00000 rankingl OO0 OOOO0O0OOOOOOO

gogboooogoobooood

1 0000

00000000000000 (social choice theory) 0 00 000 OO rank-
ingtheory 00 000000000000 0OO0OODOOOOODOOODOOOO
00 199700 ranking theory O 0O OO unfolding model D 0O O OOOO
O00000000000000000000 [KT]DOooooooooooo
O00000MD0O0O00000000000000000 communication
000000 O000O Osocial choice theory 000 O00O0O0DOOOOOOO
Kenneth Arrow (19690 000000000 0) O Impossibility Theorem
00000000000 000O0DODO00000o0bOO0DO0o0oDOoooDOon
0000000 DOO0OD0DOOO0OOoDOooDOO P OrlikOOODODODDODODO
ranking patterns 0 OO0 00000 O0OOOOO

0000000000 00000000000000dArrow’s Impossi-
bility Theorem 0 00000 00000000 O0O0O0OOOOODOOIMOOO
O000000000DO000O000000000ooOoOOobOOoDODOODOD
000000 0Kamiya-Takemura[KT| O O OODOODOOO0O0O0OO0OOO

2 Arrow 0 Impossibility Theorem

000 Arrow O Impossibility Theorem O OO0 00 00O formulation O O

000000000000 0DO0DODO00O0D00DOD0DbO0O0O0OoDDOO
S, 0 [n] :=4{1,2,...,n} 00 [n|0000CO00O0O0ODOCOOOOO

Fy:={0,1} 000000000 ordered pair i,j € [n],i # 7, 000000

1 if o(i) > o(j),

ij 1 Sp — Fa, my; =
i 2 (o) {0 if (i) < o(j)

goobbidmbObDOO0OO0OO

Sii=S, x---xS, (mO), F':=Fyx---xFy (m0O),



mo._ .Qm m
Trij = (ﬂ-ij:'--:ﬂ'ij) : Sn — FQ

godd

O00. (Arrow’s Impossibility Theorem (1963)) n > 30000000
ODO0O000D000000 ¢:S —S, 000000000D0000O0

(1) O ordered pairi,j € [n],i £, 000 00000000000000
0%, 00000

)
St — S,
m

Tig L

Pij

Fg’l—>]F2
(2)1:=(1,1,...,1) eFp 00000 0g,(1) = 1.
0000000000000 M-CWG|OODODODOoOoOoooooooo

D0000F 000000000000000000 Fp 000 14 =
(e1,€2,...,6m) (000D, =1pes) 000000

step 1. @jD L,y 0 oooogng
DDDi,j,kE[n]DDDDDDDDD
@j:@ka @jiz@ci
DDDDDSQ[m]DDDDU:(01,02,...,0m)ESmD

n

op(1) > 0,(j) > o,(k) if pe S,
op(J) > op(k) > 0p(i) ifp & S

gogoboobogooobgobod

W?;(O') =m(0) = 1g, Wﬂ(a) =1

0000y oe(o) =g omi(o) =%(1) =100 ¢(0)(j) > (o) (k)0 O
OD0000 mjop(o)=p,;0m5(0) =p,;(1s) 000

?ij(1s) = 1 = @(0)(i) > ¢(a) (7).

0000
?ii(1s) =1 = ¢(0)(i) > @(0)(k) & P, (1s) = 1.

2



00003, =9, 0000000

0007 :=[m]\SOOOO0O%(0)=n(0c)=1r=1+1s00000

good

aji(lT) =1 ¢(0)(j) > e(o)(i) & @j(ls) =0

< Pu(ls) = 0= ¢(o)(k) > ¢(0)(i) & Ppi(1r) = 1.

0000%;=9,0000000

0004,j,klen], i#j,k£¢0000n>30000p¢€ n]\{ik}

goddpbooognd

@‘j :@p:@qp:@ce'
DDDDDDD@z@UDDDDDD

step 2. p(1+x) =1+p(x) (x € Fy).
x=1,0000 0000 Ostep 10000000000 0O0O0OO

step 3. x,y e F 0 p(x) =9(y) =10000 09(xy) = 1.

i,j,k€m000000000x=1g,y=1,00000 = (01,09, ...

