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Abstract

Corrected Akaike’s information criterion (AICc) is known to have better finite sample properties. However,
Akaike’s information criterion (AIC) is still widely used to select an optimal prediction model among several
candidate models due to of a lack of research on benefits obtained using AICc. In this paper, we compare
the performance of AIC and AICc through numerical simulations and confirm the advantage of using AICc.
In addition, we also consider the performance of quasi Akaike’s information criterion (QAIC) and the cor-
rected quasi Akaike’s information criterion (QAICc) for binomial and Poisson data under overdispersion
phenomenon.
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1. ME

FARACNA ALHE = o] TH BY FollA st H A 2yg M-
21RE FAle] v o] FAol7|% sttt o]H e RYFME FAlo] thet skt AA o2 Akaike
(1973)= Akaike’s information criterion(AIC)E A|F3tATh AICE FHEFF SH T Apolo] &

A A=E FARE FAFLE, 7 ZFo| tsote AIC g F 7P A2 el theske Z3¥e A
o dSye] 7P L2 BYS A9 siFe 2es 4¥A Aot (Shmueli, 2010). 22y

AICE $A%E REoH: Sl At7bss 24990 424 AaeS g dedl 2ol
2ok & mae] Agol] Ws) ABSst SRS BA) how o] ZTo] w2 RYL Hestey) o2l
£ 7HAt} o9} 22 IAAHE B3] $15] Hurvich®} Tsai (1989)+= corrected Akaike’s informa-
tion criterion(AICc)E Ao+ttt AlCc= AFEEE 7143 JARFE S 7vkez AICE 43

o7, FxE solA FofAe HArleE FHFY L3 B E (exact distribution)E 7FALL #
o= FAFeIth =3 AICcE dnksl A3 B3or A AHE 4 7] wiwoll, B2 54 =
Yol Ae 7|Foz 7|29 AICE tiAlste] AICcE ARS3l= Zlo] 753tk 22y AICce] Al4te]
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AICE Alxbshe= Ao vjs] As AHA] o= E7skal theFst Rofe] AFollA o 73] AICTe] £
AARoz2 ARRE 1 o} (Bloom3} Milkovich, 1998; Debrock 5, 2000; Harada -, 2010; Johnson 5,
2016; Zampetakis 5, 2010). wWepA AICS} AICco] A5S AlEH o]AS B3 s, AIC gl
AICcE $H4 02 o RM ofH |58 B8 5 Yer FAALR i) Hi AL o7} 9ok,

AICS} AICc ¥+ Cavanaugh 5 (2008)°] oJ5te] Al=d Ho] SIict. o] AFolA B
NNEEY AL BHEEE 7HES Ao SRR FoA FRFPo] duht 2 e g AEH ]
AR Aty 2y AICS] 243 Ex+ FRYPS e o] oy, &S Hske RS A
g517] A5 Aoln 53] oSS dole BIPF FERF S TUSHA] 2 A7 vidsiths Abdo]
E3oF gtt} (Shmueli, 2010). wepr] AICS AICcE AElH Z¥o] IRFPAX| Hije oSS s}
T EPAAE gk Zo] vt & 5 glon, B =FoA] o3t oA AEd RS
B7¥etazt sivh. deiu AEE Byl o SHo] £2 YA opdAE ek AL FRFS A
g3 2194 Felshe AWtk 25 ¢ ojg]e Aotk e Ryo] FRFPAA Y o5 dd] &
I A= tEA 5ol £2 EFAA B A= AS5ES Brkske dH|Ee] 22
st7] WiZelth. & =Rl &8 Brlehe VSR F UM SEE o8It A HAl=
ol A AlFEE ol gt @2 AL, F HA SEE 2O 7FeE T E o8t Ft
FAZCIt B =ReAe F SEE o83t dE5Eo] £2 BYAA opbdA Q1 & Euk opz}
T EEE v goEX A9 BY oS tit Bt AR E = Sl IA gEF=AE F
7R o7 sols] H iz} sty =3 Cavanaugh 5 (2008)9] AFoAE Aol THRY Zof 3
Ho] QA e AeE thRAAA dshed B =gl 2o i E F71E theo] Bz} gich

