HAEM RAEES H#E:
T BB PR ST

F o Hir
7 = R
1. & B
Aol A& ﬂ;_ —F R BN A B BB W% B (binary choice) &} Lk
Wesgegrel o) oleldt Ty fEWHEAI (binary dependent variable)®] S-S HFISHEE B
HEie w obx] BENS BAET A4 I P fEELE, HERS BH, Bl 2 R

MRS RSk OB %iih_b'é'}lx]' el B4, HBEHCL EE MRS BoUED A
ol #BAE M) oW EAE 4 JurtE Asud, AH, BERNHG 9 RS
$o} @ hnske] —i{kx SE4EEM (multiple choice model) ] 7%, #id R ) HEE TS M
B EEe RIS Bz Agstmal gk A, Al A e =R RIARTT
i AC] BIE REGES FAstd R wel HASE R e By sl Ak
449 IS SHReRA # S M ESshEsl Bavel slth

HEBSECr TR o B A 9 HEEe BT gRIe =R, IRIMEASE I (linear
probability model), = 24| &% (probit model), =7 # %! (logit model) o 3 g7 (Gompit
model)-& BI % FHiES HEAr = HIImELINS S o3 BRHES SRR 5
wiES TSRS MUlele BET 4 9w #RE BEstw, & HkE REMZ FHH
sted o SRT Ml BEdems & EA K R HEETIES Eal HEE HY 0}
2} greh. el 3 ERaARel Bos 2] -Gellis HAEEERE] A Aabekel  —fEfel HEEE
342 Hiksvl =2 b

o TEBES —A LR BT A & AR, TR g 23l g
g3 SIS Fitd £49 L 9 EHES WEEstaA ¥

*OGEHRERE PISKER BaR
e KRR KRB EASEER
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FRERYSL Sl A

fr

ERBIMS FHe] fRT THERCGESHT e 2al FREh, #ER
2 e ERAEA g FRARAE BAT JdelA Askx BRUE EHE BEERE
sriskrl = gk

2. TEPETIC) ME
2. 1 #RBFEFER (linear probability modei)
ch-gal e HMEGEHAS Restt.
yi=a+fritu;
[1 Al $Es A9
Yi=
0 2%x) gesl
E(uin,) = {0",-2 =
0 ixjy

2.1

=k,

olul zi7t FRE W) 39 W=

E(y:i|z) =a+fx:
7b HAm =1 BERE pi, 3:=092 BES (1-p)Ek 31 E(vlz) e

E(yilz) =1p:+0-(1—p.)

=p;

ob b HI SEBEE yib 1 B 09 ghul Hekehs Hia] o)
Berlbfy MiR 2 @il 4 doh b weld s o8
¥ 13 e ®

2.2)

a+Bzx; 0<a+Bx:<1
E(yila)=p;=11 a+Bx:i>1 2.9
0 a+pBx: <0
P

0

D 1L SRR

1) Arthur S. Goldberger, Econometric Theory (New York: Jchn Wiley & Sons 1964), p.249.

2) Robert S. Pindyck and Daniel L. Rubinfeld, Econometric Models and Economic Forecasts(New
York: McGraw-Hill, 1976), pp.239—240.
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1) a5 (heteroscedasticity)

Var(uw) =E@?) =(1—a—Bz)%:+(—a Bx)2(1—p)
=p:(1—p:)

=E(y:|x)(1—E(3]x)]

£ (2. 5) 049k el w9 Sk xooll whel gl port 0,16 HI

pi=" 2 A AR

2) HiMES (0, 1) ERTEELR
S5 b/ 11 96 1 (ordinary least squares method)el] &

stol HUMREEBLS HiEet S o
< A 2 28 2ol (O DEME el + ek

P

l)i‘—‘a‘{'ﬂl‘.‘-

ozl 2,
13174] 5

iREVEESIEELO 2l5t TR

3 3 E(yla) & mER BT As FAEH, B4 shed Al A
£ wpeb o] —RB(LI/IN 15k (generalized least squares methed) &) {fi o] HifRE o} 2
ol g AL Azl #dked 29 o] v

Helell A BARER-E
L F Jeur BTk ow gt
o OBEEA G e T ah e ASLE
e ok xi:

Ex 0 olzk EEAA
A gl ™S

o] ot}
Quist= g o) B FF Hid iRl A

e HEe
B 05l (B 8 HEEAD) obel A 8BRS (mathemati-
1) w:d) RS ohgak el
ui wid] FEZS
yi=1 1—a—fix: pi
yi=0 —a—fxi 1-—p:
2) S.M. Goldfeld and R.E. Quandt, Nonlirear Methods in Econometrics (Amsterdam:North-Hol
land, 1972), pp.124—134
3) ke HIEIBRM: (inequality constraint) o}2i4 &
d = Tiiiike] RS

3 N
e Ed ‘F‘E

Jigkel o5k HEEY SES
et e WEdE Aok A o] BYIE 4
¢ltk. R.S. Pindyck and D.L. Rubinfeld, op. cit. p.242 &

i
SR R/ A FRHEE R
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cal progremming) o} Highg (st o] EAIE thE +E o} o] HEERel Tiielets
2L ek
woH#E E
—fyel B Y=Xp-+uol A SHH T/ B RHEE M (ordinary least squares method) —kft
fe/]y Bl e HEZE ¥ (generalized least squares method) @ 445 i (maximum likelihood method)
2 ehgab ek
gk, Y=nx1
X=nxk
B=kX1
u=nx1
ISRk UNEE =S
EHRNERE £ HAEE ko old KT Hi(=xp)& HIM TR HEE(
etz #Ed 4 oot dellA iRl vhel ol SidHe] THEstER BN/ HEHE
fo& Afi (unbiased) W —F (consistent) HEERE-E S = F (efficent) HEEL =2 E3
Fooleldt MR vh-2s —ibR/ D EREIEERA Sstd fzpd <+ gt
2) —feihARE
of kg (Ml dted A BEHE wd SH-EGTITI QF Qobok st Q9 ¥
fagie] E(y)[1-E(y)l=2 Helgleong Hinelrh. F=wA (AS. Goldberger) & E(y:)
(I-E(y)]e fEEED EWTDAREEN ol KT 50-3)& Agstd g3 o]
A ket v
B=(Xx01x)' X0y (2.6)

& (RG-5) 0
0 }n(l”‘j}n)
| B R S iy & WILEE A MR B (neighted le

squares method) 3} v}al-}=] o]t}

—RER D BRHEESR S RIEELS oolA R whel ol EF R ERAEEA KT
B 3ot O DEES sleld - 2o o]gA & o) 0 A H(1-5)e He
= A HE2 o)k FAel o1%A Hrle Relvh elg} ol frb (O, DEMKE W

1) T2 A& o]z ar BES M —i{tB/ B3 (two-step generalized least squares method)o]
EA ﬁ'@u]-ﬁiﬂ- A.S. Goldberger, op. cit, p.250RB. $(1—5)7F E(y)[1—E(y)]8) —FHEH
& #BE R. McGillivray, “Estimating the Linear Probability Function,” Econometrica, Vol. 38
(1979), po. :7:)—77): 2z A.
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g AL zela 5o BEEEREAA AASAY £ER 0ol 14 7A7hE & Fedst
o o] FHEEE MRT FE glont olei’ HEEfzel WEkmel B ie & & k.
3) FLMEE
Y=Xp+ud A E(y)e

E(y)=pi=X:p(EL Xt X718 #A f74ED @7
oz REFEMCE thesh e
L:TLX{/STEOO—X;,S) (2.8)

okwlel] 2E Mishd
logL::L,:log(Xiﬁ) +Z=010g(1——X.-ﬂ) 2.9

OlogL
o
A deches HdA Fﬂ% ukel
o8k o] AlFN HEEHHE BF 2 B 0,1 Held 7 dohte A& BMNAL
A 7E @E: s Eolety ¥ 4 geme 2 fFoeA dxyE WEE E(v)rt O
EEAE HEs s RS A sk ol d (RS BFAVIE mElE PR At
ol ow] o] & BEIEH S i (cumulative normal distribution function), 242X 2 B S A iR B
(logistic distribution function) 3 &3] 2 2 lii ¥ (Gompertz curve)-&- FE s R EIIEK
4 rhgoll 42U 2 gk

064 e kT & ok o] Fik 94 Xiprh (0,1 Aeld A 2 EHRS

2, 2. T 288 (probit model)

Zew B AL GAHE E(y), B p% BEERSMEES BEs Jndhd o i
B Aol MAS L HE LT WA pR BHEATY $istel AR G714 L X

L=Xp —eochse (2. 10)
sh o L7b #ine 4% pot AAE s y=1 2 y=0F AHste gL it
zro| EEFUE L*o| dgetn & 4 ek ?

