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% manipulability
is_manipulable_at_profile( Scf,(R,R2)->X,(Q,R2)->Y,1):—

set_of alternatives([a,b,c]). member( (Q,R2)->Y, Scf),
set_of agents([1,2]). prefer x_to_y( Y, X, R).
alternative(X):- . is_manipulable_at_profile( Scf,(R1,R)->X,(R1,Q)->Y,2):—~
set_of alternatives(A), member( (R1,Q)->Y, Scf),
member(X,A). prefer x_to_y( Y, X, R).
agent(J)— is_strategy_proof scf( Scf):—
set_of agents(N), forall(
mernber(\J,Nl). member( V, Scf),
possible_ranking( r(1), [a,b,c]). ¥+ is_manipulable_at_profile( Scf, V,_,)
possible_ranking( r(2), [a,c,b]). ).
possible_ranking( r(3), [b,a,c]). % (Maskin) monotonicity
poss!ble,rank!ng( r(4), [b,c,al). preference_reversal( (R1,R2)->X, (Q1,Q2), (J,W)):—
possible_ranking( r(5), [c,a,b]). is_ranking_of(J,(R1,R2),R),
possible_ranking( r(6), [c,b,al). is_ranking_of(J,(Q1,Q2),Q),
prefer x_to_y(A,B, R):- prefer x_to_y( X, W, R),
possible_ranking( R, 0), prefer x_to_y( W, X, Q).
append( _[A|C],0), is_non_monotonic_at_profile( Scf, R—>X, Q—->Y):-—
me‘mber(B,(I)). member( Q->Y, Scf),
possible_ranking of( J, R, 0):— Y ¥=X,
agent(J), ¥+ preference_reversal( R->X, Q, ).

possible_ranking(R, O). is_monotonic_at_profile( Scf, R->X):-

¥+ is_non_monotonic_at_profile( Scf, R->X, ).
B1 RER ==Yz b, BEAIEF iS-;"Of}Icztonic-scf( Sef)-
ora
member( V, Scf),

% the domain is_monotonic_at_profile( Scf, V)

all_profile_of rankings(L):— ).
ﬁr;f;:l(t(eRc:%F:g{kings( [R1R2)) R4 BfF (F) FIREtE, OF) St
L. o

% a generic constructor

auto_scf( FL,Property):—
all_profile_of rankings( L), auto_scf [R-> X | H1, [RIQ], sp)—
auto_scf( FL, L, Property).
aut ’ auto_scf( H,Q,sp),

% initial stage of recursions alternative(X)

auto,sc'f( 0o 0. . ¥+ is_manipulable_at_profile( H, R->X,_.),

% scf without constraints ¥ (

auto_scf( [R-> X | H], [RIQ], free):- member(V. H)

auto_scfl HQ free), is_manipulable_at_profile( [R->X|H], V,R->X,)

% strategy—proof scf

alternative( X). )
A L ] e B A o . .
X2 #HSEERENL—/L (SCF DOLE) &5 BERERAAE SCF A4 % 2 — R
% no taboo alternative ?- auto_scf ( Fosp),citizens_sovereisgntv(F),
citizens_sovereignty(Scf):- show_scf(F),nl . fail.
forall( _
alternative(A), i_:c_)l:fE@-EIl_%l_?l_%l_?l_?;
member( _—>A, Scf) row=r(1) [a, a, b, b, c, c]
). row=r(2) [a, a, b, b, o, c]
. o row=r(3) [a, a, b, b, ¢, c]
% Pareto principle row=r(4) [a, a, by by, ¢, ¢
is_Pareto_efficient_at_profile( (R1, R2)->Y):- row=r(5) [a, a, b, b, c, c]
¥+ ( row=ri6) [a, a, b, b, ¢, c]
prefer x_to_y( X, Y, R1), = 1.9, 9,4, 5. &
prefer x to_y( X, Y, R2) ?C—)——EEP—E—i——i——i——i——i—j
). row=r(1) [a, a, a, a, a, a]
is_Pareto_efficient_scf( Scf):— Fgﬁi;%% =g, a, g, g, a, g=
forall( row=r(4) [b, b, b, b, b, b]
member( V, Scf), row=r(3) [c, c, o ¢, c]
is_Pareto_efficient_at_profile( V) rowsr(8) [e, o ¢ o o cl
). Ho
% dictatorship ?- auto_scf { F,=e), ¥+ is_monotonic_scf(F).
is_dictatorial_scf( Scf,J):—
is_ranking_of(J,L,R) 12 :
| OnJ,.Lk), ?- auto_scf { Fomonotonic),member(J,F), (F).
forall( is_manipulable_at_profilelF,U,Y,J).

member(L->X, Scf),

o
¥+ prefer x to_y(_X, R) ?- auto_scf ( F,monotonic),citizens_sovereiznty(F),

). ¥+ iz Pareto_efficient_scf(F).
is_non_dictatorial_scf( Scf):-
¥+ is_dictatorial_scf( Scf, ). EC_) [

is_ranking_of(1,(R),R).
is_ranking of(2,(_R),R).
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