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MOJAEJIb HECITPUATJ/INBOI'O BUBOPY HA ITPUKJIA LI
YIIPABJIIHHA 3YCHJIVIAMMU ITPAINIBHUKIB

Pe3tome. Posenanymo npuxiao 3acmocy8ants Mooeii HeCNpUuamau8o2o 8ubopy y meopii KOHMpakmis 0o
BUpIEHHs NPOOaeMU MAKCUMIZAYTT NPUOYMKY KOMNAHIT WIAXOM ORMUMALLHO20 CIMUMYTIIOB8AHHA NPAYi 8 YMOBAX
acumempii ingopmayii woodo reanigikayii npayienuxis. Jocnioxceno npobremy udopy MeHeOHCMeHMOoM
ONMUMATILHO20 CIMUMYTIIOBAHHS ePeKMUBHOCMI NPAYIBHUKI8 080X K8ANiQiKkayitl 3 OOKY MeHeONCMeHmy KOMNAHIT
WISIXOM PO32ISI0Y KITbKOX albmepHamusHux cxem. Hatikpaworo susigunacs cxema, wjo nponoHye Memio 3 080X
KOHMPAKmia 051 080X KAMe2opiti NPayiHUKIE, SIKi MOJNCYMb HA CEIll po3Cy0 ubUpamu 0OHY 3 3aNPONOHOBAHUX
cxem. Ompumanuil pes3ynbmam y320024CYEMbCA 3 3a2aNbHUMU BUCHOBKAMU meopii konmpaxmis. Taka cxema
00360./15€ IMEHUWUMU NPOOIeMy acumempii iHpopmayii WIsIXoM camoioeHmupikayii eKOHOMIYHUX A2eHMIS.

Knwouosi cnosa. meopis konmpaxmis, MoOenb HECHPUAMAUBO20 SUOOPY, CMUMYNIOBAHHA Npayi,
maxcumizayis npuOymky, MeHio KOHMPAKmia.

Yevhen PENTSAK

THE ADVERSE SELECTION MODEL BASED ON EXAMPLE OF
MANAGEMENT OF WOKERS’ EFFORTS

Summary. An example of application of adverse selection model in contact theory to solving company
profit optimization problem using optimal job stimulation under condition of information asymmetry with respect
to workers’ qualification is regarded in the article. The selection of the best motivation scheme among several
alternatives for two categories of workers is considered. It has been proven that the best scheme assumes that
management proposes a menu of two contacts for two categories of workers and workers might select one contract
between two different schemes from the menu. This approach is consistent with general conclusions of contract
theory and helps to decrease the problem of information asymmetry by economic agents’ self-identification.

Key words: contract theory, adverse selection model, job motivation, profit optimization, menu of
contracts.

ITocTanoBka npodaemu. Yacto npobiemy MeHepkepa GOpMyITIOIOTh Tak: «SIK s MOXKY
3MYCUTH KOIOCh 3pOOMTH IIOCH JJIsl MEHE 3a KOT0 BJIacCHUM OaxkaHHsIM?» SIkio Bu gepmep 1
HE MOJKETe CaMOCTIMHO 00pOOJIATH CBOIO 3€MJTIO, TO BU HAMaraeTecs HAaHATH KOIOCh, XTO BaM
JIOTIOMO’KeE Y I11H cripaBi. SIkor0 NOBHUHHA OYTH KOMIIEHCALlIHA CUCTEMA, SIKY BU 3alIPOTIOHYETE
MOTEHILIHHOMY POOITHUKOBI? OAHIEI0 3 MOXJIMBHX KOMIEHCAIIMHUX CXEM € TPOMO3UIIiSL
¢ikcoBaHOT IUIATHI He3aJeKHO BiA BHPOOITKY. HemomikoM Takoi cXeMH € HEeIOCTaTHE
CTUMYJTFOBAHHS 3yCHJIb POOITHUKA JJIS TIABUIIICHHS HOTO MPOAYKTUBHOCTI Tipari. Jlo6pa cxema
CTHUMYJIIOBaHHS TOBHMHHAa OyTH TMpHB’A3aHOI0 JO pE3yJNbTaTiB pPoOOTH poOiTHHKA Ta
BpaxoByBaTH KBajidikalliro poOITHHKIB, IKa Harepea HeBlgoMa MeHekepy. Jlyxe yacrto it cam
POOITHHK He 3Ha€ CBOET €PeKTUBHOCTI Mpalli, KOJIM HEMAE I0CB1ly BUKOHAHHS MTEBHOT POOOTH.
VY naniif poOOTI MM PO3IJISHEMO HAWIPOCTINIy MOJENb MOOYAOBH ONTHUMAJIBHOI CXEMH
CTHMYJIIFOBAHHS Mpalli poOiTHUKIB HA KOHKPETHOMY ITPOCTOMY HPUKIIAIL.

