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An investigation using an empirical decision-making model based on Bayesian statistical modeling
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ABFECIE, FEEFEREE FORSRIERIE 25812,
SHINRA RHEERE TV LB 0 AT NERRICHEE DN
2B TIIVEREE LTz, FBRCIE, SIE D SR D25 E)
T8 THEREA R IR ATV, FOBRT— 2 2 HECE
TR EAT o T2, ZORER, EE ORI ElT 2 5H
Y AHERET ANKESN, SHICRRICE T »
7 OB SA T AMMEIR L, A RAAERAO 78R ]
~EZMET D AREMED RIZ S 7.
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1. [EC®HIC

1.1, EERIERRTE

NDSERBRIZFEDUNTT 5 B RIRE TR A B R E
(decisions from experience, DfE) &FEHENS. —FH T, id
WAF I EE DV TT O BERE LR R p B B E
(decisions from description, DfD) & &, [DERFAORRFE T
BRIV TEEIIIEASEHEINTE . Lo, 20
2 DOFEERIE OIITRAA) 72~ —2 (Description-
Experience Gap, DE-gap) 73 ¥, DIE Z B3 572912,
DD WFZEZ361T 5B R EHGR L8RS 2 Z L 2Kk b
nas.

72720, ZIVETO DIE W50 S8 ORI
AR A [EE LT E W BRI BT 2 FE A HE L Tn
2758, EFHIBEOEZELFHED 1 D& LTHEAS
NTHRY, BERET mEAEE, Wb~ 08 L

Kz 72BN TS (e.g., Konstantinidis et al., 2022).

ZDT, AWFETIIFEEFEREL T ORERAE IR E %
5.

DfE %9 250ET Los b T 7 LV MER S
NTWDM (e.g., Konstantinidis et al,, 2022), 415 1R
RO TRINEEN S OO, NEOBERIREICBT 58
AT A& LTV, EERIC, DD S CIERER)
ISR T, BRI BRI D O—F L7l
DREINTWDOD, LFEET ML, ZORI7 14T

ADIFERCTE OB 2 I RANCH 5 = LR TE R, F
ZC, AWIZETIE, DD WFFEICEBIT DRI
EHEGEYHEL, DIE 2T 557 VAT 5.

12. TAORRY Bk

DD WFECE & Ui ey e B M e P
L C, Kahneman & Tversky (1979) MEZR L7=7 10 A~y

NP (prospecttheory) 23% V), ERRZMIERIEL & ffe=e
IMEEBOBKBNRE L L TREB Y 1 227 FHEGE
(cumulative prospect theory; LA, CPT) 2MERINTVD
(Tversky & Kahneman, 1992). CPT OAiifEREE, #h=R/ <
T A—4B € [0,1] &Rk

v(x) = xF €))
THY, HAORBAFRIT 5. —J7C, MeERNEEEIT
U AJ[EERT A—Hy € [0,1[I2E>T, ADUAZ7[A]
BE) 7o B A 2 KB LTS,

L72>L, DIE 22 TIE, CPT 26 Dl < i <
NTN5. £z, DIE AW TY A7 s3Ik
L7pNWZ A RELTEN, A MZEs LT A
7 FOREERERBUCIBNT S U R 7 [ahRER) SRR I
KoTHHEIND Z EAVREINTED, BT m A~
7 NP (dynamic prospect theory; LA T, DPM) 2MEZE S
VT % (Tymula et al., 2023).

—HT, EOLIBRAN=ALDE EEHINLTND
NI CEGR ST BT, DIE DRIV T
BRSO, 2072, DIE 2BV T U A7 [afkE
BB OEFZAET D Z ENETH D), £, ED
LD RFCHNND Y Z DD D MEN D D, AWFTET
BT, U AT [ERE7 S T ADMER L, <A ZAEE
R RIREEITY L OIZRD LW ED S EET L
AL, ZEUMEA IR .

1.3. RS XHE/ETIL

IEFEREE T ORI ERIEIZIBNT, BRY7 1 X
Ay NEERARREET D210, Ao ZHERET LA
T 5. DIE 2BV, BRREEBIROI- N T 8ifeR %
BHT5HEEBE2HZENTEDH. AT, Kika &
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Weber (2001) D 2 BT VOT 7o —F 5 5E 2, &%
SRR EE & FEIMERO FNRE & 7 1 A7 NG
V2 K DRI % Syl LT TRt 4%, 1 XM
ET UL, nERITEL, y € (0,1} T —%, Ty
0 €[01]1& L, AHFTREMEA(RETAUS,
i=1 P(yi10)P(0)
P(y™)

ERIN, BEOVIEETHT —X LELTHRIT —4 O
WENTI—FRTHD. UL, EFEOREREILELD
RRBRICARIE L QD 2 EAVRIBESTERY
(Konstantinidis et al., 2022), A AHERET /WITIEEHER
B R ORBRIE R IE 2 CE W ATREMED & 5.

