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AR, ARG BFIC BV TIE, A AR OIS SERICHER L T\ 5. S X Il T — 2
AW AE TR & U THAAT 2 LR TE LM, EHERRBRT VA b FZIRICKHETE D70 &,
%L OFENR DD, —J5, FHIAMOEREDBEICRZWVIGE, TSRS FRIOMAICRE KFL, Bl
T OEBENRF IR SN2 E W) GBI STV 5. L7eh o Tl bl 2 5 o Rl /945 & %
REDZENEETHD., ZOLEHHY TP A X (Effective Sample Size: ESS) % Fali /A DI HE D
FREEE LTHWD Z &N TE S, ESS IFFRIDMOIERELBIZT — 2O NBITHE L TEE(LT 25D T
5V ,2010 LEDEPFERTIIT DA ZHED FDA A X A TR [0 baricgh s 2 L e #m+ 515
W O—2L LTHET LN TS, ITFEEHO ESS BEEINTEY, TNEIERmM AP 72 &R
B2 D, AR TIEET A X OREEOTAZ1TV, T Dtk 320 ESS Ofifil, SAS 12 L 5 FEHEZ1T 9.

F—U— N A ZWEE, FRIAM, AT X ESS, SRR

1. XA XHeEHE ESS DiE A
ARETTIIARA HEHT 72 CHDIRNGEE 2RI NEN BRI L, BRI D ESS Z#E AT 5.

1.1 A ZHEEE & FRiIG AT

AN R CTIE— B e fiGH & Bp v, FFioAMm & LN MRS M2 BET — % LITNCHET 5 03N
b2, FEHINAMEBET —F ORENOFERSMEEN L, ZOFEZLSMNOEFXHER p SIS DHE
ERMTHIENTES.

1 XFRIOA EBET — 2 DO FEOMERD DN E R L TND. ZORITIIBIET — % 2455 LLATIC
(X, MEDBEDFEEL 120 A1, 80 775 160 FRETHAH D L BEZXTWD I EDNbND. T ZITBET — 42 &N
AR, BONEIE 140 7, 130 705 150 RREOFHICH 5 L FHITE 5.

FRIERD WG EITII G R E /T /04 (non-informative prior. {F3R /) 72\ F {4347 ;uninformative prior,
BEBR 72 SR04 vague prior & K52 L1 HD) WD Z &L CHAIDMDOHEBELHIRTES. POl )H s



1 EFiofm (ER) ¢BET—F (FRE) »oEELMA FR) BEHINS. FaioMAixEy 120, EZ
HEREZ30THY, BESMITTEY 1424, BERZ62ThD.

WA s HLE [mmHz] Wik
A 135
B 142
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D 130
+ ¢ = @
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/_\ I 132

—
SID '.‘IEI !IEI 'I|ID 'I.;D 'I!I|D 'I%D I!;U J 145 SID '.'IEI !IIEI 1';0 13‘0 1!‘10 1%0 I!IU

hFEDFH hEOFH

IR E WD NTET MIC L > TERVREES L (1128 —AIIZIT Jefferys prior [2]% & L9
reference prior [3]123 & < WG 5.

NS XEFEO A Y > b E LT, PR OFRERSV TV T — L RTF =2 2 EOFRIERIH D5E, ik
FRIDAIZT D2 & CREREICHWD T — X 20T 2 LR TE L1t D7RVERIE CRIE I Z iR T
DGR H 5[4 ELFRERDBRVEGEEIC S, FENA0 %2 FW T IBRZ R O E BRI T IC X 5
FW R BEERENAREIZ R DR CTHEATH D [5]. — A AFEOT 2 Y » k& LT, Bini 2B Pkc s
L & Ofhiz, FRIOMOREDREN R ST\ D [4, 5, 6] TFHROH 2 FEIOMM 2 VD58, £ OiEIR
IC K o> TIRITHRER DK E K EDY 5 2. Bl X FERIOMOEREDBET — F ITHATHREIZKREWGE,
FRATRER DRI AR E RTFE L, BT — X ORBER IS LRV, Z D7 D) 2 F il & % £
OHEFIDAETINT D ENEE L 2D, F)ID (2021) [SITIXIERD H 2 FHFinfi 2 O D856, BESHT
& USRI O 2 VTSR L OBARRE ST 5.

1.2. ESS (T2 T

FHIDMOERELY BT — XN Th DD TRLUCBESFRISMAOGEY 7 A X (prior
effective sample size; ESS) T#h 5. 472 b ESS=1 OHEAFSMIE— A DIE#REZH D, ESS=100 DFR {4511
100 N5y DIFHZFF> T\ D Z & 2% 3. FDA2010 [4] Tl Suggested Information to Include in Your Protocol (—
- & L C Effective Sample Size 3% (F HL T 5.

EORRED ESS 23U T 2 2 FTBRIC Lo TR 5. FATEHR & R OFELRIE F WA TX ESS DR E 0
FHIDAICE > TREBIEEM L9562 LN TED0, £ 9 TROVEAIX ESS O/NSWFRiOMAEHNS Z
& CHERIOA & BIET — X OfEZE (prior-data-conflict) %P5 <Z &£ 23 TE 5. FDA (2010) [4] TIXERI A D
ESS M3ikBROJEFIE 2 152 A FRTMIIEREEL Ch L rRER SV, BEET2XNENH D LR Hh
TW5.

