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MEEPBAROHERS M (3, ARSI 2BAGEN « s o2 & 2Bk T 2 5T, EiFBIfROIER]
HoBEFEL L TRPLHICHERAENTH S, ZoRehnzEAIEOME L LT, SF1976;
1983) 13 £ ¢ | (consistency) O B A LT, BIf & RO T 2 oS AR T rh Ly 2
Bz B 60T L7z, ARG, ZHBAROIAF LR OFTE, SRR O SEALATREM: L 5 2 > Oflk
T, BAMRT OSSR STEEARE 2 A L 2Bl OBRR 2 BRI HRR, ZoBEE LG
BT L EFELE LTV, (1969 ; 1970) A30 L ICE A L7z THERER M | (quasi-transitivity) O 4%
&%, EEFBIROHRM 2 HE L THEE ORI OB IcEAz b mT, B TokT
B OBESHIS L BT W2 b - TV 228, AREAEH T 2 ZIHBROIEFIAE & FEIREIH o
HEALORIRTIE, WEHBUOMEIEELBZEH 2 R0 LITER T NETH 2,

1. (FC®IC

BEHEM) 72 3 7 m RIS BT S HEA 1,
MEEREAD S 2 TER SN HEORIFIEF
FEFFN U725 THREL T % X 5 I2/TE 3
% L) BT, (AEM) (rational) 7 REHFHL
frEfEINT V5, HEEORKF «FHEMET
FKH T 2 HBIBAIAET R, 1 o5y
B ORFBIRIT, W o2 HF O AR — 58
Moo RO HERBM:— 23R T 5, L7zaso
T, EEMARA LIE LI R & RE &
THLIMITEbRTEAZ LITE, ZhE 00
HEADH 2 Z LD LNT IV, Lidvz,
HEE DR ORESIEF OB —8 0 DI
(HER M) (transitivity) — 2 #2942 L v )
BEENTIE, FRERADIC A AU BRER O KHIASK T
ZLREETHB, X h e —2x(1956, p.
179) 2326(F 7= 401 Brod = — v — DL, 5D
BIFOHEBMEIT L > THE SN 2 EEIBIRD
WM 28> T, ZOEEx b kT
RLI2dDTH S

Find a subject who prefers a cup of coffee

with one cube of sugar to one with five cubes

(this should not be difficult). Now prepare
401 cups of coffee with(1+7/100) x grams of

sugar, 1=0, 1, ..., 400, where x is the weight of
one cube of sugar. It is evident that he will be
indifferent between cup 7 and cup 7+1, for
any 7, but by choice he is not indifferent
between /=0 and 7=400.

SEEOEFOHEBY O S L O0EE LG
B, MEBoOEFoOHBETH S, EKA
IR B & 0 35V ERTH L <, 2R
i BI33RE C X 0 i ER T £ Lith
i, IR A IR C XY S5V ER TR
FLWVZ b 2EFET 2 ZoAHITIERBOSM
AT AT K, T ORGSR T B H IR
ManTsd, LLARFIOHIZZ ZRMBEL D %
LY oiRINDZ LS, ZoXEOKRFD
— g, ~7 —F e Z4 75> (1968, p.78) »31
HiLtz~vx— e B 7oERTH S .

It’s fun to argue with someone like Jones
who registers these choices and obstinately
refuses to change his mind.

“Suppose, Mr. Jones, that you have just
been given the deed to property A and now
the realtor offers you C for a small premium.
If your preferences mean anything, they cer-
tainly mean that you would be willing to pay
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this tiny premium to exchange A for C. ...
Okay, now you have C. Next suppose the
realtor offers you B for another tiny pre-
mium. Certainly you should be willing to pay
this premium to get B rather than stay with
C. ... Okay, now you have B. But why stay
with B when for a small premium you can
switch to A ? After all, you say you prefer A
to B. ... Okay, now you have A. But why stop
here ? Do you still insist you prefer C to A?
Youdo? ... Well, for a small premium ... . Are
you sure, Mr. Jones, you don’t want to change
your mind ?”

