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PRz B 2 T PR OR B HLE0E . 4R —F B 2R BUE ] LE R 6,890 i 2
F 1992 447 R IC S LR I U B, TR A TR RN 22 55 R IR B A7 19 AN 7 52
Wi | AN Al e B K | 2 LA 7 B, VA A8 GBSO K e AR D ol S 127 T
R B L T BUR M A R B = AR TE R BT SRR SRR R, B
INRABTF BT H B G b iy R S PR i

BT 2 N2 T LAY R R 4 1 T 1Y, I ELE DG ——Frig e LAl 2, 7R
X IEASE—A) A2 1 R RS TRl TSR 51 R BT E PEAS [F] T 2 i 22 5
AT RE 2R F A DRSS MAN T 5 1 e 2 19 e ol S5 A AN B 8 P AR AR R b 2R BT R A
PR« T FO SIS E”  BFR R Knight AN P, 30RO A A RS 1 2 19 AS 1f
E R DR IR 5 i S T B A 14 AU AN 2 [l R4, > i 52 T 02 i s X 1
“EMIAERENE” BIBTIT , Bk IR R AN 2 B 2 B S R AR i

— FFE v % B M Knight N 45 &

“Knight ANH0EME" BAXT F L5220 50 b 0 BEPE FUH IS (0 FriEZR) W H . AR
JEVN TR 2y B0 2 SR wp ity T Bl ) SR SO BN DO PR R TR AT O AR
o 2 AR i LS RN A8 1945 5, | SREAE IR 24 SRORRH 107 B4 5 R SRS, 8 IR — i P M 23 A 18 R
BT AEZRSR DAL AR 25 . TELR G T AT 45 AT MR MG 52 I J5 A7 E AR HE R
PRI i LA 5 B | ELSE ARARE SR AT IR 5 4 — 350t BV, 28 R 2R i A Sl 32 A g 3 2
O]

Frank Knight I ARG E X FRERAF R, MWITIE A8 T KU (risk ) FIATH E
(uncertainty ) 9 5 [W] ( Knight, 1921) , Knight 583 . £\l % & HA 2 5 35 7E B 8071 22 19
IR A (profit) M — PRI FN(50) LK A TEAE o B AR B H A i§E T 74
BRI, Frigc W RIG A TCE w HaR M 25 2R (H2 A % T 4 R 45 R
FIPLER ; “ AR BB XU B AR R AL 5 5 58 2 Te ik E R IR Z R A A BT X B8, Knight TA
R R B B AL SE R LR E S5 R, T e & R B IEW AT E N, AR R
A5 BE B R (not susceptible to measurement ) , 5 41, X6k FEAR R IR 2 AL S50 LR 1 DA
FeAR b3 F A B LR 2 000 J7 VK AT HE H B0 — U0 B KT (L2 ) AT 4 SR 48 il % it 2l
Ak 30 AR TE R BN T R AT SRR, FEAREE BT e e 1 vt T 4 BR A0 2 b 8 18 i
RAT B PRIE A 25 U S 5 27 R TSR BOR , [ BEAE 288 PE e i @i o E S A s
RIS DAL Sy B AR Y 6] o TR A0 % 1T A28 70 R AT 25 3 Bl 438 R A 7K SR S 1l & D #
S B GE ) AR A gt — IRURS: 43 B AR X DI Hh 3 e 98 55 o0 e 2 b it i iy b, BT AR E R Z2 1Y
RENFUATE R ZE, BRI A b 7 5 BR AR 22 3% 24 WS ol AT iy B — 2R 45 L AE Bl = i
(UNBUES 38

