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M) 22 AT 55 T . HC b, AR N B 21 K T 3 8 £ — 4> 2 4 A1 B3z 3l (Brownian motion) ) ¥ £
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W AN BE A% 1000 2] 2R o AT T P 5 A6 1) S 80 3 48 B 1Y) 328 A5 JR e Sk RN O 58 PT g R
PR . K IRA% 2 IR R IR A8 S8 R 4 T 167 B0 % R B0 220 8 1 Z2 46 — 1B =2 J8) 118 3850 0h 24 oRAH 25 4L
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P [m) AR OB o AR LK 22 AT 55 A5 8 55 I I 38 A0 3 AT 55 10 2 D e 2 ok 2 AN AE
HAUAT: 55 EAS H 85 7 AL 23 A AT 55 0 AT A 2 3G AL 23 AR 29 AT: 55 0 B Ab i AT s /b Bl 2%
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o EI R A GURE B RS BRT . B AT 2 (] S AN B[R] A
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A T SR AEA S DA R A Ml 25 46 78 A R0 9 LS Ak 1 b 1 2 R Al R BT s 2 A0t 7 AR R B SO RO . e
s S E 19 20 B 3 i PR B AR AR R i 2P Gk B R L R i D S BRSBTS — 4 [ T
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KR AR B A B A 7% (Milgrom & Roberts, 1988b) #J# T — A I, B A2 521 3 3 (influence
activities) Xf 20 ZURA 52 0 . 5200 305 2 2 2R 36 28 00 e S IR A B Fl R AT R 5L AT B AL AR I [
R 45 L A S B[R] A4S i FH A AR 77 A 55 b BRI X6 Aol T 55 5% e 3 B2 AR Y . A AE R D
7 TR R B X PSR B A N AR B — o TR BE A S WA TG Sl X il 2 A R 1Y AH S B R 5 0 T Bl
U2 A = B Y o RIS DR JR A% 20 0 0 0 A 2008 LU T 28 R BHL Ik 5 22 52 1 3 21) 1) 4% o 5 I L 8 1R
BT o BRI R 53077 [ PR SR T o o R0 8028 e S T A L (58 T WD A 19 U 55 22 Dl B R OB K AR B
W HBAIZ (A X% (Milgrom, Meyer & Roberts, 1992) b ik — 8158 17 2 S04 Al 19 5% Wi i A |- T 1A
R AT A B ML B A H 5 Al AR T ) SC TR B AR 1) 28 3k O B K AR A 5 RV T il 5
MBI 3X 25 T BGE W A BT WSR2 0 37 Y 2B ST T S 0 AL 2 0 R SRy k2 s S ) B AR
Z TR D TR 2 RN R T 0 A Dl ot RORE R Al T D A Y T A R ) B R e 3 S 0 e b gk g
W RUA BT8R A 20 BAS A 10 B 1T 2 Qi b A0 2 3t Bl 2 LA K A 2 2k BB 1T BE A A Ny
25 AL EATTAE A A DN SR AH G 5 SR Y 3K R K

