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Abstract: This note treats the apportionment problem. Webster’s and Hill’s methods are believed to be
fair, but it has been open for a long time which method is unbiased. Although Balinski and Young claim
that the Webster method is perfectly unbiased, we discover here that the method has a small bias in favor

of small states. In addition we reinforce the discovery by a computer simulation.
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B DR 2 N N & G gk 2 AUE TR Uik B e e o0/
BB, NODLWINE KM, Dz /L vz Id,
Jefferson JTUIKINICKRE R 2B LT 5.

20 AL A o T 6 1%, KIN - AN~ D 2SSz & L
T, Webster 53\ & Hill 2% EH 2% 0872, Willeox 13
WA 2GS L, Webster FZUSIN & /N2 RIEIZH -
T2 A, Hill FUT/NHICHERTH 5 &) Lg% 21
L7z [19]. €423 L, Huntington ZEH Fd 5 K&
M 5 E5 52 (Adams 53, Dean 52, Hill 52,
Webster 53\, Jefferson /73\) ##mAYIE S, ZOHT
KN - ANNANOAR ) ASHAL & 7 5 DI Hill T TH S &
an L7z 5], [6]. & %% ZAACHE O3 LI E A4 e
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&, HEREKBET AT I - ROELSOHESE 2
JEMGE L 72, 1929 4F & 1948 F D 2 MOFERIE, £H 5 B,
Hill H3XOMR Y O iWsSZRE N, 2ilb b b
$°, Balinski 513 1980 4E A %5, Hill TR/ AT
TH Y, Webster HFRUTZEIRY v & TR LIGD /2.

Willcox 12 & %5 Webster XD ) O EIE, @R
EEOT— 712D LRk ED, WA EROR 5
WTHDHH, Bamme b D TIE R\, —75® Huntington
12 XX, Webster Jiztid (B S22 KINICHEFITH 5
WS, FORPUUINEATR L 72w O DFEFNZ FD v T
LT THAH., TNHI12xt L, Balinski 512 & 5 Webster
FHADRE ) EHERIBEHTH Y, D, ETF—F12HOL
FHEAERTLDH D [1].

A — bDOHMIZ, Balinski 5 &6 UAREDT T, Web-
ster FRDFEY #RKDBZETHA. 72770, RH ol
FHIWoohe P LERY, YOVBERLOEMHHT 5.
ZDHER, Webster HADR Y IZg&Ilid¥tn L2679,
BUAMICEME R A, T2, ETF—7I1IKEIL VI
L—yavickl), 202 EDIESE2EMNIT 5.

2. BREAR EHRMEREHA RN

RN, B EREREICEET s 2T 5.
s>2 %Mo, S={1,...,s} EMOES, h>1%i#
BEHETAH, £icSIXLT, pp >1%MiDAM,
G>0%MiD Y] &35, ZHIEMN i DZITES
NEFEEORE (EBIE) ¢ =hpi/r>0DZETHS.
CCT, m=) i BRALITH A, HK, > qaui=h
B D, T, iBHREBEHOES, Zy 2 IEADK
BOEE, 7, * EOBEOEE LTS,

A2, Balinski b OEF L 72807 % T HICHBET 5.
Bt dk) (k€Zy) EFETAH. THUT K ITBIL TN
e, k<dk)<k+1%ZWzs. 2512, dn)=n >
dm)=m+1 EBDEKRDXT ne€Zy, m e Ly HBIFAE
Lav., oMM dE) 2 ADBEREIFY, CheflfT
BED AR EBREAA Mg FREFHL) v,

