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Mergers vs. Tender Offers in
Corporate Control Contests
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(reserve price)o] V1§ 2] o4& A9 w& %1 Zojuh vkl 2779 7ol «bo] & Arisid i)
WAzt Aol v 2 Erbd, AU ] o]5e) ziv]o whAigle] vl Frg e ANl e el A &
FAE A "ok A art 2l ol i sle) wholA kg alstis 7] a9
ko] WA ARG W AU A o] 58 pH iz vl 271 ZIEIY o] 9147} Wb A
frh o] =AM LEHT = E e o9 AELS PGk A vHe] A it o
) A BRI AP A Aol BRI F50 NUedS EohAld 5 ek Aol

Hu A8 5o R ARHC 245 42, £Hay B25E(preemptive bidding) ol
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¥ HEHE W3 (market for corporate control) & M & of& G aEo] 7Ide] #49&

A = Qe HElE #FuEy] Y] At A Fe s vk A 19834 shaf Eoke]
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Bha1 ek ol e F kX Qo] ZhA Aol BAo

o= st HAE = vl 571 9
AU A o] Fofl me} 14y o] Mulo] delxivi: RS oujgich Fobx 5w 9y
d o7 g 542& 7k o o dsel M oleld 2 d Q) xpol Hr ki )
UHaay ool 712t FRH7IHE AFFOEN N2 O E AHA oSS BRA T = v
F7idEel 2§k 24 gl o] Mely) f1e] whE ZEgvlgat hEr1g e S22l tlske] 4
el Wiz} gk}

of mEol e i QlpAlwol ek B3E7 A zbe] &Flo) A e BA s ),
olAL BHVY Al ofal MAE AU FH U REEED GRS
(bargaining power) o] zt Q1w o] Mol v x]= o gof) th gt £ olct S FH Ao ¢
ofM HR7IY AE e BEEVIAY dA Frinde Ao WArtE S 722 4y
HAE sha, Tl e 2o WAZMARY e ¢ Aol thal A & i (resistance)
sk €,

vprleto g wfe7|de] HEBARMC] F A9, HZ2o AUA #H w570 o &
i B8 (preemptive bidding) ©f & &l thal] 248 sl ok, vi5710] 2hm 5
L S A=) flEi e BRI e A R 2AE] & 5 A} v & (lawyer cost), &
Folzk 5ol vl &o] HWRBARMHOLE A=, HAZoZE ole)d v & Ags] =
U ooleidt A g Ro] 2 A9, Hxe AlvA 2l e tE s A A
v AAEH] AHA B E7HE AAE S
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7h ol mhE RV vl 71 o] 2o wisle] i (source) ol theh A& g &hst

o] 7k o] Fol 3l A glvk thE A AEA e, g Fohol ol A vl 7] go) BHE 7)Y
doz A g 3 T (methods of payment)o] t}er}hi=g|

Aotato] 1o w49

(stock exchange)& &3} o F oA 1, F/lvl = BHAe 0w ol Folzivke Mol A &y 2}
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W oAteloll EAlshe Adolsh Aol sl M iz M-S SlFA] Febar dvh ohi, v)sse) HE
1ol A Agel thaf 2o FEAel Aves Eivd Aol EwIRE

(abnorman return)¥o] F/u|5& % Q14 B} §HH S 53 QoA nr} wuhs o
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z ol 7o 2 Berkovitch®} Khannal[1988], Nyborg[1989], ¥ ZAA[1991] % )
ARZe FEHOF AYolEF B4 o] &sta] 7zt dfuwyle] i B VA y 471

o] =)o) thalt EA G 3t et o] m=RANME S FHEIH] IS w1 A
o A2tol 9] W4 ¥4 A9} (Nash bargaining game) 02 E213} 31, F/io) 421 23E7]%]9)
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2.1 Berkovitch2} Khanna| &3+
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U A o] 5ol Zx7IelA A5t ¢l ks 7hY sl A ek glvh e, 3 T
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BKel 238 w5714 f A RA] o] 5o 4405 (common knowledge) ©] 31 &L= % ¥}
524 1% # (complete information) gl 43S 714 ahal ¥418 Ala)abar vk olofl ula}
FEEFB (information asymmetry) “J8stoll A #.69 1F# (private information) 2] & ¥}ol] o

A 4e o F4 Raha Aok
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7vE ARl w5l AR Fif(efficiency level) & w7191 9] #8918 # (pri-
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m. 71&714

3.1 % 3|5 B (motivation)dl| 238t J1H

el A5 dd oabd AF Al VIl ae & el AU Gt sk
Adela, ZR7143 w719 Bl tste] o] Kol H& Aejolu). (Bradely, Densai ¥
Kim[1987], Dodd % Ruback[1977]) ol R-& 711147} iit &Y f@iik(social welfare) & %
77 AU A st dEolgte Ag vtk of mEAA L oleiet 7hg g P EEke] v
T719E A AG Al o) HEEH R S Y Fia7IYY A3HE Fusiy
A v &80 EM A LE Fete AjUA] o] 58 A 4 i v gl o v @
S BERVIGA i1 ALY 4 2, vy Aol a8 Aw, ar

weol ZA, Aile 59 213 Agd wet o) Frigeitt 2 ga A s 9o vpg e
71&2 Aol M AMHE i FE 71l e 7Y FolA AW A] B# (synergy hypothesis)

g A FE FEebe e vhA ol il mikag o] st &g w4
7193 ZR71e A9 A7t d3E St MEHQ datstdlA A54E Folste Aol
olf F w2 miride]l HxvIel AWl ¢352<1 B¢ (friendly bidder)ell AHg-%
t} o] =8 M e A4S WS 374 28 (Nash baragaining model) & 2 &8 31&}o] &
sAth Tl e Wi ETIgdel &

o) 4 Mea AT oW E Aelsht Aol 7 FREL £AH o|ard el ola)A
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Eolle) HAEFES APH 0 AEse] TEAY

F42 W=s A, eRE ARE 4 Uck oA ANF T BE/IY ] B Aol A oy

A9l v 47] %) (hostile bidder) o] AH&-8tiz Ftolrth o] oA T/ aE i o
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3.2.2 %@ 2| Hufir(bargaining position)

e 1) A B A9 Atelel @abel elato] o] #o] Atz wile] ¥

Aul s BRG] FRENA AP0 05 E AdFrhe Foltk wANFE 7 1y

wAHE = F % (atomic shareholders)o] Fol7 @ HE F&al7u 7|55t S8hay) A

] A%} (baragining position) & 7}Al= wrdel, §HS B 7Yl BG4} vh 5714 <]

1743 DYl M #HE 2 9 (counteroffer) & A[A| & 4= Qlck, o] & g Ado] Fohul 5o n)

sto] ZIE7Iol ) Wk ARIT FAE X918 A FHTHE 2S o)n) Boh,

3.2.3 B 9$ (competition)
TN A2 544 L o] FriH o2 o] Foix] 7] w ol W F71Y 7o 1 EE
4 (bidding competition) & F%&u, L 1 HHo] AR OR o]FoIRnE T F

