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TG 1A FIAEES) IS M) AR EERES HHe Lt A¢ 2
BAQ IO S Aotk EEBEHE o AAd wel MEFMER T JFE A=
PAHL BH) SHE HEE S oln, YAHoE FEEol R Aolw sAANFLE A
S WAL A HHE BEAA RBAAE ok a2 o] Aol FFoE 4A A8
A AAAE FALEA MY FHoE BT At she B ME%T 23 97 o
@ Qre kY

mHEEd A i me B8¥s] ®BfSE 2usln, 2R/ 2 AL FS FEHCE Al
yajo] dubfow ALz vk BEI Wi EE) wAstE A Sd T Aoz o uAy
Aadg z4sta A &A4F wale ol Hasteh ERERY 2 BERE FIoE le

HWERS 2or, A7dA #eAE YR b REHEHGagency theory)ol v} [H#ICH 2
oA AEHE BinERA &l Fele Aotk
o714 REHHE FEBEEESE (principaD 2} 3K (agent) 7] ojd & 248l E A5 A

2TH4 FEEEE zA5LE o] A8, o8 wAED BEEN AP RA2d
o qRAQ EEF HAL 4 gon dortd mHY SHdA ASEEGIHEE T3E 24
T + gk

* 2N EREARE gIFEE, WHEE
1) BIAEEY FAld AT BFHAL9Y HEE F47o o8] 4+ Demski and Feltham(1978)3} Town-
send (1678) = Tsuji(1980)9] /xS B#E 57| nupgh.
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T FEERS 2l Qold & iy REAMY o] ohlx ARH HEAEE A
Wots BEREAMS ANAE BEe Aok 37l %o, BEZRAKZE o4 T A2 FAE
FAlel 3T APoz odstn nrp FFH Aokl A HREMEE LAk
FEERS SAAGNE AAR BAE 72 B9 o] Belstm 1FY Tl %ﬁﬂ'%
A FE viHzw gome oy THERE 94902 Fdste e Lasld A=k =7
A Aol A 428H ) ko) ohd B3l

(Demski and Baiman)¢] 3¢ duboz A Axstzm, votrlA  Fr1Fe el Li(motiva-
tional effect) o] 9lell SIEIEB(correction) S =) x| 5ked, kel k%S =xatct: F#e #AEE
7Pt B8 g Adslel, FHEXRHAANA Qo)A BHERU ZHFAMES BEREAMC k]
et AL e nat gk

1
_u
2.
x

- BRAE REER

L #8el 3 RESH

REPLH(agency theory)-& REMIM] Q) 713l KBTS RPEGY TEHE EMmST 4
Bishs FEOZ AHEEm gleh & o] AL RELA(agent)o]e} Fe] i 59 Sabxisk S
RS dde] glelA %E%Cprmmpal)a}i = o gl GabAE 8 55 A
Bk BRE DU D LRMERS o)W —He) BHME T REMFRAA T2 A5T2
E & k. REJRY "kl FTEFoz 2 4 g B sy REAGE HHRR
et FEANE T 5 de Rl Atk zelxw o A Bhste REE BEELD A5E
oh =3 BEEL B 4D REESEN wet REAA 245 AT KBS Al

ZALH (principle)-{AE A (agent) 8] Biffell A BEHKE 73422 AAY FMEE #iiis A
o] HEflo]]ak o] & RAEAY gl HE F—sleh. & WHY FRE HAsz Aol RiEHE
7b Hedl of AWE  ‘slelE 34 4w’ (pareto optimality)ebx sk, o] A& IkiEH 1 5249 (opti
mal incentive contracts)& FslA] o] Zo]A sl gtk whekd] 3 ZA So)uk FEHK]  9lgel] A

e, REAS] AL olel g FAfbsiol A5 g £UanE HHE BANES S2ds §
A ol Bl T BAS BE AL ARAA T 4 95 Ak HA5S Aua
T + g

REH G g4 #0194 FFZE A FFste Mol HBMHHE A WhEI TH< st
G olfEA ZA FrkA FHES AT F ek A= BEGREGnoral hazard)e|et TEl &
Aol ey EEVEHS BAE #fashy] A8 EAd REAY ¥F = =H& FEEH) 42T
T e A, REAY HEHHE =t BARENS REAS BOkES #RY T S3040E 2

2) Ross, S.A., “The Economic Theory of Agency: The Principal’s Problem” American Economic Review
(May 1973), p.134.

3) N.Harris and A. Raviv, “Optimal Incentive Contracts with Inperfect Information,” Jourial of
Economic Theory (April, 1972), pp.231-259.
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REZERAFAES HRARA Aa v

A A okvt WAL 8¢ AT LR - kY

Tl o] HEE iR (adverse selection)d] EAlolvh. 2A & FAste T4T HREY e
BRe Alsd oz The Qddozy EIXEd Adsis AREY 73 &gy BRE 23
T the Aoldh. BEREY HHKESE T3 Aom st dubdoz el 35 g
HHE 2 Fox ATE ASs] Wi 2 & EEE AAY F ek 2Ed 3y
SETRA g HH REAM RESIz o FEEE REAY ATl A4 AdE
Dok rb geb. whebA olel ¥t WIS BB (information asymmetry)TOﬂ A= fRBLAC] 24714
AR A8 £i3te HRE BERETE = 7zt doluA =

HEER 08 MEEe] A Islsle A BRAY B35 gEeiAl RFsta, BlH #
= HEE LT wEA BEE 5 JdE BAeT MRS A 8 w24 sbesiAe. o
ojelg ArAl2¥e] =9l A om Lrbgsle stEsltly st E BA-ERY A 4
HA gevh wehA] REMERY Js RAS, 349 TREMEY gFEd] o =iy =
Q& Bwe FEHEme o3 o 4lAd 2 (commuication)®] FEEE S A= o qhel A=k

BHe HREoR o FoA= 74]?—24 ol EEMM A, REEHAE JAAE A7x &KHel
EAg Y Ad = REZBREE S8 %*a:l FA ] gk el <o HFHES A A4 l A

olth. ol Mt HHEI Zelvk oh vM kb o WWOT AN RS FRH HEERE WA
A 4 Py FHol & N %949,13“%, A3 FEREd G2 HRgAs S/E
AE FYol Y=k 5o =y ek A gAEA S ST R HRKER] devds

S EEST 248 T3 dEAHE AAse 2 FHo R st BElSH(predictive informa-
tion) o 24 HRETE}. o WMkl o AAEAd dF= "IAE & F(decision facilitating role) 2.
2 e Ae 27 sl

o] ARt PHMoR W e HbolEx IR EA 27le] KR MiBidl A= WEHSR

gul FEF o A= A K e olF oW WERKIE ARl s e 1] %
oh olei gk WA fUHE YA57] Sl Ade oAde FIBAENE 23T 5 dorted A &
FFHHS T/ ARE #ast ok shvie A TEikEY glole 24 =(feed forward)
o ol &gtrtm s FEAECl v L HIM B A TSy A Sl EMTEBEES oA &
e Aol 4R EE Fris AL AA 44T F ok #:FE, o) BEERE FRY @
B R EEke 52 9804 A 2asle A RES LA oz 2 welA sle =
ZY = (feed forward)zh= FIAH M AL, RUAFBERN 249 7158 =& e 2
Eo] Y2l ®

4) Demski, J.S. and G. A. Feltham, Cost Determination: A Conceptual Approach, The Iowa State
Univ. Press, 1976, pp.8-2. <At THkxd 93& L EHe B (decision-influencing role)
3 FEHEREE =5 = FHHe B#E|(decision facilitating role) ® T-2E3}4g 2=, Baiman, S. and J.S.
Demski, “Economically Optimal Performance Evaluation and Control Systems,” Jourral of Accounting
Research (Supplement 1980), p.184. A& PSS A &7 AT g3z A2yl

5) &BX, THREHEGE], A8, ZUHREE 1988, p.603.

