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§ 1. FHERFFCRTLRERIEEER

WL O OHMRMIRE» DB LT, H2MEHR »~ BOHEN s Bl
Py, BEBEROZBMET HdITE, £ 2 THY bR B HERAIRESEN
BRAHH5IN/C term TERIN T BIEL D T, TOBBIHED
R AN =ALDEEXILADHOBRECRI LTS &\ 5 FIRTOESE
Hx D - T il s Fu,

SDY 5 EEYEAERT A0, BEORE A S = X AICDOWTD
BEERY LD, ZhibhbhO BREZOZALEAFR N LB
%o Samuelson, Koopmans 7; &Nz Stone [5] 12 & » TH 2 bht-@a
DEFZ LIz, 20X 5eBRER » REET 202 BHEMHETS
D, CREBERECPETEHLELIONFHERFFORETHID L LTl
55, |

L2 L, bbb OBERERY, BABE DO S OFERIC Abh5 L5
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s, —EOFERIN: (BAD) FHOTIEFTINICEROER TS,
) CRERNRCAE B IIH < RE LAHKIAE O BRTHILELT
b, BEGEROEBRBCIESE L ORMD, LIELETHEEDRREY S
MEE 7 — 2 THH L5 2 L%, FTERFFEIRET 2RFEFOEEHIT
RELHFEZLIDTZ LIXB/DRV LT, ZOZEEHIBLITDEDD
T e, FLTREERIETREELZ LD 5 20 L0 O REARNLERMCTH
FE LN DTHD,

DL M T LR ERF OSSO T DAL, AT,
Haavelmo [3] ic X » TR INICKRD X 5B L HcfE IR b, T7eb
L, TTRIELIS ETAHRBPCH LT, TORFXRIETEXHIS57ET
AEDLY, TOETFAXKRHELRIET N SREINICBEER=KT7 —
RARETAEREBE LT EThD, WHIETLR, bhbhoF
~ X H{&iL passive [ hHz HRI-LDTHH1D, TOBEOERIISL F
T ideal 7o, DTH Y, WHEHITE - T a priori 7¢ information DR
BERTLOTLARVe UL, TOXOEEZDZELLHT, Ebh
ChORbRERE LIce TADOT T, BORFICH T 5 HEAIRER % BEHT
5 ENTIRER D, Fiho, TOBERTRHIEORIEL 52 b D LiTl
Bo D& IDE I RFHMEC L - TRANZE IR BT, ZORS
APROKEEL L TIRATAZETE, ILEZIOTFARKRCILST, b
MbhILBEEBIEETARBETHENTEDLTHS 5, ¥ LT, ZO
Yo7 7 e—FEBENCY fruitful ThHo7-4 05 0p Haavelmo o
FH/RTHDH, X iz Haavelmo PUFE DO KER O £BDO Lz -T, &
B, %<0 HEEEYE explicit 1744 & implicit 1= 48 & &K#L LT\
HEZHDBBTHDHEVSTINA D,

OB MEEIEER © HERFFLT KT S counterpart ThHH &
AL THBRTH L, Lo L, BEMNLHERREALLLIESOHAHED
e CRBEITFEHFE LFEIC follow LT3 b Titliev, ZEEFHMN
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SHT DL  BEBRMREE FRISCBORDROFHE &\ oo XD THEANLH
ReFIRESh T BB eIV F - C, Bhic Haavelmo odiz % - 7= FH
CXBETADBIEE Vo ELHE, XD T3 7=F 4 v 7B THKRI
NT&ET.

TK%%%?»@&%K%WéhTM%&%%ﬁ:%&ﬂﬁ#éapmm
RO/ CERT LD L, OV EFRERBULBELH,HOHEELT, b
HIHRAERIEL, O B L TEHROEBTYHET 5 2D DRI E
BEtE L L T T AERMATTHENS > ZE XL, Yo T VEHEKDOTFH
MREDREBRI R INET L s EALT 4 V/DKEREL IR, § SIX5TFHIN
ExmdDb L5 HNA D, 47 LLESCHERNeiRkis LTERDER
Sh, RO REIRS LV HEAIEETR T S,

BEEI OIS NBEAEEET 200D T o7l BEA I =X A
PHBCRE LIcEAIME L - TE X, #BT 220 5B T2 b,
BT 5L 5 CTFRBEDOR I =T ABIROAENRELEL D 5 5,

Haavelmo HEBEH T B X 512, =T AMNEB LT\ 5% a priori infor-
mation {33 N THFTRTHEESLbI TRV &5 X D LAROE Rk
REE VOB DL, BOAREDNRE I 2 FROWENCHR LD NE
Wik, BELLOLFEELTETMIEALTOHR TV S EE 2 RIERD
tlve MBI FTRRERIT =F L e AT 4 V2717 feed back Xhhil
bicwDTHY, FRXETLDOZYHIHTHTA MDD TH D, L
L PRBRED L D BRI /e T AR IRL Y 5 2 5 RE R,
bhbhNETh o Ttch, BHITOLD HEDE Wb Tlkinw L
L, Haavelmo {2k o THFB I/ [T — 20 DEREE LD LW EH
BRI, EMAERSRED bR S .

%?»@%%ﬁm%?%%x%m,%ﬂ%%vuﬁ$®%—ﬂ%®%®m<
Lo THFEI VL 2mDLDRAMBR TV Do LrL, TNTOMMET A
FRFESTHD LT, ThHD FALF LTRTLThFho jiRsgtr i
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b, COROBAIEFHEDOTTOTAT ThHhbo ThHLDOHHREHEBDT A
MZ & » TEMER /e information L 7n» Tl uT/s Bisvye L L, T2
R UL DOAREEENMBEL TV AR BIE, ZOFTAMERYET V.
EN T 4 v feed back X 5 @R, XY EBECWBKR I AT TS
Fo bHAAFIREFXRCTHVALONDTA I HR T, £OMEAD
FAMEREBEAEBIEDCER L CETARBET S &0, EBERTH
D, A2 LTETLV DOHRB X HERTHTHEAS> LIV F T,
(b o L LHREH O BB T A YRS AKX, T LD WbILTH
@ttt (robustness) M35 Z LT/ B D, EEWRSHIT TlLis\ o)
Fndz, .\,x ¢ Oy alternative 7o T A DI/ B, L b plausibility
DEWET LV HRIRT AL VO, VL ELEOT—272h, FH
BRZI-ThEzbhbeF LVABKICH T 5 evidence & F AL DFERCH,
ETADOBIERVICED L SCFAT IO T —NLTFEYELD Z
ik, EEMNRIA L1, THhOTERERILEEDLRS, LML, TO/M
B, HOBWRTILHBREXORIKC» b 5 TN « Wi 7 METH
D, HEREFFOERTLELAERAHRLIE CTH S, Licti- TEEL
Z ZCE.LOR 7 contribution M5 Z LIXFECTE RV ARE,
722 DORIEOHRIZ OV TETOBRKRETT 2V, REDFEIBKICHE AL 729
DFERNY ZRET D L 2BRTHTHEE L0

§ 2. =7 AERRMEL T VORI REN

FHHERZLETOTETAEBETLIHMEL, VWoCABERMNLZ bh
e TR LEDETAEIINDOE T LTI DDA, alternative 7¢ %
TADRNMNH—DDET Y, TOLEIbhbhN > TWAHEBICL &
TOWTRIRT AHBEO -2 L EL TIVvo COBOMBEY - Z Tk FAE
JRR9RE (model preference problem) FIE = 21235,

—RIZET IO OREER (2L X EHBED) vy, ys, o0 yu I
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B+ s&Ev B

Q) g, v\, 3, -2k, O, -y s, ) =0, i=1,..., H
X o TELINDe SIS M, or vk AT T3 ERERTH-
T, BLDLDBEFELINTOE L5, AL TRTHEREE D
BWEEER THD ERET Do O, o> O 3B i HFERCEETLTW5
BEG, 3R O BEAS A—2—ThHD, w it DFERD random
disturbance ThHhH, HILMRSMHE OWRER TH 50 Z OHERLSML
BELORNHI ST A= F b o TVDBM, TORT A~ —REOREE
TA= R =TI EDRNTETT D, F, T TRABROBUIIAEER
ORBWCELVCHMEE LTHAH, —BIXHTLL HECTHILE L
\ro 727 segmentable 7o\ O DT LBIHRR (B EERR) B
BRLTEXDE, TTARLLOBAVY » #ETCH EHT L 5B
T, explicit 12y RRET 2 HBEOHBROH TRINDL Z LM%\
DT, HELEZ ZTRHBROBEXHELE LicoT, UTOBRRIZhIH
PADERBDEDER TH > TLERINI, T, EROMETIX,
B, BEHEAICEER IR om0 hiho a priori infor-
mation #EbTHE, FLRITEEOHKWELHNQMHAmMEnD Z L%
Wy, ZIZTIRIDL S eHRIEBRE VL DLEL TRREZHED S,

XTANT a1, ooor Y B2 21, v 2K, 011’ 01‘}(, wy, -, ug D352 bRtk
X —FNCRET H 12T 7x consistency LD EHEL L 5, (ZDRE
DNIEENTWD £ F L% consistent 7o £ FNEIRFAT, UTFTOBELIZD
consistent /¢ F A DOWT TR ERRLTL LVo) T5H& y1, o0 Y1
NGB, BT A~ & —, 7o bONT random disturbance DORERSFR
ZX o TEDbRICHHNMBERE LD, —RICHERNCHEICREBR 7o
RER LD LIEHo>T oy, o ya w2 DX O HHERER E L THIHE,
(1)o> random disturbance {1}>h >4 2% random disturbance ¢ 434517 B
D bOBEXBRCTL, BRLTEFAYERLTL IV EE, UTD
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£ 7 RIRFIE D formulation ¢}, random disturbance » 44’ explicit
e EFbhazLixbE DD, ThEETAORANBKRIZ L
3 %0

RAEZ I DI T H0RNEREE », -0 yu, SHEER v, - 2k,
BT A—F = Oy - Oy XN EHRHKT, KK, 3IULKT (B
LL=gLo@&&bw13X,%iﬁ@@%b?:amtlﬁo?aam
W HAKKREXZ b (VLX) *HERTERZ A @ wilEMc LTERT
LHHEHR G o,

@ &Y. X[6)=0
DR IND Z EETRT, COHERT YIXHERERTHDH1D, X, 0 P
Br+nicil, x0&H O TTo Y ORRE T HLVWHER, 2%
P=dP(Y|X, 6) s 5HRTRILT %o