AICE AREE 7S A8 37 23 E dolA, o4l e 2t5 EA40A de] &85 gl
= Folg 317 maolu 22 35 Bads Wel F8HT Aok o] 29 AICH Aol Fe
sfjof & Aol ATy 2L FA Rl W= o] YA 2> HAhiE (overdispersion) A
Y Ao ofFA W AlTloltt. of7|A itz et LRt R Pl A] ol RE
& 7MHsk= A 2o 93 7ulsl= AFEZ R (dispersion parameter) 2T} AA A H

9] ol o 2 ALE Itk AICSF AICcE FASIE 2755 3 YR Azrss
HA| wredelr|7b o]y 7] w&ol|, Lebreton 5 (1992)2 AICS} AICco] AMSHE 2715 %
Z2AE AZRLE o] & 2L ZPMHAI)ES AAEHH L, ©]2 ZH2}F quasi Akaike’s informa-
tion criterion(QAIC) %} corrected quasi Akaike’s information criterion(QAICc) 2}l &5l QAICS}H
QAICc®] A% Hla: H2o) Kim 5 (2014)0] 9JsiA A0, o] A7 EF Cavanaugh 5
(2008) A F A2 FHEY Fox FRYPo| AHEG=A] ARE 7HAL HF°] SAHHUTE. 2eB=E
2 =BoAE QAICS QAICeS] ¥l ATOIAE ol 2ejo] £ BRg Aup} 2 Ae & 5 ger]
& 713 458 SsaA g,

B =89 7L o3 2ok Al 28o|A AICS} AICcE =333 3 27gch Al 3 A=
AFEEZE o] 83 A B o] AES I 3lo] AICS} AICc7) eS8 o] 2 Ry duph) & AEsh=X]
£ vlnE Zlojtt. Al 420X+ QAICS} QAICCE AN3tal, EopsRxz e} o] gz oA Al EH oA
2 3] 7
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T 7159 S vl B Zojth. Al 5-o|A AAAEE 7ML AIC, AICc, QAICS2}
1-8-3to] R3S AEshe At AFE AT Zola, Al 68olA 285 HE Zojrt

2. AIC2} AICce| R&

A BAoA BYEE A V|FCRE Ho| AMSEE AICE E9-glol&8 Wik (Kullback-Leibler
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divergence)S 7|90 g wHEo]Z EA 20|t} (Akaike, 1973). EW-glo]E 2] Wike 72| (distance) 2}
FARE g e g2, a3t v FHEYPT FEY Aoy ELA AEE YR, FRF 8
= Z2EEE227) f(y]|0*) ol 183l = FTHEYPY AFFELET g(y]0)d FF FU-Tol &

o ware
. _ . f(y\e*))
A @107 .5 w0) = [ (w6710 (LET) ) ay (21)
o S|, oI714 y nx 1 9 Aekols log AUEIF Smlel. A8 4 )01 0
Kx 1249 25 Meoln, 4 1) H4% BE0I7E 08 6o% EhID, wet Furde du

o] U A9oli, Boie 675k A B 7, 1 wle] Zucjolie] Bael ke 0o] Heh. 1 2e) &
€ Atele 29 E‘rol & whato] gAF kzhe MATH 2EU AAR o= A YA gonz
2 ART HH 2 05 $A899) 4 (1) Adskor Ak oln) £29 A]»aw A5 G yﬁ}
E =oln Bx f(-)2 RE F&d dgxHolgy Hgeth 0o B 2ARe ArbsE &
%k(maxlmum likelihood estimator; MLE)S o] &3} 0= 6( g)oZ %7 ?,5}1'4—. 0% 25 gol wet %}'
o] Wahs SEHlso|ng 4 (2.1)04 02 922 g =, 22 YL AAGY] 9 AAUFS
TR

