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HR-FE

TR BREEAEI SR LEER Bol
A3 B HE

b

=
G EEREERT LEERIY BR
- BRAESET TEA O SRsuisxik

=RE =~

alents: CE)
BRM &% 2 ARAE

=

1. 7 @

o

BEEREL> Jdidoez & FFZE 2

RE B YA FA v & &
Azt g £Ao] 298 F e A3
gsishe Aol A, AR 78, F TA
fE Bl (downside risk aversion) BA-& s
By fobgEBeEh#E (disaster avoidence motive)d]]
7108 Aem d#H A gk (Menezes 5). £
Beiinel e durd e ggEEe] FHo=
58 HESMY EYEos SR E o)
gt g vy olx & HFESAI T8 %
FagApel vigte 1Fow T BALE Relw §f

sy Mo

BE oo o

°]

o

o

* BRWRR.

. R E R LS FER RS (Certainty Equiv-

»H& *

#e WHESfie FHAoz Tl mEe
B,

Richard Day (192D #3}, S5, 7129
BEBIE (cross-section) @ HRFl (time series) B
BAEE BHE o83 Jx= EMm A
¥4pEe] FEE X (asymmetric probability dist-
ribution) o] = HFE S A=Fo =M ERHM
(normal distribution) 7} 5¢] 48 Akl glo] A o 9
A A998 AZ%4 ool Earl Heady
(1952) & TP AR BT 4 gm s (single
mean production function)e] Fw3l= Ao] of
Yl JAde] 244 (entire distribution) o)
ARl F59)bz, 4@Esbel v 2344
S dolAl 23 L 3AHgERY %
Z85l

Pratt(1964) & Arrow(1974) & FREER: 3ol
A PEBAERS o83 BTl 39
£ 43 B T3 24 9e)o) B} (parameter) &
o] 831 BHEFEEIRRE (absolute risk aversion
coefficient) & F4 % 4 A& o] EH B& AF

A5,

SAE ° 7}
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HZ TrY Akl et 2o Qusth
o] 24 A o] Antle(1983)¢] 93}e] o] Folz
., Antle 3} Goodger(1984), Park(1985), Cris-
sman (1986)-& Z7t A= xrjete]l /A4 4
2l Zyole] mIH EvteAd4, dEA9 K

frel tHgl SrEREN BEWRE A=A

ol & AFAATA AFAHRE AL 3]
A Aol el 3 REE(F Tk £KC) £
Efk B4 W% F83 543 deHlERd
< 2 Fx gd zEv 24 2 %Y 4
At Aol W A4S AEEERERTRYG
EERRS FaA2 F A AdLa AHEH
AtslA EAlE o] okl HE S B R
19, WEH PEE o2 st 3o

AW A ERREEY  LEARST
o] AR S ERota AEABSINA F-83HA
&85 2 Qv S Bk 94% A
o] HERATR B Atk AT BRI S50
& A=sted =ES R

1. &yLRy A ey Ean =t
EEERTITY BRA

{EH Rl Aol AAET (product-
jon function) 9] JNd-& 4@EHR (inputs)$} 4

2 (output) 9] HAE A= ets, HEFERS 2
BRAEREEY 2T MRk BEEN 2HE S

o A8 G4 Fels AAEFE BE
Zo]z] AL 42 & (input combinations) o]

et BAEEHS ATH = Aoz A
&t} (Carlson 1939, Samuelson 1947, Frish
1965). BATFS HUBHE ALEH = AL

B
i

%9,
v
i o

& 289 w3l B FEHA F
Bz, T4 Bl A ASHQ

Akl oj &l A& HEM st A
et

T v REEEHE (uncertainty) 3Fof A 59148 4
A7F ARt Fag FAE BEEHd 93
< UAE B2 ATE FoA od AFEo] #H
W 7Hsete] om ‘ﬁ;-’?-—% 1 W EobsibE
Hdsle Aolvl, Fol FAR o2 YHA om
e EA o) °11“— A= 7bEstA mA 5
RE7HE fasts A0l o) AR Sof
Al Hifirg, WY BERREE 5 LT3
ek, AP SR 1ol A Biflay, RRE
ZHE A3 PAA A=@S ] 7] s Tl of
e B BAE RN £A Ees
ol A4 F7F At

