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WIRXM) w7 HEawRE /YT X M)y 72 FERDY vy 72ED LD INRT
A MUy 7HROERBREBELODOH L, BK@RTR, FOLI5R7 7/ 0—FDO—D2OThHHH°
FAMN)y 7B OWTHENT 3. 20HER, BLEL ST X M) v 727V O5EE < #E
REFEMEEILORETAVEZDTF 2 — TIHBEBOTIS, 77— ~DREEZENZE 5,
BRE A N) vy 7#BIOEME2ED T, LVFRSLZREDOT THHEMRI- LSS
ZhHd, ZOBEAFE LTROIFEZHENT 2 . (1) BEHEODORFHLERE, (2)82
MBIV — NIz X 2 REE, BCERSMTEO TN MR, (3)BESA 7 A DRBESS
Dl dDFIRMENT A —F —ORERH. WL OLOBEFZ2EL TIOEST7 A M) v 7 #E
HEwmoO R & BRT,

F—TU—FN BT AN v 7R, BHNA TR, BFLE, SC@EBRY—L, E
ROHT, BIRM ST X —% —,

1. BLU&®I

Fisher (1922) i k> TRE SN [BRAXLERE] (BRAR &, LHEEATTREY, HRn
UM, BIEEOSHEROSBFAOTEREE 25 L SHERAKOHNHMED—DIEZ EFon 3
1225, MEt20oEARFEH L L TRABERTHOMNER LHY, HERNCEELBESIBEIN
fo. —EuE, BIME, o, FERREOmMB LIRS L L TOHEI R, BERNFES
EOHRTHEEFT T3, LrLads—hHTR, BROFKIEIZEOT THL OB E» 5K
EEEHBT 2200, b LLRRLECRYT 2 AEHIBREEINTWS, 20k kin
ORI RAFEOREE K2 BHEROT CTHREZENLRBE T 2HAVNESERTHE &
ST LD ERIENT 20D FAE Z DBEHEBHTFZEHBEINTEEDLRE L,
(Tukey (1977, 1990), Hoaglin et al. (1985) and Huber (1981)). HAEHROETREWVIEHALS
Bk 2 EIRROMETFORNURBIZIERD & > R FEBEHINS.

s INTAMY w7 ADFESE  Wang and Zhou (1996) ; Taylor (1995) ; Roeder et al.
(1996) ; Robins et al. (1995) 7 ¥,

« JUNT A MY w7 ADOHF LWwwF i Donoho and Johnstone (1995) ; Donoho et al.
(1995) ; Hall and Patil (1995) ; Nason (1996) 7 ¥,

- Bayes #tst# O EHE : Chib (1995) ; Good (1996) ; Dawid and Mortera (1996) ; Young
and Pettit (1996) ; Kass and Wasserman (1996) ; Efron (1996) 7z ¥,
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AEFTIE TS5 A 2 U » 7 2] (near-parametrics) ¥ WO BEL SBLEOHEEEDOV &
DOT7a—FBENT B, BRAEERITT 5720 DERRE R

(1.1) FYFAXADIEE : T—F au,..., Tn BENT CHBERHERSAR p(x) 54U 5,
(1.2) BFETFNVDOIEE : BREDO/ ST A—F— 012k >T (1.1) ORI p(z, 0) &
Ehih b,

ZZTRERSMEBEEZXFIL2WTHEAT 5. (1.1) OWEDRETH 2, [HTFE—H]
e 7HN, 70 ZEGRREIAED S 2 EWARETH B, £72 (1.2) b O 3HER L
NI RA—F— BOERBCHABEIZNE, DL OMHHOEREELIE2S,

ZDZDODIRED S, MELEBIEH

L(#) = Zl log p(x:, 6)

LEEINS, CRIDEEBICLO)ZBRCT 2 00HEEBRLHEME L, BIRESN H: 0
= R THILT 2K H: 0= 0 0RER, FAFRCBI3LEOHOMEE LT
2{L(6) — LB} icE > TETIN D,

ZDEIIRE (1.1) & (1.2) 0OBRERMMTH S L(O) 1L > T  DFBHBHRCTHLR
5. bLAGE (1.1) Xid (1.2) BSRAZ LR WRED 5 7=y BB h iz oI 2 5725 5
2 ARE 1.1 OBERBAON, T AR 5L, 7Y FAEYFTOLRKRPKIBT —¥
CHESAHER L WEROERE2ERT 2. FARCEE (1.2) OFhET TV v 7OkBEEKRL,
ANEDOBRAMBEL S, REDRILHPEEL L WLIRREEOHR KM TH 2 LEREK L) b
FLREHESTLEILSS, LI XV ULARE (1.1) 7213 (1.2) ORI IR LE
PEETLHNC, 0 OHABROEREZEDLE LSS, LrbK-Z L CBHEOF—7ioxt
LG ARE(1.1) & (1.2) ORI AIFETE 2 2 L3FETH S, b- L FRESERIIERED
T—5T(1.1) & (1.2) BKILT 5 LW EFIIRTRETH 3 .

BHEDT—IBEZONIZEE, DAV TA M) Y TEFNVEHESTWD ERETESL T
i, Holiziewn, EREFEOT -y B oni: EEELEICHID T, KE (1.1) @ plx) 28
RE (1.2) DERERENTVE LELDONZDOPE - THAS, L2, EFVER, W
FHRRETHY, BEOT—FINLTRELTERLRVWINRE, FIREFVECE->TWE L
RET 2/BERBBEVE Y, ZOLIURE (1.1) & (1.2) BETETTREL BN R RE
EEZDLNET, ZORAERMERLLDFOLLRETALREELLS. ZhiCLk-> TRE
1.1D) (1.2 REoTEDONDZETNELEEK LG OBEIT £ 2EEE2ESHLT
22 %EBNT 5.

