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(201149 112 18Y T4, 20119 122 22 £ 20114 122 22 ZfEH)

O OF
a5

AZ218 (missing data), ZTHE3E(truncated distribution), FEZWALE (censored data) 5 E&AS A}
=1 =

(incomplete data)d}e] 2% (incomplete problems): EA A AF HAFE= FHAlolr)h old EA
o] A2 E Expectation Maximization, Monte Carlo Expectation Maximization, Stochastic Expecta-
tion Maximization €e]F & ©]-&sh= Byl AW, AFspe Fae] 7Ho] Bosirhe S 7 A
ok &2 AFolAs AFEskE Bxe] 7Ho] gl Aol AHE 4 Sl Metropolis-Hastings Expectation Max-
imization(MHEM) €18]&& Aottt sty MHEM €12]59] 842 SEZGALE (censored data)E
0|83t 2ol d {3 KOSPI 200 9 &9 AFAEEAHE 53l ¢ Adrh

TRE0{: S2HMSH XI2, Expectation Maximization, Monte Carlo Expectation Maximization, Stochastic

Expectation Maximization, Metropolis-Hastings Expectation Maximization.

1. M2
A A olAe] BAE 92 AL kR DA BAS AT A7) Wleel, SA7F 92 AL} )

AA4= 5 AR 9 5 24 27E BE Bopold 282 s HUT old@ 5A A= D EA

3
AEES A AL ode) 7 A% R AT whEo] SR ARES TR AL WS ol e &
ool BA Mube] AA AZA9 LA AR Sol B WL TAS ] AT,

1o
A 24 o] St ARl BEA7 UL A9, N T BANT AEE AT $AL AP
W ge BAES 2 Bk olHe RAS At oz 252 /K ARE AASE PHo
2RE e 7b e e AT FEAE BASE P 5 old P 52 193 4 ded, 7

3 wA A7) 2 5 g Pgozs 3
ok wpelth. e A%
AL o8k B BS
d, o) wpge mzaege) BatsAw
AREC) BB, old EARS B AalA AZA FREA
2 WMEHoE St BN Pl A 4 glo

bl
13
o
o
kv
o

rl
B
N
o
o
X
o\
fu
o
p
:I
W
2
<
Kl
u
Q,I_L
N,
fy
=
2
ox,
2
o
X
<
)
BN
Kl
4

T AA 2L (339-700) ¢ A7)
E-mail: scheon@korea.ac.kr



,_.
0
g
>
4
02
=)
o
2]

R A Ao FAgkolet S, (¢ + 1WA DA 2AZ Opyr) S T2 E-stepTt Mostep
N#gomA Aojk,

E-step: Q <9|é(t),m> =K, [log LC(G\m,z)|é(t), ]E Al Arstet
A7 Feighe 2R FERERS k(2100 )6}°ﬂﬂ 7ol Ak,

M-step: é(t+1) = Arg max Q (H\é(t), :1})

2 Expectation Maximization(EM) ¢328]<& (Dempster 5, 1977)°] Ut} o= A% (2003, 2004,
2005)+ A7|FH ALY ente EES 9 H/ﬂ E3FQ wloloj~ =B Ao EM ¥ &S A3
RaL, 77 (2000)= AFHA A0l dojA Weibull #20 gt B4 24 Al 9yH EM °‘"’?42
= Alkste] ARESERATE o] WhAl T F AbE o FHA] daeE FollA tiEAJ] Ae® EM &
1 28]&S H St Stochastic Expectation Maximization(SEM) ¢128]& (Celeux®} Diebolt, 1985)3%}
Monte Carlo Expectation Maximization(MCEM) &32]& (Wei2} Tanner, 1990) So] St}

