ANAZXZKOIMHIH
REVIEW

0 napayovtag @ Tov Bayes

TUVTOHN avagopad o€ évav EVAANAKTIKO
TPOMO APNC OTATIOTIKWV AMOPATEWY

TNV mapoUca avacKOTN G YiVETAL ia GUVTON ava@opd oTNV KAAGIKH Kal
otnv prmeb{lavn otatiotiki pebodoloyia. Méoa amd 1oxupd emixelpipata
KATAAYyOUUE 0TO cupmépacpa ott n pmeddiavi pebodoloyia cupBaAiet
AMOYACIOTIKA, KATAAYOVTAC EMAYWYIKA O€ AGQAAr cupnmepdopata. Auto
ovpPaivel yiati Sivel Tn SuvatdtnTa eKTiPNoNg NG £voel§ng mou mpoépxetal
and ta deSopéva Mg CUYKEKPIUEVNG MENETNC —ECW TOU UTTOAOYIGHOU TOU
mapdyovta Bayes- kat emTpEnel TOV OUVOUAOHO TNG €VOEIENG QUTAG HE TV
npoUmapyxouoa éVOEIEn, HEow TG EQaPHOYG Tou Bewpripatog Tou Bayes, yia
v e§aywyn a§lomotwv cuPmEPAGUATWY. ATTé TNV AAAN TAEUPA, O EAeyXOG
unoBécewv Sev xpnaotpomnoleital opBa and Toug MEPIOGOTEPOUG EPEVVNTEC YIa
v e§aywyn cupmepacpatwy. X avtiBeon pe tnv pmeblavi pebodoloyia,
0 é\eyxog umoBécewv avTipeTwmifel TNV mMOAVOTNTA WG GXETIKN OUXVOTNTA
TWV YEYOVOTWV TIOU TIEPLYPAPOVTAL GTN OTATICTIKN UMO0Ean Kat Sev pumopei
va xpnotpomnolnOei yla tnv eaywyn cupmepacpdtwy pe fdon ta Sedopéva
piag povo perétng. Map’ 6Aa Autd, TPOCYEPEL GNUAVTIKI TTANPOQOPIa HAKPO-
npoBeopa émetta amd Tnv emavaAnyn tng idlag peAéTng. Tuvenwg, ot EAeyxol
unroBécewv Kat n TP p dev mpémel va ayvoolvtal aAAd va XpnolpHonolou-
vtal 0pBd tautoxpova pe Tn Oewpia Tou Bayes yia tnv eaywyn afiomotwv
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1. EIZAIrQrH

H punebQiavry cupmnepaopatoloyia (Bayes theory), mpog
Tiun tou Thomas Bayes, xpnotomoleitat yia va kabopioel
To WG 0 Babuodg memoibnong (degree of belief) umopei
VO TPOTTOTTOLEITAL OXETIKA HE MO EPELVNTIKE UTTOOEON, PE
[Bdon 1o amMOTEAECUA UIAG CUYKEKPIEVNG LENETNG, TI.X. LIAG
KAWVIKAG SoKIUAG. Map’ 0Ao mmou n prebiav peBodoloyia
—TNn¢ omoiag Bactki @locoia gival o cuvSuaCUOC TWV
ATTOTEAECUATWY TIPOYEVECTEPWV EAETWV LUE TO ATTOTEAECHA
MUIOG CUYKEKPIUEVNG LENETNG— €XEL AVATITUXOEL oNUavTIKA
Ta teAevTaia 20 £Tn, Ol EMOTHUOVEG UYEIAG pAiVETAL VA UNV
TNV XPNOIMOTIOIoUV GTNV KABNUEPLIV Toug épguva.’

