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Closed-Population Mark-Recapture Models

MofE{EZE S P oS 7 L MefikzE72 L, Vo TV EICHERRE 2 5
My:— B £ - 7= & & iR L, OMufAEzESH » . Y PN GOHER—F

9.4 INDIVIDUAL HETEROGENRITY MODEL
BAREEEETIL

FEMEET L (heterogeneity model) TILEURIIBIEOHERZ L, Zhbidy 7
JVEITIE B DWW T LW, CDL (X 9.2) 1XFRFfH . EIRFEA O REMA LD ET L2 R TN,
BRIV T A—F (iR p L 2MEEEN) BE2 0, FIREZMAR0nE NIZOW
TOHERMIZIEFE D Z N TER, HEIRE ATRRICT 572012, xR BEET VX, i
ENho T EEROFER] BN EORE T L@l LRBRTI20E VI REEZHEA
T2, ZHHOEEIX[pebs, pmis| 0 NI FE 721X [pebs, pmis| 6 \N,z] (z 1ZIHLERE) EW\WHET L
ZBLTRIND, HEEIT (VW TW) HELRPTLEHY TIFBEINLRVDOT, b
LInba&ETe7 S, CDL OREREEICEEEREICzZI y]EWIET L ELELTD
(Fig. 9.5),

<HEEMWETLOH>
- Otis et al. (1978)DE 7 /L Mn
pi1= pig=...pik=pi & V> 9 Hl[R % B A
R IZ 2D [EREZBL T —ETHD EUE LIHiER) 2o
ZOfIRZMATH NOAMLHEREZ T DIIVWERICETELNT A= RDH 5,
- Huggins(2002)<° Dorazio and Royle(2003)
pi's [ ERMFTRE/ R N — X AR AR L LTET VST, Ma DT U H LHROD /8T R
— 2k EB R T, CEETE - R ATRE MR AT pi DIEE 2 AN R A TH A MRENED
SIRWHERESR) 72, 2D X O RETNATIL, pis S L TH LN LN, o, B | u.,Xobs)
&V 9D ODL z T, B GmE OHEim b EITRRETH 5,
>  Huggins(2002)
NR—=HINT A=K DOHEEITE— A > ME L Horwitz-Thompson-type HEE & %
WTTHEE ST BEREEY A XL o TH OB D & W S RERA A XHEE D FIE %
RS,
>  Dorazio and Royle(2003)

Fig. 9.5
FUE 72 & = o PASE AR OREFR Pl O complete data

0 o likelihood DA [MFEFEER 777 7 (DAG) B,
! p:(pobs’ pmis)’\ A %jﬂ\:%%& ﬁ::% L7z & &, pobs L pmis
MoOBFENET Vp| 0 NzlZ@mL TRIAIND,
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< T — X JEKE data augmentation >

ODL #4525 7=0I27 v ¥ LR &m0+ 2P v ic, CDLGE 9.2)% BUGS TET/VIC
HTIEODLDOICFIHTE 5, BUGS IZBIFHET /L My D TEOITRELN, 1 DO/HE
mBISNR DD (RERD N ZZNEN p OEORITTRELTT v 77— FSHDHH,
BUGS (Zf R 72— T B A F 20, 200 OV J51E Royle et al.(2007)i2 kL -
TH|EINTZT — X K{E (data augmentation) (N 13HER ¢ 2 Z L EfEH L X —A
MEREHRM OFFHE LTETVIND) 25, QI —HRRERNMERHTD Z LI,
Bt —kk 541 DUO,1,... MDD N OFRiGA ZE L, 207 7 v —F Tk, BIRmic009.1)
DIEEL G ATETNT D, CEAEE  TIFRTIC—ETHMsE I 1 Znlisti
50), Floo MKITEOXRY L p ODZNENOEFRIT, BUEO~ /L2 7 HEOKEIZE N
TEERICEIMI R EEN D DEENLONCEOLTT v 7T — &b,

Royle et al.(200MIZ KX > TIESINT=T —XEMOT LI Y XAk, N OB F A
DDV N—=TANT T T AT XL (1.3.2FH) LRETHDLH, T T, T A—H
O XLy b/ —Fpl lofRo—Rz—& L, BNLZEEEOL2TOM OB T
ERIND, AEHEOT COMERO ALy N EORHK T v F LI TA—2 1L,
— FwlZHBITHEEEZICEAL T RODOEFAEEKRIIC—HE LD L LTERIND,
The bijection matching parameters on the palette to capture probabilities in the population is defined
in terms of the indicator variables in the node w, which corresponds to the inclusion variable I in

Eq.(9.1).
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for(1in 1:M){
p [i] ~dbeta(alpha, beta)  #p[ill&FR—2 2 IZHES

w [i] ~ dbern(psi) #WIERILX—A D FRIZHED

wpli] ~ p[i*w[i]

x[i]~dbin(wpli], k) HEK | O B B[] (S HEZFEwpi].

