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Empirical Analysis of Interventions Mitigating Behavioral Biases
in Financial Markets
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1. AR BE) LR

AWFFED HBX, @@ icisi) 2478 7 AEEZ B & L7c It AD5E
RESHT 21T 9 28 Th 5. @RlTiRIck T 21784 7 ADH T, [disposition
effect] (Shefrin and Statman, 1985)IZ35 H L, 41 AlZ & > T disposition effect 738%
P S VD I A FERERIIS 0T 3 5.

Disposition effect & 1%, HEFZDBFIEDOHTNLR T a2 L0 BIWREFL,
BROHTWDLRY v a 2 RBIRAT 5% +59. Disposition effect 2355\
IZERENNT —~< U ADNEW (Seruetal., 2010)Z & NEHALTE Y, disposition
effect [TV T HZ ENEEF L WWE S5, LA L2RA D, disposition effect % 15
WS DI AFEZE B LIC AT IR FE LRV, & 2 CARBFZE T
disposition effect Z B S E 5T AL LT, %‘&ﬁ WCER L, TOMREMREET 5.

AWFFECIXE I, BUY OEEMELZEZ 5 EE RIS AN disposition effect D

BRI AN E D D %’%ﬁfé 50T, EANEMEO BEMHITIS T AR D
EWEREET . ﬁ%/XTA&k@&gmﬁkﬁl@ﬂﬁ%@_ow
THERER @dﬁé

U EDOEGHIZ BT > TX, EEOSRETS & IZIXFE U & FF o
BCOFEREZBEUTT & MEHEGEERZ1T 9 2 & CERIAEIZOITZ1T 9 .

2. Disposition effect (ZB89 5 5L4THFSE

52 FTIX, AMER SRS E T H1TE)/ A 7 A THh % disposition effect |2
B4 2 ATt 2 el 9 5.

Disposition effect Z 7~ L 72A8E IR HEFEMFIE & L ClE, REFESEO 10,000 HJE#
DO JEIE % 4387 L 72 Odean (1998)23%1F 5 41%. Disposition effect I3 flH A&
KT T <, BBREFORGNIIE VT HHER Z TV % (Garvey and Murphy,
2004). F 7=, disposition effect 23D 72U NE D DGR T +—< L AR LN LA
Seru et al. (2010)<°> Choe and Eom (2009) DA% T/ S 41 CV 5.  Disposition effect
PRAET DIFREVIR A T = XD OWTREBREENF LTV D DI Tldk
WS, RFEEZREIB L LTIE, 7'r A7 kB (Kahneman and Tversky, 1979)7°
HuwbhTing



Disposition effect OFREIIIEHANENH D Z ENFM LN TR Y, HEHEKIZE
92 EAER 720 8% < 7F/E L, 1Q(Grinblatt et al., 2012)<14: 5 (Rau, 2014) 72 &
E DR RENT WD, —J7, XA T ZADOBIC [T T2 AL E D 3 0 BEIZ DWW T
BEPELNTND DI TIEe, EERMRFREE VR S.

3. HERSEIZ XV Disposition effect |ZEIRT 5 )»

H3EOHMIE, &S COEYY OEEMEEZFENBLANOIEET 57
ANRLEDS, FEITEAS 2 URIE 7247831 77 A T % disposition effect (252 %
KRN R & TR BT 52 L Th 5.

Disposition effect (2R3 DMFED L 1L, A T AD(FELE FRE LT H DR,
E AN DE'ECHE ) & disposition effect DBIHEZFHR7=b D TH Y, BEHEAIRITA
12 & % disposition effect DR FIEZMZE LT2 b DIFED72<, HHELTH R
ATy NA =X —DHIMEZF TS DIZER & 4TV 5 (Fischbacher et al.,
2017). & Z TAMFSE Tl disposition effect Z #XJl S5/ AD—>o & L THREX
IZHUY OBREEMRZNRKF LT HBERIRELITY, ZOWENRE OIS
5.

HARBZIE, HEFRIZ D= VRN EYI Y 2R T 5 & | &V D) BERIE
H 1TV, disposition effect IR T D200 E 9 INERRGE LT=. ABFZEOFFE E L
T, BgEmGE W27 U MR A T o T SRS b b . EERIEEIC
ISt T LI R e A AT T 2 — ME®D VTS? (Virtual Trading
Simulation System) Zf#i ] L7, VTS IXETHITARD TUWFEH] S L7 s
T, EEOIGIBREIE ULWEMEBEE X OCBETEEZ AT 50D TH S, £z,
FEERTOMG I EROeRE M, BRFEAMRMZ R E LR85 ToH
% Hit 225mini & L7z, H#E 225mini 138 ABREZ D519 2 Fep o T 5t
I bR KD RS TH D, TEMBEI 20 RET LI TRV THRY Y
aréva— bRV Y a LXK LRD BARENREHEE LR b ANFZED
FETH 5.

