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1 EREREAVAT 1y 7ERDEL

1 DXIHIC, MEEED2MEES QHENED ESL S LE 5kw) BEIL, ERERZTI DR
WUITh 3, HlzZIE, 0/1 T—FDHE, [0,1] DiEZE LD E W) T EiF, 1 DFERBPELE MR E L THRIRT
E 25, 0 RMOES 1 ZHZ 2EOERIITE 2\,

1.2

0.6 0.8 1.0
| |

probability

0.4

0.2

0.0

-0.2

20 30 40 50 60 70 80

BT BoR7 4y 7S L RSO

HLFERVFAET D (REBEBS 112%3) MERZ P LLLE, % Ay X, 2ok Lo

log () KR ¥y bR Y X RS,

(1) Ko kHicwy FIWTEROBIEHEER A=by+ by x1 +by X2+ ...+ b, x, TREZ LT 200
CATAVIETINTH D, A ZHIETFHITF linear predictor & b9,

log(1_P):bo+b1x1+b2x2+...+bpxp=,l W

(1) KoL EZ E -7 (2) 1F, WEEED 1 IR 2MERE 0 IR RO EESTLD Gy
) TH5B,

1 P=exp(bo+b1x1+b2x2+...+bpxp) (2)

x1 UHAOMSEBBFACTHLEVIFETT, xy =u+1 DEEDF Y RLE X =uDEEDF vy XD
ztnl 3) KokH)ickhs, 3, 4y RHEWIN, x; 281 B A7 & E1T, 4 v X3 exp(b) 51

I B
Ty XL VIDRE XYY TILT THIAA ) 2RI EDIHDNI L DTH 3, % THEINE DT, HAD

NEBE. e LSBT Ay ALERSE), T LAz ZzAEN THRI ORI E RGO RO A THAL,

BRI DRfER I DR " -
KD = R0 e M > 3 z ¥
MOTE = T muogee LF2 Bt TEHL T2 hensE 22 Ly £ 2,




B EEEKT S,
Przunt /(1= Pyy1) explbo + by (u+1)+by xo +...+ b, x,)
Pyou/(1=Pyo)  explbo+biu+byxa+...+byx,)
(1) Xz PlzowTfiidt 4) KokHicks,

1

il sy @

P[0, 1] D%z E D, A 2B P 2Hdhe LTifipnsthiifizo s 25 4 v 7 g & RIEh 52,

= exp(b;) 3

1.1 HEEREE Ay Xt
W, SSWIHIC B > BT HE OO AL 25, £1DEILE>TORET S,

F1 gk e ST

TR
JE A KHEHICH > KlHEFRICHb B> At
BTkt 240 7760 8000
W% iR 20 1980 2000

ZOETIE, BolFWIRETREEWRICH 2 7-DIE 3%, HE WLIRE TREHBIZH > 7-DIF 1% TH o7,
RIFEBELD 2 M Ewa 2, 20X) REFREZFT 2 & Zi, EECREEDTTF 2 E TP 8 —
By FTCERINEEIZEZBD 20 E )% B 513012, HMNGEHRE LAy 2/ 2 E8H 5,

FRERREE &9 DU, RO B 2 7V — 7 TR & ZHEHED, FHE D0 7L — 7 TR & 2 i
ROMGEI2ETEDTH 2, BolF0IRER LT TESBEHIKICH > 72 ADEIEIE 3%, 2 WIREZ LT
W DIZIGERERICH > AN 1% T, ZDhE LD L3 2DT, BolFwREL L Tw23 AIZHS LIRS
LT3 ACHARTEERRICSH ) GMIEIE 3572 8 »w) 2 itk 2, HWNGEHED 1 XD KELEAI3E
R»H 25 ETHREBLDEI DT VI L, 1 ID/NAIOEEITEICFERDSH 2 LREREPEIDIT{nWI L
KT, 1 OEADOMHEEZIS & E2ICFEROEMIIFEROGIE 3D F VRV R (Bbx)E 1 RSERL
ERALR) v 2 itk D, AN AERRED 3 A E (39 1 BUT) 122U 5K &g FIcim By
F"H3d % WIS K972 (B L BEORERRIE R 1 L, BAEICk>TE 10 BLEE W IFZERED
H2),

MG ERIEZ D2 DR THETEZ £ A Yy F23H 20, HINOAET L IciEInE8E
DEEZRIET 272 DICEORVH 2BEREL RZTNERS B 0EEVRLODDOEELIBETH DL, 22
T, D& hEHEEEICI R S ROEEIC b HEREOREEME LA ZBIEE LT, 4y XDk
EWo7Ay ALEVBIBDH B, Ay AEVIDIEIFXF Y 7N T THIAAR) 2R TEDIHFLNZ DT
H5, TRIIOEE/RBOIES, THESNE DT, HAOAEEE. Bl SIc8 54 v X L IZERD
Y, g EaftEzhEin TGO L RKORE DGR TEIUL, TRV OHER/ KRR DR =KD
M, (1 —RNOMER) ; s, KHeild THHL TV RHRKDLE 2L, 5%, 508K TR
HBZHH 1 LD THY THD, BolRREDHED A v X1k 240/7760 = 0.031, 2 WIREDY;
£1213 20/1980 = 0.010 £ %4 %, HKDH 2BAEDA v X %51, RKDRWGEDA v Z%5RHZE 5T,
HZEHE LMLy XHTH B, 2% D, (240/7760)/(20/1980) = (240 x 1980)/(7760 x 20) = 3.061856
LD, HEDPICHMNGERKE (3) ISEWEIZZ > T2,

