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Second order admissibility of the
maximum likelihood estimator

K - B¥ HYP Ff (Hidekazu Tanaka)

1 [XCHIC

AR ERBICB VT 1 S2OHERY 27 MSWHERZROTFB - L
1B, —RINE R OMERBEET S LIIHTH 5. % iT Berkson’s
bioassay problem, D ¥ VHERER X, (i = 1,...,k) BEVIZMTIC, & X; A
B(n, Fi(0)) (P(8) = {1 + exp(—0 — Bd:)} ;0 € R : 4m; B,d; € R : BEjn)
WD LED 0 DHEMIETH 5. Berkson [3] iXB/) logit x2 HEF R L 5=+
SrsEEt B 5°F, X; T Rao-Blackwell{k L 7= #£ & (Berkson #E &) 2 R8 L (¥
B2 REEORKT) RLHFRL LLLBRVDER L. 7~ Amemiya [2]
VB X AR BT S U IS # BIZ X Y Berkson #EEDIE 5 8 o(1/n?) £ T
WOERIC RV ERERSIT . LAsL, BERAOITIZ o(1/n2) k CHREAYIC—REIZS
B2 RRER/PELT 5T Lizhiki v ([11]). Ghosh and Sinha [5] it, =@
R L CERRMEBERONIEN D 2 RIS BEOBAS > MA L TR U
(—ROBEBERBEERIC OV TIX (1], [4] 23R).

FRIZBO TRERRBAICRARE 0 ORLRERE 0 LT 5L, o(d)
2 g(6) TR LT, 2RMHERENCHBEDOLE+HRAEL ML, i, 3
ERIORANRBE L LT, OIFOMICHED L EOKRMONMBERKE 0 LT5¢
EIZONWTHLERT 3.

2 #fR

RERER Xq,..., X, BEWIMILIZ, H5 o -FRBE v I/ 2EE f(o:
0), (zr € X) b OHMIH-TWBETSH. AL, 0€ 0 :=(4,9) c R iTka
&L, ROEMH (A1) ~ (A3) 2EET .

(A1) f(z:0) DE {reX: f(z:6) >0} X0 ITKFELR.
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(A2) f(z:0) 1F 0 Zx LT 3 BsiGsy mae T, fO(z : 0) := 8'f(z : 6)/06°

(i=0,1,2,3) &3 5.

INE / e\ d m\ k
(L) (L)J (.f_.)] (G, 5,k =0,1,...) BHIBHEE

(A.3) pijr(0) == Ep 7) |7 7

’5‘29;@,0<I=p200<00.

E& 2.1 0 D2ODWER 6, 6, NEXDIL %, FH2REZDOT 6, 2
fy IV 2WEERICEV LI, £BD €0 T2\ T

Bo[(61 ~ 0] < Bol(62~ 61 +0 ()

n?
T, H5 €O IZONT
7] A 1
Eeo[(ol - 00)2] < Eoo[(92 - 00)2] +o0 (;2.)
ERBZETHSD.

K 2.2 0 OHEER 0 23 2 REHEFFAR) (second order admissible, B LT SOA)
THHLIL, O LY 2RBERNICRVIEERSFELZNZ L THE.

il 2.1 % 1D Berkson’s bioassay problem ##£x 3. £, Qi(0) := 1-F(9),
Di = Xi/n; qi ‘= 1 — Di, P = (071)k &]‘:5< &7 ].Oglt X2 ﬁﬁ

- Py(6 Qi)
Xlzogit(9§ p):= E DG {10g ——p( ) - log—q—-
i=1 (1 {1

2B/NTT BB/ logit x2 HEERIX

(& P
Y pigi (logj - ﬂdi)

i=1

éo 1 = 4 k

1 gt(p) szqz
i=1

0 (P€P)

(p € P),
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iZ2%. ZDOLE, 0 ORALHTEREL B/ logit x? HEBDOFH 2 FEET

) _ 1 12 " 1
Eo[ (0 — 6)?) = I s (7 —411") +o (F) ,
~ 1 k
2] _ 2 2
Eo[(bogie — 6)*] = <+ =13 [2(k — 6)I% — 161° + 241" + 641 ,-§=:1 P2Q?

