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2 REBRE

22 sk g-8o]&oiglel ojZ o] 19C %ol &2t~ (L Walras), b4k (A Marshall)
2] YA (C.Menger) 5 HtfaBiRel ol +8sl RFBAER ( theory of mar-
ginal utility)elch 28y 2 3 20C. 2o s}sl® (V. Pareto) ¢ &£ (J.R.Hicks)
T A8 TRk AT AAE wAst FEE BA (ordinal utility) o 7] 23l4
5 B R (theory of indifference curve) & $#3Igch 414 o] ]2 %
7HE54d 9 BEeld gAs] w=lgdan & 5 geos, A-HEagy Asages o
Age] E3}slel oldl WEHRS HEHMbN AL ke =¥ HBRiTEH =t BEE
A shes ool AT HREMTBHERY ¥+ Ack

oleldt AR BEL Bk (risk) o] glv AlANAY HEREBREBA A3 o]Eoiglich
ae v Al 22 o] Fe T§o]EL Aol EAsh: Afol Yol A de FHE A=
ta, Jolrtd fEstelAe] SEA g ol EH Z1&E shdsle wWEe R AMsgcl
o] o]2& 7|1UE 18C. £ £9 w2F0] (D, Bernoulli) ol 4 ZobE  glom olF
A%x2 xolutd} EAl A (] von Neumann & O, Morgenstern) o 2|8 %9l e}
o] &L 89 s1EAE AAER HIRHA (expected utility) & BEHRRETAN e
o e AASGch ol2A ArEA L wbTE] Hwo] FIAEMEwe] Sskst okl 3
ey BEA BAd g A €5 & 7 Uk

olshgo] MRS T olukzt EALE

r\'ﬂ
o
M.
olo

o] B rhA] ARy HAE TAo=

T o, AmAeald A4 5o 2e AL A3 ohek ot Aol A HE
o A=s 2R w289 Mol AUse MEARE AWNE HmzA ne

g7t et shl ek AEtE o] ol B T4 MeE IAE MATozH Anxits)e
7174 Afo| Bl AH2E FHE Fod3lgcl

2z 1970 W] Fo] Eoloh4 T Re]Bol = st Z Wyl et 2AL A
oAzl Al Aol whet JapEAg e FHo] E—HEe] otk FEMOR Al
olefl =el 8¢ TAHIe HrE B—ENA FWRBHE Asisk sk olsiz
2 Aol SEle Z A5 Fa5o et MEMES LA oF ek olely EAE AA
oz FEsZ U8 A7s wyo] FBEEHAEB (multiattribute utili;y theo-
ry) ot
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EE o] o]EX AHFEo|EH xo|utd} EALEY F-Fo|Bel wigtE FAul, o
$4-¢ chEvhedl 284 aelAe]l ek obF o] el AwiAlo|mz AR, HH
7t & ZEMBEREMEE dAs o AL HYel4 olBs I Jloy, doz o] ¥
ofe] WAl oEe] 2 FaA4 U A 4 Aoz And=

webd FRL-S ZENEEREMES Feldoz 77 M3 o]EH Aol H: 2
Bieg AR A% V1 EAdE nasked 2 Bave] sldh

I. B4R ERES

1. ZEMBRREL 2 BENHA

g3 2ol A AaelAY Ay BRRES E—Hy 2 E—Btia
2gete YA 2 A god, 28 3L ZBH (multiple goal or multiple
attribute) Eolth wtzhd #HBBEBIL T A o)A Mgl ofdl dgsl = oA
AFHAEel A2 FashA sgiehl)

a2 HIZARE qA4EAE ATk BEEE SEORRE A 2y ¢z 3l
ot dgstd ol E THstd Sarhike] AL, = o] Higel okd &7 HAlel 3l

7w Folel cRAwsbd, 2L EHE W RE(TE &%) o3 #igstn =
olAE vlaE A% AZ2E Wolgelxn Uk a2z FAMKRRE v WY, F %

B W2 2@ BRREHEE] A 1037k Aks o] $ict
ZEMBEREMEELS <2 Bpvel 8] A¥sle RS o] BRL ek AE

3, A B89E JHl @xA2HE dAlste £AE Aok sk o] BiEE W

#Eke] MAME, WREERS EMb, TES mivb 2Rl A FHe] EES &ML F

1) Scott F,Richard, “Multivariate Risk Aversion, Utility Independence
and Separable Utility Functions,” Management Science,Vol 22,No.1,
Sep.,1975,p.12,
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of glct. =3k HEEE AWY W E BA%, BH, 8EBE S 22 BHES n¥siok o
ol L A Eo] FHMEBREMES ), M2 BHE ol L WS 2ol M
W (conflict) o] & % glch dlaieh, 1L RABKILY KK BRI 2L F
a 5 7k 2ol e o] F HE okt AEHIold owd A$elt 2E B 2
48 T AR, = 0E ASede & Bayel Age] wEc

ez ol qt BEREMEY BEWHc A2 HE=Ele BREo dsl oAAdx Ao &
Be BRI Zolth dA ez o] £42 HEE 79 #E #HEd BFedelze
= (trade-off) & F4sAl el o5 A8 ZRWEBAIT MU= R x
olatz} EALEl A o3 AR BE 712 E ¢ BE-BERAERY ZAolch o] Lo}
o] Mure £HME BB REI EUse Rodes e doyich w4 £HMA 9
o srisielol d Astg A FBWHEHA RG] A =D

2. 2BHMAL EEHR

WA =& LEY EE (psychological value) & A 789 #ES =l (KRE
E 7te] BES A% BEREY 122 g ol MBS £ A (good deal)w}
2 A (bad deal) 2ol 73l Mdolel

o8] fAREY HAL AAA: Yo dast s A7 ek AF €4, T2
W FE, RAKESIT, S RBME 2ela SEREIRESI o5 TAI o7
BHE b bR AFE shE Aol odRe TAEL A4 BEREE
ol 88 F v Aol mAEAE o] HEL BERESN FEE st %t 71251 H
t HESES TS5 98 <3 EHEE stolsln sty 2ol Agdske AL 9
olgtel. A Aol Aol K] Fibol ohvel o] AWM e FASN ST = A B
tee] mAel FES T UetrtA o]’ F8Eo] AdE AL Azlolh =l o] K

2) Altan Coner, Relevance and Application of Multiattribute Theory and
Risk Aversion Analysis to Participatory Group Decision Making, Ph.D.
Dissertation Michigan State University,K 1978,pp.50 ~ 51,
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B BA L o) LA gt A A Aol 1o REFMKE ol st o
st ek,

ol dt ABEEY BB of & vhdsh Yuid o g 2 e wiRel ks

1) "4 F78 4 #AANE Sgc (BARLS} KmA7t).