EOER z 2 WO dE) Z W TEEICLD S 720
2, FLH [zlg BERT S, SN, dk-1) <z <dk) &
BB kEZg WHEETDHEE aly=k &L, o=dk) &%
kel WHHETALE 2)lg=k T E+1 LHBEZ
Bows, HEMIC, d-1)=0&F5. 512, Kie S
WXL T, a; € Zo M i IR SNEHEE T LT H. 2O
L&, BEERR MO s M ER O, Y, glpi/Na=h
EWTREN = A > 00FEEL, a; = [pi/Adla E% 5
MBI a = (a1,...,as) BPEFEA. a & My iNI2 L5
HEEE L OES, HDHVIE, HIZ Mg B IR,

My HRDOHDOEEE d(k) = BAICED B L, TDEIT
FIRITFFED LT CHEN S Z E03% v, T 1 IELE LD
5 HROAHT L CDNOMBEG 2 5. LOME d(k) 13,
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K1 BELEOS HFRBLOZNSOMOEE V2
Table 1 Five historical apportionment methods and their

rounding functions and means between k and k + 1.

AR AL d(k) Ty
Adams k
Dean k(k+1)/(k+1/2) &M
il RGT D) s
Webster  k+1/2 X0

Jefferson k41

T A 2BE L k+1 DV 2HWLZEDNILH 5.
Dean AaUIEFHA1I), Hill U3 #AMY), Webster 3
BEMTFHEZRHL TR 5.

TG A—=F Qe RIZHLT, BEkdy(k) (keZy) %LU
TOLIICEFKT L. keZy DEZ,

1 (k4 1)k 01
e Kb -
. §=0
dy(k) = log%’ a (1)
0 _ 1.0\ 7T
(W) 9410

T 5. ZOMBd(k) BIEOBKE L E+10D8T 4 —
% 0 O Stolarsky F-¥ & \vbh, 012 L Tk o8k
BINT, k<dg(k) <k+1D%072H, § > —coDk &
do(k) =k, BIU, 0 5 +c D& & do(k) > k+1 &%
516, &5, k=00DL &,

e 1037, 60=1

dg(0) =% 0=0 (2)
(;) T st

ET A, ZDEE, dp(0) 136> 012 L Tk OIIE

HEINT, 0<dp(0) <1 (0>0) %0 72E, 0§ — 4o DL

Edp(0) =1 E%DIENHRTED.

BEk do(k) % HOBE L LCRIMT AR5 %/ T
X =% 0 2 FROBABRE TN EV) . T A=4912&
FIERMEMNAT DL, FMBRE USR] 24 w5 T
Eha, BARWIZIE, 6 =00& & TS 5 [17], 0 =1
DL & Theil 53U [18], 0 =3 D& & “1/3” N & IFEN
% 7. 0=-1Tldde(k)=+/k(k+1) &% 2DTHil J
X, 0=2Tld do(k) =k+1/2 &7 % DT Webster XA
BraNL, 0 — —c0 Bblddy(k) =k &EHRBDT, 2D
& Adams HUTHHET 5. 0 — oo BB dg(k) — k+1
L BDT, ZDL X Jefferson HTRUHIET A, 512,
0=—-4Tiddy(k) =~ k(k+1)/(k+1/2) &7 % DT Dean
FHRIIFEF—FT 5 [12). hOOfERER 212 L0 D,

3. Balinski 5 & 21"
AN E L THRETAEZZERLLE, MOKE 212
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®2 NTA=5 0O ZNTET 2RSS
Table 2 Values of parameter 6 and their corresponding appor-

tionment methods.

NI A—=%  EHTR

—oo  Adams

—4  Dean
—1 Hill
0 TS
1 Theil
2 Webster
3 “1/3

400 Jefferson

RET S Z LWL\, ZOMEHIL, BRI REE L v
IMEERFFOIOTH L. —FREICEI L T, k(1] 12
HELCRRENTWVED, ZOMWEICLY, »AHOHE
% 2 M CTHTE ) TN O N2 S M7 I Peg &
nNa. £, BEFRICLDES a DEDH LY, £
DEK u>0E2HNT, EMi DD p; & up; (KT L
THESRERIIZENL 2. 512, L5 2]y DEHED
5, NOxA LZL s TORSHERIIEI L v, Dk
DZENL, a1 >a>08%B200Mi=1,212xFL
T, Balinski 513 i O NOX#HEREER X, L L, X; 12X
W (d(a; — 1),d(a;)) EO—REFNHED LRE L. 2D
LE, X, OFEBMi g b L E, g =[n]a k%D
CICEET A, o, MM 2ERE RS, Tabb,
as/Xo > a1/ X1 DBRDIEAL S BHERZH R 7z,

