S 2EAATL (2010) DOI: 10.5351/KJAS.2010.23.6.1169
23(6), 1169-1178

2o AIR0IM AICS 0|88 MBS DS Mejylo
S0/ U3 ZolAs o7

orgsl!

le]l

-

ol

e ARSI S5t

J

(2010 92 4, 2010 10 AHEH)

O OF
=

B x=Ro By AR AYETRY| AL += Akaike Information Criterion(AIC)2] &-&o) tfst 70|
t}. Vaida®} Balanchard (2005)9] &3] Al¢E cAIC(conditional AIC)+= mAIC(marginal AIC)7} 92 &3}
o st 8BS B AH A NEGEA] R TS FET 5 & WHolth cAICH it o]&4 < 4
A3} A2 Liang 5 (2008)37} Greven¥t Kneib (2010)°] &J5te] A= At} cAICY] HEl= AF5 9] Fx0 <
B WA= AN AP EFRYNA Bpo] 24 282 A5 EFYY AR met B2 4 e o] ¢
Atk 712 ATl AAs BE BojAF ] 257 ¢ Aot AdEo] 2k59 B F o] AICH &A
st 23R AY e G800 of® JFE vAEA gHA YA Al B =82 A5 EFPe] Ry

| RAAFE S Fote] LolR it A5 EF o] AsiAd wet AICY A =Y

2 ok

&2 3 (Linear Mixed-Effects Models)2 A& & o] opd tfeFst o] AAAAE 7R+ A
AL 5 e ule 583 A BYolt). o2 vEEA gy 2 A5dAE &5
=500] ohv] E £U RTE AAA 9] ujRol et APLIE 48T - ok o
FRYL JdoEI(random effects)E o]§3te] A5 E 7 thgFst FHAAAE AH
15l A SAA 222 BAEA(ANOVA; Analysis of Variance)2] Al33%t
A |4 AlZ= 9o Hartley?} Rao (1967)°) 98] = 341bwio] A oks] WA
et 4 v 2 Axbg o] JeksE o] Yt} (Harville, 1977; Searle 5, 1992; Jiang, 2009). 53
7} E#3 (unbalanced data)$l Aol i B 2Heo] 27 #H Y W] VR HAA
A MEs) ot Aol GEA Yon Anst 2L u AVE 24F 589 AL T8 9
Bto] We A7 £ o] gt (Khuri 5, 1998).
Fo17 A5 W TAH RIS 1T uf 7P FE3 S AEshy] fg ol
H (variable selection), 424 77X (hypothesis testing), X 7] (Information Criteria) 5
ohekst v o] 9lon o)E F 7P Wo] 20| 7]£ 22 Akaike Information Criterion(AIC)©

s U ogh
=2 ro

)

4 =

Lol gt O f o
ox
ok
i)
2 of

to g
i

¥

o] A7E 200081 E AeAPThEE T stE AT Aol o A7H L,
1(130-743) A& A BUET A5 90 AYtNZ 13, ALAJo) 2t EA 2}, B4, E-mail: yleeQuos.ackr
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loh

t} (Akaike, 1973). AIC+ Kullback-Leibler divergenced] &3] Heol=w T4 B¥o] A5 5 duly
Z AR dgt =5 el S5 3 By Bt A= vEE g 2Fe
2 A" duizo® FFEE JHAS 3l AR SH A=l tis A¥ERE y = XS + eollA
AICE th23} Zo] Ao}

AIC = =20+ 2(p + 1), (1.1)

o] Z N(XB,0D)el et 2aeEdsoln pe NARS WE go] Ago|rt E’?‘fé
o] Bast AEE JeER: AIC BATL 2(p + 1)02 FojAH l% A=l

X o8] Bal 62 3 AE HEE p + 10 "k B
o] Tt Byo] B3t ol Z7}6}°1 ﬁé/l ”EU 7lf°ﬂ EH‘J “éﬂii v ETh AP R EH

o2
ool
é

Ir
1>
E
~1N
rﬁ
E
Q
32
2
rO
vy
Ao
Jﬂ I
ook
o,
ﬂ
17
I,
_EL
2,
ok
for
9\_‘
ul
ol
2
X
juics
L
for "
_L
y £
o _Il)lI

the 9l EIvh Fold 2403
Blanchard, 2005; Liang 5, 2008).
AP EFgR 301]/‘1 mAICS} cAICE o]-&
7 238 Afolv AA= It AIC «1

3 x]—_‘f'—L?_ A AR Ealel st 2] Bgo] #¥ X8 A9} tharia A Qo
webA AICY] Y ASH ARy Aeo] ¢ A5l EFY A of|A ofE Ao]E Hol=A]9
{13 977 Baskeh & eRolds IE9 AolE 2200 Folel dopad gl 23904 4

