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1 FUBIC

T4 A7) 7 (decoupling) &1, HHTHEDGON LB L,
WEOLIN) WBHESR R > TS L) RIKEZIEL TS (Polinsky &
Che 1991)c CD X9 ZIRBIEHE L L TERIMWIZELSEOLNL5E
HH)BHL, TNHKIERSN TV b TREEEDE LTID L
) BRIREPELBEEDDHN ) b @EOFHMTIE, WHEOILI 728D
SIZFEENEEEEHEOND 2 EAURBINTE Y, FEEE, Zonik
WIANAZLEIRIEFIEAER, TDD, T4 Hy TN IHRELTEE
ZMAHEZ S vy 2 i, TRETHIIZIME SN T Z2d o7,

KWLTIE, ZOXIBRTA Ny 7)Y IPEBRIIEND L9 =YHO
12E LT, RKEIZBWTWL OO THRFEINT WS, BEEER
D —H 2 MO — W IERLHER 2L a2 1203 5 L v, BEEG B
(split-recovery statute) *' ZH 0 _EIFCTHW T 5%, BSIIEERE (puni-
tive damages, exemplary damages) & &, HEOEHMZ HW L 3 58
HOHEANHIERE (compensatory damages) (ZX HIZMZ TiE3x b
TOWEEDZ L THLH, Ty - B—OFE, ZhTHKREIZHENES -

ML OV TORROMBE LT, W (2009), W (2012) B
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TIWHlE2THY, KEDIZEALDOMNTIE, 520K THINAE
BEAEATHIEE & L CHEL TV D™,
BEMBEERETEOFEEEB O 1 23METLEOMETH L, T4b
L, TIMER SN L T2 2\EEMA 2B 2 2 HOBEWREI GRS
HZEIZEY, BHEMIMEESMETHZITEI ETHOEHNEETS
TEHIET D, LV LDTHL, HEERFEFOMIETIE, SHIZIDM
HELED T, BEREERE L IEOBRICOWT, LSS,
ROX ) BFHMEZMATHE* Y T S5O XL, BEIRIRERE
X, MEEDPHEEENSLRFZON o720, BEEDPBFRTEX o7
DS HREMEZ RO 720D, HEFRTERINIFERICHYLTL2H0TH 5,
B Z1E, EEPHEEZICI000HoEEEZ S5 2728 L, #1100
T OREESMEFITR SN, oD 19 ETMEZBOTAZ T5#IE
T&5ELEH. L2L, SLNMEENHRZONLMHERDI1/2 Lok
Bity, MEFHTFRZMEETIZI00x 1/2 =505 L2 HERE % 3.
bl TLnweEzon, MLIATa5E s, ZOBEEIL, NEEOIT
e ToRET 5120, BEEEZD LD 2MFICTHT LU ETHD,
COMERIGEFAIIHEOHEBZ 5. ZOHEHEE WA LI5S OWEE
HEETH L E V) FTH S,

L2 L, J4F, BEETRYHEEREHE IS § 284 242K EINIC B W T
RaENnd, FEEPWRAICES ZWHEEHTRAELFRZ, BHEOBIINIEE
A 2B SNLFMLD, SAXTFTATEICEDLTIEDLL WV, »w(

T, 19644E O BB P CRCET YR EIEIE L W HIR2SERE S M Tw B,

¥ hokd, EEICESINEEREIED SN AR, RHAFPEEME ) O
Hrz T L72ma, &R0 3~5%REOATH L, T4 L /N—7 (2013)
Z

OEBEINEEREICET AR ERFEFEOMIEE LT, BlZ2I1E, Cooter (1989),
Polinsky & Shavell (1998) Z:H,

Y EHBEHLLT, I —TAFEELIZEVITELTT T =AM T = %
Kz, BEIOSEHOBIANBEEREOFI2E-FMHD2DH 5, Liebeck v.
McDonald's Restaurants, P.T.S, Inc., No. D-202 CV-93-02419, 1995 WL 360309
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AP DiE R S SIIEEAFTOFEHEOTIZY, 29 L-mHOBIINE
ERABIIE TS [MZE7] THr v #HH2H 5",

29 L7232 =, [AFAT AN (tort reform) & FFIXN % H)
Y, REENTRZ 572, 01208 LT, ESWHEEREO T
A2 MY BiFs 2 & T, EEBEICEHOMIZ M2 IEE 2 F
AN ZLEZNTH) ET ARG DHL, 2T, L7 A4 AD
(Rehnquist) HF i EEE R HFIL, RO X ) ITEEYEEFREE O 45
MRS B2 & AR 72,

BIEE R [H4] PRIEBHTHINERELLLTD, 2
LBSRINCATCRETH Y, FEATCRETREL .

