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Fig. 1. Three Cases with Decislon, Chance, and Value
nodes (p1 % p2, F1=F2).
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Fig. 2. Three Cases with Decision, Chance, and Value
nodes {p1 #p2, F1=F2).
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D: buy insurance

pl: probability of failure
F1: cost of repair

F2: cost of insurance.

Fig. 3. Three Cases with Decision, Chance, and Value
nodes (pl # const, F1=F9).
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Fig. 4. Influence Diagrams and Decision trees Associa- Fig. 6. Influence Diagrams and Decision trees Associa-
ted with Multiple and Sequential Decisions. ted with Multiple and Sequential Decisions.
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