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Ly B AD FVAY—0oiitah,  1HEAOSERO BaE2TED &
UTWBELED. EFVAY—id, TORIICHL, &i BT HRME
(reservation value) Z#H-Tl3, 2L T, FAOHFRMERZ, Fviv¥—
DT, HBERHMET-> TS, BUF (HRKEFEE) 3, RN FEEER
MBS (egalitarian allocation), HiHt, £TOF V4 ¥ —DRENEL LR
BEINWEABEZI L EZBL TS, dUBRBET VA ¥ —OHRMmEL
HoTn31 oI ZDERIBEEIEH, CCTRZOBHRB AT, TOD
KOIRUOT T, BURO BB &3 2B MR TTREIZS D o

—HiC, COXITEBEEROT TO LLBFV— v EITAREM: D ER
12, implementation theory &MEi¥#1, Maskin (1977) DORIFER#DISE,
B4 RS ThN T &7, Maskin (1977), (1985) i3, #LBRL—LD
F v ¥ 2 HEICEY 3 ETREEH: (implementability in Nash equilibrium)
C2NT, WL 2hDOREREZ N, chsickniZ, Fv v 2Hficky
2ETHEKER, BELAEELT, BEfH (monotonicity) %, +4&#H&EL
T, BN, 2D no veto power HFEERT B LW o7, BOTHROEHEER
3, TORY, BEFTHTH 2 LI BHSBRV—-VIZ, BOTREINLD
DI 5 EB%F10, PIZE, 1EOHBRV—v FEBIREF) <2
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WTEAWE, E7VA Y —ORIFIEFOEAY, £2TOLEFOEEEZRTE
&, Fo V2 EGEICED TR TRTHSERERE, MEtaEREIC
RON3C EICEB, COXS BHENKREERT 2 ICE, 2 o0HHEHS
3, 121, BEFXVAY—ORFIEFOELSEFHRT I LTH B, AT,
BEHEHBECRE L CRIFEF 2O TES REL BT, ETTELTHEe
BRV—VO B IEND, FEELEREESCLENTES (Dutta, Sen,
and Vohra (1993)), $B2DHHER, Fv v HEONbDIC, BEIN
BEHEAERNT %ﬁﬁ[ﬁ‘%‘f&% £Z2CrThH5Bs Palfrey and Srivastava
(1991) itk 2, FEXEF v ¥ 2 BHIckD 2ET WM (Nash implementa-
bility in undominated strategies) %, Moore and Repullo (1988), Abreu
and Sen (1990) KX 3, ¥ 74— L —7 =7 MEEICEY 3 ET Y
(implementability in subgame perfect equilibrium) #3, 211 THh 3, T
BICE »T, EATTRSHLBRY— VOB RS (HRINZ T & &5
2o CTICE THEABRV—VOETTRECER, EROMBECHERATS
B5XHII-1DTH B,

ARICBOTE, TNSOMARREREITC, SEY EASETVITBD
T, RHIT FEIBRNESNV—E VTS — b= 7 2 7 VEETETT
BRAH=R 0% HITIERT 3, O #H=X2iE, Moore and Repullo
(1988), Abreu and Sen (1990) D x # =X 4 LIIEELRICT 2D TH
D, BOHICHEHMH DHBEIELD LML > TN B, COEEDHEMMEEZ X A =X A
DEFTERBLCT 2, EOIHTEOEELED, LEICLNTE 3,

AREOBRKIDTOBY TH S, 28 THE, BEANTEEPET VOTREILD
WTERZ, 3ETE, FEEBNWRSNV-NVEETTE 2 h=X 2 %ER
L, FERGELERNE, AHTR, 3SHTOREOIEHEERNZ,

2. & F W
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Z={(a1, g2 .., q»); izilq:gl, 0=gi, 1N, ¢;i i3ieN K& - TOERS}
OERE, 5 1HEREL, SAOEDIERDLDI LT3,

Fh, KFVAY— iENE, 1BEOMAICHLT, Thah, DEmhE
b:>0 =85, B 0=¢:<1 it L, ieN oFBIZ ¢:ib: EEXN 3, %
LT, BOOFRMER, &7 v4v-OlcBFR#E LT3,