Mr. Jones is known in the vernacular as a
“money-pump”. Although we can rationalize
why Jones acts the way he does, would you
act this way ? Or, more precisely, would you
ever maintain a set of intransitive choices, if
you were made aware of this and had the

opportunity to change ?

Zo kD R TR, WEOSEEOHRY
P T 2 0390 O FIF O HEB M KR 3 %
Ji N O IR D RE 2B IE LT, i L
FROBEHI B L B2 OFBELHRFNT2ERD
Brgess, & LT 1970 FARLFIZf T T &
T3, ZoXEOMHREONREFMELTE, 7
v T 4 7 e A2 (1969 ; 1970) 12 X B (HEHER
P (quasi-transitivity) O & 0 E A &, $&F
(1976 ; 1983) i X % (¥ & ) (consistency) ®
BEOBEANETF NS, AR, ZIHBFRD
ER 33 (ordering extension) & SEPREIE
(&1L (rationalization) &\~ 5 2 2 D&Rlk T
B S BURICIRS LT, Zhsofl&

OHBEOLEEZT) L AL LTV 5,

39, ARTHWV O 2 AR & D EEL
LARBIZAD Z LT L7,

2. HRBE - EHBE - BEMY - JFERY

UTFoEZEDF 32 L LT, X ITHER
OWRBESTH > T, Dirl L 3Do0FR
Bretdntd s, R R*'ZZEFESX L

O HEHBREED T D LTS, X DfEED
BRx,y(x+y) THLT (r,y) €ER DI
(y, x) € R BLTHRILT 2BAH 1213, RIGE
filithy (completeness) # 3 2 L3, X OffE
DEF 2 TR LT (x,xr) e RBSULTHILT 5
A, RIS (reflexivity) 2 & © & »
5, X 0B 0EF 2,9,z x LT (x,y) €
RuIvw(y,z2)eRTtadhif (x,2) € R b
T T 284, R I3 HEBM) (transitivity)
Fd oLV, KEME LR A RS 2 I
BE R L (HENEH ) (quasi-ordering) T® % & W\,
SEfPE % 2 3 % BENEFF 1 QR (ordering) T
HBEVS,

waz, ZHBER R oI &y P(R) &5
R 1(R) %,

(r,y) e P(R)e(x,y) e R&(y,x) ¢ R;
() e [(R)e(x,y) € R&(y, x) €R

X o TEHT D, RAHEOREIFERTH
> T, (x,y) € R2WILT 2D, BRI x 3
Ry LHBL TR L IRIBEICH
LW, ZLTE2OgFICRBonsLEaTah
5751, P(R) & I(R) 3 7h FHiRE D&
IFBAGR & MERIBAR 2 KRBT 5 2 LIdB ST
BB, BETHRTZS L 51T, Ry#EBRMEE
R 2HaE, P(R) & I(R) 35 AT
WBMAET S, 7545, L—ZADa—t—0
BIATRT X 51T, [(R) OB EIRE ks
IR D FI B L TR E 2T &
iz Twasz L%, RO BIZERLTVS,
ZOHEE»L, RoWBHoEREAKDIE
BIEMITRE 2 ER 2 BIREAHICH LTV 2 2
LAY 5, 2z T, (1969 ; 1970) 3 f®
ZFIBAGR I (R) oHEBM: D ER & JidE | TR
IFBAR P(R) OHEBHOTERD A2 RITHR L
T, ZOFHCERELMET 2 R (I EEHERBM)
(quasi-transitivity) # 8 DL EFE L 72D TH 5,
WORMIZE 5> T, ZORRIFEL LD
75,

&kt (1976 ; 1983) vsEA L 7= B & D&,
R OB OBERE £ > L (3R % 2 HITE
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1. #BMABE LR VEFnd)

(a) T (b) X (©) Z

BRI @ > & BRI b 1 ) ZHOREE, a b L VMCERTRIFEN L ZLEZRLTV S, 7, FRlEa L
IR b A% 8 722 VIR THEE SN TV 2B 51013, a3 b LEEJTHLZ LARENLTVS, oo, 3
SO x, y, 2 1SR LT, etz & OB R & 72 RBIFOfE, 2O 3 o0 — 2 TLREOREEM LR
{3hTvw3,

