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Bayesian measure ¢(H, E|K) of confirmation is the degree to which known evidence FE
supports a given hypothesis H relative to background knowledge K. This measure should
be positive when E confirms H, negative when FE disconfirms H and zero when E is
irrelevant to H. There are many Bayesian measures of confirmation which satisfy this
condition. log Pr(E|H A K)/Pr(E|-~H A K), which was proposed by Good, is one of them.
In the present paper, it is shown that only Good’s measure is valid in the case where the
measure ¢(H, E1 A E2|K) of confirmation is the sum of ¢(H, E1|K) and ¢(H, E2|K) when,
in Reichenbach’s terminology, H screens off F; from FEb.
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Pr(H|EAK) =Pr(H|K) 751X oH E|K)=0 (2)
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2% Good (1960) 2 X DFEREE TH 5,

Fitelson (1999) 1. #AEICBIT 27/, 121X Popper and Miller (1983) I &%, Ji#fAY
ERIITFELRNE VI EROZUMEEE XD LT, EPOMIEELZREDPNPEECTH D EBRITND
(p.S365), 2 #i T, Popper and Miller (1983) Dz N3 5,

3.1 Hi TR 2 X 912, Fitelson (2001) 1% v RIZ K DHEEE A2 G O OREEE AT Y |-
. SO OHGEEOR Ty NIZKAMEEENZY THDL Efiim Lz, LaL, ZOEim iy
B BT MR DA 2 Y Ao R FE DFAE T 2 Al REME 2 R E TE 220,
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H%ZWELTWD EE B EWIHFHLETIREONTZGE LY By AEy L0 ) o0 E LR
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5o PAF. H I3, E IR, K 3 samsae R 2 8183 2,
LY
s(H, E|K) = Pr(H|E A K) — Pr(H|K)

LEFE L, s(H,E|K) % THEEMIFFORE ] (a measure of probabilistic support) & #72 L7
(Popper and Miller, 1987, p.574), Z® & &, fHRFHEN O

s(H,E|K)=s(HV E,E|K) +s(HV -E, E|K) (4)

& 72 %5*t (cf. Popper and Miller, 1987, p.574),
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EZHVE#5ELC\W50DTs(HVE,E|K) X H O E 2T 5HEENREFBEREH DL
TuW5 (cf. Popper and Miller, 1987, p.575) #3, EIX HV ~E #EZELRWOTHV-E» [E
x5 H O3 ~T] (p.687) TS & Popper and Miller (1983) i%‘i?’:o SFED, WHiZLh
X s(HV-E,E\K) 7 H®O EIZHT2IFNNRMEABRE R L TWLE45 TH S (cf. Popper and
Miller, 1987, p.575). LU, Pr(H|EAK) #1755 Pr(E|K) # 1 CTh % & .

s(HV —E,E|K)=Pr(HV-E|EAK)—Pr(HV -E|K)

= Pr(H|E A K) — Pr(—~(=H A E)|K)

= Pr(H|EAK) — (1 — Pr(—~H A E|K))

= Pr(H|E A K) — (1 — Pr(E|K) + Pr(H A E|K))

= Pr(H|EAK) — 1+ Pr(E|K) — Pr(H|E A K)Pr(E|K)
= —(1—Pr(H|EAK))(1 - Pr(E|K))

N
o

L 72 % (Popper and Miller, 1983, p.688)., 2%V, H @ E \Zx7 A IFRI K 7R EZR L T
5y DHERRIZFFOREITA L 72D (cf. (3), WHIXZ DRERICESNT, [ Z O RITHERG A
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R LA &0 5 K#Th D (Redhead, 1985, p.190), Bl i, Pr(E[HAK) = 1 0 & %
Pr(E|K) >Pr(EANH|K) >0 &725DT,
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s(H, E|K) UAOHeRASFFOREZ M T 20137 Ry 7 Th o Lk~ (Gillies, 1986, p. 111)
EHIZPr(H|E A K)/Pr(H|K) &\ 9 iERE SR ORI E ORE A b L T\ 5 (Gillies, 1986,

p.112),

Fitelson (1999) 1220 —BO#E & ORITER LS THENE VI HRTHD L BA LE
(p.S365), % LT, Gillies (1986) 2i#im L 722 o727 > RIZ X HEREE S (4) AW LRV &9
Z L & ¥a4 L7z (Fitelson, 1999, Theorem 1), #l21X. Pr(E|HAK) = 122> Pr(E|K) # Pr(H|K)
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4D F TiX Popper and Miller (1983) OiamiX ki r L72wy,
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EVFHLE IZXD H OfREEEZRT Z L1275,

