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A £ 9l o)Ak 2} & (discrete count data)oll T3 F4.2 of 3] HofoflA HLF
% A(zero) & HEFHA LT v AL ARE AR 4F G ZopE £
22 28 w7} Aol Aol o Z ol E}ED} Zero-Inflated Poisson(ZIP) 5.3
B L& FEFI] st dol et FFEE A= Bxe Xots £EXE T 3?‘51"31
A5 43} Fo] o} d A5 E HAPete B 0015}. Aduifrt 2 o= ol B
HEAM w-gwise] B3t FHFAlY 24y AFT5E AHEE Zero-Inflated
Poisson Regression(ZIPR) 23 o] A}-88 & 3t} 2 =F o] A= Markov Chain Monte
Carlo 7| Y& |83 ZIPR 23 2| Ao A ¢t 20U Aty ol & A4A #2394
Ago] 423 e R PSS wB e 2 A vlolXek 22 wbH S A 43 339
5y eyt o2 BYEY FAHLAET A}, €5X 7 v FFFHTHE= Hol
A L5eE & 5 Asith

Fo8o: Xolf HARY, IHY AR, FHEE, ZHZEE

1. N8

A 4 9+ o)Ak x}&(discrete count data)ol] TdF 42 o7 SERoNA &L
I Atk A F Qe o4t Azt 1Y dE] ALFHE P2 FobkF 2P (poisson
model) B HEH TolF RFPojth B =FolA £ *n—E— oldAg F dol A=
A B2 Afolth dF 9 AX HFANA LolA& AZFY EFE 4‘—«1 $ F% o] &
ol Z7he-d AA A2 80-90%7 o2 BEH D]—(Lambert 1992) g 99 Hlgl
2o xolf Bl o] ASEHE o v EHY ofF w2 v]E&S Z}Zl%}% A8E %
79 A} 8 (zero-inflated data)2t 3ttt o)A FHY A5 o= AA AN A A
g 4 ot A E 9, & vl A 8 g7t B8 E ¥l (Dahiya and Gross, 1973)9} 115

* B A3 e B4 ) 2 d T (R06-2002-012-01002-0) A€o 8 3L,

1) (120-750) A& Al A2 dEF 21, o|F 2o sha § A 8t oAy

E-mail: lak612@hanmail.net
2) (LAA A (120-750) A& Al BT HAF 21, o) Fhoi ek sta EASRY, L5

