BRH) ZEEARMBEIZ DT

= & —

X B % £

L @ELDIC 2T 0, 98 0 OERM (UTF NO, 0.2 &
RCT) 5o OFERTHI, yi, s, o %z &M N (0, 0.0 5 OFERE
N E L EARE
(. 1) H:6,>6, vs H.,:6,<8,
EERT 5. SNRPIZISHRRTET oy 2 220808 4, B OISR &
PUTHHRIRBROKNORETH 0, XIEEFITH\THIE 4, B 12 HT 5
BEORIEZ 2,y LTHIZADHBB L VBTV (0,>6,) BEHDOGEE
MR ERIE T 5. 4L s i, SERA DR 2 T © i3 Behrens-Fisher
M LIFIEh, B $ARMBEOME TS 2 45, A8 T I3 R ABLA B
(Sequential Sampling Plan) (23 < 855k % v 3. BRIHT &1, Wald
RIOBRSOATETHTICAC 2RO E, 555 LHRD TS 5
DIEMEMT DR D WEANBEE 2L TH L 7Y 224573 5B Th 5
(Wald, 1947). BROMTEEOFIAIE 6=0,—0, O AL 0, 0.2 17 e~
DREZW, MUY 2 B OB S AR eI BB A () BAE
BHBALSELTHHCH 3. S TEBIERES 5T 5154 , BRI IE
i EREESHES T Ron 52, (2,9) i=1,2, - 5 BRREOEER
BWEL ev=mi—~y: 8E25. 8BB4 5~NG, 02402 Th 5 5 5 IR
Hi:6>0 & H-:0<0 KHLRET 3 —BAME RSS2, coknE
BEAUEZ 2 AOBETHL 4, B Wz BIEBITHO S TS5, Xitl AD
BEC—EWME BV THE LR ST 2MIAON2THS 5. = OMEANE
# L [PW] (Pairwise Sampling) & &z tiz4 2.
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BRAZEARBEICOWT (65)

—FEREESTEELZVEE s 8K, ¢y BE 2 L0 L3 REF TR - T
RSO A, BB TR b7 B A D 4 THAI (Allocation Rule, AR)
ERCLOH0FBHEL LTEEONG L 2 5. S2h0BAKE HiR2
K2l 3T50LARC. H BSELVHEICRzEAZ, X H., 280 L\
R Y BIARZ HAIIC R 22 TSR 2 HRE2E2 L 5. sk o
BECHEOHEZF MR ONZERTSH 2. B & M, 7
LAKBOEF ThH-72E LT, ZhITOFPITETE, T0RVLED
NoHEZ, IVEIFCEREMIIENEE LVORE > T TR/ VHT
H5H5. BT — 2 iE SRS b 4 T2 E (Data Dependent Alloca-
tion Rule) LIF i3 % @ ¢ < I3, Robbins (1952) 1z t v 3RIB 3 h 7=
Play the Winner Rule (PWR) #$#% 5. (Zellen (1969), Sobel and Weiss
(1970)).

PWR RBEFMCBHIHIIHEEINZ30ThY, ZLTrhizED

CHREDE LKA (Stopping Time) A3 1 THIRIZZ S LIRS A VSR
FESER I TE 7. EHBORETTHRI TRTT3REEHEDD L TD
BAH] 0 4 CRIEEE £ 97 Louis (1972) iz & o #2 3 1 7=, L3k Flehinger,
Lows, Robbins and Singer (1972), Robbins and Siegmund (1974), Louis
(1975), Takahashi (1977, 1987), Hayre (1979), Hayre and Gittins (1981)
FIZI VA ORBREESRA LN TV 3. AR TREBERA-EREEOE
EZ TOELFERK Y Takahashi (1987), Yajima and Takahashi (1987)
FOREDFKREFLITHLU T, H2HihoE4His TRAEOPR OV
= R4 THLENESHE, 6HOERIFL -3 DTH 3.
2. B2 EARE—Sequential Probability Ratio Test Zxffi & & i Tl 2,
Tz, oo N0, 005 HHDR gy, ye, 12 N(Os, 022) 235 D % 1 7 iy
IHERZRG], X 00 BEBITHATS 3 LEELT — # 1o k)
OMTHEN R L CERMHRENE (I 1) 2223, COREE o,y 2
T LFERDIKBEOBETH LRETH D55, 24, 2, 00 s Ty Y1, Y2y s Un
BREMI N D LT w=z—y1, (G=1, oo y M), vy=ys—y1, (=1, o-eee- , 1)



