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€ die EUNEY TEANRM $E7Ido] B w2l mark-upEe
ZYE B3 A E sk= B9 ARSI F=F(MM DL £&0|R0] olxle
FOHE BM5ID Uk T|ETe} ct2A| BEATBYAIZA S BEa Mol
tiel 87192 HAEEE SUSAFI7| Hal T (M2 Z2A7(2 Ack=

2 E0iF1 ot T2t J|1EQET} 20| SAXAYAIZME MEEE0]
EHEI=unbiased) 3t B fI#F2l0|&(separation theorem)o| HE=|D Qlct

A8 BO{F1 AUCt mark-upE ZHE B8 AAUHER +&H0I39 €AY
2 AP | 2%t 28RS BRYS ULAIAM ANs A-ME=A(L)0)
oflM MB1t M8 ntaol=(underhedge)dtAl Bict. E3t ATEHIR FO0|R
£ HEY30l il BjMYHoR BBAHM SE0|R9 ERAME FHHEP|
sl BlMEHY 0lR2AIES 71 BMEHX (putEMoiR) E ERE 51 Qlch,
Mark-upE Z¥g B8 4Z&H0| +&0|20) vixj= &t ak= +E85R
Bt do| w2t EeiX|o] £EFRER{Y ti# simulationZks 2 72| 0f
EX ZnHE s sYEsFD ok

A
=1

H

fr

Ho FRO: HIHES, TF, mark-upE =, AASY
FRHEHER FHER: F1

* FEA%w BAEAE 2WS4, e-mail: kimhh@knu. ac, kr
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1.4 &

%79 F2AANE S U FIAEAZ Adshed oA #FEHF AY
o x&Foigith FEol&el BEAA-S AN 8l AEA G2 AHSE B8
87 (financial hedging) ©12)ol oJ8] 7}x] AA#A (real hedging) & 3t €ct. &
3, BAZ FE2ARNA Bgo] AT ¢ F(realized) Aol FE& £
gl AAAL T 47 Ak« E B0, o] Asdte] felstA HE
2719¢ e £5& ST EEo] B AEHE 7
Zo|3 Y BlE FrA oA BEUFOR QT FEolRY Fad
& F ) o] 2L FEUIE 53 F&UFY AP AE 2 729
37t vl 4 (B3] 2 g4) 9 ol #2AE Zold AEEA (real options) ©] 2k
Btk g2 EFAA SlolA A (EE ) oy £E& WA= AAHA
o] Mo k(w8 AT FERD4 (export flexibility) ol et Th2A Vet
t}.

Kanas (1996) & $2&7]940] $2AM ABE/E&S AN AT e
2854 we} o]F55E71H (dual price) AE AHESH £&23 2% B+ F
Zol o] WizE M3 3lvh Broll (1999), Eldor - Zilcha(1987), Wong (2001)
' F£E71d0l £&5& st H4AAAL sle A% FE7IdY d4EEE S
FA7E FHFET FHHA Y L B8 ok olE ATolA At @
go] AQH7] Ao A o] BN (fixed) FEHF wet &2 FHM
zA8le AAHAE ke AE 7Pt ok #Eo] frelst Hakste A
Fol2 AN £&5& Z7HA7| 1 $go] BT atA WsEE UG BelE F
FMNAA sUWEFEA L] FEoE&E FUsgth ol A7 93 Katz -
Paroush - Kahana (1982), Kulatilaka - Marks (1988), Ware - Winter (1988) & 4~
Z7]90] AR & A 2R3 AFAE ste 25 FEolEe] &
HEo] e vjAgH oz vigsy ke AL BoFa 3ot o2’ A4
FZolge EFAUAS A Yl Mg Ao tlsted HAF A o] F2AES
7 AR 7 gadithe AE BAFa Slth o]E AT dAdAFEeR
Baraade] Aele A e A 344 g3l

FZE71g0] F&RT dd] &I WS s Ao HAEHA

o
AT
oo 4y o2

]
tlo

Ho
o 2
VR RN T 9



e THRYE &3 olagE RE - KR 59

g e S FEol&L T Ul HAEAL BAE EolAl €k AEA
oA AEFEo] EHEITD (unbiased) 302t @@ AEW=AGLE & AF
o ] By £E0]8S &A3] &A & 5 fivh wWEA dFFHer
g HAYAQ FEolfe] BHUAEE AN A 2HE (kinked) °l& 2AF
< 71 &4 (options) # A7} B3tk D ol AL FD FEol HAEH
QA A & HAdcldo] O ¢Yo] EFH R Uehd dk rhedith o g &
o], Moschini - Lapan (1992, 1995), Muller(1997), Sakong - Hayes - Hallam
(1993) & 7HE 9187 +&25Y489 HEAHe] FAl ST o FEo|&L 7t
AA] sl vldgH o o] A9 HET FHe AA Aol tha) dFet
I A2

€ dFe 718474 t2A A3 FEAFA e Fd dig) 27
go] Aitelyd &8 KA ¥3AF)= dAl mark-upE&E 2 B¢ 7
I FZolfe AR & EARIt $E7]HE BT d8o] dEH ¢ F
o it £E& SHHoZ {FAsHA WA Aol EVFssich AketaE A
Aol AlAF 2 & GA] FA AdE A e} ApdAHor O £EF
o] A= oA (hysteresis) & HolAl vt uwebr F-go| Bl ¥FH
I g 3o £E7]g0] U F I 2ok ARl WS A & s B
€ $%0l47, & mark-up&S ZFshe Aotk BRI AN F&7]
ol & Tl wet mark-up &S 23 AN LS s AF FEoleL &
S5 dig] vAEAEA AAE Jebdth Y AAHA ] £EFT FEol& 7
e Ade FEAFC 284 % mark-upge ZFF X wE 24 vEr

1) 27199 olfc] §&3 JH YA g vjAFHA BAE Bole E U ofx= (1)
Rao(2000), Broll - Chow + Wong (2001), Lapan + Moschini * Hanson (1991) ol|A1¢} o] A
Eg-go] HA (biased) )AL}, (2) Broll - Eckwert (2000) 3} Liu + Geaun - Lei (2001) il A]
9} o] MEAFo] EABLA] &olA cross hedging® dtAM, (3) Muller (2000) 3 Frank
e - Stapleton - Subrahmanyam (1998) 8} Zre] 8127} B7Fs% 919 (background risk) ©] S
= 2otk

2) Sakong - Hayes - Hallam (1993) & $&%]9] ¥EAHol 7H49¥e] IR B+= 43t
I ey Fa5a9 JHEEH o] stk /1S B AUtk

3) Eldor - Zilcha (1987) & SUl5&710l FuidlM £33 A9E 7V &A1 ¢4
ZARHQ AL §SHUE nel £2FE KA A7 +E2 /94 (export flexibility)
7 3 9FE FA AL 98 u ABHA I} BEAE Ak A& BodFa Qo
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do £ dve =3 §898F met mark-up&E 243t AAH AL she A
T FEoled AL AAST 727199 JEEE S ARME

o)

2
3
2 A7 139N mark-up& 23 58 AAsA ] 23 £Z0ld) vl
5 simulationd B8] FAgTh 134 ELFAAYAIGolA S-gAF u}
F271°] mark-up&E 2 A £E7149 At £E22 i 7
2Eg A VNN e SR dig A28 2 mark-upg 23
7Fed A wEol&e] B8-S AR AT A-AET 4RSS A
2o VM e A28 A0l bed o £E71Y9 S8dAsaeEs A8 &
Aol gk A58 239t add 22 wixg Aol A A

