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EREA A 3 AAAGT Role] S7H HE

Hg3)* - o] F3*T - BT

2 <

AXRAG R AR NA AAHe2E g o457 L 7|¢ FEIJ 3
Mo}, ARYe] AHas st AEAHA AYIIHEY o]2dql Afele A
AL Aol Fale] o7 o] glof sieh. AR o] v AYIALH A9}
NEAIARY, 2ul2e AYsARFdAe] AAAS HAI} Ao} Lylo]
N EAq FAET sk 7129 o2 A7, 98 o] Kvalseth(1985)} Willet and
Singer(1988) sl A& ©12¥ 2+ A %ol z7] A4-HE 4 sde ZHATY o2 HIES
Ak - wwsta glch. Zey old 7|E9 dF-Ee] Ukl U] glo] AER
gdRgeg o-$eta gl ¥l 4o LHE EFEI Qo] 238 FAAE)
P EA o] &S EhE B doy d=rt Aot
afeba] AAASL dubd AeE Arg B e dAg 2L AAAT o8
o] Wake g olgk Ea-& ¢lole d Zlosteleta At o] FFEAAFE
A A2 (likelihood distance)& o]-&3te] o= =ul, AFIARY o] o= v g
B3 Az Ay dp=A AL JFsiche AHE Feh.

[+]

1. A €

AAAST R Z¥Ho] HAPHEE Yol 29 R A F45HS Vb d53 AF 3
ARl d2 A4 T gleh. AR HARYo] HAgE E@dshe A5, R ol A3ty
Rikol o AL ohAw 7] FxA <l Ede] 75t (Kvalseth, 1985). <& £xd A3
sARFo) g T3 HAFHoE APYE 7Y o

R? = 1-Z(—- W/ EZ{—pi
R = Z(H—-P/ Z(y—9?

* (136—701) AeHEAl ART dhE meidiEta FA st 2T
*x (136—701) AE5E4A AT 45 med e A G
* % x (136-70D) AMEHEA AXT ST s A S A Ed
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< T $A3) FA ol T AU A G N AR 74 %-ll= R&3 R;20)
< 7 dom 9] 03 1 Abo] EZHE Wolu e AT 5 Y] w T AARAFTEA 9

e A= JA2nrT s, o7 7ol o] R Ry Al ve U ARE A}

TR Aoz dejd YA o] A2 oo U P e deiF 9x] 2t}

Kmmmu%wéﬂmi%@ﬂ%ﬂ%ﬂ1%£4€%%ﬂﬁé%%ﬂiﬂdiﬁﬁﬂﬁ

& A Z1& $ 433 9ok, =4 Uyar and Erdem(1990) = SAS(Statistical Analysis System)
—4 AARY L4344 FAHE AHswA AUgo] Yt JALY Ao ARAT R2E
’*]’%ﬁﬂ°}= Ao FRstded o9 B FHEL 2T A2 Moo ofnE s g

T 7] HEQ Aoz YR,

olo} FAMY Ao 7153] A 28 (weighted regression modeD A% ZAA G2 424
Bske] 7o) e gket. ol A8l Willett and Singer(1988) & Kvalseth(1985) 2] 334 o] 2] & Ry &
pseudo Rwis’ 2.2 A - A qtslgic).

2 ATelME ZAATY ol o] ME) WPo T AP AP A o0 €}s}s}7)
S8l 2E AY AR Zi‘i}‘**ii"] HE¥ 5 A A2 MJe) B2 YA S (unified
coefficient of determination) Ry*& AEE 2l (likelihood distance) & o] &-3}o] ol Ziojt},
23 o] BgAAAFE 7H‘§"J°i A v ddAARY, 2AAYS ALY So Yuly A
% 2.8 (generalized linear model) ol YREA HL 7}5sic)= Fl2ol st}

222 24X Kvalseth(1985) 2} Willett and Singer(1988)& 25tz o] S e o5
HEE ARgkew, 3-o e FRAYAG RS durst AP ma o) ) gto)a ALsga o] &
Aol 21 e AAEE 49 n3lh vpRo g wdY HARY, 22| 2F 3
HAEZY 223 23 4Yeye) B3 AAASLE AA 24 B A A8k o}

2. AEY ARAS G wBy 12

S e AL TPk we AYAALYL A2 wa,
i=1, -, nell Hated
Vi = BotBr xite. 2.1
714 ez Fiel 001 F4te] o*A AFEEE G ELT Py}, wheb AwS X Qohd,
5 Bi=02H B2 A N3 e HaAF Yo o8 52 FolA 2, of W LA F YL £(yi—)?
°l b 22 pioll oW ARG FA 2o §& fotf x 2 ALHT(A7)A o5t e post
Bl H2AF FAA D), oluld LAAFFLE E(y—p)rel Hr}. o]x] AL REE o] =
LAAFge] vl da hg o] Aeojs w2 ahal,
Biol ol AR= FA sk W exAFTY
Br& 022 F9& wlo] o XAFF

Ao HAE e A AP Tele B AYAARYY AYAa

R =1—

2!