6) F.Gjesdale HB&IitigHed 7 SRS stewardship demandz}w H-Er}. Gjesdal, F.,
“Accounting for Stewardship,” Journal of Accounting Research (Spring 1981), pp.208-231.



“ a4 3 9 &3

= e BRc FMHHd S T8k F Hlie] Bl RMFEMERY 45 F¥A
e TERE @S vt sk Walolvh. JAAAAY FFAde] REM 4% 73

Mol we} CFE B, RS T A HBEY feEq bt A v RREES) EA%0
T MR o glew EEES REBHEMET Jxsdd gidxn ste #Re BREY o+ gk o
R #Elo] ‘decision influencing role’e]glz Ee]l = Z1 & 7 = Fo]r},
Fusl e &EE bfEt TRid H2% v ¥ (motivation)$ 3lEv] Zo}F1 grife) e}
2 2ke] By 2o JA-e A&t wigtsle A% 2y B BME FTste BEEE 2t
T GRFHE Vel Bl FHEIES 4F & A4dslE 238E deknl vk 2w o)
TR S Jl5E 2 AR EHAL AEsH =, dARARY g & B 4
T vhe} Fo] dlAbel g AAEat g =Ml AAsta 4 BAmE Bxow g4 Ay
& P55 AH el BEE TKd 3-8skA =k

A B FRRT RETAA 258 A AEste 9€E RAGd Sistes @il
Zelel. M o] fabr#fsel HE-S FejAe] Fr) Rt vt AESIE 93 3sld del e
Erta ke fvlelA s gES YA AE4d-e Avn ok MRRES EEAEEE
HES Bl 2g¢s] 2 Ed] KAE AW EE Bt gk A7 4F
EAIA AAY KA dEPEE A2 5 dvd, 2AAAd He RS 438 e R
= 7IE F S THY EBRE shesHl @tk ol AP Ewe] Z= EY MEe v 2y
falgel A% BBEZE Adlel =l HE AL g e AY fEE Vel + JE Ze F935)
2 ¢oxd oxlvh MM A dpHee LfrEues THIHZo] B fapRE#H(risk
avert)OIa}ﬁ AT 5 glvh o] AS RfuKzHE EERS 9ol THEE Lk BFds

£ Az Bt VoA Jrvh oy BMiEE TUEY sk

RERrel 4 3bak f{gﬁn:”g’{]f_‘ 1 wbem Bvp FHAYE P5E Frsle BEABSBES TS
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2. EmMFERS A4

Pt HEAzw Tol gold, xe Frlsled BER v A d 2he} el zfel A Tsl: B
o) HMHHE xvko] 38R A% HiEM(second-best solution)F M AT G YEstE Ay m)

2% F(x,y10)% a7t Folxl Aoz shi xo} yo] fhasmtiol™, f(z,9l0)% = EE%WE@%%E}
4l REEA sl E fo D furl EA8E 28 A8 232 o] AL A
TAE 983 7o) A L= ok

5Ll
2 gkl ke
3

max ([G(x—T(x, 3))f(x, yla)dxdy

T(% ),

7) falgsriEel 13 WM HHel W4 Wilson, R.B., “The Theory of Syndicates”, Geometrica
(January 1968), pp.119~132% Rz tx, = EWHHB- Raiffa, H., Decision Analysis, (Addison-We-
sley 1968)-% =317 wjzl,



BERAAEY HELR 23 Bk
s. b, H [UCT (%, ) — V(&)]fCx, yla)dxdy>H @D
(fucre, »ruix, ylayasdy—v'(@) =0

76l 4] EAmA Te ot Hoksl BEH vy MF s gaalel. ool 2wy &
Agal A REESEN T, )6 2 &5 2EEEE 78 F Ak

G (x—T(x, y)) fa(x, yla@)
AT IR ORI R @2

A7 A falx, yl@)/f(x, yl@dE y+ @A d3she Aoj=E ¥ 5 H AR a7 oA
t sl glE g7t B FAl(message)E AY = UHw I ASE i Pl 8 Fez 3o
nlel 7 d =be} e Abe] [EEMERL ol vl HARA FARBE 71 <xchd® Jdm iy os A5
Az A BFE b Als 7o) Ak

Tr(s, )= LLEEBOBs | iy @ 3)

B Qi (.29 AHEE vehdh

A2 BE YAAE B 9% AnchE oA HWHS WHS AN DAY %
S AASE Aol Awrdolth, =S el dAAE de A s LA HET B
Mol ALHE ASE wol ¥ 4 vk FETHENEY FUUE BuA AQE watsl gostn
QA9 Aot A Ax FelA Ade] AEAA Heste WA =ANA G HAspe ok o
= AL 335w Yk
3523 (Holmstrom) & 7 A <bsh el 24e) el el T@RUE T(x 00 A& Hol &
o HBEAS 3% 4 Qe A% A8 yE ffi Aok A5t 1 BEASMEES 590
A BE (x4 A A,

=
hal

Jo(x, 3,0) _
Feeyay D @0

= Q. Do} Z2 3
€A ¥, @) =g(x, » ’h(xy a) (2.5

X AYIR ¥ A9, 2z 2 A 8 yE HE ek st (2.5)71 Rzt
o a7t #F(x,0 HOFHECR H1 e A RE HHEE T¢n JdornE 3=
iy

1 % &R A (Hyperbolic Absolute Risk Aversion)fe] HMERES 44 HARAzlzw R-Er}.
) mREEAE 5, -U/@)/U@)rt 1/(e+pudets Rl 3+ L4347 HARAKS 9
Aetet(ast B EHel™ we BE Vel E Bggolth. 2rl Zslshyd ERRFFAE (risk tolerance),
= U/ U ()7t we —RKK, a+Bws HE ZTFEFI 974 g Ry, HEY, ER

8 3T gleh. AbAlEE A& EHAEL, (FRITHY SWE], FEME, 19824 53 e

HARAM:S 7}A5}w] Boyle, P.P and J.E. Butterworth, “Optimall Incentive Contracts with Costy

Conditional Monitors,” Unpublished Working Paper, University of Pennsylvania (June 1982)e] 1}e}

wdafel zrol sl Aty ZugE WA sk A ¢ Ayl wEoldt
9) Holmstrom, B., “Moral Hazard and Observability,” The Bell Journal of Ecomomics (Spring 1979),

pp. 86. Baiman, S. and J.S. Demski, “Variance Analysis Procedures as Motivational Devices,”

Management Science (August 1980) pp. 843-844.

535 BFAAE (L f#31)=h(z|e)g(y]a) F 22 y& 4E F7 FEAFIH (@) sl

2R TR 3, aof A 13} REREEAT(first order stochastic dominance)7]— A st A3} g,

(+)/g( )= yd sﬂrst FRPE A e AL A94 282 x5k vk

o]
= 7
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B Bgel 8% 4+ 9 shelelE e8] #@dE od =% g4 Sk sy o] 3%
£ &3 (Holmstrom)®] #HE HEARMES Bl =4 wa 2gaax ¢ fEs 9% 4 3
th E, b RebEAE CHFE WEL A &y, %e(x, 3) k(s b Rzgehd, A9
o el A FETHEEY Bl AT LRFET EE.