AL ol o)1) oizr},

fr

3.2.4 #&E2| i (manager's resistance)
SNl FAll] HG b FolR et o) AR Zbd ool Al o] S A 3] A)
Z 4 Qe Bsees & FANSHAL, 3P Al ol &= 5 G4E (vote right) & 3 A}E)

3.2.5 &%k (information )

A rEE BRI FEEe] e Aux &3l diste] gLt (incom-
plete information) & 7}=] 1 1o}, 3y o] 7 9o = o] o) Bx71ge] AAdA
7w Erid el AldA] Zabell el 5 £4f R (complete ionformation) & zHAl ®ol AHFT

oA W E71gie] AR o] Bo] s dHTE A 2o ARA FA A9} B
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3307, SHY Y FFe 2Rt 8o

FrE, 28 5719 Adabe 25 A9 mEmikit
(profit maximazation) & 33X =2 sta1 15742 4 (coalition) 2 H715abcha 714 81 4},

Tl 2E A (player) 52 G LR (risk neutral) o] L HXRFE AV, e S ZR)8H1

SH7IYE 24bd 4 IrAEREES VA o webd BEvIdel 388 Mg id
#hE = (atomic shareholders)oletil 7}g&eh F, o]52 Folxl Qo] fdhaiito] 313t

Aol oA kA (coalition) & Fate] Hby oz AAYsIE o] olye}, zH7] =g A<l

AL AR S dHA Erh B3I M FRELS A5 AeARE AYs v FAL W
o] A3l AR Foru g FAE grrAdF o] e Ayt J&s vlA X gevin
71l Ear 14 B2 7|drtx)ol] )3} [E— & 7)o (homogenous expectation) & 7} 1 glu}

1 b deh o)A haA el Fetel v AYstit] FrEol YEAAL HA D Arkiz
N s

AFAEE BT WF FRI| AAE @i PPk A AL K190l 40 vl

1) 171 At HR71]1e 45 afsta dA g, %E_”l‘%} Ao Ak HAEVS ] ol el
Rtk 2] oS Fulgele W (A E 5 el FF0E FAlskr] eld v aAels V)-8
Auvp ste el §HE LS e E & rke o] golvh 6“1 HH719 A A 4 Aol 30%0]
dolw T SE Ft BRIl 4w Mol Brbsatel (Weston[1979]) ©] =80l 3= 9] 9} f?"'ﬁl g

ckR ol Ho = A 9|}

pa

5) 7] A WA AS o) ko] BA1E & At
=719 2 At 76’9’1'*‘4—0* A% DRt ay dA He, & 498 48 B3 el g Yebn sla, 28
714 e] ARG A Wotehiz whel AT AyvbAE Tela stz Z2H7199 A #hrh 271 el =28 a9y
et Ao, X2 D2 F4 A F WA A RE v o] HA1E & U
R=T+aY
@ta=1/a
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3.4 B3e| J|ERx

B 7)del sk 71 2l @ A & (market for corporate control)ol] 27§ ¢] #FAZ o 7)
o) At 7R 471 1S H3E 710l tl 3 Hxe Ay waviqele} st
71 25 A A A oieridelet stk 2 vl =71 EiEvidel JAFE Fate 4]

“

M vl 471500] sl s ol Al 21719 33507 i s et 919
Ao A i uiel o] BT WYY Fole Ao BAE Bk F, 4 A5
= 7)) folo] E7hshn ol Rv1g)e] ol e 7

i
87199 Foe agch ZE, oo Bulle vharigie] of| adwE AdE skt
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3 AR ol=e 2ol #A) A% vaste] BobA ) Tk oW A4 E
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o,
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Auavte] AEiow A% GFe AANY fel RE Aol A WS AT

2 Abgacha Phgskan, A 2ol o) Ae¥E HEe $Usiga dea
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SEZIG g Hzel AUA 2E7Y 12 F2 GG vig] AR o] B8 Aaker
AL B X 7)Y Freidentity) oF vl 327191 29] & tha A #.4y A X (private
information) & &#3ta vk BN 471 25 47 19 ol e Qle), =%
712l EAol g ARV e 2AE Bate] Ziv)dol ek H7 v & d4sin
Aol st Ak, HBIF FoiAA) oW Hiivigel EAle mav) o) ¢ v A
olo] ZE71HS] &l o3 1 IEEH (information asymmetry) & v F=71¢) 10] A&

A e S AlmskeE FilE AFsich (E 1D 2t F4|(player) ol e

ox

E D
571 1 ) =71 2 231719 Snp—
By THEHR LAYy .09 HH
FEidE | OER7IGe A O ke
(ex ante) ¢ p,R 51 pst REES
@A 2] 0] Sw R
@7y 29 &=
ZH
AR | QAR 0l S DAY z] 0] S, Dol 1,29 &4,
@ 5714 29 Y
#Aelnl &
3 W vi,p,R
Z 71l st Al A a3 HERE EEs vy 12 g8 28 FrbR] ol
Foll g HdElstA duk stue AR wEHA g w7 g B Ao

o vl ool oa) A WaE e el

oleigt A el Age Mo h5v1g 19 Aol ola) Aasc) w471 10] &
WS AU, 2E719e ARG w5719 10] FAl7h HE @aglel AR,
ol 2%, h4718) 2% Aol BbekA A Bk HF71%) 10] BN e, w47

A1 7l 27F A BV FrE dulcle] He dedll ek vk B
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2 #ff (equalibrium) &

Vgl e e Aol wolvl e el v 307
g 1@ e Ad e s vER solr)
TN AR 71 &9 HE W71 271 —Zr%%g;aq}r
1 e
| & v
g @ Bl ae] setey A7
o) =271 1 —
7] 3y
| |
ELEE L stel Al el de
e+ Al WA SRS
| 1
£ o] S# ol
A&z} W71 1
W7 1,2 E2X71Y B9
Al
2%71Y FFE
Aot e A Al Ao v TR e F dhE wjed e
Aestar, 5 st A 5 shunte] T FAl vl B9, BRI it 3 H
B wZo] & W FUIdEY FAE st Aol R A st v g g4 )
g kol o3| o] Fojxlm g uf4=7]] 12] §E A 27} Al Fol] = E A ok 279l uj
TE7F e AR o) 2t A E F5E0 FEgeEM AdL FaHY of

=23 T o] e 4718 19)
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V. F7Wul<=(tender offer)

1 Bl 2™

o] m&olA Ml A= A e e 22 538 7HR 5 ok

@ Aol ARV gHHe R ek

@ the W71 el HAE s8] e, HR7IAS vl Ekr) Hell 47 Bk ol
v == & 7] (open) = o] Qlojol gt

