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1

YEMIR %L MBS S D B R 72—k TH Y De Finetti [11] KV BRI NIZD
DT BN, FIHD Fenchel [10] ok HHFELUCE R _ LAk BI%k, Bz, ~
L < O (4. [14]%) BBSNTHDER, BFE  HFE - TE~DIR
R -VINTAN |

YE BT AR BOE R D455 2 & 2 28R 025 Arrow and Enthoven [1]
- TEZLNEBDTH Y, 7 aRFEEOHFFRELE TV TH D EERM
BEOHBEHRE~DEVGARD 5, AR CHRILEFRIZ OV TR~ D,

UUTIZGEBEBDERZIT O,

EE., B f: X(CRY) — R,
£ = F@) = FO + (1= N2?) > f(), Va',a® € X,0<VA< ]

RS TERC, f & X ETH#M (quasiconcave) £ E D,

TE. B f: X(C RY) — R~
F@?) > f@Y) = FOat + (1= N2?) > f(z), Va'2® € X,0<VA<1
EmimdRIC, f 2 X L CERRAEM (semistrictly quasiconcave) L& 7,
MO EEIT Mangasarian [14] 12K5 b D Th oM, RET Y 7Yy VgD

SIEBIZ2 B D 7 T A~DIEHE Tanaka [18] Offl, BETY 7'v v ViR s 7 X
~OIEENET Aussel [3] 12> TIRDERICH SN TV D,

* SUBR K SR BORAEATRF FERTEE 756k (1999)
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E%. B f: X(CRY) - R
(¢,z—2° <0, Vr,z°€ X,£e€df(z®) = f(z)<[f(2%

W RIZ, f % X ETHIM (pseudoconcave) & E 9,

EE. B f: X(CRY) - R»,
max{f(z"), f(z*)} = f(hz' + (1 = N)z®) > min{f ("), f(z*)}
BT, AV RSB MDD f % X EC# B (quasimono-
_tone) £ E D,
MY OBZE T 7 4 VB L WO B, FOBRKRCHERFERIIT 7 4 B
D—iZiz > T 5, EHEFBEHO L NV ESITBFEEOFIZR2 5,
MBI W TR BEERFEFHEA2IRS,

FE1[]. f% R ETCPHRET S,
| 0 ,f1 fr
’HB(CL‘”E fl fll flr
fr frl f'r‘r
CEERT D, TOR, f BEMICR 2200 MT. |HE (z)] OF R (1)
DHFLETD ze R L2TDr=1,. . ,n IR LTRALZLThHEZL, |

PYEMIZ /2 2 2O RESRMEIX, (-1)T|HE(z)| >0 BL2TD 2z € R* L2TD
r=1,..n iR LTHRIT B2 EThH 5B, ]

EHE 2 (15 f & R" bCHEfRENERE T2, O, f 233 kEEN
THHADLELREMET, [ D2t € C LD EDRFETR KA G IR KA 72

HZETHD, |
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2 FEFmE{cRRE

I 7 DBREFROBFEETNOERD—>THDHEER X MEKDOR/ME
ZoNWTEZR 5,

i (CP). (AERE)

C(w,y) = minimize wTz

subject to  f(z) > v,
z >0,

BL, we R* TEHEME. zc R* >0 3RAE, f: R"— R XEEBRE
y € RIIB/IVEERTH D,

B/IMEDTEIE A REET 5 A AEREICRORELR B B—RIELZB R DR
VY,

URE1) f: R} — R 3 ENEEE (limsupy, f(2") < f(2) THDa

BETAREZ LT, ZOREEZEVTS (CP) IXEMEE & IZR LT, AEREK
f ASHEM (IUEEERD OBA LT TR A IXEN (NEEE) ORebat s
WHZ L THY, BT EHERDBE T Santa Fe HF%EFTD A.W. Brian [6] {2
&> THRB SN ZAFRERBONA 7 7 EXEICHAHR S BERICOHNWS Z &
NTED, NEEREORE CIXEY 4 — Py 7 BRRZERZEARHL oy
74V ODEENEX DR, BARECEBMER L VIERL TV REBEH
BAT& 5, YHEMEHE S OBEIIZICRARD, ZOREIZLY, Y={y|0<y,
(CP) OFFAME } &3 20k, BB OV TROMEBEZD (5]

(1) Ak
C(w,y) forw >0

@wumﬁféﬁﬁyﬁ
C(w',y) < Cuw?y) for 0<w' <w?

