creative
comimons

C O M O N S
& X EAlI-HI el Xl 2.0 Gigel=
Ol OtcHe =2 E 2= FR0l 86t AFSA
o Ol MHE=E= SN, HE, 8E, A, SH & &5 = AsLIC

XS Metok ELIChH

MNETEAl Fots BHEHNE HEAIGHHOF SLICH

Higel. M5t= 0 &

o Fot=, 0l MEZ2 THOIZE0ILE B2 H, 0l HAS0 B2 0|8
£ 2ok LIEFLH O OF 8 LICEH
o HEZXNZREH EX2 oItE O 0lelet xAdE=2 HEX EsLIT

AEAH OHE oISt Aeles 212 LWS0ll 26t g&
71 2f(Legal Code)E OloiotI| &H

olx2 0 Ed=t

Disclaimer =1

ction

Colle


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/2.0/kr/legalcode
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/2.0/kr/

[UCI]1804:21031-200000179652

of 3 A AL 3 9 = B

2

2019

7}

A st

~3
B

—



o]r‘sL
sk A A} s 2
__]EH&:.U
.-

L
.*O_l

X
ol

g
A

2019 d 2 4
s

=
& A o 7

e
o

—



70
K

oJ

o
OH
H]
OF
ol

xr
wor

0|

<)
o

n0

2019 & 2 E 22 &

or

K0

!

o
-




& Ak ii
a9 A iii
89 iv
Al 1A A Z(ItrodUCLION)  wwewessressresseessemssesssesmississs s 1
A 2 28I (Model DeSCIPIon) e 3
21 1:}1;]_-74] Oe]‘ii]r Hﬁ‘égf‘é(HGLMs) ....................................................................... 3
2.2 AZF AuFE} AT TLE (JGLIMS) woereveeesserssesmsesmsesmsssisisiiisssiisiisisss s 4
2.3 0]% ThohA] Auksl M8 3 (DHGLMS) wweeeeessseresssssssssssssssssssssssssssesssssssssss 5
Al 3% o] E] EAI(Data Analysis) sttt 10
3.1 e Al DESCription) roffrrsesssssssssrssrsrsiimgieo gl Nesrerssssssssssssssers 10
3.2 28 A (Model Fitting Preocedure) w e s mmmimmmiissiesnsinsissinnss 15

3.9.1 GLIM Bagerrreeforeereeee JE. SRRRRRRtuatt .. WO .. SO PR 17

3.2.2 JGL N t-eeer- R . BOSURSUE. .. R .. ... LR L 20

3.92.3 HGANF - veeeeee N N .. . B ... . St ..o 23

3.9 4 HGLMONP - Soerrrerreree Wi 0 O R e 25

3.9.5 DHGLM B SNl russeeeressrerssredorersssanseasssnartfeoghastBle e ogffeseestneestniesnsensenennes 29

3.2.6 DHGLMZ -voevvagzeee ATl . B B Bt o 39
3.3 7]197] 2F6] 7R (Slope Difference Test) wrrrmmmmmrrsissssssssssssssss 35
3.4 ZARFIE T (ReSidUal PLot) wrerereeererserseemmmssmssemsesiiisenietitisis s 37
3.5 ROF AT (SUMMATy) weeeseeesseesssesssssssssmsssmmsissssimsss s sssssssssnss 40
A AT ZAE e 41
FETPELG] coeeesesssssssssssstissttsstisse s s s s a0 49
HLE A ] RIIE oottt ssias st ssssssssss st st st ssssss s sasesasessnes 44



™

2.3.1]
3.1.1]
3.1.2]
3.1.3] &

3.2.1]

7H_/] oﬂﬂ_)\]aﬂ 1:-]]0]]51 ...................................................................

AlE] HO]E] Q] WG AT s
]a‘q E]]O]E1-4 ;(H/\ x‘ﬂ_ W /gug .............................................

_E_/\_' ] /\]_Q_Q 67}x] Ut‘i(:)] .....................................................................

3'2'2] 67}X] E_-ag]p/] Linear predictor ................................................................

3.2.3] 67F4 B&E Y BEFTFA E AT et

3'2'1'1] GLM ;§|§j1— 751], .......................................................................................

3'2'2'1] JGLM 3%1%1— 7‘5_11], .....................................................................................

3.2.3.1] HGLM *

%1—7‘_3_4_ ....................................................................................

3'2'4'1] HGLM?2 ;ﬂ@- 7Eﬂ_3q_ ..................................................................................

3'2'5'1] DHGLM ;51@— 751], .................................................................................

3.2.6.1]1 DHGLM2 *%
3.3.1] 2+ &

3.5.11 2t &

%LﬁEJ,} ...............................................................................

o A Q] 7]&7| &0l A AT

ool W L AERE 7]27] B FAGE e

ii



3.1.1]
3.1.2]
3.1.3]
3.4.1]
3.4.2]

3.4.3]

= NN

EFOJ O HFBL O] HEAB T A] covvvrsresssenesssresssssessssssessssssss s 13
EFO]0] O] BFELIE A O] coomvvvvvmsmssssnsessenensnssssssssssssssssssssssnisssssssssssssenes 13
AT 220l HES L= 0] AR T ettt 14
RS T (GLM, JGLM) weeeeesssessessesssesssesssesssessssssesssesssssissssssssssssssssssas 38
RAAE T (HGLM,HGLM2) eeeeereeseesesusesiseisseisssisiisiissississ s 39
RS K (DHGLM, BDHEEWII mssssssrsccsessessessissmssssssssssissssssessssssssssnes 49

iii



Analysis of Degradation Test Data via the Joint Modelling of Mean and
Dispersion of the Double Hierarchical Generalized Linear Model

Hyuck Jin Kim

Department of Statistics, The Graduate School,
Pukyong National University

Abstract
Regression analysis was extended to include GLMs, LMMs and GLMMs as

the random effect was added and the model became generalized. HGLMs
have been proposed, which can expand the distribution of the random effect
to a distribution other than the normal distribution (Lee and Nelder, 1996).
DHGLMs is an extension of HGLMs, which also takes into account the
random effect of the dispersion model (Lee and Nelder, 2006). In this study,
we apply the fixed effect to the dispersion model through joint modeling
(Lee and Nelder, 1991). The data used in the analysis are the degradation
test data, which has the tire crack length and distance of driving as
variables, and analyzed the influence of tire crack length on driving once. R
package dhglm () was used for model fit of each model (Lee and Noh,
2018).

keywords : Degradation test data, Random effect, Double Hierarchical

Generalized Linear Models, Joint modeling, Dispersion model



M 1& AZ(Introduction)

Efo]ole] wiR = Elolo] o] it A Al #do] Qe AvoE ¢4
A8l F=o WA F oshutolth Efolo] wiRe] QS Fi= Elolo]
9 F EdE(tread) WMTE T =AY
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oebA 2Ankel A3 28 (Hierarchical Generalized Linear Models,
HGLMs)2 dutsl A8 &35 3 (Generalized Linear Mixed Models,
GLMMs) o258 48 Byozn AxEE Bgst & ¢ qly, vt

A 7V AW (Hierarchical likelihood approach) S £3to] S A

g3t FHo] yteslt). T3 o]lF kAl ddkst A g2 gdA o
HEsh Ao ggozn J s Byl olyeh AFE T E HEgy
#E 183 2ot} (Lee and Nelder, 1996).
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23 (Generalized Linear Models, GLMs), tgA 2Awkst A3

=}

(Hierarchical Generalized Linear Models, HGLMs), ©|% vtttz dxt
s} ¥R ¥ (Double Hierarchical Generalized Linear Models,
DHGLMs) 9] 37H4  H#=ga A9 dwst AgEd Joint
Generalized Linear Models, JGLMs) o] AP RS Adst T 6714 9

otk 7 mye g $lsel my FA A ArmA

o,

cAIC (Conditional Akaike Information Criterion)S A}M-3F3tH(Lee
and Noh, 2012). 2} =8¢ 23 ATS ¢3to] R package dhglm ()<

A3+t (Lee and Noh, 2018).

