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1. [FU&IC

TR AP HARL EOStEE T, EiD 6 B HE
BB L, B v 2L & OEBREEY oSGy
ATV, HATIE, 2033 FICIXERED I B 67%,
F YRV D 9B 50%0MEHIE 50 F A S L INTW»
20 s oEotEe, 2oV A7 E#EREL
7o bC, EUNCEEEZ IR L To L BERH B,

S OEEE L, Roh/FPHT, KEOWH
EYRE ORI 2 EHL T3, o, %<0
WL, RO % EE L RS2 6 L <
W5, USRS 2D KPR & T
52T, BEMEERFMEL, RUNZ 2 X %2
AH5bDTH 5,

—1T, WEAESEETIE, Y RILRER DA
EDOFHBHR TS, 29 LFRIZIEREN ¥
HHREVD, k) b-EWREERRE VL, §lL
T b v 2V OEIRIC & 2 TIED PR D B
DREZ1F 600 (EMIRE LHEFF SN DD, 29 L, H
A NS VS DDHENRELEREEITL L
&, HARA V7 I REHTIEMEICL o THEHERZ
ETHD., 2O EEPRELZFEROMEE, L \WVwIHE
meofEmtEEERL L, FHERE R SIS ¥ 3
WD D125 ),

B DBLE D & DFHHFIEIC B VT, £ DgH Y
27 I3 ECERELEINTE L IHD0 Larl, ¥
PR E REROMNEE, L) BUSTOfERN:% &8k
T BRI, WERSMOMRMETIE % {, TERER
IZ5%%4 7 % Tail % EEERE{LT % Value at Risk(VaR)
% Conditional Value at Risk(CVaR) 7z £ DV & 7 faf %
B BED3H 57259, EERIC, HEREBITRET S
a A+ RIREMEDHER AR IZOWT, VaR % CVaR 7%
DV AZIRERZWTY A7 2ERILL, FHESEE
IS 2 FIRIGEBER R S T 2 D810 R
51003, REEEMEZHT 2 MM EDRERICHE Y WT
HHEBEIER M) 720 E 2B HE DT> T b 70, &
PRURIE DA (X)) A 7 D Tail % < 3 2 WREMED S
L LR L. Hi, 202 ERA B2,
YR 7%, WRHMETIZZ {, VaR % CVaR, EVaR %&T
ERmLT 2 EVEMTHL I LRI,

CTHUTHNA T, ARIFZETIE, HEREHED, SO
RIS CTHEMLI NS v, BN aEE26 L
TWw3 I EICEHT 5. HMEMEOSLER L, i
FEMEEE T MERBRTH 5720, ZDRICRILIIG
CrBBErFEInsg, HlEfra 4 e8E L <
WIHIRFR =2 X D b R ITNE, RoicslorhEz
DT AEFT I e EDORENFEIND Z LIk,

ZO &) BEEEEE T HREICN LT, AR
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T VaR % CVaR 12 & % Y A 7 3¥iffifiE 2 F v TRk
EZITH) L, FRETORERENED LI 1B IN
ZOMPEWPNCEBTELVI LICE LI LR
NTw5, ZHUIRFENAREA LN RS T
Z) 11),12).

Z ZTCARMIZETIX, 4 ¥ 7 7 HERFE B o BA R
HEE LT, VAVZERLTFIERICOWTHRETS L
ZHWNET S, £, 2.C, BIFWEEZBRL ) A
7 15T H 5 iterated risk measures DF|HZRE T 3,
3.TC, 4, 5. THw3, v 7 7#EEROBEY S 2
L—2avETAZERRT A, 4. T, 7T4AVIR7
DERICIE, EROMRHER EDoERILLD %L
DRMHEBRZHTL L2 EZ, ZOFHHEEZEML
D0, TANVV AV EZREELCEB T2 713 Y X4
ZREL, ZOoAMMEWEET 5. 5. T, REFEE
HERFE P FHE R R IEA %, fkic 6. T, &
FzzLds,

2. ZHRICDIESYRIDEEL

1) FHENRYRVIEE

BRI O %, BraEERETHY5 Y R
7L T2 R T B ETIC, BN RREICB VLT
TANI A ZERbT5FErzL Ea—F 3%,
Markovitz(1952)!® 238 « BN — 7 1 U A B
ZRL, VA7 oEREELZ Lo TR L, T
Yo i TR DB O KR E R EROFEA N RENE
DER, EVIBATELT LY S L WiFETIX
WA, IRSHOWSLN TV AIEETH 5.

ERLE I, FBAEFEROBMHERS o L5 L)
M%) A 7fH & % Value at Risk (VaR) 23V R 7 &
HOREE L CEAINT, [BEKEDN DL E,

VaRy_o(X) = Inf {k: Fx(k) = 1-a} (1)

ThZoNb, 22T, X I3 RT DMERERY, Fx
& X ORBEMER 2R,

L2 L, VaR &, VA 7FHIEEOEM L RS
% coherent Y% 7z X 20\ 9 22 EOREDMRR I LT
V> %, coherent P & 13 A ZHRIE p STFFED 4 DD
Hruil-d I ETH S,

BREME X >Y = p(X) > p(Y)

TITBEAREY p(X +¢)=p(X)+c

HIMEYE p(X +Y) < p(X) + p(Y)
EDRRME p(AX) = Ap(X),A>0

VaR 13 2 D ) bEIENEZ 7 S 2\v, £72, Tl
A E S M (convexity)!D iz S e\ 10,

G p(AX + (1= N)Y) < Mp(X) + (1= A)p(Y)
EORXMEZ S, FEEE2H-TI 8L &
Wai-3 2 L kRAfETH B 19, ZD7-®, coherent
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risk measure (F 6 MIEER W72 T. ZoMEREL T
L, o LA RO S 2 SIS BT B, £ 7 convex
risk measure & 1%, MWPEISINA T, B L BTREES
2T VA IREDO I L TH 5.

