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[m] A 455 2R S A P e A ks A T2 43 AT 7 V. AE Logistic [FIJHELAY T, Bohning & Linday
(1988) Ay HAMARALIRMEG VISR AFEHE 7 —Fh — T F (Quadratic Lower-Bound) &% (BLR
fAIFR “QLB Bk ) Skfig MM Sk iR R 2. QLB Bk A5 800 0 ik
AR AR T ARSI R, AT, AE SR AR R ALIRAG T I BEAN IR AR AR AR R
F—IRAZ IR FHAE BRI, 1 3E 40 Newton-Raphson SHVATERRRIEARH 3 7 Z0H 5 — k0
A S R 3.

AILUIARD Logistic BIAREAY b ZEH ARG T 17 LY QLB REIIR i, %
WA IAESEBR IR . B2, FRATRI I EE AL 7 72t T Newton-Raphson A QLB
BOE, FEVPAL T RO TH R A I AR A IR A R R I 20, R QLB Bk
BT 7 = AN SEBREHE: St Ik E A B s e N e, O T B D, R AN R R A R
TR, AW 2 i, RATERNAE T —RIEE TR QLB FkM JEE AT,
%, B, TRIE Logistic FIEAANT, WA H QLB H K ESERALIRME . 58 3 15
Hh ) FRATTSE R BUE L EE R Newton-Raphson F1 QLB PR &Y, )5 M H QLB 5L #T
T EA SRR

2 QLB &%

RAT A A —BHETE T QLB LM R BANT %, 25, 7£ Logistic [BIVARERT, FIH]
QLB SRR ENASHU R AR 1T

2.1 QLB E#]RNREES5ZE
W 1(0) ABGE I EALIAREL, 0 NFRHGT) g 46250, W 0 R AL fliTHA

0 = argmax [(6). (2.1)
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AR AR T P SR A o e A DA SR AEAS 20 T R
oue) _
a0

SR, SEBrrf, Bl TR M08 VA b ARk 2, WO 7R R BUE T vE SR iR T R, ok
Newton-Raphson Hik & M H K Hikz —. ¥ 00 KR n BEARFT RSN 0 KIf#,
Newton-Raphson EfCA RN
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HAESRL Y HA Y 6 = 0. 2758 X

6+ = argmax Q(A]0™),
0co

JUESS N e

1(6™) — Q(O™]6™)) + Q(6™|6™)
= 1(6™).

v

PEVEREAS MM 555 EM Sk — A RA EIHE, XU RPER. 1R H XA ETHE,
7 (2.1) HAIRAE IR AT DAEE AL

0 = argmax Q(6]0™). (2.3)
6cO
BRI SRAABLAR R 1(0) AR KA A5 il R A% R AR B R A0 Q(00)) AR AR £51 1Y 1] 1.
T AR R L W T VAR 2, SCHR [17-22) BAASCHR [11] S50 i A R Gt B A iE 1
52 MM AT K %, Bohning & Linday (1988) $2H! T — 7t QLB 5535 A0 it 1€ 7 g % 121,
B8 1(0) W 2 B LT RL, ¥ 1(0) 78 0 4bHE4T Taylor JEFF, A5

l(@) = 1(9(”)) + <al(g;n)))/ (9 B e(n)) + %(9 _ g(n))/ <g26la(g?> (9 . e(n))7
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€

T Bk QLB Fik BT HAE T HAE R SUE B &3], 5 Newton-Raphson 524
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b, QLB SAR BRI RAET: HT R FAERE B 5 0 Jook, B, QLB kA ZAe kst
PSR HTHEOW IS SRR 0, XML TR YR B BTSN o R . 2R, IR 5
HFE B AR, AR B 2P EAF RSB, I A A F i Sk L.

