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45 PEEEREES L A}%% AFEED Y7 2y b 9T gaE

20X gomz wyel Ay veby BA 728 2+ % vk 53 Topd-za

AFEE 5PN 25 FYRAL %Eﬂ RS ol Gated 2PN T W Y
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29 90 2AY FX YUt 2 2o P FHE 2A ek B = Reln
EAZH 722 2 Fold 2IHTFEE widl tata nEem 23 gloM 2
AR WSS HEHe] WEF 35T 4= Shs Bael thstel Lopugiet,

Fogo]: FotF-ZIRYTEE EF, B2 P, FARA

1. NE

gutd o Foll At Exo] AFE-L Hlo]A ¢ B HHA BRE AlZRE Y Yy, 2
T FZAAe 284 a8l F3F A4t oA S A AFEE sl gt $Ede

p(y|0)ol thated AL A T2 p(h)e] e Ex3H
o) = [ plulo)p(6)d0 (1.1)
o & Hd ez 3t do ol F 23 EAAoIUTE AR g v el A
F EE 7bed AHdY v %] 4 $oll & .2 X 2 (importance sampling) < o] &3] A
o BAE A & ¢ ok Tk FAl AAHEZ R p(0)F He st p(y|0)p() S st
Z g8z BT FEHE ol FA Aol HE AL u & 7H A A JO] 7Hs5t
ot 53] Fold X TP M e TR AIHNEZZ Aol T E o] &3lH Al TR} 2
utE X o] e & 7}7‘]Ei AR EE o] &5t ZlUigtol v S e 3 4 il‘:} X

AVSE 49 tidte] Manton, Woodbury and Stallard(1981)o})
ot A A E AT EFF Tsutakawa(1988)% A2% TPAYRYozxn Fold 23S
Aeste] G APFES FHAT TH ALNETY Ao FHL AIFR TS & Sy
TE, S ATEE, A0EE, e TS 3 de OI-E"rOWE‘rDq By FH o] k)
ol ARSI 2E U B AghE 2 g o) T AAHELE AESA) Ralm v
1) (449-714) 371 %= &AA A7HE 470, St n P FEHYRER 2w
E-mail: yckim@eve.yongin.ac.kr
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TA AAEEE o] &3t HE AFREY Feirt A 4o £2 FHE A RIte
BA$7 25 BT BT AAAELE 83 AT EEY FErt 5333 A S H 2ol
AA g 2eZzo 3wl 712X E(Gibbs sampling) 9] &80] 7}5& Zolth aejyt
NAFERL Zh7bo] B4 t)dle] A3 25 £ E(full conditional distribution)”7} € 8
st Zt BRIXZRE b4 BAo] §olstodof gt} b Aol YA B2 Aol B
FEgoly 7leA G4 LA HhER 7] 2 E B (rejection sampling) W & o] &t AL
PXE 7 5 AT
B =RdMe AFA F2E e Zotd RFoA v AAREXY 71go] Hagh
AL B ZAAAETEZN 2P TFEEE 48 23 sl =oadet. 289 =
F FHo ol 2AF FX9 Feirt & deizl EXold A & EAlo] shsstn
o] & o] &3t Eﬁﬂ%i ‘f‘“?i o2 #AE By tstd =3 E ¢ 3loh 1y gukA
3 )

E |

3 5ol 712t & £ (rejection samphng) ,
oot g2 uiez JAA M4E E8ste AR B A &o] 7153 Wi o] Damien,
Wakefield and Walker(1999)0l| 2] 3} 7%1 AEA E = oMes £&

FE 2 ¢ JE AR EXE I FF A A A (latent) H
EEXE FE3RT S ZoAE Xots-2aFTEE ZF ms}
011*% FARo Ho3 dAG AR BIE sttt 28l A 4
EOM b‘ol ”“HOMt %b} %E}H Y fé} £ é}xﬁﬂ

o)
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oz ulT ANEEE o £8 2A% HFELTE BHD P4 Ho TR o)) @
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2. X0IS-208EE ¥

EPAA BAA yE i HA Rl &3k o] exp(V)Q] Fotd £ILE ©rEn
ARG ER y = g,y u) & 019 EFo] B2F WSolth AZA B A
APd B X &4t H ettt Thekel] o] \olH dWtA o g Folg FX O] Hagko| &
o g FHAck StEE AFURE oA ¥R ASATE T ANE LR PriREE
o] & & & v} iy el <4 glo] A9 ke Hit poln BARL 02 IHEXE
S 2E0T W erp\)E 2AATELE upeth 2IATETE Fold XA 1]
TH ALH B Folth H puit BAF g2ol] el M & Jeffreyse] Ald BT 2 wpEctn 713 s}
2}