—7, B CE&EEE) 3, &7 v4¥— ieN OFEEE b ico0T,
VIEN, bic[bi, bil, bi, bi >0 THBEENI T EDHER >T 3, L
T, UTRERT 2HERNIEETRNES V- VICX DM ORI BIEENS
CTEEHEATN S,

(B zEH (efficiency)
B g=(q1, qz,.., grn) EZ DB TH 5 (efficient) &

'21qi=1
BT EEND,

(FgE) EEFs% (egalitarianism)
B 4= (@ @o oy aIEZ BEREE By b, b T bi, 511 it

U TEEF %784 (egalitarian allocation) ‘C% 3 e
vi, jEN, i5j; bigi=biq;
ZWIcTTEZD D,

B q=(an @, @IEZ BEREM (B, by, b)E IL (b, 57

OB, b, ¢ ,1"11@, Fr1—[0, 11" EEShae%, qARSL—

(allocation rule) & vy, (EROBEEMMEC SN CTEEEHNES BN
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5 %d 7576 OaFEEH AV — v (egalitarian allocation rule)
(I ES v — v (efficient allocation rule)) &iv5,
FHERA P DOFEEERNWES V — VDT, RO 2 D>OFEIRILT 5,

1) HRAEFSEROESV—r ¢; 1[5, 5:1-00, 117 3Ko
TR £,
Yoy by, )& I Db, 51 IS L,

N = b_—i
q}(bly b2y~-7 b”) b—1+b_2+--+b_”' L

ViEN, b-i=b1..bi-1bis1. . bn.
ESBOZANDRER, £TELLRD,

. blbz..bn
VIEN, s e SR

(BE2) BROTEEIEOES V-V g ;,_r:Il[g_,-, 1[0, 117 it
T, DFARILY 3o

W Y@ ba.., b I b, 551 KL,
Yz'EN, 0<qi (b, be, .., ba)<<l.

0, ¢; fﬂ[ﬁ’ 5710, ).

@ VieN, g Ik, 50, D &, biSlbi, il o0 THERD
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S OCOBE2ODIREEELTRAV—VTHNE, BRI FEEEN
AV —vTid LA U T CEMISNAERIEZLTRITSC LicD, ®iC
BREINBE A H=RLD YV THF -0 %—7 27 VEBTETINZC LK
Z, B '

RICEITARER (implementability) KDV CTEERET 5, FTTHEM I
£ IREEEOT TERSNES N, ARTR, ¥77 —29—7 =7 Mg
WKBOTERTHC LT 2,

(%) FEfTHEEE: (implementability)

B V— g, _1'[1 [bi, 5:1—[0, 117 YT H — 29— 7 = 7 VEETEFTH
BETH 3 (implementable in subgame perfect equ‘ilibrium) Elix

afw:ng;ﬁ&eaB:&1y

[b:i, b:], q(bs, bs, .., bs)=SPEg(by, bs,.., bx).

s.t. V(by, by,.., ba)E |

i
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MRILT BT EHND,
T SildieNox ﬁ:z‘AgOJ%zmg%é, SPEg (b1, b2,.., ba) I3EE
fEAEDS (b1, b2, .., bu) DEED g DY TH —b¥—7 27 VEEETH 3,

PRAZFEFHENES NV —VRIRETRT A =X LICKY, ¥T5—~4
2T 2y VEBTEFINEC LIRS, ECAT, KD A H =X LD5
IS, EHV—n g OERRE R ICHIET 2 REMMEL 2, CO
®, ¢ EFROEMEH T LI R LICEET 3,

1) g¢; R*—(0, D" »

') VvieN, qi; R*—0, 1) &, biER iTo TRERDEH,

(3") VieN, ¢qi; R*—(0, 1) 1, b-iER*! T\ THsimBEs,
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3. *H=XLEHE
PITT, BOaNV—ngEERTT B2 =X sE2EBRT 3,

(AH=Z L)