Thdz, bhbhlETAXRDLIICERLI 5,

¥ 1. (72) H, K, L¥EBEOEDCERLTHEE, ThZTh HK
T, KRG, LIRICOEXZ L Y. X0, b OXCHRILDO XY « <7 +
oW, B G: REFELRE 3R 4P(Y (X, 0) TREWEL, 72 Y
P38 % HIRITLO FRERSMEACH > RER, 3 EERBRELIL->T
WHEX Y. X, 0,8 oilage (V.X.0,.8) x5 i, HHD5 H,
K, LZbtoTZIb LTERINL ETAXEDES ¥ T LZEH M
TEbHTo

CITEHBRLLE ETAEEM I EDLDT —RBNKLOTHD, Fhdx
£ p5H implication LITE A ELDLDTILIsve LD HEALEEDLD
ik, UTORRCERBL-TWE5X5E, YETRTODE T ACHhIzsT
HBZLTEL &2, B G % (V. X) OMBERCEET S EH, H, K
BT LT Lot X RREEXML, 25 LEBECI-TEHE2 L
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hbeFLBEEORIERCBT S5 ETFACOWTERTLENLETDH
HTEEEIETLIE

BOZoDTACENT, ThZRORNEER Y., Yo 03 L@ 5%
STe{ BATOHIWEBIE, thbDeT A EThThE s floBR%Y
HATHETATHo T, MEDOHT, A BHDHKBD < — AT - T
FuFH LS ZEREXLLNIS e Lo & bRFFNLBANDIE, 55D
SO EMR 7 P A REOBE A > TEBET S L\ 5 BIRTO LM
Bl 5 b sy, ZOBE, MR, Ao —
FHOBERIT, Vil &b R C ERAETRTER ST, ZOBWKT
Yi b Ve BRSO EZ L OETACEL L THETAZ ENFAERIITTH
o Tz, RICTODE T ALDORKABEMEZKRD & 5 CEHET 5o

T 2. (g TF ) Zo0xFA (Y, X, 01,6) £ (Y, Xs, 6,
G) CEWTEENC Yi=Y,=Y THsL&, ThbIO0D% 7 MIlh
W BRI §E (comparable) THL &\ 5, Fic Y1, Yo DEGHIT, #lz
E Yy OFIRS yu & Yo DE TS v EBEERC yu=y5 TH5B &
WHBBRT, BRRSVEETRTVERLIE, ZhB 207 X0
B L T A g g (partially comparable) ThH % L5,

7¢3s, comparable 7¢ & 7 O @k H g HHE % comparable x 5,178
] &\ o, partially comparable 75 5 0 @ £{k23D < L4 H/% partially
comparable & 7 A28 L\~ 5, 5 F T 7 comparable & 5 L Z2RiiL
partially comparable & 5 /L 22O M ZEETH Do

Tk EDORBFEDTIRT comparable 7¢ & 7 /T D\ T 7 OLBIRME
LD BHON5, (Fiedh partially comparable 7g € 71 0D € 7 /L HRH]
BiL & b biFee)

LhL, 7 AERMEC ASTEN - T, 7 AOFFFRENE © RE
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HEDBTTELONEFRITH D, VbW SRR (structure identifica-
tion) OREL XA I B F AP (model identification) D JEEA, |1
LHTEDBFDIREZEOMBR Y TiIX@H 2] TH Do LL, O
FHy formulation 11T BREEME & K&, /o, Ha e 7 A0 [
AIHE] Th B D& & L O L RHHIE - T b & Bbh b,

oA TTREHE X b formulation (24 - TE2IE, Z2DEF
(Y1, X1,601, G & (Y3, X2,60:, ) Limk\T, FhFEh 6, 6; #EiH Lic
LECHBLID Y1 BXO Yo OGRS, BB ASME i &
EOOE T NMIANTMHITTHR LT T8 EBIEE] &72h, ThFho
GBS 2 LR LE O JFETHRCGHEL > T Bl biX, 55 <N
BE] THHZLITiho LT LTHIX, [HLIERANTE] THHLDHD—DD
TAEHE, Y & Y, FE X & X ipie L b L L EDGE TR
BAaxb 22 THDE LT D,

Lirl, Vi & Yepihled &4 1 AU EOERBE TRV SH LDEV5C
Lk, EBEORMTIL, Z2o0F il L LBH/MNTIEE -2 D
HexRBATE TN Lo T D08, HEN/LKIETI xS
5L, Yi &Y, DBERAMCETIWHEBRTUL, BIZTEBRTDH
Ho MOERIZ LI ZIE, LHAAZHIEBRAINTECIX /DA 5D, ®
F U EIROMEICBEE L 7-E kT o model identification ## % % ETlX,
bbb DALY HFEDLED\ case /T D, i, EENHEBE TS
EFAOBIATERICOLTE LT, ZODE F A0 comparable 73 #45%
EOVHLTEZZLE, ZOWHS =T A BEINTETH D0 E 5 0ORE
X, KRARELTRBROEFZLEINLGTHHA S50 THITHLT X & Xo N
EBETHRVESEZLDEVS Z X, LTLL Z20® FAZBAIRREICIE

* g (2] T TRRAURTEE] &5 S &%k b T [ERERE] Lo Ll
W B, ﬁﬁ%bi& Il)VC identifiable @?.R”C‘&o-—c, F 57 < Eil Lﬁ%{{fi’)
hb, ZZTREZOFE Ly Wil MFEEMEE] 23T ME5mREl) &
WO B TRENZ Bo
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Lig\o TeEle DX, WEREBRR 0, v: EAEER m, », 3, 0 ¥FH X

Y+ Broye+ 71w+ g%+ u =0

Beryi+ Yo+ Taix + Tookp+ s =0}
EeTN],

Yo+ Broye + Tuxs+ Tisxs+ s =0

Barys+ yo+ Tor¥s + Tooxa + g = 0}
HETFADNELE D0 M, %, 13, % (IEEERKTHAHMLD, L L,

(8) Tum+Tioxe=Tix+Tizvs

o121+ Taota =Tous + Toora)
PEFEFNCEILL, 70 w & ows,uy & ouy DSE—DHMHERAY LD biX
(FLT, ZOZLIQ@)BRITHRD HThS,) 54 E2FA 11X
2 =Tux+Tioxs, 22=To%1+ 7ok 105 _DOOEEKY IO THEER L LT
i

y1+31zyz+zl+ui=o-(

ley1+y2+zz+u;=oj
EVIORDE SIS AULHDETAZRDLLTED, wlk m, uy DO
A, i us, g ODMBERNCHELL, LEN>TIMDDLEED 3, 32 D
RSERSmIe 7 A 1, 740 2 B2 2AMEA & UL, Lo
T, EFA 18525 0, v ORBHERSHE =T 115 2 % RGHERSS
MERA—TIeh, Lo T, EFA4 12T A TEFENTETH %0

—F@NTL w1, 2 DNFERNFN w3, 5y D—KEBC L > TEHEZBNDLZ & B

BETAICEEED, 05 x, 0 ERICHBRTHAHZE, 2D xs vy
FloE o OWThnd, » PEIO—FOERELEEENCELVERTH
HIEHBER LI BARZDX ST case X ED X SICHEZ TDDMIL
O Tlewd, Dled & b 2] Tm Lc ERDO 5B 5 L DI,
BOERIZ LA > Th, EFABNOTIEHTL, FLLBLRHETL
Vo (BELH TRV B, & 2 I ENEER - AEEREIEE LT,
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FOBEHBRS— DI HIER, WE— 2B L VO 5CEHR G
B2 DHE, —fEC Y OOMERNE - T identifiable m.7c % & & 2 BB
N TH %)

FTEBHMOERYEFLL T, bhitbhii® F LM X ROESE
X o THEZ I 5,

EH 3. (EFAOEBINTEY) LETTEEL 20 7T (Y. X1, 6, 6) &
(Y, Xz, 02, ) ik T, BEDO X1, X M52 bhTWwWbEX, 5 6,6,
T, Y O£HESSEEREY Y OBBaChico T,

@ AY]X), 6, B)=/(Y|X;, 6, G) -
LichEEx, ZOoDEFTMEG,L O TEVCETFTABINTETHSHE VD,

TCT X & X IMEHNCELLLTL, Fho, FL A EbEX LK
Vo AL, Xi=X: T, 72 G, G 5BHE LTRA—0LDTHY, SHIC
6, 6: D>LOBAMDLDONE LT HIE, TODEFAILEFAELT
FA—THH, BERNCTRBRINDZEICRD, bl &, G o
equivalence } v, 6, 6, |L[F—@ parameter space |[ZJE L, ODED L
DR BHBLDENRD, 2O BLBRADOKSDEVCELNEWS Z LD
L, KGID parameter DERIC L > TDH ZODEFARKEIIND Z &
e h, EFARMIBEOBERNMECELT IN D, & & THEERD
EXBENDBERTOETABRINMEL SO 5ONRENTHL1 D, 2D
X oBE, oo FAkeF AL LU F— (equivalent) Ths & L
TX\v,

B 4. (=F A 0BPITREN:) HEWEE /e o057 BN 52 bhvcte
EO X, X, LT, thZfho parameter ZRNITH\T, FHAITEEC
e AL izicnwie biE, o0 F AT BE\VIC B BBITTRE (strongly
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identifiable) “TH 2 L\ 5, F7:, “ODEFANE: Bt X, X okt
LT, #h#ho parameter ZERIDTXTO M THRATEE L /e D 2 & 28
Wig biE, ToNEFARTECICEERITETED LD,

E FAOBRRVATREC /0 D 0DITIE, E FANKKATEEICEN D T L,
LREEERD 5 bDOWThhDERTHEMNTRE LT T &l Tialdhutis
Hig\vo AT, EFANEMIERNTETHH L EFRLT, E7 18
RMBICA > T Lo TeB, 57 A—F2—D5bEMOLDITETALO—
REBZTIVAD, UTOBRTIE, 72— 2—33TXTRATHD &
RET %o |

§ 3. FHIRE#EL TS FLERNOERH

& 7 )VEIR L —D0 decision making THY, FOEK TEAXEKHGEC
behavioral 7 TH Do BIECIIBBICHFNBRX CERATIZLNT
ZTICVWIEEBD [ A E0EIF L\ o7 factor 1L T FHITEEX
Ral, $rohads LT, Hhbhoybds a priori information
AT UL BENLETARCEKRBETES LB ST, Zofo information
DB KRB I e 7 v plausibility P55 & Lk, LK LIERE
M3 HLIHATHD. T2, LLLIFA—DTFHERLE THBEAX LT
TAlebiE, KOBEL, HEFENL VBRI ETADHD, F
BT BRI I D I VEFALEE S TIVEAI MDD, & F A RIREE
ik, EEE, bhbhoitEiEN GIHEBOEERE - TIRBES) ©ft
BERLEST %,