AR AEEMS T AEEHE 2
F kA A dg, & FA s i &
A BT BFE A5 e oz 23
BAGTe TS AA = FHH Jhsd dTE
Bk ERE (decision variables)gl 3}z, EA)
A ebd 94, & BRAAY 34 2o
%8¢ ¥ 9= (uncertain or omitted variables) &
B (stochastic variables) -2 S
(random variables) 231 3t} o Z5= Tl
A S T e i, 2%, BERE, S8
T4 2L AEERES BRRE B 43
T W R #edE EHE, BRE S 2o
HFEd WA Sa),
A9 4 A RE (single crop) & 9 MR
(one period)e] A Ast: BE—#E 5% (single agric-
ultural firm)& 7}A4 8 BE—-FREEHEE ()
o} B—gASNE AdexzR 3t ddd

2e AAIFEE AAHA

=

il

&
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231 (x, oFEmels] F4ER s

e
)

O =flze9

A AAdTe $e FHE E@S T2
%S Holdl Huz Q@ mESE (S,
zoldd et RE AEEFEC] RUBEE
AHEE 4 3. BARTE (DI Qo] Fo1A]
d, 54 Bl (=93t A 2z eAo]d A,
& S4EEHR (soquant) & =5 5 glo
4 1.

WS e 7 FF 1.0S M BES a9t

A ke gEERed (=), FoA z(z=
z)ol Wete] SAEERME Q=Q)¢ T3 (
=Z)2] $£Bf(tangent point)el Al FIEEAILT
T Ae AAFY] FEQ)E AAT F Aok

ARG (DA FEAF et 2= F F9
A FEP Py, §1P.-=1-0)°ﬂ et FAHS gk
e % JHA 34, 8] HELSM 5AF
9] e AAES] AR (expected product)
olgzd 2.

o] A% £EHS WFHT ¢ o HRE=SH



150
QojAl & gargre gk e,

(@ ERE®IKRE®R]

9 F-%54 (inequality) & ofv] & <#A F7

W4 Adz, Ades
®  EQ(z91%Qz E@)]

o|o, &K (equality)-& MEHBES 7 ol A
gt (e. g, Hald 1952).

BAme dubd o RiIRAY el o
A Fgg ] ool 4y Bk LEE
REAE € 2 B A AR5 FE 1.0%
ZHdn EXHE 9] 4] e Q9 &l
7ok (randomness) 2 FAA A AR =2
R KRRy ¥ (economic criterion) 2] H-E-&
ol A ek oA {HHAY IR A T
FIE (profit) 2 A (gross revenue) 7 FEEH
(AT A+ EEEH) (total cost)®] S 9
ok, Al HBAL AAESA  FAEES
ste] dofdch ZEY 74 BAFL FF
Fol 7] w Foll FlEE AAd] HHESBILT
. wmERA RS AR e FIEERL
Ag =&} S1g HHe AbSo] A E

7

5% Rl

Bt o

I. 2SR Emkst Al e
LUES S O TN (@

AR 25, FEERLE 9 DEEM: (necessary
conditions) 8] FE7t AR Brlsdtr] uf o
BI4 FATEA (expected utility theory)o] :pEfE

fRarpiel del ol & el Sivh MRBAERT
AP ZHH s ol & F e oFE
) HEpRmEd o3 2E #Hite o=t
g AFA £, () o8 € Tradk SR
e mERERTRY LB EEE ¢ et
Al 3te] F7] ol

EEY R EEERERC] Folzldz Mg
o FIES dEE R AEEAY AAE G
1

2] & 4 gieh
@ I=QX)—-WX-FC

<, I8 W 22 £l Eikos 2535
 FEst EEERER et (vector) o] 2, X&
ARALaME, FCE BERA

R@WeA A4 X BFAERE 4 HY
et A5 FAE AR FIAAAE A
w2 fEHe £FHMC 715 29l
9l3te] ofAH e THEME BTl AAF@QF
FEATE QA% WA AARE A
9] B ihfE (single mean) oo = A AF9]
RRERSM At =k, A4F QY FE
TEE A BERE L EEREEA 9
gte] GEg W Hie] BIEESEYK Q& &

S} 7ol o4 5 gk

T2 (ReE) © Mi(X)
TR P Q~fRIX)

