2% 4 ke DXL ) £ R AL
il LA K 22 e IXURS: X 276 0L 22 5% 0 4 Rl 17 3 1) 5% W) 25 7 T P 0 98 20 JLF- 2 25 11, TiT 2008 41 119 4 il
FEHLAE A5 28 G0 IRV J oy 485 7 26 155 T 4 il A1) T T PO A /N )11 (2012) 48 1, FE ML (o sl 2 AR
SCHT U IR T M ) S I L2 T 2R I AR LR R AR b, S M AR B R | T A% G 11 2k o BSORD S5 P Ak D vk TG
T 0 B R P 3 28 2R Gk XU B T e 5 | e ) 7 O 4 ik ) R PR bt S At e XL 3 00 R 45 o 22 0L 4
il AL % OB 28 % R 4 BRI T 5 ) AT 1 JEL B R ) 7

@ AP A>T SCIT R AT FHE(2010) , FET-HE (01 1) F/AVBE S o 3 DR SAe fifg A vl [0 2 U S 301 3 80 1 4 P R A
@ 5 IR R 2 I B3R 3 W K 22 3k (forward discount puzzle)
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