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Q oF
a5
AAA HEPAE (longitudinal categorical data)s 2J8h, R ASH 8|3 ARS|3slo|A] wol
s AAFolth o]ye A5+ WESAHOE Qv ARXEY JAAAE AHIUA FHFY
EE Ao stk o] =RollA BTl gt e EE FH A LRl 71z
29l 23l HFaHNE Y (marginalized random effects model)S 47|31, 1 23] ojEA
LAY =AE D&y 223 AA A5 E o835t AAE P& AWt

AN A HEPAE (longitudinal categorical data)s= ]38},
Aok Apgoltt. AANAREE A (subject)d] WHEH 7
A st AREAE R Y-S o] et RS I 1 FHX = A9 (bias)7t ‘?:l"‘g@_} ‘/u\— 2
(Daniels¢} Hogan, 2008). WA o]2fgt A& Fol7] f8] thdat R 5o] At sl 1
3] Wo] AMEEH = By E0] 2AREY (conditional models)T} FHEF (marginal models) 22
g 4 Qo (Damels&‘r Hogan, 2008).
2L =7 MAEAAZ &3 (subject-specific effect)ol] F4lo] Y& o] F2 AR 1,
2Rtk 729 &3} (population-averaged effect)ol]l 8 o] A& uwl ARSHT]
28 AFENAS (random effect variable)E ©]-§3to] WHE SAHH AFXE9 FAH
She dutsl A TR (generalized linear mixed models; GLMM) (Breslow2} Clayton,
1993)7 ZA Atel #ZFH AAXAE o]§dt= wtEZ (Markov) F2F ©|-&dh= HolRY (transi-
tion models)e]2} 3ttt (Diggle 5, 2002). ©] &+ B¥2 EF FHWHS (response variable)®] 27

S 2uden ARk Raolth oed 2AREYL Arex
(maximum likelihood) o2 4B 2R E 22 4 Qo). webd HUl$=%] (maximum like-
%!

HE3EA (asymptotic normality)<S 7}

o

_{

—T—@Uﬁé% 2 J of] th8t FHFE I (covariate effect)ol] 4ol UL w] T2 A3 B olth
TR oz E FHRYg M HFy B4 £ FEYU ST 3 (marginal probability density

o] =ge 2012d% AR (MAFzAeR)) Ador ITATATEY AQg Wol £37 A 2AT
Ak ) (NRF-2012R1A1A1004002).
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function), 283 7MJ#&3 & (working correlation matrix) %S ©]83= GEE (generalized estimat-

ing equation)E& ©]&3tc} (Liang$} Zeger, 1986). 3A 3 GEEE ©]83 FHEFH] AL HA AR}
Fo|A AF LDAS= Y] 2= (missing at random) 7} & wl= vE2 AREE 4= Qlt} (Daniels2}
Hogan, 2008). X3 HULEYE 7|22 3 o] olBz 927} 3] 2 S=u P4y 83
o 713 2= 7]&E (penalized model selection criterion) ¢l AIC =+ BIC 5 AME 4= ¢l
£ @A ok od BEES FEAEA FURYo] AL FEES Lot RIS S
o, 2 S FHIEY (marginalized moels)©] At} (Heagerty, 1999, 2002). FHI}EFL &
s 7122 F M9 22 (sub models)S 7FAT}. l%%kﬂ BRG] F7Ad IE AW
et =HHEHFEY (marginal mean model) ¥} ¥HE SHE Ayx] £ AAAAE HHE &R
% (dependence model) 2.2 FTEHAT} o]&T 32 @%‘»Eil} T nlax LXRE o|f3 2oz R
Huoy AEgIE o]f3= ZS TSt WHaINE Y (marginalized random effects model) o] 2}1l 3}

A, nfEE PR E 0|83 Z2S W3t HolR ¥ (marginalized transition model)o]gkar st} o] F
2Ye ErAdd AR 542 Teln FARTL N FArY] E4L AREe 22
2R Funas 392 25 AL 4 Utk 2 FASS okds gtk A, 2AREAN A
FEDEE o] 8T Ut wekA 4311—?*51]94 AREYD AT F2ARZFEAS 7KK =41, =
HREHPI o] RS FaAQ BHE AHPAoR A9 4 gt AR, FHFFEFoA 5HH
o] BRG] FHA a3 A Ao gERF e JFS wx] Jornz ARH Wy
o] Bx g Q3 #ole] & At} (Heagerty 2} Zeger, 2000; Heagerty 2} Kurland, 2001; Heagerty,

