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% % Markov Chain @ _F T
Optimal Selection Problem {Z-2W<T

hH E
T RFEFFE

1 Introduction

BOEEIEREIRE - BIREILEREE1ED &3 5%  OMRNZBRRERRE TR, &R
ICHIB AHERLHE 1 FIC 1 > 528l L. 2O ANESE b &ic L THRERITD
BEZERS CEMBBV, TR, 1ERIC 1 D TR EROBREH AR 3
IEBTELBEER Yo

C TR, 1 EICHEROMEREHE BRI © & 2HRNZERIERES LT, Nakai
[4] TE L Shi- & 575 optimal selection problem {TDWTEX %, I D optimal
selection problem {3, FRICHBE§ HHERLEZRD S NI iffich 7o > TERAIL .
ZNSHEEREHOBRHEDOD D 55 S LHRD SN EFFERL ., #RLUE
AHEDHBFIERKICT 5 EEENET 5, 22T, ¢ Nakai [4] icBVWTES 1
FAERIC O W TEHICRR S & &icd B, D X Markov chain (¥ > TZALT 3
state IZ, ENZENOHICEHIRIT & 2HEREHBIMRG T 255K OWTEZ 5, N
SDMEOHEITH>WTEL B eI, & CELS Markov chain OEBHERITH
&, D Markov chain O state ({KF 3 2 HEREHOBERZZERIIc >\ T
OPDREEH T, CHSDRED S ETOIDEDE>HHEIC>WT E X %,

D E|T, Markov chain (I - TEE T 5 state I{KF T HHERT R FRICER
T BERERR O B, OBRIAREIBEIC >WTEZ 5, T TR, W O DIRE
Db & TOD partially observable Markov chain OE i >WTIRERICHIS N TWS
D, O CTREROEE—FICEHRIT 3 2 &0 5 CORBICHNERHEICOWTE
ZBo TITIE. BiD 2 >OEEE L [EkkIC optimal policy 8L U, JDEEEICHE-
THRBICIRA 5 - 1o & %(Ci§ 5415 total expected reward 23K 5, SIS
@ partially observable optimal selection problem MO#HEICH>\WT ., HEERLTEOE
#fIfE & prior information & DEFHREZFLE LTEZ 5,
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2 Optimal Selection Problem

C ORBERARICHIR T 2RETHERD Sniidlichiz - TEHAIL. £h s
HERZHOBRANEDD N 55 S UHERS S 7370 HER L T ER U /ERRANE
DRFIERKNICT B EEHNET B, T7abb. Kb NHOHEHIROMIC. m
B iid. EELEH (X iz wDEAlEN 3, CDEE, IS NPHOMICH
B4 5 m AOERLH TN S HEZERU . BR U /EBRIE ORI D HARHE % &
KICTEMBEZEZ B, 1212 L. oD m ADFNFNDOHERETHHETHEEAE D
ﬁwé@%mﬁﬁﬁémmomfu\Emmﬂﬁf~ﬁmmﬁ¢%%®ﬁiéo?
Rbb, GHEMS NO L & & AHEREHPEYIOHICHE T 2RI N'C“Zi %o
Lichi->T. 1 BB 2 &0 TE 2BREHOBRIFC1ALRO NI D
TR, EBROMEEBRIG 2 2 Licii b, 7o, 1EBAILGERLIE» - 128
AfEIE, BUBERT A2 ERTERVBDEEL S,

%0 NEfOB, m [EOMHEREHEIIE > TWBIHE. JCOMIcHIR T 2HEREHD
Honf%E. {ovm(n)tn=01,m EXRTo b L. m HAOHERELD. NHRORIC
BuvicniTic—#Ric iR+ 2158,
(N-1)m"

