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1/10-3/10-5/10 7 8 15
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5/10-7/10-9/10 @® 3 4
7/10-9/10-10/10 5 5
1/10-3/10-7/10 3 4 7
3/10-5/10-9/10 2 1 @ 4
5/10-7/10-10/10 @ 3 1] 1 6
1/10-5/10-7/10 1 3 1 7
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5/10-9/10-10/10 : 4 1 5
1/10-3/10-9/10 1 1
3/10-5/10-10/10 1 1
1/10-5/10-9/10 [2] 1 3
3/10-7/10-10/10 3 1 5
1/10-7/10-9/10 0
3/10-9/10-10/10 (1] 1
1/10-3/10-10/10 1 1
1/10-5/10-10/10 4 1 5
1/10-7/10-10/10 1] 1 2
1/10-9/10-10/10 1 1
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L WER RO BIRE S ERREIC - 2 R TH D,
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BEFREN—DIZE L DT TRI RNV &A°
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SEFIE BN A EEUI82E T 4 M TH %o
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(& TSR OEIREL, OF S ERIE DRI
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% 2 Coalition rule ¥ mean rule? & FEIE N5 EMPFENE DM

£  FH & =

18 NER5E D 55 A5 N— 1/10  3/10  s5/10  7/10  9/10 10/10 &t
1/10-3/10-5/10 coalition 7.5 7.5 15
3/10-5/10-7/10 mean 7 7
5/10-7/10-9/10 coalition 2 4
7/10-9/10-10/10 coalition 2.5 2.5 5
1/10-3/10-7/10 coalition 3.5 3.5 7
3/10-5/10-9/10 coalition 2 4
5/10-7/10-10/10 coalition 3 3 6
1/10-5/10-7/10 coalition 3.5 3.5 7
3/10-7/10-9/10 coalition 1 1 2
5/10-9/10-10/10 coalition 2.5 2.5 5
1/10-3/10-9/10 coalition 0.5 0.5 1
3/10-5/10-10/10 coalition 0.5 0.5 1
1/10-5/10-9/10 mean 3 3
3/10-7/10-10/10 mean 5 5
1/10-7/10-9/10 coalition 0 0 0
3/10-9/10~10/10 coalition 0.5 0.5 1
1/10-3/10-10/10 coalition 0.5 0.5 1
1/10-5/10-10/10 mean 5 5
1/10-7/10-10/10 mean 2 2
1/10-9/10-10/10 coalition 0.5 0.5 1
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FKA4DLHIBITR L@ Y, EEOEFIE
D5 Fi & MCR rule (2 & o TFMl L 72 E£RBIHRE
DA e OB T, BANRE DG
5/10-9/10-10/100 & X OEFMREIZH B D
B H5NTz. (d,=0.564,n=5,p<0.05), F4 D
5~ 6%IHI2i&, Davis(1973) 252 I 2L — 2 3
v E B2 H 72 majority rule with a prop-
ortionality subrule, equiprobability rule, aver-

aging rule DNV — I Xk 5 TFH S L5 EH]

e EEBOERIE L DEERIERLT D
w7z 72720, 3 ANEMTEZERS VR WIEE,
majority rule with a proportionality subrule &
equiprobability rule & 1Z—3(9 % D T equipro-
bability rule D#5EH 134 8& L7, Proportional-
ity rule i&, f#l A534i7%1/10-3/10-5/100 & &
(d,=0.333, n=15, p<0.1) AEENH 72,

Averaging rule |3 7 38 ) OfE NHRE DS ATIxT
THEGETHBENALN, DI — I~
THTITENVEL L BV, d, EOEETE, V—
WIZELFHOFELELEZMNEBRIZELDT,
FK A, HOEFTORLZ, dy fED AR,
averaging rule DfESWVHITAKE L, D0
MCR rule, prop-
ortionality rule DNHIZ/NE K e b, Thb b,
coalition and mean rule £ ¥ % MCR rule @}
WEERELTOHTiEE AL L, prop
ortionality rule D FATE HIZHTIE T A L\,
&2 A,