HE L LTESS L) HEEOEKRIZIN OO XARTHWHND . AR CIEEMSAOFNY T LA X
Z4R LTV D28, FDA (2010) [4] CIEBIET — X N2 2B OFER DA DO T AH A4 X% ESS & LAT
W5, F72 PROCMCMC T ESS 7% output [T/ S35 23 ZAULERT3A0 D ESS & XGRS 22w, JRELAVE
U 5560 prior ESS 72 & LR T RETH S, AR CTIIEHTIREN 724 ESS (X FRI A D ESS 257



2. BEx 72 ESS DEFR EME

ESS 131 Z#eat T < B AV S TE Y, Novick and Hall (1965) [7] Tld “THE T /WK 5 _— X 5541 D
ESS (3 XMW Tl prior information & I TV D) IZOWVWTELIN TS, —F T ROFRIDAMIZ O
TESS #3RH D Z LIRS TideL, IELHEED ESS MEREIN TV D, AR TITHREZEIN TS ESS D
EFE WL OZET, BFIZESSyrys ESSpirs ESSprDiiBl & SAS TOEEATTH.

2.1. HABEAFERIOAMIZIIT D ESS

A REFHZB O TH AN BTV B HEIE IR IO & DN FMOAASH D, ZhITE
F B AR HEE L TV A EAICE 2 bR HMINHIR)TH Y, FHOMANESICHETE D4
W5, F1ITAENREEENAO—ETH 5.

£ 1: REWMREEEFN M RBEWRET N L EXBRERHMOME ZD ESS D—FE Z Z T N, invGa, Ber,
Beta, Exp, Ga, Pois I3 IWENIER G, W <530, ~NX—A 5hh, X—F 5540, o<, RT7 Vv
SAERET.

I/ & NA N HIIZEZ 5TV D ESS

HEE53 AR INTG A=K B
—INTA—H DB
BT G BBEE)  N(Y |, 0?) (o?BEAN) N(u | mg,sd) o2 /st
E#AT CEEIBER)  N(Y | w,0%) (uBEED) invGa(o? | a, ) 2a
k=2aD & Xk, &9 T\
N(umy,02/x) .
BB A N | p,0%) X ESS Iz 52 5T
X invGa(a? | a, B)
[AYAAA
N —A 5 (2
5 5) Ber(Y | p) Beta(p | a, ) a+p
FeE A Exp(Y | 1) Ga(Ala,pB) a
ANV ¥ii] Pois(Y | 1) Ga(Ala,p) B
p
Ly AELE N(Y | Z B X, ) g prior n/g =72 LnidJEFIEL
k=1

% < OIBFRIAMITH LT ESS B—fRINICHW SN TEY, ZOMENRE | OL[ITH S, B2 IEHES
i~V R —A 53AR, FRIIANN— X 5540 Beta(a,f) WD L&, BT —X L LY =1%n,l, ¥ =
0&n BilfF7- L 45 &, FESMIFON—Z AiBeta(a +ny, B +ny) & 72 5. (FEEIMD, FRIAD/ A
IN=RTA=REBEZ DT THROND Z EPEERERDMORKRKOFETH L. ) 22 ba, plIELE
nY = 1L,00FEFIERENZD., LENR->TESS #A/ita+BEBEZDH T ENTED.

HE L LUCESSIEIC K o CI2 BERRDGERH 5. Hl 2 13— 2 55400 ESS IZBH U CTHEIFHFrT 5
fi, TP HESS = 00 FEHE L LT Haldane prior (Beta(0,0) x p~1(1 —p)™1) ZHWIUIESS =a+ B L 72D,
Jefferys’ prior Beta(0.5,0.5) <°—4kk/>4i Beta(1,1) ZHWAIULXESSIZZNZEN a+f—1l,a+f—2L725.



2.2, Sy#b & M7= ESS
AT D ESS 13 HFTOA IR LT LG Z BTV, —ROFHRTSAR ISR 5 ESS DERITH ST
1372 <, RBLCIE U CRIRT 5 2 L AWLEEIC/A 5. Be)ic, Malec (2001) [81%° FDA (2010) [4]TH-2 STV
%, FA & TEEHRESIN ] OSERO-AZFIH LT ESS 28T 2 HiEEmN+ 5.
ESS Z:ROT-WEFI DA Zp(0), TIEGRERIAM 21,(0), mBIOBIERT — X &Y, -, YV b B, Z0LE, &
THMFR AT, (0) = mg(0 1 Yy, -, V) Ep(O) DFE AP0 | Yy, -+, Vo) Z HLHRT D, (0) 1T AT R Pl 2>
MOFRHEDAATHDHND ESS IIH L EMTHLEBEZLND. p(0 1Yy, -, V) DEREN ZOMETH D
DNZ K> THEIAMD ESS #HM L, FHHI/AD ESS 2R 5.
T () DBV, T3P0 | Yy, -, V) D EV, L BE ESS #IRTH 25 -
ESS=m-(V,/V,)—m
ERETMCTBNT, ZOERT D EHEIET 5. mEOLPEEREEL M & FROMOMEREDLICA
% EE 2R, m,(0)D ESS iImTH L0005, m- (Vy /) BEEL AP0 | Yy, ,Yy)D ESS THDH. Lizho
THAIDAMDESS 1dm - (V,/V,) —mEEZDHENTED., —HFTIOERITWL O0OMENRH 5.
o BIET —HY,, -, Yll X > TESS NED DI HEEME CESS 2% 425 Z LA L.
o THIDWITEBEMIZL > TEDLID, KEWIZF LM ThHho THRQRDESS N EZ HD. fi
ZATRIBERIZ L > TESS & D 5.
o ETFNMCL o TINBEZBREOIFIEL L THWAS Z LIXTEARN, TF LT LICHEY R fEEE2 &
RDUEND D, FIBEHT A —F OB TR TR,

