2002



2002 9



1T



BS

PM

BS

PM

BS









BS

BS

BS

BS



PM

PM



€))
)

€))
)
3
C))

€9
)
®3) ?
4)

€9)

&)

©))
©)
®
©)

€

N R e

w

o o w

W1l
A1
T |
.12

.12

13
... 14
14
.14
....14
... 14
... 14
...16

... 20

... 20



)

)

(€))
C))
D
2)
)
)
)
&)
3)
®
®
®
®
®
®
€y

2
@

&)

)

221

.22

...23

.24
A
.24

25

.25

....25
...25

27

...30

...30

...30

.31

.31
32
...33

...36

eenn. 36
... 36

...36

... 37

.. 38



€
()
€))

)
)

)
(2)
®3)
€y

(2)
3)

4)
%)

€))
)

€))

)

®
®
®

@
€Y

CEA

39
NG 1°)
NG 1°)
o.....40
.....40

... 40

42

.44
e 44
e 44
... 45
Y2 £
California Earthquake Authority, CEA

.. 47

.. 50

... 90
.. 58

61

.62
.. 62

... 63

.....04
....64
.....64
...66

68

el 11
A
v (1
7l
7l
12



€Y)
€Y

(2
&)
)
&)

)
()
)

)
&)
)
)

)
()
)

&)
&)
)

€9)
O—

&)
@—
@—
@—
@—
@—
@—

@—
€))

(BS)

.12

ceeen 13
. 13
o 13
.14

g
e
e
.. 15

.. 15

.76

07
o
N
... 81

81

... 82

...82

83

...83

... 84

......86
.. 86

..... 86
.. 87
... 87
... 88
.. 88
... 90
.. 90

.92

92

.. 94



“4)

€9)
€Y
@
@
@
€Y
@

@

@

2
)

)

&)
&)

)

2
)
&)
@
)

®3)
4)
®)

() () 3 2

e 94
enn95
v 97
.97
97
.97

...99

...100

100

...101

... 101
.. 102

.. 102

.....103
.. 104

105

.. 106

..... 106
.. 106
....106
....107
...108

.. 110

112

e 112
.. 112



®
®

®

®)
(6)

(©)

(©)

©)

(©)
Q)

Q)

)

Q)
€))

€y

€Y)

@

€Y)
&)

)

&)

)

&)
€))

®

®

®

(€9)
2

)

&)
3

®

€9

)

@

. 112

... 113
....114
.. 114

.. 116

... 116
... 116
... 116
.. 116

117
e 117
o 117
... 119
.. 120

.. 121

. 121

. 121

.1121
.. 122
.. 123

...123

.. 123

....123
.. 124
.. 124

.. 126

... 126
...126

.. 126

127

sl 127
.. 127
s 127
... 128
... 129
.. 129



®
C))
©))
4
4)
©))
€))
(6)
©)
(©)
Q)
)
)
€))

.....129
... 130
.. 131
.. 131
... 132
... 132
...133
... 133
... 133
... 134
... 135
... 135
.. 135

136

137

... 139

... 140

... 142

... 147






(1)

F. Knight

Frank Knight
Richard Zeckhauser

risk

uncertainty

R. Zeckhauser

risk

uncertainty

(ignorance)

Knight

1 Cutler Zeckhauser (1999)




()

1)
3
random variable
X
- (mean) u = E[x]
(x)
m= E[x] =& xf (x) = oxf (x)dx
variance
o var[xX]=E[(X-E[x])?]
var[x] = E[(x- E[X])?] = E[x*]- (E[X])?
standard deviation (112) o

S :Jvar[x]

(2002) pp 20-23

3 (2000) p16-17



2NN -1 BN nnN 1 BN 2NN

1



(@)




1992 p22-23
(2002)pp171-172



3)

(4)










66
Structure(AS/NZS4360-1995)
Decision-Makers(CAN/CSA-Q850-97)

JIS Q2001:2001

20

Risk Management within the Corporate
Risk Management Guideline for
JIS



10




1)

()

pp94-95

11

(2001),



3)

(4)

BS

BS

BS

12






F. Knight

1 National Research Council “Improving risk communication. (1989) p21 1999 pl9

13



1)

()

3)
®3)

3)

(2000)

14



3)

A>B B>C
A>C
A>B B>C
P 0O<P<1 B
P A 1-P C
=]
A B C
A P C 1-P B P C 1-P
A>B
A B
A A

3 (1973) p54-62

15



3)

3)
3)
4
3)
the certainty effect
risk
averse risk
seeking
the isolation effect

4 Tversky Kahneman(1979), p263-291; Tversky Kahneman(1981) p453-458; (2000);

(2001), P21-26

16



Economist’ s Mathematical Manual (3".

