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TR A 2R & 2 BRERI B>\ T

&

UM R &/ F R

1 Introduction

AEHMERO v Lva 7REBERICB T % optimal policy 8 & ¥ % @ optimal policy i
- TRBHECEIE-EEfRESHRAEILODVWTEZL b, & C Tit Markov chaln ok
L TAZEHMEBER LIS A S TE 54, prior information 13 Markov chain @3k
BEMO LiFERSNILBERR 7 PVELTERENSE b0 EE X, Markov chain 0K
& information process » SERI T X 2 HA R THRER EO0MBREMNE T 52, Markov
chain OREICE T 2HEH RN ZOFFERK>TITIBEI>VWTEX %,

¥ Fih % i, Markov chain OIREZEH L OER <27 b V2 {k i likelihood ratio & % %
Wi lEFE . 47 b B likelihood ratio ordering 2 A L, W 2L DRED b & T, FHj
DNHEEEBRDPGOMOBRANBEREE X 2, 1 5 D MEHIZ Sequential Decision Problem
2EZIBLTRANIT O TH %, ( Nakai [4] - [5] - [6])

iz, shifted likelihood ratio ordering & IFIEN B EFIC>WTE X S, CONEFICEL
THWVWL 2D DRED b & T, likelihood ratio ordering @& & [F# i< . prior information
& posterior information o [} ic A M BB D 3L 2o

BRIC, CCTERXSZZ20EF DS LT, CHSDIEF EHHEEFLET2HENHKS
Optimal Stopping Problem & o BRicic>WTEZX %,

2 Formulation

XD X 5 173 information process 2#% X %5, {Vi;t = 1,2,....} ZIREE/M» {1,2,3,....}
T& % Markov chain & L. Markov chain @ transition probability 3B TdH 3% & L.
znEP=(p){t,j=12,..} TH35,T 3, W S% S ={PP=(p,p2-), 0 >
O,Zpgzl} KE-TEHBRENTWVWE ET B, CD&EE, D Markov chain OIREEN &

=1
DEIRBHEDTHEPIKOVTORERIE. 2TCSKEThIERSMPiIcL--TEHREND
bDEEZ B,

Markov chain @R #E B9 % #5313 . information process {X,;4,t=1,2,...} Z@L T
Hoh 3 i)@&%i%’?o ST Xl t ©o Markov chain o REICkFE L2l %E &
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PEBERELRCTH Y. = OMWEH I decision-maker i3 LEEHITH 5 6 0 & %
. Pr{Xy <zl =k} = Fi(z),z € R ke {1,2,.}, £+ 5, (i,t=12,..), T T,
BRICBAT 2 EOHRIBREERIE X, X, ... TH B LT 5,

Z DS ER R A Al fe 78 Markov chain @ TR d & 5 7% Optimal Stopping Problem %
By FiF. %o optimal policy &3k 7z optimal policy iIcft - TE SN B HEEFEDBIE L
DODEFRIC>PVWTEZLZ B, D& & Markov chain OWREICE S 2 ERIOIEE A < ® Markov
chain DIREEM EOHERSH P(ES) Kd-THREIN, B OREHMSB NTHn., %
D35 kEMFIET 2FENTESLLVHIREE, 2 T¢EX 3 Optimal Stopping Problem o
REEEW, (Pe,N)ickv&T, COMBEOREN (PhN)Ths s, COMELE
PE(P)TthHobl. MEPLHP) e W TREICIRS%E > TH SN 3 total expected reward
vk (P) &4 %,

D RED (P k,N) Td % & % decision-maker {3 Markov chain O R EICKE T 5
tRLH { X} DEH{E z % information process X D BRI L. i z % & & ic L T. decision-
maker 3F)G u(P,z) 2B THEILTEL, ThELREL TROBMIELLRFEEITIHo b
L. iz 28AIL. ok dhid. decision-maker 3F]18 u(P,z) 2185, (RO i< i
o L TkoWoRkE (T(P,z),k—1,N-1) £ 3%, & 2<T(P,z)id. information
process DXL { X} 0 EHMB z BRI L - & %, #Dfi% b & iz LT Markov chain
DIREECHOVWTARA, ZOFBILE > THFBET- L EEDFERSHERL, (1) K& (2)
ANTKkdOoh s, L. BHAEzicH LT, COEEREZOROPIcELFIITHIX. F]
BERIFREL. FIELAEAEFEL X 5 Markov chain o REEE L TEH 2TV
KoWlickEs., BMEORER (T(P,2),k,N) &35, N=kn o, BB u(P,z) %
BWBICE 5. , ’

