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Arrow 7HAol| ojgtd 3T A xAA A9 9 HsE DARA(decreas—
ing absolute risk aversion)©] 1 IRRA(increasing relative risk aversion)©]|th
(Arrow, 1965). Arrow7Hd el €94 9 @4 APAS HEFo] T3 olf
= M9 EYA 04—‘?—7} & =7} ¥ (increasing risk effects)e] HWakAl
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A B oe *J%POM DARA 7Hde] etdd e we FAgAEd o3
dobsoldnh ey IRRA 7HdE ASH SwelA @2 =4xde] Ha gl
o B =R M TEZOMY B3PS Tl Arrow 7HEE AFEA
shATh. A Aol ojstH, fFAe] WA FAMEHEE [o]F o FAF
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1. A =

Arrow(1965)= 98 %7} & ¥ increasing risk effects)S 4138k glo] 7% E
AFEA, B =AHE AFshe 7S AT Arrow 7t AA 8= 714
(Arrow hypothesis)ell w=H, $1313]u]4] ojapAAzte] 93] tigh H5= DARA
(decreasing absolute risk aversion)il, IRRA(increasing relative risk aver—
sion)o]o]of t}h MRS Arrow7HA1, T2 Arrow 7H 28 AA3vlH, 714
19] AAEH oJn= L3 98 (the same risk)oll thsle] Fx7F 7tk =} B
g g Y8394 (less risk-averse)olghi= W-&olt) ojuw] A5 A A7 DARAO]
ojof gth= Aok iAol Aol 7] 913 Bexo] dnk &g 7Hd 2+
A0 3k o] e X(the wealth elasticity of demand for risky
assets)o] 1H T 7] wjitol] F7F 5718 wf @ AAbel] FAbah= H| & (share)
gtk AS uidth o & 5o A Pt s A HAR

L7F dokar siab 7P 18kl A= FoF Srkstel whet fi @ xpakel] i g
7kt 7Ha 23tell A @A digk FAm &S s ok

/Hpq AAE oA Arrow 7H29 Bl 9 Al
olfr= 7HE S B AFTF A5 TE ] o] &4 WEFA (sign)
(Strength)-g AAE7] o]t} Sandmo(1970)e] ¢t YAZ7tays= ¢
o Al & 7 (substitution effect) 2t 45 & #Hincome effect) = 2|3 = YT} o
A ] A E = ARSI A gArAgAte] Y1399 E on|etar, 3] &
B HAge] 7]EAQ RS d9lsh] gk fdsTAeE onlgth &
b9 % (capital risk)o] 718 W, oJAFAA ARl $1914 57 IRRACIH 9139
Sade e g, dAZAT st gom S rtE e WIS ¢
F3)u 8¢ =712 el A doh 28y 984578 DRRA (decreasing relative
risk aversion)o]®, &8¢ A5aye} thHEHe BiE= A Eo] =& net
effect)= 23 3}A ©tH(Levhari and Srinivasan, 1969; Sandmo, 1970; Rothschild
and Stiglitz, 1971; Diamond and Stiglitz, 1974, Davis, 1989; Snow, 2003).

webA] Arrow7Hd o] BFEA-S el thg A A Al AL i, A
= &sto] ASste] dd AdS AR Zﬂ% - Fa8tth dAgst HAAAAE
7ML e AAAMES AR BY] oEe Sl 7HaLel ok Bl B
A ALE o3l wrolEoiA| AL Qi 1ejv 7R 2= B2 =AHe] #th Friend
and Blume(1975), Barsky, Juster, Kimball and Shapiro(1997)2 ¢ A}Ak=L 9]
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Felvel sHAle] 2EZE A"} Arrow 7HACl #E ASEA 3

}o

3k AFEAM oA 71 28 714 4 IS8 B3, Stiglitz(1969), Haliassos and
Bertaut(1995)= 712 29| 717} 71548 AlAlska, Guiso, Jappelli and Terlizzese
(1996), Poterba and Samwick(1999), Carroll(2000)+= ASE4S E35lo] 714 25

1IN F ) 7HAd 29] AFA BfdAd el tidk AAIsEAES] 32 H (consensus)S §1

YU ) ZEZY 08 BAG ABATSOIAE A4 A8l

o] g5 AIL(F74 9, 2004; AAZ, 2005; AA1E, 2006 ), 7HAIS] @5

P
o

P ol tha ulg SWE 7 a Qiek Rl A Seluke e XEEY
oME AEEHS 3k Arrow 7}@ﬂ B AREST E3 99T
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m[o

E35lo] o Rate) A5t AL A5

~
e &

THA FEEYQAE AT Aatsel sty XEZT AEE 719 78RR
B(wealth) S} 255% Ex244ke] o83} 98 o] 9o 7}A|2] ol et E4
E(demographics), YAk, =5 A5AY Tl M E FFS Wt AFHA
S50 XEZ Y| HX & gL 7] o] H AL 3|9 ol A 2HS

