N DT DR
— ;=R - RAZXZHOT

A

%

e e T S e e T e R R e R e e R GG

. FP=TRX - RLAXEDA

BRI I8HEAT O3, WS, ERIEWY,
LHEFOBELOBRIELED, 1F) AL,
2RBEC X DHEBN EH 0 REE FIHEYEL
&, HIREMEEBEEEL T, EEoBRRYER
LTl £DAF ) ADFE, 7 v P HONER
WiIEHT 2 v S Y 5 P e v a LK A v
{(Mount Sion)> WA RNERENDH - TIRE
ZI(F LAY T Y 7 V)DEERENAE D, 0
&Z%, h—=<A+~f X (Thomas Bayes, 1702-
1761) &\uso e, BT FOEELZHBLATHS X
5Thoted, LhlL, BIEBETHLINLT
BH5h, MHETHoTe. HORL, a7~
A4 XYy, FEEZE(non-conformist, HEHK KK
Licsbitung) LU LS T, AR CER
CHAEIRLEEZED L ATHo T2

ZORA X%, 4B [1 X#fiFt¥] (Baye-
sian statistics) W bR TV BHHFEDOELH
ORI TLIDTHS.

Lo, #o<hbLuAnIIbieonTtitiz s
AERIBAILR TR E v - T RO
— L b, BRRFTEOKRKFEY - =7
71 (de Moivre, 1667-1754), X ==sn « <4
% — 4 (D. Bernoulli, 1700-1782) & &D X 5 4
R LDORENRD > e b BB Tihwv. HFED

Foh OFEL WRAE HEIER
432 (32) 0

BERECTEDIOSR LTS F b AHETH
Bh%, vy FVTX¥, BEY HABERFEAL
Ko ek, —BllhrIhTna. 1T42%, £
w4 (Royal Society)® 7 = » —i2BEiXh T\
BH, FOKBE Lo B, BER SO
FEDRITH 1L 5THS.

WOF e BDEF LORLL 2 A2 HLBDA
Thh, ThLHEOFERK (17645F), KAR. 77
4 A{Richard Price, £ OBIHED | A&
TRTWE) RE->THIRIhSDTHD. &
MDL DI, Ax—) v I7OARK In(x!) OREK
RUTHED, HLOLONURbRFER [
4 XD5EH ] (Bayes’ theorem, Bayes’ rule) &
WhRTWBLDEFATHS, £5EBV
=y A THS. TDO=y e ORT, SHON
4 XOEBICKIEL TUVSEML, MFomEl &
FewvoTrL, Thi, BEOSM XOEHRL
L#®ix, S. 5735 % (S. Laplace, 1749-1827)
ThoD. HE, =, AR CHEARYENS
<, T XDEHIDOAEE, X575 ARR
FTRETHHECIEHRDL B

=y At [HERDE L Hieksit b, »5HE
DY BT 5 %% ) (“An Essay toward Sol-
ving a Problem in the Doctrine of Chances”) ‘

LEIhTWw3.

2. TREJOWE—~1 XHH¥OFR

4H, M AHEHFERXRIFIERBCERS

FRv =Yg s R Y H—F



h, ¥ic, BERROERI D EbDHTEHYE
bhTuwad, TOoRBRETLIECA, RD2
REDE 5.

a. BREENEZ DRI LWOISRRE D b &

T, ZORRAOHRE A ADOFEEE AT
HET 5.

b. FERIIEH R (objective probability)
D&Y LT

Z D a, b DFIER—EHED X 5ichz %5,
HIXE bk DEE T 5 HEREE i M TH
5.

aiX, 2% hikiRWHE (inductive logic) &
WHZLTHS. BMAREIMHFEOHEMTHD
HAHTHs. THbbEAIOBRTHDH, <4
ik, HPHBPH("AL 2 —AHT) v HETHHER
P(RTDHER) © “Boh” %, RITOMBE («
EORT), n-x BDOKK) HHERTDHEVSF
TRIELREL 7.