‘Eva ano ta OgpeAiddn epyaleia tng umeblavrig pebo-
Soloyiag otn AnYn amo@doswv gival o mapdayovtag @ Tou
Bayes (Bayes factor), o ormoiog otnv anmAoVcTtePn HOPYN
Tou gival évag Adyog mbavogavelwy, SnAadn o Adyog tng
mBavotntag va mpokUPouv ta Sedopéva piag Epeuvag
AappBavopévou um’ d6Yn o1t IoxVel N pndevikn (dkupn,
«@veu KUpoug») utoBeon H, —Tmou ekppdadlel Tnv amoucia
oxéong— mpog tTnv mMBavoTnTa va mpokUYyouv ta SeSoué-
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va NG idlag peAETNG AOyw Tou OTL IOXVEL N EVAANAKTIKA
untdBeon H; (n omoia ekppddlel Tnv vTTAP&N oxéong ota
6edopéva). Mevikd, o mapdyovtag Bayes xapaktnpiletal
ATTO AVTIKEIMEVIKOTNTA, YlaTi otnpiletal ota dedopéva
HlaG HEAETNG YA TNV €KTiUNoN TG évdeléng. Mmopei va
XPNOHOoToINOEl CUUMANPWUATIKA 1 AKOUN Kal oTn B€éon
NG «KAACIKNG» TIURG MBavoTnTag p (| ouvnbéotepa p
value, n omoia ekppdlel tTnv mMOAvOTNTA OPAANLATOC TUTTOU |,
SnAadn TNV ec@aipévn amdéppPn TG UNSEVIKAG UTTOBEONG
Ho) yla tTn AjPn plag oTatioTIKAG amdgpaonc. Avtifeta pe
TIG TIHEG p, 0 TTapdyovTag Bayes €xel pia otépea Bewpnti-
K OgpeNiwon Kal EpUNVEia TTOU ETITPETEL TN XPION TOU
1600 oTNV €€aywyr] CUPTTEPACUATWY OGO Kal 0Tn ARYn
anmo@Aacewv.? MEAETWVTAG KATTOLOG TIPOOEKTIKA TO B€ua
Slamotwvel 6T1 0 Tapdyovtag Bayes avadeikvuel Twg ot
TIMEG p «SlOYKWVOUV» O HEYANO BaBuod Tig evdei€elg ya
TNV andéppiPn TS UNOeVIKAG UTTGOeoNC. To ONUAVTIKOTEPO
TIAEOVEKTN A TOUC €ival 6TL KaBiotolv caer tTn Sldkplon
HETA&L MAPAYWYIKOU KAl EMAYWYLIKOU TPOTIOU OKEWYNG,
EVW TTapEXETAL éva TAAiCI0 Héoa OTO OTTo{0 UMopPEl va
ouvduadlovTal TPoNyoUUEVEG UE TpExouoeG evdeifelg. O
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Goodman mepléypae avaluTIKA TIG gyyeveic SUOKOAIEG
NG XProNgG Tou eAéyXOU TwV UTTOBECEWV KAl TWV TIUWV P
OTN OTATIOTIKI) CUMTMTEPACHATOAOYIO, CUCTAVOVTAG TNV
vioBétnon tng umebllavng pebodoloyiag Kalt odnywvtag
TOUC EMIOTAMOVEG VYEiag oTn ARYn anmo@docewv Ue Bdon
TIG eveielg.’ Xtn ouvéyela yivetal pia 66o 1o Suvatov pn
paOnuatiki mpooéyylon tng pmebllavng pebodoloyiag,
mapouoialovtag 18€eg MOAVOV VEEC OTOUG EMIOTHUOVEG
vyeiag, ol oTroieg OUWG €ival YVWOTEG OTN OTATIOTIKA KOL-
voTnTa TouAdxlotov and tn Sekasgtia tov 1920.4°

2. ONAPATONTAXZ BAYES

O mapayovtag Bayes (@) opiletal wg o AOyog TG Ti-
BavotnTtag va mpokuypouv ta dedopéva D piag HeENETNG
AapBavopévou um’ 6PN 6Tt IoXVEL N UNSeVIKA utoBeon,
mpPo¢ TNV mMbavéTnta va mpokuyouv Ta dedopéva D tng
iS1a¢ peAETNG AOYW TOU OTL IOXVEL N EVOANAKTIKE UTTOOE0N.
AnAadn 1oxvel ot

oo Fr (D|Ho)
Pr (D|H»)