TSR vlAe 23E AvEch

e oA

L

1. 544, AT TEol%

o] AolMe BEFAY FEANTANN £E7190] &&H B Wl mark-upg =
AL Bl AEaAL sk AS dAHA ] FEolEd PIAE E9E AT R
EFARAPA AN F-gHsto] wel mark-up&o] ¥3tE ) o= mark-upgo]
AF8FAY BFE (convexity) o Wt ThEA Yeh] g elth 4 B dFE
& 5o wWEt mark-up&e] WIS B3] 98l Goldberg - Knetter (1999) &
residual demand& &Fated A8} 9 Residual demandE £33 mark-up&
o] 22 Ul 27199 AFEHEL 1 7Ido] FEAARCNA JAg Fe34
3 Zrhe AdA 28dnh &7 AN FAREe 8 AgEacdA
02 B7149 F33E #F residual demand ©]th.  wWEkA residual demand
© 74 3E231e 28 FE719 Fa9 7HEe] BAloln 1 7139
AAERAE vepdth 39 £2719L B33 AEd dia F2ARA o=
ol AFEHYE KAHA 7HE A=A (price leader) 24 S-S 518 24
FAA ARAse e 719EL 7FFE A (price follower) EkaL 7183}, 7124

e

Of

4) Mark-up&o] &3 7}Ae] ulgl Wzldcle A2 Bulow - Pleiderer (1983), Dohner
(1984), Froot - Klemperer (1989), Bergin - Feenstra (2000) 5o <8 d7sch

5) Residual demand& ©] &% NAEHA3} mark-upe&2) 342 Baker - Bresnahan (1988) o]
23 AFEHA,



ol FHERME, KT o1EdE RE - KRFA 6

=} (price leader) ¢! FUFE7|YELS BA7IEY FF2AE 18F residual
demand & ]38l EHVIGANH FE714% +EFE AH IO FEAIRNA
AEe P27 2L AEL 523 (homogeneous) “FEo]ojA &AdIA|7} 7}
Setn AAR7E O AEL ESAsAT gl 7HE kAL

1. B#8Hs, £ mark-upg

2 712t 2M P& 719Fhe (risk averse) JTWTE7|EL YLEFE 25
A FEPtn Al $£27199 ol&e £EAAETIE EAE FEEAY
o] F& AENHA &5 ik ESARAYA NN BgFel wet £57]
gjo] £ (B4 $27H4, 281 mark-upES EA HIHANEAE AR
7] 98 £2 (R & FA8 H3AF F e A5 DYl £5E Wsi)
2 281 mark-up&e FFW 7FeE A2 FEII FA3r §&HFe o
3 FE A& A M o FEolES O 2o

= ¢p(q, e)g— (g (1a)

oA71lM 19 g FEol&d £E (WY N £2 (B & FEAFF2AA
A7 FFE 22lF residual demandolth pE FEAY BHEAY £&
7}7o]5 inverse residual demando|th. ELAAMAIAANN $£E2717 (p) & F
AW T F279% BA7I99) ARBAE UEle & ()9 o
p=5(q, O°lth #&(e)& £2A453 @ @9T £V A=E2ASE
ol g4 AFFIIIAY et Uepdth. €& A=E3HEA Y] &o]
o AN (C') & Aol BAglel Hav &I Zoka JHgEth (C7)0,
C'=0). & A A9 tilde () & 2 BF7E BB H (stochastic) Madhe As
Uehdth 2HEe FEAAM AIFEFY S Wshlyled SUeEIde

6) Bertrand28olA 7124 Mxzel FFxlo) B Y E7 residual demandE ©]8-g o] &I U
3} o] e AT =ole Dowrick (1986) F=.
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etatr] A8l $E7H % 2 (8

NSRS WS Ut AYFEol S
9 27 $E7H4% 22 (W), 290 ¢

& WA mehq $go] B
Zolgo] BF B AU
F271¢%0] BgHFd wE 2R & FAH HNE e AS 2
(1a) & d3FEol&S I & AU residual demande] SAFY
( MR) = @AM &( MC) o] YASE R ( S5+ 5&—% = C)olth Aol
£9) 208240 B} £2719e 2 (AW & AHH $3523H S we)
#2714 e ARWT). 8ol A5 A7) Y| 4uidos Fslen
%2719 AAHo] Z7}51AA residual demandE 27t 1 TAL Y& o
9T}, residual demand 2712 98] o] &3z} AN AFYL Zrkstn
A S 20 W} $E719S £ (A S SolA "ok 1 AW FENHRL
23e w3714 s A2 AR5 (AW A SASYT BN S
& WA A, o @A = C(TI)EE f= Lthyom
(-—-22 4) 3 ()9 38 717 inverse residual demand BegoIch B

7
S5 wet A £ 9 AL F£EAANA residual demand 24
(

2F3AL Sy ¥ ul, residual demande g 2 YERIATE MRy = residual
demand (g,)8 AFAFMolH MCe AR|EFHolth. F&719L
MR,=MC(aH) AN HHFE WD I F218S 47 ¢ & p' 2 253
th #hgo] AEsld 27199 AEAgel SUkstke i AAZIYde FFel
ZaetEA A7 FFTAL S1e2 o|Fdl ol FE7|4Y residual
demand$} 1 FAFAL ¢,F MR, E Z7130 ££7199 ol&& IFuisiAlg)
EFEA@NIA HEE MR, =MC (bH)4X ¢ 9 p o2 ZFdr.
a3y @r1d ez Aihastdle AlRZE EA8ta $F0] o|H 3 (hysteresis)
& HolA " olu $£&71go] EEWF W F U Bok kAl Y

7) olg]dt {gMFo] F£&7HHd nX|e A7LEI (pricing-to-market) ¥ Gagnon - Knetter
(1995), Knetter (1989), Marston (1990), Bernhofen -+ Xu (2000), Tange(1997), Feenstr
a - Gagnon - Knetter (1996) o] 2l&] A7=HAo.
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& FZ (YA e Boke $£20187H, & mark-up& € 2 Aotk &
(g W3t Brbsd o S8l b $£371de TR FERD T 72
712 A mark-up&E ZAEA ok (I DA Fgo] et £E7149
residual demand$} 2 A5 (MR) F40] ¢y oA ¢, MRy MR, 2
Zrle Hed @1Hoz FE2 (ol ¢ A dFEA FIR BF T2V
o 2 (AN L Z771E tidld mark-up&E ZF7HA71A ok (¥ DA
gedeo] Wt $£E W o] 9B o IAFYL aFolM cHez WM
g}, FolA & (A M AN S-S 2F3hs FAFAS S/ mark-upE
2 Z79)A Bk §445dl mae £2714 9 ¥EE-E mark-up&©] 33t
HwA Fe drk

(% 1) residual demand} =& (ML) st

DR oz 270 FLHF] wa £2 WA & AIATAl Rt i
mark-up&g ZAE o mark-upgE UERA F&01&E 2| (1b) o 2tk 34
oA Lernerdelo] 2@ mark-upg (7)< FAWEE A £E7HF
(-222C 3ozt

~ -

ep



64 REEHTE AS51A A4E
= q'(&' = C)= 3" L) = 3" H2) (1)

od7lo)A ¢* & p* & 1 7] $go] AFE Fo FEOIRE FHATIE F
A AN I HFelth. o 719 #8WE W F2(¢) I F27H
(p") L dA8IH 2714 B 5 d8l % W) Eohe mark-up&< 2
ki3
ot E4AAA $£E2AFNM ££7199 mark-upES £E7I99 ol&FUE =