@ 571gel el AR kel £Yol hsdha, FE/Y FFE nel B o)
FA Solow 7R P4 A BTG 4 vk,
oleld sl AN SE 4TSl EABWE Foked shtel W47 o] e

W 7} 2] 2F- 2 3 7Fe] o] 715 e J 2wl ol (English auction) 7} ®l th
A0l == EEFRHE (free riding) F A (Grossman & Hart[1980]) & w41 7) =4, o] =
o] 5 o8 5ra® BRI ARE (diffusely held equity structure) & 717
AAFFEo] 1 Fo] 7Id7EA 7 AAj e v 7| g o] SrbR T Avtar 7]
218 Alg BFstE Ao] HALEAE (dominant strategy) S E A ThE Aolth
BE 2o F4H+F(atomic shareholders) o] Q14 9] 7147Fx]oll thate] F<d st 7|h
g 7N A9E, ZidiE e 9 7197 E T B S7HE A A sk dRe e
AajstA "ok o3 TS EAE A e WMoz AAE o] MfE{t(dilution) 9
B9 # (two tier offer)o]tt. 32 8(Grossman & Hart[1980]) & 71 ¢l % %1E (char-

ter amendment)ojut, Wl Gl Al 22XV AAS Ayt 7pA o E vzt 3 g

ot

& F3te AW e A @ FHER VHAE BaAYe dEelth ojdte
(Bradley, Desai & Kim[1988]) = w7190l Hi71del F4 9 428 et
(first —tier price)22 Fsla, A4 Fo] Urix] RES ot 3 714 (second —tier
price) 2.2 vi]3tZthe QW E A ASheE Folth 8 F7hA] S olEFH R YT
Wil o]5 F7HA e JEA A5 (collective action) o] E7Hest Hiv|de] F5

Eo A HA5E9 93 vk (prisoner’s dilemma)ol] E&&A4 stm a2 Tzt A2 & 2 E
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= holth A= g a7t dEatyl e E o 22 23S THEEtojof Pk

P.>> D (4—-1)
p=&x) 2| Wi 437} (front end loaded price)

p.=%14 32| F=2] 2] 7|t} 7}x] (back end loaded price)

9o} Frba) e Q14 o) el AU IAE HaA) o] R M= B
A3 £AE H9s7] A st olve s} Hsd 4L MEEAT A4 Feo
Zale) A rbaE B FAe @n A% 7HA ool2kn 4By g, BEY
o) 775 HAlo] FrhuT) £ vE oA )8 setaA el

= olgrgde] BE 7)Y tid Hoo A v, voe 2 Wl 7)1 9] AA A B (private infor-

rr

Z

ps

&

.fl

o]

mation) o]t} w71 29 vl =71 1] v, voll I3 BEE S5+ ME S0l T &
2 FE u=2c, Exsf P 28224 (common knowledge)o)al, th& ¢ —#445 (uni-

form distribution) & o2&t 714 3=},

fu

fv)=1, 0<vi<1 A 714 i=1,2 (4—-2)

o

2R%el AU o]5e Az BAT W51 10] o AN BEHW, b
@A 419 27) Bob el Felgeh wl471e) 2k N9 10] s FAv L
AR, 2AE Foke] BEIIYe] e A HEA(v)E B FY Fe Pk,
4719 2t BhAAel gelsht o] Fol NS AFHEE, W79 19 27}
Aalel BEII0 e BIAHRIE G35 i @ G B o] FelshAl Hek E9,
2g7)9le] 27k olul Aol w2 Fol 22 4719 27 ZEIAS D] Al
e gohel kel 7hs sl

4.2 BIloj 2&e| A

2

i

2]+ 7Zul (English auction)ollA¢] HACEkEE (dominant strategy) 377} A4l 9



310 & EBWR

Frirpalel o) & w7t B7bE Al ete Aolth (Milgrom & Weber[1982]) whehA, - vl
5k FHzo] vl sbE A

F71de] Ao g Qg HF e 7be minlv, v.) 7 Hob R

©

shiz w4719 12 00 A FEohE A4 ek Aol Zlth 5ol Ao shehe 2 ) 57]¢]
12 3 0o] Az 5572 AA R of wl, 95718) 19 B2 5710 ARjel A H7AS

0
02k shel, NN BE N1 19 S e g,

Hll(vly Vz):V1_min(V;_, Vz) (4__3)

ViEve EXE el 88 W)

WE7)Y 1€ vel B REL o BEe $u ona iy 19 Mgl
b33} o] & 4 Yk

E[IT (v))] = F(v)iv,—E[ V.| V.<v, }H+ (1 -F(v))) x0®

Vi
- Vl{V1—_2“}

5 {(4—4)

2

5.1 gdel ad

gAlels 1 Aol Agel FAHOR mERA Ron, BE/Y AA o5g
HzE $e 4719e OE A H HErI QST AL P Aske] FoA e
G FE S QSR AU 4902 Eth

A A BE7IF9] 7HH ) th§ RE B (reserve price) RS A& ot

b
flr

) w2719 13 =719 29] Al A o] Kol ¢oid, si7l]) 1o] vi=v,o| st e g Biv|ge] FHE A5

») frha 7bd ek, 7t o) 271 Il elo] Hel Aol a4k Aol el @b 7hy ok




Nej1sg o aye] B st ge) w311

at Sk WA A Ry 530719749 el 3 459 (bargaining power) pe= 71904 A%
of :=Z % o] A M (common knowledge) ol i, B2tz Wa7id@te] #del o] RE
NEo g FEoRg AR REY 22 5z n g AAste BE JIFAIRE AR
ok, RS AY A A4lo] Yrists HH7idel 7Hx e X719 A9 de FAE 3 #69
Fl 2 (private benefit) 9] &o]t},

9lefe] wlv|gdel EHR7IAY APA A wHFeHE AASHH GzF Alelo]
(bargaining)o] 7HAEh garel AlzE7] doll w72l #By {F#(private infor-
mation) %] w2714 ] AW A o] Ho] AH g Fite FR7IYe] AR AA Leizlt
71ge BER7|gel Adas ol #d e Ju7E MRAA dH A sELiEH (com-
plete information) 3toll A # A1 Y (cooperative game)<l W43 44 (Nash bargaining
game)o] AlztETh o714, ALl vl FEY AHE T AdE-&K#E
(pareto optimality)-& A&t AlekS A4S = & 2Jujolu}

