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Applying Mathematical Structures of Knightian
Uncertainty to New Decision Problems
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Abstract: In this study, we discuss recent issues in decision theory by applying mathematical
structures of Knightian uncertainty to various problems. We discuss characterizing stochastic
choice over menus, unifying indecisive tastes and preference for flexibility, and modeling deci-
sion time by an incomplete preference over multiattribute objects. The results indicate that
mathematical structures generated by multiple beliefs or tastes are useful in analyzing a wide
range of decision-making problems, especially for those susceptible to psychological heuristics

or biases. Future studies are also discussed.
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1 LIz

WP AHEERIRN, T2bOAHEED T TORIIELIEIHRICBIT 2 HLHET—<T
Hbo TOHT, 1980 ERDEYA 5 2000 F4I T T, BEREEDEBINHERSMA (Ed) %
—DIED DT ENTER, WhWb A MiEAHEFEY: (Knightian uncertainty) OFFFEAYEAZ
ﬁbﬂf%t(@mmmm&MMMMJ%&&MMMHJ%&BWMMN%JMMMﬁﬂﬂmﬁlﬁ
& 213, Gilboa and Schmeidler (1989) &, W OMERSA O Thx b N2 HARIH % &M
%) bDO%MWT, Schmeidler (1989) &, EZRGA O D Y IZHERZE R (probability capacity)
EHWTENENAEELEZFMIT 2BERETTIVERELTBY, BHICBWTHEEED
THhsbeEALBFZHEOEANTIERRTEL L V) BRTHEOMICHERLEESSHLZ LD
IRENTWS, S5, Bewley (1986) &, BEDHERSAOTNTIIOWTH L EFEOIIFERD
MG L) mE EOAFE Z&RE L) BT 2EAREETVE, 72, AKOEF -T2
¥ 75, Dubra et al. (2004) &, BEERELZVELOMHABR L L, 2O0TXTUIOWTH L #
PFREAMTT & 0 & K FFM S5 & ZORFIE & &F L ) BT 2 BRIEET V2 E wagl

Ko B, EHOTEOEIZHN LA S, SO L) BT 70—F THS N2 HE L %
SESELBIREMEICHT A ETHLVAIRDSHEONL Z L2RT LB, INHD5
BB B IFROMED TR Z BT 52 L Th b I, ARTIERD 3 MICHERT 5.
F9, H2H T, Koida (2017a) A L&A S, 4 MEASEEEETLVO—DOTHLYF
I VIS (maxmin expected utility, MMEU) ¥4 (Gilboa and Schmeidler, 1989) & [RlBD ¥~
Mo 2 F55, FESRAYEI (stochastic choice) & L TR TE L A =2 — (BIEES) LoEIT
FHZHMOT 5. KIS, % 3HI T, Koida (2017b) ZABA L7425, BIMMAEZ EET 52
T, FA MRAHEEEOFZED S JR4E L 72 Dubra et al. (2004) OAREA#EFE 7V & Dekel

(1)  Bewley (1986) 13 [ 4 MAEAHEEMEETF IV (4 MRZEREHR) ] v HiEE, (1) =8
REED (B—OEFHORD NI HEOEEI R Lo TBY) (2) 20T N TOMRSAIC
B2 FBIINFERIAN—F OB M T L ) R CFHliT 2 L EOAMBELXHE LV EITFTL L0
IERTHWTWS, LAL, AT, LYEARLZERTCIOHEELHY, LTLLEMH (2) 28
WAL L2 WA TY, S (1) drwidehs (—ZOREDTT) FMEAREESRL TW2IR
DEFA NRAHEFE &5,

(2)  Dubraet al. (2004) 1%, F&TId% {AHMBDERGELET 2 L) 2RI EZBR L TV 5720, K
BIZE) &, THT (BREEVPBEBOEEICESOTRIREZIT) LW BERTO) 4 AT
EMEETNTE RV AL, 2OETIVIE, F 4 MEMEEEETIVO—D2TH % Bewley (1986)
WZHM L 2B E 2 - TB Y, BEF 33 MIcET 2 A MERICH L Tek—3r— VT
BIEZITY L) HIZEE L TWA 720, AFTId Dubra et al. (2004) Z &7 [F4 N FAH
FVIZ B L - HENEE 2 FFO T TNV ] AR LT 5,
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et al. (2001) DMFHOT 72 A =2 — FORBFZ HOICBEES T ONDE 2 L %2R 512, 440
TH, Koida (2017c) S L %755, Bewley (1986) OHUFMMMZIGIT 5 & & CREPUER
[ (decision time) DEBSIIHCE, FEBEFELHMESIIIBIT 5 S F ST AR LT
EBHTLEERT, iR, ThHESTR, BHHICBVWTEEELRIET 2,

2 FEFRAEIROKFH O

KREITIE, BATMIIEE RG22 A =2 —DREGBELZIRET S LT, 77 F EOEFIZHE L TH
SN EEF RS R A = 2 — FOBEIFIZIBHTE 5 2 £ /R L7 Koida (2017a) I2H0 %, Zo X
) 3T O—Hl L LT, Gilboa and Schmeidler (1989) O~ ¥ 2 3 Y IR & RIFROFF 1 &
BHEO, PHEINMEERNEIR (anticipated stochastic choice, ASC) EF V% HHAT 5,

9, REOMHRICHETLEBZRREL D 5B 1EHITMAIZE IS, T4 MRAFESEESHT DR
i, BEREEDRBOES (BE0EE) 2FH-oTWALRELTWALEIZ L THD, FIZ, Gilboa
and Schmeidler (1989) O~ ¥ I VHIfFshAIL, BaoEEOR THREMAZR/NNIT L L9 %
bOWEDWTERIEBTERZTHORNEZER L Tb, 2F0, vF 2 I VIR
ERPUERL, BT 5T MRAEEERISSTLS 5720, WREHBEERSEES S L) 2HE—0
[P F V4] (Ba) TE%L, Bl [2F) 4] ofr bRk b EBINZ b DIZHED W TGEIREAT
IDTH %

—7, Selten (1975) ®DIEB) (trembling hand) EFNVD L H 2, SHITH Y A5, FINEST
DY (implementation error) Z BT FEEDH 2 BEREELZEZ L) T D L) RHEERNE
Rr o b 726 SNDAMEFELER, 4 MRAHEEETEET 2 X9 %, BALMBEOTE 2 LB
REBDONHBRIZ RN DOTIE AL, BRREERFIZE > THHTE 2 (TiEdrH2) bOTH
D, tRibd 5 X912, BEIREED, FIH R OERL L OMEER3407 S IR & &R AL
THODEESL ) HBEFUTE L LCRLlk 52 LA TE S,

L7255 C, b, 77 b LOBEFTHLNEANEEE A = 12— FOBIFOSHTIIGHTE
B2 EbhoTwiuR, WERIH [RMEl 2479 7 7 F EOBEFERBITH 5~ F 2 3 VIR
FAoBF RS2 FIB L <, A [RAfb] 2479 A =2 — LOBEGFERBZFHOT 5 2 L8
T&b, ZDEIIZ, 77 NEORIFE A= 2 — EO@IF &) B L EPERNEZ BE O 5
ZEIEY, BFEMER—OMEL o TW T, EBITHISETIEE S e o 728 L WA DS
LNBLTRMED D Do TND, KEIZBIT2HmOMETDH 5,

DFCiE, 3, 77 b Lo@EIF RICERSINL XY I VIR OBB 247, 20, 2
—a— FOBEIFICERSND ASCET VAU LK, vF 2 I VWAL ASC OBfR%E B~
b0 B, BERREHMIIBVWT, BHICH L TEH SN I EII L RHOEERZ YN 2R
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THILEEELFRE & SNTVEA, KO HTEMFEMN L ) AR G- 28352
ElhBbzo, TTIE (KRETDKEEY) —HOBEELZAEZBRWTZOHP 2 BB 5,

TNTE, TI~F I VHIFFIHORRY 2P 1AZFHIN L X 9o B 2 HRZE M (prize) @
5L, AB% B EDOLLU (ottery), 2 VHERGAOEELT LD, SHI12, S eHMREKH
RYIRFEZZR (objective state space), Lo #3TXTHT7 7 b (act), 2F 1) SH#5 AB~DOHEENE
HET D, TIT, Lo Lo (EFEEKR) = 2IKET 5.