T 72, BEWIHEREO % IO B E 2 S0 5
SLEDS, W ODPDIMNTEBRIZRZZIN TS,

29 L-WEES L, FIEOBE» S b FERH S L) I2Bb s,
RS, BESREIIBWTE, #HEDOIIDLRITNE%R L RWAHICIE
Eb )R enizd, BEEMEEREOROMEZT~NOWILRIREZHL S 2
L, FEENOMIZEE ) BEED BRI ENTELLIICHZS

(Bernalillo County, N.M. Dist. Ct. August 18, 1994), 7272L, Z 2%k
(frivolous lawsuit) T®H o720 E ) NIZOWTIIREA Ligmmdid 5o

BZAE, DT OHBRIZBIT A N—F ~ (Harlan) HEIREFHFONERS
l8, Rosenbloom v. Metromedia, Inc., 403 US. 29, 74 (1971) .

*T Smith v. Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 59 (1983) (Rehnquist, J., dissenting) .
U, Va—YTIMHTE, BEYERLTOFHICBWT, BENHEEREDTS
%H, MO—FMIFIZI b S, Georgia Code §51-12-51 (e) (2) (2011)
Z, 7T AHINTIE, BEWEERED50%, Mo—EHBIEICANLN S,
Alaska Statutes 8§09.17.020 (j) (2011) =M., £ > 74 7FHMTiL, BEIHE
EWAE DT5%DY, HITILIFRY EZMMEIL S (violent crime victims compensa-
tion) 23N S, Indiana Code 834-51-3-6 (2011), Z 9 L72KMDSEXLIZ

L CiE, &K (2009) %°Sanders (2013) ICF L HN T2,
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NHTHDH* s DL, WIS OB ETHEZE~OWIRREAES F
BHAE, BEWEEAE S 2 & TR 2R T IUE L L, &5
IS AR X ) EF 200 EIIMNANTL X9 IR o T0WE DT, 5
EHENOWNZZ=2E 252 L b v,

FEERFBFOMEORIZH, WML L) BRHAEZBRXTVRDLE 00D 5,
Bl 21X, Polinsky & Che (1991) &, RMOEKWN LT 4 h v T) 7
DREFEDINTHDBD, T4 H T v 7 OWE, BiEDELEEZ S
Lo oK O FIFH 2 8T, HEORFTALL vy Tq
TR T OOMENOINERREHMRTH LN TEREWMLETV DS, £
OFER, IMNEZOBH TOLIHEIL, BEPLIZ HHEHAANV TV ET
BT HONRBTHDELTWb,

L2L, 29 L2 EEMICBT 5 EE L HEOERVIEDS v >
T4 TEEZEIZANTVRWE W) BIRTRED ® %", FFICRFFHANI
BT, FEEEHEEDPBEVICEOFRZ IR L TERZERDED WV,
BHANIZEN 2 LICHEOLIEEZ R L CH 2 T3 vy, HBHEE
HORENE LN TWD,

KL T, ZOLFEZFIEROFEEZTEE20ED ET VI AAT,
BB, 2 THRFICL Y 7 4 A MHSEAVRIE L Tz X9 2 &ETH
HERAEZ 28, MBI 5 X9 2HE (LT, 223%I (complete