LRCEI R TS TR 2RI TRE Yy FEFL (Futy ML) 235 20, BB RA P AT 4 v 7EF
NDIFEIBEL LIS,
B AR LD ST TH L b T w3,



AYAT14 v I ETILOER

SEOJRATAYIETIL EEARIZ 2675

SEOVRTAYIETIV REERIZ 3 DU EDAT ) —2F>N#RET -5

IBFOJZAT4y 7ETIV EEALKIE 3 DU EDAT 3 -2 R 2P RETF—% (7 3 — I HT7BIR
»b2)
REOSRT1 v IETI
LeBIA Y ZETIV

2 SZEOVATaA4vIETI

GEOUY AT 4 v 7T, WHEEBN 2T -5 Thr5Ea Il I N5,

2.1 stats /I\w T —I®D glm B

£2 fEi7-—%

No. x1 x2 vy No. x1 x2 vy No. x1 x2 vy
1 1 57 47 0 11 54 59 0 21 54 53 O
2 2 54 48 O 12 36 45 1 22 50 61 1
3 3 50 37 0 13 31 36 1 23 53 52 O
4 4 69 63 0 14 43 40 O 24 58 40 1
5 5 4 56 1 15 24 40 1 25 64 71 O
6 6 48 36 1 16 48 46 1 26 51 34 0
7 7 39 65 0 17 35 57 0 27 54 42 1
8 8 49 40 1 18 47 47 1 28 42 44 1
9 9 54 60 O 19 59 66 0 29 56 46 O
10 10 67 56 O 20 53 57 1 30 53 55 0

L2DEI T —FIIRL Tstats Sy 7y =YD glm() Z#EAT 3, FERIZ, summary() TERT 3,

> ans.glm <- glm(y~"x1+x2, data=d, family=binomial)

> summary (ans.glm)

Call:

glm(formula = y ~ x1 + x2, family = binomial, data = d)

Deviance Residuals:
Min 1Q Median 3Q Max
-1.6335 -0.8518 -0.3430 0.9606 1.7023

Coefficients:

Estimate Std. Error z value Pr(>|z|)
(Intercept) 8.13524 3.58443 2.270  0.0232
x1 -0.09798 0.05707 -1.717 0.0860
X2 -0.07235 0.04794 -1.509 0.1313

(Dispersion parameter for binomial family taken to be 1)
Null deviance: 41.054 on 29 degrees of freedom
Residual deviance: 32.227 on 27 degrees of freedom

AIC: 38.227

Number of Fisher Scoring iterations: 4



Kb & NTAREUINEA v A DT, iz Lt v XHick %,

> coef(ans.glm)
(Intercept) x1 x2
8.13524408 -0.09797718 -0.07234616
> exp(coef(ans.glm))
(Intercept) x1 x2
3412.6489238 0.9066696 0.9302088

7 v RO EEXEN confint () THEA v ROBEXEZ RO LDODIEHEE L2 L THoND,

> exp(confint(ans.glm))

2.5 % 97.5 %
(Intercept) 8.7941746 1.589734e+07
x1 0.7960658 1.002113e+00
b 0.8387196 1.017469e+00

glmQ 23R T4 7Y = 7 b linear.predictors (MIEFH T LP L L X9H) I, mOT—% %
coefficients IZ & W BYBEHLL - & EHTH 5,

‘ ‘ 1 o
fitted.values I3 FHIFICH DO VT —— X W HE IS,
1 + exp(-LP)

LP =8.13524 — 0.09798 x1 — 0.07235 x2

> (coeff <- ans.glm$coefficients)
(Intercept) x1 x2
8.13524408 -0.09797718 -0.07234616
> LP <- coeff[1] + data.matrix(d[, 1:2]) %*% coeff[2:3]
> FV <- 1/(1+exp(-LP))
> head(cbind(LP, ans.glm$linear.predictors, FV, ans.glm$fitted.values))
[,1] [,2] [,3] [,4]

1 -0.8497248 -0.8497248 0.2994906 0.2994906
2 -0.6281394 -0.6281394 0.3479325 0.3479325
3 0.5595771 0.5595771 0.6363547 0.6363547
4 -3.1829896 -3.1829896 0.0398109 0.0398109
5 -0.2271370 -0.2271370 0.4434586 0.4434586
6 0.8278776 0.8278776 0.6959060 0.6959060
o
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22 AEHERE

TEHMGE N, EHERE TV ERMAETVZNETNORELONEZ L5272 b DD 2 512 NnZnDH
HEOAZAREL T2 )2 ) 2 L2 RHT 2 BEETH %,
HAEMICIX, H2ETVBERBRLDODE ) M ER 2R GET IV (X)L EFN) LHKTZ L
WIOBBEEZLL D,
> logLik(ans.glm)
'log Lik.' -16.11352 (df=3)

> sum(ifelse(d$y, log(ans.glm§fitted.values), log(l-ans.glm$fitted.values)))
[1] -16.11352

> ans®.glm <- glm(y~1, data=d, family=binomial)

> summary (ans0.glm)

Call:

glm(formula =y ~ 1, family = binomial, data = d)

Deviance Residuals:
Min 1Q Median 3Q Max
-1.066 -1.066 -1.066 1.293 1.293

Coefficients:
Estimate Std. Error z value Pr(>|z|)
(Intercept) -0.2683 0.3684 -0.728 0.467

(Dispersion parameter for binomial family taken to be 1)

Null deviance: 41.054 on 29 degrees of freedom
Residual deviance: 41.054 on 29 degrees of freedom
AIC: 43.054

