2 8EAGT A 17A 3%, 20043, pp. 431-443

HGLM2} EB FHYE 0|2¢t ZHX| 2| &H4 ~
299N =2uA Y
ok

o

o5

£ AT AP A= H 4 (disease mapping) A& AFA G2 FRE AHe

Z 88 4 ¢+ EB(empirical Bayes) % ¥ 3} HGLM (hierarchial generalized linear

model) S 7|22 g FH P& thEoh AHHIATLE o] FHYPES o 8314 20003 A

DAJFZAARE o] 83 AT D etz 1127 A]-F-7 @5 G AT E 454

o] MY AATES A&, A4E ¥ Aetx: Y JY AIRE AR E FAgt of

€8 AAE FEEC Y3 o FAHAXNEY 95 330 Y@ AYES JlFe=
F 3t MSD(mean square deviation) & o] & 3lo] AN S0 EAHL vlg BAZ

F2.80): EB2%, HGLM, A8, 279433, 484
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1. ME

Syt A E 2 9E FA4 e o] S wet ZF AR FAFA A Yo
A AR EE B AR otV AL T AAA FA dE 237 ER &
obA T QUrh T AFEH ULE GIS/HEE =Yl 2 A9 FAE o & HY
A A =ell Vere] AE EAE shobshe A7 B3] JWE 1 Aot 53 PR
do] ZA 87 21le] Ao WE AYE T oL B 4FE F F A7 AEl
HZ AGE 87 20 G2 AIEE 9 o|FE A LElvetlME 343 At
oz BA5 R It

a8v 2 F7teta e A GE AYE
A BAE FE2 0RE FAY B LA AT Y SelA L o FHA Ex & B
A FH8E T Ak gt Al T3 22 2AqE BAFAE sedste Ao
o2& Aol FAoln, FAA A Aol & & ol E 4 UEE ALECY o|&ES
Ao 83t AHAR g 77 A o] X1 AA ok 2HB 2 L
NME HAZ BAFA 24 2 £48 A8 AR Fd A7l F4HE 2 Aol &
A3 27"

Ao Aelgd HEg ¢ wol F4st7] A8 2 GH AAGEU o] FHEE AT
el = 2 2] &£ 2HA (disease mapping)2 A8 A3 E SIS =28 I 8o Ba 24
= 2 91t} Howe(1970)ol &1 31 o2t Al & o]u] 184710l AJRE| gl o], ALe el A

B A7 SPoAt 200395 ZUHATFY Yo dall 2R UL
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FE 2 BHHeE & o gA AHALE 7
E AL A 2 Pl s A7 19803
t}(Marshall, 1991).

AYNEY 2 EAE £FA 02 b7 7] AFE A5+ ClaytonT} Kaldor(1987)2}
2 4 9lon o]52 Zolg-7nl 2L 7|wle g sl EB(empirical Bayes)5 4 &
A b5t ek, =3 Marshall(1991)2 o] Eo] A A& EBF:3 S AP A9¥ 2 EB
A2k (linear best empirical Bayes estimator)& ZHA = Ao FR3}ch 2 2ol
Ghosh 5(1998)- o] Aty Apg ol thgt 24 G271 el s Fst= GLM(generalized lin-
ear model)& 7|¥to & 3} HB(hierarchical Bayes) Aol thd o|2& AAFHoH,
Rao(2003)+= 27129 @ A7 25 Ed& AYA 5 &8 7153 2AF 34
ZIRMES AARCZ Aty giot

£3), 8 dF A= Ghosh 5(1998)°] A|AI S GLME 7|22 StHBEFA Y] tigtez
Ads] AR Y Ao g FUE = Lee2t Nelder(1996, 2001) 7} A Al 3 HGLM (hierarchical
generalized linear model)& AW A & 2H4 & 95 &8 3} 9hok-& A2 o] A ¢HEko). HGLM
2 AYPAE AL Y A A P AP EHRE T3 TP PR o) A &
g 4 glod, HBEA WA= de) 239 240 Uid AAAEZE 7MAse A, s
A FAAR FEARANA 49 /e =850 3 F3te h-likelihood(Lee$} Nelder,
1996)& 719to g 3 FAAH F29yolrh