ZoLE, UTOEHITRENS,

E¥ 1 (Gilboa and Schmeidler, 1989)
DT D 2 o0 RMETH 5.

3)

(a) %ﬁﬁi@%ﬂiﬁ%%%,@@ﬁﬁ,@ﬁﬁ,i%ﬁ,$%%ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁt§o

(b) 7774 B u: AB = R EIEZEHNE S LOWESHOES CHHEL, TTO f,
g € Lo IZDW\WT

frg = min > u(f(s)P(s) > min > ulg(s)P(s)

seS seS
I B o

5512, 1 ARG BT e, LRORFRRE—EThDH L LIRS,

COBIFRIUL, TROLHEEIMEE, THhOLFHANERSMOES C TREN, ZOHT
(BB o TR s N 3) HIFEMAEZRIMET 5 02 AW TEEREZIT ) RIS T 5, D
FH, AR L7zX ), HET 254 MEAHEERICHLT 2720, %2 3 VIR B
BOREB IO Y F )+ (HeFnsi) onr ok bEBI G S DIESWTEREZITIOTH 5,
FNTIE, WIS, A=a— (BEIUES) NOBRRE EOMERNERZ O 5 ASC OFHlA
HBLLO. £F, TOETATE, 77 M EOEFTERS A= 2 - LORIFAERT L L
IEEPLETH L, Ll LollATEHL, BEEMOES, ABZ{ LOEEGLETRE, F
@&X:1~®%ﬁﬁAB@?&T®%Q%%®%ﬁfﬁéﬁ%,A:KNA&kﬁéﬂglx
Za— FORIFICET 581798 CTd 5 Dekel et al. (2001) Tid A RIZHET 2 ERL TWAHD, K

(3) EmmXTIiE, 2o oABIZZ 21 weak order, C-independence, continuity, monotonicity,
uncertainty aversion & il E N T 5,

(4)  FEBATHEEE, JHERSCTIE non-degeneracy &3R0S, B % BT BIRDSE L § 2 UK O O 17
EAEFETLAMTH S,

(5) LFTI, &6 X OTXTOFRTSEGOEET Ko(X), 3XTO (FRFE/ZIZEBELR) #H5
ELHOELGE K(X) LFEiET 5o
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HiTIE, #IROMRLELLFCLVEELHEL G2 2720, 750 x=22— (A=2—EnL
L) OEEAAEZEZ, AA LISEIT — 2 ERT 5. 1B, A=2a—xc ARERL1 Te 24EK
T5H5T7 50 AZa—PcAA LFA—HRTE27:0, DIFTIE, LEIZLLT, &) EKKICEERE
LT (Vrorsan) A=a— EOEFLZHCTETVOBREFT) .

COETFTNTIE, TOL)RBEFOEHELTUTDL) 2bDEER 5,

% 1 (Koida, 2017a)
UTFo ()~ Q) DEEDPELT S EE, (u,¢,5,M) ZBITF - O ASC FEHL L5,

(a) S=U2.S, (FRTOneNIZ2PWTS, ={s1,...,5.}) ;

(b) M=U2 M, (FXTOneNIZOWT M, CAS, ZMHH) ;

() ¢: AxS = ABRTRTHOzc AL scSIZP0T ¢(z,s) € x &ii7zd ;
(d) 7774 B8 u: AB = RPHFIELT, 23T RTO P AAICKRLT

V(P) = max Z u(s)/ u(p(x, s))dP(z) (1)
SE€Sn(p) €A
7z TBB VYV AA - RTERISINDE (A(P) 3T v T2 A=a— PHPIEOHER 52 5 A
©)
B B RAOREEET .

Zf (@) 1 GHUIREE (mental state) DEE S %, S0 S LOWMESHOEE M %, FiF
(T O FIRBE I ARAFE S 5 38R BI%L (choice function) ¢ %, St ()IZZFN 5 % HW/@IFEH 24
ELTWDe 612, FF(d) THESNLBIFEBUILTO L) IIERTE 2, £, x=2a—2
ELHIREE s NG 2 oML &, ¢z, 8) 1T 2 OFDOLBIRS LRI (CL) 2%KL, 20L&
DRI w(p(a,s) L be SHIT, TNET Y F AR 2— P AT 2HERM L LELREE |
ORERGAT p X > TEH LD, $hbb P e uroEMINs s HzE2£2 5, #IFE
BV, 2oL 2MFIHOERELX G525 MOFRL p BSRIEINDLLOL L TEHRS
N5, Koida (2017a) TlE, & 52 EFLOEIFFEBL(D)IZBWTEIREE ¢ B EOWE 27
bLOEIEM A (regular) ASC LU, ASC O—EMLERL TWEA, ARTIEENRSIZOWT
DFHNTEIET S o

PETREI Yy ax=a—1003 2 BFRBEHM L7205, — oA =2 — 21T LTI, i
(1) OFEIFEBUILTOL ) IZHFEXET I LN TE 5,

Viw) = max > (@ s)n(s) (2)

e SGS‘JC‘

(6) BEFIZIEA(P) = mMaX,csupp(p) |2| TEFK SN 5,
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SIUCE B E, BEMEHE, CHRE s 2 EERET A C L3 TE VL 00, R L
AREE L ORI DD Mo 5 p 2 BT 5 2 1T ud(e, ) 75 AR S U2 HER % ok
IZLCw 2 LIRIRTE 2,

PLED X 5 2 I FEL R AEL L 72 b OB T OEHTH 5.

¥ 2 (Koida, 2017a)
UFo 2 206 #IRfETH %o

(a) A=z— LO#ELF - PEIEFE, S@HEA =2 —EA, ALEHOA =2 —ICETE TV
X AT T s, S-MNLE, Kol A=t DTy ALOEE, ZE, HEOSE
& i"iﬁiﬁf:ézl

(b) = PARERZ—E,DOIEH % ASC (u, ¢, S, M) TEHINL,

ZIZTC, EHE1IEEHE2 ALK LANS, vF I UHERHE ASCRIERL LS, EH 20
BIFFEBL(2)ICBWT, A=a—a 0352 5N/t EOLHIREORE S, 2 & BIIREZM, S,
FOMSGA p & EBHEREST (B2), ¢(x,) %727 b f: S, — AB LERL, KKl %
[/ 122U, 202200 T IVIEEFAINIZIZIZR—OBEZ O L 0bhr b, 20O L)
RS RRIC 72 5 D1, Koida (2017a) (ZEATHIZE & 872 5 X = 2 — M OREBRIELE L T
L5 THbE, A=a— EOBEFICHT 2 HATHITE (72 & 212 Dekel et al. (2001)) Tk A =2 —[H
OREBEZ I VAT AF—HTERLTVLLD, Aa—z by ZRAELTEONL A=~
FEH 2| X Jy| DA =2 —LR—HEN 57, Koida DETINVTIE GEH 2 O (a) THESNT
w2) EEMHEREGICL o TAZ 2 —HOREBRELIT) 720, Aza—z by ZRAELTELN
b A= a— 3N max{|z|, |y} DA=a—EA—WEND, LA >T, B2 |z| = |y| OB %
ERTIUL, A=x— a2 Ly ORSITIREZEM S, Lo7 7+ ORA L F—OBF S o,

=77, %I VIR E ASC OBFIREENIERYICFE —Th o7z LTH, WiEET 7
N EOBIFT, BEHIEIA = 2— EOBIFCTENZNEROITON TV A28, ZOMRIIKE (R
b FEIZ, LWFIRT L9, B2 THEONS ASC £HIL, LGN &LIRL VIR %
WSk — AL LTHEAR, —RICHRBEFOFAEEZM- S wizw, SFSEFLRATHOT /<
)= EFHT L LN TE D,

