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Ay Aol A@AY Bl thate], wo] ¢t SJAIAAYE L o] gste BF
AFeApEAde Hokg Kim(1988,1993)9] APAYs g 2o A7 B s1x)
HAAYE v aPt vady dPAYe A A FAFe] FTRAS HA
3t Buonaccorsi (1986)2] HAAY, BARA =yl Mx)=Dxx, o 4=
g == #4388 D-optimal E3= A-optimal )8, Hunter and Lamboy(1981)
7t wWlo] At FA el EAS Awalr] gt 1 =RoA oz =94 ARA YL
AP MR O J1FEd 2 HAA YL ulwsts] A A4 FAIER AR
At nwatil RrhA] AFAEE st 2ERZ AlGHol ML 5§ BFEA
3 HPD F-3ke] =A71E wlaghd,

1. A&

ol AlARlelA wRe AY(X)E 1 EAHFR(VORREH 83T & o oS BAS
UYelle A4 R4l digh Fust "esic olE 95t o) NPL 4yste]
ol @ FUE AW o] PRE ol§sla] 2 Yayy Ag X= 28¥ o g} Ay
Hold BAE ol2d ¥ #P& gFE Roln o Z(prediction)s) WHASE dolahs
oJujollA] o3 A(inverse regression) ZAlgtnxe A}

o33 22 A% Aol BAE 1At

vi=a+B(x;—x))te;, i=1,2,...n 1.1
yr=a+(x—x0) +e; (1.2)

AfE ABold 4% ALDAN (x,y)E B vldge] 48 (1244 2 y,
#s wFsA ol st FE90 QY g, .., 6,9 ez 24zt M2 Egoli gFo] ()

D g ATE BITAWAT AU 22T G51-0108-031-1) ARLE SO ALl BAE =9
2) (156-74)M ¢ BAT 45F $4USR AARset SA %D Fas
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olil ¥ito]l o*Q AFEEE wET: /HPET Andold 4FAY BAE xo0 izt
A4 A3 22 5 ACE A5 JHAEAY x=(x, 12, .., %) T T3 zolth

AR FFo] FOIAE o x2 FB3= WIS U5t Ao 8 Fopdlr= 1930
dgiieg e A7) Asslo] gh xe) FAFoR nAFH, A3, wojAt T 371A
2z o] ALY, A 4% (classical estimator)e A 3A4 E(y)=a+hoz
BE x=(y—a)/ B Aoz xB FAsiu] o] FAFe Bie EANA ot YFEE
23}2] 714 dollMe MLEZF 518 3 consistentdlth. 937 FA3%F (inverse estimator)Z
x% yol e ulE AARY L FPAN E) =7+ &9 ez x& FAHs: ez
MSE7} AdlA o2 A9 bias7t A1 8 23S AFPA ZAzolog 53] AAHAY o}
A= AFLE7]71 ot} wlolA¢t A F (Bayesian estimator)2 a, B, xol ALAEEE B
a] xo AIEREE o]g3std FAste Wolth. nAA W o2 Eisenhart (1939) o AF
Z Aoz &9 Fieller (1954), Williams (1969), Shukla (1972) ¥ =%°] 311, 943H W
Ho)| #A§ =502 Krutchkoff (1967), Shukla & Datta (1985) Fo] Aok Hjolxlet Wy
Hoadley (1970), Aitchson & Dunsmore (1975), Hunter & Lamboy (1981) ol @73ttt 1
9]ol= Scheffe (1973) $} Brown (1982) So] #EA12F2t (simultaneous interval)@ tha#
2yo) tfste] A3t

Al IARA myo 3t HA A¥AY FA (optimal regression designix= 53] A
HyRYPdr 29F Holz AEHEI glen D-optimal, E-optimal, A-optimal 52} <&7}A]
7% 23 A=A AFAYoe] oA} Elfving (1952), Kiefer (1959) 59 =& v|&3so
Fedorov (1972), Silvey (1980) 2} ©al¥ o] 9lom Chaloner (1984) & A% AR 3o
A dlolxgt o) olF A APA e 5L AU

