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Bootstrap Confidence Intervals for the INAR(p)
Process

Hee-Young Kim!) and Yousung Park?

Abstract

The distributional properties of forecasts in an integer-valued time series model
have not been discovered yet mainly because of the complexity arising from the
binomial thinning operator. We propose two bootstrap methods to obtain
nonparametric prediction intervals for an integer-valued autoregressive model : one
accommodates the variation of estimating parameters and the other does not.
Contrary to the results of the continuous ARMA model, we show that the latter is
better than the former in forecasting the future values of the integer-valued
autoregressive model.

Keywords : Stationary process; Integer valued time series; Prediction interval;
Sieve Bootstrap.
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&7t o] Ak(discrete) Al ABARQ BF, 22AF9 HHAde 7HAS= ARMARY
o2 2g3 ste A A8Y BEE F83 A ¥ £AEE g Ak 9
2 B0, 3HAA 22AY YEAT BYAF, 5ol A qF dxpe ddE ¢
AAF, BFAFAA ZivEe NAd9 22 T3 2ol AAE B2 45l 9459
A8zt obd o]ty AEE E¥s & davt v AA @A #Fgsol AW
Ae UEHIRA & W Aol AT FAHAYES o|8HY LART AN ¥

SFE YT & U
AAE B8E FEIE 7IEL o8 714 Jdov Cox (198D "#FA o 93 =
# (observation-driven model)’3} "R ol 23 E3¥ (parameter-driven model )" &
2 Y. ARE AA #BES38S dS5HF (predictor variable) 2 AT oM A
AdAge AV 3RS dystes Aoty &, AAY BAFH v,y W TEF
(covariate)o] FoIHE o, o]Eo Uizt 2AF HE (momemt) T2 FAFEX
5'—545} sl Aotk e AVAEE ZEE 7é} A4 (latent variable) ¢, & =3
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3 (observation-driven model)] 312 McKenzie (1985)¢} Al-Osh$} Alzaid (1987)
of o AHs AR A5t pd AF#S e AV A  (integer-valued auto
regressive, INAR(p)) &8 =& F1z 3t} INAREHES o3ty (binomial
thinning) FAAE o] &gz R v FY s 7HAe ANAEAREY 2837 7}
T3kl e ¥R olYE, d4¥ AR(p) E¥E T4 A ABESFE JHA
Steutel ¥ Van Harn (1979)°] A& A2 olady AiAE BF| o] &3lH X
ol 8 Z (Poisson), & Fol+HEE (compound Poisson), <o]FEFE (negative
binomial)5 <& FHEIXZ zZE oAy AAERHo] 7l53dt}h. 53], INAR(1) B2F
& A FEAAG F9U (immigration)e] U= E713A (branching process)
&=, &, Aol FopFEEQ Ao INAR(WMEHLS d7|dERA
(queueing process)d &l M/ M/ 3} dX 3} (McKenzie, 1988). 221, INAR
2o B3 AFE dE2nYA (ergodicity), LA E (higher-order moment), F&
(cumulant), €4 (existence) 3 2 FE24 #AHol 2 =9 o).
AAE B4 AN F8% A F stves FAY BAFGOZRE vPgE 53}
= Aolth. aey, B E Agts EYs) sl INAR(p) 2 mgrde] oS
3 AFTAAEL A &) Freeland2l McCabe (2004) & FHE X7 Fol4EXE
¢l INAR(1)EEA AaAHEY (h-step ahead)®) EE A4 (probability mass
function)& A48, 249 H7tsEFA#F (maximum likelihood estimator)® @
E].l:ﬂ—\:ﬂ (delta method)& /\}_g_o].oq h}x]?(-lol-_/] ;L“——';ﬂal:ﬂ/“,J /\]g]:[Lﬂ-O 3}@1;}.
T3k McCabe¢ Martin (2005)2 #l o] Xt Jung® Tremayne (2006)2 R2-E &
o2 INAR(1)Z INAR(2) B39 pAFA Y SE2d3gro AF3HE AT38
o gy, o] MHELS d5XY Bibe FIA 1 dE5X 9 GEAYEF d
MNP FZHE FEA SO dEFAQ Ftol 0, 1 T 298 #o] ug T ALz
Sol &= AHE37] oJE o 183tY, Kim¥ Park (2006)2 FHEX7F F_OH—?J
INAR(1) E8oA h-AlFd U9 dSHTAFLA (mean square error)%
FAE gt FEPAT, o] AHE INAR(p) EFolA seldoz 3 5}7]‘_
olgud AR Ao -4311 A &g
A, A8 458 AAEY Ao E dE5A9 AP I} A3 A
vl AT Az At
”ﬁ"ﬂ 1 fﬂﬁ’%
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%o, 53|, £ ¥F & (distribution free)3d RE2E T

