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Abstract: When a decision maker does not know the true probability distribution of an
outcome, the decision problem she or he faces is called “decision under uncertainty.” In this
paper, we introduce two novel classes of decision models under uncertainty, probabilistically
sophisticated preferences and Choquet expected utility, and explain basic axiomatic foundations
of these two models. Furthermore, we discuss the axiomatic foundation of rank-dependent
subjective expected utility, which satisfies both properties of probabilistically sophisticated
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1 LIz

N4 DBEBIEITSL L OBAEIL, EIFROERAERIITDOD S R VIRIL T TIThbi s, #IR
X ROIERAMT & D DFEERGFATINEY, T DMERGANEDO W TERRELZTHIRRLEZ ) A7 TD
BERUGEE L8, —HT, EO LX) RHERGADVEDHERGMTHLMILTLELIST, ke
FIAEFEELCERBRELIT ) MRNAENEERETOREREL LR, 2OLHIB) AT /R
MEFEET OEERIGEICBWTHLE 2200, MR TH 5. AaTIE, FBi EEnice
AR OB LR L O, IEFR A A~OIH & L CToE L2 IENEMAERO - bR_E
H 70 FEZR A L 2 PR S 7228 5T (Probabilitistic sophistication) & 3 3 7 #if#%h M (Choquet expected
utility) (2DWTHI L, ZORERINITER S 287 e o a r s oM =235 v 7
AR (i) BIEPH (Rank-dependent subjective expected utility) & XXM 5 27 5 2 DEF-O
HEMFIFICOWTELET S,

RS (expected utility) DZEFREAF T % #)8 TH- 2 7201 von Neumann and Morgenstern
(1944) TH Do HoiE, VAZ TOBBREZOBEIFL L TRZUTH D EFZHNL AL ERL
L, ZN5ONMAE 3B EREMRIUIMMA & v ) Bln~0E 2 & LTI AR 2 RS L 72,
ZD%, VA7 TOBERIED &) ICRBINRIERGAIHED CERRETIE R, BEERIvEREN
N EERO LR & W CFEZ IS 5 RER AR ELG O 256801 A% Savage (1954),
Anscombe and Aumann (1963) 12X V) ﬁbﬂfgl

O & IR AR OS2I L, MR AR CIIHAAT R TH 5 B ERES
DATBARE A R IR L D BB T o 1 MBI 2O, =0 & 5 R BLH & BT 5 &
GBI MEITNBRELC& s ZOR TR LD E LT, Machina and Schmeidler (1992,
1995) |2 X 2 HEZRAYIZPERE S 723807 & Schmeidler (1989) (2X 5 > a 7 HIRSIHI 2SS %o WEZRY
W ZPERR S 7@ 2 oL, IR ARG O £ 5 121 & 0 OMEFESMIIEDW7-F IR 2179
B k0B RS EE RE by —H Y 3 R R O IL, 43 L OIS Aok
BN ED W TR EITH T, &0 —W%IEMEN 23546 (non-additive probability)

(1)  Savage (1954) 2 & B2UBfHTCTlE, 7 YD&) LEBINGHERS M OFAEZ —Hife s Lk,
—7J5°C, Anscombe and Aumann (1963) £27 P OHFHEERD LT LI2L D, Savage (1954) 12X
LEEMEFIT LD AN RN ERSICL, HBEAHEZT > Twh, BiEOENIIOWTIE,
B2 CTim s o T72, TOLX) HREBIERICHEH L COFEROELIZOWTOAIEN L — XA &
L T, Gilboa and Marinacci (2016) =R X,

(2) FHEHZDLOLLT, £ 3HTHMT S Allais (1953) & Ellsberg (1961) 12 & 5 KFIAH 5,

(3) WeELERIL, EAWTHZ D,
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%dwtﬁﬁm%%ﬁ$l%K%K%%éht%ﬂ%%omAuAmm(mw>K;éﬁ%%,VE
AR % F5 ol A 1E Ellsberg (1961) 12 & A KB & ST RETH 5 2 SN TV 5,

MR PR S N7 BT L 3 a F R E VIS T 2 B R Tl 2 &, M E 272
TIEVDHDB, BRGEME LT, ZOZo0WE 2w/ v EEREROBEFIT—HKMIZED L)
HDTHEH, FLEDLH) RABIZIVFEHTONEZNEV) HPH L, ZORMELHIDT
E221_72D1E Marinacci (2002) Tdh %, #i%, Gilboa and Schmeidler (1989) (2L 5 ~¥F 3 I~
RN (maximin expected utility) & KX 2 7 T A & MEFRAYI TR S N7z RITF O W H % 56 72
FEIHE LD LS 5 b OTHHAE ) MEAEE LS, Nakada and Ozaki (2017) 142 ORI
L CRERNER S 2, HRIISHEH I NIET L 2 g RO %729 #2087 ~
ARG RFBOIIEEIH L X135 2 FA—KT 5L E2RL, 207 7 AOKENIERMT T %
G275,

