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1. ([FC&®IC

BIAEHAR D ZhH & Hl L TRESRIEAR DR 2 51 Y
BT, BlfEs SIERICH 7= 2 AR o SR S
O BUAEATE % #1072 (] oL $5 7 7'm —F
13, KfEho 5 2 TO L E BT SIEF 2 HE—
oL E LT, B [3] & i L Tk
O[] #ZJFNME LT3, 207 7'e —FId,
ASEOMEAIRSICAB TR LE 2 2HF|EHRD
WEREEFORAFAE X, HomaoXdT 5, 7
>7) g SKEOEEEEFE A~V - PV 4y
7 (Sidgwick (1907) ) ps$i2 L 72 = o #t¥] 2 5| = #k
W, [[BIEAREEZAMRL2T —Y — o —
(Pigou(1920/1952)) i, Wifilflhio> 5 2 T Lk & A3
B4 IEF &G EBRIT, RE oM AFES L
BT E L+ 2[RI # S #] (intergenerational
equity) DFH & TR L7220 TH 5,

it LT, KEEERTRTX Y A0~y F
2=ty YMr 7Y TR, REABOBHEER
SR~ OFHEN R0 L LT, BB
Y 5| = HAEME AT 27 70 —F RS 1
2D, T =TT 4y —OFITFERD 2 HH
MesFrzes—ILLEZR—NeH Iz »
(Samuelson (1937)) A3 %MfizFtiy 72z D7 7'm —
F3, REFSEOBFERS oR#Ell e KRBT 254
Rtk e LT, FilIREHES 0 — 2 LNl C

BN R X AP AT Ay N N P/ =
Hid z owEX bo@H e Bl LT, e THE
HEBEFEE LTV LILER T2 Th 5, B
112, 43 oAy DR ALRSHREIOE O E]
= BAEMifE % BT 2B —EDEG LML T
V2 as, iz DRENCHEMIZEIL T, SRMVEER
ZECT 2, 21T, 3 LAy 3R
DT 7T MBS 5 B R VB AE] o
ML BEHREIME T 2L 2R T2 AMeTRWL
TN, 7548, Y3 o=y o asBEdE LR RS
D 05| = BAEMHEDO R ALY 77 —F Z /K L7z
pludil, Y.z AV OBEEREBZT,
PopRtE L7 7 70 —F ORBHEMrERE TS L
T LD TH B,
ZOBAALER T E YO EBUE,
b ez bwu oy v (Strotz(1955-1956)) o i S [ 3 L
FEh 2R i it o L IR PR & FE RSt T S,
i3, WA SIC B0 2 RlEEE 2 LIE S <EfTL
72850, FHER O BAT 4 b 72 B it il & BT
7RIS B L, RATI0E O 5| & BIAEffifE R K
fbeFrTid, Yo RMEE RS & BT
AN b 72 2 W7 72 Ze T & X — I —B L 7
vVl EEo, [REHEIER S ] (time inconsist-
ency) ORI % REICHRR L7, xS 5, A
WA oE Y 5| = BAEMfER A= 7 412 B0 TIRERE
IR A M DRIELS I L 72 & D AFE 5 et

BN —




PRI EE~ DO ABERK T 7’0 —F 53

i, V3o oAHRLAEBIR-EDT — %
THoHZ LI LE, 25%-THBE, 3o
Ty 2% DBRGU AL TERL L2 —E
DEG|IERE b ORBHSI 0L 5] = BAEMiE & KA
EFMCTIE, RiEdLERCEELBHBER D
BHE LB,

A3, AR bw oy, v OSHTIRKRA L L TEEPE

N OB OBFRE > 2GR E 428D 7,

AU LT, —EEIGIERE SR AHFI0E 0 5]
& BIfEME DO KL 7 v &, BlfELSFERIZH 72
% 4 [HAR] ogh H— 4 WHIooE v 5| & BIAE
flifEf Kibe 7 &AL BH 7% 2 )i
1960-1970 A2 &S L T, AR EH 0B EIC
PR CEREEM BTV HME T GO 5 I2F]
512D THD, ZDODETMIE, T—V1 v FeFxy
Z (Cass(1965; 1966)), F + V) > e 2 =7 = > R
(Koopmans (1965 ; 1967)) 7z & OB #1124
WTIRANZES L3, bbb sSARTcHER T 2
Proex, R o 7 o 1 B ASE TR % Sk 5
2 {12 DINIENE & #E2ZRAERT0 I IR 24103 % TR
EWRHLAT AV A 7Y, COEFEELD 4
>oem — X (Rawls(1971/1999)) o IEZEzH # ¥ -
HITLTES L DTS B,

THFE FEM 7o WEEE 2 % JEH) L TR 7x
WHEEFOEEE 725 Lz — A XiF, I
(3R & & A [#E A1 ¥ . — ] (veil of igno-
rance) 12 X - TE VB & v 7= &N 2 2Rl o
BT, FEL2BHROEBEMNRLSS O LS8
EADLE # iR KRICHEST <3 LT 2 [KER
F1) (difference principle) 2> & H5R & 11 2 [1E5E O IR
7] (principles of justice) 23&EMIMEAIZ & - THE
RenszZ LETRLT, LI FHAERZE2
7=, 72ps, HEARRIH S O RTE & o PRASEIR S h
ZIE BT 2 IERORM 25 U@ T, »—
N BFEOARKD 7 70 —F % EIE L THADOFIE
R EBE O e S EE A O RGE 2T T, AU
ZoE#OMR—FF—oFFIzH LT Vs —
FYRT 7 BBEALEDIOZLEEHEELT, AEK
MEFRBOZ L o2 MEL LD E L, v —
XORAARFE S 0T, K EEOBFE S oA
it Pk R o Bl E X LI IO A 727 1 R .
7 v —(Arrow (1973)), =4 « £ 2 77 % (Das-
gupta(1974a; 1974b)), w-3— bt « v v —(Solow
(1974)) 1%, zo@wIRIZH V- Te — AL XKEEFEB O
47— g rEa — X EICHBER B

