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Chapter 3; Statistical Inference (Fij¥ :pp25-36)
A T OFEL, (X —A 31T bernoulli trials DFERA T 2) Hix 2 2EDA X MIUGHTE 2,
1) Shealar & Spendelow (2002)

%I 5 FE : roseate tern (Sterna dougalli) ~=7" W HaEsa AR
T BEL(T48N) > BB D 8 A F A3 (Habitual kleptoparasite)10 fEARH 8 EIAA A A 2 BRI A A
fi ik o 7 4 Sl C 10 fEAR T 8 EAR LA BN R UHERINC 72 2 fEsR ARV (2 TR AE, P = 0.055)

IOT—HEMHio T, HEERL A AEROFIE T 5,
Question: X=7 UH > DB EMEHEFAEKNIAAM)ED H A A(F)TELBRIND DM,
Pr (K |F) > Pr (K |[M), (3.1)
10 {ER OB IENEZT A OVERIDNRNL DO~V X —A G AT T, " AR TH Y . RO /T A —
X% p EARGE,

BONCERE T _REZ T p EPr(KF)TIEARL, PrFIK)THD Vo Z L, K(3.1)E Pr(F |K) > Pr(F)
ZFACTHD ™ Pr(F) BBEMOEA, Eq.(3.1)DHEE! iﬂﬂ'l“é‘r@mﬁiﬁaﬂw%umﬁfﬁ%%) LiZEZD
5, Shealar & Spendelow (2002)i% Pr (F) =05 &5E L. 7 —# M Pr (F|K) = Pr (F)DE & —E7 5 »»
T,

725 A K VIRARR 2 O BEIL, EERIZ, p=Pr(F [K)XRALT 2 E I mEWVnHI Z & THD, LV IEME
W, PERBIESIND"Z 20 T 58, p=Pr(F|K O)EERbtE 5, A ADEBEMIEARGTENA AKX
DHERDTHIUTS WIS, FRERN L, ARATELBEINDGZ L LD, KoT p=Pr(F K)A KL
THDITIE, KIZBWTO & FIFMSETHD ERE LRITIIER B0, ZDRE, LN ORI AKAL,
Pr(F,0|K)

Pr(O|K)
_ Pr(F|K)Pr(O|K)
Pr(O|K)
Z 2 COMBEEMIL, ”Eﬁ@ﬁ#éﬁ«mﬁﬁk@%ﬁ@jfaé’k AREF T, BROH L5 F
WOBIEE T 1 ADBTENCHEMETH D L WO EN LB L TEL D, Zhid, KOBOFHFTHE S 7 —
~Ths,

INBDREICONWTEZLZ LT, HET oA THEERELEANS XEEOLL LA BRENEZID
L ETEERMS THLN, AlETNE2E 2T, MEREH X ~B(10, p)0BlEE X =825\ T, p DftiEt
WET oA EZEZX L LICT 5, 10 [EEOEEREBATFEET O HNORA RO X IXT7 X L2k
ZHHRET, TORMELE L TX=x, {x€0, 1. 10} U D, Z DOFx 72fE R0 Z D MERITRAMOE p
WL > TIREEIND,

p=Pr(F|IK,O)=

=Pr(F|K).

Pr{_szj=B(x;lO,p)—( )p (1-p1o-7, (3.2)
Hex OHINTBIZE x=8ICBIT D paRDL L THD,
3.1 LIKELIHOOD

MEZRFHRIZ, 21340 B(x; n, p)Z WV, /T A= QBRI OB G- 2 5 AV E OFFE O R O
EHONCT D, BIESNIEHRENGEZ DN L&, ZNOEHET DRINOD/NT A —Z(ZTOWTI]
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DWZDBIEDLINRBBFEDT —HF %% 2 5 HE 7 vt XL Table 3.1 D X 9 7 inspection 7> HAEE 5,
Table3.1; n=10 ® 2 HBAICIIT H, X=X DMEREZR LI H D,

CZCTHIRRH L OIRBRE G LTI x=8 DF, ZOFNEHRDE p IS EFERITNESL, p AR
ELRD EMERNPREL2Y, p=08 DIFTHK, £DO%, RITBDT 5, Tzl LT, 08 %
HAWT, REOMEZHEET 2ONRZ Y0 k5B 2%, 22T, BEOfp OHEER p=0.80 L EIT 5,