VaR & FIFEDZE 2 757C, > coherent 4% 72 745
2-Cd % Conditional Value at Risk (CVaR) 7 23524 X
Hn, JhCHeH6NTWwS, CVaR BRATEZ 615,

CWRPJX)iAaWRFMXMk )

U, VaR,_, 22 57 OMIFRHEZ VT A
7%ERT 5 2 LT, Tal DOWIREEZE L) R0
DERILZHBETODTH S, VaR IZHART Tail #HiD
TEAR 2 K Ml T X 5.,

B2, VaR $° CVaR X b &V R 7 [N 72 Gl ©
HH, VAZDTANRIIKRL T, Rz trE—0D
W& % H\ > CEHi9° % Entropic Value at Risk!'®19 (DAF
Tl EVaR) 232517 541 %, EVaR IZ RN TERI NS,

EVaR;_,(X(t)) = sup Eq[X(t)] 3)

Q<KP,DkL(QP)<—Ina

TIT, EX(1)] 13, MEREAQZWELT S, X(¢)
DHIFHETH 5. F72, D (Q || P) I3HERESGQ D P
I2% 9" % Kullback—Leibler Divergence(KLD) & Wb,
RHEA P & Z tUcifonhatii 2 ek E G Q @, PR
BHEREH L CoOiEE GREDORE) 2R THDTH
%. KLD & p(z),q(x) Z 2N Z 4L P, Q DHERAE LRI
&L,

Drr(Q | P) = /_oo q(x)log Zgz;dx (4)

_ / ¢(x) log p(z)dz — H(q(z)) (5)

ThHzon3, 727 L, HIZXRRTLHZoNAEHRT
viuvr—7h s,

H(q(x)) = /

— 00

H#RT Y P E— MRS HMOMREZ FHI LW Y]
hOcERLT 2HETH 220, 2D EHh 6, EVaR
BFERZy beE—0EZEHWLZ LT, VA
DT A NFHDIIRE CVaR 7 £ & H HREBUCEHET %
BECTH 2 LRIRTE 5,

K - AH (20150 1%, 74 WDKK EF
filids 2 &HKS EVaR #Hlw232 LT, 4177
HERFE I B WT, HHETEIEVY R 7D T4V
WOEARDEAT 5 &\ ) 2 2 Tlafitk oy &
LVREE &R L 7=,

EVaR & CVaR (%, UFCTEFILT BRIETIZZ N
BERERECZL 2T, B2 iERT 5 LTIEAR
BN EHDT, AFETIECVAR ZHWVwb L L
95,

—q(z)log q(x)dx (6)

3140



Cost

, Strategy L, 2)

10 (probability 0.9)
130 (probability 0.1)

B-1 Y 2 7 FHiC 2270 2 KRG D

F=-1 FREICB T 2 KIS FET RO W AFE, CVaRo.o,
I-CVaRg .9 DfE

IRAE  BEME  WIRHE  CVaRgg I-CVaRgg
A 1 6.5 20 20

2 5.7 12 30
B 1 20 20 20

2 12 30 30

(2) ZHUHHEMEBICETIBHNTES

FEWOFHHHRE %2 Ehid 26, ZEMNREIHTH 5
7e®ITiE, PPERE S s BERE L BEANTH 240
W3k %, Z DOPEIZ time-consistency (RF ] I A1)
EWHEN D, Bl 2t E S NTH, TR
i D¥IEDNEIR I N T L £ 9 DThiuL, modaim,
HATOFHERE D IIZFEMEI W & &% %, VaR
CVaR 7 SIS AT 2 0 72 E 2o\, BRI RS
THDIEDEHIN TN DD 5 ZNnFT
ST X W IZ, RS2 ET 2720,
COMEIZHDICEFHRINTI o T,

A 2 BEE 2 K-1 1On g, CoREICE VT, H
A INT 2 X ) ICBERERT I A EEZLS. &
DFf, s=0FEDIRE A, s =1FEDIREEB D\
IZBOWTYH, Kb 2T T2 LREE %> T
B, RHEWAESITR SR,

RIZ CVaRg g DiHiflifiE A /ML S 415 & 9 I AR
ENRINDIGHEEZHZEZ D, s =0 REDIREE A TIHE
b 25T 2 2 LB THS, LoL, Rrs=1
THEEBICIREENB Lo L %, g a 21Tk ->712
DN ZAZEINE L o T3, TDXHIT:YHD
FH & B 2K SEIT I D &) IR A28
X2, CVaRgo L EDV AV HREEIZZ ) L WE %
9%, ZUE, s=1HRTIHEED 23T 2 R
IBEDRKRECFHMIND Z L% s =0RHETERET
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ZTCWVHEWVEDIZHEEL TS,

(3) Iterated risk measure

ZITiE, NHNEEEZET2Y A 7EETH 5
iterated risk measure ZH A7 %,

OR &l T D7 ClE, LI ORIEN L#H
n5YA7HEETH 5 dynamic risk measure DML S
nTE, I CRtERRZE ez T, K
A 728 A1 Ruszezyniski (2010)*? & Acciaio & Pen-
ner (2011) 126¢ 9.

WER2ZER (Q, F,P) I22W»WT, 74 kL—av?
FLC- CFg CF, fElrMEDRE S 2m a2
MEREEI % Ry, s =1,---,5 &£F 5, F—nJHll 7 ffE=R
2R Lo = L2, Fs, P),s=1,---,S LEHT
5., £, Log=Lsx--xLsg ET D,

ZITRDIDDOY AVIEEEZELRT 5.

+ conditional risk measure: a mapping ps g : L5 5 —
Ls, where p; g(R) < pS’S(R) for all R7R € Lss
such that R < R(Monotonieity).

* one-step conditional risk measure: a mapping ps :
L1 — L.

* dynamic risk measure: a sequence of conditional risk
measures {ps s}5_;.

One-step risk measure (& conditional risk measure % H\>
THRLD X ) ICEEI NS,

ps(Rs+1) - Ps,s+1(0, Rs+1)- (7)

T 2T, dynamic risk measure {ps ¢ }5_; HMRFHIIC
AW A 7 FEEE (time—consisitent) TH 5% & 1%, 4
TD1<s<s+s <S8BT, Tzt
ThH5.

