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*x FfE (FR|ED)

1 [XL®HIC

s {5 1R (optimal stopping problem) O H CHE R E 4 5 8 2 M ERE (secretary problem) Dz
T OFEE — Planar Poisson Process & Odds Theorem — Z HUMIHAIT T 5, FEREIZE L CTidtkix 7o
T ARH LN, KRORIZLLTO L 5 Th D, 2H TiX, MEMEOR LI T, FIHTREZRE
WEWVIBAEND, 3ODERM (BEERT, BafFl., MoBei) (o8l ThThIxdd 5%
AME RBRERME, 707 &/MEE) OFEFRELE LD, £, REFRHERE RIS L
T, MR L ERFRMNORE 2T, 2630 T LRI OFEETITRWAY, 3.3 Hi & g
LGNS D O THRANHKEIT Lz, 3EITIREmAT Y o idfE (planar Poisson process, PPP L Hg9)
DEZ T EABIT 5, TRERUCH GO E 2 AIRMEOmR L LTk 5 2 Lid, —
BICNEETH D, 0O EBREEOMAA L L TPPP 28 AT 5 &, LIFUIXRE L X <HRLEE
RKHODZENTE D, 4HiCTITEER R E BEIRMEDO (kL LT Odds Theorem Z#EM7 5, fHik
D5 HITIE, T OMOFEEIZHHRICAN D,

FAERIREI T — ISR B & BB R ORI & S D 03, E DR EFRIIAFE L2V, Ferguson(1989)
137’ My definition is: A secretary problem is a sequential observation and selection problem in which
the payoff depends on the observations only through their relative ranks and not otherwise on their
actual values” LIRXTND, ZOHT O NZYRERNEBDOND, Z OV —_AGWIXBHFET D
23, ERER B D DIX Ferguson(1989) & Samuels(1991) Th 5, MEMBEOEMELZE X | HFEORLE 7o
7=DiX. Gilbert and Mosteller(1966) Th 5, ZDFaLITIX, ZDEOFEOHAFFNPEL < EZEN T
%, BLEBRELOHFIZIT—HzBEIDT 5,

2 HEFMBEOEEMLR

”Who solved the secretary problem ?” & # L 7= Ferguson(1989) O ¥—~A Fasti%, FERSERARRT L
2NN B[] 2 > TRERIE O/ —Y 28> TS, £ LT, IFITR > Te O3k & LT, Scientific
American 1960 4 2 H 75 Z# > 7= Gardner(1960) (Z & 5 Mathematical games O =7 LZ72 &0 E <,
03T MIFWERE L VD SEIFBIN AV, 7 —2L (Googol) EFEENHHY T/ — Lk LTHRAT
ENTND, Z—aMZiEb e b e 10190, HHVIIRIFNRRERBEVIBEERRSH Y, 07— A4
IRD IS ITEREN TN D,

(Googol) FEMNTHF E RBETIZT I — RZRHE T, TRENDH— RORIZ 1 DT DR STZIEOH
FraENERIV, FFHIRY < 01TV SRETH LWL, =3 L) R RERE, HDHW
TENL EOETH- ThbhEbRV, BHEHEIKIL, I—F2zERTEISYyy 7L, &2 T
WLTT—=71ADEIZELS, &REFEPS 1T HOI— Rz, Z2ZIEFE PN TN DLIEFTZ AT
W<, ZLTREOPT1IHERERETRHEEE ST, 22 TA MY TTD (20— REER),
AN — RICRD Z EI3F SN2V L, T RXTOI—FE2DL > TLE-LSL, KEDOH— REET/



FHTR S0, 1 BERERBFEZBSEILDTELLHRT-DOBH T,

Scientific American 1 9 6 04E 3 H 512, BE S/ —Id/LVOMERHENENTWEN, FHUIZ D/ —2b%
TFRED MG A BEIRREE R L b D Tho 7,

2.1 EIEHREMRE (no information problem)

MEDOLRH &V D RT, b HMAR 7 7 AORBEOME (Fi) 251535 2 L bhhn &9,

1 REOREHIZIATHD,

2 LEERE I TH D (HE L, BRI ATOHET I LD LT D),

3 INEEITT X LARIEF CTHEBEICHET, bbb, nli@ ) OmBIEFIIERETEZ 2,

4 BRAMIZSHEEZTMIT 52N TE D, T772bb, IREEE —RIZEDNIE, 1(KER) b n

(5B & CIERL (MEXHIENL) 221 5 Z &N TE D, EEIX 1 AT HOHBLT 20T, BEDORTEIIGSE
F OFHANT (BEIC 424 3 £ W72 AR TONENL) 123\ TTThbiv b,

5 —EMiol- NEHNLRAT 2 Z LIEFFEniRn,

6 HMEXHNENL i OFEERA LIz L 2 OBKE q(i) & 55, BRAMOBIULE IR Z /M2 T 5
ZETHh D,

P 3 L0, r &HOISGA OHMNERL A, ZROMWH Z2F> 2 L8505,

(i) Ax,..., Ap 1FIRSE oW R & 72 5
(i) P(A,=s)=1/r, 1<s<r, 1<r<n,

L7ehio Tl r BHDISEEE OMMNANLAY s THHIRRER (r,s) TRT L, 20L&, ZOIHFEDED
JEAE (RExHIERL) 236 Th D HERIIIATE 2 b b,

mwﬁ):(i:{>6tj>/<?» s<i<nts—r

HUZ, (r,s) \CBW TRIERE 2 B> 72RO HFHA K v(r, s) 1ZIR O @ Tz e 4 5,

n+s—r 1 r+1
v(r,s) = min{ Z q(@)pi(r,s), 1 v(r 4+ l,t)} , v(n,s) =q(s)
i=s t=1

ZDITZADOHTH, &V DITLL OWIFEENELETA> TEERMEITKD 2 2T 5,

(a) fx REERERE (best-choice problem) : ¢(1) =0, ¢(i) =1, 2 <i<mn,
(b) 77

> 7 F/IMERRE (rank minimization problem) : ¢(i) =i, 1

IN

1 < ne

M (a) (3 M= KL (probability maximization problem) & & FEIIL 5, fi RBEIREEIZIB T
X, BIROMR L2 2 OIFH L ITHKINEN. 1 DISHEE (721F) ThH016, 4% INEEEE LTS,
HF BB O (a),(b) ORITRO LS IZHEZ BN D,



FE 1 (R o 2K

Lo 1oy
a/:7 o o o
"o r+1

e 1<r<n
n —

TEHRL. mp=min{l<r<n:a <1} &35, 20L&, FKEL—MILEVEL—ILV 1, (BIID
rn— 1 ANZWRL (Br0), ZRLEORYIOBEMEFEZRSLV—IL) THEXOND, ZORROKIIMERIL
On=(rn—1)ar, _1/n 725, I, n— oo & LIERFOWERIZEENIIRD X 912725,

lim ¢, = lim = e~ ~ 0.3679 (1)

n—o00 n—oo 1,
EE 2 (77 5/MERE). r OIERDBE s*(r) AR L, IREE (1, s) ICBIT DR ET s < s*(r)
DOIFIZIRY IGEEEZBRHATHZEThD, n— oo D& X, WIFFIEMIFRANTHEZ N5,

0o o\ LG+
II(Jf> ~ 3.8695

=1 7

ZOREIZEI L TiL, Chow et al.(1964), Robbins(1991), Krieger and Samuel-Cahn(2009) % 2,

FE (1) 21HOME2Z2KROEIICEET S,

/

o BB N HAHTHD (7 L. N ISR OMRER).