A y=— —32— —Z— olm A (+) & ¥5E& 717 inverse residual demand ©¥4J 3}

gx|gtt. $&7190] £2A NN A A3 residual demand”t BHA LT E
2r} gute 718718 7R %7199 AgEd ol At residual demand7t
2o oz oA g@gFololr £ A FulsErig AFEEEL A 8l
o] mark-up&e A2 (0) olth. ££7199] residual demand’} HIHHHLTEF,
I 718717t FEFE FUFE7I9Y AREHES FU18H inverse residual
demand €84 (7)€ 718tk Fold ZBA7IY9 #2444 SUHERRE
(e)o] sstad FEAZFLAA BA7IHS TFe 12T inverse residual
demand €84 (7) 3 FUFE7IYY AASHEL 7RI O E BARA0]
AdAsihd A (1) 9 BFZ 714 inverse residual demand B4 (7) 2 7]
ol 427147 g, A4 vLxA G457t Aok y= 7(p, 90ln
&4 meh #2719 A 2 (B4 AN mark-up&FH 7 & ST
BAAYAAE Aashe HEHNEA-FF2L Z8A inverse residual demand
B84 (7) 9 gl g AAG $3H 2L (FF 2o Yehiith 7]
A ARG vE21E T AoE PP,

A7) e BGARGYA G $&7190] B&EF APl Hall mark-upE=
2R AANAE sk A AAFHYol FEolddl viXe AHE dVET
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FEHE Aol 3l &l BEFAAE ANSP] AT FEE AEASGS
A 88+ 8304 (financial hedging) ©19ldl +£&714S o8] 7R AA A (real
hedging) & 3A €l 53], ELARARAGNA #&o] AHE F(realized) B2
o} £&& 23E F v AM FEV1Y9L mark-uped] 2L B 42
A& A At F&o] Festd fElstA MEEE #2719 mark-upEE
S7H71 3 Fgo] B2 HAEEE ZF mark-upEE ZAEAIAA FeHFO
2 AT FEolay ZAHEE U F Uk AT 3 mark-upEE £
Adh= F = residual demand @20l whet th2A Jepdt}. &0 5t
WA o g $£& AN I /1AL Wl gla Al Fol2l £5 (A4 A residual
demand @3] e} mark-up&E F7HA171A4 Ak

(ag 2) ¥>1, ¥>09 £&0l8 (a7 3) ¥<1, ¥>09 £H0/8
n n
= g3 _
P‘I?’f N= pq = pg
/
/ =4y
Y yd
ol -
% T
€y e » €p e

(3@ 4 ¥<1, ¥>09 $50/8

Ty

€ e
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FeFo gig] dAs Aol F&ol& WA A residual demand ©FH Aol
ute} he2A Jebdt), mark-up& 23-E 53 AAE o] F£Eol&FHE %A
BslAl7 =R E A8 AR EY] 3l 4] (1b) o ddEeld ¥3E (ad 2, <
a8 3D, (a8 Holl YeRAUTE 2-AA A4 SGRARA R BBl
O2E £E0)ET4E vYehli FAL ESAAAYAGAM A Al 78 o
FZol & TA S Yehdith, SARAA A mark-upE(7) S AZ(0)olm2 &

g9}l thal $20] g2 71%71(‘;—757»‘5 w8 pgols] BEF} S30)ge
YDA Ve, BARAAN BERE0] 08} mark-up® 2] 3]

ﬂr re

AS FLABT $Eo) g HAYA WAS Yehin HEF BAE T8
Bo| i mark-up® ZFA = w2} hack. BeHF) net 30| fe] e
£ 99187 9o 4 (1) & Bl vl peieae =2 - prpy >
ot} Y& FLUEOE mark-up® 2H0| 7F5T o FLWEY U3 $£Eo) &
o] Wzlo]n] 7]2 mark-updlM mark-up& FHE §F goltk. F, y=y+7'¢

ot @7l F'E BLUEd U8 mark-upgs 2HE Uehd
(y'=-SL>0. 8, 2e9%0) "y SIaIM 17 Wse

rE

<O

= = "¢y 20 o ¥ = (2% +7 " &elth
Y >00lmE ¥ >0 o]n BEMEol el mark-up& ZHo| Y AL 20

e SeuEd ta STE 712718 AN n 91@(%—763 >0). $Zolg=

as e wsk L e 39 Yo gl met g

e} y>1, 7' >0002 (a8 dAst 2ol mark-up& s AW
AL 202N 71271 (pgy) & FHAAANRNN F&olaTA9 7187
(pg) B} FaP WspA7I8 B2 ¥ <1 223 7 >00l2k (28 3t 2ol
AAHA o] 15 $ElaTHY 712717t FAAMAG SEol&TAe 787
(pg) BT 9312 gutelAl BB 28y o] AS AAsgo] 7Fse 520l
§349] 7147 BBt zero (0) Bek AN (77 >0) 2 71871 ( 7) & 3%
wet 328 Z7letel 27 190 ANER (2Y D) FEolaIHe FRAoE

o
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(B 1) 4sIE0| JHsE +#0I8F M| 7I87I( Y)ofl chgt simulation ZI}

€ ,42‘% ¥’ Y
7=0.5 € =—0.01 ¥=0. 5050
0.1 0.55
0.5 0.75
7=0.9 € —0.01 7=0.909
0.1 0.99
0.5 1.35*
¥=0.99 € ,e=0.01 ¥=0. 9999
0.1 1.089*
0.5 1.485*

= 3>18 eItk 7=7+7'8 e,8 §2U% e mark-upge] B4l

#-843} (local change) o] sl B ol §® 7<1, 7'<0 4 o (29 4
o AAEHo) 7Fsd FEoleTHL SAAMAG 2ol 8TH 7127 (pq)
Bt guskel 2 718719 Wt zero (0) Bk ZobA (77 <0) &0l &4
71871 (3) & s wet A Hsle BaFa gich

Yy y'e BEA Z7)E residual demandd] ©HAFH I
(convexity) o] et tk2p] Wk residual demand?’} YA wis) EBE3chd

(convex) 7' <0, ¥'' <0 o8 ¥’<0olt} WHNZ residual demand7} YA

22&AY Mo|alH (concave) 7' 20, 720 o ¥ >0 olth residual
demand?] 22T $E7IY9 APAI Y B84 ARl FEAFY F8
@7 A7) Ao mEk 2. FEraFAdo] AFolAY 94
A EE3TH (convex), 223 AA7IHS AW Eo] AFTYVHE residual
demand”} YAIM B2 B (convex) & 7HAlE Rol LutHoln o] 734 7' <
0 olth

Inverse residual demand @84 0|88 79 simulation $P2FE (E 1)

~

o Ueht gtk sEolauiz 284 (eh+ 6d ga = K1=3)=C) I
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AN G Y AR () Bk B2 C >0 o8 o] AS y<1 otk o] AnE
olgatd FEHE T FEol&XNY 71271 (7)E FHY 5 gon 7187
£ 7=%+7é=H1+e,) otk $gWsl] te mark-up A (e,,) <
o]¢% 79| simulation A (F 1ol Yt 1o residual demand €A
(el 1 Bt e 3¢ dubdoz <1 otk

(T2 4) 7<1, 70 o $30/214 AR

T

To{—

€y e

gzl tigk mark-up B84 (e,.)0] 0.1 BT 2 A$ 7>1 o]glout &
Adolx] Rath, Wl mark-up® 2R L 8 AAd o] 7H5E 1) S3ole
T §gASl gl (ag O9 gol UL = YT 27 (e, <0.1)
oM A FLHUTo] Uo FE0] 89 YULSHEE Y3E A8 (<
1, 7 <0) & 37 E5] $:20]4-2 HlAY Aoz Wa It (2F Dold <
1, 7°<0 1 A% QAo 7hs8 £2ola2A 7147](pg y) 7+ AR
AFe] SZol &2 7197] ( pg) Bk shevalA YehiA Sn] $8H S0 i)
Fzol gL HMgA o2 A (kinked) Ytk (2T HONH AL SAANA
o] $ZolaTAS Yehls] AL Ad8Ao] 7lsdt 420 42H L Vhehd
o). mark-up® 24 3 AAAHL FLAE 5] F2o] 8] YALZHE
& ZaAYH Bg WEOE A F£Eo0ge] BHRUYE TAATY F2o) gl

of
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BEAAGE glol7] A% FEUET FASRAY oS A2 vk o 2
3 F-gHF s FEol&e BHAGE AWl A% HHLAET 4L A&
#|2] (underhedge) 7+ BT}