Number of Fisher Scoring iterations: 4

FIETR L7z x1, x2 ZHNIABE LTy 2 FHL255121E, TET7 v 243 34.864, AIC™ 2840.864 T
Hotle, ZOTHHPNCHRINT VD, KO THNEEZDLLRCETLOTET Y AL AIC ZRKD 5 &,
ZNZEA41.054 & 43.054 TH-o 7o, KT 2 L, YRAENS x1, x2 ZMITEEE LT LD PMENT
WEZEIEDD DD, ARIENTVRE2E ) PIEIOEEZ T 6 13bo 670,

ZZT1oDHELELT, anova() Z#) HiEZTRT, glmQ %R T4 7Y =7 % anova() 125 21U
XWVDED, anova() 1 PEHZEHE L Vv, ZD7®, anova() PRI A 72 =7 Fizé& 45 Deviance
& Df EEEHWT, BT pchisq() ZfioTEHEL R IFUER 5 e\,

> (res.anova <- anova(ans®.glm, ans.glm))
Analysis of Deviance Table

Model 1: vy " 1
Model 2: y 7 x1 + x2
Resid. Df Resid. Dev Df Deviance
1 29 41.054
2 27 32.227 2  8.8269
> pchisq(res.anova$Deviance, res.anova$Df, lower.tail=FALSE)[2]
[1] 0.01211352

HBE LRI N B I LD B, EFADSDBBDIESGEHSHLTHDTH %, loglik() TRD SN ZWELIEE VT, F
E7 VA = =2 X WNEOLEE
SAIC= FETP YA +2Xx (8T A—F %+ 1)



HBHIE, glmQO E L - EFNICOVTOTFE T VA LHHEDIRTDT, XL EFNLEDHIEZ ST,
MTDXIIcLTHRY,

> pchisq(ans.glm$null.deviance-ans.glm$deviance, ans.glm$df.null-ans.glm$df.residual,
+ lower.tail=FALSE)
[1] 0.01211352

Nz L TE T O TH PFRICAEHBEZ{T) LK S,

> Irt <- function(obj) {

+ lr <- obj$null.deviance-obj$deviance

+ df <- obj$df.null-obj$df.residual

+ p.value <- pchisq(lr, df, lower.tail=FALSE)
+ return(list(lr=1r, df=df, p.value=p.value))
+ }

> 1lrt(ans.glm)

$1lr

[1] 8.826866

$df
[1] 2

$p.value
[1] 0.81211352

Frlk, NBRED T2 BTET Y RACLWHIREEHLDT, UMTOXIICEHEL TS kv,

> LO® <- logLik(ans0.glm)

> L1 <- logLik(ans.glm)

> L0O1 <- as.vector(- 2 * (LO® - L1))

> df <- attr(L1l, "df") - attr(LO, "df")
> pchisq(LO®1, df, lower.tail = FALSE)
[1] 0.01211352

ST A 1 2TOMATHL LW EFILDOBKEZITIEEICE, UToLd1cT 5,

> anova(ans.glm, test="Chisq")
Analysis of Deviance Table

Model: binomial, link: logit
Response: y

Terms added sequentially (first to last)

Df Deviance Resid. Df Resid. Dev Pr(>Chi)

NULL 29 41.054
x1 1 6.3505 28 34.703 0.01173
X2 1 2.4764 27 32.227 0.11557

2.3 EFILOFFME—EELL R?

RWOEFUNE ) DOFMIZIZ, R3DX ) ITHEL LIBEND 5 (LISFETTVONBESE, Ly id 2L -
ETNVONELLE, pE3HEET 237 XA —=95, nlZV > 794 X)),

O PPV HEET B85 A =S BD 2% ZMALLDOMBAIC THD, XN - EFADHAICY, ERHEZHET 50 TTE
TYACMZ ZHEE 2 TH D, MVELD 2 MOLER I, EHIHE 2 MO EBORBEHET 20T +2)x2=62"
mzsns



£3  ETILOFHHEE

E4n) e i

AlC -2L-2p EAVINZ VIEERVLETIL

McFadden o R R2=1—% 0~ 1 DMEEMNS, 1ICHEVIEEHLETL
Cox-Snell ® R? R =1-exp {@} McFadden @ R* DIEIERR, AKX 1 TldZ\w

Nagelkerke ® R> R? = Cox-Snell D R? DIEIEM, RAfER 1

Ak, R* (WERB) 13, $EIROGEICOAREREH LD THS, v A7 4 v 7z & odhkinl
JRDEEI21%, Nagelkerke DEERL R? % Cox & Snell DEEWL R? 7 EWSFHEINB 2 L 23H 27, RITBWT
¥, BT 4y ZAEET ) ICE glmQ) &) DH—ETTH 373, glm(Q) 1Z N5 DEELIR? ZEE L &
v, rms 23y 7 —2 D 1rm() 1& Nagelkerke DEERL R? 235 L T3,

> df <- data.frame(x0=c(52, 43, 54, 40, 40, 54, 44, 56, 65, 53, 39, 62, 52, 55,

+ 48, 49, 56, 40, 28, 57, 59, 47, 50, 71, 43, 59, 37, 40,

+ 52, 60, 58, 52, 50, 44, 71, 50, 56, 48, 46, 40),

+ y®=c(1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, O, O, O, O, 0, O, 1,
+ 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 6, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 1, O, O, 0))

> library(rms)
> (lrm.ans <- 1lrm(y®~x0, df))
Logistic Regression Model

lrm(formula = y® ~ x0, data = df)

Model Likelihood Discrimination Rank Discrim.

