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Edye 3 HEEA(MDA)NA o ALY &S Wol 2P H o2 A<t
8ttt o] Hlo|Z2WEH S Y| o FIFEITEEY Ha U A 534
AX ol 8% ZE Yo Ho]z2e-E& AAH Hlo| 2o Frdle A3
t}. ] ZE o] Z 8 Ql(default Bayes factor)2 SpiegelhalterS} Smith (1982)7}F N &g 7}
32 E gl o] g ¥ £ (imaginary training sample method) S Ab 3l Al =&t =3
Add wol 2B HHS N7 Fo] X d X9 JAF o] &3, 7 B F(EE W
)7} MDAC) 7|8l 718 288 gt 438 ‘3‘1 F7AMEE S (EE S
)9 A7 Fol M E =3l AT £ oA 2ol B AFHYIEL AAEE
234 9 (optimal subset selection method)® of1]E THA & ¥ (stepwise method )9
A Her|FEo 2 A18E F 3lon, Fa§F WEENAE ALgo] 7Hgsites FeA
FEo|Z o3 AHEHZ /MAE 712 T YIS EST 2 FRANE &
RE 715E AU U 248 S dA et AFHFEIAFAD AT DA F gy stel
A AGE SEE A Eo) 7 B8-S Btk

. NE

o} Z3E 54} (multiple discriminant anzlysis; MDA)S &3] 7} X0l gjole] mEg
AE olnl BolE Al Aol T Foly 2] F &S] EFse A 2R A F
EA713lth. MDA K7 BRSS Ty, --- Tk S T 9, Rencher( 995) LEREE
o 71 #E HAZ e EFAAe B3HE XE /M RECAE ths o 2AsteA
oo EfA17le A€ ERch

W(k)Pk(X) SW(Q)PQ(X)v k=1,--- 7K;k#g~ (1'1)

A71A, n(k)€ BHFHE 7L ol £ AAGEH, A(X )‘E' ;o $EL=5E YE
At Kim (1995, 1996)2] o2 A 75 hsﬂ A HAAe 53 e A FFotlA wolz A
2174 F9, RE EF T E TN LEF 9 ¥ (misclassification risk) < HA8A] 7€ A

o] BE AT
E3 g g AFedads 2% (F, o~ N, D), k=1,---,K) 4 (1L.1)L
e T k
(X, - %)’ I(X—ﬁ(XngXk))zzn%, ktg (1.2)

1) (100-715) M &A] 37 45 37} 26, T &t A g, w
2) (245-080) Z 1= A HA], A A w HFE ek, Rasy
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2 23 &7 X, X SE b, e R 09 BY 3 FE zhzh el

EFHQ MDAE F33}7] Hste £AAE 7T & ¢4 X9 AEU &
WAL Eo] MDA vl & 4FE Bt F B 7l mrt gAY ofF B2 isE
< BHo2RE AAANI e A7t asit. o]l S wd Mg AE 3, o] A
e AT SRVEEF B AN o] A Y $olzt MDA 2EFES
R3e ddx F88 ol iEdsAg Yo IA DA T HAREZIF A
€3 (optimal subset selection method)2.2 FE AT} 183 Axte F9) @) ¥4 A

ol Ao g A4do] AP E uAHU oY o] YHoZ = XEHE Ao Sy
IS Fobd & gle A3 o] McLachlan (1992)9]] 93] 4715t} ¥, MDA
HAAH LAY 71F0 2+ Wilks®] A $74%, Mabalanobis A 2] #] &, Evans9} Schwager
(1994)2] FF € wiol = # P9 Ato], 18] 31 Ganeshanomdam® Krzanowsk (1989)4l| 4] 3
o) ¥ 94 Q¥ F & (apparent error rate)°]y} 4 © ¥-F & (actual error rate)ol o]8] 73 =
€ LEF&o F2 AHEH2 .