@F AR . Morath, Eric.2020.“ April Jobs Report Likely to Show Highest Unemployment Rate on Record.”
Wall Street Journal, May 3. https://www. wsj. com/articles/april — jobs — report — likely — to — show — highest -
unemployment—rate—on—record— 11588514401 ,
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AN X S A RS 2E B, FAT, F T T E R O 24T B EE ] A
AT IEAEAT PR A0 B s ol ol R S AR SR S | 22 B K A2 A O i 1 3 2 DA R B
i, BT e B R Y A~ OGS N 2R R B R B AN 1, 3o of AN 0 A (LAY
AP PE NG AR B —— 11 5 1 Bl AL e 5 2 15 BE RS Hr A A8 M e il 7 ——AE Bl = H58506R Y
LI RBEE RS BT , EARK A T UG Fod BE s 7 2 FoR e XA E Pty TG
HTEFREHRNGE , AR T Z AL T A H U OGE SHe My, B2, ART
ML AT HE SR o 38 XU AN P, BT e 5 15 ol o 5 B0 AN 58 PR AR AR R AR 126
LT RFE"  JCIEAE” I A E” o R, Foa e i b oy BAT MY Y Knight AV E Pk
FHIE

Z AHEMFARTEXMNEES Knight ARETRTHE

ARG FIANEA 5 P4 T AR A TR 3 28 D0 G I e, IXURS: 5 AN 7 1 2 A 1 B T 3R 1) el —
FEA TR O, U T G R 2 55 e A OGO, (H2 , fE & I & B LR 40 B
Hh AN T PR R A T B AR Y

Knight( 1921 ) X XU FASHREPEIEAT T XA @ IR R 2 5 R 2 iP5 ok FE R Bk
BT R0 E R R B Y X P2, — 2R B AE B (risk ), — 28 2 &M 1% 12
(ambiguity) o FTEXUSAFIE | RAGFFRYAE RA MBS R A HEA S0 A7 ol DLUERR S 38 1915 00 5
T ASORIT AN W) 5 WLME 3870 A1 Gk S48 10 A1 5 S T WU MR e A e, AR B BE At B kAT
R,

JLAE Knight Fll Keynes 2475 3 WA W7 J2 AT 0 A4S ANH0 2 e B0 A i il B2 |
TR R 3 00 R AR R G AL 1Y J& Savage, Savage R FRAL 3 0 1 22 54 H ( Subjective
Expected Utility, SEU) ( Savage, 1951) BiS U ANHR E 514 T RO AT A3 2 DLt Hr ik I, 17
R N Fi B DT 7 5 B A ST BT (S SR AW IE U AR DU KA B30 . r
TET™ BB A PR Z A DU ST pe 31§ 2B M 9 5 i 22 B 2 A BT HEZR I 483X e 40 A i =X
AR A | ANANAN 2 28 SHUARE 38 0 5 DL P S0 M 230 0 #0358 A2 3t B 8 10 e 78 RV i 2
Knight A7 JA E 1 [P 9 A 5 P o S e A AR 3] 32 20 W3R Je 30 Js 56 o A1 LA K T
ROHAFEORPEZ T

55 Knight AN E A BT E 5% At SR T AT D 00 B80T 1) 7 1) 45 39) 48 252 1 4
Ji&, TEPUNAT A RIS T, Ellsberg (1961 ) 8 ik 52 55 BF 5% % B . AW PR S5 T I0AT S e
FEAERSA P AL (ambiguity aversion) BB @ SLE R I B TUATT R 5 Savage A HLAL AL
— MRS REZRAFAE WP 5, 3X A2 & 24 11 Ellsberg 1712 ( Ellsberg Paradox) .