LT, AR oBER D O &S DBEEER 2 EE
ERCREZBE S 2P, ZoSPTICEE LTS 25 E
MAL7-#srrzz, BELSERORIZH
AR DG ——EE——WFI 0 E b 5] = BIAETE
MALEF LM S D TH B,

oz, >2v gy 27 =7 —ottt R
DEHIZHEMINZA X)X« 7Y » ZOEH
L, I LAY T ERLT, A XEEHR
LTT7 R —=%R774%=yn8r = s 1R
2 Fl o BRI F > E 0 5| &= BAEAi{ER AL T 7 11T
EHENEZT AV e 7Y o ZOEME R, T
MARETH S, PloRBErTHE, PV v 7
= v 7 — o AR o FE e L oo, #AR
5 o> SRR Z 1 o0&l © 5| & BUAEATifE R KAk o ek T
HEREHEo [AEM] 2R3 5 2 &, wERIC
e DT 5, FEFSAROBERE S O#flki< &
VTR, T L A S oA L B Z oFwmER
BEREE LD L S ITAE T E A L S RS,
KPR EEMZ D > TV 5, AR, = oRIEICxk
32 1960 FACLAE O L E A Bt & R EE L T HEARRE
BB OB 2 P32 & & b7, Z o048
2BV TEHEH—B ORI S 0 2B 2 HER S
3ZExHELTV B,
AREORBIILLTOMY T %, H2HiTiE, b
O ORMBERE % IEFEIC T 272012, HARZAHD
SR P % RT3 2 RERIAD 72 BB, BifEA> S FRIC
b 7= 5 AR A o #AEER, AR o MRS 2
S5 2 BR O TEMAYELRE L 5 3 D@ s SR
it S 2 K 2 s o BB £ 7 - T, Z 0%
I D 72 2> CAREAS IR Y 298 % (LA 2 1
175, 3T, AR o BRI o b
fori, SEM, #SEt 2 EE T 5 2 L oRBEPR
e EEM L —% —« £ 4 7= >~ F(Dia-
mond (1965)) DIEERAY 72 Rk &, EASHESL L 7= Aa]
REt e o EEEN 2 BRE LR s BE S 5, 4
e, ARG o RIS % a0 3 2
Bizxt LT, 79 —(Arrow(1951/1963)) ot 8
FROBEHDO 7 7m —F 2 @ALZS 2> 72 L
Zar=4LKy b o 24 2 (Ferejohn and Page
(1978)) o EER & Fp#Z i 2 T, AR o EEH
FloE v 5| & BAEAME & A TR 5 ——S3k
VI B 7 SR T I3 Bk s — 5t — v %
—M b L7 HilisER L — D LT, HAREHH o &
FRUEZ o & BT & AR BT D ZE5E & o Sz
AIREME A B S 2 BRgE R BE T A, RIRICEE S AT,




54 & s
SHMIIERIN-MERE LB TAROEE LD
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2. RB{LORFERIRE - HAROEREE -
I EERAVERE

2.1 EESIZH Tz 2 RE L DORFREIINRER

BAED IR 72 2 FERE A5 0 BIR L 43 0 f o
fLiZBE L Tid, & oREEVRER F TRt o HERC
BEBHEHITGHLT, Zo5tEICE IV LU L
DR L RERL & M, FHEORKRE L L TEEICH A
OEERDO LA TEHEER R LT, L 0ERSE
ULaZ EidBRhcd s, EEORRKIZO B HRER
B % 7T A48T, 5% dREHEOHFEEN
HEEABFER PR L 2 % 5 212, FHEoHk
BEL 7 B EMOFI AN L EEME LTS, &
WIFSRIZE| A RBICEE LVCRIEASE L T BY, Zh
X LT, BAERS 120 5 2B ROGTEGE T
2F) 5 3 T oA R o Rl & FHE 9 25611,
FHisi BB o et & BN R o = > oy PR I
BIHIRE R s T Gefth D & L ITIREET 2 253\ 7
Iz, FeEEtim o fFE R REE 3 4 0 YR 2 R 13
ovEiwv, TELZ 22, D LARMEIR, A
FBRoGHEE T 0GB AREHECH S L)
RETH D,

S o> % 4 A3 e o (1R o #& K] (dooms-
day) TH 272012, ZOLEDOKEE 2 2 LEHRE
7R EHE 2 R E S ELE T 5 2 LIFIEFICHRT
HoT, FHEET 0L EET L EHROM 2 b
v 7 WML LT, FHEHEAN O BIRELS % ik
BT 2EENFRETH BY, Bz ORERE &
OBETIY, RMA Ly 72 EDL I ITHRET S
NEHEV SR, SSITERSNINELD D,
ZhF b HEROM R by 2 & 5B T LI ORI
Bt L o S, FHEBLE T LARE o R U5 TS
Bkt LT, ZoMA L o 2 20MlifEE b 0500
ZERENTWE, 23 Thh, H1PHLSE T
HNZE 2 Sl AT i a T 72 & S BB TR E D
r0120%, FRLBEORER S # kLT 57200
BHeh bk L LT, 8 THRICERS MR
by 21358 1 s & SR R F 2 b o i
NHORBTEZIDTHERLTIEARSE,
% &, HROGHHRE 2 b Sfciatim 2 AT
H4a201208, ERoL 2 AEEOFEEEZ S
ORI EEER LD B R REDTH B,

ZDL S REESS, ARROBEEORNRIE, KR

R R

wo o
HE o LEE B H 2RI STV %),

2.2 HAMOERER | KABNLERL

BIAEA> & SR D IF 32 B 2 AR o 15 & #h2
A FRe s DB a5 7> & FEAM 3 2 B, AR & R
TR ERLT 2T AMBEL 25, R
Bl 2 e TORHTIE, ITFTD3 o0
EFADIbOVTRLZERALTVS L v, TH
ARIZZE LT R BV,

(1) & # 18 = 7 1 (overlapping generations
model)

BRAR DR TETRE) & B F 2 SR « AT E
KL THERAEFEN RS > TELETLVE, ¥
3 . = > (Samuelson(1958)) 12 & - ThItH & f
rEEHEREFTATH 29, Bififboro1z, &£t
RIGEFE L EF0 2 o s EHF LT, HFEMC
IR AR & 1 BAATAEE 4 43, EFEMITERITS
ApETERC DL TS, BRI A+ AR
A B3, FAEORES EEFH - BFEPOER LR
FIEOE P ERIETRENTH Y, ARBRER n>
0Iz—EFTH2dbDL 42, HiRoBFEMHLEE
FHoOMEE FhEFh o, c? LT Z iz,
oL EMETEIL co:= (cl,cHhTERDbEN S,
ok &, BAELHSEBORRIZH 28R4
FEMEHBE OWS {c|t=1,2,...ad inf.} 23T A
BETh BT

ol <1;ct+ci/(A+n) <1forallt

= 2,3, ... ad inf. €))
EVSHIBAR I N ZLENDH L, ZOETFTNLT
EHHIIEMR AR TH 0, Eotts &A% 26E

Hx b ODREFLOALDOT, HSDEFHOL
WHEMFET 2 20 S HAUSEFEcAES 5
D EFEFEMH pRHRICBE LT, BLHAE
EHNC BRI & 2 IR Sk & 3 S
HHO—WEBEL TS 5 fllid v, ZofIcE
BELT HEtoORER» ZUTOL S ICEHET
Bl

re:={ci—(1—ch}/ Q—cl). (2)
Z D FIIIEF I H 2 o5, HAQREIE 2B

TOMEDLHE M EFEA ST 2720 FFHTH S,
9, FASE oA ENE B3 2 %) B
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2 u CTERBELT, ur:=ule)(t=1,2,...adinf.) &
EFT D, ToLd, EHEER LMo AN
HE sl {c.|t=1,2, ... ad inf.} 2sHHAREH 0
EWRT B EVIRBIIHLT, LTFo3oofREF
MhEgke b2z TE 5,

(o) AT ETE 2 B L THARRB O FE A3 720 L
5 TR DA B -1

ur = urw for allt = 1,2, ... ad inf.