270l BeA A3t AF R ol vetA dRkst AFERY, 2
o ARbst AP ol diste] GAleAl A etar, 3= Bl AL
258 g3k g dolE] (Degradation test data) 9} w41 z® 6714 2
23} o] AdAAF AAEH. mHHO R 4o 671 EF o

t3te] 28 AB (Model Selection) 2 A A gt}



M 2& 28 I 2(Model Description)

2.1 CHEH) 2etst d8 28 (HGLMS)

Autsl A3 =328 (Generalized Linear Mixed Models, GLMMs) &

3] (Linear Mixed
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e A S "Hew e APgES
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(random effect) © 4 ifit
st 2ol vubA dntst A ¥ EY (Hierarchical Generalized
Linear Models, HGLMs) @] th(Lee and Nelder, 1996). 3t o]+ Ut
A 7Fs % A (hierarchical likelihood approach) & %3te] tl% A

W FS AFsE Sha Bl B AFREe 1Y glolE 5y

L

E(YIW'") = pu, Var(Y'™) = ¢ V(p).

oA7IA, o= APEEF, V(- )& FAEFolth Hat pell ti$t linear
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2.3 015 et 2etst 8828 (DHGLMS)

o]% thdAl A3l A3 %3 (Double Hierarchical Generalized Line
ar Models, DHGLMs) = tehAl dwtsl ddwgo] goen Abxw
o= MgFarssE 1e8d 3otk (Lee and Nelder, 2006). g4 o
o) 122 & A=varw™),a=varw™)

A aws AYEge  Ta: AR

iy
_
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E(Y I Y=y Var(Yiu ) = ¢ V(p).

el due A9EEe olF s dwke A¥mgel Y4 Sy
bmodel) & Z A T:UCL’I”(U(@)):O, = BRE AxE RS0 HEg ) u(‘p)ﬂ- 1
2 o) v/ Qs MY RY St

A dnbst AP dFe po \am Bl diste] AP

o= o5 2ol 57k B4 th$t linear predictors &3sto] &%



WSS Yiwe A5% 22oln dFEH o, Y, WYt Ywel A9
w3 (Conjugate Distribution) & A f3E ©] 2o +3t9] 74 o] 7153k

W ook 285 A4S 7 Ao B 2312 oS T2 us
=

(Marginal Likelihood, ML) oA+ tF7] & ARS H s thd
7} % (Hierarchical Likelihood) 2 AF&aFA 1, (y, o, o™, o) Te] 1

#21 A% YEGFE e 2ol skt

h=logf y go (o™ 0'”) +log f 1 W ™) +log f g (™) +log f 4o (o).



& 2.3.1 g etz =%

Link Link
Model name Yiu'™ Dist. u'™ dist.

h(u) ( H) g(u) (u(”) )
LMMs Gaussian Identity Gaussian Identity
Binomial

Binomial Logit Beta Logit

conjugate
Binomial GLMMs Binomial Logit Gaussian Identity
Binomial frailty Binomial CLLD Gamma Log
Poisson GLMMs Poisson Log Gaussian Identity
Poisson conjugate Poisson Log Gamma Log
Gamma GLMMs Gamma Log Gaussian Identity
Gamma conjugate Gamma Inverse Inv. Gamma?2) Inverse
Gamma—Gamma Gamma Log Gamma Log

HLE) = vt 7bsies HAd= ok F4%eln. HAdrleF3d5 e

72 Tl j& ol gste] v AEZ Hlo]= 44 (Empirical Bayes E

1) Complementary—Log—Log

2) Inverse Gamma
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stimate) %2 Elly)e FEE 7HAv Aoz Fazict upebA

Z ler= 2 ARITFo TR dojxs= m—log/exp(h)dvolﬂi ol =

=}

Hu|glet= vE F74 el Fisher Likelihoods €7] $1% 22 dnl
Aog FAAAe] HA 7] Wi ZARAQl W ows 13 2Ee
2 Al sgske thee e @ thd A 7 (Adjusted Profil
e Hierarchical Likelihoods, APHLs) & AQFel3lth(Lee and Nelder, 2
001a).

pe(6) = [£= Trogaet (me)/@n)} ]|
2 £=&

oI71A, (& TA SRS Ju|stal H(,¢)=—/occ ol ¢
at/oc=02) doltt. =3 g AW FALE 95te] thg o) 23 FZe)
ATAFE o] g3holT

d

Pliaa (h) = p, (1, N @) (h) — tr(F)/24.

ANNA, F=[—{3hy+5hyH(h,v) hy} Hhv) *]| 0 ur0®] 3L,

hy = 8°h/o (") b, = 8'h/a (!N 0))to] T,

tr

g AFadrt 2oE Rl AHEHE BY 4 7Y HAREA

cAIC (conditional Akaike Information Criterion) & AFE3}3 17, th2 3}

B

7ro]l o=t (Lee and Noh, 2012).



cAIC= D+ 2p,

ol W D=D()=—20(uyl'"*?)), f(u;ylv(”’”‘z’)):logfﬁ (ylv‘”@ ),
pp=tr(H 'H*), H=—20%h/a(3" 0" )V, H*=—20%0/o (3" o\ ¢))20]
Tk cAICE W®HaN 7t gl B3 olA AIC(Akaike Information Criteri
on) & FAE e 7T



Ml 3% OOl =24 (Data Analysis)

3.1 OI0I&l &% (Data Description)
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3.1.1 7%l 870e] d3iA g dHolH

No. ID K T Y X X
1 1 1 1 1515 1.593 0
2 1 1 2 3700 4110 0
3 1 1 3 5500 5705 O
4 1 1 4 9538 8445 0
5 1 2 1 1150 0 1.593
6 1 2 2 3000 0 4110
7 1 2 3 3925 0 5705
8 1 2 4 6738 0  8.445
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4 o2z YR FAEY. % 3.1.104 K= dFuF e o8
vk o] YA ot WFEN K=12 AZ%ukd], K=2& 2
S YebdTh thA K=10 dldskhs X0 #53 K=2¢] 39
e X 9 #Se B 0otk E Te A A3SFER F 439 T3
Algo] AldEorm R 1,23,49 S 7HA 495 AlFeA 2 5HA
Aol dEabe] wR s ASESI webd mRES F AS5TE
5x4x2(= 2] xS SlF xu ol A5H 10S A9 e
398]olth. IDE AHWMEEA 1,2,3,4,59 5tHe] S vERIL v
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¥ 3.1.2 A8AF dolEe) W A1

H=g ATy # w9
Y Elolo] mtEE=(17-59] Zo]) 0< Y< 17 mm
ID AFH S 1,2,3,4,5
X, AZ TP AL X, >0 10,000km
X, o2% 337y X,> 0 10,000km

Efolojmti o] W} Efolojo] mim el g Fol= ¥ 3.1.1%
a9 3.1.25 B3] AgEo|th Elolojntr: A F3 Al o
T Eolo] EFERo] mpio] WAoo A WO IF7F o]Este
HASheh, Egk oghE WO 3R Eelo]o] E(groove) &E WHE
oI7 A Hal whehA Efeloje] F9| ol EolEA Huh webA Ero)
o9 mtREE %7] &9 ZolQl 17mmolA FIAH o]F o 4= &

o oz W oz Aolaln

B oeRel Nt “gW FPA T FUYE 1 Eolol gl nhme]
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T 2 =rolMe g% 9 2250 T FAAY o5 FIAY
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& 3.2.1 A AFEHE 6714 ¥
Fixed Mean
Random i Mean model
etfects Dispersion model
effects
Not included GLM JGLM
Mean model HGLM HGLM2
Mean,
DHGLM DHGLM2
Dispersion model