ToLEFITND(1,2,...,n) Eo—kknMm, 725, P{N =k} =1/n,1 <k <n®DHE. KD
Tt RDFHND,

o S BB : n — oo D& X BRI 2¢72 &~ 0.2707(Presman and Sonin(1972)).

o 77 /MU 1 n — co D & S HFFIARLIZEER K (Gianini-Pettitt(1979)),

2.2 FE2FEHREMIE (full information problem)

QIEOME 42RO L THEEXWZ S,

4" rFE B OISEE OFGE (BUE) 2 X, TR, X1,..., X SIS CHE S it 72 e R A KB
T, BERIO (JEEO) SR F Ao, EHIC L - COSBEE OFBESBI SN, S E SO CRE
DWEMTHOIND,

JRBEFNZOWT ORI A FRERIERN 4 THE2 N A MEA 2GR ME L MR, S F & LTid—
etz e Z 72K, K (0,1) EO—OMERET D ENTE D, ZIUTHOWTEERFERZ U
TICE LD A,

I 3 (SRR, r & HOREENMEME GERERROBA. X, =max(Xy,..., X,) ZEKT
%) T, TOBUED « THHREE (r,20) TR, Ehls,,r=1,2,... %37, (z77=1)/j=1DRa
ELTERTDE, KRE (r,2) ITBIT DREREIL s > spr ODRITRST, r HFRDISEE LRSI LT



&5om%ﬁ$mmf:@+z L s (- ﬁ/nfazané(:@%ﬁmS%%MMQW$
M), RO

X

ZHEANTDHE, n— ook Lo EDOWNERIRERPDIRD LS IZ52 615,

v= lim v, =e 4 (e —c1 —1)I(c1) =~ 0.5802 (2)

n—oo

72720, 1~ 0.804351% J(c) =1 DR, ZDE =, limp_oon(l —s,) =c1 BEKALT 5,

53E (2) JEEEHEBE NN (1,2,...,n) LO—KESAO & & F BERE O R u, (T n — co D &
. IROMEIZITS <L (Porosmsk1(1987), (2002), Samuels(2004), Gnedin(2004)),

u= lim u, = (e — 1) I(c2) + (67 — c21(c2)) J(c2) ~ 0.4352 (3)

n—oo

72720, o~ 21198 131 + J(—¢) = e ¢ (1 — J(c)) DR TH Y, kOBFR LT,
(e —1)I(c2) + (67 — cal(c2)) J(c2) = €7 + (e — cg — 1)1 (c2) (4)

7 > 7 HMERTEIZ DWW T b SEREERLOBFSE) Bruss and Ferguson(1993), Assaf and Samuel-Cahn(1996),
Bruss and Swan(2009) IZ X > THE STV D2, EEBAICIIMHIF SN TV, ZORBEOEEL S
X, RERENBEOBIMET N TUKFT DL 2AICH D, T7205, rFHZRERSHEDPDOREIE
X, DMIZT T X, XKoo WWHIERFT 5, MO TWD EERFERZLUTICEZ D,

EE 4 (727 B/MERE). {a), 285 (F7bb, 0<a; <ay < ... < ap=1) &L,
t, = min{r : X, < a,} TEFRSNDEILL—LE LEVMEL—IL t, (181 D303 BURE 8 O FHAM il D
ko TIREDL—, EERMO LEVMEL—/L L3RRS 2 LITEE ) LS, LEWHEL—IL T,
DT TEM SN D HHIAMIIRATE 2 b D,

+ < Z(H CL%){n ak—i-z 1_%
EBIZ, gy = infy e, gnltn) (T ZAHER LEVEL—L L, DEAZET) L L, g=limyeogn & T
&L RDZLEDPTREND,
2.295 < g < 2.327

2.3 B 1EHREME (partial information problem)

R TR AT 4 T 5 2 512 MBE 2 52 MM ORI LIFA 2N, 2 2B\ T F A
IRT A B BT A BT A R LIRS, 2 iE. Stewart(1978) 1X. X1, ..., X, BEHZ
S (0, B) EC— BT A DR ERIRIEA BR L, 72720, 295055 A—4 a, 8
DIEITRIT, ZDOERIAN 3 ODRT A — 4 (ZAUTBEH) 285 2 B L— K3 Pa(k, lo, uo)



WD DL LTRA DT DI S ZOREEZfENTZ, Pa(k,ly,up), k > 0,1y < ug D FEERIEITIK

AThHzxbID,

k(k 4 1) (uo — lo)*
(B—a)k+2

Petruccelli(1978) 1X, X1,..., X, 28 N(p, 0?) 1206 2 A (u 23AKH0) % Petruccelli(1980) 1% X1, ..., X,

RIXHE (0 —0.5,0+0.5) TR T 258 (0 05KRm) 2 EL LTz, IROEBPEDE 2R E 522,

T 5 (SN, n & kX < LEoWmmEsRITRo L 51k 5,

(i)  Stewart (1978) : e ~0.3679 (AFH I —E),

(ii) Petruccelli (1978) : v~ 0.5802 GE&MFHRMIZ—E, v DERIT (2) ),

) Petruccelli (1980) :  w~ 0.4352 (BEFEHA & TZRFHRMOTRH, wDERIT 3) ),

E(3) AR, ERRPAMI BRI LTS, 21X, Campbell and Samuels(1981) 1% k
L—=7 « %7/ (training sample) & W I BEAHA LT, il a & LT, BFRMAE L 72
SIFRRREZ 5T 2 MEZ MV 72, Tamaki(1988) 1% Stewart(1978) DA U7 V% —ixfb L
Too HTEBET v 7 B/MERBEIT EEE S LTV n I S IciBbih s,

f(a7ﬁ | k7l07u0) =

a<ly, wu<p

(ii

2.4 RERRRXEEE

Ty W) k L0 B ORI OBEME OHEBIRZ L 32 (EHESHBELR2OEAE Ty = n+ 1 SRS
%), £ LT, FEA k CIEiiE 2B AR, 2 Ot OfRFi % (T, — k)/n TEFHT 5, Ferguson,
Hardwick and Tamaki(1992) |ZERFEFRFH O HWIFRHE 2 e KIC T Dl R INREZ 2 20tk FTHE L
oo MEREWA, SEREWRI O R E L TICRT,
EE 6 (EERMME). sy =min{l <r<n:byi <ap1+1/n} EERT D, 2L, a [TEHELT
EFSI, by (TRATERS LD,
L1 &1

m:kgik_lﬁmf 1<r<n
ZOLE | R —/ILEWEL—V s, L0 BIRRFRRERIE by = (85, — 1)bs,—1/n THZ BN
Do WHEZENT, ROX DT D,

lim Sn e 2, lim h, = 2e 2

n—0o 1 p—
EE 7 (EAFWUNE). r &FHOISEENMEME T, TOBRMES 2 Th2OREE (r,z) TR, &
WUJZLz”w%zgﬂkl:Z;ﬁ&ngﬁLﬂﬂU@kabfﬁ%Ték\%%v@)
BT DRERET >ty ODRFICRSTr HFHDIGFEHEZRSZ L Th D, WA REFRHEIL w, =
[dn+ 3 T (dnej = dppyy — DE]/n THERDBND, L, do=0,d; =Y i i>1,

r=n—j
EXN/ =¥
c3 Y1
/ e¥ [1—/ (1—e_x)dx] dy=0
0 o T

DI 3 ~ 2.1198 (2 LT, limy—oo (1 — ) = 3 DIKNLT D,
WO O L 51252 Hivd (Mazalov and Tamaki(2006)).