1 I>I*H
il

1t

;=

0 L<li*el (2.11)
olw] FEAME IS Be EETA itd puis e —@Y EATHelvtn Bk LMx

1) R.S. Pindyck and D.L. Rubinfeld, op. cit., p.241.
2) A.S. Goldberger, op. cit., p.250,
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HLERER ¢35kl ERSMHE el @ 4 guh.® =zey B A= o] L*/} iy
0, 7rifc1 el BUEERSG T MASEEI Y fiEsdne, o MEe dos 3

it ol Fidd 5= 9
t}.

1 oy
B =pi=FI) =—7={" "%

o0

1 X8 fz—z
T Jem f.me ds

(2.12)
'h, o BEAIE S5

F)~
-— -1—- - v e e = -
L
2
1
0
03 3. ZERYlER

ZRUIBIS B HEEH o B e RoAHEERSE R/ e 224 (minimum  normit X2
method) & & < gk F HEEY WM M-S 2oy} LTI (multiple choice mo-
del) ] 7-%oll & #E7 HEE o 7hsisie}. ®

1) BAEHEE
K(2.12) 228 AEHERH LS
L=F)-F(L)-[(1=F(L,4s1)]---[1—-F(L)]®

(2.13)
Wikl 218 fesha
logL= SogF (1) + £ _logl1~F(I)] (2.14)
3logL . _ - F1ogs pp e g e B - 2
T8 TO% W RIS ERSRR 9% b fe 2e - oo

1) H. Theil, Principles of Econometrics (New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1971), p.630.

2) Arnold Zellner and Tong Hun Lee, “Joint Estimation of Relationships Involving Discrete Ran-
dom Variables,” Econometrica, Vol.33, No.2(April, 1965), pp.372—394.

3 BARS A% e (v=1), YA n—r (y=0)2 2L EERZ T9cin fBEsk A g

™.
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U D We SLh B el WAL GE 2AR,D

=I5 XB) -6 215

b EEERS MY MR EmRK
250 Xi= (1,2, x5, 2x) 18] T 8K
Gt 28] T AR
webd dzgh pel BlAE DI HUIENS HED T = L

2) fiph e KD

—XpAA 3% WA KGR AR, e T p A, Sl q

S WA ¥+ en, sk pk hesh 2 WAl glek

ri=pitu; (2.16)
b, w: 0, 5 Jﬁl)i_?;(l_P.z_o] — I A
Zeid ZRE O (CEE =Rl oA FHER pis chedt el FilElh
v, 2 2.17
pi=F(vi) = «/72"—_[_‘6_ Zds ( )
vk, vi=X.B
ol v, B xul p¥eti dhe) BWEEwul (vio) 3 {F=7] (true normit) (v.) 4] A =
'Ui”:F_I(ri):F'I(Pi‘*‘ui)
=FYp:} tuwi/ f(p) +RP (2.18)
d2F- B
wh Re w210k o
g2l
RAETS e
__Pil—p))®
Var (7, T )= n(f (7)) (2.19)

+ Fh=BHEEM AL 2

ir
%
o
oA
[o
it
§]
Y
o

)
wlglA vhgal e xu1tE EMEsts
T},

1) Morley Gunderson, “Retention of Trainees: A Study with Dichotomous Dependent Variables,”
Journal of Econometrics, Vol.2, No.1(May, 1974), pp.79—93.

2) A. Zellner and T.H. Lee, loc. cit.

3) = REL xuld 58 vigk Azk o). ke ¥ItF A As AL ] Berkson, “Estimate of the
Integrated Normal Curve by Minimum Normit Chi-square with Particular Reference to Bio-assay,”
Journal of the American Statistical Association, Vol.50(1955), pp.529-—5495 - x3+ 7,

4) o 4 FEURERe 3 Y.

5) Ry sl & viERY WA S 93-S ur 28, A. Zellner and T.H. Lee, loc, cit.
zl};L
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¥z — ZM(M“—M}Z

ri(l—ry) (2.20)
o] AL I Ui IR 10 e s il B
128 2 Var(fos )8 —Bt M e e @ TR
st 2ol mE fg 7= HFA TSt ek
f=(X0 X)X Q' (2. 21)
= 0% XD B
/ ri(l—=ry) 0
s_| e
) ro(l—7.)
\O 7. (f(Grn))®

2. 3. 2X 4% (logit model)

ZRERe A LR EHAHE RiRR - ol B gE el L

E]—L\.-} 751'?“7}’ %C% 1@%01 L{J ﬁ\ }‘ =R ]*'”AEL‘ITO: 2 ]’LE] %f: Tj"j,{_ (= ”1 "4 \/}-—u,}- 7Fl—

1
T (2.22)

K (2.22)F X.po $obe] Zppsha

log f =Xif, —cc<log—5—< o
1—p: 1 p (2.23)
K@ 28l Fit log g% RAWIIRT ol Lisk pf) L 28 451 Be) F
4+t
P
1

o)

08 4. BRER

1) 23le] et Afie =3 48 A A f-ul 5o lﬂié(l Berkson)ol] ] &}od w435 gl vh. ] Berkson,
“Application of the Logistic Function to Bio-assay,” Journal of the American Statistical Associa-
tion, Vol.39(1944), pp.357—365.
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7t #E E
1) —Rbi/hERE
K (2.2l A pi= kel 2E, X HEIFE(el)V F38 MHEER nE AR (s
th&s} o] FFEAl Li(true logit) ] HEEE L kabm, o L zdl [t 8 & €
ghet.

_ ri
L.=log g (2. 24)

ool 4 FHS BRI B nh mootel ek ri K g HELOTIA

fsrtel fnse, e 13 Lo Sl —q =yl ERGH Bt elsh 2
o) frifie] FipH=E BN ERER S MERDARES el 1S ¥
4 ol ol o] MEME wiznri(1—r)o]vh ¥
HI, B= (X0 X)'X'G 'L (2. 25)
o, It (NxDzede
- 0
o @
0 1

n,\'r,\'(l —'TN) -
N @ GEIHS #

WS 29 et 24 EEle] WS webAlwl RS B
noy ARz MEEE roh 1 2= 0] & 5 glem ol#
b dEbd o] HEFEE AAT WMIEHE MRE st oo
o= 5ol sejok TP

o

rit L
@ =23 Li= i=logT—fisy L= 2
1=ret 2ni

1) 7 BBl o0l )5 257t BE N (dummy variable) el & ﬂ SERLE (=0, 22=0),
(£1=0, x2=1), (=1=1, 22=0), (m=1, x=1)F 4{8ol™ & IR Pt o ] PrE
(y=1e] el @EE meh 5 re=—" o]},

2) me TIESA BHEEAA SR ?}ﬂi&x“ﬁi{il‘%_]_ BsEgtk. H Theil, “On the Estimation of
Relationships Involving Qualitative Variables,” American Journai of Sociology, Vol.76(1970),
pp.103—154,

3) Ibid.

4) MEME wae, rob 2o]E - d mrt Windtel ek wie EA Fnske, woh Felzioid rot 0
El 1o gEFEe web wils 00 EHEshmz, olek 3e] o FHhE Bl 2] 2A A
ol = el = MEMEE Al Hifilstehe Bl A o7k glet

5) R.S. Pindyck and D.L. Rubinfeld, op. ciz., p.250.
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RS += ge= olae FHe chaz geh o

=
Do
=)
i

0+

2) IR AXHEE D

o

SHIRS MU o T o S IPL o Zxiggie gua o,
ri=pitu: 2.27)

i & A w= 0, Sk pi<1n;&>_g] ZIUAE sk 24 Lie vk 2ok

ri D R _ u; )
log jp— =log Ty +Iog<1—{— P ) Iog(l T—p )
_ P Ui Ui '4)
=log g +—;{-+ T p +R;
=log—F— X | R
T Th =y T (2.28)
At Var(— M= se =Y phzariERe
’ = Pi(1—p:) nip:(1— pi) T
XZZ Zniri(I*TJ (Zi_Li)Z (2 29)

o HEERS o2 M mri(l—rel S8 WRAAIRIGETES 2 99 Fikad it
SRS~k
3) BoRAEES:

A (2. 22) ] O FF BT s

D) o BIES B MR Fike] o il T80 Hub AL HikdE W o gs R R
+=®. R.S. Pindyck and D.L. Rubinfeld, ibid. 2 J. Berkson, “Application of the Logistic
Function to Blo-assay,” Journal of the American Statistical Association, Vol. 39(1944), pp.357—
365.