By A (f 16%) .9 (y18))] = By llog £ (4167)) - B, [log (y16)] (2:2)

of Btk 4 (22)% 34 0 0149 G 7T Eyllog f(y]6")) & A5FolBE, 4 (22)F A4t
A

T = EgkE,y [logg (y|5 ] (2.3)

£ A3} sk 23k Aok B5 AL Fastd, 2T o AoAd sdsAdTEe

AIC = —2logg (y[0) + 2K (2.4)
AL 4= & 5 9k 919 A (2.4)004 —2log g(y|0)E AFE (goodness-of-fit) S LFERY = ole}
4 & 4 Aok a2y BeE 280 —2logg(y[0)S AXEY) wfE —2logg(y|60)ED} o Z
A FAE = dFol Yehr] ok o3 A Ezé 37] 93 AICOIAE —2log g(y[0) ol 2K S
HalEeE 2oz o & +% ok WY iR o] A5 (binary data) y; 2] AFEE p;oll tldted
2A2ERY log (pi/(1 - pi)) = 2i f& AHFITHR, 4] (2.4)°014

logg (y|§) =logg (y|f3> Z {yl (xl ) — 278 —log (1 + e_z'iTB)} (2.5)

oy, K& B9 M9t &} st A /HeAE (count data) y; o] Z1HHZL pioll thste] oy
log pi = xf BE AE3he A9ole 4 (24)&

log g (yla) =logg (yIB) =>{w (szB) — P —log () } (2:6)
oI, Kt 2A2E 07 LY} AN HAAS A% ALk
AICOIA BFE AR T 2KE FHRIS Aou B9 wol 2R AAFANA 7
0. 2} Az ARE BAT 0 2T 9t £3 el Andel 48 AL Be @
olg} Zo] TRBYPE 712 FRFPo| gt Aol thste] Takeuchi (1976)+= Takeuchi information
criterion(TIC) & A3t o, o]e} Zre ]’@-4 g3l= TIC7 2KTiA) 26r(J(0)[1(9)] 7)) < i
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o~ o~

714 J ()L J(6o) = Ey[[0/0610gg(y )][3/5910g9(y|9)]/} —0, 2 —XYJB]
Aol 28y AAAEE £ o TICE AR F9%: 7H
At Fol Az wet 3A v 5 EXAE] wEeltt (BurnhamJJr

Anderson, 2003).

AICE 4] (2.3)S B A T Auk AFREoME TE QoA 78 5 9ok
n x 19EQ FEUG y7t AHFEEE %E}i 7} 4l y = XB+e, e ~ MVN(0,0°1,)28 &
d 3 4 Ak o Aol L, nx nd FEALL R, X nx (K - 1)9) 283 (model
matrix) o]tk E3 B FAASE vl (K — 1) x 1 WEfo| T o e x3Fe] Hitolrh. wiA
A (21)9) 0% (B,0)0lth. B4 Bet 029 HuizbsE FATFE ol Ae} AR yo} 5ol
A Re Rz R 229 AYRE §E o83l 1ath 191 424 8= B(5) = (X' X)X,
3% = 3%(§) = (- XP) (§ — XB))/nolekx T3 wetd logg(yld) = logg(yl(B,5°)) =

—n/2log? —1/2[((y — XB) (y — XB))/c%|o& B & 4 glomz 4 (23)L thed} go] d
2 2 ot
o 1(v-XB) (v-XB)
RE BE gy, —27e) §RHEL M) BRFHFL
~ 2nK

AlCc = —2logg \9) + (2.8)
7} Ak =3 4] (2.8)2] —2logg(y|0)oll A5 RS ERTE Agdte] NG RY e 2
A EANE Sgstol AT 4 AUk 5, 2A2E Ry 2ols BRI logg(y[0)ol 27 A
(2.5)9} 41 (2.6)2 o] 83111, 4] (2.4)9) 2Ko] n/(n— K — 1)& 3 RATFS ALg3le] AICcS 78
4 3tk 94714 AICe dA] AICHE THEY ZFof IgrFo] &) of stths 7S 7R gl
Golaiof Btk 2429 4 nol F83) AXW n/(n— K — 1)0] 1o] 77194 AICS AICc7} SAH R
t}.