25 (AL A2,y A 0t)e A2 AES S E S Zoh

T1pO, ,0%1ws) o T £ (wild)g(ile, 0*)h(ps, 0%), (2.1)

i=1 . i=1

o 7]1A,
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Flulh) = =P, 2.2)
1 EPAY
9(Ailp, 0%) = (2m0%) " exp {-(AQT“)} : (2.3)
h(p, 0*) o< (0%) 7, (2.4)
Ry =01, , 23 - oo</\ <o e e

kA Ql 71“ Ed"ﬂ/\'] ] WA A2 e i;‘:}/‘*zq BAA ¢(\)7F 2] AZ (link) &
o) Fejol Wb AFHAAAY BHE B ASE 2D 4 Ak ol LAl
28 el & Albert2} Chib(1997)0l ,]6}04 At AT el A Aol mao] 27
o] FATHH &z HES o7 3t} YulF o= Fold R A= AFHEE )9
27 gejd] gatd 3o wE T AWE— o) Abgol Zbs stk Y Bylr)e @
e Gy G5 g Al FnE B =RoME AFAUES Hdsgth Bie] 2L
Markov Chain Monte Carlo(MCMC)%‘ﬁ A& o Aol MCMC v & A
23l7)0] o 4R 2AF EXE =T HolT).
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3. X0IS-ZHA2E DE0IM ZQE XS AR 2

¥ol$-Z O FEE Z¥ oA MCMC W & & &317] 93 24
oh)e] 2R BXE AZ3 729 ZAzte] By EUA 9t Tald 44 &5 &
T Ut _

A7), & 5.4 (hyperparameter)! puo} o2& th-&3} 7t

p(:u’|ya 02: Ai;i=1,2,~~,n) ~N (Zl—:ﬁy %) (31)
o] I
7'1_ )\i _ 2 .
p(0y, 1, Aii12,. ) ~ IG (g, M) (3.2)

oltt. 4(3.2)ell X IG(a, B)= BBl (shape) &5 a8} H] & (scale) B4 fE 2t ztul 23
ol
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Hf\y1|/\ (Aili, o). (3.3)
ol d EHG 2Hzte) 2R BEo|A ) W Balo] ﬂols}u}nﬂ MCN'C g
%6—]'0:1 (/\17/\2) ’)‘n)uaaz)‘g] @g Q%UE]E BJ-TE'T'Ei )\ ‘4 '7FL_ ]}1\_}6—& ')]:
Aok B4 A9 FHL N9 FH GEEFEAA MdEE 74]*}?:}0%“1 T%‘ °l 7b53tet.

0

a3y A9 248 BEXSY FH
Aol A& T FHE 7]'] = ola 384 & = Utk 53] 5 g7t ¥ T
A B¥Q 2aRFEES A9 e dL fo|stA] gt} o3t A § thE WY
o2 FAAH HFE g83o @*E% o) A go] 7153k ¥ o] Damien, Wakefield and
Walker(1999)0ll & sted AAHJth thS oM o d4-E IS ¢ U v 20
B2 2 A4 (latent) H4E =Yt F=stATH

2 gol Gelo] wWap thaA Yehdoh dig

4. HISY ANHEZEC| AISUIMC EMA Bis= AlS

YA A BokFol \o AR Bxgsa e dede ¢4 &) ol g B+
By¥&Lrt 20 o B4atd 717 & 2 (rejection sampling) W & AFEE 5 vt 18
G oleish R AA A8 e 4A %

&2l 4.1 :(Damien, Wakefield and Walker(1999)).
Wt g ol B4 2RE UHE Bodu

f(z) x w(z) H li(z), (4.1)

o2
2
)
S
]
@]
;3
!3

e ¢Ezl BESoln e -negative invertible function)°]t}.
aE e fREFEY P ddE LT (uniform density) $F 7o AT o]
FeHZHE FE 4 it

-?4—4 A2 415 o] &3t 2UF EXE FET F U
T ust ool FAHE W A, Ay, o, MEY SRAN AIF RS GSEEES
o g4 W0
Hf(@/ip\i)g()\ima %) (4.2)
i=1
j (=
E —(2m0?)7? exp e (4.3)

n 2
o H ezxp[—exzp(\;)]exp {— (A = (%)) } . (4.4)
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Aol Aol FAH BE U = (ur, vz, -, w) & ED 3] G52 28-S o] goh A5k
US ZFAEFSE e Lol WP,

p()\l, /\27 e a)‘n, Ulya K, 02) X (45)

