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Abstract

This study is about estimation methods for the population pharmacokinetic and pharmacodymic model.
This is a nonlinear mixed effect model, and it is difficult to find estimates of parameters because of non-
linearity. In this study, we examined theoretical background of various estimation methods provided by
NONMEM, which is the most widely used software in the pharmacometrics area. We focused on estimation
methods using a stochastic sampling approach - IMP, IMPMAP, SAEM and BAYES. The SAEM method
showed the best performance among methods, and IMPMAP and BAYES methods showed slightly less
performance than SAEM. The major obstacle to a stochastic sampling approach is the running time to find
solution. We propose new approach to find more precise initial values using an ITS method to shorten the

running time.

Keywords: Nonlinear mixed effect model, stochastic sampling, maximum likelihood estimation method, EM

algorithm.

1. M2

P58 BHL OB Fol F ARN] hE FE5EO] WS ol§3to] ko] AWelN F, LE, o]

AL 2P WA E = A S FEY] 54e UBhe ES BeES o] 8ste] R Zolth o&

5T REEL Avic} e ek A2 0 Aol A SHel $es 54 oz o

BE 4 ok A9 oFset By A W wEH Y 72 M5 Tels uay ERadEg I

2 F3H (Lee, 2010). —210ghkehhood A2 AHOoldl o]E FH43)E= HUSEZRAXNE

o Aol BHEelLh M4y ERRARYS) A9 FAWSIL Brse vy Yrjs AR E

ok slof QurA BRRPPRoZE 270 44 2o

NONMEM (Beal £, 1992)2 #7) Aw oF5 /ot st w8 242 gato] 714 de] 2o0]7 e 2%
Eflol2 tht RP 5 Howg,% AlEsta ok, NONMEMo|A Al-g3tal = E?‘fé F2 A7

Al A2 WAtk R WAls A2Ae ol geks At HAAN= AAE oS3 =

This research was supported by Basic Science Research Program through the National Research Foundation

of Korea(NRF) funded by the Ministry of Education, Science and Technology(2010-0003840).

1Corresponding author: Department of Statistics, Ewha Womans University, 52 Ewhayeodae-gil,
Seodaemun-gu, Seoul, 120-750, Korea. E-mail: lee.eunk@ewha.ac.kr



176 Kwang-Hee Kim, Jeong-Hwa Yoon, Eun-Kyung Lee

AP5E FHUANE Baol ool AFTAGOR HelE F 2L S ol AAE e
Wi Az A wlel FO Wy FOCE W, 28] 1 Laplacian HH 5o At} (Lee, 2010). ©]5
) o2 AAZAE 4 Bol ola Qi WHelth Teu YA o §Hme =
S ApolollA] L= QAR At A Bao s A=) Bol XA At

WS EM 23elS (Dempster 5, 1977)€ olgalel 245k Foltt. ol AR2APY
9ol AU PEPSE o8 HEE B4E AYNA FAL 5 Yok 2 283 ]
Iehe} S (Bstep) A Aol e NS Uel AR AL AR o) A2
o] MaRe) TRABTICIRE AGT G T 44 Ak ol AL A5 &
3% (stochastic sampling) & ©]-8 WPESo] L= ek IMPe} IMPMAP ¥yel A& &
(importance sampling) ¥Ho 2 &3 TES 0|83t FEZS AAksttt. SAEM(Stochastic
Approximation EM; Kuhn3} Lavielle, 2005) ®H-2 7]EH§]- SAE A EF o)A vHA 9 SE2AF ¢
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S BT Al WA S Aol A 2RE o] S WO Baol] ek AARES AR AT
BERRE BEE FE] FHF Pyl

BARAE 4 2AE 0|88 TAA W] ol 2olm 97t s}, exw A% BHwo] FA
7 AF AZE L QA Ee 2710 whet el A Deb A Ho] B4He BPASE 2o
olejgol ALk EM aelolf wolAehe o2 9L 20104 ol%e] NONMEMe| A132
Mz eIt (Baver, 2010). Z7ol SEA ERFER ddte] AT cof AUk 43
AEE A0l Bt AR 502 Qo] 18514 shtet AREls] Yiol 41D 0 2714
270 G Wo £HFA AL FL OHEZS (overflow) 59 BAR mzaYo] FA S A7

Aol Bl 27145 S 0T F B PIASE 25 o o) A8 F50]
A m5e) F40) 4970 mek A8 AR} Folubu gtk ATel 4 NONMEMeA A3
3 b

