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Abstract

o BExe MBTIP 98] tE¥EE A7t AR wet F85A4E59 $
S M52 Ao F5, Private Banker®] Fxx<9] +8&, :Lﬂi Private Bank Service]
Abgo o] o st FFS A=A Dolri= Ao|th E3I MBTI®Y A4A/3d 7]
s AF&9] Abolo] ZIlg iRl EAo] @M U]X]u_ FEFES Yolr= Aot}
ol 9d ¥ At A uAAAZHHNWI VVIP)9 2w+ stae] MBTI® A
AGES MEE AAS Holt and Laury (2002)2F Weber et al. (2002)¢] A&S &8
St ASAA HuENS AAsYET. E Ao A3 AA, Holt and Laury(2002)<]
Lotteryd ol A s zpab7kel dnk izt Z1e]al MBTI® #7152/ (ST, NF)l| w
2 zol= EAls At 53 nfxpabrbe] A9-STok NF 159 Zol7b EAsts A&

gAstat. =4, Weber et al.(2002)¢] 938 TE FAsie AEU3F4 8d T

Gamble(g) Recreation(r)e] S40] melapairtal A 18 A s xwe] u]x= o] 2o 2
o2 uyetgth olyd An= JiQle] A S #HEY 54 EE 38 #4 jle
HAm Aol 7iQle] A= g £ AFS UEhlE Zo® VEY] £dEY
ATAnE AA @ & 5 gk A, MBTI®Y AEAFH50] wet 9P 550
zpol7b EA 8tk MBTI® THS7F & 4% 454**£E7} e As g AU
on, pAREI = dFo] sl Aoz wEAc A, MBTI® #3519 H=
Aol ofs FEE FFE wel dAl S8 AL thH] Private BankerE o] 83k H]
&9 Aol7t EAste Aem gAnt. AdALtE oo w EAT A3 B=f3
EPe] A% ot gl HldE o] &n &l Yol MBTIPZ ®7H A4/ uet
A =g A4 Bl Private Banker®] o] -85 Fol®= 93] A= st
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94, McCrae & Costa(1989a)&= MBTI®E Jung?] Az fgolZe #HlA H71a}
W, A5 HAHNEO-PI, Costa & McCrae, 1985b)°] A7l K118} #8543 7HE Sl =
5-8AEAN RIS A 2679, oA 2019 el Al AFetal SASAT o] A
9= e, MBTI®7F IAgoz o]BH A Mai} Aoz Hild
Adfol 3 AAE= A, hA, MBTI®E ¥u s S@% 9 4714
MBTI®?] 47}4] AzAE7F A4 A7 57H4 8 54 T 1A 5
259tk McDonald et al.(1994)& oA 16193 34 484 S tiyro = MBTI®
HAFE A9 NEO AAEAAE A5 #AS Ay gttt MBTI® Wa-9 & (I-E)x
= NEO-PI®] ‘o] gA’7 A3kdo] 9l MBTI® %ﬁ—ﬁ%(S—Nmﬁb NEO-PI?] ‘7j¥
I AAAAZE e Aow 9 A MBTI® Ala-7Z4(T-F)A %+ NEO-PI9| ‘F3}4
g2 BA 7 MBTI® AG-212(J-P)A %= NEO-PIY ‘AAA'3 AaA#AAZ dE= A
el old A A= McCrae & Costa(1989a)¢} o 2] gt} Furnham, A. (1996)2] <
T 714" 9 wSAAN F2 ANEE = MB’I‘I®9Jr Al &t st AT okl A 7HF
o] AR E HEe vl NEO-PIG7HA &2, 7 474 &7 =9 #AAE A¥ry
2 akgitk. A< 160 o] NEO-PIgt MBTI® AALS stith. 2 A3}, NEO-PI9] ‘X34’
T AHL-FA(T-F) ASAZT AaaA7E A ew, NEO-PI ‘A4 Hae Abal-
A(T-F) AEZAx} AF-A2(J-P) AR %} *Pﬂrﬂrﬁ]ﬂ 2tk NEO-PI9] ‘&4’
= AF-WFE-D dE5Axe} 3 R AE Bk wkde] NEO-PIo] ‘A4 %
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, 19953 #Hde] oS THsAT ol% ¥ =d wd+ == Yoon, C. H, & Lim,

mﬂ

o,
ook
[N

oX
filo

oft
o

o S
N

| =<
i e

ol
-

TN o
[“_>L WY ooxl o
01-4 2ol o

o
oo pg do fu B oo

¢

o

)

o

—

fu)
2 P )
(TR o A DN )



D. S.(2018)9] 71 At} o]

W E SR T
X —
NETREE OKMRMESTX
" T o op ﬂ‘_ani.waxxmﬂ@ r ..
xitk# I - oMo
Hr < 10 7 }ﬂ%atﬂﬂ{% o T D oM o) W T =
< o] e, B o N = I o) o < T W i = = o
o#exaoﬂoo 117UB NN JE}@QJ How = N oo W
— ° B R <M ® LU B e o g
R w S8 oy LW g o2 S P o oy T T RO TR F e = =
=3 }ahanar%ﬂ%xa ﬂ];nsﬂn% o o of 7o ° =T P
oWy w T _sﬂ?m%ﬁ%ﬂmﬂ o Lk Lmo%gaﬂlxr ol mmﬂa_s%qor@u
BN o X dmwﬂaar%% ow oy o Tk %mwrﬁ:l%?%mﬁ aaﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂo%
T TR TP S T Coop T w = B o o
SRR R - p® T o4 R ST Ny IR S
O = B ogg A= 3 iy n w o T B o < o © iy o w o W
o= o B oy o WT X ) K wm P = oo o R o g
= o LA e S =T T & o & W] e W X ool B
o LN EBT A R ; ™ " e o ooy o0 R BT M TR g XX O
- -~ N go o) T N — ™ T N g e ~~ X M fi ~ B X oE N ©
& No e o0 oo AT — o A S B > M Nlo o N Nk Gt oo ) ol
Luﬁol]#xﬁﬂﬁut oo om Tﬂ_éﬂﬂ = T Mo oy ﬂaﬂ%ef [ &
w e T L Mmoo W oo Ay o W o R AT ES TE A oo Ry
on_B 0 Oﬁ‘l ,_lryl OﬁP;oL H.ﬁﬂp.l o) 3 w9 5 K
< do N 2o B m = < A S = ol T oL o ° B — uk W N o
yM o Ot umoﬁﬂu <] MU w ﬂA(% 0 — o) OL o Euﬂ]ﬂ o- ﬁﬂoﬂ%ﬂ.ﬂjuo v (\OF — °
o e H b & I = - T ) T REGN T S
:o&odm%ﬂoﬂ%ﬁﬂ@iwa,mu]z%Té ol ;o_.wwv:‘_ Nmﬂ,ﬂQﬂﬂu_ﬂ é;l ﬁ%;u@.&mu
— PR _ ~ oo W o " T o =
N QIMHL <0 = =r M B ® o ~ O — ol ™ - oo o] ° —= O To No 75
7uﬁﬁox43ﬂlo_ftﬁM1 e R ogr —m P B R g) = T o o o
M@Lfﬂoaﬂﬁ@wzauwqwﬂgm BN E TR ET TG D m
SELiFERIiEICiis p322z FIATILCEY EES L
—_ ) ]_ D . ] LV\IJ. ol — :
io uﬂﬂfﬂ_mMeWmoﬁ#mﬂzﬂ T ER T2 ﬁaﬂaa;mw_z e T T
H,_ﬂoLuuu,]J% juid i@ﬂorﬂ o = = 5 _ujfé%qe]& = Neﬂﬂqax_a
~ - o 2 M g J ) o o] w8 3 i o0 o- X XE R o =
e N I T WD oy o -5 A I A B o= = A
— L0 W o B oL o U 2 o X n oF N d N )" W T TN e
m%%gmnﬁﬂ%w_%ﬂ. =w A T A i%ﬂ:ﬂr%%ﬂﬁﬂ ¢ T T o
6 < — E _ = L = o
Mw@vﬂwﬂmw@%@ﬂmw%wﬁwm“%wAw.m %mﬁozzi%ﬂm FEX e T
oo e Z X Gt - o - o }ﬂolﬂv ° N o
ng,m.w%F4Mﬂ%€§qwofw@wc_aﬁmﬁu ﬂaimfb%@o%v T~ How
_,m.lle%gﬁaT?g1ﬂ.aa§7§H_@L 5 W T o el B Pw T
Fo A o~ [ o = ) M X = ~ N ) i X oF o — g [ JJ) ol
ABMWB@M@LEﬂﬁEﬂ%HﬂHEHL@ong DL.ﬂ_rﬂ] wmo7mﬂETm‘*,,ﬂ|E1_ﬂlElroEﬂa
MowﬂL,M_fFaiqﬂgﬁAﬁ%ﬂngﬁﬁﬂAﬁqﬁmﬂmwgmﬂ@@ff@,go;wge%@%
o) P 2 o H o< Eﬂn_rm70t1xrw_lﬁ_ 5 oox Pmﬂ}ut A < :
o ™ XﬁﬂlMM&ue LE_oAﬁﬁo_ao g }H)NE R oﬁamall;o\_ XH@._r o] m “&oﬂ_’,ﬂllﬂ
) e X v 5 B oy N wou = T 1
e (s oy TH oF W X ﬁ_.Lg Wza X = 2 M ol o X W o 2 & OF °
— r — ] 0 o WU >y JD]} X o X OE E_
Lx.aawJOM%ﬂﬁﬁmxAoyﬂﬁev_ﬂ%xﬂvwm%m l%ox%&%ﬁﬂ,mﬂ%wxﬁ
~ NG W GTIN - o & = B o ] W 5 = <D ~ [ Sl o - 2 o
54.3.%%1”}&10%%%1 1%A%%ﬂa.Bﬁaﬂﬂwﬂ_#Lszﬂ@%ax%%uﬁ
~N [Ru— = - —_ X - e K
I > S . ° Mdfr Wy me ° T T W h T bt mi ° oy L M o W i ~ M1 = K o1 ~ R RS k- ol o X
o SE T KW W s BB o ~ ° m e iy N S '~ ax
»x.sarﬂﬁilzﬂxo S %ﬂﬂﬂl?vé%% & Vﬁrﬁoe_i7%%ﬁﬂrﬂ
H R K mzrwﬂmow%ﬁﬁﬂmﬁoﬂw_b%%ﬂWL@V@V ?%g_@@m«@zx
S T W %o OWETNM;C(\LCEW‘;WV,W. A HEﬁAﬂuIEﬁ]mﬂﬂ%Mﬂ
Do vslkarﬂga_gl]q 7
oou‘mMHoﬂpunTﬂom_Edﬂﬂﬂ
" R o dp