T coalition and mean rule,

Z Z T @ proportionality rule i

#£ 3 MCR rulelc & » TTRIS 115 EHkE DEIR DT

£ FH & =

18 N RTE D5 A 1/10 3/10 5/10 7/10 9/10 10/10 5
1/10-3/10-5/10 5.798 6.429 2.773 15
3/10-5/10-7/10 2.308 3 1.692 7
5/10-7/10-9/10 0.967 1.714 1.319 4
7/10-9/10-10/10 0.879 2.198 1.923 5
1/10-3/10-7/10 3.155 3.004 0.841 7
3/10-5/10-9/10 1.426 1.609 0.965 4
5/10-7/10~10/10 1.440 2.418 2.142 6
1/10-5/10-7/10 2.737 2.642 1.621 7
3/10-7/10-9/10 0.483 0.804 0.713 2
5/10-9/10-10/10 0.613 2.205 2.182 5
1/10-3/10-9/10 0.472 0.404 0.124 1
3/10-5/10-10/10 0.347 0.371 0.282 1
1/10-5/10-9/10 1.291 1.025 0.684 3
3/10-7/10-10/10 1.184 1.861 1.955 5
1/10-7/10-9/10 0 0 0 0
3/10-9/10-10/10 0.130 0.422 0.448 1
1/10-3/10-10/10  0.464 0.377 0.159 1
1/10-5/10-10/10  2.118 1.530 1.352 5
1/10-7/10-10/10  0.642 0.612 0.746 2
1/10-9/10-10/10  0.199 0.377 0.424 1

it 16.876 16.092 15.970 12.442 9.007 11.613 82




FEHNOMENRE DA & EHFE

KA EL—NEHACTFULZ 3 NEROEFEEDHEAZSHICNT 5

Kolmogorov-Smirnov test @ d.1&

v —
Coalition Propor- Aver-

& A 28 O 53 A HEHAH & Mean MCR tionality aging MCR1 MCR2
1/10-3/10-5/10 15 0.033 0.185 0.333% 0.467***  (.185 0.162
3/10-5/10-7/10 7 0.286 0.330 0.333 0.286 0.330 0.288
5/10-7/10-9/10 4 0.5 0.330 0.333 0.25 0.330 0.288
7/10-9/10-10/10 5 0.5 0.385 0.333 0 0.385 0.353
1/10-3/10-7/10 7 0.071 0.120 0.333 0.429 0.336 0.299
3/10-5/10-9/10 4 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.5 0.3 0.301
5/10-7/10-10/10 6 0.333 0.190 0.167 0.333 0.323 0.271
1/10-5/10-7/10 7 0.429 0.340 0.190 0.429 0.235 0.186
3/10-7/10-9/10 2 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
5/10-9/10-10/10 5 0.3 0.564*** (0.333 0.5 0.343 0.296
1/10-3/10-9/10 1 0.5 0.472 0.333 1Rx* 0.418 0.382
3/10-5/10-10/10 1 0.5 0.347 0.333 0.5 0.551 0.772
1/10-5/10-9/10 3 0.667% 0.430 0.333 0.667* 0.276 0.257
3/10-7/10-10/10 5 0.8**% 0.391 0.467 0.8**x* 0.407 0.614%%*
1/10-7/10-9/10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3/10-9/10-10/10 1 IX** 0.448 0.667 PR*E 0.551 0.836
1/10-3/10-10/10 1 pR** 0.841 0.667 pRE* 0.861 0.874
1/10-5/10-10/10 5 0.2 0.424 0.333 0.2 0.310 0.287
1/10-7/10-10/10 2 0.5 0.373 0.333 0.5 0.286 0.265
1/10-9/10-10/10 1 0.5 0.424 0.333 1*** 0.695 0.656

dnfENAET 8.869 7.344 6.904 10.361 7.622 7.887

MCR1  EAREDFHOGHEENIC A 2 ERIKIC

1, BIFEDBRBTH->TH 1 ADIREI VT 5.

