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1.A &
$-g Uetel 22L& FEFEY Ik ANS AFS UIT EHL AT e AA A=z
F&etoor ok Fde $u vt FEFHEFFC] AFY ALF T 22 F40 Ws &
7 AFESoIRenR FEUNTIIE ofd B3S AT dEvted did EAE HAzsA
djof & ol f7t QAATh W) 25 ayn FF syyert £EEA 2 F8 AF2 29 F
Horol z+E E2A717)19 AAAE 53 2 Ao olEL A E4FHAAE AF] #Al o
@] g AFe] 2 Aolth oyM AL ©Ed 2R Flo #E FFIET FART
oldegl 2 AY FHle AMHQY Aol &AE T3 2L FHHA ¥ EHEE EFstool
& Rolth. wetr] oleigt AF digk AFHH(after srevice) F, FF FEHESL BIUIE
T AEe Az #3 AFE 5HT AIHAA T F HAY Aorted 8AvrE T
Ged 282 ndss 38 5 A, #3716 ey 8587 2k A e mHsha
B2oh o 21s Xdete 2@ fdo] avdY
olg{d Ry Mg s B =EoAde 71Ed FEH

L] ™ A AH(partially accelerated
life testing; PALT)IAM A}&5o] & 28L& Wdste AT E Z3e #3349 2988 7
etk Sod, PALTOl @3 ¢ 2% DeGrootst AFBER 7175}
PALTE wlo] =3 (Bayesian)ql 1 &AM #HI 3o = o] FAH 3 = Ao
w3 2732 2 xstYoh Bai®t Chung(1992)& FHEEE AFEXE 7143
a7k A Ao st AAzHeMe nAEN A2 a8 3 7HE A A accelerated factor)oll
3 A=A Fatu A APALSE A= A& ARLst ai 5(1993)2 +H¥
E7F HFEATFEED Al2Eg PALTO FSI8 4 T A& AL
uk3) 2(1995), 1| = = 2} Zboll o 3
PALTY 7 AZ #3 Z7E LRSI ofF ZF7F Al
= sl 24 & spEaxute ngste] A Fe AHEEAE S YElE R FEIY & A7
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N e Axdel FFe vlNE FAHA G4F $7e) JFE TFANE &9 frailty 2o
g3k EdE PALT Z¥ol| Z&3stanxt v} frailty 282 Vaupel 5(1979)°] 3] Aoz A
[ =R

AJen, 2582 43T AEEFAAM MUY o &4 (heterogeneity)& 2B &7 Adl frailty®
e =LA olF2 o8 ol B qAEd i dFHANeH, A o] & ol

£ Lee®}t Klein(1986, 1988, 1989), Lindley$} Singpurwalla(1986), Nayak(1987), Bandyopadhyay £}
Basu(1990), Gupta®t Gupta(1990), Whitmore2} Lee(1991), o)A & S(1996)o] &3k v} gk,

B =RoMeE AoiRY¥E 34338 Jehde B¥2 JMAsSY 3453 E 183 Syal
o BYS APtz gk 2-AAME o] =EdA AMEEHE Zze 7|20, AARA, a28n
289 EAE 7lgsta, 3-dAME Z}E%@‘J}ﬂ—‘ Tt HA AAAYGETAE EeiH, 4H
Ae Edgd 93 Ao AEE EUYE ANdd EYo o JHR] S n@eaz

Nl

2. ¥9AARY

2.1 7159 A9
#RERE 1T FEHA —74“* 74]2]4 VEHAHL g 2L Vg2 gddd

Hoe t BAZANN LU e Alzde &
r o AE AT

ty P AFAZRAGA nAG A2g F A A2de £9 (j=1, 2, -, 7,
fom - BAZANN 2AG 2" F A Azde] F9 (m=1, 2, =, #n,
¢ BAZANAN AA BUPHE TREIH S

% AYAZANA PAe FUAHE BRI (- @)

A AYAZRANNY nFE

k, o ZoiR¥e B4

22 718 714
RA4EHE 123 FHHEA Y 2¥E Aty &) dga go] A g
A 1] A2 48 e 4 Alade £3e S o

(71 21 dd4=deA Aol T4

(7}A 3] 83 x
(714 4] gA4 =2
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kla—1 _ —zla

_ Z e
f(z) = F( k/a)ak/” (22)
2.3 HAAF #A
AFE A2 FoA 5 g Alx"e AdAdqAM AAstR, YA ne 9