Ate A2 AAE FAYHES F L3t vt} AL 27 2
F22 ) ol & #3 20000 SAH AAHHUA BFAASE EWHE FH
el Aol chgh 454 o] 4 s AMYE 4 2 AYAE LGS A
2 o] xede] 20004 454 o)A H Y AP E 4,097 o] 17, 20004 454 o] AF &
A7+ 5,338,159 olth A4E @ Aakx Aol 47 FGA ol 314 +7 2, &
251709 23 31709 A2 FAE e, 2 F 57 A 112719 A+ F+
d2] 454 o)A G AIHES AT A2 St
£ ArolAME 2000d AR ATLAFAAE & FUT
A 712 AT EAAEE 7R R g olE AP S AARE
E F A8 (standardized mortality ratio), A X H(total) AEFH D 2 F ¥ (local) B E
A& o] &3 EBEF ATAE 4t&3te Ao AR AA T HGLME L3 73 =32
EutgeoR Zt VP E e AFALE At 2 2HE vl
Felvet S AFDE AN 298 EdE AP &S R
Atk wetAd A7iAe Zh g 2 =343 Blag B3l AAl

Mastew 34 F2 Aok

gt Aol ZHesi AT sA T A A

e
FupRe] BAAH oz RS 2A FHA
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EALE AEYHE AFHE T E S} Claytond} Kalder(1987) 5
B 45A o4 AT EEAREE AN AW AW 2

_ Yi
i ( Zz vi/ E’L nl) ’

A7NA yie ARG oA 454 0] 4 Bl AFR AP 0] I n 45410l FRIE-EQlFolTh

8 Clayton¥t Kalder(1987)= AAF:4 ZA¢ AFAAZANE Aol 7t YR A Y
Etus FAE #3etn, AR A A7) KA S Q3] 98 Zolf-Zvl 2y 71A
FEBEAU S BL3to] AP FAH S HY(smoothing) Al A AY AT E ZAsl= IS
A Al g th. Marshall(1991)-& ]S ¥ 33k A3z = EB3 A 3 (best linear empirical Bayes
estimator) & AW X E Aol B85t £3) MarshallE EBE Aol A Wo] = g4 24
< Al AA AGE HYe 2 3 AEFHA Y AH AT o] §3= HEFAYLE 2
213t Qo

A A 2H43-2 918 Marshall(1991) ] A3+ 483 A EB
A ARG A ALY B g, e ZOlSEXE
A, 0,21 MLE®] z; = y;/n;0l 3, 6,7} o)A AL 2,9
var(z0;) = 0:/n; 1T+

AFH A wo]lz 2HFE 1) A, 6,9 FARY BEE 7HAA Y 6,9 F
TS mi, w4hE Aets 7HE 8, AEEE A 2,9 oS Ep{E(z:i6;)} = myol 1 B4

< o3 2o

i=1,..,112 (2.1)

var(x;) = varg{E(z;|0;)} + Eg{var(z;|6;)} = A; + m;/n;

mebA 0; o A FAY Wol22 A ¥ L N 22 #5534 Yz 2HAC
o371, C; = Ai/(Ai+mi/n;)°1 th. Marshall(1991)& 28] <3l 98] 2 E ¢, A o
& AA A Fol thel A; = 4, m; =mo 2 FHF BTk A (2.2)90AM m AE A NG9
Ago N 78 AEFAH m AZ A3 5 W Marshall(1991) o] A2+t A 2] & (total)
HEFY EBF Y H(EBr)olth °1 & BEF AL E ¥4og 23 o33 2ot

(2.3)

5 A _ si—m/na = = 2 __ 1 ~\2.0 5
Ci = Atm/n | si—m/n+mn; o)L, 7HEREZA $? = ;{Ei ni(z; —m)*& o]-§3k

7 )
02 A= —m/n B AGT Aolx, wek o] Ho] 24 AL, & 52 < /)

—

e v 2
o,
ol X

,A=002 g s}
#E AgHoz AT AL 87 2 AARA 2 W Fo] FFRE FALS R
Zo] drtHojr}. whebA] Marshall(1991)-2 w53t 0] 3-8 718 7 Aol B AE 9F
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3 A dg s Aoz Fol o] A H FUS A 4§ JHR3hE, Al T A
A(local) BE2H B AHE T EBRRR(EBL)S ob2# AABtALh o] 3% 6,9 3273
S ARZAX 7,7t AFAE Fgo2 Fe7he P2 JeRA "o ol & AgEtd A
(23)91 M C;, m, s, n & 2tz i 99 QAAGTE QA2 AN, ol E Cp), M),
sty Ty 22 BB, JHAG /NEE SV EBF AL e 2ol vErd 2l
é(i) _ T;L(i) + C(i)(:L'i — Th(i))
Ziyi/zini
4 (24)9 AdAHAY MIE =Y EB, FAFS 737 AL & 22 o) o d
AFAAL oDA R AARXNE AAsN o st} ClaytonZ} Kaldor(1987)& AH A A
Ade W) A e 2 2452 F4B AW YI(W)E A8 Yok

