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Daniel Ellsberg on Ambiguity
and Decision Making:
With Special Reference
to J.M. Keynes and F.H. Knight

LT SN

This paper aims to focus on the life and work of Daniel Ellsberg,
with an intensive discussion on its relation to J.M. Keynes and F.H.
Knight, the two great pioneers of the economics of uncertainty. Ellsberg
seems to be a man in paradox. When he was young, he was an outstanding
researcher at Harvard University and the RAND Corporation: at the
December Meting of the Econometric Society in 1960, he presented his
remarkable paper in which he successfully demonstrated what we may
now call “Ellsberg’s paradox” against the traditional expected theory a
la Daniel Bernoulli and von Neumann. Although it was published with
the title “Risk, ambiguity and decision” in the November issue of the
Quarterly Journal of Economics, it was not paid due attention for a
long time. It was partly because he was so preoccupied in the 1960s
and onward by letting the general public know the Pentagon papers
that he could virtually have no time left to engage in purely academic
activities. In the 21st century, however, the times have changed in
favor of Ellsberg: we can see the dramatic return of interest in decision
making under ambiguity. It is high time for us to hope for the coming
of the second Ellsberg.
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1 INXN—=T — URFIIEFADZHEME L EE

KHWXDOHWIE, FAF =T« T RN— 2 & 2B L ZERED
HERZE ZECBRT 2 L Ebic, ZADBEA—IM. 74 v X & F.H. F4
F— L OBHRICO W THREECRNZMA S 2 L TH 5,

#'=x)b » L)V AN—7" (Daniel Ellsberg, 1931~ ) 1. itk & BB
DMz Hefii ¢ 5 THROMER, X5, 20 OB FEORE Iy Y
ANDFELTHEEFNLD, RIREDBEL VAT 4 TVICERETHE W) R
B LORIER 2L Tw5, IR THEFEONT, 7 a4 ol
BOTTHS., P23 CI R OEFL L UmEo Tl L < g, 173
Z 0%, thaklE LA ateH oM T KGO E e L, 21 i E 3
b TLRESCHAER) 2R L TC03EME LTI N T3,

ZOREELIDLFHULCEZ L, BIFHEDH L 193144 H 7 HIZ T 2
VA AV AMDOTATAEFEL, 7 b4 b~DBEAHED 1951 FIC4M
N=N— PR A BLE L 7205, ZDEBICA FVROEE T V7)) v
PRFEFVITA - ALy IO R LTw 5, 1954 5 D 10 EHENE,
7R AUFEBRIC AR LB, Blc—N— R R, 5 PR, E512iF
TAVAEBEICEHHETE L) TEb)Go#ELL ) ThHb,

IOVAN— 7% 1962 4RIT, BN — N — PR ED & T Tl Ly (PhD
in Economics) DY #ERFL T35, AR XDY A bvid TY R B
Btk L OEEPRE,) (Risk, Ambiguity and Decision) & > #0172 H D
ote, FiE, 2D 240D 1960 4 12 H, ¥ M A RSTHEED % 7 2
) A EFEFEFFE (Econometric Society) 235 I 117223, Z D& THIZ
B TZNAN=T - %5 Fy 7 A, EMENZEIANPFRRR 2 FEL L To
%3, FWIh, ZOWOFIITED 1961 4F 11 A, —REMHGE "7 4 —%
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V= Pyr—F) %722/ 37 A, (Quarterly Journal of Economics)
DFT, Y RD Y L TRREEME T O EPE) (Decision under Uncertainty)

D—REREXE LTI E N, &£ 2508, Al ik, AP vRY 7L
ZOHORZIUZEFEHI T, Bilicblo TREHIN S L WHIBEZHICHS
Tw3,

DX IIT, 1960 FEH 5 61+ 62 4 NEFRD 3 ER], T AN—T D]
HERIZSRICHE 2D D03D 5, 7208, BKDT XY Atz 5Wid 25 "X T
T LG L ZOBBIED T OIC, HEHAP VDLW SE TRy 5 2w CEEF
(Pentagon Papers Scandal) IZKE B EAEN, HHGOWREREITIZL

CEHORMCEFEToNTLE- Y

S oIS THAS L, T007 XM LW HHRET 7 3 VWi
Hb, ZORILELYEME 007 DL FFTINV A= 713 1990 4 BAES H
ICE 2 ET, WORFEREFREZEHLE T03077, HOFKRLL T2/ —
D7 By 7 A GERIZEWT THEIER) S, AHEFENE: & BRI O R5
ORI E O TRFFEDOTLT — 2 D=2k >Tw 5,

TEGIFEL, SNEZEMIEE L) (Life is short, but art is long) & b5
9. 1962 FEICFRH S e L AN— 7 D2EARCUE, A E1EIF 40 FHD
2001 ‘i — 2 (A 281 _—2) ¢ LTaflanzochs, fLH
g, WIENS & 10 40D 1972 AL 2 1 F = A8 — KRR L
T2h3, ZD 40 FFERIZE A0, 50 FFRICEBWTHHAEE LTI s HE
LIZETHENTH 29, Hobi, T 23— 7 0fimENs TEICHERE |
LHRDOWMFRRESI 22 A BVDITITH 5,

ST, KL OMEEIBRD L RDKH)TH B, ROWE2ffiTid, VA
ERAII NI ERICB I 5 TAMEEME) OBKEER TS, T, 71X

1) S 6iR DR THAIUE, FHH HKME AR EZ %> 72 1960 FERUEAR Y B Ok
Ry Thotz, DO F LAEERRBIBLL TR0 KEFEORHIC, %< D M&n s
B 3o Teyv—) LLL, &5 & FEORIBICHIRICETT 2 & vy MRRL &,
ko T, TOX) REL2 LOIREROTT, TRy ¥y - 2F v 9L, » Tyt —
F—FA b AF P U IN) BHROTHAEL, FITEHEOT X A IFHY Fr—F =2y
VMR CRHTE T 2 &L W) BEHENIRE L L E-> D TH B,
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DFFFE FA L OFESOHPICEBIL, F720cB k> TR 2i#mT %
RIZ, FA L OPHERMEM RIS 2% 70— D8 Mz A5 L &bl
AT A+ UM 7 FTIRILT 2 REmIC OV TE R T %, E3HiTIE, YA
7 E ORI L SWIDIC R D TR OBERICOWT, RIS 5
TELHAZRAAR S, 20O, FTOHIA VALK T aDHE
ORIEZELY EVF, Z 0B TRIEFLE Lo T=6a08E; OREIC W
WKHHT %2, 2k ) TERMTORERE) o TIckw T, —filko /<
TRy VADBFRET LI EEZRT, I5I1E, 20587 Ky 7 ABHED o
WA B Ntk BRIFPSEDOH T, Z oD HEPIEFHICENTH 2 2 L 2Hm L
2, 20—t HFT A Y RADFERIC K 2 TR (interval-valued
probability, interval probability) ZJGH T % &\ ) BMiIARL HETH %,
b9 —Dld, va sy E v ENESEEE T 2 L v EEICECAN
BITRTH D, BEHEIE, BEBEFETHLHOD, I TIE THIZ 2R
FooEwI, s DEFINCHE VWAL TR TH B, REDE 4 fiilc
BLTIE, PFEROMELE L BRI FEIC W TRz wER S,