OERIZZ A L E AT A D DL LT, Shores(1992), Sloane (1993) Z:H,

O RE T, MO DORFAEENDL E WIS, FRICH LTGRO 4H
7 SRR RICH U CTHIBASTREIN L EEZTCLTEH) T DLW, Thbb,
HIDREINL ZENREEINLBEREZ TS DTTI v IRy 7 ALWZT
LEWDRLELDTHb. Blz2IX, IABEFLHESIE TV IRENDH /2L
X, BFEFETRZOHEBAREF 2 IHITHER E L THEFEITH LITE2SRBLZ
fTHOEV) T ENHERINDLIEDV I DDA, FOBIZYH, FORBOPE
MEDL ) BBBEERTITONTVENE V) T EIZOWTHENLDLILSLZ
ElZDS72I12 v, L L, ZEBICIECOWENLZINSL T TIZYH, ZoEE
TV —{FER AR L THRRT WS FRVGEES 2 &, YHEHEMEOMA LED X
BEVDRFEETAHIEITTHY, 29 L2 E2RFEFOETIVICEY ANTHAT
LT DD o R ENBERETIELVWREEZL S,
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confiscation) MHJEEEFESR) IZOWTHMZITV, RDLIHI LRI L EZimLU
%o SEAERIHIE T, BEEAHH CTE 5 N5 FIZR IS 058CH T4 9 F
& DI 2% BEOZLHEE LIFH L, SHICMEDEITK

EL b, £H)THL, BEFERHUTATTRELFEERI) DR 72
O ERVANCH ZTECDIZH L, FEEZEHTH - TH1E 5N 5 FaEA
INSVDT, FIRVIENE SIS 257259, 29 L72TR
SAEZH T BB OEIFAE ORI R LY 5 2, FEOBTRER
TEFEOHEL DD TARLT LIChD, ZhICKD, FFFERFETLZ L
E12OHI) LIl b, SHICENEPRL S IIMETAZEVE L
FDILKRY, LedoT, FEOGLBEEEIREOIEIY LD
VIR O D & T, BEWEEEE BT L, BURREEOUIR L 3R
D, BENOIIERI RSN WS LIk b, LA, HE~OHIE
BRIETFHRDLEND) Z IR 5,

FTATFRICBVTYH, BEEEHEOFRTADL Y v T4 TE2EREIC
ANDAMIFAEL TV BE25, KL ZDRAE S HIHHIL LILEL
X9¢3H5DTHA, Bz, Kahan & Tuckman (1995) (&, B
EWEDOFRVIEDA Yy T4 TR —INEEE LTS, UL, #H
BT BUHEEEZOEMAZ THICETMELTWB LIS AT, FiE
DZITIN B RFEREFHO - ER 2 MUY, HE~OWEEEE LF5HZ LT,
BHERZES Lo E~NOMIER R 2 MRTL L0 TEL LTS
Polinsky & Che (1991) OWFZERCR & kO #GR & %= > T b,

Choi & Sanchirico (2004) &, X 0 HHREIZEE & #E O FRGED A
YT AT EBELIEETVEMANLT TN D, ZOHHICBWTI,
ECHhR72E 9 %, HEOHRLNLBEIREOZIELY TS L, K
HOERVFECHT 54 74 IS L) DHFIcEE Ry, £
N ENDIIERRZ T 5 ReEld 2 2 EAEHIN TS, L
L, o3 oiEEIE Y EIT 7258 0RENZHEEE LT, AT
BACHEP DRI NE LR L R WEPKEL R BHDT, WMHSbhT
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WA XD ITHEEANOIIER R E 2 0N, Eihve b EE o RRT
AEDA ¥ T4 T DOBERD SHENOIERIERDGE F B DO T
HIEIC L TV, UL, SO ERD, T4 Ay 7)) v 7Ok
BANOWIERI R E W) XD, FTah v TV TIPMEBEAITG 2 B
TH o272, TF NI ORG TRIEREARKCICELILTSENRT
Weh b ThbEEDNL, 72, SO TIE, BFRFEROHEL
ETIVICHY AL Z LIZoWT, FHTOLGEER & v o 72 %E 2 7285
HIZiE, KRELTUT LA T TRWEGPRZIT 6N 5,

L72255 T, AKX Tix, Choi & Sanchirico (2004) O—#pz BEEE 1L,
KD AN TORE EHE, TLTENE (b b WIEREE) OITEIIE
BAo72BTVEMET 5, T LT, FEEOMR L BB B O LHH
FDLPEVEV) T H Yy TY Y TORRDD & T, FLBHEEOITE L
FOEBIZOWTHNT 5,

K XL ORI RDEBY) TH DL, H2HTIX, T4y TV T, £
DOHT S EENIRERE 2 28, MARIT 5 & v ) eI EEIZ D W
T, BBEFETVEHCTHON T 5. BHIBIT 2 LHE TR HEICE
BIZANTZ DE RS TWBEILED, ZOETILVORHMIZGZ>TWSH, E
FLVOGHOMED T E LT, 41654 %0, 1, 2, 3w 4
DG, 7= ABEOEAIE - THRIEDI D 5l > TIEFIZ, FEHT
Bt L Tnw 2k b, FEIMTIE, fmeSHBRORBEIIOWVWTIHERS,