AAHE Ay 27t AFALEES] 288 A X3t givge FAAEdE o 5
A717F =4 vty Yozt AFAEHER stola S8 FAAY AAFHd g2 Felx
o] Aol ZeHA sta HH3} FAARE Bt A, 28§79 FEESID AoH
FAFA oy FEFAAE BE & 5 A A=d A wdel| 7]ofstaat =
ol Aok =4, A5-8H(Finance)w okl A F2AF ZH4d (investor sentiment) & <A el 2l
MBTI®94 FEAY S8 FAs= Aot Gerlach et al(2018)9] A= A 3}
S| A

™

e

1

14 elgux) wad 17ke] 473 (personality types)®) A0l tig zatAe] 14 g
ojZolWl Rolth oled AT Av: 15U AARE WA 4 nAAeln 4y
MBTI®] oj@ 7bAsh 4o tia Abztel e 9%e 713 Aoz dqa4dn A
Aelsta), HeAse) A5 ATE el walw 4Aade £AE Q%o 4A52L 16
AR BF T MBTIPE ol 8@ @5 A7ol #atd 494 Fo4d ot olea
WAL HEo s §-uEA ATANNA o2 MBTIPE A58 gafo] -1
5ok AAe ATHA ZAD FAAe] s ARG Bl WE chEai A
28 §oE o]Zol UmA @ Aol B A7e T oA ZAc & 5 v

A28 M3PATF
1. 4 A (Characteristic)

A A E A (personality traits)¥ *d 43 (personality types)<
1M AAEAHe FFEE 57K E WA (openness), AAA

fHod
o
:L
ﬁ rlo

(conscientiousness), 1% J (extraversion), 3!3}4d (agreeableness), A7 % (neuroticism) T
= o] °‘°U4 /\}a,] ’\éﬁ.% AAQste 8o duEA b tgos dAS FPEE A
ole} At A3 At ARl ForE oA = Fde
d A

ﬂJ

il
2l

g AAFE S B8 Jov o|FALY 2 Aol 4
QAL A Eaa e glo] ddelrh old AAE FAsr] SddME AAAAL

(personality tests)® 4#HZ HAIEFES &3 ol& FalA 7MAY AEAFES &7
2 42 = otk gxHe AAAAY =72 MBTI®ZF A48k, st A4 1A71

Azt vk AW ol @ HAFDAASE A FPe EAQR 99 AsgEe »

QA AZHS 7R low, AES =T gk of Fof dis] BdflE =40 A&H
At} 28y Gerlach et al.(2018)= Aol A AR/ o] ﬂé%ﬁ(average) WA A (reserved),

2} 715 A A (self-centered), &2 A& (role model) Ul 7 &2 EH4E 4+ Atk F4sId=rc ]
ol At o] FUIAIS AARFES ATE HegAEe] ¥ HolHE o] &3l A

2 A4AS §383 sto] ZuRSFTEd Z oort dva & 4 Ay a3 o]} ﬁi‘ﬂ
C. G. Jung? AHFHAES 7|¥to 2 Isabel Myers®t Katherine Briggsell 23] 7lgs <l
o] AAFHL 167HA 2 TE3 MBTI®Y 7FA ¢ F8&40] TAlF AEA 29w v

© Holth MBTIZ} Arsio] gesiole /17 B4 wae, get, A9, 289 5 o
B oA A% HAFHE o8 AAE FEHAL. el A 5 e
BARY ATE A A4 vetuAL NRAY b 2 A9 4ARIL S

g 4 ol ATAR Y dolgrt B wlE oA Y. Gerlach et al.(2018)F= OCEAND

1) AAEAI & Ao AAS 245t 57HA] 2908 @3t 714 (openness), A A (conscienti-
ousness), 2|4 (extraversion), 1314 (agreeableness), 4174 5 (neuroticism)9] ™ =25 w



SAG AES BRE A#HITES U E A MAdA AERAE ARSI oF 7}
£ o]&3le] Aol AFea dE AHEEC AARIES HTY

(average), WA 2 (reserved), #7154l A (self-centered), & & X @3 (role model) ©]E W 7}

Az BRAA A4S nEw A wste] et 449 FYo] WAT & Y AT
Eol £BE AFE F Avhh B AfEC] of ] b HAFFOR TRHAEAE obF
X Brbssta BEln vk @ A Aue 4A4%30 9 FE AR
Holrh Aol 2w, ke Aduels FAud o] 2Rdd 445%e] o we
A Frkste AL olgstel JEe HARY 9FL F & Aoty FPsAr. aem A
4 874 Ed 444 NAE 2 & At 2auA Auel FAG we s A

3ol mek 4ARY G4 ANFHA AFANA AeA

¢l AEFor ®Wsdt sl

Ozer and Benet-Martinez(2006) 449 SA 2 o7t Faog Aol dia] &A14
d=4e #IAZN Yrt. FeAE oA Big Five factorsE AF&stHA] e A=Al
(consequential) A7} B A3l Qlvh A4S A 57} SA4 Ags A4 ZAG A

o dom w3k RN FEAAA Fue 7S] wAC A Axe] lom. A M
I mEE ofo] ik Al dRdo] vk LAl AFS] AlA] SWHMd Frome} wlH Y,
QA A ol &Z7]eF o]l vt T3 th McCrae, Costa and Ozer(2006)%= A& 7+
s A4 Bl digh H 7S AFskr] 918, California Adult Q-Set(CAQ)ol A 1540
o] A7]-EFHolHE ARG o5 e dFA<Ql HY 412> Five-Factor Model
Btk o2 AET dolHo gk whdje] Ay A2 o] el ojwgh
person-factors®e A& A &S BT 2A7F] FAMA O gk F o3 HHELS HAHo=
Five-Factor Modeldll #3dA Adro] 753, o= CAQOIA S AAErdNA AEd 7Hs
st A4 Egdel glvke 7Hd I A A sk
R. B. Cattell(1943, 1945)c] 19| “A4 4 A <&(description)”d] F43tE $3] dol= =
Lo]Z AL &3] AlFE o], 4597 Be AFAEo] 571A 9 422 A ¢l (orthogonal)
of 7]WHak A F+2E Atalt}. 5-factor model®] HHEAL ELLA< 5F
Mgtk 3714 AT F AWM, 57 FH o2 ERE 14319 54
Ak FHEA Ao 133709 Fojo] F o [/ 4797HA 9] HW s S
AMEC] A7) B7keh w5 W7kl A e x5 =tk 3HA Aol A, 339719 54
o2 HE FAE 100719 ol FF AFelA Big-Five %20 2A JAH F8&3S
% tHGoldberg, 1990). Asendorpf et al.(2001)2 &9 Aol A& % (replicated) T
A Q-factor ¥4 o] &3}o] Big Fiveol W3t 2152 27| 7]&, 29 Big Five, 1%
9] 249 Q-Sort judgmentsE XE$Hsli= dw o] AFoA 371X Y AA "A HHE
(resilient; =240l & A= Al overcontrolled; 9 EA4)8t= A%, and undercontrolled;
EAZE Ao® Abgho] dvke 7HES HEEFT dol, i, W (method)ol 1A 37F
A ZREESEN dBde] BEFA R FAHNL, BE ATECNA o] 7pHo] AHdSlE
gt 37HA Z2EEY I A4, A BA, AHE A dezbg e daaAe obsd A
Qlel #¢le] undercontrollers< ¢WstE YEMW I, overcontrollerEe] WAsE UEY
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TREHE AAFES st fAg HZ9 ﬂ?#% X% Big Five %2 Five-Factor
model®] Aol A FAFHS Zrolgit). Ashton and Lee(2009)%= W@ <] 42l & vl
£ ol&3te] AAFF dg A5 HEXACO? ‘}_*E] FA7A w ezt ek 37) A
he S Th d™e A BHOAM, AdRrder A E = HEXACO AdelA e &
AERlES A, AAFES G AdelA e odFH= FEFS Big Five A4 840