Z D& &, Markov chain @£ 88z B L T information process » o #lfllfi z # 87 & &
DHEEDHTR, A XOFBIE-> THEHET >S5, TTFHAIME 2z € R=(-0,00) iz
LT Markov chain OKBE T 2 ERBERSHGEIL2TO =12, e LT, RO &>
KR SN B,

TJ('P,:E) — anfJ(SB)
leif.'(w) (1)
T(P,z) = (T1(P,z), Ta(P,z),.....)

wic, BEBITHNP - TREVNEBST 225, RO © Markov chain o iR BE i
B4 % prior information T'(P,z) i .

TPE) = L (P, .
T(P,z) =(Ti(P,z), T2(P,z),....)

DEIRLKDOEN B,
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3 Likelihood Ratio Ordering

COHEiTIR., Sic&d Fh 5 Markov chain O REZEH Lo LA <Xt L. likelihood
ratio FHHVWTRD I BIEFEE2EAT 2EEEL 5,

Definition 1 Sic& 2 FED0 PL QicdLT. P> Q Ths &R, &2TDi &
(§<i,j=1,2..) £HLT

% 9

>0 3
P opi| 3

Piq; < p;qi, $RbD l

BRI L. DR ESb—2oD1 & JOHAEDEIRW L T pig; < pjg, BROIL>EE%:
E% dL.pi=qi. PEBDi=1,2,... . X LTHRDI>EE P=Q Ths&F 5,
¥12.P>Q ThH5EER.P=Q 2. P>ABKDIDI EEE I,

FcE# L7 NEF % likelihood ratio ordering & ¥, CONEFICBE L TUT O & 5 it
BAEK DI Do

Lemmal TR IKBVWTIERELL. SCBUISEFREEFTH %0

Lemma 2 SicEFna3FEOPELE QI LT P> O THsRo1IE. ROLAEREH

BHB LS8 1<EBEES 5o &> 1> LhH]
dx qr+1

Lemma 3 Sic&fhs{f&o PicxtL <. (1,0,..,0) > P> P > (0,..,0,1) Th %,

wic, ToOHTES L 72 likelihood ratio 1T & 2 l§F 4 72 H B likelihood ratio ordering @
bETORTEMEAZEX DI, CCTHELSHHEKEEREETII P cEL T, kD
EOIBAO>DIREXRFZIIT 5,

Assumption 1 Markov chain OREB kTH 2 L&, CORBLEKELLERER D

UM EHBEERERTHID. ThE2UTET. £/, BRLHEAY Fi(z) 3HEREEFR
¥ fiu(z) 2> & L. dF(z) = fu(z)de &4 3,

Assumption 2 L., j<i(5,7=12,.,n) Thhidz <yl LT

filz)  fily)

e 507" W

i) fily) < fi(v)fi(z) $72b B

ZiET bo

Assumption 3 1 < m < k, T, T,r = sup{ z|f(z) < filz)}, €783 T, T &K
DEBEBET D bODBHEET 5,

(1)z > zmi 12 5 1F fru(k) > fu(z) > frga(z) > .o

(2)2 < i 18 5 & fi(z) 2 frmlz) 2 froa(z) > o 2 fil2)
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Assumption 4 £& 0 4,j(:>7,1,7=1,2,....) KL T,
Pni Pnjy
Pm:  Pmy
B o m<nmn=12..)%MEs2LComEnic LTI,

T (1) XBXU (2) XA THZ S5 Mfk posterior information O % . Assumption
125 Assumption 4D b &L CEXTH B, FTROLIBHHEMBKODIL D> I EB b %,
Lemma 4 z <yziircdEE0 z L yle LT T(P,2) < T(P,y) BLTo P € Spicxd
LTlRkbiLo

