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Penalized Likelihood Regression with Negative

Binomial Data with Unknown Shape Parameter

Young-Ju Kim"

Abstract

We consider penalized likelihood regression with data from the negative bino-
mial distribution with unknown shape parameter. Smoothing parameter selection
and asymptotically efficient low dimensional approximations are employed for nega-
tive binomial data along with shape parameter estimation through several different
algorithms.

Keywords: Negative binomial; penalized likelihood; shape parameter; smoothing
parameter.

1. AE

SO FEE AE Y ~ NB(y,p)ol st n(z) = log{p(z)/(1 — p(z))} 2 F4 &
EUEES {L(v +y)/@TW)}p" (1 —p)¥oll A8t 59 284 (nY) < (v +
Y)log(l + exp(n)) — v 7FXth 4714 v ¥8lA A &2 e RFolY n(z)& F
HF zo] &= Folth fEe HES 5 YA BHLEIAE o] &3}
n(e)E F33ux Aot AP =3I AE T 54 (fexibility) = HNH 383
e EzAN FATFE LAY EX FAALY 53N E L nEye &
Aiolth R =3 AHL O3 %’=}T°_— HESE P88 a3 d2 508
F3 3.

= Zz )+ J(n) (1.1)

ol o, J(n) & 79 AX A=o T BHE Ao, A Y AR U AFE
(goodness of fit) &} HEXE (smoothness) o] A5 A (trade-off) & 2 A3= FF =
4 (smoothing parameter) ©]th. BRAEE<71 [iPdzd o (1.1)2) 43 E F9 &%
3 2E 29l (cubic smoothing spline) ©]g}32 3t} (o 71 A fie o] 28R T g4=o|t}).
(1.1) g HadE 53 29 37 HC {n:J(n) < o} o] EA}3tc}.
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7189 HALEIANA HaHe AP PL AR FUFEY JIAE 2787
&0l )-8 Apg o] thste] a3 A FAA ol o] Uth ol T HAaH AL
ol A4 A oL FEFY A3 et g Guel Kim (2002), Kim¥} Gu (2004), Kim
(2005) = BHL=FFANAMY HLHE AAE FLIBLR2 ZAAT= HHE Al
Aot 747t 7RI AR & A 7HA] A E AFg ) tiste HEAIF T o]H & AX
A 2AE Y AHE ¢ £ FolA4E ALY E8A4L Fo A v ELAE S A
%7 st FE3] 2 g7t FAlO 27k fEle SolFEE A8 et o]H e
ARY 3oz A E ALdetazt s

HHLE3 AN AT, FBEE 243 B P 24 (smoothing parameter)
o ey e 23T, A5 g 23 £471 o) Kim (2005) oA A
Alg Al 7tA) A& A5 dd BEES AHHH A B89 Bernoulli A5 &
H A d Guet Xiang (2001) o] o] Fo|FRE thstodE ZAFoI=AE A &
27 Ut} E3] Lo|FRE o] P24 (shape parameter) 7} LB XX &= 22 FE)
2o 24S 34 1@

2. 4234

WHLEAAYE )88 BEEHOIM A (L) o oo ¥43 HE Y=
7t (Hilbert space) °] #8234 mQ |F2 Ny ={n:J(n) =0} & 7}tk 714
ok HAlM S WA < -,- > o] ti3tq < R(z,), f(*) >= f(z) & TFd= vSRZA &
R(-,)& RK (Reproducing Kernel) 21 &1L ©o]# 3 v S A X & 7HA = &5
7+ HE RKHS (Reproducing Kernel Hilbert Space) 2F3 3t} (Gu, 2002).

ofl o) rit of

T2t F7 HolA 9 Has AL d4ddor Erlsslith ol 353
ke 2 RKHSO AAE o]&3td 4 (1.1) 9 H437 XY 320
Nj @ span{R;(z;,-),i = 1,...,n}, Ry RK, oA EHHA= Aol & & A 3
o0 0O(n®)9 Aitel 2 FHh Guet Kim (2002) = 4] (1.1) o H2HE A F3
4 g < noll 3t g—AEe] 5T H, 2 SAAZ 2AE9 A28 ¢+ E0l
a9t ZortkE Ag Btk o] uf ¢ e O Pr+b+e) pe [1,2], r > 1,
Ve >0, o2 HAJF3] A 2FEF ook 3t} p € [1,2]+ ne] BE = (smoothness) o o}
2t 24, FEE7} 255 20 /PgTh A& Eol, [(n?W)2%dz < 000 p =27
Fo (G71M n@WE no 484 SFsoit}). r2 HAE =85 J(n)ol 23 2R
= FEEE UJeE gz A FH 288 giste r = 47F 99 (Gus} Kim,
2002, 229 27 2 AXR). BAHAE ¢ J(n) = [iPdzo)T FHEF HEE7T FE
3 02 713 0 ¢ 26+ 0?7} HH ¢—xHd ZAEL ARL O(ng?)o]
HAey a7 g < nQ AY BERAT {2,/ = 1,...,q} C {5, = 1,...,n}0l] th3}4
H, = Nj@span{R;(z;,-),j =1,...,q} A HAs+= t}33 Zo] 28F £ Ut}

