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A Theoretical Study of the Stock Price Behavior at the Ex-Dividend Dates
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I. # &

¥ HEEE =M EHMFIGCIY BRFRS KES AMERI: MK
ZiE A Hed, BiFIZAAM BEY 2718 Bste MEE REBUR
g gk EEe uete] A9 gHEE FRANS A¥oR Y] i BEE
AR AHER Y BT T BEES TRTS RV AT O LR Eel k=
BEAR thEe BES &4 2t g

FLElEC] B %A EfS BCEM BRE(CumDividend Stock Price)2t 3t
1, BLEhE BEER Lk B & BAT 2N BES T2 5 e #FV 2%
¥ HAe ERS BLET% PREY(ExDividend Stock Price)2hi 3w, BUEAaZEE
A ¥t2 @S FlE7% A (Ex-Dividend Day)oltil sh= ul, BLEEHNE HREE
el A7) w2} E7 TSk "o

HAe e EREAY fie s 1o @3, REFREC] mEhiaelse A
S BESHY, BEERY kEE KREEESTS THstoopd o 28y 4
A FEEHY HEXAYL HERESY —BEH ¥or, B A5 oM
HEE RERERED o 2 THEET Aok

wtebX MEsaRel A BUE7E E o HRER AL B Hre] R iEE R B
FRE7 ERACEARE S 2R WA PREE FRE Mstazt stedl e Aol
=2

1) sgnte FIRRIES 7 S¥ERRe] SEHEE Lo AVl fiavts REY + v BE
Wi BEEFRERS ERE ) HEolM de 2 & e FREE (interim dividend), &
BEFE FRoA REKEER d¥HE Flas BEIAY =t £EEHSS TSt &
e e tE kLl AHEA oA oH BB TR, kot 1988, p451E).

& 2) BLE%R BERES BEste E4(Events) 22X H4ACE (Cash Dividend) ool = #EElE
(Stock Dividend), ¥kX5El(Stock Splits) 182 #AHEA (Reverse Splits)o] o1}, & HIgel
Me 7P —iEe) Reflgo s WS REstioh

i 3) BLEZEA REVE FEeR HERESEY O AA THse AL A9 dFEe BEEER
PREEE B FFtdAM 2u="a ed, REQ WiEg 89 g2 Zoh
Elton. E. and M. Gtuber. “Marginal Stockholders Tax Rates and The Clientele Effects”, Review of
Economics and Statistics”. 52. 1970. pp.68-74.
Kalay. A. “The Ex-dividend day Behavior of Stock Prices; A Re-examination of the Clientele
Effect” J. O. F. 1982. pp.1059-1070
By “ELETER o BREEE o3 BEAY P19, TRERES A133. AEILKRR ERER
7 BIFEPT. 1987. 3. pp.47—66

i 4) ERELEERET BEN EENS BEREES =N 272 HEgdh
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BLE7EH < MSHRET Bty HRES —H3A ded e e HHS os
o o] A7HA FiRo = BHE & th

AA, BES EAMHINE EARFE(Capital Gain) FLEFR dalx £2FH
o] FIEsta vk —No 2 BLERTG W MK BARG W RERG
= FA ok webs EEFTES EAREY 3 EERRY FE= st
RERS BLEFES GRS e FEN £R27F YA H3, 22578 BE
EHS BRERRC] 9% A g, oldd EFH MK HER sty BER
Ao HETES KRERESLET o 2 Yeid 2oz BEg = ok

A, REWSR EATHANAMY BRERNE FFEM Hets FEOITh
FLERTES BER BES HERS 430 2 do ELEE R thEEE)] 1
Al Sz Fas BAE e Heert 57 fstdMe BERR S tRE Tl
HERERAM ZFREATTS AR 2712 dojHof & Aon. wd FEEH
o] BRE T HERERNM FHEHS ERYT 27 Plbelud T2 €A
HA 30 A HERE BAE AU Fiae A =9 'Rl HEikREdl
FESHE L IERS] ORG-S FaEsHA @A Hm I el ol BiEEH <
BRETES tRERESAA FHRBAS ERY 271 98 THS oz BEg <«
Ae Zolch. meEtM EREM FET B¢ BEEH HETES KERESY
ot o FA Hojd Aoz BT & Urh