Proposition 1 z < y% i3 FZED 2z & yicH L<T(P,z) < T(P,y) B&TDOPES,
Xt LTk b i

Lemma 5 Sicg i ha3FE0P,QicnLTc. P> QTh s oiE. T(P,z) > T(Q,2)
BeTtozeRIEH LTI,

Proposition 2 Sic&z h3E&D P,Qicd L. P> QTchshudiE. T(P,z) >

T(Q,z) heToze Rz LTHKY I,
Lemma 6 4. {fi(z)}i=12..n% . Assumption 3OWH E#MR ¢+ 5 & 5 0. HREEMK
DEMINEEZ 50 (n22) Wiz, {aitizig.n%s EROFIEL, D a;=0%HET 3

=1
bD LT %, :
CoEE, BUBRIL<k<nBEHEL. ¢, 20, <k, BXVq <0, 7>k TH53
Ed 5%,
ULDORED S & T, 0WE g(x)zzaifi(m) EBIFIE.
r=1

2

PmjPni 2 PajPmi § 1805 >0 (5)

| ha)g(a)dz > 0
0
B O Lo,

KOFIEEL B, Ric, {ai}izip,. % EROFIEL, Y ai=02METE26DET 5,
1=1

CoEE, BYEBRIL<Ek<nBHEEL. ¢, >0, <k BXVa; <0, >k ThH3
T3 UEDHREDO G ET. VWE g(z) =) aifi(z) &B T,
=1

/oo h(z)g(z)dz >0

0

BEX D AL Do

Lemma 7 B u(P) ¥ PicBd L <A > convex R TH NI

w'(P)= [ u(T(P2))dFp(z)
b PicE LMD > convex B TH %,
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4 Shifted Likelihood Ratio Ordering

REEZR S LR~ F v2kic, RifficiEs L likelihood ratio ordering & 13 B 73
BHFLVIEFZEAL, AHOMELRDTELS, T, ROMEFEEL 5,

Definition 2 SicE N2 - >D0HEXI7 P A PEQIBFILT.P>, QThHs L. £
BEOBE 1 L7(1<y) kWL T,a>015E

Tita Gj+a
R o
BEROILL, PRBLLES—2D1 & JOHMIZH L T Pjdita > Pigj4a WK D AL DFEZ WV I,
T, BTCO IR LTC.pi=¢ThH3EEP=QQ¢0WI¢,ikT3, Ric.P>,QT
HHER.P>,QFHB. P=QBRVI>EEEVI, BBEIc. 2TOPeSicxL
T.P2>2,PTHBE9 5,

>0 e

PiGi+a 2= PiGj+a THRD DB

COFEH 2L > TESD S NJEF % shifted likelihood ratio ordering &\ 5, ¥ 7z

=07 5. T DFE#HIZ likelihood ratio ordering ic % L & & TEHK L L EF 13 likelihood
ratio ordering D&% ET 50 < DNEF > W Tid. Shanthikumar and Yao [8] ¥ & T
Keilson and Sumita [3] it BWVWT, WAWARRHEBFARSNTWVWE, COFH TR, 0D
EFeH L TCHEIMTEA L OO LAROBBEEZRDTEL S, BIFHTEALLLI I
WS OPDREDSET. COHEFOMHCELTEL S, £72. T TR, Assumption
1 & Assumption 3 i3, 4% @ likelihood ratio ordering LBk ICER D LD b D EEZ %, %
e P2, PTHBIEERELRI LS, Pt PFy ( Polya frequency of order 2 ) ¢ &
5, CZic, PR,Tch 3 ik, :@i%é'czig’;_l oL e 2T EER

D;
Fo <O PFyic 2w Tid, Shanthikumar and Yao [8] Hic s BRSO TW B,
Assumption 5 L., j<i(i,7=1,2,...) Thhilz<ylcwd LT, a>01 5L

fira(2)  fitalz)

50 fixa@) 2 fi) final@) w5 | 700 PN

>0 (7)

ZMET Do
Assumption 6 F&ED 4,j(:>j5,4,7=1,2,...) kLT k>0 5K

Prni+k Pni+k
Pmi Pmj

B m<n(imn=12 ... )%ffﬂiﬁ‘é"%ét@m&nl:ﬂbfiﬁ@ﬂoo

Pri+kPmj 2 Pnj+kPmi R PR Z 0 (8)