23. EF)L_—ZD ESS
COEITIIBIET —ZICE BT, EFAMICLSoTEZONAESS A E X D.

2.3.1. ESSyry DIEFS
ESSyry (3 Morita et al. (2008) [9] TH- 2 H4L7= ESS T 5. Z D ESS TILE T, Filisfip(0) DI #iEz kD
NTEET D, NTA—FOTZEHTH L

_ 92
i(p(0)) =tr {—@logp(ﬂ)}e .

ZIT, AEFU T EEY.

o tridfTAIOX AR DT A EWT 5.

o OIIHEHIOMOHETH Y, 0 = 01XFERI%00%10gp(0)D0 = BICKBITHETH D Z L2 EKRT 5.
ZOEREIZENT, mBlOT — 2 & 52 I BIERELR T, (0) Ep(@) DIERED AN K G /NEL R DmE
ESSyry & B<:

ESSurm =ar%nmin |i(P(é)) — Eym[i(mo(0 1Yy, -, Ym))]'

Z 2 CEymIERISAMAO TS (Y 1 0)p(0)doic k 28 E. —nz2XER+ 25 L kE255 [10].

i(p®)) - i(y(8))
B = @)

Z 2 Cinope ONTET ALY 1 0)DOIZIIT DI HETH 5:




62
tr{ﬁlogf(Y | 9)}e=e].
TIRDOBESSyrylE [FRIAMONERE] & [T VO~ AGOIE#HRE] THOLETHLEVWZD. ZOE
RIIZLDOETMIETEIODLZ EBARETHH. —F, BBEMAL LTO =00V ORI R L -
T ESS #EHFKL TCND I ENFETOND. FRIAMDPIER DM THIURI(p(@)IFMEEDPOT—ETH Y
PRI, B ZAE AT D K9 RO WA T (p(0) I EL Di(p(0)) £ W KEVWMETH 0, ESS Z it KaFf
THZ LT D,

iMoDEL (é) = —Ey:

2.3.2. ESSp g DIETE

Neuenschwander et al. (2020) [10]1303 —ZE 5 DIGEIZES Sy % UG L, expected local-information-ratio ESS (LA
FESSgr) 527 ZHUIRTERESIND:

ESSpiir = Eg [%]

Z I CEQEFERI O Mp@OIC LD HFHETH Y, iz(0)NX 7 1 v ¥ v — R E:
dZ
ip(0) = —Eyjp [ﬁbgf(y | 9)]

THD. iyopes(0) & DEVI TR [ (Y 1 0)p(0)dOIT & 25 HIFHEZ AV S0, BT ALY | 01T L 5 HiF%
BZ2HNDNDETH D, ESSpplE50 TO [HAiAMOEHE L — Ny OIFHED ] (local-information
ratio) DHFFHETH U, KIBZRMEIZ /e > T\ D, ET2RO TR JEME: (predictive consistency) Z 5> 2
ENFEHTE 5 [10]

FHIHTHET E 1 (predictive consistency)
TR BRET —2Y =Y, Y, Yy 2 525 & &, TR D ESSgyp O M 458 13 AT 5347 D
ESSpr +m& 72 b,

Eym[p(0 | Y™) DESSpir]l = (p(8) PESSpLig) +m

Tbb BHET =2 2mbl5 2% L ESSHmREL 2% EWIHHHETHY, BRTHS. 2O LI 2R

1L IRICDYGEESSgp (XBIRRE L WX 505, —FTEURZHT D X 5 2B RITDOLGEITER SV TR0,

2.3.3. Clarke (1996) (2317 % ESS DEFE

TR EVEE R D M OSEHT A—FET IV TEFRTED ESS & LTESS, ;b DH. Z DEFHRDH]
IZ Clarke (1996) [11] TEFE I 4172 ESS I DWW Tk 5, fHIC W2 1E 2 hud TEE S E% im0 | Y™)D 5
L b FRIOAMAp@OINIH T EbD I ZRHEL, TOmM%E ESS & LTERT H. 22 TH T3 & i3 Kullback-
Leibler divergence [12](LA T KLd) ZH/MZT 2YMARIRT 5 2 L2467