2) J. Berkson, “A Statistically Precise and Relatively Simple Method of Estimating the Bio-assay
with Quantal Response, Based on the Logistic Function, ibid. Vol.48(1953), pp.565—599. J.
Berkson, “Maximum Likelihood and Minimum X? Estimates of the Logistic Function,” ibid.,
Vol. 50(1955), pp.130—162. 2l A. Zellner and T.H. Lee. loc. cit.

3) 141 Ui
ri _ pi 5 o6 g s
1—7r; - 1__;)‘ *‘—‘ui = 'f&l l’ dou-
“Tep )

4) H e BBAEe) <8 A Q.
5) R EERE MMlTrol E HEEMS WAL 98€ 547 2ikch A Zellnerand T. H. Lee,
loc. cit. BJR,
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_ 1 1
LZE 1+e %4 y=o(1 1+e %8 > (2.30)
geel 2aF Hsikd
1 1
logL= X 1-te *# +y§ <1— 1 e"‘-‘ﬂ> (2.31)

28 =0l fEs= EHN TRz YH T8 4 oleh o] HiER

5t w] Z<=-E}) (Berkson-Theil) ]  —f{t /b HfEsl Foyd gg
SEGT R e 2 ¥e] Fahedor shm R FHTL ol @ ge] whErh. meluh MR FIAY A
o T A QoA B HrERe K¥ML GobiERsS —FetEE, W it
YORES Bebs RAMER (R HIUEUD A QoA & (st = MEA gleh

v 2l 2 BE

o] MEE S8 X #iiti- 7Rl ML

-

: 2 rob 2ARTN o) sted HiEE WA piek
o HRAA Qo] = 9P
oy i p)?
SRR ZAChy D) HihEE s N—2 (2.32)
. 1
b b= ey
N: 5HHS

IRENS i
o] Mitfi-e vh&3k 3ol —ffbfrls AT HiE R

sl BT 90 $HOTel F
AA KT 2ot
1= (L-XB)' 0 (L—-XB) (2.33)
2. 4. ZI@ERB® (Gompit model)
FTRABEEE P 22 e BWEE T, RS pot
pi=ady Ty o (2.34)
‘;1]_'» O<Cl<<1
0<0,<1, j=2,--k
1) M.L. Mingche, “A Logit Model of Homeownership,” Econometrica, Vol.45, No.5(July, 1977)
pp.1081—1097.
2) R.S. Pindyck and P.L. Rubinfeld, op. cit., p.251.
3) H. Theil, “On the Estimation of the Relationships Involving Qualitative Variables,” American
Journal of Sociology, Vol. 76(1970). pp.103—154.

4) A, Zeliner and T.H. Lee, loc. cit.
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2 A FH pee vhgal o] Fiscoh
log IOg =01+ Bexaid-+ -+ fatus (2. 55

D\}:r ,3;':10g5i, ]:2, ctty k
Bi=log(—loga)

FRES HES D29 BER ChES AHTh
1 1
log logT—log log ran
1 U; L (2.206)
~log log—-—+— " 4R
03 %0 i + pilog ps F
el
i (1—p:)
Ve L)z——jb\_—( : = .
"(;«.,-logpi wpiogp)t I TE (2.37)
3 X
o n_,-(r,-—logrf)2 Y
e p:(1—p2) (g:=Go (2.38)

ek, gi=log logrl

G:=log log%‘.
o] HEERE w2 ThEe —Hbi P RIER: ol v

A= (X0 1x)1X'0'g (2.39)
v, gi(nXD)#EZETA e}
ri(l—r) 0
Q: m(rxlog rl)z ’/
0 1 (ralogra)?

2. 5. {SEIEEESEAIOl BM%0) K3 XD

, BEA, EAHRL B, BEFEERER A ool = MM
S R iie B ARSIl BHEIT 2 REe® AlA
X ]

TIREE Tl el MUMHERMIY SRS Fids

Gl REEGE ==
7b (0, DIERE wlel vt
sHoul BT s 2 Tffite
R T RSkl

7b 27 (G.H. Orcutt)e]] f£3)F a2

1) vl el MEUEBE o3 A4
2) M. Gunderson, loc. cit. ¥ Guy H. Orcutt, et. al., Microanalvsis of Socioec onomic Systems: A
Simulation Study (New York: Harper & Row, 1961), pp.229—231.
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eRmEENS BRRIERECR #HEsd 3¢ Tita 39 ER wet BRES 5
Hg b, & SHERRY MEER mO (=10 Jehd HEF)E BEL HEREF (D)2
Ao

o] Jiphe 7Y #al ozl —LEEEED A BAEES EHD UL
5¢ Earel fLEMelBhe RIMERC] dvh = ARMe2E bel (O, DEMAZ AH
el et Slglcl A SE Hkmel HEREA A ol T MK Mt ol
BLow) porb B CEIN) MEEhE fRREe] glrk BiSe] o] Jiikel i REELel Tk

v 23l 47 BHRP

X 28 SHEES FRSM obeah Zo] MEREREES BT O DEMAR
s A et
ohgsh e mEE JEd

1
pulx) = e Lo (2. 40

5

ar e

olw) L(z)= chgst o] 59 @z Kb Art.
@ BRI e 2 Be] 58 k.
@ 59 ERIEE
@ FEMel o MHER mE KT

@ =24 Lo g%

A m;
Lizloe—0n (2. 41>

A KT e
® Liw 5 & EH duge(mid poinol WA Lok 39 FRE R
®

ol=A Qdeir Leiy pulx)E RT + Uk ®

1) sagREgel =2 oA (O, DRkl Faleh
2) M. Gunderson, loc. cit.

3) AAAAE 2R Fust A3tk

4) Pu8 kel 2R MR Akl ie )
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o L 919} o] Frd 4 9tk
s 1) MEmEENC 8 i
i) =7 mig
i) =) 2 =) i
. 9y (S. Warner)ol| {351 i
AU W P HEE HiEeR B K RS

1

pw(x)=1—+;73<x—)

(2.42)

=}, D(x) K- ,30)—**K(x1+ x2)’ [S—Hog N

K Ni+No—
NlNg—NlNz(xl—xz)'B
NN,
Nt (y=1)e] delit M
No: (y=0) "
X (=14 Bhet RIS x8) g Wet
x2: (y=0) ”
B: BB kY Jgr] e}
(23 oz Al8])
2 A s e RREED
A8 Jid BRob ol v HEER SIS EIRE BRSO R T EME fEEs s 2 [

gyl gleomd, FRHSl HEEAEA AL ol JefTe] miRslele W ARl el

fea$oil

E 5% FE] A% BRDORES WATe 2 Rl Gt ALY TAA 2
Az e

2. 6. EREED ByREo BEa

REEI b 12 0 oleh ANNEY T A4x gk B

= AT F o kskd,
ol HEY BPIT Fab ohvizh 2 WS BITSe o ¥aY 2E(EE B gl

AE WY B GGk FINE = drh 1% 59 ABEHAL A%, B A
B b oblTh —B MARE W T WA (R Tl HEhd s MIHE R
W =RUREE BRAR 4 gtk

RBEY yE chesh el WERE L A,

=

1) M. Gunderson, loc. cit.



FEREL, FEnl: T B 131
(B QAR
L0 AT (2.43)
o Bl MBS e B AN ORES MR A, iz »9 kel
SRS grom RSl lieleh, D HMAKT] wob WA y=02 fipsivid »
A EEE S gD
L TSR] 9] S
WA 1t 09 e MEhE BE p0E UK zol BET B, AL yF=14
AER HIRET o] HIMA 3¥ (=3 F B4 2] FlEE AR F FAE fika
W ele Auyshe whelglnl 0 JAY gl yol R IHHIE 2e + geh o
H, E)=Xy-f(»
= Z0-FO)+ 5 y-f ()

=0+y§0{ytf(yly>0] f (>0}
=f(y<0) -ygo{yEf(yly>0)]}

=Prob{y>0} -E(y|y>0) (2. 44)
A (2. 49 A Prob{y>0}-& A=) Y #ifeln E(yly>0)L F uix EEY fHifz
AT y=yrrel o] o] HEMEE T HECHY FoB vehd
2. ZEIEEY 93 5
X (. Tobin)& = 2 &S FIMst #EHEEH 71 0 =e FEAY T 2%, #iE
Jitkg vheak ol R4
o] EpEEEL
0 L<L*olw
YUerr Isrrelm
wh, I*: g 0, S# o) IEB iR BN
e A mER
Prob {y=0|1} =Prob {I*> 1|1}

(2. 45)

1) A.S. Goldberger, op. cit., pp.251-—252.