o 3 5T A
oX oX X0 || o

77(18) = Z du¢u(x) + Z c]'RJ(ZJ" 1") (21)

j=1
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A7NA, {$, )= FF7 N 71A 1, Ry(-,z)E RKOIH d = (di,...,dm) % c=
(e1,...,¢c)T & AASLHEoT g =nd o} 4] (2.1) 2 4 (1.1) & ZF37} D). o
£ 9, x = [0,1]91A J(n) = [iPded ®l, N; = span{l,ki(x)}, ki(x) = z — 0.5¢]
H=N;oH/oA8 79 258¢ 4& £ Ak Hy = {n: [yndz = [y idz =
0,J(n) < o}l e RKE Rj(x1,22) = ka(x1)ko(w2) — ka(z1 — z2)7F Boh 714
k, = B, /v'°]al B,+ Bernoulli t}&4] o]t} (Gu, 2002).

HHLESFANAN HE B4t HadY 45S ZHINE FEESTY A9y
L F23 A7 At 7129 Guet Xiang (2001) ¢ ®H-2 Bernoulli A5 o7 B &
= len Kim (2005) & Al 7FR] A5¢F x50 tid BEES AHPHE A A AT
So|FEE A5 FF, E3) P24 (shape parameter) 7} H A A Q= FLolle

Gu$t Xiang (2001) & ¥HE 2L o Fejrso] 374-& FA 22 3fod of Frh
3. A4

AR A 4 (2.1) o AAEAE IA A FHAE o AR 5 Atk AR
£ 33 HEESY APl F AAE So)FEEY FHESTY FHFEA oIt
ol ANE AL FRBAEANN FHEL 2HL AW FGLL AT B
HER o] FAES FAlM thR 1A gttt vpx e g AR 2AE 49 F4F
H,9 9& 2R 3HE BAOth 2AE 489 A4 O(ng?)olBR 43 E AE
719 ¢ < noll & H 2 At 430 AMdYE ¥4 ¢ Atk £ =FdAs
WIS B J(n) = [iPdeE S 9 2EHAL AW

3.1. FEu,od Feup

AR NH 24 A28 4 (2.1) o AL Kim (2005) 9 2o 21T
o] o) A2 AHE o] &3t 7H A 253 FHE YEUYER KimT} Gu (2004)
G E o] 4 gt ol if 1Y B E B 5of v} 3o Newton iterationS o83}
A 485 F5t3, et ZAM A 309) Kullback-Leibler A 2]9] cross-validation 1
Gu#} Xiang (2001) ] AGACYV (Alternative Generalized Approximate Cross-Validation)
scores H 28w A & 24E Feth
w(nY) = dl/dn, w(n;Y) = Pljdp?2 598, 239 3 25 A A3t ij(z;) ol A
RIAFEEF Un(z:); Y2)S] o2 e tha3t 2ol 3375 aAF 2es FHE
vetdtt .
S ¥ - () + M ). (3.1)
i=1
ANA Y, = fms) — @/BioV R, @ = (v + V)P — v, B = (v + Yi)pi(l — 5:), Bi =
=) /(14 eM=))olt). 4] (3.1) ol no] A AL BF4 (2.1) € s o33 22 4

e ge 4 gom,

(Y = 8d — Re)TW (¥ — Sd — Re) + nAcT Qe. (3.2)
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ol m, ¥ =(V1,...,Y)T, W = diag(wy, . .., w,), S%= (6,0) AR D27}t ¢, (2:) n x m

FEolx, R (4, J)t‘“‘ﬂ B47F R(z5,2:) A nxgq %2 QT (4, k)AA L27t R(25, ) D

gxq@Yoltt. v, = WY, Y, = WY2(Sd+ Rc)& 59,7, = A,(\)Y, 7}5151 A,

g FPolt} 4] (3.2) & d9} coll Y3t HAZAAM T 2Z9 gy ;& AT

t}. Newton iteration& ©] &3] BHNZHA LA F A el F48) ;2 78 A

HolEAIA uztch. o)FA =& FAFI o= s 7 ot (Kim, 2005). 28]
I AGACV score V*(\) & H 438l R4 2 AFAYERSE oo}

- Ay
V) = -1 S lmle v + S )IZh( ). (33)
i=1
AANA ki = ~Yip;, W = diag(tn, ..., W), Aps BE B o]t} (Gus} Xiang, 2001).