0
KL(p(®)||m,, (8 | Y™)) = fp(ﬂ)log% de

KLd I 0 LA EDOFETHY 0 1TEWIEEp(0) Emyn(0 | YNDIEWT AR THIE S LTHEETESHNDS
N3, 3725 Clarke (1996) 1% effective sample %
effective sample =ar%rn£1in KL{p(0)||m,, (61 Y™))
TH %, ESS % effective sample DfF|Fm & L TH 2 5.
Clarke (1996)? ESS (X TH VEEDOET M L THWS Z ENTESH. —HFTESS WREWE ZFHE



BNIEFICREL D, BEMBRRKELRD LYPORY %< 20, KLd (2290 T O bR IE R K 2
BOHRZVNEL TS, £7-KL(p@®)||m,(0 1 YN (7,,(0 | YN AL T5p@) D= F o' —] Z &K
LTEY, YMNZE- THEENREDD., 20K L Z O ESS X T RIBEEF G2 R 72720,

2.3.4. ESSp ;DEF

ESS for exponential family (VL FESS; ) 1% Tamanoi (2024) [13] CEFE Z47= ESS TH Y, 7 AN RHI /A
DA Clarke (1996) ORERZ IR LT-b D Th L. FREBIOARIIZBIET — % OFT VN ES
RIS, BRI, 0P AT 4y ZEROBENEEN, UL TS, ey MaEljk, 3y 7 A
[F, BETT R ENGENR. £, RO —ALDLEEEZ D

m 1/m
L(®1Y™) = (l_[f(Yi | e)>

ZHRY,, e Y OREE T LI b O THY, BlZIE 100 FlOT—205 80 Bl OIEREHED & X7
(power prior) ([ZEX < HWHND. f(Y | ODBEEDHIEDSE, ZO— NGO REILY,,Y,, -, Y D+ 0fat &
DHTHZHLND [13]. Lo THuka L, by, tk TN T AT DOEREZLO | ty, ty, -, tg) ETT T LN
T& L. FFEOAAEO+IHEHEORITKILE £ /37 A —Z DR THDH 05, ESS BREWHFAICH A&
MREL 72D Z LT,

WAZ— N5y DLE % I TIRD FRi 50 10(0) 2> Ha b DIF#R 2 3]0 e 0 ke - 2 5

1
P-a(@ 1ty tx) = 7 P(O)L(O | &y, t5, -, tg)™*
a

I TZJFERULERTH D, BHEDOFRNMERRY —aRE L HZ L THREGIS ZLEFEBLTWD.
LN LZ, = [pO)L(O|ty,ty,,t) %dOIE—fEIZULR L72\V. £ Z Tp(8) D 95%D X[ (Bayesian evidence
interval [14]) ECp_o(0 | ty, by, , tx) B Z 5.

BRI EET AT AT (0) L p_o (B | g, by, -+, tx ) DD KLd & X, ZNEHR/NMNT Da®ESSyp b B<:

ESS; ¢ =argmin< min KL(p_,(0 | tl,---,tK)llno(G)))
2 \tiotk

ZDERETIHEE SN Tmy (@)K T Dp_g(0 | ty, -, tg) DT b E—%2E 2 TEY, ESS, 13 TIAHEF
JEMEZEFED [13]. £, EROP T EZHNTWRWEOEL T AL E 2 ERFENAETH Y,
MR TR ARICH L CH L EHERIOMIHED) I a2 b— 3 7 00,,-+,0y (N =100007: &) 73
HIVLEEATRE TH 5. —HF CUTOMERNZET b b.

o ETAPRREI MBI E ENRTIUTER TE 0.

e Clarke (1996) |ZHE_THEL TWD HLOD, [BUFHGHT ETKNRKE W E SERFFEENKE V.

o KLIdDHE/METLT LS 0Bl ZOMER /0 E < IRV HESSy plZIES{ETER .
KLd O f/IMEIZBS L C, Tamanoi (2025) TRKL & WO FRENEA I TS, ZHIFKRTERIND.

KLpin

" KL (8)[7s(8))
Z ZCKLpi X KLd DF/IMETH 5. $727> 5 RKL 1T KL Of/Mi & KL OFHIEOTH S, 0 <RKL<1
THY, RKL =00 & ZHBHTH 5. RKL DK/ & > TESS  DIESMZFHII T 528, 7FA &5 RKL
D _ERRIZOW T E R STV,

RKL



3. SR

Z DFEITIXESSyra> ESSgiig, ESSg.r DEHEGIZHAITT 5. USFTD macro 77 A V& sas 7 7 A WK > TH
HNA[RET & 5. SAS version 9.4 Z AV T 5.

3.1. —EBOGAE (CHET IWVIZEBIT 5 X—X 434 D ESS)
B EMZAEE LT, Y =0 or 10 JHE T /MR H—% 455 FfiBeta(a, b) D ESS % sas # IV TEET 5.
AR DI Y Z D_—H 53400 ESS X HIMAYIZa+ b THD Z ENMBNTND.

