266

ENREFIE & 4kszie
—HHERBERRLY 2 7 N T — %12 L b count data oHT——

I 130 &I

HBNRERIE (LU, #4) 3588058 42 Hiz,
FRROTEHRRBEIED 2 & 0RAN #EAREE
R HEEL, FKCERETAYICZDEH
EAEETZ L REMNC L CERIN, YPTE
ANOHLEMEL BB RB L H-727-9, B
CEHZRIHMELIIZ 5 Tnid, SiMbo#R
L HIIRECHIE P ERmSh, SkAREE
b lgal 2 LamBEid 2 Has) i
2 TWwb, FRAREPHINRETET-FDT
TRIORUEOMACERE NS DT, BE
120 GALLEN ZOREA2ZT 5, BEAAPEK
EOHCEEELD b (G < k2 AP —ETFE
THD) — KL % EDT, bLTI0KEEMN
ZEBGERAING Z LT, EEY— R 2EFE
RET DR 5, HYRIEREROISIC
EARbIOTI LD, Lco>T, HHD
Bt DZLTE 2L, ZOMEL TS
CREAREER LD, £ I TABTIE, 1996
EE»6 2000 EFICB T 5 3EEHRRHSO L
PN T—F LAY —TFT—FRFMELL, EA
SRR BT Z @AY, GIE#ERAE &by
D& IR EES R I EINT S,

2T, BEEEHTIHFINAFIRIEZLLTO 2
OMEZ SN A, B 10, BEECHIIEOET I
DL HBOMEN, 7L THE 2 CEFEED LT
Hb, KTl 220035, H1OHMRIZEFL
THMmzEiTH>. ZOHEHBE LT, EREITHEM
PEDOBE W ERIRIE T 5 RHATA X 12,
BUZBAL Tix, T 2Tk 2 EH IEIRT

AT
iz L

¥R E W

X207TC, EEOMS L L THEHYIZEEZ NS
moTHDb,

EBRSNMETOCHI>THET NEEEL L
T, ZZLamwolMAEED L ST L TIOHK
IDPTHb, 0 LI BFRIGHEETHY, ER
P—EAFEICEVT, #Eoik [ZELew] &
WO ZENEE L S, THREREITO DY, Ei
BT RO 1 E-TIELZZ L euEAZH
BRIZDIEY, ZNSEREHTAHMETLI LI
sample selection bias #4E U X ¥ 5 I & L b,
AR TIE, HABEERPYFEAOERMELE
count data ZHWT, RZZHELHRNIZ AT
T3, ZOEDHIEIE, hurdle negative bino-
mial & 7V E W T 1997 £ 9 A OEFREBEHIE
DWEDH KD DOEFEH - 8 (2000), Zh
WinzZ CHCAMHEOBWEDO#ER % L7 Yo-
shida and Takagi (2002), F7ztEElEoHTL 72
T IR (2004), EEZZ % |- f 0B
(2002) e EWH B, BREBERDOSTIE, TEY
— F 7 —% & v CaE (2002) 27> TH D,
HH o« A (2003) 13 2 part ET NV EH T2
EEEEDSE L T3,

Count data ® 7 NVD 2 OHDOE#ME L T, 2
LITHORR 2 L L e 3 S04 T & B HnZET
L5, Ihid, EEOHMCHBOZZET 3
ERELTWEDh, ZHEDBZET I LWL
MEVIOIEBRREL, —EZ2 L IRAE%2T
ZEVIEREEIHNI L > TE2DhEND
ZEThDB, DMTERTZH, HiFZ 1 EROE
B a el eHzon, E-EA132
R omBmERN T eFz 605,
o2 DDOBRHMEERET VD LB & BFRAT
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LT, BEIEHAIN I LI L D R2TEO
ECOBRE®RSEL 2 2 iz b, 2 DD
DWW, THEZ OBEESEAICZEIN TV S
7 (Pohlmeier and Ulrich (1995), Deb and
Trivedi (1997, 2002), Santos Silva and Wind-
meijer (2001), Jemernez-Martin et al. (2002)),
LOETIE NS 2 DO I 72 BFRIE 8
HEDEZAFEL BV, KT count data £
TNERNT2 DOREELB L 2035, BRED
MG 2 54 287 N ESHT 5, UTFICHE

EETNVEFHEwL, IMTT— 5 DIERATEETRT,

VT, Fdabatic X 2658, =7 VR E
TEEREOEREZ L, VEEAREO % & &3 Ifih
na,

o #EETIL

1 Hurdle ETWN

Hurdle €7V ki3, EEEEITZ2T 2 05E
MHEWVI 01 AOFEFUCEL T, fu &R
BomBEEcity, L T—E22 L %&ifHZ
ZT 2,130 T truncate S N7z fr £ 5 BERH
B LIRESI N, £/ 2DF F VT two
part model (TPM) & FEEN T w2, v, =1,
-, N BB E S & 72 % count data, x:~KX

EHEEKONZ PV ET 2 L, O hurdle
%Twwﬁffﬁ%ﬁiuT@;o IRTZEN
T& 5,

F(y)=fu(0)* (1= 1u(0)) % fryely: > 0)]
(1)

di=1-min(1, y.) TH Y, fr(y|y.>0)=
Iy /(1 —fus(0)) &2, (1) ORI H?»
-2, A—mO) 2y anictt &, 2
fEFEIR & 0 T truncate & N7z FH M EE 45 EH|
THIENTE D, 2 ERIRES IEE /:(0)=

