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KKV)+ Designing Social Inquiry2hs AAME F3] AZA A4

He AR HEE Ao o A vf v
o7 AATHE HIES ALl duke] ARA A giiE
20471 FHE o]Fe] FAEY] FRE AT NE=Fe] FAE
(frequentist statistics)o]2h= AR FE& Q7 o) HIESF
=R

o] BAse: e AgE RHH(population) S EZHE FEE E
(sample) 0.2 F8tal FEoA #EE A5 EAH-RET

T b
(sample statistics) 2} Ed=—-S B3] ZHd A= &4

ZHgk(true parameters)S F48h= AL Hx = sl WL B
Ae FEAA FFE 2z EAo] dup 3wkl gty 7t
= AE HYl gl A9 EE Aol J7HEAANul
Hypothesis Test)o]gh= 1AE FAES ARSI 1hds] Qoks)
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TAGAANA AREShRE I7RIAIAIE AR (time—series  cross—
sectional data)ollX =7}e] 47} Fetoz Jrlels EHES At
at7]= offrh wbA Aoyt AEZAlel o] wind ZESFE
o] 7kt 53] oAl A5 ALshH UG Ee W

wFe) AUrigd e B BREFO] WS AFIAR BUE
=

2 e A7 A4F BUAE ol NEFe] 79
SN pakp-value) HEHI olshsta g AmEAIIE
o] WA ks A3 pgtke JlFom JHHel BYgS Bese

2
ol fldstrs el A7k 2 tiAS]l ellolvk(Gigerenzer
2004. Ioannidis 2005).
A, o] SAE AT A Hste] 4l 7 A%
of ik SEE4 wHle] ot o & S0l “HaolA AN
A WRRAEe s B TFs A o AEzk et

U T e R AdANM dAle okde] sEld TR drkdd
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e Aol ATAEE ABARE £l o o %8
24 e Rad g 2o MR SAGAE BREsks
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e BREAOR RS o] DA NEFe AL ¥
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HlolAqE e kel el A ﬁﬁw%}. 20A17] Zdl &
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chain Monte Carlo Methods, ©]8F MCMC)o] A-AxHA o]

o BAI= ‘golgta AL 4 I FLI =k dd) IF
oF o]&4 7lsAel HEYY Wolx et SAH-S MCMC WS
B8 T BAEQ oo S tiobAdl AN

2) W ko] HAEL 204]7] BAS Y] WA M Fad FRE
3} ¥ M (R.A. Fisher), U%(Jerzy Neyman), ~12]1 #<=(Karl Pearson)
olzgta & ¢ gl

3) MCMC "ol tigh 718 #919E #< =2+ Robert and Casella(2004)
=
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1990 e o] F- dte] FAsAES Hlo| At FAE Sl A3l
Aot 49 7ol WS Fasel:
o A el d AAE wolAek BAe Fele] o]y AT
(Clinton, Jackman and Riverse 2000, Martin and Quinn 2002,
Park 2011b), tF-23& A7(Gelman and Hill 2007), F&7F %]
< o] &3 A=EAH(GIHll and Freeman 2013), HHHEF A|AE A5
4 (Brandt and Freeman 2009), A% &4 (Park 2009, Park
2011a, Park 2012) 52| gellr] 7]E RE=Fo] A7HEE Hol

A 8E ATE e Vel AA & Slvhe ol el @
A Aoz Qs Tt Ay Es Aeshl ek ofHd
= S aEsle, Bew I A9 SAeR sl Hit
o Aol dis) ve] Sk delE e
2. Wlo] A gt SAR FAF
2.1 o]k EA 9] 384 AFBe| HELE,
AP SHEESE, 1R AR
Hol Ak SAIE FEolehs 84 QolE o8] AEA

HBeAS AAAHeRE 7]&"(a system  for  describing
epistemological uncertainty using the mathematical language of

probability) 3= 384 HWoz Fo8 4 Uk 4RE B
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oA W= E(hkehhood)&} s

