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1. MERTE EESZAS BERER

EEREET EEete AR REE HEo MERR LEI AR BEE o=
BE A2 dertel wet —ipyo 2 FEEMTA A BERE (decision making under
certainty), fZHTFol A FEPSE (decision making under risk), TREEM: T A9 BE
i‘d&ﬁtdecision making undeér uncertainty) o 2 =V, TpEEtelsr Fo4A EHEA
Bl L. AA s EEHE (andomness)ol o, AL BERMA HE KA A Eel
o, TR EEH T BN BERE REHHIT BRI HBEMN /\%."] Lol
uhel JEESY MRS BENRECE Jre] 42Y F a9,

TREEES] o3 RTHHS BEREEY £hel 9§ 289 BTRTE HEY R

oK BEEIETRE HAHE :

(1) Luce, R.D., and Raiffa, H., Games and Decisions, New York: John Wiley & Sons, 1957. p.
13, o9 BERERELS (L) deterministic certainty (2) probabilistic certainty (3) stable unc-
ertainty (4) unstable uncertainty 2 43¥f3}7] = % c}. Ehrenfeld, S., and Littauer, S. B., In-
troduction to Statistical Method, New York: McGraw-Hill, 1964, p.218.

(2) Mood, AM., and Graybill, F.A., Introduction to the Thcary of Statutzc.s', New York: Mec
Graw-Hill, 1963. p. 1.

(3) &BFE, BEY, HhiE L%, SERRRSH, Wi, 1971. p. 385 “T‘—’}?l’ ’ﬁ-r: A gof

AHlI G BB Yot ozt 4 wtel BN BRE lAn FEHs =k o1 kel Qe




‘(group situation)ol] 7o H@S wich, REKME N #E &, Abrakam Wald
£ Maximin ##9 Laplice & Equal:likelihood 3£#2, Leonid Hurwicz 3 Optimism-
Pessimism {## ##-S, =223 Savage = Minimax regret E¥18 THEK 93 BE
REE] v el BRI glo=, 2 Jdd = E3 Rl 2 Bl Ma-
ximax F#st 7.2 A= Q9@

o BEH R et AdERel FAY BR=AMEALG. AJLERE B
Astgl W EAe A WkifosA 9 EABER(mixed Strategy) 2§ FISEL &
HES) %7 BEREHAA FES THE%) Ao Y ERT BALE F gl
BFER RPLe) A o rhabsbA 2 EFEFH R = AYERL BAT & A& Atk A
AHEEel L= Y FR BEEoEA A HEE HEE T UG

AA, A ARG ALY HAle] gEd A

54, BE Ay KAy 1785 R (alternative courses of action)d} = MifT &ER7}
st e HA AE A

A, A Z7Ae 229 78R 1%t ST KA #HEE T RO BEE T
E RESL, 28 809 AEE 5 BAFGE 57+ AR Yoy ABlS BRT
A, B9 MEFS AEERMESE BFAAG o olHY AAERLS T EWol A
ol A fEiEE s glos® =3 o] B4 R S4FE dou®, dbddl Al dBERES T4
T e q8 REE 7MAx o 53 BENn RRTIA GBS BRNez #
A F BiRd e &8 F e Ao

AYERO 7M1= BAR HEE T /M T8 $AEF AAste Aol vtz EaAEEE
A Aot BEEIFS, rhx| TR EANZE H5td ARlE, Zo, A4e 4G 9
2 Eestd 2 de AR gol, & AR T LES Flel Tk 2 RBLEH
2 SERSA BE oJ- § RES AY BHNEEA SBE XEEE BERES 1%
BE5oE A Zelr. wetd e REe R Frhe FRREM REMRYL(nonrepetitive

(4) Richmond, S.B., Operations Research for mangement Decisions, New York: The Rohald
Press, 1968, pp. 31—37.

(5) Ackoff, R.L., Scientific Method Optimizing Applied Research Decisions, New York: John
Wiley & Sons, 1968. pp. 47-—49.

.(6) Clough, D.]., Concepts in Management Scm:ce Englewood Cliffs: Prentice- Hall 1963. pp.
103—104. EER, ORY B~ EA, @i, 1972. p. 243.

