PZFANIN =3 A3AE 23
1996'd 84 pp. 291-298

ZAgau AN EHZAE FRE A7
3 71 32, 31 & A

8 o

EASEC adn & g8 B ¥opillAN £AH ALE tdFe EAV AF 2R, A9
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< 28R, 283 53] & =fdMe £AENNHAY 2A%EL A R FRE o
1HES A3 AIE vn EARG.

1. A&
B eRdAe BAFEY od FAEL ZAFHolm2 AU FHELT LBA ¥E F
oltt. T g3xA] ¥& Aol XS (nuisance parameter)’t EA3= A-fole AR 7t &
AR ez &xHQ BHAAM AE 73t F E2APAAL AT =Y HEEAANA
AFEE ol§8 A3 7Y AFE Y uFsie Addsxe] oz g ot 54
oAl ALE-317)dl= EAFG S lerng SAGAE NI 2HAR Yol At 53] BJ{w
2e 1A 5o gAd AP Agd AFHon HEHOR F¥Y3ic EHAE FREE
(Monte Carlo importance sampling) @1 2&-& AH-@HGeweke, 1989). Wby F2&EHHA
A A& A BuUZeE dudZE, FHZE FRE GuIdEH Walde] 2ARgEE vlws)
o EHZZ FREE G32F AHS-she Aol EAkztAd viSu A&3Q 2E Bt
HA B =899 2 EelZE(direct Monte Carlo)x= AdlESd 23l #F5EE FAH3e
RAolth, &, Al A9 ¥EE FAHd}E AHoltd a= P(A)E FA37 93t A9 AAEEA
F 1,9 wllg 59 AdXY YHoR ARG F,
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2. (132-714) M&Al =87 FEF 419, 93X stw A 2m4
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% V() = % 2(1 —a) )

olth. W o7} Mo A FAHL Y3 238 & nol aTHLRGAH FHx).
AMHow 2R AuZS o]§stel

0= E¢(X) (3)

& $43E Ae A2k oldl Ax)>0, xeQolx o] WX FEUE P s

6= [ snADax @

ojt}. olmel x;,xp,-,%,F FEAEHSE Ax)ZHE S FEFHolesla FyFe
=2 ¢(x;)/n (5)

oltt. a8 HEUEIS: AN ZEE ) FEAS) YAo| Golsix FeAS FHE Yua=
ANE Ax)st 2AHHoz 23 AEASe JHol B 4¢ e FEAEFS: g(n)E o8
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oltt. olwl Ax)/g(x)E 71EHE w(x)E S 2, x5, -, %, FEAEFS g)2EEHS 2
EREolasld FAFL
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0= X ¢(x)wlx;)/n M

olth. AZole ZtEdael el &F 12 2T 12 $APTHE AMAL ol &dte 2PFL e
BadowA FAL

Geweke (1989)ell @ ¢RI Ao 2 FH37] A a2 FHE Yndse gL g,
197 #3A5gs f(x)9 2ol HRIANE t2r] An ey FEUAEH; g0 2
=t}
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e QoM de BEFA EHE w;= f(x)/e(x)E AH83t 7HEHA

g 2 Hxdw;
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& P ol JluNel @ FPAL BTk EF FYN AL
) — D) 240.2
V() = 2{9/’(5(‘7%”)2} “ ©)

o|t}.

gelad ZEZE FRE AndEe f(x)) g(x) AFde d 7tEE ¥el Fi Wi
f(x)<g(x)Q ZASolE °d 713 E FE2 gx)= YA4Y BEoZ AU 7UAE AXE £
At

8, $x¥) ES(likelihood ratio identity)>.2%€ A2 & Qo W3l

P(A) = LL dQ (10)

s} o] E AP (Woodroofe, 1982). ¢171M L& Qol thg Pol $5HS viehdich =ef Pst
Qe AEFEE pot gtH L=p/golth 18® o Qo o3t FEsE RI2RE
I.L9) nll 59 A¥Ae) WFoz 234U &

2= LlznL (11)
o] 2P Fo|WA BUFZFol T4
Ly = 1 (f,L°d@ - o) (12)

ol 4 RTt A} dlF Eo] Wk L<]o¥

LdeQs fALdQ = P(A) = «a (13)

olil 4 (12)& 4 utt AA Yt 4 (1222XH a9 FHF BAE Eo17] A3t A
F Q9 M L& AA 9E3 Ao A9 Agoldth weF AZF FARAAA 71249
T P} ARsMAold ddrhdel st A3 QF ow o FPL ¢xuIFAeR Y
el Lo
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53, 7Mees w= Lelatsld 71533 3¢ o8¢ FHE YudZdAle] FHFe