2002; Lee2} Daniels, 2007; Lee®2} Mercante, 2010; Lee 5, 2011). ulR|eto g FA|E = Qe AEH]
(ignoreable missingness)”7} & A, FHIEYH L Lo 7|23 RFojmng T Ao I
= FAE Aok olHst AR wjFol] AR HEFARY BA A TSR] o] &FH T 3

e

23 o] Heagerty (1999)0l o3| A<He ©]F Lee$}t Daniels (2008) ] BAI A &=A1A¢
St mgo=® 3E A, Lee 5 (2011)9A+= HAIE HEAS (longitudinal nominal
Sym T Aol AN e AeEe e v FRARUL BE
S AR()TZE AT Ack AR o AL 22 AL W= Ack oA Wekavie] TR
WEe) F2E AL AR()E VISEA RIS BIAE mYo] 44 FA271%H (mod-
ified Cholesky decompositon; MCD) ¥ o] 7|&d=] 1t} (Pourahmadi, 1999). ©] =&olA $loj A|A]
Y =REoA AldE 2Y¥E A9 R 1A} g

Bt jg
ol
_>.:

Z o o &
[t

o] =20 T4 ofesl 2Tk 2@AE AAA o)AAEE 9% Fus WAEARGY UF o
2 AsiETh 1221 38elNE AAA hERE AREAS A% 28 Aavudel tE
52 AR, 223 4ZolAE BA AUARE o g3fo] DelA ANE mRe] A8 £},

uvpAge® 5doA 2ok A2 Al gt
2. 44 olAAz ¥4

A AAF o]AAE (longitudinal binary data) 4]
AR Aysta, a8a WA de] dutsle] s At A Fusirye] A

=z 2o H7yd B4 £ FELTF (marginal
probability density funcion), 22|31 7Fg3#3 & (working correlation matirx)#HS ©]-83= GEEE
o]-&3ch(Liang T Zeger, 1986). AWk GEES o] &3t TR0 A2 AX AR A A5 A8}

I_X
‘C_‘"l_
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T 494547} g vl vE AHSE 4 gith (Daniels®} Hogan, 2008). =3 ¢ =& 7=
sk o] olyr=z e 7t £3] ”*% = AR B 7123 2P 7]Z(penalized model
selection criterion) ¢l AIC X+ BIC & & = 9= 3A7F gt o8l dAES Hosty FHE
o] 7= FHES e A s Efﬁol Sz R Yot}
olAl Ztm9l FEE Bw o2 2ok YV = (Y, -+, Ye,) 5 WA ANAS o)A E S SRS
B2 gttt 28 a xR NG tHA SHATE p x 19EHE St

l-ﬂl
>~

T3} HFR AR YL Heagerty (1999)0 oAl A= i, 1 23] Jeh= ofef e} 2t
FHPFRY : logitP(Yie = 1)zie) = 143, (2.1)
2R : logitP(Yie = 1air, bit) = Air + bi (2.2)

AZNA by = (biy-- s bin,)" ~ N(0,%4), B FHBFEHE) p x 1Z5HE 0], Ak Aaolt}. o
A S F2 AR(1)TZEE 7 e 2ok

p p2 n;—1
p 1 p pi?
2 2 1 n;—3
Y=o P P P (2.3)
p"i_l pn,-—2 pni—3 . 1

QY FHGFRHEWE 7Hg3a 7MFEA4E (working correlation matrix)& ARESH 2 o] =W
23 (marginal model)o|th. EE o] Y A iAol o = WAZ Zo] ANBAPEFE o
ok mEbA (2.1)-(2.3) 0 Tl RS MFEARY L FURYPY NP TR BE FHE
TH AeS & 5 Atk wEtA 2R R S I YW Jyads AYshe Byolu,
oJEry (22)% \e}%% ANA B9 DA A3 AT JERFolnh (2.1)F (22)9] e
the 3 22 BAA7F Qi