Nm
ERFTIENTES, JITHR, TOBRBICHOWTEZLZB—RDESITOVWT D
Gk DFaT T AEBTE %,

2 ET, B NI, m O TE—D3THICHE S HEREE{Xi ti=1,m
FERIL. Th o m AOHREHOT) S MEEER L T, EBR U -BRE o0
HFEE RIS REEEZL 5 & &, D (N, m, k) % optimal selection problem
DIREEEIES, Py EKTo FTRIREDIREED (N, m, k) TH B & & n {HOHE
FEHHBERITE 5 LV S WITEEE Pyymr(n) TR 20 Tho n [HOHER
EROBHUED 21y, -+, 2(n) TH B & & DOFORRE%E Pym (i 21y, -2 Z)) EXR
To 727U 2y, - Tny i3 n EOHEREEL X, - -, X DEAUE 21, - - -, z ODNEF
HEtB LT %0 (z) 2 22y Xa) 2 -+ 2 X)) PUFTR. n EOHERETE
{Xi}iz1,. iR LT 205 ONEFFHEIRZE. (X6 iz, m TEFo JORIED
HENER U 72 HEDOERRIEORIIZHRAICT 5 & 572 optimal policy &, ZD b
ETHRBICIRDEE - 7o & XD total expected reward ZR¥H B T LA E X B,

DEI, ICHMONTVB LS » AOEREHPSEBATEE L&, REWEL
5« HEDNEFHETR X ) OZERIEUL.

pN,m(n) = 'm.Cu (O <n<m, pl,m(m) = 1) (1)

gni(T@)) = = 1)?(; - 1)!(F(ﬂ«'u)))”"(l — Flz@) ™ fz) (2)

ThHbo JITid, BRI T % m HOHERLEE (X tiz1, .. n 3ELEFKETHO ., T
N COMEREE DRI I SE— DD S I & FOMERTEME f(z) &4 5,



CDEE, BIRE PNm ks PNmp(n) BEU Pumi(n52ay, - T@)) IKBWT, &
BUCIRAE -1 L 2B OSNE NS DEEAD total expected reward 2 F1h
UN,m ks UNm k() BEF UNm (5 20y, ZTm)) ET Do CDEE, FBitEDEH
Bic L O ROBEHERZME T 0

m
UYUNm,k = Z vN,m,k(n)pN,m(n) (3)
n=0
uNmk(n) = Elonmi(n Xay, - X)) (4)
UNm k(R 2y, T@m)) = 113&);{223(]')+vN-1,m—n,k—i} (5)
Sise

INSOHERORIL. IROLIICIEE I EBHISNTWS, ( Nakai [4]) 9
B L TR B IEES {ai} (ao = 00 ) 1T U THIICREEL Un (a4, aici |k, y) %

Un(ai,ai-1lk, y)

aiAy a.-1Ay
= / @ihn k(2 f(z@r) Az (k) + / Ty hn k(2 (6) ) f (T k) )z k)
0 aily
Yy
+ / Un(ai-1,ai—2lk + 1, 20)) f(z k) )dz (k) (6)
a-1Ay
Un(a'i’a'i—lln + 11 y) = a, (y Z O) (7)
. n! n—k
b k(2 (k) = TR k)!(F(x(k))) (8)

&9 5%, DERET {a-'}v‘m}.:l’...i&):()f {aly m(7)}iz1, ZRD & D ICRHNICER
T 5o (0 <n< m)

m = D Anm(n)PNm(R) (9)
=0

a';V,m(n) = Un(a‘i‘f—l,m-—n’a}\l_jl,m—nll’Oo) (10)

ax,m(o) = a’;f—l,m (11)

1etils o} = m(R) = 00,855 =0 & B0 2, af ,, = af (M), ¢} ,,(m) =
EXi] THBI bbb, COEE, DED L REANBHEI KD SN 5.
( Nakai [4])