4) http://www.scholarpedia.org/article/Bayesian_statistics

5) o]g3t 73] Aol AR EE] EAEY Bl ik oald =R 1
7198 T ek MEFe gute SEe ARH o EAshe A
T wbd o)Xk St ARA gEolgt EAEA] ghon FES
FHAQ Folgta B, s &84 Ud EAEA U AHE
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ot} o] ket o)yt BASe] dALE vl v T84S
A | ol E olalshr] flaixE SAIS] AE ALY &8
7HA elof7]E AlFslof gt

184171 o] HWHE Alss 7MY wo]=Ful(Reverend
Thomas Bayes)+= G4 HA5S A5 LAl sl =384
AEs ANgTh T wlol=e] AEjeta deAA & o] A=
7 Gl e ARENH REE ARE fdo|Es] g 7}

< AAAR @EW]E}. Hlo|z= Sg7F R2s AHE, 27t
718 €L e AEE ol&sle] 7 F des 2UFEEY
59& o] &3 %OPHE} Hlo]=9] Aol v #Zo] & 5 Utk
Pr(4,)Pr(D|A, Pr(A4,)Pr(D|A,
Pr(A)D)— r(4)Pr(Dl4;)  Pr(4;)Pr(DI4;)
Pr(D)
ZPr JPr(DIA;)
i=1
<F2 1> Hjo]=e] A

FAIE T4 60] U SES F5ks ALY EAE o=

FA9IE @ W WA Go] U

= go] e o]

£

W, Pr(4,D)< Agel 7]uks}

St5S QU0 Ed ALEEER | Pr(4,
il

N

Ao Pr(D)E A=2] 3HAIEHEE¥(the marginal density of
data) 2 TAE gF W T4 60] LU} gl st BE o4
7FeAE 1EE o, dA A2 R AETF 359 b S
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Yepdth zk5e] SHAISHERE(Pr(D))E BA#(A4,)d EsHA
e el R o]t S AatsA] A|RE wo] x|t K
Fulao A= wfg- g 95 gk
7P 2 oA Holxl =49 olE 5ol Wo|=9 A&
olafal HAt 2008 gk AR AIAA; Wy WAy v
Hste] 2l FAIRALeE G AE MY 1EEIAE
ZHE 217,13189 Amet HEAFE 7|H9E] AMHE
139,763 9] 7155 FAAREE A¥, A RAATES vk
A wsAke] HEH el e @A Ae WE IS (Y
HRITeH Mgk oIl om oAde] g RIAMAIE AT EA
FSAPHE 1.48(95% A1#9%E 0.54 - 3.22), #73F oS
HE 1.31(95% A1Z57F 057 — 2.59) 02 Aukel- o] s
b Eskout BAHOR FofshA et ek AEAUT (F=
QebdFEt 2008, 34%).6)
o]

(A (A, =)

N

1A 3738 (Standardized Mortality Ratio) g ZH2kALg
TE VIR Yol 1008 w5 gtes dEabart Q9
I Z1giAbgrel] vlE] dupu o] HARIVFE ®ASE Aot &

]

F3pAbdHE A ES Tl WE v (ratio) = £3

i
N
o

6) % Mgtisti nzijskelel WEYE (M) AsrEHe 2009)7} 214
oigtal BagEde] 7Alol 5(Kim et al. 2012)2 9sxAE F3 wk
EA A ZZA o] My # Yool ube]| §-onsl F3ES mzTiy
AEs e HEa e doghe] ARiAsE Wl s =
Hel T23 7]oE o

490 rmsloi; 2014 25



A9-E v=1= ¥4,

o 125

1 FAAE 7w

A
3t

S AAETE INEA B AR

16 (A 87, o

&

=k
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b 87) o tH(AFAFA H AT 2008, 28%;). whelA

)= _ 16 _
landX = 1) = J7o20= 0.0001144795
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o, 71 9

o

If)

H
ok

Q919 MR A

&

S E9

TA(20023 715) oy QAR BT

ox

+

B

ol

0.00293483

139763
47622179
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Pr(X=
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i) Ul RS Tk Aol At o) o 5
AZ T8 5 g wAZ BAYe] EF FESH 10592

ol-gste] WEAAEETAY] mEAE W YA duicle] wEy

Pr(Y=1landX=0)=0.00002899575
Pr(X=0)=1—Pr(X=1)=10.9970652

Hlo| 24 & o] &3ste] WA Alxdgo] wE:HA &> dut
Slo] Wigwo)] Ad 55 Aiks|] B,
Pr(Y=1X=0) = Pr(Y=1andX=0) _ 0.00002899575 — 0.0000200811