£ 7H4sHA Eede Fdol U 7€y AFEIAE F ARD)
ATt A5 B, Stine (1987), Grigoletto (1998)2 E4F3
EH T AF L2 (prediction mean error)? FA & Uﬂ
Thombs$} Schucany (1990)2 A&7 A+ 74 (time reversible)S & o o5
o] BEIE R2EJ wyoz FAIAT. X9, Garcia-Jurado T (1995)2
Thombs® Schucany (1990)¢] 48 ARI Z3oA A&t Alonso 5 (2002)2
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AEAe EEXE EFFAHe HTAE 1Esle R2EY WHE AAAR, 53
o] Wy Foiz A AL A}FEFA (time reversible)E STFIA FE FHol gl
o AE NG FAAE 95 davt glerz »o FHAS AAE AR A&
g 4 doy, FwdE(back forecasting)e T & fltie wdo] Ark W= A A
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Az el AL FA e A= Findley (1986), Hallin 5 (1988), Cheng (1999)
18 4 drh HZ Pascual ¥ (2004)= Alonso 5 (2002)¢] #¥-& ARIMA
q &ste] AA 8o
T Al INAR(p) B¥olA ©
FAF] ¥MEAHS 12 R2EY oF 47
Zt}h 2380 e 7HEFE] INAR(p) R3S A7istz, 3HAAE Z2E
712 Mo g AAZY, 4do s L] XUt LolsRY &
u 3" A F kA B2EFH 9SS INAR(1), INAR(2) &
3, mpAgto 2 54
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2. INAR(p) 239 &A

INAREHS A93l7] Aol Steutel® Van Harn (1979)d) o8] A& AHod o3
g dazar e’ B Aagg vgY AFLRE Ze FEHST XY Y99 ac

o,1]6] thaked ‘o’ = T} o] Ao W)

X
a° X= Zwi, (2.1)
i=1

N

& w, T BTEEC] ad iid W2 §EWFlR, X ME FHoloh
A QDA A" oYy A JEAHEL Ela o XIX)=aX, Ela- X)
=aFE(X), Varla » XIX)=a(l—a)X , Var(a o X)=a*Var(X)+a(l—a)EX)Y
S dA ¢ F At} Al-Osh$} Alzaid (1987)= o]&dtjd AAAE o] &3 &9
INAR(1) 23 & Aot
X, =a o X, |+e¢, (2.2)

A7NA A8 6,2 i.0.d¥ M &9 AFgS A Hio] u, A
I e, e AZ EYolth 4 (22)9 INAR(1) 28& 143 57
I 2e f90] 9dE E7]7A (branching process with immigration) ¢ ¥ 3t 3 $-

o]t}
X
X, =YY, +1, 2.3)
i=1
olgf {Yy,,}sHL} e AZ Sl v L9 AFggS ze FEugo
2 (22)9] INAR(1) 282 o<=(0,1) B%ol AN AAY (weakly stationary
process)ol® E(X,|X,_,)=aX,_,+u, EX)=p/1-a), Var(XJX,_)=a(l—a)
xX,_,, Var(X,)= (aﬂe+03)/(1—a2)°] ot E3H A7143 85 (autocorrelation fun-
ction)E pylk)=o"o2 A4 ARQ)F 2t} 283, Steutel#d Van Harn (1979)°]