: ,RS) < ps+s’,S(Rs+s’7"' 7RS)

7RS) < ps,S(Rs+s’7 e »RS)

ps—i-s’,S(Rs-&-s’» o
= ps,S(Rs+s’a e
®)

ThUE, Wil s+ ¢ TRAEMBEZEREE, Z0XD
HIDKEAL s TORBRICZATRETH 2, L) Lz
NYEFTH S, PERD CVaR 2 EICHOWT, Thz
fii7e S 2 LIRS CDHEFIZITTITRSI TR S 1D,
% 72, dynamic risk measure {ps s} ; 2%, time-
consistent & monotonicity IZHIZ T, TEID 2 DDk
B 7% i 72 IR,
+ Conditional cash invariance:
ps,s(Rsy Rsy1,- -+, Rg)
= Rs + ps,5(0, Rs11,+ , Rs)
* Normalization: ps s(0,---,0) = 0.
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dynamic risk measure [FXDRX & FETH %,
PS,S(Rsa T 7Rs+s’7 te 7RS)
= ps7s+s’(RS7 e RS))
9
ERED S, 0<s <5—9 20T, Ps,s+s’ DIEFE
INb, DD time—consistent % Jiti 7z 3 dynamic risk
measure DR & L TERI NS Z L%\ 22,
Z L & D, time-consisitency, monotonicity, con-

ditional

,RS+SI,1, ps+s’,S(Rs+S’> )

cash invariance, normalization % jii 72 ¢

conditional risk measure % one-step conditional risk
measure Z WV THESHET &,

ps,s(Rs,--- ,Rg)

= Ry + ps(Rst1 + pst1(Royat (10)

o+ ps—2(Rs-1+ ps—1(Rs)) )
L%, ZhUR, FEEDRE S — 1#6%&,%55®
YAZ ps—1(Rs) ICIKiR S —11ZBIFB YAV Re_y %
Dmih%®égﬁ%53—2ﬁ6&MﬁL,kLVﬁBT,%
Mos TTHRDBLIHET 2 EwIifEETch 2., ik
Hardy & 'D 2% % L 7- iterated risk measure |2t 72 5 7
W, 22T, R (10) #6727 conditional risk measure %
I-ps.s £H L. D one-step conditional risk measure p;
EHFANE &P BN A 2 7.3, 21X, one-step
conditional risk measure |2 CVaR;_, % H\>7z iterated
risk measure %, I-CVaR;_,, 5 £ HS D ET S,
ZXkoTiE, RN OEBHTIZE L, I-CVaR,_, 7%

& <’: HL<.

I-CVaR_o|s,5 2 JefEDX-1 1R § BAEFN#H 5
%, ZODRf, I-CVaRgg IZFED L Y A7 fEIZFR-1 D X9
%, IED, WTNORRICEWTH I-CVaRg g
Zi/MET 2 RIS EEINE a & 2 D, RERIIV ARG D35
AL TN EDHERTE %,

22T, Ipss %, MDP DfifTd % By 5THIE
DHMBHE L THV 2200 E 2L Ea—T 5,
Ruszczyfiski (2010)*2 13, 1-p, ¢ ZBIRVEHEREIEH %
7= DHALFIL, one-step conditional risk measure 23 HEH]
P & AT EIA TN Z T, ™% 72 T convex risk
measure TH 5 Z & LR LT3, Lin & Marcus (2013)
W%, MMEZRRE S R WHIED FEXRE (positive homo-
geneity) % i 72 3" one-step conditional risk measure “TH§
RIND I-ps s b, BIVEHERED HIVEEEE LTV %
EDHKDLZERRLTVS, Tk, VaR Z#ED
BUHG2 ) 2 Z74EERIAHAIBECH 2 Lo b, £-
Cavus & Ruszczynski (2014)> 1%, Ruszczynski (2010)>
D — 2T A, RHEEIGEI0 D7 —ZI2B T
SENNFIEESHATE L 2 EZ R LTS

—7J7, iterated risk measure & KK I 415,
consistent “C7% > conditional risk measure & L Cl¥, &

time—

% 53 B AFEAMARERS - HRE

FEIRE L CORERER DM 2 7l 3 2 FEl23EET
nz ',

R‘Ps,S(Rs+17"' ,Rs) = p(Rey1+---+Rs | Fs) (11)

p 12 CVaRy_ Z\ 272 Y 2 7 fEE%Z R-CVaR;_,s s
EERETODET S, 4, K1 ISR TEAEFNIZ D
T, CVaRpg Tl L 7z, & L7b i, IFEICIE
R-CVaRg g 12 & % 3HiiifiEi 72 & 3% %

22T, MR
E[X: +E[Xz | X1]]

= E[X] +/ (/3?29(952 | z1)ds | $1> x f(21)day

=E[X,] + /:ﬂgg(xz)d@

=E[X; + X
(12)

Ehs, fO) Wy, g0) 1z, OHEREEERTH S,
Nz 5 &, one-step conditional risk measure & LT
MrrEE Wz E, KA BRXADIc—H,T5 2
ZARTIENTE S,

3. BEVIaL—yay - -EFI

ARiTiE, Hb L EHTEIOME R ZE L - BT T
RS, RCHiZNRE LM EHOEBEY S 2
L—>a v,

1) BEYDHE
WROERREGEY) & LT, HERE O RC K2 H
W5, flx ORERIRIROBRRZ, LS 29 o 3.5 T
N5 One-way slab E[Al—& T 25, /KX v b HilE
045 DA ET S, FEWITd 20— Fi3EHES L
26 NICRBREDOA L T 5, O ERE I
5 2D IZ/RE 35 Niigata DD DITHE, D © DJE
AU 0.1km &%, FRZEMEICL 2H4TTDKR
E I EREME R R THERBRIC O W T, Filis 29
D51 TRARINDDDINES T, 9 LEERKRIR%
N =1,000 EHT 2 HEHELZMET 5. SE G
BD x;(t) DB GEEIZE 1.6 x 1073, BEOVE
NRAEBOEHBEHEIZH 2.1 x 107 TH S

(2 EBEEEDTE

IR (FF) 2 R liifE & 9%, HERPEEIIE T
I EE SN S, C OMRBEO BT & EFT DR D

Mz 1R & AL, s ZElHREOFRTE TS, T4k
b B S s 1%, sTEPS (s + DT HEETEET
(s=0,1,---,8—1,t € [0,ST)). AFTIET =5 ¢&
95,
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AR R s DIRPNHEIRFENFEI N 5, KM s
IZ2WTC, ZDMDHIME TR By & RBEEE B, & A3k
EIND, INoDKHEHERZED b D% K
EMECR, KR s ICBI DHMEE 0y EFRT. a1, A
TR g, PHIETYH B, W@ IC#E4T 5. X
DBIFEMICIE, SBSEEOE, HAEHEHOBE
BELEENDED, TNHIFIDEFILTIIERLT
VLR,

FRFC, SBROSEEICOWTIE, ARTREEILS
RIS SRS O K% T . Phares 5 2 137 X )
B THHAROEEZHRTws, Ttk
VX, BEHIAE I U T EEEOIRAEME I F M 1 28 B (%22 0.08—
0.19FETH 2 tEINTVE, 22T, METid
12 I N B HEEY) | OFRIE EEOBLIE y, () 13,

yilt) = z(t)¢ 13)

TREZLDET S, 22T, CIF, FHI1, EHRE
Bs DIEBIIARIHE ) WERLBTH 5.