2) ¥4 wms HEoe Fict

3) FHEsIAF ¥ REY e T

4) BRFe B BE T B (factors or attributes) & FA ek

5) & BEel RES Mg

6) & Bite]l AL T3V A% A3 YL AUt 5, WHEGRE (phisi-

cal measure) & FAIolv} BMEJTHE (utility or value measure) 2 Rggteh

7) % Btgel sl 7 olcke HWA Ee EES YUk

8) WAL HARKERS RiFtc)

9) o] MEE AHEdted & KK FEE

10) 919 FE2YH B KRS BEYS

A4 1) ~3) 7 HAEEMES T4k A3 Fddd S, F7 KA
old BE9E Hg Aolu elm oldd RFol Yo} 5 sbotshs Aol zem 4)
~5) € FES cloF ¥ & KEE] AT HESES ALt HA%sE & Rzl
A B B RES stk 2R 6) ~10) & Ao KRS RENI A AW
#el FES o}s AP BRATEHEL FsE A3 Veimc

ol qt ZAREY ARE vhA] R WHse A3 ol ¢ Fasle ) B} ot
BRRESTBEIDE S v]5£g Ho] wehd)

3) Edgar M, Johnson & George P.Huber K “The Technology of Utility Assess-
ment” I EEE Transactions on Systems,Man and Cybernetics,Vol. SMC-7 ,
No.5, May, 1977 ,pp. 311 ~ 312,

4) C.S. Spetzler and C.S,S, von Holstein, “Probability Encoding in De-
cision Analysis,” Management Science, Vol 22,1975,pp.340 ~ 358,

5) R.A. Howard, “The Foundation of Decision Analysis,” IEEE Transact-
ions on Systems,Man and Cybernetics,Vol. SSC-4,1968,pp.211 ~ 219,
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3. MDA EEAE

AL Y5l 6 A8 sbA o] AdEdn = ALHT Jd, YU
FFFEL (ranking method) , #M¥EE (category method), E##: (direct method), 73
¥ (gamble method) Z®li &= FUH (indifference method) 5 571x19 HHH
fhig el W o] glct6)

FFRlES 7Ha medt B2 o BRY A% AR ®iFsts AAALH s R
9= SE A7A BFEE Aske Aolw,” @wRES s Yuz Tkl Eke e s
A ko] @EES ke whilo| k8 zelm HEES 849 2 $3o e Ay
Aol EES Fedshe Aold, P ABE AL Kol Y BED REd e
AR 7R RS WA Bk 9AE HEOD ol TREES o
ARez neste wiolchl® zelm shxwton MEFRLS F 840 EATEA
T BEL #ETo2A FE LA EEHT A BB RESE Ao FWUMLE

#E Y BAL Fodshed A4E T v FAR Wejch1l)

6) P. Fishburn, “Methods of Estimating Additive Utility” Management
Science, Vol .13,1967,pp. 435 ~ 453,

G.P. Huber, “Methods for Quantifing Subjective Probabilities and Mu-
Itivariate Utilities,” Decision Science,Vol.5,1974,pp.430 ~ 458,

7) J.P. Guilford, Psychometric Methods ,McGraw- Hill, 1954,

L.L. Thurstone, The Measurement of Values, University of Chicago Pre-
ss, 1959,
W.S. Torgenson, Theory and Methods of Scaling,Wiley & Sons, 1958,

8) P.Slovic, “Analyzing the Expert Judge:A Descriptive Study of a Sto-
ckbroker’s Decision Process,” Journal of Applied Psychology,Vol 53,
1969, pp.254 ~ 263,

9) S.S. Stevens, Psychophisics,Wiley & Sons, 1975,

10 ) R.Schlaifer, Preobability and Statistics for Business Decisions,McGr-
aw-Hill, 1959,
R.O. Swalm, “Utility Theory - Insights into Risk Taking” Harvard
Business Review, Vol 44,1966,pp, 123 ~ 136,

11 ) K.R. MacCrimmon and M, Toda, “The Experimental Determination of In-
difference Curves,” The Review of Economic Studies, Vol 36,1969,pp.
433 ~ 451,
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Fold BANZE A8 ol AL ABelo} shEobl AR Elst B, dwAe
2 OFAiES Rt =EA A A, EEEY #Eoted Mae HHel An kA
AR nH= A %L Aol 8=, AHES kel e Ao zela x5
e W el HERRK HHe Y& o #7 AEsch

ol4te] KtEE-L H—Btkd =gt HAL T3 A & 4 Ak olAE 2R
HERRE A o2zt BB AL ¢ Mo BANE (utility score) 22 Zihs}
71 d3t FEEEE AR

£ EMEBRES 7 AT J2AQ 4559 kel Urh12) F mEHK (weig-
hting methods), %K {4Zk ( sequential elimination methods), BEEE#H|® (ma-
thematical programming methods ) 22|31 [E%¥: (graphical methods) Folct o]
4 A 2w g3 e

1) InEE

A, ¥#FEE (inferred preferences)
a, #REEE
b, S8BT

B. E#I (directly assessed preferences)
a, Edle]= ¢ ¥k (trade-off technique)
b, M (additive utilities)
c. FEBA (multiplicative utilities)
d. % A"l (maximin)
e. MAHA] (maximaxi)

2) BEWREE

K.R. MacCrimmon and J.K. Siu, “Making Tradeoffs,” Decision Science,
Vol . 5,1974,pp.680 ~ 704,
P. Fishburn, “Independence Tradeoffs and Transformations in Bivariate
Utility Functions,” Management Science,Vol 11,1965,pp.433 ~ 451,

12 ) Altan Coner,o0p, cif, pp.8 ~ 9,
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3 ) WEI N
A, BEEEE
B. JEMBET#HIZE
C. Byt
4) WERE
A, %RiFMFE (iso-preference graph)
B\. FWITRELE (mul tidimentional scaling)
C. MZRRBITEE (graphical preferences)
26 SREAAER-S mEEelThs A S A & 7 ek = olEg ARe o
8] qAEAY I T4 SRUEAER Y HAE Jeh S},