Bl upol o] o]zt 7] (discrete self-decomposable) EE &= 4] (22)¢ FWHE
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t} o] d o|3A7 87| (discrete self-decomposable) EX ZE Fof
, 7|BHEE So|stR X} E3EY, o|dEEX = A" (McKenzie, 1985; Al-Osh
¢} Alzaid, 1987, Park® Kim, 2000).
INAR(1) 289 AaA28e &Z o7 Dugt Li (1991)= ol#lel o] INAR(p) =
g5 A9t

oh
X
il
N
32,

Xp=ap o Xy ytag e Xy o+ +a, > X, +e,

X
471 2348 {e,}9 718 INAR(L) 283 23, o, X, ;= Yw,ol TTE A
1=1

+ #A  (counting process)¥ {w;}E 43 ™H(mutually independent)o]l I, o
€[0,1]1G=1,-,p)oltt. =3 {e,}€ AFAAD {w,;} & AE EHolth. Dust Li
(1991 s}= o2 ¥ o2 Alzaid®t Al-Osh (1990)= INAR(p) B3 A5
Z, Alzaid®} Al-Osh (1990)= X, =22 FAHE o A (a, o Xy o X,)E
BFE7L (o, a,,2)0 GFEEE wan, 37 A9 FE3F {X,}Hd= M=
dolth. &, X, =2 4 W o, o X, ¥ X, & a;° Xy (5,5=1,-,p:k>0)%
M2 FHolth Alzaide} Al-Osh (1990)% Du9l Li (1991)9] INAR(p)E o] %%
gERAol H7 A 21L& ST ¢G)=1—-¢z——¢,F & BE Z0]
A wholl glojof oz FUstH.

a8y, 5 INAR(p) 239 ze]d& Alzaid$t Al-Osh (1990)9] ¥ A%H
ARMA(p,p— )3 & A714#84 (autocorrelation function)E 7FA9, Du¢t Li
(1991) 23L& d4¥ AR T4 A/E2AFFE 7o =8 Alzaidst
Al-Osh (1990)¢] 239 7Y 7dX e FAREY HdddFolt Dust Liol &2
g BT MEdFolty 222, Alzaid® Al-Osh9] INAR(p) g2 4
A o FTol AHER By FAR AR T FAHA FH #AF AT
HA &} wabA, Silva¢t Oliveira (2005), Latour (1998), Park % (2006) ¢ %
AFE°] Dust Li (1991)9 INAR(p) R o2 ZHAFE PRt

(o2}
o2 ol i 1]

i

flo rlr oft

3. INAR(p) 289 REEH 4573

NALARE {Y}7 AR TARA Y=(Y, -, Yp) 2 FARE o T+rAZNA
Ve ® 100x(1—a)% N2 (L(Y), UY) 7 ee onsd)

u(y)
EY‘/ dF(YT+h|},):: 1—o. (31)
L(Y)

%, A8 TNAAA FARE W THaAAe) 2AN
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i<l
it
o
i
S
e
v
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4 (22)9 INAREFNAE ol gt Azte] Reje] gatd v,=y, 2 Fof
Be W Vo, o A% BEE o 2o

min(ypypey)

P(Yp=ypl Yr=yr)= Z P[B;TZZ']P[GT+1 =yry1—il, (3.2)
i=0

o714 Bie °1FEEXZ Bh,a)s et F, 4 G2 °¥EE Blyp, )%
epe1 ¥ B4 & (convolution)o] ©vt. FALSHA Y=y, 7 FARE ®, Y, 9 224
h—1

B REIE PRI Blyr, o)t Dol o epyy ;9 E4F (convolution) o 2
i=0
wmin(ypyr,) h
P(YT+h _yT+h|YT ?JT) Z B[yT—z]P[Ea C€r+h—5 = Yren— Z] (3.3)
=0 j=0

h=1
o] "t} 4 (33)olA w9 P[Eaj o €ppp-; =Yren— 1T 22T {e}0] BY

i=0

oJEE H¥ T FAFoE HHEHEY

{Pla""" o eppy =ypp—il}**{Pla’ o eqpp =yrn—il}, (3.4)

