M2 it & 23235 | (cultural consensus theory, CCT) # - ™zl 5 A2 4473 % > o
¥ & Batchelder 2 H [» 337 1980 & R B 4 o gt 2 % g i et L e P ET
W R LB Rl i@ B Ay ImE R R ARG o 22 25 g R
W MERRT - AW FIEIE 2 T | {5 Batchelder 2 H b ¥ 58 GBI PIILHR 2
RIBIEm - L~k o B2 W IV RJZRRAFL TR (L FEL) A7
i CCT s 47 4% Bedf o B - B EF et IR A 5 2 R R )

BEl T wf\rr“%g*wﬁﬁ%flx PE2 T A .

#h ¥ 1) (Latent Truth Model, LTM)

APERG N mf R (1nformants or subjects) #-% % M B3I RIS 0 B 2RISR L
F AL FEE % (answerkey) o & CCT FHT AP g THE - g4 & - 4278
FEBLH T2V EE ) (cultural truth) T = (Th,....Ty)" > # 9 T, €[0,1] Vk o ¥ ¢ >
HE-RERFFRUIT A E L/ P00 (& TR/ TR, TR /TRy ) e Bl
EREGRIRAF LFFE AL ET R Br FEL X = (X)) v € 0,17
Batchelder and Anders (2012) #-p* f&3% 34 5 " B2 Z E#3] , (Latent Truth Model,
LTM) «

Baga s o LTM 2 & d Z g cried 1 (1) D PBahz L5 BT (2 L3 F
E=(E)nx1 & E;>0Vi; 113 (3) k3 & (bias
threshold) (B) = (b)) mx1 & b; € [0,1] Vi B 232 Z K4 T

~ it 5 4 (cultural competence)
AU CEE). F - FHERF - B EERET (0,1, k=1,... M §* %

SR2(FE2) FELRAFHN S GGG BAELE E (latent truth) ¥ % Yy, -
AT AR EFHD LR BEBELY = (Yik)NxM BHEPREFTT 2 G i
» H

iz o W SEEERY AT N R IRE (Ya)vxm © BEWF L A() &

h((yar)| T, E) H H 9(Yir| Ty, E; (1)

i=1k=1

o gyl Th Br) 5 BT Yo b3b Terfplf 28T 2 B985 i e o

Uogah - 38 2 VB B RL R R RIFL: TR &I #F 13 , (General Condorcet Model, GCM) -
% Batchelder B Fj £ 5 77 3 ¢ 4 £ g eiE 4] (Batchelder & Anders, 2012; Batchelder & Romney, 1986,
1988; Romney et al., [1987; Weller, 2007) °



G A 2

ARI(w FREAR). () P ES S B R S
Yir, ~ Beta(TyE;, (1 — Ty) E;) )

PR3 A ¢ iR E (bias threshold)

R 4(F KkE). —4/“7(;7‘5}%‘
W F G AEIE e fEE TR P g T

— (b)wx1 € 0,17 - &

Pr(Xi, = x| Yik, i) = 3)
Pr(Yy, <b;) if 2y =0

Batchelder and Anders (2012) 4%+ LTM &2k %@ > 272 [ 3 4258 ch2 (C B & T) & 4

[0,1] 22 FF > $20f — rehs 2 (Bdple v P TRl P) a3 o o 2 W8 BN
PHsg e o RILRFOLIMAPN 58 A2 - BRLDL EEHREY,
(B g FREF P10 R A ML v § Xy (g F 7 REI ) - b TTM
B GRS ST F - EI L BT e o LY
WE A I I OFELE B XD E WA OEAE BN R Ry PR

B £R
278 Bk LT /w\ga % Beta A ;‘56 ° ¥ - B HE Z ~ Beta(a, f)( ¥

(Oé‘i‘ﬁ) a—l
NORGN
B > 0<2<1 13 ['(z)= [Pt e ®dt Vo > 0 5 Gamma S ¥k - Beta 4 fir crflp 3 &
RS (A

f(zla, B) = (1-2)""

__a _E(2)(1-E(2))
E(Z)—OH_B, Var(Z) = ot il
momfBie- BB Y 2 AREISE > 225G AR AN EEA

Tife By o= > B9y =ThE; M2 By = (1 -Ty)E; - BB Etkankz o 2PF 50
Yip 8 2 @R LT, @ RAHD 5 Th(1 - Tp)/(1+ E) o 70 L eh i i
4 B 0% 4 4 Fi 4% (precision parameter) s & & 0 F X 3FF e i BARg 0 ©
IR AR B Y, 4 T;gg;a BRI Y VB B Ty it e gt eh o d A w
eyt i o 2P ERLRE T E T ek HFLD B Y REN
——Y;k B R EwE 0

BEX @ @ APTRANE CEREF N RA T E S T 2 sk
(likelihood function) :

a
-n\

Ev

%éﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁh2ﬁi’%ﬂ%iﬁ

_ | — F(W|T, E) Vi, k.



