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FEMA = A "=
3t A2 A A=
5} =52 Ballantyne 5
. Cook 5 (2004)-& F2+9] &= 4] A3 (randomized controlled trial; RCT) oA 2L 4=
715l th st sh5=A1& H71ekr] Sl AlS A Wl o] = 23 (hierarchical Bayes model)& ©]-8-3}3] T}
o] ] TFFAS AL EAGHEF e AFE 2 A5 Hote] ASA Wol=2 BYS % %3}95\5}
Lim 5 (2011)& 255 ©]&3t X}%ﬂxﬂgﬂ' 5737 AFeAAE 8842 vlasty] flste] 7k 4
71 el thgt A7 S5 S 3T RS o]85te] AFAIZATE Smith 5 (2004)- N'EH%"Z}E’_
3 (state-space model)< ©]-83tc] 534 AgAZ Tt o] wf, EM-&12]5S ©]-831] UT% =
o
H

EE 7163 2o thato] 29 do| w2} Felso] e SR AL Fol s20]
oA = (2010)0 = 7]FHo A2 A el AHR QI AE9]
Mol B WEA AT ol 2o RAYNS o]
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stttk Adlere} Clark (1991)2 5 322] A} ] 3] ALe] Alz KA 2] to]H & &g35to] A

BAAZIE 29 FAAGT. of 2 FAUNY Adnd 2 Ssiol A A2 i o
sheith SAT Aol WA S5 AN ABA Y WrEY o3 3R, Aea

S Zo] el o feS2 °ﬂ‘€}°1 sl o] WAE] = A of] Z+2E 0w 8t 2}o] & Kool =X 7]
<39 th Williams®} Vivarelli (2000)E AFEZE 2= S5 A9 AFF7HS A A8}
A dlo]E ] FE ol M2 7|t e} S 631‘41; Holn, o]F o] &3t AFEEE EL
Sr2 0] 7] FAS A3tth Smunt (1999)= 42 Q) 852 & 7-243] (log-linear) 3H5-24
2o ZAFEITR= AL o] &3] A2 dlo|E oA A ATFS BAEG T SIS A A
Y3} 7H4E A5 TTE AFdEoRllA €85 7| St} Lieberman (1984)& 3770<] 513t Al&
o7 Shg3Aa 7 el et 7}’5 < A5t AT ol 7HEA9] §a43 714 Wt tist st
&M 78t QS n AT 22 Aakth. Mazzola®t McCardle (1996)-2 H]-8-3H4>7} 332
A9 AFE g w SFHA A4t 74]&14 HA52 2y3}slnk. ol w, w o] x| oKBayesian) WS
o]-§-3te] Sh5FAle] H A S AA skt
labe 7} OWUJOJ A IdEIAE 4T ¢ e e T2 FEEE o83 k. <A
o] 71 4= =X& #sl= 4 3H(cumulative sum;
CUSUM) 42 st Hopol| A AR E 913 2] o]§5+= TAF 7otk 2ol o gof
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M= Aol M2 M2 s 7o §5 A5 E FAY 400 o188t ;e STt o
St Stk ol&, of® & 7ol Ao £E7/A] Re=A2 BUFE Al s {44 osid

rke Aol glek. A5 FAY BAL BRgozR o] Gol& AT TN WA
Hehd oA vlel A 1S de R e Holuhe A58 A el oleld Belg 0
7 A E H8HA g AuleH HE8HE g, AIE 05 % A2E 25 HEEL v
AalFolof Atk o5 Wz RE BAZT AERe AME 5 vk FARS A7) A8 AR
4 A, ¢, b} 2.

C=C+(X;-Yy), t=12,...,T.

o171, Co = 09131 Y= A1 1) 581 5fod 2Ol A 1, A3l 0] Yo A77o] o
A A A4 AAEE I, 18 B 2 o] AL Aol AT AT 118
NN AT AR FAGG Coy CRTH Yo#E FASA 53, oA F & A 1 - Vo
g 47 A4 TAggel B Ao 4%, 438 Aol 1amsl Bgel Sel Wgow
G5 53, Ao Mgl Hno HFOR S ol Ak o]e3 F AT Feh} vl A
Al o3 FAHH 0z FAAA B ZASGIEHA Fe AhE, HET ¢ Yx Ahe, A1S
©F, 2elm A2E 9R)el s AF HARS SAT 5 QA Bk olw ATALL o
%314 ke e ol Ty b L toln] 558 A elth. by FAGo] ol BAgke] =
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RS A Z8E Bg e AEshs Aol BAS o oo} drks AR

