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Abstract:  Ranked voting data arise when voters select more than one candidate
according to their preference. Cook and Kress (1990) introduced data envelopment
analysis (DEA) to analyze ranked voting data. By using DEA, each candidate may
use the most favorable weights for him/her to estimate his/her own preference
score. However DEA often suggests that more than one unit have same efficiency.
Also in this case, more than one candidate are judged as efficient. So, a method to
discriminate these efficient candidates is needed. Green, Doyle and Cook (1996),
Hashimoto (1997) and Obata and Ishii (2002) proposed methods for such purpose,
respectively. In this paper, we investigete with simulation whether these methods
reflect the intent of voters. |
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BEEFBRBEOTY S — AR T TREROBEZEE LLEIGECRET 3 L\ ) BREy
RFLDS L TCHBONBREF— I N5V I OEREF— 5 TH5. VWE, n AOREEV,,..., V,
DEZ DS M ADBHE Cy,...,Cp DD S kK AZIEMN X CRETZ LT3, ZhefitL, &
WCHE e e v TRT. ZOLEBHC @%AE(J&&?@EZ:TZ i, s
DYz bw= (wy,wy,..., w )T I&k>T

k
w) = Y wivij. (1)
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LT 2ONRYUTHS ). ZORAT7BREVEILRFEEORELE L TIDEFI L EHAL
s,
CDLE BERIDIZA b wEHOLLHRELTEE, TRTORBICOVTRAIL Y =4
FEEHLTRa7 2 MET LI HENRISLONE. ZDEHI BT x4 FORDFDORFE
%2 b DL LT, Borda ¥:

wi=m-1, wpy=m-2, ..., wp=0



DHIGN TS [6]. LHLBHS IDOAETIE, S50 dHROON T 2 A FOEL VT,
RLLTEBONBFRER 2 T7HEDL D, BEEDIEMATOENT 5. KL DB TE BT
BAEMNZY 24 PO Z2ELTHA .

% 2T, Cook and Kress [3] &7 ~ 7D ERE T — 5 Dohic 77— & S 1Tk (DEA; data
envelopment analysis) DEAZREL /2. DEA L BZEANSHND L DD DEEEDOTRZ
HIE T %7292 Charnes 512 X > TREBI N FLTH 3 [2]. DEA TREHDOMERM L&A
HOMEMDOHTHEMEEH SO T, MEROBEDOY 24 FIT2H o UDERNITREL
TRIET3DOTREL, EEXEEPBZICEN L Y x4 MIFTRTHI I LWTES.

S IOEREF— I DOPIIC DEA ZHAT A LT, BLADBHERZADICLE>TRVEAE
Az Ptk Ra7RHET 22 LATES. THIEIRD &) BRGEHEIE TV TRBEE

na:
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Z; = max Y wjvpj, )
j=1
subject to
Kk

Yww;j <1, i=1,...,m, 3)

= |
w,~—wi+1 > € j=1,...,k—-1, (4)
wy > €. &)

IIZTe>0RI Y EMOBEN IV KRERBEAZROLICREEI NI XA—FTHBL

CDEFNEEBMAC, TN L TRE, BonBlil Z; 0EZBHE C, DIFERER a7 LT
%.DEA 25\, Z} =1 THEBMEZDENRM, Z; <1 THIRMZHVBERMLIELZ L
2§ 5.

BHDODEA LRAR, 7V 7 2ERBET—FDOWICETH, BROBHRHIDRAMBERE L T
by TEAEZEEL, COEFHOPTIRELOT SN, TR TODFRER, 17— ADBE
2BHT 3, 52V RBEHEEOHELZBMATE2TI I L2ENL L TEBIND I L2EZXD
L, 20X XHEAYEL. 20700 oD ETHRWBREE X S IcEJHLT 2 HF
bH5. ,

2 WWEAEHEOERIL
RN BEREZ IS ICEILT 372D LUTO L ) BFESBREIN TV AS.

2.1 Cook and Kress DA%

Cook and Kress [3] HEBREL TVL B0, 72X —% e 2BRILT 2k TH 3. e 2K
XL TBLLEMOBEDY 24 FETHNOBED YA FOX ¥y 7HEIYKRELS LS. 5613,
¥ry 72RKELLTHHENTOONIBHEIL, IVDRDLIIBREL TR B LEZ, XK
TR B3 e DEIC & > THERMBRFBOEILZ1T- 7.

1k3k D Cook and Kress D€ 7L Tid, € DI D 2, discrimination intensity function £ TN 2888 d(-, €) H3E
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LO2LIDHHER, 724 2500 UL OBEEL THMTAILLEEEERUTHE I LD
Green 6 [4] Ic &k > THEEIN TV 3.