(B) P T o HARRIC BB L THRE A v L
5 FEk o AR g T

ci=clauforallt =1,2,...ad inf.

() I2ESRITBE L THARR o E a3 7 &0 5
o> AR R i Sk

i =remforallt =1,2, ... ad inf.

Zh o DREB R EH LB E—F L,
K, RHLSBHERRER2ANLIEEI2E, o
& o AR P DS E RN T E L 2 L
SHEFEz 2, HERE 7w 77 2 TBT 2 BURR S
DEFRICHLMBEETHE LV TELTZRVD
Th 5,

(2) B MBI & HASER L 3 % € 7 /- (altruistic
linkage model)

AR o S ER 2 B4 2 58 2 o EEHER TR S,
70— A XORNIERFERB 2GRS 2720127 7 —
(Arrow(1973)) & % = 27 7" % (Dasgupta (1974a ;
1974b)) psBFE L 7= F AT 5, 06 A3H 0 P -
7% = 7 RS 2 SRR 2 72 o o
EFLEBVIREH A AT LTHS T, HE
CABAER S Aoz o Lol L BRIk
AAEEGATVS, BtHHoMEIZEFIEARZ
w2 % Ky, BtHICHF2HOMBEES ¢ LTh
i, Bt HolE S =K —c: LU+ oMy
DEARZRL v 7 K 13

Kz+1:a(Kt_Ct)70'>1 (3)

LUV IBARIZ Y 5 THEIEN D, Z Z CHEHMD NS
A—Z—ans]l 2z 2 EVIFEIR, Z0RED

WEEFETH B LV HEEZRIL TS, £H#HA
AE S DM A o EHEIZIE 2 [ZhH] Ltz 3k
TONHBIE w12k - TRE IS5, 7 — AL X
> TAx D [EE] ZEEOHROBEIC S HES
Nz EEEINT VS0, # ¢t RO EA I

w(ce, cen) 1= u(ce) +Bulces), 0<B<1 (4)

Tthzeons, 2T A, BEREOEROMEH
R oRH & I L TE v 5| K BEOEFIRFTH S,
B 2377 2 L 3 REE, iR EE OB
LA TEZEAZBAIC L - THEBE I TV S L)
MEZRB LT3,

A XIREINTT 8 — = FRT T L5
L 7= AR RIS SE R B, (3) & K., ce=0for all ¢
>1 2R T 2 HARNE O ERTEY c={c.|1=1,2,
.ad inf} oEEZ C L35 L 2, BROEARM
) w={w(c:, ces1) | t=1,2, ... ad inf} D %2 > D
IIMBE w (Cer, Covrr) ZIREKRALT 2 B O EIR T c*
cCE2RRTIME—EZT2EAKELRD
v~ & 3 kT, fx b A8 A0 BEAKE 2K
Kb 2 OERTII* RETHMBE—E LT
FFRALSNT VD, ZOBEDS LITHELHEBEL
7o MEH e R, w — L X o o HEAR R A S
RS B HBRERK AR T 2 R4 o RIS
X, 22Uy = r—otttREE o L
AR S S SR B L ) MR b 0 72
>T2DTHB7,

(3) FEE# 1L = 7 v (non-overlapping genera-
tions model)

FEHEHERE L FMABO L ER/RET S ET
g, ARG (EA) HFIo BRIz s 2 o4 &
Mo 2 R LT, HREEFHEEEO T
LS EFTRL LV IBREY, AL TEHRAL
Tw3, zhizi LT, £4 7% > F(Diamond
(1965)) 12 & » THK Z4) & /- R EH IS 0 FF
i DRI, EEEOB LIS L & 2RI 0
THBBFEETFTAMEBLT LS BERET, reduced
form & LT oMW OF M T EIcE L LTEL
R - THRE TV 3, KRG THlos4FL
T, tARHOBREZBE/ERIFEL 2V, Lidv
Z, HHRAEZS 2 (B —FMIBIO 2
BRI 2EF s 2 [BE])o L 50—
A % #kE 4 2 FMhIEFE % AR T 5 reduced form
THBLEZDZLEE, dLAHATRETHS, 20




56 U

BT, £14 7 FRoOERBHRTIOIEEE
A 7id, 09L& JNZH 2 AR HEH . & ff
BENTWBbIFTldRw,

[ L ETFLae@RT 200078k, FHlioxg L
SN MRS R oWmFI Tt 7z <, Atk
BENETNEZT T HHBEM OEBIRIITH 2 &R
TEHETH S, ZoREMEBRITERE, Frar
Fe % 4 >~ (Campbell(1985)), 7Y —e« = 7
> . %4 > (Epstein(1986a)), ~— 7 + 7 a—~A
=741 v 7«3y (Fleurbaey and Michel
(2001)), & A — (Shinotsuka(1998)) 7 &2 & -
THEHZN TV 5,

LIFTiR, zhs 2 ooMRoHEl: 2 SFCE
o0, A UIHE o RS oo B oo BE G 12
ABOEEONGEK D Z L1275,

2.3 ERSMERES OMSHETM © BERAVER

AR et OBl Em 1, SERE SR IR 2 % S
T LHER ORI L5 S o b, HEkD 25
HrRiEEL T3, 7~1rTF 47+ >(Sen
(1985 ; 1999)) 1= & 2 Sl 7 R 2 B F 2 C
5 A BLK BB (Suzumura (1999 ; 2000 ; 2003a)) 25 &
U7z & 512, #2093l oo B 2 o Ay SLRE &
W BES SRR T 5 L8 TE S,

1T, B DREF S AT 7%\ LEEFTBOR o G
FEDORT LARBEL D 2 5 3 [ #5] (conse-
quences) O HIZIEH LT, oo I & 84 L TRF
fili 3 % 3785 % [afs 28] (consequentialism) & M35,
ZONHR O T A HHREITE, SRR EB s n
B7m R LTRE L, BEOERICH - T
IR L & 5 L U BIR T & 2RI o B S
E£HR L, BEMZEFERICEERABERLGINT
W5,