2) o] FHihg FIME HE Janet A. Fisher, “An Analysis of Consumer Goods Expenditures in
1957,” The Review of Economics and Statistics, Vol. 44(1962), pp.64—71e]4 ZE& 4 glcl.
3) F=u]A (A.S. Goldberger)& o] Jiiks HERM AR A FIR (twin linear probability model) o] g}

stg k. A.S. Goldberger, op. cit., pp.251—253 2.
4) James Tobin, “Estimation of Relationships for Limited Dependent Variables,” Econometrica,

Vol.26(1958), pp.24—36 % A.S. Goldberger, op. cit., pp.253—255.
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:1—F< cf > (2. 46)

Prob { y>y*>0\1} =Prob {I*<I—y*|1}

- F(J:l’“.)

o (2.47)
olwl I HEE-E Y3 REEEE
- ()
Wil 221E Hehd
logLL :logél 1-F (L) ] (7-$)logs +§3 log (A=) (. 49)

o, F <,I‘_) _ 1 f:‘f;_ﬁe_%zdu

f( L-;y.- >: \/;7 e_%(i;’f:;_y';)a

Sl A b §, oo 208D, 9(oel)

3 =09 JEgR ERTTBRA A Tohe] Alrh
o8 06

2. 7. & H

A A Y TR RERES @AY TEE R A% Aelgrh Ed RER
{amE A Bebe 27k BiEsel v R 288 05E Btz g EEAY ®
WEE A9A #iad Rdsr she MEd EsA =0 fig &4, FifSE LEE
2 g THE ERAA & @AY ABFEARER BNEAE A, FEERY FS
fizk gigbebd o EEIARES WAREZ] ol =gt #LE B Relst S RIEAL old B
<}el.

K (2.50) N Aok o] 2 BRA A = 2, 7F 3 B S = ped) BLE Jpoo pd] B
o] t}.

Api=Bip:(L—p:) dz:; (2.50)
Hl, dpe B2 Absbe] vh A g KEAY FEE pel wel Buixinz ofw EME R
o EERELE Kilistewd p8) Hofel w2 mEALE g RSt ok TEh 2w
(R.B.Westin) & x7t Fi . 53tk Q ol ERSHE etz BET A, 28 FEEENK

1) Richard B. Westin, “Predictions from Binary Choice Models,” Journal of Econometrics, Vol.2,
No.1(1974), pp.1—16.
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F(O)& wreak o) Eat kD

Y R e
»\/27'0' P(l P)

fpy= ARIN (2.51)
vk p= B
ot=p'0pB

THEBMAA y=1 =E y=0eke F RUERE R 8 WETS4E SRR, 1B
BEY A AR S7e wE pd SR éféiLHEMOk gk

olwl B xo} ] wel E(p)7t olwAl s3] E wo] et A2z b
o Erhx Hg mamstdel B, x8 wbol e e E(p)S Ehel ¢eha,?
x8 byl aZe SRS & dol= f(PY R o o ML owAl ZEld st E
st E(pY +99& Bt

ol 213t MMl #5HE FEEY $8hed (WERE R & (AT #, 2 £ (D. G Morrison)
L R Y ke TS .13 7k *i.ftil FEAS pst 2o w] o] Ze) X wl,» wkal f(p)F w]
EFS Y] MEEEl MED TR R AfE oSk o] 38 mch

S (2.52)
aTu+1

b e NEAE T

N

e ol a=p=leoha pi= MENHE S ol 29 Fkiii= Lol sleh o)k 2o
TE N ERS] 0 mE 1] Ho] R=1o] sl Fabdel F$E Bbckie B &1

1
7

ol

Fol ole.®

<]

rir

0
Brh Q4 B e B

1) x-N(ua @), x8—N(u:8, §28)3} 2292 f(p)e o3t 2 M4 Fahed ==k
f(p)=g(x8)+|J]
_ p 1
=log 1= ) pIeEyy .
P REPIE2 4 0% HEE WA EANEZ 2 2,08 T3 AbMow Vi e T
B ehg g=a.b, 6°=4284 2 p, o2S Y < v
2) GIE Eol A R 28 Fih el W EP)S Wbk
OE(PY/E(P) o,u,Erp(l P sL e

Outsf i E(p)

3) BEEY S A=5p)%p—p(A~p)E pA H3Y jaUrdld 022 Fow p=pd kY
¢lt}. Donald G. Morrison, “Upper Bounds for Correlation Between Binary Outcomes and Probabil-
istic Predictions,” Journal of the American Statistical Association, Vol. 6 No. 337(March,
1972), pp.68—70, ¥ R.S. Pindyck and D.L. Rubinfeld, op. cit., pp.255—’)bb-°-- Az A,

4) =2 <& (D.G. Morrison) & o] R® 3 LR (upper bound) steka 3l o, F=u) A (A.S.Goldberger)

£ R 27 =) BHE o KoL o] A2z R LRSIE BGE R A o
uxo}"’ olrh. ZHAEE A2 A.S. Goldberger, “Correlations Between Binary Outcomes and Probabil-
istic Predictions,” Journal of the American Statistical Ascociation, Vol.68, No.341(March, 1973),
p.845 BT 7.

5) R.S. Pindyck and D.L. Rubinfeld, op.cit., pp.225—226.
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Tl

3. EZ A A (multiple choice model)

x| F7kA) R BES R sl e

BRI (univariate dichotomous model)ol] ¥4

WL 0 ml 19 e mEll i
LooolA] o] eldt HIMS dhiEste) =&
LS SEEHeA A IS iEete AS$el Wi $EATFIAD (univariate polytomous
model) 8l HEIBEBL B D lolnd & fLIEHS] MEE Ge] o] B AR TR
(multivariate dichotomous model), 18] = Bob S Db, T SRR Al L kel =
B b R AU AR SERA T BiF (multivariate polytomous model) o] ¥fsto] 4
H BRI g}l

ku‘

F—r'
il
2
5.

Yl

3. 1. MmEVESRENC fRE MR

7he ERE G s ekl AR B MUUMAEINE ot ek Y
pu=art iz
pri=az+ ez .1
psi=as+ Saxi
vh, pie b ooil) Abske]l Al ¥lGE SRR HiE
%4re] RS AR Warelwha BUESIEE pu *pz&psi:lﬂ S} M HEEN &, B

el e HEe Besh

rlo

Mw

a;=1 (3.2)

1

i=1

(3.3)

v

M e
e

I

[

webd 3iES HfEke BT HE S 9od 2w HEsd deld due <o
3l Rksked Aek

RS Hg RATEIIS WY K} el el wel SBEBESTEMe] A=, &
g HBONS (12 Sol FelW vhesh 2

) B% B, #E EEHG] WK, KB, B 2R FoAAE 7 folrh

2) :ﬁfzi THEWIRIS] FIR, JEE A () A A44E e FH BE(D)E E 5 4k
yob 2z vh 2] 0 Ex 19 7@E AHAE, », 28 F@Ale —FEve] oh 2R o] H 3 Bl A=
W R B (sxmultaneous equation bias) 2 FA| 7} 2iEE ).

