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Abstract

In a variable electorate framework, we introduce and study the net-outdegree social choice correspondence (scc),
a procedure that allows to determine some alternatives among the ones in a given set for any given preference
profile, that is, a complete description of the individual preferences of a group of voters. No property is in principle
required to individual preferences. We show that well-known voting rules, i.e. the Borda rule, the Approval
Voting, the Plurality rule, the anti-Plurality rule, coincide with the restriction of the net-outdegree scc to suitable
sets of preference profiles. We prove then that, when a set of preference profiles satisfies suitable conditions, the
restriction of the net-outdegree scc to that set is the unique scc satisfying four properties, among which the
well-known property of consistency. That allows to get as consequences Young’s characterization of the Borda
rule and Fishburn’s characterization of the Approval Voting as well as other characterization results present in
the literature. Such results are all based on a preliminary analysis and a general characterization theorem of the
so-called net-outdegree network solution.
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1 Introduction

Consider a set A of alternatives and a countable set V of potential voters whose preferences are modelled as binary
relations on A. A preference profile is a function from a nonempty and finite subset of V to the set RpAq of the
binary relations on A. Given a subset D of the set RpAq˚ of all the preference profiles, a social choice correspondence
(scc) on D is a function from D to the set of nonempty subsets of A. A scc on D is then a procedure that allows to
select some alternatives in A on the basis of the preferences of some voters in V . The set D is usually determined by
imposing that voters’ preferences satisfy some properties like, for instance, being orders, linear orders or dichotomous
orders on A.

In this paper we introduce and study a scc on RpAq˚ that we call net-outdegree scc and denote by O. Such
a scc associates with any preference profile p the set Oppq of elements of A maximizing the integer valued function
defined, for every x P A, by ÿ

yPAztxu

cppx, yq ´
ÿ

yPAztxu

cppy, xq,

where, for every pair of distinct alternatives x and y, cppx, yq counts the number of voters in the domain of p who
think that x is at least as good as y. That function appears in Young (1974) as an alternative way to define the Borda
scores of alternatives when voters’ preferences are linear orders on A. In the same paper, the author also suggests the
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possibility to use that function to define the Borda scores of the alternatives when voter’s preferences are orders or
partial orders. Here we extend that idea to define a scc on RpAq˚. The net-outdegree scc is then a procedure that
works whatever the preference relations of voters are.

We prove a number of remarkable facts about the net-outdegree scc. First of all, we show that O coincides with
classic and well-known sccs when its domain is restricted to special subsets of RpAq˚. Indeed, O coincides with the
Borda rule when voters’ preferences are linear orders; with the generalized Borda rule1 when voters’ preferences are
orders; with the Approval Voting when voters’ preferences are dichotomous orders2; with the Plurality rule when
voters’ preferences are dichotomous orders with a single alternative better than all the others; with the anti-Plurality
rule when voters’ preferences are dichotomous orders with a single alternative worse than all the others; with the
Partial Borda rule3 when voters’ preferences are partial orders; with the Averaged Borda rule4 when voters’ preferences
are top truncated orders. Thus, the net-outdegree scc can be seen as the common root of all the aforementioned
sccs.

We prove then, as the main result of the paper, that if a subset D of RpAq˚ satisfies some technical but mild
conditions, then O restricted toD can be characterized by four properties, namely, neutrality, consistency, cancellation
and outstar network faithfulness (Theorem 38). The first three properties are well-established in social choice theory
and originate by Young (1974). Outstar network faithfulness is instead a new property. A scc F satisfies neutrality if
alternative names are immaterial; consistency5 if, given two preference profiles p1 and p2 referring to disjoint groups
of voters and for which F selects two subsets of A with nonempty intersection, then F selects that intersection when
computed at the preference profile obtained by combining p1 and p2; cancellation if F selects the whole set A of
alternatives on those preference profiles for which, for every pair of distinct alternatives x and y, the number of voters
who think that x is at least as good as y is the same as the number of voters who think that y is at least as good as
x; outstar network faithfulness if, for every alternative x, there exists a preference profile having a special structure
and for which F selects x as unique outcome. Outstar network faithfulness is a mild property somehow related to the
well-known faithfulness property introduced by Young (1974) and Fishburn (1979).

Properly qualifying the set D of preference profiles, Theorem 38 allows to obtain many known characterization
theorems. Indeed, we deduce the characterizations of the Borda rule by Young (1974, Theorem 1), of the Partial
Borda rule by Cullinan (2014, Theorem 2), of the Averaged Borda rule by Terzopoulou and Endriss (2021, Theorem
6), of the Approval Voting by Fishburn (1979, Theorem 4), of the Plurality rule by Sekiguchi (2012, Theorem 1), of the
anti-Plurality rule by Kurihara (2018, Theorem 1). Those characterizations appear in the paper as Theorems 64, 69,
73, 80, 84 and 85, respectively. We also prove that neutrality, consistency, cancellation and faithfulness characterize
the generalized Borda rule on order profiles, as stated by Young (1974). Many further characterization results are
proposed along the paper and many others seem to be at hand due to the strength of the result.

Theorem 38 is obtained as a (not immediate) consequence of a theorem about network solutions, our second main
result. In order to present such a theorem let us first recall the concepts of network and network solution.

A network on a set A is a triple N “ pA,A2
˚, cq, where A is called the set of vertices of N , A2

˚ “ tpx, yq P A2 : x ‰ yu
is called the set of arcs of N and c is a function from A2

˚ to Q called the capacity associated with N . Networks can
be used to represent a variety of situations. For instance, they can be used to mathematically represent competitions.
Indeed, assume to have a set of teams which played a certain number of matches among each other and to know,
for every team, the number of matches it won against any other team. Then we can represent that competition
by a network N “ pA,A2

˚, cq, where A is the set of teams and, for every px, yq P A2
˚, cpx, yq counts the number

of matches in which x beat y (assuming that ties are not allowed). As another example assume that A is a set of
alternatives. A network N “ pA,A2

˚, cq can represent a special type of information about the alternatives. Indeed,
for every px, yq P A2

˚, cpx, yq can be thought as a numerically evaluation of the strength of the statement “x is at least
as good as y”. That strength might stem by considering several criteria to assess alternatives, assigning a suitable
numerical weight to each criteria, and summing the weights of the criteria for which x is at least as good as y. That
strength can also be computed by counting the number of voters/experts in a given panel declaring that x is at least
as good as y. Of course, that leads to a very natural way to associate a network on A with any preference profile and,
in the paper, we adopt that idea.

1Mas-Colell et al. (1997, Example 21.C.1); Vorsatz (2008).
2Brams and Fishburn 1978. Note that Vorsatz (2008, Proposition 1) already notices that the generalized Borda rule coincides with the

Approval Voting when restricted to dichotomous orders.
3Cullinan et al. (2014).
4Dummett (1997).
5Some authors use the term “reinforcement” instead of “consistency” (see, for instance, Moulin, 1988; Young, 1988; Myerson, 1995).
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Given a subset D of the set N pAq of all the networks on A, a network solution on D is a function from D to the
set of nonempty subsets of A, a network method on D is instead a function from D to the set of binary relations of A.
Typically, network solutions [methods] are defined by associating a score to each vertex of a network and considering
the vertices maximizing the score [the complete and transitive relation on the vertices consistent with the scores].
If now A is a set of teams and D is the set of networks that represent a complete description of wins and losses in
a potential competition among the teams in A, we can see a network solution [method] on D as a procedure that
allows to determine, for any conceivable competition involving teams in A, the set of winners [a social preference
on A]. If instead A represents a set of alternatives and D is the set of networks that can be thought as a possible
description of the numerical evaluations of the strength of all the statements of the type “x is at least as good as y”
for all px, yq P A2

˚, we can see a network solution [method] as a procedure to determine, for any conceivable pairwise
evaluation of the elements of A, the best alternatives [a social preference on A].

Many network solutions and network methods are considered and studied in the literature. Langville and Meyer
(2012) describe lots of ranking procedures used in different contexts (like social choice, voting, sport competitions,
web search engines, psychology and statistics) that can be formalized as network methods. Laslier (1997, Chapters
3 and 10) presents an extensive survey of network solutions defined on the set of tournaments6 and on the set of
balanced networks7.

One of the simplest network solution [method], considered by Brans et al. (1986) and Bouyssou (1992), is obtained
by associating with each vertex of a network the score given by the difference between its outdegree and its indegree
and then selecting the vertices maximizing the score value [ranking the vertices according to the scores]. More
precisely, given N “ pA,A2

˚, cq P N pAq, the score of x P A is defined as

δN pxq “
ÿ

yPAztxu

cpx, yq ´
ÿ

yPAztxu

cpy, xq.

Such a network solution [method], which is defined on N pAq, is called here net-outdegree network solution [method].8

As already said, we are mainly interested in the net-outdegree network solution, here denoted by O.
It is worth noting that the net-outdegree network solution [method] coincides with the classic Copeland solution

[method] when applied to the 0-1-networks corresponding to complete relations and then, in particular, corresponding
to tournaments; with the flow network solution [method] proposed by Gvozdik (1987) and deepened by Belkin and
Gvozdik (1989) and Bubboloni and Gori (2018) when applied to balanced networks with capacity whose values are
nonnegative integers; with the outflow network solution [method] by van den Brink and Gilles (2009) when applied
to balanced networks. Moreover, some characterization results for suitable restrictions of the net-outdegree network
solution [method] are available in the literature. Indeed, the net-outdegree network method restricted to tournaments
is characterized by Rubenstein (1980); the net-oudegree network method [solution] restricted to complete relations is
characterized by Henriet (1985); the net-oudegree network method restricted to the set of networks whose capacity
has values in r0, 1s is characterized by Bouyssou (1992). All those characterizations involve a monotonicity property.

Our main result about the net-outdegree network solution states that if a subset D of N pAq satisfies some special
conditions, then O restricted to D can be characterized by four properties called consistency, neutrality, cancellation
and outstar network faithfulness whose meaning is similar as the one of the properties by the same name introduced
for social choice correspondences (Theorem 22). Indeed, a network solution F satisfies neutrality if the names of
the elements of A are immaterial; consistency if, every time the outcomes of F at two networks have nonempty
intersection, then that intersection must be the outcome of F at the sum of the two networks; cancellation if F

selects all the vertices when applied to reversal symmetric networks, namely those networks such that, for every arc
px, yq, the capacity of the arc px, yq equals the capacity of the arc py, xq; ourstar network faithfulness if, for every
x P A, there exists in D a network having a special structure such that the network solution selects only x when
applied to that network. As a consequence of the Theorem 22, we obtain, in particular, that a network solution on
D satisfying consistency, neutrality, cancellation and outstar network faithfulness coincides with O restricted to D,
provided that D is the set of [balanced] networks or the set of [balanced] networks whose capacity has nonnegative
values or the set of [balanced] networks whose capacity has values in the set of nonnegative integers.

6A tournament R on A is an asymmetric relation on A such that, for every px, yq P A2
˚, px, yq P R or py, xq P R. A relation R on a set

A can be identified with a 0-1-network N “ pA,A2
˚, cq where, for every px, yq P A2

˚, cpx, yq “ 1 if px, yq P R and cpx, yq “ 0 if px, yq R R.
7A network N “ pA,A2

˚, cq is balanced if there exists a constant k P Q such that, for every px, yq P A2
˚, cpx, yq ` cpy, xq “ k.

8Brans et al. (1986) and Bouyssou (1992) refer to such network method as net-flow network method, but we think that the name
net-outdegree better adheres to the rational behind the definition.
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The net-outdegree network solution naturally induces a social choice correspondence, namely the correspondence
that associates with any preference profile the value of O at the network associated with that preference profile. Such
a social choice correspondence is exactly the net-outdegree social choice correspondence O and that fact allows to
deduce the main characterization theorem about O from the one about O.

The proof of Theorem 22 is greatly inspired to the proof of the characterization theorem of the Borda rule by
Young (1974). During the years, some scholars tried to simplify Young’s arguments by avoiding linear algebra and
graph theory and deduced weaker results following a different approach (see, for instance, Hansson and Sahlquist,
1976; see also the comments about the proof of Young’s result on the Borda rule in Alós-Ferrer, 2006). In some sense,
we try the opposite strategy carrying to its extreme the use of linear algebra and graph theory, especially network
theory, and exploiting the potential of group theory, the natural tool to deeply explore the properties of anonymity
and neutrality.9 Our wide-ranging approach seemed the only way to extract the treasure buried in Young’s paper.
Indeed, such an approach allowed to get new characterization theorems for network solutions that led in turn to new
insight into crucial problems of social choice theory.

The structure of the paper is as follows. Sections 3 to 7 are devoted to the characterization theorems for network
solutions; Sections 8 to 12 are devoted to the characterization theorems for social choice correspondences.

2 Basic notation

We denote by N the set of positive integers and we set N0 :“ N Y t0u. For k P N we set rks :“ tx P N : x ď ku and
rks0 :“ tx P N0 : x ď ku.

Given X a finite set, we denote by |X | the size of X , by X2
d the set tpx, yq P X2 : x “ yu, by X2

˚ the set X2zX2
d ,

by P pXq the set of subsets of X , by P0pXq the set of nonempty subsets of X . We also denote by SympXq the set
of the permutations of X . Recall that SympXq is a group under the usual composition of functions. If |X | “ n ě 2,
given distinct x1, . . . , xk P X with 2 ď k ď n, we denote by px1 ¨ ¨ ¨xkq the permutation in SympXq defined by
px1 ¨ ¨ ¨xkqpxiq “ xi`1 for all i P rk ´ 1s, px1 ¨ ¨ ¨xkqpxkq “ x1 and px1 ¨ ¨ ¨xkqpxq “ x for all x P Xztx1, . . . , xku. The
identity function on X is denoted by id. Thus, id P SympXq and id is defined, for every x P X , by idpxq “ x.

3 Networks

Let A be a finite set with |A| “ m ě 2. A network on A is a triple N “ pA,A2
˚, cq, where c is a function from A2

˚ to
Q. We say that A is the set of vertices of N , A2

˚ is the set of arcs of N and c is the capacity associated with N . The
set of networks on A is denoted by N pAq.

Let N “ pA,A2
˚, cq P N pAq. The reversal of N is the network N r “ pA,A2

˚, c
rq P N pAq where, for every

px, yq P A2
˚, c

rpx, yq “ cpy, xq. If N “ N r we say that N is reversal symmetric. Given ψ P SympAq, we set
Nψ “ pA,A2

˚, c
ψq P N pAq where cψ is defined, for every px, yq P A2

˚, by c
ψpx, yq “ cpψ´1pxq, ψ´1pyqq. Given k P Q,

N is k-constant if, for every px, yq P A2
˚, cpx, yq “ k; k-balanced if, for every px, yq P A2

˚, cpx, yq ` cpy, xq “ k. The
unique k-constant network is denoted by Npkq. N is balanced if N is k-balanced for some k P Q; constant if N is
k-constant for some k P Q. The net-outdegree associated with N is the function δN from A to Q defined, for every
x P A, by

δN pxq :“
ÿ

yPAztxu

cpx, yq ´
ÿ

yPAztxu

cpy, xq. (1)

The number δN pxq is called net-outdegree of x in N . N is pseudo-symmetric if, for every x P A, δN pxq “ 0.
We denote by RpAq the set of reversal symmetric networks; by CpAq the set of constant networks; by BpAq the

set of balanced networks; by PSpAq the set of pseudo-symmetric networks. Note that CpAq Ď RpAq X BpAq and that
RpAq Ď PSpAq.

Given N “ pA,A2
˚, c

N q P N pAq, M “ pA,A2
˚, c

M q P N pAq and k P Q, we set kN “ pA,A2
˚, kc

N q P N pAq and
N ` M “ pA,A2

˚, c
N ` cM q. That defines a Q-vector space structure on N pAq. Moreover, for every N,M P N pAq,

h, k P Q and ψ, σ P SympAq, the following properties hold true10

phN ` kMqψ “ hNψ ` kMψ, pNψqσ “ Nσψ ,

9The use of permutation groups consideration is not a novelty in this area. See, for instance, Bubboloni and Gori (2014) and (2015).
10In particular, N pAq is a QSympAq-module.
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phNqr “ hN r, pN `Mqr “ N r `M r, pNψqr “ pN rqψ .

Throughout the paper we are going to freely use the above properties with no reference. A sum of networks over an
empty set of indices is always interpreted as the null network Np0q.

