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• analogously,  (otherwise  would deviate from  to  and improve), a contradictionb ≻′￼  i ≻′￼ ≻i

• we conclude monotonicity by changing the rankings one agent at a time

‣ unanimity

• fi  a ∈ A f( ≻ ) = a ≻ ∈ ℒ(A)n
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‣ Revelation Principle: any implementable social choice function can be obtained from a 

strategyproof direct mechanism

• this is why most works in the area restrict to direct mechanisms 

‣ G-S: when , , and  is s.t. , 
the only surjective social choice functions that can be implemented are dictatorships

|A | ≥ 3 Θ = ℒ(A)n ui : A × Θi → ℝ ui(a, θi) > ui(b, θi) ⟺ a ≻i b

‣ stronger assumptions on  and/or  are required to obtain positive resultsΘi ui

The G-S theorem seems to quash any hope of designing incentive-compatible 
social-choice functions. The whole fi
fi
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