PVt = 1]za) = / P(Yir = Lz, bin) f (bie)dbie (2.4)

[¢)

WA Bo} o?o] FIAWE Ayt (24)Y BAE o] &3k FE-zk=< (Newton-Raphson) ¢alg]Z&
of os) AstdAtt BR(8,0%,0)ES HU$E 2+ £5%E (quasi-Newton) Za1]E o]-§319
A, E3] B 029 FAA (estimating equation) o= 9] (2.4)A419] A o5 A, 9] Hu]E
o A&} AT AE Heagerty (1999)°] A5 2iek

FHIRYELS dSEFEYY vluste] e 22 AREol vk AA, FHETEE 2.1)F
B34 SAIEF (marginal effect) A Al JERY (2.2)0] FFS AFH LR WA b

° o} 2~

= = T

gtk wehd QuslERR s e 39 P AR U Zve 43T 5 Ak
3

£, GEES ol8% Faneshe t2d 92rd (228 B34 $E848 74T + 93, o
£ Eoto] Aoheol s s AHES 4 4 ek olg BW AUSERAA (maximum
likelihood estimate)®] YX]4d (consistency)¥} =187 (likelihood ratio test)S & 4= U}t AA|,
WoF 4R S AZA7} YoUA WESNSe R} B ARHAS 0, f9 FAA BAS
(robust) FAHXE 717 & 5 Ut} (Heagerty 2} Zeger, 2000). ERIsE3R PG A= o] ¢ A
7} @A g o= 9t} (Heagerty 2} Kurland, 2001).

N
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Heagerty (1999)] A&+ W3} HZFEARHQA (2.1)-(2.2) oA HFEHRFEAFLHL (2.3)
AlE e FEle] AR(1)FR J ot BRAIRE o] gt 7182 ofF A FHA o, ek o4
ZX4] (missing at random) 7} ) 7} o] BEA] okg wioll= po] Sl H A &
F itk W UGEAS) FROYLE oA 2AT 424 22, IS Ahel Leos Sun
(2014)= kgt FRARIH MCDYY (Pourahmadi, 1999)-2 ©]-&3to] o]EiHAd3} AR(p)9
theFst 3""414 PES dupstgnygor wysletgitt. MCDHH-2 A H=Zay b, & 1 oA
o] HFER b, -+ ,b—1 5 0|83 1= etk 2 el v 2k

IO I'UIIU
N
o
o
— 32

-1
bit = Z¢i,tjbij + et (2.5)
j=1

(2.5)9] A1 WE ] Fel& Tibs = e; 013 3714 Tis Tz gEEol 1013 (4,5) A (5 < )] Fhel
—¢i; 2 I E (lower triangular matrix)©]al e; = (ei1,- - - ,e,-n,i) olt}. o 7|A] ZEAS AAE

3hd o3 o] "t
T, 5T = D;

714 D; = diag(d?h--- (O ) 2R €i®] FRAYLR Y (diagonal matrix) |tk ¢, 9

0L S AukEA}7| AR S (generalized autoregressive parameter; GARP) 18|11 ?513’:_]‘33 (innova-
tion variance; IV)2}al stty. GARPS} IVE ISP RS o]8-3lo] MEgylgEisde] o] &
At A Felel AR()FEE AWT 5 Yk T Fehe ohe 3t 2o,
Biej = wi1;7,10g(07) = high (2.6)
AZIA v& AE a x 13} b x 191 BeEEfo)al, w; ;9 hiv GARPS IVE R33}st7] SsiA A
B TADRICT, ugR ool Antasl WEERREIARE OF & g I B
w}y; = (Ij—jj=1)€ AR(1)TF2E Jepdth A7 [, j= = 19 |t — j| = 1|1, 11 9= 0°]t}
webA
Gitj = Wi,i5Y = )
0, otherwise
0]37_7
bit = vbit—1 + €it.