} HITEBKO BRSO HUTILIEEEZS
N <- sum(w[]) ENWDEEHE—HT D
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5l : Agresti (1994) DA o OFxFHHFXDT—4

A=K - "IH3AAE T /L (Huggins(2002) & Dorazio and Royle(2003) % & TIL® 5,
M OfEiE N OB —Hk 4 O LR A # T,
k Of (B> 7V o7 EE) 132 054 k=6,
1 BEHEOERZRZMEIES M o7 — 2| xGRAEMFEFICMEE 1 A0 E x o7z =EK
(=1,...,.M), ZHiE N-uwGiES N2 >T=8PICiT 0452y b5, B VFUHF
T—4% x X, TT/V Mn Hofiat & £=(25,22,13,5,1,2) (X6 x5 £ jEHE > 78
DE) MHIEETE D,
HLEELIPHEZAONTZL, BRIZMEIT—FEI w1l DEZFEEL, 9 TR
THIE NA 246815,

model {

Panel 9.1 mu~dunif(0,1)
“IESG A BM, ¢) b TrE t~dc(0,1,2)

N " e theta<-abs(t)
ToIBTEMERAR L L TET VL ENTE, alpha<-mu*theta
N OF =2 #ME AN ThTHEDE betar-il ) Trhera

. psi~dunif(0,1)

E7 /L Mn® BUGS =— R for (i in 1:M)({

wl(i] “dbern(psi), -

pli] “dbeta(alpha, beta)
wp[i]<-p[i]*w(i] ,
x[i]~dbin(wp(i], k)

) :

N<-sum(w(])

<piDRX—=FFAAD/NT A —H o, B OFEFIIAA >

u=alla+B)O0<pu<)E 0=a+B(0>0)2 TR T A—Z{THIEI N LWEERH
% (Appendix B.10), TS D 8T A= T X0 fHEICHIR TE . BRI 2 F R0 %
RET D, £, TR EEAT LI LT, a b BICHNIRFHIOMAERET LD, &
HORAZ L7z (mixing) ~/La 7#E T 71 (MCMCOIZE T 5 3,

u : BRI SBE R4 A (reference prior)id U0,1) TH 5,

0 : WYL SRFERISAOMEILIVELLS, BWEET VBT 20W- 2147 D/17
A—ZITHEESHADEU THD Z &2 RIAET HTOICHERRS BIEINDILER D 5,
Gelman(2006) & Gelman and Hill(2007) Tix, #T VK S 172 t 2945 O 2 H#ESE L C
WD, bLXNt iz ET5E, Tolx, Y=1X| X 0ffiHl) 20 KEh
Tt AL V) ZEICEBRLTUILL,
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Panel 9.1 ® BUGS =2— K TCiX. Gelman(2006) & Gelman and Hill(2007)Z & - THI5

iz, e WIS WE &ED Gale, e )OFRFIHAA &R LAY 2572 LIC, 0 OFRISY
fie LTOLIEWEIZODT DRy RN— e 52X cHRE20H D RINT-t oMM+ % iz,
In the BUGS code in Panel 9.1, we have used a fold t-distribution with two degrees of freedom as a

FALCTHY .

prior for 0 that gives moderate support for values near zero without the impropriety issues identified
by Gelman (2006) and Hill (2007) associated with the Ga( ¢ , ¢ ) prior, when ¢ is small.

