R

N VT ORERmE
METRIHERR I D\ T

wOl &

R@mo k5w, EAMEEROFEH #7c 7 Neyman-Pearson i X OF
ZDER L E 2 bhsd Wald 7o L DR REBIH (statistical decision
function) DOHEHL, TOERLY L THRMRCE T, DO TEEHE
ERiR LB, Tibb, HRCRE—C OBRTI—RICHER L REO—
BLEXONEZ—RERIND LALADOEE LWHER, A—0HRT
DR D RET D %, F—HRroTH—&H Tl S RERET S
CEEBLT, FHANCERINDIDLEELDRTVADTHB, ZDL
5 I EE, F—REH» LERNEMEBE Sh T, A—EEOHEI RE.
SRT CHEBRED L 5 BBACIL, &< BUlbDTHEMN, —20
BOBENEL, WRCOWTDOL DEALARCERET DD H itk
BEL 70 b BEMUMER (scientific inference) %, MK INDRE AL
—[EROTHD, TOREDETZ X » THREH (decision maker) A7~
MTOWBEBIBELLTLEIECERR « FYy, VDS OBARERE
Wik, BN EYITH D, Blzi¥ Neyman-Pearson B isit5 [~
f@tE unbiasedness | 7p PRESCHER/OBRIDOEKEEL 725 % DEHEIL,
FTOHEMNLBREY R Z LD, ThE, SO X5 IRBRTORERHE
ROBL, 25 LEFAERE IR /N Bico BERBMRCIL- 72,
L7:#t T Neyman-Pearson B & i ABMCREREAY» LT 2HERAE
BEXERINZDOTH D, HAtHHEREBFNOHERO MBI LELS R A

* ARt ERRE A 28Ep e s (1A 7 BRIBERFRFE) TO#H
EYME-BELICLIDTH %o
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"Fisher 0, RIUVBRLRFBCLOZIFELHML W51 07 VER
1,25 LEERD ERZDLDTH D& & TR 1 o7 VEROEBNG
DTOREDTELERVESTHEE L TOBRLBMERELE L TRV,

§ 1. _Av7voERELR

DELRBRRA ST VEMFA « M o7 VERIRDALD L, FOR
REOWTDELT, T ELEHFANERCER LU TCOHNHROE LT, &
DET, DT LL BT\ F# Fisher iz X X, Bayes H B ORI
REOWTOE LT, ThrBEBRNCED bh 28B4/, 4B Bayes OE
BLLTALKLZHBEROAACHEETEINDLNWSZETH>T, ZORMN
DTHIEEBRBRCEMLROTHRBESMALHANERE LTHEAT IR
RA LT NL, BLAHF T 5 v 7 v (Laplacian) &7, X D¥gENCiX, H
RO T Ve 7T —F OB E 2 Savage DA X » T, +3A
7 v (Savagian) L -CHFEEDONRHEYITH 52 LA .
v%ﬁ%%ﬂ?ét@::fm,&%m<SW%e%%ofﬁﬂmkﬁ§%
ETEBRORI 7 vERBESTHL0E LT, RO=DDOERFAIZZ
TFBZERLES, @ADL 7 L, UTOFRRD S, & & CHERE
ROKH REHRA O B33 (normative 7. experimental 72k vz
L) REDRTEHEVDEREZ L - TWABD, RFCEWTIh LORAIYR
FTAATHEBLTCVBLEESTINAD,

() EBER—ER HBEO FEE (degree of belief) #RFT LD &
Ex, TOXSIHERIREERD, ERETR L TH5L00E4DORE
3 LT EBIC 0T BRI D BEE 4 explicit 10 & M3 2 Lic X -
TEDLIhSEL, Whs EFHMER (subjective probability) B 51 %

MEARFER (personal probability) 23, TREEHOFEL LT, RESLH
MOEBCHASRD,
@) PRHAER— DL > HHRFRO bz - T, FRERTOA
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BEEFTEIC BT 5 RERESRR (optimal decision rule) i3, JRFHA DK
KAt (maximization of expected utility) fa‘éz, B, ZOHE, B
% Neumann-Morgenstern OBWRTE 2 AZ LIZE S5 FTL o

(8) LEERE-—#EHHEGR (statistical inference) (%, SEBRT — #2»
HELALERY, 1 XOEHEI L - T, RABKCOWTOHEFGHMT
AL, CThEABBROHCERT 2L THELELD. COBE, ERT
~ 2 Ot T8 (likelihood) ] DTL bz bh, ERT — 2 OHEBIL
FTRTEhTREIhB EEZ, REXFLTE, B—0F5 M bik
HCHBO HERT e HBOERESHRE»ND L\ 5 BRT, LEK
38 (likelihood principle) 2HAIND = L1l b,

§2. A7 vEROBKME

M U7 VR IALORMNY, THEEERTORENTEIZHET 5 —ED
RS DEREOCEBT 5, <1 U7 YOFEO—Di, HEHMRECHR
DFRTH, THEEHETOABMAIC L - Tiko ¥ b L EES 5 B
A5 BTl S ETh Do ENEDBREN ZE 4 RT TEER S
Rk, R (evalution) 2 BB ETHHMETH Y, L bHERED LS v 1
BAERIC Lo TEENT, RELLELZEDSBE W5 L5 RbDTH
$ FEFMOMAC L - TRESED 5 BARRERHER TS B0 Licdio
CTChDRPRCHAREL, ¥t ofR Tt L T—RB e X
MBESMeLom) LICEHEFREAED TR T ENBETH Do