Mark-up& 3¢ 5% Aoz AR £ FE0la9] v 9
e A1) 8 AEvize v Boh B39 v A olg2AES 7
putAuiglel HWasith putgAmide Z1EATFAMS o] F71FH FH
(speculating) ©] ole} WA B A 02 Z39 (kinked) FE|& & AP xZE 4
A8l7] Y& Ferez AlgEn)h o VAN dAsHo] AEst §49] HA3
AZAAR BlAE EHE A8 BAstn Atk Fdor ste M SABAYANG
ol mark-up&ol zero( 7= ¥=0) 2 A& $&ol&o] zero(0) o7 FEWE
o thal mark-up£S 2HY F gloke A Yehlle Z0lA] F&el&4] Wsirt
Atk A( %=O) & gulsA] etk dusid SRR FEole
(II= epg— C(@) & & g sl +2A1A53 BA £22AUF (pg) 0l
=&Eo] gl7] WEelch

I AR 243 244 23

o] AolME BHAAPAFANN $&710] FHEEFLA dal HH+-E (B
A& ARske 23S AAJTE FEol&S T wet B £
o] &2 MEAR S AXE] AT FHAAFTLE HEAIGIA dEM =2t put
LAY TAFE AT skal PubH o 2 mark-up&e] 2Ao] UL W FE0]
& BT g vlagHoloj FEolfe] BEFUALL g HEu =A%
oz A3 A HA Edlm vAPAQ o]l&2AEE 7F JFA4 (option) A 7F
gad) HEF 49 A, 23 (synthetic position and combinations) &2 T}
& o] A FHAXA|Ho] H53lEg A7l = FEMES put A=A oF
gk Alggity, AET FAAANA FAF (margin) o] A FEH&E X6}
Azfu8-& givkn g @t

e 7|7t E-go] MEHH £3719-L vl Add oA A HEEE
7 SR (exercise price) 22 FAtete] HEI} AR e} dH0lY (&4)
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< 7R 2o 880 BE2e SUSE7I9Y o1& FEZ2ANEH 19
e & AFE Av] A AET A% ddolgdM oS WE
ol

= e Qq—C( +(f~F+ (s— ) Z (1)
II= e’ He) +(f~aF+(s—v) Z %

(1) & 2% w2} #2710l FEANH AA (5 ¢) & 23T 9
FEol&ol A (1)'E @rdog gewsd dal $2(¢") 3 $27H4(p") ©]
B3 FE71H0] & () Bohs mark-upgS 2T o) $30lfoltt. C
€ AEEEA GEoln] FAME(C) & At BAjle] Hab a2
O 7Hg (C'>0, C'=0). &8 (e) & +E3AEES & 29T 271
o] AxFEEoltt. F Ze AEWEY putdArie AL Jehid
F>0, Z>00l%. Fan2 AdE0dY A% HdEvz EXH9 wdolmz
— F<0°7 put FAMAL —Z<0olth /9 s 42 HE$EH putA
premium®|th, AEWEd] BE2E & €9 FHE AB=E(f) A 7))
AEE nPABRE (o) 9 Aol (f— &) 2 Vehin] ngdEBEE(¢) o] HES
EHT Arhd (aoy) JEUER A8 o] (&4) & EA g putdiE W=
e A% &4 Zev|Y (s) 9 o] AT vl=H putyAo] At wf L
Aehs PYAREA L o7 YAZA (& exercise price) A T7]o] AEH vl &
B 2ol (v=(k—¢&)/)olth o AAY nHAETLo] PAIE R
SO (e<k) putdA WiYARs putdAe] Al E PAteld Pajo|Ye s
putSA =R £27]HS PAREA S A do) W v @ 8880 YA}
MR 2T (> k) putdA wlYRRe putdAel F2lE E718H purdA vl
A F2719e SRR Q¥ ¥4 ZEn|ge) o|YE A "ok oy
e<kold =1, e>kold [=( ot} pugArze w2E & £ ¢4
premiume] ¥ (s) 3 wi=¥ putdAe] FAME w B PAREE (0) 9 Aol
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(s—ov)olth 2 ¥ 99 tilde( ™) & 2 ¥F7} B3P (stochastic) AFehe
AL Jehin] §-8e 28320y g=e+ ¢ o|th e FLY o2 (FTW
ol e thE ¥fdl Y oln] WAE (white noise) °JTh

FE7)9L BHAT ol &S /R ABEEE Fuisdhet £27199 ddES
g von Neumann-Morgenstern E8859] 548 7IRda sia. &7
o] A ELIRE 2P eI gon NHASEE 2% (g 3 AErjEs}
putFAviE A% (F, Z)°lth

Max . rz Elu(ID] )
oq7lolA BEEEF(w) = olFl tal AAshs LA ESF 4 (strictly

concave) ©|B %' >0, u'<0°lgn 7FFT. FEVIHS AGELE st
' 9xzxa4e g 2.9

Elo (ID( &5+ 55—33—6)]=o 3)
Bl (I (f— $)1=0 @
Eu(ID(s— 0]=0 (5)

& HEAEL FEVIYY FUES BA] FE7H T FEoldd EEUNS
7Yt A £ 4L XA Ed F& EZAA A Sandmo (1971) ¢
Holthausen (1979) & A EA|Fo] Ex8lA] gerhd 2eiA & H¥e] ANE &
Aohd $£271L gl AT vl A FE) Bk A A (5E) AT A
EA1F o] EA)5t ME-Eo] EHENT (unbiased) SFCHE & ¥ PN =9
BAQ] Fgo] HFHAE we} o] YR & AUt AFEECE
(separation theory) & B3 Qlth & A7+ ol A7 Zo] AEAIR ] &4
st AEggo] BHElFstd EGAAAAZANME 9 E2] o] & (separation

8) EBHF7L £&ol 8ol ta] YA BEST (strictly concave, Ev '’ <0) H]&FSF
7} quasi convex { C =0, C’'=0)°l|" o|&IFti2}lE % 23 UL UEdc)
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theory) ©] @H 3 ke AL BAFL 9 o4 (expectation) #3 & YEE E
(-)9 BAE ol&sid E83ds 204 (3) 2 4 (6) F Zth

c =Bl IDMR)] _ _Elu (TN E(MR) + cov( MR, &)
Elw (ID] El+ (1))

_ cov( MR, u')
EGIR)+ = gt (1)

6

A71e1M Elw (IN]>0019, et cov( MR, w' (IN) <0 ol FEL3Y
3o 1212714 (6) o] WEE7] YsiME wRo] ¢ <E(MR) olojo} Fth HAS
e BN ( MR) & B&E8UA (o) wFo 2322 cov( MR, « (ID))
v covle u ()t zZoH % >0, cov(e, u (ID)OE ol &3t
C <E(MR)°] ARt F£&719< @AM S (C)ol dAaAsYd ( E(MB)
Bt 28 u dFEE-S Fussis C>00ln2 AR A geo]
Hd w By A FERMPT o] B FERDHY Hive 3A,
Sandmo (1971) & AFAMY FH&o] BFHY of AFE Hspr] Hal 2719
FE AN & 2o =HY EA, BSHAPNFNAN £E7190] FAAAA
A BT £E AN & AR ZA (p> MR=MC) +%°1&< Fuislsiy] o
wolth.
olg FH3lY] el WA & EFAAG0] FE (B o X AHE AEY)
Slal BeWso] BHHC T AP o] AL HEWEL AL ofZA
QL WXA Rt cov( MR, w (ID) = cov(e,u (1)) =0 °¥ 2 Az}
C =E(MR)°lth. C>0022 F2&7I4L 8o EZ4E v +2
(C (E(MR)) & #&o°| gdsiA ¢3S b9 $&(C = E(MR) B} 74
Ao 2A dAELS FUSE = Aok A, FEARY ELABYB/A} =

