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R4E B MEDE 0| That w0l K|H Ly
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e

# EHE A (Meta-analysis) 2 M2 SZAo 8 A3Eo]x ARE-S A2 d1te]
232 £237) ol ALE A= FAA 0

Folth ole et BAA P 49T =
Tz AR Y (selection model) & L33t A2 A 2 ¥ (hierarchical model) 2 A}-&
oo, o] RPEL Mo X ¢ vEr RN 2 Aew dejA Uk 28, v g
A AREL dutF o2 2999 (publication bias)E 2t 9loen @ o]E ZH3}
LA 74 @4 (weight function) & ©]-&8te] RETTE NFA Hsto] ALg @k
<l Silliman(1997)-> A %% 2§ (hierarchical model) ol 7} 85 AR A2A A
& X & (hierarchical selection model)& 98} 2453 W o| 2] ot W& A A 3}4 o}
& AFolMs v ASE A7 a3 tyelgra] 33 AR E(Dirichlet process prior) =
AL EES4A ASA M EE Y (semiparametric hierarchical selection models)S 4
Aot o714 ANE ERTA AEH AHRFL wolA gt oz 2R3 I3
of whiZ A4 EH ZE(Markov chain Monte Carlo) ¥ 2 o]-&31c} AAH WHLS
H-§3t7) fate] A A A& (Johnson, 1993)) 2 X & o|9bal7) 9 e £ shx)e] ojabek
o) ol g Apolg Bl wstz) Hs) Lol 12709 AFE o] -&3le EtEAL

-

FRE0): wlol A WEHE A, YRR AAEE, derd F78 AAEE, o MBY,
AsH AHRY, E2Z oo G0 E, B2 gewd AREE, 7M5ES

of ARAY shtel AoE

: g ko) detEA) A2 AT
dEl AY 5ol 9ol 2olm gk o @ R A= F A 28 EAH] 9
3 27 O A, Fe A A2 SYoz dF

% (random effect model) o]} A=A »

Normand, 1992). WglE Ao AZFd g FL3= AL #H49 o] H= BHPo
ERY 28 FRo2NH AMAA A pE 3L v T2 EHL T wEo] ©
& HRE 58 5ol $hrh(HedgesSt Olkin, 1985). E 3t o] x| ¢k Q)0 A o] 2 &L
AE B tiste] oy 7Fx9 29 AFARE (hyperprior) & T #s= Aoz o7t
1) (609-735) RAMA| FAF FAE, Al e A 245, Lag

E-mail: yschung@hyowon.cc.pusan.ac.kr :
2) (609-735) FAA 2AT FAF, BAU S AT S A 23, ATy
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29 NARTO Wl 2 2HAEAS 944 2AT £ = FHE ML JleER
olH e A=A RHL WA A1 A5 2ol FET ByPolgt T 5 vk H
I ngo 2ARY =

N

o Larose®} Dey(1997), Chung® Jeong(2000)-> 1584 92 &
2l R g g o]gte] 7 Attt & o2 EANL £33
o]

1o

(publication bias)7} &

53 o z9v =
A Aol & W APAE] 7BS Ut AREL AN §9D 2HE RS
£ ATEEH o5 BE EREE i ATt 3, oA THA FoT 4TE R
7= AFE 13X 28 A7) W] 2BY FFo Rrhs Ao 4RE ST B
AHoz fole 278 BolFt A7t e o] 238 A5l AXE AL o)
S22 o m) W (bias)7} BABE o9 o] AT £F& WolH AEVE AAHE

2]
2 ol 2ddoe dvt agEg, E9A L 2T u o3 W § A H 5t
AukA 0 7 7} 84 (weight function) 7} AH-&-H T} (Larose}l Dey, 1996).