A o7 VORBARIL, ThOEBERLHHAOBMKBE LR ED
TBHEF AR A TE D B WM & RE OB Y 7o TREF (preference) O HE—EM:
-{coherénce % 7-|} consistency) HED DL O L &, —RITLD FEBEK
BRELTEATBo COABARNTFRERT DABUFH L <1 07
VINEICEZBLIADLDODL - L LERNLHAER LT BbF#
b, TORABNCDL 5L DE LT L 5 SARBNTH S, ¥1-8
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EERIELI BLDERoTHBENR LT, TOERLEDOHB I LBE
~NDBEATNERIEE D M 7 VEROWBIEADELBERR TS Lo
ABGEROBILEL, FAEE->TL1 U7 vOFE—DORAMETH 50
LasL, <4 97 VERIESWT b & b controversial 7cfi%, %o
| BEHHERIC O\ TR B o —ouk, RARBIC OV TOFMAHE D L >
CEDDNIEVIETHY, E—oi, REREORYE TS, Th-
DILFFIC, REBEREXINHBRTOMANERYMBECT 2L &, T
Kbhbsz bhicF —2nbERREF DI ENELENEVD F— 25K
BERCOMANMEREZE LD L&, RELHFFRENRD EHEIZOMEL
TR 7 vVEROFEZOBRKMEL LTLE O BITve BL, BE
ﬁﬁm4497vﬁﬁ®%@fmk<,:@EEO%%ﬁu&4v7vib
3 ¥s LA Fisher, Barnard 751 X o THELA LB UL T WBE AT
BH5HDT, HARHERCET 1 o7 VEROMER L LTL, I Tl
Lo ELHEMAMOEDH % & D B, £ h &BIE LT, Fisher DL
fER (fiducial probability) & ~X4 27 vOFEEKSA E ODBERC SR &.
B5, (BEFRHEORYHIZOWTUL, #lx X Birnbaum [2] #R X, )

§ 3. REHKRCETIREDRERE

FBERREOM Sy ABILT 5 RA, Savage (21] i Xhud, 192650+
Ramsey [18] X UE Y, £ D, ZhEiFEAXHMIUCETINR de
Finetti [4), Koopman [13] ##%T19504£0 Good [10), 195440 Savage:
(19] B> T LD T, EBRERIHAFLOBEC K TLEY DT bR,
BLE>TcLEh T 5, ZERAHEEETORENITEI 2 ABILL, &
I DEEBN L FEBERE X OYHH % EEcHE /oD ix, Savage DIh:
ThHhbdo M7 vORBEGEROEMIL, Savage [19] X » T, —ILTK.
INICEE > T

LA L Savage OABGRIL, Thr TERET OFBIORENHAME L.
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TL0ERELTLLEGN, BHCEBTEDIHWTRLTVS EIXE
B, FLFHEEROFARIEBRIN T30, TOEROFHMFMLEME
BTl =1 U7 VICk » CEBRRERIL, explicit 17, »D ¥ 7= BRI
BEEL LT, EBCHFMINSB5LDTHB LN, FO7 v —F2HE
CETLTHLBR, E5LTLLETHD. TBBERL, ThidbdrHE
X L TRENICIIREZE O LTI TWB LD TH A LV HR DI
TEBNROTH» T, ThiFlET 5 EBBCHEOKRE LN IERGT
X, BHET, BLE IO bOTHRFRER LT, BEDREED
TEBHER] L LU, ouwhied DI - TH3ER, —HN 3G
BRELLLTEVIERT, FENLLOTRFIRELLR V. Lichio
TABGRL, < ORMBRIILE CABIT, Bhi, BFRNLT =«
AL LTETSHABTREINTOBZENEE Lo 0% D EENLE
SRTEBHENFHRNCEET 2L 0O 2R TOLAAELT, L0
B2ZDX57bd & LT explicit CELL S ABERTHD ZepEH
F Luvo "

AT VORBHERCOWTOREDESD—DIL, T5 LIEKRTOD
“simplification” DO FEAE L TC\A L5 EPbI B, Anscombe-Aumann
(1], Pratt-Raiffa-Schlaifer (17JiX, W d 2O H A B TIHBE LT
LEEDERTH %o Tabb, HHEIFCHEERIED bh b reference
lottery & @ EIFBI{R (preference relation) # @ LT, FH MR % explicit
AT AL VWO FTEHEEHLILIL LT, COEFECELDDTH S0

RIC~14 27 VERIMEE LTV A TEEETORBRNTBOREH? L 5
WO LD THENEPRTHEREDID, & Tk Pratt-Raiffa-Schlaifer
DABERYBWHCEN L THZERLL Y,

e @Q}ﬂﬁg%@ﬁ; b E HE 5N Z reference lottery X canonical lottery
EFENRBLDTH B, Tiabb, X={x:0<s1}, Y={y:0<y<1} L D
BERZEE XxY O LOFEEO—>ORMLJcX»T, (ny) el (% y) ]
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WTHOBE/IT L F L prize #5255 5 g Z o0 lottery I, Ir %%
DBHEE, REZEXTOBEHEN] OERI YV KRAZBECRY, b & b T
S UTCBEF (prefer) T3 HET 50 CORERWEShD XxY ET
FED b lottery 73 canonical lottery Th B, B 5 ¥ T 7g <, prize
NELVWEZLTRE X > TOLABFITHOHAEEOXK L J FOERIL,
LISt s2HERRKLBRTE, £0oBHE, XXY EOFRCHLT
B—BARRSMARIET 5 = Lt/ b Pratt-Raiffa-Schlaifer (3% il
ot @Eﬁfg canonical chance D4 TIEA TV 5,
2T, BHEOIDIREC L>Th b Ihs AN S EEDOER
(consequence) ¢ =%t LC, % canonical chance n(c) # 4 » CHEIEF
Lw{g% c* %, 1—n(c) /7‘;;23 canonical chance THRIE ¥ L L LWL FEHR
- ¢cx #5-% % canonical lottery %‘)‘(:j:p‘p;g—g, REEZD ¢ & Z D canonical
lottery > OZFBIFIZ B\ T &£ (indifferent) ThH s I HiE, c O HEA
n(c) LFHET %, S DX 5 InEENLBIFBAMRER Y SLIce b &, ox DFF
EHRRETDHON, HHOHMEEDLABETH b, |
A, £E0BEEOHES (real world event) E, =% LT, E, NiEh
X ¥, 57T cx 3757 lottery L, H 2 canonical chance
P(E) %32 XxY EORHE Yo W ANE & AbiFhiY ox 525
canonical lottery 3 %% 2%, REENTFED BIFICE\CTEZENTH 5 o
51X, Es @oWTOXBHRY P(E,) LFHMT 5, Tihbb, 2Dk
WEN ILBIFBIRE R D ILIcRB % cx OFERL - T, TEEROFFM
HEDDLABLETEDOTH b0
L OABGRTE, TRNTOERL, —~BCHEOERLTRTEDRS
ZERELTALFEREMEL BT ER LI XXY LOEREFR EXXXxY D
LTER Sh5 lottery » LTHMR Sh, Uit - T —§0 RIFBY iz
lottery DRIOBIFEIR L LTHkbh 5.t LTABNABOYB— B+ 5
FTHABLE UL, = OBIFBIRICO\ T transitivity & substitutability
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THRERTIOCHB, Tibd
{ﬁmﬂﬁﬁ@)hﬁbﬂv?bSb@hS@'
(substitutability) V= {Is}, "={"} L35+ %, TR_TD jOPVT Vs
o~y DL ERD