Ratio Test Indexes Indexes
Obs 40 LR chi2 11.32 R2 0.329 C 0.787
0 19 d.f. 1 J 1.539 Dxy 0.574
1 21 Pr(> chi2) 0.0008 gr 4.661 gamma 0.583
max |deriv| 2e-05 ap 0.296 tau-a 0.294

Brier 0.188

Coef S.E. Wald Z Pr(>|Z|)
Intercept -7.3360 2.7103 -2.71 0.0068

x0 0.1481 0.0537 2.76 0.0058

> PBR <- data.frame(

+ HBRfER=factor(rep(1:0, c(11, 15))),

+ HEBE®%k=c,1,9,1,0,1,1,0,1,1,1,1,9,0,1,0,1,0,1,1,1,0,0,0,0,1),

+ fhi®AFRE=c(24,18,15,16,10,26,2,24,18,22,3,6,15,12,6,6,12,12,18,3,8,9,12,6,8,12))
> ans® <- glm(GRBRFESR "1, data=ERBR, family=binomial)

> summary (ans0)

Call:

glm(formula = ABRFER ~ 1, family = binomial, data = HER)

Deviance Residuals:
Min 1Q Median 3Q Max
-1.049 -1.049 -1.049 1.312 1.312

T Cox & Snell DEEEL RZ 1ZFEAMEA 1 TIX 7\, TNZMEIEL 72 b D)3 Nagelkerke DEEELR? TH 3,



Coefficients:
Estimate Std. Error z value Pr(>|z]|)
(Intercept) -0.3102 0.3970 -0.781 0.435

(Dispersion parameter for binomial family taken to be 1)

Null deviance: 35.426 on 25 degrees of freedom
Residual deviance: 35.426 on 25 degrees of freedom
AIC: 37.426

Number of Fisher Scoring iterations: 4
> getInfo <- function(obj) {
+ df <- obj$rank

+ aic <- obj$aic

+ 11 <- df-aic/2

+ deviance <- -2%11

+ n <- nrow(obj$data)

+ 110 <- -obj$null.deviance/2

+ McFaddenR2 <- 1-11/110

+ CoxSnellR2 <- 1-exp(-2*(11-110)/n)

+ NagelkerkeR2 <- CoxSnellR2/(l-exp(2*%110/n))

+ r <- if (df > 1) cor(obj$y, fitted(obj)) else NA

+ table <- table(obj$y, (fitted(obj) >= 0.5)+0)

+ er <- if (all(dim(table)==c(2, 2))) (table[1l,2]+table[2,1])/sum(table) else NA
+ return(list(11=11, deviance=deviance, aic=aic, df=df,

+ 110=110, McFaddenR2=McFaddenR2, CoxSnellR2=CoxSnellR2,
+ NagelkerkeR2=NagelkerkeR2, r=r, table=table, er=er))
+}

> getInfo(ans0)

$11

[1] -17.71291

$deviance
[1] 35.42582

$aic
[1] 37.42582

$df
[1] 1

$110
[1] -17.71291

$McFaddenR2
[1] 2.220446e-16

$CoxSnellR2
[1] 2.220446e-16

$NagelkerkeR2
[1] 2.984518e-16

$r
[1] NA

$table

0
0 15
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$er

[1] NA

> ans2 <- glm(GRERFESR-fIoRMERY, data=i{ER, family=binomial)
> (info <-getInfo(ans2))

$11

[1] -14.48565

$deviance
[1] 28.97131

$aic
[1] 32.97131

$df
[1] 2

$110
[1] -17.71291

$McFaddenR2
[1] 0©.182198

$CoxSnellR2
[1] ©.2198355

$NagelkerkeR2
[1] 0.2954825

$r
[1] 0.5190979

$table

01
1

w w

1
2
8

fer

[1] 0.1923077
> 1lrt(ans2)
$1r

[1] 6.454512

$df
[1] 1

$p.value
[1] 0.0110671

3 ZHEOAJVATAYIETI

WP AT 4 v 7TV, EEEBBI DU EDOAT T — 2R >A8RNEF -5 IcEHTE 3, it
BRI HEDAINE ) EIRESI NS,

10



3.1 VGAM /N o —I®d vglm BIE

31.1 ERF—YLEHN

T 20 iris 7= v FTH D, 3FDT Y X% 50 HOIED 4 HOFHfED 5 7 ¥ X DfEZ PRI
52LTH%,

VGAM /Sy 7 —Y D vglm() 12k b, T &I AfiHRIc AR5,

> library(VGAM)

> iris.ans <- vglm(Species ~ ., family=multinomial, data=iris)
> summary(iris.ans)

Call:

vglm(formula = Species ~ ., family = multinomial, data = iris)

Pearson residuals:

Min 1Q Median 3Q Max
log(mul[,1]/muf[,3]) -2.09e-06 -1.787e-07 4.586e-08 6.329e-08 1.327e-05
log(mul,2]/mu[,3]) -1.97e+00 -3.382e-04 3.159e-07 4.569e-04 2.560e+00

Coefficients:

Estimate Std. Error z value Pr(>|z|)
(Intercept):1 34.243 42494.920 0.001 0.9994
(Intercept):2 42.638 25.708 1.659 0.0972
Sepal.Length:1 10.747 12615.952 0.001 0.9993
Sepal.Length:2 2.465 2.394 1.030 0.3032
Sepal.Width:1 12.815 5841.307 0.002 0.9982
Sepal.Width:2 6.681 4.480 1.491 0.1359
Petal.Length:1  -25.043 8946.662 -0.003 0.9978
Petal.Length:2 -9.429 4.737 -1.990 0.0465
Petal.Width:1 -36.060 14050.767 -0.003 0.9980
Petal.Width:2 -18.286 9.743 -1.877 0.0605