(Z)VEREFZE

FE— D AT E R AR EZEMEM . &% 5B PR e iks s, Hik,
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A SR RN AR 2 24 RAIL 25k TR e £ R X AR B B — R A R . KR B (Milgrom,
1981a) 77 B & Tr 2= 5l A A F” (favorableness) i — i & : X T i 45 %% 77 L RE 7 o 3 55 A DG 7428
AR 1 & (belief . — FERAG 1) . U1PR M (observation) X HJ5 B 2% A (5 & — Br BEAL &5 08 T 3
— WY BYE R AHES U X Y B A7 B X R OR T Y B AR . R IR R B
FEAE A RS FIA OGS B A i IR RUR " HE S TR R AT # M — RV E R0 AR —
AR ) R e 1 de A0 985l 32 249 P Jot B 41 32 B e b e o THL T VA . R URAE B IR B A ) s
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20 THZ2 /N JUAARAR K IR A% 27 i Eh L AE 3R B8 £ TR 2R 98 v A9 T 6 R 5 1 198 3% Hp it 20 S
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K SR — HAE R RS L O R — A0 R LI AT A . KRR RS B IS v A
BAA Y  BUR #D (Milgrom . Kreps. Roberts & Wilson. 1982) 3z i # %< 25 (6] B9 44 $hE 20 87 T 90 A
A S R N 23 B R o A ATTBT 5 B R TR R N B L — A Al /0 9 A8 SRR T R R
BEARAS WS S B RO e — E AT & Ry B — A TR R N A O 2
SE— AN EHEEAT X R L O A R R AN SRR . ORI B I B T A R X —
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(ZEEHEE
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i Creview) fz 3 BF 9T A9 £ J2 0T 2R 28 8 0 =2 TR A8 511 0 2 22 il X 02 ) o NI PEAE SR M . M R
r RN B I AT 3l B FA A S I L R R A% B 4 5 B A L i JR 3T (Mlilgrom , Abreu & Pearce,1991) B
JEUESE T A AR o R DAL SR A S Y B A AR AE

(=) BREE

MR IR (supermodular games) J&— >4 NEVGIRZ) 05 IR A AU L & o oAb SR i T 2 2 1k 1
Wedd PRy . BRS04 5 e ) R0 SR YR TR Tz 0 T TR AR R T VR AT B A
P H TR A L 2 A VUK (Bertrand) 35 4 DL K B9 A A oy o5 68 760 452

XA FRIE Y 32 8 0T kAL 5 I A PE Y Topkis & # (Topkis. 1978) HIK /R 4 % 1l 5 %1 9k (Ml
grom & Roberts,1990a) ({4 #0 J1 (RF 58 5Tk . KR A% 2 185 001 2 1 ke LA RiG ) 32 50 A5 1l g
TR Ry Y BRI, ISR T LU B A 40 A O vA 4 th 2R IS i AN AT Y 5 4 . A R T AR — A
S5 R S/ M DU P 3L S I 2 () L B Jay v AR T Y e R U D) S gt A — 1 0 5 S A A 8 L 5 SR
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e ONITEET NN AT

()% AR ZF
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SEJT A T S T FANAT B 0 23 R b A 7R 0 7 il A ) A R ] T RS S R AE R . SE
ST S O WG 7 it AN A SN 2 5 52 0 B R UK R BE SRS (extreme skepticism) o £E3K J5 A]
TR A R AF S HL S 325 S 4 AR R OK R AS B IR IR T U R SR Y R — A Ty B sz Oy
HOA b 25 % R A5 B AT Bt 15 B S B R CunraveD o UL L 3207 255K 70 40 B R R W L X
ANGE FAGRR N P 55 1 45 7 Cunraveling result) . BT - KR A% 2 1 F0 % {1 %% (Mlilgrom & Roberts.,
1986a) 51 AT —ANHEAF A SE B M8 1 D0 AR IR A A, Foep, S8 07 HORR AR A FR 1 K A5 B BT B
RUFEAE— b SR L S0 A0 25 R 2 Fr A A G (5 B AR e i RS2 07 BB K ME R . 15 BBk
7 1 5 SCAZ A AT LS I 1 b 2 5% 2 75 R 6 15 L o (EL Bl 15 50K R BO™ F AR . KR 2 18 Y
R T2 52 e K L O 3 LSt R k)T Iz M T AR 2 S A T B B L 3 Y A DA
A i o of W A8 A Ak 1 W 55 B 8 4