BN A M)y Z7HEIOF —7 A4 T4 71%, (1.1) & (1.2) 28D, DHEFLVEGEF 2 —
TE

Lk:bukggD@ma<8}
DOHIZHEET NV pf(x, 0) BHEL, ZORERE» S DOBREEDETIZH S, (B Eguchi

(1997)). 22T o 7—2D7rFre L RE (1.1) & (1.2) ~O5F p(x) OFBED
BELXERTEZNTA—F—ThH2. 0=00Dk X,

pi(x, @) = po(x)

E55, REBIE, ZOBMETAD U AL DI ol < O(e) LIREENS, ZDEIKE
RES N LEEROE IR




BoXZ A MYy 7 HEH 31
(1.3) L*(6, @) = 3 log p* (zi, @) = 2 (z:log p(zs, ) + Az 6, )

t5zeh3, BEMZ L*(0, 0) DBZER, BEWX I > TWBINERNN—YavPEZ 5N
32, PFTEZon3Z0FROXAROP T 2, 137 — ¥ r: OBANMRE 2 R TRIEEH 22T
ZOEABETCH o=00L %, KU, WL (2} 2L TE L* (0, w) i3d LD L(9) \R@E
I3,

ZOFRTIIB ST A MY v 7 AOMBKRIGHEUTORTHENT 5, 2HTRERLE
EERBEEHE~EHT 5, (28 Eguchi and Copas (1998)). ¥ — ¥ 22D s x DY DIEH
BRI T2, B2, R CRU2%E p(o) OMEERFEZ 5. OB, (1.3) XD 2z ¥
BBKIcL>Tz= K(w(x,-—x)) £5z2,

Azi, 0, w) = z:log EK(w(X —x))

LD IS, 2L TEREINS L0, 0) dx 2F0ET 2EZ 1o OHNOF— 5 38T
BYISNIREOLEIGEMENS, COLIRKDESHIXHLT, T80 L*(6, w) ~D
B3 x O3 CHHIL TEZ NS, ZOREMEMZ 2 & 0 TEEFETLZDT (2, 0) &
B, ThafioTx BT 2 BEHEES

P 0 o) e
LIRET L, COWEMBEDNRNTA N )7/ 70T X )y 7 DRABODRIBWRENSE K

%95,

SEIE = 2 — I NVEHEOFTHDHEBEL —VOFEEEH T A MY v 7 XADOBE D 8N
3%, &AEIIH/ Kullback-Leibler # & I FEEIC 2 2, 2 OB A» 5 HEHEREL —
Wiz & % Kullback-Leibler 4 )N—Y = Y ADEE2EEL, #oR/MEEEZ LS. (1.3)
RAD 2z I ZDOXIRTR T — % 2: MRE (1.2) T T ES E2ETHEEETH S, o
PHANEORL, 2. =0 £ BE,2: = 0DHERER =2 —F V2 y N ERICB I 2HCERLEY
HA 7, BERREH L U T—RIEEEE 7 VO8RS & bR o g Esby —1 %
FET 5, BREIC, SEEFRTOFTERSSIC OV TOHTHEBILLY— VI X 5 HEkEE
9 % (Higuchi and Eguchi (1998) and Kamiya and Eguchi (1998)).

4 EITIRBEINA 7 AR DWTDOE NI X P Y v 7 A DWTEEAT % (Copas and Eguchi
(1998)). FIREDO T TCOREDIFELEZ 6tz T—F OIS V5 ATERWRIBERED
IO H B, (1.3) R 2z ITBEREE, #lz21E, RIETH 2, HBWIE, EOTN—
TREDF ol ERRL, Al sk ORREOET ) IhoEDSNS, BIIX
B 2525538 BENLBERz=1, £bhL&ilz=0LED,
L*(0, w) DFE2HE A3

z:log P(z=1|x;, w) + (1 — z:) log P(z = 0|x:, )

L3, BRIOERE TR T2 o2 0 0WEY TEEFX L L, L*(0) »5DREEHEEHEOLE
B o T =5 03T RIED 0 OWEHNIZ P DL S WBE L RIZTHLEHL I LN TX 3,
ULED 3 >0Hi%BU CUERK (1.3) 0MBFIBEN SN, Z0LIET—% {o) 0k
DK O DWHNAIFET 5 {2, 0} ZBALTT - OREREFTNEBEEG I 2 H55E%, #55
A MYy 7 ROHER NS,
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2. RAAEEx

21 NRSAPMY IS RS APY) vy o7

B 1 EEBOBEHFEICOVTEEL XD, BEOLD, #E LI WEERK p(x) I3EH
LWL EERETS. 20 p(x) BT —F 21, T OHELL S, B EME T — R p
BRI A Dy IRETFNVZBT BHEEIESD .

(2.0) re{p(-, 6); 0= 6).
Bl 213 p DIEBSH N (g, 62 THIIE 0 = (1, o) DRAHEEM 0 = (4, 6912k >T

@2.1) 5Ax):f%¢(x;ﬁ>

LHETE S, 22T ¢ MMETERBEERERTH L. — MBI, p(x, §) TE5 2 53 (cf Efron
(1982)). —ATCTEFNVMRETE LR WIEETY /8T X M) v 7 FEPRESIN, BRI
FEEWHENARETH S, HlziE, ERBEK o(x) 2L > TEEHEED

-~ 1l & (x—x

(2.2) pmﬁ=zzﬁ¢( h)
LEHONS, TIThIINVFIERET.

&C, REBRIC 6 BT —4 {—4.2, —3.2,05,1.2,24,39} oW T, HEHE 2.1 & (2.2)
CEABEEEE ST 7BV TCALY (M1E2H). 6 @HOT7T - L THRERX L ERD S
FEidohTwuiy, ZITRERNK A=1E8BEALE. 20L53chR Y B 28ER
BOHEEINTLES, LELTF—BE52onkE &, EBSHEBERMMTHILE I »
PHBCROZ BTV —  CTHRELZBETH L. BRELRERIIBWT, 77— WIEHE
BEE,PSDT7 77y bUS TR, EREDRERIEL BWIES S, BHEKE, FHE:E
REL THLERMCIEZ W LT 2BSCHEASNS, 77— NT 5 EHREDOREIX
AECRFEENTHEDOT, BEAYEHETEZHELINE, PRIBLVLVESETHA
WA —AWNEZ oD, —AHTFHEOBERKIX 2.1) & 2.2) TAREINDZ ST XYY
L UNRI A Dy 7ELLEL, AT =900 Eok{E)ERm2EBGRED 5.