EEZI RO RE R F 2T, fanuiigy, 22
TIEOWTNOWEY b [E—TH 5 7= DEIE KD
WE y; (1) DR EOHEEY DI &, BHI A4 v (T =0.1)
% bInl 2 H5&EY) 7 & PR By OFIHATHiIE 2179 D
ET 5. INSHBRKRROHE IOV TIE, HEED A
ZHEL, ZOBFRETZaA NI &L,

F 7R ROBRAERIZ 0 ~ 50 fE IS T—RRIC A
LTw3bDE L, ZNE THUNICERE MTbNL TV
bDEEZ S,

(3) BEVBHOEREZRIER

AV 7 THEFRFEBICB LT, VAZELTH|RIRE

REBIEEIR I N T3, £7, HEFEFEH»S
BoNBEMTH 2REZ W TER Y 2 TS RE
ST 5, REMEZ BT L TET 254, &
LIRREICER Y T 2 MEM O H &Lz, VA7 2#
FHERALRE LT 28803%\» 230 —75, jifi
flllc DT, Seyedshohadaie 5 ¥ %3, £ ¥ 75+ R
T LT HHEEYRED S B, ROIRENE(LL 7
HEY ORREEZ Y R 7 2 RIHERZERE LTHWT
W5, REETIE 2 S, HEREZ W TER S 208 b
#3 %. Frangopol & Liu® X, A1 ¥ 77 %y b7 —7
ZHEIRT 2 HEEY D ) b IERHER DR K & 7 5 HEEY)
Dz Y A7 ELTWw5, HIZI ) LR O
Mk SRV TREZYUHEHZ VA7 LT 59005
CHHAES % 999,

ARGTIE, A > 7 7 OIREELERHEDE TV 2 o
Twa, 22T, MEYHED D b bIREIELL 72
W&V DAl max; v;(s) 2, A ¥ 77DV AT %R
REREL TR, Thz R, LT 5.
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4. BEMRITFE

(1) MDP & 2 EERTFE

4V 7 7 OHEFREHGIEREOMEIX, wva 7
g e (MDP)?30) Ze s L, IRAEASIEHE I (X 8L
SNV EEHBEL LSO EH L a7 hEiEig
(POMDP)3D32 & L CERL IS 2 L% v, A
TlF, HBEZER L C\wA 7O, POMDP & L TFE
A7 3.

AT, NHoOMEY %, FHEHR s € [0,5] D
M, EHIT2EHEZHEL TS, KsIicElT3
HEEY) i DIRRBIE z;(s) TRBII NS, RirisDA V7
SORERE R MAEHLT B E & = {2:(8) }ien £ H
F3. 2LV 750REZ, BETIEAE X, LT
5. 0%h z, e X, Ths. R, BEsicBFs4
¥ 7 5 DEMIEE X7 FIVELT S E G = {yi(s) ien
LEY, ChoWETAEARY, LTS, BsicE
F2EHOHEAR A, EREDERNEY ) L%
6, £5X<.

ZOW, REEH | X,| 7 E AT, HICZEIhS
MRENBE2 (6, DHAERIBAL D LRS, C
D%, HEVRHOREIID 5 2 REOMAE X,
EYOBDIEZ 5132 L, BB 2 30, #EiEt
M % O fif i 20 DMREIN TV, 2k
2T 2Rl OKE E 2D, SHEHT 2
FA NI X7 DI IF3# & 2>, Kuhn (2009)% 73
Approximate Dynamic Programming (ADP) % f{\» 5% Z
LT, AREAERNICHINS 2 2 Ea R Tk
PREL TS,

ADP @ Bellman FH=UIIRD L I icEgbEIn 3,

Vi(#s) = min | Ry(Zs,a0) +v > p(& | Te, a5)Vara (F)

(14)
ZCIT, p(& | Ty, as) 3R s TIRAE 7, DIRFIC, HKIE
as % EMEL 72BED, Wis s+ 1 TOIRME & DOHEBHER
2T, 2R, OB v, (Z,) %

I A
f/s(fs) = Zzwi,aq)i,a(f&as) (15)

i=1a=1

RAE 4, 178 o H3FENE S 1 2 WEEYE 7§ RER L @,
TUEL S N MHER B 2 W TR T, Z2RZF ok
B, IREEDS, BiMIES I al—YavzREICH
MEZ, DR w;,, ZERICER L, fifiBy%z
VERT25E NI BDTH S,

Z D ADP 1 HIFHE D AW CEHTED R S LT v
7273, I-CVaR 72 EDFEIEIC O W T HEHTE 2 2 &8
MENTD, FANY 27 DFEBICEEL T, BIRHE X
DY) RELEEBILEE RS, LrL, 22
TIERAET 2 Y A7 HRDHE ) MR MV RAMOYEH
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2, AHEEBRZBEHT 300 FEICOLTOMEZ A
W, 22T, AfETlE, TANVY R ERIRICEIE
mEERTE2FEELT, 7RV TEVY VT
Vv 7o BERT P2 R T 5.
ARTFiETIZ, BEHMNICIZ, ADP 2B W ClifEREEoT
2T 7-ODRIAIES T 2L —>avDFiELE LT
Hwa B TErLEINS, LorLl, WEDL
2%, TOPOMDP BT S T4V AT ERKICD
T ADP D FHEDH & > Tld 27z @, ShlEERE
ADP I3 2 Ll Loz,

2 BIMEYIZal—YavoFiE

HiMESIalL—yavziTiBcTAVI A7 %
BEXCENT 220D REFEDO 227 FE T
D2MTH 5,

© FEAEMERICIG U CEAD R 28 TSRS AR %
FWT 2,

 REFIHDY T 2L —a vz BRIic, SR
WHEDWBTY S 7Y v 7 %479 L Tail EBOKEEE
PMETLTLES. 22T, Tal ifIcEHLTY Y
VIV TR OIS, 2R TR
TR ER 2 XT3,

U, JIARZV VT LRI ANTICBITSYY

VT v T ERAARDYLEFIEETAS.

R s ICBIT A7 7DWRERY bV E, 2 TR
WS, RFIETIE, SRR sITBWT, ZONED
BT aHEERLEEZ 7728V v X hEHL T
Wl ZORE, FIRENZ L OMLE DB B 7 7 A
Il i, e X, ETRN)V U IT D, FHUFAY—
B CEENDHTOMME K, &5, BIIH~2 b
NG T2 9R8 =% g, eV, £ TRV VI T B,

REFEOFIAIZ TLOMED .