Number of linear predictors: 2

Names of linear predictors: log(mul[,1]/mu[,3]), log(mu[,2]/mul,3])
Dispersion Parameter for multinomial family: 1

Residual deviance: 11.8985 on 290 degrees of freedom
Log-likelihood: -5.9493 on 290 degrees of freedom

Number of iterations: 21

> (p <- t(matrix(coefficients(iris.ans), 2)) )
[,1] [,2]

[1,] 34.24340 42.637804

[2,] 10.74672 2.465220

[3,] 12.81535 6.680887

[4,] -25.04264 -9.429385

[5,] -36.06029 -18.286137

Coefficients: DHIZRT X )12, 2 MoUIH LHE OHEEMEDI BRSNS,

PR EEHE DS EHE I NS B DIF linear predictor EIEIEHN, HAINAEDOE LD 1 2Dk
UEIRE SN %,

linear predictor i¥ log(mu[,1]/mul,3]) DX HiZ, $2H 53V — (VGAM TREEDAH T IV —,
FRHCASIEL BV EZRB TV 7 7 Xy MHETRED AT Y — 2 3md REVCEIEIFH DU ToND A
FaY =) T3, Wlosrray—orTy b Gty X) L LTERIND,

11



linear predictor ¥, vglm(Q) 2%R 34 7Y =7 % predictQ IZIET 2T L,

> 1p <- predict(iris.ans)

log(mu[,1]/mul,31) log(mul,2]/mu[,3])

> head(lp)

1 91.
2 83.
3 85.
4 78.
5 91.
6 85.

COREROERIZ, WMEMDERE SL,SW,PL,PW £33 &,

W) T ETH B,

HOWEN, f, WHEHEDY, ZoMThMREIERI DL ) IHEIND,

63367
07665
99464
62991
84053
25898

setosa T®H B HER
versicolor T»H BHEHR=

virginica T®% 5 =

61.
57.
59.
56.
62.
58.

73516
90168
68775
88726
15673
66104

exp(i; + SLy x1)

" 1+exp(ii +SLy x1) +expli + SLy x1)

exp(i + S Ly x1)

1 +exp(iy + SLy x1) +exp(io + S Ly x1)

1

4 54 HEDOMPEMD S HEE L 72 iris OFEDOHER

1 +exp(i; +SL; x1) +exp(i + SL, x1)

fl 2

3

55
101
102
103
104
105

1.0000000  0.0000000
1.0000000  0.0000000
1.0000000  0.0000000
1.0000000  0.0000000
1.0000000  0.0000000
0.0000000  0.9999883
0.0000000  0.9999514
0.0000000  0.9988014
0.0000000  0.9999578
0.0000000  0.9985915
0.0000000  0.0000000
0.0000000 0.0003861
0.0000000  0.0000010
0.0000000  0.0002812
0.0000000  0.0000001

0.0000000
0.0000000
0.0000000
0.0000000
0.0000000
0.0000117
0.0000486
0.0011986
0.0000422
0.0014085
1.0000000
0.9996139
0.9999990
0.9997188
0.9999999

&)

22T, EBRICIThN B EERE T L2, vglmQ) 2HETA 7Y 27 b % fitted) THLY Hiw 13 &

W, BS5DHERIZZDIIICLTRODLDDTHY, MUARENS, 4 TROLMEREZEL W,

HFE» S HOWNEZ TFHT 2D,

6 12T,

ARSI NMERBIR D EV LD TH 5 LB IUT v, HIRERIZE

4 EFRAJRAT1YI7ETIL

WEREBD 32U oA T TV -2,

IHEHAINBZEFTLTH B,
DTk 7F—s2Hveg2PllT2858%542 %9,

> head(d, 10)
X y

z

12 31.0 35.4 39.1

g
poor

12
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#£5 4 EOHEMD S HEE L 72 iris DFE

setosa  versicolor virginica  predicted

1.0000000 0.0000000 0.0000000 setosa
1.0000000  0.0000000 0.0000000 setosa
1.0000000  0.0000000 0.0000000 setosa
1.0000000  0.0000000 0.0000000 setosa
1.0000000  0.0000000 0.0000000 setosa
51 0.0000000 0.9999883 0.0000117  versicolor
52 0.0000000 0.9999514 0.0000486 versicolor
53 0.0000000 0.9988014 0.0011986 versicolor
54 0.0000000 0.9999578 0.0000422 versicolor
55 0.0000000 0.9985915 0.0014085 versicolor
101 0.0000000 0.0000000 1.0000000 virginica
102 0.0000000 0.0003861 0.9996139 virginica
103 0.0000000 0.0000010 0.9999990 virginica
104  0.0000000 0.0002812 0.9997188 virginica
105 0.0000000 0.0000001 0.9999999  virginica

S I NS

W

26 CHBIRER

setosa  versicolor virginica Rl

setosa 50 0 0 50

versicolor 0 49 1 50

virginica 0 1 49 50

&t 50 50 50 150
39 32.5 36.3 37.7 poor
7 32.9 39.3 36.0 poor
3 36.8 29.2 31.9 poor
1 38.1 43.5 48.1 poor
25 39.0 36.8 32.1 poor
38 39.0 44.1 45.0 poor
52 40.0 44.4 48.1 normal
11 40.4 55.9 49.8 poor
8 41.2 58.3 48.4 poor

g l%, “poor” < “normal” < “good” D & I IJEFDIDWVTW 5,
REw Y A7 4 v 7 €7V (cumulative logistic model) Tl, ¥, “poor” % M7 L, “normal” &
“good” % "RRIEHH, LT

