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BFNTEICH 2 0¥ OB T 4 AR (uncertainty) & LTI
NANALDEDBEZ NG, T& 2T, EEMCT EEE, A
IR B 9 2 RIS, & 2 WO AR FEBE R DAl #K, AEEE TR O exact
RBIRICH T 2 REFRERERBZDONL DO TH B FHEERDT
BT D EEOEERBREICHID IO DHhDOBMWICONTIE, £
COMEDBBEINTS (Fo& 2 iF Mills (1], Nelson [2] 73&),

CCTEY FYBREIL, HEMMRCEL CREEENEET S
BRCEY ARENAESBREOMETH-T, ITO/ ~ M2 oD
i %, Raiffa and Schlaifer (3] 1€ k& ->T, —BHITARICONT
B INICHETNREREBORMOPTHIFLEISD ETE30TH %,

Section 2 TEIAECTEFHIEL, MMEMAEEEL, UEOEME
WCHAERTZN { DD probabilily measures (> VTEEE3 3 & dkic,
ZN O DHEIETARELIHS»ITT B, Section 3 T3, HEL
probability measures ZEE L, ZNANADOFMICHE T ST 5700
DRI T RIBIC DWW TS 3 %, Section 4 T3 Section 3 (fEE
RO TEBEEEEYRET 5o

AN ’ _
— 2% A o FF M

CCTHRAWBIITOREE L TTDEDIBLELEZZ LD,
CODOREOHEEYOTHERTBL2CESFNTH T, TOLET15E



KEEEOTRR T AL EDEBAER 21

D nonstorable IIAEEM L, O THMIKEWHEICHK>T
RELTVWE2SDET 2, COEEYOMEKIL, BEITNEA LT

LZENICBET A RERENEETEEDEEL S, T LTCOLER
TICEHRT 5 &9 BRARBICENT, MELH (expected utility)
%%ﬁﬁ?éiiﬁﬁ@(iﬁ%@ﬁﬁ)%T%@@%Fﬁbiﬁo

DEDOXMIT “money” KB L TRBTHAEEL, FtHICE
7 3R ERE

%=%%—£?D (1)
WCE>TEHT Do CLT 4, 3 tHHITBNTERT ZAEEHEKT,
¥ BEEETH D, X, o(») BEEE » Kb 3 (production)
cost funition TH A,

SHAKBELL SO NS L DI, FEEEE OB lag 1372 <,
P AEEMTIZ DRI INEZ B DEZEZL TS, BT,
LD dic, MEREEBEROTYE, £EOBMMERGL &I
DOTRELRMBES >TH D, cost function ¢(x,) 1 BT 5 KR
EUREIEELLTODDOLIET o LEDMK ¢ BREICEDES
ERDPRDVTRARRIEBLERMBELLLTVBDEEL 2, RED
W EEFHITNIBIC B 28 TH 2056, HED control 5P
TH b,

T THEDHEEZ —DDOMEREREZZ T, ZWBEEEK f(,
1©) 23258 DERELE S, T 2ic®i3 parameters ¢ (overtime
ICE—D) BAETH B0 b LEOENEERIK f(¢,]10) @ parameters
CONTHI - TN, T8bb, EEMEKEDOIHIC OV TRER

(1) Zof% von Neumann and Morgenstern [4] i X % cardinal utility
@ aaxioms ZHE5 DL 35,

(2) ZOX3BPREROT,ALRT, 22T eILH ¢t MoAEN
WIBWEHERTOLRENLRGS, BREWTE (t—1) % coEEYmE
ZRIFERDOEBIC LIc L TOFERETHDT, TOLDRIDESKE
WHELTEL,
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mErd >TNIE, HESREROAERRED, FARELDEZ 9. D
AR QUICHODVTEHT L LWL >TELNS

[ et (0,18, = pr,~ (v 2
Ik -T, fHHEICRD B ENBTE S, CTTrIIGDOFEHETH 5,

Lz A, MEIT4%H parameters DES @ KON TELICIE
HMo>TORWEATH-T, TOEIREAIE, 2ERZRQERANS
CEIE > TELBICRBEEEZRET 5LV IDTITELPE,
CD/ — MIFORRBAEIBY ARMEAESREOMEZRD D
Thbo