A vgolXl HAA AYAY Kol Buonaccorsi (1986), Naszodi (1978), Ott & Myers
(1968), Barlow et. al. (1991) So] A#3l¢lth Buonaccorsit classical estimator@ AH8-3l<
asymptotic variance® HA 3} sl Mdez HZ3HI, NaszodiE average absolute biasE
AAi3slx= T-optimum AlYL A78 )k Ot & Myerst classical estimatorg AHg-3to] 3
# MSEEZ 438l A¥AYL AAEQ.2.1 Barlow et. al.& AF A& <% wo]A
ot AAE L olg3le A 5L A7t

o] =& nlmalal 1 = Kim (1988, 1993)2] A3 Hlo]x|¢t JALARY & o] Yoz
Bl molx¢t FHFL o]8F AFaA v 2 AYRYE /P

Y= 1ld +(x—x1)8 +E
= a+(x/—x)) B+ &

x4 scalar A40l1 @, B,¥7, 675 q-vector, Yt Ex (nxq) d@eltt. 239 FHLE x
olu o]Ae x,0 ALAEX9] HWFgolth g (g-vector)= MO, N9l ¥XE w23 I'e 93
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A deow, xo AFAREE Mg, ad)elil (e, el AFAR ¥ = thd P(2q-variate) HFEE
olck.  UwkAQ  MYeIAdAMe E=PAH AL FALHAw  AFe LAY
Ud,x)=(d—x)*E n3st Q). wolA¢ AAEA 2sle] 7|U&AFsEE=

R(x)=E n,E YV, x Min dE[ id, x/)lyf, Y, x)]

o2 vehuie], AF QA& e A9 d =Elx/ly,, Y, x]olal o] W Jliede

Rx)=E yE vy [Var(xdy, Y, x)]

s 2 RWE x=(x,..x)2  FFONAT o, x—xy= N(xi—x)/n,
si= 2(xi—x)n W) AL 1Y 4 A BF R()E r—x0] REel gFolae
AHIE SHEHUT (v, ¥V, 2)E BT F9 xp0] RAF AIFRIEE ojd Bge] o3l
VX% old ez Jeluyr FojA HAIAY xol dF R(x)E A4 S8t 8828
ARS-3llol @tk Kim(1988)914 AAE R(x)E A43lshe AAAYL oga 2o ‘|x—x
= a3 s, 3A, & AP5E] T3S 12 AHAB T (prior mean)T A FAA AFTES
A A @’ o] Aue ZueAae EA 2 A4k 93 conjectured] HElE
ZhAnk oA ¢t AejHeold APAYe e FaF Aseln B 4 ok

o2 719 HAAYL vz AoM 71F F8F A= vlwr|Fel AR @ RAoju)
%, 7ol AAAYE] o|n] oW s|FEd 2l g FL Aoz Hug Folmz 8L
oAl vlwalr] Yl Qubdolm %§ zhzie] EAd) e slEe] Fasith 2”NME M
ojAI¢t A&F viwy v APAYES HESA £z vudd A JPAYL A
gt wlofx¢t A8 (Kim,1988)2 vt APAYTAe 4234 vas sty (LDF (1.2)9)
AAE e¥F 2YL ALgFvh 3"dA= HPD 31, Fiellere] 21299, Buonaccorsil
accuracy curve 52 7Id-g o] &8 Har|FEL AESL 7|YALFE R HPD M2 o4
§ 71 95t 2d™dA AP APAE EL $XAL L BHAE ABH oM 2]t
g v o A2y Aol nAE) @ EAPNSL 489 Q.

2. Nl d A9A Y

Hunter and Lamboy(1981)2] @AY I =Flr Bayesian estimatore] EX4& Adgs}
7] 98t 42 EJW A¥AYo|tt. AHAYL oyt AYHA &3] 2 4 e W
Holnl e AAAYe nwrlFEe 2 A"t molybdenume) %L ZAshE AYNA X2
AAel Foz YE FAHAZ sto 20709 FFUL 15E 107x9] Aol zhzh 2y
AR &, 4PA8 Hehs x=(1,1.2.2,...,10,10)°19), o] o} AR FA( x=5.5)2 A}
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AvEe PFo2 FA r—x=0, si=2(x—x)/n=28.257t Act. ol ¥ JARL
yi=a+p(xi—xp) +e.2 Rl AFAZIR y=6.19, 2=6.19, B=0.98713, F=0.0728
deo.

