MBEEHR H5% H—9% (1989)
HAGHET Sl EARE

H M =
8 *b
1. & (1) BEH T2 DeAngelo & Masulis B!
II. M & M| BEXREHR (2) k53 DeAngelo & Masulis %!
() M & M| &RIBIEER(1958) V. Agency RS} BERF#ME
(2 M & Mo BIEEHR(1963) (1) Agency TA& BR
1. EABEB Miller B%I(1977) (2) Jensen & Meckling #E
(1) BEHETY Miller BE (3) Agency F-Aol &%t Miller RS} 1F
2) kA% Miller #E! V. & &
V. DeAngelo & Masulis #i%(1980) ¥ 2EXR

L F &

fi¥o]l AYE WEKEE BHAF7] sty HEREL S AEstoof shed, o3 el
FEe A FHAE BEHEd & o2 AgogRE AL 3o #AFsA He mARLK
(debt)Z} HEE2HE ZEse HEER(equity)©o] 230t} o] Y EAMEFRES
DA E&mix)she Ho) &, olH BEARE(Capital structure)Z F313h= Aol KKl B
B L¥EEE BALE R Zoly st AV A7IE + stk

¥ BABE7 LERM AU BES v AV} S olEut AAMEERS IHA
FAYEY MBRe EET B "o 23 itk

Modigliani%} Mille BB IS F3o ABRE A 39 oEHEEE BAMEs
EpAmsi v EREBIEE SR Grrelevancy theory)S F7838M91(1958), =3 HABRE 7otsid
FEHY AR HiHgERZ Hatod M leverage’t ¥24F 4%EMET F7¥dn £iEs)
ATh(1963)) L ¥ P F-M(risky debt)’t FEE3HE 4ol MM Bl ¥k A& Sti-
gliz(1969)2= RAEEIT# M (state preference model)ol] 21814, 18] Hamada(1969Y2%} Rubi-

RIS K RERH B

1) Modigliani and Miller, “The Cost of Capital, Corporation Finance and the Theory of Investment.”
American Economic Review (June, 1958), pp. 261~297.

. “Taxes and the Cost Of Capital : A Correction,” American Economic Review
(June, 1963), pp. 433~443.

2) Stiglitz, J. E, “A Re-Examination of the Modiglani-Miller Theorem,” American Economic Review
{December, 1969), pp. 784~793.

3) Hamada, R. S., “Portfolio Analysis, Market Equilibrium and Corporation Finance,” Journal of Finance,
(March, 1969), pp. 13~31.
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nstein(1973)9-& CAPM-$ ©]&3l49 #Estqit

Miller(1977)= BABLZE HF#EST: B &L BES iRE 3o, 2M0%8 HKo=
e BRSO Y% leveraget FESH BERIAFEEL S BB leveragew HESA
4eL FASHLY 18] DeAngelo®t Masulis(1980)= Miller 23-2 2330z 24s)9
4], o}5& BEMHEH(depreciation)™ EBIEEILEER(investment tax credit)} 22 A FEHER
BiF(non-debt tax shields)E 7ty ERILEREN O BFEARE #ET F+ Adkn F
st QUcks

olAte] HREL ELE KN H(perfect capital market)S FHRESF S|t} v BE
R M= B AT (imperfect capital market)o] YutEoltt? 8oz A S Ho &
HEA37) 95t 2B ATHY RS 94318l Baxter(1967)®), Kraus$9}l Ritzenberger(1973)
9, Scott(1976)10 Foll 9Jdte] o ol 1 ol HBEME BN BEEAY
afge REfaol FEdthe BEEABEERC] AU, of gl wh2W o= 3%
o] AfRE AT AL FITF Rl HI BISHBRER7T de v, HEDank ruptey)d] A8
F7HI7IE BRIt Bl SIAE] o] 5 R ERBEKUWEY FEEARE FEIdE
Ao}y, 1811 =3} Jensen-Meckling(1976)!V), Barnea, Haugen, Senbet(1981)12%& ¥ 9]
BrEHERSE(Ownership structure)st B3t B4 3= agency ZAIl nlg-S F1 ¥ &K

EE AW 3t ol9 22 agency Eam 7IdY ATz H¥E dHH FAHE
st M2E AnE]E AAEIFEL o, agencyF A7 AA7|GAA iR A EE4: 3T,
olE-% A= BEE o9A AT AUV = oHAEOE UFtA agency HiRS 71RE
da] 719l AL72E dYsiele A7E R B2 AWE HALA R Ut

& B tHEdi$(bond market)o] ol oA B BAREERS S HRE 2o
A o3 HHRES dZ2AA 989 AAES Agsieisd 2 Aiyel AUtk

4) Rubinstein, M. E., “A Mean-Variance Synthesis of Corporate Financial Theory,” Journal of Finance,
(March, 1973), pp. 167~181.
5) Miller, M. H., “Debt and Taxes,” Journal of Finance, (May 1977), 266~ 268.
6) DeAngelo, H. and Masulis, R. W., “Optimal Capital Structure under Coroprate and Personal Taxa-
tion,” Journal of Financial Economics, (March, 1980), pp- 3~30.
7) FERFTHL TELBEAHBH EHS EXx#Mtransaction cost)o] FLEEA G& 2¢, HESE
73 8-o) upct,
8) Baxter, N. D., “Leverage, Risk of Ruin and the Cost of Captal,” Journal of Finance, (September,
1967), pp. 395~ 403.
9) Kraus, A and Litzenberger, R. H., “A State-Preference Mode! of Optimal Financial Leverage,” Jour-
nal of Finance, (September, 1973), pp. 911~922.
10) Scott, ]. F.,, “A Theory of Optimal Capital Structure,” Bell Journal of Economics, (Spring, 1976), pp.
33~54. . .
11) Jensen, M. C. and Meckling, W. H., “Theory of the Firm : Manageral Behavior, Agency Costs and
" Ownership Structure,” Journal of Financial Economics (October, 1976), pp. 305~ 360.
12) Barnea, A, Hangen, R. A, and Senbet, L. W., “Market Imperfections, Agency problems, and Capital
Structure : A Review,” Financial Management (Summer, 1981), pp. 7~22.
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* e 6719 Eo g HEY. IIEAE MMEER(1958, 1963)S AHAAIRY o387 o
AANA AZYsH Bgron], NEY VELS Miller #%(1977)3 De-gelos} Masulis #H%(1980)-&
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e HAS AWy, Boz VIFAME A9 £H#< =330