(3) w BT B —WRI%iE

' C(Ow,y) = A\C(w,y), A>0



(4) w 2B 5 M
COwW + (1= Nw?,y) > A0, y) + (1 —NCw?y), 0<VA<1

(5) y 12BIF B IRt

Clw,y°) < Clw,y') fory° <y
(6) y IZBA¥ 5 T ket

LS {y | C(w,y) < o} 23H
(7) y \ZF¥ 5 HF FE

C(w,0) =0 forw>0

C(w,y) — +oco asy — 400

BRBEE C O w ICETHMHESENOROEREEHTE S, EEPTI() IX
Clarke [7] ODEHRO—AE. (generalized gradient) , 6°(-) IF@HE DERK [16] D
SAEE (subgradient) %#& 7,

EHE 3 (Shephard DFHEDILIR). AFEREE f 2 (IKE 1) 2®-L. BHE
¥C»(CP) TEEINTWNDHETD, w>0,y"€Y &L, z* & (CP) OfF
ETB, FOW, C O w*, y* TO w 2T 2 F MRS TFEEL.,

z* € 8,0(w",y*) = ~05(~C) (w*, y") (2.1)

BEN LTC w=w*, y=y* TOAERME (CP) OME—fFIZ/2 > T 5,
RE B f B EEHETIZHIVULC P w IZEL TR 7Yy E
DMUTH D Z &M [5] Theorem 4.1 N HE R D, z* & (CP) Ofif C(w*,y*) =

w*Te* = min{wTz|f(z) > y*, 2 >0} £T5, ZORFC D (w,y*) KRITD w

(BT B —RIR S EE L T,
Tt € 8,C(w*,y") = =85 (=C) (w*, y*)

w

PR, s iTw=uw,y=y* DFTO (CP) ODE—ETH D, |

EoFEEIL Shephard DA [17] O—M(KiZi2 > T 53, E¥EEE 2T Tix
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T T D MBERAET LR, w OELIZH LT C Tidiz< ot BRERIC
ELLF/D, £ CHAMREEIME L. KOREZEL,

{EE2) f: R — R SHEMBERCH B,

(E3) f:R: — R BEFPBEEKTHY, 20 < 2! 2512, f(20) < flz)
Th b,

TE 4 5. f A REL). (FBE2). (KE3) WL, Clw,y) 5 {w e
Rw>0}xY={ye R0<y <y} LCEZEEND LT3, ZDO,

[fz)=max{y |z e () {z|w'e2Cwy)}} (2.2)

w30
YL .
Co(w,y) = min{w"z | f*(2) > y,z > 0}
EEETNE, CV 0B O \o—87 5 (EEERNE AR cEIRT
kD), : ' i

3 EMEHE & REERE
Z DHiTIE Arrow and Enthoven [1] DR O— L% % % 5,
ROEMFEEEEZ 2 5,
(P) maximize f(z)
subject to  gi(x) >0, iel={l,..,m},
z >0,
ML, [ R — R MBI, g B > R, i=1,.,m [THEMBHKTHD
BEEIIRAT Y 7w Vil Gateaux 4y FIEE L RET 5,
[ PEMTHDBOERMEE L TCROBEERH SN TS,

RE 5 3. f B3 FonzEl] X B CHEMITH B B O B4y Sk (a*,y—
z) <0, 3a* € 9f(z) 25X f(2) > f(y), Vz € [z,y], Y2,y € X, |



Clarke [8] IZ9E> T X OIFZEOWHES C 1ot UCHERMBER de(): X - R
%
de(z) =inf{|| z —c||| ce C}

TEET D,
PWES C ot UCHSE T'(Chz) & £ CORAMEE

T(C;z) = {u e R" | dx(F;u) = 0}
T, T(C;z) DfR$E N(C;z) %
NCz)={ve R"|(v,z—2) <0, YzeT(C;z)} (3.1)

CEET D,
FRIC BASEE Ti(2), T(2) %

Ti(z) = {Vu € R" | gi(z;w) = 0}, (3.2)

T(Z) = Nicr@m Ti(2),
THSE Ni(Z), N(Z) #%. |

Niz)={ve R"|(v,z— ) <0, VzeTyz)}, (3.3)
N(Z) = Nz Ni(Z),
TEET D,
WRE 6. ¢:IR? —» R™ 2RFT) 7V o Y iEg R M - 5, T DR,
9g;(T) C —N;(z) (3.4)
DBRRALT B,
W& FE] LVVESOMMEDND,
9;(@;d) = max{({,d) | { € 9g;(2)} <0, Vde ~Ti(z),

BRI L. 8g,(3) C —Ny(z) WEZ B, I
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(P) Ik B HIEHZ I (CQ) B ROBRICERT 5.

SMZAFAE L 720,

Z OB, (P)izxtd 5 —#% Kuhn-Tucker IR DERIZIZ D,

(KT) 0€d(f(z")+ D Xgi(e") — N(RY;2°),

i€l
Aigz(x*) = O, 1 (S ],
A >0, iel,

gi(z*) 20, 1€l, z*=>0.