A A AAAS roe FHH _78% 119

R =1-Z@—PV G~ (2.2)

5} o] H1 o] A& Kvalseth(1985)7F A7 R 2}
oA Thgel (2.3)9 e UL A g dE AYNARYL Az 2Ah

vi = B xite (2.3)

AguS X7 g, ol ool2bd, BE A A3t 5 00] Aol old 2 XA FES
¥ yol %}, Kvalseth(1985)E A=¥57t e A9z 28 A Adge] vt dvz F
At e o] A& 23 (2.3) A AHHS x5l BF 19 & e 557 A5 AHygholdh
283 Bl oW A FR B AFede § & B x 7F Doh(ed71A B2 Bl HAAF
ZAAc}h). 28]l o] e AAFEE (y—rel HER AAASE

R =1—-Z(G3—~W2 2 y*=Z §°/Z yi (2.4)
o2 Aelsl o] gelao]n o] Kvalseth(1985)7F @A & AAAS R4 R} 2. Kval-
seth(1985) & (2.3) 9] Z¥ A5 (2.2)7} AR AG2A etz F3381g 01t o] A5 (2.2)
= 03 1 Abole] W3S wojd wal ohe}l I 7] oleltox ofsj3}r] o<l

deezl (2.5)3 e 715 A3 A& Az ¥,
Vi — Bo+ Bx xite. (2- 5)

37|14 g HFo] 00] 3 #Ato] o2/ wdl AFHEE wh2w 7HEA wE &2 A e 7HA g
(2.5)9) Pl wi*E Fahd ofele} 2ol %U’r.

' = Bo w2+ By ;{i‘_‘-ei‘ (2.6)
o] 71 4] Yi*:Wil/zy x'=w‘/2x ei‘:Wil/ZSiO]n:‘ o] o SE"O’] B B4 7+ 03} o%o] Ht}.
(2.5)7F (2.6)3} Zo] AMEFHEZ, Kvalseth(1985)2] FAHoNA £ 715413 3] ALYl 4 9]
AAAFE oS3 2o] Hrl.
Rws? = 1-Z(3* —3*)/ 2y —7*)?

A7) A 5 = Bow Wi 2+ Bruxi* 0] I Bowt Prwe 7HEH2AF FA AT} 22 (2.6) A B THE-
Asho] 10] ohiel wi260]7] W BE 022 UL Wyt AYF 7 Ut ol
W (Zw; » y). /T wigh 7ol sojo} &rh. T Willet and Singer(1988)& 7FE A1 ¥ 31 2
Aol ARASFR

pseudo Rws* = 1—Z(yi— )2/ Z(yi—9)*

& Astd e A7 Gu=Pout B 101 T fut ful 1 HSAF FAA I 2™ (2.5)
oA 38 Aol o wol B2 B 022 T We) ye) A §ie ¢t oL E wi v/ T
wel ek, @2l pseudo Rust @Al AZALAALYe) Y A=Y 322 A28} o
Gt

2o ol el et YBHA AFANAARY 4 AHAGE I3 212 A 2y
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(2.5)e1 4 Bio] 021 A$olle ZE WA HgA jie W=Z Wiy T wel L o)W 715 3} AlFEe
Z wilyi—j0el Rek 22lmpel ofd ARE FA g W yol ha FHE f=fovtBu x:
(4714 Bt B 7HEHAAF 2HH ool SE A THE ¥ wiy—jwel B2 715
AYIARY Ao AAGAGE

R = 1-% wi(yi— 3V E wilyi—7.)? @.7

3} zho] Ho# 4= gich.

olA7ZIA & RE ol M W} AiSr) sht el Qs A Yo Teso] 9loont
(2.2)% 2.4 23 (2.9 AAASF Qoo AR & AgAse] A5} obE Tar}b HH|
BEe sl

