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D, 7oL, B CERESOEGNRIER 21557201k, asymmetry of desirability (a 25 b
F U HEE L 5iE, b ¢ null alternative [% a @ null alternative J1 0 HEFE L) 2 )H 5%k
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572 HIE, HEMERITGRIEOREESTH L) LWIHILBEAE L, ZhbHi-ien
FEA %8 L. net Borda rule /I neutrality*, reinforcement*, faithfulness*. total cancellation* % Fi
WV E N TE 7RV L AR LT, 7277 L., total cancellation* ® 842> ¥ {2, cancellation**
& cyclic cancellation* DFL &/ EMZ 5 Z & CAELTEX AAMFEME LK > TV B Td  F DN
BLZOWTEAHOME L LTt n—7ffi Lz, 2ofioza 2 b & LT, outside
option % H OIERE & B2 U THERD Borda rule #°8 2 72356, FH07 X700 FF1X
&V HENH U | 3%t LTl faithfulness* & total cancellation* & i 7 I 721N 7 & &
BREC L 7=,

BARIZONTE, ElZ2003A0 BB | FREFNIZUTOREET> TS, B
LG FEABEDEFAN—2 3 VEBRR LT WEEL S TONITN &0 5 BRI LT,
AT AT TR BERAF L LTIRAR LT, 72 & 21X, Ta @ null alternative 7% b X

5



DLEELV ST [F0BREFRICL T a PEBIGETN RN L DIEI D, b AER

WBEINDZ LIV HEETH D) LHFHTEL, L, BIREROESES ZFRAZIE

Frftid 29 2 CIHEBICEEREZ FTHD, 3L, REOHMIZTHEKN SN e

DO E LT, —mPONEEZR I HEFICBITIEAOBEBTEZE T, Zoflizky,

BIREHOMEMEOR S 2Z 2 TICHHEGZIEFHT, TREBZ 2EDESZHRV 2D
TARA MRS i8S LV o 72 discrete optimisation D& 2 F &R Lz, Plajldiza s B=

FHENC LTS, EEENGARFROF L LTHRNET TCHD LD A MexzTlaoT,
ERROBEPNEE LI,

5. fEim

PAE, FERERE, SRR B W TR E T2 id o2 A MO TEICHIE L, AR
AEEZEITHI I AR L, FEZEEI2E B TCHLTAMAIZHEIS LWL TH D L4
WrL7-T, ZZITHWET S,

Pk