Gl A GAE ML HYIEEL LEFEE AYstae EF A H did 2185
€ g A9 Eoly, AFAEEZT Adgo & Al4le] ERZ Q B {FE7]|F Qol& AT
® Ao] gl A% olth(Johnson?} Witchern (1992) FZ). B =R AL o] o] Fldid
N2 A HA7|ES AQstuz} gt Af2o] Aetd AH7|EL Alite] B
LEFES UAT F U Bole}, V&Y AEY 2 FHREANTL AUy ¢4 A
Wio FEHOE AEE e WHASF M7 ot o] V|EL A F AP
stoll A 71| BE R P Ee] 98 9-XH] (marginal likelihood ratio)Q #jo]= 8.91(Bayes
factor)ol] 98] FeJEth 2o I F A F IR RESd) g HBAA ALAH
&& ¥ ¥ (objective prior) 3o A X8 o] =291 Kass®} Raftery (1995)7F Q73 Hl
o]z 8919 el FA|7} WA & Ho| 1, Spigelhalters} Smith (1982)7F A ¢+et 7144
E o] Jd X 7)Y (imaginary training sample method)2.2 1 £ & A5l =& AY
2 WHUFAGIE S AG3c) 37 AgE wAES, MYy Feo] B0 & i3
oot A A wEdse] Wy Hrtd 9o @ AFFAF S A28k 4FoMe
o] 48 & 53 Aotd W JeErIEY #84 S Holx, ofo] i3 Hrt L AEH
% A7 A ] 3 =9 & 570N & Aot}

2. MDAQ| MZ22 It ME} DIE

Jeffreys (1935)7} ¥lol= 8& AH&sle] F g 239 Ha gL AT F,
o]z 8902 oj2] oA AIEHE FAAH ¥ HF % HP=HA 4 &
Th(KassS} Raftery (1995) 3=). o] Fell A thi ek B 123 7H8 8ol 4} MDAS] &8
Aedgo F88 Wlojz8d e REda, o] of A2 YAHE Hojze ¢
0] & Spiegelhalter} Smith (1982)7} #)¢t3t 7134 Ego]dREH o2 AAAAX Q
< q 2 MDA R4 71 &S A gt
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2.1. HO[Z=R0I

MDAdA 718 K M2 S8 FFEIES 10, -, Tk} 343, 2ZF Ry £
EE Ik~ N, ), k=1,2,--- Koo}, px 1 G HEA et pxp FEA EA T
vlAl e} maet shal o ¢ MDA 23] 713 stoll A WA d o] AHg-E wlo]z8<]
€ @7 A e 7129 dE71E 2ol K/ YD FEYE Sof A o5 22
T g BH(M I M,)e] 7ol o3t

My:p = -+ = pg = p versus Mp:py # - # pk. (2.1)

ok, 23 M2 p/f BEEFE0] MCAA #EF o] gitte A& YE 3, ol¢ of
SHE JVIE Ad YL ML Fv} o] & g Eo], prf] BEHEFE TN I EF Ee
FEHF Tl MDAA 7ddte FE2 WEY F3o] I8 FHste =¥ 4% &
S E wE e dedA F88 AATE ofd] T =ole g FolM Ex2 T
ool ot

Xi(k), Xo(k), -+, XN (k)& BRI D ILEFE SPFHOR A2 FE37] N p/} B
A g BEolgt 8ta, K7 BT 25E A K/ SHEEES 2F DE e
W =¥ M3 MpollA FojAl& DY GERESTE 4

P(Dlu, £, M) = (27r)‘%“|2|-%exp{ - %tr{z—*m} (2.2)

N

x 1 Ie-
P(Dlus, -+ , e, 5, Ma) = (zw)-”flzrzexp{ - st (5T nk]}

olth. AAM, Q=V + N(u— X)(p— X)) % = Vi + Ne(pe — X (5)) (ue — X (k))', X (k) =
Yie1 X3 (k)/Ne, X = 335, NuX(k)/N, N = 5, Ni, Ve = 7% (X5(k) = X (k) (X;(k) -
X(®)Y, V = T k(X (k) = X)(X;(%) — K)ol eh

og7lo| Ao} T4 ALY L miA Egof] T 80 ollet, BY M MyF ol 2F 9
Do A A AA o tf gt wdko]7] uf Fol, A BA wlo]2 PO E ¥ AFPLE 3
Asle Aol Bttt watx AFP= o AHLE AR EE EXE Z B sloAle] ¥
A AL &8 ¥ (improper prior districution) 24 Th & F11-F M E FAAAGE
¥ ¥ (normal-inverted Wishart conjugate prior)e] 3t Hej & A8 2, 2 e t}S
3} o] A7 ©th(DeGroot (1970) I=).

