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HREER THERE &3 HF
BABAL S FTRA T R

Z B oF

. ¥ &

Aoz BMEN EHEXE VR SMEHERK FHd BT JEY
AT EL FAHERETAAN HE A3 2712 EHM(criterion) FAA F
# -4 84> ¥7 (the mean-variance analysis)& %] A1 &8 x Ao, FH-5 &8s
e WHE A9 aeidn 34 BASERATS THSEHEAS T3 A
A Weld 528 £ U7 dEd Z2YA ALY KAWL s FFE 2
ol Mg H2E 4 U

Hanson & Ladd(1991) HEf < ¥ RUEQ Haxn E4VSE HRFHK
AEME FAsse 2L dSd P& T e BFAL Qo #
REHAER dAue PG AT
<BEHEDO> BEEZS HAER7 2KkEM (quadratic) Fe1Y o J. Tobin(1958,1963)
<BEHO> BEE’ LEF(concave) HAER(S, 91339 H)E 21, Ry
7} IE# 4 (normal distribution)d ®: P.A.Samuelson(1967,1970)
<BEHQ> BEE +o H—-REEBK(single random variable)e HFARE
B # (monotonic linear function)¥ (o] 2& the location-scalefffolatix
g 1t}): J.Meyer(1987)

a8y 2%kEN ¥ BAEKE 250 F/NESLE 038 KBEE
W BELEE Z4de REEREEE Y F7HIARA)SIE ST, £ 50

FRFERAY 2AAPA
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" FoA FE ol¥oE FradE AY BFAHM(negative marginal
utility) & Jebdo. B Eo 2RBEAEKS o2 AT 1 F¢ g2 AF
S Bolgth £ &9 KHERK) BHEE F Ao U e ATE, 53
TH-HHEBS JUdsdE TS YRR 2 2 HE KARY EAKS
4r i (normally joint distribution) RES A& 3. 23y HdA=2 g& 45
ATEL HEMBAA KEXRY S/ ERSH7 ok, 53 BE—HIR
KER Z¢ FHBM(asymmetric)d FHE o1 FL UEFS AAST AT,
131 SMEY 53 KB £HEKE oL AFATA JAA HHE
o AolHllx B3 A9 RE AFEY FFHE EEXEZHLY F
e BEd Aoz AR, AAE old waM BE JNEIAABE A
gt Roith. olet L HIWL vF EHUYPEHoEE TEAAHE AN
AT, BREREK EWERS oL AL O SMEPERET XX A
(cross hedge)d Q) Aol Ftte AL Az Ut & £HEABKY 9E
o] AgsA HEFAZEZYL S EAKBHT XA Gt wolA LKl
FAsn, ARHos HAFEAMY £Yo] o= FAxo W YoM WES
Al @k A ZEE ol AL KREBYM EHEKRE ol &F AAY FF mA
Al (cross hedging)d QA A Fol ZsA AY BE Bt EREK 7137 £
Adce Rezg, B FH3H A dA4He EREKS 7134 ma A
FEXANHY HES HIAZL Rold. watd HKEEER £HEEKES &3
Ao Ay EREXE XTI BN Bkl Btk FdA WAHAGT
12 RN '