%1 B

BFVAY— N, 155 n0IEK BicR++ 2ERT 32, n ADI B,
BARD B: RRRUIESBE L1825, BRD Bi 28R U ICEBEROES,
BOFBEOENBEE LS5,

5 2 Bepk : ‘

i wEN' L9 3L, wizd N—{w} e80T, v-w=01,.., Uu-1, Vosly..,
v € I [, bil RT3, ‘

% 3 B

Frv4¥— ieN—{wtiz, 125 nDIEIL, v: TFLT, yes F/id no
EE Do ‘
N—{w} 0&BH yes DL &, HARES SN (2D L% Allocate &b
5C LT B, IENICR, ¢i@n.., Bom 2 0h... 1) HEENS,
N—{w}d>B1ATd no 2EZ1E, BRIESINT Not Allocate &5
ZXitT 3), wiZ vieN—{w} 1L, viqi(ey,.., Bw—vak,.., Un) %
Xt o
PIkX b, Allocate @& %, ieN OFIEIL, bigi (V-u, Bw—kélka) s)
v, Not Allocate ® & ¥, wdFIEI, — B0 @0, B“’—EJ’") Lo,
ieN—{w} OB, vigi W-u, Bw—kal)k) &3,

(BH) WRHTTEERNES v—r ¢ T 110, D* 1, 47
=X LDV T —b¥—7 27 VHBICBNTETHRETH 3,
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FERUIEE, HeN—{w}; v:i>bi 12513, BIBEUEROY T, —o0
B#EE, Not Allocate TH 3, —F, YieN—{w}, vi<hi DL &, ¥7
B —nt—7 o MEEEIT Allocate ThH B, IFTCDT EAERT, 7V
4% — J=max(N—{w}) ic2T, J-1 ¥ TOFVvA4¥—T, 1ATH no
DOEBNDB EE, JOEKZ, yes & no BEEHNTHO, ZOFEE, vrgs

(vy,.., Bw_k§ Veyeoy Un) ThHB. J—1 ETOS VA Y —DET yes TH
w

3151, Jh yes 0&&, ZOFEL, brqi(o,.., Bw—k‘éka,.., Un)
Thb, no DEXEF, ZORER, vigrv,.., Bw—k§ka,.., ) Thb
o, COkk, Jitk-T yes BEEEKTH 2, BEIC, j=min(N-
{w}) £93&, j-1=p=]-1 THBTVvA¥—plic2Td, p—1 LT
DFVAY—Tno 28-kE\ENINE, pick-T yes & no FEERT
b, zOFERIL, vsg5(01,.., Bw—k{_:ka,.., vs) ThHb, p—1 UTD7S
VA —NaeT yes ThdLx, pyes £EEHHLE, p+l1 Pllorv
f¥—idyes LESC LKLY, ZOREBI, bsqs(0s, .., Bo— Ewﬁk,..,‘l)n)
Thb, pM no LA, FlER, qup(m,..,Bw—vak,..,vn) TH5o
XoT, p-1UTOF VA ¥ —DBRT yes DEE, pILE-TH yes B
BRI TH Bo j=min(N—{w}) 0L, no =213, Z0FBII, vig¢
(oy, .., Bw—kngk,.., vs), yes EEAZE, BODOF VA ¥ —3LT yes &
Eocicizo, MBI, bigi(oy,.., Bu— vak,.., vn) THbo £o7Ts

JEDNTDH yes BEEEIETH S, PEXY, vI4¥—RBE2T yes &5
v, Allocate ¥NBDM, +7 4 —s¥=7 27 MEHED on path ORIEK
UHEETH S, &/, COEIBREOF 75 —2iCBNT, 2EH 10 LF
dF vV EHERD I, MR VTS —L =7 27 PEETIZRD, R
iC, ViEN—{w}, vi<bi D& &, 74 —1r—7 = 7 FEEHEIZ Allocate
L, Not Allocate OBEAMKEC DES,

