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Arrow (1951, 1963) MO/R L 7o REBIROAN T REME 2 B § 2 AR L Kk e L TRIBINTE
b 12z, HEHBRROBFHRVERZ AL ¢, BAREERREFET 5UHEIFH L, 2D
ST, BB E BN EAMELELRE 21T 220 T <, o AR s RE I
RTEBENICGEMWTEETH D L ERENSG, ZOVNBTEI TSR IRER OB E LTI,
Arrow (1977), d’Aspremont (1985), d’Aspremont & Gevers (1977), Deschamps & Gevers (1978),
Hammond (1976), Harsanyi (1955, 1977, 1982), Maskin (1978), Roberts (1980a, b), Sen(1977),
Strasnick (1976, 1979), Suppes (1966) % Ehh 5, ZHHLDP ThILbNAFRHIBLEHFE TS
71, Roberts (1980a) @ [335 Foih#ZEEEE (Positional Dictator Theorem) ] T# 5. Roberts
12, BEIEHTERELREZINEL, £DT TArrow OMYHAE, v — REZERLE
LT, #2405 207 THSMNEAEREIZ Z DB DOA THESMNBHVREINS L ) L Lok
BEXHHEIEDILNTH B L %KL 72, ZHid Hammond X Strasnick i< & » TR#EDT »*
5z LN T&7 Rawls 1970) =X I VREBO—RILL L T2 52 LNDTEBLDNTH 5,
ARTIE, TNHDH L) ETHEROEREL LT T, AMEATFBN 2 BAREE HBIIAT ) 27,
Z0 L ) W BAMLBIZEA K EDREBR L BT B L TOAKRBINBEH WL O IET 535
&, EOATEMEEEORHEIC I L ERVEL 22 ERET 2. 22T, R HBICET
D EBHBATREM: L1, MEOMBICE T 2 BFIILFMB N X NI T 2BEF L E—TET N
T bV EV)ERT, MEDELEET 2B H 2 ARVFFOZ &L 2 EFHT HE LB
ST,

AREOBEIILT OB ThH 5, KETT, BEKENMEAMEE L RZRT 5200484 L LT
DIFRENEET 7o —F 2HHEL, ZOPTHHDBHTREEIZOWTEETS, 2L T3H
Ti, RobertsiC & » URINIEEZ AT S, 45T, WRINLZFABET 7v—F 0P TIEE



BEHEZERL, W OrOBEYLEALHLTERRBELEKNESLHEET 5. BEIC 58T,
E—MRBED T TUH EOMMBEEH LKL, Arrow MOTEMERIEET LI L 2R T,

2. PRERS NU72BYF & FAEKIEDME A

HE BT 2EAB COFRNLEEREEZHTT 2 2H0BEE LTRBLTE VDI, #E
RANMEIET 7 v —F (extended sympathy approach) #*&% %, #D# 2 Kt David Hume &
[ AtEEw] (1739-40), Adam Smith @ [EEREMWERR](1759) ICHRL, EBEEXOTTREIELN
TELHLBROEARE L L TOBERBHICERT 2, H20BREHROHNOH T3 Suppes
(1966), Sen (1970) iICBWTCIERFHE L nBLETRBAI NS, £2TFT, WEREINLZEBT7 7o
—F 2 MRICRL, BAMUBOFRIESTREORES 2 ORMOF TEL 22 iz Lizw,

NZ2BANELS QL<#N<®) &L, X EHAKRBOES B<#X<®) T3, HEIN:
FB7 7o—FOBHROEREL 52 50IF, [ERS RTFEME] Tho, EBAIENIZ XX
N ETHIRE N7RHBR R, # B2 L ET 2. 22T, Vo, yEX, Vi, j,kEN:

(x,7), (v, k) ER:
i3, BMAOBE»LT2E, HAKEB 2 ICBT2EA OVEIR, HEKRByIcBIT2EAL
DMBEINBEL L, Lw)ZeRERT, 22T, RBIEFTHD (K4 #B4, THtr
Wz ¥) ZEERET . TOB, R #HESNBFEF SV,

BHRENLTu T 4 —Nald, BEA i€ N ICx LIRS W72RIFNERF RP 2810 4T3 B%
Thd, LIFLIF, a()=RBLUVa=(RE, R, R +ELZ 12T 2, AR TRTOELER
Ehe7ue 74 —NnEEET S,

fEED a€E A & iE NI L TEHEKBBIFIET R 12X

Ri={(z,y)€Xx X | ((z, ), (v, ) ER?
K& > TEHEND, R*=(Rf, RS, -, RY) 2EMM T 0 7 4 — )L & Wd, EREGREFNEFICOW
TREALHRERE v,

B ANDILTR S 1712585 & ME O FRKEE & ORICAT L 2 DBIRA YT 5 Z L 2 ERT 5728
2, LELBKRD2ODLNEHrEFZINS,

[RA—MAF (axiom of identity) jZ)

HEN L jEN, x,yEX ITNLT

(1) ExEKENEAMLEI FBEEHTEME L O &) Iz DO TIE, KOXEDH THHEIC
RBETE N T 5%, Broome (1993), Cooter and Rappoport (1984), Hammond (1991), Mackay (1984),
Sen (1979), Suzumura (1994) % ¥ # &R k.