(1+exp(x/Bu)) " & logit E T NMIZEEILE NS,

ftt /5 0 T truncate & fL 72 #3012 D W T i,
Fxs(y:) 12 negative binomial & 7L Z{KEL,

0)= Sy — I'(yi+ vus.:)
1—fws(0)  I'(uws, ) I (yi+1)

Fruilyi >

EPNE i

o 267

« << Yng,i t fINB,i >”B"'_ 1>_1
VnB,i
" Yi
X( JANB, i 7>
HnB,i T VUNB,i

T 50 7o 72 L HKNB, i — exp(.!‘;'[))ms),
avg ‘e TH B, T Iz Bu, Bg~K X113 /%7
— =7 MVTHY, aw it NBETVLOMF
HTHL, p=1 D & & hurdle negative binomial
1(HNB1) €70, p=0® & £ % hurdle nega-
tive binomial 2 (HNB2) €71 w5 Y, HNB
ET NS BT DRI v OV, E(ylx)
:((l*fH(O))/(l*fNB(O)))#NB,f £ B,

Z @ hurdle € FUVHEERBEE THwL NS
M iZ, Pohlmeier and Ulrich (1995), Gerdth-
m (1997) BERL TS LT, FZ2T53nL

Wi BFEHERE % L (contract decision),
ZO®BMAZZE T REPFECEMPRET 2
(frequent decision) & \» 3 & BB E R % ML
T35 THDB, EHIN frequent decision % B
ELTWAENEI DI DOWTIEEGRDS M5 &
IATHDLIN, bl dZEdisrliliagn
&, TLUAHZZ T2 L0 BERENH
WLIATEERZ 2 N TE D, ARaTIEIh
% 2 BRIEOBE BTN & T D D,

(2)

VNB,i =

2 Finite Mixture €T )

Count data DEAETFTNLE LTI Awoh
% Poisson £ 7V &, ZHhIZ Gamma 53 A 12 fE

3 B4FETE % {R5E L 72 negative binomial €7V %,
MADBRERARELRENEEZFEREL, SHELESE,
VHEEREL VI LI R 2O EOY T I N—T
WZATEEL T T % B D % finite mixture (FM)
EFTNENVI, DFEDFM Y7 i 20D
DOVETER Y 7 7N —FicEIL, BED L
LR Z ZHEE HETH O, latent class model
(LCM) & dFEER 2,

ZZTCr =1, C%, H2H% > NBY T
VTN GRBTLIEEREL LD, 2L 2
L=1Th2s, TOk SHEFEERIL

Hy) =255 mif y) + mef (i) (3)



268 FH - =

Ll %99, 2 LT fly),j=12,,
TOLS5% NBET NV

_ I(yit )
fj(yi|‘ri>77()/‘,;‘,{)['(!/{"'1)

Viit i Wit Vi

(4)
LEELE NS, HNBE 7V & FABIC ni=
expxi B), vii=a, 'w;,? TH D, p=1D & &
FM-NB1E® 5, p=00 & % # FM-NB2 &
TN EWI,

Hurdle €7V iE, KZEZELZBEOH 5
B35, FMETVIERLEVLIBEEHR
(latent variable) 2 FI\T [HE/HBH | I TikH 3
i, VEERE - ZHEREL VS 2O EOY
TIN—T XTI ENTELZDT, 0D
TR HHEOEEBIREEICET B R ATIRE & 2
29, BEMTICE VT, AMEKBEE LBMHR
BEEENHILIEREELRIETHELY, T
— WIS T INS FHRICEIITCE % <,
REWLREIED S 280 0WBENH 5, %
DEIREEIWCZIOFM ETVEHWS Z & T,
WIER 2 DSEE BF & L REDOTH EREE
HOgE L D, BB DOT — Y EEIC X 5 sam-
ple selection bias DAJEEH b RETE %,

COETNVIEHHERE - VREBRELRLED L
HWTEER L TIEWEE, 1Ttz ko7 2 B
BOEBKRETIEIRL, FRETERETIHD
LERTE %, ZZ TCARTEFM ET V% 1
BEOBERIERNEFESRZ 12T 57,

1EEPE, 2ERFREOBRRERNAE VI 2DO0D
count data EF NAiH B I LT, BRI E T
ZEWEDL ST 50T, REER LR
KE R, fBICBLTIE, THSZL8EM
(B Licodr, ZLTEFMETATHINRIE L
Lo6DY TN =TI BT O ESHTE
5o, BHEIZOVTHE, b DHHIESGEORED, 2
LT EI0EPOERREL, TOBROEEOES
SIHCE O EHWTEL, ZNHDET IV
OFEFFFLE U T, AR TIHIEHREILE & oot
B, B&LUBEEERE (GoF, goodness of fit) #

C 3@ H LA

R f5 WF %2
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v b, EHREERE L LT, AIC (Akaike's
SBIC (Schwartz
Bayesian information criterion) % fv>%, GoF
LIXTCONME EHEERIC X 2 TR & O E
2 HDTHD, count data O & o (2 BEEL ST
OHBEGIHA LT WRERF R TH 59, 272
LY 7 ric K& nwE, JTLOMME LRI
—HT BRI TS, HHLKDO GBI/ NS W
LYMBERD, Z I TRRTIE, HEZHEEHA
V372V MGoF (modified GoF) & & 7 V@R #
#HZ ¥ % (Deb and Trivedi (2002))

information criterion),

m 7—% - {EphE

AR TRBREEREASTFL, F2B8LUF3D
1996 & 4 A5 5 2001 £ 3 Hodbkv 27+ %
W, DM ETH>9% T—FiE, ve 7 hTF—
7L, REEVPHEEREOMABHRE LD T
—F (RAY =T —F) »oR>T 519,