23 AFAA BB gl Sk WRBHY FET U5
nitoring)e] 2He WHER] £ FAT + 9% #Ho] BEst: Ao Yubgolsh. wel] Wt 7
A F= GRS 2 B WEAESH 2o Rk oA el pmpims BEERS
Fotsl B2 8k o] ¢ EWEM(information cost)- & A G 5o AHH ARz 2l (2.1)9
FARFE o3 Qol $A4s 2k

([6Gx—TCx, »=CMfex, yiwrdzdy (2.6)

A7 CONE AR yd fEE .68 FATFRAA 2=w(g N 23¢ FA L BIEX
(principalD 9] HIffHUAMES 2=2A AT + b ™ =gt diH o REXK< st izez 7}
At Qomw HHA AT B e KB A 1.%121 A C()=CONfr, yla)dyS
#ERE Fol HEMEY VY MEE Jebdthn AT S gk webd, 2306 Eel HE &
BIMEES AT wEg stotn B + e

1 FAsg s 28 v iR (mo-
oly

I. &M Z2RBE

BE D HEifalolol 2RI Ut Aol BEFRRES HA#&sly RES HEES Wil 2o
2ot ZRERY @A BERE Aoz ste Bavsiist sdsteh =k AZ4 waA =
Br delAd AR BEHE yel NGt € 5 Aok guk 49 2. D9 oA AR ye
ole] xo] AglAole APl Fx2A BRAE A o® sbgsiglel. HEBAnformation cost)7h
LA Ge Aol olst o] = TAlZE dov, B #ES AN Z . AsdE

3 TEE 8T8k oldl FFe EHRAERE AAR st AL JEgEmen

—_

A7l A FAHRE derdl o sherkel stubel whs] AFel A= BIAEAG AT Bl
(monitoring systemdo] W7l A-§3 sl vk elol A% AA ok Tith WIRUGER 47
ANFERAA BAT F Ak F, BEEEMS RRE-FO W L= QgT 49 O
HEFE dodAe 2ol 2t ZRERE Histe 4£9 HRIFK #7244 H (conditional monitoring
system)e] A&z gl

FEHEAE 23she 43 Aolw old REHBES U4 L Lelv E8GignaD 2 & Hstn
A REFAEES syl A8 Ladt KRS RS A0 s BEERT FEENANE &%
Bl e A, Alade] Aoz FAA Al gutn A - glong HREAME AR

10) Jensen, M. C. and W. H. Meckling, “Theory of the Firm: Managerial Behavior, Agency Costs and

Ownership Structure” Journal of Financial Economics (3, 1976), pp.305-360.

11) Marschack, J. and R. Radner, Economic Theory of Teams, Yale University Press, 1972 pp. 82-85.
Demski, J.S., Information Analysis, 2nd ed., Addison-Wesley, 1980, pp.34-35.




Rz RAES R A3 e
slnA BERERE TIE doE 2oXH. BEER HEste 9 At nk AEEHE
HA T A EREAY Aol A5l =k

R R 20 53 FHEBERE AdsFon 29T 4 3, WHARY HEEEES
WA 4 gleon, EFREGY dA HHETHY Sr3dd #9%q H3 & zdstd oA
o] MR FA ?%71] FFE "AE Zﬂii AR Q' Aot 1

RS A B = ESTEEREY £ iR REAERE ol &std BHN ZEAEY &
BREEE PERNSR EE5TI Tl o] d BREW HAlY dabsd FHkE £4%E Rl
=},

o] A wholntzl ¢l ~y](Baiman & Demski)s} 2R bd MEHS o2 sy 2 119 o) %
& ol gkA(Evans) e} F7ro] REHEHE AH-&sln Y= uk ER =8 & Zejstd 799 %&EF
et HHAI2HY 34 AAE AT BHRA BHES SHtete 7HEd old EJAF BEE-RHE
A8 EAl] A HA 2299 ¢ EE ok

2 7] EASl BY e gt v ke old AER fTH AR AYstE 1A REAS J335E
(cash flow)e] A3} xeXel] A 7Hd N3 REZA REANA 24 25 stz volx] 1—2%
&vlste 1AY REERZ T4 ok HRY REE 00z s 2k o] 09 PF o 5
x=w(, ) AR} FBEHS REAL E(wealth)s} Zkel wgt Bl 57} tlamg o) g 58
g Plaa ek JiEE o dnld A amEERel e 23 Q%A HMoTHEY L8
+ Gx—2DF A3, G¢)>0, G"(-)SOOI ARSE Aoz 4T 5 vk old wE #HmEE
75 AEelA faly 2 Rl EEEgelw 23] d%aA MO TRH(SETED Tigs Uk -
V@E 7AAH, U')>0, U'(-)<0, V'(:)>00] AYst= Aoz spAdgtch

2 v MY REMEY T2(GC), U, UE)=V(), 0, A4,w()d A4 F59 =4
7}2]"4, H7e] xubg IFsta, EHAT O WA EERAE o@O= EAHE ¥ HER

= Zte Aoz ek REAAA =58 2§ 14 ste HRE B (incentive function) & oF=bs+
TELE ASsE 4k BUEEE St T: X-[2,X]SR2 Jebd = Yok B{EY 8352 @
S fiRE @ REA I3 FTHERE @ MFl AT #EY B @ Z#Hd e HER A4
Hrh ‘upolmbdt Wl As A EA L ojd UrlY LE5-E BEHK RHEAG 23 FEHH AY
(noncooperative game) ¢ & o] dl st gli= Aolrh. o714 FHEHS] YA o] AYL AA 54w
A= Bhr3k o] b=tk

EGIT*,a*)= max SG(x T(%)) f(x|a)dx

T(x)elx,%]
ac

G.D

12) Kaplan, R.S., “The Significance and Investigation of Cost Variances: Survey and Extensions,”
Journcl of Accounting Research (Autumn 1975), pp.311-337.
Dittman, D.A. and P. Prakash, “Cost Variance Investigation: Markovian Control of Markov Pro-
cess,” Journal of Accovnting Research (Spring 1978), pp.14-25.

13) Baiman, S. and J.S. Demski, op, cit., pp.846-847.

14) Evans I, J.H, “Optimal Contracts with Costly Conditional Auditing,” Joxrnal of Accounting
Research, Vol 18 (Supplement 1980), pp.108-139.