9) A7t B7Fs% A9 (background risk) o] S A& Muller (1997) 9 Broll - Wah! -
Zilcha (1999) 3%, Mullers inflation riskE Broll - Wahl - Zilcha (1999) & revenue risk&
vehi o gtk




o THERME, R oladE RE - RRKEE 73

Z (AW o PN ZATHE AWEY) A8 AR F&o] FHE vw}
of AWEL}, &A% FAZAPAlEH (p> MR=MC) FE01&E U
71 12 2744 (6) )M E(MR) = E(e3), cov( MR, u (11))= cov(e, w)<0 °
o C' CE(ep)olth. ol $£&7|9& dAu o] didrErAET ze | 2
olgg Zusleth ESAAYANAAN sl FEVMAERTG FHoH
(ep>MR)olH, C>0 & ol43hd £3719L E4ARAAZAAM & (WD)
2 SHAAAGNN Bt 42AA Eok F, C CE(MR)<E(ep)°lth.

o] e A FAAAAZAA Sgo] BT o £27]|YL YA £EE
22:AZ1tHE Sandmo (1971) o) 23te} fARIEE 8RR £ A+E Sandmo] 2
o} thaA] BSAARARNME Fgo] BHAY W FE7IY] F2WN &
AaAF oz dAEES ST ¢ Utke A& BAFT vk ESABAA
AA 2D 9 Zae FEHUTOE AT 72719 BEGLGT £EAEY
ESAARTA o Fo] BAYFTE FEWF i} £E71d0] FEAN & AL
NE ATE $£2799 £83FFs Aga s wet dan. $27199 94387
1] A% (a degree of absolute risk aversion) 7} F5E FAFYUT F&<] ¥

U7t 8% me $E2 34380 cov( MR, o (1D) (<0) 8] Ada717t 6% 2
A gk, 2 27 $LEFAN JFRAFY (E(MR)S A3 & AA R
FE AN & oS IA FaPnh

HAEAAZ] EAstan AEFEo] BHENTA (unbiasedness) 3t FEHFTOE
QA% JA71FAH £ (W) 9 Pae AR dESL] EUEBA 7PgA
3 9z g¥Nazze #Aslel A4S (e & ERWTe
Holthausen (1979) ¢] $}8£-2]0] & (separation theorem) Z} TUF AIAE A €
Th10 HEBA|Fo] EAjstn HEFgo] BHENT (unbiased) 31H f= E(e) = e°l
m 2] (6) oM gl Bl AAGD. 1 BF cov( MR, « (1) = 001

C = E(IR) =MR=f(p+q-9L)elth. o e HA4E AW S AP 5%
10) ol 1Y ¥elo) & (separation theorem) 2 A EE-Eo] BHENT (unbiased) stthe 7Pyl

7e F1 dch Lence(1995), Broll - Chow + Wong{2001), Lapan - Moschini -
Hanson (1991), Rao (2000) 3=
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71999 @4z} BAglel 2FEch Al 1(theorem 1) & EANZAAFNA
o] AT o £ HHFE (WD & YEplR T

A% 1 (theorem 1)

BAFYA A $H8o] B 78719 7F (4N & Hag 224 o
JE &L FUFect 22 HEFE0] FHEY (unbiased) SHFH (f=E(e)),
27199 Pz FET BAGol ELHZYAYANAE fFE]]E
(separation theorem) ©] &g}

V. A3 $49 F5824

BAARA oA §& BEAd sl $E719e SAFYAZAA el
A A4 2o} §H FE (A & AaAAN gEEE Fussta gl ol
3 £Z2 (A 9 TAE B BT FEAIFY BB A QI 2
T}, drloM e FE71Y0] FEWE v £2 (WY Eﬂt o mark-up&< %
Al AAHA S & v dAEES FUTe FH JEF S dAAAES
2M%) dAELS FUsTe 282 @) % (5) & ol&sha HAHdE3 put
gAY 3718 AFT ¢ ok WA AFAEHAE AR A8 putd)
=A%) gtk sk Z=0). dAdEEFNE 2124 (4) & /&FZ (expectation
operation) & °]&3akd oAl F& F glch ohgolA 32T A] (expected

overhedge) = E(3)p" " < F, 14342 (97) 81 (expected under (full) hedge) =
Ep'd>(=)F 8z Bk 1) Y& $eu5d i@ mark-upd ¥3E
Uele y= 7+ 7 ¢, 7 >0 °|th mark-up&9] 20| Brled SAAYAH
N ¥=0 olm y= ot}

11) ol2}g dlAd2Te)] (expected overhedge) & o334 (€44) 84l (expected under (full)
hedge) o W& Aels Muller(1997) & wsteh. 224yt Muller (1997) & revenue risk7h 8
£ Y3 A9E sHysln ik
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Eu (ID)E(f— e]l—cov(e,u (T e)=0 @

A7 El (ID]>0 o2& @) M (f—E(e)d B3 cov(e,
(T &) 237} Zolol AT}, =

(f—E(&) E[« (ID]1=cov(e, u' (I &)) )

cov(e, u (Il e)e ¥3& aELu'(ZT( )] o} Ealgy] AE[w (T )]
' de de
o] AAF =& (FE Dol Jeht glth

OE[w (IKeD] _ (5(%)p*e"— F) ELu" (IDle] ®)
de

+10°a" cov(y,w’ (IDle)

SHER iu_ai;lll =ep'qd" o (IN°1BZ cou( 7, o' (ID)9] RZe o 9
39 2ot F27I49 d3E&FA HAHPIHY HE(a degree of
absolute risk aversion) 7} A= F7Fk47} o214 (non-increasing) " > 00l

o, cou( 7, 2 (ID)00Ith 12 HANEIA ] Ak A7) 948 4 (N3 @) &
ol &3l oS 22 A 2(theorem 2) & F=¥ F 3Urh

32 2 (theorem 2)

HEggo] BHEIFu(f=E(e) HANHE7|He] FE(a degree of
absolute risk aversion) 7} S7Fg7F e el (W' > 0)) o2k, dAA+H
© 2 mark-up& EFo] 7Fset B FEEIFHYE X7 et HAFu A F
& o] 4B28)] (expected underhedge (E(Np"q"> F)) 7} HFs|xoJck 22

12) A P79 A% (degree of absolute risk aversion= ——((7%-) 9} G HETe BA
o] tiall Sandmo (1971) A=,
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U JEgSo] HelFol2lH (f+FE(e)), FYe ZaofA] HAsx] 7} vhEo] a4
48 X] (underhedge) ¥ H L7} gich

A2 2(theorem 2) & M EF-Eo] o dn|eiehegst 23 (f=E(e) YA 93
Az 23(uw" >0)elA £27I90] dAgA 2N mark-upg s AL
T AEE A A% MEMEALS 748 (underhedge) 3H= A o]
HHolgke AL BdFa gtk Sl wet mark-up$ 242 Fa A3
e ke BF 2719 ABuEA S F2AAY TR o 3 njxsls A
o] st d&A|] & (full hedge theory) & F&AANFo] HLHE o)
=EH & W FEolfol & AP el HFFA BAS Ve 3 e
Ahshs AEAIGe] Estn AEego] BHENGSIA $27]%0] MEuxA)
Fo 2 A (full hedge ( pg=F)) 3he Aol AR ks AL Yehdr), He
2(theorem 2) & SAAPAI AN HEu=Ato 2z kA A (full hedge) 3= A
o] HH#A|e SR 1€ (full hedge theory) I xpE€c) 13)