«(7) McKinsey, }.C.C., Inroduction to the Thzory of Games, New York: McGraw Hill, 1962. pp.
355-359. - ‘




decision)ol 4 & EEEK hEe) BEREENA st ARE FAsFA 2
ol# ¥ EAHRES) BB FREN BRREAAN ALEBKY BEEE EES dE=
Sloh ARl e o] BAWmERS] 3RS WA $)ste] HEZER(chance device)o] §FE,

Aldel %, Baysian fRE Higdl HA $9 HES #BRsnA @

HAE e ®mE HiEE sletr H5d 99 FAES AFE A ZAA Y (two-
persons game)ol| FRRAIA Fwste &}

2. BAMMRS X

Ade A 2 #fTE A EEI 24 A FO & AP 2mese s
SOFME mAtA Y RE Apde, And, B 27149 KRR BBy, Bug 9 EF A
Gz & o dukd oz FE 4G LPT5(payoff matrix)-& ofef & & mXafiFR E
A% =},

BB, B,
A;i ( @y @ dim -
- A, an agyeeee on
: !
|
Am Qmi Gmzee e PR

ol Aiddel 3 F BAEKE FEWH (2,25, T)RZA® FL o] AL #EiTA
7lE B HE BRRES 089 A4, A, Tol A s i AMers 2 RS
M7t zpztetzad] 2SS FE GuAd ® slastAE (Y BABEES 29 H Ly,
¥R ERT S Zelth W ol BARE X=(z,,z.) ¥, HL RBRAEE
Y=0pn o0& @A E TdH oz Bd F9 7o gh(value of expectation) & E(X,
V)=FTazy 0 Ach. 29 Xéehe Wagst Yeebe WMol lelA el Bes X, Yol
o 3,

EX Y SEX* Y <EX*Y)7 dopd X*,Y*e 72t B, A9 R#RE AR (optimal
mixed strategy)e] = ol#] E(X*Y*)& FHfllo) 4 £ Al gk(value of the game)eo]
FE FEF £ T FENYOE ) ALY @ £ BESE BHM (strategic saddle point)
o]tz HEgf, 10

(8) HEBS vector(zy, zo, zm)& #1h8} vector 24 o} L3 2L B4 4AL A & mE

FHUEN 55702 1018 4 FHLEE FAS H(nonnegative number)o] <.

(9) Karlin, S., Mathematical Methods and Theory in Games, Programming, and Economics,
Addison-Wesley, 1959, p.18
«(10) McKinsey, J.C.C., op. cit., p. 24.




i e BSOS ) L B e - paiet s UERSOMNER AT AN G S T T TR PO TR ORI T AR T R T N T T, LN LTI S, TR T ST T

| EFUBAE (pure strategy) & RAWSEY] HHT A= 424E & Yo F, max min
as=min max ;% YAVHE @yt QOIA HE Tl AE, 5L BiE A7 A4
Sozi Fe Hore ASHE s £E L HES I5E 4 900 BE au 27 o
kol WA @A =eh ol Hel WHMMERS (0,0,-,0, i 0,-0), T=1% B BA
Bugs] BEE, B0, 0,00, 0, yi=1% 2 BEBIKS Bz 14 7ed
. 25 olu] Gy jo)E 7718 B (saddle poinye] bz $ v, “ARRIA A (two-
person zero-sum game)ol 1V g4} S 13 & A YEES) HAEE Minimax Theorem
of Sehel BEEEY + Qoriun, EEECY, = Rk, O G Wk, Bk
(mapping method), ket JEAME Mk (successive approximations)%0 o) UEE AH8-3
o BABEE T 4+ Uk
BERAEME Tod & RRY BALES T @ 442 448 BB Yol K
S AA B TA A mech gold BABSES @ H 2 Jehde 2oz, of
5 S e TES vE i AR BT AN EELL Tt fAIE S X=
(& 39 2+, fg s foxk 28 A9ste kEGUDE 8154 A% &, R
R 12 8w WalE $o K 28 Q= o] Aolel 5 Fateh gulolth, {ERMHO
2 A F4e E945E BEs oh2 &S (chance device)ol 0%, REEHE 7]
9 BEQ FEEGE WA AESA AESE Rolele} 3, HAKE 2 HATYS
FHike Watol AEIHOE wmotelok Gk, wol AT M) MF B A, 24
§, 7h=, EmE, R o) sl |
BAEo| % e WRAEY ol B HHO| T KM vEk heste mAS
£, & EEERS 28 Al MBY A el HEE TRNE HARMS
Aol SME WL A KRS BEE sbavh 2y EREN Al A7 B
Bl s MEKT 2o ohiv. o A& six 2 SHE (population) FolA F A
& WAo T st BN BES RESE 44 HUSY. BRRTEE A—8