NERCITELE
W”"{o 284 g2 o

(2.4)

2 AToldE £ 7 oz QPGS Bolstna Bk FAEe} s AR
N-27E BAANY EXNAoR LT, BAA) AL T AL NFo AP =
A A2 BYE 71502 AGRLS AT FAROE APAAL e 2ol
S 744 ez Aotk R WAL NARo2 AAE 2o X RE 71E0R I
HA e Aofsht) ol Ao A7e AXo] Y= £ ATe] A BHAA &9
oA FAHE 71 £ Acke A WA Aotk oA Aoz HoB AP A
g We BB RS EBL ()22 EASVIZ Boh F Adle Y% AN A9 B
AN ZE FE, A2 A4S 2 SUelA A A7lE 2L 278 ddAdez A
9Bt ol BN} TN AL TRET A TAANN AT 2AAL TED
Aoz, Ao BE NA7e] $AA L WHoIEy] $F Aol o)A WAlow BH
JHA YL W EBEYSFL £B, ()2 A2 ok

2.2. HGLMO| oJ3t =X

29 2A71 0 E Ghosh 5(1998)0] A|A 3 GLME 7|28

th¢ro 2 Lee}l Nelder(1996, 2001)7} A A3 HGLM& &8 3} ubok

223 B 4 vk HGLIME 13 % WY EHE TS EFENsAy g A 82

< A3 A+ Gibbs Sampling3} 722 B35 A4 A S A X of 3t o}

Aol B3 AL £GA AT F U 2ZENE o] §E £ gk YA

£ 227 Ut} 3HA 9 HGLME o3 B3t AL s34 a7t 9, 53] 54

A 2ZEH QA GenStatol A A +FE 5 JAoke AE AA F8o JolM 2 %
Hol & Ut

Lee9} Nelder(1996)7F A A3 HGIM-S th2 3 Zth y = (11,2, - ,yn)T & B3 A}

Eoln, AYEHRE UEllE B0 ¢ HE FEAS % = (u1,uz, - ,um)T 2 ERA

mlo rok

3L
ol
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o, AREF uwt £ 39, FEAT y = S H 22 GLM 22 FEFFE Z
lo(8(p0), 3 ylu) = D ((5i6(10s) — b{O(1s0i)})/ s + K(ys, 44))

o 7] A, 0(po:) = A F 2 4 (canonical parameter), ¢;+ AFE 2 4= (dispersion parameter) &

ebdth. A o &3k (predictor) & T 9] P4 H ok
no = g(uo) = X6 + Zv

o3 71 M, o = (po1, oz, > ton) 75 9() = AAES(link function), X& LFEZ} goll Hg
2y Yo, Ze DA v =g(u) ol e 27 FBojth A7NA, v = g1(w) £ T
ZZA%golny B B E ) o, o vl BET ERE PR

0]9} Z-& HGLMRE T ol th3l 222 Lee?} Nelder(1996) 7} A Al 8 h-likelihood & 7]+
o2 753tk HGLME 719te g ¢ A3 8 HBF Ao e thge s ve 235
Hel Aoz A o, HBEFAYI 2 ArdEEol thet 7kl B8 iz, vl

=

rir

2 22He 28] ZAAA FAFE NEA $2F4E 7V s EAE Us

A2 HBFAWY 3¢ Abd B2 o2l gol glv vl uhs] HGLM2 #33 9 ¢
E#4< hlikelihoodg 7|2 AH2d F PR AE o] §5to] R0 AP AT AT
MHLE(maximum h-likelihood estimation)& F3-A Bt HGLMS} A" A A a5 &4

Z %741 A2l 712 GenStatoll 23 o] 7Hs st

Aol A& HGLME 83t AWAE A4 L AT 239 242 A 7+AHL
z DPPJr 22 2YE AP AYEANTY BEAEI} Zobg R Rl Erhe M el
AgE A A 2HE 938 b3} 2L HCLMES S 138 4 ot

y; ~ Poisson(6;) &  log(8:) = pi = x;rﬁ + ug

A7 M, g i9A) 22 He) AQEAH S BEYE REWs, e i8R 2 de) Ao
=4S Gehls AR ET otk AAl 5 AFLE EAL 98 Vil ~ ind Poisson(0ix),
v = WF0) 00) 3 BAbo) o2 o) ZHA LY Vi iR 2R Ao kAR TF(HE;
o, 1pol; 45-541, 54-6441, 654 o Aol A8l % APRR}4:0] T Oy = Bipels 2 o A}
x5 hehdek of o, i = na( S vin/ Sipmin) O, pae = log(§ )& 224
o ¢ g ol }.

