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ojul Eda AL 4dstes dolme FFAqr Bestm FRAFAL AT Frldel
ohetz @ 4 oledl 2 54l ele
BAE Aol FAe ol kit #EEFE =olshdM Adsie] vl Dunsmore
(1969), Zellner(1971), Aitchison# Dunsmore(1975) o) Berliner(1983) o4 o &%
ol % ook U0 Zaman(ARDE ASHEAT XX, < X0 ditel &
Op)els FEAF o] shaisel AAFE E£AFS L6, 8) = (6'8-1) dlel# A
Haha §(x) = (Bulx), = S(x))E HEH%}{— FA 2 nppol A shFdedl 3ol Berliner
(198 Y& 95 pe Zamanel 47HE £8P (mixture modeDo] &3l ol & EU, b
Aol Asteld 2Esb wE @7l A ofdl W& ke 4¥EL ERL A

A RAHE BAE diad

Berliner7} 9 SLAo4] Q& sl 28] Hat g20] dA AUr Aol st o
2 oo A oo W] 87} F7(insensitive)dteh dholvh v ot HA ol
g

w7bo] glo] el 0% waE Aoz ARselol u o ool o) Y ¥

3 4ok A2 BlAE EREFA 24 ate] w112 £
29 WA HASE e b Berliners] 47 £4@ Aolet & 4 Ak A

s "o e o Egudeld Aol LA wolAat HA AL AAHAEH o

A4 Aol A 283 33ol| 4 £olF U §2 Dataol

2. 1 X 2X|(decision problem)
2 ool A St ohge s A o3 2L A ETr el

yx:dn+a121;*"'+d/¢2kl+€, ,i1=1, -, n (2. 1)
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5

oJ 714 ke AulE(z) Aolell = ofefot 2

0=z:=1, 2zi=1, j=1 - kli=1 - mn 2. 2)

3 Aol M G =a0ta;, j=1, - k2 Fou

yi=61zi+ Oz te, =1, n
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o4

©2 S5 olE ch4) W o] Rato] vhelulnd obefst Prh
¥ =76 (2. 3)

AZIA ¥ = (v vy, & = (6, -, B)0)3 ZE nk Alddg Aol Sel= o g wlg
e B 0=(0, -+, 0) ol FRAHHE] 0,9l AFLL =, e ~N,(0, 0’ [)o2 7}

yoi TRl dehs wbEw g gholebar b (20 Dol 4]y G kol 4] wi= T yof g,
= A= Aol S U %3 oy - 08 AFHE S 2ok Alo] T A= upew A 4 o)
HHE gl yo= 00l A R E YRe|gg el slolume AyEAow um &
Ag Ly, yo)sbell 4 AEu] g 243kl 74 2wls &y, -, S)E

£
=0, 28&=1, (=1, - k Q2. 9
=1
of 2t A et Ao g B & gl fulE Alade] Hel 52 neisie] &£Alatas
5 &3 2E Ly, ») = (y—3)' = <% W72 sk}

TAHLR Agof A 9o FTAE AARA b= (Z2) 2y & = (n—k) (y—
Zb)(y-2b) o] 63} o* o] FEEA ol y = 66 + (AT e b, s} EFo|5 HFo]
0, ¥4bE n¥(<e)o2 714872 ez & 4 2o e e 4(risk function) 7}

R = E(y*) = E[(89)] + 7*

Aoz 2o AEAE b & F FolR e Wl £ARE LB, 5) - (89)° 3ol
8(b, ) = (8, -, 8 & (2. ©4 Fol 4 Hate