. #@EHHAER] RE

1. 0jotn} SBHAHS A8

TREETAA 3 BB BEHRT AAs] AdA4A: Ay d5¢ Adshl 24

St AE ot FToAl Y 4EY £ BEHMe Ao vwolsd F e 244 RE

wi

(A8 )l Bedleh &, olzigt ABEL d34 UArx BEEES g HHY 4%
olu}ste | wolubst ¥Al2 (], von Neumann and O. Morgenstern)!3) 4wj=] (L,
J .Savage)!4) 2239} ®lolg} (R,D.Luce and H, Raiffa)ls) =A%, golst 2Ex

4r2be] ™ (J W.Pratt, H Raiffa and R.O. Schlaifer)16) zelm 3|4 (P C,

13) J. von Neumann and O. Morgenstern, Theory of Games ox Economic Be-
havior,2nd ed._, Princeton University Press, Princeton, N.J.,K 1947,

14) L.J. Savage, The Foundation of Statistics,Wiley & Sons, New York 1954,

15 ) R.D. Luce and H. Raiffa, Ganes and Decisions ,Wiley & Sons, New York,
1957, '

16 ) J.W. Pratt, H Raiffa and R.O. Schlaifer Infroduction to Statisti-
cal Decision Theory McGraw-Hill, New York, 1965,
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Fishburn)17) 5ol ]3] =4 54 ¢}

a1 FawXeAd e HERAERS 322 QKR (axiomatic approach) o ¢
a8 Aoz As, dAA A el L A 4] ez AATLe
24 o] 2l EBE AERY J12E AT xolutdl Al A o AHgt

o
bl

olsh 7 FelEe H—RUMMANI ZBUBASN 25 ol & o]&A 2%
A g3 ek

1) FH#FIWE (nonsatiation) : ¥ BERTHEES 3 A Eive g &S Fof
dehe Ae Faek

2 ) HBEETREYE (comparability) : F Hel RE X Yol 3l XE YR Rigg
} (preferred) &S X>Yel &3 Xzt YT ok e X<Y2 &7, X& Y
= A2 fERskc (indifferent) 92 X~YR 2l of ABE o] BERERIA T
A BE AR disld AR wlmste #EFE Y4 TAY T Ade A& Eeck

3) BT (transitivity): o] AME BEpREHS] BETEe d34del slelok ¥ %
gt 71 o EEuE Al X,Y,Z A A KFe] FARE AS X>Y 2 Y>Zold

X>zolelof ek T X~Y 3 Y~ZD A$ X~Zd

o
i
el
T

4 ) % T# (independence): Z 7} ol gl & 3lo]E7kel] X} Yrb FAEsH 4 X

2 YE oA sE Bel RS ol T AL FHYY fEE TAMSS F G (X,2Z

ta)E YE oA A o] a, ZF5 il ® HEo] (1-a)al FHAZL MKl
T oo, o]F JE2 #EA W chE3t 2ok
X~Y—'G(X,Z:aJ~G(Y,Zia)
5) M (continuity): 4l e fRE X Y,Zel dabd X>Y>Z =& XXV >
Zold chgol Azt ARste FEa(Y ) 34 FoshAl Tk
Y~G(X, Z:a(Y)}
o] o Y& FRE®ES R G( X, Z:a(Y) ]9 EEHSH (ceruinty equivale-

17 ) P.C. Fishburn, Utility Theory for Decision Making, Wiley & Sons, New
York, 1970,
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nt) Sk $Ech
6 ) B3H (monotanicity): o A MY KE X, Y,z dsld X>Y>Z X>U>
Zolo theel WAt E HEHE FU% a(Y) ¥ a(U) 7k 2Age g
Y~G[X,Z:a(Y)]
U~G(X, Z:a(U))
28 @(Y) Za(U)old YXUolsh &, of AZshe A(X)E 94l & 5]
2 FHREL RE G(X,Y:a(Y)) ol i3 SU4S/H( YIS o 4530 ok
Aol e WMWK FolAE BEmEHe] BrS dasA Pedshke 5ol zALL o)
Weh & XZY-UOSUY) § H505% o197 Almes 548 REMECE %
B BAoe ARY + Aok el 9 677 ARE MR AABECNILE

i

o Eg REED REel dsted TaAs #HE JehiFE 58S BB L8

iy

l

. & ULG(X,Y:a)]l=aU(X)+(1-a)U(Y) 7} "} whebsd 3443} 4
RARBTHE S BXAL (HHY A%, FE, KE §& 1Y d9 98)
of w2A sef18)

2. EBF®IL

ol 4ol A =5l AR ool A sx|e T BUHSE F, EFBSL (preference in-
dependence) , AL (utility independence) el MBI (additive indepe-
ndence) & FBHEHABERS A 7€ etk w2 BEEL o]l NdEg ¥
HAM (non-integrative) Hiko2 ol Anl s, slUe glolst & ol&L

g

oA E AR Wy o XA k1Y) ZRHBARELE olEg HEdd vee

18) ¥, BAMBERER, ASKEML, 1986, pp.91~99,
Fimmm, Mk, Famt, 1984,pp. 217 ~ 225,

19 ) P.C. Fishburn, “Independence in Utility Theory with Whole Product Sets,”
Operations Research,13,1965,pp.28 ~ 45,
R.L. Keeney and H. Raiffa, Decisions with Multiple Objectives: Prefere-
nces and Value Tradegffs, Wiley & Sons, 1976,pp.219 ~ 231,
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71 Aol ol & A masla A et
A BERY AdE 492 n ol MAK s mERTE wslnA g oy
T AdES AHEy] A8 s =Sg3 o] §oF Aoyt
1) Bt (attributes) : B#S X, X,, -, X, 22 Jelded, X; & w5 Btk (ve-
ctor attribute) E-& ~zZelgE#t ( scalar attributelo]c}