2. FEERAGEFH RS DY o 3. BEMEFHIHRT 2oL

1.1 2}1

BRI 2° 2> & B 2°7 1T @ 2> 5 —EOREIE, 2° 23
L OBCERTRIFSNBZ LERLTV S,

4. R - T - BEM - JEERME

- HEHERS M
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Db DOTH-> T, ZOHEMMUEZERITTA 7 IR T DO FAE LBV E S, ZHBAR R
D — s Rr7oHEHmr BRI IIRS 13 (B & M) (consistency) Z e 4% L v 5,
CHERT LN T2 5, BNFOREES 17, BREOXEELESG X 02 HEA {2
X OBHEE {2, 2% ..., 2} (2<t< ) T, 22 .., 2t (@2<t<+) T,

Lz eR (%28 e R, ., (¥4 2 € R, (', %) € P(R), (x% 2 € P(R), ..., (x* %
(xt, x") € P(R) xh) e P(R), (x*, x') € P(R)
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RWRT S ONFFE LRV E S, ZHBARR
13 GETEBR M) (acyclicity) 2 3 2 L v 35, #R
M, MEHERME, AN, FEEERM oSO
BIfRZ B $ 27201213, ATEHOK 1—X 4 43
HEHTH %,

K13, Seft:% & OB —HBIGR O b
ETIRE L THRAE L2 3 2 0B IRE oM o7
BRI RBIRZFIZE L7 D TH D, ZAITK L
T, SEft % & OHEHEBR 2 ZHBRO b LT
3P L THFAE L v 3 0 0 FINE o fF o JEERIY
ZBAfRIE, R1o 3 bT(a),b)o2@EHED
DIZR STV S, X213, JEIERRN 7 —HE
RS & TEHRLTHRAEL N ¢ HORRE D
M OERMZEREMR Lz DOTH S, K3
i, BAMATHEHERO B L TERLTREL
7z il oo BRI O S DI BR N 72 BASR & IR L
T3, ZhLDBmRsH LR L 51T,
ZLTERCAL CTEBE THETLZLIARS
TH DX HIT, WM, #EHBEN, ®EHH,
BB OMSMERIZIE, K4lRshrzL )
7B s S EBRAOL T 5, ZoMIizH
T, HEA»SHWHEBITH, S KL, WH
Az d 2 HBEMREILTHEB # s i
THZLEERLTV DA, W & OB &S
FEEIRIZ— T BT L R,

3. Szpilrajn NOILREIR & % D—A%IE

SERITF & SR O BRI do\ > T IR 7 B E & 4
SHMTEED D L D, ZIHHBIROILEEE T
»5, FHEX EoHEKRRIZH LT, RC
R* P(R)CP(R*) %ifife ¥ % —IHBIFR R* X
R o WLEEY (extension) Td % L\~ 5, iz,
R o RsR R* »IEF O XN =R 3 %854,
R* 3 R o (E/F¥55E) (ordering extension) T
HDHEVS, rxzeT7r—(1951)I1ITk 5> Th
TNTRRFFITEA SR TR, Lid LIEEER
‘EZRL T2 HFRRER S, DIFod
HIZEHERTH %2,

JER3LEREIR 1 [Szpilrajn (1930) ]
HENEF <6 LT, 492 DIEFINES R
35,

NEFEPRIE TR 1 (2 FEAT RS2 43, ZOEH
BIEFIES AT 2 720 0+t 2 B & o>
LT BDHRT, ZOLBETHEELZRLMTL
TiEViy, ZOREETZLICECEREZZ,
K (1976 ; 1983) 12 X 2L TR TH 5,

JEFF3EREE 2 [Suzumura (1976) ]