Ao AAEA AdEAE WA A8 HYH "ol A A Frin AzEE o
Aok Ae dtela e $-2le) ubye Berlinere] 7S $elo] spaol A 47 &
6, o*2] AL E-Z(prior) &+ 8] A ¥ H(noninformative) AL Z <]
7(B, 0D oco?
< #3lsl 6, 029 ALE Y Z(posterior)i= b9} sfo] ] E Edlo]m
7(6, o’ | b, %) oc 7(6, %) f(b |6, a?) f(s*!8, o)
olth o] 71 f(+ 16, 69)& ¢=3t4(likelihood function)g v}ebich. =

b~ Nu(B, (Z:Z2) '6?)
n—k)s*/o?~ yi(n—k)
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2 ol g5t 4 AFR¥EE obFH Aol ek
(6, 0t | b, s¥yoc (o) exp[(—1/20){(n—k)s*+(0-b)ZZ(6—b)}] (2. 5)
(2. Al 4] 2] 7F dste B9 Ful AAFEEE ofsj A Tk

(B b, s = [7(B, 62| b, *)do?
oc[1+(n-—-k)"W(O—b){{(Z'Z) s} (O—b) | 12 (2. 6)

9 (2 A4 Bl 69 AFEEE AFE7b a- ko iz Student t FEAL o 4
Y HEo BEA BAL obel s} ok,
E@B]|b, s%) =0b @. 7D
cov(@ | b, ) ={(n—k)/(n—k—2)}(Z'Z) ' s 2. 8)

$2le] Aol Aol A lolz AHYAL (2 DA Sol4 AF ) £4 8+ (posterior

expected loss)al

L(b, s*) = [(0'6)*=(6 | b, s*)db 2. 9

o
0
P
t

3l 8 ald] (66) = §(00)S o] = &
(b, s2) =8(J6Frn(B| b, s%)dB) S
= §'B(b, %)
7 Rk o714
B(b, &) = {(n—k)/ (n—k—2)}(Z'Z)7' s + bb' (2. 10)

A" o7 oz Wae (2. 1A slollA] §B(b, §4)8F H4E stE & = v AY

Oz, 'z = 1(1[ - (11 Ty 1))011

714 g px1 ME, B4 6% kxp Holn 2=
§elg o] &ato] i mul ofeje} Zrh.

k1 g oleh (3. DAS 3

Y=2Z26+FE
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AZIA Y = (o, o )y Z0= (20, o 2), B = (&, o, e)olvh 22l Qb 6, o 6
°of A2 Fglola B4 N0, ZXUXE n2DE w2 ste el 1Y s)alc
TEjel 5HE 24X Ha SEZ S e 3oy - 02 A7) g8te] %2} A
el @ 8 = (8, v 805 (2 DY sl A FA e Aotk of 74 Ab&
T EATT e oA Y 2EAE vk & o), yQyE Y @k Q & FH A
Az Agks LAl whet L, A, o 2 So wld & e A Ao
Cﬂ°l Bloll =A3le] 9 A5 whepu )
=(2'Z)2!'Y &} A = (n~ k)i =(Y-ZX)' (Y-ZX)7} 6%} T o] 2R EAGo]w y=&5

~ele = X, Ash SRoln Hito] 0, FAgae] Vel exaue e Agsbz ¥ 4+ 9
em2 24 £ A A4dal Selo A EAL dlolel X, A7} FolH e W £4
-

L(6, 8) = 8/(PQE")8 3. 2)

s (2. D4 Hel 4 AREE 5= 5(X, A)E AHsHe A
e 9 AclEAe WAL Ash wolak A2 g Axs wah
R4 6, D AREEE vguAe] AAEx

”(9 E) oc ‘ 2 | (p+1)/2
% B3t Xob A7} Solehe A4

X ~Nu(B, ZXN(ZZ)™")
A~ Wi(Z, n—k)

ol Ag ol B3nl 02 AFEEE oldAA AdD £ Aok

(B X, A) oc| A+(8—X)Z'Z(O-X) | 2 3.3

9714 (G led G g4e ez GXHE #4 Gof He 2= (direct product)
S dEfe] Wo(Z, o)e 247 3, v9] Wishartiz = F A&k} (3. 3)A 9 $x = Box
o Tiao(1973)9] 8%& #H=2d 7 7|5% 2 AL w2 Zolch Box9 Tiao(1973):= (3. 3)
A& g F(matric-variate) t ¥-Ze} HE23 2 RIE 52 n(X, (22)7, A, »)(
N v=n—(k+p)+1)E F A}

h g E3e ol Aol Ealol e HAs = AEo £4ld4al

X, A)=[L(B, 8)n(B| X, A)d6
=8{[BRE (O] X, A)dB}S

wtlo

27 (@2 D3l A Haz & 67 "ok zeln $ele LEo4] s Aol At
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B(X,A)=[6Q 8r(B|X, A)d6

