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Abstract
As a certain job is repeatedly done by a worker, the outcome comparative to the effort to complete the job
gets more remarkable. The outcome may be the time required and fraction defective. This phenomenon
is referred to a learning-curve effect. We focus on the parametric modeling of the learning-curve effects on
count data using a logistic cumulative distribution function and some probability mass functions such as a
Poisson and negative binomial. We conduct various simulation scenarios to clarify the characteristics of the
proposed model. We also consider a real application to compare the two discrete-type distribution functions.
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tion function, maximum likelihood method.

1. M2

dutd oz EH AP dxajdtie AL 1 ZAYGed FYs= =8 vj8) AEs = AU 2o T
At AS Yrgtt. &, 583 Folu ARY w8E 59 SA% IAYE FASE 20 A
g Sloll A WHE A o2 433l HW 27| ARG 9= AFE VY ojdez A Huke AL 9
sttt EA 2}l vtE-S Tl Qux} e A 3 AHEHQUA SHoE Aoksle] Ayt
ol HW, 2EE o8 AL £EL =2 & 5 Atk A 2EE o83 & HHEROZ A
PLAFE £ T, T2 £F 0|39 XAIA 7T = e oF st o8] dFEso] Bt 53
A UERE = A& Aotk ol AFEL & G SAHH = LAY & o)F ] &
Z3H HE F§HEFY 745, Aees of 53 22 FHZ YA "k B8 e 5 aAFE F
2 HEEe dgorE a2k B oo Ui SASE FU1E 4 Qo BdsiA dysictd
A2 §4 el st SAET S7MEEE A8 AT ] AWt o2 = AAaSH Al &
o]Fo #E3A H= FAY FA F2 AT r SojEA 2 Zolth o]} o] BT Y& A=
347 SESE FYS 2 8E Solak B & AYE IA Ha 54 43E 7] F8 T4
E =0 284 ke S € 5 k. 599 ARt dlat s eas o] d4E TG
A1 & F}(learning-curve effects)’ 2kl A 2393 th
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FF5FA R AFAE HAE THRE AFHEFL THEUF)E oA%LA Bkl wet AR H]
g =2 vhjge] AAE M2 5 Uk dE B, 79 FHITY FF 2 J90E B e
9] ¥ RS T SHUES} £ ATE2 HHBAE ZA AN A A= v
A BAE A A ole T NEFAETRE R RololA] HBHE BASY F Shfolth. of
<8 AgFEEol ¥ YARIFsHEoF 5 Tt RokollA S5 AEINE FAF FHAA FEEa
Zb stk (Back, 2008; Hong, 2007). %< Sha=Aaste] theh o ghfofel Ao #go] &3] o] F
A gt ARD e B 4LE ol gdlo] B4 ABAS) AZES TN/ A o}
wele] £2 w0 Agdo] olFolul A} Stk Han 5 (0112 HAREAnger 7D o5
THEHE Bl $EAF7F AN BRAL 0|83 ALAASEY SR BEE LA
=1y ot AP A FA|< (laparoscopic radical

prostatectomy) 9] F=&AQAI7HE o8 F7H(phase) 5tal o] FHEY FEAITHE v Ek]
SEFAENT vebgES Felskqdnt. E3F Park 012)& A3 sEol that SHa=7t Aoldh
oJg] gt Ha] 28-S 0|83 JdEAE ST AEAE vWEaAl SFALh Jeff 5 (2014)L
BES o83 A AAled seAlZtel tal SteAdads ATt o] fex o sk ool A <]
stEIA RIS FL3 =R Jaffe 5 (2009), Pruthi 5 (2008), Hayn %5 (2010), Schreuder 5
(2010), Chen 5 (2007) So] 9t}
FHAEAE 5AH 2o APHA B AR E3 o]
2] Al (F2 4F) AFE HEHeE #5% oY
SR ETE TEAU Choi (2013)€ 5
iiof st AR E RS SHslck ol A5 EolS L
7]_ s} 574]7(4 1:1630 7(']’6]—0}._']7__ 3—4%
H Ao A= Choi (2013)9] &7
A d 02 BrhehaAt ek
A AARZEA B o2 Figure 1.1-2 19953 1295 E 2012d 12€71A] AFdd<lo] ¢l
F vhol g2 el AL o] Fololth B AToA B /AL WMo Fej ST 2
s} clalael Reolc 24 A3 ats) 2] Aol A 5% ol Fol s
4 e 5% 5 FATE WY £ 5] ojo] AP £ Ak AW FAH o= o)
?6}— Zo] g4 odvh. wEbA AAARREA A= 3 71HE St HA% 01*&%
7HaA wg (%4)7} A 2 iﬁl»— AL 1A ARE e
s Agehd AR Aot x5

