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200748 ) —NIARIFHEENL, ADZZ L« FTHA VICH5 26Nk, £D
FHHHE, SRELRELESHEIST 5 8RB L oiifa o
iz d D, FIREL Ok &V Z XM F I D < Bl a g X«
LD, TN THEIREL S D FiE b T, 20X ITEMT 5 &
HRREERER e B I C o ARt 2 G T 25 E bV H 0 b Lt/
2%, BIET BURFIC X 2 FEBL-CHL N A4 58 20 U 7o & IR EL Sy, H D0
T BLHETlE W, BIZiE, RENERRS S X, [BRFEER] 08
AIZ K > U HEFLFIHEINTWSL XD IR A 50, ABEEHO4
FEBEEDTNTORENMBEH LS LEFVEEN, Zoflicd, *
WAL THA VOISR, PERER OSSO (N ZHER%E
%D RN KD IZRRINICHAE T B 72D D AMITTEDREE, 1 DO
DFEHI S I D it P E R DB FENTEHNT 2 D bk 2 IR PLIS x5 A —
7 a Y ORGE HREG NZE T 2 EEEY & FSoB koG, #~

*) PR — I IR FRAEDE XY, REBMIFC 2D L L, BEBZL&L, AfmzElf
HHDTY, Fio, FERICH LS OFSLI A Y MERIBERIVEBMLUE Lz, LT
AL ET
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DtfEB OET IEDRET HEHEROBISHI D) 72 &, RITIRIE W,
oW s ek r IEIRBL S, 5 WIS BLRTEIC R L, GREmIc—H
L7 A SR BE T 2 DA D Z X LTI A VD T LT b,

AN AL s THA VOMEL, N =7 O (Hayek, 1945) 1 %f
L, FEE»E 2D OFAMBERICEDSWCGEINT D &0 D [HHRDHER
(informationally decentralized) RV IZIHWT, FARR DM BIAE D R/
THT LW 1EHREHEM: (informational efficiency) 23& D & 5 7l 5 HlE
DEZIZEHTHONZEN=T 4 v YR L2 EI2H5H (Hurwicz,
1960), Z ORJEFE I 5% 21X, 21T Jordan (1982) 12X > TH %
BNABD, AHZRAL s THAUPRRESFEETHZ LI 7203/~
oy Y HEERNMANLYE (incentive compatibility) D& &, BIZ [/HN—"
1y Y OARAREHER] RN samEE R L £IZL D (Hurwicz,
1972), FARWZHERN—"T 1 v YV ORWRRMERICOWTIE, #BE, K
WIERT G250, L TCHZIE, FRM IS, BRI E2E &
Lzl &, RERE - TS EEROEN GRIFCRN) Zhds HIE o
HHER (HDWIEEER) ICHICHRET 22 ELF 2 OERICE > TH
Ml Ex 0D, N—" 1 v YOEHIT, ZO&Xx, 2 A2k
PIEFIC BN T, BRI, ASEM, /S — MR Z IR
TG FEEL RN E N Mz 5,

N="T oy @ﬁﬁﬁu%, N="T 1Y OEBRO—AL2 A DN
ICAREMEE R 2 R E D E VDBt S & < AR I Nz, MSSHFRTIC
RE LIcikam DA 7269, —fBRID T TORITHREIR A I =X LD
FHREBITHON, ZTOXEREIIMRD TEETH S, ML & AT —X
A FW 72T TH, Muller and Satterthwaite (1985), Moore (1992), Barbera
(2001), Serrano (2004) 7= EXH 5",

1) Moore (1992) & Serrano (2004) &, @it —<XA12/kb, ZNH6OMIZH, F v
2 BT A AL E LicY—~X A & LC Maskin (1985), Jackson (2001), A 27 VZFE{TDH
—~ A & LT Palfrey (1992, 2002), F7ovNM#hHzEEIKE LGB0V —~X 4 L LT
Moulin (1982) 7xE03d 5,
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AT, ZOXICANZRL « THA v RELBBIETIHRE L
I toN="7 4 v Y DEBIZONT, ZDORIbNDiREA & Z D IHF5E
IZDOWTC, SEEDOXREFLE LY —XA 2119, ZDI=HIZ, KEIC
BT, BT ADZX L « THA VOFE AR E RN e, TR 2 5
LCoBN="7 1 vV OEBRZHRT 5, ZD%, H3IMENHTN—"T
1 v Y OEMOEZEN LIRR & RGIZ DN TR E Y — XA L, 4T
RIS N—="T 1 v Y OEFZ RIS E — XA 5,

2 AHZRL - THA L OREH EMBRTIRFENDOCA

21 XHZXL - THAL O OREH

ANZZ L THA VR, V= VORGFHBEEHFF LIS EL TV DIV
—)V%%X%&%&E%&?é@

HETERE. V- VORI, FEFHESSEZ 5N T RTINSk
mo&ﬂﬁﬁ%%%wm?é&,ﬁwiﬁtﬁ@

Hal L&D E LTIV = VIZHENICSIEZ DO H 5 EROREGEH
REAN, &EK i EN ORMIEHRE L > T HENEZZDOEKRD (B
Bi| &M, 2Ok rfs B, TR, BM E = Xen B 1, BRBIZERH
(environment space) &EM:IN D, EARIEET HIRELIFEE LD, %
DR Z % ImiE2ei] (outcome space) E MRS, % < DILHTIZ, WRkE22H]

ZI3E TR e N BMEGICER T 2 REE TN TOEERIEHT S IRE
WHEITE D, BIEEME LREEEZND 28 &, V=D& HE
I3 HAEExHE (goal correspondence) & M-I 2 IEZEEXIL F: E - 27 C
5z2b6NTWAEEZX B, 22T, 27 3 Z0%ES, Tbb, Inkkadn]
ZOWnHEE EREEEET) Ok BEKE Tho,

2) DR T Al AE RT, X WAL THA VOFEGREAE L THEHRE
(2009, 15%%, 17%88), _E#kAITHRIE S U CORIFM (2008), FoM3ry—~o & LT
(2003) <CPHfE « KA1 (2006) /&X' BB,
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B, BER e N OB e, € E; 1213, Wfs2e Z LoO@EIFIERF =53
GENTVD, Tk, HENIGFE, 7o—0taiySEEES o
Tl LML E T Dk 02k % 5 2 2t 2R (social choice
correspondence) &EEZAHZENTE D, Thbb, HEXIGD,

Fle)={z€ Z|zf(e)z', V2’ €Z}, VeE E (1)

E e ZEMMN s S0EISIGTH Y, #l 2 O EE O LEREHE o
(Z)ien ZAEEMFHENIZ BT 5 FHE £ O F CHEBRICH LESWICK
AL EFHM I N D IRFE A BN Z &NV — VDR BT /2 5> TWBET
HoH, FBEE, EDV-FME ORI ZIMTE LI EZFRL
T,