2T, REEBONBHEHEATLICL T, J§
Mt T 2720 OB ISR THEM A D %,
O LoD, HAREF AT am LR
FHRROBREZ O LB EZ T [BA] 2L
[BE]cRBEn 2B e LT, 2ok aE
B ST I R & L CIRRS I B 2 IEE AR R
AR T 2 B A 20 e A5 2 28] (welfarist-
consequentialism) 7z v~ L [J£ 4 & 58] (welfarism)
DI TH D, v —sRlA L7 [IR] ARG,
=TGR ANFET, Pareby PR T4KR—
N b7 RF — 50T X B AE R IZ L 7 [3#)
JEERESEOLL ST, R—L eI 2y =

W 7

T T b e N=T) R PNCEA L [HEME
H:BH%4] (social welfare function) /2374 % [37] /&
R, T AR« 7 r — DR ENER O BER D
BEcd, FEHMUCEEAERNT 7w —F 035 H
BNTVBE VS, TIRIFELT 2R\, 2Dk 1T,
U] 8] 2RH 3, HEREF L0 5EA TR
OYEHFENITZ LICEERDOTH S, 703,
=L ARG L 72 AR & 2, 2 2 sHRIE
L 7= [ BE] (functionings) & [¥# £ A€ /7] (capabil-
ity) 2Dk 50, IRKE 0 [F] 2 i3 2 EE
P & U TRl o BRI R BRI R B TR IE 3
nTaPeEns L, FEBET 2 EEAERT
HHZEDHERETH DY,

Zok S AR 2 iR uE, BiEO 3o
D E T M I D BT O fERIERELS, £ D
BITEAEEROTHEHEAL T2 Z LIEH LA
THs, HHWIIL L THRS a-dFREEEREF
ADBETIE T O REERN 7, BEREERE T
REMPBELEHERE T 2EFTLOBEEEED
T, FEEANER L IEIRAE TR 2 2 A0FFM o 5
FBE T 0 AT AP o Bl 2 BRIE S A 1F
¥, tHEBRECELACTIIIERIATVWSD
BB TH 5, ARETIE Z oFi7- 4 HRER TR
OEFITBIL TRKEOHIH S » > Tzl Bl
5ZLEITERVOT, FKE SN BTE RSN
(2002), ##f = (Suzumura and Xu (2001 ; 2002 ;
2003)) 7z L2 BREN Bz L RO THLZ LITH
DT>,

3. RIS & ARSI O

3.1 4 7E> FOAAIEEETETE

AR P~ NEERN 7 7 7 —F DU &
e o EELPIIZ, £4 7 = > F(Diamond
(1965)) o MMEREHRFTIOF M) T 59, 4
FR%H 21 oo 5 BEAY T JLiGE 7 REMIE - D AFAE & > 2
Y1y 7=t 7 — DA S 0 AR L EHART
FER S22/ RN EEZRLIZEATECFD
AnetEE B, AP o BERS TR  &
B E 2 IO BRI TR LR L LT, £
BOWFROHFEE LR - 72DTH S,

BifERs i 1 oo o8R8 3 2 AR 0 RIS & u=
(etry Uz, ooy tn, ...) EEE, BHROHH un(n=1,
2,...ad inf) (FHAEAKM[0,1] Tz & 2 5 D &
T35, L7:#3- T, HREHOERETIEEDOES
W HAZEAK R [0, 1] oo T B R E o E 8 X = [0,




AR S~ D AP LR 7 7' —F 57

11%[0, 1]X - X [0, 1] X -+ CREFES LB Z LIk B,

ACzZh H oo MR A1 & REAf 3 2 T R o itk &
T B0, A7 VREEG X DEED 2
BEu=(w, 4, ..., Un, ...), V=C(0v1, U2, ..., Un, ...)
oRloOEMEzIZ 2 o0 EHEAL TES X I
2 MO 2 EFE L7219, 58 1 o Jj1E sup metric
Td - T,

ds(u, v) = supn| tn—va| (5)

TEFK SN D, 2 D)k product metric T &
o T

d,;(u, U) = ni.:‘;]27n| Un— Un| (6)

TEFRS N, FHENEF R &, HARZH o IR
Hidlu € X #EBIIRE LA, BEAGR (W
={x € X|xRu} + 444 R '(u)={x € X|uRx}
Aeghd XITEASHAHCBE L CHES T
» % e =, [HkEME] (continuity) 2 % 2 v 3,
I, FHMIER R AR E P o NEE 2 RS
EMHEEL LT, BREEHOESE N LEE, N
rLowmsethotsr Il LtR2dzbitd2, 2
otz FEorelly b ue X 1z L T,

mou:= (Unq), Un(@), «evy Un(n)y ) N

i3, RBH WS v = AR CH SR L2877
WolzxRLTW%5, N EoERR 3, +9KEk
neENIIZHLTan)=n2BWird+iE N Eolf
FR & #1] (finite permutation) T % &\, LUFT

N EoRREROHES 2 1N L84z Lo 5,

zoLE, >PUy 2=t REHE D
NEIZH LT, ko> nffBrERes5E25zL
MTE2,

[ £ R 1 4]

Vrelli, Vue X: (zow)I(R)u.

AR R S o AN B % il 2 3 % T 7 SARNE S (X
FHETEEHI 0, ZOMCICRHENICBE TS
%, » oW MR o MRS % RS &GS 5
M %, B & A i AR Pt o0 20 BE & et o 8

MoOXNFE#MWMRET 206 THD, ZOL>57% YT

4 TARBEEPRT 5720, 4173220
[Rat A1) (sensitivity axiom) A L7212,
T o NHE S BEIRIREG T 3\ TIREEHER T RUE
NN — IR BOFEETH> T, ZTNLOLORN
BB 2w o RMIIIEF IR L v o TELY

Z NS

[g5v L — b RE]
u>v 7261 uRv ¢t 9, udvzsi¥ uP(R)v
Tdh5b,

[GEv-Y L — b ]
u>v 76 uP(R)v Td 5,

ZOMEAD AT, £4T7E L FIE2ODORATHE
e & I L 72

FI 1 [Diamond (1965) ]

(AR R St D A B) & [58v ¥ L — b J5UBE] 2 i
JE Lo, [EREMHICBET 2Hiktk] % ¢ o)
FTRFNOFHMGNET (2, SREERICHAE L 72w,

FIE 2 [Diamond (1965) ]
(AR B Tt D 2] &[5 -¥ L — b R %

B L2, [sup metric fAHIZBE4 2 iG] # &

DALY T Z O FHMIEFF 12, FREERNAAE L7,

3.2 FA4T7EYFDORAREED S DRRHEE
&4 7 ® > FORAEEM BB ORI % 2 2 54F
W, ARSI oo SEBR B 271 00 FEAll A3

(1) seftk, RattE, #BHzmET 22 &,
@)oY 4 v 2= — oA AR
FET S L,

@)L — MEEEMRET S L,

(4) BERZERNTHEA S 2L BE L Calife ik 2
e &

LW 40Dy FRIIHETED, ZoH L, A

HRIER cEELRLHTH S, T2, YL — FRE
Bl T —& K BRimo KM bir Tid vy
TR L — AR SRS TV A RHTH S
ZLidEATH B, HBMOSME, FHlio &
HORBIMEBESTI2EFTH 2 L3 E 2 HIEL
YHEHINTWD LidVv2, BROAEM 2 57




58 & a3

DI B R BRI A B TH B S 21T,
ST AT AR ISR B e I s 2 = L 2 REER
DHHR L LT 2z Licd, FRORMAD 2,

INAEFTOTEEE S L1252 T, £F4AT7EF
OEFWE T 27 O3] L & 2 T 2]
Bz OWT, Zh F CitfThbh - HE LB 2
BIBETHZ LTV,

4450 1 > SRR I 51 o0 A 0 SE M 12 B L T 14,
FIB B OTRPEE OFH R &\ 5 Bz 2 H/IRIC &0
T > (Sen(1997, LR pp. 8-9)) A35- 2 7= i 4,
M ORI 250 T d HHEARBREFGA TV S LS
EbLNS !