E-mail: msoh@mm.ewha.ac.kr




506 Qobd, Lo

E 2 A AFAFe] A% (Lord, 2005) 5 ©lth. o] wholl Gupta £}(1996), Umbach(1981),
Yip(1988), Li £](1999), Ghosh £](2005) ToAAME 47} Y A5 E ZoHE 4 Aot
B4E 7Y A3 FAE AFE e Yo 743 w@o] 20)3 Y BP0 R FAE 3
AEFTG EolF I FARY] Ut 2 F AP IARFE L +eF o g dals +3
ol 1 AETRY] AA Aol gk 23U o] BP0 Gy sl B2 /MR E
o) B2 otk 2 FANE 27 AFEES GETT 7R of Shzvl, 1 Aol BEE
7 A WAl A& olofol A2t AL Aok ek B A Az
& AT AT Y& A9A AROL WF Aol A71E FLE ARolnE JBd 2
St 4% HAZYo] Y7 oYLk 22 L= ARG PAFE £72 B LY
2 Told (ALY A o] o] B3I o1} o YA Az el Me] 2 WEOE A%
o] 3} AL (overdispersion) BAte] dojilr] 49 A ogy)rog g Ay ST
Aol o)F AFAN ZEPULS o) §F BRSL 92 FEA TFHT ATHE A
29 4AE 1A BT ABAoT RAGA AR AN FAA BE 2L QA T
o} o] 3 A& KAt $5t] Ex22 £ FEHE 7= Zero-Inflated Poisson(ZIP)
Tgol A= dn Y4yt 2A)8 w)= Zero-Inflated Poisson Regression(ZIPR)o] A
Qt=] Y tH(Lambert, 1992). ZIP 23 2] 7] & olojr]oj& o thst HE-E(point mass)S
AAE BE} Tolg REE YA B 97 o] obd AR S AR A= Aol
A3 Zols R 4 TojS FARY @ BAL F2 Wz exEe) B
N ¥ o} foh Te MEEA B TAY FEL GER 2AS ASIHnE o
T x5 o) Zo] v XX BEE 3% RE 3|7 vl 32X ko FAHX
AR £} ol Ak Bl Ak o2 FHAA A viekez ZIP mdol th w0l
ot & 3t AF7t 435 12 (Angers and Biswas, 2003; Rodrigues, 2003; Ghosh,
Mukhopadhyay and Lu, 2005) Markov Chain Monte Carlo ¥H-& AF23F W] o] R ¢k 2L
HEF77} AE ol 23R Y AF IS ZF FRTE HAFUTE 1YY 9] b o]
At =R Ee S E 1A ool kg —’F°ﬂ ol st AEE nX = A9}
EAE B¢ ol& BYo A= ZIPR P gt wlo] X<t 7] A7 83"t
B =FdqAMs é“g 27} &2A8= A% Markov Chain Monte Carlo 7] & o] &3
ZIPR 23] Mol A% 22 AT o8 A ARG GATNA 2o FHAAA
ol A&3hrt.
Qo2 23N NE EFRPY 9B Tokd HARY(ZPR)S A1S5H1, 3 AL
B4 Eolf FARYP(ZIPR) o) chet d o] At YRS A et 4= A g
o] 2t 71 & ARt AA FAFHA Arg ol St BAE s Eo OpFAE 3
AR, Tops FARY, 929 Tobk £U Folg AARAY B4 AHE Mw
o RAT 5Pl AL o A79) FES BY Ao

rlr rlr
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MA 7t pHS) S X; = (Xi1, ., Xip) 2 0 0] ] B 2= W3S Vi E
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74w 49 Eol$ FARY(ZIPR)L Vi REE thg 3} Zo] M e,

v Itoy(y;) with probability w

’ pi(yi|B) with probability 1-—w.
AN Igy(yi)e AANTFEZ gy = 0019 1, old 03 REt) pi(uil8)E BT 6 =
XPE 2 Eobp BES] HFUSYS, 5, 21ALYSE 2+ Tobd FEUEYS

2
Piluil8) = e XAy,

ol B& pAtd A9 R4 ot}
A 2o BHRAY, =02 [0y (vs) 22}
0) = w + (1 — w)p;i(0|B) ol th. whehA] W3-

Zolg BEON EF B4 HEE Pr(Y, =
£ Y.S BE BG4S A 2ol 23R

o}
Pr(Y, = y;) = w+ (1-w)p(0|8) if y =0 N
ri =) { (1 - w)pi(yilB) if oy =1,2,.. (1)
w2t B 9 we] $EFLE, y = (1, 9) 7F TR o,
(Bwly)= l:[ {w+ (1 -w)-pi(0]B)} 1:[ {1 -w) - pily; | B)} (2.2)
y:=0,i=1 ¥ #0,i=1

ojt}h.
Markov Chain Monte Carlo 7]1']-& o]-£3% 3 2} wo] A} ZE 22 A 317] A5te] A
H 4= (latent variable) J; & th&3} Zro] A9 g}

_J]1 if  Y: ~ Itoy(ys)
0 if Y;~pi(yilB)

)

Z Y, =00 Zo}4EE2HE UL AAX olU® Told BEo| st FEH 02 U}
B HEEERE [ (m)olA U AUAA BEsie AAa4 011:} 00] =8 =7 3
AN J; =12 B8, =, 5T 00] FEF L2A UYFe B

Pr(J; =1 B,w) “ (2.3)

T ot (A -wp0]B)

otk AAHOE HEE 09 A4E m, T F YRHERTA 112 09) A5 53
e, § = Y JiolW I = {J}7h 38 SEFSE