B dxe BAL ok L JE AFEY AT AAHY ol B &3
¥ KREHEYN EHERE oL AATR o A 5 HEREY RS

1 71&2 A% AFEL BWREH(commodity futures)o]l HBAEEE ¢4 MEAERE S
T =slvi= stk 2@y olE AR EL FH-SEERELE JL] JHA ERSH
g RESAY BARK U BN S #HHE sz A
WA McKinnon(1967)2 ®R# 3 HE(EE)FEEE Atolo EENY HBRME7 £BE
KE olg% SAANFEA ARHA aszdz HAY. olF Rolfo(1980), Anderson &
Danthine(1980,1983), Antonovitz & Roe(1986) 5 2% ®E I BES HARERSH/ Ef
BFan BEND. ¥rdo Bray(1981), Newbery(1988), Karp(1988), Lapan & Moschini
(1994) 52 NEREBE L 4P (CARAF gHzls FAAHA #HHE 71 J £ #
BEEE)AERETY SAEAE ANsHd.
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A BEBRE GR =, BARNKC dE RBRES 87 F AFEAMH
aEEd i HRLyMH RES AASA, MEBHABAME AT KEEK
EpEKx RE AAIANE ENHetuA I £F TLF HBBFR NN
Pl S, K 2 ZEERR FHE FAA =2 & As AAIHE

E43staz ot

. sl TR & #

. Ea%e HH

GEEBREYERE olidtd FEFAXTEZHY AFLE AAN2A =
A EHL gy e ddrie FBP(one period-end profits) o] Kk
BABAL Aotz 7M.

R=[p—- 5 X+[F-F1H-CX (1.1)

A71H, AAA “9 -& 727 EREKS HEEE oHv.

p, F: 4zt 712 AEFANIEZYL 9 71E5 £HEK
(&, E(p)=p, E(F)=F)

b F: 24zt 72el d2IEZeee 7tAn £HEBK

X, BH: 22 97371 ¢ REsE 8 FHIEEZPLe 9
EEREHI AN KE

CX): BEFAIEEYLY RARAT 71820 KAS =%
3 2 E ¥ (concave) FeHolth &, C(X>0, C(X)>0

A1) A FIMEHRA RokAERS £hkkd d& 94L& 49
B oo 2o A BpuAERAS BRY BRI FEBRHY mRl W
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FALEZYLY HRBEI RYTREH AT Aol

[p—p =p8I—-D+ 0 (1.2)

A7M, 1, I: 27 7lzs 712 7% RyRK (&, ED)=D,
B0 : BRI K FEFRY KK

=g EBEE 77 EAHA g WY dEEVFAFN HEVFHY #FA
(fundamental no - arbitrage relation)& ©]§3lA o83 Zo| HoA2EEK
€ 2y =i

F-F=1I-1+0, . (1.3)

Aq71A, @, : HlAXEE

oebA 4(1.2),(1.3)% 40D WA B3 22 F£43 el FA B
AE FIHEHE =8 5+ Ao

R=[pI-D+0]X+[1-1+0,] H- X (1.4)

2. B AREH®ECO FEE ER

WA EHEAEEED EAY 39 BE AFEAN AR ARG
AA7 EREBSCl A BEd ey AAERE 9o e 4748 2
o,

Lo (UR) > 0, L (UR) <0 (H7 U O U2z B
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HMeEBAS BRG] A% IBEAS O3 20

Max Bl UUR) = A URL AT - D+ 011 =0

= E UR BI-D+0]11 =0 (2.1)
Maxgt UR] = HUWRBII-T1+0]]1 =0
g=H UR I-T+0,]]1 =0 (2.1)'

71 E[ -] © #%E 3HHE T (expectation operator)olth. MM MR AK
A (conditional  expected  marginal utility) g(}) = E[ U(R)I =
El E{-1IN'] = E[ ] & ol&3A 4@CDF (21)'& AFAsA, 4(2.2)9
4](2.2)'0] =& dEY.

El URLI BT -D + 0] 1
= FE XI-1 + o] El URIN ]
= E gD g —-D +®]] =0
El URI I -T+ 0,1

=E I-1+ 0] Bl URIN]
= E gD I-1+0]]1 =0

Bl I8+ Iroldl 9% 7 EAA FiHEEH(the mean-value
theorem)& ol &3t 9, HHH HMEBRREAS o) = gD + (I - D)
7} B BpER oA MBEENRES
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F=[BTI-D+0)X+[1-17+ 0]H— C(X)eltt?,
maty 4(2.3)% (2.3)'e