AL B GBS OfilEA D 2720, =
S OFEMEIZEE S 2 HM s —3% T 2B ATt
BARE 72 FFFI S AIREIZ 72 243, & LUK 2201
2B T 2 M O AR—FH s b auid, BRI % 58
LVZFEFIN G B Z LIIARARETH 2B Ltk
WV, Zok S aEHAS, FAIBGRE L TERE
SN Hx ORFEOBLEIE, KEMICATEN
BYDELEZSH 2/, 5 Thrhid,
SENE 72 IEFFBE R 2 ATREIZ 4 2 NFEE O BIE &
ATHLRDZ L, KRi3leho 23T ORE
M7 RS R E T 2l fEME S B 2, 72872 618,
WERE LS b0, 2ankKBE5255
LT 38AU LICEHAsDITidR LTS
WL THhD,

FRRiE, AR o BRI S o M o 58 i i >
B HEE LT, ST oSG & HEB M L RO
R U & 4 B [#ENIEF] (quasi-ordering) 12 55 &
E, £4 7% FozooBERF % e 3 2 Pk
FEHOGIZHKR T2z L3BBTHL, A THE
FEr—Hl, >NF Y » 2« 2y e 2 (Suppes(1966))
ko THRICERL S 2, > (Sen(1970/
1979, Chapter 9))i X v ¥5#{L S 4172 [1IEZE 0 FFAll
J5 3] (grading principle of justice) Rsc Ta& %1%:

Vu,ve X:uRssvedrelli: rou=v. (8)

Z 5 ¥ ZOIEZEOFHEEE L, %A &R
% FHii 4 5 BRI o RETH - T, F3
T ORI O FFILIZ T = o & S FEBR THEA
ZIESEE TR B B A3, = DFHEITE S TEBER R
Y OEHH 7 FFIE, HEBME % fif 2 72 BENRF 72

o %
> T\ 5,

22U 4y = v — OB FEORRE L
L— MREZHRE T 2HEIEF DD 5 0 LOoDEX
B, 77> 2« xn+4 (Ramsey(1928)) & # —
e Z ) RF e T 4 e -4+, H—(von
Weizsicker (1965)) i & - THtrs =B L
J5#] (overtaking principle) Rew T & %17:

Yuve X: uRmveINEN,VNEN:
N2Nn=?§"’(un—vn) =0 9)

2Py sy v = —otREE Pt AT L YL
— bR & R 3 B BENEF OB Z AL b 245K
HHW, TAT ¢« T A L= NTH e T
— T RN =N —F 4 e by Ty T
(Asheim, Buchholz and Tungodden(2000)){Z & -
TRENL I, ReldsZv 4 9o =vs—0
AR O A LN — FNEBE R T S
HIEFEEOLBES T 2 L) FHELRWEE B
> T3, ZoWER+HMEBHINTH 0, JE5EHH
H¥EIFEFICHALZZ L2BET 22 OFRITD
B hsd - T, Zo¥EFED>TEALT7ESF
DR OB B L BM ST, T
729 ORI B B, A3, A4 T E FORAREM
EHEHFEL LT 2 Z0HOMEER, BLARX &
2 0 1E38 O FHMFEE 2 SEH{L 3 2 J7a & BER L 7=,
oK, TE4 7E FORL L O HEK %
FIoBc 2012i, FAT7EXFORBEHD I LT
P ORERLEESE % BURF 2 Ahid 7w, AR B oo e
HOREICNIES 28EH X ~OFHOEA T L,
224y = —tREEEEOAEHD 2 o
DIFEDS, T OB ROBER L 72 - 7=,

RN, AR o MRETI0ES X &, B
[0, 1] o a] HEREOERE 25, EHOES R
OEMEBEOER R 2\ LIEOREOES R
DN HERMOERE RT \CHETS L1295,
DikER G, AR O EREFI0EFH I B 2R E
FAEREENT 2BEoOAMEsIkT 2L L, X
VCEAT AN ORI T 2 BHERINKT 2 2
L2 o0BAHTITHLATVS, ZDL HITIEES
- X2 LTd, £4 7% FORAREM: EH

IR E LTI T 5.
SHAM BB o i et O REICNFE T 2 ER X Ofr
Mz, £4 7% Fpsd A L7z sup metric 25758




AR Tt~ D N EFEH 7 70 —F

TAAMHAPERMMEL v bR itk - T,
£2h 8 o B 9 51 o0 FAMNE S o> sl foe oo i & 8
THE, £4 7> FORAEEMTEE 2B 2 2
EMTED, ZOBFREVIDITRLARYIOEKZ
F, =R« rF —e 2z . > > (Svensson
A980) Ik BdDHE S, AT ViR

dsy(u, v) = min(l, g}l | 24n—val) (10)

12X 5> TEF S 415 Svensson metric 2> 5E8E & L
BRH—— 2 2 > I —— % F CRHEIE R
Ot % B LIE Y, LT O REME EE AT
THZLEMIELZDTH S,

FIHE 3 [Svensson(1980)]

[HEARRI S D ABE], [FEV-y L — FREE], [
Ve AT B 2 i tk] & e 4 2 A
FRFN 0 PN 23S FAES 5.,

A 2V OB STV ADGEODRES
3, £4 7 FAEALAMMEL 0% E
AL TEGEOAE LR S AL ThE, #hd
Glafzica » s VEGOESKBMEIN TS L
127 5 T, WD MRS 0 £ o 7z A>T iR
72 R HINE - D 2> & I3 e TR A S AP AE 3 2 B 40 56
H—MRHRINOBEEE—— D27 7 25D
ShaztThs, JloKBEr+TE, Efiton
B oFR & e 7 A% o SR 51 o F7 78 AT RE M
DRI, £4 7' A S 0 SRR 08 R
BRI LT, Mo b L— 8 o A 7BAEOEAE S
20THB, Lod, £4 7 VI 0ifVAL
Mz TH, £4 7€ FORAJEEMTEH LS
DT T & 2R H B bIFTIE RV, Z DHE
ZHIRT 2 BAARN R MHOFNE, FFror e F