3.1.1. ESSyru

AT ESS MTM.mac (2 SAS <~ 7 2 [%; Tmacro ESS MTMJ RNE&ENTEY, ZHZEHWTESSyry & it 5
THIENARETH D, FHHETHT-DIZLL FTOERLETH 5:

o FHIDAOHIFHE 6

o HFIA D IEMSy. FRiA O R E(p(0)) DFE TN .

o ETINOME M. BT NVOEBRE iyope, (0) DHEITHNS.

o ME[EEREAT AN O KRB BEMSY. EAER IR O i(7y(0)) DREHICHNWS.

o TPHIARITHE D V2T 10000 FIFEEE DT —X & v b
FRIGIA0 OWIRHE, M ICHOW TREEGH R T 2 B8R H 5. kR I — RIS Tk wn
7%, Wolfram Alpha D X 5 A —7 L v AT AL - THEIRAIGETH 5. X—F S34fiBeta(p | a,b)
P4 (1 —p)P U OWT, WIFHEIXa/(a + b), *HEL BRI

d—zlogBeta(p lab) = _a_—l - b_—l
dp? p*  (-1)?
Thb.
ETNVDIFREIZOWNT, BT ALY | 0) O WM OWIRHEL & 20N H D, FERET VITHONT
R T BRSO — Y ESS MTMisas ([C& N T W5, “HETLVOHE (bbb UL — A /3Af
Ber(Y I1p) =p"-(1—-p)'™Y) TiZ
a—ZlogBer(Y Ip) = _r_1-r
dp? p> (1-p)?

ThDH. OIS OMFHEE L DUERH DN, ZOEDICELT AL 5EERANS.
T LT RSAG [ Ber(Y | p)Beta(p | a,b)dp \ZHED ¥ 2 b—a P T ¥, Y, -, Y% 10000 filf:
FERAIED 2 L TROELID ATREIZ 22 5.

10 92
hwoosu ) = 3, ) 55108 (¥ 1)
i=1

Z D7z macro ESS MTM CIETFRIBAICHED o T NANKEZ /S, LFOa— R X > CREAEFETH
L. 5lIBITENENREE®RT D

o DATA: THIDMICHED B TANEENDT =2y b BRY Y TLeb2 5.

e numParameter: /N7 A —X OfEEL. SFEIIpDHATHLHNE 1.

e parameter 1: /X7 A —X 2RI FE. UBEOLIHETHW SIS,

o priorExpectedValue_1: FEFI/AMOMFHE. = Z Tlda/(a + b).



e logModel second deriv 1: E7T /L OXE —BEMSy. 2 “Cbi—logBer(Y [ p).
2
e logPrior second deriv 1: RN DI sy, =2 “C“&i:?logBeta(p | a,b).

e logNoninfo_second deriv_1: fEIFHRIFIAR O XE MLy, = :“C“Li%log(p‘l -1-p)™.

%inc 'ESS_MTM.mac' ; /* ¥ 7 HDaidkiAdk */
[rNAR—NG A= RERETET */
%let alpha = 3;
Slet beta = 2; /* ESSltalpha + betallZd Z EDHMOLNT WS */
/* FHIGARICHE S v 7% 1000014 S 25 +/
DATA priorPredictiveSamples;
DO n = 1 TO 10000;
p = RAND("BETA", &alpha., &beta.);
Y = RAND ("BERNOULLI", p);
OUTPUT;
END;
DROP n;
RUN;
/* =2 uDEF */
smacro ESS MTM(
DATA = priorPredictiveSamples, /* Tl fio¥ v 7n +/
numParameter = 1, /* X7 XA —ZXDfEEL */
parameter 1 = p, /* N7 XA—RXOEF GEENNTRXA—XTEZDHE2D */
priorExpectedvalue 1 = salpha / (&alpha + &beta), /* FHIT0 D RHE */
logModel second deriv 1 = -Y/p**2 - (1-Y)/(1l-p)**2, /* ET LD REMD */
logPrior_second deriv 1 = -(salpha.-1)/p**2 - (sbeta.-1)/(l-p)**2, /* FHIT0 DN FEHI ~/
logNoninfo second deriv 1 = 1/p**2 + 1/ (1-p)**2 /* IE{EHERFTIAG OGBS +/

) i

FHEAERIZT— %%y b ESSMTM_ThHzZ 61 3.
[igh VIEWTABLE: Work._essmtm_ E=N(E=E

prior expected
ESE_MTH Model Information | Prior Information value of
parameter_1
1 50205001077 4. 149653 20.833533333 0.6

ZEHLESS MTM (XESSyry PR EAER TH Y, Model Information, Prior Information 13 % #1% #Liy0pg (0),



i(p(0)TH2.DATA DV v IV EMCeT L THEZ LIP3 2 L3 T% 5.
logModel second deriv_1 % logNoninfo_second deriv 1 iCDW T, EEAETALTIE—EIREz LN T3

3.1.2. ESSgn

#f+ o ESS ELIR.mac & SAS ~ 2 v % Imacro ESS ELIR] NEENTHEY, ZNa HVNTESS,, z & 2tH T
5. HETHLEODICU TOEPLETH 5H:
o  HEIOAMDERE, 720 LEFTOAMDOE IS i(p(8))
o ETNDT 4 vy —fE#E i:(0)
o IHMEOLOHIFHEAFE T 572 DICLL T AN E
o HREIA DRESRE R
o /NTA—F—DOfEs I
(PO DNV TIIESSyry LRI TH 5. 35%72{—%‘»@74 v Uy —IEHREIC OV TIX ESS ELIRsas (25
ENTVD. G2 ONIAFRED IS U THITHEZ G 5. ESSpupld—RH ST A =5 Lipfibia e
D ZAUT—RIEDOFES T D E T v I K DRI EZR . R0 0 TRl & FRTA0 O
BEBEBMVLETHS. LFOa— ]\“GZJ:O’C?r%ﬂﬁE“C“%é. FIEUTEN TR ZERT 5!
e parameter: /N7 A —X R ilT. UBEOGIETHW DS,
e  FisherInformation: 7 /LD 7 ¢ v ¥ v —FH &,
e logPrior_second_deriv: FRi[5347 D4 BT
o from: FEZy#IPHD TR,
o to: FEHEIFHD LR,
e breaks: FE5T OITUZ A5 3 EIOEEL.
o priorDensity: FHi153 47 O 2% B BAEL.