(R)EEEIJER

& G 1 g 2 2 BTN iy 2 o 33E R AE 8 3 N R — 22 B (converge) , BB 2% ) JE BRURCSL, 75— &E
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FAF T WA AR ) o T H. A% 58 1 2 5 o BRS¢ 1 T A E AT B0 A () 19 3% L AT 5 T8 31 RS
~J (sophisticated learning) J& B o & 7% 1 [A] 8 . iy — By Be 2R 1945 45 2 X Ja — Br BE i SR 19 19 45 A 6
AVERT . e Je e A SR 2 2T I T LLSE 23 A 3 45 0 A v (9 459 4 05 S L AR 23 50 4 JR AT
U E bR . H Ut KR B A1 2 {1 9% (Miilgrom &. Roberts, 1991 #2 H T ¥ B Bt A 4 19 1 25 2 )
BERL, R A By o2 ) oy — E PR E M M od v . BT v, B3 I R A AEERS . — S R N (9L
B R 2, (O ) o0 AT —BEBHW 2, (O 2 — 2w . STk iR R h N e A R PR ME— 3R
W 2 o H A SRy NS S BB 5 SR ) ABE S 3 AT ) B D0 B E L AR A LR Y B e, (0 ) 53 Y 2 2 Cadap-
tive learning) —H(. 5 Z AL WERJE A w75 B G A5y v NS 9 ME S5O0 4 IS 7 BT e, (0))
5 RGBSR O SR IR L A5 G 2k 110 SR st B 5 3 I A 2 ST e BR T 24 oT J  B
FEORMG . L AR E W T 1 — NP AT 5 RG22~ 0 A T X e FE ORIRAR B AN B A
UE T 2R A Fy BTSSR A0 A 249 4 s O 0 3 IR 20X A e BT S IS R AR A — B OIS T
2 ) AR — A A BE A O 1 R Nk 88 2 o HEFR 5 o 00 SR A9 G A O L X R 1l v 1R R DL A
BT il B0 3L

o | 7= b 26 22 38 18 A 53 ik

20 el 70 AEAR POl ZH 2L RS 1 ST R B g 385 5 | 30 A R A Ok T 2 0 S R AL Tk A 2 — 8
M A AP AT SRR . 20 THH4E 80 AR AR, KRR B I 5 B R A VE ML T Q1P 18 30 WE B
ANKEFR IS AR K T 77 20 2 e Y — S A% 0 SRR A A 17 Ml 2 2 S 1 4 AE 4 i =2
Rz A5 Y 3 AR

Pl R — A E SR SO AR P . AR — BB A IR A2 7 (MeGee, 1958) 1)
TR AL T ME— A E ST AR IE B . E IS E M S s Z B v B T R
ZA AR W 2 KRBT . AR FH AR OIF R IR AT 3l I8 4 45035 # I & 23 i
HOMS Ty, SRS 5 25 & M s i 3 25 n B . ook, i At i ikl A
O ARF R 2 B g — 2D R 35 B WO 3 s B ) B B S B T A g . =
52 FC ) B SR S T ) 45035 2 AT RE SC s e S| s A TR IR SCERT T 4G . R, 2 A R AE IR SRR
S X107 SR AR T T 2 A0 SR R R A R R B DO R, TR A B R X A ST R A A B
FERONL , HOR IX S AR T TESE R AR R R T .

IR AG B U B A o T M L B R % (Mlilgrom, Robets, Kreps & Wilson, 1982) % 51 25 4
SEM AL T —ASB LA . MTTEAR BN X BR AR B T AR B R SRR R A — O B
is F T H VB BRI E A X — 7 H U RO OSSR A TR S AT TR
PEAE— B /NS R , B 350 5 & ] RE JE B ME Hl Girrationally . JE F1) W i K AL AT ) 5 35 & ).
TEMCAEBLT & 38 o AR A A S 52 AT o X T B 3R 2 g 1 R 57 Ctoughness) 1y 56 25, AT 5 Ak
TR AE AR A ) R B R TR E AL

