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Majority voting and logical reasoning
—Social choice theory and logic—

Pro 5t
TAKEMURA Ryo

B&

1 Lo

2 NIFIR

3 CHIBrER R & Arrow OB
4 ZRIEF

5 FLorS5BOME

6 El

(BE)

AT ET, ZEILWMMMER OB O FIE % FE T Condorcet D37 K7 A & &0 —f
{tC& % discursive paradox Z AN T %o T, TNHDNNT V7 ADWNHR,IHHEL 7
Arrow O EIB X AW REM E IOV CTH B E MR O A THMH T 5, ARTIES S
2, 735 K27 2O ST 24T 9 72012, HIRHE IS IED ST & odfEf s A 7
LEBAT L, TOYATLAEHWT, BIIRTHEGEINTE28T F7 20N ETH
5 ISR B X O % Bk i o REHGR I 5T 2479 o
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1 FUBIC

e, o VEMTOREREIIBNT
X, LX) EAENTEE S 2HH
HH&&Z) 7ol ziX, EITHEmEkEEIRD D

ENSEBICEL TT, 2HPAETLZE
(ﬂﬁvﬁaﬁf?@)) WLED, —ADY—¥—
A (FREMIZ) b b, L L& T GEIT

T) b, Hre3FIF B RERNE
PHOOLNL, BZHTHHoE RS
NBHHHFEILEG - BETHH 9. LEU
HEMIZL Y Y 7VT, HEREOHMGIIH
HoHrEHTEDbND, L2rLehrs, 18
27 5 ¥ AD Condorcet 12 & - T, ¥
PSRBT E FET 2B H 5 2 L AR
Sz, D HRRD BRI S IE L i
i ko TR O N M, FEAMITIEEED
NHEOLIIBIDTHA ). iwdiimds
EARGEIZDHTIE VDD Lh&b\
B, A L LR E FE LW IhE
E LWLZ;')O

ZThTiE, WHERETELEZVE S &
%?%%%0)73(2%& LT, &0k Rk
BHDIBDIEHH 0?1972 FI12 ) —X
WREBEFEEZE LT A ) HOREFEE
Kenneth Arrow &, Condorcet ® #% % 3%
12 Arrow OEH &ML L 720 Arrow @ H
i, WHERETEL AW EEEL WL
OO [$o8) %] (RENER?) &
TTIE, MENTRZWEREN AT
HbHEVCH)FANBEIRHGHICB T L EHT
5o Arrow O EIITITAE, WmBEFOHM
25 &0 — B 2 FIWHEA BEE (Judgement
aggregation theory) OHHHATEERINT
Wb,

AFi Tk F 9 2 #i T Condorcet ®/%5 ¥
7 AT B SEITIX, HIBrERMER L
Z OB AT BT B AT FE kg B Ousfﬁ}f
WY B. Arrow O EF I H WK BEER IS
5 AT e E B ORI & L’Ch%ﬂéo

[Pegeis] 4590 8% 1 (°20.7)

AFTIE, BRI BT BRSNS
LR EHEGRHIO—D2 & LTEHETHER Y A
T A %E AL, Condorcet ®/3F K7 22D
TREBHFRIC TS 50 S HITHATHIZET
AR SN TV LIRS BB L O
K2 BRI X 5789 K7 Ao R
DWTHEHGRIIZ T T %50 TNF TOERAT
IR EIRERI R O ETH D, HEEU?J“E’J
R FHEOBAIE D %\ ((Porello, 2017) |
ﬁ&&wﬁ%%%&ﬁ%®5%®loﬁﬁ
%o) FEMIERIN 2 ke v A FS0E, GER
B & o THEGROBEHBAER FEOE U % #
BEATF Y TNA ATy TTHNTEDLET
Hbo, EIZSHTAEEOFT LOHE, 5HD
EIZOWTHERD, F72, 6 HiTIIARTD

& LT, ANREMEE B O REI OB % i
LTH<o,

AR TIIMIBOME L, HHIEEOFHEY:
OHFRETIRE LTW5h, mHS O HI % i
RELZVHBENAROA Y buy s g
vE LTI, 72& 21 (List, 2012; Grossi
and Pigozzi, 2014) 23FFoN 5, 72, H
WO —~xX 1 & LTid (List and
Puppe 2009) BEITFo5Nb, LT xr—<

VIZ Arrow O 5 Bl & FIH K BEER T o ANTT
ufimﬂk@iﬂi%ﬁ*aﬁbfw e LT
&, (Dietrich and List, 2007; List and Pettit,
2004) EDRBRTFONL, Tz, BFFIIBY
HIEENERIRBEE TO Arrow DEHIZOW
Tix (Arrow, Sen, and Suzumura, 2002) 3
TOZF ISR E N TS (Campbell and
Kelly, 2002), WCHAFETHmO LD L

& (84, 2012; 35, 2013), & 7z—fk
T LT (1A, 1980) EH%IF5h s,

2 NSRKIRA
2.1 Condorcet M/NT KT A

PIFix (List and Pettit, 2004) THA &
TWHNIRF NI A THb,
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5l 2.1 (Condorcet M/¥Z K X)
adA, b&A, c SAD 3 ADERIK x,
IRLT, TORI) L#EFE LTV,
ZZT, x>y EBRE xSy XD DIFFE LW
TEEELTVD, T, FAIERINED
R7xEPIZOWT, LT x>y D x<y h D
EHLEo0 T T N THELDET S,

x>y y>z x>z
asA T T T
b XA F T F
cEA T F F
% ¥k T T F

aZAE, REBICHAT, x>y y>zBX
Sx>z3T, $ bbb T 727,
bEAFx>yBIVx>z2F, §4bbZ
noz)yzs7 bL (BWifziux, 2o
X<yl x<z%T7 727 bhL), y>zET Ik
THELTWb, c EALDOWTHFAMTH 5,
oL, SEEREMICHTE, x>yID
WCldaZ&ALcEART 7T IT, b &
ADKZRN) V27 Nz, ZHPUIL - T
ERELTREx>YyE T 77T a5, [
KRIZ, y>zd S Hpecaetké LT 27 b
SN, x>zidgHkcaetkl LTy Y22 b
ENB. LPLEDDL, x>y B y>z A
B D AL TUE, A > oSS, WD
WCE x>z ) VT nE e 6w, L
72ho TTOLBIORERIE, S5 L il
HFmOMICFEFNEL) B LEEKLTWY
5o