ZOZEIZOWTHIN GBI, £, BHFRH(D) (2) 12800 2 LHUIRRE LRSI OEE M
&, SFSF ORI T 2 BEREE OBEREOIBEZ LM CTE LI LE2ERLTSE

(7)) BEEXTIE, IhooAMIZZFNE weak order, perfectly correlated mixtures of menus,
Archimedean continuity for menus with constant cardinalities, S-independence, aversion to ran-

domizations with inferior menus, dominance, richness of domain & KL &N TV 5%,
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E7owv, 728 21E, ASC (u, ¢, S, M) #FHIVTLLT O X ) ZIEFEIE (order effect) % % Z T
55 4 Rma— g = (B B} (B BB LT, BRID b\ E R I
AHAUTNS (DF ), BRI By & 1HH, BRI Gy 122 B H, - B B, 120 BH, &0 NET A
e BTHATOS E EEREE ML TV D) B S50, LHHREE 5 = 1., n) D
X2 MR £ 0 SRR B H ORI A I ER LT LTS (b(ns,) = 8,)
FLES,

SO LS AR DB CEL S B LIEGH, KIDRT LIS, B Lb25 Tk
Vo By Mo = ASe, $hbb, TEREEAT~TOLIIREE - ORES5 % s CHIEER
R

Viz) = Iggfu(ﬂ) (3)

R, BEOMBEMHBEE LTEEETIENTEL, 2F 0, M, BHHICkETnE, &
BREZIEFNEOEETHRE L 2D A 22— O EEORNE Y BINT L2 29T, L
HURBED A A2 725 1 HFE O EIL O EIR 2 E L) REIL E o 72 KK TE v, —7,
My = {pn}, THOLERREEDLCIHIREE % MBI SHT 5 2 L3 TE Y, H—0OERD
i o WO TLHEMREDER SN L BE1E, A= 2 =20 O ORI O HERWIZITHb N, #
IFEBL(2) 1

Vie) = ul@(,s))un(s) (@)
SES| 4|
Ebo T2, pn(s1) =1 TH2%5, NAFHRIR G WIRLETERN, FRFUEORHAKEZS

PHhOLFTAZa—|IBIT5 lﬁﬁﬁéiﬂﬁiﬁiﬁﬁﬁélf RS N5, LAJ:#% M DRNINAFRF
DFZENOBRME (B2 I3WEFEE) OIRFEL 2o Twbd 2 LAVRIES h%o

EHIL, INOSOHBOYEEZEZ TAL) 2L 21, BEIEEICLST, 1-cDWEETS,
DI R COMERGATDES AS, DRHATRETH Y, e DMERTD 5 H—OMERGA p, LAFIFTT
RETRWVEE, 2F0, My ={(1—ep+eun:p € AS,} EERINDGE, BEIFEI(2)I1ZLT
D&%, 200FHEI(B) Q) OMNHEEE LTESZ LN TE b,

(8)  NEFZhRIL, FILOFFMSENS 2FRT LM O LT 5 &) LHEEIRT, S5O
FERERIC L o CEIE SN TS (72 & 21X Murdock, 1962; Christenfeld, 1995; Bruine de Bruin,
2005) o

(9)  Z#ud, Selten (1975) DIEEPET VR, X 1) @\ FRAHAYRES) DNET R FET 15 R 74 & 0 LRy
RO R B S 5 &\ ) LEEIC B 5 FEFEZE (Tentori et al., 2001; Sherman et al., 2008;
Krueger and Salthouse, 2011) & A TH %,
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Viz)=(1-¢) max u(B) + ES;SZ u(@(@, s))u(s)
COBIFERINL, HEFE1—e TAZ2—z OBEPFYLOP THHERKRIIT L OEHEIRL, EHRe T
A= — g OFPBA MR EIRT 2178), D F D, Selten (1975) AHEHR L EBLEL T
L ERFRT B ENTE S,

Hetl2, ASC IZBRE S 17218 (limited attention) DERD—DTdH %, FIRFAT LORY 2 FKBIT 2
Z & B TE D (Masatlioglu et al., 2012; Manzini and Mariotti, 2015)0 72 & 21, LT D X 5 72555 1%0%
(attraction effect, Huber et al., 1982) %% 2 TA L I «, B, 65 TR, = = {o, B8}, y = {0, 3,55}
AZa—T2E, FIFRE, 205 as, y2o BVENETN (EHET) EBIRSNLZ L%
BT %, UL, BIREB LD a DFPEHFINLDIZO D DET, A=2—123 J)HLH,
1255 6 xIMZ B E, TNDFIELTHRE > GERE BB VBIMICRZ 720, A=a—y
Pold B ARSI B 572 LT X, BRRIEORAMIILL T b,

DX HBEFATENIASC ZHVWTEHT LI ENTES, 7, Aoa—2, yldHA=a—
EMER 1 CERT AT vV oAz a— b ZREhE—HEND 720, EIFEBL(2)I12X - TEHEiT
XRCLIEELEY, 72, 8o = {s1,52), 85 = {s1,52,83} & L, ZBILHOBIFIZONT
{a} = {B} = {0p}, A=2— 2z HPELDOBEFUZDONT ¢(z,51) = o, Pp(x,80) = B, A=2—y»
5OBEFUZOVT ¢(y,51) = B, 0(y,52) = 65, 0(y, 83) = a EIRET %o TDEE, THIT/HEN
FEH DOV T My = {p € ASy : pu(si)) <1—efori=12} LB, fied BTSN ER
B o OBFIERZ RAAT 5 &) BRHERGM p € Mo HBQ)RITBVWTEIEINL 20D, A=a—
B IR o TR L — e, B AT ¢ TRIRE N By —J1, TS VIR ¢ ¢ 1200 T
Ms={ueAS;:pu(s;) <1l—efori=1,2and u(ss) <} £BLE, ROBEHINDHERE o
& CLHRIREE s3 1SS T 5720) H4 € ORERTLAEIRSNEV—7, KD OMEE1 - ¢ 13KkE
DEFFTH 2 BT NTEIN BTE L) BMEEGA 1 € Mz 2BIEND 720, A=a—y»b
IR B AR 1 — €, aDEER ¢ (ZLTop 3R 0) TEIRSNL, 2F Y, [BLh] o
P 6 BAZ2—y lZEENL ZETERREEDEEDN SIS EMHITONLE—T], old [FEf]
IZASTLED (LHELREE s3 ICHESITOND) 720, a lFEWIERTLAERENLZ VO TH S,

CNFETHERTE/2LH I, Koida (2017a) OEERDO—DIL, LTI L3R LE L A =2 —HD
RARE (GEMEA =2 —RE) 2ETAIEICLY, 727 b EOBFICH L TES W B

(10) I 6 FEAREFEOFEEL B B IZTIEMHITE [BEY ] ZLBNTEZ720, FHIIR
=B L DEIE (decoy effect) LEAEEDLH 5o

(11) ZofFRE, E2OFM2EZTIL, A=2— 2 HELOERIZOVT ¢z, 51) = B, ¢(z, 52) = «
ELTHEDLSL R, 2F D, AZa— g hLOBEPUL, (LHEAYIREE L Oxbin & IFMEIFRIZ) #IR
I o, B O OFEFBERIZT THRES D,
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k%, FA—ORFIHELRFORX =2 — LOBFOSIIISHTE LI 2R LAMIIH L, D
0, ZOHEEHVSE, Schmeidler (1989) @ =3 7 FNH = Bewley (1986) DR {1
ETNVGRE, TNETT 7 P LEOBFICE L TR LS N2HF IR EE VT A =2 — EOEF £ 55
W32 ENTE, RETHRZE) ZHFLVHEIEONDWRESH 5. 20 L) LWFEOFIH
MiE, FHC, TGN LETVR ASC TR T LI ENTE R, ERITHOT /<) —DF
TIWERESEST L72DICHRIEEEZHbND,

3 ASENmEL & B OTRMMEDOBIHE ST

AREITIE, BRI OB L A =2 — FOBFZFERIAGEL, BMMA2AREZE]ZLICXD, #
PR EDOASENELF (incomplete preference) & X = 2. — F03&Hf % [f]— D FEIAIIKAEZER (subjective
state space) #FFOD DL L THESIFHNDE L ZRT, UTTIE, F¥, B EoOBEITFEHAT
& % Dubra et al. (2004) OIFFHEHZIA (expected multi-utility) & X =2 — FORIFREATH %
Dekel et al. (2001) OFHAIIEFAIA (ordinal expected utility) (2 DOWCHIIL, FDOk, AL
&1 (dominance consistency) &IFEN 2B AEZE L THELZHESITONLZ L%
Yo