DIFClE, 9% 2 M0 B CERN BN, FEVHADHEROER IOV TOBEAL S
Z 5o 8 3HEITE, MERHEGRA~OMIH L L TiRd A AR Allais (1953) 12X 2B L Ellsberg
(1961) 12X 2 BN 5o 5 AHITIE, MMM S NIE &Y a F IR OE#R Y E
AL, %5 HilZBWT Nakada and Ozaki (2017) 12X 5 7 ¥ 7 AR FEIMHIRRIH & K133
7 I ADEBFFIZOWTHINT %o 6 HIIATROE N TH %,

2 IR B

2.1 FENHEMDA

HLIEROES Z FICEIFAFROBRIEE 2 E 2 5. COBBREEL, Z D)5 LEOREN
EHT 2 PEFFNED2 L2 WGEHICEE L TBY, Z D) b EDKENERT L2220 T
R Ve EIRTE D LT 5, BlZIE, Z = {%0,$10,$100} &9 &EEMIFHCTHL L L, 5D
7T pld 12 F0o0MERTS b LCIL$100 &40, DY Y q i3S 1/20, 1/2, 9/20 TENZE
%0, $10, $100 BEHTEHDET B, ZDL ) RV ODPDI UPEZ 6N LE, EDr TP

(4) T BIFINENIHERSAIL, Fv/30 T 4 — (capacity) &b XI5, HELRERL, F4
HiTEZ %,

(5) X O—MmafERE LT, Grant and Kajii (2005) % ZH &, K 51E, Marinacci (2002) #%
LM 2Ro b &, MWE %729 %8 IT% e-754 (e-contamination, Huber 1981; Nishimura
and Ozaki 2006; Kojima 2008; Asano and Kojima 2015) & XI1EN 2 #EIiFD 7 5 A0—FfE L L TH
WA 720

(6) I 7 KERIAFSHIE) A7 TOBERREIZEWT Quiggin (1982) & Yaari (1987) 12X > T
NHALAS: E7zo Nakada and Ozaki (2017) O#ERIE, NS ORRORMEENET OBFEREN
DO—Ab e B 5,
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HOIZE > TEE LA EBEIRT 2 BEIEER ) A7 TOBRPE L X5

VA7 TOEBREIZEL TOERAMNIT %5 2 7201% von Neumann and Morgenstern (1944)
THbo i, BEREFEDNS PORIRETHEITHATTHA ) (Hovig, Wilzd &2 %2
%) WEEAHE L CERMLL, ToRE L EEIE TEOTEIA L el L7z, 150
T A =NV GHEmIDTOL IR b, A2) % Z Lor DogEEL L, BEREED A(Z) £
BT IR - ERTIDET D, T, prqeop g2 qlpp~qeSp g2 qrp
ThbET Do BEREEDBEY = 2573 _EWEHE LTUTE2RET 5,

NIEA (GEME (Order)). = \X5EfitE & HERMEZ W7z,

AR 2 GEfEME (Continuity)). fERD p,q,r € A(Z) IZ2WT, £4 {X € [0,1]|Ap+ (1 — N)gq =
rhANE0,1]r Z Ap+ (1 — N)g} 1E[0,1] DFHEATH %,

AR 3 (M7t (Independence)). fEED p,q,r € A(Z) £ A€ [0,1] 1220V T, prmg=Ap+(1—
ANrz g+ (1=Nr Thb,

EE 1 (von Neumann and Morgenstern 1944). A(Z) LO:EIFERDNI 1~3 27232 L ONE
THEMEH LM u: Z > RVHFEL

prqe / 2)dp(z) > / w(z)dg(2)
BT THbH, 22T, widiE—REEZBEWT—ETH D,

COEHIE, B0 Y p BB U(p) = [, u(z)dp(z) DMIZE DL, ZOMORMILDY
7V@ﬁ@%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁétw5%%&mﬁwﬁ@ﬁﬁ~ﬂLT@ﬁ@%%WHH%%KTW%O
CITHEEZOZ, TOL) %) A7 TOEERETIE, BEBREE LTS OR8N MR HiD
HEZoNTnEILThb, BERREZTIIZOEZ O NMERSAIZHE L CHEENIZE O NLIFH
75 OMA u(z) OIIFFEZFEL, %h%mwfﬁﬁ%ﬁbozwa%f,UX7T®%E&E
BRI AR L b JiEhTw b,

2.2 FEMHSA
=T, BERREICH LTI L) 2EBIHERIEICGAONTWS EIERL 2w, 20X
YA OBBIGEBROITERNEEZ 572010, RO L) BB EZ b HEIEH LD HITH)
a € AXBEAIFKL L THAIMR 2 252182 L 55, BIRLATH 0 ITHLTED LI iR
BOND I ARIEIR L 72IREBIRFE T 225, BEREFEIEORELXBE T LI LD TEL
Vo HOWBIRFEDEEGE S &L, SOREELRTY A=2% 95, [THEREDOH (a,s) DT 5
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L, FRIBLT—20fR 2 c Z W6 N 5, 2oL &, BRREEOHET L2HEILED X
GATEN 2 BIRT PV ETH L, 2T, TEIZ—D2RETHI LICLY, EUKEse S
WIS U CREED—DEEHDT, [TBIZEIRT L2 LB f: S - Z 2 FINT A2 L LR—HT
LIENTED, COX) BB % (Savage) 77 M kB, VA TOREERELIZRRD,
CDEHED L) HIREED A U B MOV TORERG AT DOV TORBIN 2GR G 2 5T
WHIT, T P OFEREAT) BEREEAEEE T OBERRE & L5, Savage (1954) £, 2O
£ BAMEEET OBEBREICH LCER 1 O#RERO L) I2—KibL7ze 77+ f 20ERED
FHRLPES 2V, T2b5 [f(S)] <o THhELIRLDEL Yy TVT 7 ML, YU TNT
7 VEROEEE F L35, FifiiE 3R ), BEREZOES — 13 F LIZG26NTwah e
%o BIREE DL o AT REWHE LTUTEET %0