72, adADx>z I
72
BT 5o

2 BIFAE 755
, a S A H G ORIEATHILIC S

bbAA, SHDE MBI ICFIET
LT TIE RV, 72 21X, aZXADy>zI1C
X3 5EEE TS FICALTOED X
) IR TE 5 72856, y>z 3B X - T
ERELTIEY Vs PER, &RE LTI
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x>y, y<z(y>zDM), x<z BT 7T b &
NTz>x>y EWIHHFICR Y, SERL
PERR O BN P IE 3 E U

x>y y>z x>z
adh T F T
b3A F T F
c A T F F
EZ 45 T F F

2.2 Discursive paradox

32 Condorcet /85 K7 A i34t &
BIRHGICBI AT K2 ATHY, £2T

DOFR AL, X DR IILEY RO
BETHE, L2LE2H, 2O Condorcet
DIXT K7 AGEBEROMERIED L) %
FrE ORI S 12, — ko aiE L B
HERIZBII B85 K7 ANE—fbE N 5,
(Dietrich and List, 2007) %, Condorcet ®
NG K7 A% —BALL72DTD X)) 2z
BLTWwWh,

5 2.2 (Discursive paradox) L F® 3 >®
W @, P, ¢ =~ VITHT BHBITOVWTE
b

¢ : CO, DHEHEIZBMHEZ B2 TV b,

¥ WERIRBRALDSE Z %,

@ =1 CO, DPFHEDMEZ B Z T2 %
513, HIKEB LA 5,

® » = ()
adA T T T
b A F T F
c XA T F F
EZ TN T T F

SEoOBIERELL, TRT 77N, FAY
V7 b ERET, Lo T, adAlE o,
=P, PEV) 3DODMETRTET 7k
ZhL, bEAF 9 =DDAHR c AT

[Wertil] 590 %% 175 (°20.7)



SR L R

DAREZFTNEFNT 7T P LTS, 72k 2
X, bE A o 2°F, 2% CO, DHEH=E
BHREZ B2 TV RWEEZTEY, /¢
AR BT, 2F 0 CO, DHEH = IXEH
FHBATVWLEEZEZTWDLY, £H12LLT
HHERIBELASEZ B L IZZ AT vy (¥
& 9 —=UVHF)o

CDEE, ZEITIZ oL o 2PN T 2
7 EN, V)TV bENDL (Thb
Hoaot YT 7T REND), L LA
L, o & @ =P EBITHD DL JITIT,
EAICI VDY ST IUE R ST, L
72035 TC, ZRIRTHLNDL 3DODME o,
¢ =V, not PIIEEKELTFIFE LTS,
C 2 TH L LR & ORI P IE 2
LTwb,

FEOERDOEHEND T/F DI8F — 3506
21 HULTHY, B > OAD—HKED
IR SN TWD, Thbl, TO/18T
K2 A& Condorcet ®/%5 K7 A & [6 Uk
EELTBY, BIFBRICHES Z2n—FKofy
BNOIRE 2> T b,

3 YIETEMIESRE Arrow OFIE

Condorcet ® 785 K 7 A 9 6 Jg B L
7z Arrow O EHIE, BFXOLEZNER
HEICBIT L EHMTDH %A, LE TR
MEEQBIE D XD —#e Y 72 H) i 44 3
i (Judgement aggregation theory) @ ¢
FATEERINTWS, (Arrow D EHIC
2 T, (Arrow, 2012; Arrow, Sen, and
Suzumura, 2002) i) LLUF 31 #iTixH
WHER B T T & 7 B IR O G BRI
DWTHEH T %, 328 & 33 H THBI&ER
FIERICOWTHEBE L, 34 i CHIBr 44 B GH
BT A AMRENEEH R T 50

[Pegeis] 4590 8% 1 (°20.7)

3.1 WmEAR

A& fifi 13 (Dietrich and List, 2007; List,
2012) 126t T, HMHR E 25608 (30)
DRt sEHTHsmAENTHEL, PEBX
OIS O S % 8 AT 5,

(GRER) Z2TilE WHEHPATBLRLAOM
R ORZEE 2, WA eT (i)
DEE (not) -, #F (and) A, #EF (or)
V, &% (imply) =5 EIN2H@EO
AT EZTEL, —KOBERT 0, ¥,
o,.. THET,

Tof 22 IZBHRATWDS ¢ % ¢ — %D
Pl KRBT TH D, Mizhze 2iE
¢ — -1 (@ implies not P) 9o A (P
—0) (not ¢, and ¥ implies 0) A FHEE;
Thbo

(FE) W0 LEFIIOVT, T0ZF
NZENOGHADFRIZETH ) ) B & &,
ZOmHRNDOESIZEFE (consistent) T
HoHrEwvwv, FAFICEICRZ)ERVE X,
ZoimPADEASITIFE (inconsistent) L
TwbEwn9,

72EZIE, o LUDHEDLE, 9 AY (¢
and ) ZELEHIL, WHRAOESE o, ¥,
o AL RGNS, 1o, ¥, (@ AY)]
FFELTW5,

GRIBRYIRAE) AmBR0J it o AR 70 2 13
XFIEERDIOND DY, HEDHRY AT
LR L WETO (BN Z) 3%
72ERBFUTOE) D TH L, wmHAD
Bt oy . ol W BMATES oy ..
o, @l BFETHEE, ¢ldo, ., 0, D
BWERETH Y, 0,0, F@ EEKT,
Thido, .., 0, &HiIIRE LT, ¢ AT
EHTLaERLTVS,

72ERE 0, VEQADTH D BERD,
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{o, ¥, (@ AV BFIETH05THb,
%12, 41 WY AT AICHD
Rl o (BEGmi %) EHRLEAT o

3.2 YIERIER
(Judgement aggregation theory)
DLED X9 il Th % UADBEITHE
DWC, CHIBT R BRI B B IR ST DL
TOLHIEHZREND,

BADESE] n A\OMAL 2 3, ..n(Zhb
DFEEVHMADAFZEKT) hORIERE
NTHT, 2FON=1{1,2 3 ...00 THb,
72720, n23k9%, 2FD I TIE3AL
DTN —TTOHMENZIOWTEZ S,

(7o &) HEPZ TSN bmBogEs
714 (agenda) LIFUY, A4 THET,
TV vY AR WNVTAZmHAOELST
Y, WHNX o VALLEEN TS L X
T e b Al Ainfw5%®k¢éo
mEziE Bl22207 Y2 rFix A= o,
e, Y, 0=, (e =) THhb
Z 2T, e & o k- o e A
¥, F72, AIKIE 0o — ¢ O LD lEHER
(F=tuy—=), BLXF oA pDLHI %
HBEX(FERD)IEENE2VL0ET 5, (H
HAREBRIITH B ORMIZ AV D L%
2 50)
F 72, Kb S e & samBiE 3oL kD
250l Th, Thbb |4l >23THb, (I
WZHERIR 72 2 D OGO A S 7 B HI
&(£§L6<&w)7vlyi’ﬂtf
EE R IR W, SRR iﬂ?ﬁ
ié%%ﬁb&wJ

AANDHIFES) NOX v NN—ThHLEN i
W, TV ACEENDHAKICONT,
TR T T 5B (%hﬁ‘;it Dtﬂ\bza)) HW}E
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ROEEGZ i OHMES LT, J TET,
peEJOLE MANiZexET 727 T 5,