TE5E SRR B AAAET o BR A E A BRVE Y HE T8 S « T8 7 E A Q00 2R R0 T8 o AR S5 1 . 62 7
AN R I BIR A A A% ERL Ay S8 2 BIR A A I AT A A5 5 R0 90 1 [) I O S 2 0 W A 0 N3 7 AR AR AT S W
{H 2 B 0 55 R ] A0 B 1) 5 36 A R AR AR 16 AH B FE 7 8 R e 3 A B Z A TE R BA
SR o BRIV AE HE AN R A UAE L B R RS B R A1 2k (Mlilgrom & Ro-
berts,1982a) 2 Jii 1 56 &5 B R B FE B A5 A X PR T LA BR P A Ol 28 41K 221K T 321 B i
AN BRIE . AT S AL FORETE E A 22 8] ) BR i 1 S A T 20T AR A R A X AR T Y 1R
GEAT R o MG BASKE BRI VETEHE A A HE 76 L35 1 28 B Gy AR SR A o fl il 7640 35 3 o IR
WM A5 1) T8 A 0 A A 33 AER T 45 5« 5 T 9 A 0 N 8 X 6 2 2R R 0 Al T A R R T AR R AR
WAIZAT LA SRR T BE 1L 1T e A R A

e b a3 E NN S — G B B A4 — S i an i i ) ) AR A 4 i BUR AR %
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A7 R A5 7 R JR A% B I B {1 Kk (Milgrom & Roberts, 1986b) M B A X FR 4 £ % 1% ) it
Jr M 1 & BRATRRE S o RIVE T 4 BEAT 4R A6 A AT AT RE R 10 ELR AR R T RE A A R A L R R AR
EEBEDERTEEREN M55,

IR T W55 547 Pk — ZR FI R R W 7 (1998 SCER W - 35035 P i L BRI 1P 5 A LD i ) 4 2 A
ARIFRAG BAIE AT 0 B B SRAT O o ORI B IR — O % ST iz FE A BN 0 B R
FREHERRAUCE T Bl 4 4RI (9 32 AR LAk L 15 1 7l 4 4R B 19 AR R F 5T T7 1)

X H il 2257 G BY 5T

KIRHE S W B 58 246 R )32 o A ST A5 IS AS X FR A B50 BIL 1 43 7 HE B0 28 55 B8 119 1 22 0 50 40
AT TR SRS M T AT SR AL A A o 2R A5 b i 4R P Y PR

(—)mWmigit

TP T 2S5 E B H A T H I &F FaE Al o (6, 1 24 2 A A8 [ g 3 H i 17 43 i
WL I H S B 2 2025 # BRI A & S 5 ST R 45 B 25 A 52 B i 4, B
AT B B IR . BRI Z A0 0 e B S A AR IR R 5 | A AR 52 ) A5 R I H I R AR B
A A R R S DD AN A LR A — 22 3 W H b ek R ARV W S i L AR T .
73 BTl A2 1 95 90 28 B9 L T 2 90 B ik AR AU 55 4 1T 37 0 40 T D RE T SR BRAR B B . T
B R — I AR 8 & T ANTE B B % 2 0 e iy K0 LAl

KR 2 A T S B0 A B 0 S S O T A AR B AR S TR . R R AR B I e R S R A
(Milgrom &. Hatfield.2005) FI] i % 42 3% B 3% (deferred acceptance algorithm) H ARG IE T 78 % J&
F“ AP (matching with contracts) I Qi1 fif 2 4k £ 5 1§ W8 VC FE [) R0, 3 B, DG 85 784 195 0] A%, 2
NZ B VE O R A T VLR #E . st oh o At T30 2 30 A2 8 DR L 4 5 8 8 — 4% (lattice, %% | —
TR R W e 45 , T Bl as v &% ML 7 (similar vacancy chain dynamics) tH7EFE . WL 3 F4 & A U
B2 — A S ATz Al T 3 DR IR B AR ML TR 42 07 L A e T LATRT AL IR AL 2 5 #1945 B s )L SE 3
Pl 3 A [ 19 2 55 38 W9 BRI SR KA o R IR A 20 B8 A AIF 8 BS0SR B 2t is Y A ) ) 5 A A4 8 2 1Y)
L) — T T B AR B BEE R ICES; — 2wt T E A R E E BT B E .

