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HMOE Z0ts 28 0|8 MM 2A2
HioIA[Qt 21 &3} *
LA
9 oF

A2 g2 d7Ast AREAE} Byl A 3l o8 & 2F(class, segment) Tt
ol ojAAE UL AAES 15 ARdes Y F R FAIF =Y
(Latent class model)& 2183t Ut} o] =Rl = 2000 =8 & Ao H4
a2 d3d APAY AASE A5 E 71N FAIF Eokd BEYE o83
of APMY Bale) Ao B2 I F3E AEsth A3 Y 5 vAF 2294
3AE FE3}7] Y35ted Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) W& =2 3} o]
2t F2AYHE A ek AGE wolA ¢ el FAHE fold R4-FAN FHL
A2 AF, 221 4 ARG 24359 B oo WEe 24, &, A4AY 7 FA
ol £8 #E, = 78 £ At Aojth =¥ FolA Ar A A3 7HF AFH 2F
o] £8& AA = PHE AN 25 = AEELY 2AE AHFol AlF8HA ot
£ AE7 FE PARERY )5S AFLE AR PYPE AA T

Fogol: ANIF RY, YAEY, vtZZ A BHZE, HH 2y A

. NME

2o 2R Do) EA3HE= AR o] A A2 TF(class, segment)S WU 7] 3 e
2 A& 29 (Latent Class model : LC model)o] A+ o] &5 7 r} (DeSarbo and
Cron, 1988; Kamakura and Russel, 1889; DeSoete and DeSarbo, 1991; Jedidi, Ramaswamy
and DeSarbo, 1993; DeSarbo and Choi; 1999). o] o} & A &3 B4 2dof vl3ld
LC Edo] 7HA+ AHE W2, SAXI AHEEL b2 22 AE°l Atk AA,
LC 2YdL 253¢ a&F-+58 24 37 (segment-level parameter estimation)S 5 A] <]
FHEE A 7 AA VL o 2F0 HE=AE dlE B ottt 4 15 #
Zol tigt /8 Y R4E FHE FEE 2 259 54 F AT 5 U Al
o S LC RdE v 253 2AE AF3A ¢ dole 7t AR AR E 0] 8314
222 353E +33t: do|E-2] &4 (data-driven)& A A5 2-F 3} unsupervised
clustering) & T 3lth ol AAH QA F ol o AR B o| NEZHE A A £
2o dRAeAY 24 7) 2 A7 (R06-2002-012-01002-0) A e g +9E ¢S
1) (120-750) A& Al ANEF HEF 21 213N G2 FA T w4
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Ay

= 27 %7 &l Wy 3 ERojct. o2 LC 22 7 AAe 15 W
I 4 % &-& (membership probablhty) 3
FatA g, 4 AA Y £A5HES
, &, A ool £HA o ), o
z g 0] 0450131 25 2] S FE°] 0.5
382 FolA A= 1§ 29 ’\"'4'1 22 WE Aotk 23y o] Ffol
Ae 25 13 25 20 R &5 E Fol 7} Q17) wjoll 2§ 20] &%
EH73E Aol ou7t gl £25FES
, wet 1 AE E9 o AA7 &E 12 OF 2°ﬂ
T £7b e Zolth ¥ LC Rd & 7 7
22 aF3e s BEYYY S E AT 76‘7“5‘ o] 915}-
B =R e 2000850 FY & AE H5d 3= W A58 AHAYG AR
22 E 7|dto =z, LXH:l"- Zotg HYPE o]t APH G A Aol & 153
£ Alaict o] AR E FY G AE L AT AA FA dR2HE L o A¥E
1-84 A1 747 53 ‘I’}%E U1 854 o] AHg tuR dto] & 18709 7+ ¥ 2Fol sty
20008 0] APH o2 A APLR} £ 5 7|53 Aojth. FUR ) AR THY L §
Aol upet = wlo] Ad At ’\‘J-T’-H-J A ERE 712 E £3H Azolth
E 510 JeEhd A8 E 29 #HA d8E 53 BHE Yol AR tjE o &

18702 A3 25 o] A, A3 EQTHEE AR} ol QlolA ALY Aol e A
g aFc EAEE AT 4 9k ol YA & AGATE FHLE 948 253
T o 187 B} B $o] 2Fo2 FE Ao 7teEE € 5 YA jth o) IFE 0
Zt 2§ WolA+ 524 (homogeneous) AAER FAFH Yo AR thE 2557
gl= A& o] A A Ql(heterogeneous) A2 2A B Aot} welA FALF ZFAA 7
L aFor BHE JdHEL UER HFT F8 glo] Zol FolA A T2 o B
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RALE Tobs ZY S o] 8T AFANY FA wol At 1F3 3

A7) A e kAR ZTF ol A AN R 3He v &l PO)x BTF M€ #HE EobF
2z g Jehde, K= % 289 $olth ¥ J, & 4R &3 X9 membership indicator &,
Z, Y7t 28 kol £3909 J; = k2t stk J,E ALSRE b Y = (... Y5)9 2
3 88 9= F(joint probability density function)=

ﬁ ( —Ak’\y’ )W‘:k) 2.1)

1k=1

Folck.