A3 2L Aelstd Alg3go] b sh5o) AF ool thet Akl A 44
i = 9 7 = (2010)2 A 2L 27
Aup} wha] A3 20 AdaeS AP H e sk Mﬂygg ki
° 5% 5 (proficiency) & F A F B4 oo A AR 543
AE9] 2ol Hla BAEITE Tekkis 5 (2005)€ 8747 274 &3 A% $£9)
=2 Aol 3t 2pol & S5 S Ak&s}oq v wstgich o w), 3
7¥et7) 93 W e g 93 2 olo] 24 H 4 3H(Risk-adjusted CUSUM) EA1-S 0]- 8319
LE 24 S o] 83 =72 Biau 5 (2008), Lee -5 (2006), Forbes 5 (2004), 12|31
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B Aol T gl A 54 5ol A o (ks 1o]1, AFE 0)0] 3 o]of tha 3
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6. B ol 29U % g, 55T AH(PE3 Bl =LNE whe] Ash FEL 0,0l BBk Al
i=1 A rolA19] 2<19] A5 o1, v, A5) B8 0 < p,(6) < 191 W=

3l AR
3 (Bernoulli distribution) S o] &t} =,
Y; ~ Bernoulli(p,(0))
ola1, B39 T3l E f3 v S olgta /M sth o 71A, 0 = (61,6,,....6,) 0121

i) =01 + (62— 0) - [1 = F(t165.....6,)] 2.1)
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21 FHYEREE o] 43 SHFde Y3}
olgl Aol gttt of 71N, A 2719) AsheEs} 543 Ar)e AsjeEo] thste] e} 2-e Aok
z24< 28 5 Aok
0< 0, <6, < 1.
olw, 2 (2.)¢] F(r] )= tha¥ 2ol Bestaat gtk = 1,2,..., Tl thsto]
!
F(t|03,...,9,,)=f f(x165.....6,)dx 2.2)

olt}. 37|14, f(x]|)E oJH ZEHZ g4 (probability density function)©]L 6s,...,0,%= f(-)ol &
She B4t &, A 2.2)9 FO)e FAX FELUETE, ()Y 744 FH=E etz nzg
FASERETT7E H AL oW GEUEFTE AR St Ul whet o]of] thgohs AR
FE7L SEtAAl Ak dubg o S5 Y9 (range) 7k A A (—oo, 00) ]l ‘GH‘:LQ = 78‘—?—, 4]
(22)9] 7} SR stEjete w22 SACR s 4 2.2)9] Fr])ol 1< 7H & glth
weta 54 o] AFATE obfel 52 A 2.1)9] pl0) 7t 55T AFE e A3l ﬁ“go] 0, Oﬂ °l&
A g S,

lim (1~ F(d6s. ... 6,)) = 0
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7] w 2ol & dFolAE 55 BE7F100 x k%A AL (5 AE 42 gt 5,

k
k=Fl6s,....0) = | f(xl6s,...,0,)dx
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Cumulative Distribution Function
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o714, 63= $] X] = 4>(location parameter) ©] 1L 6, T+ E 2 >(scale parameter) 0| T} 21 (2.3)2] F+2A &
EVXETE 19 29 22 P E HA H A o3 Zo] dHT

4 (1-63) -1
F(165,04) = f f(x|65,04) dx = [1 te w ] . 2.4)
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gebd 22 FEVEPLE TS 49, SHEIF 100 x k% ABA(5S AR, 4 E o
23} 2ol 7F % ek

/lk:63+04><1n(]_k). 2.5)
VAT 5% AL 04 Bupe] BAY B0 0000 AN JFL 0L AL T4 Ak #
?i%“ﬂ*ﬂt ofe] FERES TolN 2ALEYET 2 Z ATt A starx} it

A
3z &3t 8 T 05 3ol 7Pk o' 45 flete] & =7
o A= FE-A< B (Newton-Raphson method) S o] &35t FE-WE v FolR A £
Ao 2 HE b DAY A AFo| 7 HbE S AXHA £HE wj7hA] AP o 7] A &)
do] 353 AAl Bk Zo]7] 93 éi"ﬂ(scoring) TS AR RE- e s &
1255 AR o] W, 2 of(scoring) MR- Tt o] FoE = wHE FARYP S ARSSH
=

BEAAEEITE 0] 23
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1041.5
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A A(m—1 -1 _
O(M) =0(m )+[j(m 1)] . ym-D