(=) I &

K IR AR 5 W0 2 SRR 1T 37 28 T b R B P AR T R DT AR . KRS B I R TR
#iH# (Milgrom, North & Weingast,1990) #4 gt T —4~ 5 I ZE AL, i B 1 1E =i B2 75 224 ] i 52 24
17 R % $2 131 (1) (repository) 4 F i, 22947 g ] LB 2 30 75 E ML . A48 7R 1 b it 22 )5 1
DR T oMl 92 A0 4 P A 9 A4 S 8l V5 R I AT 4 2 VR LA TR A ) IR R R E 2
A A TR H SV DT fioh ¢ A Y K A AR 510 o DK ZRAE B I S50 Oy 5 A sl I B A TR R A A
X — AN [NGE R BE VR 2 o5 OGS W AN JRVE 9 i — Bl Lok B A K (5 AR AR T LLMVE b 2 2] 9F
HIRVER] DI Z A0 53 3% S B R R A AT 240 . 3 A Bl B 26 0L B g rh A& S AL 1
B S 3 AT 5 (R PA T Al 2 1 — ol 43 S B 23 AR BE A B 1 5 AR e 1 3898 WO s fE 1] = 3 AR A
17 BIROCR 58 43 VA BT 1) 6 rh PRz pILA (i <7 v e #0855 JR)) 1 fiE

FE TR BE T K IR A% B 1 A T D% R AR BT RR (Milgrom, Greif & Weingast, 1994) fif iy 1 i
— 25 B TR S AT R P AR AR R A B T O AT S A . P T i L DO 22 PR IR L
K& 5 B NAE 2 8 N B Bl B W I WO B 2 TE AT ) A 2 KU TN DR I Y S
BEXSH NG = MR AR B . B, SR 16 15 B g N B9 BOa I8 8 WP 7 A T Y 5 B I
S TER AR R 5 )2 T b TG S X B 2 11 1) 75 5 L AR Has g a3 A R AN EE R ON B9 .
BLIE B S R 2R 25 B T NECE — A TN AR Y B2 5 T 28 24 3 5368 3 1 L B R R/ . Rt
AT NS LA 1 25 30 5836 5 B BT W0 B A A AT 1A R B BB AR R SR Sy i . BLIRSEiR
BEARITHASIEN FER ISR BE AN EN AR AN Z6E. WAER B . A

— 156 —




EERT - XARBFHENGREFERTHR

WO R AR A S 5EMIEH 7 X2 0 AAT 2 M E T B AT 2 BUE A 3 SF AT 23 5 A0 1Y
HRHI AT AT 2 25 0o RIS B IR S 4R 5T 1 40 LA B e W Rl 32 29 0 AT b i 2 AR L 2R LT
PR

K IR K X WAV 1 E I BE AR 2 LR A AR B T . A AT D T e R A S AL A 2 1 2
JEA B HEANRE 58 2 R B AT RGN T AN A ER 4 B G 7 — & EE A A S0 & i
PERT At A XA A BT 9 IR AE 9 BT[] < 6 A | 28 5% R0 BOIG BB AR A » PR HILAL 2 58 42
— M HA R POERE R IER B . I KR IRAE B I AE A Sy A LA 17 A 37 3 B AT TR

(=) &

FHH WAL 5y I B (no-trade theory) £ B 41 R 22 b # A AH A 1 56 50 45 /& (prior beliefs, —Ffilf
FAGTH AL 52 5 ShAL IR A A RNZSE Ty o B AT B8 52 5 2 R WLl 3t 1 fifp X2 165 4 44 e
S5 B I B A N FRPESE S o RLIG L A2 5 3 G SR UM At 5 R A2 2 A AC T W S A R I R
ST . WERAC G FHARRENSE 5y T 3RA] A 258 B 3 i 2% Sy WO AR B 7 A R 28 o AR AL
G B S AT HE R B AL AR B X B B AN AT W AE AN S 7 R IR A B R R A B T
HICEANY 2N TN 5 T3 P 038 5t #65 ) (Mlilgrom & Glosten,1985)— 3¢k} F ik [l R {1 T &
PR RS T IR 1 0L B8 A AR ML h AR AN (g F L ). Al AT T B 1 32 S 1 — N2 T 3 e A% E
T3 R 1 Bl AR A — A LA I Ry R it 1) S 32 A 25 il R - RV 28 5 3 LA R A SE 2 05 B i
TR TE 5 HE 58 5 #5585y W 22 52 52 40 2k o AR AT R 2 30 36 S A0 22 DA BRI AL X Dt AT Bl e 3 17 75 50O
58 oy WY AR FANE & T yRAMI R o X ANE B AN XS BR Y 3h 25 58 B BB TR A0 20 T 4 il T 3 b ) Ak OB
AL » B8 A T 37 i W 4 A BT 5 40 s ) IR R 2 —