RNIB A (HEME). ZdsEfiith & HERIEZ 72T,

NEE 5 (FEFEMJEH (Sure-thing principle)). fEED f, f,g,g € FEFE R AC S IOV,
f seA flseA f seA
z &
g seA° g se€A° g s€ A°
(7)
NIB 6 (FRHEFM (Eventwise monotonicity)). EHED z,y € Z, FVHRTLHEWVWE Cc S BIV
fEF IOV,
T seElR Yy selE
e S Ty
fseE° fsekE”

NEB 7 (59T IEE (Weak comparative probability)). EEOFER A, BC S & x> o',y =y %
TR oy, 12DV,

r sEA r s€B y seA y SEB
z & z
z' se A° z' s € B° y s€ A° y s€B°

AR 8 (FEB{t (Non-degeneracy)). »AIFMEOM z,2' € Z Ta = o’ %725 S DOVHFET bo

g s A°

f! SEA]

NI 9 (VNS RFRIZOWT oK (Small event continuity)). EED x € Z & f = g #WiT

(7) FRECSHFIVERTHLEWR, THED f,ge FIZOWT, EC LT f=g ThHruebif~yg
AEY IO ETHAb,
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FLg € FIZoWT, § L0 ERSE (BN, HHEIHELT,

T seELl; xr s€E;
(Vi,5 €{1,2,...,n}) f»> VIR =g
g s € EY fsekE;

TEE 2 (Savage 1954). F L OBEIFEELR - 2SN 4-9 2729 2 &L OLEA 4401 (S, A) Lo—
(
BElhE (convex—rangesg ThHMERAE p LB u: Z > RPHFEL

frg o / u(f(s)) dpls) > / u(g(s)) dp(s)
S S
BT 2 ThHbH, 22T, vt E—REHEZBEWT—ETH 5D,

EHL 1 LER 2 TIL & B ICHRMITE S N L KR S O H OBIFRHE 2 Vv TR 2 57l L T
Wb, MEFEOROKE ZENE, EH 1 CEREMREICHVZHRIIZBNICGZ 5N THEH
EH 2 CIIERREBRVEBNIC 0 L) 2ELFD, 2oEBEFEs H - CHIRMHEEE 2 <
WHETH D, ZOBEKRT, MEEETOBERREIEBROMFHER L b Jidhtwi,

Savage (1954) & I13%7: 2 i TEBWAGFIHER OEBEMN T % 5-2 72055, Anscombe and
Aumann (1963) Th b, 5L, 77 PELTf: S > A(Z) %%z, TOX9 7% (Anscombe and
Aumann) 727 N EOFBIIIOWTE X 72, Lo % ¥ ¥ 7 )% (Anscombe and Aumann) 7 7 b4k
DHEEL L, BRIEZEDOEI ~ 11X Lo LIZ5 26N TWw5 ET 5, BEUES ORI = 28727
NEWEE LTCUTFTHIRET %0

NIEA0 (BEE). Z 35t & R 2727,

NIE A1 GEREE). fEED f,g,h € Lo 122WT, £E{A € [0,1Af+(1—=X)g Z h},{r €[0,1]|h
A+ (1 =NgriE[0,1) DH%EETH %,

NBE 12 (th) . D f,g,h € Lo & A € [0,1]129WT, f i g Af+(1=ANh = Ag+(1—A)h
‘(\\%%O

AEBAZ (k). D f,g € Lo I22WTC, $XTD s € SITHFLT f(s) > g(s) THDH%HII,
fzg/@})%o

NE 14 FEBIL). BT 7 VOM f,ge Lo T f > g %ili72T b DOWFET So

(8)  FEFWE p NIMETH L EIL, FEDAc AL rc(0,p(A)] XL, 5 Bec A(BCA) »H
L, p(B)=r ZililzsZ L Thb,
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Savage (1954) DPHWZATR L IZRLD, T o OAHRIE von Neumann and Morgenstern
(1944) ORERER—AIZL T2 HAYBIITH %,

EH 3 (Anscombe and Aumann 1963). Lo L OFEIFRLR = 25488 10-14 2729 2 & OLE+4
AR (S, A) EO—BATESSIE p 77 1 S BB 7 - RS L

frg e / u(f(s)) dpls) > / w(g(s)) dp(s)
S S
il T I THD, 22T, wldlF—KRERZBNT—ETH 5D,