T X} Ellsberg 1% #EAT [\, 8t T B X Savage B9 /A B AL #HF7B 2, Schmeidler

D% Knight A X &3 7 5 »F 5 64938 A B B0 908 A 69 8 K 2236, BT B Jm | R B S8 AR A A 2 9L A7 22
AT | P e 2 FRIE AR A6 A BRACER RS AR A S ME AR VAR A M A AR R TR 3L
BTN B FR R P AT A TR T A R R IU 8 TR BEAT e R0 a3 B 00 R TRMEAE 13 0k R
FOFIAAT S LB RA R0 SRR ERFEERCRTZT, R TEASINE EmEH
A,

QA 8 P A5 Lk 45 AL Z & 4 ambiguily aversion $8# & 3R A 1k bk HL#E
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(1989) 7 1 ARG BES rh i 7 M 20 B SR 1 eyt Sy e 20 B 30 e 7 B ke R A T
RE MBI E R ST, BEEARA i, BB ABER Lebesgue BUK 1T
B, HBEF Choquet BB, R IE, Schmeidler( 1989 ) 76 32 WL AL FH BIEHE 4L R i 7 e ok
IR ERIS B FR N Choquet I EE R PR I8 ( Choquet Expected Utility, CEU) , 11 Gilboa Fll
Schmeidler( 1989 ) NI dfi FH ) 72 4 7 1 23 FRANAS ) 78 1 R0 38 2 FRA R 1) 22 44 HH B8 rh #9) 40 ~7
PEAT e T e K/ NMHEE RIS (Max—min Expected Utility, MEU) , AT 45 (A0 AN T
SE PR AL A S R RS HAT W PR, O 55 AR AN ] U A AR DA A i O v A
—E MR i B R e/ NI SRR I TEANI S PR D SR BRI v | H A AR R
NIRRT SO W R eI 22 I T 00T BT RE RS O 25 . PRI, vy s A H 10 S A e
AR RERIARL N RO 251 T B9 PR R i B i AL S A O T 79 B2 20 H (Hansen
and Sargent, 2008) ,

R 1 BRI 7V R ) R Knight ANifE PEAE 25 4 M 58 A8 b L 2008 4 4
flfE AL LARAT B — 200k, 2008 4EEREHLLLS | 28 0% 4 Bl e i AR 22 Fi i PR AT 58 AN 1
JRIBR T 22 LAY XU ST HE R B4 0 L Knight AN E P O A& 4 U8 ] %, — KAt A ¢
BEP i sl 2N 2R SRR (M 1) R Y R Y PRI 5T 52 B DI N E A

= . E T Knight 78 E 31 3 a2 & 1B N E RN E

PHYSFNECRZ M Knight AN E P R)EA) SCTE B ARESRATAH LAY SSIERFFE T LA SCHE A
E , R SRR SR X AN 8 P 10 S ) 8 PRl A AN R e, el TN E T A
R SR R ME L e B A Y ARE &S | 32 4 R AN S M 8 3 A BE AT AR TR AR R AR S v A
I, AR HT TRE R  web AN B R R EE A R 2

¥ Knight (1921 ) fiz XS AN E P AT 9 5 %€ H, Knight DA ANEA TE PE I A AT HE B g
R, AN E PEAR R AR BE b R R A R RI——nT BE A 45 SR AL A0 AT AR AR Y . 244K, Knight
AN 5 P A 180 A SR A S S RV B RS S8 A X e ZEF SR Knight AN
FEE S iR G B RIS BB PE (ambiguity ) SR EE A SRR B BRI,

AN 7E 1 S BRI AT 9 N TCIE MR T S5 25 K R S4TI9 MRS A B RS, 52
HLGe il A WM J7 T AOFE PR R o X PHR & b O ROULAN AT &, 225 WA s 1
TNk, PR, B3 Knight ANE & P Y 58 RN 2 LA b 325 RH R 20 AR X 32 L8 19 177 ]
AT

FIr VB AR X B LA R AL | 848 X AN 1 1 A0 BT R SR I B (volatility ) FEIT, fi40,
Bloom (2014 ) 548 - AN E P2 F 4 & A B0 AT REME JC 15 1R T8RN AY 1K TE | 0 3l 1 1 52
SRR TN BN DRI, PRI AN 0 R T 22 T 4 I AR B i gl 6 BN 5500 R
i BT LA B T 48 A5 2 LA i B I8 Bl R A s ok S, T HE A6 5 S RO 98 A AR 2
PR AR SR AT E