(2) Z o3, Harsanyi(1977,1982) ic & » T [B&F A (axion of acceptance)] & FHEIL TV 3,



(z, /), (v, N ER=((x, ), (v, /) ERSF
PRI DEE, FLTEDEEICRY, a3R—HLEE2MzT LV,
[5E£F—#E2NE (complete axiom of identity) ]
TFEn i j,kLIEN, 2, yEX IZXL T
(z, k), (v, ))ERF = ((z, k), (y, D) ERY
FENIMDEER, ZELTEDEEICRY, a 3ELFR—HLBEZHEIT L),

Rl—HEAE (XN, ELE—0AE) 2mIHEINLZ7Te 74 —LnESE A* (XEHW
I, A*) TERT. 22088 EY, MRINTZBHEIALZNOMT, »2BET—HKITLILER
FBLTWD, L2Luds, AERIEADTFENLHAMONER & 4 535 ~0BIF L T OB E
BB T 5 AR & D—BDBEEKRT 0L, HEBRIILRSINLEBHIFTXTHOARD
BTEEIC—KTHIE2EKRL T3, TLR—MLBORLEZEET 500, RS NFHE
T 7 a—FOlMAIC BT AN KBRBM I REZERT A BICEIr T H TN,

37, SHHNEKBEN@EH RS * TR T 2480FE & LT, Harsanyi (1955, 1977, 1982) D3k % R
<5<, Harsanyi k= £ U, BARIRIAIEGES, b b NOBFATHE & CBROITIEH b 3R
BRI TEI s ) FRE, HBENCHRBETH), 2 RLIABLHANERZR -2
MADRER ZH XA 7y LI EHMTREATMEL & ) £ 52 &3, Romd, HSrur,
AR, BREL e HERLTH DL HiT, RREAFIBA L N2y P> L5 EHTRIA
#FMET A L LRI TH D, ZL T, HEEMHMETHICEEL, LELiEbhbiiiznk %
FHE 2 TE B ) EFR CRBICT) NEEBHBBICRT 5, tvwH, T THBEE L 5N,
FDL ) BRI EEL GEHEAHIM 2 RBAICIT ) BEICRT 5 L LTYH, ALBICLFHME L
F—DHMHATR DD EV) M THB, ThIZDWT Harsanyi (1982) 13, kDL 5 & E
DRIBEBAICET 2IREEZFHAL,

EEMED 2 # (similarity postulate) ]

LM BEDONHZICH Y, HOMEGEFEDL, HOBF2AL, BB HLHEELFL, HD
LDEAOEEZHI T3 T4 6iE, TNLERDBHEIENL Y T bDIc 2> % HME L,
FEMOBA L DRICEED LN LEFRHE X LT 288 FoMEIcr L Co & 2 B Y&k
B dNh b, FOEEIZIIRICE ST, BRICEZ S NEFNRICHT 2R L @EA
& DEAN L OEBNICIRFEISFTH 5,

ZORKEIZLY), ROLHICERTE S, —RKiC, bbbt AIC > THo SR % 7
b, E~DEBBALZEMATE ) LB NT 0 THIUL, Br2BIRNRr L0185 THS 9
FHRARATIAIC OWT, bbiUI+FIcABHLHERIT) 2 TEBIENT W, ZOERE,

(3) BE4+nfEAREE#4T) FERFNFNNNBICL->TRLY S, BYER 3 L Tk, Hammond
(1991), Sen (1979) »*ZEBINEXETH 5,



AR D THEEDZBRMNRISHT 2 BFIIR—I2 % 5,

Z Nk 9 % Harsanyi DFITIE, W O»ORBEFETIN TS, BUENONEITH > T
BBALIT I HAICE, HEEAPFIDBADILFICTL > TEDBEACEBEBRATE 2T TEL,
ZDEAD S LIZHDBADIIBISL > TERBEBAL TR EEICLER, ZORBBALTVS
BNCEREBATES L) ZEORBBASBYL Tl 5% v, 2BERbICE -T2
NZEuEZTAHD, R—EABETIE, BAI»EANICEREBAL, xIiBIT3HEA;DIHE
YyICBITAEAOMGEFHEL, A/ »PZZTROTHAHIBEFFHEEL TW5E, Fhicx
L, TeR—HMAETIE, 2CBTBALDMEE y BT 2EAIDNEZ B T 251
ANFITBEN i BEBALL) LLTVWEDTH-T, RiEx KBy DI W3 B4 FEA
OMFEPBEERERILBEEL L) L LTWabIITREW, 230, HPONEZHOFICK-T
BEJLLVOHORBRCR LT LN THD, Thbh, +94ER»H > THREHN 2175
RO HIUETLR—HABEIRLT 5 L IRHICEFRTEL VD TH-> T, L KRTLDRL B
W ADTTHE B HR L2 U % & %000,