#27¢ » F(|Ty, E;) % 7+ Beta & fie ek % & I 8 (cumulative distribution function) « %_
TRAFHENAELIM R T 0 973 % Fiﬁ ¥ E G AEIE v F epe iy Sl 5
L(T,E, B) = Px(X|T, E, B)

N M (5)
= H H F(bi| Ty, E;))"*F (bi| Ty, E;)' "

LTM E‘f”#%fzif’;}_"" s ;!L(ﬁi'?-f‘l r—ﬁ) 1’1 «H—{EIE.‘ Hi € s X o A e U 3t 4:%\‘;@?5’_;1
TR EBMBET FFne i BN 2 ERHEB

AL ¥ &< #3] (Latent Truth Confidence Model, LTCM)

& LTM 232§ ¢ - Batchelder % % % %] 5 =2 ¥ G w87 PR afrqe? > F -
k5 i (bias threshold) b; &7 @& Bw FEHB ek BIBF 5@ o R hifd 2
PO I PEBE X BEEHERERP S 0 XD EAE P F AN OB R
FRE o PR Redp i o B APY C BAREE o B sl TR ARG § R
:é.ﬂ
% M ehg o & (sensory threshold) » 355 #87 F #F 4] thifh 7 & LTM % »
o Luce (1963) % & & (& % fa) M B @32 3% (two-state low-threshold theory) T %> &
ﬁéﬁ"ﬁﬁ’l'{ﬂ?%@’liﬁi( TaEL & TagLAegedn ) o g i s TR &AL
PR IR @'Ji%’fi%ﬁ FAR > PR EA ARG A W PT R DA LB R
REAT &4 & ks EE (T, B TRIAE )T &R

v ¥
éﬁwz’fﬁﬁﬂ?zaﬁm%+a¢ SR = ER R S e )
i £

=R

T
=g
>‘

»
X

)
3\

* ¥ R & (response threshold) & = & &} (response criteria) » & 7 ¢ 2585 &2 3%

H

~

PR AT FEEPFERE TG AN, o
P TR BE AR v FEA

B 2 ¥ 4% Krantz (1969) ™2 % Hsu and Doble (2015) -
LTM 2 2 # 3|

i - Luce (1963) 4 B 61 (3 % fi) IR BILH AT » LTM » 2247 5 < A2R v
FAEOT o RACHG AL A AT A (P F AR L) AP LIM tha s f 4
b N FTEANTE s MR R PR IEE E R A

wERESR A ARG R Y FERAERPY o DL U0 A, L TF
% E & 2w #4)  (Latent Truth Confidence Model, LTCM) o 11 ™ #5 i H & * chff 5 g7 o

UE_)\‘:"PQ fE’—""i‘fég\'Eﬁﬂ F\»:"\»/—;P‘EJ; > 1L E 4~



AP S R R R EF EAAR . TS B AR ER Y B
jef{l,. . JygiEw E > U R JREAF BRIHEFEFELTZ A0 I 2ZFPE o
B B¢k x@aiEd JAT THEA L ERELTVE 5§t ehize ) (A T0/E, 7
Bz ) E3 J -1 &7 THEREFELTYE ) 55w ) (AT0/E,
PGy o ER LA THEEE ALY

PO/iBy §drchizw)o 5 J 5 deings 27 g [5] PARS T3 AT & §
FETVE 2L T0/B - > AL A7 L3 Fip e X = (X)) v

B3 Raie ) (L

en% =0 F I IE (realization)

X, =7 if informant ¢ assigns category j to item k. (6)

A ik pe o 1[I B2k 3E0E 02 Itgf_a:{ﬁ%?OleiFa"*’fzé’%*?ﬁgﬁiwzﬁﬂ'm fe >
LTM ® B i v ¥ (fshen) - 2E# D LTCM 3% 20~ 12 B3 2 BB %] o dR
Benw $EA o Pt 0 AP REEESH » 2 M2 dpB > B 2 23K T