2 YRV ERRASNEEKRTO "FRERME) ITOWT
21 TAVXEFAIMNEDER%ZEZD

74~ X (Keynes, 1883-1946) & 74 I (Knight, 1885-1972) & i3, %
FRFFUATH 2, Lapb, 1921 E &9 TERO4E, 1o, ZAIZFRHIZE
BT —2DPMiEEZ AL T 5, Thbb, 74 v A0 TERE (A
Treatise on Probability) &\ &REi0, HEE 2 BERE AR IR D KL 72
—JT, A ME Y RY | PEREB KO Lwifo, ZinE - HE
REFHER S RE L2, wInd THEEEE, L v RTIRERRTH B2 T
o o0EYOMITIE, RS OE ) PHYICR R > TWwD, FHE 7
YRADERIE 1 EOGIOD L RBEORBEOLREICESL T, —H—FHHR
FFNCEEE LiF sl TE—ROBRE) THEH. FeET A FoMiyL o
Wi B 0O\ E VW) BERTO NEREIEROHFELE, Thsb, ZHIUC
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LT, 4 FORDLEIZ FA VFENICTY TV LT0 5 I K AD
54, BEOHRL WEVDL L) FIRTD ThBREKRDOERE, 2DTH
5, ORI ADKE TERG 3B LA THIERTIUE, 74 v ADH
AR CHERNAE 1 EDO LI THY, 74 PORIZY 757 L AT,
BDBLOLZWE 2E8DLITHS, (FTENS, HIBEDRY AL, H
1&LE 250D LI THB,) LTFhIcE k., i THERLE, L5
bNsEYICHLTE, 3 REEZ Py U EFA LT, S BHEIcH
LT BERH 2759,

2.2 FA bOFEREICHTZEF7O—DLERMIIZEH

JK. 78— (Arrow) 359 FTb AL, 2D P.A. ¥ 3 21l ~ (Samuel-
son) & & BITHRRFFEDERE R Z LA —NR—2F—TH%, 7a—I3,
HEHNITE 2L TH D MAICE LB L ADRT2HEAYTH L, €25
2, ZOWME7Te =5k ) ABTH Y, FHICEEZML K HHET 2055
5L, 23, 7r— (1951) ZZDHELERLOPT, KD X HITHA
M DOAEFE MR B L B Tw B,

TF A ME, BRTDIA TDY AT DHERPRIC L > TEBWRETH S, v 2
ERWIEGET 2, - KA FA FDOE I AHEEMZ 2 b 0w, IHEOMERP
HEEOFDELIEEL L DVDEHELTCVwE EHIICRZIS, 26, 714 Mk
B AHEFENE LHER & DEDXFNC X > T, —k&kENLZ T ORIEDH 2 Ddss
AR CIE R0z (Fu—, 1951, p.18)

CDXH BT — ORI LT, 74 MIEENARE 2T Twuiw
EITHD, EH, FA FOEL K TSR 2282 HURY . YRS
EXA I NIRRT 5 TRMESEN:) oEWIBIL T, 4 FoFERIFHEIC
HRE-HEHLTOT, WIS EIZDBEL 6NEVDE, 74 Mckh

2) A ZaFA by BT REE LW EiE, WL (Sakai, 2015) IS A5 TAL W,
B, FMUFHHIC L 2WEEH (Sakai, 2019) bFFFFEFTH 5755, Fwicdh 2019 E 7
FUCHIIRT 2 & & A3k 7z,
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KD &) e ZO0 DWERIIRDLDMFET 5, H—IC, Bl LA
E 2 TEBIER ) (a priori probability) 7% b DWBET %, Z DUFHILS,
YA au IR T6 OB AR 1/6 TH S, FIT, b HFER
Ko FEENCRB T 28 %0 TRt 2L & TREH R UREBIIHRESR
(statistical or empirical probability) %% b D»HFET 2, Z L THE=IT, T
NIZFA FHPRICFERLZVHETH 225, F-THETHHL THLWY
A 7DWEHR) %2602, ZOHZF A 7E, T4 Mck->T HEER
L ¥y (estimates or judgments) &\ ) EHBEZ 5N TWVWDS, ZDHIC
LT, 74+ (1921) BRDKH ICHISL T 25,9

FZZCHEMZMICL TEE W Eid, #HxOFEBIRGLICN LT, 2o %
il & D DIHETHIT R EME B ILFESRLFEL BV, LWIRTH S, 2h D
(5=) 24 7OWERBERITOWTIE, Z 212 A5 2 RR D S R #EE A3 72
boTLEDT, ZHUIEFIROV CGHERT O R TELRVDE, Z0¥4 T
MDD A 7 EDITHET 20003, Lo I N B8 x5H 0, L
b ZDHICEEN L EMRFRBIROKE DIy F VML T BENDH 5 |

FA P SHESZEH L T B3ICahb T, HET O3B
5 MHCH) #Fo>Twuido6Lw, F4 Mk, F-LHE s A
TOMERITIE, AN S —A 2R MIARL v, ZHUCHNLT, H=4
A 7OWEZR, D F ) IHliL AW 2 Sk, RIS AR AZ R > TR D THE
EPHW 25, CLRERZNIZHERRFATH S, ZORIZOWT, F
4 MERD T E SO HRISRR TV B,

ey xzae v ARIE, COTADRERICOVTRA POREERFTI, L) T L

3) BT A VAMEZTAF T NVAFX— (Skidelsky) 1. B&#EN 2 XHEEH TS, D0
JM. 74 v RiE, SPBAREBERL T2, EE 7 AV AO-RHEEME T4 —n - A b
U—b P =Ty 2009 4 1 A 8 HFIF, 1 R=VLMHZi> T, (54 v XD EEH)
DWW TOFMIAGRZERL 72, Z2OHENZAWZ, Lv)Dix, HERFIZOEABICH 2
WTWERSTH S, 74 Y AWD (REBBMES Y 7 =) OHEss, BER 2y
ﬂflﬂé@’f‘&)éj (A% FILAFX—, 2009, Preface, p. xi), WL IE5P, I (r4 v