For every px, yq P A2
˚, we denote by Nxy the network whose capacity is 1 on the arc px, yq and 0 elsewhere. For

every x P A, we call the network
Nx :“

ÿ

yPAztxu

Nxy

the outstar network on the vertex x. It is easily checked that the networks Nx for x P A are linearly independent in
N pAq.

For every B Ď A, we set
KB :“

ÿ

px,yqPB2

˚

pNxy `Nyxq (2)

and call it the complete network on B. Note that KB P RpAq.

Definition 1. Let D be a subset of N pAq.

• D is closed under permutation of vertices (CPV) if, for every N P D and ψ P SympAq, Nψ P D;

• D is closed under addition (CA) if, for every N,M P D, N `M P D;

• D is closed under reversal (CR) if, for every N P D, N r P D;

• D is coherent with outstar networks (CON) if, for every x P A, there exists k P N and R P RpAq such that

kNx `R P D.

Observe that if D Ď N pAq is CON and D Ď D1, then D1 is CON. A similar property does not hold true in general
for CPV, CA and CR.

Given D Ď N pAq and X Ď Q, we denote by XD the set of all the linear combinations with coefficients in X of
elements in D. As usual, we include among the linear combinations the empty linear combination and assume that it
gives the null network Np0q. We will be concerned especially with ZD and QD. Note that QD is a vector subspace
of N pAq.

A simple check shows that RpAq, CpAq, BpAq, PSpAq and N pAq satisfy CVP, CA and CR. Note also that N pAq
is CON while CpAq is not CON. Moreover, RpAq, CpAq, BpAq, PSpAq are vector subspaces of N pAq.

Given X Ď Q, we denote by NXpAq be the set of networks whose capacity has values in X. In particular,
NQpAq “ N pAq. Recall that Q` “ tq P Q : q ě 0u.

The set tNxy : px, yq P A2
˚u is a basis for the vector space N pAq so that dimN pAq “ mpm´ 1q. Note also that the

set tNxy `Nyx : px, yq P A2
˚u is a basis for RpAq so that

dimRpAq “
mpm´ 1q

2
.

Observe also that
dim CpAq “ 1.

The next proposition states a useful property characterizing the constant networks.

Proposition 2. A network N P N pAq belongs to CpAq if and only if Nψ “ N for all ψ P SympAq.

Proof. Let N P CpAq be k-constant and let ψ P SympAq. Then for px, yq P A2
˚, we have c

ψpx, yq “ cpψ´1pxq, ψ´1pyqq “
k “ cpx, yq, which means Nψ “ N. Conversely let N P N pAq and assume that Nψ “ N holds for all ψ P SympAq.
Then we have c “ cψ for all ψ P SympAq. Let px, yq P A2

˚ and pu, vq P A2
˚. Since x ‰ y and u ‰ v, there exists

ψ P SympAq such that ψpuq “ x and ψpvq “ y so that cpx, yq “ cψpx, yq “ cpψ´1pxq, ψ´1pyqq “ cpu, vq, and thus the
function c is constant.
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We introduce now the concept of cycle network. Let γ “ x1 x2 . . . xk x1 be a k-cycle of the complete directed graph
pA,A2

˚q, for some 2 ď k ď m.11 The k-cycle network associated with γ is defined by

Cx1 x2...xk x1
:“

˜
k´1ÿ

i“1

Nxi xi`1

¸
`Nxk x1

.

A network C P N pAq is called a cycle network if it is a k-cycle network for some 2 ď k ď m. Note that cycle networks
belong to NN0

pAq.

Proposition 3. Let N P PSpAq X NN0
pAq. Then N “ Np0q or there exists s P N and a sequence pCiq

s
i“1 of cycle

networks such that N “
řs
i“1 Ci.

12

Proof. Given N “ pA,A2
˚, cq P NN0

pAq, let us define

GN :“
ÿ

px,yqPA2

˚

cpx, yq P N0.

For every r P N0, let PS
rpAq :“ tN P PSpAq X NN0

pAq : GN “ ru. We complete the proof showing that, for every
r P N0, the following statement holds true:

Statprq: if N P PS
rpAq, then N “ Np0q or there exists s P N and a sequence pCiq

s
i“1 of cycle networks

such that N “
řs
i“1 Ci.

We work by induction on r. If r “ 0, PS
0pAq “ tNp0qu and Statprq is true. Let r ě 0 and assume that Statptq is true

for every t ď r. We have to prove that Statpr ` 1q is true. Let N “ pA,A2
˚, cq P PS

r`1pAq. For every x P A, define

Ipxq :“ ty P Aztxu : cpx, yq ě 1u, Opxq :“ ty P Aztxu : cpy, xq ě 1u,

and consider the set A1 “ tx P A : Opxq ‰ ∅u. First of all, note that, since GN “ r ` 1 ě 1, there exists x˚ P A1.
Moreover, for every x P A1, Opxq ‰ ∅ and, since in particular N P PSpAq, we have that Ipxq ‰ ∅. Finally, for every
x P A1, Ipxq Ď A1 since if y P Ipxq, then x P Opyq ‰ ∅.

For every x P A1, pick an element of Ipxq and denote it by dpxq. Thus, d defines a function from A1 to A1 such
that, for every x P A1, dpxq ‰ x. Consider now the sequence pxjq

8
j“1 in A1 recursively defined as follows: x1 “ x˚

and, for every j P N, xj`1 “ dpxjq. Thus, for every j P N, xj`1 P Ipxjq so that cpxj , xj`1q ě 1. Let

J :“ tj P N : Dk P N, k ă j, such that xj “ xku.

We show that J ‰ ∅. Assume, by contradiction, that J “ ∅. Then, for every j, k P N with k ă j, we have that
xj ‰ xk. As a consequence, the vertices in the sequence pxjq

8
j“1 are distinct, against the fact that A is finite. We

can then consider j˚ :“ min J . Then there exists k˚ P N with k˚ ă j˚ such that xj˚ “ xk˚ , and, for every j, k P N

with k ă j ă j˚, xj ‰ xk, that is, the vertices x1, . . . , xj˚´1 are distinct. Since, for every j P N, xj ‰ xj`1, we also
have that k˚ ‰ j˚ ´ 1. Then xk˚ . . . xj˚´1xj˚ is a cycle of the complete directed graph pA,A2

˚q because the vertices
xk˚ , . . . , xj˚´1 are at least two and distinct and xj˚ “ xk˚ .

Consider then the cycle network C :“
řj˚´1

j“k˚ Npxj,xj`1q and note that N ´ C P NN0
pAq, because, for every

j P tk˚, . . . , j˚ ´ 1u, we have that cpxj , xj`1q ě 1. Moreover, we have that N ´ C P PSpAq and GN´C “ t for some
t ď r. It follows that N “ pN ´Cq `C, with N ´C P PS

tpAq for some t ď r. By the inductive assumption, we have
then that N ´C “ Np0q or there exists s P N and a sequence pCiq

s
i“1 of cycle networks such that N ´C “

řs
i“1 Ci.

Thus, N “ C or N “ C `
řs
i“1 Ci and that proves that Statpr ` 1q is true, as desired.

Proposition 4. PSpAq “ QtC P N pAq : C is a k-cycle, for some 2 ď k ď mu.

11That means that γ is the subgraph of pA,A2
˚q having as vertex set the set of k distinct vertices tx1, x2, . . . , xku Ď A and arcs pxi, xi`1q,

for 1 ď i ď k ´ 1, and pxk, x1q.
12Proposition 3 can be deduced by classic results on graph homology. However, since we could not find a statement perfectly in line

with ours, we preferred to produce an original proof.
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Proof. If C is a k-cycle then trivially C P PSpAq. Thus, QtC P N pAq : C is a k-cycle, for some 2 ď k ď mu Ď PSpAq.
Let us prove the opposite inclusion. Let N P PSpAq. Surely there exist k, h P N such that Ñ :“ kN ` Nphq P
PSpAq X NN0

pAq. By Proposition 3, we then have Ñ “ Np0q or Ñ “
řs
i“1 Ci for some cycle networks Ci. It follows

that N “ ´ 1
k
Nphq or N “ 1

k
Ñ´ 1

k
Nphq “ 1

k

řs
i“1 Ci´

1
k
Nphq. Since Nphq P PSpAqXNN0

pAq, using again Proposition
3, we have that Nphq is a sum of cycle networks and thus N is a Q-linear combination of cycle networks.

The next proposition is inspired to a reasoning proposed in Young (1974).

Proposition 5. PSpAq “ QtC P N pAq : C is a m-cycle u ` RpAq.

Proof. By Proposition 4 and recalling that PSpAq Ě RpAq and that PSpAq is a vector subspace of N pAq, we have
that

PSpAq Ě QtC P N pAq : C is a m-cycleu ` RpAq.

For the other inclusion, by Proposition 4, it is enough to show that, for every k with 2 ď k ď m ´ 1, every k-cycle
network is a Q-linear combination of pk ` 1q-cycle networks and of a reversal symmetric network. Consider then
2 ď k ď m´ 1. Let Cx1 x2...xk x1

be the k-cycle network associated with the k-cycle x1 x2 . . . xk x1, so that

Cx1 x2...xk x1
“ Nxk x1

`
k´1ÿ

i“1

Nxi xi`1
. (3)

Recall that x1, . . . , xk are distinct. Let xk`1 P Aztx1, . . . , xku and let rN :“
řk
i“1pNxk`1 xi ` Nxi xk`1

q P RpAq. We
show that the following equality holds

rN ` pk ´ 1qCx1 x2...xk x1
“ Cxk`1 x1 x2...xk xk`1

` Cxk`1 x2...xk x1 xk`1
` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Cxk`1xk x1 x2... xk´1 xk`1

.

Indeed, taking into account (3) and the definition of rN , we have that

Cxk`1 x1 x2...xk xk`1
` Cxk`1 x2...xk x1 xk`1

` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Cxk`1xk x1 x2... xk´1 xk`1

“
kÿ

i“1

pNxk`1 xi `Nxi xk`1
q ` pCx1 x2...xk x1

´Nxk x1
q ` pCx1 x2...xk x1

´Nx1 x2
q ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` pCx1 x2...xk x1

´Nxk´1 xkq

“ Ñ ` pk ´ 1qCx1 x2...xk x1
.

It follows that Cx1 x2...xk x1
is a Q-linear combination of pk ` 1q-cycle networks and of a reversal symmetric network,

as desired.

4 Network solutions

Let D Ď N pAq. A network solution on D is a function from D to P0pAq. Thus, a network solution on D is a procedure
that allows to associate a nonempty set of vertices with any network belonging to D. A network solution (ns) on
N pAq is simply called a network solution.

A main example is given by the net-outdegree ns, denoted by O, that associates with any N P N pAq the set

OpNq :“ argmax
xPA

δN pxq.

Let us introduce now some of the properties a ns may meet.

Definition 6. Let D Ď N pAq and F be a network solution on D.

• F satisfies neutrality if D is CPV and, for every N P D and ψ P SympAq, F pNψq “ ψpF pNqq;

• F satisfies consistency if D is CA and, for every N,M P D with F pNq X F pMq ‰ ∅, F pN `Mq “ F pNq X
F pMq;
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• F satisfies outstar network faithfulness (ON-faithfulness) if, for every x P A, there exists k P N and R P RpAq
such that kNx `R P D and F pkNx `Rq “ txu;

• F satisfies cancellation if, for every N P D X RpAq, F pNq “ A.

Note that if D Ď N pAq and F is a network solution on D satisfying ON-faithfulness, then D is CON. Let us
propose now some useful lemmas involving the properties in Definition 6 that we will use throughout the paper.

Lemma 7. Let D Ď N pAq and F be a ns on D satisfying consistency and cancellation. Let N P D and R P DXRpAq.
Then F pN `Rq “ F pNq.

Proof. By cancellation, F pRq “ A so that F pNq X F pRq ‰ ∅. Thus, by consistency, we have that F pN ` Rq “
F pNq X F pRq “ F pNq XA “ F pNq.

Lemma 8. Let D Ď N pAq and F be a ns on D satisfying consistency and cancellation. Let N,M P D and assume

that there exist R,S P D X RpAq such that N `R “ M ` S. Then F pNq “ F pMq.

Proof. By cancellation, F pRq “ F pSq “ A so that F pNq X F pRq ‰ ∅ and F pMq X F pSq ‰ ∅. Thus, using
consistency, we have that F pN ` Rq “ F pNq X F pRq “ F pNq X A “ F pNq and F pM ` Sq “ F pMq X F pSq “
F pMq XA “ F pMq. Since N `R “ M ` S, we have F pN `Rq “ F pM ` Sq, so that F pNq “ F pMq.

Lemma 9. Let D Ď N pAq and F be a ns on D satisfying consistency. Let k P N with k ě 2 and N1, . . . , Nk P D be

such that F pN1q X . . . X F pNkq ‰ ∅. Then

F pN1 ` ...`Nkq “ F pN1q X . . . X F pNkq. (4)

Proof. Let us work by induction on k. If k “ 2, then (4) is true by consistency of F . Consider now k P N, assume that
(4) is true for k and prove it for k`1. Let N1, . . . , Nk`1 P D be such that F pN1qX . . .XF pNk`1q ‰ ∅. In particular,
F pN1q X . . .X F pNkq ‰ ∅, so that, by the inductive assumption, we get F pN1 ` ...`Nkq “ F pN1q X . . .X F pNkq.
Once defined N “ N1 ` ... `Nk, we have that

F pNq X F pNk`1q “ pF pN1q X . . .X F pNkqq X F pNk`1q ‰ ∅.

Thus, by consistency,
F pN `Nk`1q “ F pNq X F pNk`1q “ F pN1q X . . .X F pNk`1q.

Since N `Nk`1 “ N1 ` ... `Nk, we get (4) for k ` 1.

Lemma 10. Let D Ď N pAq and F be a ns on D satisfying consistency. Let N P D and k P N. Then kN P D and

F pkNq “ F pNq.

Proof. We work by induction on k. If k “ 1 there is nothing to prove. Consider now k P N, assume that kN P D,
F pkNq “ F pNq and prove that pk ` 1qN P D and F ppk ` 1qNq “ F pNq. Since pk ` 1qN “ kN ` N and D is CA
we have that pk ` 1qN P D. Since F pkNq X F pNq “ F pNq X F pNq “ F pNq ‰ ∅, using consistency we have that
F ppk ` 1qNq “ F pkN `Nq “ F pkNq X F pNq “ F pNq, as desired.

Lemma 11. Let D Ď N pAq and F be a ns on D satisfying consistency. Let N P D and q P Q be such that q ą 0
and qN P D. Then F pqNq “ F pNq.

Proof. Let k P N be such that kq P N. Since k, kq P N, by Lemma 10, we have that F ppkqqNq “ F pNq and
F ppkqqNq “ F pkpqNqq “ F pqNq. We conclude then that F pqNq “ F pNq.
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5 Preliminary characterization theorem for the net-outdegree ns

Let QA be the set of functions from A to Q. Of course, QA is a Q-vector space of dimension m. We denote by 0 its
zero, that is, the function from A to Q that associates with every x P A the value 0. Consider now the function

δ : N pAq Ñ QA, δpNq :“ δN . (5)

Thus, for every N P N pAq and x P A, we have δpNqpxq “ δN pxq. Recalling the definition (1) and the definition of
sum of networks, it is immediately shown that, for every N,M P N pAq, h, k P Q, we have

δhN`kM “ hδN ` kδM .

In other words δ is a linear function between Q-vector spaces. Note that Kerpδq “ PSpAq. Moreover, recalling the
definition of Nψ, for every N P N pAq and ψ P SympAq, we have

δN
ψ

“ δNψ´1. (6)

Some basic computations with δ are easy. For instance, for every x, y P A with x ‰ y, we have that

δpNxyq “ χtxu ´ χtyu

and hence
δpNxq “ pm ´ 1qχtxu ´ χAztxu (7)

where, for every S Ď A, χS P QA denotes the characteristic function of S.
Using the properties of δ above established, we are ready to show that O satisfies the properties considered in

Definition 6.

Proposition 12. Let D Ď N pAq be CPV,CA and CON. Then O|D satisfies neutrality, consistency, ON-faithfulness
and cancellation.