LA, ZOF—F OIFEHREOBESE D1 ® Shapiro-Wilk #taH&ix .9271 T observed
value I 50 =2 > M 2D UBZ 2EC R 20 TCEE TCREFAMRIEN LRI itk s, &
SEEREDBRE LT, ZOERBTRERLERLLTERL, DL CIOREDER
»oHE (2.1) » (2.2) DELLBRLLE, PRELZIBEL LY,

+— -t +—+ +—+—
-7.5 -5 -2.5 2.5 5 7.5 -7.5 -5 -2.5 2.5 5 7.5

1. /Y7 A2 Vw7 vs/8T XYy 7 BEHE.
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22 BRAEOBEME

WNIRANY O IBRFHEE /) VRIAN) v I RFEERLHLIZOESHERDOEERX LW
(28 Eguchi and Copas (1998)). ZOEBEAVLHHIZRO L 512k 3, b % b EERKO
HE LT ERED T A—5 — {p(x); x € R} ORIFHEER2ER T 2. BAHEBEORA :
plx Dk, Thrr L T—BIHET20EBVRATRRLOTRZ VS ?
BrWBIZEE () 282Dz T HEETNHRE IV RREFENEZONSLIES S (&
B Hjort and Johns (1996)).

COBERLOXRE [(x, ) =(x—hx+h OF—FZ2FCHIR LU, 51580 LE 2HifO
MECHEALLY, T—2 L THESH»ICT 2701 I(x, h) ODEFBBHEORD D CEHE
BB K@) =¢(y—x)h) 2#>. BTEHIW2ERCRIEERKRIKY) =1-(y—
221+ o(h) 27T O THNE LV, FEM L EBREZEL TEED /2T XA ) v
BRBEBEHEE & R L TR OERCIERED Z VBEIR RV I EBHErD s,
I TREFEO O IEFEESERA L. O, 2058 LEORLHE X HERR

SK (2) (&~ ) _ EK(X) (X~ p)

2K (x:) (i —p) _ EK(X) (X = pf
DK (x2) EK(X)

Dpk dCETEE A(x, h) & 6%5x, h) L LTEZLSNE, IhE2BEBC#EL &,

~ 2 o Hxn— XxFen B Gin
WMMGQMF<L%QW’1—%WJ
ZORREEA K(x:) 12X 2 L8O Bayes iEDH I 5 Z L ICEET 5.
BETLIHEHER, 202 BT 2BELHEHEORAK LIS T

- B 1 x— jglx, h)
(2.3) mm_zmamm¢(5QM>

E52E£5. 22T, Z(h) BBISLERER T MED Ao S, hddco DL &, EABEKD K(x:)
=1%207T2.3)1F 2.1 wETEhD, ¥, M2 RENL IO ChENELSTEE (2.2)
ERICEHERT, COLIREBERTA—F BIZE>TEODIINT AN ) v 27EEE /28

2. RFFLEEEHEE G <r<T),
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—t H—t—
\/ 5 6 ) -7.5 -5 -2.5 2.5 5 1.5

— h — I

3. YR2Z vs/NrNig,

FHEERODRITIAEC 2TV ES,
BRENLEESR, FORZERITREN? LWIEHTHL, ZOBROEDIC, BED
H# % Kullback-Leibler Y 2 7 :
R(p, p) = E:D(p, b)

WEEAS, 22T, Ep 37— BEBIH P LSDT VI AY U IV THS L EOHFELHR
L,

g(X))
p(X)

TH3. Ik cross validation i k5T, VA2 R(p, p) 2HETZERIDED LS/
5, INED, hopt =365 DEZERNV A7 72D EBEENR/IMETRD oz, BRESh
ZEEHEMIIOATEZOND, ZOLIRRANLPD HFOMEERERT 2D 0DHE
WEXRETEZ 5.,

D(p, p) = E(log

23 BNRSAPYYIEFNL
—DETN (2.0) ODREBEWERS 5. BALED 7 7 X 2HEHFERR

dlog p(x:, ) dlog p(X, 0)}
06 06

EEDD, T, ERE(u,u) =1 2B TRIILEDONN—Ya v 252 5%c35, 0L,
E(u,v) = ulv ZFATIE, BFFTBYID RECREINS, ZORMBELHTE 0(x, h) %
RAL, (—#b) RFFLEEERER p.=p(z, 0(x, W)/Z(h) BESI 3,

KRIARE H : p € {(p(+, 0); 6 € O} ot U TR ARERS & Wi,

(2.4) An: IEEI‘I; D(p, p(+, 8)) = o(n"9)

K (x) =ZﬂKu&EME{K

CEDIREOEEREZ LD, o> 0 DT RTORERICIANICRHEIMB0 25 L 0»
BEHRTCHRERETH L, 20X, BTAICE Z, 77—, ST A MY v Z7ET NV (2.1)
KR TV ESPRIBRETELRVEELH S, ZOEBBZETVE2ELF 2 -T2 FT 2
EWRHEBRLENS, a> 0L T

Ny = {1): min D(p, p(-, 6)) = O(n_l_a)}
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% a-order DB/ NT A RV v 7 ET N EIEES,

BB KE:EQ+ah i 1+bh) =140k %BL. 2O L %, DA p 5 a-order
OB XA MY v 7T MRS & %, Kullback-Leibler Y X 7 it

R@mw:Rwhélw—E%¥Q+$?+”@$>

LRHis s,

CDEIWRCIDVAZBENATAD 2 EEHESBEDO L o~ DEHEE L THRYGORTF
BOPXFEEIND, RILEREWER 5,13V R Z78B/INCT 28 FIB hope 2 —BiI2EHO 2 &
DR Nz, Zh D 2HIOMERE T VOB BT 2 hop = 3.65 DEZIIHBIICLX
Franz (K32,

BRET 5 ~OURIIEER K (v) = ¢(y —x) ST (y —x)/h) TRKEICEHB SN B8, 7
DYEREIC T 2 HImPEEMERIIBR I TwRY, 2 TS ERSET 2 ET.