POEEBRS T O ATHONTHETWNL,, p DEEIMOEZ & &1 LI-FER x OMERZ RO 5720121
Table 3.1 DFT%1{# 5, & - T, Shealar & Spendelow (2002) 2 HEHf#EE P = 0.055 /& X~B(10, 0.50)? Pr (X > 8)
MOFETE D, SoXIHMEHEEDO BIIO7=DIZ, Table 3.1 OFEHW\ -, #EFZH > TW72dH, p
DRADEZRERIZE SN THET L2 2N TEZOTH D,

Table 3.1 DITL VY HLFNZHOWNWTEZTHD &L B(x; 10, p)EEE Sz x ITBIT D p OB E LTH%
H5, MELZHETH-OICE, B 10, piXEE SN pladid 2 x 2ok LTlibid (7).
FEHEE DT DITIE, B(X; 10, p)iXEE S NTMERxZ b o p LT OB EEZ 2D THD F),

x ZEELTpaZBbsEDE (7). B(x; 10, p) I Clde< 22 L ICEEL RV O T), 205
A WET S ETEHEEROIZ, FMEOHEIMETH D, i, BIEX=8DMEIp=05Tp=040D4
EREVN0.044 vs. 0.011), 7 —X#1E, p=04 D45 p=05Z2FFL7-Z LT, ZZTiE, &R0
ZX 0 LEIENEOFEME LD,

Table 3.1 DOV IZTFET D &\

B(8;10,05) ()0-5%(1-0.5'0"%
B(8;10,04)  (10)0.48(1-0.4)10-8
_05%(1-05)1F
~0.48(1—0.4)10-8
I THARDEDOEIIN T LTy VEAL SN O THET HHEL /2 < X OEEMO KL
T 5, 2O, MEHFEEITERO & 587 XA — & LN LT HER AR OBNT Ry 280 L, LEER
#(likelihood function)Z LA F D X 5 IZEFK LT,

=414,

Lip)=p"(1—p)" ™. (3.3)
Table 3.1 17 JAUE, KEORAIEIEp =08 DHICHEEND, LEZOLDEY b, LEORHE AL
THHNEHETH D, In(L(p)) & L) DBMEIX—E T 5 DT, In(L(p)) % fx AL T i L,

I(p) =log(L(p)) =xlog(p)+ (n—x)log(1—p)

n—x
1-p

al(p) X
dp p
FROI DT LT, p DfEZRD D Ep =xIn, T OHEE T A HEE £ (maximum likelihood estimator;
MLE)& LCaIBR TS,

I'(p)= =0,

Interval Estimates Needed

MLE (ZE DL BUWMEHEHTE 200D & THDH, Table3.1 IZLAUE, p=080 D& b bV 15D
RIIX=8TH D, X=7,0r 9 ITHFFSALR2WDIT TiTAe W, FERICITMERAIARHEREMENFEL, p=0.80
DITORE 2 e RITH—DEE SN T A =2 & —HT 5,
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FIEEIZ LT, Table 3.1 DRFEDF], x = 8 DFNFEHT D, pldxb LbOLVWMETHD (e, BEZL
BARAET D) B3, MOERENEEEZFFOZ L L H0 55, BlEEX=81Lp=070 £ H 060 &b —FK L7
NI B2, T A= p \TIERRR R A R RIS EIE T D,

ZOXIIZLT, MLE 22 #H5 L p DHENRLNATLE S, 20RO VIC, p DEFE Y | XHHEE

BT 2 —ETHH2ENDTXTOM) ZR5,
pDEF Y ZRD D FIBFTHEERESA ZAERO ELLOMFHEE 25 ML > TRAR DN, Thz
EZDANT, BEBBOREEEL LR EZ T2 22T 5,