1Bw,J 1y)
= H{w'*'l'“ pZOIﬂ}XH{l— pi(yi | B)}
i yi#£0
= ws Q-0 I w08 x @ =w) ™ [ pilwi 1 B)
y:=0,J;=0 Y #0
x WS- (1- w)n—S . H e—exiﬁ . H eyiXiB | e—exiﬁ (2.4)

y:=0,J;=0 yi#0
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°2 J7} Foid HElel N SER4 9w F4E RAEL L 5 U oL FAA
£ ZIPR 23¢] W] x| ¢ F & ol thste] Yo}

3. A2 EL MN22E
SA9 24 (6,09 ABEEE n(8,0)& AN (4,0,0)8) APAFREE
W(,@,W,J | y) X ﬂ'(/@>w) : l(ﬂ:w"] | )’)

olt}. o] A= AHAEEE 7}A 32 Markov Chain Monte Carlo €112 &E 3 -8317]
S8 74 By RAR AZEZE F28 B
T REw, pd et 24zt 5P 2 o2 WEHREE Betale,d) & tPAZF AFEE NG, E)E
AR B}, TepA
(B, w) e 3 (B=B0) =T (B=Bo) ye=1(] — ()41
olth AAALEY ¢4 AFSE AZUETTE b 2t

mBw,Iy) o« m(Bw) B wI|y)
x w1 — w)d—lem 3(8=B0)ETH(B~fo)
wS(l _ w)n—S . H {e—exiﬁ} . H {eyi-Xiﬂ . e—exiﬁ}
¥:=0,J;=0 ¥i#0
x  wSteTl(1 - w)”‘5+d‘1 . e~ 3(B=Po)' =7 (B—Fo)
[T (e} I e ®eh) (31)
yi=0,J;=0 yi7#0
FolR B4Eo] 3k AAFE S A o] a3} o] ZhdA gol +elH o R FHeA g
B 2 Markov Cham Monte Carlo7] & AM&3t1 2} 3o} A2 oz zF R4E0 YsE 2
A8 A3 H Z (conditional posterior distribution) & F3 A 2 BE 7] & o] &%t 1
HU B4 fE 2AR AZEIE SEFog 38 $ glong fEZZYL oy ¢
E’_E]%(Metropohs—Hastlng Algorithm)& o] 43ttt Bof tfst 2 AR A EEXE A
& 2712 3t

_V‘i

A (3.1)9 2 AFEEZRE wol i AR AFEEE U Zo] 8 5 3
22
m(w| By, ) « wSteml(1 — w)n—S+d-1
~ Beta(S+en—S+d) (32)
}’\J' (23)01]A-] Yi =O?‘-:]_[[H J; = 19 —7-‘—@—‘?'— Q,‘g__g
b= peun=h = > (3.3)
i= YWy Y = _w+(1—w)€_exﬂ .
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w
Ji| By,w,yi =0 ~ Bernoulli -
8wy (w + (1 — w)e—e™?
olt}.
Bol g 4] ((31)2 W1 Beho] AR AFRES 2eM0E PR 4 gomz g
£ NEZEg A 2" (Metropolis-Hasting, MH) €31 8]& & o] &3t FE3=E 3t}
REE n(8) ~ N(6o,D)oI B, B9 A% AFEEE 7327

69 AR

W(ﬁlw,J,Y) o e—%(ﬂ—ﬁo)lz—l(ﬁ—ﬂo) . H {e-exiﬁ} . H {e(yi‘xi,@—exiﬂ)} (3.4)

yi=0,J;=0 yi#0
7} B},
HEZZeA s|a" 7Pl vtZE A2 85 H 3 (random walk) Q& A=}
I AANY gE FHoR, AER NS 68 QAR A= WAYE 61 Bator e A

TEXERE FB U4 E &3 AAHL ‘:‘r—‘-‘—} Zrt.
o Stepl : B0 =5, 5% =1m. k=1

e Step2 : w*) ~ Beta(S*~V + ¢,n — S*-1 4 4)

o)