Silliman(1997)& AZ# 28 7}5854E 23FA 7] AF A A¥ 2 H (hierarchical se-
lection models)& A7] Atk o] &2 7Zhzte] dFaste] o)A A A S TA A
Wt 7 o gEE ATEN o7 B pd B ol e FFEEE A2
2 RForM o] Ry B Qojay BRI el
A3 B4AQ A2 (fully parametric approach)2
AL = AN FR 2 2H ¢ Y FARE HA T Ik agEE B 97
& 2AAL s Zds7] Y mBEH A7 Bxof oeaa 478 A2 E(Dirichlet
process prior) & A-gslty & v #&9 AFEFNEY] EX G7F d (8 F EASH= Al
Ao A G A YA grim 7R o= GE WFHEERZE 7P Aojrh. A¥EE
n#Z g3 22 @7 Agelng tjal4rdl 34 (Dirichlet process)& whETh sht. o]
o o] 2244 A S A M€ R ¥ (semiparametric hierarchical selection model)©] 2} 7 £
stoh AAH 22504 ASH Adrge Jojay R ARA /AL oj= AR B
Qe 4= Qi) o] #H 3t tlElgrd FA APA R EE= Ferguson(1973) ) 213 A7) = 122 Anto-
niak(1974)0] o] A& & o B &3slo] £ tj2]4r# 4 (mixture of Dirichlet process)& 4
Aatoct ol #E viEsA BHe A tiafe] Hi= B4 09 Exe e FAlo] fle
o Abgsth £ v gd 34 AAREREE AFAC Y SR 59 BE Gos
o] o] FFOE &, Gool T Age] AT ME 2t 54 otk wheF M| ghol
ARZFE B4 02 BZE= Gooll 7h7kol 7he], M9 gtol FotA ™ B4 09 B2 Gool A
Aol WL & 4 ) AANA GeE 7)1A AHA R E 3 (baseline prior distribution)#} gtk
IES o] 83 ABREZE AMEe o] vF B33t A AHEsA FEohAnh 18
U 90d o] Sol9} A MZ2(Gelfand 9t Smith, 1990)2] 573 ol F A4tAR-& o)A
o7 go] g3t one FA) B wo| A ek A 7HF go] 203 . AA
3 Al A2 West, Miiller 2+ Escobar(1994)-& 32 844}

et B =R doA &AH F A EARE AT ¢ A ER
A A AAEe] wol X ek o S A sth oju] of2 FEo] 7A FxFS
I} EFFES AAGY 2 B9 NPT E ARG £33 M 7] whel det
A x2] gholl ol= AL Qo] YEux AT vt gte g AAH Y| BT

~—

-
Y
X
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ol7] A& F 7R SA AEeke] EAE vt 1272 Aol i vl el R A S wo] x| ¢k
PZoA EHE Ao

o] =i T3t 7E]-O] TAAE Uth 27 E wo| At WEHEAS 95 FEF
A AZA AHARYP S ojBA FF3= 7ol gk 49E ot 3N e AFEETe
£ 7] A& E(baseline distribution)® § AA EAE AAMSHA OH-E Aot 4o A=
Johnson(1993)¢] AA5& AW o] ARE 7} AAS HEE AL A gor

5ol A Aol e At go o] Aol thslof =3

Ferguson(1973)°l &

o] ol A+ Silliman(1997)2] A= A= XX
L RYPOR A

s AAE e 38 AREZE o] 83 >
HHol v ARAGLe2RE FERES 5 T Y
Normand(1992)7} FF ASA B2 U 2ok i=1,...,nol 5t

o2~ IG(c,d), (2.1)

a

o714 IG(c,d)+= 2 Y2 5 (shape parameter) c2} ’Q‘:E-’F(scale parameter) d& 7}A]+=
o Zknl B ¥ (Inverse Gamma, distribution) 2 VERATH WEFRA Q] Ao A V= #AEH
AL, ;= nFSH AA AFEH, o2 A7 B4h ps AAAQ dFES 1Y
a 02 = 7 HA]-o]a]__Tr_ -gHMﬁI— ;J\E]’ om}ﬂ o8 5= _u__,_gz}i ZALYo g B1 o
FAME o] AL TAA L ofof] gt AA g W8-S Johnson(1993)S = 3oL, (2.1)E
BE pt o2 & FHALAEE (conjugate prior) 7t ZHAH AT AS & 4 9 |
HEtE AN 2 (2.1)2 2 AR SAR R gogt Fog dojd &9 :rL(PUbli-
shed research)®] 3}i}o]7] Wi of] 2} 2ol KL ot aejst EAE 4 38H7] ¢
A Larose2t Dey(1996)+= 71585 S AASHAL W o] = AAE 01“8“'5]'04 Azof Z A