WE, m=a; En=uay £BVT, 45 A= (dm—1),
din — 1)), B = (d(m),d(n — 1)), C = (d(m),d(n)),
D = (d(m—1),d(n)) &>, zize FH LD ABCD
*EZ A, AWEHEEICT L7720, HH= (m,n) (XU
JEABCD ONEET A, m>n>0%0T, FHrO&H
ZRESERUIA AD LA BC I b L. FOREE FNF
NELF LTS (M1EH). cokx, MM 225GF &
7% % R I

M43 ABFE OfifE

T ABCD O 1fif
128 L\, Webster R CTld LR OHEFEILAHE S 2012 1/2
b Zlns, FEIFRONNEFRE 2 5HE2R1E 0.5 & 72
L. 20X, KINEANIZRE Y O 7% v Webster i1
JER ED 5 HROBT, HDHvIE, BMBREGR o h e
—DET e LS.

Balinski 5 (& FEEONED I Y% EfFT 5720, KD
WY OREXRF L. Mg B9 (aq,...,as) D552 b7
LT, 200ES

F={(i,§) | 0<a; <aj, ai/pi > a;/p; i,j€S}
B

A={(i,j)|0<a;<a; i,j€eS}
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1 PUfAJE ABCD & IUfJE ABFE
Fig. 1 Quadrilaterals ABCD and ABFE.

x 3
Table 3

fratirse

Bias ratio.

iS5 EN

TR (%)

Adams
Dean
Hill

TS
Theil
Webster
[ 1 /3”

Jefferson

79.723
59.727
57.287
56.302
52.507
49.997
47.829
18.507

REFRT L. A A£0DLE, E|F|/|A] (HRRE LI
END. BEHTKN T a; <aj ldp <p; ZERTHDT,
Wi |F|/|A 3/MNEFIOBEGERLTWDL EEZ LN
L. E5IE 1790 SEA 5 1970 4E F TO 4 19 [0 O [EZAGH A
oSN 19 ORI L, WFEFFE%E -, Webster
HROWEEDN51.5%THDH I L ERLI.

Mo DFEE, 2010 FEOEZBAED AL L K
HREL LI, 32l —2a ICkVERTAI LB T
L., vialb—varyTRALDZXME (d(a; —1),d(a;)) L
D—HREETED, & 100 FEOMEZER L, KE5 2
DIRFFRDOTIEZ KD T2, CHSDERER I ICT LD
4. FHEBY, Webster i X ORAHEIE 49.997 ~ 50%12
oTWh,

4. KVEELRY

Balinski 5 (% 2 M OFERE BB IC BT, AMHAE
R & % B8 EG % RO THDD, S IEIAREN ag /10 > a1 /11
DERTIRNEROBGEBLTEY, 207 as/x0 —ay /11
DRESFEHL TS, AAICARZELTY, EORE
HR D% ZREIZANT L) EMERED 25K E 5 1%
FTThDH., EOLIH, FHITEY 55 L B OEET
MWHRETH5HZ LT, Balinski 5 [1] 3 & U Young [20] %
G, —fRIZELBOSNT WA, # 2T, HiEo Balinski
SOEFNEACT, KM 12 50D S EORES
S (i) BEEHEEL TV L2 2EELTASL. LU
ERUAREZHWT, [EED 28 m>n >0 LT,
M1 OAND 2 3AEX dm — 1) < 21 < d(m) W7z,
M2 DN 2o EARER din — 1) < 29 < d(n) 727,
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R 4 2010 FEENDITET 2 GBI HE R
Table 4 M, apportionments for the 2010 Census.