“His design was to find out a method by
which we might judge concerning the proba-
bility that an event has to happen, in given
circumstances, upon supposition that we
know nothing concerning it but that, under
the same circumstances, it has happened a
certain number of times, and failed a certain

number of times” (pp.370-1)

(Z ORERBIZBF OV % “traditional

problem of induction” O %} LR ERE D)
~ A K%, #9 & (Preposition 9) THE L
LT,

b

| s7(1=p)"ap
L
Sopz(l_P)n—zdP
Rl ChRI ST, p NEDRBREDEILD
FHAE LR B FR i, EHOERA
DHER—XA XL ZDOEEH N i —F T
Mhichbd Ths. (LB |RMmes,
K area e 5B HVT5.)
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P(a<p<b)= (2.1)

o F‘ SHY KeL D

B e 0:|§ d céé A

NG 70
we LN kJ
X

i

1 <1 XARE oHBcAVER

LEOWEY, HREEDOTWTHIT,
p’(l—p)”‘”/S:p’(l—p)"'”dp (2.2)

BN, Th, X4 X0eEOES I
TOERBTH. EE BEOW

w(0) (210 /{ w(0)fzl0)d0  (2.3)

KHEWT, §=p, 0=[0,13, w(8)=1, flzlp)=
WCop(1—p)"= LBHE, (2.2)&75.

N RAPRANIZ LT, E L OEE D ST,
(pD)—EDADHBEATH 5. <1 X% TEHF 1
(Postulate 1)T, [p MEED 5 a,b(a<b)D
M ABHERIL, b—ad, £ [0,1] DRIk
WTHHTHD] & RELE. ZORHLIT D
T, Bl MEF(scholium) THRD X 5w~
T3, [bhbhREROER p12>0T, &
fiaT5RCMOMFmIEL Tnip e & F 2T,
ZO(ERO—BROHDO)EL TRV LT
5. FORENL, F0OX5ieHGHL TR, (R
D) HAHOR B OB L v b4 ik
Exbhitw, EWHTETHD. | EEE, p 2
[0,1] EC—FoHiT 5 &ThiE, ZoxoEE

WO RATTELT A T =y VAMESEEIL U S THWT
W5,

(33) 438



iz,
[ Cap™(1=p)==dp
=4Cz * Blz+1,n—z+1) (~—xBA%)
=uCs e x4+ 1) (n—a+ 1)/ (n—2x)
=1/(n+1) (x=0,1,+,7n) (2.4)
BT EFAELTWS LBbh, ZORKRREL
TIHBCEBRI L Wb E 528, BROEC

H H DRI O\ THIE Y & { RElignorance @
RETE, RO EFTHLI2FELHI,
*DEE, S.575RE|E0o0h, $§HON
A XEHFe BT TBREAR+FOFERE] (Prin-
ciple of insufficient reason) i\ bh HEE
EAE R LT\ 5.

_ARD FIWE % B EOWT BRSO
%, S.775ATHS. 5752k [REOH
H| (probabilité des causes):\»HEExIL - X
YRWT, <M X0/ ERCHELERERY
Hxlc. 3, BEORIERR (RO
(Théorie analytique des probabilités) D& 1
fR(1812)C, j=1,2,,n % nfHDREERE L, p1,
oy pr BEFEROEFRRNLORBI VLTS
LE, TOERKIPBEI > WIKHEDL ET,
FhARR G rLRERL VS BRI,

pi/ S (2.5)
THZbRhD, Ll Tw5. Zhit, EEO#
ROMHB—ARTHDLETHY, H2KU814)T
X, w,we BHOH LD HICELTWBIE
HOFHE RbT BRHSF— WD 5, [HFiH
#i] prior distribution—T5 % &THiE, FEH
Jj DEEET,

wips/ g (TEBRATD) (2.5)
TRbLID L, BT MLt Thik-T,
GH [~ XOEH] LubnTw3EEOBR
ERRBRY, BRICE>7DTHD.

DWTHNS, 775 A4 X &5 B L
272DT, A XOBBOE L, 57 7ACR
FTRED, (BEELCR)EXBRhole4 X

434 (34) 0

CRTRED, BHEOBBIAhBZ L LT
W5,

3. RAX, 575 2AbSERREBHRA

XA XOEBIL, FT5ALUK, L Ta—
By S KERHOC—EORELETIARLRT
. LaL, #HIBAmzohicl o TX
W, R.74 09 e —ORHEIL,BLIERLLDOT
H5.