B nyoe A M5rIdES FiH7IHY BRAA #F 57 AAsEL
o] Aol AREE Fx7|IHe] JAFE X718t Al ojesl7] wjEo BxE 7} FF#
£ A MeENdEe] W rshe FA Had £ 2le 7188 /bR Edoh dukaid o
ole] mlF=71go) Ex7IHel 3t AFelng FHA thE B FTIdEC] Al &8
37 delle B/ A2 & A ES] EAdd s e 227 gEolrh o
2t 7] gel S B HE7IEe ¢
#7189 A9 REoh 2 AU Z|ug s 438 & e 2E dF
Fargint, Fgzel os) g vred s 559 FEE 53

s ARk, R 3R 4710l olste] Gelw Ang 4 wobElvin 7
2

=i

-
it
5]
>
AJ?L
0
gt
fo
u
o, o
ol
o
£
o
3
g+
=
=2
2
;‘D

£

gt

Qapare AAAA T e FhA oz v 7o) Bol sk 2 (lock —up)5-2] Akl 7}
Seb A4gelE oln @rLT AE N AT Al olahw 2elel Ago] th 3 w5 el

23S 2y3ts= AL AMAST goeng 99 A 1Esicl. (Comment & Jarrel

7) e AFAT Ao An %si' ‘{J o] Zedzlol olaf e rodHe e Zx7IHe 25 9
A w redatheE AL 230 ok (Dodd[19801)



o 714 At AdyE FARH w3t #i(solution) = W4 8 4414 (Nash bargaining
game) 9] sfolvh W JEE[1950, 1953]¢ i (equalibrium)-& §/do] Hsf 3t 4 $-of
7 gk o] g A BN (payoff) ¥ kel vhgol A FaatEe wE A AAdon A
7Fs s A8 srAd(payoff allocation) o] {&oll 2lsiA AA T W47t A A eb= @A

T8 Wt ¥ (Nash equilibrim) &} 7ol 27 3te] o3 A17b4] A (axiom) & W
2 3

2 &+ &) (unique solution) o]t} ®

o 71M = 7] B3RV A A Abol o] § 445 ¥ (baragaining power) o] #Fol & vt
Fatad, f1o) vzl Fel ol #Eitel A 7E BN AHRES] #(Asymmetric Nash
bargaining solution) & o] &3t} (Kalai[1977])

Hodol A E ol W F7hE ob 'l &Aool of

Yol AP Are TEYY AGD 2 FA AL HpE Fotol TG FAol o3t

i
o
e
0
u
Lm
9
9

& 0ola, B

Aol A7 RE B8t Hlnx o] A my ol fi—f#k(disagreement point or
threat point)¥-2 0%} Rojt}, A xH2 Falo] Adiste 4o vh7da 1719l

=]
=3
o] 5 (payoff) & Yehl =, ddiA o & BURAHS e Fdas diHes 2

8) AAVHRA] ¥y = v g
1. Individual rationality
3o dle @dol o] FoA XA & F Rk o Fahuol A Mo}l & o) 5 & Al gshedof gl
2. Feasibility
el sl b dele] Y oA Husofof )
3. Independence of utility function scale
Bgel s GAAE EEFFE FY5E 2AARE Fasto
4. Pareto optimality
A3 sle AHE HH Y& vhEsteo} g
5. Independence of irrelevant alternatives
el 7k oW Frele] HFFA Helmd 1 FA shrb o g Rge R el s el ojol gt
=
6. Symmetry
= @dael g44e] Y X H(threat point)o] @& A2, @3 104 nol £8& 3 § 4% 200 A n.9l
26 T A4l vt 2AsE, B4R 1914 n9) B8 T3 A 20 n &S T A B4
a7} € ek,
Pl EabvIdel Ao asbe] Qi & o ddlelel old) B3I A Ate) WAV RS S
F714 9 g T 4 U

QO
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I
!
oA

o5 el AU A Ol v, 8,8 B /1g0] Bkt 2Rl T, 5,5 vl47] o] Hups

= e Role} shah b5 el 43S So) o Sk kg ek

el Fdels v 7bA Fel s et S9] f3 Yi(element)o] 1, o] #i= oo

wb 7+ vt A W fE(product) N& Hof 8}sh= Aot (Kalai[1977])
N(s., s) = (s,—R)?" ()" 1/2<p<1 (5—2)
p7t 55 Bx7Ie] A9 E ¥ d@A45HS A A Ak prh 1 /280 Ak AL

719 A4 =] fdsdol il Anke 2 9n 3 10

W 1 & 48l (Nash bargaining solution) 3= N(s,, s,)& #Hdl3}8}:= (s.*, s.*) oo},

(s.*—R)* (8,*)'" = argmax (s,—R)? (s,)!" (5—3)

(sm. shl€S

(5-3)& W=ste (s 8% 8 38td thg-2 2o}

::S (8m 85) = p(s.*~R)*! (v—5,)"" — (1-p)(s.*—R)"(v—s.%) " =0 (5—4)
CSN (s, 8) = —p(v—s*—R)*"" (%) "+ (1-p){v—s*=R)?(s*) 7" = 0 (5—5)

9l el Ao A
=p-vt+(1-p)R
= (1-p)(v—=R), 1/2<p<1 (5—6)
webd, 5271 deAel WAz Ry 23719 A9z 45 prt FolHe o, v,9

MU oSS Aitste Wil 1o] $HE Bild BRVIYE A g 9 MmL(v,)

10) W710] BEADS 5aA Boss 2 He AU o5 & HENG) 2RE SRS 5
g abebel wf @ FoI Aol ol 4910l MARHOR o) §H U A5 E Falol A49lo] AR A o8 AbY A
ol @K 2ol AntHolB R 7191215 Al e Aol anz} A% (seller's market) & %4 sted % &)
Aol AR A7k 71540 vkl & WSS B Ga) Bk
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o g p

M.(v,) = (1—-p)(v,i—R), 0<v,<1,1/2<p<1 (5—7)

V. $7b4 Qe uw

6.1 7|22 & (benchmark model)

6.1.1 ¥97% S-#7(equilibrium analysis)

A7 e el FAE EUE 571 19 d& Ak disir] dotr A o] REolA e
FEBARMAC S8R &, Vg AR vl el ol ¢ it (resistance) o] &
AetA e B-olth ofef o £42 2E T (player) &0l stuhe] Hebvhe delste
¥ERREX (pure strategy) & AHE3LIL 7|t -& Hoslebe Hekg FArgthar vhg sk of

¥ FolA subg uie}

719 12 N8 S5 587

1A'
1o
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o
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rt
r (o

i
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.