Po(i, TIMy) = Po(ulS, My) Po(S|My) = c1|2n 8| ~H[Z|~F, (2.3)
PO(P'la"' 7/-“kvE|M2) = Po(p'li"' a,u'k|27M2)P0(EIM2)

= cyl2nE| ¥z

g 71A, a1 e B 1383 97 (normalizing constants) & YEHATH
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(2.2)01 A Fo11 Do} FELYE 9 ¥4 3 AL 85 E X3}l A Kass9} Raftery (1995)<]
Aeolo] et 73 B8 Do FEL=grE 2y MI B Mo 7 8oA

P(DIMy) = / / P(Dlu, T, My)Po(p, S\ My)dudS

=N EA, VT (2.4)

K

POIMG) = [+ [ P(Dlu -+ s, ) P, 1) ([ ] i)
k=1

—B

—a(I5 M) 8, | T

o] it} &, A, = #PP-N-DATTE TN —i+1)/2}.
a8 g, 259 RAF ANGEREE (23)2 /138w, EE D7 /1R 28 My
23 My 2% 5 040 vloj=za]e

X
2

(2.5)

_x
2

X g K
B = ﬁgg%‘; - -c—;(gNk/N) (m / ];vkl) (2.6)

o] &}

wolz g kel ti g FAHolm FHEZ o] Fo)Zl AL Jefferys (1961) R Kasso}
Raftery (1995)cllA A|gtsla glov}, d¥td oz By, > 10]W, 28 METH 23 Mol &
¥ Dol ¥ A 2P oz Akt

9, (2.6)94 =& HolzgRlde Fol=A] & FHAEFA a1 9 B
=0} At o2 QU] A|A wo] =2 oA BAH o2 LA E Hoj2aAe 9
4 BAE (2.6)°] % oA Y M T BF Mo YA Ao (2.6)S AH_E F &
A Bk a1 0 HE B EQ AIFHEE T o] =T o2A wle]z2a09 99
4 BAE At e o] B2 A7) g PFTh olE WY FHEHRJ RAezE
Aitkin (1991)2] ®H, Berger®} Perrichi (1996)2] 32 H]©]= 8¢l (intrinsic Bayes factors),
712] 11 O'Hagan (1995)2] @3 # w]o] = Q 9] (fractional Bayes factors) & € 4 Ut}

2z ol & PP Holz 8ol At Fol BES ¥ EE FFE WHEEA A}
S3te Ao, AIHMEGERRY o G o]z 89 =2 dAHe A2 H7HHNU
T}(Berger 9} Perrichi (1996) Z+3). 3-8, Spiegelhalter9 Smith (1982)7} A<t 7134 E
gloj Y EE2Y L olgj gt EAlo AR o1/ E T8 F & ol

2.2. Vi EQ0IHESHE0 ol Tl MED|E

7H37 Edo]d Z ¥ H ol & Good (1947)7} Atk o] 3 ¥ oz, o] & AL S8}
H (2.6)9 £FE /@S A E 5 3T 7HEH EdoldE R 53 2ol F
o€t}
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ZO| 1 (Spiegelhalter} Smith (1982)). #lo]=28Qld] o3 F =& M3} M9] v oA
() F 28 M3} Mpo] vl mol] B8 A4 A82 FAH,
(i) 2% Mo g oo AFPEE oA #oj=2aQ FIo] By, ~ 1°] HEF &
A w7t EA8E, o] A8 E 7HEH Eold R Lol g

9] Ao o3, 4] (2.6)0] £&= cl/cH #S ISH 2L AR A 5 U

AA, B9 18] 21 ()2 FE (2.6)2] Aol o3 HA 8] AEFE K/ FFERA
2o BEHY -, pxS T 47 U8 A8Vt Bedtn, FEAAE £ 3%
of 2% p/le] A7l o ettt ang, /M43 Edo]dREY IV E N =13
Ny=p+1ojtt. & k=1,--- ,K; k;évl::’,ISk’gK.

g4, 2614 (VI/|SEw[) 7 & 2z 21808, ae ARAM Mg AR 4
¢ $=u HASAFH Evh (Andersen (1984) FHZE). W Aoa AR A2 FE 4L
A7 7t p+ KA 7H8A E o] EES A Ao AEAAM 2L =¥ P FA T
At 22 S AP FAFY A 93] 0< A < 10] Hr, 2F Mol dlg Hd
HFEE Ao =19 3E 7HE o o] RojX} (B 9] 19 =3 (i) F=X).

upAleto 2, 7H3A Edold B olsjr] AAtE 4 (2.6)9] % & 24 (i) &
212 53 LEF Yol HollX €2 5 232 st 42 524 & a/cdl tis] EF