71 A, 3D g = -G A}2-3ho] A 4HE A W 3 (Information matrix) ©] T},
ZkQ) ol Asl| 52 vt 2ol Ao
pi(0) = 01+ (62— 61) - [1 - F(1l65,04)] = p;
|7t FAMOF T Bps 0 = (01,6,,605,0)" )W R A~G R 2] 2 HFERZTTE A 249 2
o 2 delMe Y 7 | 2570 REF WEThe 70l 278t R@3E A sht, W2 Ro]
ZEWMEE VE FHAA V7 ol FEEE W2 4-7Y RY3IE gutslrt 757 wiel o] A
oAM= 5 ¥, 7} o] I Z (binomial distribution) @1 B(n,, p) S WETHL 71 31e] AV S S+

th. SRS Y, 7} o] F-E 3 (binomial distribution) Q1 B(n,, p)E WETHL & wff, o]0 FEAF
}=(probability mass function)+=

n v
fOilp) = (y')p;“(l -p)"7 v =0,1,2,...,n,t=1,...,T
t

o] a1, 9% &= (likelihood function)®] 21 (log)=

T

T
i(p) = ) Tog fvilp) = ), {yz log p; + (n; = y) log(1 = py) + log (z[)}
t=1 t

=1
2 t=gtE) o] ZE o]8-3teq p(0)°l tlt 1 2} HulE (partial differentiation)2

S log fulp)  ~o (¥ m—y N[ yi—mp
I = § dlog fOidpy) _ (_t _ g) - (#)
() Z op; t:ZI Pt 1-p; ; p(1—=p)

t=1

oty th2 & p(0)2] 230 3 A H(score statistic)-> ZHzZre] B o] o 3 An]E-E sfo] £kt

= AlBIp;
v@py = Y, PO~ (u@p),...
t=1
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51(}7:) ol(p;) 5Pz
U =
Z Z op; 06,

1=
ol uf, p,oll thet 21 =90 13} AR

Olp)) _ yi—mp:
ap; pi(1 = py)

o]aL, 6; Ztztel th3l p, o] Hr 2L vt 2ol 2 dE - Sl

F(t|93’04)’ i= 5
[1-F(65,04)], i=2,
Ip 6, -6 t—6
6_6:= ( 294 l)exp( 3){F(l|93,94)}_2, i=3,
6, —0)(t—-0 t—6
=606 ;)2( ) exp(——g 3){F(z|(93,94)}-2, i=4.
L 4
ol vl o' 95 F517] S5t AR YE(T)S F3ich
U,
I={Ip}jr=1,.4= 0.
k ) jk=1,..4
A7IA, i, j=1,.... 49 ot [y
g, 20U _0U; opi_ lp) Ope Op:
KT 06 ap, 06, op> 06, 6
2 AN o, o) of, poll et 23 9= o] 2 An|E2 thE3t 2t
&lp) _ —mp} + 2p = Dy,
aptz {p:(1 = po)}?
2.3. Qe 2 (Delta method) 0l 2| ot AUl 2HE 2| AL 212|272 FH
el L Z A} 418 7Hasymptotic confidence interval)S Al 4Fs}7] §]5F ARHE

AUSEPSE ol§ah o] e BAHOR BAS AL

To] F4o] T} ko 2 7hhslA] Al ARk 4 QlTt,
(@) T3 100 X (1 — @)% A AZ 27 TR 3 2e},
p(0) 2+ [, (0)

A 71A, pi(0)2] 71t k-2 LR o] 2] 3t

4
E{p, ()} = p. @)+ > Z—Z
=1 !

AR A Edy A
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°]3L, pi(9)S] AT

7 e,
ol 43} o] A 20X = B ATl A A e SR Ae] Aol fs EAA mRsjel thal xAl
% e

3 AWt FojA BEo] Ayl B st 2AL £ o] H3 TS A
A F A A 2ol thal S A=A Fes] AT 5 Ak

ofstof ) Awhit 2 A3
WA (E | 32). °7]

0.8 TAA 7|21 S5 A

o] HZA A AL AR ;2 100, 150, 25002 Asla shs2 Ao HSZEL AR = 6,+= 10, 30,
5002 A3t o]9F T2 thFst AlUhe] 2 (scenario) BFAlA Th3F 22 A Ajof upet 2 BR4ES
F73Fdth

Zr Alyrel entot 2ol a3 o] Aake st oot 2t
(1) ZAXE Z2E5 o] 8] A3 1= 1,..., T(= 500)°] thet A3} 25 p,(0)E AtET
@) DA (HollA T3 A g o] p(0)%] W20 FEE T=E VS P
() DA )ollA BT AZE o] &35t 372 AU O RS FA T

@) DA (HFE DA 3)7hA12] 382 2007 2] Apzoll 242 g2t o uf, Asf BEL2 vt 2

o] &3 2 9t}

p(i) — {pil)}t: , i=1,...,N(=200).