L UBYTIV T2 #ES 1Y S aLb—Yay: s
R s s+1 RS Eco 1 oy FAhia -
a2l —Yav%, {statei,andaction a,} D
TEICMWEFOFTTSE, £ Ial—vyavic
BWT, 2, IKHENIR 06 1 DK% 7
VrrE3ng, wh(i,) % i ICEEND EFHD
Ko THA A T3, 2O EBFBHOR Y7
v 7 ENBHERIE w®) (5,)) Ynts wh) (i) TH
5. me[l,M|BHDY I 2L —a rOfifkx
3, (s+1)THEHORIENY bV (27 | 24, a,),
B2 W V% (T | &0} ET 5. 7,
D KTy O TEAR W) (Fer1 | £5,as) 3 (16)
TRINS.

2. USRHYVY: st (BT | 24,0,) &
{5 | &5,as} (m € [1, M), Vi, € X,, Va, € A,)
1F, Zop1 & Gop1 EVI ZNFNEBD SN —F
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W27 7R =& Nns, 77RAFVVJIE K-

means 7 7 AF VI ko TS, ZDE, 7

T ALY =R E L TiE, 7 % 7, DFMHE

% CVaRg gg5 fliZ AV, Z, 12DV TIIRAME D
w7z,

Kz, (k)/a4

@ﬁ@ﬁu@ﬂa—Z“gaf” (16)

A 16) LR T LI, %7725 —wh (z,) oEAE,

ZDYFTAY—ICEENLRTOEADEG RS, B

2, ZDI7FAF = VY 7Y v 7 INLEHT

DEAE, 2DV FAY—DERZWIEDR |A,|, >

Sal—vavH M cHoKEER S,

TFHEOMEMZ M2 10RT, ARICEWT, &k
TRy 287, s=11CBWVWT, 795RZ )V I %2%E
T 22LT, s=2I0BLTEHEHERIC O WTEM
PS> 7Y v r73ns s,

FIEOOS RV TIZEB T, AAI57—HTHNh
i, ZOFEE FTYY Y T v AR B, L
L, ZORTOWEZHobTIREL LT, KT
GENLIHEYREDIRED ) LD EDEZJEER E L
THoh\v», 2z ED L) ICHELT 2 D255E Y 5>
STl 22T, ZITR, ¥YSalb—va
Ik BEBUEE 7 IAY ) T BT LT, {BEME
DFAET 2 {2 2 oy 22 Bt 2, AR
¥ 35,

(3) POMDP BIREDEL

Afgcix, oy, fiEy oL —raro
Ko S MEBIECE I 1T ) D TE %L, BiEy S a
L — 3 U5 HEE POMDP OREZEMLL, 21
ZR<. 22T, REE - BIHEZ L E IO W, T
RY LT, 26 NS g, ZEESIOZIRIEE 22 & O
LG & AR L7z,

R s ICBWTIREDS Y 7 A8 — 3 I N BIRIC
T8 as ZFATLTC, s+ 1IRRRORED 3,1 & & DHER
BT, A7 7 DIREDHEBMER R po(isi1 | s, as)
LEHRT S, Eh, B sIcBWTas 29T, s+1
Wi CTOIRFEDS &, & o 72BRIT, G, DSBS 20 2 B
W% qu(Jor1 | Toyr,as) EEFET S, BRITOVTYH
ARG s TIER 0, D& E, TH)a, 2FITL, KD
BECOIERA 0,1 & 7% DHERE p/(0ey1 | Os,0s) &
BL, KHsITBIISA v 7 7 DIREDGEAR S 2RTIE
PR (VA7) OMERZR % R(is) L. JOR, & €
Xs, #gi1 € Xag1r Gsg1 € Yeq1, as € Ay, 05 € O,
511 € O5p1 TH 5,

K (17) & W HERBHER p, (2 | 2,a0) 2, R (18) X H#
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Simulate one period
(M=10,000 simulations)
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Simulate one period
(M simulations at

Clustering ~___ each cluster) Clustering
@) by k—means‘," O‘ by k-means . O

% O Q! EE % { o) o‘:

“ L I

0O=— 0O |:> O 09
\ O P ookl . o '
(0~ =3 0 /00,

o LO= P 0o/

s=0 §=1 §=1 s=2 §=2

B2 BflfEtroizon s 328V v 73y 7Y v 7z el ETFEOMRN

HIHESR g, (7' | 27,a) ZRD 5.
o

po(# | #.0) = 22T (17
qs(§' | 2’ a) =

ZzEX Zk 1w(k)($s = &)N2 (2 | %, a)

(18)
ZZT
Nl(il, J | #,a) = #{Zs11 =2, G511 =9 | Ts = Z,a5 = a}
(&' | &,a) = Zley|xa)
yEY

R s TOERD 0, DI, RED 2, TH 5 FHil
MRz (&, | 0,) EEET . ZOW, @, |
s 0. g2) LI ST AR, KORIHE
K¥ 5.
ngSt(i‘/ | 9,01,@/)

Qo1 (i 1 3,0) > pec1(d | £,0)pT (3] 0)
2eX,_1
o aa@ 137,a) Y pea(@ | &a)pl (@ | 6)
ineX, seX, 1
(19)
JIZ Bellman A Z /R, 2 2Tl 24 (2012)%Y
DERMUIZHEST=2b DERT.
Vs(0s) =0 (20)
D 0’ o1 (0
V.(0,) = min p, R(0") + Vst (8')
acA, 0'€B.y1 pL(0 | 0s,as)
(21)

2T, Vi(0) BIRE s CBWTEE» 0 Likb e
Z DAl fEEI%L, ps 1% one-step conditional risk measure,

D .
YOV Uy et () Tl (o) % 0% MECHE

scd | p(o)
RERZRT. pl(0 | 0s,as) 1FRAT)-(19) XK DR F 2.