P(6ly™) = (2)

2. ETIVEE

21. TEIRA XHEERETIL

A ZHERE TV IRET DIEA DOLSHAATREME 2%
D, BROEE AR D FRIERO a2 E5T 5.
FEFREIZBOW TERRES TR EDORER L SN
(forgetting), EITDORRA B2 DIF % Z & (recency) 12X
ST, BISHRERRELT D ENRBINTND
(Rakow & Miler, 2009; Konstantinidis et al., 2022). % Z T,
recency % FHLATREZR SHEIA XHERRHTT /L (Forgetting
Bayes Inference model) #4247 5.

SHINA T T U,

o Q@I q(il)* ™)
q@ly") = 700 3)
EFRBIT 5. q(0ly)IE, &R T 5t TH OF%
SATTHY, LR (y10)icat D a5 LT
S AHGHET NVEAET S, T A—Ha € [01] 2=
HRFGA=REL, BiRSt LT — Xy e G7-FNi €
{1, .., 0DE & L 5 Z & TBIE L EORFHIRIRRE
X oT, LENFRIMEZDEEBEHETHET L
Thb.
AIGECIE, FBIRER 0 OBEFIARCS—Z DA%
L, LEBHIZ ANV X—A A ZARGE LT, T2 Mi%
FEMTAN B L,

1 . .
q(6ly") = -Beta(a+ )y, b + ) (1~ y)a0) (4)

AT, k IHERDATOMWE AT 7o DI TR A
—IRT A= THD.
FIRIAD /8T A—H T,

A=yt (5)
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Be= ) (1-yaltD ©)

LEEMZ, t+ 1RSI D EHEERD L,
Ary1 = Ve + a4, (5)'
Biyi = (1 —yeq) +aB, (6)'

L7200, WEOETORERE RS LITEHIRT A—4
a TEF| X, Bz 7okiiRy, 1 |2 &K > THERSAD/ 8T A—
B ETHTT D L) Bl A = A0 & LT, TEIERS
DOEFNEFE A PR H Z LN TE S,
22. BRI OARY FERETIL

DPM 5 /VZH1T HRERNERINY, RO ER%
/347D EAP (Expected A Posteriori) HEEHO, 4p ZTRA LT,

Yt
9EAP

(7

Wi (Ogap) = T
(Opap™ + (1 - HEAP)”)(%)
L, VRZERENT A—Hy DRER T EIZHHT S5
Z&TC, BERER OB b D Z L 2R
TV, 2T, BEBRAEEREICIVT Y A7 [EHE72
ISAT AMEPKL, A REBMEITES< LW HRESR
BRET H7-0I8, v, OFEH T 0 2595, (7)
BNWT, RS, AGHM A ETE LD, y, =1L
RBHEERTTHD. LT, ~f AEEMEIZITS<
Ve DFEH 71t A,

Yerr = Ve + (1 —ve) 3
LEBITED. ¢ € [0, 1] EFERL L, TR XE
P L 22Dy, = 1Ly, DFEREFET D L0 D by H
DT NTY ALE U TEFCTE 5.

23. BRREETIL

AW TIREET DT /U, BREREE D IIEZIHIC
& OV THERIIZATENEINT 5 & LT Luce (1959) @
RN ZRGE LTz, & 28D DRI LD
I xieq12) & Lk > x3), Xq L2 23w (Opap) E1 —
Wi (Opap) CEADSITONDETH. 2T, ZOERK
OMRFIAZU (x, we (0ap)) £ T2 &, (1) ROMfERIEL
& () R CE-BERIEOELE AW,

U(x, we(8gap)) = v(x)We (Bgap) + v(x2)(1 = we (Bgap)) (9)
ELTHIRIR AR TE 5.

24, THERIEEELELT

SESINI QR L 2 SRS SRIANE Vst I /N L SN T £
PEEGREDAE U % (Elisberg, 1961). Z D7z, DIE (280
T, FBFERO OFRIAIT R TIE eV B XD
D, T, NHEEVEEDERERAT A SOk S 7 -8R
DFEFIMERET S.

