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IIl Mrﬂﬁ)ﬂ} Hyjso A" w ZHalE-§l
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L %

o] =& HATARAY o] HHHlA]l B S FEaHAHE] vlAE wvE B4
Ak o] w2 HH2 A, 2T Manol HUNY F& jlel wAE Y

goll vlale S EAsta, 4, wAR 52 gubmse] A S waba

BAg ART w2 SAZAE e Ages T8 adle sk He n
G0z Qs Aotk ool AR 2l 92l 7Ale] mEskiLeh A
s F2 felel wEA gl pEuste] JQddths BE wolniy {4 22
21ch. 1k o)et gk Al Rolsh wmEAI G Abol] THel ik o] & H AL ulg wlw

sttt & = dd 2 BBy 9 TE(Goto 1990, Adams 1990)ol] 2]3tw, A AW A

)
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S Kol7bi A HAe] W HWHEES doru v kel st 3 HAt

o
o] A5 dargo) morel Sl Bty g R @RS wE B oplel mE et
' 2 -2

Pu vhE s e JuH oz ek Ao m o ddrk ofgg VAR YEH
A

ol def Al FAH w7t Hole HEHORZE mEA

o

S A A g el gy H o] okstvh il Al el Hh, B, SRR

fr o WA HAAES b vk AR -Evbete] eyt ok w=eol g vlst
o] abjE o] Aol M mrialF] FalshA ity = ARdolth 58] watel 49 Eal,

I wEFEo] AR AFRAVE 8RS Fasithe A S A A4
a1 w3 olofl whel @Y g (Concession Bargaining)o]ehi= A &8 & Abol 1980 KAtholl

SolquA UERHA # Aoleh Selukere] F9el dolH s 1990 drhel Fol Al
Aol el gl WA FolEn e AR ol wWedd ola® & UL
Zo]eh)

¥Rl mERgel £AH 490 HA/YRYS HATAS eiste] &7
SAgro M, wulvlge] wERTHe) FAAFE A Y Ee A9l NEFI of
fol sheeln Wl 9)svldel wERTH] A ARE G UL ol AE Y
of 4&3re walth ANHOoR F@ WERTL M Jlde] e nEE =FRYL
e oure mgire) W e ABrES FReAN /1Y AAE 244 Qo)

of AR E BolW nr) Fuile AT AZE BwPel AL 49 2 wA
Bg 717 =BGl e KEd oVl 98 HBWOE Q@R o= Pw

BEIS Aok Zolth o714 St WAl Ael wERTe BErt Ugel W

% H (strategic commitment) & #F8-3h8 ok = vk bl @EbAE, mF R THE S

A F'(softer face)o] #Ff#HAToN srAlE Jtol(pie)e] M %S FHUA R} o]=2 18
714 ¢ Hﬂﬁ@“’ "o‘i}i Q1gk spole]l @Vl FVIR wmE el wd slE A
Arh= ol F, 2 dfo]o] A& xzbo] =P slolo] & FzZF HUE F 4 Utk A
o]t

o] 213t ol FE(THik(delegation theory)oll HIES F 1 Art. FiA} &g Fald

D srelel A ekshebis AAIE 2.9l o] slel. AbslTele) igeh oldel wEe] Telutetel w
e ggel 2 AR s vk B3R Ao
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B

A9 Adrtel Hindgys A Eoll o8 nbd®l #5145 (incentive structure)ol] 2]t
02 2 gao] A, A% /9o $9e Aol Al QAT wE YS9 i
g ek o AMAA S wERFALAA Y F vk 7MY =E e
o] Nz gzHoz PEe A HPRHoR PET Aeurt v e A xdd
Zoolth Jlawel gat B oA FWe AR AA s gel A gholw 7|
ol thal ‘top dog' & . Aol Aol ol LMHYL FMT 5 AT =E 2
| TS A at cat' g, &Y A(ob security)ol W Dol AFE HMET £
oAtk olg frArebAl wFET Fuel drw Fobd Fug spaAnol 4 4gA g
o] 712l AR +-UE 24 ‘lean and hungry look ¢} &, €4} Holilte| A Qlsir )
S 34 &= puppy dog'¥-& E#E F Urt?