X 3.2.2 67}4 53 9] Linear predictor

Linear Predictor

Model 1 @
— y(p) alp) 1 — )

GLM logu=X"'p 0gp= 13,

HGLM loge = ﬂé@)

logu= X(#)/B(ll) )

DHGLM loge = ﬂé@) + (¥
logu= X(”)ﬂ(”) +X(”)v(”)
77777Eéﬁ\}f”77”7igé;:}7(};)7[}(7/1)7mmm””Wﬁmmlf(;é;g;}(}ff[}(@ 77777777777
HGLM2
logy= X(/L)ﬂ(/t) _|_X(/L)v(/t) logp = X(@)ﬂ(@) +v(¢>)
DHGLM?2
logy= X(/L)ﬂ(/t) _|_X(/L)v(/t) logp = X(@)ﬂ(@) +v(¢>)
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¥ 3.2.367H4 28 ByxUMy 4 AdE

Dist. of Dist of random
Dist. of Link for Link for
Model random effects effect for disp.
response  mean dispersion
for mean para.d para.®

GLM Gamma Log

HGLM Gamma Log Gaussian
DHGLM Gamma Log Gaussian Gaussian Log

JGLM Gamma Log Log
HGLM?2 Gamma Log Gaussian Log
DHGLM?Z2 | Gamma Log Gaussian Gaussian Log

3.2.1 GLM
A HA 2¥PA GLM2 67FA By FolA 71 7124 BP0 =2H,

=3
}:L—H_vo/] %'ﬁ:‘ﬂ% ‘?46‘]'0% SC]ZktZSCﬂktI(K:j),j:l,QE }:L—?:S__a‘]'(/)i]:]'

3
nify) = logpy, = Zlﬂ-;ﬂ)xﬁkt’
J=

777(:1?2 = logdy, = ﬂgp)'

3) Random slope for each level of ID : (x1]id)+(x2]id)

4) Random intercept for each level of ID : (1]id)

17
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* 3.2.1.1 GLM A3 43

Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(>t]) 95% CI

) 0.298 + 0.145
3 0.298 0.073  4.099  0.000#xx

(10.155 ~ 0.440)
A 0.174 + 0.129
3 0.174 0.064  2.707  0.007#x

(10.048 ~ 0.300)
) 0.034 + 0.078
3y 0.034 0.039  0.862  0.388

(—0.043 ~0.110)
) ~1.847 + 0.503
3 ~1.847 - 0.252  —7.343  0.000#xx

(=2.340 ~ —1.354 )

cAIC 77.076

o]7]14, WhgHS X Y, & IukEEES M8 Mzktl‘: -1 2=
of tigt 7o w, AT FAAFAA L] iHA xFe] AFIG oA
o] 9Ent(k=1) Tt LEFAFA(R=2)9 B+ ®olo] mtRIolt}
A} (residual variance) & =2, 3 3
A 2hEFe] Al 3E oA o] AFu (k=1) T LEH
uh (k=2)¢] Eto]o] o] whr ko] thigh ate] Fatolty RHE RSl o
g AAds p a9 279884 (log link function) S T2 81T},
TER wyE AR AR AR pelM ] gdXulH (k=1) EE
Zukg] (k=2)2] jHA Aol @&u)% olo] &|Fal= 1A F o)

oF H el 49 linear predictorolA+= A ¥ (intercept)©] A2 ¥

=
fut
ot
2
28
o
Hm
24

1A G Q= 7P B3 (additive model) & 18 5FR a1, AFERE QL ¢

18



9] linear predictorelA= AHTk x3¥ Y-S vHsATE I(k=k)
T 9% B e EFuF 9 AE Y= A A (indicator functio
n)olth, 1= PP (design matrix) = A%} LEZvLF o] dist
AANE AAEFE Jepdoz2M 2,3 z,+= A1 (orthogonal) 3HAl LFEL

¢

GLMeIM 9 ARt AFEY pol ) A 2ol tiat 9% o
2xutF o g FHAFM L FAARY 71L& g7, g0 s} o) d
Auin o] 7187 gre] 39 n

A9 Aa fPom o]Fojxth HFAdE cAICY ¥/ E 3.2.1.19
AAH o] gl

daIE o]FoAaL, AERF ¢

FBaEFelA e 4% LEENFALY T THAPAAL

st 719719 A ﬂ [3;“)—% Z}7ZF 0.298,0.174%, thE AwA L7}
1AERNS o 9F 9 e EF FqAY 10,000kmT 2H2E Bt BRolo
ol 7b 1.347,1.1908) S71skeE Ao ® yeluttlh e B E oA 9
e FHAIE o]dE Erolo] FAmR LS thgt 7&7] FAA 4
< 0.034%, T ATt 3FHAE o ofd FAuEE 1mmT 3
& Etolo] wmbmrb 10348 Frbete Aoz uehdth ARUHA
Hy: 49" =0,j=1,2,3° th8ke] p—valuet= Zt7} 0.000,0.007,0.388 % 2]
TF 5% BT FHAY o]He] Eolo] FAMRE (x,)7F FAIA L
2 fFoEhA & FoZ Uy
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o] cAICE WEayrt glorz AICY U3 —2hr+2df =T77.076
o7 yetstth o714 he v 7ol dfe Aol

3.2.2 JGLM
T oA RE JGLME A WAl BE GLMelA Ax R o] 14 g3
7F 7 BP0 ®A, T 2 linear predictor® o] Foxl EFo|

3
(1)
nzk't = logp, = Zlﬂ / Lkt »
=

nzkt = loggy, = E i

GLM¥} wpRb7pA]

o= N H 37 =
, AR £ Y, AvREES JHdsela

i
h(#)’ h(@)% E:]_o‘j

i)
o

+2  ayEsigth. #J#ERZEA 49 linear
predictorel = Aol AYE THEAI A /RIS 1
3, AR ¢9] linear predictorollA = HHS Egeh= 1 a7}

Xotd MRS 185
JGLMo A9l FA4R4= AAEE poAe]l AA x| st %3
B

ez dd FAANPAM FAAGY 77 pY,

PR 7187 gre] 3e B EAE o] FolN 1, AR ¢
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* 3.2.2.1 JGLM A3 A3

Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(>t]) 95% CI

) 0.300 * 0.107
3" 0.300 0.055 5473  0.000%x

(0.193 ~ 0.407 )
) 0.185 * 0.102
3y 0.185 0.052  3.564  0.000#xx

(10.083 ~0.287 )
) 0.025 % 0.079
3 0.025 0.040  0.617  0.537

( —0.054 ~0.103)
) ~1.306 * 1.694
B —1.306 _~0,084, | Fu5128.449.131

(1 =3.000 ~ 0.387)
(0) ~0.807 £ 1.073
Ioy —0.807 0548  —1.474 0.140

( —1.881 ~ 0.266 )
(o) ~0.744 + 1.012
5, —-0.744 0516  —1.441 0.149

( —1.755 ~ 0.268 )
(o) ~0.352 * 0.293
B3, —0.352  0.150 - 2.358  0.018%

( —0.059 ~ 0.645 )

cAIC 72.398

Aol dHE fre} AA Aol tigt Y3} o 2mupH o Y FAA
dollA e FaA Y 717 #7479 oA FHutrze] 7]1&7] g
ol 37he] A EaHE o] Foxint. AFAFE= cAICS ¢ ® 3.2.2.1
o AA ] gl
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BARgelA e % ee2HutTle] 7 FAA A ] FYA

kR 7E 1.350,1.2030) S7FshE Ao ®E UERETE 183 F R oA g
g FAAE olde] Ereolol FAwRIEC it r]E7]e] FAA
e 0027, o ARESTt nAERE W ol FANEE lnmd
BF eolel whmsb Lo2M] Frkshe Ao uebgrh ARobA
Hy: 6% =0,j=1,2,3° that] p—valuet= 2Ztz  0.000,0.000, 0.537 %
FIFE 5% dd FAAD ol Eolo] FARRE(z,)7}
&