~ v (Campbell (1985)) 12 & - TR FICE A S 417z,

fens AL 7= AHIE

de(u,v) =0if u=v;
Otherwise, d.(u, v) = % for the smallest

n€ N such that u, # va. (11)

L5 Campbell metric 2> 57 E S L2V HH—
F o NAMH—TH-T, ZHEF[,T7EF

DOEREAME L O AT H B, i, L
Tk Al EE LRI L -0 TH 5,

FI24 [Campbell (1985)]

[HA RISt D A & [F > AL BE T
2w tE] % R 3 5 AR B2 oo FEAMIE L,
Lok AR O MRS S 3 TR L H
ETHIDIZBOND,

ok iz, £47EC NI O 3R fZAEE
AL T AR oo 8 BRI Z1 o0 A NE - o0 w4 o>
PFEHEREML TS, 4 7E > FORMJEEN EHE %
ELEET & ZRER—BICFEEL VY, Lad, £
bz LA T FBHEORATREM ER 0K L L
T# A L 7= sup topology & ERAZHIZP L THRHE
WM Th2biFTIRRL, BFENTRE LAE
AN LR LN TV B3DTH S, FH7HEIT
1z, £4 7> FORATREMEE 2 [E#E 4 5 7= 012,
Zh oMM X Y GO BRI 26 5
DIE, D L SBRFFOBLE L O (L IEFI 2 B8
HETHLH LR S IcEb S,

2o THBE, £4 7 FOBERFHEA
ZHARWNTHEFE L T, B RATREMERE A & o i
BEBERT2-DICEET s BE LT, >
Y4 oy 2= e — o RE O N O A EE
IZEINnbZ &Ik 3,

T3, ARG mRIES & FEii 3 2 sRllk €I,
(B PO A 2FRT2EA N OBHRIIFRE
PWIZREC S 22E 2 VCHEAAD L Z L 2R L T
Bz, Az, [BPoAH] 2 F
DL SITHHDTA S,

[t ~ AR iy >4 ]
Vreelly, Vu e X: (zou)I(R)u.

Zo0 L LT ORBBASHALT 52020,

FI5 [Lauwers(1997b, Lemma 1)]
(AR P o A BE] & [V Y L — bR

% e 3 2 ARG T Z O FHIIE £, FREEAICH

EL AW,

ZOEHOMAIBSTH S, 2 20%HFHII




60 [543 bes
u= (1,0,1,0,1,0,...)
v= (1,1, u

PHET 2L, HOIZT v>uMEILL TV S0,
g TR ST D B & BRoN b— b B & g e
4 2 HRE AT ORI N R 2354746 4 40E, 5#
VoL — FEBIZE 5 T oP(R)u N LT
sy, Ladic, Baelly 2

(1) =1, 7x2) =3, 7Q2n—1) =2n+1, 1(2n) =
2(n—1)for all n€ N such that » = 2 12)

T - TERETHUE rov=u Lz 3728, 5EVHR
R S D NP X 4 wl (R)v AL % = &
2o T, BN ETFESRET 2D TH 5,

KoLtzr, P4y =7 —oREEFE
HEOAFOFE B L TR, KEODFEHEE D
RtiRE O NERIZ 30T o, HECREMGEE % 3K 2 — A5 I
WIET L TRERE T 20 L E RS AF
FELTWAZEIIEERTRETHS, ZoBEHEOHE
%47 %2« 70 —(Arrow (1999, p.13))i%, LLIF
D S ICEERICEE LD

LRIz L, BRI A 7237067
Y3h7RZ . —RBEEH TS b
REBEEYNE 7 e 2 . 7 b b ——DEHIC
LT, KRB 2 E 05| & 2 @M TS A
Eamiv) R, EE L TRENEEED
bDOTH 5B, 7614 DHFX(Ramsey (1928))
DEEIZB LT LTV 5 X 51T, Fx oEfEr
BEEIZIE, BHosaFELAESIN TS, —F
T3, BEOEERIEELATEEN ICEVWT
W, ZOFSITIITE, B @Rt
LTH«HEEZHO WS o & Rk E % 3 H
TRETH - T, MR RRHEFREILe TH
ZRETH D, e, TR, RPHMEHED
FREIZ I & 1 BB REREFR A 2w T d AUy
LRIEF S &G kY, SEFAERIZE
BT, LITELEL3ZAT50d Lk
W, ZOFFEOBPDHITIE, DEBEIRHE
SIZHBIIBEEA-LZ0LIIKTHAI LD
I SEEET U282 & 2 MBI BEE &
NTVBDIFTEAVENIEZFIZ, BeD
FIMr KL S ¢ £ 2 28 7%< k5,

Wt 7

7 v —A3EE L - F R GE o H#E R s EE
RIEE L CIERITEBACH B 2 & 2RI, 7
7 > 7 « 7 544 (Ramsey (1928)),
~— 1) — 2 (Mirrlees(1967)) 213U 324 < D
PRV B, Rkt oA 2 El v 5|0k i 2E
BB oI % FHE T 284073, BT
LTRRIIEVCEER LR 2RI 2 L 24
RLTEZ, #lz2iE, 7= —(Arrow (1999, p.15))
AR L 72 & Z 517 X g, AME—E o %) B
K oBMAZ R T 2HEIIHCT, 3535
LV o il —— SRS 1 B 4 % BURFRE- ¥ & v
ZEWTHRHENAZETH 3 1.5 L TF—IiTxIit 3
LHAEMAROBERIZ 2/3 U kT s, ZofERIC
Be LT, 79 —(Arrow(1999, p.16)) i3k D & 5
it E TLTWV 5

P — R

TR ToOMRBAELRZLBESZFE2ETH S
EWS —ZhBEBFEL TR - LD —T
WREINER I, ottt L c—=%
noaitSFLToMRiTH LTS 2 — @
CEWCIFERZEFE T 2 03 MEMNICHR TS
ULV IEFITHRCEBREFETS LV IO
A3, FADSEIE L 7-fEHRTH 5.