BALE AR M) A G2 Magee(1990) = = F5E o]-83F A=A 4 Rix=1—exp
(=IR/n)& ALt YFEEE AT EZHQ 3|7 R84 Malolz} alupael 3o
A= 483 AR5E5 2 & Aoz FARAH(E 714 LR=2(L,—Lo)ol™ L& dasure
e 2YY HAYEISEFeol L L A5e s plle] A4 e 5o Hyaaes
Feeloh). 2y Ripd B8 o) e 19] ghg 22 2ahe o] EA ko] zhi ojn)7} Hula)x]
212

¥4 David and Lemeshow(1989)= A2 3] A =8 o] AAA S 24 R2=(L—L,)./ (Lo—L,)
& ALSAH A7 A Les 242 Qe 2X2Y 2o A2 19w 5oln, L ddew)
pHel Amierl Qle B39 Ad2asegdsen, L £y Az 29w a5 oc)).
2219 David and Lemeshow(1989) %= Ri2o] 23 A gte] &% o)7] Bl prlj o] Asso] gt
T8 AA Y ohE el B3t s, o)W RH Kvalseth(1985)7F DA% 7|2 9)
ARATETS BAE A48 FIA EAY] A A YAt Y ALY
2ol A8 R4 3ol A Al Ay Y] WA HojeA @ 2o R} X" @A}
AR siA e,

A7HAE F2 AFAALY NN HPxe x40 AAYAS ] dsted nRs] Moot
F o AlokE W 3-AME 22 YR So] yubs} 13 2.3 (generalized linear model)
Ao gz 225 HAsle FAE 3R ). o] Yt “AYAS"E Fuge
Ze AR AR RS EBst glon AF7hA| o} S48 mayq "wde] g
AT A Qe A4 dBD Paom TBY 5 o) AFo] S o] AYw ASE
&3 EA A5 (unified coefficient of determination)” 3 272 3t}

3. REALE ol 58 54ARAS

Cook and Weisberg(1982)= 3} #zInte] wegtel 4] £ A 2 (likelihood distance)2hs o] =
& vk gleh, S o71A o] folE b} o] AoslriE wol

B D 2y owt BY o8 55 Az shab olg XA BAE nconz
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2 M-I m
ol W 28 st M BEARE

LD(M, M) = sup 2 Le; c/Ms)-‘sup 2 L(65 M)
2 Rogch o714 LO: 0 ¥ A TS 9
oAl BEAYE o4l EYAAASF REE oh&3} 2ol sy E Frh.
(A9 2> VAEH (current model) M2 FEZH (null model) M2} E 0] 22 £330 (satura-
ted model) —mol AFe] ALY ) FHAA ATE
Ru2 = l—LD(a’ch d‘/h)/LD(dWm 4/141)
= LD(M., M)/ LD(AMos M)
2 "o, o7 ZAHE Al 2YL MMM DA USE F2A3HAL
AAA G A7t b gasA ARHel e ARYH APEF xi, x X U XE AT
A8 AR Ao EYAAAGE Tt Bah o] Aol =¥ (3.1
Vi = wte 3.D

A et BE 0 ¢EA B4 ofel AFEEE ez sl B2y, AR, TR

7t7)

i

Mo: W= H
Me s i = BotBr xut B2 Xait o TPy Xpi
Ml el oHF A ge] A&
o G}, o AL W2 G WA RI=RA=R/UE ¢ F Atk 2T AFAT e Aol E
ReE 2404 A" RS BT %l‘:]'-
AEe TeA] e A HARYL Asele Q3.1 2¥Ee] FEY, dARY, X
su go] 217]
Mo m=20
Mt W= B xutBe Xat ot By Xui
Mt el obF Ajel gF
o Gt. o] ASCIE WE @A WA RAS 284 Y RAYE ¢ & Aok
SRAAATI B 05 1 AolS) W) Bk A& Hdsteh st
LD(dMoy d”l) - LD(C/WOv 64’1c)+LD(4Mcv dl/h) (3-2)

o], LDCty M9 LD(cter <) 5 W1gol7] dEoleh, aepd F4RAR A57h wlshe
e (R Dol Ask (32D & F Ak 2 Zoleh, F, BLY 3 TR Afole] KA E
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12 Fobd o, ARYo] duFol AT UertE DeFa Ao}, o9 e FFAA
A2 &g 7He] welet {(x, y) 1 (L, —D, (=3, —2)}¢h ohe3 go] Ay B8 (3.3)¢
Tte] AWy s)2 ax.