Count data DTERAHERLUTOEBY TH S,
1) "AZ—F—=F2FHWT, 19964 A» 5
2000 3 A I T0RE L2 2EAERELT
3, 2) 70 ERNCEZBEADS B, #
B HRR 6 » AR GH1ERD) IMAZE - T
WAEA Y, ARSI EL G2 £ InAL
TWAEAFRELT %, #ARKE » AD LD
PETFT—5 ], 1EDbD% [1ET7—-%] &
35, 3) #HFIHRGE » A (15F) 04K - ABtv
7N EHET 29, 4) ABRLLEEEYRAY
— oL, BEYAY —T -V EEELES
T, 5) skve T N EEAT EICEHT S,
6) VA= o—FELFBZ Lo HEARE
FLL, FRoDEAC 0 OEEEZED K T3,
7)5) £6) DF—F EFEEL, count data F1E
K9 %,

CAY =T =Y OEHRERT, HEHS S —
(ZHx 13 5), @RESGYI—(F2, F30
HECMALTwWS s ZhZEhl1 kT 3), &
Y — BARBEAYNEY 1 3 3), Hi
AR ER Uz & 5108 ARERIE OUE
DRBREL L, WS s —2ERL 72



Winter '04 ENCRERTE & A2z 269

ARD 7T —51%, HEBROHOTH D FHERE
B (R #&A T, ZAMEA % BT
WZEZ AEANSERMAZE L% L, o VIR
DRHDLIEEBEETER Y, I5ICT0%ED
ZTHEBHFEL TOLEADL, BEARADYE
HEERY, EDDIEBEC DL TEEELS L
HwpZ e TPEHEND, TR TLABRN
BEREFAWT, BEERAOHEREZSWMT LI Lk
HELEZOND,

RAY — T = B [RA ] DA
HEL L s Ty, AESOHMOER LT
%69 WL TOROBA LI DI, BEZOD
HLNESFFEBEEBTWEEEZONS, L /0F]
TR b, FHEBICHLL THEIC R D IGE LD,
LHPLINSERHIET S 2 ERAETHLDT,
I TR F AN OREHER I & (U R R x L
THW%, Ve 77— 3R — P
THET LD, Vv 7 MLHERS EEEERL T
WAHIRSR E ORI D WTEET 2 L, LiZLiE
s s, SRZZHETESWHRIZT 20
T, HERSEI - NOBmEERL 20w, AfET

BEATHIRICI, 2 AR e ERETEOMNER
BEELT D,

IV i R

1 ESli$tst & E7 @R

11, BEEARRD, IMAEHLD LEH
Bl OBELAR - v N BEEE - Y
HO&HEXTH L, EC1HET—%], AiK
PEET—5 ] ObOMBTWS N TWwWD, 2D
BI1ET—7DHLDOT, MAH (BHF) Hzh
TAAT19.9 (31.3) H S WA # 22.8 (34.8) H
L14.7(11.0) YD EREBAHENS, & 2508
7 —5 T, MAFE (EF) H7- 0 BEARE 1.1
(18.5) H» o # A #11.8 (19.2) H &£ 6.2
(3.8) %o¥hN&, 1HF7—FI2lbR 2 L8nE
FEV, EFEZWL 1FR—ELZZ L 2 uEA
DOIFEER, FMNCEESHshTwE, 7 —5 &
B ZOLIEERIGGEAFI G T 2% R 1 > MEETHE
LTBY, @RI LI hahoZLrEI 2
ZEMNRBEIND, ARy MR TY, 1

xR 1 EAREENNTRODARA R
¥

17— PEF—¥
(g A SN R B ek Eat A%
FTN 514 531 880 900
B 31.344 34.793 18.511 19.219
Hogx 14.006 14.595 7.681 7.451
EHECEHE (M) 44,158.942 15,871.663 24,983, 468 8,546.1351
EREEE (5) 17,500.121 20,665,772 10,016.838 11,291.876
PR/ HA 558.318 593,966 541.118 587540
Boi 8 /R 1,249.487 1,415.939 1,304.160 1,438.252
FEHEHCDAEE 0.255 0.092 0.252 0.094
MA#E
+ TN 810 810 1,467 1,467
SR EL R 19.890 22.809 11.104 11.791
i 8.888 9,568 4.607 4.817
(0.365) (0. 344) (0.400) (0.387)
LENCER (M) 28,021.847 10,404 .757 14,986,675 5,243,160
PRy e (=) 11,105.6015 13,547.562 6,008.737 6,927.531
EIHC&EE 0.162 0.060 0.151 0.057
FEY O FERLMLE, EO A0 OEADIETE.,