AR, FES] BERATREES] Y BERE Hifs7t BiETE R S KREMR 3%
€ " £ dve Aotk EES REHIRS BT 4 o)Fo] XM EEER
o] KRBT HEEEY A FRkEkelth webs EE%ER Y KB HEstaol
Aol ¥ REMEEMY T AR it X2 AR BAE & A
o, BB BT HERSS Higd ot KkEfRlES Uk == TR Tk
&+ 9E& Aotk

FLE7ED S AR HRE TAR (RCEMBMEN Y BERFRER ERT & 1 &
& HRERESSZ e &)l &9 mTaES BiS AVEE 29 Beked I 3
A oW TR o= 2 FEA 0l AeTt s AL EEM EES 28R
= E#Eo|th

—i o 2 BRI M EATS S HEERTAFIES EHE dd 57 e

i 5) AFHL FAE ¥ A19E ol gstuA Yok
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2ol BANS Y TeBFE] RELH, SN 3T HERL EAMHS &K
e 7t2ee AP8AY KEML Asolth. wetd EEER Y GEESS BE
Moz st A BAMSS AEH 2EE A8 & de WEHL 2Rk=
7 F A& Aok

£ B ﬂlﬁ}ﬂ«] EEERSA 3 284 MAgne #Est, ez
& ERESE ERVSE FHfic] 49 2 ohg, BEY WERES 547 BEsle 7
e %"4“1‘}‘4.

. BERHS] sEEF N 3 BTl B

BLE7& H o HETHEY BRERESY —F3A 44 vdehue Bho MBS 9
M F2 ERBAM S BEH 470 o)Fo] N lon, BRANE & =
Aol B o] ZHfoAe] BIANES #HRIT s B F Ik

BLE% B5e BhMEs A% Bike BAaNR BES EAFE 03 £2%5H
Re| K, T893 GHEKEY BEMNES tede £RERAY FENAREH 1
FRS oy stz ik

MEHRA B2 X THEY 9F 2L ARFREFBEHRZ Yt £5REH
of 9% JFade EHEKEHRE Jehdo

BCE7EH O PRESEE) B3 K9 H9EE Campbell & Beranek?ol o34l o] &
o At

IEE 19556 TELER A BEZSAUIE 18 RN BEEERY HhES

AU HEAFRS TEZYL BRREN 9¥E vAA Az FESD o 3
FLE7& Bl BRA[ERE O] H"“’ﬁﬂ’“"ﬁ“}i THITOE, RAKE A= FREEKE
2% (Taxable investor) & ELE7E B AT Fralst s HHS Y BEER #2 #ste B

As AN BEkES ERE & dthe FEL BEYo A BEERY
RETSKC) 7 FE oA wEEke) B8 2234 =ch

Cambell & Bemekell o}l Bizze H5e BE EAMH BEMEY EAME
of eiM EEH Bl FESY] WEd Yelude 4oz B & glth gdurHo

* 6) Campbell, J. and W. Beranek. “Stock Price Behavior on Ex-dividend Dates” J. O. F. 10. 1955.
pp.425-429
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7 BARTE deix 2ot BERTS dislA & E2 Figol F3t HA Hed,
of @l M HEKREL [ -3 £F BELRTE EAMBE vS EiFsH
2 Aotk webA ElES] A3 e ARG NS Bieol F—3 K2 ¥}
HA gevle B8t FlEEHO KRE T HRERESS S22 TEIUY 8
sk o BiElES Elste HEFR/ e He R0 2E 2922
TIEAE o HuEEkel o wkiEs Bk BhEstA Heu 2w BER
< BERESE TS o A TS =717 Hojop & Aol