Wik a=p 0 & B=(1-1) 0 IZBWT, o ZiFET 5 FAOMIT B ZFHET 5 FRI0Mm &
al B a5 Sk 2 ERSA P 0.71, SD K 2.5

(69%7° 1 LAF. 88%72% 2 LAF. 98%7 5 LLF)
LU B — 2 45 A
< RO AR O JEE FAl >

=

oz — K% theta<-abs(t*5) & 0 AEEHZ A LI Lo THELNE, 5 ITEHELWAYS
—IRTG A =R b O VRSNt DA E S 2T,
ak BEG|IEEZTERIOM 3.5, SD 3.5

(19%73 1 LAF. 36%72% 2 LAF. 69%7 5 LLF)

ENDHDHZ L E2R L= (Figs. 9.6 & 9.7,

INED 2 DOFERISAZH IO RIT. 2D NERISA OERIZIETIT K X 72K
r D FDOHIFR S NI E WA S 5,

ZOREILTZTE 6 MIOBENS LT -2y
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w2 U0,1), 0IcA7r—/L1 72135 O v ik

plz U0,1), 6icxr—n 1 F721%5 vk
SNt DAiEFioMAE L THWZEED
L 0 OFEBLATEE

SN t fiEFERIOmAE L THWEEEZDO N
DEFELL H3AT
RLTNWD ERBT D,

3. MCMC {28\ T, WEDH OB LICHIE LI e RET 5% > a2 bR L7 5, Markov chain (3 X <&

4. BUGS IZHHE 1 O t iz 5 &< 2 & 2FFS 720y,

BY=2lZ: %> 52 LICE»T, ZDE IG5 2L a3EsRIED,

LAL, Zo & Zo VRS REFVEERAR CTH D L &, fERE
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9.4.1 GConstrained Capture Probability Models, Including Covariates
HEEEZEALEHNSN-HERET L

EF7V MpIZMA T, p [CHEERHIREZBEH T2 2 LI2&>T, £7 /0 Me & My, Mol
HTIEHDHTDIZ BUGS 29 2 & T&E D, FINbHDOr—ATIEL, p ODRITLHAZEAL
LW, NOT—=HEMAT v 72k 2 EIC&» T, a— FIEffHRIITE %,
%72, Huggins(1989, 1991)DE 7 /L My DFehll 72 r — A & AT, KDL EZ S
ETVCHTITIOLOEFMETH D, MhOZ DO A=V a OL X, 1 ELHE 20
N-u.OEMZEB N THEENBEZIN2NWI ETHDH, L, ZNHOEEIZHEL -
ETNERE TV, ETMCEERZEL I LN TE D,

Bl : V. Reid>O7 <R (peromyscus maniculatus) D5+—4% (Otis et al., 1978)

* Huggins (199D 12 k> CETF VI NT-

s BARNRZNENOE OS], FEOURELRTREBORERBTH D LRE,
—>N-uOHE Lo LB O KR LRI, i, REZ THT20ERH S,

B ELZERT L0z %25 & BIELRAOBKER TSNz & LTzl y]1&E
TMIMZDZLIZE T, INEERT D, 2, 20 THlEOF fmorE R K i
IZR o THRR ST b OERMERELEKLE LT, kI kELET VT D, F
oM ZET AT D0, ENOERBATRRR ANV X — A fREH L LTHI, ZD
E7/L® BUGS =2 — Ri% Panel 9.2, 7 —# % Panel 9.3 [Z/R L 7=,

Panel 9.2 R REROILEELZEGATZET /L Mr® BUGS = — K, E5 /113, BM,
O)DBAANS T TV ENT-BIEMRER L L TCET A ENTE N OF —Z BN

ZHANTHTILD T,
model {
for(i in 1:M){
w([i] “dbern(psi)

logit(p(i])<-b(1]+b(2)*sex[i]+b[3]*age[i] +b[4] *weight[i]
mufi]<-g(1l]+g[2] *sex[i]+g[3])*age[i]
weight[i])“dnorm(mu(i], tau)
sex[i] “dbern(pie[l])
age[i] “dbern(pie(2])
wpli]<-pl[i]*wl[i]
x([(i)~dbin(wp(i],T)
)

N<-sum(w(])

psi~dunif (0,1)

for(i in 1:4){
b(i])~dnorm(0,0.1)
g[i)~dnorm(0,0.1)

}

tau~dgamma (0.001,0.001)

pie[l]“@unif(0,1)

pie([2]~“dunif(0,1)
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Panel 9.3 & AMEROILEREEGATET /L My ® BUGS 57— %, M I3 {E{ARE
A XD EREREL, T—XB5 x, w, sex, age, weight DR IT & & L < 72+t