or 1__ 'E
P2 Ft —‘%%_‘—% EEL 4 %iOUE 33 ol ol e Az 2‘%%@

=
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TAENE AP Bk, o]% A AASo] MeiS Bt b 2ok 1) 27] AR 3
WA 2) AEIAAA IR0l AP ABAAS B WAL ) AFILEA 2
o SHY7lZ o=t WA, T3 4) FHFAETE Dojuks 71Kk Figure 119 39, I3
37 AR B AAS BeAo R 20004 2802 2 4 9u, A7l IS e A

20109 A2, 27 AIAS BF WAL 12902, 723 44710 HolE Aol
WAL 1001402 4 & Ak webd SETHET el SEE o AU AR
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Figure 1.1. The number of death due to human immunodeficiency virus(HIV) from 1995 to 2013(216 months)

sto] Shale masleka, Al 3%
3t AP Al Apg ol Al 270l A 470
dEAH BYE @?ﬂu}. uwz}zi xﬂ pgANE A8 9 oz g tha dolrh

Aoz 10d Arolng MREL 2006d 2gog ol4e & gtk Fold Ard) g olsh 2L o
o4 BL 52 BYHE ol Hrp AFA 0 JojruA dir}
B =2 £AE T ﬂvr A 23 14 A o

|

29 e F/HETE AQS THoh= 485 = ATe] asta Ao A w4
s ade & 4 Aok wEkA k7)ol 7‘4015% T oA o WY FFaAT Atk
A stollAle ditdor SA FE) &2 JSA Y FAE 3’—‘74@_} T Utk &
7+ HAE FA AR EY7MEA B 7 Fobsith) ok
st} stet. o] & 93 o]4ky F-EH 3 (discrete probability dlstrlbutlon) Z 183 H&=d ol
Zoj| 4] FolEZ (Poisson distribution; PO)2} &0]3H2 3 (Negative binomial distribution; NB)Z
B2 228832 (logistic distribution)®] &2 Z 3> (cumulative distribution function) & ©]&
sto] Sg=AEde) AA BYE Agetaat ot

o rlr b
7& o
o

2.1. 01XKY RiZo| 88 2%

S9N B B G AL BASE EolERES e BB ARL ¢ = 1., T H7 AF
tAe] WA X, B AT 1, Q) EolSREE whas theT Lo] EANT

XtNPO(‘LLt), Xt:0,172,...70<,[1«t<00.
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Je)a1 oz o] -5 8sk(probability mass function)E T3} Zth
e—Ht Tt
g(me|pe) = xtl'lt , x:=0,1,2,.... (2.1)

SolGREANN mA JFo] Dol WS A5 ASE X, 2k sl A APYARA Vb Vi = X, +
mol Btk X, & AH§E SO PRI HE AT the} 2ol LTk 0 < p, < 19} th3te]

[(z¢ +m)

g(wt|pt,m):m v(1—p)*t, x:=0,1,2,.... (2.2)

AN, pre AR 1l 4B HEIh A (223 2o] EPE Sol|FREL WASE B
E3 4 @1)she 2ol 43UES Bz A €
P A5 FUY FElY B5E 2| FREANNE A =
Stk BF WASE B(X) = et Y, ABHEL po= m/(m + p)= ERY 5 Yk
ogrEe] FFAFFSE 4 (23)% ol EBHL X, ~ NB(u) 2 Lrehct.