Vol.56 No.1 362-368 (Jan. 2015)

0| Y 55 A D H W J
CA 52.538 50 52 53 53 55
TX 35,551 34 36 36 36 37
NY 27324 26 27 27 27 28
FL 26.592 26 27 27 27 28
IL 18.099 18 18 18 18 19
PA 17.917 17 18 18 18 18
OH 16.276 16 16 16 16 17
MI 13.945 14 14 14 14 14
GA 13.686 13 14 14 14 14
NC 13458 13 13 13 14 14
NJ 12.392 12 12 12 12 13
VA 11.309 11 11 11 11 11
WA 9502 10 10 10 10 10
MA 9.229 9 9 9 9 9
IN 9.147 9 9 9 9 9
AZ 9.022 9 9 9 9 9
TN 8.970 9 9 9 9 9
MO 8.458 9 8 8 8 8
MD 8.146 8 8 8 8 8
WI 8.017 8 8 8 8 8
MN 7.478 8 8 8 8 7
CO 7.098 T 7 7 7
AL 6.757 77 7 7 7
sc 6.537 77 7 7 6
LA 6.407 7 6 6 6 6
KY 6.121 6 6 6 6 6
OR 5.415 6 5 5 5 5
OK 5.297 6 5 5 5 5
cT 5.039 5 5 5 5 5
IA 4.296 5 4 4 4 4
MS 4.190 4 4 4 4 4
AR 4.117 4 4 4 4 4
KS 4.029 4 4 4 4 4
uT 3.898 4 4 4 4 4
NV 3.812 4 4 4 4 4
NM 2.909 3 3 3 3 3
WV 2.617 3 3 3 3 2
NE 2.577 3 3 3 3 2
D 2.214 3 2 2 2 2
HI 1.923 2 2 2 2 2
ME 1.876 2 2 2 2 1
NH 1.859 2 2 2 2 1
RI 1.485 2 2 2 1 1
MT 1.399 2 2 1 1 1
DE 1.267 2 1 1 1 1
SD 1.153 2 1 1 1 1
AK 1.015 1 1 1 1 1
ND 0.951 1 1 1 1 1
VT 0.887 1 1 1 1 0
WY 0.800 1 1 1 1 0
¥EF 435.000 435 435 435 435 435
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x£5 MoOHBES
Table 5 Subsets of the set of states.
HaES T
AR {1,...,5}
Efz109H  {1,...,10}
THL 1090 {41,...,50}
Tz 20 M {31,...,50}

M1 & 2 DleTiE Fﬁ?*f( IFTNFNa=m&a=nt7%
L. N1 OEY 5 ¢
x1

T+ X2

L7, AR ABCD &R TOFEIL

_m+n/mw</m> %d@>m1
R Japm—1) \Jam-1) T1 + 22

%, 22T, RIZMNMAKE ABCD OTHfE, T4bb,
(d(m) — d(m —1))(d(n) —d(n—1)) Thb. LT,
g DEPIETH UL, KM 1 FEHIICELD 55O X
CHEREZIER L, AR THILUEIY) 5ofEL ) D7
I ERERT L. Wz UL, EEOEE m >n >0
_ﬂ‘bf, Z:ﬁi

dm>< dmn) m

/ / dm) dri < R

d(m—1) \Jd(n—1) T1 + T2 m+n

A T My 73S RINAEFIT, A5 ol & 25 5ot
THWIMMNAERE R L., ZOZERs, dk)=k+1/2
& 72 % Webster HU3/IMNICHERE 725 2 EHRE S, §F
MRS G 2 T 5,