Likelihood Intervals
“scaled likelihood” X, LEA R KLETH 72D THY, LFDOL I ITERI LD,
L(p)
L(p)
& o T, scaled likelihood 1% 0 2> % 1 OO % & U . MLE @ scaled likelihood 13 1 & 72 % (Fig.3.1), n =10
TX=8D &, L' (p)>025 L725MDL0549<p<0.950 DL xT, ZOXENTHITDH p DIEIT DAL L
H725% DEAETMLE 720 9 %, (0.549, 0.950)1% p DXRIHEE T, MLE O X 9 RHARLEHELY b
R R I 2 ERALT 5 Db b, o JiEO KHEE & KB 572012, {p € [0, 1]IL°(p) = o}
% 100(1—a)% scaled likelihood X & 9%, o lIAFEFEMHEOHF (XH) 2RO LHEEHETHY . a i
NS D EXHIFREL 2D,
n=100, X =80 OHETH MLE 1% 0.80 Th 575, X[HHEEEIE(0.728, 0.861) & $& E % (Fig. 3.2), n=10
TR SN ETR p OEORYATY TN A APREL D EXFFINRLBRDHDTHD, o7
N A ZPRKREL 0D & TR SN DHFEHIARHEINEITRD T 5, 7—% &y NOHERIEITBIB ENITH
VTN A XONFGRIZHB LTI Z R LB TV,
SETOXMMEEITIZZOORER D -T2, —OHF, FEMRLTETITRVWI &, Z2>HIE 025
RS FETEREOERENHD LV D 2 & (FHH), EEOREIIM T NN & T, RTFRIZRANIZ0.25
F0HIEVMEZ RS S LRV, "p DERD R EE BB L O LWMEE U4 DEIGTLE DLW
) ZEIERRHNENTH D,
Tlid, REHEEL & 9179 & »?
CHVETERERIZ, 2HMERp OHEE L WO BT, HEFEZROBZZHTEZ TP,

L=

3.2 CONFIDENCE INTERVALS
HEJE T2 O X WHEE 2 {238 X [ (confidence interval; Cl)& W9, Clidd D EHEIC L » CTERS N85 X

IZE > TRESNDMREETH O | BHEER (I, WHEOXHETH L, 7, ClLAER, X DX I
DIERERTHD Z L 2B L TR E 20,

MERAEH L LTCOT — 2 OMRIEIHFHEE CIXEETH DH, 7 BERI N D MEFIBROEE S
Ty MMEET S LT D KoT, ZNNOLOBRBERET ST A—FDOREEINTE' Yy NBIFET
Do IHIC, BT —F vy b, DFD, INOHLDOT U HX MBENLELNIZH—D® v NBRFEET D,
BIZIE, 21 T E LT, SERNE ol a4 BFEWI 70X MEfE X &2 ORR &
ZXBILTEZ D, BHIZIE X=“F"EET 5000 LW, 2 SOEEZ KB L CEAFE L TIE LWV,
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DFEY T LBEXTETEDOMREO L OTH LT — X BMFET D,

B9 10 DL X — A FRITT 8 DI BIE I NTHEE 2 THDH, X~B(10,p), X=8 LEIT 5,
BT 8ITIET U H DTRERIE IR0, BRI A = R AL AER SN TEY XI1EZ5TH9THED
3%). 8BHONT-DIIERLD T, X BMHREHLE L TEXDHILNTE D,

INHOBEENL Cl B2 ThbH, X=80NH5Z26ND L, Clid(le, Ug) &\ D EEME 70D, Z DFFE
DOXENIHERIBIEOE DR THD, FILT UV F L AN=ALNX=5THLRIVHIB L, TOHED
CliZ(ls, us) & 72 %, Cl DERKIT, FFEDRRICEDRM LD T LA, 7 ¥ L7 X (Ix, ux) % 2k L
L T35,

T UK NI RE ORI O W TR F T8 2 TH 5D, BALXE0, DIZBWTT U ¥ A2 S0 F
BEYN, TOXMEEZD, 7V X LRBREMICONWTNEZDLTEAI N2 EORBIXT VX LT, £
DEIFT0 QEBNR—HLZLE) b 1 (SEODENPTELRYENE X)) FTE T D, FHT
HERBOEXIXU3 L2572 9, KN 06 DX I RBFEDMEEZEATHENEMY T2 L/
W, EOE X, FRHTIEZE 27249 L, BRTIEZE 9 TRW D LRV, KOS (SRR
FEH 06 LV H/AENEEEEER =06°=036)F7-1F. 06 LV b RKEXWVIEAFEEER = 0.4%=0.16), X
106 28 FE720 L, ) TRWEEIZ06 25T, Z0XH1, KEMN0.6Z#ETeT v A1%0.48 (1—
0.36—0.16 )22 D TH 5,