+1? {g(@- - Pz-)}2 - SII'Ek:(Qi - Pf)l to (%)

i=1

2725,

—7%, 0 OBELHTER, B/ logity? HEERIX

n r 1
A " 1(Qi — B) —2rI 1
Bty —0) = TEREE B2 1o ()

ERST, WTFRLBEMICRY 2H0. T2 T, ThEThORY 2EIEL T

ml el 2I2(éml)n’
b g Mg T {QiCboge) — PilBioss)} — 21" (o)
loglt git o2 (élogit )n
L3
5 1
Eolfty—0)=o (E) ,
A 1
Bl — 0l = o0 (E)
L2y

" 5y 1, I? 1
Ea[("ml“’”=m+m+°(m)’

L (k=2 —aP 4 8ITE, PIQE v 2I” (3)

Eo[( logit — 0)2] - 2n2I4
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2B, FZT, MED 1/n? ORBEOZEIZONTIX

D(Bogier Br) = Jim 2n2I* { By[(Bi, — 6)%) — Eol(02 — 9)°1}

k
=(k=2)I - 4P + " +8IY_ P}Q? >0
i=1

W25, TR S, MERHENS

k=10t %
D(érogit) j: ) =0.

ml

k=20
D(Bgie, 02) = 4(P1Q1 + P2Q2) (P1Q1 — P2Q2)°

+{P1Q:1(Q1 — P1) + P2Q2(Q2 — P} >o0.
(i) k>3 D&%

k
DB, Oy) = (k— 2)I* — 4I® + 1" + 815 P}Q?

i=1

1
+5{(@i— P) +(Q; = B)Y +6(RQi+ FQ)|-
IITRLRVEBAEIL -4l FITHY 0<I<k/ATHS. ¥

k 1
I 4<=>R Qi 5 (i=1,...,k)

THoHMD

k &k
DG Bo) > 33 PQPIQ; |3+ 5 {(Qi = P) + (@ — B)Y?

i=1j=1

+6(P:Q: + F;Q;)| =0.



FoT, EBD eI LT

k
(k—2)2—4P+1? +8IY_P?Q?>0, (k=1,2,..)

i=1
BRENS.
RiZ, ERD I T R

~ 1 4
T .= {0 0

o() € cl}.

EZD. T O IIEEMITTREREKOLEKL TS, UT, 0% 0 0
BAKTER, 0. = 0+ cO)/n LR, 2T, EBD d() € C' IKHLT
h(-):=d(-)—c(-) LB &

Bol(6:-0))~Bol(6.~0)"] = — [h?(o) + 2h(6) (c(o) "“°(0)) + 2"'(0)]+o ( )

21*(9) 1(6)
L7235, ZIZT —pno/2? i3BAHETEE 0 D bias D 1/n ODEKTHD. %
Y Epld — 6] = —p110/(2nI%) + o(1/n) THB. LoT . 33 0 i2% LT SOA T
HEDDLELIREE, EBED 0B 12D\ T

(2.1) h%(8) + 2h(6) (c(0) - ’;}‘;’((g))) + 2”'((:)) 0
2, BB 0y € © IZONT

2 p110(6o) h'(6o)
(22) h (00) + 2h(00) (0(00) - 2[20(00) ) +2 1(0:) <0

ERRBZETHD. ZDZ & LY Ghosh and Sinha [5] 1% Karlin OFEZR ([6],[8])
EFRVT, RKOFEER L.

Ml 2.1 ([5). BERLHEER 6. =0+c(d)/n 22012 LT T TSOA TH
DD DOUE+HEMEE, BB € O It LT, KD (2.3), (2.4) BRI
LThHB.

23) T:= /o jI(B) exp {— /o : (c(u) - ’;’I‘;’((Z)) ) I(u)du} df = oo
i)

24) Ji= /2 " 1(6) exp { Ji * (c(u) - 32‘;7"(%)) I('u,)du} d6 = oo.
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#1 2.2 (#). Ghosh and Sinha [5] iX, ZOEBREANT 0 ORAHTE § 13
SOA CRWZ L %R L, £7- Berkson #ER 0 i3 k>4 DL ESOATHY,
k<4 DkxSOA TRV EERLE.