yi = wite

Mo pi=0,

M m=PBixe i=1, 2

Mt el o AFre] gle (3.3

A7)A ee N0, D& B2& 58527 714 gt), o] dold By Juaaocgigre
sup L(8; M) =log 2n—5,/2°1%, WAL H 21 gzre W =172, y;=—3/294
sup L(6: mJ=log 2n—5/47} S E3uye] HYaa s gige w=—1, p=—2 Lo
sup L85 M) =log2n7} e}, wrebA] ojwle] BAA Al 919 (2] 2ol 8] R2=(5,4)
7/ (6/2)=1/201 Brh. (2 3-DL 2 $EJHE Be Yo Y2195 §4zto2 7hshed
2HZ2 vebd QY 714 FREA A$s A/BR vehy Al

Log Likelihood

{2¥ 3.1 7} dlolele] 219 % ¢
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a2 3 ALY A 7|26l A" 574 A A S (adjusted coefficient of determination) 2} ¥
7 A% (partial coefficient of determination: Helland, 1987)% EEAYE ol &3te] duts}
ARl 2zt o3t o] ALY 4 .
(29 3> A28 (current model) M) BZH (null model) MoS E ©] 78] ES2H o0l
Aol AARY mS THFHEA 714 (unified adjusted coefficient of determination) ¥
Ru,adjz =1— (df]/dfz)XLD(a'V(u dml)/LD(dm,’ 4’1’(1)
2 Aogtet, od7lolA] df,= 28 8 Z59] - 28 oS B el dfh= "2 i

o) -2y o8] g F7elr

(A9 ) Heo SARFE My A71e] FAsoE ¥ BT 371 THA ALY Mo,
T30 3L o2t & o B8 y,oll A5 BE M. T2 2 A A (unified partial coef-

ficient of determination) &
Rui= LD(Ma, M)/ LD(Mar M)
2 At} 7oA Ma= M DHE Re’=RAS #A7F Aok
olsbzte] AW ERAAASFEL Ay ALY o|JdlE vAY ALY 2 2A=H

AR 20 ALY dust ARy S ALd 5 AAt ol AT MEAEE
&9 4doA BelrlE Fe

4. ME FHLAE

A7l wAy HARY, 2xaE AARY 2dn 2o APEye] AA AEHEANE
s3ld oA AAY FHAPASTE T 212 3

4.1 wl4Add IAHARY

A3 %) of 3 A Ak 74 ¥k A (constant elasticity of substitution production ; CES) #<+2}
52 <)% ¥ o] e}(SAS Institute, 1985, p.591) & °]4-3ted A4 2y 4. DS FHAAATE
T3 B2, 3t

log Q = Bot B log(BLB+ (1—-BIK™) +e 4.D

o714 Qe A, Kt FU9 A, L FY99 =5¢ Jehid e NO, )& #H2E
ggwdolth, WA Gauss Newton HHel <3 1o 23y& A7 53 2o Arh

log Q = 0.12—0.34 log(0.34L™*"+0.66K™>")

gdeoz (4.3 7o AU sl w4y JARYANE FEHEAASTT RO=RIFE
A AT 4 UL 99 deA o] AL FIHRF RP=0.971°] Bt
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4.2 EX2Y IRy

HY T2 =2} AGS] W3-l W NP Bxe] YFo B3 o] e}(Cook and Weisberg, 1982,
p.193) 5 ol &3te] BAAY ALY EFAXASTE Fale] B}, o] wlolete] Hate 9%
ohgo] ExAE 3 ARY-S Y| v,

log(pi/ (1—p)) = Bo+B: log(WBC) + B, AG (4.2)

9714 WBCE AT &, AGE o] ol 1, Aol 04 WS, pa A W)
%3 37} AE8A 2 SEolch. SASS] PROC CATMODE 5-a3te] 28 (4.2)8) n48 2$
FAyen o 29 ohew 2ok

log(p./ (1—p)) = 8.096—1.089 log(WBC) +2.520 AG

=3 SAS®] PROC CATMOD &3 Aol 4 dAlwd e H 2135357 sup LOs M)=—
13.4163} sHd w3 2 alnﬂi:—riﬂT%)c sup L5 M)=—1.911S T 5 314 289 SASS]
PROC CATMOD &# Z 3}l Al "é?‘i‘o“] R YR HN2aLeggeg e AT
UorEZ tlgef 4
sup L M) = Zlyi logl(Z y/Z &)/ (12 v/ )]
—c logll/(1—-Z y./ T o)} (4.3)
(714 & A W Fol S8 1] S0l T yi= 2F o] BEg Al Frolch) o o8 A H3fo)
N GRYY A2 eIege —21.00592 & 5 vk o)A (o) 2ol o5 =] E
A2 (4.3)9) FFEAATF R2=0.398% & 4 i)
4 Harrell(1986)2] PROC LOGITH| A& 2AAE AR AAAGE cpo3} o] A4
2) gt gl
R? =[LD(Mo» M) —2p]/ —2 sup L83 M), if LD(Mo, <U)>2p
= 0 , if LD(oMe, =)<2p
A71AM pe ‘DARY A AAPE A7 B9 5ok, i) o] HYda HEs) Yo
BYHES AAAGI) obF FHEgle]l BE 09 #e A 5 9o E e FAASE 19
£ 2R Esle AL 3 9.