&l 715 S Ak £3 Silliman(1997)2 (2.1)3 28 AS53 ¥ 715%
22 BN AZ2A Agrd L 4ANATH F, dje] AT Ay }J&%% 2go o
H Zol ol T w(y) St FAAA e GER FEWT Ve o2 =585 /M
7} 5 2 (weighted distribution) 2 -8} V-2t & 4 ot &
w{yi il i, 04
[ (yileu, 03) = (w) f((}y | )7 (2.2)
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AN flyslos,00) = N(ys; a,09) ) 3 N(yi; i, 00)& 5
28 2= AFRELS teich 292

Cy = /w(x) flz|oy, 04)dz, (2.3)

= A3} /4 (normalizing constant) ©] Th. o|wll, 715 &= w(y;) 2} Ao

Dey(1996) <} Silliman(1997)2 =z 3lel. whzbA Silliman(1997)2) A&2 M|z y2
Yilag, 08~ f¥(yilow,00),
ailp,0f ~ N(p,aol),

woo~ ((L,b),
o}
oo~ IG(c,d), (2.4)
St Zol HA fy|ay, 00) = (2.2)o 4 BLB A3 2ot
2% 4% 2Y0) o I43 29 Aolg FA0] AP 5 YW v B2Y ATE
ol AR E BEZF AREGE Aol A5 IR EED - Q= BAFAE AT Q)
ok agsted, 9= o) FRH A RAY 4 = g 3F AARZE o
$8 £R5E A2d HYRAL 27)A0 5,
Yilag, 00 ~  f%(yilas, 04),
ailG ~ G,
G|M,/J,,G'£2¥ ~ DP(MGO(M’Ji))a
e ~ pipay)
£°)3
M NPQ(M)a (25)

A7A G $87F EA Ree R2s EXdgola DPE dE4d R3S 90 s
TS GIM,p,02 ~ DP(M - Go(p,02)Ql 2R dd FFEE G7F o) Goolr, A

E7F MQ Yy AL ES Jepdch flgd g0 i 2ot A S ge
Ferguson(1973)¥} Antoniak(1974)2 IF23th Go S ol 4 7]1x] AFARE (baseline
prior)e}al FTh B =RAE AFRIEES A AFEZE AL} oju) Zt B L_o]
23 Qe B pg B4 ooE AAREE 45 Fa, 920 AxAd Moz AR

£ Fol Wel At AL s} Yl g2 v B3 ANE dew sty TE]L
72 A Z 2 (Gelfand and Smith, 1990)9} HlE2 Z 2] A5 AE 2 21 ¥ & (Metropolis et al.,

1953; Hastings, 1970)3% 2r-& wpa = ) #H ZHE (Markov chain Monte Carlo, MCMC)
WS o)8sto] Ao B34S ATtk MCMCE o3k dlole 24 2o g3 &
A =275 E = (full conditional distribution) 7} Q3B 8 o] A& thS 370 A A3 T
T & 3},

Hu
%
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o]l FoNE & =AY REE T
145 (Bracket) = W= #5E Yebdtt. o
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(25)o14 Go = N(p,02)0lth 28 W i=1,...,nol tjd}o
Y;,|CV“ a; ~ [C(a’b)] (yl)N(a“az )7
O¢Z|G ~ G,
GIM, o2~ DP(M - N(p,0%)
uo~ N(a)b)
o2~ IG(c,d)
3}
M Np2(M)7 (31)

o} 71 A Cla)E (2.3)3 L3 A73} Aolt) =,
Cla;) o /w(m) exp <—(i2—;g—i)i‘> dz. (3.2)

27N E AFAKol pot oo diaie A AAEEE Hslgens g4 24

2 REL O 2ol 44 T & Aok
N e
021y, &, 0, 1, M] = IG (—n+ ;—i ) . (3.4)

AANM Y = (1, s yn)s @ = (@1yeeey00) G 0 = (01, .., 0)'S FERITE.

