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Coordination and Delegation under Multitasks

MiaojuNn WANG
(Zhejiang University)
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Abstract In the structure of P-S-A, we analyze the coordination of different incentives
under multitasks when information in different tasks is correlated. Specifically, we study
three questions: (1) the main factors that determine the coordination of different incentives;
(2) the essence of delegation and how coordination of different incentives affects delegation;
(3) the relationship between delegation and interest correlations.
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