GRS BEme AAHAAA HaT BE
A, BCEN, BITENI, MCEMIS) 4ATEMEE A
AA Bz, 2 A4 E BRERES KEH
ko] Wg Wexst duct wed BgA4
o EEFETO Ae ¥o TRAEES T
Aol & et

= & A AR A Fod FAL 4E
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2ol BR%S Zeds Aol £ FAHL
2 gshe opFg Aol AuEAHE Fa
o A& oz BEEE W2 BR4ARE
£ (bounded production) & x4 Hr}, o]=Q
7t &yt 2 BRE (finite number) IE 2y
gk, wekA QEEEEY AF¢ EE OEE
(moments) o] &A%tz BE HEL Aol
|3t {EHFEZ SR (conditional probability dist-
ribution) & AA3HA Hrh ol A€ B
£ 3AA SAo] LEERS BEY W =
grelo] gg& 9w gt} (Antle 1983).

olF A g T W AERERSA A4k
7o BRRETRE QEELxY BEE A9
¢ i, A4E Q 4fe fQIX)E el

F 97 AR QO AFe
®  M=[0r@IX)dQ

M=[@=-M)fQIX)dQ, i=2
= 498 F 9+

AER QE AR FMd 44AA o
A7 A Ee Q7F old Wele HELEE A
b2 o Ae AR SR Bl

He Zolth, adunz JAARY LEERES
of dd JAEA L v e QY WMELFME
HAE 7 Aok AEEW (2 DA nE vt
9} o] AEEFME K AEERES X3
Y ohE e FEEEE JehiA =,

Wl A eAAF Xo) Qo Hak(variance)
o T 57 (negative skewness) & o] =)
Xuoh msbdoland AA4AE AEBEES £
of AYT EELCEBMES AQA F Aol
(¥ PAA QAHE LEF o7 o]F A=,

b Q7 B39 A& ¥
AstzA e =y oz stdd 4 gy, ol
3 FF LEABRERTEE S wEEE
Bl st Ttk ARERGESR AT <+
A& Zlol =

AAAZL TE3E FIEUD O REk s
(expected utility: E(U)))& 33137 9
ste] AEERE A= S, a4
<=7} Newman-Morgenstern 9] axiom &% ©l=
ste, dld8 EBEERS] Y%k (Convergence) 3t
ox Hgshd, ddE §5484 HEse
FlEe] A3k B2 (moments) 2 vepd = gl

4
M
2
=2
S,
o
i
PO
o
o=

233 &EERES oE Qo RENH

HQIx)




1562

©®  E(UU)=ULEW]+3;UT-EUD T
+3%U3[]I—E(II)]3
+Lur-BmY
;L,—}TUkUJ—E(n)jk

%’ U"(j=2,3,"‘,k)—‘£‘ E(H)oﬂ T’Hiﬂ- i‘g‘at}

o) julA) vl oleh, ze W(I-D)=[Q-WX

—FC—(M— WX—~FC)1=(Q~M)el7] =&

of FHFMBUD W 19 2E AEL LE
B 482 94 £ F 3

(M EUUN)=FM(X)-WX-FC)
+5 UM (X)
—t-él—!U3M3(X)
+EUM(X)
+3 UM (X)
%9 Mr(r:1:2y"'7 k)’:.::
A goleh

ot 3RBE (M) S 2R3 ol 3 AT
e A3 g QolA Ekk ®Rel A9

A Qe raA

PFL v AA Y7 WEA FAL & A
(Kendall and Stuart 1952, Anderson, Dillon

and Hardaker 1977). wjebA 4 (Q) 4579

HL 3749 AE (mean{M;), Varience(My),
skewness (Ms)) o] LERKS 248 + =3

43 SA A seege 499 5 9
DL AT QY A& IWES 2RI H
aRmEAL BRENRE 24,

® max E[UUN]=UM(X)-WX-FC,

My(X), M3(X)]

ot X (& o183t ofgol HAF AAAEE

2use WazAS ool St EEER
Xol Age] = 2oka
o H =U{“§3§f‘> — W]
dMy(X)
+UZ[ de, ]
dM;(X)
+U [ X, ]

o2 YepfelAt <, Ui, Up, Uss M, My,
Myl g A wrleelnh (2¥ HollA 2
S0 (Uy/ U s (Us/Up)& [My, M, Ms] %
7yl A ol& A BEM BRABAEEES et
Ak

ulebA] My, M, Msoll ©id #UH-S
25 dUE o)t}

A4 sk

Qo) AU=U,dM; (X)) + UsdMo(X) +
U dM; =0

= 2T dUE M, M Myl o3 589
Bl e &3 dM;, dM,, dMot s e

a1 [dM (X)) /dM(X) 0 3000
==—[U,/ U]