S g SRS B4 oleAoe deANR o5 JEe] AR P} RN 5
of RYFRNNY A5 v, BA] Hek o5 /FeS BY F4S 9% H A9 PAe AN sk
A gk

2. Tk ofs st Dol Mo

Atk okzd 5 gS AntA o g Aol 23} 2}
Yyij = g(doses, @i, tij) + h(dose;, di, tij)ei, (2.1)
¢ = (0, z:) + 1,
i=1,...,N, j=1,...,n,

i ~ NP(Ovﬂ)a
Eij ™~ N (0,02) 5

oA71A yit WA SR GHA A2 ;0] BED BESEE, g(doser, g 1)) & FET RYS T
A% W42 UEhATh dosers FYE R S Uehl, gk 94 @AY K5 BAE U
e ol AT eFEEt B9l 09k SBAe] 54 Ve FUS ool B B9 u(0,2:) % A
9 7 WEE Uehls px BAUTh QF 5,9 240z 1 2 WS AgsiErth. fo] mYelA

i) = 1 A9 APA 225 zh= 23 o] Hn h(dose;, ¢i, tij) :g(dosei,@,tij)% 7



Estimation Methods for Population Pharmacokinetic Models using Stochastic Sampling Approach 177

olmje] $=e4= 123} Zo] FE 4

N

L(0,Q,0%y) = H/p(yi,¢i;0,Q,U2)d¢i (2.2)
i=1
N
= H/p(yi;¢i702)p(¢i;979)d¢i-

=1
2 (2.2)9 $EIFFE HUE e 0, Q, 2L S T Aol Bxoltt. Ty ST} 73t
TR e B4Eo HAF D Bk ofyz} ¢, o thE ARS Fojof st= AFolng A A
A5 A7 3= AL 4R o4t
ol & 3 23l7] §15te] ol 7kA] WHEC] AL UL ol WHL IA AFZAE o] &3 Y, EM
LTSS o]&3 W, 28T WolX ¢ Y M A2 BERE 5tk B AFoM = 44 %
HES o] 2F o= 23] ARz} 3}

AGIZAF A E 2S5 vehe AES 7] 918t nioll tist AP ZALE o] &3 HHe
Z NONMEMIA = :L/\]-‘ﬂo M3} o whe} FO(first order), FOCE(first order conditional estima-
tion), 28] 3 Laplacian(LAP)2] A 7]-X w8 A5k Ytk (Wang, 2007).

WA o ¢io) BGRE T3 = 2 thewt 2ol ek
log p (31, 6536, 2, 0%) = const — glogm(@, )~ 5~ 9:(6) Vi (61,6%) " (i — 9:(6)
—%mmm—%om—mam»sr%@—uw@m (2.3)

= qu‘, (‘9795023%7@) ’

A7IA Vi(¢i,0?) = diag(h(doses, @i, ti;)°0%), gi(¢i) = [g(dosei, i, tir),. .., g(dosei, ¢, tin,;)] O] Th

EEEER SR

OBJ = —21(0,Q,0°; y) (2.4)
N
~ =2 1, (0,2,0% i, mi0) +10g 2] + mi0” 2 mio + log |27 — V21 (io) |

1=1

_ T _ —1 _
— ('m0 = Vi(nio))” (27" = V2U(mio)) ™ (2 "m0 — Vi(nio))
2 Uepd £ 9tk ol S EFFE g = ool tiEte] HIEE FFAMNE A1 Ao

i 979702;:%3777730) = lOg (p (yi7¢i;03930—2)) ) (25)

i =140

0
Vii(nio) = {8777-1'” (979,02;%7@)}

Mi="ni0

z&ﬂn%%@ﬂ

2

0
21 (n; = | ——
v hilmo) {3771‘577?

Ni="7i0

olt.
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FO %2 n; = 00 tigte] AP ZALE A7 SETFTE o] 8o WHOE oA} n|E& 3]3817] A3t
o} V21(0) A By, [Vim:)Vim)"], _,& o183t

N

OBJro = Z —21.(0,Q, 0% yi,mio = 0) + log |Q| + log | — E [Vl(m)Vl(m)T] .
i=1 ni=
-1
—VI(0)" (Q_l ~ By, [vz(m)vzm)T] 0> v1(0). (2.6)
ni=