D) AY L FRALT EFTAQes 25t ERFALAAE A £R ZHEEA &
=7t St Atkd payoff o] —F7t WA BES] EEME 2R =-F Whe] 42 &
FTRTHE ARk wEbA AdAS w5 A3 gt @Y AWNAS A §e 5ol

-(12) McKinsey, J.C.C., op. cit., pp, 31—37.

(13) Williams, J.D., The Compleat Strategyst, New York: McGraw-Hill, 1954. pp. 39—43.
Sasieni, M., Yaspan, A., Friedman, L., Operations Reuarch New York: John Wiley & Sons,.
1959. p. 163.

(14) Melvin Dresher, Games of Strategy, Englewood Cliffs: Prentxce -Hall, 1961. pp. 79—92.

(15) Williams, J.D., ep. cit., pp. 78—80.




Addel o=iw HEgsle] glvkn By HEgd 2 el AE F BAES Bhks 9o
< LER B oA, o 9 EHE hEe ﬁi%ﬁﬁﬂ B Hhille] 2o A2
T = A+t
3. REMBES &Y
Bl 13
Cole ® Rl d3te FEREE BREE Q= B, 7, © =Egitt o 8§
T BIE THEE 46% AE LEsty gdovt, dAle 2 ko] ks BES A
T @RS SlolA BlelRe 599 25 B9 stz e aed Hits
B HS WES BEMe.s BTl 2 stev, 94 REALES St fo Hige
HEZ A7 ohinl =4 @S 51T Fo BES BES A7 5= FAA £
Hi) TRHHRE ool $2 BB FERES o4 I, B <, Wit Gl ENET
DI FoHA R BRE A, & 4 48 Al ShEe AT WM =
wl ootk o] A Aolzkw Bulshy .
Z, At

EBER L EEEFIT
BREREE #AEEE

Bl Bz
Rt SMEALE EREE A (60 ‘40)
EEETITH MEARE A, \ 45 55

MBEAEE BB —KEE2 T W, o) A Mk
B 4] Fi7le TAE] SRR E R o} HAE HIE B o3
EEE 4] RAV Y Gero-sum game)e] Ak, 9 = B e AAA gomz
RABME T4 9 PR T (+ &), z meeme v (3 4)° 4=

@ 2> '

o= BEERE OF MES 2Bl ok 475ls 2] wRAWGT sk A =
e PR SER R 109 e M uliy) o2 Bake o M (HiEe]d, KEe
@ige) mzﬂ: RIS BRI ol A o] m AHE FEo2 Wson ANty

on WA BRW Ao vel BY M et = °']‘?-)r-r‘+ z-sa}ua 80% A=, &
utility 83 2. BRE 4¢ + Uz nyteh




#o @
A9 Adyel  ATEe
B, B; Bs
g TUIE A (4 8 0')
AR EFA A 0 8
@ 99 2x3A9e B9 AEe o= (3 2), wme v=({ 0 §)9 &
@ A et .
(ﬁ] 3:)(16)

gghel BUES Wi KA uhe mAd JvEn BEs BRI BERE BBR
Ade Adnxt, BEe BREdA HRYRA gv Al Hifiolw, BREE EH
HFAF KE Bisty] A By R Eel &1 WA e 48 R
2 gojek &k ZTAAMN ARz ¥ Fud £F WA fHESdE W B =
Qe FaRA. FAL wdaesEn 3k, whE —KT ERel #3E FR F34
A ZVAFE 2 unit time, WS W% EHoE HELS itcEstd =sldd= &E
gt