L

DI L (G R F ié?ﬁ"ﬁﬁ"? A mf& s i@ (sensory threshold)
= (b1 € [0, 1N o FRZAF p F 10 LFEFEF BF e FEFFUAE F
zkl—]J(.E [_OJ) /‘}U-ﬁ@ iygé_:_’?:;

PI‘(Y;k > bl) lfS,'k =1
Pr(Si = sir|Yik, i) = (7)

Pr(Yy, <b;) if si =0

Q3L S (‘?’g-?ﬂ) L—%IE}?’ J>2'5%W'€A’/ lg?‘x‘ %']:B‘J’: )‘Pé‘j{ "‘57{_}}\'1:13
(S =120) 7 » 2B $f3 J @ wfRREEF G & p v §F R (response criteron)

D = (dij)nws, dij € 10,1]& 7 dij =1 v G = (gij)nwa 9i € [0,1] & ST g5y =1 *
AP B o FAEE K e Bt PR AR ¥ ) B ARRETPE
Xl R

Pr(Xix = j|Sik, dij, gi5) = Pr(Si, = 1)di; + Pr(Six = 0)g; (8)

BEEAR HE > 2B vkt 8 LTCM LTMi‘g{%cﬂ—Jgﬁgiﬂx’;flﬂiﬁﬁtii?f?ﬁﬁ

AT de eenp d R Flet @ FHCA]E § 3 F #EE (non-identifiability) o gt PR



|

- URGE R HCA A et o Krantz (1969) #4513 o w o en B T 0 &
N- BEE TRPI —J L 43 j 25 3 84 (monotonic increasing) ¢t o ¢
o ;% EHEF J M H 4 (ﬁ};—a‘s "y aw B RA ) o Fob s APl ie-#

STR 2, dn =gy =0Vie @8- BELAU] > RA L ek 25 T L
PR O R A e R (A RE) BELLE 2 RN
BEI > T diy =05 B SR ARG L PHRT o 4 2 ER R LEF L0
mg;,kiki%lﬁgm,gﬂ_o Bt % J=2pF > LTCM %% £ > LTM
BAAPHA R ERERA FROER LA TR 2, T REEBE R
4

Rl

>

-
F&;

GO ks §ERMHOR CRREF N TER 1,5 F 2 FERFFLERE D
S R EERF IR oRRKR D TEF 2o

N

LTCM 2§ 3% B S 53 & 4 45

B E ki A HEA (hierachical model) ¥ b = i34 (Bayesian inference) 7 & #-3] ehi 4
BAPHG BB RARY RIS FHEY o wEF ALY By F
#OE
mﬁmﬂ°ﬁ*mﬁ#* R IS N SRR S R R e S
FAPRIST 5 - FF e fe 2k (distribution family) » & 2 B 4 < R E 2 ik
(random effect) o @ b < Ja3h § Rk A FeEF § S fE- HBEK G R BAKA [

(prior distribution) > s » #7 ;L" O S (T S T I o COE ﬁ_;ﬁﬂ Yo B Bl TR T
frb @A B M FIEA SEEaE ﬁ’? BT B R L R ERA
fie (posterior distribution) © 3 7 $#cisk A fefs T VBTG s RBEFT R
-~ BRI .. % (Gelman et al., 2013; Hoff, 2009; Kruschke, 2014) = 7 3

SHHE TN L WK 0 A B CSAP A LR LRA

% rE R B HCR] AT ok a0 e (Lee, 2011); Lee & Wagenmakers, 2014; Rouder &

s

254 ¢II§J¢5 ' 3 e B ERHRH DEG G2 F 4P o & e Luce (1963) w0 FEECRF B A ¢ 0 #30
A TR/E JERAF > Wl =02E dy =10 ¥ s 5‘3‘}‘%‘5{51@15’7'3?] s IR BIEIE K