Pr(X=0) 0.9970652

Pr(Y=1/X=1)  0.0390072
Pr(Y=1/X=0) 0.0000290811 1341.325

27 dele) Al B 19S B o) o] wEAv

5o njMeA EAAF Bl oF 134184 o] =t}

A wTAES] 5 X2t ol & Alejg duk=
9IS Xlolgha 3k 1g|ar s Jae] wdy Fx4E 247t x2, x19]
P =2k a28H (x1 + x2)/(X1 + X2) = 0.0000290]" 1.05%x1/X1
= x2/X20|t}, o] F WAAls E7] 8] X1 = 47622179 - 13967301
X2=139673¢|8}3 FoW x1= 1376.788 18]al x2=4.25516< <&
= 9t} kA x1/X1 = 0.000028995750]t},

8) HlejAek S Tal et A EE(ESEAY FHE LAt g
A 7 SEEe] §EEEE /MM 7 5 Jout o] ded
g 2 Aol M = AEFeIgith BARNE EAE A8 2 AAANS
S, G o] WEHY A AREYVF WA =FAkel o
Aol ZHzE A2 g2 T8 3 (Poisson distribution)E wWEthal 7
Asta Hgo] AAHEEE 7mE¥ (Gamma distribution) ® oW F F
o] el Apolrt Zi= BEE AMFREE ulEste] f€A AN 4 9l

t}.
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Hjo] x|k FE-A ol A F=A (estimation) o] Tt AFAE X9} X}El‘?—i

RE mee AFREE Pohe Aolth zaw St ool

olelgh At ofelw& MEE FUNY Fds S8 T3
E997F nhAE AT 22F HHABA] B ol A wiater IR A E 3
AP WEZZIAE et A9 HEAFE(Metropolis et al.
1953)2 ArH AlEd oS F3l tiadAEe] & ok W

Nl HEZ 2~ %‘9] WS FARAECA dEet
Eukr] BslthrE 19708 so] ~® ~(Hastings 1970)°l 23] A
A=) A} 1980 Lol OlféL Hlo]x}t FAg A Ee] HER
220} gflo| ~g 0] AlEH ol W FAA A&7FsAdS o

SAREoFlA ERIstal 1 WS wESX A9l ZEHIFEE
IH (Markov chain Monte Carlo methods, ©]8} MCMC)o|2}
FAT.

MCMCO| 95 7FE 47 olsfshz W 244 mf2a
ARl (discrete Markov chain)< &allAlolt) wp=233x ARl A%
gk Aol disliARt o]EAS 2k AAIE FERToIth dE o
o] o]gfo] thyt e wlEmE A ulg} o]Fojzita
7Hgsl BA,

i

el = 4N dlo
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o

&

i)
it
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apy Qy9 Qy3 0.20.10.
A = ay; g3 Q3 :(030 20;}
31 Gg9 Q3 10.10.8

0 = B Al 1 WP} e Al e olde o
ES YeRth A9 AlAlE 1, WFFY old7|= 2, 18al 3
W] Fast s vebdtal sk A& 50 a, v A
A1) Al A TP e ool WFe) oz o5
FaAdolw AolA= 0.22 7}7<4301 otk A WA do| 73

rlo

7 I‘)_L_
FEs e e O 9] st FHR ojdHW wF
Feloh A5 o] e el

doldid A= B AZIRE Aupd S8l Adaglo]l = <dd

r
Ay

FEE olfshe 5SS AYa th v 2R s Y=
g =7pF AT, o]y, sk WFFed 5] F9
9] Helgde Tl & Atk otk o]F Auny] fla A=

| FHell ojE FEFEZ Heh=A Alts] 2AL.

