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AYAARHAN W5 MATAE HH) YL o) ofF FaF FEL AN
gl George®d McCulloch(1993)= A& 3 wlo]2 233 AREY L o] 439 A3
AP WHEE Helsls 242 nasgdo o] = -fé V\‘]‘_ George®t McCulloch®]
23S utgos Zzhe] Aduyiest Ly e AREES ARAHQY 7|Fd 93]
AAst= EAE 3elsle] ®okdh

1. A&

YYALNE GRFoE pAs APWF X, X, -, X, B o835 sty F&w4 YE
Ausse) dYAFon dystet AESA o W wedde BAL pAe) APusdA
229 g (g=pHA9 X}, X3, X2 olFolxe A9 nY

Y=8y+ X+ B:Xz+-, + B X+ ¢

€ Fed o 5ol 9tk oled AR BAE HIA o8] wie] AT Hoel gt=d )
EHYA RAo2E C, WH(Mallows, 1973), Akaike®] A3 7 3(Akaike’s Information Criterion -

AIC, Akaike, 1973), AFXE & o] &3 W (resampling methods), 212 FE71HE o] L3 Yy
o] Atk o] Feff 1993 Georgest McCullochi= 7% 3 o) = (Hierarchical Bayes)® 83} 7] X
(Gibbs) #2719 & o] &3ld] ¥4 E AY3le TAE nosido. RS RFgA FES 323
+ 8 W AR EZY L g4 5 Y (image restoration) ol F4Fo] gon 90dule Sof
24 Gelfand®t Smith (1990)e] ©)dtel F Aok H&o] FA)7) AFstdAN ZFe @x
At o] =FANAME Georgest McCulloch®] 28o)A 3|AAG7 28e] ¥3d AIABF L e
ARITE ¥F3E 23 (full modeDS 4 AFY(least squares method) 2.2 HEd YL o
b 3 AATS) gkl wel ABHoz Hogorg W] Mdd YehtE 538 A9 gt

1) (110-745) A& E¥WA F50 4&% 37} 53, *gﬁ&mlsm A e SAEY 2w
2) (110-745) A& EHA F27 9&EF 371 53, ATARstz 34ust 248 24
3) (110-745) M & SHA 2T HEF 371 53, ATAden sy A3 AAL
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George®} McCulloch(1993)= SR T AA Folx AdHds X,,--, X, oA 23 dg

3 HEAJES HHsl7] 9)8l SSVS(Stochastic Search Variable Selection)2t 2% AAE &
AA AT SSVSelM = 33 AIFEe] 00 Z59 otd ZA-fo wel Eilo] & Aold &% &
71339k Zhzbe) F A A7 R0 EHE FES B o] XM AFHER 71AT A
%32 w)o] 2% ¥ (Hierarchical Bayes ModeD)& A3 on 3o TPMNEHE il AITEE
2RE AR E7|H(Gibbs sampling technique)g ©]83le F&d R dFAA SR 2
TYPES AHEA A

2.1 7123 (Hierarchical) Wo|= =8

ted} e ARYL sHAsA
Y186 ~ N, (XB,6I) (1

714 9 Y ax] ¥WHolm, AW¥Sy X=(X,,,X,) € nxp & JE2 7133}
. B=(By,~.B8) &% o & A7, AAAFL Bigolrt W5 M BAY JRE 47
&M George$t McCulloche AlE3 239 3 REo2H ()& 38 A7|ME 429 g,
7t 28d] "3 2 opd Ao wiel FA(latent){F 7, = 1 EE y; = 09 &g Fo A
& 3Hnormal mixture) 23 & thg3 7ol 7t YL

Bilyi ~(1—7) N(0,7%) + 7: N0, ¢ 12). (2)

o] o
P(y;=1)=1-P(y;=0)=bp, (3)

2 71gstden 4714 pi= 8 A 3AAASFZE 00] ofd HEL ou| @t 9 v HAHY
Arz, 53, r,=1¢ 9 (3 o7 & #E ZEESA 4,71 054 6 siA &2
g X7t 2y d9dEE wst

Bil 7i¥ AARE & Z2Fsd t&d 2 thEF JTEES A

s

81y ~Ny(0, D,RD,). 4@
AN y=(r, 7. 7013, R & (d d@ ALd £F 48 2= AFE 5 JeH

D, = diag [a\ry, ", a,ts) (5)

o3t o] W 7,=0 ol a,=1 o3, r,=1 oA a,=c7t Hol (s BopAT.
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Mzl BYB)E yo ghol 22719 shed T[S iz oty BE F (Y FREEEA
g AEAE e HAg Aeti, ANt 7l A¥EA r=10] HE AAGEAY o]
213 g AN 00] ot FAE A Arh