MCR2 ! H ARZEDHHOEHBERNIC AL EIRBE D) b, BXBOBRRBEOEA FORIRKIZIE 2 AOTFENS

N, BIROBERNIK O R ITK & BRI

% p<0.1, %% :p<0.05 *%% :p<0.0l

—H L, BLXFOERIL
H—HRIZERRE &D?%mf%lﬁﬁm®
LV ) B LIEEE, ZHUIHT L, coali-
tion rule (ZEMHD X »)N—=3 ADHH 2 AH%HE
BLTERMREZELAT H LWV, MCR
rule (XD X V)N —DIEH %40 5 EIRIEAH
EHPEEIZR S E VI FT, proportionality
rule £ ) HENRED T D H o\ % EFHHE

DHFIZEBLAERMIE TS, ZNIZL 2
7221 59 proportionality rule D A&k E L
TOHTIXENNLVE V) DIFERRFERT
5B,

EZAT, T FTIZATET coalition and

mean rule, MCR rule,

equiprobability rule {

proportionality rule,
averaging rule D 4 DDV — )L T, BANRE

21 ADKFENNZET S,

TEIIN L o 72 BHFFOFEIRFEAE R E 2
hHI Eidn v, LALARDYS, EBIIHEA
g & LTHED IBA TR VBRI A E R E
ELTRBEINDEZEDH D, £1TlE, 82EHF
AN DL BBEICHTUTT B, THUIHT
L, £2RE3ITEINEIRTL ii’hi
L\, 22T, MANRE DA OHBNIZ
ﬂéﬁih@bﬁﬁﬁilﬁﬁhﬁéﬂ%@%
HOMBIE I — ), MCR rulel & MCR rule 2 %
ERL 7, MCR rule 1 IZfANPE D54 O
WCABEREIETNT L ADOTEEI VLD
ELTMCR 2 KOLHETH B, 728 21E
B ARE DA H1/10-3/10-7/107% 512, 3/10
FERS/10128 1 NOXFEEP - E AT, Z
g, BARED DA OFIA S EIFFDEIR



BSSEm ORI A I L L EE/2H DT
H5b, —JF MCR rule 2 1%, fHANHRZEDHAH
1/10-3/10-7/107 51X3/10121% 2 ADFHFFE DS,
1/10, 5/10, 7/1012i3 1 ADZIFE I W2 b A
&L(WMR%?@%%&T%éO:n@,@
ANREDFARTOHFIZABZEIRD ) b, A3F
@%ﬁﬁ@ﬁA¢@%@ﬁ%@&%Kﬁwfi
ERNERHDOLTHA) I EEMEED
DTHhb, ZTIZHKRENIEDDHD
1/10-3/10-7/10 ® ¥ & © 1/10, 3/10, 5/10,
7/10 12 2 » T MCR rule, MCR rule 1, MCR
rule 2 12X % MCR 2KDB &, LTDLH I
% ho

MCR(1/10)=1.75 MCR{1/10)=2.125  MCR2(1/10)=2.429
MCR(3/10)=1.667 MCR1 (3/10)=2.438 MCR2 (3/10)=3.25
MCR(/10)=0  MCR1(5/10)=1.688 MCR2 (5/10)=1.8
MCR(7/10)=0.467 MCR1 (7/10)=0.625 MCR 2 (7/10)=0.625
COFEDOYE, MCR rule 12 & Ui, 1/1054
HEDE —FER & 2 HH, MCR rulel &
MCR rule 2 12 & 1LiE, 3/10—~ERHTH 5,
%L, MCRrulel &1 % MCR rule2 ®J}73

Kolmogorov-Smirnov test D f5 %, MCR rule
1 TR EDTHIIBNTLEEETALNRT,
MCR rule 2 TIIfE A JL%E D 5345 £33/10-7/10-
10/100 & EFFEAEDP A LN (d,70.614, n=5,
p<0.05 #*4ZHM), d. 18D EFHE, MCR
rule 1 & MCR rule 2 % proportionality rule &
MCR rule & § K & W 2%, coalition and mean
rule £ D E/NhE v, LaL, ffEwvws T
MCR rule 1 &, EDHAFIZDWTLHEED
AONBVWETHOL—VIZTEHENZ LS,