1 cs U ec‘o,lf/u -1 603t/u
w= lim w, = / e wdu / + dt — 1 p ~0.4352 (5)
n—00 0 0 t 11—t




3 F@ER7 Y i@k (PPP)

FEMBEIZB VT, ISEERE R DAREL ot & X OB EOMRT BN LN G 5, EEHR D
A, ZOZEREBHMES THHIN, BeERMOLGAIT - RICHEEH D VIIRETH D, B 2Ix,
S R FLRIAIRE T, L X WMEL—)L r O F CTORIIHESR ¢, (1) 1%

¢Am:§:PU%EﬁNXFT\%ﬂ%%g}:§:C)<§:D
j=r

j=r

THZOND, LTEhRoT  r/nka, j/nktEBE, n—o0T5E ¢p(r) IZTRKDLIIZY —=

vitElE A,
r—1 n n 1 11
On(r) = < - >J§:; <j—1> <n> —>$/x Edt: —xlogx

FIAD —zlogr ZHHLTOERBNTCr=e 125, TOLE, —zlogz DiEbe ! 725, ZDOX
2ICLT (D) 2/(52LbTED, i, TREBEHRUOFMEER (2) Z2H5DITLNITERS TR,
Z DORBRAZ H N DT Samuels(1982) ThH D2, wANIHIT v BDIRD L HITRKETE LT LR,

U:P(A1<61<A2) (6)

=77 L.

E
Ay =E(1-U;), A= (El + Uf) (1 —-U1Us)

TV, By, By, Uy, Uy I3MNL7e iSRS T, By, B ITHEMERE 0 ARIC, Uy, U 13X (0, 1) Eo—fk5y
D e ITEF 3 THRXILERTH Y, ZOmBIZRMEREE 4 EES) 2370 T (2) 257,
ST, PPP TH LM, TIULSERE AR MBEOMI R Z JiE L L<HETH2ET L ThH D, X1, Xo,. ..,
X, ZMSL T (0,1) EO—kRMERZEESNET 5L n{l — max (X1, Xo, ..., X))} 1 FEEEFEE R RAE
BTN T 5, Lizhi-> T, BIRMEEOMmRE LT[0,1] x [0,00) £ PPP #4ET5DITHART
B2 (R 72#imIE Gnedin(1996) # LK), HHE B, EFEWIRLTEX L2 LT 5, (2) OfEE
ZOFETHNTAHA LS G L <IX Samuels(2004)9 Hiz 7 1) .

3.1 m#E/IL—IL

ETEUER L 720 T, R IMEICKIGT 2, K2 Il y 2R o (y 134 £ TOR/ME) 2
HELL TV DIREEZ [0,1] x [0,00) DAL (t,y) TET, Pois(k,\) = e NF/E b3 L JREE (t,y) T
BEHIZA Ny 7 U TCHRIIT 2HERIL Pois(0, (1 —t)y) THY ., ZOIREEZ /SR L TLABRY OFAH T
xbyfbf&%#é%%ﬁZﬁiymﬂgu—wmT%éo:@20@@%%Lm\¢&b%\%@
ESEE3

Pois(0. (1= 1)y) = Y- ~Poisi. (1 = 1))
j=1
BT 52 L1, c= (1—t)y B L. J(©) = LARIT 52 L LA CTHD, FE3 LY, Z0

RAET S ¢ OfIE ¢ ©. Tl LEWEEIZ y = ¢ /(1 — 1) THEZ bhD, T7abb, R —
MEZ D L EWEHBRO TGS 5 R0BEHETA Fy 7+ 52 L Th b,



3.2 HEE
B /L— IV G0 T DT, ZON—)LD F TORIIMESR (FiEfE) 2R L L5, UNTHESRELRT,S
EIRO X OICEFRT D,

T: LEWVEMR Yy =c1/(1 —t) D FIAET HRMOR kb AMoR) O HBLIRZ],
S LEWEMHERD BEIALE T DR/ NOEZ SN L WEdhig s —E8+ 2054 (B2 X, &/hofE
MXDEX, S=1-c1/X).

PPP OME LV, T & SITHLNIMSETHD, ZHEDBEREE fr(t), fs(s) TERT, RE (t,y) T
A2 by LI EORDHERIT p(t,y) = e 1Y ThH o200, FEEIIRATHRES NS,

// =) () () dsdt+//[

2L, T,S OBEEEFUTOLIICEZA6ND,

c1/(1-t)
/ p(t, y)dy] fr(t) fs(s)dtds (7)

fT(t> = —$P<T>t):—jtexp< Al?rdr>zcl(1_t)01_l (8)

fols) = —jsp(5>s)_—jsexp<— [/08<lcjs—1cjr>dr]>:uiz‘;q+2€fli 9)

(8). (9) % () ITMALTEEREEZFTT DL (2) BEOND,

3.3 Petruccelli-Porosinski-Samuels paradox

Bk oD 1512, Petruccelli(1980) (X X1, ..., X, 23X[H (0 —0.5,04-0.5) T $ 256G (0 25K%0) D
I FLBER R A fif & 2R 5 (iil) OFER A 1572, F72. Samuels(2004)(Porosinski(2002)) 1LEHFE N 23
(1,2,...,n) L CARDAMT 25 GO BBREELZEE (3) ORREST, 2 0% KT 5 L e g
% R OIZ R U E 2 Ff> T\ 5, 2 Ofk% PPP ZFIH LTI L X 5 & L7=0D 7% Samuels(2004)
Th %, Porosinski(2002) 1351%MiE > 7o 2 B U Tl 0.4352 21572728, fRIT-ELFIEL
Molz, EHNHTEn2 4

K(c)=e“+(e“—c—1)I(c)

LEFRTDHE. (2) 1Fv=K(c1) = 05802 LF TS, 7. (3). (4) £V u=K(cz) =0.4352 155,
Porosinski(2002) IZIEL < 1% (3) TiHATRELZA%, (4) OFLELTTRbEL, K(c) & LT
HLTLE-T, LL, c=co DEIZK LTI EE (4) DENET 5 O THREFEANTITIE LU ME 215
% Z LT oTz, WLfE 0.4352 I PRFFRF IR AL OWHIME w IZ b LW ((5) 2R K, ca=¢3 T
. (B) D2ERSA B) I -ETDHIEIREND), TRDD, 04352 LW HEN 4 ODRRD
F'ﬂ DOIEOfiF L 725 Z & % Samuels(2004) (3~ L7z, PPP OREZ HIZFE L < & U7z Gnedin(2004)
L. Z ORI % Petruccelli-Porosinski-Samuels paradox & FEATZ,
Petruccelli(1980) D&% Pprpr & . Porosinski(2002) O E % Ppor & & & W 1% VME
0.4352 & 72 % 75 Gnedin(2004) (X IR DKL Z R LTz,



EE 8 (PET and POR). (i) Ppgr & Ppor TR L HIZERIND ((6) Ll X)),

PPET:P(CI < Cc2 <CQ), PPORZP(Bl < C2 <Bg)

=77
EQ E2 E
= (E1+=)(1- = (B += 1—
C1 ( 1+U1>( Up), Co < 1+U1 +U1U2>( UL Us)
Ey Ey Es
B, = —(1- By = 1—
1 (1= U, 2 <U+UU1)( UULUs)

TEFR SN, By, By, E3, U, Uy, Up l3MSL0HERIIL T, By, By, B3 (JHEHERE A, U, Uy, U 13IXH
(0,1) ED—kRIARITHE D,

(ll) B & ClERfizR>, T70bb, (Bl,BQ,Bg,,...) = (01702,03,---)0

=72 L
E, Es Eit1
C. = |E+== .. 1-U;---U
e <1+U1+U1U2+ +U1”_Uk>( 1 Ug)
E, E, Es Ex
B, = [=—+—% e ——% V1 -UU;---U
k <U+UU1 U0, +UU1"‘Uk—1>( 1o Us)