AN

4
2 oolth w93 G, et ol mERS R, AR Ash dge] %

2 58 tE TS 7HE F dtkBarsky et al, 1997; Granger, 2002).
XA AEAINAAA R (CAPM)O 25HH, JArA =1l 93 3|34 gk
A} FAGAAE 7o) TS AA S "2 -2luet 7ol 9le] zb
2) ¢letx EA F d#(age)o] TEZT AR nx]= JFL w)L F Q3 FAo|v)
=013 Hde] o]dAd f1g 3| a g o] P g s v A & QAR E )
£ o o dgAe] Aol Z/1ge thet EARo] gashu oo weh e
Zg)29 Yo ¢ =ZFFHo orAAAS BF3A Y (Faig and Shum, 2002), 4 - %



4 FE - 714

A A ek(borrowing constraint)S AH|HES HAuydts F23 QQo|ti(A29,
2000; @53t - =3, 2003). 1 AYAke TEZ A s JEFS v
T Atk ZQdell gk Aok = wef xFdAlofell tigh of 2 AF}ioll whE A u]E-
= #2aA717] 918 A o s Qkdstal fE ARl Ak BAste e Ads 7
= AT (Paxon, 1990; Guiso et al., 1996).

TR @S L EZ T 9lo] Tagh A el 2y wEvAhS
98 IA xEZ A JdS v H AT} o v] A A o] & (precautionary
savings theory)ell W29 FFAGe] Bl 71Ql8te] $1@iEAte] 2kt~
%’%% =5 2599 (labor-income risk)S of|H] & & Fo] JFS- wjz ¥ ol T} X E
= Ao = S v tH(Kimball, 1990a, 1990b, 1993; Heaton and Lucas,
2000; Letendre and Smith, 2001). = 2JAF2 27 359 ¢ 8] 9 (standard risk

®

aversion)d] YIXAETE 7HK 2L qohdA, F F79 Yol HE FHHolgt AT
w2 FHES TAA7I7] Y8 AE ARk sk T8 FolA "ok {49
(2004)2 -2zl 7HAloll o] A5ESHA o] bdFgAt BAE A4shs 5
A

d

Q
Aede - AAH007) A St Al glo]
o

dR|AASETe] TS ATEA Tk ok T TEE A E S o] d Ay

P = 3,4 Blog(Y;) + Bolog(W)) + Byrisk; + B,be, + B+6 Z+m; | (1)

dZo] xdF W} Az o HFHAA (labor-supply flexibility)o] =7] wj&
of YJHAASE BAslEE AES /M 4 AtHBodie, Merton and Samuelson, 1992).
3) Kimball(1993)¢] #3¢13 3] ¥|(standard risk aversion; SRA) 7ol sl F 93
o] BAHow Sydolgin FXgw £4S AN 7|E BE P BE vt s
A e RS AT ol SHAQ sl J% dlA A (substitutes) 9T
b BE 9| gio
4) 719 7H XEZZQ ATEN A AdE 1HEHA @2 W AHAHEFZ} (hu-
man capital investment)E& & F Ut} A{AEFAE BdHo= 7|4 X}E}‘“
AAT FAE QAAREL vjujrl BrFssta, Y E ] bEskA] gthe SwHollA
- $1d 3 FAeE B 4= Atk Levhari and Weiss(1974)2] Sl 2514, 99
%7} DARAY ) L—J} —Erz} APS7he QHAEEAGS S7HA7I, E}E‘r/ﬂ
ZHAY AAAEFAE JEJAIAAREAET 4 - A o2 d4d" = Qlvk 7 £
Za oo &S mH £ g w 2 g0z A7 (healthy risk)S = —’F
Atk 7HAY] ARG EHE VY] ASRSTE F AR AT E 5o HES §
st A &3 EEZFeddd S v = vk 2y B EARIR A 7}74]9]
A-AEEzLe} A7 ES A3 AT ¢ e S nys duidd F718H4
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Felvtel Al e oY Arrow 7FACl 23 ASHA

N

o714 prol i7ke FEsAt T AR FARES 9n|staL log(Y;) &
i7HS ZIAFAE, log(W) & i7bFe] 2F AR, risk, = i7FE7F AW mE A
S, be, = i7" AJACE, 2= 1784 545 sk W e E on) g
th BaFAaS, 2252 @2 azke] dAlel digk BAISH ofvl= 913
Zake] o3k ) 22X (the Engel curve)©] B tHDeaton and Muellbauer, 1930).
webs] FEX = AdEEAR] A59EA e o BEAdE ek o] 83
T Ak S1AA gl tiE FA BEAS A (2)9F 2ol AefshAk

>

em =1+46,/P | (2)