20 4l 60 AEANTF IR o B 52 58 5 T R 58 iy kL — A AN W 498 A0 3 88 455 2 10 i, 7 02 K R A% 0 0
A B W R % (Milgrom, Bresnahan & Paul,1992) 4% H4 5 0] : 38 5 & i Pl 4 K2 35 U Sk iF
7528 5 T 9 52 B 7= H (the real output of stock exchanges) iV HE 5 7 KIRASE P W SER HE T — AN
B AR b 52 By 5 G WO 2wl AE R RN BE B IR SR AR R AR AT TN A (B 9 4E B R Ak B
TEASCHE DR SR B B IIELAS BT AN 2 AR A (815 R, 3 K i se 5 i R B 1 B TS B A OF R
AL T B R

(W) FEhgiFF

KR ¥ 2 15 B AR (Milgrom & Oster, 1987) ¥4, T “ B JE AR 147 (invisibility hypothesis) , #F
GE T 978N T kB . Al ATTEE L 5 IR DA ) VAR 0BT R 32k D AR BRRAE T i B A PR Dy B
1R FE A SR AL 25 b AT TRE 4 = LR 44 BE A THIR . R F2 X AR AT O AR AT DA ol 2 vl i ) H S5 B0 3
PR G A EAIG B AT A S MTE R AL AR F A E RN B ETE M. 248585, 5
IR AEZE AN GEA E B0 Wb s Ak 1 55 3l ) T 7w B R e R

T WL 5 455 R o ) S S 0 T o AR R | A5 38 T A AR R 5%/ DG TG ASE AU K S0 D A R 55 Bl ) T
Yl . ZEK (Shimer,2005) f# B 1 H 3 AL b5 HE A9 052 78 — S I AR — Bz % HL = M A (Diamond-
Mortensen-Pissarides Model, f&j #k DMP Model) H (13X 4~ 0] @1 , A A A E ) DMP B8 s 5] & 4l i
Gy A8 b T B0 e 2 08 A e A SR BR E 4 9Rl o AEL R Bl L T 3 9 9O 97 3l ) i 3 i AR BT
U A TR B  3XfH A5R RS 76 5 A olk /9 38R I i o8 B 4, 51 80T % BTt i 24 W) R A
ZEREAR T Aol i SR B A9 BN » X A S R B L ] AR R Z k7 . BUAR & d R BA B K 55
J1 AV 55 3 3 T i P sh R e A B . K JR AR B8 5 R (Mlilgrom & Hall, 2008) #F 5% & B »
b i DMP B8 o (8 355 3 40 HE B2 3 A I 3 0S8 A TR FIAL . SRS S5 F 0L et SRS 5
RS | A R VR PAIBIER SN L SR T R o S (1| S 1 e e R P N D B A
TR e SRR T I ) R R R R T AN S A b R ) A Ak 2 T HRRT R L TRIRE L R 3 T Y R
W EIR T AR L A PRI L 1R Y i 28 45 SR ok T 2 5 385 B IR 1R ) ) AR JRUAS T AS o FE 4 AT
A1 A0 1 Sl L o A B8 2 b ) ) A B R SRR R OR [ T 3, o W AR R S — A I . oA
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AT BE A £ R YR U A 324 TR SRR A 2 BT R T N ) BRI ER 1] © X SR Ut 1 ) 48 B A O
PEAG T ABAT AT B X A Y DR R B L B U, B IS SR IR A RS . X 45 R BRI A R
Fl b g 3 ROR AR B AR ZS B WS T RE RE AR Ay E A R . A AT HE SRR L T k2 W T AR R
i Je% 1) PR ) B BRI — AV TR SR R KA B R R R W S 3 3 A A R 5 Bl 48 T AR I —
AN BT DTRK