2olFREY FHRS 17 FRAA 4L APt IS PHE o83 1
F4sor B0k 2HY FYRFO) hske] AL Newton Aolol= A Yei=47}
FAY Dz YRS 232 FLHATh SIFEINN FHESE ¢A) 2T o
Y R4S 45 QWA oz AU HISEY So| AT (Van de Ven,
1993). $2h= $OIBLES YRS A EFPPUL A3 YhRTE 3
3o 2 7 Adgaelse ne sk

o 2THE 1. TAY BBES) Yot FHRSY S B 2R3} AT
Hel 2o t3te ne) Newton updateE AALelR 5o A FAHAXE o] L3ty
voll et 29588 A3 sles vE 3AE YL vtE S 139 3

2o tf 8t 02t ve] AL inner loopE, AGACV score 4] (3.3) & o] &3}
A A A4 AALL outer loopE o] Fo] Ath

o Jd1F 2 1A ?‘%‘EHE'—-’F vol] B3t AGACYV score 4] (3.3) & F 438t 3
H JBELE F5o 78 Ak P @ 23 A follA FElRg v HeF
AFS :r"?f]'% WS e

o FuE 3 AT W oA FHEF vE LAY F 4 (3.3) & o] 83
& fzr—} Fol A Aol thate] voll N3t 22L& T I(1;Y,7) =logD(v +Y) —
logF( ) + (Y +v)log(1/(1 + exp(h)) — vir& HN33t= vE FHESTY FAHA
€ 73 ol Wl = 1A Y FeRFo) JIIHEE vo ROLETG 2T
Atk

drE 12 24" FBESF <Ll f%‘EH "—4 F7 ] nested Ho| 3 E1¥

T 2¢ HAPER UT 92 FHIES ve] BHESEAYPolrt. &8 E 2+ Newton
iteration-g ©]-§ 3l vE A 3H= Wty %ﬂﬂ & 32 grid search & ©o}-& 325 Ad)H
22 ALgo] gt

AoA AN e EF 45E 7] 98+ Kim (2005) A2} vt@d7tA g M2
2 AN 7}A] HAE 849} A) 7]—?(] SNR (signal to noise ratio) & o83 AAH A}
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EE 7L 53} 2L 29432 #ASAH

m(z) = 1980z7(1 — z)® + 8582%(1 — 2)'0 — 2,
na(z) = 2sin(2rz) + 0.1,
ny(z) = e~ =0,

Zt g2E ol date 24 B8 37] n = 1009 HFS 2 = (i - 05)/n, i =
L...,ng& A&k 2 vel didtd B pe 02, HEF H2E e 22
Sk 12 242 5, 10,20 3 FHUE A3t 44 100719 FERES o] &35
3.180) AA T A= e G5 o83t A& Fe R FAHX L qol 3 KL
(Kullback-Leibler) $£541-& A 4F3} 91t}

L(A) =K L(n0,m»)

=% D {1+ ™)) (log(1 + ™)) —log(1 + €™*)) —x () + mo() }-
=1

a9 3.1 floA ot Z 47 BlAE F5 m,m,me0l BB RAAHEE T &
NEE 1,239 450 24HUE 28 319 AF A 2z FHRFv=294 1
Al 742 SNRe| thate) duaE 1 (F2 AR, E1EE 2 (FL F719 43 & &
TEE 3 (g2 AR 22 8E A4d Felng 3R FAIG S0t 712 A
AL FH R4 Fghe vehdth 18 E 3& o] 8% RPN FH RS v ¥
1+ 0.5(0.2)3.5 & A3ttt AR & AR JE A= Fo-
13319 LEF AN =z 7 ¢ oA AE FE RS, FHRE 085t
d2 79 KL €42 4ATH 22 2ASA-

33 319 9% A A a2z A B ute} 2o ¢1gE 12 FHESF vE I
4 FAFA T A2 e A et g1 2¢ ANAcR AR FFe o
o BEAS 37 et ¢nEE 32 99 F ¢auEo vdte AjH e g A3t
7t FRANE At vhdd daEE 32 A FF 19 Hsto FAX e A
o] 3A Yetth 71 oA YA T v =4L W= v =24 w2} FHo= F
A3 AFHE QT 53 ¢1F 3 v =49 o) S3aE 20 vl B4kl ZAA
bt ek ARg-zLe] B Bto] GarElE 1oy EarElE 38 AMS-3te] FE R4
FAANE QL = Utk 19 319 LEF A 2 EZ & AR OE g ol OE 49
g vehde Fejrsd] 23 e AF o= vEee AL B + A
2, g7 e ASE YA, ALt ol ujRol AEHE R HE FFF
< ZEEo] REYFHY & Ao FE AERE U A7) Me A3 A2 A
Fol Yetten®g AA% 340 E 5+ Ak

