171

Journal of the Korean
Statistical Society
Vol. 22, No. 2, 1993

ZolEo T RE o] o] FRE T oldo] o
AR SAZ B3

ol d %!

8 <

ZolHEETHE Fo o|PRERI oL ANt FAFEC A5 FHod w
g o 1A AAH g 28 P Fo] ol REES) B Py w2 B4
BFe) F27 ¥ F4 A PP AL eAVTE Ao] EHFG. & =EAAM
Ui € 9idQ Xotd EREX AR $FA71 1, 4 HAQL Pefo] #o3 3
9 FzAE AR P A2E EAY L& %2 Q. 2% L $AFL Eok$
EXI2VE 29 o|PRERS o) TFE /129 o7 FAZES LU HIE
2y A2 AdEES 2 UYL Bt L EAFH 71ES FAZES VLT 2
3} B33 B @atole) Fxo) Aol L $AF0 +8 AU 4F3AA

KEYWORDS: Poisson mixture models, overdispersion in Poisson models,
mean-variance structures of negative binomial model, hyper Poisson variation.

1. A&

¥ol4 28 & 7R JA YUY HFY AFE FAsted F WA o] &5 U
gy ol B aM AR E 23t o] TEEC] BEYGEYG £ VY, F 2
¥o}4 Wol(hyper Poisson variation)2] 27} o715 %t

Hausman, Hall# Griliches(1984) & 71l R &3l A7/ v &3 Y53 |
3 Aol BAE FHs= FAE Xols 2L AFRSIT ik ZF 71dlA Al

1133-747, A& 5] B 57 2AF 989A], MFdeta %4
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A& v §o] ENFo| I Lol FolHL ) 53] 7o) ZUETE Told BXE o
7 Aok ety 58 Ao RAREE Tolso EYHTE o2 Sn), o] AL B3
A4 ARE 2 Xold Wo|E 2 ")

Margolin, Kaplan# Zeiger(1981) & 4R W2t o] 83 oY =(Ames) Ed#o (mu-
tagenecity) ZAtA 2 Folg ol g AMsh YAz, o3 2 Fol$ No|F BA|PL 1
o EAMCE MALAA 33, B FAHA o T B HaxAH SHEARNA e RE
WY o] 37180 A & AA syt

Z XobF ¥olt Eotg M & BRIt A HE AR S0 EYFolr|= Y Y B
EE AA XY AT AV A2, o]V A8 Ao TolF oo Ry Xold Eite
VR 9 o] FEER o] B TR E BAE e =204 ol B} (Paul # Plack-
ett(1978), Collingst Margolin(1985), Dean® Lawless(1989), Kim 3 Park(1992),
Dean(1992) %)

T I AFNA 28 712 EAZET o] A5 (1991)7F A 2ol X3 L £
TE vlast. L $AZE BAR F30] 02 =y + i’ ) BHEE gutAQ) Tols
o] THELE HYUMEE SR E o oS E LR Ve ojgdg A= EAZOE AAH
At 2o E XS RELTE S o]2E AF 5] A ML AFAG. 3FANE= 2
¥obd WMol AR FAZTEL AREY Yol we} AR EFeln £58 R 717
FAREA A2 TV ARE FESAT £R KA 23000 /|2 EAD L
58 A8E9] Yool 9 Lyt Lo YEhl 2 o] 8 323 Agagd oAy g 535}
o 79 oJYEXE NHUIMEE St 43} B F Abole] BAS YA 13 s]=e) EAT
=4 VR A3, L& B3 B 7 Alole] Fzo] Auglo] $48 AL vk

2. 7}l 4%

AUHoL ofF FXE 35 ¥ o 2o 3 240 B APogN Bx} 5
el £X2 338 FE doY 247 $895d A Sol= ol BXe stEMFon) AR
PHZ ZVE 5 AL oA Blo] 2 X} EC] A F e o] 8 By wa gt

¥-9] o]¥¥-X (negetive binomial distribution) & X o4 E ¥ 7wl E3(a gamma
mixture of Poisson)e|tt. @ &go] P, AdgEo] | — P Q wika] A|BL =Yooz
WE ARG o N ¥ 3& 718 w71 Sdslor & A S50 $ERTT o= G2
Zq.