3) AKE A= BIBE S S| MIBWLE 21 ¢ °“‘ 73 $rkg wed 3ol v

4) R.S. Pindyck and D.L. Rubinfeld, op. c¢it., pp.256—257.
5) A. Zellner and T.H. Lee, loc. cit.
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B (lh
q.z 0 sz .| B + LUZ

6 0 xu [éM / U‘M )

q'u
Aol AHEIEHE R

gh, @it (y=1)e]
(T'X1)# ek
x;t (TXR)BRE 1371
Bit (k<) H3EC = e}
u;r (Tx1)=Ee}
A (3.4)E thgat el Fnd 4 gk
Q=XB+U (3.5)
wh Q= (a1 )’
B=(8/,Bu")’
U=, uu')’
i pn o1

wheld —f o Aakidel o8 B HiEk &
(3.6)

B=(X0'x)"X0'Q

((1)11 Wiz Win

o, Q:L

2)

w21 QWaz Wy

Wy Wye* WMy

3. 2. ZEulEE| 2|5 PR

s o9} e AR MAMEME =¥ R #ond & god, T
& iz e TR Y, Z9 RiemEL bt 2

p=P(Yi=1, Z:=1)=F(X.p, X6, p)

pe=P(Yi=1, Z:=0)=0(Xif) —p:

=0(X:p) —F(X.8, X3, p) 3.7

pi=p(Yi=0, Zi=1)=0(X0) —p

S gwm glom g o] i
_\-I}_

1) ofw]m)ok(T. Amemiya)t o] Hiflo] g, #E NS #EMIel BHE ¥
el o HERST HIRHER & X° HE7E B (limited information minimum X? estimator)e] T}z
23 ¢t} T. Amemiya, “Bivariate Analysis: Minimum Chi-square Methods,” Journal of the
American Statistical Association, Vol.69(Dec., 1974), pp.940—944% Z:Mi3 A.

2) o] Srik-dhor#h 45509 EHEEL A, Zellner and T.H. Lee, op. cit. 5 2% 7.

3) T. Amemiya, “The Maximum Likelihood, the Minimum Chi-square and the Nonlinear Weighted
Least-squares Estimator in the General Qualitative Response Model,” Journal of the American

Statistical Association, Vol.71, No.354(June, 1976), pp.347—351.
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=0(X.:0) —F(X:p, X0, p)
p4—P(Y 0, Z:i=0)=1—p1—p2—ps
gh, @ RREEAETE B SR
F: MBGREK p Q) B SR 411
ol 8 HEENELRE RAMTES BLHEED] glos, p=0add B, 08 EuhiEE
B WNLR) BAEE Zrevh eV £5EBY AL Y, Z9 $ARES mHits
2 BUlCHEE R (full information minimum X2 estimator)o] o3RIt WETHY HihMS

2L geh

L

3. 3. ZEAEalol| o3 K

HFEHRC] 3D o oA A & HHRd BEWEL pu, pu, pae ) 272 o
S3b el 4 HERS HAZ o Fo] A9
log( ]’;2 >=a21+5211i
3.8)

10g< ﬁs )Iasl—h@slxi

log( is ) szt Baex:

', pat i) Absbo] julal e BT mEA
2 Al R

os( ) ~lon( - )=o) ~ tog(£2)
= (a1 —an) + (Bau— L)z (3.9)
S 2] HEE 99 A s oA L s Tokel At —AMues BEHA
of N7l 0% A% 2AWE 9% HEAS et ep
T 610
i=1,, T

o, T: e
Xt it} A8 AXBWEE e}

1) J. Berkson, “Application of the Logistic Fuction to Bio-assay,” ibid, Vol.39(1944) pp.357—365.

2) T. Amemiya, “Bivariate Probit Analysis: Minimum Chi-Square Methods,” ibid, Vol. 69(1974),
pp.940—944,

3) R.S. Pindyck and D.L. Rubinfeld, op. ciz., pp.258—263,

4) P. Schmidt and R.P. Strauss, “The Prediction of Occupation Using Multiple Logit Models,”

International Economic Review, Vol.16, No. 2(June, 1975), pp.471—486.
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Bt jas EiEst BIGREE (RXDEBE
oo} 7o AW AR EHHEoE —RUER/ERES fobEE ol gl
O mEft oot EEY BEEs Az B M, TESEAA 2ol %

FESR P9 MR ) A5t AelA t log Tl log LI gy fRSHd —RLLE

fR®E EAT + 9tk
s % (3.10)% vhast 2o #ste LobiiEdE ERE ¢ et ®
pri= 1
1+ > e*fs
i=z 3.11)

eXf

im

Pi= —— m

N
1—{-28".-";
=2
LEmHS L &
L=TI pn Hpiz"jg Pix

i€0y i€62

:-Hl[ . }ﬁz TI oo (3.12)
i= X. m=2 i€6
1+J§Ze iy

Tk, 0,={i| jaA EHHg #ete A9

oA ke @%L—ﬂ oA el e JEEEHK e ze Fakel Alct.
o] 0 EL 18 g8 2 m oLE EBEE £ ) Bse] v, 2 ATE HRMET 2
So g,z o B 2L ches) el BuER WHEE LY + dhY
plz=1ly) T _+ .
Iog[ p(z=01y) l“ Vib+ay: (3.13)

log[ M]= Wid-+cz: i=1,-, T

p(y=0[z)

g, Ve ozell 9E FE Uk SHEgEE
Wi yoll 93 F5 (k) /HESEE}
b,d: &4 (k.x1), (&X1)el et

a, ¢: FHEE &7} (scalar)

1) H. Theil, “On the Estimation of the Relationships Involving Qualitative Variables,” American

Journal of Sociology, Vol. 76(1970), pp.103—154.

2) P. Schmidt and R.P. Strauss, loc. cit.
3) P. Schmidt and R.P. Strauss, “Estimation of Models with Jointly Dependent Qualitative Variables:

A Simultaneous Logit Approach,” Econometrica, Vol.43, No.4(July, 1975), pp.745—755.
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2 a=crt HEE 2 y o HARRS

_ L — —_1
p(z:=0, y:;=0)= T4
—0 ~1 _ ewid
p(z:=0, ;= )_-I—I-—A
L o . eV‘b (3 14)
p(zi=1, yz—O)—m—
eVib+Wid+a
p(zi=1, yi~1)~w
‘;‘l_’ A:ewid+evib+ew‘d+v‘b+a
o} zro]l vrEbd = glow BAMTIES 9% £ g3 Zoh
1 1
L=TITI plzi=j, yi=0 (3.15)
=0 1=0 iEgn

vk, Ou={ilzi=j, yi=l}
oo} & TR UGN A SRIBE G0 Ml R EAm o] = w o]
nﬂM Kk R S 99 Fgel 4t BEE AD HUL £ et o

4 EH REBREBEIS AT BEM O BOHEBRC MALBH B8R #E

IPamel A= W3l vhel zbo] M SHF HHE-S Hokiye] o stETe]l A5 Wi—gg —
dET o 2 JRIRsl Y oM, | BTHRS WA Y REEES HIREZH (linear pro-
bability model), = 4| #%I (probit model), == #F (logit medel)dl] &) ste] Z#rslm=} &+
At Bl RUREREAC A de)Al HEMS ME ¢ % WA A S mEZR= A B
T Reba £% B A BUHEL HMTomy ol Rl FERRR & Ml &s =
7bE skl shed el

4 1. &wHo| BE U S

GHTEBERE 19766 8 1HIE 7H Aolo] 1t WA REHE LM A

R BAKM 659 BRUEAETHE FEAchY BEWEY 269 e S e
AL Hiel A TVISARE S BMGEBBIE Mook 4 TVE BARNH=
Frsll 2499} RARKE HHY + % WG TR B 9 + dg- 4 3 %

) ®iE 9 #Eig aodn ER#E P. Schmidt and R.P. Strauss, ibid.dl]A] ZH-S 4= 9lc}.