24 289 A4

Aty on FHAREA oA FH(HSE oz dad
7R ] Azhe] g #ol A (variability) & Theel F bXE 49
Aol RAoezA oy YP@FF(hazard function)o] o3 H3

. OE stde B8Ry

(random effects)oll <& A=At o)of. A7k Wedd ozt FEEHRE zestes EFol
frailty Rdolth. o7l &5 axwd Jehls G887t frailtyolth frailtys nEste 2o
AWl Aol sl Mol 9L vxx, o ER] ASdw o8 e Hgd FEHe
2 nefsrs YW J2s) e

2 9SS oxA g A" 4y L F ¥l A frailtys Al2=H }
o] & A (heterogeneity) &, #&5E7Hs3 #3398 Jeldy, o8 3§ frailty s Al2¥ $£959 7
A gk(baseline value)& FE A2 AAAFIAY F7HAH & AT

o] mREAE A FHYRIE AFRIZ NAsRenz AFHEAANA HAtd FiE=

Nede) s3e g go) dojrt

S/t = exp[ — At (2.3)
w717 2 834 (baseline cumulative hazard function)® ©&3 #Zt}
H,(t) = At (2.4)
frailty 282 A2ele] o] &9 A(25)F BFHEE frailty Z7F v 3 ¥ PS5 L&
g b AT Uk
P(T>t|Z=2] = expl —zAt] (2.5)
T Ao Q9Ee F7 o]e Alxwle] o] JFE Wi BE Qe wid] A E
2 383 z2asA HAbd FQEE Ay SEEEXE ARE F3IE o FAEARE Ug
Wiz Z9 #EL #Fo) ¥rlsstez Zo d& 71d@ae AgdezH oL Zo] vERdE
At

S =E;[ exp(—ZAt)]

=LP,[ At] (2.6)



A71A LP,v 3433 E Uetlls Z9 Laplace ¥ &ojr,

BRE} ZE AvHEEE n2E A0E JMYsEd, BreEEs Ug FAEA o8 8
o] AlgEo] gon A HoyH uiFd olF THIHUT I ok FHEFAE Jehde=
+X 2+ positive stable &3
£5 5 gt} olgd Ao R

749 A B X (inverse Gaussian dlStHbuthH) o] Zol 9
B 2(26)& o o) “01]1‘4
Sty =11+ Aat] ~ 2.7
AQRDANA @7t 022 FEE w 1 AdE gy 2o,
. T —kla
lir%Se( D = I‘Lrpo[ 1+ Aat]

= exp[ — kA#] (2.8)

o AMERE ¢ & Ut us o) FolM HHH BuRES WiHe| kolx, BAol akolZz
=z
SYstd 2 =EoM Y 2o 71Ee PALT 283 98 ¢ & o

3. 2o 2R3 ANFREI L AH

of ML Rgel TFA i) FAEASG 74 Aol FYHE B2 AL 2
s 2Ad dal neanA Bk 9 ANFHoZYH JofAE ARZEEH $EUS deg
2 78% e 2o

lnL=(nu+na)lnA+nalnk—ATu—(-§+1)—'zlln(1+/1atam)— ok | (4 red) (3.1)

4714 T, = z;tuj-l- nucrolth AGBDY Z Eao] i 14 Ao 2k score FAZFS F
f=

2o AAEFAEY, & 249 HALE2AZ A @, 283 EE AL, 2(A2), 281 2(A3)
o

02 ¥3 F3 p=
tgoz: A FRIJUSL AR TAd Fatd =9stna gk RIS 93 3 7)E
oZx H9RAF 19 TR, 09 HIRA, kY IR, 2Y3 o ] U dust B
A Zo] nadtt ojgid AR A HFH(information matrix) ZH-E dojx =4, o|& FAs e ¥
Av 72 249 22 HEEFY 29 JUg ez 5o AASATOlZREH A9 oF kY HEFAH I
W 24 B4, TRAYAS FaE oL 2o
AsVar(l) = —&
s a = prem——
¢P,

P. ]
n¢(PaP1_P%) nEPu

AsVara) = o°
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AsVar(h) = ¥ nl;“(;f;l-_zﬁg) + né 3