2.2 Logistic E)FRETH QLB Eix

Logistic [l A )y Ho W B T 2N 8, 60, AT 22, AR %, G555, )
WA N DMMIEEAR, 1Y, N MEART o N AR g X, N« MEARN g 4 &,
i=1,---,N. BATHEET IR Logistic [A]JTAAY:

X0
Hrb o NEHEZAL G0 ps = P(Y; = 1), MERR B in g

PY;=1)= i=1,---,N,

1) = Y (Yilogpi + (1—Y;)log(1 - p;))

1=

= Z( —log(1 + e ))

MG 53 77 RTINS SRR 73 )

—

8060’ sz (1—pi)Xi X7, (2.5)

M AT A5 SRR AUR At 1 6 1 Newton-Raphson iEXA N

N 1/ N
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i=1 i=1
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SHEFERTA TS B S. BIL, RATAIGRE 6 1) QLB SHEEARA 0 T

N -1/ N
1
gn+1) _ g(n) + (4 ZX1X1/> (z(K _pgn))Xi> . (27)
i=1

i=1

Bohning & Linday (1988) UEM T iR VL2 Bk i) Bl i+ QLB Sk i
N

B R5FEAA G, #5F Z)QX{) RN R BABIEZ 5, LA BEAE A BT FE
=1

SR — RHE R A g R AT

B, TR T 6 7 Z= (5 T ) B, 7E Newton-Raphson 235~ B T AL
SR THATIL IS L, AT AT CUR AL 7 Z2 AR AR 2 55 Al T AR 0 77 =R, B 6 i
W77 Z A 6(;/(@) = (—Z%ﬁ?)*l, M 6 BIARHE (Standard Errors) A 6(;7(5) XF A TT
EIER. TAE QLB 5yE T, AT AT LARH 2 A I HE S 2L Bootstrap H4HFE 77 7%
(23, 24] fihit 0 HTT 2.

3 QLB HZAMMA

ARAT, FATE QLB FiEMN T Logistic [FIERERS i SHUH Al 8. 15, AT
HAEAEFL, 43 QLB %55 Newton-Raphson 55 1HE SN ARG . R )5, M
H QLB 553508 7 =/ sebadidis. i ot R A R .
3.1 HEEM

FATHERE T iR Logistic BiA:

690+‘91X1+92X2
PY =1

) 1 + ebo+01 X1+602X> :

S M IIHE# R 0.2 111 Bernoulli 43 A6 A48 St A8 5 X, MFRAE IEZS 20 i A2 R X, AT 0
Wi i AS Y A AR g AR O T A T OO A R, FRAT 1S e R R K S B L
B 6y =1, 6, = —0.5, 0, 0.5, 6, = —0.5, 0, 0.5. > HEFEAE N = 300, 400, H-&E
QLB #%F Bootstrap #X¥CA 500 X.