& dlzed waEgon, 1 A% 74 & HEXACO #8 Z4% HEXACO A 2

b A vho] AS E3ith webd HEXACO ZHld9=ae] A9e Fovdk 44538
S HAFA XS ¥ Wk Caspi and Silva(1995)& << ér%; 8007 o]Are] AT T
el A 3419 a5 Aol 18Ale M S AAH=X ATk 34 frolE o RE
3 T HrlE 71wt o 2 571# 9] 7] 2 (Undercontrolled; Exﬂﬂ— Aol 9, Inhibited; A XA
S A8 7E, Confident; AF417 91, Reserved; WA 2 <1, Well-adjusted; 232 #3l&=)=2
IS YUFA o] IFYUEL 184 W AR2lo] 7]%?_} Multidimensional Personality
QuestionnaireE §3 A7 2edo] FAHJGY. Az Azt wE JdEAHS HIU
Undercontrolled Z1&2] ojdol= S84, A8 F7, 84, AFF Alol9] 29dA =2 A
5 Wi, inhibited 7179 oHole T, AW F, TAA, AME A AiFo] vt
Confident 152 S&ddA A7l =43, Reserved LE2 A3 A A=k A7k vok
ol PFS BT}l Specht, Luhmann and Geiser(2014)= =<3
i—zr oA & HIME Eﬁi@ ek sid A9 HolHE o] &5te] ARl wRle] A A

de SAHFo=EM AFAY JduAd WE FA4Fv. ol wig Latent Profile
Analyses(LPA; #HAlZ 23t #4) 9} Latent Profile Transition #2412 47}#] T 2.3 A

o

g
2 ng A, U AE YA Jhel, BF AF Yol A 49 HAASH AR B
de BRAG. B4, o BA5H B A Agdel BAAE AFHFAT g B oF
T Az ARE AE TAAD. AA, ok F HARY T2 2HA AL S
wedol givh WA, s el B9 WA 4dztel A4, 4AR3e F@ FAYel 9
O wqle] ARAAE AL we Adnge WA FEAE, F deold 4, o
o), Azkel AA vl AeAA AL et

2. MBTI®(Myers-Briggs Type Indicator : 423 A A4

AR A8 4(2013) 7 AR - A8 5 A4 5 (1995) 1 41 AR5 MBTI® #3 A9 A

=
dEd 8% JrE v gol At vk

T MBTI®+ Isabel Biggs Myers®t Katharine Briggsol <3l Zﬂﬂﬂ AAFHAALZ,
o AElfrdelEs Bt fAl oldiste] LA F&stA & A
ojth, o5 MBTI®{— AANA 7 de] AFEEA e AAA
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MBTI®E 7H&¢3t Isabel Myers® ¥ 222 sfelo] Ztzte] ARFEHS & F+ Y=
st Aotk T WA F0a3 AL Carl Jung(1921-1971)¢] &3 o] 2 (Psychological
types)E ‘0‘4”01]7\1 E?”O}ﬂ 7“%@ F UEE F= Aol MBTI® A Ao mE o

MBTI®Y EL{PO] He A s A ]X} Carl Gustav Jung(1921-1971)& 29~ =AY
o AR FPol B Jungel AACNAL JNJAE AWstr] 98 FFF QA AL
(extraverts)?t W 3F24 <l Abgh(introverts) 27FA] @ o] Atk #EAFH Al &= AT o]
T JungS AHRE FR= A7 F2Ud 7 (sensation) Z‘.%ﬂr(mtmtlon) 27t 1A A
A7) 52l AFi(thinking)9b 74 (feeling) S F713 3t Jung e Al
ME s sdd dFow EAs= AEdse SAFH(Jung,
RaL, zh el weEt ol WEkde] FuAoR AT Alg

ka

F43+9 . 7] 5 (dominant function)o] &t €] 7+zb A A}
al Z:”éfﬂr 2o AgrisEe] M e duAE 7HA AL, M A5 g al w9 R sHA
AbEEE AE weted, A Aol ALY “A 8] A <l (domination)”d Aol gtal & FE QT o]
S-ol Myers®t Briggse Al#l7]50] Foz-&stH 952 54S Ad EYdolg= Jung
o AldE ngo g FAG())-AAP) AzARE HFFo2ZH Junge oES IHAEHA,
F15E& 51 BHsE ¥7)5(auziliary function)oll ™3k Junge AWS LHAAA AEF

o2 Jungd o|EL 167HA] AARFIF R AEsE A

Jungel FHE 4714 A5 @2, A%, A, g o4 #dn 4752 o
wah g A Hol A AAel Aesle] delA 344 Aelse o904 Jug A
A, g 0 Yol 4 Be AUAE Agerhs Aolth MBTI®NA 4744 A
G715 247 vE 2R Ad 948 A FFolth #WIE F AHS)E F24Ho]
T AR AP AAFL FAI, ARNE b W e 4 AsAeld &
g FTath B Q475 F AR(DE 905 Ao AR = B2 49
ANE FrEe, 4AES Fo AAH AR st KA e FeHd A4
Fraeh oe@ deleel ol2AQ Ade 4744 JY7lsel AREE 247 e 99
2 M3 gen, JUBEY G o5 A 4] G $Foz ezt Aol
.
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SABHEE TE AEH) 79 AU dea At 59 ol s o 1457

| 43} wee) Ag TS ARAEvn W HEZFES AR
RS FOE ik Rk ohe, Wael B ‘oA AES e

Hl 71K A3 A T A WA= 983 WSHEL Extraversion-Introversion)©]t}h. EIA %
© §(1921-1971)¢] 3t ofujt)2 oAl AFEA7F WA ALEJAVEE Hre] 7] 98] Al
ZEAY. 2 I YIHo] AsrH A HEZA, Jde] AFgAES & yE o
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A= Abaet A (TF, Thinking-Feeling) & TF A #E a8 o o o] F

L AL ¢ AzsertE wel7] e AlFE AT oW Al QA6 o] F el A
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1). 41¥]7] % (Psychological Function)

FEERY ARZES B 4714 AY7)sS A4y 2 5 gled, Isabel MyersE ©] 4l€]
7ol AzAG T 71 Tosidy AZET dupstd, AdA" SolM g wol o
HE AoR 57 ot o] Fwe <A (Se N)I A (Te F)o 3o 2HS
1 gk FEo EAL ols AYr|ey Az A& 7dtta A4 A
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B (1995). MBTI® 73 &8 A& shxal g gAbad 4

3. ¥ XA 3 (Risk Preference), 9 @ 8l =(Risk Attitude)

Holt and Laury(2002)9% 159 =wolA hast 54 de dgo] @ gy 2 9
dejol Azl Helel wet AFE Y FrE FAY ¢ Ad5S BAAFH 7 AAY <
AE 8o & Ps vyt vl 7Y Aol = i S AT, F8 BAAEY
(primary incentive effect) = 1= A% AATHo]= B 59 <A H@H Aegornw =4
H Adolt}). 428 olste] HFS FE 9 B9 FFEAME 389 29 IHAFHAEC]
AR 395 BT AAl Aol Ae 2Ade] AAdFE 98 397t ofF =4 S
= 7}”«] ’g%oﬂﬁ ’\7ﬂ°]°ﬂ ueh F ek ] ¢¥¢tth Holt and Laury(2002) 9]¢

l

o
A
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¢

bRgsel A @EE Bk

Harrison et al.(2005)o1 4] A g apEo0] Ao v B A7|o] g3tor] 72 oAL4
4 EAE g5std vttt AF I A= digk FAX7L AFE F Lol St
o, order effects #A|As7] Yl 22 A& Z7NA HE A9S e A2 AFES &
g8 t}l. Holt and Laury(2005)= A =& dlo]E ¢} Harrison et al.(2005)o] 4 ¢] ©lo]g X5
AA A A 77 AR Y AP ¥ Asor oofxneE AS g A
2 HolHe= 7o AFds & 5 F5oE FUMNALE 918 399 gl Aol=
o] A ] FEThe AL AT

oS thsk 9% 3y AFoRFEH EHo I AP F- AFome Wt JiIA
A7 W7 A8 AEgs A5 ¢ =7t skl Li and Liu(2008) -x=3kef whHed ol
e EACl doiA AdES Aol MBTIPY #dA A5, Jungian A4 F+3 o
E A FAE AHAE 2Elde] dlgk o 52 Asian Disease Problem6®ol A @Wo] =<]%

=
doly gy} ol gyl o E3t= WAL & Y (reflection effect)ol ot A& %13
st odddd tl®, ¥2 Intuition/Extraversion A9k Y& Judging HTE
business student&°| ¢13¥ F75 H Y. ¥ Sensing/Judging 71 &2 AlEE0o] 9
g 39S BYr) Sensing/Judging HAF7F =& AMHELS 2 ZHold el Wkala )
£ Btk AR FHAR ode A= eV F%kal 238 gray hair/clouds? &3
7F HEE A

Metzger and Fehr(2018)+ &8 Y3 W3 FAAE9 HE
Lo tigk A S HREE ST w=EolA e 9F
|

pul =
e FHW AR, N AFsstn, FAge] BN B FY o] Y S
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A4 T AR (2018)4 AG= AF3 24334 (Analytic hierarchy process)E ©]-& 314
Mz2E e 229 AT =AU A<ksFdtl. Gardner and Steinberg(2005)+= A 4

=
B 2Adge] BEw ot ge Judss 99

5) [ A5]ell Holt and Laury(2002)7} &-&3F 913X 5

) WEAAT A HEF APeA, FAHA £
A FIE BRI, FAHA] R (EFEhHE AL A
Arp= g A,

7) by Medm and Shoben's research in 1988 about the validity of risk propensity.