%, Campbell & Beranek® F&oll M= BlE % o MHEER TS RERE S
A RFRES ZRT 2710F depvel dte g BRsta sith

Campbell & Beranek®] F7%-8 o]0 ¥olA Durand & May''= 19605 473 1
=9 EHEAQ #rstel oA ELETE R o HalERS ThY RERESET TH0
o7 Y AA "oA1n s FES #RE Jdh

Elton & Gruber’& 19705 159 Fmoll Al ELEAH S THHKE TR Z5E B
Eoll 3 RFKIT ] MRS BIESH] 99814 Campbell & Beranek®] @S R
Stal vk 35S, FEEAY HEERTEY BEEAY BRENSK, 181 &
ARTSH Atolo] RAMRE kel Al FX o BfRE HHidted O X259y R
FHEES] BEES FHEs W

IES LIRS AR YA HRET HRERLERT o AA gojxw g
Bl #8 8 MEAR(Tax effect) = BEF9 BEMMK &S VAT sl
9tk
Campbell & Bearnekell 93] ##2% o] Elton & Gruberdl 93] Hamtyo = #HE
B AL R ARFEREEEE RS o BHRdA e BEMARA A&lA mE
YEXRT KEERETY S Eista, KIS #ERe ailEakaxs B
SRR Mgl A EUEBORS 13 FEERQ RAURERS REe KEARY
FEER TR FHUC2RE #RT + dvhe Holth

ol (HiI RN HrEE FRIEEVE 19824 Kalayoll 93] #RéEcH A
Kalay’~ "ALE7E B #E A< | BEWRY LS 19 HmedA s

3

i 7) Durand. D. and A. M. May, “The Ex-devidend Behavior of American Telephone and Telegraph
Stocks.” J. O. F. 15. 1960. pp.19-31.

i1 8) Elton. E. and M. Gruber. “Marginal Stockholders Tax Rates and The Clientele Effects” Review of
Economics and Statistics.” 52. 1970. pp.68-74.

£ 9) Kalay A. “The Ex-Dividend Day Behavior of Stock Pries: A Re-examination of the Clientele
Effect” J. O. F. 1982. pp.1059-1070.
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HBEEER Hirse #4< WAYY Kaayol W29 Elton & Gruber®] %AR
fhe 27 BRETAA EHEEA=Y 2 RES —if v 287 fazeA &<
d5-ol= Elton & Gruber®] FXBithT BizsA ¥e=rvhe Aol

53 BEMQ RMEEA XHEAS T Afe, BEEHY B THES
HEREST] 2RV FFBHRYG AU 38 dole HEERKEES HliFEK
o oA HiERS 85T & WA H7| Wi, 1ote GiEL] et v
B F Qe MM EEERS kRESAY olFAAL Jow FEER
HAKRE TE 27 Y RARERS BES #wT & sivte Aolth Kalayd ol
2 48 FEIAEHKER (Shortterm trading hypothesis) 2 &t}

Miller & Scholes”= KalayE A A&HA Elton & Gruber®] F#7& ERK
(Members of the exchange)# FARERILERN o BHEIEHRE FAI8IL U7
ol &4 Fotn #tFIety BEKEE BEER HEERTE Atole #2d
FR7E &9 BESRA A mohe EEAEK 9siA REE A5 e 1
o] EiFEN BRE ®nstn dth