=~ (n-k=2)"4L(AQ(Z'Z) - XQX! 3.9
o714 t(H)gt =1 He| =& O] 2:(trace) S vpepdfich el AS FHHdE (20 DA Sl
A 8'B(X, A)8 & #4£Z 3= o7t HE & 4 2
4. oA & E9
2404 mlz|e] Habal 7ol 2o f2je) EAFHE 34| chiwke] F 92 Al
Snee(1981) 9} Berliner(1987)0] 314 443 7w 4% E¢ALE 71240z g3
o] ulE gl9jAal =g (artificial data)e] &3}t
Seuss 253 5 ARE AESL F oA 43U 0 E
6 = [ 100 200 300 400 500]
500 300 400 200 100
{ (0.4)° 0.3 ]
0.3 (0.25)*
oz 7AElm ojWEg AFEZE e E Qs (F Dol vhebial
<E D
z z2 Z3 24 Z5 Yz
.000 000 350 .600 .060 374.6800 266.0092
.000 .300 100 .000 600 390.5720 190.1359
.000 .300 .000 .100 .600 400.2480 170.0179
.150 .150 .100 .600 .000 313.9880 279.6600
150 .000 150 .600 .100 350.0680 264.5597
.000 .300 049 .600 .051 339.6120 234.9093
.000 .300 .000 489 21 361.2120 209.1285
.150 127 023 .600 .100 336.9480 252.2030
150 .000 311 .539 .000 324.0360 307.1754
000 .300 .285 415 000 311.6400 287.0930
.000 .080 .350 570 .000 348.6120 277.8366
.150 .150 .266 434 000 298.8600 313.1599
150 .150 .082 .018 .600 376.9840 216.6539
.000 .158 142 .100 600 413.9800 184.1158
.000 .000 .300 461 .239 393.6600 236.0192
150 .034 .116 .100 .600 396.1320 211.7531
.068 121 175 444 192 357.1200 248.7569
067 .098 234 332 270 364.4680 249.8909
.000 .300 192 .208 .300 350.8840 238.3871
150 .150 174 226 .300 337.6840 264.6822
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075 225 276 424 .000 304.7400 300.3870
075 225 .000 100 .600 392.0840 184.8338
.000 126 174 600 100 367.2720 237.6049
.075 .000 225 600 100 364.6400 257.6567
.150 150 .000 324 376 363.1080 2224118
.000 300 192 .508 .000 321.0120 268.4756
48 kel 24ME 33 v SARGY 3 F (350, 250), (340, 240002 B

2 o¥m 2z 34eld Qe AAE ol oo HHe 2, 2 o, 5 BE (E Dol A Bk
714 Q% Qe £49 277 53 yol F24 e /*Z*ilti i ofmA] A
A 29 L FohE AL Fojxl A SRM4r} 22 %] o] Berliner(1987)

7} A28} Theil-Van de Panne procedure$ o] £3}9ic}h

<E 2
(3% y2%) Q@ A Z; Zs Zs Zs
(350, 250) (1 o) 0576 1814 1790 .3685 2135
(o 1)
(1 0) .0495 1709 .1685 4531 .1580
(0 5]
{5 O) .1653 0 0 8347 0
(0 1)
(340, 240) (1 0) 0682 1955 0 7363 0
(o 1)
[1 0) .0927 .2790 .0824 .2256 .3203
(0 5]
(5 0) 0 4013 1991 0 3996
0 1)