Buonaccorsi(1986)2} & A 8-& classical estimator®] asymptotic variance o(x)%E 43}
v ABAZgozA AXJ|FC wel Vx optimal, AV optimal, M optimale] 1t} Vx
optimal o(x)%2 #4333, AV optimale 2,0 APARE A st} o(x)?e) 7Uige A
4239, M optimale o(x)?2] HdFe HAsPch W x2 Fhol (ab)e] R Fho
2 AT 2 APREX Hol FIe FY A9A, F x=(a+b)/2 o]z, AV
optimal AL AA sl AV B2 ol =0l 0/28), x,= b4 n289 4¥L
Fshe FEEAY (equally weighted endpoint design)olx =7 o] A& [ab] FroliA <]
A 2AE ug deo] M optimal AlFeltk. 1E o] w=EeA, £ AFA e Haw
Dlxi—d /2 (xr;— 229 FS ZA wEoo @rkm F3stch Buonaccorsiel AAAY
oA Vx optimal® x/9] gkoll FFL wdl 734 Wleld x=x71 He F 3 olFdlAg 4
PAYL BF Vx optimalolch. webA o]zt A¥s vindd wek AHAYL xo ALAE
XZ AMS-8h= AV optimal Al¥oln] Hunter and Lamboyel A3} dj$-AAM n=202 o
x=5.5¢1 AV optimal AI¥L x=1¢lA4 107, x=10014 10/4¥ BFste FEu)A g
x=(1,...1,10,...10)cIck. °] AHHL [ab] F3elrMe] M optimal AYel7lx 3w
x—xg=0°11 $}=20.259] YA 54L& zt=th

APIARY g HAA YL HA37IEN Tde) A7 oev 2 FlAM 7 gel
A8 5 D-optimal A&, x° EXo] diste] 7|#4HE HASE A-optimal Al
(Silvey(1980)9ll M= linear criterion A #olz}t 3hH& mt XAARY y,=a+Bx,—xp) +e;
AN AW o' THF APFES (1, w0l M) =ZxprirE

— n 22(xi—xp)
e 2(xi—x) 2(xi—1x,)° @D

7} 9t} D-optimalityx det M(x) = Hulslsie= Afo=
det M(x) = n?[s2—(x—xp)%] 2.2

7} ©l22 nol 2AHUL W D-optimal AYL s, =AM xE xol 7MLl 8= Kim(1983)
o] Hlo| x| ¢t AYF FA3t,
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A-optimalityg #8871 A8X c=(1,x)°0 hate] col g ASLTE w()Jn &

= [T EXxy—xy) 3 A-optimalityts tr [M(x) ™' Bl&
W B fcc du(c) = [E(x,—xo) E[(x,—xo)z]] 7} H3l A-optimalitye tr [M(x) ' B]

1 Z(X —xo)z —2(14 —xp)
nz[SE—(x—xo)zl[ S xi—x0) n

Hazste AYolt o7 M(x) =
o, x0] 744 ALARTE Hg@.

M x7b M55, Agds B-(I)OOI g5z o [MxB]

(x x0)2+1

wol Xt AYst SYs
@ x7t Uniform(1,10)9) AFAREE 2t Ao B=[ 5 270/4] o] Sl=2 tr [M(x) 18]

Selr el Avoptinal Agle #A s an e we A s

(x—2xp)%+27/4
Szzz— (;—xo)2

=41+ 7t 910} o] B9 A-optimal AYE A Mol AU F
s,
AoNA x2] ALRAEEZS HFo] F3he] F4Q ZA$ol= AV optimal A go] oferuj A

9 A9sin. FeRMAge £@ o g9 ot AYoln D-optimal Aol
A-optimal Algolt}. WA o]XNY AYAHQ Af-cle ol AW e AHAYe) FY
A= 2 & Ak xo] ARG ROl Pk FAo] old Aol o] AVAYE] BE