West, Miiller$} Escobar(1994)7F A A 3F vFH o] 2)3) o2 94 AR 2= k23
22 £33 9478 74 (mixture of Dirichlet process, Antoniak, 1974) 2.2 Uehdch
laily, o, 1,02, 0, M] o< qog (i) + > gs8(asfex;), - (35)
, i

ot I8 oy = (0, .., @i, Qg1 - -, ), golas) o< F¥(ys] s, 04)dGo ©1 TF 2, go(ay)
a9 25 YE4d FF dA AFERZE AR o AR E AFSE
2 o|F 7|A AFFEEEA ) S(tu)E wollA BE 18 A E E]?a}v‘i—ii_(degenera,te

A71M go oc M [ f*(yslew, 0:)dGo(ci), g5 o< f*(yiley,05) 012 qo + 30,4595 = 18 T
=

Pkl
ok
¥
o,
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distribution) ©]th. 71 A g7} A A o2 Alle] dEmz 2HZ=2 A4HMonte Carlo
computation)-2& °]-&3tth &,

i

) 1 o :

do= M7 Y [ (wilat, o), (3.6)
j=1

—z
€I
£
to
rir
X
i
=2
4
]
o
I
=
=
N

o zro]l Ml ol = j=1,...,10) thEe] N(u,02) 2

2 2 22
A1 Yi0y +u01 0405
() = (Clag™ N (LI LI ari ) (3.7
o 2ol Atk ol W ABESE w(y) = = A9 (3 AN AR Aol F5f 2

A=

o} 2ol B3 7N B()E
EEER
Cles) = of + 07, (3.9)

2 Fol AL wsh o7t FolAE W 28] AU LA BT WA, ot B ER
g vt AEgo] gsrg WezFeaday daEe A8 ATk ChibF Green-
berg(1995) 9] ﬁ&;}jﬁ] wel A Iz 4o ghol agt) — od agt“)ﬂ SR g2

L2 2 2 - - -
N (Lol gl 2uE APt AdHE

5(6,6%) = min [ ¢0) ,1] : (3.10)

2 02 "oz Hagd 474 O FEESF wy)d A wE (3.8)49]
U (3.9)413% A%t wS AAE MEY S S Hsix s West, Miillerst Esco-
bar(1994) & =3}t

olA wREte g tielsrd FAY FERSFA Mo thate] Az B2 Ak kS
00 Az FERE gl Asen s wek Mo Fol Ak mAY ALY BE GE
2 o] Aol AFD HolT ol AL ke Fo) ATk AL K Hch wpAARZ M9 ol
i uxe] AP BE G A AHARE God 7HAA B AL AHHER o
AL kel grol 2A) Brke AL Eth webA ko] EEE 23] B West(1992) 9
WMoz k=1,...,n st

(M)

— IME_— "7

[k|M,n] = ca(k)nlM T + )’ (3.11)
9} ro] H 3 7)1 A ()& Zuted50lA ¢, (k) = Pr(k|M = 1,n)2A Mol 2| &3FA &
= Zrolth o] AL A” 7 4(Stirling numbers)2] A7 A 3 A (recurrence formula) 22 Al
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A= o) d 4= dth(West, 1992; Escobar and West, 1995). 2822 M AFAEIZE= A=z
THE = g ket 3™ o] Joia & 4 Qo =

[kfn] = / (| M, n] [ M]dM. (3.12)