m T
g(x¢|pe, m) = Lz +m) ( m ) ( s ) , x:=0,1,2,.... (2.3)
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A17gol] AAE SA PEjo] FME 7HA = A5 (Figure 1.1 Fx)oA HFH o2 FA38la17} 3= A
< Ao AAE tllA Y H WS, wEA Choi (2013)& wE th=9] 4] B4 k!
TEHE BTk 1) Ssa A 2As] A, 27IAI-NA S B HL"'4/\(91) 2) ExA9

47} A o]F, F AAHTVIE HoE o]F AR Ha DE(02), 3) 7] AlHANAY B
Aot A A Ho A9 Hd DB BEE (61 + 62)/28 A Wi AJH(0s), TE|AL 4) T
SIAERY 7170 B8 HEA(01). wEtA BEAATE 1we(0)2F 2ol vehd & Sl

& 0 = (01,00,03,04) 2 F33A Bk 714, 0 < 61 < 60| FHF DT 1:(0)E Aolsa
A(2.4)2 EAH}

ut(G) =0, + (02 — 91)F(t|93, 04) (2.4)

A7IA, ()2 delel A 18] FAREGS |tk B AFNAE Choi (2013)04] A 2 2
sEREY LAREPSE TEFHAA Bk o) F AW TheT L 1 (0)S BAE A Eol
SEZ 5o YRR WA 5 Utk

10(8) = 01 + (02 — 01)F (1|05, 00) = 01 + (62 — 01) {1 +exp (-t ;493)} o (2.5)

BERE FASS] A FAA RS FEFL olF B3 49 AlHAAY B HAAS
ue(0)5 FARsA} gty &, 4 (2.5)00A4 AAE 05 FAsoF St o] H3 B OE‘?OH Ae &
! < ARt HAYeERgHS %LTJ

£ Z2A% T A5 AALE FUFstr] A E—’F% 3= ol
function; L) T+ ZI19 %38 (log-likelihood function; [ ASE
SUAE oApal maE A7 A BE 0E re

H (maximum likelihood estimation method

Elﬁ
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o
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Table 3.1. Scenarios considered in the simulation studies

0 Scenario

. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9.
01 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
02 5 5 5 10 10 10 20 20 20
03 30 40 60 30 40 60 30 40 60
04 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5

method)& AHESHIA} BTk FE-ASWH L WA 2GS AT F, 0he WA 24G, 5 rwA
9873} o1 GA (1AL 07 9] Aol ALl ol WA A FAE WRACR A
Bk

o>J
o
rE

8" —gh | [I(r—l)]_l aD

3714, ut 23] FAF(score statistic) o], I+= 3|42l AR P H (Fisher’s information matrix) o]
th x = (z1,22,...,27) B @ l, 235 o3 2t}

T
1(0]x) = In L(0]x) :lnH (ze|pe (6 Zlng (e e (0
t=1
e BH‘(Delta method)% ]—%3]-0:] B4o] Aol st 2AME H o (mean) ¥} 24k (variance) S

:_4 (‘Z‘;:) ( )+2Z(a/”> (a“t)cm(ez,e)

Aol AIF ¢t = 1,2,...,7 98] ped 100 x (1 — )% 2AFE A8+ 7H asymptotic confidence
interval)2 o537} o] T HHC}.

A 23 AHE A5FAETY FAH 2P 4SS B Bae) 9BS FAA5] A3 me
A4S AASATH Table 3.1 2 A7olA 2eG ole BAY Avteleclth o8 B3 & 4
S15ol, S WAo] Mol AHolAe] Ha WAL 6,9 SR T ARFL Julsht 0,8 o
o QER A4Sk Choi (2013)041% SEI7 ] o1 ZAAGANNY B 25
0,91 S5 FAe) EL AEES TGP 0.5 ole] 4Fo2 APPstdnh metA o AFelA B
Ag A} 0@ Avel moUY AT FYsel BYS AT B4 9P 5 AYsaA @
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3.1. 2o|Ad Hx}

2ol age) TAH AR thevh 2k B mAe] B 60 = (B10, 020, 00, 020) = EHT
t}.