AHaJi3 ocTaHHiX AocjaigxkeHb i myOjikaniii. OnHi€l0 3 OCHOBHUX IpoOieM Teopil
KOHTPAKTIB € MO0Y/I0Ba ONTUMAJIbHUX CXEM CTUMYJIIOBAHHS Ipalli Y MOJEIISX HECTIPUSTIUBOTO
BuOopy (adverse selection models). Po3Butok Mojeneii HECIPUATIUBOTO BUOOPY MOYABCS 3
dbynnamenTanpHoi pobdotu Jx. Akepioda 1moa0 aHaNi3y MPoOJIEeMU PUHKY KOPHUCTOBaHMX
aBToMoOi1iB (lemons) [1]. 3romom chepa 3acTOCYBaHb IIMX MOAEICH PO3MIMPHUIIACS 10 aHAITIZY
PUHKY OCBITHIX MOCIYr Ta pUHKY mpami (nuB. [2]), cTpaxoBoro puHKy (muB. [3]), pUHKY
0aHKIBCHKHX MOCTYT (IUB. [4]) TommI0. SIK TeopeTHyHI HaAOAHHS Cy4acHOI €KOHOMIKH I1i MOEITI
MIMPOKO YBIHIILIM B MPAKTHKY PEryIIOBaHHS PUHKIB 3 HEJOCKOHAIO0 iH(popMarieto. [Ipore Ha
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piBHI BHUKOPHCTAHHSI BJIACHUKAMU Ta TOI-MEHE/DKepaMU KOMIaHIN A MiABUIICHHS iX
e(EeKTUBHOCTI Taki MoJIeNi MOTPeOyIOTh PETENBHINION0 BUBYEHHS i aHAIII3y 1X 3aCTOCYBaHHSI.

Mera crarTi — aHaJi3 NPAKTUYHOTO 3aCTOCYBAHHS MOJIEINI HECTIPUSATIMBOIO BUOOPY B
Teopii KOHTPAKTIB HA MPUKJIAAlI MOAET] ONTUMAIBHOTO CTHMYJIOBAHHS Ipari poOITHUKIB 3
METO0 OTPUMAaHHSA MaKCUMaJIbHOTO MPUOYTKY JUIsl KOMITaHii.

