3!

HUTEH RS o &3 ElREBRU thmmtt

" 2 &

I.M2

I. d2FAIR}t HH0E

. UNEX Z=Al&=rof 2J5t ol

V. Mo} At=oll 2I8F LINEXHITS] &
V. g2 9 gtozo| odqdbst

mle] FAdHE BAFE Bretn fde BYwle]l AR H
H (information) & o] &3te] vlefo] thg & sledof ). 53] AA A
Eofoll lolM wfe] FAMFES] Hebgars 7Hed A 88 dSdivhe 3
& AR, dnkdl 9 AR AGIAE mRAA e 2 uig AY
Al B Aotk 7IdES vele EvteEd AA G 2 A Fapek A
HES e & Aot 2BAEL vige] BrleEd BAEEE
RHM mEFEEH AYLvE A & Hod, AAZATEAEL oY
o 27t BALRE wHA A71FAE FsiA gk

o]} o] AHAZL FFEEF(Structural Model), AALEE (Time
Series Model) 5& ol&st o= H= rh53iAn cJ@HozEs HEH7
th7Hdeiu g E Ut e g gt &, gl H gl ofshd
AFAES FoI7] {88 FEE ol &3td] vz WHpEd ds) T3
ETES A HY ole ol2ryd o3 N#H FER I @E}a d

_l\?l oh',_4

* TEHAE PIRAH EEEH BIBS
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ANET ek olgo] FAYHI|IYRH o3P dZAEd AAEHSE
AsEgoln], weld AR (unbiasedness)o]l AEES ovidtAl ==
Aolt}, o9 e ARl W 4FH ATl A AAMBALY F2
BARoLRA njZe A$ ge AFEAMe] AxH1 Uk Y ol T
TRttt A (unbiasedness test) &

d2 Bo] £ (dam)Ae 292 A¥ux. HAWAsFE st 50m
Rzl o oyl AAY Aow EAY A9 AMAHYIA= Sm JEE U
o] W= AJ/M F/HHOE 5mE ¢ Eole vlge] (e @ HEoX)

S7} 2ol Aol dojuA E F5ol o /gyl

vaste ZS AgolyE 5m AEE FUHHoR o wA weEs 490 HAE
= #)F A (overestimate) 2] 3t o7} Hr}

o9} o] AA Aol HlA A &A%} (asymmetric loss function)
2 Algste AHEs A AR S ﬁﬂolt e A97h wol A" Varian
(1975) & ols} e WAooz LEak shzol gk g dAel oM s

A (underestimate) o] A5 @& Bl v} ek

%

3
o
£
o

wepa 2 ol di V3L RERA LINEX 458 435l 4
AzAGe] AANSE AFgN QoA Az} wE nAHAte 4

o ApEAslEE Aolch FhEE(1990)2 ASA-NBER Aj#o]2ts (1963 :
N ~1986 : )& AFgata] vate] GNP deflator#igol thah §eld 77
o AZs9uh) ARCH-M 28 Apgstal B3 Ay ol=e] 49 #els
Flg7bdol A e e wEon, niAEdgTe Arde felyeR
Ul vl Agehs ge] $elvelels Aulo]l dFxo) e AL
Ag7t Ao g Aselng 2 ApdMi duuxas AHgstEil Ik
B Ao 7AS e gtk Al 2g0lME Rl o BAAZ
WS AwEd. A Smﬂ/ﬂf— Varian(1975) o] #AA1g LINEXEH g4l
et o)A, dEXe =2 AHEth A 4%elME 199099 d3
GNP/ 7d-& *312}57}%%%011 e AN Mulo)ztgE AHgete &

1) Lahiri K. and D.S. Park, “Asymmetric Loss Function Approach to Evaluate
Judgemental Forecasts”™, Journal of Korean Econometric Soctety, pp. 53— 70, (1990).
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At AAFASY 2T BHAT A 5¥e A % Yoz AR
ape AA g,

gutA o 2 sz o] ol=(survey expectation)olgt RO g AA

AAFAEANA HEZALE B3 vH ZAAMFE e ASAE T3t
B, 97 (median), EFa 59 HEGS HH3te Holt). ol
73, Ei3d dEAREE g2 ZBAFANSAA F83 YRE AT
Eoj An|, B2 gl AigbEd] di3 Algs £ e #AAIA g =
¢ AU MEHE Fo A7 EEl AR 2 =i FAHE FHel
ATh 53] AHe| wEg Tl AAFAEY HAFHA AA Y7} visigo
W AAFHEY o=o] HAZ HEE= olE2u HOEBBAI(self-fulfilling
expectation) o] ¥ ot}