2 LHBEEERETAHYTIIDETIV

LADY A7 AL EE (B2 SRS, RELZEIT 572012417
(Wi | ERPRZ LT EH) LEHD) A7 PAL R ENNEE (41

87
Y

gebt, ARTHIUIFE, BibEl ) BHIMER 2D FR LB LI TH
LM, TZTIREAOEE»S B LT [HE] [#5] LwrakzefliiZ &
129 %,
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[ | LR LT D) 2%, SZTEZLATF—2DTVLAY—Thb,
CDF—=2DIALLTAVEUTDEICHR>TWE (K1BHR), %
0 NZHB VT, EEEIHEDOEAZL L, BBV —IVONEIREINT
Wb, ETHlRAEE G, CofEZRRICLTY—22 7L AT
HZElhb, HIMMEIE, BEFPATOFREICRZHEEICHEZ D 7
59 L) BOINEZFEOT A2 AT ) EPEEIRT 5, b LITAZT

0 | sl —n o
1| LA
SR D 3 HAT %
2 FEORIRK
3 L el
\

K1 7XA—2DF%¥ A LT

DRVWETNEZZI T —213KDLED, 1) TN 2HBICELZ L
2%, 2B, EERFETLINELZBINT 5, b LIBHRLAZW
EFTIUTES T =213 b 505, FTo5L 3MMEICELZ LIRS,
EIMHEICIE, BEMTONE, ZOFHHIBWT, FRLBFEZIIES1
Atﬁ%lkf%ét#éoit,E%kﬁ%uﬁ%wﬁm%&tfzﬁ
NAREB 2 AT 9 o FHPTIZZ O RV GHGENICE DV TH S O0GEZE TR
L, ZO&RE LTEEBRIPBFNLE VD 20D ERDH) LD 1 DOH5E
H[THZ b, b LEEPBI LGS, SaRINHEIEA IR T
, FEE S OREHS O AV HEMNBERE L L TERINLO
:ﬁL,w%uﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁnf&<@%%E%ﬁ%%i%b&ﬁh
X bhnwed5h,
DIFOETIX, WEMBZHBALY 2054 854 Y OKIZOn
T, WEDOWMH Mo TNHFIZ - OFEM 2 FLH LA 2179
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2.1 E3HR: #H
2.1.1 YUEZFZEOFEDT TCOFHIFFDOIEFK

ZZTIE, BT 2EHEOHE, BIUEhzhiies L2k ELE
Wt D IRV AREE O E T IVALEAT ) " BB B EBHE O 08
L, BALI AU, MUHEFORD T M4 OFFEE GIRL T, #5112
B S 2 07 OB (LFE) 2R T 5#fEL D 2 LT %,
COLFEEEROMAEE, TSR CHRFMESR) ¢ A #fREE LT, N
A ZEBRERICED INF TET MDA R SN TV S,

HARBIZE, BH DG 2 5 O FRiE S COMERAW (FaifEs) 25
AL OERIC L - TEB L, HRTOMFHN (FHREE) LhoTwnL
I, ROXIIIRA ZDOEMEM->THEENL,

P(G)P(Ey, Ed|G) )
P(G)P(Ey, E4|G) + P(G)P(Ep, Eq|C)

_ L x P(G)
" Lx P(G)+ P(Q) (1)

P(G|E,, Eq) =

CIT, GRHBHHICEESH D L W) HEREEL, G 3LohHE (B
ICEED V) ZERLTWA* PG, Jid - BT & 2 Bk RED 72
SNDHETO, PWHIZEEDLD D LHE SN LHERIZOVTO, O
Hirx2£3, E,LEBydzheh, EE, #Er oSN 2RO
£ TLTC, P(G|Ey, Ey) (Z&MMHESRT, JEE & HED SRR TR
INTtE, BEICEMLD DS EHESNDHEFRIZONTO, FEOMESH
W& £ 9 L = P(E,, E4|G)/P(E,, Eq|G) &, LELEIFIENS DT,
5 LB IR SN AFERO &5 S50 h v ) Il &2 £ 3

122 02,1, 10##1E, Kadane & Schum (1996), Stergios & Vaidya (2012), Jia,
Skaperdas & Vaidya (2013) ZA&HLL TwW 5,