& d; = 0 (Broadbent, 1966; Watson & Bourbon, 1965) » & £ w353 %4 € fpeh > Bde T B F RE
3 ¢ 4| dy = dy = g4 = g5 (Nachmias & Steinman, 1963) & o 3w 4|8 g 24 ¥ 4% Krantz (1969) -



u—-q, 6

NN i

A B ok r
Frn B

A ikyg o2 8 B 4o 5] w1 2 ch LTCM erd K #0733k 40

Ty ~ Beta(urrr, (1 — pr)7r)
E; ~ Gamma(pg/ 0%, e/ o)
bi ~ Beta (T, (1 — 1))
d; ~ Dirichlet(ayg)

gi; ~ Dirichlet(ay)

HeY j=1,...,N-k=1,... M~j=1.. J- APtz kiT 7% £ (column
vector) » & 4% 1 dy, giy Qg &arg o d Ty B by ¥ oA B e [ 1 [0, 1]1&'? » Beta 4" fic &_
- By onEHE o 2P i%/}ﬁoa Sl e N e N @) A ) T %k
(r & ) BHFESH (r &) K2F e ¥ = 25 > B 7 awihgefl & [O,oo) B Y
53 @) ¢ Beta & peodFg 480 Flpt Gamma 4 fie ¥ ¢ £t % hd £ (Kruschke,
2014) - 2 ¢ Gamma 4 fie & £ 5 5 3 B Sl ()% Sl R S Ryl i
NP2 W TS uy ¥R oy M QAR 2 B e R R .
IR RRET v ERP dfrg FEE Y/ dy = g;; =1 @ Dirichlet # fie ¥ %
B2 oo fRd o G0 T 1,8 D)2, amke o F% 2 PR SB SRR amR 3t

g g AR FHeEE R AT 44 AP $Y LTCM FF & 5 B 55 503 40

P 2

“«

AEFFG o
L R LRG> 2 APLE T, E,B,G, & D 2. L5 4 fe? a8k
Az AL 2% & fie (hyperprior) 4o
pur ~ Beta(a, o), a =2
mr ~ Gamma(p2 |70 e [T2),  Hep =10, 07 =10
pe ~ Uniform(cl,c2), ¢ =3, =14
o ~ Gamma(ii?, |72, lry [Thy)s  Hep = Bu/4 Org = pp/8
MUy = 1/2
7y ~ Gamma(pil, |72, pr, [T2),  fr, =10, 0, =10
oag=(0,1,...,1)"
o, =(1,...,1,0)"
Pz A g 4 e ek B 7 B Batchelder and Anders (2012) ¥+ LTM &3k 2_» ",ﬁc? D
BHEORAEREN e F AR LA BRE BB £ » p R 2D



AR A c AP BERET L P VE BT, T %l ur 2 AL A e 5 Beta A i

F1H ¥ o # Bl & [0,1] 0 fe AigAm av i 4o » i feenk B 3 3 (prior information) » 3Ky
T

R ]_/2 b TEORFRT o m#ﬁ?{f)@m? IL,,—E':I/_E"_Tk ﬁ#?ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁiTT E]'J’r‘): if‘; «,ﬁ'; o

(non-informative) -7 Gamma 4 fie > FEF AL KRFE c B2 fp ek KR E L > H L%

Bop, BRETEL/2 ALAPRIEFFF WG, TREO, S L TRE
RS LY %Jaﬁ»nmfwaaﬁﬁﬁa%Vﬂvﬂ**%a%’mwﬁwzgaé4m

RinipEa REF IV RBS - fARE S BRI RBHORERE L BLFRGE

&Hm’ﬂ“%*ﬁﬂmﬁﬁﬁﬁn%a%iﬁ’ﬁiﬁ“iﬂﬁﬁ%mm9ﬁ°

sl

%Qiﬁﬁ{»ﬂﬁ&%ﬁﬁﬁ*&ﬁ%ﬁ%éﬁaﬁiﬁ%iﬁmﬁ&ﬁﬂ@a,
AEHR TR FEF B~ P TR 0, ST T P S p 0 e BRI A F
PRI EAH S PRI FEY AP b B ERERE D RS 6
e d W E B L AAPRFRFRT SR BAPOREEEAP akT  C Sl
T F oA PRS0 4 {)KF&"F"‘F}: mEr TR 1) R s

g

il
\\\Xr

—=

Pr(Six = 1|Yik, b;) = Pr(Yi, > b;)

b ['(E;) TWEi—1 - —
— i 1 _ (1 Tk)Ez ld
| a0 /

LEFMPREE b REI VNG AL - BfE o 2 AEAS B Y, Y P
A e St o TIP3 Pr(Sy = 1|Yig, by) 2R 97F & chig R § 40 b R

sk o gLt BHCRAPTEOEARE IR 0 T b A AR A f L R A LEART R
TIHEEEMN 12 Ra pieAR T TRIREE AL £ Ea I P S
o ¥yt oo
Batchelder and Anders (2012) ¥+~ it &t # cidAg LS o F &4 g L% FM 0 2 L a4 o