2
2
2= (” s ) 27)
Ca P+

7 8.
9 AAERE AL o/0 e (26)9] AL o] A2l dech

éal 2.1 ¥AE AHFEEE (23)8 ]8T BF MFH 2F M9 vlmelA 73
EOYEEYHLE =&T vlojzagl %

7 p+ //}c{= d
Bz = (IH')\ N )U

oItk 714, U = (VI/|SE,v]) e msl Bl Aese $mal B3 Alzels,
Upap (a=K—-1,0=N-K)o| L& &t} (Anderson 1984 7&5&) a3, BLolA 9
AR e v 2299 44 Y(a/0)E /HE sdodERYo s THLE Yehdn

oz

(2.8)ell A At o] = ajle] KL L (i) olv] EAE 7189 ¢/ AAF WHENA
Aoz Wo]=g el g A At ?ﬂ’vf?} 149 & el (closed form)E 71 T ZFE do]=
8 9l (default Bayes facter)©] ™, (ii) < ( ARAWNALGEELE AR E o SAHE
XE.—r(hyperparameters)«l 713 °] %l o, (i) A erE woj= 890 By M

MyZtol| AR & At pot K9] ghel] wiel EEE X0 &0 o8] o8] g2 A¢gd 7| &
-47577@571 FEL A E 7t ]37—-9\1 cmERA, AlQHE Wiol= ajle F &S HAF

Pa

' mﬁ

=),

1%

S
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AZFES e BLE FY 71ELR TFAIe 9L @ pst K9 o] IE w9
z 893 71&9] AR sAFETSS A€ 53 2o
p=1% @ Bf,= otefst 2ol AU A] EARMY F AP EAZY ¥+ FeE 71D

c},
1 1 N
K+1\7(TIX, N \? K-1_\7%
I _ k=1
Bl2—< 5 )( ~ )(1+N_KF> , (2.9)

K % 7\2
%3 — N-K ZI:.—J Ni(X(k)-X) o) F Bya gar)
F= Sor Sk (X (k)X (k)2 17 Py TEE BED

T3 K =29 A% Bl & AR/ M3 A Y7 M9l A4 o A}45 = Hotelling2)
T2 AR EAZ 4 dejz Fo A},

_ p+2 g NN, ¢ T? B
-GN (i) e
714, T = BR(X(1) - X (2))'SHX (1) - X(2) °1Z S = g5 (Vi + V%) °lth.

283, (210)8) AHE p= 19 A$o] A48, BLE AR M3 G744 M)
Agol Wo e T L+ AREATY ¥+ T4

gl (3NN N 2 -R
272N + N,) N;+ N, — 2

7b Btk QA71A, tE tyn, 28 EXE TEH

E 218 dlo]= 89 BL] oj& YA (Kass9t Raftery (1995) %) 9l 1, 1074,
0.1,0.012 Z}2} ¥9k& wl, ofof] th&8e Upep(p > 2, K > 3917 -%), HotellingS] T?(p >
2,K=2%074%), Flp=1,K>3U74%), 2t A3 5A#%@=1,K =203 )22 %H 7
A+d P-gh(probability value) & WHW S + p, 0§ & K P HES AJ| N*=N; =
yoo- = Ng 39} ¥iglo] ma} At 7158 Zojth A7 X Upep B EAFLE FE
T& P-g2 U 5429 FlolAFEE ZAHAnderson (1984) 7)1

~{a+B—(p+a+1)/2}ogUpas = Xiay (2.11)

£ o] &3t 7 gtolth.

E 219 Y€ BLY 4AZH 71E9] AFEAF el BAE 298 57 7
o K] BTS2 RE 32 BEES IFPo 2FTEYY p, K, B N*Fo] & A
$7F 3e)l & B$E} P-gro] 384 =ttt £ R E (moderate sample)d 735 B2l dA g
1074,0.1,0.01) S 7129 AASAFY P-FHL FoIA 24 (p, K, N* @)l B4
glo] 0.06 B o 2 el QlojAl, Blel o3 28 M T} M9 A= AA7IELE
AL 10712 A A A H g 7129 AR} 5 2§ F A 7] F(conservative
test criterion)o] ET}. 1822, ¥ 2.1°] Z 2= Berger$} Sellke (1987)¢] 23& %3
3 FEMEL FXF dz & £ &9, 2 EY 3%, BL7 MRt BR% 125
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E 2.1: B, A d&ste 71& A TAFES P-&
BLY A