IlocranoBka 3aBaaHHA. Po3risHeMo B’S3albHUN IeX BUPOOHHYOTO MiAPO3ILTY
KOMIIaHii, 1[0 BUTOTOBJIsIE ImKapreTku. [Ipumyctumo, mo B 1exy mnpamtoe 60 B’si3a1bHUIIb,
cepen skux 40 B’sI3aIBHULIB TIEPIIOTo po3psay 1 20 — apyroro. Bigomo, 1o o/1Ha B’ I3aIbHUISL
MEPIIOTO PO3PALy 3a 3MIHY MOXKe 3B 3aTH B cepeqHboMy 200 map mKkapneTok 31 cTaHAapTHUM
BigxuieHHsM 30 MIKapIeToK, a 0J{Ha B’ A3aJIbHULS APYTOT0 PO3PSLY 33 3MIHY MOXKE 3B’ S3aTH B
cepenapomy 300 map mKapreToK 31 CTaHAAPTHUM BiAXHIICHHSIM 20 IMIKaprneToK, KOJIM KOXKHA 3
HUX IPALIOE B 3BUYAHOMY PEKUMIi. 3BUUaHUHN PEKUM XapaKTEPU3YEThCS JACSIKUM CepPeIHIM
piBHEM 3YyCHWIIb, SIKHH MU MO3HAYMMO Y Halliil Mojeni ctumyntoBaHHs mpami x=0. KoxHa 3
B’SI3aJIbHUIL MOXKE JOKJIAJaTH Pi3HY KUIBKICTh 3yCHIIBX 3a 11 BIaCHUM Oa)KaHHSM, IPUYOMY
BBaXkaeMo 1110 0 < x < 1. 3po3ymino, 110 31 3pOCTaHHSAM MPUKIAACHUX 3yCUIIb 00CAT BUKOHAHUX
poOiIT y cepeaHhOMY 3pOCTa€, a TAaKOX CTaHJAPTHE BIIXWJICHHS BiJl CEPEeIHBOT KUIBKOCTI
3MEHIIyeThes. [lpumycTumo, Mo 10 3aJeXKHICTh 13 ypaxyBaHHSIM pO3pSAIB B’S3aJIbHUIL
MO>KHA BUPA3UTH 3 TONIOMOTo0 Tabmuii 1.

Taoauus 1
BrimuB 3ycuiib Ha JICHHY POJTYKTUBHICTh
Table 1
The impact of efforts on daily productivity
. Ilepimii po3psn Hpyruit po3psn
PiBens 3ycuis, C C C C
« epeiHs TaHIapTHE epeis TaHTapTHE
KUIBKICTh BIIXWJICHHS KUIbKICTB BIIXWJICHHS
0 200 30 300 20
0,1 205 28 310 19
0,2 210 26 320 18
0,3 215 24 330 17
0,4 220 22 340 16
0,5 225 20 350 15
0,6 230 18 360 14
0,7 235 16 370 13
0,8 240 14 380 12
0,9 245 12 390 11
1 250 10 400 10

[Ipunyctumo, 1o B Micslb KOXKHA B’A3albHUL Mpaltoe mpoTtsaroM 20 3MiH. 3Ha0un
KUTIBKICTh 3MIH y MICSIb JIJISI KOKHOI 3 B’SI3aJIbHUIIb, MO’KEMO BU3HAYHUTH CEPEIHIO KiTBKICTh
IIKapIETOK, sIKi BUTOTOBIISIE KOXKHA 3 B’SA3aJIbHUIIb 32 MICALb, Ta iX CTAHIAPTHE BIAXUICHHS.
SIKIO MM IpUITyCKaeMO, IO CepelHsl KIIbKICTh 3B’S3aHMX IIKapIeTOK 3a 3MiHYy W, a
CTaHJapTHE BIAXUIEHHS G, TO 3a Micsllb (20 3MiH) 32 YMOBH HE3AJIEKHOCTI pOOOTH B’ I3abHUII
MPOTATOM KOKHOI 3MIHU IIPU MOCTIHHOMY PiBHI 3yCUJIb, BIATIOBIIHI MOKa3HUKK OyayTh 201 Ta
\200. TakuM 9HHOM, [UTS B’S3aTBHHI MEpIIOro Ta APYroro po3psiiB pe3yabTar ix poOoTH
OPOTSTOM MICSIS 3aJIEKHO BiJl PiBHS NPUKIAJEHUX 3YCHJIb MOXKHA 3allMCaTH y BHIJIAML
TabauIl 2.
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Taoauus 2
BruB 3ycuiib Ha MiCSYHY IPOYKTUBHICTh
Table 2
The impact of efforts on monthly productivity
PiBenn [Tepunii po3psin Hpyruii po3psig
3yCUJIb, Cepenust CranpaptHe Cepennst CrannaptHe
X KUIBKICTH BIIXWJIEHHS KUIBKICTH BIIXMJICHHSI
0 4000,00 134,16 6000,00 89,44
0,1 4100,00 125,22 6200,00 84,97
0,2 4200,00 116,28 6400,00 80,50
0,3 4300,00 107,33 6600,00 76,03
0,4 4400,00 98,39 6800,00 71,55
0,5 4500,00 89,44 7000,00 67,08
0,6 4600,00 80,50 7200,00 62,61
0,7 4700,00 71,55 7400,00 58,14
0,8 4800,00 62,61 7600,00 53,67
0,9 4900,00 53,67 7800,00 49,19
1 5000,00 44,72 8000,00 44,72