B dPolM AR E = 4 AR R E 2] AL E W oyt 4 A FARES ot D
4% 270 20079 AR E e 7 A9 2004e) AsNeHE] 2AGHEE DA Ak o] 243
E5 o] 830A poll ths 100 % (1 — @)% 334 212 +-7H empirical confidence interval)& T3} 20|
7

(i) Py

A7VA {prloy e AR ol A AL 20079 AFEELS T7] o YGge o iRz 2L gt
£ om 3ty R4 2R3 At AAE Y5 SAS A= E T (Version 9.2)7 R =& 72 (Version
2.14.1)& AHg-3H3ith.
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E1: EXN2EIEREIE o] & AR Y Y FAHZ I (T = 500)
Scenario Parameter Truth Mean SE MAD
6, 0.2 0.195 0.002 0.013
1 [ 0.8 0.811 0.004 0.036
’ 03 100 99.323 0.550 4.899
04 10 11.302 0.436 3.626
0 0.2 0.197 0.002 0.016
2 0, 0.8 0.793 0.006 0.065
’ 03 100 102.240 1.149 11.170
[N 30 26.346 0.907 8.775
01 0.2 0.200 0.002 0.020
3 0, 0.8 0.751 0.008 0.090
’ 03 100 114.005 1.834 18.921
[N 50 40.678 1.466 16.095
0 0.2 0.199 0.002 0.017
4 0, 0.8 0.801 0.003 0.024
’ 03 150 150.113 0.503 4716
04 10 10.744 0.474 4.155
0 0.2 0.195 0.002 0.018
5 () 0.8 0.810 0.004 0.040
’ 03 150 149.137 1.113 11.830
n 30 29.898 0.867 8.273
6, 0.2 0.198 0.002 0.025
6 () 0.8 0.786 0.006 0.067
’ 03 150 154.391 1.651 18.077
04 50 44.847 1.358 13.223
0, 0.2 0.196 0.002 0.018
7 6> 0.8 0.803 0.002 0.019
’ 03 250 249.651 0.480 4.567
04 10 11.503 0.443 3.587
0 0.2 0.193 0.003 0.025
8 0, 0.8 0.807 0.003 0.023
’ 03 250 250.410 0.943 9.664
04 30 30.474 0.967 7.869
01 0.2 0.196 0.004 0.032
9 0, 0.8 0.803 0.004 0.031
’ 03 250 252.874 1.578 13.344
N 50 48.615 1.374 10.653

|l
h
=l

32. 2o|Alg] 2

t

=
12 Ay oo wE B4 0),0,,063,0,2 FHT FHFESY Fd(Mean), EF 2 XKSE), MAD
o] Ax= A3k Aottt o] 714 MAD+= Z+ A A ulrhe] ¢ A o) H x}(Median Absolute Deviation;
MAD)Z 92U A= oS3 o] F st

MAD = median |0,- - éi| .

Xy

MAD g2 SHCR 49 B 60,,6,& A= W e yepgton o= 343 23ke] &
ol7F A9 WA ¢kEE& vehin S50 Bkl A TS WA b= S AT+ Ak 2
ol B3} 63,65+ Srs3Ae] B FFE won, 53] 6, = 5021 Aol FH7 e 2ol 7t
A vebgTh o=, S5 dourZiA] Al AIRRE YEtE A% 6,9 3ol 245 A
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_|n:
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= Scenario 1. = Scenario 2. 24 Scenario 3.

--- gs%smu \\\\\ \cw
—— 95% Asymploti

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 100 200 300 400 500 o 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500
=1 Scenario 6.

T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500
B Scenario 7. = Scenario 8. B Scenario 9.