RATHEEE > TO A HSNNEIRNIE F  E - 27 ED XS st E %
HoTNENIE, BExICHICE > TRRS, 22T, AT
WSO DOBIERLTEZ D,

21 OXL— bR, EEOEE e € E WXL, Fe) 23 BBie T D%
WEFF DR (Z)ien 1BV TC/L — MR IREOLEKTHL L X, G
F:E - 2713 [\ — b (Pareto correspondence) | &9,

IR Z DSRIFIEFE DL (2)ien 2B NWT/SL — MR TH S E1E, TXT

DEEXEIENIZHL 2 >z ElsbOE 27 € Z FELENWEE%H
WY, BL, a >2bid, azib D b zial BEKRT 5,
F2.2 ([ AEHAIG). ERie N PRI LELIELTHDHE L=V
MLz Z2Dhfz 28 &35, ZOEE, [EHEOBEE ec E IZXHL,
F(e) M55 e TOBIFIF DM (Z)iey IZENTINTOERKIZE 5T
BAGHEHA LRGSO 2R E R ->TND EX, Thbb, FEOXEKRIEN
XL z %z Vze Fle) b b &, BB F: E - 27 13 MEAGEHM
%ti (individually rational correspondence) | &Vv9,

Hat L&D E LT D V—=IVIZEEBSINY 21213, Rt HEO IV —L

3) ZOEFEIE, F/5V— bRhERMEIC B,
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DA T IREEMEAGI TR TN R 60, i, N — FahRE
il X 7T IE, EREENIRET ROV =0 b - 69 2 R
—HTEH<,

AHZX L. V=)V OFFTHETH D ARG F : E - 27 h\5
26Nl L&D, ZhizcHl, Zitd s 0—ig, 1eE&EE% (outcome
function) EFEIEN A g : S - Z 12/ b, ISR OEFRIESIE, &
FKieN CERLTHL) B RBOMMAE RTESS, OEMK
S = X,enS; THY, £E5S% A v £—I %0 (message space) & M-S,
(A D=L BDET — 2038 (game form) | & W 5 72855, 8 1 S ~> Z
LRI, ISR OMEIBIIL TIRESZEM ZNEEE - T ADT, M
(S, g) EMGFET BT L\, [ A B =X 4], [7— 200, [aksBEIs
&, 9T, AL IDLITTHS,

FHIT. BB g S>Z2%525L, B e, € E, L, &1k
iENITERE s, €S, ZERNZETA v — s =(8:)iey DVEEY, 7
FERAR A B U Tkl 2 =2(s) 5 X BN D, ISR LTI, &A5EE
(e)ien EE IGUTCEE D E TN { € NOEIIERF = I/ L TH 2D
FMN D DY, TR, A vt—Y s =(s)iey ZEREOMETIUE, 1
R g:S-Z BHEBRE ecE ITx LEKEY — 4
[(e, g) = (N, (Soien, (Xh)iey) ZFET 5, Z2C, EER IS N IZD
WC, [FEOMIEDMH sES & s €SITRL, s Zisidgls) xigls) &
EEIND,

7= AEERIZIE, WL DD DS FIET Do P12, TECHIE I,
Ty B ETHL, WITNOMEE SCH, FEE e c E X LY
M O%S SCle;g) 252 %, ZDEE, K&iF

4) LIei->T, Ah=Zahsmilfy AR Zill-drEn0n K& iEs nd,
NG - X g, A= X8k shmLs/k-TL%D,

5) BT = A VNMBIH u, : Z >R TRETZ20THNIE, FEINDLT7— 41
T (e, g) = (N, (Siey, (uiog)iey) EEE KT ENTE D, FEINLT — LDOFIEFEIE
&, GRBEB u, :Z->R kb, BRELSNDHBEKOHTRINISG G, Thbb,
e=(u)iey DEX, Tle, g) NEIZARTL 2D,
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g(SC(e;g)) = Fle), Ve€E 2)

DD DOEE, A HZ XL (S, g) BRI F& SC-ZF17
(implement) 3% & W9, FlZIE, FIE SC : E - 2° A SZFEHkIE I IS
DEEIZEM (2) DRV TUE, A B =X L (S, g) 13S0 FEIRIHG F
% [STEHKIEEAT ) +5 50D, WG SC: E - 25 03 F v v ait (Fv
A R OEEE G2 HEE) DEXICEM (2) PEVNTUR, XA =
Z (S, g) BREWBINGF % [+ v 2347 $5E05%,

22 EEAHZXLETEREMYE

AR TYH— XA T 2RO RIL, FORASHEETT I I 1T D it 4 B
Ll BN, RIS ME XSRS F 2 E - 27 28 —fii (single-valued)
BB THDHEXITERTEXBIMEIT D, 2T, T, K Sk
WIRY, —{fi Ot 2RI IE 2 A E U, 3%aT B 2 n9 3 REIR
F:E~Z OBEEE%ET57,

BEEA DXL, A v - VST REZEME, ISR g w450
BB F E > Z £ LA D=L (B, F) % HE$HEA 5 =X 4 (direct
mechanism) |, HIEA D Z XL ThWA G Z A L% [HEFEX =X A

6) AH=AL(S, g) BN —LEFHETLDOTEAEL, ik SC: E - 2° 12X LTS LSO
FRFABEALCEME 2 BRONOEE, AHZXAL (S, g) dEENIGF% [EE
(realize) | 975 &WH, B & [ZFT) ORFNZOVWTCE, #121E, Hurwicz and Reiter
(2006) %2, EWREDRMEZ ST 2861218, FEEEEHEHT 2 2 & OTRDHIIZ%E
Pl B, FEBREEIZ DWW TIE, Hurwicz and Reiter (2006) OAZZE Iz L, X{7H
FOFEEAE DR, BHRDREAER Lo E k> Tnb, iz, BREY -2
Ko TN =A% TV A IR, EREOERIZERI X 5720, EHRDEEES
BN, D4, FTRMEEEE S, FATHRICE WL UERDEE RO G-I, TFE
122> ThHThbH, BilzlE, McLean and Postlewaite (2002) %2,

HEMBEIHE LM GHE DS, Fad&lt Q) 20X EMMT 252 LIETEX R0,
FE £ 1 BE ORI S — fffi B2 15 T 72 W & E DIt B IE M 0 2 #8112 D W T, Kelly (1977),
Nehring (2000), Ching and Zhou (2002), Sato (2008) 7x X %S, A5G4 D4 Otk
BEPEZZ T, P—_"ADNETZOBETHL, AT, Do—btLv b, B
BIZEHRLC, AN —liZ G EMET 52 i Lz,

=

7
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(indirect mechanism) | &8, ZECHEIRZEAT, v ¥ 2 FfT, XA VT
FITICONWTIE, ROFHFEE2E V> GEWHIE, #1Z1X, Myerson
(1981) ),