3.1 Fitelson (2001) IZ& %5
Fitelson (2001) 2T OREGERE D72 50T SN AT % A A T B 0 b\ 5 B A 5 2 72,
Pr(H|E A K) — Pr(H|K)
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Pr(H|K)

Pr(H|EAK) — Pr(H|-E A K)

Pr(E|H A K)
PT(E’—!H A K)

FLTC, ZOMBEZEZ D010, RO L5 B2 EZ TWD,

log

log

f5l 1 (Fitelson, 2001, pp.S128-S129). #=OHEFE Y OHN L, D& O THmERSET D, 21
ZNDOEEIZIL, WL OPR—ADBASTND, BIIEZDDX A THRHY, OEDITANVR LN ¢
DEETASTNT, b9 —DNIANR =LA y DEETASTND, BHDOXA T DEDEIRIL 2
EThH, L, 0<2,y,2<1 ThHd, ETEmEE DORY, ZOmENDL T F AMMIAR—/LERD H
To MOELIER—TFEIZEL, BOZEOmMNOR—LE T X LTI T,

H#% IEBAFEOCHOAWVWR—LDOE AT THD] EWO i, W; 2 I EHICEY HLzR—
MTATHD] EWVIFFHLE LE S, Wi & Wo ik H OMNIRFHLTHD L HREDLTESHH, 2D
Bl A & L1 Fitelson (2001) (XKD X 5 725525 2 72,
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%4 2 (Fitelson, 2001, p.S129). ¢ BEUAMAETHD LT 5, “0Lx, il 1I12BNT,
BOx, y. 2 K LT, o H, Wi |[Wa AK) = o(H, Wy |K) 5> o«(H, Wa| Wy AK) = o(H, W, |K) T
b5,

Z LT, ETHEIT 4 SOMAEED T T, &fF 2 2T 50137 v FIZ K DML log Pr(E|H A
K)/Pr(E|-HANK) DHTHDHEWS T & &R LT (Fitelson, 2001, Theorem 3),
S biZ, Fiteson (2001) &, &M 2 1ZTROKIFORHKIRGETH D LR LI,

& 3 (Fitelson, 2001, p.S130). ¢ NEURMIEE TH DL LT H, ZDL &, {in H 235HL E;
AL By WO A7 Y —2 - 7 LTS, DFED

Pr(Ey A Ey|H A K) = Pr(Ey|H A K)Pr(Ey|H A K)

Pr(Ey A Es|~H A K) = Pr(Ey|~H A K)Pr(Es|~H A K)
fﬁ%bi\ C(H,E1’E2 /\K) = C(H,E1|K) ) C(H, E2|E1 VAN K) = C(H, EQ‘K) T&)éo

Fitelson (2001) (. ZO&M% TR TH S (attractive) Lif~TwW2% (p.S130), La~L,
A ODOMFEED 5 H EOMALENZ L THLONE W MEEZE X DB, &3 XVBHWEETHD
FME2ZEH T T THDL LW BA L, I 2D BRME3 LVEBNTHS L) B
MH, 3 Tt < & 2 8.5 & Fitelson (2001) 1T ~Tuw5% (Fitelson, 2001, 7 15),

32HITHET D L IR 3 ITBARFMHETHD LEXLNDLDT, ARTIIERME2 TERLSEK
3 x2bbns,

32 Ty FIZ&HHEEED—EMN

Fitelson (2001) 1% 3.1 §iTh1F 7= 4 SOWIEET T 2B LF, 20O TSy FOWIEENZY
ThD LU, L, ZOHR Tl 4 SDOMIEEE SN 2 Y 2 HERE S IEIET 2 ATREM: 2 45 7E C
TRV, ZOEITHE, &2 LIZRRDIRO LD G EE X, TOREEELW ODOSREDO T
T/ v FIC L DMEREE OB ENN D = L %77,

EH A4 c BRYHGEE LT 5, oL & R H ML By AL Ey 2 H A7V —r - AT L
TW2% (c¢f. Reichenbach, 1956, §19), %