2) Bt %4 (sets of attributes) : gt X o #£4E& {X,,X,, -, Xn}o2

EAgd, aea vkek Yo XY HA%EGel (YTX),
Yol sl BtEe] £42 e8] B Yeho 3tk
3) $Bt: (complementary sets) : X7} X; 9 X;9 § Bttow Teldiod, X;
% X; v A2 #Btolel ok =3 X, o HREHES Xy
2k E7] e}
4 ) #& (consequences) : FEEZEM (X, X X, X - X X, ) & AHRKRT Fa8= 2H
(finite-dimentional Euclidean space) 8] ¥Ao4£H8<%
vetdel, #REL x=(x,x,, =, xn)22 Y
o, v X;(i=1,2, - n)9 SAAolch
olgo g e RFHTY MIE AL + ok bt EZEoh BE X o 5 o8
Aak wska X; o fREBYE X7 dfide d3dE WA 4E AL, Xiv X7 8 BHS
szolet ghel A sk BREBHEL Bl dFE T For oA X;e g 4nt
w7 ebalch U] A Sel BES A9 AFE (consequences) o ¥t EEFakL
wsln FHEEL A 2l (lottery) ol =i B nHsx el =3 o)A
< FEH BA (ordinal utility) 3 Ha=l& Mdoleh o BEE 7122 Ak
=3 el
(% ,27) > (xf,x7) = (x;,277) 7 (xf,577)
=g o] AL (X;,X;) el s, abek X7 =X, X x Xy X Xy X
Xjoq X Xjuq XX Xpoleh & o Xy o] ot BEFrt Xy7 3o 9% 44 de
el X e Xir o BEMvelshn ¥ & Aok oS BEETAA A4 Xi% X2
o Edel=omst Xyl dlesta gt BEs FUsh &, REgMu  Be



X; X X; 49 mESMHOl Xry o ot Aaskd odx

m

e g oulge 20
ol4tell Al AR EiFR el AMdS Qdbstsld chEst ek wleF BEHTAA R
oA g BEFEIZF YO et dag 0A ¥ o4 Y(YCX) e 9% $g
o BetE Y& Bt YO REFBirolch AT BUMILS Yol HE MM R M (co-
nditional indifference curve) o] B#: Yol adslx Rtot 2L oo|gre2l)

a2¥d EHErel ol 7L RFMe] sl 4™ew
V(xl,xz,"',x;.): i K,-V,-(x.-)
1=1

o} 7o MEREMEE (additive value function).22) chA|wbsled FFlfY 0B Bifk

(ordinal utility function) 7} Z=]gc} 23)

3. HAHBI

ERUMAERY 71Ld B F9 mZahve gABRzelth SBHSAEGRAA  oH
L oulx] £MEBEMLIEH ( multivariate probability theory) ol 4 BEZIE T (probabi-
lity independence)) 3} f/}5le], =& KMol M-S atell4 AL RGHT

20 ) R.L. Keeney, “The Art of Assessing Multiattribute Utility Functions,”
Organizational Behavior and Human Per formance,19,1977,p.271,
21 ) R.L. Keeney and H. Raiffa, op.cit..p.284,

22 ) BBES (utility function) & {EEEE (value function) 7} = x|ul (B EK
ke gudmEiele ¥ < ook oA o® HEUEBT FRE 20TEBCor-
dinal utility functions ) REfFEB( preferznce functions ), vhike] A B Mar -~
shallian utility functions ), worth functions 2|3 even utility functions 52
oul sl BB B BAIBE( cardinal utility functions )’h—_olﬂ‘} R BRE
( Neumann utility functions ), T 5 A BB ( probability utility functions ) 223
b5 #F B utility function )55 7be|Flch

23 ) Altan coner,op.cit,,p.53,

24 ) BB BeEmel vl Aol gleke AE oddd 54 & e & #HY
o] o1& SAZE sty ohE WEY Exie Bl Roldh F,
flxy,xg, -, %n )& %Aﬁﬁﬁﬁ(]omt frequency function), f;( xi )
g ox; o sEEget & A, f (g, xa, o, % ) = Filx ) Solaz) o falxp)

O] A&‘ H‘GI“& g’& Xy, X2, "'xn‘i: Biye f"#ﬁf&p}
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Mo & el € 5 ek 2Eln EBHEBTC FRY B AusEu dle] K
FIRST & HIAy Bigs} 2w = e} 25)

1A T Bt ASel A%t BARTY MEE YAt dolstA UMbA sidez 3t
Ftaat gheh B X7b YOI Z9 F Bird A, Zst old SAFL AT o Yol
it 2elel (lottery) o ¥HFHIRIEF (conditional preference) 7} Z 9 43 A5
2] Fg oA Y Z9 BARolel gk o] HYRYH z9 SR F 274 o8
mket Uy, z)=g(z) + hiz) Uly,z’) 7t A3l Y& Z9 #ARIde ¢ +

ol4 o]& Aty AMdew =gsid, wbef X; 7b ol el mAY @l X; 9] 2HeE
of g BiF/E Xy ok #edol glebd X; & Xro SUBKirelel #@coh26)  aR=z U
(2;) 5 X;7} 2AHYE o BEHRAHER (conditional utility function) et &
a, mkeF Ulx; ,x7) = g(x7) + h(x7) U;(x;) o] Ao X+ Xz &8
& o) o} 27)

o] HABY BRE Y T4 FRE oS3 Zo] 24P Yk F n>24w, 1
ok X,;,X,, -, Xpol HEMMBI (mutually utility independence) olztd, %
BEE T MnEE A & (additive utility function)

U( x, sy X2, 777

3

n
xn) = Ulx) = ¥ K;U;(x;)
i=1
olAV L2 FHAEBMAES (multiplicative utility function)

1+KU(x) =

eya

[1+KK;U,(X1)]
1

25 ) Altan Coner, op.cit. p.53,

26 ) R.L. Keeney and H. Raiffa, op.cit..pp.224 ~ 225,

27 ) mAmILe o AMde X; o XivF SASsrolwd, BUBEE U(- ,x7) = ERBEE
H9 %% ( strategically equivalent) 2l 2 & &=l F o] ¥5& Xi7lol
o gtes wAE o] X; o ofdt BEHHIBAHER i B WA (positive
linear transformation) & UWelHE2E olwl F e elod Al AL L& EFIE
g el Al slcf
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F9| shjoleh28) =& oleigt AL X; 7 X7 S HABIolT FAlol (X;,X;) 7t
X7 9 BEBL Aol o4 4Ugte}29)

oleldt HAMEEY] BEEH#S o2l Bt 3 3 Bhol % BPEH (single uti-
lity function) o W3l AF¥ + Y& BETMER] 517 A Folch Y 27 #
ARTY o Yol o ZAERCH 240 21elm YS) Zoh AAMarel obd & Y
of clat ZUREME B3he AL FoH o MMER U(--) o HHe o3 ol
sich E3F o] A%l z=2/ we} Z= 2" U Yol N3 WHHBAEYR, 5 U(
cLz7)8k UC - 27 )k BEBHSEFIE ohych