& a4 A 9 =2 oA
jU(Tcx))f<x|a)dx~V<a)zH
jU(T(x))fa(xm)dx—V'(a)=o

A4 178 0% F97 ALE st 29 EANEER fGlox ol B4 23 45 Ry
o olw go] deElAL A dAvleld FERE NE FEL[ x4 frGlodi<0] 492
B ABD B LB (x10)/00E ST A, HKEAS REA 2785 AT
Ak HE 2 Fook st A%, Tl SRGEARS REAS 170 ol T2 3349
#fre RRstn Qe

woltst Bad’ e o A EEFel BERETHE AUAA 2Pe] B4 42e 2444 =
§& Ehibatn gl RAA EHS FoEEiEe) S AREA, Ak A8 LA 2 D
4% 0§ C2 AAFE 24z¥e dolxE yelrl A 28 2k A8 39, )
BAS] HMESE T: XxY=[%7]2 5453, 25 Q<04 MOTHRL 29k 9 [RF R
E h(x,yia)E % 57t sdvh

olei mye) e =k WEE MEL © RN M © RAAS THER @ FK 2
T RRS B @ BEH W SN AES BE @ R ololuth O =il e T X
—[%,Z]CR, T: XxY—-[%,Z]CR, a:X-[0,1]9 FHe] 27}t o7 T+ 247 4
AFA g3 oagel RFFE S RBANA A LD A&, T, )E 23] Qo) slof AA5E
ZAZYE ph AEAE A% RBAD A%she 28 292 alOE oF 239E A4 2
A7t AR BARERS A7 vkl n ek o BN 28e ALY} bk 2 HEK
(principaD el Qo] A mEskfbsha =43 2ok 19

max ”[a(x)G(x— T(x, y)-0)
T(x), T(%, )5 @ (%)
+(A—a(@)NGE—TE)) 1, yla)dxdy
st [[[aUTE, 9 +A-aEUTENI (3.2)
f(x, yla)dxdy—V(e) 2 H
((La@mUTe, 1) + A -a@)HUTE)]
fa(x, yl@ddxdy—V'(a) =0

QAo A Cx EjiE# (monitoring information)d] AF#EHol™, a(x)+ _l_x}o}%:— e
W& @yl vt deld BE xd dstd 0<a@()<12 Hre 1-a@x)d g4 =
25}

g5 e Ao vk A §iEY AfdE Fu y7b AFHI] AT 'f%%iﬁfﬁf’] 4
o] HEL 27128 FEEEE 29} yol TANA AFAch T K A el HREA
& ¢ Y ul E-FEEE xo TANA 257t g

el 3 B al)d dsted, oWl e fiEslE Aol AHAUAE nAS v At
falrrhsy (risk neutral)o]2ta 3te 1A & AA =2 3= (3. Dol A3 8 U £V o (Hamiltonian)'® H

15) Baiman, S. and J.S. Demski, op.cit., p.846¢l4]3= E4g<+E min FA = wR{bstd .
16) durd o 7 ¥F £<(Lagrange multipliers)$] Eps(time varying or intertemporal)el Aol
}}%Q = Aels #YWE g4 (Hamiltonian function)y o}-&3} o] A &=l

I"lf' 2 e
N

g L

o 2 o I

\0
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FEZRBES HHEERA A #iR
T ohe 4oz AT
H=a(®) (M, 30— T, 31, ylady

+pU(T(x, ) falx, yl@)dy—~(C—-T° (%) 3.3
FAUT (D)) f(x) @) — sU(T° () fu(x] @)} +constant

o714 conatant=[x+ANU(T°(x))]1f(x]a)
+pUT° (D) fa(xl )=V (@) =MV (a) + H)
fxla)=f(x, yla)dy

3.3)9 { e ow xoll AHAE Fo93 Fgrog s dHAE =7 o] Hie a9 —&
EHE =l vk w4 HE A2 she a*()& 28 72 Frell st 04 19 o 2HE F st
3, 2 olgY #, & MEME FHskA gerh weld G.3)¢d oA a9 Hifis Eoz =
E EE xe] didE @) =12 Hu, oz 27 AR Hit BE x4 dsldE a*(@) =02
2 Hch gAY ZRAEE A7 K7 ™ wFo] MR (pure strategy)ulo]
HE 3w &% BRI (randomization)-& £iHo] ozl BBl =EH ]

o] A8 FAel A a7t F3lw HBEM X7F a*(2)9] zhol #eb4 XEFRERY #HEHBI EHE
FEgor TEHE AL YT = Aok a3 olHT T4 FEF o] vhge] Melzlm g+
o HEAS AR B shta EAEHA =HH, ol Hgste al@ ) [0,11We o«
& Fgets HO g2 FapdsAl Heh webA aEd A iv QDY a9 AT F, ke
A3 7ro] HY a®d] A 71e715 002 sl ghos Taeh

0H/0a(2) = QU(T (%, y)) — T (%, )R, yladdy
+uUTE, 9%, yla)dy—(C—T(%) GO
FAUTE)fGEDa—pUTE) fo(R1@)) =0

A48 A& AFsle 8 ol WHERE A4 add. A3 FIARH v FHER 299 B
KRR welA ZRBEE Bisterte] 957 g+ ok

o} 7l el A #R# % (principal)-& fafgHz o2 sH ste] BHRFIRA At BB HAERES HA
B K (agent) = BEEEG st slx, ™ fxlo)E HfFEE=0+ka), BHRE o2 v &R
SHEEE depdvtn shxb. B>0, d>00]m2 —K BEREMNY Ao EHm o, =AW
T ke de x=8g gAHd YA AR E debla glor, d<llo] o8 =39 RALED
o] EW T AR qeh ol A sl AA BWEES UTH))=2T®)*, V() =4, H=10, f(x]
&) =(ov/2m) lexp— (x—E)?/202, T=0-+ka’, o]zt 7}A vH-& AN A AGT yoll A3 7+
S (3.2 ALshd BAR HRARS BAMEsE 95 Yol nx ResE 99 dr14 = xs

H(x,v, 5, =[p, (50, D] = 2 pifiCx,0,0).
A. Bensoussan and E.G. Hurst, JR. and B. Néslund,
Management Applications of Modern Control Theory, North-Holland Publishing Co. 1974, pp.17-18.
17) 2 2o Bt a¥(x)e{0,1}e] I
18) #AHEHE U=+ FAF 3% 0<all fEEEBEK] .
Pratt. J., “Risk Aversion in the Small and in the Large,” Ecomometrica, (January-April 1964),
pp. 122-136.
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38l AAS 0=00% A 0=08 Al Frh2 @A o Tl 2E:At

T° (%) =+ pfu(xla)/f(x]a)?

=+ pkdo. 201 (x—%)2 (3-5)

T(x, ) = v+ pfalx, yia)/ f(x, yla))?

= (A pkdo 2@ (X~ F) + poy Ny —a))? (3-8)

o] ZEE (3.2)e fRASl AT/ A—F BEE HEshd & 23 deh

b= asto,2ad @7
A =0. 5kdad-? — A2c 2o 2o kda* )22 —d) +0:2F) (3.8)

+kdd (o2 Faht— Cola ) [a(®) (1= D) f(x, Yl a)dy
F=a(x)f(x, yla)dx 3.9
3.10)

A= (o kdd1)? +02F)?
RS ‘e x7 HHBR 2% 238 &5 W
N

QA A Fe ZREFAHR AAHe 2 5
] Tojzitl. zwitly Fo| HBiEA#E-L ofw g

B e ol tel 14 AANASE BREE U
el wel £2HEAE Balo) 99 049 FARAE (3.0 RANS B,

e

0H/3au(%) = (2] @) (ost0,?a? A2 —C) =0 G.1D
P ahe AE drch fGlOR00)7] A Fel a@®e HAgzAe] g3} o] deiAlrh
C=oiba 2 A (3.12)
(G106 Q496 RAS AT 45w, F HA4:2A0] szt o] 2525
.13