Rl EERERAF I~ % o X VIR CRBLT 5 =
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EMNTES (Gilboa & Schmeidler, 1989). AHFIETHIV S
~ XX U B X

U(x) = pxmin + (1 — p)x. (10)
T2 (Chamess & Rabin, 2002). Xy, | EAHES IR
DO HNDFNGORy MEZZE L, 13RI B D
WA RS, 737 A—%p € [0, 1|1 I eI EmRRERAT
T ARZECIE, AEFEPERRRHE A LEH A AHE
ETNVOERIGAANIR SIS EAGE L THREINCET
JABFEAT D .

3. A&
3.1. &

ARFERIT 2023 #= 11 A 8 HvS 12 A 8 HETORIC
BV DFNL KT CIT o7 BB LHRFFTRT 5
KFHE 654 (AME104, LtEs44, BT\ 14)
T, RN 1946 % (RIPH - 18~22 %) TdH-o7e.

3.2. ARESRERIELELFAIEZRE

SN DO ARHERMERIRERAT A HEE T 572012, 38R
ANEA T o 72, RGOSR, ML 2155
NDMEFEY 2 L) 3 DOHWIWEED 5 HRERIIZHIN A1 5
NDRMEE Y 2 ThoTo. MY 2BV T, fliakd
AEBHOMERI TR S led o=, BINFIIREFE Y LR
ey Urg L, HELWIES ZEE L.

KT PDFREELE LT, THEET N 6 " —r, ffEE
TN 9 RE— VB LT, SRS LT Dk
R DOREER R IIEL L, TEREHn S AT

33. BEERERE

EERERE T, MBI R K L SN GRE A 1T
VY, BT VRIS T — & ZUE UT-. S0 3R
AT D LD ITEREIT, BIROTZNZT7 4 — R
N I E Gl BIMEORTINE 74— Ry 7 ETHE IR
T L, BFFC1003 7L L.

ERRERE OB I 7 & & R T
i U7z, WESE Y DIesE (p = 1.00) 12250 71 > h&4%
BHIENTE, FHEEY VIIFERAZ 500 72130 351
v NEERD T ENTE . FEEFIREE T ORI ER
TET — X ZIUET 57D AR X8, 0%
FEEETDH 2 & T2 DOREERRIT -, BIEE CIIA
F7 T 500 ARA N EIEFTE DD 0.01 225 1.00
FTRITTEIT 001 TOBINL, BEETIE 1.00 205
0.01 FTHITZ L120.01 $ok Lz

SNFNNL, B AFEES D) 5250 R A v b
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WIS EST A LN TED EH R LT, — 5T, &
PRI B (R HESE Y ) 75 500 £721X0 KA > baT o H
LITHERFCE, 500 A R B TE DMERITEET5
AIREME B D L BUR Uiz, BIRE B (Y ) O
OWINERITHR Lo T

34. DA

AWFFETIE, A Rt T U o B W= ET L
AT T2, BT VHERICIE, AOXEUEIEE A v,
FRA METNEETE8 DOET IV ATHI LT

BTG TN, REET VAT 59 2 T3 20
SRUCOWTHER Lz, 1 R B3 EBIHERO BOmEfs, 2 M
HiX CPT OB TREME, 3 AH IR
PN LA T ADRCHD. D 3 miaiHifid
D, ATOET/VCIHBOMIERTEL & S8R
ZARGE LTz

1R BNZDW TS ZHEGRET V2 ARGE L7Z Bayes
update model (BUM) & SHIA AHERET VAARE LT
Forgetting bayes update model (FBUM) % ttiiz L7z, 2 5iH
{22\ CIX FBUM &, FBUM (2 CPT ORI A
7€ L7~ Cumulative prospect model (CPM) % Lt#L7-. 3
AEIZOWTIE CPM &, FBUM (ZEh 7 1 A7 REE
fm % E L7z Dynamic prospect model (DPM) % Lt L7z,
Z9F 5L T, BT AHDITEDE NHELE JBINE
7o 1 DOMEIZRHI, T BN ARGE 2 TS
PEOBLUR TS 2 Z LN TE 5.

IS

4.1, THERMERELEEITFOHTE

MCMC % VT (10) 2D/8T A —H Zf ZHERE
L72. MCMC OFREFTF oA & 4 KL, £F A
> C warmup % 1000, FEGMNODY T T %
1000 & L7z, ZOREIZTHRT 4000 DFHY T V%
Bz, T_NTD/8T A—=H 2O rhat 28 1.01 % T
STTZDHEBIFNOR U7z W Le, HEEORER, ik
FEPE [RBREE ) 2 7R T A —H p D EAP HEEEIX
0.26 ([0.24,0.29]) TH-7-.