(savage) 77 MiE (Anscombe and Aumann) 7 7 b DT — A THDLHh 5, ZOFERITTEH 2
DIEROWIETH L L BEZOND, T2, LORBIZBVWTIFA—DI V252577 a2
WE, THEZ D EOBEIREEZEZ L ZENTE, u() BT 74 v ThHLH00, TIUIEH 1 OFR
DIFRIZD o T o FHMfiMZENE LT, RO 2H88BITONL, T, EH21I2BWTIES
i (BE L Cwievgs) EREEATH L I EMMLESNT VDS, EH3TIESIFARTD L, %
7HFOELED A=25 THILULEIEI RV, TOFEKRT, FH 2 TILIRAEZEMIZEE L T OHIRAH
Vo =T, EE2TIRT /7 FOfE LTHRZOLD (2) EHWTWL25, EH 3 TR
DLED7 Y (AZ) ZHVTW5E, ZOEKRT, B3 TIIRBNLHEROFELMEL TV 5T
THIRTH S, wH 3L, TOL) HHIREZMZ 22 EI128Y, BB 2 OBM L% fing{l L
TWwa,

3 NI Fv I A

BROGERDY (FEr) MSHERICE S ITHZ NS &3 AR MG, LI LIXFER
WIS SN EBRERLEFETAZEPAONTVE, BLLLOELT, UFTOT7LD/ST Ky
JALEINVAN=TDING Ky 7 AL XIENDELO0H 5,

Bl (7Lo8T Ky 2z 2). 155 100 £ TOREPEPNIZR=—VHHY), F—VOBIILLTE
ENEENDET I bay, - as BdH b S={1,---,100} £ L, £7 7 bFFE1 TERINTWD,

ZZT, A={1,--- 11}, A°={12.,---100} £§5 &, a1 L az T A LTEBHT LT 7 b Al
FLTHY, F72, a2 & as DA A ETEBTL2T7Y M AEFELETHL, L7cA>T, LI
OBEBPEEZD Savage DAHREBEENTHLET5E, [ a1 = a2 THD%HIE, a3 = as] LW
IERREDINY = ERTIET TH L, LhL, FRICBWTLIZLITBE SN S EIFIL a1 > a2
MO as a3 Thbo $T4DE, Savage DAHRIZHS LEDE D &, I OEUFISMEFELEF I % ji
2L T RnZ Ebrbd, /2, TNERBEZRILEIZE D, Anscombe and Aumann OAERIZ
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£1 FLONKT KRy IR
la 1 211 12-100
a1 || $1000  $1000  $1000
as 0 $2500  $1000
as || $1000  $1000 0
as 0 $2500 0

R2 INWNZAN=TJDINZT Ky TR
f

7| R B w
Al $1000 0 0
fo 0 $1000 0
£ || $1000 0 $1000
fa 0 $1000  $1000

S LAEDELE, ZOBIFIIMIMAEZIZL T EWnWI Elbhb, LoT, ZTOEMFIIM
FAHRE E FET 5o [

B2 (ZVAN=7 D55 ¥y 7). FOPIZIBOR—VHBA->TED, D) B30 M, B
LEAMPERT 60 ld 5. BEREF L, READK—ABZNZNVLOFTOA- TV LRI
MWL DET L, 22T, R VOMIL L TEEDROSLZET 7 N fi,- , f1 5D 5o
S={RB,W}EL, 77 MiE2 TEINTH2,

ST, ERIIBOC LI LITBE S NDRIFE fi = fo 50 fa - fs THDo Bl 1 &R,
Savage DRNHERIZIEE S LADLEL L, ZORIFIGMEEEFEZ-L T iRWI bbb, F
72, Anscombe and Aumann OAFLRICHS LEbE L &, ZOBIFIIMERIZ W2 LT\
WZ kWb rb, LoT, ZOBFIIIIFFHKHE FET 50 [

COL) B S, WEMHHHZEZBIETZ2BmIVOLIEBEINTW S, KETIE, {F
B7: b D& L CHEERAYIZ PRI S 172380F (Machina and Schmeidler 1992, 1995) & 3 = 4 HIEE IR
& (Schmeidler 1989) 2 DWTHMT 5,

4 TERWICPEEE S N8 & 2 a 7 B

4.1 FESRMYICHER S W7o ELF

Bl 1 TBIESIN/E 23T 57201208, EERERZI) BRLEPH L, £2O—HT, &
72 [EBRERIZEDS VTV A DO X ) IATET 5 | BEREE OEIF 2RI 51218, M5
DA E FEHET 5 4ED5H %o Machina and Schmeidler (1992) 1 Savage €7 IVICBWTAEL 5
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(9)
DR YIS RO LT AL 7o

NEE 15 (EFEF L (Strong comparative probability) ). HWICHER ZFHER A, BC Stz -2,y =
y Bz EROM 2y, € ZBLOEED g,h € FIZOWT,
x sc A x’ seA

’

T seB T sEB

Y

g s€(AUuB)° g s€ (AuB)°

y s€ A y s€A
S|y seB Zly s€B
h se€ (AUB)° h s€ (AUB)°

REISIRE T ZROZHDICR > Twhe FEEE, RE PR T 2@ET 52 LIIKRD L)
ORI IENTEDL, FBEOFERABCS e -2,y =y 2T REOM 2z, 2", y,y € Z %
Mc, oL,