K x BRBHNS, EFTIEEBZBRE S 4, BRREED RIS QYO AT 0% % LT
BY, A=V Tr—AQEBIIFHB L VID, YT ITREEDEL Lp—Fx RATE> Tk
TV R nET 5, IO ORRIFIL, £ OFFHliAH b KL v ) IREBIIKFE ST 5 Wb
% IRFEMKAF RS (state-contingent good) TH 1V, & L HHHIAENLTEY), HAELDENI LATH
ENDLOH YT I A%, WoksEFREIND L OHETFFo TTS ZEDPLEE LV, L22L, B L
ERIGER S HIBORBEICHET 2R EHF->TBH T, EHLOBRES LV EMICR Db
SRwE, ZOWTEREITOT, W7z ERAIEET L ETHEOL V) FROLIEIXL (choice
deferral) %479 7*d LM%\ (Bewley, 1986; Dubra et al., 2004; Kopylov, 2009) s —#, ZD& &,
LVRKREVCA=Y T —RB[ZEN V7T AL EOWM ST 2o TR 0IE, NEBA—YTr—2A
B CTH Y T IADRED—F OB Lo TTIT 2 WAL ) SAHEEMEICL D ) F T
LUEEMEN D Lo L5 T, REVA—Y T —APRMT S A =2 — (BREES) NSV A—
V=AM T L ENIDECFHMSNE EEZONL, TNHFIKENDEIT (preference for
flexibility) & % \WIZHEFTE (monotonicity) &IFIENAMEDOEBITH S (Kreps, 1979, 1992; Dekel

(12)
et al., 2001) o

(12) ZCTHERLENTVZHFMEEI A =2 —DORE ST 2HRUETH D), EH 1 TEFEIN T2
77 MM B HEME S 3R R D 2 L INIZERPLETH D,
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FATHIZE T, BIROBIEIX L & FMEAOREIL, 220, B EO#If & 2 =2 —
OB OV AE N THEMSNTEZ, L L, HOREIIRLFATIE, 0220017
FELHLBNEEWE ) F—DAHEEME (IREEZER) 2OERINTED, MEIZAVIZHE
RFFOZEDREE NS, LT T, Koida (2017b) 26V, T L) ZEESESITHNL &
Eib 5o

F¥, EIUE EOEIFE LT, Dubraet al. (2004) 725925 L7 IRBEGI 23U L & 5 o ik
LIAFRICAB 2 LOFEEE L, AB LICEIF 7 2E#T 5. 22T, BBWARTHLZ LMD
WA v : AB — R & |B|-RIC2—2 ) v FEGEE EoSEFA—HEN b, S512, Ergin
and Sarver (2010) OIEHILE VT, T XNTOMFMABRBOEEE U = {u e RP . D ben Ub
0, pepus =1} EET

ZOEE, RO BREMIVREN D,

E¥ 3 (Dubra et al., 2004)
LT D 2 0B RMETH 5o

(a) EIUR L ELF =* 25RINEE, A7, ﬁmlé%(%fﬂ“o
(b) —ELMHEEY CUIFIELT, §TD o, € ABIZHLT,

aZ B TRTD ve VI LTo(a)>v(B) (5)

EAFEBL(5) 2 MIFFEEC A RB LI, BRIEEDVEES YV TRENLZBHOURM ML
Fb, ZOTRTOERL o ZERK B LV ECFHEIL7ZE &, OZDLEDH a % B L1 ELF
T5ILERT, JiUE, BRREEIIROWEITICET DA MEEEISH LT 572012, TXTO
v € VI & B EIW OIS —3T 5 &L EDOHEREITHIRMAERL TBY, TDLE, 200:FR
Hatﬂmﬁméﬁumm%(@mmﬁf%ékéﬁo—ﬁ,@ﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁ
5(t&i@,%é%%@m%*uua%ﬁibﬁ@:%<¥m¢5®uﬂbt1/u5%aibﬁ%u
B CRHIT %) AR ThN GV, 286 %, 2 DORFH OFERIIAREN (indecisive)
PEEWFD, <t B LERLT Do INHIFFEEIHIC BT 2 BIRO B LISHIE S 5.0

77(01, A= a2—EO#EIFE LT, Dekel et al. (2001) 2SR #IFERZHHT 5, T, 7

B2 A= 2—DHEA K(AB) Oits % HWT, K(AB) EISEIF - 25%8% T 5. AHIiTIE, =
@;7&%~1-L@@ﬂisowf,uT@i?&@ﬂ%ﬁ%%Kéo

)
=

(13) BT, #NE1 preorder, independence, continuity & Fit LTV 5,
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E# 2 (Dekel et al., 2001)
A= a— EOFT - DI AR ZEBL (S, 9) #F0 L1, S CUB LU = {(supge, w(B))ues
r € K(AB)} ECHEBEDPOMELRIEMBER g R° > RVFELT, 2RO L) A THRIHTE

LI ETHAH,
W@O=9<quw0 ) (6)
Bex weS

W B OH 4 S 2 FIRAARIEZER (subjective state space) EIHEN, HEMSEHAT
ST DAL L TR 5 b OO L ITE by & OMIFEII BT, W g 1R
ERRIIEHCHD 2 L, AZa— b (EEOLEMROEET) kT 5 & MR W ()
OWHHINT 5, F7bb, [22a &b or ') Lo FaMEAORIED 5 > (L HHED AT
723N 5,

Dekel et al. (2001) 3 X 0¥ Dekel et al. (2007) (ZIRD & ) ZEHIZBWT, 20X @il
P ATUL AT o TV B

EIE 4 (Dekel et al., 2001; Dekel et al., 2007)
DT 2 o0 FETH %o

(15)
() A== LM AR, AL AV, S, R RT
(b) 1 AREI I A & T

WoPERT 5 —BHOM&IZIE, FEMKREZEN S O (s voffiFgz i) —EEb&F
NTWh, LD ->T, 1ho0EHIE, A=a2— EoBFoRFLE1T) 2 & Tk BEIRGE
Z2[] S DO 217 ) bOIZ LR TE %,

ST, INFETERE EOBEIFRBLE L TIFFEERIEZ, 2 =2 — Lo@IFRBLE L O Rl
% ZNENFA L CTE DY, WEE L TR0, &5 0 LMK EE—
ThbbYES—FEHWTWVEEVW) T LETHL, DF ), TNHOEEDE HIZIFROEER
EHRDWEFZRT SO LFRT 2 L, KEORMTHRR/ZZE )2, T0 2 D>0RIFFRIIIZEHE
WD ENRIEEING,

(14) BE#121E, Dekel et al. (2001) (3 EBAVIRAEZER &2 5 IS5 2 DTV R WHIRN R b0 &
LTEFHL TV D7, S IRRBREOMFIHBEBIC L > TA =2 —NOBRREE A FFM T2 £ 9 %
BIFICHEEZ YT TV, ZHIREZ ZIREBICBT 2 A B —H3 5 &, FEIREZ
S 2 MR BB OIS EETZ LT LT LN TE S,

(15) HEFLTIX, #2111 weak order, continuity, nontriviality, weak independence, monotonicity
LERRLEINTw 5,
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L72h-> T, MITF T, Koida (2017b) IZfiEVy, B AMA EET A L TIO L) BEEH
WEITFOLNEZLERT, B, MOFHTIX, AEOFMIZIZZEASLT, FITERIFEHOFH
RAITH L CiHm D TE 2D, AEITIR, 2 0OBIFEB AT 5 AHOEGEIHHZEE
ToHblzd, TOFPNILOMIEE T LI2T %,

FY, BIUN Lo o L A= — FORBIF - 2 T NEN (MO2rORHEEHF L 2VIRY) JH
MAGET B0 KIS, IS ORBIFEBEOT 2 A A ERT H72012, UTO L) REROME
YN

E# 3 (Koida, 2017b)
FTRTOz e K(AB) L a € ABIZH LT, UTFTOXHIZEHRT S,

(a) aldxll "X ENS <= = a kb B €conv(z) VLT b
(b) aldz il oIz <= FH@) DL % BAFLEL EV,