Dempster 5 (1977)°] 2]3ll A|<tE Expectation Maximization(EM) €385 t}Fst B84 3 =}
% (incomplete data) 2578 Ztf F=FAE WA 7HE T3 78 + = YHoE A9 22
TARES ot g8 ARE s =7 HAA o2 vheA dugE P 2 A 71Ee
AR 2o, A A AR Rl Hls Ao r eI 7] 41, ST BEve ZASET
TE AT+ AU S EFABXZY dxad FHXE QS doke 2oty ¢ugEe] 7 vk
2 Expectation T (E-step) 3 Maximization T4 (M-step) 2 A= o] 917]ol| o]A& EM ¢1e&
ojgtar f2uf, Aol T UNS THA I e, thddl Fokoll tha) A-g-o] 7Hs5t] of

ol 22 wolgtth, 53] Aol SERAA7} A A AL A5Foqe FAAEA A, EM
A2 Z9] Mostep] A4 mpR7IA = 7] A4 o} Ak,
A28 AR 29 SEFSY o7, k(=l0,2)E BEH

AR gRE Rl ol 28T L0z, 2)= HAR AR (z,2)9
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rlr
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1
AF7HA] e EM &aelE2 719gke] 4 Axtd ke 7H stoll Awsiglnk. siAw 25 A= 7t
ZARE SOl SEUSY UGS THE Estepl TS AR $uolmE 47 A0S Skt
A9 7F A ATk BE /AT Aok

Stochastic Expectation Maximization(SEM; Celeux$} Diebolt, 1985) &i12]&2 EM &alg
£37)0) ol B B BAE, 53] EM €259 E-stepoll Al thxhe] XA RS
a9} side] 4A ok Aol thell s 2str] fsl Al darelEoltk. SEM &ae|E2 7 vk
toll A Oy ol 6ol that AR FAAA AL, & 1.19] k(2|0), o) ZHE shte] RS FE8] 25X
zE A9 de dugFolrh

h (m,z|é(t)) h (m,z\é(t))

H(EHom) = 13 CEDCRNICDR -

ANNA h(w,z|0)e BEE ARG} BEHA ke A9 AY FEREYFoITh A5A 28 ol
Hog YA @A) 0o thel AN Yt BE JRE TFA Ho] AFF o HAAE (psendo
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I 1.2. SEM 22|&

7R 002 LB @, 2)9) ATk =R A, no T 2] WHAF oIk

M-step: 9(t+1) = Arg max Q <9|0(t),w>.

I 1.3. MCEM ¢0e2|&

E-step: Q (610),) = ZlogL (Olz, 2)8 AR 3714 ki BRSO,

M-step: é<t+1) = Arg max Q <9|0(t)7 w)

complete data)E 27 Atk AT JAAANEE 2 W JRANE ZIPETS
W AN oA AhSERAA Gsr) S DA D). o]2ie 74 !

Hrt (& 1.2).

JYAARE AFHT ATIE ABole SEM FTeIZE e 22 (Ip, 1000)3folN FEE
72 $£HI 7= vfZE A (Markov Chain) 6 0 mE /‘Eﬂ/\] 71, 1 AA »E—_l?_ e AR ZE 99
s FAAE Yol Ful, GueFEe vk N9 6,9 Wkgol gEshe RS 7HA 9
o} E3, SEM ug]Eg ARSshs e AdolA 0,9 £33 we Aoz deA Yt
(Celeux 2} Diebolt, 1985).

Monte Carlo Expectation Maximization(MCEM) €il2]&
S E-stepo] aate] g FukshA HE AN A G+

SEM ¢xE]E4d EM <&
LA BT AL B sty sl
EM &a18]5&9] E-step?] 7|HAZk

ol o
Ho
)

1y

Wei®} Tanner (1990)7} A|kst &g]Eolty. MCEM <ae]&2

Asdel B3 AEAGE ZHIFEE (Monte Carlo) o2 sjdste] 25 A8 F Fota o|27H
RaE FASE otk BHIZEE Wy oldt BAA EAE /‘(Random number) & ARS-2F 2
AAA BEE o] &3lo] 3| Adh= Wolth. &, W AT FAste] A EAE AEA e 5 39
T AR 2, REY RYPES B R 2RE @ﬁﬁ}ﬂ] ASE - gle FEEHot}
gutg o g AR FPo = B4 HE e 0] ettt 2y FEEFAAE 2449 YL
2 3 e Aol E7Fsd A9t gt o] Ao sAACE dHe] drE WA O T HAYE) A
BOAFEE s s E FE2 5 et o)A BHIFER olth. BHIZIEE HHY AH 9 shvt
£ Alte] e 84 vl vlsl et As E 4 Ak (F 1.3)