—x se A r s€EB
z
_a:’sGAC z' se B¢
x s€A\B ' s€ A\ B
' seB\A x se€B\A
< z
r s€EANB r s€ANB
2’ s € A°N B¢ xz s€ A°NB°

(9)  Machina and Schmeidler (1992) & Savage ETIVIZHE D Eifim% LT\ b, ZAIUIX L, Machina
and Schmeidler (1995) 1% Anscombe and Aumann €7 IWVICED ZEEOFEmET> T\ b, T2
T, Savage |Z& ZEH 2 &£ OIS L ROFEHD /202 Savage BT WMIIIED Wz E LT
%o Anscombe and Aumann E 7 )VIZEDO WG IZHIKR O H L i (£ Machina and Schmeidler
(1995) &M X,
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y s€A\B y s€A\B

y seB\A y s€B\A
& z

y sEANB y s€ANB

y s€ A°NB° y s€ A°NB°

- _y sEA] - |:y sEB]
|y s € A° y s€ B°

bz, NETANEIND, —JF, A 15 EAE S ILERESZ OO L ZIIFEHETH 5285, &
WA= oW EFAET 5 & X AT b s

Bl1IZBNT, BRE5E a1 = a2 & a3 = as TEFAT DA, BNE 1513 {a1, a2} DB OFELF L,
{az,as} DEOBEIFIMSFIRIZ IR 2 \Ve ZD720, TIhHEPNLEIFIZTLONT Ky s
A%FWATEDTREMD D2, — 7, B2 TlE, AFL 15 IZATHS LB fi- foo f3 = f1 25
B L7720, ZIhLEPNLBIFIITIVAN=TOIRT Ky 7 A%FHATE 0w, IRb5nZ k&
o, WO ERbhb, Bl 1IZBNT, {a1,a:} DEOBIFIIEREREZT S ZNETNOFESR {1}
BIO2 11} R BT LISHT 2P TR, VAZEELRL TVD, FIZIE, a1 T
Es=1 s=2--, 11 OVFTIUIODVTHLT $1000 2°H 525D, as Tlds=1LSTIE X
DEWEFHE $2500 kb5 25— HTs=1DL XL 0ICRLTREENDH L. TOBEKT, ar &
Db a DFDBN A7 DOREREIECTH Do AH5IXZDOL) R AZITH L TOBIFIZONTD
BAUAEET D720, a1 = as & a3 = ag LD, N 1513 A7 BRI — IR % Eh 7
Vo 20728, {as,as} DEOBIFIC {a1, a2} OHEOBIFIHE X 52 %06 —F, Fl212B0T
NS BLOID fi = fois fo - fr FERFET A0, BEREEO TR L CHIHEE L 2
CThrbEEZEZLND, TLHZE, A5 FERAREZOTHLE ) X 7 EEOW T IZHIK) % & <
A%, AF 15 EEEREZOTEISH L CORHK EZE TV S,

F OB = DHERIICHE S N7BITFCh 5 L 1E, (S, A) LorNERFESRNE p &S
ALY (first order stochastic dominance) (2B L CHUHFIMIMNAZ MKV : A(Z) - ROBFHEL, 1T
HO f,ge FIINLT,

fmge V() =Vip™))

BT ThD. 22T, p(fY) € AZ) Ep(f V) (@) = p({s € S|f(s) = 2}) ICL D EDS

(10) Z DI OW Tt Machina and Schmeidler (1992) &M X,
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(11)
b,
TEEHE 4 (Machina and Schmeidler 1992). F FO#IFELR - 2588 4, 6, 8,9, 15 223 2 & D4
BA R o PRI SN BT THLH I ETH S,

ZIT, fEFITHL, f(S) = {x1, - a} T &, EBIIREIANZ V(F) = SoF u(z)p(f)
(z:) L2 W —ATH %,

42 ¥ 34 EETHA

PRI ik S AU BT O, B 2 ORI S U BRI . L BTS2 2 LA CTE RV, 20
Z b WA CRIT 5 A VB, KO & D RFHEIC K 20 —RlER 25 & % < u($1000) =
Lu(0) LBET 5o SOEE, KT 2 MK LCOMEAIL

Jui;p(R) f2;p(B) f3;p(RUB) fa;p(BUW)

Thbhbo ZD720, fi = fo D f1 = f3 THAH72DITIE p(R) > p(B) 222 p(RUW) > p(BUW)
TRIFNE RS WA, p(RUW) =p(R) +p(W) < p(B) +p(W) = p(BUW) < p(R) < p(B)
ERDTIET %o

FATENZIE, 22 THIE L 2o T2 OIIHEERIIEL p DINEETH 5o HEFMED O I 2
90, FEMEMNRIEZHVEZ ETHMEL LR LEZL2HHTELWESL ) 20 IhD5, Y a sl
FRHOTATA T THD. EEFHMEEO : A — RPIFNMEMRETH S L1E, 00) =0»>
AC B=0(A) <6(B) (A,B CA) Zililz3 2 Thb, 52, 0(S)=1ThsbDEINMEN
FESRMEE & L 5% IEMERREEIZSWT, Bfla: S > RO a7 flGZUTO L) IZERT 5,