2 Ao HE HGLME 84317 918 5 713 29& nei et

THE B8 HGLM(1), g = 7 + 1w + e ©12, F WAl 48, 943
28 HGLM(2), pik = 250+ ui + e T A7HFZ 8ok 25 o
3 BRI AY-AwE AEE Ui BA kS 4EeQ

W OF 292 thg Zo] 2¥E & Aok
zfsﬁ Ve + 27 + Vs20€
~1 ifa=1 (45M ~ 54A])
0 ifs=1 (FAH )
7NN, v, = O)JF z,=40 ifa=2 (554 ~644]) olth
ifs=2 (92}

1 ifa=3 (654 0]4h)
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3. A28 NUB FHZEH

AAE 2 Aetxs A G 454 o4 H Y AFRES HollA AN G bkt 2l EB
ZAubw o2 AE3lT, o]l 5 2 A AL 7122 SPSS/MapsE AHA T E A8 A
3% 3.1-1% 3.4% 2o

3% 3.2 EBr &4

00702 po%-1.0 B1.0-1.5 BIB-15 WI5-1.5 015602

28 33: EBL(1) 27 1% 3.4: EBL(2) #7%



HGLM3} EB 244 & o848 QWA= 24 137

19 312 AgcdA AY 23 BEEAYE AERE FEAPYEL 0.603 2.204 019 gt
AW, Ag 9 HZ, Ag 92, A8 322 464 04w AlGEe]l o AdR
—‘:%-fﬂ A ey, #g AbgEo] 075012kl 117 A1 FofiAE FFAY 771 874
o) Ao vebtch 19 329 FBri= 0.729 1.504 0] 9] g 7HA o, EFEALG-E
P ARSERARS nws 29, A AAGEo] FAUY R AXFo] duhy AL
A B B FHEA ¢ £ gt

oAl AHE AHEFXHE 01%'@}33-7*’@@«4"“ s AR AP BEFAE R

H\lf‘ca-‘lmlo

rN K] J3

S EBFA AN 4 AX G AHAS 7ésl°ll o8 zpel7t gith M, AAM FRAR
B 71202 AFANL A% EBL(1)Y A%, 7 A& A9 27, H&%—E— 735 978
o] AAAL AFRFog Zron, »ﬂ{fﬂog 5167)} 227G AdFNAeE et 3
H EBL(2)Y A M A& AL 57, A we A 1709 2 g PRz 7

ou HFALF 10967) 2R AAAG ez 2l 19 3.39 EBL(1)3 1% 3.49
EB.(2)& AW 8, EB,(1)2 0.749) 1.66A 019 2t-& 7FRI 0} EBL(2)+% 0.713} 1.58AF0]
9 e R ERF AL BEF EB UMM E APFAR EBrE HEI 2 A
&1 ke AL £ 5+ Aok
opalete 2 HGLME 838t 3%, A4 A8 B4 & GenStatol] 93] £83te] &2
JAEA A 38 35 ¢ 28 363 Tok

.
-

et meliah

Sa el
EEEEEEEE

@« @ =« a » 3 2
Bormat osdor slErRtcs F4 & I/ & S B TR D

2% 3.5 HGLM(1)S R AFBE18H JAETH

[ )

720K TR T T VR R 1

< e w8 L] H] ® a

2% 3.6 HCLM(2)®) 2 3488195 s|lA50 %

g_fgg AP LS sreraty) 93 BAEA FHE AP E Y, 22 350 gl HGLM(1) Y
RN Ho A AFe) dojus Aog Bele uky 37 360 9l HGLM(2)8]
73 B34 7ol A%s HEe Aoz Hlch vt HGLM(2) 2% o] HGLM(1) Y
o APE RFEC] o A BYPolels AE ¢ ey, ol HGLM 234 A4 € v
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)

o] Mg WY sts Aol Aot AL 5 =1 Aok

E 3.1: HGLM(2)9] GenStatZ 3}

estimate s.e. t
Constant -1.2022 0.0644 -18.67
L}o] 2 1.5844 0.0652 24.32
L}ol] 3 2.7211 0.0612 44.49
A 2 -1.0811 0.1144 -9.45
o] 2 .AH 2 -0.5928 0.1357 -4.37
vlo] 3 .4 2 -0.4324 0.1208 -3.58
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GLM(1)3} HGLM(2)¢] A% ol AIA" EBR A3 2e] 28 -& 53 2+ 44