Ft=g,aC~t*— (kda’-1)%s 20,2

Ao Fol sA44ze] WM Co 24 92aE ¢ debiz 9ok oAE Cz EHS

0F*/3C = —a,aC~%/2<0 (3.14)

o2 = p, Fu m#Hme Zshd wde) ETE Aol BaAA ok 889 Fre ERERY &
FiCcost) 3} fEA (benefit)®] Z#aF K (trade-off)el] wiel A=k =2z (3.12)9 B.1D% G.D
3 (3.8 KAt A=Ct(olo,0) o2 3u REERBEES 7124 p8 A 83 o) A

ek,
p=0,Ct (3.15)
A=0. 5kda*~2 — (o ,kdo")2C(1~d) —o,C*at (3.16)
gebd WEEAS MBE SEERAE 2sArz, 22 A4 FEE 8 dsarln
Ao MY Rl FAel JFe wAA Aok ol 2L WA & FHGHHR

o wef A #FI-{E4 5 #7 (cost-benefit approch) & sk HHIHEL 2ln§ 2topd + g+

A7 A 2e PIEMES A £ & o Brh Frxo) Qsaigte] Wil 449 ¥ AR
Tolrbe BE2 eIk o ZAgdelel Wal LAl olb @ KA S e MMt



R RFAES FEASR 23 HR

A A AR glelAde FG xo} o] M- 2 % FHstE Aol wiAAR A
] =l

15k, THBF(ower tail) F 2<22 =& #4& 249G 02 A Aol Bl o] A
o of RArBR5 (upper taiDe} FISHERA (two taiDely st oh Abmyh4 & Aishs
Ztebe Aol A7k oAl HaaA ‘wholulst Wy’ B ‘mlsd wHHA=RE
A8 BE3Ee Helyl WEFRY REERC HE A& #dFn gtk & WEE fakbve
gt HARA 89148 2 WHEE AAZ st &% 4ol HARA 24848 Ase
ZE AAE G B4 AAHA fAT 2RE A gk

A FAH WMED AL FAS ferme 2FY E4ASE Sirsld o3 2k

= WMEH Tel A% RIAS] HARA #HEEE,

vy =121 (£L ) @17

o= Aogta (&, vx1, >0, (BT/(U-"+m)>0; n=1, 7=00), A zAgde] wgzk o]
T AL s gl

@ r&«1/2,D F 1<1/2 EE v>1o]ulrl x<59 7 follnt A

(D) 1/2<v<18 A% x=22(RARFI ok At

(i) v=1/29 Aot ZAld G -& x2 4y ZFH T,

o]} & FEmlA FrAL AL WEERY B REAS mEIHAE (risk tolerance) 7]
DAl B X Folvh, FWEY HHL E29R3 Aodjrm AZYHE BBAT G5 (signa) ¥
7} ATk o] 55 yol SEsl AR #HE RFAGAL 22U o) b 2ER
FEH 24248 E RAAL 348 =713 (lottery) 2 s H3teh, whebs (Dol Aot ol Bk
EER REAL 2ot 2 25 AZ3stn 248 @ Aol diatAlshAl "Arh £ BA r=
REAY HHhst EY Bffol™ FEHEE 2t 2 25 2487 e Zhsle REAL 34T A
olth, mel=® a7t ojw FRFE A S A -peluk TAStE Zo] FfEH AL HAe] &
oh zeivh 2k RIEA] (D] gleisel Zo] mEFFAmoletd 29 AP EE o] &3te Fo)
Bl #EREgel 2ie] ek ARl gleld dubdewn FAS D gl A DY AAolvh zdl
o fafeel el BFAMS A2 REAMC ohzm FEHY A & Hehe AE AAgcd
(DY A& F3 #smwal A g okxlrh

REHAATIRA AL ol 2T Fiw-> BAS wR R Mo Hpse] AR B2 g
wozte g Holn —fikg FAIAE FEvt deh & [#'<x<3']9 Ao zAgH=
B o] EHANE A FHo] HA ¥ARLM 28 Aolgt BB ALl A= olEdt
BRE #Ae) 3 4 vk Aol

ﬁﬂ

19) o=, FEEA BAH 2ol AL e Aste ol vgAy Aol EARFA Axws.
20) WHH(REA)O] AT e A5hd HARAKS] 5= Bome $rAxsh Aola A5t vhe
A ek

21) Holmstrdém, B.P. “Discussion of Economically Optimal Performance Evaluation and. Control Syste-
ms,” Jornal of Accouting Research, Vol.18 (Supplement 1980), pp.221-226.
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V. ZRAE FHEHAR
1. ZRBERES 78t FRSW

FEEHRS BoR he XRFEEY REfA dd4 HEHMW(multi peried) & 53 RE
#yol F7hx] 8bel-2 whol(Bather, 1963)3F 74 =&k(Kaplan, 1969)+] 1§ @iayif#lkel 2 &3 =
2 (Ross, 1971)¢} v] =wta} =e}s}4](Dittman and Prakash, 1978)¢] 2]gF wm}o}=.u] gk (markovian)
FEEY $-8o] vk v ol ¥ HAEY HAEEE BRY Aoz @Sk e #HA
£ H3br] Y. FEXERY BEAdA dodx e Bl REFEY Binke] okm EEM R
BkEs AFste BREREWE ANAE Lo} 57 =& /1€ Y EE o] F7HF
BEe R F7eE Ao odllstn FEHe RBFAA ReMES Sitste Wadoz 3
ok 3 zart vt

wlx mlotz = i@ (markov process)ol A EAE FEARAEL kEHEIE ek 2712 T
b EERE BV e MATES 2% JAT AddA HeEwen fxHe Rl ofvu BH
Pi(in-control) == MM (cut-of-control)ft &L F}}e] YREEES Z= Ao w AT 4 gk Bl
TelAE BiEE KB, %S KB 2ely L2715 gvf. AERE H o2 METIR] FHEMt
ol 9l7] Btk WHEC e Al A Fisloz REB 1 KRB 2x o wigbAsiotn 44"+

dwiA ol Mk TR ol BEKe REAL HEEH-S iR st (2d Dl vebd wigp 2
o] £ HIES <1wWlel MRS H34U, Hif, IRl Asbx] HEE #EEZA st 4 e

RS A el fReg pkel R
1q s la T
REEE A ke R EHED B
REA) TR O (REH)

Ad D Azde Rt gigel 55
A7l A #£4&2 EE 220l U]i]“ ¥ Wk e Lok HMOGIERY R BE
St = AL BRsbz REA] o]2g FHAHE TAste 3‘{'3: g2 XAsta, Hige] WAET
BE REB 1 adz fAsles 5L o2 el o] ¢of po] 3 BAste AL REAY Lo
th o] Zlo] Alade ®AE L vhetae BE#PMEEE T
el KRR
1 2
o] Hpps 1p 1-p
BB R 2[417 4] .1

A7) A AERE 22 TASD REAC] AWshe RHEHD c=Ao METE RBG=1,2)%
Fol3 A4l 10 MEHHREE LG Feplchn shah ma i=18 REBL i=2% Rug2S
Jepdn s b Fobe B4 Xe ohesh ol Ao g

22) AGxl@)%h Al 2E woll A A,
{2 Lt~ il )1dx 20
ol MBS Bt ARLE, AGIOE LG 2oE HAAsn T+ ek



BREXEFEY MR e v
={x] ZE ad] AN filx[a)>0, fu(xia)>0}
L83

il
BL
=

Hel WHEER X(COE FA T 27t £ Ko TFH A ALel 24F 8
ASd] REHEE ATt Pl KXo TTHA FE Bl E 245 AA8K geo: 7T
o] Mgk wWeld zAE sk gk Aol HhY KA o2 Hke ALHA Aok o
B 5 HATERe) Az WAt de S SERET 9.