TOF B, >0 B ey, > 10 SAARES ARA| A, B, <00]3L ey, <10
e <0 ol A5 = orlgth A (Dol gk A5 4ol Sl &A%
o] RrgAdAde ok Al MA <% 1> B T84S Hi3ta e
7Hre A 7] 285%0l watettl wekA] Fe] B 09 ISX|7F EAIEH
H a1, o)Ak Ag-9F AL4H AU BEE FE=H R} E(censored data)] A4S
7R el vpe} o] Anrt SeAd HAT, B3] HAaASH(OLS) +74
2o Holyb EA)sta, ¥l Y X354 #H(biased and inconsistent estimators)e] # T}
a8y A= A 9Fshel Tobit 28 (the censored regression or censored
“Tobit’ model) > FAFAFS 45  UrHAmemiya, 1973). AFEA] ol AHE-3H

Tobit B8 2 (3)3} #t}d

i)
¥
2

o\
O _\1.,),
e

0 if P<0
P = ’
! r if P >0 ®
o, FE5H 9] 313Hthe lower limit)S 022 7F& ©X] obdAAkeE B354
"o} o] 49-9] 09 #=A+= H|2-A42Ha non—negative constraint; P, = 0)3}2]
7}74] #HA sl o] Ayl 2] df(a corner solution)®, A2 A5FFY F-9
oA fFAES Az &2 AR dAE 5 ks

5) Guiso et a.l(1996), Poterba and Samwick(1999) 5-& Tobit 23S o]&3slo] 7174 &
EZYe Ad9s A5EA @ bk Ak

6) 53 F vl =4 2F(short-sales constraints)2] 232 %= s €E 4= 9l 25983}
o] Fuj=A kS AT RE AV](defer)E = YA, ()Y FTHEAE FTul=A

oFslel 02 #== A olti(Haliassos and Bertaut, 1995; Heaton and Lucas, 2000).
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Felvtel shAle 2EZFe e AR Arrow ZHAC g AFEA4 9

F82190 A-(HJOBD)= 386%, UAl - L8490 A9+ 21.8%, 1-&F(HJOB3)<!

- 19.3%, A9 AAHHJOBA ! 74 9-+= 19.3%°]th. &5 7H+HPUB) & 7+t
M A AL AF RO A FFEAE, AFES . WA, BdeS HYske H
E FHATIE AEe wigo|t) A oA 85%E FFAVTYS & & ok
28G5 (BC) 7H9 FAlTF2E §dte] 218837 (credit-constrained

households)Z 213}, Hayashi(1985) and Jappelli(1990) W &8 o]&3to] *

AR AFTIRE FYNE vk ATENAY 42 2AFE F A
W 2T S F971 R, AgE, AR, vholU 2B, A @

AR F, 1 D B, ek o) S o] F AE ASE A
A 28 o] gaks 7HE, A 8IS vdA o] Qi 7HE, vhelu s Bl g

—JL:J} 1,0009H] o]std Ao HAE = JE A8 SRR A EEtaL, o]
o] YA - A2 THE 28I “47}3 ek
GE FAAHRE AT Folth & AFelA A8TGTL
T *—1*‘35] 7he A 7 0.9%°ltt. A 7 Al A A1-8-3hgel 2wk 71HA
o] v tigk FHL HolA] et wAFORE A4S v X+ v 1983
SCF(Survey of Consumer Finances)At&oA 21&@3l 17.8~19.0% (Jappelli, 1990;
Cox and Jappelli, 1990)¢} 1989 SCF #At&ol|A 23t 18.4%(Chakravarty and
Scott, 1999)& & + At} webA vlxe] Az £ AlETG 7=
AA 7] 20% WelY Ao JAE gEA=ge] 57hd o]dAdS a1e )
E oo o] &S AR vt A&ste A2 FEvk vk ek A
1997 2 939 7] o] % HA|lFgolA 7HaEol A e HlT2 71k 4
oju} oA 7R ARG H A A= AXIstE A gk AgotH(F TE 9], 2002). w
oA AT BARES] 409%= ARG AAZE @ gEE feuet S8 2=Hol
H| 5o & ) o= F AAA Ae] FitEE ZWol rh

<3 2>9 ()82 AT AR FERATHE, 3)ES A AT
A 5 Uitk (D2 @554 BR7HE JERATHRe Hie F
ARARE S -FAAE vt 5237 Aol ostH, BE WHgElA
T RS Hiro] sEA g AFTHEE 1% gl 7174 ete] fdasAt

BA7SE ;’FE%ﬂ?ﬂiﬂ YA BAN A G, FFH, A4S
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Feluel sHAle EEE e A8 Arrow 7Rl ek AFEA 11
(E 2) E=9 84X §M d|n
FAEE RILHESR RL 2R tstat. &4 A GE 74 t-stat. t-stat. H| g 3 t-stat.
M ) ® 4 5) ®) ) ® () (10) (1) (12)