A A T2 7 RO T8 £ R S AN T Pk B BT, AN T 2 9 8 e A UL AR A
KT SRR AR UL b 22358 3 0] LU ARl 5 BUTH 9% 7 15 /0 B iy st 7000 £ 78] £ %5
o UTAFAR PR BESCAR S AT RO R BIE B T2 T, R 22 i T 5 388 5 e 1) T 3R S
ARG BT RAE WA T S R R SR X AN 8 P R DR W, 3 T T R g AR SR R A
Economic Policy Uncertainty (EPU) 8% 1, 148 £k 55— T ) 245 BRI, (1) i@l %)
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10 o 32 SR AR A 2%, D HP 2 BT o] T 6T SR AN e P 1 O3 5 (2) 32 [ [l & A
IS B R 10 AEBCEUR A A5 R 5 (3) 56T 2 WUB IR i A R AT 0Ll g 22355
BrAn SO T AR L IR A5 S . Bl S oe g il EPU 5 800 JLA B9 38 M4 2400 17 JEL i AR
7 ¥E X BT AR R 2 55 AN E PR RYRE I #E AT T U BE ( Baker et al., 2020a) , HARKHE 0917 80
RIET =5 T - T 30 3 48T H Bl i 2 55 A0 2 15 B LA &l N 235
S BRSSO AR R A A L . DIk SR H ) o thE BR AT ECR A T Ok R O BT
™ A% 8 N T Knight XA E PR FE , M OG- E HE T Covid19-EPU 454K, i H 28
HSF 1] )3 1) 3 1 30 % 9 et 1 v o 55 Wi 56 ) 32 28 2 L 428 0% A48 kY S UEIF 5T, 8 g b s e
RS ) & & ( Baker et al., 2020b) @

O X THEEEAHEARIEREAREANILEEE

MBS I3 B AN HE SRR < 02 17 b ek A5 255 RE e %0 o 7 ST s 8 e A 0 72 20 B 190 45 3
HEZR, [ it B2 455 E AT 22 55 AN B 8 P 2 AN 8 R AT AT 25000 B2 A T AR5 /Y45 246 B ok
FEMFZE Y S BRI A

(— ) EERWER I IHER K 552

HETIU RIS R T HESSE T ANH 52 R 09 70 B i e 2 JGIBR R b A E R 2R I 36
AT R AR, TCI BRI (A1) P WLk 32 WL P 3R S A A A OC T IR 5 AN B 1 B9 45 P 3
P i Fd P £ A (50 A P AR 2 5 | 5 (R HA AN s i B Ak 2t — ] [+
— (B TS BER A b HJE 7 Knight ANHHEMESL T BARAS 0] A7 X Fh far 2997
“REUERY” BORERIE  BEIE A L R M HEZR AR 2% 5 M A B 22 o] BE AR A1 B HEE i

BRUREA S AT HEZR BT A8 AN 3 28, KRBT LU = AN AT R 73, B 5, &8 R & b
PR IR SRS R, 22 R XA E 1 DA AR L SG B B IA R 5 5 = A E AR 5
o 3 LA S S B A 5 2

1% MR BORIRE SR 4 35 B — ol 8 A ISR H AL Hbs R b, laR, — D& IR R Al fiE
IAAFAE— AL T A, Z BT LARESE O A &R AR & 24 2K, LB 5
Al , Aol 55 55 B ARAS BBUR A EBURERIT] AR B Al JH 9% 5 A 7= 8 24
TEANIEA A 28 55 BB A HTHE SRR 58 35 A I  7E— D58 R 5a P T G BT Alb 54>
MAERAFRAE A7 Bl 2, o T X R ] o P e il | P i 2 R o A 28 A LA —
AMACRIEAR AL T . X TR AN o Tm) il g Ak B 2R 0L, LA, Gilboa FI Schmeidler
(1989) Wit /2 Fil 58 BA— 17 Jy - MACTHD X — AL AR SR B 3 17 M AN 7 ) o BT RE 2R