17

u' u"
O
= u'(y) (>0),
u'(y) u(y)
e =YW
= YR, =-y—==(>0)
IR YY)
R,: Absolute- Risk - Aversion
Ry : Relative- Risk - Aversion
u(y): Utility - Function
y: Income- or - Comsumption u (y)>0, u’(y)<0
L Arrow-Pratt

Elu(y +z+p)] = E[u(y)]

n 2 2
p » - u—(y)s_ = RAS_(> 0)

u'(y) 2 2
p: Risk - Premium
Z. mean- zero- risky- prospect
s?= val Z]
E[X]

Ed.) Chapter28 169,
Knut Syds?ter, Arne Str?m, Peter Breck, Springer 1999




framing effect

3)

value function

decision weight

value function

value
loss gain
f Uﬂf2>0, Uﬂf2<0
Ty Ty

Sydsater Storm Berck(2000), p83 13.31

18




decision weight
1.0
0.5
0.5 1.0
stated probability
Kahneman Tversky(1979), p283
(frame)
prospect
2
S
S 5
5 Tversky Kahneman(1992)
4 (P306)

19



(1)—

l1 L1 L. I, 0
C
- U
7\
- Ui

20




A
U1
L
| 0.5 I,
1
0.5 )
Uz
05*1;+0.5*1,=L,
0.5*v(l1)+0.5*v(l2)= u>
L.
Uz
U2
(1)— uz
L1
L»
U2
L: - Lo»
1 -
L1

21



()

\
us J\ J
F \Y
E
Usg
01
1
(o3 G2
1
02
" 0.5
01
0.5

(0.5 *g1 0.5%g2= 1)

Us

Us

G — G2

G2

22

Us




®3)

G

g2
G:

G — G

Us

G — G

G:

G, — G2

23



(4) —
()
7
81
3
dreadful
unknown

7 Slovic(1987)
8 Kleinhesselink Rosa(1991)

9 1992 pp-49-56

24



—~
~— ~—

53 1978

()

10

()

11

12

10

1978
11
12

2002

(1999)

(1979)

25

1984

30

30



1100

960

58 11 21

12

1300

1173

56 12 11

12 20

1250

1115

55 9 25

10

1250

1137

55 2 22

1650

1482

54 2 21




()—

30

50

30

13

27

13

30

(2001)

100 300



30
M 1999 1 36.7%
M8.1 85 BPT 2001 1 50%
M8.4 85 BPT 2001 1 40%
7.5 2000 11 90

13 6 1

T1, T2, ...
Renewal Process
Brownian Passage Time)

stochastic process




30

1995 18
0.4% 20
M7.3) 8 | 80% | 30
1858 0| 19
0% 90%
(M7.0 M7.1) 10% 33
1847 0%| 08
0% 90%
(M7.4) 20% 25
()
p28
1995 1858
2001
( 30
0.25 21.01%
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05 0.22% 0.20% 8%
0 1 [ -

13 6

29




()

14

()—

20

16

()—

15

17

14 1999

15 (1992
16 Slovic (1987), pp280-285

17 Tversky Kahneman (1981), pp453-458

30

)

p109



technical disaster

normalcy bias

( (1)
()—
18
()—
18 1992 plilo
19 (1999)p96 Sorensen Dombrowsky(1988)

31

pre-emergency

19



()—

1)

(2)

3)

tone

sufficient
53 1

32

10



()—

201985 1

1920
6.6
20

20 (1985) p27-35

33



1985 1

25

11

17

19

19

20

10

10

50

10

11 10

1920

10




1985 1

200

0.4%

1985 4 20

2

(

)

70
10

53
32
10

10
50

85

40

35
30

75
25

21
13
16

80
20

20
40
40

42
37

65

40
60




(1)

9 11
CIA FBI
2
21 19 (1998
)
22
Enron

(2)
(2)— —

21 The Culture in the Workplace Questionnaire™ (Dr. Geert Hofstede )
www.itapintl.com/I TAPCWQuesttionnaire.htm
22 (2001), p23

36



1978

(2)—

53

23

(2001) pp40-41

37

23

Brand Australia



(2)— —

24

2 (1999)p96 Covello Slovic von Winterfeld(1988)

38






(1)

()

G. L. Head 1976

(2002)pp50-56 (1998) pp106-112

39



(2)

(1)

40
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