i

of gk

(o

A71A {e,} ={a,}* {bn}~2ab" ; HE dulEn. oy E3e A4
i=0

© A2 WREY A B75E B¢ olYs d¥ stEdEt @Xgx
E7F ZobE ¥ A, 2 EEI v BFStd YV, 9 AR B

= 2 fFrite AL dFE 7teskA Eoh

o, Kim¥# Park (2006)2 FHEX7F Yol$EIE 2= INAR(1) EEoA
AELA eryy =Yoo= Yy (471 Yoy = B(Y7, | Yo, Yoo A5 A
F23 (prediction mean square error)®t €p45, = Yyop— Yo (A71M Yy, &
Yo, oA ESdA H2AF524F Ao FFAFeAE fESGT o 298
INAR(p) B8 o2 dwt3l st 21 9A 4 G4)Y &Y £Xx9 sty vl§- o
HE ZAgdozm Helr

ety B e INAR(p) ¥ R2EJ o4F30E T3 PHS At
staAl stk 28olA AFEutel Zo] Dust Li (1991)8) INAR(p) R¥ S dA%H
AR(p)St 2 A7|4#ATFE 7MY o] E o]l &3l B =FdAE d<£3 AR(p)
g R2EF dFF3te 7|Ee AFEIAE FolA AT Wi My
INAR(p) EZeoz Z&3taxt 3o 18 AMEBAA AdF3 Rl dHs F
Alonso & (2002)°] 143 AR(p)olA A(3 Z2EFH o FUYPS INAR(p)EH
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Sgstel $45tn @k o) WHe %Y AR(p) RIANE NVARYL VEY
a7k glod, B34 ¥E4e daFd H9T + & FH) dn

[SGA1] &% 2e 2AAFE Qe Irgste FARE p,0,,0,8 AL

T T
Q(Ns’al, "'>ap)= 2 (Xt_E(thXt—l?'"))z = E (X, —a X T X Ne)
t=p+1 t=p+1
[SA12] =} et — (@, X,_ |+ +a, X t=p+1,-, T & 838

[9A3] [HA2e 23 ¢, & &4 F& 247 9 5 UoBz ofdst 2e 54%
A3 6,8 Bow

4

[BA6] ¥4 E R2EJARE {X],-, X7} & o]43te] INAR(P)EFS BF o, ,a
g [BA2]9 2ol AFATT FAEES (ay,-- a, )R EA A

P

(A7 T+rAAS R2EY FELS 53 2o 44T

* ~K * *
Xrpn= 240 ° Xppp—i+e,

i=1

A7) h>0 o1 t< 7T AL X, =X, olth

¢ 2o 43 B F PR FAY AL b 2ok (@AM BT @A)
X% BEXIX,_,--)9 &A7F oiddh m, [SAT7IAME & Eo] W HAH
T+19 B2EY EB X, & @7 Y8t F42 BFRAE 27 27y, HTreio,
g nAdgoy, [BASAME B2EY BE X &= BrEH FE X, X,
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~ %

FX;M(a:)=#{X;i’h <z}/B be{l,,B} & 43, 9|ZHH X, ,9 100x(1-a)%
RAER oA SFHS

of

[Q"(a/2), @ (1-a/2)] (35)
g PR, Q'(+)e Fyp. o gAFelh

£ AoA A3 INAR(p) BEO] o F7zke REEFHWH A Alonso 5 (2002 )
ol AR(p) 28N RAED d&7z09) ol [VA2]9) [GAB]eE, &3 ¢, F
A3} (centering)dtA Y AMHE3 (rescaling)d L7t gtk I o]+, INAR(p) B
e Hitol pu(#0)A 23T & HA7] Pt} EI} FA e, = BF 54U

goemg [¢A3lNM =48 23 2 nHFAY 9 Aol wef [@A6]
"3 —‘?Hw‘ Alonso 5 (2002)2] =& 7\19} 2o CS (conditional sieve bootstrap)
i) , [SA6]o) £33 =l VS (sieve boostrap that includes the variability due

to pararneter estimation) RO 2 A AR CSHHI VSHIH 9 zol= [WA6le
EEFAe] HEXE oS3 wbgdsier] o Fojr,

_/r_
]

o

19

b

LAY BEX2E HTol 3 5 108 Eobd, SolFEXE 1At dWtzoes
oj4ty SEHRANAM FEolFRIE Hud Rilo] & HLE SolgRIEE= FEAlo]
Hyrno & HAYAEEE (o Verdlspersed distribution) & YERdTh B =Fdi4 18
g ol BEE HEo| 3,5 100, ojuf 4 z}z} 12, 8, 430]t.