(12)  [dMi/dMs]ly a0 =—[Us/ U]

ot} XADFA A22AA [U/U], LUs/ Uil
27 Arrow-Pratt 9] RS TR (R 8t (absolute
risk aversion coefficient: ARAC)$} FBH T atk
fE B E R 6R 8 (absolute downside risk aversion
coefficient: ADRC)Z A& <4 g}, ARAC
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27 4 SEHMECE TESE FIMol INEME

295 R W FRRET MRFKA R
TCRELA

8 RO A

SRR R MY EEN Y

B IR

w B i B AR
' \ \ \iw;iwﬂ
Ot— \ | \ > X;
S} ADRC % o] 43t R(DE A=A PRA4: B EHRE M (marginal factor cost)o] 7Eo}
D00 RACIAML(X) [ ] FHE ANV HebA kBRI T
49 ax; LM " ABEFR XF @A) G2 MARERS (total

—ADAC[dM;(X) [dX]=W;, risk deduction: TRD)-&

2 g5z
%o welel Al BIEARE
F(13) N A BFo) sl A + LADACEML GO X))
ERE LS BREEYS WEHE (expected
value of marginal product)el] A BRF 5 #fEbE=t ol 1, EfElEEEkS (average risk deduction:
Ttk e W gt Ades X9 ARD)&

(14) TRD= f f’f ([ARAC(dMy(X) JdX)]
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= 6 FREREEES WFBA

Ul )
— U(=)
U[E(x) ]
tul 7)
0 = b  Em=M g
L e B 23 e s Xt A=A E BRI
15 ARD=[ TARACE@MX) RE AT Fuvel 29 sioh

dX)]+[ADAC@M;(X)/dX) 1}
olt}, §7]4 TRDE #i¢ Fa dulg #
=, FYA4AE SERBTAA ol&d o
T HispEAe FHUSehEA BRARERSE
(marginal certainty equalent) dM;/dX; % A¥
7] 913tel  ARAC[AM,(X)[dX;]3 ADAC
[dM;(X)/dX]E 98 B3 RFLK==
o] (marginal risk premium)-& =& zA3ch=
Ao, whEbA MR ALE AT A4l
ol W MEgzeE g TRDAF o

d 5o hEEFR Xot 8IS o] AER
e FaAd e AEAQ EEERG 4,
T (certainty) 7H 3ol A Aol [RAMERK
A (expected marginal revenue)-2 vl 3 7}=] of
Ak, (¥ 5l AAH BABKEAES A3t
W AR ee] A8 BRKAMmBRS A5
ol A8 BRRKA MR AFl A A At
23 BRERERS] o= Axd Holr?
St FAE FUE 4@ Aty AR
ol 2 ¥R S WMoz st LE

V. #ifsAmAtet #ERSE

(certainty equivalents: CE)

Rl 43 WEEREALERY 914 5

Aol mAslF T AdE BEREH CE)ol
o $AFEAD FHEHS AN AL S0l g
2 AL AZAFE FF 102 M 23
9 FkES Seldeh CEAMS BRE B
sEstol A1) RSB MRS EA
4 ARRANAL 5ed AEE AHAez ]
g 4 JE TAE HAFA A NS 5
2% Ados ok F4A% ek,
3% a3t @ (Du=10% Fie 429 7
W I, Dtz ok, 2d 604 wxo] #
HRSH O WAFE EQD% 2e BEEA
& vehe ol % 29T BRoE FAGH

U(Mla MZ’ M3) = U(¢9 0, 0)
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oltt. & MERASME FH(M), FE(ML),
SWEE (M) /a7 ok L 3KEEE 0
o2 B @adeld MmN Aoz A
9= A,

RADF (12=¥H sk 2 T rakER
o W WHLKREEEECT RAZAESN HE
(ratio), F(Up/Uy), (Us/Up22 vebt Sl
< & 5 vk T ARERRR A