HiAT) A,
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R2 HAHEE
1E7— FET—
e 1620 _ YT 2934
SECT R . Pl R
ol RERE e mae OB BERE o s
EL AR 21.349 33.573 0 297 11.448 19.106 0 161
APy s — 0.744 0.436 0 1 0.703 0.457 0 1
F2#:i— 0.094 0.292 0 1 0.105 0.307 0 1
F3#3:— 0.683 0.466 0 1
FRHESRRS H Ml (BT 0.794 7.035 0 98 0.955 7.874 0 98
HIR 2 & = - 0.643 0.479 0 1 0.493 0.500 0 1
W3 & = — 0.165 0.371 0 1 0.166 0.372 0 1
W45 s — 0.922 0.269 0 1 0.862 0.345 0 1
) Hﬁ&ﬁza I (31997 F9 A~1999 F 3 A, HAMI3 ¥ 1 — 111999 F 4 B~1999F 6 5, 45 3 — 13 1999 & 7 H~2000
F3HET,
HAT)  FEEER.
5 — 5 BIMAFE (BH) 72D 8.9 (14.0) K R3 WA
5 9.6 (14.6) & 7.7 (4.2) %Y %238, P4E 17 —% R
F—FTlix4.6 (77) Wﬁ3648 (79)&(‘: 4.5 AIC SBIC AIC SBIC
M TIE v, HNB2 11,179* 11,287 17,475*  17,594°
Eﬁ%b:ﬁ?}?‘%lﬁﬁ“ﬂi 1 E%_yfgigg FM2-NB1 11,233 11,363 17,487 17,631
e - ? LT FM 2 NB?2 11,290 11,419 17,606 17,750
DRI T 2,442.5 (3,165.7) H & w5 22.0
W) 1) AIC=—2In(L)+2K; SBIC=-2In (L)+K In

(18.1) %o ¥mm, EFEHAC & I317,617.1
(28,287.3) x5 37.3(35.9) %D T, F$E
— ¥ TIFEFREH918.8 (1,275.0) H Lo
15.3 (12.7) %o ¥EmMm, FEHCDEHLAY9,743.5
(16,437.1) X5 35.0 (34.2) % b D@L %
o7, HFEIC, 1 ERE, 1KH2Y
EFEETYL, BEEARZBO LEX»RD 5N D,

2 IIEAWERETH B, LMY I —DEDS,
ET—FEH0.TEPRVEVHEER>THD,
$7-F24 3 —DfEHM0.1 L&KL, F3Dsy s —
120.7 %D E,

RIFEMERETH 2, RO 2FHIZ 14
T=F DYDY, —HFELEDOINHET - DHD
7, #h #nHNB1, HNB2, FM2-NBI,
FM2-NB2EFNLE WV LD 4L4DDET LD
WRPREH SN TS, 15— Tk HNB2
EFNUHAIC TI11,179 THE/MEX L >THED,
@ L < SBIC & HNB2 & ¥ v 311,287 & §/h
i ro>Tnb, 17—, hurdle €71 D
FHBFMEF AL LD H AIC+ SBIC & 2K

(N) Th b, 12720, L, K. Nzt ~
TA—Y =, VTN A LN,

2) *WAIC THEBT 2 E 7 VE, » i3 SBIC THE#
TEETNLETRT,

HiEr) BV

EBErh b, FEF—F Tk, HNB2 7LD
AIC#517,475 TH Y, SBIC 217,594 £ 1 5
— S ERULSR/MERZ E > T\Wwb, I LFEET
— % T, hurdle E7 VB FM E7T L XD biF
WMERECEODITRZ L, RICHESERT %
éJ*j&é ZET, LVFEHHICETADNR T y—7
LEWWT Do

§4 iZ, GoF £ MGoF &£\ 2 2 DD#EEEMR
EDRHRTHD, ROEMZ1ET—FDH DD,
%@EMK#E?—&@@@ﬁ%ﬁénfﬁm
1BLEDTID [celll 2T H K, BlZ21E lcell
=5] ThiIEEZEAEKN [0,1,2,3,4,5L0 1]
EWVD 6 DD THFMEIL /- Z &R RL T W5,
ZDHEWIIRERFETDH 2 GoF, MGoF &
HHES D P omicied 2 itk b, ATRERER
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R4 BEEERE
17— i —
GoF MGoF GoF MGOF
cell=5
HNB1 3.975%»  3.754>  81.672¢ 27.788"

HNB?2 082,736 507.751 948.035  870.951

FM2-NB1 56.737  26.639 114.673  46.406
FM 2-NB2 104.070 12.683 173.815  34.227
cell=10

HNB1 29.058* 17.709%  167.244  36.526%
HNB2 591.804  554.999 964.958  929.262

FM2-NB1 61.311 27.510 120.1658"  52.437
FM 2-NB2 108.535  20.214 190.078  42.639

cell=15
HNB1 54.071* 28.718* 214.303  91.000
HNB 2 596.749  L6Z.028 972.177  937.920

FM2-NB1 71.482  37.631 140.542 74.8120
FM 2-NB2 118.599  30.785 212.526  94.326
cell=20

HNB1 83.806  30.4563*  218.276 144.528
HNB2 600.143  563.133 973.154 938.168
FM2-NB1 T2.801%  40.427 151.767* 77 437
FM2-NB2 126.859  32.049 251.194 142.179

cell=25

HNB 1 116.571  75.550 257.402  166.596
HNB 2 604.268 570.162 975.738  941.775

FM2-NB 1 103.064*  71.263*  165.962¢  93.826"

FM2 NB2 153.067  80.868 301.380 162.56!
) 1 "1, GoF, MGoF ToOBMIEET,

2) Pt 109% AT, <3 5% AT IO E TR
fsiMa s hent ) RELMESEN SNV D
L&Y,

HAD  EEER.