OoJAZIA] AT E diEES FEREV EEA A 2w o] &S] Koke dEe 7HA I Utk
metA B =gt FEEEVF EEiAA 24w §838 Metropolis-Hastings Expectation Maxi-
mization(MHEM) &1g]Eolghs BEE EM &a8|5E A3tz st

2730 A B =Fo| Aotsl= MHEM €18|&g 4751, 33oA= RoAdS 53 2+ gue|=9
A5 vlagitt 4% = KOSPI 200 <& Aol tisf MHEM €12&< ol &3 AFRA4Z

o r

AREL, 5AM & =22 e At
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I 2.1. MHEM &t0e2|s

E-step : MH 312)5& ol-&3to] Q (6/d(,), )& Ax2ch
Step 1: y~T (-|é<t) £ A st} (T: proposal distribution).

Y, with probability p (é(t),y) ,

Step 2: 6= Q(y) T(xly) 1}.

where p(x,y) = min {7

é(t), with probability 1 — p <é<t), y) , Q(z) T(y|x)’

M-step: é(t+1) = Arg max Q <9|é(t), a:)
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953)°l olsf At HlER Z2](Metropolis) ¥a1e]E2 S5 vZE AHE

29 9 7 BAA, 2ol A B (cquilibrium) £ A7) 9
AR Aow 2z BEHPow 4Yss BABANA AR AHH T Ut WEs E

(Metropolis-Hastings; MH) ¥312]% (Hastings, 1970

v oheh Nt A AE Tejeiel WER Fela o

Metropolis-Hastings Expectation Maximization(MHEM) €312
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3. PO|AI5
B 294382 Robert®} Casella (2004, p.178)l 28] AAIH o & o] &3lo] JFREZE Wt 27
E BAEAA, 17837} 27304 et 72t dae]EES vlal 2418 MHEM ¢a18]E9 8848 got

Rty RS 93t BA 7] A 2= R-software(version 2.10.1) & AR} T

3.1. Al=ZA0H

£ ge] Roj AR S8l Bl 40) ko] 19 AFEEE Wt ARE 1007 44T (2
2 3.1).
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Normal(4,1)

04
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Density
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2 3 4 5 6
08 3.1, AAR2E ARS Jefj=
¥ 3.1. 2oAd Atz
AT A5 o] B H5H A5 Ho
3.9740 3.5346

ojgA AT Am T 45E 7]—503 LEZor Hddlo] eXfor F& P AE(censored

data)E ATt &, ZoA 4588 AAY 2L g ASH (57 HASL, 458 2
e 2 A5 *“46}04 JJr—H A8 Algo g 45H 2158 289 Az F7S 435
7] A8 AAsATh ARE A5 5 HFY AEE ASER AP A5 HFS & 3.1 2}
& 313 o] 2EH A5 E Ay AEH AEE /N S A AA g B Xo|r}
Ak 1A BAEE A5 XL FHI FES oS5, B EAE TAAZ § Ak 3FY =
A M oA A3t duBEES o8t FEE ABE Hst] 4 259 FHS F

gy,

3.2. 2pe|E "l

1ol AHE AFLES Bet 4R NFOR 274 YNAFES o §te] RUYL A

St

3.2.1. EM 272|5 EM 21gZo] A8317] At E-stepe] Q0|0 z)S AxsloF at.
o] o] AnAL the ) ).

Y& Fito] 0o Bibo] 19l AFREE w2
n—m7ie A5 ASH AT sk 2

= SEusa el oo mol ARw HEE D
A% AR 21 SEFSE 4 (31)7 2ok

<
{="LogL(0ly,z) = Z i M (3.1)
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28 B2Ae 33, 27k AFEEE HEG YSE BEE AR Rl AL 1 B4 Fe AR



A = Z4F 2= EM MCEM SEM MHEM
a3 3.9740 3.5346 3.9831 3.9832 3.9832 3.8278
E=Hxt 0.0126 0.0192 0.0016 0.0121

(3.2)
2] (3.1)& o] 8% AT A5 RALETS log L(0)S] AR 71ARE thy 4 (3.3)7 2t
Ty —0)? 1
E()=->" =0 _ 3 E[(zi—0)%]. (3.3)

webd 4 (3.3)2 AT A7lE B4 02 27] 98 0o Batel nRaH Felakd 4 (3.4)9) 2ol Ut
epde}.