y~1
“Thbo BL k< ix Thx i IO BEFIR] EFAR, b~lX L &
Gy L REERCHB | L Ak, h<h X, LA hCHLTEoE Dk
EFShBC L wRbTESL LUV bR, 4

LEDABY Y, PrARREOARLHRT S L, PRIV —HBHT
BHTE, BERES A T-IP(E)n(CO RBALTH L0 THS
CERTFEEND, AL, BEOES E WEIE, REBCIER o2 bk
BINHBLDET Do

2oL, B 5 HEEHE- ok ¥F L lottery 2% prize L LTHEZD
h, Ebib s XRBROMER S5 conditional lottery %25k, %
DT RTOFERCOWT, #HOFHMIE F o0& X » TEE IR
WA, FREROERNEEST b T\ 5 SRR OMKFML, B & &k
LT BEUOEHROM A E HNEZENTEIN, 22T F R AFWH#K
HERLBT D LI X T, 20X 5 RERAFYHE L Ba0REkE
AN E kR T 5 K0 EHRC L » TINE S hic Rt X 0
HBRIT B ETHBCLBREND o ZAB U7 VORRURL S
EBTHIEESE TRV,

FLTRBIE, o0&l 2 MEBALRAET 5 REN, B /£ 5 EERA
M AFIRERBREY. D, ERC ORI EE IR BOBRBCE 7L
X, ZOBRMTORMIARKIGESHE L7 5T R_EL equivalent Tk 3%
ZEFERLT, TORBARIEETAOTH S, |

ABKR IO TO EHDE—DD HEL “extension” DIl LWEL
ZENTEL S, ERCHREENA TS EHMRT, HFLL—HNk
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BIEE LTEDI DL ORI DL B OV EEERL—FRNLHEEL 3
BORHERNEERLC L HOTH- T, ARLIEIDHDEL b bDL
LTHEOREEZEO LA N T D0 ARV O TH b, §H, KIor
A 7 VORBEGRICOWTDOE L HiL, Fhk normative 7ol LR
THLEEH DN D, ERNCHHE XN A-HEOZHMERL, BIERCD D
BrboTWbEWVE ik, “ML7 VOERRTL - TLTLL BN
T ETiRiew 2y, EBBERI—BNCED bRt 2 D [WPD ] FHO
TC, e o1 07 vIiORERACHE RS EL LI 5L TH
X, Thux Savage I X - TRINKCABEROKFELYERT S 2 Licic
bo ZDHAEFLLDE LT, C.A B. Smith [22) 11, FBEBERLHA.
BERETREAL >HLBCHEINBEATL, HH—RNLHERNE
X AHBEMHOBRILATETH D, ThRBARERANTHS - Lom
Lo

4. EUWHHOBR

— B HEN BRI BT =20 MEEK, bbb REER, HEtHHE
A, BIOKBRHENIXZZNETHDEVIBLHNEGH, EHeid
DDOHBo

Cox [3] ik, MR %2, A ORI BEME) D FE Sl THE EtE
(measured uncertainty) %3 - T7¢ & hic SR BER oW T o §adb.
(statement) LEHRL, [7— ZEREMOKFEDOWEHONTLESI WS T
EEBIEBEYbhbhCEL B2 V5B 2 502 HEROMETH.
5L TWbo FiIEn 7T — 20, MEL T5RBEROHEOMEIOVTH.
BLTO5E8Y, WrRLTOEHL, ThxBERC - TOWRD
BB ST B2 L 5 ORAROHEAIHER TH b, Birnbaum [2] 43, =
% Neyman-Pearson {0, ARREHER L H/L X BN E KEECKRE -

EXTER TOMTIHER L XBIT 57®», FRc informative inference:
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L BSIT B, Fisher (21X (S) % B X,) MN—iBicHE (estimation)
TS L&Y, BRI L5 ABRTOMENHERYE VBT T
BDTHHo ‘ :

Thied U TIREERL, &5 LICHERIC X » TO IR HMETHER
ACESNTE BNETE (action) BIFT 2B/ TH Y, Cox (3] it XA,
‘BRo o RERES S Bk (oss) OFHEi2 HATOFHR (prior information)
AL, TOREBRCECCULECADLDTH Do f

KREEIL, 7—-2%E05 XRFHRTOIOETH LW MELRS H
AT, ERICE L Thhubhaikssah T 2R « BFEMERNET%
"EBR, TOEBRIRETETHAS L AHOEROBLEBCH T HERL
CLLEMECRAL, YR, FHOBHELEBCHAT L L LEBS A
AL B, |

T, ZOL 5 CREERCERIEOER & KA S H 5 ER COHEE
HEREVCIAENLNA OT VERERDTARD L, Thix, T-20ER
HREL OB TE B (RERE) , BEMCET 540, BEE 55
THRIAE OB BT A CH L2 HELH (HHROAR =1 XDE
B) OWThINBHLEIRCRE Do

&L ATHENHER, CoOxX DES XL 5T —2DLNLRANE LB Y
AT ERERNETALORETIE, X5 R ST AEE
BEE, BHOMCKE LB bR IIER bR FE TN
5IBELMY L DT X O REWAHL, EOLICEDBRENLD
N, M 7 voENERY, 31T Cox 0FERTD, XXROHE
"m%%tBLbbtmmm,ﬁﬂﬁmmﬁof<ao%bfcgmgﬁ@%
ThTWRLTiE, <1 v7 voB#:, Fisher 2NMFAT 5 MRLHH#ER ]
R HEHULYTRT A ENTERVTHS 5,