(66) —ERE BB W3S

rE 23+ 9T% 2 (Lehmann, 1959). u,v DAZFEL, d L DF—%iC
KT A BERIR 2 RD 2 OCHBMKHE H*:0=0">0 % B IR
H_*:0=—0" TR LARET B0 u,v b:Eﬂj‘%JﬁEﬂ: Lpa* 22 L 5.
BB L Y 203
(2 1) Lpn™ =xP(26*2mn), 2n=Cmn(Fm— )

Tmn=mn/(mos’+ne,"), Tn= g zi/m, o= gyi/n,
L 7t %5 (Robbins and Siegmund, 1974, Hayre and Gittins, 1981),
L2 1 BEAHEICL Y Ei(ens) =Ttmid, Var(ann) =Tna
L7255 T 2ma~N(Tmnb, Tnn) & 725,

H* & H* THLRETSFAES SPRT i3 (20 1) kb, »5EHe,b

o LR OB LR =
(2. 2) @, N)=first{(m,n) ; 2mn ¢ (—a, D}
TEEL
@ e 2 H* 2R

e S —aSH-* #HRIR
KBREARTEL OB, SRVIT w0 FIEBELTO & 2,y CHEFET 5
[AR]#35-2 ohrz L 40, Wald (1947, p. 41) oFHR L
- Pox(H,* #HH) sexp(—20%a) {1—P_x(H_,* #FH)}

P_gx(H-* #3EH) sexp(—20"0) {1—Po(H* & FAH))
BT B, —RD %0 1Tk LT MR E»N 2 L THELOS
o=b L L, 85I gy T LML [AR] 2RET 3 & (b, PH, %
) =P ,(H-, &FH)),
(2. 5) Py(error) < {14-exp(208)} !
PRV IED. (2 4), (2. 5) BT EIRERIT 2n SERERET IEOR
&, 2w —b20, 2y +a=0 HHAELTV S, Wald iafllizfl4s e b L,
@ 9, (2 5) CHEEMSRILLTVSEREL= T —HKE o b OBKTE
TIDTHS. ZZTHEETAZHE, Hrokz23EA s 5 [AR]
IS 245, Wald sgfld /iR [AR] LML 22 HTH 2. —F
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BRI HAME I 0w T (67)

E () % E(N) iZ2owTiE, 3654 [AR] 104k 528 E(ryn) @
Wald SE 3£ D [AR] o6t LS 5 5. BT {(2an—Tmad,
Fun,m+nz3}, (AL Fpo 13 uy, oo JUm Vv £ OVERE RS
- INEER) B2 RTEDeAF 4 — bz B5H LD Doob o Optional Stop-
ping EEAVRO 2 HEsHES. HIbEEO [AR] oL
[5/6] {exp(268) — 1}/ {exp(266) +1} 650
b* =0
LB Zpn—Tmnl BV AF P - R APIEBHEIC L 28, XEKRO
L v EHLERS.
fi 2.1 (Robbins and Siegmund, 1974) {W(t),t=0} % HAIKRIH 72D D
K6, MRL1DT 7y v HEBET S, ZOW {ene, mtn=3} ORIFES
{W(tun), m+nz3} ORBEHHLF L.

R [AR] iZ2WTEL2TH LS. 4 H ©Od L Tliiaeds, X Hy O3
TR Y SEAABERLE LIS, n, )<, N) THIH, 2q, OfEAD
RV o (H BELWTHA3L0TFTHEDR Li2) ROBEERI 2,4 &
RBETHAI. Wiilegn 3 —a ZIEVERZIE gy ZROERL T 5T A
5. —7F il_ile Tmn=noz"2(£i_n; Tma=m a5 10, b2 s EEDFIEHS .
CENL TV AHEAEVAILY, s EEADHAZR OB F1IE i B e T
L TLEV, HRBE tne REOMCE-TL LS. Lt TRES
BLETESHBRITE, 2 TYEREIMALENBTL 3. Z 2 CHEHED

@ 6 E.,cr”o:{

Accept H,
b
Take y
Take z
[PW]
Take y
Take x
—a
Accept H_,
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(68) —BaRE BYE BSE

CRERIORA [AR] HE 2 oh 5.