@ olAadde | s A%l Atk B Fue A Arel $Hd Agdss 993
Agugel o AT Aol Jor o AR dAAFL = Ao etk EE
Aue e Aant Yoy, Y9 1FAA o 2 s gow FeHgith Hse
and Weber(1997)9] Aol 41 AlgEe] Bele] 918 ABEE Hati 5d 5 A
B 98-S Ak AZA LB AAAECl AP Ad gAY Aol P
5o A AHE FE AYAEL TFFEAD BAY] A7 AR FEe] o 9
A Aol i dE @t AAA BAL wATh odF BAAL oF dFe =
b FAY welw AR, BEd FRE wel: AbAch Hanna  and,

o, 27 ] 7

o] SAHAYHS o]&std a8 9% s A7k 1529 qAS A A A2
el kel 9 ?ﬁni o = /‘}019] g FHAaAE 1t Payne,
Laughhunn, and Crum(1980)¢] AFollA A 7}#] A&E& F3] gamblem 7]FAe]e] T
7h A A5 fgsta wi= A

o] gambleol| A A Ele] WslE &

Lindamood(2013)+= income gamblesoﬂ 7]“3}3} A TEZFQ Ay Ay dxdE 3
e

mlo
&

4. 9I AN = (Risk Tolerence)

Grable(1997)¢] <
o] JHEHoZ AR 3
2 BHA HY = Jd=A #dEEr] 8] zetE Atk Leimberg, Satinsky, LeClair, and
Doyle(1993)o A1 ¢] 2} F2 2] &4 (financial management model)o] 72| o] &2 7|wto
2 AREE oY, wSFEI Aol AE g FToR E"vo} dio 7Hd &394 8

29E doblla, ol 7t FrEHAE HAAS 2a9ds dobdlth Sung and

Hanna(1996)= 1992 Survey of Consumer Finances(SCF)olA A o] &= d=to 714
of tisl A, AFEATAH Wese] AF e vA= GEFgs AT 2A2E 34
TS ol &l FAol 7HEolAY AEg FRQl 78 vusls w 7pER] oo AdS
AUstA &S 7teAdol =ue AS BAFQth Grable and Lytton(1999)& &% 918 #
Yo Fr7F E5to] iy #dd JdA, BHEA, AFAQ0 24E At mEolA Y
A A= 7MY AFHE AAoAA wS T8 QAR FEAR A AFAeE St
7h o] &% whek £ ¥ ° = s goldllnt
5 3

=1

Wong and Carducci(2016)2

H, B3 9 e Al 9
Zerokiewicz(2001)+= #1% & Ewste Agd A

=W Instrumental Risk Taking(IRT)&= Hl-§ A 4, T2 24, v A& L &

Zel Abae}l ##Eo] olal Stimulating Risk Taking(SRT):= €@, A%, =v 2 72139l

g3 #do] Aok IRT+ 7149 A9 AAH A4 7Feded #7890 vd
7 % i

2wk S
17be] 918 A 249 49 244 Aot A Ao F4e o@ ojHd A
o A Az ugd A4 5SS vrdsta deHd A Aowges e ARE vz
424 A Aot Pratt(2013)2 =9 &8 ol dE W& em HFE sho] AgfRd
Aol 91 39 54, arbitrary(FeleD)R ol Wi AP ZYn9d 52 insurance
premium(® A 8), 22 9 33 ol tid /fd Sl el =ojsta e d-E Az
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1. MBTI® 7153 VVIPY 938 A3% vm
7F. MBTI® F7)%d & 183

2 o= MBTI® 167FA #
71% Se, Si, Te, TiE & #+9

go ool W 1§BE she] BAle BEaA

T = S F7% STawo® #3833 F7]% Ne, Ni, Fe, Fi
T 2E §#3% F7% NF1goz BRFskdcth MBTI® 16744 f8edA F71%, 715, 3
A7), 4715 s e ZE F5o AR,

. T-test® =3 Foav|

8) WR=MBTIA 2004 A3
44 w8 hEE <l



B oo A= A ST} Private BankerE o] &3 VVIPY YAXNIZE o] E v|udtal
2k T-testg AAsATE T-teste F L 1He At atol7b EAlst=Alol sl A4 o=
A7 sk ol

o FAAEH S % v 29

B Ao A= Holt and Laury(2002)2] Lottery A& ZAF WHEZS o] &35
VVIPSH StAE9] Lottery A& IAEAS ol &sto] EA T ofyf A& 2

283t S| AR B3o|H, Holt Lottery™ Holt and Laury(2002)¢] Lotteryd 45 < v|stxz
3]

r1o

oo FEHEWMSoltt. MBTI = AE3 MBTI® ¢ F7)5 &% %3
HulEsg onshm, whef NF1gFol £38 A9 1 obd A% 09 @& 7Hvh vipHs
T RbeR, VVIPOl £ A 1 obd A% 09 @& JHHA "k Gender®ge] 5 44
d A9 1 okd A 09 e 7HAA "k

Holt Lottery = o + B, MBTIyp + By VVIP + (3, Gender + €

A AS 3 2 5,9 #kel Fostal Fo] s HE A9 NF1FS oE 159 H
al Holt Lottery®] dtol At AL ofwmgrt. mgh §,9 gho]l ot 29 s
A% VVIPS Holt Lottery#ko]l ©H& I1FE
AFTAA AFS AT 5 UA Hh o
AFAREFS 7HA=AE v gt

Holde A7 gk ol g Aol A o ) =
3] 7 23 (Censored Regression Model)9] FEH|Z 2] 3} of ]
S Tobit Regression®|2} ¥&3}IH, o] Tobin(1958)9] AT+E T3 ProbitZd el &
NEEojHhe, 2 A AENeEwt 2dS F8sA ¢al Holt Lottery 7}
H @S 7HA= AS 1#38ke] Tobit Regressions &7 1 st== g
o} 3 F3 %"%3}74] 2 Agd ol Id= A$ Tobit Regressions ©o]&3te] Ht}

o
A
Nay
A
[t
o
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2. Weber et al.(2002)8] 918 & SAse A8 S YHS o] &F 4

Weber et al.(2002)°14+= AElSAH 5w AELAE ol&sto] FaAxES A8E 67H4 ¢
sQlez FA 9 BASY. oo 2 AFv FAAES 67HA 544 wet 994 ol

I

Aot EAG Aclel Wk, Holl Lottery@e FHMFR Aol BAsnA Fr)
S Weber et al.(2002)1 4 &3 671K 5SS HAEAZ ZASHY, LA FEA S AAT
Ag 67FA1Y FA7F EAg). ol viE o2 AT AE ol EyI Fo] BT 4



A
=

Holt Lottery = o + 8; WB; + § Control + ¢

1ol Byl A B,z 7 Weber et al.(2002)2] HE&F4d 5w HEAE T3l
A ol&sted AFE3 Factor(WB)9 kol Wik 3|AATE on gt
22 fFo FE& 75T 4¢ Al dfdcs &
&tk Control¥ o= QTN fFS A & 2
et vk mIH 2 IFARPEY A4 7 i wE ARATFS Hotd Fe dov
VVIPS] AEZAdesed e AFd4IFS 24T F+ glth ol & d++ Fs4&a%
(Interaction effect)E ©]&3ste] VVIPY HElF4%&

Atk ofEf e 212 Weber et al.(2002)¢] A& S5H 5w SA(WB)¥ VVIPIHY 2

gt ol ok o] 4= 7 ARS8 ew 8A(WB)

gt SlE AlG g0l 9 B VVIPTE HA 3 e AESA T

A3 A zpol7F &A= AS g 4

o o

Holt Lottery = o + 8; WB; + v, WB; X VVIP + § VVIP + AControls + €

3. MBTI®?] M3 X 8 A4S o]L3 &4

MBTI®d A= 7F AeA8d A5 S48 ok od 2 dE MBTIPY F71%5&
TASE 2 AEAEE AFE ol &t FAAY FAE] A4 TFS & AT F dS
Aow AGstTt ool MBTI®Y MZAEE FAHeE S, N, T, F A4S Sgusn
Holt Lottery#r& TE5HTE AAsto] AZAE A% stk otgfe] 232 MBTI® F
8 MEAE 8219 S, N, T, F AsAx AF5E UHEIN = Element, W55 SHHTE A
A mygolry o Fld 89l F FAA B SAES AT dFS A= 8lo
EAE AS A A IAAFA B0 gol FAALE fong FES e Ao
o tggow VVIP g HEZo] Fad7] ﬂ%oﬂ VVIP o5& vetde guwsd

g FdFgFE A F e HFED A, Ad, A4, 5

Holt Lottery = a + ; Element, + vV VIP + XAControls + ¢
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Private Bankerd Fxxd 8 zto|7} &A%

o
Toll A /g Private Banker®] 722 780l o
PB Asset= o + 3; Attitude; + AControls + €

5. MBTI®Y A 7)% 438107 Private Bankerd A% $££4 g3 &4

MBTI®o A& 7 A
Banker?] A}
FERE AHAEE Y S
(Psychology) & & F+#%th. 72t §8& ST, SF, NF, NTLFo =
FrEe] duyasE At AT g Wl tigk 3] AT
st Y 252 b2 1E9 ¥ Private Bankere FAIZRA &9 Xol7l EA S
geld = Aok ofge] R & AgoA A E Private Banker®] FAx<d & o
g 3F otk

BN
e
tlo

2 5
9tk oo B A= MBTI®Y
A

PB Asset =« + f3; Psychology; + XAControls + €
A44d A4 1D
1. 7128A%F &4

Ao A &85 VVIPAREE 0 o28oA A 2
TMA R FREte] AFWe (7S VxR I V| EZEAZES [F 1]d ZAAFAT.