2 Law;
Wi

a=

(14)

o]t}

€ wEdMe SA%sUHYe) 2A%ES FHE AL EHYE 2RE Gua=g W
L2 A¥E FAojth Wald (1947)9] & <A TAlghe AWAQ zhsto e 0 3185 i
T FAH ZAHE XA (Siegmund, 1985). 18} BEZE FHE dial=o) AAAQ 8o
TRH AT EAFRA FAY AlBdolde] AYEE uwsr] 9% BAF FAlo o F83}
ot 3EHdA 5 Bt}

2. QAZF 9] A}

Z]:f;" xl,xz,"'E O]-EH 23
—oo Ex; <0 18lar P{x;>0}>0 (15)

T VEFHE M2 Sqoln FUAY LXE BEY oy 5,= DA a<0< bol Bt A
Z] A ZK(stopping time)-&

T = inf{m n=1, s,&(a, b))} (16)
Z A B =89 FAE b—oood ua) ZAFHO 7
a = P{sy=>b} 17)

g F3%7] A8 FEE Zug2 WL Alesle ol

53 a7 2aFEMIRJ] Aol T Walde) 22880739 AR ztelm Adubael z33}
A Walde adl i3] ZAMgES THWald, 1947).

4 (16)9] 59 A¢2 ¢=0t BX5 931S gx8t7] 9 Pagedulo) TR 23
oA dojdth(Page 1954). £§ single-server queuediMT Aolun] 4] (10)L single busy
periodE?t &l tig HolhrlAlzte]l pRT Z 5L JYEUL. =0 Wi Wade] A}
€ A8 5 Qlomz gE whyg Fojo} d)

A (16)2 (U7l g Walde) ZApgy e (s7—=0)I{sr2b}s} (sp—a)l{sr<a}s TAF
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£ Rolt}t, adA sre @A a9 bR FEASFE HFEH

4 AN FAsE AL 4 EAY o=z olu 8§ PE A4ZF(exponential family)
{P,}a} 714 3tAKSigmund, 1985). 228 3§ P,y 8l xp,x,, € A2 Q0|3 TdE A
=3

Pol{x,edx} = exp(6x — ¥(6)) dH(x) (18)

il

e 97N $5 PE
vO) = ¥ =0 (19)
2 ¥23591 dH(x) = Py{x,sdi)olth, dlE S0 x7 Wiol woli E4to] 19 AREE
g w=d 5 PydlolA 2R FFol ol Bite] leojth wet Fojd 4 (18)e24H
T(9) = /2011 FEAEYSFE dH(x) = (21 “Pexp(—x*/2)dxolth. £8 ¥4 Pt
(o) = Eo(xl). r(o = Vo(xl) (20)
olt}. mebA 4 (19)7 (20002 R

sen Ey(x;) = sgnf (1)

g¢ ¢ Aok B A (9% QDRIE p0lTh Tgol A (9% TS 9AT ¥54
(strictly convexity)ell 23}

T(w) = P(w (22)

nE3He 9ko) wrl Z1Aslol st EAT A71ME 2 wrl Y EAse A& AT

Ao

4] (18), (19¢+ 4] (10 2%E g9 fd 3ty

a=P,sr2b) = [ _ exp{—(u—Osr— T(¥() —¥(O)}dP,  (23)

(sr=b)

olt}y, E£F = wolA 4] (22)HE

a=P,isp= b} = f exp { —(w— %) s7) dPy (24)

(sr2b)

ol g, mWata 4 (MEZHE F54
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P, {sr=b} < exp{—(w—w) b} P,,{s7= b} < exp{ — (w—u) b} (25)

£ Waldel 2820749 7IRE o2k 4 (23)2 4 (109 548 Aeo)n

Iy exp{—(u—8)sr— T(¥(w) —¥(H))} (26)

8 Py AAZ n/ll 599 WFOZ oF YUY 4= w RELZ ZEE Suaj=e 7
ol o] #AFe] By 1/n F&7)

f(s,}b) exp {—2(w—w)s7}dP, — o’
<exp{—(w—1u)b} « 2b)e.xp{—(w—u)sT}dpw_a,z o
~ exp(—(w—wb)ama?