— (B UDU - D + el U(»o(l - D] yx°
—(BEL U (DU - D1 + H UDo(I - Dl ‘\H (2.3)
+ EODEL URII=T = 0

—(BEl U'(DU — DY + BEL U (DoL] — D] } X°
—{(EH UMDUI-D1 + EH UDeLI - D] 'H (2.3)’
+ E(O)El URIT=T =0

4o BHL s 37 YN e e BHRES AL IO,
Lxx=E UUI - D, £x=E URII=T

£ =E U“(;)¢1(j_ -I-)] = Coul U“(»wlan =0

Ly =El UDNOLI — D] = Col U(DOy, 11

gebd @237 (23)'¢ 242 B HEXAM Hol HalAd Fastd,

E(0)L x

H = —pX° + BE xx (2.4)

2) E.Losq(1982)= M#% 2 R ORRER T o) HHEABALE 93 ALK 2 FHER
BE o839, Yong Sakong(1991)& ¢ & | A47IR 23 #ifMloz g3y,

LB L e EX,Y) = E(XEY) + Cov(X,Y)dl BAE &M R, O3
s #8dcz =39
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E( ¢2)£ X

Txx + Lo (2.4)

H = —-pX" +

2 Ao HB AWA He RN BRS HEAI I AL WES 94
Broz fo RS WEN MEBAA N2 e TAHS AFS gn @
o A FuA H(H2 E718)e Rl 2oz dA) HAENY o

Eeol wabA RV 2 Eo
BBy AT E(H) H¥S 2718 2387 dlM 4 ®HS FH &

HE Yart Qo A mBEBRCIEZE, U()>0, U ()0t maty
L x% Lxx® BHE DS 2ol 44 ZF L

Lx=El URII=1N >, £xx=E U NI - D <0
Htd o] £ 0 HME A HAEKS Fuo daA geAg,

Lx <0, U ()0
(&, YR ERE/ 271Y o (JARA:increasing absolute risk aversion))

x>0, U ()0
& HEREEE F7138 A &€ W (Non-IARA))

DL =E UDOLI — D] = Col U (DO, T A
_a_ . _ 3@2 az

00, :
37 >0, ai>0)'

(&
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2249 AAEARL A HARKS Fed g 277 2P G

H = —[ X' £ HJ, U ()s0 (2.5)’

ok A ENEREREST FHEO0E, AM AFXTALY Ve BRY BB
S HEAI7 A% ZAREG FIHHDAXE R, o2 ENERERE

Z7hetA gegd AT H<RX).
B wol Al MV TR & E(0) =002, B#E SR

(optimal hedge ratio)e H' = AX'7} 09, 121 A7 4HEM(Es
ByiEB)s 7ASE A4 ZEY 3U987 A9 EBIEZYLE FA
oe, ekl 1ol o2 FEBEXAMHY HEXAMY kRS HHL AR
®B YA 1119 BAY "ok wde v BEpEks $U8A dEXE
Zelos FAVTUL AE, MolA2ER LAY Rojadm A= @ 3
AL K@M AARE(H)e 2R

oetrd E Ry gt R#E ALK =HI AAME FH RHHEECOH
A HPpEH AERHEEMIT, £F HojAXEEA A HET e 4,
5 Zd kBEREC FA BBk FEHEML BSAT 7o,

T Ao HAEN 2kEH FH3E U () YA (constant)do 2, &

FEE ¢ AEXZAMHY BAE

E(0,)El URII=1

TOL gVarD + Cono, D1~ L AX + Hs 26

H = —pX" +

5) d71M el £HEK wad N ByEKe HUEL JdElE Aol olU1, B W
of g EFE FAXEETELY JFAEAE Y Held oItM BAS#E A LK(the

minimum variance hedge ratio)e]l ol m X EZ g2 w e R (portfolio’'s beta hedge)7t ®
1= o