(f#) Maximum loss & minimize ¥et= minimax E#to) we} 24 & RS BA
e e o loss & 1, Wer9l e loss & 0ol s7h. = Hiol oy T BfEe % 4
o HEeE & TEE 1-z, KE HAor 2 g&& z7 oA F BEFS fiEh

o ofel 9} Rk

HAA
—X | X | X —-
of 441 A - AR o 4] A
g z(1—z) 2+ (1—x)r==z (1—x1)%

g §) fES 2717h vhe BEel £A7dA ZHT FE A5 BEe RESER
e 9 A4 439 e maximumg HaHtE o gl A FEHE Al F
z=(1-2)%% FoA z=0.3827F T3] A=z BEe SRLAE EEE At

b, Btk HES 618: 3822 ol K@l
I. RERBES] WPE

C 1. JERBIAY RERRNIAML RARE
Bl 32 REme KEM AQel o BES REHES 6181 3820] Tohod FifkS &4

(16) Melvin Dresher, op. cit., pp. 143—144.




Hig MAERSHA A, 29A oz FA5 e Ay Eie) 4A3F FAglo)
i AR whToz 2B FERY BT H4E o35 Zasid =6, B
maximum risk & minimize 35 Aoz KBELS FAT 5 1L Aol o filx
SEIE Aiel o A4 e MBS TRRES BARE 2t & Fdd Jrte AS
o] o},

v ol & MARIES] \iEE JEREM AR B, #2e) A MRS . Samuel
B. Richmond ##27} fififst= A= wle} 2ol0" FREEBEEE FREH AL HEst
18 @ J71Y REHS 44 mEEERe] KFsd A dedE slelck. zuEdd &

ST

163

BREE BOEMESE 278s 49 dubd oz o2 o HiES o die prge] o
E F AEeqtE fllY A2 Asrs,

Z, Wit

B, B

Bt Ay 60 40
A, 45 55)

(i) Maximin o] 9% 4 Hits A& Watd 9. =, 73 woded Ao
A% W FozA 45%9) HBHARS BRYE + o,
(i) Maximax Hsl o @8] JES Aleh o o REHE BAME 602 WMHO
2 RS %, Aol Bx SrelA ooz S ML sl ASolo),
(iii) Minimax Bt
regret 2 & REL Yoty A + AR €42 7] (avoidable loss; opporta-
nity loss) & Fgebt®, o) A9 FHFFIZ Y regret matrix & A 4bg] pwi (lg 1(5))
b 2ok S E 2 A 39 FHdgre] 2yl HAFol At 4, - G AhA Y A o]
Tabeheh, AS o] HECE 4, =i AE 9F 5 ot 9o
(v) Equal-likelihood(Principle of Insufficient Reason)
BBt 4 4% %30 12 ¥ A3t 49 AAUNgE Fobd & A% ofds el
e FAa,
E(A1)=60 % 4-+40x 5 =50
E(A2)=45x%+55><l=50
%, o] HfEA] o @rtA HRE TN FA Q=

(17> Richmond, S.B., op. ¢it., pp. 523—524.
(18) Chao, L.L.,Statistics: Methods and Analysis, New York: McGraw-Hill, 1969. p.410.




¢v) Optimism-Pessimism fAfft oo & HH(O0<a<D)

& 179 BAgl a, Bl (—& F3te] Fhozs BEAES HEIT. A
£ 60a+40(1—a), AyE s6a+45(1—ad7t Aot o] & a e TE BEREHS EEH
Fllol o3} drpie thEsch Qbd o2 a<0.5019 AMWARY, «>0.5017 LB R
B 2 4 A}t o EAAAE 60a+40(1—a)=550+45(1—a)F EH a=0.5% <
£t aebA] gzholetx v} olwl A5, dztolztE A olw Aol AHA FHolH

ol Azt o] AHEET AAA A BEHRES e RAMEES T8tz &
REHLEES 7PAZ BRet 2vh Famoz 2l RRRES A dAdtd £
ol = BRAyelt obvd @Ml =z AFeht st wel KRR A& = ARAF
9 a4 9 o]w minimax regret Hi#sl equal-likelihood EHee ol 1 & e HAa
o FA Eiz Q. =8 A APl A e EmRNH SBEE BEE Sy T