M-

TP P A e 0 Ao B B A 4 BT L B A

T390 pp K L Uniform # fe > R 3 D20 58 F AP iy 3 R > R 70 B3t
EF S AFEFREZFER 8 AR L op PR TS Gamma&jﬁai’»";f¥uE FE-STN

HE DR RREFTIOE S A F A g I R R R R
PG TAR o RinfRaag Ak A ek T 0 Batchelder and Anders & * fiEE T AL S
FHF DL FIR 3 ¢ ¥ og LT A BSR4 17 (sensitivy analysis) fo s

5 3p ik ¥ % (posterior predictive check) } » & # ¥+ H 5 $fcenis % T 35 (posterior mean)
ﬁ%%?’ﬂﬁ%%gﬂxa,*wawh£ﬁkiﬁgﬁ R F
Seho R B AT R Y ALTCM E3A7 T 3R SRk T E F 23 P Age e =
i d B, FAR 2 AR Fodp FHAT - F &P o AP g LTCM ikt
TE R A LM 7 2 el 5w % B B 4042 345 (hyperparameter) 738 3% 0 4P ik 0
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frmk
=F
o
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L»

U2 ¢ R EE dy B gy R 00 d &g BE B EA PP FAPIELL R =
PR I AR

TR H

~

N

e

T PR TALT 0 % LTCM FF A 5% B S HEA 2 8 Bt dash and
AT URB I T RS RS 2 i S @) 277 | RS

CRE N A fie B S = ﬁ’{mfg T K ﬁox@‘. 1718 ﬁg'm‘i‘;"‘#&ém o FR ,’f«t_;:F 4 ‘? ZTZ‘T%‘

2o
ETIRS
3

° EI.

%% r+

BTAPITLG oL ??‘L v oA BRI fR4genT SVE DS S A frairrtr R AR o F o -
A AR i@ 25 T BV 245 + %2 | (Markov Chain Monte Carlo method,
MCMC method) > ¢t 7 & ;2 ¥ 12 {8 | $8cis B & fie e $:#% & (Gelman et al., 2013; Hoff,
2009; Kruschke, 2014) - iT+ & & MCMC #3% 548358 ¢ 4R 238 » i5x B FL N
B E o MCMC 7 CCT # ehig * 4 % ¥ 4% Karabatsos and Batchelder
(2003) > % 7 F F S 425N F U T MCMC> @ 28 7 € * R3%F % (R Core Team, 2020)
i% i® rjags (Plummer, 2019) £2 R2jags (Su & Yajima, 2020) = i R & i+ k& 2 JAGS
(Plummer, 2003) i& {7 & # #73 $% (Gibbs sampling) - % # #7354k 5 MCMC g & ;2 ¥ ¥
Loengr ik B P o 7 %8 > E 2 & fe (full conditional distributions) & # - 8 & ¥ % 4> §_
¥ 4% Bl 187 — 2 272287 (Metropolis-Hastings) & ;2 endF &) o ¥ F » R &2 JAGS ¥ 5 &
BB - B IR K RS (8 5 B ) H T Mt

% o LTCM 34 7+ MCMC F¥*7Z & cnJAGS 3£ 4 7 % L2 [A -

TR WA (DR THAL A B ER T Sk AL - THEIRTH
KBS L A e 4T 5 (2) 33k 3w 4R 1L (parameter recovery) 1 HoEE TR ¢ ,%%“
MCMC #7 {8 3| e & S feenis s A fie > WS L F i B R R S8k L - 3) SR TRRIE
% (posterior predict check ) : 4% MCMC ¥ 3| eh i kA etk & » % LT i &
AR R AL F FREOBER (G TR A LR R E A E R B E) BiE )
R PR e AT o AP T R Y FTE 2 ORI T G A4 B I TR AR
hjdic A AT G RFIZ Y by FRAIRLTE L 0 NRERATETREA
17 P Al EE * en® 7 AR 3 eh (Wilson & Collins, 2019) -