VVIP9 Holt and Laury Lottery Score: 3 3.979
206302 et v SS9 9 i 63358 0|H ®
o] VVIPEY HdHF57F =2 AS 40T + gt o=
86.5% % YWEFEL O™, Panel B.9] VVIP 7% oJ4du]&o] 61.8%, A= 45 97.3%=
et F A i A% 3084 YERgon, HudRAE 784 HAAAHEAE 17
A= sl xnt o]F VVIPY A9 B Aol 54A 2 Yelw o, HA 254 Ho 78A =
g E et v A S0l AL Wi 2064 HA 174 AW 5142 ek Ho 51
Az Yepd Alojxo Ag W S-olth. VVIPS A a§2ke] 49 3690
wegon, A 209 Hdl 700992 FAHATE thF 2 Private Bankerol Al 4
ahe AFAke] S H4 999 H 2499 A 7009 o2 FelE )
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[ 1] 7| =& A
2 Ags 979 ZxEAZFE AA AE% VVIP adga sow FEskel AAESATh
Holt_rottery & Holt and Laury(2002) Lotteryd & 7153} 1L, facl-fac6> Weber et al.(2002)2] 4l

10) B2 A2d AhAF, 2. MBTI®(Myers-Briggs Type Indicator : A3 7AAD, 7. $IERE

=
11) 28 A48 B A Aled EAZZ AL STATA Ver. 1428 AL&3F4 o).



54w AEA

]

Hig o 2

=
x HFE s, sex_dummyt o4 Y

olm st} th& o2 stnfre MBTI®A9 7+ A3
1 oy 022 AHgg guigolH, Agex o],

fin_asset>  AA F§ A4 pb_ser_assetS pbhE &5 AAHES 942 ET|SE Az,
asset_period= pb A H] =9 o] &7]7+S o] w| it}
2 23k AT i 3 o %k ¥=HA N

Panel A. A A AZE

holt_lottery 0.000 6.000 5.621 10.000 2.437 475
facl_e -2.003 -0.308 -0.012 5.243 0.982 474
fac2_i -2.293 0.015 -0.001 2.754 1.001 474
fac3_g -1.587 -0.212 -0.006 8.954 0.996 474
facd r -2.501 -0.210 0.001 3.835 0.997 474
fac5_h -2.241 -0.132 -0.001 4.183 1.002 474
fac6_s -2.985 0.070 0.000 3.326 0.996 474
S 1.000 20.000 19.116 34.000 7.583 475
t 1.000 14.000 14.709 33.000 7.304 475
n 0.000 9.000 10.065 34.000 5.038 475
f 0.000 10.000 9.947 48.000 5.569 475
sex_dummy 0.000 1.000 0.865 1.000 0.342 475
age 17.000 20.000 30.815 78.000 17.008 475
fin_asset 0 20 36.39 700 76.31 143
pb_ser_asset 0.000 9 24.06 700 65.1 142
asset_period 1.000 3.000 2707 6.000 1.249 140
MBTI®Attitude IJ 0.000 0.000 0.284 1.000 0.452 475
MBTI®Attitude IP 0.000 0.000 0.194 1.000 0.396 475
MBTI®Attitude EP 0.000 0.000 0.236 1.000 0.425 475
MBII®Attitude EJ 0.000 0.000 0.286 1.000 0.453 475
Panel B. VVIP A&

holt_lottery 1.000 4.000 3.979 7.000 2.053 144
facl_e -1.725 -0.209 0.123 5.243 1.115 144
fac2_i -1.293 0.522 0.482 2.754 0.839 144
fac3_g -1.587 -0.209 0.097 4.651 1.114 144
fac4_r -1.709 -0.187 0.021 3.647 0.910 144
facb_h -2.241 -0.564 -0.352 2.554 0.840 144
fac6_s -2.985 -0.353 -0.411 1.759 0.933 144
S 4.000 23.000 22.861 34.000 6.461 144
t 2.000 16.000 16.569 31.000 6.743 144
n 0.000 8.000 8.083 19.000 3.948 144
f 0.000 7.000 7.278 20.000 4.709 144
sex_dummy 0.000 1.000 0.618 1.000 0.488 144
age 25.000 54.500 54.361 78.000 10.328 144
pb_ser_asset 0.000 9.000e+08 2.406e+09 7.000e+10 6.510e+09 142
fin_asset 0.000 2.000e+09 3.639e+09 7.000e+10 7.631e+09 143
asset_period 1.000 3.000 2.707 6.000 1.249 140
MBTI®Attitude IJ 0.000 0.000 0.417 1.000 0.495 144
MBTIPAttitude IP 0.000 0.000 0.069 1.000 0.255 144
MBTI®Attitude EP 0.000 0.000 0.139 1.000 0.347 144
MBTI®Attitude EJ 0.000 0.000 0.375 1.000 0.486 144
Panel C. stA A&

holt_lottery 0.000 6.000 6.335 10.000 2.240 331
facl_e -2.003 -0.345 -0.071 4.215 0.913 330
fac2_i -2.293 -0.256 -0.212 2.409 0.993 330
fac3_g -1.547 -0.215 -0.051 8.954 0.938 330
fac4_r -2.501 -0.232 -0.007 3.835 1.035 330



fach_h -1.945 0.052 0.152 4.183 1.029 330

fac6_s -2.886 0.273 0.180 3.326 0.970 330
S 1.000 18.000 17.486 33.000 7.464 331
t 1.000 12.000 13.900 33.000 7.400 331
n 0.000 10.000 10.927 34.000 5.220 331
f 0.000 11.000 11.109 48.000 5521 331
sex_dummy 0.000 1.000 0.973 1.000 0.163 331
age 17.000 19.000 20.571 51.000 4.700 331
MBTI®Attitude IJ 0.000 0.000 0.227 1.000 0.419 331
MBTI®Attitude TP 0.000 0.000 0.248 1.000 0.432 331
MBTI®Attitude EP 0.000 0.000 0.278 1.000 0.449 331
MBTI®Attitude EJ 0.000 0.000 0.248 1.000 0.432 331
Panel D. MBTI ¥ H]al

ALL SAMPLE DIFF.

IST] 15.71% 18.03% -2.32%

ISFJ 5.82% 6.08% -0.26%

INFJ 1.64% 1.68% -0.04%

NTJ 2.81% 2.73% 0.08%

ISTP 9.46% 6.71% 2.75%

ISFP 8.36% 7.55% 0.81%

INFP 4.76% 2.73% 2.03%

INTP 3.54% 2.31% 1.23%

ESTP 9.30% 5.87% 3.43%

ESFP 9.21% 6.50% 2.711%

ENFP 6.17% 6.29% -0.12%

ENTP 3.55% 4.82% -1.27%

EST]J 11.28% 16.98% -5.70%

ESFJ 4.84% 7.76% -2.92%

ENFJ 1.52% 1.68% -0.16%

ENT]J 2.03% 2.31% -0.28%

2. Holt and Laury LotteryS o] €% 93X 35 v &4

) VVIPS} st el H+A el Holt Lotteryd 1A%
FAACE fFostAd Ui HARE
5
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A t—test® Fa VVIPH G stAd o o
#2bolZ HlweEta, MBTI®Y F7lsoz 72y aFEE HFxto| S vlustuat g},
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Bl VVIPZF AR 183741 A ol
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agud, F71se wel VVIPS st EC] ztol= EAstE k] gk Aol EAE
t}. o]o] o F 219 Panel Aol ZF F7)%50] W2 st VVIPS %o]7t 287
AT = Ak F71% STolA Hit kel (C-D)= VVIPZL A Rt} 2.453%3 w
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1 ohd