ZZTIE, JREFETHLETE, OF
D, HWEAOHBIZFIEL TRV bD LT
bo EBIC, JRREETHDLET D, Thb
L, TV BICEHEENENT B
ROXRT ¢ £ lZonT, LTFEL LR
—HRLZEENLEDET D, LIz 5 T,
BWNET ¥ = v FICEENDLRT 5wl
XK0Hs, BFEeEboh—hE7 77 MY
5o

e AR BI22TiE, aZ%A%®1 b&
A%Z2 c&AZR3IELT J= 1o ¥,
o =Pt J= he, b, o =Rl = o,
=, (e =Pt Thsb,

(A7 714I) NOKEX N —DH WiEs
DF) (U, Iy, ., ) BTAT 7 A ILEIES,
ADOHWIE, RHICE->TEDLLIED
HNVIBETH, e ZIIM22TIE, a &
AMII= 1o, b, ¢ =Pl EroTWVDEN,
FORMT TEFE CiBIcd LT, a XA
DHWA L = 1o, m b, o =l L)
ELHNHBHET D, HMIICIE, aZAD
HWICHR - ThH, FHamdXioxr3 2 Hl2s T
MAED2 YT, 2X2x2=8 1) M
BEDBDHY D D 3ANEIKTIE, 8 x 3=24
Whok (Fazr4N) B H5Z kI
nho) 721EL, TOHRIIEGEMICTIET
LHM b EEIND, 728 213, a SADHIM
f£E5% lo, -, oot ET2E, ok
0 = VVELRDL, WHMICIZ YD EZELS,
COHIWEGIFFEL TS (ZhoARRS
DEEIZHWESTIE R W) FELHW
(mo, =Y, 2 (p—=P); e, , 2 (@—1); ¢
Y, (=) ; o, o =) BRIOE,
aZADHIMESL LTREIRTLEY DD,
INLEENENI, IS I S EKT,
Ta7 74N (.. J) BT FVER
BT TR T ETHET,
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(EHRA) 2 NOHBHEEL KL 70
T AN LT, FV—TatkE LTOE
FORO IR 2 22 6O B HLHI & SRR & P58, $
EWIE, ERBENPETT T 7 4V T
SHWHES FU) ~OBETH 5.

3.3 &EHNMADERY
FRIBANCIE 72 & 2108, LRI Ek ) 55
SEIELRLOVDHY D B, HADOEREF
HRIRIC, RO ORHERBIE > TnE LD
BEMHADEZ L LIITEDLNY, Tk
IRBANZ [0 9] LIEFA BV, EA
LEMHITOLRWDIFTIE RV, £2TF
3, BT ONDG [FoL89 %] £EHH
HIZSi 723X & (L 3h5) &0 bo
WL ONERBNT S,

(Collective rationality) 7" ) — 74:fk L L C
DEMMHWNIE, PETHZ 3%, /-2
SELTHRITNE R S v, Bz, 1%
DTRT7ANTIZONT (DF ) EALRY
B2, SRR F 3o BRI F(T)
PEFETREETHLEN)I T ETH D,

FATH 72 X 9B B, BRI

WETIET AYEND L7720, Collective
rationality D4t % i 72 S 7\,

(Unanimity) X Y X=28 ¢ #7277 b
THEEITE EHNICL kT2 T
SNRITNITE SR,

T A=V TO LI ICEINS, T
RTDIENIZOWT p €J DL X113,
o € F(J) THIFEE S,
(Independence) ¢ O 7 27t - I
FoHWATR T A VT LT T 74
WIS T—HLTWE, TOIENRTRTO
AUN=IZDOWTE LD E &L, FEHMIC
b oo T BHINE F) L FU*) T
LTI 5w,

DFN, DI PLIRUPED > T

[Pegeis] 4590 8% 1 (°20.7)

OB T 2 HBD S IZED->TD ¢
W HHBHIED SR, IR TRTO
AUN=IZOWVWTERDLEXITIE, HEHIC
b oo ST MWL FU) & FUT*)TEb -
TEARbLRW, LWHZLrERT L, LD
I AL, EX =12t oT, ol2
X379 % FIE 25l o F R 3 2 HI A S Al
M7 & EITIE, ERHMWICD o 12T AT
OGN LML TRITNE RS vt
W) ZETHbH,

COEME T+ —<VIZIEUTO X I

KEND, TRTHDENIIONT, ¢ €,
if and only if ¢ € J*29K Y io& &IZIZ,
@ € F(J) if and only if ¢ € F(J*) 9K
ODALT2 TR B 7,
(Systematicity) J (2B} 5 ¢ 12xF9 5 H #r
L, LB VMWL T (D
T ol PplXHTHET 7T T s
FOINT =P L TWDE) T ePneER Y
N—=IZDOWTERDE &I, EHWITD
FJ) TD ¢ OHWE FU*) To DM
E—F L R UE%R 5%,

Z DM, it o Independence & —fik
IbL72dDTH Y, Systematicity D DA ¢
L —o#FH#HA o & &) Independence D5
R %%,

DT =< NI TOLIICRKSN
5o TRTOHIENIZOWT, ¢ €J if and
only if YEJ*AWN LD E X, ¢ EF)
if and only if ¥ € F(J*) 9%V vi7z7%
X% 670w,

LR &9 ERHBRIOEMEITMA T, @
WET V2T S5 HREI NS,
IWNINTG TimBHEwRVE DS LWL ) BT
Vv FTIR, SRR TIE L %
V> ((Grossi and Pigozzi, 2014) @ Theorem
32 &), Condorcet ®/35 K7 AL
FRDIERMESFEO—~EDOFmAMEL b - 72
TV FIZOVTELLZDTH S, (List
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and Polak, 2010) TiZ, Arrow ® E# DL
oWz LT, EIFEMRB L2 0HER
PRSI 3 % I W7 4R 4 PR C Ok S A8
ERINTVEL, LAPLEDVL, Thboo
HERMRIERICT 7= ANV LTE
KfeEh<TkBy (61 HislR), ATl
NODOFEMHZMIT L2012, UTTHERS
Monotonicity 3 & O Intersection closedness
DFEMZEHBENGGR T, o kT, TV
YF ANIEER SR E IS, B
1232 fiTHhREHOAET S, 32T
37V = I SR ER L T wn
A%, LUF @ Intersection closedness M 4eff12
YoT, 7V PR —EDmMELEE LD
CENFREND)

3.4 ArJEEMEIEE Arrow OEE

A fi T 1, Monotonicity & Intersection
closedness D&M EA L, WL
B AR EHE L[N T 5,

£33l 7T 7 ANTDOBET 9 &TY
+ 7 K935 JL—T (coalition supporting ¢)
& J(9) LFF,

J(p) = ieN]| ¢ €J}

Thbb, HEOHBEA/IZ o 25T (¢
27T ITEH) NODAUN—LEBLLL
LELETH D,

332 EWBUF OB LT o €FUJ) 2
B, Thbb o BEHNMIIT 7T
FENBEE, 2D o277 T NTET
N—TT(p) %, ¢ IZDVWTRENE T IL—
7" (winning coalition supporting ¢) & -5,
Thbb, @lZonT, E£HERIIBV
THEAPBES>TWL 7NV —TWPEN R 7
V—TThb, EMNHUFDL & TIEN
BITN—TTRTOELEE WTET,
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W= {J(p) CN| o €FJ)