%= ) E=1,..,m

o Step3 : Ji(k)[yi = 0 ~ Bernoulli(
w(k)+(1—w(’°))e_5 4

o Stepd : f*& N(B*V, 61258 A,

m(Bly) = e 3(B-F)ET(B=Fo). II {e_exiﬁ}'H{e(yi'Xiﬁ—exiﬁ)}

yi=0,J;=0 yi#0
m(8*y) }
" w(Bk—Dy)

o2 Zosct 34 u® & Uniform(0,1)o A A8t

B = plk=1) if uw®>a

a = min{l

2 =0
e Stepb: k=k+1 2 3} Step2 -Stepd & ¥HE-3ic}

AIZEZE 0].838}o] Markov Chain Monte Carlo7] & 4339
< 4 AX o] F 7o g W3 AF FH o] 7HsEA "ok
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3704 A8 ZIPRo| Th e W0 X2k £748-& AL&-5hod 20001 62 3023 E 2001
29 2897HR) AN B FAF AR AN 2 AP FRE BT BRAF PEL 19959
A7FE & 24 ZAF FAH ALDY ZATE AT BEZATNA F 200749
EE ZAE FE23ATH AA A= APAC 2AFR} £ ¥ (calibration training)& -2
A= A AR H 25 D AFXHYAR o} Fo R 157] 77 AAEH o] AP 3R
th 18A] o]/ 48,9278 F B EA oA o]8E ¥s AA SR BH 8TI6ME
AHEsH4

Weo) FHE AnRE NeMFTE o] 77 AAANS(TE AF A N8B A
4) CPITNE HEA| A YE F3loh vh-g- W o] o] &8 o] 273 $ A 21 F 9l CPITN
F6EA T AF 23 Aol wet A& BA T o] AR B XFRE PA 1ES
vl o 2 37) 3.5mmE dE X FF(CPITNA A= 33 o] )L 7Ha Bt viz(0<y <
6,19%)8 W% YE B3t ol71A 271 35mmE ¥E A7 del g4 NF P
2 #gdsted 294 #elE 25 3.5mm o)A X332 H4A A7A geo. wat
A RS E 92 Bl 2HIT Aok AWESTE Aofe AR 97A A5 24
2] (decay teeth, DT), %A R (filled teeth, FT), 44 X (missing teeth, MT)E X1, X5, X3 &
T AYEE X1 94 2 (decay teeth)2] W= (0 < DT <28, 193)E 3 ghol3,
X292 X3+ SR (filled teeth)$} 44 X](missing teeth)S] NE(0 < FT,MT < 28, 1913)
€ 7% @elth 28 X1, Xp, X390 ¥ FSTDHE AMESE B4gho]l AUAA ZA
Heng X;9 I E 1/100 & £4359 A3 gth

I 412 AA v Y (9F)9 w3l sr 49 g /A d(e8 B)9 32
IS 2HEIE S YE AHE Y o 3ol thE gholl s & 74%=E 453 ¥
WES AANHL 92 T 5 AL, IS AV YY H2E292 490 Y utalA B
Aste Wxe FeHztn & 5 Atk gk FE AYe Y7F Gl RgFd £ £2
F i Eols PEE WES ¢ 4 Aok

F 412 AA YLY > 04 of 2429 712 FAZFAH, Y] A7 dolnz Fut
A4E G gol AAHT Yee & 5 AL, YY > 09 BFL M@l 2 242 056,

i

d

Hisrograny of Y it of positive.y

k3 Pasitlvel¥

39 41 AR WSAS ARSI F9 FE A WS HAEY



FHY otd FAAEY ol T WAL F2: 72N AR & 511

4.1 AA A - eTE Fo] S M wo] VR EFAF
Y Y>>0
Min 0 1
1st Qu. 0 1
Median 0 2
3rd Qu. 1 3
Max 6 6

Total N 8716 2253
Mean 0.57 2.20
LCL Mean 0.55 2.15
UCL Mean 0.60 2.26
Variance 1.41 1.87
Std Dev. 1.19 1.37