(%8 2 Bef&)
FIBRBICENT, BEwD By OETHRLIET 5, v-w DELLT,



PEE RS DETA =X L —179—

YeN—{w}; v:>b: L2570 b02RTRTNE, BIBRBOSFLD,

Mthamtﬁ%@@,w®ﬂ%u,—%ywﬂmewlﬁm)tﬁéo
—7, VieN—{w}, vi<b: L123d02ERTIIE, F3ERBOBHEICEL
Tﬁmmﬁetﬁé®ﬁ,ﬂﬁubwdmmblgw)&méoqw@%ﬁ
£V, o i3 V-0 ORBIEMBAELZ05, wid, v-0=, b2.., bo-,
buwit, .., bs) BV, D, FEIEKT vieN—{w} syes LEDT ENE
BTHb, - TH2BELHERDY T4 — L9~ 7 =7 M3, on path T
BT, B2BETwH v-0=(1, bs,.., bu-1, bust,.., bs) ZHRL, %3
BRET, VieN—{w} » yes LESEIETH 3, TDHMEMHEIL, Allocate T
0, EAOREZIR, YiEN, biqi(h, .., bu, Bw—Ewbk, bwii, .., bn) T
Hb, whv_w=(by, s .., bw-1, bus1,.., bu) EE, N—{w} o5l &
b 1AM no &FJ¥BE, Al Not Allocate & 75 2 ERIRIIIGH & 1372 57800,

(85 1 BYF)
FB1EEDOSITE, VAV — nhSEICRTOIAENE 3,
(I) FvA4¥—nico7T

(1) max Bk>2bk DEx

lsksn—1

Bn2max Bk(nip%%%&t&%) ETBE, n DRIEIE, buqga(ly, b, .., bu-y,

- Zbk) THbo
Bn<{l;la§”_ Be (ninfkEL13) L33L, noFE BEEA weIh

f, anﬂ(bl, bz,.., w—kgbk,.., n) T%%o
"‘Zbk>bw 7\73/3, Bngmax B @&%, bn<Bn—Zbk —6%50 X

Exw lsksn-1
-T, gn OHELXD, Bn<n;a§”_lBk—Bw ETBE (BKEELNE) OBRHET
H5,
(2) max Br= Zbk DEx
1sksn—1

Bn>maX Blz = kzlbk & 72 % Bn T%% & 7‘& 3 <E, %Ufw—?“-&i, bnq;; (bl, bz, ey

1sksn-1
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bu—1, Bu— Zbk) ThHb, —F, Bs=max Br THhEEIRBEE, 713,

1sk=n-1
Bn<r£1a§< By THELILZEE, FIEZ, baga(by, ba.., bs) L1553,
B,>max By Dk, Ba— Tbs>bu koT, nid, Bismax Bi &7
1sksn-1 xn 1<sksn-1
L5DOBRBTH 5,
(3 ‘max Bk<26k DL
lsksn-1 .
B,._Zirr;ax , Br 95&, n OFZEIZ, bagn(by, b2 .., ba-, Bn—kE be)
sksn— : xn
*caaz) ic Bn—max lBk< zbk DrE, nORBRERERD, bags
(b1, b, .., bu—1, max Br— Zbk) TH 3o
lsksn-1 T
Bn<max Bk &?-5& n @%U i %%% w &I\J‘ty bﬂqﬂ(bly bzy-')

lsksn-1
— X be,.., ba) &35,
Exw
bw>Bw— X br, max Br— Z}bk<bn THdh0, nid, Bs=max B

kxw lsksn-1 lsksn-1

LT EDOBRKETH %o

(I) Fv4¥— n—112T

(1) max Bk>2bk DEXE

Isksn-2
Bn_121max 2Bk L93E, nid Br ELT, Ba<<Bui E13bDAEER
sksn—

TBEDT, n—1 BBHFERD, n—1 OB, ba-1gs-1(b1,.., ba—s, Bs
— X b, bu) £ B, TOLEERENERELBDE, Bii=max Br &

kxn-1 lsk=n-2
35L& ThH5B,
Bn—1<maX Bk &j-é &’ n %), n —'1 %z&%&f&,é@‘ﬁQ n_l OJ%I-H%
lskzn-2 .