2 R IR A DR XA E M DL SN L SC R DRI W or o AETG 2B % 18 2117
N ERGHRRMETARR TR ZORAUR T ZR AR A A B0 E A7 B [
I E A TR HAbAT Sy EAR AR TR ST LA R A7 A A A A T A

3. 41 HEBIR S AN S A5 Y e 1) Ak B 7 K, RV IR Kinight AN S 1 1) B, 8
M AN E PR B RN A e A R FE (B, W B AT AR R B IR A ST

O ALK XA T8RO ZAR A BT RSN R A LR 3880, M R A BRI R A MR S, B b % 4 A
FAMABLHARTA XNOEE, SR, wREMNARNY B AGHLSHARE T ENEFHa, 4
P8I A - U 4] 09 3 R ST T A BT S &
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BN E BRI ATk | AT TG T PR | 28 2 IR 45 22 110 S AE G W B8 A B A Bt
A F B A, LA, Hansen Fl1 Sargent ( 2008 ) 5f X 15E FH A X 7 125 2K BR R A iff 28 A 75 910
ML s AT T8 AR 1D,

(Z) FEEFNTS X RIFMER LT EE Knight AFE D IR  BTSER

Z U E R S I T e B OB R R WU BRI E 1, & 0% B 2 AR TR I
Al Fh2s LR AN KPR A& T, 5 b rh 3 PR ] I X603 S 952 15 =5 e 1) A () o %, o L s
JIBUR PRRAE Y 1 R BE L3 A AR s S PR AL 28 T ) B R

WHTITIAR 25 TR AT RIS 0 FRRHE R T i A AN o T ] R 23 B B e X 22 24
2 FANE [ A A T [ R0 & A B OC R M IA AT - T i . 1
N T LRI AR R (R ANB 2 3 AT I E Y 455 R I 28 5 AL 2 G R ARE, FAT T 22U TR
SNSRI T LA - S e [ 6 R B et e 1 by | B R 28 B R G E I E @),

K 1 FTo s 4 P SRR AIER E— Ramsey £& R IEE (HLan, BUR) M X A £ 5L
AMRB S ARTS , BAKT S, BRI x Ao 2050|378 Ramsey 4 Hroe S8 4 1 o0 AL AN AR 11
25 BRI A PR PO B R AESE | WIS ) B2 R — 1 x S EEI o, 5822
BAE—E PR —ERNEE o BE—A x 1Y A R EE Fean, R s izt R A28
B0 F O AT/ xo 2R 0 J& Karantounias (2013) 438 1 1 TE R Ramsey &=
TR SR O 2 BN SE [R) R R , 20 A A A4 B S B M o3 A 7 — 3R B E Y
AT R b (e tn SR HTAR O AR SR R AR B Y BR A8 Y5 ) | BURF & BB 73 B A A 22 Tl oA 1 o 5
TR R T AT K

(@] © °° @
5 O
@]
© ® (@]
© (@]
(@] o o
° 5 o o
(a) 2RO (b) Al |
()& (d) 2R m

E1 JLFhERIE] ambiguity R RAEE

DAL A8 £ B 5 & A Prohorov ¥E & %t &1k B A j¢. 845 3 47 FR 5T | Fo 4w Bergemann #= Schlag(2005) .
QX ZA AMABA G A £ 254 T Hansen A= Sargent(2012) ,
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254 Hansen FlI Sargent (2012 ) X AHICHE BI040 87, AT 1 Fros g2l 1 2
BT BESS AR IR [ 2 5% 4B G5 A RRAE , W] DL e v [ 78 07 6 397 S 2 15 i L B R & T
REME LS, BRI, K 1R UM E o B S s A py 22 ) 22 . 52A 0
FH AL, Ja = e SRR RS AN 53 B () T ASUBCTE. Ramsey B RS AL AR HEA T A28