3 Xl
=9, B () DI TR%E
e {(a3) 8+ - 02fnsem)
WZHIFRRL, BEERLHEEERD S 5 A%
75::{&+¥ c(-)ecg}

45, Z2T(a,B) = (-3/2,1) LT 5 LEHEMFERRETE, (o,0) =
(—5/2,7/6) L35 L MHEPRERREETENEBOND. E72 I' = 2p110 — Haoo
ERVDE (2.1), (2.2) DEDIF

T =1(60) : exp {— L : (a“}l("é;‘) + ﬁ“ﬁé;‘)) du} d8,

J = I(6o) ;" exp { /0 " (a“”"(“) + ﬂ“j""(“)) du} do

I(u) ()

\272 5. Takagi [9] IMEERAMER 0, 25 To THREHFEGHST TRE RIS
g() KRLT, EEDOEMR 1 = g(0) CEHLTREIZSOA THEH DD (a,8)
DEAEEZT-.

% 3.1 (Takagi [9]). BERLHEE

1 (3u110(0) — p300(6)
“ﬁ( 2@ )

X To WCBWT, EEORKERIZEE L THSLIZ SOA THS.
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ARTIL, BERLHTE 0. # TR LUIHER ¢(0.) 25 g(0) 123 LT SOA
THODDURE+REMEEZD. T, h() :=d(-) —c(-) LB &, FLE
3

B {6600~ o)) ] - B [{o00 - s}

g% (0 110(0 "(9 (]
( ) [hZ(e) + 2h(6) (c(o) - 1:((0)) s I:z 5 Z',((o))) + 2';((0))] +o (%)

/D I L L (21), (22), E2.1 00, ROBENRY I-.

EE 3.2 g(0) IoxtT TR g(d.) 25 SOA THEEDDOLE+HEEIL, K
D (3.1), (3.2) ARV IS L TH5B.

B.1EK := /o j[(e) 1g(6)] "% exp {- /0 ° (c(u) - g—;ﬂ(‘u—;) I(u)du} df = oo,

A3

32K := /;o 1(0) |9 (0)| 7> exp {/000 (c(u) - ;‘Il;(z(;;) I(u)du} df = oo.

FR31c()eC DLXgB) IzRTHHTR g(0.) 7 SOA THEIEDOLE
TR, H5 6o €0 1T LT, RD (3.3), (3.4) BRYVIESDZ L THS.

(3.3) / 19'(8)~%/2 exp{ /0 0 (a“}‘("tf;‘) + ﬁ"3°("() v) ) du} db = oo,
i)

(3.4) L:= /g " 19(O) ¥ exp { /0 " (a“}‘("é;‘) + gL ‘}"&S‘)) du} d = oo.

4 W
4.1 (RE&#O?@’HE’). FEBEN f(z:0) = f(x/0)/6, © = (0,00) DBE
Zz25. ¥7

_ /(f(t)-l-tf’ ), _ A
02 f@) 2N




poo®) = /(f +t)f/(t)) i@t .9’;
po(9) = —% / %t){f(t)+tf’(t)}{2f(t)+4tf’(t)+t2f”(t)}dt= —%

B, ZDLE g(0):=0° LThi¥2aC —2B8B—-346 +5A>0 DL =Z[R
D L=00 12729, ¥£72 20C —2BB—3A6+5A<0 DL EIZBY L =00 IT72
5. Lo TH31ELY 200 —28B 346 +54=0 D& =IZRY g(d.) ix g(6)

(Xt LT SOA TH 5.

f 4.2 (Berkson’s bioassay problem). %7,
k
=) _R(6)1- R(0)),
i=1

pao(0) = I'(6) = ZP(G)(l— 2(6))(1 — 2R(9))