4 RHR) (the Second Age of Keynes) DE->HHIZWE2D L) TH2,
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R EEo D, EPRACVIZZSICER, BOOHENRLLTE D
EFTIELVOR, ZOHOHEEE THITH IS 5, iR FEE L BICEL S
NBHEFEMEZ O LIEED (BE) 3. Th2EHT 22 LR DE, v
DIF, ZNIER LOBRKOEEEEZH T 2056 TH 5, HEZBRIIGL Tfio 7
fThid, 2 OERAROEBRER T TH L ZRADIEEDEAVIC X > TH A
ok Ensg, Z0k) RERENCR 2 ML LEBLIIZ, A48
BT 2 BANIC b I PBURE T & o WLIRFINL R 70— & LT, JOREEE
Bz 2 b D TH B, Fxl3ERHMCHNEYO (/) EFEV o> T. Y
T T 2% L HIEL WA (0 F b lifEic B9 2 ERIWESR) 2R X9 1c%
DI FIUL R 5 2\

WEDZE L, FA MR TEH22 I A THhH . AR
ANHEfTENCE G TIEABIWAINE, 2 EHT 2, UL T, 7r—i3iRo <
TEHNZ A, THH ., AT ADORHESNH Z EICh T 2HH23H 5,
fiE-> T, TENE A FOBLEIR, EENZTe— LB e HEHSRZR W
TEDOARESEN:) %D TH B, 74 MIimzEED T, SRR OETRIG% T
W 2R E LT T3, ofEl, &I TMR¥ESK, (entrepreneur) DI
BT 2 MADFNEDEFEIC O WT, FISH 2T T\ 5,9

Y 202, W SR WATEF DO TR LRt 2 225, F A FEEROHIZE
BT 2D, 4 b OARMEEERERIC LT, HE7 v — I35 M2t L
7DD, ZORIZFA PERAREE - bICL > T RITFT AN N TR
w, LT A ME, HLETREZHLETLITH S,

4) T4 FORFFEOFEMIcOoOVTIE, = Ay I (Emmett, 1999a, 1999b) XA F (Boyd,
1997) MWHHLEERTH 5.

5) 7H—F M4 FMEASHEIEM) (Knightian uncertainty) (Z8 L Tl EEREZRVL TN E
b, D Tr A4 v XFiAMEIM: ) (Keynesian uncertainty) ~® 3 X ¥ b 232 Uz ERLHINT
Zhro7Did, RPRRLHERBENEORWES S, HHE, MBI T 2 R¥EbE
7¥AbTH27r—=—> (Arrow & Hahn, 1971) I Tix, 70— F—lHEide
TNEDBURT 2B T, 7A VA - T VEERT 50 E, 74 ¥ R L CdIER I TEAR
DFEL TR, BT BIC, rA v X F 4 b - 7u—=H MoK 13RI MRS 2
DTH 5,
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ERME YRV DER
3.1 THITIUXIcLd '“EBDE, OBE

WA DM A EE L 729 2 4 W R - T4 — v BHERSo I, THEl%
% KPi) (Revel without a cause) &I ZHIOLHNH B, ZDHEZNWI X
DS T, =T« TV AN—FOREERTTENE, S2IR%Z TR B 5 KL
(Revel with a cause) & bRINTWV 3, LI DI, T A NN— 73k
HOBGEIC X 2T, NV XA =/ 42 DOROGEHINZ TR R
(expected utility theory) CHD { GENEEREMHICN LT, Fitk 3
NEZBIFTWE 06 THS, bo L BEMTIBRS &, #7iX 1961 4D QJE
FIGESCE L O 1962 FFn— 3 — FRERB OO T, whws T
WAN=T DT By 7 Ay EFb M NEIFTEBIRFN 2R L, A
SHBEROBMEICER LR 2 BT » T T 07,

EZAW, 77 (Zappla, 2016) 72 EDEFHIZ K> GERSREN TV D
&9, BB 2 R T IOV X A ROBHINEER S EGRI TR 2 5 &
WY T ED, RiFTA v AAED 1921 F TEREOE ofcT iz, 8
(RSN TORDE, L2508, TVAN=71E, 1962 DL OHT
BILH T A v RIS ROWBE 2P AEDLF L TO2DI0rb 6T, HifE
D QJE BHFHXOHTIE T A v ADFHEEL Lawv Ewv) TN AT
B #fToTw3, £, AMER THRTERMAETE VBT, 2oT
H5b,

TRE DL ) EWIHIKELRH D, DT, 374 v AAHICK S T2
DEAY DFE DIFEE (the two-color urn problem) Z2#EZEL THA LI, M1
POHOPREIIC, ZODT—ADBEENRER D, T—ATIZBWTI,
ZOEIFEE (B) tAEX W) 2HUEE BlAE 30 32) TA-T
W3, r=AMICB W TE, B 60 HOEBA- TR BEDIFTH > TS0,
HE (B) LA (W) DREAHAERESANTH S, 2 ) EHREHOIRE
ThHEHET S, 2L T, TNy —RZEWTH, AlF TB I 3
LDOEREL, ROPTET VI =74 V[N TH5
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CAUIIH S iz, TEERME T ic B 1 2 BIEBERE ) (decision problem under
ambiguity) OHEWITH %, BEEHIC XIUE, LDANRT—ATE2T7—A
L X DEEFT 2 L), OB 2 RO, NS & > THIbIc =
HoTw5, £T. LT A v AHBOBROMAIIC kR, TRE (B) i
55 &) THEROEA ) (weight of the argument) 25, 7— A 1 DIFH 23
F=AMKDREVDE, Lwu)iffiaz Fdor, Tl T, 2L AN—
TTRDBIRAEALT ) 2 513, Z DBAIIZEAEHEEE 7 — 2 T DIF 9 2Rk — 2
DB T2 LRSCABREES ), IR &, "B IcET 5, A
Whww 3 TEEBEERDE, (ambiguity aversion) ORINITEIZFARL T3 2
LItk s,