aels}

ftlo mlm
N
N

=9 380X AF7HA] &7 AICSE AICeY] A5& vlasta &3] 3ty Zex
sto] Al B oS APt AA A1AFEC] AICE AT wolls, TR R3] Il 2y
B of o] FA Qo] AR A9 o B Cavanaugh 5 (2008)04 & E A& o)|ATE=
2 FRYPo]l THRIYPE 7o gl Aol daiA e 4] AFE A4 Zojrt

Hel
i oo ox

<

3. AH2EE 0|8t AlE0l

Sg)= AICS} AICe7} &3 o] 28 Rae Juh} & Aelsi=x] sHlsly] 98 7Rz s 7143}
o] N EH)AE APsAT. AEHANME FngorRy 228 AR §;5S o]t THR
HEo By 92 245t 02 7ok, AR §9Hs SYPo|UA 2o ARFPorNE 257 AYRR
yiSg o8] 2HE Zzte] Ry o Y2 FrEtt o] w), o] E45S By Y3 71FEL
2 o3} 2ol T Y 25E uddtgch A WA S5 golt k] AFT Foje] y2 B

ot
=y (y‘;i”) (3.1)
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AN pi = E(y:) S YWeblW & 1 F43S vepdnh 223 B2 e 35 V(w)= 26kt
! _‘5’_52, ]/ﬂ-/] B84 (variance funtion) S 9 m|3lt}. g, 7} B4 220 AR 229 YIS 7}
g, 4 (3.1)9 e FA ske 2ol A5 2 Rl HrtE Qi

FHA SEE 2O 7R B g(y|0)E 08T AeE

—2logyg (y|§) (3.2)

Ueh 22 gho] AZ 5 55 £

2 zom
28 BHoBE * BAYS o] ol A8 £7 0 A5

oIt} g(y[0)e F AF=
k4 (3.2)= g(yl0)el -
37k % ok

AEH ol AA HEF WL Y ~ N(po,0%) oA BAF AL, pot
po = Bo + L1 X1 + B2 Xo + B3 X5 + BaXa + B5 X5 + B6 X6 (3.3)

oItk o] ol FEAS] ALk 022 40|, 4 (33)IN BE HFAASE 1o ABWS X
ZLE X Uniform(0, 10) 22 7€ A=

WA AR go] FHRYE Fol TR0l Yt A9E W
of Atz 2750l 12709] $x RHEE PAATL. S
NEERo| T F WA 2He A WA 2Rol Xo® 2715}o]
23 hed o4 WA meo] Ardel HEs sgick. whol,
A P BB WA Ao Xu, Xa, XS Xe B Xig 7] A ClgTh] s} op
2 12709 $HRYPS TG &, TEHEYE T dol= FRFNA AL Xy, X5, Xe= A
{314 ekttt A4 (n)E 50, 75, 100, 20022 ] 7FA] AL }13451 gom zhzk 1,000 % A&
gojdo] P gt T 7k AlEFoldnitt 2R 0 R 4] (3.3)CREEH F29 500709 A5 2
A (3.1)3 A (3.2)F 7ok, I Fro] 7MY F2 BYE d&5Yo] 7Pt 2 RYolgtal &t
AICS} AICco] 93t 23 A= Ayl= Table 3.10] 29F=ojQlt}. Table 3.1 Z9j|A] containing the
true model 2 FE o] THEFPo| £3}% o] Q= FE e, not containing the true model-2
FRYPol THRY x3E o] YA 942 A+E Herdth Selectiono] d|FoHE FE-2 successS}
failure2 WA YT Pearson’s x> 89 success= 4 (3.1) Zke]l 7% 22 233} AICY AICcE
Aest m3o] AL LFERIT). o] 9} nparkA 2 loglikelihood B2 4] (3.2) Zko] 74 2 13 o)
AICY AICc7} A”R3E 283} 28 ALE vepdch vbdo) failure= AICS} AICc7} AEHSE 23 o)
7 A2 A (3.1)9Y 32 A Evhe A ou)gity. wEbA successt AICH AICc7) (& o] 7+
ot A2 UEh Y failure= d580] 7Pt £2 23S AEshA] Z3t 4¢E 90