E 42 A MW WIS 3 g A W] AT B
Y Y >0
TAF FYFE FAY¥ FAFE
Kolmogorov-smirnov 0.425 0.01 0.233 0.01
Cramer-von Mises 340.036 0.005 24911 0.005
Anderson-Darling 1686.794 0.005 150.426 0.005

2202 AA FF3 02 AL FFo] & Aot de ¢+ Ak

£ 425 % 399 374 2% Aelth BE BAZY pvalues} 0058 Fome
AFAL 22 29T, E 419 A3} Lo] vlEH HE ARY FEI} o) N9A AL
& ¢4 g

4.2. AT FE
=

24w goll thek AFEE = o33 Z2o] £EF S} Rodrigues(2003) 7F A8 4
7} @l ZIP R Yol A A3 utel Zo] w o) t§t Jeffrey 77 B AL 2 & (noninformative
prior)E 7}A337] A c=d=1/29 & Fo EAFAL, Y AREEY AFEE
o FF(6o)H BAHE)L2E HES & 1A G2 WA opf IARY S 3
|3t H oA FAPLE 28 FHAE o]&3to] £

3FNA FAR P2 BE VYA HEZZ) A G ES o] L5te] F 510,000 G
AL T 2 F AR FEUS ALY A 2719 BE 10,0007 & A A (burn-in
period) 31, 2} 7] 4T (auto correlation) 2] WABL 27 YA, 28 T8 S 50 B8
7 A = (thinnig) sttt WetA HFH o8 3 E FE £+ 10,0007 o)t} 19 4.2
- 3% 4.7& 7+ 25ult) Time Sequence plot(TS plot) S Z28lA Lo} REE] & 49
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=2

HEAE #9981, 2t 2o BE 2 AF
U=ol tﬂzﬂ Hog £ R HJYZS EF 2
oAl 2t B4EY g AW HEE gt 2 B4uic} 10,0004 9] BES A
2,09 BFE B5o] FARLE AEEAT S0 T AFEEY] 298 4
Sz oz A3HA AR Aok ool thdt A= thE & 4.37 ek WA AR} 8,716
ZolA 17 942 & Fovn ddEE Jdo] Fw=67%E AAst, 21¥A X
Aol 1-w =33%E XAk vepgeh & 8,716 9] 67%) | Zsl AHE-2 5,839
dul ol So A4 58308 2H ] AU I B S7F AA AR RA
249 AL & £ Utk =3 35mmoj e AF BRG] LAHA FUD AR
m = 6,466<1H] ©]F S = 5,8300] XA 3= W&ol FI0%EA, 3.5mmeo]Fe] X 24
Fofo] HAEA U™ AF F 90%= AAZ AR E F ¢ Jdojt UnA] 10%=
AR g 2R ghoy AF G HAE Ao LA A gghEE & 5 Ak

& I E ot 2L EA ¢ 5

BUNC)/

‘posterior of g

Densiy -
G500 00008 B 0HY;
VS T TS 1S T 1

19 4.2: Sol th 3} time sequence plotT FH AIZEE

poiteionoln.

ek

29 4.3: woll th3k time sequence plotz FH ALZ B3

bésmatiar oL 0




) Tols AR Ho) BB WAL F2: 7AY Aol A4

postarior sl

T LV e S S R SRy
00 4000 BOPA A000  1QDUG R T O T - S
e Mo S0 Bendwidth » 109¢

8 4.5: 419 ™3} time sequence plots} FH AR R

SIEVER NEYE 3¢

Dersy
00 AT Gl 008

2 - 0 19
AT eI X DTS,

1 4.6: 50 3} time sequence plotT} FH AT R

. pasndyior 61 b3

E]