A% 7t BEA o sl YARYL 7HPSHE LC LY 1ol A AF
AA 2Rl YolH TheH B EARE ATk AR, B S

otk B4 47} B SE§47 GeshA) 47) MR 55 2933
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.
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lo
do

3t FRL ALH EFAEAE Adth = U2 BAFL 42T 2F(class)9
A Aot} st EA otk ol TAA ByAEY FAZ E 5 e £2
B H$E2AX(MLE)] 7148t 9% 8] A (Goodman, 1974; Formann, 1985)-2 ©]
Asha) ok HLbsE e 29 28 (dass)@ 2 LC 2o e 2o 18
CEHEE YRR oo} $xuloA Fag 3= AF 270 LC oA o5
° {Heinen, 1993; Hoijtink, 1998; DeSarbo and Choi, 1999).
R E FA2E 2ol it ol A A tiF A AULZ WAt
et} LC ¥ R4 =4 & $13t) MCMC 19 sl A2 MER 431y
Z(Gibbs sampling algorithm; Gelfand and Smith, 1990) £ /\]»—g-?ﬂll} AA3 AAEEE A}
858 330143 Yol 2 249 2AR AFLIE AT YAV YR AL+ 92
G Uk BEY FRAZE ABE BB ASELE 97 2L 4 AT o A
REozHE B FAHAAY FHLAE ANE 5+ A2 ‘4°}7P 2t A aFE
T ALHES IS T Utk 2og AHY 21FY & FH%ke BAE FAR BPA
‘5—‘14 EAZ 8o M2 g Ao ASE 7 LC B 5 g AARgES AAbst
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3.1. AMH BE

BaEo i A EEE -?4511/‘1, ez e=(a...ex)F A= (M. Ag)7t HE 5
Polgtn AR Th EF {M,k=1,..., K} § Aol NE EFolgtn 7}H g} £HF
A U= 3 (lmprOper priors)& 10121?} 23 Adoi EAE o1 5 oBg,

Fee g st o5 22 I A £ E MRS

€= (€1,€2,...,€x) ~D(,...,1) (3.1)
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A ~tid Gamma(e,f8), k=1,...,K (3.2)

7] A e off th3 BE AL B E(vague prior)v B4 (1,...,1) 7k =eqd £
3Z(Dirichlet distribution) o] 32, Ao tf &t &<l AlH Ex & B4 (a BYE 71 Zul B3 o)
o} E3) o) Etﬁoﬂfﬂ Ao OB BIARL =7 JAM a=1,08=0019182 7FB3A AL

AR 100, AR EZHA 1008 ZEF ).

2ge A1) Yo &EU=TFE detliglth 222 AB.1)3F 43.2)00A 7l

K K
— ﬁ_ a—1_,—BA I'(K) 1-1
B ,E (F(a) e e > “E.TQ) ,Efk (3.3)
g K K et i,
= I‘(K)(F(a)> kl;[l(,\ Le=FAry

m(Aely) < flylh e, K)fF(K)m{Ae)
. (er_)"‘(H_ﬂ))\zi+a_1)1(Ji:k) (3.4)
qe ¢+ dok

ABAZRE, St 4A e B 2ol & Baol g 2AR A
ik,

i
ol

wu

ol g 4

ot
e

r(Mele,y, {Ji}) ~ Gamma(Zyl L= k) +a,ng + ) (3.5)

mle)Ay, {Ji}) ~ Dy +1,...,ng + 1) (3.6)

exfi(yi)
Zi{=1 exfr (y,)
°l“4 °17l°ﬂ/‘1 ne = o, I(Ji=k), & 2F kol £33+ 259 £& D33, fily) =
k2 olt} ‘

P(J;, =k|\€y) = (3.7)

ool B4 Y ZAY AF BT Fo)
LUEFE ol B3e] B4 AFEEE &

A% 2R AE AN 5 Atk B4 27} LAY 4 (
HIstel 2 MG 2Fol HE £5HEL FT 5 Ak

ot

Gibbs sampling)
28y mao 23
7)o R4 FAXE
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4. BRIB 5o B
of FAA, St FALE RPN HAY 18 £, K, § A PAL ALY
S17 G AES 28] 8 At BAE WolN 2y A BHAA B, 2
£ 7} 2ol 8 W K9 AERE x(Ky)E AN AL K 92 71 A9e 2ge
478 Aolth AFEE n(K|y)E APALR A7) olgLER O

m(Kly) « n(y|K)w(K)