Ao R FostA] %2 AOoF e

Imm¥ Efolof mprLe] bzt EAbe] 1.422v) F7hshs 1o & R
A7 Hy:fY =0,j=1,2,3°1 tat] p—valuet ZH7 0.140,0.149
0.018% o4 5% 9% 2 EZuF o g FAAH A9
FHAY (2, 7,)7F BAHOR F5A Fe How e

239 cAICE WEHaHrt glorn=z AICY L3 —2h+2df =72.398
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= uebs
3.2.3 HGLM

Al WA 28l HGLM GLMellA Ha R Mizgavyrt F7id =
o)t} MF &= random slopeZM Y&y @ 2Znly F3 A9

= aEsR e, o5 £ linear predictor® ©|F

nzkt IOgszt Z ﬂ ) ]zk't + Z v]z :I;]zkt’

= 1l

nzkt 10g¢zkt ﬂ (()¢) i

al
o Wt 9 AE RS ge adgs W p0e mE 29
232l ¢9 linear predictorel A+ BT 3ty B3-S 1783t

HGLMeAN o #4525t BFEY pol e A Aol o 953
eEZT Y AP FAiRE 7187 é“)iﬂ 39 LAEAR o)l
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¥ 3.2.3.1 HGLM A3+ Az}

Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(>t]) 95% CI
A() 0.283 £ 0.179
ﬂlﬂ 0.283 0.091 3.096 0.002%x
(0.104 ~0.462 )
” 0.193 % 0.114
ﬂ; 0.193 0.058 3.318 0.000 5%
(0.079 -~ 0.307 )
o 0.016 £ 0.070
ﬂgﬂ 0.016 0.036 0.461 0.645
( —0.053 ~ 0.086 )
(A)"_—3879i2376
ﬂl —3.879 12 16% o AL 0.001 %
(=6.256 ~ —1.503)
~() —8.449 = 12.087
ﬂg —8.449 6.167 —1.370 0.171
(—20.536 ~ 3.638 )
) 22,019 * 0.558
60 —2.019 0.285 —7.087 0.000 3%

( —2.577 ~ —1.460 )
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nlR 7t 1.327,1.2138) S718ls Ao ® eyt g8 3 H R oA 9
A FAAY oA wolo] FAVtR L] U /&7 F3H A
= 00160%, e At g0 o old FAVELE lmm
Wit grolo] whzE Lo17H] FUkeRe Ao® uemth ARIHA
Hy: 49 =0,j=1,2,3° th8te] p—value’= Zt7} 0.002,0.000,0.645% 2]
FE 5%NA WG FHAR o] Eholo] FARMFRI (1) 7 SAIA C.
Z fFolatA ok Bew ek

—3.879, —8.449%F FH{EYo| F7td XY S EZuH FAAY A

0.0217m?, 0.0002mm* = Ve CE A5-7}
A H Y =0,5=1,20] thatd p—value= ZH2} 0.001,0.171 2 2]
5%NX LEZNF FRAY AgdE HFaIHIr FAFSE Fs5t
2 e Aoz Vebwth agla B¥ ) cAICE 73.0502 % UERG

3.2.4 HGLM2

Y WA el HGLM2+: HGLMelA AFERE g awrt 3714

nyoln, o33 & linear predictor® o] Foxl Ego|t},

2
mkt = logpy, = Zlﬂ g*”)ﬁﬁkt + ZIU%L)%M )
i=

w

771(‘12) = loggy, = 581)) + Z ﬂ;@)x]‘ikt'
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At 7187 493709 uFEHAR o] FolNm, A5HA &

%3 o 2xviale FAALY ABE WFa oY), j=1,29 ol

r

rir

FE
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o
gYak A Aol i AFKA o BFHuk Y A FAALAN ) F
BA Y 71&7 47,808 oA eAmtEEd 7187] 4 349 2
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B Rgole 45 LT &g FAAHAAL FaAAYA
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% 3.2.4.1 HGLM2 A% A=}

Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(>[t]) 95% CI
) 0.276 % 0.160
3" 0.276 0.081 3.394  0.001#xx
(0.117 ~ 0.436 )
) 0.190 % 0.090
3 0.190 0.046 4114 0.000%xx
(10.099 ~ 0.280 )
) 0.017 % 0.060
3y 0.017 0.030  0.554  0.580
( —0.043 ~ 0.076 )
. = \OONA T~ —3.661 + 2.087
3 —3.661 1.065 =~ —3.439 = 0.001%x
(=5.748 ~ —1.574 )
0 —7.380 £ 6.807
5, —1.380," /" 3.4730" =002 WD T
(—14.187 ~ -0.573 )
(0) ~1.383 + 1.384
3, -1.383  0.706  —1.958 0.050
( —2.767 ~ 0.001 )
(o) —1.240 £ 0.945
ey —-1.240  0.482 ~ -2.570  0.010%
( —2.185 ~ —0.294 )
(0) —0.777 £ 0.835
3, -0.777  0.426 - —1.823 0.068
( —1.611 ~ 0.058)
o) —0.396 * 0.246
3, —0.396  0.125  3.160  0.002%*x

(0.150 ~ 0.641 )

cAIC 60.133
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< 00170 %, & AWRsrl 1dHde o ol FARER 1mmE
Bt golo] miEZE 10178 FUbskE A ow dErwTth FFHA
Hy: 9 =0,j=1,2,3° Wh8te] p—valuet= Zt7} 0.001,0.000,0.580 0.2
FFE 5%l ME FAAY ol Elolo] FAMRE (x,)7t FA A
2 FoshA & FozE ey

e wWEaye]  FAake]  tid  FA A 5(%)3':1,2% 7} 7}
—3.661, —7.380% Ho L] FrtE dF%n e EFHuF] FAA ] A
0

2k Hﬂ%}:_—é-_jq,g] BALe 7yzk

o= «

Hy:fN =0,j=1,201 thato] p—valuel ZF7H 0.001,0171% &9]%

5%olA e eFul] A A WREHs} EALCR §o5

HERGNM Y A% o BB HF FYNGAH ] FYA=

42 B4 Az —1040, —07772, OB AW

Zr=p FAaro] zhzh 0.289, 04608 A StE Ao 2 YERth Ed AFE R

PR Wk 7] &

o
2
>
1o
%
ofl
N A
o2
>

o
o

5
1o
o
o
K3
4
Y

o

lmm% Efolo] mpRe] ZhA} Ako]l 14864} S7bshs Ao = ey
AFHE Hy: g =0,=1,2391  ddel  powauet 77
0.010, 0.068,0.002%2 F2]F= 5%°lx QEZnIF Y g FPAH A