3.2. q2] A&t

FgrE 28I oo 7214 okl J(n) = [i2dz2 T3 Gust Kim (2002) ol
A AN go 21 O(n¥°)E o] &3t Al 2 (2.1) o AL AAHsuA &
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thg=kn?Po2 T3 RANF L T3 k9 gL AT = Ak ZYAUI S A3
o Bl2EFS p 9 v = 20 HFt] A2 T2 A 7]9] SNR F & A E 3t =27
7bno=100, n = 50090 £¥& 247 FE2Yc} v9] Fe A 2 Frole 31289
g5 o]&3td AT G ALEHATE Z R A Z v = 5(1)158 A
83k 2717 g = kn®0Q 3070 M2 ThE AW ER {5} C {a:}& FE3 307
o] A ZAM (2.1) &} g = noll thE FEH|E AL A= o2 k9 3ol tsho
Kullback-Leibler &4& A4teteod A1 o2 Geh it

[s2]
QA
O 3
o T
_‘I
- ' °
]
© P °
—~ ~ = Ly P T et e
< o < © 7 N
~ O ~— O T T o s ¢ o
- o - "t ﬁgﬁa‘%éﬁ-i—l-h
: ° _ VT 1L L :
- 4 £
Toroe 1
-ﬁﬁw < vt
8 .L*'. g"l
g- - - 1 T T o. Jl. T I L]
5 10 15 20 5 10 15 20
k k

39 3.2: v =27} €81A Y& W ¢ gH A 4B n =100 (%), n = 500
(L%

10
T! ° o.“-r
-4 T T o , [4V] \
S |-t s g e ety
S - E%f*:* ) g 4 NI FTY.
/-\d e "Ov LT .
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; 8
:N
I~ .go
< ) T N w -~ '
B 5
o B gl : 8._ 4
5 10 15 20 = 5 10 15 20
k k
29 34: v=248 wj ¢ g L € E 28 o] &3 FeR5o FAHA
2 {ir 8 [t
\/Lo T T T TTTT
TSl £J1ULHH ..
(2} O T
o LU o, ) w 7enroe
B R g o ekl @
d .I._LJ' + - 4 1
T T T T T T T T
5 10 15 20 5 10 15 20
k k

dY 35 v=29 o ¢9] & R &2 F 32 o] &F

Y 328 PR p =27} EA Y= AL 0 =100 n =500 w} AZ 2
k9] kol it A4tE KL €4S Ax1do 2 etk 19 3.3, 18 34, 19
5 JelBEr v =271 €A YA G2 A n=100¥ ] A2 T}E v glol 3}
o A4A KL £43 31844 AAS M2 o8 da2EE 0] 8359 A4s FHR
F FR3AY FA1EE BgFT vy 1Y 3.3, 19 3.4, 19 359 94F A1y
T 2ZAdEC HI KL &4 S B Eth F AL g =n¥ "] H A CH?J‘
KL €48 Jedth -2 FA4L2 FeRY Jgtv =29 9 KL €4 &, 7I= A
AL 3139 ¢ EL o83t AT UL o] &3t AL KL £4& ‘4’5}"“‘3}‘

o =
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7t 239 REF AP L AR thE kol st 3.1389 ¢aEE o838t At
& FeRSo FAY Aot 2 AL FHR,Y g v =28, 7= A
AL g=nd o 3139 ¢I2FL ol 43ty 2T v& Ut Zt 2o He
A3}t 2ol k7t ARLSE KL 49 A9 gol7F 201584 ¢ =nd w9 &8
W KL &4 (7he A4) 2 7PH9AE 2€ 8 5 Ao 282 k9 ol 10~12 7
E7HEE AAEY o7 AR A He AL AT+ Aok W FHES &4
X AA k7 ARSE dFFeR YeyEe RS 8 5 Jon o2d FFES FHR
7 73 dne 5ol et A =2 gtk 92 2FHE HEERF v =2,
1=59 o 448 shte] B thg dijoln], 22 279 0 AYEELS AH
o FUE ZJAYPL Y YEhue £ TOE 4 Jou 52 FHE dL %
ot 7)ol UetuyA gL o8 H<E 53 o8 SNRs, 2 Jej2s, 233 o
En>1000 3t dH oz Y HE AP oBE 7N = AFsr|= Ao

4. 4E

ol 22 EHLEITAE ol & SOIFEX A5Y AFEAE HFU FHR
7t @EAA e A¢ R A9y 34 FHRSse] FATES A S
Ack ATA EEAHE FASIE AXY ZAE o] 88 79 2579 2T wE A
S HESAL old e FHESY FZAE FASHT FHESI LA A
A2 SO1FEE AR A AN E o8 R EI ARG AF Y AL
AEFA, Aot A YEhte HEF ARE TFE = AA E471EA § 2830
I wE Ao AlFE AL 7

)

2EY
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