Heath & Jarrow"'= 1988l %3 THE%AR #E &3 BEBE D WL
ol A iR ERFR B s W KRB BrHI N2 FES stu Atk EHA
ERGEFHRS A3 e wmET vHEo] gl &EAA BERE BRE Tk BRERE
I —E3EA Getd REFISS Efshe EiRR Bigo] ATt jigd &
fFataL Stk Heath & Jarowe ©13lo] AME Y Favl givtn FRdd. F EER
H KET%ES olHd HERET A ¥ vhEgle KA EES g &
Atk Aolth o] Hime ALAHT A= KEYN Hle Rekeds AL &5
Brol fefroll A IE(+)9) FlRS EHSe FkEmgolth 2 st Aol EHiIERE
= 27 RS BEANA BES BET ZdA v S TEAAM BEES 27
& AJA st AL 19 HEZA BEEEAD g 22 dE ol fRrEA g
o, MR ER A 2A® a8 s BEY £ dde Ag BRAE
o BEETEC BERT 34 3G 4 & Aoz g AR &= ¢ BE
ZER) HHERES RS A & & ok ¥ HKE KO —BHeE
KERERY Yoa sidas 7 52 7

N 30

[

W B 2 m

#10) Miller. M. and M. Scholes. “Dividends and Taxes : Empirical evidence.” Journal of Political Eco-
nomy. 90. 1982. pp.1118-1141.

#11) Heath. D. C. and R. A. Jarrow. “Ex-dividend Stock Price Behavior and Arbitrage Opportunities” J.
0. B. Vol. 61. No. 1. 1988. pp.95-108.
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RO ZAT o Fo) WEHR Revhd EEEHE TE wERES dad
B FIHE ¢ de SEkes e Aos Jedd. wad BE%EEY BRT
%S 207 miRAEY fuEsskel o8 Aog we 2 5 glom, Hao 3
Astoll A BT Lo %Re RiigskEs miiagel 7/, MK 1 #E
xe falz3)® hm 5 HERS SR ZES BRI Heath &Jamows i
3t gl

AS7A BEHD ABEER T HEREST —HEA @€ Ehd 3¢ %
BE maEes AVRYY. 2 588 A HRERIA 1 BEE Fusi= 4
% EIERERSRAN Fuzt s flo] JeS Btk FiEY gl U= REE
3= Elton & Gruber, EltonGruber & Rentzler, Green, S°] QQ3, #%E<] 78] ¢l
< & EAE Kalay, Miller & Scholes, Lakonishok & Vermaelen 0] ith. tha
AGE BFoaME BEER BT - 49 33kE SAYe e REE BEEK T
&S] HRIEE W83 ¥ Lakonishok & Vermaelen® Fi%7% Bigko)] Wi %9 Fa
Qe B EEANA RIES Fodln 3 Heath & Jarow & 2 4 it}

Os #olME & FR HER MIES e v mux o

ol

0. BoEvEH e wiEEE) ) A BRN Wi

r‘

1. @33R (Clientele Effects)

BrEel o EEERT EEFTER EAFMEHRIT 1 R o] £R7F )

WEel, mETERE e HERE BEEKERS KA BiF EFFERE
o S WEFRE REEKEES HRE B Hof, p¥o) HED FEESF

weh RS REFE IWEART 1 %) HERS s Bte FES 93:
=3

53] BiECl e AR E BET BAREY BT 250 BiR o8 Hiy
= HERel7] WEol ol MMFAEAEBEEME(Tax-induced dividendclientele
effect) 2= Frh. EEo) o3 BEEHEE 99 M Mol FEBSFE e 0¥(E
fEe] ERAHHES TRV Soted AT @aolth M. M FiEel 9J3HH, ol
ojw 3t K#ES] FLEECRS sl AR T EATSES Fuettos sl
MEDE BERRS Aiste HERCE BEFE oA =W p¥e BE
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Bk A WA A Boke RHolth Justd A2 HERES FA6]
ste] EIEBGRS v HEKES olHd #EHos st FEHKE AHdte
&g gstolol 8] wjREolghs Zojth, WM %S WEN BEEBRS
St H3 EE T EARTEC W EEY MR s Brsta BLEBORT &
£EEE o) i FES a2y Elton & Gruber” = BESRY #ae
FLEE RS HIMER TES FRS BEs EAFE e 250 Rk 2e
ul FlHsIETH SRS HEFRe EEEKAR Hls HEifsta, EAEES
WERE GREREERY MRS BT Aol7) i, el HEER(Tax effect)
7} DO BLETE OO HEHER A BUElER Aloldl= A (+)e) HFRAGk
7} FEES Aolth Elton & Grubers BN gl osiA mgArele] IE(+)9
RARAGR 7Y TS Wl Ut