3.4 PPP®DI:H

o EDBFEMENRIEDORA M TH Y, K EBIRIETIIN > TREDBEMELZREZLENENL 25,
Z O EFED IO Tamaki(2010) TH 5, BATZHE DIk OBME TR TH, Pl IEHREN»D 2
FHOBEHETH-THLRLLETD (AR T) METHDL, Thid—RbL T, BALEEPRE
16 m & BUNOERME CHIULRI E A2 THEEZEZ D L, ZOWLERIESE Py, (TXAXTHZ S
s,

P, = e " Jn(cm) + {Km(cm) — cmIm(cm)} I(em)

7272 L
(e.) ; m— o
ti )

Tnt) = Y a4 Z* > g

Jj=0 : =0 ! j=m J

tl 0o i—1 ti

Kn(t) = me(z,m)a—l— Z Zaj T

=1 i=m+1 \j=m

ThHY, op, ZH1IHEAZ =V 7 HETDHE, ZNT ok, =0k—1,-1+ (k—1)op_1,; ZWl= L., ar =
oo 10k1)/k' THEzZbND, F72, e TRt & L TEZHNLD,

0 .
2, 49 .
Z Z‘l)2t -

i=m

Q

Bl 21X, Py =0.8424, Py = 0.9465,
o Tamaki(2009) IZTRHA ZIEGT DIGHH B —EDOEIG ¢ THET DL EEE L, BMIIRMZ %
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TOINHEEDOHONA MRS & Th D, Xt MEG DB ERAEIANZ /372586 (MODEL 1) & i@
W0 586 (MODEL 2, ZOET/VTIE, G S5 A 3 EICERANER 2 /45 2 L1272
%) MEBIE N5, MODEL 1 OMRIALENHESRIL ¢ IZMEBIFRIZ 0.5802(= v) & 720, MODEL 2 Tk
EFEO FRBKATHEZ BN D (EMZREIXART)

e—c1 + (601 —cy — 1) (])(B)qu/pL ((]Cl cl)
¢ p’p

272U, p=1—qThbY, Lia,b) = ["a* e ¥du, ETo, ¢ [FEH3 TEHSIN TN D, HAEHIE,

g = 0.1, 0.3, 0.5 xS LT, FROMEIX 0.577, 0.569, 0.558 THx b5, Z ORIED R
Tamaki(1991) % & X,

o ILEEEFREIN 73 (1,2,. .., n) EO—HEGHD & & | ERNFARRREFR SR L EOWHRI X Tamaki(2012)
FomAXThHEZOGND,

<&“+ ! >ua)+;ﬂ&)caf—(&Vfwﬂ>m02m2

ct—1
2L, ¢ = 3.6925 1ZKKXDOMR ¢ TH D,
20c—1+e ) =e“J(c)— (c—1)J(—c)

AT, SHS % BB OBHREE 0.1267 TH 5,

4 Odds Theorem

A A f BRI RE O — % fb & L C, Bruss(2000) 1IROBEEZBE L2, n ADIGEFITHBLREC
B REREINE DRSNS, I &, jEAOIREENMEME CHNIT 1, S22 T 0 DA ER
HA T —4— (indicator) & BT D, I1,Ia,..., L, WHNLT, pj=P{I; =1},qj=1—p; D& X,
RKBEOBMHE ZRSUTE I LD L0 ?

EH 9 (Bruss odds theorem). Z DB F#ENL—/ WXL EVMEL—/L s, THEZBND, 1, =pj/q; &
‘g—é k A

n
snmin{k>1: Z rj<1}

j=k+1

Flo. ZOLEORIHERITIRA TR SN D,

(i) (2

FREOMEZ FIZ—fRib LT, &2 D m FHUNOEME THTRNET L L, E57R500°
Tamaki(2010) (TR O#ER 2 H 72,

EHE 10 (Generalized odds theorem). Z ORIBEO I /L— /WL L X \WME/AL—/V s, (m) THZBND, &

Ry; = Z TigVig * Ty

k<i1<iag<--<ij<n

11



LIEFRTD L
sp(m) =min{k > 1: Ryq1m < 1}

L%, Flo, EIMHERITIKATHE SIS,

vp(m) = ( H Qj) (ZRsn(m)J)
j=sn(m) Jj=1

FE(5) 2.1HD (i), (i) £V, pj=1/j 0L =, BERVOMBICKIET 5, ZO%HEORRITIRO X
I D,

sn(m) = mm{k>1: > fi@:l><1}
i

k+1<i1<io<-<itm<n j

s = (=N ()]

k=1 | sp(m)<ij<ig<-<ixg<n j=1

Fo, #EEIRATELLND,

Sy, = limwzexp{—(m!)l/m},

m n—oo n
, L (ml)i/m
vy, = lim v,(m :exp{— m) 1/m} ’
Jim_ v (m) )38

BlzIE, (st =e Lot =el), (s5=0.2431,v5 = 0.5869), (s5 = 0.1624,v5 = 0.7260), BI#FHTE L
TI% Bruss(2003), Ferguson(2008), Bruss and Louchard(2009), Bruss and Paindaveine(2000), Ano et
al.(2010), Tamaki(2011) 738 %,

5 ZTDDEEE

MEBOBRS &H DD T, HEIZEDOMD 3 ODOFEEAE M HRITHENT D,

e Secretary problem with cardinal payoff(Bearden(2006), Samuel-Cahn(2007))

AT, EEHRR L EAERNAE I v 7 A LMETH D, BUE Xy, . .., X, XRS50 F 2RO
RERINTHLH, BERREETERE ZOBEZFIHT 5 Z LIETE 2w, FIH AT RE 722 # T AR X IE
MThHD, 7120, Kl k TIFIE L2 L 2/ ONDFIFT X, T ZOHFHEZ R RIET HMETH S,

e Noisy Secretary Problem(Krieger and Samuel-Cahn(2012))

IS EERM L ERFERNA I vy 7 ALZMETH D, BIHE Xy, ..., X, ZRSM F ZFOMZfE
BRI ET 5, BRREENBINT 501X X,,..., X, ZObOTIEIRL, /AR GRE) 28 ATEHE
Thon, T7bb, & e, ... e, ZRAGA G ZFFOMINMERELSN &35 & BEREE TR K
W2 Y, = X+ e ZBHT 5, BANI Y, ..., Y, OFIEN. (BUE TIX7Z20) IS0 T, X, ..., X,
DIRKEZEBSZETHD, ZOMEIINMF & GIZESBRT 28 TH 5,

e Last Arrival Problem(Bruss and Yor(2012))
N NDIGEEE DI %< MK (0, 1) EO—RGAMIIE > TEET 5, FEREB N OSMBPRHMDGE .
% DISEE (N FRBOISEE) & RO MR e RKICT 5 M-,

12
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* B
PR & AERIT

ARERZRIE. (Yasunao Hattori)
AR KRR A B Tk st

1 FR

Z 2T bR RE (BEBERHO RTER) ZeARZERIC S W THE 2 D, £, FRICER SN WHREX [13],
[38] LZHE D .

NEFAZE O BB RTREMEIC DU T, 1950 44X Nagata-Smirnov-Bing O FEEfE(LAIREEEIZ K> TZE D
AR T 3 52 BT

Theorem 1.1 (Nagata-Smirnov-Bing). EHIZE/H] X 22O\ T, RIXFEETH 5.
(1) X IZEEHbErETH 5.

(2) X 1L o- R AR A £,

(3) X 1% o-Bi7e B A FFo.