T EMSHAE, R EIENSHAN T4 R

(1) On: B Newton-Raphson %k, JE TSR AR (2.6) THEFTE I KSR 1T

(2) Oo: Bl QLB #3%, TIERAR (2.7) HEFERIMBUR M. 2T 1000 7k
LT, ARG HIME (Mean), M5 FIFEAFR#EZ (SD), drifEZ A5 THHI3ME (SE), LA
95% IEAX Al THE R (CP). SRR WK 1. R 1 P& RERY, EMEIIKE T, 0,
H1 0y IR KA T N TRt . SE 5 SD 7840 Bt W4t AR vE 22 (10 At 1118 4 1
il TE T AR ARG T IR A bRt 22, 150 B $ HH (0 b o 22 ik F 78 S B B0 Hp ) 5 B DX TR A
THE 3 R R 95%, RUATEH FEHIA PRAEA T, BOAASRASG T B (B A PER IR R 3 —
W, UFEARE I ORIS, A5 RE . BUE AL A R R B, QLB Hi% 5 Newton-Raphson
LA R 8, X R, QLB 51N Newton-Raphson % & B AR, AEIR 41
S Logistic [E1JAZ 5145 1 7] .
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% 1: Logistic BIAMEE T SHUAGTHE L2
él 52
N (61, 02) Mean SD SE CP Mean SD SE CP
300 (—0.5, —0.5) éN —0.4616 0.2919 0.3169 0.970 —0.5017 0.1409 0.1391 0.950
éQ —0.4966 0.3215 0.3260 0.960 —0.5101 0.1369 0.1422 0.962
(=0.5, 0) éN —0.4939 0.3114 0.3089 0.955 —0.0031 0.1356 0.1299 0.945
éQ —0.4932 0.3281 0.3190 0.956 —0.0025 0.1285 0.1330 0.951
(—0.5, 0.5) éN —0.4960 0.3123 0.3157 0.947 0.5066 0.1444 0.1381 0.942
éQ —0.4994 0.3113 0.3250 0.958 0.5082 0.1457 0.1421 0.953
(0, —0.5) éN 0.0303 0.3444 0.3376 0.955 —0.5147 0.1399 0.1406 0.956
éQ 0.0071  0.3490 0.3519 0.965 —0.5032 0.1380 0.1439 0.948
(0, 0) éN —0.0015 0.3318 0.3319 0.954 —0.0029 0.1367 0.1321 0.950
é@ 0.0005 0.3405 0.3476 0.957 0.0018 0.1330 0.1349 0.960
(0, 0.5) éN 0.0286  0.3547 0.3379 0.947 0.5157 0.1422 0.1406 0.955
éQ 0.0139 0.3397 0.3520 0.971 0.5115 0.1386  0.1447 0.954
(0.5, —0.5) éN 0.5512 0.3832 0.3773 0.957 —0.5007 0.1436 0.1434 0.955
éQ 0.5436 0.3798 0.4030 0.971 —0.5178 0.1406 0.1470 0.955
(0.5, 0) éN 0.5397 0.3840 0.3762 0.954 —0.0037 0.1331 0.1352 0.960
éQ 0.5380 0.4157 0.4040 0.952 —0.0008 0.1334 0.1386 0.965
(0.5, 0.5) éN 0.5337 0.3927 0.3767 0.948 0.5059 0.1459 0.1436 0.948
éQ 0.5384 0.3845 0.4020 0.972 0.5079 0.1425 0.1470 0.964
400 (—0.5, —0.5) éN —0.4623 0.2670 0.2734 0.959 —0.5016 0.1165 0.1194 0.959
éQ —0.5004 0.2873 0.2789 0.949 —0.5133 0.1173 0.1217 0.965
(=0.5, 0) éN —0.5099 0.2636 0.2667 0.967 —0.0020 0.1112 0.1116 0.950
éQ —0.5013 0.2662 0.2723 0.958 —0.0029 0.1127 0.1137 0.955
(—0.5, 0.5) éN —0.4967 0.2646 0.2723 0.952 0.5069 0.1190 0.1190 0.956
éQ —0.4980 0.2672 0.2782 0.960 0.5152 0.1213 0.1217 0.952
(07 —0.5) éN 0.0017 0.2910 0.2891 0.956 —0.5077 0.1220 0.1214 0.954
éQ 0.0085 0.3044 0.2992 0.950 —0.5072 0.1253 0.1234 0.943
(0, 0) éN 0.0121  0.2957 0.2869 0.940 0.0033 0.1175 0.1142 0.955
éQ 0.0125 0.2995 0.2953 0.953 0.0044 0.1161 0.1163 0.953
(0, 0.5) éN 0.0296 0.2891 0.2902 0.961 0.5098 0.1214 0.1212 0.958
éQ 0.0228 0.2964 0.2995 0.962 0.5046  0.1295 0.1236 0.936
(0.5, —0.5) éN 0.5076 0.3362 0.3225 0.945 —0.5027 0.1292 0.1237 0.948
éQ 0.5307 0.3400 0.3410 0.962 —0.5080 0.1219 0.1259 0.956
(0.5, 0) éN 0.5292 0.3400 0.3244 0.950 —0.0027 0.1235 0.1173 0.937
éQ 0.5429 0.3289 0.3415 0.971 —0.0074 0.1178 0.1186 0.948
(0.5, 0.5) éN 0.5239 0.3185 0.3232 0.958 0.5064 0.1242 0.1241 0.955
éQ 0.5404 0.3329 0.3396 0.964 0.5161 0.1285 0.1265 0.946

HH: Oy A Newton-Raphson 53%; 0o A QLB 5%
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3.2 SLfISHR

ST 1 (2R E A B IEw A RE)

BATE M T —A 50 AL S0k B4l i Ik A i s A R8s, B ki T a5 291,
TENBCIEIT I, B T NS i s A3k (Cell), BLA AT /mm?; i E 4512 15
%% (Lymph), 778 0, 1, 2, 3 4; HFi 5 LIEYEYT (Consolidation), 0 F/x LI MEEIT, 1
FTRBIEGYT. HERY AW AREFRE, Y =0 ZREFREE 1 FURN, Y =1 %
INAEAFI AR 1 4FEE 1 4ERL L.