(& 2—1 AEWERY BEFHE

el ohe st N
1.00 + wQSg
50 | \Q x

1 3 4 5 7 8 9 10

o o

A
TIE
6

7.08 5.52 4.96 4.52 4,16 3.76 3.28 2.76 2.16 1.24
B & (%/9)

R EEr. &R 1987, p2l9

o] B - NN E BElaEe det HLE 109 SHos rile W, &
SHol MEEH BMEN TEES JENL Qe 1 #RE EERES —5E)
v oz Vet gtk

#¥12) Elton. E. and M. Gruber. op. cit., pp.68-74.



BEEH S BREEC B3 BiRny —% 257

2. THIRFRREEMRER (Tax-induced clientele effects)

RLE7ER S MEER T4Y RES BEEY EAFE W3 258 fRkatdy
2o+ AIEE Campbell & Beranekoll 23l $2#27} ¥} Durand & MayE A A
Elton & Gruberell osf HiEy #HRo 29 Firs H3koh

HRFNEZ RS B B EHS e ta #REe] Ekedh

O £FRERS 9

@ tg (éjiﬁﬁﬁfﬁ)g} td(EAFTER )= 224 AL, tg=minltd/2, 25%} 9] TA

A AVAI3= 3
O EHIEAFS e Bey BHIEARB N e 2o
ZEET EHEoR gHd.

© FEXRES ﬁ*ﬁﬁ"]ﬂq

® ZE HERT P HEY A4S weEvHig=ed).

Jeal 'EJE AsMAH o] BT S HAS AL

=FEH TRE
e=HLEE HE

P=tA& dd BA S BE%

td=tEES EAMSEHRE

tg=HkES 9 EARMEHRE

d=tkERE S

RERE 19 Blms BAtsts 2L BER 37] gl o9 B2l o
M BCETEHS HRES AL RARERY HEA ol MRS EHT 5+ Ut

HEFZE 39 fE B BEEH Q) giAc BEAsh: 2% 19 #EkES
=3 Zo] HArh

Pc—tg(Pc—P)

TEFRF 29 B S FiEHY BAS A ¥W 19 MEks
v} o] Hr},

rlo

o

Pe—td(Pe—P)+(1—td)

£¥13) Kalay. A. op. at., p.1061.
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G RES 2 BT 1 0% @E 24EUA AfE o) Bz &
BRS AN ¥ 9o ke REFR s A(EE A 2)3 BE%A
AU The A(EE AHs R) Abolel de@e) RV} Hojok dok wekd Thed
WA b R,

Pc—tg(Pc—P)=Pe—tg(Pe—P)+d(1—td)---+---- (2—1)

9 K21 BEIE g9 R(2-2)8 €=

Pc—Pe _ 1—td

d 1—tg

I, HEFI B S MEH BRes BEAT A9de 1e Pcg AE3ta d1

—td) & BEkaos WA vt HEF/ MRS BES BRSE BEAT 35

t 1E PeE AE3t, T3 EAFEMR tg(Pc—Pe)E AE3HA drh oAt
2 BHE 4 299 e —FEto o g

—Pc+d(1—td)=—Pe—tg(PC—Pe) ..................................... (2_3)