B2l 1. 8895 X7} g FEYEULE S o 24} N, P ¥o] o|3E X

(negative binomial distribution)& o] #t}xm wsln], X ~ NB(N, (1-P)/P)= 7]

.

N+z-1
N -1

Pr(X::v):( )PN(l—P)f, T=0,1,---.



EolEL2HE ¥ o]RE X2 o)) AT AP EATY &3

F9| o] E NN B3l mhets E443 B FAE H3AL 5 A F e > 0,
m > 0 o} thsff X ~ NB(l/c, cm) o] &E¥ X9 gL m, £4& m(l + om) 2
2 B4R BR olAgs Ferl A =R X ~ NB(m/c, ¢)d W BF L m, B4+
m(c+ 1) 2 #4343 B Atel7t A AA7 Ao}, 4k B F Alol9] AAE A=
B243e X ~ NB(m* /e, em™ 1) &A ol & m, BAE m + om” & 5o E2
B Aol ojaYe Y MY BAE w5 s Ao

X7t Bz A LotFEEE o] 9 X ~ P(\)& E/[80). ¥olsEXAME B4ta
Fato]l &2 o HlE 919 Fo] o|PRFY AL c— 0 Y o AZEEN X ~ P(m)o]
& ¢ F vk 28 ER ARIHHo] XoldE¥oln Y rtde] o $¥d v YA
< 4ol B9 oA #d B X ~ NB(l/c, me)ol Hy:c=0W H,:c>0 2
EFE T UL, B4 B0 Ay AL B X ~ NB(m/c, ¢) oW Hy:c=0d
Hy:c>022 ¥& 4 At o471M ¢ = 0& 333 = (limiting argument) 24 ¢ — 0
< 9]v| ¥t

EolFEEANM FAE EAE 19700 FE] i3] thFolx R o|FEXE WY
2% X Xotd Wolol g3 ¥ FAZE] AMAHAG. Collings s+ Margolin(1985)& #
F7HEQ] oS EEE WHIT ZEES] YU E b H Aol A 7 URT E =7

A% olof mpe} Eotg 7HP e A& APV A FAZTE otdl9] R/l wtet A
24 A: 88 ¥4 (random sample)
BE ol d#l E(Y;) = m& U3} FEEIR Y, Y, Y,
2% B: €3 & #9431 A ¥ (regression through the origin)
EE AN A E(Y) = fom (@ G EF ¢ ¢4)8 BFss g8 Y,

}/27 T Yn

7% C: d¥uld ¥el (one-way layout)
j = 172""’”’1" 1= 1523"'ak ?'-_) u‘“ E()/z]) =m; & ﬂ'éé}l\f Z:'C=1 ni7H'°’] g‘%
WsE

3. AR SAT v

3-1. 53X geje] -9

FOlFEXZNY & X329 o|gdE AR XY AP 2039 Su 0 2 #2 7}
3 o) Hy& 7173= #4733 (variance test) o] Aot

D et 9 NS AU ) ¢

+ =
Y+ ’ n n

Sa1 =
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Fisher et al.(1922)e] 8] AAIR o] AAFAZE Fo o|PEXE dY/HEE 39
& o 25 me EXRFQ A0EE A olo] s F4 H72Y BERAA (locally
most powerful unbiased test)¥d& XAt me g & Aol AP0 £AA A
Aol sl HHHRPol HA £t Potthoff &+ Whittinghill(1969)2 mel g ¢ 7
F Sa2 =2V -2m+ )Y Y7 2 @& /M o Hyg 71438 o] 39 o3&
X8 Yy R e e F2 Y AA(locally most powerful test) & 2k
Moran(1970) & di@7Hdol ol ¥e] Udvta ERQ 2PN X9 JPD o Sy 0]
7123 A3 C(a) 2B ol H9 $5u](likelihood ratio) Wyel 713 AR} Yo
T3 AL B

¥olF 2o HHol FEXEY P b A9 71dige] €A L FH3E 3 Yool
A BE 19 glo] 19 B3 FolB2 tE FAZFHY FAA vz g FM g7
718 ot