_I

4 e 2Ye 4
sk,
Table 3.1904) Holo] AFREAAN L FRYS TYSHE 57 b TR glo] AICKTH: AlCcrH
AP B ES 52 ML 98 & 5 Uik oldd AT AR AL 5 Bu )E
o AHEglo] B LA UEIAL Itk WAL, AIC 4l AICCE A8l AL wits) Bt Ca-
vanaugh 5 (2008)°l4 & Algelol 4 APel FEge Aels Ao Lok, o) Aol
3}
B

)

T AICEUE= AICe7) Aubdog @431 Zleg Byslgt). o] & A3z Ry, el AJEEE
R Qojdl A=A AlCcE AH9E Byo] FuPoUA 5ee] & By JhsAel $The 2
580 2 5 vk 2o AR 471 ADSE S ALCesh AICY A5E A SAIATHE A )
g % 99k,

Yoo o4
ul
[o

mlo
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Table 3.1. Model selection results by AIC and AICc for Gaussian linear models

Containing the true model Not containing the true model

n Selection Pearson’s x?2 Loglikelihood Pearson’s x2 Loglikelihood
AIC AlCc AIC AlCc AIC AlICc AIC AlCc

50 Success 407 573 445 622 397 534 422 558
Failure 593 427 555 378 603 466 578 442

75 Success 403 517 438 558 450 525 461 536
Failure 597 483 562 442 550 475 539 464

100 Success 420 492 430 508 425 482 439 497
Failure 580 508 570 492 575 518 561 503

200 Success 411 448 420 458 373 405 374 407
Failure 589 552 580 542 627 595 626 593

AIC = Akaike’s information criterion; AICc = corrected Akaike’s information criterion.

ISP TGP o|A EolFRIEL o|FEEE V1A st Rge] e AE T4 (dispersion
parmeter)E 12 JAECE T AAZ A(EE B4 A xRS 120 ¢ 2 397}
WS, ols} 2 A9 FLESL EARCHT Bk of 1, AICH AlCct FHAEES wesel B
92 AEsA g whEel] A5el $2 2P AW ol oldidt AL ues] 5kl
Lebreton 5 (1992)2 t}22] T 7[x] AR7]|=
log g (cc|0)
QAIC = —2— N/ L 9k, (4.1)
¢
log g (w|§) mK
QAICc = —2 PR (4.2)

2 AR 62 FHE AZRSE VIS0 ARE df2 Foies] x* FAFE 1]
2

5 X
¢_df

N

2)9] A AICS} AICc®] = 17bs
MASIES V20 ARES £4T A2 FA B 4 gk 9 T

2
68 ZHW 250 58 9vgeh

Fﬂ
%
+
5}
45}

=8
8
fu)
[
=2
5}
4]

o
8
=2

— _/,,\__
obele] T A B AL ZolEREY | FRIE FPYste] AT A, St o] X A7 B
2 RE BOAE L BAE 9 QAICS QAICCY] 452 3Holsta, 7122 AICSH AICcS}h v wa)k
a7} gt
4.1. Zoks SEZZ 0|83 Al

log (10) = Bo + B1X1 + B2X2 + B3 X3 + BaXa + B5 X5 + Be X6 (4.3)
olER TN AR, A X& FYEZ Uniform(0, 10)o2RE ADsA FE5

3 e
?E b

A (4.3)°1A B, Bs, Bs= O.lolfﬁ B2, Ba, BoE 0.1% F3UTh I foe 252 FI&
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Table 4.1. Model selection results by AIC, AICc, QAIC and QAICc: when the candidate Poisson models include
the true model

Containing the true model

n Selection Pearson’s x? Loglikelihood
AIC  AICc  QAIC _ _QAICe AIC _ AlCc  QAIC _ QAICe
50 Success 464 579 448 574 458 580 446 575
Failure 536 421 552 426 542 420 554 425
- Success 439 527 444 524 430 523 433 515
Failure 561 473 556 476 570 477 567 485
100 Success 442 502 433 507 438 499 432 504
Failure 558 498 567 493 562 501 568 496
200 Success 401 419 403 417 405 422 407 416
Failure 599 581 597 583 595 578 593 584

AIC = Akaike’s information criterion; AICc = corrected Akaike’s information criterion; QAIC = quasi
Akaike’s information criterion; QAICc = corrected quasi Akaike’s information criterion.