Proposition 1 [ Py 1 @ optimal policy 3IRD & 573 %,
RIBEOIRIEDS (N, m, k) T3 & &, n [BORERIHERIT 5 C EHTE, TND
DERUEONEFFETRY 20y, 2(a) TH D ET Do WVE jE 1) > anrmen DD
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1<j <kAnERGET BRARDH. 37805 z(41) < aﬁ,—_jl,m_nifdij =kAn %
MRS DRADEET B, COLEE REVAD S JEDMHE. 805 2y, -+, 2()
A select T35 EDNRBTH o

Proposition 2 vnm i BLY v mi(n) E. 2EDL S ITKD SN 5,

k

k
UNmk = 9Ny UNmk(n) = D aly n(n) (12)
=1

=1

Proposition 3 ¥5{aly , }i=1,2, - BLT {ay n(n)}iz1,2, 1& DED X I ITITBo

mA:

a'N 1,m-—n
Ay m(n) = Z / z(5)9Mm,;(7())dz ()

Nlmn

nA(i— l)

PSR US CLR (C U

m

Ay = D o (R)PNm(n) (14)

m=0

Corollary 1 {ay , }iz1,2, BET {aly n(n)}iz1 2, 1 IKBIL TR 2HFT
H5bo

3 Markov chain o # &

DO TREAITE 2HERERS T hEhoHlic k > T, ZOBREHOR S 5
RIS LT 2IESICOWTER B, & O Tl transition probability matrix A3
P = (pss)s,s=1,2,- CTH B K H7& Markov chain {Z,} =12, 2FZ L. TNZTND
BICEIRIG 5 & & DT & ARERZT DS T D Markov chain O state ITIKFET S D
&5, CDEEIRAA DHERERIZ. BV TH 505, £ DHAD state (i3
HiF T BRI—DOHERDMIIHD bDET 5, Tl TN SOHEREHMBEOHICH
HE20RBEL2BEWNNIHNTHD., TOERIZ—HTHE2bDEL. THZFNDE
D state EIIMITLTH B ET B0 WE. B EHEHARM NEHORIC. m EOHEREEL
{Xis Yizm12,mosier,2, SR L E N SHERLHZEERIT 2 LN TE B ET 5,
C T sl 1 ZEEHOHERZHSHIR U HHD Markov chain @ state &K HD &
EZbo TN SD m (HOMEREHOBANEDOTH» S HE%EERST 2, HINIG total
expected reward ZHrAICE 5 L 973 optimal policy &, D $ & TD total expected
reward ZRHB I EEEZ B, I TR, FN O OERLHHS EOICHES 2
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DEBA BN TH D, ZOHERIZ—FH,(THDbDEL. THEFNDEHIc BT
% Markov chain @ state &FMNLTH B EEX. LIcB>T{pvm(n)}n=0,1,2,m
3. (1) Rick-TtHELZ o515,

W&, statespace % {1,2,---} transition probability matrix % P = (pss) {s,s' =
1,2,3,---} &4 %, T D Markov chain O state (3EIf]d 5 & LT &, decision-
maker {CIZBEHICTH B bDET B, WE, state Ds(€ {1,2,---}) THHLE, n
OHEREE BRI LII5E6%2EL 5 L. INSD n HOMRER {Xistiz1 2,0l
state s € {1,2,---} IKRFET BH5, BRI TH Y, Bl—0H0HmciEH> bD &4
5o CONHEEE Fi(x) &4 5,

CDEE, B OFHEERIA N, o T AHERLHOHD m . £ o OMER
ZHDOERANE DD 53BN T & 2E08 k. Markov chain O state 25 s TH B & &,
(N,m, k,s) %2 C OERADIKEEE M, Py ks THET o TIAREED (N, m, k,s) D &
&, n HOHERELDBIRIT & 5 &0 5 T & DEHREE Prmk,s(n) TRL, &
NOBHRHED (1), -+, 2 (a) TH S & EDESEEZ . PNomok,s(n 20y, T(ny) TK
To CDEE, INSDRRE PNymk,sn PNmk,s(0) BEY Pyymok,s(n521), 1 Z(n))
KBWTERBICIRDFE -1 & 21§ 515 total expected reward 2 ZNVEIVUN m ks
UNm k() BEF UNm ks(R520), 5 Tn)) TREE, ROFEHIERZHES 5
I EBHh b,

m
UNmks = D UNmk,s(1)PN,m(n) (15)
n=0
UN,m k() = Elunmk,s(n Xy, ooy Xia))] (16)
' 00
vN,m,k,s(n;x(l),"')$(n)) = lfg?(){k{zx(j)"f'ZPstvN—l,m—n,k—i,t} (17)
=2 53 =1

