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S.S.: Skew Sensitivity (Negative Skewness < Unambiguous < Positive
Skewness)

R.S.S.: Reverse Skew Sensitivity[3](Positive Skewness < Unambiguous
< Negative Skewness)

A.A.: Ambiguity Averse (Negative and Positive Skewness < Unambigu-
ous)

A.S.: Ambiguity Seeking (Unambiguous < Negative and Positive Skew-
ness)

A.N.: Ambiguity Neutral (Negative Skewness ~ Positive Skewness ~
Unambiguous)

0 1. 00000 (00)0000o

S.S. R.S.S. AA. A.S. A.N. No Pattern Total

23 (27.1%) 3 (3.5%) 10 (11.8%) 10 (11.8%) 21(24.7%) 18 (21.2%) 85 (100%)
02 00000 (00)00000

S.S. R.S.S. AA. A.S. A.N. No Pattern Total
37 (37.8%) 1(1.0%) 8 (8.2%) 19 (19.4.7%) 18 (18.4%) 14 (14.3%) 98 (100%)

0300000 (00000 0OO0ooooooo)ooooo

S.S. R.S.S. AA. A.S. A.N. No Pattern Total
28 (32.9%) 5 (5.9%) 19 (22.4%) 8 (9.4%) 18 (21.2%) 7 (8.2%) 85 (100%)
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S.S. R.S.S. AA. A.S. A.N. No Pattern Total

22 (282%) 6 (7.7%) 6 (7.7%) 10 (12.8%) 20 (25.6%) 14 (17.9%) 78 (100%)

050000000000
00 N.S.<P.S NS. ~PS. NS >=PS. Total
IRLEEEE 41 (48.2%) 25 (29.4%) 19 (22.4%) 85 (100%)
Ooooooo 62 (63.3%) 22 (22.4%) 14 (14.3%) 98 (100%)
0000000 O000000|49 (57.6%) 24 (282%) 12 (14.1%) 85 (100%)
0000000 00000040 (51.3%) 24 (30.8%) 14 ( ) 78 (100%)
N.S.: Negative Skewness, P.S.: Positive Skewness

17.9%
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HEN 100 200 300 400 oS00 o600 |ODOO0O0O OO0OO0OO OO0OOO

goo 10 55 17 3 0 0 26.2 14 48

goo 10 61 21 4 2 0 26.8 16 58

god 6 49 19 7 3 1 28.9 12 63

goo 2 40 28 8 0 0 29.1 17 48
HEN 28 205 85 22 5 1
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Fig. 1. Graph of Table 1
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Fig 2. Graph of Tahle 2
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Fig. 3. Graph of Table 3
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Fig. 4. Graph of Table 4
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