Sm 0

)ifpeSNT,

( ) ifpeS\T,

) > op(k) > 0p(i) if pe T\ S,
(7) (1) ifpg SUT.

gogoboobuoooobgobod

m

ﬂ—ij (U) = 157 7-‘-;‘7@(0-) - 1T, W?];L(O') = 1SOT

00O00step 1000000
(o)1) > ¢(0)(7) > (o) (k)
0000

?(xy) =2(1snr) =Pomp(o) =mpop(o) =1.



step 4. 00 hem|O0OO0O00O00

1= ]I

X.
x€p (1)

0001, 0000 0step3000%(1y) =1. 000px)=10000
1, =x1,0000000000000%(0,0,...,0)=3(1+1)=1+5(1) =
000007000000000 heTOOOO0(1+1py)1ly =1p+1p) # 17
00000 =31+ 1) = 1+3(1u). 00003(1y) =1 0000
1T = 1{h}1T = 1{h}
step 5. p=proj, (h00000000D).

000%(1s) =1000 1 =151 0000he S. 0000000
hg S=p(lg)=00000000heSO0001+7(1ls) =3(1+1s) =0
000 O0p(1g) = 1.

step 6. ¢ =proj, (hOOOODOOOODO).
o=(01,09,...,0n) €S i, jE€n],i# 7, 000000

p(0) (@) > (o) ()
& mij(on) = proj, o mj (o) =m0 (o) =1 & on(i) > on(j).

O0000¢(o)=0,. 00000000000

o0oboOboOoooobooooobooooobuooombbODDbDOOD
00001,2,...,n0 nO0 (O00)options0 000000 n OO options O
O00000 ranking0 O O0OO000O0O00ODOO rankingdO S, 00000
OO00O00000rankingOOOOOOSOD00O0C0OODODODOOOOOO
OO0000000 ranking0OO0D0OD0OO0ODODO ranking0OOOOOOO0O
D000 e:S—S, 000000000 0000000DO0OO0O0OO
OO0D0000000000DO000D0Oe O social welfare functional 0
0000000 OImpossibility Theorem OO0 OO0 o OOO0O0O0OOOOO
ooood

(1) 0000 options ¢,y 0 000 00000000000 option 00O
O0D0O000000000000 option:0 option jUOOOOOODOODO
000000000000000(the pairwise independence condition)

(2) 000000000 optioni0 option j00000000O0OCCOOO0
0000000000 Qoption 0 option j 0000000 O O(the Paretian
condition)



00dbOo0oOoooooob0o0o0ooobO0oooooooooooooan
000000000000 oobOooooooboooAODOOODOARDODOO
O0 rankingO O OO OO0000D00O0O rankingOD OO0 OOOO0OOOO
00o0doooooooboobboo0ooooooooooooooooon
00o0oooooooooooon

Impossibility Theorem 000 n >3 0000000000000 00O
000000000 Ooption 000000000 (n=2)00000000
O O000 “iebreaker” 0000 O0D00O0OOOOODODOOOOOOOOO
00 ()(2)DooDoooooOo00o0O0Oe=20000000000000
000000000000 00Ooption0 00000 (n=3)000000
Oo000 AB,COO00O0DOOO

A O ranking O : 123

B 0O ranking [0 : 231

C 0O ranking [0 : 312
0000000000000 0o0ooOobDDO00oOoD0d ranking OO
0000000000000 00 18000 CondorcetT O (1743-1794) 000
00000 OCondorcet’s paradox 00 0O 000 OO O OArrow’s Impossibility
Theorem [0 Condorcet’s paradox D 000000 OO

3 000000 rankingl 0 0O O

00 O Arrow’s Impossibility Theorem O 000000 O000000O0DOODO0O
O0OO00o0obbOobOobooooooboonDg poboosSroogo
00000000 bbObO000o0o0o0o0oogubd ranking OO OO
g0oddooboobobdoooboooboboooboooooUguoboobo
O00000000O00DbO000ODO000bO00ooooooooooooon
000000000000 0000O00o0bO0b0obObooooooooon
Ooo0ooooboooooboboboooobbobooooooooooon
bbb obooooooboooooo
0000000 C. H. Coombs [C1, C2] 00D O OOODODO unfolding
model OO0 OO0 O0DO0O0O0OO nO0O options 1,2,....n000000000
rn<w<---<gz, 0000000000000 YDOOOO option OO
0 y 000000000 0000000 model DODODODO |y—2;) 00O
OYOOOOOOOoption: OOODODODOOOOOOOOOODOOODOO
ly—z;| < |y—z;/ 000000 YO ranking 0 O O Doption 0 option j O O
000000000000 0000Or=300000000 Ooptions 1,2,3
O00000 2y <xe <z3U generic0 00000000 0OOOONO ideal



point y DODOO0ODO rankingO OO OO DODOOOO0OOOOO

y<(r+x9)/2 OO0 : 123

(x14+x2)/2<y<(z1+x3)/2 OO0 : 213

(1 +ax3)/2<y<(xe+a3)/2 OO0 : 231

(e +m3)/2<y OO0 : 321
O0D00000 ranking0 O ODOOO0OOO0OOOS;000000000O
O000DOO0OD0OD0D0O0O0 social welfare functional o 00000000
O0000MMO00000O0 Othe pairwise independent condition O the
Paretian condition 0 0000000000000 0O0OO0OOO model OO