(3.4)

A714 ()% @) A% BEATEES] BBREFSY FAREFSoIT)

oje} &2 Al LA E- step (9|9(z)7 ) %L%‘ T 211‘/}- °] & M- tep°ﬂ «loﬁf‘i AVHEP =

3.2.2. SEM, MCEM, MHEM 2312|Z SEM, MCEM3} MHEM 212552 9Hdo]A] 4]
+ EM gae|ge AR F B(07)2 242 2H7FEE Wolu MH ¢aelE S22 thAste] &
§3td "rth olg 5o MCEM duEEd BF E07)& ZHZER Wl geiM Az S
23] W2 AEs FE6M], £ g oo E tiAdeh o3 AdE Bads B(07)° A&
st MCEM dagE< o83t =d3d A5 Bes 34T 5 v

3.3. Po|a3 A}

=2
49 A, A559] dA FFH EM, SEM, MHEM 21855
A5 E =

FERY 2 olg3tel 238 W7ol 2
29 A2 AYST BEY ARE D FEL F4 4R 6% FL AHE RolEthe AL
& 4 ok (F 32). B 729 FueZSviet Fwgol thes] mhRo] B4 Aol el
Aol7k ek 1 % MHEM 2uelZg A88 23} b duelZ3Ee 483 astin J8wst
"olAt A ¥ 4 vk AW AGoz A4 BEP A FAHE AL FA & & e}
=5 MHEM gael5e 2 ge g

2o YA JYAY B/} obd BPAA e $EY
JEET 2ol 94 AST 5 Arke BAL
2 4 4 ek

, 1l
ZHA AL Q7] w2l F3X9 ALt O HojAl= A
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S gveke] 247133 7192 1997 Al 1998 Atolol] IMF 91718 Ao A 54 HE o= s}
of ‘@A sHEHA = ZW WA F oAtk =3 e5d w7 7 AHLolFe £E7
Td S 58 A A7 e Aled ool AAA
de] Al2d ol &‘45& 9} A7oltt. ojgt e AL 7 ﬂoﬂ A A J&EM %ﬁ*é
o] AEFAA A7 el 7oA Blolut Wk & Lol A A ;
+ 4 7FsEE AT AR AR S & %}ﬂl ﬂ"‘v} ol P&%oﬂ F&oto] H2
AR 1A 7Y ]Value-at-Rlsk(VaR) 71 o]t}
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4.2. Xz LN

2 =2 A AREE e AR FEAHLNAA AFehs 19999 19 445 H 20039 49 7Y
7}A12] KOSPI 2002] #-2.9} 20054 19 395 20109 129 30274412 KOSPI 2008] #h2 0]},
olsh 0] P AAD ol A7) oL£2] KOSPL 200 ALEE 0.2 MHEM tol5
o83t} VaRE F43te] MHEM ¢1gl&oz2 A3 VaR7l ZEsHA 2%
7] Sigteltt. ol& fsl RojAdPe AFELA, HZ ARES o8] AF ﬁ%

1999 19 4U2H 2003 49 7474X2] KOSPI 200288 443 olf& 9% 97)ole 38 7
A, 2laa zeEjude] £5 So= dste] VaR 374 Aol thsto] Hetetar A jujg fojd
s HollA 2917 o] o] A57t Bosiglon), I 73t Fek Agt=gt A8 &
|28 FAA A71= sl A7) WF Fo] A I 75 MHEM &g
AFs Z HolErd, et RYS Wkt ok Adsiglr] wi& ol
VaR 27 A] 2ealof & 52 249 BgI10e 19 £/ A5E Aoz BAGT A 1 7]
A20) wel gekd 5 gedl B% w2 ARelE olf WEAo] BATUA BISIIH 27
30 2 VARG 2oHE 4585 SHHALE A S0 A B €A
9= VaRE 4887 WEolth. AA| VaRE 34T ] BA ikl #7) 250 A
A< B2] 429 E (continuously compounded returns) 2 o] th2-2] 4 (4.1)3} Zth