/% %7 Atk /
%inc 'ESS_ELIR.mac'
Jx NANR—=NT A — ZDIGE */
%let alpha = 3;
%let beta = 2;
/* R REFET </
tmacro ESS ELIR(
parameter = p, /* XTX—ZXDilH */
FisherInformation = 1/p/(1-p), /* 74 v ¥ % —IFHE */
logPrior second deriv = -(&alpha.-1)/p**2 - (&beta.-1)/(1l-p)**2, /* HHIAE OB By +/
from = 0, /* HEHHIBEO TR */
to =1, /* MO#HIHO LR */
breaks= 100, /* TS DELUCH 2 5 EIOEEL */
priorDensity= pdf ("BETA", p, &alpha, &beta) /* HHAI/ME O MERE IR «/

)

F—H ¥ v b _ESSELIR |ZESSg, ;r DitHAE RNFETREND.




g VIEWTABLE: Work, _esselir_ = E=R =T

Length of interval

uzed to calculate Lower bound of
E

integrat ion

Upper bound of

ESS_ELIR integrat ion

1 4,395 1 0 1

ESS ELIR [ZESSg r Dt FEAERTH 0, MUIIHIFHEOFHEIZHW =R #PH 2/~ LT 5.
REOBRET MZONTIET 4 v vy —EREDO D ESS ELIRsas IZH7- 2 BTV 5

3.1.3. ESSyp

ESSy r CIIRBT TR, — 5 TKL(p_o (0 | ty,+, t)||me () & T/ IMET D @, ty, -+, ty B RFRT DM EIN
L=~ 7 aDHHEITEFICEETH S, TERET MIOW IS ICEH AR~ 7 v 22 EhH
BELTHY, “IHET/LTIE Imacro ESS EF Bernoulli) % VW CESS, ;2 itH T2 Z ENARETH S, FHH
T5H10, UFOMRSLETH 5.

FRTAIHE D P 70 10000 FIFRE
Bayesian evidence interval D15 HE/KHE. 95% M3 EUE,
RT3 O ek FOe =% B B K
t, by, D BT & EKL(p_y (0] ty, -, )| [T (@) Z i /INZT D az RO DT DIZLL F
(CHARKIEZ D)
o aDHIHIE
o FHEEBEEL Tbb oI HEHK
KL(p_o(® | ty,, t)||mo(0)) & F/MZ T Dty ty, -+, t & Nelder Mead % [15]IC &L > TRD B, D=
DIZLLT S
o simplex DHIMWUEDTE 1L, BEVTIERT 27y, B2 TIRRCT 2 78R3 AT HE.
o Nelder Mead /£ /v — 7 [a1#

HEEELT, FHHRBRTEENOT -2ty F2BEMANDS. RICARTOT =2ty b5 HEHIBRSH
5. LTFOa—RICE->TEAEAETH L. 5IITZNThREERT 5!

data_priorSamples: FHIDAM DY T NG ENDT —H & v b, parameter THRET L84 % Hn
5.

logPriorDensity: S Hi153 A7 O ffe 355 FE RIS & )HEEHL L T2 6 .

initial_alpha: KLd Z fiz/IMZF D a% 3R 2 7= O OFIHIfE.

loop_depth: 3 BRER1E D43 I

simplex_init_method: Nelder Mead ¥ CH\ % simplex DI 25 E 3 % )71 RANDOM DGA~ 7
BNTIERRT 5. £ 9 TRWESIET —% &> b current_simplex # HETHALENH 5.
simplex_seed: RANDOM D55 2 — NMEAFRE W HE. FEE LRV Z & b AlRE

LoopTimes NM: Nelder Mead {5 D/L— 7 [0, /XT XA —H PRZUNEE ZOEHE T HLER S 5.
sampleLimittingLevel: Bayesian evidence interval OfF#H/KAE. 7 7 4/ h X 0.95.