Condorcet’s paradox 0 0O 0O 0000

000 unfolding model DO DD OOOODOUOOO model D OODO OO
OO000000On0O0 options 1,2,...,n 000 d00000O0OODODOOOO
RIOO0OnO xq,...,%, 0 plot 00000 Y O ideal point y O RO 0 O
O000O0 unfolding model 0ODOD0 yO x, 0000000000000

OY DrankingODOODOOOOOOODOODOOOOOOOO rankingO O
guobgbooobbbouoouobobn

O00. (H. Kamiya-A. Takemura[KT]) n>d 0000700 options O
00 d00 unfolding model 0 00O 0O OO0 ranking O O OO

Co+cCi+-+¢C
gooooodon

n—1

>_at' =[]+t

=1
gogdboobbobooobbboouobooooobooouo
000 i,jeln],i<j, 00000000
Hy; = {(z1,29,...,1,) €R" | 2, = 2}, Mj; = {x € R?| |x — x;| = |x — x;}
gbobooboooogo
B,:={H;|1<i<j<n}
00000000 (braid arrangement) 0 00 0000000000000
AL = {M; |1<i<j<n}
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0 (00000)B,0 genericD d00000000000 (d-dimensional
truncation) 0000000000000 00000O O0A4% 0 Poincaré 000
[OT] 7(A¢,t) 0 OB, O Poincaré 000 7(B,,t) 0 (d+1)0000000
gogbbuoooboboouoooobbooobbbon

n—1

7(Bn, t) = [ J(1+t).

J=1

0000000000000000 (eg., [OT)) 00O

d
m(AL ) =) et
=0

O000[ZOODD0O0O0O00O0 Poincaré 0000 t=10000000000
gboobooboogdg

OO0 On0O0O options 0O 0O d0 0O unfolding model 0 OO O OO0 rank-
ingd 000000 ranking pattern O O 0 0O ranking pattern P O S, O
00000000000 Kamiya-Takemura 00000 O|P|O0D000OOO
OO00D0D0O000 ranking patterns D 000000 O00OO0OO0OOODOOO
Oooob0bo0ooboboooboboobbobd =1000000D000
n=3x <y <uxz, OO0 Oranking pattern [J

{123, 213, 231, 321}
000000000nr=40000

P = {1234, 2134, 2314, 3214, 3241, 3421, 4321},
P, = {1234, 2134, 2314, 2341, 3241, 3421, 4321}

O00D0DO ranking patterns 1 OO OO0 OO0 0000000 OOODOOO
000000000000 00000000000O0r(n) 0 nO0O options
000000 unfolding model O ranking patterns 0 D00 O000r(n) 00O
OOooboboobooobbobOoobo0obooboobobOonoD hook formula
0000000000 R.M. Thrall (1952) 0 00 O Young tableaux O O O
guobobouooouoboooboobon:

(5)!(n =2)!(n = 3)!...(3)(2)

) S o B B (BB
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O000r(n) 000000000000 0OO0OOOOCODODOODOODO
Hyps = A{(x1,...,2,) € R" | 2, + 2, = 2, + 25}

oo0odoooodl<p<g<sn, p<r<s<nU000p,qr,s000
0000000000000 (mid-hyperplane arrangement) [

Ay =B, U{Hpys | (p,q,r,s) 000000000 }
gooooobonooboon

0 O .(Kamiya-Orlik-Takemura-Terao) »(n) 0 04, 00000 /000
gooboooobogo

O0000Or(n) 00000000 A,0000000000000000
gboooboguoobobodooboboooogooboooo

00. ([CR], [T, (4.10))) F,0 ¢000D000ADOF 00000000
0000 ¢"n(A,¢ )0 OFO0000 A0DDD0DO0OO0000000000
ooooooo

0000000000000 A4,0000000F,00000000
0000000000000 A,0 greduction0000A4,, 000000
O00O0O000g¢U00D0OO0DDbOO0O00bO00Oooonb A,000 g-reduction
gogbbodguobbbboobbbodd

"m(An g ") = ¢"1(Ang g ")

pobooobbbooobobooooouooodn ¢ne,... 0000 F,; O
O000A4,,, D0000C00OO0O0o0oO0O000b00000b000000a0
0 A, O Poincaré 000 7(A,,t) 000000000 ¢t=10000 n!0O
00000000 r(n)00O0OODO
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