310 Bewpnpua Tou Bayes, o mapdayovtag P (D|H, i Hy) givat
0 «8eikTNG» Héow Tou omoiou Ta Sedopuéva «ek@pdalovtar
Kal gival EeXxwPloTog amd To KABAPA UTTOKEIPEVIKO TURUA
¢ e€icowong, vy o AoydptOudg Tou gival yvwoTtodg wg
Bdapogtnc évdeléng (weight of the evidence).®” Zuvenwg, o
urme0Qlavog mapdyovtag @ sival évag Aoyog mbavopavelwv
(likelihood ratio), o omoiog cuykpivel To MOco KaAd ot Svo
untoB£€0oelg (N UNOEVIKN Kal N EVOANAKTIKN) «TTPoBAETOLVY»
Ta Sedopéva piag HeEAETNG. H uméBeon n omoia mpofAé-
TEL KAAUTEPQA TA EUTTEIPIKA SeSopéva gival AuTr) TTOU €XEL
neplooodTepeq evdeielg uép autic. Etol, av @ >1, ToTe
onuaivel ot gival k-@opég o mbavo ta dedopéva va
loXUoULV KATW amd TN Pndevikn undBeon oe oUyKpIoN UE
TNV eVOANOKTIKN. Exel mpoTtaBei 6ti Tipég Tou mapdyovta @
>10 amote oLV oTolKEia yla IKavh €vEel§n GX€oNG TNG HILAG
€VavTl TNC EVAAOKTIKAG LTTOOEONC.

Emiong, mpémnelva onuelwOei 6t1, o€ avtiOeon Pe TIG TIUES
TNG EVPEWG XPNOLUoTIOINHEVNG TTIBAVOTNTAG P, O TTAPAYO-
vtag Bayes éxel 1loxup6 BewpnTikd uNOBabpo kat pmopei va
EPUNVEUTEL IE TPOTIO TETOLO, WOTE VA EMITPETIETAL N XPHON
TOU TOCO O0TNV €§AywYr} CUUITEPACHATWY 60O KAt oTn AnYn
amopdocswv. Na mapadeypa, av o mapdyovtag Bayes yia
N MNSeVIKN UTTOBECN O OXEoN HE TNV EVAANOKTIKN €ival
0,5 (A 1:2), TO0TE N onpacia auTtoU PIMOPEL VA EKPPAOCTEI
UE Toug €EAC TPOTTOUC: (A1) Q¢ AVTIKEIMEVIKN TIOAVOTNTA,
SnAadn 1a gumelpIkd amoteAéopata va sival Vo PopPEC
mo mBavo va mpokLuYouv pe Sedopévo OTi LIoXVEL N eVal-
AakTikny utoBeon H; o€ oxéon pe Tn undevikr untdBeon Ho,
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(B2) wg emaywytkn oxéon, SnAadn oti o1 evieielg umép TNG
€VOANOKTIKAG UTTOOEeoNG va gival SUTAACIEG aTTd AUTEG TNG
UNS&eVIKAG UTTOBEONC Kal (Y3) WG UTTOKEIUEVIKA MOavOTNTa,
SnAadn 1o odds (AOyoG CUMTTANPWHATIKWY TTIIOAVOTATWY)
NG KNSeVIKAG UTTOBEONG O OX€oN UE TNV EVAANAKTIKA
unéBeon UETA TO TIEipAMA va gival To pIod an’ o,TL ATav
TPV and To TEipapa.

21ov mivaka 1 mapovoidletal 1o péyebog tng évoeléng
avaloya pe S1agopeg TIPéEG Tou mapdyovta @ unod Tn pn-
SevIkn uTTOBEoN OTIC TIMES 90%, 50% Kal 25%, uToSnAw-
VOoVTaG, avTioTolXa, HEYAAN, LETPLA KAl HIKPH EUTTIOTOOUVN
otn undevikr uTéOeon. Av KATTOLOG €ival LOXUPA TIETTEL-
opévog yla kamola €véelén (dnhadn n ek Twv MPOTEPWV
mBavoTnTa TG Ndeviknig uTdBeong eival 90%) mptv amd
TNV évapén Tou TElpApaTog, TOTE évag mapdyovtag Bayes
iocog pe 1/10 Ba KATAOTACEL HETPLA TNV EUTTIOTOOUVN TIPOG
N uNdevikn umdbeon (N €K TwWV VOTEpwV mMBavoTnTa Ba
givat47%). AvtiBeta, av kKamolog gival S1popoUEVOG OTNV
apxn (6nAadn n ek Twv Mpotépwv mbavotnta givat 50%),
T6TE N (610 £vEel€n Oa KATAOTACEL LIKPN TNV EUMIOTOCUVN
P0G TN UNSeVIKN uTTdOeoN (N €K TWV UOTEPWV MBavoTNTA
Ba gival 9%). Evag mapdyovtag Bayes gival apKeTd loXLUpOG
WOTE VA PETATOTIIOEL KATTOlOV armd TO va €ival katd 90%
oilyoupocg w¢ TTPo¢ TN MNSeVIKN uTTOBeoN (€K TWV TTIPOTE-
pwv mMOavoTNTA), OTO Va €ival Hovo 8% ciyoupog (ek Twv
UOoTéPWV MOAVOTNTA).