EC, HEEbATREZEM X (Theb b, EOTEBOSME ST TAAHZER]) 1, b B A, ZONFHZE
< BEBEBIE A FroM, 20 K O A BB RO I ERUTAFIE T D . B rTERZE M X 124610 D AARAOPEE &
FARD & XL, #HADORWERE (F720%, HICZOMHEZE ) 2 X ISEA LTINS Z &N EL
HDH. ZOL XL, TOEBERREIT X OAEZE, L\WH ZLEDHRNPEETH > T, R R -
TWETHAIMHEIZOWTIIFE A ERICT D2HEER2. Lo, 5EitED X 5 (BB S R o
B (BEERIMEE) AR E 25 ECAREMNRERZHET 5 2 L bl an. o, L<mbh
TWD K DI, B EATREZEM] X 2B W T X WA R R AF 2 L &, X Nl ThoH T &M
FIETHY, BT, X Nar 7 b ThHhHZ L L, X NEARPOEH R EERE 2 o 2 & L 2 FEIE
ThDH. 20X )T, HEEHEATREZER X (2B T, T ONAEEE < & 5 Rk /e BRI %R 2%, X OFF (A
FIHEZES Z LN d 5. i, BCkoemicBliL 2 R rTREZE I T HREMEE & AR
FEO MBI OBIEIZ O\ T, [16], [17], [19] 2 F EDE L, WL OO RMRIIEZ Y BP0 5
F DD HNTHEBT 5.

FEREZEM (X, d) L2 e X, e >0 LT, Sc(z) ={y e X : d(x,y) <e} LT 5.

AR TIEEREE L ATREZE M X (2XT LT, X Oz 5 < iR d 285> Z & &, B, X 2RI d
RO, EWVWH T EICTD.

2  GIAERITZERFEAT T S IERERI 2 — Nagata D IEREE £ DED

J. de Groot [10] 1% 1956 4222/ D 0 kIt & O Rk /e BEBEBIEIC X - CTHREEAT I 72

Theorem 2.1 (de Groot). FEEE(VATREZERM X OHLEBIRICH 0 TH D T2DITIE, X MIET F AT A
FERERIER A D T E AU E A TH D.
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22T, X OB d 3FET LF AT AW (non-Archimedean) Th 5 & 1%, d 2358 = REX
d(z,2) < max{d(z,y),d(y,2)} PMEED z,y,2 € X IZXK LTV VDL EZEF ).

A, EEHEZER P ICxE LT, P2 EEGEHE R OFEREZEM & 972 & &, R LodE OEii» S E8rh 5
P ORFEE, ET X AT AT, UL, K<aonTn5s L H I PIxmEaizer NN & FHETH
0, NN EOR—)LOREEEILIET L AT AR TH 5O T, MEEZEM P BNIET L% AT ARIHEEZ FF o
ZERDOND.

LEoEHIL J. Nagata [37] & P. S. Ostrand [41] (2 & W MSZIZ n IRICZEMICILE S v7z.

Theorem 2.2 (Nagata, Ostrand). FEEE(LATREZERM] X O#BAR L n LLT, 77205 dimX <n, TH
LH1-DITIE, X DIROGM 2073 RS A RO Z L AR E S ThH 5D

(1), X IZBIDEEDOn+3EDR ,y1,. .., Ynt2 IR LT, dyi,y;) < d(z,y;) 7= $ i # j DIFE
T 5.

Z OFEEOSM A 7= T HEBE R BT K B O BB (Nagata’s metric) & FEIEAL TV 4. P. S. Ostrand 13 E
DEBZFEAT 272012, #H & [40] MF72 R OIEBEZERNIC 31T 2 8B R T DRSS T 2 vz, 2o
FEUS 1 13428 Hilbert 0% 13 RIBEIZ BT 2 i (ZAR0ER B % 1 ZEOER BB O GRIC L v £
BT o) 2T 57201/ 0THLHN, LOEHROEFICBW U EINTZ X ) 1L, IR KT
ICBWTIRHEN TV L EERERATHD.

Theorem 2.3 (Ostrand). FEEE(LFIREZEM X OWFER T n LT b 27201213, X OB OB#E U
LAEED k> n+ LIS LT, kEOBARIESE VI, .. Ve BMEEL, UL, Vi B3 U DRI TH Y, 15,
EEOn+ 1OV, ...V, LTV UL UV Y X OBFRIZ > T D,

EBL 2.2 1% J. de Groot [11] I K> THOLNEROTEHAZLB LD TH Y, Bk DM 2.1 OF5E
EhZT05.

Theorem 2.4 (de Groot). =737 MRHHERIREZEM X OHFBERITTA n LT TH H72DI21E, X 23R
DM 7= IR d 2 FF O Z LB TH D -

(2)p X IZBITDEEDOn+3MBDE z,y1,. .., Ynt2 1 LT, d(yi,yy) < d(w,yg) W7z d i #5 & kM
FET S,

S BIZ, A 7R B T REZE R X OBEEIR TS n LR TH D T20121E, X 28 EOKM (2), 24 2f
RIBERER S 2 Fr > Z L B+ TH D.

Problem 2.1 (de Groot). &P 2.4 28— % D FEBEZZHIZ 3 L TR Y S0,

- OREIZ de Groot MR L TH B Y tlpd L BT o 704 THRIEITTERMENE LI TVRU.

J. Nagata [36] 1%, £ 7=, BB AT REZE R 31T B R IR It % I D Rk 7 BEBECRASAT U 72

Theorem 2.5 (Nagata). FREE(LATEEZERH] X OPZERIT n LT TH D 720ITIE, X DSIRO KM 2 i 72
THEREBI M A FF O Z L DA TH D

B X IZBF DEED n+ 3D z,y1,. ., Ynt2 EAEED € > 01K LT, d(S,/0(2),yi) < e B,
d(yi,yj) < e Zimi=d i # j BDFIET 5.
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FM (D, (2)ns B)n EBBLTZROFMEEZD

(1) X IZBITDEEDOR ¢ EAEBED R y1,y2, ... 1T LT, dyi,y;) < d(z,y;) &7z i # j DIFAE
+5.

(200 X 2B BEEOE ¢ LAEBO LRI g1, o, .. (XL, dlyis ;) < d,yi) ZWTT i £ & k&
FET 5.

() X BT DEEDOR z EAEEDO I y1,y0,... TLUTHEED e > 012/ LT, d(S.jo(x),y:) < e 72
O, dyi,yj) <e Zhiled i # j BFIET 5.

J. Nagata 1%, T X COHBELATREZEMIAS (2), 272 THRRER S 2 FF > Z L 2R L, £ [14] 1%, 7-°C
DB L ATREZEM DY (3), ANl TR A FF > Z L 2R LT, 77205, (2)w, () 1EMOAARRIPEE
DR, — 07, T TOERMEATREZERM A (1), 207 3B S 2 FF0 72> & 5 73 J. Nagata 12 &
VIO RBECH R TH S .

Problem 2.2 (Nagata). 3 ~TOEHE b ATEEZZRI DN (1), Z T 72 9 BREEEA R 2 D7~

Z ORBEIZOWTITEE [14] DROEDEEH TN D.

Theorem 2.6. T X TOMHHHLAIAEZEM X 1%, ROKM 27 T HEBERE S A2 F>: 56 > 0 BFIEL
THi:d(z,y) >0} =R &2 X IZBTD2EEDR ¢ LAEEDHI y1,y2, ... (LT, d(yi,yj) <
d(z,y;) ZiT=9 i # j BDFET 5.

EH (1413 ISR (), (B LT, mMIEHE b rlae 22 M 2 R 1 5 iR S 2 e R L7, 22T,
frAAZEM X D REERHEFTRE Ch 5 L1E, X OREIE B T, B= U~ By, & B, B ERAR (star finite) 72
BB L 2D b DR FET D EEEF 0.