Bubupatroun neBHUil piBeHb 3YyCHJIb, B’S3aJbHUIIS MEPIIOrO Ta APYroro po3psliB
OTPUMYE JESKUH piBeHb AUCKOMQOPTY (HE3aJ0BOJICHHS), IKMH B TPOIIOBUX OIMHHULSX, IS
HPUKJIaay, BUPa3UMO TaKUMHU HOPMYIIaMu:

Ci1(x)=2500 x x> — ays B’A3aTBHUIIB TIEPIIOTO PO3PSIIY;

C2(x)=3000 x x* — ans B’ A3aTbHUIIL JPYTOTO PO3PSLY.

MeHePKMEHT KOMIIaHli 3 METOI CTUMYJIOBATH OUIbIIE 3yCHJIb Bij B’S3aJbHUIb
BUpIILIYE BIAMOBUTHCS BiJ (DiKCOBaHOI omjaTu mpami BeanduHoro 2500 i 3anpoBaguTH HOBY
CXeMy CTHUMYJIIOBaHHS Tpalli:

W(Q)=1000+max(0, Q — 3000), (1)

ne Q — KUTbKICTh 3B’SI3aHUX ILKAPIETOK MPOTATOM MiCSLIS.
[Ipunyckarouu, 1110 B’sI3a1bHULI MAKCUMI3YIOTh CBO€ 33JJOBOJICHHS Y BUTJISA1

U)=E[W(Q(X))] - C(x), )

e X — piBeHb 3ycuib, a E — cuMBOJ OYiKyBaHOro (CepeaHbOr0) 3HAYEHHS, BU3HAYMMO
ONTUMATBHUI PIBEHBb 3yCHIb JUIS B’S3aJbHUIIL MEPIIOTO Ta IPYroro po3psAiB s 3aJaHOi
CXEMH CTUMYJIIOBAHHS.

JlomaTkoBO TMPHUITYCKaeMO, IO PiBeHb 3YCHJIb MOXKE€ HaOyBaTH IWIEe 3HA4YEHHS
x=0,0.1,...,1.

Bukiiag ocHoBHOro Mmarepiaay gociigkeHHsi. 300pa3uMo rpadiqHO MOKA3HUKU
CepeNHBOI KUTBKOCTI 3B’ SI3aHUX IIKAPIIETOK 32 MICSIh Ta CTAHAAPTHOTO BIIXHMIICHHS 3aJIEKHO
BiJl piBHS 3yCUJIb 7Sl B’ SI3aIbHUIIB epiioro (puc. 1) Ta apyroro po3psiaiB (puc. 2).

[TpumycTumo, 1Mo MKapPHETKA PeaTi3ylOThCs TUCTPUO FOTOPY 3 MapXkKOK 5 3a OJaHY
napy, He BpaxOBYIOUM BUTpPAT Ha OIJIATy mpami. SKI0 poOITHUKK MPHKIATAIOTh 0a30BUil
piBEeHb 3ycuib X=(), TO B yMoBaxX (hiKCOBaHOI 3apOOITHOI TUIaTH CepeIHIi MPUOYTOK KOMITaHi1
CKJIazie

PROFIT = 60x5%x4000+40x5x600 — (60+40)x2500 = 2150000.
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Kommaniss HamaraeTbcss 301IBIIMTH CBiMl MPUOYTOK, CIIOHYKAHOYM IIPAI[iBHUKIB
NpaloBaTé e(peKTUBHIIIE, BOPOBAKYIOUN CXEeMY CTUMYJIIOBAHHS Mparli

