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i B A

o S EMSEI 0 TR F I ER AN R SRR U v
o HEFRI I
— Berger, J. (2006). The case for objective Bayesian anal-
ysis (with discussion). Bayesian Analysis, 1, 385-482.

— Goldstein, M. (2006). Subjective Bayesian analysis: prin-
ciples and practice (with discussion). Bayesian Analysis,
1, 403-420.




3.1 EMER

3.1.1 EWEF=E

T AN TR LIS H O A B2 B AE & Bl —
Yy EEBERE ST, XA R AT TR, BRI T Rl T
SEAETOWAEAR. OSBRI S HOE B (AR BUERE, W
FIFBRRH AR E, T R B ILNIFI A 2 R S5 5 A e s e .

ERERFGIE RS LR, G, BAEEE
BRI, X L 55 RO MR R IR . MR R R
(probability elicitation) J7 52 F A& 5 B W MR 7 k.

Garthwaite et al (2005, JASA) W= 5 &k R4 AR A
WrBt:




Wz MR RS, LR, R
(AL WIRLE T T B K, 5555

EREAMREL: X HARRBHY XL T TG
HEZA A H R ERHE . (BUFHRHE). X
ABETERZLY B, R OB RS
e & Uy e E 4]

DG X LERHE RIS — MR
I FRRAAE P T RER S & W R 2 A S
A E BTG M A 2R B . 2
SEP A BT T 2 PR FRASCHY.

AT R PRl R AR A TE R, AR
[IZ) 5 A 2 B2 e




L 5% )| 2 Y 8]
R AR BT R TR N, 327 A 2R B

%
o bWz
o AR
— AR 2
— HE S T 2
— MW ZE
— control

LRGN E IR R R ML Z0AR B L w2, IMTIHER
el




B AEMRE: Ml THROL R A L ARE L AR E
%, ROyl B R RE
B, N, WA R EA LT 2

o BREMZCEFE
o SRR

FETCIRIA | 4% | AFAETSEE /1000 | AR PR IEEL
B 14% 95 46
T | 86% 1 137
g | 23% 4 0
KR 7% 5 0

MR sl s A L B 2 1 R, it “sgdgir x4
RIS TR, BEL 457208 Russo and Shoemaker (1989) FH
Tversky and Kahneman(1973).




B EESEARERE: ATEEF NS ARH (Anchor)
R BERBIINE , AR5 Fa I — & R BORAG HR JR 19 4518

BN (Tversky y Kahneman 1974) WF50E 7 BHEEIR H AR 5
TEHRA E A R, — L SR & T IR (]

RINAZANE 5 & FEART 10%7?

AL RBERIE

RINAZANE 5 & FEART 65%7

WAL P B NS T IR — A mflih. B —4i-ry
it 25%, 55 ZHRIFHEA 45%. BIR, — D HEHLAAE R B4
FAL PNy




B RRMERE: (EMPUE R A ERI W R AR S s 1 [R]
PRI LR A5 B LA B 45 ROk 3k T
FEALSF 35 % WP, e REQHBEN, HELW. £X
Y fERFFTEEALBIRE AR, 2RETZRBRE R,

W RIRR T B AR IR R (AT RE =1, ST RE
=8) HATHE:

® N e U A W N e

- BREERTR A, BrAMR
AU

AR

- At E R

fill & A H AR

fl e W L

eIl 5522 B L AR
flse—sic#E




H NN 3 A TTRE. T H, IRZAINH 7 L 4 AT RE
(R IEA AT RERY, Ijﬂﬂﬁ/\iﬁﬁ Al B e

P(AN B) < min{P(A), P(B)}

W (Rl B T AFR I R T 22 LA EE AR L 1128 (base rate
fallacy)' . L 412U, Kahneman et al (1982)
EARLEFIZ G F. —WHHZER EAEA R T — 217 A
BREAGHA A AT, B ZAHAE R EH, 52k
. BRI G ZYA 85% REERY. — gk HdiE it
FHZE R, A Fl W A ] U A A R EA Tt , B
%TuﬁﬁﬁlﬂﬂJ?jﬁ?’J 80 % HIMIA Z- B . ARt i A A2 By

'In probability and statistics, base rate generally refers to the (base) class
probabilities unconditioned on featural evidence, frequently also known as prior
probabilities.