2, BErw E95E, bn-1gn-1(b1, bo, .., Bw——k*Z'rbk, vy b1, Ba) &7 B,
max Br— X br>ba-, bw<Bw~k§ br. THE»15, n—11%, Bra1<

lsksn—2 kxn-1
max By ZERL, KBLLEONREHETH 5,

lsksn-2

- (2) max Bk’—z‘-bk DEE

lsksn-2
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Bu1>max Br= Zbk L1553 Bu 53 &y BBEFLRBDT, n—1

isksn-2

@%Mﬁ'— 3, bn-—lQn—-l(bl,.-, bn-—z, Bu_1— k§ 1bk, bn) ’63’950 _‘jja n—1 H

Bra<max Br 2RI B2 L%, nid Bs<max Br= Zbk 2RRT L0

1sksn-2 lsksn-2

T n— 1 i %@%&bcﬁb b?—s %[J i bn-lQn—l(bl: bz"')b”) &f&%o
EoT, n—1 13, Bn_1£max Ble ETEDOMERTH 5,

isksn-2

(3) max Bk<Zlbk D& X

lsksn-2

n—1 s Bn_1>2bk>max Br 21ERTBE, 03 Bs<Bs1 RERT

=1 lsksn-2

50T, n—1 BBHELIED, ZOREE, ba-1gs1(by,.., bu-z, Bn—-l'—'k; .
brbsn ) L1253,

Ba-i= Zbk>max By 28R4 3E, 73 BaxBsi »ERTZDT,

lsksn-2

n—1 OFEE, ZOBKICEDL ST, brags-1(by, b2, .., bs) TH 3,
Zbk>Bn_12max Br 53¢, nid, Ba=Bs1 #EBRLTHEE LS

lsksn-2

DT, n—1 @%M Zt bn—lQn—l(bl, bz,.., bn—l, Bn‘—k§ blz) &fi%o

Zbk>max Br>Br1 2534, nlid, Bn—max By ZERUTHB,

=1 lsksn-2 1sksn-2

n—1 OFEL, bn-1gs-1(b1, b2, .., bn-1, Ba— kZ: br) L7535,
xn

XoT, n—1 OBERIEIL, Br= kilbk FERT 30T, ZOFER,
bn_1gn-1(b1, b2, .., bu) TH 3,

(M) 2Ki<n—2 THBFvA4¥—iic2T
RRICE 2T, gnix 1Blz>Z‘.bk DEETE, KEELRIZONEHET, B:
sksi—

<<max Br &£73 B: ZERL, %@%U%i, H#%’a?wc‘:?“é &, biq;v(b1,

lsksi-1

bz,‘..,Bw—k*Z Ory..,bn) TH B, max Bkgz:bk © & &iTid, B,SEbk

lsksi-1
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&3 Bi #ERL, #ORBIZ, biqi(by, bs,.., bs) TH 5,

(V) Fv4¥—1icDT
&>éfka¢5a 258 FTOF VAT —13, ATHRELBIOT,
LRBE LD, ZORBR, bqiBi I b, bs..s ba) L1535,

&géwktﬁék,2@5n$?®7v4?—im.&§éWk&@5
B; ZERT B30T, 10BKICEL ST, FEL, biqib, bs.., ba) L1
3, |

EoTo 1R B=Xbr 215 B £RT 5o

NT, WIBET VieN 2, B;gébk ERRL, B weN &, Bo=
PIEXY, CO2H=RbDHTH —sr8—7 =7 MEEIL, on path iTH
Dok BEL, H2RET 012, 0-a= (b, ba., b, buss o, bn) EiR
AU, BIRET ieN—{w} BL&T, yes EEDDDTH B,
XoT, HBMEED (b ba.., b T [bs, 53] THB L&, EROY
T —br8—7 27 VEEICENT, YieN KR UT, ¢i(b, b2, .., ba) D5,
WA SN 5, - B GEB#)

5. b b [

ARICHEOTE, 1 ADHRICBNT, H3H5HURERASTEE, &7 14
Y —OBBRMETC OO THEARTHRNEIE (CTTREM K&-T, &
ADEDBRMEICARE L7z, SIS FEE RIS v — Vi & DRI
EENBESN AN=RAETER UL, COA D= 0E, HERNELTH
D, TOEANEBTHELENSAT, EROMBECERATETS5, A6
&, FEMOESOETVERS 1S, TOXH=XLQBROAREES L
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i, A RMoBHEFTVICONTS, DIFOTERENS L ENVEE, TD
L IBDET NI DN TOERIE, ABROBELTEITFETDH 5.
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