a2 3 Al e me BEA Y FHETY 2HGE 127 95% I FHE

FAA Arel9] Apol 7t A vEbdS & ¢ Atk AUl 1S 7Eo R AT EY Alve] e 2WTt
NS H]ﬂﬁ]—‘}i~u’ﬂ 94 = 109 A7} 6, =30, 5021 F¢H} SEQF MAD7F 22} 0.4363 3.626 0.2
A2 32 Bk E9H 6y = 10002 v AT 6, = 50Q wjETt 6, = 1091 B-9-7} 6;9] SES}
MAD®] gko] Z+7} 0.550, 4.899= 22 g2 yreblich. thA] ZaljA] 6;7F 1A= 2w 6,7F 2=
5 60,9 grol St Ao, 6; S AR Fhe UEHATh: A4S & 5 Aok AlvE L 1HE Alue
2 49, 7T} B SRS 65 = 1009 A7 6; = 150,25091 A E T} SEQF MAD7} ZHz 0.5503)
4.899= °F7F 2 k= VR o} 6,9 SE9F MAD 3o xpel7F 22 gtk &, 6,7 178 H 2
= 6:9] Zke] W3 7F By v X = oﬂz‘*EﬂOl njujsiths 2 & 5 Ut
Y 3L A 4F oIt Ml 2ro] F2 HlolEE 200 HHESte] 42 Shspale] A
J 95% A= TF Stoll A ZH A HEA *LEHUP 95% A F| T st A o] 2 Al AL Al
F7re] H, FEE ol 8t AEEN 7 FAHAAES o8-8t H AFAS YERNITE 95% 73 3
A AF T 20082 wHEsko] 3k 1 A1 *‘JH 55 LA E FEsto] A9 oA HA
=t AR 95% AF A AT shgko = Fojstal, oke] AN A ZhE 1 Al 95% A
QA AF 2] Adgto 7 gttt 95% A AIF 2] H-2 3.34 9] dEF S o] 831 Al
oA o] ZAFAIFFZEE 2000 WHESte] 742t 75t 5, O ghE ] o2 Ve ity IS ol &
st AW EET 7t FAHZES ol &3t H A Al Z}Ol 7t AL VFeRA] ¢ESkAT, 95% ZAF AIE] T 7H
o] F 95% ﬂ@@ﬂﬂ AF ] apol 7k AL HolR] 9FZ AEE Yot FHE Hith 6;9
H2 gsFAe A AXE e 6, 5349 ol A=E vehdth 0,7 AT S
St Al o] ukstA oA o= FUS 6; g M wl, A1ZF Aol mlsl Sh5o] A FAE =

L»J

)4

P
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Scenario 1. Scenario 2. Scenario 3.
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Scenario 7. Scenario 8. Scenario 9.
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o] AFo o] gt AsFEe] AAA 422 YR Ytk o] AliFoz
St 27 918 74 Al eoioh A5A 3 FHAN)FES FAHGEL] AfolE Lot Bokth 1™
4= A FEET FAHEE 719 148 Vel B2 A SsFAl o] Fo) A= WA (B0l FA
5 7 AR)0] e Al E(65) o1 AT o] Fo| A Wigo] IA Vel Q55 & Jlth &, 5
AR A7k Afol Shsyol A& £ Al F T Aol R P P o2 RE A3} A
of o]2& FZrlA A YERth Aluele 533} 8o Gl FEEY FHFEY 2e)7) ot
2 noAge] Aato) uis) vlnF 2l AL el 5 9o ojd Fe= Al eI ¥
S Hola Qty 183 thE 204 By Ao FEET 4859 2ol 7t v
Z9sS 283 S & 5 Utk Bt A R4EY 3ol wet Aol & vEhd = I
o] Fejrt DAk olE W, AvE L 1T 49, 283 TS 9o} o] sk E I T b
o=, & A5 AEE Aulshe 0471 22 H(0s = 10)9l+ FFEA7F YRR g 27
Ao A FEER T 24 A=) s ar) WA 7] AlZbehs dHAld M= AEERT WA
FAEY HIAE AA HAS} DAl HojE7] A7MA] ThA| FojSA s = AFE HojFa gtk
o] % A3} A o€ o] F el T JAFAE = FHE Ho|x ry. 21U sFEII v
A A A A(E EW AIUEI 2 39, 61, 28|31 9ol o] A9} vitE = 7
g Holx Qth

% 2¢ ZF AlvE e e FAANE R R, A 2.5F °]83t] 73 100 X k% S5 Al
A Aol Ayl e 1] st AaE AR, 555Kk 2717 255 49 SE9] 3%
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E 2 2AATE o] 83100 x k% 55X A ()