=3 E&ol odshed, weF Yb zoh MAgireld Y& Z s BERizelsh a2y
2 #e s Folzln ¥ 4 dnh oleld WAl AREML TTA B B
( degenerate lottery) ¥ & ( consequence ) & Zehe el FEskw o + 3lch
IR REREFS BESEH i RERCA D QFE D HARIEES ZE
Zeleo] AEE) o9} o] 2 of, MM RFRTET o BT Kol T H
on KABSOZE WAL AN mEmyvel fHT Ao siys Sy

4. IR

SE R A EM (additive utility function) &, U(y,z) = KyUy(Y) + Kz Uz
(z) HelE 2o WAERE RAME A7 48 YA o2 BAFH ZdA 2 A
¢ dtatd ek F KyUp(y) 3t KUg(2) 7k A2 53504 YelA & BAel 2o
obmel dgps whx ow, = ZoAd Q1S HME Yo ohFA WA ek Felth

mERAAERE AAZAE ddsed ddstn = A oE ggEl Al BB

28 ) Altan Coner,op.cii.,pp.53 ~ 55,
29 ) R.L. Keeney and H. Raiffa,op.cit. p.344,
20) Blezeele i A Rl el A3 HRE AL A, 2T R
( nondegenerate lottery) £ 5 7 ol #&Rol sl Fz LE mXe st

2 o & 9ujgic},
31 ) R.L. Keeney and H. Raiffa, op cit.,p.225,
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BB HEE T4 7 & dHA 3 = T8

olepz e mEBBAEK: Yo Z7 HEMAMIY (mutually utility independen -
ce) & ouldtet zelv 2 #el HMEMARTS BAEE M cEE AL 9q
sAlE oFech3?  mERBAHEECF 2435 9% LEEMEHS MEMY (additive
independence) o Hd-& o]&alof jleh EHY3| % o] Folv P on FHHE A
o] obw, of|el4 BBl e AL o A E EEl Mol o
T ek 2ElJ mEE Wi e olel AAE e BMaugEsFa IR s 2
2.3},

s Y, 29 F Btkel Ao MEABYESS At alek YxZo ot #AEEX
45 (joint probability distribution) ol ¢J3] A" F =2wele RiFh#sr 1F5
©] E#E%E S (marginal probability distribution) ou} gJZgchd B Yo Z
= MESrelch dlAd, uvkeF YO Z7F K releld oS 2E F Eeele &4

7} Frolof gtrh
{( y, z) + (y,2z)
+ (v, ") < ’
il gl U(+(v,z)+3(y’,27) I~U(+(y, 2" )+4(y’,z)]lch o] F
2elete /4 AolB e Y &l oFA FgsdErtelth ¥ Tk 294pe

2ejelol & mEpsidd, o2& NEREAEKS 24 s

ol ol& nl Bikel Ut Mdoe s, Wt X X, -, Xp 22 o]Fe]

32) alAH, wF Uy,z) =y*22(1<y<10, 1<z<10)ol2kd, y9 & #HE
AL oAt Uly,z) & MmERol kel cokde] KT Fabd, Sl logU
(y,z) =alogy + B log z & odoy olA & 2Als mMBolch 2o o] logU
(y,z) = BAER obWceh st o]R L Uly,z) o B HEvE#o] ohJ7
s Folch &t log Wy, z) © #E (y,2) 8 REFELE #3444 Fo' HEHK
Brolct,
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A zejele] W REFIT 15 AREESHAL ok nAe BE X=(X,,X,,
o, Xp) 2 DRIzl sk R asel B REEEAMMGY  Eax
Feohe BElth3®) mEMY XM &HRE S 2o gEE 89 Helalc
Z woF Bt X;(i=1,2, - n) 7t A2 mESTo|H

n
U( xl) X2, "7, x") :U(x) = ~El K‘.Ui(xi)
i=

4 22 MERFAERIT 248

V. Z2@EAmie] &=E

1. ZEBEDARK HFY

goll4 2l SEREAARERAA Yadt o2 7bx BEd AEE 4n 2k o
Ao A o]t 2 RESNA MAEBMER L od HES 2o A3 nasias &

o, ddiE oz FEMEARKS] SR mER, FEA 2eln KE AsA He

i

ZHAl =l

W nA B ERBHEE (additive utility function) of jall =&}l Fhc}
MERKAERE 44 (P.C. Fishburn) o 2ja} & FHwst ol Fi3 k3¢ 2% o
2l gt mERAAREE A% LERAMEHS SEshgc =g 3 (RA,

33) R.L. Keeney and H. Raiffa,op.cit., pp.229 ~ 232,
Altan Coner,op.cif,,pp.55 ~ 56,

34 ) P.C. Fishburn, Decision and Value Theory,Wiley & Sons, New York, 1964,

“Independence in Utility Theory with Whole Product

Sets,” Operations Research,13,1965,pp.28 ~ 45,

, “Additivity in Utility Theory with Denumerable Produ-
ct Sets,” Econometrica,34,1966,pp.500 ~ 533,

» “Independence and Additivity in Multivariate, Unidim-
entional Expected Utility Theory,” International Econ-
omic Review,8,1967,pp.335 ~ 342,
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Pollak)3%) % #HER - mEme] 517 A% LERSMEHE AAsgch 28 o7
AAE W HAds mEBTEAS TAoe AEstnzt et
lek G X, X, v, Xnol Rt ZeEel RiFst 15 BAREARY Jrsin
5o RAREAMAL dTL WA dvdd, & X, X,, -, X0 mERrelzhd of
o BAERE

Ux) = 3 KU(x)
t=1

o} o] mERO T Fa X c}306)

Zela FEABAEYN (multiplicative utility function)+ 714 (R, L, Keeney)
o S e FRA TARET Tk wek nAl BE XX, o, XSl A B
o] A9 &% BABoletd, § X, X,, -, Xnol HERAKLolvtd BAHKE
R

U(x) = él KU (%) + K 3 KKUi (%) U () + K 5 KKKU; (5)U;

1= .
1>

-

>
>

-

(2;)U (%) + -+ K KKy - KUy (%) - Up(x,)

s 7ol ebw shetch
a9 3 K=1 9l K= 07 92 volrb4l msiEI s mEe,
1=1

. “Additive Utilities with Incomplete Product Sets:
Application to Priorities and Assignments »Qperations
Research,15,1967,pp.537 ~ 542,