Hare (1963, 1981) & Harsanyi & [aif¥, %élﬁl—ﬁi‘ﬁ’%ﬁ%fféﬁéﬁéﬁﬂﬁtfw(go Hare i3
71> BN & SR EBOKE D L BFBNLEH TR 2 R > 2 EAE L DB AMEE 28R L T
5755, WD - TILOFEMZ, EMFEA - EEEH MO TR L B L V) 2 DNEHFETH
%, 2 TEHBIGTHEY: & 3B O EERLRIUC & - CEMERA - BESKMHIEBLL L %
FRRL, MM IEEFENSERICZOETEZERTIMES V)., ZL T, ¥RILTRELEN
* 5.2 5 EHENHK 2R T 5 DD FESHFOIBICNLIETH), EhicEnr—bL
T, @WDIFITIDZE TH D, Hare 2B TIRIBROEHMAFITRBIFTHY, BHFEINT
VIR LETITRETHD LV BRIV ELNDIZ LI D, Lid->T, MEDIIFICT->TH
BALTRE L X % 52 5 EERA - EENHE TH > THDTEDZIZREbLWLDEEL 5B,
CCToWRINLFEET 7o —FIcBL L TR S &, Hare nEKR TERIETHE LI 2o
B EBERA - BB TLIT UL 5 v, £ L CEEMHNNIMAF O, S5
FEEONIBIC L TS ERICTRE L X 5 W TH b5 5, ZOWRICAETHHHRIN
1B TR TCHOBMABMT—BT 2133 TH 5. 2% ) Hare ® BHih 5§ UL, HEMHEERR -
HIHMT DL TR T 5 DV HSHWEERETH L L I BRENTTIX, ELFA—ELHIZFD
AHREMHTLIT L LT ViV b, HEWVIE, RDLIITV-TEIWTH S, blrbhss
IEH T ETERHIM 21T ) 56, FOELMIMBEDHIZN - T, LTMhHEOBEF TR L THE

(4) Harsanyi #4113, R EANSHOEMELH TREINLFEA—DHREBHRTFL2FHOZ & 2
LTvad, RINLCEET 70 —F CliZLBE—M LB & Ah¥ 5, 72, Harsanyi ®
IO W EIRRET & L Tid, Scanlon (1991) #&Rv k.,

(5) Hare IR FEJRAEEFEZICHET 2090 ) LT WSS, WH (1988), WKW (1991) icH 3,



TE2L0THTNE L L% v, ZHBRILTEENEFETH Y, RS NLFEAHET 7v—F»
LAY, TER-—MABPEKRTLIILLEBTH 5.

EZAHT, TeB—HEABIC T 5 MUK L 72 3#H 5 Suzumura (1994) iIcBWTEHE 2 bh7e,
Suzumura i3, Kaneko (1984) i2#E W T, EMAPFLZBOTRIC L > THLRETE L WAAR
B2 H-> TV EHEE, MEONBICHGEZBTLLE V> TEDALRA—DBFZROEITRS
TWwZ EERLEZ, £Z Cld Harsanyi DD NS L o2 & 2HIR L L 22BRH>EH
ENTW3, 7208, MUMORNKEDNBILT 2 EPIIELEOMBTH ), F-HHELLEOTEN
WY 2 BT 2FHMEOMETH 20T, T LBRILETH L, ERBEEDHAIZ, THITE-
2t DBHFTEITEGP LW E bl L, BANERERAZNFIUCIR L L bR
5, L7zt 5T, RBATWRLBEANREDFEZZDEIBICOHH) £ ) THbH, HEHMRT
bUOLNIEREEET 5D, TN L IAMEDTFIHZE N THHMAIFF > T o&
W EETLLIBELLVTHH ), VEFThitbhe LTI, R—EAEEZRHATIES
iR 2 EE E L C, HL20BROMEEREFTXETHS ),

3. RS N HSNE AR

Wiz, WRENLHSWEAREKLEAL, ChETHOFELRERZR B ERRLEI,
[k I N7z SWE AR (extended social welfare function) | F i, ¥EsES Nz 707 4 —NLD
HLEACET & alcL T, X EOIEF &% 2HLHGET F(a) #MIGE ¥ 254 TH 5,
FIzxt L TEFINDILBLL UL, KDL ) Bbndrdb b,

(223 UD (Unrestricted Domain) ]

F DEBBIZATH B,

[43¥ RI (Roberts’ Independence) |

FEN g, bEA, x,yE X IcxtL, [((z,9),(y,))E Rt ((x,0),(y, ) ERSI T RTD i€
NIZHUTEY 2% 51T, [(x,y)E F(a) e (x, y) € F(b)] 35 322,

(25¥ WP (Weak Pareto Principle) ]

HEDa€ Az, yE X ITHML, (z,0),(y, ) EPRHHFTRTHIEN AL TR LD%
5iF, (x,y)€ P(F(a) N 3L,

Kiz, EINTZAET 7o —FOTFT CHBELEET S, TENeEA r,yEX XL,
(x,d),(y,d)EP(RY ThBEE, ZLTEDELEICRY (z,y) € P(F(2) ) D% b,
dENEMBEE S,

(6) XERI WPBIUBBENERIERNBEFLAVTEERIDIENTES, TNEE, E
B 1 OBLIE, BED Arrow OARTEEMEERED & BEHICHE) 2 2059 h b,



SER 1. (Roberts (1980a) Theorem 6)

ORI NHSHFARE F » A UD, RI, WP #6729 & &, MEH IS NIHFET S,

BEIORENLATRELZBE T 2720113, INLNNBTERIAI N &GcHHEme 28
Y FEERDL ZEHWUETH S, WRENLEABT 70— F 2B TATEEI BB e & &
2o Twabrny, RNEOBEY)LHFIC & > T—HILE 17z Rawls B e i S H9E A B fih il i &
nNTwarbictie b\, £Z T, Roberts (1980a) I & » T/RE N7 [ EomEE
(Positional Dictatorship) ¥ | # RTH <.