PDEnZges3 280 # X% TR 5. B2k Robbins and
Siegmund (1974) iz & 2 EEMNAHEAIASHE F v, Louis (1975) H~4 X7,
X Takahashi (1977), Hayre (1979) Sz & b Bl 2123 < [AR] #38
B3T3, s Hayre » [AR] S—BSHENTH 58 A
bbb, L7ASos TLAT T Hayre ofAl # F.0 it Rz 80 3. Hayre
W o=p—p BEDETDH 5 Mo BAE~OWB =2 + & g(6), Xy HERE—
onaAtE AQG) LRETS. 22T ) —g@) o LEAFEFrEOLR
E15 b H O3LTRYEED A4, X Hoy OB ETidzERD
X MPBELES ETH 7Y r0Lax bR E (Vvr2) ik
(2. 7) R =g)E;(M)+h(O)E;N")

THENB. LZAT W={o +QIN)oDryw,

N={e + (VMo Yty THBEHS

(2. 8) R(©®) {09 +0:0(0)"*VEs(rarn?)

85 Iz T%EBR

2. 9) PN IN'=0cw(d)]a:}=1

DERIET B, BL w@®={r0)/g@}". L72s35>T mh=cw(®le: .
LB EIIERATY 7Y eI 22 RO) ERAMCHIR S 4,
§ BRHTHDI058%

(2.10)  bmn=2mn/Tmn=Fm—Tn)

THETAHF LY, &k [AR] %42,

[Hayre o3, HA] (Hayre, 1979). z,, &, -+ s Ty Yl Y2y 000" » s DSELH]
ahred s (mu)<(M,N) Th3kbi1E, ROEXRE

> = Yn+1
(2.11) min = 0w(lu)los => EHLTH LW
< g T 1e

Hayre (1979) 2 [HA] © 3 L T E(M' +ND* 233 _XTD k=1,2, Iz
HLBRTHLBFERL
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Bk BAME Iz 0w T (69)

{132 2.2 Hayre (1979) ZEEARENTIE H, Hoy il 2 Hy: §=0 oH k b
—OREHEPEEE 2 Sobel and Wald (1949) 0 HE:TEE LTV 2 4,
EEMRICOVWTRAENICEED S .

[HA] oABEAMME, /MIEAMMEIZ oW T Hayre (1979) 123 Lv.
AFETIIEELI T CEM 3 2 Repeated Significance Test (RST) o #+# &
Dt Siegmund (1985) <% Takahashi (1987) ofER 2L TV L.

3. HPM—EARE--RST ficlRBERAER T Lz Wald o SPRT
CETCREBTRLTE 25, BAL SPRT 3 (—EARET 3) OfA
BMBBR TR CHERHEER TS 0RETH S, @0 23/ 3 RO
BARSEEEEREDFN LT - L RECED, @ -RER - REL
R 2RERH T AV 2%, HHFOFEFFIRICIEE I WEORESTER
ERTW3, QIO THERKD FREHET 5, @IoWTH, H D
SHIR—THAL, Hy:6=0 % bMAHAN,

(3. 1) H,:6>0, Hy:6=0, H_,:6<0

OF L Hh—oRAFTAREME 22 2 5B SENTHA S (Hayre, 1979).

B5IL@% dEET 2 & —HEIAMEIC 1) 5 Armitage (1975) o RST (Re-
peated Significance Test) 23% { DEEMAERIZE 2 TV 3B ILE bR 3.