T
A1 = log ] ! 1 =B +tPuxi+--+PB1px,+e (6)

ZUTIED 5,
RIZ “poor” & “normal” % TRJE% L, “good” Z TRIGH D, L LT

Ay =log

pid
2 =P +Par X1+ Py xp+ &2 @)
1—7T2

ZUTIED 5,

22T, (6) K& (7) ROBEUREEIZE T, BioFBr TH 203Z DIEH DIREIREEIZ B = B TH
5 EEZHA L, WERMREIIETRE S (B#By) LEAILELND 5,

HiF I, 2 20T NLNDF v XOMICIZHBIBIRSH D Z D HBIEEIE exp(Bio —B) LB DT, TDXL
IRRBER T AT 4 v 7 ETINVIIRICHHIA v X€ TV (proportional odds model, POM) & WS, 2 20wy
AT 4y ZHBRIEN 3 DX ITHATREEI L 7 b DI 5, RIERREDSFHLC Ev) 2L, 2 20T LR

13



Py FOoFE DA Yy ADEGIZ, EFTHOEIHEEINS T T, HHRKICIIEEINGWE W) I LT
Hb, 2O0DFTNDA Y AOMNTITHHIBRSH D, ZDHHIERIZELTEDEZERELI L 7% 5,
BETER4DEIIC, 22000 AT 4 v ZHBOTIRIZE R 3,

o
—

[oo]
o

Probability
0.6
l l

0.4

0.2

0.0

logit
M3 H#lAy ZeTN

1.0

0.8

0.6

Probability

0.4

0.2

I I
0 5 10 15

logit
K4 REaR574v7ETN

0.0

K5DRERTRINIVI AT 4 v 7D, 20z (6) e (7) XckzdDed23, uyy b
xDEEZDT =Y BEIBERD EDH T T — BT 20038, UTok)icFillans,

9, Ao P AT 4 v 7Hif#iE “normal” & “good” % TRIGHD | EL7bDTHEDS, R p2 1
“normal” ¥ 7z 1% “good”TH HMEHR L DT, 1— p2” ¥ “poor” DWERTH 5,

Rz, BouaP A7+ v 7 ikt “good” % TRIGEHH ; ELADDTHZH 6, WHEF pl if “good”TH %
EHRTH %,

&oT, 1-{(1-p2)+pl}=p2-pl % “normal” TH HHEHETH 5%,

14



1.0

©
2-
2 <]
= ° "normal 0 O O “good"
o
©
S <
o < |
a o
[V}
i
o
IS | | |
0 5 X 10 15
logit

M5 ZhZnoffER

41 VGAM /NI —I®M vglm BIE

411 RBOY AT 1 vV ETFI parallel=FALSE
RBEOP AT 4 v 7ETFIALEYTUED BI121E, vglm() I2E T parallel=FALSE Z{8%E T %,

> library(VGAM)

> ansl <- vglm(g ~., family=cumulative(parallel=FALSE), data=d)

> summary(ansl)

Call:

vglm(formula = g ~ ., family = cumulative(parallel = FALSE),
data = d)

Pearson residuals:

Min 1Q Median 3Q Max
logit(P[Y<=1]) -2.172 -0.5420 -0.2174 0.5755 3.807
logit(P[Y<=2]) -2.916 -0.6093 0.2114 0.6013 2.623

Coefficients:
Estimate Std. Error z value Pr(>|z]|)

(Intercept):1 7.23426 1.53041 4.727 2.28e-06
(Intercept):2 8.76940 1.68852 5.194 2.06e-07
x:1 -0.05812 0.03193 -1.820 0.0687
x:2 -0.05553 0.03124 -1.778 0.0755
y:1 -0.05573 0.03806 -1.464 0.1431
y:2 -0.05483 0.03788 -1.447 0.1478
z:1 -0.02682 0.04308 -0.623 0.5336
z:2 -0.02222 0.04206 -0.528 0.5972

Number of linear predictors: 2

Names of linear predictors: logit(P[Y<=1]), logit(P[Y<=2])
Dispersion Parameter for cumulative family: 1

Residual deviance: 207.9834 on 232 degrees of freedom

Log-likelihood: -103.9917 on 232 degrees of freedom

15



Number of iterations: 5

B¥T coefficients) IC k> TY T Z LW TE S,

coeff <- matrix(coefficients(ansl), byrow=TRUE, ncol=2)
dimnames(coeff) <- list(c("Intercept", "x", "y", "z'),

paste("logit", 1:2))

>
>
+
> coeff

logit 1 logit 2
Intercept 7.23426154 8.76939524
X -0.05811895 -0.05552564
y -0.05573438 -0.05482532
z -0.02681610 -0.02222356

ZnFnouyy MIRDLHILR B,

> logit <- predict(ansl)

> head(logit)
logit(P[Y<=1]) logit(P[Y<=2])

12 2.411068
39 2.311271
7 2.166407
3 2.612607
1 1.305630
25 2.055801

4.