PT’(El /\E2|H/\K) = PT(EllH/\K)PT(EﬂH/\K)
Pr(Ey A Ey|-H A K) = Pr(Ey|-H A K)Pr{(Ey|-H A K)
ThiuE, FHL B, L By 2 X R#0 H OWEGERE o«(H, By A By|K) 1%, FHL By (2 X513 H O
FEEE o(H, By |K) LFEL By (2 & 5080 H OFEREEE o(H, By |K) OFI5E L,

C(H,El /\EQ‘K) = C(H,ElyK) +C(H,E2‘K)
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OB, K H OHbETTODFHL By & Ey WEBURTH DI biE, B1 & By D EBITH
EHEGEL CWDH E X B &) OFHILZ I RS0 NTHEE LY By A Ey W9 ZO0FHLAE LT
BEDIEO DS HIZEVHEND LD WO EHEBZREH & thﬁﬁf&)éo Z OHEBLE T
A BNEENZR L TWDDONE I DEHDHTZDIT, T4 25603 EIROFMEITHIT LD,

&t 5 (Fitelson, 2001, p.S125). ¢ Z XY RFREE L T 5, o(H, E|E; NK) = ¢(H,E|K) %
D C(H, EQ‘E:{ /\K) = C(H,EQ’K) T&b%}fcﬁ%bi\ C(H,El /\EQ‘K) = C(H,EllK) +C(H, EQ‘K) S
H2,

RME3 LRSS 2 LV BREIC T 572 DIZRD X 9 el B 2 5,

5l 6 (cf. Salmon, 1980, p.58). KESIZE B 9 REIZIRIGICEIE T D, Ll ol
WER & H[FTHFEEZ L TWDHEE B B HIZRE - TR WD IE—[BI720 3 R AR KA DRk _51%
THHW, B SIENOLIREFTHLELEET 5, OO HLEDLEDH, KENL 7 30 77125k
WCEIET D, KENIEEIIa—b —2 R E W 3E] 78 30 %i:ﬂ%&iﬂ IR HIFIRGZEE LDODIT
a—bt—%Zfie, FTOOKRKEBOMEBILKEEDTZDIZH 78 20 523Ky Mca—ev—%2HEL T
BERBATCICa—e =R ENTEDHEIITLTND, j(EKJ:/kEK@ FEORED, (40
(ZRBBAS ] 7HE 30 S0\ ICBIE LTz) EWORHLC 23Tl LE 9, ZORFHE [IRERA &
WEH O] SIFICKEROIRIGICRIZET D) EWIHGFHIL A & TREROD 7= DIZ4MREH O/ 78 20 531278 v
MZa—b—2HEINTWVD] L WVWIFHL B THERET 2884525 2 5,
F7-. Pr(A|C) = Pr(B|C) = 0.9, Pr(A A B|C) = 0.81, Pr(A|=C) = Pr(B|=C) = 0.05,
Pr(A A B|-C) = 0.0025. Pr(C) =02 Ths LT 5,

Bl 6 12BN T,
Pr(A|C)Pr(B|C) = Pr(A A B|C)

Pr(A|~C)Pr(B|~C) = Pr(A A B|~C)

ThoH, UL
Pr(B|C A A) = Pr(B|C A ~A)

Pr(B|-C A A) = Pr(B|~C A —A)

EWH Z L LFAETH D, ZORIT, KEEAE] 7 B 30 TR ICRIE L TV AEA BEIE L TV
WIGE B RIBO =Dz a— b —BHE STV D HESRIZRAR NG 8 RFIZ KBS ORRIGIZRIE Lz H
DITEIELRNE W) ZEEFER LTS, 20L&, SHoREIIMGLC 0L TA L BITERY
ZThHhdrEEX, AL Bl C %Eﬁ.&bfb\é EBBRTIEA D,
ZOEmmIERD X I —ILTE D, K3 ITBITD

Pr(Ey A Es|H A K) = Pr(Ey|H A K)Pr(Eq|H A K)

Pr(Ey A Ey|~H A K) = Pr(Ey|~H A K)Pr(Ey|~H A K)
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(s
PI'(El‘H/\Eg/\K) :PI'(EllH/\_'EQ/\K)

PI'(E1’—|H A E2 N K) = PI‘(EH"H A _‘EQ A K)

ERETH D, Zhid, HRX-H Ob LT, By OWERIT By &V I FEHLAE SR E 5 NICEKE
LBEWVWENI ZEEERLTNWD, EoT, By E Byl I HOLETERBEBETHD LMIRTE S0
b, By & By 3N H #MFEL TS EBEXTHEWEAY, 2O 2R LTEFMENEM 3 T
BH%,
WIZEMED 252 X9, Bl 612810 HREENGREH O 8 KFIZKASORS CRElAZ BB L2/ b
X, EORBIIHED D L IRoTe B DH1EA D,
Pr(A|C)Pr(C)