II. M & M| BAMEIESR

#AEi%H(corporate bond market)S E&(funds)S FEIEE HEESH B4 S LER 3
© EEZ T Atk MMl 23S AbfAIRE BRdste] Aty ofdd MM Ed 9
718 7R O3 Ze JHS FHRic

& (bonds)9} Bk (stocks)S TS R0l EHag 988 g3 A2 AiB(competitive
market)ol ] A= gk 7P RIS T2 w2 REES LS SR (financial markets)

X 259 FAFYLS BmALL, £EEL 25 HHAEMEE AT JHAEAL O
2|3 HAEH$E(bond market equilibrium)BEE wHE7] 8t ohg3t 2 Hxpo] oLt
14)

AAZ, HEEEY HES B0 /Y FAZPTHE AR, FA4RE9 HEES #
BiRe =3

EAZ, £ESO HE Bl AT BEFMEAES ZABIY, 7I1HES] HiRES FTEM
Be =&34

AR, HEFH AT F8-3F JA0 oA HEREE Sidch

1. MM2| ®FIREER(1958)—EARYL Qe d%

(1) SAXIBL ML} HIRSHILHIE
2 BAks ABWIE AT e BEE e HEEGIS HRW-B)Y FAZAE dlopt
@0 I T FAN) BE @A 1N BEERS 1A BAL 1K BHFOCS
S 2o

Max ¢l rB B + I'E(w| Bl) ............................................................... (]I— 1)
Bi€ [ o wi

(F.0.0)
d¢i/dBi=rs—re=o
B2 HEE 9 TS B HLH fHaMRe U2 Zo] vEid 5 uh®

13) 4 (certainty)®] 7Holth &, S} HX &% 1949 VA £ ok ol 2z (1+r)H
(1+m)E ¥ & AUk 71N e AEE 23S “F24 571 5987 (certamty equivalent rate) 2
ARG 5 ATh(F, re=71d5FIE- AP T 0] )

14) Martin, J. D, Cox, S. H. Jr., and MacMinn, R. D., “The Theory of Finance : Evidence and Applica-
tions,” The Dryden press (1988), p. 335.

15) ZPR(short sales)= L 5o} Qdrta BEgho)
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azeg #HfEhH) B pHatRe 3 oS3 2oe

0 , B g <1
S(I'B)z [[0' W'] , q}g}: [BESLE  *reeereetsennisanntiti e (n_3)
w e rg > g

A7 W= . W, olek

(2) £#2| REFVEARTEY HIRE WEMR
leverageE 7IX3 Y= ¥ jo mBREEE IS 2o
Vi=B;+E;
2, Bi=7I% jo AfRe] miBfEE
Ei=714 jo BCEA9 hBHEMmE"

16) HEHH) Bo (AEEE BIUIEEY HEES SR BHE R0,
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Max = Bj

B € [o, Ijj IE
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TE 19
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dV/dBj= 1~ ==
IE
a2 £¥ o HERE FEMES o3 Zo] e £ A4

0 , T} g >1E

Dj(rp)= Lo, Ij] , GHO ppmmpp  sreverreeeeseerneniineeeti ({I-5)
f; , ek 1 < 1E

K (1-5& 2¥es Yehld <2 11-2)9 Zo.

(18 1-2) ¥ jo HEEKS BEMR

Y 4

Ye

D7)

0 I, > B,

B2 Wil FEShe RE %9 HiEES TEMARS 93 4% ded e @
EmiBe e FEMRS 78 + dok
0 s Dk rp>rE
[o, I'] , TEOF [R o P eeeeeeseessernreeniii e (I-6)
r , TF rp < 1
oj7]olA I'= 2 ofch.

D(rp)= [

18) & 71¥ j7F LEE EEEHEOI
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. BAMERA Miller #R(1977)

Millers EABE 28 BABR/A n2istd SRS A3 el REA A Miller
RS 1EY SRS AS FX8haM BXik(centainty)? TR M(uncertainty) ©.2 2%
B3 3ATh

1. BRET 2 Miller 158

BEZESN A HEFIFIEHbond interest income) tp, BkRAUUE(equity income) tgZ T}
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(1) fE5) wRE HMAS SHSHR
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21) Miller, M. M., op. cit., pp. 266~ 268. _
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B HEEXES &% ME O BAFGE BRE 2 o 2328 nrt 7l ael
¥ =& FEBES 717 BEEE #EhHd B 849 5 A ddk
Aoz HEMHS ALEske 712718 71X e pHadRS 7H & g o
AL agoez Jehd (19 -6 2L ol
(1Y li—-6) HEHH B HHadhips

%1 Sd7s)

|
1
I
|
I
]
t
]
|
]
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|
]
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(3) #HRe| 5%

T Be BE- el )M HittBe) LERES (28 W-D3 2ol Y
B 4 9.