Nivakag 1. H ek Twv uoTépwv mBavotnTa TNG UNSEVIKNG UTTOOEONC, £MEITa
anod TNV €Qappoyn Tou Bewpruatog Bayes, wg ouvaptnon TG €K TwWV
TPOTEPWV MOAVATNTAG TNG UNSEVIKNG UTIOBEONC Kal Tou TapdyovTa Bayes.

Méye6og MNapayovtag Meiwon otnv mOavotnta
™G évdeiéng Bayes ™G PNSEVIKAG uTT60goNG (%)
AT6 ... Ze ox1 \tyotepo
(K TwV IpOTEPpWV ano ...
moOavotnta) (eK TwWV VOTEPWV
mOavoétnta)
AcBeviig 1/5 20 64
50 17
25 6
Métpia 1/10 90 47
50 9
25 3
Métpla éwg 1/20 920 31
loxupn 50 5
25 2
loxupn éwg 1/100 90 8
TOAU 1oXUPN 50 1
25 0.3
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3. ZXEZHTQN TIMQN THXZ MNIGANOTHTAXZ P
KAITOY MAPAITONTA @ TOY BAYES

O napayovtag @ Tou Bayes Sia@épel anod tnv mbavotnta
P. 'Ontwg ival @avepo, ol Siagopég Toug apxiCouv amod To
meSio TWV TIUWYV TOLE, KABWE N TIUNA p gival pia mbavotnTta,
&nhadn Aappavet Tipég amnod to 0-1, evw o mapdyovtag Bayes
givatAéyog mbavoavelwyv, SnAadn AapBAavel TipéG amo To
0 £w¢ To anelpo. Emiong, n mBavotnta P Aaufdvel ur’ oyn
NG HOvo TN pINdeviK untdOeon, evw o TapdayovTtag Bayes
Xpnotlpomolei Kat Ti¢ SUo LUTTOBE0EIG, KABIoOTWVTAG CAPES
OTL pia évoelén yla va gival katd tng UNOEVIKAC uTTOBeoNG
TIPEMEL va gival UTTEP KATTOLAG EVAOANAKTIKNAG. Emi TAéOV,
o mapayovtag Bayes e€aptatal ané tnv mbavétnta Twv
EUTEIPIKWV SeSOPEVWV KAl HOVO, EVW O UTTOAOYIOUOG TNG
TIUAG p mephapBavet kat tn Ste€aywyn evog peydlou apio-
HOU HEAETWYV, OHOLWV PETAEY TOUC, UE OTOXO TN MEIWON Tou
O@ANUATOC HaKPOTIPOOeoua. Apa, Ol TAPAYOVTEG TToL Sev
oxetiCovtal pe Ta Sedopéva plag HeEAETNG Kat emnpedlouv
TNV TIA P, OTTWG CUXVA CUVICTOUV TIG AITiEG SIAKOTAG HLag
KAWVIKAG SOKIUNAG, S€v UmopolV va EMNPEACOUV Kal TOV
mapdyovta Bayes.®?