Proof. We show that O|D satisfies neutrality. Let N P D and ψ P SympAq. For every x P A, by (6), we have that

δN
ψ

pxq “ δN pψ´1pxqq so that x˚ P argmax
xPA

δN
ψ

pxq “ OpNψq if and only if ψ´1px˚q P argmax
xPA

δN pxq “ OpNq. Thus

OpNψq “ ψOpNq.
We show that O|D satisfies consistency. Let N,M P D with OpNq X OpMq ‰ ∅. We first claim that

argmax
xPA

δN pxq X argmax
xPA

δM pxq “ argmax
xPA

pδN pxq ` δM pxqq. (8)

Let x˚ P argmax
xPA

δN pxq X argmax
xPA

δM pxq “ OpNq X OpMq ‰ ∅. Then we have δN px˚q ě δN pxq and δM px˚q ě δM pxq,

for all x P A. It follows that δN px˚q ` δM px˚q ě δN pxq ` δM pxq, for all x P A. Hence the maximum of the function
δN ` δM is assumed in x˚ and x˚ P argmax

xPA
pδN pxq ` δM pxqq. In particular, argmax

xPA
δN pxq X argmax

xPA
δM pxq Ď

argmax
xPA

pδN pxq ` δM pxqq. Let next y˚ P argmax
xPA

pδN pxq ` δM pxqq. Then we have

δN py˚q ` δM py˚q “ δN px˚q ` δM px˚q. (9)

By the definition of x˚, we have δN py˚q ď δN px˚q and δM py˚q ď δM px˚q so that (9) implies δN py˚q “ δN px˚q and
δM py˚q “ δM px˚q. Thus y˚ P argmax

xPA
δN pxq X argmax

xPA
δM pxq and (8) is proved.

Now by (8) and the linearity of δ, we obtain

OpN `Mq “ argmax
xPA

pδN`M pxqq “ argmax
xPA

pδN pxq ` δM pxqq

“ argmax
xPA

δN pxq X argmax
xPA

δM pxq “ OpNq X OpMq.

9



We show that O|D satisfies ON-faithfulness. Let x P A. Since D is CON, there exist k P N and R P RpAq such

that kNx `R P D. Since δ is linear and R P Kerpδq, we have δkNx`R “ kδNx , so that

OpkNx `Rq “ argmax
aPA

δkNx`Rpaq “ argmax
aPA

δNxpaq “ txu.

We finally show that O|D satisfies cancellation. Let N P D X RpAq. Then N P Kerpδq so that δN is the function
0. Thus OpNq “ argmax

xPA
0 “ A.

We next deal with a characterization of the networks on which O is not able to make a proper selection, in the
sense that the whole set A of alternatives is selected.

Proposition 13. Let N P N pAq. Then OpNq “ A if and only if N P PSpAq. In particular, if N P RpAq, then

OpNq “ A.

Proof. If N P PSpAq, we have that the function δN is constant equal to zero and thus all the elements in A are
maxima for δN so that OpNq “ A. Conversely assume that OpNq “ A. Then δN is constant, so that there exists
k P Q such that, for every x P A, δN pxq “ k. Hence, we have

k|A| “
ÿ

xPA

δN pxq “
ÿ

xPA

¨
˝ ÿ

yPAztxu

cpx, yq ´
ÿ

yPAztxu

cpy, xq

˛
‚

“
ÿ

xPA

ÿ

yPAztxu

cpx, yq ´
ÿ

xPA

ÿ

yPAztxu

cpy, xq “
ÿ

px,yqPA2

˚

cpx, yq ´
ÿ

px,yqPA2

˚

cpy, xq “ 0,

which implies k “ 0. It follows that N P PSpAq.

We now pass to study the image of δ and the dimension of the kernel of δ.

Proposition 14. δpN pAqq “ QtδpNxq : x P Au and dim δpN pAqq “ m ´ 1.

Proof. First of all note that, for every N P N pAq, we have

ÿ

xPA

δN pxq “
ÿ

xPA

¨
˝

ÿ

yPAztxu

cpx, yq ´
ÿ

yPAztxu

cpy, xq

˛
‚“

ÿ

px,yqPA2

˚

cpx, yq ´
ÿ

px,yqPA2

˚

cpy, xq “ 0.

Thus

δ pN pAqq Ď

#
q P QA :

ÿ

xPA

qpxq “ 0

+
,

and, as a consequence,
dim δ pN pAqq ď m´ 1. (10)

Consider now, for x P A, the vectors δpNxq P QA. Since

ÿ

xPA

δpNxq “ δ

˜
ÿ

xPA

Nx

¸
“ δpNp1qq “ 0,

those vectors are dependent. Choose now x1, . . . , xm´1 distinct elements of A “ tx1, . . . , xm´1, xmu. We show that

the vectors δpNxiq, i P rm´ 1s are independent. Assume that
řm´1

i“1 qiδpNxiq “ 0, for some qi P Q with i P rm ´ 1s.
Then, using (7), we get the equality

pm´ 1q
m´1ÿ

i“1

qiχtxiu “
m´1ÿ

i“1

qiχAztxiu

between functions in QA. Now computing on xm we get
řm´1

i“1 qi “ 0 and hence, computing on xj , we get pm´1qqj “řm´1
i“1,i‰j qi “ ´qj for all j P rm´ 1s. As a consequence we find qj “ 0 for all j P rm´ 1s.
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Thus dim δ pN pAqq ě m´ 1. By (10), we deduce that

dim δ pN pAqq “ m´ 1 “ dimQtδpNxq : x P Au

and hence also δ pN pAqq “ QtδpNxq : x P Au.

Proposition 15. dimKerpδq “ dimPSpAq “ pm ´ 1q2.

Proof. Recall that dimN pAq “ mpm´1q. From the equality dimN pAq “ dim δpN pAqq `dimKerpδq and Proposition
14, we have that mpm´ 1q ´ dimKerpδq “ m´ 1. Thus, we conclude dimKerpδq “ pm ´ 1q2.

The next lemma is the last preliminary result that we need in order to prove the main result of this section, that
is, Theorem 17.

Lemma 16. Let V be a subspace of N pAq and F be a ns on V. Assume that RpAq Ď V and that F satisfies

consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness. Then, for every x P A, we have that Nx P V and F pNxq “ txu.

Proof. Let x P A. By ON-faithfulness of F , we know there exist k P N and R P RpAq such that kNx ` R P V and
F pkNx `Rq “ txu. Since R P V and V is a subspace of N pAq, we also have that kNx P V . Moreover, by cancellation,
F pRq “ A and then, by Lemma 7, we deduce that F pkNxq “ F pkNx ` Rq “ txu. Since V is a subspace of N pAq,
we also have Nx P V and, by Lemma 10, F pNxq “ F pkNxq “ txu, as desired.

Theorem 17. Let V be a subspace of N pAq such that V X PSpAq P tRpAq,PSpAqu. Let F be a ns on V satisfying

neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness. Then F “ O|V .

Proof. First of all, note that the condition V X PSpAq P tRpAq,PSpAqu implies RpAq Ď V .
Let δ|V be the restriction to V of the linear map δ : N pAq Ñ QA defined in (5) and note that δ|V is a linear map

from V to QA. Applying Lemma 16, we have that

for every x P A, Nx P V and F pNxq “ txu. (11)

As a consequence, QtδpNxq : x P Au Ď δ|VpVq. Using Proposition 14, we have then that δpN pAqq Ď δ|VpVq. Since
obviously δ|VpVq Ď δpN pAqq, we then get

δ|VpVq “ δpN pAqq “ QtδpNxq : x P Au. (12)

Moreover, again by Proposition 14, we have dim
`
δ|VpVq

˘
“ m ´ 1. For what concerns the kernel, we have that

Ker
`
δ|V

˘
“ V X Ker pδq “ V X PSpAq P tRpAq,PSpAqu.

We claim now that,
for every N P Ker

`
δ|V

˘
, we have F pNq “ A. (13)

If Ker
`
δ|V

˘
“ RpAq, that immediately follows from the fact that F satisfies cancellation. Assume then that

Ker
`
δ|V

˘
“ PSpAq. By Proposition 5 we have that any m-cycle network belongs to V . Let C be a m-cycle net-

work with associated cycle γ “ x1 ¨ ¨ ¨xmx1. Note that A “ tx1, . . . , xmu. Let q P Q and consider ψ P SympAq
given by ψ “ px1 x2 . . . xmq. Note that, for every n P rms, pqCqψ

n

“ qC. Since F satisfies neutrality, we have
F pqCq “ F ppqCqψ

n

q “ ψnpF pqCqq. This means that F pqCq is a nonempty subset of A which is transformed into
itself by the action of the group xψy. Since xψy has only one orbit on A, the only possibility is that

F pqCq “ A. (14)

Consider now N P Ker
`
δ|V

˘
, that is, N P PSpAq. By Proposition 5, we know that PSpAq “ QtC P N pAq :

C is a m-cycleu ` RpAq. Thus, we can find s P N, rational numbers q1, . . . , qs, m-cycle networks C1, . . . , Cs and
R P RpAq such that N “ R `

řs
i“1 qiCi. By (14), for every i P t1, . . . , su, we have that F pqiCiq “ A. Moreover,

by cancellation of F we also have F pRq “ A. Thus, since F satisfies consistency and cancellation, we can apply
Lemmas 7 and 9 obtaining

F pNq “ F

˜
R `

sÿ

i“1

qiCi

¸
“ F

˜
sÿ

i“1

qiCi

¸
“

sč

i“1

F pqiCiq “ A.

11



That completes the proof of the claim (13).
Let now N,M P V be such that δ|VpNq “ δ|VpMq. Then we have δ|VpN´Mq “ 0 P QA, that is, N´M P Ker

`
δ|V

˘

so that, by (13), F pN´Mq “ A. As a consequence, by consistency of F , we get F pNq “ F pM`pN´Mqq “ F pMq.
That shows that two networks in V with the same image by δ also have the same image by F .

We now show that, for every N P V , we have F pNq “ O|VpNq. Fix N P V and look to the rational numbers δN pxq
for x P A. Let us enumerate the elements of A is such a way that A “ tx1, . . . , xmu and

δN px1q ě δN px2q ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě δN pxmq. (15)

Our task is then to show that
F pNq “

 
xk P A : δN pxkq “ δN px1q

(
.

By (12), there exist rational numbers λ1, . . . , λm such that

δpNq “
mÿ

j“1

λjδpNxj q. (16)

Moreover, we have that
mÿ

j“1

δpNxjq “ 0. (17)

Indeed, since CpAq Ď PSpAq “ Ker pδq, we have that

mÿ

j“1

δpNxj q “ δ

˜
mÿ

j“1

Nxj

¸
“ δpNp1qq “ 0.

From (16) and (17), an easy computation leads to

δpNq “
m´1ÿ

j“1

pλj ´ λj`1q
ÿ

iďj

δpNxiq. (18)

Using the linearity of δ and (18) we get

δpNq “ δ

˜
m´1ÿ

j“1

pλj ´ λj`1q
ÿ

iďj

Nxi

¸
,

where
řm´1

j“1 pλj ´ λj`1q
ř
iďj Nxi P V . Since we have proved that two networks in V with the same image by δ have

also the same image by F , we have that

F pNq “ F

˜
m´1ÿ

j“1

pλj ´ λj`1q
ÿ

iďj

Nxi

¸
. (19)

From (16), for every i P rms, we have

δN pxiq “
mÿ

j“1

λjδ
Nxj pxiq “

˜
mÿ

j“1,j‰i

λjp´1q

¸
` λipm ´ 1q “ mλi ´

mÿ

j“1

λj . (20)

It follows that, for every i P rms, we have

δN pxiq ´ δN pxjq “ mpλi ´ λjq. (21)

By (15), i ď j implies δN pxiq ě δN pxjq and therefore, using (21), we also get λi ě λj . Hence, we deduce that

λ1 ě λ2 ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě λm. (22)
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Moreover, (21) also implies txk P A : δN pxkq “ δN px1qu “ txk P A : λk “ λ1u so that our purpose becomes to prove

F pNq “ txk P A : λk “ λ1u. (23)

For every j P rms, define Aj “ txi P A : i ď ju. We claim that,

for every j P rms, F

´ř
iďj Nxi

¯
“ Aj . (24)

We show (24) by backward induction on j P rms. If j “ m, then

ÿ

iďm

Nxi “ Np1q P V X RpAq,

so that, since F satisfies cancellation, F
`ř

iďmNxi
˘

“ F pNp1qq “ A “ Am. Let now j P rm ´ 1s be such

that F

´ř
iďj`1Nxi

¯
“ Aj`1 and prove that F

´ř
iďj Nxi

¯
“ Aj . Consider the subgroup Sj of SympAq given by

Sj “ tψ P SympAq : ψpAjq “ Aju and observe that, for every ψ P Sj , we have that

˜
ÿ

iďj

Nxi

¸ψ
“

ÿ

iďj

Nψ
xi

“
ÿ

iďj

Nψpxiq “
ÿ

iďj

Nxi .

Assume, by contradiction, that there exists k ě j ` 1 such that xk P F p
ř
iďj Nxiq. Consider now ψ “ pxj`1 ¨ ¨ ¨xmq P

Sj . Then, using the neutrality of F , we have that, for every n P N,

ψnpxkq P ψn

˜
F

˜
ÿ

iďj

Nxi

¸¸
“ F

¨
˝
˜
ÿ

iďj

Nxi

¸ψn
˛
‚“ F

˜
ÿ

iďj

Nxi

¸
.

As a consequence, we have txj`1, . . . , xmu Ď F

´ř
iďj Nxi

¯
. By inductive assumption, we know F

´ř
iďj`1Nxi

¯
“

Aj`1. Since, by (11), F pNxj`1
q “ txj`1u and F

´ř
iďj Nxi

¯
X F pNxj`1

q “ txj`1u, by consistency of F , we get

Aj`1 “ F

˜
ÿ

iďj`1

Nxi

¸
“ F

˜
ÿ

iďj

Nxi

¸
X F

`
Nxj`1

˘
“ txj`1u,

that is a contradiction since |Aj`1| “ j`1 ě 2. Thus, we have shown that F

´ř
iďj Nxi

¯
Ď Aj . Since F

´ř
iďj Nxi

¯
‰

∅, there exists xk P F

´ř
iďj Nxi

¯
so that k ď j. Let ψ “ px1 ¨ ¨ ¨xjq P Sj . Then, using the neutrality of F we have

that, for every n P N,

ψnpxkq P ψn

˜
F

˜
ÿ

iďj

Nxi

¸¸
“ F

¨
˝
˜
ÿ

iďj

Nxi

¸ψn
˛
‚“ F

˜
ÿ

iďj

Nxi

¸
.

As a consequence, F

´ř
iďj Nxi

¯
Ě Aj . Thus, we can finally conclude that F p

ř
iďj Nxiq “ Aj . That completes the

proof of (24).
Note that, by (13), F pNp0qq “ A. Then, by (24) and Lemma 11, we have that, for every j P rm´ 1s,

F

˜
pλj ´ λj`1q

ÿ

iďj

Nxi

¸
“ Bj :“

"
A if λj “ λj`1

Aj if λj ą λj`1.

Thus
m´1č

j“1

F

˜
pλj ´ λj`1q

ÿ

iďj

Nxi

¸
“

m´1č

j“1

Bj Ě
m´1č

j“1

Aj “ tx1u ‰ ∅.
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By (19), consistency of F and Lemma 9, we have that

F pNq “ F

˜
m´1ÿ

j“1

pλj ´ λj`1q
ÿ

iďj

Nxi

¸
“ B :“

m´1č

j“1

Bj .

In order to get (23), we are left with proving that

B “ txk P A : λk “ λ1u. (25)

Let xk P A be such that λ1 ą λk. Then, by (22), there exists j˚ P rm ´ 1s with j˚ ` 1 ď k such that λj˚ ą λj˚`1.
Thus, Bj˚ “ Aj˚ and B Ď Aj˚ . Note that k ě j˚ ` 1 implies xk R Aj˚ . We then deduce that xk R B. Hence we
have B Ď txk P A : λk “ λ1u. Let now xk P A be such that λ1 “ λk. We prove that xk P B showing that xk P Bj
for all j P rm´ 1s. Consider j P rm´ 1s. Assume first that λj ą λj`1 so that Bj “ Aj . Then, by (22), we also have
λ1 ą λs for all s P tj ` 1, . . . ,mu. As a consequence, we have k ‰ s for all s P tj ` 1, . . . ,mu that implies k ď j. It
follows that xk P Ak Ď Aj “ Bj . Assume now that λj “ λj`1. Thus Bj “ A so that clearly xk P Bj . Hence we also
have txk P A : λk “ λ1u Ď B and (25) is proved.