35) R.A. Pollok, “Additive von Neumann- Morgenstern Utility Functions,”
Economelrica,35,1967 ,pp. 485 ~ 494,

36 ) mkek Al BetEQl AHF, T Xy X, X, 7ol MEKI] Eel AMRYH, BAKEE
U(x,, x,, x3) =K U (x) +K,U,(x,) + KgUs(x3) 7} ek

37 ) R.L. Keeney, Multiplicative Utility Functions,K Operations Research, 22,
1974,pp.22 ~ 34,
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b

u{x) = _Z K,—U,-(x,-)
£=1

ook @R 5 K109 Kxo0olx, milel K& Fohn 12 clstel HBAM
i=1

g s

n
KU(x)+1= 1 [(KK;U;{x;)+1]
i=1

& derh

A7 A Kb BBold, U/ (%)= I+KU(x) Zela U (x;)= KK U, (%;) zh,

U(x)= H U/ (%) 7F 513, =3 K7b BEietd, U’ (x) =~-[KU(%)+1] =2

7’
U7 (%)

i=1

)=— [+ KK;U; (z;))as -U’ (x)=(-1)" <11 U/ (%) 7F =it whet

A e e FRmBUREREL g8
w8l 45 SR K (multilinear utility function) & 44l 39) 3} shFot (P,

H. Farquhar)40) o 9|81 o] dF=lgedl, 159 HRERE &3k 7ol gokd

Shek

= B A X=(X, X, - . Xa)ol sl ek X, 7b Xs (i = 1,2, m)s}
HAReletd, BARK<

3)

39)

40)

aiob 4 BBkl Aol X, ol (X, X3} mAmre {X, X} o {X,, X5} 7t
Xy 8 X, o 77 Egmisreletd, BUHEEE Ulx,,x,,%5) = KU, (x,) +KU,
(x,) + KUy (25) + KK K,U, (£,)U,(%,) + KK KU, (%,)Us(%5) + KK,K5U,
(% ,)U,(x,) + KK EKKU (x,)U(%,)U, (x4) 7t Ak o7 A K‘:;()o]tx:] okuy
o] K& F5tz 14 dsto K omEstd, KU (x,,x,,%3) + 1—1] (KK;U; (x;)
+1]& A=t

P.C. Fishburn,“Bernoullian Utilities for Multiple Factor Situations,”
in Multiple Criteria Decision Making, J.L. Cochrane and M. Zeleny,
eds., University of South Carolina Press, 1973,

P.H. Farquhar “A Fractional Hypercube Decomposition Theorem for Mu-
ltiattribute Utility Functions,”Operations Research,23,1975, pp 941 ~
967,
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U(x)= Z K;U;(x;)+ E );K.U(x)U(x,)+ Z X X
1

i=1 i=1 i 055
KijgUi (2 0U; (2 WU {2+ -+ Kyp oo n Up(x))U,(%,) < Uy(x,)
o o] pHBe R Hepa))

o] ZMBEBA L MEARBHER RADBAEK] —KBolzt € + el A28}
W MERBAEES REEFAERT 2T oA &HA A ¥ 4 dd A
HAEES HRo A i g FEE ERALE T Ak F, X=X, xX, %
X Xp, n =302k & o, wboF X, o &l (X, ,X;}7F X,7(7x1) 8 REFRLo| T
X, 7 Xz % BARLoletd, BAEK: mER

Ux) = £ KUi(x), (DK =1)

olAY Fo REB
1 +KU(x) = .-’:7, 1+ KK, U; (%)), (5K X1)

o2 Hep

23 MERAAERE Y4 492 BREEMBEER (linear additive with
higher order function) #]o]X B##RAE MEBA ( simple linear additive model)
UG = 5 Kox S MEARe] St BRMBBE (Linear additive with interac-
tion) U(x) = z: K; x; + ”Z._ Kiszix; 59 ezt sloh BrEs RMuB®Eel =
Btke] WEY RE(phlSlcal measures) & WEbU 7P sheRl fi#lo] ok o] ALY
BE R (job evaluation) & S8l Wled#ie} 2] (J.C. Naylor and R.J.Wherry)42) 7t o]
85l BEite] Fohs 2L WAy el olgol® Hele} Tale (S.M. Keeley and M.E.

a1 ) ek A BtE X, X, X 7F 27 259 skt AR oletd, BAEE =
Ux, ,x5,%3) = KU (%) + KU,(x,) + KU;(x3) + KiKKU, (%4 WU, (x,)
+ K KiKqU, (20U (x5) + KK KU, (% )U3(%3)
+ KizsKiKGK3Uy (1)U, (%,)Us(%5)
7t R et

42) J.C. Naylor and R.J. Wherry, “The Use of Simulated Stimuli and the
JAN Technique to Capture and Cluster the Politics of Raters,” Educa-
tional and Psychological Measurement Vol.26,No.4, Winter 1965,



Doherty)43) u}-%-a} (E_H. Bauman), 44) 222 4 $o (H. Kunreuther)45) 5% o]
BRS 83t st 2L KRS el 2eln BE= BEEDY HMEMER]
F o XAy gimoew ~gv Zeglolx] zelm uvl-$ul (P,Slovic, D. Fleisnner and
W.S. Bauman)46) o o8] A-gsle] FrErct vha Foik Re WA

48 FBAELS Fo, k) 22 TE (G, Huber, V. Sahney and D, Ford)47) g
I ¢te] & (H.J. Eihorn) 48) of 88l ad7=gies, 2 Ashe Bo REBKARPBEE
o] AYslo] xlul WEEHE A o] &d Afe wxl ¥k w4 F=2 mERS oL
<tul, ole o] #BAY BEe] UF ZAdicle SBE o o4 AdA Biittolst B
o] 3l7] = Fo]c} 49)

2. mjelnly #EE

HAERS o elolH (parameter) & F38l7] A3 why & BERRERE (decision ma-
ker) 7} A" F& 7o g FAste ALe S47E (analyst) 7t EBMEHEFTHHT (mul-

43 ) S.M. Keeley and M. E. Doherty, “Baysian and Regression Modeling of
Graduate ~ Admission Policy,” Organizational Behavior ard Human Per-
formance ,Vol.8, No.2, October 1972,

44 ) E.H. Bauman, “Consistency and Optimality in Managerial Decision
Making ” Management Science,Vol.9,No.2, January, 1963,