Licni» T 7 A RIRME T, £OBRTebh 2 SV D540 Bk
CINThed L, BROFAEZEDD Z LIXTE b,

FTbhbhil, FEENLHERMN, LTHEENL, UTTRRON
BERBEFACONT, TRTA— O &ML ELDEEELL >, %
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a priori information & Uik, & FAORENBRORCH A E b
EDLORFIATER ERET Bo

B _7- X 5 BB ENMRIChHIc - THREEB L, £ DHA, F
BtED X v BRI e FARBIRTLI LN RET 2, LT LTEFADOR
W T HHMER T A PICE VT, THBRCLETLSTFAMRL - L
LEER, S5V ETARCHTIL-ELELVWTANEELBR T
BHo T ENRLTEBHOILDOTRWELE, bhbhi T ArDFH
Bea KL Lce TARBIROFEANTYERT A2 E1DBIILDHONHEMT
H5 5o

VwE X, 0, 8 Pl Lk X Y o prediction ¥ %, predictor Gy =
X-T,

Y—Gy (X, 6; ®)
tEzphEDE L 5,

XT, Zo0EFA (Y, X1.6,8) L (Y. Xz, 8, &) iok\\T, Fh*F
RAEER X, Xe NEED, i 61, 0 L EMLTETHEIRT, &1
P2 T parameter value JEEINE LAcE &, Z5 LaKHED
TFTTo Y o prediction s\ " o0& FATHBEERAEE, Tihbb,

(6) Gy (X1, 0:; B)=Cy(X,, 6:; &)
DFFED X1, Xp. 61, 0; THOWVTERIY.LTWAELIE, “2o0€ 7 LitF—
o prediction 52 L0 b, FHKBELVCIBAND, ROL I
7 VERD principle #E 2 5 LN TELTHS Do

E#H S (2FARREHNL) GONRILTH5BEE, Fibounmnis X,

X, TR LTE €y (X1, 615 @DDBBERE S CEENHEEDIEHES T,
©®) I AP(Y(X, 6,62 J AP(Y| X,, 6, 62)

DM T A bE, 74 (Y. X1,60,8) x50 (Y, X;,60:,8,) o3 L

T CFRIFSEWRS L) preferable T 5, |
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Lil, B2 220 FADOFTO Y OxrhZho prediction 38 L
WEWIOIBAR, BB THEASL . FHleFAREDOMO distinctive
IR, TOTFHUREE L LI, % DA, prediction HEICEH bR Z
EWBDTHB, LirbbhbhBED Y 0oRREASLVHUE, &
DHHEH HO prediction N X HEBOFREM L BV EWV D Z LILED
HRig\e 103, 61,6 IXEBICIIBEDOT — 2L ETVTHESIRIE
CXoTEHEIND, Lo TS, YOWMRSHYRELTHHD
(¥, E® random disturbance DA TIL7e <, BREDOHHTH %o

LickioT, ¥ Y235 prediction 232 5 LIcffE <7 2 — 4 —D
HERERS R & ¥ & T4 conditional prediction OB TH % b s LTI,
Z# @ prediction HiE (L “ 2D EFA D E TR -TWTL, FAERD
prediction ¥ DICI VEHRLT Y 20 HTHEF ML, Picl & Lig
BEHEOBRBTHCDAAT —2BL UL, I9HTEEIDORVLETA
o TV AT THL, LEN o THERT A - —NEEL TS ER
&, HoORMD Y o prediction IZx LT, bhbhORBENF 57
ENTHDHETHE, ROL 5T VBIROFAZZTHZ ENFHFIh
HTHHS0

E¥H 6. (&7 ABIRFEA2)
Zi=Y—-Cy(X;, 6:; &), i=1,2
ET5LE, 0cRTDBHLEH S CEINLIEREORFE ST, Exbhic
Winted X, X LT,
) fsdP(ZI | X1, 61, &)= fsdP(zz | X;, 6, &)
MM LTV bE, €70 (Y. X1,60,8) kx5 (V. X, 6,,68:) i
LT (FRIEECRY LC) preferable Th %,

Cy(X1,0:;0)=Cy(X;,0:;8:) DL ZXMNLG)LBEZETHHM D, EFHEO.
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(LEFS. DINGRTH D, Thpz, 4%, "FHIEEICES L T preferable |
EWVD EEIEL, —RICERG6. DERFADOBIKRTES Z LK LE d,
Lo 7 A @RFRIEBERECE U THAI BRI OERE L
HLRHLETWREWEEOBIRFERITH D, LT, HHETADFTTD
prediction {Zxf LT, TRIRFHETOEBUE 2 MOHIBRET, ZoOfEHs
prediction L % 0X Fhb¥CETFAEXEBIEL, HHVEETAXEBR LS
TEVOHIMBLEARNIDBRETH S, L ThhbIRICZODE T
FRERDOHEEE X1, Xe DFC, YICBIT % H % observation Y, 2355
hict EDo5DxF A DOMO preference XEDLHFMEE X L 5, (Fok
YoeRE L3238 ) o CFRFROETFLDOEREART A— 22— 6,60 1,
H O UDEMLFTETHEEIR, =7 ARBRCH LTEBEE IO L
FELTERI S50 b L Yo HIcA LD, BRULERECTLLHDIh
TREBELELANERRALOERAL W2 HIE, = observation [ E§-4
%R v, prediction } observation } DO BLXNL A kB L 5cET
M, s LC preferable THLEFE X X 5o

EH 7. (=FALBRERZ) —ooxFr (Y, X, 6, 8), (Y,‘Xz, 6:,
) T\, FiED X, Xo OFTh% observation ¥y 2352 bhi &
&, bL,

® 1€y (X, 0:;8)—Y,| =1€y(Xe, 6:; 8)— Yo
feblie T (Y, X, 601, 8) kx5 (Y, Xz, 0:, &) 1%t LT, observation
Yo 1B LC preferable Tk %,

Lo L, 2ORMOBEGHEIRIGEL, ThEE © —D>@ observation Y,
DLIZ BT % preference & B L TW5HZ L ThHbh, bod b HEMED
observation Yu, i=1, ..., n BNERFRDOFIET 5 HEEH Xu, Xu 15
LR TV HHBATIE, ORI,
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(9) iz:( Yo—Cy (Xu, 6;; (851))‘*%2:1( Yoi—Cy (Xu, 6;; @z))z*
PDRIZTHEE (Y X1, 01, ) % (Y, Xz, 02, &) it LT preferable & -3
HLDTHRTHIENTEL S0 L, Zhiidh < ¥ T observation
Dl ((You, Xu, Xu), i=1 2, ..., n) OZXRITRTE L7 preference TH %,
AENLRL, CoBRFAIBERECSVWTHA LT — 22+ CE
BULBRFEAZE NS ZETH-T, ZOHAFXIDX D RIBRIC L - Tik
WEEINLEE IR D TH b,

Y D% prediction 23t L, HLEBE Yo 2z bhicb &, TT7AE
N7 A Miex UCHRER 8, Christ [1] 2 88HT5 X5, Yo 25K
BEEOBRETHALLT — 2 L RENCRA—DOLXHFOTRER LnE )
Mo PEDbhbhice - TUX, REATHLHELEZADODLHEOBEHEBRA L
LTOWE N7 A — 22—, BEBEHEE > Th-T 6; *EEIRLREL Y
DERONICBRELET, A—ThB0nEINENS2EThHb,

h LE—THAB LT 576X, Yo BHIIEZ /i h Lasd random distur-
bance &t DTH BN D, hIEFCHEH LT prediction % Y, 12,
L DANET A% prefer +5 L5 Dk, T ABROFEAE LTHEHE
EELTEV e IE R DIE, ZOBE, MEHRECH DhcT — 2 DlES
BACNTLHEEEY Yo OBAECH L TEBRITNEBHILZVALTH
Bo LIcioT, ZOXSEHEOT T, X b RZULBERFAIKRDO LS
B HRAED F o,

EH 8. (=7 v8REM4) —oox5a (Y, X, 6, &) & (Y X, 6,
) BT, 61,8 BV 6;, G NEEOBBCH L LCAETHH
HiY, BEHEEOBRE CTHEETR X, X X EhFh o B8O Xu, Xu, i=1, ...,

* 2OBBEIIZCCIE N ML DODRGTERTRI LD EHEFT 2, Thbb
X212 X ORBHEZFH LIz<27 v AavEHTL0ET A,
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n LIREIN, THCHIGLT Y @ observation Yy, i=1, ..., n 35 %
Hi, Zhizx LT prediction OB Sz O\ THEER X1, Xo 25 X, X, 0
=n+1l, ..., n+T LEZ BN, WET2 Y 2 Yy, i=nt+l, ..., n+T 2 FE
BLl-& X, |
7%+T n+T
10 §1<Y0i_'@Y (X, 615 @1))2§§i(1’01—@y (X1, 0:; &))?

DR LTWAbE, 540 (Y. X,601,8) ix2510 (Y, X:,60,8,) 1=
%t LT, observation ((Yo, Xi7, Xer), i=1, ..., m, n+1, ..., n+T) B L T

preferable CH %,

T REEHEE D observation L F#|EE & T observation % 7 — L L
¢, preditition [z%43 % observation OBEAEE & KB+ 5 = & HEHEL T
Who LL, ZZT—EE L1z 6:, 8 13 EEHEER D observation iz 4,
ETVWTHEINICLDTH-T, RHITETADODTIhNPETHSHEL
Td, CZCEEZRN 61, 6: ¥ THED parameter values 5z T\ 5
EVCIOSRIRIEVCOPBEETH D0 LI > TEDEBDOTTLIHIELL
ik, REEHEER & THIF &S CTo observation ¥ &¥i{f > C, ThZXhoxT
LMOTFTCOBEHREXLIEL, COXCLTHLCED bRI-EERT
A—F—=DFT, EFARIREMN 2 % #ERAT 200, dFHOBEI L LT
T, TDEYARRDHEEL L5 |

LHAACHHLORANE, MEHEERS L PRRA L OMC SRR
UTUABACEERTER Y WEFhFRhDEF AR T, BEHETE
RRDATF A—2— 6,61, THRATEREN 6,146, 6,+48, L %
ET2LELZONDELETEHE, ThEbHiHT 6,,0: L LT, THEXA
DHEDT —FLHLETWTIhEHEEL, @MW LOTEMA L TE T LEIR
ZITRD EDNEMEINL 5, LA LZOBAE, | LEEHRERATLE
Fr (Y X1, 61, 8) (Y, X;, &, &) 1=k LT prefer X, FHRIEAET
i (Y Xp, 0:, &) 2% (Y, Xy, 61, ) icxf LT prefer ShpE\v5 2