IPmﬂmw>mwmw+w Zf%} (45)
i=1

A9l A% US) 2A% ARUS Do 2 412 0|32 424e] 2A¥ FBUS
g4E ToE B8 2

Py, 1 Aii=12, m> 02, Ujij) o< exp(~w) ] {ui > exp(\)}, (4.7)

PN, 1y 0%, Ajija, U) ~ N(u+ o%y;, ) I < logw;). (4.8)

kol M T 2 (4.7) 7 2] (4.8)9 Zi—‘?‘ FE oA 2] dg FAPo] Lolgtr 2 MCMC

WHE FEslo] (A, U, pu, 099 238 FELE 2 EEH N9 FHIEEIE AXHE
T UG

=20

] MW € ¥obld REE HE AN EF AL ZE v T AU ER 71
P& 2 @S & A JAFE AAH M5 E AHEEe FH o] AAsdte A& =2
o] *a!?éii HolZAtt. wA, A5l dotd AFetH EEHTEEIEZRE 248 G
AE N2 2 3 ol 83l Eold BX9 (BE 2L A% 29 51 7 #r}

zdyg A5 E ol &t RS Hofsd D}ﬁﬂ 2t FotF-2aPAEIE AF
2 RYolur mA Azte] S9H B2 y(i=1,2,.,10) ZotbEEE gErn 713
atm 7R Fe B Zeva 7R 4714 E’_—r Xi (=00 < Ay < co)oll B E Bl F
of APAEER HEEE 7P etA vl T AP R LY A& A Adbol g 2%
TEGF BREE FLAIAT & Dol AFT FAE b5 AL EEIFolA
o F AGE Y= mohET £, 2o A3 o & B R st AEHTFEEE
o] &St ATh ZA7te B AL dgy o, A0S Y SHAR AAFEI G E 4 (4.2)E o &3
k&3 2ok

K e eap )

;!

(2m)” %exp{—%z}. (5.1)



194 AR

& #EA Zogdd 2y o3
Z1N#ZEA 7l EEA
1 0 1.09 0.53
2 0 0.77 0.49
3 2 2.61 1.72
4 0 0.20 0.50
5 0 0.38 0.52
6 2 1.56 1.87
7 4 3.18 3.57
8 0 0.41 0.49
9 0 0.34 0.51
10 3 1.11 3.73

*](5 1)01]/\-1 ;\(:}'ZH %_}ll U - (Ul, u?a Ty Ulo)% :
A (4.7)3 A (4.8)3 Zol et Ztze] 218 dEU e v 2}

P(uily, Aii=12, ns Ujiii) < exzp(—u;) I {w; > exp(\;)}, (5.2)

—~
=
[FN]

-

P(Aily, Ajija, U) ~ N(yg, )I(N; < logu;).

9} A(5.3)0l 9] AE 2HAR BEXre dg wago] Lo|stm
3l (A, Ap, oo, do, U)9) 2R BSUE G52 RE 42 N9
& 30 53], 8229 Sltlgke] 290l HAshe A1) 7
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}' ] @-"}E ]/\]— 0}'0314 o]—Z] ql Pé}-xHX] B:] 4 /\]—%H‘}
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o AT RAFTFEE ALSE MCOMC 8 & A gt ol yx G=% 5
A e AT S AA STk 28 1A EE el E T dEa ol o
EgRolad B =Rl AN S AR ¥4ALS UL BEEA Yobx Ak FnA
o0z AN AR A AFLFYL G2l 4104 BgEo] W@ P FelolNE B
gol sbseithe Aol Utk Fo2 Basithn A7 ATAE Lhed o)
of FAH WEALR, 7IZHEE, 2 99 GRRAPE 5 M mstel Adel F84el B
shel AFstnAl Beh w0 =T UE £AE opA oAl e BYALeIAE
e =e3
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A Study on Poisson-lognormal Model

Yong-Chul Kim"

ABSTRACT

Conjugate prior density families were motivated by considerations of tractability in
implementing the Bayesian paradigm. But we consider problem that the conjugate prior
p(#) cannot be used in restriction of the parameter 6. This article considers the non-
conjugate prior problem of hierarchical Poisson model. We demonstrate the use of latent
variables for sampling non-standard densities which arise in the context of the Bayesian

analysis of non-conjugate by using a Gibbs sampler.

Keywords: Poisson-lognormal model; Monte Carlo method; Latent variable.
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