FOCE W2 (9/0n:)le,(0,Q,0%|yi, ¢:) = 02 3 n; = m;oll skl AFZAE A7) Sxad<
S AREshe o E FOOAMS npdriA® o)) wRE ¥5h7] $15te] V2i(h:) WAl Ey,[Vi(n:)
Vin:) p=n, = o183k olu Vi(n:) = 0°] H 22 Z43 e o33} go] e 4 9tk
N
OBJrock = Z =21 (0,9,0%;yi,mi0 = i) + log |Q + 7] Q'

i=1

+ log

Q! — By, Vi) Vi(n)"]

1 ="i
Laplacian W2 FOCES} mp7HA 2 n; = )0l tisto] AP ZAE A7 S 2878 AHgshs e
2 V2i(R:) ol Q) o) Xpu R TR ARS-Shr)
N
OBJrap =Y ~2e, (6,Q,0% i, mio = i) + log || + 77 Qi

=1
+1log |7 = V2L ()] . (2.8)
FO, FOCE, 18] Laplacian oA flellA o3t 247te] BEXF4E 0] 83t o5 X 43]3}

£ 842 245 A

= a odg — cod
EM &12]& (Dempster 5, 1977)2 F31A}F b B9 HaF2eA R st 237 7|tk
ARFSIE E-step? o1 Hthshsle Mostep WHEA 02 Sasl AP E24A 2 Tole Yoz
A (21)9) B0l g e} Po] AT 4 k.
E-step
Sm,k+1 :E[Sm(y7¢)‘y7ekagk7a-zi| 5 m = 17"'7M7 (31)
AZNA Smly, ¢)& HAFEEA B epdoh
2l (2.1)9] A ke BFP A&
N
¢)=>_ ¢, (3.2)
=1

N
®) = Z@@T,
ylj - dOSGl,()ZSZ, 2]) 2
ZZ( dosemdh, tij) )

=1 j=1
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£ ol&sith
M-step

(Ors1, Qes1, 0041) = argmax L (6,2, 0% St sty -5 Sarer) - (3.3)
EM ¢3185&2 919 E-steps} M-step WHg Aoz £33}o] ¢, O, 28|31 0?9 AL EFHXE 7

6: = E [onlys 00,00, 0] = [ 0up (0110,00. 0. F) dos,
Bi= E[(6:~ 3 (6~ 3)" Iy, Ou.0] = [ (6= 6) (6= 3)" b (611,00 s 0F) dos

gt A 471N ¢ g T HEME ¢ AFREI Bedht Ao SR AME ¢
NFEESL el RE Fels} ohd HAe Ae)s} A6l o= Asto] Estep] $0] 94 o,
1000:) o ALFEREY NS FHHE Bstepl 312517 915ko] Thkat kS o] Aeks]of o
1 (Celeux®} Diebolt, 1992; Delyon 5, 1999) Htt <Fgd B3 FAo| = 2000 o] F EAH
Z o]EL o]&3 FAYHE o]L3}7] AlFEIAE (Kuhn} Lavielle, 2005; Mentré, 2008). IMP2}
IMPMAP oAE= FEE 719 (importance sampling method) & o], SAEM ¥ o|A= &3
ZAl(stochastic approximation) WS ©]&3l Ut} ol WHES £ O AA5] AsR 7|2 3t}
®=EolAE AT kR 2Y0) 22249 091 08 FRACE neB.

3.1. IMP2} IMPMAP

IMP(IMPortance sampling)® IMPMAP(IMPortance sampling with Mode A Posteriori) ®
NONMEMOA Ag=i e F4LHoz 2HZZ ZHE(Monte Carlo integration)& ©]83}o]
E-step®] A& ALtedch A (3.1)9] 7thgk Adtelle 6,9 AF2Ex2 e T8 FE0] 23}
oh T} 4 ()7 2 BReA AFREE B3 GHlE ST gov] olzRE 47 BRS 2
E3F= 212 4A gt} o]& {3ty R E 7]¥ (importance sampling method; Robert2} Casella,
2013)S o33 k. NONMEMNE 27] BEALTSE NG, (@ + 8 ) HE

~ - _ A~ —1 ~
ok o714 ¢ AAFHNROZ p(ys, ¢i;0,Q,0%)9] HANGE JEY, S0 = pyildi, 0?)9
9 (information matrix) @ —Vli(n,0)E UEATE o] 2] 2.7)2HH §39 Ao ¢ tish 7]
Hu §83A 29tk
IMPMAP el A o] %] WAl ghelZol s AFH Nz o83 2/ ERYYRSE HE)
BEE FEATE 2 IMP el E 27) olFele N6V, B V)= R 2ES 2230
IMP % 9] dare]ES A Ao EA v} 2t
E-step of k** iteration
1. k=12 A%

S oS (M o] gro 2z3
N (b (971487 )= RE oo mRE F2AT (=1, R).