ST KL = (1, sex,) ol W MR BRANL] Ao e} ke FRARLL WS & 5 )
webA 23 (2.6)°] oA GARPS} IVE 2333 dFadag @42 o3 FdEso] k. A
R, GARPS} log(IV)+= st At §17] wf2o SHHFE o]83le] HFadsEstalds 23]
3 4 ok &, hztE Foto] FRAEY o] R4S 7HE 5 AL, B wig B St YREH
o AR(p)72e] FEAEE 7H £ Slrkh. v %o 2 GARPS} IVE Il id Ry e Sofo] ¢

7ﬂ DU:]g]_E_ ‘cﬂ— 71] ‘Q_q_
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H
24

3. AAH thaFA

Heagerty (1999)0l Aok F¥3} WFE AR 3L Lee} Daniels (2008)3 Lee 5 (2011)0]] 284
ZyZy A& =4 AR (longitudinal ordinal data) @ HA| 2 WE2}8 (longitudinal nominal data)E
A mgoR HGYD. o QoA oleld F4¢ nAUh. 4 Ame] Fehe F3 Lok
V' = (Yi, -+, V) S i:A QA K719 MFE 7= AR Seusdgz . a2|n
zige cHA JRA (A SHUSE p x 1HEH R S}

il

3.1. AXNA EAzR BA

A AAE AR5 A dist 23 AFEHEYPYS HEE 51} Leeg} Daniels (2008)0]
A At o] Z¥-2 Heagerty (1999)l AAE 233} FA8ICE 2] Heagerty (1999)9] 23|
A P(Yie = Uzi) B P(Yie = 1mir, bir) S THASEA P(Vie < k|zie) 2 P(Yie < K|bit, wie) 2 A3} +
A 723 (cumulative logit) 9234 (link function)E ATt A7 k=1,--- , K- 1. 21 2
o] Fef= ot} At

N
w

AR FRE : logitP(Yie < k|zit) = x5 3,

2R : logitP (Ve < klmir, bit) = Dt + bt (3.2)

)

A7 by = (bit, - ,bin;)T ~ N(0,%;)E Heagerty (1999)°] AAE 2¥ FUsict. agn
Aipr < -+ < Apg—19] BAE 7HAH o] 20 A JERP] FHREEEE0] kol
7ML RS & 5 Ak 919 2 (3.1)F (3.2)2 Heagerty (1999)0)] o3l AAE 23T} A3t
7] Wi 2ol AAIA o]AAEE S FHs AgaARRYR FIT FHES e ¢ 5 Aok aEn
(3.1)3 (3.2)°0 Q= FHR2EEL] A o tha3t 22 A& 7Hth

P(Yi < 1lzit) = /P(Yit < 1z, bie) f (bie ) dbit (3.3)
wEbA o} oo] FoIAW Ay (3.3)9] BAE ol f3lo] FE-ghEe GuEEol] o3 AskATh
(3.2)°ll Y= b2 FEAFE %,9 F2E Lee}t Daniels (2008)914 AR(1) 7H33stiet. dhAw
olg1g 7 2.200A4 AAIE £ FH| 7] IS o83t UNHAR] AR(p)FRE 7HAIHA] o4t

e e vRaEAE RN Er RYse 4 9l

3.2. AAH PEAR B4

Heagerty (1999)8] W3} WZaHRRHL Lee 5 (2011)0] oA AA A WEAE (longitudinal
nominal data)&A-& HaiA A=A 7|4 AtE EYPL thFEA (multinomial logit)S 7}
L K = 1)& Uehlie AAEs2 Aojdict. 2219 Lee 5

Aotk 4 Yins kHEF (k
(2011)°] Agket = Z

P(Yitr = 1|zit)

log ok — TR _ T 3.4
P(Yitr = 1|bit, Tit)
Ajtr + bitk (3.5)

I =
o8 P(Yiex = 1|bit, zit)
bi ~ N(0,9;) (3.6)
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A71A b = (b, bﬁh) = (bi11, * ybitk—1," ", bing1, 5 bink—1)°1aL B p x 19 FAAF
Wejolty, 28 (3.4)-(3.6) JA| Heagerty (1999)91 23S g3l RyPo|ng I FATL EXNG FH
shrt.