e

Ay

A

2 X7|8¥7) 207

9) W] olgfo] A 1} w= A A2 (first order Markov chain)& W
ta 7RgsteE AL 3k Ut AAold AF= A 1 I7 oW g
Aol zipell MHoz HeHr A U o]xu AAo)3 zHAo] o
YA AFE FsA s A& o), keF TIFF9] o] o]
A 12} ntEIZ A olo] JHAEE ﬁiq g o 7oL 717 Aoz
uzRgde] mEasr AQlS ARSSAY HAME AEAE 7}233}5 AAE
23 30 XA AGALEE (event history model) & AMgstE Ao ulEa g

Aol
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0.140.110.75
A?=A*A = (0.17 0.12 0.71}
0.130.110.76

0.1360.1110.753
A3= A% A=10.1410.1120.747
1350.1110.754

0.1358025 0.1111111 0.7530864}

A=A 4 = (0.1358025 0.11111110.7530864
0.1358025 0.1111111 0.7530864

A¥AE A9 FHFOo R, o]F 3 27| o]F o WIS H
FE= AdolgHde -k 4= vk e WA ow 207] o]F o W
3l HoFE Holgd e A4Yog 38 & ) of7]o] Ao
g 27| RS wE BY ugy gk

_(lll)
=333
(1 1 8
pz—(m 10 10)
(8 11
p3_(ﬁ1_01_0)
p4:(100)

%, AolF Z/IRTAE BTSN 207] o|Fe] BHY FER
2 257 AN UL AT 5 Uk 2R A

o
i

o] 1
st WFEFE 7 7Y gEe
& ok (.14, 183l o]3)7]d

2= A91e] A2l Dok WA )R
o ol APAL I FEREZ ST UGS FAT 5
i,

MCMCE whesis A1) oleldt B4E ol§3to] AFRE
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ZPgele, sl AQle R A FeF S AL

= 2 g
o] NEeolde WEm &xpHorn 228 Uux AlEwold 7t
. #

& moW AFRIEVE 47 FE @ A9 AARMI Bk
NE Bl el Z71golt ABHH Al Wgsn

=Y
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)
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oy
e
_O‘L
rlr
R
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9,
-
N
X
e
_I G
1>
o)
an)
=3
i)
5
=
'®)
rlr

sampling) ©|t} (Geman
A o N 2AF A HEE(conditional  normal
distribution) 258 ZA3AEE
s WY fAbsieh AlsA 2|8k (signal processing studies) el 4]
LAt AR AY ANk E " (Kalman filering) SA] 2~ &
W AR s ol & 4 vk ot A FEHES A
TEE o]99 Ex= i & ke Axle] Jlom, By dyt
H g —glo] A8~ 7 (Metropolis—
Hastings methods)< %43k Ak (proposal distribution) & 2+
= U Adv BE GEE A8 F vk w2 4ol
ATHChib 2001, Gelfand and Smith 1990, Gelman et al. 2004

x).

=2 ===

(joint normal distribution)S F=

0_L4
qm

3. Wlo] gk ALs)Fhet wpy 2

AF7HA] FAS A T EE AL s o] 2 wlolx|ek SA
}_

i At} & oM Bo 7Aooz wolx|eh gl

[e}
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shtel Aplae wEEeRA 7 ofnE Al 74X ZHolN A
2 Role,

3.1 AP0} v wE] 2] Az

AAAE A digk shhe] diehA] Abs]Eeh WHECEA W)
oAk W Eo] JHX|= Y F8E 9o At sl A] it
o2 RY I JMdol APA Amet P= %741% gtEolE
(probability theory)< o]-§3to] AA| 4 o=

7=
APARESL AT REZIE AAFRIE F53)
1

£ Q9B AIRES] Agolehs 4 URe] 4FHA FAS W
otk SHa1H QAsIelehe AT ALY A2t )AL )

Asla Az Y= AR Y oE&Fof = ILW(R. A. Fisher)
o] F4(Aldrich 2008)2 B2 dAae] sdE =itk ol
i3k wlo|XRFE] W2 Al F ZRA|oltt shs ASA Wol®
A, AR7F ALY gl APAE¥E(noninformative prior)E AR5}
APIEES] GRS BAOA AV wiAlE ¢ lom, AbdEane]
FAsHUA Ael AAA B Ase] el Fub
Ao AL 77t opyetd AEH EAREAY 94 g=A &4
= Aotk ey olegk g2 ARdRERY] Gl I