/S a(s)d0(s) = / (6({sla(s) > =} — 6(S))d= + / T 0({sla(s) > 2})dz

FEIZ, |a(S)] < oo THBEXIZIFMY ) 5% a1 > -+ > ak, a1 =0 & L, HIETHHERIZD
(12)
WTO SOREE (B)y cSeThla=F @B LELIEDNTEL, ZOLX

(11) FED p,qe AZ XL, p2Sq I LIERBEMTHS L1
(Vz € X) Z pi < Z q;
{ilz;Zz} {jly; 3z}

T THD, 22T, p= (21,015 Tm, Pm), = (Y1,q15 - -5Yn, Gn) &7 Y EFKLT S0
DL, DEKER 2 IZOVWTHELAERDIY) L2o% 5I1F, pld ¢ IS LB ICHEREMNTH D & v
Jo

(12) E*:S—>RIIEHAECS EORRBEETH S,
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/Sa(s)dé’(s) = Z(ai — ai+1)0(Uj—1 E;),

Ehbe b LOIMEREZmEE, ZHTEEDONVR—FHE0ERLETH S,
Schmeidler (1989) 1%, Anscombe and Aumann EF7 NV % AWTC, A 12 2 KD L H 12§07
(13)
KA E AL 72,
NIB 16 (FEHFMAZYE (Comonotonic independence)). H\MIILEF (Comonotonic) TH ST 7 b

(14)
frgh€LloEAe(0,)ICHFLT f=g=Af+(1—-Nh=Xg+ (1—-Nh.

CORFIE, AEI12 L3R DHEREL T 7 ORI LM EEERE L TRy,

TEE 5 (Schmeidler 1989). Lo EO#AF = A4 10, 11, 13, 14, 16 /23 2 & OLE 455041
(S, A) LOIEIFMMEREE 7 71 VBB u: Y - RPFEL

frg e / u(f(s)) db(s) > / u(g(s)) do(s)
S S
i3 & Thb, 2T, w lIZIE—REHIZOWT—ZTHh b,

FIIEHRRTGEY, 0 BIMEEZ WX a FRESITEFEONVR— TG L —HT 5720, £
DOEO Y a r WG EBIRIIERIMN & —39 2 EH 3 LEM S RS L L Db, 0
@ﬂ[l?i‘]‘iéiii_gélw)@ﬁ‘l‘i@ﬁfﬁblﬂﬂﬁxﬁ“%ﬁ

VaritiHE S L, B2 THE SN EFO/SY — TR L O 2R 52 &
NTE 5o BIZIE, RO L) HIFIMEHHEZZ R Do

O(R) = 5. 0(B) = 00W) = 2.
O(RUB) = 6(RUW) = 2, 6(BUW) = 2,

0(S) = 1.

2D O, O(R)>0(B) 22 (RUW) <O(BUW) &iii/=37:%, > ar MifFsii% w2 L6l
2 DBIFEFAT LI ENTE D,

(13) Savage ETIWVIIBIT 5 a FHIFFRI IOV TIE Gilboa (1987) %M X,

(14) f,g € Lo "EHMTH 5 L IIMTEED s, € SIZKL, f(s) = f(t) = g(t) £ g(s) PEY IO &
Thbo

(15) ZEEET 2MUMOREIZL ) RB SN2 BEREZTOBEIFITR L2 DDI% 5, #L I, Asano
and Kojima (2015) %S4 &,
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5 7 ¥ 7RI EIR R

BIE TR L2 o OB GG 1L, — I BE b7 T ADRITTHY, ZD-0H
TR LR SR 5, BICRA L DI, HEERMISEH SN B#B T 2R OoRERER ZT L oRT
Ky 7 ZA%FATMRETH 0%, TIVAN=T7 085 Ky 7 Z3HARTETH L, —FH, ¥ ari
FHIEZNVAN=TD8F Ky 7 A% HHAT L ENMHETH -7z, TlE, TOZODOHFHEDL,S
BN RITAMIY T A2EEIEEALEETHA ) D Nakada and Ozaki (2017) 12 OREE
Anscombe and Aumann £ 7 IVIZBWTERL 72,

BIHiCEZTDDEITRLDLRD L) RIEMENAELEZ 5,

0(R)= ;. 0'(B)=0(W)=_,
3 6
6'(RUB) =6 (RUW) = % oBUW) =,

9'(S) = 1.

