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Fig 4 Ranking of Forecast
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State of nature prior distribution posterior distribution
0 P(8) P'(6120) P(6121) P1612Z2)
scanty (6o) 0.3 0.44 0.27 0.17
normal (6h) 0.4 0.34 046 0.39
abundant (62) 0.3 022 0.27 0.44

Table 3 Prior and Posterior Distribution
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Fig 5 The relationship
Between Utility and Action-F
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