E Aol A GAF Adel & AANE AFsA && F §A Aot G4 BEREg|
o] 5 R AR RERNS A e Az QAT AFAT A AdolEY B
¢ e oud 4 BeEsY FAE ALY o BAe R Hiystd 22 Ak

2. Jlele] e

Rife] FolA oz A HRE 2E7L olv] Ade] Ate] & gx Uetd oL T H
S 2ME €2 Ade BEAA ¢ gl FAT HBelw, ¥ AHE
Bl EEREs e FelAE AL ohdx 2 Rl HEY BEREE WamEEt 4
A3 MIEE BEEAARCY, o] ALY BES RERRE ALEHKA o S1WE
o= o] Fo] At AU e FAY @RL BRA TR HHITRESR (contr-
ollable factors) 9} #EHIA~F]EEE K (uncontrollable factors)el o3l Bmgry HEMozYH
S o

WA gEHlEE BERE 3 A A% KOAE 20 Av2 A7 2. HES
13 geld oz BERES e AY BRe BAAA 2ot A3 7 s Eey
B gl A4 BAEAES dilemma of wAA Hgid ol REBBA 2= =t
3] HEY HETl Sote BhHH kHe HEEsz, BEY KK, & $doFH
AHITH L BEAINA gz adz BT A7 oka =R A g0t #mity
T 1% Aold. ol g A #ol AGAE ¥ AFol HE HRE HAAAARE Fol
71 Evol 2 Bt & 7 fol ERMoZ st oball g o] 7FIE wHE 4 A

(19) Ackoff, R.L., op. cit., pp. 67—106, H=% FIEES] EEME(Formulating the Problem)B.




— 87 —

A Aol 75 AdA Ade} 7] el
3ol % (4 8 0)_ F3 ol % ( 2 . 8 2 )
BH3A \2 0 8 AHEA \ 2 0 8

wd 771 RN AN, RE $EH015L Wstd Hox 2819 utility & w
g F A " e o= g —de BEARS #i% HECt AW SEe o
AA o] wiebd g 77 Wimel BWEA 2oow o4 HME Add. A
AAAUG Adel oln FREAA F)AE ST LFA HHATR XS flone
§ ok e MEe FAEY Aol o, '

& BHITTE BRE 50 AQY HES A9l 24 TRES RRTIA &2
BREET MEMR FEAT B uA: HEHRTE BEXE A4 H, HweRe
L o2 WS Aol ofvzl ol MR EEE ABATo A MES AW
2 AFee] 2ok AEH BEREC ol% 4 otz B oARAY AdY it w

T B Y (erosum gamedo] @ Holdovt AA =z AQE ERE BHES o
T ASE w@or % JBMA Y (nonzerosum game) & BhAl B A o (cooperative
game) 3 FERH) A ¢ (noncooperative game) 0 & AFHA T, LA o] Fo A Dif
B ALE JHA 2 hEPRAE ER B fle Aol 2 @)

ohel ot 2o Ry HB/A ALY FIT LR, FE T Aol 2 oA A
A RRE A2 Al A7 A3} AW 71 He 9%, 292 o8 AL [
8 47700l = Lok, |

o))

ol RE 1, Aol RK 28 Jddd H 28, B 38 94 Ho mEy A
WEL Fol ohish o AQe WA %A maws (203), Aag ge -1
o1, BfdA ¥ semme (1 3)dx Age ge o

2V FH A2 RBE F AT o5L gl AR 2 A9 2L amd 2
P Add SRAE RHEE AT Fu 9L A § e nd Fol K% 2,
ol RE 12 B3¢ o ABY 4 —1+4=322 Fkold o BABS Mz ¥
B REY RE THEES 49 2d, F9 AN o, B9 A9gRe nt ¢ o,

Zit1,=3, 1>—% 3.'22—173— olug

(20) McKinsey, J.C.C., op. cit., p. 358.
W(21) Ibid., p. 359.

i




r=— é + ‘;g z= 173 +-§g—(1—e>, 0<8<12 RFE & At
o] Wl = F Algto] oju fel A RiFsikel vl EA . Y 6=0.52 FHEH