2
ol
1>
(o
3
~N
)
)
0,
(e
o
i
QOjt
ki)
i
g o
~N
=
2
=
il
k3
=
QO
o
e
2
4
N
i
0o
rl

o)
Foluz 3 YIS E

2 g RG] daE wrbsstd, Tl ol Fosid g e
g ws F dong FosA gt S FH AT e A2 A& Tt
W] 4= lo} B4 7 A9l §4s 2 (bargaining power) peF W1 E 712 R
A+ Zju)do g RRq7IY FF5olA A asteok
abM, AW F7Id 278 EASEAL, pok Ro] Folg & ul, w719 1ol & 1w
4%

& A% A9 AUR oS 4% v.ol upet webx A "ok,

X
i

o £

o

o)‘

b

Lt
o
o{.
_&
i
Ay
)
L
4t
Lo
w©
04.,
-z
Ar
o

A=

ok

-

ol
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HH 1
a7l 27 EAsta, Aol ¥ 45 ¥ (bargaining power) pot WA7bH Rol
pH2R<1E HEF W, 5§ DHats AlUA o5 5 vt vl &3}
e(0,v)old, M71d 12 BN FE St 53719 S 148
vie(v,vi)old, eh71 12 A e Tote] B471d8 d+drt
viE (v, 1)old, 7] 18 FAMGE St BHV|Y& Qe

& v,e(0,1), v,vte(0,1), v <v',pe(1/21), Re[0,1]

H A 1o] AJAlabe upel] v A BB A (R85 ad 13R)

AU A ol So] volael W4Tl ke AUR o5 Hie] TAFYNA o2 2go|
Sol% B78m, FANFE Bl BEY) A58 Awdts olfE BEAY BIA
ol WH7H4 R2 218 Zolh AL o) 5ol Rolstal h571d & 4(5-DolA 57t 45

A 7] W FUALS B 2EI1Ae A47t BoPsaE, Ro1Y AolE AR
A Q5 n g ow Agaiodol a7) WEolth vie (vv')
A o, FAYAL Falo] AFE A wabE ol Ao AT x| Pl 4 fwold,
o) AR ol 5 ol BEZIY AGAste] ez WA o] 5o ulel sl xa)v)
Qe BH7Y Agahh, AL UG oo A5 HIsY) gle) FRYLS Fobo]

AFE NEstE otk vie(vi D)o AR o158 FHAE W F1ge FAFE Fatel
55 AlxFt}, o] AL th3 7 &2 off H&olrt
GE[IT(v)) ] _ 6 (1 -
== (6-1)
oM(v) al(1-p)(v,—R)] — (1-p) (6—2)
av, av,

Ao KEANH FANSE FH /hF e viol F71Fol wet Eeo R ks

of, ¥HHFE T FAL viol SIS BAglol Aol mepM, w7 e A=A

ol5o] A FEoldeld, FANFE F@ SE/IAe) A57F wrk frel sl wE Zoloh
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A 2
o719 27 EASha, 219 A9 4e) @
Ro] Fol & W, thg4ol dushal 571 1& 24 374

TE 23} 2HV|H FE
2=
pt+2R>1

@, pe(1/21), Rel0,1]
(FE e o] 2lg)
WA 27 A AEHE ALY S 2RV AE Aol s E ol

O o

2 WAl 8 A4S

F7194 12 M55 Bt Bx7I4e) A4 Argche Aol (=o] 19 2 3R

6.1.2 AT | He| =

ol AR &) EA o= w5 1o dslA der1d 27F EAQske GRS 7HE skt
o 7] A, ey 74 A vl 471 <] (potential competeing bidder) 9] #7F w7153 o] 2ol o
A& @l st & 2L
w7, A rIge] A v A4S 7Hd s Ak
A 7] BAsA 7] wWEel viriy 1
o, dAY Fx7IG FAY AFTHER] 082 £3x748 A

19 Foe vol 91, w57Igle 44 FAN4S 55

sh47190] EASA we W, kel Kol B 4k

(v, = v,olz

N(v,) = (1-p) (v,i—R)eln2 BE vol thai A t}h2o] A3,
I (v,) >, (v,)

i 5271 4-e ARG o]l AR Ferid, Yo 1g Sk A
oz o9 gArel 2 9 (bargaining position) & 2131 8
ool FAnr ie Ao 9yt ved FNNFE Fsho

(722 29 3 %2)
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Agel n—19 e A F7Iqle] Edste 43S ns) v
%

wA, n-170e] G4 H AR vhEride]l Ex st Aol Wil 19 @ik 4 vl 4

rr

& TR vhg 3

E[:nzl(vﬂ] = [F(Vl)]nil {Vl_E[V(:r|VmSVJ}

= vl““‘{v-.————(ngl) v,
= Tll' v, (6—4)
(&, Vo= Voo Vool THRls 2 =42 A e (order statistics))

(6—4) =58 AN =712 n7ld 752 742212
! _ 1 ahl _
E[Il!(v,)] = FES AL (6—5)

(6—4) 2t (6=5)°l1A v,e[0,1] thah A,

slel 2ol A & 4 9lol AW TGl Bk BUhAE, FAMSEE B Al W5
N 19 ANehole gradth deha, A srIddel B w, A1 12 SH e Ay
A o] Sol el A FHEAS B ZEIIYe) A5E ARA (L8 1Y 4 B2)

E[Vm] - ‘-tll Vi n(n—1) (1—V<2))Vizn“2 dv.,

n—1
n+1

2o} Aol A B neh go] mlrig el 527 Slehd FR7IG 9] 7ld e S

G Aol HAHT Y HEIG FAo] thabel Yg7tA RS 4
I

719 FA 8 AHA, Aol S HE, A99 7
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o
i
%
2
-
Bl
o
5
Q.
a.
=y
[¢]
-
[¢]
]
=
ol
o
g
b
piY
lo
=)

7F ER7IYe FAE Eaekar vk olel et Bao] B2 N 5= 9oy, oJdE BR
71 EET KEE Atolo] FIE ) Mif(conflict of interest) A4 &= di=th 2E 7Y
o] ZFA7E Ao AdEstd A fgy ol E FA WA ARAA AUA A
2 WA7HE RE 7HA 2 &, RETH B AU A] o] 58 Aitats vl =27]¢0) ¥
& 7188 BHske Aotk o] AS, BRVIYY FFES &4 A He Aol

15 22 WL Aqoleh sl

o
oft
st
ox
filo

il
P‘L
2
o
i:m
N
e
29
12
rie

[o]

A. =pv,+(1—-p)R (6—7)

A2 Aol A p7h Foi A & o, W7ol M LS Tt BRVAE s A
$-oll Rol Z7tsha HH 7142l 2 F7kshd, B A 2004 Ho] 84S T3t w4
7190 2R71YS A5 FEES Farh

Ex71d 2B Ae {45 (bargaining power)o] w71 e)] g A 4wubyol thdk A
Holl v X &= Gl thate] &3z

(6—7) ol A

ﬂ\m(vl)
op

- (V]_R) (6—8)

9} oM prt Z7sHE BEAGe e Zrkshd, el ol gaw. ©

A, PGS T A e g

6.2 MXHA Of=S 7} preemptive bidding)

SAAX S BANAE FAMS A 5TIgi0] e W washs 74 A ] gl



FAsH ot e bgsch 2 FA o] EAstA e Gl ol ET1g 2
Tl 1ake] Aol Felsht Aol g4 ol Ml s Alwstes W471e) 1
o Hz 5577k ANl AU A ol SRt %) ohE, @d $7E A0l BedshAl ok
519 19 Hzel WAE lE polebi shw, oh47)e] 29) EEH (dominant

strategy equilibrium)-& th& 3} 7o},

b*(v.) :I: 0o(AAE7]) if p>v.