3. BCHEBLERIC & 3 HETER

Za—T WAy N =7 DEmOPTHOHEBLEIIC X 2EEOBENTINTWS, &
DYikim%E TEFRITCHEBAL L2,

T =5 T, n K& ZRBAMMEEE Gr b LE S, TV IRESNIZETNVE {po(x): 6
€ 0} EL, WYL VT OBERTECL VBT S BEREY §.(2) &£+ 28 plx,
) ~ Kullback-Leibler "4 /N —% = > 2 1%

D(Gn, po) o< —/ﬁn(x) log p(x, 8) dulx) ~ — /logp(x, 8) dG.(x) = L(6)

I3, 20k

0, = argergin D(Gn, po)
A R E R & —3T 3.
BEER 2z %
_ {1 (x: BMEEWZHE > TV B 1)
0 (z: BMRED SN T W B ER)

EEDED, BHEDT -8 2B (2,0 = 1,..., n} ZBHITEETH 2 2RI (24, 20) ICHS
SNBEEEFZZ LS -

f

L'(0; 8, 1) = — B3 et (zs, 0)+(1— 2) 7).

ZZTH nEFOEHEEL,

gn(y) N foly) — G-(y)
foly) g(y)

KT 2 BB CE 2w THAIET 5 &

¢(y, 6) = log
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(3.1 L*(9) = é log (e7#7 + g~ #s®)

BESNE, 5ok z =1 DRMTEHEERR

1
1+ efl.0-7)

Lns e RERET 3R (3.1 oftEAER IR

w,(e) = P(Z;‘ = lll‘i) =

L5 w0 S0 1 (@ 6) £z O} =0

DBESND, IOLDICEHREE w () ORESXISCTEAFT S NEREESEZ SN
2,.0F0&F—% 213 0 DAL CEAORERED, ZOFKR, LENOHERE w: 2
WDT WL, COBRTCELEOEHTHEBILNN—Ya v EE2 5. ZOXRICBWT B3R
B, ZLSWEEIFEN B— 0 2721 17— © ORI EOFEBBEE ORLECRES 5.
K L(0) & Kullback-Leibler " 4 /A—¥ = > XA O EE % BE» > HCHEBL S Wiz L E
L*(0; B, ) BT 254N =Y 2 v A

f(x)—g(x)>’

Dilg, £) = Eop( 9(z) | e

1
8 f(x)
TEZzoNB I LCEET A, 22T

Llo 1+ e
5% 1 exp (- Bz— )"

DL D IGEE 8450 1287 L o T D, ik Kullback-Leibler 12350 & £ 35395,
ZIT () OV TRERZDR BT —F Hlr) LRI THE I cEETZE, JVE
WHEREETRETH LY, KIERTH 5. §.(x) VALELIEER DTN EO—KRE%
Famisn LS,
ETHERE b LEBHEEFATLEDTA T4 7E2FERLTALS., BYI—RIEEE
FNMIZOWTEETBZ-DICROEZR2LELS, TV

(3.2) o(z) =

_ v —b(6)
f(y, 6) =exp {———a((ﬁ) +c(y, ¢)}
L #»h 5 (McCullagh and Nelder (1989)). x: % y: DHERE~RY M b3 5 LR THIF
(3.3) i = CZT.Z’; (Z = 1,..., n)

B 7S g R BLT v OB s EEIENT WS w=g(p) EIRET . ZORRERM
iz

D(w) :%Z‘.d(yz—; 1)

THAINS, 22Tdy; =24y, y)—(y, v}, 722U L(y, 1) JHEHENRT X —F — 0
FEARHE NN T A — 8 — u O——BAE R LT £y, 1) = log f(y, ) EED B, HEHFBERZ
ROXIwEL6ND,

X" V() {y—p(a)) =0
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ZIZTX = (2., 2), V(a) = diag (3g/0u(in)-89/op(us) £+ 5. 2 2 TEUBAKER T
BEETNL (3.3) OFCOREBHEDOBR/MEIcE>THEONE 2 L XBEEHT S, D it v
&g (@x) DR Y d(y:, 1) DBRIZ L 57D TH 5, D(w) DECHEEIL S N—Y 3 v 28
51iER (3.2) TERES N p2E- T

D) = 3 0(d (v, 1))

ET5%, HEAFERIZ
X"V (a) W(a) {y— 1(8)) = 0

, 1
W(p) = diag ( 1+exp [B{d (y;, 1) — 77}]> -----

LD RMUHERITIITH D, FEROMNARIPIREZRIZY d(y:, 1) 3L TS W %K
¥, I TRESI NI FHENE Huber O M-H#E L BELBRICH S, LOLEHBS M-HE LR
BN R 5 U ERE (1/n) 24y, 1) T L, REBBD I E DL ER 21T 24U
b5, IR LY REBEBOMUEORE R M TE 2 D TEWHEESIIF I L2 5,
FRFSHOFETH S, LELEHEREFVOT TR EOFEE M- HEERZ—HT 22
WKHEET 5.

3.1 HCHM#tIcL3ERESSWN

RZEETHHTOEHSHBILIC OV TIEANL X 5 (88 Amari (1977), O]a (1982), Xu and
Yuille (1995), Higuchi and Eguchi(1998), Kamiya and Eguchi (1998)), p Z&DF—7% x,
v Tn BMESNIEEER DN bV 7 i

g {7y (z: — 2)P

Oy DEMKREEEB I 2RI >TRKDoND, 22T T REREHRZ P ET S,
HEtFIe B LTI, ERSEITY

S =3 (x— 8) (x— 2
EBNT
né {r"(x: = 2)F = 'Sy
DEFR»SEBHI 7 BSOELIEABRZ b v (BABEEME A CHET2EERY ML) LB

D, E-FERGR7 PVHARKRCEBENS, —FT=a2a—F 03y MERTREAN (1:—
) XU THESRENT bV y OB v (e — Z) 21713 2 LIRS 2,

2(x;, 7) = i — zIP — {7y (z: — 2)F
EEL L

- 1z
7 = argmin— > 2(z, 7)
yiy=1 N i=1
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YEFZZricEEHLED. Biz(z, ) =0@3ATXZ v, — T By LR—ERELZH
LI EABERTS., DEO¥R»sEEHBE S —Ya v, R B.2) TEzZHNE p R Mo
T