3-2. PR SASH= 217 Fejel B9
3-2-1. WREAR

¥AE T3 A ¥ B¢
Bm(i=1,2,--- ,n)o2 BH¥H mE 7
CE AT U B 2 Fgolnt. o] ¥ Xothog e ogg AN A B4
A3 & AFHA YD AL A 7 Atk Rao(1952) & t&e Sp8 HA AR
A A o

AARANN AV Qx AAAY B(Y;) =
A gl wat o)) gai T Fol7E BT wlA|50]7]

~ (Y; — gim)? .Y, YV
Sa=2 "G 0 ML =% W
Potthoff 4 Whittinghill(1969)2 <] o|¥¥ 2 & Y72 3t m9 g& & o
Spr = Yi(Yi = 1) - 2m Y BiYi7k Z2 729 3 AAL BQ 2 AA ARG o] &3] 7
29 v 23t
Collings ¢+ Margolin(1985)& #4to] Bz9] o[A o Hejd vfo] B3t thg Ney-
man(1959)e] C(a) AR EAZl =4 AZY AFPE F= LA

~Yi-gm)? oY
T = _—, = — 2
P "B @
Dean3# Lawless(1989) = ti g 714 -& ¥-9] o] B XA RE 249 13} 3 & (moment)
3} 22 A Eo] FT EolF TRE X B2 A8l XoFEEERE S o]E e HAF
e BAF Dp & A (3)3 Zol e, o|A& mo] F¥UE Z o 2(2)9) Tt A



EoE RN EH Yo o|RRER S o] diY P EFATY Y

2 o g F%5(asymptotically equivalent) 3 2 394e ¢4 € + A}

Yy

Dp =3 (Y=g - %), A=

3)
‘F2Aoz BEU AP OIS $e NE O F BATIN KL 27 P 7o) I3kl
Y] Dot 2T Wels N2 Ag e oul B
gato] BFT U BA A& o Kim 3 Park(1992) & the 4 (4)8) Kpol 7128
Aol F4 H729 FAFolH mo] FRAE ol et $AR Kpt BAR Sp+n} A2
Aoz FEWE BT

Yy
B+

Y, - pgim)?: - Y,
KBIZ( ﬂm)

— m =
Bim ’

(4)

ol AF(1991) = B2 £ FA] A ¢ > 0, 7o) thdfl 02 = p+cp” A YA
Q Folsel TULITE YY/MUE S8 o TS RIS HEY ojge AT 5 Y= 4
(5) $AF Lp & fa2 7o) (efficient score) & Al43lo] S8t 18 E2g Xold &
FEX B Wi Fo) JPEEE YA/MME SNE W LpE AFEATE AR 5
Act.

~ ) m = ™ Pi = = )
i " B+ B+ (5)

Cox ¢ Hinkley(1974,pp.113-121)% f&E2F07t c = 0 ¢ o AAY ¥4 (power
function) ] 71&71& Fi3 A17]7] W&o FALF B £ FAZFELS F4 A2Y
B3 7 7A (locally most powerful unbiased test)o] it 3t}

AS Bell dis) A F7A] #3tedF AR FARL 3A S, T8 LgE YE Ut 2
% Spst T8 vt A3, Kim3 Park(1992)-& th@714dQ) 29 o| & oA B3 &
bl FzIF GE A A9 Y A 2Y Aol dHAE RS WG =3 4 (5) EAF L
of r =1& tYsA A (1)) $AF Spt §dsta, r=201F 4 (2)9) $AZ T &
A3 At 2H 28 Lpy Spst TpE EAlol ¥ AR EAZTAE 944 & + Aok

PI7U(Y; — Bim)? Y. Bi
LB:Z i ( ﬂ ) +

3-2-2. A AFIHFE B oigrE 5

1
?‘}_-o“}«]E ﬁ&%}-ﬁ%ol BQ] 73’?"0“ th }/27 Y Yn"l'_f MR %?dqi Y; ~ NB(Z(ﬂim)}-T,
c(Bim) 1) & olFel E(Yi) = Bm olx Var(Yi) = Bm[l + ¢(Bm)"!] 7k 9%
tHi=1,2,---,n). 6 = p+cp ol BYs= ol8j T B3oA m — oo o] ¢ — 0 9]
A em™ ! — 1t > 09 A4)d | Collings & Margolin(1985, p.416) A g thgo] 4Y
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L GA & 5 A
B Yi - 3m
Vv Bm{l + c(Bm) -1}
9 E ZAYQ B X E o] B g olu i},
2] oFY 2] (weak law of large numbers) el 98] meo] # Ao u}a} Y:/(Bim) =1+

op(1)ol22 Lpe &9 B 13} go] 5P 22 A 8¥3(independent standard
normal r.v.) 9] o[x4 del 2 &&49 (convergence in probability) $ct.