<550 G- 0454

23 4.7: B39 th3F time sequence plot3 FH AL EX

E 4.3 Wo] A% 22| 23 B S,w,b,01, 8,09 ¥ 27
Mean Std Err 95% C.L

2.5% 97.5%
S 5830 6.5034 5817.25 5842.47
w 0.6690 0.0023 0.6645 0.6734
GBo 0.7234  0.0029 0.7038 0.7434
G 2.9148  0.0793 2.3316 3.4979
B2 -3.4214 0.0628 -3.5446 -3.2982
B3 -0.3073 0.0321 -0.3702 -0.2445

513



514 dold, LW

B By, 01,082,838 AHEIA Stk WA o] 2D Rego] FHA Fotr Tt
Wald $A%F 22 = (445)? °] AHE 1& ZE FIAFEZE BHES o83 K :
B =0& AR A3}, 2o AAFAZ 2 62258.85, 1351.049, 2968.168, 91.646°] 32
p-value7} 25 0.001 2T ZrobA £ RS ettt wakA 773 A4S 2 #23
A E AR —w] FES A= AD)NA FEE A5 2 Edre B0 =0}
+ BEE g MR ALnR, 3 Fdd Tt 2old FARF LS UEhAHE,

0.7236 + 2.9148z; — 3.4214x5 — 0.3073z3
exp(0.7236 + 2.9148z; — 3.4214x, — 0.3073z3)

]

log o
6

i

olth. Amdse IS 1/1002 oY AL st 99 9 Agsid, ¢
21 %) (decay teeth)7} & 7] Z7}8tH 3.5mm o4 X Fgol A BF Bd7) 1.03(=
00292)u) Z7}31 3, 1o wE AE) T L (exp(0.023), exp(0.035)) = (1.024,1.036) 0] t}.
Z $47 & A 74l wel F3E X5 2 e FFFH LR F 3%F et
2 BAAs F 2%00AM BAE F 4%7HA F7tanh SA A (filled teeth) 7k 3 7} wolA A
oF 0.978) 7} &) o] o] W& AFHF L (0.965,0.968)0lth. o= FAA 7} 3 /) WolA A
HFH o2 3.5mm o143l X Fd T Eodprt HFHLE 3% o= AL viTnh
283 443 x)o}(missing teeth) 7} 3 7} 2713t <k 0.99%1 9] SHEFI Yo F 1%
Zo]Er}. ol & AFF7HE (0.996,0.998)°] o}

329 482 AR ot AR T A IAEIYHR H+ QQ ZHOIT
o] 2y A A7t A4S AAE RIAT A XolF AR tiE Tk
AW A Q-QIYA Bl d Bokg o 7Y ok HAARFY I EE
RAFEE O AL, B QQ 2ZMAMR A AM ke JeE vER T St

Histogrant M‘ziﬁﬁ@:téﬁfdﬁal MNEmnalQ-Q Piot -
s U o
2
- & N
g R
& T
;, [r ¥ k] lx l‘, ’l flf k3 1 »{!
i 54 2 -4 i S GRS S - A SN -
Zigies resigual Thegrétical Qsentifes

1% 4.8 ZIPR 230 o3 o) sl2EaW3 FF Q-Q 13
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3. U2 2829 vl
o X} of EH“GM D}" a3 ilﬂ.‘?_?’é,:ﬁ}—'-ilﬂ”ﬁ BHOIZPP EHS AT 9

2] Qr ZHM MW s Y«l ﬂi“’i, fP_r(Y—O) 121 1Pr( ~—0)°E T
g »lﬁ} I A 3AFA FEWHE FET Fold AREYEY Pr(Y =0)2 0.584%
FRAE QT WolA¢ FEWHEE HET I Tolg IARFL 07182 FHFHUH
AAAEAA Go] AR vlEo] 0.74A AT vwAHEE Wo] ¢ FEYPS A&
A Zotg ALY BT ARGl vl 24 Fo 2 FAHULE €+ Aok
ZFAA ol 23 gl Q& T 95% AFHFHE JeEREH o *Bl?ﬂoﬂﬂi Ry
J Zopg FFARY o] ¢ AL AT HAE 7HAN o] AFAJA FE2HE o] &3
Tol5 ALY ReHth ¢ dAH 0T HEsrt gtk

