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Nelder9} Wedderburn (1972)0l] 9J3 =[]zl Yuksl 4 ¥ XY (GLM : generalized
linear models)& & AEA ] §H & A FAAAH T} Leest Nelder (1996)= Y¥rst 43
2 (GLM)ol Al A8 o] &< (linear predictor)o] <] ¥ X9} 22 HHFH I (random
effect) & 7ML & e A €3 XY 2 (HGLM)S M3kt 28 1.12 Scot-
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ag 119 AA g AR E dHE R0 R BEAF T ZAxpo dis] Uzt A7) B(first-
order autocorrelation)®] A& AR 3] FJ3RT. & EF, L 19 B+ ¢
2} A7V ABAF 24 e ¢ Fh(t-value)L 7.612 p Fk(p-value)©] 0.0002 2 vf§- f-9 3}t
et &4 FZFEHE v wely] daixe G e v S=rt 2vtn 713 871
BEohe dule] AR Y02 BESE N8R ojF o] EAgria 7H dta ¢
H A8E 24T a7t AT H & I (random effect)?] Fo] B S =& I RE A §
HZo] Brl%ebn, 270X A & (spatiel layout experiment) X} &2 ¥4 Aldle F4 117
Holof i}, B =FdxEe 17 1.1¢] X2 Leed} Nelder (1996)7F A Hgt chhA] gk
3} AP 2 (HGLM) S F §3lc] B] 259 o|dA & nE & AR EAN S A ey, 7 23
£ Besag et. al. (1995)°] vtE X A9l B L2 (MCMO)E o2 £A4% A9 vimaj
t}h. Lee® Nelder (1996)8] =Fox = B ZFINEo] 5P ZLd U o E& AA8IR
o} & =R E taAd gl A Rgo] AFANE Alold] FHe] EAY A= &
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2. 5% (MODEL)

Yiw (i=1,2,3,j=1,---,75,k=1,---,75)8 ¢9x T ju#A ER ke FAE
Ao] dojx & At Folg} ta 2 BEZE yiyn B 3Rk ol & BY, 28 119 F 1944
A AR EZ2 HFEF LY 1onE BEET. 2T Y = (Y1157, Y1 2030)s 1 Ya 1s(e)) B F
stz Yo #25%E y= Jehdrt. Beseg (1995)5°] EF5ET e} B 2| S EAE F
Aol :Eat7] ¢sle] AT e oA 28 & et kg A

Al Y~ N, 0I),
W =E{Y|v) =X+ Zv,

og7\M X, Z& Ztzt 293 F (model metices)O| 3L, B = (p1, 2, 43, 81, -+, Brs) WA we
A e 2HF, fre b EFY FFEAE VU, v=(v1 1, V170100
vs 75) A v;E A L jHA EF2 W SEE e B FE T (random effect) T

714 w(v|o2) € o2 ©] FARL 0, ]S =9 AHEXE HelH, nE ERY F59|
2, Y m E ol 2stE B2 AT g T Aduddh &, oLoA j(1 < j < 75)HA
EXL A8 BY, (v — um)?E jEA R oXste j - 13 j + 1A ERA
AR (v —vijo1)® + (vij — vije1)?0] B GHABLYL v =v;,5=1,---,75 2 L9
H 7} 2ot ARk A Eoa] 17 119 A EEZ olet 2L JHEPEFo g B
W Zxtel] A} A7 B EARTHE AL AT AAGARME B BE
o] AlZtZo] uta} o] FojX B2 2}7]3] A Y (autoregressive model) 5] HEE F 3lo
1}, Besag (1995, pp.19-23)5-0] | A & el o] 27 1.19] FTHIAHAEABAA & o] %
g Z29 ABAL (v — vij-1)? T Bo] FWFLIT FHIY] Bue FWFS EF 1

BAL  n(olo?) o< 0y "eap [~(26D) ™ Ly oot — vim)?],
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A (v — vij-1)? + (vij — vij1)2 22 ZE8te o] L Elgsivtn A} g &
AANA 7(v]o2)E GELETTF f(v;00) 2 T3 Zo] FEE 5 AT

£(v03) = (2m0?) "D 2eap [~ (207) v/ o],
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0 0 O 0  ...... -1 2 -1
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oli, 0 =02/2, b £ FolH v; =0(:=1,2,3) S+ 7} 3o} P BL Whittaker
(1993, pp.143-144)¢] EF-FEAP L o] AP H ol N3 Bz Fe Sl o3 dlolA ER
o] ¥jS- = 7tel HA H(partial correlation) #AE UeEliTh & s B4 o] 23 T2
M SE Aolole APAY A ZARAE, Unlx EXE Aol HPHA JBe
3L o] 28 FFRE FHAMT ABHA USE € F AU

Besag (1995)5 2 ¢to| @A Il o} € R4S th g AL- £ X (prior) & F7}3te] vtz
Al EHZZ(MCMCO)H Y E o] &3 wjo| Xt £ Al 3H T} A Leed} Nelder
(1996)7} A3 thetA Y3l AP nPoe L4 T AREXE 2 78R g2
GA I TS ol &5t £4& A8 & Ut