FEAY (2,)7F BAA R FoatA] e Aow YEEth 181
cAICE 60.133° % UtERS:
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3.2.5 DHGLM

oAl HA 28 DHGLMES HGLMOA Az 2 de) WHekg arp F7}
H 2ot} HEFgiE random interceptE@A ZF b WHEgF RS

melstgon, o

tlo

¥} Z+8 linear predictor® o] Fo]zl 3ot}

3 2
_ L (1)
nzkt = logp, = Zﬂg! )xjik't + Zlvjé Lkt >
j=1 Jj=

) =108, =7+ 14

a
) AERSO| e Ad¥E KW e BF =2
aAA4ErE 1R Y. HAEPER 19 linear predictorol A+ AH
F 27 Qe JHHESS 15

A
3F, AFXE Rl ¢ linear predictoro| = EH¥} ZF 25E Wi

DHGLMOIA 8] FHEFE FAEE poll Ao AA ap=kel] digh A%

o FAAGAA Y FAYY 71&7] g, g e oA
FAREY] 727 g 3709 nAAT}E o] FolA 1, BEE A o
= 4% e 2zulgl o] YA Awd wFast o), j=1,29} o]
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¥ 3.2.5.1 DHGLM 2% A3}

Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(>[t]) 95% CI
A() 0.283 £ 0.136
[31” 0.283 0.069 4.083 0.000s=
(0.147 ~0.419)
(1) 0.192 £ 0.088
3 0.192 0.045  4.282  0.000%sx
(0.104 ~0.279 )
(1) 0.032 £ 0.055
[33” 0.032 0.028 1.129 0.259
(—0.023 ~0.086)
. = \OON AT~ ~4681 + 2.681
o) —4.681 1.368 —3.423  0.001x#:x
(—=7.362 ~—2.001)
A —19.783 £ 2523.201
By —19.783 1287.371 —0.015 0.988
(1 —2542.984 ~ 2503.418 )
@) ~2.282 + 0.638
B, — 8.3 2 0.326 —7.008  0.000%:x
( =2.577 ~ —1.460 )
BEEERY YRS 1 T e —0.763 + 1.136
T —0.763 0.580 —1.315 0.188

(—1.899 ~0.374 )

A Ehe] #arel A, j=127F EFAC EF AERY gelA 9 2w
g0sh BEEA et 7 Ay wFEs 07 LEn Agdse
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FaRgelA e 4% e 2Hutg o] g FAA AN FHA
de 712719 F4A 5,5, & A7 0283,01920%, thE ALt
TAEJE W 9% W e EFH FFAY 10,000kmT ZH2E FHat ERolo
b 1.327,1.2118) E7 sts Ao ® vEbyth 283 HE R oA 9
G FANY oY Eholo] FANRE tFt /&7 FHH A
0.022%, v Ad¥ulart adHAS | oA FAREE lmmT
Fat Erolo] w7 10328 Fbeke Zlem yekgth AF7HE
Hy: 49 =0,j=1,2,3° th8te] p—valuet= 2t} 0.000,0.000,0.259% 2]
T 5%NA F FAAA o1 Brolo] FHREEE (x;)7F FAAL
2 froetA e Aow yeh

flo

g Fgxd gV j=12e 747

wR dgavte ¥

—4.681, —19.7830.% Hy R e F7lE X%y} o EXFutq TYPAE Y
0

24
2

e wEggyle] BARS ZHzZE 0.009mm?, 2.56 X 107 'mm? E U ERS
AT Hy:fY =0,j=1,201 thot] p—valuet= 77} 0.001,0.9882. %
o157 5%eld oEm FaA Awd WwEaAsL BAH0

2 foeA 2o Aow vt

uvebstth AR Hy 47 =00 tiste] p—value= 01880 % fo]5
+ 5%ollA 72 AgE WEHagRrl SAH0R /%A &2 ZoE 1}
Elwtth, 783 2389 cAICE 63.235% UEFWE
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3.2.6 DHGLM2

oA HA 23 DHGLM2:= DHGLMOA AFZ R3] 14 g7}t *

71e B23olr, 33 2 linear predictor® ©]Fo] R FFHo|t},

3 2
mkt = logpy, = Zﬁgm%m + Z v%‘)xﬁkt )
Jj= j=1

nzkt 10g¢zkt 60 = E ﬂ ]zkt Q))'

DHGLM# vk 2 A& as o) =@, o o) 7h iz e w u

SHF Vb AR Eelv, BFEF e MIFEHY LE:

W N(OA), =125 7Pdetie, AERFe F gt BiEs

v B 2add%+E 19T HE R 49 linear predictore]
al

FEE g MRS wed

”
o
fol
£
o
)
ol
fol
::l‘
N

rlr

5
M
o

g el el A Aol o o
FolA e FaA 71e7] g, 40 ol
32 o] FoA i, BEHA

BO]: ‘4’ 7Zaj_12ﬂ' O]

DHGLM2IA 9] FH R 3

W B8R 9 T FHA
Akl 71e7) e 3749 nHE

e 9FN L EEFAH S FyA L Al

2L
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¥ 3.2.6.1 DHGLM2 Z3 Az}

Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(>[t]) 95% CI
) 0.272 + 0.139
3" 0.272 0.071 3.839  0.000xx
(0.133 ~0.412)
A 0.197 £ 0.070
3y 0.197 0.036 5497  0.000%xx
(0.127 ~ 0.268 )
) 0.033 £ 0.050
3y 0.033 0.025 1.284  0.199
( —0.017 ~ 0.082)
. = \OWN A~ 3986 2172
3 —3.986 1.108 ~ —3.596  0.000%x
(=6.158 ~ —1.813)
) ~11.596% 39.228
3, — Y1588 / 20.0,9" #5057 S 562
( —50.825 ~ 27.632)
(0) —2.067 £ 1.419
3, —2.067  0.724  —2.855  0.004*xx
( —3.486 ~ —0.648 )
A (0) ~0.913 + 0.817
e -0.913  0.417 ~ —2.190  0.029x
( =1.730 ~ =0.096 )
A (0) —0.562 £ 0.774
3, -0.562  0.395 —1.423 0.155
(-1.335 ~ =0.212)
() 0.402 + 0.218
3, 0.402 0.112  3.609  0.000%x
(0.184 ~ 0.621 )
T -0.744  0.566  0.566  0.189

(—1.899 ~0.374 )

cAIC 53.580
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of WFaate] B A j=127F Terech ok AERY gel A A
A 403 A Aol g 953 esEnAY A FAA PN
FAAY 7187 AP 4% ol FAREEY 7187 @) 349
al

7)
7t 1.313,1.218¥) Z718t= Ao ® eyt g8 HE R oA 9
A FAANG ol wolo] FAmEE et /12719 FHA
0.0330.%, thE ABWE/t DHHYL W o4 FAVNEE lmmT
i ol rhEs}t 10338 F7kSHE AoE vhebgth AR
Hy: 6% =0,j=1,2,3° th8to] p—value’= Zt2} 0.000,0.000,0.199% 2]
TF 5%°A BT FAAIG o] M Elolo] FHuIRE (z,)7F FAIX L
2 fos e Z0% thehg

rlo

wF wWEase]  Hael  gig FgAd Y =128 77
—3.986, —11.596 0. % HFy R F7td %I L EEuF F3 A9
Ad AFgEYe] 2ARS Z47F 0.019mm?9.19x10 mm’ 2 YERSE

AF7H Hy: 4 =0,j=1,2¢] thetd p—value’= 22} 0.000,0.562%
JFFE 5%0lA LBEZN FAA ] ARd WIFaINIL SAACR

FoI8A @ oz v
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. 2 0.402%, o 4

Imm' Bfolo] whELe] bap tato] 1.495w) Srbehs Zlo® YERRY.