HAGE 4538 4622 450 (-6.03)" 410 452 46  (-2227)° (1582 471 440 (17.10)°
HNUMB 32 32 34 (1416) 34 29 36 1799 (709" 32 32 ( 1.09)
HSEXD 838 817 891 (129)° 917 692 915 (313D)° (- 36) 868 79 (139"
HMARD 806 a7 879 (1666)° 8% 675 909 (2040 (7100 827 776 (8.99)°
HEDUY 114 11.0 124 (2252 131 98 14.1 (4681)" (1614 117 11.0 (11.94)
HREG 253 245 274 (4297 254 288 198 (=234 (587 242 269 (4270
TINC 21947 24716 36059 (2373 33282 18766 40105  (37989)" (1442 30310 24534  (13.04)
TASS 110597 89406 163803  (2570)" 114786 58573 158649 (1824  (1161)° 131249 80783 (188"
HOWND 547 520 616 (12.40)" 561 A10 703 (1267° (128D 605 463 (19.92)°
HJOB1 386 344 490 (19.27)" A2 248 (34.24)
HJOB2 218 248 146 (-1581)
HJOB3 090 082 110 ( 617) 112 059 (12.88)
HJOB4 193 201 172 (-4.79)" 242 123 (21.10)
HPUB 085 075 110 ( 801) 101 061 (10.12)
BC 409 424 371 (-2328)° 391 483 339 (-3335)° (-1851)° 371 464 (-46.40)



o

12 ok

FN
td
Y
™
1

FA ek

Rl 505.0 6551 1948 6913 (1383 ( 52) 615.1 346.1 (8.39)°
R2 1886 316.0 427 2424 (1257 (=240 2367 1190 (770
R3 1,565.6 19119 7343 24186 (1812 (661 1918 10081  (16.77)
R4 3,585.2 35089 12789 56266  (1055)° (728" 44141 2387  (1043)
R5 4645.8 48567 18184 74140 (1302 (872" 57508 30507  (13.10)
R6 10,261.4 105563 53784 147336 (17290 (11600 122085 74506  (1827)°
FAH &

P1 116 143 082 133 (1312 iy 12 107 (400"
P2 038 065 013 051 (1868)"  (-350)" .04 030 (68D
P3 432 516 352 576 (2053 (744) 464 38 (1448
P4 156 168 101 204 (1266)° (661" 170 135 ( 950)
P5 261 29 203 34 (1502 (789" 283 230 (13.09)°
P6 850 369 800 8% (1366 (670 865 828 (1149
Obs. 19903 14234 5,669 7,682 4,348 1,686 11,758 8145

Zh5  HAGE(91®), HNUMB(7-d 9157, HSEXD(/3W, #4d =1, o4 =0), HEDUY(WL§d=F, vH3} =1, 25F=6, -, 3 £=18), HREG2(FE=HA =1, oW
= 0), TINCOH*- d3F AIFF45), TASSCUH- $2RY, S58A4RE + F-5ibaig 7o), HOWND(FEE A= 1, ofU™ = 0), HJOBL(-8-2 =1, o™ =0),
HJOB2(JA] - 484 =1, o =0), HJOB3(a1-85 =1, oW =0), HJOBA(AF4AA =1, o}® =0), HPUB(&-72 =1, o}U™ =0), BC(A1-8-83eE F4%)
£ 77 ueh PUP2 P3)L F5-8AR oA RIR2, R3] FAMES 747t oJnatal, PAPS, P6)= SAHdellA RARS, R6)S| FAM&& 742} oveh



Felvel sHAle] 2EZE e AY I} Arrow ZHAel e ASEA 13

(E 3) 7H EXfttnt 245 102918 A EXZ

(2he) : orgl
Ntile TASSA R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6

N1 3675 14.0 3.0 755 15.2 6.7 224.1
N2 1,508.3 439 8.0 241.1 62.9 260.2 1,211.8
N3 2,764.7 86.7 154 3685 1487 430.5 2,367.0
N4 4042.7 1270 239 529.8 271.3 680.1 3,033.8
N5 5483.1 192.3 59.3 682.5 538.0 1,028.2 4,882.7
N6 7,234.6 3313 1179 1,081.8 932.8 1,683.4 6,523.8
N7 9,515.1 434.2 186.4 1,375.2 1,752.7 2,693.7 8,654.1

N8 12,9225 635.5 279.3 1,977.6 3,047.0 43891 11,9283
N9 18879.9 961.3 392.7 3,069.5 5,360.4 74681 17,6504
NI10 48026.7 2,230.3 804.4 6,260.6 23,1651 27794 457720

TINCA R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6
N1 559.7 146.6 404 380.6 1,542.7 17745 46186
N2 1,097.7 1233 423 5787 1,090.7 1,546.1 47280
N3 1,484.0 1338 33.1 635.4 1,209.1 17107 52978
N4 1,8265 2339 549 818.0 1,344.3 19284 59834
N5 21449 3065 945 1,045.9 2,198.4 293738 75233
N6 24898 3784 122.0 1,208.1 2,606.6 3526.3 8590.6
N7 29083 4424 150.1 1,442.0 32304 42300 10,0947
N8 34237 633.1 269.7 2,086.6 4,002.0 54054 124572
N9 42083 825.1 331.2 2,426.0 53965 69974 150836
N10 77974 17846 7526 49547 132319 164020 283751
F : TASSAE ZF B9 71 FAke] e, TINCAE ZF £9d 7 F259 Hit
< gk PL(P2, P3)2 Fa8AMtdA R1(R2, R3)9 FAM| &S 22 ov]sta