Assumption 7 F&D 4,j(1 > j,5,j=1,2,..) k¥ LT . a>08 51

Pmite Pmj+a
Py DPnj

Pnita Pnj+a _
P Pmj

B om<nimn=12..)%2EEss2TomenicLTKIILD,

20 (9)
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Remark 1 #EZH {X.} oBREEFEB L T, i 5 oEREHIC shifted likelihood
ratio ordering 2 A+ hiF, b L. j<i(,7=12,....) &,z <yicdlLT.a>0n5F

fi(z+a) fily+a)
f](ﬂ?) fj(y)

ELBRFAERSROE, CCTRERDHTOMHEEE L S LT Assumption 52V 3,

fi@) fily+a) < fi()fi(z +a) b5 >0 (10)

C & TREH L 7o shifted likelihood ratio ordering iz - W T ., Assumption 3 % {RE L 7z Fic
& v likelihood ratio ordering OB & TR U7 B 1cB 4+ 2 AN X = > D Lemma .
$7bHbH Lemma 6 & Lemma T4, COBBREMODIL>EN VR B, > T, shifted
likelihood ratio ordering (B L T & likelihood ratio ordering @5 & &[G U & 5 ic Lemma
6& Lemma 72 W3 HELHERS,

Lemma 8 F# [ kB VW TERLE. SEBT3EFREIEFTH 5o

Lemma 9 shifted likelihood ratio ordering i3t L ¢, RO L 5> BHHEE2F >, Sic&Fh
ZEFEOPELEQIHLT. P2, AWBRKOIU-2BOE. ROALFRZHET 2 LB 1<k
BHEHET B,

&>1>Pk+1

qx Qk+1

Pt oB¥ u(P) »s. shifted likelihood rayio ordering =B U CH{NBEE T & % & i3 like-
lihood ratio ordering & &EEH L & 5. P >, Q L7235 P QicBiL T u(P) > u(Q)
ZWMETBHELEEEZTOIHICT B,

'Z &, likelihood ratio ordering ™84 & [ L & 5 ic reward function u(P,z) it P
B LTI, convex BRKTHOIIATHRSEEMAMEME T 5, &7/, zicBL
THMBEKRTHZ LT 2,

Lemma 10 z < y%2if 7o ¢ &0 ¢ & yicxd L < T(P,z) <, T(P,y) BLTO P € Suic
Xt LTH D LD

Proposition 3 z < y%2 it +FED z & yicH L<T(P,z) <, T(P,y) BLTOPES,
Xt LTk D L

Lemma 11 Sic8 3 h3FZ0P, QicdLT. P>, QTh 3B 5. T(P,z) >, T(Q,x)
ectoreR it LTHKY LD,

Proposition4 SiashzEE0oP,QitdlLTc. P>, QTchsRsE, T(P,z) >
T(Q,z) "2 TozER ILH LT Lo

COHITHTE 72 & 5 i shifted likolihood ratio ordering i 8T % . likelihood ratio
ordering D5 & & [E Bk 18 Y 72K E % 3% 1 id . Proposition 3 8 & U Proposition 4 &\ 5
FRERSHCHETIEANBTHESKO LoD S5, COBHEIBWV TS likelihood ratio
ordering D& & @ ¥k ic Sequential Decision Problem <54 2 ik %,
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5 Partially Obervable Optimal Stopping Problem

R5Eff1EH @ Sequential Decision Problem @ . Optimal Stopping Problem P (P)
IO WTHEZ %, likelihood ratio ordering 1cB ¢ 2 & Rz, BYBIRED b & T shifted
likelihood ratio ordering ik B W TR L LI icB SN E b, COH TR BB ICET
PHBERZNZNOERCHBT 2HEOSET. AL LI ERDBEBHEKSE, LT T
iZ . likelihood ratio ordering @& B L 724 Bic 2 W T~ %, likelihood ratio ordering
D& 1B % Sequential Decision Problem iz >\ i3, Nakai[4] 8 & ¥ [5] ic B TH
FIBBEESDVWTBRSNTW S,

CORMER Ross [T b h TV AMELRAMIcERLLT &, optlmal policy ® & & T
REICIRSH-THONSMHE v%(P) k. IR @ recursive function %24 2,

(P = Elk(PIX) |
- /0 v% (Plz)dFp(z) (11)
vy(Ple) = max{u(P,z)+ Wy 4(T(P,2)), vy_1(T(P,2))} - (12)