AFHE Hy: g =0=1.239  dHatel  p—vauet 77t

0.029,0.155,0.000 %2 2= 5%°lA &0k g FHA A NA
FAAY ()7t BAROE FoetA] 2 AOE ey

5%NA 2t 2= HFgrt TAFCRE FosA] &2 Ao =E L E
Wk 18l 22 cAICE 53.580 0. % LIERY:

3.3 JI2J|X0l ZAE(Slope Difference Test)

et Rl AHukgop e 250k 9] Ye717F skl dig 74
A% Hy: g =% b A8 Betel & F glek 6704 Y FellA

HAEEgol 7 " ¥ DHGLM X DHGLM2elAM e o

linear predictorE 183l B4}
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& 3.3.1 7 YA 7]&7]xte] HAAw
B;’L)—Biﬂ) Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(>tl) 95% CI
—0.124 £ 0.131
GLM —-0.124 0.067 —1.855  0.064
( —0.255 ~ 0.007 )
—-0.002 £ 0.110
JGLM -0.115 0.056 —2.040  0.041=*
(—=0.225 ~ —=0.004 )
—-0.105 £ 0.107
HGLM —-0.105 0.055 —-1.924 0.054
(—=0.213 ~0.002)
—0.101 £ 0.114
HGLM2 —-0.101 0.058 —1.737 0.082
(—-0.214 ~0.013)
—0.099 £ 0.082
DHGLM —0.099 0.042 —2.373  0.018+*
(—=0.181 ~ —=0.017 )
—-0.092 £ 0.092
DHGLM?2 —0.092 0.047 —-1.956 0.051
(—0.183 ~ 0.000)
O8 1414 1 Tlikt 2 Lokt 3 Laikt T V1 Lijgg T Vo Lygpgs
logps;, = 6§#)$1ikt "’5;#)%1‘1% +ﬂi(’,#)x3ikt =+ U%‘L)%ikt + Ué?)%m +1{ 6§#)x2ikt - 5§#)$2ikt },

= 5@ {xlikt + o H+ (58 )—

webd, z, =2, 42, 1y 2,2 37FA)
% w9 F3A2 9 71&7)7t

Faart 23 A
A

ot
1S
o

=

=
= L=

ok

Fe FHa®

gl

(1)

B

>x2ikt + 5:(7,#)%1‘“ + vy

(1)

(w)
Ty + Vg Tyjpy -



ol 71717k Fdstrtel did HEaAP A= 3F 3.3.19 AAEH ]l
A g el 197 B AT p—value= Z}7F 0.064,0.041,0.054, 0.082,
0.051,0.018 2% F2FF 5%°lA JGLM, DHGLM22] 27}A] X of A

FE Eroloj o] Vlavls SAACR el yER

o

o
~

& ¥ (Residual Plot)

GLMZ} JGLMe] t3t Axxx= 138 3.4.19] AA A FH=9
Q—-Q %3¥(Quantile—Quantile plot) & F3to] + 3 EF dFE9

9 quantiles YERH= A4 Foo vEbga 3iu st

o)
el
o
Hm
i

HGLM¥} HGLM2¢]| th3t Fat=E+= 119 3
%9 Q-Q %3 (Quantile—Quantile plot) & E3}o] F+ &

w0 #Eol At Ee quantiles YER= Ad Folol YERta Q)
|
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Nermal Q-Q Plot Histogram of StudentResidual
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Nermal Q-Q Plot Histogram of StudentResidual
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3.5 2 AH2l(Summary)
6714 REES] HlwE 95t ¥ 35104 H W AFEZ R A9
71&719 dldste sAATE YEUHS Y. Hd RPN = Be BH
B A frolaka, A foletA ek FUR Ak ek A
ER oM JGLMA 4, HGLM29} DHGLM2eIA 49, 071 2]
A uhebtth. BERFeIAE AR W59 ol FAREE 5 F
Vst AT, 67F4 Y B o skAl YERA] okt a8y, AR R
oA pAFHE 7o g JGLM, HGLM2, DHGLM2¢|A =&
T34 UErstY. 18l B¥o] ¥ dRESE, e AAERYe 1
AEYE F71E o cAICZF HolR = RS &3 4 Qi
¥ 351 25 2y dst H4 9 AE A9 71&7] 3| AA
Model Bgﬂ) Béﬂ) B;u) 1 Bg@ B;w B:(;@) CAIC
GLM 0.298#%x 0.174%x* 0034§ 77.076
HGLM 0.283##x (0, 173%*x —0.0161 73.050
DHGLM | 0.283%%%  (,192%%x 0.032§ 63.235
JGLM 0.300#%x (0,185 0.025 % —0.807 —0.744 0.352x* 72.400
HGLM2 | 0.276%*% (0.190*xx —0.017 1 —1.240% —=0.777 0.396%* 60.133
DHGLM2 | 0.272%%% (), 197 %% 0.033 % —0.913%* —0.562 0.402%%% | 53.580
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M 4% ZZ(Conclusion)

MM nHEHRE EFe= B3 JGLM, HGLM2, DHGLM?2
°] cAICx= 42t 72.400,60.133,53.580 0.2 7} Y2 cAICE 7HA+ &
&L DHGLM2°|H, & E3 9| cAICY Hlw3l¥ S u o= AL &
oJgt kel ol 7Ktk wEbA 67FA1S] B Fold HFHOoE A
¥ 23¥S DHGLM2°]t}.

DHGLM2 EFoIA, g FHARNM] A%} 2% FH7e]
(zm) G FAADAA Bt grolo] vre] dBE Fu, oY
FAANHANA Y A% FPA L AT FHAY o] Bpolo] FAwR

E(rpzy)is A FHAHAA G Brolof nhr o] 4ate] fate] Y&
TE AR YER

o
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Al RI=

# 7t path A%, org_path® x4 ¥,

org_path = "K:/MyFile/Thesis/Code (HJ)"
data_path = paste0(org_path, "/data", sep="")
code_path = pasteO(org_path, "/code", sep="")
graph_path = paste0(org_path, "/graph", sep="")

#>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<***>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<***>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<>l<>l<>l<***************************

# hERY B 29

# outputCharGraph.R dolHEAN sre =

# outputSlopeCIGraph.R 71&719) AFF3E g =
# outputRanefQQPIlot.R Mg 7 g—q plot

# dhglmfit_mod_20150917_Faster.R DHGLM #7]#] A2

#***>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<>l<>l<****>l<*******>l<*********************************
setwd(code_path)

source ("outputCharGraph.R", encoding="UTF—8")

source ("outputSlopeCIGraph.R", encoding="UTF—-8")

source ("outputOutlierGraph.R", encoding="UTF-8")

source ("outputRanefQQPlot.R", encoding="UTF—-8")

source ("dhglmfit_mod_20150917_Faster.R")

#>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<***>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<***>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<************************
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## 1. CI, 1.96SE-3Fi= function
ci=function(x) {
lower=upper=vector(); result=list )
for (iin 1:dim(x) [1]){
lower [i] =x[i,1]1 —x[i,2] *qnorm (0.975)
upper [i] =x[i,1] +x[i,2] *qgnorm (0.975)
}
result=list ( CI=round (rbind (lower,upper),3),
"1.96SE"=round(x[,2] *qnorm (0.975),3) )

return( result )

