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On Relationship between Efficiency and Faimess Based on Contractual Rationality

D ing X no— an

(Treasury Departm enf GuangxiUnwersily of F nance and Econan ts)
Abstract This paper attan pts to d scuss the long debated topic about efficiency faimess and ther relationship n fields of various
subjects By using a smplemodel this paper pstifies the eas as folbws faimess is the gane wles to realize specific goals with the
support of specific interpersonal rehton which decides the equilibrum or efficency to be exact of the gang effcency 5 the
equilbrim i the defmition of faimess w hile contract isw hat to gu e thew ay of reach ng the equilb rum with the support of the gam e
w ks set down by anm ation of parties involved and w ith the compelling force of executiony a specific contract nvolves correspond ing
efficiency and fiimess
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