IRHIRVN,

list (M=100,T=6, )
x=c(6,4,4,5,6,5,5,4,6,5,5,5,6,4,2,2,3,2,3,3,3,2,3,1,4,3,4,1,2,1,3,2,1,1,1,1,
0 L, M

b o312 7 0 R D W KOS O N W 0 T L W 0 M R . L O, L, W GO M O T, O T, O, K, 4, PO, LN, PR 38, 3 O
1,1,NA, i NAY,

0,1,0,NA,..., NA)
weight=c(-0.522,0.098,0.098,0.098,-0.316,1.339,-0.729,0.098,-0.109,-0.109,
-0.316,1.545,-0.105,-0.729,-0.936,1.752,-1.556,-1.349,0.925,-0.316,-1.970,
1.132,-0.522,-1.763,1.545,-0.936,-0.109,0.925,0.925,1.132,0.305,-0.729,
=0.109,-0.729,1.959,-1.143,0.305,0.925,NA, ..., NA))

<HE >

N OHEH AT Fig. 9.8 1R Lz, N OMELO 22\ i HEE 1L 39 (HHBOA O RMEE, 7=
72 L Pr(N=39|Data=0.48) & Pr(N=40|Data=0.69)\ZH{E&) Th b, Ls->T, 0.95
DFEZ AR Z B OXHI[38,4311% N @ 95% i@ H kR MEEXKTH D 5, T,
Huggins(1991)1Z & % Horwitz-Thompson-type OHEE &% W T O L7z, Ul L 72X
(38.3, 45.6) X v A, Il LXK & ZDONEOIARICONT, By FER TR
AR5 MAITZINODOEELVIETDHZ LIZR>TNDION2 b LEI D, (B
VA EAREERND D D2 (CEEE  EHE O BIREREE L TRbo T 5)

i
0.20 r ]

" Fig. 9.8

0107 Huggins(1991) THW L= BT 5
0.05 1 a7 =T ZADEN OFER A
W™ & a8 W o

RIFTWHEEEZET VT D MENML, Huggins(1989, 199DIZ L » TEHRH S N-ET
Vo 77 7u—FOERERFE (EEREITRE SN ERLZEXONTMYTHL LW
IRE) ZiRHT D, ZOREITD LS, ERAFETH D, FHAIE LT, Panel 9.2 O
BUGS =— FZ, BAAEE~OFHNLWEEBDOIFKRZHNAT L7 2R ETH L9
YRR TE S, LL, MalEDETHOETADL I, ZOT F7a—Fidl- SADAEH
BT =R ELEETDHETRIND,
5. BUGS (T8 T 5 /3—& v & A L OETERE T — Z D FFEICEES TV 5720 BER A CO BT ITERETRE

Th b, BIEDEA. N OFE® SO 2.5, 50, 97.5 /S—& o Z A /L% 38,40,45 & L THEEN 5, BIEIZIE x=38,40,45

T, FhEh Pr(N=x|Data)=0.210, 0.687, 0.984 Th %,
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9.4.2 Issues with Model M,
ETILMN D=

ETRLIEE DI, BTV M & WG, IR O p OB % BT 5 534 O F AT
DAADNRT A—=F ORI L > THELZRFSND, ZHIETHE—DORATIERY (F71
Mw D FCOH#HFR b £, ET /AL p DFMOBEORFUCHE CTH H), FEF, (K& R
ol N OfEZELRLDD, Fl—FER—I2iWT —20Mm%iE<) p OomMDRR
STRINE V) B TIL, 7 /L Mu (ZARYIZIA— & 1EA 72 720 \(Link, 2003), In fact, model
Mh is not actually identifiable, in the sense that different choices of distribution for p
lead to data distributions that are identical or are nearly identical, while indicating
vastly different values of N (Link, 2003). (*FEVE : p AEDL > THFEIKFHIZN $ £ 5D T
XA TCERN-TZE?)

7V Mn OFE[RIE FTRENE £ 721 ZIEFE FTREMEIZ TN 2 &3, N vlp | 0 10 F7p - 75841
PR—FELEFA—ICEWEEZEE BIZT =2 OERICESHWTET A ZXBITE 20
ZLEEWT D, BT V| 0 10BHIL, WFIE S AU EIRRE O RIRRSCAG O M T AR A T —
ZOFE L > TEpNRTIT RS0, Ll <@ﬁn IRWT, ETLOER
@%W&&ét<éh@%ﬁ#&wtéao%@iﬁ& . BRRERET VO X
KBRADZ L THER L, BEENRITEOBRED @%IJ (XL TEET D, 0
HOSBICEATEE 2% ZOEORE (9.6 fi) TR 2,