82 1.

PIU(Y; — Bim)?

br = i = Z'UZ + 0,(1),
B
l\‘:}-’ Pi=—
By
VP =(/P,\Py-- /P
Z= (%%, Zn)

= D(VW)(I - /P\/P)D(P ") (I - /P/P)D(v/W,)
D(a;) = diag(ay,- -, a,)
Wi=1+ tﬂ:_l

~

278, m — ool u}i} % =1+ o0,(l)0olER ‘£>’7]- X ¢ (convergence in distri-
bution) & ol @ wl &227](Slutsky) <] Fejo] &) thgo] 4 ect.
PI=YY; — Bim)? £ PI=Y(Y: — Bim)?
Bim Bm
= V1+t87'Z;& 2@ m — o0, ¢ — 00l em™! = ¢ + 0p(1)Y o
L+ ¢(Bim)=1Z; 4 op(1)°] 2 Thgo] HYBc}.

VPTI(Yi-8im) _ VPTU(Yi-Bm) /PG — Bim)

ﬂim B /Bim V/Bz
_ g VP B B Bum
VR s T e el

= Pz - IZ Zi/Pi) + 0(1)

k=1
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28d 27 = D(\/1+t8] " )Zolng 4] g 98 5 Ut

s = Y ()Z._ B | o(1)
{D(y/ P/ (A= /PV/P)Z Y {D( \/Pr "WI- VPVP)Z} + 0,(1)
Z'D(v/W)(I - /PVP)D(P™) \/E\/E)D(\/W.-)Z+0p(1)

= Z'UZ + 0,(1)

Bishop, Feinberg $} Holland (1975, p.473) o} o8} 2] 19 $AZL L 2 (6)&
3.
Zuzi 5 Zcp,x (1) (6)
ﬁv {‘P}? igg U’] IR,
Xi(l)-g- 1=1,---,nol 3 Soln FLT ARFE 1< ol AF
¥XE 2 ‘}'3‘?‘;-’?'-

a¥BE m — oo, c— 0oL em™ =t +0,(1)Q W tho] 4Pt

LB I-_j: E‘P: l

&, {pi}? 1‘_°§§U«131 2,

LB ;C; ZSOOz t

T&a {9901}1 1< *22 U|C_02]

3-2-3. A AR -B8(asymptotic relative efficiency)

EAF Bl AT FAF A AED F2H FNEEE eyp T W S A 2AHEXE
o] 83t FAZF Lp, Spst Tprtels A2H B A &L T3

B9 2.

R [(E P - P)P/(n—1)
BiLlB [Z Pizr_z(l _ R)]z/[z Pi2r—2 — 22 Pfr—l + (Zpir)z}
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o (S Pr(1 = PRI PR + 3 P2 =250 P
e R RI PP 2L P 4 (TP
o [P = P)P/(n = 1)
e T IR RP(C P+ LR -2 P

ZB. {p}im ¥ Xi(1)7} & A9} 2PEL VEY G 3L F Ao AP},

Z?:l E(|@1X2(1)|4) _ ?:1 10599;‘ =0 (1)

Var?(307, 0 Xi(1)) (T, 297)? — F
a2z Lo ZAEAZFY > o Xi(1)E 2ot 27 (Lyapounov condition)& Tt
&3ty Hod H, otdlolA] AFEEE o] &3 ir(A)= ¥4 A9 432y g 9n
oS o =tr(U), S} =tr(U?) 9L o183t H, oteiolr Lgs] B Hy ofefol
A L9 #4+& 7319 thg 3 2ot