We stress that the proof of Theorem 17 is greatly inspired to Young (1974). In some sense, we are trying to expand
the ideas in there to their maximum extent using networks and linear algebra considerations.

6 Extending network solutions

Given D,D1 Ď N pAq with D Ď D1, a ns F on D and a ns F 1 on D1, we say that F 1 is an extension of F if, for every
N P D, F 1pNq “ F pNq.

In this section we present conditions that allow to extend a ns F defined on a subset D of N pAq and satis-
fying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness to the Q-vector space QD ` RpAq still maintaining
those properties. The main extension result of this section is Theorem 21. It is proved through some intermediate
propositions.

Proposition 18. Let D Ď N pAq and F a ns on D satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.
Assume that, for every N P ZD, there exists R P DXRpAq such that N `R P D. Then there exists F 1 : ZD Ñ P0pAq
extension of F satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Proof. By assumption we know that, for every N P ZD, there exists R P D X RpAq such that N ` R P D. Consider
then F 1 : ZD Ñ P0pAq be defined, for every N P ZD, by

F
1pNq “ F pN `Rq,

where R P D X RpAq is such that N ` R P D. We are going to prove that F 1 is a well defined extension of F and
satisfies neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Let us prove first that F 1 is well defined. Consider then N P ZD and assume that R,R1 P D XRpAq are such that
N `R P D and N `R1 P D. We want to show that F pN `Rq “ F pN `R1q.

Since F satisfies consistency, we have that D is CA. Thus, we have that pN ` Rq `R1 “ pN `R1q `R P D and,
since F satisfies consistency and cancellation, we can apply Lemma 8 and deduce that F pN `Rq “ F pN `R1q.

We show that F 1 is an extension of F . Let N P D and pick R P D X RpAq such that N ` R P D. Then, by the
definition of F 1 and Lemma 7, we have F 1pNq “ F pN `Rq “ F pNq.

Let us prove now that F 1 satisfies neutrality. We have that ZD is CVP. Indeed, let N P ZD, ψ P SympAq and
prove that Nψ P ZD. By definition of ZD, we have that there exist k P N, N1, . . . , Nk P D and z1, . . . , zk P Z such
that N “

řk
i“1 ziNi. Thus, we have that

Nψ “

˜
kÿ

i“1

ziNi

¸ψ
“

kÿ

i“1

ziN
ψ
i .

Since F satisfies neutrality we know that D is CVP. We conclude then that Nψ P ZD, since, for every i P rks, Nψ
i P D.

Consider now N P ZD and ψ P SympAq and prove that F 1pNψq “ ψpF 1pNqq. Indeed, consider R P D X RpAq be
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such that N ` R P D. Since D and RpAq are CVP, we have that Rψ P D X RpAq and pN ` Rqψ “ Nψ ` Rψ P D.
Thus, by the neutrality of F we have

F
1pNψq “ F pNψ `Rψq “ F ppN `Rqψq “ ψpF pN `Rqq “ ψpF 1pNqq.

That finally proves the neutrality of F 1.
Let us prove now that F 1 is consistent. It is immediate to verify that ZD is CA. Consider now N,M P ZD be

such that F 1pNq X F 1pMq ‰ ∅. We want to show that F 1pN `Mq “ F 1pNq X F 1pMq. Consider S, T P D X RpAq
such that N ` S,M ` T P D. Thus, F 1pNq “ F pN ` Sq, F 1pMq “ F pM ` T q so that F pN `Sq X F pM `T q ‰ ∅.
By consistency of F , we have that

F ppN ` Sq ` pM ` T qq “ F pN ` Sq X F pM ` T q.

Observe now that pN ` Sq ` pM ` T q “ pN `Mq ` pS ` T q P D, N `M P ZD and S ` T P D X RpAq since both D

and RpAq are CA. Thus, by the definition of F 1, we get

F
1pN `Mq “ F pN `M ` S ` T q “ F pN ` Sq X F pM ` T q “ F

1pNq X F
1pMq,

and consistency of F 1 is proved.
Let us prove now that F 1 satisfies cancellation. Let N P ZDXRpAq and prove that F 1pNq “ A. Indeed, consider

R P D X RpAq be such that N ` R P D. Thus, since RpAq is CA, we also have that N ` R P D X RpAq. Thus, by
cancellation of F , we get F 1pNq “ F pN `Rq “ A, as desired.

We must finally prove that F 1 satisfies ON-faithfulness. Consider x P A. Since F satisfies ON-faithfulness, there
exist k P N and R P RpAq such that kNx ` R P D and F pkNx ` Rq “ txu. Thus, since D Ď ZD, we also have that
kNx `R P ZD and, since F 1 is an extension of F , F 1pkNx `Rq “ F pkNx `Rq “ txu.

Proposition 19. Let D Ď N pAq such that ZD “ D and F a ns on D satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancel-

lation and ON-faithfulness. Then there exists F 1 : QD Ñ P0pAq extension of F satisfying neutrality, consistency,

cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Proof. Recall that QD is a Q-vector space. First of all, note that, for every N P QD, there exists k P N such that
kN P D. Indeed, there exist s P N, q1, . . . , qs P Q and N1, . . . , Ns P D such that N “

řs
i“1 qiNi. Consider then k P N

such that, for every i P rss, kqi P Z. Then we have

kN “
sÿ

i“1

pkqiqNi P ZD “ D.

Given N P QD, we have then that
KpNq :“ tk P N : kN P Du ‰ ∅.

Define then kN :“ minKpNq and consider F 1 : QD Ñ P0pAq be defined, for every N P QD, by F 1pNq :“ F pkNNq.
We are going to prove that F 1 is an extension of F and satisfies neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-
faithfulness.

We have that F 1 is an extension of F since, for every N P D, kN “ 1 so that F 1pNq “ F pkNNq “ F pNq.
Let us prove that F 1 satisfies cancellation. Consider N P QDXRpAq. Since RpAq is a subspace of N pAq, we have

that kNN P D X RpAq. By cancellation of F we have then that F 1pNq “ F pkNNq “ A, and cancellation of F 1 is
proved.

We now prove that F 1 satisfies neutrality. Let N P QD and ψ P SympAq. We first show that Nψ P QD. We know
that there are s P N, N1, . . . , Ns P D and q1, . . . , qs P Q such that N “

řs
i“1 qiNi. Thus, we have that

Nψ “

˜
sÿ

i“1

qiNi

¸ψ
“

sÿ

i“1

qiN
ψ
i .

Since F satisfies neutrality, we know that D is CVP. We conclude then that, for every i P rss, Nψ
i P D so that

Nψ P QD. Let us prove now that kN “ kNψ . We know that kNN P D. Since D is CVP, pkNNqψ “ kNN
ψ P D.
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Thus, kN P KpNψq so that kNψ ď kN . Moreover, we also know that kNψN
ψ P D. Since D is CVP, pkNψN

ψqψ
´1

“

kNψ pNψqψ
´1

“ kNψN P D. Thus, kNψ P KpNq so that kN ď kNψ . We conclude then that kN “ kNψ , as desired.
Now, by neutrality of F , we get

F
1pNψq “ F pkNψN

ψq “ F pkNN
ψq “ F ppkNNqψq “ ψpF pkNNqq “ ψpF 1pNqq

and neutrality of F 1 is proved.
Let us prove that F 1 satisfies consistency. Let N,M P QD and assume that F 1pNq X F 1pMq ‰ ∅. It is clear

that N `M P QD. We know that kNN, kMM,kN`M pN `Mq P D. Let us define t “ kNkMkN`M . Since F satisfies
consistency, by Lemma 10 and by the definition of F 1, we have that

F
1pNq “ F pkNNq “ F ptNq, F

1pMq “ F pkMMq “ F ptMq

so that F ptNq X F ptMq ‰ ∅. Thus, again by consistency of F and Lemma 10, we get

F
1pN `Mq “ F pkN`M pN `Mqq “ F ptpN `Mqq “ F ptN ` tMq “

F ptNq X F ptMq “ F
1pNq X F

1pMq

and consistency of F 1 is proved.
We must finally prove that F 1 satisfies ON-faithfulness. Consider x P A. Since F satisfies ON-faithfulness, there

exist k P N and R P RpAq such that kNx ` R P D and F pkNx ` Rq “ txu. Thus, since D Ď QD, we also have that
kNk `R P QD and, since F 1 is an extension of F , F 1pkNx `Rq “ F pkNx `Rq “ txu.

Proposition 20. Let D be a subspace of N pAq and F a ns on D satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation

and ON-faithfulness. Then there exists F 1 : D ` RpAq Ñ P0pAq extension of F satisfying neutrality, consistency,

cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Proof. Let F 1 : D ` RpAq Ñ P0pAq be defined, for every N 1 P D ` RpAq, by F 1pN 1q “ F pNq, where N 1 “ N ` R

with N P D and R P RpAq. We are going to prove that F 1 is a well defined extension of F and satisfies neutrality,
consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

First we prove that F 1 is well defined. Let N 1 P D ` RpAq and assume that N 1 “ N1 ` R1 “ N2 ` R2 where
N1, N2 P D and R1, R2 P RpAq. Observe then that N1 ´ N2 “ R2 ´ R1. Since D and RpAq are subspaces of N pAq
we have that N1 ´ N2 P D and R2 ´ R2 P RpAq so that N1 ´ N2 P D X RpAq. Since F satisfies consistency and
cancellation and N1 “ N2 ` pN1 ´N2q, by Lemma 7, we obtain that F pN1q “ F pN2q, as desired.

In order to prove that F 1 extends F simply note that Np0q P DXRpAq because D is a subspace of N pAq so that,
given N P D, N “ N `Np0q P D ` RpAq and F 1pNq “ F pNq.

Let us prove that F 1 satisfies neutrality. Let N 1 P D ` RpAq and ψ P SympAq. Then N 1 “ N ` R where N P D

and R P RpAq. We have that Rψ P RpAq and, since F is neutral, we also have that Nψ P D. Finally, again using the
neutrality of F , we have that

F
1ppN 1qψq “ F

1ppN `Rqψq “ F
1pNψ `Rψq “ F pNψq “ ψpF pNqq “ ψpF 1pN 1qq,

that proves the neutrality of F 1.
Let us prove that F 1 satisfies consistency. Let N 1,M 1 P D ` RpAq be such that F 1pN 1q X F 1pM 1q ‰ ∅. We have

that N 1 “ N ` S and M 1 “ M `T where N,M P D and S, T P RpAq. Since F 1pN 1q “ F pNq and F 1pM 1q “ F pMq,
we deduce that F pNqXF pMq ‰ ∅. Note also that N 1 `M 1 “ pN`Mq`pS`T q where N`M P D and S`T P RpAq.
Then, by the consistency of F and Lemma 7, we obtain that

F
1pN 1 `M 1q “ F ppN `Mq ` pS ` T qq “ F pN `Mq “ F pNq X F pMq “ F

1pN 1q X F
1pM 1q

that proves the consistency of F 1.
Let us prove that F 1 satisfies cancellation. Consider N 1 P pD`RpAqq XRpAq “ RpAq. We have that N 1 “ N `R

for some N P D and R P RpAq. We deduce then that N “ N 1 ´ R P D X RpAq. Since F satisfies cancellation, we
conclude then that F 1pN 1q “ F pNq “ A. That proves that F 1 satisfies cancellation.

We must finally prove that F 1 satisfies ON-faithfulness. Consider x P A. Since F satisfies ON-faithfulness, there
exist k P N and R P RpAq such that kNx `R P D and F pkNx `Rq “ txu. Thus, since D Ď D ` RpAq, we also have
that kNx `R P D ` RpAq and, since F 1 is an extension of F , F 1pkNx `Rq “ F pkNx `Rq “ txu.
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We are finally ready for the main result of this section.

Theorem 21. Let D Ď N pAq and F be a ns on D satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.
Assume that, for every N P ZD, there exists R P DXRpAq such that N`R P D. Then there exists F 1 : QD`RpAq Ñ
P0pAq extension of F satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Proof. By Proposition 18, there exists F1 : ZD Ñ P0pAq, extension of F and satisfying neutrality, consistency,
cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Since ZpZDq “ ZD, we can apply Proposition 19 to F1 obtaining the existence of F2 : QD Ñ P0pAq, extension of
F1 satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness. Thus, in particular, F2 is an extension of F .

Since QD is a subspace of N pAq, we can apply Proposition 20 to F2 obtaining the existence of F 1 : QD`RpAq Ñ
P0pAq, extension of F2 satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness. Thus, F 1 is also an
extension of F having the required properties.

7 General characterization theorem for the net-outdegree ns

Let D Ď N pAq. If D is not CVP or not CA or not CON, there is no ns on D satisfying neutrality, consistency,
cancellation and ON-faithfulness. On the other hand, by Proposition 12, if D is CVP, CA and CON, we know
that O|D is a ns on D satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness. The next result provides
conditions on D that guarantee that O|D is the unique ns fulfilling those properties.

Theorem 22. Let D Ď N pAq and assume that

paq D is CVP, CA and CON;

pbq for every N P ZD, there exists R P D X RpAq such that N `R P D;

pcq pQD ` RpAqq X PSpAq P tRpAq,PSpAqu.

Then O|D is the unique ns on D satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Proof. Let F : D Ñ P0pAq satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness and show that F “
O|D. Set V “ QD ` RpAq. By Theorem 21, there exists F 1 : V Ñ P0pAq extension of F satisfying neutrality,
consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness. Applying now Theorem 17 to F 1 we deduce that F 1 “ O|V . We

conclude then that F “ F 1
|D “

`
O|V

˘
|D

“ O|D.

In what follows, we present some main consequences of Theorem 22.

Proposition 23. Let D P
 
NN0

pAq,NZpAq,NQ` pAq,N pAq
(
. Then OD is the unique ns on D satisfying neutrality,

consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Proof. It is enough to prove that D satisfies conditions paq, pbq and pcq of Theorem 22. Clearly, we have that D

is CVP and CA. Given x P A, we have that Nx P D so that, setting k “ 1 and R “ Np0q P RpAq, we have that
Nx “ kNx ` R P D. Thus, D is CON. We conclude then that D satisfies condition paq. Pick now N P ZD and let
k “ minpx,yqPA2

˚
cN px, yq. Consider t P N such that t` k ą 0. Thus, we have that Nptq P DXRpAq and N `Nptq P D

so that condition pbq is satisfied. Finally, note that, for every px, yq P A2
˚, we have that Nxy P NN0

pAq. Thus,
QNN0

pAq “ N pAq so that QNN0
pAq ` RpAq “ N pAq. Since NN0

pAq Ď D, we also have that QD ` RpAq “ N pAq.
Thus, pQD ` RpAqq X PSpAq “ PSpAq and pcq is satisfied.

In what follows we set

BN0
pAq :“ BpAq X NN0

pAq, BZpAq :“ BpAq X NZpAq, BQ` pAq :“ BpAq X NQ` pAq.

Proposition 24. Let D P
 
BN0

pAq,BZpAq,BQ` pAq,BpAq
(
. Then OD is the unique ns on D satisfying neutrality,

consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.
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Proof. It is enough to prove that D satisfies conditions paq, pbq and pcq of Theorem 22. Clearly, we have that D is
CVP and CA. Given x P A, we have that kNx `R P D, where k “ 2 and R “ KAztxu P RpAq. Thus, D is CON. We

conclude then that D satisfies condition paq. Pick now N P ZD and let k “ minpx,yqPA2

˚
cN px, yq. Consider t P N such

that t ` k ą 0. Thus, we have that Nptq P D X RpAq and N ` Nptq P D so that condition pbq is satisfied. Finally,
given px, yq P A2

˚, let

R “
ÿ

zPAztx,yu

pNxz `Nzxq `
ÿ

zPAztx,yu

pNyz `Nzyq `KAztx,yu.

We have that R P RpAq and that 2Nxy ` R P BN0
pAq. Since Nxy “ 1

2
p2Nxy ` Rq ´ 1

2
R, we deduce that Nxy P

QBN0
pAq`RpAq and since tNxy : px, yq P A2

˚u is a basis for N pAq, we get N pAq Ď QBN0
pAq`RpAq. By BN0

pAq Ď D,
we have then that N pAq Ď QD`RpAq and since the opposite inclusion is trivial we conclude that QD`RpAq “ N pAq.
Thus, pQD ` RpAqq X PSpAq “ PSpAq and pcq is satisfied.