EI22.3 (Revelation Principle). * 1 =X A4 (S, g) H3 S IRE R F
ZSC-EATINIE, BB A =X L (E, F) 3L HSEIRBBF % SC-21T
L, L2d, I XTORE e EIZXL e e SCle; F),

EIHDOEME [TRXTCOBEE e € E XL e € SC(e;F) ) 1, B A
HZZALZBNWT, BOBREZWETHZE0NT —LDRICI>TnDHZ
EHRERT Do B2, SCHF vy amitn s &, R SZh
%o

R (EFE 2.3) 1, E#EA D= ZLCEWTCEOBREN G Tz
ThiE, R Ex2ERT 5, 207k, ARt EHOEHIC
RIS %,

RGN, O BEOHERRFITFIZONWT, EROARMDRNE DT
— LRSI, CREEEE CHD, LV DIE, b LA
FAETIIE, thOEENED XD B PCRHENZ L TH, LREIEE &
BEERWAIASTH 5,

BOWENLEEMED & X, kD [T (strategy-proofness) | %
i3, Tbb, FBE e € E XL, (2)ien 2 e TOBRIFIEF O
Ehnig,

F(e) kiF(ei’, efi)\v’e,fEEi, ViEN (3)

Eig>Tna EE, HarEIRBER F s TH LD, 22T,
e € XeninE; THY, e=(e))jen ICBNWT e; DAZIRNWIZEREED
M2 TR 2, ML [1 ATEZOSWTHEZ L] &) &k
THY, EDA Yy —=I)F v ThHs & FRMILIE) 29,

HEREIRBEIH F: E - Z DA Celriud, RUFEE (Ei2.3)
K - TS ZAT AR 72 %o Z ORER, THHIPMEZ 729" & 512
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BT HEL G D I & 72 B,

T B S o 2 s 7 9 SR BE AT, kD & D 7l 8 B (Muller and
Satterthwaite, 1985, pp. 136—7),

2.4 (RN, imposition). &Bbiec E 12X L, F(e) —2% Z 27T,
2" BIREEEH ZNOH BIRFETH 5,

Bl2.5 (JhFHF, dictatorship). HDHEK j € N BFEEL, KBl e e E
2R L, ZIUCHIRT 28I IET O (2)iey EL0EE, (1) IZBT
%7 0 —DaEERR f 0 &t f(e) =% Ziiilc 9 2 rEIRBIE
Fo Efkjash#i# &L,

BI26 (BEB2OFTTOSHR). Z ={a b}, B e EITHL, Z
MK T BB IEHF O 7 (2)iey & LI2EE, a>b 725 EEHBEH
b>a B ERBEIVENWGHIZE Fle)=a, Z5Th\WEEIZIE
F(e) = b,

$127 (FEHIDTTERLEHR). Z=1{a b, ¢}, &Lk ieN
U E; ={ach, bca}te ZZ T, achb ¥, a >c, ¢ >b, a >b DE, =
HLEIRBIRND, RiGa L bDBITEBIZHEM L GEY, & Lal b0 Hk
CEWTEMTHNIZ, Jakkcxi3E.35,

Bl 1 D%er, HrRERBEB 28 (F(E) = Z) TldeWwWblizinsd, %
7o, BERREIZHIEZ 0T i, /S0 — MRz S W Filiz
Bo B2 13 AR, B 3 13 ImAEE 2, B 4 13RS ENL 3 LA ETh B0 R
HAHRL CW A5G0, ZROOHEY, W3 k(2] = 3),
R, EFREOIERENE, I, N — NI T
&) 7t B IRBA BN T D 0 B0 0N R 7e 5 Z ORIBEIZXT 5
BEAD, FN=F e 45 —2Y A FOEHTHSY,

8) |ZI=3, IN|=2, &Fkic N I UREZM £ 2HEFIEF Ok ChIE, Hi
B, EZWIZIEWMTETH S, Hl 2 1E, iz (B, 2009, 17%) < Muller and
Satterthwaite (1985) 28, KV —MAT, HEMMETERSGEW & LTI, Barberd (1983) A
b, Fiz, HEMEPSHEDS —MFE TIZRVEEDF/N—F « 4 =27 = 4 MNERIZ
DT, Kelly (1977) % Ching and Zhou (2002), Sato (2008) %2,
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EIE2.8 (Gibbard, 1973; Satterthwaite, 1975). & i N 2% L, E,%&
K72 Z ORI TRE B IIEF O ek &35 (EFRIKOIEREME)
L IZ|z3, 2D, F(E)=Z ThiuL, gmstt, /S — bbb, JE
B 2 i 7o IR0 NEINBI F - E » Z I3AAAEL 72\,

ZZC GBI TR RIFIET ) Sk, SEftE, HERME A 9T
gy % k™ %,

FKUFEH (EH2.3) IZXUE, FN-FHy—27 =4 bOEHIE,
EAROMfER Z —HIREIIC EFRIROIFREM), /L — S &3 M: Lt
RIS 2 i 7= IS I3 B TR NI e b W AR T 5, Ta—0
ASATREMEE BE O BRI T M 2 R LT B,

2.3 PIRZHREENDLA

BHHTIE, AL s THA ORISR & FHARPIFERIZ DN T
Rz ZNEMBASRREFEICIOHT S EUFOX D10k 5,

FHROELGNIL, HEEOESICRDS, MEORERLEH L EE, KB
FiEN OMBESGZIWKITLLI—2 ) v REHOIFAZIR RS & HfLL
£, BWHES i € N T3PS 0, e R GZ2H6NTW5D, Bk
DO, P 5IE—EThbHrEL LD, ZDEX, KHBEHEISN D
BREE e, 1JIRAE2EH Z EOBITIEY > ERIEITE S (e, = x0), Iaibasii
Z\3, FATAREIREII Y x = (X)iey DREITIL D, 22T, EERY
x = (x:)iew B [FAT0BE (feasible) | ThH 2 &1, KWHEEH i N o
Lx, €RITHY, »D,

Zx,- = Za)l-

iEN iEN

DRV HOEZEH NS,

BREIZEE LA BRI Z 0B E 7oL AT, RICHRGTHRE I b4
FREPOIIC DWW TR L K Do 2 < OSTHRCBIL D & % #2198 50 I
1%, T7 )V Z 25 (Walrasian correspondence) | Th b, TINVT ZxfIiLE



208

1, BB e = (X)ien ISR L, TV T ZH OS2 il 9 EHRL > D42
EHORINT DFGBITI0 D, bbb, BTz & X, #
SWESGHIG F 2 E - 22 BI VT ZFETH 5 £,

F(e) = {(xi)iEN S ZB,[) S Ri/{@} : x/ X = l) ° Xi, > 15 ¢ (Uz'}, Ve e E.