3. CIt| elbiol Me2y Mg

23 o] SA I 119 98] thAA] $-=(hierarchical likelihood) & <® hie th-&3} 2] 3 ¢
2.

h = I, 0% y) + (o v) (3.1)

= X8 Z0)(y— X8 Zv) - 228 2
= 202(9 XB—2Zv)(y—-XB— 2Zv) 3 log(27o®)

3 75

1 222
—'2';5[”3 2+ F a4+ Y Y (v —vio1)?] - - log(2mo?)
€ i=1 j=3

(W, o%ylv)e vt FOIRE 9 y 9o 24X 22228509 ((oLv)E v 2%
Fo|r}.
3.1. @55 P(FixeED EFFECT)Q} Bi2S T} (raNDOM EFFECT)(f CHEH =X

4] (3.1)°ll A AFE 24 (dispersion parameter) 029} 627} FOI RS ], B4 B9} HWEF
F}(random effect) v9] FA L A =4 hE FUZ & g vt 2 4] 9
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'x  xz | [ _[xw] (52)
Z’X 7'Z+uU| |v| Z’yJ '
o371 A
(2 -1 0 e 0 0 ¢
-1 2 1 eeeees 0 g 0
0_2 U1 0 0
U=;2‘ 0 u O , Ul = 74 x 74
‘10 0 w
0 ¢ 0 e -1 2 -1
[0 & 0 e 0 -1 1]

o] 1, 27142 Henderson (1975)9] E§41¥ 28 (mixed linear models) F73 413} A &
1=

3.2. AP RZ(DISPERSICN PARAMETER) Q) CHEF &

AERS 029 028 3 817] 9 8lod, Lees} Nelder (1996)7} A|etet £+ A & ook
Al +% (adjusted profile hierarchical likelihood) ¥4 by & A28l 20 o] & t}&-3} 2t}

hp = :T‘-Am:ﬁ,v:.a; (33)
o714 hp = h + §log[det(2mo?H1)] ©|

6211[]_[ 'X X’Z]

H=—-¢*E =
’ [aﬂav” 7’X 2ZZ+U|’

Bt ve A (3.2)8 TETE otk AT RS 0?9} 029 3 FE byt Fuivt Alste
SR 0ha/00% g, ; = 0% Oba/00% ;o = 02} 18 WS 2o =M Pojan).
old} Aot v vl MEAH A ThA] AIALE A gholth, 4] (3.3) L 2 RE AE RS g
2510] g4 (score function)E tHS-3 o] AAHCT]

Shy Oha

a9 . = Cv ) = Oa
002 |p=Bv=0 002 55—
o} 71 A
8hy 1 , 37 _ 1, [y 0H
G = =X 2= xp- 2+ 5 - (00T,

dhy 1 L& 11 1, (.., 0H
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999 +----- R LR EE T R REEEEEEE T e

Probability

001 -t e LR LT

-0'.5 0.0 nts
residual
a9 4.1 Ao g FFEERA 19

o)1, o] 23] %% 4] (score equations) & ¥ E-2Z &4 (Newton-Raphson method) 22
E F IR

24 o] GAL IINA ylvst ve] BEXIF BF FFEFBE, tdA =285 be ?:—i]'
1% 2.3 o) ] Henderson (1975)¢] A E349F dX|&tar, oA At FPP
& 39 o AELFTE S o 47 A S=FF T F E]"‘*"?‘6‘:’]5’4?so‘m‘ ZF(BLUP : Best
Linear Unbiased Predictor)o] Bt} 3, £3 8 &3 thdA =% hy& Patterson}
Thompson (1971)2] A| &%= (restricted likelincod) 9} A58& A2 8td 2 o, AX
B35 342 A3 S E(restricted maximum likelihood)F3 ©] ). R, T4
Ul HYRYL ylvo] £X 2 Yutsl AP R o|A ] A5 ZF(exponential family)S 7
Bea, ve oo BXE /MPSEE B doA ALE FEEL ] BX}ve] X
7} AFEE} old W= AHEE & Y.

4. B8 HAE

LeeS} Nelder (1996)= ThetAl Luwrsl AP 2Pl 239 A Fx(goodness-of-fit)l
e BV Eo 2 S 22 3 EH A (scaled deviance)E A AR 1,

D(y, i) = =2[l(, 0% ylv) — Uy, o2 yv)],

7] £AF D(y, )8 A-FEEZ n—trace(H'H) S AL AT A71H nE AR F S
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E51 % 39 ¢4
%9 | CRBD RevG RevU HGLM
1 55 56 56 56
2 56 35 35 35
3 35 72 31 31
4 14 31 55 55
5 72 55 72 72
6 31 a7 47 47
7 64 54 54 54
8 47 i8 38 38
9 38 38 18 18
10 5 40 40 40
11 34 26 14 26
12 54 14 26 5
13 4 52 5 14
14 13 57 57 62
15 52 5 62 57