Table 4.2. Model selection results by AIC, AICc, QAIC and QAICc: when the candidate Poisson models do not
include the true model

Not containing the true model

n Selection Pearson’s x? Loglikelihood
AIC AlCc QAIC QAICc AlIC AlICc QAIC QAICc
50 Success 14 35 351 467 11 30 347 466
Failure 986 965 649 533 989 970 653 534
5 Success 13 18 350 418 10 15 365 438
Failure 987 982 650 582 990 985 635 562
100 Success 7 7 316 376 9 12 352 414
Failure 993 993 684 624 991 988 648 586
200 Success 16 19 288 315 14 15 294 315
Failure 984 981 712 685 986 985 706 685

AIC = Akaike’s information criterion; AICc = corrected Akaike’s information criterion; QAIC = quasi

Akaike’s information criterion; QAICc = corrected quasi Akaike’s information criterion.

Tables 4.1} 4.20] =1 AAE Q 2k}t Z-2E2] & oA containing the true model¥} not containing
the true model-2 A2 ANA Y AlEH)AAE THEY 7l FRFPo] 23EPEA] 23e o]

A 25 mH3}ALE uRVIAZE success+= AIC, AICc, QAICY QAICc7} o|&8o] 71 =
2yE Ads 2 YL failurex &Yoo) 7MY £2 EPS AHSHA] X3 498 9vlsin
S FRRGEE A JUAH AHELE D AR T AR 2T AR 4
13 (3208 o183 oA FEY BE AL FREYo) FLYS) WP WS THHA 2o}

2 off FejrrzrE B st Z*OM
2ol TH B x3E o] 9l Table 4.19] 9ol AICc7t AICE T} QAICcE QAICHTE £
3 Aol e gtk 22y, AlICc®t QAICe Atojolle s dellA Afel7h A vehutar 9]
Srgxth ZEu FRFPo] W myof 3w o] 917 ok A<l Table 4.29] Arlol|A & AICc]
o7 Yehigar, 7|B" ez QAICeTE AFE o oF §ro] & vehta Qith. o
3 BYES AF&oﬂok s vehlie 438 & 5 ok =3 QAICe7H
QAICHT} FataEolA] o U2 58S 7ML Qv BYS ©f e ddshs 430l dles &

ox flr Hy ¢ X T S rfo X0
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Table 4.3. Model selection results by AIC, AICc, QAIC and QAICc: when the candidate binomial models include
the true model (m = 5)

Containing the true model

n Selection Pearson’s x? Loglikelihood
AIC  AICc  QAIC _ _QAICe AIC _ AlCc  QAIC _ QAICe
50 Success 419 521 405 523 471 596 465 599
Failure 581 479 595 477 529 404 535 401
- Success 410 498 417 499 442 535 451 538
Failure 590 502 583 501 558 465 549 462
100 Success 434 495 438 498 470 528 467 536
Failure 566 505 562 502 530 472 533 464
200 Success 396 422 395 420 408 435 407 431
Failure 604 578 605 580 592 565 593 569

AIC = Akaike’s information criterion; AICc = corrected Akaike’s information criterion; QAIC = quasi
Akaike’s information criterion; QAICc = corrected quasi Akaike’s information criterion.

A &5 AT ol¢ AR 237t Kim 5 (2014) 914 = d5H e, RIS QAIC, QAICe 7+
7129 AIC, AICcR T} ZF AElsttl= Zlolth webd] QAICcE A=E R3o] AR o|HA o =8

=3
e B9 7hsAel ¥rha 44 4 dtk.