E %% 3.3 (Monotonicity) 727 7 4V J ®
b ET o BEHIZT 7T FENTnT,
FDLE QETIETITH AU N—ITE
H, Mo7a774 VI *THRiE 0o %27
ST ITHET D, COLE, @lEJ*T
LRI DERNZT 7T b a3 IThE %
57\,

TH—< WU TOLHIIZEEN S, 1T
HEoTu T v AN, THE, TEORER
pERAIIONT

9 EFW) 2 J(9) CJT*(9)
nolE, o €eFU*)

EZ 3.4 (Intersection closedness)
TUTrANTDLEET QIZOWTHRE
M7 v—7J(p) &, Mlo7Ta7 74
NT*DH L TPICOVTRENE TV —T
TH(P) ICHBD R Y N—ZDNWTEZ D &,
ZON=HIEH B o 12OV TREW 7
TN—T Lo TWRITNITE LRV,

I 74— NICRUTOLHIICRKSH
o BEOTUT 7 ANT, THE, EED
SR 0, pEAIWDOVT, ¢ € FUJ) o
VEFUT*) prkECE, J(o)N T* () =
(o) 20 E€F(I) £hbEH %7077
ANTEHMNK 0 € AHAAEL BT %
57\,

CDEMIE, ¢, VE A TENEFNEYN
727273 NBHLEEITE, TYVzvF A
MWoAPLLIEZEFNITHYT 555
BATVDZERERT B, ThbHLID5R
2%, AHHLR HLNTNT OGRS S
DOTIE %L, bIrREOHIMEY IO L
EEHLTWA,

— /121X, 245 D Monotonicity B & O
Intersection closedness (&, ] F D4
e LTHENDL I LA, ok bk
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W% 5D 5EPND FOWETH %,
CNODEMENS, LT OA ] Rl E B2
Bohsd,

EIE 35 (REEEMTEIE) F % Collective
rationality, Systematicity, Monotonicity,
Intersection closedness % iiii 72 37 4K HLHI &
TLHEE, FIIMENTD 5,

22T, EHHNF »PRBHOTH D DI,
HHAUN—IENDPHFIELT, LALRT O
TrANIIZONTY, FU) =J %5tk
EThb, Thbb, EALRLGEIZHLHEN
REPTRTHEOHBE —~H L Tnwb X)) %
BN BHIREBETH 5,

oL, RENLE T IV—TFTXTOHE
G WA, REFN % utrafilter 2 K3 2 &
POREND, GEW O 62 MiEH,)
RBEFEOEHIZ L 5T, N _Eo ultrafilter W
& principal, T 2bBUTEm-TMAIE
NPT LI EDHSNT WS,

J (@) €W ifand only if i € J ()

COIDPMBETH D, LD, B2H
WE66HD) o eFU) (9 EewWt
FMECTH Y, Lo ultrafilter DYEE 25 T ()
EWELIiET(p) HAETH S, SHITE
#hSi€T (@) ko€ JEAETHL. Lo
T, 0 EFWJ) & o € JHHAM, Thbb
F) =1 1205Tdh b,

AR R, AEEREICR S 9 1 RS
AT OR L X DK D LD, 1 B b FERR
2l T 572008 TH Y, WA
HERHEG =, KPR < ZREDRFDE
MEZLR T 2DILELRLTB L EN 5
W2 T REMEPAHE LTHEHAEASR
5o Arrow DEIIZ, BIFEIFR < 12OV T
WO VOB TH Y, EAFBR < IR/

[Pegeis] 4590 8% 1 (°20.7)

fRE LTHRIC T BERREERILICEAT LI L
WTE D, RIFEROREIL, KR < (&
F5 =) OO 1 BERFERI AR
Thb, £oT, HAMEHHERIBITEA
etk e B oR (FEE) & LT Arrow ®
EHPEONL, (61 B, XL
(Dietrich and List, 2007) % Z#,)

4 ZHREETIE

Arrow D E B O E B DR L 7 o 72
Condorcet ®/%5 K27 A Tl&, £He & B
HERVTIEL I B EARENT W, Lo
Lo ZOFEOREZIE, HRGEHEE T
N5, BFETHEHWONLWHICBIT L
EOWETH L. andie T, MG
LR F ST RWMEARSEINTE
D, 29 L IR ASE— O I 7 i B
HREVIDIFTIE %, mPERIEA S
HIMRIZE - TUE, BFEICBWTS 2 bl
FEEAL T L DI Tl o 22, AR
OGN MR TEIATE T L HE L D
5o FHOMEDL ENOLOEKRRIIILLETE F
SELdONHY ) b, 72& 21E (Porello,
2017) Ti, MIEFE LTINS L A
T B720DT AT A EHNT, LFLD
LR EFEAERR ST R L 2 W LAVREN
TW5,

DR 41 83T, sm/himdl & M s &
AR L Cindex (F6E) %) 72 ¥Em >
AT L EEAT Do /i BE T o5
SHRTH Y, FHEEHCOPOT AW
Hem DM & b HIRT A L TRHON
LB AR TH D, ZIZTIE, BEALEE
= BE-DOAREEZ D (ES VIR,
ELIZZOHER Y AT 2 LT, SRk
MBI E LTEAT S, 42Tk, ©9
L & Condorcet @35 K7 2D X H 124
el IITE T A b TR EnwI e %
ZNE IS
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4.1 ZBEROR(IHR AT L

18T, FEE oy AT AL

%% \WIE T O B s OBE & & 8 A L 7225,
KE TR BN R MR Y AT LA ZEBAL, £
D ﬁ%%ﬁ®ﬂﬁ%§l?éoi
CTIE, A BT 2R R Y A T
A TdH 5 Gentzen DXGEHH (Gentzen, 1934)
w5, RFtECIEmAATIEL <, K
(sequent) & WX 2 FHBIYIRHRE 2 £ am
RKOFIBHEARER LY, GEHOWS SN L %
LAY, R E D B 72 O A S
W5, KOBEREREMIE L 2
(X, (Buss, 1998; /NEF, 1994) % FLCHL Vo

TIVLYFAELTOTrANT % 1O
EL, ZNH LTV AT LA ZERT 5o

(X)) UToROHRADF %K (sequent)
LIS,
Plyey Py by 0
2T, aC NTH5b,
ZoRix, F, oEMICH K ASHiE,