Ta—ABFELZORRIE, SV =
7" — o AR T 0 A o NEERY 72 fififIE 12 % 5 5
ez S b oA, ZoOABEOFEAASE
BT KR T & Sl 2 ATREME A S 5 =
LRI T S LV EKRT, REEENAREICE
T BDTH 2, ZOEFOHOBE I, M
OREALHEHBNCHFECEAVERZEHN T 2AE
HTcHCOn 2RO YE—HFIZIE, ~—V) —
2R 7w — o R AV & 4L 2 W P o F i o 3R
D MA 1z, KEMCHEKFELTV 2 Z LIEET
RETH 5,

T2 oy 7= v s — O AR o A E
T2 IRRE AR, 33D EORDORITTAD
%, oY EGRT 52012, F£EOHHMES
€10, 1[ % PRI 0 3B 3 A% o SRR IS cond
FWANEL LT, T 3 > ottf5h i o 8RR
FEET S

u(s) = (% % % cnn8>;




AR P~ D KRB 7 770 — F 61

v(9) =

w(d) =

oo‘»—& x\;l»—a
8
S,
e}

1
ok
1
2

P
w[t\: m‘»—t

wna). (13)

zh s 3 oottt Ao MBI LT, oY
PR A - A F/NS B S S S R i A S i PSS
B0 o]0, 13 LT uld) (R w(s) AHAL
TRETHHEVIFRIZRET W3, §=1/2 ¢
VB ABEITB T E 2 —Z B4, v(1/2)
eI EEI A 1/2 2 FS LTw 5 LV S BE
ERBERISEbDLT— PV v 2= —D
NI, PSR ul/2), w(l/2) L5E4ITF
S 00 v(1/2) & ORIOESR & T OBLE 2 S
BB Tt ncahvoTh b,
PPy 4y 7= —otttEEEEo B I, &
B AR A G D AR 2 BT L TS A S 2 S
UK o MRS &, 8 & 48 DAL
L 7= AR o MRS & 1, S RIEH o 8 5 >

SimEMNCIR b 2 s 2 LE2EHT 250
BREY, WHESITHETS %%ﬁ&r%%ﬁio

b & S FHli % & ) PSR A N 2 B S
BDOTIREVDTH 5,

ZOHRFIER LT, Tl TEEcE LB
B oY v =S — OB EHET 2R
EERMNE OB EZEAT 20T, K22
DHETHAASHT VS, 1 oRAIF, HAZHH
O FERR IS o0 FAM 12 P~ 0 BIF 2 WL S ¢
7200, FHIBNEF R Mk o 3558 2 33 pEge T
Th b, H2oRAE, i L EDHE O PEM
OEAEREEEI AT oY== T b F Y
(Atkinson (1970 ; 1983)) o EBi % 72 2 - T, 2FffilE
FRIZFRLTE Y —=F—L Lt > OBEAH %
5 LT aMsSETH S,

#1 o J 1 % BEE L 7 0 - #5% (Sakai (2003a))
1%, FHER Rkt LT T o 2 o #E MM D
EFEEEALT

[ 43 BERFAM o> #E ™ 4]
FEoueX tEED relltz
o, % s€]0, 1 AfFELELT

Xt LT uFrou

(su+(1—s)wou) P(R)u,
(su+(1—s)reu) P(R)meou

ok 3,

N AYAC N

[ B 541G o 5 #E ™ ]
FEO ueX LEED rellk
olE, B se]0,1[icxLT

IZxf LT uFrou

(su+(Q—s)mou) P(R) u,
(su+(A—s)meu) P(R) mou

ML B,

PPy 4 oy o= s —OMAREE O RE L DB
HTEIZHCFITIE, s=1/21Zx LT

su(8)+1A—s)w () =v(s)

AL T B 728, SrBLRFAM o #E (MM & iR 3 S RFAM
EF R %, 5B FERSE v(1/2) 2 FERS
Bt w(1/2), w(1/2) X v 3 @E<FHlis 2Lk d
DTH5,

zhoTid, Rz HROMBICBT 5T E
SEME & B0 RS O SFEE SRR 2, RIRRIC
24 2 MIRHTIE T (3R ERNAAE T 5725 5
Bs, Z ORENTHR L Tid, FHmIER oo et oo BiES
FHKELE LT, HEMRMBE L EEN Sk
Biaztitnks,

FH 6 [Sakai(2003a, Theorem 1) ]

(2294 2 =7 -],
(4 PS4 o SR HE ™M) 35 & oe B8V ¥ L — b REE) %
TG 3 % RHMIEF A FAES 2.

FIE 7 [Sakai(2003a, Theorem 2) |

[>2v 4 v 2= e r— ol RO AR,
[ 45 Pt 54 o> #E (M) 35 & oF [sup metric 12 & 2 A2AH
2B 2 EEEE) 2 T TR T 5 oo —HBI R
BFAEL 7202,

W7 2 o ol AR o R
FI O FHME OB, T =AY RETEME £ v 3 RoTiC
iz TEhH 5B IR 0 SFEEFRAFRIA] &V D s
EFEMAFTRICEEA L2ET, BHREC-RAATH

Z LA TH D, Lidvz, HELEHIo —3HE
FRICHEEMMEZ R & S ki, PSRRI O
WAFEE L TEDF 0 ICEBR BT, AFO
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BB B o STl ICZ Ly Z 3R
HEN ZHEIIHBRIZ, v —2 e 7a -~ A =
74 v 73y (Fleurbaey and Michel
(2001) ) 3 H (Sakai (2003b) ) A3 f T DB 42 TR M
LT3 & 51T, AFEERE oG ER CHEHEMN) 7 L
BrHoTVwses—= F—r > OBEABIC L
> TR EL O IR iSO FEETPFEAICERBL &2 5 2
Bk, BREFEFHITIE S S ITiRE 2 EBE T L oK
ATH5HLHICEbhs,

[ 27— = F—rt > oBiEAH]
BouveXITHRLT, 51 EH >0 EHR
i, je NBFELT

vi=uite < u—e = v
ur = ve for all ke N—{4, j} (14)
FHMRT 575 51E, vP(R)u WLy 5,
Bamhns, ©F—=F—LF rOBEAHIZ X
> TR EL O )RS O SFEX TR ERBL 2 5 2
ZHETS 2, RRL L TARTHEMHEERO R IZHiIb
NErEBZOTHD, ZOFRILUTFoOEHIT
Lo THERIZREA TV 22029

FIE 8 [Suzumura and Shinotsuka (2003) ]

[err—= F—nt roBEAE], [Huv-vr—
bEEEE], [sup metric 1T X 2 AZAHICBE 9 % i)
& NTHE S A RHENEE 3 AFAE L 7,

AERA D R HME 0 & MR RkE 9 2 AR o R IR
% con0 £EBE, "=, con0) 2252 % — } 4 51
s oo MR F o SRS {u" € X | ne (0JUN} %
AT & 5 %FIHTHERT % :

w= (1L o) w = (.11 )
ZICER 0!
PENEIE IS )

= (bbb d)

¢ (bddddd b

e —=F—nt roBEAEIZIUE, Z0E[R

FIIHEE D ne N iz LT
W'P(R)W'P(R)--P(R)u'P(R)u" (15)
PETS, 7, Mo — FEEIZL ST
u’P(R) conl (16)
BIRILT B,

Lo, ERYI{u" e X|ne{0}UN} o RIS
HF{u e X|ne N} o £

(L 11 )
u - (271, 2711 ’ 2rz-con0
1

(ﬁuzwa&@ﬂi> an

LW IR ES > TV B, L7=23o T

lim dy (", ) =lim 5 =0 (18)

AWILT S, REIT L > T R (3 sup metric 12 & %
AT 2 EE R T 5720, (16)I2k->T

In*eN,Vne N: n>n*=u’P(R)u™" (19)

HIAL T B 25,
255 uT'P(R)u’ L FET20TH 5,

ziz(15) & R oHERBMEL»S L7

|
4. HERIAFHENRENEET !