1) gole) A ¢t =1,..., 7 tisl 1u(00)E ALY F,

1:(00) = 610 + (020 — 010) F(t]030, 040)-
2) SA DolA ARG AIE ¢ =1,..., T et 1 (60) 5 ©l-83ste] 54 gERX2HE 2377
T BA A=, (xM,x?, ... xPHE Qoa4deict = b=1,..., B th3t]

x(®) = (:ngb), ... ,ng), . ,ng’)) .
o7 A, xib) ~ Poisson(u:(00)) T (b) ~ NB(ut(6o)) °ITh.
3) WA 24 AL BAS) ARl SeRAaT] FAX RYL Ao 54 2R 744
SE2HH d& FAHATAE e R H, T4 (median), EFH}(standard deviation; SD)E

AT i = 1,2,3,40] tis) 2] EEBAE obelgl 2ol Vepiry,

N3

SD; =

(- )2,

| =
M=

(3 -

o
Il

1

A71A, 60 viA AR RE AL 0,9 FAZT, 6 = (1/B)Y L8

4) A 3)2] AHAE o] 83t 2] 100 X (1 — )% A E A A1FF7H empirical confidence interval) S
Aksitt, A8 A A= F2 w) Advitt 92 BAY o5 AEete] AMSShe o T 2
o] >

({ﬁt}(wf;)-a),{ﬁt}(@“)(l,%))) : (3.1)
AN, {Hi} i e jHA SAEAF eIt Ee, FA AFH T o) o]

ok
o
30,
k0

—

<m(5)—Z% Var(u:(8)), 11:(8) + Z5 vAarwt(@))). (32)

Table 3.1 A|AlE 97]9] RJHH Alupg] o] tfste] T = 100, B = 1992, gol@FENA ) 45
AsE m = 10022 A48t

2o 9%e] ARE Bl A R A §olEL AURTLA Bk EolbREo)N AT 2
28 TolARE, SOlPRIANN QYYD ABE SIFAEE 12} JoBth. £ Eops 1Y
o B2E PG} BOFEEE MEE A0% R BAH RYon, S0 RYL BEH BAS
SOl PRES et A0 PP BAH RYOR 247} Aotk Table 329 718 SEME 2
B4 273 B B2AE Utk Table 3.2 Fol5ARE Tols R, So|FARE &
o/ mPo| AFA A}E A3 glek. Figure 3.1} Figure 3.2 1] me 15722 thehia 9)
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Table 3.2. Estimation results obtained from the true models