B ORI, HEROTZ BB (objective pro-
bability), # i1z WD [HXHE RN ER]
(relative frequency definition)iz K> Hh 5.
AL WHESBOERY, ADRZ - B OHEN
BEOHBRL L TERTHLV53DTHS. 2
¥ 0 pa=lim(ns/n). EEBE |-« OFERXMHE
I, Thiyv7AEE v EEE»LESR
TWBELTH, “BREI] #Focl B 1—a
DEIETYUDHETHS” L5 | DOHEEHY
HWR(D5VIXTHR) O kic, BEEDdDHRT
LTw5.

ThERLT, ~4 XOE®(2.1)1XEDL5
BB LEE Uiy, BHESR, TEBRICE-
THROBAREI ML, <1 XOEHI,
P EDLDHTCRHERNEEEL T -T5. B
HOHMOMEILERZTHE, p D “bba” k&
B4 5HERSHNCHEAKDORELLT, £
wBbhs. Chidfiv-ThRERBENTH
5.

L THIE, R T T ESECH
EHOPTH I, XM XD=y £/ DFT, 7
FAANMBEL TS L5, BRROLEKE
Fexe7 7 LDH4E

“If a very great number of trials be made
concerning any event, the proportion of the
number of times it will fail in those trials,
should differ less than by small assigned
limits from the proportion of the probability

of its failing in one single trial” (372-3)

FRVUV—=o g VR Y —F



3, AEOBER, 2% ), HIHFOBERLEx
BEORKBBE SV TOEMERTE Y, £
TR p I FTE (0 EE) LEESR T
5. (Zhid, DLAEBREK VLIV
5. KEOSEBZEEREL, FHL 0D
WE 7D, FOWROHRCHD LELLRS.)
DED, IR, ChiBOMBEEROT
bH5b.
BHEEBOZELH XX UbE LT, KBk
DEFEC BT HHEROE 2 o < B,
LS, BRELLTLLEENCHERLELL, W
HebirHEr kAU, TRERER] (logi-
cal probability) #EZEL#J. M. 4 v X, #
HHEROBEEHE R LI -H. v =7 Y - X &
ULdHELT, F.5 284 EREHL L.

4 ERERLHEIORTERN
— A IHHEORM—

F 8 MR (subjective probability) i, XD
FUEB (FEB)CH LT, AR, HEuch ik
[fElEDES] (degree of belief) Z Mz s <
HROMRTHS. 2 —1 AT flcth
X, BEBRT, BEBE f(x:p)=Cap®(1—
LIV, I ADHEESTA. Lrl,
FEE(FBER)IL, p 052 b)) HFHHm
w(p), BIOM XDEENLRDLII p D
RS w(plo) N EBRBEYTD. &2l
(2.1), (2.5)—RBAHMELEE L, FHk
A THDH. E@EFIE, ¢
Finetti), L.J. +~<— (L. J.Savage)iZ & »'C,
WhmeE®Esh, H v 7 - (H. Raiffa), R.
v 2 V1 7 7y —(R.Schlaifer) iz X - T, HFW
KebzASh, EELTEREZRFECIKAIHh
tc. ¥4, D.V v Fur— (D.Lindley) i%, #&H
AT VOB R

LAL, fMEvo THERERAKE R ftEy
T ox, A.va ¥ (A Wald) ic X » TER
b &= #E R Pee B3 | (Statistical Decision

1983 & 9 g%

74*\y7‘4 (de

Theory) LA BHLRLAILETHSH. <
1 XoEEE AV, B0 THREI el T
% HRARER 5 i BESh, COX5i
TREEEMET © B B e (Decision-making
under uncertainty) OB/ L T, HhiFE
BERETHOTHD. chbOEx e Eld
T, <A X#H%¥] (Bayesian statistics) &F5
T5. 0EDOEMAERNLS.

