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olg AT 4 Q= WAUZo| Hm, 7199 o]e} F
£ Sdo] Hi Aol

olZJgt W-8-2 Porter?] 7HA2oA fiE Zlolw, oo 7|9kt o]EA IA=
209 Bt AAI Hofoll A W =g doAYT, Porterd] 7HS #BEHE 4
QL HEHLe T 7R & gliEy o] & iyt 2249 (organization failure)o]t},
ol&= 719 W AEH|HA (information asymmetries)} EFHT Aujtx [
dzflo] FAE B8l AR Yebd 4= 9l AT AN Y 22 o9
3ol et A A (private information)3)E APAC]S(o]: HUL) 55 915
FEE 7ol e Ao, sid mHoA 3 Al o9t 22 el
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uSZ
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(Pareto Improvement)99o] o]|2%=2 & 4= Qlt}= AHo|th(André et al, 2009).
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