Pr(C|A) = Pr(AIC)PI(C) + Pr{A[-C)Pr(-C) ~ 0.81 > 0.2 = Pr(C)

RIERIZZ DRMED, SR RIZKARO 7= OIZH THRE20 21ZF Yy Mza—e—2RHESITWDH I LT
KOWEELTH, ZOERITMENDO LS RoT2LBERDHTEA I,

Pr(B|C)Pr(C)
Pr(B|C)Pr(C) + Pr(B|-C)Pr(-C)
S BT, [AMEEARIRE F IS KBS DT DIZH] 71 20 73ISR v MZa—e—2AMEIh T T, @RI
WEB 235 8 RFIZ KEBORRIGIZBINT- & L= b, 2F D ADD B E W) GHILES- 6 G C IXFEHL
AT H LLIFFHL B 720 2B 158 X 0ENO LS RolebEXDNDLTEA I,

Pr(A A B|C)Pr(C)
Pr(A A B|C)Pr(C) + Pr(A A B|-C)Pr(—C)
I, G H OH ETODRMLE, & Ey BERERTHIRBIE, By & B NEBICH %
fEFEL TV D & & By W OGRS OB E LV By A Ey 20 ) ZODRHLA G b5
DIES M HIZE VNS L RDEEZDBND, ZOZLIFTROLIITRTZLNTE D,

Pr(C|B) =

~0.81 > 0.2 = Pr(C)

Pr(C|AAB) =

~ 0.997 > 0.2 = Pr(C)

& 7 (cf. Fitelson, 2001, p.S131). ¢ ZZ 472 MAEE LT 5, o(H,E1|Es NK) = o(H, E1|K)
N C(H,E2|E1 /\K) = C(H,EQ‘K) ThrET5, ZDLx,

1. ¢«(H,Ey N Bo| K) 1% o(H, Ey|K) & o(H, B3| K) DR bRESD, D%V oH, By A E|K) 1%
«(H,E1|K) & o«(H, B K) DH0BTH 5,

2. «(H,E\|K) > 00 ¢(H, B2|K) > 07 51F, ¢(H, By AE3|K) > o(H, E1|K) v o(H, By A
Ey|K) > o(H, By |K) Th %,

G T BN T H20IIE, o(H, By A E2|K) X o(H, E1|K). ¢«(H,E3|K) & DX 5 72BRICH
LREBONEEZL S, Bl2E, «(H, By A F|K) = «(H, E|K)c(H, Eo|K) £\ 5 B OB 4
FIETIZBITD 2 DFRMERTZER, BRERSL (H,E1|K) =102 c¢(H, E2|K) >00D& &,
¢(H, By A E3|K) = c(H, Eo|K) L7250 577,

C(H,El/\E2|K>:C(H,E1|K)+C(H,E2‘K) (5)



8 7y RIZ K DA AER 7R eREEE

¢(H,F1 N E3|K) = ¢(H, E1|K)? + ¢(H, E5|K)? (6)
o(H,E1 NEq|K) =log (¢(H, Er|K)+ 1) +1log (¢(H, E2|K) 4+ 1) (7)

IR EDEAIE, RIET AR T 5, Lol (6) % (7) DHAIE. R EHEEL 3F LY, HlED
log % L 2DMNEVIBIMAEL S5 5, BMEOBEADLR T, (5) OBANEL- & L EYTH
HEBZLND, ZHLTeEZREL LT, FESFERLSN TS, FIFE3 EEMES ZEL OISR
RSt 4 Tho, LEDOHGRE VR 413, G H Db & TODHL By & By WERFFETH D
X, By L Es N EDBICH ZFEELTWH E X B EWOFEZ TR EONT-HEE LY By A B,y
EWVD ZODFHLA G NG EDIE ) PMREL H 1T L VENG LS b &) EEZ @R LT
WhHEEZHND,