A 27F if p<v,

ol A ole{t 7t & ¢atal KA vV BRG] i I4E uH o, R A}
H]&-& A Aok w7142 dd o] G zAM &S AEstn HR7IHY AFE F
gt 2R e AR o5& S stA "rh vl 12 YEZAM S B4 E A (sunk
cost)ol B2 113 o] thatell A ALl w71 19 H %29 2 #(initial offer) = ™) 4714
12} A7) o] 5ol i Ju& st dAvk 7Y 2« W7 18] Az 37kE #
e & o271y 19 AU A ol 5ol et A E mFESHA dvh Y 28 4 d
FRAAE Eo APz VIHFYE peti 7t Feo] Fold FA o Fojstn
g o ARE 271 W7 1S HEY vieEvrE 4988
77 w71 29] 80l viAle G Aste] Ax vhesrtE AF e "o i
719 12 2 Az easte Arstnan e AlA] ol 55 w479 2004 A&
714 2 a7 ZhgdA S48 &ES WA Hrtsk Ha sl
Aeom v ol s Al "ok webd, dARAB &l EAT B, NFU1Y 12 A H

w5 5ol ola) hEr) 29 AP e HAFEZH FPOE A% 5o 45

ol

A&

il

r\l

=

Hzel 53

tlo
ok

H} /(]

A
o T

6.2.1 & 04537t BY
4719 20 A RAH§2 cobn A A1 29) BANS PRV H £Ue

[1°(v.)eha 8he, M(v.) & ohgot 2ot

M(v.) = v.—min(v;, v;) —c,
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W71 1S A AU o) Kol Ak, W571e 20 AW AL WAL of

]
1=

o

G Q7] W] Al Y o) FEAS AN 5 Sleh F oh5718) 19 AU A ol 5

4
o

>.l
r&

g& FEoldeold, a7 12 A a5 rhE sk, o ofsteld Ao 5
A FAel AT 08 HE e arte AA g fle] 54 F AUA ol 5o F
"z

FaL shA vrol el AU o] Sy, >v) & 7hale Aol AU 229 41

=

2.

p=H
=

..4

7 7]

=]
-{N

¢4

= V

u

1o o)a) ol 47195 201 Aele] WA E Y] B £AL oh471e 27 s ol HAY L o
of 7l 4olo] 0ut} oo} @), oleiet AL Aow EASH Bt P 4719
£ 288 AF87) doln Aale] Auz) ofSel thal i gli wea] v 4]

20] A|A| o]E5S shE ML V.2 FASY U}

El:ntg(vh V.IV.> V*]

PRIEE (V)|V1]*l—f%)—‘,:)—dv <0 (6—-9)

E(Xv.) |v.] = [} (v,—min(v,, v,)~c,) f(v,)dv,

= ‘ll Vs de—_ﬂvl vy dv,—c,

—% (1—-v.) —c, (6—10)

o (1= —cd 7oy dvi =0 (6=11)
9] 4O 2T eS THY b3 Lok
e =1-(6c)"" (6-12)

oo < —é—

vzedl BE veol disl, vizviebe Ae] geziad, wierg 28 SR B Fo
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31 2 Hlolth,

g, v,zeql AUA o5 ThAE 719 18 A s FE7hE A AsE R 09
Az MFEE AAGE AR B R Awstelok 719 1 eo] BAH v
FE7hE A ol AL Febd g ok

SEER RS- RERE N LR

tlo

23719 F4e AR 1271 0
g Hx e Aoshs Aol A e AN 229 o] 09
oo & AAeh A5l AR Aok @k vi2edl AUR o5 v, 7hAE o
719] 1€ AAIA R EHE A A e v,<edl LA o] 5g 7HAE W71 e 00 S
g AN B h571% 10] eo] AR w4 EAhE AR Al 4003 09 Az ol 55

7V e AT A2 FAL 7H2 T (vi,e) 2} 11 (v,0) &2 EA| 84},

E[HLI(VlyO)] == E[Vl—rn-in(vly Vg):[ (6—13)
En!(v,e)] = E[lv,—¢] (6—14)

(6—14)7F (6—13) ¥t} 7l of stm 2 &4 & RHEstedof i},

E[M(v,e)]—E[I1)(v,,0)] = E[ —e+min(v, V,)]>0

E(min(v, V.)]>e

-——%— vi—v,>e (6—15)

Qo] Alo] Ayt w71 12 AAA W55 7HE AAlsHA ot
Aol ZAits a7 10 AR o5 vell wet, Az desrbr) Sebxls FEnE

(separating equilibrium)©] A @ 3l= 4 -]t}

6.2.2 AlAIY
(6—12)ol A & F A%l e c7t T7HEe whet FA3tER .9 F7he W& AAF o)
FE7HE 7VEsA sha ol w71 1] MA A Wi 25t E AAE e Ad s SN,

Wepd, 4719 19] 71522 o7t bl wet Fobac 14 19 lh4ele] &
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#

Fhetrz B iEolgel 7 4o
237199} 7o) o) & Fh g,

A A w557k EAhs Aol 719 18] Ae el e Aol el sigl 5
olth. AU Al o) 5ol vl el W 471g] 1€ MAH o5 bR AAa i AL o] Se] 1
olstel 719 e 09] Az W5 hE AATTE AN W whe} o] AW w55t

st Aol 71 19 Aol e 29 e Aur B avks 28 % 4 9

i

ok =&, AAH 525 e e Rl E 71 10] BN 4E Eeod BRI

A AN A e FoN el FA o e 2ol o] 8k = go] WA R Sk AL
W, ddxez Agdate ALl WA7AE T 242 o A E A FE AL e A
T AUtk A7IME BR7IAY AT A4F wolrde] AHES B Al A AR
t Ze el oA E Al g R E Qe S
So] 28719 Z@A WA7HA RE 22 Wl =718 Hg 7t Agoz qls) wohol

£8 287319 Qo) YalsiA Ho).