LG ZidE 4 flok o] Aol FeRuAYe] x—x7t 0] obd ®m olyg o2
o = Adizke BAPe] Uuk o HF9-o wmE 93te] Buonaccorsit 0| xy=7o|T &
Aol oy=1¢0 x°] ALA R thall A n=202 wle] ZALH AV optimal Al¥o] x=1c4A 7
A, x=10914 1348 #Fsi= Agolada AAEYT. o] AYL r—xy=—0.150]1
s3=18.459] T}l B48 et o)A x—xp7} (0] ohlmz 23 ulo|xgt A 8o
olin| Baol x,=6.85% ALARE sl x—xp7t 0] HE2 o] wr}t wjol x|t AY
o gtk o] FUAY ABAYl x=6.859 AR E] diEINE  x—xy=00]x
$5=18.42759] tjzQ) EAL v

A9 o] APA"Ye AP PES FHN o] =R vmde APAYL e g}
Z ARAY 3] n=2001" x,=(1,10)9) /87 R P} nol F5olW FURujA YL
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3l Aold 4 glov] wWatA n=21%] Aol dsiA 39 bAd e dEs Hadc

t]Z1¢l 1: Hunter and Lamboy(1981)e] A@AZe=zA x=(1,1.2.2,...,10,10)0]%,
x=5.5, x—x,=0, s2= 2(x;~x)%/n=8.257} "},

gA9l 2 gerdmAgezs x=(1....1,10,...1001% x=5.5, x—x=0, s;=20.25
7b Rk Birol 552 xo] ALAEEA g wlolXet Aolw FAlel AV optimal,
D-optimal, A-optimal Al&e] 7= 3}

tziel 3 gFol x=70li 4ol a=1% x°) AHAEEN g 2AHH AV optimal A
o2 x=1d14 77, =104 1348 BAste AZoln x—x=—0.15, si=18.45
7} Btk ApRg o] F3kel F4lol obd Ag-olw Tl 49 wlwgch

T]AkQl 4: tjRkel 3tk wlol ¢t A s F AYozM EYHoze tARI 37 #
o] x=101A 7T, x=10°01A 13742 BT AbAHEFO] x,=6.85013L x—xy=0,

s2=18.42757} "}
olg] APAYL vmst=d WL TERS %S 52 Hunter and Lamboye] Alge=
HE AR @e AR = 2=2, a=Ee]=6.19, b=E[8]=0.9873,
= Var(e)=0.07201t}. tlAQ 3elx ALEE dh= Var(x)=1& TF22 AMg31 et

Bel AFARA diot 29l Fe ez Add 01, 05 19 Fo njm.
orA oA AW Kim(1988)2] wlolxgt ARARL x,9 BF (a, N ARAEES 474
FExl 7o Axoltt (a, B AAREEZHN HARA locally uniform FEE AT 73
So gAME 9o AIFAYSe ulast st o2 98 (a,p)9 AFEXE ST
2ol §58 4 Atk (a, A2 likelihoodi=
L(a, Adata, x,) o expl— 2—102 > [yi—a—BCri—x0)]%] 23)
olil (e, )9 AARIEE A4olnz (e A AFEEE likelihood®] HEe] 245
BVN([/‘« ,oz[X'X]") (2.4)
Hg
ole B 4 QUi o] oW PR R4E gy o] Fydd

2= o E(x,-—xo)z
“ nZ(xi—xo)z—[E(xi"xo)]z
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0% = znoz 2
nZ(xi“xo) —[2(x; —xp)]

- Z(xi -xo)
n2(x;—x)* — [ 2(x;—x9)]*

Cov(a, B) =

n 2 y:(xi—x9) —n*(x—x)y

#e= n2(xi—x0)t — [ 2 (x; —xp)]?