S 0 00 Poisson model Negative binomial model
Mean Med SD SEM Mean Med SD SEM
01 1 0.947 0.973 0.321 0.366 0.927 0.917 0.352 0.357
1 02 5 5.028 4.990 0.327 0.318 5.029 5.026 0.341 0.327
03 30 30.177 30.143 3.018 3.527 30.276 30.289 2.979 3.227
04 5 4.846 4.822 2.196 2.897 4.772 4.400 2.723 2.865
01 1 0.946 0.971 0.261 0.249 0.937 0.940 0.279 0.274
9 02 5 4.994 4.999 0.345 0.354 5.061 5.047 0.358 0.382
03 40 39.877 39.820 2.933 3.047 40.187 40.033 3.162 3.121
04 5 4.826 4.763 2.538 2.520 5.370 4.775 3.210 2.618
01 1 1.000 1.007 0.190 0.166 0.967 0.965 0.182 0.166
62 5 5.105 5.048 0.568 0.541 5.075 4.983 0.536 0.524
3 03 60 60.825 60.434 3.453 3.258 59.963 59.497 3.445 3.190
04 5 4.841 4.509 2.755 2.406 4.731 4.302 2.976 2.330
01 1 0.960 0.970 0.342 0.368 0.931 0.952 0.329 0.377
4 02 10 10.017 9.997 0.439 0.439 10.037 10.036 0.449 0.462
03 30 30.023 29.852 1.744 1.699 29.954 30.069 1.781 1.722
04 5 5.017 4.797 1.565 1.497 5.100 5.083 1.504 1.540
01 1 0.988 0.979 0.245 0.248 1.014 1.016 0.255 0.252
02 10 10.042 10.007 0.472 0.484 10.023 10.030 0.509 0.503
> 03 40 39.975 40.056 1.937 1.652 39.553 39.827 2.481 1.692
04 5 4.911 4.745 1.476 1.338 4.802 4.837 1.434 1.371
01 1 0.991 0.979 0.152 0.166 0.989 0.992 0.173 0.167
02 10 10.117 10.113 0.640 0.671 10.016 9.998 0.648 0.693
6 03 60 60.162 60.061 2.009 1.844 60.001 59.764 1.819 1.890
04 5 5.036 4.875 1.356 1.314 4.949 4.826 1.429 1.330
01 1 1.002 1.023 0.365 0.381 0.952 0.944 0.423 0.388
. 02 20 20.003 19.976 0.601 0.613 19.991 20.014 0.685 0.670
03 30 29.993 30.051 1.048 1.062 30.000 29.919 1.123 1.125
04 5 4.952 4.878 0.906 0.876 5.030 4.976 0.961 0.916
01 1 0.953 0.944 0.257 0.251 0.946 0.977 0.265 0.251
02 20 20.032 20.007 0.640 0.677 20.014 20.005 0.736 0.739
8 03 40 40.052 40.004 1.043 1.074 39.969 39.935 1.095 1.142
04 5 5.031 5.067 0.826 0.802 4.999 4.939 0.893 0.836
01 1 0.998 0.998 0.184 0.167 0.986 0.988 0.173 0.168
02 20 20.095 20.020 0.853 0.907 20.099 20.147 0.995 0.995
9 03 60 60.039 60.081 1.115 1.159 59.996 59.989 1.290 1.251
04 5 4.907 4.869 0.733 0.762 4.985 4.895 0.785 0.807

S., scenario; 6, parameter vector; Op, true parameter vector; Med, Median; SD, standard deviation; SEM,

mean of standard errors.

7 2pgol el F 23 (true model)& &3 B9, AlLp2] Lol AEQlol B AT 2 4 =
@t Al At s SR 4 Qlnh 3 B RG] dEde AviEd, 240 5

Axel Fi FELA7L ol FARR A v loh 23 059 WEdo] the Bl HlsH
2 Ao® veht A4 A7 sl 43S UL J5e & 5 Atk EoRSARE Eokk B
ol AgAIZ A AT tisf, Autel2 1-3E 6,71 5Ll 6571 30, 40, 6091 A2, 057+ 571t
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© Scenario 1. © Scenario 2. © o Scenario3.

Scenario 4. Scenario 5. Scenario 6.

Scenario 7. | scenarios, Scenario 9. —

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100

Figure 3.1. Plots of the 95% confidence intervals obtained from Poisson model(solid line, true value; points joined
by lines, estimate; dotted line, asymptotic confidence interval; thick dashed line, empirical confidence interval)

o wel 6,9 WEde EoEA HL} 029 WAL F7Vehe 4TS Hdvh. 183 055 IFAR
(AL 1, 4, 1)E AHEY, 6,5 0.7F S7HEel Wt 6.0 WE-Le Skt 039 0.9 WE
AL ety ZoF BYS oA AFA AE AvEA 24 05 DA A (AU
2l 4-6), 0371 57kl whet 14 0,9 MEAL Zradh), 030 MEAL 27184 ) theog
035 LABAIZ BA-(AHEL 2, 5, 8)0l thal] 6271 S 7Fgtell whet 6,9] W54 F71et 0394 049 W
8L A 4TS EOJD}