AFH 29 mixut 74 aiE BAEA Lo AREEON Ar|HE o Fut FA AR

(inverse gamma conjugate priors)# ¥ 8 A}&3%kc}

u}e) A
&y ~I( ;i:j—) )
V/Ir _ 2
I

& 7HASAT o7 v, ARzl
AN AdeNe X,, .., X, T 22 APl A= XT& A5 AlQ AuS Adsiok

drh S8, p7h @ A9 2° ) Adel Asstel p AW 1 7k AlaFEHeE AXNA W
R RE @I 7, §o) SUQ A9E AZY F v o W ANe AdETE

A= pr1—p) @ @
o] ¥t}

Ve FHEA Folz2l A7 Yol Wl TN AFRE
frl Y < f(YINxAp ®

g 38 fee AT R4 ¥¥}E X, E5E ZFASA Hed o A2FEIYE ol gy A}
FEXQ®ZFEH 9 FEES FE5o FH3

2.2 2=FE7Y

HEFZ7IYL 22k o) el iy B¥oy Ay FEFZ0] Brsd FLd =AY 23
EE5YH HFor #HVFE AAE WP o=A Metropolis, Rosenbluth, Rosenbluth,
Telleret Tellerell 9}&x] 19530l £70¥ 9129, Hastings (1970), Geman® Geman (1984),
Gelfand®t Smith (1990) 5ol 934 HAFUE o] 1YL e 7PozEs Ao e
ek bl Aol A AMEE 5 da B3], SARA A dAstE kg HEo] $4
stod o)X ¢t B, Mol gl AYRPYRAY FHEY S dE AHgFo g 28y &
o] ¥ FAzY B AAE) ole$n AREIIYY LS YaME ZF AEwS
o AN FELIZHEH FEIFY Aol S ddolojo} st Fyo] W F L
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231 FARIAL 93 AAFEIY

AHRY L AR st A2 EINEE AR
olF A% A

e e 2 5£9e A4
19 el obele} Rrh

BO GO L© ) D) YO RO GO 0
15HA1>>

)
(D 9 HaAF FAge o83t 0,60 azm P =(1,1,..,D=
z7)ghge,

2-19A>>  ¥e Y = den e AFET JaA dojanh

B(i)~f (B(f) | Y 0.()'-1) 7(1'—1))
=N,(A 6-v(a¥V ) 2X'X Brs, A o) (10)
71 A,
A pU0= ( (O'(j_l)) XX+ D_ly(i—l)R_'l D_ly(i—l))_l

(10a)
D; ' = diagl (are) ™", (ap7p) ')

2-2etA>> BAF ¢ 2

thed e AFEEC oalN dojAth

O.(i) ~f (O.(J) | Y, B(i), 7,(i— 1))

n+ vy, oo 1 Y— XB(’) | 24y Tu—u/l 0D
=IG(——"—,

2

(11)
2-3etA>> wE P = A F z2AY 2 PY Ao

A,

7,(J')‘_,,_f ( 7,(D’_ | Y, ﬁ(f), a(ﬂ, 7(])(0) =f( 7(”:' i /3('),0'(’), ,),(1) (0)
o 71 A,

(12)
.r(l)(o___( 7,(1’){'“., 7'0):'-1. 7,(;'—1)‘,“, -, ,),(i—l)p)
ztze) g

datel BE(12)= thew e W2ko] PEE was ok

a
P( 7(l)i=1 | B(i)’ O'(i), ‘)’(i) (0): 3

(13)
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o] 71 A _ , , ) . . -
a=f B ¥4, =1 x f(dI P60, Y2=1 x F (P, v?=1  (14a)

o]_ﬂ
b=7(BY1 7P, =0 x £ (1 ¥P4. ¥P=0) x F( 7P, ¥Pi=0) 4b)

o]t

(10), (11), (12)e.27Y WA o2 A&w TR S FEs0 U2 4998 9 F Ut} 49
D= 718 ez sl F4A d=2xud vlm¥ A9 (homogeneous ergodic Markov
chain) ojt}, wetr 1AL {FAS AAAE ¥E(stationary distribution) f (y] )& zZtA 94} o
TFHAREES EA(teratively) 22 FZ3H) HA, o] AA 3o FPAQA BEXE AA AF B
Z f (7] Dol £33 Aolct. waby Faa 25d ¢ ZFo wixs) e g0 ©lE 7Y

ol MY 7Hs4 o] Foat,

3.AAEE @ v4A4Y

31AdA = WA Georget McCulloch7t AAF delvgEd didtd AmEa 3280 M ¢
o thd AHAEER RE NPT E X BN Z AAAFEY 13k £ p-gtol =}
Zt At 2o 9 ALASES Fosts Wyd ddle A3 Ez)