5, Mk EAIRIEEH (Lymph) PAA H B EA LYLEVETT (Consolidation) 722 & ¥4
Bk (k2) MIEE (B 1) 8 &3, t B E A JCYLE G700 N A A7 (B 52 52, Bl
IR G T R0 N AR A7 B[] LU AR DAL Y 7 PR N AR A7 B TR) B 17 bk 2L & V2 ) 4 2 38 X
N B AR AT ] (1) 5 M 95 A B S R R T 7

% 2 SR EAINEE FURR5S A R IO 2

Y=0 Y=1 Y=0 Y=1
Lymph 0 18 17 Consolidation 0 22 3
2 12 3 1 8 17
2 - W gl
O EFEmaAT 1

Hi=ETAE T Hieas REET

B 1 B A A7 I A AR T

T FIRFEW R, FE41T Logistic HRAIHELE T

P =1)
1+P(Y =1)

XEHEEAT 1B R, B QLB SiETHE RIS R Rl (Bst), flittHIAR

log = 0 + 0 Cell 4+ 6 Lymph + 65 Consolidation,
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#EZE (SE) 150 Bootstrap /123K, Bootstrap K& N 1500 &, #1524 95% &
fZIXIA] (CI), LAS B HSHU E AT IS 1 p fE (p-value). a4 Rig WK 3. R4
RIS, B JE A TR 7 R N A A7 I A4 2 35 V2R (Est= 2.8304, p-value< 0.001),
A H B J5 B2 2 DLIE VR 97 B S0 35 A8 N IR AR A7 N T8). 1T 47 ot Hh 1 4 B 0 5 9k 2 450 R 45
I N A A7 I [R]85 PR R

R 3 BRI A A A P B 2> Hr

Est SE 95% CI p-value
Intercept —1.6965 0.7212 (—2.1830, —1.2101) 0.019*
Cell 0.0023 0.0392 (—0.0241, 0.0288) 0.953
Lymph 07922 0.7520  (—1.3000, —0.2840) 0.293

Consolidation 2.8304 0.8374 (2.2656, 3.3952) < 0.001*

S 2 (ERTHERIEREIR)

XH FRATT oM — AN SR T BRUE E EE, BER IR T E R RS PO HURA T T
HRE 5221 LR THERTE S CL S PER] (Sex) L% (Age)s HFEREE (Education) —MFHK
SRR, TEHUEA 1, 2, 3, 4, 730l FR TENT 5 4, 6 — 15 4F, 16 — 29 FLL K T5T
30 4F; STHARFERUECN 1, 2, 3, 4, 7 alRosrhas, RE. it 4 MRl 2 EUE 0, 1,
0 FKondotk, 1 R BN AR Y BUE 0, 1, Hf 0 B BFHR, 1 FoRFHIR. @i
FRAFICE T LIE H: BEE TR I, 8 a4 m, FHIRM AN B0 m (& 4, B
2-3). RULAIAERATHIR G B 5 TR FEE 2 A & B AH .
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R 4 FORTIHHARS LA R St R

Y=0 Y=1 Y=0 Y=1

Age 1 1256 49 Education 1 1221 57
2 1309 82 2 1355 87

3 1246 118 3 1193 110

4 1015 146 4 1057 141

B, @ALTHIR G 5 iR VA& 2 (8] ) Logistic [B[JAREA 1T

PY =1)

1+P(Y =1 = 0y + 01 Sex + 6, Age + 03 Education.

log
R QLB 532, %€ Bootstrap (XEUN 500 Kk, Frfd s A d Rig W& 5, 5 R/REY]: T
% (Est= 0.5053, p-value< 0.001) 53CAFESE (Est= 0.4385, p-value< 0.001) %f FHRAG .3
PESZME, Rp b, ThSBks, SO RE By, A ) T THIR. &5 R RIS R B 1 THIR A

S 2 VERE .