B =30 Goto(1990)9] AAGrE T1 2wrH o2 &} Gotol A9 )

ol praslof vk she FAlol wal vlFs ¥ Alole] RelwAE FA
_OA

|
ki
oo z
)
2
£
tlo
"
T
9‘&
~
jg

ol Trapdol 71905he (R Ee FAR#Y S DRHOR MHsAE Bothe
Aolch. ek, Gotool 2l8h vl wEA oA 2 el Wgoz 32E wARE

(labor-management accord)gte M2 E AL o dWiad &3 HIWHoe=zE A
2 Adgo] =HA gevh ek fele duba ¥l i
82 i Hoxe, 2 =R s Adel&E ol st A Rete MRS 7 el
gk o] &4 #AME bz} ghol
HoQlel B E VE ATES =EREEVE FAAAG B R Aol v A= JItkE
#2135t Brander and Spencer(1988), =& A| A3 A 2HE-A] Ayl o)
213 Davidson(1988), Lee(1991) & & 4 Aok 49 7|23 712 & A & o
Hodgs Ade]l&g ol &ste ¥R AMUF R ¢
Lee(1991)2] d-te] sAlAl o ge] ggoleti & 4 Sl
B ohe ) o] A E T A2 FollA SEpao] MEE 4o BEL S
WS BT SollA] st B4 @ A3 AN FEhs o] nERUT A

mifz

g{i
4
o,

lo
o

8
7o,

«b

2) Even if we accept the traditional view that owner wants 1o maximize profits, the incentive scheme
they design may imply managerial incentives different from profit maximization.(Fershtman and
Judd, 1987)

3) ool A}L2-% BEEgHY FIFEiS(strategic taxonomies)S Fudenberg and Tirole(1984) 2 Tirole(1988)
o X zi &3 Aolrt
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A v xE guE 2450 A4ged e wH e 2o A FAPo] Il wAby
Aol v 2= P EAlsta o)W A sEhaeso] BEEL Y M (stralegic commitment) 2 A

71Eshm7he BRlvh A 5 gol M e B w0 #ad Bukyy &aE A gk

AE@I=7190)e g, E g=n(q* = "2z © c

S 9uE nd HEHFARS vty 18l o] o]F * A AlE 2w #MEES
el = ez ghoh

T 71ge] MEM HES et B3 RAgM REIGT & o, ¢Ele
F 71d Atole]l AAL 294 Ald(two-stage game) 8 24 4= Qo). AW A ©HAlo]

M 2 7193 2 g duol We) das vk FaA gAlelM R 71 s
1
i

AN AFEY Ao T Ao hm MARHOR 4N NEF FF(wte}
N REFEIE RO A AT, S AR o FAGIA B priE A9 Cournor

-
7HEE AFE FHRbE FEolA Y.
A Aol A% = #(solution)2] 7032 subgame perfect equilibriumo] & Zolt}

o] Txﬂ-* E7] 93l backward induction methodoll wa} T #} QA ¥E] A 2F&1=)
o] el MFTEEMEE TS M

quantity game)-& il ¥ 5 Qlvh A F
o

p = a—blq+q*) (1)
g1 71 siE, TWrId e =vig e MiEkgts 4 oSt o] veld & glth o
714w 2h7h e ef sl He kS VERdTh

n(q.q*.w) = [a~blg+g*)—wlq (2-1)
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7*(q.q*.w*) = [a—blq+q*) —w*|q* (2-2)
o] Al chAle] AU el Cournot o} 488ty o] &8 2Hzt thgwf yiu}

= (a—2w+w*)/3b q* = (a+w—2w*)/3b (3-1)
= (a—2w+w*)2/9b 7 = (a+w—2w%)2/9b (3-2)

@l 1L (D) ST AEe sl EEe) W g Tt en e1arelite] el W

Q) slditel e aruvisde] ol &tAE v e 9aqlite] Ase wuvIgel

ARHon ures WU Me) Fe Puiae Sulsldel 29 Eis

ZHA ez Stl(el ) 71 o] AkE ek 7Rl o] &9 TS e Zolth

TR AR el wxh Wge) g EAES Fol T HAER Tol
) Apale] BA g ﬁﬂi};ﬂcé’% Holth 71ge: BHe5el o &34 i & Zo)
EEHE =EFLFNY Aotstel N #a