IEREZ 80%, (HAEMWRN A FoR il F2REON, o NHTE

ViAW, I ph DU e 2

P(a]A)P(A)
(a]A)P(A) + P(a|A)P(A)
_ 0.8 x 0.15
T 0.8%x0.15+0.2 x0.85

MATTREA T TN A A 22 5 22 Bt 1.

P(Ala) =

=0.41

10



BERL

HRBEMNFESHE -1 LR E X4 A R Pp(A), &8
H7 S T RERL R B RGN RIZ T AR, (B2, BRHEGEA R
R SEMI AL, RN AR SO BN ZRER AT, ASARME S

AT PRR T4 2R R BE el T T ATL B B P R R AT 3.

o (AR RBER R IR R I — A B, RADUFTRIEE 0, &
ALFIIR 1, REIE% T RAELE LR — RNl %
HFRIBER, XML A R S AT/ IR S AR, 4
FATERE TR SRR, S (P& Lol ORI
S, LB ERSRE RS R EE AR BN, RETESS
BB R 22

o O PR AT AR I R /N B T
BIMFATAEEAT H— D BEA— Ao A AT R AU BE R FI . 3k
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ATTATEALE B2 A2 Be T TaT A 1 i e — AR p 3RA5
BER, 1 — p FRARTI5E7; ARS8 BEAR, B0 iR 152 75
FLA. RITFERER) p, FATRT LIS 2 B2 A i W —Fhife k. 4E4E
p BEAERAN A p = pp WEAXWDTRBAMITESR. 4
I8, PR A1 BRI, FATAT LA AR e S8R AR ikl
A, REFOTEEUE M T SRR R, AT S A R
NS EESHIPNGRL

HoAth 77 BB AT FETHHR M Jr % (Price 1998), H&iif & A 6l
WITTRE, ASKATREAEEMEAEA J7 2 (Witteman and Renooij
2003). Wallsten et al(1993) i 7 — LS HE M LR,

XL LAE O R B A OB LR A T
HOMEAR AT B L7 ST A R SE BERY 200 X 2B I gt —
A BT LA 30 E RO
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KRS HHRE

JRRSEI MR A REFIT X, IR B R LTk
IS ELHIE.

R TR TSR A — AN A5 IR A TR IE T A, p, (4R 50 407
AV (GLHE) SIS0 H Beta 407, p ~ Beta(a, B). 7 S5 H
a, B HIME.
|

—FHAIRE T R E AN L Z T p WEA WEEHE, THRMREL,
pr. ARp MiT R (pg — Kpe,p+ Kpr)? X—WIEE rg. H
K O B RS B4 E M EEME. IR AKX p A Beta 4

$E><amp|e

JExample
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Ay, FATATEAEIE R AT T3] o, B HIMH:

_ a-—1
be = a+p—2
pE+KpE 1 1
rE = — (1 —2)" ldx
\/PE*KPE B(a7 ﬁ)

— BRI, IR L SR BTN S 47 —4E, Chaloner and Duncan
(1983) #EHILTZH U H AT n B Bernoulli 36 i skt X
HIAREL xp, LR TFIR cp Fl dp:

7PE(X:.CEE—1)

- dE*PE(X:wE_'_l)

Pg (X =2zg) ’  Pp(X =zp)
HEE X MR /& beta-binomial, FI LR AT LAFIR N

(n—ap)(zp + @) dn = te(M =285+ )
e+ )n—ae+B-1" " m—zs+)(n—a+l)
MR AR «, 8. Hughes and Madden (2002) 56 T H AR 11
Jiik.