(1) 285 T | BUR AR5 FEN R | i 78 AH O BUAR N, 15 B Ak b ol 7AiMl A B A ST 37 2%
JE )L, AL, BURE S5 Al B — 5 X FR T, Ramsey 3130035 (AN o M0 95 S0 A= o DL
Ak AR el R R SR AE Y

(2) A0 AR LA T 2680 T, B 5 18 B AN 58 P20, (ER , £ oll X9 BORF B9 R 25
Alb EAZE LABUR 3T ARSI S FE v A T ER A

(3) KT R RSB, — A LB LY (9 ] 7 Woodford (2010) 5T Hp S 847 52
TR 1 A3 BT AE SR | Hy THBOE Hh JU A T 08 T BOR B BT — 2 sy O G 0T g A
e L FEIEAME v, P, Ramsey HE R B 555 23 IO TROWAS M7 DR e AE 202 1T %
AH TR EE I AT X RO A T I 09 A0 E R LT3R 3o By € AU ERH:
BRE AR — A mE N BT

SRR 520 R 25 T UM S5 A i B3l R RT , AR T SR B BN “ %
B b S Al HEDE A e iR i, S B0 T A HE G T 5 Ry 5 5 T An SR A B M “ b 4
— L] A At o AR e 7 F R A D 2R Y T g E A BB B O 53, #% M Hansen 1 Sargent
(2012) By AT, PO AR A AR e o0 B HE ZRR J7 32 07 T B A7 A 26 5 2R A0 T DX = b e
fIE BRI AS B i P 0 52 M A B A3 A 8 ™ A PN A 1) L R ) (W) 5P 1138 (endogenously distorted
homogenous beliefs) , 2 11 W28 B i ) S o 7 ( distorted heterogenous beliefs)

(=) M Knight I E 4 A EH R EREIE R &M LA B ERkE

TEfE T Knight AN BFFE BOME AR T e 6 R) | AR B BE X PR 58 i 4772 LR L
A7 TH B PR

TG, SRS T S AN E PR AR A AT T PR o Q0T IR, X Knight AN {5 B A I
R S RE Eh U B SV T SV VNS & N S eSS TR vt S NG S - S U R C8 ¢
PR FEAEAE RS I A A I, P REME LA 2 R R I XT38 15 v o 5 1 F) 3 22, T 284U T EPU
VIX SELRE PR R BEAS A R S p (2 | AR 2000 = I ATD AN 8 4 T 0 3 Jel 5 156 79 224k
SRz S, 5 4h BTk SR A R E B ISR AR s, ELSE HRR LRI R R B
EF-BOA W & R AH 2 5E T AN T RE R fifi M o o H AR FE AR T DR R

HR ARt SR00 E A SCE R AR RR A HR A S R A — SRR
PEAE T HR W R Z5G , anfa] RIS 5 I AHRBERS i J—A> B R APk, B e e 1 ks [+)
I T SR (N NS ) MRS (BEAR (558 A7) S5 Tr T, LA A e i 1) 40 45
(CRIRABRT) A E M B 2 ALE AR ZRE 2 )/ &Rl P/ & REUR A SE
—HEZEHAT AT AR AL R IR RE S A A AT N & TR i iR KRR R

i

D B 2008 &8 B BAUEALA R, K IAIIM £ T, B 22 S AT I 2R IRA 632
SR & IS e
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IR AT A Ry B A 2 PEE bk AR ARG G il ( disaster shock ) A BT 237
AR SRS, I, ARG bR A2 2 BRI AR A B Rl Rl 23 B T AN IE T T

R RE

UL [T A - F) \%E/‘JZ%, LT 4 il 2F W 5T P 35 44 B U1 Beta IR Y Beta ( Campbell
and Vuolteenaho, 2004) , FAT & AL ] L (W12 ) HEHTIREEE N whif B2 2B RS R e 17
SR ENE, UL ) R e 2850 80 MR i A P ST Y Knight ASHf E PR 2
WA HIRZ 37 XA G ARSI AE T O B i s e e it 2 1 A
“HL™ 7 FRATTART A Bl de AR S A i 7