% ¢ ¢ parameters DELS O KHONWTOMHBAEE ST ENHEELE
1B, 2D RBICERE—D ORI, KEEEENTETIE,
BEicET AREBE (LW ERIC X 3 information /n5 O (T
MRS C ETH B

LR R OEEY A BERYOMEICH T > TR—OHETRGE
LTkTHD, £EmiikicBLTE Pz cic (-1 R0RREZE
ATNBEEDELLD, TDEHICLTELNBEDEEDMERE
g1, Ggo »oooe q,-1 TEDLT,

LRI HOEEGARET I UTHICEERTIHIT DD
THEERFTIIN, EEYMEOFBERK D parameters [CEJ L T size
n O sample AEH B ERTEELDEL, # ZHOMPUDRESR
NEBTH 5 ERET %o

N D DOMIEDRE L THEIEEIC KL % sample 5, Z1LE1 par-
ameters DIELS O KT ZMFBBELNHIIT TH %o

40 B L TREORE N LESNIREME w e W, TEDL,
TEAIC X % sample hoESNIHERE 26 Z TROT T LICT

(3) FErwE, © 05 BHAOFEMCERT D b OLEFIT OV TORH
CHEEE LIV,
(4) EEfwc k% information DE SR WSOV TUTRICER RS,



AREEHO TR T AILEDEBEEE 23

5o Bk DREERETH 11T, w, ZEBICLTE LN % parameters
¢ prior distribution } sample distribution x5, posterior distri-
bution %ZkK¥» 3 ETh 5o

COFBOREIC BT, —ikic, Cartesian prodilct space @ x Z
ICxf LT joint probability Py . 23fi] S D THEEN 5 T L84
ETH B (2TO®), <D joint probability BEHENICAE T
X, £ 5 O O_Eoprior margnial probability Py z p35.% 5
Ntz x0 O © @ posterior conditional probability Py, Z D |-
¢ marginal probability P,, & 37} conditional probability P.s %
BET DT EMTE AL, CTTIR, £ Ot LC marginal pro-
bability 24151, 0e® 1z 25N 21d 0 it LT Z |z conditional
probability {159 5 L1t Xk -, joint probability Ak, #
DT Z O | marginal probability X @ _Ed conditional pro
bability £ 5 &0 3 HHEE &AL £y

4, parameters DAL O OS5 L p LIADE DRI OFTLMIC
HRTH2LFEAT, RQoALE ulx, 2, p) ERbDEE, TxOM
o=l

Eyau(x, &' w)

ZRRICT AL HIEFER v, & production possibility set y, rh
POESHELIL A, T Euya |3 posterior conditional probabi-
lity Py B9 %5 H DT sample information 5% p icfEd 3
information 2! NEEINIBTDITNTD wickd 3 conditional
expection A3,

H LT, Fax Dy, &9 % probability measure |3 Py THD,
Z D fcdictd prior marginal probability P, * conditional prbabi-
lity Paje EBMIETENE LT LIS %,

(5) joint probability Py = & Pg, Pgjz, Pz, Pxo OROEEDIEREITMICT S
ZENHRETEH-T, PN P, & Pol= 85 Po,= KD, RIC Py & P
BRDBZEHTE S,
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3. RO G L e E

kil kS, @ RAFMT B720)icid, F£9 prior marginal
probability P, & conditional probability P.i, % f}5.9 5% & 5344
ETH-T, L0552 5T posterior conditional probability
P ZBACENTEDL, CCTRALED picBd 5 judgement
# 3 g prior probabiltiy P, 235 2 537 & & posterior probabi-
lity Py DOEEICERE sufficient statistic 2N 2HEAE L &

(6)
Do

XT, HERLEH p @ prior distribution SEEEH D'(w) b b,
5z Lt p T BiEERLE R 21 @ conditional distribution 3%
EEHEAEE o 513 p @ posterior distibution (3, Bayes OEHE
kT, TOSRHABBILT2EEFEERR D" 255, thlds
ZoNt: 2 LT pw icBNT