THBAGR Rk LT % D JEF IR A AE S
%720 OB SEME, R 3BEHONH %
ez tTh s,

AR B\ CIHFIRRERE 3R 7 &%
E 2B ST FT 572012, 7ua—(1951) T EH
2LERR e HIEETEH 1 o—fb &t
AT, WOBBELFREEG7:,

IBFFLREIE 3 [Arrow (1951, pp. 64-68) ]
TIEBMR Q BES X Lo#EFTH O, S
T X oD ESTr+y, 2,y SITR L TiL
(r, )¢ Q *MERT2dbDLET2, 3542, T
S ETCEBENIAERQPHF LT 2, £0
LE QOIERFIE R 4L T RN(SXS)
=T %#Ed 5%,

EHE 13, THEH3ITHNTS=0 & L2EK
-2 TH5, I, THIOEEBOEZREHE
R s7-01213, HEES X LREMICHEE
nEFEESRECEETH O, ZHBKRQ I3
(-~ L — b #EJH F) (Pareto quasi-ordering) T
BHHBDERET S ENHEIETH S, THIC
Y0, (x,y) € QHILT B DIF, HEEHER
T2 Top Lttty LHELTD
L ARABECEE LWERESRETH 2
LEZTVBBETHS, SIHBET2ER
FLoRAE L, S — MEIEFIC L - TRELD
Rtz d ot HESHLT VS, FHloFk
B2 d4uE, SidoSr— bR GRS
Bok&TH s, FoL =, FHIITSITH
BT 2B REE 7 > 2 i 2 vk 2)H
FF T—f S REANEF BEZ onBE
2d, YL — FEIEF Q OEFHEE R T, S
CIRETHEIEF T L —F T 2 5 O0FEET
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ZZLEHRIEL T2 DI TH B,

ZD k3, EH 3 oFRAREHEREC
DTIED B, ZOBREGITITEHE S S 12—
(b4 24 IsN T3, ZOE%HS I
T 570 OUEfIEEL LT, £ED2 oD IH
BAfR @', Q* iz LT, £45 D (KA (compo-
sition) Q'o Q* #

QYQ*={(r,y) e XxXX|Fze X: (x,2) €
R'&(z,y) € Q%

TEHT 5. KRIT, Bitikzonz X ko
THEBIGR Qi LT, X Lo B O MR
F{Q)im 2 QV=0, Q¥=Q-Q" P (2<s<
+o0) I > TEHET S, £ & &, “HBERK
Q D HEBRIEAMY (transitive closure) 7(Q) %

oo

(@) = U Q¥

28 > TERESINSE, TSN TWVWD L ST,
Q PHERBMWEAE r(Q) 13 Q #EHT 2 H/ID
BRI —HBIRTH - T, Q #HHMBEAHERME
EFRFOOIR Q=r(Q) BT HLE, LT
ZDLEDATH S, ZOEEIERTUL,
EH3 2L T, DToEHEEsR<5 &
BNTED,

IBFFHERETE 4 [Suzumura (2004) ]

Q IHES X FoHBfRTthd Y, ST X o0
MWoEsTrry, x,ye SITH LTI (x,y) €
(Q) #MiRT2dDETH, &5z, TS
LolEF L+ 2, 2oL s, QOEFIER
BHEAELTRONSXS)=T 2T 57200
B GEMEE, Q EEMOAHE LIRS 2
ZLTHB,

EF 413 " HBAR Q T BEsHER M 2 b
Ok — 2 TIE TR —DEHE I ZEET L L,
S=0 L\ I3k —2TRIEHE2 2EHE T2
ZEEBHoATH S, FH2 FEHE 1 o—BL
oT, EHAZInF CITERLIERFILE

FHEr T TEET 2 HREETHSLZ LT
SN TH B,

EH 4 ORI, T -—0EHE3IITHT S
Inada(1954) DFIEEH £ TER L TH 2 5 2 & 48
T& %, AW OBMAKPFFEMICEERZ & 720 D5
#1713 Suzumura (2004) 3 L& ©F Bossert and
Suzumura (2005, Chapter 2) # & L CTHE < =
LiTLT, TRt oER ORI D A%
B LT =720,