ol Ao Aot A AHEH, F A BF 2 AR tiE) F R¥E AT A, AlvtE Ll 4
ol BEF S5 B4 A vl fARHA btk o giAH o R 639 WEA (RAhol
7V 3A Jebgth WA ZolEARE Zokds By APAR A, 0,3 0471 T4 el BE
mo] Habo] Frkehe S Btk Wk 0,71 S7Fe Aol 013 0.9 24 FUhEkg o,
037} 049] AR s 4TS UEblh ES 037F 74 Aol 0,19 4 adhe vk,
029] A Faths g AT 5 YA o g Fo|FARE ol B AFAIX A
sl sl B, 6,0] S7HEel Wt 61, 03, 2B 0,9] B4 SUFAL, 047F STl wet B
€ B3 §ake F7kee A3 UERth 027 S718e Aol 029 BAR SI18h Y, 039) 049
A adte A FAT £ Avh BF 0.7 S8 Aol 0,7} 0,9 B4 Fadhe wh
059 FAre S7MeRe A UEhit

ol FolsAnst Lol ARE 27 rdow A7
Figure 3.13% Figure 3.2= 1 ]
AE B4 B4k R4 2 HE AR AP A (A (3.2) FXR)

\_
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© Scenario 1. © Scenario 2. Scenario 3.

Scenario 4. Scenario 5. Scenaiio6. =

Scenario 7. Scenario 8. Scenario 9.

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100

Figure 3.2. Plots of the 95% confidence intervals obtained from Negative binomial model(solid line, true value;
points joined by lines, estimate; dotted line, asymptotic confidence interval; thick dashed line, empirical confidence
interval)

27e B33 Qul. WA Zole 289 AIE Figure 3.12 AWR
F 2ol HA 9 AR e FABH F8E A 2
o] B YT AL AL (AL 1-3)¢] MTH &

TR Atk 2 A BE AUE L st AE
e Hols 2o g Uehglth Figure 3.2 =3k AR 33
AZ7HA 9] B Ae ZoRSRE T2 So|FPREAA AT AR E Z7e] F 2 A
A Az FEE27F Fgs] 74

[a[
5]

2
2
>
rlr
N
2

2
3t Zolth. AR AARE R QA2 <& 2
HAA o7 HLI7ss on] RYES BF F8T 5 dhof gl o BHEE FollA A9 yS A
dsfof & Aojtt. A= F By tist AR} BE5T A9 w3t 23 o] 77 (robust) A& AHE
o7t ot wetA ZolFAEE 2oks B (H BY) B ol 2old R (AR B, 59l
53';(]’» TSt S0l BYP(F 1Y) xokf B (AR 2o BF AFAZ a7t ok

2y Adng FrlAes F 293 AR 2y A7 HLte] ZF 2y AIC(Akaike infor-
mation criterion)& 7|F2 2 ojuidt %7:]]34‘ 2ol thE 2 nlsl ZAsA S A3 E Tt Table
3.32 B = 199709 #Ats5o s 54 Z225H 449 57 F 2P0 o) duht & A9

LXE BYAE 0 Fejz »}E}»ﬂw g EW, Avele 19 ZolEatr AICE A HAL.
AICe 93t AEFEo] 63.3%=A ol AA| 199719] ZolgAlg F 126712 AA57}F ol 23 (A
A E’.ﬁé)iﬂ% Fokt Ub‘i(z]» Ub‘i)o] o 22 AICEHS 7HASS Yujdit}t. =, <F 63.3% 7} A15.9)
P9} $UA R (F )0l Mrh 2 APSATE AL L 5 k. BokeAiRe] A9E ARy,
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Table 3.3. Empirical percentages of choosing the true models under each of the scenarios

. Scenario
Dist.
1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9.
126 130 127 126 142 133 152 152 148
PO
(63.3) (65.3) (63.8) (63.3) (71.4) (66.8) (76.4) (76.4) (74.4)
NB 89 s 69 105 92 89 123 114 112

(44.7)  (38.7)  (347)  (52.8)  (46.2)  (44.7)  (61.8)  (57.3)  (56.3)

Data are expressed as number of data sets (percentage); Dist., distribution; PO, Poisson; NB, Negative
binomial.

BE AU LA AICe] o3 BEFEo] WS FAS et 4 63%014 AT 1% Aoz
Ueptth, SoldaiRe] A9 e BE AveledA AlCH] o8 AERES 2 AoE HolA) o3
oh AT HAACR 0,9 0,9 Hol7t H25F 2 BYRTE AR BYo| AHE A o] 5%
485 o= tehgt.