D"(u|zV)=D'(p)-1(2" | w)NC2H) (3)
D% & Zf:o) ZOXHIEL T EDOTE BEMET, H A o1/ prior
density D'(u) %9 % 2! D marginal likelihood P3F7L B &, 9
bbb

[ Gt mD (wyiu=0 W
Th b M3, WickF D G w) 13 2 OEREMNEERKD like-
lihood TH VY, (MCBF B MIZTXTO u DEETH b, X(3NCH
g5 NEYH ZERTH-T, &M

[ PCulsdp=NC [ DG wiap=1
WX >TEDLN 5o

A K(u) %, w GdicE#HT 2 D(p) O—->0D kernel L9 3%
L, BIRROED>ITERTHLENTE S, 97305

(6) = section T ZETFE /e Raffa and Schlaifer (3] 126 »
T %o
(7)) ZFTEHHIZ#H O Appendix (D).
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D'(p|2)=D"Cu)+i(2| w)N(2b)
=K' (u)+[ [, K Cwau) k(| wopONC (6
2T k(@ p) BEZON p txtd B 2t o likelihood ¢ ker-
nel ToH -7, 1w 13
1 p)=r(z p)p(et) (7)
Th 5o
6)2r 5, HEMMIEDOFIEE p O posterior conditional densty
D”(,u,lzl)\ @ kernel (3 K'(u)-k(2llp) THARZ Ehbhd, B)D
:Eﬂ@i%;baﬁmﬁﬁbmvﬁwijﬁ%ﬂ{jMKQOWJﬂwa
N DR, 5BALohik 2 ekl
J D dp=1 (8)
WE->TREZIN D, ( \
VLB & =T, AEYfikOFME u @ posterior density 4413 -
WICiZ, prior density @ kernel K'(w) &, 5z L7 plckdd 3
21 (@ likelihood ¢ kernel k(2 ) i X & psHEg Lo
IRIT, F)FEI4E7s sample information 2, @ [52472 | 32 A B
7ol B L w @ posterior distribution %3 ¢ sufficient statistic |
DNTHEZ XD,
4y % v kD Euclidean space Y D A L {REL, T_TOD sample
informaﬁon L DES Z1 % Y A9 mapping (R |Z random var-
iable) Z3# z (583 ZD&x Z' O _F o conditional probability P,
BZ ot/ p it LT Y @ o conditional probability % g5z 1,
LT, MOEDEEDEZ Shvie prior density D'(p) &, 5
ZONIEED v It LT, p (D posterior density function 33 Ba-
Wsmiﬁ%mméckmxof%EM5ocn%D%MM>Tﬁb
To
Yy @FHAREIL T D sample informations 2! ZEK LD

(8) Zy ik » RILTh b,

My



v

26 THEEED T BT 2LEORBELEESR
THBHH, & LoO® posterior density D”(u|zt) & D'(uly) &
DS, TRTOD 2L g DT idential 73 5H1F, D E & ¥ I 2zl o suffi-
cient description TH L ENH T EMNTES, XY ICHEENDHEE
@ v 73 sufficient 72 5%, [+ mapping Z®d % D7) sufficient Th
ZEND T EMTE B, H5 mapping 73 sufficient TH LD
2 Zix M @ Fo likelihood function 3 YxM @ k@ kernel fun-
ction & & Z! ®_E® residue function p(z!) LDFEE LTED I
5%55ﬁmiofﬁié?