In order to prove the next characterization results, we need to prove some properties of the vector space OpAq :“
QtNx : x P Au. Note that dimOpAq “ m.

Lemma 25. OpAq X PSpAq “ CpAq.

Proof. Since δpOpAqq “ QtδpNxq : x P Au, by Proposition 14, we have δpOpAqq “ δpN pAqq. It follows that
dim δpOpAqq “ m ´ 1 and thus m ´ 1 “ m ´ dim pKerpδq X OpAqq. Then we deduce dim pPSpAq X OpAqq “ 1.
Since Np1q “

ř
xPANx P OpAq X PSpAq, we then have PSpAq X OpAq “ QNp1q “ CpAq.

Lemma 26. pOpAq ` RpAqq X PSpAq “ RpAq.

Proof. Since one inclusion is trivial, we only need to prove that pOpAq ` RpAqq X PSpAq Ď RpAq. Let N P pOpAq `
RpAqq X PSpAq. Then, there exist R P RpAq and, for every x P A, qx P Q such that

N “
ÿ

xPA

qxNx `R. (26)

Recalling that RpAq Ď PSpAq “ Kerpδq, we have that

0 “ δpNq “ δ

˜
ÿ

xPA

qxNx

¸
.

Thus,
ř
xPA qxNx P OpAq X PSpAq. By Lemma 25 we have that

ř
xPA qxNx P CpAq Ď RpAq. From (26), we conclude

that N P RpAq.

Proposition 27. Let X P tN0,Z,Q`,Qu and D “ XtNx : x P Au. Then O|D is the unique ns on D satisfying

neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Proof. It is enough to prove that D satisfies conditions paq, pbq and pcq of Theorem 22. Note first that tNpkq : k P
N0u Ď D X RpAq because, for every k P N0, we have Npkq “

ř
xPA kNx P D X RpAq.

Clearly, we have that D is CVP and CA. Given x P A, we have that Nx P D so that, setting k “ 1 and
R “ Np0q P RpAq, we have that Nx “ kNx ` R P D. Thus, D is CON. We conclude then that D satisfies condition
paq. Pick now N “ pA,A2

˚, cq P ZD and let k “ minpx,yqPA2

˚
cpx, yq. Consider t P N such that t ` k ą 0. Thus, we

have that Nptq P D X RpAq and N ` Nptq P D so that condition pbq is satisfied. Observe finally that QD “ OpAq.
Thus, by Lemma 26, we have that pcq holds.

8 Preference profiles

A relation R on A is a subset of A2, that is, an element of P pA2q. The set of relations on A is denoted by RpAq.
Let R P RpAq. Given x, y P A, we sometimes write x ľR y instead of px, yq P R; x ąR y instead of px, yq P R and
py, xq R R; x „R y instead of px, yq P R and py, xq P R; x KR y instead of px, yq R R and py, xq R R. For every x P A,
we define the sets

LpR, xq :“ ty P A : x ąR yu, UpR, xq :“ ty P A : y ąR xu,
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IpR, xq :“ ty P A : x „R yu, INpR, xq :“ ty P A : x KR yu.

Note that LpR, xq, UpR, xq, IpR, xq and INpR, xq are pairwise disjoint and LpR, xqYUpR, xqYIpR, xqYINpR, xq “ A.
Given ψ P SympAq, we define Rψ “ tpx, yq P A2 : pψ´1pxq, ψ´1pyqq P Ru. We also set Rr “ tpx, yq P A2 : py, xq P Ru.

From now on, we interpret A as the set of alternatives. Consider a countably infinite set V whose elements are to
be interpreted as potential voters. For simplicity, we assume V “ N. Elements of RpAq are interpreted as preference
relations on A. Let us consider the set

RpAq˚ “
ď

IĎV
I‰∅finite

RpAqI .

An element of RpAq˚ is called preference profile. Thus, a preference profile is a function from a finite nonempty
subset of V to RpAq. Given p P RpAq˚, we denote by Domppq the domain of p and, for every i P Domppq, ppiq P RpAq
is interpreted as the preference relation of voter i on the set of alternatives A.

If p P RpAq˚, we denote by pr the element of RpAq˚ such that Dompprq “ Domppq and for every i P Domppq,
prpiq “ ppiqr. If p P RpAq˚ and ψ P SympAq, we denote by pψ the element of RpAq˚ such that Domppψq “ Domppq
and, for every i P Domppq, pψpiq “ ppiqψ.

If p, p1 P RpAq˚, we say that p, p1 are disjoint if Domppq X Dompp1q “ ∅; we say that p1 is a clone of p if
|Domppq| “ |Dompp1q| and there exists a bijection ϕ : Domppq Ñ Dompp1q such that, for every i P Domppq, we have
p1pϕpiqq “ ppiq; we say that p1 is a disjoint clone of p if p1 is a clone of p and p and p1 are disjoint. If p, p1 P RpAq˚ are
disjoint, we denote by p ` p1 the element of RpAq˚ such that Dompp ` p1q “ Domppq Y Dompp1q and such that, for
every i P Domppq, we have pp` p1qpiq “ ppiq and, for every i P Dompp1q, we have pp ` p1qpiq “ p1piq.

Note that if p, p1 P RpAq˚ are disjoint, then p ` p1 “ p1 ` p. Moreover, if p, p1, p2 P RpAq˚ are pairwise disjoint,
then p`p1 and p2 are disjoint, p and p1 `p2 are disjoint and pp`p1q `p2 “ p` pp1 `p2q. Thus we can write p`p1 `p2

without ambiguity. A similar observation holds for any number of pairwise disjoint preference profiles.
Given R P RpAq, let NpRq “ pA,A2

˚, cRq be the network in NN0
pAq whose capacity cR is defined, for every

px, yq P A2
˚, by cRpx, yq “ 1 if px, yq P R and cRpx, yq “ 0 if px, yq R R. Note that R Ď A2

d if and only if NpRq “ Np0q.
Consider then the function N : RpAq˚ Ñ NN0

pAq defined, for every p P RpAq˚, by

Nppq :“
ÿ

iPDomppq

Npppiqq.

Nppq is called the network associated with p. Note that the capacity of Nppq is given by

cp :“
ÿ

iPDomppq

cppiq.

For every D Ď RpAq˚, we set NpDq “ tNppq : p P Du.
Let p, p1 P RpAq˚ and ψ P SympAq. If p, p1 are disjoint, then the following properties hold true

Npprq “ Nppqr, Nppψq “ Nppqψ, Npp` p1q “ Nppq `Npp1q. (27)

Note also that if p and p1 are clones, then Nppq “ Npp1q. As a consequence, if q is a clone of pr disjoint from p

then, using (27), we obtain

Npp` qq “ Nppq `Npqq “ Nppq `Npprq “ Nppq `Nppqr P RpAq. (28)

Definition 28. Let D Ď RpAq˚.

• D is closed under permutation of alternatives (CPA) if, for every p P D and ψ P SympAq, pψ P D;

• D is closed under addition (CA) if, for every p, p1 P D disjoint, p` p1 P D;

• D is coherent with outstar networks (CON) if, for every x P A, there exist p P D, k P N and R P RpAq such

that Nppq “ kNx `R;

• D is coherent with clones (CWC) if, for every k P N and p1, . . . , pk P D, there exist q1, . . . , qk P D pairwise

disjoint such that, for every i, j P rks, qi is a clone of pi disjoint from pj;
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• D is coherent with reversal symmetry (CRS) if, for every p P D, there exists q P D disjoint from p such that

Npp` qq P RpAq.

Note that if D Ď D1 Ď RpAq˚ and D is CON, then D1 is CON.

Proposition 29. Let D Ď RpAq˚. Then the following facts hold true.

piq If D is CPA, then NpDq is CPV.

piiq If D is CA and CWC, then NpDq is CA.

piiiq If D is CA, CWC and CPA, then, for every p P D, there exists q P D disjoint from p such that Npp ` qq P
NpDq X CpAq. In particular, D is CRS.

pivq If D is CA, CWC and CPA and such that there exists p P D with Nppq ‰ Np0q, then, for every k P N, there

exists t P N with t ě k such that Nptq P NpDq X CpAq.

Proof. piq Assume that D is CPA and show that NpDq is CPV. Let N P NpDq and ψ P SympAq. Then there exists
p P D such that N “ Nppq. Since D is CPA we have that pψ P D. Thus, Nψ “ Nppqψ “ Nppψq P NpDq.

piiq Assume that D is CA and CWC and show that NpDq is CA. Let N,M P NpDq. Then there exist p, p1 P D

such that N “ Nppq and M “ Npp1q. Since D is CWC we can find p̂, p̂1 P D disjoint such that p̂ is a clone of p, p̂1 is
a clone of p1. Since D is CA we have that p̂` p̂1 P D. Thus, N `M “ Npp̂q `Npp̂1q “ Npp̂` p̂1q P NpDq.

piiiq Assume that D is CA, CWC and CPA. Consider p P D. Let ψ1, . . . , ψk be an enumeration of the k “ m! ´ 1
elements of SympAqztidu. Since D is CPA, for every i P rks, pψi P D. Since D is CWC, there exist p̂1, . . . , p̂k P D

pairwise disjoint such that, for every i P rks, p̂i is a clone of p
ψi and p̂i is disjoint from p. Consider then q :“ p̂1`. . .`p̂k

and note that q is disjoint from p. Since D is CA, we have that q P D and p ` q P D so that Npp ` qq P NpDq. We
complete the proof showing that Npp` qq P CpAq. We have that

Npp` qq “ N

˜
p`

kÿ

i“1

p̂i

¸
“ Nppq `

kÿ

i“1

Npp̂iq “ Nppq `
kÿ

i“1

Nppψiq

“
ÿ

ψPSympAq

Nppψq “
ÿ

ψPSympAq

Nppqψ.

Thus, for every σ P SympAq,

Npp` qqσ “

¨
˝

ÿ

ψPSympAq

Nppqψ

˛
‚
σ

“
ÿ

ψPSympAq

`
Nppqψ

˘σ

“
ÿ

ψPSympAq

Nppqσψ “
ÿ

ψPSympAq

Nppqψ “ Npp ` qq.

By Proposition 2, we conclude that Npp` qq P CpAq.
pivq Assume that D is CA, CWC and CPA and that there exists p P D such that Nppq ‰ Np0q. By piiiq we know

that there exists q P D disjoint from p such that Npp ` qq P NpDq X CpAq. Set p1 :“ p ` q and note that, since D is
CA and Nppq ‰ Np0q, we have that p1 P D and Npp1q “ Nprq for some r P N. Fixed now k P N, there exists h P N

such that hr ě k. Defined t :“ hr, due to the fact that D is CWC, there are p1, . . . , ph P D pairwise disjoint clones of
p1. Since D is CA, we have that p2 “ p1 ` . . .` ph P D. Now we have that Npp2q “ Nptq P NpDq and that completes
the proof.

9 Social choice correspondences

Let D Ď RpAq˚. A social choice correspondence (scc) on D is a function from D to P0pAq. The concepts of scc and
of ns are deeply linked. However, while the construction of a scc starting from a ns is extremely natural and needs
no particular assumption (Definition 30), the construction of a ns from a scc is insidious and can be performed only
under some assumptions on the scc and its domain (Definition 36).
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Definition 30. Let D Ď N pAq and F be a ns on D. Given D Ď RpAq˚ such that NpDq Ď D, the scc on D

associated with F is the scc F : D Ñ P0pAq defined, for every p P D, by F ppq :“ F pNppqq.

The net-outdegree scc, denoted by O, is the scc on RpAq˚ associated with the net-outdegree ns O. Thus, O is
the scc that associates with every p P RpAq˚ the set

Oppq :“ OpNppqq.

In order to give a more expressive description of O, let us define, for every p P RpAq˚ and x P A, the numbers

Lpp, xq :“
ÿ

iPDomppq

|Lpppiq, xq| and Upp, xq :“
ÿ

iPDomppq

|Upppiq, xq|.

Note that Lpp, xq counts how many times, within the preference profile p, x is better than some alternative. Similarly
Upp, xq counts how many times, within the preference profile p, x is worse than some alternative. We next define the
net-outdegree score of x in p by

opp, xq :“ Lpp, xq ´ Upp, xq. (29)

By the above interpretation of Lpp, xq and Upp, xq, we see that opp, xq counts the difference between the number of
occasions in which x is better than some alternative and the number of occasions in which x is worse than some
alternative, within p.

Proposition 31. Let p P RpAq˚ and x P A. Then δNppqpxq “ opp, xq. In particular,

Oppq “ argmax
xPA

opp, xq.

Proof. We have that

δNppqpxq “
ÿ

yPAztxu

cppx, yq ´
ÿ

yPAztxu

cppy, xq “
ÿ

iPDomppq

ÿ

yPAztxu

`
cppiqpx, yq ´ cppiqpy, xq

˘
.

Clearly, for every i P Domppq, the alternatives in Ipppiq, xq Y INpppiq, xq contribute 0 to the above sum. It follows
that

δNppqpxq “
ÿ

iPDomppq

¨
˝ ÿ

yPLpppiq,xq

1 ´
ÿ

yPUpppiq,xq

1

˛
‚“

ÿ

iPDomppq

´
|Lpppiq, xq| ´ |Upppiq, xq|

¯
“ opp, xq.

Let us introduce now some of the properties a scc may meet.

Definition 32. Let D Ď RpAq˚ and F be a scc on D.

• F satisfies neutrality if D is CPA and, for every p P D and ψ P SympAq, F ppψq “ ψpF ppqq;

• F satisfies consistency if D is CA and, for every p, p1 P D disjoint with F ppq X F pp1q ‰ ∅, F pp ` p1q “
F ppq X F pp1q;

• F satisfies cancellation if, for every p P D such that Nppq P RpAq, F ppq “ A;

• F satisfies outstar network faithfulness pON-faithfulnessq if, for every x P A, there exist p P D, k P N and

R P RpAq such that Nppq “ kNx `R and F ppq “ txu;

• F satisfies anonymity if, for every p, p1 P D with Domppq “ Dompp1q and p1 clone of p, we have F ppq “ F pp1q.

• F satisfies strong anonymity if, for every p, p1 P D with p1 clone of p, F ppq “ F pp1q.
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Note that if D Ď RpAq˚ and F is a scc on D satisfying ON-faithfulness, then D is CON. Note also that strong
anonymity implies anonymity.

Consider now D Ď RpAq˚. It is immediately proved that O|D satisfies cancellation and strong anonymity. More-
over, ifD is CPA, CA and CON, then O|D also satisfies neutrality, consistency and ON-faithfulness. That immediately
follows from Proposition 12, using formulas (27). Note also that the existence of a scc F on D satisfying neutrality,
consistency and ON-faithfulness implies D being CPA, CA and CON. The main result of this section (Theorem 38)
establishes that if D satisfies suitable further properties, then O|D is in fact the unique scc on D satisfying the
aforementioned properties.

We present now some auxiliary results for sccs satisfying consistency and cancellation. They allow to establish,
for this kind of sccs, remarkable properties of anonymity and the possibility to construct a corresponding ns.

Lemma 33. Let D Ď RpAq˚ be CA, CWC and CRS and let F be a scc on D satisfying consistency and cancellation.

If p, p1 P D are disjoint clones, then F ppq “ F pp1q.

Proof. Let p, p1 P D be disjoint clones. Since D is CRS, there exists q P D such that q is disjoint from p and
Npp` qq P RpAq. Since D is CWC, there exists s P D such that s is a clone of q disjoint from p and p1. We have then
that p`q, p`s and p1 `s are clones and Npp`qq “ Npp`sq “ Npp1 `sq P RpAq. By cancellation of F , we have that
F pp ` sq “ A and F pp1 ` sq “ A. Using now consistency of F , we finally get F ppq “ F ppq XA “ F ppq X F pp1 ` sq “
F pp ` pp1 ` sqq “ F pp1 ` pp` sqq “ F pp1q X F pp` sq “ F pp1q XA “ F pp1q.

The next lemma is inspired to Lemma 1 in Young (1974).

Lemma 34. Let D Ď RpAq˚ be CA, CWC and CRS and let F be a scc on D satisfying consistency and cancellation.