S FEoRA GAl MAEA dethe de AAIEE Aojn 10

rlo

e Awrt

o2 ARG ofefdzel g 7HAo] A AR mA|=
3+ Ak (Gelman 2006)2] A5 wal

HIO|X|QF Ats|Ttet weizolzt a1zt 497



(Berger 2006).
Ho]X|otE8 AVARES] Ago] tldh ®Hu} A=A sjMow
ulele] Az (de Finetti's theorem)7} ZEA At tA oA 7}

kol 2 7hx3th( o Gelman et al. 2004, 121—125). t] JUE]
Y AR EY] ARgo] FEo)ES o83 AREAe] IS4

R

lo

2 @4uhe S BolFEdth(de Finetti 1931). t] Jv|E]e] Ao
w2, 927t #53 AmEe] A= wd7Fs$H(exchangeable) o
SZAEolgta JpgetiE Il BE #ASAsE J-e APdEEe)
ZAF Asfre Fo xFd" § 3lon o= Z ARREE
FFAA Bkl ASAERE wibed ARE 5] v of
Hoie AS onjgth weba] AuEAda FEEAQ A4S 9
e AAHoR HePstazt b AFAELS ARale] AR
7 A 2= gRe) o] BE HE-S APIEREY] FEHE 24

11) w37}s7d (exchangeability) & A 23], #5150 247 i8¢ 3lo
ofyz}l shte] FEH AEAF A (data generatmg process)= &3l
AEHATE Jvlgich whebd she] Ex ' F38E 5 dvks Zolrh A
Z4 BAIElA Esl= ii.d.(independently, and identically distributed) <}
AR Jidelth vt iide wibsAdS ekt 1 o2 JdHet

A e

12) APdREe] 92 ged] AR deasdts 754 75 53
H2 gl o2 So] HA(Firth 1993) & APHEZ 8 8 7}
A= ATAINE Exe v Qv ZARFS qEAd HEF] F
Aol H9-=F4 (maximum likelihood estimation)®'H o2 F43}
W AR AR WS AL slow o AES A7E] A=
ol WPt 98 2R 1A A olEA WS
AAG 3] HEY ]‘ Azz] APEE(Jeffrey’s pr1or)E }%

@ oAt 2ARET SAdrka B, 5 volxeke] AR
HojG R4 BEgs 09 VIES S5 (shrinkage) 3] orng
e zg F4elA e & A AFS AZGE A8L o 3

= Aot}

\I
—|—’

498 rmsloi; 20144 =5



482 7FsA Db, SEolRe] AvE o] = olFe ol
A7z ool ek Y WS Fhasih we AN ATAEe
AqEHom} FHRHOR AYEAL AN AU 17
| 7k QY @ el Sge) AR uhel A, Fe
29 AA 2 AR S o Q8 ABlHeRe AR
o B34 9oe weslol Ftke ol tlEliE el A}

sapsigol GOl Holth viw oled AEBIAEY FolE

O

nedth, B A AAHeR FEsHE F8H Qofdl
50|22 ARPNeIA ApsA ALgaARe HolXel W Ee]
e HEYo] )

3.2. 9A 23

o
-
0:?‘:,"
i)
-
%0,
o,
rir
)

lo
=
o
B
2
off
)
1o
ofy
ko
ok
o
)
o
L)
kl
ila#

F otk AARBE ol§F R ] Al AR LA

g
av) AlEe Bofe] B BEAnE THT

7HAAL Stk ol2Rt TR Aol B e ARl

st 79 Ao 94 (Simpson’s paradox)

13) ©]ske] =& Park and Jensen(2007)0lA4 =313}

HlO|X|QF Ats|Ttet wezolzt a1zt 499



7 e Al 7HA|

b o]

I3

“

gk 714

AL AAERE dA7-E 8

1
[al=8nf=ln=t
N N Nd
e e
JATLGE
Salboalion
jue il

s

)

of Ago] AHom FrMFe o

o]FOIA L YMAE BE AJEEES o

-
R

3t

wolzehal 71

-
R

w
)
—_

i

el
AL

b 7hgo)

gl

o] 3l

A7 A

-

R

Eolg}

I

&

FhAgrort Al ZE s
A}

=

7HA| =

}

R

SRR

o)