4.2. O|2EE 0|8ct Al2d01M

y ©| X binomial(m, po) Al AL, poell thet 232
logit(po) = Bo + B1X1 + B2 Xo + B3 X3 + BaXa + 85 X5 + B6 X (4.4)

2 FoAY. m2 A3 4=(binomial denominator)g& & u|atH AlE# o] AollA+ Z+2 58} 500] 11
a:m k. ]5‘1'—‘?'—_—,'-_% 7P Aol = kol A et F SERxse vRVAR FAEE Unifrom(0,
10)e 2R Aygds X FE39ch. 283 SAAS Bo, b1, B3, Bse 42 0.3°1H Ba, Ba, Bet=
—0.30|t}. A (4. 4)01],\1 59 7ol Tables 4.3} 4.40] 27E Qg on) m = 509 4=
Tables 4.53} 4.6°] A= AUt
oFEZo AT ZolLEZ S} FAEA FRYPo] EA= ARo= AlCc2t QAICc7} AICS}

|| 1o &

QAICHT} o|&o] £& 125 © Wo] M= AS HoFEn, & Alo]9 AS2 H|<=3l Ao
= vtk 2eu 3Rde]l FHR Y 2AekA ko QAICeY] Aol 71 £/ Uehbe A%
1 FEHA, o2t AFIE mo] 52 wH} 50 o] o FEHAA] e Zls Tables 4.59)

62 E3 2ol & 5 ge.

5. AAIXIE

2272 98l AIC, AICc, QAICS} QAICco] thale] dold 1 Al B oS F3lo] 25 7+ A
< vt Hith o] EUE A sHoAE 9 vl 7HA] 71EES AAAR A8t Bt &
ok AR B AFolA 3] AICF QAICTE Bo] ARSE L QAT XA Aol A Al R g
o] AICc®} QAICc7} Al 530l 2 BY& Aelset] o ¢4 458 RT3 24 A58 te
wol] AICS} QAICS= thE B3 o] AICce}t QAICCY 93] AElE o] J-g B o2} sich,
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Table 4.4. Model selection results by AIC, AICc, QAIC and QAICc: when the candidate binomial models do not

include the true model (m = 5)

Not containing the true model

n Selection Pearson’s x?2 Loglikelihood
AIC AlICc QAIC QAICc AIC AICc QAIC QAICc
Success 96 193 344 388 132 254 455 532
50 Failure 904 807 656 612 868 746 545 468
75 Success 124 175 385 451 143 207 452 538
Failure 876 825 615 549 857 793 548 462
100 Success 134 192 427 474 137 200 454 502
Failure 866 808 573 526 863 800 546 498
200 Success 125 140 393 417 114 134 395 415
Failure 875 860 607 583 886 866 605 585

AIC = Akaike’s information criterion; AICc = corrected Akaike’s information criterion; QAIC = quasi

Akaike’s information criterion; QAICc = corrected quasi Akaike’s information criterion.

Table 4.5. Model selection results by AIC, AICc, QAIC and QAICc: when the candidate binomial models include
the true model (m = 50)

Containing the true model

n Selection Pearson’s x? Loglikelihood
AIC  AICc  _QAIC __QAICe AIC _ AICc  QAIC _ QAICe
50 Success 474 577 471 585 482 586 477 592
Failure 526 423 529 415 518 414 523 408
5 Success 454 535 456 531 452 533 449 527
Failure 546 465 544 469 548 467 551 473
100 Success 472 540 466 542 480 549 476 550
Failure 528 460 534 458 520 451 524 450
200 Success 401 433 395 425 404 436 398 427
Failure 599 567 605 575 596 564 602 573

AIC = Akaike’s information criterion; AICc = corrected Akaike’s information criterion; QAIC = quasi

Akaike’s information criterion; QAICc = corrected quasi Akaike’s information criterion.