Savage [20]) %, HHRIHIZLFHE D personal /ey DT, AT LIRS T
AT XWnWE L, #EROEEMIL [precise measurement principle | 12 X »
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TREINDEEZ T\ 5,
WE RS ADOER
gCO [ %) ocf(x] 6 n(h)
TRT -
- S| D=0(—0)
Y, BHISMOWERR 2(0) 2% 0=x (AL » IEEOBEMET
FiG&T5) OEFET, ¢(x—0) BT/ b (smooth) THIE
g8 | x)=ke d(2—0) ¢ a(x) o ¢ (x.—6)
&tbw%@ﬁﬁmﬁwmmiﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁbﬁb%@&&KLTI<.L
P ETNTLECHAT 2EERROE LY & 5 &\ > 5 DA precise measur--
ement principle T% %, Lkﬁnl) ¢p(x—0) BT x & O XHHRcEAR
20D, FEEHEETE 0 OBRSMIER » OSMEA & 2L FA—
D TE2 bR BELITTH b, L7743 T precise measurement principle
3, BR OS5 BO AT A~ F—Th5bE ¥, RN Fisher
D#JSA (fiducial distribution) L H—DbDLi%o AL, EHSHL
BREOSMFOINOEELH CHILN DL LTERIRHOEHL,
Preciée measurement principle I, f%ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ‘i%%klﬁ bhicBEEDE.
g T—ROMCH LV S REDOT T, MUNCH ) LoBFERTIcE &
¥5o HRAMCOVWTLELKR TS HDT, & Tk precise measur--
ement principle DZAfE% HHICHIRLTHZ 5o
RROBRME x OLETHEIEE (prior density) a(0) 7 ¢(x—0) iz
\ﬁbfﬁﬂﬁﬁ-ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁbﬁébfvbcaﬁ,:@;Mmmm@#—
e B A VI RISTHREGTH D, ZDEHBIL, REXOBITILEELE
@ﬁﬂ%hfv%&%iflbo%bfh@Dﬁhaeﬁ%f¢Owﬂ)m~
WL, B EGEE L TWTZOLEERFHIRRVWBEL V5D, bh.
HbhD 02> TOHEMNNLHERES, REOBERRL KBCHRE-> T 5%
CERBHRLTWBDEN DL, o principle DFREHLFEI NS L 25
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¢ sample size KT HHLEDFREY #UATIE A SIE-BATH
BLEXDRBDCHDo DL SBELHLELH TEBPLLDOTHS
7, BRECIL LAREERELLOLEE S NETHS 50 X LTIVE
Big o LM%, o principle 1%, % 23KE (IEBDLTHAH S5 PREEDS
B, BLALHCERMC LB, Fh f(x]|0) & ¢(v—0) Tt
HBHRCRELTHBDR, (x| 0) 2L D2 20OHBTERLBROTEAM X
DHRC L - TREODHHEBRT 2 LNTEBHRFT LREET
BB7, ©ORSEE T O principle 25H S 15 RRMEY , LED 5 A —
ZF—RBTAHLODRIBET AT END, EHLDODTHWVKETHS0 b
HLAAZDREILBEMTE DN, L ETHRMTE 1D\ Tk, Fisher
DRQS T A TR & L THRRT 5BAIc o\ T 5 BRI & KB
R A—OMEYET A LRES D |

25 L7z Savage OF Z JIK /LT, Jeffreys (12}, Lindley [16],
Hartigan (11] Hi%, B~ 5 eBEBRCOARROHRMEIC 1513 5 <
1 RDEBOBERC Bz Tk, FHHME LT, Mo ORBENRMCE
VT 8o TDbhbh O (ignorance) % %bT BRA A% L5
CLNBETHDEEL T Do |
W T, o RN, EE G OB E (principle of
insufficient reason) (23T, ¢ OFETEEE O & iz > T—
KRG AL L > T, BAYRLTHAUSMETHIETH S,

IDX5T7 7 r—Fix § OFETNRERGEMERREOHE, normalize
ENBCHERSHOBAYRLEELET Do 2D LHEAIX—RCZTHBEBEGN
FOREE L (1 2 bR T LA, 0<f<o DL ¥, EROER « cHLT
1%%&)@:@i%kmmm&eéhtbﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%bf%ﬁmﬁﬁ
(finite) THHDOIH L, P(0>a) XZFHCEBRE H1b, Z20%E
DBRNCHIc->T, BEOIL Y RELGEYRIRT L0 53EBN -1
DB, EBRECEEL G MllisbiE, 0<a Z:L\51%EQL o Lk
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HOWDID ekl oTh, ZOAL—ADTTIR 0>a L3 BB LT
HWEREHIND Z L BB THD, Jetfreys iz, TDHEE L frzonT
bhbhBe{E\/MTHs E\H Z & b inconsistent THB L LTw5,
Jeffreys 13 %72, DX 5 n—RBAM L EAEELTHRNSMET B &
DRFERBLE LT, KDX 5L HL T 5,
0<A<oo DL X, o ThhbhNel EMTHHE WD Z &L,
O DREBEOREMNCTOVTLEBAMTHD ZEEBRL TS, Lo
T, 0 OHFHAL O ORFHA L, HEEHOBHOVEL LIXE U—k
SR LTuiRFRER DV Ladie, 012 2L TO—RBSH
B(#,<0<8,4+df)ocdl
LRINBOEKL, 0 DAL
P(Ar<0"<<(f,4+d0)")ocdl®cfl,*~2dl
Lieh, HBEL O DECHARCL>TEY, FHEL—F L\,
5 LA —Bx T 5w Jeffreys 13, 0 0O—-BFBRCELH5E
DOARBERFTEIND X 5 RBFFHIFMLEATS 2 L 2RBT 5,
PUIZ2DHMERK F, FF w2\ T