A
W EA(wagebill)& %EH’&“}?%‘}EHL =k }n%ifﬁol YuEdE Sussite e w5

X i

1

el %ol mek walel A del wobEela Qi shgolr ma BAe golai)

H
Atz ddol Aok o] A9 srul(elane] wExzF el BHerE U = wa (U = w*n®)
=

Firriel AHE 29 @Al el #ik(solution concept) & FA] B mio A=
olv| Brander and Spencer(1988)oll o]af AF&¥ wul QU= —#xbE )4 147 #(generalized
Nash bargaining solution)¥& AF&-gich 7|13} =% Z8 Alo]e] FAfol] 2ol U4 & 2ts)
o] 7k & A3k &4+ Binmore, Rubinstein and Wolinsky(1986)ol] °]a| 4 93bel v}
A Ak o]E 9] wmito] whEl vhy Adwrsld WAE A E F A7V NEkEIQ)
12 % (sequential offers) & 3hi= v 2 AU oA 2+ FAet$=E Alole] A]7F
F, AEE Fak= Al 00 dkgkd wie) o] Fshgka gubs Zolth Awks)

H A el Lt }5_! Wl #] ¥} (generalized Nash product)E “+t§ g sl=d A Aol At}
kA sl 7l d o] A

p

.‘lr

G = #'"PuUk, k € [0, 1] 4-1)
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2 FuststE oA At ol fo] A Ey 9]atviedel A=

G* = g+ TR urk k* € [0, 1] (4-2)

= Sshste s elaro] ]l E o]fel pFEol HalE zleluh o 7] k (k*)el gkol
web ol upet vhe AN =& ¥,k kN)7F mmE s =25 1ol (pie) 9]
o AF Bolth webA k (k*) v Tl T 2 e T 2] [Ee gl I
Fi(bargaining power)-& elu]gtetid s 4gk 4= ok e8] 1 9] o] 4] #(Nash product)S
Szt & A el F@43 duizte 2b gdxbel #idi(payoff) A ol dtelEV]E
(Pareto criterion)S SHAIH-S o 4= Qlvh ksl oWl —F 9] Fo]r B4 sy

e FAgAbbe] Wk SlshE a olv) o)),

M. Hihs Beige) 24 2 2AZYY

=
=
o
:
>
N
ha's
1o,
il
—cL"q
2
oir
o
Bt
tjo
10
-

& Ao fRd 1oA SEE e U(la)Y) Ho
FAZS wgrd, aw el 9jare] elrszel HAo]l dwsly A
(generalized Nash bargaining) #7g o} A] o]g ) o] 5

=
= 3T
v BRG] FAAE B4 Aavt S Helth = xi el FA4E Kk k*ob 959

AFFE Wb FolH ke 7Hg sl M U7 we oy ¢ 4 3] Foist 214
oA} =& E ok
Max G =n"' "PUk.
w
s. . U = wq,

q = (a-2w+w*)/3b,

= (a-2w+w*)2/9b.
R =3 2A 9] 1| AlZA(the first-order condition)& =02 ]ako] 453 wol
o) & Bl X B (best response) & 2 A 2] Ui FAE wi LERY o)
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w = k(a+w*)/4 (5-1)

o2} FHMLSHA o]5rel i wri HIES: WS sl E st m dolxjy, of wje] K
g et o] ol Wik,

w* = k*a+w)/4 (5-2)
flol F wbs-gg Ao fele Huld o o] s vk ¢ Wi
g2 &% 4 Q)

wo = ak(4+k*)/(16 —kk™) 6-1)

wo*= ak*(4+k)/(16 —kk*) (6-2)

2z (1) dwo/ék = 16ad+k*)/(16 ~kk*)* ) dwo*/ ok = l6alk* +0. 25k*H)/(16 —kk*)2.
2) wo — wo* = da(k-k*)o]TmE k ) k*ojwd wts A w ) wryl "pY

S FaAF) I EE g 7Aag v}
Cheom wER Yol wERT 7Y Alolel AulA BujE el oy
o 9 sfolpio)e] 2710 ojwl PGS MALA AHRAAR A $4 (613 (62)