FROLIRTUFLRKMEER TS a—2 70T LEBEGE L THD, EVEBFHRSE
T, KB 48%13 0.6 Z2&Tei=5 9, 7u /I ANIELL EhiL, TA SN, £SO EREDXE
EERLEI ELTWD LTS, ZOHA, Bib-o T, 0.6 DEEETXMEIL 48NDOEHENHLEZZD
7259,

DFIVFELr o bBEXTHD, RIMDOER P &, p % 048 DR TEHEL T X LARKEZAKT 5
Tl T LINGD, a7 TADEETT p EHoTEY, Iul T MIEMICEI ET5, BEVEHE
DOOL, XED 48%N8 p G ATE T 5, TOXRMOMOEIL 0.328 & 0.832 72~7=, k- T, plL48%
DF ¥ AT 0328 L 0832 ODRNIHFIET D Z &b, 2N, HEFEFDOE 2 Tk, IRHE(statement) 2’ IE
LL 7220 p IXEEE T, KEOFIHFETE2NEI PO ELLNTRIFIUT bRV T2 p Y
WD D MERITIHFELRNDTH D, ME—DRERIZX B OARRICEE L-fER7Z1Th 5, X[#(0.328,
0.832)I% p IZxF7 5 48%CI & L T/REND; “IBHEIEXMZDO L DIZ LTEVIX, KEZERTDHAD
= ALK L TOREND, TlE, T 2T, 2 AP (binomial success rate) D Cl DEFRIZDOWTRT,

ClI for Binomial Success Rate
X~B(n, p), TXTD p 22T Pr(peCyp) DHE. p DX[H Cyx % 100(1-a)%Cl &R ET 5,
ZZT0=0.05 T 5,95%CHIED XL S p CHMENRNWE I ICTERINTZ T VX LR XKETHY
BlEZT — & XIIXH Cx (CiT"D7e< L b7B%DIERTp 2 ETe) PHAERINTZHDTHDL ET 5,
ZD LD K OAR T EEZ RO section IZFET, ZHnb LIEH <X, Cl CREET X L OIIHEIC
BLTTHY, BEDRERIZOWTTII RN EE2MFH L2, BUTIZFET HIETIE, 10 D~ X—A
AT TDO 8 DERINIHIT S p D 90%CI 1E(0.541, 0.931) TH 5, Z FLITIEMEIZIE” 90%D A HEME T p A3 0.541
& 0.931 ORICHFET 27 EIEE AR, LA, ZOFHIEIZFREEOIRID 0% TH £ W EEFZX D0
H LitZe,
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FEANCADRTIO S 5 — DR T NE Z L1 Cl OF RIS EHeE Pr(peCyp) L BIR L TV D &5
L THD, pllETLHRMT. pZEEEL LTI LWVH ZETHD, MROKEIL, FLAET—
AXPTCEHELEZZ VX LAEHTHD, ZOKRA Y MIOWTEX LFHIAT IO, Zhndskitok
KO ME Y7 T, HEERNATIALOEELRIMETHY ., FEFICLLBEHINTWDIHOGTHD
MHThHD, HEEFRNT XA LOMOHIE (e.9. IKHIRE) THREORMGRAZEEL L TWNDHDT,
INOO—EHIRNRT XA Ah E -l L CRBRICEM I N T ThEn L e,

3.2.1 Approximate CI’s for Binomial Success Rate

T, bo & bWIERITIET 2HEEN/ T A—=F D Cl KDDL TTEZRT,
2@AﬁwmﬁﬁU@%Ba%%mf MLE p =x/n7s, P p (EOMHE) LEERZED) = /p(1—p)/n
b OEMHERERLIZLEAVER U ME b DL T D, TORE. Zop (JEAEERIAM O _ER(1-a/2)E0
fE(quantile)Z 7R3 & 425 &,
1-0{'?\$Pr(—i(n<ﬁ(;;:§7 2) (3.4)
Wz D &

1—a=Pr(p—zup o) <p<P+zepad). (3.5)

S(PIEREDE p ITIKFT A2, pERALT,

&(p)= vf'p(l —py/n.