X TAERTEEFEIC X > THEREH p icBd 5 size n D infor-
mation %4554 0 EME LA, €0LEELNBEAEE 2
------ ,2l L3 %, @ data-generating process (LT, WEFRLE
gly, e, 2, BEWICHILTH o T, B—D3HET LD EFA,
TEOKE &% DEED sample [ LT, sample size [TIKEFEL
1 O EE X1 7. dimensionality % & > sufficient statistic BEET
BBAEEL by COLE, sample (2, o, 5,) ET S suffic-
ient statistic % y & L, T samples (2l - yat) & (Bl o
ey 21 @cgg%z) sufficient statistic ##hFh y@, y L35
Eyizy@ & yed LinbRp BT EMTE sample (g, oo &)
¢ conditional likelihood @ kernél 2 Ry @ ) R(ytu) 13 %
L EBREN Dy 2 LT (e ) OIEEOBETERS expon-
ential 70D s D THNIE (X ZOECE D) suffiicient statistic y

(9) Appendix (ID #ZH,

(10) ZoZ xix, EEDOTOD samples (z1,, «-eer 21 2 (2l e ,2L)
L o joint conditional likelihood 3% » > sample O conditional likeli-
hood DRELTE D= &, S bRIEED size & §2fE& D sample (21,
------ ,21) 1kt L% @ conditional likelithood & kernel 23 R(y|w) &7g
% I 5 7r sufficient statistic WEAEL, TD dimensionality 3 sample size
A LR\ & & BT 50 Bx OB OV TRED L S iehakdw
Zzh X, ,

(11) Appendix (III)
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3 y@ &y« @& compoment LNz A&bEETEICI-TEDS
N5,

ETAT k(y],u,) 2 YxM o o kernel function T - 7253,
% parameter p &2 Y OO EEZ 2hHDIC, para-
meter y 25> M D FOHKEEZ T, v % parameser Lt 3,
Mo tomERE ¢(ply) %=

§Culy) =Ny | ) (9)
LK > TEHRT 5o DX S M O EOEEREIL, kernel function
k(y\w) D, parameter y %4 & -D natural conjugate function &[T
Noo 7270, HE g(ply) 8 MO ETERINCEEEETH S
fewicid, &luly) BV BECATHEATHY, »2> MoeBic
bté%%ﬁlfﬁﬁﬂ@ﬂ@ﬁﬂ?

STHNICABR /- L D, p @ prior density 28 D'(u) T, v 25,
sufficient statistic 2(y |u) 2352 5Nt picxtd 3 2! @ likelihood
@ kernel 7353, 5Z 5N ¥y i 9 % R E B u @ posterior
density @ kernel (3 D'(u) k(y{p) &73%, X ¥ @ dimensionality
DMEER 51F sample (21, ««---- , 2L @ distribution ¢ kernel %
@) & Ry p) EnSESN 5,

U7edi-T, &L prior desity D'(p) 23 parz{meter vy AEHDO k
@ natural conjugate T »T, bbb, yeYicd LT r(|iw)
S D'(uw) @ kernel T - T, 7> y A3 sample ¢ sufficient statistic
72612, Felic —o> o sample ¢ conditional likelihood I DN T R

7BAfRHS prior density & sample DRJIC DUV THEEAL L, posterior
density D(w|y) @ kernel |3, -5 kernel k(y'|u) & BCy | w)

(12) B XFTNTD wEM ZXT5 Y @ ko kernel function Gk %93
NTD (7w EYXM T UTHEA, HE-T N ARG gluly)
FECHD, X h O M b dRAHEELTINGI = | Ay e

rebiz | el du=1 |

Ec
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DFE LT Ao H <L LT normal prior density 7p» 5 (3 normal posterior
density 23#t8 L, 5% Si{vsz prior density & sample &iC%$3 5
posterior density MAEZICHE SN b,

PIED X Hic sample information 2! T3¢ LT fixed dimensiona-
lity % ¢ — sufficient statistic vy 23FEL, M @ _E@ prior proba-
bility P,l' As, Y @ k@ conditional probability Py, ¥t T con-
jugate TH BB SICIIZIAOFHMIILEHIBSITITO TN TE o

4 &% #E &£ E =B

sample information z! ¢ sufficient statistic y NEET 5 & &IT

i3
Eyau(x, 24 p)
(¢
Eyyu(x, ¥, ) (10}

EEXPZDHCENTE D, W0EFKICT ZRBEER »EX 2K
¥ 572 DENFA O Section 3 [Tk L HIRD K D EFIR
T OBERTD %o

i) 4:3°# | |¢ prior probability P, & conditional probability

Py #FWT, 52560y Txd 2HEER p @ posterior de-

nsity A 2+& 4 %4, @ posterior density |3 prion density (T3S

LT conjugate TH->T, TNELEEUMEMLBIEZ L T %o

posterior density (D parameters |3 prior density (D parameters

& sample statistic &5 MBENBEBICERET 2T E0TE So

1) FEREH wm D posterior density 2T, »,€X, 115%

% ¢ output decision ORAFFLIAZEET %0

i) BRI IR AR T BB A BRI NI K.