Roberts i3 5E£&R—MABE L2 2 THIRENBHFOAZEMHRE L, Kok ) LB ZH/ITF T
5,

[4+¥ DCI (Domain of Complete Identity Profiles) ]

F nEHBIT A*™ ThH 5,

[45EE RI (Roberts’ Independence) j”

BN q, bEA™ s, yE X iTHL, [(z,9), (v, ))ER* & ((x,0), (y, ) ER ]I T XTD i
ENIIMLTEY DL LIE, [(x,y)€ Fla)—(x, y) € F(b)] %80 L2,

[28# A (Anonymity) ]

EED ¢, bEA*™ 2 yEX, iEN KL, [(z,9),(y, D) € R* = (x, 7()), (v, 7(i)) ER?]
b N EBR 2 B HET DL 61T, [(x,y)€ Fla)o(z,y) € F(b)] 58 3D,

BREDSBOZBREZZ DIRINTZEAET 7o —Fich->Tid, 2B A RBL—ILORXRIES
PRATIEELRM L REENE ). Zid, Hare DEEALTHEMEDES £ H LR IRBH D
BMATRAL 2 DIzl 570\,

Bigic, [ ENM#EE (Positional Dictatorship) | NEH* 52 5, ZLFE—MLAEHOTF T3,
7a7 4Nt a=(R R, R) L RENBZLICHEBL L), £2Tat R E#A—HL, #2
KEzEX CBWTECE 2L I BEOLE R t(R,2) ERTZLIET B, 22T, EENHH
NEEFEDNEMLICT 2, 2T, BED a=(R, R, R), z,yeX izxtL, (z, (R, z)), (y, t(R,
ONEPR) %615 (1, 9) EF(@) RN LD EE, ZLTENEEICRY, ZOIHEIH LD
MBHEEV,

M 2, (Roberts (1980a) Theorem 4)

RS N H M EERS F 228 DCI, RI, A, WP ##7-9 2 %, B LEoMEH teN »*
HIET 5,

ZOEEIZ L NUE, R 2 OOBRNRICHT 2H2BEFIZ, FHERBICBITS ¢t FBBIC
B O & ZEABEERBEDOAIKTF L THBEE NG, 20k ) 4 FomBENEE L

(7) TR EORL2HEE, EER—BE2MAT 7o 74— oL bERBO T CHEEIBELLY
7)(“% 60



# & L Tix, Hammond (1976), Strasnick (1976) i= & » TAEGBHIIZ KO 5 L7z Rawls B=
¥ I VRBOFERILES S 5. Roberts DEHAFFD 1 DKM, £ DEBRBAFLICIRE
HThHZETHD, BEE—MRELZHLTIRINLRE 7 07 4 — N L EBBIERS 1L
ZrnZrid, TRCHBEADFE—DIERINLBTZHEOZ L 2ERL T3, ZONHEKD
FUIEELMERFEL LI LRFE TR, EB1 L 2OPRICEN L ) L RBIKILT B
PHEELMETHS ). KELUKETR, TEE—MAEEZMLI LTI LTV ET HERR
DIRE/EZEML, FA—ELABEHZEIETE e L2E %, Roberts D35 k& ERIT &P
EIBEI NIRRT 5,

4. ERFHORHOT

AREIcBITAL 9 1 >OFEHAIZ [TEHFE (Gustice principle) | TH 5, MRS NFBT
7a—F T, BEKENBAMBELZERE L THNS0T, ERFEL W) EAMLEL LE
ETOHEREBOHIMERESY BAT IREIESTDE, EROBADPLT S L, F3EH1 Tk
NLATRER L VBRI LA TS FEL TWwb, ZNEBR2 72612, Suppes (1966) 12k - T
BAINS [EBDHERAE (Grading Principle of Justice) ] #E&#T 2, £FD (EN, 2, yE€ X
(x#y) 2L, NEnE#H rell »HEL T,
(z,9),(y, 7()) ER

HWROMLOEE, ZLTENL EIZRY, RIIMREYE (mpartiality) 2z evi, 2h%
(z,y) € ws(R)

E#FEL, ws % Suppes DIERNEHRFEHE L ), /2, BEDa€A z,yE X (x+y)iaxiL,
(z, y)EiQN ws(R)— (x, y) EF(a)

D
(z, )€ N Plws(RA))—(z, y) €P(F(a))

P d e &, MEINLHSHEERIK F 13 Suppes DIEBNOERIFR F iz T L),

EFE 3. (Sen (1970: Theorem 9*2), Suzumura (1983a: Theorem 1))

NE UD, WP B4 U Suppes DIEBENHRFEE 2B TIBEINHLOFEEREKR F I3HAL
T\,

COFEEIC LU, v — FEE L EROFRERIEMNROBRBOT CFET 5, LrLly
#5, Sen (1970) TRENI & J T, FA—MLBEWLFHRINLBE 70 74— 5% 5
EFBUCHIR T 1UE, WMEIRIFET I i3, EREELZIROICEAT B2 L TREICHIK
EMZ25E0V) I TONErLTIUL, v — FNRELEBOFRFEEE S FELELELWT
07 4 —ICHEEDONREZRET 52 LITIIELEELDHS ),



