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T ATLAG £ AU REA v 3B A 77 L) B Wi T 45 5 R 7 I /R ) 60 4F
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I AR XA E RS B9 2 B R R, W R S R R A A
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(9) Henry G. Manne, Mergers and the Market for Corporate Control, Journal of Political
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(12} Oliver Williamson, The Economic Institutions of Capitalism, New York: Free Press,
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B MEXEORBHE EM, % = k£ 2010 £ Versata Enterprises # & ¥ 7%
Selectica B W “FA" , WEMEA N E T LR BEE EERBRPERIFT
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