N D % G B A %%Lfkb i
o DSHIHE @, .., 0 DFEIFRETH S Z &
o, V=T aDX =077+ 7T MLT
WhHIERERT A, B, WiHIRICHEND G
HADIEFEEEIN T RWVWLDET 5,
F, OABIZEHHEA2Z T2 2w oy ..,
Qb 0 IR @y 0 O FIEDET B
LR AaDAYN=DRT 7T N LTWnEZ
ERERT 5, &I, maBICEREH—D
LW, E TNV —T a DA IN=H4
BFETAHIE, Fyid NEEahifts Lic
FEET 727 552 L, ThbbNA
KB FETHIE, H RO FIFEEZT 7k
ThLEnwZ EaET, FV—TF NEER
FIET HRIMIEDH o Tid e & R WIRIE 722,
EERNEZRLEBLTN—T adD AV IN=38
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FHETAHILIEHY S B,

SRIEAE) WMHEAHIZLTORTH %,
Oy

bbb, #am ¢ PHITE ¢ OFEIERT

brtE, INV—TFEKNDBTZET b

T5E0) HHLRFETH 5,

(FERIEAIE) FERHAHMIIUTORTD 5.

ca=lieN|lpeJ (DFY)EELD
FdEE @) WTRL T,

¢ =,

i EN| ¢ €JT o IHERTHRV
WX LT,

e =

%)

Thbb, FIV—FTaDANAD @ 2T

YT hNTBHIER 0 EERL, "0 ET Y
7 ryrlE o, EFEL, IhH5ELR
MLF 5,

KNEHIC B A2 HEmBENEI D T OE TR S
hZ)O

EQAES

FoBUL, oy, .., o, 0 BLD ), ..,
a0, 05, TR, .., 6,0 AR
rule \2 X > CTBITAZ L2 EIKT 5,

AEHRIC BT 2 HmBHNE, 2207 v —
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ThOM b, 1 2EmEsEFICHEMD S
WHBHITH Y, ZZTIEINnS 2 HEARA
BLIPER, 239 121%, mEEAETICH
BERIZIZEHb S 2 WHAITH Y, T2 TIIE
EARRIEE &5,
FPLAEE I LT o ABR, —H#, - #
HIZAH R 5 o
(A B (ALL, ANL2 EAR))

FoHAITIE, 6., 03T F 7 A DL
i, ERXETFTRTEDLST, EHEMIZIES
OHEFHBIIIZE D 5 v, i O7z012a
YT ANDoy, ., o R LTEZD L,
A L1 BHNEHETR 0 25 o dfmT& b2 L
BoDAXAUYN=VT 77 My 5hHEXITIE,
IV o A (9 A2 ¢ 1ZELT
%) BobolHmCTELILEaDAY
N=DBT 7T NTHIEEZERLTWS,
AN L2 BB FRRTH %,

ARBHNL, a DAY= o 52T 7 LT
FL, BORAIN=VET 72T MT5HL
2L, ak i@ X UN—1d o ADE
TR T I THIEEERLTVDS,
(=#W (=L E—R)

SLBEANE, aDA Y N—B o 2Tt T
FL, BORAXIIN=DVDE o HVaiET 5 2
EET IR TINTAHEEICE, alk pllItE
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DAYN=F ¢ 2>V EoVEHETHI L
ET2XRTITAHIEEBRLTWSE72,
-S> RBHENL, a DX IN=5% 0 25 DAY
WTAIERTIZETITHEXICE, aD
AVN=F o= T 7T NTHIERE
EHRL TV,

(= #RI (=L & -R))

SLBHANE, ¢ PHmTELZ LR aD A Y
WN=RT 77 MT5HEEIZIE HIHRIC
EMABEFETHIER aD A VIN—HRT
s T NTAHIEREH®RT S, T2, RHE
AL, ¢ LW RIRDP O FIEVPH@MTE S
CEERODAIN=DBT 7T NTHEXI
X, o THRWIE, T4bb oo MfimT
ELTLBaDAYN=DBT 7T+ THZ
LEBEIRT %,

BRI L, LT D cur BRI, weak HHI,
contr BN, mer B, mo BRI S5
Ccut AN

cut BANZ, a DX U N—3% ¢ DHERTE D
ZLETIETIL, EHICEDAYIN=
V2L o VKM CTELI 2T/ T TS
LRI, ak BIZIEDO A N IX o B
WEITHEIELET /T MTHIEEERT b,
(weak (weakening)

FLH

& contr (contraction)

— 146 —



SR L R

weak FHNE, WIS ZTHLT7 77 M T
LAEMEEDLL W L 2 BEKRT 5, T2,
contr BANZ, FUHifEZ FLHTIDLHE
ATINnZEEZRLTV D,

(mer #38I (Merge))

mer HHANZ, a DX Y )N=DS0y, ., 0. D25 @
NhRkTHrZ 27T ML, BOA Y
IN—IZHDFIIR O, .., 6, PSR UL @ AV
THEIELET LT INTAHELEICE ab L
RRBDOELLNIIFTRT 5 X ¥ 3—13, 0,
WO, 0, D QDT HI LR T 7k
TErTHIEEFERLTV S,
(mov #B81] (Majority voting ZHR) )

, DFED T N—T a D AN
DL E,

WEMEMEZ DTN —T a DAV IN—=DT
7 N L mERIEEL, e @ L T,
EIRNPT 7T NTAHIEEZERL TS,

AEHEIC BT AEHKIE, s offim
HIZRAERTTXLTFTOMALI DL ) A
Wi Th b, 72721, iFHKO—F L (GE
o W5 12iE, A% GEEAH F 72139k
FEAEOVT D) BRALTIUI R SR,
F72, 2 z2iEa=1{1,231 L& ok,
Z (e ZEBLT) bR,

5l 41 (FEEAR) N= {1, 2 31 T eI,
TpES,DE X,
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Lo E, —FTICRLIA (0 AD)
DOFEH X & 5,

UTFTE, ARd3onzoll, ALLR
SR DX ZAEH K oRFEHA o4
W& %o 72720, REEHHNCIIATHBE O b
DL 20, FEEBNOATIIART 52
L5 %,

E#E 4.2 (GEEARTREM (GRIERVIRAS))

Koy o, ¢ OFEHRPHFLET S & &,
Aoy, .., 00—, ¢ \ZEEBAAIAE (provable) T
HbHEVI,

ENL, oy, o0y @ DEETRER & X,
CHIENDAYN—FERABT 72T T 5
IR T B o

4.2 NTZ RIADBH

LIFTCiE, #2228 W TEHp & s
HRHFET BBV T, 22T
iE, Emr AR I 5201, >TlE%
L, T BANICHETE18T N7 A%%
Zho Bl22LHXRT, o —=PpEPIT, v%&
PANPICEHLZZTFTTHY, £OT/FD
Bl 2D 5T, B122 EAREIZE 572K
[{l—D/$5 K2 A THDHN=11,2 31 L § 5,
F728={p, 9, b, Y, o AP, (@ AY)}
ELT, J= o, ¥, o AL, J= {mo, b,
(o AP J=1e, 7, (o AP &EF 5,