7= [ 106G+ aP=F)
T RTCO non-singular 7eBBH LT AETHAHZ L EBL, Frf}
B Ou(i=bom) BB, F SR +d0, (imlem) 252D L L,
ThZ2hOBERRY f F TRbL, f186i G=1-m) 2O THHT
THD L THIE, ORI 40, (i=1-m) DT

J=;§: fiy 46,46,
AL

1 of of
_ .o,
=iy 7 90 a0,

Lhhe &m6,$m%ﬁ®%§¥ﬁabfﬂﬁm%%aé a%&
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Do WE O, (G=L.m) & 0y (i=l-m) TEHWTZLE, ] OAREH
b 0T oWT '

J= % Z; Frad6ed07,
REnrh, T

3 _ 06 86
f/m—%:%—f” ot 00/,
.mac.
6 060
L7l = sl - | g | | 25
LFEhE, —F, Z2EESOBRLAARLD
d71dﬁz---dﬁm=H _ggj_k e d¥, e Ao e o A/
| .
=
| fos | 226, dOm= || iz || 226/, o -« dO/m
P D oM STH Do
Jeffreys 12 = D HET
f= ‘/;{aexp{—%:l} , —ooluLoo, O<g<<®
.;@%%

V) o BRI, 2 CRHTHEMIMHE LTE—ROFREHREE
X |

@ u BT BT, o T AEFAML, FORRELS dojo i,
WTHLORLBNEDL, ¥ logr BLT—RAMLRAT &<
&

@ u o RFEEFADHAIL, FHMOMOBREML dudo/o” Bl
THLOREDBNEZL
HHE T 5,
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Lindley 13, #E2i—o0D & &, Jeffreys © Z DFED, Fisher DFHE
£ 16) oFHR 1O chi+2 X 5 HHNoHr EHBILTHS
T EwAR LT,

B Jeffreys iz U5 & Bbhd o 5 LT EM 4 i LT
o i BIRT SR O\ T, R fgﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁo 7o D %% Hartigan ¢ -
5 LTRRREL A0 BAEOHHERC S TAEEESL T TEE
Wrmzo0obb2 L bZERLT, TOFMFLEHNL TR LR LI Y,

B Jeffreys i Licio €, FHFIH ik L OFHHMIC|2 normalize X
NIWERSAYEEL, M AOER

g(l | W)ocf(x | 6) « (6
ERNT, oL TOEAEYELT X 5 AHEMBE () nEDbhD L
THIE, Fhiibhbh OERRaE (prior knowledge) 28 X iz o\ T D"
HEBREO—MOBEBMCELVWERELT, M ADARLE»> T DHE-
B e R T EEEEY RO ETHBLEL ST L bHRET 5,
LT flx]| 60 ok (family) Fizit L TED b 5 HRHES, 6§ O—
BEEBICH L TAELRBLIOICEDLIETHDTH Do

T e ThLThof MK Fic gr(0 | 2 2B 2EEOBETHS.
EEZ, ¥l hZThFRD F2 he(0) R ER5 & & BT ge(0 | )=
fx | he(8) Te BBBARIC & »C g R ED BBIMCThHD L E 2 Do Ete fx |
) 13 RRODBLEMH/EAR SOBER»BI VO R OB LRI ER 2 OE:
ROCONTEDOBR, THETNTD 25, 02 LT, 0 T 54,
BIAHREL 2L DET D 22T WO, 800 | ©) HLhERFEDHT-
BERBE L TED OIS V OSFBER L OBRBE L T oMetVERLE
XIBE, BENDZEPEE LOAREERE LTKRD X 57 b DEEEGT
BIENTED, |
] . S-labelling invariance : ——

FF, f¥F¥ [z T



<A T vOREERR EFETRRT OV @) — 51 —

f¥(Cex | 0) « (dax/dx)=f(x | 0) |
BINRTD %S, 0 WHONTRIILDEE, TR LZhOEWR 212% LC
gr¥(0 | 2x)oogr(0 | x) |
7t HI1¥, gix S-labelling invariant Th %5, Z I 7ik »—ax TS % S¥IC
1% 106 S 5BRTRER BH-T, S¥ 1L R OBRRSERETH, Th
BEBIN-ERER XF¥=TX OBEME Tr 73, BEHE X=r N0 L
TLODLFAROBMEY Lo LR RETHLDTH S,

| . 2-labelling invariance :

feF, f¥eF¥® 7z T
fEG | TH=f(x | 0)
BT RTD xS, el ITDOWTR DD E X
gr¥(T0 | %) » (dT0/db) oogr(B | %)
7o HIE, g1 Q-labelling invariant tH2, 22T T¥ 2 % 2% 1 1 X I
WG SR BEOARELER T, O 1L R OB SER LT 5. ZHIL0-T0
RAEHC L » TR—D LD LBD b2 200K F F* ic/iii 2% -
BAMLER, COXIRERICI->TH—DLOLBDLRBEENS T &
TRETHLDOTH S,
J . Q-restriction invariance : ——
F i3 0eQ 2k} 5 f(x]0) OF, F¥ i 0e2% wisiT s f(x]0) D (B
L, %3 Q OFRSER) THHETHEE, ThLhD F FX LT
gr¥(0 | N)oogr(l | %), 0¥ /
DI D Lo T7n B, gt £-restriction ‘invarian_t ThbhHo il &% O
0% x L > TRATHZEIT, ¥ SN0 0 DR X - THEBIND LD
TRV E WS T L ERT 5,
" V. Sufficiency : —— |
XeSint, SoS* D I IBHR TIL - TEBOhS TX 2 0 OFAHE
BrieTnhER
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gr¥(0 | Tx)ooge(h | %)
- T2 51X, g 11 sufficiency invariant ThH 3z, BERTAHAEZAITHEMNTHA
50
Y . Direct product invariance : )

X YRXhZhEERK Li(x ]| 0), f(y | 6) b oMU ERER LT
Do XDLE Z=(X,Y) 3 fn y| 0, $)=F(x | 0) « fily | 8) 725 HEBERY
Fx b on, F & (x| 0), 02, DR, F: % f.(y| ), ¢e2. D L L,
F=F,xF; % fx y| 0, 8), 02, $2: DRETHE &

gr(0.0 | 7, y)oogr, (0 | %) « gr(d | )