7 O—O— A RIgEEEEDO T 7 ) 7 b

4.1 BLELRE~NOMSERERNT7 70—F

&4 7' > N A % A 72 AR o SRR B 5
DOFH OB 3, BIAEHAR OB LA & IR ki
b 7= BN TRTI 0 FINE; # @E2 CBEE L T, HEm
7s FHMNE S % AEEEZEH R T 2 e 2 B A B
b0 S 7, OB, SR ORSRICH 2 kA

A3 4 2 FHIRHM o MR Z &, BIAEHAR 0 WiFIRE
il 2 HERL 3 2 EMAOIERE L LTS 2 v S BR
13, &L EEnT Vs 7, HRIERIBZERICS
CEETZ20ELS, ZoHaHE2EHALLS




TACRI A ~ D ABEF 7 7w —F 63

LTS, B R o PR FIFE o MEER S 2 £
LT, BIEMR O AN 2 RFIFHE 2 R4 2 R
| ] BAEBRAE O WFIFHENEF 2, o & oothe
MOREAIE S 2 55T 4 2R —— I EE 2 2 Lt/
%, ZoMBErxEmE»SIY BiFT, AR
DERGRICHR A & P 7 R e BT & HEAE L 72 e
&3, TP qgr=82LKy b
(Ferejohn and Page (1978); Page(1977)) 7% - 7=.
ARETIE, ZoPRIGFMOBUKLRBELBR TS 2
Liz L,

T LT gr=_4oMEIZ Ho»ITr %
2z o 71 —(Arrow (1951/1963) ) £3BH$R L 7= #- &1
FROMBE L FEIBE L T3, 7o —3HE D
A Db 2RE B4 2 FEliIEF 2 £5H LT, e
RRBIZBI 3 2t Z2 REIE T & HER S % nTREM: &
FHAT, AR 7 FHENE 0 28Rt 0 i KR O FF A
2 B—% L TEWET 28 A o #t 2 5REE ~ o
TERE 7z [, #ESRORH & T3 2 72 12 LB A
AR 2B 3 5 R o i KR o Fify &5 3 20
K2R T 2R, »ARESMA—
B — OiHl 2 tE AR & L TR 3 % MEA
W= ZR SN D LS E RO [ e ]
(general impossibility theorem) # &l L T, %5
CHEE L LD TH S,

7u —OFEHIE, fHEEHRT 5 EADRKLH
BRTd 2z LITAKBEMITEKFELTVT, 20T
TEAEA & MR O FFR T A 72 2 AT LR o 1AL
FEENEF & S S 2 R AT RE T
H5, 7505, BIfEHL O MR ORI E 2 2 4
FERW T 5 MHREH O BTN 3 S SHMIE
D7w 7 A4 EREMICEST LT, b
JEFF %2R % 7 e & 27w Ly — il T RE 72
7R —OEHDT Y T s, X7}
> (Hansson (1976)) 0 ##&& 0L £ F e o T
5, T Z0OEBIZIOVTHRRTH =720,

HARBH O MRS DA X=RT Lo
TRE 72 REIE T etk oG 2 R L EL, FHR g
€N AEWT 27T & R, LB & &, BlfEn
SRR DRIz b7 2R ORFEIEF D 72 7 » 4
Mg {Rulr-i€R™ ¢RBCEBZLILES, T

Save R

o 2NN

I R R o 3 == S ) VA A S e RS R
BWlLA—LEFLEE FEOT0 T 40
(Rofp—i e R izt L T R=F{Rn)a=1) LBz &
2T 5, AL FIZHLTE, TR
WRINDZ L2EFET 2,

[ 2618 o IR H ]
WHNEHH OEE D 70 7 7 4 L {Ra)r=1 € R IZK
LT R=F{Rx5-1) €RHHILT 5.

[-¥ L — b REE]

WINFHEOEE D 70 7 7 4 A {Rafr-1 € R™ &,
AR A O EE ORI u, v € X=RTiZx L
<

{(VneN: uP(R, v} = uP(R)v, where

R = F({Rx}5-1) (20)
DSHNLT 5.
[ B8 5 G2 > & D FRATHE]

WHEFHIHOEFE D2 20 7' v 7 7 4 Rl
{Ri}71 €M™ &, BB D 2 > HARZHH o EIR 1S
uve X=RZIZHLT

{(VneN: uRww < uR}v} © {uRv © uR*v},
where R = F({Ru}5-1)and R* = F({Rx}7-1) (21)

MWL S B,

o 0NHIF, AROBALOLHEER SN
OFHfiETF L — T LT T e =R LR LT
FITRNFLATHY, ZOERIFRERLEL W,
TEFEIM O INFIME DAY, B L — v DRSS
T H > T, E0 LS M AGHmIEF o w5 MR
Fhost LT s, BAEMSOFHENEY £ Bl3 %
TEMTERZEREFL TV, ~YL— FEEE,
FHMERT L — A asIER TR B TREN B RE
PR L o T T, WRERO LR —FK L T
F W4 2 Bl & (EHE AR AR S SO 3 2 2
EERHEEE LTV 5, WBAEXN G0 & OO R
Rl SERT v — L D ERIRIEREOEFE TH - T,
A O ERTF O~ 7 BRI 2 oz b &,
s 2 DoAY R ES 2 RET S
2o, TRToMRs Z S 2 DS DMK
MLz ED L 5 ITHMT L TV S0 L0 5 E5H)
LERZERLSZTHE TS TH - T, Zofio
WHNBE S 2 W — BIE X & & DM 7 S
BB 21— 2B L L)z b g
BRLTVWA, zho300RHERLLE, £
Db L THAE SN LTS L — iR LTI, D
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To L5 R AKILT 529,

E¥9 [Hansson(1976); Kalai,
Satterthwaite (1979) ]
PSR v — s [EFsE o JKH ], [Ye— b
JRE], [fEBIiet G & DI HE] 0 3 oD AM &
R THE, NoHMrEGOEEEI T, Lok
HxHRT 24 DONELET S,
()N ofsra Gizxt LT,
Ge Jo[VIRe-1 R, Vu,veX: {(VneG:
uP(R,) v} = uP(R)v], where R = F({R.}7-1)
(22)

Muller and
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