45 ) H. Kunreuther, “Extension of Bauman’s Theory on Managerial Decision
Making ” Management Science,Vol.15,No.8, April 1969,

46 ) P. Slovic, D. Fleisnner and W.S. Bauman, “Analyzing the Use of In-
formation in Investment Decision Making: A Methodological Proposal,”
Journal of Business, Vol.45,No.2, April, 1972,

47 ) G. Huber, V. Sahney and D. Ford, “ A Study of Subjective Evaluation
Models,” Behavioral Science, November,K 1969,

48 ) H.J. Einhorn, “Expert Judgment and Mechanical Combination,” Organi-
zational Behavior and Human Performance, Vol.7,No.l, February, K 1972,

49 ) C.S. Spetzler, “The Development of a Corporate Risk Policy for Ca-
pital Investment Decisions,”/EEE Transactions on Systems, Man and
Cybernetics,Vol, SSC -4, 1968, pp.279 ~ 300,
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tivariate statistical analysis) & 58 =&3%t: A% 5 F 7157 Yt #FES
BEREEHFEL (client-explicated estimation) ole} 8l HEE AW EHREHE (o-
bserver-derived estimation) o]} &t}

BERAREEHEEE S T BBREe 2 §5XX4A e (two-stage rating approach),
HAelAls o8 E-BEAARERS] SHKES Adstd 2 $49 F +Fd A mA
€ wA AR B Ale e S99 AHE EREHS 93 SletlgE F330d
o] BRREEREES WA dold 4=y BRBEMEER o)A 488 S} 50)
% SBHBAEE Ux) S T3k fAdde slepold K, & Falof sled, oL o

o o o o 0
Ki :U(xi ’xi_ ) :U(xl,'“xi‘l, xf, xi+l’ o, x;l)

(x¥: % % 7P Big=lE A, x{: 2; F 7B 2EFHAA &= A)

ek nohel Bttolehd el slebolel K; & Folok 57 wEel, ol AMA nol
o] FRx-T Folol wrh 2= BEREZE K, & Fohsl A (x5, -, xi_,,
xF, xi,, v, %) Sk x*sh Aol EEEROl Py ZElm x° 7k Yol ko] (1-
P;) o Eejel (x* x° ) ol mEFNA 4 le P T BA M ek Ulx¥) =1,
Ulx°) =0, U;(x¥) =1 28l U;(x7) =0¢e} 3, Ulx}¥, x7 ) =P;=K; 7t =
.

o] Hike cheul 2e BBWES (decision tree) 4 8%k A74 e+ R
o BARE a Bkl A= et 4 glof

P, _—(x¥,x3, -, x0)

ZH a]/o\/’
\

O

~_

Eﬁﬁi’%\

%n)

O Lo LxyO 4k O . g0
(x), 25, %9, X7, Xi-1, , *n)

50 ) E.M. Johnson and G.P. Huber, op.cit,,p.317,
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ol AL WRKREEHEES KBS BEREHAA 20 e Mol gon, =7
BEREEAA 27F FEsoF & 3ol of g $18¢ F 4 e o

W AMEREES B dEo] HUBHE AL slevlge £ REE (mu-
Itiple regression) & AH&3ted FAgcl A=t sl So] 24w 74 KB o
R Bl AR 4 ek o] whe] REFY s mER Ro ohviz REER
BgolE o] 88 4 Sliz whiolch Eat ol e MER FolA MEMMC Yk o] g
< o o8 F e KA Yol

olg} o] slelelel g F A st ZEEEL Agsle HAld moE  Hkowm
FBOMHT (analysis of variance) & o] 8% % vk 4324 sgle]ay aElm )
%=k (P, Slovic, D, Fleisnner and W. S, Bauman)51) & o] w8 A1 &ste] ghEo]
BERE A ATk

ojdbell A 4bsd B TEEEME, 2HEEEE 281 HHANE Jd S SEE T (m-
ultivariate statistical analysis) wbwial XRS5 # (principal component an-

alysis) 3 PBHHT (discriminant analysis) 58 8% 55 9}

3. 2 EHRRER

F@RILAA $ele 48 £BMHAKWH (multiattribute risk aversion) 2t  3h=
ZREgHERAE H 8 EE o RigERees olsiel SRYELE B
dE Hx Alne SRMERAERS & $40%4 wole] (Richard F.Meyer)52) s 2|

sl AAHL el A7l E weofe] of & UubsiA|7] elALE (Scott F.Richard)53

51) P. Slovic, D. Fleisnner and W.S. Bauman, “Analyzing the Use of In-
formation in Investment Decision Making: A Methodological Proposal,”
Journal of Business,Vol.45, No.2, April 1972,

52 ) Richard F. Meyer, “Some Notes on Discrete Multivariate Utility,”
Harvard Business School, Mimeographed Manuscript, March, 1972,

53) Scott F. Richard, “Multivariate Risk Aversion, Utility Independence
and Separable Utility Functions,” Management Science ,Vol.22, No.1,
September 1975,
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o] o) &8 F4osw zastmz gk

2 T OBHE A4 mREBENS 4xes o] AR n Bt At £K
E#e) BEAMEHS Bt A gk

oAl A AA AellA BAFE T BHES Xeb vl stz 2Elm X9 Y4 RE o
92 BEE AL =g o]F A4 x8 ye Ak = X9 Yo shEE A<k
(Cartesian product) Z=XxYE X% yeYa 2E (x,y) 9 %&olch ol
& z9 TEE KR L z=(x,y) 2 BRh fele 244 Fogsle Ulx,
y)=U(z) ebe BAERIT otz 7H skt 2ela x,,x,,y, ZEIZ y, o A&
A5 QA FaH s olEL 1,,x, X, yo,ni EY IR, x,{xy, Vo {yyolth ol
sRpEAHRERS HesEHES 98 7t Sk

ot 2o 5 2HEAZ 474t F, A1 (L) E 0,59 FEE (x,y,)
E i 0,59 g2 (x,,y,) < Q& Holet stxm, s 222l (L,) & 059 =&
2 (xp,y) & AT 0,59 g2 (x,y0) & A& Hele b

olef wief A EAAZE BE xo,%,,yo LR yyol &l L, & L, nch o B
o (L, >L,) 1E #REARERERlcy akeF L, 3 L, 7kl MEEJIstehd (L,~ L,)
1% SRR PTRY, = LS L2t o #Fged (L>L,) 1€ SR
sskmoleh, z#dl o] L>L, 9 ZEtkmEols L>L,d ZEEmBERY
77 Arzgees B FS A (x,y) T2 A U 3 (x,,y,) T AF 0,59 #
$2 ot Ao, A2zHele X9 b F2 AT Yo B 2 A (x,v)
X 7HE U s YO R FE A (xg,y) 0l A 059 FEE e Fojch ¥