H A3 HFo) 2 & AR, E A Dot Soll AIAE EBE:A 232} v
A= HGLM 2 E B2 A8, dHE HFE ST 24 24 454 o] 4 A}
Rol Basich oAl 2t 2de] 4, A o w}f—— ol & AR (65) S

229 o AYAFOF )8 DEIT, F 0 =T, 0/, 018 EhR i 2X G A}
T3}

B AXNY ALE 2ol dig AYsst w2 Aoz duss HGLM(2)E 7]
AT E AYE FHEAAE ASCl VERE 29 3.7 2ot o] 2YE B
EB 3= th2 #RAAM AR #3238 B T3 e, J7-= 7 Z]‘E‘.
A xpol7} 4 Aol vidE 11 Ut

Clayton® Kaldor(1987), 7128] 2 Marshall{1991) 5] A &3t A3} 2o] AP2A

AHgete A9 A4, B3R 227t vl FAY ARADAME wel W Ago)
& AEE ALE AATE 4EE 2A TAE 5 Yok AW AWAL FRE
o2 Wgste EBEARE AH3etd QHA Y ALE FAE 43T ¢ &u}. 4 o
9 EBF A3 3¢ ALE B4l Qo] Ul 523 29 4w AW 5
o olXl& S A7l A L otk wekA B Aol A AH
HGLM<S 83 2478 A8 & A% o] AHgE vA:s 43E A8 &
3 AEs] 2AE 5 dvkes Ao 4DE] AHHQA 247 2 4 915}.

A2 fH = Marshall(1991) So) A A8+ EBZ A Yo A uled 3z 2
3 AdE 2 A °°1°ﬂ WE AlRE AFS SR A wgstn Y7 wH%Oﬂ

Mol 2HAAE AT £ Yok AAFDE 67 o A4 T AP A
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oo H= (@]

AYAE A4 Ao ANY 2APAE A2, AEE FB(smothing) & F5 A
2H0A Yehbe QAN A9 IVHA A5 L AAS ] A BAA 202 Ao
2 ARES AYSHE A€ $HoE Aok meby olF FAYYY exe AMYoz
oul7} gosl, o ek #Y%l ol A= A4 SAE WYHAN LAY 4K
g E20HN 2T ¥FAA 232HE AZH S Aol FBAWA] ok GeA
47 NE AND 2AUREL A (stability)o] 2BE T2 2APETY SHL M
s wnA) Bk $A 7 2Ael BE ARAS B71 Ael & 2Pl o3 Aol

HELN2.

HGLHL
EB_L2-

EB_L14
EB.T4

DIRECT




dgtol ek 1.03 114l 222 YEtG D, Az &
Holgh R34, HGLM(1), HGLM(2)2] A%t}

] < 2 4 Atk 53 HGLME ¥ 9| 3% EB 3

el 72t A9 EAS B Yl AZ AR B E Y la, ARG A
| = b g ol 3 A et . o]l wis) EB

XN R bob

P ARG 454 ol H Y HFAISET v 2] A7) el
w2 xlo] & vl @3] Rz}t 3k of7lA 3PS HE AY AIYEL EA4HY 3
AHLANEAAEANAM 3 Aolth 2000 AEE NERE I 4 ALF T HY ALE 2
B2 303 B2 9 ALED) WTE 93 o Zo) §2)F MSD(mean square
deviation) & Al-&3%tc}
1 o -

MSD = E;(ei—ei
A71A, 6 i 22 370 454 o] A BE Y AAYEel 1, §;
A2 E EUZ 33 £2X3Y 2HAFoIt 97 m & FAHWA
F v ol el 3 X9 MSDE Azl & 4.13 2o

2

~—

Z 2AY o 2000
229 £& JeEpdo

rlo

-

E41 AQY AP AFE FHAE2] MSD W@

MSD | A4%3% | EBr | EBL(1) | EBL(2) | HGLM(1) | HGLM(2)
Habgoal | 001578 [ 0.01386 | 0.00872 | 0.00936 | 0.01410 | 0.01143
A7339A | 001418 | 001392 | 0.02376 | 0.01714 | 0.01398 | 0.01220
F3%94 | 000403 [ 0.00751 | 0.01502 | 0.01664 | 0.00531 | 0.00561
24394 | 000399 [0.01515 | 0.01878 | 0.01842 | 0.00911 | 0.00355