S BIC4M 4 01Enc, Pr(H|E A K)/Pr(=H|E A K) = 2(Pr(H|K)/Pr(~H|K)) ® & %
¢(H,E|K) >0 L{UET 5, 72725, Pr(H|EAK)/Pr(-H|E A K) = 2(Pr(H|K)/Pr(—~H|K))
DL &, Pr(H|EAK)/Pr(—=H|E A K) > Pr(H|K)/Pr(=H|K) 25 Pr(H|E A K) > Pr(H|K)
LRBOT, WAEIXELRDRETHENELTE (cf. (1),

etk R K 280 2L E 2 X253 H OfeEE «(H, E|K) 1%, Pr(H|K). Pr(E|K).
Pr(E|H AK) MHIRED . 2R OHERDTMELLTY o(H, E|K) Db bT Lkl
MNEWH 2 EEEFET S0, oH,E|K) X Pr(H|K). Pr(E|K). Pr(E|H A K) ©F5E:
B CchDLIEL L,

INHDOERMEDE &T, LLTOEMMNKILT D,

TE 8. H &LEOHH. B, By, By 2B, K 2LEOEEM#KE T 5, ¢ Z EOFEKL
+5, WALE o(H, B|K) 3L FOREEMET 5 L5,

1. «(H, E|K) 1% PrH|K). Pr(E|K). Pr(E|H AK) OESEEGHEKTH S,
2. Pr(H|E A K) = PHH|K) 72513, o«(H,E|K) =0 Th b,
3. Pr(H|E A K)/Pr(=H|E A K) = 2(Pr(H|K)/Pr(~H|K)) 72 51%. o(H, E|K) = ¢ Th 5,
4.
Pr(E) A Eo|H A K) = Pr(Ey|H A K)Pr(Es|H A K)
ION
Pr(Ey A Bs|~H A K) = Pr(Ey|~H A K)Pr(Ey|~H A K),
ALY
C(H, FEi A E2|K) = C(H,E1|K) -+ C(H, E2|K)
Tbh b,

ZDnEE, 0<Pr(HIK)<1. 0< Pr(E|K). 0< Pr(HIEANK) <1725,

Pr(E|H A K) )

¢(H,E|K) = clog, <P7‘(E\—|H/\K)

Lb,
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AL TR A S, O

LIeBoT, BB DORMDOL LT, 7y NICK DMEREENIES LS D,

4 HHYIZ

2HITIHIRNR—L I T —DOFEMEMNT L. EOMIEELRSNE V) MBEOEEM 2 L7z, 3.1
Wi TR L7z L 512, Fitelson (2001) (X 4 DOfEREEZT Y EiF, ZOH TS v RIZ K D REREEN
BB THDEHR LT, UL, ZTOERTIL 4 DOMEGEE LISMI R Y 7o R E DMFEAET B iRt 2 15
ETERU,

3.2 fi Tk, W H Ml By Z5HL By OB A7 J—2 « A7 LTS, DFE D,

Pr(Ey A E3|H AK) = Pr(E1|H A K)Pr(Es|H A K)

Pr(Ey A E3|~H A K) = Pr(E|-H A K)Pr(Ez|-H A K)
THIUE, fHL By & By \C X 2 H OfREEE ¢(H, Eq A Eo|K) 1, REL By (2 X 2R H O
AL o(H, By |K) LREIL By 12 X 200 H OfMEREE o H, Eo|K) OFIZE L
C(Ha El A E2|K> = C(H’E1|K) + C(Ha E2‘K)

EWVWIHEHAEEZ, 2L, K H b & ToODFHL By & By WEBRTHLRBIE, By &
Ey NEBICH ZMAEL TV D & & By LW FHE I NELNTZHAE LY By AEy L) Zo0dk
WATFLNTZH/AEDIFE I DM H XL VHEND L 225 &0 ) HEZ KR LR Tho Tz,
ZLT, ZO&REZELW ONOERMEZ D THAEIL Y Y FICKDWIEEDHTH D L) 2 &
ZEPL 8 IZHB W TR LTz, Fitelson (2001) 1285 27 > NI K DREE 2 E4{bT oikim CTld, £ 2

THLY L DAV RERERE LIS ORERERE AN %2 T o 2 AIREMEN IR © TV, Afa TIRE L 72RO b
LTIRY Yy FICRDMEGREED AN R E THDH LW D Z LI D,

1% : £E 8 DEEHA

ROFEZ ANT, ER 8 ZFET 5, ZOMBEZFENT 2. Myrvold (2003) @ Appendix %
BEIZ LT,

WE 9. F:(0,1] x (0,00) x (0,00) — R %LU FO&M %M IET 5 EBAEHEEKE T 5, ¢ 2ED
EH LTS,

1. y=z726lEX F(z,y,z) =0,
2. T3 = T1T2 D zZ3 = leZ/y fcﬁ%&:’t\ F($3ay7z3) = F(xluy)zl) +F($2ay)22)0
3. zJy=271001E F(z,y,2) = ¢