2 A7E AEA] EA8tn AE$Eo] EHENS (unbiased) 3} ElE shgd
T A g dFsAel shedt A MBoEALS BA8)R] (underhedge:
E(Dp'd" > F)7t 40leke A¢ BeZn vk ofrloq 223 ARle g
& x1°] & (full hedge theory) & A7} MEEHE9] H7]A (biasedness) o] Y& Ao
ohiz}t mark-up& 23& 53 4FAY 74 ke Holoh ol: 243

A7171 digelrt, AAHY L FEol&9] 8 A% =E3FEE Z2A)E dEe
an] olw) y<1olth W, LUF ¥ e AMe Yo Brkseiid 42
7199l A E=e} BAglel cou( 7, o' (ID) =00]™ 71&A T} o] MEFE
o] EWEFHA(f=E(e) A (ffull hedge(pg=F)) 7} H= 30|t}
et A2 2 F2ZANFES 2 48R (underhedge) 3R £718 AE
FAA (future positions) & BA3H k. B4 2 s & 9do] AmEz] ¢
= #7114 FEL A28A e 2719 wet 2FE 8285 e mark-up g2

13) 4320 & (full hedge theorem) o] thal Holthausen (1979) %



B THRE &b ol2de _E - REIA 77

ZAAE( 7)o we} g & ABEHAE F=E3)p ¢ + Fold %
28X (FCE)p g &b B714 HEBIAM(F) ez 7N 78 A%
(F)9o a7e 9 B43 527099 98435 (cou(¥, o (ID)9] A=)
o wal gtz

250 8l mark-up® 2L % AW 5@ A £20)4 o
RAES-S U] I8 H2 gAAATL 13 2424 (5) N 2E & ok
q7oA $2719e B BHANS ] Y& ME =AY putEATE
Ake 2% ALgEttn & F+0, Z#0). A3 (expectation operation) =
o]l 4 (5) € thed o] AT 4 Yk

(s— E(D))El« (ID]1=— cov (&, u (1 &) ©)

A7 GRBAANA (B WEANBLH o ARER. =
k=E(e)=e o|Y old put&ile] gAlolele p=(k—e)l=—¢cl o8 &L &
&9 ol dgzto] ofet & MFA (volatility E¥ dispersion) & YEFATE
Elw (ID1>0 o122 4 @) oM (s— E(G)RES con(Zw (K &) #57h
o7k olok ek con(Eu (M@ pae LN g gyam
et B

aE[u’;gY(g))] = (Dt ¢~ F+Z) E[w" (TD)le]
+p"q" cov(y, u (IDle)

(10)

Bgo] detale A% SCkolm I=10]ch W2 $-&o] HoE > koln]
=0 oItk $&o] Aashe AS(1=0), A purF VAN 224 (10) & A4
Qg 204 (@)% QNG Wb B ATE B8] sl SEolgo]
ZasHe 919 (downside risk) o i) HAOE BAS2 BeH(1=179). 4
(1o>oﬂx1‘9—”'5'£7141=ép‘q‘u"'(IDolaa, cool7,w (ID)e] B3E el
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Foo ugl A¥dch W dFEEEre AdAF7IUFE (@ degree of
absolute risk aversion) 7} Hol%® Z7}13H7} ol ek (non-increasing) 2’ >00)
B, o] AL cou(7, & (ID)>0 otk 4 (9) & (10) & o] &3t HA putgAis]
A AFE 3 F8] 3(theorem 3) & FET & Yt

A4 3 (theorem 3)

Fpremiumo] EHEGL(s=E(v) HAHE AN FEG  degree of
absolute risk aversion) 7} S7FgFoF ofatH (v >0)) HAHAFEHOoZ
mark-up& Zg°] 7Fs¥ F-f & JHE x5l HF HAEEY purSHY
A oFE o H2ER] (expected underhedge (E(P)p*q* > F— ZI)) 7} #&sz]o]
of. &\ $Hpremiumo] HIJEH (s+E(v)), Y RN HHHI}
vEZo] o] Y3 482] (underhedge) ¥ H 27} gITH

2] 3(theorem 3) oA 83 AME& A Ze|u|Yo] BHEVIE 1 (5= E(1))
TE7190] A& ke AE FEO1ES FEHUT AP vHER BAE
vehdich 2HE F&0l&e EF3AUAE FAE] sl vHEH o)lg 2SS 7}
2 putFARUAL( —2Z) o] Basir}, 3, AAgAe] s W FEUde
AEH FAA %S AMEsl] a3 2 AAUFTED 2A 482 (underhedge)
st Aol HHFAoth 14 oA FHE o8 FEIHAAN F2EHA
(underhedge) 7} FH A s ZEL S2HE wat AAgAo] HEy) ML
T S8R9 LS AT WEo|th 1D F, HAHAL $E0l4TM
9] 718718 AR FEolFET deAElY F&0|&9 & AP A
=S 22A7)7] g oltk( 7<1). T2 A3 & o] AWER Y =)
2 REE AR A7) whet A=Y g%l g mark-upe] AR =

14) A7 3(theory 3N AREHL s<ED)Y d (E(y) pa— F+2)<0, s>E)Y

W (E(7) pa—F+2)<0, otk

15) Sakong - Hayes - Hallam (1993) & 71Z9H59A3} P48 o] FAlo| ZAsta A2r¢]gol
1A 9184 g 204d o 7HE el g} o] &L v Holn o] AL MEFH {4 #
7 Ao djel] dgsta ok
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(%) 9 wel gk, ABuEs putgMMYsINE F—Zi=E( Y p'¢" + F?
ol HAisx) (F—ZICE(D ' ¢") & 718 SHIAM (F?) o2 TFREH 5

718 SR (F?) 9 271 7o 47 27199 AAAZHE(con( 7, (ID)
o] Adj=7]) o upe} ezl
2] 3(theorem 3) oA veh} 3lEo] putFAvig) ( —Z) & HAFLEe2ZA 4

golEA el M2 dAH BAE BolA €0 (F-ZIKE(Dp'¢). 99,
HAQAEHAE Vel FE 29 HAFHAAE Uehlle Fe 3& vashd o
237 2ok A 2& AERS] BHEHDSIH #Ha e =R 7} HHeA
£ AL BoFm glov, Bl 3& put $X7Hz 0] BHEIGEE HEviEe} %
Aufq]e] ZH|vjo]) A (combinations) ©] A& A7} HHolghe HE EAF1 ok
wpebA el 3 e 280 2 Hert an AESEe] EUEA A #ARle] £
A7 BHeElgA e 2 AP $E7Id0] $eHE A3 tisl 3¢
do 2N HAET FMo] BF AM-E 4 lE W o= £U2 o d3sterlel g
EAlE thg FollA olEH oz 28] AdFTT Mark-ups 23S 53 423
Ao] BrPss I $23A4L SAA AN 7= y=00|tk. F&A|Fo| SHA
A A$ 7|EAT¢} Zo] AETAIGeR X (full hedge (pe=F)) 7t
7Fs3tn A2 putdA (Z=0) o] HA & xdee] drt. F] 3(theorem 3) °lA
#2749 d3EEE Fd)e AEHNE=SY purs vl A AZS &E
W) s FE714T ¥ P57 KA RY of FEol&o] & AP wA
A BAE A =Y o] AL MEWES) call A=A Fo] HA F|A|H o]
2h= Kanas (1996) 3 Ware + Winter (1998) &} o] &2 " ee]r],