TV T ZFNEHEREEEH E ETREFRINHICIE, SBEL e = (X)ien ITXL
TS ZEHAEAE L e IR B e, IROBEN TN E RS 5.
EH29. b LBEFIEF ORI, SEvE, HERME, Bk, dikitk, otk
iz U, %1 €N IZX L v, € RY, THNIE, 77 ZHEIIHFIET 5,

ZIZTO [FICH:] & SEEE (e N OBIFIEF 5 MNRfE2EmZ
LT, 2B THLHE 7 OWBEES L TERIND Z ExET,

TS 2B OFEEEEE, TV T IR ERE O IERE M, g
Tl LT RWZ E xR ERT 5, &7, ERK (Tikbb, EIFIEF O
B 1%, FbHEDL ED RTTIEREN &85, (BL, RITAATREMEZ R
FTOTHIE, &fF 2 Zilil-IRWERE ¢ MAETNIE TS THSHZ
LIZEREL XD, Thbb, AICH B cHIR L a2 it X
WZ EaREE, FITAREESNWZ TLE D,

RIZ, $TRXTOBEBEEIT N TCORHIZH UIEDOR = OIS 5% H >
EWIEE (v, €RL., Vi e N)DNT, HFatk, it Mbkauicd
W BRICHGEIFZ 5 2 T, a TIZFETIRAEER Y DA ThHD
IS ZeM Z DEI YA T D, TIVT ABEOERE L2 T ICET O
T, 7T AT BT e X 70,

LLEND, FN=Re ¥ —27 = A MEH (EH2.8) ZAKACRRT
WZDOEFICTT 5 Z LIIZEESLE R Z EXHRTE 5, E0bUT,
WETEEZ NV ZMGE LIz &, FN—=N e By -2 2 A MEHZ
EEIGHT S Z EIFTE R0,
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K1 : 70T ZAMEDF Y 2 2 FITAATREM:

0 1
y Ua Ua
A2
X]i1 OB
Us_ |
1
UB\
0Cs
I
OA x;l
/X B2

24 TIT ZFICOFRITARABEMEDL S N—"7T 1 v Y DFEA

7 )T ZREOFT T BRMEIC X9 A I5RIE, 245 <, Hurwicz (1972) %
W TCHHD. N—="T 4 v VL, TIVTZRIEDF v v 2 BT A0 fEt %
FHIL, ZZhbRIZ [(NhN—="1 v Y OEE] LN 5 e EIC BRI
TWn5,

TNT ZFENT v ¥ 2 BT RER LR L LD, ZZTlE, 7
VT ZRENBERIZ L 7y a vEE STEELT, REAWTRL
THBY,

1Tl 2 ADHEE (HEFEA, HEHEB) OEOEIH, &2,
AR US, Uy & U, Uy TEINTW S, WA CERTE, £
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BEI=A BIZHL, U;=xa22 THY, WTNOWHEE DFE—DZELF
Ho, PIWEFEEDY, Ty VYV T—X Ry 7 Z2DHA0THS (KT
w=1009,1,(1,9)ELTW3E), T, HEEBIKPHEDIEIFZFRHL TH
LEL, MBEBDOA v 7 7 —HifE OCs LTHBEADDHRAE LHE
B2 ZEZ KD, H ULIHBEEADK 1 OB CRI NI MmN dhE (L
FrF = 7RBHAREE) TERINDEIFZERAITNIE, S 3R CORE
N5WAEFIREEHEFBOEDOEARMMRICES Lo XIcT VT 2
BCOEWRBLIIC /25, N LT, ROGHREDL Y NLD,

wRE2.10. 2 A2 W OMBScHiED (N[ =2, 0=2) I\, BiHEE
i €N IZXR L, BREZEMEAZCHE2. 9D &M% iz EIFIETF D2k &
Ho ZOEE, I ZFLEFEA BTN, ROV 2 Y 3 VI
U, BRWSPEEZ USRS vy v aZ 7T 52 EIETE b,

Z OfER, KR (EH2.3) XY, RAKDID,

F211. 2 A2 MOMBZHRER (N|=2, 0=2) 1EWT, &KiHEE
i EN I L, BREEZEREAZEM2 9052 i 7o 3 RIFIETF O 2k &3
b5, ZDEX, TIT ZHIEIET v v a RITRARETH b,

ZOXHICTLT, 9T ZRLEFEGTEEEIC L TH, F v v 2 EfTAHE
ISERBL )V — IV DFFHITEX 2D TH S,

ZNTH, MBHEE T, E0 XD & WEERERchNIL, &%

HHEICT 2 ENTE D00, TOEZN [NhN—="T 4 vy DEH]| Th
%,
FEIE2.12 (Hurwicz, 1972). 2 A 2 M Okt (N1 =2, 0=2) IZ
BWTC, BHESL (€ NI, BIEZHEAZEM2 905 % fi /- 3%
FIEF DEEET D, ZDEE, ROSMZHTIC Tt ESHLERBEIIETE
L7\,

9) UNTAFIGE, T vy aBfTOBERETHL Y AF VERAEEER LTI mn &
MHHIBN TN D, F v ¥ a FTTREOBE ROV T, g, —A95T7E
Thho
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K2 :NnN="J1vYDEE

X a2

Oa X A1

' X B2

(IR) EAGEME ; (P) /S — bahEM:; (SP) MHkEsHE,

N=T 1 Y OEBREZEXTRTERDODE DD, K21, K1ERT
BEEREL TN D, IXTOHBENEDBEIFZEN L THLEX, A
ANE B i 7o 9 IR S R AR U & Us ISPk EN I fHIIC 72
Ho Z DB T/NL — FRYPRGERA DL, FAE KBZREALER EIZ
b, MWL, BEOEFOT TOIIVZ ZHETOEFE D ZRT, ZC,
FEEHEIRBERUL, M AGEME &N — MW 2T EREL, HA
PORBEDOFREZESELL D, 2 ALDHEDOE Y ZEY LTI
WiZ7e%, 22T, HEEBVEDZEFZE L TNDEXIZ, HWHEFAIX
M DOUEHR DR HFR TR EN D EIF, 37005, B Us = xa+ 20
ZRETE, EAGHEME Y — FhREZ T &R, SWE
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MBEAEATCER LICMET 5, ZOFEITHRCTH L0, HOFEK THE
fiti U7z & BB AILEF D Un = 201+ 220 THDHEBRRETHZET
KET S, Thebb, MM &k (3) ZiizXnY,

2R BABONME A S EME & /S L — SR M & 7 3 IR AL D 2K
DF R RITLNHEL, EDTHAHI 0. HlzE, SWXD B HAOD
RaBRSGEE, HEFEAPBRHREDA V2T« TaFESZEIEHS
NTHHH, ZNTIE, HWED & EBHIO A Z S HE N TH
i, E5ThAH0, Fix, EIE, HEEBIVEGRSETH( Vt
VT A TEFEODTH b,

3 N—"jq v YEEOHEEME

N="T 1 Y OEMIL, 2 A2 M OMBSHEF TR VLD, HEE%
3AMLE, HBVIEREE MU LICIRELZEXICh, N—T 1 v VD
EIIIEONIODTH A5 e REITHE, HEER ESREEC LY
HEDOHEY—AF 5,