AT Y72 - T, disposition effect DA 72 5HHI T4 TH S PGR-PLR 47
Hra v 7. PGR-PLR Z3#Ti% Odean (1998)23&ME L7= b DT, FlEDEELD L
RTEPCR)N D, BROEHRO LT EPLR)ZZELGIWEZFHRT L2 &



C disposition effect DIREZH DL LD TH D, ok, “HOT ¥ LMEOHERD
7o, SEATHIFZE T disposition effect & O BEEIMEDS R X 40T 2 N @A 4 FHH
L, FRMEICOVWT ZHB TORY ICHEBENR RN LHERB LT o 21T-
7o, RHELEEABRME, RBEHT A N2AaY, BFET A MRa7T, fuiE
HEEE, BERRTHD.

DID(Difference-In-Difference) 77 AT Dk &, 55—1Z, ZE %18 U T disposition effect
%%Méﬁé’kﬁﬁ*f%é’kﬁ%éﬂk ikM#C,D/7$VV3/
Eva—bhRY v arolgns, v R Y Y a AR L TR BHEEFICLE
BENFER SN, BB, MBI L RRHDEAIC L 0 < B R0N
HILH Z RSN, UL EORERIZ, HEATENZIB T D178 A 7 RITxf L
THHEWINADANTH D Z L &7 L RIFEIZ, disposition effect & X%f5 & L
T ADIROFK/NTITHESG Ly R ET L L 2mBT 55D ThS.

4. Who Learns Well from Boosting? - Heterogeneous Treatment Effects on the

Disposition Effect

BAFEDOHMNIL, F3EOHELILEL, 5 3ETH L)L 72572, disposition
effect DA B & LTZHEBTEONRIZHOWNWT, BEFOBMEICHRIICEEB L
TUENRORENRZWA LN THZETHD.

Disposition effect OFREIIIEHAENH D Z ENFM LN TR Y, HEHEKIZE
5 EEER RGeS L < AFAET D . il 21X Grinblatt et al. (2012)13 1Q A3 F\ %
E 13 disposition effect 23072 <, MBIDZA I IBEALTNDHZ LZ2RLT
V%, F72, Feng and Seasholes (2005)<> Rau (2014)i%, ZMHEDIX D 73 disposition
effect PREWNWZ LZRLTWA. —7F, Gooetal (2010)i%, mKEOHE

F T2 BEFZ DIF H 7 disposition effect 23/NS W2 LA LM L7Z. LavL, T’x"
E#%ER & disposition effect DBARIZ DWW TITEEIRN DML TN D, RERER & FE
ip & disposition effect 23EJK T2 Z & 28 5202 L7oFFEIT 52\ (Feng and
Seasholes, (2005); Seru et al. (2010) ;Dhar and Zhu (2006))7%, (213 Koestner et al.
2017)D L S I2W < LR AZFEA T disposition effect 23 L 72V Z & 2R L
TEARESC, WIS E 7B R EZDIZ O BEANTHHEMAKEZFZ LD ik
WA T A & T D58 b AF(E T 5 (Frazzini, 2006).



2T, kil X 57, disposition effect DR EEK & 72 2 N JE M2,
disposition effect DA HAY & LB DONRIZ ED K 5 e84 KT T 0,
DIDID(Difference-In-Difference-In-Difference)lZ L - Tt 217> 72, 70k, FEHr
B LW T — 23T X TEIELR—DOLOEZEHAL TV,

IHTORER:, H—IT, #EIZ X D disposition effect DERJIL, HEFORREIHE
IBRENGEICZ VIR THDL Z DR LN o7z, BT, HEICLD
disposition effect DIEIHDO RN FITIHFERRIC BIKFET D Z LR, BIRRY
(I, BERBRS U, I 3RE R 3 FL EH 5 5EA1TE, YV o
HEVEEZ B Z DEEIT L - T disposition effect DNEIH T 528, BEERRERDS 1 4FF
T 2 EDOLGAEITIE, #HEZTHZ & Thz - T disposition effect NEE D Z &
MRS, MR T, 3EL EOTERBRN H HFEFIT, KERE LD LHEEFH
DN E <, disposition effect DIEJHA L 0 58 < B S 7=,

ARFFROFREFITIROD Z & HRE L TWD. 1, 7TEI A 7 A3 20 A
ZEITET DB, ZOITEINA T ADOWREERK & 72 HH N B IO RE 2B a2
EIR&TElnzx b, FH IS, HENLEDICODOHBEOEREMNTH S, (8L
BN BIZIH T WO ZebInHH LI, BHEIZEFIFAIVIIPEETDH
5. PEFICRR AT A CHBEIRIMELS 2D LV ENS, HERICKH L TE =
— VAT A v IR T R DG EE R HE A, SRR & 2R
R ERERR AT Z e BT ETH 5.