Rk
2]

e

=

iy SN
1 2

T (0 S
el KRR Z{Fz(X) 1—Fy(0) “4.2)
A A F(X)E A8 261 Q1A REAC] 58 aF ARG A $%e =z} BaAw, A2

A AAAE TE 5,
P ={ ¢ fa (3l) dy %>

& epl e ™ BEER X% %A ARt BELS B4 U D @ DY FK

1% Aohd B2 shotmx fi51% Abeh oA Axw LN 20 #BET A

Hike] iRfE
1 2
w10] Beng p+A-PFRX)  A-pU-FX)
mine we Gl %y GG R “ 0
BIEH) pE Xok RIBAY T80, 0,07 ZesHe) orw o4 (49 #BTHS 2319
S IRABMER (steady state probabilities) & AJAME 4 Slvh. HBILHY Fapoze el T jkae
i7h Qe WETY EBREHRS g 2 A5 923 g
Fy(X) +qp(1=Fo(X)).
1-pA-U-F(X)
(1= A=F(X) (4.5
1—- 21— —F(X))
THEH 93k AELM KRB 7} Qolrhis TS S BXe iz s g9
AQYEAE 2L 4 =k
_ D(F(X) +q(1—F3 (X))
1-pA~(1-F(X))
_ I=p (4. 6)
1- 21— (1 —Fo(X))
o) B WEES o] L3tehwl vhosh zro] LAY A:ETRS] HIfE CooF WEREY HI%E Cot
A A= o}

23) 1- (xR 0}2311 7y 24994 B77 g BE, &5 ZEo] dadd=E ETsln fRRe2
a4 2 9 H = 2E a ff@lr/} &8 |HI(TypelDS] 278 98 FFol o]Aolh
20) (4 D3 (4.2DF ek 4o Fad oo RRTHL AT
e kAR
2

g1=

g2=

hy=

1
S g 1 4 1-p
ke 88 o pr, Lop-ry e A-a-Fy|



& 4 A 9 B A
Co=F + (1= h)Es=Fo— A%hy
Cr=k[hFy(X) +haFo(X)] .7
= k[ Fo(X) — i (Fa(X) ~ Fy(X)]
o 7] o] A

9_6,-=Sxf,~(x|a)dx
k=139 #E W REME 2B
AE=E2—71

F(X)=[p flx)dz

BEMWo R 7H5a At Bsl S 57 A8 9GS WHS s Bk

(D REAL EEHM A 4 M TR RES HHKZ $X8xE, 4 BHA 4
Wz HESAE @i (0<p<)

(@ REA] AzTHS HHAS AE Rilisle FEHNY A2 $45 AL rtssx
et (g>0)

(3) BT HHKE T AER A A 24514 AR G4 24l E RE Qe F
gt (O<RE <D

() AzFA] HHN A7 BAE FENA Yt Afol 24E ARSI 7be4e] 25

(Fi(X)<F (X))

olEl g fiffol AR e Arsbel Qi A BAC] BWEHAS AWME FASE FE ¢ mE HHA
o AHE #A5E BF p2 FE A2 FAANL FEHAAD FEL BAANS. weid zg
Eo] Friehnl HItbEER U PRHARRA RO}

RFLAC) 2] Fahi BIkHEES] 27 do) Aot o] pl qo] FFo] o ok—a— v ) oheh
HERS M E BRI AF REBAS BBEHMHSL Kio] 0 Ao AERE 22 Az
TRl AW iQl A9 28] BERIE H(DE Vehdka sk mﬂm Bhk¥Ee] =27 ¢%
HFERS] WOMEo T R the el 4%k

X1=Z1—a 4.8

A7 A B1={ api(2)dz

HEFS A2 BEHL Kado) A FHBEevh olv] wrazl whel ol HEHAFI
& FEE REAY  BAGRR =el d=7x g AL AF A9 0] ol BHRME

25) o]@ AEL & FHoEYH E2dd. qd 0<s<1 ¥ R0 24,
b _pA-DA-FE) _ o
¢ [1~p (1—-g)(1—F(X)]

A7 e A 4%= FE(+)elmz, —Z% —4%2<0.

FGO>F(Rz kel gome, 2L k(FR) - RO,

o] >0 =& F(R)>0eh 5 §hoba,
b _ F(R)+q(1—F(X))

@ [-p Q- -FX)]




FEERFEY BRARA A5 #ig
(critical value) ¥& oA BE &AL Foixlvty 34, A7 A& FF& g3 2

T},

B =1-¢iG+a) =1 [X T o4,2)dz 4.9

X={x]x>% 56X}
o] AS- RIAY BHAEEY a9 Frle 247 AAE & 85S sy ne HFAEERAS
4%k Zed 2AAY) &Fe] wrow [KE Al A WHEHAY AW E R ¥ g, A
2T o] BN FEL Yol wuls REAY BhHKE e/} svigls HIfFEERS oAU
A

T zAGGe) B e ATl FHEAY A A+ A FERS SR 24 2
2 AAEA G A4E AYsn ROT S0 ebd REAC 4 HEAY A E
£ Aol ohdd AdS S o] et AzxTHY FHAARKEY FEE L T2 M
REERE 402 F vk aunz 243 o) ZA: MFRARAY Al BRI

A

]
Al

2. ZERERAES AAKBEY

REAC] o] A5t EBED ok fixl)$) HEe] EADE WsA7ln 2 A3t gnhi, o,
Croll g vlarh. BEHE REA] widAR PF(g, 00T A¥ sty AT BERRE 314
Fom Rk a¥A sl HaAE AR EHRHE LSt 24 A st FHR(ncentive)
AFsE Aol BEsA Feh. 23 o] AR TAA REKM AN ¢, 0,07t BAEIET
1 s, HEFE el TualA Tolsby B¥E AER o WHETIES KRB TR
7t "ok oA REAAA L I RAEE sl #Be] Folx Y& HR HES 2w Aol &
a3ly] A Folch whuk He] B HRE FEE A gom AFHA gomnE ¥ I
GE AL xukd BWHow s HBE REFRE A0 w2k REANA AFse MR
By HRE Crd vh&at 2bo] Xt

Ca= [ go T(x(Lf1 (x1@) hu+ fo (x10) Iuldx
+ [ R IT2 @ fi (x10) s+ To(x) fi (x1@) ha] dx 4. 10)
374,
26) ol g ot AR FH
K = 41 R+ 0)<0.

9 q, W =P o
714 0<p<t 8 g<lejzhd, - - p(l—-q)(l——Fz(X))]>

B2 p1(Z+2)>0 mx ¢(2+a)>00] 2 2

ég[—:——k —h (11— q)<F2(4) FX(X) —khi 1 (R+2)<0
L~ k(1 1)¢2(x+a)[ R cmX»] 191 (

2.8y
aCo _ _ = p(1—-p)A-9) (R +0)S0
da 1+Ax[1—p(1—q)(ll-—Fz(_X))]z ’ -



4 A 9 & A
Xe=pmuim, & HEEREs X B5s
T =FES Biishkd &% A--(xeX0)) #H
Tix)=FES G 25@eX), B i7l 2232 A9 #
BES oo} o] Akl RIAY PRABL oH&3t Fo] Tag + v

E*(R,T,q,5,0) = 55c UTCLfi(xl )it fulx] s ]dx
+ [ pLUCTi () filxl @ + UCTo()) fol| Dl
~V(g, 0,
371 4]
UCT) =REA| = EMel et HA
Vg, 0,0)=q, 5,08 BIykis) it £(—) BN

Hlg ZAR st FEKS REMEAS 2R w3 BEHst Gibszgel st sHgsh
2E UPME AR HSEE BMEE Ao @Mkl Tok FESSK X, =3 17H ¢.0,¢%
ARl weld &89 FAYEAL e} o] wkibR ok