C NS OEREHIERAETE S BIERD 21T, IRD L S I3EF {by ; m Fiz1,2,
{bj\r,,,m(n)}izl,z,-.-fo’i(}f{C‘}v,s,m i=1,2, ZIENCER T %o (s € {1,2,---}),0<

n<m)

m
b}\/,s,m = Z b’N,s,m(n)pN,m (n) (18)
=0
bj’V,s,m(n) = UW(C;V—I,s,m—n’ Cﬁv_ll,s,m—nll’ OO) (19)
b;V,s,m(O) = c}\f—l,s,m (20)
C;V—l,s,m = Zpﬂb?\l—l,t,m (N Z 2) (21)
t=1

ETBo 7FELL WYy gm = b em(n) =00, 05,0 =0 &F B0 E7ol T CHEES T
BEEICRI L T, RD 2 2 DIRERFHIT 5o < T, St Markov chain O state % 3%
FTHERLEE T 5,



158

Assumption 1 Markov chain @ state 73 s TH b E X, I D state s IZIKF L7
HEREROEMAT & WiT5Er, = E[X|S = s] 3RERL T 5, T, HERDHBR
Pr{X < «|$ = s} = Fi() BAELERTH 0. BRERERIE fi(2) > b0 &
L. dF(z) = fo(z)dr EB<,

Assumption 2 L. t<s(s,t=1,2,---) THhidz < yicxfL T,

f2) f)]

ft(y)fs(x) Z fs(y)ft(x) ﬁ_f&hg f,(y) ft(y) il

(22)

G Bo
D& EOEOHHEDED L0

Lemma 1 {KE 2D & & T, Markov chain D{EED state s(s = 1,2,---) i L
T state Hs TH B EVWIRED b & TOMREE X ORIl 1, = E[X]|S = 3]
EBFIEL {us}em12, 13 s KBAL TR 2851 CH %0

Assumption 3 {FED t,¢'(t > t',t,t' = 1,2,-- ) iF LT,

DPstt DPs't!
Pst Pst

Bos<s' (s, =1,2,) ZIGRTBLTD s & s'IK L TR IULDo

PsePsit 2> PsiwPst 318D H >0 (23)

Lemma 2 state {Z{&K{Fd 2888 f(s) A8 s B L Tl s 288 cHnid.

> paf(t)
=1
& s IBAL TiRbT 2RI T B,

Lemma 3 (18) A» S (21) XTEHEL . {b’fV,s,m}$=1,2w“’{b§v,s,m(n)}s=1,z,...,
{Cg}v,s,m}s=l,2,m 3. s ‘Cﬁabfﬁ/}\—a‘éwl‘lf$ 2,

Lemma 4 (18) i:tf,))l; (21) ﬁfﬁ%tfl\ {biN,s,m}£=1,'2,""{biN,s,m(n) §=1,2,s
{c omtizt 2, 3 ICBAL TRDT 3H51TEH 3,

Proposition 4 SR Py m k,sICB1} % optimal policy (3IRD & 5 icKE 5,

TRbb . COFEAMY NTH 2 & 5 ISRIBEDEYI O T n EOWHERZEE#H]
L. ZNSDEFFEtES 21y, 1 2m) TH B ET B0 WVE jE 25 > Cfv—_jf:,m_n
B2 1<) < kA BT BRADOHM. TbB 5(41) < 1o monE it
J=kAnA2ESTIRRKOEEST 5 & &, optimal policy ZKEXWHDS HED
. 78bbH 21y, , 2() % select T35 ETH 5D,