Be= y—pix—x)
o] ALE AFAARTANG shiAAZ 18 AFLE} o|24el REE W) gonz

FAARo st 1y 99 el 4eeyE b 23 [x-xl7h Fe APAYe] g
o) AHFRAL 2 stol 718710 e AN E Bol 9 4 UL A4E & Uk

3. AgAge vn

3.1. varjEe] A4

x/9 AHAFAE o] 43k AL Fieller(1940)9 Graybill(1976)ol A= o] Ut} o] AZ)73h
< Cekal 34 ol {FTIY 5 AX FFTRY 4 U O B B oMY
282 Co Aold suge &8 F@uoltk. C/t F@wzle] @ B82S Asssan s
A RAFEE Var )& AA slok 0] o] 71Fel oMz RFAY oA oFekLu) A
Yol HAAFYYo] LA Ut

Buonaccorsi(1986) accuracy curve

P(xy) = Plxgixpd) = Pr(OF %2 23| AA% = 2, AEAY =4d)

€ Asto] AT CE Ho xy=x9 7Hde] AdEe x9 7oz dMee xy=x, 2
W Plrp) =1—FAFF ol xp#x,018 Plxy)) =Pr(type Il ervor)7t H22 o] W P(x)E
HAZSIE R st Aol A2kl Sk o] =& ooiA BrtA AEAYe Px)E
2 Fo a3A nasrlie siYed o B4 Fsta] FrRujAlYo] AV optimality &
RWAF7|x sy 22y} accuracy curveoll @ wlmolA 9] AAAYe) 9= x0] T
B4 @M RoER AA vmaIE A0 4 Qo Buk ol Hlo]X|¢ AYelMe
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x7b 22 ARAGFe 2 O gl M xo) EX5L uiFA Hog U9 idez A8d

4+ 1A =k
Bayesian estimator®} classical estimatorell 213 AFAHL vad £ Ues PPz

Highest Posterior Density (HPD) 732 2al@ 4 k. x5t (a, 8 dido zZt A¥AY
ol AGsuia FTEAHOZ ALSE F e AANEXE ASEo x2 HPD 7& T8t 9|
@@} o] HPD 73 AFAEE ] 43S v duz (¢ f9 AAREE} Fexs #d
B¥Ql ALl hsle] ztzt wims] Boh x0 AAREXE AFEEE aA{A, ek 4
PAYF AAM] FUEEE Fojdhd x0 Bibo] AAAM uvlae] ou7t QoA ALY
o oj2¢E Atk HPD 7H& olg-ate] AwHoz Wmat7] $3te] Monte Carlo A&
olMdl ejata] x.o] AFAEFFSE Fato] Bite] By HPD #3rel BdZel & JAEW
o

3.2. Z1AL T RALd 2] § vl

A x5 (0,09 AALEZN ATFREES Folsto] Wil A& xol AFRAe szt
2 A2 Kim(1989)8] AH3) 7122 RS o] 12 st ANE AAAYo] &
9 WA Adelml RD=E L E, [Varlx/ly, v, 018 A2stsks 71%elt. 4849
& x2 FRHM RAge AVLT A R @& 2RED xel AFLEWI £
AL Foto] FANEZ R(x)e 353420 ol8M AsEt $AHLe Simpson Tl
M 10049) A£7He AHgate] S£HED vatd AL F5Ho2 18t (0,9 AT
ANARES ALHAY. (0, ) ARLES DA Aol E2UA gol BE AL Qs <E
1>o AL o] A 24T AololAw A A FFHOE, x7h Frel T4 A& WlE
FRAY A Dl ALl 7P AT xy7h T A0 AA FE WelE A
47} 2AH AV optimal A(HA R 2e AUl Zeth U 4014 59l Wk
A A s7b e SO X—x7h 00] HeRR UENE FaART

s x—x°) FFL nol FFA Aol S A vehdth nol F5old xprh kel

A0 31 WolE FURAAYE AT 4 Yooz FeEu Fol Y Ase) WL o
el WAS weh 1 A3l gkt <E 2>ol n=21d W Phel dPAYL nlmsty
. @%F Bol 1084 WAY F A 139 YL S WA, OIS Bl 1034 )
AR F umA 139 AP v ol WA, OFF B3 FPN 2z 784 WA A
(e, /) NARE FEUA ol Bhe A2 27] Astel A A 3ol dstel vmsa
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ok o] x¢t A3l [EA 2t AF(c)e Ad@RET dFHER (a9 (b)E vwdA A