Bl R—HT4 M ERESHER

S8, HHICH D HL BT, SR
Tels=—u 5 4 v 7138 (a BB a2) BT
Wit FRIEDWTE, RO ) BT HUER
0(%) PRI 5D, BEOT -2 XBLEAL
WE, FAb e w—rF 4 VIS VELTT
by, = 2(%) &5 T -2 R Bk a, a2 T
Ehin 5 FlREy

2(0,a1)=a1+ 10, g(8,az)=as+B:0

EL(FEL, fi<pBe), %io, fEHR 220 %P O
2, EBHOoX H(BEA) BE O KX OESSA
ZTHZ ERbhoTwB LT 5. (21X 0 DR
REER, oLz OMBBREREDLT.) 20X
5 EAHERMETORKT, zicd &I Takik
BWCRET S, Tiebb y=8AK%H, A={a,
as} FLT, HBHiind:y—A BRDBE. (Wb
% Bayes fi#) »

9 a1, a2 ODBESBRIIKRD LS55,

0 0=0,
7(8—85) 6> 60,
7(6s—8) 6=0b,
0 0> 0,

721 L, r=P82—B1 =(az—ai)/(f1—p2) (&
I )5 break-even point). X 7T, a, &zl & b
7o 5 SEHHEE—Z i Y A 7 risk 2405 —iF,
7(0s—80) « Plz ed Y az)} 0=
1(0—0o) « P{lxcd(a)} 0>6s
LiBD, TR OB A-THWBEDOT, Rk
d DPERITIRS Z ENTE I,

L(e, al)=i

L(o, a2)={

k.-

W BEDT - 2T hE, OIIEEIRS.
(35) 435



0 BT 5 EAER(FGHHM) T LA T
. 2 PEBSHCLiH 50T, 0 DEFiD
L, *OHEFEHRAORSE L, ERFMOET
BRTDHZERTE. =~ T4 v/ Tre—
ZF—DRBLIE, 011F X% 0%~60%DRK
BTADTHAS &, ¥iz, HRL1/2T30£10
BRABTHS5, LWdOThHhE, p=30,
0.675¢=1025H r=14.81 i & & BN KR, B
BRIZ Ny, 72) OB vkt s (E8HER). —
B ThEFBAT5C tethul, Bfindil,
EHY) A2

r(@)=(v2z o) exp{—(6-p)¥(2*)} -

R(8,d)do
EBR/METAAdTHS.

etk EEROER/L T hiE, Zhbirid
H—icfBknid 5. Thbb, Thiy, [EHsS
M X%, FHEE)BRORML! TH 5.

— i w(f| )R BEESHLELT, 2 WL T,

Min{~ w(0]2)L(6, a)do
ERIGEEDLON, Bl d—1 R, <4
AREHA—2H 2 5.

22T, FRD/MOBIIZITEE,

| L0,a)w(0l2)ao—{" L(0,a) w(6))ap

=r-{"_(6~00)w(6]z)d0

=¢'(0)—0s (BERIMEERDT)
ThHHND, R, RELIC X3 FHHORS(F)
&, IR 0y DRNBIRTRT D LB ¢
()=S0 1ot as, ' (8)>0: 725 as
LT, RMERMEC, 14 X0FEHiIc )
LZHEROMOFHECELINS. ([<4 X BDOH
F.)RREHELD o ok, BHRSM w(l| )i,
IERDH Ny, o'%), =L,
1 _ 1 1

=
1.12 1.2 0.2

o)/ ()

s [HRIEBER> 7] (natural conjugate
fprior) bW b B L DD 12 THS.

436 (36) o

LB b b. (Chit X abhi-ERe
BB )LtedoT, FA b
— & 22X T, K/PBIR

() (o) Sy =0
DYT, a1, as KRDBHZ LiLin D, bR,
BBRAFIZESY Bi=1, B2=2, Fiz ar=30, as=10 &
T35, 6=20. BT, 0=5, =30, 7=14.81
ET5L,

= T4 VT T

11.68<—§%r4—0.137>f§20

Zhick b & z=40(%) Btk 2%, a1, az DY
By, =—=r 74 v/ a i, FiH4E
DOF EFHOR(N)ERBELTH LS. &
L, HYEBELWERTH A, PORI=0D
L&, FIZEH a1 1k ar=30THBDERL, azik
bTrC =10 THBDOT, TOHEY, REHK
PLTEKELDD(VAZEW)DOTHSLS. b
R, =25 ThDHHFIL, Gh=15LMkD,
z=30(%)& b Hhit, a X, 7Y EF 34
HBruwi o bk, “BOCELOIRT LTk
W

£ D & 5 iR OWT B B R A HIC R
TED X ORI, FRISM, 4 AO%E
B2, BROFEOFELX OHRF TN TS0
TH5. HREGD, EEOZLHELHIEORRS
BHBTHHH. LiL, Lrdn{rd, &
EFTL BT ENTED LW T EMN, 1 kst
HEOKEILBAIRDTHS.