CE =

14



T ERTHRRE

W FAYHEN (Lichtenstein et al 1982) WK

PSR B R L RIS
B At AR R A AR
—EUE: AURABCE RS S, IR A BN

FRIE: LR TN 0.5, B4 50% KIH 7 EE T

Y

REME: IR T RAA 50 KW, BA—1TLR

BEHIR NI 2 50/364, WA RHARREEE.
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B RSES RIS SRR SN BB AIA BEH Lo R
P A RERTSEMR pp. — FONEUN L 502 L R R 25
—REHRNN R(A, p), HARET A A LEMMBIRAINER p. FATIX
WnfTE L R(A, p)?

FAMEB L R A R AR, 2R pp A A E SR
R WA p IR

peR(1,p) + (1 —pr) R(0,p)

[

=N (PR EYW/LMAN (Savage 1971) £ % (HAX
Yyp =pp EERACHZURNGHN R(A,p).

\

Definition
|

% R(A,p) = 1 — |A — p|, MERAEHBEN p TR

16



E[R] = pp(1 =1 =p))+ (1 —pr) (1 -0 —p|)
=pep+ (1 —pe)(1-p)
=1-pe+(2pe—1)p
W R(A,p) A a4 AR M, TR pe > (<)0.5 MZ5H]
PUERLYE p = 1(0) RE AR HIZEHOA.
Brier(1950) 134> R(A,p) =1— (A —p)> W
B[R] =pp (1-(1-p)*) + (1 —pp) (1-1°)
=1-pe + 25 —p
=1-pe+pk — (p—pe)’
Hig KMEAE p = pp ALEH]. I R NP4 15 24 HI45 20 A0
A HAB R TE 2 A3 HUN, th C ) 2 S R AL AR
40 Winkler (1986), Buehler (1971) and Matheson and Winkler
(1976).
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B LR B PERGHAER X W— DS e, W M55
FL
ale—z) ife<zx

b(x—e) ife>x

R(X,e) = {
it pe HEFX X MESLHE, T
EIR(X,¢)] = / Rz, e)pp(x)de

= a/oo(e — x)pe(x)dx + l{/_e (z — e)pe(z)dx

=ae(l— Fg(e)) — a/ xpe(x)dx+

€

b/ﬁe zpe(z)dx — beFg(e)
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ISl

RGO _y (1~ Fiee)) — aepp(e) + acpp(e)-
bepr(e) — bE(c) + beps(e)
0=a(l - Fu(e) — bFs(é)

. a
Fia(e) “a+b

FHR BRI 2N RS, AR Z b/ (a + b) x 100% 73 (LEL
i & 24 B9S2 MR CASE i i S A A 2 Ak, HREATTE
PFRT AR RV E N T R N — D R S oA T
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B ERREMBEEE T 5N %) Bernoulli 1 X4,..., X,
IEH TR py = (Pr,,...,pE,). HEBIE x, AT L EH T
WF Jo 2

# & Brier 199 R(X,pr) = 1 — (X — pr)®. L, BATH
DI ESiH

R(x,pg) ZR Zi, DB, —1—2( - pg,)’

i=1

FH A A 00 B ) SPAAI7KCF. EE  T A AR IE AT B
4t AR Murphy(1973), BIXT ZMEAMEE p;, ny K, KITATREZ
Fiy AE— MR vy = fi/ng,d=1,...,k.

k

ROuB) = 1=+ 37 (£ (1= p3)* + (1~ £) (0~ p))?)

j=1

=13y 5 (=) (1= 7) (0= p)?)

20



N Tk

EE 1.