p K N 1 10-% 01 0.01
1 2 10 .1841 .0510 0160 .0017
20 .1110 .0301 .0088 .0008

4 10 .1179 0465 0179 .0025

20 .0431 0158 0057 .0007

8 10 .0435 0201 0090 .0016

20 .0062 .0026 0011 .0002

2 2 10 .1993 0549 0281 .0039
20 .0910 0313 0108  .0012

4 10 .0827 0391 0178 .0034

20 .0151 .0053 0026 .0004

8 10 .0133 .0068 .0034 .0008

20 .0004 .0001 .0000 .0000

5 2 20 .0537 .0241 0105 .0019
30 .0213 .0084 .0039  .0005

4 10 .0429 0245 0137 .0039

20 .0011 .0005 0002 .0000

8 10 .0008 .0004 0002 .0000

20 .0000 .0000 0000  .0000

10 2 20 .0341 0158 0098 .0026
30 .0019 .0061 0030 .0014

4 10 .0303 .0260 0130 .0052

20 .0000 .0000 .000C .0000

8 10 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000

20 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000

N

1A 238 ME Azsleid Ble 71&9 2RV FET v ¢ Re @S o2 a9l
. 0] & "Lindley paradox” (Lee (1988) &%) @4o] BLolx AE=H 3 & B F2 3
co|2 2g3id, BLE /&Y HAA7EH g 28 M Mo AF M R 37
239 12E AR o HIANAA FALES AP AT LA AEH 2 2HA B
e 715S 24 12U S B 214A B Fm AT

wreba, gellA] At vlolz 82 BLL 23 MF} Mo vl @A, BEE L&
8 58 o FABAFEL UAZE £ e vo]2 7 Fo] §& HoEth B3 EE
2 xolgatiA e AR EA T B2 pot K9 3ol e} Upap ¥ F, Hotelling®] T7-F
¥, F-EE 383 t-EXE dgste W BLE 8L ] AT BRE T

Loy gL



442 A8 Z, 8%

e ZHo| E 4 glth. ol BL7t T F T2 /1P 5] MDA B ¥ 1§ BEE
HoA Fojd BERFEL o2 A7 EoIH, ps} Kkl whet A€ 7189 BE
B AH71FEE she) $UE 7IEL2 dAE & e AL 9dnjdrt

L ED EEE ME J|E

o] ol e WE¥S AH 71F Bl 93] olv] He| i T A2 W
FE F/NHAES 9 F718 EESF7E MDA A &8 v]X & F7H4Q 71 =& 33
g & e HiolR 7IES FodtnAl 3Tl MDA A olu] A3 HHMLES F9%
SN2 ANLSHAN 21, ,5p o2 FEPL BEZ ) 2L WE 2y g1, 2,8 F7H
1€ A%€ 7H33ta, old wal, 27l A ojn] P HYFES TR TAE A
3 HE X = (21, -+ ,7p)S T3 9 X;(k), 223 o] 2HE AL 258 AFF
PEV: 2 FAFE IE VE O Zo] B3R &AL
X0 1 _ [ va® V@ } v | v

XJ(-q)(k) T Valk) Vet | [ Va Ve | (3.1)

k= la sK) .7 = lv 1Nk- q7]/l“ X_gp——Q)(k)'\o: (p—'q) x1 EJE]O]U%) ‘Vll(k)g} ‘/11% O]
ol A BEY (p—q)x (p—q) BEESolth X V.8 A2 s0W, 9o B o5
(2-8)91M Bel® S=v ARBABRUE

14| |AnljAs]

U= "allVasul 3.2
I | I%l”‘/Z2oll ( )

o2 AR Gt 222 U2 RE B8 AR [Age]/[Vasr| S 27+ TERESQ
Tpgil,--. 7 MDAGIA B e §4o] 7|7} Qloke 7 274

X;(k) = [

HO : E[(xp—q+la ER "Tp)ll(mla et 7mp—q)” nk] = E[(mp—q+1’ o vzp),Kzl, toe 1Ip—q),7 nl]1
(3.3)
k# Lk l=1,-.. K 8o A olei o] £XE B-Er}(Kshirsagar (1972) 33F).
|A2201| F
~ [I Wi, n=N-K. (3.4)
|‘/2201| i=pog+1

W EL MZ Eoln], (W -1)(n—~i+1)/(K- 1) AFE (K-1)F (n—i+1)2
F-2E& mtech @714, An = 0L Va(k), An = S0, Vaa(k), A = Ay = Tk, Via(k),
Ana = An — An ALl Arz, Vage = Vo — Var V1 Vaa.
McKay (1977) X (34)& A3t F71d HEALE zpgi1,..- ,2,7F MDA
A 713 271E i S Al A3 E & Ax TA1H A B4 F(simultaneous test statis-
tic) S o3 o] A|gtatHct
|A22a1]

Vo] K —~1n- (3.5)
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89, 28)3 3.2 A5 AR |Apal/[Van|& BEERE 71 pdd B 3ol BAHE
28 Mishp- ¢l 250 AAE 2 M€ A7) Aol 42 AL E S8 A
AR M2 78 5 9o} Theel B8 7hsEA @,