He RE 28 W BRI L Fa X0.5= 0% wAted, [ KK 12 9%

o gl 2+ Al x0.5=1TT g wp weth B ol9e BMY HEHED £

& Bl 7}—75}71 wﬂ~r01 At Prisoners’ dilemma 9} #st & FRRHE A LA & o]
2§ FWigo] AElfgsirhe,

3. Baysian ZREIEREY SR

(1) setney fEme A

SRR AT FANAY wWEHEA ALEHY BEES FREHL BEe g T
o RABIES QA5 BB < Ee PERDD. 2o o BES B HRY IS
0% WY 54 E Ad $7 R FAE BREREES Fola M
(payoff matrix) o] 9]¢l o] @& T& fHHE FEHA Eagirh o1& =hF ity WE
el A Behe EER MM (no-data problem) @ sk LG HAels o7l AEE W
He EA A e BEE o BE 4@ mRe HES HET 4 o d9Ae
2 253 WEE Y 5ebE Taeht ¥ gAES Ffsts FRET HEE dets
2o 5te e FM Y B WAL & A5, '

TREEM Tl A2 BERT DHEmAAE o $48 & $R(evendel A8 FH
) ez (objective probability) @ @ 4 §7] @) 2o BEREEEL A7lel B BEd
ZH £ 499 WIS sho] TR MR (subjective probability)s] BEEEC AH4¥
4 ste] §Ivh, o IEINY REARS MY MEe ATo= REHIA BEI F dod
olE Y 234 BEERS HuAstd Fx Aol Wz Bayes ) EEolsh, 4 Bayes o
TRE A7 stn B ke 21Y BEE FAA,

By By, Ba7h 5 HER 8% (mutually exclusive events) © 2 4] A7} (sample space)
SE BESGHT T W S I HHEM AV @ FReE Jeluokm s o= k-

4

(22} Richmond, S.B., op. cit., p. 525.

(23) Chernoff, H., and Moses, L.E., Elementary Decision Theory, New York: John Wiley & Sons,
1967. p. 167.

(24) Bryant E C., Statistical Analysis, New York: McGraw-Hill, 1960. p. l%ﬂ]t}“’] FRRES
A F& mgred e B 3L B4 BEe 7‘“"] 3o HES BT 5 2
=5 3“"15‘; Rel o,

(25) Hamburg, M., Statistical Analysis far Decision Making, Harcourt, Brace & World, Inc..
1970. p.12. .




B #Sel 3
p(BilAy= FCAIBOP(Bo . P(AIBOFP(B)

\ PA L i=1,2,, R
EP(AIBJ') P(B;j)

o WRAH Baohol ol Bayes ol EEEchm ¥ETH®. §) ol lokw GebEREHP(BiIA)
o e BE io) 3 P(AIB)S P(BHE ¢F A4R F ot =i P(B)7 Halel
FolA =z, P(AIBYE &imey MEe 4¢ 4 dod 283 oz PBIAE T8 7 8l
A =

W 25 olAel Xy pMios AstdAE #EE PBY, =1,k F HAIHEEGE
priori probabilities)o] 2 zej, of WISl MM tafel o) sted BESAEL W A
2 QE S¢S PBIA), i=1, k% FHEHEG posteriori probabilities)o] 2tz &
gpen, |

whaha] R EREERE P(A|B)e] Bz HBits ook Ak F A0 AB A A
of 4A2 B2 gHAGY %@ 1 #EEaA A7 debd shEgtel #fftelor de
7 o] ot

(2) Baysian (e

Baysian (i BEE 2A F FEoz vd¥leAed 3 e HEEES FRMHE
WA 7] e BRe® S vl wERAd JA HGFEE At f98 RE: A
Hatis Aol vh. o] BEES —HBHkA A5 413t Chernoffst Mosesst FIEE iR
EY EAEHRE B, &,

) EfT758t 5% S (the possible actions).

i) EEISE We Ak S (the possible states of nature).

i) TEEEY = $45 (the losses, consequences of acts).

iv) HEkEREER PCA|B)S FfEd Al A9 #55(the experiment resulting in data A

with probabitity distribution P(A]RB)).

v) ERESE (the strategies)

vi) BEBES) &R =7 (the risks, consequences of strategies)