PA(P5, P6)x= EAAEo A RARS, RE)S] FAHH| &S zHzh on| gt

1.00

N1 N2 N3 N4 N5 N6 N7 N8 N9 N10O

(O 1 A 1029 AHFAEIE Fo| (2 2) &5 1022 AFAHEIE F0l



vt 7HAS] FEE LAY RS A f18l 7 el el (proxy
variables)& A4 gL 3 WA 32 252593 dedssE A48 7
AdeE gupdgrolt)y, 77 Al - d-8A 7 (HJOB2)S!
259 3%(high income risk) =% 7}, A& 7}?(HJOB1) ol A=
59 ¥ (middle income risk), 352 7F+(HPUB)2| 7 %% =559 (low
income risk) =& 2|¥S=2 742F A4 2 %@X}Eoﬂfﬂ EEASAE] de
HER HAGAegd guEsEE A28 o= Skinner(1988), SchUndeln and
SchUndeln(2005) & & 4 Atk F WA §3-& 7HA7F Ang 2 A kol g
s ]

gewrE 24E 48w oI A4S AL FAAL F A
H =

N' —lN

pud

40 o
ue)
59
>,
2
&

A

A3 eFol i oz wigtrh webA P55 AMERALY] A% k= ol
whel Wl 7k 21359 d gkl 71QlskE Ao KBl ﬂ%L (HEDUY) 727‘4?]
= 10% FrolaesolA FAX R o i3
o] F7h= STt e

FE B AE P (HOWND) 574 194 o= 50), F8A= 1% FoaodA &

Ao fofsitt weba FEEFIE R vleke] 1w g A kel
g3k Exujgo] vt AuydHgte] TEHFS o] 83te] 37| ¥ (marginal
effect) & AXtell B, FE R F7F= JERF7Fl vlsto] 91562 FAHH]

o] FA R 28% AL WUl Barsky et al.(1997)= T89S K3 A4

~

A1

i}

0310

8) WEFE] F7HF AFANFEA N vA = FFS F SHAA HAE F vt WA =
2 AEFFEo] FEAYRES B AR AE F Uk E vE ML uSsFE
7 g3 u e AP e 4 th Barsky et al.(1997)2] #4143} <]3lH,



Felvel sHAle] 2EZE e AY I} Arrow ZHAel e ASEA 15

(E 4) 71 EEE2|QME Tobit:d Zo}
P1 P2 P3 P3(LAD)
1) @) 3) )
C -2.637 -3.301 -1.321 -1.566
(-22.86)" (-19.17)" (-18.04)" (-13.74)"
018 016 -.007 -.011
HAGE (465 (282 (275 (-284)°
-2ox10® -22x10% 29x10™ 60x10™
HAGE<HAGE (-543)" (-360)° ( 1.10) (154
HNUME -.027 -.023 -.029 -.043
(-4.88)" (-3.05)" (-752)" (-7.83)"
045 040 -.003 -.057
HMARD (222" (1.35) (-22) (-2.96)
-.027 -.009 -.050 -.057
HSEXD (-1.32) (-20) (-368) (-286)
003 021 -.005 -.009
HEDUY (165 (708) 377 (-430)°
-.0005 -.014 -.035 -.050
HREGZ (-04) (=77 (-381)° (-381)°
-.108 -.036 -.133 -.148
HOWND (7.46)" (1807 (-13.19) (-10.28"
079 251 109 136
HJOBI ( 5.83) (13.56)" (11.49)" (10.12)"
-.011 -.029 040 041
HJoB2 (-68) (111) (370 (o647
-.084 -.144 040 034
HPUB (423" (-5.89)" (287 (173
BC -.144 -.338 =317 -.506
(-2.22) (-3.94)" (-6.88)" (-7.50)"
104 071 128 181
LNTINC ( 884y (442 (1585 (1430
148 180 146 171
LNTASS (2163 (1681 (337" 177
! 597 603 498
SCALEC(17) 91.77)" (56.66)" (148.25)
Left Obs. 14,234 17,599 6,353
Total Obs. 19,903 19,903 19,903 17,333
LR_SIGN. 2052.2 2186.3 4040.9
LR_SPEC. 575.3 243.3 5968.2
Prob.(J - B) .000 000 000 000

: P1(P2, P3)2 Fa-8A1 tiv] R1(R2, R3)9] FAH &S 747 9nmjgh 235 (O #
2 t-BAAE vk, A (7, e 4 1%(5%, 10%) FrelEell A Zhzh 71