2) THE MM MMER, Bk, “mEig BT & WIS, Y TS K8 $14%
0 1B CERE KR B A BIERT £ 1977, 8), 39—62[d] HAR EFFEREA EX A @
# hnstd 8.
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A BEHE 65Enh TVIEAKOROY 275602 A, A o1 & S 48 2%
el AelA ek
D8 TVIAG BEe Feloh sl s Bk 2 Zlstel B0 9 WY SHE o
o) o] @A
1 TVt glow
y*{o 29 sed
w0 FE)
o= LA ()
= B AF R
1 Aol
“:[o a8A gew
s = FLIT )
{1 S izl
o

[1 fxesr glem
Xg—

0 A ged

rio=-EL = 1A% BB
olel whek MBI 71 (3 1) ol Faked giek
(% Vel A5 i3t 2, 228 20, 215 27 B AMBEE eI gl ok 4%
8l %3kflE (multicollinearity) o] T7fESlE Fl—%k PIBSE o3t ziwd EEISHe]
Ae Ae F I HEE BHAAZ Sk
4. 2. EFEERC] BRE

o3k zo® EHE S GAESETS SEELN RS 9ot HET flE (R
2) 8k k.
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&E D FERREE 175
Yy 1 X2 Zz3 Z4 xs Zs x7 a8 X9 Z10
¥ 1
x1 0.4031 1
xz 0.5182 0.8935 1
zz 0.1907 0.3843 0.4516 1
ze 0.1530 0.2020 0.2020 0.1571 1
xs 0.2162 0.4867 0.4424 0.0704 0.3529 1
xs 0.3821 0.3660 0.3985 0.3298 0.0624 0.3076 1
z7z 0.5203 0.3867 0.4371 0.1250 0.0474 0.2651 0. 2467 1
zs 0.2814 0.2973 0.3743 -0.0231 -0.0400 0.4389 0.3329 0.3900 1
xs 0.1855 -0.0325 0.0836 0.0811 -0.0538 0.2500 0.0417 0.0722 -0.1174 1
z10 0.36383 0.8683 0.7446 -0.0660 0.1703 0.5331 0.2704 0.3576 0.2941 -0.0331 1
E 2 1% BF #F
[elff A HBOH Z1 Zz Z3 Z4
y¥*=f(x1, z2, 33, x4, —0.0180 —0. 00000004 0. 0001 —0. 0311 0. 0506
Xs, L6, X7, X8, X9) (—0.0916) (—0.7537) (2.0005) (—0.8296) (0. 4059)
y**:f (Iz, Z4, Xs, T, —0.0418 —_ 0. 00006 — 0.0188
X7, L8, L9, T10) (—0. 2620) (1. 6705) (0. 1482)
Zs Zs x7 Zs ) Z1o R? F
—0. 0025 0.2419 0. 3608 —0. 0057 0.1521 —— 0.4491 4, 9826
(—0.5474) (1.9576) (2.8987) (—0.0424) (1.2929)
—0.0043 0.2225 0. 3563 0.0523 0.1914 0. 0000004 0.4375 5. 4450

(—0.8975) (1.8543)  (2.8531)  (0.4062) (1.6782) (0. 2625)

()% BF e t-HiitREd
B HERA vy sk y*oll A BHEREEE 44 0.6702, 0.6615¢] K x13t xs, 229} 10
Aol e HIBIFEE 444 0.8935, 0.74460.2 el ®& &dfiike] #HETGE RdFa
Adck. ol= Frgel Kol Lol A #mgcls B4 T4 ffGel el dhle
", xs(@ﬂ) 2 iffm‘ﬂ mEERECE JEEEMY Eak ok Eifelle BhE EFEsc
Jebr] F REEFCL 4 geslega BEt ol 2eg R UsA BilER oy
ST & RES ek P

2R 2ol mEEe RS Gn ASdE EPENLE dehlone T gE

1) #ERRE 771 2 # “i% EESH #ERE BESA 2(EE 20), 78 20 WAL 23,24, 28,
s BIFENoE HETomH 24FY ﬁ%ﬁ’ ol EEEAERE ftEstad e
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Bk delR 8BS EFETERT BB REN Bk RERE R FHERE SE F
JEalel (F 3)9b 7ol Bk 3 RFEW MEHERE HESH

BE ERERe| #EE

(& 3

o am wmem P FEESAERE ATAEE RGBS oo
YD =f(x, —0.0529 0.00000004 —  0.2427  0.4087 0.1717 —  0.3904 9.6060
zo, 71, 20)  (—0.5017)  (1.5363) (2.1081) (3.4595) (1.7086)
YD =f(zs, zs, —0.1246  — 0.1052 0.2608 0.4157 0.1766 0.0000001 0.3991 7.8387
Z1, 25, 210)  (—1.0147) (1.0126) (2.3250) (3.5349) (1.7530)  (1.3048)
YO =f(xs, —0.0697  — —  0.2629 0.4141 0.1718 0.0000001 0.3887 9.5380
21, 20, 210)  (—0.6324) (2.3428) (3.5212) (1.7071)  (1.4791)

i

_,4
&

(3 3yl A Bi= wkel o] zpe] ysh IE9] HAEo B HET Bkl e Ao Be
i Wk A AIr)ek TVE Hispifd gebz sbleh o HEREL =
VE sl fie] melA Jehdor ol & TVel ¥IF mb@—kd Gk —K
gr s @8 o3 el 1A B FENE Holm Al gt F HM b E
o fErEst TVETEC wAs ped fEimes deblz glebe AdlA KRty BED

L

o
s rl‘l ‘{}"

o] {EE 4 gtk
4 3. #gEAEOl OHS @R ik Rt

7b TRiBIEBES FRE
olv) FEER 31 MEHERAA QdolAl HEEH
BAER Y BEEE Rala RS Eshsich
1) FRRmE Rl
5. =X 4.1)
o] ¢ste] BBHRE 5 Kt
1 $:>>0.50]9
{0 $:<0. 5017
oF o] MMEHES Esko k.
2) ZaIHH

L R Sle] hgat o] 47|

T

5= 4.2)
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ZRABMLE F 0, H# 19 RHERSME 2 22 X @ DA dda 5
& PEEE(Lste 28 Rebqch

_ 53
S 4.3)
ok § i 58 i
o5t 1 38 Ik
°f =% R (4 9ol fiAst] == B A8 BAFER §- SRk ol
57i:f_1i ¢12n e 35°ds (4.9
o] A% A BAkiES
(1 3>0.50%
y“’:{ . (4.5)
i ) $<C0.50]7
oF zre] dhof WEXTTINIG TRMEL A )
3) AWM
ABI pi=gmrpel A Xf=0a) po= Lol ek Aelq 5-X8 (& Ft
g 2% A g3t el BRIl FiMmEe ek )
1
AN B 4.6)
ofsl B EMAMEMS 28 silste] deinl yol WHEBTAME rhesl 2op D
f(P) =g ]J|
_ y N1
*g<]°g -5 ) 1-3)
_ 1 -Jf(log’j—j&')z )
NZEZIE I @
wehA
fwf(@dﬁ:o- 5 (4.8)

sk el =& T 0% ok 2B AY BULIES thest 2o] wabdd o).

D f(ME k2 £ N Johnson)d Sefpfirh 4 Jofke] o,

Eﬂzdﬁlog

(shze Fi 0, it 19 FHSM o 2 Seld 4-0, §=1

o] == of 7] el 4 :I"u}-i—x}‘ ste St —F el #4222 N. Johnson and S.Kotz, Con-
tinuous Univariate Distributions-1 (Boston : Houghton Mifflin Company, 1970), pp.23—26<
B A
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. yizwolw
yi<lwol®
2 f(NE §=

e
[em] [t

4.9
0.5% Hbo® She MGEHHANY BEREED X “8)MA o
—0.55} 5 weby 2AREA AL BELE 94 0.57 Rt

oot e AR HEHEE HEd FE Rt
sh el

WRske odelxl TR (AL

/.// -t 0 7IA___ - "_{——1
o2l5. WflEEEEel tig
29 5ol SabW 2AMES 9% Bl =gl 9@ Axsr 0.5UT
AL o 2A, 050 LelAE o A HEel SaF FEE wolw get, F
o BpERe] 5 0.5004 %Xk 9

gomz FEAHe HiMshe e B ¥4
#Evh?

b TR ES M

semsiee] ¢ sbed Faked Al 5o, Hir, mrsh WEM yobd WEE
squared error, MSE)¢«] ¢ 3}od H:EL 1)

WEE BHFEHE (mean
o2 ojr Eille] PHEFFTR & HasEtE X
steb. ol 44e) FHFBERES
g A% =V visE,
seqpne 3¢ =20 vk, @10
1) 74 s —(los 4 25-) o4
1—5 \?__ ¥ :_ ¥ : oo No = = th0 P -S
(1og yy ) —(—log =5 ) —(10% 15 ) s} ze] Hmz f(3)L §5=0.5% HLoR Mg
o) %7 =k
2) y28 7
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Y T L K :&65’@—%5&

ol 2} g i@f2el Sjste] 3{AY MEHBRAA doiAl fiffte obE (E 49 2

E O FHEEEREN 23 i

By i) MSE: MSE; MSE;
y P =f(a1, z6, 27, Z0) 15/65 15/65 15/65
y® :f(_zu, g, 27, Ts, Z10) 14/65 12/65 12/65
¥y =f(z6, 27, 29, L10) 15/65 14/65 14/65