22k AR AF o] 5 FF A L2FE] AE HA DA Ao} 100 Foll FARAE B3] 2AHH
A ALAEL] 2 F 844F3) F o] B8 NBER(National Bureau of Economic Research)
dloleH(Fienberg, 1980, p.45)E ol 43l 22 WYY F4s) 172 5kxl, o37)x HAL
57bA1 % 2Bl &3 A wIA $£E g zhzt BHEAD. 94 e 2te oA A
X & (hierachical model) & Azt B.x},
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Maeo 1 log vk = ptwe Hup T ww

Maiko : o log v = ptwme t ueg T useo T use
Malok U log v = utwe T ueg T use T usao
Meloa 1 log yix = pHwe T e+ e+ usmw

Maieato D olog v = e ueg + useo T uee F tsw

MareElo U olog yi = pt e T e T s T et uag

Meioato :log yx = ut e+ 2+ uso F Uit T tasio

Maieatoeio - log Vi = ptwme+ uzp + useo Ttz T s + usgo

Mareio D olog v = pt ot uap T usto F iz H isao T uasgo + s
A7 A v A A4, A T, kA Agle £ A 5 dehddh 919 2a49
2oA FENBNE 1T BH MupeE FRF2E A48 2 34k o)A SASS] PROC CAT-
MODE 35t 9 R3Ee AW asegsus SHAAASF, 182 S ARBATE
Fate] 2wl E 4.59 o] Bk, 23d FAAAATE AFzol A8 A7 gl 2
#g 71 2 girh

(E 4.5y 27 AY Yo HNZI$E=@53, FHEAAST 232 $H54 235 (ADD-

CELL=10"%)

ER e FHAAS B
L@y AR AT

Mako —16477.80 0. 000 0. 000
Mateo —16389. 15 0.117 —0.068
Malok —16459. 10 0.028 ~0.177
Meioa —15913.45 0.832 0. 807
Matealo —16370.45 0.158 -0.291
MatgEio —15824.75 0.963 0.946
Maioeio —15894.75 0. 859 0.799
MaiealoElo —15811.85 0.982 0.964
Mateio —15799.35 1. 000 1.000

[]
5. W &

2wAE 37289 A$ol= Huber, Andrews, Tukey S°] #At& T pllyi— x'p). )&
239542 Aste] FolAet viAnAE FPEAATE AAY F A& Aok 2
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BN RF o vlE] Aok 3 A pl(y—x'p) ol AL WYL FEUL P52 253}
A AA7} B3t st EAAC] Aok Wt AFHARY ) EUAYASE Tk

431 73H wE

¥ (yi—x" Buo)/ 61/ L3—x Bu) /5]
2 #d(e17]4 Pyt FARHo)A 74 ps] ZHAE 2 o] 1 w}AAAE GE WA 2.8 o] A
T ANRS 00 FHA oIt B W(D)=p'(Do]}) t}&3} 7to] EHAE HAR ]2
FEAYASFE AT 5 e Aol

Ruv = 1-Z wily—x' Bw)? I wilyi—x/ Bn)?
A7A Bu Buwt 24 VALY JRYol A P g THAE EgH o],

o e

%

d

#d
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Unified Approach to Coefficient of Determination
R* Using Likelihood Distance

Myung-Hoe Huh*, Jong-Han Lee® and Jin-Whan Jung®

ABSTRACT

Coefficient of determination R? is most frequently used descriptive measure in practical use
of linear regression analysis. But there have been controversies on defining this measure in
the cases of linear regression without the intercept, weighted linear regression and robust linear
regression. Several authors such as Kvalseth(1985) and Willet and Singer(1988) proposed many
variations of R? to meet the situations. However, theire measures are not satisfactory due to
the lack of a universal principle.

In this study, we propose a unfied approach to defining the coefficient of determination R?
using the concept of likelihood distance. This new measure is in good accordance with typical
R? in linear regression and, moreover, can be applied to nonlinear regression models and generali-

zed linear models such as logit and log— linear models.

* Department of Statistics, Korea University, Anamdong Seongbukgu Seoul 136—701. Korea.