RYBE->TAHIUL, TG A v Rk 3 TEOEAD OFEORE, 13, X
N 2 A O ERA AR RE D 2 M Ic T 2 b DTH 2, HEED L 2
5. b LIRICD D 2 {6HINEEZ AT 5 % 618, 208GICEr—A 18X
7 — AN ORI L ~vid, RO 2 EH i L TERREI 2% 2

1 TAYZAD "ZEOEADDE, 1 EKREICEY 2 ERNMR

ety A > X2 & 5 e - BERRYERTEE o B34
—ODFEPSEEZMY LT, HEW 2D ITHERZEZL L,

F—A1 (BE BT 2) &Eodicik, B2E (B) LAE (W) »H
CHATASDTWBE I EZAI>TWVE,

30 30
B W
=21 (BE BT 2) : BE B EHE W O#Ela1E, 2 AHORK
EThs,
60
B w

F=A1Er—2N%z2MKT 2, 74 v Ak, "8BE B 2D 17,
Ev) THEROEAR) 1Z, 7 —R2 T DIE) 237 — xn;bk%m nic
NLUTINAN=7 5 61F, BB R 7 — A 1T DIF9H %, Bikkr—2
DEDEFEDRE, LEZDESI,
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BVES9,
EU) = EU(II) = (1/2)U(B) + (1/2)U(W). (1)

TIT. AV R (1921) HEAO THESERPEERI (indifference principle)
DR SN TVS 2 EIEESNA L, L) DIE, 2h 2 5 R O BRI
K&k o T, b L OO EDRAFELAHTH 256101, 20HEEL TEE
BIRNCEMEL, $% bbb T50%— 50%1 & RUML Tk &) oSl
BLERD2DP6TH S,

ER ) ek, r—R 1 =X N OMFIHIZEL VI TTHZD
12, EBEOBIZTIE, BIEWE Y — 2 1 238 — 2 X D@EIF S Tw3, o
E, BERVEDAREINEZ ok 72 S b L 72 v & v 5 TEEA DB 88 —
Y RBERLTOEDE 259 H, TR A v RIS U < S ERE
L7ebliITh2,

3.2 IINAN—TILLBRER : "ZBOEADDE, ORE

oz 350, AROBOLIETICRATEZEICHZ, ZIUIML, =L
AN=TWZEBHREBELTO TZOOEAD OEDORHE, (the three-color
urn problem) %D L% Z Licflize s wniZ,

ZoORIZBIL T, TR AN=7 (1961, 1962) HEH, +4 +D (YR
EPE NI IR T D) AHEFEREZICT 218727 0 — DR 2 . 247)
IO EBHEICEOTWAZ LIIROLELVHS L TH S,

P79 v 7« F 4 ME, BHEfERIC X > TREWRE & v ) kT (UERTBEZ A
%) (measurable uncertainty) 72\ L (U A7) (risk) &, 290 H T &8
I AFRE R (MEAATREZ A iEFEME) (unmeasurable) & ZIBHIL TE 7, 72
M. ZI0) A FOVEBARTE EE ) W) BEERONIBEL T, T
HICHILL OB IRE SN TELDTH S,

INAN=HEDLFA FMEETIERWICL A, HYIC THEZEOMERD A
) 5L, 22T, BROXED HAGERIZYS > TiE, EHIZE Y- 7
BiREZHAZ LI Lz, 2O, B EDHTE2Z)bDTH S,
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REDEEL ! ) LI TEZRVY, DT T, Wi THIJEAKR, F7
INAN=TIC K 2 —~HOBMAEHAEEL, 2206 EDXI BT Ky 7
ADFET E0EBERLILER), 207Dz, M2 DI SIHRD 5D
DEETHS I,

9P, Moo fICE, T30 oK E RS &, T60 HORE B - ¥
KY DIRAEW) EDBA->TVR LRET S, 2L, BEOREREWICD
WTIE, ZDRGHEHESAHTH 3 LBET 2R, EROLAFTH 2,
ZL T, MEO#HED DS VS RMc—oDF ML &I E£L LT,

FTRAYNC, RDEIBRZODX v 7TV EIKT %,

O Xrvv7nl: KERICHETS

O Frv7all: BEBICETS

MEER2DIF, N6 ODX vy 7L ENOFT, WFhDX v 7
AR IND D, LWV HTH D,

KIT, BI oD F v v 7NV EVEHIEET 5,

O Frvy7NM: HERXIERY TS

O Frvy7NIV: BEEBXIEEY KHT2

CITHMEL 22D, ZOoDXF » 7NV EIVOHT, JEIFIN 2D

2 INZANR—TDINTRY IR (BFOEEE) :
ATER. Fr2TI I ZNEDEEH. FrYTINZIKLDEFD

[Z UV ZN=212 X 3 2D EA Y OFEDE]

30 60

K (R) B (B) #(Y)
Xrry7n1l RICET2): $100 $0 $0
¥rv 7Ll (BIicifiirs): $0 _$100 $0

30 60

& (R) H(B) #(Y)
Fer 7Ll (RXIFY 2T 3): $100 $0 $100
Y70V (B XY ICiET3) : $0 _$100  _$100
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WINTHZD», ) IETHS,

IOV A= 7 DFEMFEIHEZ1E, AR DR L ISP o TR b EENS
Mol Ui, ROTEZEDBDTHHET I,

O Frv7N1DIFHDN & DBEFINEDS, VOIZ) DK DBEEFX
Nz GEIFOWIRHR)

AT % & DBz, T LYand (47 2EH33%) . H4: 100
FILOMEG%Z 100%R3E1 &) THEEHERY v 70 DIEIH235, TH LY
7ouE (472 2RI 0%5 6 66% F TOIREFFD)., MEHEESELFEL < 100
Fovy v TEBRRERY v >~ 70 X WAz 6chs, 2L T,
ADIVZI & b iFEBdnd, T L4, B4 100 FLofs% 100%%
A (7272 L7 BHERIIRE S 66%)1 &) THEEMERY v > 70, DIF)
25, Th LYzdud (47 2R IZ 33%2> 5 100% % TOIEZERD), EHESE
DAL 100 Foby v MEEREERX v > 70, XD SBONICE 206 T
H5, VTNOBROGAICELTH, THEEHEREE) (sure prize) DIFH
2 THEEHERE 4 (ambiguous prize) & D biFEN T3, 2FhH, AXIF
TREBRPEATEE ) (ambiguity aversion) & \»9) BERNEFZUFITR LTS5 bl
Th b,