ol 2 AMuo] dFe] {84 wFEl vk FollAs olv 1940 o] %
FE AMullo] ZARE faiA & AARE ZEA A Yok HEAR] Aulo] ZALZ
+ Livingston Survey, ASA-NBER Survey & & # don olgj9] (&
DolA B 4 o] 1Y ~1d 9o ohekek AlHd s 2AE slex
Ut

e

8 i
[N

L

(E 1) 0|=2| MHo] GIE=AL

Alwlo] ol& AlZhd e ZAMEIE
Livingston Survey 1947 — 6718 % (semi-annual)
SRC Survey 1948 — 1d ¢ (annual)
Gallup Poll 1960— 171 @9 (monthly)
ASA-NBER Survey 1968 — INY 29 (quarterly)

Livingston Aol J A, Livingstono] ©]s] 1947@%E 6/HLe9l= 14
Aol thE EFXE AR Afolct FARN AR AR, thst 2 AkdA
of AARJMAERA oS diale] vid 593 119 HEAS $$siA @t
AT E AR 2 Sl BV , Al2Ye] kY (weekly wages),

A4 ¢ wW&E GNP, AdAst, 7199l 14 %2} (business fixed invest-
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ment), AL, FEAE, FLUXZF, videld, avhAdd ¢ AFaidvhF
E WHEEEA o5 tete &3 671E 2 1270E o]F 9 dEAE RA}
st Aot o] *1”11015_/\}?: 74 A &=to]lw Philadelphia Inquirer ;9
journalistg! Livingstono} 74#l«]Z(Business Outlook)olgte Z#HE 2
A ware] AAGEIZ dARRE o ofgA wajaRl i XA
Agsty] s AlAE T Aok o 50—60 e SHol Ao ZARN A=
43e NEHog guel &3k ok olelst e et (arithmetic
mean) o] FeAZA o SA7F ERETH

| A1ZF thgre] Ajwjold T MBI (SRC : Survey Research Center)oll 9]3j
1948 ¥E AlAE SRCARE FANAR FE2E nmiHAES o=
ojgfe] vpAe| @y ErER Muo] RARS Shal Atk HEA|S] FE=
AL whgo] a1 Ark 1952d 2871%E 1961 171l Wde 74
#E (household items) 3 oj&e] 7pAe] 7|7t AW @7t g HEE
st ok AR FeHe s, g, 22 F dHY Ader FAEY,
sgcia digshks A didel sHde] diE s (steh & Ao d&ate
7h e ot A (RN T JoR dEsterteE EolRe ol ol
AnE o83t Juster-Comment(1980) & ™% g5 (st oletal didste
B 6%(—6%)2 71¥sta EF oRF As(EEh v Sddte A+
2%0(—2%)2 7Hdatien & Jeid2 A& %‘é‘é‘}% A¥olle 0%
2 3ld Fg7IhAE Fshe WS ARt

FE

i
>~
2l

sFR . olelgr ¢l&xj& MEconomic Outlook USA o s Urh

o] AR A4 (NBER) & vl % A1838 (ASA : American  Statistical
Association) & FF22 19689 4%7]1FH wl=e] 1170 AR AAHFE
Hsted E71HERE AESXE RARIY Utk Fo ddHETE IRAE, 4H,
Foln] 1982 2%71%E ZAjUabEael 47} o
S| = AMHlo]2ARE EEEhe] mEAAATAE 19
3 2AEAE BAEAHEA gd o @ 197797KE  NBERY
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FExplorations in Economic Research_ ol 2iso] gtow, 1978d o]|F%
El+ NBER Reportero] WE &1 Ut}

ASA-NBER®] 93t Auo]zALe] E4HL Fa AXBAHTES] ¥MahEol
ety SHAES] Fa8H¢ FEREF 3 FFXE LH3T Utke Hel
th. &, 44712 GNP GNP deflatorol thate] oz wAE o 2x)9]
Fo et FEHE DA EN FEHYFH EAE AL ¢ UA H
o} olejet FEHT BXT AATES] Wt ik $HAES] A
Hawskge] Had ASXE Yehe 23 £x9 ZFdze AESE
zpol o8 ARE A4AFe] Y (dispersion) S YERAT) oleg FEEE
= Livinstonjsolel] ofsf dojzd Aol gt &9 Bxote golsint