Proposition 5 vn m i s BELF vNmis(n) 3. DEDXSITRKH SN 5,

k k
UN,m,k,s = Z b;V,s,mv 'UN,m,k,S(n) = Zb}\’,s,m(n) (24)
=1 =1

Lemma 5 (15) A5 5 (17) XTEEL. {vNmkrsh {tNmks(n)} EL sic
L TR T %,

PrOPOSltlon 6 ﬁﬁu {bN ,$ m}' 1)21 »§ =1’21 bCkU {bN S m(n)}“=172v'“v5=1727"'t:‘t\

mAs CN Jl
s, m—n

by sm = Z / o z(i)9m,;(2(5))dz ()

lemn

n/\(n 1)

+ E C}\/Jlsm n’lC (1_F(C& 1,s,m— n)) (F(CN 1,s,m— n))'—j (25)
1=0
b = D by ()P, (n) (26)

DEIITKDHBIEBTE B,

4 Partially Observable Markov Chain o g &

4.1 Partially Observable Markov Chain

Markov chain (Tt > CTE{Ld 5 state [TIKFT AHEREZE OV 2T 5 &
BT X A0 optimal selection problem [T DOWTEZ b, 1272 LI Tl D
Markov chain @ state ZEHEHIS C EMTE T, ZOD state [T HOWTDESHERE
RioTWaEHAI>\WTR I,

2IT {Z;t=1,2,---} % statespace H3{1,2,3,---} T&H 5 Markov chain & L,
Z @ transition probability matrix % P = (pss){s,s' = 1,2,-- -} &4 5, CDE &,
state DMa] TH B DI ONTDIEHIZ. state space {1,2,---} _FDFERSTRIC K

BA5NTVEDET B, $75bBE. §={P|P = (p1,p2,-)ps 20, Y _ps =1}

KEEFNAERDH PILL--TREINB D EER 5,

I Ty ENENOEICEIRIT & 2HERLEUL. state IKET B 5. hHD
HERZROBRANE %18 L TZ O state 1B 215HWBE SN, Lich-T, 12
SHERZH BRI TERVE &R, [MoEREEL LR TEI,

WE . Markov chain @ state {ZB L TD prior information 3 P( € 8) £k »>T
xRah, B ORFEMES NThH o, Ol m EOMREMEERGT 52 05T

159
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&, e o0dih S HEOEHANEZEIRST 5 EMNTEBEE, (N,m,kP)Z2ID
optimal selection problem DIREEEL WV, Py ok, p E KT o

DL &, m EOWERLE KOG S, partially observable Markov chain O state
SAARIFE L 7c n [EOWERZE A Xis Yizr,. o DERHE {2 }iz1,- 2 %1850 C C T state
s €{1,2,-- -} ZEFEHS LR TERE, £ T, Th S n HOHERLE OERIES
5 state IZBIL THEFETVWE DHERET(P, )L K S LI1tT %o ZDEEnfHD
BRHEDD S i (BEBIRL . D O b DILBERETIOPICHEL (: = 0,1,---,n)6
Z L CIROADIREER (N - 1, m—n, ki, T(P, X)) £Z{td %o &I TT(P,x)id\ n
EDOMEREEL A Xis Yzt o DEREUE {z, }iz1 .. o 21872 & £ D posterior information
ThH. ~ XOEHEHVTKDSND, ((25) & (26) )

WE n HOHEREMOBINE {2 }iz1, G0 E & INSEENE {2}z, n
(zi e R=(0,00),1=1,--+,n ) {ZXF L TRA XOFEIC &L » BERERDHH

L(P,x) = 2R
> p.fu(x) (27)

s=1

T('P’ x) = (T1 (P, X), Tz(p, X), .- )

t*b‘;néo (t = 172v'°') uT—C£i\ X = (xlv"'7xn) t%j‘:—&‘:j‘%o i
7z. fu(x) X, Markov chain @ state 25 t(¢t = 1,2,---) TH 5 & = n {[HOMHERLH
X DaIFHEI & 50 TR DB,

f0) = [T £ (28)

T& b, {XIT. transition probability matrix P {Zff - T state D3HEfS 4 2 5., X

DHADIEH T D prior information T(P, x)id.