XTUTFICBOTHRREROSHOMEREL, ERICRELESR
ZRDTRE S0
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HEBEMIR I3 SRIC B 7 & 5 ICRERE T b » CHER £(4,]0)
Db, £ @ parameters DS B, FHE pu OIHHRMDERE
BTH->T, AHAOFMCERL, i parameters 3 h¥icd - T
BAITH > TR A DT MICBEBRTH 2L LI Do Lichs»TRIER
N2, posferior density Z3Rk$ 5 & Th %,

MERBEIC L > T p BT 2 » HOBRE(2, 21y voeer 2L D3R
LGNT LT D, TNOD 2 EHERERKEEZZES, NSO IRAK
JRAL T, parameters (u, h) 2L OR—DERDIFETEHDEHE
T b0 TCT, wldFME, ki3 precision (BEOFEH) TH -7, &
RBEFTHZELIET 50 COERDPHOEERKE fv(2 | w b)) T
Ebwid,

(et ) =Cay Fexp[ ~Lncaro ¥y
ThH b0 TDX DM O normal process 73 # (HOEHME(2L, -
z1) % & % sample likelihood |33

(o) Frexp| —Luhz (21— py2 Ji¥" 12
TEz 6N %,
LT THestEm %
1 n
— 1
m*nzf' ‘ 13

KX ->TELRTHE 1
2y Fexp — 203 (A= mJexp[ = Lo — i g
EESCENTED, MITBOTARIENTHED5 p LI EH
9 % sample likelihood ¢ kernel function &(y|w) |3
exp[—%nh(m ——,u,)ZJ (15
ThH Bo (94 HHI 5 i sufficient statistic y 3 (m, 1) TH 5,
—7J7(15® natural conjugate function |3 (m, nh) % parameter X
TBERSHE fv(p|m, nh) Th -7, %0 kernel |3
exp[—%nh(,u,—m)zl (16)
THEAON B, RESBRFTHICET 2BEDRR w, 55, (m), n)

[l
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% sufficient statistic &9 % B0 & 5 HEERBCETERZE 4 1K
LTHET 20 EMNTE B0, p @ prior density |3
D'(p)=fa(pim’, n'h)
L r LS TET, £D kernel function (I
exp[——%%’h( o m')Z] | 1
ETE %o
MmL LT w D postenor density |3 FOEICEKD H115 parameters
(m”, n"h) % %> normal density fn(u| m”, n'h) TH->T, €D
kernel |1
expL nhw—m’") ] (18
THbo ﬂb(m n'’y 3 (m,m) & (m, n) L HIRD K DK
DO 5

o — m'n’ +mn }

n' +n (19

%”:%’—}—’VL’

SR ABARICT B %, FRATDICRICHT NS EE

[ FCulm”, w i s~ r))dp 2
HERDBCETH D, WEFHT DL,

m’ %, —d(x,) ‘ 1)
BIELND, T TR m” (9DORICHRE S X %, cost function ¢(#,)
AETA L &b 2 A TR O, REAES Y B

d*p(¥,)

dx ? =0
DEx, WELo&BOIEEX
m,—p(x,)=0 22

X DNTHROTE SN .