BB DL L ASEIREE ORI T — 2 ~07 T n—F >

ECTEMLETY Ve —F X p 2T VT D8 MaE AW, o, 16 OHE
%ﬁa%of%&@&ﬁxKEWﬁ%ﬁwé_a:%owt%Twi%%éhT%t
(Agresti, 1994; Norris and Pollock, 1996; Coull and Agresti, 1999; Pledger, 2000), 415 D\ i % IE(E 7
T AETIIAREAET ML, BUGS 22— ROWIRE)/NSRIEIETT 4 v R TE 5, AR
BET 70 —F LT o500 —fK <, K, 178, BEIEROZREDOETHFET D K72
ET IV Mah DFFED/N—2 5 U EFFT RO IIRE S 5 2 & 23T & 5 (Pledger, 2000, 7.
King and Brooks(2008) ({ H1xF /=727 T /N ~DER L= XFF2FMT 5 U N—
VINT X TTNAY ALELIBRT D) IZLo T, BRSO ET VITIRESNT
o, CEEE  BRE=T7 VX2 RETL2)
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9.4.3 Loglinear Representation
X IRTZ RIR

AT T L O— RN ERBIL, B o I AROKGEE KRBT S, [RERR
SEF) BT LOMAEZ S XK T (Agresti, 1994; Cormack, 1989; Fienberg, 1972), F£7-. Z DT
Ta—FIIHERE BT DI, ATEY, RO RIZOVWTRR S TERED NSNS
ETFNVOFM AT, £, ZHHOET UL 9.5 BiCitkim L7726 & FEEIC, 3o 7LDl
MIEFE 723 72y multiple-list AF4EI2 @Y Td 5,

DEIRITIZEZNE LT —ZIZHOLN, 1ZEAERSEEENT — X BICHET DK
FED 2 A T2l 272DV b e, CEEE  RESFITHEREREZ bHOoHE, ¥
YTNDBKEATHY BThHoThIW,) —fKAVRDEIRIEDONA XOHEE T EIT K
< FE R L T & 7-(Albert, 2007; Gelman et al., 2009, HEfmiT =& LT, [BHMOKFMEDO R -7
BaRHT D) BT VO@EEYZRET VORIICENEZ HTH, EFEHICB T

FlE, RONRIFA—FORAKE L TELZENTELNICELAELHETSH, LrrL, B L
FTORETADLEEND D, FETVRFUTKRE LTHFATH D, (FHEiE: TbRET
N=INT A= DYIRNET L)

<k % T NOERFHTEOT —H >
- 1 OO 0 2 O 2k DHRFIROIETERST Z LN TE D,
LEFZEICHi = X DD ATREME N B o 1228, —E b E L 2> ko v
DEIRITETOEBROLZEZ S THEIND,
ThEhnot /i, FHEUOHEREZ b O OH A £ T,

Bl .29 TILDBE
Table 9.1 |78 L7e R5E472 2X 2 3 EI %2155,
xn 1Z Xii=h & Xie=l OFERZ & B0 TH 5,
CEEE  Xa 37 v 1 ThigESh Tuhiud 1, i S Tuneid i o)

Table 9.1 2 ¥ > 7 VAR FHHAFZE DA 2272 2 X 2 43 E|FR DO H

Not caught  Caughtin
in Sample2  Sample2  Total

Not caught in sample 1 - x01 N-—-m
Caughtin sample 1 X190 xn ny
Total N-—ny n N
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DEREZET YV 7TD 1 OOT7 T u—Fid, HEEIEET VLT, BVHEEZM
NIRRT Y CHERERE LTET AT LHI L THD 6, “LRICBNT, E7 LMD FT
BlEs e AiHE, P(u)OfEREHE LTETALTE S, 20 & & pn=ExullZ&D
1T h+l &%) 1+1 O TSNz EAL T D, THlS 2B AEEO B R BT 71+
(linear predictor)Z W CTET /L E N5, £ 9.1 DT —HXIZBWTHRE TR

Bo h=0, 1=0
+ h=0, 1=1
Ny = In(w, ) = pori
BotfB1 h=1, 1=0
BotB1t+Be h=1, 1=1

EETD, CFERE  In(un)=Bot+ B1Xu+ B 2Xi2 & A L)

<HEHRZET N D/RT A—5 Li@EF OfERA L DORR>

x11 : SRR E 2 T RME ePorPi+h>
SEFODF T L DR Npipe
x01 : SEERIE R Z F 2 TR elorh:
W OET L ORERR, N(1-p1)p2