¥ 72 . boundary condition koK TEKEN 3,

W(P) = Ep[u(P, X)]+ [ o¥ZITP2))dFp(a)
A(P) = Eplu(P, X)), o4(P)=0

T, Fp(z)= zpt ) EF B, & @E@ﬁti weighted distribution functlon ELTH
=1

LRTWVWEHDTH B, (deVylder[])

¥ E & - 4872 Optimal Stopping Problem @ optimal policy . & t¥ optimal policy
Kt - 1 & &18 51 % total expected reward OB it > W TE X %, LL'FD Proposition
RIS DUHEEBBRSNTED, ChoDBERR BT 2RMEICEL - THEHT 2%
BH*KkZ, $HbE, $XTONZHLT. k-1 BXUZAUTOMIH LT, RD 4
> ® Proposition B0 T >EEZRFE L. kOBGIC NicBd 3 FMEIC L > TR R 3
4 > @ Proposition % 89 %,

WEL, IITL2To k=12, Nicxd Lc. B wi(P) %

wy(P) = Wy(P)— oy (P) (13)
wy(P) = Eplwi(P|X)]

wy(Ple) = vy (Plz) — vy (Plz) (14)
wy(Plz) = vy(Plz), wy(P) = vy(P)

Kk TEHET S0 COEEROEEMKD Do

Proposition 5 B v5(P) 3. PwcBd L Cigins > convex M TH 0. wh(P) it Pic
BLCHEPOBMBEBTH S, 7. BB (Pl2) LU, wh(Plz) k. z cBL T
B OWMIREKTH B,
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Proposition 6 N > 15>, N>k>1Thbhid

Vyo1(P),  wi(P) = wi_i(P) (15)
Uf\f—l(le)J wﬁ,(?’lm) 2> w;cV—l(/Plx) (16)

BETO P U TEKRILYT %,
Proposition 7 N> 15>, n>k>1ThHhiE
wh(P) S wi'(P) < ... < w}(P) < vy(P)
wy(Plz) < wi '(Plz) < ... < wi(Plz) < vy(Plz)
WMETO P LTRILT %5,
FTHD I O ORE

{ Sha(P) ={z|u(P,2)

{
Chor(P) = {z| u(P,2) (7)

2. LOXICERT B0 £REL.N21BLUN k2 1RHLT

@y (Plz) = wi(T(P, z))
EF B, COEE,ES SH(P) E. B P (P) icxt4 % stopping region % % L .
Ch41(P) i3 continuance region & L TW5, > T, (12) RRKO LI icHE &K D 2
HEHEK B,

vy (Plz) = (uw(P,z) + @fv—-ll(mz))fsfv(m + ﬁfv—l(fpll“)[og(m, (18)
T, BB I 3. 8 A€ So Indicator function TH 3 & L. 2 TON>1BLU
N>k>1liexlT
oy (Plz) = vj(T(P, z)) (19)
EBLo

Proposition 8 N> 15t N>k>1Tthshid

(a) va+1(7)) C va(fp),
(b) Sk41(P) D SyA(P)

B D L Do

Proposition 9 B u(P,z) X PicBLCHITHh 5. #Rhbb u(P,z)=u(z) EEX&h
L5, FTEOP. QLT P > QThhid Sy(P) CSyiu(Q) Thb s,
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6 Optimal Policy X Uf Optimal Value

WHKEEIEY 3 2 & 0% 3 Optimal Stopping Problem @ optimal policy % &5 = i3
2 _->0O% ST b5, stopping region S (P) ¥ & T continuance region C(P) o th'H
K2WTHE Ao T3, optimal policy @ #'8E & optimal policy @ & & THR#EICIR %
otk &t 5N 3 total expected reward DfiiIc >WTEZX %,

ZODIHITiEHICIRD & 5 718 > © non-negative measurable function u(z) ¥ & ¥ v(z)
LTy Zo 0B Up(u(z), 9(z)) B & U Vr(u(z),9(z)) 2RO XS CELT %,

[ o}

Ur(u(a),g(2) = [ (u(a) - 9())*dF (o) (20)
Ve(u(e)g(a) = [ 9(e)dF (@) + Ur(u(a), g(a)) (21)