oty HZGF bkl et B AW EEZ2(direct Monte Carlo)®] ¥4 a(1—a)/nxt}
A A dftH o2 poocogel wWat 4 (25)8) 2ae O(ed)oln FH BHBZAME Ka)
oltt. A 3Ql & ggAA B Ao}

3. X4 o

Po3tlA 21,2, M2 5goln Bl foli Bio] 19 AFELEE HEY &= o
" P(0) = 6*/2011 w= —yoltt. 24W 49 ¥HF 719 (cumulative sum chart)& A3t
£ F3839 328 EAE PR Hatial sum)o]l 73+ gollZ sl Aol bE 2Y B
& FA%E Aotk F o= 2T AR 2T g, bE 2PY A5 FW FANRE 4

16)2 AAsAl a2\ e 4 ANE FF371S AFS. oldl x,x,, -, 10 AlBdolE
T WFRA 42k BHFo]l —yolm BAL 19 FFEES wad

~

_ 1 sr=b
= {0 e zeA (28)

T Su (xi)
IH,‘=1 f—u (x‘) (29)
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oli1 A7|1N f.& BFol coln £ito] 1 ARFELA=FFoIH. 21dH

_iX_—ﬂ)iJ
fou(x) exp{_ (x—;u) }
A2 EYA 48%
I (sp2 ) XD {2 usT} 3D
o) HFL /AT a2 AEdolA g HEF Rolch AR WAY Y, F a= —bA A5
M2 OE b@tw w=E(x)el distel ¥ 1ol 7oA Atk
31

b —u a 2 a g {a(1—a) }1/2 AU a&| Wald

71 5 0.0005 0.000509 | 0.000816 | 0.000231} 0.0225 9500 | 0.000911

71 .25 | 0.0212 0.0219 0.0180 0.00633 | 0.1466 536 | 0.02931

7 1251 0.1234 0.1300 0.1273 0.539 0.3363 38 | 0.14805

71 .0 0.5073 0.4964 0.4964 0.4999 0.4999 1 | 0.50000

41 5 0.01 0.0101 0.0137 0.0047 0.1004 454 | 0.01799

4 .25 | 0.0894 0.09289 0.0966 0.0366 0.2902 62 | 0.11920

4 1251 0.2437 0.2445 0.2526 0.1379 0.4298 9 | 0.26894

4 0 0.4956 0.4979 0.4979 0.4999 0.4999 1 | 0.50000

4 Aol ohd F$ ¥ 20 FolA Atk

i 2
b a | —u a 2 a g {a(l—a) }1/2 Ao Wald
iE

7 |4 5 0.0004 0.0005019 | 0.0005310 | 0.0002345 | 0.02239 9118 | 0.018299
7 |-4 25 | 0.0203 0.02031 0.02027 0.008425 | 0.1410 280 | 0.13129
7 |4 125 | 0.104 0.1066 0.1049 0.06992 0.3087 19 0.32471
7 |4 0 0.3718 0.3801 0.3801 0.4854 0.4854 1| 0.63636
751-251 5 0.0005 0.0002923 | 0.0002802 | 0.0001519 | 0.01709 12664 | 0.082043
75|-25| .25 | 0.0143 0.01384 0.01391 0.008043 | 0.1168 211 | 0.281664
75 |-251 .125 | 0.0749 0.07569 0.07524 0.06684 0.2645 15 0.49370
75125 .0 0.2765 0.2779 0.2779 0.4479 0.4479 1] 0.75000
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HAA E13 H2ZHE Waldel SAlgtel @& 334 (overestimates)$He oF4: g ER/e
E13 F201M9) a2 AF BHLIZ S L ol&F FAXo|W 4 ()2HE AN T
¥ o9 b FEE IUIZLS AT 2PN A 4 (DF (S ol EsYon on
A G EEHAgelD. 53] Yuiage F32 oo AY £ InYEH FERE Q1
dEe ¥4 HE A3 vastgoh o71A e gre] Zow mu A F4L A3 JdFHe
2 E 23 AL AN o & FHsEH YoM BRHZZ 2RE SiaZo) Az
B 2839 AL HaFEr}

HZole 7HEREE ol4Y BHZE FRE dudE 232 zd ude d7s} Bwam
%43 a7} R4 WA (Strong Law of Large number)ell |3l &§ 1& ztm ARG adl
THHE RAETD Geweke, 1989). 2T ArIME HoFA] FRAT 2HH 59 BAL 4
D8 AH3tel T8S Jovd o) BUH uEs ¥ Holst Ponz AANE AAEA ¥
pIg=
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