RST &id, F9HEEAHOLE Ty L TR Ty(0STo<T) WD TH &,
Hy:0=0 i/ T 2 lE D ~RES t-RELEEE To 058 L EldiR 5
DB, d L T MEOFEESR LN D TI—ETd HRHEMER
HELNBLE, RZTY 7Y » eIkl Hy 2#FHTE. —F T, %
TIi—E S HRABEAHE AR TIIE H 2BIRT2REFARNTH 2. 4 ad-
hoc WAL 547 OEHWAEHSIE RST ok 2HHTd 3. —F
Z OIS L2z RST (3 SPRT I~ Z 0= 5 —FERS BHREAL O
AT o EHELV. zoXic RST offld4 v RO M I H)
BRI L L oEfEaBicMAsEAZ RN HERRS7 7 v
vEB OB EMES OB FHT 2 itk 0, X VIETEAISAATETRE
& 7 » T &7 (Woodroofe, 1982, Siegmund, 1985),
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(70) —fmE £9E ESS

ZEAHEEC B 5 RST (ZIEb ot LTWRIT 0F LR 2
G 2 M, N)=first{(m, n) ; Tma = To, |2mnl Z0(tma)"*}
TREHL

tun>Ty = H, ¥R

Zb(ram)'? = H, 28R
Z2—b(rum)'? =>H., %HR
EVSBREHRTEZLN S, (3. 3) THESIBEDO= T —EREL cyy O
WFEDOREIL 2me 277 v VBB TEMT 23 0ECMIIRD 50 2.
ETEBD [AR] & tpn BKIC Tmatn LB, Tmaet ERILERET
SILBE. |ETHET 7 v YEBEIC L LIS L CRERL 5 2 - %
tDELESF I e —A T BT TH D Lo T —EREDEL
Htafibn s [AR] L EMzZIZfFbN D, L - THEED 6>0 21 LT,
G. 8 PleunsT)=1-0 T30} +¢ (T, (0:— )} /oT, b—oo
HBL 6=bT, X
3. 5) P(run=T)=0—b")g@)log(Ty/Te) +44(b)/b, b—oo,
—J5
Q. 6) E(runAT)=(*—1)/d7, oo
#45% (Siegmund, 1985).

RST o# s o td Hayre ooffizE] v 24-THA] [HA] 3H%Td 5.
2HEILM LT 2 AV [HA] o3 & Ci3imriic
. E,(M) =01 {01+ 0w} Es(tarn) e

Es(N)=02{os+01w(@) ") Es(ryn)

LB, LMo T [HA] o3 LTvony =z 2, REG) BEHEMNIZ {0g(d)V?
+0:h (D) Ey(ran) 1H LD RO OTFREERT 2 (. (2.8).
ftiL 3.1 MERDYE R(O) &k T28/l2s [HA] TH 200 50 FE
IR T b 5. Bl FIET 5 0 7% LA RRTG 2Bl b — 2 v
Ik %S 2 5 (DeGroot, 1970, Chow, Robbins and‘Siegmund, 1971,
Louis, 1975) iz z T3 2S5 ELWVTH A 5. Louis (1975) (35 %

G

tun=T\, zuwn {

672



BREZHELBEEIC oW T (71)

OFFEFREZ BN AHICRBTE L3 ad o788, 3 5BAKRBTIRELLW.
[HAT io3¢ LB O BRS RSENEKIEE D L 3 55 5 25, ERAMICIRSOH
&% O EECEE L ELAsae, '
MEARIZ BT Z [HA] oY 22 DK & S 4f, Takahashi (1987) 3% » 7

e itk O CEBEERRE T [PW] LHELTY3. 6] 8RE k3
icohy =7 otk ((HAY[PW]) BEFBRILTH Y, BLT [HA] o
FEREVEICEbN B (cf. Siegmund, 1985).
4. [BIREFIL (1) FETRER= S

zi=ay+pEi+e? &M ~N(0, 6,5

vi=artfnte® &P ~N(0, 059
2%25. 2T P i idd, a,a,8 BREONNT x—5 LL, HER
sEfEE ,
(4. 2) Hy:a;>as, Hy:ai=ay, H_,:o;<as
2HELB 25122z Th gl BEFTOEAEECHLL Y. HER v
ERHTAREAOKBOBIIZHLALE TS 5. Lo LB B (nuisance
parameter) OFFFEIZ & b EHh

wi=zy—y1— [Ei—n0)/ =) J(pe—y) 121

vi=yi—y1— L=/ Cpe—1)1(p2—y) 123
#2535 ot Elu)=a—az, E()=0 ¢ 7% 3. YU d=a;—a, LF
& (pa), s Cmo zmd, (1, y1), oo s Gy yn) BEBHS B D uy, ,