S :ﬂaﬁfﬂt} K9] 7}5%t akoz 1 <K <maxK & 7}A 3831 AAEE n(K)ol s
m(K) = 2 #5H%E< HHEY,

maxK
m(Kly) o m(ylK)m(K)
x 7(y|K) (4.1)
7} 31wl K 7 o] RE o) X}‘u_ y.J ZF 9% ¥4 (marginal likelihood function)
SOI)E AT Al KBE BT § Ak e, sWIIVE P2 AAAA 5ot

2e 42 AU K7 Folge rtH LoRYS) BAE 02 5 0= (L2 T vl

o]z A2 H¥E
(Ol ) — L0 KIm(61K)

m(y|K)
o] 31 wabA
_ flf, K)n (8| K)
m(y|K) = T a0 EK) (4.2)
€ & 5 AUrh A42)00A 6 g2 49 o] EoF  omE A MEYA &
< B4go A% 0= (V) E HYstd
fyle*, K)n(0*|K)
n(ylK) =
W) = T 1)
o|t}. mhehA]
logn(y|K) = logf(y|0”, K) + logm (6" |K) — logm(6”|y, K) (4.3)
€ etk A1) ABI)ZEE f(ylo*, K)S} n(0*|K)E oS3 Zo] 944 & 4 A
t}.

. - —*uy
flylA*, e, K) z €x (4.4)
=1

(A", " |K) = ( & )Kﬁ A0 lemAAR) (4.5)

k=1
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olAl, 7(6*|y, K)& 73t Fc} Oh(1999)& A2 HEY dRYFo2REH @2 A%
EEE o439 A% U &5 70y, K)E Foke= e oS

m(6"]y, K)

i

7 (A%, €|y, K)
= E[r(X|e*,y, {JL}, K)n(e*| Ay, {J}, K)] (4.6)

(
N
= Z [r(A*]€",y, {Ji}s, K)m(e™|As, y, {Ji}s, K))

aIIo

2, 97194 A A= (A, k) S JEA *}%‘f— B (L) e (L) AR AEE
vhebdTh 4(3.5), A(3.6)lA B5Sel it = e

r(Aple" v, {Ji}, K) ~ Gamma(z yI(J; = k) + a,ng + B)

i=1

m(e* |\ y, {Ji}, K)~D{ny +1,...,ng+1)

b

2 FoAXBZ X(46)E ol&3te] £A n(0*|y, K)E FAY & Atk o] FAAE A
(4.3) o N3 logn(y|K)E HTNS A71= K3k 22 5 Atk o] Kgho] FALE 2
ob% Byol AdY 159 72 Aotk

5. MM sxiel 13
5.1. A2 S

o AR 7Y % AHY AL A $A ARZHE AL Ao, AU 1844717
59 B9 2 U 854l o] A4S SR sto] 3 1879 2+ A=) 25l et

] o stod 2000 = ol
AL LR AT APGA 8 7158 Aok FIE o] A5 T4Y 9 FAYA o
g} Zulo] Almd AbY AT A Al e 7122 3 Aolrh X 5100 20008 % AA A
A & AT AR 5487 A B2 2 9F o Stk I/ 51L& —E—:E% s A
2 EAT AR /M2 5L 4¥IF, AZS2 AR E vehdnh =3 23 5.2 A

A & ARl e A 2FF(2EFF/AA 254)Y d2Ea9 ZAIFE E
obf RYP S o} gt FAHT ‘QE%‘?E Racdulag

ol A5l Z+ AHIE vitt FFF PN F ATA o= FALE Tots Y
2oty 7Hg stk FA 25 ol whet AR A A RYAY Fx7F gebE A
t} o= %r‘g, FAA1EE 12 3t AHHEE A 1870 Y] AbgA 7t o] Zobd
2PE 22 18709 Y FEFAE AFHe Zo2 AX B $IALE AU
v 5, ?ﬂaoﬂ mE ol vty B 4 ok Wby, vk A aFe] & 182 gty 7
otk A2 08 372 Ze Eokd BEE /HASe A2 SAHT o] FAEE e
, Fol A8 IFE°] FEAl Yol MEAA F2E & Aotk A5 E AHE