CRBD: Completely Randomized Block Design

Rev@ : Reversible Gibbs with Gaussian pnor for fertility
RevU : Reversible Gibbs with uniform prior for fertility
HGLM : Hierarchical Generalized Linear Models

ola1, H* = (’Z‘)’ﬁ ’;j) ot 4 (3.1)¢] HAA SE U5 o] S5kl R L AYAE
o), H =W} D(y, i) = 75.790] 3 A E n—trace(H-1H*) & 75.780] Elo] 28 ¥4 2
of (lack-of-fit) 7} 122 € & AATh ¥ T 412 FAbe = yi— i, (6=1,2,---,225)°]
3t 77882 13 (normal probability plot)& UEbATh 21 oA ZatEe] A XM
el L2 Yok HTFEEE fEvtn A48
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8 X ag&'_a‘g (HGLM)d| & 33" EZEARE oA 1€95H 158ANAY +FF
EL 7158 Aot
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SR, A FAIERSF 02 g2 AJREEZE B ArlE XY ®g, A=00]2 o?, 0?2
g9 FLYIFAHEEZE G2 B & 2 3H T F 5.1004 RevGeE A AAR X/ 3
¥y o slEEAQ BEZ2(MCMC) Y $AZFA0la, RevUE A=08 W, F
EZ 70 BE¥7t R5ALHEE ¥ (vague prior)Q] Z-F-olth. F 5.1 oA dwtE AF
2383 ufI ZHQ B2 Z(MCMC)EHe] 15789 TUZ SFEZS oA AS S
At} o] 9} ZL v S xo o] AL nel T £ Y E(RevG, RevU, HGLM)] A1t} ¢
I (CRBD)dA 9] A#E vlw3dld, 1549 Wl Ae FFY TF B¢ olvel, &9
= 22 #ol7l S-S G F Utk ol & B0l 64% EFU A5 dAFAA € 191 A L,
o] S g 133 EAPPHEME 1559 W EXA 3. F, 64 EFL AA
$ZEFo] oldd] AP Fo] H| S5t A& o] BUd Ao 2 AZtdrt 189 FFL
olgte Wit 9] %2, PN E 1559 ol EXX EepA g, UnA WE EddA e
89l T o9z AAlZ e $HEZUH AP T o] ¥]K31R] Fol A& Fo] AUt B
At 89, oA dutsl AP Ry 22 FFEFHY ZIANA & E(vague prior) &
713 @ vtz Z A E2HZ2(MCMC)¥H 2 23 (RevU)7F A9 X et (10 A7HA] &
As X3}, vl A QA BB 2HHY RevUE F AR ESF o2, 029 AlAERXE £F
ZolEXE 71N, g duE ¥R F AXRFE v FFR I}
Fgche AL Atsld, 9o A Gwis MY Yol HYSEFHX 7 RIAIAE
¥ (vague prior) & 713 & wloj x| gt 3 2| o} 2ohe & g2z AMde] thaA ksl A
2PdME A4EE F dve S HAET

a3 5.1 oA dvsl APRPoM FFE 4 2 ERJ HSEE R A
ZElZ2(MCMC)HPH e Ao e A 18 Ao E T a0 mj$ FANS S 4
Atk A7NA xF WEFe de] RS Jev y& gL 4 ER9 v SR 3
#S Jeldth ¥ 513 39 5194 & F e AHE L vl EAQ EHZZ2(MCMC)Y
WEe] Ao} oA Ywtsl ¥ 2 (HGLM)Y 98 Ayt 2257 F3F ¥ &%
Bde] FHA A 2 £99 FAE HEe] 18-S BRAgFoe Aot way o
A I3l 43 23 3] Besag (1995)F ] A vl A Q] B ZAZ(MCMC) ol 2
¥ 2l o] F32Hg W (spatial correlation) & FE3] Z¢s] & & e REYE &+ Uk
B =50 A3 e SAS PROC IMLE o] &3l =2 e stgon, £49 &
FE Qe UAA slRZZH Q) L2 (MCMC)HEE o] vla] Alzto]l A A dHTK(
Lee®} Nelder (1996)°14] R. L. Smithws9}9] EE& FX). X3 i w3l 432
Y HGLM)d] o3 Wy vtz ZA|Q Be|Z2(MCMC)THoE ¥4 E o dste &
A 9] 12 4% (convergence)ol] th3t Tte] B & o] gl FH o] sirh
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Modelling Heterogeneity in Fertility for Analysis of
Variety Trials *

Seongchul Yun V) Weechang Xang? Youngjo Lee® Yong Bin Lim?*

ABSTRACT

In agricultural field experiments, the completely randomized block design is often used
for the analysis of variety trials. An important assumption is that every experimental unit
in each block has the same fertility. But, in most agricultural field experiments there often
exists a systematic heterogeneity in fersility among the experimental units. To account
for the heterogeneity, we propose to usz the hierarchical generalized linear models. We
compare our analysis of the data from Sccttish Agricultural Celleges list with that using
Markov chain Monte Carlo method.
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