X 2 3% b TR 2T 5 &, FEHERN 2 AR GRS b 1L R H R
BROTOWDIENELS A0 5, FHE, b L4 oA GG % B2 ClH
LCAaIUE, v 70 1 OMFEIAIZ, XD kIHicksr9,

EU(I) = Prob(R)U(100) + Prob(B)U(0) + Prob(Y)U(0). (2)
CEEE B 2R p L L, HEY 251 CHERIR (1-p) L5 5,

INEBATZE, Prob(B) = p 22 Prob(Y)=1—-p, 2975 &, LR
(2) ERD LI ICHEZmZ SN LI,

EU(I) = (1/3)U(100) + (p)U(0) + (1 — p)U(0). 3)
FLIBZZITUM00)=18BLOU0)=0 L FEHLTZELTH, HEmD
—ftEEROR NI EBASDE, T3 L, A (3) ZROUL —JEfEHILT 2
TEBTELS,
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EU) = (1/3)(1) + (p)(0) + (1 — p)(0) = 1/3. (4)

LR HEE UL, Fr 7V TOBESHL VRO & 912
AETER7 59,

EU(IT) = Prob(R)U(0) + Prob(B)U(100) + Prob(Y)U(0)

= (1/3)(0) + (p)(1) + (1 = p)(0) = p. (5)

Zrugic, bLX vy 7V I & D IFEN 256 IR B 2 @ 5

27%5E EUD) DIEINBEUI) K h REWI LA S, 22T (3) &R

(5) WAL THIUL, AL DIBIE 1/3 23 p DL DK E W T EASHIBT

2071, ZOX)HIRT, A FRD T L FEMPROBEILZ L 2 LR
LEblITH 3,

DI Lk DIFEN2S1/3> p. (6)
STRIZ, Fry7NVMENEDHBIEREIIES ), N6 2DF v 7L
OWFRFIHIE ZNZin, ROLHICEHET LI LKL 9,

EU(IIT) = Prob(R)U(100) + Prob(B)U(0) + Prob(Y)U(100)

= (1/3)(1) + (p)(0) + (2/3 = p)(1) =1 — p; (7)
EU(IV) = Prob(R)U(0) + Prob(B)U(100) + Prob(Y)U(100)
= (1/3)(0) + (p)(1) + (2/3 — p)(1) = 2/3. (8)

IDZEED, RO E SEMEBRZEC Z LRERDLETH S,
IVHII LD iFEnse EU(IV) > EU(II)
<2/3>1-p
&p>1/3. 9)
ITCIITULIEED. ZHDOHEMEBIRN (6) & (9) L2 ML THL S,
EHIZaH»5 T Lk, T6 ZOFMZAfRETIE 2\ | (6) 232340 (9)
DT, ZOMD I EBETHLDE, fEoT, Ha D T2V AN=TD
WE oD DI, I NEIIME—D, ZIUIEHN 2 R A
WOWMNSHS ZRNT 52 LRDTH 2,
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3.3 TIWZAN=TJDINFRYIR, ZBLIHOBRBAE

NIENE T3bEE DIF S 2B, ThH 2, iEoT, EDLIBNRTFy 7 AT
b, ZNVHOENCGZ 5 NUE, ZNR2MELTHMI I ETEHDE,
CICHEICZ > TV EDIE, TZVAN=TDNRT Ry 7Ry %55DDH
REMETH D, BICARBHEARZLETIEHEH, NI Py 7 22N LT
AN=THYH, HEMDBIEERALEDPIRRLTRIDED, ZNUidb %
D EFLREIZOAT, RITRIIENEDL S LI EENS NIAFTEIC > T
LE¥o7,

BT, MR T Ry 7 22 R ax nifinEZoNL ), 705 Brx D
R2E225, ROXI BB —FREITH B, H—-0iKix, wllr 4 v X
&3 TXHMER T 70 —F, TH Y, mOHEPT, RHHWELLTLHDT
H5, BLOFRIE, BHO Ty arWIREIHT 7u—F, Thh . B
WO TEHETHEHDOD, HHIITPPRITIZHDTHZ, N6 _D2DHK
LDV T, XML TEL,Y

3.3.1 TJHETIVXIc &P 'EKEER, 770-F —ROLEALBHR—
A DHFER & LT ol 7 4 Y AHSC L 2R D T & EHIASUSHERZ 1A
Wiz, FILEENDH Y, FEIE S BRFTRARRZEA TV 5,

MIERE T2 MBI O@HICBI L <, 2 o@D 24U EIREWTH 2 bl
TEAV, BEWHESHRZ WHEROHR DS Db Dk, HIEAAREE W b
D, ZNTHZODFHOHMIC CNEET 2 2 L3 Hk2 07, 2LT, L
FREDIFBMENHERDIZ ) 21 L L ABHEN R D 0 & AT 2 513, Z208&12E
T L OO R T IHIE I U o GRTAiE L 5 2D ITTH 5
(r4 v, 1921, p.160)

D &Iz, TX[EER ) (interval-valued probability, interval probability)
EWVI&IZ, T A Y AEBICE S TIRL T TRIEAREZZ ) Tldkwo