3.1 Hurwicz and Walker (1990) D4k

MRS HARR I 12 35 1 B R AT AT REME IS BRI D% < 28, JhE I & BAf%
72 F/N=F « B ¥ =27 =  PEHOMMAHIEF IR ZRZH & 5
DIZFL, N—="7 1 v VIEOEEIIIRIZS I DakaiE, BobE D0,
Z D& Atk DOIED 12 & LT Hurwicz and Walker (1990) % #34
L&,

10) AFTIE, F v v aZTURECOV TR — XA HETE WD, ZZTETORMEE
LTEID, LS B iRBIRE, v ¥ a BITOLBELRMETH 5~ X% v B x i
&N EERE D, K2 DRCEZASMITERY 28 FOM HHEEADRIY, Boa
TY 7T ZAMOABER) 1CBNWC, WHHR AT YT T AMOREFICED > - EEIZHAC
PSRRI NAUE, HSEIRBBIE ~ 2 F VN A -9, & 250, BEDY
G, MWTHhL05, a3 RBEIRIE ~ 2 & V2 S kv, Leh - T, Eito
P EERBIRUL S v v 2 RIT AR TH B,
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Hurwicz and Walker (1990) O #r OF5E1E, (1) UEOMEH E =2 A L
— )V DFISREF I BN TC, (2) LEDREROBEEOME v, ERS, =
2 AV VOHBEEE v, ER, E L& E, BEROBREEE, %, ML)
HBIE v, () + y, ICBWTHEfE, BRFICHEM, BEICMBERE 2D o, D
2hVEL, Q) INIz2z28ETH, 22T, &€ N OWETE
%oz, = (%, vo) ETHUE, RS2SR Z 13T RE IR (20)ien D2
h&le b, 2, x € R, % LEORES OREF 2O Y58 & 37 3d,

Dla = E}

iEN

X = {(xi)ieN € Rﬁwl

3 UEOMEEPEEFTAIND XD LEOMEMDOEREL ) D2k %R
I, FERIZ, 5> 0 %= a A L= VORFEREOIMT 58 &9 i,
Zyi = ;}

iEN

Y= {(yi)ieN e R

B a X V= EEFHAENLEE D= 2 A V—IVO&RIREL DLk%
K, HEEL2A, L=10%4 B X XY ETyYT—Z KRy
7 A%RT s /N — PRYRILEREL IOV TUL, RO GBI LD GE
B, fi# (2009, 17%) %#ZIH),
L2331, BEED (x, ) EZ D v =(0)eny IZEVWT/SL — FHKRT
0D EDBENSEML, (x, v) €E X XY, IO, x € argmaxaex D ey
vi (x:) THb,

EWSEREM F . VIV 5 Z 3b s o8 X, MEDRERE =2 A L —)V
DEFE D ND S EREE 2 F, F, CTRZS, Thabb,
F=F.XF, Thd, ZOLX,

N(F) = {U c V'N"F(v) EXXYVF,(@) & argrygchvi (xz-)}

EEZRTNIE, L w31k, B£E5 NF) SHSHERERF /S —
NEIE S R WA A 2 DR N AP
EI23.2 (Hurwicz and Walker, 1990). X° # X FOBE&ET 5, b L
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F 7% RS & i 7o U CZ R RT3 uE, N(F)IE F2H (X0 k0
THETH %,

(LU, V EORHIE sup-/ WV ARiMEREL, VIV EofHIZZN G D
A (5Nt & e D i/MiH) 25X 5.

IN="T Yoy —h—EH (EH3.2) 1%, MRREE T, FR
WL % i 72 9 S BRI X A T AT RE At IR BA RS, N — MR M %
FEAELIEES RN EEFR LTINS,

3.2 Serizawa (2002) D44k

IN="T g Y e —h I, N—T 0y Y A ST 0 I HRER
U7z Cld e, SCFal D OIRERIZAEE) L7 D1E, Hurwicz (1972) LA
R, THEICFEINT: Serizawa (2002) FTHROTAHZ ENTE RN,
Serizawa (2002) DML, N—" 1 v VOEHE 3 AL, HDHNWE
3L RICHR T 51IChc, ERBERELILATPIEHTHLZ &
ZRTROGEERZSFIH LTINS,

L>¥33. HAHERK DCEIZEWT, MAGEM, /S — MhRE,
TR 2 i 72 I /R S WOBBIRBA F - D > Z WL RWE L XD, &
DEE, FEOEFRE D" DDIZHL, MAGEME /NL— bohREE, i
RIS M 2 7o 9 2 HEIREE F 2 D~ Z I3AFAEL 72\,

(REBA] BNV NED Z E &S 5, RIS, EAEEME, /SL— b
RN, TS I 2 i 7 RSB F : D" > Z BMFEL-E L K
Yo FEFODDADHBET S, €D kbiE €D THH0H
F(2)=F(2) £75->TC, FIRABASTEN, /N1 — bahRiE, ing: %
Wiz,

11) L =330 IE, Serizawa (2002,Corollaryl,p.224) TH b0, TDT7 A7 7 HKIZEEZ
Dasgupta et al. (1979, Theorem 4.4.1DFEM) IZH25Z ENTE %, AFTIL, MhOCHERT
FEADNG-Z 5T B @Iz ONWTE, FAIL, GEHZEIET 50, L ~3.30EEEN %
ZIEATHE /e SR Z TR C & 720 5 7272 (B OFRAAARN B L BEECEX RN LICERSX
nizv), UFIZEEHZMHdTZ &iC Lz,
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TENEERME, /N — DD, MHESHEE, EFEe i U C MRS

NHWETHD, Licni-T, afgEMzEkdss0ThnE, 2o
T TR AR DERIEZHRD Z ENROHN L0, TalfEtEE Thin
W, ZNH6 xS WERBEOWE 7 #ME CENIER Y, Serizawa
(2002) AR L7cEFRIKOHPHIL, ROBDThH D,
EIE3.4 (Serizawa, 2002). |N|=2, 0=2, KHEE e N I LE
BiZe E o RO, et i, s 3t 272 L, AL (homothetic),
DO, WHNEHIEFO2KET 5, 2oL E, MAFHEME, NL—§
RhEME, S M A i e 9 S REIR BB AAAE L e,

ZZTC, 1850 (smooth) | 7siEhf &1E, M4 ATREZR DB &V O &
T2, FUEE U(x, =) ={x € R x’ Za} HEEH I
TERTAHFH (B, ERXZ Mpld p+0ThHhHI L) AT
5T ExNWY, Serizawa (2002) 1, MUK E L ERBCH
W, HEER, PERBEBRICN—"7 v VOB IO I L E R
LD Th b,