WE 7. 0¢ 0f(z*) BRET D, HIFHEE (CQ) NWAEINT, z*, A* B
(KT) 273 &35, £O8, Jacdf(z’), Vy—a* € T(z*), y € R} IZxFL
T {a,y —z*) <0 BWILT D,

W FE| HEOMERE (0Q) OFT (KT) &b
(N(Ry;2*),y —3*) = (a+ &y —2*), Vy—z' €T("),y € R}
W29 Ja € 0f (z*), 3 € S\ 0gi(z*) BHFET D, Lo THBE6 126,

(a,y —z*) <0, Yy—z"e€T(z"), y € R}

PRALT B, i

ROFERDBILT B,

RES. f: R — R BRI 7Ly VERERENEK, g: R — R™ 2R
1Y 7Y Y M M & B, BIROIE (CQ) AR Sh B LIEET .
*, M 2 (KT) 237 Ly ROFHEON, —o2 MRS &7 5:

(a) 0 € Of(z*)
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(b) f rdgEM,
Z O, z* XY g(z) > 0,2 >0 DFT flz) HBKRIT B,

(& FE|

(a). 0 & Of (z*) DEEITHFIARE (CQ) O F THIRE 6 HIE 7 25 (a,y —
) <0, Vy—z* € T(z*), y € R? BRI L, JBADTOERIZL Y W TFhd
f&) = fly) BEZX D,

(b). 0 € Of (z*) > f MM DBFEIL [3] Theorem 4.1 LV FERENBHED, |

4 HREE

RITER C IR0 72 BIROARE 23R 072 08, I BB O MMM DB 2RI 45 =
LEEZD, BIK g, 0= 1,.m BN (—g 250) OBHZ Slater & (P&
gi(@) >0, i =1,..,m OFE) RALNTNER, TNE—RBbd s Li®s
%5,

RE 9. g:R"— R™ 2RFTY 7>y Vg s e 35, ,2 > 010
LT g(z) >0,9(Z) >0BEILL, % j€l) = {iel]gE@E =0}izxtL
-C\ .

0 ¢ 0g;(z), j € 1(Z).
BHSIT 5 LT 5, ~ O g(z) ILHARE 2,

% FE| 2'—Z € T(Z) 1T LT RAEOER L ME6 12X Y (g)°(F;2-Z) >
0 B, ZOWF, (~g;)°(Z;2' —Z) = g(Z; £ —2') < 0 Z7R¥ 5 DT, Hiriart-
Urruty ORfIFIAEE [12] 2SRLT B, |

%10. g: R — R™ 2RV 7Y v Y EEREVERET5, o,2>01
HLTg(e) >0,9@) >0 BEIEL, & jel@) ={iecl]|g@ =0}izxL
T\

‘ G je I(f) 75;“—”\
BREST 5 & T 5, = O g(z) HEREE 2T
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W& ZE) g, OMIMED S FHE 9 DREBRIT 5, |

% 10 TF 5@ D Slater FEOIERIZR-> TN D, EF 9 Tg; i O BER
B X OV O T ClEiEiE Arrow-Hurwicz-Uzawa [2] OFIFRE L RI% TH
Do

5 hFHl
IR O HE M B B AE O 1% 207 5

. (HEERE)

maximize  u(zy, 2o) = min{uy(z1, 22), u2(x1,22)}
subject to  (p,z) <1,

x>0,

BL, uz(xl,xg):azlmz,aﬂrﬂzvl a; >0,8>01=1,2 09 > ag &
Cobb-Douglas ZhFIE%k, BAIBIEK v IZHEMNC /2 Y | BdfIR ORI/ LD,

fi#.

pa/p1 < Bofon 2B, (21,25)T = ((au/p1) ], (B1/p2)1)T, Oulzy, 73) = Vu(zi, 23) =
(a5 87 (pr/p2) ™, 03 B (p2/ 1)),

Bifon < pofp1 < fofar 72 BIE, (21,25)T = (I/(pr + p2), 1/ (p1 + p2))7,
ou(zt, 5) = conv {(aq, f1)7, (az, B2)"'},

Bo/an < pa/p1 72 BIE, (25, 25)T = ((aa/p1) 1, (B2/p2) )T, Oulzt, 73) = Vu(zi, 23) =
(05235 (p1/p2)2, 052 B3 (p2/ p1)*2) "

BB =+ 35, Bi/ay < pofpr < Bof o DA p ORISR
HY. Bl pr+pe MR BIEREIZRD,



6 #¥bhulc

A BERRECILRREE SYHT 0 28 AR RIT U 7S o Y st e (Rel 5 R 0]
FRRERBE DN R T COBRAR ¢ OR/IMVEEE y OB 5 %80
SN TOBFFENSH - ISH LD EERREY LIRS TN, —OHAkILE
(B OREF T OPRFREMER 2 o 2 1 LBl b b CBRA B E I
T& 5,

HEME BT O HAl O — LIS b b B35 O 0 IREEST & BT (oligopoly)
HARE~DOISHRES & Bbh 58, BRIMERLENEIFTHS,

SE X8
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