6) TXHEET? 7u—F, OFMECD T, %I J.R. £y 7 2 (Hicks, 1979) »lH &3
RELTOWA, ZORIZBWTH, by 7 REELR 74P T7vD—AN) Thol,
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e BWHLA, ZHUITA VY RIZE > THIRDDH 2E 2 T7TH DR, 74
VAMRBDREET 7574 (2004) R EICE->THRMIN TV 2072, Fx
DRDBEZAH, ZOREHIEED, DDVbLWS T4 v X8R, ODEETDH
2, 7974 MHiD%L Dr 4 v 7 vibid, ZOEIFEELSERD
BB N0 6 b 2L R SIAA 7 BARINEIA % ik 72 222 - T
ELH)THD, ZITIEFHEDRLZVWINRED, KIEERE W) TRITA 58
SRR R TR, 7 A v REEROLEEN D OO RFICHITRHS N
22 LM, TTIREFICL> TEE LT w 3 (RSB (2015), %30
sakai (2016) ZMEIHE 72\»),
Wb T4 v X AEY vV (Keynesian spirits) IZfif>T, 22T
i o, 8] % BIOXREMER (2720, o XD ER, 31320 FREZRT)
WKANMDERELTEIEICL L), 7 A v AHFIE THEROEA, (weight
of argument) 7% % HiEZIEFIUFAE DS, ZHUTKILT 272 61F, BEARE L
X EHER (o, B) DFFDEAIE, ZOHEHE (a+ 3/2) DHEEL 7= TRER,
Prob(+) XD b/hX v, LELT 2% AHVES I, fillks 51X, AE T
B2 230 k0 b eI 2 b0 2RIMEARAZFODSE, E-T,
ROWMEAERFEEL 2Lk, 2N ZHAGHROITEDLHITH 5,
Wght([a, 8]) < Prob((a + 3)/2). (10)
ZDH 2, BRI LR UM00) =1 BXUYUO) =0 EKETSZ
EoErEns, zadiic, b Likad TXMMER, 228 mEHz2HHT 5%
51F, ZOHHICE EBROX v 70 1 @ TNEME,) (weighted value) 1%
RDOEH)ICHEINE A9,
WV (I) = Wght(R)U(100) + Wght(B or Y)U(0)
= Prob(R)U(100) + Prob(B or Y)U(0)
= (1/3)(1) + (2/3)(0) = 1/3. (11)
FRizkwTid, HEO TR oBaIcid, 2o TEA BRI ZR %
R %@%Iﬁmétw&%xfm%:kmﬁagﬂtwoﬁbé‘
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Wght(R) = Prob(R) ¥ Wght(B or Y) = Prob(BorY) &\»9) k9%, H
MBI L T b Th 5,
FAR D ST 2450613, X v v 7V 1o UnEfifi 2 To X9
IKEHET 2 L VARG LHETH S,
WV (IT) = Wght(R)U (0) + Wght(B)U (100) + Wght(Y)U(0)
= Prob(R)U(0) + Wght([0,2/3])U(100) + Wght ([0, 2/3])U(0)
= (1/3)(0) + Wght([0,2/3])(1) + Wght([0,2/3])(0)
= Wght([0,2/3]). (12)
722 L. B (12) ek w»T, KIHER [0,2/3] OBEE, #IO TRHADE
2o T 22 LICRDEREZLIRNETH S, FHFEDOLI A, TIEOH
% IXHIHESR ) &) D, EH O—RHEFR & 1384 > TS MEE I HERTE
T 2 T FE R 2D R AEERE B R THILICREDTH D,
THOVIHFRT, "Frr 7NN LDEFENS, L) aBEiE, MoKl
1/3 HINEAE Weht([0,2/3]) LD RE v, LIlomBELFEE %%, DI
ERFINAN=TRICE ZIE, X2 v 7VBNED THEEIENDE, 233k
HWINhTwsrbliTths,
DEDZ E2FNT 2% 61E, XD X9 o FERRA SR n e
kit s,

I X DiFENDS WV () > WV(II)
& 1/3 > Wght([0,2/3]) (13)

&b, A v ARORBER T 70 —FOBIIESRHS »hTH S I &
B, Kz, ) —/oX v v 7UVIME LCVOERE~N B2 9, Dkt
FREZREE A EE HOUE, TS 20X v v 700 TNE(ifE, 55, XD
X ICEHEIND I L RBRBICTRINDGES S,
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WV (IIT) = Wght(R)U(100) + Wght(B)U(0) + Wght(Y)U (100)
= Prob(R)U(100) + Wght([0, 2/3)])U(0) + Wght([0, 2/3])U (100)
= (1/3)(1) + Wght([0, 2/3])(0) + Wght([0,2/3])(1)
= 1/3 + Wght([0,2/3)); (14)
WV (V) = Wght(R)U(0) + Wght(B or Y)U(100)
= Prob(R)U(0) + Prob(B or Y)U(100)
= (1/3)U(0) + (2/3)(1) = 2/3. (15)
HERLUTRL WRIE, 2 2 THMMEME Weht([0,2/3]) 232 ZH 2 Z I B
T2, LI EE, R (14) & (15) & HBSET U, KO E o
R ZEHTE 2 2 L 3HATH 5,
IVHII LD iFEnse WV(IV) > WV/(III)
€ 2/3 > 1/3 4+ Wght([0,2/3])
& 1/3 > Wght([0,2/3]). (16)
FHEIER SN2 2 L, ZoREBEIRR (16) offhE, Ao FEEIfR
R (13) DAEMEEL =KL TS, LEB>T, Fr v 7121 L0 FD
ANEH, ¥y 7UVIVELE DfFE LT, 22BN OFELEREL %
Wb THD, 26, BEOWEHRZ | ) L—REY 7V IERLTATH,
VBIEEFSoTESAEZELTHL L, MISHEICH ST, (BIREERNE) &)
—HFEHOEBEZEHE L ) L) T EichsrH, MiFeddbi, XEHEHR
T7a—=F LTI A Y XD TR EFF BT A 51 TV AN=T D8
IRy A %2b0lF, RFCBEHINADITITH 2,

3.3.2 EHO 'YasHBHEMA 770-F
—HENICRBEERDL, BERENICRZNIEEHHATRARVWAR -
INVAN=T DT Py 7 ADEEICIE, xR AEPEZ NS, |k
D7 A4 v AROXMEER T 70 —F2EECFEHAZ DD EHEZ SN B8,
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ZNPNDOTEBESC R b n) &, FiFZ )T hRwoX, Hodiid
MBEERIF & AN 380 6 THFEET 5 5 DT, BHTOREFEROEH O
T NI Ry 7 ARED DI, 74 Y ZAHRE D b o EEAITHE R TS
WERIEET AP EONTELDE, ZiuUidb o> L AENIE, "o a7 il
571 (Choquet) &) iEfNESEB 2T 2 T a 7 WA 7T 70—
(Choquet expected utility approach) =D TH %,

Lb, 2oL % T a7y 7 —F 1 o —fEofEEE OHIziE,
PRy - el (Nishimura & Ozaki, 2017) &) HHEA HANEED B N5,
IEBEARE A, D207 70 —F 2N LIEET 57201213, HY D%
FINHEMAINIE E 225, 22 TI 2T, HIEE S Ty a 7oy oML
JEH, & SIIERBTEED TSk - OE - B - Lw) kI BRA LW
RO EZIT) KD, INEET 257050 L A B L L 72 RET
b5, 2ORb DI, WS D 5 BATNBALE DR & A 28 U T,
BFi T 70 —F OGN ERER & 23E IR LWES .,