9 (2—-3)& EBHpE A1) (2—2)Ko] dh

(2—2)R &, WEEFEZESC M- K H&E 7] g, B oF7]
ﬂ"fl% DBl ok, B (2—2)Re) BarE A etk fGiiEkEs 189 B

e BH RS UET2A HEFIES 78 F T &R/ ol 22 EE

515%—4 BEFKE HERES 2938td AFAA Hed adde g4 (2-2)K
ol Rz A "k o] 2—2)Xo2REH RAKERS XL HRT & Aok = (2
—2)R9 AEYA(Pc—Pe)/dS) ROZXE 2E8F] W FiET + dvkes Ao
o tge td/29% 25% FolAM 22 Aolgta REStY (B B¢ A g &)
tdE FHESH . by HRFREEERAA S REER S HHER TAL=
- RAERY MFES HRT 5 A3, WEEHY KEVRS £%5H RxK
FFE Tevha FESE Aot

3. BHAER{RER (short-term trading hypothesis)
RIS Kalay7d 19829 BLEEHS AHEER T%Y REMBAS HA3A

Elton & Gruber®) HMFBEBEBER Hirstl Wre Bigolo.
Kalay'= BRBEEEERN Y HASD Qe BE A% £E —#7t 5
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A &g wellA kel (2—2)R& parsEA gon weEkA (Pe—Pe)/d2 8 R
AR MRS #HHRT F itk dvh 53] AR EXREMC] A BES
REJAe REPS 2= EREAC FEFCE BERS F78e HEEKE
S FHIES W2 (2-2)Re $X ¥A Fvhe Zolth v, EE%S 8ol £
EREeRT FFEAL LR Aty Higd A REESS IEEHES §iE
FUEM HREZ Kl H3ID EEERC S22 %l BEE KEZ EASH
ZEEY HAS o2 O 22 GHERES ¢S & W A0k

(l—td)(Pc—Pe—d— a'P)>0 ............................................... (2_4)
o714,

td=BEEFKE BRARERR
P=(Pc+Pe)/2
a - P=fEFKEM

R, ECETES tEI RERES TS ERVY FREAEGE Aoy HigE 7
BEFESE BEGRS AHC AEN KER He BASL BEER 52
A& BLEE HEZ EHdoaA et 22 50 EiERS 9A 2 A

fo o

i
B
o},

°

(l—td)[d~(Pc—Pe)— aP]}O ............................................ (2—5)

webA (2—4)9} (2—5)R 3 e gGiERC A7) ANE 24X (2—
5)X& 0xth AU Zolokyt o),

Pe—Pe—d— @P S0 -orereeererininiiiii e (2—6)
d—(Pc—Pe)— a P S0 e 2-7)

(2—6)&X3 (2-7)X& #HEstd (2-8)Xg T3k
‘ APc-Pe) | Wa-P ooeeerermimmniiiiiii (2—8)

(2—8)5& thA] #HsH (2—9)A& L=

aP _ Pc—Pe a-P
< L I TP —
i - d =1+ q (2—9)

#14) Kalay. A, ibid. pp.1059-1070
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et (2-9)RA2 HEEARESS GRS Ad + de (PcPe)/dakel H9
£ Yehl Hoj 3 glew FEAHY MEEERE TES BEsE EaddA oY
g ol HE & A "ok 2y =2z(2-9)Xe2HH (Pe-Pe)/do #2 ELEIK
@FR RHARE & 5 A3, w1 gozRE RAKEY BEE #HmT T
gl&ol Bimsidich. 9 (2—9)5ellA vkl Kk o] glthH, (Pe-Pe)/do] #2 19]
A

T HEEFREA JolM EXRERS I F gle Aolrh

s BETE o MM HE TS ElEAEY EIEAS 42 & dE
Mol A o] Folxm, TRe R YH RRHERY BES HHRT & frkE Ao

=3
4. EPS BiRFE RR

BUE7& R S HEQ FRE FEESS Musta & o, gitaEErt vide Aol
o8 velhd = A HRE e 9FeQe aeds| Hopok gk fiviee] B¢
EHEESY] ERS 2, 3, 4, 6, 8 9, 10, 11, 128 o2 Sy RES &
¥Zo| 2AS BREARE w3 Jvh 128 FEEAY Ade BRERENBANA
FEER7HA 9H 9] 2HA o] gl sof FlE olele) th2 o] FiEE HEN 9%
& FA 2 rsAdel dew, #3) Aol Mg viHed 2e G-3RIt
BLE%B tREC F3S w3 mTaEtfe]l =ZA @k