Uk, e ohiIkoXscins.

~ A XPEE+2#: (Bayesian statistics) %, $3k
wabds TRRAR], TREALL #E, [E&l
28k | % EEFER (subjective probability) &
LTHEBRCT - 2 BHTcE k&, ABOX %
T BBRELYHE— v T5, FLOHE®ET
»H5.

i) BEROF — 2 ROCKILT SRR OMEF

b, HETESEENE. BERCBWE
#Hxbz5.

ARV =g v X ) H—F



i) BEpELTLEELTOAROEAEY
HETS.

iii) prozmsdd, REREE TN A—T
5.

iv) #e, AXBSYELLTHREL, 48
D=—-ATEZ>55.

v) SKhHEYIELET, 4V avORE
HeTES.

5. Apologetik

&0 ()T 5 ERdemand &, FEMO
B2 5 DR supply & %# %2 T4 % &, demand
BDE S BEATHSENS DN, SHEVIER
ROFEXYEHTHS. HEOBBOI S 2, #
BCERYER D LTH D, MM E ¥ X\,
FIGCEEL, »DVIRBCEMOEFIFEC
boTLES WS DOMN, —BRE TSNS
5. #EEHE, ORIYL, XKE$l22(mathematical
science) D KD EFTH BN, MELIODOWX
WAoot —chk, ERIOBE
BThr—iRTh - LA BERIIATZL
MTED. Wi ik, #rvxl, bhbh
DREESRIE, DT HREHERS (exact science) ~
DERICE S TEER TR » k. BER
iR 8 (deterministic view) FFHEL & » T
WD T D 5

FxeRerh s, bhbhil, ERRKTH
BFF AN, FIR, LELCRREL LI
feblTidicwv. L, ZL{DA%IX, Zho
125 BMEHRMRLE G ERL T 5. KRTOKIEH
Tha.

BERZONBTTL M XHHEOEL O LY
ANRDBEE > TV B, ThHDOZ Ehbbhb X
51z, FHEEMELYERE LI TB 1 i
DEENZSHD K E .

A XffEte b MR R Tk, 20
BADOLOW, (BHISMAICD)ERERTHS.
L Liaiid, ROZ LRHENTHD. ERHN
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mﬁgkgﬁmmﬁﬁioéu,iﬁ%,é%k
(;Jti:wiﬂ.ii.ﬁv}_—formal analysis—& b A % p
EShehsd. BEIL VL ES, BROINBY
R E LT, ERAEVCLUILIIRY, »5H8iX
EHOTREHRC— L TRIIERTEC—E D A
TWHEWNWS L ThHH. ERFHE S KE,
Nt 2bd TRWLEER) &L\ KE, BBk
e, RRextd 4% ¢hs. IS HEO

[5—# @] (data analysis)Cix, » oy b,
TrEy PR BTAHL IR, SO TKXBR
—_A T VBB Y “BEBEIEED” £
DX LR REINS. ¥, EDP(Ex-
ploratory Data Analysis R — 2 5¥#7) D
X5k, MREDLOL /M LETHEELFL
H%5. Bk, LLAZAHREAMIFE L
B ELEL TS,

EBBICEWT [HH) 2 (28] i
AL\ LIBGEARE & X h 2 M, MR/
BRINBZEARD o7, ZHIZELHETRE
SETHY, rOTHABRERN IR I ST v
HHILORTEIREBELH VB LI Ry
Thb M7V, ThboH»6E£%
2V, FLOWEBREFLWEELZIZAEL, BEL
T ZEBPFIR TS,

$ % XMW

RO DD2EFIc. (1) EE L TEBERHRBOBA
3. (i) <1 XHEHE, HD IR L ERE
(fbicd, FRPORBHEDHHZLEBIEbLILTE
)%BF 5. (i) FROICHIBHIC L IRV
5.
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