HERFFIT kT A a priori information Zo\u~ T (FE)I]) — 31 —

ENRED 5 Do T 5 Lic preference 0B LIXBEROBEHEFIHL TLH
INBEH TIXEXZ VD, ZOBAT TR E D XD observation 1z
&\ T preference #BE T 5H10 T, OB, RBEHEERNTOBHRL
Eo{BMBAIND LD D, EMBLEILELEV. Tihbb, £iCE
7R A 3 OBAIIRMAE LT LMEY, 2T BRMER
LT THbo

KN ZOHE, BEEEHATOBFRE TRRATORRLESL T
bhbE 7 AVBROFIMNL, EDLICEXLRNETHDH O00 THIIEKE
RN, HWEHEER S To observation. , FH|# & T observation 73,
£ F A0 justification [Z%f LT 3,2 evidence r U TOHENPLEAKE

THHBTHHo VWEFHEULEA w v (02w, w1, wtw'=1) NLhE
NRELEREE R 5 0 observation } FH|E: & o observation (221 % &= & 23

TELETHE, e7ABREA3L, BEELLSZ2BRCILBERATES
X5, RDXOTHRETEDEAD,

EH 9 (=7 ABIRFRIS) BEHER KD observation ((Yu, Xus, Xa),.
i=1,....,n) L TFRREHRTD observation ((Yu, Xis, Xu), i=n+1, ..., n+T)
RZo0EFA (¥, X,61.6), (Y. Xs, 6, 6) KBILTELbh, Zhb
@ observation & )L justification X% evidence L L TD BEAH
wow (02w, wsl, wtw'=1) REZ B TS biX, BEEERNT
DREHE X5 A — & —7%, ZTOBF TO observation DRIZ X T, FHFE
NDEFLT 6, @ LHEIR, FTLFPRAHATOEE T £ —2 -2,
F DOy E T observation DAL L » T, FhFh 61, 6; LEFEINLTL
HEE, D L

7n+T

1y wZ(YOi—LY(Xli 6,; &) +w2(Yoz—(Sy(Xu 6:; CHIE

i=n+1

<wZ‘CYo;—@y(X2; 6:;; @2>>2+W’Z(Y0i—@y<xﬂ 6:; &))?

i=n+1
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eHiE, =524 (Y, X1,60,8) iz =571 (Y, Xz, 8, &) 12X LTRTED
observation [ZB§ L CE%A w, w' O T T preferable Th %,

EH, TOER w W HEDDESTHREBN RIS LT X SR
bhbe ¥lo, BEEENEDEEATE VD LI, EEIIAHE
ETHbDHo, T observation 2IEERTIF — % O B TEHEL BRI TW5AE X
I, BEELIL > EBNCHE LTV LD TRV EEZLDZELTE
H2, ZOBFTIEBMEE LTEh ZThoRRATORE 7 A —2—7F
BRETHIENTERLDTHA e ThbiiThi 7 vRIRRGE
wREELBECT2EREE L bh b,

§4. =FABIRMECRKTAA TV e 7 7T r—F

RIS o FABIRO principle 1270 A B FHEFcLDO T/ L, %
¢ » econometric researcher 7o HL 2N FEERD S HLICEA L TWAEZADY
DTHbo KEMBIFED evidence » {, LT LC, & D principle % EEITEE
FRThmL, 20F X WEEZINS HROMEA, evidence DY
fT%e FLTEFABIRMBEIL, FIC TV % B L T35 a priori
information O AR IDP 2T BETHZ LxB 2, ZoME O KE
X, 2O LAETMHERNLEBD EERINL @40 FAOFRMEDLE L
Wolt 7 I =T 4 v 2IETHBEDOTIEI, ThERDOETFADOEL X
T A b d a priori IHEEA, W OFERIL S Uik research oy
L L bl ThiebI3hicb AL AD evidence [TL T, WACEIER
h, FBEIARELEBRMEVS RICRD LRI D Fo TR
ROKML LT, FRBEL L5 L0522, H5\ PRl EHiEY
HET2 L0520, chitbhbhoe FADE L XT3 5 HE K
W47 evidence LA/ LH5BEV) HRDO TCHEINIDTHbDo

REZEBCHEINCATEID DS, RIEH % FHPT LT 100
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T, HEBHCOVTEFIED 7~ 2 DT Tk, BELHE, 55VIEAD
FD\ WA economic term [Z X HETFA LD L, KBREEOED X S/t
non-economic term |Z k 5 € FADHH fit 2L\, OF b RN o TR
ENDIEL OB s TR I W E LI ERENE U &, HFREX
Z @ evidence [T, & T\ THHES prefer 5 THAH 5 h. Ak, BEB
%114 {® random } L/t X 5B Mnich Kig/s disturbance % & 4, /¢
5EWVD T EH Mo T2 BFFH L, BbH< 25 L evidence [T,
b b1, BEREH & Ei#E O = F KT S economic term »3 random
disturbance #fE7c\7e28 5 4L EE LTV { mechanism OFEXBET H
ﬁmmkakmﬁﬁééo

EFARIRMBOZ S LERBCAILT, BELY #HTZL, T LE
R principle 2 JE L BEL, hEx#EVICH#HATHZENTESTH
A5, LT, ZOZLiE 2T ABRMBCRTUL, M 27 vT77
m—FHRBERMOERY i B LR e bt WS LR RBRTHD
ThHbo UFTRII LI M7 VDO VBT Lol €74 BIRFED
formulation ZE AL TAL L 5, 7

W EE FOLER ML discrete THDHE L 5o ZDE T bbiULEY
HHBETMORER oc M, 0=(Y, X, 6, @) T L THER «(0) ZED
BT ENTED, D mlw) ¥bhbiut, 74 o OELICHTHH
gedt o> a priori 7¢ degree of belief #F b T IFBHERLE 2 X 5, =T
BETAREZEE, MY X 6.8 " rhFhBE+5EMoEREME
WO XDIE (E5F2 AT LD TERG b TIRIWDY), HRECL T
Tl 5RERE, NEEE R I OLTh LORBOBEBBIRDORIROMLT D
BNCL T, FOBRARKHEND L 2 HDEMTH-T, D% ) choice
of model L\»5HHFEED activity DEREZRHLLTVDZ L TH b,

EFABRMECT AL O7 Ve 7 7 r—F11, HHHEED observa-
tion Z = X » T, a priori /¢ w ¢ degree of Belief (W) NED X 57F
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BET, ¥7- 0 BT 5 ¥ D X 57 a posteriori probability [ZB#Ih B
WERTIETHD, ZOT e AT, ADERYERTAHZLTH b
Lo b LEENKRT 7o —FX, <7 2~ 2 —0OHROHE L PRI,
T(w|2Z) B2 5Z L THbo
WE pO|0) EFN 0 BBIRLICEED, FOEFLDAT A~ &~

6 DEHOEMRBIEL Lr do ThIZAT A — 2 —DHERICB LTS ¥
7 VRHWAEZADIT A —&— 6O D a priori probability density {Z4f
b3, =FL 0 ODFT, 5 2—%2— 60 %42 1L XD observation Z
DRERBEY (Z|6, 0) TEHBIE, <A ADEHI L) 6 a posteriori
probability density p(0|Z, o) i1,

© p(O|Z w)ocp(8|w)(Z]6, w)
CXoTEDDND, i), o & O DRINHEREE,

19 (o, 6)=m(w)p(6]|w)
ThHb, Zh# a priori probability density L LT, <4 20EE»FHN
BRTHE, Z n5Ezbhict %,

4 7(w, 6|Z)cn(o, 6)-f(Z|6, »)
CXoT m(w 6]2) ¥EDHZLNTE,

(0, 81 2)=1(0| Z)p(8 Z, v)

Xn, .

1 m(w|Z)=mn(w. 8]2)/p(8|Z
BB, 2T, WORBAERIIAZH, <5 2 —% —-%i%x 0 TF
pai, ([ 2010)/Z16, 0)i8)", I [ 7w 6)- /218, 0)a8)" T
B, R0 ) UOKATER S Bic (Tr(): [ $810)/(Z]8, 0)a)
B LEERLT, O¥BEHDD L, O, 3, WXy,

7 () f (8] 0)/(Z| 6, )6
) [ $810)/(Z16. )i

9 7(w|Z)=
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o) | p(810)AZ]6, w)aB
13 5o
Thbh EFAL 0 DFTD 45 2 —&— Q@ ITf+5 <14 o7 vo st
HIHERR ) T 31T % BB OB A observation Z DT/ o XT3
weight of evidence L LT m(0) RRULORKATLLIC, o OF
TR 7(0!Z2) REDONDHZ LTI DHDTHbB. £ T,

E&H 10. (EFALBROSA DT Ve r—1)

TODETN w1 kw2 EEENT, TRERDETADART A — R —%
6., 6:;, ThOXBTAITNFNRD AT 2 —x —%E4a 0, 0, 1T5%% %,
WE o TR AERER 71(01), o T AEFHER 1(e) 52 DR,
¥, TR ERDETADAT A — X~/ HHERAS, observation Z D
T,

P60 Z, w)ocp(O:| wi) (Z| 6, wr), i=1, 2
CXoTHEzbhTW5E %,

(o | Z)mﬂ(ws)fetp(& |\ 0)f(Z|6;, 0)d6;, i=1, 2
T X o TED DN DZERER m(wi]|2Z), i=1,2

(| 2)zn(w; | Z)
Lo TubibiE, EFL o 11EF L o X LT preferable Tk %,

EVWHETFABIRORL ST Ve = A BELHZLNTES,
TORBIRLVL -V, TRFNRDODETFADAAFT A~ R =D\, FDRF A— X
—~BE LD EOMBICH B E S T L LT indifferent 252 Bh b, 2
¥ fep(9|w)f(l |8, ®)dB L, observation Z »% @ }|% indifferent |z
w X LCH -2 % weight of evidence L7c5Tkh, F7, ZhiL 45 A
— 2~ BT BN o7 YORMROBEY L LTE L OBRBHCHMS L
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g

%o

LL, TOA—AHRF 2 —x— T indifferent = 5.2 Hh b5 &
X, ZOA—ANBE b EEWC T LD preference relation %373 %
LWL BRWTHA I &x FHEIRD, EBERE O = FALBIRCH\T
X, HFHOBRCLROND LT, (T 2—%— 0 @Y L HEEHHEC
Lo TEEL, £DLETHIETHER L5 observation L D% &4,
alternative = 7L OBEXHMTHEVCOIFTEH X THONERBTH S,
ZLTARF A= —DEVRBETHEIRS L5 2 &Ik, observation 23
BEHEERSETRRAE T, ok A—D&HEOTTLELIRTWS
&3 57 biX, prediction gL RUWEELHERELX I 2EMFLI D &
BEBNDTH Do fhiFibhbhd L —E, 6 Duhisd Tl BN
degree of belief [FEF { /s DT, <7 A — 2 —ZBELEDOH B ETEHVEH
fg7c degree of belief % i, 7= 3 fld € F A 12 % LT, BiEA preferable
THHX 57c preference relation % 37257 Z &% —RIIIPFR LoD
Th5bo