En(Lp) =Y {PI7' = PIH{1+ c(mpB) ™"}
0
5o LHa(Lp) = > (mB) TP - P}

Varg,(Lg) = 2{2 pr-2 _ 22 pr-1 (Z PT)Z}

Zegyor Spot Tp $AF9 B33 #4L 78 £ 2 HET] A2 YUig =
2)(Kendall# Stuart(1979, Vol.2 p.284)) el tigd3sle] ¢19 A 2&L 73t

AZIM r = 19 €Sg|lLg — 1 o]z r =209 €TgiLg = 19 4944 & 5 Ut =3
Kim# Park(1992)2 r = 0.59 o ery s, < 1€ 28PN o =p + c /L8 D&
T ¥ oBEXE UY/MEE S W] AP EAZSEE St T B0 $58E B3
. BAZ Spst Lpe] viZe 499 ro] s g FEE FEREN Lprt Spro
A3 Yol HolFe FE A

@?‘/]3. eSB]LBS]-a ‘E}P1=P2:~--:Pn%l“ﬂ%:§:’s“'ﬁ-
278, 88 95 Xl g E*(X) < E(X?)el2g

(PN = PP/ (n - 1)
(P = PP/ P =2 P+ (P

€SplLe



EotFoRFE F9 o|PRERY ojge] T AP EAZT &

1
S R B L PT 2y PF O (5 P

_ TP - (E Ry
> P01 - )

o,

G895 Y Pr(Y = PI7Y) = P(Ri=1,---,n)& BHVGD 2. 2D B4
EXY) < E(Y?)olzg (3 P2 <Y Prrt o] 49es aeog espiLy < 101

3-2-4. 22}A1¥(simulation)

el =AM BAF Lp, Sp Tpe A2 BHALELE A2 X 7|28 Aol
HHANA o2 T HZ o] o] dvh} HEE 5 JEAE FHAs] flMA = 2UP] 27
At

e B EH(Fortran Subroutine) ¢l IMSL(International Mathematical and Sta-
tistical Library)& o] &3le] n = 109 Z-$9 R3S A2y o2 10001 =HE
ol3le] U SR H.

r=0.5,1.0,2.0,3.0¢ W9 24P A7} & 1-4 o] Y& o

1l r=05¢ v 29 4P AAR

2449
C Lg Sg Ts
0.0 | 0.048 0.058 0.045
0.5| 0.091 0.073 0.059
1.0 | 0.122 0.116 0.076
2.0| 0.166 0.140 0.099
3.0 0.219 0.205 0.125
401 0.295 0.279 0.170
551 0.393 0.390 0.225
7.0 0.483 0477 0.271

10.0 | 0.58 0.612 0.359

3 =(0.1,0.2,0.4,0.5,0.5,1.0,1.5,1.5,2.0,2.4), m = 100.
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£2 r=10Y 9 2o} 4Y A%

739

C Lg =Sg Tp

0.0 0.043 0.038
0.1 0.094 0.080
0.2 0.122 0.095
0.3 0.181 0.137
0.5 0.240 0.203
0.7 0.381 0.271
1.0 0.463 0.335
1.3 0.602 0.471
1.7 0.728 0.581
2.2 0.804 0.688

B =(0.1,0.2,0.4,0.5,0.5,1.0,1.5,1.5,2.0,2.4), m = 100.

B3 r=204d 4 29 4y ZAH

4739
C Lp=Tg SB
0.000 0.051 0.052
0.001 0.095 0.083
0.002 0.145 0.113
0.003 0.187 0.166
0.005 0.290 0.248
0.008 0.414 0.390
0.011 0.501 0.484
0.015 0.642 0.601
0.019 0.697 0.691
0.023 0.775 0.759
0.028 0.818 0.823

B =(0.1,0.2,0.4,0.5,0.5,1.0,1.5,1.5,2.0,2.4), m = 100.



ZolFoRHE Hof o]FRE29 ofge) ¥ HBEAYY &

E4 r=30d v 2] 4Y AN

739
C Lp SB Ts

0.000000 | 0.046 0.050 0.046
0.000005 { 0.084 0.069 0.082
0.000010 { 0.138 0.109 0.136
0.000015 | 0.178 0.126 0.175
0.000025 | 0.241 0.189 0.242
0.000035 | 0.340 0.268 0.339
0.000050 | 0.437 0.357 0.456
0.000065 | 0.495 0.431 0.497
0.000080 | 0.558 0.518 0.591
0.000100 | 0.630 0.589 0.653
0.000120 | 0.693 0.659 0.715
0.000140 | 0.726 0.702 0.753

g =1(0.1,0.2,0.4,0.5,0.5,1.0,1.5,1.5,2.0,2.4), m = 100.