4. 1

@4. 3)

ZiaERREHE T2 L
(4- 4) Z'mn*=Tmn{jm—gn_bmn(f_m""77n)}

{EL/ §m=§1$z/m, in:g:lﬂi/n: Tmns Tms Un %biﬁﬁﬁﬁi?aﬁjﬁy 25T

(4- 5) bmn= {(0221;1 Szt 0125 myi) (m022 + n0.12>
- (mUZZE-m +7’L0'127-7-n> (m0'22.’fm +n01237,,)}
- {(0222 &+ 0‘12;1 7:5) (mat+ne,®)
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(72) —BRE 9% BS5S
— (Mo e +n0,*70)%
T® 5 (cf. Takahashi 1977, 1987). {R¥KE L b
Eﬂ(zmn*|emy 71:) =Tpn*0
Vara(zmn*lem: 7]n) =Tma™

HL Tan = TmaCmns

Conn= {Uzzgi 512‘*‘0121;1 7712— (m022§m2+n01277n2)}

4. 6)

+ {022§m[ E¢2+012t=§1m2
—(mo2"n+ 00,702 (mo 2 +na%))}
em= (51, ...... s Sm), Pn= (771’ ...... s 7},")_

Con B3mEniZBIL THMBIMK (0l=0," DB LI Lai Iand Robbins
(1977) TRENTV 3. —KOBA DI FR). L7BoT tnn*=rmaConn &
BBl A -2 LT LIt 0L 1 LABORERSC 2T R
T 5.

il 4.1 &n & 9 BEZONABED 2" ORBN & H45 12 W(tun*) O .
SACHF L. 22T W) GBS0 ORI 6, 10Ty L
B, X m+n=4 ThH 3.

Cun 1& 0.°=07" DB, & DPH L 9 OFEARE LhBEr2RET B0
BIBE o T 2. L7285 T 0SCmaS1 BBICRIL, T2 T Ep=in T
2§ BBELTORTIUT Cun=1 TH 2. ER=FA 4.7) KB+ 3
P S aiEi E C & MBS RTT o/ R 2
(. 7, N*)=first{(m, n) ; Tma* 2 T, |2mn*| Z5(zrn*) "%}

TEHL

T > Ty = H, %R
2oty = H, 2R
S—b(ru*y®)'? = H., 2R
TEH2oM5. (4 8) D=5 —HERL )y DUIRFES I 200 D75 0
> EEHELL L b Siegmund DFEETHRE 2 (SPRT £ 4 7 03EHK 2 DU

“. 8)

Ty ST, 2+t {
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B AR DV T (73)