75 = argmin—- 3 o(2(z:, 7))
yiy=1 N i=1
LED SN S (B Xuand Yuille (1995))., ZOR/MEEZRD 272D KROT VTV XL %H
£1 3,

ye41 = 1st eigenvalue of S(7:),
ZZTS() BRTEDOSNIEAMTERFFITIITH S ©

S(y)= Z:!l w(x:i—z, 7)(xi— ) (x:— )7,

7272 LE ARSI

1

w('x’ y) = 1+ eﬂ{z(x,r)—’i) N

2D p(z) BVEHKTH 2 Z L h SEBOFHARY b v 2 L CHHBEH L(y) = 2o(z(x,,
N/ B —FEW AT Y PTHEBV IR TV LI ENRES, DETHENMILAEMEEROF
T3 10 ARE TINESED oz, B/, 7* 2Rk aHEABERR

x1. E7-75.

TBES | '’ (%) it (%) BHE® (%) ~—o—
1 13.0 9.7 1.5 6.4
2 10.0 7.5 1.5 6.5
3 20.6 12.5 2.3 7.0
4 33.8 19.0 2.8 5.8
5 20.5 14.2 1.9 6.9
6 10.0 6.7 2.2 7.0
7 12.7 5.7 2.9 6.7
8 36.5 15.7 2.3 7.2
9 37.1 14.3 2.1 7.2
10 25.5 12.9 1.9 7.3
11 26.5 14.9 24 6.7
12 22.3 8.4 4.0 7.0
13 30.8 7.4 2.7 6.4
14 25.3 7.0 4.8 7.3
15 31.2 11.6 2.4 6.5
16 22.7 10.1 3.3 6.2
17 31.2 9.6 24 6.0
18 13.2 6.6 2.0 5.8
19 11.1 6.7 2.2 7.2
20 20.7 9.6 3.1 5.9
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Sr)y=24r, A=7¢SO7r

ZOTEDT7NTY AN F—BRIEBEETVOBRLURLHER 2 KD 2 RIEFEAF TR/ 2
vk (IRWLS) L2/ @74 T4 7 TH 3. EAT v 7 THHENEER T2 KD, REL T
NWEBZEREHSTWS, DUEBNyFEROT—FIZNTIBENTHSEH, —HT, 274
SERDT—5 T, FETLITY XA

Yee1 = Ve T a’tw(l't, 7’t) 7’?(1} - -ft) {-I’t — Xt~ ?’?(It - ft) ?’t}

THEABNB, JITa BFBI (AT v 794 X) 28T, & CTHEKEERARI bV 7
L HCHEBIEI £ 5 7% QRO /5y 7= B L & 5. BHIC Kendall DS Z R
WMOLEDOT—F IO THERL LS. 7—F R 40 MEADHEDR, Mit, Y, <——
DAEBIZDWTEZ5T w3 (%1, Kendall (1975) @ Tables2.1,2.4 ), %1 k5
VAN

w8 PCA = {0.955785, 0.293681, 0.0149718, 0.00131652}
=2 —7 ) PCA = {0.957297, 0.288627, 0.0121217, 0.0113762}

B4
as
@11
a3
81
@10
a2 @8
8.6 . L
B19 @20 a16 ®9
B 18
a1s
87
ai2r
817
D14
813

4. EF-IOERDHED 2 KT T 0y b (UHHAKPCA, A=2—7 1 PCA),

1 13
o4 3.,
0.8 .5
0.6 e17
e1l1
0.4
o1 3 12
0.2 7 10
.2 w6 *Be9" 316 18 o0
19
5 10 15 20

5. (a) EAHwlx, r)@E=1,..,20007ay b,
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0.8 *4
0.6
13
0.4
017
ol
0.2 2 Tes
: * o ol o15 18
.10 014 “i9
o3 o506 012 16 020
5 10 15 20

5. (b) FEHIHEOT Uy b,

HFEERIE1IFRSTIN.T%, B2ERDETTENIT98.6%12% 5, FERDPINELELRD X
312%5 (48R, 20L5 82— NVRBERDOFELFRERICERS/EAEEZ T
3, L LadsELBHORS@) 2R2 L HIEEE 4, 13, 14, 5, 17, 11 OIETHIVETDH
BREE (1— w) BPREWVWI & 2RT. —F T Critchley (1985) DFEMEITIC L 2 L BREHETE
BE5b) DX 14 5L TEWERZRLL., @ TOERSBEAZEES L 4 DO0T
FHET L

(—1.060, —4.223, —0.068, 0.253), (1.453, 4.401, —1.658, 0.416)

reD, FrACEENHROMBIED S, CHIIBEVORELZHLE>TLESI YA IR
PEINTWBEEZIONS, iV =_a—FNVPCARIDOEIBr—2Ab 3L BELT
Wi EEZ 5,

3.2 IERR

ZOEITI E OB — iz & B ERS ST R EERAEITE 2 5 F% 3 5 (28 Kamiya
and Eguchi (1998)).

Al 2z FTEEI N EIEEMOMBEE 0(2) Te0) =0, 0(0)=1%/cd 77 X%P
LEL. 2D p(z) 2E-T

Lo(y; G) = Ec{o(2,(X — 1o))}
EEELLED. 2T ucBGOFHR7 M,
z(y) = lyl* = ("w)".
ZD L, v, BRE E~OHEH A%
T,(G) := argmin {L.(7, G): l7| = 1}

YEETD, HEHE T (G 2w T o227 7 APEEHRL TEERED LS. 7271, G id
F =B Xty Xn DO DRERDIEABE T 2. B 0(2) = 2z DBFZ T,(Gn) M ER IR
MvEEZ, 3.2) ATED S p(z) FECHBENN—Yar 2525, ROMETRE—HK el
DT Fisher —EE 2R L, HEEH

IF (x, T,, G):= lirrolwe)_gw
eN
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PEEMICE 25, 22TG=(1—¢)G+eb: (S: 3 xTEE 1 2FO>010).