(28 -7 #EdHe 596

B A

'

S(7s) :

[1/5P(w)]-1 '

(1—t) E D()
[1/5P(w)]-1 5
o e >B.Y
(=!B,=lY,=Y*)

E -1
(28 M-7)oH Hifitigo] BES e Hl AT = [l/l_tP(W)-]

o] "tk 1w ¥ jo] 7HAe X (-7 A k23 B}
V= B+ YPW L A~t) m—(1+r3 (1-tJ) B; ]
= 2.PW) n -ty
=V
aHE2 HHLHY REARKEL)E FEdh, B oEY BETASEE FEsA @
<o}

V. DeAngelo & Masulis #%Y

DeAngelo$} Masulise Miller #7812 R0 2 MIESIE3D
Millere I ABAERS EABMKART 223lT o)A AAER A *2 5 Ackn

30) (¥ M—6) HE BEY FYT RES o] HIET it BH HRdRS R
ook ZRRS olME EAREBRES b, t:2 BEHSGEY 71Me 389 Hod 12 ek
et

31) DeAngelo, H. and Masulis, R. W., op. cit., pp. 3~30.
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7}8 &<, DeAngelo$t Masuliste ©] BRES 2ot BHEH A 935t AEFER e
THAAFIF ol¥ollx BMEMEE, EBIIE(investment tax credits) 53 28 IFBLEH(no-
ncash charges)= BBRRE 7HA 1 Ao FHH et HES BESIATD K FolMe
DeAngelo$t Masulis BE-& & Fo SRS A& AHLsAN EEEY THEHeE B
43tn, dA—vghe] F 717Htwo-period) BiElel o)A eI} b}

1. BETET 2! DeAngelo?t Masulis 81

(1) %ol HRRE BEMIR

HTFEAZ F—3lA Bi&&KI(tax deductions)2 T F U FMEMIIEA)S BN B
&R (tax credits)7t PTRERH RYEBURIEERT)7E FEIT R 7HY3RL -

2™ 7199 FEBLATEEIL A(taxable income)&  (X;—A;—rp B)ola 1R @B Tj=t.
(X;— Aj—rp Bpoltk3® Z1e] 1 EAATRER BLaiEbk(utilized tax credits)®] {Effie oh&3 #rh
34)

Min[y'tc(Xj—Aj—m Bj), rj] B LT PR T LT PP PEPR TR PR PP PRSRPIPYRRS (V-1
71%do] BigERE T2 18T + U HA ARKE®B)S 73 o2 Zoh

Yy tcXj—Aj—ys B =T

=
T

i~ — @ /ytd)
Bj]:x’ ! - Y D s (V—-2)
B

aga 71ge) BeERes Y A 23 R AEKEBRES FihE ULy 2o
Xi—Aj—m Bp =0

n

aHEE pEe] ARKES TEED BEMER 27l oo A7k 2%2 U4E 4 Aok
AAZ, Bj<B; A APole RE BLWRE sl FET & Aok o)A p¥ ol
fEfEE et 2o
Xi—(1+ 1) Bj—t- Xj—Aj—rg B) + I

Vlf: B; + e e (V—4)

SH2 By <B;<Bp A Aot HeHRE BA HHmot FEE £ Yok o Ao

32) Miller % & HEHL o FTEMRT +HsE dch

33) ¥ 71 2¥AA X;e ohE o). ol HolEole Aol

34) o] A EMOZ o]&7Hsd HMFETA L FFMe] AHA 7] dEolch TT A7 ye ol &
7Hed ASETAE Adste ko FAY FASAFA FE(fraction)olTh.
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&% EEe 3 2o

Xi—(1+m)B — 1—-v) tc Xi—A; — 8By
V';=Bj+ j 1B) B; Y j j
1+rg

AR, B> Bpl Z-fole BSHRE A3 B3] XA €k o] B ¥ i
o= #oh

Xj — 1+ ) B;

Vr= B+
1+rg

¥ jv £REMEE BAL A7 BjE A9 Ho|7] del oo M7tA]l 7ol dhaiA
£& 1K BES 73R oS3 2o

A2, vef Bi< B) oY,

deL _ 1+rg(1—to) _
dg; 1+r1g
B 1—tc

%"Hi, q}g}: le < Bj < Bj2 °li}@,
dvt _q- 1+rB[1—(1—Y)Q]__0
dB; 1+rg

=
k]

®
1-Q—yptc

g =

A=, Tt B > B ol2Hd,

deL _ _ 1+I'B _
dB; 1+rg
IB = IE

7199 HiRES FEHRS =2317) Bt &89 rpoll iy BEEES BALAIE &
fEk#ES BRI 3t J82g gt 22 5714 A8 44E 5 ok

35) @, 349 ¥ (default risk)7} itk 7R % & Xj—(1+1m) B2 001t} o 7)o A T, =0 o]}
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cCase 1.g=

Case 2 ———— i
* ase T <K IB K

"
1-A—-v)t
IE
1-(1-t

+ Case 3:rg=

*Case 4 'rp <18 <

- Case 5:rg = 1£
IE
1—t
) & I gL 2o

@ Case 1: ¥MEES} HEES FEMF -3 =
vt

)
of A%l £&9 Affkidl we} Hikm

)

avk
AAZ, B;<Bj °l=d, d—};= 0 ot}

}

dvt YIEL
- ] . < B Pe) tﬂ, _" = - O
EAZ, By <B; <Bp ol dB; (1+rg) (1—rd <
dvt IE L
AMZ, B> By olghd, —L = —
142, B> By lad o (1+1) (1-t)

a32g 0 < Bj<Bj YW AEEME7} KAV HI BbERE $A3) FATC.

old AE 1Yoz yehid te 2ok
(28 V-1 LEEES HEES FEbE,
TE

(‘= d 39
1-t

/S 7 /)

e
11—t

PO ———

t
)
i
]
}
'
!