{ T't('P,X) = Xn:Ts(tpy X)Pst’

s=1 (29)
T(P, X) = (Tl (P, X), Tg(P, X), . )

ERDH LN B,

D&, information £EDEE SIKOED L I BAFELERHWIEFE 2 EAST
%o CDHERF L likelihood ratio ordering &MHE 41 Nakai [3] - [5] - [6] 72 & TV AN
AHEBHSN TV 5,

Definition 1 SIKEFNAEEFEDOPL QITHLT. P> QThHAEIR, £2TDs
& t( 4 S 5y87t= ]-72»"’) ‘C;(jLT

psqr < pugs, TEDH iqs B ' >0 (30)
Ps P



DAL L. DR ED—2D s Lt ODHAEDLBITH L T peqr < pgs, DX D ST
OIEEEZE D0 bl ps =g BEED s =1,2,-- i LTRDIDEE P = Q
THDET D, $72. P2 QTHBER. P =12 5D, P> QBEH I &

ENE

C T P Lo w(P) A, FH 1iIck > TEDALEHIERF R Uik
THHER P20 EREPEQIBILTu(P) > w(Q) XMET R EEEESC
EiZT %,

HERNTRBEIRITBI L T & SITRDIRE R RS %0

Assumption 4 [ < m < k,i THNE. zZmr = sup{z|fn(z) < fr(z)}, £ 3
Tm k Ty ROFZHZIGET 5 bDODBFET S0

(D)2 > 2k O fm (k) > fulz) > frar(z) > - THD,

(2)2 < Tk BSIE fr(2) > fnl(2) > fm-1(z) 2 -+ > fi(z) TH 50

{RGE 17> SIRGE 4 Db & TRD 2 >OWHEBELD Lo (Nakai (3] « [5] - [6])

Lemma 6 4, {f(z)}s=12,- % IRE 4 OMEEMET 5 L 573, HEREFRIK
DINEER Do RIT, {astemrz By Y e = 0 GRS BEHFIE T 5,
C@&é\@%ﬁ1§k<nﬁﬁﬁt?aSZQtSk#O\mgmt>kT&
333, UEDREDSET, VE g(z) = Y a.fo(z) EBIIE,
s=1

/°° h(z)g(z)dz > 0

0
DK 3L Do
Lemma 7 THE1ICBWTEEL. SIKBIFBEFIYEFTH %0

Definition 2 2 >0 k{EDERKEDHE x,y € R* It LT zuy < yuy, (6 =1,2,--,k)
THHEE, FHZDEXIPEY x<y&XKT,

Lemma 8 x < y&ji/l-F{EED x & ylcXfLT

fs(x)  fi(x)

D) 2 SR Fb |

>0 (31)

t<8($,t: 1,2,) 733‘52@1'[’30

Lemma 9 x < y%2i§7cFEED x & yicxd LTT(P,x) <t T(P,y) B2&TD
P e SicxLTRRD L0

161
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Proposition 7 x < y &/ EED x & ylicxdLTT(P,x) <t T(P,y) TH 5%,
(Pes)

Lemma 10 (FEDO P, Q XL T, P > Q5. T(P,x) > T(Q,x) TH b,
(x € R")

Proposition 8 {FED P, QX LT, P > @7, T(P,x) > T(2,x) TH
%o (x€RY)