Theorem 2.7. FEELAREZEM] X S8 EEEEL FTHE CH D72 DI21%, X DR O G % G 7= 3 HhBERS 5 %
FFOZLNBESITHD:

B), X BT AMEEDR v LAEEDORI y1,y2,... TLTUEED e > 012X LT, d(S:(x),y;) <e 2 H
X, d(yi,y;) < e Zlil=d i # j BFET D.

S BT, FREFAE(L AT REZE M &2 R 1 2 BEEERI %S & LT Z. Baloh & G. Gruenhage [2] (TR Z457.
Theorem 2.8 (Balogh-Gruenhage). BB RTREZZMH] X 23 IEEEL FIHE T H 272 0121%, X D3RO SFAM:
Zf 7o T HREERA R A FF O Z L AN TH D -

EED e > 012X LT, {S:(x) : € X} BEUARHIPACIIRAT (hereditarily closure-preserving) T % .

P. Assouad [1] IXEHE 2.2 D54 7= T #EHfE (Nagata’s metric) %, n otk HOMEE (n-dimensional
Nagata property) &FEOR, S 52, ZOMWEE S EIZRO X5 ITH LWIRGTCEE OB EEZEA LT

Definition 2.1 (Assouad). (X,d) ZFEREEZEM & T2, IROFMZRTZTER C BWIFHET D & &, (X, d)
D EMKIC (Nagata dimension) 73 n LAF (N-dim(X,d) < n) EEFRTDH: (EEOr >0k LT
meshif, < Cr, PO MEED z € X IR LTHU e : UN Sp(x) £ 0} < n+1 %077 X OIS
U PAFET D, 72720, X OESEATE U IR LT, meshtd = sup{diamU : U e U} LT 5.

% L C, Assouad [1] IZEH 2.2 DRIFEH A 5 2, S HICkE R LT
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Theorem 2.9 (Assouad). (X,d) ZHHfZEM LT 5L &, N—dim(X,d) < n &R57-DOUNE+I5
X, (X, p) BnROCEHOMWEEZRMZL, pp BNd &V 7>y YREE 725 p> 0 & X OEEE p 7T
THZELETHD.

INHOFEEIZL Y, EHEKICIE Nagata-Assouad KT & FEENLD X D122 0, v bR v ¥ —, asymp-
totic B FIZBNWTIGH SN D L 917> TV 5. KRIT, asymptotic 27712351 Tl Nagata-Assouad
WKIT D asymptotic it T % asymptotic Nagata-Assouad RIEHEFE S < OBFZEHEIZ L 0 AL 1
HHILTWD (4], [6], [7], [8], [9], [27] &S ).

F 7o, EHOERE (Nagata’s metric) (22T, [18] &I /=0,

3 hRE/FERT
FEREZEM (X, d) &y #2€ X ITRLT
M(y,z) ={x € X :d(z,y) =d(z,2)}

By zOFEEGENI. T LT, X OWMDEE M PHRESEIEM = M(y,2) &72by#2€ X B
FIET D L& &0 5. PRESOBEIL, BAIFHAA—TVE 2 D &I MIERMEEZ KRBT 5. K
HiCTIx, FRESZ WA E OFEAHT FIZHONW TR~ S,

Janos-Martin [25] (3R] 73 BRBEZERENC 30U THUREE S 2 I T2 B TREAE Lo WOMZAR IR ST DR 1
oLz,

Theorem 3.1 (Janos-Martin). R[4 BERELATREZEM X OPFER T n LAT (dim X <n) THDH72DI
X, X OFT_XRTOFEESEMIHLTdmM <n—1&7% X OSF RS NIFET D Z &N
VEASTHD.

EOTHEN R OIEREZERNCIERE SN D E D M, MO TWHARND, /NS WIFHRORTICBIT 5
0 IEHEIC DV TEH [15] 13Tk %R L.

Theorem 3.2. HEE(LFIEEZEM X 12K LT, EE DR 2 2 RICHANGFIELR Y, TRDbOLILED
y#£2€ XITRHLTM(y,2)=07251F,indX <0THDH. 22T, ind X I X O/NSWIFHKITE T
5.

FlZBnTind X =0% dimX =02 TE 5008 I NIRMEHRTH D ([19, Problem 2.18]), T72bbH,
PR TE dim (ZDOWTE 0 IRTTHEIZ DWW T SRR TH 5.

FREEZER] (X, d) O ER A, BARRITHD LiX, A B ~OEMRTF R 2 NN FET D&%
WL BRIOEERZ VT L. Janos (23], [24] 1Z T3 EEBEZEM © 0 ootk & 1 IRGTHEIZ DWW TIRZ 78 LTz,
Theorem 3.3 (Janos). A7 EERELATREZEM X OEXKIL 0 (dimX =0) TH LD DOME+75
TR, X D205 TXTORRD 20D EANEFR LI 6 W RS2 X 2" FFoZ2 L T
5.

Theorem 3.4 (Janos). JAfT =2 /37 b 7g Al 5y BRAEE FTREZEM) X (o6 L CRO M (k) &7z 37
BRI A X 2327261, dim X <1 TH 5 -

(%) X DO3ENLRLIAERRERD 2OOMAERITAFAE LR,
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DM (k) % unique triangle property (B L T UTP &&E<) o ([20] 2H) . EH 3.4 O—fi%
b LCES [15) ka7 L.

Theorem 3.5. FEEE(VATREZEM X A3 UTP Z 7= 9 BRI 2 Fr o722 51X, ind X <1 Th 5.

UTP 7= 9 BRREREEU X, 2 DZERID A A 8D 2 S I3F TV 52 ([15, Example]), ind X =1
72 B R[5y TR W EREEZE[E] C UTP % 7= 3 BRBERSECA FF O ZE M DMFIET D00 & 9 I DWW TUIERAR DR
DEFETHDH ([15, Remark]). T72b 5,

Problem 3.1. 7%y T/ W EEEEE ATREZEM] X © UTP Z ¥/ HHBER 2 £ D, &612ind X =1 & 72
REL R AR

— MR DOBEBEZERNCB W CERL 3., OFRMO T Tdim X < 1 & TEH0E 9 NEARMRTH S ([19, Problem
2.18]). F£7=, L. Janos [24] 1T, FEEMR R A3 UTP 7= THEEER S 2 Fro 2 L 278 L, EHE 3.4 O
O SEOM D T2 Las L, ZAUTAY SE72 720, FEBE, Hattori-Ohta [20] 13, T2 /32 M w4 iE
BEfL PTREZE MM X 28 UTP Z i/ 3 BEEERI S A Fro7e 11X, X BNEHMEMR R ICHEDIAD D Z & &R LT
ZLT, bHAA, 1LRIE= /37 ERREZE M CIEEMR R ICHOIAD R WZERIT- SAHD (T2&x
X2 HAED 1Y) OT, ZRHO6DZEMITdimX <1 Th-oTh UTP &z Bt A F - 2
ZENDNL, ZOZE LV ROMENREIND.

Problem 3.2 (Hattori-Ohta). w7y #REE(L nTREZERH] X 12 LT, X 28 UTP %7 3 BHpERa R 2 Ko =
Ll X BEHEMRRICHEDIAEND Z L REIETH L.

CORMBEIZEE L TRAFHN TN D.

Theorem 3.6 (Hattori-Ohta). w53 EEEE(E TREZE] X 23R D 2 S DA 20l 7= I #EEERI S d 2 Fro 72
O, X I3EHERRICHOAEND:

(a) X DIEEDOR D 28 x,y I LT |M(z,y)| < 1.

(b)) X DAEEDR z LAEED a> 012 LT H{y e X :d(z,y) =a}| <2.