FIThhbIUIRL, TRERDETFNDAT 2~ 2B ECHDF
FIEBEREL, 72— —NIORFRBCHZ 2 L xR L LT
D xF 0 preference H##E % TAH X do

CCTRHISLAERELT, ThEhD €74 O ~F A — 2 ~ZHL
D1 HEBETHHRNOEBR I LDD, LIATIDZ EIE 7(w|6)
(w6 2) xEZDLIXEERTHI,D 1o, 012) 12d &
preference & % 5 Z L ¥ URTeH LD 5D,

WE oeM, i=12,... DETRFRIERIETH AT 2 —2—6;i=1,2, ...
RERER ACEELT, Thi 6 tEbTLWLY,

@) w(ws, 6: ] Z)yoon(wr, 8. f(Z|6:, w5)

MDED BRI, ZORFARCET 2HAERL, FXTo o> THlT,
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G [ e, 601 (2181, w8
TE2bhB, 22T 011k 0 DT 2— 2 —~BHEERDLT,
I BT,
(@i, 01) =7 (w) p(O1 | 01)
THDHND, X TNTO i WL CHRBEORBFAEKD T T,
18 w(wr, 6;| Z)oom(w)p(Oi] @) f(Z| 6:, wD)
EET 5,

T, bhvbh®OE FACKT 5HRNHEDY, T2k 7(e) TREZ
nTEkb, 2hibz btz observation Z 2 4, L 3°< evidence JJHI1Z &
F W% preference @ FTEPTHLDONETHELIE, ThEfho=
7 VLTS evidence O FTHRBAHEARDHCFREY L2 BETHZ &
EREARTES e Wmz B bIE, BEDEFA o Mo F A
LT preference @ LT, ICAFIC/eB X 5 e 6: T X - THET 5B
Wbl E, (o, 8:|Z) 7" Z O P THRERERDERXED 5B L5 6, »
BEDN, AV ILBELVOIXNITHD, L IHT (o) BFTETH DM
B, =Dt p(6:| 0)f(Z]6:, @) DERTHEIITE IV LA BIC 6
> a posteriori probability density (%,

19 2(6:1Z, 0)oop(8:i|lw)f(Z|6:, ;)
TED LR BTN, cOz bk 6 & LT, 6: DEBERSAO
— F (mode) L XX\ Z E2BWRT Do £ Thhubhuk, I X517
BADBIRL—LVELTRDO L 5L DHEB 5,

T&H 1. (=T VBBROSL T Ve —12)
TODE TN @, @ BT, D observation Z NEbhto b X,
FHREFRO ETFADFTDORTA—2— 60,0, D Z &5 21LxD

a posteriori probability density
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P(61| Z, w)ocp(61]| 01) f(Z |61, w1)
p(6:| Z, wz)oc p(0:| ws) f(Z|6:, 03)
KEREhBREHL LS 6,6, #ZhZh 6,6, L +5L %,
Q0 7(wr, 68| 2)=n(ws, 6:] Z)
Tichb,
@) 7(a)p(81| 0) [(Z| 6y, ) 27(0)p(6:] 1) [(Z 6, w5)
X, EFN o L F N e WX LT preferable Tk %,

L ZATWIL, HWBAEKAR explicit LR L TEROBICEL &,

(@) p(0:| 0) F(Z| 81, @1)

@ 7(w, é—z I Z)=
the“(wt)ﬁ(ei | ) f(Z| 6, w)d6;

THbHo =D 7(wy, éi|Z) BT HON, T TOXL T Ve —
THBA, 6 i=1,2, ... ®EELTVHHUE, Q@OHBOEILLAbRD
preference [T BB A L 2 Tc\vo T TWE@QDOLHRD 6; THTABES %
LD T,

ﬂ((»i)p(é; lw) f(Z] éi, ®,)
2700 p(6:| 0) ((Z |64, 1)

BELTHRDE, ZRIV 61 i=1,2, ... DEEIATVBHULE, =+ulH
B MO EDHERLSfFiE 2 Tobo WEINEY T5(w|Z) LELTA
L350 Tiebb,

7)) p(6: | ) f(Z |6, 0D
(@) p(8:| 0 f(Z| 65, @0)

@ 7molwi|2Z)=

T2,

T(w;, éi | Z)
@ ne(wi | Z)

DEIND, Thhbb®, @BXY,

=p(U6:| 2)
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) m(ws, 0; | 2) _ };ﬂ(w‘)P(ei | o) (Z |61, wi)
ng(w; | Z) zi]ﬂ'(wz)fe 2(6; | w) [(Z|6:, 0)d6:

TH BN, |

F(Z|w)= f RCHEDYEALAYCE

i

ER L, f(Z o) ik o DFTRKTS 6: & Z L ORBHEREEREE %Y
0, COWTHESLILD, 2%0) ZOBEASAEELLTEY, chry
AT, |

o 6112y SF@)NZ]00p(8:|Z v

Tolwi | Z) ;ﬂ(wt)f(z | 03)

S(n, 2)p(6.| Z, )
- Zn‘(wi, Z)

S;?‘E(wz, Z, éi)
>, Z)

p(Z. U6
@
| =p(U6:2)
LB b ThHbBo AL, ZZT (e, Z,0) 1% o, Z,0; ORBHREE
BBTHD, (o, Z) iZhabEhhic o & Z LORARBEHEREE
BA%, f(Z2) AU Z 0RUAMREERE CH b, 7 p(Z, Lijéz) 3 Z
& U8 LOREREETHD,
Ziﬂ'(wt: Z, 6:)=p(Z, LiJGz)
X, @iN6 L ;N6 2 ixj s HIEECICHER Ch D = 1T & Do
LIATIDZ L, oiN(UB)=wiN6 ThHHT LMD
7(w:, LiJOz | Z)=1(w;, 0:|2)
DD ML,
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T(ws, LiJéL | Z)

ne(wi | Z)
ZEW®L, LT,
ﬂ@mgédZ)

=;b(l_iJéz| Z)

To(wi | Z) = N
P(lgeilZD
f%b,:mﬂmZ%iw%@w&%ktk%@«»@%#oéﬁgﬂ@ﬂl
tiJGf) EERHLL T 5, Tibb,
we(wi | Z) =m(w:| Z, U6
THbo
Fhdz, ERbhbhbhOBIRAL — L Z L5 observation 214 % b
hick %, FREFADEFACKLT 6, i=1,2,... BEEDH, ZD5HD
WTFRODRETHDH Z EITHESEZ L H convention D FC, wi NETHD
CEDOHMEREHET ALV ZLERETAHDOTH %,
LIATETAERCHIC-T, ThENRDETNALCDONWT AT A — K —
1 RCEETSEVI &, BT LLIMLETE G, Tihbbh, bhbh
@%m»<Wﬁ%%ﬂwﬂlg&)ké%#ogﬁzwﬁﬁmﬁé?éu
E, ThEHERELT, ThFPhD 5 2 — 2~/ T M F a2 7 EiR
$i:C0;, i=1,2,... LT, T Z US) BT HZ Lo TLET
NBIRHFTILO ZENTEDLTHA Do
L2, BRI X57 S L LT EDXS b DEREDBRENEND
CETHDo WEFTOBRCBOLLTELZDE, ¥7 S ik Z i1z depend
LTREINDZFERTHERETH D0 o St BNEFHIEEZE, XD
ETNDAT A=~ 60; 3 S CALBFERBERIEINTHD, Siixth
FhOET VORI HIc- THAELAL LS DIRALIDEEEZL 5T,
ZDOIRIMBBPE IR hiEebisve IHIC Si i, 25 LTULERBRE
Lic kT, MULZOEBOF T, 6 5 S CAHBERBERINFEARIC/ B
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LOCBINLRETH %o

%L D%HE, 6 DEBRERLSMPBBE DD NG TH D LIRE
THI W, FREEFEBENLETIE MV ET5E S ZiItkoT
EED 6 DEEBERHMOE—F 0 &AL BN IHEIRY & 5 00E
BMTHAHH MBI LA S DIRXXRET AL~V TH B, OiikeT
TERFoNK BEoEREL DL, FBORETRERTERLVEIT L -
Twbo M TEDORBLETAT LRI - Tbe Z5 L1 6
DBBTHHHEIR S &, TORINETAVBIRNCHEETLHZ LDV X5
CEDDZED, WEDBELERLITTH b,

WE MIZBTA52TXToEFAL, §2 TEFE LB T consistent T
HBHELr D50 THELFRERDEFADONT 6 BEW, H>> observa-
tion Z X -»T, AEEE X LT XToETF A2 TEDBNIET
e, FOELEIRALOEFACKETONELER Y © 6, X1, i=1,2, ...
BT BT RTORSDENREEN Do 25 LTHRESHE Y & Vi T
#bl, LORRA% yu, j=12, .., H TEbE 5,

L L, bhbhaWAEZE KD prediction B 52 Vi 45 Y o
observation o fit = EERMOLEFE D UBLEHbE, Vi 8D
YiSYiSY @k T 5z bh sk Sy, =LY, ¥i] #FT_RTEF 2o
THEDDZENTEDBTHDH 5o 7ok LYy, Yil X Yi OFBRH% yn, Yoz, o

Y, Y: DERSH yi, Yig, 0 yim ETHE X, gu_S_yé;u, _J_’zzéj’zé&m,
ganéynéym e HEOKHEOBHECL »THEz b5 R FoHEEYE
HLT B, 7Y, Vi, Ys LT i #2001, ThbORSOHEE,
FRERDEFACOWTEL LR 6, Xi OFT, =FAZL R o
L DD DB HTHbDo

XT Sy, Hikix R¥ LoBRKG-BAREEEL LW, $XTO
EFACH LT Sy, 525 A—HNAERC BT 2RKE OB, Tibb
Vi— Y BB L, EHIT Y=y, yi—yy b—ELREBL ST Sy, BE
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K

DHTEMRTE b,

\WE Sy, BIDXORC EDIETHE, THEZHBLT, ThEhD=
FAEDNT O &I AT 2 — & — M EORIR So, X EDBH Z LMNTE
bo ThbbeF N w %, ' ~

&Y, X;,6:)=0
LEHLTARDLE, consistent fpeF A7 BIE, Zhnb,

Y=%F(Xi, 6:))
KOAHBRER X BLIENTED, WhWAFEETHD, hi, w
CRTHNEEROEEEY K, <5 2 —2 —Off%E Li £+5%&, RUtK
2% RE ~> mapping § #5255 DTHDH, T Xi &Lt
E, RY 76 RE ~ mapping #2503 T& %, Xi Fi5FET
% > mapping % Fx, LERbL 5, THE Se, i,