31 veeleE9 HA
311 % 9 49

A @AM 7,=0d Wl B~ N(,)olmg ojd 48 002 ¥ 4 AES 1,5 Adso

of @tk 3 ¢, ODE 7,=19 W 8 ~ NO,EDolnz g7t 00] ofd oz 2A3d &
AEE 2 oz Mds|olo} grh

312 R9 A=
P R ¢ 7 FolAL v 9] AAANEE AP 4o AFET FEA PPL
(67 :X'X+D;'R"'D;H)! (14)

o Mid VA T A9 R=] Zeln Roc (XX) 'S He R=1d o 49 g4s
ABIPAA 2o, Rec (XX)7'd W A B Ape dmwude 47A%(design
correlation)9} o}l

-



313 v,o 2,9 A

o 7hal APH B FE(inverse gamma prior) ()X v, 9 1,5 AHE & o y,E AFUEY

Folit [y e o9 A w3 FARelTh: Ae 1Y £ Ak
Y

32 79 AHREXE

George®}t McCulloch® 7o) digh ApAE¥ 2 Fx19 ALAR ¥ (indifference prior distribution)

Z 7} 7,9 AR EQA pE 052 Fo] AP Auds X 2Y4 £3d FES 052
3= ASwre Adstgrh 2y o] Ag-dE AR 9 9 #oll BE 4¥gE Pol o] #
So] HFalA ¥r AS oA £ AHge] Ut AL B 4 Ud. A7 $E= g
g AHASRES 2AE 3 wygozx RE AW £E4EE 23 (full modeDol A3
2 A3 (ordinary least squares method)2 83t vebd zt 3IAASFESY 3ko] 2 AYAF
Ed digk 239 FTALE Yerdvis 71AS o] § o8t WdE AL AH.

durg o g AAFs 091 A opd Ao ¥ HHARAME Z A9 el wE -39
azle) wet Z+ A7t 0QA obd Ao O AL A "ok p-FL 03 14}e]9 Ao
Z} Agol g p-3t2 A 5,2 FoE =FHo ofF FAE WA e a2 vE
Wop-gte] 0 == 19 2FHE AL AE ol AFHE AWWSs} 3 EYA TRAAY =
= 23 A9 TR & AU AL § Ak oG AP AAE7] Y3 el
p-3S APARS 0ollA 1A}o]7h ofd dlE EW 0204 08EE 0344 074019 k& 3¢
=2 zAs ALt 53, @eld p-3he dEugEo] Sl obd A fdl ARHE A
o] Qouz RN N S AWuse 132 FL AL(TFIHE de AP
st 2% 71E9 7 vwsig. € A4EE George®t McCulloch?t 23 @ Fortran I=
g Xlisp-Stat (Tierney, 1990)0.2 W3 3lo] F=3s Y}

4. RAAYHF AARA
41 »o43%

oA 4.1 o] dAlE 279 BRoz FAHJE o #A=39 F71 2n=100°13, 5 A5}
5 (p=5)719 3ARYS Aztegt. A Ax FEREEDAAME 43U X, ..., Xsv FH
F 2 A 7F "M €] (independent standard normal vectors) & N;(0,1)lA F&d A0 F&AF Ye

Y=X,+15X,+e e ~ Ny (0,6 )

o oty AAHAAR, AF f=(1, 1.5, 0, 0, 0)'2& o= 05 10, 1.59 A7 F+& A%
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ik F oA REGEE2)S AWSsEe] Az A4AIAE ZEE X0l X3=X,+0.12
(Z ~ NO,1) & gAasdes Al vles 2388 A 2o vlE 3H AS9 o] (BE
DI ZAuh A FRAL By o BiE I A (collinearity)oll s =L grol F b