(R)&FEFIE

22T 2E T B RS A B 5 VR TR AR AN AE AR o2 W Y 48 U A B AR A0 B AT Sy 3 R il ke SR R 3 A
W A% o 50 LB A5 43 T Bl R 43 B 40 4685 1740 (0 4 RS0 G 107 % R SR RIAEE 25 1% o s F 5
Tl ity AT 55 BN ZZ (] A b ) R85 55 B S 4 A 1 2 4 A 1 A A O DG TG R 9 A vk L
T X5 BB R 45 o e i DL A — B L 285 4 T R AR I R T A e S0 R % 2R R 1Y B eR BOE B X
oy 7 12 3 AT U AR AT M B B T 22 A1 B 2 Bk 7 I A A G e G A . oK A% 2 B RV A% 2K
(Milgrom & Segal,2002) 12 FH# A9 BCHE 5 Bk B8 1 (— A28 B34 i 48 X 07 55 — A28 B 51 A
PR w3 A b UE W] T 55 4 R B 2 DG 1 i AT DUAR 25 5 2 Ak o H I O 125 A 28 U 0F 9 43
BT . BUAEIZ S T T SRR SR LR A A AT . B L AR S A T A B TR & B AR R
14 R B AR 15 55 A AR B X3 > [ B B8 P B AS A3 BT I P BT . TR 3 O VR AT JE R T 2 4
Ur 2 E BRI 4 2 O A A A i R ) ME AR AR B L B 9% R R R T A0 4% 18 3 (Cenvelope theo-
rem) S H B SO ARG T T 2 EEEEAUTP I L 2 ZE RS2 45 18 (Condorcet’s voting paradox) Fift 23
SUTEE L L BTk N

75 T T
FEAE I 5 B K 0 TR 2 SR AR O 1Y) T % 0 LA R R JEE TR 02 T VG 5 oK ZR A 20 B8 T ) P b 9 i T
BN X BRI AL 1 7 Ak 2 28 B o AU Y BF 5 5 X S8 BIF 5T U0 9 41 S DR L IR R B AT
S CH NS T BT R RS . KRR B IS T B R B AT ST ORI T AT
Xf 22 T FEARBIEAT g 0 BAR L s T A0 22 U i i AT AL A A TR 20 DAL O R B Al R ) R AT 5
Hiz M1 52 bR 915 2 58 70 Bk
KR 2 b die 25 44 R B L5 W g B0 32 B A At R S S L BT A 7 BRI o (A 1R X 4 S B
O T B TTIR . oK RS B IS BB 1R 2 AR S U5 A A RO AR e T IR P IR A =
D23 20 4R I JO 2 A o IR JC AR G B MR ) 0 A 2 A 0 S o T S B LR S B B e B
BEAHASE . ORIKAR B IS 4T — AUH B A A MR ST T AUER N B9 S VE B I R BN
S DU A5 A8 (8 N AE AL B L I 9T e B2 46 NN 22 4EAT: 55 109 S5 A B 07 58 Ry 3 285 1 2 1 8Dl B
W] K IRHE 2 W2 J P f TR 8 0 T T 775 Ml 2 2R B L 8 1 Py s 2 L H 2 B | TROUE 4 il T 37 %
WFFE U P 1 ) 22— Fo 3 B Dy 3k 6 ) R - B A R I TR TR 20 LA . e Ah K IR AR B
OB T AL T R AT A RE R o O 8 S O SR SRR L TR T AR L R S O A s A
— B 28 KR 2 AT SN TS OB . TR I oK M B R 5 A T S B A T A BIE Y U B A T G S
LS 3 A HE SR L I B S s T B .
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of information asymmetry and incentive mechanism, Milgrom creatively expanded various research fields such as auc-
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