DL E, F(x,y,z) =clogy(z/y) L7125,
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FEH EEOO<z <2’ <172 x,2', y,z € (0,00) IZK LT, &2 LY
F(z,y,z) = F(2',y,2) + F(z/2',y,y)

LB, FKME1 LV, F(z/2,y,y) =0 L7250 T, F(r,y,2) = F(a',y,2) TH s, Lo,
F(z,y,2) T2 IZIKTFELRONDOT, y &z OB E L TTD, 2% 2/y lCEESHZ,

H(y,z/y) == F(z,y,z)

21

H(y,uiuz) = H(y,u1) + H(y, u2)
Eb, ZOEE, m#£0REEDOEL n,m Tk LT
H(y,2"™) = n/mH(y,2)
ERD, DFED, w2V LN BELTND & X,
H(y,u) = H(y,2)log,(u)
Thbd, Fr,y,z) OuEFHELY . ATEDO > 0123k LT

H(y,p) = H(y,2)logy(u)

Eleb, K3 LV, e=H(y,2) 7206 F(z,y,2) = H(y,u) = clogou ThH 5, O
TEFL 8 DFEW. ] \Pr(EIK)
Pr(H|ENK)Pr(E|K
Pr(E|H A K) = PR

0<Pr(HIEANK) <1

0 < Pr(E|K)
ThEND,
0 < Pr(E|H A K)
0 < Pr(H|E A K)Pr(E|K) = Pr(E A H|K)
0 < (1 —Pr(H|E A K))Pr(E|K) = Pr(E A ~H|K)
Th b,

Pr(H|K)/Pr(-H|K)

1+ (Pr(H|K)/Pr(—H|K)) (8)

Pr(H|K) =

Pr(H|K)/Pr(—~H|K) (Pr(E A H|K)/Pr(E A -H|K)) + 1

T (Pr(H|K)/Pr(H|K))  Pr(E A HK)Pr(E A HEK) )

Pr(E|K) = Pr(E|H A K)
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ThHME. &1 LY. P(E|HAK). Pr(H|K)/Pr(~H|K). Pr(EAH|K)/Pr(EA-H|K)®
FEREEAE RIS F 3MFAE L T

«(H,E|K) = F <Pr(E|H/\K)’ Pr(H|K) Pr(E A H|K) )

Pr(—~H|K)' Pr(E A —H|K)

EMT B,
_ Pr(EANH|K)/Pr(EA-H|K) Pr(E|HAK)/Pr(-H|EAK)
N Pr(H|K)/Pr(—~H|K) N Pr(H|K)/Pr(-H|K)
DEE, M3 XY (HE|K)=cTbbd, £oT,
z/ly=2 bl F(zr,y,2)=c (10)
THd,

Pr(H|K)/Pr(~H|K) = Pr(E A H|K)/Pr(E A —H|K) £ 9 Z & & Pr(H|E A K) = Pr(H|K)
LS D EERETH NG, &2 L0

y=z blL F(r,y,2)=0 (11)

L%,

Pr(Ey A Bo|H A K) = Pr(E1|H A K)Pr(Ey|H A K)
D

Pr(Ey A By AH|K)  (Pr(Ey A H|K)/Pr(Ey A—H|K)) x (Pr(Ey A H|K)/Pr(Ey A ~H|K)

Pr(Ey A By A ~HIK) Pr(H|K)/Pr(~H|K) |
L) TR,

Pr(Ey A Bo|H A K) = Pr(E1|H A K)Pr(Ey|H A K)
no

Pr(Ey A Ey|~H A K) = Pr(Ey|~H A K)Pr(Ey|-H A K)

EWVWH L LFEETH DD, FE4 LY
T3 =T1Ty DD z3 = 2129/y TLHIE 12)
F(x3,y,23) = F(21,y,21) + F(22,y, 22)
L b,
(10) & (11) & (12) LHfE9 L v,

-, (PY(EWAK)’ Pr(H|K) Pr(EAH|K) )

Pr(—H|K) Pr(E A -H|K)
o <Pr(E/\H\K)/Pr(EAﬂH|K)>

2 Pr(H|K)/Pr(—H|K)
. <Pr(E|H/\K) )

2\ Pr(E|-H A K)

LB, O
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