1o BHIY, gﬁ,: direct product invariant TH %,

Wl. Repeated product invariance : —

FXGhrensom | 0)=T1fCra | 0)
T, Fit f(x|0), 0eQ Ok, F¥ X f¥(x,--, | 0), 02 DR ETHEX

gr¥(0 | xpe xm) o0 f(2z, 0 2m | 6) o gr (0 | %)
7 BIX, gl repetition invariant T %, I~V o invariance T/ gr(f
| R)oof(x | 0) e h(0) L\ D> HH gX LD ZERBERL TRV, ZO
Tepetition invariance (¥, $2 AK LT g X% 2O TED bhviuL
bW EERERTEILDOTHD, Lich- T D invariance (X4 ¥
7 VOMETHERIC & > THRERNLLBERTH %o
UEDTRERITHIFRSACERIND LDOTHY, HRHIBRE
I & SWTREI ORESFXRTH Ciibh s & 5 IefEt ROV
T—RECEXOHZEEI LWHETHD, <1 27 YOMEEIHRIC L - T
AEN/Z &k, COERSHAEBHEEANDEDORD LS ZLTH
h, BROMEZNADOREERXWMET 508 5 X BRHHMOE 2\ b
AR L2 TRESTLBDTH Do L bbhbiui 2 OHHHMC O T
3 0 O—BREBRIZHTITEELZERL TS50 THS. 2% D bhbhdd
ZZCTEICHMBR L hiliebiov ok, B EOTEE» 1 -BHRS
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Ak <4 XOREE Licito Tl bL, hothig 0 O—BERCH L
TRETHD L O RERFFERDD L TH Do
FFEME 2 Db O, relatively invarjant prior density t» 5
BETHb. Tiebb
flex | 20) (dzxfdx)=f(x | 6), x:S, GeQ
WET AW A B —BER 2 LT
he(20) (dz7/d9)=chr(0), 02
NEINDBE X, he(8) % relatively invariant prior density t\v5, =
DX 57 he(0) DEETHEE, ChEGLTED RS gr(l | ¥) (X,
L, I, D0BTEREWRETHZLNBHEE L Do
LA THER, —BOSHRFIEHL, 0k hTEEYHET S
BRAEET S LROT, Fth M BELLE LT, FEASNSE
H—BRNCEEDL ZLRBSC RV END 2 ETH Do
FCCHEKE, FHAHMSLRCHIELTED Sh 35K F s b
CHGHREMZS & & bic, FEMATEIAS Q0 LoBELB T o
ER LT, TERFHNEEL—BNCED L 5L T 5,
¥ fx]0) (0e2 T, 2% R OBBSEELTS) ik
(6" /06™)log f(x | 6), 7<2
BT RTD xS, 0e2 TR LTHFREL, FLAROKOBEEZ L O2LDE
L, &Iy (0/00) log W(2) 75 (8/00) log f(x]| 0) &, (082/06) log
fx| ) COREKETHZLEERL, bD 0, OEEHT
f(Ix | TO) (dTxjdx)=f(x | O)
W(TO) (dT6/db) =ch(B)
NFEIND X 5 HHEE, /b b locally invariant prior density v
BEAIND, | ,
Lo, c0k 3RS EAEELRET S FNHEET O, ch
FRHT LA BRI HFTE L OT, KE I B, noo o T
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(/86 log f(x | 6) Tg BV (87/307)log f(x | 6) DWES A, 0(n™H)
ChbD—REBIVCZKROERCEED EHFIALT
(0/00)log n(0) = —E(f1f2) [E(f2) |
FHWRET 5 —FN e () #E X, = asymptotically locally invariant
-prior density (A L I prior density) LIEA Tu %, {HL,
fi=0C0/00)10g fx | )1 g_ g
fe=[(0°/00%)10g fx | D)1 g _4
T, E(f)=0 3%,

RWTZhi 2 R OBRSTERDSBEWIRR L, 0=0, T (0/00;)log
flx| 0), i=1k (8/660s) (8/30;)log f(x| ), i=1-k; j=1-k HHRD
—KRBIOCTROBEE LD

E[(0/00)log f(x | 6)1=0, =1k
EL(0/00)log f(x | 6) « (0/00)l0g f(x | )]
+E[(0°/60:06;)i0g f(x | 6)1=0,
i=l’...,k K ]'=[,...’k
HWMETHEE

0 0o 0 0
50, L8 h(ﬂ)=—;§:E(W—§£ log fe 50, lOé.’f) * 81y

X oT, 0=0, wii+% A LI prior density #EHL T\ 5%, {HL,
&y i BRI
- EL(8/06) (8/00)ieg f(x | 6)]
F b OTFOHTHND i, j BRTH Do
A L I prior density |}, BEaRo Jeffreys ¢ invariant prior density
ETE Y, Jeffreys o density (%
flex | 20) (dex/dx)=f(x| 6), xes, Oc2

Je DA TTRES: S—S, 882 © 1% 1T 2 1o LT
w0 (d=/d0)=h(6)
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HIT O L, ALI prior density ¥

h(20) (d8/d0) = ch(6)
ERETLDTHD, i, Jeffreys OHEFFEE S J(0), A LI prior density
& HO) L32L%

J(@)*« HO)E, AL a+B=1
4%, D [ ~NOARER L TN THET2ERS M L bTHHNIME
B ELEHIN T3,

Lﬁxl\/, BT () 28 x| 0) OFRCHIGELTED R TWBH D
EDREFRELT, KDOX 5781 7 YOMFERITE - T, i) BEHH
LBRLIBFEE LI b, |

Fiebb, A—BK 0 CBT RV, ¥3 2 BEEIH, KT
Y BBBEIRE W IBE, N1 O 7 vOKERI#R

80| % y)oef(y| 0) 80|
‘&b5%f&§h5@ﬁtfizf%0,:@Iémﬁbv%ﬁﬁmﬁﬁh
B LI T, ThHUROBRE TR bR T 1B ERO ML B LB/ o
ETBHIERE ST, HEREBREELTCOLAFHE525E 0500, ~
A7 Ve 77 v ~FOFT I NEFEO—DOTLHDH, DX 5KFOHE
L, BRIOMC LEROTREFHSMAEHCEBA, » y N LThE—D
IEC UTzdso Tniols &, consistent 7B A 47 b XMLDTH B,