4) REFEOELBE
RDKI %2ODHWHY T aL—v a v EHETL,

RTPLEOELRIEZ N5, B ORI ME A

me§¥1wwuﬁ—@N“’y|x@B-—% RS B, =02 DAL T B,

A V) AVEZEREBICRKRD 2 1 s = 0 RS2 5, 10,000 [H]
DEVFANA - IaLb—varEEGL, s=1
RiriCcoIRE 7, ZRD D, ZDHKIRE 7, 2> 5
010,000 oY TALT - T al—Ya v
ZEIL, s=2WHTORED 2RkDS, n
D, s =1RHETOFRTICET2 Y RV 1{H
Ry + p1(Re) 2K 5.,

B REFIEICLDYRAIEZRD D 1 s =0 R 5
10,000 MIDEYFHLT « & Z 2L — /3/%%
MEl, s=1WMRTORET 2RkDD. ZDKIR
BT IZDOWVWT I FAZ Y v T2IT\, K7 TR
IZOWT, s=2[RRETHDEYT AT - 32
L—3 3 % 10,000 [T, &7 7 A5 DY R
fifi R1+p1(R2) 2 10,000 MDE Y TANT 2 S 2
L—>arvkbhRo b,

MRt ORI % X3 1R T,

9, BT BIZBWT, YVAZENEDEREIXSD
K2R, 22T, BRIBIIRINEY T2l —
> 2% 1,000 [T, U R 2 po(Ry + p1(Re)) DI
5O ERFANT. T T TlE p % Mean(WIfiE), CVaRg.,
CVaRg g9, CVaRggge & LBED, 75 A% —8D%E
LIZFES, VAV IEDOEEEHE DK E S DZALE TN
7o, T4 IR, it cd 5. Ik
D, X OREMERONS T2 ERT 2K, 20K
JEIZHEL 725 2 WD, TORE, CVaRgo BIETH
nd,mam@%§®%/fﬁwu-yslv—yay
THoTH, EEREIIHIZ 0001 LT ER->TED,
YR 7zt 2 k) kGG Icb oA Th s L
25,
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Examination A

10,000
simulations

10,000
simulations

Risk is evaluated
froms=1

s=2
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Examination B

10,000 10,000
simulation - simulation
/ N
\: §
% '
LY
O—>»Q

’
=
\sv ~
\ @
I Risk is evaluated
[N
O g froms=1

s=2

E-3 REFEOELHEICBET IR DD S 2L —y 3 v

e —0— CVaRyg0
- CVaRgg
Sl | —+— CVaRgg
8 —¥— Mean
N o
@ o o
Jo)
o~
c -
S
© A A A
& "
g 3
- [0
[=4 w
k]
= +
[se]
[73 o
3 i
3 g \+
+ +
i + +
<
% x
(0]
3 | \x\
& x
T T T T T T
5 10 15 20 25 30

The number of cluster

R4 BETHECET 27 7925 —BOEIHES,
DEHRBDOKE X DEAL

Y R 7

BEtBIZOWT, 77 A%V v 7 RFEEL B, 1§
L L CHW 72l S NS CVaRg g9s D7 7
A Y —OBEE % Z N FNK-5, K-612R”7, Z
&b, W20 MoEREIEC T 72 ) v
JIBTETC0DELEDIL, FREZ LI 7 AY —H
DRNBRDIE 5T B 2 e 5, Dl & HMmER
IR % 2 DBEATWE LI TIER VI LR TE
5. 72720, EFITRE RFEDTTITOWTIEAET
JIAF—=9IHEND L, Tal fEREL 2
L—yavd 3 ECHEUTROLIHODFET S, I
F5 7 7 AY —ICABORTBEEN s 2 L EHiRE
L7 K-means HEICX D 79 A% ) v T = {Tk>Tw5
7ed®D EEZ NG, T LERIERICH LI DR
EFENB T TAY—%ERT B7-DI21F, K-means i

70
1

L OENO G AWN =

50
Il

_—
ny

40

Histogram

20

10
Il

0.05 0.10 0.15

Mean state value

R-5 %7 5 2% — O OSEE AR

DN T BT 20813 H D, SHOMETH 3.

BiEt AB D s = 1 KR 6 A7) A7l Ry + p1(Ra)
ZHBT 2, TR AICOVT, s = 1 HETD
FHRiF m € [1,10,000] I22WTDY R 7 fEZERD %,
m HFHORTICDWT, Ry OFEBUED Ry, EKF
%, BIZ10,000 BIDEYTAHLE - T al—YaY
ZHEMEL, pi1(Ry) DFBUE p1,m(R) ZKD B, PLEX
D, mBEHDOKLFITOWT, RDBY RVl Ra,, =
Ry + pim(R2) 75, KiFB7 A8 — 31 =)
ISR T B, 2D A% Ray,, Lild. 2L,
m;=1,--- ,M; £§ 5,

FIRRICHET BIZDOWT, s = 1 R THD I A%
F1=jIZDVTOY AV Rb; 2RIz, VA fEIZ
EVvFALO-TIal—vavickhRELDT, &
FEERLZEBDEIBRET01%REDIE S D EDHF
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S OONO O A WN =

Histogram
40

T T T T T T T
0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.16

CVaRg gg5

B’-6 %7 5 A%—D%K7 5 AY—D CVaRg.g95 HDIEE AR

-1 x —o0— CVaRg 999
—&— CVaRjg
—— CVaRgy
— Mean

0.035

0.030
1
/4;;§7
X

Mean of difference ratio of risk value
0.025
I

+\x
A \
° X
§ | \o
o
+
n
¢ | \A
o
T T T T T T
5 10 15 20 25 30

Number of cluster

-7 %9 A 7 ficBE Y 5 iR

fE9 5. 22T ICTIIHEIB 2 100 MR DIERL, 2
DFHf%E Rb; & L7,

2 IAZ) AL B ) AV EOHEEREE R TR S
IS, 7R JICHT S, ROX S AR L, #
E D,

L _ 3 Xt [Ram, — R

T Rb;

ZtuE, B AICKDRESA, HRTDY R V{HE
Ra 2%, et BICX O RFEZEHKTFDY AV{H Rb &
FORERMEL T3 025D TH L, HWIFHHE,
CVaRg g, CVaRg o9, CVaRggg9 D 4 DIZDWVT, TD
TR AFHE Y L 23~ b 0%, KTIORT,

(22)
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Flc 7 7 2% —¥#, Heuicfeligrmnyd, 77 A5 —
Buzxdihic 7a vy b L7,

COFHRED, WIFnoY XA Z{EHICOVWTY, 75
A8 =D EFITHG, TEHERPETL Tws 2 ehs

RTED, 20120, 7 I7RI—HEEPLTI LT,
X OB ROEMEMT 21T 2 LMk s,. 72721,
WED K-means 7 7 AY )V 7T, 77 A5 =K%
LRI EEIL, S FEL T TR —DEPMTA D>
7o, Z4UF K-means ¥EDS 17 9 A% —I12& N 5 5
DEIFFERETH S &) Z2REONIREL T3
7eDIZ P, JTIRAY—HEHPTEIEL I ITIRYY
YIOBHR Lo bD EHEEI NS,

5. HMREEEEDY RV FHE

(1) MEERE

AHIC BT, REFEZ 7 RHlifEIC S <,
BRI BRI DO 2 58T 5.