2 [eell] OEMEPHELZICHER L TWE, RiTi
fecell=25], 2 b ZZHHMN [0,1,2, -, 24,
2500 TEHELZ-DDOETEREL T 5,
Ll Teelll 2P L THHTR2fTH-> T,
Z DAL Tcell=25] &IZIZEDL STV DT,
AT IETHILFICLEDD, ThEnK
BoABEHZ2add4>DHEET LOFT
GoF (MGoF) O#exHED /N TH 5 € 7 1L &R
L, b(c)ix10(5) %BEEKRET [JLDFH &
THGANRL SV W) BRI S
NI EERLTWES,

1T — % T, cel B4 2 B T3,
HNB1 £E7VOBEAERENRIFTH D, £V

ENROERINE & foeZes 271

b iFcell 5D & X 1F, GoF « MGoF & & 2
109 KETIRBREG 2 FEHTE %<, HNB1 £
FNDINT —< 2 AN X, Cell #HR T
DT, GOFRBEE TR R DH, cell=15 %
Tix HNB1 %€ 7V O GoF OHEsHE A /N & <,
Z D% cell=20 LBt FM 2-NB 1 € 7LV D #axd
fEH/INE vy MGOF 12 DW T3, cell 4325 LI
W HFHTFM2-NB 1 »3R/IMiEi % & %, 7272
UERERETCONRT + —v ABRIFTH- 72
HNB2 ®E7 0220 Tid, BEEREDERR
BOHTEL, TOMELMOET V21T D 0IEE
LTw3,

i THEET—F DT, cell 5D A
GoF Of/MtEIZT HNB1 €7V TdHh 553, cell 5
10 AR I FM 2-NB1 £ 7 & & %, MGoF it
cell 2810 F T HNBl1 = 7V R/IMER &£ -
TWwaH, 15URIZFM2-NBIEF V%o
TWw3, GoF * MGoF & 12 10%7K#ElZ B 5 »»
S5%KMET L RERAEFEHTE LWVLET VIR
VW, 147 — % LA HNB2 £ F L OFEEN
MO TENLDER>TWES,

HWEEREDERZ I DL R0, 1E7—
F e RET —F L HIT cell BILBBIA 22 W
TIEHNBLIET VDT 3 —< VAN L <,
cell BHEZ 2V FM2-NBL1E7FNVD/X7 %
—V UADRHRET AERICH B, i, 1FET—
& D—EDE T Vix GoF, MGoF & b 12 IRER
BEFEHTE 20, PETFT—FIZDLTIELET
RGP ER S 1L, BEELVLIBRE,SII,
ETNDONRT =< AEFHELWLHDEWVZ RN,
ESRIBRERETRIFCH->7 HNB2 7V
i3, EELWIBA»SEHEDFLLET L
TV,

HREEME - BEOEREIC L 5T VERP S,
HREEMECHEBL . HNB2 €73, WEE
EWVIBELSIBEZILWVWHDOLEWVZEDLITTY
W, FEERIZ cell DEWHEEBTOBESERE D
PRI CTH -7 FM2-NB1EF iz DoWT
b, BHRELVWIBEALSREZILVwEWVWZDED
FTbhnIkiid, ZOLDBETIVERO
f9RE 13 Deb and Trivedi (2002) Tb@ERE N T
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BY, KFELFE L X 212 hurdle & 7V O HLEHY
%m%ﬁaﬁT®N7¢~7VXﬁ%é’tﬁf
ENTwE, o T—BIZETNVEEINTE 21Z
Eiina b D ciﬁi{@a‘, 1 BP0 & B e R
QOB EIRERIE S o ICE L2 ET#
BOMRLZHWT L L3, TETNVEREZESLTA]
BelEDh B, # ZTEETIE, 4 DDEFLOH
ERRAMEL, WHOTEMRHEAWT, B
WCHEHAINIR DT 5,

& R BB 5
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2 HTEHBR

ROSWB1ET—YD, FLTEE TN ET—¥
DHERERTH L, ThTNEKDEMM SIEIL
FM2-NB1, FM 2-NB 2, HNB 1, HNB 2 OfE%
DIRENTWS, 271 EBMOBERRERSZI
i35 FM EF VBV, £O LI low, high
EWOHIHENH D, IhBEEERRTOY > TV
OFE TR U 7 BN DHEE RS, SHE
#HEEFT (LUF low, high £78F), low * high
ELDHIBINIFIEY U TINICE > TRE LM,