(=7 » 7°1] AR —HREk 4 %
4= {(z, )| xre X}
X o TEELT, HakIHEAR Q* %
Q*=4U r(Q)

CEoTEHT S, 20LE QY3 X ECH#e
NG o NHE % e 3 5,

(275 72] THIGQ*IZESWT, FH
727 IEBAGR Q** %

Q** = Q*U(Q*T)U(Q*T-Q*)U
(T-Q@HUT

ZE Lo TEHET S, 20 Q** 3 X Eo#|EF
TH 5B,

(x5 » 73] Q* i3 Q* PHIETH 3,

(27 v 74] BB x,ye St LT, (x,
W eT ol (x,y) ¢ Q¥ TH 5,

(27 5 7°5] Q DIEFILE R ST 5,

(=57 v 7°6] FED x,ye ST LT, (x,
WERDBHETITADIE (r,y) e T TH5 & X,
ZLTEDLEDATH B,

ATy 72 DFEHD S b T, HEBMEDOFERIIR
BHEVEIFBRA TV S 28, EARITIE Q™
DEFIT L72A8 > TARER T — R & FHRITH~
rziicoeTv%2, 1

Ao gic, “HBIRONEFILE O FTHE
TR LT, #HEBME 550 TIRE OHERME O A
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R L7 ERHEBHEOMRE, oK RATN

ERE S TN LRI T S 20,

NEFF AR D AFAE T REME I & & THRER 7243 K48
LA REBAENTH - T, HEHBMTIEA
WDTH S,

4. EREAMDOEIRLATREMETE

BEMOBW&ITBET2EERAMAOL L DI,
AN B o (& E AL AT RE M) (rationalizability)
2o TREFR I T3, KFicliz oy
WAE»SEEH OS2 e YT Th
70,

BEFORECHMETH Yoo, SHM
DR D NIRE I 72 3 T 0SB T 3 5 72 D U3,
BT BIRE D Z LT B, VI LT
v > (1938 ; 1947 ; 1948 ; 1950), ~~v & » 1 —
(1950) D54 BEA TSI 1 2 B E T O
CBE7N R I E) (revealed preference theory)
CEBEEIEZ oo, V2 2 —(1966; 1971) 13:#
RTHOEHME TR LT, &2 BEEREIcE
Y 2178y L BT = 2fTE = =, AEEMRST
BThrsr L VITHRY G 2T, FoREIOR
AV EBNT- D TH D, FEFFEORED 2R
VilR% &, V72— L G oS
BHAEEOBS L LTAKEHAShTa:
bDTH > T, TO—Flide s —o(H) E4RE
B oIk TH SR oM Fic#e s T
E7:m € X(1932) DA% TRRFEFEORE LB
) CRRT LT D,

HEAVATED & LT oo B SRIR o B R o0 PR
Y-t RKOBZEITRHLTIE, BOR
MOKMAD D, HlZIE, 7w —(1959) x4 3
2 TN =0T Ky T — OBENEIF OB &
PR HTHEE OfTENCB T 2 AR & v S P
2> SFRIBCL T, BRSSO BlER O AT 7n
TRER X L THIRER a— & 2 i A L 7= %17
E¥FECThHDH, L3z, TH—EFVI Ay
Y=oNT Aoy ) — OMERSHIHE L 72 e e B
Bics i 2 FEHWES L v CEFRESIFD
(domain restriction) # & L T, FiwES D
HIREB LA LT TERTE O EFRIBUITR
TH LI HnERBHWER L 20TH -