BT L

ES n’r“%s*f_’#;i}%é#'ﬁ AN =25 a3 M =502 T RERF J=5BFTdw
FER o B2 RSB AL TLTCM 2 FF A 5 B SN ¢ chdg S dicenid » e &
BN R A B X REE G nF R (¢4 E,B,D,Q) {3 e it R
FET) PR IS 25 AR R Y A RET w FREIE

dij/gij 30§ 2 22 Sl dyy =gy =0 3 P —*Zb%%\;rﬁ K T (s A

(i ﬁﬁ’l”iﬂ? ﬁrﬂﬁ;ﬁ‘ﬁ’:"l"ﬁ el géEKi (wij)NxM °

Yt

Bm (T LTCM ehad2 > B 4 29 LR LT
VR EE) T - RBE R A AP R DR Fé—“ﬁ T erp B B TR
FFRE AN KRR ATFPREGE - F]F o P P APRY B ARLTFF AR
(minimal residual factor analyisis, MINRES, Comrey, 1962) > % R #ic#8 # & * psych & i*
¢ ifa() *F F T (Revelle, 2020) - B [| B 7 ot & Hd 7k & F1 & 97 ik e i (e
(eigenvalue) @ § FHcE I EARF 2T F]F A FREHOPEE L &5 o AT
REEY APFER BE - TS P E BB 0 F C B TS R AR -
LFRRG T - 7S ,T-*'ui‘i FRRAE A TR 0 B F R AL
MR- e CEBEERBELRE Ar E 0 8 $T RS AT B MR
3 bR - e R R B e Rk K] 2 M R %R B
A FF o SEkiz PIF HBL 552 (elbow method) 2 Fv % — fo ¥ = F]F i fciE
LR EARE S RA AT ERERE NS A - L REZE TR G - a2
PRI EATES o B e P RBT ML B R G RR Y gﬁ ek Bl Ap o
)@ g = %2 (Batchelder & Anders, 2012; Weller, 2007) ° B R R VT OUHE R
B %;:.%e%ﬁ PIBCAINR & > 3% 27 RSB BCA Bk AT B PR AR € A

i g A3 (4

7

¥
N
o
=
i
v
TS
\
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'
o
W

=k
i

{

AL TP 0 HF A MCMC K T 6 i $5 44 (chains) > #F - 1F #4837 30000
= B T A 10000 =% fp Bk B s FE P (bern-in period) ¥ L A7 40 B K T
e AT R PR i;f:ﬁﬁ v {5 4 7p 4p B (autocorrelation) fif Y43 &
BleEEEuE  EREFBRAZEFFOFREL T F o HH 27 sk & (effective
sample size, ESS) 2L eig » F]pt A e fp i St Bk 25 30000 2 R E L S E o
PR T 4T BT i FlafHKEF 10 X~ 4 %4 1 = & (thinning) - 2% %
s &S BCR B E T BT R $ 4 12000 (= 6 x (30000 — 10000)/10) i B~k 2

@ 17 MCMC 7 & Fr g 3Rk 0B 7 4 48 Tl jcaceyh i 0 4 soFe 2l 18 1) ek

T
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Factor

AEF AN e APEHARTHRKE 0 ¢ BT AL REE (trace plot) £ % A& B (density
plot) » FEzL~ 1F &p ik éﬁ*’l*‘ T A4 UE BEKRE T T Gelman-Rubin potential
scale reduction factor (PSRF, R) % &7 Th e B IF B S BE g SR BRI
u’f&ﬁﬁLm%iﬁﬁﬁﬂwﬁﬁﬂ%J%gﬂﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ
o b 7} Pk ® g R AGHROMCMC &L ET > A g &5y it e 278 3
kAT @ (MCMC Z¥%r22p #

a\

" %% Gelman et al., 2013; Kruschke, 2014) - £
ke F el LI A £ i MCMC & 28 3| enis sk A etk A o1 en % o

TR

AR &g AR A LTCM 03T » @%b 8 e h > 2 Rt e h i LT i
Y ST A g - R MR STS W tF 4 R A S
e AT E A ARG EE G AT FP e m P g R HE R R (4
{6 B ¥ 218 (posterior mean) ~ {& & * > #k (posterior median) v { & %.#c (posterior
mode)) > B € fI* F B H3t (40 95% £ B (1) B A % B (highest (posterior) density
interval, HDI)) & % 77 /& d LR T4 T AP S8 7 & DR 5% ¥ i e § b
%@ﬁoéﬁ’a&%w%mTﬂW%zﬁﬁ%*@%@mkﬁﬁﬂW%ﬁﬁﬁi%
WU EREBEFTHET OPEETR o An Al T g ARRFIERE > FP AET K
NS ficE P r R aRTR o AP L SHRDE EE 50%, 5% & 95% HDI k £ 77
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HENEE SN EEE EL A S UL Ea s

