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EHXTITHASMFERNSOENR R KRR L TTE
5 OB ERE EME

AR o DB AR 2B, L 200062)

# E #H% - E#HRichard H. Thale)ZAT A4 RRF WU I 2024, 2 IERTHERF G L EMRE, £
HEABT AR RAENTREFRELAMIE, #mABTENEFELATREIOH R -REAE.
H XA DX AR IEA BN Z k) FIE R AL EANE, BT T EHFFH AT T AL LT
L8R BT H AT A AR, BT X BRI REA B, B R BETH L BEF
FRERFHEERLBFROIZRA. A RERAZGHR, REFEDNE THALBRFARTGES, 25
TERmFHL T REMATHERCSEREGHLRE, RATITHERFHLES X,

EEE BER-REAE; HAXEAEZak, BAENZH®, ThERYE, BAERERE

SEE B849: FO8

P - 224 (Richard H. Thaler)&47 Jy 4l JH UL 43 #7744 R AL 84T Ry Be 28 5 Ta] A (2 0 )

2% (behavioral finance) i 3= ZEAI#E #, X B 5 A9 2005), ME RN TFES XA 4 BE WRZ ik
RS E & AN 171 B V- St e 30 S <) BARsZm, LLARm it (Efficient Markets
TRABE GRS WL . FOB T R &R, AT Hypothesis, EMH)HI“% A 5% 7= 5E M #5#1 (Capital
KBRS 5 A Bl oy BT SS A N E R T S IR R Asset Pricing Model, CAPM) H{CF, M TIE4%
R (&S, 2005) BEAHTARLHEL TR SRl IS R . AR U B HE &
35 45 Q] 52 R 4 B3R L 4 Rl T B AR DL R 4 Samuelson (1965)E IRIEH, &K RN iES
B ERNER, ITTHERMFNERSED T SR IS Y% 0> Z — ., Shleifer (2000)525 A4,
AR B . DT SR B . IR &7 R BT S BULES E = A AW SR 2 I
SR B, FEMR A A 2EAT N A Al B ) AR B, SEE SN, TSR L SE A N
RAY, RS ENITNEMFEZ A BTk W = AN A, ok, R BA e
PR W, O e BRAT b A2 R R I TR A 4 26 FEMERAT R, BT S I RE AL, BEAL R
B DTk : BT, WA BTN 4 R AR AL A R R FRPEAT WA ELHRS, AR SR RE R &
MF, BAL G 4 2 e K H T I Pk AR AR, Jei, B o 4 %8 3 B A R A SR B AT O,
BN AT AR IS A, O NS BT NAR 5 5= < N TZE M 22 18] 7 A 22,
R4 RE R R, &5, ERMARSCME S, it HHENE N AL SHEE TS SR RIKE
A FER R TFAT R Sl 1) BRI B RIS Tk B2z, WRIEARSSHBUL, £ 5% &R ZATHHE
YN < ) bl FMHE R T PR, B, | RN,

1 i e RAEIRA Dk PRI, IE 2572 b O M A A< B0, S T 4
TES « %5 (John von Neumann)FlEEAR H3H iy 2 5E %S E B 5k, R,
(Oskar Morgenstern) 1) T $ 35 FH oR 5 K /> P11 MRS R REALIE S 0 . B AR I, %A
iz b, BURGTT =T T ORI S B mi i, B DA H AR A58 45 7] 4 (Lamont & Thaler, 2003)s
PHME T 0 B HEZR, AR R UL Y ™ %
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HWEETFZART BB BEmENRL”
(anomaly), N, i 2 RN (P/E effect). /Ml
BV (small firm effect). H Ji3( 1 (calendar effect)
G4, VLB TG & e FATATAS KN T I 57
SIAETE o (AAATIN Dy, X ST S 2R W,
AL PR IR 2 ). — B EAR A B AR
FEEM AR AR RMEIE; MR, FTRETY
SRR G, WA TS, EAE
RIREN . 2 42T R B0 - K ) (Merton Miller)
PSR T AW, < AT RE& T, &
LRI 0, PEFRIEERRE PRI E
AT AR (B A 25 4, 2016)