ForRH Art &7 08 R4ER ME A% S9UL AdGRe

[M]k,y, 9] oc [MIK] oc [M][k}M], (3.13)

2 53 AN ¢ = (a,0,p,02) 2 GERN T M) AR EZA] ZupExe}l 3 Aupix
9] & 7}x] A7t &8 Ao}
AA M ~ Ga(u,v) o232 7318 (3.11)4 9} Zupghg
L) (M+n)B(M+1,n)
(M +n) MT(n)

s} do]l 2098 ¢ Qa1 7|4 (-, )= eItk of wf (3.13)2 Y k=1,...,n

1

0

sk 2ol o] o2& ka2l M3 03t 1held] A%l g1 FHAl
¢ G9h e ol Atk &, Mk g9l AFLE R4+ the3t o TPATE

[M, n|k] oc [MIME=D (M + n)p™ (1 —p)(»=Y, (3.16)

mpetA 2= AR5 S5 ¢al 8] S (data augmentation technique, Tanner and Wong, 1987)2
A0 BA AN S B ML M RERE £Esel AZe M G
oo 2% At xR 5 E FE5h

[Mln,k] o M“PF=2(M + n) exp[—M (v — log(n))]
oo MU exp[—M (v —log(n))] + nM % exp[— M (v — log(n))]
= mpGalu+k,v—1log(n) + (1 - m,;)Galu+k —1,v—log(n)),
(3.17)
A7 AER 1y
T u+k—1

=, (v~ logn) (3.18)

s} 7o) Aol A}
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teow MY AARE EF ArRE T AR B 5,

M ~ ¢1Ga(uy,v1) + caGalug,vs), (3.19)

rir

S| ¢ + ¢ = 10]Tk 919} vl 3t w0 ol she] Mo] 9H 2AR EE

Mink ~  cig{minGa(ui + k,vi —log(n))
+ (1-—miy)Galu; +k— 1,0, —log(n)}, (3.20)

2 g} T3 AFEXE i = 1,29 ol st

Ti,n u; + k-1
2 = 3.21
1—my n(v; —log(n)) ( )
3}
Ci o OC C Pui +k—1) <n+£~k_—_1_> (3.22)
YT (vg — log () vt (vi —log(n)) )’ '

o 93 Y2, iy = 101 TH

4. oAl

Johnson(1993)-2 F 7}A] &) o ¥tk NaFe} SMFP- 2 E3-& vl st7] f3f oju] 4
FHolR 12719 A5 FFUh 2 AFNA y= F 7HA G H Aol E UERdATH
Z, o] 22 SMFPE AMg-8t #2to] SXH oA NaFE AT @rzu FAEAE M %
o] B2 y; 9] Fhol Foletd NaF7F SMFPRE T} ¥ @A ogt A& vepdth B 2
Aol FE Ao FA3A] 6,9 FE F7) No| & 4.19] o)A Jrh o)A AF=2HH A
A &3} = ZA8= Aol Lo #A o)t} Johnson(1993) S 75 A F R uo ge
23R 1 FAAE 32, 95%AFH T ((13,.52) 2 A NaF7} o] &34 olgle 7HdS
Qb3 st

Johnson(1993)2] Z3}7} ¥] & NaF<] &3 7t o Fohe 2& Yetl AT 719] weh2 A
o 2 71K BEAIAC] A& 4 Ak 53] 2= A AAL B3NN gopd 12718 AT E
THPA T AAZ Fopdl AL 13/ ATH 130A] AFoA = B4k FAXE 3T 5
7} ol A sERE A oA AAAH L ETE o] 12709 A FollA] sHA ALE At
U A 1149 AFaFrt Fof @2 veplia Yk o2 % AFE Johnson®] Arole
23907} A8t A ZE= o] Bldsla, E o Silliman(1997)-2 o] AFg.o] ot
AsH AYRyS AL

oAl +-E& & 419 FoJA g+ Johnsono| Ag ] FollA AL FRFH ASA
HE Aot 3FoNA AFFH A= @%E—iﬂ delad A4 AR REY 7)A A
2 u#gd Aot B3 M gee = |yl w(y) = [y*) F A F+E A