VVIP7} -zl 23 (5)e) A=

o 4
FgsE WAL

&S AT A

Juch 91954
SECRGEEE

4ol AL

Aol FAHEY Y

oleg Az
b

S AL Fos £ A
[Z 2] Holt Laury Lottery ¥ ¥fH]
E 27+ Holt and Laury(2002) Lottery@*’?g MBTI® 167] #38& F715o=2 T8I F A ST
I%F, NFIES 7|22 VVIPY SHAES] Ha Aol s AAst AR oty Hit Aol & Al4tE o, o}
o #E ool t value® HAGFALH, oldle] BAL FRAES AREA B B0l
Panel A. 34|
VVIP(C) STUDENT(D) 1+ =2}o](C-D)
=2.453095% 3k *
ST(A) 3.818182 6.271277 (9.9519)
—1.75291 4%
NF(B) 4.666667 6.41958 (3.7460)
- -(.8484848+ -0.1483038
det2kel(A-B) (1.8184) (~0.5956)
Panel B. VVIP VS. STUDENT
VVIP(A) STUDENT(B) H i x}o] (A-B)
- - 3.979167 %% 6.335347 %% ~2.356181 #x*x*
dt Aol (23.2544) (51.4565) CT11771)
No. obs 144 331 475
Panel C. ST VS. NF
ST(A) NF(B) 1t 2Fo] (A-B)
- - 5.324675% % 6.167665%** —(0.8429893
gt 2tol (38.0105) (34.5524) (-3.7151)
No. obs 308 167 475
obe [3E 3lolAE A EA3E Holt and Laury(2002)¢] Lottery ScoreS ZEEWHFE A
Adta 2+ F71%5 3 VVIPE SdWclor AAsle] EAS AE3gth ¢4 Syuclow
a7 glalA MBTI®S F7]%50] NFY 25 1 obd A% 022 B4 2443
(DEFT} DEHANA F3 Fo] gdo] EAsts Aoz ¥ o NF7F STRU 9¢
Hl F7(Risk Reverse) A &o] EA5l= RS AT 4 Ut VVIPHST 4% (2), (3),
1), 6), (7), QEF BEF &9 Fols dgo] EAst= Aoz glso VVIPZF dlxa<l
stAlSof vl FEFTHLS FAT = AAT G2 Z Genderd 72 HF AL A5
AL 0082 AAE o 71¥ Barber and Odean(2001)ol| A F# 3l wle} ko]

R

rl

A

(Huang and Kisgen, 2013; Faccio, Marchica, and Mura, 2016)S XA A|3}= ZA 3ot} 1
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Ml 18T A ol
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olt Laury Lottery Regression

2 22+ Holt and Laury(2002) Lottery 345 245 o2 HMAs T MBTI® F7]% 7 VVIP dummy 123 Gender(’d3)< o] &3}
o] 3FAEAE Agolty, MBTI® F7]%5¢ A% NFE 1 ofyd 002 F83% dummy variablee]™, VVIP¥HE VVIPY H$ 1 olY
H 0w FEI}AT Gender Dummy2l A oAU A 1 ofyd 0oz AASFSTE ofe #IT <tolE t valueE: ¥V o
Huber-White Standard ErrorZE o] &3le] X3k R go|t}, s 1% A4 F23 AL onalal, «x2 5%, *& 10% 4 EAHo= F
&S ey 9t

Panel A. Regression

B
e
ro,

Dependent Variable: holt_lottery
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

MBTI® #71%5(NF) 0.8343stx 0.2 0.148 0. 768w 0.310 0.159

(372 1.2 059 (331 (1.42) 064
VVIP ~23 ek -2tk 243tk ~2603x -2 Bk Al
(-11.18) (-1045) (-93) (-11.76) (-11.18) (-107)
Gender 0653+ 0Dt 0914t 09Dy
(213 (29) (-304) (-3.16)

MBTI®F71'5(NF) x VVIP SZ) 85’;
Constant D32tk 6.335x% 6.21 45 6.2715 4786k 72035 709 s 7183k
(379) (51.43) (399 (3839 17.32) (2.66) (21.89) (2.8

No. obs 475 475 45 45 475 475 475 45

adj. R—-sq 0025 01% 0197 018 0081 0207 0.208 0210




Panel B. Tobit Regression

Dependent Variable: holt_lottery

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
MBTI® F71%5(NF) 0.8 0.302 0171 0815kt 0332 0183
(3% 1.2%) (061) (317 (1.39) (066)
VVIP 2465 —2.3850k 2.5k A 2113 2.8
(-11.21) (-1048) (-980) (-11.69) (-11.17) (-1063)
Gender 0.696 09 et A Gt 0976
(216) (-289) (=301 (-312)
o 064 0747
MBII® FIs(NF) x WIP 1.2) (146)
Constant 5.3 ek 6.444px 6.314sk 6.3k 48125t 1.3 1223k 731 3eex
(3597 (4656) (3BH) (329 (1690) (21.68) (21.12) (21.24)
Sigma 2.5k 23008k 2.30ptex PRI 2583 wtox 2.33 ek 2.332skx 2.3tk
(27.37) (2790) (2774 (27770) (2752) 2771) (2751) (2750)
No. obs 475 475 45 47 475 475 475 475
Pseudo. R—sq 0006 0045 0.046 0.046 0.008 0048 0049 0060




VVIPS} F7]5o wel g3 mAdere] zol7t EAete AS dA &0 = 3
o} olo] B A= Weber et al.(2002)= 98 #4E A= Ay 24 %
o} 5} ¢ Q182

_% $)

g&ato] Zt 67k el A3 Aol EAst=A BAAT 44 FUlE

o 4 & JeuzAsaEH
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Gl
Weber et al.(2002)7} A|Qtet A& He] Qi
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gl e Fow A
FAM0E R¥ FEE AT 5 A2 Aotk oo [E 44 Weber et

al.(2002)7} 57}A| (financial, recreational, health, social, ethic)® T3 AEZE &9
Aol A 67FA 2 FiEg AFARE &SI TH. o]d B AFE 6714 A#SFA
2

2 aod fdlzmo] FEeAh FAHow

= InvestmentE v 3}+= Factor I7F 93 &

o) Fgol Qi AL FAT & ATk o= RE AFoIA FAE = ARE
A ne 9949

3T A Y-S JeEpA R, o= VVIPE T A s|dst= A2 ofy 7]
= HMZS FEsleo] VVIPY w2 BEX &) o¢ #e Axp: (3),
Qe ZHAstATr. ) (4ol A+= Gambles 273} Factor g9 Recreationals <]

" &= Factor ro] ot Aoz gyttt o= VVIPFE GambleddF T+
Recreational’d o] A&+ AP F72A AFdo] EAlst= 2AS IAT + Uk
AWtA o 2 Gambled & A5 A@FFTAS Awo] AT Aolgt Add F UM
S}, Recreational’d &2 & 3}7] ojE vt & AFoA A3t Recreational’d -2
A AAE S71=7 e g Ao EASIA L GG e 8 FFA o)
Fal = Yepd ¢ e Ae BHoAFE Ay & £ . 53], 719 dF F
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[3 4] Holt Laury Lottery and Weber Regression

£ A5+ Holt and Laury(2002) Lottery 8 +& FEHWASZ AA 33 Weber et al(2002)2]
98 #g4s FAHs e A 54 AEAE vgez ¥4 AREE facl-facb7tA /3
o =gweloz AAsgh (1), 27 5)S BE Az U] IAEAS AAS AL gn
3l

3td, (3T DLE VVIP AZws diaow IARAMS 3 x(rgE oudg. VVIPHSFE
A9 1 ofyW 0oz FE3FYGTE Controlsd 3o dE WHFEELS IARA A

12) 3id Aol A+ Financial FactorZ Investment®} Gamble® T3} 2



Control M2 A48 ARES 9v|3lH, Gender?] 4% AAY 4% 1 oly™ 0, Job
218 gu¥ 45 Religione 5o WE Ggu|¥l4 Scholare HF g ¥ guydSg
2] 312 Generation> Al thE (10, 200, 30tH, 40T, 50th o)) ©iv]& <olw|sic} ofgle] &S
o= t valueE ¥E7]8F3 2 Huber-White Standard ErrorE ©]&3Fo] £4J3F zpg o]t} sk
1% A 3 AL gulata, ==& 5% xS 10%l4 EAZ R 23S Yeta vk

Panel A. Regression

o2 Y

.

Dependent Variable: holt_lottery

1) (2) (3) 4) (5)

ALL ALL VVIP VVIP ALL
facl_e -0.121 -0.096 -0.062 -0.022 -0.128
(-1.18) (-0.93) (-0.38) (-0.13) (-0.85)
fac2_i =0.41 755 =0.391 3k 0.426%x 0.319 -0.180
(=3.91) (-3.49) (2.01) (1.37) (-1.39)
fac3_g -0.077 -0.058 0.425% 3% 0.352x%x -0.321*
(-0.78) (-0.58) (3.24) (2.36) (-1.71)
facd_r 0.061 0.078 0.51 83 0.702:3x -0.182
(0.56) (0.70) (3.23) (3.81) (-1.36)
fach_h 0.113 0.104 -0.212 -0.275 -0.118
(1.07) (1.00) (-0.99) (-1.13) (-0.98)
fac6_s 0.309skxx 0.287x 0.071 0.080 0.011
(2.79) (2.57) (0.38) (0.42) (0.08)
VVIPxfacd_e 0.107
(0.48)
VVIPxfac4_i 0.499
(1.93)
VVIPxfacd g 0.673% %
(2.85)
VVIPxfac4_r 0.884sk 3
(3.99)
VVIPxfac4_h -0.158
(-0.60)
VVIPxfacd_s 0.069
(0.30)
VVIP -2.512
(-1.27)
Constant 5.615%x 5,222« 3.6665% 0.453 3.296%x
(51.13) (17.35) (14.52) (0.24) (2.16)
Controls
Gender NO YES YES YES YES
Job NO NO NO YES YES
Religion NO NO NO YES YES
Scholar NO NO NO YES YES