Choi (2013)9] 278} ¥ 979 278 FRAOE BRUA. T A7 BT F 2o PalA] BE
AR LA ACH S8 FRFSE 2 Aol HolA Gsteh 0,3 6,9 goll WIE F AN
oG] Aol A2 T o A 859 02 ek, Sol T BRRES Ao
51% o4 Ath 65% 2 viebslth 2% Sol@AR] AICH] o3 R AT 25 A

Gehdth. Web £ BAE RS 5 Loks BYel Sola majel W
Bl A A 7Ps stk sekg .

4. 2HAI=224

2 WA RA B, B AR AmE F7FEA
zdo| FAIHo] Axe AREA, EF APL2 gk AbgAolth. ofe] AFFAIE F ARl A
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Table 4.1. Estimation results of real application

Poisson model Negative binomial model
Parm. Est. SE(SEM) P-value Est. SE(SEM) P-value
01 0.680 0.595 0.255 0.692 0.600 0.250
02 11.005 1.347 <.001 10.977 1.382 <.001
03 116.920 10.944 <.001 116.740 11.250 <.001
04 38.388 10.749 <.001 38.139 10.948 <.001
AIC 913.8 914.9
Data 1 BIC 927.3 928.4
01 0.679  0.541 (0.597) 0.691  0.536 (0.602)
02 11.007 1.302 (1.352) 10.979 1.289 (1.387)
(6AY 03 116.927 10.536(10.982) 116.748 10.446(11.289)
04 38.397 10.368(10.785) 38.148 10.292(10.984)
RMS 2.312 2.312
01 53.130 1.129 <.001 53.006 1.413 <.001
02 83.462 0.827 <.001 83.467 1.122 <.001
03 76.386 2.390 <.001 76.102 3.078 <.001
04 6.895 1.480 <.001 7.191 1.921 <.001
AIC 1602.5 1617.1
Data 2 BIC 1616.0 1630.6
01 53.130 1.494(1.132) 53.006 1.503(1.416)
02 83.462 0.976(0.829) 83.467 0.977(1.124)
(€AY 03 76.385 3.427(2.396) 76.102 3.416(3.085)
04 6.894 1.902(1.484) 7.190 1.920(1.926)
RMS 10.256 10.259

Parm., parameter; Est., estimate; CV, leave-one-out cross-validation; SE, standard error; SEM, mean of
standard errors; C.I., confidence interval; RMS, RMSECV.

Sy 9o 2 2409 B2 RELAT AW 0|2 thitel Zaehel 9B ARATEL
ZHroot mean squares of error of the cross-validation; RMSECV)E 1831 o]+ th-23} Zo] A

o] gttt

T
RMSECV = | ~ S (Xe = i)

A7, fi_pt t A-S ABE AetT Lot B4 FAZ, {0} o183 Agholct,
Table 4.1= 2719 AA| A0 ﬂ%ﬁi EA Aoty WA HUEEFAg el A, B

£ Azl gloiA
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S BPo] oG wPol w3 Aol Hojuhw 24 B4l FAgo] B WEA AN A2 H5
ek QA M AY vholg iz A A}uw A5 (Data 1)°] thal AR, Lol mye] F$ 27
AN BF ARASE 0680902, PPITANAL B AYALE 11005502 F5 9
T, £1% 292 488 Aol 27 Al@ﬂl/\i«l A W 0,692 02, g7lol HolE o
AR AR BE 10977 LR} Y E 7o) Aol gtk BerEith Aol
Ag2e AR YR AR (Data 2)o) Eobd BYL A8 A} 7] AGAE 531304,



456 Minji Choi, Man Sik Park

20

15

10

80

60

40

0 50 100 150 200 0 50 100 150 200

(c) Data 2 - Poisson model (d) Data 2 - Negative binomial model

Figure 4.1. Plots of the 95% asymptotic confidence intervals from real data analysis
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