24 A AF

3 whs} @ol INAR(Gp) w3l 4440 57 9e zde da
HI>AA a;= 03,0507, <EYP2>ANME o T UF

H1-Ylaz=0 o 29 ddige] 1Ktk AEE Mdsgch A8 FRIE

i=1
T=25, 5002, 322} (lead time) hE 158 S7lAolx, 1—-at 0952 A
ot CS¥HE VS-S njustr] fstd g2 &AME Bodgs APsAct. A
A ZZ2 3L SAS/IMLE o) &35t



350 Hee-Young Kim and Yousung Park

'}T:, EE—Q '}1:‘, g_i]-‘Sol-Q,] %Eoﬂk] w—woy"'yx(),xl,'",JJT'%

I
dot. ANE ARFT zy coxpe olR3Sd THRAREY Xp, B OR
3

[@A2] [SALlAA TEoF AE z,,-,zr8& ol&sted 32 R2EY WY&
B=1000¥ ®wE&S T+hrAEY Xpp 9 100X (1—a)% R2EH d=
& A 359 [Qula/2), @ul-a/2)]2 T3

[BA3] £2ER Wy ¥ & (coverage) otalet 2ot

{QM(Q/Q) < Xrep = Qﬂl(l—a/Q)}

R y

ANNA Xpyp, (r=1,--,R)E [SALANA B8 T+hrAHY BAHED A5

.
B =E9 BAAES HAPYAA hE AW 58 eI, [DAllAA A4E
z ,.’L‘T%‘ o] &3} of (XT+1aXT+27"'aXT+5)§’ R=10007] A3ty TA1ZRE
= .. . (R(1- 5 (&(3)]
Xripd A8AHA BE (empirical distribution)®] F2tAol L, =Xz, > —Xpy 7
g 93, [@ARIGNE R2EW o] L= Qyl—a/2)— Qyla/2)E T30k
o] [DAN-[GA3]E §=200 H ¥ %6}04 Crris Lyin 1=1,-,8% 33 Fo

CS¥ryst VS & wusts 8GFAZLR ofdfe BAZFEE °l8¥H (Alonso
5, 2002).

. S
Cy= 21 Cuil S

z“l

1/2
CM Z Chri™ CM ?/S(S— 1)]
s

LM_ E ail S (4.1)

iZ1

‘=1

s
E(Ly) = [E Lagi— Ly)?/8(5—1)

CQy= |1— Cyf Crl+ 11— Ly/Lyl

z % SE(C,)E sMe RrEd zgduge HEd EFAdelwn, I, I
SE(C))e SMel B2E3 T2l HAFH XEAXE vehith 3 @DAA

1/2



Bootstrap Confidence Intervals for the INAR(p) Process 351

Ly=3,L, /S 22 %39 ATl (true mean interval length), Cr=1—a £

2 HE¥I8 & (nominal coverage) ©|th. Alonso 5 (2002)¢] g 3ale} Zo] FA
F COQe E2EY TR HFITIHE (mean coverage)st B Zo| (mean
length) & 25 283le XAEZ 0ol &2 #S Ze B2EF Wyl Bt %
Cia=

<E >-<E Oy I3 2oy 4% 5 YFE e FolH, ses 4
@Dl EFAXRE vebd

<HE 1> HW CS, VSHtY] 2% AFTFHE ()0l HEETIH L 0%HR
352 FIFFASE tn oy, CSHHe] WEXFH & e Z2HdEE ¢ F A
t} ol9t= ThEA Alonso 5 (2002)9 943 AR(p)Y RLER W o F3HY
2o AFeAE CS, VS ¥ 9y % 3gF2A3E 498 nd 2 =3 <%
1>oll A CS, VS 2% RAEd pdo] BFE (L)L AW Yol (L)

woh A9 CSWHY L0 L, o 2t J7h$S yehdo wela, CSuE e
CQy°) EEF (T), AR (lead) ol J]giol VS el 0Q,Ett 2 A