—H O 2 FE S pEEEC] ROIY BES Jdehd = Aol Yehe=d
o]Z 18 #E(January effect)@til 3k, Rozeff and kinney™'= 189 FHHERE
Fol T @ B ®rie AL HRSIL o2 AHEIEEERNY EEs #rd v A
th o] BgEel oahd 194 dRH 1974377 BB 1H THRERS 3.48%
o a2y & A9 FHKERS 0.68%0 =X

1A% <= Brown. Kleidon and Marsh9} keim'™'2] 17l sz &Qle
Keim 17 &R diF-&o] 179 BEBe sHES HRIE St vehdt
3 vk 17 #Re EHY HH REH vehe 3L ofd Ao
A2 1 AT Gultekin™®] AT0) e BEXEAAST 5 1Ado] oS

.

Wl Wl

rlo

££15) Rozeff M. S. and W. R. Kinney. “Capital Market Seasonality : The Case of Stock Returns”, Joumnal
of Financial Economics(Nov. 1976), &5y, TRARER R 1988, p501olA FHalMH.

i16) K, LHE p5OL

FE17) R, BBE. pS02dl A BE A
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HEKERS Yehla s 2 5 3

1A #R7Y #hsthe FRS REsR, 718527 Ad B 223 HHkse
s T Ak HHRERAME Fol HR THEEM ] Eob HEFAEC] dojddx
ERoh

BLE7& B9 BRERES 3] 128 REEAY A% o942 18 #R7t 9%S

A 7heAdel o, EET 3] MR de FEF 1 ERY F
NS Zolth
HERE obF HEA S HEF 1
FESHL 1] FELEER S BREC %‘fi}% Ul"‘a‘ T AL Aol

0 N‘O

o

E)D
O
r:é
M
-0,
Bk
T
o
9,
1A/
N
o
s
AL
)
2
o
b

V. FoEwH el priEEg) e 33 RN Wi
1. SiEHe| Wz

FLE75 B o) MBERTE B 09 ez R Q& Biko ARFERE
FERIT ERERR S S ov] Highd A #mES AR v e, M
ff-—’iéﬁql tﬂ?ﬂ BEN ’a:"E 1 T2 %loﬂﬁ %;?%Sz ?&EEN_ A" 2 B3 BEET)

Fohe A =ds
ola & AAFeln 1 J%fﬂw N 3—:%2 fEREst7] 918 Hikam b &k trt ol
Fol A it WE% Bgol B9 HRM HFY 48 Aoz E HEt
W= Elton & Gruberol Al E#&oF & A 2t}

Elton & Gruber(1970)"= ELE7H S HEERK T BHLo=F e BREEY &
K& fEsty) st BEERS HRER THED BR Aol BfRE SRk
BEME shlth. 252 1 HEERS FIAstY felol BE%E W FHHE(EME
THS AETS2ZAN BESRES EFstuA A

52 19664 4 1HY-E 19674 38 318 Alol9 4,14870 9] fHIEfES FIHsIS
BLEER THOMEEERTES 77.7% Y9 S 1Este, 1 do) RARERS] HERo)
36.4%% Aoz Wl vt I ELEER HBER TES EEREER Atold
E(+)9] HHEERR7Y QS-S 2=slolnt =9 MHEIRAtRel <l r&sha, 1 &Rl

fo
T e

#18) Elton. E and M. Gruber., op. cit. pp.68-74.



262 RSB (F4HR)

oJsf M. Mo BEEER7E o1 #FRA L Aok

Kalay(1982)”& Elton & Gruberoll 13+ #eitRel HBo 2 RARRTS K
FHRBESR ] LAY HRE olUm HKRERERY o AA Tkste BEE KR
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