2 ITAEHMENELEA—FBREM
K FnsRzE i

BT A A R R, SR — A
CSEEGE, TEEXTTS RS S, ZE it
WAE G & Rl #5800 T O T 31 28 T figh
BRI i < N5 BFEE 5 1l TR Je 2R i 3,
MM JUAMR G &, A e K45 e, 2EEE S,
G S 5T N 2 G R B AR Y I LS AT .
) R FRARAR T 28 S A7 518 5,
N, A BRFEM:(bounded rationality) Lk } Kaheneman
F Tversky (1979)F2 HH [ FiHA B iE (prospect theory)
% WIS BB SR AT F I PR SL, AR
BRI S M, WA REM, KR, A
A BREPE AR N B — S ek i, R,
RN R ARG W2, ARG SRR
R LA EACE LR 2 e, T TR
ENEFI RS, A5 HEEE R T BT R SR
Z BRI Z BB G (201, 2005, GRIGE, R L,
2006) 0 A7 A 4 il LA BRERPE L P00 B8 S5 AT
YR R, AR BE 3 ) SE PR e R AT i K
TR WS E SO NIRZ1 b A I U S
AR B3 NI B A B R i A B < S B 2 (B A
PSR AR SR o, 88 TR OHE R
FEYERAT A L B T 28 M v 68 VR P R D A7 (20
P+, 2005), 1ELATEM) AR — KAHL=H (1955 T 2.
T, AT RARNE IEAEBUCA 4 Rl S ) A 1 24

3 BEFRTITHEMENZIERARRE
HIB P 5TEk

FERN R ILEVEE MM SAE T BE, BT 1

FLARAT ot A&, X 4 mh s e i) S 2 0T R IF 5T
R THREFOCHERESAESI P RER, 2
HTIT N EMFNER SRR, HREBCNTT
A7 0 4 Rl 22 PR R B Y A AR 4 o HETR R,
HNEE L Z MR AT, IR EYRXITH
4 il 2 0SSR 5 R BT .
31 “BIR-mERIN—RETIHNEER K

PR A B SR, SR X S R AR R AT T
B, AN A 1] T e Al AR R VR, AR A
SEHTE BRI R E, B T MRS
J% A 72 (Kahneman & Tversky, 1982), %Xl 2%
3%, de Bondt il Thaler (1985, 1987)# ! F Kk
1 & 156 (Overreaction Hypothesis), EL {42 B 7E
ATrIE 1) RN AR I AR 2 B IRy )
MR AZ Zl; 2) FIFHA RS S s ke 1 A B k) 2,
JE SR DR AR R . AR UAASAN TII TR
g B e A, A A5 5 aat 36 ) 4 BE AR IR 5 T 3
SRR B R RO T RE . X7 R ST R
B i b BB A PR, A AN REfE K15
R TEIE(Fad: 7o 8

S g B R N AR U, ZEEAE DL NERR
ZFIESR NS 5T H 0 (Center for Research in Security
Prices, CRSP)WTAERY 1926~1982 4 1] 41 £ B 22 48
2 i(New York Stock Exchange, NYSE) )% i
HIFFHFEA, F4RE Beaver Al Landsman (1981)
H 589 2 T R 4K 4 & ("winner" portfolios)
54 R 44 ("loser" portfolios) 2 IR 2L AU % 40
Ao BIRWE, Ll CRSP Ui ¥ iy H R
] 45 258 A SR AR T BB A 4 T 246 %X (market index),
VLZe 3t h 8 B00H 19 5 1Y B 4 1] % (market-adjusted
excess returns) 8 E# 34T, Bl U, =R, — R0 £
AR — BEEAERT ] ¢ a4 Ry, DL IF]—
BRI (ORI TT TG 2L R, B A IREE § 0% [0 412 48
B Uy 19324 12 ARG H, t = 0)JF
th, T VRS BBUBRI CU, = 3 U,