Ba B Ba

(@ 7197t e A 2 b) AR £8 T
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@ Case 21 LRIAMO} HIEEE BEMR | — ——<rp<
1I-Q-9t 1—t.

of A4l %9l Afokil U2t EP5E T e Bk

A2, By <By ol2kE, dW/dB;> 0 olck

EAZ, By <Bj<Bp o2k, dVt/dB; < 0 oItk

AR, Bj> By ol2hd, dW/dBj <0 oIk

aejEz Bj= By YW BBAGKEC] U1, LFE HEHHE BV HFYT o)
#AE 2YoR ehw ogR g

(19 V-2) oEHEES HEES TEiR

IE IE
<IB< d A
1-(1—yto) 1—tc °
YiN s A
1
(
(
{
( (
‘ l
i
: l
t ]
] t
: ,' -
BJl Bl: - !
(@) 7197k} Balez (b) AAAE S 2

® Case 3. DEEMS) HFEES TEME ( m_i_(Tl’E__;_)
—UTy)r.

o] Bfol &% AfKE o =¢FE FaE oL g
AR 2, B;<Bj; olgtd, dVt/dB; > 0 otk

E42, B <B;<Bp °l2H¥, dVt/dB; = 0 o|t}.

A2, B > Bjz ol2td, dVk/dB;j < 0 ot}

36) ol By — Xj—Aj::E/th)

2 dBii/drs < 0 o]tk

€ 7} Fatel del FobeA "ok
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2¥EE By < Bj<Bp Uu AEEET BAV UL BEBRE HHMOZT AR
sley.
od WAE 1YoS UehhE theD 2ok

(18 V-3) ¥fE} HEEe FEIR
IE

N - . . Q 76! (o)
(-rB —d-pr A A
Y"ﬂ 7
I R
. ! 1-(1- P ':'—"T
\ ! . |
1 ' : !
t ! . '
! : . !
f 1 > i ! h
B.u B“ i BJ BJ. > Dy
@ 7197Hst RA5E b APRE $224
@ Case 4: LEMBEES HEES BEMR( e <rm< e
4 s

o] gl &&2 AffkEd wet =}rE FIE g Zok

A2, B; < Bj o]zhy, dVlf/ dB; >0 ojt}.

EAZ, By <Bj<Bp °1&H4d, dV+/dB; > 0 °)c}.

AAZ, B> Bjz ol2hd, dW/dB;j <0 o]tk

a8E22 Bj= Bp 4 RBAMKE Hu, £FS BLERE A & R o3
old A& 1gor el g 2o

(29 N—-4) £E[EE} HEESTEMR

IE
((rE<mp<———— A A
1-(A-7)te o

37) olu RBAMKYE By = A o ok aw wet ke Ad

= dBp/drs <0 oItk
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! : ! ,
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Ba By > B, B Bs; > B,
(@ 7197HA8} BRs5E ®) AR F2TH

® Case 5: ¥EMS HEES FEMR (1B = rp)

o] A%l £%&S AfKE T} ZR5E THA o Foh

AMZ, B;< By °l&hg, dVk/dB; > 0 oItk

£AZ, B < B;j<Bp olehd, dVi/dB;> 0 °Jth.

AAZ, B; > Bp °l2H, dW/dB; = 0 °lth.

8EE By« B < 9 oEEET A7 ST BEERE A wA X&) €u®
o)ldl AL 1@z YErY ohed #o

(1Y V-5 L¥EME) HEES TEHMR
(‘= ¥ B39
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|

] f 1
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> 1 ] Ny

L B, B, L > B,

(@) 7197k B (b) AR 84

olge] 5712 Beol ¥ jo HEES HEMBES =¥ AZW (OF V-6)% T

38) 44714 I = 714 jo ¥ LEESHOID.
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aEz #HEmH] Be FEHRS & 0¥ HERE FEHRS =5 Gdld 78 +
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(28 N-7oA Be ule} 2], Case 29 FYolA ol HES oS0 & ¥
€2 R#EAfKEC] s, 159 BLEnRE &H3] FAEsHA 8 Aol 13 BE Dea-
ngelo$}t Masulis7t F38Ro] £F9] BSER7 HIRE RN HffdiH 2 ohiz
B3 %ol BFEAMET #E8 + U 239 Bt g =w/(1-t) A ABAFT 2
F49 &1 SHHA Gl HfEHEo) olFo Aot o) ERILE jo FEie oS
2
V= B+ X;~ (1+1p) Bj—tc (X;— Aj— rsB) +T;
1+rg

_ Xj—t. X;—AD+I;
1+rg
=W Miller, 1977)

2oz Millerd] Z83 o] o] gYoMe i BFEREABET FEFL
2. 52780} DeAngelo—Masulis #3Y

& BolH TS Miller 8IS MEGAIRS Bowke) #ES Mot BEstn
P}

(PR 22| MBS
F3ke] ‘d3(state of nature)oll wet FIFATEES BiditErel FHfe vhad 2o

Min [th (ﬂj(W)“Aj_ l‘BBj), r] ................................................ (]v _6)
&& W) met #kkol HAEY KK MF(payoffs)E TE3A o7 #rh

2} 8(state outcome) Bkel BLIA
Q W, Wi = {Q/m(W)—Aj—rBj <0} n; (W)—(1+18) B;
Q W, W2 = {Q2/Min(T;(W), Tj) = yT; W)} m (W)—(1+1g) B—T; W) +yT; (W)
Q W; W= {Q/Min(T;(W), [)=I;} 7 (W)~ (1+18) Bj— T; (W) +T;

o7lelA sHEe gk 7HR3kR, T;(W)=t. (m (W)— Aj—reB;)°lth
322 leverageE 7N v £¥ jo HEEMEE A 2.