<, TEEGOER OIS ESE L L THERT
BoOERBErEDL7T 7w —FIL, )& —
(1966) 12 & - THAtA S 72 d DD TH 5,
7w —, )7 % -GN OHE o
PR, £ oKD 7 v — OREFRIEFIF 2
ELT—d 5V EEsIc—B{LLT—FTb
nTERY HEzcobssr VYo x—n—
IR EFRIR & MK L TIT oA 7 S EF)ER 0 B
HOWFTRIE-~ > > (1968) & 5FF (1976 ; 1983,
Chapter 2, Appendix A) 2 2 FE 2124 X720,
3T Bossert, Sprumont and Suzumura
(2005a; 2005b ; 2005¢) (& PRI O 2 o
T E HIEL T—HOMEZ AL 22 d % 23,
S OB E - BUBERICRE T 2P D
Bossert and Suzumura (2005a ; 2005b) 2 X -
TN TV L, UTTidohs oo
BEHIRT 5% 0L LT, Bossert, Sprumont
and Suzumura (2005a) IZf&H#L L T GG EE
1b) (consistent rationalizability) & v~ 5 # & D
N T oA EFHBE T 5 2 it L,
AR O BRE 0 B S 2 T 5720
1z, BRI OEBEES X OFEE OIS E
Gl K 2B & 3 2 B8 C— GEIRBA%D
(choice function)—— #E#H 3 5. 5D S
€ K 13RI o (B2 %A (opportunity set)
LFENT, Zo TR C o5t 3B C(S)
13, BESHES S 20 0 GEIRES) (choice set)
EEER TV B, UTFTR, EEOKEES S
eKITx¥ 2RINEARIE, 0+C(S)CTS &
SEMEWRT 230 LFET 2, I, 52
S A7 FRBAK C 2> & B & 1 5 (BRI B

&) (revealed preference relation) Rc #

Vre,ye X: (x,y) € Re
©3dSeK: xeC(S)andye S

ZX o THEFETD, Re 3FEREAK Cicko-T
B S 7= EIRTENC L - TR SN 2555
DOREFBEAREOTH B, SR C 12, o
BIRTTENCNTET % & 2 RITEATR R S f57E L
T, z0&EiF* 52 onr-BEEEOHIWT T
b T 21TE L L CTHE—ICE R T & 284
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2, (BHERYY (rational) 7z FEINBAE T H B &
v AT ER T,

(G) IRCXXX,VSeK:
C(S) ={xeS|VyeS: (x,9) € R}

R T 5 EINBK C 13 AR 72 IR BB 72
DTH5, ZOHEIZBELTIE, 3 OoO0EEM
WETH B, 1T, RIREAK C # AT
2 BEFBAMR R 3, BINBEE 2 E T 2%
GSeKNEDI S hbDTH > Td—ERIT,
S p o 0N & HiF kML L L TRHPITES
ZEMETH D, 210, RifmE{boERE
FgE LT, (RERLTa2=—2ABhET
372K, BRIBEFTE R LADECHOHERD
%, BAERFEF B THRL afE 2 S oY
L— Mt olislt, Zodigkr HvTEsE
Snt s — 7 RiFmECOKETH 2 LE R
Lhb !

(M) IRCXXX,VSeK:
C(S) ={xeS|VyeS: (y,x) ¢ P(R)).

AHAFROER I L K OBE (G) EFRICHED
WTREB & T & 7243, Suzumura (1976a) 1Z X
> TIRFNTEA S 7z (M) EFRITHED ST

FHROHEITIE, L DOETHEEOEREL 5,

AT (G)EFEITHE D  AHAYFEROHEHIZ
EZERONFERES 5, SoITHIRE 7205
351213 Bossert, Sprumont and Suzumura
(2005¢) #5 & tr Bossert and Suzumura (2005a)
DEBERO 2, 31T, RIREAK oA HM
VGEIRFTENIC AAE S 2 BhEE SRR % SR i o
L LB 2 2 & = W[RIT F 5 PNEERYSREFBE £R
—OHFAEEMS b D TH - T, NAERZELEY
Rz B d OWE—F 2 XM, K
M, HEBM— 20T LS EF L TRV RV,

ZOHEREMWH T, bbbt NFERREF
BIfRicil s 2 EFE#ET L LT, A¥EED
(RRE) (degree) 2 RMIZFIE L T, 20 th
DR O G B SRBIR & AN TR O 2
LAV S —F e TSI e BT S LA