t=-35

SRIG, MK o 2 SR ARUHR 450 [ 1 A8 R /NHE e O A 2t
WHHA . RIEN 1930 4E 1 A% 1932 4E 12 A
36 AN H B, M ERSE X MR - R A,
PISEZHE, R 16K, HE 1977 4 HX A+,
BUTRIABHMEAS)RREGHRAEN
35(uk 50) H B SR (o HE T TS A o ST 10% 9 1k
). M19334F 1 AFFRGEBA, t = 1), iIHEA
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[ FEH A 173 R B R ACARy, ,,
ACAR; , ,, XH, n fREANFERE, WK
FAE, LSRRG, AR 85 A (A7 .
H)o S5, RS T B BN AR U O —, B
SRS 1 AR S R O I I s AR B
PLSS — XA 1734 SRR [l R B (UL 1), S
FHGTEM BT I 36 A A, P14 BRG]
(ACAR; 56)im T F- I 14 19.6%; i il 4% 9%
A3 BRI R (ACARy, 1) WK T 11 5F
¥4 5%, ACAR, 36 — ACARy, 3= 24.6%, %
A MR IEIE R TR A G . X —45RE PR,
I B g A5 B X BRI LA B2 H iR (calendar
effect), RIVH K41 A Lk K 41 & 1800 B8 5%, LA
RAEFAEN— A, MRAE MRS T = 1,
t=13,t=25),

0.20 -
ois AM
# 0.10 e
i
g% 0.05 -
§ . f,/\/\_.x“\«
~0.05 %w
-0.10 - : .

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
HEHERE RN A)

BT IR BE 1~36 A H #ii K- R4 A 035 2R
i2(de Bondt & Thaler, 1985)

R T UE B e R A A T B
Sk B A ) AR B BRI Z, JS 2 R RE Y
Ko ZER)TE T AL T A A BT R] 4 B (B[]
W, AR BN, SR TE R EARBWELT,
TR R A A T TR (IR AR e, R B AR
TR DY), R 2R B S AR R B 2 SR R I,
36 4 A M EI A R - R A & E G 28 24 4
A (735 BFGEER 4R Y22 (H M 18.1% (ACAR, 4 —
ACARy, 24=18.1%), T HA 24 4~ H A @i 41 &
2B N 11.5%585% 10.1%; 2448 9824 9 I I 2R 4L
i 35 Hat e s 82 HLUG, X—2E4 /M 7.2%
%, 8.3%, HULIEAA T 3 J3 S 0 AR b Ay Fim —

X K- AN, AFFHRBT AR
PIWEA o “RUR AR R30I R, ZEMIAE 1985 430
T PR AR I BR R AN, S BT RN AR B

FT S| 5 1 %% 7 A0 fik S LA R RV 28 4 78 i, AR
A VRS 45 A (risk premium), 23T 37 %5 KUK A8
AL BITA 24 5 (Fama & French, 1988; Donald B.
Keim & Stambaugh, 1986). 3 B &N N, MK
UG NI B R R /NVAEL, B, SRR
At SN RO Y 55 —Fh R BB R (Keim, 1983;
Reinganum, 1983), %%} A Fi%E, de Bondt Fl
Thaler (1985)#E& 1 H Ay 45 Fftt—2L 8, #RIEE
ARG P AR R R BER 4151 B {E(CAPM-
betas, f {H7E CAPM AP RN B RSB R A5
PTG 0 22 DTk, AT LR Sk Il 4 gt
YA AHXT T AL A i RS, BRI R R SO,
2000), ZiREAM, WMFAABMN B E1.369)8E K
TR RHAEW BAEH(1.026) M IE XU i o BRIS, 1E
o v KU B M, BR R 4L I S B A
Wz, SCPREsREABMRA, hIiE, K
PRI 2551 4 . de Bondt 1 Thaler (1987)iF—
HorHr B AE SR B -MERNI KR, EREH,
WRA G IE, £ EIH 4Tl 1.602,
METT SRR TR RETT N 0.591 X F R R A&,
AT FNRETH A B (AU 435312 0.854 Fil 1.439, X
W, FTHE, MRAGESBETSHHCER
K, T RE T B B T S AR D R N, B A
KR R, RETIT R BRI N, MR A
DAH I o 3X — S5 Rk — 25 5 T i K - AU R
AR s 0 51 2 AT REME . T 55 — Rl iR, B
TG NI A8 H & /NVA R, RN A 5 &
JINGS TRV 53 — R R BLE 20 . de Bondt Al Thaler
(1987)¥ NYSE 11 It 52 4% 17 {H (Market Value, MV)
t/NBIRHE P I A5, ARG TR RN 15 A
#l (quintile) U FH T EMYV), SHiE a4 h£H
w220 15 AR HEMVELE, 4587 E
W, JEEFEHELA5S TREE M 30 5. ik, /M
AR FEAS REAR 7 b 72 66 ol 55— A0 o 7 5 0
T LB SR B2, % A&,
T J3E RN S T B R R B AN I R A
FE ) S5 AR P R 3 1 A R 22 (B B )
AT, FRIXET AW mER, BT %
KW BNL; FFFFH <5 K~ 5 A0 i A7 4%
B, PR 1a B PR % (contrarian investment
strategy), %5 s O AR UM AT A 4 il e i . JeZ
KW N R R 22—, Rl X — S
BRFHAG T FRE B, S, EEHESRWT
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NGRS, R TE BB F A A 25 (I, A
5. BE SRS, ST bl AT 22 S B0y
RN B R HEAT B0, SO T — R &L A
FIRRY LR A ], P10, B 8H—2 7 B W
(Fuller & Thaler Asset Management), LSV ke
H/2 7], ABN Amro %574 ARl . ABN Amro %
AR BN W Ry T A i 4 2 TR A B
—FEAL NS R, Bk B FE F 3k, AR R
BN SN VG 25, ST TR B AT R JE
R e 2% N RN R 22, T 40t 4 il
WS4, A ALK R s IF R 52 UEF 7Y,
A S B B AR 2 T (N7 B 4 N R AT SR E,
AT e IS B E R 5 ke, FnF, W\
N HAAT RO T 5 EROAE .
32 HARESCHR—IREBLFE