F R 7 T 8 AT 58 34 bE A Rk, A8 Segal 55 (2015) HY 18 SChR A “ Good and Bad
Uncertainty ;: Macroeconomic and Financial Market Implications” , {H & | A5 PN 25 B9 A J 14 [1)
WK I U 24 7 ST ANHA E PR [, At 12 FEI 48 Volatility EITHEFER, M
BEAT IRTSE SCHRAR T, RS2 AT X Volatility FYAT RAFFEH R ESGE— AN : Volatility TEFEE 5
U EEAD 0 76 KU 28 (risk—return tradoff) A 13256 26 1 — RREH 48 1 5 AR 1
Hilioas ;s (HE, A Ang 55 (2006) LUJS, BF 58 & T 4R AN W A 30 W0 2 [) 477 S 3% 10 B Ok
Pl —— TR ST AT LS B RS 2 22 GE AR G 45 I, Volatilivy A M P A4 9% 77 1
i AR (HR XA G ARG XU | s AL SE R B AT AR P, WRA R — 2B 1
SRS, A AR M2 A 2B B0 TR D B 55 5 I 22 5550 4%, T3k B Y2855 K 2 (Wall Street
economy is surging while mainstreet economy depressed ) L4k, WA WFFEHEH I LI T U RIS R
(Guo and Whitelaw, 2006)

BT T PEN 52 W) 225 IR A2 R — A T TR R 2 B DR AN P, 1 ooy 3 B AN
PEAN ) T 2 ML 22 55 2 o AT RE 2R b 1) RURS: RIS B 2 1, X AR R R SRR AN 78 1Y AN T 5
Xt 25 RS AR 52 M AN [ 508 IXURSSE Tl L) B o IO X 15 bk ) A 80 it 50 s 2 B3 AN
SE ST HT A IS ] It AL XS 28 T AT S R AN Wi s AT A R0 B A AR A
AN E 53 BT B HE 2R 2 A B 28 5 Ak 2 B S AR PR R A, RS AN 190 S A T A A U
PUEF o EAD RS ANEA S (5 BRI R AR A 5 2 DA 3205 2 LA AR % LU 2L B IR 28
I R85 22 05 235 5 U8, T s8I I 29 2% S8 AR IE Lk sh 25 R B e A, DL Ry sh 2500

VER B4l AMER 1 H ROC T 2 5E AN E P Z A0 E I S8R A A E PR R B B, FRATT0
TR PR ek 5 M 1) B AL AR T AR SC T ST | A B PR AT S

S Tk
1.Ang, A., R.J. Hodrick,Y. Xing, and X.Zhang. 2006. “The Cross—section of Volatility and Expected Returns.”
Journal of Finance 61(1) :259-299.
2.Baker, S. R., N.Bloom, S. J.Davis, and S. J.Terry. 2020a. “ Covid—induced Economic Uncertainty.” NBER
Working Paper 26983.
3.Baker, S. R., N.Bloom, and S. J.Terry. 2020b. “Using Disasters to Estimate the Impact of Uncertainty.” NBER
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Research on Economic Uncertainty Induced by COVID-19 Shock
Li Zhuo and Bao Yihong
( Center for Economic Development Research of Wuhan University )

Abstract: One of the impacts of COVID — 19 is that its profound uncertainty, which called
Knightian uncertainty, is distinct from the classic uncertainty issues in economic analytical
framework. Facing the pandemic shock, we should firstly consider a reasonable framework to
distinguish uncertainty, then an index to quantify the uncertainty. The concept framework should
embed social and economic structure and model uncertainty from the perspective of Chinese
government. The construction of information and index must consider different aspects
comprehensively. Due to the extensive impact of COVID =19 and its typical disastrous shock,
dynamics of economics should rely on discontinuous transition path and global optimization.
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