Av Bé\oupe va EepUyoupe amd TIC TIPEC p Kal va KivnBou-
UE TIPOG TOUG AVTIOTOLKOUG TTapdyovTeg Bayes, eivat xprioipo
va yvwpiCoupe Tn oxéon Pe Tnv omoia cuvdéovtal. Me Aiyeg
MaPadOoXEG UTTOPOULE VA KAVOUUE AuTH T ouykplon. Mpw-
Tov, o mapdyovtag Bayes mpémel va ummoloyiletal yia tnv
iS1a uGBEON yIa TNV oTToia £XEL UTTIOAOYIOTEI N TIUA Tou p. H
TIUA Tou p Mavta urtoAoyifeTal XPNOIHOTIOIWVTAG TNV TTAPAa-
TnpnOcica diapopd, ondTe Kal o mapdyovtag Bayes mpémnel
va urtoAoyiletal pe BAon To eV AOYyw AmmOTEAECHA. AEUTEPOV,
ETEION MIKPOTEPEG TIMEG TOU P SNAWVOULV MIKPOTEPN OTAPIEN
oTn UNSeVIKR UTTOBEeoN 1, S1IAPOPETIKA, peyaAUTEPN EVOEIEN
evavTiov TN, Oa MPEMEL VA KATAOKEUACOUE TOV TTApAyovTa
Bayes pe Tov 510 TPOTIO, £TOL WOTE HIKPOTEPEG TIUEG TOL VA
SNAWVOULV UIKPOTEPN OTHPLEN 0TN UNSEVIKN UTTOOEON. AUTO
onUaivel 0TI MPETel va TOTOOeTAOOUUE TNV MBavo@pAvela
TIOL APOopPA 0TN MNSEVIKN UTTOBECN OTOV APIOUNTH KAl TNV
mMOAVOPAVELQ TTOU AVAPEPETAL OE Y0 EVONNAKTIKF) UTTOBEON
OTOV TTOPOVOMAOTH. AV ToToBeTriooupE TNV €vOelén yla tnv
unéOeon n omoia vumootnpifeTal KAAUTEPA OTOV TTAPOVO-
HaoTr, 0 AOYOG TTOU TIPOKUTITEL Ba €ival 0 ENAXIOTOC TTAPA-
yovtag Bayes pe Baon tn undevikr umobeon. O eNdylotog
mapdyovtag Bayes gival avtiotpo@og Tou péytotou Adyou
mOavo@avelwyv kKal ovouddletal mpodTutin mMOavoedavela
(standardized likelihood). OuclaoTikd, gival n uikpdTEPN
Suvatn évdelén mou otnpilel Tn undevikny unéBeon n,
Sla@opeTikd, n peyalutepn duvatn évdeln evavtiov tng
UNSEVIKNG UTTOBEONC, KAl AUTO ival éva e€AIPETIKO OnuEio
ava@opdg yla va CUYKPIVOURE TNV TIUNA p.

A.MIANAPETOX kat A. MANATIQTAKOX

H am\olotepn pop@n HETAEL TWV TIHWV P KAl TOU
mapdyovta Bayes TpoOKUTITEL OTAV Ol OTATIOTIKOI EAgyXOL
BaciCovtal oTnV KAVOVIKH KATAVOUN, OTTWG AAAWOTE CUU-
Baivel kal 0TIG TEPIOCOTEPEG OTATIOTIKEG S1ASIKACIES. ZTNV
TEPIMTWON AUTH, 0 MapdyovTtag Bayes urtohoyiletal pe Baon
Tou¢ idloug ap1BpuoU¢ mou umoloyiletal Kal pia mbavotTnta
P. H oxéon eivai n e§ng:

Mapdyovtag Bayes=e™ 3
o1ou z gival 0 aplBuoC TWV TUTTIKWY O@AAATWY amnd tTnv
amouvocia anmoteAéopatog (null effect), SnAadn deixvel mdéoo
QATTEXEL N OUYKEKPIMEVN HETPNON ATTO TN MEON TIMA TWV
Sedopévwv.’0-72

2Tov mivaka 2 mapouctaleTal To TOoOo SIAPOPETIKA PITo-
peiva gival Ta cuumepAoHATA MG UEAETNG AVANOYA LIE TO
av XPNOLUOoTIOloUVTaL OL TIHEG P 1) oL TTapdyovTeg Bayes yia
TNV epunveia Twv anoteAecpdtwv. Na mapdderyua, étav éva
amoTtéAeopa gival 1,96 TUTTIKA O@AAUATA ATTO TO ONLIEI0 TNG
amouoiag amoteAéopatog (Snhadn n mbavotnta p loovTal
ue 0,05), Tote o mapdyovtag Bayes Oa givat icog pue 0,15, ev-
VoWVvTag 6TL N pndevikn utoBeon Séxetal 15% meploodtepn
otnPEN anm’ oo n untdBeon mou otnpiletal KaAUTEPA. TIHEG
¢ mbavotntag p peta&v 0,001-0,01 avtiotolXoUV o€ ENA-
XloTou¢ Mapayovteg Bayes 0,005-0,036, SnAwvovTtag péTpla
€wg loxupn €voelén, evw ol TIpEG p <0,01 avTtioTolxouv o€
e\dylotoug mapdyovteg Bayes <0,005, SnAwvovtag loxupn
£€w¢ TTOAU oxupn évdelén. Otav n mbavétnta P Aaupdvel
TTOAU MIKPEG TIMEC, TOTE N AVIoOTNTA HETAEY AUTAC KAl TOU
mapdyovta Bayes kaBiotatal apeAntéa, empPeRaiwvovtag
otiLol loxupég evdeifelc Oa paivovTal loxupég, avefdptnTa
amnd ToV TPOTIO E TOV OTTOI0 UTTOAOYIoTNKAV.