—n (Pi). (4.1)

ARAoR AARtke folEo] Hrt H BAHoE o)
3 g WMEE 2Y5) Aol Ao 9% (D = -
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Histogram of rate

300
|

250
|

Frequency
150
|

100
|

50
|

[ 1

r T T T 1
—0.10 —0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10

rate

|J
]
N
-
4
12
L]

(1999~2003) At=2| Jef=

Histogram of rate

600
|

Frequency
400
|

200
|

—0.10 —0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10

rate

|J
]

4.2. $21E(2005~2010) Atz2| Jef=

o] 194 23 Aol A% Be] #9829 49 Id
ujZoltt (A3, 2003).
28 417 28 4.2 19999 19 492 E 20039 4Q 7237} 2005 19 39 2E 2010d 129 30L 7}
2)9] KOSPI 200 42159 d|A~E2=8o]tl. KOSPI 200 49189 dAET:S HolRs 78 4,13}
I8 428 A9 R 98 Bx 9] o] A 09 7ML, %a]qq% o] WORS LFERAT). o] =7}
T8 ATt AAEE} FAS
Al vyehd A3te 2t o] ARl
E 4.10] KOSPT 200 52&2] AA| 7|7kl wh F¢, 2EA4, 9=, H=, SW(Shapiro-Wilk) 57
g A A gk §9 £ P3rol B+t 229 712 FA #F vlag o] Aot 3
FS B34 KOSPI 200 =712]429] 40180] 0L 2Ao® 3k Bxr/lE BA 51, R2Ax}
£ BlAE dlolEe 7zt w2 MEAe Wets Huxsith dxe BF W vod 55 U
e gos AFEEE Berd 09 ¢S /XA 2 Aotk dxE AFEE fuld A

—

Y A% 2ol 18

L0

3l =)

rlr

=gl 71

e, ARl 38 REE FX SR ZFRERT T4
S E U AAROE AuY A3 F 413 2 FAFES Bk
Fol
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712k KR ZEAA A= HE | SW A P-value
99.01.04~03.04.07 | 9.02 x 10~° 0.025 —22x 1071 454 0.9856 1.215 x 108
05.01.03~10.12.30 0.000573 0.0156 ~ —1.3x 107! 213 0.9267 2.2 x 10716
EERTEE 0 1 0 3 - -

1% (peakness) &} AT (flatness) & SA3= 2oz 7@%—55’:0 AT 3 3RO Audez =2 7t
< Zethe 22 mE7t FEHE BE2YE Yushal @ g et AR st F2 99
o Bx= S Yulshe Aolth. £ 4149 SAFES B & & x| AA AmEo|
E7F 00] ol HE7} 30] ofd AL & & Stk o] AL AA| AR E0] AFEEE WEA e ot
T A& o =3 AA A5EY] REVF AFEEE wEETt e o dEe AS5E A
Shapiro-Wilk 4 A& 3 & 27 A A5 FFREE WEA geths 29E oA
e,

olg} Zro] AA AREL SAT L2 E w=X 4= A97t dEEe|tt. MHEM €252 J33d
BEE WEA = AREE ol&ste] B4E FAT 4 Atk RS 7L Qlvk. B AFEA A

+ olels MHEM 2259 432 o §3ke] A5EA2 2

4.3. Kernel function

128004 AA ABES ATFREN ohd ThE B2 m=t AuSoleh 2 ¢ 4 otk 19w
AA ABEL T BES G2EAE Gohy] A3 vlESH 24 o)A Bol AHgE T
o

g 22 3 (Kernel analysis method)& o]-&3}o] AA] A5 &
EE 37tk
Ad 24 Y2 ok 4 (4.2)F THEAVE ASUETT Y A G (kernel function) K(-)7F Stk
a1 7hgskch
K(¢)dp =1 (4.2)

fa) = SR (XME) = S K@), (43)

A7 xi= AAAER, ¢ = (xi —x)/h, he HIZH(window width, bandwidth), 2181 ng HE
o Z7lolt) Ee RES £2 0l he} K()2) Aeo] Do s AuHow AHREE 7122 o) 4
(4.4)2] MISE(Mean Intergrated Squared Error)©]t}.