SE2. EEMMGCHp ERIEHRM N(p, 3) LIRET 3. T 2 THEATIIE DART b v
ey %

2 = (n7p) diag (..., 2p) (1o 70)"
EEL, 2T
AL> > A, 71y, = 8;(Kronecker's delta).

O, BFERepe PNLT

(1) To(N(g, 2)=n

12 »
@) IF (2, T N 3) = ¢(5 Hla@F) a@) 3

Aia; (x) )
S 7

2 4 6 8 10

2 4 6 8 10

B6. (b) vz2¢(z; 8, m;7=101<8<10,
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ZZTai(x) =y,

1 2
3 = Evan{4 (5 Bla@P) é)
ET 5,
Z O SEBIZ TR MELHIEOEESEIND, b L supso'z¢(2) = o kb
i

, A
2 2.2
z:a?(LJ)PSCflllF (x, To, N(, 2)) " <cda AR (A — )2

ThHa, Thi) T.HBuNZA N ThHI2LELSFREELT
squJ_5¢ (2) <

BEoNT, 3.2) Ao fEonsd ¢ IIHLT, FED B >0, 7 > 01t LT EOLEILHE
l2E3nTWw3 (KM6(a), (b)2&ME),

4. RRELBRD/ A 7 ZADBERE

41 9> IF—50OME

KREREAFETECBVWTT B3 vy U 7245 2 L3I o N WHRTH 5, IF4E,
7oy —FRABCBLTREORNEDE FHHEIC > T a2, ZhE#EbLESD
BEPEFET 2MESECEE BRI X 2EENFERELTEZONS, LHrLERHS,
FOEINES L2700 TRPREINT —2 O BFE L £ Follow-up T IZREETH - 72
D, FAEOHRTOBERVENIGERBEL 2, ZARKKRT, [RELF— OB INET
TEEERE-S>TWS,

“TyyrIF—8" BRAAEZOLTTOEDEEIN? LIy I TF—n

ik N ]

POELCTDOTHNE, BohlT— ¥R T CESOHTERAZETLUCLMERECRW, 2
DEE, SyY U7 TF—F i HEZ2RERAL VDL, | LEEYPT TS, LirL, il
SHDOEB[TELVERTI vy YU 77—

Y N

DOELRDOTHNE, BRINL TP REITOIBTRIRERRBY2ELC 3155,
ZDEERFI YU IF—2ik [ReERTZ BB 5bij EELELTWBDIE,

ZORIEIX, ENTHOERIKENTHD S, BB, Sy vy /T —9Bkolz—D2T
LRELECATHRIOZ v FAMICHT 2REZEEINDIRENES S, LerLBHERR,
FENKEE TR b 21T L, %@ ZFEWHbL 2 a X v ¥EfcEMiZ o720, REAC
THEETHDL I EDBEH N, ZOEIIIy ¥ 7DD 7 — 8 OFEFTIEEET Tid@h i v s
Thbh, 38 &lﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%é NnTw3 (B Little and Rubin (1987)).

COFEIEELT, BHINWAEROT THERIRSCEHBEN T3, REEROEH
BTRETHDLERET L. ZOREDDETIVY VI TSI DRETEAD_ AL L ET
D% | A B
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BWIRNSG A —H —
2EATS, LoL, Z0O/T5x—F—RHET UM% % HEH misspecification i2xf L T
B ERTELUERIEVWIEERLTVS, IOFELS I v ¥y 7 OBRAGERME T
BRBESTT 7O —F REET S, CACEV Iy I TR ERT LI LORERER
MIcsts 2 &8T5,

4.2 HRADBRAFGA—F —

BHIZER y O % f(y, ) L L, BEE v,..., yw 2B T O OHRAIZHBNEL XS, %D
BEZOOREER L ENSTA—F—BicE>TH=0(x,B) T4 rENTWVE, ZDLD
CHREB ..., av ZE S, LIZLIE Bl 7ax 2RV T yy,..., yv DFPH I v ¥
VITF—IBEL, FOBICS v AEDRESEINTLRNO D BRI OWTHEEL L S,

y DBHMRER*RITE B =10 & yDBAIZN, r =00 Xy DRAIZERT. 2D L
32, xR OBEIT —5 1% (1, n),..., (yn, 7)) DFETHE LGNS, L r 2 0 DF#RER> TV
BWES, Ivyr STy EERLT, BHTE TR FRESHT 0 2HHETALER
w, P, 07— R2HUBZT ye., 4 EEL (n=27).

WE»S, (y, r) DS f(y, ) p(r, §) EEDPNI L&,

b= 0+ QL2 log £(y, 0)
LIRELES. 22T 0L § 15 A5 —BRBERTIICHE, bLO=0%51E0
Y RHTICHRAITEADTI vV Y I TF— I RERALTIVY, Q0853 vyy I TF—
FICEHTELRWERPE LB N D B,
COEETERVWERLZELLFHHET 27D L ELLHBEV T 2LEBELHE, 20D
Te DIk

(7, ¢) BBEDALy CBIEL T30 ?
EHNIELVWESD, ZOLIRTF—INIv Yy TIN5 L EDOBRIERERTEZS !