Generation NO NO NO YES YES




No. obs 475 475 145 145 475
adj. R-sq 0.039 0.041 0.125 0.170 0.234
Panel B. Tobit Regression
Dependent Variable: holt_lottery
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
ALL ALL VVIP VVIP ALL
facl_e -0.114 -0.087 -0.057 0.005 -0.145
(-1.07) (-0.80) (-0.36) (0.03) (-0.93)
fac2_i —0.440%#x* —0.41 sk 0.402x 0.333 -0.195
(-3.89) (-3.45) (1.90) (1.54) (-1.45)
fac3_g -0.092 -0.071 0.4145x 0.366%* -0.349*
(-0.90) (-0.68) (3.21) (2.63) (-1.84)
facd_r 0.036 0.054 0.414x* 0.6593# -0.200
0.31) (0.46) (2.55) (3.88) (-1.45)
fach_h 0.090 0.081 -0.250 -0.271 -0.161
(0.81) (0.73) (-1.15) (-1.20) (-1.27)
fac6_s 0.342%%x 0.319skx 0.116 0.122 0.016
(2.89) (2.70) (0.66) (0.68) (0.12)
VVIPxfac4 e 0.150
(0.68)
VVIPxfac4_i 0.528x
(2.08)
VVIPxfacd_g 0.715%3%x
(3.04)
VVIPxfac4 r 0.860x
(3.93)
VVIPxfac4_h -0.110
(-0.43)
VVIPxfacd_s 0.105
(0.47)
VVIP -2.759
(-1.38)
Constant 5,703 5.276% 4,005 0.421 3.709%x
(47.82) (16.85) (11.36) (0.24) (2.38)
Sigma 2.5623#3%% 2.557 %% 1.862x3#:x 1.7265%: 2.220x3x
(27.56) (27.72) (23.19) (22.98) (26.80)
Controls
Gender NO YES YES YES YES
Job NO NO NO YES YES
Religion NO NO NO YES YES
Scholar NO NO NO YES YES



Generation NO NO NO YES YES

No. obs 474 474 144 144 474
Pseudo R-sq 0.011 0.012 0.044 0.080 0.069
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[ 5] Holt Laury Lottery and MBTI® Preference Index Score Regression
A2 E Holt and Laury(2002) Lottery A4S F&Wow HAAsm MBTI®Y 124759
N #9715 T, FE SgRcdes &85 EMddoe|tt. HEE 5o we} 4498 +
gom, (D2 AEESA &2 44, (2), 3), Wv Fue ARt HAEZS Aiolr}. (5)
Gender, Job, Religion, Scholar, Generation =% AEZ3 ZA3E g EE 3} ofgel A
EWUTFES [ 2]y FEE HFE o]&3g ARt} oo #T <tol= t valueE: %7138}
o™ Huber-White Standard Errorg ©]&3}o] A ¢k 2z o|t), s+ 1%l A F9g &
oustar, xx2 5%, x> 10%1A4 SAHeZ FostS Yeda gt
Panel A. Regression
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Dependent Variable: holt_lottery
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
MBTI® (S) -0.003 -0.003 -0.011 -0.011 -0.007

(-0.13) (-0.14) (-0.78) (-0.42) (-0.24)




MBTI® (T) =0.060x 3 =0.060 —-0.033#x* -0.053#x* —-0.053*x*
(-2.93) (-2.88) (-2.30) (-251) (-2.16)
MBTI® (N) 0.012 0.012 0.009 0.000 -0.016
(0.33) (0.33) (0.42) (0.00) (-0.34)
MBTE® (F) -0.047= -0.047= 0.016 -0.032 -0.033
(-1.74) (-1.72) (0.77) (-1.10) (-1.00)
MBTI® (S)x -0.006
VVIP (-0.11)
MBTI® (T)x -0.002
VVIP (-0.03)
MBTI® (N)x 0.098
VVIP (1.27)
MBTI® (F)x 0.008
VVIP 0.11)
VVIP ~2.325% %% —2.215%%% ~2.123%xx% ~2.237T*%x% —2.425% %% ~3.608%x*
(-9.70) (-3.60) (-3.49) (-3.59) (-2.80) (-2.06)
Constant 7.623%x% 7 548 6.921 %« 5.9965%xx 4060 4417
(11.26) (10.68) (18.75) (15.69) (2.52) (2.63)
Controls
Gender NO NO NO NO YES YES
Job NO NO NO NO YES YES
Religion NO YES YES YES YES YES
Scholar NO NO NO NO YES YES
Generation NO YES YES YES YES YES
No. obs 475 475 475 475 475 475
adj. R—sq 0.205 0.197 0.197 0.187 0.205 0.206




Panel B. Tobit Regression

Dependent Variable: holt_lottery

(1)

(2) (3) (4) 5) (6)

MBTI® (S) -0.008 -0.008 -0.012 -0.016 -0.014
(-0.30) (-0.31) (-0.80) (-0.59) (-0.42)
MBTI® (T) =0.0625%% =0.06233%* -0.0355% -0.054 -0.054x
(-2.79) (-2.73) (-2.25) (-2.40) (-2.05)
MBTI® (N) 0.005 0.005 0.007 -0.007 -0.026
(0.14) (0.14) (0.33) (-0.18) (-0.52)
MBTI® (F) -0.048 -0.047 0.017 -0.031 -0.031
(-1.63) (-1.61) (0.76) (-1.01) (-0.89)
MBTI® (S)x 0.000
VVIP (0.00)
MBTI® (T)x 0.001
VVIP (0.03)
MBTI® (N)x 0.107
VVIP (1.38)
MBTI® (F)x 0.009
VVIP 0.12)
VVIP —2.423%%% =2.430% %% —2.3485%% —2.467 %% —2.482% %% -3.965%x*
(-9.69) (-3.40) (-3.29) (-3.41) (-2.85) (-2.22)
Constant 7.91 2% 7.856%#% 7.096% 6.138%sx 4,149 4 .567%*
(10.96) (10.42) (17.61) (14.78) (2.40) (2.55)
Sigma 2.332%%% 2.3305%3% 2.336%%x 2.351 #k% 2.291 s 2.281 5%
(27.94) (27.74) (27.79) (27.74) (27.31) (27.13)
Controls
Gender NO NO NO NO YES YES
Job NO NO NO NO YES YES
Religion NO YES YES YES YES YES
Scholar NO NO NO NO YES YES
Generation NO YES YES YES YES YES
No. obs 475 475 475 475 475 475
Pseudo R—sq 0.049 0.049 0.048 0.046 0.056 0.058
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[ 6] Private Banker Service(ratio) and MBTI® 4 Attitudes Regression
%= Private Banker Service?] o€ +&& F TF8AI W] &3 PBAsset/Fin Asset) 3t
A5E "E‘ifri AR B ®o EHuSE MBI /K] BEARS AMSs9ih theo=
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Panel A. 4 Attitudes Regression



Dependent Variable: Private Banker Service (ratio)

(1) (2) (3) ) (5)

MBTI® Attitude IP -0.091 -0.086 -0.099 -0.122 -0.135
(-1.10) (-1.00) (-1.19) (-1.46) (-1.54)
MBII® Attitude EP —0.184x -0.188x =0.1965% -0.161*=* -0.131%
(-2.59) (-2.60) (-2.84) (-2.46) (-1.81)
MBTI® Attitude EJ -0.067 -0.068 -0.085 -0.084 -0.076
(-1.29) (-1.33) (-1.58) (-1.56) (-1.32)
Constant 0.651 3k 0.622%3% 0.671 5% 0.569%#x 0.558#*
(17.07) (12.09) (10.96) (5.69) (2.49)
Controls
Gender NO YES YES YES YES
Job NO NO NO NO YES
Religion NO NO YES YES YES
Scholar NO NO NO YES YES
Generation NO NO NO NO YES
No. obs 141 141 141 141 141
adj. R-sq 0.027 0.028 0.037 0.076 0.046

Panel B. MBTI® 4 Attitudes Tobit Regression

Dependent Variable: Private Banker Service (ratio)

o)) @) (3) 4 5

MBTI® Attitude IP -0.102 -0.098 -0.110 -0.135 -0.150
(-1.09) (-1.0D) (-1.19) (-1.50) (-1.64)
MBTI® Attituce FP —(0.208s# sk —(0.21 2k —0.221 s —0.183sksk —0.147:

(-2.82) (-2.84) (=3.09) (=2.73) (-2.03)



MBTI® Attitude EJ -0.079 -0.080 -0.098 -0.096 -0.085

(-1.34) (-1.37) (-1.62) (-1.61) (-1.36)
Constant 0.6763%s> 0.647 33k 0.6983k: 0.57 s 0.585ss#:#

(15.22) (10.92) (10.10) (5.91) (2.62)
Sigma 0.299ssk3x 0.297 35k 0.295%3k 3 0.284 sk 0.280s3#>

(16.07) (15.96) (16.12) (15.93) (15.73)
No. obs 141 141 141 141 141
Pseudo R-sq 0.072 0.081 0.103 0.195 0.240

Panel C. Sort by MBTI® 4 Attitudes Regression and Tobit Regression

Dependent Variable: Private Banker Service (ratio)

Regression Tobit Regression
(1) 2) 3 4) (1) (2) (3) 4)
MBTI®  Attitude
0.0973x 0.112:
I
(2.04) (2.07)
MBTI®  Attitude
-0.037 -0.039
P
(-0.48) (-0.44)
MBTI® Attitude EP 0147« 01650«
(-2.28) (-2.52)
MBTI®  Attitude
-0.016 -0.020
EJ
(-0.35) (-0.39)
Constant 05wee 0507wk O61dwex 0601wk 05640k 0613wee 063wk 0618wk