& 7% 5 Utk =%

2
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lo
l
X
_\ﬂ
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e
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>
@
1o

ol A3 (-1 (3-2)

4) 71 Fed 218 Qi) HUIE REE P acle] mE Rl gdE el Hojuke ofy

ehe goloh Ty ¥ =il &4 Aolg giste) FUe "FE’LJ’ detell M B NE=

Fare] vigdel Bars atar gl g vt ) kel Habelel Atolvt HAT HekwE
T

ef rA aRle g (FaE L oS Helrt
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8L Aoisiwagebil)s Folstele Row 7Mgstn gJonz HH Az ol
Fokw 4 (7209 qro] wE RG] ol el o

7 = 42 —Kk)(4+Kk*) | 9b(16 —kk*) (7-1)
U = 6a’k(2 =k)X4+k*)? / 9b(16 —kk*)? (7-2)

A -0 G-D)& olgste it wEaiel i, SF, SUSH stolpie)el 71
(+UE vha3 go] 8 4 Qich

Sk = g/(n+U) = (4-2Kk)/(4+k) (8-1)
Su = U/(z+U) = 3k/(4+k) (8-2)
4+ U = 2224+K)Q—k}4+k*)? | 9b(16 —kk*)? (8-3)

del BHARENE Selt thy el 43S KET 5 Aok

& 3. < vk

) 2 9ys =% %

@ G kel shelel 271 A
(5) The vhebe] BRI 7Ig) Abol o) Hgny sEtels 9 9ol sick

=FEEY] ¥4E k7t 0o drskd e 2E e 71 Ai&g Zolth Wk
wEZFe] a8 k7h 1 g wet =
B ER2 =% 23 monopoly union)oll 23] AwlE AHolt). o] A
o] Aol A EESIA] gethe Alekstol A 2149 }
Aotk ey} k7 AR met s Fel et Fuvidel wA Ao

2te) mE2Fe) FdE o ﬂ7]lf +E ekl io}_%i’} 71 Atol o) sl A Fuj ol

5) =E2E BgHel @ F9eknk=1) YL AW kol o] §g Ak welA o] ]
A RHF FE §E Al oA el ol & - S gl ol A RNl
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t GFE v efid] 1 ol Rz ol ol Wujts Zhuiel Y Whitiel Aol /] W
ot o]l ool Feld A elt: Fulle shibe] AbHE wEEe] Aol A 1
W FgEel BE WA mBRFE FAR A wExde) Pujel AuH Ho 2

St Huje] udel stolel A)E gt o s Hulo) s 17 98le) A

2] 4 9lub= ™ot vhA] wEl A n-% 2 3o QAo A] ¥ aFE 9] 7kslito] fediv) of

Ui wo] wEbds gdEle)l B sk
= golnh?

%1&

7t 88 mERFA olofe] d FE 9

4. BERRAL Jlsd

A3 BANE Hkcmge $4E Tt
THoRE 1 et 7199 ‘%Lxﬂﬁ P g oksir7lE acle] H& Bk ol £4
o] Elgsltid dow olglsk AR i Ao Uy
(labor-management relations)ol] oj 3t 9§ -8 vl x| =7} sl £AE B4 HaHol &
As] T A Aok o] FAle vty 58] vt S 2 AbeS 9 1980
of ol dytR wFR2FEo| #EY iE(concession bargaining) g %38} =8
& M os 278kl BAAE S EELEHGob security)oll 1Fo 2 $HE B
A Hole=7t st Folvh o] AolMe vl 2HE Ui M8 W2
gkt

B Ao e= Aol M AEst EAE 3thA AlR](three-stage game) 02 ® & 3lalo] 4
sh7iz &b Al Al e 1gat B2 Fif(delegation) S mrE s AL ol

8
Ol
o
v
™
i)
s
offt
BN
o
2
oy
o
)
ox
i
o
L
s
r
4

W

sl olAbE Y} felE e AYahe U stk =i 2AAALS
FUS RRESIA /Y B2 P ol wiEzste] AN AW At 42