Ol 2 K7/} B¥A ARy D e MDAA el 71 pd o (2.8)00M F
o8 Holz 29% Bh(z, - ,x,), 2L W5 £} p - ¢Y W wlo]z 8AE
Bly(m1, -+ ,2p-g) B 31, 7| &0 A™E HHALZ {21, ,2p 10l F7IE WHES
€9 Tpgi1,. .. 2,7t MDACIA 7148t £712 Q] wEE e

BR(Zpgi1- -+ Tp) = Bly(z1, - ,2p-g)/Bhy(z1, -+ ,2p), g=1,...,p—1

(3.6)

olm, | R FAWLAS 3, 01, 50l U W0 = M| Rl B,
B2 20] 3R BR(@p i1, »5p) > 1 L AE Al 2o] 2718 wEuSE0] MDAS
@Y e AT B 4 gon, e ez 1 wEY Pl U 9498 2

A 4 3t
&2l 3.1 1<g<p— 19 HalA 0 < BR(Zpgs1,--- ,Zp) < co°lH, 7 F7HE (3-3)3}el| A

(@BR(Tpgs1s--- 13p)) ¥ ~Upk-1n, n=N—K (3.7)

’ B /2 .\ 9/
om.oqmn=N_Ko1naa=(—<-—g§;§)+(;3_51§;) (.%f)" (9%11)" olc.

BY: (28)9] F=€ Wolz 29l& BE p> 19 Wt B, > 08 ¥ Usne P9 22
HE 0 < BR(Zpg+1,--- ,Tp) < 00°]Th. 1EJ 31, (2.8)F (3.3) 22 HE
| Azze1l _ (a—l Bly(@1,-- -, 2p)
1Vaze1| Blhy(z1, -+ ,Zpy)
o AL =8 d & o, oAl (35)8 o] &3t (3.7)& FaTh 0
2 (3.7)] B8 BAZY B U1, BEEZE 4 (211)22 ZA AL £ gloH,
53] q=1%0 B A EAFL

* 2
) = (@BR(p-gs1,- - ,zp)) ¥

i

plo+K) V2 /p+K) ,/H{;IN,C\W

C+De+K-1)  \p+i/\ N ] o

W, = (aBR(z,) ", o= (
(W = D(n—p+ /(K ~1) ~ Foc-snpety 9

7} Ho] GA AWM g e WHEE g7 FUIR J] st BEH H o) AL
o,



444 A5, 317
4, R0} AlE
273} 3 oA] AQE Hjo]=LQAE o] &3 WML g FrlEEHS ME]Fo
MDA¢9] #EH LMo F83HA A1 82 = U A JX]% H7bst7] s 2o A
AL AASAT K BAGES] opiF A B4 %—-En_ g TUA 714 3t

A B AE R 2L JRe) G Al e wo)= BN W g Be
B2 Y787 Asted o goln e A8A AR BT} me) @ < 9sisich.

2o) 49 A TE(K = 8) BAEAS 1= Bheon, e HEIE P
a7) Fela BERS Xy, X, X, Xool 2 258 $EE obalsh Zol 7R sk

~ N(pg,0%ly), k=1,2,3. (4.1)

&,y = (1,-1,1,-1), pp = (6,—6,1,-1), s = (—6,6,1,-1).
b, (4.1)0lA Fojd JHEF X;, X9 ZAF JUgES

E[(Xs Xa)'|(X1 Xo), L] = (1,-1), k=1,2,3

o] g, {X1, Xo}7F A& Ao HEE RHE S A A £, o230)
FolA & o Al 2F A3 &30l MahalanobisA 2l & 69| <7l =8 23] Hy
HEs 438t

o3} 63ke] Wistol wE FojE (4.1)9 EX2 ¥ 4 AV Ny = N, = N3 =
N*=20,50%0 &S TAAAA vlo]=za2] B, F/Hd¥ S (1) wlol = Agr]&
9l BR(X,)E SAS/IMLE A48l 31, o] A% 1003) wrE-slo] BL 9l BR(X,)3ke] B
L EEHUAE QATh o] HE0, A VEES] AEHE 7|E] WERS AT E

off iu]AIA 718171 YsiA SAS/STAT S °]%5}°4 o 3] o] A gt Ei}E}%’é‘ﬁ(cross

validation method) 22 AER(actual error rate)®] F33& F3lod 259 H7 ¢4 EF
AT A A3t

H41% f9 22 o R g LodF A B =&l ALE wol =y &R
71E9] 718 AERE A3t HARELT Adis 9AH d9i S 2A8 23E
vetd oot o] AHAF T e Folx WS g s Hiro BL@E 7t
A WHASL TS Fold Yehd Ao 2, o] o] 714 BLgtat AERFH 3t B ¢ EF
BA(EELE S AU =3, 9AA dedgldM e FIMREF (X, p=1,...,4)9]
WY G AT FASAR S (3.9)9] AP FAFLZ ANRL, AF L2 HH d2
P-gt& ol A AU F7PEF(Xp) e d g 3lolA BR(X,) <1 B$+ 7
AR ol BE a3, BR(X,)9 #k3} P-gt3te] #AIE Kol7] 9aiAl = R e
WA