W3] wly) = [yl AFIH7F vJ?%#% Z %*Ol Z Hoke A 9o
ly?= B33 g2 dHg7 EAsite Ae Sttt A3 45

edhofr g

< LI ]‘U
i 03

Rl oo 2 px

)
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3 4.1: Johnson9] A=

Studies
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
y; | .86 .33 .47 .50 -.28 .04 .80 19 49 49 01 .67
g;| .57 56 35 25 54 .28 78 A3 .28 24 .08 .17
N 247 326 277 363 343 1490 418 2273 1352 2762 2222 2126

s A we)t Zhzt (3 8)A BEi= (3.9)A17} Zo] Atk AA e Eao] tE A
ARTE p o~ N(0,0.04) & 02 ~ IG(2.0016,24.96)% 0]z o= DerSimonianH
Laird(1986)°ll &3] A Al v] WFE 37 X](noniterative estimate)o]] 7] Q1 8t} o] AAA R =

+ Johnson(1993) o Jaf U4; R AL E E(clinical informative prior) gt B2t M 2] A
AEERE B0 1,590 309 Al 7] ZupEz e} o] A ZnpRze] 37z E vy
33 ERAEE DD 0] 24 AFAE A2 A Bt o714 (M) A8E AR

xo] Od Wee) AEst A7, Bl W ATk A ularh A5 AolE Al o
&2 Ao

My = Ga(2,05),

M, = Ga(5,1),

Ms = Ga(15,2),

My = 0.5Ga(2,0.5) +0.5Ga(5,1),

Ms = 0.5Ga(2,0.5) + 0.5Ga(15,2)

9
M = 0.5Ga(5,1) + 0.5Ga(15, 2),

NE S| M~ Mzhe AL Mo AARZA Ga(2,05)8hs AL Uehinh 8= Mo
AR R W) w237k BAYE B5e) WEHE Lol Aotk e E 429
4.3 o)A vk & 44+ ME IFA RS wo] AAE e HEEZs Gaz
& 10,0008 0] =3FH A WZ 2= 4,000 = Q0 F 2 2,000 H-9l (burn-in) 3
]E HEoh ¢u8Ee 842 S-Plusoll A A A8 4= 91 CODA(Best, Cowles2}
Vines, 1995)o 2]3] Geweke(1992)0] A AlSF EA Zoj ojs] AA L Yt RE B4Ee
GewekeZ A o] Aojgto] 1.96%ct Ztom g 482 Hdvty & 4 ;. F 4.2, 4.33
14904 BB = AR FIFE W) p FY FEE el T 29 gol gt
E+1073& Yepdith &, 57E+ 0.00570] 2k 50| Hth F 4.49] 9= k= 73 (cluster) )
BE A4S e
Silliman(1997) ©] w(y) = y|tNA ASH NERE (2.4)8 185t us} 028 3
e 77 01994 0.02601 3 1> 04 AFEHEL 0. m T3 w(y) = y2 5o A p
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 4.2: w(y) = |y|FFAA p, 022 M FHA

7 62 M
M ~ M, 0.20(0.998) 57E 6.0
M ~ M 0.20(0.995) 58 11.9
M ~ Ms 0.22(0.996) 57E 41.0
M ~ M, 0.20(0.998) 56 10.8
M ~ Ms 0.20(0.997) 57E 33.2
M ~ Mg 0.19(0.995) 58E 17.9