W(Q) = 1000 + max(0, Q — 3000)
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Pucynox 1. Pe3ynpTar RisuIbHOCTI B’ SI3aIbHALG IEPIIOTO PO3PSILY 3aJI€XKHO BiJ NPUKIAACHUX HUMH 3yCHITb

Figure 1. The result of the first category knitters’ activity dependent on their efforts
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PucyHok 2. Pe3ynbTar AisUIbHOCTI B’ SI3aIbHUL JPYTOTr0 PO3PSIIY 3aJIEKHO BiJl MPUKIAEHUX HUMHU 3YCHIIb

Figure 2. The result of the second category knitters’ activity dependent on their efforts

[IpoTe B’s3anbpHMII, JOKIAIAI0YM JOJATKOBY KUIBKICTh 3yCHIIb HA pOOOTi, OTPUMYIOTh
neBHUM 1UCKOM(DOPT, BIAUYBaIOTh OUTBITY BTOMY IiCJIA 3aBEpIICHHS poOOTH. Y HaIlii Mojeni
MU MPHUITYCTUIIH, 10 B’ S3aJbHUII MAaKCUMI3YIOTh CBO€E 33JI0BOJICHHS Y BUIJISII

U)=E[W(Q(X))] - C(x), ne
Ci1(x)=2500 x x* — a5 B’S3aTBHUIIG TIEPIIOTO PO3PAY;
Ca(x)=3000 x x* — 1151 B’SI3aIbHUIL APYTOrO PO3PSIY.

Toni, saxmo Q — obcsru npogax (i BUpOOHHUIITBA), TO MTPUOYTOK KOMITaHii BiJ AISLTBHOCTI
B’S3JIBHUIT TIEPIIIOTO 200 IPYroro po3psiiiB
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PROFIT(Q) = Q x 5— (1000 + max(0,Q — 3000)), mio B cepenubomy ckiagae E(PROFIT) =
=5 x E(Q) — 1000 - E (max(0, Q — 3000)).

JIiisi KO’KHOTO PiBHS 3yCHJIb X 3HAMIEMO BiAIOBIIHMI piBeHb 3am0BoiaeHHs U(X) ms
B’SI3aJILHUII TIEPIIOTO Ta APYTOTO PO3PSIIIB.
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Pucynok 3. 3anexHiCTh 3aJJ0BOJICHH BiJl PIBHS NPHUKJIAACHUX 3yCHIIb B’ I3aIbHHIb
TIepIIOTo po3psimy mpu cxemi (1)

Figure 3. The impact of the first category knitters on their level of utility based on scheme (1)

baunmo, mo mnpu 3agaHiii cXeMi CTUMYJIIOBaHHS Mpali ONTHUMAaJIbHUN PpIBEHb
MPHUKIIAJICHUX 3YCWIb B’ SI3JIBHALIB TIEpIIoro po3psiay oyme x = 0,2.
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PucyHoxk 4. 3anexxHiCTh 3a7J0BOJICHHS BiJl pIBHS MPUKIAJCHUX 3YCHIIb B SI3QJIbHUID
Japyroro po3psay mpu cxemi (1)

Figure 4. The impact of the second category knitters on their level of utility based on scheme (1)

Mu OGaunMo, IO HpU 3aJaHii CXeMi CTUMYIIOBaHHS Ipalli ONTUMAIbHUN piBEHb
MPHUKIIAJICHUX 3YCWIb B’ S3aJIbHUIB APYroro po3psay oyae x = 0,3.