6) ¥rA ) Figlewski(1984,1985)c R Bol dFdn dEXAHe) WMP7NA KFE o), wo)4i
229 W37t FEMEM(nonrandom)el B2 XEEZQ WEH A =&Y Y. E£F
Kahl(1983) ¥ Benninga,Eldor & Zilcha(1984) & A E7lZo] A dE7173e REHE
Y A% J|ASH slALE) BE A NEFKo] Aok st
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olm2, H'>BX'7 Btk ol ¥M =2 425 '3E B, HAEKS
Feldts FHIA BEN FE(H)S 34 #ME AL 598 XA
& FAPdde Aoz 2rBEAEKS 2FE Jeus Aot

wetA BREREK EHEEKE 0183 HEBEABAL A oA, dF&
FHAXIEEZHL FHA ¢E BRY AR BREHAA Hdo TAHE F
gozx AT £ Aok WA wolAafmes <3l 5E& 3 A (perfect
hedge)7t & ¢0], ol AL KBMIEM E£HEKe A X3 A(cross hedge)d A
44E& 2 Ui & £ Joh. B o] e HlolA2EBR JERRNY
g HMREc Ay ZARKY dgd g2ty HAMK == REAMSK
d = Sl

T3 EBARERET EAYT A A ME AFRED BBN 22
g FEtxn, AA AFXAAY e dA BAEKS FEHd wetA ¥
EZg e dlEl(portfolio beta)gts] HERT I AL 2o},

3. MRAREED BMEAEEEO AR FEY I

1) fiBEAREREY MEARREC RN =2

AA A Z13ES AA7 mRREY Wt wax R AEFT MY
BES WAV MEFHERES ZY0 QU@ 97 7NETY HEE
Ade] mEBEHS oS3 2o

X=X+X-2 (3.1)
A (3.1D)E 4(2.3)7 (2.3)'9 tYstd,

H UMRII=T KoY + 88 U(DUT - D[ —AX + (X -) — H ]
+ EH U0l - D X+ (X-20-H1 =0 (3.2)
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El URII=NE®) + H UAUI - D] -AX + (X - X)) - H ]

+E UPDOLI - D X+ X=-D-H1 =0 (3.2)"

MRBAE EBALSY] A% &# AEXAM Ho dsiA AP std,

= 4% 4 — E(O)E U(R)II=T]
H' = ~BX * i U0 = D1 +H U(»oxI = D]

AR UGUI - DX - D]+ 8 U(DO - DX — D]
gEL U (D — D1 +E U (DO — DI

(3.3)
o E(0)El U(R)II=T]
H = ~BX+ F 0 d - 9 +8 U)ol = D
BEL U(AU = DXX ~ X1 + BEL U(NOI — DX — X)]
El U (DU — D1 +E U (POLI — D]
(3.3)

7 4o £Bo AWA HE 88 FATEZH0 TAHAN BARE
BRE ERS AN o MED AJEANE YEdT R ARE
B3} HEEZAM ME BUge ongd Hidel TUA H(HE E7NH)

[]

o HEAYANS BB FEoln, At HH,2 B/ 2BRK 3
Bolth. Hest Haol BRE 2249 Ans) startAz wAERKS geol
g2 g

£A¢ 293 87 AAA 2 HE U Tol BME AeeT, HRS
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AA R ofefot 2T,

£ xxx = El U(AU - DAX - ]

= El (I - Dol U(N.XIN] 20, (U ()20)
£ = E UMOI - DX - X))

= Col U(NO(X - X, =0
Ly =E UMDoLI - N(X - X)]

= Col U (NO(X — X, 20, (U (=20

7 .
Lxxx =Bl UMPUI - DX - X)) = H (I - Dol U(N,XI1N]
o 71 A BEEH k48 (conditional covariance)® iy U3 Lol AAEY.