COEFROBEBIZLTOE) TH L, 9, BHEREF BRI OEIRIZE L CREEE 2 FH
T&E5%, 2%, HHTAAZ2— o OF2 OB AZHERNICERT LI LN TEZEL L),
CD L) BRIEEN S ER SN D BEREOEA T 2 O E cony (z) LFA—HTE2, L, Z0L)
BRI X > TR o £ 0 GBI EOEIF =* OERT) BIFSN L@V B 2ERTELDT
HUL, EERREZIT a Z2BIRTHMRDYICAZ2— 2 FOBIIL 2 HERIIGRIRT 52 LT
BUWHIHEEHOND 720, B oA =2 — 2 (ICEFTNDBIG) Ko THEENE LIFRT
LIFHATHAL) (K@) =T, TOXIBEBETa LD EFINDL BRERTHIEHNTE
Wb, o089 RERBEMRIEELL v (RtEDb). B, TOHHTOLL2L LH12, EFE3
BT 5 ZEMARIEERE Lo = 2 AW TERK E X = 2 — O OBREZFHSIT s
EWERPLETH S,

S5, ROKHEIE, 20X LXK E AW CGERE Eo#Ef & X =2 — Fo#Eif % BEo
T %,

N1 (ZEEAM, Koida, 2017b)
FTRTODz € KLAB) BLU a € ABIZOWT, UTOLEHDPKLT %,

(a) zU{a} =z a x|l DTSNk,
(b) zU{a} ~z <= a x|l -HRENb,

GtF@)ix, BRI a A= a— 2 12 2R ENEVEE, POFDOLEDARA =2 — g |T#
P o ZFTMA B2 ETAZ 2 —OFMIliA LA T2 L%, &MEDb)IE, ad il Z-HR SN
LLE, POFOLEDAR I a BMFITMNMZTY A= 2 —DOFEMIIAETH LI L 2R LT b,
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EF3ICLDE, BIH a P A= 2— 2|2 TR EN L WRBHIE, o L) BIFSNLEREE ©
FOBRE EOMERFIRICL > THERT 22 LD TERVED, old o 12T N5 BHEOET
R WHI7 2 il E RS, A =a— o \SER o 20MA S 2 LT =2 —DFHliL EAT %
ERETAHZEIZARTHS ) —H, aWzll TR ENDL %5, o EOBRIRNF ORI E
FUCE>Ta L VBIFINL BB 2 AR TE L7720, aFiolifizEL Lidnl, o112
AHTIMZCTH A= 2—DFHEiD EAT 52 & idnve SN LRESGEHOBEBTH S,

Fil L7z X912, HEBBROERIILEIE EOREIT = PO TWA 0, LREAMS,
THCBIFR & ORI LB = & A =2 — 81 = 2 BES 5 /I -oTnd, E72, 20
K, A= 2 —~OBPRLOBENMD A = 2 —OFFili % TF e\ 2 & 2 REET 57280, FHRMENDE
FaeEL, £/, XMEROERLY, St SO T T, 7 v 5 2O EFIE (indifference
to randomization, Dekel et al., 2001), T 7&2bH, A=z2— 2 &ZDN conv(z) VWEEFTH L
LLEET b,

KOTHIE, TICTERLIMEAE 2 ECHEBO AL EFET 5 2 & THIRFEESIH &P
WA BES T2 b0 TH b, B, LLFTIE, MHfbo7zd1, AR GRIRE Eos@ir
2 o%s) BLUBIHT (2 =2— Lo®if - o¥s), @i, ERITEE £ 0T [EARIEE
(basic conditions) ] &5,

¥ 5 (Koida, 2017b)
DTo2 o0anEIXRETH %,

(a) MBI bR ot AR L TR, A = a— OB - GIEARIEEE, BT
B (=0 ) SR AV A 72T s

(b) = 1 EAMEFRENER V &, = BAR RN EE (S,9) £, V==
BT %o

COFEICBVT, BICHEb)TY =S, 0% ) MEEEAINC B 2 MEAH RO % L
FERUIR NS 1) 2 BBIIRAEZEM AT L 2 8 1d, SIS ORFRIAI RO RIFIZET 5
ORI EFRT 2, WHERE~FOBKTHLZLERLTEY, REOBRHIE~:
EHBEZEOITLLDTH S,

$72, EHS OME (), B EORE 5 2 ICMTEABEERE L, A= a2 — LORIF -
SR EH L TO AV L EERT AL ENH L, DT, A= a— LOBET - (CEHE
HENLO BEMARE & ERw) BRANEHZTTH Y, ()15 2 F B HE %
BUZ, TR R OBIT ot (IR S NI AT & R SO S D A S E I ST

(16) JEFSCTIE, IR EOBIFICERE S NS M %% alternative independence & Fit L T 5,
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Who ZHUL, FBHMIIEMAER 2O A = 2 — Eo@EIT = A%, IR EH % H o R UK

DOFNF = E XA L > THBESITONDL I LERLTEY, IhF CHICEEN 2V E
SNTELZD 2 ODBFEBPEHIIHDLoTVEILEERL TV,

WA, REIOFH OEE R ESBOWROFAEIZOVTHER, £, ZOFOGH Tk
A= a— EOBEERBE L TP R & W RED 7 I A2 ER L7275, _mio&g%ﬁﬁ
(& Dekel et al. (2001) (Z351F %5 b iR\ EHFFRILTH 2 IINERMHIRAIN (additive expected utility)
%>, Epstein et al. (2007) DIRET 28 HME4E (multiple prior) €7V, Ergin and Sarver (2010)
DI|-ET LA %MD IE (costly contemplation) ET N7 EMRILVT T AD A = a2 — L&
FHERK T — AL LTEHEATV S, L2A 5T, 20X ZEITFERBUCERT 20343 L Ll
BHCRVv, RIS, SHBROMFEO LML LCTIXRD 2 SAEZ NS, 12, RE & FREOS
WM EEEIZET A AMEEEORHAIEHT 5 2 L1 i@&mmmw%>@+4bﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%?
WEAZ 2 —FIFLEDIT 5 OPFITOND, F1ETHENZLH I, Kk, F 1 MiAMHEE
MW ESICET DAREELZ VR E LT 720, HEIHBEEICRE$ 2 AHEEE L o
72 Dubra et al. (2004) DETINTIE%R L, BEICHETAARNMFELEEZ 58T L7 Bewley DET V%
EHHIIA =2 — FOBIFLEEDITL LT, 74 MiAHEEEICET L) & EOED
NDWREMD S 5o HAZ, KEO L) ICFRHREANOBIFZFITEL TR0V, NSV A=Za2—
FEDKEVWAZ 2L DBIFT 2LV [TI v b AV MAOBIF] %A T 2 TOIED
EZoNb, B, AR LZE ), LEEASEIEREANOBRTFLEET L7720, 20X Rk
%%ﬁ5tbmuimmaﬁ%%ﬁ?%%%ﬁééo

4 FERRERH QRO

ﬁ%fi REEMBIF ORISR IS T 5 2 & THEERERR (decision time) DY IF
%ﬁioqui RN ERER B ORI 21T o 7212, AEHITHO 28 EEEE -4 MRA
EFEMEOH A TRAIIFH O 72 Bewley (1986) OETNVEMEBNL, TNEEIFNLZREEINH
(multiattribute utility) OFFLAIZIGH L7z Koida (2017¢) DL EMEEERZERR (multiattribute
decision time) E 7N ZHHT 5,

9, BEUGERHE LE, H5BIRET) OLNETLIZHHOZ L THY), ZOHIZITSEFSEAR
HRPEEINTVELEEZLNL I s, LHFERLEREFAIIB N TERREICHT 285 L
Lfﬁw%nfwgi%E%%ﬁ%%%ﬁdﬁ%ﬁﬁuu,%ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁ,ﬁ%%ﬁﬁuﬁiéﬂ

(17) B R PRI RO R (response time ¥ 7214 reaction time) & HFHIEN S,
(18) LR FERHEHAC BT (;%IEHTF'ﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁR’%@ﬁﬁR 22\ Spiliopoulos and Ortmann
(2017) % Koida (2012) #
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FROFRIE - BRI, SEBIUTEI 2 WHAICHEATS 5 L EOME, WAEE (internal conflict) @ %\
BERAMS 2 BT O5NL, F 3HORITOREME § 2 BEREEOHITIE, #ROKETL %
1w, BEOVEICRMZ2T2HEBE LT, M2 SH 72 EMOFE L FEo720 728w ) %
WARZZAS, IS, BEEEILEROGRED SH LN L IERE T LM 2 MRS 572012
BIROBIEIILZ L2V EH) b Lz l, EFROFEXD LI, NWEESLEFAR S 12X