-1

714 qAbi% ANFZHRGEOZ pys, ¢i;0,Q, 0°) 2] HAghL, S p(yi|¢;i,a2)9] A ¥ 33 4 (infor-
mation matrix) & YERHTEH

B
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( (k)\yz) ‘
- (k) p( Ekr)v Ai, (Qfl +§i—1>1)% A A3,
2. k>19 A%

- N (60 BT ) = we ool mRe FEAL (r=1,...,R).

(i)
- ug’kr) = ?‘% 7‘1]’1\1’1":]'
p (665, BY)
(k)
u;
3. 2" = L
L NS
Z ui,r
r=1
7 (k) _ (k) (k)
4. ()bl - Z ()bz it
r=1
R — —
5. B9 =3 (68 = 6:7) (68— )" 2.
r=1

M-step of kt* iteration
A (3.3)= Fuislslr] Y3te] o9 SlAI¢H 3 2 (Hessian matrix) S ©]-838}.

N O o\ "
L How = < ael> @ ( ael>

=1

N
- Gok) = : 00 i

1=

3. 9FD = g(k) 4 He(k) 9ok

iy _ 1 v (k+1) w0\ LS 5 )
4. Qk+1 = == ( i Az + )( P Ai + ) 7 Bz
N; bi — bi — fi +NZ

i=1

A7 43 B = p(0 Y, ;)2 YERRTY
IMPMAP vHHo A= E-stepe] A4 12 BE kol Yste] +=3sl= 222 EM 411 \—"4%—/] 2= Y

oA AFHRGE o]gst] B FETT o] U A HAHQ Estepe] #A 3, 4, 5, I
M-step2 IMP "33} & 45}t

3.2. ITS

LTS lerative Two Stage) & EM el Fol4e) Estepolq 1A% o1 Al AT 0aE o
B3 PHOE AR £ Fu 3 A GO A FBEELS ol§5A 93 shi g
e o) §FlER JEHY 2RANE Fob/] YEU AhHoz F40 Do AL SR WS wheth

Algorithm of k** iteration

s
1. ¢:" =



Estimation Methods for Population Pharmacokinetic Models using Stochastic Sampling Approach 181

_ ~ _ ~ —1
2. B;® =B, = (Q“” Ry 1) .
3. 9(k+1) = a(k) +H (k) “Go(k) -

4 ey _ L Z(¢(k) A(k+l>) (¢<k> A(k+1)> +iigi(k)'
m

P i=1

919 B3 £ WA W,

3.3. SAEM
SAEM(Stochastic Approximation EM)®WH-2 E-step®] &g Z2 2 AlH G (simulation step)d} &
30

E2 ZAF ©@H (stochastic approximation step) @ Uro] 3igto 2 JZsh= WHOE M-step2
IMPo| A9} 22 W og asict. YukAQl SAEM ¢18]59] RAIFTAY} 854 A=
o237 2t} (Kuhn} Lavielle, 2005).

Simulation step of k** iteration

L p(¢ily, 9k,m,ai)i 2e oMo RS 229 (i=1,...,N).
T} R «] p(bily, Ok, U, o) ZHE] A FRE FE23= 2
lis-Hastings &1 F/] (Robert&} Casella, 2013)& o83 & =

E71532 & Metropo-

Stochastic approximation of k** iteration
1. Smk+1 = Smk + 7k ( m (Y, 9)) — mk),
A7 mee EEFY FHEES Aol Ae [0,1] Ateld Fer KRS ¥ o]foMs y =
(k— K)~'& o83ttt K& A& 50~100A0] 2 AR S} M-step> IMPoA 9} 22 wpaloz 4=
Rkl
NONMEMeo|| A= SAEM] RAXNHDA S thadt 2o 39AZ thro] A3t} (Bauer, 2010).

L=k

=%

L N(a, Q)% $8 (Vo) e
2. N(¢"),2)2 38 ¢"Ve] 28-S 2200}
A7NA Z = kOE VERE ki B AA S (scaling factor) o]t
3. NP, zu) 2 6 ¢V 9] 2HS F23)
A7 ¢ P 2 oMV o) 1A AoE e, 2 Z9) 1A ARLE dehdith (1=1,...,p).