<HE 1> 23819 Bo2dAH-q, =0.3, 228 Ho] 1090 EolF

lead Sir;ile method C, (se) Ly L, (se) CQy

h T 0
1 25 CS 0.965 (0.00236) | 13.97 1759 (0.1734) 0.2751
VS 0.980 (0.00140) 19.48 (0.1670) 0.4257
50 (ON] 0.974 (0.00148) | 14.00 16.49 (0.1226) 0.2027
VS 0.981 (0.00098) 1757 (0.1374) 0.2868

h T 0
3 25 CS 0.962 (0.00272) 14.70 18.38 (0.1521) 0.2626
VS 0.989 (0.00091) 21.70 (0.1453) 05175
50 CS 0.970 (0.00157) 14.73 17.06 (0.1226) 0.1789
VS 0.986 (0.00079) 19.24 (0.1274) 0.3450

h T 0
5 25 CS 0.961 (0.00294) | 14.77 18.46 (0.1447) 0.2619
AA 0.993 (0.00063) 22.43 (0.1518) 0.5640
50 CS 0.970 (0.00156) | 1481 17.07 (0.1272) 0.1732
VS 0.987 (0.00080) 19.33 (0.1349) 0.3440

<E 2>E 2ol FRLEEES] FolFEEE WEE A4E, <E 1>} A

oe AE Fdg o AA, VSTE 2 oAds ¢yl WEERFHeET AT
CSWHe ¢, 18 AL °4

o o /M7eg BAFET BEAE, <F 1> vnso CS, VS 9 CQM°] 25

ol
_I
PF
ook
E
O
o
o
[3o)
a
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2338l Fotie& UEhdTh 24 SodRIE w2E FLdE CQAEY =
Hoz vy CSyo] VSHH o ndto $438S 4 4+ ).
<& 2> E¥19 2dPA -, =03, LXFL HTo] 108 SojFEE
1 —_ _
lead Salsririe method C,, (se) Ly L, (se) CQy
h T
1 25 CS 0.946 (0.00367) 26.33 27.38 (0.4656) 0.0441
VS 0.956 (0.00281) 2862 (0.4451) 0.0936
50 CS 0.957 (0.00190) 26.27 26.90 (0.2930) 0.0313
A 0.965 (0.00154) 28.14 (0.3054) 0.0875
h T
3 25 CS 0.948 (0.00348) 27.39 28.57 (0.4534) 0.0451
VS 0.960 (0.00270) 30.12 (0.4112) 0.1104
50 CS 0.958 (0.00195) 27.39 28.37 (0.3666) 0.0442
VS 0.967 (0.00168) 29.77 (0.3208) 0.1051
h T
5 25 CS 0.956 (0.00350) 2748 28.50 (0.4570) 0.0403
VS 0.962 (0.00262) 30.53 (0.4179) 0.1233
50 CS 0.959 (0.00194) 27.43 28.28 (0.3185) 0.0405
VS 0.968 (0.00162) 30.15 (0.3375) 0.1186

<H 3> 2F29 RgAddAH}-o, =0.3,a,=0.3,2338 Fgo| 103! FTolFET

. 1 — _
lead sasrir:;e method Cyy (se) Ly L, (se) CQyr
h T
1 25 CS 0.964 (0.00322)| 17.72 24.05 (0.2835) 0.3716
VS 0.992 (0.00428) 37.70 (0.4825) 1.1719
50 CS 0.979 (0.00125) | 17.49 23.04 (0.2101) 0.3473
VS 0.997 (0.00051) 33.93 (0.3374) 0.9881
h T
3 25 CS 0.954 (0.00423)! 19.75 26.47 (0.2230) 0.3447
VS 0.995 (0.00407) 54.68 (0.7658) 1.8161
50 CS 0.972 (0.00183) | 19.61 25.09 (0.1595) 0.3027
VS 0.999 (0.00028) 50.26 (0.5287) 1.6147
h T
5 25 CS 0.947 (0.00508) | 20.26 26.94 (0.2160) 0.3332
VS 0.996 (0.00388) 70.29 (1.0731) 25175
50 CS 0.967 (0.00214) | 20.28 25.60 (0.1738) 0.2804
VS 0.999 (0.00020) 65.71 (0.7659) 2.2931
<E 3>& 2x}pF o] FolHREQl INAR(2) BHAXA o, =03, a, =03 2 AL=Z
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<E 1>7 uwste VSWHe BrEd Hydol (L 0958T uj$ o2 A
FAR0 A7} <E I>EY F& RoFEo