TCE 3,

) 2 2 —(1966; 1971) DK = ThEIL, =D
NV —F « 7 u T ez THAETFET,
Wb IEF OWVEICALIE T S 2 O 0SS
—— (524 & M) (full rationality) & (& B
Z B (rationality per se) —— D NHALIT
I L7-2 Li2d 5, EREH C e fH
Mz I OEELE, CE2(G)oERTEELT
% BBtk R oS IHF O AB 2R T 255 T
HDH, T, FREAYC sEEEZTABMGKE
s OBELIE, Cx(G)oEKRTAE(LT 5H
IFBATR R 43, Z offioBE o 2o 3, &
b HFHETIHBETH 5,

)7 &2 —OAEYLE, ITo 2 o0 % H
WTfrbitTw s,

T & o— B (Direct Revelation Co-

herence)
BOSeKBIUOHEBD xe SITHLT

VyeS: (x,y) € Re=>x<€ C(S)

AL T 5.

WeRHIEAA & o —HE#: (Transitive Closure Co-

herence)
BOSceKBIUOHEBED xe ST LT
VyeS: (x,y) e c(Re)=>x <€ C(S)

NS AYAC RN

) 2 & — oI LTREMEEIZ LN TD 2 o0
ENL SR STV 5,

HHArFTREMEEHEE 1 [Richter (1966 ; 1971) ]

SERBAS C nE&HE AL DD,
C NEEMNEREO—HlEZ 286, 2L T
ZOYHEDHKRTH 5,

ST RTBENM:EH 2 [Richter (1971)]
SRS C 352 8B s onid, C 28
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WO L o—EBME 3284, 2L TED
BEDARTH B,

)2 & —0 2 o0FEHE, SHSEROH

OR A 2 I T 2 L ocHEi sl Td 5.

7228, GHEEOREICBE TS AR 7 At
LTI, Y7 4% —DEHZ O & Fgrt
5 LITHBI LT, BEHERM, BAH,
BBV FHUTBI L T3, ABALOBIIH
3E 5727 <, BEEHBELTE, zoRA
S 2 BIFAE LT b5 727, It D 3 Bossert,
Sprumont and Suzumura (2005a ; 2005b) 3 &
® Bossert and Suzumura (2005a ; 2005b) (% =
DREEFELETHIELT, ¥ .z =
U &y 71— O BRI T 2 R L7 R
WHIZE Y I N2 720TH B, LTFCiE
HHEELITE T 2 ABYLIT 2 K - C, Tl
DREO—MHZHRE T 2 LiT L,
BEHENGHEALOEZOMB TR L LT, &
HHIEAE) (consistent closure) DRE& % Hi72 12
HBALZY, FEO_HBEKR QIR LT, %
DEGHAT 0(Q) %

0(Q) = QU {(x, n)|(x,y) € t(Q)&(y, x) €
Q)

CI-TEHETS, 20k, 0(Q) 13 Q2E
BT NG _HERTH - T, Q Th
HEBEEHZ 32013 Q=0(Q) ST 5
LE ZLTEDLEDARATHD EVIFEER
MEARILT 2, F7:, BRI & oz
BUTIE, EEO-IHER Q Iz LT o(Q)C
1(Q) BT 22 Ld, BECHRAT Sz L
MBTES, Zof&rAviug, BT L
D—HHEOREOERILE YT Lz, DITo
NEBEEZESMMLT B L3 TE 3,

B AHIEA @ & o—E M (Consistent Closure Co-

herence)
BoSceKBIUOEBD xe ST LT

VyeS: (x,y) e 0(Rc)=>x€ C(S)

N RVAC RN

ZORMIT X 5 TEAN A HIERTREN:
FEBMAT BT, D EODBE ST E A
» 5, BHEW_HBER Q Mt x s o5 E
23, Q IIHEBHI T BB — L7205, TIEFF
Thr—LWIEABZENTH S, JHFITLS
HEALOBEA G SMEBRT ) 2 2 —0EFHYL
AEEMEH 2 12k 5 THLAITI RTS8
12, bitbiLIE I TV 2RSS % b
727 CES P TIEBIRC X 2 B LTTREM T ®
%, ROFEEIL Z ORENCH T 205 RE %
EzTw3,