R5 1HET7T - HEFER
FM2-NB1 FM2-NB2 HNB 1 HNB 2
hurdle
high low high low NB NB
E #OT1 3.001%**  3.180*** 9.503***  3.110***  3.012*** 3.330*** 2.543%**
(0.257) (0.136) (0.618) (0.218) (0.372) (0.132) (0.107)
tEy —0.406***  0.200*** —6.246%"%  0.361*** —1.277""* 0.236%** 0.176***
(0.151) (0.073) (0.416) (0.088) (0.158) (0.067) (0.052)
F2%:— 0.054 0.033 ~0.527***  0.021 0.087 —0.026 0.028
(0.155) (0.089) (0.203) (0.093) (0.307) (0.081) (0.068)
F34:— —1.385***  0.074 —6.701***  0.184**  —2.037°°* 0.009 0.010
(0.154) (0.070) (0.399) (0.086) (0.196) (0.064) (0.052)
MM PR (BT H) —0.023* —0.010%** —0.237°%  —0.010%** —0.0258"=* —0.018* —0.010
(0.012) (0.004) (0.027) (0.003) (0.009) (0.010) 0.007)
Efgy s — 0.251 0.082 0.324 0.134 0.188 0.110 0.042
(0.170) (0.071) (0.244) (0.104) (0.143) (0.076) (0.047)
2 ¥z — 0.085 0.032 0.378 0.131 0.146 0.053 0.016
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(0.220) (0.128) (0.357) (0.161) (0.234) (0.106) (0.088)
a 112.297*** 6.939*** 5.606*** 0.594*** 26 . (158%** 5.447***
(17.629) (1.688) (1.151) (0.081) (3.067) (0.491)
axEBhLY S — 3.838 —0.341 —0.977 0.049 5.291 0.218
(23.450) (2.428) (1.5019) (0.119) (1.595) (0.716)
T 0.382¢ 0.505¢
(0.036) (0.025)
AXEMT S — —0.023 0.006
(0.049) (0.036)
Log likelihood —5592.615 3620, 964 —5573.340 5%3.039
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F6 FETFT—IHERBE
FM2-NB1 FM2 NB2 HNB1 HNB 2
hurdle
high low high low NB NB
FEHOTT 3.251%** 2.482%** 8.608*** 2.329*** 2.183*** 2.689x** 1.884***
(0.167) (0.081) (0.422) (.091) (0.191) (0.083) (0.053)
sy s — —0.187 0.190*** —5.7107"" U.4867*"  —0.708*** 0.313*** 0.199=**
(0.114) (0.058) (0.313) (0.054) (0.096) (0.050) (0.034)
F2%3— —0.269** 0.003 0,311 (h.037 —0.374** —0.037 0.025
(0.127) (0.060) (0.274) (0.076) (0.182) (0.066) (0.048)
F34 31— — 1. 370%** 0.035 —6.386*** (0.243***  —1,698*** 0.075 0.066*
(0.116) (0.056) (0.293) (0).063) (0.129) {0,050 (0.035)
A E () —0.015 —0.004* —0.826%**  —0.004* —0.015*** —0.008* —0.002
(0.010) (0.002) (0.236) (0.002) (0.005) (0.005) (0.002)
Fapy s — 0.053 0.078 0.041 (.057 0.070 0.028 0.020
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Ve (). 356 0.517¢
(0.029) (0.018)
TXERS — —0.023 0.006
(0.034) (0.026)
Log likelihood —8719.666 -RYT9.117 —8733.697 —6826.874

) RKOSDE) LBHEOI L,
HiFT)  HHE R

T TIREEEIROY > AT L 22 b
DEFlE LT FiF 5, fillf 2 EOERRE
R % PLT % hurdle €7V Tld, S20OEE
%73 hurdle &5 1x 2235 twH>HERE
1£LThY, EDHRMITEZ LW ERREDN
B b 2 2E%T %, Hurdle 4512 Dw
Tik, HNB1, HNB2®J5 & iz U H T &
5DT, #I12id HNB1 OEBIZ—3E L T L
Twb, —EZ2 L (HhoAHZLT 21 2EK
35 NBESrid, IEOE% L 21X EZE HEN
BRI LAEE]RT 5,

LD 1 ET -7 DEE/ELSFLL L5,
FFTFMETNVIZBWT, BESY I —IL, low-
high ¥ 5 & L IEDfEE L > Tw a3, 109KHE

THLHEETR W, FM2-NB1 % 7 /L ® high T
1597k #E, low T20%KETHE & & 5, Ak
12 FM2-NB2 € 7V TliZ, high T 209%/K# T
G5, low i 20 K¥ETEE L % 4, Hurdle €
FNUTE, Z2T 50 L0 % 4T hurdle 3
SOEMST S —XETHD, 0% KN THETH
Ao NBifsriz >0, IEOME%R & 5> T h
HNB1E® 7NV T20%KETHE, HNB2 €7
VT 09 /KETHE &2 5,
PET—2I2D20TE, BEY I —EIEOES
ESTWEMBFEFM2-NB1E7 VD low T70%
KETHE, high Tl 15%KETEERE L 5,
FM2-NB2 72V THIEToH 55, low id 85%
K¥ETHE, high 13 09 KETHE LS, F



274 x| .

EF—% O hurdle EF VT, BRESI -1
WTRIETH DD, BYKETHEELE LS, NB
AW OWTIE, HNB1, HNB2 X & i1k
DIEH & > T 5,
HNB2 EFNVTH55%KETHERE LR D,

ProtEERExF D 2251F, 15—
g eXEFT—IWHES, BESY I —13109%K

HTHEL DO, BRCERAINSZ LI
L2 KZZOBEMEIBRENZ LD ENnZ 5, &
Sz 1 BERE & 2 B OB BHUE RGN » o FHif
LTh, JERZZOEIMDPIRENTH 5 L5
REBTz, 12720, ¥ETFT—F IR 1IET—¥
DEEKEZ K, BRICHERINLTLS 1 F12
&7 D L REM 2 ZR M0 REM T 5 L 2
%,

BRI B H, BEORENIFRICOWTEET
B, 1208 L TERBCEASNLZEIOY > 7
VOFHTHFML 2HE W, 1FT7 -5 0
FM2-NB1,FM2-NB2 HNB1 HNB2 €7/
DTSR, FhFn 2.476, 2.415, 3.694,
0,970 £ 2 %, AR HEFET —-51E, #FhZth
0.557, 0.466, 0.593, 0.250 & & 3, W& E W
EHWD CE» -7 HNB2 TNV TH7T—5 &
HIRAIRIIENER L 5T WD, /2 17—
S DIRFSHFITLED L DD 2 FLULEDER & -
TEY, BRUCHAS L TIHrO 1EEELD L
N OFELERB L TERS VLN Z0
Eﬁ%%%ﬁ%<&é LR END, ttb