=S S84 24 WAl ket 2ol ST

nJ{o Y
= nrlw

BN

,_.
n
3
ol
+
n
—~
&
<
=
~

R _k-1 lg
m,k+1 — & s k m

18] Y wolA i ow Fe7] Slste] FHRA] ALHRE (prior distribution) & THE

0 ~ N(,LL@,V@) (4'1)
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[ 5 10 15 z0
TIME

Figure 5.1. Time vs. drug concentration profile plot of 1000 patients with IV bolus

Q™' ~ Wishart (dfo, (dfaf0) ")
o % ~ Gamma (% dfo ) )

2 ’ 20’02

- ~ N (V (NQ6+ Vo o) V) (42)

N

Q_1| - ~ Wishart [ N + dfq, <§:(¢Z - ,u(@,xi))T(cf)i — (0, xz))>

=1

N
Z uz + dfd
—2 i=1 dfs yij — g(doses, ¢i, tij)
o 7 Gamma T 30,2 Z Z h(doser, b, £1y) )

V=(NQ'+V ) ¢=(1/N)Y ¢:Z vebdty. NONMEMOo| A= w0z ¢k vbg o = o)
FAS A8 72 AME3 (Gibbs sampling; Gilks 5, 1996) W2 o]&3lH 2] (4.2)9] 27AF B
£ o]g3to] uiEF oz RS &30 B4E A Aok

o

5. OilAl

204 A R A SRS Rdls) SAPEES) A5 dwsi) A5 NONMEM
7.200 4 ABFIL Y= examplel®] AEE o] L3194tk o] 1000 9] H A A AWEAZ o}

18] Sol@ % A7) et BEEEE 64 2AF AR 28 ALL 0.1, 0.2, 0.4, 0.7, 1, 2, 4, T,
10, 20, 40, 7T0A|17F & ZF 9)@ ot ABlg o2 6WHS MEiste] &A%t Figure 5.1 &4 &%
Eo Zeald JYgor AF 20A7A 8] W & H As] B f5te] 20A07HA] v ' 1
Holt}.

FH BYoTE o]1EF U3 AT R (two compartment IV bolus model) & o] &3l on 2o 2]
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Table 5.1. The result of two compartment IV bolus model with various estimation methods

method OBJ 01 05 03 N run time(sec)
FO —896.149 1.45 1.77 0.021 2.43 61.20
FOCE —1142.433 1.69 1.61 0.820 2.39 8.76
Laplacian —1123.627 1.63 1.52 0.849 2.42 143.55
ITS —1143.036 1.68 1.59 0.813 2.37 8.97
IMP —1144.358 1.64 1.56 0.750 2.35 227.54
IMPMAP —1142.868 1.64 1.56 0.747 2.35 226.05
SAEM —1155.519 1.64 1.55 0.752 2.35 144.10
BAYES —1154.222 1.63 1.55 0.742 2.34 386.47

Table 5.2. The result of two compartment IV bolus model with 100 simulated data

Method OBJ RMSE(%) _ run ‘tlme
01 02 03 04 w11 w22 w33 wa4 o (%)

FO —251.84 5.25 13.89 24.08 21.68 58.72 31.66 38.29 192.39 2560.07 11.37
FOCE —1053.71 3.83 4.46 12.28 2.91 14.48 20.55 27.27 21.08 862.81 10.22
LAP —728.03 13.61 18.58 92.17 12.76 47.02 61.53 98.71 68.02 5217.55 50.14
ITS —1045.05 3.47 3.54 11.01 2,50 15.61 25.36 35.15 26.67 878.45 9.41
IMP —832.46 9.73 12.42 32.96 9.73 45.06 28.23 43.90 122.69 8485.09 38.36
IMPMAP —1064.13 2.64 3.15 949 244 1554 22.13 29.13 26.49 872.45 43.30
SAEM —-1076.39 2.63 3.09 9.61 2.45 15.11 19.11 26.07 22.82 878.89 114.02
BAYES —1076.30 2.68 3.17 9.30 2.43 15.98 20.96 24.63 21.64 920.12 165.04
ITS-IMP —1068.38 2.65 3.18 9.49 243 15.66 22.22 30.78 25.87 896.17 18.34

ITS-IMPMAP —1066.33 2.65 3.20 9.42 2.41 15.70 22.25 30.26 26.48 882.60 19.55
ITS-SAEM  —1067.60 2.70 3.25 10.18 2.53 16.12 25.00 42.18 33.21 976.38 73.61
ITS-BAYES —-1076.29 2.68 3.09 9.30 2.43 15.89 20.93 24.24 22.11 92047 174.16