HHATTREM EHE 3 [Bossert, Sprumont and
Suzumura (2005a) ]

SRR C A EfitE & b 72 S A E
fbzdonit, CHr¥EEMATLED—EMZD
OBE, FLTEDOEHEDATH 5,

5. BhIC

Ay, BEELVINBT LD I <HALNT
W R 2 HEIT BT, SR & IR OB
BT BIAD 2, 3OREOWI &R 3
DTHD, BEOMFSL, EEMNLFFET
BanbHHOAETH 20 HESNDHE
BEoOM&ETH D, HEAEROHR AT L
tuE, EFBEMROHBRM 2 ET S L5 2 L
ITIITHEE2SERSFITE I M aER T
bSEEEICERAI T E BB & b o v S FEBLEM
REBEL->TVE, 20, Z0X5%E
Brd o3 mENEMROHBELIETT, M
B ORI BIROHERM: 0 & & (E 3 2 HEHER M
DEAE 2T L > TEASNKT, KEhPyE
NEPRS > TE72, BHEMEITZ OBBEM T DA
TIIHEEHERM: L B3 5 5% & 5 TV %25,
AEREC NI TR v, WEILICHERM L v E5g
CHEBRME L ViR E VI HEE b - TV 3,
Lasd, Z“HBEAROIEFINE 2 & 2728 003
THEMEE S LEGHTHS LV I EEER
HEHZSOZ Lhs, B OBLEIIELTF L E
RO BV TEERBELH S 2 L 23fR
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Stz F7m, SREEOEGHEA AT BT
BEGEDOPIFRIC BT b, BHER 2 RIFEIRIC
¥ 2 BHRITE O AL & v S R BT, B
AHIEAE & S 72 e B s TR 7 Bk RE & R
LTV BZ L dRENT, 2S5 DOHIREIC &
> T, BoMEoE T3 2 BERE &I o HEE
SN ERHIRFL,

(—H& KRB IETT)

E

* ARoTRITHHPIEE, m Ve —
NoeF T e a3y s A, FECKEREBIRT, #+
Yy IR T 4 —FKFEF— e VT ALZ e AL yP,
— 7y — FREWHEW, 77 Y o 2KFLY =7
4oLy DT - 2HFRICEBEL VT3, 30
FoRSITE S, THRALZBE RO TS
MEr b5 2 TFE 57254, ¥iZ Kenneth J. Arrow,
Amartya K. Sen, Prasanta K. Pattanaik, Peter ]J.
Hammond, Walter Bossert, Yongsheng Xu ® £
1203, 02 S DR F EEIF 2,

1) ers¥EEBHoOMazEALZEE, TR
— D — AN BEME TR A3 2 BRI o S ZE BB R &
BB TS 2T S Z L 2 FIRT 572
B S 7, ASEFR LY L — bR (Par-
eto indifference principle) (£, = DHE % HIFET % H
) TEA SNSRI — L7 S 7,

2) AF o Szpilrajn DEIHIF Z Z TR BHA D
FEH LIRS - T 588, AFEOHMIZE > T TR
— 335 2 2R OB O FAFEE 0T, BTFT
B7w—oBRIRED Z LT L7

3) Szpilrajn DIEFINEEE % S 52—k d 3%
MoJm e LT, Duggan(1999) # 2R ¢ X, %7,
TREAIT P RAw 2 —2BA LT IHBRICERM 2

FHLT, WEEEE % OF AR T 2RO
TiE, Jaffray(1975) # X of Bossert, Sprumont and
Suzumura (2002) % 2R+ X,

) ZoEXFoOMEEREST2HME L TH,
Blair, Bordes, Kelly and Suzumura (1976), Schwar-
tz(1976), Sen(1971) #2¥1F¥ 5 Z L AT & 5,

5 Se&tEMLEEMHENAEK LV IRBIITDN
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720,

7 Ry 7 4 —o—BRTERREFHRE L 725G
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Suzumura (1976), Schwartz (1976), Sen(1971) % 255
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