0 (0 NN )

1 T T T

2 F T F

3 T F F

EZ S T T F
4.2. 1 ZEREREHROEAEHE

LRED/8T K7 A THIEDAE L B EMEIE, G
HARIC X > TUTFTDOENIZEKT I EDTE S,
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13727287 L (Kl 0), 1
L2V ET T T B (Fyd)e L7
NoT, ZHIEmpBANCEID o BXUY
MENENEERNTT 7T PEN, Lo
T o ANVDBREERTT 7T NEN5E, T2,
HEOFEHX T, 22890 %2727 L
(o), LEdoT2id- (¢ AY) &7
7T 550 ANby)e [ARRIZ, 33 — (¢
ANY) 2T 72T T 5720, mer HAIB X
Cmy#HA» S, 2 (o Ap) BERTT 2
TN END, BB, FEAOIEYIEE A
OFEHR % cut HAICTHEEGT 5 &, by 2%5E
B RE & %0 BICHIBRZZEHIT, Hy i
NE&EEKBZFEET 72T NS5, $hbbN
ERBFIFEB L TWEZ 2R LTS,

A 43 (BEREL) SRR HC TR,
FHEIZEL RV, ZBIEmy B L LTLE
FIREDFERR 2R T 5 &, =, 2SREHI ] RE
BRI EDRELD, L FEET 2k
FThLBWEWD) ZEEERL, FIFETIE%
Vo

ZRPL L AR O MO TG M 5K
B LT FESERHENEREINLTVS
B, TOREWNL DO [HIHES Bk )i\
(premise-based approach) | & [HEamss Bk
773% (conclusion-based approach) ] T® %,
R Z B XN DFE 2 51%, wANZHTFIR
LCEEIER- T, ZOmPIERmOEREE
ZIFAND L) SDOTHY, Hiwsfhoh

[Pegeis] 4590 8% 1 (°20.7)

KD%E 2 Hi%, mOImEHEREZIT, e
WREZITAND N E ) DL EITHRT 5
EVIBDTH L, L7cds> Thivbholf
iw Y AT AT, WS B UL o i
WD AT v TIZDHRE D mo B DEH 53
AEN, HwmS X TILEEH O RE D A
T TIZD B mo B O#H A S 5 FEH
ELTEITE S,

7272, HiREER AL LW S
Je i E, A BT @ S 7 Independence
12 (L 72%%5 T Systematicity 12 &) K
5. (Dietrich and Mongin, 2010; Grossi and
Pigozzi, 2014) % &,

4.2.2 HHRZHFEA

BIRZ B iR Tk, SEHORMID AT v
T TORLEIRBEN my OBEHABHFE N5,
L7255 T, Hiffi 421 OFEHKTIZAE O
my B OBHIZFFENT, T X %5
HE SN D,

Fyuld, 2BXT3DA Y N—DHRLBFIET
HZlrELTWEL, 2Tl 2, 30R
YN—OfEG (@ ANP) B, N 2RO
YANPEFETHILEZRLTWAEY, N&
ROFIETIE R\,

(Nehring, 2005) &, #ife% RO K
it LT, UToL) BflzZ5Twnh,

5l 4.4 (TR ZERFXDEEE)

N= 11,23l T, J = {o, ¥, 7g = ((p A
V) Ao, L= 109, 0,02 ((9 AY) Ao,
J= 1o, ¥, n0, 2 ((p Ap) Aol £ 5,
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ZZT, N= (1,23 THAH72H, THOIE
HHCTREICHELNE (9 AD) Aoyl
(@ AP NobybA—ThHb, €195 5L,
BB cut BN ZBH S5 2 & T, 25k
MR, $hbbNEEREFELTVSE S
EDREN D,

T oAV, 72l ZTEECHIET S
LOEEATHIETIOWEITMT S Z &
NTEL, BENEZN= 11,23 1 LiLE
LT, TREREZERT I LIIT D, iR,
MRS 2S5, FEmBE AR Db S
ZOH, ZHILIIBWTOARERIEICE D
D, ZHIORRILT MDD, 2955 L,
N# L, 23 &4, FTHOIHKTRE
CHE LN LMWL, BEEEOEX VI N—
N ZkoTT7T 727 M ENbiEmE 3 ®a
2b0L%l), BEOHLETH, (9 AY)
NoPERELTT 7T NENDLT LI
5o 12721, TOX) BRMBISKPZUHED
PIIZFER ORI D 5

4.2. 3 EREBEESR

W Bk iR TIE, FEHORBDAT v
T TORLHIHAOBANTEINS, Lz
Mo T, 421 HIOFEWKTIZLEMD 2 oD
my BUOBERAPHFEINT, LTOXH) %2
DO SN S,
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W Bk LTid, 727201212
BYODYATFANEZONL, 101, XF
Y EWROREEZED AT v TS ERHA o
BHATT AT ATHY, 9121, %
BB O ™I b R HEE o @3 EFT
RN IFS2) YATAT
Hbo FITHBARIEY, MEHIEEOHE
BUNEERBAG & FIOERWIIEE DL S ZnEl
HITH 2, XFBYREDAT v TIZDAS
BB 234 A7 4Tl Eiokdk
e D2o0FHKHELN, &k LT
TI2ETIENLEDR o ANy Thbb,
(o ANP) ThHhH, T LZEIEAOT
RSB EITEOB AT Y AT AT, &
B cut BAIZ BT 52 &T, B, 255
NDA, T 1T OHEAEENEFET
LHIERFRLTWAZTTHY, NEthko
FHETEZ V. #EMIIHOLNSL NEFD
L )=y AFAEFELL (g
AD) Thhr, F7°, RSB HRIIH L
T, Nehring O d 47256 v,

5 FEHESRDRE

AWTIE, SRR EmBIHERDITIEST S &
W9 Condorcet /35 K7 A & ZD— Ak
Td % discursive paradox Z#834-L7zo Hitw»
T, TNHDIRT R ADMELSHEE L7
AWHEVEE BB X O Arrow DEIIZOWT,
HIBr R B OV A TR L 72, & <IT,
ABTIEEET7 Vo IR LTINS T
7 ARSI R BT B 7212, HERH
? 5 & L T Monotonicity & Intersection
closedness D52 EA L7z ARTIEES
2, BEHEROBIEN ST 7 A &5HT 5
721, /NGRS B B S B & o
VAT A'BAL GEEROFIEIE, BIR
A e R, AR RIS Y
LIENTELHIIHD, TNIZLIY, L
TEIFEPEL TS, L FIE L
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TWEDROGHBNEEE b, F2ENICX
0, HERRELEN o8 H ) RS 5E ] O f 7§14
BERTLHIET, 8T F7 ADREGEE %K
WL ENMREE 7D, ARTIE, ZEO
fHEF Y AT 22 HWT, iitE Ko iAs
X ORERE B RDD & TIINT K7 A0
E#TELZEERLT,
SBIIFET, RV AT LO5HZED, &
WO > AT D OFFOMWE % R LED
Hbo I, VAT HHAKOET GG
W 2LEXHH (LLFL1H), 2512
DY AT KRBT b B & i T b LE
s (524,