RS ZFRREHROFRBANDIBHICOWTIE, KH (1982 2000: 2001) Z:H,

b, P(G)=1-P(G)TH b,

O ZENENOIMEEINCE Z2EE, 29 L NERIESIHIROIEN 2 E£ L
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b5, LA XY RSFIEFRERIEEAL, 1 L0/hSTnidfise
R T 2. EROBHIIBWTIE, LEWEKT2 P(E, EG) &
P(E,, Eq4|G) DfEE N 2 HWBT 2 &9 &0, L O ERICEBINIC
oL ERbNSL (Kadane & Schum 1996 : 127; Skaperdas &
Vaidya 2012 : 471),

CIT, BEHRLIZ, RDOXHIZ, FHLOBEOHIZI ) HEr D LR
ST B,

Ly
Eq

CORUTBWTAC 0) 1, I E E 50RO &6 6 2 TS
LZheRLTED, A>10LEFEEMN, A<1ITHIUIERALE &
Bo lIZOWVWTIX, T2 TIEEHE LD, p=1LLTH,

S5, BEEHENRAERR LT, E,, B k) Eoilits &
FTEWITEI R, BEE LTERT 5. o &y 2 S L HENK 4 TR
FEWCERLTEN >0,y > 0E LT, E, =gy(zx), By = galy) ZAELO
HRERBE 550 72720, 22 TIZBZBHEALL T, By = ma, Ey=ny
TEZBIEILT D (m>0,n>00 THE, L= X2 thb, Zh
(1) NI AT 2L, XKoL is,

M2V P(G
PGIEw ) = a7 3

ny

L= MZE) (2)

TWwh, KH (2001 :33) &M,

*19 Kadane & Schum (1996) %°Skaperdas & Vaidya (2012) 12 o288 8] 72
ETAHMPD 1 DL LT, DHFEIBIFLIAT A =T VY ADOXREFEHIZ 217 T
Who AT A4 — 7 Y AOXRZEHNZ, BERIE, FHOMEDOR I FIZHAT
L5EN)HDTHbB, T, HOMERIE, B k4 2R3 5+
BINEEZ T TR, BESLEROBIIIHT2HIICHLTIETEL2 oL &
hf\/\%)o

Ty ebb, BEEORBARAFERIIE (Sm, B ORRIEMARERIZFIC T
H 5
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FRMEROMZ KD 5121, FHHERP(G)DEE 7213501 &2 Ed 54
ED b, BHHADPEELHEDH L@ LMEELIHYHID L nHTET, 22
T P(G)DfEIZ [0, 1] OFPHT—HI0AT L T2 EAEL TE s T
LT, AR Z R L BROFHRMERDS 0,1 ofPHICH S, LirL
BHTIE, REMIZ02 12, HZ TE 2T R 65w, £ THEH
IZBWTIE, —EDEL EoFRMES (OFk) IZENTT EFERL, 20
EUTOBREBZERLPEONZTNT0 LEHHETLEENV) 2L ETHoTWY
o DX ol (BME) %, REFEREFATIE [FEHE] LIS
(KHI2001 : 32)

CCTIHCOREMHELZy £ 35 0<y< e COEEEHHII, v < P
(G|E,, Eq) O¥fy, BEICEMLH Y LW L10%5, (3) X&flio
TINEERTLE, ROLH)RRER D,

vy
P> 4 — VAT + vy (4)

T 2T, FHIER P(G) 1L, [0,1] T LTWw5D ERESI Tz,
CoBuEE (4) REHWDB ERE, #EICEED ) EEHFHWT 5
R EEBETESR) pld, ROXIITHDLIEVbhrb,

B Y
p_P(HG%>U_7M@9m+w)

AE (e v
CMED) ()T +y

SSTAEN(R) =0 LBTEO >0, FHEBIMERp X, KDL I
%“@T% >x<19o

B RFEFPOFEIEIL, BHEOBRMELITIEN, SUWIREL END I NSV,
TIHFFROREHEE X, BV i AN WEEOMFENEZ & LI, SB5%REELE
MIOUREL SNBH I DLV, 72, REORFFBOMEHEDY AL, FE
OB LTI, 50% %2 HRELESHLNSE, KH (2001 : 32) S,

o=y =00L &0/ 0x+y) DTN 0ICREZDOTHICERL TS Z

319 Kumamoto Law Review, vol.130, 2014



— 207 —
T ATy 7)Y TR ORNER) R
i if t4+y>0
pla,y) = oty (6)
1—v if z=y=0

DR S, WEREEK op/or > 0, 0%p/02° < 0, 8p/dy < 0, *p/
Ay? > 0, BLUOEMEMI 8%p/0z0y = (x — y)/(z + y)® 25EhN 5,