33 TEERBOFIREN—T 1 vV DEE

Serizawa (2002) D53#ri%, CESHUZNABIH /L&, £k~ It HIZ b
2R 7 BB O CHINIE, N—"T 1 vV OB AR DL
DI EZRLTWND, LILEXS, N—="7 1 v Y DEMEIE DL
EFIKOEHLGFET HDO0ENICONTE, fHOEME 5 2, &
DX IeFERIZA L, Nicolo (2004) 13K DFERZR LI,

I 3.5 (Nicold, 2004). |IN|I=2, 0 =2, {WHEE (€ N I UEREE
ZERENFICHZMZ L, LA v F = 7R ABIcR I N B RIFIERF O
eRET L, ZOEE, AR ERBEIRABUR PR EE V-V THNII,

12) BiF ek &M, EES Uy, =) SMERE O EGHE x 123 LB DIMESTH S
T EEREWT 5, MIMEAE, PRI O I Ly (Bourbaki, 1987, Corollary 1,
11.38)s L7=2V>C, #ifieth & MDA T, 3EIFIE Serizawa (2002) DWH EZAHD [#EH
m e b ERbi b,
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R 3 : BRPEREZEIL—IV I F (2, 2) =x"
X A2

XB1 Os

Oa X A1

EAGERYE, /XL — MRDHRME, MRS 2 7=,

2T, BURAAIRZESL )V —)L (status quo median voter rule) | & 13,
RO XD IEIREL IV —IVTH D, MRS ED 2 A, 2rMD%5GE
EZ XD, M3 T, HHERED D Mo, BEOREFIZE W CYINE R
Gy 7l A WA E A, BE 2 I LR 24 & 2 THZ2HNT
Wb, BEOEO T TIE, EAGHEMEE /S — b 2hd M2 G 7z 9 & IR A S
DEFIIRHRBIRIC 12 5,

ZoEE, BURPRIEEZ V- TIE, B E FOREET 5, 9%
b, UEHEIr>, 201, X3 DOWE, PRI D o % 5 5 A
e bz RIS TORG i 2% ET 5, FHEEEICIE, K%, B
Bl PLEWRR S % FHRMRENSEALTHH N, FRLTHHD, #RL
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THH S THWFES OF T, THEE L TOINEREL S o 2T WE B %
ZATT 200, BURPIRESZ IV —IVITTe D,

BURP LB BV — NV D, T X TOMEE D EOFEIF DT TS
RN I ARAL & 72 5 &L 3R 5. HBEEAZERA Y %, 1H
BEBIXEWA D " 2R HO0 R £ 72V, X3 DOd, BURPALE
EE NV —IITER I o 2 IRT 5, WEEAICE > T, BB M
HOFEHFO N THRETHHDT, WEEAIERI S " Z R 2 D0
HWCThDH, —7, HEEBE, BEED "X Mol WERRD % T35
MEDPGHEATH, NTELLTLES, Lh->T, BEED "2 R
T LD LIS THDH Z EDEFTE 5,

YRS ZAT A RE CH UL, RUIFFIZ K > TEHEA H =X LIZEWNWT
BOWENZEIZIZ 25, Lot - T, kIS Z -3, 2 OR5R
BURAAI R EF I — L, AGEME, /S — RO AL 5, [if#k
WEPE 2 /-9 2 EEERTCE B,

Nicolo (2004) Dor#rid, EFIKZ LA v F = 7 850 B D R 12 Fll R
I 5 &, EAGEME, /S — MRhERM, kst A s 7o Itk S B IR B A
PEFIETHZ EZBR LTS, ZNIZH L, Serizawa (2002) 1ZCESHY
BB O THIUE, N—"7 1 v VY OEBEIE DD EHRL TN D,
CESTUzhHBISUL, B OM IR oD L XL A+ v F = 7 B
=T %, L= REDHER L arbH N < 6 0EATHIIL,
IN="T 4y Y DEBPIE DI Dh, BEMELTELZ EIZKD,
NEHLEFTHHHFOTFRNIZHEE Iy, REOM IRt oDE &, L
b, ZTOEXIZRY, N—="7 1 v Y DOEBRNPED LI D TIEienh
LRBENS, bbAHA, ZOIMEME, SROMFEICEZFNGNS,

4  THEEEAIH SRR IREEE

N= oy Y OERIL, MRS IS B ) TR T AT RE etk 2 s8R
(B LUIENIR) OWFEaBfEE 8/, ZIT AT THhIUE, HIZ, &
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FTATRE 72 SRMEN DR DB DIZERTH 5, AEITIE, MR
BT, MG & G729 K D Itk S HE IR BB O E 2 7R U 7= 3k & o
—A9 5D,

MO AZHRETE ORI BN T, IS etk 208N BRI % B BF
Felk, FREH & FEIC 22 A RFSE &, R 23— YIBIMR AT 9IS i R
H T HSMEIRER OBE L W S ERICKE S DT A2 ENTE
Bo FedL, TSI 2 i s 3 S IR B DR AL 2 A 7 STk B
WETsZ st L&D,

4.1 Barbera and Jackson (1995) D47

Nicold (2004) DHTDILE I 5 12 TH VY, MASHIEFIZT W T
Tk B D A BE 43 S % 7%k L 72198 & L C Barbera and Jackson (1995)
N %, Barberd and Jackson (1995) 1, Fh#E A MHHRNE M DL FEA535
HECTHDHENSTZFN=R e ¥ =27 o A NEHE TR D80 OH
Pz ke v 12 & U A i ik g 1 2 R kb L T\ %, Barbera and Jackson
(1995) DR 2 A 2 M ORISR T\ 2 L IRIC T 5
FEIE4.1 (Barbera and Jackson, 1995). |N|=2, 0= 2 O HRER
IZBEWTC, #EEHEIRBEBOME A A HME & TN M 2 i 79 2 & Db B
&, HErEIRBER O EE MR G [ ThDH Z ETh 5,

2 N2 Mo TEEMEEGIH (fixed price trading) | & 1%, (RO X D 7e&
BBV =TI %, 2 ADOWEE, BlZI1E, HEEAEBOIWELT,
%S, V=V ETE—JioWEE fEmIND, T 2T, WHEEALL
K90 KIZ, 2 OO (pi/pe)® & (br/p2)” DBEESN D, HL,

(b1/b2)° = (p1/D2)" (4)

ET 5, BIZIE, (pi/p2)’ =05, (pi/p:)° =2TH5D, (pi/bs)° 13, HE
HADRAGH 1 ZGEHIT 5 & & OMRHIRE 2R L, (p1/p2)® 1ZTHEE AL
1 %ZEAT S & X Ol EZRT, &M @) 1%, BEEALRBEETGIC
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X4 : EEMmEERE |