i 18 F (] 23 45 (close-end  fund), JZAHXT T
FF 7t 34 (open-end fund) 1Ml 5 AY, P& HIAIH
ZACTET 1) A EURE A AT I I3 SR S [
f; 2)F AT EURE 4 0 e O U RE H 65 20 HA % B 3
T AN REAG T il Xk IR RE, DA JBE 4 B 7 (.
(Net Asset Value, NAV) [ % S2 25 56 4 4% B o 17 BT
B K B4 2 i (Closed-End Fund Puzzle), f&
BB A B A, AN TR R R
BN AE, B I 0 (B
Wy 2O M ERMBR kR, (05, 2017), X —
MG E T AR IRV, HOA R A 2T 5
B, AR BT E AR, A RKWRE,
FE 4 RSN AR IR A T HR B PN B X T E
P XRE 4 ik, S mTOF Y AR AE LT = R
B ARBUA L . BEA AR BE DL B8 7 i Ak It 3l
Peo o, RBEAAR UL, A8 Ak B BT A,
e £ P R AR B R 2 A AL, AR BRI
BT, K, BRI a1 AA B 55 R
PG HHE(NAV) TR AE N fem, i TR sk
47 Z R s BIC IR S, BRONAE 5T
PrE R Y b, R M AR A T
&, BB R R B, eI R R
RAT AL KGR, WA R RS [ 4 1Y
Prih R A AR 2 55, [RIFEQL A BE il B
MR 2L 58 A 2 IR B R S 4, AR AR S
IR, %% (Lee, Shleifer, & Thaler, 1991),

1991 4, ZE# LA HAE51EH Charles Lee Fil
Andrei Shleifer (' 3CH AR LST)1EC 4 fil 2 1 71l )

(Journal of Finance) I Ie[A k£ T (B FH W45
BRI 2k ), WSEUERFFE 0 A BE, o
T4 R T A 2k . SCE T, LST B 5
i, AR A Ak, ARl BIZ LT
PUASTRLRE . B, SR AT $5 0 o D O i 1 A S
B AR 0 SE AT 47 R, AT A k]
4 38 LUAF DO T H B AN (AR S R 3
(i 10%)58 57 IR, AT AT AT A R
] N4 ) 2 A AR K I s, Hob B 2P is
MMAR? I, A A G E A L S AT T R
§e oAk g n, He Ak 2 BT P R BE 4
/NLee et al., 1991)7

