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Harsanyi[3, 4]1%, von Neumann and Morgenstern[9] ®HIfFshAFEG 2 3B 4, IMEIF]
T+ (weighted utilitarianism) ® 2 DOERALZIT 5. Weymark[12, 13]1%, i 5 %,
Harsanyi O#EEHERE (aggregation theorem) ¥ L OVA /2815355 2 (impartial observer
theorem) & FESS. Weymark[13]1%, A& %, RO X 5 IZIHEBERR A7 TEHRT 5.

B DES LN X OSB8I R I BER O ABL & -3 L AiHE T 5. &

HIZ, 2 DOFPEAFSAIICHEE L] (indifferent) ThH 2 DI, (EEOMEANEI D DIH
THEERTHDL EETHD (NL— MEER]) . ZhDHORMHED T, b LB
BRCRI SN D72 51T, 2B BIEIIME AR HI B OB TH S, Thw A,

YL, BRI ERHANC LD > THRIC T v 7 T &b,

Sen[11]1% Harsanyi OEEFEFLZ KD L 9 1Z¥H]4 5. Von Neumann—Morgenstern Hi150
HERIEF 72 (ordina ) FIGR CTH Y, Ehvd x, HIFFR)H B DAL E OB ZS#L03E AHY
BAFEAR O+ REL L 72 5. LvLein s, (INEE) THF|FEFITHEEAI 72 (cardinal) I H
B (oFEV, hHZE(tility difference) D¥GR) 2R T A DT, Harsanyi 1340 EH
R ERMEIRE 525 2 E N TE 2RV Sen OIFEXM 223 imIE Weymark [12]12 X - T
FERlbEInNs. RFFZOBELITIHBT, Frisch[ 2138 TR ZEEZ AR LT 5.
Lange[7] & ALt[1] & ZZ NN L D 2R ARG R 52 5. Mongin[8JIZRD X 572 2
A O R AR IR PR Z AT 5. (1) EEANERLEREMR (O F v, RAFIREEBILR (preference
intensity relation)), (ii) fEARYIS X OMEEAYIRAFRELR. AEUERY 20 P Eny S 4T BAGRIT A
T EAFEIRIC L > TIEFR IS, Mongin 1L, FEEWBBEBNIHZEICEL > TRIAIN
DM a2, AR X USRI BIR 2 SR BRI OO T D& ThH 5
(Conn. DB XV (Conn. 2) ZHRT 5. IO DD T THRITEEAZ I ED LR
TEHAFFHT 5. Mongin(8, p. 1411% (Conn. 2)IZOWTKD L HITiBRRS,

(Conn. 2)IFKD K 9 0B R AT 5. HEHEHFOBSNPOR Ty N x Lz EOFMIZHD
X, FEEERFOBANL R Ty N x Lz EORITOYADELEFETHD &EEnoOZ
DEEXDHRTHD.



L7223 5, Mongin[8, p. 15]1% (Conn. 2) DS A2RD X 51255 .

(Conn. 2) Z%E5H X V#AFH O H 5 BMITHEN REBICH KT 2. HAR, SEITKT 5
BT DBAFIREZFFOIC S 0D BT, RBRFGTHRMEL YD bEEZ T L VI BEFOE
WETY X7 BRI TH D, HHWTHICY 27BN TH L Z LN HFARETHD X
ITEDbND.

Harvey [5]1%, ZhHZEIC L > TRILEN D 543, (Conn. 2) ITRIT L7\ RAF SR L BILR & )R
hEHIBATR & 9% Harsanyi OEFEBOEIEREZ IR T 5. L LN 5, Harvey O EEIT,
U A7 O TF TOMM AR ONE) ThF| £ DO HE %2 # < Harsanyi ORL2% A EIZFHN L
TV, 2872 513, Harvey OEBRIIAMEEM: (certainty) D F TOREFIZ LD b7
WD THD. AFEROBMIL, U AT O FTOMANE L O ABRAFIR 1 BEMR 4 7 b
BIBAMR E L, (Conn. 2)ITHEAF Lo WEGHEFNMEDF| ER A ERE LI D L &2mRT 2 &
Tho. Fxid, VA7 O T TORIFRERRICREZENEMEZRT Z LIZL-TZ
D &Y.
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