If p, p1 P D are such that Nppq “ Npp1q, then F ppq “ F pp1q.

Proof. Let p, p1 P D be such that Nppq “ Npp1q. Since D satisfies CWC, there exist p̂, p̂1 P D disjoint such that p̂ is a
clone of p, p̂1 is a clone of p1 and p̂ and p̂1 are both disjoint from p and p1. Since D satisfies CRS, there exist q P D

such that q is disjoint from p and Npp ` qq P RpAq. Since D satisfies CWC, there exist q̂ P D such that q̂ is a clone
of q and q̂ is disjoint from p, q, p̂ and p̂1. By Nppq “ Npp1q and the properties of clones, we get

Npp̂ ` q̂q “ Npp̂q `Npq̂q “ Nppq `Npqq “ Npp` qq P RpAq,

Npp̂1 ` q̂q “ Npp̂1q `Npq̂q “ Npp1q `Npqq “ Nppq `Npqq “ Npp` qq P RpAq.

Thus, by cancellation of F , we obtain that F pp̂ ` q̂q “ A and F pp̂1 ` q̂q “ A. Applying now consistency of F , we
obtain

F pp̂q “ F pp̂q XA “ F pp̂q X F pp̂1 ` q̂q “ F pp̂` pp̂1 ` q̂qq

“ F pp̂1 ` pp̂ ` q̂qq “ F pp̂1q X F pp̂` q̂q “ F pp̂1q XA “ F pp̂1q.

Since p̂ is a disjoint clone of p and p̂1 is a disjoint clone of p1, by Lemma 33, we finally obtain F ppq “ F pp̂q “ F pp̂1q “
F pp1q.

Corollary 35. Let D Ď RpAq˚ be CA, CWC and CRS and let F be a scc on D satisfying consistency and cancel-

lation. Then F is strongly anonymous. In particular, F is anonymous.

Proof. Let p, p1 P D be clones. Then Nppq “ Npp1q, so that, by Lemma 34, F ppq “ F pp1q.

Lemma 34 plays a formidable role in the not obvious construction of a ns from a scc.

Definition 36. Let D Ď RpAq˚ be CA, CWC and CRS and F be a scc on D satisfying consistency and cancellation.

Given D Ď NpDq, the ns on D associated with F is the ns F : D Ñ P0pAq, defined, for every N P D, by F pNq “
F ppq, where p is any element in D such that Nppq “ N .

We stress that ns F in Definition 36 is well-defined. Indeed, since D is CA, CWC and CRS and F satisfies
consistency and cancellation, if N P D and p, p1 P D are such that Nppq “ Npp1q “ N then, by Lemma 34, we have
F ppq “ F pp1q.
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10 General characterization theorem for the net-outdegree scc

Let us introduce now an important definition.

Definition 37. Let D Ď RpAq˚. We say that D is regular if

pαq D is CPA, CA, CON and CWC;

pβq for every N P ZNpDq, there exist p, p1 P D such that Nppq “ N `Npp1q with Npp1q P RpAq;

pγq
`
QNpDq ` RpAq

˘
X PSpAq P tRpAq,PSpAqu.

The importance of the above definition is due to the following theorem, the main result of the paper. As we will
see in the next section, such a result implies a variety of very interesting corollaries.

Theorem 38. Let D Ď RpAq˚ be regular. Then O|D is the unique scc on D satisfying, neutrality, consistency,

cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Proof. We have previously observed that O|D is a scc on D satisfying, neutrality, consistency, cancellation and
ON-faithfulness.

Let then F : D Ñ P0pAq be a scc satisfying, neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness. We want
to prove that F “ O|D. Let D :“ NpDq Ď N pAq. We start showing that the conditions paq, pbq and pcq in Theorem
22 hold true for D. First note that, since D is CPA, CA and CWC, by Proposition 29, D is CVP and CA. Moreover,
since D is CON, we immediately have that D is CON. Thus, D satisfies condition paq. Since D satisfies conditions
pβq and pγq, we immediately also have that D satisfies conditions pbq and pcq. By Theorem 22, it follows that O|D is
the unique ns on D satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Since D is CA, CWC and CRS and F satisfies consistency and cancellation, we can consider the ns on D associated
with F as in Definition 36. We denote such a ns by F .

We show that F satisfies neutrality. Let N P D and ψ P SympAq. Consider p P D such that Nppq “ N . Following
the definition of F , using formulas (27) and recalling the meaning of neutrality for a scc, we have

F pNψq “ F pNppqψq “ F pNppψqq “ F ppψq “ ψF ppq “ ψF pNppqq “ ψF pNq.

Straightforward arguments show that F satisfies cancellation and ON-faithfulness. Let us check now that F satisfies
consistency too. Let N,M P D be such that F pNq X F pMq ‰ ∅. Consider p, p1 P D such that N “ Nppq and
M “ Npp1q. Since D is CWC there are p̂, p̂1 P D disjoint such that p̂ is a clone of p and p̂1 is a clone of p1. Thus,
N “ Npp̂q and M “ Npp̂1q. Then

F pp̂q X F pp̂1q “ F pNpp̂qq X F pNpp̂1qq “ F pNq X F pMq ‰ ∅,

and hence, using consistency of F , we get

F pN `Mq “ F pNpp̂q `Npp̂1qq “ F pNpp̂ ` p̂1qq “ F pp̂ ` p̂1q “ F pp̂q X F pp̂1q “ F pNq X F pMq.

By Theorem 22, we deduce that F “ O|D. As a consequence, for every p P D, we have F ppq “ F pNppqq “ OpNppqq “
Oppq. That proves that F “ O|D.

11 Some regular subsets of RpAq˚

Given DpAq Ď RpAq, we set

DpAq˚ :“
ď

IĎV
I‰∅finite

DpAqI ,

and note that DpAq˚ Ď RpAq˚. The purpose of this section is to show that the set DpAq˚ is regular for many
remarkable qualifications of DpAq.
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11.1 Yet on relations

Let R P RpAq. We say that R is reflexive if A2
d Ď R; complete if, for every x, y P A, px, yq P R or py, xq P R; transitive

if, for every x, y, z P A, px, yq P R and py, zq P R implies px, zq P R; antisymmetric if, for every x, y P A, px, yq P R and
py, xq P R implies x “ y. Note that a complete relation is necessarily reflexive. Note also that NpDpAq˚q “ tNp0qu if
and only if DpAq Ď P pA2

dq.
We say that R is an order if R is complete and transitive; a linear order if R is complete, transitive and antisym-

metric; a partial order if R is reflexive, antisymmetric and transitive. The set of orders on A is denoted by OpAq; the
set of linear orders on A is denoted by LpAq; the set of partial orders on A is denoted by PpAq. Of course, we have
∅ ‰ LpAq Ď OpAq Ď PpAq. Note that, if R P OpAq, then INpR, xq “ ∅; if R P PpAq, then IpR, xq “ txu.

Given R P OpAq, define the sets

T pRq :“ tx P A : @y P A x ľR yu, BpRq :“ tx P A : @y P A y ľR xu.

It is well-known that T pRq and BpRq are nonempty; for every x P T pRq, T pRq “ IpR, xq; for every x P BpRq,
BpRq “ IpR, xq; T pRq X BpRq ‰ ∅ implies T pRq “ BpRq “ A so that R “ A2; for every x P T pRq and y P AzT pRq,
x ąR y; for every x P BpRq and y P AzBpRq, y ąR x; if R P LpAq, then |T pRq| “ |BpRq| “ 1.

We say that R is a dichotomous order if T pRq Y BpRq “ A; a top-truncated order if, for every x P AzBpRq,
|IpR, xq| “ 1. The set of dichotomous orders on A is denoted by DipAq; the set of top-truncated orders on A is
denoted by TpAq. Note that LpAq Ď TpAq. In particular, TpAq ‰ ∅.

For every t P rms, we set DitpAq :“ tx P DipAq : |T pRq| “ tu and, given X Ď rms, we set

DiXpAq :“
ď

tPX

DitpAq.

For every s P rm´ 1s0, we set TspAq :“ tx P TpAq : |AzBpRq| “ su and given Y Ď rm´ 1s0, we set

TY pAq :“
ď

sPY

TspAq.

Note that, for every t P rms, DitpAq ‰ ∅ and, for every s P rm´1s0, TspAq ‰ ∅. Moreover,DimpAq “ T0pAq “ tA2u,
Di1pAq “ T1pAq, Tm´1pAq “ LpAq.

11.2 Some useful propositions

We introduce an important property a set of relations on A may meet.

Definition 39. Let DpAq Ď RpAq. We say that DpAq is closed under permutation of alternatives if, for every

R P DpAq and ψ P SympAq, Rψ P DpAq.

It is easily checked that the sets RpAq, PpAq, OpAq, LpAq, DiXpAq and TY pAq are closed under permutation of
alternatives.

WhenDpAq is closed under permutation of alternatives, the setDpAq˚ satisfies many useful properties, as described
in the following propositions. In particular, Proposition 41 turns out to be a crucial short-cut for testing condition
pβq of Definition 37.

Proposition 40. Let DpAq Ď RpAq. The following facts hold true.

piq DpAq˚ is CA and CWC and NpDpAq˚q is CA.

piiq If DpAq is closed under permutation of alternatives, then DpAq˚ is CPA and CRS and NpDpAq˚q is CPV.

piiiq If DpAq is closed under permutation of alternatives and there exists R P DpAq such that R Ę A2
d, then, for

every k P N, there exists t P N, with t ě k such that Nptq P NpDpAq˚q X CpAq.

Proof. It is immediately observed that DpAq˚ is CA and CWC. Thus, by Proposition 29 piiq, we get piq. If DpAq is
closed under permutation of alternatives, it is immediate to show that DpAq˚ is CPA. Thus, by Proposition 29 piq-piiiq,
we get piiq. Finally, if DpAq is closed under permutation of alternatives and there exists R P DpAq such that R Ę A2

d,
we can consider p P DpAq˚ such that Domppq “ t1u and pp1q “ R. Then Nppq ‰ Np0q so that, applying Proposition
29 pivq, we finally get piiiq.

24



Proposition 41. Let DpAq Ď RpAq be nonempty. If DpAq is closed under permutation of alternatives, then DpAq˚

satisfies condition pβq of Definition 37.

Proof. Note that, since DpAq ‰ ∅, we have that DpAq˚ ‰ ∅. We need to show that, for every N P ZNpDpAq˚q,

there exist p, p1 P DpAq˚ with Npp1q P RpAq such that Nppq “ N `Npp1q. (30)

Assume first that DpAq Ď P pA2
dq. Then we have NpDpAq˚q “ tNp0qu so that also ZNpDq “ tNp0qu. Let N P

ZNpDq. Picking any p, p1 P DpAq˚, we have that (30) is trivially satisfied since N “ Nppq “ Npp1q “ Np0q P RpAq.
Assume next that DpAq Ę P pA2

dq. Then, by Proposition 40, we have that DpAq˚ is CA, CWC, CPA and CRS,
NpDpAq˚q is CA and there exists p P DpAq˚ such that Nppq P CpAq Ď RpAq. Let N P ZNpDq and prove (30).

If N “ Np0q, we get (30) choosing p “ p1 “ p. If N ‰ Np0q, there exist k P N, p1, . . . , pk P DpAq˚ and
m1, . . . ,mk P Z, with mi ‰ 0 for some i P rks, such that

N “
ÿ

iPrks

miNppiq.

Assume first that mi ě 0 for all i P rks. By the fact that NpDpAq˚q is CA, we get that N “ Npqq for some q P DpAq˚.
Since DpAq˚ is CWC, there exists p1 P DpAq˚ clone of p disjoint from q. Moreover, let p “ q`p1. Thus, Npp1q P CpAq
and Nppq “ Npq ` p1q “ Npqq `Npp1q “ N ` Npp1q so that (30) follows.

Assume now that mi ă 0 for some i P rks. Then

N “
ÿ

iPrks,mią0

miNppiq ´
ÿ

iPrks,miă0

p´miqNppiq. (31)

Since NpDpAq˚q is CA, there exists q P DpAq˚ such that
ř
iPrks,miă0p´miqNppiq “ Npqq. There are two cases to

discuss.
Suppose first that the first sum in (31) is empty. Then we have N “ ´Npqq. Since DpAq˚ is CRS there exists

q1 P DpAq˚ disjoint from q such that Npqq ` Npq1q “ Npq ` q1q P RpAq. It follows that N “ Npq1q ´ Npq ` q1q and
thus N `Npq ` q1q “ Npq1q, which gives (30) by choosing p “ q1 and p1 “ q ` q1.

Suppose next that the first sum in (31) is not empty. Since NpDpAq˚q is CA and DpAq˚ is CWC, there exists
s P DpAq˚ with s disjoint from q such that N “ Npsq ´Npqq. Since DpAq˚ is CRS and CWC, there exists q1 P DpAq˚

disjoint from q and s such that Npqq ` Npq1q “ Npq ` q1q P RpAq. Thus, we get N “ Npq1q ` Npsq ´ Npq ` q1q so
that N `Npq ` q1q “ Npq1q `Npsq “ Npq1 ` sq, which gives (30) by choosing p “ q1 ` s and p1 “ q ` q1.

We emphasize that it is not guaranteed that DpAq˚ is CON. Let R P RpAq. We say that R is a cycle relation if
NpRq is a cycle network. Denote by CpAq the set of cycle relations on A.

Proposition 42. CpAq˚ is not CON.

Proof. Let x P A. Assume, by contradiction, that there exist p P CpAq˚, k P N and R P RpAq such that Nppq “
kNx ` R. It follows that δNppqpxq “ kpm ´ 1q ‰ 0. On the other hand, for every i P Domppq, we have Npppiqq “ Ci
for some cycle network Ci. Thus Nppq “

ř
iPDomppq Ci and, since Ci P Kerpδq for all i P Domppq, we deduce that

Nppq P Kerpδq, so that δNppqpxq “ 0, a contradiction.

11.3 Linear orders

Let us consider now subsets of the type DpAq˚, where LpAq Ď DpAq Ď RpAq.

Proposition 43. Let DpAq Ď RpAq with LpAq Ď DpAq. Then DpAq˚ is CON.

Proof. Since DpAq˚ Ě LpAq˚, it is sufficient to show that LpAq˚ is CON. We claim first that, for every x, y P A with
x ‰ y, there exists Rxy P RpAq such that

2Nxy `Rxy P NpLpAq˚q. (32)
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Let x, y P A with x ‰ y. Let A “ tx1, . . . , xmu, where x1, . . . , xm are distinct, x1 “ x and x2 “ y. Let pxy P LpAq˚

be such that Domppxyq “ t1, 2u, pxyp1q “ tpxi, xjq P A2 : i, j P rms, i ď ju and pxyp2q “ ppxyp1qrqpx yq.13 Then, it is
immediately checked that Nppq “ 2Nxy `Rxy, where

Rxy :“
ÿ

iPrms

ÿ

jPrmszt1,2u

pNxixj `Nxjxiq P RpAq. (33)

Note that Rxy “ Np0q when m “ 2. That proves the claim.
Let now x P A be fixed. By Proposition 40 we know that NpLpAq˚q is CA. Thus, we have that

ÿ

yPAztxu

p2Nxy `Rxyq “ 2Nx `R P NpLpAq˚q,

where
R “

ÿ

yPAztxu

Rxy P RpAq.

Then there exists p P LpAq˚ such that Nppq “ 2Nx `R. That shows that LpAq˚ is CON.

Proposition 44. Let DpAq Ď RpAq with LpAq Ď DpAq. Then QNpDpAq˚q ` RpAq “ N pAq.

Proof. Since QNpLpAq˚q `RpAq Ď QNpDpAq˚q ` RpAq Ď N pAq, it is sufficient to show that QNpLpAq˚q `RpAq Ě
N pAq. By (32), we have that, for every x, y P A with x ‰ y, the networks 2Nxy ` Rxy P NpLpAq˚q and, by (33),
Rxy P RpAq. It follows that Nxy P QNpLpAq˚q `RpAq. Since the networks Nxy are a basis for N pAq, we deduce that
QNpLpAq˚q ` RpAq Ě N pAq.

Theorem 45. Let DpAq Ď RpAq be closed under permutation of alternatives and such that LpAq Ď DpAq. Then

DpAq˚ is regular.