5. The Impact of Salience and Education on the Disposition Effect

%5 O HMIZ, disposition effect 23HIE T2 X 9 7R FICB W THHE 3 FE
RBATETIToT2 L 9 72 BB NHEEE L, disposition effect Z Xl TX 20 E 9 H»
ZHONZTHZETHD.

WEZNFHATD b L—F 4 > 7 — VLB % @Rl L, BRIC/R2 > T
L0, LT LBEERICET HEEFRERN. 2O—flE LTETHNDLDON
salience (BHZEME) LIRINDMBETH 5. Salience & 1%, WFEZ2 7 5B,
KB L I B RELGERAINHWETT 2D TIER <, BN o0 IciER LT
LEWEBIMEIZRITDHMAT 22 LELTEBY, BETHIICEWTHLZDE
N STV 5. Frydman and Wang (2020)13 F L —7 ¢ > 7 lim _EIZHIE
B LT M=, RIS, AR RENRRINDL LI o7 &1



X oT, BEFN, 4 F TLLEIZTEL disposition effect Z/~T L H 2o &
ZH LML TN S.

Z T TARMIFETIE, FL—7 ¢ 7w ETHEENERIR RIS Z & TR
B XD disposition effect 3 L TWDIRILT b 70k, HEIZ K - T disposition
effect ZBH TE2DONEINEHLNCT D, Tbb, XA T AEHDD
IPATH 5 salience &, AT AEFHDHINANTHDHHE =W FRIRHZ G % 72
KFZ, EOXIRTENBIDNEHTHRDLZENEBNTHD. EBROMEBITEH
SELFEAFELIZIFFAELE L, salience DEENH DL ML —TF 4 > 7 HEE %
WAHREE, BEONL—TF ¢ U EE AT RO ZHHITHIT T, BHETH
B OMENRZ i3 5 Z & T salience D & 4RI TOEE ONRZH 50
Iz L.

DIDID Z3#1 OfER:, %12, #E T disposition effect Z I8 X, salience I
disposition effect Z HElE X2 &\ 5 AT OFE RN BRI, UL, &4
[ElDSEERICIBWTIE, #E & salience D FILRFRE DK & X C, FEMWITH
BIELAE D Z &SN, ZoERIE, XS 2B mm<e Xk v
RIEHIZE > TAA T ARHEIBIN DRI T TH, HEIZL > TREZRDITH)
NAT A HHRERBTEL I EE2REL TN,

AWFFEDERIL, salience & ZE 7 disposition effect |2 & IE T &HIZN R % [F]
FRICHGEL 722 & Th D, F7o, FEERREIRE LTL, 1781 ¥4 M &iE
ALY 7 —FItkBnT, EEONADOKEEREERET D2 L OREREM,L
FIELTWAHZ & ThD.

6. iHam & BRAE

AWFSE T, disposition effect &V I {TEI A T RZDOWNT, It A& LT
AT AOBIEBFREDE 9 Dy, AIREIE L THULED L 5 22 NITH L TIP AR R
72 DD, FTED X IR THIADEN D 2 D& H ZRIZHONTHE
Bz U CHRREMIC BNz LTz,

IHTORESR, O OEEMEZHZ D L) EHERIIT AL #E LT disposition
effect DI FIRETH ¥, £ DOZNRITHER OFRHE T ORERBRITIKGFT D
ZEMHAGMNE Tl FETe, =T 4 YV OREHI L o TEAA T A



MRS D LD 7R ELC DN, ZOFTHLHEHEOMENALNDZ LD
RS

AW TIL, BTS2 HWIeFEZ R Z21T 5 2 & T, HHMEOEWERE T, TA
Il CTZBN RN, T ADERZ E DA TWDRMNERRE WA D, £z, FEA
REMRE LT, BRIOREBE LB UIATEN A 7 ZOBBNAIRE TH D &0 )
RN D, WEFBEDEREZ T L TODLANRTHND.

AHFSE Tl disposition effect DA% 3Bt R OITEI A T A L L, STAICITHE
Y OEEMEEZH R DLWV FIEOKREZR-To. LI LB L, FETENC T
% 3A 7 A disposition effect AFMZ & ZEA BN TIH Y, MDA T AT L
TEDXIBRMED O LI EHOIONGLRDLTHAD. £/, UV D
HEMZHR DML, SHITHEBBRITADR DD E ) DT OWTERBIFET
IR STV, NS, TRAZTEIZED L I N AR TH 20345 #
DRRFREE R 5.
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