ASA-NBERAjH|o]o] o]t GNP} E7FEe] oS¢ wsle] dEidyz 7
B dojX HF QA= LivingstonAwolel] o3 Airct SH@3E9] el
gt ESdAdS ASstedl oM Boh ASgh Herh "d@d dfvkskd
LivingstonA{#o] Fale] o3 ozl HFeabe NHSHRETS] o Fd
AoIX e BdRe] FEE e Qe whHo| ASA-NBERwW2lo] <ofdt &
Foabs o™ FojRl Al HAEEC] e EFAUAEY HxE U
el 7] m&olth webd st B8] AP e A4S flM e
ASA-NBERW-Alo] tj & #d sl

Lahiri-Teigland (1987) ¢l &J3lH d&2}&3te] dl&X] o] EFox= &R
FEFERE  JdojR HFRFuzlEo e Aoz yeut  mEiA
LivingstonAuo]o] o3t Azlg ESdAFo A2 A AMgste 45 B4
4L HaASGshe FAZE AAE # dA "o

Carlson(1975) & LivingstonAiofol] ojgt &7t Zx|o ek A8 E 4
& A3 SRty EX7F A2t obdS ok &, Carlsondl] ¢jshd
73458 7Itixo] s LivingstonA#lo] ztgE [FO wHakoz o)
(positively skewed)®o] U&= oz Jepdon E3] ozt Ha2 E7}
7} A& o7 Aeds 49-(accelerating inflation)ol] B2 A3 Hog 1}
Bt}

Foster-Gregory(1977)°ll &3l AAz 23x7} = (skewed)d Ae] Yol
T Bpetal FEEYES rHEEte A dESX7E Al XA E
(positively skewed)& WVERA™ mebr] iyl o] o ZFA7} HAFA
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#7](underestimation bias) & 7Pdcti d@atch. ek G EaE0] A
2 2o £& JEdelde] sl oS & FE3E Yot ddole B
31 FEEE st dEaise] A i
ANste 4%, 1 Zue AZHeldE HidEste A#E JehiL ok
Lahiri-Teigland¥ ASA-NBERxM#|o] dlojelg #4
7 gjE]o] Qlomg AFEyol 1R B|FEAl t2 ¥ (non-central t-dis-
tribution) & 7183 Zeol ¢ wrxn AEA1 Uk ol A
LivingstonA#o] Ho]E}2 A8+ Carlson(1975) 9] ZAutel FAE Reloh
o]213 W= MujoldZatEe] AR ofstd, dWtHoR =THIT
% (inflation rate)& #4574 (underestimated) ¥ 11 AAGNPZE &2 #f
%74 (overestimated) ¥ Ao ettt oleigt Al oJ&d BAFAE
73587 AAGNPZ7REol tidh d&AE 2% G#HA 2oz wHile
U GaEel Adeke] A (degree of optimism)E H31X& EtHch
oo A Varian(1975)0] 7k vt A &4 3k (asymmetric loss
function) & Ahg3te] o] MuoldFatge] vy Ael &= (degree of
asymmetry) & 93] itk old BrMEEL HMNAHOR oS3t ol
Awrdog sid&gr, GNPy #uwtzoz mrjoad o= d/den

Z
2]
L3 37zl 25E o Z2, #HioFe| Hr(degree of underest-

2
¥
o
N
g
=4
=
"]
w
=&
3
b
=4
o
=
w
o
o,

1
£
i
X
2
Y
_).L‘
o
M
H

imation or overestimation), & Bt el A% (degree of asymmetry) 7}t

AR RO F o AHET)
. LINEX =480l 2|8t o|F

249 dzel gAlol ol WP LTI PRSI AL

N
®,
5
®
N
®)
Qo
w
@,
—
O
o)
x
ojft
2
Lo
:0{::/
X
L
=
o
4
A%J
2
30
ul
4
2
£ W
re
2
2
lo
fru
x

=
e aEe HAYE H¥<EHd g (asymmetric linear loss func-

tion)& ARE-H WhH Varian(1975) & v]dd &S Adsiih
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olg a7 fld REA HEE FLEFeA He APl USS W3 I
. mWaA cled AME moh A8 olgxoz AP s 02 T4
2 FU(LEZ)oRE AY AFPre FUZ 44a, BE FA(AR)O

g HAsAH
ulgbr] o]#3t Varian®] €432 LINEX(linear —exponential) =4 &+
FEpa Rav
oAl 27t FAs71E Wit o