. Min E?=Cy+C;+Cr

X, T.q.p.a
s.t. B(X,T,q,p,0)>H 4. 11
(¢,0,@) € argmax E°(X,T,q,p,2

q!p’a

AA HRGEAS EAN 8K 24 & He REA JAE 24E o okshe BAKED,
A BERR HIHRE vebdsh 99 JER %‘% AA 2 A FEEER X AHe] R
WXE HRE EAS B

3. ZRRAES HBMEAKR

A REE p F Hih RBE FEPYl fRehe REAY T SRS %3 24 REALZ
4 HHY RS FEN BESIe(@=1) ARl XBHHY K¥EE A fAste (e=
) Aew et Ag BiEd wel METES Fdel K (2 BEHAAZE HEE
A% RE#HEE ZagA 20 #=eld 23 Eish] 4% Bpes st ZRBEAEE ZR7F
Ak 2¥dE EBTsln #AEES A4ee BHE FEvhd, 2 BEs =2 % A S B
Z Asld REAY BHE axpd oz fEsls] AT HAelth

2% vhd BEEG 28 BEREMRT AeAE it 2ok

=12 (4.6)ell RASHE hu=p, ho=1—p7} =z, HhS BERBEEX he REAL REBY
P“&ﬂ] o zsta BEKY REBl Xt 53 delrh o e el e=a'% Az a4 U

D¢ B3l 2ol 24 2 + 9k

8 ¢

Min EP=C0+C1+CR

s.t. [gUT @A+ A= ldx+ ] g[UTE AL
+UCTo i) A= D1dx—V(p) =1



FE2ERAESY HRER A3 ¥R
| g UT@OLAi0 ~ fulad1ds + RLUCT1(00) fu(5) 412
~U(Ta@) fe()1dz— V' () =0
o7 A,
Co=Z%s—4%p
Cr=k[ (X~ p{F(X - Fi(D)}]
Ca={ g0 T@(A@D+A@A~P)dr+ [ (Ti(D @D
+ To(x) f2(x) (1~ P }dx

49 (4L 12)F ZAZ M FAEFEBEES S 24 AR o] AHEV R A A, FER
HmtEao] EHEA(X=¢)olx AER ruto] WHT A REME T3 2o A ¥ 5T (1D
Ao Tl HEEGER H-$8tE 2t o (Lagrangian multiplier) & 3to] 2t 2 HFiR B
L& vepviinl 4.13)2=2 3.

L=%,— 4%+ [ TGO {Al®p+ Ful®) 1= 1))dx
S MUTEN 1) p+f(H) A~ ))dx—V(p)~H] ¢13)
~ L [UT @) 1) ~f2@) Yz =V (B)]
of @i Le T, p, 2l pol A3 44 WA the #H74 ek,

f1(x) —fa(x)
U’(T(x) R AV IS A ET))

— — X+ T {f1(x) —fa(x)}dx 4.1
)

[UTE) (@1 +fl)(~p))dr—V () ~H=0
[varm i -AE1a~ V(1) =0

oln] =gl ule} Fo| o] BEME WY KRIUAe] B zie ey BEM(first best solution)
o} ZA "k o] A5 REAY #Eic ohE3l o) & + g=.

T(x) =[Z—4Zp*~T*]—x 4.15)

142 RBLA] BfEH =4y EHe@ilx— AR'JHT 15 3tz RE Al RE £EHS Al
A& Jelz ek o v REAC] BHREEEMY = HeERME xdste HFRL 3Ho)
obel. oleldt B Aol (4.15)¢) wiet FHE=cta '61-“4 BH fakdl Aste o) Ha, ¥4 &
R xol A o T BT A FETR B e BEel feld MAh @109
HIR-C o] F A3E KHste REAY #Eie @ 15" AAs] »& AMfslE 22 oA,
28} G HESE AL Jelu s 9. EE2E 3 (Holmstrom)o] g uke} zhe]? pe ol

Hrz TaE (&) —LED/ AP+ AEA—-PI) A—3 Facs At A& REAY
5934y} HARAJo el 3t=f. o] A%,

7(_’11‘(—@ ={aT(x)+B}*

2z Hmz TE B8 Ao ud £ + gt

27) Holmstrdm, B. R, op. cit., pp.74-91.
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L

9
Ji(x)—falx) “ B
T4 M s A=)

ool a=1, 8=08] HEFAERE UTED=nTE 2 REAY #HHEE Febitg,

=)

L AM—f®
TGO =M b G p 3 Al T

2 ek TG 3o 23HQ 48E oA BRE i} fu()9] Zolvh x|+ 28] EHRGAH
7 {2¥ 2-Dell Vet sl Efsfizte st TE (29 2-2>9 & »9 B kErr 2ok

Tx)

f1(x) .00 il
flx, '\+

K] Fis T x! ¥

<A™ 2-1) =9} FERG A ad 2-2) HgimE T
Tz R=¢a dzdon ks o) DA B4 BEE st Aol WA gt
B 2xb o] AL woRFimE LE ol
L=Fo— 4Ep+k+ [{TiA@ D+ T /() (1~ ))dx
— M U@ A@P+UTE) () (L= p)}dz~V ()~ A)
~ B[ U@ fi(%) ~ UCTa(0) fo(0) }dx =V’ ()] (4. 16)

o) Lg Ti(®), To(®) 8 pol AeAA FRAH, oo REHAES 28 + ek

U’(%‘l(x) Mg
rEE M i
=BT Ty
Q)
of A FUIlE AL WA AHRE-) Eimd KBS Foxw A s2¥H i
stel RrbE Rolth ¥& HME HIRe) QelAsl Told WAETES R/ BHEAL A4 2
v
2o GEIE HoRel Sl A Teelw TS KEE BEAQ Bl AFAL elm ol
FHS BE P BRE P 27 SR TR Tk 9 A Rel REAS Bkl
BT A AR ol FE MK P w09 98T Sl aiw Akl I Ho RH
& Uk ASAL FAHnE T debxm, 2ob welel Aot =& kbl aTHY o
2ol Tre Eoblvta @42 4 sleh

28) » B pell A WHSS #Re 23 2ol A
EUX,T,p) V() =H, E,UXT,p-V'($)=0.



R RFAES] HHERA A3 vl
PR HRE 582 = (Holmstrdm)e] E-& A-Eaha, ™ FEHEHA T3 A5 Rigel 1§
& Pl Al A SRS deb(nformative) . #E = gl=h v HRRES FHECT oA
-, RS W PAl s A RS Qe (noninformative) s @ 4 ek & o] A% EH
e REUEEY ALddeE oW RS JNE 5 dok
aRd] Ao o RAES 27 AL FoH A o Fol Ao god ¢y
22, BE 2eXe] W4 AGD>0 D fe()>0]3 Al fiHt ddSE (1D A—g
HREE 255t 22 shseieh (106 YA A =031 A% s & @A AR =09
Aol g e B A4 AFH 2 A BEEY BAERS @ 1DF F ol
AR 2 27t BEFREW Ko Q& Aol ut BFEE VAt ASd A KEN Lok #@E
7t AN E Ao e eX), TR At RRH=e 1 HEd TANN BMFHES s,
AAHA G Aple (reX) FEBED] AN FHADY. B4 o gFmEE Lo g
Aoz Hr},
L=%— g%p+k{Fy(X)~ p(Fo( X ) — p(Fi (X))}
+|XT@ A+ @ A=)+ [ @ (TuD i) p+ Ta(@) (1~ p)dx
[ U@ b+ AEA-Ydr+ | HUTENAED