MISE = E (/ [Fa) - f(ac)r dx) - / {Bias (f)2 v (f)} dz. (4.4)

aHY MISES 277} o822 MISES ZAAE o] &38l=d], B9 (Bias)2} &4 (Variance)9] <
A E o] gste] AMISES €€ 4 gty B&3 fo] wejel Hahe ks 4] (4.5), (4.6)3 2T}

Blas( N =5(f)-r / K(9) - [f(hé + 2) — f()]do, (4.5)

—ih/ h¢+x)¢77 [/K h¢+m)d¢r- (4.6)
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4.2. EAQI HY &< (Silverman, 1986, p.43)

== A 84
3 1
Sl1-—¢? 5, f 5
Epanechnikov 4 ( 5¢ ) /\[7 or |9 < V5 1
0, otherwise
5 (1 7¢2)2 for |¢] < 1
Biweight 1 ’ 0.9939
0, otherwise
1-— fi 1
Triangular ], or [¢] < 0.9859
0, otherwise
I 1,
Gaussian N " exp _§¢ 0.9512
1
=, for |¢| < 1,
Rectangular 2 0.9295
0, otherwise

2e)2 919) A (45)9) (4.6)2 Taylor F52 A75te] Aeshel 27e) 2AAE 78 4 Atk o|d
A T8 2AAE A (4.4)°) TSl AMISES 78 4 Tk,

AMISE = i DYRY AP % (4.7)

A7NA AL = pd - [(fP(2)dw, o = [ K2(¢)d, po = [ ¢* - K(¢p)dgolL, fP ()& f(z)9] 22+ =
ggolTh.

A2 he Ho g} BEAko AERAE & 23| & 5 J= golojof 3ku, ojZo] u|dE AL
AMISEE HA3}sh= hE @sith AMISEE Aol thsl] pliste] 1 A& 002 F1 A4S 1
AMISEE H43}eh= hE th22] 4] (4.8)7} o] £ 4= o}k

h— (}) b (4.8)

T3 MISE® gk hitet ohgel, [k%(¢)deE B3l Adg9 Ade s JFg i
3 42004 AN AdFrolA HA AD Epanechnikov A @3¢} o A
MISEE was] B &&4d & Aol7t glag & 5 ATt (Silverman, 1986, p.43). whebA]
oANAE 22k mlEo] 7Fs et FEU =TSl Gaussian A T o]85to] REE FA ST

Gaussian 74 B4 Aeald 2 Ae) hi th29] 4] (4.9)9} 2},

rlr
=

ﬁ%{l ar

o]

FI'!I 0}'.0
rir St
Mo @

~
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E
Il
=
=
\
8
N——
£
=
a
=
@
>
|
—
]
(o]
utf=

x

n

1 1 Xi — 2
- Nexp |2 (—2 22 ) . 4.10
V21 -1.06-6-nt ; p[ 2(1.06-&-n—é)] (4.10



SetA AH20l| th3t MHEM 917 193
Histogram of new
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Abstract

The inference for incomplete data such as missing data, truncated distribution and censored data is a
phenomenon that occurs frequently in statistics. To solve this problem, Expectation Maximization(EM),
Monte Carlo Expectation Maximization(MCEM) and Stochastic Expectation Maximization(SEM) algorithm
have been used for a long time; however, they generally assume known distributions. In this paper, we
propose the Metropolis-Hastings Expectation Maximization(MHEM) algorithm for unknown distributions.
The performance of our proposed algorithm has been investigated on simulated and real dataset, KOSPI
200.
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