Ao Aok Aol RS G Holih i rrIglel olat A A ool BeEE
Aol Huk, T2 G o o] FANFe EdvE Aol M FRF a4
gt A58 A7 Z2 2 (Hoffmeister[1981]) 7F A A s 2 Ao}, $12 HEd 7 Bk HE =t

4
b g UGS Fokel FANSE BeAZ 4 olvh 919 AR w e

6.3.1 2O T 2k defensive strategy)!l!

g 2ol 2§ ol ko]l BRI FFE9 o]ols 91§ 2 A (stockholder interest
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hypothesis) 9=} #pal 2] o]e]8 €13k 7l #|(managerial entrenchment hypothesis) ol
5 2o =gho] 9t} (Easterbrook & Fische[1981], Gilson[1981], Bebchuk([1982]) &
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O wrojHako] FALy A] % A%
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min(V,, V.) = Mojg}ir 5}=}
Pr[M<m] = Pr[min(V, V,)<m) = 1—Pr[min(V,, V,)>m]
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Me] &2 5 &< (probability density function) & ge} 3
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o)A, =¥ 7y 7S ek v gk
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(social welfare) 7} 7Z2AE S ontr}, o] AP xte] A &o] w7102 Q14H L8 =7}
AMA FFEY FE Farve 49 A BEHE 2R (managerial entrenchment hypoth-
esis) % §-&dte A-golth EAE kel vig7Igdvte] REth 22 AU A] o] 58 7R
A, o] A9 mn(V, V,)<Rolng Fgate] Aoz Qs Rx7IH-2 4 A=
Aaol gle AFRT 58 o|58 24 Bk FF A Aol FFE0] & A4 Zeju

S WE AL 7HEkA ) o] A= HEAISRE (stockholder interest hypothesis) 2}t

Aol M B upot o] Fgate] Addo]l HR7IHe F2 FHA7e 9% A
A7l A= e, R6—-17) 3 (6-18) oA B = uhoh o] SR7)d A =to) g7}
=2 B A BRI dGAtl & Aol ZxIIYY Vs S

7 9188 vbeElIT) ol A& B E Ao =be} A 3lo] x4l o] KK (entrenchment) E 9] 8}
o YA AT, BHVY FFE] BE SVHIZ  ASE v @k aeu 99 £M 2
1gEo] EA ol Fodst=dl Blgo] EAehA il T A nF v 7o) deid
FAERA Gl EQFHE, hyE7IHES B9

#71409)
sk 2ALS Z27(5tR 8 UH-}Fﬂfﬁ Bl 745t 9o A

ol A= o] E4-& Fatd

o
&
%
oE
1o
(i
oX,
flo
£

(o
i<}
ml

o

}.
1o
%
4
9
)

@ 571 AR o5 (v, v)

@ AAN AL & (n)

® 297 @453 (D)% WEA4 (R)
@ 7199 AR FY§ (o)




A7hAe) we AeE WEe BANEE Eoto] BRIIIE A5 ol Ane

71E9 dF5 A dA e} 238t} Jensent Ruback[1983]8 7|&2) A= 9] 71}
& T3t 2317199 JEH IR (abnorman return) ©] F70uh A Bo}h 9 AA] O
Avke AE AA AT

A 371909 EFIKES 71 EEHIKESE

SR 30% 4%

FHAS 20% 0%

1o} Ao} AAshe vk B AUA 5L HAE HEAQe FANSEE Bk, 2
7190 A5E ARSI S A o5 7hAE 5719 BHPAS Bote] B
el 18 AEFThE Roju o] B =8 o) Asel YA g,

A 51l 7k S, FAM SR B el Sole rasta, weka o)

i

A5 7IEe T2 Foketa, virridel Al el gasith o)Re AEH 2
AE oo —F 3o}, (Bradley, Densai & Kim[1987])

BE W7 AR o] 5ol RV A ate] WA ARD Ze A 2H)Ye] A
GAtol ot Mg BRI FFEAA FAA 713 £4L oprjsi, H 4 o]u o w5
7148 Al A o] 5ol A7 AR At 5HVY FFEL EE ZUHA7E anE 713
o}

b7l el B Aol & A ado] Hx G| FFEAA v Gl g HEAR]




b obd =ge) oA vt Brd spAuh, §le) HAMoll A ®i= upel o] Hed zpel] o) ek A g}

o Al gl AW ulgo] EAaA g B

@t E71Y AP el Mg hAo]l W

e

A W 55be w5718 19 4018 27t 2 ool Sol oAk s 4 Aol

g wl, ZAPgolu 57k o) FYHYY Go) WGk Hizel AA w7

—;‘
o
g

B2 A e srtE ok o wWiarigdel ol Y FodE ik 4 9la o s
Eote] ol FomAE 9

SivIdel oA e owf, g de]l yovl ol vste] ol g e AP A9 i)
Hifiz (bargaining position) 7} FFEoll H| 3t (g sttt dolm, 27l 43 thd=2] A4
Wrride] F7E R & Avks FolA el vl Falsteh sk, o) 52719 2] ] ol
Ao, FEEAAS A arIde] 2SS S ok "ol M falskar aoh) e
FrEde] gl o 2 il 4 dvke Fol M fel g deuhyol vk w4
719 A5 olf @yl ot o] EA S vwste JuiHoR we 508 A vels

51447 i (takeover method)-S #3234 © ).




7l e g A o) ol o el vl 329

Al 19 e
L A, vk vto] ExFE Fisl] wx

(=) (57l A 5710 2) Tyt $AN52E 59 o sele 22t nes oo

I—In—.l<\/v1) - (l_p)(Vl_R)

- v
E‘LHII(Vl)] - 7‘

gle] E3h47t vk A e e
vi

vi—2(1—-p)v+2(1-p)R =0 (1)

91 2e] g4 DE Paw

D= (1-p)—2(1-p)R
= (1-p)(1-p—2R)
(I1—p)>00la, (1-p—2R)>00]2 & D>0 (2)
S(DE UEFE e AR o8 F Ao &A%,

— = (1-p)—[(1—-p)r—2(1—p)R}'"*>0 (3)
v+ = (1-p)—{1-p)—2(1-pR] <1 (4)
o] 4Y3rE Holw Hr}




330 EEEWME

(1-p)>{1-p)—2(1—-p)R
2(1-p)>0
(1-p)>00°lB& 99 2o] g}
S (3)o] At
(4)& A4,
(1-p)*—2(1-p)R<Lp’
1—2p—2R+2pR<0 (5)
a8, (V-2)olM 1/2<p<l o2&
v, =12 A%
4ol Ay ek
+> (1-p(1-R) (6)

(6)l A (5)7F 44 ot
L7 Ay @

SRS HEste v— 9 v+o EA S

@ L. (v) 9 E[TLY(v,) ] (0,1)° A ©+%Z7}H monotone increasing) &t 34022 v €
(0,v—)ol A E[IL'(v) ]>TL(v) o]l AEES wol7] falre F dae (0v—)olA AR

RbA pome thgol 4y gug Bolw Wk

E[11(0) ] =11.(0) (7)
ElM(v—) ]z (v—) (8)
(7)o A E[I10)] = 0>11.(0) = (1—p)(—R)
S (7)o] At
(8)el M E(IN(v—)] = . (v—)
S.(8)o] Ay gt
J258 ve(0,v—)el tisl E[IN(v) =M. (v)) o] A3

Yol ge W oR 9% & Atk £ B




1Rl o Ao @Al Aok ghue) v 331

g A 29] FHE

(N=3)7F (V=7)ol 4 sl 57150 e] ghgst 3452 53 7o) 402 242} vhgst oot

I1.'(v)) = (1-p)(v,—R)