(2D (RE2)ANA TF2A BAA, & Al X E 5,=0.590 Fad ANEXE & 3
9 p—FE AREAA 0.2<pK0.8 2 0.3¢p<0.7 A Z§- SSVSHH L v|w37] Y3t y
o g 5000709 U2=BEE AAFEXERY 531 21 FAE E9 1¥E FiA dFsyg
th 3 51 ¥ 52 AT 9 HEV M ¥ 28 5748 ey, dFERE 339 WX
azldl wel Jgatyrl. o] W o= Ao @2 94 FA ged vEtd Ald BE p, ;e
A3 We JdFS F3 JSE ¢ F Utk WA (FEDY A FAE AFAE X (indifference
prion)dl p,=0.5 Bt} 0.2 < ;< 0.8 oI} 0.3 < p; < 0.7 # Zo] A}A EXE & A%V}
H 2 434E FE2 AE B F U (FEDAAME (FEDRY £ FHE FAE= AW o
ZIME GA AMAEFE 0.2 < p; < 0.8 ol 0.3 < p; C0.78 & A7 F22 AAAEXE
Hrop £2 Z94E T3 QR 41 2L 42 F=).

AAA oz (0.2<p<0.8°1HF 0.3<p<0.7& AL AF X, Xo/t X84 AFRY Wx
F7F BE A9 7 ExE g&dxw X3 Xy7l F8stE AL & vehd ke A
;=058 A8 A BE TAdA AHESE Uy 3= 20 FHA AeZ 4
guron X s X,rf obvdl & AuRge Wt b L ASE A (28 41-1.2]90A4
B%ol Z} Agige] e HIEFE p,#0.5¢0 F5o o £& 245 Jehdz Qo

[ # 41 ] 4357t 5460 3% v o AFEEST =7 7H3 28 5719 23
(FAle RYd 28d SgUson 23U 2P v)E)

=9 4% p:=0.5 0.2¢»0.8 0.3¢p0.7

1 (9%) 12* (2354%) |2 (13.52%)
4 (8.3%) 2 (12.58%) 1 (10.84%)

0=05 [2(79%) 1 (9.46%) 1,2 (9.7%)
5 (6.5%) 12,4 (8.44%) 4 (6.3%)
3 (6.26%) 123 (554%) 1,24 (45%)
3 (852%) 2 (13.1%) 2 (12.94%)
1 (7.94% 1,2% (12.08%) 1 (9.06%)

0=10 |4 (742%) 12,3 (12%) 1,2% (8.26%)
5 (7.12%) 1 (9.48%), 3 (7.14%)
2 (6.26% 2,3 (7.82%) 2,3 (5.88%)
2 (11.44%) 1,2,3 (16.2%) 2 (10.44%)
3 (8.28%) 1,2+ (12.5%) 1 (832%)

6=15 |4 (672%) 2,3 (8.9%) 1,.2% (7.7%)
5 (6.66%) 2 (7.62%) 3 (6.74%)
1 (6.26%) 1235 (5.714%) |5 (5.56%)




- N7t b 22 5709 2y

(A= mYd T S9w o) mg)
Egol ofd A5 pi=0.5 0.2<pK£0.8 0.3<9:<0.7
2 (8.88%) 1,25 (17.12%) 2 (11.18%)
1 (8.4%) 2 (12.98%) 1 (11.14%)
0 =05 3 (74%) 2,5 (12.24%) 1,2% (8.92%)
4 (6.6%) 1,2% (10.42%) 5 (7.68%)
5 (4.96%) 1,5 (7.4%) 2,5 (7.08%)
5 (9.14%) 2 (9.8% 2 (12.24%)
3 (874%) 2,5 (9.56%) 2,5 (9.04%)
¢ =10 1 (7.88% 1,25 (7.22%) 5 (7.24%)
2 (6.7%) 1,2+ (7.06%), 1,2% (5.36%)
4 (4.84%) 5 (6.72%) 24 (56.24%)
2 (13.78%) 2,5 (18.04%) 2 (14.3%)
1 (852%) 2 (17.62%) 2,5 (9.74%)
¢ =15 3 (6.92%) 5 (882 5 (858%)
4 (B.7%) 1,2* (5.62%) 1 (5.14%)
5 (4.48%) 1,25 (5.36%) 1,2% (4.9%)
sipne=lf
et E3b