V= B+s)
=B + 2 PW) [m(W)—(1+rp) Bj] + ZP(W)[n,-(W)—(HrB) Bi—T; W) +yT; W) ]
+ gsP(W)[n,-(W)—(1+rB)Bj—T,-(W)+I‘,-] ..................... (]v_7)

£¥ je LEAMBE Bt A71e BE A9 Hol7] il o] Al7kA] 75-o taiA

39) od71o1A Mk ¥aE gold AHERY Rolmz EHglol AtZ AL
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&% 1k BHES 789 08T oo
AN Bj<By = 0 W3 A9

%}_— =1-FPW)—ra(1—tJ) FP(W) = 0

(1/2 pWI1—-1
m=“
1t
EAZ, Bj<B;<Bp & O Wl e

vt
EB—;= 1-3PW)—FPW) rB(1~(1—1t)=0
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AAZ, Bj>Bp, & O W, A%
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aYHEE U #e 57HA AE A44E 4 3o
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L1722 pwl1—1 (172 PW]1-1
-Case 2: g <IB<L
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1-0-vt
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1-A—-yt.
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“Case 5:rg=[1/2Z PW)1~-1

W — AT/ vt Ba

40) 94714 By = =2 ”Z_A" o3, BEBE st nWre RE
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aHEE AREES 9T ERES) 290 F-sith & S @Alakd 25 &
FRARES) A7 TS

V. Agency IFESQ} SEEAME

A B M TE2EA(imperfect capital market)ol Al B4 = AL agency B/ %9
BEAFEBCR oud F¢L v]d AJVE AHR7] 93t agency FIEES BFUR, Jesen &
Meckling %!, agency R0l 23 Miller #8e] BIES a2 AES A gt

1. Agency Rl B

(1) Agency EXiel AR

FES B FIEMGEEES 23 - AHFo 2 BAE 93 glon, pEo] BHE0 W K
Re BRMCE olF FIERGRE SA EaH ok ¥ FIERMRES BHEHEERA
o) (iR MERES BRehe BB%, S5 Rtk (EA, Ao TS MgES
HESh= HERESS 92t MEMEASERYN e fiE) HESE BEAS] %L oz
2 7] W&ol olg Atolel= Bl FAEsly] iAol 12l f¥ko] FEMEES S B
THY, BT 2HIBRR(explicit, implicit contractual relationship)oll @J&to} Hgk=lo] o]E& %
2H #AE fA%2 gldta & 4 ok

olg} 2L £¥e o|HBARNEIS LIS RENOZ St HEiRol agency EESRolIT)

Jensen® MecklingS ‘agency #A® 1A Ll Abeh(EH# ! principal)°] o AFRHATEA
> agents)dll A AN S fAldte] —ET BEMNM BRRES ¥ & AES HE3He 2ol
g EFSIL Y

3y g REAL 25 A4S ZAS BAE A7Ee BitEe 71X A7) B
o]& ¥} agency A7} BEIA do}. F AREBAL T FlEE BAL AE Haeagt
YA e Feths Aol

Jensen® Mecklinge ©]9}2L agency EAHZHE] 843 BAHS agency BAolE 811,
1 agency BAES v o] A3 Qirh

AA v§-2 BB A(monitoring costs) 224 ol& REAS 17577 i8] FlEso 27 E
Eishe 2le R3] si3td X8 ARshe BAS TR

A v 8- R H(bonding costs) 24 B A0] FHA EI} H& TRE A g2
USS HEH7) Astd REAC] Alshe BAS Bokio.

AAA vl 8o BeHBK(residual loss)ZA REAS BRIED 88 dFdA £ REE
BRE Alolell& 7t gEsharl, ol2d Helz Lol it AesiA de B9 B E

42) B A5 FoFMol &4 @A GG FFo] o] Fof YA HiRitiH HHALTRY F
EY ®or},
43) Jensen, M. C. and Meckling, W. E. op. cit., p. 308.

_90_
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BoRech

HES W FIEMEES Aloldle bt agency A7 BEdhstl ARM e BEH
%o} 999 ERRESE RE B4 agency TARE 1ET Aot

¥ FraES Bste Bhshe REA ke KT, HiEE € KEE 43309 84z
248 & gltk

S¥o) FEET BUsY Bu ABACIY TAHCE RASHHAEZYY HMES Ffudl
£ES BB BEEE T 283 A Aide REENA ZHT BSHHRE 5 &
WS SAEBECI e F3A g FHE W He Rolth

aYEZ agency AT HES BEE b 7F, HEE B BFoE 99 £
ek

(2) e BREZI0| B

¥ REEE 4 HES Uk HM O Hikg 2 gk ke AN BE
o ¥l st BETOZA RS HAAE & oY, REEc 224 § £3F
AN AH) BES HESD A2 AN KK falke] A ANYP=s M sERC
st %7t %o HXE 100% FESL e Bfde ¥ A7 glov, 23R g
Ale REEE L% B9 Bt Nue BH9 HAS TR AHe @HEE vEdth

—Ro 2 FREsl REERAA vehe 25 2 Zol Bt B & ok

A, BEE7L £ BRE 100% FrEsHA ¥ &, BEET Ao el FeBfEs
(nonpecuniary benefits or perquisite consumptions)ell ©& EHE BkE #FEo2 Ao
2, BREE: BHY BHS AL d5td FEKES 235 REBRAS ZHdele
famel AA "ok mekA ol f¥e B EXitoe WHfTsle HRE k3 Edh

A, £%0) A RE SV XY 5 REET A9 #HE Y 2HY
¥ B8 AL Adee B AT Bl ZolAA €4, & BEEe AN 97
#rEsly) % o) B &olA 8 Roltk B9 AN B de o3 BAE B
w3ty e REEel FT MEROVS AZYE LEV Aok ¥ B KESe g
EEEY HEE W) REC kS ERESEE tHEol sk Ao

BIg Eo oW &/t ¥ HEE 37 A2 5 S A2 FHHESY, o) HEE KT
71 B RS ARY Aoz B e P, KREET o FAE A% KT &719
&2 & otk ojg} o] FrhS o] HHEE TF BREEY FRRES £F EY &
Kitehe EEAM & o B olgo] A7A wdolr).