ZTORAZHKIL, REFNLZDDOTHSH
%’Eéhf:bxo

V % b V) ic

AFEE, 1996 FEH 5 2000 FED 3 EBIEHE
DVETNTFT—FEvARY—T—F2HVT, &
ANRE~DOHEHMEZZEED LS ELE ¥
205G L, TELFERIIDNTOEED T
H%, B112, count data EF WV EFAWT, 1
B & 2RO BB ERBR LT 2 FM €7
)V «hurdle € 7V %, [BWEE®E L HESERE
ERAWTHREEL 7208, E56NICRET L1200

& &R

HNB 1 T 609%Kk# CHHE,

Vol. 40 No. 3

Mt iRl o nzmotz, B2z, M
DIRFHERCTH, BARBICHEAINS Z LI
L 24 kZZORME, RENLRHRL»FHE
o, L LEBRICEAS L T2 S 1 ERERS
T3 &, ZORENLZZIMORREIENT 5
ZEDTERE N, B3I, BEAREICHEHE RN
L2 EDRAEIRIIZ, b LIEFEET IO THNIT]
FERMTIR1I~3.7TABEOHEMTH D, FETIE
0.25~0.6 HIEEOMEME 2%,

52 0fimre, BECERsNLL IR, B
SRR T D Z D e L EEIR R B A,
WEER T 57 D OLEREROERY —E A2
EZBHT7 7w ARARELRIICIBHLR S DT
BWnEWwz b, 2 UEARNR 1 EOSHEERE
&, 1EZZLTH S OZBHIREN L o 80
TL5DT, INOWEBERED LD CHERR
BT, ThEEFEETEWCLEDbLST
BRI RITO IO RMAAC L Tb s &
55, BREROBERCXTL TRY 7 4 7 FHE
DHZELTIEE SR, ZZLHEORDDOEREE
DHHZLRMNEERT 2461, Eam0Eic
Hd 2 EHEEEBEICEEL >, BEHEHIC
L2 ACABEOEBEE NSV DL T, %
PHE=HABEI L Vo —NVTH50ENDH L,

AROT 5 3HERRODDOTHD, HEE
R CREKEL EOEREGAE T -5y
FEBEL OSBRI NS, LhLEWS,
SHEEREMSIET 2 bMBEICBWT, BASE
HEAOBEAORhH %2, 1R 2 BREOER~R}
TEARG T DI SHREEL 72 & L IZEREVL &
Bbins,

WoRR 15 £ 3 AiRfas e
PR 16 £ 8 ARAEE

i

$%ﬁ,i%ﬂ$%ﬂ?ﬁ%gﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
% B (R ERE Yo 227 b BT 5%
WMERO—HTh D, &7z HRFEMIRES %E'Jﬁwh
fﬁ”g;k)ﬁf Ejﬂﬁ%m‘b‘ C'«)é Zkﬁjbk_‘wb)f ﬁ‘
REFERMEG D ZH I iO,ﬁA@%ﬁ@VﬁV
= ODAFOBSEHL I ENTREE R 5T,



Winter 04

CZWREEHOERAR LI, FRBERME T,
MM EEHE, T RLHEZ WAL A,
BIEZBEE GRBORY), SHE D LEEE (FlAE),
BAREEE (RHFEEKE), ZLTVr 7Y —0D2
ANEOERFZ T A P RIAE L, 222Hs28
TREB L 72w, 2B, AEBEEHOBANCERT
HY, MFHEEE2REXTI2VOTIEI RV, BRDOZ L
BHS, EECEENL--YORBOEFTZEEZD
AT LD TH 5,

x

D p=10k 5, SEREVIZEOME X0k
0, p=0D L EITEHEMP2RAERD, 20D
SEZE D NB1 & NB2 2o s Tnw5,

2) Pohlmeier and Ulrich (1995), Gerdtham
(1997) @ & 5 12 F IR/ frequent decision %
MELTWS EREL, IhE2EBOERR
ERBENSEZELHD, Lnl, EHiHRE
LTuaAhESHiibh o und T, Pohlmeier
and Ulrich ® Gerdtham ® & 2 2 EZITH V7%
Wy,

3) Deb and Trivedi (1997), Cameron and
Trivedi (1998) &+ &,

4) FM EF NI, SBUERKENC-EOR
K573, 2 oL Lol RME % 15> 2
Lhih L, KEEICE W T, YIHIE 200
52 EI& T, BEOLIE 2R b L 72,

5) AT, VHEEDS - LEERED
LBHBEDT, C=2D%EO LF4, Zh
¥ 2 point FM €7V EMEEN, FM2-NB €7
IR

6) Deb and Trivedi (1997, 2002) Ti&, 7 AV %
@ National Medical Expenditures Survey
(NMES) & Rand Health Insurance Experi-
ment (RHIE) ® 7 — % T, Hurdle & 7 )\ &
FM € 7 EfuwiZirghoa4s L, FM
TN LFF LTV %, Gerdtham and Trivedi
(2001) T, AV —T DT —FEHWT,
[ERICFME 7 V2 XFLTnw3, £/,
Jemernez-Martin et al. (2002) &, EU In#E<T
gatekeeper HIEOFMICEHL T, 20D ET
NOREFIT> TV 5,

7) FM €7 %, Deb and Trivedi (1997, 2002),
Gerdtham and Trivedi (2001) Tix LCM &FEA
TED, BEE1BREOERWERR & EFEAT
Wiy, LA L, —#iZ Poisson, NB €7 /L%
EFRAE AT Z &k, hurdle E 7V & DXt
HEHECT 272012, ARMTRIOEELH
Wb,