FT. VAT - AVFIEST, M3 ICRSND X9 % TEANEERGR,
& (set-to-element mapping, set function) ZEFL £ 9., ZIUIREC THEER
¥ v 8v 7 4 B (probability capacity function) & HFFENTw3%, )b
AN—=FDFGHX T, 'Z2EOEAD#EHOME) 25H) Lifenizl L2

3 TILWXN—TDINZRYI R OBKE:
My a 7GR KL5EEREENGY 7O0—F

E I H£H5M% 6 fiEiak

¢ O(¢) =0
(R} O(R) = 1/9
(B} —  eB)=1/9

(v} — W) =1/9
{R,B} ——— ©O(R,B)=4/9
{RY} ———— O(R,W)=4/9
{B,Y} ———— O(B,W)=2/3

{R,B,Y} ——— O(R,B,Y)=1
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BLTIRLY, 22T, 22T T2A084A) X={R,B,Y} 2vbid K
B LT, Z2OTFRIBHEAOETOORS TREHEG DI LESE
EOWNRE LIz, 20, EEEK O DERIE LT, XDEHIRdbo%E
EZkI,
ODEF = 27 = {6, {R},{B},{Y},{R,B},{R,Y},{B,Y},{R,B,Y}}.
(17)
D &) birT, £ o k. R (17) KXo ORI N B ESEH 5, HifL
X [0,1] IC & > TORINZMEHAN LG T 2, 772 L, BROGIFIZEL LT,
O(¢) =0.0({R}) =1/9.0({B}) =1/9.0({Y}) = 1/9.0({R, B}) = 4/9.
O({R,Y})=4/9.0({R,Y}) =2/3. BXU O{R,B,Y}) =1 L) —HnD
ZEBHNE N TV 3 (K3 22 7\v), Wl T —< v F457) (Riemann
integral) . ZOFHEME L TD NL_—2H5) (Lebesgue integral) & L
B3 2L, BAEBOESTZHKD "> a 7#% ) (Chequet integral) & 3
NOMERDORM G2 ISR I/, MR LBRRNETEITH 5 LS
A5,
CITHHICHERREE L 2 wEBOE Db B, DM EIL, BRI ER
BIEL Prob(+) L 3@ BioT, 2K bERSNL Ty arXF v 8o 74
B Zh-oTE, Wb THIEROME ) (additive property) 23 1Z°H3L
LTwkl, EVv) T, i, M3ofizss s, O{R})+60({B}) =
2/9<4/9=0({R,B}) L%>oT\w3, 7722 HUIEED 2 HHITIEd % D,
2/9 % 4/9 VI BUEAGD THEFICRDODD) THEH I EITHERTRET
H?59, B IUE, ZNoOEMEIZ, A aniEXD 20H) 2 40
Hiy OHM2HERE VI Xk, TEME KkoTHAGNTWS LIFFIES X
VLD TH5,
WER, Frry LI BLOND "o a7 %, (Chequet) DL ~)L
. RDOE)ICEE T2 2 EWRETH 5,
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CEU(®I) = ©({R})U(100) + ©({B, Y })U(0)

— (1/3)(1) + (2/3)(0) = 1/3; (18)
CEU(II) = ©({R})U(0) + ©({B})U(100) + ©({Y }U(0)
— (1/3)(0) + (1/9)(1) + (1/9)(0) = 1/9. (19)

fito>T, b Ly a FWREIHBERCREZ I, T¥r vy 7V I L K DIFEN
%2, 28E, TCEUD) DCEUL) KO KRE W) ZLZ2EW®RT S, LrsIic,
M1/3 I3HEMPIC 1/9 KD KRE V) DTHEH 6, 2D LD DDIE MR
B W) Z itk b,

Kz, BERAMEICLT, Frvy VB LCVD Ty a 78I, L
ZROME, ROAIKDENBZA 9,

CEU(II) = O({R})U(100) + ©({B})U(0) + ©({Y })U(100)

= (1/3)(1) + (1/9)(0) + (1/9)(1) =1/3+1/9: (20)
CEU(IV) = ©({R})U(0) + O({B, Y })U(100)
= (1/3)(0) + (2/3)(1) = 2/3. (21)

NS =00k (20) & (21) = HESSRT UL, L BEBIC TX v 7L
VOB & D iFrEn 2 L) amEld, T—o00%E2/3 (0Fh 6/9) 25, —
DOFEME 1/3 £ 1/9 D (DFH 4/9) LHKZF v, L)@ LT
HHIEPHATZ, COXIBRT, ZADFF= 27 F¥FIE Tva
TR ZIEHT AL RBEL T, oA DDA — 4D T,
WED TZNVAN—=T DT Ry 7 Ay ZREFRT 22 LIS L2bTT
bH5b,

— R 2 HEEk & RAEDIEE S K O o, D I, far oL — FAHEI N
T3, —fTHENSE HLEAT OL—1t26, ThERGRT. 6
RIS T O TRESL—F ) SABET 20 Livsvw, Ba 351
FHIZLTWB DI, FTFIN R N— 79840 £ LS B L - #E— T
WANR=T DT Ky 7 A —IZR LT, EDXHIHRER LAERT 2 D3 D
BHNRDES Iy Ev) T EE, BBLzX )i, mOWARTREL D
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FOBE R, Jollr 4 v Rk 3 TRREER” 7a—F, ZLEEELT
W5, B, AERIEIC, ZNUIRS I EAERHIORIGEVLPSNTL
FoTw, ZRUROIREFEL LT, Gk "> ariEo 2T %
Ty a 7 WIfERI 7 70— ) ASERHC B W TIREIN TV S, CORETHE
ERAR—FDXIICRAZZH, RYVICHERTE T, L OFFEL2H=ES
¥TLEI S Lk, D

POV 7TNIZRAL ) — IR LRI TR E o vwe s
TH»AI, 2O LiF, "TERETOREREME, cBWTH, BHTZD
DEFLBL TS,

4 A=V ¥ Tea—v ik —ERNEZEE—

Ao ZHNIE, ZHEICEREL 2 75 =)L - TLAN=FDANL
FEITOVT, FITZADEAIM., 74 Y ABXUCF.H. 74 F £ DBIRIC
BRLEDS RV IDLEI BRI STNDARAZANDL Z L TH-
Too TNAN=ZI3%H EHIC O, LI IcsIbLLARTH S,
Pl S, BERMO T TOBEPEICEH LT, SRS PR O RS
ZHCHEML 7, BiC, TZAAN=TDNRF ¥y 7 A, OFFEEREEEZ S
FUTR L2 Eld, $SICHNZG Z L THo7z, &2 AH, HOKEH L\s2E