HEE 0.04129 | 0.04175 | 0.02517 | 0.02351 | 0.02617 | 0.01228
Aebd= | 004470 [ 0.01600 | 0.01599 [ 0.00916 [ 0.02670 | 0.02342
A48 | 002114 002694 | 001913 | 0.01730 | 0.04006 | 0.05361
Z44d= | 004426 | 0.03948 | 0.02385 | 0.01583 | 0.03167 | 0.02544

A A | 002962 |0.02469 | 0.01876 [ 0.01509 | 0.02570 | 0.02412

2+ 2349 MSDE AQd¥E Aol§ Holn YN ARz £ AlZAde] FS
EBL(2)7} 744 344 Aoz B3ch welo] FoAle) 39 HGLM(2)7h thal = o
2 A Ao BATh FAEY AehEe] BE AT AL SO BU(E
419 AA BZ) EBL(1)% EBL(2)°) 4HAL2 AFAA Ao gk ol A
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r

AR FAAL ST SAA 47198 AL Yol AAAA 7HdE A A3 B&3ste A
o] Wj-& F 23tk AL AJASHE 2o g Wetsd £ AUt

A1 2 HGLMS 3§ EB 7 433 the 2AAFHE R332 ok ol & ¢
oA AH4E HGLMAA AFEHE Vet w8 AR Soletn 7148t 7]
ol EBLoIAS} Zrol AAA G 71EE TS £ 0] o] R AA E3trhe AdA
AU 2 £ Yok kM FF AT HGLMAA A a7E Vel AEA
u;oll th3 Besag(1974)e] AAl%H CAR(conditional autoregression) 53} o] F7 Al g
A (spatial correlation)& W3 ¢ A+ 7HH S F71sdd & o 7jAHE 2HE &+
9,12 Aog Addrt

zlz,g H]_u_is}-— 74 ) 4u]7} aiu}. 0}-53‘] HGLM° ﬂ%v} AL A7A AEH FHFH9
MSEE 428 4 A+ o] 29| o}3 7ids o] IR g} w}aw B d7es AR H28 <
T FAA ZELA A ZAE R YA X3t FAE 232 Yok 3 E Ghosh

5(1998)0] AF2-3F HB A JAME 2AHE vlo]2 AL R X E4to g HAHsta gl
T Aol f2ls)7] upact ulztd 3 A AFNA A 718 MSEE $ 3 3t 24l
)3t o] & 7ol 2 FATH

5.

b3

=

AFelMe APAE AL T8 FALHN AEE & A 249 23719& 3
BIU}JI Al B4 2 A8 2000d AR AL FA AR E o] 88t A= R A= 11270
A-F- T 45A) o]} Y AP ES EEANTEN AT ARFAEH, A AT HESA

29 A9Y 2532 4$S 28 EBEAY HGLME 83 24Y e A8y, o
EE Ay ATE A4S T ol J4E £ e A AYE A= E A4 of
2 AL 347 B ATED FHA %] AAE FHH F= MSDE 71E22 o] £

0% o) F
AgE AL E vln EA% A3 REAYE, FBritE EB, & HGLMS 7|22
T Aol & o AAFAA FAPH g AE & 5 ATk WA AAAA FAR
Aol A A8 AMGES FAE w) EB oIV HGLME FRA A A A2 239 A9
LA A o] narad a-b;s_l & A Oi :\;_}rd.%q

E3 2 d7oA s AHAR A4S A8 53] HGLME 883 449 FHHE Al
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HGLM and EB Estimation Methods for Disease
Mapping *

Young-won Kim ) Na-Kyung Cho 2

ABSTRACT

For the purpose of disease mapping, we consider the four small area estimation tech-
niques to estimate the mortality rate of small areas; direct, Empirical estimation with
total moment estimator and local moment estimator, Estimation based on hierarchial
generalized linear model. The estimators are compared by empirical study based on
lung cancer mortality data from 2000 Annual Reports on the Cause of Death Statistics
in Gyeongsang-Do and Jeonla-Do published by Korean National Statistical Office. Also
the stability and efficiency of these estimators are investigated in terms of mean square

deviation as well as variation of estimates.

Keywords: Empirical Bayes estimation, Hierarchical generalized linear model, Small area

estimation, Disease mapping
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