8) GoF WP ¥ %3 M %« 33 &, Andrews
(1988) &MY L,

9 ThFnHSGEBE AU LORBFEHEETH
D, ZITHEEEFL F2 F3 L0,

RN IS

ESAERE

EZN

(%]

75

10) AfscHwsnlT—7 DX bEEL LRI,
Hagifl (2002) #EHEE X,

11) #EHEETE, #EE2 1 HoBEAZ, 70%
Al Z - Hin s, ZRLIAOMEARZEA S HE
Mahs, KB, 1 EnsssEthTan
WHEHERHEAD 22 H EREL 72, $ 77,
EEHE XA T0 L ETH DD, —EB 65
WA PO &y oAb BESIN S, £
2T, NERmOEBEAEXRHETE 255
i, ZhEEAL TS,

12) ZBHEELVE TN ESFELND bOIITHERL 72,
AFETRELE L 7R, ID-ZREH - i
RN 2 X0y« AR - TSR - 50O
H TR I—FRRA—-D D ETE LT,

13) HARIANC ABEL 22 AA B4 3 2 8, A
BLEEERIOPREED S <, MAVEBRICARKD
FRBREEZTI ERHZIIS WO THE, %
7z, ABET 2 - haHiEMEEENS 2 LizkD,
Poisson & 7 b )4 > 7 BATEHII A A —T &
ZEBIHINEIEEB LR, LEzdis TREET
i3, ABREHEEBRALL,

14) Poisson, NBE®FLOH#HEFLHEL 7225, 1 F
(*F4E) 7 — & @ Poisson & 7 L T AIC 8
62,201 (68,458), SBIC #3 62,249 (68,512), NB ]
E 7L T AIC A3 11,585 (18,064), SBIC 48
11,644 (18,130), NB2%® ¥ A TIiZ AIC»
11,827 (18,325), SBIC 48 11,887 (18,391) & 7
D, WIhd hurdle €7V, FMETVIZEH D
WREx- T, FRAFEHMETOINLDE
FVITEHE Nz OT, LKL hurdle €70 &
FM ® 7 VDREERSR DA %= F#RT Do

2 Z Xk

Andrews, D. (1988) “Chi-Square Diagnostic Tests
for Econometric Models: Introduction and
Applications,” Journal of Economcirics, vol. 37,
no. 1, pp. 135-156.

Cameron, A.C., P.K. Trivedi (1998) Rcgression
Analysis of Count Data, Cambridge, Cam-
bridge University Press.

: , F. Milne, and J. Piggott
(1988) “A  Microeconomic Model of the
Demand for Health Care and Health Insurance
in Australia,” Review of Economic Studies, vol.
55, no. 1, pp. 85 106.

Deb, P. and P.K. Trivedi (1997) “Demand for
Medical Care by the Elderly : A Finite Mixture
Approach,” Journal of Applied Economctrics,
vol. 12, no. 3, pp. 313-336.

and (2002) “The Structure of
Demand for Health Care: Latent Class versus
Two-part Models,” Jjournal of Health Eco-
nomics, vol. 21, no. 4, pp. 601-625.




276 = - = R R

Gerdtham, U.G. (1997) “Equity in Health Care
Utilization : Further Tests Based on Hurdle

Models and Swedish Micro Data,” Health Eco-

nomics, vol. 6, no. 3, pp. 303-319.

and P.K. Trivedi (2001) “Equity in
Swedish Health Care Reconsidered: New
Results Based on the Finite Mixture Model,”
Health Economics, vol. 10, no. 6, pp. 565-572.

Jemernez-Martin, S., J. M. Labeaga, and M. M.
Matinez-Granado (2002) “Latent Class versus
Two-Part Models in the Demand for Physician
Services across the European Union,” Heallh
Economics, vol. 11, no. 4, pp. 301-321.

Mullahy, J. (1986) “Specification and Testing of
Some Modified Count Data Models,” Journal of
Econometrics, vol. 33, no. 3, pp. 341-365.

Pohlmeier, W. and V. Ulrich (1995) “An
Econometric Model of the Two-Part Decision-
making Process in the Demand for Health
Care,” Journal of Human Resources, vol. 30, no.
2, pp. 339-361.

Santos Silva, J.M.C. and F. A.G. Windmeijer
(2001) “Two-Part Multiple Spell Models for

Vol. 40 No. 3

Health Care Demand,” Journal of
Econometrics, vol. 104, no. 1, pp. 67-89.

Yoshida, A. and S. Takagi (2002) “Effects of the
Reform of the Social Medical Insurance Sys-
tem in Japan,” Japancse Economic Review, vol.
53, no. 4, pp. 444-465.

S (2002) [EEZZOERKEER], [FEH
e fRER7E] vol. 38, no. 1, pp. 14-24,

HIREH - SELAL - IhEE— - EEE (2002)
[EFGRRE & BEOZ2TE—ERERRR & E
GEREREROLV X ML 20—, [FEHH
SREFFE) vol. 38, no. 1, pp. 1-13,

FMHOL « FHEIE— (2000) [EEEFBEHIE DR
ERZITENC G 2 f2 820, (X R ge)
vol. 7, pp. 101-119,

- IIRTRREEF (2003) [ ALRESIE &
BEY —EADRES L UG, HAEMS
T2% DP 1044,

< JIATBE (2004) T1997 FFECEHED
WE LAY —EXORERCILBE O,
[EE#E L #2] vol. 13, no. 4, pp. 95-112,

(FFE5 - 05HE HEAEMNIRASFEHN

8)