2.2 Green SDHE

Green 5 [4] 1327 v Z§HlifT51 (cross evaluation matrix) 2 flf T 2 A EZREL T 5. #
513, B EoTHMEY 24 FTHEi L 7= R a7, oBEEic t > THEAR Y =4
FRFESOTHML IR a7 20BN TOIEMIL, SVECHEINEIRELLEZ. OF
D BRCICES>TROEMEY 24 + wl), $4b b Cook and Kress DE FNDERER, % H
W CEHE L 74 C, DEBER a7 Z;, = Z,(w)) 2Ro, T s 2 FHLL - ERBRHEC, D
AT (overall rating) & A% Y. b Z;, ZX~RTTE BT5237 v RAFHAETTIITH 5.

T ERICREBEAICESTROLENLZY 24 b, T4b B Cook and Kress DE TNV DR
B, GEE—BICRRES WD, REROILLEDI A F2AVIPRZRETH-DICE
SIKIEEHERIE 2 R BBEDH 5. 2 DLW S DFETIE m AOBRFMOMBLA T i m? D
MIVEHHEREZ R 2 Lok 3.

—RANC CDOFEBRAI NG Z LS.

2.3 Hashimoto D} E

Hashimoto [5] i DEA BR7FE TV [1] 2RI L 2 FEZRBEL Tw 5. DEA BRAE 7 L iddl
ROHH 6 TN ROFHEEICETI2HWZMOBROTEZLSZETLNTHS. 2% HERHD DEA
NEFEEDEHADPTCOAFTOME T T 2FET 20 LT, B2V -EH» 585
BENLSWVIRZFATTVEDPZMETZ2DDEVZIE. CDEZXFE2 IV IDERET—FIC
AT 5 L, Q) 2, HENROBHE C, IS OWVTOFRGRZED BRVI-FE,

k
wjv;j < 1, i#o
]

]

' TEEBZ -HHETE TNV E2EZB I Lick 3. Zhds Hashimoto DHETH 5.
COFETIEImBEORELML 2 LT, 5% - FEHRICERE K TR TOBMDOMEMN T 38
o3,

2.4 Obata and Ishii DAE

Green 5 D J5#:, Hashimoto D43, FHED IS RBER O A I & o THRNBRFHO ML
AMROYBZ LI EREFRD. RLBEHEBRHOFEEICE > HEINLVLFEEZRE
L7 [8,9]. &4 DFHiZ Cook and Kress DEAE 7L (2)—(5) i & Y Vo 7z ARIRAHRR % K
FELRBIZ, 2OBRMBICL > TROEEHLRY =4 F2EHLLZY =4 FE2AVTR a7 2l
TBEVLITAFTICG LT, CHIRBTFO L) REFALTRINS.

1/2} = min ||w||,



2 Wivoj = 1,
=i
k
Ywv; < 1, i#o, (6)
=
wi—wjy1 2 € j=1,...,k-1,
Wy > €

ST || BEYE VL LET B, BEEDYE 2 MR C, D (ERL)FBRER a7 ERS.
EBIZ XK (6) BB LEMICBETE2D0DAEZEZ UL L W, Ldio T, ENERD (IE
BL) (PR R a2 7 %2 FE§ 2 BRICIERIRBER IS O LT OEREZ AT, LiISBR 7 A AR
LY DREEIZEC 2. 7, B C, IIERIER L 6 Z OREIZET B E Rk,

x4 PEEBULT B/ VA LELT, L/ Vo EEAT 5 L, BBIEUZ

k
., wjr
=1
), Lo TBIEHERBEL 25, 2 NUAD ) NV LAZEZ ZBETHREHNOL &

TOMBEKOBR/IMURIE L 2 5.
ZDFETIRMBEHEIHRN» LI DOHEL, RN THoBADR a7/ o 5. FHE
LB DML AT i 13914 Cook and Kress DE TN 2B LEBENH Z. 2 DD TRTOBRE

OEMFTZTI I m@BRYL m+ (m—1) BORMEEZME Z itk 3.
REOEBTIZe=108 L L, /NVAIX L JVLZBRAL.

3 SHOEBRBOETILERE

BIfiCET IS DFEIH ETH, BOoNLBEF—7 2 b Lt SENLZ B A
FEFTIDEVIVIBICIS-HDTHD, 512X IE DEA DEANLEZ HFEZRBRLT, &
BENVLLIZHDICEA L2 ER T 50, LLIBRMRICDLDTHS. ZHhid DEA IcHET
CUEHENSNIWIIFE WX 5.