4 2ANEHOT—-2OBSR

KECTIIEEDED I 2 NEMIZ L HE5ES
LT, HMAREDODAITFER L CHEREED
O EIT)e T— 21X CDQ D 3BT A
WEHORE, GFH200ERIRETH B, £
ﬁW@@A&%@,ifZA@@A&%ﬁ%%

H—H LTz TR SN 5,
2A#~ﬁbt% L) DiE, EREIZIZ120
[EF29[m#e = » Tz, Zo29fa e, 8 A ke
EEMPEN LB o72DE 4B TH S,

3/10%MCHEL TV A L72H o T, 2 AOEAREDR—FH LTV 5
RO EUbBARELL o722 NEFIDMENRE DA R O EFRE
£ H o oE
18 NRTE D5 A /10 3/10  5/10  7/10  9/10  10/10 2t
1/10-3/10 4 1 5
3/10-5/10 12 18
5/10-7/10 8 14
7/10-9/10 2 3
9/10-10/10 1 1
1/10-5/10 1 [4] @ 6
3/10-7/10 1 (4] 1 6
5/10-9/10 2 (3] 1 6
7/10-10/10 ® 3 ] 1 6
1/10-7/10 1 [2] 3
3/10-9/10 1] 2] 3
5/10-10/10 @ 3 B O 2 10
1/10-9/10 (3] 1
3/10-10/10 ® J
1/10-10/10 1] 3 4
= 8 18 21 7 7 91

(#) O BBEAREDGH DM b EFREIRENHHTH S
( EARENTAOHENTIEH B LONEAFEE L UBEEN TG

WS 3 s8R R A EE FIEE IS

Lo THS.



ERADEAJE DS & ERLE

K6 SNL—NEHCTFHL 22 NEFIOEFPRENHE RZ DA ICKTT S
Kolmogorov-Smirnov test ?dnfl
Proportio- Propor- Aver-
BAREDGA  EF#  nality 1 MCR1 tionality aging MCR
1/10-3/10 5 0.3 0.213 0.3 0.3 0.213
3/10-5/10 18 0.167 0.108 0.167 0.167 0.108
5/10-7/10 14 0.071 0.071 0.071 0.071 0.071
7/10-9/10 3 0.167 0.108 0.167 0.167 0.108
9/10-10/10 1 0.5 0.455 0.5 0.5 0.455
1/10-5/10 6 0.167 0.220 0.333 0.167 0.491*
3/10-7/10 6 0.167 0.163 0.333 0.167 0.400
5/10-9/10 6 0.167 0.163 0.333 0.333 0.400
7/10-10/10 6 0.333 0.491%* 0.333 0.667***  0.445
1/10-7/10 3 0.25 0.330 0.5 0.333 0.343
3/10-9/10 3 0.25 0.2 0.5 0.167 0.606*
5/10-10/10 10 0.2 0.357 0.3 0.4% 0.425%*
1/10-9/10 0. 0.582 0.5 0.25 0.618%
3/10-10/10 2 0.6 0.807% 0.5 1R** 0.562
1/10-10/10 4 0.583 0.611* 0.5 0.75 0.556
dn DA E 4.321 4.879 5.337 5.439 5.801
MCR1 : A ARE DB DOHPFANIC A SERIKICIE, EXFORIRFTH - TH 1 ADZHFED
(AVAR: I