P B8 1 2 i e e P SR 4 2 ik T 5 0
F de Long, Shleifer, Summers 1 Waldmann (1990)
PIRIESE, AATTTE 4 Rl T 37 1 e 52 5 5 XU )
TR T AN B E MR ARL (LR R DSSW
B, KR PR . BRIEB T M e
38 5 # (noise trader), FrIEFRMER TR, JEIEREMS
X B I A T A TR A N o T MR 7 52 s U
BN, 1 2 AT v Al SR A
SIS i CREDOGE T R U T ) . DSSW B RL i 5E 1
P G5 2% A ((EL A MO AFT SIETE ARG 6, L - 8
1, 2016): 1) B EE W IRMRE, Fit
EOCTEPHF S - M N BN A%, 2) WA H &
FR 15 26 2 BEAL Y, HLJC vk Bl 3 4% W8 3 o 36 1l
o ANk, Y PRI E B S BT, MR AL
o HARTT RGN Ry BT A 2, 175 4% A8 A5 0 B2 AR WL,
NIRRT s, 25 T i R BN R o Hh I,
h 1AM B2 B R AN R, B AN A%
DAZFAT M H 85 (de Long et al., 1990), LST A Fy, #
PL DSSW Y fifg g A AU 4 2 ik, 3BT 53 4h
(25, RIAS ] W 7 52 oy o 22 18] 4 155 4 0 5l LA
RSN, H B P S 4 b R 75 52 ) 35 1) LE 49 S
THAD T v R AL 5y F R L S, LST A5
MR B, S BEE AL,  ABTEE EE
VT M A2 5y 7y IR P R 3 2 > A 4%
PEHEFA, IR LORAIE E 3R 2 PR o BT XS
R, LST 23 = AN BART . DA R B X
Fe G 0] BT O R B IR R 2) MR L 5
PO 4 R, BB A A ; 3) R
FA 4 5% 3 17 4 23 S W 45 e P B 4 AN A T I 8 7,
BT AN (Lee et al., 1991), AEIE |
IR, LST FF /& T T #F5e.
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321 AEESEMITNEEFETHMN

FE W) NN B RR AN A 3 5w IR S5 LAY
(Wiesenberger's Investment Companies Services)HY
i) < 1) A P A A 4 AR 1960~1987 4F ]
87 NI FEE R AEI % . B E L g R
HeMITRMEE, H 68 LA CUSIP R
e WL PE LR HAT A B A b, XTI s 4
AT N AE /R #5 H #i2(Wall Street Journal, WSJI)J#i
5 TS A B R R B R (NAY) . BSR4 L
KA 2, RS LRE B WA L, 1HHRFE
FUA B E AT 1) 46 £ (value-weighted index
of discounts, VWD), 1 A3 203k £ 474 K (1) 5
bro GERKRI, ASIEHE L B AT B AL AR R
P XFHA 1960~1986 4F[AI A H A Hk 4, 3
SRR R B EAEE, Flw, EERERE
XIS, ERYTH F (year-end discounts) it i H
MR BB EIR R 0.497, AT M FRAE AL
(annual changes in discounts ) Wi AH G R B0
PHEWIER T 0389, VLA E i f, AR TR
FEMILG . [AIRT, G b 4] X3 4 4T R D B
Prih AR 23 5 M (E AL T 98 £ (value-weighted
market index, VWNY)Z [A][AHR A B E . X —55
RUll, LFEMETEENE R T EEIT N ML
RN, WE TR E R UL
322 #FHESEN

P oe BN g BTN, 24 1H 35 4 LA f s/
b ER, HESNEITRSES . EHEA
I b b 3 3k o b 3 PR X 4 R e DA K T 3
A $F A T S AE R BT R A (B I AT 0 8 B (VWD)
SR, SREU, FELEMHEE, EERE
TE A 3 & 3T 0 S AH XS T B A I ) X3, 4,
1E 1961~1986 41 26 4F[], A — A 24 Ef 1]
RILe EENEGGEE 12 4), HFEBYERR VWD
R 6.4%; TR B U 4 R ARG (3R 14 4F),
HAPAERI VWD R 13.64%, X —45 1R8PT
AR H IS T
323 HEAXNESZHS /MU

HTHE G BIC B = AES, BB 03k
& AT ZR 00 Y 55 /N T (E Al g R S 4% B Tl 4 3
A BT E, BRSNS, #
BN NEREEMIFFE WS, BT ANREH
15 25 23 R e A A 1 B AE, B A TE G
56 1 /N4l B 22 5 s ] X 4 2 ) B 4 AR Bl =