B2 FA=r =149 FAF Lp7t TpEG Y 7342 B3 r=24d "¢ Lp
7t SpRT 4% FAZALE B FL A% r 22 4 ¥ Tt SpRth 4383 Lpe
c7b0 7t7te] Q& o TpRY t4 2 ABYE Xz er c7t & Y e Tpite
Td AR Yol WA At Sp Xoe S4B AAE ol Utk r < 1 WE $AF L7t
Spt TpEth $58& & 4 ok 28R Lpe #4439 B39 720} A@églol Sp Bth
T2 A3AL A, Tpolle LT U2 A48 & AE FALE & 5 At

AN EAZ Lpe Spst Tp & 9B} $AF22M Spot Tl HA Aol A&HA @&
Tr# 13 r£29 3¢ 3 ro] &A A ot dFFe FUA YFoMz AP
AR $AZo 82 A2 A& 5 Ak

3-3. 49 vild Bele] B+
3-3-1. ABSAF

Zztel At ng, -, kY Y8 AREY dLRIREH AN Gart(1983) =
Se = SR S Yy - Vi)YV 8 AR8ARe e AT (V) h, o 59
) Q9 W Vel ABAM Y, X NB(1/c, mic) (=1, . i=1,- k)olz 2
A7rAdel Hy:c=0d H, : ¢ >0 Y o Collingss} Margolin(1985)2 t}& 4 (7)°]
olbo2RE 2o o|FELT O oY A T4 WY W AU Ut
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k n ~ k n n -

1 D gy (Y —my)? o Y o LY

TC — Zz_—l J_i?i J ) ‘ 7/7\1 — z:z_lZ T]L_l J — },++‘ Tfﬁi — ZJ—";l J
(7)
Kim# Park(1992)& Y,JIEJdNB(mZ/c c)(j=1,---,n, t=1,---,k)olz AR}

Mol Ho:c=0h Hy:c> 09 o ©b& 4] (3) 9 ghol 2R Hp & 7] Z43ke Aol AZFHL
2 2233 A3Y Cla) 3L E ¥4

><

I I L ®

n:
=1 j=1 '

_‘li’-]];-“ ]{C = SC - Zk 1Tl,°]___i ]{C = ch} %—]17_&,05 % 5‘]']:}\_ Aa '/;: gl
oh E% RAE e HA T 2 AN FYLD 29 o] PR TN EA
3 B3t Atolel Fx7t dEtiel whet A9 F H Y HAY ol IV

oA (1991) e B B BAMN ot =p+cep” (Fe>0) 9 e Fopgo
EHEEE dP/MEE & v T EEIRVEY o|EE AT Rl‘—‘\: 2] (9)9 A2
Lo & fax3o0](efficient score) & AFE38t] S35ttt o] EAFL o] o]FETE o
H7ME R 33& do] ABFATEE A1 & At
_ mi (Y —m)? L Yy
LC_ZZ =1 » M= Zni (9)

ol ¥AF Lot 718 BFRY EAF Sc T04 AdPIAE 4A & 5 A

3-3-2. AR ANV £ Ay B

E(K]) =m;, (2 = 13" . ,ka ] = 1"”3”2’)0]:’—5 02 = #+cﬂrola}“‘i— axﬂ O}Eﬂoﬂ/q ?:]
Qo) tof] 3t m; — coolLc — 0 o]HA cm:-_1 — t; 9 # Collings 9} Margolin(1985)
of 93 o} 4] (10)o] A} o2 ¥ YT

Zij:i’_’f_‘__ ~  N(0,1) (10)
m;(1+¢;)

m; — cogdol Wt m;/m; =1+ 0,(1)012 %8, Leo ZAMREEE 7338 % Fe 49
Z.
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FohFo2RE o o|FEERS ojge] U AFEATY &Y

] 4.
Ar 2 }/1 _ 772 )2
Le Z mr] 1
1
Z ~L,11)Z; + 0,(1)

) A+ ) ZUTL —
\"_}’,Z —(le,Z,g,"' Zin )/
Ii ‘ng X nz’] ‘81“:‘%2

li:(]-al"'

3)[ ) M

) 1),1xn,'

k).