L7eNo> T, FPHISHZY 7L 2 THES -8 o ix
Np, = E[x;, +xq, | Bl = €P*P* (1 +€"')
Thb, (FEE . =eforb poforPirby L i=p35C,
Np,p, AU
N—p2=p1 =eﬁ‘]+’32(l+eﬁ‘) =1+eﬁl
Ko TR LITHER p1 D logit TH S, [FIERIZ B2725 p2 D logit THDH ERED,

By

<Y1 T2 MO AR >

3 DOBIEL x11, X100 X01 & 3 DD/NT A—HF Bo, B1. B ETI/IIEEFIRETH
%Ly BTN M ~DH TIEDITHEMRIEET LD FTF—Z DR TOEREHE RS, b
LRIFT=BN 200 BB TE 20, 7L 1 OF#EL Y 70 2 OO OFKEN %
FFLICET NV E —fRILT 22 L2557

6. A LML LTOWBMSLRART Y VERER N ZHMERER THH O, 207 7 a—F LW 720 (Appendix

B.7),
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SHEERIEET VTR 2 DDH T ARIO LA IREIEIE S T A —FZZHEAEMZ AW TE

TLEND, BxD2X2 0B TIE, xu & —F LB TFRIFL LT
M =06+B6+B+P,

EELZENTE D, (AR loglun)=Bot B 1 X+ 2Xigt B 12XiiXiz E[RIL) 22T, &
HAERHNRT A= Biid. V71 THiE 2 oNT-Z LI X D p2 @D logit BLDOH#EF & fiR
MTxD, Z0O&LXHE~DKINTE (F72 5 trap-happiness £ 7213 trap-shyness) @
L LTBREBZXDLZLIFERTHA I, LL, -BridFr 7L 1 OfER~DY
TN 2 DIEDREEE LR L, 2 OOMRIIFAETH D, ZAMFEMZMIRT 5K H BV
TEE, BICY T ARIOERIFEORE LT 22 EThHh D, ZTHNRMKIMTENC L > TH &
L2 XD, HERICB T HEEORERICI > THE &R SND, T ORIEHE Tk
g Do

BT —ZIZHB VT x00 DAEIE B2 DIEZE LR TR ORNWI L2 E®RT 5, -
WTW 22D F 2 TIBPMNIIN 25X ERET D (ZHIEL1=0 LW O RELFL),
RIFT2BNVZE > THROWONIZZOMREITZ, ERAFMRETHL, b LEABENALSHVD
ER RIT TV D 0> TWIUE, L THD E NI R ARFETE 572595 L, KV if
A< Bz zHETE D,

TR LT X 0T, /BRI X T A —% B1id logitlp) & —E L. B21% logit(p2) & — %

T2, FEZFHONRT XA —4 BoldHl AR

B o=In(E[x00])
EHo, TOXIC, FET AV MAE 2V T NT —XIZHTIID D T2DOF M RITEZ, X
T A=K Bo. B1. B DHEICKHEMIEET VEHES Z LT D, EIREEY A X EHES
B1-OIs, KIF T OEHOE x00 D FRBLETH D, Bo DEZIF T LH LLITH
HAEGRSHNEGEZ N5 0, Ta T EH e 2 bomRT v ol ER L LTEhEET
T B LI E o T xoo DFEHR TRIZEITTE B,

SEHRET N, k1 VT AVHOREEHETEEND Z LN TE D 2k K(k>2)I
— AL 5, BlZIE, 3T ICENT 2 TV O LR HAER Bz, B 1s, B s IZi#kAITE
L0, 3V U TINVE DR A Bi2s i TER,

SR OXEIIEET A0 T T a—FIL L THREST & . AN R EE L {TEIE T
VBRI A L LTED, BIZIE, b L. RREEERDREB L., BrEEA, ETCOMA
EM% 012t v F4 4L, Otis et al.(1978)DEF /L M 2155, EF /L MpIZH Tl 512
. Vo 7BV TR E D) D k-1 OV PV RS 2 57, FD L &
FERREE IO EOH R EL LI HLREMOMEEEDRVETMCH TUID 5,
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9.4.4 The Rasch Mode!l and M,
Rasch :E?)l/& M,