EC, EFFHEIL, RS N2REIC & 5 EEKEDME AR E % Z3 L 224558 & L RFEF
%, H2RBNES X EORBELRFERICERT IL-LVE L TERIND, Thbb, w?
HLEBRELTHE, XXN EOEBOIRE NIGRIFEF R 1oL, X ko ZHBHE o(R)
3 @ ER)DEE, TLTEOBICRY 23y 2 4% L L RABREICIIERCHE) &4
MiSnd, =T, ERRE 0 QKOS ELT L ET 5,

(1) NE/F% (ordering) :

X XN EoOWiRS W rsRFIER R 2L, o(R)id X LoOIEFTH 5.
(2) 3% (independence) :
XXN LOEED 2 >OHRE N RIFEFE R, R, £87 2, yEX (x+y) I2xtL,
(z, D, (g, MER((z,i), (v, ) ER
PR {,jENITOWTEY D% 5T,
(r,9)€w(R)e(z,y) € w(R")
MY D,
(3) v — gL B—3t (Pareto-like unanimity) :
HFED x,yeEX(x+y) ITxtL,
(z,0),(y,)NER
DIRTCHDIEN IZDVWTRN LOE 6, (2, 9)Ew(R) HKNIh, EbicdhiEd
1AD GENIZHOWT,
(z, i), (v, b)) € P(R)
DD L% b, (z,v) € P(w(R)) A H Y 3o,

(4) E&Y (Anonymity) :

XXN LOEED 2 OOPIRENTET R, R, BLUOHEED 1,y € X (x+y) IS L T,
(z,9),(y, N E Rz, 7(i),(y, (N ER

EUBNEDER T, 0 ELET HX 6T,
(z, ) € o(R) < (z, y)€ w(R")

B 3L,

LEREDAODDEMEWI-TIERBREOESAE Q TERT, £BQ) & WIRAREL2ESET Al
EELLD., $%bb, EHFEHEII Suppes DEBNEREFEELZ2TEL TN TH B, Mz,
Suppes NEBRFHE I FM (1) 2L E L WwNT, 22 Tw) ERFEE TR ’Zc‘(\/g‘)o

(8) EBFREHIMLTNERMLLTAOORGLFET Y, B, EREELLTRY LFLND
Benthamite JEE (H8LAYTI A E2FHE), Rawlsian maximin FEZ i3 25 21727, Suppes
(1966) NIEFROBEBIFEIINEFHEZ W2 E L VDT, T T I EREETIZ 2V,

(9) Sen (1970) & % \v»i3 Suzumura (1983b) * ZME4 L,



Kiz, EBFEEOESQORHOT2524L ). 7, RawlsdeXx o I Y EEEZHKRL TIE
BEHENOKZBET 5. E"% nkt2—7Y) v FEBE TS, HvEE"IIMNL, v DESEZKE
WIRICIER, i BHOLOR i(v) &S FLVES DD 2581213, EEOREEZMAIT S, ¥
bbb,

(5) Vv EE™ i) 2 vy 2+ 2 Yy
RN D, 72, [[2# NEOBBROEESEL, 5D rEIlic L TE” Lo ZHBHE =1, >x
BIUOHENEF 2. 2 k0t HICEET S, T4bb,

(6-1) v'>*e3IFreN;Vie(l,2, -, r—1}:

v 1w =V 10 & Ve >V27r"(r(v2))(w>

(6-2) v'=x1* Vi€ N: v 6wy =1 16w

(6-3) v'=Zvie v'>r BHHwid vi=g0?

HESE S AU RPN R & % ORFREIC £ 3 RF u 252 b £ ¥ 5. FEEO 2EX 1o
LTxZ7 M ul(x)=(ulx,1), u(x,2), - ulx,n)i3, E*"OEELTEENDL, 22T, n-#
FEXERAH 0 %

Vz,yEX:(x,y)E€ 0(R)o u(x)=ruly)
CE->TERT S, BHICHRTEDLLHIZ, w€ERQ VYLD,

ABBRTHLZEDS, n! BREOERFEFGET L &2 b,

®E1. 2={w:| 7€}

(GE®) F#E 2 (Roberts DV LomBEER) #BAT LI LI, > TiEHTE 3, EEDw
ER®ED, FMDICEET L L, o 3TLR—MRABEZMH/ TERR LOH2HEABEE L A
YT EHTED, FHQ), GOBLUA) LY, wid Roberts DB i/ T DT, EBENILE
ENRIPERF R, £ED z, yEX T T,

(z,9) € P(0(R)) = ((x, p2), (¥, pv)) € P(R)
DR D, ZIT, pr (hBWvizp) R R THELTx (h2vidy) iIKBWT p HEHITKED
BuwEAEZRT,

Kiz, ((x,p), (0, p)ET(R) LRET 2. 0 REMW 2WRTOT, —BHEBEIZ Lk

 pz=py=p EBLZENTES, 22T, WRSNTRFIRFORSEAS Rp
Ro= (R |((z, po), (v, p)) EI(R))
k> TEHT 2. Ro LD o DR %E 0| Rp £ HFIFIE, wlRp b F7BANES N\{p} #&>

(10) 7't 7 DEEEEET,
(11) = = CRIBEERIs « 13, ORI N7BEHEF R 52 bzt &, &N x,yEN, i,jEN
2L T
Wz, ), (y, N E R ulz, i) = uly,j)
2L TLD L ERIND,