X o TR 1 ZEFIRICESTX 5 2 L5 BT 5, BRED )V —IVIC
FNHREDEMEE LT, HWEREAOTERECNTLHREHR T L, =
niE, BElETy YT —2 « Ry 7 ZWICEBO B 72017 T HN B 54084012
b, DX GO TTC, HEEAIIGIED LRz, %R U7 LT
i 1 ZFEHT200MAT 200 % FRL, MEEBEMM 1 OMAR 27
EFEHE 2 OMGTEIRRT 5, ZOEE, B OGS HEzIE, KkOX
INTRE B,
min{z, zi} ADEADERBER,
o min{z, z{} ADFGHOEEER.
Paih 2 OBG &L, ZOXIIC U THRE - 2iEi 1 0N &% THEG L
BT ETEAN S,
4 DB, @ x" DRI U2 AR, AR (p1/p)° & (pr/Ds)”
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DG (W) T KOICEZONICEZDOTRRIC D, HEEADH
DFERFL, J|ENMBZLTHEZOENTEY, maMIZ0EZITHHIK
KIZIe HERAL D 2w d, RIS, WEEBLV R, o, x"Z@5THEMEL
THAPRRE R EREA D R Emx" D2 D ThH-72E L KD, b L
HEEBOZN O ORFEL Y Z RS D00 1 OFEHE 27 & 20 ZHoRT
N, HEHFAIR N ZEWRT S 1 ORI ZIRT 52 £ T ELED
[ E [fiF IR | O T TR OBEWI T 725, /o, HEHEFAD R %
BEWT AW 1 OFAETIVRT 5D THNIE, HEEBIESAY &M "D
2ODEWHAY KT HIEHBE IR T 5O RETH L, £ D DI,
Rl 5 EFBOEANMIRII N, 0%l d TEBEOALIV AT
HY, LIeni->T, mat il o OEOERID ZRRT 514 V2T 147
TR WD B Th D,

FREDZ £, HlzE, HEEBIZE ST, My, o, x"%iH5THEHE
ETCRANRKIC 2D R Hx DA TH -T2 EZIZH N R 5D, Z O,
HEEBIE, Ml OlRFEEZT e LR LT (28 =0), EOEIFIEFD
TTOMM 1 DEAZEDAZREIERV, EHEEIL, HOHEFOTTO
TEHBEXIIRT 2 ORI b, o, Ha” DADHEHEBIZ &
THANRKERDEEICIL, 270 =0 28R d 52 & T, BRI
BB 0 12725,

ZOXHIZUT, EEMEHE IHZ AT, FEEEZEDSEFD
TCORBEZIRT DI ENRMEIZH>TND I EXMETE 5, HA
GHE E MR 2 R A &, EEMEIG [H ThiTNI s Ssh an
IDOITTHLH, HL, BEEMEIRTIHTHNUL, /S — bRhREMEITm X
Nz, WAGHEME, N — FRhRME, ML, Zok5icl < [
Rl X5 2 &3 72 <, Barbera and Jackson (1995) DIHTIEN—"7
1y Y OEB A AGERYE,  THREE 2 G 7k 2 iR B S O A
Bt 52 ECREH L&V Z b,
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4.2 THELEETE vs. JRELH]

Barbera and Jackson (1995) D43#rid, &l A& HL: & MyHEIE 14 O 231
DEMEERDLDTH 720, 780 — MRhRME & RIS & i 7 34 S8
BIRBAB OB HREDL Z ETN—"7 1 vV OEIREIEAT D5
HEbHzZ b, Fid, Hurwicz (1972) LK, ZOWEAEO TR LA
FRTh-TENWR D,

INL— b AhERME SISO+ Atk D 1 DI, EHITh D, 22T,
BIRHN 0N — N R E MRS O ERAETH D Z LR,
VNV — b AhARME & IS D LEA 3G Th H Z EZRE DT T
<, IREHENIEASEE A X VDT, N—"T 1 v Y DER%E LIE
LD &b,

ZOT7Ta—=FiE, N—"T 1 v Y OEBRE L FEDIIET 5D Tldis

<, N=T 4 v YOEBRIDHBNVER (LI ->T, N—T 1 v VDE
BEXVGAWAIERIT2BY) &AW T 52 LT, BHEHICN—7 1 v
DOEMAENT LTI D, DX RWFFRD SIS LT, kg
Ty, HOWmE 2z D LIS EITION T 55K & L TROER D
Hb,
EI24.2 (Dasgupta et al., 1979, Theorem 4.4.1). [N |=2, 0 =2, &H
B i€ N ICH LB E, 2RI, sintE, s 3R 2 7c 97 %0
e D2tk d %, ZDEX, IR F @ E - Z % Biiig X7
L CEHOHEDZEENE & enid, FIdEmNTh s,

ZOEMIZONWTIE, HFTOERNPULETHD, F 112, sEABMKIT 2
AN2MOMBZEBRFEEZHNTCNDZETHD, ZDRICDONTI,
Satterthwaite and Sonnenschein (1981, note 2, p. 596) %3 AD¥EIZ,
RO XS Iz R L T b,
$14.3 (Satterthwaite and Sonnenschein, 1981). N ={1, 2, 3}, 0=2
ET D0 @=Dlievw;, F(R)=(F1(2), F: (%), Fs(3) &ELEE,

13) &> Th, fHRICIFRTE 2D Tidxlh,




222

BHE3OWEETHE (1,1) TORAREEL1MU ETHNIL,
Fi(x)=a, 1&0NhSTNEF,(2x)=0 &9 %,

ZOBITIE, WEFIIFEL 20, Lard, HOZEFIRFZXKNT 52
ED G LIS I T2 > TRV, FMRERBEENT/ N L — R RhRME 25729,

B 2102, W4 2TIEERIF O HEEZIRE L Ty, Satterthwaite
and Sonnenschein (1981, note 2, p.596) 2MEfIT 2 KD 12, ZOEEIZN
L — MR LERE D BARIFELRWAMRERZ R L CLE>Tn5E, £
bz b, NV — MIRLESHERBARENERIN DO THNIE, EHE
IFHITHEIZ/IR %,

INHOREIZNT 51 D20% % & LC, Zhou (1991) XKD E% 7R
L7
EIE4.4 (Zhou, 1991). |N|=2, 0= 2 OMIATHFIF I NWT, HHEE
B OEFRBOFICHE, mmEFNE, s, kit 2 s R O 24
ThbHETH, ZDOEX, /N — brhRM:, MREEYE, e hBH 2 7=
T2 HRERBIRUIAAAE L 720,

ZZC, [mEE (inverse dictatorship) | &1, 2 ADMHEE» M
FA, B, BFLEOUIERT MV G =ws+ws & LICEXIZ, (T
BEOBIFIEF OM 2= (24, 2s) EX L, F(R)=(0, xs), XI&
F(2)=(xa, 0) £l D2 &7V, HIZEDOSG, WEEAD [HIHE
ThHY, BETIIHEEBY [WHEE] 12k,

2 NO%ty, —ipvEETHNIR, T SEmEEIC s, £/-, @
B2 HE L CWB DT, /S — MR ERE D CIEERIZE2FIH
INTND, LIeh -7, BMERENFETNIL, R0 OWMEE TS
Thb, $lebb, WMEAH CMEHIIEETH S,