LYL, BETCH 205 IRIIMBEHENOBRBL I TR BREENOBR D YARKBIRETDH
329, I TCINODFENEDEEREZEORBERML T30 %2E T2 Z LTEL
W39,

FTHREZELHFOEML L TOBBLZORBDOETNVLLTRDEILODEEZS.

1 B C T 2 RFEERE L L TOLMFBEIRE P, TRENS (RHFBE P OKXE
BRIz, BEBEEEIC L > TE W EEh 35EH)

2. BR2OHFEV, OFH C; (SN DEFRBELAS, SE P ORI ICHE ) BERERDME p; TR
=} (%)

3. BEEV, RFRE p, OB kBB X TOBRBICERET S
CDEFNDHET, TNETIUTDX ) hEBRETo - [7).
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Step1 £MFEE P, i=1,.... m%
P,'>P,'+1, i=1,...,m——1

T &9 10, Thb LR C BREDIFERE %, LUT Cy, C;, -+, DIRT, & Cn PR
BORBEZFE2 LI, 5X 5.

Step 2 FHEE V, I22T, p; & N(P,02) Ic L7t IEREIK E L TERT 5.
Step3 Aok p,; CETEXRREEV, BRETIRMEIET 5.

Step 4 BHEDMMLEREL, b & b L ORBELBORER, $hb LB C BREL, UT Cy,
Ca, =, DIET, B Cp BSRTAL, LI KB, 2 EOBRERBL TV 3 08HEiZ1T ).

FEHEDAE m =10, BREDABn=100 £ L

WFRENRY—> 1. SERCRE@E). P = (m-i)/(m-1).
2. OB CFREOESKE L (). P = ((m—i)/(m—1))%.
3. Lo CFBREOEMNNE » (MB). P = /(m—i)/(m—1).

2 o2 =1.02,1.52.
BRAM k=2,3,5.

228 bY, Green 5 DA, Hashimoto Dk, B4 DHED 3 BEIC OV TFHEi 2T o 7.
MR LT, ki r i ETCO—HE (r=1,3,10):

dy =3 |Ij - jl
j=1
(Z T I EEHEOKER, 58 j AL AL SNEBROARDOEM ZET) 2L LIABUT
BRIl
o FHIZ Xk 28IE, Green DFENR S L, XL 21U UBsRICKE 3R> Qs AP
o HFERENRY — VI 2BLRBMEULBERS KL, 2D0THRETH 3.
o BTk 2BV, DEMI/NZVEFELIVERBB LN

o BEAKICL BRI, 0L ) OREENS  ORBERET 312 L LORREMEL .
727, DBV FRLIZEICIRKRES BT

CORBELEZITCAERRD L) RS TH L LERETo .

o FHRZHE

HHOBBIHE-> TRERFIHEEOMIc, BEFIOED L IZEERICT v VA RESh
ZFRERROREENS 2B aTEENZLTSE. DX ) LBBEITRTORR
Eio T IFRESERERSHICRED £ T5. a=0,0.25,05,0.75 &£ L THEE.



150

1 FHECHETIHE k=313k=1),a=0.0

dy s B G H e
Y3 | 0.513 0.371 0.408 0.449 0.488
4385 | 0.6705015 0.4337928 0.492028 0.559959  0.6224785
ds s B G H .0
Y | 2171 1.638 1.758 1.826 1.876
8 | 27665255 2.018975  2.1075435 2.1919159 2.383007
e3 s B G H )
¥ | 0.5 0.364 0.385 0.408 0.408
578 | 0.2902903 0.2397437 0.249024  0.2577938 0.2577938

K2 FHCHTIHK k=3(ldk=1),a=025

dq s B G H @)
39 | 0.69 0.514 0.569 0.592 0.677
8L | 1.0249249 0.6404444 0.6999389 0.8263624 0.9716426

ds s B G H o
Y5 | 2.843 2.183 2.351 2.366 2.451
# | 3.9583093 2.6661772 2.8146136 2914959  3.0346336

e3 s B G H O
Y59 | 0.655 0.506 0.529 . 0.543 0.543
Sy | 0.3263013 0.2722362 (0.2874464 0.2924434 0.2924434

o Hi—#¥E Borda ¥ & DL

o HDFHETEERDEA
JEDZIc b 5T, EBADBELL BN ) e RTHEL LT

e=#jj<rl>r}

(I; 3RHIEDRER, 5B j ALICMRALAHT & 7RI DOARDMESL) 2E X 5. Zud, R rfizk
D TROBEMD ) BRAIAN r B ELFHliE N2 RTEHE LS.