$1o] EgEh DD A9 FAL BEAA olv) At Ak i fTERER

(26) Meyer, P.L., Introductory Probability and Statistical Applications, Addison-Wesly, 1966. p.37-
(27> Chernoff, H., and Moses, L.E., op. cit., p. 136, p. 167.
(28) Ibid., p.192.
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Ff payof) o 2 FolAlom A Hlgz Hkd A BHE FE LESl 2 pa-
yoff matrix & B regret matrix & A ALse] EF i) o= HEHSE =} o] Al B
Hhg Az BRRES doks £ w2 e no-data problem o] o, of W A
A WES BT FARES FEKS Sl BREED WRdCD. B 858 A
AR WRE 3 AL WS S Y 5 7] Aol FREERS SR
Asto] weh WEREY 5 Qv B BKHOD 9L WHRHERE 0= (w,wy -, w;) et
sul WATES RIS 9§ FEE o wE EAT WEFY PHHEE Adsd LKk
Fogs o]Fof At
Bl A RER 2 B9 1 AT WS WEEHE D=(0,,0,w;, 0, 0),
w=19 T2 HRAA F2%. 28 A2 o @ WS ol ZojA7| ojHed Aut
Moz §ohdel WALl »Y) e 9A THTh FREHES w=(w,wew)BEz o
A RR 45 wESYS 3 A Bz deder Fol T regret & (B4,
B, RR 4 ®E] A8 S8 TEFY FFas 3¢ K3 2o ‘
; B(w, ApD=wy(B1,A;)+wsr (B} -+ +wir(Bud,).
old B(w,A)E % Hikl 3, & minB(w, A)E Bayes Risk & 2o 2 4gho]
-H & A;& Bayes Strategys}z BET}E,
(3) EABEES Bayes B
BRHY BRifol Bayesian REEHS HWAAZZ FAAE olds} 2L T A BE
£ BiEstedol Aok AME A we BERAMIE AW del Wk 8 e WAl
3 (a priori probability)2 B.¥ Hole, EAE Adwel N§ HHY WEE U5¢ A
ol glelok qebe Abdolnh. ol® @ BWEel HudHd HAS 4U= F 3, EEDY
ARAEO S @A PhA 2 B AU S S A S Baysian EE#O] A142 & 3l
R
awe] FAHRC T HAES Wl BT AW WESlol Walo BAM EES
sBEe BH, = MAGREA @ BHT BAN E2L JEE TEE BRY e
+ JHAT @, HABMS BERE JLY SEMeE 24 A5E @ HAwe fE
+ 24 §lstel FHRTE ALERY EAESC =Y Faal Aolne gy ¥
e TEM RM Be Jae e Aol dold BAMBE FAMEE 3390

€29) Ibid., pp. 190—191. Chao, L.L., ep. cit., p. 422.



= FE7 gl& Aol

HAEEE Tl A8 dilemma = FHFifEFe 2 REH oF 3t EAo Aok 2o, 9
w Aol ¥ {HBE BINSke] Bayes Strategy & IS 24 REREES] BRI B
HE 5 ek 9714 e HE sk AFshd viE HEES TR o H9d BHPEHR
WTAA Aehgel A& @ A2 BEE 9& 5 drbd EREH RERES A3
A dilemma 3= Bayes Strategy ¢ JRES.Z #IRE + 91& Zeoldh

(1 B2Hy A del 43 Baysian JREER FAS A

AT $12% 7HA 2 d=dte] A

B
Bi B. B

Ay 4 8 0
wE Ay (2 0 8)
of EAelA B ERAEME X*= (3, 2) wEe pERsmme Y= (1
1Yo
0, )else

D #AlEE PBY=4, P(B)=0, PBy=ol dk.
i) §] F5%5)2 B regret matrix & A Alshd ofsi o} 7},
B] Bz Ba
Ay 0 0 8
Ay ( 2 8 0 )
iii) g EETB B W Zehe MEE U5 WEREE P(ZIB)E o Het
2k ol flolAE B 2y, Z Zo, Zeol 4744 F9 iz WA NS 2o v}
AHog BE utEe ®A

| 2 | z | z |
B | 04| 04| 02|
B, f ' ’ 0.5[ 0.5
B | | 03] 02| os

v) BWHEESR P(B1Z)< °PEH E9 2L B g AL

ot#l] Fof 4] EP(Z) 14 A%, & Z. ol Aq ERMEESTS AAT T A+




P(Bi|Z)