Scenario k Ak Mean SE MAD
0.90 121.972 124.155 1.024 10.917

1. 0.95 129.444 132.600 1.312 14.811
0.99 145.951 151.256 1.990 23.431

0.90 165.916 160.128 1.974 23.725

2. 0.95 188.333 179.814 2.565 30.701
0.99 237.853 223.302 3.970 47.844

0.90 209.861 203.383 2.987 38.800

3. 0.95 247.221 233.779 3.942 49.315
0.99 329.756 300.925 6.218 74.389

0.90 171.972 173.719 1.077 12.903

4. 0.95 179.444 181.747 1.401 16.694
0.99 195.951 199.482 2.150 26.867

0.90 215916 214.829 1.959 26.885

5. 0.95 238.333 237.170 2.525 36.043
0.99 287.853 286.522 3.866 56.007

0.90 259.861 252.929 3.014 36.850

6. 0.95 297.221 286.439 3912 47.778
0.99 379.756 360.467 6.030 72.366

0.90 271.972 274.925 1.080 11.984

7. 0.95 279.444 283.520 1.384 16.295
0.99 295.951 302.508 2.086 24.563

0.90 315.916 317.368 2.327 26.115

8. 0.95 338.333 340.139 3.002 34.375
0.99 387.853 390.443 4.545 51.407

0.90 359.861 359.692 3.312 43.801

9. 0.95 397.221 396.018 4.244 56.807
0.99 479.756 476.266 6.406 83.835

o MADS) ghel SARE & A, SHEA 9052 AAL o 1UANA Heid Aol 5%
£7F95%<1 AHE oF 120W AN A LheR Zolu, oF 146¥E AR AL 1 S5} 99% 0] £
A2 opw Stk B AY B3 SHEA 0% AL FFHOE oF 124MA o)A e,
S 95%8l A4 o 133AANA Uehton), S5k 99%0) AR oF ISLEAOLA Leh

2 AT 5 ek, mae] Fgto] Wl mhet S45A8 WEY FFE o] A1) SES
MADE 2748 25}, T A1S] UHAG) Bt BEE A WEE@)e] 5 AR AE o] B
G NI DeS L5 Uk Tl Avele 1¥, 4%, Telm THS W) HHl, S
= St AR S WA MR el SAASEIkE A9 AR A% 9 4 sl
PRk Al e 19, 29, Telm 3 e naste, 3 Wsde Asht uEEe 2eld 49, 14
9 54 SolA] WEBo| $7HE5F SES MADZ ARIEH: 212 & 4 Qirh webAl, 4,8 WEA
R Y EEEY Ao

AR Ashe 7t Ae) HE BEABN SRS 50022 7143 Aojt). & 3L E 13}
AHAZ 2 ALe) 2ol BE Bae] Bt 2RSS B Mean), E2 2 3HSE), MADS] A
Asbolth. AlUElL 1ML 720 s AsHH Al

Aeletl o 5 ASAPS 5002 13
L 29, 283 3 v w2 u 6, = 191 73—% 7} 6, = 3,59 A$H T} SEQF MADZ} Z+2F 0.1592}
074808 22 gh& Wtk 3t 6; = 1002 TFHASH 6, = 5 FHet 6, = 19 B2
6;2] SE2F MADS] ko] 247 0.358, 2.071 0.2 At o2 22 718 Yepdith. o)& 67 1AF IS
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E3 ZALHAETEZE oS8R G-I HEF Y FAH A2 (T =50)