°
AZF A7) W9A, =7 AR g

KR
L
R

=

Bl

ol
AL

iy
N

Ls

b3 ;_2014

3

5]

IE
=}

500 ¢



AlRe] Bae

|

A Aol

o

S
=

F}(contextual effects)—

&9 Wk
7} e

by

)

A7} olek
SERLE]

-
e

K
;OE
1@;0

jan

10

1

57, A

(fixed effects model)&

2y

i

2 & (random effects model) &% =7} A|7H

o9~ o ek Zefut wo]A|qk AR

i

o= R ERVR=S
o) AFRES A

B
g

o
o
ﬂNO
)
i

B
g

I
iy
o

R

il
B
g

o A

-
e

SaL o] i

. o

5]

o] 7¥ss

]
ol

K

S|
&

o
= oz 7t dux YA ARSE

=
R

o] Abdell FAERA7] )

o AR

=z
-

=, p(Oly)st

ST
2t

ST
2

O~
T

H O x| 2t At



)

-

s

d
],

T
S

)d=r 7} d A
A%

15
g2)

A
&

=

=

7})

=g

2
=

H ) p(=7H) p(A1ZH)p(

S
2

p(YI0, =7} A17E,
K

/
p(F7H) = Nlag+ Y= 7HEF 0

Z ¥ <9=(augmented variable)

p(6lY)ecp(YIO)p(O)

p(YO)
%

A7 =3 4 At (Albert and Chib 1993).

kel A

BE

-
e

ols} o] 917

e Fvk AR B % )

-
e

2y

EIETA R PO

o

e

o~} AMak(Western and Jackman 1994)

Ho]t.

i=]
=

Shol| &=

(inapplicable)”

=
¢}

el =7}

-
1=

3}

&

k=3

=
=

FO12,_201414

k=l

5]

IE
=}

502 r



Teka FHEAoR  FHeetA AREEI qitkal H|eksith
(Western and Jackman 1994, 415%). o]Z22AL} AES B3] A
A E ARE AGsh -] ARlAet Alae YA 1SS
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Aot Teuh AR pike G7HEE FolRtal ZHE ARl A
59 #57FsAE Anlshs p(RE|FG7HE )l ¥ 7T T
= Eretal pEke ARE Tbem 3 e Add, F
p#k=p(F7HA AR ) o= siNshs A7k vig- Wk o ol &
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2 5 otk Z, pak=2(1-S(EEEAH)).
J (

15) olo] gk AAgE == Carlin and Louis(2000, 6—10)¢} Gill(1999)
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ol A (contextuality)S A=40 2 aHsh= A
S &8 AAGARIFY] T8 ot (Park 2012,
Western and Kleykamp 2004).
T EARD C7E HE wlolxQt WhHe Fad AFFAE
2453l e USEE (multilevel model)ell EH?'Q Aol tH(Gelman
HE

and Hill 2007). TSR AEAQ ATARY oA HA =
Ak 4 e ek g H(contextual effect) S ¥Hdsta FAHET 4

A 'EIAQ] FAER FE 9l

AREA Aol A gt a st tigh aref= wjolX|qk AIAE R
WS Bl R vk diEAoR B9 gro] AR oR W
3fsl= 548 2 (dynamic linear model), 22 ko] 54 A
e AT Wseittal 7Hshs 73 23 (changepoint model)
(Chib 1998, Park 2009), ths A AIQHs2] &4 Msks F43)
= Holx|t WY 27|34 2 F (vector autoregression model)
(Sims and Zha 1998, Brandt and Freeman 2009), 2]l F+ 7§
oo & wFlo] WHREHA sl o]4te] Eagho] EEshe A
S AFelE nEa X AR Y (Markov switching model) 5°] 9l
CH(Kim and Nelson 1999). | tolli= wjo]x|¢t W& o] &a}e] o)
Saas ARREY} 33 AkdollA EAlel ERlstaiat e Alert 7l