HA, BEEs B AH e Bd#S(information asymmetry)2.2 18t agency 4|7}
BEY £ AT

& B9, 2927 FitkE Rt @oka 34, olu) PP T P E(inside informa-

44) Ibid., pp. 312~313.
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tion)S ¢ Sl =HH -‘H'ﬂ(moral hazard)®® 2A 2o} el o] FRE Wk &
Eh(A71NA FrekES EHE Alolel FIEBMEC] HEST) oF A4S A9xe EHEY
HABERBLE ke BTM H3, o2 Qsle AA9 KFEEL Hk(agency BA)S 4A
g}

(3) i<l B XN

QoA AFF ErES) REET ] LT A HIZE agency TAVF BT dZdh1 drigs
(5 BEEZ KXol B BALE BB sty AN BREFEHS s8¢0 doia), &
EES BEALole] B YoluA vidolch BEECK, AAREBRK EHEBKRSS 2F &
#9] PAEMR FEEolnz, BEET KT RS =RIe HRog REEEHS Y
o oA ol REE EBHS FHEE Fiil EF @ £x S otk —mme R
fRHEE S} ¥EDS ZFoAM YERE agency BAE thad} Zo] TR B 4 Ur)eo

AR, ¥ EEBORCl dAsivhs AA A Grffel [Higol 2489 Aolnz, HER
15 £3Fo] B8¥ BERS 293l KES AFstn 1 U3 #EE AU BEfF grigs
e 3tetaiAd @ Zolth SEHoR REEV) ¥ 2HES WSS kI BELR
TR gxfe] REEMe As A4 €

EA, ¥ GHES BIY o Y ERS o¥ol FIE ARE FBEIX 4T RS
ARt Qlvh I BR ¥l GHEE BT Fd FUI2 08 ARKE AV BiTe
giERT HE0] R AME BT BIBTY @HiFS Hiic 743k 8 Ao

AR, o) GHES BTY o HRE HEde 1 3A9 ¥ ol s oz
B 5 e oo &HERT § %ol A48 ARG 22 9¥E Ae KEAE R’
719 fEEES) FHREREMET A 8 3ol

WA, Myers7t FR3HE 2AAF oJH Fxlete] NPV7L 0BT A% 1 B Bid
agol B5 BHEEA ASEYY AMKE BT L% HhEe I FARNE dd 719
A & Aolth & Ktk R BEHH £¥F2 NPV > 0% BE AR Ex1gozH
SREABE BA3 AZ = Jdov ARE Bol HIBSE NPVZL 0BT Ay o] FA%E
170 $71A &A e ol&vl B &(under investment)?] §A7} B4 @D

2. Jensen & Mechling #%)

Jensen® Meckling2 &%2l FrAHERS(ownership structure)& AH3h=tl agency H#H<

45) YA AYES ©171F 7ihold wiaide] AF S BAA RPozM B3l Ao Y B
Aol 93] s 8ol B8 REBAY 78k BMLE T3} PFde dlel= AL AF
el EANA oy Alekg ol &dtd e AP TS v

46) Smith, C. W. Jr. and Warner, J. B, “On Financial Contracting : An Analysis of Bond Covenants,”
Journal of Financial Economics, (June, 1979), pp. 118~119.

47) Myers, S. C., “Determinants of Corporate Borrowing,” Journal of Financial Economics (November,
1977), pp. 147~175.
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FEFASIATH® o) Eo] AR agency BRI S £¥o) REEAME IQ HFEE7IE AYst
sd M2e HEHRS RST Aok Jensen? Meckling FIFRAS] HAB HBRBE7 &
£57) UEIlE e oln AKS Aty AN AL, f¥e RERAMEE F
FHRES BBAR otd AAHY) Bile SMESHELE A EH(benefits from the diver-
sification of financing sources)® agency EFIo] H#iBfk(trade-off relationship)ol &3k
EROY FR3IEL Ao

Jensen® Meckling &30 A71AE FFAE B8 EHEE BREIA A SEbkkE(outside
stockholders)$} o)) Foldh= ML (inside stockholders)E il Utk 223l o]&2
St RS F¥(principald) 2 B1, PIREKES A Aagents)2 2 HE agency ¥
A7t RS, ol3F BAS fAsteH Badhcd BAS agency B 31 Aok 1
)3 Jensen® Mechlinge FiAHET B3t B4 3hs agency BAS SHBEkRS) agency B
(agency cost of outside equity) £{%] agecny%(agency cost of debt) 22 B33t T3
o) FHsk Aok

(1) &kl agency A

£ FEES 100% 7HT & K7L B 1 0% REde 3¢, £%9 RAES
AL A7 Re 2 AYA ANe HANL EAL AFle Anrt € Reloh

adY o] FEREEY} Frakit —He FAhPolA ®ashe 2%, migdlA 1 Bl
BAS AlgT o] ®EE Alolol: agency A Hazdle] FB§ol agecny BAIC) RS
b ol At agency BAolE itk ARl agency BAS AT HEY SR
s REBAQ BEH(NIEKE) Aol 25l v E5c Bt £ SRk agency
BES FARSE agol 1 Ye BHS BAmPolM Bol ®5E5E F7H8H 8.
st % EAC] FHdhs LB Fii(nonpecuniary beneiits)o wHE BAL SHEBK
Fo} {FAAKSA e, FAREEY HotRe BAYTE ANkl BREAKIRC]
Azl AAA HEE KEBEE Ao ELSBOERS B/INAFY] A3t HIEKRE LlbEo2
REBREAS THEA s, 1 A% ¥ [EEVT B WEolth

olg} Z& EEEe) YA Aste] Phahe £X W WIS simkES] agency Bl
g}, 2 EEE) AMKkET HRY HENRREBDZRE Ik 2% 29 BIE
BrIE3H7) 913te] A EHEEES S REEREAY FRHETH, 3 TEY 78S T8
I & Aolw, ojm) sk BAL B H(monitoring costs)ol2t Tt

a1 AGREBAE A BEERIo] AMEE(ES FEe AL A7 Aok
AL wEBH F7) 8k o)2ul EEHIEES FYA e, ol Bide BRS HERE

48) Jensen, M. C. and Meckling, W. E., op. cit., pp. 355~360.