Avaluovtag Toug mivakeg 1 Kat 2 mapatnEoUUE autd
TToU TTOANOI €pELVNTEC HaBaivouV EUTTEIPIKA KAl AUTO TO
oTroio ol oTaTtioTiKoi yvwpiCouv: Oti dnAadny to Bdpog
NG évdelng evavtiov tTng pndevikng umdBeong Sev gival
1600 1oXLPO 600 SNAWVETAL ATTO TIG TIHEG TNG MOAvOTNTAG
P. Autdg eivat o KuploTtepog Aoyog mou moAAoi prebllavoi
AVAAUTEG KAIVIKWV SOKIUWY CUUTTEPAIVOUV OTL Ol EUTTEL-
PIKEG Slapopég ol omoieg mapatnenOnkav ival mbavov
va pnv loxvouv.”*-"* Emiong, n e@appoyn tng pmedllavig
pebodoloyiag artioAoyei TNV Armoyn EUMEIPWY EPELYVNTWV
yla geiwon TG TIHAG p <5%.7677

4.MAPATONTEX BAYES KAl ZYNOETEXZ YNOOEZXZEIZ

3TNV TPONYOUMEVN evOTNTA ava@EPONKe o0 TPOTIOC
UTTOAOYIOMOU Tou TTapdyovTta Bayes pe Bdon tTnv Tiun p, n
OTTO{0 TIPOKUTITEL ATTO TNV EQAPHOYI EVOG KAACIKOU EAEYXOU
untoBécewv. QOTOCO, UMTOPOUV VA UTTIOAOYIOTOUV Kal ANNEG
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Nivakag 2. Yxéon HETadL TWV TIHWVY P KAl TV EAAXIOTWV TIHWV TOU TTapdyovTa Bayes, kaBwg Kat To amotéAeopa Tng v Adyw €vdeléng otnv mba-

voTNTA TNG UNSEVIKNAG UTTOBEONC.

Twn p (TR 2) EAdxiotog Meiwon otnv mOavotnta TN HNSEVIKNAG UTT60£0NG (%) Méye6o¢
mapdyovtag Bayes AT ... Xg Ot Atyotepo ano ... ™e évbegng
(ex TWV MpoTépwv mOavoTnTa) (ek TWV VOTéPpWV MOavoTNTA)
0,10 (1,64) 0,26 (1/3,8) 75 44 AcBevrig
50 21
17 5
0,05 (1,96) 0,15 (1/6,8) 75 31 Métpla
50 13
26 5
0,03 (2,17) 0,095 (1/11) 75 22 Métpla
50 9
33 5
0,01 (2,58) 0,036 (1/28) 75 10 Métpla éwg loxupn
50 3,5
60 5
0,001 (3,28) 0,005 (1/216) 75 1 loxupn éwg oAU
50 0,5 toxven
92 5

TIHEG TOU TapAyovTa Bayes, ol omoigg eival peyaAUtepeg amod
TNV ENAXIOTN TIPN TOu. AUTOG OHWG ival évag SUOKOAOG
TEXVIKA TOMEAC, AANA Eival ONUAVTIKO va YiVEL KATAVONTO,
TOUAAXIOTOV TTOOOTIKA, TLUTToAOYi{ouV ol TTapAyovTe Bayes
Kal Tw¢ Stapépouv amd Toug Adyoug mbavogavelwyv. O
mapdayovtag Bayes i.ocoutal pe Tov Adyo Tng mbavotntag twv
EUTTEIPIKWV SeSopEVWV UTTO pia uTTOBEoN (11.X. TN UNSEVIKN)
TPOG TNV MBavOTNTA TOUG UTTO pia AAAN uTToBeon (T1.X.
TNV eVOANAKTIKN). TUTTIKA, N pia untéOeon gival n undevikn
untoBeon NG pn Slapopdcg rj TNG un vmapéng oxéong. H
AAN UTTOBEOD, YVWOTH WG EVOANOKTIKN UTTOOEON, Umopei
va SnNAwBE( pe S1dpopoug TPOTTOUC. XTNV TTEPIMTWON oV
N €VOANAGKTIKA uTTO0eon AAQPBEL A CUYKEKPLUEVN TIUN,
ovopddletal amin uTtéBeon, OTTWC ANAWOTE Kal N UNSEVIKN.