## 2. residual plot A &3F+= function

# A7 path A4,

setwd (pasteO (graph_path,"/model_check"))

name=c ("GLM","HGLM","DHGLM","JGLM","HGLM2","DHGLM2")

fig=function(x,i) {
png (filename=paste0(,"_",name,"_plot_check.png") [i],
width=800, height=800, units="px")

plotdhglm (x); dev.off ()
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## 3. p—value W *#+3 A3} function
pvalue=function (p) {
result=result.t=vector ()
list.t=list )

for (iin 1:dim(p)[1] ){
if ( 2#pnorm (p[i,3])>1 ) result[i] =2—2#pnorm (p[i,3])
else result[i] =2*pnorm (p[i,3])

if (resultl[i] < 0.001 ) result.t[i] ="s==x"
else if (resultli] < 0.01 ) result.t[i] ="sx*"

else if (result[i] < 0.05) result.t[i] ="+" else result.t[i] ="No"
}

list.t[[1]]=round(result,3)
list.t[[2]] =result.t

print (list.t)

if ( sumist.t[[2]]=="No") !'=0) warning(""No" means that coefficients
are not significant')

}
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#**********************************************************

# Modify the Data

#**********************************************************

# Raw Data
setwd (data_path)
dataO=read.csv('TireData.csv',header=T); head(data0)

# Make the new variable
dat=data.frame ( matrix (nrow=dim (data0) [1] ,ncol=3) )

colnames (dat) =c('y','x1','x2")

## Model the difference
# 7 : new variable ( dat ), x : origin variable ( dataO )
for (iin 1:dim(data0)[1] ) {
if (dataO$tlil==1) datli,1:3]=data0[i,4:6] # when time==1
else dat[i,1:3] =dataO[i,4:6] —dataO[(i—1),4:6] # when time!=1
}
x3=vector()
for (iin 1:dim(data0)[1]){
if (dataO[i,]$t==1) x3[il=0 else x3[il =dataO$y[i—1]
}
x3; data.frame (dat$y,x3)

# Combine
#id: RS,k 1-UF, 212 8% (1 A
# x1: T FHA

# x3: ol F3 T4 wEE

data=cbind (id=data0%$id,k=dataO%$k,t=dataO$t,dat,x3)
head(data); attach(data)
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#**********************************************************

# 71ZE A

#**********************************************************

#x1,x2vsy AFAE

#x1,x2 =02 2L A8ty AAE(x1,x2 9 indicator #A|A )
plot(x1[x1!=0],y[x1!=0],ylab="38% FFA| |42 v}E=(mm)",

xlab=expression( "&TF FHPA|FAN FHAHY ("%*%10%x4 ~ "km)" ),

xlim=c (0.75,3),ylim=c (0.5,4.25) ,pch=21,bg=2 )
points (x2 [x2!=0],y [x2!=0],pch=21,bg=3)
grid )

# n: x2°0A4 o) oEHO|= vEE

text(data[15,]1$x2,3.9,"id=2, t=3"); text(data[20,]$x1,0.7,"id=3, t=4")
legend(0.75,4.25 legend=c ("9 &" "2 EZ") pch=21,pt.bg=c(2,3))

# (1) FaA, x200 ol @AM FelskA A =

cor.test(x1l[x1!=0],y[x1!=0]); cor.test(x2[x2!=0],y[x2!=01])

# x2 o133k AA = FoskA YER.
dd=datal—c(15,20),]
cor.test ( dd$x2[dd$x2!=0], dd$y [dd$x2!=0] )

# x3

f

# Ol ANE R o iF R R JEFS VX7 = sk 22 AP A

As 7H.
plot (x3[x3!=0],y [x3!=01); cor.test (x3,y)
plot(data$x3[data$x3!=0],data$y [data$x3!=0],

xlab=expression( "d FHAY o]Hde Elolo] FA  wRE(mm)"

ylab=expression( "G FHA o2 mEE (mm)"))
grid )

which(data$x3==6.6375)

cor.test (data$x3[data$x3!=0],databy [data$x3!=0])
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#>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<***>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<***>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<************************

# 1.1 Generalized Linear Model ( family : Gamma )

#>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<***>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<***>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<************************

# h—likelihood® #3791 K7 dhglmfit® 2 Z3}.

glm.mu = DHGLMMODELING (Model="mean",
Link="log",LinPred=y~—1+x1+x2+x3)

glm.phi = DHGLMMODELING (Model="dispersion")

glm.res = dhglmfit (RespDist="gamma" ,DataMain=data,
MeanModel=glm.mu,DispersionModel=glm.phi)

pvalue ( glm.res$beta_coeff ); pvalue ( glm.res$phi_coeff )
ci( glm.res$beta_coeff ); ci( glm.res$phi_coeff )

# AIC, R¥A AR
cat ("AIC:", glm.res$caic); fig(glm.res,1)

#**********************************************************
# 1.2 Generalized Linear Model ( family : Gamma )

# HO: bl = b2, HEEEoA & 22 7|87 a7}
#**********************************************************

data$x4 = data$xl + data$x?2

glm.mu.d = DHGLMMODELING (Model="mean",Link="log",
LinPred=y~—1+x4+x2+x3)

glm.phi.d = DHGLMMODELING (Model="dispersion")

glm.res.d = dhglmfit (RespDist="gamma",DataMain=data,
MeanModel=glm.mu.d, DispersionModel=glm.phi.d)

# HO:bl=b2 A&, 7]&7]+= o}

glm.res.d$beta_coeff[2,]; pvalue (glm.res.d$beta_coeff);
ci(glm.res.d$beta_coeff)
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#**********************************************************

# 2.1 Hierarchical Generalized Linear Model ( family : Gamma )

#**********************************************************

hglm.mu = DHGLMMODELING (Model="mean",Link="log",
LinPred=y~—-1+x1+x2+x3+ (x1]id) + x2]id),
RandDist=c ("gaussian","gaussian"))

hglm.phi = DHGLMMODELING (Model="dispersion")

hglm.res = dhglmfit (RespDist="gamma",DataMain=data,

MeanModel=hglm.mu, DispersionModel=hglm.phi)

pvalue ( hglm.res$beta_coeff ); ci( hglm.res$beta_coeff )
pvalue ( hglm.res$lambda_coeff ); ci( hglm.res$lambda_coeff )
pvalue ( hglm.res$phi_coeff ); ci( hglm.res$phi_coeff )

# AIC, YA IR
cat ("AIC:", hglm.res$caic); fig(hglm.res,2)

#**********************************************************
# 2.2 Hierarchical Generalized Linear Model ( family : Gamma )
# HO: bl = b2, HEFA 9 LEF 7|27 27}

#**********************************************************

hglm.mu.d = DHGLMMODELING (Model="mean", Link="log",
LinPred=y~—-1+x4+x2+x3+ (x1|id) + (x21]id) + (x3[id),
RandDist=c ("gaussian","gaussian","gaussian"))

hglm.phi.d = DHGLMMODELING (Model="dispersion")

hglm.res.d = dhglmfit (RespDist="gamma",DataMain=data,

MeanModel=hglm.mu.d, DispersionModel=hglm.phi.d)
# HO:bl=b2 A¥, 7|&7]= 2}

hglm.res.d$beta_coeff[2,]; pvalue (hglm.res.d$beta_coeff)
ci(hglm.res.d$beta_coeff)
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#>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<***>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<***>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<************************

# 3.1 DHGLM ( family : Gamma )

#>l<*****>l<***************************************************

dhglm.mu = DHGLMMODELING (Model="mean", Link="log",
LinPred=y~—-1+x1+x2+x3+ (x1]id) + (x2]id),
RandDist=c ("gaussian","gaussian"))

dhglm.phi = DHGLMMODELING (Model="dispersion",Link="log",
LinPred=phi~ (1]id) ,RandDist="gaussian")

dhglm.res = dhglmfit (RespDist="gamma" ,DataMain=data,
MeanModel=dhglm.mu, DispersionModel=dhglm.phi)

pvalue ( dhglm.res$beta_coeff ); ci( dhglm.res$beta_coeff )

pvalue ( dhglm.res$lambda_coeff ); ci( dhglm.res$lambda_coeff )

pvalue ( dhglm.res$phi_coeff ); ci( dhglm.res$phi_coeff )

pvalue ( dhglm.res$tau_coeff ); ci( dhglm.res$tau_coeff )