0

7272 L. h(z)* = max{h(z),0} £ § 3, Th 5 ORKE DeGroot[1] 75 X TEHR & Nz &<
oo B

,Tﬂﬂzlw@—dﬂ%mhiﬁ'Sﬂ@=z+ﬁ@)

D—RLEELDEDNHKEbDTH B, $HbE, bLuz)=z 8LV g(z)=2L7F
nid,
Ur(u(z), 9(2)) = Tr(2) &= Vp(u(z), 9(2)) = Sr(2)

ER B,
Zh 5 OB % BV T, non-negative function @ %] {gn(P)} (P € Shr>1< i< N)
ERDEDICHMPICEET 5o '

gN,i(P) = VF‘P (U(Pa 13), gN—l,i(T(P) m)) - UFP(U('P, r)1gN—1,i—l(T(/p’ "B))) (22)
gno(P) = oo »o  gyn+1(P)=0(N >0)

CIT.RODEIBEEEZEX b,

Sni(P) = {zlgn-1:(T(P,2)) < u(P,2) < gn-1,i-1(T(P, )} (23)

Uni(P) = U Swi(P) & LyiP)=Ry—Unin(P)

j=1
fetil. S Uva(P)=Lyn(P)=¢22> Unnyn(P) =Ry E¥ %,
_.j5 .
711(P) =25 [ ulP)dF,(2)
j=1 0
ThHoaho, (22) Rk TAEKRLABEBIIRERTE S, COMEBIMICEL TKRD &
HSIWHEMDBKY Lo ‘

Proposition 10 B gvi(P) i, EHEOBB NB LG L. PrBL <y 38
HThBo
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Proposition 11 B¥ gy:(P) 3. EEO P eSB L UBHE Nic LT, 1 icBAL THD T
¥ TH B,

Proposition 12 B gy (P) ik, FEO P €S LU iicxd LT, NicBL T+
2B TH %,

Corollary 2 =2 D %A Sy+1,i(P) « Un+1i(P) B LU Lyai(P) . BVWiRHETH D,
F 72 Sy41i(P)UUN+1i(P)ULN41i(P) =Ry TH %0

Corollary 3 W . B hvs1:(Plz) 2. RO LS ICERT %,

hN+1,i(P|'r) = gN,i—l(T(P: "E))IUN-H,;‘(P)(‘T) + U(Pa m)ISN+1,i(p)($)

+ gni(T(P, 2)) Ly i) (2) (24)
D& E, ¥ v, (P) R, ROES>ICEE B,
aw41(P) = [ hws1(Plz) dFp(a) (25)

b5, B hvei(Plz) . BIE gnv41,:(P) @ integrand ¢& %,
Proposition 13 FE0oPeSEi(1>¢>N)icxfL T

UN+1,i(P) C Un,i(P)
Thdo

Proposition 14 u(P,z) = u(z) td 5. ¢+ R bEEK u(P,z) B PRIRFELIRVE &, &
L P> Q(P,Q€ES) THY, 121> N+1Thnif,

Un41,:(P) C Un41,(Q)
TH 5o
Proposition 15 FfEOIREEN (N, k, P) Td % ¥ E= 1k 25 W 73 optimal stopping prob-

lem (P) . optimal policy ¥ & t¥ optimal policy ® $ & TR@ICIR2 % > CH S % total
expected reward UN(P) B, RokHicRmEN B,

(I)UN P) ZgNz

(2) L. mformatmn process i 5B SN BBAE DM z 5. z € Sy (P) ThHhiE
optimal policy 2. CoflicEit LTz 2R LRoPicEL L Tchh, 5 TR U
N, COEEREOVROHICEL I ETEH %o ‘

Remark 2 Proposition 15 ¢, & Pr(P ) IZBWT, optimal policy icfE- 7 & &ici§ 5
h % total expected reward 23, v&(P) = EQN: P)TRENBIED S, gn:(P) IXFIFE

=1

P (P)c. ik 3 N2 BEM 1 EA S & & - T decision-maker o 8
CR2 W L EOYFHHBOMMAZERLTVWE EELON B, TP 5. HE PY(P)
KBTS, BRRICODUMAKELTIREDOFETZ2RTLEEADL L TE S,
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