K35 ICZOHEEEARA L, BEXITBIT D p DT 100(1-0)%Cl 2K 5,

Ix=p+tzan6().

K LN pzgleF v A, BEXLZ 1001-0)% ThH 5D, n DHEEICRKE, p230 £I1L LICHEFIC
ITWIGE IR EIEREZR VY, K OR ST n OFELFRICKHAIT 20T, BERKMTR AL LI
X DR S (FFHORREEME) 13Y v 7Y A XOFFRITEHH L TRD T2 2 LR,

XM I TGERL L= Cl Th D, EUEED K HWEBRIZEWDTEA S Hy, Cl DFEFR TIL, p DAEITKT
LT pZ2aOHEELEI XDty OfHEEN D EH[L-0)TRITIUER 520 Tl L 72 90%Cl @
coverage rate (n= 100)73 Fig. 3.3 TH 5, &k & LTiEH k- KT X 543,0.10 <p < 0.90 Tl coverage rate
TE 12 90%IZ YTV 2 S IZHER LTE LY,

T TO p BT D 14572 performance Z3KD 5 Cl DEFETIE, <D p Il LTI EL WL Tl %
Y ZEBHALNIETHD (TXTOpIZK LTTIHARWVDT),

KBAMBELERLTHEOND I, LV H BV coverage £t %2 & DIl Cl TlE. o(P)IZ8(P) 2 AT S
DaWET D, TORER, pliktd 5 ClHiZ

a/2 N vy

211;,:-&-~ ery——
1P ’ v
T 2n +22,)  2n+zl) VALt Ry

Fig. 3.4 728 I, & 1", @ coverage rate DLt & w9, 1, D8 I, LV & coverage KitE37n72 0 WAy,
ST SRV, ZHIEFTESARDPELZOIZARZ 200, ZALFEEmG L I THY
coverage rate 23 p DT X TOEIZK LT 7e < & 7l &2 iz S band ) Cl DEFRE
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72 LCWRNWZ ICERT DM END D, BEAENIZIE, F% 72 (exact) Cl 28 5@ 2 2 1V iE T,

3.2.2 Exact ClI for Binomial Success Parameter
FL’(P)=i:B(k}”rP) and FL(P’ZiBUf}”uP)?
' P
EDFHALX~B(n, p)iZF31F % upper tail probability, Pr(X >x), & lower tail probability, Pr(X <x)Z/~x L T\ 5,
%7‘/‘&‘/7“—5@ =10, X =8)IZ OV T D Z D= DX/ Fig.3.5,
R Fu(p), FLp)IZBIEE T — & & —E3 % p O Z RO HERTME 2 5, Fy(p) (FR#R)IZ. T TP p=>0.493
W2k L, Fy(0.493) = 0.05, Pr(X>8)<0.05 L 725 7=, p DN E 725, p<0.493 DI, T2 X AT
BIRE N 10 EHERDHFTA XN BEERLL ETH L F v o ATl 572 5% Laavy, [FERIC LT, Fu(p)(FE
BT, TRTD p>0.963 (2% L. F(0.963)=0.05 Pr(X<8)<0.05 L 72 57-, p DD LR D, =
NHDORERMEZ SO P TIE (p=20.963), 7 ¥ LIRS A7 10 EETIZ A 208 8 EIELL T TH 5 F
¥ AR DTeD 5% LN L LD,
p D 90% exact Cl TR DEHZNHRDO BN D, 8EBLLTORAAZBETLHENIRETESLHp L8 u
FOAREBET D LN TED p ZFRVZIXH(0.493, 0.963), Z DX D X DOERA R E
2 THERFhEED exact CLIZHED

Exact CI for Binomial Success Rate
X~B(n, p) EIE, pu0,02)ETHEX=12, ... nIZTOWVWTUTDLIITEHEIND,

pL(x,@/2) = mﬁ?x {p s PGl = a;z}_

pun, 2)=1¢F2&, x=1,2,..,nIZOVWTLUTFOLITERIND,

pu(x,a/2) = min {p:FL(p) <e/2}.