DEGONRE D EPIEICT 2L TELRVRL Lk, L2 > T, BRIEHEGHTE
WZOHTR SR & § 2 BIROFERIINZ T, BEREREZ ST 252 LT, 2O L) 208 - 525
2RO EE L) RIS ITCE A EEZBND,

AHEHITIE, 0L RBEREHHZENSE2EZH}OB TS, FIZHEED 5 \IZEFARNT
SICHERENTE, 7221, FELHPEMERAE ¢ &, LM77 AR y O CEENR
EADBEREATIHEAEZ L) b L, BRESLRFEMELE V) 2 0O L EENE (V-
A0 PEEREHIZE>THETH L (—HITEToTw5) 2oL, FEHEMICHFET S ML —
FAT7RFHEL, BREIT) L EHL v, L2 L, 200K BEICET LY 2 4 MOAHEE LY
&, BEEERE, RERTLWERESDH LT 24 POBEEOH LS ENDERT L 0 HE % B
ThWEEZLNL, 7L z21E, BEEINL2HE 724 MNIFESEZ, L) —DI3BFEE &
DEMTZETIUL, EBTL7 oA ML TEME 2 &y OFHliAN T 5720, FETICHER
2ATH) ZEIRFELLRETH L2 9d La v, 2OL) RGAILE, TEXA7204 L olEHRTIINE

D, R72EME TR L) § 572010, BRIERTEIRE BT L, FBHEZ2T T
EERITH EEZ DI LIZBARTHS ) TNANEIEIC L 2 B EPGERFEMOBEBCTH %,
e B C— AR ICEFE SN 2 BMMEAHO T T, EEOEREOMIZ DV EIT LR
AL L, BPUIENEIATON L EE 2 ON5720, ZOX ) RBEBROGE )T Z 0+ 5 2 &
EARTRETH B0 L7200 C, BEREHROVMAOHR CHNEEIC & 2 B ERERR OB %
ST 5720121%, 2 DORFPLO M TEIFBBIHILL v (856 bl X 0 #IFSniw) 3
BT R 2 IRET 2 LED B 5 (Bewley, 1986; Dubra et al., 2004; Kopylov, 2009)o & 5
(2, FEERRERE TR B B TR O M EEUER I ICBI T 2 MR 2 AT T 5 7201218, 2ok 7
Pl & EEIRF O L BRI T T VIR T 2 2 L2 E Lo 212’, Koida (2017¢c) DA
WeERTH L,

DIFTI, SoX) 2aHIciko %, £9, KETCEAT 2 BFEIEEDITE %4 % Bewley (1986) %
L, TNEBFNRLEURIHETVIISHET 50 56 2 BIORPEORM A LR T 5 &, Bewley
(1986) |XBEMARZBIIREEZEM S 2HEL, 77 FNOEE Lo LICERSINDEIF - 2B LT
ToOL) ERERLTWA,

oF

L
Bk
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I 6 (Bewley, 1986)
LT 2 0@ FAETH %o

(19)
(a) T = 2SHINEE, SEiel ARVME MFME, C-s2fifthE
(b) B#iu:B—-RESLEOMRGADES MDPEHEL, TXTD f,g€ Lo LT

g TRNTOPEMIZHLTY  w(s)Epw[u®)] =D pu(s)Eges)u®)]e (7)

seS seS

COETFVOMBUILTOMY TH D, £, w IHHABKELEL, Eps[ud)], Eyelu®d)] &7
7 b fg EIRE s hOENENERSNDWFERHE RS, T5 L, EEFRI(TIZ, MIZ&EN
BINCOBEpIRLT, 77 b foER SN T 7 b g 205 AR S b IR
UETholE, POZOLEDHK fldg LVBIFSNLILERT, T4bb, ZOEFIVM,
HRICEEDSIRBICET 2 A EEABRNL0HEY), TXTCOBRIHLT—HOT 7 bH s
L ECHIRHE S Z VR BRZTDOR VIR A RS LHRT L2 LD TE 5,

W2, T &) REEFENREEY ZEEHOBMAIGH L2BIFE T Ve 2, EERTERH
RO D, HABn IS LT, T={1,...,n} ZEM (LZ@EHETHIUL, BHNE HER
B/, 7HA0%) O%E, TRTOIe TICHLTX; 2 BMEEOREEGLT 2, 72, X = X1, X,
DL REMEOMOEEEET, S5, X LOL LOESAX 222, pe AX %&FE
EIES, miAIC, AX BICKE 7=0,1,2,... ICBITLBIF -7 #EHKT 5. EIEMIZIE, Bewley
(1986) DETNICBITLENREse SEBMicT &, %?7bfeL0%E@ﬁ®ﬁt®<L(%
B LMo U5 2 58%) pe AX &t K?:%)@ﬁ‘l‘Enf%f%j‘%%T}b?&)%o

CDE) BETIVIIARTEMBITZEHET L7720, B I2BWGERB p & g OB T— oMy
EBEFSNDHEZT TR, EELIMA L) BIFSNAVIGELERT L2LEDNH L, 3
HiE B, S0k aled p b q OBOBRIIRIERE LR, poa” g LB —F, &b
B Cp & q DB LM & 0 BT SN2 B8 % SRR O BIRIZPEN Th 5 L IR,

DFTE, S0L)ICERENIBIFOF] 2722, 18 L TR &) 2RIFRIE £ 2 5,

EFE 4 (Koida, 2017c)
UTo (@)~ ) OFMHERIT 5 & &, FINE LOBETFOF] =712, »ERMEE L ER R %
FoLEE9.

(19) Bewley HH I I NS ORFIEFICHHI 25 2 TV AR WS, TN5IE—#%IZ preorder, continuity,
independence, monotonicity, C-completeness & Fil & 115,

(20) —f&iZiE, BEEOM O L pe AX LB L TRBEMED Ui 5 2 2B ER2 525,
Koida (2017c) #¥%5E5 % [H—@IEICBI 2 IEHME] ORBO T CIEMHIXFE—H SIS,
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(@) u=(ut,...,un) (FTRTDiITIZDOVT, u;: X; — [0,1] 1F maxy, ex, ui(z;) = 1, ming, e x,
wi(zs) =0 Th b &9 i)

b)) A={A"}2, (FTRTO7<7IZ2VT, AT CATIFMNEHAAD AT DAT)

() 7=0,1,2,... BLXUTRTD p,ge AX IZDNVT,

PR e TRTON = (M, An) € AT LT Y NBy) [ui(@:)] > > AiEy, [ui(x:)]
iel i€l

B, Al ={A=A,.c0d) €ERT XN =10 >0 for alli € T} 1 (n — 1)-k
TR Z, By, [uwi(mi)], By, lui(z:)] G=1,...,n) 3EME 2B 28H wi() EERL p, ¢ D
FELGAG pli, gl OENENAEREING, B CHT2HF0HL2% T, £72, ThH0l]
RN S ER S MBI O n-RITERZ Vv E Eplu(x)] = (Bpj, [ui(z1)], - -, By, [un(22)]),
Eqlu(@)] = (Eqpy [ur(21)], - ., Eq, [un(@a)]) £ <o

ZOBIFFEBOMRILTOM®EY Th o, ¥, SEYEIF LT [0,1] KHEICESLS %)
B u; ZEFTL, TN T LORANRT MvE o L FHC (&), KRIZ, KT 1128175
FREOHAD T =4 bOHELEE AT TEL, TNE2 3 _XTO 7 IIDOWTEZRLHE A &LEL &
72, AT IZREEOEBEIZONT (BEOUEMBROEKRT) M/ T 5 (£MFD)). &KL, &)X
INLRHAELEBFRERALZET, INIILDE, BETIZBWT, &R p BT 2 &R
DR OINE P AL ¢ 1T 2 KLEEO TR HOMEFH LY AT C R IZEENS
FTRTOT A MIHFLTREVHIVWIEFELVWEE, POFDLEDAplE g L) EFENE,

Bewley (1986) & ZEMEERERMETFTVOMEIIZIUTO 3 HIZTEDONE, H—I2, |l
FE—RFRICBIAHFNETNVEEZERB L TWLDIIx LT, BEIZERPHOBFNET IV EE
BLTWwh, I, FIECTIHREBLEOMRIM p 2 EEL TWADITH LT, ®BEIE (T
B 5) HEEMEOFHOT A4 M AT ZEELTWAD, E=12, BB TR o 2IREEIC
BAFE L 22\ (FXCOIREE s 12K L ClRI—ORHABBAIET ) OIS L, BEIZBWTIIR B
BT 2 (— IR w (3B IS X > TREB), B, REBEOEIE, ZREEOE
HER 2 AR5 & BT T B

KOEHTIE, TOL) BBFEBOKNEILEZIT> TV 5,

T 7 (Koida, 2017c)
UFo 2 206 #EIRAETH %o

(a) BUFOF) {Z7}22, DHIET, el MOZME, HE—@EICBE S 5 R, HEN, EEeN

(21) ZREURIHOY — 11229V Tld Keeney and Raiffa (1993) % 1 Lo
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(22)

%iﬁf:ﬁo
(b) {27)5%0 B RATBIGERIEIL (u, A) & H0.