N

N

S oujg LR_SIGNE %—0]” AAS 9% LRdikelihood ratio)? 3 %A %
LR_SPEC+ B3 A¥EHAE 913 LR AAFA=, Prob.(J - B)L‘ J Biﬁ] =] &] ‘rrv/]

5t52 717} o|n]dh HAGE(Z7FEF9) ), HMARD(#I -7} - 0), HSEXD

ok



2]

16 FER )

A

1%

(&4 =1, 94 =0), HEDUY("# g =0, =6 F%=9 ekl =H =
N 71 *’—‘OE 5 =-J ' = —5_51_15,
et & =16), HREG2(X & - 4 7] = 1, ok = 0), HOWND(FE A= 1, opd =
O),]HJOBI}(*O &2=1, ol ¥ =0), HJOB2(UA - &4 =1, ok™ =0), HPUB(F
R4 -1, ohU]H - 0), B89 #E +47), LNTINC(Z 15 45), L

e O & FAA), C(21%F24%), LNTASS(2

A7h wfetA ke SAARA weh 919894 ol
fo FEE u} QUL oo} e BAANE

kel gk w2 FARES AuAor =2 AP FNA FE 5

OHIT ol
ol

0 o
oo

=

oA Akl tel A A A g APRE FHAE A,

BE ), 1% FAFFAN BAHOR Folstet, GALL olohy
o 156 E19 A AT EA T2 3% o
$1o] 5] o

il B
i o oo o2

RURERCT
N
N
)
g

N T o

o
o
ao
_|>i
=
i
ko
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off
Er

oo fo © of 1o e & oo
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>
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Hir
v}

poy
(o]
112
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e
oo
»
o
ol
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lo,
—11::
fol
rr
rr do
0
o
frt
jules

Mlstel SIRA] B A Fel o A2 2
AR o 0% froldow e ek Jel 487 FEAs 3V FEAE
19 Frolzeld BAH folgo] EAT FH A= 84 0.
AZI= 0.021, FF2 7 42 -0.084, A &= -0.022% &4 7=
Aol vlata] 21% A% FA2GALA et FApu)go] =
EAF ] Hate] 22% AE FApH]Eo] wrght) o] Aulol g REA
FRAZ T B @F ATl FE 5 ATk weF AT AYA
2171248 (self-selection) ©] YTHA, 10 FHRA7}EE =0 98] 3|u| kS 7}7]
o7 & g vk cn[F Aol Eell m=H, A4 913 3] 9] L=(the degree of relative

risk aversion) == A& 215 E(the degree of relative prudence)= v % =:2]

e X e
o
av
é

o o

2 roorlr AN

2
=2
™ ¥ 1%

9) —'1‘31‘/} 9“ FES B3 oA AR §E 5] Adske] HGEFR] o o ALAA A}
R A e 344 Zakgleh 2AE2005)9] A
= adEe VA, Vs, 99,

H
A=}
o

o my & O

btk ey FER Aok A se] W =
ot @Az o] WAE FrHHer A7t 28

2q)

o

A,

rlo

10) %, F& AVINLFE AR GNAAAE LELEATe] B
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[e]
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o
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R_SPEC.

pul

@ i) FAAEL
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=
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57 (HMARD)

gaztel vug uj E7

o] §-wu]eh Hjwah= Zloloh $-en] P EAHL
=y

o5zl Aol olv)7} ek 7

[S]

=
T

o

i

Tobit®

[e)

B 4 9t Green, 2000). AAHHE-E Probit® 3 ¢ $-%H] 9} Truncated

Hle] gt
57532 1%
A3 AHPD)



Wggate v Bekow 3L SAA ool fld A9 EE P (HREG2)
= A T i xR AFTHASE Fol e AFAEA] S0
W Aow AT Ty FERFEY s A5 aet At
= A= AAes AXEY 7MY, A8 dA - A8 AT 3 AT
of Blsto] fFAEFA &0 A er =i, AT IEE] StEFE ARt
AREAME] o] At e & v

Tobit®23 Ak eatake] A1 (normality)S 7H43h=dl Ath ¥k A2
7} o e} Tobit F4 & H X F4 o] Art. <& 4>¢] JB(Jarque - Bera)&

AA 2] o] €-E(Prob.(JB)& BEW, kG114 AF7HE S 1% ool 717
AT Powell(1984) F ol ofstH oxfako] v +Ad& 7Hd wf Tobit X3l
gt & A" dlHxHeast absolute deviation; LAD) 4 &2 U243} 7‘43791 X*ﬁ'
A (consistent and asymptotically normal)g 72t} Powell®] LAD F41
g 4R ol7] witel 5T ST G #hs 7HAoF g *‘H"'%T—:L
ApaE FA0]) &P 3 T2 524410 &(P2) 2] 599 00]7] wliEd 5915 3 ]”J
= AR = glvh 2o AdEe At FARRE Y] Tl 0449 0%
A= Fe]e] YFFEAS LAD 3| AAIZTHI2) <3 4>9] (4)E2 ﬂ°]94
g Athtel gk LAD F4 4 #olt). FAX] 9
Tobit3]AZA e} v]5=3t AE EEstAT,
, a5aY, ARtadse] A7) dnbder 57
Ak o2 99T Aktel e e =
S 2O FAEAES] A4 Fo8
wekA olE FAS5Y TA FAHA = w9 s
<E > fgaEsAt i A

