39)

39)
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Building Block Basket Composite

, Building Block

E(Rn) =3 ((X i + B i X Ro) ----- (14)
, E(Ri) i , O , B i i
( ) (sensitivity)40)
, Ro ( )
ER) = Ywi x ER) - (15)
w (weights)
40) i ( o)
Bir=covar i/ var .
covar i « ioor ,var o r
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, Basket Composite

( Basket)
RP, A1)
R=w:Y:+w2Y2+- -+ + WnVYn —--
R  Basket )

(weights), Y  Basket

Bubble
‘944
( 20%)
Building Block Basket Composite
41)
42) ‘94
( : * 08 +
Block Basket Composite
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Basket

42)

* 0.2)

(

80%)

Building



Building Block

Building Block

43)

Building Block

Basket Composite

44)
Basket Composite ,
43) Fujiki M H. (1994)
(1998) pp.75
44) ‘86 '97
( B
: p-value ;
0.1 90%
B * *
p-value | 002623 | 0.24556 0.19651 000012 | 003884 0.00604
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Convex Combination45)

E(r) = WE(ro) + (-W)E(rs) ----(17)
,  E) , W (1-w)
(o, g ws
1) , E(ro) , E(rs)

Convex Combination E(ro), E(rs)

(two vector) (weighted average)
‘82
1
1
4 ’
4
< -1>

45) Alpha C. Chiang, Fundamental M ethods d M athematical Economics,
McGRAW-HILL, 3rd, pp.349-351
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< -1>
( L %)
CPI
¢ )
@) a)
+

‘26 ‘841 |34 71 50 141 173| 80 8.0 0.0 8.0
‘4.1 ‘8411 22 55 14.2 9.0 8.0 1.0 9.0
‘8411 '876 |23 31| 50 70 12.8 100 8.0 20 10.0
‘876 ‘931 |31 93| 70 80 |126 189| 100 75 20 95
‘931 ‘933 |48 62 50 121 9.0 75 1.0 85
‘933

‘95 45 50 138 9.0 75 208 9.58

‘96 49 50 119 9.0 75 213 9.63

‘97 45 50 134 9.0 75 2.07 957

( 60% 65%)
46)
46) I ( 5 ) = 65%
, ‘93 97
7.0%



47)
48)

A7)

48)

. reference interest rate)
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< -2>
(1)
@) @)
X @)
X @)
@)
49)
1
49)
5 1 (benchmark)
, +
(spread) (LIBOR + spread)
1 +a
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€] )
50)
, ( 1
-3>
6 )
@ . ) (1)
0.6603 0.6752 0.2832
rime rate TB 1
(Moody's AAA) P
0.7679 0.5886 0.5034
(10 )
0.8819 0.8757 0.8695
1982.1/4 1998.2/ 4
1965 1997
1965 1997
50)
BBB , AAA
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Moody's AAA

(TB)

: (10 )

- 71 -



(government & public bond

composite index)

Building Block  Basket Composite

51

51)
Convex Combination ,

.0
7.5%) 5%

- 72 -



E() =M wx (R: - M)  w*¥%x (R - Y) - SM

E() : , M (5%), w : (= 05)
R: : Min (Y, 0.15), R.: Max(Y, 0.15), Y :
SM : Safety Margin ( )

, 00 <M< 5% :0.0% 50<M< 75% :1.0% 75<M< 10% : 2.0%

5%
: €] ) :
< -4> 52)
< -4> [ 1 ]
/
9.0% 7.00% 77.78%
100 750 75.00
n 110 8.00 7273
120 8.50 70.83
0 5% , 130 9.00 69.23
140 9.50 67.86
0 05, 05*% 150 10.00 66.67
16.0 10.17 63.54
0 170 1033 60.78
Y =0.15% 180 1050 58.33
190 1067 56.14
200. 10.83 54.17
5% (SM = 0.0%p)

52)



< -4> 15.09%53)

7.0% 10.8% 54)

E(r) =P x wo A x wi Y x w2 - SM

, E(M) : , P ,
w , Wo =05 wi +w:=05
A , Y
SM : Safety Margin ( )

00<P<s 5% : 0.0% 5<P< 75% :1.0%, 75<P< 10% : 2.0%

Convex Combination

53) 15% 14%
54) < -4> 05 05*15 05*Ys
14% /
05  05*% , 14% : 525% 75.0%
05  05*% , 14% : 55.0% 75.0%
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< -O>
( / )
10 (86 '97) 81.2%, ‘75 '97 734%
‘97 875% Wi + W2
05
‘86 '97 75 97 ‘97 ( )
W1 0.224 0212 0.233 0223
Wa 0.276 0.288 0.267 0.277
wi: = 02 w2 = 03
2
< 5>
< 5 [ 2 ]
/
7.0% 8.62% 6.49% 75.24%
80 9.85 7.06 7162
u 9.0 11.08 763 68.80
100 12.32 8.19 66.54
5% 110 1355 876 64.69
120 14.78 9.33 63.16
130 16.01 9.90 61.86
Wo = 05 14.0 17.24 1047 60.74
wi = 0.2
W = 03 15.0 18.47 11.04 59.77
16.0 19.70 1161 58.93
17.0 20.94 12.18 58.18
- 1. = * 0.812
( / ) 1 ‘86 97 81.2% (* ‘75-'97 73.4%)
2. w: = 0.2, w2 =03
( / = 0.812) (W1 w2 = 0.5)




< -5> 2 70 17%
, 8.6% 20.9% ,
6.5% 12.2% 59)
2 " 7
< -O>
, 90%
( )
< -6>
10 (87 ’97) 60%
56)
< -6>
( %)
3
( /
( ) / /
‘87 97 8.75 14.40 60.76 117 74.79 0.812
55) (50)
56)
(Moody's AAA) /
( ) / /
‘65 77 461% 7.098% 64.9% 557% 82.8% 78.5%
‘65 97 5.28 8.877 59.7 7.26 72.7 818
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rs 17

< -7> 1
( %)
< 1 > < 2 >
70 10.8% 65 12.2%
/ 542 T77.8% 58.2 75.2%
‘87 97 875 (i °) 60.76
* 10.3 105
* ‘86 97
1 2
< -7>
" 7 /
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3 )
, ‘97 IMF
‘98
BBB ( B+ )
AAA
, ( 1

(Government & Public

Bond Yield Price Index) ‘85 12 (Index = 100)

( © P) (P=100, 1985.12 )
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(n) ( P

(Ct=1 n)
(RCt=1 n) . (n)
(Ct=n) Q
(9 (RR)
@+ p)x (Ceia) =RCt=1n (18)
Ct=n/ RCt=1 n=Q (19)
Q x g= RR (20)

Fujiki M H. (1994)
(Long-term Averaging of Past Experience)

(Delaying of Changes in the Actuarial Valuation)

57)
Q : 05% + Y+ ,
‘97.1
A ‘91.1 '95.12 Q (= 0.7542) , ‘%
q (=16.87) '96 ( ) 12.72%
< * . 96 12.1% >
57) Fujiki M H ,

(smoothing)
1

: Fujiki M H. , Pension Fund Valuation, Ph.D. Thesis, The City of
University in London, 1994, pp.209 210
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