L72%. ZDL&E g(0) = B[l SF R = I(0) ODHERIEEEZXD. 60 ORAHE

&, Berkson H#FEED bias D 1/n OREIY, TN ENb(0) = —I'(6)/21(0)?,

bp(8) = —I'(0)/1(6)? + Tk (1 — 2P(6))/21(0) 1272 B. X»T, BAHER 6

WX LTI

p110(0) =

K= ["10)no@) " exp{ ;}((1’)@} .
1)
#110(9)

1 oo 3/2
~ 1 (80)2 L,,
9 !
° I'(u) 'u,} do

d@ = oo,
K= [" 10)mo@) ™ exp | -
-0 o 2I(u)

1 o | 1(6) [*
- —| 4=
11(60)]'72 L. t10(0) °°

L72%. ¥£7=, Berkson #EE fp lxt LTIk
— o0 _ 0 (1 k I'(u
K= [710) k@ o { - [* (3350 -2n0) - 73 }) auf as
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oo k
= Cl/; 1(8)? |p110(8)| 3% e~*0/2 II (1 + e“ﬂd") df = oo,
0

i=1

k= [ : 1(6) |p110(8) /2 exp { /9"° (% XkI(l — 2Py(u)) - %) du} do

i=1

6o k
=Ca [ 10F lnsso(0)| /2 T (1-+ e5%) db = oo

i=1

2725, KL, G, C, REEKLETS. iz, EHRI2LVBLHETED
Berkson #FFEH SOA L 72 5.

W 4.3 (VA TN DBE OEBERBORTE [12]). BEEXK X,..., X, 2
BT 1285 BE B
c/T c-1 r\¢
f(z:0)= 5(5) exP{‘(E) } (= 20), (60 >0:KA, c>0:BHm)
0 (z <0),
S bDET B, ZDL ik

c? 2¢3 A(c—1
1(0) = 2’ Haoo(6) = 5 p110(0) = (03 )

&%, W, [EHERK

9(6) == {e"p {" (3)} (t>0),

1 (t <0)
g'() = {

t\¢ t\¢
(3) ={-(5)} ¢>0,
= 03 0%"-+§—ac+a+2}3c exp {§ (_0_) }do

2EZ2BE

(=S Y o

(t<0)
272500
6o 2\t

=00 (3¢c+5—2ac+2a+48c>0),
<00 (3c+5—2ac+2a+46c <0)

L=C, /-00 0_3!9+%—ac+a+2ﬁc exp {_2_ (_Z_) }d0 = 00
0
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22D, 12120, Cs, Cy 1IIEHETH. Lo T, %31EY 3c+5—2ac+2a+
4Bc >0 DL EIZRY g(d,) 1% g(f) =X LT SOA &725.

5 FIEAIDZSE

fLER¥ 0 € R! OHEREEE25. X,,...,X, % (5 o-ARAE v
YD) BERE f(z - 0) 2SN OOREE n OEEBERLL, Z
DERE X = (Xy,...,X,) £T5. ZobE BEBREK fICROX D 24HE
(B.1) ~ (B.3) #{RET 5.

(B.1) {f(a:) >0 (a<z <)),

f(z)=0 (z<a,z>0b).

(B.2) f(z) XXM (a,b) IZBNWT z IZB L TLEEFARD TH 5.
(B.3) f(z) XXM (a,b) \Z2BWT 7 (2B L T 2 [EEFHEMKS FTRET

co 1= mli)g}rof(x) (0 < ¢ < 00).
:@k%,éIX(l)—a Ly,

Eg[é—ﬁ]:——l——wLo(l),

Con n

Bal(0- 071 = — +0( ;)

R BB, o), d() € CL IR LT A() :=d() —c() £F5E,
R . 2 R . 2
Ej [(a + %d(o) - 9) ] _E, [(o + %0(9) _ o) ]
1 2 1
= —h(0) (h(o) +2¢(8) + 5) +o (ﬁ)
L72B. £oT, 0+c@)/n 20 2K LT SOA &725 dDLEFFEM,

BD e R iZHoWT

h(6) (h(H) +2¢(6) + -02;) <0
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ThD, 5B 6y R iIZHNT
2
h(60) (h(oo) + 2¢(60) + E) <0

L5,

B35 30
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