COBE p(x,y) &, ROXIITHERTE 5, HHITBWT, FEE
e neh, BHZER LT, HOOTRZ IFTHARZIIRL &
) ET Do FUFBEPFIMIERIC SAOEH 2 B R 313 LR O
DEEL, HODPEATHTLA WIS 25EE2615, LaL,
HELE LI E2ER, FHMURICEH 2 &R LT, HOLPEH THOMHE
e FIFL) &5,

L 0 RS EHEOEDL SPBH THNGHEEOFMHETH L)
TERRLTWE™, ZOWHIKRE LT, ShETOHER,SDLHB L)
I, B E RS LW EOFO &6 5 2 HAT 25 (), FEL#EOR
FREMA E R (m, n), BB OFEME (v) Lo Z2kke b O ETEN L,

DA, FREEEGEHEOWMED SIEMS TR SN TR WIREB DT, #&
IR OHIWH T FHAFER DO A DFETH Y, TNDEME v 282 5 HEFRIL
l—ny &5, 72720, COBEOHEEXEDLHIIIEDTE, ZOBDHEMIC
S L7258 3w,

O Z OB, ABIRBETELLI Oy 2L Y MY —F Uy E SN
HEIZHW2H @ (Tullock 1975; 1980a; 1980b) T, #a vy 7O 57 A MK
YiBd% (contest success function) & X1 %, Hirshleifer & Osborne (2001)
X2 ZHhs, RRBICBIFL2a YT A MNKYBEEEY, FRiskDBE% (litigation
success function) EFEATWS, T V7 A MEIIBEEICIX, CZTHW Yoy
7DHDLANCD, W OPOHENEZEINT VWD, YUy 7OBEKTIE, *Fir
FTHRHEEOERLTEHORPEETH LD, RbVIEE2M) a7 A PRI
¥bdHb. FEPE, Choi & Sanchirico (2004) &, plz,y) =[b— (y —z)]/26 &\
) (z Ly, FELHEOIRE, b 13HLHIEOE), AEMEOEE -7
Mz T, Tahy 7)) T EiEmLTwb,

L2 ZT0)HHAF &L, BHETHICYFEZEDOEE LS N V) 2%
FRLTWBDTIE RV, €9 TlE%RL, REVPTERVIELLTWHEATH LD
A UREPHERZREM), FERZIELICSCWHEAETH 200 (FEEISAF Z23HH)
WV FHMGOWEEZRTLDOTH 5,
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8>1 THOHNIREDHIPHE L) QBFETFHEREL LIT2008855TH Y,
FEDOHPEFTHEILEERT. 0<1THNIZOHL b, Bz
f=3&75L, FEEPTRVANGE Z 12 L6 ,%&@%ﬁ%%
IR 72013 I TR FEEE 2 3 &) SREORIR X 2T uE R
BV, ZTZTIRETY, eI Ts72012, =15 EELHE
TEHANHFICHRAF D WIEROFENR S E 2 5,

2.1.2 BREEHEDERIAEE

A CTHEEDET L 725G, $E M EEREE S X OB SR ER
B2 X4 o HMIWEFBEOEIL, HEPZTBELELVWIDLEL
R (>0) TET. 72, #to3dh) BEHESHIL, SRS ERRS
Da (GVHBETHLETE (ZOa ZBEFEKEFRZLIZT L), 2O
Wity BEMHEEREHIL (- 1R Thb, L2LEYS, T4 hv T
Vo7 0h ETIE, EEIEEDOIXHHEDOTRTEZINSL Z LB TE R,
AT DAL D 72012, A REFREHEOI L, MALFRINT % &
WY, BERNHELZEZ L, Thbh, FEEFTIS b OITIEAMEE
R ORET D,