(2 HelA BT shsh Zol, TVHES Bolsl 75 3MES EEHL 5, y®, y®
@, yOol ahel HUUFEA Y 0 ) e EREE Aol WL

rlr
14
1]
)
_0‘
A
i

X,

A
BEAA Fo gt Aos dehker, 2F Ok G ok AP BT R
Eolehn & 4 ATk y®dlAl ZEULUNS 39 MSE:= (-=0.18 olZ 2 o 8207}

o ¥ilic] ¢dted ZimiHcim & 4 glow, KBz Mol APt (AN HEE A
= EERRS Zayle v BATER FIlsE Aol TR 3t RKALA T BTN

fo

¢ el Foln ¥ 4 ok

5. B B ¥

il A R BN ey 91T & SWhEE fast, B
ol 8] FRAY HFTE skl B WAONRM FEE AUE g e 3
2l RS- Al F, ZAd HIEEE (linear probability model), Z 2 WA
(probit model), =7 #i% (logit model)-& i Aigke] HMMMER & T3bx HRII& Hfstget

ISR A, TR vole SHRRS A Z2¥ol v Al AW f
ARl TRl B 2 AaEE AL & F gtk B, HEE REEEE 29 e #
e TVIEAC EY e Fu B 2] 2ohx] & FEESE 2eolx dstes #
HAkbEe] oS TVEATM T 7128 2gtm, 48 AF71e TVE it Bkl
gl vebyel REMBV B4EESY HE
3 9 BHERIEY WiheR 1 FEE e F ek = HiFkE TVE 21 E4
olela sl 15k ko e MRS WHERERE A9 As TVEA &L 7AF
%-‘E Aoz byl
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BT R o BbiEEn 2 BRI ERES A% Ry frg 4 o,
olel’h HEESTEE A BAMEY MERTE s Jos fifisld ok & WomEe ).

(ABSTRACT;

Holdings of Consumer’s Durable Goods:

Regressions with Binary Dependent Variables

Suk Bum Yoon
Hoe Kyung Lee*

This study has dual purposes: (1) survey of the specification and estima-
tion of (i) the linear probability model, (ii) probit model, (iii) logit model,
and (iv) Gompit model in which qualitative dependent variables are (i) dicho-
tomous and (ii) polytomous, and (2) empirical estimations and comparison of
predictability of these models in which holdings of television sets are presented
as binary dependent variables,

It is obtained that the predictability defined as revised MSE is greatest in
cases of probit and logit models and somewhat less with a linear model. How-

ever, the differences are not very remarkable,

* Both are at Yonsei University.
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(¥ 1) KR o3 BAMECD)
y=f(z1, 6, X1, T9)
22 .
L A B W W & P

R &2) 9 e j;p . ¢
1 0 0.1263 0.1762 0. 2826 0 0 0
2 0 0.2042 0. 2483 0. 3367 0 0 0
3 0 0.1353 0. 1841 0. 2885 0 0 0
4 0 0.1368 0.1841 0. 2895 0 0 0
5 0 —0. 0309 0. 0749 0.1918 0 0 0
6 0 -—0. 0286 0. 0764 0.1930 0 0 0
7 0 —0. 0261 0.0778 0.1942 0 0 0
8 0 0.2174 0.2611 0. 3457 0 0 0
9 0 0.2188 0. 2643 0. 3467 0 0 0
10 0 0. 2249 0. 2676 0. 3512 0 0 0
11 0 —0.0169 0. 0823 0.1989 0 0 0
12 0 —0.0162 0. 0823 0. 1992 0 0 0
13 0 —0.0160 0. 0823 0.1994 0 0 0
14 0 0.4017 0. 4840 0. 4890 0 4} 0
15 (4} —0.0125 0. 0838 0. 2016 0 0 0
16 0 0.1598 0. 2061 0. 3050 0 0 0
17 0 0. 4005 0. 4801 0. 4881 0 0 0
18 0 0. 1659 0.2119 0. 3092 0 0 0
19 1 0.4141 0. 4989 0. 4990 0 4} 0
20 1 0.4146 0. 4992 0.4994 0 0 0
21 1 0. 0032 0. 0918 0. 2095 0 0 0
22 0 0. 2482 0. 2946 0. 3685 4] 0 0
23 1 0. 2482 0. 2946 0. 3685 0 0 0
24 0 0. 4206 0. 5080 0.5042 0 1 1
25 1 0. 6624 0. 7881 0. 6891 1 1 1

26 1 0. 8367 0.9115 0. 7954 1 1

27 4} 0, 2565 0. 3050 0. 3747 0 0

28 0 0. 6664 0. 7910 0. 6919 1 1

29 1 0.4314 < 0.5199 0.5128 0 1

30 0 0. 2599 0. 3085 0.3773 0 0
31 0 0. 2608 0. 3085 0.3779 0 0 0
32 4} 0. 8527 0.9207 0. 8037 1 1 1
33 0 0. 2056 0. 2483 0. 3372 0 0 0
34 1 0. 6871 0. 8106 0. 7059 1 1 1
35 4] 0. 6189 0. 7454 0. 6583 1 1 1




FHE, TR R EER 147
y=f (1, 76,77, 75)
7= ;
FEE T B W ® & % W
5,1) 5,2) 7 5,, 55,, l e
36 1 0. 4550 0.5517 0.5319 0 1 1
37 0 0.2126 0.2578 0.3422 0 0 0
38 1 0. 8656 0. 9264 0.8101 1 1 1
39 1 0.2197 0. 2643 0.3474 0 0 0
40 1 0.8725 0. 9292 0.8135 11 1
41 0 0. 2946 0. 3483 0. 4039 0 0 0
42 1 0. 6394 0. 7642 0. 6730 1 1 1
43 0 0. 0609 0.1271 0.2419 0 0 0
44 0 0.0625 0.1271 0.2428 0 0 0
45 0 0.3100 0. 3669 0.4159 0 0 0
46 1 0.3165 0. 3745 0.4210 0 0 0
47 1 0.7280 0.8438 0.7325 1 1 1
48 0 0.3201 0.3783 0. 4239 0 0 0
49 0 0.5030 0.6102 0.5701 1 1 1
50 0 0.3348 0.3974 0.4354 0 0 0
51 1 0.5083 0.6179 0.5743 1 1 1
52 1 0.7513 0. 8599 0.7470 1 1 1
53 1 0.7521 0. 8621 0. 7475 101 1
54 0 0. 5255 0. 6368 0.5878 1 1 1
55 1 0.9346 0. 9616 0. 8420 1 1 1
56 1 0.9373 0. 9625 0.8432 1 1 1
57 1 0.7713 0. 8749 0. 7590 1 1 1
58 1 0. 9496 0. 9573 0. 8483 1 1 1
59 0 0.5374 0.6517 0. 5971 1 1 1
60 1 0.5383 0. 6554 0.5978 1 1 1
61 1 0. 3668 0. 4364 0.4609 0o 0 0
62 1 0. 9806 0. 9656 0. 8608 1 1 1
63 0 0. 4264 0.5160 0. 5088 0 1 1
64 1 0. 8851 9.9345 0.8196 1 1 1
65 1 1,2078 0.9938 0.9278 1.1 1
S (y—57)*=15
L(y—3#)2=15
T (y—3)=15
1) 5 HEREREAL o3 BEFER
2) = avl Rl o3 BAREER
3) 5: 2ABE o BNRER
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y=f (x4, z6, 27, 29, Z10)

FNRY Wfﬁg # W o® = X
5 5 5 EREREL
1 0 0.1696 0. 2177 0. 3136 0 0 0
2 0 0°2582 0. 3085 0.3773 0 0 Q
3 0 0. 0703 0.1359 0. 2498 0 0 0
4 0 0. 0819 0. 1446 0. 2568 0 0 0
5 0 —0. 0880 0. 0548 0.1674 0 0 0
5 0 —0.0842 0.0559 0.1691 0 0 0
7 0 0.0251 0. 1075 0. 2238 0 0 0
8 0 0. 1822 0.2296 0. 3223 0 0 0