HAE (FH)AAZ t2A &3 w2 FEoled A2HAd
(downside risk) & €HA3HA R3] A E (28 SHollxe} Zo] F2HFHY
2 AEIANAA FE5F wet JE =S putsAeid Aol asith (¥
SpollA gk HAL F-gHEd sl AAsAo] 7HsE o FE)&THE veR]
o F& A4 F2HF i £l dEHES A A4 HEv=H
put A #A Y o] &F2AFo|th (TF 5elA FEo] A FFE(e() oA 3}
ghabd FA BgolA IR F£E1R (1)) UF MBS vizdth (7)) AN
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ofo] MBujes} tjEo] F7MHo2 ¢ (e<se, WM A (e() Q] puts
HE (ry—my) FEDE dYsln, ee<eq0A A7 (e)) 2 putEA
o) (m— 7wy APNY, exeseAN AT (ep)d  putFAE
(my—my) AlFS wigetd Hup Fgs HAFHA FEolEFAY
(downside risk) & &A1& F Utk A7 7= 8ol ¢;d o FrHE FE0]
&) Zrlolth, FAH R BgWFel we BT FEolEe EFEEH ol E
#R)87] 93 put SAUY TR L AA Ao 2N mark-upEe] 2EHE
(7977 el me} th2A Jepdth

geokl, AEggo] BHEIGS T mark-upgo] FEWE] ZhHolHE o
Qg QAMEZA (' >0) A HAEEAFe 28R (underhedge) 7+ HZH
#lolt}, A e ZANA mark-up&o] FEWt| EPH ol HEvE
Aleke 48R (fullhedge) 7} HZolth, ¥, SApremiume] EHEFFSIL
mark-up&°] FEHEY] Folghd YA AFAsxA (o' >0) M AdEv)
=9 putFANYE EF #3 SAAALE H43A (underhedge) 74 H ARk
mark-up&°] &Mzl EYF oA MEv|=A ] SHSA (full hedge) 9 A2
0) putAuiiAIe] HHolt), orlelr Fag AM L 7|EAT9 22 &9
A 0] & (full hedge theory) & A7} AEE-&2] H7]A (biasedness) ol & Aol o}
Yat 2240 BGAAARA G mark-upe 232 B3 AAdAY e o
Fol A3t

o] e HEF g4 A M| FE AAAA AL #2790 A%
=48e /T YoM FLHFES FE/HEETHE mark-upge] £HS B3
F4T 4 Ao BT £3589 @FEES AW A8 AT Ea
7} glom FasA ke Aol FHolgte AL BAFch dfsbd Sesel o
2+ mark-upg9 AL AAFH 2N FFIAFEE tAE}7] W ot

V. AT 2 AET 349 A5AA

FolA =oE BAlE AT G FEolES EHUE A
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AEH FA A BF 7158 9 olz 9] ¢ AsHerke Aol Sakon
g - Hayes - Hallam (1993) & wZAlelolA 714983 A8 e] Al &t
B AEANAANN ABRT §A0] 719 EZAT ol & HAEe FEoE US
Zo] AMgH1 Utke AE HoF3 Slth  Batterman - Braulke - Broll -
Schimmelpfennig (2000) & SAAPAIZANA £&7]¢0] AEH} FAHA ] %
g AFske Ao U o)&F ZAE AT Utk d7AM e olE A7
ge] BehAB A $£EA1goA mark-upEe] 23] 7l W &8 EHAEE A
Wal7] 9% dAgTezs A A A3UEE o|8FeE 4Pt

(a7l 5y ¥<1, 7(0Y uf MBHES} put@Moie] &F

Ty

oA MET SHE et Agsle] BSAAAA G $eW Tl tis) 2
7199 JAELS IUAIE AFHNALE 7 + At ol AET
g49] ARAAS 217 Agdl] A& & Y $271Y9) o E S-S M2 v
B NEF $Ho] MIE AR 4 Qe 22S 78 & A $20199] G948
82 2sey] 9% AsAE HBNEY putgAHdols BF ojdwias)
Aotk & ENp'¢’2F, B E(Np'q"2F—2Zl otk d7)6lx ABnx
o} putAMY dAE A2t Holoi ABWEsl putArlel HuiA g
F=—2= E(Dp¢"olth. $£271%0] d3a8e FusiA7)7] g8 AEns
3 putFAeiYS HoAF 92 BLshA AL R 2l WA putdAEY
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A S AHEEA] a Hul HEAESR (F=E(7)p"¢") & A8l 92 4 9
£ 271949 Hool&( T) & ted 2},

= e’¢" + (/= &F

= fE(Np'q" +(f— E(e?)p'd" + ep*q"(7— E())

A1) 9 A F((f— DECEY)P'¢") & BT we 2710 B9A
AANZAN mark-up&E 2P T o) FASE $30189) B AP =o] B
slolth. AA F(p'¢"(y— EP) 2 d443k4 28 mark-upg ¥EE Uehyy
mark-up& ( 7) ©] &&d S@Aolzbd AZ(0) otk 2 (11) M mark-upgol
$gol  EPHNA(Y =0), (f~D&¥p'd"=0, 1°¢"(3—EN=0 oIn
M= fENp'q" oItk 2 Wyoe ABME A A4 ¥n Hof put
SANYAR (- Z=E(Dp'¢)E B AL & Y $£27199 Hujole
(IT,) & tew 2o,

I=c¢'q¢" +(s—v)Z
=—(s—REMWD'¢" +(—(s— Rk — QE(eY)p'q" (12)

+ ep*a’(y—EY)

129 4 F((— (s— k) — OE(ey)p’q" )& B&Z na 27190
EAABAANGNN mark-up&S ZHE o) 52089 AT Wsloln),
A1 NM  mark-upge] Lo EPHlFH(Y =0, (—(s—hH—2
E(e?)p°a"=0 p'¢"(7—E» =0 o9 A purgAniy A& ALgslo] o
£ F e FE2HY Fuolde I,= —(s—RHE(Mp'q" °lth. MEnxzs}
put&AvIY€ 47 AHsled JEAE Re o) 2L F Y A 5ol
9l A7]g wima] 948 A D AN (12 < wiE Ho) HEn M2 A
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F2ol&e 78 F Uk

I— L= (f+s—BEMY ¢" + (f+s—RHE(eY)p'd
=(f+s—RENp'¢ (13)

=[(f— )+ (s—(k— NI EMp'q"

2] (13) o} ol AR EE AHEsPA AUE AF5Eole Zre AERE
7 47149 EHEPZA (unbiasedness) 3 =l B# Ut

E(T) — E(L) = [ (f— E() + (s— EG)] E(Dp'd” (14)

QAEggo] BHEZHI(f=E(e), *471F0] o3YAfeldEnt ActA
(s> E()) A ddsEolde A=) 2ok 2u A& A7t sAsdA T A
9tk &, S8gd% 9 b8 AEn=dARTE 42 F 3E £V
dgEZol&o] putFArlY siX e ool &Rt At W= dEREo] BHE
Faht f47H40] dldgateld vt AAY BohE (s<E(v) A )l dsEe]
& AZ(0) Br} FobM putgA mideAzt ez ARG Msdny E3
A7 0] BHENFY (s=E(2)) AESE] BgR kA (S E(9)),
ddFEol gL AZ(0) Btk AN AEM=IA7L putdA PiYsAETt AsE
o a2t 2 20N MBS0 dRert At (K E(e), A3FE
ol %<& A2 (0) ok Fobr FAmYEA/F B ARG MFdTh. HEde
7§71 25 BUelgsiohd (unbiased) AEWNEF putdAniY A 2F F
A JFEolES A LER F §A| o] Fapdsit.