Table 4.6. Model selection results by AIC, AICc, QAIC and QAICc: when the candidate binomial models do not

include the true model (m = 50)

Not containing the true model

n Selection Pearson’s x2 Loglikelihood
AIC AlCc QAIC QAICc AIC AICc QAIC QAICc
Success 0 1 414 508 0 1 443 551
20 Failure 1000 999 586 492 1000 999 557 449
5 Success 0 2 451 531 0 1 458 534
Failure 1000 998 549 469 1000 999 542 466
100 Success 0 0 456 510 0 0 444 496
Failure 1000 1000 544 490 1000 1000 556 504
200 Success 4 4 390 414 6 6 366 395
Failure 996 996 610 586 994 994 634 605

AIC = Akaike’s information criterion; AICc = corrected Akaike’s information criterion; QAIC = quasi

Akaike’s information criterion; QAICc = corrected quasi Akaike’s information criterion.
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Table 5.1. Variables description of air pollution data and estimated regression coefficients (standard error)

LS a4 AICE 483 =3 AlICcZ A 73
X1 AR AF 1.649 (0.603) 1.797 (0.599)
Xo 19 392 = —1.893 (0.589) —1.484(0.514)
X3 74 BEEE —2.300 (1.234) —2.355 (1.244)
X4 654 o] &l &

X5 7HE AT —62.017 (44.782)

X6 AE7|7Ee] R —16.966 (6.820) —13.619 (6.432)
X7 A4 7be) HE

Xs AFutd g A+

Xo FAAF vE 5.216 (0.827) 4.585 (0.696)
X10 AHFA 189 W&

X11 A% $3,0000]39] v

X12 g3l A A e 43

X3 s Aid e dZA

X14 o] 23] A A e A 0.225 (0.082) 0.260 (0.078)
X15 AUEE

Y A o a7t 2 H AVLE

AIC = Akaike’s information criterion; AICc = corrected Akaike’s information criterion.
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Table 5.2. Variables description of orobanche seed germination data and estimated regression coefficients (stan-
dard error)

AICE AICcE
o “H ’ﬂci—.“f& 23 ﬁQ“:—“,?} 23
X1 P FEA FRH(T =0, 2] =1) 0.540 (0.250)  1.057 (0.144)
X A Ske] F7(0. aegyptiaca 73 = 0, O. aegyptiaca 75 = 1) —0.146 (0.223)
X1X2 24 0.778 (0.306)
Y AHE R SEFolA Holdk # oty A5

QAIC = quasi Akaike’s information criterion; QAICc = corrected quasi Akaike’s information criterion.
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HA S5k 2 R Ske] ol FE=oll A %O}ﬂ A=Al g
Mol thato] WEWSL ol FRTE WL At Lt
HEYS 7 @av} S Boj7k AT ¥ ) BR E

tith. webA Eobd &E poll diste

logit(p) = Bo + L1 X1 + P2 X2 + B3 X1 X Xo (5.1)
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U FsAE BolEThs AL HolFrh 53 QAIC 45ol Y $4dtgonz, oy
OIS RES el 42T FAT W HeALESE BT QAICCE AHESe] R4 o
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2 MEIOIA L] 8 El AIC AFZ0ll Tiotod

(20164 11& 7Y F4, 20164 128 142 23, 20174 14 7L AHEY)

Abstract

o]u] corrected Akaike’s information criterion(AICc) 7} AICo| H]&l| -3t o] 274 A 742 A

O}, A AA AR EA A HAHY A BYS A9s] 98] 7P g AR EE 7% o%13] Akaike’s
information criterion(AIC)o]t}. o] AL AICcE AMEIFo 2R AA| ¢2]7} oigdlt 72 o]HE IS
7kl sl =23t Qe AF7F HEsA It e o] oA X AFE F3 AICS AICee] 45 v
3tal AICc 9] ARgo] 7hA 2= Al sl Els & Zlolth. T, Xokd i %) £X A8 EA A it
3 (overdispersion) #4Fo] eIt 79 AFE3l= quasi Akaike’s information criterion(QAIC)2} corrected quasi
Akaike’s information criterion(QAICc) A%l A= Al Edo|A-S 53 nlws| 2z} dic}.
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