H Stadikaoia umoAoytopol Tou mapdyovta Bayes gival
SUOKOAOTEPN OTAV ONAWVOUUE TNV EVOANAKTIKE UTTOOECN
UE TTLO OUVOETO TPOTO, OTTIWC YIa TTAPASELY A «N TIPAYUATIKA
Stagpopd dev gival undév» 1 «n Bgpareia gival EVEPYETIKN».
Autn n untdBeon ovouddletal oUVOETN, ylati amoTeAeital
amo MOAEG amAéG uTTOBEoELG (N TTpaypaTIKr Slagopd gival
1%, 2%, 3% K.AT1.). TO yeYovog auto Snuioupyei mpoBAnua
6tav Bé\oupe va umoloyicoupe évav mapdyovta Bayes,
emeldny amattel Tov LTTOAOYIOMO TNG MOAVOTNTAG TWV EV
AOyw gumelplkwv SeSouévwy KATW ammod Tnv unmobeon «n
nmpayuatikn Stapopd sivat 1%, 2%, 3%. ..». XT0 onueio autd
evtomiCetal n Siagopd avaueoa otoug mapdyovteg Bayes

Kal oToug Adyoug mbavogavelwv. To Bewpnua Bayes yia
OUVOETEG UTTOOECEIG EUTTAEKEL TOV UTTOAOYIOUO TG mBa-
vOTNTAG TWV EUTTEIPIKWV SESOUEVWV PIAG HEAETNG KATW
ano kAOe anmAn unoBeon EexwploTd (Mpaypatikn Stagopd:
1%, mpaypatikn Stagopd: 2% K.ATL). MNa Tov UTTOAOYIOUO
NG Héong TIUNG, To Bswpnpua Bayes mpoTteivel va Xpnotpo-
motjoou e ta Bdpn mou opifovtal and TNV KAUTTUAN Utag
€K TWV TPOTEéPwV mMOavoTnNTAac. H KAUTUAN Hlag K Twv
TPOTEPWV MOAVOTNTAG AVATIAPIOTA TNV aAnBo@Aavela KaOe
mOavrig EVOANOKTIKNG UTTOOeoNC, He BAon TNV Eveelén mou
TIPOEPXETAL ATTO TIPOYEVECTEPEG LEAETEG. OUWG, ETTELSN Ol €K
TWV TIPOTEPWV MOAVOTNTEC UIMOpPEl va Stapépouv HeTAgY
SlOQOPETIKWV aTOPWV, SlapopEeTIKoi TTapdyovteg Bayes
umopéei va mpokupouv ano ta idia dedopéva.

Avayvwpifovtag Tnv avAykn yia pia Xpnotun povada
HETPNONG TWV OTOLXEIWY, Ol urmed{lavoi oTaTIOTIKOI £XouV
TIPOTEIVEL TTOANEG TPOOEyYioelC. Towg N am\oVoTepn givaln
Se€aywyn plag avaiuong evalodnaoiag (sensitivity analysis),
untoAoyi{ovtag Toug mapdyovteg Bayes mou mpokUTTouv
amnd éva eVPoG €K TWV TTPOTEPWV MOaAvOTATWV.4? Mia
SeUTepPN AUoN gival o UTTOAOYICUOG Tou TTapdyovTa Bayes
yla S1AQOPEC K TWV TTPOTEPWV MOAVOTNTEC??" Mia ANAN
TIPOCEYYLoN €ival N €K TWV TIPOTEPWYV XPNOIMOTIoIiNoN
Katavouwyv mou Sivouv mepimou ico Bdpog og KABe pia
armd TIC ATTAEC UTTOOEOELC, Ol OTTOIEC ATTOTEAOUV TN CUVOETN
undOeon.?>2 TéNog, avTi Tou UTTOAOYICHOU TOU HECOU
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6pou Twv Slapdpwv mapaydvtwy Bayes umopei va yivetat
avagopd uévo tou eAdylotou mapdyovta Bayes mou Sivel
TNV IoXUPOTEPN €VOEIEN evavTiov TNG UNSEVIKAG uTTOOEoNC.