R 5 HAT TS DLEIRE o fras R

Est SE 95%CI p-value

Intercept —5.0674 0.2442 (—5.2321, —4.9027) < 0.001*
Sex 0.1104 0.1105 (0.0359, 0.1850) 0.318
Age 0.5053  0.0508 (0.4711, 0.5395) < 0.001*

Education 0.4385 0.0538 (0.4023, 0.4748) < 0.001*

6 3 (R BRBEITHEIE)
g, TATEHE — AN AR B R BEAT A Je FL 52 M R 2 T 70 350808, 5080 ke U T ARz 45
27 FEIX IR AR A, BT 7 9760 4 15 — 55 SRR, Hd i BrEf 2220 A, i
1 ENE S HART N 393 N BRI T B B KR T R SR ORI X —AT A
UM AR S R . WA 2 NMEAREEAT A IR R T EERME R R R X (), K
FE NBIEESZPRIGN X5 (T0), SR X (RIS = 0, OIS = 1, Ba5EE = 2), Bk X, (2.
K& KT H =0, Kb FFsh =1, ML KRR L =2, TR TSHM = 3), SBERE X;(3C
BHCEE =0, M =1, 970 = 2, B KL E = 3), Wl Xe(RUl = 0, %l = 1), F3)
RIS X, (REHIRI = 0, LH IR = 1), TFHEWHHER X (), W2 AL E T
EEHILE Xo(E =0, A = 1), KIEFEEHLWMARE] X106 =0, A =1), BLEEELH
MMM X1 (2 =0, B = 1), ARSI X o(— B2 = 0, B4 = 1, R = 2).
N AR B Y ot 25 1 EN RS AEHMRIT A CRE MM = 0, B = 1). #—5, X HE
B AR X, DL IFIER RS X HEATAREE: SRR X, FEIRMET 40 B IRIE SR 0, K
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T 40 LRGN 1; SIFERARER X, /N T 25 BN 0, KT 25 ZIE N 1. MU
Xo, M CobRHEA AL 2.

R 6: RN JERARRAT HEAR I S0t e R

Est SE 95% CI p-value

Intercept —1.9801 0.2881 (—2.1744, —1.7858) < 0.001*

X1 —0.3427 0.1260 (—0.4277, —0.2578) 0.007*
Xa 0.0108  0.0551 (—0.0264, 0.0479) 0.845
X3 0.3281 0.2011 (0.1925, 0.4637) 0.103
Xy 0.1019  0.0839 (0.0453, 0.1584) 0.225
X5 0.1739  0.0787 (0.1208, 0.2269) 0.027*
Xe 0.0671 0.1132  (—0.0092, 0.1435) 0.553
X7 0.1156  0.1198 (0.0348, 0.1965) 0.335
Xs 0.2957  0.1466 (0.1968, 0.3946) 0.044"
Xo —0.0965 0.1265 (—0.1818, —0.0112) 0.446
X0 0.7519  0.2731 (0.5676, 0.9361) 0.006™
X1 0.4368 0.1908 (0.3081, 0.5655) 0.022*
Xi2 —0.3027 0.0848 (—0.3599, —0.2455) < 0.001*

WEFE LR BT WA RO R 2R 5 AU 5 75 2 T 9K &%, N2 A Logistic B3, BiH] QLB
BLLFFBE Bootstrap RECN 1500 X, A Eidi 70 frai Ris AR 6. 45 R R, el 40
% 1) 55 1 SE O, TSR R e KT 25 % 1 5 M SE A ) T, 2 BE R, KR
A WAHRE] . LA BT, LUL B B B A T BRI 55 1 A - A,

& F X M
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QUADRATIC LOWER-BOUND ALGORITHM FOR MAXIMUM
LIKELIHOOD ESTIMATOR OF LOGISTIC REGRESSION ON

PARAMETER AND ITS APPLICATION

WANG Jia, DING Jie-li

(School of Mathematics and Statistics, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China)

Abstract: In this paper, we study how to explore more stable numerical solution when
parameters cannot be solved by using Newton-Raphson algorithm. By using the quadratic lower
bound algorithm that Béhning & Linday has proposed in 1988, we construct a surrogate function
for maximum likelihood function under Logistic regression model and the simulation results verify
that quadratic lower bound algorithm is a reasonable algorithm of Newton-Raphson algorithm,
which extend numerical method’s application under Logistic regression model.

Keywords: minorization-maximization algorithm; Logistic regression model; quadratic
lower-bound algorithm; maximum likelihood estimator; Newton-Raphson algorithm
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