<E 4> 23829 2P AIN-q, =0.3,0, =0.3,233L HFo] 1081 So)FEX
1 — —
lead sarzpe method Cyy (se) L, Ly, (se) CQyy
size
h T
1 25 CS 0.943 (0.00408) 28.62 31.71 (0.5141) 0.1157
VS 0.984 (0.00193) 4473 (0.7251) 0.5987
50 CS 0.957 (0.00219) 28.44 30.90 (0.3649) 0.0993
VS 0.983 (0.00145) 40.16 (0.5167) 0.4473
h T
3 25 CS 0.932 (0.00506) 32.02 34.38 (0.4821) 0.0925
VS 0.994 (0.00153) 62.00 (0.9695) 0.9827
50 CS 0.953 (0.00267) 31.81 33.87 (0.3436) 0.0676
VS 0.996 (0.00081) 56.83 (0.6990) 0.8343
h T
5 25 CS 0.928 (0.00556) 32.86 35.14 (0.4766) 0.0926
VS 0.998 (0.00064) 78.24 (1.2401) 1.4314
50 CS 0.950 (0.00291) 32.78 34.64 (0.3486) 0.0571
VS 0.998 (0.00047) 72.62 (0.9187) 1.2656

L3, CS, VS L,0] BF LyEth & HME <E >3 FYAYL, VS
e L& LRt wl$ 23, CSUHY 0Q,& <E 1> Hlstd fiE Za
stAl AR vt VS 0,2 dE o AYPAAIE 5, FESF 508 W <FE 1>
M E 03440, <E 3>olA & 229312 Aol7b FA g&e B
<E 4>v a8 Zold B ¥ INAR2) Z¥AdAM o, =03, a,=0.3 ¢ 2%
o}, ex}gto] Fols 2E <E 33 Hasty <E 44 AHE £ JE

b RaAig ] e ol A mHI CQ,°l CS, VS¥Y 2% oty &
3 (HEFHE Mg <F >3 <F 2>9Ax v37HA
A$7) Eobs BEQ w »o 447 CS, VSR 9
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o] Bt} AA7| HEoth

5. AFEA
5N E o]ty AAE ZAEE Box® Jenkins®] ARMARH o= A3 Fo o
Z3 B =FdA A R2EQ WY dFE vustuzt o AFEA A8E
19823 Y ¥ Totori H(ER)NA 525 H< A% EAFAH  (muco-cutaneous
lymph node syndrome: MCLS)2] ZAAFE o] &3}t o] AFE= Kashiwagish
Yanagimoto (1992)7} JejFtng oz °1% 3t 3L, T3 Grunwald 5 (2000)0] =¥
3 39tk &, Grunwald 5 (200002 43 #3¥7F Ho AQ EopsE
INAR(1) 28o2 123 XJ|X,_,=29 ¥X2 FT°] az+A3l ¥
fﬂ:a}fs}dwr o]24 02 Grunwald 5 (2000)°] ZEd F 2P FIdH AxAFF
A% o, A7 FHFF (marginal mean) p= X/ (1-a)S +
& FWHEA (marginal variance)>Z AAE  Var(X,)=poli, Fa+ Var(X,)
=p/(1—-a?)elth.
<a2g 1>dA BE ve} zZo] MCLSAEE Hdizte] 74 FHsle olatsagoln,
FE2A7)A#AES (sample autocorrelation function)9} EEHAZ}F7]4#g4 (sample
partial autocorrelation function)® £ uj INAR(I)E’_%‘ < 2HE F Uk 28olA A
& ghute} 2ol INAR(p)S A7|4#3dFE 953 AR(p) & 2222 INAREF 9