st MAFE FEiks
Fele] ATgARtel HATFE

oS
o AYTHALS] FREUG ¥
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ZA1Z1 P6ell Ttk Tobit®] 7] Aot 2] (42
< P5ell tigk LAD3]| A}, (5)22 P6ell thek LADS] 4] Axto|r}. Huba o=

11) ol¢} 22 EMAAE A4S & wA s Axz wdh

12) ®& Buchinsky(1994)¢] W52 Az 2 73 A3e]E(the iterative linear pro-
gramming algorithm for censored quantile regressions)< ©]-&3}$ith o] HHl&
A FAFS 47] 9% 3 PHo R LAD FA4243 «SA7 03 19 HAE H+=
HEA = AASIAL THA] S AAZITE BE o FX7} 03 14Fo] Eol& o] 71A] W

A
e Pue Tk



BENE 9G] EFAN FAANEE FEAA 0S nel T s} v wstol

AVFs] o] dA el AFE AAsta Ut oS Eo] FgARE 7S 1183 Bl A

AUA 45 FAANES 0 BASATE 22t REAS ETAZ Az

A AR5 SRRk FAEl we} bl et %, AA

oHiIe] 49 PASIAE FAA 9] $57h R, PROIlAE (), PO 5 )

o 77t #4R T, FASARLIAC) A5 PAIAE FHA 9] HEE S0, P

A= &), Peoll A S()o2 FAFUY. 53] T45 FAHX 4 PLilAE

SAA ool Gtk wEASARLIA ZG AA 0L FEAT TR A

A-8-2 7o) Hlgte] YPRLFFEAN]Eo] A FAEJA T FHAIT FAHAE

& BAA felgel wam, F4A9) 2017 tha Wgshl s

(E b)) 7H ZEZZ|2ME TobitEA Hif(ESAHXIAE £ 8
P4 Ps P PS(LAD)  PGLAD)
(1) @) 3) @) 5)
. 92,600 1983 282 2350 434
(-4132)° (-2858)" (11.86)" (-4989) (27.31)°
005 ~ 001 014 ~ 001 019
HAGE (239" (—a7) (-1700) (-4 R
-35x10™ -39x10°% 14x107® 16x10°™ 2x10®
HAGE>HAGE ) 69) (-02) (16.36)" (-1.08) (33.23)"
017 021 - 001 - 020 - 004
HNUMB (-543)" (-8.96)" (-41) (-943) (-463)"
—o21 02 009 - 033 001
HMARD (-190) (-5.10)" (1.9 (-421)° (2
032 016 015 020 026
HSEXD (281 196" (331 (2497 (89
002
006 006 ~ 001 ~ 009
HEDUY (-511)° (-696) (240" (1235 (748)

13) 7, AFA B} FUNGEAE B 4 olrh FAANl g2y, vFAE
Arpsbel £ RPN AFAG D)% FUREEHC) A7) DR A
28 FAAde} vne] B u ujg- =} oo e Aufe= FRF4ko] E3HE P5el
vig 7 Aseh Waa Wl Aks = Avjoldh Peel g 871450l ola +r
A% Fhpola, FELATIEE ARAel U FAN &L 2ale S,



20 PR -

N
>
1%

HREGZ chol cmen  (a e (259
HOWND <—;f.?519>* <:5§?z?2) <1bo.?§2)* ( 7628557) (121().?%)*
HjoBl 261y 51 (611> (orm (512
HJOB2 (—?1751> <@§3) ( 2&133 <'01923> ( gg;)
HPUB S (38 (% (2% i
BC 212 ) =179 297 . 017 375 )
( 6.00) (-6.39) (19.10) ( .68 (30.64)
LNTINC (=50 e (5 (330 (0m
INTASS e ) Gy G G
SCALE - €D <1é30§$1)* <16300.Z9> (192.757)*
Left Obs. 11,193 5,703 729
Total Obs. 19,903 19,903 19,903 13,389 15,818
LR_SIGN. 8002.5 7669.0 10744.4
LR_SPEC. 10234 1934.8 9703.9
Prob.(JB) .000 .000 .000 .000 .000