(1941)  (2445)  (24778)  (19.55) (1821)  (22.22)  (22.24) (17.68)



Sigma 030L#x 0306 030L#wer 0,306k

(16.14)  (16.46)  (16.34) (16.49)

No. obs 141 141 141 141 141 141 141 141
R-sq 0.030 0.001 0.033 0.001
Pseudo R-sq 0.046 0.001 0.049 0.001
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[3 7] Private Banker Service(ratio) and MBTI® 4 Psychological Function
Regression
¥+ Private Banker Service?| o8& F+& F F8A13 v &3 (PBAsset/Fin Asset) 3t
22 FHUSFE AT B 29 EHWSsE MBITPY 4714 Aers AES ARgeisit) of
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Dependent Variable: Private Banker Service (ratio)

Regression Tobit Regression

(1) (2) 3) (4) (1) (2) 3) (4)
MBI -0.008 0.008
Psy-Function ST~ (-0.16) (016)




MBTI® 0026 0.014

Psy-Function SF (0.49) 025)

MBI® -0.071 -0.083

Psy-Function NF (-052) (-064)

MBTI® -0.007 -0.024

Psy-Function NT (-0.09) (-0.29)

Constant O@M 0'520** 0'526** 05(15“ 0604k 0607xkx 0,613k 0.61*1**
(1533  (232) (B2 (AUD) (1498 (000 (28 (219

Sigma 006w 0w 0305w OIO

(16.46) (16.44) (1658) (1649

No. obs 141 141 141 141 141 141 141 141

R-sq 0.000 0.001 0.002 0.000

Pseudo R-sq 0.000 0.000 0.003 0.000
A6d A&
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[3 All Weber et al.(2002)2] =7 ¥4 Factor Analysisld 23}
2 22 E Al4d 3. Weber et al.(2002)9] 918 #Z45 S43t= 48 54 WS ol &3 &4
o] AlEH SAVMTE QAR & & A AR FHS e
KMO % Bartlett®] A&
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin ¥ ¥ 2 3gt%. .829
AL Fol A 2895.915
Bartlette] ©9ls8E 147 df 300
ol 0.000
A g7 Pg?
TA LA
1 2 3 4 5 6
B13_E .685 .003 .206 -.057 262 154
B5_ E .663 .041 325 102 -.027 .001
B12_E .662 .086 150 -.102 195 144
B23_E .645 -.027 247 106 .076 015
B18_E .624 225 -.065 150 .019 121
B25_E 521 236 .085 267 125 -.075
B9_E 412 142 .062 172 -.219 -.005
B22_1 .049 .831 -.042 -.014 .012 147
B7_1 161 743 203 238 -.001 -.018
B16_1 113 7126 .264 129 .001 .093
B27_1 120 125 -.008 .045 071 -.065
B3_G 227 .068 735 181 -.049 -.061
B20_G 235 134 .645 199 .037 -.051
B11_G 078 .019 .607 -.063 .083 102
B30_G 251 161 591 133 175 -.181
B28_R 207 .091 072 749 101 -.022
B19_R 123 186 159 701 -.015 248
B34_R 160 .065 -.015 570 232 -.104
B2 R -.188 .030 .290 518 -.027 227
B33_H 085 .090 -.062 126 722 .060
B26_H .049 .070 210 -.008 .652 -.022
B29_H 138 -.097 .053 171 575 251
B15_S .040 .079 -.024 174 -.064 730
B21_S -.005 -.002 -.103 .079 210 .653
B10_S 256 .045 .058 =122 .082 479
FE Uy ZdAE P48 s Y
3 A Rl glol A A tEtE AFE3 WlglE s a7 WHE A 3 Ho] =3

13) SPSS ver. 225 o] &3] #4391 QAR A wAA A (Cross Loading) ¥

o AA AFACE AgH Wre 2ARA Aol



Boge 3pd AAade wE HAES %712 vEhd Aotk WA, 99 JF-S MBTI®Y
AAFYolH, ol ZEete I HAEE ndidt 11 ¢ 2 YUY IHAEES ]
3l E 7)ot}

IST] ISF INF]J INT]
(11.6) (13.8) (1.5) 2.1)
ggecececes 88880ccces P P
ISTP ISFP INFP INTP
(5.4) (8.8) (4.4) (3.3)
eceeoe Iy eceoe eee
ESTP ESFP ENFP ENTP
(4.3) (85) (8.1) (3.2)
eeoe XXX X IIXIIXY) X
EST] ESF] ENF]J ENT]J
&7 (12.3) (2.5) (1.8)
YYYYYYYS 838000000 oo oo
Panel B. =7, Form M %3 %% N: 3,623
IST] ISF] INFJ INT]
(14.7) (8.4) (3.8) (5.5)
14 St XXy Yy YYYYY)
ISTP ISFP INFP INTP
4.7 (5.9 6.5) (4.3)
eceoe eeeo0e eecco0e eeee
ESTP ESFP ENFP ENTP
(4.4) (6.3 (8.4) (35)
eoo0 XY eeccco0e eeoe
EST] ESF] ENEF] ENT]J
(10.7) (6.6) (3.5) (3.8
s0000scsee XIYYY ) XYY Y XYY
14) &2 MBTI® Agzza9 Hefol=, 0AH, 4lsl%, ASSESTA (IWH3AAZA S 72h3
Aol AR AFHE w8 AR



[ A3l AAFdEx Alald
£ EE MBTI®Y AARFH w2 v&S 20049 MBTI dlojg] W2 zzsep 2 A9
Sample S ¥ gk z}F o},

Panel A. 19417244 thga #jst o A4

J MBTI® DATA BANK SAMPLE(STUDENT) o]
ee ] & (A) A & v & (B) A& (A-B)
IST] 14.8 14.8 9.9 99 49
ISF] 6.8 216 71 17.1 -04
INF]J 2.4 24.0 2.5 19.6 -0.1
INT]J 2.8 26.8 2.8 224 0.0
ISTP 7.2 34.0 8.1 304 -0.9
ISFP 75 414 9.9 40.4 -24
INFP 5.1 46.5 3.7 44.1 14
INTP 3.2 49.8 3.1 47.2 0.1
ESTP 77 575 59 53.1 1.8
ESFP 9.1 66.6 6.8 59.9 2.3
ENFP 7.0 73.6 8.7 68.6 -1.7
ENTP 3.6 77.1 6.5 75.2 -2.9
EST] 11.8 83.9 12.7 87.9 -0.9
ESF] 6.9 95.8 75 95.3 -0.6
ENEF] 2.0 979 19 97.2 0.1
ENT]J 2.1 100.0 2.8 100.0 -0.7

MBTI® DATA BANK N: 12,264 , SAMPLE(STUDENT) N:322
Panel B.16) 194] o)A & o

JR MBTI® DATA BANK SAMPLE(VVIP) ol
eme ] &(A) A& H&(B) FAHE (A-B)
IST] 15.7 15.7 35.6 35.6 -19.9
ISF]J 58 215 34 39.0 2.4
INF] 16 23.2 0.0 39.0 16
INT]J 2.8 26.0 2.7 417 0.1
ISTP 95 354 4.1 45.8 54
ISFP 8.4 43.8 2.1 479 6.3
INFP 4.8 48.6 0.0 48.6 4.8
INTP 35 52.1 0.7 54.1 2.8
ESTP 9.3 61.4 55 59.6 3.8
ESFP 9.2 70.6 55 61.0 3.7
ENFP 6.2 76.8 14 62.4 4.8
ENTP 3.6 80.3 14 89.1 2.2
EST] 11.3 91.6 26.7 97.3 -15.4

15) MBTI dlo] & #=(2004), o Al 2El, 3=MBTISH +4 %
16) SAMPLE(VVIP)dlA &4 AAFHISTJ, EST))e] MBTI® DATA BANK R R tho] A e}
 H&RY 953 =4 JERTL



ESF]J
ENFE]J
ENT]J

4.3 96.5
15 98.0
2.0 100.0

8.2 98.7 -3.4
14 100.1 0.1
14 100.1 0.6

MBTI® DATA BANK N: 314,583 , SAMPLE(VVIP) N:144

¥ ¥ MBTIO AAfF e F753 7 281 3a7s3 A5/ +Ed 4
ol
EER 1% 37 377 575
IST] S T F N
ISF] S F T N
INEF]J N F T S
INT]J N T F S
ISTP T S N F
ISFP F S N T
INFP F N S T
INTP T N S F
ESTP S T F N
ESFP S F T N
ENFP N F T S
ENTP N T F S
EST] T S N F
ESF] F S N T
ENF]J F N S T
ENT]J T N S F
[3 A5] Holt and Laury(2002)9] 91845 %= F& % 9383y
Number of Relative Risk Aversion for Risk Preference
Safe Choices Ux)=(x"")/(1-1) Classification
0-1 r < -09 highly risk loving
2 -095 < r < -049 very risk loving
3 -049 < r < =015 risk loving
4 -0.15 < r <015 risk neutral
5 0.15 < r <041 slightly risk averse
6 041 <r < 068 risk averse
7 068 <r < 097 very risk averse
8 097 <r < 137 highly risk averse
9-10 137 <r stay in bed

17) & MBTI® Ad=Zza3 Sgfol=, A48 4

=)

’ ’

&4, ASSESTA (Y¥HdAbg A&
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