ol x, K Tx= (L a/2),pu(X,a/2)) 13 p @ exact 100(1-0)%Cl T 5,

Z DX D Z & Z"exact conference interval” & AT 725, TN T RT O p Ik LT Pr(pedyp) > 1-a %
72T NI ETER L TR, 2 A ITREREL & 27Dl pDZL OENR 1-a LV ERES 25T
LE S LWk EnErns, #ilziE, o7t A Xn=250p®exact 70% Cl 2 & 2 TH 5, X
21X 26 DIEZ 0 9 DFERBFET D, 26 DLV H 5 Cl OE% Table 3.2 12w L7z,

p DT T OfEIZxF LT, exact Cl @ coverage rate % it 5925 DIXEHE TH 5, il 21X, p = 0.3595 DI,
7<X<11 OFETFE T O p DX Z BV E L, FOEO Pr(7<X<11)=0.703 T&H 0 Wi L 7= K HE(70%)
Wi, LivL, D LEEHTAEEZEZT, p=03591 {220\ TEXDHE, 6<X <11 DEFD p DX[E %
DT L2 Pr6<X<11)=0.792 & 72572, XA D 70% coverage rate & 0 7272 R&E 72 %,

Fig 3.6 1Z n=25, a=0.30 DK p DEIEDE D coverage rate %7~ L T 5,

Coverage rate [TfAKIE TH I FFEDKELF L HWVDORE 2725 Z EHFFL TV DIZH 00
57, %< D p OEBLELLEL ’j(-“é( Ko TLEIDT, XA TATFLTLED, ZOHRTZZ
THY EF72n=25,0=030 DHFETETICR 72 2 & Tidiev, BERAIIEREEEZ HWT, RT A= D
TRTOHED D72 < & 17 (1-a)100%D coverage & b IS HE X [E] 2 K D 5 BRICITRET B2 WiE R 2D T
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b5,

3.2.3 Confidence Intervals — summary

Scaled likelihood interval ® X 512, CIIT X » T, MEHEEZIT O L CHIET DA EEMEL R L Z LT
e, THOLDOHNEEXH LD &EBKREN,

ClL I N FICH E 0 M HN TORWEE % AR B BN TFET D, B2, pE Zpn/PA—P)D &
IRELMOEN TV D HMAITERED LWMEDOEP 2L LTS (T A RERY 7y
A REHNIZE LTH), BEICEZIE, 260 TIE, FEDEHAKED Cl ZRkDDHZLITTE
RN, IR G NI A=ZOFTXTOEN"D < & H7(1-a)? coverage probability Z R OB B D
MHTHD, ZHOHIE, RNTA—=ZDTXTOEND< & (1-a)D coverage probability %> (EF%
Wi T) BhA. NT A—=Z OKFEDIEN coverage probability 23(1-o)Z LB NI 50 H Lvn 2
EThHDH, EHEOMRTIE, ZOHRRZIZ L DFEWVFITIELHMBITVRY, 2T Cl O#LHTiEe
WS, RV RS ZOBHOERAMEEZ K TSI L2 D TH D,

ZOHEITH -T2 3 ODOXMED 9 B I DBBAYD 95%Cl T Y .p DT T OE T coverage probability
>95%% 72 L CW 5, Z DR/ NRAHE S 4u7- 95% coverage (21 UEH 5 KA E L 72 512200,
coverage 1T L 0 K& < 72 %, Fig 3.7 12 3 27 XTD coverage probability Z/~ L7z, #X47e% > 74 X
(n=100)TH DI H DL BT, A YR HBIT RSN LT, 2T LV /hE et Tt A4 XA THEE
IZH B D,

Fig3.713 0726 1 O &%) —IZ 5D 2872 1000 fE D p DFED 7' » REflio TAER SN TND, =
@ coverage probability 2% L 7= 73 Table 3.3 Tl 5, 2% < OffivF73 "typical FEERI 72 2) 90% coverage”
D 7= 2 ”minimal 90% coverage” & CEJIC T % = & AR TIT, KM 1y 2 "90%E HE" O E 8- BRfiE T
EOWMEERBLIELDOLE LTHATLE D TIHEZWNEFEFTITBSL WS, L, SHEERS
T XA LTI, p DIEOH O typical” 72 B X IZOW T HE 220, FIEOLED T U b
WEIIZTDEND ZLEERD, £ T, 4. p D typical 2BV ZBET DA XEFROXHEHEEIC
DNTHATHELD -,



