WMXDABTDEE

Y EEE JROHERIZEDICTAD I - IR AV FOWE

1593y

AWFEORBIE, 7uy =7 MiMESHT E V A 75 ea L, 7ey=s/ k<
XA NDEDOH LW T L— LT — 7 B RETH L IH D, AWIETIE,
ZDIOIZ3ODT T u—F 2D, H—IZ, Try=7 MIUAIRED U R 7 DAk
MINZATRET 2. & ORHRIZN.D (Risk-based approath, % 12, vy =7 b&, [T
IJTAET A DFy T —7 THERESNDIVAT L] LLTELZ, VAT LTSN
EFETMMEFEEZH VD, BT 77 48T DT AR LSRR EEAL,
W@R7 2774 T 4 DIVARY « TEHAAVNEE, 7774 8T 4 Xy FT—T D
et/ Bl & O PREFRBI R IS BEL . BE IS OWTHIT T 5,

kT a Y27 FEHMETIEIL, Y27 bEBHAICE D ZTEY ., VAT LA
ZRio Ty, —J5, EVMS (Earned Value Management System) (243 & 2 B PM
HERIZIZ, BT 774087 4« Xy U= OHEAITH DD, FEAHOEAER K IT T
b AFETIEIZOmMEEZRA L, EENZR T 0¥ =7 Ml & BEERED O O
EFIELRET D,
frvhaFryaryOETE, ey NHCET 2RO L ks L e
2—L, ZORAEZR LT BT, RKFFEORTTREE AB L b NCHEEDEREIT I,

H1E
FIFTIE, VA HEHET o U =7 MiifE (Risk-based Project Value = RPWD R %



EFRT Do ZIUIAFETHEET 2 LGN 7 L— AT — 7 OFLI RS E 78 5,
RPVIZ7 Y=/ FOMEEORFECTER SN, BECER Xy arym— 225
IR D Y 27 g2 THEI Bl Tk F® v v oo 7 0 —OHIFHE & OG5 TER
Sha,

B 7 0 Y = 7 b OBA, B CORPVIZ, &7 77 4 BT 4 DM &V 27
MR EE— L IRET D & 16k B A< v 5TV % DCF (Discounted Cash Flow) ™
FBLEAME (NPV = Net Present Valdell—£1 %, T742bb, U AZHERICH ESL
FuaT s N E WO RO T L — LT — 71X FORS A — 2L LT
DCREAZGZATEBY, LV —&HTH D,

ODEWET VT AT 407 r Y= MY 2 EEMEECV (Contributed Value}, %
DT VT 4 BT 4 DEIZIZEITHDRPVOMFIZ L > TEE L, £ORREELRT, 7272
L. ZZTEET 7T A4 ET 4DV ATFERPBEVITHNLE W FEEZHWD, S BIC
EEMIECVS & > — B2 E I+ 2 2 oD EHEZ/RT ()7 7T 4 ©F 4 DCVIZL,
OKERE 72 H1E, ZTOY AZHRIZHHT D, Q7vy =V 3T T ADRPV
5 HZET HEA . RPVIZHEMICH KT 5,

F7o, i3 oo u v MEREICKHLET 547 —ARAFZT L1220 T, RPVE X
zﬂwwﬁmmﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁi

@ f >3 > 5 »6) >»@

[~
Activity 1 \ Activity k Activity L
Boundary [
: )8
RPV, = > (S -C)+H, Hy= Y {1-r)s.-C)  [a-n)
kOPatH1 - J]} kOPath{[ J] - L} iOPat] J] —(k)}

E-2 —MMERy kTS TRENETAT LY FORPY

F2E nvxl bOKBETE

H28 Cld, Parallel Fundingklig 23 H T& 25812220 T, 777 4T DX b
EVRAVHERLED N L— RA 7RI TFIET VEEANT D, 20 LT, Bfir ey
=7 RO ONCEEPSH) 7 1 Y = 7 MZHOW T, RPVE R KRILT B TR 72— ET
DL EBUFHNCEE U, Saifif & RTS8 K kA R T, EhIC— T Y ey
MZBWTH, IEREREILET VLD — AR X T 412k - T, fll TRBFEL
2B EERT,



By 7 FORETREIZ, PECEINA SDLERNRe=2.718-- L D L K& WIGA.
TEEBIMNCFEET AR DS, 27 el b~ A 2 Mkt 2 EE
AT =g ThbEEL S,

Budget Optimization
9000
8000 [
7000 /\
" 6000 /
3 so0 N
3000
2000
1000
0 1 1 1
60000 70000 80000 90000 100000
Total Budget

M-3 —#LGRy b= TRENSTOO Y FORETFE GHEHD

HIE YV U—T L RELRFT

BT, VAIHEREZ A MBIRY A7 re, WABADY 271, Z L TFRT v v
YaZu—0RD Y A7 IR LT, RPVOERNXNZILRT 5,

Fo. T2 T AT A RIROERETELE LTY U—2 (FRfT) 200 B, VU—
JWCEDUAZIEBIR L, ZORRE L TAEUIAREERETICOVTHRIL, VU —
7 HHRT DA ORPVECVOEFIELZH OMNCT D, £ UV —2 Otk (WE
NHEGTE) b S AR HEES 2 FIRE GRS,