Roberts B HSHEABEK TH 5, BUEHE 2 2 ATE, 8O R, &N z,yEX ot
LT,
(z,y) € P(o(R)) < ((x, 42), (¥, ¢,) € P(R)
W)L, T2 Tqr (Bdvidq) BR THELCxr (52vizy) KBV T ¢ HBHICKENE
WA Z KT,
COFBRERYVETZ EICLY, n—1BD¥ p,q, 7, 2182, T L TCZDOFHKIIHE—ANME
APBRENIEZHTHRTT5, TOBEAOHALZ z LT, £BQ) LD
(z, 22), (v, 2)) € P(R)— (2, y) € P(R)
DE) L%, F 9 ThIFHUT (x, y) EI(R) & % B,
2T, Nrog#r %
r(p)=1, n(q)=2, n(r)=3, -, w(2)=mn
WL TERT DL, o= 5\, AHAIET T2, ||
ZORBEICEY, &EQ)~ @ EHLTERBRENELY, - FERAERFREOLLIC—KT
By, Thbb r HEAFRFEO AL ERONR L TIUL L w2 &bt b,

5. TARettER

O TIE, FH—MAEE R TIRS NRITIEF 2 28l e T 584, Arrow ORERES
EB L FEROANTREEE;BRT 22 2R, 22 TET, ZOWKRINTHLMEALRES
FIxL TRENZLE LB B,

[42+¥8 1 (Independence) ]

HEENDa,bEA*, 2z, yEX 12X, [(z,¥)Ew(R) e (z,y) Ew(R)] DT XTHIEN, wE
QIINLTERY 2% 61E, [(z,v)E F(a)«(x, y) € F ()] »B Y L2,

ZDEBITFICH N Roberts DAERI DBARLHRIC L > T b, AFRI BRI N2
HEFICBEY 2 Rl Th - 7228, OB TITIEREE 2 P00k S GBIHEF ICER S TR L LR

(12) Zo®EcLY, ERFEH»ERBYE (monotonicity) 2T I &hibd b, I THAM I,
X XN EDEBED 2 >OWIRE NIBIHEF R, R, 8L UEED 2, y € X(z+y) ITHL T,
Vi,jEN:((z,i),(y, )€ R~ ((z,9),(y,NEFR
DD
(z, ), (v, ) € P(R)—((x, 1), (v, /) € P(R)
BN AL b i,
(z,v)€w(R)—(z, )€ 0(R)
i)
(z,y)€ P(w(R))— (z,y) € P(w(R))
BN DI LRV,
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BUYRRIFICEET 2R EL L > T d, TbLAE IR, WRINZBHIGRE > Tz LT,
FNICH LW R ERBREZEH I THL N REHBIFICE T (2, ) BT 2 EF»E—T
HLBY, (r,y) ITBTIHEMNBEFLFE—CLT L LW E2EHL (w5, IWRIN
BIFIRF mmiiﬁb‘ﬁﬁﬂﬁf%ofﬁ—‘ﬁIJ HEpRF I ENERBR P BRT 2 LIIR LD
T, ﬁ%‘ﬂ)ﬁﬁklﬁﬁﬂ"\é‘f‘ 73 ') 0

[AE M (Monotonicity) ]

FEENagbEA z,vEX L, [(z,9)€E0(RH)—(z,y)€w(R)] » 2 [(z,y)E Plow
(R))—(z,9)E P(0(RN T XRTCHIEN, 0€E QI L THN D% 5 E, [(x,9)EF(a)
—(xz,y) € F(0)] 2> [(x, y) € P(F(a))— (x, y) € P(F(b))] #°BY 3L,

TRTCHDEBRBEE TR T2y LNV Z ) ERICHE) ETXTOAFHMT S L), #
EENBIFEFEY ab b bIcBILLEE, glcBw Ty L HHLSRICBIFEINS T 5T,
bIEBWTL z i3y S VHSMICBEINZTNE L LT, THUHFREMOFKRTH 5,

[ U (Unanimity) ]

BN a bEA* z,y EX XL, (z, y)e ﬂ P(w(R?) fJ‘T’\“CV) wERII2xL T AL
2% biE, (z,y) EP(F(a) ¥ Y L2,

AU ISy — bIRER & REARIFICE L 2 b 072, ZOREI b TN TOERER L
RELTWBRRICERTNRETH DL, KOGEIBIZLALHBALY, 2B UNSELHEICT S
DIZTHTTH b,

G2, EEOHRINTHSHEAERE FicxflL, RO 2213RETH .

(i) FIze® U %z ¥

(i) Fizzrxvy x££ B—8M (Suppes Unanimity) #i72 ¥4, TZICX vy EABER Bl &
i3, KOEHTH 5, Ttrb*e HED a €A%, 2,y EX ML, (z,9) €L, P(ws(RH) % 513,
(z,y) € P(F (a) #HLY _\L’)o

(GEH) BN wEQ,a€A* iEN XN LT, P(ws(R))CP(w(RY) DN LoD T, (i)
=) 3#Er. KIS, o 2HWT()=0) 25RT. 22T, FBDacA  ,yEX iTML,
(2, )E N P(ws(RO) 5T NTHD wER DV TENAEDERET 5. ZHIFTRTHIEN

LT (z, 9, P(0r(R)) BB LD L AETH B, w0 DEHRL N St (z,0)E ) P
(0(R?)) 2 8BTH0T, ()& (x,v)EP(F(a) 255, Il
®iz, R Lo IHBIHE 6 ¥ EHT 5. Thbb, EENIEN, a€A* ITHL T
(z, ) € 0:(R?) = ((x, t (i, a)a), (v, £ (i, a)y)) € R?