EELAE Y 7 Qv AR D £ e =7, Zops HARY
7 439 Tolg FARFANA Pr(Y =0)9 B2 ZH7H0.001249} 0.0001462. 8 1}
A FHY Tot$ FARY(ZIPR)o] €53 FL @& Zeth 29 49v Eokd FH
23 43 ZokF IAARFANA Pr(Y =0)9 —fiow} ZolF IAARFEY FHY
Folg HARGANA & FFl BT HS FAFL AL HAEH

£ A 289 AT A3IA Pearson A= SAR X2 =Y L0 e 254 vm
3 Boct A3 ARG Topd ALY L A ol EH% R R
e 2 3E AL Ytk &, B Eobd IARFAA 238 Y AEX7}F AAA
29 71t 2H% AL &+ Ak

F 44 A IARY) R Hlw 2 F

Real Data Linear Reg Poisson Reg ZIP Reg
Pr(Y =0) 0.74 - 0.584(0.582, 0.587) 0.718(0.717, 0.718)
Minimum Y 0 ~0.282 0.097 0
Maximum Y 6 1.898 2.951 3.722
Pearson Chi-square - 21089.151 21281.642 14667.498
GEAY AALFIAL 07 BAY EAY AARBL BT G RAT A 2
o] 2H X2 2o Ae(Cook’'s D)E AHEWY, Yo #SX7} 2 o]4Q ES EF 9]
2] (outlier) 2 FH DA AT F 10%) 8t} T2 1 o S X](predicted value) o] 4 .»}

N,

gkol Z47h-0.28904 1.92, Yo Hrigkol 6 Aol wlshe oS Y= 2A ol Atk =
Zols AARYNAE Bde] het AFE Do) KA Bk, IR A4 57
24 $ARANE 7120 AL AT, Y BEAT 2049 FES A2 B
AAE o 11%) ek 22D &R Hagkst Arigrol 22 0.08%F 2052 BFA
Y HABYRCHE P el WA el Sl AW, § FY AR B AS R} Hago
20089 g ZE AL QA Rtk vE 99 Eojd AARYL WA A= &

=
rzi ﬁ ok B o>
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Distributlon of poty 1 poly=n Distribution of zip:y | zipy=0

Daasiy.
3
i

Dansity:

39 4.9: 2olF AARYH ZIP | ARFAA Pr(Y; =0)

ot

208-% ol 42 VUL NS HAH AU E 247} 0% 3722 THE B3

5 BT EHe) A A5 Y

G714 528 He BEdY ALY Lok ARl v 2 o8 &
¥ o422 Budts Rolth Y7 9¢ FEH TFHT QAW BFAE A
B EAS BMEAE Ao SAE TAN B JEASE LAV o2 Aotel
+9 %e ¥ e Rz Boiylele AN 3% WA Ho} R4E S AR A
F33he A4be] Yehtt Zoleh olol wel 7] Eols HARYo] WAt F £
Me 97 A2 S4S Vet TFRIOET BEo BHS 37 BR oA
e Y Ve 5 Arks FolA EYEYY W 22 AYHS T ATk

tin
flo

b
ot i

E 45 2 AARYPo) g ujw gk
yALY ZIP Reg
Mean Std Exrr Mean  Std Err
S 6043 0.27571 5830 6.5034
w 0.6690 0.00006 0.6690 0.0023
6 1.8602 0.00033 - -

Bo - - 0.7236  0.0029
B - - 2.9148  0.0973
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F RPN 2AH BT wE APAS7I I ZYF Q= B, ZF 0.6698 22 3o
Z2AE PR T S AGLT) = B oA 6043, Yl EF oA 583022 2k 2002] x}o]
E HAth we #EA7 F AdolA ol 3 oA #E5E FE0)5 S+ FA