T, BEUAH L, RVkE T THHERE p & ¢ OMOBERDPRENTHIUL, O
DE Th p & g OIOBRAISENTHS 2 & (Fbb, 7 <o LHLTpr g5 px” o)
EHEETLLDOTH D (Kopylov, 2009) 0 L7255 T, CORENHSNLIRY, b 2RI OH
(p,a) 1ZAE L, 900 CREIRASHSERIS % 6 - 3T £ B S OPEEE VT, ABCHR
BUFO X5 12 BRGNS & 55 5 o

EFE 5 (Koida, 2017c)
TRTOER p,g € AX IS LT, p& q OMOBERYSERR 7 (p, ¢) 1&, KD 2 DO5M% i
72T TH L, 72, TOL) RIFABEBDHFEL 2 VAL 75 (p,q) = 00 LEFHT S0

(a) TRTDT<7(p,q) TPV T p’ go
(b) TXTDT>7"(p,q) TPV TprTq, F72E, TXXTD 72> 7%(p,q) IZ2PWT g =™ po

FEDFERBLOMIZ B 2 BEER R OR S 13, BB 5 NEEO R S CEHRIERICH
PHEHORSERL, BROWES 2 RTIHELZLBRT L 2L TE L, KHOET IV T,
FTRTOERFILOM (p, q) 12OV TEERERH 75 (p,q) PO IZEFE LW 51X, T XTORERN 712
BOOGRIFIIREN L %), BIFEERIC R 50 —TF, TXTOREFFLOHM (p, q) 122V THEEDR
EREH 7% (p, @) VERKICHRZD% 5, $XRTOBE 7 IZBWTERIIANREN L 2 b, — kDS
B E BRI ZOTHTH ), EEOBRFFLOM (p, q) IZDOWTRERERM 20 & &
EYNDIL [Pk 3 Qs

RENZ B 2 BEERERZHV27 70 —FofmiE, S oM TERISTbREhE ) »
ZTTERL, TOERDS [EN 60 ] HEEPEZREOITONLZETHL, 72 21E, HH#E
PEOHL (p, q) DIEHOBIILOM (p/,¢') &V BEIEREH PSRV & &, W& I8 2 # UL HRE
L DREEFZLFRT 22 EBTEE25, T, H5—RIICBWCGRIREH OBIR»IIEN D 2
w@ﬁ%ﬁ%&%ﬁ@&%%@?%%ﬁﬁ%k@k%<£&?§

F7z, LRUEERERMETVCTIR, 2B FEOMICBT 2B RICERR S 5 W ILEROK
BESIILUT O &) R MA L MEIC L > THBO U 5D, WE, $XTO7=0,1,2,... 1220

(22) BEERIZBWTIE, ABUEZ 12 preorder, continuity, independence, single-attribute regularity,
monotonicity, consistency & FiL STV 5%,

(23) FEMHIZOW T, Koida (2017¢) D% 1 % R &

(24) ¥ BWBIILE LT, 727 FORUIDWTEIROKEE S % 5826 L7 Minardi and Savochkin (2015)
BH b,
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TACEN ERDEIBACDPIFAETHELEL )0 TDEE, AN IIEEOR S 7128V CEIFUK
DIV SENE 728, A\° ZEMWZHMHO Y = A F LIF5, Koida (2017¢) 1, TD X 7%
FHIMARA O = 4 b S AR SN 5B &SRO (p, q) 2> HER SN Ao~
FVEE Bplu(z)] — Bylu(z)] 75 (netkie—2 1) v KR ET) 3 AAVNSWIE & B 255
W EERRLTWD, A 25 AER SN2 BRI 2 SRR R ISR T 5720, ZOfE
(&, 2 00BN p,q VW ERLOTERT [ L ) EERNEO ] B EEMRERMIREC 22 %
RLTBY, BERENMICET2LHOFEIMIEEEENTH S (Berlyne, 1960; Festinger, 1964;
Tversky and Shafir, 1992; Gabaix et al., 2006)

S5, FEEOMAICHET LY oA FOEE AN TEEREENERTIBCTHRET 22 % 2%
MEBOEEGTZEMNTE L, LD, A (BEoaEEfRoERT) IEKLZEE, B2
Uz A MIEBBEFLDOFHEDOA =B L LR {420, —RICEEIVERRIINAT 2. I, &
LI T IZBWT A = AI THIUE, ExHETTOY A M L TR ORI —E L
72l EOHERVITONL 720, LIBERICH D (—H OB TR CTORBEIC BTl & ) Enw
% 52%) BExRuTT_XTOREROMISHT L CGRIRDSARENIC L 2, —T, AT ={\} TH
W, A0 A4 NE—BICET 5700, @EOLBUAIHBEEICE S TRERENMTDNI, 7
NRTOBRIE DI DV THRIITRER & 72 56

RiRC, ZRMEEERERKETVE, TERFEACCHYZECS TSI RTHICB T EM
PLE R IC BT B FRE A R E A TH Bo 72 & 21F, Knoch et al. (2006) 12X 5 &, ffkimhE
T AOFEBRIZBWTARELZH L EZ 7220 T3, (DAZHICHLEZIERT 527 V-7
(2) LIS EZRBRIH LB 2T ANL V=TI SN S, ZREtERRERHET VE
WhE, ZOBBRIROLIIHRT LN TEDL, T, KTV —TIFRT 2 ERIER X
ZNZLNHTCAHER & Fehr and Schmidt (1999) 23GE S % KIE E~ORHOIEFIGIZEES T
BIRZITIEL LD THE, BIBEOTIV—T1E, HEHED?SESNDRH L Y AIE SO
CEMHT LY oA PETEFO0, BERCAREZTFLNZIEST 27, &R&EE, AES%
FERT LA MMz, BHOHRZERT L7 24 PLFO0, 728 2REMICEZIT AT
ERELTH, HOHZRE AESOBOBRIZL > TT CIBEIRNZFT) SN TERVEEZ LN
bo 2%V, ZEUERIERMETIVICE AL, Knoch et al. (2006) (281 2 @R E L E
BREE OEN Y 24 FOEGADKREESDEVIIFETLIENTELDTH S, 1INI2D, ER
DA & Z T HBE L 54T L 72 Tversky and Shafir (1992) RSB REE 70y 27 o
% 53#7 L 72 Chabris et al. (2009) 7 & DFERER & LB B RIGERRH €7V O FITEEH T
H5bo

B, TOL)BRMEOSHOFAMEL LT, RO 2HmPEZLNL, $34—12, Koida
(2017¢) Tld, ZEBERMHOPAAIBNT, 52 5 NBIEOMICK T 2 EIROWEE < OFefE %
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EFEL, TNABEEREREH EBET 5 2 L 2R L TWEA, FRROEFN—2 3 » 25, Minardi
and Savochkin (2015) i, 71 MREAHEIZEDOHSHAZ B TREE DB (grades of indecisiveness)
EMHEN S BIROWNEE S OFEL EFR L T b LT, 202 00BEQEBREHL 2T
5T ET, AEMEFOWEREBIROLIEIL UICHET 2572 2 MAES AT H 5, H
(2, AEHICERLAWNNERICER LT, EBEHRFALHESIICBIT 2 BERERB O % X
DERALT 2 HMbE R 5N b, LT OS (1F, BERIVERBORINE, BHIT 2K EE
BRI X o TE U L HEHLEER I o & M—H L TWwA2% (2% 212 Gabaix et al., 2006;
Rubinstein, 2007, 2013), ZOEFICED &, #IRF (B L ORI H#O T 281 OB 7%
WIHEIEIROEIEIZ LA LB Z T IcHilT 2 2 e TE hve —7, ZRTEERIGER
BETZILTIE, 0L RBETONNEREIC L) BEICERM AT 2 REEZREZL Tn b
720, T LBUSIC L A0 ICMA S LT, EBERO L) ELLEEIE O NS
HADH %,