% . p<0.1, %% :p<0.05, *%x% :p<0.01

A, BHOBHIZLILEHENRSHTEE DL Ll
HEEALY, BT, RADHIONEIZ 2 AD
AAFEN—FH L TR WVIIEDEGETH 5,
F 5 IZEBOERPE % 8 AN JE D5 R
L7z, &5 %A b E, HANREDDMOHII
OFERBAEFTE RIS B EIE911E H 4
mTHAHN»L, & FTEMMBEDEMIZEAN
RE DDA OFBENOFERIIZ LIZTAZ LT
bo S 512, ARE DA OFEFH A ORIREL
DT, WSRO BRIRBASERTE 7% 5 B
(291 H26[ TH B TIITLERD28.6% 12D
72AH DT, MITFRFOFEIEL D EFIRE OB &
AL BN —NVEEZDLLENRE G, 22T
#HFAANOERBIIE R OEILTH->Th 1
NDEFEH AT & LT proportionality rule
T H 9 A )V — )V % proportionality rule1 & L
72o 3 6 1213 proportionality rule 1, MCR rule
1, proportionality rule, averaging rule, MCR
rule |2 & » THARF S A B A & EBEDOEH]
REDHIZEDN D B E D) ERT d, iR £
L7z, 2 NEBIDOEE, 3 NERTHW:

coalition and mean rule & MCR rule 2 {3 T
ERVDOTRWTH S, d, EOEFZAD L,
SANEFHTHTIE T Y D LD 572 proportional-
ity rule & MCR rule ®H T2 F O 2%H T h &
(v, 2 NERITHTIRE DL VDI,
proportionality rule 1 & MCR rulel Th 5, I
NEDN— IV OFFEUL, BLFFOHFIRE %+ £
REDHEHELTVWEZIETH A, T2,
proportionality rule 1 Ti& & D N #5E D55 4R
WBWTHHEEENALN RV,

5 % =

AR T, EEPREEZELDLXUH5 R
DOET12DIZEMAOBENRED A% D &
(2 MCR # 8 U THERIRE DR DA 2 KO
72o LT, MCRIZL - TTHl &2 KRR
TE DI & EBEOEFPRE DG & D7 % TN
T, MCRrule I & A FHlOHTIET DL S
Al L 72 B OLDIZH WV — Vi
coalition and mean rule, proportionality rule,

averaging rule, MCR rule 1, MCR rule 2,



proportionality rule 1 TH 5, ZD#E, 3 A
% [ T I& proportionality rule, MCR rule,
MCR rule 1, MCR rule 2, coalition and mean
rule, averaging rule DNEIZEEKE L TDOH T
3F LD o720 MCR rule 1 12X AFilli,
EOBMANREDHAINIDOVTHHEEENT - 72
S HROENBP o GMMER SN, 72, 2 A
2 Tid proportionality rule 1, MCR rulel,
proportionality rule, averaging rule, MCR rule
DIFIZE2EL LTOH TR TN Lol
Proportionality rule 1 {2 & A Fillid, 3+ XTD
BANREDDFANCDONWTEEENT 572 &
Molze WEDHERZ ST 2T, AETIZ
MCR 2 W B HEORZUEERE, 4RO
TR EN TV ABBEIZOVW TR LEAZ EIZT
Bo

MCR DOf1x, E£F DX ¥ /3= H3H A &
LCEEE L7 TR OFERB, (2DWTRD
BNAMETH S, X (2.1) ITRLAZELHIS,
HHELHEOBEIRFLIZOVTOD MCR IE, ZD
B A OBIRE D & BESCRF OB E TOREE
DY % F DOF L FFOEIR 2 SAMDELFFD
EIRFE T COHBHOFTEH-7ZMETH S,
MCR &, * ¥ /N—HEDOM N HE DALIE B R
R LT, »HERESERRE L LTEHFE

ENHESVEFEL TWA, Shelling (1980) i,

W RFOGHEIC BN THFLFEEHICEL S
REER D 4 B b 2 % focal point & A T
B3, CDQ % Fv 7 EEIHE % G i D
ke & # 2 E, MCR SRR E D
focal point # fLib 3 A HiE & IR TE %,