A ZolA et = Aol F5H BEo|BE o] = W
B £ ok whekA HA B X 8,716% FollA 67% =
A BFPNA 2AF 571 5830H L2 A AA A5 WA F
AE AL & AU} ols AHHFLE FU18l BYE A1 BA%A 289 AR
£ 9 %2}6}741 FR3&At & 5 3

Al 4= 9= o] Ak Z]—E(discrete count data)ol| o 3}o] &2 X o} 3} A (poisson precess) &
Zq%/\]ﬂ;‘]"} Fo] FEIA 2 ¥EE AR Y+ °§-‘+°‘ A8 B¢ TolF =

E oz 23} o)A A2ES AFA717) A8 T3 2 ¥ (mixed model) o] AAH )
I, 2 FoA B =AM 939 Xopd 3| ARF(ZIPR)E W o] A BF A £4 8}
Atk o] 474 A5 It vl BY S Bt B, vh5AE IARY, XotF
AARYT £ 2y I Eolk% Y (ZIP)I I3Y Folf FARY(ZIPR)o =
Zt B4 FA30 54AY S ARYY Zokf IARY L AFHA FE YA F
2AFHE o8P IHY £ }%E"’é:’—} BHY TolF ARFEL W o)A ¢k AP
A A5t E’-U“ﬂ «]3'1 FEH 24E vlad Bt}

a1 A3} Z3HAR REEL EF -rr«]‘GVﬂ HLEH&E} e} go] ofF w2 ul&

< A8 Yo, Urw‘_f% ARG Ao g 7HHES WA T JAEY A
@E% AR EGE o, TobF ARG o A = Btk a2 ol ALY
T AsUYY & H5202 <l FuiitE dAdo] dojus AHY Az of AR &%
o 283 FARYEE T MY AT EF S Lol y] Y3 v A dESAE T A
Pearson A ¥ E FAFOZ vjafE A3, Ho)A¢ F2HLS F&3 FHY Eol$ 3
2go) o FZE A SA} AA SHS FH v AFAL o 7T 2 AL R Y
gt £33 7 BYolA FHE A S A AT AT I3 TotF AR
2ol vlsiA d o) 7HF &HA FHH (. o)l theAE IARYH Fol$ 37
ol 4 -‘f}‘:‘d}ﬂl 233 Y= A5 54 1A G, o)A E FAE = G
= o8 B4 F228 A FA3A, 1o IhE A S A "CT‘]' A 3HA YERG A
ojt}. wahA :rLﬂ-v%*g*"EV} ZHE oo Fofl st A ES A= Fxo 2 g4 J
Dol Eolf EXE 43l A5 E AGAECZN A=A AAFAL Y Y BE
Has 03, By QoA 7 B4o] st 2 AR Z2 & 73] 4 245 AT
o224 LEX}%OE A BE 5 e A E WAL FE PP E HEFo B} ¢
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Bayesian Analysis of a Zero-inflated Poisson Regression

Model: An Application to Korean Oral Hygienic Data*
Ah-Kyoung Lim" Man-Suk Oh?

ABSTRACT

We consider zero-inflated count data, which is discrete count data but has too many
zeroes compared to the Poisson distribution. Zero-inflated data can be found in various
areas. Despite its increasing importance in practice, appropriate statistical inference
on zero-inflated data is limited. Classical inference based on a large number theory
does not fit unless the sample size is very large. And regular Poisson model shows
lack of fit due to many zeroes. To handle the difficulties, a mixture of distributions
are considered for the zero-inflated data. Specifically, a mixture of a point mass at
zero and a Poisson distribution is employed for the data. In addition, when there exist
meaningful covariates selected to the response variable, loglinear link is used between
the mean of the response and the covariates in the Poisson distribution part. We
propose a Bayesian inference for the zero-inflated Poisson regression model by using
a Markov Chain Monte Carlo method. We applied the proposed method to a Korean
oral hygienic data and compared the inference results with other models. We found
that the proposed method is superior in that it gives small parameter estimation error

and more accurate predictions.

Keywords: Poisson regression model; Zero inflated data; Mixture model; Monte Carlo.
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