42. FRIEBHERDE

TR, HEE LT NS E R H DV TR
JE UTe. AMEFERREEERAARIERREIZ I T D AEF Y o~
DOEIERIT 0 £7213500 ZED 720, F5ehifEE% 500 T
D LT, %I UHIFFIAU () 1 [0.00, 1.00]
PRPFAICE DX D05, IhEEEX, AT TI,
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<% UHIFRRIAU (x) IS ARHESEPEIRREERAT A TR
L7- & S OFFIEBMERLE D ET Ry ZITRE L
7.

ALY, HERERO OHEFIOT T AX—& 57
OMFRHEDS, FaiFEEeR s —87 25 LIUEL T,

a1y Y™ (13)

LU F7, EEONDBwEINET DI LT, Fiiky
D AEERT,
ab
(@+b)?(a+b+1)
BFHND. 202 S>OREHEN AL LTS 720
2, Ux)ZFHL, vOEEEDS.

FEIMERU () 1% (10) KiZxpy, = 0, ¥ = 0.5 EHEE
LT/ A—%p = 026RALT, U(x) =037 &3
B4 2 LNTE S, F 17, viZOVV T, Beta(0.5,0.5)
ERILDERERFOET Ry ZIRE LT 9 2T, X
(13) & (14) oL HREE AR E, TEINERO O FR
VaLiikc

(14)

q(6) ~ Beta(0.32,0.54)
ERE L.

43. HHEBETILOD/INT A —BHEE

BT NDRT A—H[TMCMC % VT ZHEE
L7z, MCMC ORETF oA v Z2 4 KL L, KF A
T warmup % 1000, FEGAMNODOY T 7%
10000 & L7z, ZOXETHRF 40000 DFEY 7%
. £z, TXTO/RT A—F|TOWT rhat 23 1.01 %
TRl 7272 IR L7e & L 7=,

44. ETILHER

78 DOET A LT AER, Fe b ORI 2R
L7=DIZ DPM Th-o7-. F7= DPM (T HT- 72K
TEZRHld 5725, BUM & FBUM, CPM, DPM % Ltk
L, B/ ffE DA BTG LT, & ET v
DOEDONIETDLEN S, TT AOTHIF1IE DPM
(3808.67), CPM (3811.18), FBUM (3821.68), BUM
(3997.03) DINAIZE <, BEFEAIRIBRIIG U TET LD
FHISIAEE -T2, DPM & CPM OET VIR T,
A RXT 77 E—HHHTHE 1235 Th-oTe.

F A XETIVOERIGAADHEIZONT,
Jeffreys FA11534f Cd> HBeta(0.5,0.5) & [F Uiz 7o
CARGE LTS, B 7 VB OREFI IR AR OREIZ &
STHRRBRDIGENDD. T T—EOMATHD
Beta(1,1) & [A Uor@afio LRUE L, Al &2 sE
LBz oW Th T To 72, Z0/ER, 710
FHISIDIERITZBeta(0.5,0.5) DHFA LRI L TH-T-.
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AWFZETIE, IEEHEERED F ORBRIERIE 2 5 ]
S RHERTT L LB 1 ALy NERERIC I SUVCER

92T DR Sz BHNS AT Mk
HUE, ANDSEILORREEADT 5 L5 258 7 vt A
WD EIRRIND. Fio, AWEOEZD BT
boTeB T 1 AT NEERORGEZIS\NT, A2
(2L - TY R [EREER 3 T AR S, <A XE
P72 2 FFO K 912705 Z L VR STz,

ZNETO DIE HFFETIE, CPT 7»Hoifffiis LTV
A AT A=Ayl oW TEL s C& L
MUARRFZEORETIE, €5 Lo, FEERiaiEdiTse
K20 U COEL SN T A= OBIIZERT 5
AMREMEA TR 2% . AWFIE CER S 472 DPM IZHUW T,
R REBEINSDNA T ATHDH Y AT [EHRERT A
— 2y, ¥ = 0.670 5y 00 = 0.92IZHHT SFUTCU .
Z OB BRI US, DIE ISk ARk
EERIE CPT EFJETHHDOTIH <, &rLADIE I
WEINDFEHA DT = A LTI > T CPT Z4EEL, DID
& DEATEMRINIRE L Tp o Tz LB 2 DD,
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