5.1 #\FEM

A2 Fi D3 HEIZ X b, discursive paradox
AT E $ )i s & O RS B s 3k
DL EEIMNOFATRIFIFIZELT, 85
F7 23R CcCE5Z %R 1L, L2L%
NS, WHFEDI/NT B ZPUSNDZ DM FE
D—YELRWIZ EEZRT DI, My
AT LAOEFEEEZTHHL 2 TNIT RS R
Vo P IEVEREIGREARR IS B A IEFICT
I A NBREMHSNEE R DD, T2 TR
L v s, SRR TH D A v
MHEERER (DL IFFEHOERILER) 12
FORENG, ZOEMIE, CYARIEHLZ
NEF URmZE D 2IERIEOEH (cut BLHI
FHOZWIEY) 1SEXlRZONLZ L2
RTBY, EREEHRZZOY AT A28
% AEBH OREGE & FEeO, GEBHERRY AT O 1
RHELAIMETH D,

2R mo BUNAFERH O 12 0 Al &
N5 Y AT MBI BRI, AREWICIE
mo A Z W 2wy A5 2 OFEWIX & R4
ThHY, BEOHRHY AT LT LAY b
WEEHZISHT A Z L TUTOROER)
FETE B

Dy MEEERE g, .., 0y ¢ HPEEPRE
THNIZE, o ..,0. -y ¢ 1 cut A Z H W

[Pegeis] 4590 8% 1 (°20.7)

FTICREHTRETH %,

COREHNS, UTOLH L TH@mY A
T LADEET EW DI CTE B0 EED a SN
22T, =, BEEDEmo & I IZEE]
ETHEET L, T5&, , 0 LOHH]
& cut 2> mer DTN L%\ R D,
AL B X O weak, contriE, Fo LAk
TRICHTHEXDS 12U EHATH R ITH
RO oTHb. mer DEEEEZT
AbE, UTORTH S,

275U, BUyp=aThbe L7zdioT, M
BIZIEE I LIBO, b L ik, OB
PICRIES NS, LoT, cut HUOHED
RHPKEMTH Y, UTFOHTHS,

72720, BNy=aTHb, TXTOIAHKIZ
NEPLIBED, AT mAANE
NTWb, La2->T, A1 28 2w
A, 2EHTTRECTH L LT 5L, THoik
B % 72 & o 72REICFR P 2SHN 2 DI cut
WA Z WL EORZENS, FOHEHKXIC
T cut HADSEH ST R IF IR 5
W, LAMLEDS, By MEEEHENS,
LU, AREHWEER S, 13 cur BN %
HWFIGEHWRE TR T NE R S kv, T
BTFETH D, L7z >T, -, FREBHTRE
T, LI, Hy Ntk F)E) bt
WU TIZ R, L72d> T, M ks
KICED L EHUAHER Y AT 2 3EFET
H5bo

HwEMZOWNRE IOV AT LT
&, mo BANIK T2 8% O cur T Fin &
HZDOF FTIIBFTE LWV, Aiies K
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H RO % T, my BRI % 551
T5HZET, EHAIWITELLDEEZD
Nbe SOYATFLADHy MHEEHB L
HEPIEMEICOWTIE, FEWD Ciliind %,

5.2 B

280 mo BATZ BIE, UTFoXHicH
BTG TR Y AT L DESHINERRTY 2
Y (-

s T mHEAPOMM*1Z P =lieN|
PEJ}, §hbbPRT /2T T 57—
TThH5bs

s HEFSABLUEE O+ X, BEO
EERWERRERALTH D, (9 AD)*
= NP THY, T (p—>P)*=9¢*>
Pr=lEeN| N oe*CY* THDH, &<
2, (m)*=e*>1*Thh, LIEFEE
FKIEHTH b,

o | OFRUL, FEEOR TR Q DM
EH—THY, L*'=Q"Thbr, 72721,
L*#NET 5,

ZDLH)RERDD LT, FHBESJ, %,
(1) 9 AN e Jif and only if ¢ € J; and
e J, (2) ¢ —pe Jifand only if ¢ €
J; implies v € J #2303, —
BOWHRIZOVT 9 = i EN| ¢ € J}
NS BASH

oL BEGRWERRTIE, Hyo &
v @M. LAEZWD, =, o &, 79
B LR 5. FE L OFRAL
LOZEESGLIIRS WD TH S,

LR my BN L CZ20 F FHE AR
W Rae 5 2 50 3WEEZ28, 728 218
(Eckert and Herzberg, 2009; Klamler and
Eckert, 2009) ® X 9 Z%AAH Lo #ERTE {4
FBIZEoTHZAIENTEDEEZDN
b,

72, ZoX)hERGEHRIY AT LD
& #F Z2 ABICE, HEmBE LTUTo
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res MAIZHER Y AT JZINA B LERH 5,
res 328l (Restriction) : f C a D & X,

ADAYN=N T 7T T 5HEEIC
X, a DT ITN—=TTHDLLDRA Y IN=1
W ETI7E T MNTAHIEEERLTWS,

A CIAROMm L LT, 618 Tk
W7 V¥ O#EMIIONT, $7262
B CANH] R E PO REW DB 12D W TRE L
TH<o

6.1 7IIUADHEFKME Arrow DFEIE

AT, 7V FI3EN RS R
S92, EHHANTH L T Monotonicity &
Intersection closed D5hx ik L7zc T b
T XD RN R LM HEIN L E
FHAMOMETH 5, 72& 21E, (Dietrich
and List, 2007) &, HBEHAGRIZB T
% AN fe kg B A & Arrow O € H % 3
el 7Yy FIx LTUT @ Path-
connected & Minimally connected ® 4%
BALTWS, INHLOEMBIE, FEEICT 2
ZHNVEREE L TWSED, Arrow DEHB
LR % —#ALd 5 ET, TZITHW
LN T W5 EFHGE X OE 0 MBI G
TH5LOPMBEN—ILENTVEDTH
%, (List and Polak, 2010) Tix, Arrow ®
EIOFEH O Z 8 LT, g %Mk
R CTOBERMNERZINT WS,
(Path-connected) FHFH X DEHFXC A L
AHX o, PERIIOVT, XU o} BX
XU BETFETHLY, oL 0%
Mz 72EEXU Lo, "L EFET S L E,
e ETPEERT, (FHE, BIEAL W
MG BFR E ORFRIETH %0)
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7 Y = v ¥ A} Path-connected T & 5 D