-\ir&-\'LPtl

JIN
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£ 5.1: 20008 % A5E APA o AR

obs. dA=3d Ab A}
1 1-4A) 0
2 5-9A4) 0
3 10-14A) 0
4 15-194) 0
5 20-24 A 0
6 25-29A] 0
7 30-34A) 1
8 35-39A] 2
9 40-444) 0
10 45-49A4 5
11 50-54 A 10
12 55-59 A 20
13 60-64 A4 36
14 65-69A] 78
15 70-74A) 100
16 75-79 A 113
17 80-84A] 104
18 | 854 o]A+ 79

; !
Y |

1t 2 4§ 4 5 0 7 & 0 10 11 12 13 14 16 16 17 18
B

Y 5.1: 20009 98 288 AFAY AAGAIol] el s|lAE2HY
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15} 18 Aho 9 4.2 ISR O 2 24 Ahol 2 HaUeh
Fo A Q) ARRAL WMo oA FALE Lo}
% 24 oA A AR A B ok EAS A Bk
2 N2 A4 A%7Y Bl 1THRTL 2 18
o oled RAY 15 £8 SAHR 233} 1A
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o
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™ %) 7}“3P:L~—94*El234§‘6}37_2}14 as
Yo 245 2AUT &, o A FAILE Tols BY
A ANG 242ke) Do) e AE 2AR BEE
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s 4L A58

EFE ATXEES €& & Utk EE2EY time sequence plotg 5T 27 vi¢ &
gl £=493e o & 9}9}3@ P A 7FA] B8]+ burn-in time 2 2 3000718 # 3%t} ol

burn-in-time °15‘F°ﬂ 0,000708] 2ol tid AAFEES AT o] F o] 8] B9
FRAL A AE ﬁ]*PU}%iDP ol REEY R2AHRE o) 88ty 4 AA, &, 4 4
Fol 25 N 258ES AL o] 2580 7MF E 25 & AAVL QAR £33
€ 4538522 28U

zZt 35 5o oi® ”XHLIE Zops By By 2NN} £25IFS AL R 529 8
5.3°0 Uehfglct. A€ €9, 22 5-FA Eokf 2H ] B9 604 u ek 60A] o] e



AALE Eols RYL ol 88 AYMY BA Wo| AL 153} 9

AdFaFez EFeL o] F 2159 HT2 47 3.249} 85. 0 oz A3tk 3257
J

A Eotd B 9, 504 ulwh, 50-6441, 6541 o] Al AHIFo2 ERSGAL O
E 2550 44 $FH O 089, 22.08, 94.879) AP E &% A2 FHsAch &
5.10] Foj A2 E AHE W o] ¥R 4D FAALLE ¢+ U
E 52 Aol o B4E9 234

K € A

1 1 30.5

2 0.6504 0.3496 3.24 85.00

3 0.5222 0.1926 0.2852 0.89 22.08 94.87

4 | 0.4513 0.1560 0.1267 0.2659 | 0.47 9.72 33.64 95.61

5.3. HESI I8 £
5229 A= 289 #U nAH AL a9t tHE 47129 224 E a3
Aed 47FNA AAS PHE AFEE] ofH TIF5T F0iR 2o b A AR A

32} $io)

47 B2 n(ylK) FL logn(y|K) & 713 27 3= Kgko) LC 23N 73
HAEE 259 Foluh & 54+ 4FolA AAS YR logn(ylK) S T AHelx,
2% 532 ¥ 549 gg 2HZE Yepd Aolth olF AFE A4HEY, K = 37 W%
logn(y|K)7t B33 %7}6}»} K =33 K =49 A & 714 S & 5 A 5,
A wwg AR 8 B £ o] ABAA £ 3 B 4OF Tolg By o] 71X 79.
st AL 9u)si) K—3JJr 40 A log f (y| K )3k °l 71«1 FYFL K =49 F ¢ il
Fol "xﬂs}cﬁ f8e K =3 o4& 2542 A3z 3 F2u=2 K =59 3%
NIE, &, 254A £71 0 2Fo] SABt T gl A A< s

1% 5.2% 187 AbgAg A& R0 i Al dojagelth =3 AAA A F
AL 528X £3H 325 ZAIE Zokd 23 B AR E AR5l 249 &
EUEgroltt Ago AdXS4 WIS B 3-2F 2o HAFL HoFy o
H 2FE Ao v 2 B =R £3E 242N FAaF &
ol uj-- AZFE BT Yt} 3-2F BHAAM 1§ 12 529 A4S sl 2
71 7Hg 3y HEL 0898 7MY FL S %2 EFe= 2FoIH, 2F 2+ 277
74 A3 FE 22082 F70o X EH, 1E 3L FFo U8R AR 2, =, A% 2

oﬂ,

rlr

AUASE 2 95 IEYE L S G0 F A3 Ul 24T L 24
% 539 BRol Te) 45259l HEol A BT 19 ARG B o A2e 92