Series Partial Autocosretations Series Autocorrsiations

) I ) H l
B l . l l 5 =

a5 RTE

<Z¥ 1> 1982 dE9 Tottori A(FRINA 2AF 8 MCLSS 2T,
5

h=: ]
=
FEA AT, REAAY] FEds
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s

g F vk ZEAFE FrEetr] st JzeA whA g 124]
al 13t <E 555 407) A RE B4
g83to] INAR(1) 2¥9 CSE2EHRWLY, A8E A58 AR(DEF =2 5%
CSRZEFUHZ 12AHU AF#UH 95% dFTTLE REEF & 3
B=1000°]th. AR(1) 28 $£EREE AL Pascual 5 (200014 %3 whsh 2
o] ZAxE FA 3} (centering)?} M HE3} (rescaling) 3 F A EH ‘3}%4 <HE 5>9
A AR(1) B89 d X (forecast)e B39 E2Eq FEHE T, INAR(1) 2FY 4
Z2= B39 RAEY FTE HTH FHFE Zo] Zesdn <F 5>°ﬂ’\1 BE u
o} Zo] INAR(1) E¥ o2 HFPA CS R2EY A5FL2 A5 $A4E g2
FA % vlge AFgoln, g RE APA A INAR(DEFY R2EFH A FF
b dole AR(NEHY R2EF dF7 Aort #E5E ¢ F Ao ARE
INAR(1) R¥3 d49 AR(l) Yo AL uf offe HIAFLA (mean
square error: MSE)Z o|& 58S v stz g,
(Y,- v,)
MSE= 2]1——13——,
714 F,& Y, d&xoth ABE AR1) MSEE 1633, INAR(DIA = 2
ERRR HE & SN2 A4 uf MSEE 129401, R2EJTE T4
&2 ALEE Wl MSEE 0.917°]t.

b
oﬁ",
_Bi
i)
mlo

>,

>

S

(6.1

<E 5> MCLS#A&¢] 95% A3k o &3

AR(1) INAR(1)

observed lower upper | forecast | forecast| lower upper
lead forecast| . . .. , . ..

value limit limit | (mean) |(median)| limit limit
1 0 1.324 | -1.054 | 5521 1.322 1 0 5
2 0 1698 | -1.321 | 6.035 1.455 1 0 5
3 0 1.773 | -1.340 | 6.163 1573 1 0 5
4 0 1.850 | -1.273 | 6.220 1614 1 0 5
5 1 1995 | -1.109 | 6.290 1.721 1 0 6
6 1 1935 | -1.117 | 6.409 1.648 1 0 6
7 3 1935 | -1.124 | 6.266 1611 1 0 5
8 1 1.888 | -1.318 | 6.086 1613 1 0 6
9 0 1903 | -1.204 | 6.627 1.591 1 0 6
10 2 1.871 -1.140 | 6.353 1.541 1 0 5
11 2 1882 | -1.164 | 6.142 1.645 1 0 6
12 1 1.980 | -1.195 | 6414 1.686 1 0 5
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a2y, H2 19909 o o] F v 59 AFgE A= AAEAREE Y ststr] 4
3l olgrd AARE o] &F EYPeo ATyt &ws FAPHu gtk oF 53
INAR(p) 232 d43 AR(p)H 22 Y A dadsE 7HAe 5Ao daon,
INAR(p)oll A p7tF 20144 W A&7 3E T2 F3te AT7E olA7A g+
AAoltt waA, B AFdAe dEFFEE T3] 93 F A R2EfWY =,
CS (conditional sieve bootstrap)H 3 E4FA Ao HEA L #9943 E VS (sieve
bootstrap that includes the variability due to parameter estimation)®H & A|¢+slx,
2oAd¥ & T3t AANT BHE % Hastet RodE A3 INAREHA A= o
%3 ARREE T 24 CSHHol xtge] £x7 Folg, Folgd X, dgAx, B
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