HFET b9 FEAE Q= HFEAUTY E40 2 329 AF (Kronecker product)< ©]
&5t AZkol] W2 AdAaA 9} TlEo] 2 ATt S 2] AAAARE 2ol a3 RYES Tt

Aohgleh. 21U 1 Fehe e ok

A71H Ri= A (23)94 ANR ARAcALT 2L Felolnl, Dk MRS o] FRARLS U

W 2 Pee e 2.

J11 012 01K -1
J12 022 02K —1
» =
O1K-1 O2K-1 ' OK-1K-1

919) 241(3.4)-(3.6) 2 RE o] WA DL & 4 9ok

P(Yz‘tk = 1‘%‘15) = P(Yitk = 1\biz,$it)f(biz)dbit

—

A FAZ Air = (Ainr, -+, Atk —1) & FE- gag|Eol o8 AXEE & 5 Atk

i)
[l
rl>

4.1. B sjdats A9

2 oepold 28 B4l A8E dolH: BRRANYATE +AsAch o dolet
2006 AHE 2012 371A] 7 AEZALE she] 3= dek (http://www.koweps.re.kr). & 70727}
T Bgoz o] 7Y BAlo] BAY ABOR FAYH, 45, Wk, FAVE, A% L 97, A
I HF/FHAFA, ALY 55 ZARE A5t & doHe 7 7 E 7SR 2% vlolHE A

Al AA £ 70727 0]aL o] 200637 20121714 F THe] A4 #F 3 tolH otk AFEA
SAel Mzt 24 g BHE 1D (d), 7HrE RSt B (pid), A% (0 = A 1 = ),
Upo] (15~97), EFE (1 = FFoI3}, 2 = 1E, 3 = UZE, 4 = tjetglolAl), &R (1 = ] E, 2
= 71,3 =0l&, A, 87 55), FXAR (0= 31, 1 = 31g)o2 74 ek

4.2. o7 BANIAE £H

tlo

4.19A AAE AEE BA4317] H8HA 2.1004 AAE Heagerty (1999)2] FH3} HegFaymy
o] g3t sttt A5 U EE AEX 7L st & o 0% AEX7F EAs 2007904
2012 AAA Z+7 10.8, 8.7, 4.8, 5.6, 6.5, 3.5%%] AZ=X]7} &A%t} o]|8dt A&SX 5L 99

ZA] (missing at random)Z 7Pgst BAstaat gk SHATRE ol %Y A afrol R

i

0

—
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231 logit P(Yie = 1|xit) =Bo + Bi%sex + B2Zage + -+ + B Zreligion
log(c) =Xo + A1age (4.1)

22 : logitP(Yie = 1|zit) =Bo + B1Zsex + B2Tage + -+ + BsTreligion
log(o) =Xo + Arsex (4.2)

3 : logitP(Yit = 1|wit) =B0 + L1Tsex + PaZage + -+ + BsTreligion
log(o) =Xo + A1age + Aasex (4.3)
9 2AAe B FARFRYS BE FAAY 7 o] GE log(o) 7} FE WENE PO
FTEAE S BF R3S UESHHA AR the FEE olFaL 5 7PESIITE 97]4 aged
T Zt AAEY ol E log(age/10) 2 A Woltt. weba RYP1-2 volof wat oA dE, B
P2 AEE o|FAEe, 2EA BY3LE volgt ARl et o] RS THAE iEadEEAE

Qe 19 s

Table 4.1 Comparison of maximized loglikelihoods, AICs, and BICs

231 22 233
Max logL -11105.38 -11115.63 -11105.11
AIC 22220.76 22241.26 22220.22
BIC 22254.79 22275.29 22254.25