AU(A _ ¢ s a7

re Is I Aol golmz, Dot 28 B ml.-g—}molgg,

£oxxx < 0 (U (KO, £ xxx > 0 (U ()=0)
FERe BB 07 ReEl [ Nz ERmoz Wirolmz, £ 4,9 FME

L =EH UMDl - X -] = Col U(PO(X -X),11 =0
o] gt}
Lxm=E UMl - (X - D]

= B UP0X -~ 01 H (I - D] + Coul U(PDOLX - 30,1
= Col U (PDO0(X - X),1 (&, E(] = D=0)

Fo@e HRE A9,
D W = U528 X 91, 992 X oi

>0eltt.

~

)
£oxm <0 ((U (K0, £ x> 0 (U ()20
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ahebA 4(3.3)% (33)'E AesdE HSFH 2o,

. a £ xxx E(0)EL x
H = -8 X + T o ] BT xx (3.4)
e T Lxxx + £ E(®)E x '
H = -8 X+ T xx + Lo ] Fxx TEm (3.4)

434N BE NEIANS BEERERES 271 (U (0GR,

H‘ = - ,3[ Y + HA] —‘Hs (3.5)

fr
e
e

7 B A8 AR He Bl ) ARHE AAYRBoE A
TAMY FHW HBEHIZME BT BRY BH S8 EAA
A HAEAELE AR¥T wdd UnA HEHE ARIANE £
g RRolt olu M AAYFEDN EBEK U R FEL EF
TAAG RHS FHRE e oA 3 BES AREH FA 8
A Kol BB A%, AN AATAMN H9 mare Lt hxRa
o Az
o MEEBRERE F718A 0w, & U ()>09 o,

rﬂt%iriz

oo

30[:11

H = — 8 X + Hi] + Hs (3.6)'

<]

| ok @AM M APFER ERER FES 2 RS Aty @

9 RELS WOEANE Ao WA XA Heo arle 2&EKK #
B3 B8 FE Ad¥d =2 g3 2. maA AA HAEAA
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o Z7E B WEET FolAoh

ghop Wloj Al 2fnfgo]l & Holztxn MHI(E(P)=0 #, AL F
HEXAHY BB TBSA KB RPS AATAL TFHA 4oL
g 4 Ut WEe A TG FEX(MHY WU gud dAes E8
¥R Bo] G RET AEIXNALE Hily, FEXAA MiKko]l H
g A= AEEXAMHG pol AN HEXAMHE FHees AL AR
B OREME NIATED EBRKE AY 2R)eE UE £7 UG

A7M EE&E4I 23S EHER U ()e AR, 4364

o

Co(0,(X — XD, D E(O)El URII=1]

H =-fA X+ 1+

VarD) + Con(®,, D U VarlD + Cou(®,, D]
7l B, M HEENI RENY A 2 %o FRE MNERERE
7} 2718 oo AR 435 H FUNA, AA ANAXTAMY @ANE B9
HeRg AR

2) MR EREDY BMEAEREO E=AS P
BpEKe Hatsh FEXAAY HERURI BENY ME EWAAUSE BT
E 4¥En.

AA A RYpsATRASI REH BES #tige] #FAE Losq(1982)7t
HET WHE o &AM O5F Zo] =&,

X =KD X=DZX;h

A7A, X°: MEE B, X7 KEHN BE

8) w7IA el METR ##E2 HATRNAH F-RAWE T FM ALY L grdts Aol obY
i, 9 713 AA HeRREEC WHUA st HEAS udch VA2 KEHM W
He dA HAstnz e g oo
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F: #it BES BonKkd 932 vAge AY ¥
A ABEZAMY FRRE RS
BEAA XS = Xlolmz, AE A WEIAH KEBBL
X =D K(D; A
o] gt & gol Io dsN X moT

K
31

=
%‘u

Fee /X2 3aA A s,

_ 0In(X)

AH 1= (D

BB o] 14 R M (price-elasticity of demand coefficient)
_ _0In(D) '

dn(X°)

DR BB O] OiF Al Sl A dE XXM JE HMHH
7, = dIn(K)

2 dln())