238343

4.136824

w w b w

.987918
.416221
.200013
.872947

logit B TFD X HICFHEINT WS,

> head(t(t(as.matrix(d[, 1:3]) %*% coeff[2:4,])+coeff[1,])) # = logit

logit 1
12 2.411068
39 2.311271
7 2.166407
3 2.612607
1 1.305630
25 2.055801

1

ogit 2

4.238343
4.136824
3.
4
3
3

987918

.416221
.200013
.872947

BIZiE, 1 /HHOT =51

> d[1,]
x y

z g

12 31 35.4 39.1 poor

ZDT, FEZHT TR LADYE, URZMATUTO L) IEHEINS,

logit(P[Y <= 1])= 7.23426153807201
X 35.4 + -0.026816095193425 X 39.1
logit(P[Y <= 2])= 8.76939523800393

+ 1+

-0.0581189503059378 X 31 + -0.0557343811280323
2.411068
-0.0555256446077885 X 31 + -0.05482532423325

X 35.4 + -0.0222235593208556 X 39.1 = 4.238343

WHERERDZNFNDA T IV — I T 2R %KD 51213, predict() T type="response" #{HE T

> p <- predict(ansl, type="response")

kv,
> head(p)
poor
12 0.9176674
39 0.9098062
7 0.8971921
3 0.9316685
1 0.7867809
25 0.8865324

normal
.06810643
.07447145
.08460708
.05639584
.17405384
.09309429

good

.01422619
.01572236
.01820086
.01193562
.03916522
.02037329

16



I, ROXIHICEIHEIN TS, WEHFE P[Y<=1], P[Y<=2] & 1/{1 + exp(-logit)} TRIE I N2,

> P <- 1/(1+exp(-logit))
> colnames(P) <- c("P[¥<=1]", "P[Y¥<=2]")

> head(P)

P[Y<=1] P[Y<=2]
12 0.9176674 0.9857738
39 0.9098062 0.9842776
7 0.8971921 0.9817991
3 0.9316685 0.9880644
1 0.7867809 0.9608348
25 0.8865324 0.9796267

THUTHEHD LT, BEKP[Y=1], P[Y=2], P[Y=3] @I TD LX) ICHEZI NS,

> PZ <- Cbind(P[,l], P[,Z]_P[yl]l 1_P[12])
> colnames(P2) <- paste("P[Y=", 1:3, "]", sep="")

> head(P2)

P[Y=1] P[Y=2] P[Y=3]
12 0.9176674 0.06810643 0.01422619
39 0.9098062 0.07447145 0.01572236
7 0.8971921 0.08460708 0.01820086
3 0.9316685 0.05639584 0.01193562
1 0.7867809 0.17405384 0.03916522
25 0.8865324 0.09309429 0.02037329

72, JLDOT—F TOMERIZ fitted) TRKD B Z ENBTE 3,
> head(fitted(ansl))

poor normal good
12 0.9176674 0.06810643 0.01422619
39 0.9098062 0.07447145 0.01572236
7 0.8971921 0.08460708 0.01820086
3 0.9316685 0.05639584 0.01193562
1 0.7867809 0.17405384 0.03916522
25 0.8865324 0.09309429 0.02037329

HIRFERIZDL T D & 91245,

> res <- apply(p, 1, which.max)
> xtabs(™ d$g + res)
res
d$g 1 2 3
poor 24 14 2
normal 11 19 10
good 4 11 25

412 RBOYRT 1YY ETI parallel=TRUE
Ay X272 8 TiEd 512, vglmQ 128 W T parallel=TRUE Z{EET %,

> ans.vglm <- vglm(g ~ ., family=cumulative(parallel=TRUE), data=d)

> summary (ans.vglm)

Call:

vglm(formula = g ~ ., family = cumulative(parallel = TRUE), data = d)

Pearson residuals:

Min 1Q Median 3Q Max
logit(P[Y<=1]) -2.100 -0.5609 -0.2214 0.5914 3.682
logit(P[Y<=2]) -3.003 -0.5971 0.2065 0.5812 2.726

17



w

Coefficients:
Estimate Std. Error z value Pr(>|z|)

(Intercept):1 7.01710 1.23920 5.663 1.49e-08
(Intercept):2 9.02639 1.35863 6.644 3.06e-11
X -0.05682 0.02572 -2.209 0.0272
y -0.05539 0.03096 -1.789 0.0736
z -0.02436 0.03471 -0.702 0.4829

Number of linear predictors: 2

Names of linear predictors: logit(P[Y<=1]), logit(P[Y<=2])
Dispersion Parameter for cumulative family: 1

Residual deviance: 208.0519 on 235 degrees of freedom
Log-likelihood: -104.026 on 235 degrees of freedom

Number of iterations: 5
Py MIMTDO LI IZEHETE S,

> logit <- predict(ans.vglm) # type="link"
> head(logit)
logit(P[Y<=1]) logit(P[Y<=2])

12 2.342324 4.351615
39 2.241334 4.250626
7 2.093839 4.103131
3 2.531534 4.540825
1 1.270986 3.280277
25 1.980677 3.989968

ZOEMEIX, DT kI iIfibhiTwnb,

> coeff <- coefficients(ans.vglm)

> coeff

(Intercept):1 (Intercept):2 X y Z
7.01710005 9.02639171 -0.05682499 -0.05539087 -0.02435716

> logitl <- t(t(as.matrix(d[, 1:3]) %*% coeff[3:5])+coeff[1]) # = logitl

> logit2 <- t(t(as.matrix(d[, 1:3]) %*% coeff[3:5])+coeff[2]) # = logit2

> head(cbind(logitl, logit2))

[,1] [,2]
12 2.342324 4.351615
39 2.241334 4.250626
7 2.093839 4.103131
3 2.531534 4.540825
1 1.270986 3.280277
25 1.980677 3.989968

EBEBDE A T TV — TN BHERIIRD L) ISR TE 5,

(y

> p <- predict(ans.vglm, type="response")

> head(p)

poor normal good
12 0.9123221 0.07495582 0.01272205
39 0.9039004 0.08204462 0.01405495
7 0.8903029 0.09344472 0.01625237
3 0.9263231 0.06312484 0.01055207
1 0.7809114 0.18283454 0.03625402
25 0.8787533 0.10308248 0.01816426
DR, MTo kI ifrbtitwns,
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> P <- 1/(1+exp(-logit))
> colnames(P) <- c("P[¥<=1]", "P[Y¥<=2]1")