Zoe te oo

W% 0o] 2AE 0%let kA o

g

L(&) = ble® — ac — 1] (2)

o714 ast be A7 a#0 °|i b>0 FFitE e

2 (2)ol A wkek a<pel 4o AFoxHe>0)ol tial] &4do] M
7kt &9 A& e<0)ol dal Ao ez FoheA g v
oF a>0 ol & dFxHe>0)o dal Edo] ArFgrddzE F
S A=A (e<0)o] tha) MEow ZrstA o) wek arzk 0ol 7Hhg
AE2 22 gtold 9 LINEXEAETE iy 3o He 233 &4 7
o] gt

ol e*E o33 o] Hdel HsR(Taylor expansion) AlZoza X

SHAl Bojd o= A €
efﬁzl—f—a&%—% (3)

Wb 2(3)& H(2)o tidstd ot re 231y E4 57} I o]

Al
2]
= 0dEde ¢ + Uk
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Qet & 0ol N HkFEFUT TS (posterior

2 p(OIQ)) e Higl
dgeE vest prh

TEYTT

©]A| prior informationg
pdf) & p(6lQ)etn Ve 4 vt 181 Ee
x| (posterior expectation)z}i &b 71t LINEXZ

EoL(&) = b[e®Eoe~* — a(0* — EB) — 1 (5)
A 2(5) 8 FasFle 0 e g
0" = — (L) logEue (6)

o714 67} HiFo]l meojar EA & (normal posterior

pdf) & 7kl A4

Eec 2 = exp(—am + =-) (7)
ek 9 A7) 2(6)o] thdahH o] Xl (Bayesian) 24 x| th-S-3}
w2
s _ .V
0 m a2 (8)
=71 whet 6% AFEA BF | (posterior mean) ! mz} Apo|s}
2l 7%

= agty]

A "k oF a=( ol 8*'=m o2 2318 &2} 2 AN

A A Ert. AN y=xpte oM OLSFHX p*=(xr'x) x'y &
ol&3t yoll ¥t dl&x y e 9&3 2o}
y =xp"
oled vy thed e 23d £4E5RE 287 Ao
=aly—y")?
F&%)

2) Wk #EA] yi(i =1,2,--,n)}7} o] Go]n Eilo] ¢l YFEEZ RE] SPHO
kA posterior pdf 1 p(8]Q)E N(y, o2 /n)o] ®ct webr o2l normal mean prob-
leme] 34 -’F’b"]“ oS3 g

. ag?
0" =y- on
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WA a7k 0] obddt EdFa= A Fol ofdn AR HFEX| 9} THjo]

Al = 4—47} o0s £ A e o] A$ FAX7F e A (rational) o)t

6‘35]:"1’%‘3 "“é??}‘:}.
A = x+ Bfi + »vi (9)

q7le As HAIA, fim dEFA], vid dEAe] Baks ol gt webA,
9 AollM vie] AL r7b EAFF] v AL S YER A "o

n=o] 9o ASA—NBER survey 53 28 d2AAGAE7E o
nE 2(9)¢] &4t v® delHS(proxy) 24 d &89 HAbS o4
Aot 23 9 24(9) 9] ezbado] Ui oz olFH A (MA process) S
7HAA Hegz ARCHE#®S o868 4 A €. 1eu o] A5 A7
ARl Mol F2] 9] Agrt Ao glom Fapr) A
Z5 o] 1990 39 F¥ A GNPE7HE, B7M58, olake, 4444,
e 5 ANBAMTE ds) 2o 2 dzk Aozl g st 9
et 2 Aol M ook 2 HehHakE (cross —section data)E o]-&3}
of LINEX A%2 2d3n

IV. MH|O|Xt20]| 2|5} LINEXH|SS| =X

(1) Survey W
—tl’d¥ 4= Inflation 7 A AGNPA A&
—Survey A AA (1508)
SHAl 2 RIGAT7IF (40) g, UAEA AT
=



0 KBESHE A41I A13

—gEzAbPY 4R 2 99
—MERAYH PR

(ii) Survey &

ot

E 2
) ZA A EESHAS AASHAE 558(%)
A A A A 230 169 73.5
A 1% 71 4 A 150 116 77.3
B 1% Az 91 58 63.7
s 9 g
C 18 40 20 50.0
= AR AT 2
o Huog Ay
D 18 Zoldd ]2 40 33 82.5