4.2 Partially Observable Markov Chain @ k¢ » Optimal Se-
lection Problem

C Tl partially observable Markov chain @ _|FT® optimal selection problem
IKOWTEZ B, $R8b5. TNFNOHICEflE 5 & LW TE ZHEREHN. &
% Markov chain O state [TIKFT BIEETH B0, D state [TDWTERENS C
LidTEd., HSh L prior information DA B> TWBIREEZER b, 12712
L. E0Znoflich { > OEREHZHRITE 2013, D state L3RI TH
56DET 5, CDKIRRRICONWT, optimal policy &% DEERD b & THRE
IKIRAETIE SN 5 total expected reward DHHICHOWTEZ S &ICT b,

WE., BoitE#AkIZ NIfE L. CoR» o BRI m EOHERE
{Xis. Yiz=1,2, - m,sie{,2, }ZBRIT B EDBTELHDET D, JITsild 1 FH
DOHEREEDBER S NI &D state 2RI 6D E L, T/ BEHII N 3IEE=
KTODOTRIEVWET B, CCTEASRBBICEVW TS, ChETERRENE IO
HERE R h DR & IHSLIC—FR R THAI S NS D EERX B, —A.
state space % {1,2,---} , transition probability matrix % P = (pssr) & L. D
state A5 s € {1,2,---} TH B L &, n (AOHERLE BN TE LRSI, 50D
n AOMEREEL {Xistiz1,2,- o i3\ state s € {1,2,-- -} IIKEFT B A5, B\
Bl—OHHIRED bDE L. TNSOHHBERIBBINO D TH S LT 57 %,

C @ optimal selection problem DIREEDS (N, m, k,P) TH B D% Py i, p TH
Fo 1 CDIREET, n [HOMEREHEBRITE 2 &0 HEHDERE% PNym i, p(n) TE
L. 205 OBAHED 21y, () TH D E VI TDEREE . Promk,p(R5201),
T(n)) TEFTo CDEE, CORISED HIAIL. total expected reward KIS 3 &
%73 optimal policy &, #D b & CTEBICIRATE - 12 & X8 503 total expected
reward 23RS EEE X B,

RIRADIREEDS (N, m, k,P) TH B L &, n {HOMEREE (X }i=1, nZBURIT 5
CEWTE, TNODERANE {:}i=1, X8I ET B, TDE &, decision-maker
BRENSD n AOHERLHOBANEDH» S il (0<i < n) ZFRL. RD

e, CDEEROYPD ZOEDIKER (N -1, m —n,k—1,T(P,x)) &2



%o CCTT(P,x)id. n HOBRER X liz1, - ZE8RIL. #h o n @oBRNE
{z;}iz1, - x 2D EICLTE SIS state [T-DWTD posterior information %3 L.
(25) K & (26) X TRDSN B,

CDEE, Pumi,ps PNmi,p(n) BLY PNm i, p(ni201),, T(n)) ITBWT,
optimal policy ICfE > CTHRBICIRAFE - L 2B SNE NS DORRED total ex-
pected reward % ZNVZAL YN mk, Py UN,m k,P(7) BED UNmk,p(n;2(1), - ' Z(n))
ETBE, {HONTWB XL, ROBREHERZIEES %,

m

UNmk,P = Z UN,m &, P(7)PNm () (32)
n=0
UINmk,P(n) = Eluonmer(n Xay s Xw))) (33)
k
vNmk,P(iX) = max{)z() + Vy_y ki T) (34)

i=1

ﬁyu {d;V,P,m}‘=112y"" {d;v’p’m(n)}i=l,‘2,---j’54:(j {e‘}V,P,m }i=1,2,-~~ %%B{]‘C(X
@c}: ‘5 iiﬁiﬁ‘éo (] € {172)"’}70 S n S m)

dypm = D AN jm(n)pNm(n) (35)

n=0
diN,'P,m(n) = E[div,‘l’,m(n;x)] (36)
A pm(%) = Vnley 5585 mn Nor 7w ) (7)
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7=rZL.
Norpm = Ay wm. (N2 (39)
P = (P1sP2) (40)
ps = Zpspn (41)
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