OckinbKY IpU 3aaHil CXeMi CTUMYJTIOBAHHS Mpalli B’ sI3aJIbHULb ONITUMAJIbHUI PiBEHb
MPUKIIAJICHUX 3yCHIIb JUTSI B’ SI3aJIbHULIB TIEPIIIOTO po3psay nopiBHIoE 0,2, a Apyroro po3psaay —
0,3, To mpuOyTOK KOMMaHii BiJ] X AisUTBHOCTI CKJIAJE:

PROFIT1 =5 x E(Q1(x = 0,2)) — E(1000 + max(0, Q1(x = 0,2) — 3000)) = 18300

PROFIT2 =5 x E(Q2(x = 0,3)) — E(1000 + max(0, Q2(x = 0,3) — 3000)) = 27900
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i Tomi 3arampHuii mpuoOyrok mgopisuioe E(PROFIT) = 60 x PROFIT: + 40 x PROFIT; =
=2214000y.0. Mu 6aunmo, 110 MPU HOBIM CXeMi CTUMYJIIOBAHHS Ipaii NpuOyTOK KOMITaHil
30UTBIIUBCS, OIUIaTa y TMPaIiBHUKIB 3HAYHO 3pOcCia, 1 POOITHUKW 30UIBIIWIN PiBEHb
NPUKIAJICHUX HUMHU 3ycuib. HaiiOinblie BUrpagu BiJ HOBOI CXEMH CTHMYJIOBAHHS Mparli
B’SI3JIBHUII IPYTOTO PO3PSITY.

MeHepKMEHT KOMIaHii po3ayMye HaJl TUM SIK 3MIHUTH CXeMYy CTUMYJIIOBaHHS Ipalli,
1100 11€ TiTHATH PiBEHb MPUKIAJICHUX 3YCHIIb B SI3IBHUIISIME MIEPIIOTO Ta APYroro po3psiiiB.
[Ipote oxgHO4YacHO MOTPiOHO, MO0 1€ OysI0 BUTITHO akKIioHEpaM KommaHii, ToOTO 1100
MPUOYTOK KOMITaHi1 301IbIIMBCS TTPH Mo M DiKkallii cXxeMr CTUMYIIFOBAHHSI MPalli.

Jlaii koMmaHis MOYKe PO3TIISTHYTH TaKi CXeMU CTHMYJTFOBAHHS TIpalli:

W(Q) = 1000 + max(0,Q — 3000) x 2 ©)

MoHa 1nokasary, 1110 IpH 3aJaHii cXeMi CTUMYJIIOBAaHHs Mpali ONTUMaIbHUHI piBEHb
MPUKIAJIEHUX 3yCWIb B sI3aIbHUIb IEepHIoro po3psany Oyzne X = 0,4, a B A3aJbHULB APYroro
po3psay — X = 0,7.11pu npoMy ovikyBaHU JOX1J B’SI3aIbHULB NEPUIOTO Ta IPYroro po3psiiiB
3pocte, a mpuOyToK KomnaHnii ckiase ymme 2180000y.o.

JUis 3HAaXOJDKEHHS Kpaloi CXeMHM CTHUMYJIOBAaHHS Ipali MEHEKMEHTY MOTpiOHO
NOJyMaTH HaJ JpKepernaMH 30UTbIICHHS MPUOYTKY KoMIaHii. 3po3yMiio, MmO HEeIOUUTFHO
3017bIIYBAaTH KOMIICHCAIlli MpalliBHUKAM BiJ TMEPEBUKOHAHHS IUJIaHY, HEIOILIBHO TaKOX
3011bIIyBaTH (PiKCOBaHY KOMIIOHEHTY OIutaT. [Ipu 1iboMy Kpaiie 30UIbIIUTH TOPOTOBHA 200
IUTAHOBMM TNOKa3HUK BUPOOITKY Ul B’SI3aJIbHULI, IMICHSI JOCSTHEHHS SKOI'0 BHILIAYyIOTHCS
npeMiabHi.

Po3rnsiHeMo Ternep cxeMy CTUMYJIIOBaHHS Hpari

W(Q) = 2500 + max(0,Q — 5000) x 2 (4)