A 9ol AL e J ok vimated wakiel (3, y)F BHL A4 5, wE 3
vheb @Asha v AL AL EE A% A9l Berlinere] Aol 71l ving o7
dshel #tel of = .16 F abohi AbgE Aol A4 Z9) A4E (E Dol W2ehy
= Au AAEEE AET A Pe) A 2 @e
]

(b 33 ofwiak thal ol aks A28 who) Coefficient: Zi, Zioll

N
-
oX,
ret
ol
o
z,
5
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E D
7 < Z\ Z Z3 Z4 Zs
(y1, y2) & Q= {1 0) 0576 1814 1790 .3685 2135

PERE) o 1)

yub A B A B A A R .0694 1583 1711 4061 1951
g’ = .16 .0689 1577 1722 .4079 1934

yub A B AR AL .0682 1512 1739 4016 .2051

EAH AoliAst ZEA o Az Ay o} HEshH spHe] HAKlche A4
ol 4 wlle]zlat Ao EletAd-S ztowx] Berliner(1987)ell 2jdle] mzixl o4 A
T o)l 4e) FEHH ol HE AMAFARZ UHAE RE o] A7 HHom 3t
*ob EAkell W3 vl M A AHRLELE o] &l AFEEZSE closed formo g A4

i 3 ]
S ohelgre 2 S o]t S4E AAEL AEAE Aste AFALE
&

N

m

=

ol
ol
k!
o

o
fu

2
o

BAolju)l olgHeo g AMAsle] ¥l A A oI ¥olz
23hgl vl o] & B AolEA ] ARt AFe AYHo R = E5 T 9lo] 4 Snee(1981)
&

243 FAHAAE 2ol 277 27 °L7] uf Fofl Berliner(1987)9] & A}&
ol S+ 2hge 2r(HE 53wl 5ot AR AE dulste] o] dE, o] 4F(1989)
o] 4703 simulated annealing(S/A) ¥ S AL3l7] & AT st 2i=Aq A
£ gkl FA4 JhebA olwlEkq)l A Berliner(1987)2] A s}s} Aol fapgh gho] Fabed
2 olgeh vk SRS ko AR o] o] Ak AR
SelE AMo{ LA Axzts S g S/A e o] o

Q7F FA X FPedolmg Q = TT o] A3+ A ZH(nonsingular)d & Tr} ZAglct :LEH
2 Qe = (BT)(OT) o] A& dct Box&l Tiao(1973)2] 8#ol oJslwd X, A7} Folz S o
0T AFEEEE 1ol XT, (2Z)7, T'AT, v)o|t}. =
6T = (P, =+, PR F A3

OT)(OT) = Z 0./

o] ¥t} Box9} Tiao(1973)% #Fz3)d
O, = OT)ei~t:((XT)e:, (Z22Z)7), etT'ATe;, n—~k), i=1, -, p

oJmE X, A} FolHe W Ol =1 -, po AFEE Y AFH FEA FAL
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E(®, | X, A) = (XTe,
cov(DPi ' X, 4) = (n-k -2) e/(T'AT)e,}(Z:Z) !

% Hek o714 e il S4ob 19 whelsleoloh qejie

E[OT)OT) | X, A] = D E[®:®/ | X, A]
= Zln—k-2) e {TATYe N ZZ) " + (XT)ee (XT)]

=(n -k -2) " (AQN(ZZ) ' + XQX!
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Bayesian Control Problem in

Multivariate Mixture Model

Sukhoon Lee*, Nae Hyun Park* Jong Suk Choi*

{Abstract)

We consider the statistical control problem for the mixture model in which one can
choose the values of independent variables that produce the values of the dependent
variables as close to the target values as possible. The theory suggested for the pro-
blem is reviewed and an extended model with respect to the assumption of variance
and the number of dependent variables is suggested. A Bayesian treatment is studied

for the above problem with example as an illustration.

* Chungnam University, Dept of Statistics, 220 Goongdong, Youseongku, Taejon, 305-764 KOREA