Proof. We prove that DpAq˚ satisfies the conditions pαq, pβq and pγq of Definition 37.
Since DpAq is closed under permutation of alternatives, by Proposition 40, we have that DpAq˚ is CPA, CA, CWC

and CRS. The fact that DpAq˚ is CON follows from Proposition 43 since DpAq Ě LpAq. Thus, pαq in Definition 37
holds. The fact that pβq in Definition 37 holds follows from Proposition 41, because DpAq is closed under permutation
of alternatives andDpAq ‰ ∅. In order to prove that DpAq˚ satisfies pγq in Definition 37, observe first that Proposition
44 implies

QNpDpAq˚q ` RpAq “ N pAq.

As a consequence, we have

`
QNpDpAq˚q ` RpAq

˘
X PSpAq “ N pAq X PSpAq “ PSpAq,

so that pγq holds.

Corollary 46. RpAq˚, PpAq˚, OpAq˚, TpAq˚ and LpAq˚ are regular.

11.4 Dichotomous orders

Definition 47. Let ∅ ‰ X Ď A. Denote by pX the element of DipAq˚ such that DomppXq “ t1u and T ppXp1qq “ X.

It is easily checked that
NppXq “ KAzX `

ÿ

xPX

Nx, (34)

where KAzX is the complete network on AzX (see (2)). In particular, for every x P A, since Ktxu “ Np0q, we have

Npptxuq “ KAztxu `Nx, NppAztxuq “
ÿ

yPAztxu

Ny. (35)

13Using the standard informal way to represent linear orders, we have that if m “ 2, then pxyp1q “ pxyp2q “ x1x2; if m ě 3, then
pxyp1q “ x1x2 ¨ ¨ ¨ xm and pxyp2q “ xmxm´1 ¨ ¨ ¨x3x1x2.
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Proposition 48. Let DpAq Ď RpAq with DitpAq Ď DpAq for some t P rm´ 1s. Then DpAq˚ is CON.

Proof. Let t P rm ´ 1s be such that DitpAq Ď DpAq. Since DitpAq˚ Ď DpAq˚, it is sufficient to show that DitpAq˚

is CON. If m “ 2, then t “ 1 and DitpAq˚ “ LpAq˚ that is CON by Proposition 43. Assume then that m ě 3. Let
a P A and let r :“

`
m´1
t´1

˘
be the number of subsets of A having size t and containing a. Let X1, . . . , Xr be those

subsets. Let p P DitpAq˚ be such that Domppq “ rrs and, for every i P rrs, T pppiqq :“ Xi. If t “ 1, then we have
r “ 1 and, by (34), we have Nppq “ Npptauq “ KAztau `Nx, as desired. Assume next t ě 2. By (34), we have

Nppq “
ÿ

iPrrs

NppXiq “
ÿ

iPrrs

˜
KAzXi `

ÿ

xPXi

Nx

¸
“

ÿ

iPrrs

KAzXi `
ÿ

iPrrs

ÿ

xPXi

Nx

“
ÿ

iPrrs

KAzXi ` rNa `
ÿ

iPrrs

ÿ

xPXiztau

Nx “
ÿ

iPrrs

KAzXi ` rNa `

ˆ
m ´ 2

t´ 2

˙ ÿ

xPAztau

Nx

“
ÿ

iPrrs

KAzXi ` rNa `

ˆ
m ´ 2

t´ 2

˙˜
´Na `

ÿ

xPA

Nx

¸

“

ˆ
r ´

ˆ
m ´ 2

t´ 2

˙˙
Na `

ÿ

iPrrs

KAzXi `

ˆ
m´ 2

t ´ 2

˙
Np1q

Note that R :“
ř
iPrrs KAzXi `

`
m´2
t´2

˘
Np1q P RpAq and that, since m ě 3, we have

k :“

ˆ
m ´ 1

t´ 1

˙
´

ˆ
m´ 2

t ´ 2

˙
“

ˆ
m´ 2

t´ 1

˙
P N.

Thus, we have proved that Nppq “ kNa `R. Hence DitpAq˚ is CON.

Proposition 49. Let DpAq Ď DipAq. Then pQNpDpAq˚q ` RpAqq X PSpAq “ RpAq.

Proof. We first show that
QNpDipAq˚q ` RpAq “ OpAq ` RpAq. (36)

Recall that OpAq “ QtNx : x P Au. By (35), for every x P A, we have Nx ` KAztxu “ Npptxuq P NpDipAq˚q.
Since KAztxu P RpAq, we deduce that Nx P QNpDipAq˚q ` RpAq. As a consequence, we have that OpAq ` RpAq Ď
QNpDipAq˚q ` RpAq.

Let p P DipAq˚ and, for every i P Domppq, let Xi “ T pppiqq. Using (34), we have that

Nppq “
ÿ

iPDomppq

NppXiq “
ÿ

iPDomppq

˜
KAzXi `

ÿ

xPXi

Nx

¸
“

ÿ

iPDomppq

KAzXi `
ÿ

iPDomppq

ÿ

xPXi

Nx.

It follows that NpDipAq˚q Ď OpAq ` RpAq and thus QNpDipAq˚q ` RpAq Ď OpAq ` RpAq. That shows (36).
Let now DpAq Ď DipAq. Then, by (36), we have

QN pDpAq˚q ` RpAq Ď QN pDipAq˚q ` RpAq “ OpAq ` RpAq,

so that, by Proposition 26, we get

pQN pDpAq˚q ` RpAqq X PSpAq Ď pOpAq ` RpAqq X PSpAq “ RpAq.

Since the other inclusion trivially holds we deduce that pQN pDpAq˚q ` RpAqq X PSpAq “ RpAq.

Theorem 50. Let X Ď rms with X X rm´ 1s ‰ ∅. Then DiXpAq˚ is regular.

Proof. We prove that DiXpAq˚ satisfies the conditions pαq, pβq and pγq of Definition 37. Since DiXpAq is closed under
permutation of alternatives, by Proposition 40, we have that DiXpAq˚ is CPA, CA and CRS. Since X X rm´ 1s ‰ ∅,
we have that DiXpAq Ě DitpAq for some t P rm´1s. Thus, by Proposition 48 we deduce that DiXpAq˚ is CON. Thus,
condition pαq is satisfied. By Proposition 41 we deduce that condition pβq is satisfied. Since clearly DiXpAq Ď DipAq,
by Proposition 49 we deduce that condition pγq is satisfied too.

In particular, we immediately deduce the following result.

Corollary 51. DipAq˚ is regular and, for every t P rm´ 1s, DitpAq˚ and DirtspAq˚ are regular.
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11.5 Top-truncated orders

Proposition 52. Let DpAq Ď RpAq with TspAq Ď DpAq for some s P rm´ 1s. Then DpAq˚ is CON.

Proof. Let x P A. We have to prove that there exist p P TspAq˚, k P N and R P RpAq such that Nppq “ kNx`R. Let
Q P TspAq be such that T pQq “ txu. Let ψ1, . . . , ψpm´1q! be the distinct permutations in the set Ω “ tψ P SympAq :

ψpxq “ xu. Consider p P TspAq˚ such that Domppq “ rpm ´ 1q!s and, for every i P Domppq, ppiq “ Qψi . Note that,
for every i P Domppq, T pppiqq “ txu. It is immediately checked that Nppq “ pm ´ 1q!Nx `R, where

R “
ÿ

ψPΩ

N
`
Qψ X pAztxuq2

˘
“

ÿ

ψPΩ

N
`
QX pAztxuq2

˘ψ
.

We complete the proof showing that R P RpAq. Indeed, note that cRpx1, y1q “ 0 if x1 “ x or y1 “ x. Moreover, for
every σ P Ω, Rσ “ R. Then, using an argument analogous to the one used in the proof of Proposition 2, we see that
there exists α P N such that R “ αKAztxu P RpAq.

Proposition 53. Let DpAq Ď RpAq with DpAq Ě TspAq, for some s P rm´ 1s with s ě 2. Then

pQNpDpAq˚q ` RpAqq X PSpAq “ PSpAq.

Proof. Let s P rm´1s, with s ě 2, be such that DpAq Ě TspAq and let W :“ QNpTspAq˚q `RpAq. In order to prove
the desired equality, it is enough to show that W “ N pAq. Since W is vector subspace of N pAq, in order to get the
equality W “ N pAq we show that, for every px, yq P A2

˚, Nxy P W .
In order to simplify the notation, assume without loss of generality that A “ rms. By standard considerations

about permutations of alternatives, it is enough to show that N12 P W .
Consider Q P TspAq be such that BpQq “ Azrss and 1 ąQ 2 ąQ . . . ąQ s. Let p P TspAq˚ be such that

Domppq “ t1u and pp1q “ Q. Then, we have

Nppq “
ÿ

iPrss

Ni ´
ÿ

3ďuďs
jPru´1s

Nuj ´N21 `KAzrss P W. (37)

By Proposition 52, for every x P A, there exist p P TspAq˚, k P N and R P RpAq such that Nppq “ kNx`R. Thus, for
every x P A, we have that Nx P W . As a consequence, we have that

ř
iPrss Ni P W . Define now M :“

ř
3ďuďs
jPru´1s

Nuj .

Then, by (37) and recalling that KAzrss P RpAq Ď W , we deduce that M `N21 P W .

Consider p1 2q P SympAq. Let q P TspAq˚ be such that Dompqq “ t1u and qp1q “ Qp1 2q. Then we have

Npqq “
ÿ

iPrss

Ni ´
ÿ

3ďuďs
jPru´1s

Nuj ´N12 `KAzrss P W,

which implies M ` N12 P W . As a consequence, we have M ` N21 ` M ` N12 P W . Since N21 ` N12 P RpAq Ď W ,
we get M P V . Hence also N12 P W , as desired.

Theorem 54. Let Y Ď rm´ 1s0 with Y X rm´ 1s ‰ ∅. Then TY pAq˚ is regular.

Proof. If Y X rm ´ 1s “ t1u, then we have Y “ t1u so that TY pAq˚ “ T1pAq˚ “ Di1pAq˚, or Y “ t0, 1u so that
TY pAq˚ “ Tt0,1upAq˚ “ Dit1,mupAq˚. In both cases, by Theorem 50, we have that TY pAq˚ is regular. Assume now
that Y X rm´1s ‰ t1u. Thus, there exists s P Y X rm´1s with s ě 2 and TY pAq˚ Ě TspAq˚. We prove that TY pAq˚

satisfies the conditions pαq, pβq and pγq of Definition 37. Since TY pAq is closed under permutation of alternatives,
by Proposition 40, we have that TY pAq˚ is CPA, CA and CRS. By Proposition 52 we deduce that TY pAq˚ is CON.
Thus, condition pαq is satisfied. By Proposition 41 we deduce that condition pβq is satisfied. By Proposition 53 we
deduce that condition pγq is satisfied too.

In particular, we immediately deduce the following result.

Corollary 55. TpAq˚ is regular and, for every s P rm´ 1s, TspAq˚ and TrsspAq˚ are regular.
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12 Classic and new characterization results for sccs

In this section we exploit the power and the generality of our results to obtain classic and new characterization results
for various known scc on OpAq˚, LpAq˚, PpAq˚, TY pAq˚ and DiXpAq˚.

12.1 ON-faithfulness, faithfulness and averseness

We start our enquiry recalling the classic property of faithfulness given by Young (1974) and Fishburn (1979). More-
over, we introduce in RpAq˚, with the name of averseness, a property considered by Cullinan et al. (2014) in the
context PpAq˚. The term averseness appears in Kurihara (2018) referred to Dipm´1qpAq˚.

Definition 56. Let D Ď OpAq˚ and F be a scc on D. We say that F satisfies faithfulness if, for every p P D such

that Domppq “ tiu for some i P V , we have F ppq “ T pppiqq.

Note that if D1 Ď D Ď OpAq˚ and F is a scc on D satisfying faithfulness, then F|D1 satisfies faithfulness on D1.

Definition 57. Let D Ď RpAq˚ and F be a scc on D. We say that F satisfies averseness if, for every p P D such

that Domppq “ tiu for some i P V and for every x, y P A, we have that y ąppiq x implies x R F ppq.

Note that, if D Ď OpAq˚, a scc F on D satisfies averseness if and only if, for every p P D such that Domppq “ tiu
for some i P V , we have F ppq Ď T pppiqq. Propositions 58 and 59 describe the link between faithfulness and averseness.

Proposition 58. Let D Ď OpAq˚ and let F be a scc on D satisfying faithfulness. Then F satisfies averseness.

Proof. Let p P D be such that Domppq “ tiu for some i P V . Since F satisfies faithfulness, we have that F ppq “ T pppiqq,
so that, in particular, F ppq Ď T pppiqq.

Proposition 59. Let D Ď OpAq˚ and let F be a scc on D satisfying averseness and neutrality. Then F satisfies

faithfulness.

Proof. Let p P D be such that Domppq “ tiu for some i P V . We have to show that F ppq “ T pppiqq. By averseness
we know that F ppq Ď T pppiqq. Thus, we are left with proving that T pppiqq Ď F ppq. Let y P T pppiqq and prove
that y P F ppq. Since F ppq ‰ ∅, there exists x P F ppq. Since x P T pppiqq, there exists ψ P SympAq such that
ψpxq “ y and fixing the alternatives in AzT pppiqq. Surely we have pψ “ p. Thus, using the neutrality of F , we obtain
y “ ψpxq P ψF ppq “ F ppψq “ F ppq, as desired.

We explore now two remarkable contexts where faithfulness and consistency imply ON-faithfulness.

Proposition 60. Let F be a scc on D Ď OpAq˚ satisfying faithfulness and consistency. If D Ě LpAq˚ or D Ě
DitpAq˚ for some t P rm´ 1s, then F satisfies ON-faithfulness.

Proof. Let x P A. We have to prove that there exists p P D, k P N and R P RpAq such that Nppq “ kNx ` R and
F ppq “ txu. Let A “ tx1, . . . , xmu with x1, . . . , xm distinct and x1 “ x.

Assume first that D Ě LpAq˚. In what follows, given p P LpAq˚ and i P Domppq, denote by pi the element of
LpAq˚ such that Domppq “ tiu and pipiq “ ppiq. If m “ 2, consider p P LpAq˚ with Domppq “ t1, 2u, pp1q “ x1x2 and
pp2q “ x1x2. Then Nppq “ 2Nx ` Np0q and Np0q P RpAq. Since by faithfulness we have that F pp1q “ F pp2q “ txu,
we can apply consistency and deduce that

F ppq “ F pp1 ` p2q “ F pp1q X F pp2q “ txu.

If m ě 3, consider p P LpAq˚ with Domppq “ t1, 2u,

pp1q “ tpxi, xjq P A2 : i, j P rms, i ď ju,

and
pp2q “ tpxi, xjq P A2 : i, j P t2, . . . ,mu, i ě ju Y tpx1, xiq P A2 : i P rmsu.14

14Using the informal notation for linear orders, we have that pp1q “ x1x2 . . . xm and pp2q “ x1xmxm´1 . . . x2.
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Then Nppq “ 2Nx `R, where

R “
ÿ

i,jPt2,...,mu,iăj

pNxixj `Nxjxiq P RpAq.

Since by faithfulness we have that F pp1q “ F pp2q “ txu, we can apply consistency and deduce that

F ppq “ F pp1 ` p2q “ F pp1q X F pp2q “ txu.

Assume now that there exists t P rm´1s such that D Ě DitpAq˚. If t “ 1, consider ptxu P DipAq˚ as in Definition
47. Then Nppq “ Nx `R, where

R “
ÿ

i,jPt2,...,mu,iăj

pNxixj `Nxjxiq P RpAq.

Moreover, by faithfulness of F , we have that F ppq “ txu. If t ě 2, then m ě 3. Set r :“
`
m´1
t´1

˘
be the number of

subsets of A having size t and containing x. Let X1, . . . , Xr be those subsets. Let us consider p P DitpAq˚ be such that
Domppq “ rrs and, for every i P rrs, T pppiqq :“ Xi. As proved in Proposition 48, we have that Nppq “ kNx ` R for
suitable k P N and R P RpAq. For every i P rrs, let p̂Xi P DitpAq˚ be such that Dompp̂Xiq “ tiu and T pp̂Xipiqq “ Xi.

Then the preference profiles p̂X1
, . . . , p̂Xr are pairwise disjoint, and p “

ř
iPrrs p̂Xi . By faithfulness, for every i P rrs, we

have F pp̂Xiq “ Xi. Moreover, since
Ş
iPrrs Xi “ txu and F satisfies consistency, by Lemma 9 we get F ppq “ txu.