SEDERTIIFRE Y — 38, D#d o =1.02 CEEL, BEABLk=1,2,3,5( =1
BE—BE 20N EFECE Y EMMA T 2T o %), BBEOHE « = 0.0,0.25,0.5,0.75 %
&7, 1000 BIORATIC X o TR S N BRIEBEHEDOTY, H#iEHE 1-6 R T (EBRERD
—). £#8hD s, B, G, H, 0 REhFhH—KE, Borda i, Green 5 D)5, Hashimoto D5,
BRADHEIC X 2T 2E®RT 5.
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%3 FHICETIHE k=36ck=1),a=05

dq s B G H e
45 | 1.063 0.847 0.901 0.981 1.026
4y | 2.1151461  1.390982 14606597 1.7163554 1.8651892
ds S B G H O
iy | 4.22 3.435 3.624 3.79 3.804
438 | 7.2908909 4.7965716 5.0676917 5.4713714 5.435019
e3 ) B G H O
¥ | 0.93 0.774 0.816 0.847 0.849
4y# | 0.4215215 0.3572813 0.3805245 0.377969  0.3765756

F 4 FHRICEHTIUE . k=361dk=1),a=0.75
dq s B G H o

¥y | 2.113 1.829 1.876 2.07 2.239

Y8t | 54797107 44101692 4.399023  4.9680681 5.6034825
ds s B G H o)

¥ | 6.802 6.222 6.414 6.526 6.565

438 | 12.6414374 11296012 11.1157197 10.690014 10.7605355
e3 S B G H )

- 4y | 1.383 1.3 1.326 1.333 1.334

478 | 04827938 04764765 0.4902142  0.4725836 0.4749189

# 5 BEABUCEIT 2 B k = 2,3,5 13 Green DT, FHHi{ER d3

a=0.0 k=1 k=2 k=3 k=5

Yy | 2171 1.908 1.758 1.558
T | 27665255 2.3618979 2.1075435 1.9886246

a=05 k=1 k=2 k=3 k=5

V| 422 3.984 3.624 33
a8 | 7.2908909 5.9136577 5.0676917 4.2362362




£ 6: FHEOHEICET 3 L. k = 3, HliEE 4;

] a=0.0 ax=10.25 a=0.>5 ax=0.75
g | 2171 2.843 4.22 6.802
THL | 2.7665255 3.9583093 7.2908909 12.6414374
B a=00 a=025 «a=05 a=0.75
5 | 1.638 2.183 3.435 6.222
8 | 2018975 2.6661772 4.7965716 11.296012
G a=00 a=025 a=05 a=0.75
i3 | 1.758 2.351 3.624 6.414
388 | 21075435 2.8146136 5.0676917 11.1157197
H x=00 a=025 «a=05 a=0.75
Y | 1.826 2.366 3.79 6.526
o8| 21919159 2914959 54713714 10.690014
O =00 a=025 «a=05 a=0.75
¥ 1 1.876 2451 3.804 6.565
8% | 2.383007 3.0346336 5.435019  10.7605355

4 T&H

WTNDORHRTY, T/, WTNDIBETH, BordaFE3 R b & £, LT, Green 5 DF#:, Hashimoto

DFE, BLOFk, B—BEOHETH > 7. DEA ITETL 3FHIZ LTI, ZBHEZ2EBAL -
BETHLRIDOER L FAROERIR I .

Borda ISR O BN TV 2B HIZ, RD & H ICHRA I N 5. ERTHE L -EMOFEE Ry —
YR, TROLIFREENEMRETH 27770, AU EMBDY 24 Mok hiFBRER a7
% FHifli§ % Borda HAIAEDEFFEREIGEVA 27 2 HBRTELDOTRRWES I . DEF
BENRY—VIZOWTHEHRBZ LT, ZORBHALLICRZTHSS.

¥, B—BREBBROIBOERL LI L»6, B—RECRTPEROBREIMTZ L
BTERVI LBERINT.

EDOFETH, FHEOHESIMNZ 213 CEMORB 2 KT 2 MM F1F 282 Z L sk
RAREFRRTHNS. IHFEEOBLOLEF T2 W TIRFEIC & 258 0IFICRZIT Shuzwn.

SEFH-LEEEL T, e, ZREL S BB, LFICRL2BRBAOLE» S 7.

INFTOERICID, REL-EHOEBDE TN E Z2iUED  lids, fER E 3BT
ETOBEMMITIFEO—2DOFEEL L TRIATES Z LBRINIZDTRARWES ) D,
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