Se, =8y (Sr)
Lo TREIND Z LTS,

Yi=§x,(80 THBM G, T (YD 12 8 ¥ AUEALALY, VieSy, T
BHELE, FSr) 1k 6 ELBOHARAT So

IHLRZIDISIEFHREXICL > THEDBND Se, 13 Sy, WERII T3
FEBEYETHEBRO LA FRCHIE LTV B b4, &5 LIc#EBERD
b 00 DY S, WALERER % FRIEHLLDHLDE BEIENTE
5o TibbRUEHETEIT Se, DT, FEBERYRRNCTHLDOLYE
WHIENTE D,

T, THLTEDBIEK S, ZXLNTZID T NADTFTO NEERD
prediction D¥EEE, HBVME Y O Vi kT 5 EAE L 5 B LT
i3, ETAVEBROETCEETAMCOVWTRIZE L LI LS DHETHD, 2D
BRI L T Thhbhiut, 43 2 — 2 —ZHELCRFFSERY BEE LT
5T NBIRONL -V D—DE LT, ROLIITLDOXRATHZENT
&%, Thixprediction B L C, RZEDOHEEAEELTIRRL—-LTH
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5 L5 Fek, prediction {ZB§-3 % Baysian model preference principle
EFFATLIWTHA D,

T8 2. (5L BROSXLM ST Ve =1 3)
observation Z bz bhict &, TR X > TEREFRDETADAF

A== O BEERSM O T~ F 6, i=1,2, .. LAEER Xi SRES
R, ¥, 20 60X ko THAEHE Y ni—%ie Vi=Fy,@) 1%
hZhOEFALCEWTREINS & X,

D=Y- ¥

D,=Y,— Y,
HITRTDEFARLDOWTH]ER S LD A HE,

Sy,=LY:, Yi]
@ mapping Fx, I & 5 FHE,

Se, =83 (Sr )
0, Yi g, D DitDy w—EL TS Sy, D5H 61 i Se, CALH
RERLERCTELOL L > THELLRTWAEBLIE, Zo0Rks 2T
oy, wy (TN,

Tse(w1| Z)=n(01|Z. U Se))

Tsg(w2| Z) =7(02 | Z, Lg Se,)
oL BHEZE,

Tsg(o1| Z) 27s (@2 ] Z)
DFEINB M BIE, o 13 o, IX LT preferable T3 %,

fods msy(on|Z) 11 <o L B,
“(wi>fseip(9i |w:) f(Z]|6;, 0:)dB;
S [, 208100 /(Z16,, 0038,

Tsg(®wi | Z) =
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Lleho AL, ZORBRICE T, p(6i]le), (Z]6; w) iz Thi Se,
WCEWT 6 DEGHEBTHS Z LxFIRE LTS, T, TOAL—AN
EH L > THx D BV~ A OIE—U6: %L BR DI US,,
%aofxb,g&ﬂigew@%ﬁ——:&mwﬁw&%mi:&a:nhm
EFSCIRL LAUE Se, 13 61 E—HTHLEDTHAHI2D, EFEIOK
LoTHEZDNABIRALV -V E2LRHNOFHELE LTELEELTLI VDU
ThbHo

HECX-T, bhbhuiiv/ichicd = FARRMEC ST 5 <1 07
Ve = NDEEP I FRODIT AL Lz cbd s, o Ttior— it
BELTEELRCOOMBCSN TR LE DD —PIRZEREBIRORET
HY, WVE—DRIBEEYEILBEDETARIRTH S,

§4.1. =T LOBEKEBEIRICOWT

ETFNDRRBIRE S DL, OB T observation Z, 2312 b, K
\VTES | IR T observation Z) 232 b, LATHRWC Z,, Z;, ... %@ obser-
vation 232 Btz & ¥, & 5 L7- observation ® R 7= ST RO BN
2o T, BRI HI Lo preference #481E L, X b IE L\ preference
CHESRE LT\ ZEThDo

KRG A= =D, TOBRERY H OO THAERICLY, Th
2B L\~ observation {73, & T REREEAE LA LOCHMATEL X 5EH
LOWEHEERYEDDL LIRS, 7 VOBRREROL — 1T X {AabhT
Whe S TOMBIINEFRFLET 7r —F% 2 FAEBROBSICON
ThE L, TOUBEYBHOLICTHIETHD,

R T VOEREFARBIRL— AT, 45 4 — % —DHEHOBE L F47
i, ROIOIKFEZXDHZENTEZ LS, T7sdbb, observation Z, iIZ X%
EFA o KT bbb ORBIREREL L TOHEBER,
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sy (w1 | Zo) =7 (w1 | Zo, U Se,)
% Observation Z; % % - ROBRRETO FHMERE LT, & O BRETO
(o) R Iz,
W st (00| Zo, Z1)

~(n| Z0, S"eﬁfsg, 561 Zo, 0)f(Z | Zo. 6;, )8
i

S'n(w: | Zo, v S%.) J o P(6:| Zy, 0:)f(Z1| Zy, 8, 0:)dB;

X T Z DS T Zi ke te b XD o DEEMERY S L, preference
RO ENHZETHD,

T S"ei i3 RO Ff X1 X » T observation Zy ©FTE ¥ 5 HIKT
BY, S, - TLbhis Zt OFC, p(6:]Z, 0)(Zi] Z), 61, 1) %k
KiCT5 6l Ll oT, AROFHEICL > TED LI AERTH Do Eie
E5F TRV EEN Zo b Zi NEVCERILTH B b, f(Zi|Z, 6,
0)=f(Zi|8), o) ThBo -

LIATWE Zo b Zi NABCEL bRt ToE, bhbhoeT
ERIT, '

w0 [ o, PO 00f(Z:, 21|61, 038
Zilﬂ(w’) J‘S@,.Pcei | i) f(Zy, Zi | 8;, ©:)d6;

Lo TREINDTHHA 50 T Se, ik, p(6:lw:)f(Zy, Z:|6:, @1) %
BRCTS 6 10k o THICRREFREC L > CREINBERTH Do

WE Zy HBIBRETEL TARDE, TTOR Z 3B LA T BbiTih
B, bbb - TwwbE 2 AD observation B LT EBLh% BRE
X, ELWETARFEORATLHEIRRTLE—THY, i, O
BELL, LihoT Zy, Zi 3R—&BOTTLh b3t EL b
hBIBE, Z 2 ¥ ARBCEEBAL, EENCRED O TIIAL, L
e T, bhbhN T4 K AT5E—0 HRHERLHH R L, obser-

@) Tsglwi| Zy, Z1) =
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vation Zy & Z1 DA b i bhHBEC X » THEERYFHET 5 ML,
Z DX 5 eFHfiss consistent THDH/-HITIL, LM FELLI DT &H
PRIHZRNETHH Do EBE, #FA—F—~CWHTH M U7 VYOHERT
X, 0 R A ZRIHER & @ N 5 RRHERRIL —B T B 2D
X 5 /¢ consistency % = Z -C|¥ recursive consistency LR SZ 21T Lk 5,
FZ TR, E7VEBRCBET O hbhbhO R4 U7 Ve L =i 20nT,
= @ recursive consistency 2MEFMNBME I MEBKL TAL 9o

\F Cilm f P61 | @0f(Z0|6:, 0:)d6: £ 15< &,

2(6: | Zy, ) =Ci»p(8:| 01) f(Z, | 61, i)
ThHHMLD, Thx WA TSHE,
ﬂSé,(wi | Zy, Z1)

(wi|Zy, LtJ SL szsg p(0:l0)f(Z6:, w)f(Z:|Z,, 8:, w;)dB;
i

= Zi]ﬂ(wl | Z, LtJ S%i) . Cifs:; p(O:|w:)f(Z,|6;, 0:)(Z1] 2, 8:, 0:)d6;

"o | 20, YSy)-Ci [ o p(6il @020, 2116, w0ab:
i

S| 20, US)-Ci [ 281 00f(20, 21161, 038,

g 6 p: )
(@) f 3 2(8:100)/(Zo | 61, 0B,

(i | Z, USY,) =
i zz:n(wi) fsgi;b(es 1 o) f(Zy |6, 0:)dO;

HRAL, H12 T [ o pO100f(Z0|61 0)d8, 5t i 1= KA LI
1
EBTHDHZ LTEHE LT THE,

w0 [ o P800 (2, 2116, 0230,
i

@@ ms1(wi|Zy, Z),USe,) =
0 Eiwm(w;,)fsé‘p(et\wi)f(zo, Z, ]9;, wi)dei



S ERESIC $51F B a priori information [ToWT (FE)I]) 0 — 47 —
=C;fsoe P(ei | a)t)f(Zo 191, a)i)dei
i.

T, ZHIE Zy BB TDAS 2 —2— 0 OEEBRAH/FCTH T,
R A= 5~ O 5 Sev TeHBURICABHEREFRD LT B,
NG5 A — & —DHETEY L Tk recursive consistency, 3/,
N8 20, 002 20,81, )0 (81| 00 [(Zo, Zi |61, )
TN TOD 0 DT DL TNDI D, max (6| Zy, wi)f(Z\| Zs, 6,

) max (8| w) [(Zy, Z,|6;, w) %ﬂ—@ Gz wEx2, ¥, Zhh

8;

HEDBND Sy, Se, 1L E o2 A—DFREY 52 %0 Tiebb Sh,=Se,
Thho COZLEHBELTNDLBEXBRND L, MENELIKDLDHO
RO T I BT,
B W= wam e =Wy

NIRTD DT DIUDZ ETHDH I Edbhde

EZATHEBLICX 5 wi X' F ) o 2T observation Z, %
Bt b EDAT A~ 5~ 6 ORBERHHT 6 28 Sh, KABRRIC I
5 T\Who LENRS>T@RKRIEZDEND Z &I, TANTOEF LTI
T, COMENB L L5 L THBN, —MIE T 5o LT
oo L LA L LT S,=60: Lo Tnd 2, Thbb, b
NohoO_L o7 VERLVL—-AV1IDOTFTIE, WHETLL wi=wi=...=w;
=....=1 Lig 5T\ %Mh b, recursive consistency 2ELH 720 Tinb b,

EE 1. QLo TERIND M U7 YORKEIRN recursive consis-
tency L, DD BEL 2T EHE, TRXTODETALIEDWT

JS%PCGHZO, 0)dO; BEFEL Lo T WD ZETHbDo
:

F. 2T 0 THTHEEHERY (0| 2Z2) TRHEiTE 1 27 VERL
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— 1 O FTOEKRER L recursive consistency % 3,0,

nEbhb,
L = AHTZ @ recursive comnsistency (¥, Z; ¥ BB TOFEFHERE L
T max p(6:1Z, 00) f(Zi|2Zo, B1, ) MDEDDND Sy, HHEETNVICD
:

WTHEE LT, Tfsg'((!)t|zo>=7f(wi(zo, USQ,.) PHWAZ LT LTL BRich
o\ TeE R BIE, Zhil,

80 w;= szsx (0| ) f(Zy| 61, ©:)dO;= fsl p(8:| Z,, w:)dO;
8; 8

EBTE, TOBFOFERERLYEIHTHRELRBD wi & w; TEMLIc
ﬁﬁ@%@ﬂﬁb,:hﬁf&{®ffwKObf%L<ﬁé&V5%ﬁm
Bz bbb Thb, Tibb,

EE 2. Se ¥ 7 A —2—TBTLBEMBETOHRERSML » T
TE D HBRIRZEIRN — )L H5, recursive consistency % 3§, D7 dDBHEHDO+4
KB, FRTDEFADAT £ — F —DF OB OEHECORBHERS A
(FOBBETOEFNERLM) TR\ T, T 2—%— 0, NZOFRTAD
BERD, TRTOETFTARLDOCTELWEWS Z LM, BREBEROW AR S
BRECEVCTLRY > TWBZETH b,

D—RIZE D 2D TH Bo

TP x, A7 A~ 2 —ERZRHFEERERE L Tfilsbhd (4 27 v
DT VEBIRNLV—VTIY, —#IZ, recursive consistency éiﬁﬁé;}mf,
LTch o TERBCIBREBERL - VIIBBATE Ve L LEZBIZDOZ L
MNHERL, BREIRNZONS 7 Ve =2 DFTHINL O EITE 2
£\ o _

GEWeH BT 5L, HiETIX ?ﬂ(wi)ISincei | @) f(Zo, Z,]6:, o)
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de; i 5% m(wi)e fse p (O |w)f(Zo, Z,|0;, ©:)dO; ¢ share |2 X -
; ,

T o DEBEXR Y ML IO RLT, BETIE, “hic w th
weight 24f L CEHli L Wm0 BB 7T THD. £LTIZO wi i,

fS%tPCGtVZO, w)dO: THY, TN o THTD Zy ¥z -BETOEREL

RO Hlc» T, <5 42— K~ 6 THTHHERENHO BT/
WEY?, TOFEDOE&HE L L TFIHIRICIDITRDORAOFITADAAT
KD Thbo, EZL A ETA 0 1T 2Z,iIc L b prejudice effect
LA 5, Zhoat prejudice THD EDH DL, HOBSLE 1 BAOHBICHE
R WL, 2, Zy BERCEZ bR TL, Z2o0RHAOHETHO
BB RN G2 bhTuie bR, bhbho BHRE X AEOXTTH
D, bhbhNIThZFhoEeT AL TL2L 2 A0HML, WHIXAK
WOFEF A w(wi) & Zo, Zy FHR IR E- 2 b b observation O Zz F4
Wb T ERAF D TH- T, ZDIDHITit recursive consistency
FURELN TR ER BT, w Tk - TMETARIMEFIHIRS
BRORANSRTEF oK HAB LAV BTH S,

LoL, b L 2.2, 2, .- FD observation DER DRI G- 2 bl &
&, IhbxRABCHE L bhicb s LT/ 5 preference 53, asymptotic
CHERBIRD LI BT 2 A preference & Fl—D DI b7 bIiE, £
LTI BT H Lic preference DR D L BNLDTHLIcHIE, &
CRERDOFZBRETADIAA T % prejudice effect |[TMH LTI Z &iTis
A5e ThbbEKREIRIXZ D recursive inconsistency 12 4 2hvis BT EE
HATEDBITTH D,

AT HEEE L ¥ 2 2 ¢ asymptotic property aHEAd 2 T TR\ AY,
G A= Z—DEESFOCTUL, ThAPKRBC—EDLHHITINK L T
LRI ND D, — BT E TP HFHO T T, = asymptotic
property REBDTIX/cLvETFHRL TV 5,
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§ 4.2. REEBEBIANRILBEDOXA DTV e L —1

BEBENDHIBEOTFABIRCOVT, —BEOHL LT Ve
~ARET I L3ALThRVESCBbhb. LarL, TOoDORKRADOHT
ELVCEFANIMECHS EZ27T, ELWETFAISHL FTL—DT
BHN, ZOZOOREOMITHEE AT A —2 =L LTV 5 & 5 AR
DT TOBRL — AL CONTIIE, FROBROEREL LTRDOL d hEx
Tk THZEDRHENDTHH D0

¥ observation Z 11 Z=(Y, X) L\ 5WELTVHLDELx 5o &
0 By R D observation % Z°=(Y', X?), # 1 B D observation % Z'=(Y!,
XD 7%, 2OBBbLhbIUL, HOBETERFRDETADART A~
F— 60 ZETHLLIE, FIHRCHTH 72 -2~ 6] LD,
46:=6,—6) T EEEEL L L THEE Lis s o,

ZOWERIL, BE, Z° L Z' D DHIEON D B HELIHE R D=2, Z)
CXoT, 427 Ve A—ADFTI,

p(d46: |D, 0)ocp(46; | w:) (D) 46;, w)
DT Tl bDTHHA5, Z 2T p(d8;|w) 1T BEBL 46: & 335
EFN oy DT TORJHERBEYEREDLL, (D49, o) (T 0, D 2L
ETHLE, 48 O RETHD. DR TEES 46 O HEERSM
p(46: 1D, o) DE—F# 48 L L1 50, Thbb,

(46, D, o) =max p(46:|D. o)
ThHbo

R, bhbhOBROMGE LD ET AN §2. THRN/HEWRT consis-
tent THHETHE, Xo HFHELE LT, 8 OFCD Y & 60446, OTF
TO Y LEEUHCL > TEDDZENTED, ShEFRER Y, V1 &
EhF D, =T 6 (18 0B AT observation Z, 1T X » TE» bii
25— R DEEEESADE~ FThbo FoT 4Y,=Y'—¥! I b,
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Y= ¥Vi+ 4y,
OB, THIEINAEKY © 8 0Fch Y ofE~7 AR5
observation OEED A X VEFEIEE LMD, 40 oD AT A —F—+ ¥7
FERIETA Y7 & Y 0 observation bz foZ LTI B W E AR
ik, g5 A —2— 0, IOoWTDOAH#EY, random disturbance 4
HE, MOWRSMAT A —Z—~INETHDEELDZ LRI EhDD
X, TH5LTEBRE YL X' FOMAAE,
Z!=(¥Y, x%
Y, =5 0 OFC, H1EACELTERLINIE 0B E To obser-
vation } Zic3 2 ENTEXBTHH 5,
FITEIBACENT, BEATA—2— 00446, 0T, Z!=(Z,
Z) Bz bhib0E LT, £ FAMC,
w(w: | Z}, U (61+46.)
YEHE L, HhbhOBIRA —AZBERATHIE L Vo
COBEDOBIRIPF IR TRIA -2 —BEHED 1 RE¥ThZThDET
MW TRBE LTRSS 3D, ZORYHOCEY o, ERY
RETHHE~OHIRL, FIoBRER TOD observation Z°=(Y’, X*) 2388
BE5 2 b, observation BTFIERTER I N 2HA~DIBRLIBL T
BH5Bo

§ 5. FTERFEFWCLAIEILOMRR & BFSITIC
B A2EBHEROER

HEEFEFIC k1T S inference 2%, FIED & FAC YL &P THbRD
DLE, THAREERCRRT 5 —Y)o evidence |3, D& FANHEET
BHBHEVHORROTCHMEND LD L5 ERT, conditional T %,
= ® k 571c conditional ¢ evidence 7%, BFFMAKRITH L5 DL,
RO DcmBIZEL &L,
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Thbb, BRANRBERTENVBEETHLNE > MEFE LT, 20K
FERRODLIFESXEHTHHERELT, thx =54 L LTHIRTS &
&, WEZOHERBO T TLRNCHE LI RIELLRVWALHBECKH LT, &
DHEPEIL LT 57 biE, KM LT oER I/ TER X 57k
observation % % 7o+ 5% &, Z @ observation |XZ O4EICK L THER
ThbHEELON, ZOREHHFOERBO T TL PRI LisT e d
WL OTHABLLE, Z o observational 7¢ negation |IHBH KT 5
negation rEx 5 LMW TEHTHHA D0

CZ OFMEL Neyman-Pearson o izt EH—4FICRHRER  —% 20
RLLDTHHH, TR EICHEEEFRORATHH, Haavelmo 73
&= F % ideal I EREFHBEL LT DL, TOX KRBT -THOZE
RoleDThHbo £ LTEEY, ZORBHEBIEE LN LWIESER LD
EEZ2 Do

WEDLEBCLTE K biE, EFAMEITHEED T A — X —REA
TWBMND, ETED T 2 — & —%MD observation iz Hh AR /¢
HREKELTH X5, #Hxi3 observation P EZER & A EBFIZ O
THEz b, AEEBIBEEER L THE, SBETBRCH L TKADL
DHOBRTHEER O AR fit XL L X eb X 5RAR, PlzX
BN _REROBRLERIC I > THEL, ZOHENRT A —2—DTT,
RO TENRNZ DNAERN ZHDTNTHDH L 5 7¢ observation 3% -
TWBETEHREDE, BALELIS LTHEIR A5 2 —2— 1 E
MOBBRTHEZALEWLLEFELILLDTHDETHRLIE, Thi
FOEFANPELL L, LEN>TEDEFAZENHERLEL ol
ZLERET S evidence AT IEMNTEDLTHS Do HEEST 2 — 4
~DEBREFETAEREICTH E, Zhid observation L LT » &
L fit DX RF 2 ~2—DOTFT, TokhD NEREED observational /g
variation BWIHEFEIZKE VWL WOIHC > TEHLRATHEA 51, §3. T
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mUlcE T ABRROERAY justify 32 2 21T/ b,

R TEETRZE, COXRmBIERe T LRV T, B
negation O &2 FWAY 72 BHRA L 2L W52 &THDH, b L KD obser-
vation 73z HR AR MC/IE < fevfe HiE, o X 5 7c negation A3
TELVDILHAATH AL, Yo observation 23z LR HHERL, LD
EFNEHENRT A~ 2 —DFTCHRICRELLEL, I DOLDEF AL
BN EDEFAKEL L o ADBROEMUAYETE Lo it/ bl
DTHbo