*oF

C(x,p) =

R(va) =1- C(X7 p) - I(X7 p)

E n; (r; — is a measure of calibration

= Z n;r; (1 —7r;)  is a measure of information

21



k
1
R(X,P)=1—ﬁznj(Tj(l—Pj)2+(1—Tj)(O—Pj)z)
j=1
1 k
=1-= ng (rj —2rip; +1;)
j=1
1 k
=1——=> n;(rj =15 +75 = 2rip; +pj)
n i~
k
1 2
_1_E n](r](l ;) + (7 PJ))
j=1
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C AU

c0<C<1

e C=04HMNY ri=p;,j=1,...,k

o M MRIEBIFINLE SR, 4 n— oo lf, C =0

o WERMMAIHISIE r; HLRPEME p; ZRERIE, C
EHIEHK.
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I BLUF R
e 0<I1<0.25
o WRFAR pj, AR r; =05 1, M I =0

=

o WFRXMFIH pj, I =025 W r; =0.5
FEART P AR08 2 B2 LN AT DA AR A0 R IE RIS R i, 2%
De Groot and Fienberg (1982).




Wiper (1987,1990) %5 12 &K 50 DMHRIAFITHR. T5HWM
EOREABRIA R B, T4 XA HE 2 IERR IR, 2R
50% % 99% Z (RN, IROMEGL TR L H ORI ER AL
KIET p = {0.53,0.64,0.75,0.86,0.97}. FERELET 3 (ML FMRK

4% FH AR XA

E |p 053 064 075 086 0.97
ni 25 6 6 5 8

2 | fi 15 4 4 3 8
r;, 0.6 067 0.67 06 1.0
n; 25 5 0 5

3| fi 16 1 3 2
r, 064 0.2 03 04 08
n; 10 5 15 1 19

10 £ 10 5 15 0 15
r 0.6 04 03 1.0 0.79

25



M HRFR TEMNLRNIE, /55 Brier 155+

E C 1 Brier
2 1.0093 .1973 .7934
3 1.0900 .2132 .6968
10 | .1059 .2018  .6923

FILVEH, T4 2 RIER AT, R L AT 52 0. E]
HIIR vy RARFRIBIMER p; AEEPR N L HAREM L. — MRIEIEH &F
AT o, HARIE ML ROZ RGN 2k
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Cooke WAL
Cooke et al (1988) and Cooke (1991) & & T HT 44 p {HIW &
R IENUE BRITTEE, IFH AT LA T B RO 1 22720 1 B F0il.
BOELER § FHT n; Ropy, j=1,...,k JUATLMER y? #85%
RACIEIUEN ) 1, rge A2 AR pr, ..., pr ZERR, BD
I EMKE Ho:r ~p<> Hy 7 o p:

J

S ()
S = Jz:; Uz —
151 p [N P2 (S > Sovs|Ho).
BInHE P Cooke BT LIS

El2 3 10
p|.7 .00 .00

LA, AA%T5 2 Blldabos, I ARF .
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Cooke(1991) ETHE p EM—FMEEERIEH T X TH5M
WY —FPEIE. 4L 5O LA AT B A, AT LASE R84 7]
Kolmogorov-Smirnov test. % Wiper et al. (1994).
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3.2 MABGESHBELEESS

3.2.1 BHEFHHEXLRY

o W rv. X AMFREEL f(2)0), 0 AL 7(0), WEHEHLAZ
X LG

m:/ﬂWMW@

[ F(2l0)(0)d6, 5 0 HyELEHEHL A,
- szmn<n, g R,

o HERDMEAAMATBESE N, W 7(0) = n(0|\), MiLZs
A om(x) WA N, WIS m(z) = m(z|\). XSS MTE
AR S TR 5 5 31 I P ).