(7, ¢y) )
EP(V, ¢y)

ZITZOE®ELTCE Ry OIS f(y, 0) BT 2HiRmEE R T, BIREH 7 13,

7 = 013 “missing at random”
p=log2=07E2BDA v
7=11RELWRIRABY > Ao 7

7°(2) = Var <Iog

ZEEEWRT SIS,
BUHIREENSEL D & X D&M 297

(4.1) .ﬂ%mi%%%%

DOEDT VT ALY TN (..., yn) KNLT, QEBEELE707 74 VEEBSIZ

(4.2) L(6, £) < 3 log £ (s, 0)+ 2] log 5(1, )




44 SR B4TE B1E 1999
L5, IhhbROONLBLHER 0(Q) % (4.2) WRAT 2 & 7u7 74 VAEBE
18 ., 5 B
?me (2), D ]a0=0,

1 F - 3
;E(mL(ﬁ(Ql 2) |n:o> =0
Pl OTC, 77 A NVEEEAREIL =0 B TEHERD, 7T K- TIEREIC
BRCHERLPE-STLED, 20X, MA%RS (y,r) DETALNLU THEHEAI A 7 A
BELIBNBDI2BECBVT QOEAHEIBAETRIARE LB 2T ERENH 2, 2
DEENS QT LEESNT T —F%5F2 L5,

4.3 HMBAERBFORETFT—7OVE
RIEER y CEIREOEIRADBMb o/ &, Sy vy o /T —YOFEEZERLEZS, FO
N, BEEZIIPANTHL D, HIffi C5 2 72 RIREHEAM 7(Q2) 26> T

S, ={Ln(LQ) = 7}

EED, BREMEEMEES, Z0LHK, #HHWK 7 2R, S, 0OFTRTODER L2 1IHLT
EBRBAINTT =5 (nyeen, 42) BHTeb r =1 ORENEFHFLODT T LY 7
WEEZILEDOHBER U.]D) oD Tu7 7 ANVEBAHEEREE Q) ELES. Z0kdK
0 DI8T A —F —Z2D Ig I 5 220

6, = {g(-Q)LQ S A‘v}
BERONDE, 2D O, NBRBEB pDEEXD 0DHENICI v YV I F—92B\EHAT B LD

%@@T&f@ﬂﬁ’éﬁ%é}i'cwé. INEY, BABI vy 77 —% @ L CE-ER
0 (oo DEBUORERXHZ 2 LN TE 5, BEAENSIEH 2 XOFETHA~NL S,

44 BERAOERMMAE
89 EOEEADERMEHAAE (Sakamoto (1993)) OHTHRI KU £ DA ITEA TV % H»
Fro Twb Al biROEMB R ahi.,

HEDOBETIIN L THSOFEZHEOBFEERD 3 O»SFEATTEW

=1 Bo0EZ 2HLUET
j=2 AEEHES
j=3 REIE B
HEBBM =1, 2, 1F/=1.., 9 TE2DSEENE LN,
DIy I TS OFERENL LS. ZODERCHL T 2X9IX3 O 3 Mg
TNMZERBRLI L&, H, HAFRIMERNTH2 Z eI, Zhhs, e, EEIE
[HHFDOADEH ] B Z MR Ouy LT

(43) IOgHuU:#+Au+A1+/1J+/{w+I1[J
EEINSE, —ATERNNTG A=Y —RFALLET VX

(4.4) 10g 6us(2) = log Ous + — 2 o,

v gulJ
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£2. HEAOHEMHAZE.
5B otk

#5 1 2 3 X¥#E|1 2 3 X%
IMpE |12 16 20 23 |10 19 20 27
® i 22 22 21 39 |13 29 41 39
BE X 68 82 77 235 |65 93 106 203
FES(E) |19 42 20 31 |22 48 32 22
CRER(FE) |26 28 25 44 |23 46 31 44
& 40 41 45 122 |55 53 67 111
e lES| 21 18 29 31 |10 22 26 26
eS| 17 11 9 17 |14 18 12 11
Fu 30 32 27 67 |34 49 34 63

N
j=2 EEBIZHD

(.313, .352, .335)

Izl BHOEXEMLET J=3 Kk
X7. 29 EHEFAOERMEHE.

ZITR= ((1)1, W2, Cl)s), Twld I v ¥ THEROKEMHE, éulj XETN (4.3) TORALHEEE
2RT., ChiF, BRT 0w AEESHICHES R REL TEHI NS (R7T2HK). Hu
DHEENEE 7 ¢ &2 2HEFRIZ

p = 2%: lNulgulJ'
v 1 291N Ouss

(u=1,2,7=1,2,3) BDT, Ou CHEMBERALT pw ZKD LS. KiZ, TRZTIBRE
BRI 7 =01, 0.3, 0.7 2/ TR A -5 — QDD % 0,4,(Q) ODHEFEEZRALT
FU—RINBEEH N3 DOTES, 7075 ADETIX S-plus TITbh 7z, B {Q2 = (w,
wr, ws) |} + B+ b= 7"} EDTXTDET 0u;(2) 2FHMT 2 Z L IZAEZ S5 Th %5, EIg
WIRETIWV (4.3) 5 4.4) NOEEEIHREBREETNVOEE2R OO TELZCETAHTDH
5.

7 =0 OREOFERIZ BN L w2 i U2, 32 EE 2R, HEARESOFEZ %
WLET” EBZLHENESE I NV—71F 313, KISV —713.249 LD, SO BEMEDHR
BWEER RS NS, 7=01URNOEHETIIIDI vy I F— 5 ORERIROERLE
FTELPERTEROVIEBSDL o, H-oTIDr—AlL, HrxEEcbhllbsy vy
TS DHBIIZER LS TRWI LR RET L7255, ZORBE2XFTIHEIIVLA NS




46 Mt HaTE F1S 199

BRERAETELE DA BER D LESH 5,

2 £ x ™

Amari, S.-1. (1977). Neural theory of association and concept formation, Biol. Cybernetics, 26, 175-185.

Chib, S. (1995). Marginal likelihood from the Gibbs output, J. Amer. Statist. Assoc., 90, 1313-1321.

Copas, B. J. and Eguchi, S. (1998). Sensitivity approximations for selectivity bias in observational data
analysis, Research Memo., No. 660, The Institute of Statistical Mathematics, Tokyo.

Critchley, F. (1985). Influence in principal components analysis, Biometrika, 72, 627-636.

Dawid, A. P. and Mortera, J. (1996). Coherent analysis of forensic identification evidence, J. Roy. Statist.
Soc. Ser. B, 58, 425-443.

Donoho, D. L. and Johnstone, 1. M. (1995). Adapting to unknown smoothness via wavelet shrinkage, /.
Amer. Statist. Assoc., 90, 1200-1224.