5. &lgZl 2M A &E

 =EME vol= 38 £ o] &3t MDA X E&o] & o] A FeZ 7R
LG rIEE S B9 Vo2 diA AE F sle A2 RFAYVES
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¥ 4.1: BLol o& BEiSe A5 AL HAUST (B34 g FFUAE UERd)

#3 =15 EE §=-15
ki Bl AER P-gk HqEE Bl AER P-g
(N*=20,07 =0.1)
X2 4.672E-34 0.1418 - X2 6.270E-35 0.1388 -
(0.0000)  (0.0455) (0.0000)  (0.0422)
XiXs 2.945E-41+ 0.0953 0.0000 X1 X2 1.935E-42+ 0.0932 0.0000
(0.0000) (0.0397) (0.0000) (0.0372)
XiXa Xy 1.707E-40 0.0977 0.4862 X1 X2 X3 1.781E-41 0.0937 0.7429
(0.0000)  (0.0384) (0.0000)  (0.0364)
X\ X2 X3 X, 6.240E-40 01003 03350 X X2XsX;  6.022E-41 00982 03123
(0.0000)  (0.0398) (0.0000)  (0.0369)
(N* = 50,02 =0.1)
X 9.110E-33 0.1430 - X, 2.226E-35 0.1372 -
(0.0000)  (0.0197) (0.0000)  (0.0214)
X1 Xs 1.630E-42+  0.0893  0.0000 X1 X» 6.603E-43+  0.0870  0.0000
(0.0000) (0.0181) (0.0000) (0.0157)
X1 X2 Xy 5.400E-42 0.0909 0.1122 X1 X2X3 4.988E-42 0.0873 0.2490
(0.0000)  (0.0182) (0.0000)  (0.0165)
X1 X2 X3 X4 1397E-41  0.0028 00927 X1 XoX3X,  1820E-41  0.0887  0.1200
(0.0000)  (0.0208) (0.0000)  (0.0177)
(N* =20,0% =0.5)
X 5.635E-16  0.2861 - Xa 3.688E-16  0.2650 -
(5.049E-15)  (0.0732) (2.172E-15)  (0.0572)
X1 X, 4.310E-22+ 0.2358 0.0000 X1X, 1.868E-22+ 0.2110 0.0000
(0.0000)  (0.0535) {0.0000)  (0.0598)
X1X2X4 4.567E-21 0.2405 0.8453 X1 X2X3 1.205E-21 0.2187 0.5363
(0.0000) (0.0518) {0.0000) {0.0607)
X1 X2X3X,4 2.062E-20 0.2487 04051 X X3X3X4 1.014E-20 0.2287 0.7095
(0.0000)  (0.0583) (0.0000)  (0.0619)
(N* = 50,0° = 0.5)
X 1.205E-15 0.2698 - X 5.537E-16 0.2695 -
(6.070E-15)  (0.0279) (3.038E-15)  (0.0289)
X1 X, 4.040E-21+ 0.2130 0.0000 X1 Xz 1.789E-21# 0.2133 0.0000
(0.0000)  (0.0266) (0.0000)  (0.0251)
X1 X2 X4 3163E20 02142 02578 X, XpX; 1.025E-20 02155  0.1906
(0.0000) (0.0267) (0.0000) (0.0274)
X1X2X3X4 3.659E-19 0.2175 0.3906 X1X2X3X4 4.448E-20 0.2177 0.1523
(0.0000) (0.0269) (0.0000) (0.0262)
(N* =20,0% = 1.0)
X, 1.292E-9 0.3485 - X2 4504E-10 03385 -
(1.039E-8)  (0.0708) (3.754E-9)  (0.0888)
X1 X2 5.092E-15% 0.2788 0.0000 X1.X2 6.013E-15+ 0.2672 0.0000
(4.578E-14)  (0.0516) (5.155E-14)  (0.0604)
X1 XXy 5.041E-15 0.2888 0.0962 X1 X2 X3 1.930E-14 0.2807 0.2828
(3.916E-14)  (0.0587) (1.327E-13)  (0.0636)
X1X2X3Xy 5.104E-14 02987  0.8381 X;XpX3X4 4.371E-14 0.2920  0.2177
(4.339E-13)  (0.0612) (2.374E-13)  (0.0678)
(N* = 50,07 = 1.0)
X2 9.984E-10 0.3376 - Xz 1.206E-9 0.3394 -
(6.234E-9)  (0.0284) (5.540E-9)  (0.0281)
X1 X2 1.488E-12% 0.2711 0.0005 X1X2 2.791E-15% 0.2720 0.0000
(1.487E-1)  (0.0273) (1.503E-14)  (0.0262)
X1X2 X4 4.141E-12%x% 0.2726 0.0948 X1 X2X3 1.453E-14 0.2736 0.1737
(4.139E-11)  (0.0269) (1.158E-13)  (0.0260)
X1 X2 X3X, 2.994E-12 0.2756 00272 X3 X2X3X4 2.446E-14 0.2757 0.0613