> head(P)

P[Y<=1] P[Y<=2]
12 ©.9123221 0.9872780
39 0.9039004 0.9859451
7 0.8903029 0.9837476
3 0.9263231 0.9894479
1 0.7809114 0.9637460
25 0.8787533 0©.9818357

> P2 <- cbind(P[,1], P[,2]1-P[,1], 1-P[,2D)
> colnames(P2) <- paste("P[Y=", 1:3, "]", sep="")

> head(P2)

P[Y=1] P[Y=2] P[Y=3]
12 0.9123221 0.07495582 0.01272205
39 0.9039004 0.08204462 0.01405495
7 0.8903029 0.09344472 0.01625237
3 0.9263231 0.06312484 0.01055207
1 0.7809114 0.18283454 0.03625402
25 0.8787533 0.10308248 0.01816426

E7, JTLOT—F TOMRIE fitted) TRD LI LDITE S,

> head(fitted(ans.vglm))

poor normal good
12 0.9123221 0.07495582 0.01272205
39 0.9039004 0.08204462 0.01405495
7 0.8903029 0.09344472 0.01625237
3 0.9263231 0.06312484 0.01055207
1 0.7809114 0.18283454 0.03625402
25 0.8787533 0.10308248 0.01816426

FIRFERIIL T D &K 9125,

> res <- apply(p, 1, which.max)
> xtabs(™ d$g + res)
res
d$g 1 2 3
poor 24 14 2
normal 11 19 10
good 4 11 25

4.2 MASS /Ny —Id polr B

MASS 8w 77— D polr() FfHIA v ZE=FTNLTH S,
MAZZEBUT N T 5 R ERENIE, VGAM 8y 7 — 2 D vglm() & IIFFEINLIT > T3 2 & L IR RN
ERDLERL S ZEICEEBBLETH S,

> library(MASS)

> ans.polr <- polr(g ~., d, Hess=TRUE)

> summary(ans.polr)

Call:

polr(formula = g © ., data = d, Hess = TRUE)
Coefficients:

Value Std. Error t value
x 0.05683 0.02543 2.2342
y 0.05539 0.03075 1.8015
z 0.02436 0.03478 0.7002
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Intercepts:

Value Std. Error t value
poor |normal 7.0171 1.2321 5.6952
normal |good 9.0264 1.3521 6.6759

Residual Deviance: 208.0519
AIC: 218.0519

polrQ AR TA 7Y =7 Fodicix, uyy PGENTVARVY, BYy I TO X ICEHRETE 5,

> coeff <- -ans.polr$coefficients # = -coefficients(ans.polr)

> const <- ans.polr$zeta

> logit <- cbind(as.matrix(d[, 1:3]) %*% coeff+const[1], as.matrix(d[, 1:3]) %*% coeff+const[2])
> head(logit)

[,1] [,2]
12 2.342323 4.351615
39 2.241334 4.250626
7 2.093839 4.103131
3 2.531532 4.540824
1 1.270985 3.280277
25 1.980676 3.989968

MEBEBDE AT T — IS SHERIIRD X H ICFHETE 5,

> P <- 1/(1+exp(-logit))

> head(P)

[,1] [,2]
12 0.9123221 0.9872780
39 0.9039004 0.9859450
7 0.8903029 0.9837476
3 0.9263230 0.9894479
1 0.7809114 0.9637460
25 0.8787532 ©.9818357
> P2 <-t(apply(P, 1, function(x) diff(c(0, x, 1))))
> head(P2)

[,1] [,2] [,3]
12 0.9123221 0.07495586 0.01272205
39 0.9039004 0.08204466 0.01405495
7 0.8903029 0.09344474 0.01625237
3 0.9263230 0.06312491 0.01055208
1 0.7809114 0.18283460 0.03625403
25 0.8787532 0.10308253 0.01816426

FEPRIZIX, predict() T type="probs" Z{HE TIUIHHICKRD 5 Z LB TE 3,

> p <- predict(ans.polr, type="probs")

> head(p)

poor normal good
12 0.9123221 0.07495586 0.01272205
39 0.9039004 0.08204466 0.01405495
7 0.8903029 0.09344474 0.01625237
3 0.9263230 0.06312491 0.01055208
1 0.7809114 0.18283460 0.03625403

25 0.8787532 0.10308253 0.01816426

FT=30, WEEEDOEDAT I —IZET 50D FHIL predict(ans.polr) IZX > TRE 2 DT, EE
DA T ) — L L CFHOIEMEE 2 BETTE 5,

> prediction.polr <- predict(ans.polr)
> head(prediction.polr)
[1] poor poor poor poor poor poor
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Levels: poor normal good

> table(d$g, prediction.polr)
prediction.polr
poor normal good

poor 24 14 2
normal 11 19 10
good 4 11 25

£7, JTLOT —F TOMEFRIZ fitted) TRD S I EMNTE 5,

> head(fitted(ans.polr))

poor normal good
12 0.9123221 0.07495586 0.01272205
39 0.9039004 0.08204466 0.01405495
7 0.8903029 0.09344474 0.01625237
3 0.9263230 0.06312491 0.01055208
1 0.7809114 0.18283460 0.03625403
25 0.8787532 0.10308253 0.01816426

HRFERIZLL T D & 9124 5,

> res <- apply(p, 1, which.max)
> xtabs(™ d$g + res)
res
ds$g 1 2 3
poor 24 14 2
normal 11 19 10
good 4 11 25
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