Proposition 61. Let F be a scc on D Ď OpAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency and averseness. If D Ě LpAq˚ or

D Ě DitpAq˚ for some t P rm´ 1s, then F satisfies ON-faithfulness.

Proof. By Proposition 59, F satisfies faithfulness. Hence, by Proposition 60, F satisfies ON-faithfulness.

12.2 Characterization of the Borda rule

We recall the Borda rule on OpAq˚ as defined in the literature (Mas-Colell et al., 1997, Example 21.C.1; Vorsatz,
2008). For every R P OpAq and x P A, the Borda score of x in R is defined by

bpR, xq :“
1

|IpR, xq|

|IpR,xq|´1ÿ

i“0

p|LpR, xq| ` iq “ |LpR, xq| `
|IpR, xq|

2
´

1

2
.

For every p P OpAq˚ and x P A, the Borda score of x in p is defined by

bpp, xq :“
ÿ

iPDomppq

bpppiq, xq.

The Borda rule is then the scc defined, for every p P OpAq˚, by

BORppq :“ argmax
xPA

bpp, xq.

The above definition extends to OpAq˚ the classic definition of the Borda rule defined on LpAq˚.

Proposition 62. BOR “ O|OpAq˚ . In particular, BOR|LpAq˚ “ O|LpAq˚ .

Proof. Let R P OpAq and x P A. Since INpR, xq “ ∅, we have that A is the disjoint union of LpR, xq, UpR, xq, IpR, xq.
It follows that m “ |LpR, xq| ` |UpR, xq| ` |IpR, xq|. Thus, we have

bpR, xq “ |LpR, xq| `
1

2
pm ´ |LpR, xq| ´ |UpR, xq|q ´

1

2
“

1

2
p|LpR, xq| ´ |UpR, xq| `m´ 1q .

As a consequence, recalling (29), for every p P OpAq˚ and x P A we get

bpp, xq “
ÿ

iPDomppq

1

2
p|Lpppiq, xq| ´ |Upppiq, xq| `m´ 1q “

1

2
opp, xq `

m ´ 1

2
|Domppq|.
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Thus, by Proposition 31, for every p P OpAq˚, we have

BORppq “ argmax
xPA

ˆ
1

2
opp, xq `

m´ 1

2
|Domppq|

˙
“ argmax

xPA
opp, xq “ Oppq,

as desired.

Theorem 63. BOR|LpAq˚ is the unique scc on LpAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-
faithfulness.

Proof. It immediately follows from Corollary 46, Theorem 38 and Proposition 62.

Theorem 63 implies the well-known characterization of the Borda rule on LpAq˚ due to Young (1974).

Theorem 64. [Young, 1974, Theorem 1] BOR|LpAq˚ is the unique scc on LpAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency,

cancellation and faithfulness.

Proof. Let F be a scc on LpAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and faithfulness. By Proposition 60,
we have that F satisfies ON-faithfulness. By Theorem 63, we finally deduce that F “ BOR|LpAq˚ .

Theorem 65. BOR is the unique scc on OpAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Proof. It immediately follows from Corollary 46, Theorem 38 and Proposition 62.

Theorem 66. BOR is the unique scc on OpAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and faithfulness.

Proof. Let F be a scc on OpAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and faithfulness. By Proposition 60,
we have that F satisfies ON-faithfulness. By Theorem 65, we finally deduce that F “ BOR.

Young (1974) states that the content of Theorem 66 can be easily proved adapting the proof of his Theorem 1.
However, it does not seem obvious how one could adapt Young’s reasoning to the new framework since it appears,
in many parts, guided by the specific properties of linear orders. However, the use of Theorem 38 allows to get the
proof of Young’s statement.

12.3 Characterization of the Partial Borda rule

The Partial Borda rule is a scc on PpAq˚ introduced by Cullinan et al. (2014) and defined as follows. Given R P PpAq,
the partial Borda score of x in R is defined by

pbpR, xq :“ 2|LpR, xq| ` |INpR, xq|.

For every p P PpAq˚ and x P A, the partial Borda score of x in p is defined by

pbpp, xq :“
ÿ

iPDomppq

pbpppiq, xq.

The Partial Borda rule is then the scc defined, for every p P PpAq˚, by

PBORppq :“ argmax
xPA

pbpp, xq.

Proposition 67. PBOR “ O|PpAq˚ .

Proof. We first claim that, for every R P PpAq and x P A, we have

pbpR, xq “ |LpR, xq| ´ |UpR, xq| `m´ 1. (38)

Indeed, recalling that |IpR, xq| “ 1, we have

pbpR, xq “ 2|LpR, xq| ` |INpR, xq| “ |LpR, xq| ` |LpR, xq| ` |INpR, xq|
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“ |LpR, xq| ` pm ´ UpR, xq ´ IpR, xqq “ |LpR, xq| ´ |UpR, xq| `m ´ 1.

Consider now p P OpAq˚ and x P A. By (38), we get

pbpp, xq “
ÿ

iPDomppq

p|Lpppiq, xq| ´ |Upppiq, xq| `m ´ 1q “ opp, xq ` pm´ 1q|Domppq|.

Thus, by Proposition 31, for every p P OpAq˚, we have

PBORppq “ argmax
xPA

opp, xq ` pm ´ 1q|Domppq| “ argmax
xPA

opp, xq “ Oppq,

as desired.

Theorem 68. PBOR is the unique scc on PpAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Proof. It immediately follows from Corollary 46, Theorem 38 and Proposition 67.

Theorem 68 implies the following characterization for the Partial Borda rule due to Cullinan et al. (2014).

Theorem 69. [Cullinan et al., 2014, Theorem 2] PBOR is the unique scc on PpAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency,

cancellation and averseness.

Proof. Let F be a scc on PpAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and averseness. By Proposition 61,
we have that F satisfies ON-faithfulness. By Theorem 68, we finally deduce that F “ PBOR.

12.4 Characterization of the Averaged Borda rule

The Averaged Borda rule is a scc on TpAq˚ introduced by Dummett (1997). Such a scc, here denoted by ABOR,
coincides with BOR|TpAq˚ .

Proposition 70. ABOR “ O|TpAq˚ .

Proof. It immediately follows from the fact that ABOR “ BOR|TpAq˚ and Proposition 62.

Theorems 71 and 72 are two new characterizations of the Averaged Borda rule.

Theorem 71. Let Y Ď rm´1s0 with Y X rm´1s ‰ ∅. Then ABOR|TY pAq˚ is the unique scc on TY pAq˚ satisfying

neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Proof. It immediately follows from Theorems 54 and 38 and Proposition 67.

Theorem 72. Let Y Ď rm´1s0 with Y X rm´1s ‰ ∅. Then ABOR|TY pAq˚ is the unique scc on TY pAq˚ satisfying

neutrality, consistency, cancellation and faithfulness.

Proof. Let F be a scc on TY pAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and faithfulness. By Proposition
60, we have that F satisfies ON-faithfulness. By Theorem 71, we finally deduce that F “ ABOR.

From Theorem 71, it is possible to easily get a result by Terzopoulou and Endriss (2021). In order to show that fact
we need some preliminary definitions. Given x, y P A with x ‰ y, let px yq P SympAq be the permutation that switches
x and y and leaves all the other alternatives fixed. A scc F on TpAq˚ is monotonic if the following condition holds
true: given p, p1 P TpAq˚ with Domppq “ Dompp1q, i˚ P Domppq and x, y P A, if ppiq “ p1piq for all i P Domppqzti˚u,
x ąppi˚q y, y P F ppq and p1pi˚q “ ppi˚qpx yq, then F pp1q “ tyu.

Theorem 73. [Terzopoulou and Endriss, 2021, Theorem 6] ABOR is the unique scc on TpAq˚ satisfying neutrality,

consistency, cancellation and monotonicity.

Proof. Let F be a scc on TpAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and monotonicity. We complete the
proof showing that F satisfies ON-faithfulness and applying Theorem 71. Let x P A. Consider ptxu P Di1pAq˚ Ď
TpAq˚ as in Definition 47. By (35), we know that Npptxuq “ Nx ` KAztxu, where KAztxu P RpAq. Moreover,
F pptxuq “ txu. Indeed, assume by contradiction that there exists y P F pptxuq such that y ‰ x. Of course x ąptxup1q y.

Thus, by monotonicity of F , we have that F pp
px yq
txu q “ tyu. On the other hand, by neutrality, we have that F pp

px yq
txu q “

px yqF pptxuq contains x, a contradiction. That proves that F satisfies ON-faithfulness.
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12.5 Characterizations of the Approval Voting

The Approval Voting is defined on DipAq˚ as follows. For every p P DipAq˚ and x P A, the approval score of x in p
is defined as

avpp, xq :“ |ti P Domppq : x P T pppiqqu|.

The Approval Voting is then the scc defined, for every p P DipAq˚, by

AV ppq :“ argmax
xPA

avpp, xq.

Proposition 74. AV “ BOR|DipAq˚ “ O|DipAq˚ .

Proof. By Proposition 62, we immediately have that BOR|DipAq˚ “ O|DipAq˚ . Thus, it suffices to show that AV “
O|DipAq˚ . Let p P DipAq˚ and x P A. Then, by (29), we have

opp, xq “
ÿ

iPDomppq

|Lpppiq, xq| ´ |Upppiq, xq| “
ÿ

iPDomppq,
xPT pppiqq

pm´ |T pppiqq|q `
ÿ

iPDomppq,
xRT pppiqq

´|T pppiqq|

“ m ¨ avpp, xq ´
ÿ

iPDomppq

|T pppiqq|.

Thus, for every p P DipAq˚, we have

Oppq “ argmax
xPA

opp, xq “ argmax
xPA

avpp, xq “ AV ppq,

as desired.

We emphasize that the equality AV “ BOR|DipAq˚ is known (Vorsatz, 2008, Proposition 1).

Theorem 75. Let X Ď rms with X X rm ´ 1s ‰ ∅. Then AV is the unique scc on DiXpAq˚ satisfying neutrality,

consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Proof. It immediately follows from Theorems 50 and 38 and Proposition 74.

Observe now that the Plurality rule is the scc defined by

PLU : Di1pAq˚ Ñ P0pAq, PLUppq “ AV ppq

and the anti-Plurality rule is the scc defined by

APLU : Dim´1pAq˚ Ñ P0pAq, APLUppq “ AV ppq

Thus, from Theorem 75, we immediately get the following characterization results for such sccs.

Theorem 76. PLU is the unique scc on Di1pAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-faithfulness.

Theorem 77. APLU is the unique scc on Dim´1pAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency, cancellation and ON-
faithfulness.

Let us introduce now the following definition due to Fishburn (1979).

Definition 78. Let D Ď DipAq˚ and F be a scc on D. We say that F satisfies Fishburn-cancellation if, for every

p P D such that avpp, xq “ avpp, yq for all x, y P A, we have that F ppq “ A.

The next proposition explains that in Theorems 75, 76 and 77 the property of cancellation can be replaced by the
property of Fishburn-cancellation, which is certainly more intuitive when dichotomous orders are involved.

Proposition 79. Let p P DipAq˚. Then, the following facts are equivalent:

paq Nppq P RpAq;
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pbq for every x, y P A, avpp, xq “ avpp, yq.

In particular, given D Ď DipAq˚ and a scc F on D, we have that F satisfies cancellation if and only if F satisfies

Fishburn-cancellation.

Proof. First of all, observe that paq is equivalent to

pa1q for every x, y P A with x ‰ y, cppx, yq “ cppy, xq,

and pbq is equivalent to

pb1q for every x, y P A with x ‰ y, avpp, xq “ avpp, yq

It is then enough to prove that pa1q is equivalent to pb1q. Observe that, for every x, y P A with x ‰ y, we have that

avpp, xq “ |ti P Domppq : x P T pppiqq, y P T pppiqqu| ` |ti P Domppq : x P T pppiqq, y R T pppiqqu|

and
cppx, yq “ |Domppq| ´ |ti P Domppq : x R T pppiqq, y P T pppiqqu|.

Thus, for every x, y P A with x ‰ y, we have that

avpp, xq ´ avpp, yq “ p|Domppq| ´ cppy, xqq ´ p|Domppq| ´ cppx, yqq “ cppx, yq ´ cppy, xq.

As a consequence, we deduce that pa1q is equivalent to pb1q and the proof is completed.

We can now deduce the following theorem due to Fishburn (1979).

Theorem 80. [Fishburn, 1979, Theorem 4] Let X Ď rms with X X rm ´ 1s ‰ ∅. Then AV is the unique scc on

DiXpAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency, Fishburn-cancellation and faithfulness.

Proof. Let F be a scc on DiXpAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency, Fishburn-cancellation and faithfulness. By
Proposition 79, we have that F satisfies cancellation. By Proposition 60, we have that F satisfies ON-faithfulness.
By Theorem 75, we finally deduce that F “ AV .

With a similar argument and making use of Theorems 76 and 77, we can also get the following characterizations
of the Plurality and the anti-Plurality rules.

Theorem 81. PLU is the unique scc on Di1pAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency, Fishburn-cancellation and

faithfulness.

Theorem 82. APLU is the unique scc on Dim´1pAq˚ satisfying neutrality, consistency, Fishburn-cancellation and

faithfulness.

There are in the literature some other characterization results for PLU and APLU. We discuss now how easily they
can be derived by the two above characterizations and by the following easy lemma. In the sequel, for p P RpAq˚,
ϕ P SympDomppqq and ψ P SympAq, we denote by ppϕ,ψq the element of RpAq˚ such that Dompppϕ,ψqq “ Domppq and,
for every i P Domppq, ppϕ,ψqpiq “ ppϕ´1piqqψ .15

Lemma 83. Let D Ď RpAq˚, F be scc on D satisfying anonymity and neutrality and p P D. Assume that, for every

ψ P SympAq, there exists ϕ P SympDomppqq such that ppϕ,ψq “ p. Then F ppq “ A.

Proof. Let y P A and prove that y P F ppq. Since F ppq ‰ ∅, there exists x˚ P F ppq. Consider then ψ P SympAq such
that y “ ψpx˚q and let ϕ P SympDomppqq be such that ppϕ,ψq “ p. Since F is anonymous and neutral and since
x˚ P F ppq, we have that y “ ψpx˚q P ψF ppq “ F pppϕ,ψqq “ F ppq.

We start showing that Theorem 81 implies a result by Sekiguchi (2012).16

15Details on the symbol ppϕ,ψq and its properties can be found in Bubboloni and Gori (2014) and (2015).
16Theorem 1 in Sekiguchi (2012) actually refers to the Plurality rule defined in LpAq˚ and involves a further property called tops-only.

However, because of the tops-only property, that result is equivalent to our Theorem 84.
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Theorem 84. [Sekiguchi, 2012, Theorem 1] PLU is the unique scc on Di1pAq˚ satisfying anonymity, neutrality,

consistency and faithfulness.

Proof. By Theorem 81, it is enough to show that F satisfies Fishburn-cancellation. Let p P Di1pAq˚ be such that
avpp, xq “ avpp, yq for all x, y P A. Then we have |ti P Domppq : T pppiqq “ txuu| “ |ti P Domppq : T pppiqq “ tyuu| for
all x, y P A. As a consequence, for every ψ P SympAq, there exists ϕ P SympDomppqq such that ppϕ,ψq “ p. Since F is
anonymous and neutral, by Lemma 83 we deduce F ppq “ A.

We next show that Theorem 82 implies a result by Kurihara (2018).17

Theorem 85. [Kurihara, 2018, Theorem 1] APLU is the unique scc on Dim´1pAq˚ satisfying anonymity, neutrality,

consistency and averseness.

Proof. By Theorem 59, F satisfies faithfulness. Thus, by Proposition 82, it is enough to show that F satisfies Fishburn-
cancellation. Let p P Dim´1pAq˚ be such that avpp, xq “ avpp, yq for all x, y P A. Then we have |ti P Domppq : x R
Bpppiqqu| “ |ti P Domppq : y R Bpppiqqu| for all x, y P A. As a consequence we also have |ti P Domppq : x P Bpppiqqu| “
|ti P Domppq : y P Bpppiqqu| for all x, y P A. Hence, for every ψ P SympAq, there exists ϕ P SympDomppqq such that
ppϕ,ψq “ p. Since F is anonymous and neutral, by Lemma 83 we deduce F ppq “ A.
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