VI 8o} AE

E A7 £27%0] BEAAYN NN STl whet mark-upEE 23
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st AAHA S ste A AFFA ] £ET FFo|&F Y viXe AAE B
stk 53], & d7e 71EATY g2 BEEAANANALNA ggo] BEAE
4 £2719L FEAY E ZaNFeEN dAEES FuEEln ddE Ae
HojFEd o7]dA HAFE (B 9] e B8 B #2340 B
AR BA w &l FAch AT 71E A9} o] AEAFo] EAstn HME
o] EUE (unbiased) 3IHE BAB AN 279 & A7 Y
st BAGI] EEo] G wo Zo] 2 (W LAY} F, B AFE
BHAAANGIMNE BRG]  BHElFSE ¥ o] & (separation
theorem) ©] JHH 3 lthe AL HAETh mark-up& 23S 53 A
TE7I99] ol&E FEW T dig] vHPH oz WA HEF FHE B3
A9 oS FEATA Er). e dE) 27199 dAELS =
37l A dED §4 A ASE o3 2o} AN, MEFgo] BHeld
(unbiased) 3tti 2t AF#H YL Ase] W8S Zar7In YA JP3
224(u" >0 A HErjze] #238A] (underhedge) 7} H A7} Frt. EA,
AR L el Fol da] FEolaS BP0 2 WMIAT|BE 2ol B
FHGL g HEMEE 48] A A Bale B3 A (putsael
WD E = It AEW=H putFAY S BAlG AHSshe A-%ole AAsA
< A8 49 F83A oS AN 9T 2H6 MBS put
A S &8 AlokS LR s o] AHolels AL HoFn Ytk
AR o] Ve BF AEFEo| BHENDS L (f= E(e), 47H0] ¢4
gatoldHe} A (s> E(v) ABuI=EA 7} puteA sjds|x| B} Az,
g, $2UF A% daf] HEvzEA 2R & = e £271Y9 ddsE
ol&°] putsA ARG Aol FRT A}, AT HEHEI A BF
EHUEZEHA (unbiased) BT §A81A] ZF Y3 dd5Eo)s-E 7HHen
2 F 87 o] Fapdaitt. mark-up g 2H & B AFs A £E3} £50
o vAle BEF g FEFQ0 ZIE (convexity) & B2 Aol mel gl
. 289 @8] dF simulation 23 dwtA o g A A 0] $Fo| &
o & AY=2HEE WY et F83AY Uiy FaezA AR 49
9] oAde A4 FERTY e $E018L vdEA s WAy

o
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Jthe AL & & AUtk 71EdTs) g2A fAER o] & (full hedge theorem) <]
A7t MEE-E2] HI)A (biasedness) o] A& Ao olYg} mark-up& ZHE §
g A 7FededA 710d.
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(F51)

= (E(9)pa—F El« (IDle]

AE[« (TK )]
de =5
+ pg cov(y, w (IDle)

OE[ v (
0

577(@”] = Bl (I(3pq— Flle]

= (E(9pa—F El« ' (IDlel+pq cov(y, u” (IDle)

(22 2) residual demand EHM( ) £&

HAEAR] S £E7190] 53 FEARNA ™t e FE24E o
g ARTFE gEtn 3 FEARAM U F27I9F AABA e e
7199] &E dg F2E gkt sk

=D, ", 0%, . ......, ", 7Z) (A1)
p¥=D*¢* p', 1. 2) (A2)

p'e pre FEARNN B B3 EAE W £27193 AAY (k) 9
AE7VF40le D'gt DPe U £E271959 371G (k) 9 & 5284 (inverse
demand) °|t}. Z& FEA1EY &5¥Folth /HHNEA-FF2 REA 1A
Z2} (price follower) Q1 AAZIFREL 7MHEAEA} (price leader) 91 ZFUFZ714 9]
g Fo17 Ao Asn FEHEE AR webd AAVIFY e
APVEENA (pF) 3 HHAEAQD 2 £27199) 7 (p), dAH ge 4
£9 714 (), a8z £5(2)9 ol 7HAAERR] 2y £2719e 7}
AFFAR AA7IHE0] 27199 7HHE FoAX AR A7stn HAsHE %
HAARNEE ARt vk Al S <tk o] A AR 7HE e 201
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7149 ol AAAEAR FUFE7Idel AR e FiE 437199
71dl BAROl A7|5FE7HE T 259 g4 Brk. AR SUFE7IHY o
FI3dszA4 L o3 2.

Af}ax r=épqg ¢ (A3)

7' e FUFE7IQY ol&T JaFoln po Je £ENLES BA
271245 £27199 AFFREA A goltt. 4 (A]) I (A3) & o] 83l =
W F27199) ol&I3Ee A% =i L oen 2o

_L i __ i aD’ aDk
p= - MC —¢Dj¢ ; ¢—1+§1 37 (A9

MC= 20527199 GAA ] Lo|n it dFslttn 71g%ct. DY
£ £27199 714 (inverse 488%) & $8%(¢) 22 13} 7|E§ glolth, 7]
A 0 FWSEE7|H9F £33 bE ARV %A A E JYeRH
NARNEA}-FEA ] AAVAE Jehdoh nB7IA R $E3A134 S 71954
AABA e GE NFEY ol &I} 2L o gt

p*=Lr mc* - ¢*Df (85)

e'e FEAE B3 & 9T A7 (k) T3] &oln] A7 A
go $e3 sauge] geolnt F MCH=MC'(', w'). FEAFAM 7
AaA dE e 719 (k) 9 ol&FdiszdAM AN EA-FFA 7147
ABAE Yehle geriEill o=1olth. FEARAA ZRBAA dEe 714
(k)9 ol=Tial 4 (A5) A 7HANEAL 7 (p) & FoiAl Aoz 3 3
ANA (k)Y AR7HAREE 7 F St
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p* = pr(et, wt, Z, (&) (A6)

A (A6) & FUFE7149 7H T & () o) FARUT HPE o 5%
7195} AABAN e 719 (k) 2 (nverse) HZA7FARE (p*h) golt). Fof
A FUEE B ()M 27199 B89 £ B33 L (Nl B
Aoz stgstd Jigol dsste AR fABH AAZIY (k) 9 B84
22 olojx A7 7ML st "ok webd BAVIG (4) o vleden
o 1 7149 7 (0™ 3 A (D) 9 BA Aok BEARAAE AYAtst
€ 7HANEA-FFRARP AN 71 A=A} (price leader) 1 FU $&7]Y0] A
FaTHe 48 A1 £258(¢) AN A7A (k) 9 FA74Aue-2 a4
& AA FE580]9 residual demandolt}h. (Al ol AA7IAY 7HAukeA
(A6) & U o3 2ol F (inverse) residual demand® 7& 4= gich

PO (), 2)=D7 (¢, &k, wh, Z:d), YE=1,2,,,n (A

A71elH D& 27199 o (inverse) residual demando]® 92 2598
243 34 7199 7HAkEEE ol met Mt 27199 AlFEE4gol A
A7 e v8-3 &2l net %A WslE =g AvEr] A8 B (+) 9
3 & 712 (inverse) residual demand®] ©&43-S Ay ¥},

J= ompD” _ _ oD . 4D alnpf’*]
dlng’ dlng dlnp** olng

(A8)

v’& (inverse) residual demand®] 7}@EAeln] FUS4Er|ge] g (9) 4
2572984 (dIn D/ dlng'=7) B INFETF U§ 247149 717w
gEMoz TRED,
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Exchange Rate Uncertainty, Export and
Mark-Up as Real Options

Hee-Ho Kim*

Abstract

This study examines the effects of mark-up adjustment as real hedging on
the production and export for the export companies in the incomplete export
markets. Likely in the literature, this paper shows that the separation theorem
would hold even in the incomplete export market with the unbiased future
rate. Mark-up adjustment as real hedging reduces the necessities of the full
hedge of financial hedging instruments under a risk aversion condition and
makes the underhedge of future and options optimal as a result. Real hedging
also causes the export profit to be non-linear in the exchange risk and requires
the option use to hedge against the non-linear export profit even when the
future rate is unbiased. A simulation on mark-up adjustment as real hedging
strongly supports for our theoretical results.

Key Words: exchange uncertainty, mark-up adjustment, real options
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