]
dose - (o — k21)6_m n dose - (k21 — B) ot
Vi (a—p) Vi-(a—p) ’
a+ B =ke+ k12 + ko1,
a-B=ke-ko.

g(dose, ¢, 1) = (5.1)

Table 5.1 Figure 5.19] 85 o]1& W3] AF2 3 (two compartment IV bolus model)ol| =3}
A7l A3feltt. o= NONMEMOo|A 2522 AXblFE 27|XE o] &3te] £3& 3 AxE FE
3k Zlo|t}. Aq7)A 61 = k. Vi2 A E(clearance), 0 = Vi+E 5478 (central compartment)2] &
2 (volume of distribution), 03 = Vikia/ka1+ S8 (peripheral compartment)®] &2 (volume
of distribution), Z8]1 04 = ko1 Vi= 78 7+ H 2 -&(inter-compartmental clearance)E UERATE.
OBJE —2loglikelihood o & o3 AHPH 5 SAEM e OBJV 47 B¥S 7P & 33
B3 9ee @ 4 gtk E3 BAYES W% SAEM W83 wSe 452 Holw glow IMPS)
IMPMAP W= 3A -‘:ﬂ‘ﬂ‘ﬂﬂzl %= s Hola 9t FOCES} ITS+ FExXES o83 ¥
o vlate] 27 Mol AL A5g HolT Aok AN TS A A R F 4 Ack. §

A5 ITSY FOCE®] u]3te] 18u] AE 9] AJ7to], BAYES
)



184 Kwang-Hee Kim, Jeong-Hwa Yoon, Eun-Kyung Lee

|

Fo FOCE LaP ITs IMP IMPMAP  SAEM BAYES
Method

Figure 5.2. Comparison of the objective function values with various estimation methods

50 -

S b

o-
Fo FOCE Lap ITs P IMPRAP SAEM BAYES
hethod

Figure 5.3. Comparison of the elapsed time to estimate parameters with various estimation methods

APIES B o YR dwsh] Astel ) Aws) ol7 @2 AFRYS ol g3te] mo) Y
%tk SAEMej A< 7<4zla BN FI% B AREste] 100709 Bejx s S /34 %
Fet 2APEL o g3te] o 7F BEAFEYe] AFAA BAUS g3t NS AT
Ao 229 NS é@sbiv}. ojoll tgt A3= Table 5.20] FE|Ho] ot 2+ 23
OBIS] F& wwd| £ FO Yol 1% $4 %e 52, SABM Wile] /12 $& 952 Ho
1 9tk (Figure 5.2). BAYES ¥ SAEM3} 0523t 452 Holw gon IMPMAPE =27 52
olAA gkt A%< Holx gk etk IMP EL OBIZ: 2 ohiel ;9 Q, 1elx ool A A4
3] 2 RMSE#S Ueha glo] tgF oz A Kot IS & & Ut IMPMAP, SAEM,
BAYES e FA A H5:3 RMSEZES Holi 9Jom wyst o?odlA= FOCEZ} 7k
FEL 5L Holu Yt

Figure 532 249 24N 4IRS Yehd Ao FO, FOCE a3 ITS7 7F &
Azl 2AAE A & 5 k. LAPE A8 wet v o 23AE Hola glon o
2 E3o] LAP Wpye] ¥o] Amel ulet 27 o 4L Holm ke 42 & 4 ek IMP}
IMPMAPS: M%) A2to] £2:5)5] SAEM 23] 77He A00] £8592 e, 3 olE g2
2 79 HolEE AlQlstuE ¢ AT ATkl A8FHT IS ¢ 4 Utk BAYES w2 A9
30l 7Pk A2ke] 4257 gl

Figure 5.4+ FAUHE 0 FHX]9] He(bias)E HAI2HOZ YERH ZloZ ZE (oA IMPMAP,
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Bias of &,
Bias of &,

. = = I S
E [ T

O FOCE LiF I8 1P IAFMAF  SAEN BATES Fo FOCE LA I8 [T IMPMAF  SAEM  BAVES
Method Method

Bias of 8,
Bias of &,

e

L N o B e e e e
L F

|

025

o FOCE LaP T3 iF IMFMAF  SAEN BAYES Fo FOCE LA I8 [T IMPMAF  SAEM  BATES
Method Method

Figure 5.4. Comparison of the biases of § with various estimation methods
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