+UT @A A= ))dx~V(B) ~ B ) | g UTE) (A — fin))dx
+ | g UGN A1) — UTN )} e~V () ) (4-18)

o) BB L& Ti, T T(x) 2elx poll Al A &% WiSshd LEL REES Hfol 251
oh 2 o] el glolA MEEBE A A R FiEoz T 5 vk sbE e WA TER
7t WEP e A, b e #mEioh FEAY AR g A 2 AR on
o Aot & fv Aol s R @A TEYE ==t Al ek

ol E[UEZ (cost control) =1-Fef] REAC| YAbshz BhKE ecdd e HBHE 2HF
2ak AT pv QAT FELE FAHE Aoz gz, FelA AR g=10lztn 7MY
Shl a% HERGY BEE sk Ao REKS FEMTE heI 2ol wR Rtk

Min E?=Cy+C;+Cg
X.T.a

s-t. M =f UTENLAGIDp+ falxla)(1—p)]dx
+[ pLUTI N Aix1@)p + UCTo) fulxl (1= p)1dx — V() = H
M g UTED LA Db+ Fulx18)(A—p)]dx 419)
+Sf< [UCTy () fix @) p+ U(Te(%)) (x| @) (1~ p)1dx—V (@)
o} 7} e} A

Co= 3L AP+ filx|a)(1—p)1dx

29) Holmstrdém, B. R., op. cit., pp.74-91.
30) Ty, Tz, T(DE =& A F—str pel A Wam st A s 2=k
4%~ (T1+ DR +(Ta+ DFR) ~ [ 5 T A - ()

w= I O))
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Cr=k[Fa(X) — p(Fa(X) ~ Fy(X))] (4-20)
Ca= [ 2. T LAGEIDD+filxl )~ £)1dx
+[ 2 [T filxDp+ To(x) flx1 ) 1 p)Jdx

sl A T(x), T, Te(x)e] BPEEAE SEa14 o3t 2ok

. _ Nixlap+ frxla) A~ )~ fixla)p—fa(x1a)(1—p) $o
/U (T(x) = >\.+§/l; ! 2(f1(xfa)p+f2(xlla)(1—p)) forxeX

VU (Ti(x) = M+ Tp, (filx @) — fulx1@))/ fi(x]@) for zeX (4-21)
a

/U (To(x)) = M+ L pa (falxla) - fulx1@))/) fr(x] @) for reX
a

2D A p.= 178 e/t 7HA v S HREAE Mol 18 art A5t HREHE LE# ok
e AL a7sE (199 FLHFRA ASste 2B REE  vtebd e, Ta(ek Te(x)d]
et 919 BEMEGEAES (0189 Hffle dan, KRB BAE AT SMRErr SRR x
gEate Ag 2dFz Y, ArdAE pE FA AT Foer A REAY HHER
et BETY RRg A3 ¥ WA Ferta sl Jlenz, olydt o EqA st LAy
<+ Fodsteh. 2¥ud R/EES 4484 R FE BRERE Te BRI oldd o

bl A olfr WHsteh. FEMEH Foistd old WHE AFToEN o HEHES =

4 ZRBES EBUEHR

A7 A E gelAe BEs KEZ, REA REE BES: #HS 22X $:dulg=0) 713
st Bk po] HES hhoz TAS 2Ah w, RHEAY BHAME ok 2 nHHA JE AL
AAZ qeh o] A% WEY BHL TR #ET 2Evh & G Al o] REAS BEHY
BWRES x5S BIEREEE FURe, WEAS MBS BT AERE HMES S$Ei:
I el =)

0<p<l A$el g#lolzbdl FERME LERY BT I Zoh #ES EHERRSI(=F
)= FAsk Bg3t o] mRfbsleh

Max Co+C;+Cr
X, T, p

s.t. j £ UTEN{fi(D -+ fa(x)ha}dx + f UGN £
+UCTe () fa(dha}dx—V(p) 2 H (4.22)
[ UTEN AN/ (- p(1 - dx
+[ R LAUCTE) A = UTa) /(A= p(1— D)2} dx— V' (p)
of 7] ¢l 4]
Co=%s— A%

Cp = k(i +hol) = kI
Cr=(1=D [T (i hs + fal@ha}dx + [ {Ta@ AGh + Ta() fuxdha)dx
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ha=pI/(1—p(1—I))
ha=(1—p)/(1—p(1—I))
o] wRALAA ¢=0, a=a’7} Folx gim REAL HHEHTL BRAALE el prb ZA5n
2 Fe BEES) DEEAES 2S5 AR s g
FATHo A& BAW KRS TEY RES BEY) AT 4+
A st MW fa# (moral hazard) @4be] 13 A ol eh. o]l Abbe] QoI 9] MEE g=19] 7o
A4 TR = REF} BA—shA Ao 2eln 28 FEE ddA #BEs: X= Xoﬂ PERE
REBE m=p, ha=1-p2 Hm2 g=19) Aol 14 A1)} A—3 B QL & guh
s e %ok Al HE Bl 2AME AW AslshA g X=69 Ao U £ gtk g=19
e ¥% K=¢uxehe Bl 29 WA AL REAOSYE EBI BH 780l
| & U 28 Y ¢=0 el X=delE Aol A BHAY EHREBEE he 002 H1
REAL A FEAS A2 Tola Bol BHS 7129 iyl QA Ho] wael. =epq KE
AL T°8 #BME or REH ARSIE BHERAC TL,+7°9 oz H1, LRTHBRE
BE ool AR 9E RS A3 g Q2 4+ ¢,
w2k LTel Az =09 7% BEET oW Z BAS AAstE = BARHAES A gs
XCXel A4E H4is) 2o
of TA ] REME Tt/ 98 SogFimek L Fabe o3k 2o,

o REA] GBA BHe A

o,
o

b

L=Co+Cr+Cr—MEU(X, T, p) - V($)— H]— p[EU(EU(X, T, p)— V()]
IR T, Ty, T(x) 23 pol B8 RS st ohe Asst Jeoh

U T) =7 +p/pA-p(1—-D))

/U T =NM+p1/A=pA-p(1—p(1~1))

. _ . Si(x) —f2(2) r
O O T AGT) E3 A6 [ (T MY T¢ET )

p=[4%+R{F(X) = Fy(X)} — TiFi(R) + ToFa(X)
~§ 2 TE@A® —f1(01ax] x F(R/ (1= b0~ Fo(X0))EpsUC, T, 1)

8o g=1e glelAst vt 2 2A7F AAEe] METRY Ayt gEAE A Sl REA
ol ol Bk A &S] Gerh & AL BHEA vk =& @B TvE, Ao BEM
et 2L HM Tog BEKE 44 AT Y 241 AAEA G AETAY 46N E
& AE A 2 hEBL BB T 2o

TR 5 A AAHA GeE ) =00l T)=Tiez Haz, filx)=03 A3 T
=T} ARz £ AHWD=0 2L () =00]2td 249 AA2YY oJu FERESRES
71 7 A wgel, fo(x) =08l Afolw HIHI REESF olvx Fomm zAe o &
EFRE A3 Furh. 2320 9% AW =08ABE L) =02 ALd Lt 2AE Ao

31 fi>0 zels £22000 A4 To<T(H)<T12.2 5] o Fo]u}.
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