3 4.3 w(y) = |y 3ol A p, 029 Mo FH A

i 62 M
M ~ M, 0.20(0.999) 57E 13.0
M ~ M, 0.20(0.999) 57E 20.5
M~ M; 0.20(0.999) 57E 48.1
M ~ My 0.20(0.999) 57E 17.3
M ~ Ms 0.20(0.999) 57E 35.7
M ~ M 0.20(0.999) 57E 36.7

ol

2R3 ZHe 27 0.159) 0.0210] 2 p > 0L AFZZE-2 0.989] T}

F 425 257 w(y) = y|E FoIRA FESAH ASH AYRPoR FA3 49
62 2 & p > 04 AEEES ERATE pf T%XIL Mzl A8 ALt 0.198
Al Silliman®] 239t FAST p > 04 AFHFEL A BE A5l oAl 0.9992 A4
Silliman(1997)9] A=l 0.999F v s £ uj NaF7]- t gy Aol i EWAES
th £33 o220 A A= 0.00572 A Silliman(1997)2) 0.026 Et} ©f 22 g-& vepdch

# 432 75T w(y) =22 WY AAE BAETh w(y) = |y| € W&k A &S
Yepfl s 2 & 5 Aok 28 pel 029 $3 XE Silliman(1997) 2] A3E T T 09 7}
NAAT > 09 AEFL 099924 NaF7t o] &3Folgte 7HdS e st i
gty g R X 429 4302 RE 49} 629 g2 STt Mo AFEEY AdHEH
1’41%}04 e 2HAETS & ¢ ok &, g 3 AHAEEE o8 2o 23

E43 JhE o] Mg it ¥ZsHA ‘*DPF_ g Qi ojEE Wigow 7 ¢
FL E#Oﬂ gt BA Hol of s Fale] gle o Elahr?ﬂl H3 AALEEE ]85 A

B4 Jo]l © Fohal & 5 gl 5‘:—7?_}-:-1-429/}‘430“*'] MY AE FZA= M
Hio Meo) met e Ax viAdE Hola

Aol A2 2 pst 029) AHF FAXNE M AAREL A FHglel A9

e

E
A



22 e Ui glerz ME uA A olA Z]'E‘Ev—’ﬂ:% 3oy ME Hge= T+
%‘-h A vlaste] Rk I3 412 & 440 FolA Mo TAHAYL o 5T

(y) = ly|8toll A pol +A23E Bxggo)h A A(solid line)& M = 1¢ =, A A (dotted
hn V2 M =54 u, thA /ﬂ (dashed line)2 M = 30¥ wjjo]x 7 (long dashed line)<-

M =oco=10 wo|t}t. % 12709 0,7} YL B R £ 3& 128 ¥R 28 728 o]}
$# 44004 2= w(y) = [KPY W] AFE w(y) = |y|Y B9 A ZomR o)A E

(v) = |y|Q Wiwr me sty A4S 717k M =302 o (7 24 k=840]3 A
%ﬂ4ﬂ_@ "ol M =59 w9 HF FAS k=410 Hv} FyA Ar W

* 4.4 Mo] DAH NS W p, 029 kY] FH X

M 1 5 30 10*

g6 k| p 62 kila 62 kl|la &2k
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A Bayesian Method to Semiparametric Hierarchical
Selection Models

Younshik Chung? Junghoon Jang?

ABSTRACT

Meta-analysis refers to quantitative methods for combining results from indepen-
dent studies in order to draw overall conclusions. Hierarchical models including se-
lection models are introduced and shown to be useful in such Bayesian meta-analysis.
Semiparametric hierarchical models are proposed using the Dirichlet process prior.
These rich class of models combine the information of independent studies, allowing
investigation of variability both between and within studies, and weight function. Here
we investigate sensitivity of results to unobserved studies by considering a hierachical
selection model with including unknown weight function and use Markov chain Monte
Carlo methods to develop inference for the parameters of interest. Using Bayesian
method, this model is used on a meta-analysis of twelve studies comparing the effec-
tiveness of two different types of flouride, in preventing cavities. Clinical informative
prior is assumed. Summaries and plots of model parameters are analyzed to address

questions of interest.

Keywords: Bayesian meta-analysis; Clinical informative prior; Dirichlet process prior;
Gibbs sampler; Hierarchical selection model; Metropolis algorithm; Mixture of Dirichlet
process; Weight function.
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