9 0 0.1684 0.2177 0.3128 0 0 )
10 Q0 0. 2803 0. 23306 0.3941 0 0 0
11 0 —0. 0947 0. 0516 0.1644 0 0 0
12 0 0. 0049 0. 0951 0.2128 0 0 0
13 0 0.0214 0. 1038 0. 2217 0 0 0
14 0 0.4514 C. 5478 0. 5287 0 1 1
15 0 0.0477 0.1210 0. 23¢€5 0 0 0
16 0 0.1202 0.1736 0. 2807 0 0 0
17 0 0. 3654 0. 4364 0. 4603 0 0 0
18 0 0. 1885 0. 2358 0. 3267 0 0 0
19 1 0. 4203 0. 5080 0. 5040 0 1 1
20 1 0. 3570 0. 424_7 0. 4536 0 0 0
21 1 —0.0314 0.077 0.1941 0 0 0
22 0 0. 2803 0. 3336 0. 3940 0 0 0
23 1 0. 2803 0. 3336 0. 3940 0 0 0
24 0 0. 3784 0. 4522 0.4705 0 0 0
25 1 0.7633 0. 8665 0.7519 1 1 1
26 1 0.7727 0. 8729 0.7574 1 1 1
27 0 0.2472 0. 2946 0. 5691 0 0 0
28 0 0. 6271 0. 7486 0. 6626 1 1 1
29 1 0.5343 0. 6480 0. 5936 1 1 1
30 Q 0. 2528 0. 3015 0.3733 0 0 0
31 0 0. 2886 Q. 3446 0. 4003 0 0 0
.32 0 0. 9251 0.9474 0. 8354 1 1 1
33 0 0. 3015 0. 3594 0.4102 0 0 0
34 1 0.7307 0. 8438 0.7321 1 1 1
35 0 0. 5436 0. 6591 0. 6007 1 1 1
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l y:f(x4,xs,x7,xg,xm)

e . .
wng | ® oW % EEE:

5 5 5 5 | 3 | 5
36 1 0.4957 0. €026 0. 5637 0 1 1
37 0 0.2351 0. 2843 0. 3602 0 0 0
38 1 0.9129 0. 9441 0.8300 1 1 1
3 1 0. 3249 0. 3839 0. 4294 0 0 0
40 1 1.0037 0. 9700 0. 8670 1 1 1
41 0 0. 2995 0. 3557 0. 4087 0 0 0
42 1 0. 6658 0.7881 0. 6896 1 1 1
43 0 0.0751 0. 1401 0. 2527 0 0 0
44 0 0.0573 0.1271 0.2421 0 0 0
45 0 0.2913 0. 3483 0. 4024 0 0 0
46 1 0. 3468 0.4129 0. 4456 0 0 0
47 1 0.7647 0. 8665 0. 7528 1 1 1
48 0 0. 2446 0. 2946 0. 3672 0 0 0
49 0 0. 5480 0. 6591 0. 6041 1 1 1
50 0 0.4021 0.4840 0.4894 0 0 0
51 1 0. 4993 0. 6064 0. 5665 0 1 1
52 1 0. 6535 0.7764 0.6811 1 1 1
33 1 0. 8273 0. 9049 0. 7880 1 1 1
54 0 0. 4037 0. 4840 0. 4907 0 0 0
55 1 0.9248 0. 9474 0.8353 1 1 1
56 1 0.8211 0. 9015 0. 7847 1 1 1
57 1 0. 8007 0. 8887 0. 7735 1 1 1
58 1 1.0325 0.9756 0.8773 1 1 1
59 0 0.5155 6. 6255 0.5791 1 1 1
60 1 0.5160 0. 6255 0.5794 1 1 1
61 1 0. 2539 0. 3030 0.3741 0 0 0
62 1 0. 8062 0. 8944 0.7765 1 1 1
63 0 0.3987 0. 4801 0. 4867 0 0 0
64 1 0. 8953 0. 937 0.8219 1 1 1
65 1 1.1635 0.9913 0. 9156 1 1 1

E(y—39i=11

Y (y—53)2=12
T (y—3)r=12
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i

T 25

HEA Qs BAE)

y=f{(as, 27,29, T10)

wngn | ® oW W | 7 m @

5 5 5 EXEREL

1 0 0.1161 0. 1660 0. 2755 0 0 0
2 0 0.2120 0. 2546 0.3414 0 0 0
3 0 0.1226 0.1711 0.2798 0 0 0
4 0 0. 1357 0. 1841 0.2884 0 0 0
5 0 —0, 0287 0.0764 0.1924 0 0 0
6 0 —0. 0244 0.0778 0.1946 0 0 0
7 0 —0.0198 0.0793 0. 1969 0 0 0
8 0 0. 2446 0.2912 0. 3655 0 0 0
9 0 0. 2292 0. 2743 0. 3541 0 0 0
10 0 0. 2369 0. 2810 0. 3597 0 0 0
11 0 —0.0362 0.0721 0. 1887 0 0 0
12 0 —0.0424 0. 0694 0. 1857 0 0 0
13 0 —0. 0239 0.0778 0.1948 0 0 0
14 0 0. 4025 0. 4840 0. 4896 0 0 0
15 0 0. 0055 0.0934 0.2102 0 0 0
16 0 0. 1785 0.2236 0.3176 0 0 0
17 0 0. 4277 0.5160 0. 5099 0 1 1
18 0 0.1372 0.1841 0.2894 0 0 0
19 1 0.4630 0. 5596 0.5383 0 1 1
20 1 0.4144 0.4990 0. 4992 0 0 Q
21 1 0.0348 0.1112 0.2263 0 0 0
22 0 0. 2367 0. 2810 0. 3595 0 4] 0
23 1 0. 2367 0. 2810 0. 3595 0 0 0
24 0 0. 4384 0.5279 0.5185 0 1 1
25 1 0.7262 0.8413 0.7319 1 1 1
26 1 0. 8286 0. 9082 0.7916 1 1 1
27 0 0.3175 0.3745 0.4216 0 0 0
28 0 0. 6915 0.8132 0. 7093 1 1 1
29 1 0.4952 0. 6026 0.5641 0 1 1
30 0 0.3238 0.3821 0. 4266 0 0 0
31 0 0. 2460 0.2912 0. 3666 0 0 0
32 0 0. 8815 0. 9332 0.8184 1 1 1
33 0 0.2638 0.3121 0. 3800 0 0 0
34 1 0. 6898 0.8133 0.7081 1 1 1
35 0 0. 6013 0.7258 0. 6457 1 1 1
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\ y=f(xs, x7, T, Z10)

FOE @%f@ % W W F % W fa

5 5 5 o |3 |5
36 1 0. 4520 0.5478 0. 5295 0 1 1
37 0 0. 1895 0.2327 0. 3253 0 0 0
38 1 0. 8678 0.9279 0. 8117 1 1 1
39 1 0. 2900 0. 3409 0. 4002 0 0 0
40 1 0. 9656 0.9633 0. 8569 1 1 1
41 0 0.2582 0. 3050 0. 3757 0 0 0
42 1 0. 6204 0. 7454 0. 6597 1 1 1
43 0 0. 0362 0.1112 0,2271 0 0 0
44 0 0.0162 0.0985 0. 2160 0 0 0
45 0 0. 2491 0. 29381 0. 3689 0 0 0
46 1 0.3112 0. 3669 0.4167 0 0 0
47 1 0.7278 0. 8438 0.7328 1 1 1
48 0 0. 3145 0. 3707 0. 4193 0 0 0
49 0 0. 6285 0. 6549 Q. 6655 1 1 1
50 0 0. 3731 0. 4443 0. 4660 0 0 0
51 1 0. 4561 0.6517 0.5328 0 1 1
52 1 0.7210 0. 8389 0.7285 1 1 1
53 1 0. 7930 Q. 8925 0.7748 1 1 1
54 0 0. 4667 0. 5675 0.5414 0 1 1
55 1 0. 8811 0.9332 0. 8182 1 1 1
56 1 (. 8828 0.9345 0. 8190 1 1 1
57 1 0. 7681 0. 8729 0. 7576 1 1 1
58 1 1. 0018 0. 9706 0. 8692 1 1 1
59 0 0.4741 0. 5754 0. 5473 0 1 1
60 1 0, 4747 0.5754 0. 5477 0 1 1
61 1 0.3250 0. 3821 0. 4275 0 0 0
62 1 0. 8661 0.9279 0. 8109 1 1 1
63 4] 0. 3694 0. 4404 0. 4629 4] 0 0
64 1 0. 8741 0. 9306 0. 8148 1 1 1
65 1 1.1745 0. 9929 0. 9207 1 1 1

Y (y—5)?=15
S(y—3ni=14
S(y—-ini=14
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