A% EAoZ 5,9 o] 2 AYD} $48 Aoz Uekyd oW
7 s, 9L o Po] we o7 malyth Kim(1988)9] Awtel ojstul
st x—x®) @ol BAIgl0] nol AaMT AR 6,=00]" nAH

n=20¢! Z$9 ¢
o,=00°1"1 R(x)
n gkl disiA s,

7t AASE R(x)7t Fagvhe 2 & 5 A, <¥ 204 A A4S BE o, BE g,

7t ooz .9 JTL Wol] W <HF I>oAME F UAgle] 5,0 o)yt =A) gomm

x—xp9] QTS W Ao RAU) o= Aol oot FAArFL HEHE HoF

Yt}
<H 1> x9 ZIQAF-E4 g APAY vlw
n=20, 0=0.2683, o6,=1, «=6.19, 5=0.9873
7] _ 714 R(x)
:'L - (XI""XZO) X0 X0 Sx 0.=0p=0.1 UaZUbZO.S 0,=0p=1.0
=] v/ %3
tAl 1 1—';;] 213 &: ] 55 0 2.8723 | 007967763 | 0.15547531 | 0.19580224
3 o‘ A
ozl 2 1 fé;l); il 55 0 4.5 0.07943695 | 0.15515455 | 0.19540110
ojz}Ql 3 LA 74, 7 -0.15 | 4.2953 | 0.08237239 | 0.15817502 | 0.19758193
v 100141 13 ] ' ) ' '
o191 4 L0 74, 6.85 0 4.2927 | 0.08204346 | 0.15783178 | 0.19732969
= 10904 139 ' ) ] ) )
<#E 2> no] E5U A xo ZIUALFRA ] o7 ARAY wim
n=21, 06=0.2683, o0y,=1, a=6.19, 5=0.9873
u _ Z1dl#4F R(x)
T % (x1,...x21) X0 XX Sx 6a=105-01 | 0,20,-05 | 001091
1578 1071#)
A8 (a) zt 29y, 55 0 4.39155 | 0.08013649 | 0.15496186 | 0.19413924
X21=H.5
15€ 10717
Al (b) Z} 2 Y, 55 02143 | 4.4949 | 0.08013065 | 0.15495381 | 0.19412497
x21=10
1, 55, 10 9l
A8 (c) 2+ 7 ﬂl i 55 0 3.6742 | 0.08020844 | 0.15505657 | 0.19425901
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3.3. HPD 3kl &% v
o] AollM 2z winthd A AIY thste] FolH APARE o3te] B4E WYATIL
7MY @AEHe A¥FARRE x2] HPD 73H2 73 Monte Carlo AlE#H ]S 4
st} APA YL viwdd. Bajuwgold BAES TSk ¥ /el 48, dAdryeld 43
# uld Ay 232 oA Fon g Pk
vi=a+p(x;—x)+e;, i=1,2,- - ,n

yr=a+p(x;—xy) t+e;

zt AYPAYel giste] FolF ApARE 2ate] BAE (¢, A FE ol&ste] AHoly
ARAT (y1,97,...90% AT o] g olgstd (e, fl AFREE 7I v|HLY
oMol x2 AARTL oFA BYAT|TL Al2E A gF WU (e, f)= AR
old ARolMel g adlz AMg-sta] AN FHAF vy 2 AMEI o] BEFRHA (e, h)
o] AIFEEE o]l FAARL $3lo] x2 AIFUEE AN o] AL AA
100719] AF7He AFS-$ Simpson 342 A&30 AE xe] AAFRE2HE HPD 7342
F e AYRAY gistel HPD 732 10003] wHE-stol 7ate} 2+ whEnith (e, )&
A2 SYANA ARSI} 10008) 9] wHE o 2 RE] ALFRA Var(xdyy, data)®) B33 HPD +
7re) FBFAolE A < 1>94 92l Monte Carlo AlE#H oA AL w227
HFSHAT. oot pol AAEEEA 142 M2EYY Ma, )2t Mb,o})E A8t 2 2
#E <E 3> Ao, 232 s} Bite] 4zt 13k AEX S LY ALEXE
ALg-dte] <F 4>ol AnE ZFstgd <E oM ded AFEXY] fxe ¢E9 4
(2.4 Aol At