Bl (v)] = 5

vie (0,1l A th&4fo] 3t Ay st 2Ae abw At

v,’

vi=2(1—p)vi+2(1—p)R=0

9e) Ho] gy W= e 20 TahE 0T gk

(1-p)’—2(1-p)R=<0
(1-p)(1—p—2R)<0
(1-p)>0 o=
(1-p—2R) <0

S 1<p+2R. =9 =,




332 £#EREWR

agn

return of bidder 1

_‘0.] T : T T T T T : T T ¥
0.00 0.10 0.20 0.30 040 0.50 0.60 070 080 0.90 1.00

synergy of bidder 1

(a2
p+2R>1

0.5

merger

return of bidder 1

tender offer

_‘0-] ¥ T T T T T T ¥ T

000 010 020 030 040 050 060 070 0.80 090 100

synergy of bidder 1




719491 5HrE o o) gl 2ol ghel w333

Qg 3
single bidder
| e e S
/
-
@
©
o
O
s I 1) T —
(=4 —
s o
@, o
-0.2 T Al T T T T T T T
0.00 0.10 0.20 030 0.40 050 0.60 0.70 080 0.9 1.00
synergy of bidder 1
(I 4
the number of bidders n=3
0.4
3 merger
rs) 0.24-
S
2
e 0.1 oo
0.05 -
0 -
“‘0.05 T T T T T T T

000 o010 020 030 040 050 060 070 080 080 .00

synergy of bidder 1




334 EBELWR

(2%l 5)
preemptive bidding
0.8 -

0.7 A

0.6 1

054 - - . merger

preemptive

0.34 -+ =~ tender offer

return of bidder 1

normal

0.1 Tt tender offer

0_

- 0-] L) T T T T ¥ T 1 T
000 010 020 030 040 0S50 060 0.0 080 090 1.00

synergy of bidder 1

(e
management resistance

0.5

0.4

0.2...... e - +

return of bidder 1

T

0.00 O.i(l 020 030 040 050 060 070 080 090 100

synergy of bidder 1




719914 0 @ Aol vl 59k gy el vl 335

O

10.

11

.8k A4, “The Choice of Takeover Method in Corporate Control Contests” Ph. D.

Paper, Northwestern University, 1991.

. Bebchuk, Lucian A. “The Case for Facilitating Competing Tender Offers” Havard

Law Review, Vol.95, 1982.

. Bradley, Michael, A.Densai & E. Han Kim, “The Rationale behind Interfirm Tender

Offers : Information or Synergy?”, Journal of Financial Economics, Vol 11, 1983.
“Synergistic Gains from Corporate Acquisition and Their Division between
the Stockholders of Target and Acquiring Firms”, Journal Financial Economics,

Vol.21, 1988.

. David M. Kreps & Robert Wilson, “Sequential Equilibria”, Econometrica Vol.50,

1982.

. David P.Baron, “Tender Offers and Management Resistance”, Journal of Finance,
Vol.38, 1988.

. Dodd, Peter & Richard Ruback, “Tender Offers and Stockholders Returns”

Journal of Financial Economics, Vol.5, 1977.

. Easterbrook, Frank H. & Fischel, Daniel R., “The Proper Role of a Target Manage-

ment in Responding to a Tender Offer”, Havard Law Review, Vol.94, 1981.

. E. Kalai, “Nonsymmetric Nash Solution and Replication of 2—Person Bargaining”,

International Journal of Game Theory. Vol.6, 1977,

Elazar Berkovitch & Naveen Khanna, “A Theory of Acquisition Market Mergers
vs. Tender Offers, and Golden Parachutes”, Stanford University Working Paper.
Fishman, M. J., “A Theory of Preemptive Takeoover Bidding”, Rand Journal of
Economics, Vol.19, 1988,

2. Gilson, Ronald J. “A Structural Approach to Corporations : The Case against

Denfensive Tactics in Tender Offers”, Stanford Law Review, Vol.33, 1981.




336 #EE PR

13. Grossman, Sanford & Oliver D, Hart, “Takeover Bids, the Free Rider Problem and

14.

16.

18.

19.

20.

21.
22.

24.

25.

26.

27.

the Theory of Corporation”, Bell Journal of Economics Vol.11, 1980.
Hoffmeister, J. Ronald & Edward, A. Dvl, “Predicting Outcome of Cash Tender
Offers”, Financial Management, Vol 10, 1981.

. Jensen M.C. & R.S. Ruback, “The Market for Corporate Control” Journal of

Financial Economics, Vol.11, 1983.

J. Riley & W. Samuelson, “Optimal Auction”, American Economic Review Vol.71,

1981.

. Ken Binmore, Ariel Rubinstein & Asher Wolinsky, “The Nash Bargaining Solution

in Economic Modeling”, Rand Journal of Economics, Vol.17, 1986.

Kjell G. Nyborg, “Friendly and Hostile Bids in the Corporate Takeover Methodd”,
Ph. D. Paper, Standford University, 1989.

Milton Harris & Artur Raviv, “Corporae Control Contests and Capital Structure”,
Journal of Financial Economics, Vol.20, 1988.

Nash J. F., “The Bargaining Problem”, Econometrica, Vol.18, 1950.

“Two—Person Cooperative Games”, Econometrica. Vol.21, 1953.

Nickolaos G. Travlos, “Corporate Takeover Bids, Methods of Payment and Bidding
Firms’ Stock Returns”, Journal of Finance, Vol 42, 1987.

. Paul R. Milgrom & Robert J. Weber, “A Theory of Auctions and Competitive Bid-

ding” Econometrica, Vol.50, 1982.

Peter Dodd, “Merger Proposal, Management Discretion and Stockholder Wealth”,
Journal of Financial Economics, Vol.5, 1977.

Rene M. Stulz, Ralph A. Walking & Moon H. Song, “The Distribution of Target
Owmnership and The Division of Games in Successful Takeovers”, Journal of
Finance, Vol.45, 1990.

Robert Comment & Gregg A. Jarrell, “Two—Tier and Negotiated Tender Offers”,
Journal of Financial Economics, Vol.19, 1987,

R. Preston McAfee & John McMillan, “Auctions and Bidding”, Journal of Econ-




199l eE 2 ) Sl ok Fy el Hu 337

28.

29.

30.
3L

omic Literature, Vol.25, 1987.

Shleifer, A. & R. Vishny, “Large Shareholders and Corporate Control” Journal of
Political Economy, Vol.94, 1986.

Stulz, R., “Managerial Control of Voting Rights”, Journal of Financial Economics,
Vol.20, 1988.

Weston, J.F., “The Tender Takeover”, Merger & Acquisition, 1979.

Yen Sheng Huang & Ralph A. Walking, “Target Abnormal Return Associated with

Acquisition Announcement”, Journal of Financial Economics, Vol.19, 1987.