Al A Aot =B 2T Al wAlel M o] Aol ulel Aol s # Aol npbx

6) ore] A(7-1), (7-2)5 kol W3] HMsr sk kelo,1]0] the) én/ck<0, dU/BK>02] A7} e
o wtebd o) me] mEW wEaiel el e Ao ¥% e sl

o Aok ey g3 39] B)ell M wEe] kel Fhe rc—f—UO] AAE M9 7] Wi ¥ad
o FU7t =R K ——7]-*]?]%3 g 719de) e BAAAE Ziv o A
Utk webA vide) e M e wERFoR stojir “.ﬁ%"r’%a‘ AerH o g Z7sHA 3t &)
(incentive)S # & & 7}o*é o] lom wF2§e ?Jxo“)ﬂ M o] & wrobiial vhisAdol Exfsiul,
7y AlgkAlel M o] woh A Al Meke o] f xpHEA =olst A X 7igdel By ol &I A
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To 2 A 3ukA A dod A A kekell yheh SjAMA A S g} o] @ g thekAl Al el
e Tal7] el oF Aol Mk vkzvFA & backward induction methodE A}& &}
=5 = A5 FH o2 subgame perfect equilibriume] Z4A S vFEHA] 71T

M 71del dEs I ESH7IE skl REFE(delegation theory)®] U H & wold

S 7Id el A= 24 E Fo 8% RA(publicly announced incentive scheme)ol] )z}
7} obuEl ol &} A ko] ML nteqE FHEEF T AL (7] cE Be
olth) 1efut g-Elof HAe] ML ahli7Idel g 9w v1]d e ©hE] ol & *E
gokn PR soh o 7i]d el EoEfeRagEel ek 1Al Bl OS5 22 g

K #(inverse labor demand function)?} =& %t}

it

L

[e]

;m
T oo % oo

L
1

I

[ESE-R=

1 E
i

w = a-+c¢—2bq—bg* (9-1)
w* = a—bq—2bg* (9-2)

aEl® o] Agete wEFadFE theat pohY

q = (a=—2w+w*+2c) / 3b (10-1)
= (a+w—2w*—¢) / 3b (10-2)

ool =olE vigrom FEMH YYNH YNBAFAM Al BRI Fh
wrlm sk 4

n(c) = (a—2w+w*+2c)a—2w+w* —c)/9b
= (A+2c)(A —¢)/9b.

o AP AWr+eq)e SIS PN FF co) ghg oIFA AR AT s Ao 2
A7b ] wF RG] A9 GHE kS oA A4F AA% st AR FFHE

8) £EEH q = nolehiz ol ol Vo) HHF ol vy 1 vigde] mEFRt Ak
5o T} Tom 2% alsh slare] F mga el Austi i oai nge] Aee
= .

™
B ARl VI S0] Hulahe MEEHE A KE S @ise ddhes wA9 B
st}
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A7[A A = a=2wtwrolr], fali wel w7t Folx qlcke 7 skl A argmaxce (¢) =
A4S o 4= 9let ofufst col A B Ao nyElil &= 3vkA AL el A 1 vhA
off 2] ol Fofzlct Aol Helg Aal ¢ = mAR F2EY o7]H mE el gwirelh

LIS
o B el ol & TFTE me T4 VAR fHHAT & ATt

a(m) = A1 +2m)(1 —m)/9b.

12

5

1

olt
ko
oot

it
>
2

- 5 Rigre 24 A = 3bq/(1 +2m)S E5F 5 Qom, o] &y}
g

dejz vephold 4 Ak

_E)_L,
B
=
o
3

q o] &h4= o,]

= A et

m(m) = (1 —m)bg*/(1+2m). (11)

w = a—(2+m)bg/(1 +2m) —bg*. (12)

weba] =F 2§ S35 gy Zo] yEld 5 gl
U = wq = {a—(2+m)bg/(1 +2m) —bg*iq. {(13)

hH e 2P A JPE S ubeb ol —Axfb® W3 Sgeneralized Nash product)

of Slstad g Fof olwolrhl ol thel HAHARAE T wA wHH)

subject to (11), (13)