T3 Takahashi (1977) #ZH). ARH Y YTHA [AR] wowTd (2.7)
TEESND YRS RO THL (2.8) &EBEOHE
(. 9 R 2E[{o:(¢(B)/Cu*x*)'*+02(h(8)/Car* x*)*} 2y **]
BRAT 5. TZTHEFTR w@)={r0)/g@))'* LE L &
(4.10) P{M*/N*=(0,/6:)w(d)} =1
DRERILT 3. L7A-T (2.11) TE#EINA [HA] Bz TrEsom
#z [AR] T&5 3. [HA] ©d L ToOWFEANIE, AEEORET TR
DFERBREND, &, Fl% Cyryroac[0,1] LA DBITRIDE 5F
1D E,(M*)=a"g,{0,+0:w(0)} Es(za* %) o
E,(VH)=a {02+ 0,w(0) ) Es(za* w**)
AR YD, MERIZBCTIRE > 7 4 4w BT E T IR R ORI A 93
REDEE S 4 Takahashi (1987) 2f& ST 5. [HA] o H44: 12
H—BAMEOR LTI+ MBI EHMIL 2 TH 2. 3-L3
Takahashi (1987) T2 & & OFHRIIZH LMo Th AHSROFEER &
W2B LOBRENITEs LY LDOREEELLTEREE 5 238, bW
SR (Stochastic Approximation, Robbins and Monro 1951) o
BRMSEZEZON LS.
5. ERETML AI) AHEiTikEFv
s=atfiéta® &9 SN0, 6%
(. 1) y=atfapte® 5(2):.1\..1./1\7(0’ ')
Bu B BREDNF A =25, a BRMOBABEKE L TRORI MR ERE
(5. 2) Hy" B> vs Hoy: Bi<pBe
EEL 5. AMTERT 2MEGEENAAEATV2E—F 7 4 ) A RS
~oOI5A (k2 CAPM oBH) AR sn 3. UTERED 2 ¢ B
ERET S, MER 2y CHTIRBOMBERLZEILZ Ld &, HED
REZ (Scale Change) 1T LAETH 255 EEZ 2T EHR (4. 3) »
ZziZ v, BIb my, 2, e s Tmy Y Yzp t0eer vy BB E N B E Uy, us,
s Umy Vg, Vgy e 2 Vn ICOARIET BHEETR
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(74) —fERE B9% B5EH

G. 3 wmn=(@) {1 —fse’s,’
+ [mn/(m+n) 10 msy” +7use™) (Em—Fn)
= (Bos, Em—Prse’Tn) Gn—7m) ]}

BL b =t=§;‘ (= Zm)Eilss", Bz=:§ (=G milsy’

352=§ (et_f_m)z, Sr]2=1:21 (7]1.—'771;)2
£m=gw¢/m, ?7n=§:_lyt/n, 5m=l=§i§¢/m, 771.=:21m/n
$=3 (6= (ZEct T (m-tn))?

+ 3% o= (St T/ Gmt ),

REEFL LD, 4=8—B. LB

E{wnn} =Dpnd
G # Var ;s {wma} = Dun
BL  Dpa=(08)"{se’s,"+ (mn/m~+n) (En's," +7a"seD}.
W3 T L ARk wne OB 75y L EEIT (BT A — 213 Dpn T
»3) EPENBLFHEENDB, 2T SPRT 24 7ORELEL L 5.
2 fi L BRI OB LR %
(5. 5 (M, N)=first{(m,n); |wma| =0}
TREHEL,
=b = H, #RR
<—b =>H., ¥R
FRERRE THIE PO+ N<oo)=1 LAAZEEOMHEES o ¥ THE
Bzt L
(5. 7) Py(error) < {1+exp(2b4))} -1
#7185 (cf. 2.5). —J72Hit Rtk
{wmn—Dmnd, Fpn, m+nz4}

(5. 6) wMN{

(5. 8)

an=a(uly """ y Umy Vg, "0t y Uﬂ)

BIRTGD~rF 5=t h 2 BEEEHECREN IS, HYAEAM
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BRAOZHEARFE Iz oW T (75)

DEHFTT
6. 9) Efwun)=Es(Dyx)4
BRI Lk - T Wald (1947) oFkE b 4#0 A5,
(5.10) E(Dyy)=bd {exp(2bd)+1}.
—HREGIEIZ LD, 3L Eapeim, siim—at—stn (m,n—0) KD
Mok & ERATRNE, Sf=sdts i+ (mnfmtn)(En—Tn)® TH 5 H
5,
(5.11) Dpu~(mn/m+n)(@®+p?) m, n—oo
2183, L7 TLEBREFTIR
(5.12) E4(MN/M+N)