ARPEFEF L YEAE ol83sto] AARE ol AadAet Fx29 oldde AWE &+ o It
2 Fele okt 2ol yepd = ok
y=XB+ Za+e, (2.1)

A71H g nx 1 BEG MEOlT X nx p BYE TRET ' = (Bi,...,5,)°) Tt 4AY
otk Z& nxr BEE QYET o = (a1,...,,)0) T AARLeITh A EIH ot AFE
N(0,D(0))Z W2t FE Wsoln o Qo AT B4 D = D(0)o] that mielth. o3 M
Az Sgoln AFEE N(0,0°D)E that LAEE ool4 gtk o By solq B22
AFe Thg3t o] vehojAit.

Mrorr bl

s
=
s
1l
<
Il
N
!
N
+
Q
[ V]
~
©
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2.2. MAHSEZHOIAS AIC

AIC(Akaike Information Criterion):= Akaike (1973)°] 23] Aot RFPAEe] 7|ZFo0 2 A 28
£ Adse AA ¥R AgE w487 S8 2ed 239 ARE vetie Kullback-Leibler
divergence(K-L divergence)E W33ts RE3AEH 7|Fo|t}. X85 E A= AARI S fi(y)zh
S #Aol A A8 220 AL (o)l € V)2 B8 K-L divergence T3 o] FelHic,

KL(ft, fo) = Ei(log fi) — Et(log fy)-

K-L divergenceollA] E;(log fi)& 819 B3P} o] gl dol7] miiEel —E:(log fy)S] kol
o] Aeolx] FAsAL k= Foln I gro] ZeE AA P} 7M. mebs] FolR Bmye] A
Al 2ol 717 AEE UJERY = %o 2 4] Akaike Informationg Th23} Zro] At}

A

Al = —2F,(log f.).

2S5 g BE JUSE FAH% ) = (y) 2 2451 Akaike Informationol] T3 F4gko] AP Y
y = XB+edllNe 4 (11)9] AICoH o) $E34et REe) Bibgo] A% Helolth. APER
2o g AICE EFolA B4 9 Foll wehx F 742 A= the Fej= Ec

APEFR oA FFTh B Re] g mae] 240 Bilo] e AL $ETSE doadt o
slo] AR FURTFSE o] g3k PO EIIL Fo1R AREEE f(y|B, 0% a)0lE} st Y]
ate] BEE g(a|0)2} 8 2RISR 34 [ = 1(8,0,0%) % The3} o] o] AT}

1(8,6,0%) = log / 1 (418,0%, a) g(alf)da

AEE y7t APETFRY (2.1)S WETh 7PgstE Qo EFtel tistel AR FHREdSE A
X N(XB, ZDZ' + o I) & FolA 1 o] Lo AICE mAICE 4" 4 glon they} o] o
3

mAIC = 20+ 2K = 21 (5,0,6) +2 (2.3)

BE APRFPoAE Fol thgt Bolal = ) ET) o] Fatel it
B ot 23] Batel tidk Baolt). of7|M B BFAS YEllE 59 K&
o] oA Fo]Z B st B4 (parameters)] =2} ZT)

K = dim(8) + dim(6) + 1.

AYEFEYOIN L Bre] 2R ozt ol ETe GISE 28 BAlOITh WebA ol A
o mAICHY QAo T A2 E TAGA P 2 BYAAS AZOEA ABAIT, Yol
ol Tt ol %2 welshe A 7o cAICol W thew o] gojHct,

cAIC:—2l+2K=—210gf( 13,0,
=

cAICOA 2I9ETE dolane] A5k a7t Foi3
o By Bty K2 2Ast= WO MPETFRPo|A] BAPE 72 97} ©
Ath= 714 stell A Vaidasl Blanchard (2005) 2 38te] A|A= 9 om K = p=Z 3FH p= o3 2o

Aoy,
-1
X'X X'z X’
e - P I 4| T
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mlm

714 D, = D(0)/0%0]™ BH] BA=Z tehls p A33ke] 228 o33k § = E(yl6,0,4)
A5 HE AR S § = Hiy= Jebd o) A 3§€(pr0360t10n matrix) 3 FAFS Hy 9 trace©)
( & 2% p= [ X(X'X) X = p= J
3t Aot aldaﬂ- Blanchard (2005)% © vtolrp @x13ke] BAl o2& mET B4
ot} 7}A 8-S uf Akaike Informationd] T8t ERZAZF cAICE 3 K& k23

kd

fo

r-h:

(INAE?