4 ¥ 7 7 DHERFEBIC BT, Rk, &tk v
PNAFED, LY LRI 5 EVEHOIEELE LT
REINTVDE, I TRZeEDBIHDH B, TIEHE
a7 FROFEEZET 51 L) BRI TEHED
RHERE 21T ) Ba 2. BIFEMCR, Zaettico
VT, PEEMICECRERORAE 2T 5, v ) Bl
RIZEHETH S, 2O L%2FEEL T, coherent %1
" % one-step risk measure T % HiREH & CVaR fHD
IR OFHZ EbIREIN S, FLZEMOBN
PUNDIEEE2ZEETL L HBEA9H, #2TC, 2
D2 IEL RS T 2 TRtk T 2 Fik b
REINTNE P, 22T, 29 LIRETEER
RUVAICE W BT, #lE LT THERICERARFERDFHE
BT 2 &) B O RS R EREE R .
Z D, time-inconsistent 72 Y A 7 HEEIC D { RER
EEHET 52 LT, WEFEOGIMN2HERT 5.

T 2T, AEHERFRICE VT, TRlolED 5 5,
(B 1a & HRIG 2] D 2 M, Zews L (BRI 1b & Bl 2]
D 2HIED TN R ) 25O 2EL 5.

- Strategy la: (Bs, 35) = (15,0.05)
- Strategy 1b: (Bs, f5) = (16,0.05)
- Strategy 2: (Bs, 85) = (20,0.2)

WIRH3 3 I (s = 0,1, 2) DEFEITOWT, R-CVaRg,
I-CVaR g (2D < il 22 Yk & Hi 9% . R-CVaR 13,
F(11) TEHZEI NS, CVaR _, 12k, Hrhoy 2~
DEFHEZFHMG L 2bDTh 35, ik, XA TE
FIN S, time-incosistent 72 Y AV EETH DL, D
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3 o 3 N
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o
z 84 \
z o | \
g 3 \
[ 3 \
Fr < 7
?‘, n \
& \
w o — Strategy2 Strategy1a \
9 Strategyla Strategyla \
& T T T T
0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

Sum of the state value during s=1~2

B-8 R-CVaRg.9 7% & WNT [-CVaRo.g 1230 { fom a2 7
D, FEYITED RAME O W O &5 HE O 8BRSy
A (MRS 1a & BRI 2]

B, A&HEgIZ, DT oRELoERETH 3.

R-CVaRoig(Rl, Rg) : min CVaRg g (R1 + RQ) 23)

I—CVaRo_g(Rl, RQ) : min CVaRO.g(R1 + CV&Ro_g(RQ))
(24)

I-CVaRg g 12360 < Folz Hljlc >\ TE, 24145 time-
consisitent TH 5 Z D5, 4. TREL T2 HWT
TER S 7z, BERORY] - BEECRE D POMDP O fEIZ >
W, BINEHENEZ WS 2 L TidR s E\ 7, 27
L, 22Tlk4 TRELLFHEIIOVT, 7 IF7AY—
% 201208 L, POMDP D% ER L T3,

— J7, time-inconsistent 7 U R 7 fEE T H %
R-CVaR;_, 125D < e id 51 o F H 12 2w T,
D 9 25T _XTDY 2 7% il U Chodfid %z K
DLHENH L, LrL, WY ) 25HHD 5 — 5
X 221 IZDIE Y, TRTDY RAZEEZFAND Ik
DORHEELIBREE RS, 22T, BEHTILIY X
A (GA) Z Fl\VChRadGFH 2 8 L7z, 2 2T, &M
HROBEBETFHRZDOF FHREZRTDDOEL, TVF A
WAL 72 100 ffRICoWT, B RERD 172145,
CORFBETICOWTRRIZ 0.3 DFERT, HARE
B3 0.03 DIERTREZ 5D E L, BlETD 200
HIZOWT, BEED Y 2 7HI/NE 0HDIF E L
LT < A2 &I ICHEML ZZEAMTITHE 100 {4
BRI EEERZ D E L, 10 DB 7V
Y R 5% e Rt 2 8 L7z,
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© 3 = —— Min.R=CVaRg4
S 3 ~ Min.I- CVaRg,
o ] N
° = \\\
[ 3 N
2 3 3 \\
s S 7 \.
g i
£ o5 N\
o o 3 AN
“— . \\
S} ] \
z 817 \
2 S \
g \
[ 3 \
a = 7
i a \
& \
3 \
. \
8 7 \
o \
q T T T T T T T T
020 025 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55

Sum of the state value during s=1~2

BJ-9 R-CVaRg.9 7 5 TNC I-CVaRo.g 123D & omaHmisE 7
D, FEYREO R AMEOYIF o GFHE O By
A (M 1b & Bk 2)

(2) R

ZAb7 & MICEHHATEI OB, s = 1 DI
B2 IRBEAVE L 2. kIS 1a & kIS 2] DFLOEA, 1)
g la 23EFIC R 2 RS ED 9 5 L, Hg2 2768 &
BBRMBED DB, s =0 THIE la, BIKE2 %2 £ o7
LEDZNEFND Y ZA2MtIFE2 () DkHitk B,
COMEED, WTNOREZHWTY, s=0I3HiE
ZEMAT LU 2 2 ET 2 2 EVNEENTHD L
L%, —H, Wl la kDb, DRwPECHUBE
DENASVIHE & 72 2 ¥kl 1b 2NN TTEE & 22 o 284D
V27 HlifEZ #£-2 (F) 1ITRY. Dl 1-CVaRgg
ZRAMET 2 X ICEEIREEIT) £ s = 0K TR
S 16 2NEIR I N5 DITH LT, R-CVaRy g % /MU
T2EIICEBREERITI & s = 0 RFTIZHES 2 %2
T 52 EDEENE RS,

IXI-8 1213 [HkIE 1a & Wil 2] DALICEB T % s = 0 Tk
W2, s =1 CHRIE la 2N L 728560, REMO A
fii Ry + Ry OEGBIERSAAZ 5 x 108 HlOE T AL
0->Ial—YavofiRroRkoibol, s=0,1
CHEM 1a % FEhi L 72 56O REMDO GFHE Ry + Ry @
EBMER A 2 FHRR ISR b D ERRT, kD,
(kIS 1a & HEWE 2] DFLD X 912, #kEESEIC CVaRg.g D
B 6 W72 ) A 7EPKE s> T 2545121,
WO Y R 7EEEZ TS, [ USSRl & e
52 EDTD.