AAROG . ZERAE N S M 3 P R G i i D
BT 22 (AVWDYE R 3T i A8 S Y $8 4R, LA
NYSE f 5208 0 (B AR B0 (VWNY) A Sy M- 1%
TR RS bR SR, F NYSE 11 52 40 B i
AL H (equity value) /MBI K4 10 441, B,
A 4 (Decile 1), £33 T RS & 23w
TR 10% MR/ EMREA G, LIS,
BHE 10 D4 figH (Decile 10), HIIRSE 543
JBCER AR 10% 0 o R i A ISR, B, DA
A4 A AVWD LI NYSE §) VWNY [ R
[Fi) 43 201 1% ] 41 S AT 1] ) 3] [T 0 437 o 4 SR R B,
Wi KT E M4 Ak, Hofth 9 21, 435 500
SYTO IR AN, ARG A Y R AR
FH, 33X — ¢ R AE S /INTTE 1Y 4 4 P iR 04 J ol
RTINS TR e A I = - SUNIUE 7o
BT 2045 % 3 %o P X 4 LA R /N ) R B AR
TR, K 234 A IR0/t A S 4 i T i
MR ;T 24 45 15 4 ok ] 0 4 LA B /N )
JB S AR AL, /NS W R B AE 2 Bk, B X
&M R R,

M, S NAE DSSW BB RIEED B, O
Ty b g W 7 22 5 R A N H, s IR
VLTE A RAT 210 LR E] TE A B, hiF
TEARRZ AL FERS N BRI E A BRI T3
) 1 &5 A I e, (HU, IR X 0 5 1G4
AT E N, WA R R E 4 S AT AT R 3
G A A 22 A B BORE OG OC R il PR, X
FAELE VLR IAE, 588 M4
33 BIUENzB—RRERERE

JBEAS s A S 4 A 2 — A 2t 20 g e (R B
BRI R KK TR RIS B4
filn, A 1926 FREA, BB %
21k 7%, MFE GRS AFEHBERRE 1%, F
BB B KT 6% o F7AE U1 22 155 14 FREA Ui /2
18 455 26 W 24 B BT S BE AR R 1Y, Ik BV O < I AL
Mz k. AURFE IR, B ok B T B
G 1 XS £ 22, Mehra 1 Prescott (1985 35 7K
BRI AT PR M AR, T T B KRR
MAREL AR RBCE KT 30 A Reff Rt 2
o AU o T4 B RA TN, R H
DRI R 3BE 22 500 AN 28 ad 10, Frst, HEEH R
MR L

FE 1 2 N B2 1 R0 A B 0 1 X PR s
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AT N S Al s AR R . R d Y Ok IR
(myopic loss aversion)J& 5 ZU AL # 1) F 2 5 K
(Benartzi & Thaler, 1995), £ 8554 i (1) J5 11 50
e RG B PR A A A 0 2R RO RO BRI P
(mental accounting). MKIEFAES, AfIAERE
TR SRR POy U, O3 P A AT
TE AT B0 ] F0s P BB HELL (narrow framing,
Kahneman & Dan, 1993) si#F 2 “B% 435" (narrow
bracketing, Read, Loewenstein, Rabin, Keren, &
Laibson, 1999), R[] K5 5 4 55 4 43 fift bl AH
TUSE AR XS R o BRI, O BT P 20k e HE 4
PRE T VARG B S ES B A BRI Y . R RO
50 BRI P Bl R A BT A, A8 S A 4 2 R
o plm, — Y 30 AERERTE N, Hob
FHLOK P 10 2 i A 2 JH DA — 41 Ay B A LA
Wets, B4, HARGE RO SR AL T 5 58 0 IRA A
—AEAY %8 A (Benartzi & Thaler, 1995).

AR < LR 2R RO, TR B shdsek,
BT PRSI MR I & TSR R, I,
IS ) PEAL 2 IR AR B B R RO, BRI SR
ARG E AW S| Sy, 7 A A A o B
DBV LITE 2 KRB ARG Z ik 7 FE )
SR, AT LLGE 3% DA B A R) AE A BR Tm1 25
R IR) L, B 22K DAL 0 2 A 5 58 AR
SR BT BT R BB R T R X7 A
— A E RGN, AT o3 B R S R
BoRf, mr LA O A4 T B KAk ? Benartzi
A1 Thaler (1995)F]F CRSP #£LAY 1926~1990 4
B) P 5 i 2« L5 A ) R Il i A A T S
HRYE RFTUHAIS 4 5T EHA LR B RAUH