F78. m; — codel et -t =1 4 o,(1)0] 22 tho] HYVTHi = 1
nt;
ng - RY
) [ - }+op(1>

e P [ (T = ] o [ (Y = )
a8d, Z; = (Za, Zia, -+, Zin,)' 2 ™ el 19 3934 22 wyYes tge A4 L
T At
(Yu m;) _ T L i '
Z i1+ ) —Zi(Iz nilili)Zi
T 2t 7t M B %Eq_"_i
R L _ Yz
Le = Y (Z) 04 1)ZHL = —11DZ, +0,(1)
ol
Bishop, Fienberg 9} Holand(1975,p.473) <} o) ok 4] (11)& @& $ U}
’ ._L ’ £ = Y.
ZiL- 1102, = Z”‘X'(” (11)
. 1
2 {n}ise Li- 11.1_1)91 XL
a8 (I - —I—_LL) A ol v 2 F(idempotent) Q! BHPolx ¢4 (order) = (n; — 1)
ol 4 (12)% g + et
(12)

1
Zi(L~ - L1)Z 5 X(ni—1)
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o) & ol &3t H, % Ho ctelolNs] 2AHEEE Tasich

Lo Y (EVTUAX (-1 (13)
L 777,, r—1v
2 Z( =) X(n; = 1) (14)

3-3-3. A AN A -8(asymptotic relative efficiency)

WEEYL o So, Te} Lo 2&48E vy S8 534 o] JER] 323 4
A&E A

e} 5.
N ST U ) WL
e Smi ¥ (ni 1)
e~ il DY Sl -
citc Em?r—z(ni—l)
_ A m T (- 1)}/ (n — k)
€SclTe =

SO e D DL

ZF38. m; > oo QW m;/m; =1+0,(1)°12% 4 (13)3 (14)9 H, 3 Ho oteoAA
o) Lo ZAFEAZE A 29 vl = gotFE X 27 (Lyapounov condition)& ¥
&3z AFEEE AT ¢ AT =T Lo o SAHEAZTE o] 83t H, otolA L9
B3 Hy ool Le 9 #44v& #3194 &3 Ao

B,(Lo) = 3 ()7 (1 + em ™), — 1)

a m2r—2

50 EnalLe) = >, mi, T(ni—1)
VarHO(LC = QZ( )2r _ )

e Byer Scot To $A%S B9 24& 7Y & I =T J23 AdAE 7
2)(Kendall# Stuart(1979, Vol.2 p.284))l thd e} §19 A A &L T3

Lo Scst Tc & BA 43 A3 EAZ]7] el r = 1019 e5 L, = 1ol
r=20q er . =1 Y& ‘ﬂﬂ' &4 4 1k, =3 Kim#} Park (1992)& r = 0.5 o
erclse < 1& FRR2EN 0% =4 +C\/— g UIEsE 2o o]BEEE YR RS
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e AREABLRE So7t To R0 o $4%8 ¥l $AF Scst Lo vas U9
) roll te) thes Hel@ SEBo2d Lovt South AB o] FHojde 2T

7§E]6. eSc|LCS11 ‘&m1:m2:--~:mnguﬂ%.‘§l’§"d-

258, A (i =1,--- k)l A t; = (n; —1)/(n—k) & 82 23W ¢; > 0ol
ot =00lth o|ABEWUSE X7t my, -, mi o] %& AY 5 A2 BB Z2t ¢y, ¢
A esciLe = EXXT)/E(X¥2)olth. 28 999 nel th# EX(X") < E(X?)0]
AH3}ER €Sc|L¢ <1 o]t}