#2120 (RUB) #0'(R)+ 0 (B) Thah5 0 ZMBEMEH2z S, —F, 0/(R) > 0/(B) T
HHHY(RUW) >0 (BUW) Thb70, HIETTELT 0 LIZERA ) HI 2 OEIFZHHT 2
LIETELR, ZOFRLLAZEY, FEIMEMRELZ VL LTHLT LD TV A= D8
TRy 7 ARHHATE S LIERS %V,

CCTHEBL L 72 0" 13k D & 9 A R FiDo B R IIBIE v : [0,1] — [0,1] T~(0) = 0,7(1) =

1%ﬁt¢%®%%iéoit,%%MEpkLTp@%:ép@):MWUzé%ﬁt?%@%

22 FHE, B4 IHLTO() = (p() LET B
W, oy R H DD, 0 12k 5 2 o B CRBL S 1A R O
&, HEIIE p 2 FIu 7 HE 01 B X U7 E 7 By =00 ) 2 BB £ 5 IR T & 2,
S, COBEBIGEE S EBIEIE Y LT p Ao TH Y, RO TR
SO p LSBT DI, 200, COMERNE RS % BRI RS N b0 L A s, L
DL, I COBRIE L A Y, D S OR u OTAITIE p 206 0T
1

>

(
<y &2 LZCIENEERTHIEE 07 () = v(p(-)) Z H\WTATH
ZOEHIZ, FHMEREZRLZNEEB LT 1 A = 3 ¥ BEE A CORIERRIEE 22

(16) BIETTIE, WERIYIZPERE S N7281E Savage ETFVICBWTER L2, BYICHABRZ LI L
T Anscombe and Aumann EFNVIZBWTH LRI LI ICE#HE S NS,
(17) 2D L) B v 13— BICEAHTEED LLET A A b= a3 VEKE LT 5,
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BeL7z LTy a PR ) BEEE OB 7 > 7 RAF R RN & X 5

EE 1. Lo ORI - 255 v 7 KGR BB CH 2 £ 1%, (S, A) LOIEIBAREENE 0
HERME p, 74 A b =¥ 3 VB y 2 [0,1] = [0,1] BLOT 74 Y BBu: Y - ROFEL

frg o / F(s))dos) > / u(g(s)) do(s),
55 0() = y(p() &ilizzd 2 ETh b,
B, y(z) = ¢ ThAGEFERIMENECTH 5o KOMEIHILT 5.

#iE8 1 (Nakada and Ozaki 2017). L, EOEIF = 232 3 7 HIEFRH 2> DRESR G2 PEM & 1L/2#IFC
H5ZEDVEAZLEMET - T v 2 IKEREBNESIHTH L L TH D,

v ar RS v 2 GBI E B TR EN DL 0, MIBT 2 IEMEREE 0 255 2
MERWEp £ 74 A b= a VEBEHCTO() =v(p() EEBILHETHLDOT, LOLH%
BEZDL) ARSI TH L2 L V) MAEETHL, TIHLT, ROWEPSEETH
%o FEMERTIIEE 0 2555IMER (weak additive) T b &1x, EC ANB,F C (AUB)° %iii7z¥
FED A, B,E,F C SIZ2WT H((A\E)UF) > 0(B\E)UF) = 0(A) > 0(B) 25 i>Z &
Thbo

I 6 (Scott 1964). A = 2% £ $ 2%, MEHTH HIENEHE 0 2°H DHERHE p & 571 2 ~—
va vBBERCTO () =~(p() £ D Z EOLEAGEML, 0 TR THLZ L TH D,

7 ¥ 7RI R BRI TR EIN DL W O DR — AW THIN T 5o

il 3 (e-ih%). HED e € (0,1] Z—2REET 50 KDL LIFMEWHELEZ %,

ee,p(A) _ (1 - 6)p(A) (A 7é S)a
1 (A= S).

ZZT, p: A— [0, 1] IFHERAETH D, ZOL) HIERAE 057 & e-iHRE L5 (Huber 1981;
Nishimura and Ozaki 2006; Kojima 2008; Asano and Kojima 2015) o

%58 2 (Nakada and Ozaki 2017). 0°7(-) = ~(p(-)) L R RETH 2 LE T4 p(A) =1 &
A=Szli7z3 2 Thb,

HHIZ DL v(z) = (1 — )z ENIUD LV, SOE X, 657 (IFITRD & 5 28T 5,
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geogay _ | (=P () £ D),
! (p(4) = 1).

5l 4 (Neo-In:9ilEE (Neo-additive capacity)). HROEN 255 (Null) TH5H EIILLTO=>0D
xRN THIDOTH 5!

(i) DeN,
(i) BCAZii7ZTIRTDABCAIIHLT, Ae N=BeN,
(i) A, BEN =AUBEN.

OWNIZEHTHEIEED Ae NITHLOA) =0220(S\A) =1%iilzd L Thkb,
NIZEET %S (N-congrudent) FEZBIE p &, § € (0,1] BL P a €[0,1] 12T, Neo-flikiyz%
HEE Onr p.s.o (Chateauneuf et al. 2007) ZIKD L ) IZEFHKT S,

ON ps.o = (1= 8)p + 6l

(v
(v
A

0 (AeN),
(A= a (AgN 7D S\A¢N),
1 (S\AeN).

(18)
%8 3 (Nakada and Ozaki 2017). Onr p.s,0 D3P ICDWVTHIXHERTH D L T5, TDL X, Onpsa =
v(p(-)) L MRTTRETH Do W, a>0THDHEE, Onpoa =p() EFRTRETH L% 51E p
2OV CHERERETH B,

2, v & LTROBEETIUT L v,

O (x = 0)7
(@) =< (1 -8z +da (0<z<1),
1 if(z = 1).