NTEA \%%@ﬁﬁﬁ%%TWiifEE@%??W?%®K@5:&%T%5
(Agresti, 1994), ELEKAYIT, HEERMERIZ LRENMTY T NVE O EGIEREIL, £

DOifEF, 0 Tl ifib\xﬁ1’ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%%< D ;téﬁ’*f%é WFoE % a8 L C R Ui e b
Te%a . ATBONRB N EAET UL, [HD T T ICBNTH £ 2 5 O E 25
I, BTOY T NVZEWTHERZLONMME] ZETFHEIND, 20X, RYOY
YINVTHE S TeBORERIL, TRIOY TV THE L Rdb o flik) kv o7z
ER] OFBRONY LT NI 2Bz TND,

<Rasch €7 /L >
HEIE L ET L My OF EAERBI O Z OBRRIE, FHEOHEFICBIT2HEEKCET Y 7
ORI Z IR B IZ IR S B 7= 8 &5 72, Rasch(1961) 5 /L & f W TFEL T & 5 (Agresti, 2002),
Rasch ET7/VICEWTENENOEBMIZNENOFRAMELZ L L, 2
logit(pi)=a i+ y j (9.5)
ai~N(0, 0 2)
iG=1, ..., N:##, jG=1, ..., KV 7V TS
E L TET VI D (Agresti, 1994),

TOLERBMERIT, 20O0DNRT A =L KFET S,
D0 53 0 2 DTEBIS A HIBITID L AUE LI ERR RN 72 R T A — 4
uﬂ@mx&—wmﬁfm)ﬁm%%
2O X DI, FEEMERD logit ITEARF R T, 7 AMTESLDL,

<Rasch E7 /L & 55EIRORERRIEET VO H [V EIfR >
- o HHERE, SF 0 HERBEOS 0i(=1, ...,k L EFRT D,
CEATE : 0jiXj FEHOF A CHBESANEL L, ShRTE0, FlziXs 7
-7 5 w=c(0,1,1))
cx, HHERE 0 L OO LT 5,

H L, BEEEEL FET UL (Tabbladz W TTHlZT %), THIS - mER
o %&b OEMOHIT
w,=BotBioi+t -+ LrwrtA(f,) (9.6)
(€, : T o 2 b DB OE X bR K-> TIHRESND T A —F
(FAEE - pn=Elxnl)
WZE o THZBEND EIRE D (Agresti, 1994),
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Tjur(1982)i%, IK(9.6)I2FH1F 537 A —% B D AHEE] 73, [Rasch €7 /LK 9.5 I2F1F
L, ENTNOEBIE 2 SN BT 72D B f, ~OBIKOFBRE) & 50 & L
Te R OREHEE] THDHER LT, ZNHOHEIFIR9.6IZBITH/8T7 A—F ai D14y
Wt E AR T, Agresti(1994) 1% 2% lquasi-symmetry #ExX#r) & S &9 5, [Symmetry
KR XRTOFRERPRENELL, £, R TCOMHAEHOE Yy FRFELWGEE T, 1
SRR X TOMEMEAORHITS LW, EEARIIRR 54 TH D,

BRI ERE Y 7 by = 7 20T, BE R & Y Lo, L% LR (facton) &

TV MR E L TIRESNZ x, 12X > T, ZOMBERIEETT L2 HTITH 5N 5,
FHEIZH, ZOFET I —R—=RTA—=Z T, NRTA—=H Bo(LT=h> T, EEEEY A X
N L) EHETDHZLIIARAETHS, FEHTED NOHEIZARETIZAAWVAS, TATHL Y
4y NOBRIGEETANTHEMTCIOEFTNVCERIC7 4 v hTX 5, (P47 : Fig. 8.9
X° Fig. 9.4 ® L 91Z) Coull and Agresti(1999)iZ, Z D E 7 /L & Pledger(2000Z & - TH
2 BNIHBRIEGET V& OBROm AV i A feflk L7z,

HL, 3O I AMOMAEEHOETE 0ty FL, 2HFEEOMAEEHRZ%L <
(0 TiEZeW) By Lzt d5E, 2D L X, Agresti(1994)12 £ - T 2 FK DRI &
TN SNEET N EGD, WERFRET T, MERDBEMWH & R 282 TIE52< Mm
DRFNRIGETH D, TOEFT VBTN T A—F BolX#BIFRETH V. FFEEEZHET
T&D, bLBBAPELEERDENELWERIRT D5, TOE &, Fxld Rasch &
FTAROIZEBITD Bi1=..=ke B LIEET LV MyDODNN—T g V&GS,
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