/* = akiihilt </



%inc 'ESS EF given t.mac';
%$inc 'ESS_EF_NelderMead.mac';
%inc 'ESS EF.mac';
[*x NAR—NG A= RDFRIE */
%let alpha = 3;
$let beta = 2;
/* BHIADY v T 100006 EEE 2 */
DATA priorSamples;
DO n = 1 TO 10000;
p = RAND ("BETA", &alpha, &beta);
OUTPUT;
END;
RUN;
/* =7 a kR x/
$macro_ ESS EF Bernoulli (
data_priorSamples = priorSamples, /* HHIZHOY Y TN */

logPriorDensity = %$str(logpdf ("BETA", p, &alpha, &beta)), /* I O U HHEREERE «/

initial alpha = 1, /* alpha®#JHAfill */

loop depth = 6, /* &tiCHJ 2 " HEREDON—TEIE */
simplex init method = RANDOM, /* RANDOM or MANUAL */

simplex seed = , /* RANDOMO¥&HY — FEIEETE 5 */

LoopTimes NM = 10, /* Nelder Mead {ED /N — 7[RI */
sampleLimittingLevel = 0.95 /* Bayesian evidence interval®iKifE x/

)i

F—4 % v b _ESSEF (CESS, DRt HEFERNEREND.

Figh VIEWTABLE: Work._essef_ =N =R
Sufficient
Statistic | ESS_EF KL | HLo_ ‘ _REL_
i 0.6 5 3.521879E-11 01462711301 2 443883E-10

Sufficient Statistics 1 IZKL(p_,(0 | ty, -, tx)||Te(O) ZF/NZF Dy, -, tx DIETEH Y, ESS_EF IXESSgp, KL _
Id KLd Ofc/Mil, KLO X3 a4 & BEERFRT047 OO KLd, RKL 1¥RKL = KL, /KLy T 5. Z DO
IZRKL=0 TH Y, HABR 2B/ > TN 5.

3.2. HIRETNDEE (BIRERICE T 22 &8 IER /510 D ESS)

[ E 7L TR B D 5310 28 ESS ICR B2 52 5. Bl AT A L L CHElm & &ERE (0 or 1) Z MW
L6, Tl OEER 2T GHOEERZ LV REV., Lo TREBORIRRIE = 1 L REHOREIFRE =




I TIEEWRPECERD., LEh > TEUFREOFER DM FE CTH - TH ESS (1Z[F CIiZidie 5720, il
EROATABRANC THRIT 5 Z L3 —KICEE L. 2O 72D ZERICE DY CTERIO 2T 20,
FAEE A EHUL, T2RDLFH0, DB 1ICRDEICAT—VEZE L TOLEHRET I LERH 2.
ARETTITRIZ RGO FRTAO ESS 23R T 5~ 7 n 20725, Bld L5 ITHIAEEO S ET S
CLICHEBRRETH D, R, x,, x50 L TUSE LY 7

FCY | Bo, Br, B2, B3 ) = Bo + Prxy + Box; +.3pxp +e€

€ ~N(0,0%)
(ZHE D L9 5. AR EIT EITINE > OEHEIERINAICHE D & L, FRIOA T
B ~ N(0,1?)

LT 5. OO 2 2 TlIe? 2B E 750, RME LEESEAa betE e TH 5.

3.2.1 ESSyra
AT 41T HI L RESEDLRWPRD 2 RISIEEPLETH .
o THIBAMDY T INEARKT HEE, SHEEOY TN ZRRHICERT 2 0ER H 5.
o NITA—FEN 4 BHTHLLINORMASLHMHFHE L ZONHATILERD D, 51K
logModel_second_deriv_1, logModel_second_deriv_2, logModel second deriv_3, -+ K 9 |ZHCH 1T L V.

%let model var = 1;
DATA priorPredictiveSamples;
DO n =1 TO 10000;
%x_1 = RAND("NORMAL", 0, 1); x 2 = RAND("NORMAL", 0, 1); /* #iHHZE D% v 7L */
beta 0 = RAND("NORMAL", 0, 1);
beta 1 = RAND("NORMAL", 0, 1);
beta 2 = RAND("NORMAL", 0, 1);
Y = beta 0 + x 1 * beta 1 + x 2 * beta 2 + RAND("NORMAL", 0, sqgrt(&model var.));
OUTPUT;
END;
DROP n beta 0 beta 1 beta 2;
RUN;

smacro ESS MTM(

DATA = priorPredictiveSamples, /* TMlRMO %Y Ty e HHLEK DY v Tix nk &L */
numParameter =3, /* YR%EED */

parameter 1 = beta 0,

parameter 2 = beta 1,

parameter 3 = beta 2,

priorExpectedvValue 1 =0,

priorExpectedvValue 2 =0,

priorExpectedvValue 3 =0,

logModel second deriv. 1 = - 1 / &model var.,

logModel second deriv 2 = - x 1**2 / g&model var.,




logModel second deriv 3 = - x 2**2 / gmodel var.,

logPrior second deriv 2 = -1/ 1,
logPrior second deriv.1 = -1/ 1,
logPrior second deriv 3 = -1/ 1,

logNoninfo_ second deriv 1 = 0, /* $EPRIEFHIDM I 1AM */
logNoninfo_ second deriv 2 = 0, /* $EPRIEFHIDM I 1M */
logNoninfo second deriv 3 = 0 /* $ERRIEHATOAM IE KRS ~/

)

3.2.2 ESSyp

AR O Y ESSp ol 3T T VMR AECTH D & I LEZRSNARWD, BRSO OHA ZITIEREY v

7 (canonical link) Z R > —fALIEET VICHHET 5. T72bH

Y- X"TB-a(X"B)
¢

THRINDETNTHD. PIZITHEER, v P27 4 v 7 EE, R7 Y CEIFITEENDH, Cox [FUFIT—

BALRIEET L TIERWZOEENT, Yty NEUFITIEEY 7 TIERWIZOE 7220,

FEUR AT TR AR O ARG ENL T — Sy VA HETALERDD.