Donoho, D. L., Johnstone, I. M., Kerkyacharian, G. and Picard, D. (1995). Wavelet shrinkage:
Asymptopia ?, /. Roy. Statist. Soc. Ser. B, 57, 301-337.

Efron, B. (1982). Maximum likelihood and decision theory, Ann. Statist., 10, 340-356.

Efron, B. (1996). Empirical Bayes methods for combining likelihoods, J. Amer. Statist. Assoc., 91, 538-
550.

Eguchi, S. (1997). Near-parametric inference, Workshop organised by C. M. Bishop at Newton Insti-
tute, Cambridge University.

Eguchi, S. and Copas, B. J. (1998). A class of local likelihood methods and near-parametric asymptotics,
J. Roy. Statist. Soc. Ser. B, 60, 709-724.

Fisher, R. A. (1922). On the mathematical foundations of theoretical statistics, Philos. Trans. Roy. Soc.
London Ser. A, 222, 309-368.

Good, I. J. (1996). When batterer becomes murderer, Nature, 381, p. 481.

Hall, P. and Patil, P. (1995). Formulae for mean integrated squared error of nonlinear wavelet-based
density estimators, Ann. Statist., 23, 905-928.

Higuchi, I. and Eguchi, S. (1998). The influence function of principal component analysis by self
organizing rule, Neural Computation, 10, 1435-1444.

Hjort, N.L. and Jones, M. C. (1996). Locally parametric nonparametric density estimation, Ann. Statist.,
24, 1619-1647.

Hoaglin, D. C., Mosteller, F. and Tukey, J. W. (ed.) (1985). Exploring Data Tables, Trends, and Shapes,
Wiley, New York.

Huber, P. J. (1981). Robust Statistics, Wiley, New York.

Kamiya, H. and Eguchi, S. (1998). A class of principal component vectors (in preparation).

Kass, R. E. and Wasserman, L. (1996). The selection of prior distributions by formal rules, J. Amer.
Statist. Assoc., 91, 1343-1370.

Kendall, M. G. (1975). Multivariate Analysis, Griffin, London.

Little, R. J. A. and Rubin, D. A. (1987). Statistical Analysis with Missing Data, Wiley, New York.

McCullagh, P. and Nelder, J. A. (1989). Generalized Linear Models, 2nd ed., Chapman and Hall, London.

Nason, G. P. (1996). Wavelet shrinkage using cross-validation, /. Roy. Statist. Soc. Ser. B, 58, 463-479.

Oja, E. (1982). A simplified neuron model as a principal component analyzer, J. Math. Biol., 15, 267-273.

Robins, J. M., Hsieh, F. and Newey, W. (1995). Semiparametric efficient estimation of a conditional
density with missing or mismeasured covariates, J. Roy. Statist. Soc. Ser. B, 57, 409-424.

Roeder, K., Carroll, R. J. and Lindsay, B. G. (1996). A semiparametric mixture approach to case-control
studies with errors in covariables, J. Amer. Statist. Assoc., 91, 722-732.

Sakamoto, Y. (1993). A study of the Japanese national character: The ninth nationwide survey,
Research Memo., No. 572, The Institute of Statistical Mathematics, Tokyo.

Taylor, J. M. G. (1995). Semi-parametric estimation in failure time mixture models, Biometrics, 51, 899-
907.

Tukey, J. W. (1977). Exploratory Data Analysis, Addison Wesley, Massachusetts.

Tukey, J. W.(1990). Data-based graphics: Visual display in the decades to come, Statist. Sci., 5, 327-339.

Wang, W. and Zhou, M. (1996). Semi-parametric estimation of disequilibrium models, Econometric




BES5 ANy 7 HEH 47

Rev., 15, 445-462.

Xu, L. and Yuille, A. (1995). Robust principal component analysis by self-organizing rules based on
statistical physics approach, IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks, 6, 131-143.

Young, K. D. S. and Pettit, L. I. (1996). Measuring discordancy between prior and data, J. Roy. Statist.
Soc. Ser. B, 58, 679-689.




48 Proceedings of the Institute of Statistical Mathematics Vol. 47, No. 1, 29-48 (1999)

Near Parametric Inference — Towards Flexible Modeling —

Shinto Eguchi
(The Institute of Statistical Mathematics)

This paper introduces a near-parametric inference to extend a working area of the usual
likelihood method to a wider area where the proposed method performs well against a slight
departure from assumptions for a parametric model with possible directions. A diversity of
semiparametric approaches has been established in order to bridge a gap between par-
ametric and nonparametric methods. In this approach along semiparametrics the key idea
is to enlarge a parametric model into the tube neighborhood so that it may relax the
inflexible relation of the parametric model with the likelihood function.

Three typical applications to near-parametric inference are given as follows:
(1) Density estimation by local likelihood method is discussed, where a given model is
enlarged according to a data point of which density is to be estimated. In effect a structure
of incomplete observation is mounted by kernel function. In this context the structure
becomes vanishing as the bandwidth becomes infinity. A large bandwidth asymptotics is
discussed under near parametric situation where the underlying distribution is asymptotical-
ly reduced to the parametric one. (2) In neural computational algorithm we introduce a
self-organizing rule to likelihood method by considering a latent variable indexing whether
each observation comes from the assumptions in the parametric setting. In particular we
present a special application to principal component analysis. The proposed algorithm is of
EM-type, where the conditional probability that the respective observation is well controlled
given the observation is imputed in the E step ; the principal component vector on the sample
covariance matrix by weighting the conditional probabilities is calculated in the M step.
(3) We introduce a sensitivity approach to observational bias by modeling a selectivity
parameter. The key point is that the selectivity parameter is not estimated but assessed the
influence against the observational possible bias deviate from pure randomness assumption
under missing or allocation sampling. A selectivity index invariant with the selectivity
parametrization gives a reasonable assessment whether the observational assumption is
broken down.

Through these applications an advantageous point is commonly addressed such that
near parametric inference keeps the same efficiency as the parametric inference reasonably,
and performs well against the departure from parametric setting.

Key words : Local likelihood, near parametrics, observational bias, principal component analysis, selectiv-
ity parameter.