BRI EROBTIEH 5 TR LAAERIIMZ CEMKN 28 2o, T v 7 K7 38
AR S0 A 26 1 2 5- 2. 5 Z £ ST & B, Nakada and Ozaki (2017) 1 ZIRDOABE % E A

(18) I RXTHD A€ AZOVTp(A)=0=>AcN THArILLAMTH %,
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L7

NI A7 (5 v 7 RAFTITER L (Rank-dependent comparative probability)). &5 7 ¥ y € AZ) »®
FAEL, DF2Ni7zEb: EC AUB,F C (AUB)® 2ili7le¥EED A B ELFCSka-y
xii7zd 2 € A(Z) 1I22WT

z (s € (A\E)UF) . z (s€ (B\E)UF) N z (s€A) . z (s € B)
y (s € S\((A\E)U F)) y (s € S\((B\E) U F)) y (s € S\A) y (s € S\B)

REOBTRBLIZyeY ) 77 LY AKRA Y e XK, TORMIE, BEREEVPEFRIC
BLTEDL ) F ORIV TEB LTS, LY 77 LV ARLA VY MEDVETF LY
IHBOENLHLHNITATHY, VI 7Ly AEL Y P ELTHV 2 DB LN LHLHUT
BTHoEIRT I Vo2 Do SNEFRHZ, V77 VY ARL Y FEDEE LW UDHES
NBLHERMPIEIEFEBTHY, V7 7Ly ARL Y M LTHOEZ VDB ONL2ELDITIT ATDH
X9 T I VEEZD, TOXHIRZOOT 7 MNALOWEETHIEE, —BLTHEDAN IV
ET2461E, COBRREZIFENIIERADOANHEL B INRI NPTV EFHLTVS
t%i%ﬂ%ﬁ:@io&%%tﬂtf@vﬁ®ﬁti“ﬂ7J5kMTwéﬁ,ﬁﬂlﬂi:@;

2L TES N A HRB ONHF 2SIEEM T 5 sTA 5 72%0

EH 7 (Nakada and Ozaki 2017). Lo LO#EIF = 2548 10, 11, 13, 14, 16, 17 i3 2 & O
BADRME, (S,A) LOMERMEp L7 74 VBB u:Y 5> REBIVPTA A M—v a3 Yl
v :[0,1] = [0,1] 2SFFE L
frg e / F6) Bp() > [ ulals) d(p(s)
S

2T IETHD, 22T, ulFE—REWERNT—ETH 5,

(19) FEBI2IE, AHOP TR LZES EF 3ITETHLOT, (AB)UF BLU (B\E)UF i1 A
BIOBEIIKRELBLIELETHDLZELDHD, ZITORMTEETHLIDEL, DL Rkks
LEALETOREZ) 77 LY ARL V VEACTIT Y, FREORKEITT>TWEZ ETH b,

(20) HREMOMEFIE A ORISR EIRZ B ENTE D, ZD &) HBRIFRRZ ETHER (Qualitative
probability) & X5, FH 2 BLOEH 4 OFEHTIE, ZOEMERNEMEEZ L, S5120n<
OPOMWHE T 2 &0 SRERHE p #EH L TWwb,
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6 BbDIZ

AHEEMET OB EIEH L Savage (1954) AYABRRYEFEN 1) % 5 2 72 EBIRYIIARR) FH HER %
FEHEL, ZIUTHTHHFNICR S L2 HELE LTERL TE 2, ARTIIINGD ) HRFE
BZdons LT, MRMICHRMSNRIFE > a 7RI O TR Lz, WiEE, —HAIc
FRZLZERIEDOETNTH Y, AR RGO/ - bR b, — LT, METVOWH
i T L) RBEERENY - VA FET D, TOL) BEERREERTIVE T v 7 KER (Z#E)
B e LU, BRIV A7 TOBERIELZFLICHIEINTE 2, ®KRIZ, 7y 7MKFER (28
) BIFERNHHICBE L COREREM 1T & L CORIT O TH % Nakada and Ozaki (2017) 12X 5%
HAbzAaNn L, ZOZOOBEMRIEET IV 2 GFEIITHY) ho7zo T 2 THIS L 72 IRIRERD F Pam
&, FEERE 2 RSO L TORHENRTW S, 20X ) Rt dEDMfi e T Lo mgeE s L
C, Nishimura and Ozaki (2017) ZZHR &7z,
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B HROEENGZIONTBY, ZNENOFBRVBED L) LR TEL 2 0% K LIRS
fik s VL LR, W OPDITINRGZENTBY, EDOLI %7 IVPETE Lnhi:ERT LHEz
VA TOBREREEL LR, UL, 73089 RRBNLIEES MG 2 LN TR WIRIT
179 BRICEREZ AEFEETOERRE L L8, RIETIE, FHEEETOEEREHR CREDN
TR AICPERR S 72T (Probabilitistic sophistication) & 3 2 7 #if#ahH (Choquet expected
utility) IZOWTHIAL, B QRN E %5 T ¥ 7 KAFREBINEIFEEIH (Rank-dependent subjective
expected utility) & £iEN 5 27 T ADOBIFOFEEMFIFIZOWTEET 5,
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