C BpEKel T KEH Hise BEhk

BpBrATmHAA K F71, & HES A = mHBRE/ Bocs
A FH4714 steo] AT dnong, FEEEMI 2 HAE



79

AN} WEEANMS MBES F2AY Aolch uwabA KM WES AW )
e |Ec MZ B9 MMM (positive correlation)ol22 7, > (o] o}

U F471Fo] As3d HAF WEN S8t e FA71Z 0] 3 g
b REEY ftie S WEEC $/1¥ oz, RYEHY BB KW
g2 N2 A9 HMMMR(negative correlation)o] 22 7, < 0 ot wWatA

Rhttkle &4 BEY <071 &0
RYEN et dEXAAY M7t HE BENCZ A2 B2 R,

X = X()D (3.10)

A B10E A(22)% (22)q dAdd FHEEES HEHA il
BE AAETAAL 2 F 2ol =&EY

~{BE UPDI - DX + »] + BEL U (Dol - DU + »] 1} X
—{BEL U(DNI - D* + E U»o(l- D] \H
+ E(0)El URNI=T =0 (3.11)

— {BEL U(D — D1 + »] + BEL U(DoLI - DA + »] } X'
—{H UMDUJ-D1 + EH UDo(l-D] }H
+ E(Q)El URII=T =0 (3.11)

cAg s 37 A8 4 HE Oen ge BHME AEdn, HFHMES
AR5 oluo 2.

Lx=E URII=N >0, £xx=E UMPDUT - D <0

Lx=E UM»No(I~ D = Col U"(7\’)¢1,i] = 0
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Lyw=E UPOLI - D] = Col U(PG,, 1 =0, (U '()20)

£oax =0+ DE g, |7l =190k, £ xx=0
[ 7] s1ddl, £ ,xxS0

‘f'vl=(1+77)£X1=.0
f-;g:(l"*‘ﬂ)vf-xz
U'()<0, Igl s1¢d, £,50

U@GD>0, 17l s1dd, £,20
UG S0, l71 =1¢d, £,=0

oetM A EIDT BID'Y 9 JIEE HE&ATE A(312)% (3.12)'7}
=edd.

B+ DExx X" + BL xxH = E(@)Lx

E(P)EL x

AL xx (3.12)

H = —(1 + n8X" +
[ QO + ﬂ)ﬂ(«ixx + )] X+ [ Lxx + L]l H = E(0)Lx

E(0,)L x
Exx + £Lx

= —(1 + PBX" F Hs, U ()s0

H = —(1 + ppxX° +
(3.12)'

G714 EHERERES $£49 S BE RHERe AELT BR
< 9guisty, ABRRANELS RPHiEKe WUdd e RAHPHERX TEFTHL9
KEAML F=E Jgridd. oM ERERERES A8F £ BRHMRK
d W HA BEFEE Jetdcs wdd, ERENES A HTRREY
MREE vEdY.
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BhtEol T&2 FEHIN F p=0°=" 2(312)S EETRELEY =4
g A+ 4257 ZopAn. BEFERAMolss AL HRREY ¥ o
PoE B A7 g4 BEEALNY HES #FADTE Hoz "H-r
HEA A REl Bt

wtdol BAkol MEAM(unitary elastic) & || =19 ©, RapmEK

o wster g7 AA= AU XN KEE SHHLE WA
ol ME Y 2 EREREK FEL HANA ¥ 23 gEAN AT
AR gy oln AEAYNE 23 Fr7i3 EFHo2Y o] Hr).