Scenario Parameter Truth Mean SE MAD
0, 0.2 0.163 0.005 0.056

| o) 0.8 0911 0.010 0.200
' 63 10 9.831 0.358 2.071
04 1 2.421 0.159 0.748

0, 0.2 0.153 0.006 0.066

) 6, 0.8 0.898 0.011 0.200
' 03 10 10.334 0.633 2.531
04 3 4.408 0.313 1.619

[ 0.2 0.148 0.007 0.073

3 6, 0.8 0.858 0.013 0.200
' [22) 10 12.743 0.685 3.771
64 5 6.653 0.559 3.167

0 0.2 0.157 0.005 0.058

4 [ 0.8 0.876 0.008 0.111
’ 63 15 15.308 0.225 1.980
04 1 2.538 0.193 0.763

6 0.2 0.158 0.006 0.063

5 (2] 0.8 0.877 0.011 0.200
' [22) 15 14.864 0.534 3.060
04 3 3.953 0.223 1.512

0, 0.2 0.137 0.007 0.079

6 6> 0.8 0.872 0.011 0.200
' 03 15 16.153 0.776 4.059
04 5 5.491 0.303 2.697

6, 0.2 0.160 0.006 0.057

7 6 0.8 0.836 0.007 0.070
' 63 25 25.037 0.241 1.482
64 1 1.697 0.151 0.957

6 0.2 0.141 0.007 0.075

3 6y 0.8 0.846 0.008 0.085
' 63 25 25.589 0.363 3.036
64 3 3.796 0.247 1.854

0 0.2 0.139 0.008 0.100

9 6y 0.8 0.841 0.009 0.096
' 63 25 25.809 0.488 4.302
04 5 4.893 0.269 2.705

o] 0,7} ZETF 0,0 WEA o] Zon, 0; =3 kg9l 7HS YR Tk o= 7]l A3 3]
(T = 500)°) i3t Bo) A Afe} vest FAE Holx ). Aluele 1HE 4, T3 79
I uwstPSm] 6; = 109 F71 65 = 15,259 2 H )} SEQF MAD 7} 247} 0.358 3 2.071 2.2 k7
2 72 Yo, 6,7 1 A3FE S 6; = 1521 Ao tlAZ kA <l S YERTE &, A7) F
Ol AlYB (T = 500)° A= 6,7} 2= Sl 6;9] el Wistr R ¥of njx)= 3= o] ujn]
RO, @7 FQ AP (T = 50)2 Aol 0,71 2 AAE A=l Sh5FA19] A Al Fo] A
&5 o] AT A& Al AT Ehgo] A SE FAE = AIEY Ha AFA A A FH
£ HAtheE 2 AT 4 it

ol g mABL B STAe] BPHE A Y BAY RFY 452 Bk ¥
ATLANE ZALYLES o] §8 FARBYSY YHIS 5T BFS THFE Hol A
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O 5 R YA A ALl YA 2

v 7 mae) 2430 248 (PRACRE BHAYE AAGES ALY o] =
FgIo) QA Fovt 27 B0 BRHRANAL A @) e R RHE
shgow 1 A3t 2ol el S 2 FTL 74 G Fasan,

2 Ao AL FG5) $A4 2YL DAAS 480, LA Wl 2
2 Fof5}7] 915 A5 AT AEH AR Lim 5 (2002)914 AFE A A
Ah(breast biopsy) AHE 0]tk (1 3 ). o] A2 3 B YA AR 7430 W
2 B3 B33 B SURGS0] 4 PR AN AT oliel the Relth. 1Y 58
AA NG T 4T BB FAS) W 109A] FAAY o Ao 4¥le] A5 o] WA ARl
5T 1 o) Folt 2.4 3 Me] AshE JPHALS & 4 Atk Lim 5 20022 o] 2]
FEAS A 83te] AH AN HYY A HS 1032y BBk o uf, A5 A e Hog2
S92, $U5)E AslEE 2902 BYHc

& A7 ALR AGHAA AL 54 2L Fold A5 48 29 o 5 doh A
Aol Qe o] 8 B3 & & gl 279 é_bﬂ ARO)E o, TRsLANA 0
SEOE o 3%, o] Lolthe ARAZAE oF 10592 FAHT =
2(05)2 005302 LhEhgton], ol 13 Sel A 1 4 glol 2719 thas kuu 4
109 5] ARL B3 FE5PA 4 2ol Qe o= sl ST Bl o2 A|7ho]
W Ee Aoz tehdeh

O[ﬂ m>~

it :{o
o 2 oM 1N o2 oY oX

r°"
O‘I
l>
K
2
L
rE o
ot &



kS Xf=0f Cf 3t Sta =Ml DEs| 447

H4: AA AR (Lim 5, 2002)E ©] &3 29

Parameter Estimate Standard error p-value
01 0.030 0.021 0.159
0> 0.400 0.110 0.001
03 10.522 3.758 0.008
04 0.053 0.451 0.906
Lim 5 (2002)8] F23-& o83 Ahe} 2 =EolA] A|gkel w R3] sro] dojup Alde] A}
H 2424 103194 10,5912 2 o)/} 1) QR0 Lim 5 Q002)9) A THEAL S3re] Lol uhe(E
© 9= o) A AL TH A AR Aol n FEAQ gl BLITHe Dol AT,
5. A2
7129) SR ta A7 SHro] WA 47 o0 F49) Ak Aol AAAXE 2]

gt FH o= o]Fojgon o]F 3 thEEe ATl TAA By ot AFH I A7t
Aol A At A0 A BEUIE A3E o] girh. wEkA] FUd AR T Foj Tt st etE A
At Shgaral o] SdE o A= (Ee %%510111 ) NS 747 AARE 7FsAde] =k AA
o7 Ao AEo| GeAA HER duislrl offrhe TS A Qltk o]ofl & Aol ¢
HEEREY] EAE o] &3] oIV AR(FF/ Aol thEt ShsrAle] BAE FAA PR
2yslatust st o1& B9 53 AYY 55 AR (03 eH5E)7F YA FF ool He AlH
o] AAJNAE RF el ZABI FuA} syl B 54 A4S A2 ARNE vl 285+ ATt
I} 57419 R o] HAE w AQAIRE T AAlSEAAL 28 Ak gk ZARE QL AlE
e FAsnh ol Bl 54 Al 428 A%be] ol= A1, 23 54T AYS GuivkE
HHEAR 0 2 ol Adte A QAT o] DAEER] T ARE AME SAAH RYo

SFoATE.