F 1 PAP5, P6)& ZAMF thy] RA(RS, R6>4 FARES 242 on)gh 235 ()] a2 t-
EARE oulata, AHEAF (7, )= A7 19%(5%, 10%) FolFmdlA ZHzt 717kE S
om gk LR_SIGN: 24 7:-4 -Hd LR(ikelihoodratio) 785 A1%, LR_SPECE &
PAEAAS 93 LR AAEA L Prob.(J - B)E J - BEAAY o858 zhz) on|
6PHA®Mﬂ?#uJﬁ%LHMAmXWQ%}%:LJ%IQJEEMX””* 1, o4 =0),
HEDUY(UMZ‘SL 0, 25%&=6,5==9 -, @%n%ﬂzlatWﬂﬂ~g:1®,HREG2
(A& - 471 =1, o}y =0), HOWND(FE X A= 1, oW =0), HJOB1(“4-&4] =1, o}
q@:oxHKBmﬁM-%%%ll ol = 0), HPUB(&-5-4 = 1, o} =0), BC(4l
|AFEE F4%]), LNTINC(ZI1F4S), LNTASS(Za2E5A4h S 247 on| g,
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22 FE - 714

(E 6) 7Ml ZEZZ|22ME] TobitFAE ZAnt(H|XIAAXIER)

P1 P2 P3 P4 P5 Pe

C *2.622* *3.269* *1.313* *2.570* -1.266 ) 281 )
(-21.17) (-18.13) (-16.78) (-38.20) (-26.17) (10.77)

HAGE Gy (amr Gmr (20 <0?&> C1o4b
s (M BT Ahe e mwn bt
INOMB o G cimr Gamr s (L
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oY N SR (oa e epr (200
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HOWND P O (e (Bmr Caay (ol
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HPUB Cuwr ey (s (& (a (™
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INTING e (amy a8 0% (136
INTASS o1 (hi oL sy G @am
SCALE:COT) oo sy (o) (088D (BT (17397
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Total Obs. 16,061 16,061 16,061 16,061 16,061 16,061
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J-BEAAY #F23ES 747 sk HAGEC 2] 9%), HMARD(HI-$-#} 7 = 1, ¥
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Felvet hAe TEEele

#t A

ofX
M

AEZ Arrow 7HA el 23

=15, ekl
HJOBI("]'*QJ]

=16), HREG2(A< - 471 =1, OM‘ﬂ 0), HOWND(
1, o =0), HJOB2(IA] - 484 =

F7A)), INTINC(Z 1% i:) LNTASS(E;lZﬁxV VS

-, )
AEA -1, o]

212} ol

(E 7) 2510 SXete] goelse =4
AT FHA dAEd BHYe S A e L
A& AAZF) (BF7D o 3
) 2 3) 4) 5) (6)
an N7 L . . . .
N BHiy 25 A A5 P A5 P A5 R &5 AR
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R6 B49 883 -039 123 -039 123 9% 114 09% 114 - -
Zg A 120 1.35
AA G+ 113 145
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(D (2)

HAGE 46.8 45.8
HNUMB 3.1 3.2
HSEXD 175 .838
HMARD 753 .806
HEDUY 11.0 11.4
HEDUD .278 .292
HJOB1 .339 . 386
HJOB2 .204 .218
HJOB3 .080 .090
HJOB4 175 .193
HPUB .074 .085
HREG2 .250 .253
TINC 2,585.0 2,792.9
TASS 10,467.8 11,071.6
NET 8,938.3 9,469 .4
HOWD .b38 .547
Obs. 23,720 19,903
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o2 =1, F=0), HSEXD(ZA = 1, 94 = 0), HREG2(X & - A7] =1, o} = 0)

E 77k 9n|g

2E 2) 7H d2eetstE FH(Logit regression)

Variable Coefficient z-Statistic

C -1.479 ( -7.20)"

TINC -.11x10% ( -9.23)"

TINC X TINC 87x10™% ( 8.46)°

TASS -.37x10™ (-15.03)°

TASS X TASS 9210710 ( 7.39)°
17x10™ ( 17.45)°
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TDEB < TDEB -.34x107% ( -7.78)
HEDUD -.400 (-10.84)"
HOWND -.250 ( -7.01)"
HAGE .107 ( 11.65)"
HAGE > HAGE -.001 (-13.71)"
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HMARD -.051 ( -1.00)
HSEXD -.507 (-10.56)"
HREG2 .165 ( 4.64)
LR statistic (14 df) 1924 .4

Obs with Dep=0 11,764
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(Abstract)

An Empirical Test of Arrow
Hypothesis validity by Household
Portfolio Choices

Jun-Mo Yang - Jin-Suk Choi

Arrow(1965) has argued that absolute risk aversion decreases as
wealth increases(DARA) and relative risk aversion increases as
wealth increases(IRRA). Most of economists agree that absolute risk
aversion decreases as wealth increases, but there is no such con-
sensus for relative risk aversion. The goal of this paper is to assess
the validity of Arrow hypothesis by household portfolio choice using
Household Consumption Survey Data released from Korea National
Statistical Office in 2000. We find that relative risk aversion tends to
decrease as wealth increases. This finding is robust across measures

of risky assets, methods of inference and type of samples.

Keywords : Arrow hypothesis, IRRA, DRRA, Tobit, LAD
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