T 3a Ty kE F T, et o B3 E S g

IS

2 1 al Xk—l

T = s xr = SR T2 g

b=y SN A X =T el
(k=1 M)@Im*N%UMQiWW“WﬂWW?ﬂi@?ﬁwﬁ’a
LB R h LTICM % Ty chis s T (7% b @ > £ A Wb D22t g g 9

B el f #4p B (Pearson correlation coefficient, r) w35 133% 4 (root mean square error,
RMSE) o % {3 i * #3) LTCM %k $H4878 e~ Y B (B Ak fp 2h b 42 % — 40 T hen
U FWAREREWH (rff X RMSE# ) A&F s FaaFi 1ladEnt (B
FEARFETE SR F B LR HILT  ERRY XFF Oy LY
s BEFER PR T ALFEDOE ¥ - 25 0 FAPE HDIHA R
R ™ 5= %@QMmMmmw BY “d R AR EFE A ES T cEELT
BkTE > FdMENAHEAT A REFTHHDI KB P VERD] X § BT
195% HDI $7% & 2 | 3. g;;i_ﬁ‘(f P H

5 ® 33E)c FREA = 0 LTCM #3433 T
SRR W AR A LA A A o

W 2
I i BT, 2 5T E5cm Bl %2 50%,75% & 95% HDI = = j ] -
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# Latent
model{

(At

LTRM 2. JAGS #2758

Truth Confidence Model [LTCM]

# likelihood model

for (k
T[k]
}

for (i

in 1:M) {
~ dbeta(mu_T*tau_T, (1-mu_T)*tau_T)

in 1:N) {

for (k in 1:M) {
X[i, k] ~ dcat(p_X[i, k, 1:31)

p_X[i, k, 1:3] « p_S[i, kl*d[i, 1:3] + (1-p_S[i, k])*g[i, 1:]]
p_S[i, k] < 1 - pbeta(b[i], T[kIl*E[i], (1-T[k])*E[i])

3
b[i]

E[i] ~ dgamma(mu_E"2/sigma_E"2, mu_E/sigma_E"2)

~ dbeta(mu_b*tau_b, (1-mu_b)*tau_b)

# d_i/g_i non decreasing setting

gli,

1:3] ~ ddirch(alpha_g[1:3])

for (1 in 1:(3-1)) {
a[i,1] ~ dgamma(shape_a, rate_a)

}

a_sort[i, 1:3] «c(0, pow(sort(ali, 1:(J-1)1), 2))

glli

do[i, 1:3] « a_sort[i, 1:]1]*c(gl[i, 1:(3-1)]1, gi[il)

dli,

1 ~ dunif(o, g[i, (3-1)])

1:3] « do[i, 1:11/sum(do[i, 1:3])

# hyperprior

mu_T ~ dbeta(alpha_mu_T, alpha_mu_T) T(0.0001, 0.9999)

alpha_mu_T ¢« 2

tau_T ~ dgamma(mu_tau_T"2/sigma_tau_T"2, mu_tau_T/sigma_tau_T"2)

mu_tau_T ¢« 10; sigma_tau_T < 10

mu_E ~

dunif(c1, c2)

cl ¢« 3; c2 « 20

sigma_E ~ dgamma(mu_sigma_E"2/sigma_sigma_E"2, mu_sigma_E/sigma_sigma_E

A2)

mu_sigma_E < mu_E/4; sigma_sigma_E <« mu_E/8

mu_E

< 6.5; sigma_E « mu_E/4
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41

tau_b ~ dgamma(mu_tau_b”"2/sigma_tau_b”"2, mu_tau_b/sigma_tau_b"2)
mu_tau_b <« 10; sigma_tau_b <« 10

#alpha_d[1:3] « c(0, rep(1, 3-1))

alpha_g[1:1] <« c(rep(1, 3-1), 0)

shape_a ¢ 2; rate_a « 0.1
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