# AIC, R¥AaLER
cat ("AIC:", dhglm.resS$caic); fig(dhglm.res,3)

#**********************************************************

# 3.2 DHGLM ( family : Gamma )

# HO: bl = b2, BEEINA &&F 2258 7|&7] 227t

#**********************************************************

dhglm.mu.d = DHGLMMODELING (Model="mean", Link="log",
LinPred=y~—-1+x4+x2+x3+(x1|id) + (x21]id) + (x3|id),
RandDist=c ("gaussian","gaussian","gaussian"))

dhglm.phi.d = DHGLMMODELING (Model="dispersion",Link="log",
LinPred=phi~ (1]id) ,RandDist="gaussian")

dhglm.res.d = dhglmfit (RespDist="gamma",DataMain=data,
MeanModel=dhglm.mu.d, DispersionModel=dhglm.phi.d)

# HO:b1=b2 717}, 71&7]+= t=1}

dhglm.res.d$beta_coeff[2,]; pvalue (dhglm.res.d$beta_coeff);
ci(dhglm.res.d$beta_coeff)

51



HHABHHBBHHBUHHB AP UBHRBBABBHABHABHABHABHA

# MEZF7F8F x37F 28 A e A -8 joint modelingS F7.

# glm :mu7Zb S7Fskal A=A, jglm : phiZt S7FskaL HAsh=A]

#>l<**>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<************************

# 4.1 Joint Generalized Linear Model ( family : Gamma )

#>l<**>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<************************

jgelm.mu = DHGLMMODELING (Model="mean", Link="log",
LinPred=y~—1+x1+x2+x3)

jglm.phi = DHGLMMODELING (Model="dispersion",Link="log",
LinPred=phi~x1+x2+x3)

jglm.res = dhglmfit (RespDist="gamma" ,DataMain=data,
MeanModel=jglm.mu, DispersionModel=jglm.phi)

pvalue ( jglm.res$beta_coeff ); ci( jglm.res$beta_coeff )
pvalue ( jglm.res$phi_coeff ); ci( jglm.res$phi_coeff )

# AIC, R¥A AR
cat ("AIC:", jglm.res$caic); fig(Gglm.res,4)

#**********************************************************

# 4.2 JGLM ( family : Gamma ) : GLM + JGLM

# HO: bl = b2, BHEINA &F 2257 7|&7] &27t

#**********************************************************

jglm.mu.d = DHGLMMODELING (Model="mean", Link="log",
LinPred=y~—1+x4+x2+x3)

jglm.phi.d = DHGLMMODELING (Model="dispersion",Link="log",
LinPred=phi~x4+x2+x3)

jglm.res.d = dhglmfit (RespDist="gamma",DataMain=data,
MeanModel=jglm.mu.d, DispersionModel=jglm.phi.d)

# HO:b1=b2 717}, 71&7]+= t=1}

jglm.res.d$beta_coeff[2,];pvalue (jglm.res.d$beta_coeff) ;
ci(Gglm.res.d$beta_coeff)
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#>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<***>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<***>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<************************

# 5.1 HGLM2 ( family : Gamma ) : HGLM + JGLM

#**********************************************************

hglm?2.mu = DHGLMMODELING (Model="mean", Link="log",
LinPred=y~—-1+x1+x2+x3+ (x1]id) + (x2]id),
RandDist=c ("gaussian","gaussian"))

hglm?2.phi = DHGLMMODELING (Model="dispersion",Link="log",
LinPred=phi~x1+x2+x3)

hglm?2.res = dhglmfit (RespDist="gamma",DataMain=data,
MeanModel=hglm2.mu, DispersionModel=hglm2.phi)

pvalue ( hglm2.res$beta_coeff ); ci( hglm2.res$beta_coeff )

pvalue ( hglm2.res$lambda_coeff ); ci( hglm?2.res$lambda_coeff )

pvalue ( hglm2.res$phi_coeff ); ci( hglm2.res$phi_coeff )

# AIC, R¥A AR
cat ("AIC:", hglm2.res$caic); fig(hglm?2.res,5)

#>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<***>l<>l<>l<**>l<>l<>l<*****>l<>l<*********************************

# 5.2 HGLM2 ( family : Gamma )

# HO: bl = b2

# BA RPN 4% 2EE V7] Z27t

#>l<**********>l<*****************>l<****************************

hglm2.mu.d = DHGLMMODELING (Model="mean", Link="log",
LinPred=y~—-1+x4+x2+x3+(x1|id) + (x21]id) + (x3|id),
RandDist=c ("gaussian","gaussian","gaussian"))

hglm?2.phi.d = DHGLMMODELING (Model="dispersion",Link="log",
LinPred=phi~x4+x2+x3)

hglm?2.res.d = dhglmfit(RespDist="gamma",DataMain=data,
MeanModel=hglm2.mu.d, DispersionModel=hglm2.phi.d)

# HO:bl=b2 A&, 7]&7]+= 2o}

hglm?2.res.d$beta_coeff[2,]; pvalue (hglm?2.res.d$beta_coeff);
ci(hglm?2.res.d$beta_coeff)
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#>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<***>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<***>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<>l<**>l<************************

# 6.1 DHGLM2 ( family : Gamma ) : DHGLM + JGLM

#**********************************************************

dhglm?2.mu = DHGLMMODELING (Model="mean", Link="log",
LinPred=y~—-1+x1+x2+x3+ (x1]id) + (x2]id),
RandDist=c ("gaussian","gaussian"))

dhglm2.phi = DHGLMMODELING (Model="dispersion",Link="log",
LinPred=phi~x1+x2+x3+(1]id), RandDist="gaussian")

dhglm2.res = dhglmfit (RespDist="gamma",DataMain=data,

MeanModel=dhglm2.mu, DispersionModel=dhglm2.phi)

pvalue ( dhglm?2.res$beta_coeff ); ci( dhglm2.res$beta_coeff )
pvalue ( dhglm?2.res$lambda_coeff ); ci( dhglm?2.res$lambda_coeff )
pvalue ( dhglm?2.res$phi_coeff ); ci( dhglm2.res$phi_coeff)
pvalue ( dhglm2.res$tau_coeff ); ci( dhglm?2.res$tau_coeff )

# AIC, R¥AIAER
cat ("AIC:", dhglm2.res$caic); fig(dhglm?2.res,6)

#***>l<*****>l<*****>l<******************************************

# 6.2 DHGLM2 ( family : Gamma )

# HO: bl = b2, BEEINA &F 2257 7|&7] 227t

#***>l<*****>l<*****>l<******************************************

dhglm?2.mu.d = DHGLMMODELING (Model="mean", Link="log",
LinPred=y~—-1+x4+x2+x3+ (x1|id) + (x2]id) + (x3[id),
RandDist=c ("gaussian","gaussian","gaussian"))

dhglm?2.phi.d = DHGLMMODELING (Model="dispersion",Link="log",
LinPred=phi~x4+x2+x3+ (1]id) ,RandDist="gaussian")

dhglm?2.res.d = dhglmfit (RespDist="gamma",DataMain=data,
MeanModel=dhglm2.mu.d, DispersionModel=dhglm2.phi.d)

# HO:b1=b2 717}, 7157 2

dhglm2.res.d$beta_coeff[2,]; pvalue (dhglm2.res.d$beta_coeff);

ci(dhglm2.res.d$beta_coeff)
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