JInst KOXKHOTO PiBHS 3yCHJIb X 3HaiIeMO BiAMOBiqHMI piBeHb 3amoBosieHHs U(X) mist
B’S3aJIbHULL TEpIIOro Ta Jpyroro po3psniB. Ilpu 3amaHiii cxeMi CTUMYJIIOBaHHS Iparii
ONTUMAJILHUM pIBEHb MNPHUKIAJICHUX 3YCUJIb B’S3albHUIL Mepuioro pospsagy — X = 0,
B’sI3QJIBHUILL IPYroro po3psay Oyne X = 0,7, a mpudyrok kommanii ckinage E(PROFIT) = 60 x
x PROFIT1 + 40 x PROFIT2 =2235240y.0. [Ipu HOBIif cxeMi CTUMYJIFOBAHHSI ITpalli IpUOYTOK
KOMIIaHi1 30UIBIIMBCS, IPALIBHUKYU MEPIIOT0 PO3PsALy ONMUHUIUCS JEMOTUBOBAHUMHU 1 PIBEHb
iX 3ycuib BHaB 10 6a30BOro, aje oruiaTa y MpauiBHUKIB IPYroro po3psily 3MEHIIUIAcs, Xoua
pOOITHUKM HE 3MIHWJIM PIBEHb NpPHUKIaJeHUX HUMHU 3ycuib. [llo x BinOynocs? Kommanis
3011bIIMIIa TTPUOYTOK 32 PaXyHOK TOTO, IO POOITHUKM MEPIIOTrO PO3psiay IMpalioioTh 3a
MiHIMaJIbHY (iIKCOBaHy OIUIATy, HE JIOKJIAJal0Th JOJATKOBUX 3YCHIIb, 00 € JeMOTHBOBAaHUMU
IUIaHOBUMH TTOKAa3HUKAaMHU BUPOOITKY, @ KOMITaHIsl BUTATYE BC1 3yCUILIA 3 MIPALIIBHUKIB APYTOro
PO3psiLy, MTPONOHYIOUN HE3HAYHY KOMITCHCAIIIFO.

Yu mMoxHa 11e 30UTBIIMTH TPUOYTOK, CTUMYJIIOIOUYH 1 MPAIliBHUKIB NEPIIOr0 po3psLy
JOKJIanaTy Oinblie 3ycuib? A SKIIO crpoOyBaTH 3ampONOHYBaTH POOITHHKAM J1Ba TUIU
KOHTPAKTIB OTIATH Tpalli i JaTh MOXJIUBICTh MpaIliBHUKaM BUOpaTH oauH 3 HUX? SKIo Tak
nigi0paTH KOHTPAKTH, 100 MpaliBHUKAaM IEPIIOro po3pany Oyso BUTIAHO OoOMpaTH ONIMH 3
KOHTPAKTIB, a MpaliBHUKaM Apyroro — apyruii? Tojni BUOIp MpaliBHUKOM KOHTpPakTy Oyne
BHU3HAUaTH WOro CHpaBXkHIO e(QEeKTUBHICTh mpali, Oyzae BiAOyBaTUCS Tak 3BaHa
camoiieHTU(IKaIlis MpaIiBHUKIB.

Po3rnsiHeMo Tenep MeHIo 3 IBOX CXE€M CTUMYJIFOBaHHS Mpalll

W(Q) = 1500 + max(0,Q — 3500) x 1,5 (5)
W(Q) = 500 + max(0,Q — 5000) x 3 (6)
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®opMyBaHHSI MeXaHi3My 3MillHEeHHS] KOHKYPEeHTHUX NMO3ULiil HAiOHAJIBLHUX
€KOHOMIYHHX CHCTEM Y I100aJ1bHOMY, PerioHAJILHOMY TA JIOKAJIBHOMY BHMipax

SIKI0 mpaniBHUKU MEPIIOTO Po3psAay OynyTh MOPIBHIOBATH CEpPel AAHUX IBOX CXEM
CTUMYJIIOBAHHS Ipalli, TO BOHU MOBHHHI CIIOYAaTKy BU3HAYUTH ONTHUMAIBHHUIA PIBEHb 3yCHJIb
JUISL KOKHOI CXEMH, a TOIl B)Ke BHOpaTH Kpamly aiis cebe cxemy. Mo)kHa mokaszaTH, IO
NpaliBHUKKA TEPUIOro po3psiny OyayTh oOupath cxemy CTUMYJIoBaHHS mpami (5), a
MpaIiBHUKK JAPYroro po3psay — cxemy (6). Ilpu oOpaHuX cxemax CTUMYJIFOBaHHS Mpalli
ONTUMATBLHUN PiBEHB JOKIAJACHUX 3YCWJIb JJISl B S3aJIbHUIG MEPIIOTO Po3psay nopiBHioe 0,3,
a apyroro po3psaay — 1. Tomi