49) 97]A L3 HAS S£BfFiS(pecuniary benefits)? JELE#E L (nonpecuniary benefits)®] ALE L
2 o]golFt} £ REH] LN Fifold dE B9, W AMEA o &, WX AX, FEE
FHE 42, U9 A2P AR5 ke REH] Hear OB 15EE it
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(bonding costs)e]z} it}

HHRAY e BT MECE BAES X9 KREE FERETHN o p¥
g By oL BERER L HBEH) &t pHikd 4 ded, 2¥d3 89 K
BABESES) BRRE 34 /L] BE Bt Addane 2 $ k. & e
B BREET REAGRER) BREE JlMT It 4 P A%EME] s
B&HK(residual loss)olg}t ek,

(2) Afkel agency RH

AF7AAE WA SEEkES REAL FEREE Alole] 2504 ¥£ ¥ agency &
Al £HE HFo] AMBKES agency BAS HuHUTh ¥ Ml Bdsty B
#3h= agency BAIZE HHEES HEAlold d5dA AF3RE agency FAE Utk ol9}
2L agency AN s BAS AMKY agency BACIE ok 1B Ak
agency BT AMKS) agency BAS &% o] FiEEMES Bdd g @ agency BA
(total agency costs)o] Bt} A& agency BEHLS &3 2& A 714 FRoZHE R4S
ta B 5 ok

1) AfEe] FEZ A7 FEBFR(incentive effects)

¥l ARE AETVE e 9B Y9 BEHol ¥R HAROEZN (¥ Ao U
B7I B fEHEENA T HATY, —ERe] AT Tt MBSy 1 BES
%A RAE & e #1289 call optiono] BkkelA Fof® Aoz B & Aok Ak
fEERI] BEREAS o, Ak FEHMBEGTS) R b HERM7 2 Aode fte
2A3 call option {73t AKE FBsten & Aolth 2R ¢ ALole KEE cll
optiong X731 AEE FP3h= A FES FEY Aotk

ol9}zto] fE9l K52 European call option® 2 7453t S, HEEL 771U
REEZEE FH HES A FEEES BEAY & e #HE /111 s 8 4 glon,
o] mf &ffe] AEEMT call option?] fTHEK(exencise price)o] & oo},

2822 Ee] FHHEMEE European call optiond] B2 758 of, #ESL fafgo) 2
BEES J9F 224 call option® Bl F KEe BHHEMEE 371 A2 + Yok & FFEL
A7 FEY W e o] FY3E Yol  FAche: Musteiv FB-(incentive)©
B4 84 9o

o] AAE U H AE 3 agency BAET 9FANA B2 A projects] 715
3% A0l 27 EX)=E®X), of < 6§ 2 F709 project 1, 28 Az+s) BA;. 183 project
18 A9 E e £3e] Hifix= By, project 28 HANL o) ¥ FEie Vo o)Z V>V,
o) c}50

228 2¥o) project 14 VY Folgkn F&3lviM AFEE BTsIE, 7 ¥ A#RLol pro-

50) project 19 MAH ¥l project 29] MAX Puc} 2ckn PPt
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ject 28 MY 4 AT, project AAZ U3te] FAII S Frke eI 2ok
SZ-—S1 = (BI—BZ) — (VI_VZ) ................................................ (v __1)

o704 (Bi—Bye (EHEER HE BEE ol (Vi— Vo)t LEAMES Z4E vehdoh
51)

e EiEE7 S8 rational)°|EHH project 22 ZAE A& ¢ F U Aotk 1¥EE
SHHQ) LS Al BN ©A B9 71A%e &5 & Holth 23 EE B, = Bt
H22 K (V-D& &3 2o

Sp—Sp = —(Vi—Vg)  creeeseessecsiiii s (V-2

Z BARAE project LAE Adted B4 st £EREMEY BMP(Vi-Vo)e FFHoE

pEEo] AiEst ¥ch 2322 AfKS) agency BAL ARRTOR A¥ £EEY HEAW

—Vy), olth.

2) B8 € HERA

AHHo 2 IREESS HEZWE(Dbond covenants)oll 2717 B REHERS RE
stod, #HEEMEN (—)ARE ML & U BEEY BRERHS HRY & 3ok o]
HpEEe HES F¥scY ARE FERAS BB o

T QEE7} REACZAN I8 kK Flitd &/ He 78S 3 42 Uee
w7 9stal, HFERZANA FRMBERES BESS F3EAA 2K MBRRS &
FEZ 3 Hev oln FES e BES mERAclE Stk o9 e B ¥ EREAS
ff£e agency BHl XFALL

3) BWERMAEFARED T3

Lol ARE Wol ALUSS Lol MBfB(inancial risk)e Z718HA HH, f¥ol £
BY £ Ye kRS 235t AKRE FEEA FERNE HES FEERC] AXA dokh £¥Y
RETIAEED BAStY] B shs BAo] BERA, o8 YHYS AWEA 0ew P

AA, LEo) BEND 2831 Y& HES I @BRT 99 3A BHA Hed,
o} Lol P B|KE BT BB BEYT

S, pgo) Bi@M(reorganization) S1E A¢, BEY WES 1 ¥ FRANA goH,
20 AEHE Z2ART HolAA =o] Wil MAsHA s, oW WHEMPE Hate
RS WMERAC R RE) BERAC) BEdo