(i) F8%4

£A18 0] B A Y% (degree of asymmetry) & 34317 $sl Varian
(1975)¢] LINEX &£43t422E 23 9o A(9)2 olfsith o7)xE=
=] A A w o) 25 (cross-section survey data) ¥t o] &7}E3tE R, 21(9)
2 Ay 4T £ glvh webd 2(9)olA g=1 olzti 7Hatn A 4

1y =
o lejMe A(9)8 #MES ofll o] il 2ofint”

>
|
-

i = _+_ 7J81 + Ui (10>

A7 Av AAA, fiz A i) A%, St ARl Qo) dBAe] B
vepdet,

A-f& P2 Zjaln, 2ANAES 432 2480 S5 (E 2
st gol A, B, C, D v/le] 1§08 7¥ae AAGNPE/1E3 27145
&9 495 Auugeh 4 280 U F3ARe] LA o6 4 18

'7 wr=
AT

32

B #o] A= (degree of asymmetry) 2 sholst = QA =},

3) B AFelME A(8)o] o] Buf uWANAT ol F7)eh ¥zl £PL REACIW AA
g7t FHIER =1 olehs Aot AAE AgHolo} Hry.
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A IFE AA 719E 93 AA A, 53] B 1§S Az

Aol tg G Ex vwe) YEE R AL e‘%%‘xﬂﬂ AEY
Azate ol
D 2§ AAYRAEY v 53] o5e] G Ek vBHRY Fote
Baet 27 2 A7IoAe) 443 26 w9 7128k,
gt Az el AR Ae o P

1i|(e3

Pi=a + »nS 4+ u (11)
A71M ie AL, v 25 Jeido B §38% 3% 48 27 9
8l A$FHA(MLE) S ol 880 248 1'% 24l 15% w244
QW@ ze dmel YuE s At F 470 of s

(overestimation) ©]®, »*<( o] 4|2 (underestimation)S 7tz ojn|
A "ok weF =0 o] LINEX B ¥ &8s A gy ds e
Fei= Jehbd €& Qg AlAGR 7d-%oll= ARCH/(Autoregr-

A3 0]
essive Conditional Heteroscedasticity) 2382 A&3l= 7ol {2 niatz

LS4

i

st
1991 gk Gzt AAGNPARE ] 4o o FAAzE (& 3)l
bt 9l
(E 3) FEAD: 4E GNPEEE9 87
FEAM L Pi=oj+7iSiHui
] 7i R? D-W F 2eEF
A A 8.303 —1.106 0.985 2.34 10616.4 169
(0.085) (0.011)
ADE 8.236 —1.098 0.985 2.34 7598.2 116
(0.100) (0.013)
Ba1§F 8.384 —1.117 0.993 2.27 7948.8 58
(0.099) (0.013) g
Cas 8.322 —1.108 0.990 1.54 1868.5 20
(0.199) (0.026)
DagF 8.647 —1.147 0.975 2.58 1228.8 33
(0.267) (0.033)

% ZE9e SA= HFQAES JEpy,
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(DM & 5 o] AAMZARN A gt d&x]9] B¢ v 4de
UeblE Asat e —L11EA fo0AQ Aoz Yt A B, C, D 2
9 A= ymgkd Zbzt ~1.10, —1.12, —1.11, —1.1524] 95%% 3ol A]
FoHoz Jehygth, webd AAGNPARE) s d22E9 Bres v
#Hd Aoz vebgrh w3 gAY AxEE A An f94e Ao
2 A ®=3, FRAAHDIF)E xﬂ JANHBIE)ES
AIALAHAZE )Y SARMHCIE) B 2 AGNPARES Hoid2sie
&l o w2 Aoz Jehdtl $eudte] Fe AAGNPA g0l 1)
dEEE A2 vz Fe dutxow NAGNPAGEC] Hdass 4

(E 4) FHHL : S7IEE9 B2
%"—@&!  Pi=aj+7iSi+ui
1 ’ R? D-W F HeF

A A 9.641 -1.102 0.993 2.18 23917.6 169
(0.064) (0.007)

A g 9.562 —1.093 0.994 2.20 17743.3 116
(0.073) (0.008)

B 1§ 9.650 —1.103 0.994 1.66 8933.1 58
(0.103) (0.012)

Ca1&s 9.812 —1.122 0.991 2.43 2051.7 20
(0.225) (0.025)

D 1% 10.098 -1.154 0.993 - 197 4433.7 33
(0.153) (0.017)