29



RESHRIRE

. 7‘JTIEEE)312%%§J\'¢’EH’J%#”X NHSINRE MRS, %
BENLAZ
N F(z)0,), =
F(x|02), 1—m
W X HE A A R A
F(z) =7 F(z|61) + (1 — m)F(z]02).

o 01,0, 8 0 MBUE, W2 7(6)) =7, 7(f) =1 —7. W L
il oA RIS IR

o MIBEDHE AT, DG m(x) RIRE AR,

30



3.2.2 EFRWHHH ML-II 77k
o UMMBIREAR X = o, AW DNEIIT m A 7o, 15
m(z|m1) > m(z|m2)

TEAASERI 1y BIFEA X = o HBLAIUATE LE S50 0N o
I ARSAPE R, BICNREAR X B0 m(a|my) TP, X
— IR SIS T P IR LA ZEL, LI 7« &
RUIREREF 0 BIVER], IS T ML J7i%.

o WT NIFHENLRE, GFAETel, HTHAXx = (21, -+ ,z0)
Ja, s

n

m(x|7) = supm(x|m) = sup H m(x;|m)
el ”€F¢=1

R 7 AR T A KSR SeHE, BRIAR ML-IT Sel.

31



R E) ML-11 ik

ERA X = (Xu, -+, Xn) BT R SET % R A T 02,
RAHCE I AESEL W0 ~ N(ur,02), pr M o2 TN
20, WISEH s LRI T alkh

I = {7 (0|\), IHZSE (BHESHUN ), X € A},
IAE A N IS EAS ).
IXES TR MLATT 85BN B, HER XA A, 665
m(x|5\) = iggm(xp\) = iupil:[lm(wipx)

BIESE SRR BN AL T ok X, WIS 5045 = (0]X) B
FIrtf s OSB3 M0 T X B ML-IT 240

32



# 2.3.2(P37) % X ~ N(6,1), 250 0 Ml mlCh it 0
N(pim,02), HHF X = (o, 02) KA % X = (X1, , X)) WAL
S m(e|N) R iid FEAS, PREASTHREAISE X = 10, S2 =
3. HE 6 HIER .
|

| JExample

RHAG T X ~ N(ur, 0 + o2) FES TR ECN

2y M 2 nS? _n(z - i )?
é(l”“"’)aﬂ') X 2109(1 +U7l’) 2(1 +U72r) 2(1 +U72r)

L FHONE, KIFEE

fir =%, 62=(S*-1)I(S*>1)

33



3.2.3 IEBREESFARIESIE
o USRI w(0N) BIER A, (HEARMBEE A I, TTF
FR G360 (45 50 4 M O 22 [ 52 2R SSRABZ8 ) 1t
P A, MTTEREET 40 7 (6))).
o« AN EARD R :
— W, NG R R B SR R,
TR TR
Yy TR R T 500 4 43 A (1 R PR R AR PR
(BB LB RO Ry 77 R ek R, 7 ek i Rt
PSRRI, AT e R M.
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# 2.3.3(P39) % X ~ N(6,1), 2% 0 Ml Bt 0
N(pir,02), HH X = (pn, 02) KA. X = (X1, , Xn) NNBZ
S m(e|N) R iid FEAS, PREASTHREAISE X = 10, S2 =
3. HE 6 HIER .
|

| JExample

RHAG T X ~ N(ur, 0 + o2) FIAZATHEIRNTT 20

Hm = fix

2 2
oy =140

ERAMEARE X M S% RE pm A o2, I ABUERIFRIE pr =
10,02 = 2.
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3.3 BUNMEAZE
AT LB AT A S F VL & U L S 3e a0 A, R
o AT TR I —TC BN
o RAMAEEZEMN (objective)

AERXLEEAGIE T, FATIZEFE AR B85 247 (non-informative
prior). {HIZFAEARZ Fides, WE—FP s A HIve?
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3.3.1 5%k

Bayes(1763) 1 Laplace(1812) MefF#4)5) 5655 4E A — M TofE &
Sel, HA B AR AT 3 R, X TR AT B AR (R R 35 A (]
R, B SRS (R TC PO LI i, JXFhSE5E oA &R IE R B (AN
SRR 1), AEXA B AT, H R0 % % 4 R
AL WIS FRIZSER A T X R 9 Fa.