{5, VAR TE IR, 75 710 S S,

MPEAGRWIZ R 13 4> A TR, dif SR w s
Heliff A A A s AR T —8 X—45%
T, MERFEE DAEA2 A )AL A 2
P, XRE R TR T IR 5 2 T
25 1 MR A WA LT o DN SEPR A 23 A2 T R
B, BT DVAEBE O sy PEAR 4% % [l i B A S8
ATREME, ROt Bm S, 20, EankE 4
O EAE, R DAAT N B ) 5 9 NR A B 2
o AN, g A0 TR 2 IR T LA A . £t R IR AL
Y5 Z ik o Benartzi fll Thaler (1995))‘51&1?7%5’[‘
— R, BB A N 0% BEAL(100%f5i %)
F 100%BAL0%A)HES, LA 10% 0 F L i,

SRR E . SR LI YA B
7 LWAE 30%~55% M 2144, 7T LA~ Az K E0H R Y
BME X — 45 SR S ISE T BB (@)
SBRAAL . B FE o e L AR A — B, X —4h
NG — MBI, AR G RO, T AR 4E
b fif R RS i Y 2 1k o

S AR R T 3 37 e 3R v o) IR B
2 A5 2 5 Se P 9T i it — 2B IS0 . B oA 8
B, SRS SR s, R I S
PR BE B T R AT e . AN, 5@ B\ A
R, Y IE A FLEE (Gneezy & Potters, 1997; Thaler,
Tversky, Kahneman, & Schwartz, 1997), Gneezy
A(2003, 1997)FIFT EaR ik, BRI T BRI R
T M 5 ek 2D B2 A5 A % 1Y kG A% 0 . Benartzi il
Thaler (1999)7 17 T 4} B9 A [R] 52 3 75 =0T 8 1R
HIRZ I, R4, IUEI T A T O DR X XU
BB R BRI, AR, XA B R RO
ST P AEAE T BE o B0, Langer 1 Weber (2005)
R, KT /NBE R AR 3 KA/l s ik
WO 5, AR 2334 X e B R 51 1, 3R
TR 55 e AR TR 2 R 1 T AR SR A S 1) S
A, Langer 1 Weber (2005)IAh, 1 i %6 7L
HIFHIF 5 (myopia prospect theory)ft & <JE i
RIEVR DO JRIEE T, 30 2 DROBA A2 TR 21
W — DR, BEARERR BT A  PRRL
FHIBU . PREAVE TR, i LA 02 T 40 B
WRBEWER R PR, K5 SR ENZA T
T 2% JE A X 5 08 2 BB RS2,

4 =5iE

PERAT Gl i) BRI, ZEH W R
RAFUNET AR —, RNETRALES
TReE M RO, ik 50 5 L SR B 2 BR Y
A2, AL A T2 B AR DL . (R dF
PR R AT S S B A AT R Bk B s A AR
G ERE AR, BIERA R, Hiiigtr hax
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Richard Thaler’s empirical findings and theoretical insights
into behavioral finance

ZHU Yao; LI Jianhua; ZHUANG Jin-Ying
(School of Psychology and Cognitive Science, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062, China)

Abstract: Richard H. Thaler is a renowned behavioral finance researcher whose empirical findings and
theoretical insights have linked economic and psychological analyses with individual decision-making. This
article summarizes Thaler’s findings and introduces them to a larger audience. Thaler and colleagues found
systematic price reversals for stocks that underwent extreme long-term gains or losses, wherein past losers
went on to far outperform past winners, consistent with the behavioral hypothesis of investor overreaction.
Additionally, Thaler and colleagues presented findings suggesting that discount fluctuations in closed-end
funds were driven by changes in individual investor sentiment. Finally, Thaler and colleagues explained the
equity premium puzzle in terms of so-called myopic loss aversion, wherein investors are assumed to be
loss-averse and even long-term investors are assumed to evaluate their portfolios frequently. In conclusion,
Thaler played a crucial role in the development of the behavioral finance field by incorporating new human
psychology insights into economic analyses.

Key words: “winner-loser” effect; discounts on closed-end funds; equity premium puzzle; behavioral finance;

myopic loss aversion