OB ERIZIZEENER L ke [0,k) DD ET D, k DFEE
REWRE LTIE, BIZIE, RROBOLDHWANR, FRROBEER R L
KA bONEZOND, THIIZEADELET LKA REEZIA X9 7
bOTHDN, TITIXZEDOE OO, [0,k] OHPH TS L
TWaERET S (| 13d5IEDOR)

RO & 9 IZEHANT BT 2 WIFRFIG 2 i)RICS 5 X 9 IS ERVGED
B a2 ET 50

L OREIZBRRERMICT 72000 TH Y, k O HE ZAXIER SR
ZFOMDHLDTHo>ThH, AFFEDORKERIZIEARIZIZZE DY 3R\,
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YA
R JR o J el #
W5 0D 5 I R R
F o o B
O >
0 al? q

X2 s & B o RO R

max [p(z, y) R — (z + k)] (7)

RKKRAEDT2D DS L ) (Op/02)R—1=0 THADT, HEDIL
BIEIIRD X9 I1IZE» NS,

r=—y+Ry (8)

[FIBRIS, e D/ MU & BOSBIEAYKRD & 9 135N S

min [p(z, y)oul? + y| (9)
y=—r+ VvVaRz (10)

X 2 121%, JEE LSO SEEO MR (SOnHiF) 2 HErnTws,

A RO HRIEK 2 2PN T WS K912, FELIERE LTwb, #l
23, FEORISHMBIZ O W THERT 5. #iSSERVAEICERLTEHEH %
WML Twl s, RPWIEZISHIL TRE DB ZHEPL LT (29
L7z T—Jiasted L SR ] & v 72 B4R % IS Ml S strategic
complement& 29 ). X 2 DJFEEDUSHHTIX, y 2R 5 &2 DMEZ
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HEWVIHELER)OHBICE > TWAHEZ A, ZOEKKHTEEZRL T
Wb LA L, #ENHARED LFRVIECESLSTENZ R T, £
NP I 5 Z L 2R BEH 2O LT (2H) L7 [T
DR T MW IS T & F o 7-BIR % k191 strategic substitute
EWV)), M2 DEEDRKIGHBTIE, g2 5L 2295 0w K ED
D ORI TnBE EZAHAD, ZOMBIHABTZEL TS, #HEDKX
JIEHFIZOVWT S, PDEEFRLEZEDREZL S, 2D LI 1 DDORICHIHE
O, HRIEIHSE & ISR O ORI EEN TS & 2 AHDF
B TH 57,

B2 2505 EH12, 2O00RIGHBDOZEKEATF v ¥ aglgTH %™,
Z 2 TUE, o SO R O g R A D ER 3 & B O PO H o B Y
WEDHGVED S TND T ENbIDL, TOZ b, ;v vaylT
RS IR ITHPL L TEIRVFEOBEH 2R L TV AIRETH 5 DITxf
LCREIZNT AL ZTHOEHZMO L TWAIREIZZ>TWnh En
I EDRDR D,

IR, v valfizReo T, ZoWE% X ) iscomnd s, -
YA (2, y) 1, (8) & (10) X2V ST TR LITEH T,
RD X HZEINS,

o 2
(fWﬂ:(u+ip’uiip> (1D

Yty o U2 2 AT 9 o Bl DY EIRAZGEI 98 & SR oo BIfR
ERDE )T %

*EORBERREOB E LTIZNV b T VS (MiREEES), WEERAEOR L LTiX
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6 (25)

&Y —

307 Kumamoto Law Review, vol.130, 2014



—219—
T4y ) v IR EONIER) R

AT %I A > TWw <,

ZoLk, fiziE, =30 &, FEEPFRINGEZ 18NS 2728
G,%aw%ﬁﬁﬁm“ﬁt@umwiuiﬁzﬁﬁﬁ%3awﬁ3%@
EHME SR IUER S VOTT TIIBFHFICE o Thk ) ARZIRN &
%z%hé#,%nf%aﬁzﬁﬁf,?fﬁ%iﬁ%ﬁﬁ??éﬁﬁm
A->THBY, BIHEK a2 10%BR2 57— A", 51213100 T 582
br—AbHbHILEERDL, WIERRD LAHT 2 HBIL - KYICE
TR VEELONLEA ), DhEae L THRRTEB L,

el 3. YHEFERE SR RH L2818 T, Bkl
EFs L, FHOMEDPEE AN G EE, P dR IRz o175
2 LRd R, EEICHMZE S, RIS ROINRIEZ R4
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