B, D ECBnTETEEEIC L »T sample BELNDH LW
AEEOTTEA L TREN, TASRARELEEICOVTSNTS
X, TOXIBRERITEOTI R T & BB 13 E ORERIT X
2E5DUDBIENDT, p @ prior density Falu|m!, w'h) 120 TH
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RZFMEI 22180, 20& %, BLTQICHIELT
[ o Gl w8 o, — ) 29
m'x,—p(x,)=0 24)
BEON, BEEEEIR U EZ » KOV THLCEITE»TRkDEN
%o

Appendix

(1) (@) BEEDEBAEZFICDONTEND, TNTO u DES
%Nﬂ%Qﬁﬁ@%ﬁ%é%ﬁ%&?éoR?&Tﬂﬂﬂ®%é%
2, EDWAELE Zh EF B Z1Y 8 interval (24, 2 +dsl) (T
B LAZI(d) TRbT,

Bayes OEHICX D, 52 o0t 2% icxtd 3 M @ ko posterior
conditional probability P (M| Z1} 13 Mx Z! @ @ joint pro-
bability Pﬂf,zl{MO, Zl(‘)} & Z @ _k @ marginal probability P.{Z!}
X -7,
Py (Mo 220} = S L0 20 1)
EHEDLEIND, M Do prior probability Py &, 53 bhi- M
W9 % Z1 ko conditional probability Pap BFHICEEHE A
b T,
Pua (My 20y = [ [ D(uICE| prdfdp
L15D, INRBFHEOEBICL-T
PaslMy Z} = [ D" | ) |dt | dpe 2)
&ﬁwéoCCffﬂ"iZl@%)Cﬁﬁéﬁéz“ﬁ ldz'| 12
Z1,(dzt) @ volume T#H 3,
FIfRIC LTPa{Z) i3
PalZi) = [ DI p) st dp 3
EELTEBTE B, 2T 2eZh(deY), (2), ZFUICRAT
5 &

Ocr
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D'(u)i(aY | w)ldzt|dp
fﬂdﬂ%ﬂz%%=jM° (4)

MD’(Iu,)l(zl”lp)ldzl[dM
AN BT A0 73 BRERE S, 2 2 BT 2 CBORY
B0,

i B (M| Z4) = J MOD’(,U«)l(zl | )
i’ | P wip
BELN D,
(I) 2' 5 Y ~@ mapping % ¥ TEDT,
W2t w)=k(y (D) p)p(zh) (1)
#5513 ¥ (3 sufficient TH 3,
L Zi=yNy) EBBLIHE ZP @ subset Z1) KL B, TDE
X 7'y Bz ontcEEd M ¢ _F ¢ posterior probabilty P
(M,| 23} 13 Puy{My|y=9} &1320 —F 7 AHREREEZLT
ENEWERT Hcdic 2 EEFIE
Pz {M,| 2} = EP 1 {M,| Z~1}
L%, CCTHRE ER ZY BEZLoNicEED £ LD proba-
bility |C B3 % expection TH B,
(DASEEIL LT B & & Py (M| 21} 0 kernel 13 JMOD/(/L)k[,’VN(Zl)I,lL]
du E120, THRTNTO Ay ) IKFH LT (Tbhb y(Eh)
=y 12ARTRTD A ICHLT) B—Thbb, LT
Py {M,| 5 =} =Pun (M| 21}, 5'€y71()
L, il v A sufficient THBZ EEZRLTV S,
(1) sample (z% -+ , 21 ) @ conditional likelihood 73 1,(21, -eee
) D& X, D >0 samples (g1, < L 81) B (2l e
e 21y (@ joint likelihood % 7,(z1, ««-- c 2 ) el (Blggs e )
N inzcl, BEU, 5ALNKEED n LEED sample (2,
...... L2 ) et LT, (el e 51 @ kernel 23 k(y|p) L1855
E51, R E V(Y e 2 )=y= s ) 8B Y B
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HHETACEENET b M sl n KWIRKFELZOETH 2,
Y@=y (gl e, 2, PO =yar(Fluy, s 2L EFTRIE, RO
IRED T TIRD & 575 binary operation* 2 Hoi3 3 &N T 3,
bbb

Y@k gy = =y kL , Y.5)

TLToniR L&y e 2t p) O kernel A8 k(y*|p) T, R(y*

|pw) @ kernel s k(y“?|w)k(y@|p) &1 2MEESH >TW53,
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