Theorem 3.7 (Hattori-Ohta). JjFT= 737 b 72 Al 5y Bl aTREZEM] X 23 LD RAFE (o) A0 7= 9 BEAE
B d 2 FF 272 H1F, X I3FEHEMR R ICHOIAEND.

Problem 3.3 (Hattori-Ohta). &S5 F OEERIMN 2 /X7 MT7p 2% FATEEE 2 F5O Rl 77 R b v BEZS
B X 78 D&M (a) A7 T BRMERIE d % F5o 72 512, X IZFIEHR R \HLIDIA 45 7o,

(X,d) B e THLE fEEDx £y € X IZK LT |M(z,y)|=10& &, (X,d) 1T 1 HREAME
(unique midset property, B LT UMP) ZH> L 5. BIH T, FEEEZERH (X, d) 2 UMP ZFfo7% 5
X, PR 3.6 DM (a) 207z L, T (X, d) 23856 CTEHE 3.6 DA (a) 7= 772 51X (X, d) 13 UMP
RO L NbD. £, BEEEZERT (X, d) 28 UTP Zi7-972 51F, EF 3.6 D&M (a) 7292 & b
binG.

Berard [3] 1%, IR 72 R BEEEZE R (X, d) 28 UMP ZFio7e H1F, X ITEHEMR R OXH & [FHETH
% Z xR LTz, F72, Nadler [35] 1%, Rt 37 k7enl 5y BB Al EZEH X 28 UMP ZRi272 513,
X ITEHERRICHDAEND Z L &R L. - T, EFE 3.7 1% Nadler DEH Db & 72> TV 5.
— R DRIy EEEEZE IRV TERE 3.6 DR (a) DA TIZFEKEMR R ICHDIAD RN T LITIRTREN
TV,
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Example 3.1 (Hattori-Ohta). E#E 3.6 DA (a) Ziii7z L, FEEEHE R ITHDIA D 2R AT 43 FREE L AT
REZEM (X, d) DTF(ET D

Nadler OEH, EEE 3.7 L OB 3.1 XL 0 IR ORTEIZBIRZE .

Problem 3.4. n]yiRRAEL rTREZEMH] X 23 UMP Z0ifi 7= 4 BRBERSEL d 2 F7 272 B3, X (T FEEHE R (2H
WIAD D D

Imom&mmpmi:ﬁw%ﬁ S UMP % 77 7HERONIENHEL LT, i 77 GlzxtL

T, UOEE E(G) 26 G ~DF ¢ : E(G) — G % G O¥ A4 (colouring) &) . G DILED —S>DIA
moo # y X LT p(zp) = p(yp) £725 G OIER p BME—DFET D L&, G O ¢ 7 1 FAEENE
(unique midset property) ZH> &L\ 9.

Theorem 3.8 (Ito-Ohta-Ono). K,, # n HOTHRZFOTET 7745, ZoLE, nfloRzR>
HERZE M S UMP Zlis - T EERERR S A 5> 2 & &, B2V T 7 K, 7 UMP il 3 a5 Z L I1EH
BETH5.

G % UMP %Wz WOz for 7745 L &,
ump(G) = min{|p(E(Q))| : ¢ X UMP & 723 G D }
LB<.
Theorem 3.9 (Ito-Ohta-Ono). 584277 7 K, IZ DWW TR Y LD,
1L AEED n > 01Zx LT, ump(Kapt1) =n

2. fFEED n > 312X LT, ump(Ka,) < 2n— 1. F#1Z, ump(Ks) = 4, ump(Kg) = 5, ump(Kig) = 5,
ump(Ki2) < 8, ump(Kq4) < 10.

Problem 3.5 (Ito-Ohta-Ono). fEE O n > 6 (2% L T, ump(Ka,) ZREE L.

4 2HhREETHEZDRED
(X,d) M E 35L&, X DEEOHRRESE M IZH L T|M| =20 &%, (X,d) 1$2 FREAME
(double midset property, LT DMP) Z#ff> &5,

2 HEAETFHE (Double Midset Conjecture) DMP % ¢ Dmifiilk (FEiR b7 = 37 | iRREZSE
) 13 H—BHEhR (ST L[FE) TH S,

oM, SHITEHE OFmEICK T 52—7 Uy FEEEEHZBE L TDMP 2 Ff5. 2 P Rfa THRITZ ORI
wvyfwfﬁwtwmh@%ﬂ<$bhé 2 HRES TR CTH 553, L. D. Loveland %512 X
DN DOMDEFIRPF LN TN DD TENSL Z/IT 2 ([28], [29], [30], [31], [32] FE M) .

Theorem 4.1. X % DMP Zii/- 38k L 5 & X, ROWTNDOFRMEET - 72 61F, X I1TH—
PAERAR CTH 5.

1. [Loveland-Wayment] X % cut points % FFiz 7o\ A %2 5.
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2. [Loveland] 58 M : {(x,y) € X x X 12 # y} — 25X DHE{ETH D,
3. [Loveland] X 7 2t i R IZE ENTHRY, @E 02— U v REHEHZE LT DMP %i#7-7.
S 512 L.D.Loveland-S.M.Loveland [31] 1Zk &7~ L7z,

Theorem 4.2 (Loveland-Loveland). X % 2 IV R? IZG EN TV DKL 5. oLk, b
LEREn > 1B FEL LEDO £y € X IZXH LT |M(z,y)| =n &7 72 50%, X 1ZHE Pl
ThoD), 2%, KEEFHETH L.

RIC2PRESTHRO LB 5.

(n—1)-BkEPREEFHE ((n — 1)-sphere Midset Conjecture) X TOHEEED (n — 1)-Ekm
Sl LR T DR GEIRMEAERE 2 o)y NIEREZER) 1 n-BRiE ST LRIMTH B.

2 FUEEA T, 0-BREFEAEATHETHS. (n— 1)-BREFEESTE IO TEE FHLATY
7208 73 L. D. Loveland [29] & Debski-Kawamura-Yamada [12] 12 £V & 547z,

Theorem 4.3 (Loveland). FEREZZ[ X 2SR OWTF oz iz X, X X2 %kockkim S? LM TH 5.

1. X OF_XTOHSEESN 1 IRTERE ST SR TH Y, 23>, X 2 2 RocEkT S2 L [ RESHEES
Eaie.

2. X 13T R_RTOPEELSN 1 kTR ST LR L R 23R a L 7 FERTHY, 7o, X D
TRTO 1 RICERE & RO EEN X 208 5.

Theorem 4.4 (Debski-Kawamura-Yamada ). n >3 & L, X 3 X C R" L7253 ble=a /"7 h2E
MET2. Z0LE, X OFTRTOFREENN (n—-2)-BRETHH01F, X 1T (n—1)-ERETHS.

5 MEBtICIKFT HRT

WICEm ORI, £797, 1900 FFARATHZ 2 X7 MRBEZE R I 1 D 02803 72 d, & D%, Hurewicz-
Wallman [21] (2 & % AI43BEEEZERIIC, 1950 4RI (—ik D) BREEZEMICH T 2 BmIc R L, £ 0%, X
0 —fxDZEM 7 T AZEBA SN TE 2, 237 MEREZERICI T 5 B T, & D22 O RS &
FIHL TV DEA b7 0. IROGRIZEBWTIE, KEMNTE 20X, IBEEMEZE X2 D OFES THLHE
HIME #&9 TENTEDL. Z LT, AR TCIIAA R R A WS 2 ik v B
BER1 E’%-Eé:(ﬂfﬁﬁ’] WEZITET 5 2 LN TE D0, —BOEREZER TIXE o X 5 72 RS E (vl 4y BERE
ZERNC R B2 R BRI R 13— RICIIAFE LR, Lo T, Xy NEREZEMIC BT 2 M
75‘5*5&“@%%&%@01%@1 FIIRT H LN TE RN RS 5. ARECTH O HEHEHCKTTT D kot
XZO—FITH 5. BEEECKTT DR BEEUIEEBEIMEE TH 0, MAHIMEE TIER\W O T, BRI
DT & RFEAT2N Db LAV S,) BREEZERNIC 81T 2 R Otim D EE R EH N ORI SN TH Y,
ZHA S ERZR. B A 2 ROC RIS DWW T, K. Nagami [33] (SFF LWVEERLA S £ O T, BLLk
bOMEITENESR L TN EE 20,

PURARHICIE, X 2Rz & U, X IR d 5 2o Tnd b0 L35,

PREZERR] X OB U ITx LT,

ordU = sup{'| : ' cU,[\U' # 0}
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LT 5.