Z. Z, Zy Zo P(B) Z Z Zs Zi
B 0.5 0.4 0.1 0| %+ | P(BOP(ZIB) | o40] o032 o.08] o
B/ 0O 0 05 05, 0 | P(B)P(ZiIB 0 0 0 0
Bj 0 0.3 0.2 05| + | P(B)P(ZIB 0 0.06 | 0.04] 0.10

P(Z) 0-40 038 012] 010
P(B\|Z)=w, \ 0.84 ‘ 0.67 l 0
P(B;| Z)=w. 0
P(B3tZ)=ws 0 | 0.16 1 0. 33 1

v) %_Z.-PJ Wl BEY RFR AT A9 FEE S Bk Ti%ﬁ HEFFES
SRS barste ot o} et
Zo] A" =, B(w,A)=1x0+0x0+0x8=0*
B(®,A;)=1x2+0X84+0x0=2
Z,7t 239 =, B(@,A)=0.84X0+0x0+0.16x8=1.28*
B(w,A;)=0.84x2+0x8+0.16 X0=1.68
Zo7t w3rE «, B(@,A)=0.67x0+0x0+0.33x8=2.64
B(#,A;)=0.67X2+0X8+0.33%0=1.34*
Zot #29 =, B{w,A0=0x0+0X0+1x8=8
B(w, Az)=0><'2+0><8+1><0=0*
zt AL AL o] *EAE g o™ o] 42 ghg Bayes Risk, *2 417} & o] Bayes
Strategy o|t}. =, Z; == Z3t= fHHE d3& uﬂf Arg, Z, 2= ZEtE BERE 9
9L W AE gEdhd ek olgA Fo=sd A AR ¥ ade |
0.4X0-+0.38X%1.28+0.12%1.34-+0.10x0=0.64727} == o] gro Ei#EE P(Z:|B;)
#e EfEtd Rty & 4 4.

. #% &

EREM = — KBRS RS M RERRIA Adol 2L A HHT RE
S WS T Al —io s EAENY BBEE WKL BRHE Folt.
o AR FREMES BEREHY wBAA HHU T s MEREEHES
SE HEshel mokeh 22 Algdel 2L BeMA AW EEM S BHEA AT
LEI BHYS 2T 5 glon o8 d Aol AEMS EREN HBBREAA
= xR eick st Aotk webd AW EHE BAROE goldz TEHT A
o] ¥} PIMLF FEEIEY A, A QS FE =z w Baysian REEHRE S5l




Ade Rigold BEERERI 2L B2 A it ®E 2 HHT g5Ed
o RBAES B ol MRS BEREER A4 feedback fEMol g
€ 7 AE FHelw S, B RED ofA A MY mREcE = Tolrt EHTED
BRS MRS BRE BT sl v BEREEY 189 Aot o
v Alde BED A RS WEke HRMoE TiudA Eiside BES
K o W=l T Aot

Baysian JRAEER-2- KA BRMREEA A =l 2= ERASe] gtort A7 e B
Fy REA S BAE ZAste] mole, ol EAA sl AL M BEE o
9 BlEgol o gA o] Feld & gluvt G Eelrh HIHEE MESLAA HOH RES
HEliol AT A oby] Sl A ERSE ORI, WEGH, CE® 5 FAYe A
2 glenz oS i #ES Badste, HEo $E Aoy = Adde] LEM
HFel i A= —el 2 RES PHBE 7 A A3 Fakste, 2V KEe
RS 2L HHRA o4 BPRR B BESIT BERES BB HBe
2 BAsSE Ad LES deltt. =3 Eikny M@ A¢ EEW Srel T2 sHe
—mie] ok REel BREK S MEMRS % 42 BELHLY #7179 + A+
B0 Bl A $9h o] BB AIEEKES [REFl R

€30) Hayes, R.H., “Qualitative Insights from Quantitative methods,” Harvard Business Review.
July-August(1969)