7) ¥ a’r (Gustave Choquet, 1915-2006) 1%, B 7 7 v AH#RERET 2 WD~ ANThH

%, PROBEANERR L, BIBOHT - BT v > 7oV - MR £, RIQAHMEICRATYS, &
Db, "> a5, (Choquet integral) % T a 78, (Choquet theory) DAIFH
LLTHATH %,
ZITyarEaE I Dk, 77 Y ADOKREFEHE N -7 (Henri-Léon Lebesgue, 1875-
1941) I k> ChIgE S Nz T R—7Hi57) (Lebesgue) ZHIC—ER L 72 b D &AM L T
v, ERERE O3 TH 2 a FBDIREE, Y224 F7— (Schmeidler, 1989),
¥AR7=Y 294 F7— (Giboa & Schmeidler, 1989) ¥ X OPiff=/2IF (Nishimura &
Ozaki, 2017) 7% ¥ & > T, BEREFEDTHADIBMHHASNT WS, TBFERIFE ) ©
5k, o0 TFr Ly DM 28 THET 200, TRF2ZBFTRER, L v 5RF
BICERERES TRV, L) old, TEBINZERME) & T8eANRERM oflicix, T
DA TR LA R - A7) DAL HFEET 2 LEL206THDS, "TREHTHEZRT
EWVIEDDH DD, ZH)VIHMY BRI L0 dIch, FxlEZzN I ZMLOFREEZEIChbE
Ui s nwiE s 9,
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RIS, Z0B0D TRy DTy - R—=N—2 | DAF v VLT O T
FrEENE SN DHMMICH 5T, £ IHD, TAAN=TERIEY TR HED
By %0 HFLoLoERRE &b, BFERcEAM S O BT R
BEIN2kH5cimbh, LD Fy 72 20O EZBROHRO WS,
A, ERIER L) B0 TH B,

RORFEOREHICS LADbE TRIUL, TV AN—T7 D8 L WiE AR
WOREEIX, HEEWT T4 —a v (Econs) & Tt a—< V% (Humans)
EDMDRESRTLBERMFZIML TR 20rbLgwy, B F 2 A5 —#
FRRDFK RH. £ A 7 — (Thaler) DOFUC K, {BHEIMZ2REFFEF
FHizBw T, T AL (homo economicus) 721k Tt 2 —< V%) (Econs)
EMLEN B TR EOANEY ) B3, #Ex ORGEISEIO T AHEETH o, A.
£ (Sen) ICktud, £ —avikixd 2Rk T TEEENAEEEE ) (rational
fool) EMHENZHELER, LW IDIE, A —avEIFFHICCOMAORKILE
#BHOmMLz BiF L., T8O FREAEAFICBAL T T2 — =&l 2 ke
B, 2179 2 LDHERINTLELETH D, VAT LEREREDRIFE
THHASNZ2HFIAERS . HEEEKT T4 —a Vi O%b s b KIGHEZ
Hifg L LT3, B’x oA TR, BMNESEE Wz IET 2 T a 7R
PSR IS LTH, 20 TR 2oy, IFIHEKAZ 2 b DT, KEWICIE
Mf—a vk OEELZHHIREL VB EFEAL), PLFERL UEETIUL.
wbld MEFRNZ G ER) D Ric, EAEALEZERLWIREZERD LT
FELFTR2X)RbDTH 2,

CDEI R T4 —avif, L3RICAET 200, HED Tea—<v
B, 2ED TRE-YEZLVR) BDTHD, TDLa—2 VRIS —aVE
EI3E- T, PO ARG &3 VETER, HE, BRI eLZ L, [
EHokltz L TOLTERAL, RALTUIHICHEES>7 2 &2 PR TIT >
TWw3D7E, it>T, BHEOREFETNVRZMMT S L. b a—< v HEOTHE)IE
FRPETE 2, FEOANMIZ, Iha EIRA, WO & R B8 K8l It
BERGRE, GHENTR VLY DBEZRE->Tw 3,

B, o NG TcH Y, "M —aviE, &L Tea—v Uik O
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HZPER> TV 5729, B L OBHENLRFEREOMED -0 I11d, FF
FDHRE ST DI - R - BURY: - W - B L A ORER
AL RTNERSRWES ), BoidE QR RAZTHEEETH 5,

ARIcBWTE, RICEEICEANREREZ WS 2 Lo, ELEAY
. TBEAREFE AL TlEd 50 TECERFERO AN TERL TRV,
BOAEE OARIME L IRFUE, 2R TEDFARRL TV 32ob D72, O
WKL T, #ICAFIC# L TW 3 B H 5, iUt 20 TR KROBIEE 7L
W=} 74 v ad 4 (Albert Einstein) %3, #HHORAEHIZONT
Mo BELSETH D,

TR H 2REDORIFFZ I B ERKEN LS RO TT, L) Did, oD AL,
BERDOARR ZF00mR. KA 2D TEIBRLECEFTLOLZHEL. 20
ETDIT THR TS DOREWY . Ko TRERMLFE LI E VI RITICH
2W5TT) (FAYva¥yAy, 79212k 3IH (1949))

BREOHFICE LTI, AMBEETERZAETZ2ED LuFRichohn
B, TAV 284 UHIEET B LT, BIROKRFZHD BiF T, 20—%
ORI 2 —FBEGIH VRS, TddH, THorwiEFEE LA L) LHCH
L CLEIAMDD B BVEIZ, LaL, TRERTHEEZAT) Lv)
T L EARERNZ. HESZTEI Wb DE, ERBNHT S LI, Ki
B3FET Tea—<UifE ZOTHoT, Wb T4 —a v TIEEIL Tk,

Texld T 27 ERMEREDIE ) OFERTH 5, BHFFRICE LT, TEA
HETORMEIGE ) 2RI L 72, TRRORER, T2 =70 A/
WOl & 2ERIERT & 12, ETE TR EBES 2L 20H 5, EVIPRICE
W, BT BEDOIANRAN—T ) PERREEY TS L 2UNH 51D
TH 5,
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