[
WHIEE X ~ f(z]f), 0 € ©, & 0 hEBoH =(0)

WRAME: @ n0) >0 B [ n(0)d) = o0, (i) FHR Definition

HBE n0lz) REFEEERE, WK n(0) 7 XEREE.

|

37



LSRR — M ERE N E HRZTRAEE. FI 7(0) «
1, & ¢ = 1/0, WEWRE ¢ B 7(¢) x 1/¢°, XRS5
A7 I 53 0 A FoRTefm B A — 8. ARIATX 0 —78
B, AR ¢ do—TCFrAl.
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(RIELZHR) 1 X ~ f(a—0), 0 € R WBHL K 0 e "

| | JExample

o PUANLESEURTE PR AR, B X VB PBAERGE Y =
X +c, FBXS 0 WAFFRBAHGE n=0+c R Y MEHE
REAEER fly—n), n PAMESEL. L (X,0) 5 (Y,n)
MIGe it Rl EE R AR ). PR 35K B AT A H i e (5 BB R A
PRI

o WX — RN —TTE X RY B E ORI, BT A
MR AR ATEN, BrATC(R BO0E Y Y S X e oK.
AR TCAF B IBR AR T R B, M EAE SR IX R A Y 5
R MER R 2 e, R 0 MTCR BB EE ~(0) = 1. B —

39



AT . WTLAIEM Y 0 A ESHIN, HTE E e
HEBOAHEL ¢ 555 1.

Bl 2.4.2(P42) ¥ X1,..., X, FKH N(6,1) BFEA, ik o TExample
HITCE R85, 3K 0 1G5 B2 Ah 1T
\

| {Example

40



ZIESHAE) A X MEERSER o p(z/0), 3O
oo > 0 NAESH, BHEAN R = (0,00), 3K o FITEIEESH
M.

| | JExample

o ZIESHOGRAAEZELHRE FRIALNE. X X R Y =
eX, ¢ >0, FRX o MEHRN AR n = co. AMERH Y 1Y%

JEATS Ry

ne(y/n).
I (X, 0) F1(Y,n) SiTREPLERHERA, SE%k o 5o 1Y
TJois BACiHE A,

o MFIX—HI T X MY BERBARE, SE5a A
S AT B B, WIXHAEAT a, b, 0 < a < b,

41



c>0, o IBLE [a,b] WHISEIEIESE, N 24%T ¢ JE1E [ca,cb] N
HISEIe i, AT LAIER], X R EE N 1/0 W wEE, R
B o WEBRERN n(o)=1/0, o>0.

ﬁ” 2.4.3(P44) 'LEVE Xl, ey Xn j’ﬂ;{ég El’p(l/)\) E{];‘;izlx’ %\lﬁﬂgj TExample
N HTEAE B 560, SRIG IR 2.
L

| JExample

42



3.3.2 Jeffreys 5£i

Jeffreys

Jeffreys(1946) MR B A AR U SE 560 740

43



X~ f(|0), 0 HRBEHR. 0 B Jeffreys LR H
7T(0) X det](@) Definition

H¥ I(0) ¥ Fisher 15 &[%.

TIREEIETR T Jeffreys SEIE AR H AN AR
EE 2. K o=h(0) A—FRARH, 7(0) < \/detl(0) A Jeffreys &
B, M ¢ 4 Jeffreys RIan A A
o
de
£ I(¢) A X ¥R ELBMNA ¢ J&H Fisher 15 &%,

(¢) o \/detI (), e, [I(@)]'* = [1(0)]"% 7]

44



B, HARMESUR RN, ME y = f(g(), W & = & . 22 5
i

dz> ~ dg? dr dx ' dg dx?  dg* dg  da?

Py _d°f dg dg  df &g _df (dg\® df d’g
dg dz?

dg? dx

¢ =h(0), M 6=h""(¢). &

d’log f(z | ¢)  d’log f(z | ®) _ (d9>2 n dlog f(z | 0) d*6
- do d¢?

de? d6? do

5]l

I(¢) = —Exy [d%z log f(X | ¢>)}

By, {dQIng(X | 6) <dt9>2+ dlog f(X | 6) d%6

do? do do " de?