_aa—p-1) n(p+ 1)
K‘(n—pxn—p—m(”“)*(n_ =9 (2.6)
H vob7h Bk vl & FAd ok k= A S (2008)3} Greven¥} Kneib

ol
(2010)¢l ©J3te] A<t ME}. Llang S (2008)f| A= BAH
2E3= £A3Y K& v 2ol Attt

A7NA i AR S AE § = X3+ Zao) z'awﬁ %aolu}. Liang 5 (2008)8] £33 K
= * 2 AT % glont AR AsurEe viie] Bestug AL Azt gl
g+ ©do] 9t} Grevend} Kneib (2010)-2 Liang 5 (2008)° $AE KE S84 njEye &
o] FAIS AAFFF o 1 FEj7) v BRsicl. 3 Grevend Kneib (2010)% ESCE
2yPMee] 2x2 AR A A= mAIC7} Akaike Informationol] th3lt BHZZA ko] o}
o}

i)
BUA

3. 229 AI=20] tjst 2oj2dd

Lk

A7t BEFEO 7Aoo EigR) et 249 e 73 259 A% ttaga 2EA ok
(Searl 5, 1992; Khuri 5, 1998). AIC] el 739 #Lel SAA T AICE HAE 27
Fo| Foolug 7 58 AR Fxo| JFL WL A0 GH Ak mep AFEFRY
Aegol 22Y ARY A 79 Asol vlwste] ofd the ol Yo e A77 Btk 7
F Amot B9Y ARIMY B4 FAY B Aol o] BA O uladhs el ZFedhAw (Khuri
5, 1998), B A e oA Aol Bo|AFS Fato] vl Zlo] ga 7kt g eltt

Zhwl 2@yo] 2y ey 3

FEH (M) Q) EBRHY (M,)0] Aol thate] 2o U
MQA WA A2 ot 2

My yi; = p+ e, Ms @ yi; = p+ a; + ey,

A7NM i =1,2,..., 1013 j =1,2...,J;0l8] AA A5 e n =3, Jiolth. YAEH} a; & A2
S¥eln Fo] 00]1 #ake] 725 LE}EL eI 2 e T3 AZ E] o]l HFo] 00]3L
Bake] 0?5 way o gtels Zolth. By MoolA BAMIE 7271 001d 23 M, 3} 5 U3t
23 M9l BLolE mAICS cAICT7F 5 Y8y AICE the3} 2t}

1 J;
AIC = nlog 27 + nlogé” —|— Z y”— 2 +2(1+1).
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yi ~ N(uls,, Vi), Vi=o’ly +7°1;1), (3.1)

4714 1,5 RE A47h 191 J x 1 WE ol I, xele] 1,2l elfidolth. webd B8 Moo
# mAICE T3} o] Fol A},

mAIC = Sy — )V e — ada) 200+ 141). (32)

2] (3.2)2] mAICo|A B89 Batwo] tist A4 K = 3
22 o]20jRA B4 A4 Folxw 22 UJEHL]_ HLA
23 Maoll thdt cAICE that Zo] FolXth

o ol= FB7 ut T AY BEAAR 23
w9 FAX G A Gl WA =

I
. 1 i
cAIC = nlog2n 4+ nlog6° + 52 E E yij — fi — Gy)° + 2K, (3.3)

o714 delate] ASA] 4= that 2o FoXinh

T _ A
W(yi, - ,u).
Ji
Vaida2} Blanchard (2005)94 AQHE cAIC (3.3)2] K+ 4] (2.6)F FojAH oJu] p = 19|31 p= T}

23} o] 2RwT).

Qi =

714
2 Ji Go = Z Z
Vi JT2+(§'27 0 - Vi, Vi
BAGE 24 g oist 4] EFAAS 183 Grevend}t Kneib (2010)2] cAICOIA 43
KE Qe 88Rd MyolA thesh o] Folarh
nin—p-—1) . n(p+1) B AT
K— + + BGAWy, 3.4
r-pm-r-3 TV G -p=2) v (34
0:17]/ﬂ y/ - yllzy/7'-'7y/1) X = 1n7 Z'L\f ?:}9/];5;_:11]' Oéoﬂ ‘;} 12%27 V = (['fl _TQZZ//02)7
A=VT o VIX(XVEX) XYL W = 22, G = 2y Ay)y AW A (4 AW Ay)y’ A]e] v B
e 2tk

B=- (y/Ay)2 tr (WV_1WV_1) — ' AW Ayy' AW Ay + 2y (AW AW A)yy' Ay.