AU LT, [HKEE 1b & HEI 2] oficOWT, [
KR RIS % G20 U 7258 D IBEED GHE Ry + Ry D
BRI 2 X9 IR T, 2o DRIz NnEn
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R-2 s=0ICBITLKEKEDY R 7l

[Strategy la & Strategy 2] | [Strategy 1b & Strategy 2]
Strategy at s = 0 la 2 1b 2
R-CVaRg o(R1, R2) | 0.453 0.443 0.438 0.437
I-CVaRg o(R1, R2) | 0.386 0.376 0.371 0.372

-3 s =0RHNTOHIEEL s

= 1IRRTHRET ZREOY R

&1 CVaRgo(Ry) Pr[#1|1b] Pr[dy [2] | #1 CVaRgo(Ry) Pr[21 |Ib] Prlé; [2]
1 0.0977 0.0359  0.0407 | 11 0.149 0.1010  0.0200
2 0.106 0.1099  0.0575 | 12 0.149 0.0857  0.0724
3 0.115 0.0896  0.0407 | 13 0.169 00332  0.0544
4 0.117 0.0547  0.0715 | 14 0.173 0.0541  0.0244
5 0.123 00811  0.1112 | 15 0.176 0.0002  0.0534
6 0.130 01125 00722 | 16 0.177 0.0021  0.0798
7 0.132 0.0990  0.0201 | 17 0.177 0.0353  0.0027
8 0.145 0.0076  0.0739 | 18 0.216 0.0008  0.0411
9 0.147 0.0280  0.1116 | 19 0.228 0.0000  0.0320
10 0.148 0.0670  0.0028 | 20 0.232 0.0023  0.0176

R-CVaRg. g 72 5 N I-CVaRg g DELID» & D iz Hi ¢
H 5. [HIE 1o & g 2] DFHD L 912, KDY 2
TAHICR & 22037 g, BRI A2 72 S 70
R-CVaR & [RFfHYEE A1 %20 72 97 1-CVaR & D iiEfiF &
DN HE» T4 LS 2

CORIZOWTEEL K BRTw L, [HREE 1b & §kiK 2]
DRUZDNT, B s = 0 THREE 1b, B 2 28R L
7856, Rils=17T, EOREDY R 7 0H 2 IREE
(77 A =)D EDREDMERTHET 20%2K3 1
FEDF, £33 XD, s =0 WL T2 2ET 2
L, s = 1IRETDY A Jl (CVaRg9) 23K ZF W IRE
(&1 = 18,19, 20) D3FAT ZHERENRKES KoTLE ).
R-CVaRg g IZHD K BEIMETIE, s=2FTDY R
EDOGFHMEZEIHNL X9 & T 570, 29 LIstE
KON I VT A VY 22124 T 2 HROGER
PEDSE/ NG S 41T %, 77, 1-CVaRg g ICHED
BRETIE, SREED S BTY 27 VNS kg% %
R, s=1KETOY R 7 EE LT, s=0
B CTEEIRERRTL S Z EDMERTE 3,

R AT S Z B W2 RIBREZE L 2 L oRhRIZ
EOBREDH DA H D, K9 TR T@Ey, FlZiF
R-CVaR (23D \WCRME % /E L 7254, BEEHMEDY 0.52
DLk & 75 BHERDS [-CVaR 12 HD W TEHE 2 5658 L 7283
AEDBHI0FERA LTV, Ziud TIERICHEERK
ERER DIOBFREPCTC LRI LEVIBEORER

EWEEATVSE Z LICEMT 3,

A v 7 7 HEFREBLOFHERE D TIE, BR8]
HOEMEINTEL, 2o, YVAZIE, 3RO
EyoREOYIRETERLI NS, —HT, BRD
%R by RVDOEIE R EDA V7 7 HBDFEAE DM
ROTED, WEPHEPREZFEROIGE &\
BBEBELLSTWS, INHEFTANY A7 LT
N, ZOBSIZEBBEONRICBEVLWTEHTHA 9.

COBRTOY) A7 ERIZE VT, THE T VaR
P CVaR 2 ED VY A 7 HEEDOF AR EINTEL, L
L, 206 DB, HERFEBLDSER N I E %2
PEYBPINEE 2 G T 2METH L 2 L2 HEL 12
BT, 20700, 26 OFREZ %W o HE
FRE B OFHEREREIE T2 2 L3k w, 2
T, B REEB LY A 7IETH B iterated risk
measure DHHZHEL L 7-. T4k, VaR ¥ CVaR 7%
E O 2 BRI R F IS W 2IEETH 5. A
Tl, CVaR ZHERfIc v 2 1-CVaR DA RN % Bk
L 7.

T, 74NV A7 2ERMT B, MEROWIRHE
DEBIICHRT, L OFFEENLEE RS, 22
T, Tail iz R L BERTT 272007 1LTY X
LEREL, UL, VY7V T EITAYY

3149



VIOERMABDLEDZILET, Tl Z2HBE LY IaL—
Yavloo, V77AZVVITEHWS I LETIHER
DOWMZEH LT LITY AL TH2, ZOFEEHCS
LT, WifE L HREOKETY A 2 ERLTE
TW3 I EDERTE .

PLEDIRET 3 FiEk%, 4 v 7 7HERMEBLOEEY
M b 72 2 EHESRERIEICEA L7z, 2 OfEE, B2
HE2ETZYA7ETH S I-CVaR ZH\ 2% 2 LT,
YN 72 DR DIR & e FR % ok L 72 5HE D3R
TETWVAI L ZMERL 7.

AR, FEROBHMEDOB R T O R %2 HE L
TWVEDHITTIEEY, £ v 7 7HEBHHR T BIR
BIcBWT, FFEELZTTEL, AFTRALLTA
WY A7 OkEE HIE T &) S b EEZ EIRRL
TWV3, ZNSDHERZVDLITHEET 20 IE5HBOB
HTH 5,

BEE:  AWIFEIX ISPS BHIFE 26630237 DB % 3Z 1
7o, MLTHEERERT.

(2016. 4. 22 ZfF)
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