2T t(i, a): i3 RECFEI L CHRIB 2 1o BT 28 t BEHICBOBEVWEAE2ET, 2 EHH

(13) EEHYEFEIR (universal domain) & IZEBBIEBDOIEFICE > THRINTWE Z & 27,
(14) = v b RAHLBE—BMZ, A T®~7 Suppes DIEHENHFRBERE L D ETHRBETH 5,



%6 % [t BZHDILEFBET 5 FE (¢4 positional principle) | & 1Ed:, BAL2IZ, no t %H
DB LEETIFEBEIFETINT, INLDFHEHNVERIN LASTHEEEZ LI LT
&5,

IENEDCN»E2LNIET D, ZDEET (i,D) 13

(r,9)€ N PR & (v, 2)€ 1 P(8(RM)—(z,v) € P(F(a)

BEYIMDEE, FLTEFORBRICHRY (x,y) XXX I L T3 & A EFBED (almost decisive) |
ThHobrkvi, £12%7 (4,D) i3,

(x,9) € N P(8.(RM)—(z,y) € P(F(a))

DD EE, FLTEDORIEY (z,y) EX XX I2X L T T8EH (decisive) | ThH D EWVI,
XXXDTRTCHORT (z,9) I LT (i, D) REMTH B L &, FLTEDOBEICRY (4, D) i3
BEMTHDB LV,

EHE4,

P LU M2y EBEOWRSNIHSWBEEARK FIcNL T, RENTH 517 (3,
D*) HHET D, ZZTD* 3722 1 DOERFOELTH D,

(REH) n=20D4—2%, KD 2DONDRT v 7Ift-> TiEHT 5,

ATv 71 EZFHT (2, y) EXXXITHL

(1) (x, y) € P(ws(RH) & (y, ) € P(ws(R?))— (x, y) € P(F(a))

PFRCD a€EA* IZDWTRI DD 2T (4, {7) ¥ HEET B L 25HT 3, 22 T4, jEN
ThH b,
KDEHILTTaT74—NVaEA** L B,
Re:(2,0), (5,2, (2,2, (0,
R$:(y,2),(z,1),(y,1),(z,2)
Dk EGEHERLTIT
ws(RY:z,y ws(R%):y, x
E% %, bL (2, 9)€P(F(a) b5id (v, )€ P(F(a) p) LO% biE, o NARY L AH
L&Y, BIBENPET (z,y) £T (L, {1}), BEBEDFEXT (y,x) T (2,{2}) » () %7
TIDEhb, 22T, (xr,y)EI(F(a) % 5B (1) DXL ETRT, HEN z€X \{z, v)
LN, KDt 7Tu74—-NVbEA*R#EZ B,

(15) EMCHE_TIIEHECHEI LW DERT, RS RIPRF 3BT 22 T 0 TKE
CRRB ZEHTE B,



ti(z,1),(y,2),(22),(x,2),(y,1),(21)
R3:(y,2),(2,2),(z,1),(y,1),(21),(z,2)
Z & E IR

ws(RY):x,y, 2 ws(RY:y,z 2
kb, RBIERELLY, (2, 9)EIFD) & (v,2)€E P(F () Y x2h%, F(b) nH

BUSL (£, 2) EP(FB) 25, £-T, o DEBHEEABI LY, =7 (x,9) X7 (1,{1)
2 (1) 27T LDTH D &St b,
2T w72 ki, (1) 2237 (G, 60) PREWTH L L ERT, —MERELIZ LY
{, i=1 LRET b, HEORT (g, w)EXXX %E2, ZDEE, 3OD4—AIZHT TIEHA
L&D,
(r—=2-a) . (z, wiN{x, y}=0.
KDL I Ta74—NaEA**L 5,
Rt:(z,1),(2,1),(%,2), (w,2),(2,2),(x,2), (%, 1), (w, 1)
R$:(y,2),(w,2),(2,1),(z,1), (3, 1), (w,1),(2,2), (x,2)
D& S mELARIIT
ws(RY:2,x,y,w ws(RY 1y, w, 2,2
E%b, AT v 71EY, (,9)EP(F(a) THb, 3LABULAELLY (2,2),(y,w)EP

(F(@) 755, Fla) n#BHL Y (2, w)EP(F(a) 21855, NEI ML) 27 (1,{1})
(2, w) TN L TREN L Z L2 EET 5,

(r—22-b) ez, wiN{z, y} B2 1 DNEEDL L% 5,

y=w ThHd7r—RA%eEZ D5, MNr—AHEKICEATE S, UTDL I X 7w 74 —NaE

A* %t 5,
£:(2,1),(x,1),(y,2),(22),(x,2),(y,1)
:(,2),(2,1),(x,1),(y,1),(2,2), (x,2)
Z 0k = BRI

ws(RY:z,z,y ws(R%):y, 2, x
kb, ATy 71LEY, (x,9)EP(F(a) BN MD, T2, XEBUEHEL LY (z,x)EP