3% a1 9ItH(Park 2012).
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(NOMINATE, Nominal Three—Step Estimation)® o]ttt =w]
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Hlo]x]ot o]y =AW (Bayesian ideal point estimation
methods)& o8 gk WIw=F0] A gk diehd HIHoR
stk 7P WA 29E, Anh 283 g 2(Clinton,
Jackman, and Rivers 2004)% w5E At Aelgto A A5 A&
© 287 TSR (two parameter item response model)S

A9 Aue A9 E%ﬂ"m- el Alet

A ol dAg Wt ofye}t 22k o] ojdF el dist 4
% 7Fsdh o714 o yolrt wo]z|Qt whiel 7Hksle] o]y Ho]
Ao Wiglels JHE F43e 4 ojdd RIS FAS
= Zlo] 7}t Martin and Quinn 2000, Park 2011).

(28 1] 19379%E 200697049 w=oEe sAx=E

Gl ol R k) P el g oLl
A Roleh. 24 olsjel A71E Ak 6ol BAE Asla, of
A7) E<k 43e] gl BAE asesAlel Al dia) 9 3

ouf $Ab AQld oF 113709] AtelE Aeldch vhelst #(Martin
and Quinn 2002) Ho]#|¢t odF) ARG -Z=H] JAE5 7
ol Aot 258 ke R —o FANYRGS Tivste] tiHdd
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Black Douglas Stewart Warshall
EE - -
" Ei\/\/ ] ] - ]
B e T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 10 w0 2 o4 2001 o4 o4
mmmmmmmmmmmmmmm es Dynanic IRT Estimates Dynanic IRT Estimates Dynanic IRT Estimates
Black Dougl Stowar Warshall
—
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o o — . = - -
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i i i i
T T T T T B e e B e e B e e

Black Douglas. Stewart Marshall

T T T T T 171 e e e e ML R

* Z4 Park(2011b)

(28 119 A A &2 499] dafel oigh wpda} FAe] 74
ARE BolFa vk 55 JEAQ] ojdS Y 4e B
F2el oS yehditlh. A%olE #AM(Justice Potter Stewart,
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o5 & 7 Utk wReF ol dAH e ARM WE} gl RES AR
3 Al HW o]l A7HA WSS Alokoll A 2bdE] FA|
wo AxE Ao =3 4 qlrk

[ 11¢] 5 Aok Al WA &2 9F3](Park 2011b)9] ©]
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[OZ 2] Ho|x[et HE2EE Set 21X 20124 0|= thEE MA
HEOtERet )2t Zakz|A #)

20 30 40 50 B0 70 80

Alabama ——
Alaska _——
Arizona -
Arkansas ——
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Colorado he
Connecticut =
Delaware —_——
Florida -
Geargia -
Hawaii —— -
Idaho —r
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Indiana —
lowa <
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Maine e
Maryland o8
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Michigan Ree
Minnesota -
Mississippi —_——
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Mebraska - -
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Mew Mexico —e
Mew York -
Marth Carolina -
MNorth Dakota -
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Oklahoma |
Oregon ——il
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Rhode Island ——
South Carolina —_—
South Dakota - —0—
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Wyoming —_————
r T T T T T 1
20 20 40 50 G0 70 t=1]

* Z 3] Votamatic(http://votamatic.org/forecast—detail/)
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What is Bayesian Methodology?

Jong-Hee Park(Seoul National University)

Bayesian methods are a group of empirical methods that allow
researchers to systematically describe various types of uncertainty
involved in the process of data analysis using the mathematical
language of probability. This paper introduces Bayesian statistics
and discusses its implications as an empirical methodology for
social scientists. I argue that the Bayesian methodology in social
sciences 1s an effective empirical framework for the analysis of
nonstochastic, multilevel, or historical data. Also, the Bayesian
methodology can provide a more plausible framework for
theory/hypothesis testing than the conventional null hypothesis test
in a frequentist tradition. To illustrate the utility of the Bayesian
methodology in political science, I discuss several important
achievements in the application of the Bayesian methodology to

questions in political science.

Keywords: Bayesian statistics, prior distribution, posterior
distribution, hypothesis test, Markov chain Monte Carlo
methods
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