Definition 5.1. X #BEZEMET25. 20L& EED e > 0% L Tmeshtd <e, ord <n+1 &
7% X OBRE U BFET D L &, X OFEBERIC (metric dimension) pdim X 23 n LAF, pdim X <n
LT5.
FEBER ST pudim 1% 1930 AFEEIZ Alexandroff IZ X V| =237 NEBEZERIZ T 2 2 miA~DIT I L 5K
FTEOREAT & & BIZHEASNTETH D, 2237 MEEEZERICS O T, R TITEE O (1E)
Wt LB 5. Lol AEEBEZERIC BV TR I B LAV D LA TS (Sitnikov [42)).
F 7, —MROEREZER X 12 LT, pdim X < dim X THDHZ EIEEHICHNY, dim X < 2udim X T
b5 LiE, M. Katétov [26] 1IZ X D r&E 7.
WIHIBIR T DR T I BRI S5 4 SO RRRHE AR TR 2 E & T 5.
Definition 5.2. X Z# R/ &5 5. 20 & & EEHAGFIRICEIE dy, do, d3, dy ZLL T D L 5 1ZIF
FIZERTD. X =00 L X, d1(X) =do(X) =d3(X) =dy(X) = -1 T 5.
1.n>00& &, dE,F)>0&:700 X DIEEOHER E,FICH LT, di(B)<n—1¢725E L F
ZoHET DMEE BMAET 2L &, di(X) <n & T 5.
2.n>00LE dEL,F)>08725 X O (n+ 1) HOMLEOHESOM (B, F),i=1,...,n+1
WXL, BiN---NBpy1 =0 L7025 E; & F, 20T 2PA%EG B, BWIFET 2L &, do(X) <n
LT5.
3.n>00L& d(E,F)>0:70 X OmBEOLEEOHMEASOM (B, F),i=1,... mIZx LT,
ord{B;:i=1,....m}<n+1&,72% E; L F, 58T 2MEE B, BIFETDH L&, ds(X) <n
LT5.
4.n>00EE AELF) > 0875 X DEBEOMESOMOI (B F), i = 1,2,... IZxt LT,
ord{B; :i=1,2,...} <n+1&%22 E & F#08+ 2HES B, PEETDHEE, dy(X) < n
£T5.
EFREY do(X) < d3(X) < do(X) IFEHITRSND. S HIZ, Nagami-Roberts [34] 13k z/R L7z,
Theorem 5.1 (Nagami-Roberts). BRRfEZZ[H X (2%t LT 32D,
1. di(X) = dim X
2. da(X) <dimX. ZL T, dimX =1 2261E da(X) = 1.
3. dy(X) = dim X.

4. d3(X) < pdim X. S5, dBEARZ2HIE d3(X) =pdim X THD.

EFL5.1L L0, T C OB X KR L,
da(X) < d3(X) < pdim X < dy(X) =dim X = dy(X)

DD, S HIT, Nagami-Roberts [34] 1%, X BNRPra /37 R 61 EORGTCEBUTT X T—ET 5,
FThbb, d(X)=do(X) =d3(X) = pdim X =dy(X) =dim X &5 &R L. —J, — DR
HEZZRIIC BT do(X), d3(X), pdim X, dim X 235872 561 LTIRBH 2.
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Example 5.1 (Nagami-Roberts). do(X) =2, pdim X = 3, dim X = 4 & 72 5 FEREZEM X BHEET 5.

Example 5.2 (Nagami-Roberts). da(X) =2, d3(X) = pdim X = 3, dim X =4 & 72 2 BR#fEZEfH X 73
FET 5.

RO REIE Nagami-Roberts [34] (IZBWTIRE SN0, BUMETH R TH 5.

Problem 5.1 (Nagami-Roberts). FEEEZZH] X (2% LT, d3(X) = pdim X 2380 Y270~

Problem 5.2 (Nagami-Roberts). FEEEZZ[H] X (ZxF LT, dim X < 2do(X) 23V 220 K0 §3<,
da(X) < 00 261X dim X < oo TH D70,
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SE

SEBHZR 2y AL E LT, REOERIZBINEL TR, BILLWHIZL REINTMIRAEE L
EoTEbNDZ L ERBEVH L EFET, BARTEPNIZEROE TN, BERZ OIS Scientiae
Mathematicae Japonicae (L CSCMJ&E) #%1TL TRV ETEERRZHEND . KB OEHA~,
B, BHLEIETWEEET,

JRFROEE D B, FITHENTIHY £ L7, SCMI i Vol.75 No.2 (August 2012) 28, £H72
KEITSNET, ZDHE, SCMI % EEREEEIR S B OERICEAM S E T2 2 LT
LE L7,

A& T, (LHEREORE) B L LT6000 HENTEY £928, 20T, KSRV vr—
FTHDHSCMI FERBEENTE LT, SCMJ #EE i L7 WA BN TR 4000 HZ2THL Z &
IR TBVELL, 20, EETHLIFMIIT, EFV Yy —TFT A ER—LX=VICNS BIF D &
EbLIICRL ZENRHkD 28, BARADRBICR S TTTR, KW 27 AFICHD L 2L, FRN0

RSN 2L, <SHWVWERhoTEBYEY, Fo, Z<OZBICHEETE [SHEITIEN 4000
M3 - T SCMI AR T 2 DITAMR KR E L R DN, EARMEITR> THTWD D0, Bl i
20 Ep TEBEOPICSCMI #EORELEEN TS LB TR, BICHETEASH D WO DR
W SCMI &2 K-> CZ il 7enTn) EE-TFmPRER-TEE L,

AW OHRRKOTEY WX, 1948 FITIE KR BB A FIT S 4172 Mathematica Japonica (28 0 %
T TOVX—FNEXZDHTDIT, B ORIV B AR i T L,

Z T, ERBIZZEOEE 6000 HICLTRWT, 2EHAOMGEHIBEL LT, SCMJ#xaE4A
Biclfm (Bxk) 22 LzfAle T2, 2L, BMEMELRWT~NTRMA LR 20X )12
EERIH TS ZEICLE L, BT, It 2 THW T~ 3, BEAIT 270, SREEEZ OB WMARY

IHR S TWEEEET, (OO NTR, %A, FEOKELY, H O UOlEHik 2 TH -
~ ERNC ZEHAEA B L ETOT, BEFEDO THREFHESTZWERWET,)

HOLHREFE LD THRMLETOT, HRBREHIZIEDLRWE S TY, ZiLRh o7 SCMJ FEITFHE
FTNICIRE SND T2 T, Rillld, Ny 7 F o =% I LB B o7 L) T,

ZO L EHENG, SCMJ 5 Vol.75 No.2 (August 2012) =B OEERIZELE TV L& £,
BrYY =T AERIUIEVLEL oW e b/, SCMJ 2R 72 T 5% < O
FHIZH->TH DB 5720, FIH L TWZZTiEs=nTT,
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