X512, Ot R Ial—a Y ICENERT A
T—=% L LT2010FEEAOZAVSE. AODLWIEIC
MEFX, k2 i HEOME i &35, 2056, M1
1 California M & 72 5. 3£ 2 \IRENT2 8 HAT 435 @l
rEO LR ER 42T LD D, TS HFRB L U Theil
FHAOFERIT Hill FROETIZEL L, “1/37 HROKER
13 Webster FROEL5 125 L,

&5 IR LIAS, ﬁb%ﬂ«étw4o@%\%A(
A5 M, A2 1090, T2 1090, TAZ20 M) =EHRT 5.
EA7 5 MO NIDOFNZEARD 36.8%TH Y, LA 10 MDA
OO 54.1% % 5o 5. T 10 o AOOFNIIEF 12
INE L BRD 29% T LA\, D72, NOADFIARE S
NS A TR INEERE L 2D o7. b E LT,
TAL20 Mz EF L72A%, ZDOANIOFIZEED 10.3% %
b,

LR 4 EEITHIET S 4 DDR Y DI

@ = (m+mn)x

=

k7
R=
m—
h%
<

(1) (i —q:)/5,
(2) .2 (ai —a:)/10,
(3) 232, (ai — q:)/10,
(4) 3232, (ai — q:)/20,
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®6 MhrloER 1MH2h OREEE)
Table 6 Mean disparities between > a; and > g;.

By LA 5 EBfZ 1094
Adams  —1.3478 —0.8538
Dean  —0.3385 —0.2174
Hill  —0.2608 —0.1633

TS  —0.2288 —0.1409
Theil  —0.0998 —0.0475
‘Webster —0.0338 —0.0003
“1/3” 0.0198 0.0380
Jefferson 1.3419 0.8530
Fioh AL 1090 FAE 20 M
Adams 0.4728 0.3781
Dean 0.3039 0.1659
Hill 0.2702 0.1368

TS 0.2538 0.1234
Theil 0.1112 0.0518
Webster 0.0402 0.0180
“1/3? —0.0047 —0.0085
Jefferson —0.4292 —0.3499

EEES TR L TEZL, DRiERELI I, ADa;
%X (d(a; —1),d(a;)) ETT ¥ & 212PeE L, 100 H1#
OREXER L7, 2N OIS LT, Lid4 HED
HOFEEZ TRz, fHRER 6 ICFLD L.

TRTIZB T Webster TADD T IMHEF & 7% -
TWAHZEPHERTE A, Ld, R 10 M EBRE, Web-
ster RO 258 FROFTR/NE W) bIFTH v,
FEE, D 3 DOIREET “1/3” FXDR Y /b - T
W5,

5. b

Balinski 5 12 X % Webster T3 NOfR D 12 L TEEEL 7-.
WHERUMRY DETIVERWT, L0 EEIZ Webster 5
KO 2Pz, 2R, FFRIESDOTRT S
9%, BELPUHEBRO LN Lo/ T2, EED
2010 FEED NI EFFEH SO T =2 b &1, ¥ Izl —
DA vEATOLMERTY, TOZEDPHERTE . Ll
55, Webster R Z &, BOHTRAORY ICEL T
S F SF MG (1), [4], [6], [10], [13], [19] 2B 2 b DD,
AR EDE L, EOhLMEVPLETH 5.
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A.1 Webster HXD/IVMNEF|TEDELRA

Z ZTld, Webster FEA/IMNICHERITH L Z L 2P 5
MPIZT 5., WOBEKIZdER)=k+1/2 THEZ 056,
i3 ABCD Ol R=1,%%. LoT, [EEOEK
m>n >0k LT, &K

m+1/2 , prntl/2
/+/(/+/ x dy)dx> m (A1)

12 NMpo12 THY m+n

m

P LD 2 & ZREIE, Webster F3UIZ/ANMNIZHF] & v
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R . TEBONMOREITIL,

n+1/2 2 11/2
dy = [zlog(z + )"

=zlog(z +n+1/2) — xlog(x + n—1/2)

EERTE DT, X (A1) OLEMBIT 2 DDFES !

m+1/2
/ zlog(z +n+1/2)dx (A.2)
m—1/2
BIw
m+1/2
/ zlog(x +n—1/2)dx (A.3)
m—1/2

DEEHE L., WIS, a=n+1/2 L BE, X (A.2) O
DEREHETLE

m+1/2
/ zlog(x + a) dx

m—1/2

m—+1/2
log(z + a)

m—1/2

a 22 2?2 —a?