=b47'[{exp(264) —1}/{exp(2b4) +1}10*/(a®+ %)
BERIMT B, BUTEHE,
(5.13) Ep=7, for all m,n
nd L TABETS [HA] 28EE 0 X THAE LTERT HRIAENT
5 5. BEMECRITS [HA] od tTo (5.5), (5.6) oE % H#k
EBRETHMAL TS, 2OBRIGEAPILREENLITETD 5.
6. BCEHBETIL Hifiz CRBWVEMELMicIrEoRERITsE L
THRBTEDTERL, ZLOBE=TMVFLHODOUIERILT LIE
EHGZ & v Aty 22 CEESTE ], y R E V- IZEIEL, Ll
Ty, Ty, ree P 8, HELL O yi, g, e 2P 6., A1 O—KDOET
EFm@EIc Lz EREL L 5. Bl
23— 01=p(zi-1—0.) +e Ei(l)iji’N(O, %)
yi— 0= p(ys-1—02) +&;? 61(2):1?’1\7(0, a®)
L |p|S1L,d*=1—p" BTS2 LRELTHL. AET DM & AHIK
kel
(6. 2) Hy: 0,>0;, vs H_: 6,<8;
2F25. MEER o,y it T2HKBOMELERICHLAETH 265, 24
&lﬁ]ﬁ%@%}ﬁ up FEZNTEV. ZZC o, 2, e s Tm & YL Yz e » Un

6. 1D
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(76) —BRE BYE 58

HBEMI N 2D E w, ug, e JUm &V, Vg, e ,va DREIEREHE LY

(6. 3) Lpn=exp(202mns),

(6. 4)  2mn=[W(Zn—Fn) +0p{27Fn — 27T m+ (2, + 2n) — (Y1 +ya)} ]
+{(1+p) (a+2)}

BLEED LKL [=0—-2)Q—p)+2.

ZZT p=0 DO mi=m, Ai=n LD Lp, & (2.1) L—FT 3. 2fi&

FEIZ LT 2 12T < SPRT 22 3%, 3 ZRITOFIENRZ

(6. 5) (M, N)=first{(m, n); |zma|=b}

EFL, LT

zZb = H, ZHRIR

=2—b =>H, 2R

EeBAlL T 5. ol Wald oF%KIz L b

(6. 7) Ps(error) £ (1+exp(265)} !

%183, HL 0=0,—0; TH 3.

RICHIREARIZOWTEET 5. Z0ANDOR, KowWmEzHET 5.
BE6.1 {ema—EsCmn), Frmn, mAnZ3l WZRTD~YAF ¥4~ Td 5.
ZZ T Fua 1w, ug, oo > Umy ULy Vg, *o00e yon KEDAER SN B o- Ik
BRTH 5.

#BEE 6.1 OIEARE (Yajima and Takahashi, 1987) =& TVW 3. & T
EEHEIZLY

(6. 8) Es(zmn)={mn/m~+n} {6/(1+p)}

285 LMo TMN 2%~ M, N CREBANVIFHE?1 LY, 3LB
Es(MNIM+N)<co 72513

6. 9 Eilegsy—(MIN/M+N)O/(1+p))} =0

BRI T S, FRROEDKXEE 5.

(6.10) E;(MNI/M+N)=(1+p)C

zz¢ C=bd"{exp(208) —1}/{exp(2bd) +1}

Th3. T M=—-2p)/(1—p), N=(F—-20)/(1—p)

(6- 6) zMN{
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BRA A ME Iz owT (77)

SO &DOBIR % 5 (cf. Robbins and Siegmud, 1974),
(1) [PW] #Fur-h%,
E;(M) =E;(N)=20[(1+p)/(1—p)]1—20/(1—p)
Ey(M+N)=4C[(1+p)/(1—p)]—4p/(1—p).
an {feEgo [AR] THL
min{E;(M), E;(N)} 2 E;(MN/ 1+ 8)[(1—p) —20/(1—p).
dI) f£F 0 [AR] L
Ey(M+N) Z4E,(NMN+1D/(1—p) —4p/(1—p),
TITHEBE P(M=N)=1 O, b [PW] OMRY. L7z 7T 2y,
A ETEYBRENT U728 5 TV % B8 3 SRR OB [PW] oz
L% L LEOHIE p(C—1) DEOERIZE VHMTOREFTOES L D
KELTma72b (50 Hiz/had <R (K0) % 5.

HCEJGE 7 it Td Rk b [HA] 28 27) © RG) 2 &Mzt 3
[AR] TH % 5. ZORERNHE R U/NEAMME L BIAEZ ST L 0 IS
TS, 2 OBREUESTHRE~O—HILE Bl & © 5 (Yajima
and Takahashi, 1987).
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