<E 3>0AM A FFAFEALS <H 1>9 Al A9 ZIUAREREST Hsd 3 vl
o] Azl VAL BAFT, TR 27} FFAFEAI HPD Hadolel FHA BF ¢
#3he RelZth daAl 4= U 33 Ael 2L AARE RIEW oRe x—xmE 002
Fold BAE 2w 5,9 Facl o ukel ZwWol Mz 2gste] Uehd Fd2 B 4
Ak, LA =1, 0.5, ) (e, HA AHAFF L B4 HMSAAM A2 ZAFAME

2 e Rt (2,09 AMREXE Z9dA 2 APAYe] +548L 0,20 64 H
Jag Wo] M AL HolFH, oAL g,=00" R(xE s;\t x—x2 @l @AYl n
o oSN e AAHR o,=001" TAE n Ftel AN 5,7t ARASFE R(x)7t FLPohs
Kim(1988)2] Z7}s} 23s)e AHolth. &, A2 F&3] A ool WP Frne 70 Qo
Roltt,
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<E 4>¢ d¥ AREX Y HAdMe 9A] fal 271 $48E BodFe, gzl 471 o
29l 31tk HPD HiZolel ZHolA <zt $3x% & Fole Holx gttt (q,8)7}
locally uniform3}® o]&& o2 o,, 0,7} FouidA|g AAZ FLEX ¥ A7)7E B4
o dg-g nxoz FAid Aolrt dr} Iy orXE 0,9 @2 AE FAFEE B £
o}

E4 n (n=21)9] Ff-ol 7|QALEEAke] vlaoA g kAR (a) b) () A A9 A¥A
g2 vadtge}l. <# 559 0,9 0,2 Wsldl wE 371x] Z-$ol diF A2 RE, A (b)e
HPD #idel7} Al A% 2% 71 #A Jelgs HFAFEAe] SAdMx Agb)7 A
A% 7 5 A%A 743 A vl oA gAe] AL ER A 9] Axlel A A s
Zo|t},

design v 4
X1,..,¥%a 2 Y1, Yn
generate
(a,B) and ei
generate posterior
Ef (a,B)
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Performance of a Bayesian Design Compared to
Some Optimal Designs for Linear Calibration3

Sung Chul Kim%

Abstract

We consider a linear calibration problem,
y;= a+B(x;—x)+e;, i=12,+-,n
v,=a+8(x;—x) +e,

where we observe (x;,v;)'s for the controlled calibration experiments and later
we make inference about x; from a new observation ¥y, The objective of the

calibration design problem is to find the optimal design x= (x;, - - ,x,) that
gives the best estimates for x,

We compare Kim(1988)'s Bayesian design which minimizes the expected value
of the posterior variance of ¥, and some optimal designs from literature. Kim

suggested the Bayesian optimal design based on the analysis of the characteristics
of the expected loss function and numerical results. The suggested optimal design
is such that the average of the design must be equal to the prior mean and that
the sum of squares be as large as possible.

The designs to be compared are (1)Buonaccorsi(1986)'s AV optimal design that
minimizes the average asymptotic variance of the classical estimators, (2)D-optimal
and A-optimal design for the linear regression model that optimize some functions
of M(x)=2x;x;, and (3)Hunter & Lamboy (1981)'s reference design from their

paper. In order to compare the designs which are optimal in some sense, we
consider two criteria. First, we compare them by the expected posterior variance
criterion and secondly, we perform the Monte Carlo simulation to obtain the HPD
intervals and compare the lengths of them.

If the prior mean of x; is at the center of the finite design interval, then the

Bayesian, AV optimal, D-optimal and A-optimal designs are identical and they are
equally weighted end-point design. However if the prior mean is not at the center,
then they are not expected to be identical. In this case, we demonstrate that the
almost Bayesian-optimal design was slightly better than the approximate AV
optimal design. We also investigate the effects of the prior variance of the
parameters and solution for the case when the number of experiments is odd.

3) This work was supported by a grant No. KOSEF 951-0103-031-1 from the Korea Science and
Engineering Foundation.

4) Associate Professor, Department of Statistics, Soongsil University, Dongjak-ku, Seoul 156-743, Korea