91°] Table 412 ®H¥ AICS} BIC 7|20 e @, 2317} 391 AIC (BIC) o] 22220.76
(22254.79), 22220.22 (22254.25) 2.8 B329] gtHt}t 2 Flo] L} AL B £ ). 281 2YP17
3oAE 239 T4 (rule of parsimony)ol 9JsiA RE 1S 71 AMee] = 23 og M),
7t Aol thafi A 38 fgrell ek Aaf= #2090 014 Sl

rlr

Table 4.2 Maximum likelihood estimates and standard errors for three models

231 282 233
estimate std estimate std estimate std
Marginal mean (3)
Intercept 1.466™ 0.233 1.447* 0.234 1.443* 0.233
sex 1.404* 0.076 1.409* 0.076 1.407* 0.076
log(age/10) —2.346* 0.120 —2.343* 0.120 —2.336" 0.119
edu2 0.706* 0.071 0.723* 0.072 0.712* 0.072
edu3 1.175% 0.091 1.185* 0.093 1.181% 0.090
edu4 1.419* 0.119 1.412* 0.124 1.422* 0.119
marryl —0.468" 0.095 —0.435" 0.090 —0.462" 0.094
marry?2 0.792" 0.058 0.789* 0.059 0.792" 0.058
religion 0.031 0.025 0.035 0.026 0.032 0.025
log o

Intercept 0.657" 0.112 1.407* 0.046 0.685" 0.120
sex —0.063 0.050 —0.032 0.050
log(age/10) 0.428* 0.065 0.428* 0.065

Max log L -11105.38 -11115.63 -11105.11

AIC 22220.76 22241.26 22220.22

BIC 22254.79 22275.29 22254.25

* indicates significance under 95% confidence level.
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¢ Table 4.20] 44 gEol FolA Ark. ¥4 logoe] FH A= ofefie} L2t
logg; = 0.657 + 0.428 log(age, /10).
1714 log(age/10)9] A% 24N HoIWBL & 4 ek Weba] hol 7t Sol gl nel WMekaz

2ato] B AQS & 4 Urk

P(Yi =1)
log ﬁ =1.466 + 1.404sex — 2.346age + 0.706edu2

+ 1.175edu3 + 1.419edu4 — 0.468marryl + 0.792marry2 + 0.031religion

grol At (sex=1)Y wf ozpE Tt Apke] 270 222 (log odds)7} 1.404%3 S7F & A& &
a3, vol7h o o] Hell mel A &f 21927 2.346 UE Aade € 5 Atk =% 1
< (edu2=1)%1 Atgo] FE o]} (edu=1)Q Abgol Hls) 21227} 0.706 W5 32 S71H & A< ¢
% Qi 2e ouE gE (edud=1), U olA (edud=1)L Z}7ke] 21 =7} 1.175, 1419 W2 =
Zolal AHERT 71 S & 4 Yok AEARE nRRAR WE (marryl=1)<] Aol o]
<, APE, 8A 55 (marry=3) %] AbtEol W) AkAaf 222271 0.468 W T ZAstia 7S
(marry2=1)<l AFHe] 22927} 0.792 WF 371 & 5 Ak
5. AE

SE|7F BAOA -SR] Ftell tiek gEke] Aol Bile] QIS uf, FHRY T+ TR
P AREEITE o] ERA SRl 72T TSR Fus WRaRR P 25S WA,
o] RFo] AW AAAES JAAAE WHEN FEAIFL L Fote] AHTS HArk FWs AP
EARYESS FUGTRYT Yo FEEN, O FUETEIY 4L JERY AL
2 QIS WAL ol FHHERYY] Ry fER Yo TS A gheth ol FHER
A 2F W A7 BN T3 MFEARYS o] &8kl UL, o] =EolA v FEje] A
A HFPAE FANA FHs AFEFARY o] o]BA 20| =AE AFH YT

B =gl A" BA dzigel g EARE B AAIAARAA &3] DA 5 e 49
A5AE 2E o] 23S e thdd FEe] Fust MEEARYS AN, T A3 Yolgt
Aol wehA FRAFE S th2A 7w B¥o] 7 ARS RYEYS & 5 A 239X
T, Yo7t d&45, o] 245, a8 2EAY 0l Ut ARYST AsAtafrel e FE
o] A S & 4 Ak
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Abstract

Longitudinal categorical data commonly occur from medical, health, and social
sciences. In these data, the correlation of repeated outcomes is taken into account
to explain the effects of covariates exactly. In this paper, we introduce marginalized
random effects models that are used for the estimation of the population-averaged
effects of covariates. We also review how these models have been developed. Real data

analysis is presented using the marginalized random effects

Keywords: Conditional model, longitudinal data, marginal model, random effects, tran-

sition model.
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