* &< £HAE7EA 4 (CPI) 9 Wakey
dok 250 2k HEQAE U,

(F DA 2 F UARo] HAAFE - L1024 FoFoitt. a8n
A, B, C, D 5ol daix= 2k —1.09, —1.10, —1.12, —1.1624 95%
FEAM FoFez deisith weid HAGNPAGE 759 AR
=27HEsEe deole FddEEe Aoyt Jepdoh ey 2 siae u
el frefaforsitt, =, JAGNPAR & o2 JaAS on)sla]ut
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& HAAE uisit) olyd Axe vl=e B o
& HhdZEe ol HFolE o Kol Fgelzta &
. 53] AZIAJMKBILE)EY EVMIsE& A AHdSH =t
2 2§55 Hla 22 oz Ykt DIg AE 2 AREAEAA
200AFES] AL 2o Fwst 71 2 Aoz vehde] Eulgu

°]"J°ﬂ’\1 AuE A3 gol jvete] B9 JAGNPAEEH E7Ps&
o sl =S st lew ¥dAYATE 11090 Aoz weHuth
o8& A#E Variane] LINEX &4g+8e2 vepd Ao] o] ez

(1)elth. TAZ(1)elA 2 & 5ol $elvet AAFASY £UFFE 02
NEoR HEe Zl%iﬁ“&‘sﬂe A, 08 ANFLR SEe HEHFTH
AL Uk F, HlelEe Aevt daelze] Aeuct HE AL £4

gl AU 98 2 5 Ak

L{&) 10.00

7.50 7

5.00 -

2.50 7

4’/*/"(
\\ J.M/A/
0.00 - r : " ' _ .
-3 =2 -1 0 . ; )
g = (1) $vele vuidEdey g

L(g)=ble?*—az—1] (a=-1.1, b=1.0)
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oek

V. 42 ¥ fe=z9 Ay

2 A7e] 2 AuolZAE Tl dEAE F3stm, ol o8k
slele) AAgelol U daAse] HE 2, GBy R wege) Ye2 ¥
H3ke Aok,

mety B delA feluetel 4AGNPAAE E7HEsel det o
278 (1991d) & g3t Variane]l LINEX £4%48 #33qtt. 1 2
7 HAGNPAEES B7M448 25l ts) Audos sddZsie A
2 WAL E£¥, FAAAES 4AAEA, AZRAEL A 2
FaAA} @—ﬂr 2 Xé—‘:.%@ﬂﬂ@—?iﬂ/«} Fow TR BN Adx
Aol gpiel A4S BRAES e APl Yv Aoz wHAL oD
qge Ta»}au 345 SRS JAGNPAYA g dis) F@al vk
27H580) daide vIBA 4ge] A Yehdr, u2e) A9 4
GNP37He-e #%4s . 27H348e Aadggoan 3750l
BHA o] Aol W Aol Mu@ w FAX Yo oM AAHE

)

¢

IV

ﬂll

B Ao AES felvete] A AAAHQ AMuolxtart dujdes i
Zato] AAGEA T

AN A A AIE 25 (time —series data)& ©]8871s3sM APgHzs
(cross—section data)gte] o]&7Vssich, wiopd E dAExs Holx &%
10—15d%r Al&8A] survey datags st AAIGEAS & olFgolth
panel dataE o]&3td survey forecasts® el Al(rationality) & #HSE
A "k 7129 ARAAREEL £28(loss function)E welx| ¥
7V, e BAHoR fiHE '%‘—’F(Symmetrlc loss function)& 7}A sk
B Aok v B Aol o AXY s|g P& TS 7P,
A E2ES] A JE(F, vl gkel A7) & vlgl &
UA HEZ v HsEd st Bt FES A5 AN 5 UA Ho
HAHQ F8A40] Hrha Algdch 3 Fxprh owdt g2 AlEHY
vey data®] ol ojste] A|AGAEs FE3] ujEthd ARCHEHES o]
&std Bk Qeg FElA7gride HdFe] sbesith Bgh o] ARCHEE

S o} 83} unbiasedness forecast® 3 4= o},

-h JIN

ii

ol

e
t
fir

2
o

\'.T
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olg} & £AFFY Fxo B A7 oriAE P R &850
F Qirh 7P #AE ne A2 NuASAGrEE AR A7IdRE S o
zate 2ot A7IHA7e dARAGEEN W spHsSFo] Fae]
Zo] A4ut) 9ge] U AAHnz sjuAEddsE HEske 30| 27

d&s4E ¥ =

Holth, wyr opet AAAAYLE &
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