&, BWICERRZ (0F ) ZhEizic
HBHTHOBTHDIB LI R) T XTOH
X o, beEBIZOPVT, Hboy,..,.0,E AT,
P ):*0'1 e }:*O-k F*v &2 b DhHT
fETHLETHD, (ZIT, ¢ F'o F"
o,0E, ¢ Froy D0 Ero, DBEMEERILT
Hbo)
(Minimally connected) )& L T\ % am =
DEEXIZOVT, X 2bm#E—~>T
bW ARG EEY S X B IEF)E L
74 % X, X4 minimally inconsistent T &
HeEwnd, 2z e, ¥, 7 (o A}
X, SHEKRIEITFELTYWED, Ehnlo
TOmANAEZBENLTCTEXLEHTHESE Lo,
ViR fe, (o AP, ot SFIZETE
Tohbo L72HoT, {o, b (e AP} &
minimally inconsistent T& %,

7 ¥ = ¥ % A7 Minimally connected T &
YOO NOWRSINY I N pal-R (W
ETH b, (1) |X| >3 & 7% % minimally
inconsistent Z= G X C ADHIET b,
(2) minimally inconsistent % #3E & ¥ C
AT, Y-20U lhoed|l ezl it
FIEE %25 &9 BB OFRIEXD S % 538
GHREZCY BT 5o

(Dietrich and List, 2007) Ti&, ko k9
BTV FOLET, LT OIEOART G
EIZFEH LT 5,

EIE 6.1 (AAIREMEIE) 4 % Minimally
connected T 7% 35 %D Path connected 7% 7
Ty FET 5, L£HHAF D Collective
rationality, Unanimity, Independence % fii
729 L& FIIMENTHL, /208D
DA BYASH

1 BB ok e LToRETH
RO BIT ST ¥ = ~ ¥ % preference

[Pegeis] 4590 8% 1 (°20.7)

agenda & I35, §72b b preference agenda
L, a>bBL - (a>h) L) DO
ROANLRDLT V¥ ThHb, Arrow
DI BT % preference agenda 1, —
[ b 55w BE o i B 5K 20 5 % 4 Minimally
connected T Path connected %27 ¥ = ¥ ¥
O—HMTH 2 Z LDHEDPD SN D (Dietrich
and List, 2007)s & - T, Arrow ® 7% ¥ (&
HIBT RIS BT 2 AT 6.1 O
) L LTHbN5,

% 6.2 (Arrow ) T IE)
preference agenda & 3 5%,

71V A%
R HEAF
A% Collective rationality, Unanimity,
Independence =i 729 & X, FIlIM#EK T
BHbo FlZOHHWY LD,

6.2 AoJEeMETEIEDELRA DB

AHITIE, AHTHEA L 72 Monotonicity
B X U Intersection closedness M 4ff25ATT
REMEEHLOFEHICED X ) ICHWH N 0%
W72, WENRTZNV—TFXTOESL
W 28 ultrafilter & 725 2 & OFEH % fiff 12
BoTBL UTOREIIEE <12, (Eckert
and Herzberg, 2009; Klamler and Eckert,
2009) #ZEIZLT\W5,

NDOXYN—ORIZIE, SFSFHTIV—
THRBY ) %o TDEIBRITN—TOHETY
BEZIE &L, FNBLTOLEMEHT
L&, ZONV—70%F DT ultrafilter &
Eh 5,

T 6.3 (Ultrafilter) N D X Y )N—7 57
LWL OPDTNV—TOHEINZ X ET S,

CMEED TN —T o, FIZOWVTELT O5M:
i 724 & & 12 X 13 superset closed T 5
L,
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aEXDDaCpbLITpEX

XWZEBLTWB 7V —TFIZonwTlE, £hdk
DRKREWVWT V=T HLITRTXIZHE LTS
EWHZETH b,

e DTOLMH% W73 L &I2XEin-
tersection closed TH % &\ 9,

afEXHbIFaNpEX

XICELTWDZ b= T ak BloownTid,
FTOIBEA N =D LDEHGaNLHX
WELTWALEWVW) ZETHb,

e LTOL&Mxi7zd & 212 X & complete
THbENI,

cEXLHIEN-aEX

HHTNV—TaWXITBLTWEWVE I
X, TOTNV—=TUZBEBLVWTRTDA Y
N=ohB 7 NV—7 (HEH) N—addX
WKELTWLEWVW)ZETHAH,

e superset closed T intersection closed T
bV, BB,POOEX &7z X 13 filter &
MENn 5,

e X 7% complete 7% filter ® & %, X i ultra-
filter & M-I 5,

X264 LEDOINV—TaC NI, H2JTL
HbeEAILONT, a=J(¢) DFIZE
LTLNTED, 8RS, WhYR pEA
EHAT, aDAVN—EEN 0% T 7%
ThL, ToMoLH, TbEN-adD
AVN=EB o) zr b Thbb
e ET7RTITHEIICTU T ANT
ERETHLIENTELNLTH b,

E I 6.5 (Ultrafilter) £/ HAIFD 3 &
TREN L 7V — T T RTOHELS W,

— 153 —

ultrafilter T 5,

CoEHIE, UTOHME66, 67, 68 69
DIk TH %o

WHEE6 EEDOTO T 7 AN T LILEOH
i 0 € AITONT,

J(Q)EW ifand only if ¢ € F(J)

Proof. ) 9 EF(J) £55L, WOER
no, J(9) EWTH5b,

S)J(p) EWETrE, HBT* Piio
WC,J (@) =T* (W) PDVEFJT*)THY,
Systematicity 225 ¢ € F (J) Th 5. u

HWEETN-J(¢) =J(-09)

Proof. i € N — 7(90) D RPN N = j((/))
Thbb o EJ Thb, =23, J onetk
o, WIZEFJ, OBEFEENS, m9 €,
ThY, Thbbict(ng) THb, =

##%8 6.8 (Complete)
a€EW ifand onlyif N— a&E W

Proof.=) a, N—a €W &3 5%, a=j(<p)
LB L i€aldZH 9EJTHY, kE
N-al3®R ¢ EJ,TH b J, DREEDND
kEN-al3EH 9 €EJ,Th b,

o N-aEWENDLH, 9 EFUJ) »o
mp EF () ¥ inh, THEF ) BT
352 L %EKL, Collective rationality {2
K3 b T, aeEWLHIE, N-a&
WThb,

&) aEWDIN-—aEWEIRT,

a=J (¢) T, a € WEETHE, ¢ € F()
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(Abstract)

We review Condorcet’s paradox and discursive paradox, which show that the majority voting
and logical reasoning may be in conflict. We further review, in the framework of the judgement
aggregation theory, the impossibility theorem and Arrow’s theorem, which are developed based on
the investigation of the paradox. To investigate the paradox in view of proof theory, we introduce
an inference system that contains the majority voting as an inference rule. In the framework of
proof theory, we investigate premise-based and conclusion-based approaches to avoid the paradox,

which are discussed in the literature on the judgement aggregation theory.
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