AR, £ES) WEAPAA 7140) A 3zt A Fishs BE L HkS S TBRA(admi-
nistrative costs)2.2 R HEERAH) #4 ¥l

51) & (Bi—B2) > (Vi—V2) o]ojo}f FFEL project& MY HOJEE $~S1> 0 ot}
52) Kim, E. H., “A Mean-Variance Theory of Optimal structure and Corporate Debt Capacity,” Journal
of Finance (March, 1978), pp. 45~47.
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(3) BESHHEME

Jesen®} MecklingS 32| Frg#EREe HAE agency FANA AHHE agency BRI
48 g3o] ¥ HFEFAER S (optimal ownership structure)E HBASIT Y} olEL
39 AifLMiexternal financings)d] FRES ARERT AEE Bty Mkt SaE
ARSI BRBHES @ agency Bl &7 29 prEgda F3sa ok

(2" V-1 ¥ Rl e BE

A:(E)=Aso(E) +As(E)

e N\ -~ = - ANE) : % agency ¥ &

* Aso(W) ¢ 9] 5-F2]9] agency v &
* AR(E) : 2509 agency &

S, ! HEFA ] Wl

"B RALYY

“ElgFS8F AR 2ynF

&

A

0 S ! E_Bfos
E*z(B+°so) ! ’

(2 V-DolA & F Q& ute} o] pFo Fra#EREel 39 # agency BA [ANE)]
& MRS agency B [AsE)]H AES agency BA [Ap(E)]12] &olul. # A4&mitE
droll A AR SRR [tEC) AFFE ABBKK S agecny BHS F718lL AR agency
B BAsn, ARSAMIEY blFol AASLE SKRS agency AL #A3t ffE9)
agency H|-82 F7igth

AF £ NEMEF ARG eAEY ARSAEY BEHRS f agecny ERol &4
[AMEN]7} S E' F3dA RESh & B 30 A ¥ REMHERS7 REsle 3
o)}53)

3. Agency 2H|ofl 2|5t Miller #RIo| BIF

AR HFg B3] FuM DX agency A0l AN HEEREES REY + 3
th= Jensen Meckling %S At ® ofch
‘7)Ao RFRABEE HFESA deue Miller BBlo] agency BAS HAER

53) E' ##94 A, (E)+A: (E)=0 o] €tk
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oGA #LEE7tE et JHFel iy AuE Tz} gos
dE3E fetd, AR agency BAS HHINA ¥ AKY agency BELS Afi
daiA Srtgsetn 7HREAL (A8 V-2« AfRe - agency BA-S Yehich
{18 V~2) Agency H|-£3 i)

#7lagencyH|8

HAIB| -2 (Marging cost) (= 4(B))

K l-mm - ———— - = _
| _HY|Z (Average cost)
] ”~
”
! -
/I/
0‘ ------- | //:
| -~
- /.IV :
el :
A i [
-+ : £x4(B)
B«

°|A Miller #%& agency BFAS ol 3N 538 (1Y V-3 2},

(¥ V —3) agency BRI} #HEHHe B Miller)

% T
S(7:)
——————————— - - - D('VB)=1_ZEE
|
i
Ye : |
' 5 D’ (%)=—2——6(D)
| | Y1t
I |
] ll)* B

54) Barnea, A, Haugen, R. A. and Senbet, L. W,, “Agency problems and Financial Contrncting,” Pren-
tice-Hall, Inc., 1985.
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(2@ V-3)A BEo] agency BAl HEHOZN il 5y FlTRo] B3ty
$Ho| BEARKES DA D"Z 2t

T3 ZHAUT ¢d @ FHo ] e HEoA ojfo] NEZ EALKS] RFEAEE}
#FEY 3ol

V. #& &

¥ Hifis} BAEE Aol HEM MRS HMdshe AL L¥MBHRY HES MEY
shjolth,

MMo] 1958\d BEARES] EBIERS BERT olF & BL WEE T4 RFEFBES
HEste ok o= Ejold EEMNSE deAe ek Rhidle ¥ FreiE Bkl
Baste B4 agency ZAE BAA £ DI HAMES) #43 2ug dyshe)
B A |3 F3 ok a8y ofF] Be FAYS AT gled B o g8 ad79
H&H 5ol olFolxiol & Aotk

BAREERS S Wievle A7k kel douv, ARdMe EEfiEe &
BY 2o o] HRES TS B AAANA Hi—H A F B 2k 2 2%E
ZraaA aosid gga ok

AA, Bigol HFNA v AAdAe BT BRL¥EY BFEAEES FEsiA o
£THMM 1958) |

A, BEABRT FEshe 2o B R4 TTRERW)H S BHo RERGEINY Ad3
7)o wet S ke @2t Joh(MM 1963)

Z, I'=W" old, d¥olago] FEIRA et

I'> W o3, HiffiHe REEABEW)T FEsht B JHARTRE &
34 et

I' < W o, #fEh$He] HHARF2ZI)7E EAdH M8 719L 100% FAHE AHE-
3 & Aotk

AR, BAFEBL e 29 wiEhHe] BEEARET Fash, Bk EE
FiEe FEstA gethMiller 1977)

Ul A, MEEAR, HEBAER(nvestment tax credits)9} 22 JEAMENH BBAES g
o hiH2e BERARET Y FESL MoK BEEAREE HiH HEELE
EhiR(Drp)°]l A BFA(F KkH)o] obd FFolA ffEiigol Bl lEUA HEY &
Ath.(DeAngelo £ Masulis, 1980)

OAA, agency TAIE =Y A%, BERILEY BEEAREE FEsd

deFes RERAMEEY FERSTe HRMAE %A 7HHst=u sk EA9 4@
BEE 7HA Aol 1 EE HFERAREY FES 93T #do) e A ToY BEE
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BHystele =¥ oA o= Ax YHHo= TYP ARTX TAE HAY +

ezie Az
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