MCR (&, EEI D % > /35— HME NJE D 554 D
RILD SIEERD D) HIlAh & O D EEERM D
BELOTH A, ZOEMKT, MCR L Myers
and Lamm (1976) D\ L4200 EF O HRE
BRRIZEAT AV OPOLHEFHH L EE T
HHDTHEI L, kT b, LI2A-T,

b L MCR # I L2 HEIC & » TERRED
SR D) TP TE L% HIE, Myers and
Lamm (1976) D\ 9 410 fE 4 D EH T E
A FREICTETELZ &, 2R DORELT

W73 Lilh 5T, MCRDOZUEN S Z
Wl b,

FAIRLIZEDIZ, 3 ANERHOREL T
T AHEAED MCR rule DEKRE L TOHTITFE
D & coalition and mean rule & ) & X\,
Coalition and mean rule I3 Cartwright (1971)
HEERIN O NFRE DDA 2 ML, &
MRS ER I NIV =V TH D, IO coalition
and mean rule £ U & MCR rule % F V> C-F il
L7-EHREDO DAL LTOHTULE DA
Lwivi) Z ik, MCR rule 2SEBEDOT— ¥
AT AEMM T HABEMA THI L7
RLTWh, Wz IZ, Myers and Lamm DV 9
SEONE, ERIBEEEZ ML LTHh 7% D IEH
WFETELEV)BTH-SNTVAS LWV
bo LM L%AL, &FELTOHTIEEN I
proportionality rule IZH~R% & FE T - T b,
FEIALM & vy ) EIKTIUE proportionality rule @
FHTREY)NEIDTHE, TDI LI,
proportionality rule DERIZH 5 HOTwRHEDS
2%, MCR 72%ic#k 9 5 focal point & 0 & Mk
EDHHELTHEDHbLWI EZRBL TV A,
72720, SAEBTEZHERP VRV ED
proportionality rule (X equiprobability rule {Z—
L, WhWAHBDORBIZL DN - ER
Wz WITE 253 % o Proportionality rule 235
DB RETHEV-—NVTHEDIX, &z
4 NEFCEANFEA 22 15 1D X 5125
LTWwbE&Thb, 3 NEHATEEIRI V2
WIER 2 NERT 2 ADP—H LT iawnihs
@ proportionality rule (X equiprobability rule
EXBITEY, BomHEefERLLV-LEE
Wz ey, 5, Myers and Lamm D 2 & %
{723 ) — ) & LT MCR rule & proportional-
ity rule DEH 5055 8 b LWL, & 6I1Xk4
T =%, FIZEHOBEAZN 4 NI EDY;
FIZIOWTHELZIT) RHATE > TnH v
95

& ZAHT, EHOHERAEDSZI25E,
N O N g D53k 2 NER, 3 NERID
BT HNTRENIZSZ b, BlE LTEER



EEMNOENRE DDA & EFHRE

BN WIGEOMAELEORYFIET 5 &,
2 NEFITIXI5E Y, 3 ANEFTIZ20@EY) Th
BN, 4 NEFITIZE 12425, fAasht
DML b L, EBEOERPE & FRlOE
T HhbE XKL DENREDHAIELT S
BV %L BbDT, HTUITHD L S FEE
MiTArZEDHLL 2D, %L DCDQ DEER
T, EFOBEAEIL 4 ANS 5 NTHDH
5, Mh) FVHEEZEZLLEND D,