PROFITy =5 x E(Q(x = 0,3)) — E(1500 + max(0,Q1(x = 0,3) — 3500) x 1,5) = 18800

PROFIT2 =5 x E(Q2(x = 1)) — E(500 + max(0,Q2(x = 1) — 5000) x 3) = 30500

i ouikyBanud npuOyrok kommanii ckimage E(PROFIT) = 60 x PROFITy + 40 x
x PROFIT, = 2348000y.0. Omke, MU JOCAIIM IIYKAaHOTO PpE3yJbTaTy: BCl CTOPOHU
3TMIIAIIMCH Y BUTPAITi — KOMITaHis CTajla OTPUMYBATH OUTBITNI TPHOYTOK, MPAI[iBHUKH CTAITN
JOKJIaaTH OUIbIIE 3YCHIIb, OTPUMYIOUH O1TbIIIE 3a]JOBOJICHHS BiJl pOOOTH 1, 110 AYyXKe BaXKIIMBO,
NPaIiBHUKU PI3HUX PO3PSAIB 00pasii CBOIO ONTUMAIIBHY CXEMY CTUMYIIOBAHHS Tpalli.

BucnoBku. VY 3amaHiii mpocTiii MOCTaHOBLI NpoOiieMH BUOOPY MEHEIKMEHTOM
ONTUMAJILHOTO CTUMYJIOBaHHSA €()EKTUBHOCTI TPAIiBHUKIB ABOX KBamiikamid 3 OOKy
MEHE/PKMEHTY KOMIMaHii MH pO3IJISHYIM KijdbKa albTepHAaTHMBHHX cxeM. Haiikpamioro
BUSIBUIIACS CXEMa, IO MPONOHYE MEHIO KOHTPAKTIB JJISl JIBOX KaTEropiid MpaliBHUKIB, SKi
MOJKYTbh Ha CBiil po3cy/l BHOMpATH OJIHY 3 3alIPOIIOHOBAHMX cXeM. Takui MiAXif] y3roIKyeThCs
3 3araJlkHUMH BUCHOBKAaMHU TE€OPii KOHTPAKTIB, JO3BOJISIFOYM 3MEHIIUTH NMPOOIeMy acuMeTpii
iHpopMmanii nuIIXoM camoiaeHTHdIKaIii eKOHOMIYHMX areHTiB. [Ipore 3ammmmimocs
BIJIKDUTUM IHTaHHS 3HAXOJ/HKCHHS ONTHMAIBLHOI CXEMH CTUMYIIOBaHHS Iparli. MOXKIUBO
icHye 11e Kpama cxema? MOXXIUBO JOIIbHINIE OyJ0 3alpONOHYBaTH LIUPIIE MEHIO CXEM
CTUMYJIIOBaHHS npami? Sk 3MIHATbCA ONTUMAaJIbHI CXEMHU CTUMYJIIOBAHHS Mpalll, IKIIO 10aTH
MpAaliBHUKIB 1€ TPEeThOro po3psany? Po3rmsa ycix HuX NHTaHb NOTpeOye OKpeMoro
OCIIHKEHHS.

Conclusions. We have considered several alternative schemes to stimulate job
effectiveness of two classes of workers in a simple problem of management optimal choice.
The best scheme assumes that management proposes a menu of contacts for two categories of
workers and workers might select one contact among different schemes from the menu. This
approach is consistent with general conclusions of contract theory and helps to decrease the
problem of information asymmetry by economic agents’ self-identification. However, the
question of optimal motivation contact finding remained open. May be there is a better scheme?
May be it would be better to propose a wider menu of job motivation schemes? How optimal
motivation schemes would change if we add a third class of workers? The consideration of all
these questions needs a separate investigation.
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