45



Al (X10)] d0
2, X | ¢) d9> B [%] .
— e [%] ' (d¢ Exo a0 6

= —Exs [W] . <d0)2

o (2)

O
HAPFIH B [£log £(X]0)] = 0.

do

46



#1 2.4.5(P46) ¥ X ~ Binom(n, ), 3K 0 ] Jeffreys 555,
\ |

fgihT
log f(X10) =c+ X logf + (n — X)log(1 — 0)

d X n-X)

@logf(XW) yi (1_0)
4 tog F(X[0) = % — .

d 1 1 1
[Wlogf()ﬂ@)] =-n (5—1— 1_0> :_n9(1—9)
1
1(0)“79(1—0)

I Jeffreys J630 4 7(0) o 6(1 7y Rl @ ~ Beta(1/2,1/2). i%
N IEHR S

TExample
JExample

47



TExample

WX ~ N(p,1/¢), ¢ BHL, K p B Jeffreys S65.

| | {Example
fRIAH
tog f(X|p) = ¢~ $(X — o
% log f(X|11) = 6X — pu
d2
delogf(Xlu) =—¢
Fir LA mr(p) o< 1.

48



WX ~N(p,1/¢), p BH, 3K ¢ [ Jeffreys J655.
\ |

By 2
log £(X16) ox +log 6 — 61
d X _ )2
1 1o f(X]9) = 5o + K1
d? 1

FIrLA m(¢) o< 1/¢. MR o MhsHEm2E, W ¢ = 1/0%, %2 = - 2,
I o A7 Jeffreys JB3eHN

2 2
73()(

1
p(o) xo p

TExample
JExample

49



EXSHTH Jeffreys &30

WX ~ MN(m,0) H k LT, WK 0 = 01,...,00) 15 "7
Jeffreys 4G5,
|

| iExampIe
RRIAA
k
log f(X1]0) = c+ le log 0;
=1
d X
ﬁlogf()ﬂ@) =0
d X
d2 ,
40:d0; log f(X]0) =0 fori#j

50



5| d‘ip 02 (x10)| =~

k3

k
det1(0) = —

Hi—l b:

B Jeffreys 58504 m(0) o [V, \/» R4 Dirichlet 734F 6 ~

DL, 1)

51



WX~ |
%X ~ N1, 1/6), K g, ¢ 19 Jeffreys J6%. TR

L
| iExampIe

&

d2

wlogf()ﬂl% 45) =—¢
@ 1
152 log f(X|u, ¢) = T942 EAK
d2

mlogf(Xlu, ¢)=—(X—p)

w-(3 3)
2¢2

M Jeffreys J6%0 /2 m(u, ¢) o< ﬁ
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3.3.3 ERAKMEkXE

FAEAE (Jaynes 1968,1983) 42
EELEY Y it

SAAEIME

SURE L= e N
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B0 H—TUEBREE, p() HHELF, MK

== p(0:)logp (6 Definition

€O

K EQATEH (entropy) .
\

R p(0=0:) =1 XK 0, € ©, 1, e(p) =0, FAEAHIE,
B R/ M AR, IR p (0:) = 1/|©), , RI¥IEI50A, T

1 1
=-) = log = =log|6|
= 1el el

R R .
KM (maxent) 43404 i/ ME B
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FEARZ SERR B DL, FATT AT RE S A B 2 S0 56 70 A (1 e LR,
B Ar A A, BRI AN, Lhoese oA AT BERITE R 2.
BIREANT AR E L.