AsCou( A, @) = —n—%ﬁ?—u

AsCou(R, k) = — n%ﬁl;’u

AsCov(a, k) = —ak nda(?:Pl]izP%) + n%Pu (3.2)
E¢ A% o k9 ATEA 0T G Y2RUL 083 ol elAnh

GeAsVar(3, o, B) = ——— AR (3.3)

7 $(nd)2P(P,P,— Py)*
AsVarla) & A2 97 e Hd 2agu g 4.8 787 g8 °A AsVar(e) ol ¢
o ek 1, 2% WEFY V) V)& Fu5a then 2o

V,=—-A¢ *+B(1— ¢ ¢
V) =246+ 2B(1 — ¢)7° (3.4)

A7\ A= o*P,/{n(P,P,— P)}olx, B=ca*/(nPelth 2@B4A V, & 08¢ A=

AsVar{a) e ¢9 BE2FF(convex funtion)olth E& ¢7k 0ol FHZE o V& —oco9 g
2 MA@, ¢7 1ol $BE dole +oodf e Zeth BHA V) =08 BF}E dHe £
sto), g3} o) oA

VA

¢ = VA + VB (3.5)

olg} A e WMoz AsVarBE Ha7t HA ste 3% FEIIHE 4,5 FIE o
2,

¢ = \/—_C—.\/’E\/T) (3.6)
A71M C= FA(P, + P, — 2P) /{n(P,P,— P)}ol51, D= k[ (nP)oltt. AsVar(NE Hx7}
A s A TRAGUE $iE 0otk ole EE A2we A¥uxAeAY FAste e
quEnz AsVard)es HA71Few A@slx 2tk GedsVar(d, 2, BHE H27t 94 =
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4. o A

B Ao NE AsVarl(a)s AsVark) & Fxsete HHZEIPu &9 Wasts G4 S 2
s Bux ok WA Az nAEFA=0.01, FELGANL =10, a=1.0, 23y
k=3.022 3o P,o} P,o W] w2 HAATRIIH S @' 4,9 Wi FALS B

2Bzt <HE 1>oAM He uteh Zo] P& AHANN F P,E FIAIE 4,9 ¢, T3 A

sti, P,& AAANZN F P, & FT7HAN7IHE & O 718l RS & & At ol Alado] 87
ZZAM 13dg g0 AASFE HAFHFEIIEELE Eol51, AFAFAqA g FFo)
ARSE ANZLEFINEo] Tk AL M BTk £F 4.9 4,8 vlad B o e S
o thall ¢ atol ¢r@ET Z Aoz Utk o474 )& gioli, 2= 4, on st
olAl ot & BF A @, 2B ko W wE 428 ¢, XS nFa] B <Y

M

1>, <2g 2>, 283 <2y 4>0A BE upg Zolr, A, kY ol FHRFE 4l SiE
Atk olskE 2 a@tel FTARTE ok PaE WW, 4 Tohse
Aol doe RAE <2¥ B>eEFEH & 5 ATk
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’ 0558 0527 0502 0481 0464 0448 0.434
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’ 058 0555 0530 0509 0491 0476 0462
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ABDERE A, o, 282 kY 12 AETFQ score TAZFS 3 o] Ao
dlnL _ nu+ UP: _ . 4 tam . nackT
oA = A To~(ath 2 [T Act,, 1+ dat (A1)
dinL _i S . _lg < tam nack . nacAkT
o= leln(HAatm) A2 +1)WZ1 et (e da) - i
(A2)
0 g’kL = ’Z - mgl In(1+ Aat,,) — ";C In(1+ Ae?) (A.3)
JZiE 7t myd Y 2% UEYSE 79 ¥ AudLe Fad ey 2o
[ 8*InL ] _ n ¢ P+ ngP
£[-2h, ] - . (A4)
r 2 _
gl -2 ln2L] _ %¢(Pa+1;1 2P) (A5)
] oa a
[ 9InL1_ ndP,
T ] kz (A6)
Ly né(P— Py
E[ ol ]— L (A7)
’InL ]l no P
E[— nl]_ 2 (A.8)
_mL)_ _ né(Pa— Py
E[ oL ] o (A.9)
o 71 A
P,=1—e7*°

k

P,=1- (1+/1afr)_”

k
(2e + B)(1 + AaD)?

P = {A +2e0)*— (1 — Py}

— k —(1 -
P, = (a+k)(1+/1ar){(l+AaT) (1 Pa)}

ol e},



