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cp) Cc°)

ap | App Apn

ay | Anp Ann

ag | Agp Agn

FET DIt HR e SR B, BN (a, B)PT LAIE S TH G0 R e i P SR AR BR BOR A 0
R(a,B) = Rp(a, B) + Ry(a, B) + Rg(a, B),
o,
Re@B) = Y (ppPr(ClIxD) + Apy Pr(CeIxD) Priad),
Pr(C|[x]Dza
RN, LRI KR =R R AR . AR (a, B) RBUHH FTA SN IR e AN
BB R SEAR 2 o BB 2 B 2% A
(c1) App < App < Anp, Ann < Ay < Apn,
A2, AR ERELR (a, B) W S /MBI XS B R BRI 6 (e, B) FT LA 7R
_ (Apy — Agn)
~ (Apy — Agn) + (Agp — App)’

a

10



Ph—T, =SCWRIR , Bk, =YK, in: SE—, WEK, Aitd, Bk, Wigk, EEJEL, =R, ki
(T . (ZEXREHECHNH)Y , MalREHmAt, FEa, 1-16, 2012,

= (Agn — Ann)
(Apn — Awn) + (Anp — Agp)’
Hrp, 0<B<a<1. AXMFEW, 7TRLER A R BOHH-G & 1 BEXS
HEAb, TR R SR AR AT SR B £ R AR S A O T R s A5
AT B o R SRR SR AR r P 1) 10 4 (AR 25 T LES 3o 1 L DL SR A R T g ) 4y
it s,

5. &t

EOCREEATARE A EE, AR R RS SR 10 E A AR, RE Iz
TA R ARG . = SCRFHISIN) 1 SCREE, RGBT FTHR 1 i AN ik
A FE VR R R, =SCRE AT T 2 ARIR R 2 HARREE . LORRIF T R SR AT ok
o HBEFPRIIESE, RIAKE, 45 7S B EURR A E T A e B s L 10
HO7ike HUEHEA RN, RAAKESE RN E B R 5 SCREAR, HER
BIESE AN A B OL T = SR SR EESRRBUE 25 B BRI ARG o2 oidn . =
SCRFCHAR A — DB T AT RE2 7™ A B 2 ORATR
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