(2198 4.1-1] ARSI S]] ofx
p=0.52 2434 Z} Ay
BNl ES

LU A

(28 41-2]) A9¥7 590 o
0.3¢p<0.79) 24 dd7 7+ dYgse

SeuES
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4.2 ApeEA

oAz 42 o] oAl ALEFE A s W
(Draper and Smith, 1981) o]u}, E&wa: Y(/\]
= A on o= 13% WE Foli p =4 Q) EPwss 11&1& 1284 S e sedisz
X1, X,, X3, Xyoltlk. &H3lwss iEi’vf-Si 73?9} YA FE AR PR Ay ugio
X Zh AW Weo) Wira Rag olgat: Ui AL AH-&-8t 3 o}

°f Aol o) ool nxd ARF B 2 gl=uy) A BEXE FAE ARHEEQ
pi=0.5 Bt} 0.2 < p,< 0.8 oIt} 0.3 < p,< 0.72 71Q% 357t o FARY st
FE AEE A 71 AR o § gAw 749 A-*(Draper and Smith, 1981)9]
98l X, EE X, W5Vl 83 Aow dwzx gomem olF XY} EYPL JA T
[7h& oz 71338 A

AW EAAN AR Ag=NY Hald A8
E 1290 S50z wedte FU PEs

Mr

]
i
-
2
(i3
v
=
o
=i

%9 p=0.58% 0.2 < p;< 0.8 ol
B X #e 98 2Y, WSE Hu
2 e s ool Hol B2E @ A9 o)
AEE A o 2 A4E shA g,

EESHE @ 390 0.2<j),-<0.8, 0.3¢5<0.7 ©1 $,=0.59) B2 APd 2Yo] e
MES UeilL 3, EF8E X 28 AFANE 0.2¢5<0.8 , 0.3¢»<0.7 o p;=0.5

AR ARG NGgd 2Yo] §e WES ehia A 247ke) Wase Mdg we
27)% (% 441 Q.

- (IS
PaN
>
PaN
<o
-3
2
X
anj
N
ilo
iih)
i)
it
T

m'.m ;o 4
x2
£
i
H‘N

E.r

[3 43] Hald A5 A 7o) WIEgo] 718 %o 18 57 (2= 234 ¥349
Advsoln 5% Y] v g int: AWw Tost 29)

p,:% 0.2 < 2:< 0.8 | 0.3< 5,< 0.7

T Tine @17 1 (36.84%) 1 (26.68%)
ol a4140) int (16.72%) int (21.32%)
*éf%%"_;' 3 (10.28% 12 (14.18%) 12 (9.64%)
2 (7.62%) 2 (6.22%) 2 (7.829%)

L3 (6.68%) 13 (6.04%) 13 (6.38%)

2,34 (7.44%) 12 (20.2%) 12 (13.74%)

L 23 69%) 1 (1864%) 1 (1358%)
BT 24 672%) 1,24 (8.84%) 1,24 (8.38%)
34 (6.52%) 123 (8.34%), 14 (8.34%)

12 (6.46%) 14 (8.34%) 123 (7.56%)
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|3 44 ] Hald A BA W] Wsg 27

pF% 0.2 ¢ ;< 0.80.3 < 2:< 0.7

ﬁgﬁ;ﬁé%ﬂ XI>X3>X2>X4| X1>X2>X3>X4 | X1>X2>X3>X4
EEHE T xo>Xa>X3>X1| XI>X2>X4>K3 | XI>K2>X4>X3

5. 48

B =Rt HAPIAEMAN SHNSe REYFL Adse & FAFSE Georgest
McCullochol @l8te] 2718 SSVSHHoA 3 AAF g AASEES AAEY (full model)ol
A TR ZH A5 ggrel WE p-#ol e ARt E EAE 4R,

AnHog 7} duwsst 3o TYHE AAFEL 128 FE FAE ANERXEY p-3%
o Wel APuRy 0.2¢5,<0.8 F= 0.3¢p<0.79 & F£ Rl B AAAHS(F3, ¢
o} Dol dake Wz 43 AAE Fgth 53, AYHEFEol FHA A5 BT ok 31 A Al
Z=o] AAL 9% 3to] YwrHow dFdrin FA U= &
DAY tETAA0l A ASdx AP Py ¥FES Fe H
W g o) ® 93 o] ¢t

Tx "esly AREEE
F o (conjugate)°] o Agel A2 wEYPE AP ALY F= AT At wlaZAQ] &
812 2 (Markov Chain Monte Carlo)®% 5& ol&3 o AFEEEZFH FESFEL A F U4
Wy Qe BEd A" F 9len od i aFist AT A

Ax5d
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