Elgi(0)] = Zp (0:) gx (0:) = pe
€0

X k=1,...,m. XWE TREER, B g1(0) = 0, LAk

9k (0) = I(—c0,2,) = Egr(0)] = p (0 < 2x)

B

SEICHEIRE, R EAA R SE R RO T
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Elgi(0)] = Zp (0:) gx (0:) = pe

€O
Mok =1,...,m, MR AR A

(60 — O OT gk (6)

Zje@ €xXp (Z?:l Akgr (05))
HF N, TUURE & T .

HEBZ% Jaynes (1968).
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TExample

W X|N ~ Binom(N,1/2). BIZFATHE N > 1 IFAERANEE
¥IEN E[N] = 10. 3k N HEKFER.
|

JExample

&
exp (A1n)

Z;il exp (Al.])
1 —exp (A1)
exp (A1)

= (1 - eh) exp (A1(n — 1))

B, N — 1 LA 1 — et ASEAI LA 34T, M

P(N=n)=

= exp (\1n)

eM

E[N]:1+1_6>\1

2 BIN] = 10, AT M = &, B N BRARIERE N — 1~
Ge(9/10)
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EHETEMNRKHER
TELAR BRI E 3L
e(r) = — / (6) log 7(0)dpu(6)

WAFTF ML 0, FICRTE T EAET RELL A R E 4. —Fh ATy
J7¥: (Jaynes,1968) A& & L

e(n) = — / 7(0) log ;;((99)) o

Het mo(0) 4 0 1 Jeffreys 565, ML ERE] E (g (0)] = ur, k =
1, ooy m. BCORHSES N

(0) = mo(6) exp (3ope; Aegr(9))
fﬂ'o exp Zk 1)‘kgk(9))

Hre x, W2 Elgr(0)] = e, k=1,...,m
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{H AN, SRR — A T REARFAE. flninE
X~ N(p, 1), BELEEE Elu] = m. HETATA Jeffreys 56550
m(p) oc 1. U KR 7341 A

) = P ap)
() JZooexp (M) dp

BRI TEAR.
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3.3.4 Reference &3

Bernardo

AR — W7, H Bernardo (1979) 2 AE. BET
B DT HAR MR 0 HIHREE .
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[
K-L #®E) HAHRMMEZEEL pa) 7 (), €N
B Kullback-Leibler (K-L) ME& & XK

Definition

_ _ p(z)
KL(p(z),q(z)) = Epllog(p/q)] = /p(w) log (q(x)>dﬂc-
K-L B SEBR Tk i 2 T B AT AR S 0, Hobo R RSB 5015
Bl
FE 0 h—HEIE. X A=K n BIREAR, HE X0 ~
F(-10). ML ESRE S 7(0), 0 HIHHE(E EE LA

1((6)) = E[KL(x(0]x), / Fx / X log (((’;))dedx

il f(x) = [ f(x|0)m(6)d6 LLE m(6]x) = LE950),
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L P ={n(0)>0: [,m(0]x)df < oo}, AL x(0]x) A 6 HIJFH
5. FRA, reference prior JESCATESGIE M 2 R, BBBTE n —
oo INEE KRG L I(n(0)) WIS, BIF »*(0) € 2,
Hil 2

7" (0) =arg max {I.p(0,x)}

7(0),n—o0

M 7*(0) N Reference JE55.
TTLAER, S KREI A Jeffreys JGHG 2 R Le4F EIHF T Y ref-

erence Jo55.
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£ TR T Reference 5L
B 0 MESLBSEL, XN H— DL RSE W Reference SGIETAT
PGB AT P 21521

o [EE 0, FIHATIAE LI reference 850 (A]0).

o UNHRIEHE MG, WX ATRAIM X B8 B AR, NITISE] 6
] Reference 546, Bl

p(x]6) = / p(x]0, \)m(A|)dA

T p(x|0), FIFAGHATT L85 6 B Reference 565, 1R E
IEH A, WA LAMAR R A BEBEA T A2, L Bernardo(1979).

XNZFTHASEINNEY, TR BSBSEAL I P HES I, AR
I Ei& 7.
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