A7 mat ke ALl fi Bl A oln] AME Aoz FHfhgdch 9o FrhshEaay

B u7igiel A aEGFe] gyl ol & E

9) el 49 A Art HAAA el 7 + ix2E FUSFE g L& oo HYS
AU EEE B =R Aohe] Aol obdl Wt gk
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q = (1+2m)2—k)a —bg*) / 2b(1+m) (14)

A (A4eh ojatride] AT ARYE REEHE q* = (a-bg)/dbE Ao 1 st
L

A gga ol mat kel 4Rl vbEbG angvlgde] A&k QeSS SR -
3l

q = 3all+2mH2-k) { b14+4m~+2mk +k) (15)

w = 3ak(2+m) / (14+4m+2mk +k) (16)
AL (159 (160% 2 (1DHzF (13 ekl myk ko) 42 FHE 71 o859
LR B B g4l ii(wagebil)S vl 7lo] & 4 9l

(m.k) = 92’2 —k\(I =m)(1 +2m) / b(14+4m+4mk +k)? (17)
Ulm.k) = 92°%k(2 ~k)2+m)}1+2m) / b(14+4m +4mk +k)? (18)

shAtte g el mit kb AYEE AL RA] ALS FRaA A ES)S

A 0705 Futste me A9 Jloln, nE2FIELS A (18)E Fslste kg A

2]
el &t otk AbR ¥ = fFo] A Nash equilibrium 7] & o] &30, M B E7I m
I kE FAC deigcta shzb o] WS- 7y mERTe] #2933 4(best response

function) ZHzt o8- 7ot

= (2~k) / (20—2k) (19)
k = (14+4m) / (15+6m) (20)

i

o % uhgdA (19)9h Q0% FAel Welsh 19 13} o] Ushiel. $2)% trg o)

149 W&S A 21E 4 ok

A
&

w8 4 (D) am/ ok { 0. ok/om (0.

maxm 7w maxk U

10) o171 el A2 QlaimgR g Hevdigh Ur=w*q*e Sl EAzRE 22801 713
a;f}\:}, SEEt 7}@% a}g A Sl Mo }—ﬂo] Ul 71]dol 7] wiwolw, £j=re] 7o)
Mg golahd she F3o] vk
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<
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-
ox
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o
My
oty
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de J
2
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(2) o] #i%9E Fehel M Y(reduced form game)2] Nash 73 &
N=@7"%=5 /740, kN =48"—6 (1.

FA 48] (D)2 7193 =523 Atelo] ol ol s Bi.L(concern)o] BLB&EHT #i5ERE LR
(strategic complement)ol U2-S

i
PEE FsH vIde]l A e nEFFAEDAN B {ﬁ% ol Hol 7ol

=

=
T A aL-8-2HA A(job security)oll ¥AS 71 AS 2w )

A3 919] Nash TEellA 2 @S Fdel & SAA &) T ko] 74
sHl AW Eete F--ok viud o o5 W& Aok gyt mE o] BEE#Er m, kol
R (m,k)e{(O.l). (0.k(0)), (m(1).1), (m™k™)i o] 47bx] t}& Hel g shiz A9-9] wpo9]
oA gk gholo] zv) gl V)t R MEE Alde] By o 19 29} Pk
1% -2 normal form gameSo 2 A 9 FH 71zl ®EEMH A S (T.T), (T.N), (N,T), (NN)e =
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vERG AL gtk ol 714 T Toughi: N Niced: WeRNT, 2549 §ifs 7199 A
2 EE wEEe] Wekd vebdch o)sh fAbshl WMETIS el i 719l
WAEE AT wEERGe wT vebdth Furen v dERd hed (T
(mKk)7F (0.0 F5olan, (NS KON A5, NDE (m(1)D] 35 (NN
(m™ kM) ds-5 zh2) Hepdch

Union
T N
T (1/3. 2/3) @/11, 7/11)
Firm
N (7/22. 15/22) (7/20, 13/20)
(19 2-1) atol(pie)e] AU A &%
Union
T N
T 3/25 99/184
Firm
N 28.3/224 25.8/193

(719 2-2) stol(pie)el 7] (¥he):a2/b)

Union
T N

T (9/225, 18/225) (9/196, 9/112) i

Firm
N (9/224. 18/209) (9/193, 9/103)

(28 2-3) AR WA (F9a/b)
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