3-3-4. B2JAY
2JAUYE F3lo] dY¥uld e AT EAMY AR YL w23t B B3 7

Zol=p+cp” AN r=05,1.0,20, 3.0 @ woll 3] RJUYL 32 I X 5-8L
Nt

E5 r=05dv9 2o 4Y AAF

2739

C Lg SB T
0.0 | 0.053 0.055 0.051
0.3 0.084 0.077 0.062
0.6 0.113 0.108 0.079
0.9 0.157 0.122 0.087
1.2 | 0.221 0.187 0.087
1.8 0.307 0.289 0.124
24| 0383 0371 0.180
3.0 0.485 0.467 0.189
3.6 | 0591 0.562 0.232
4.5 0.655 0.628 0.294
54| 0.735 0.725 0.366

n = (10,10), m = (10,100)
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6. r=10% e 2o 4P dA%

4739

C Lo = 5¢ Te
0.0 0.050 0.067
0.08 0.099 0.089
0.16 0.115 0.095
0.24 0.188 0.136
0.32 0.235 0.183
0.48 0.367 0.293
0.64 0.482 0.353
0.80 0.572 0.422
1.04 0.707 0.562
1.28 0.804 0.645

n = (10,10), m = (10,100)

E7.r=209de 29 A% AR

A3Y
C Lc = TC SC

0.000 | 0.051 0.054
0.001 | 0.078 0.066
0.002 | 0.120 0.087
0.003 | 0.153 0.124
0.004 | 0.225 0.164
0.006 | 0.312 0.251
0.008 | 0.422 0.345
0.010 | 0.519 0.423
0.013 | 0.616 0.560
0.016 | 0.684 0.595
0.019 0.800 0.743

n = (10,10), m = (10, 100)
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ES. r=309 9 29 4y AR

A9
C Le Se Te

0.00000 | 0.052 0.048 0.056
0.00001 | 0.085 0.065 0.086
0.00002 | 0.098 0.082 0.097
0.00003 | 0.159 0.128 0.166
0.00004 | 0.201 0.141 0.206
0.00006 | 0.288 0.235 0.296
0.00008 | 0.421 0.315 0.422
0.00010 | 0.474 0.356 0.473
0.00012 ; 0.578 0.455 0.583
0.00015 | 0.664 0.551 0.665
0.00018 | 0.723 0.621 0.717
0.00022 | 0.812 0.696 0.813

n = (10,10), m = (10, 100)

€ Y e b BYYoe dold GEAY WAL FHH= A Fehy A
3 2e A% U So, To% Lo@ MANE W $AR S To= $A29 AA40]
A LS ritel ot $481% s, AA Y] WolYE Sk TG BAS Lot 1o
Zol ABQlol, & B3k B4 Alole] 2z ABglo] AR Y] S5k

4. d&

BAFLE #AF Bl of = p+ o & RFEE= Tolpe TYR T YYsiae o
A& W EFFEEZFEY o]Ee AN = YEE R Aot ol EHUEX 3 Y
Y F-o] oJ}EERS ojdg HA: FAZES iR A L& BAY B 7o
A gkl BEQlol $% Ad L w3

ET HEN] HIA FHEEL MR e, <1 Y& FF8o LEAD 84 S5
AZRG ¢EE St

LEAZHR TEAZTE JET AZA FHELE T3 vlasle] &4 Lo] TR S5
¥E AT ZHUAT o1 712 & Y3t B A} eq, < 19 AHE SA} 1
o2 Ao g eq, <1 o] ¥YWE FF8E 20 ¥ A2t st
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On the Extension of Test Statistics
for Detecting Negative Binomial Departures

from the Poisson Assumption

Sunho Lee?

ABSTRACT

Collings and Margolin(1985) developed a locally most powerful unbiased
test for detecting a negative binomial departure from a Poisson model, when
the variance was a quadratic function of the mean. Kim and Park(1992)
obtained a locally optimal test, when the variance was a linear function of
the mean. Kim and Park showed that different mean-variance structures of a
negative binomial derived different optimal test.

These results are unified and extended by Lee(1991). Lee develops a locally
most powerful unbiased test for detecting overdispersion in the Poisson model
against a mixture of Poisson with the general mean-variance structure, 6% =
p+epl.

Superiority of Lee’s test is shown by the comparison of Pitman’s asymp-
totic relative efficiencies and Monte Carlo simulation studies.

KEYWORDS: Poisson mixture models, overdispersion in Poisson models,
mean-variance structures of negative binomial model, hyper Poisson variation.
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