ROAPS S5kl Folxl BYPoA WA 7F 2w A £ I ¢F WES JE Ak v
o2 F AFA M n = 1[I TR 5 £ A%} 24F WES LS AFATEA 27
< S7HIAA T8 AmolAY AICS E&I} vudth uA B po= 02% 3t 240 T4
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ol

= 3.1. 272% Atz &
23 I J A n oA 9] wHE
5 3 33333
1 5 3 EFY I 15 22344
5 273 11 22236
5 3 55555
2 5 5 2791 25 33577
5 311 233512
7 3 5555555
3 7 5 E7F I 35 3355577
7 3 10 22346612
5 3 10 10 10 10 10
4 5 10 =7d 1 50 661014 14
5 3 1 3691220
10 &3 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
5 10 10 2791 100 4468812121416 16
10 310 2448881014 20 22
I 3.2. cAICOIA 289 X & po| (o2 =1)
- T2
=% 24 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
3 1.92 2.50 3.18 3.57 3.82
1 =731 1.90 2.45 3.12 3.51 3.76
273 1I 1.86 2.39 3.05 3.44 3.69
3 2.33 3.00 3.67 4.00 4.20
2 2431 2.27 2.92 3.57 3.91 4.12
&3 11 2.15 2.75 3.40 3.75 3.97
T3 3.00 4.00 5.00 5.50 5.80
3 E7y 1 2.94 3.92 4.90 5.41 5.72
43 11 2.79 3.69 4.65 5.17 5.49
+3 3.00 3.67 4.20 4.43 4.56
4 B9y 1 2.92 3.57 4.12 4.36 4.50
311 2.79 3.42 3.98 4.24 4.40
! 5.50 7.00 8.20 8.71 9.00
5 E7d1 5.24 6.68 7.91 8.47 8.79
T3 11 5.00 6.39 7.63 8.22 8.57

2= 12 3gATIE 2R e AR 648 THSATH? = 00,01, 0.2, 04, 0.6, 0.8). 7
29) A9 4 19 WS JE E 3100 ekt 9% 5709 23e A4 2 2ol Hhatel 1)

o 79 A, 4] BFY AR 13 18 nestdch. 279 I 4R P27t 8P 1 PRuTh 2
Fol o Aok AASAG. T B Q] B4 70] 0019 A5 BFFRG (M) o] AR
o3 Qo) o] B4k 770] ozm 2 Qe ALY (My)o] AARYoILk. Ahszel F4of o9 ke
2 4 (290 FoI9 2] 2340 0T 321 8 RE 2

el

£ 3100 A48 et ek 2
£ 93 grka Agsa 1 7‘%,%3 AD AT p he A2 & 17 BoHAAT w7
AQ%5% 27 Dok W Felee AL Ane] 2FYYl FAUEET p g ol
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I 3.3. mAICE AFRE [l 28 M, = Mels 2t2(100091 22|48, o2 = 1)

- T
=% 44 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
o3 0.044 0.101 0.153 0.254 0.324 0.450
1 2791 0.048 0.071 0.151 0.228 0.341 0.405
B4 10 0.054 0.095 0.121 0.231 0.318 0.405
a3 0.030 0.118 0.221 0.434 0.551 0.651
2 £ 1 0.042 0.130 0.226 0.354 0.467 0.622
¥ 11 0.035 0.114 0.212 0.334 0.448 0.568
Ei 0.029 0.148 0.328 0.560 0.712 0.798
3 =731 0.025 0.141 0.320 0.528 0.624 0.773
31 0.030 0.154 0.304 0.492 0.663 0.755
=3 0.045 0.242 0.435 0.715 0.782 0.866
4 E791 0.028 0.209 0.412 0.651 0.750 0.845
Eig i 0.031 0.226 0.408 0.616 0.746 0.830
Eig:) 0.048 0.422 0.726 0.909 0.976 0.991
5 ETd I 0.038 0.422 0.714 0.901 0.963 0.975
3 11 0.038 0.376 0.690 0.886 0.948 0.976
E 3.4. Vaida?} Blanchard (2005)2| cAICE ARSI 28 M, S MEISt SH2(1000¥ 22/AH, o2 = 1)
- 7'2
=% A 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Eige:) 0.248 0.302 0.406 0.531 0.580 0.710
1 E7Y 1 0.218 0.303 0.391 0.498 0.601 0.660
273 11 0.206 0.282 0.374 0.454 0.569 0.632
Ei 0.243 0.406 0.540 0.716 0.806 0.848
2 7Y 1 0.216 0.401 0.500 0.645 0.751 0.835
3 11 0.188 0.352 0.455 0.616 0.679 0.792
=3 0.224 0.470 0.647 0.785 0.880 0.932
3 2731 0.251 0.472 0.665 0.804 0.845 0.903
o438 10 0.206 0.471 0.593 0.766 0.848 0.903
Eig] 0.228 0.600 0.744 0.886 0.921 0.955
4 Evd I 0.188 0.572 0.719 0.869 0.902 0.957
¥ 11 0.221 0.550 0.698 0.824 0.894 0.937
3 0.330 0.772 0.918 0.980 0.998 0.997
5 =7y 1 0.305 0.778 0.914 0.972 0.986 0.992
310 0.276 0.728 0.890 0.982 0.992 0.996