ZhouD 1L, Satterthwaite-Sonnenschein®DgfDM, & 2 ORE%
MU7zEnWz B, Fiz, MmEcE 2 L EE LT 5 RS RHEIZfE L &
9o L L7ed 5, Satterthwaite-Sonnenschein2 s U 72 G AMAl U V) 37
DON, EREIR, EFREBOFICH:, dREFNE, s, kit 29
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HEINERF O2ETHNIR, HEHD 3 AU ETEHZhouDFER, FHZE 4.2
DD ILDO DD EPORIEE, ERENICEETH D,

4.3 TEHRBOHIR & IRFH]

IN=TT gy Y OEFIE, EFEEE LA U F 7 BB ORI IR 9
HEROSII2 W Ex e, FREOREMIE, EH4.2126 L THHENTL
b Thhbb, EDOXI RERETHIL, HBHIH /XL — b hRE Lt
RIS DR BELRIFIZ 7 B 700 Dy, FaREE, /81— MR M S kst
DLEGAEDIRE & 75 % EFIR O TN I TH S0 DEERITH %,

EIA 2038 0 N O EFRIE DR EALIZ DWW T, Schummer (1997) 28T

etz m Ul &7, HEEFOLGIC OV T, ROMREZRLT
Wo,
TI24.5 (Schummer, 1997, Theorem 1). |N|= 2, 0 = 2 OIS HAFET
ICHEWTC, BHEEOTRROHM, Ak, s, ez
BIFEFORATHDETH, ZDEE, MRS L — bR
P & it 2 i 7o EiE, I T h B,

Blz1X, a3 7«% 275 %, CESHZhABRIL, MEUEFOWMNTHS,
Schummer (1997) &, HIZERE NI T, ROFEREZRLUI
EHE4.6 (Schummer, 1997, Theorems 2&3). |N| =2, { = 2 DA
REFIZER N, B IHEL O FI0H 0 B FE 2 i 7= 5 BE LI O 4k
ThbETH, ZOEE, o RBEIRBIRA/SL — b RhaRM: & kg2
Wy, BN THLY,

ZZTC, MIEFIRRE &1

X Zxe ApERL i pex’' Zpex

MR DN OEIFIER 769, Schummerld, ZDOXDIZ LT, EF % B
BRIciih S B ozt LC, @420 [N =2 D& XIZEYILD

14) £ =2 O%E0FEMIE, Bokh (2008, 3.3.1) THMAMINTH 5,
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T EHRR U B THBRENZ K1, SIEIFIET 0856, 4 DDRK
BEIFIEF DFAET UL, AEHNRTE B2 ETh5B, #iZ, 3 DU TDH
H, RDXD e RGIZIFRTE 5,

$14.7 (Schummer, 1997, p.53). |[N|=2, =2, &o=(1,1) &L, &
I p=(1, 2), (1, 1), (2, 1) D 3 DDMILRIFNEASTF DI & T B, #2210
FIRBAFOE, (1, 0), (0, 1)) AL — MRIRIZ 72 5 BIFIEF O THIUS
(1, 0), (0, D) &, 25 ThWHEIE (0, 1), (1, 0) 252 5.

ZOBIO%E, HarEREBEBOE, Wkt XL — bR, IR
FlAEM#ZLTnBY,

Zhou (1991) *° Schummer (1997) OEH TIE, Schummer D FFHFITIE

Frabr, BT Lo AR iR OTFE D TR E e Elx o, Zhid
Bk, BIZIE, 375 7T 22 CES#h B »ﬁz&iﬁ?ﬁ?“lﬁ
LicEZiZh, 6 EF URARetEER A R VSO0 & D DR 2 7%,
Z DFERNZH L, Hashimoto (2008) 1ZRDEHZ /R L7z,
FIE4.8 (Hashimoto, 2008). ={1, 2}, 0 =2 OMPTIHEZFICE N
T, a7« ¥ 72K U = xi'x7’ i DD 2/NT A —5 D
(@), (@) B E Do B i =1, 2 DEFERE 0, = G & LI
37« ¥ 2RO E LIz &, /S0 — S ahR M kg i
i 7 9 A 2B IRBI R B T H B

D EofERz%Ed 25 &, ML, 37« 5752, SIBEOK 2 IZEFRSK
ZHIRLCH, EHA20ONRREEHISE DD Z EXBFETE 5,

IN|=2 O, EFEZ VA VF = 7RI HEBUCHIR L R0 RD,
BIRHN VN — D RhERME E MRS O ERIC e A XD I TSNS D
T TH DD, EFIEDE D KD I E &l 7o S I XAN TR E BNV 32D
2, (8% (ich)] THAHAENWZBEDTHAID. Z DK LFERIZH

15) AROEED HMAR T 52Y, Zhou (1991) & Schummer (1997) &, /SL — s ahR ¢ & ik
BEPEDNEIFNEF DD~ 2 BRI ULAZ (nvariant) Th 5 E WS BER R LT
Wh, s XOAKRD B Z R T, ZOXD REREEEDLEATIN TS,
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H1Oo0%2ELT, Ju2003) ICXB0MDdb, ZOFEMIZ Ju (2003)
IZFES DY, CES, A, #EfRT, JESRE oA, fxi3,

T
U=>10""ulx,)
t=0

EWV S TR BB DR S X, SEH 3N L — D RYHRYE E IS D LS
/s B8, ERED JuDBEKT B8] ThHIZ EpvRENTH 5D,

5 #&

£y
=]

KRETIE, N—"7 1 v Y 1972410 R LI AN et @ B O IRER, —fik
b, HBWVERENZONT, FTFEOMHEBR OB E X T — XA %175 T
oo N=7 1 vV OEBRZNARE LTI U@ I, Ei,
FHEL T iWESERM o5, ZOMRIZONWT, DUF T L TAR
whiH< < BT EIZ LN,

WA (2008, p.86) 1k [/N—"7 1 v v DR DR MRREEIT EFE o
xRzl ELTWABD, Serizawa (2002) OHEIL, ML=z D
BECERIREFR L CON—"T 1 v VOEHNRDIOZ EHERLEEE
ZBHDON, REEMBTHHEIIICHZ D, LI DL, VI vF = 7%
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Strategy-Proofness in Economic Environments: A Survey on
Generalizations of the Hurwicz Theorem

Toshiyuki OKUYAMA

{Abstract)

In this paper, three approaches to generalizing the Hurwicz Theorem are
surveyed. The first approach is literal generalization, which involves
extending the number of agents and commodities to more than two. The
second is composed of two steps: (1) proving that dictatorship is necessary
for strategy-proofness in a general setting, and (2) invoking the fact that
dictatorship is not individually rational. The third approach is to discover
what conditions are necessary and sufficient for strategy-proofness and
individual rationality. Directions for possible future research are also

presented.