Bl 20X, 3 » BOWYERTT, FRTCBWTHRI CEETHH
B, rEABBLEELI Y. KT, COBREILIC ¥ AHEET B ET
AAELRVEL, TOBE » BAORFIEMIND ZLiTliotcd LE 5,
FER» D AT vt BOBYRTE T, v+7 BOBERLBHE LD
TH-T, ZOBEFHEREIbhbhCE 2 2ES, IBFXYEELT, ¥
Y EORERYBRETHETY HORTEBRYEL, RWTnHORTEFT
> T, rEIDERYBRELLLVIBEL, BOhCBEERYIFLT5
ﬁfﬂb, L FA—THbo. REXV-THOFBEC L c 077 (1-)r+m -+ -
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ThoTH—T, ThANL 07 vORFHHEROERENTLHS & & 5
DEERBETH D,
Lnaie f(r|n6) i35 ALI prior density (3 1/« (1—-6) &7

D, g0 rm)oclr—1. (1—O"-7-* -, g(0 | nyw, oo f(n | #,.0) « g(8 | rn):
ik g0 | )o@ o (1IN T R BB DKL, f( |
#,0) © A LI prior density (3 1/(1—0) THBHZ Lmb, g0 | ¥w)oct
c (1=t v, g(0 | maw oo f(r | m) e g(8 ] ) i g(0 | mr.
W)+ o (1—=0)™ "7~ BB Hh, BEER, Tihbb LERR—
ThHHO, BESHIBREFHRCL>TR-TLHDTH S, A UMEIL
Jeffreys o prior density »{f 5 BRI IE S, T LEREC AR
T, Ltiﬁ T4 o7 VDA — AL inconsistent TH5H,

§ 5. f\“/f 97V@$%FE$H‘E?§U@$

Fisher O#ERIMERFEE (fiducial probability density) (%, 8 OFEHHEE
B x DHHBIK Fx | 0) 710 OWAPBBTH DL ¥

(0 | D= —Fx| )
Floii—Ric
¢c0|x>[ F(xl(bl

THE2BhBD, ThERLTHERGME LTOREY—RICHET 51D
Ch B, FRERASN—BICED DhB bDTHBENEDINTIE, &0
BB AIFOR Lo 19614, Fraser JEARTOOMK (7], (8] T, #E
B (fiducial distribution) % —$7t HE S e LT MRTS C L%
HEINB—2DLKHELYHENT L,

W FTEDFHEE » DEARZEHE SO LOBBRBC N L TCAETHHE S
D—FOHAE LY, OB 0 ¥ g S h AERO—EE LTHR-T,
x=0g Tichb g=0""'x L XL LEE ¢ (REHEE pivotal quantityy
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L 3) BAEETABAT, BRI —RNLRERA ML LTRRTE,
£ DRERRHIIEARE Haar JE du(e) wBIL T p(@du(e) THz bh,
LD EE x DFERFESL p(0~'Ddp(x), ¥ic 0 OBEBERMIEARE Haar
WE @(0) X » T, A Haar JE L OBBHA D, p(0-'2)4(0)dv(6)
Lich xR Lo BL, 4(0) 1% modulaf function ¢, du(x)=4(6)
ORI | |

& = AT Savage ¢ precise measurement principle s 58 5 5 B
oA, Fisher O HERISME —FTHC LxBRCHEF L, 17 v
DEESME HR HHE OFOBELBRICOWTO NS Ao BENL, |
Lindley [15], Sprott [23], [24), Fraser (9] &z X » TR TE T\
%o |

MMEymgmﬁggpw)&L,M@=JKH0MPWM0&§bL,
F(x|0) 2\ 0 ORABKTH D & X ORRHF L BBROM L O—For Tt

-—7§;F(x[ 0)==7§;P(xl 0)(0)/0()

2, u=R(D)= [0(in <=p(0)= [ 200 £ 352 %, F HEROB
BGicroT

F=G(u—1)=G(R(x)—P(6))
tZEbIhhdlebionZ EREH L1,
Lindley 13X iz FRAZOEBEFRL TRV EE, » Ofiic, E OB
A DERSHEE vy 2BLBE, —HOMIELLBE LI D HEABE L ~
1 ADEBC BT HHEMPEL LTERSTERD DL, —RITTEADOR
FrAhmzifcl FBEA—FEINET S L %R Lice Lindley (2 Wk HER
ATDRME i Lichy, ZO/REDOWTL, 20k 5 U CHUS xS
BTHDIREY T, » 1 LOWRSHE ¥y 1 LORRSHE R, T—20F
—Y VI7OMBTHERESTRETHB L\ 5 Fisher (6] ORHIHY ,
7 Sprott i3, HOWEHL
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1) BEXoF#Hr2FsSZ s

@ TEXTECHELOTRTCOEBEDOFTCAETHAHI L
DZDDEKHEFIRTL Big\ & LT, Lindley o) 7 CHNIERY ~
A7 Ve 7T —~FTHEETHILIE, TOFHE@ELR T LD, H&
YIclow S #EA Lo

Fraser (IR LI CHERIMER 2 & b2 /o b &, Thix FRioMmc—
BOfi b ol TN 27 YOBRESTHOWM 2 & 5 L % 3H (8] TR
LTEY, o0k TEASE % v “oOFAHE RN 4« ORA N
bz bhic: &, M7 VOHHHERT, T7cbb Lindley obh
THETEAI L ERLT W5, B (9] T, Lindley, Sprott iz X » T
%U&htﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁ:@i5k%%%ﬁﬁﬁbfcmﬂﬂwtK%%ﬁ%
YHELRKBBEE LT, 20X 5 HRSEXSLI N BB HERERCH
HEOBEXYMZ DI LTI TIRRINDZ EHTR Lo