SO EFNT 7T 4 BT o ODARTERRZATHN T 77 4 ©7 ¢ DR =2 2
FBIBIZ RN D K9 RE (Thbb U A7 RN EREEEDNFET 2 88) &%
KL, T2 ChEE PEMHAET S Z L ERT,

BAE TuVxl b wRXVA Y F~OEGRAEH

BARETIT, £7. BEECVAEHEL Lic 7 m V=7 MNEBREERT L, 204
EIZEVMSTHWW 6% 2 2 MEREOEWRHRIEICHAT, KV EEICEHITE 5,
7o, BT VT4 ET 4O MNEBY A1 &0 UET D L, EEk O
LI AR MEEDE L AET D, TRDLAMEOHRN Y L — ALY — 7%, EVMS%Z
Fegkipnr—2 L LTHEL TV,

SOEIZ, TrY=7 FOFMFE RS, Work Breakdown Structure =WBBIZ L > T, &
DFELERBE R Z 1T D DNIOWTHFT L, r < 0.4DFIPHTIE, EIIREN TH L Z &%



T, k. SuY s NERWERT VT A BT 4129 £ 4NET 5 2 LT RPVE
BHETEZDLHRLHAOMNITT D,

Il TVl VERKRT AT /T4 8T DA FEHfIZ L, 27 UT 4k
Ve AR CrOFEEERIRET D,

DNWT Mo X hoFiE) & MELREEE OF 7RO 2B 52 Lz LT,
EITH 7w =7~ ORKGEEJENAN &2 73 5 72 O OFRAE & LT, Mk aTAlhifis 4
Continuity Evaluation Index = CBRE#£ T %, & HIZ, WARKED U 27 ZFHlid 272
(. BB FETEROMERRZEALT 5, ISR, THIRE] AL
TIERMA BN TEHHZ TR L, AHMEEZHLNCT L2 LN TE D,

BT, BATSERRN R T 77 4 ©F 1 3WEHR Y IR U TR L2 HROR S~ &) &
WO MEERETT 5, U AZICBET 2 EaTEEIMEE GERET L) & BATRERICE
SLILET IV E & fFREFLUEAIC (Akaike's Information Criteriord & B\ C Ll 95
LT A TY AT HER=05) LU 5 SEBRINE T, SR D IR LRIK LT,
U A REFESBI6L V) e ALET VLD bEIIMELS 725 2 L ART,

BRAETILELRRBET ILOAICEE

35

30
© 25 |
a4
g 20 —— REETIL
0 15 | —=— EERMETIL
=
#T 10 g

5

0

0 5 10 15 20
H1TEIEN

H-4 EBRHMETILERLETILOFEHREEEAICIZIL HHLEK

WoE TLVU=TULS e FuVxl NOF—RRET 4

BEETIX, EBEOTu Vs NEBME LIy —ARAZT 42D B, BIEET
(SRR FEEZBEFEOMBEICHEHA LT, 20oF A2 BREET 5, BEICET SN 4
T hNOTR Y2l NOr—RETY B ISFLEFRE N AT GREE) BREIZI T
LRI ONT, RPVOHTO 7 L—L T —7 ZHWTHRRET 5, =2 UREXFNE
FUT & ST W, RN D D & ISALE M TIXIZIT RSN, S BRE CII oo MR I



TN THoT, L LRPVAITOBLE ) BIE, W N ORI T HIRT B 21 < &
ST LB, BFENT A—F OREEMRITN S SN0, DX HIT, RPVIHTITE
BUZRSR A ATREICT D 2 L 2T,

FoE FLHLEH
RZIC TEEOEREE] LEL, AFEOERINTZE, 725 NS %DORBELEIZHOWNT
WRARTHERR & T 5,

Bibliography

[1]

[2]

[3]
[4]

[5]

[6]

[7]

[8]

Akaike, H.: "A new look at the statistical mddéentification".|EEE Transactions on
Automatic Control , Vol.19 , No.6, pp.716-723 (1974)

Bard, J. F.: “Parallel Funding of R&D Tasks wiProbabilistic OutcomesManagement
Science, Vol. 31, No. 7, pp.814-828 (1985)

B RREFEMEDO~FR VA b —H#AIHO R&D @ [f#] . HF% BP4L (2006)
Project Management Institute: A Guide to Projganagement Body of Knowledge
(“PMBOK® Guide”) 3rd edition, Project Managemensititute, Inc. (2004)

Ve — « KIS - VAN L ORI e P = 7 FETICBIT D U AV ER, Fr 2=
7 Fvgp X fEREE Vol 9, No.1 (2007)

Sato, T., “Risk-based Project Value AnalysisNaw Theoretical Framework for Project
Management”, /7 A48 5 157 2 X% Vol. 59, No. 6 (2009)

Sato, T.: “Risk-based Project Value Analysi€r@ral Definition and Application to
Progress Control’s7 A#E 5 1. %= X % Vol. 60, No. 3E (2009)

Sato, T., and Hirao, M.: “Risk-based ProjeciidAnalysis and Optimal Budget
Allocation” submitted td nternational Journal of Project Management