RIZ, EBEOERREIZB WIS RFOE
R OB SERREPEINL Z &% L
BVHICERLTAL ) KE6IIRLA 2 ANE
HOREEZARD L LM BN, 2 NERIDOBR
Ex TS DA D MCR rule DERE LT
HTIEEDIE, BBELIV—NVDOFTH 5 E D
HEvy, MCR rule (520 T7% £, proportionality
rule DHTIFFE VD LRV, ZOHEIL, 2
NHDIV—IVHHELEORIRE DR H 5 L
FIREL EOHE L VWEIIH S, TIT, AX
FOEREOBIZIE S TN E ORI
5OEMPENSEIIN D L)V — L EBEL
72 @ %% MCR rule 1 , MCR rule 2 , propor-
tionality rule 1 Th 5, 2 NEFITIE, Thbd
DIBELENV =IO FHL EDV—L L) b HTIE
FNNL I LEN, E6enLHLNTHL, &
WL ANEFITIDOL) LBENPEL LN END
&, 2NEHDBEE, 2 AOBANREDTE %
&L TERIPRE ##ITH & T BMEADTHR A
ETH» 9, AXHOERFLIVLIELLA, £
DRIZIE E NSRRI 0 )5 294 Fl ik
FEDBERIZ R )T VWOTHL, 3 NEMDY
FiE, bolbEN 2 AOBAREDHIZ 3
NBDBEANREPFLET HDT, 2 NERDOY
& &0 S HEIFFOEIRBAERIIE ORIz 2
DRV, 2 NERE 3 ANERICHEL TV
DI, MIFFOBERECTHILFFORIRE O I
F S ENL D DVERREDERIZ % A HE
BT EAEEBHTEL LV ZETH B, £
DX N =PEEREDER E LTEZLDLD
&, BXROEIRKE 2513 ITNAES
FOERKZDOTH A, L7H> T, MCR

rule £ U & LA MCR rule 1 ®FAIHFEIZH]
LTWwhbEwnwz b, 2k, MCR rulel %2
NEME 3 NEFIZEBLTHTIIT DAL
EWV) TENLLIRESING,

Bi%1Z, MCR x W7o v — V&L & IR
FRetEhrd b E V) RSEOENICES L b
BT, LD LEREPBRONTAEE LD T
BLT LT B,

1. 3 NEHTRERNOMEANRE DI
B L7 BRI ED A % THlT 5 &) 1T,
Cartwright (1971) @ coalition and mean rule &
» % MCR rule, MCR rule 1, MCR rule 2 O
WHTIEENNL o7 LD, MCR rule
FTRTOBFAREDHHIONWTHEEED L
Wl EAT > Tz, 72720, d EOAENT
# 5 & proportionality rule D&H Tt ¥ H7—
FELro72,

2. 2 NEFITIZ, proportionality rule 1 A%
BAREDTAH T EIZATEH di FEOEFTTHA
TL—FHTET N E o7 dafEOEE
TIEMCRrulel ®»H T T HHAA_FHICE
Molze LPL, MCRrule ®H Tz it X
Tedrolzs

3. 1&225MCREFBLIV— L, ¥
{2 MCR rule 1 (%, Myers and Lamm (1976) @ \»
) LD % OERTE % IEFIC TR TE 5
&, EHHEEMIZLTYS, 72, MCR
w E P ESH D focal point R TIRIZE L E
Z % &, Myers and Lamm (1976) D &£H(2)D %
HOFREBIEIZET H V0 22D FRFRY
EERTHALOTHAZ L, bHELTWA,
W Z IZMCR % BV 72 b — Vi3l 4 O &R kg
TTYUMTHDICHE L FEHE2MZ TWAH En
5B

4. EFPETIE, BEFOEREND T
B EFOZEF S EIIN A Z L% %
Vo 2 NEFIDWE, Z O % 1) iy,
SANEHE2 NERICEBLTEHS TH S 72
MCRrulelld, TOHEZEE LNV -VTHb,
MCRrulel ®HTIZE DA%, 4 AL EDEH
DGEIZSFEERIZE W &) H, 135D



HRETH Ao

5. W fHOEFTTAHABE, 3ANERTH
proportionality rule, 2 AN4E[ T proportional-
ity rule l OB TIEE N HmD o7z L7
A55C, Myers and Lamm D SMA(IIZE LTI,
MCR & ¥ & proportionality 123 &2 < )V—)b
DFEPEDEEDLLVWEWIRFLTE S, 12
721, 3ANEMR 2 NERIZBWTEEIRAF
1E L 72 W58 @ proportionality rule (& equipro-
bability rule IZ5E&Z—HT A9 H, ZIZTH
#5H 721 5 5 proportionality rule 255 3 b L
W EERIEHEE W, TOETHEHT L
DIZH 4 AL EDEFIZOWTELIZFELCH
NLLEN S B
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