:[2$_4+ >
a
2

—l-i(m—o—n—i—l)log(m—i—n—l—l)
1
(m + n)log(m +n)

PEOND. RIZ
RIET S L

m+1/2
/ xlog(x + b) dx
m—1/2

,b=n—1/2¢B%, X (A3) DG %

b m+1/2
log(xz +b)

m—1/2

b 1
=53 + ———(m+n)log(m+n)

)log(m +n—1)
MEohs, N (A2) L (A3) DEERDL L, T4b
5, X (A1) OB

+ ?((m-{—n—k 1)log(m +n+1) (A4)

1

2
+(m+n71)log(m+n71)72(m+n)log(m+n))
&

T4, A (A1) OfBERX (A4)
L, 2/(m

m 1 o 21
m+n 2 m—-n_ m+n

&y, X (A4) 1

WA LT, 1/2 %
—-n)>0%FL DL, X (A1) OB

(m+n+1)logm+n+1)
+(m+n—1log(m+n—1)
—2(m + n)log(m + n)
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Yhh. SHI, k=mtn>2EB L, RER (AL I

(k+1log(k+1)+ (k—1)log(k — 1) — 2klogk > 1/k

(A.5)

LEIWRONG.
RIZ, BFE 2> 1 LT HEEK

f(z) = (z+1)log(z+1)+(z—1)log(z—1)—2xlogz—1/x

EERL. INEWMGTHE

f'(x) =log(x + 1) +log(z — 1) — 2logx + 1/2?
=log(1 — 1/2?) 4+ 1/2*

ERBN, y=1/22 L BT, yOfEIZ0o<y<1&
%0, log(1 —1/2%) + 1/22 3 log(1 —y) +y EFHIT 5.
limy_o(log(l —y) +y) = 0B LT (log(l —y) +y) =
—y/(1—y) <0 &D, logl—y)+y<0(0<y<1), T%&
bh, fl(2)<0(x>1) b, 056, B f(x) TEF8H
oAt L 2B, F72, lim, g f(x) = 2log2—1~
0.386, HL 0, MFITRT L 512 lim,—soo f(2) =0 TH
LMD f(x)>0 (x>1) £&bh, AEX(AS5), T4
5, T’%ﬁ (A1) DD LD Z L5,
xf , IEOFEHF 2 & 2+ 1 @ identric T3 [16]
TN
e z

EERD. ZDEE, 2<I(z)<z+ 1D LDO. Th
MM 5 LB f(x) X

I(x) 1

I(z—1) =z
EFHITE. wE,

z I(x) <1‘+1
x Ixz-1) x-1

WY DT &b,

Jlim_(log I(I(x) 0 %) =

Thbb, limy .o flx) =0 DY L.

f(z) =log
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BA 28 4R, WA 57 4R KRB
BE T 2ERF kI F W B B T o 14
WRE T, AARIL RS LA T
AR 60 4 & D KB T ERF T
TTRER. BEAD 63 48 X ) KPR TR
TR, T 8 4 & 0 KBTI
REATEWRIE T HAZ. ¥ AT L ORELICE T 2728125
/., TEHEL. B2 EHART L -3y X - ) —
F LRGN E S E. P 25 E H AR S
RUESTE., HARARL—3 a3 v X - ) —F%4 HA
ISR RHE.
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