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Kratzer[4] 1, "SR LONHF 2 6B H Iz LTONHF 2 H\WT, ‘at
least as likely as’ ® & 5 7R LLEHIEREMIE YY) T 4 RIR (comparative epistemic
modal) IZET V%25 2%, Yalcin[8] 1, Kratzer DETIVA, BB Z Y 22 HE R
EZMEET, W, EBICIEZRY R EZ Y L LTLES Z e EmRTY. M, I
IR E &) 7« REDET IV & UTHERNZICEEE S ETIVERAT 5.
ZOETIVIE EFEOMEZFI SR I I\, L LS, [Fc ORI HE
2T, BFEEPHREEVPEHTIMRS LOCEE LIDEA L WS EMTER
BRBRE R IIES 2 i3 0] & Kratzer[5] AR~ 2% & 512, Yalcin @€ 7V,
AR E X)) 74 REDET IV E UTAHRTH S L5 1B bivad. Holliday
and Tcard[3] %, HERMPEETMIEDD TlER L, BERMEREE TV, Kratzer O
BGETHE T VD Yalcin OfIEZFI SR I I\ & %2_7 . Suzukil7] 1&, ZDEGE
DETIA, LD Kratzer D EB %KL, Yalcin OfEZ5 S I =9, WR
FIEDY A ZDHIRDO L WVERHE 2R 5. — MR R» 5EZR T 5L, ks

B2 EHERNLETIVIE, &IBEITE) (optimizing behavior) % Z3k 4 2 BIFENE
fi'fi (global rationality) (2325< & \W&x 5. UL» L, Simon[6] IZ &N, 7A4ED

AEJIIC B 2 B3I B & OIS IRALERI 2 HI# 1, 1TRH DBEEOEMM 24> T, &

WALATE 2 EHRATREZEAL LTUE S, M, TAEVURENSHEMELZ RIS
THDLWIFBAZET, R4, WRIIEITE (satisficing behavior) 25 X % R

AEM (bounded rationality) 2 FEERIFRT E WD T L Z2REET L. ROHIZ, ‘as
likely as’ IZ& > TR NS HEREZET (probabilistic indifference) DR D
VTR XF Ry U R (sorites paradox) 25| S Z T A[EMELH S Z & &2RT.

Bl (VTR -IRS Ry IR) FHIKOFHERA, 50 NOZERELZZITRH, B

ARBRODFERDIEIZAE S 2 WMRD Z W TE (e (BeFim), ca, .- ., cso(BAK)), D
i(1 <i<49)IZ/HUT, ¢l e ERAULK S5 (as likely as) KFEAFRERICEHE
U9 <, ¢ lkeso &9 (more likely than) 6i€>blb_A7be’PTb\<‘: loTW\W5
REE L. ZOLE, b UERBHEZRNIVHEBNTH L2501, HIE, 5 lda &



FU < 50 (as likely as) AFBRICAER LY T WEBDRITNIER S 2L 857K
55,

Suzuki[7] DETNMIZEWTIL, HERGRESN OB X Z Y TH 5. BERDIE
EZRDOFEHEBRMEIIRESEEO—FITHS. REROIE, TAEITRE S NZi#B]
R UDEZ0Wr o TH B, Fechner[2] 1, TORESIN/AHEN%E, A OREIMHE,
DFE D, TEATHMEE (just noticeable difference, JND) &5 & X /i Tl d 2.
Domotor and Stelzer[1] 1, JND OBENHELGRIK 225252 TEsE
I —4 —HEMEER (semiordered qualitative probability) & W5 & X iz EAT
5. AREOHMIE, ZOZFEDETIVHIRD 3 DD K % £ D 5E 2 B2
W 2 5 4 REIOBSE AN (BLE) #4075t 522 Ths. (1) TOEFL
E, MERWEIZEEE D OTRZL, BRERICEDC LW FEKRIZEWT B
® Kratzer DEE % KMT 5. (2) ZDETIVIZ Yalcin DEZ 5 & Z 4.
(3) ZDETIVIE, MERFMAMESF DOHEBMEIZZ Y TERVE VI ERIZEWTRE
BEMTHD, TNPA, YITR - NI RYIRZ5[ESEI IR0,
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