5.ZYMMEPAXZMATA

O é\eyxoG Twv LTTOBECEWV SNOUPYEL TTOAA TTPOBARO-
Ta, OTAV XPNOIMOTIOLETAL YIa TNV E€AYWYH CUUTTEPACUATWY
He Bdon ta dedopéva piag Hovo HEAETNG, Kupiw ylaTi Sev
AapBdvetat v’ 6Yn n mpolmdpxovoa yvwor. ATid Tnv AAAn
mAgupd, N prebllavr) peBodoloyia, n omoia gival oxedla-
OMEVN YL ETTAYWYIKH CUPTTEPACHUATOAOYIO O KABE PENETN
Eexwplotd, Sev Slao@alilel 6T LAKPOTIPOOECHA TA CUUTTE-
pAopata, Ta omoia mpoékuyav Pe Babud epumotoouvng ico
UE 95%, Oa eivat aAnOr 0to 95% Twv MEPIMTWOEWV.? AuTd
OQEINETAL OTO YEYOVOG OTL OL UTTeDIAVEG KATAVOUEG TWV €K
TWV TTPOTEPWV TIIBAVOTATWY SV UmmopouV va Treplypdyouv

A.MIANAPETOX kat A. MANATIQTAKOX

18avikd To TI gival yvwoTto (i) Sev gival yvwoTto) yia TV
TIPAYUATIKOTNTA, UE ATTOTEAECHA TO BeWwpnua Tou Bayes
va gival éva ateNég povTtélo.262”

Mpénel va avayvwploTel 0TI ol éAeyxol uTToBécewV
TIPOOPEPOUV CNUAVTIKN TTANpo@opia pakpormpdBeoua,
aANG Sev TIPETTEL va XpNOIUOTToloUVTAL Yid TNV €VUPECN
TNG OX€ONG EMELTA A0 €pPNVEia TNG TIMAG p. AUTO ylati n
TN p, Tap’ OAo TToU €ival éva EVPEWC XPNOIUOTTIOIOUEVO
E€PYOAAEIO YIO TN OTATIOTIKA CUUTTEPACHATOAOYIA, TTOAD
MEPLOOOTEPO amd AANa (StdoTnua EUMoTooUVNG, HéyeBog
¢ emidpaong, mapdyovtag Bayes KAL), @aivetal va €xel
AavBaopuévn epappoyn otn Bloiatpikn épsuva.?$?? Autd
mou evoeikvuTal gival n xpryon tou mapdayovta @ tou Bayes,
eMELON KATAANYEL O€ €VA AOQPANEC CUUTTEPACUA ECT ATTO
To omoio mpoUTndpyouoa Kal véa yvwaon cuvdualovtal, VW
amalteital Tautdxpova n CwoTH EPMNVEIA TNG TIUAG P YA
TNV e€aywyn a&loToTWV CUUTTEPACHATWV. %
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This review briefly introduces the two schools of statistical inference: Bayesian and Frequentist. Through arguable ev-

idence, the conclusion is reached that Bayesian methodology can contribute decisively, leading to valid inferences in

an inductive way. This is because the Bayesian methodology can combine prior (by the prior probability of the null

hypothesis to be true) with current evidence (by the calculation of the Bayes factor) to calculate the definitive prob-

ability of the null hypothesis to be true. Hypothesis testing and p-values are often used wrongly by researchers for

deriving conclusions. In contrast to the Bayes theorem, hypothesis tests express probability as the relative frequency
of the facts that are described in the statistical hypothesis and therefore cannot be used to draw conclusions based
on the data of a single study, although it can provide important information after the repetition of the same study in

the long term. It is suggested that there should be correct usage of the p-value, in combination with the Bayes fac-

tor, in order to derive credible inferences.

Key words: Bayes factor, Hypothesis testing, Likelihood, p-value, Strength of association
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