B AFoA 2 Bat 7R, B ol 24
E(6), A ET(65), TFRET(O) 0l 714 6,2 A
ARE AY 27]9] A EEQ 6,919] Aol & A4ketd 2719} A F8 Atolel Quht 4 5
AEA] gheto] 7hsdtth 2o 6;% Sy 419 MFHE el R & AlY 27]d w2
A AT E o 2 AT Sk 2] 7] A Zsks A AL o)u]sla o] 2 Edte] A|ZHEE zxqg 21
77}1] A AE B8 s ago] 2 Ate] dulA] 38 4 Qlr}. miARte g 5] WE

S AA3He 6, o) 25 553MA7] 7HA] B Aol 28 H S fHFER 6,9 3ol ZqEHzq ©
2 2o|7| Bk UM A BRpEo] TAH S w(F-2 v ul) 6,9 3 vlardte] g5e] 55314

7H A dele 28 0ad S ok

R4S Fkel 7k ke 2 F4617] fste] - e ARSekla, g e s A
g o] 83t AF S FAEATE 971 Alvel e °ﬂ W}F/P Bo] A3 g Aol o5t
o] dojuh= AR RE 5ol FEHE AN WEHo] B9 Aol & o]FoiA]A] ¢k
8] Sh5Falo] Floj A= W ﬂoﬂfﬂiﬂ AIF (63)7% Bt50] o] Fo A= 7176 ) Rkt 73
o] Apolell FEFE wHTE &, TFFAAY MFH AR E AH = 65 LRSS W], 5
HEEE 23 0,9 3hol A5 6:9) 6,9 3ho] HEA <] £ 1A3AS W 6:9] 3

Io 4

A= A3 FE6), AP 279 A
AP= Al AE 5 4 9=

m

=

3
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/\E]
v
l

nZi oot o

E
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1 5 :E oy i
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om0 gy fo 1o o

al, 04
W37t B3 nX= o] mln|sithe AMS & 5 ASTE ZYoll A sl A= A
£ 100%=2 2 o, 2ol 100 x k%A= 55| A = AldS 78 5 a1, Aol ol s 95% ’\]
THE 5ot 54 Al HoA 7hsst Al EEL] Mg 54 A FEo] vEld £ 3l AlY



448 O|&X|, ghota

—=
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£ A 83 A3} 3ol Yoluhs AFL Lim 5 (2002)0] Ao} 3 ol 4 A bt 2o Ao}
o] LhehlA) SISO B RS 7129 S5FAL o § BAI] Wste] QLA Z@AQ
7L AR ARAQ 540 RS be e BT
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oft

oYl

do T

FIA 0% Fold By AL Biol T 742 B o B WEA FY} FAL A
27 =W G 2ol ol 5SS ALAE Bes] 4B 4 Ak wah o] YRE B RO of
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Statistical Modeling of Learning Curves with
Binary Response Data

Seul Ji Lee?, Man Sik Park -4t

“Department of Statistics, Sungshin Women’s University
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Abstract

As a worker performs a certain operation repeatedly, he tends to become familiar with the job and complete
itin a very short time. That means that the efficiency is improved due to his accumulated knowledge, experience
and skill in regards to the operation. Investing time in an output is reduced by repeating any operation. This
phenomenon is referred to as the learning curve effect. A learning curve is a graphical representation of the
changing rate of learning. According to previous literature, learning curve effects are determined by subjective
pre-assigned factors. In this study, we propose a new statistical model to clarify the learning curve effect by means
of a basic cumulative distribution function. This work mainly focuses on the statistical modeling of binary data.
We employ the Newton-Raphson method for the estimation and Delta method for the construction of confidence
intervals. We also perform a real data analysis.

Keywords: Learning curve, binary response, cumulative distribution function, Newton-Raphson
method, Delta method.

This work was supported by the Sungshin Women’s University Research Grant of 2011.
! Corresponding author: Assistant Professor, Department of Statistics, Sungshin Women’s University, 249-1 Dongseon-
dong 3-ga, Seongbuk-Gu, Seoul 136-742, Korea. E-mail: mansikpark @sungshin.ac.kr