Bl shd Fe A Fe b e A el

nr

ot AT Fu = oL AT & Aoy
#7357 (preferring some good some bad to all or nothing), & L, ¥ L,xt}
EiFehs A% SEMARmEB ghehse)

474 g 7HA EEY W& FEHEAMITE (multivariate risk behavior) & oid

3 gteel Zelele] gt ol4bEA Ale] mERER] s ol ohzt BEES A4

54 ) Scott F. Richard,ep.cif. pp.13 ~ 14,
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(pairs of variables) ol ogt 2elele] o3 A5 HAolcl & JAEHA= H—
B X TL Yol g 2EeleAE g 2 & AL 2HBAAKERE =2
T A=k

olaoll A ZEHBMER At EHEES Asjustch o)A ZEHLKER HAEK
o 3l REESMEGST nAstaxl ek wel ZaAe4 2E (x,y) o ®&] 9U(x,y)
/oxdy {0 ejwl oA AE LR ALERB|s, U(x,y)/dxdy) 081 7o}
U(x,y)/ 0x0y=09 7L 7zt SRk ERERE &8Il Bolcy 55)

Sl AE odd ZAEE Ulx,y) ol dsl 2REEREES 24317 g TR
HiEgs 4AHct & sbx] HBEY 2 Ulx,y) 7b 25 (concave function) ghasl
A 3%U(x,y)/0x0y<07 5ol Ulx,y) 7} ZRtEaRERels 28 dvste Be
o st 25gre shets 9%°U(x,y) 0x0y) 08l ZA97k 9lg 5 817 ol

+

c}. 56)
o] eoj4tell4le] T BHA A$E nBM (X, ,X., 0, X)) BFR Ak}
X;9 7FEElAlglR X=X, XX, X |, XX,2 n-tuple(x; x,, - xn) & & Y

ol zElm X9 & EES &Fe}l sk x=(x,,x,, -~ ,x,) 22 EHIUL 2K
tEfel ER s BtEe 4o Aoss] wFel X; o X;(ixj)d @we] Uk 2m

Bl X =X XXX XXy X Xy XX KXoy X Xy XX X0 THEE 242 8

‘55 ) A#KY 2R Richard F, Meyer, op.cil, pp.14 ~ 15 FZX,
&= 3 (Altan Coner) £ B—BttB A HERAA ZA 2 o 29 (] W, Pratt
and K.J. Arrow) & #% f56 E@# (absolute risk aversion) & g =2
Foed ZRYE ZHAERY ERERE Yosldst F, ox
2
R; (x;) =—U"(x) +U () = _aaff / glji s}t zeo] Hrh
A. Coner, op, cit.,pp.92 ~ 104,
5 ) U(x,y) 7} e ZEgeld ol e 4475 (Hessian matrix) & PAEHTH
( semi-negative definite matrix) o|* &,
02U/ dxdx << 0, [d2U/ 8x0x)(8°U/ dydy) — (8°U/ 0x3y])® > 0o]ch
A4 p2U/aydy < 0olT E — ((32U/9x0x)(3°U/dydy))® < a%U/

dxdy<< ((B%U/9x0x X(@ U/ayavﬁ“fcga + olch zenl 32U/ 0xdy >

0IHE UCx,y)E 98aolct dlau, Ulx,y)=C(xy)¥ (x>0, y>00%
3
82U /0x0y=1:(xy) % > 0olAal, of YE 2Fyolth
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W, BRe (x,x; 7)) 2 3dE & Ul £MEaHER] g5 49 2= L,
3 Lyol el x sidlel x; § 282 yejdldl x; & dldlAg oz 2" & gl
webd 2E xf,x,x7 22T xje el L, L,E o #Facd 2R4skE
g2t ghet57)

V. & E

sk ol RAhIAT AolAY Ao BRIEE M—BH T& MRkl
T AAEA L A €od SEM T ERmEEEolL oddz 8% Hs
MAE BEEeld  SpEmee asishl sold ol shgel BEE e 44

S915ke Fadol WAl wel olF YelH o thRl $is) SRMHATER o3 7 A
4e ngsted ABi%e BEE T3
b 5 o] B BAMAER, MEHMBER el dolnkd EALu Y] HAER

Sol wiEg $u gleu), el 4N uhshge] el dol Az ERBel $e Bob
ohizh B—Btte] chieh SBES THRoE URNERBEE e Sepd utel elek
5. BEOAAESRS AEY € 4 0t ARARE, KETENE BEE BTE e
b 2elm HEE ool SBERIERS WAl A% ALd s AT A AR
o Zedy WyvEs %, REET, WERY 10T MEMTe A T ol
el Gl AR el Deluel wel ZEEEIEES B MEE o RED T
gE Aekl B 4 g

e REMAMERE ol ALsel $ WEFRA o8 ASE A Lo
Bl SlolAE MERAHERS Az geh Gebd MERAREME T2 ALs

57) 2kF Uy Uy, =, Unol BE (x,,x5, -, 2n) ol A3l SBWEABERIT, b,,
by, -, baol B¢ B U=a+ ,;l bU; & SBERKE S =3 7

F Ulx,,x,, . xn) ol SRMEEHERT £(-) 7 oSEReE, V(x,,
Xz, "7, xn) = f[[}(xl’XZ, T, xn)]E giﬁf@ﬁﬁ@ﬁ"“”}.
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e ol o] BH A sbye]l v stk Efhel 2o A4 Aol E#o] 2 W)
Eolth HA3HE ol FEUMAEBEAE S SHNERREHESS Yoz o
Fed FET AV ¥ 7 gl 2 Y JIARNE Y4B GRS Ao
aAshA $x ek st ol% el AfiBiEe] SArEA L, ma o] o Bol
& 104z Aol felae st} obd A7) Aol Q7] W o)

fames £ o, ZRMAARRL SENERAEMEYS B8R oz 1 EREL
M7} deld & ohel @B 34 Q4" Heo® Ansic
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