fY1BX)= eXp{ +c(Y, ¢)}

/* SAZE DY v T+
DATA explanatory vars;
DO n = 1 TO 1000;
x0 = 1; x1 = RAND("NORMAL", 0, 1); x2 = RAND("NORMAL", 0, 1); /* x0lFUJ} =/
OUTPUT;
END;
RUN;
/* REARD YV TN */
DATA PriorSamples;
DO n =1 TO 10000;
beta0 = RAND ("NORMAL", 0, 1); betal = RAND("NORMAL", 0, 1); beta2 = RAND("NORMAL", 0, 1);
OUTPUT;
END;
RUN;
/*x =7 mRRIT */
tmacro_ESS EF linearRegression (
variance error = 1, /* BEHIDEOME */
data _priorSamples = PriorSamples, /* HHHIZZMDY v 7L x/
data_explanatory vars = explanatory vars, /* atlHZ Aoy 70 =/
logPriorDensity = logpdf ("NORMAL", betaO, 0, 1) + logpdf ("NORMAL", betal, 0, 1) + logpdf ("NORMAL",
beta2, 0, 1),

initial alpha = 0.1, /* alpha®¥Jiifd =/




loop depth = 6, /* &tiCHF 2 _HEEHEDONL—TEEL */
simplex init method = RANDOM, /* RANDOM or MANUAL */

simplex seed = , /* RANDOMD¥&Y — FZIEETE 2 */
NumParameter = 3, /* X7 X —XDfEE */

parameter 1 = betal, /* X7 A —2—0Dls. HIZ XU */
parameter 2 = betal, /* X7 XA—X—0Dit5. Pl ITHALB1IOME ~/
parameter 3 = beta2, /* X7 XA—X—0DitE. Pl IEHALBoOME ~/
explanatory var 1 = x0, /* StHAZEOELS. U x0 = 1 =/
explanatory var 2 = x1, /* StHAZEODE. */

explanatory var 3 = x2, /* SitlHZHEDF S . */

LoopTimes NM = 50,

sampleLimittingLevel = 0.95 /* Bayesian evidence interval D/K#E x/

4. &0

ARG TS RFEEF OR8] & ESS OFIAT, W< 202D ESS DEF, SAS 12 & A EA 1T - 7=, ESS 1L/
SARDIEMTHERA~DEBORE S EFMMT 5 9 Z TEEREE CTH DN, TOEHRIFBHETITRL, R
BTt 7e ESS Z#iBINT AMLE N H D, AT OFRIIAFE TR L2 ESS 2 HICHE LD THD.

AU > b AU vk
< EFDFE CHIERT—H Lo TENED S 720
I & R X . .
% ESS BT XL TEEEZDZ L - DEPEIELE L CHEL TWD RO 20
NTED « BIERRT A—H I L TEZES LTV
. « RO OHFHE R D DI L > THEPRE Y,
ESS TS ko TR D B %MA;WEﬁ“ﬁfjvk%lﬁs%ﬁkiﬁ
EI] 3 WA , NS TR
MIM L ST A— BT L ERTE S ” 7 "

/NI 2560 0 %

BT AL TEBED LN
ESSgir AEE OFERN TREA TE 5 c BEFNT A—H TIHERZRS N2,
< TRIR S ST 2 R
BT AL TEAED LR s ESS ARKE W E EFHEENIEFICKEWN

ESS in
< EFHE A ‘KLd 23N EL 2B E X ESS BIELVWMETH
Clarke(1996) o . o
c BBERRT A—HITHERTE S DARFEN 720N,
BET—HIC Lo TENED LR« BEFADRNERSHRE TRNE ZEZESINLWN
ESS; c BEBRNT A—HITHEFETED « KLd B/ NEL 2B & & ESS AIELVMETH

- TRIRVEES JEIE 2 FF > DIRFEDN 720,

ESS 13 241 5289~ TTld7R . Morita et al. (2012) [16]id conditionally independent hierarchical models (CIHMs)
EXIZNAMEER A XI2H1F D ESS #EF L TWA. £72, Wiesenfarth and Calderazzo (2020) [17]1X 53R 4




LBIRT — X OFmNKE K B2 584 (prior-data-conflict) (Z[R] U ESS ORI/ T b ARHTHE S~ DN
F72 D Z LIZHEE L, effective current sample size (ECSS) % EF L7z,

SAS ¥ 7 BIZDUNT, ESSyryCESSg i CIEET VORI O WM DS EZ 72 D, sy Ol
HE TR, A7 nlliZEEn TV AanEda—F—0NHE T BEND 5. ESS,  TIXFHEICHS L
DWW DI PIFHRAFRE Th 5. — 75T KLd ICRT 2 Al b 2 i < D B D72 b = — NIFIEH
ICHEMETH D,

BRIRBAFE DML T 24 H, N ARG ORI T HENIRE LS 22 Z N TRIN TN D, KRB A Zht
AR BSS IZ DWW THFS 2 —Ihc R UFsENTH S,

255 3CHk
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