Up=Us=0 o1, [G3 Jum=

Era

o]_;_r_

U—0°]4, l:%%]u,Ms—’O, [%—%—; o, Mo

—0

ol}, ZeE vt FHFIE A BAZAUD
ddtd o= (B el MR 27 = 2
U A%E $AHGAS A5 B4 U;
o] 0T} =3 comrt Avhz ApPeh A
Brol Wg bpEe] A=, & AREEE (risk-
aversion), fEBidsT (risk-neutral), EREEF
(risk-loving) 9] Md-& MFHMS <l (sign)
of Wt Aelg + U

fE bR ElEE
felgEar

fE BRI

ppaidl 194 A% D BRIRES
E9% 249 el AE AL FokERt
Hol ol = FrtkaEmge . 947
£ od39e Bl B4R 9T FAY
FiEfEe] 5 JATHE LS I 98 B
7 ol FA AN G FRES o]

B _[M =003,

dM, * | dM; |

2429 B 2 HE 494 g9td 9
A} BEERY % (economic disaster)& 7} &
o 2R AT B BEEERS ST 7 U+
=AM S = Sl

o2l g ML 542 A A H
=9 AEERESTREAN TS v AA =
HEA o A9 BYHRES SNSToEA 3
2% ojw ApEEK#E(CE) o3& B4 T
o, GAAE AA] REE BEKE oo
2 B¥S ASA 2 Aod ARTES
Aot A8 ol F4H HAEE A
AR A=A kAo 2A Addke AL A
o},

2 BRAEESS e 259 4
AT A4 Aol A& AERE A&
ZHA 2 gAAA & 3h) W R fEEEEA 2
A ke BEESt 22 REER Ago] 29
S HALRBR W3 TR SEEE (nega-
tive externalities)ol] & & A& == &
=t wEA AR EbRER: o] &
H 5, F AHEERS MEYT 29 F55,
HEFEHRRD A Aaead g F
7¥stA =},

V. BORE %] 2 W

%

&

RELEFRDS FHe] 7Hed LuE Jute
2 o]FeiAmA o]F EA R FEAI
BARERRY DA% = (feed back) & 713
o | BERFTRC] FU1%ks E¥e] zx3hd
of ulzl BRARKEESMOZAS HREEY
AR Fadol v& otz geh, 2 #
MWHEKE WERLANIE 2539 FH94%
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o] ARERRS oW Adz FJewg
dodlz JeAd At A4 A AT 3

ejof] e},

A mEES = g ey mEst
g REelE B7ety, dAer FeA
A e e BEAEREDY 98 Ad4
A AR gl MEs Adx 9
otz REA o B e FTEN
SHER R o,

BRRS N3 BREETEE ALY TERN
NEBE MEE JEder d—2JE A%
(nonpoint pollution)e]] 9]3&te] WA= =z 9l 7] off
ol THRAAES] galy BErt A9y
Foshe, v 24 BERHAY 404 A9
o BRPIBY &S, AdE BANGRE
9 A4S AW 7o) HRBERES
A% FHAEAEY A4 g=5 13 o
A7l i ol AAolrt, weby A
HAHQ HEL SRRV EEEF] Hg A5
o B - BREEDE dAd ez S v
A BEELEEREY o3t ERMRBO Y BUFE
8 5% B3 EATREME T2 BARA
Afpprzeol vt E Aot =g R FolA
AR ASE AFE e BAEERY B
77 (natural balancing force) 2 o] 23 #=g&EH
£ Bl (integrated pest management techno-
logies) 2 - vte} FEo A3 FFHE A &
o] A (simulation) 2wl 2 Aa AL Fozs I
3 = Z&FolA F Sle Aot

o] 28 Bk 71 EA o2 £ ERIAYESE (inte-
rdisciplinary approach)& 53+ fEHZI, IR
HERK R EEEY BERSTBRINE B
23t fiyrslelok divt, =& FJA4RFH
Ad QA e Jei g ALH oz 2YEY

(monitoring) 3tx, T dlojet-E Aoz
2H BE&E ¢~ v HHRIEY (information
network) ¥} #] o] €l =1 (data bank) & 4], 2%
= Aol FordE F23 Rt AFH-
B 44kA]7]1A Rachel Carson ©] Silent Spring
o Al zzlEol AW “BEAE ] WA AFY
T Ane 259 BREEES BEBRIRE
2 52 B5elA Agx F4F SulE &

o3t gl

2 ¥ X K
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