Fisher, Sprott DR/ L h b bT, HRBERL M 27 VIRILERT
EhE Wi o ki, vy LoOMIL, BEOHERBICHALNEHFIhIE
o conditional structure ZMETHZLHHFILVE WIS LT Bh
B, HAMRLBAEOREPES L LTHERTHETIE, R —o0#HE
LTHEESTHS S0 KAKE, HRSHEITFMSMET D1 7 VD
BWEDRT—BE LN D EROBEWTIL, ~1 o7 vIROEEIL, BEHEC
—BET7e\» weight of evidence # 5. % A Z 2z /s % L\~ 5 Sprott oigi§
bBY, 25 LEBEEARLTOLOXAET HERCOWTL, BeHEtn
HROERKBLVWIOIBENDTHEILRIYD A BRAM2 bR DLEND
535,

WThiz LT, #ERISHE N1 27 vo HEtH R & 0 BifRic o\ T
13, ERIERFFTPERREE KL TWHX5Bbh %,
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§ 6. ~1v7vEROER

BB, M U7 vRRIAREERS X OWENHEREVWOIRT A TOD
TEERC TN ZR IO LERY, E50WIBREZLDLDTHAMNY
FEICERLTHO L Lty |

REBERHE LTONL o7 VERL, FTH&HARREORE=1
B, THEEETOAENTHOREL LTARCRATEDL I > 7t—
HOATEN BN B EBRERAEMNC LT, BECERST B 2 LR
Lcdy, ZhiRX - THlzE, BREZ - VBB CELWRRY — 40
WFEToHED L » 7 Mini-max FEH L DX, XHEENTELX
D ERERED LI o ICREERADOHENEAED bR b Z Litleo o
L% %54 Neyman-Pearson o352, Mini-max R, FHEHD
LB LEREREABHECL ST 2T ThH 22, FERERCERES
T b S AR AREOTEIERIEEPRE OB IR ZE X v iz
EMCEENLZUELY Lo LEbR, 1 U7 VORERZSBEFELE
HEOFBRTLOBRISHREITETED LR IO L FEIR D,

FF LT~ 2088 5h 5 UACEHZIh TWERS Y, FLWE
BOMEL T AOEBRYRBEBRATH LRI T, BROBERECT LD
Mo TREXBREEL T FHEIHREIh, —BEOREREHRH &
SRELOVEREINDEL, M U7 VOREERBOEBRO—D L LT
TAHIENTEL D, FloThE W, FILWT—2E2MLDI L Iw
T LR BB L E R LA ORENAA L R BT B 2 L1tk - T, bh
HROMENS ENLTHE SR EFMET 2 L3 TE, AR LTEKR
Ae S i BRI A% 7 — 2 0 FIFLET L Bk e © BT S 2 b T B
B, WhPAEROMEYFHMT 5L TELLE NS 2L L OEBOF
HThbo bHAAZD L IR IhREAEIL, FLV-BE#bx &
Y7o THY, BEOREBEOM i te—> D ME—F—BRZEM Lo
REBB—DOBERRILLI LD TH D0 D, BEOREBBRC KV TE
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UL OERBOBHUXRIET B L0 TiXiW2, PLEbxhik, &
DBEENERYERT D0 —2D0F b i b Bbh b,
HETHERIC ST 531 o7 YOREBRIL, =5 LEREERCT KT 5Th-
TR B L, XA controversial ThHLH, T OHBHTORL T VORE.
NS |

1) AERBYXEFTHHFLOE#MES 2 s

@ EAEERBTHIRRLSAOUENBRER S L OEBREROAE b

BHIhoohBH &

(3) HERBROEHRSINAL o7 VORRTR L OBGEYE U THMT.

Thoob5bo L |

RENTELI 5B bh b,

LinL, REREE~1 U7 vAKET R, BREAS~S T v
DHERTEADOEHEDRETH A LTHHOEN L, TOHRTAROZLYE.
PR INILWERERTH Do & & ATHRIEROZLMITHR, TS
MDE 2 FOMBC Dl Bhl}Thornb, M7 VOERE LTK.
BB 503 LAQDETHD, B, BCRTEL IS I
Jeffreys, Lindley, Hartigan i X » C, A% R T 5 MRS MO HEE.
AL D BN EATE TV AHIT KN, ZOMBIXSHE ILNERATHIRI
RichlF Tkt W5 X h XL LA, BENBERTOR/AEZRIAT H—
BRRERSMIRAB LBV LV IO BEREHEVO2H DN LRXLH5DT
Bbo LIEHUBEROERL M 7 VYOl s ORKREZEL T, LOKE
BRBEFENEENBAIN A FRCH> T, ¥bbEBO T CTHERE
—BLIBRCEINDE VI L IFEHIBRETHA D, 2D
U7 VORRI, HENEROER LRI T HDOTEME LTRIL- T
BB TH Bo m |
Lol AEENERHFNCI2LEOLOTH S Z L LEE IR
biew L, HRBERC L 2HRE M 27 VORR L OB LB < KN
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“TER o R RHERIRERIC X % #EER)S B Sho5 BB BiUE, 4B
¥, BROBEM iy, BHHMOmEL LCBEZED HRE SERE
WELZENTEDL LW Z ARV SEbh B, ZhIT
HLTAA C7 vOHRYGRL, FOABRELRIEET HTAEEETOAE
HFTBORBEE AR T LR, ThIEREVCEI R B VWS 2RI T
EMEEIN D, 2 F D IREEM & METHIHERIL, <1 27 YRBWTIL, &
HERTORABENTEHOER L5, L —BNAER COREERRBOER
DHREZH—INTBEDTH D, 2D I LITERBERD Lo DI, TWVAA
-attractive CH s, Lanl, 47 vORBIISL ¥ T [FTEY OFRE
Thho - DRBMHIBEMNIFEDHTLEOE EABME, oI LL
AL hBETCE, BN, REE LTERATHLONE S h, Licdis
TELCORBNR LD F FTRFNHEROELBEYRIETHIDOTHENED
L, EFRBMECRFE S RRIER S v, HRERIC X AHERE M OT7 V
DR EOES L, TS5 LERFEEBRTUILDT, ESBRRLI> 2 LT
 BDTHbo |
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