A I3 ¢ A= Reg 2o
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obs. gy AL | K=1|K=2 K=3| K=4
1 1-4A) 0 1 1 1 1.
2 5-9A 0 1 1 1 1
3 10-144) 0 1 1 1 1
4 15-19A4] 0 1 1 1 1
5 20-24A4 0 1 1 1 1
6 25-29A] 0 1 1 1 1
7 30-344 1 1 1 1 1
8 35-39A 2 1 1 1 1
9 40-44A 0 1 1 1 1
10 45-49 A 5 1 1 1 2
11 50-54A4) 10 1 1 2 2
12 55-59 A 20 1 1 2 3
13 60-644) 36 1 2 2 3
14 65-69 A4 78 1 2 3 4
15 70-74A) 100 1 2 3 4
16 75-7T9A) 113 1 2 3 4
17 80-84 A 104 1 2 3 4
18 | 854 o]AF 79 1 2 3 4
£ 5.4: AZY ol W& logr(ylK) 7
K | logn(y|K)
1 -5634.1
2 -122.1
3 -82.4
4 -78.4
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g8 8
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wl

-B00 . e

a2l 4

23853 A% g0 W2 logn(y|K) g

6. 28

2 =2olAE AL A A AR 24X 20000 AFH AFAY ALRRFe| o
o] FALE Tokds RHL AT ol i Wol AL 2FH e ALt #
A 2 18702 AR I F A 1-50A, 50-644), 654 o]t} Al 2F oz dYS FEIE
Aol AEFS ¢ F AU 02T 3-2F FAIF Zobd RYo] Agel & AFTE
o F= Aok =% ZF A¥ vioh 24 2Fol gt £A%8ES A F IF Abole S
AAE AYT Foo] o & IF St HHES TEE = UA Aot ol HT A
e IE3 2 25 SA g 232

¢

l-iI r

3t AA AstzAb @ Hel Fejof Q)

oM dAlRez & =go] E Aotk
2 =voAle 2000959 AR £ o U TA AR = 1983-20003 9] A& 7}
AFHL Aok ARd 2§53 ol dxd J*E} *‘z;_ T Achd e A7} Az o}
2t ol R A ZekAl o] et FRE AT FERAc] FAS T 5 UL Aew 47

Atk &, ojx= A7) o] sfEle] o)A A3 ‘rr-']'G}ﬂ] A=A &+ AT, 98
BT 82 39 ¢ AL 3715, 3 A7 ol Fol0 48 8 448l sl
Woe) BAE frored £80 B A0t o8 ANAE TS WAE WD Hojs
239 Aol dxEe ﬂaﬁm A2E AAHoR g oete g g Wy F
T2 olo gt B} A5 AN A7y 27"y B

FALE EZ Ao AS 4D FALE +5 2= Yoz dd= MCMC
(reversible jump MCMC) 7|9} AE% 7153t 22U 982 MCMC = H&o] ¢
FAoto] M2 o K gholl g3hs B3] o)F Ao ZEANNSE ARHE proposal
density o] A& oju} RYThe) o] FEAol whet Ago] F¢E wh=ths Dol Art iy
o & =FoA ALF 7182 ol £3& fAs) 44" MCMC BER-E AHg8to] AA2
o 78 2 TARS AL ER FA R, YAREIYE AHLSEE F 3R
<l proposal density & A& F a7l ¢lo] vARIE 4A A% 4 vk FH o] ot
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Bayesian Clustering of Prostate Cancer Patients by
Using a Latent Class Poisson Model *

Man-Suk Oh V)

ABSTRACT

Latent Class model has been considered recently by many researchers and practitioners
as a tool for identifying heterogeneous segments or groups in a population, and grouping
objects into the segments. In this paper we consider data on prostate cancer patients
from Korean National Cancer Institute and propose a method for grouping prostate
cancer patients by using latent class Poisson model. A Bayesian approach equipped
with a Markov chain Monte Carlo method is used to overcome the limit of classical
likelihood approaches. Advantages of the proposed Bayesian method are easy esti-
mation of parameters with their standard errors, segmentation of objects into groups,
and provision of uncertainty measures for the segmentation. In addition, we provide
a method to determine an appropriate number of segments for the given data so that
the method automatically chooses the number of segments and partitions objects into
heterogeneous segments.

Keywords: Latent class model, Mixture model, Markov chain Monte Carlo, Model

selection.
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