I BICE KM &, observation NEFGHLEERTHHEHEELE 2 L
HOMNTHED, DL 5B HIC » TH4D observation p3z HiHHE
RDBHEZ H I LT —RITEBRT, LD observation N DEFAD |
TR LrEH IR IR, 2 oBRCBOL TR EEZELS S
Lo HBAILFIRCA DD E S L5 T & THE S hicFhidie big
W23, O UG- observation (24, £ TN T 85 £ — 2 — OHEE AT 7
5&, ZOHEENRTF A —F2—DFTiE, ik observation 73 Z DFFIFIZA
HTEW, COFREBERDIDIFEAENRLS LT LES>DTHAD, L
7o T, FRIZL MM BT, 20 observation | & - TE=F 48 L OV
WD negation HAJRE/L H LD A IDITIL, TDETABIOHEBHELW
e, #ERZ 2 — 2 —DFTOREHTBEAN DL D INHHNERKD
FEER{E > H D observation ¢ deviation 23 5875 O BRA % - 2 AHRIL
EhOTHTHH LS EPBEECEML ST bR TuilF s Bisv,
ZDZ it Wb A random disturbance ¢ variation [ZoWT, bbb
RWPREELE S LT 5HMCL LTV TURNLDHLBEDORERLD, HAH\
EBECHEE L information 7g ) 2352 bh TniclFulle bigwh o &%
BWT 5, Lonl, SO —RICHFTHZ LI EAENITETH %
EEBIEZ T\ %o

WEAZ A —2—DHREFETHHRCOVTL, 25 L-HHIELE
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FICIIE b bislyy ZOHE, BRI A7 2 — 2 — 8 B> T, b
LDREXRT MR DL LD HMEBNRAYEL Lo TR UIe b
WAL, 25 LEBEELLNA LD ETFADFCH O AAT, B EHEHE
DERPIEEFCL - C, BRWCFELIRVWHEE A7 2 -2 —-%RDBHC
ELTELND, MEBIELIXVHEE ST £ — 2 —D T ToOMEHBERCHT
%4 observation ¢ fit ORPEICIRETHDOTH D,

random disturbance » iz, A3 stochastic k(3% 2 Hiv/su vy, R
WL HEEROB XY FELEDTELZ TS E I A, T 0O variation
HREVEVS Z LI LA, EF AN * B2 CHBET 5L O
o TR E WS ZEHEBEBRTANLANTL VDA —F LTI DEWRTI
B, TOETAILHOBERLOVPELL I EVS L LTEI S —HF %
FHREC KT 5 BERBRADE S # R FPRAFERCHK > Tfrls- T 5 L
WO AS =2 A LERLTHEENBERDOEIRA, 20 A broBRNE
Hich, BMBCETOERIMBECE L WEOMOBFHET X » TEREOR S
FRABFEIC X » T strictly CIREIN DR HbERTREI N TS Z &M
BB INIBEOMEOMD deviation A REWVLE WS Z &1k, BFFEMN
5 Lic deviation # {, - LT HBEREBE L6 LBTWHE W5 Z
E——C D YOHEFBRIEL LTV LI—BERETHI LT
X7 Bicve L L, bivbiupt random disturbance (24 T EEER O
AL HLPEDOLDOEEDH LT, THIZ X » THREK fit DXL EF0
OB O AT ENTERE, LHLbAALITHILINEHE LLg
LT IBERCHT 5 —20%R L), BROREY LTI LI
B1EH5, L, L OHBA NIRRT TE/ov, o, RHIZT
EeL LT, RUOBBEBHBATTCHATE Ieh - ciBrafiL Lic
K&Eié@f@of,ﬁ@o%%wkbﬂﬁkbﬁiﬁLTVkﬁﬁxﬁ
SRAADPFLELEVWEWD Z LI BDTILIT

L7chin T, BRI REE Bbhh 2E O negative 7¢5EiET 6 Y,
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EEOHEREF OO MFHRECHEO LTEL TARD L —BIEE 0T
H5o

Th@ 2 FEHL, FEERFIEFERCH LT, LOEEZE-ORM
S HOLMCT DI LW REN /L evidence 52 54,0+ LTTik/ L,
REMEY X BICED T L TodDFEM % % © conditional evidence ik
HBLTEZDLDLE LTEHETRNETH D EEL T 5%,

%fw%ﬁmﬁwé&497v-7fn~?m,:@I5K$H&ﬁ@ﬂz
FHL T ECO—20F i 252530 EE2 X5, bhibhi=
FAEXN L TRETE LD, TDOETFANENRISEWRTIE LWV E 5
Tix7el, £DxF s evidence [ B L THD € 7 AWK L C preferable
THEMEIMEVLHIZETHH, I bbb iigo evidence LIt D 1,
AL AD a priorl information {4 > TWWADONHEETHHM D, =5 L
a priori information 2§ &V THSL bhic ThEh QBRI h = 7
7t DX T B degree of belief 2% evidence IS LT i fs
E3h, bhbhORBBEORE VDEERE T, LDXoETAN L&D
preferable L 2 L AN E WS EHRELI BDRELETHDTH Do

ZOZEiFER, ERAFINDVGEFRFETIE THIR ] »ERKN ks
IR hRuEIe big &5 Marx [4] DfFHEZEEIE S, Tcbb, bhb
WRABIROWER LT DL ADEFARLORFRAE BT, 50
LD LREEFEEDOTSCRICES, 20l KENLLOL LTHRL,
MEERT 0LV OEBNIMREDRENCL > Tl b I d
BODIELHLAATH LY, SHLESGHOREE LICHERRFLOFELZ L -
TLTh, FFENRALEOHBNIELL, LOBBIET I THH0%
SEOCORMLSRETHZ LI TERVDTH- T, FHILLIL Y BB
BREFEEZEBORBRENCE L bRICHEC L > TORREI R AL /w
DTHbo

PEORBREFEED, R I B0 5 observation 2 X » T L EDORH
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BEBIET A e RITHL e bIE, TOHGRmIF 7 ~E{br 5, &
% 7= observation {Z X - T a priori /effOMfEY # 2 TBEL, L o#E
PEBRYEBRLET CCLREEROESIEAB IR, TOEEELSH
DONDDTH D HERBFENRE TS evidence (3, ThHEHMAEZ S L
observation ©» —2t L TOEK % BFEHERM- T LTHLTVIEDTH -
T, BEFE LV EIREEOFTCERE O VL, S LEERENLERC
HEATHLICDDEM LD TH bo

§4. TRLICEFABRONL 7 Ve b— ik, SBEREFVETTS
evidence iz k - TIRFEZZEORE L systematic ILBIET 5 —2oD HR L5
2BbDTHbo ThiEHL ECARELRITEDO—D2>THAHITEBER . T L
TZDOHED implication 23+45 &R LY T WBETE, Thii—
DORFILLLEFE > T, L LT, FERFFCL > TRHEZINS
evidence (3, & W T BHAY EH T 5 LTH8IZ, bhbhd EET
AERBRCRRCE LIc7T 7 r—FThHoH EEZBIEL D,
RALTVeT7Tur—FonT UL UTHERBIhAH AT, SEiiERy
WANMZ LT consistent [ZED S HnE NI T LETH DB, LY §4. KRS
LEWFERY, L FMBHFEED degree of belief, FicbHEHMERLE L
TEZDBR TV ERIEDWT, BIEHENLONZEBEXHR LD TIX
IRy & S FREEMT IR B D b AR o
EHIIHEZEORHEICOWTIE, EFABREGOBEOURIAHE - T,
COBEHTULEDLIRVER Y EREFINBRVEFRFCH - UL, B
DRIEM L FEEL, BRIEH Xh% evidence Mgz feed back 45 7
ntx%ﬁUT%amﬁﬁénéwﬁﬁof,:@fwtx@m,mﬁﬁ®
FENHEEYEBN evidence I X o TWHICEIETH2EVD T L T XD
MEOKOLKEDTH-T, TOHE OBMIXERN T KRBT HEHERY
explicit W R{EZRHT L ZED, ELV, T LT LAREBN T 7 n—
FLEEOINEIDTHSo
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17, COXBHEOHE LR LhOWEEDL, HOOBEOEITE
ﬁﬁf&\’—ﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘i‘é LD E LT, HoF iz consistent [ZIIRTE B Eh, BAFEIC
BRLTUBEVDISHICEZLD I LRFBENTHS S LrL, AEE
IKEERNLHOAFBNCHEBR TN v cBFEETH L b,
WANTTHEIS & £ 2 B\ Oh 0 alternative FeHRIIC HONCF s bl
B ETNMCDONT, ffo> degree of belief % consistent 258 5 = & N T
EIVEREBRIZ LI\ U LAHCOEMCERM & B A5 Lic
WEBERNCE 2 DMIRETH AL HIE, FXCLOLDORRE LT, o
degree of belief DA% HHALT 2H Z I ONEITHHEBLIVDTH
Do ' '

HERFFC L L0MERIEAC L TRBREFE LobhbhoEEREBL
IR T BHETE 5T A — 5 —h B2 B LD Do REEEEHD LHH
Bk, observation OIF L XNELOLWLOREETHIE, bhbh D
i, Lo TEhZTotBE ko TWARFEFBIEBEI LRI bW
BT ThHDo KHEOBE, WRELZO LS REMNLEREBEBANC
BARTHEREEZ D, ThTbhibhdr OTL%?@E%—?’— ZOFEE
MZDLHSTMELXH LTI LHFECELDOTIR LW EdIC L &
TLLDTHBHD, TRhTOTHEHT— 20D I 5 RENAZD X 5 7c#
¥ 57z evidence L, 7o b Licmt Wi ik, BT LLBHBMMIERD
LR BRVDTHD, ThiTd b bd, ZL{DOWEENDL SIS
BELCBEARL, Iioxhdt justify Shaol, EE0E25L5T
L, bhbhiCd > TERNERTHHBECLORFEROIE L JTHT
Lo degree of belief (3 {, observation 7%= ¢ degree of belief
HED D L LT, 7ok @ observation (4, L F U 7-FHHRHEROZR
o degree of belief %, FOB#HmABEET HH5H alternative 7o H T %)
T 5 H B degree of belief % F[H > T\ 20 beDTHS,

L L, FRAMNERENDEE - T, FOEMT & - TRF|/g observation
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(& observation ZD L DN E > TV HDLEEFHILE 2 % L THE, Lhud
B EBFENRBE L EbhRiTs T\, EB, 25 L BHBRCKTS
observation 7 ¥% {RHIh 5L MABIHODOER ¥ BV hdd, £
LT FLVERAOES VTR LL, chhbd BV TWw LA
Do ZDIXBN TTe—FREHEEIL LTS DT HEH, EhEZFo
evidence DEFHIZL > TV EFTO HRLIh T BRYBEETH L
SRMICE LS e WS T &%, TeA b formal RFHpEXREL L, ¥
ST HEBDOBRBILPLERDZIEFTTITHTHS 5w

O LB FRIN DA M AT Scoicd, 20X 5 i
B % explicit | formulate |, & FABIROERF 7/ rule 2 SHAGIZE D
5 LIXBERTHH 0
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