RO & 7] 1A B, BRY BES SEAI7 AT ME AJE
T fute HEREG 2‘-]'°]-7‘“4. gy EREAREEYD EA3ie 4@5) 'R

A HAXAHL Z}r°}7‘]t}

ytde] BAOM & (71019 AS, MR AARES FEXANHY FRs
TYAT & FEXAN @ o5 HAZALFTEL FAd RA == HE
AL FIn2, HRAER EHHHIM BB BRBE(pseudo-demand)
g 9n g,

a8y Y RPpHATHY L5 TEHA 4L nF & Use THBR
7} EAP{GEA oL AP Hold FAHA F=d. F, Ad AAY R
HW/E] AHRE JEo] L5 WEA & v, 2442 KA
FAXEAAE E3tA U9 oA FEPHHRS AN WEER == HEAR
FE¥S "F £ U= HHBHRE, cdEEo] EABRMERE (institutional
investor)Y T ¥ AL & (market maker)e] ejol o3 MY #HEHE AP P
E 9%E wETE RS AAE.

9 X=D X5 D4 A a4 AosRTEEe BES RREXE 429 M Kt
M BEO YL olAGH, KEM KBNS MY AAY BES Bhge

7= 0ln(DXE)/In(XS)=nynpel 8. watX 7 = 75 = 7y TN
Heol 4(3.12)9 AA APEXAMLE 7,9 L e}
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i & =

E AF7E V=Y KEEBER £9EXK AAATE] FE ALYY Fiy-5
B £ ¥ (the mean-variance criterion)o]l WA 3 73 HHHQY BRES &F7
e BREY AYYHE EATA AT F AAETALY KER] BX
B Ao BEEMNcZAE A olde HAEMK tFd ojud WM R
FE HAAEA i, £3 FHMEEE(the mean value theorem)E Al &34
A7 AdstE FEEREN A7 $¢o WEBBHETG oiuzl BEED
HAE A =gsAh -

olol wetA AT FHE ol -JSH AA AAEANMH =77} é’s‘%t}
E AY REAHEEZRA =4S Z2F A4 dATALE Mg JJEZAAH
o BEE 2 EEERK FELE AT £ ANT, dHA FFe @ E
g AFPHE KT + AR

B A7 EMZAE AR 4¥EY O3 2o

A @R KRS EESY A% ME AFTAN REL EREFES
e R FTEZoWEls k2 FABXTANAHAY ddy EXNAL FHEo,
:LEJL} PR 2 2B8XK FEL BHEREOEES FHd o3 AFHD
el AA SFETAHY 27 olT HBW L BEEK TR FH 9
d§ 4ddez ARYL ¢ F AN

EF 2REHYHS AAEKE HA8AE ¥ BA AAXARY AV=
ENABOEMEYL Z7HIARA)E o} o] wEelgte] KEERD A JER
O 2283 KEBHEDS FS HEeEls &F A g H7 AN E ol
ANafalgel HREME7 0(F A9 EHpEkrt T By FEHEME)
g ol olyE A BHypEHrt A4 HpiEKe AE#HEMEL F A o)
53ttt

T3 AT T HEY FTHRESES dEXAH] BEFAERE X
oz A2 WYY S, AA AGAEXTANHESE ME IFZTAL] 8N £
EREK PRz ALHY & AUt 1L F AREH REIAL A
<, BE EREHGS SN GEEBK £HEXRE o&de A 0P
Pl E AHE £ YA



83

A7 T BEXAMHY Ko BRAAJTE AL MBEHENE] T2
FRAMYE ZFF+E gridy, on JHFXAHL BRE BES A7) 9
g PR ABRETS EHERAATY MHEES AP BBH TETL= ?
444.

HuBEOAWY 3¢ BEBS 398y AT AAEIALAL dAHA &3 &

HERe o BEBY SHo=2w olfdg. wd BMAMY B LB
B BN BREBEAHA AL, 20 I Aean & £ e ¥k
HAOwd e fBREREN] A dug AA AAJEZNHY 3771 &
of o},
- AT BREEER £HEKRE o1& AACd A, Ty pETo R MHEEA
BAELE FFAINA XL F5d A A N REFES mRRE Hatdl
e Addd RERES Jells BEEN#ED A3 ddde 2ZY¥dd
& 4+ U
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2 ¥ XK
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