Fol7 Ame] PES} BANES o831 BEAE AT R packaged] B4 Ine) 0% BHL
AFA AT A 23y it (i) 4 (3.2)9 m o] g% o] e, (ii) Vaida®} Blan-
chard (2005)9 A4 AAH A (2.6)2] BEAHTS o] &3t B3] AMeH| (iii) Grevend} Kneib (2010) A4
AQtE A (3.4)9] B o]g3t By AHE 7 35 29l AEARY (M) =

L o JojHdARYS AT
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I 3.5. Greven} Kneib (2010)2] cAICZ AIRE T} 2& M, = ME{St 2E(10008 Do|AE, o2 = 1)
2

_ T
=% <A 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
o3 0.188 0.234 0.326 0.446 0.500 0.638

1 2731 0.154 0.218 0.307 0.414 0.534 0.590
=7y 11 0.132 0.200 0.260 0.378 0.495 0.552

@3 0.128 0.284 0.402 0.604 0.738 0.773

2 i 0.139 0.268 0.363 0.511 0.642 0.766
T3 I 0.104 0.234 0.350 0.509 0.589 0.711

o3 0.116 0.331 0.502 0.682 0.836 0.880

3 =731 0.140 0.300 0.516 0.694 0.776 0.858
3 11 0.106 0.314 0.438 0.652 0.788 0.864

3 0.098 0.425 0.570 0.815 0.874 0.916

4 =731 0.100 0.382 0.565 0.774 0.848 0.914
T3 II 0.102 0.398 0.568 0.748 0.846 0.896

@3 0.136 0.601 0.826 0.943 0.985 0.992

5 E7HI 0.136 0.612 0.822 0.940 0.982 0.991
T3 I 0.102 0.520 0.808 0.958 0.974 0.990

3 zpolE 3R] grh mAICE o] 83t Ry A= L xu]AA (likelihood ratio test)S] Z7ke};
u]> WM ab AA| Akaike Information®] A o|AE mAICE 22 R3S AE 3= 7 o] (bias) 7} S

t} (Greven3} Kneib, 2010).
S AR 5o gt =

3.5% CGreven®} Kneib (2010)2] cAICE AFEHS w] B33t 23S AEd g5 of
ZA7to|th. mAICS} cAICE o] &8 L8} ul<:3t 4 al
Vaida$} Blanchard (2005)9] cAICE AL AQHTE ZojEgith o= EAARR 729

240 o
3 BHUAS WG] AL AN Aoltt. F shA cAICE AHSF A BFYS w37}
3 4Bk FHA AR AA RHS A FEo| Aobt AFL AT 5 Yk
4. 22

|
sho] Qohiy] fete] AR EEYol BYAH el WAL G R YL Fje] dor e,
A5.9] 279l Aol Wek AICe] 2A% BE YA PYo] BAT RYS Aeshe HFo| &
oHE 2

g4
AT Ed BARE 24T B0

~
o
=
=
lo
ok
i
o
N
i
lo
oL
i
5
uj
%
o

L)
ro,
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S 2

Simulation Study on Model Selection Based on
AIC under Unbalanced Design in Linear Mixed
Effect Models

Yonghee Lee!

!Department of Statistics, University of Seoul

(Received September 2010; accepted October 2010)

Abstract

This article consider a performance model selection based on AIC under unbalanced deign in linear mixed
effect models. Vaida and Balanchard (2005) proposed conditional AIC for model selection in linear mixed
effect models when the prediction of random effects is of primary interest. Theoretical properties of cAIC
and related criteria have been investigated by Liang et al. (2008) and Greven and Kneib (2010). However,
all of the simulation studies were performed under a balanced design. Even though functional form of
AIC remain same even under the unbalanced deign, it is worthwhile to investigate performance of AIC
based model selection criteria under the unbalanced design. The simulation study in this article shows how
unbalancedness affects model selection in linear mixed effect models.

Keywords: Linear mixed effect models, unbalanced design, AIC, model selection.
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