(F(@) 78N L2, Fla) DHBHLY, (2, y)EP(F(a) 21357, XEIEMEHVSL,
Q,{1) (2, w) I L THRERTH 2 2 & DD 5,

(r—22-¢) : {z,w}={z, y}
T, s=z2 D y=w LIRET b, 2OHEL, X2BEMEFEEICEALT <=7 {1, 1) (s

w)ICBL TRENTH LI DD b, CNETTORELRETEE, (v, 2) B TNTHN

522 0

TIcHLT27 (L{1)) BREHTH L E w25, £ T,



B =7, (1) i3 (v, ) TN TRERTH B
ZEERT, EBoseX\{x,y) 2L, (5F—22-b) OBEREEZEAT S L, <7, {1D) 1k (G,
VIERLTRENE LD, L2h>T (5—2R2-b) iBWT(2,9) % (s,9) ICEEX#Z CHKED
HEmr RN EeE, 321”5,

UEizEY, n=204%— 2 TEBDTERALRT Lz, #2305 — AT, A VAAAST
BROVEL DO CTEET . ||

[E—MAE 2 w7 TR S U2 BEFEF 2 €3Ik X L, Roberts S FELOLNHEEZWE T 5 IR X
N7 SWEARKIIZ, ROL ) LBAEMBEDOTOFLEXHET S, Thbb, ZOBALH
KRB ICBT 2t FHNIE R y BT 2t BHOMBINAL LW EHMT 2% 513, #He
Bz B3y VEFLWEHMEN LTI L 6% v, ZOBRZELPIZT 2 L2HICH 2T 5,
KDL ) L7074 —VaEA* %L 5,
f:(x,2),(y,1),(2,1),(9,3),(x,3), (3, 4), ", (x, k), (v, k+1), -, (x, n—1), (v, n), (x, n), (¥,2)
£y, m), (z,m),, (v, b), (x, k), -, (9,3),(2,2),(,2),(2,3), (v, 1), (x,1) (k=2,3,--, n)
Z Nk = HEALRITI

ws(RY):z,y ws(RY:y,x (k=2,3,-, n)
F 7z, EEREREIFIZ
(y, ) € P(RY) (x,y) € P(RS) (v, x)€P(RY) (k=2,3,+, n)

Thd, E, (LEHYH»EETHWIRENLERT THd% b, (r,y)EPF () » 5. T4
bh, HAlRIMMBEOGENZFZ2ERL, TLL2RHNIBNALER L Caxdy I VYT
LWl 4B IT 2B DATHE, Thbbt=20r%, t(1,a):=n—1, t(1,a)y=n7"»
5, (z,9) € &(RY) v I, —7, tlk, @):=2, t(k, a)y=3(k=2,3,,n) 7205, (y,1)E
0:(R9) (=23, n) HHNLo>T b, L2 rbbT, (x,4)E P(F(a) HRIIE S5 215
LTWDTHb, ZDL ) HMBALIZ Arrow DATREMERIC BT 2 MBEL VB EHEL
Do L7zho>Thibill, E—MABZ2EeTIEINRTFL2ERBE LLEYS, WoZ B
HATRECER T 2 &ick B,

bbb HA, Roberts DR LB EBRL 2D TEEIVLETH D, b ESRETE B
RHCBAL ENEFHACTRABEZRAL TWb0T, BENLZT 7o—FEi->Tw5, LrL,
HEFEDERFHICH L TEHORLEERL TWEDT, XBZNL DI Roberts DL N LNk
L3N TWB, 72721, Roberts TIRLEL INLh > HFAMZ LB LTEFZ L TWwb 2w
FRILH B,

o -]

(16) #E#HIZD\ Tl Nagahisa and Suga (1994) * e &,
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6. HmHIESE

RGTIE, TR KO AR AT T CORTREIEERIC D\ CEEE L 72, JEAAMOE
ABIHEDTTHETH B X LT, N8 DRENEBRILBM I 2 HOMRRAOI LIS & 2
BCH Db, AREBNTH BUHES LRI, e F— AT E 713 2 10 1S E B BT
BTh B LIEE LI, PRI, HESNLEET 70— FleBnTi3, MEOTHLEE
T3 &S RENEEE ERL - A— AT TR S W70 7 4 — L EEOM S
Bl Thve L, BLEDRENTT, Roberts DIH FOMBEER & —fb L 2 EHTE 5
ni7iz,

2 HCARTE, BAMEA BR) HBEObL 5 1 50T —<Th 2 BAHENMEAM LB
DWTidF o N Lh -z, BEERENEARBLECET 2ERISE52 b8 %, Arrow
RO RTEME IS E D L 5 I EES N5 THINE T b % OB % LTV B,
FALb 3SR A — T 2 e TR S N A REL TH ), AMOLEH bR
FEETHbENnESE, L LEKEIZ% > T, Roberts (1992) »%E—MNE L2 M-3RI N /2%
FFi 3 THEBRE LT THHT 247> TV B, Roberts 13, F—M/4H £ 2 3 R0F0> F TS
B B EAREEOBES S 2 bk Xic b, VB FORRESESERT A2 L ERLT
W, Lirl, BAEREOEAMLSs TiL T COERFROKEI Y, SRR AT
BEEL B\,
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