(2981E-11)  (0.0287) (1.211E-13)  (0.0274)
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ATk ol A& 8t MDACIA 718 ¢ A RATE ol B HHEY 28 HFL +
A Hlo|271E S AGEAT o] 7|F2 Hloj2 FEAM RIS AF= FAd F=2
AL E ABA AR EEE 0188 Hojx8 ] o3 =&HUer, ABH AR EES
FAE AR EEF} A wlo]z80E Fxa] d o FAHE wojz2] dAPEAE
73 EoldEE P2 AU £, ©AH A=A o3 FrtaEdse
A7 &L Add Hlolz 71& §PU 2 ol on, ojzle £Xo|& Y F7iu
RS (EE F7HEEST)] BEY g dE o8 AFEE LR

{X1, X} 8 A9 s Toz ARstn Y Rl 2ol AL wol=
71€ B2 43 FEIFIYY S A1 85t AL S & 23, E 41904 =E7]71 €
A58 Addtne BL7t «R7leM S Zo] (X1, Xp}E AH ) S TR FFeHA
BISATh FH, X717 E A S(F, B/ 33 wEdsE S AHEA R B ) e
BR(zp)oll 98] F7F iR R4S (3.9)2 AF AT o] 9 B Eo] RodE A
ARG 712 MeAdd 71EQ AERY FR §H A G woj = 7|EE v wtH F A
718E°) EF {X), X2} S FA e s TR Uusln vk ole HA FEIFAIY
ol AERZIE S H 8T A5, TEAF(p 7h)ol A&l FojA € 22 - el FER e o
¥ AER3LS] 3o majetd/d ol 25 Baste] A4ko] B3¢ Wi, 3% (closed
form)?! Bl,71E& BEs A DR HE 27~ U] FE HAFIEE] BLT AT
sto] Blweld e Ao WS TS &5 Ut ol AERGS o e @ &
A ANES dEL|UYp E 25 F KV E B 9)E 28 0 B7IES HF &
BRI AA 783 71E0] € 7 UL BASH

ool A AAE SARLNEHAM = A<E FrtRddSs AH7]E (BR
(Xp))7F BE A {X1, X2} 8 HA o dAF T o= AYsa JATh(E 419 P-4 T
Z). 2 2E, A FHAIT 4F oM Y7 XU F L E =R AL Ho]27]F0
MDA #EASFE A3 ZHoln F&aA Hdstn J&& BoFn it £ o] 7]&
€ NS RASR oM, K =22 diYdstd ¥ 2§ WEENY BeAddd e A
&94.

2 eidM e YT EF-TEAVEY 7P 8ol A K7 A= S E ol thd MDAo
A 2o g oz IS YT E) vt AFSRTE 2, EA-FELFE S0
NEGE 7o 2 8d + e volz AT Fol FF 7= A =8 £ 0
7 A 7E ew old g AL Fore AFAAZ FUG.
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A Bayes Criterion for Szlecting Variables in MDA
Hea-Jung Kixm! Hee-Kyung Yoo?

ABSTRACT

In this article we have introduced a Bayes criterion for the variable selection in multiple
disriminant analysis (MDA). The critericn is a default Bayes factor for the comparision
of homo/heteroscadasticity of the multiveriate normal means. The default Bayes fac-
tor is obtained from a development of the imaginary training sample method introduced
by Spiegelhalter and Smith (1982). Beased on the criterion, we also provided a test for
additional discrimination in MDA. The advantage of the criterion is that it is not only
applicable for the optimal subset selection method but for the stepwise method. More-
over, the criterion can be reduced to that for two-group discriminant analysis. Thus the
criterion can be regarded as an unified alternative to variable selection criteria suggested
by various sampling theory approaches. o illustrate the performance of the criterion, a
numerical study has been done via Monte Carlo experiment.
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