5 BbHDIZ

AT, EEESGOMEZHI L BN, T4 MEAEEEOHMATHC SN TW L HF 1
Wi 2 EAEEH SN T D S TS E o BRPUEREICSHT 2 2 8 THZMEPHONL Z L %
RL7ze TOT7TU—FORELEHE, BaoEs, LHIREOES, FERWIREZERN, &EM%E
DFHDY = 4 s OEER ETERI SN2 BEREMEIZBIT 2 A RN E EWIZESIT5 2 &
2&), BEREHRICBIAEFOETVICHT2HLOHRE 5252 L1286, MR
O BER R TP R 7 & DA BRI B 1T B WFZE R & BT E B RR O N TRAE 1 fim C &
H52EIIHB,

kD7 7u—F 2 @H$ 52 LT, SRUBHEAIIBI D2 MA»FR SN LRV H 5. 72
& 21X, Lehrer and Teper (2011) (374 M RAMHEIZEDOBRAIZ B W TESLTEEM: (justifiability)
EVIH ST HWTHEBOESOT S5 —2% @ L TEEREZIT) ETVERELTWD, Z
DE)HETFTIVERISHT 52 LX), ERIGEFHGRTONT 2 2 LW TELho ZBESH
72 BPATEY O 53 M1 R BEAN O EHUTE O PRSI REIC 2 5 C E HIRE S %o

z £ X &

Berlyne, D.E. (1960), Conflict, Arousal, and Curiosity, NY: McGraw-Hill.

Bewley, T. (1986), Knightian uncertainty theory: Part I, Cowles Foundation Discussion Paper No.
807.

Bruine de Bruin, W. (2005), Save the last dance for me: Unwanted serial position effects in jury

— 76 (436) —



evaluations, Acta Psychologica 118, 245-260.

Chabris, C.F., Laibson, D.I., Morris, C.L., Schuldt, J.P., Taubinsky, D. (2009), The allocation of
time in decision-making, Journal of the European Economic Association 7, 628—637.

Christenfeld, N. (1995), Choices from identical options, Psycholocial Science 6, 50-55.

Dekel, E., Lipman, B., Rustichini, A. (2001), Representing preferences with a unique subjective state
space, Econometrica 69, 891-934.

Dekel, E., Lipman, B., Rustichini, A., Sarver, T. (2007), Representing preferences with a unique
subjective state space: A corrigendum, Econometrica 75, 591-600.

Dubra, J., Maccheroni, F., Ok, E.A. (2004), Expected utility theory without the completeness axiom,
Journal of Economic Theory 115, 118-133.

Epstein, L., Marinacci, M., Seo, K. (2007), Coarse contingencies and ambiguity, Theoretical Eco-
nomics 2, 355—394.

Ergin, H., Sarver, T. (2010), A unique costly contemplation representation, Econometrica 78, 1285—
1339.

Fehr, E., Schmidt, K.M. (1999), A theory of fairness, competition, and cooperation, Quarterly Journal
of Economics 114, 817-868.

Festinger, L. (1964), Conflict, Decision and Dissonance, CA: Stanford University Press.

Gabaix, X., Laibson, D., Moloche, G., Weinberg, S. (2006), Costly information acquisition: Experi-
mental analysis of a boundedly rational model, American Economic Review 96, 1043—-1068.
Gilboa, I., Schmeidler, D. (1989), Maxmin expected utility with non-unique prior, Journal of Math-

ematical Economics 18, 141-153.

Huber, J., Payne, J., Puto, C. (1982), Adding asymmetrically dominated alternatives: Violations of
regularity and the similarity hypothesis, Journal of Consumer Research 9, 90-98.

Keeney, R.L., Raiffa, H. (1993), Decisions with Multiple Objects: Preferences and Value Tradeoffs,
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Knoch, D., Pascual-Leone, A., Meyer, K., Treyer, V., Fehr, E. (2006), Diminishing reciprocal fairness
by disrupting the right prefrontal cortex, Science 314, 829-832.

Koida, N. (2012), A survey on decision time, RIMS Kokyuroku 1788, 28—40.

Koida, N. (2017a), Anticipated stochastic choice, forthcoming in Economic Theory.

Koida, N. (2017b), Indecisiveness, preference for flexibility, and a unique subjective state space,
mimeo, Iwate Prefectural University.

Koida, N. (2017c), A multiattribute decision time theory, Theory and Decision 83, 407-430.

Kopylov, I. (2009), Choice deferral and ambiguity aversion, Theoretical Economics 4, 199-225.

Kreps, D.M. (1979), A representation theorem for “preference for flexibility,” Econometrica 47, 565—
577.

Kreps, D.M. (1992), Static choice in the presence of unforeseen contingencies, In: Dasgupta, P., Gale,
D., Hart, O., Maskin, E. (eds.), Economic Analysis of Markets and Games: Essays in Honor of
Frank Hahn, MA: MIT Press, 258-281.

Krueger, L.E., Salthouse, T.A. (2011), Influence of cognitive abilities and age on word recall perfor-
mance across trials and list segments, American Journal of Psychology 124, 291-300.

Lehrer, E., Teper, R. (2011), Justifiable preferences, Journal of Economic Theory 146, 762-774.

Manzini, P., Mariotti, M. (2015), Imperfect attention and menu evaluation, mimeo, University of St.
Andrews. http://www.st-andrews.ac.uk/~wwwecon/repecfiles/4/1319.pdf. Accessed 15 March
2016.

Masatlioglu, Y., Nakajima, D., Ozbay, E.Y. (2012), Revealed attention, American Economic Review

— 77 (437) —



102, 2183-2205.

Minardi, S., Savochkin, A. (2015), Preferences with grades of indecisivenss, Journal of Economic
Theory 155, 300-331.

Murdock, B.B. (1962), The serial position effect of free recall, Journal of Experimental Psychology
64, 482-488.

Rubinstein, A. (2007), Instinctive and cognitive reasoning: A study of response times, Economic
Journal 117, 1243-1259.

Rubinstein, A. (2013), Response time and decision making: An experimental study, Judgment &
Decision Making 8, 540-551.

Schmeidler, D. (1989), Subjective probability and expected utility without additivity, Econometrica
57, 571-587.

Selten, R. (1975), Reexamination of the perfectness concept for equilibrium points in extensive games,
International Journal of Game Theory 4, 25-55.

Sherman, J.W., Gawronski, B., Gonsalkorale, K., Hugenberg, K., Allen, T.J., Groom, C.J. (2008),
The self-regulation of automatic associations and behavioral impulses, Psychological Review 115,
314-335.

Spiliopoulos, L., Ortmann, A. (2017), The BCD of response time analysis in experimental economics,
forthcoming in Ezperimental Economics.

Tentori, K., Osherson, D., Hasher, L., May, C. (2001), Wisdom and aging: Irrational preferences in
college students but not older adults, Cognition 81, B87-B96.

Tversky, A., Shafir, E. (1992), Choice under conflict: The dynamics of deferred decision, Psychological
Science 3, 358-361.

BB AWRTIE, A MRATEEMLICBEET 2 A EE AT, S ST AREIERED S
W20 COL) %7 70—F ORI, BEREEPREDOFEEDH 5 IIHBERIZES W TE
REfT) LIRET DB ETH Do FHIZ, v F T 3 VHRIHOREERIRGE 2 H O 72 A IR O
DU, BB EZ FOARTEMEL & RN OEIFOBIEOF, LB QAT E LT
rHWERRERMOETILICER L, ROMEOFRET LS BB 2.

F—T— R A NRAMEIENS, WEERGER, TR, TEIREZERN, A, B
Bk E R H]

— 78 (438) —



