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Example Implementation: Allied Invasion of Normandy, WWII

Solution

, , , Standard ACH Method P(Evidence| Hypothesis) Percentage
By implementing a Bayesian

eliof C and i Allied Invasion of Normandy 20%
elier network and analyzing Allied Invasion of Pas de Calais 77%
both the presence and the L. Aiied Action 39,

lack of evidence based on a
hypOthESIS deceptlon can be Counter Deception P(Evidence| Hypothesis)

limited. Bias Can be Allied Invasion of Normandy 85%
countered by quantifying Allied Invasion of Pas de Calais 5%
past experiences and Other Allied Action 10%

considered as error.
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