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Abstract

In order to solve the problem of multicollinearity in the binary logistic regression model, we com-
bine the advantages of the first-order approximated Liu estimator and the jackknife procedure,
and propose a new estimator, namely the first-order approximated jackknifed Liu estimator. The
research obtained the sufficient and necessary or sufficient conditions for the new estimator to be
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superior to the first-order approximated maximum likelihood estimator, the first-order approx-
imated Liu estimator and the first-order approximated jackknifed ridge estimatior under the bias,
mean square error matrix or mean square error criterion. Furthermore, Monte Carlo simulation
and empirical analysis are used to explore the first-order approximated jackknifed Liu estimator’s
performance in the sense of bias and mean square error.
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RN e — AR E, F R DM, oo R A B AR N AR S y
H5r &y, A BN H AR A Bernoulli (7; )73 A, o
- exp(x/3)
' l+exp(XB)’
X A& N x p FEARTURIFRE X 38 i AT o= A I m = . ﬁ:(ﬂl,~~~,ﬁp), Jpx LR, 7,=P(y, =1]x)
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i=1--n Q)

L(ﬁ)=i“[yix{ﬂ—In(l+exp(xi’ﬂ))] (2
XEER (BT R F I HET 0 R L(B) MK E:
OL(B) iy L
8 X'(y-z)=0 ®)

HTZERE) A 2L&m, Hik ML £t /2@ Newton-Raphson 755K i 5 FE4L(3) 1M #5- A
Newton-Raphson 777545 H T g — AN EUfE k-

B = B (X VX)X (y -7 ) )

fE LIPS, AT R B moL YR AR R, AT R AT T AR,
V(D — diag (4" )(1- A00) RAGEAE. 4|3 - B0 < SIS, BRI, b 5 BTSN

R, k19 ™ ARG T B A Byye -

fue =(X V%) xV2 ©)

Hot, 2=XBaV 2 (y—2), VAR A EITEEN A (1-4), 7 NEEUR IR
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FEB R ETRA , 24 X VX [ — S AR /N, BB HH(MLE) 7 22 2 ik, 7T fs S 807
S 5P SR, GHHERT T E B R  A T S IR A ), FEE AT TR 2 A Al ok 2t MLE.
4, Schaefer ZE[1]#2 H T & f4 11+ (RE):

B(K)=(XVX +K1 ) XVX By . k>0 ©)
k NI Z%h .
Mansson % [2]# Hi (1) Liu f&iH(LE), Fikz=\nF:
B(d)=(XVX +1)" (XVX +d1) e, 0<d <1 @)

T RUNE IR, FE T Newton-Raphson J77%, LeCessie A1 Van Houwelingen [3]42H T 5
Schaefer 25 A [1]#2E Hi F0& A5 THE T S50 10— B A& A T (FAR), RIE iR

B (k) =(xv© X+k|) XVOx Y (ML), k>0 ®)
H VO BB MU B, T AERE . Y (ML) 2t R(4) TR — B E SR fh 1 (FAE),
ESUSWAE
¥ (ML) =(xV©x ) X170
Ozkale [41#2H T —Mri el Liu f5iH(FAL), Rz F:
AP (d)=(XVOX 1) (XVOX +d1) 49 (ML), 0<d <1 ©
N T MR ZE - Quenouille [S]H1 Tukey [6]32 tH T 7JV0. & M A AR R H — FiRe ik 1) 7
PR E I HE, WA R — RS E ST THE. BRSO EE b  Br A WME 5 58Tt

B THE, PRSI TRICPIME. £ oniB R EIABA Y, gE —MiE Rl TR I Y07, Ozkale
F Arican [713EH T —FriE I UIE A THFAIR) . FIA 1R

ﬂ““)(k):(l K (XV X+t ) )ﬁ(l)(ML), k>0 (10)

2. IRhpfh It

FEARTCH, FAGE & —BrE el Liu fi-R)vns, $=e 7 —Fibo Bl —Brz oI v) Liv Mt
BT ORBA IR TIVNEARE SC—Bria Iyl Liu it
2 XAy A | A DEEA BRI — Bz ol Liu i1 a0Ras 208

B{?(d):(x;\iff’)x,ﬁl) (x VP29 +d B (ML) (11)
Hr, XX, = XVOX —x 00 , X VP20 = xvO20 - x 005 . AT
50 (4= 39 (d)—— L (xy© 1 (29— x50 (
A9 (d)=p"(d) 1_hii(X\/ X+I) pan (z X B ))
L xOx ) k0O (XVOX 1)
_d(l_hii)(l—hi)(xv X+I) W Xi(XV X+I) (12)
(XVOX) %0 (20 - x5 (ML))

Heh, :Vi(o)xi’(X\i(O)X + I)_l % h :\7§°>x;(xv<°)x)'l X, o
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FRAE Hinkley [8]1FAT TR LA4S tH AL DA 1A -
Q =4 (d)+n(1-n,)(4 (d)- A% (d)) (13)
ALl (R0 AR 26 AL T B A -
AY(d)=n"YQ (14)

W R(12), (13), (14), ixioi“’)z;‘)) = x V@30 F ixivi@x; = XV OX FRAEZ 48 ] R o
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s (7)- £(5- )5 e
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W c'Ac<u, MuA—cc’ & IEER.

EH 1. HBlas BY( ” HBlas (d))

G
bias (4 (d)) = (d -2)(XVOx +1) " a® (20)
bias (4 (d)) = (d -1)(XVOX +1) " a° (21)
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H%M4ﬂAﬂf¥@WMHf%EE%,ﬁ%MA@%EE%%E&%MFMAY
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HEH 5, FATA DA H 0 R F AR
it 1 R

M MSE (B (d)) < MSE((d)) -
W 2. B

M MSE (3 (d)) > MSE(AY (d)) -

4. RYEFFETEN
N DB R R AT VLR, BTN R R SRR R B RO [R] ) B A SRR RE , AT ERATTH Monte
Carlo AT VLR DY bk & Al v 72 4l 22 M35 7 iR Z e S AR R 1% . MR S s AR 5
McDonald 1 Galarneau [10]41 Kibria [11)4H [E 9 53%, BIH BL R 5 FE4E i
Xij =<l—p2)1/2 Zij+ Py, i=L-nj=1--p (25)

o, 7, RARMEIESBENLAS &= A B p R4AE AL p° FORPIAAS R RS B2 T A DG P,

R p? SRR BT T A A LR PR O R o ZERELS G op, AT B B S H p=4f p=6, ¥

AH n & 100, 150 F1 200 =FHE0L, p %)% 0.85. 0.9. 0.95 F10.99 PURA[E L. WS% d 3Al]
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RS R B NLECK BT R Be(r,) ook, = 2P 09F)
1+exp(x//3)

Kibria [11JH[AI (77, W He— 2 iRR M, i H 2 Zp:ﬂf =1. ARKBALEL 2000 K. flivh1) MSE 7]
=1
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o MTRHAE L, RME
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MSE (4)= 2006 mz:ltr(MSEM (ﬂ(m))) (26)
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LTI Liu (L ES 7 B ZEMEN T O T BORDUR A T AT —BHERUR (it IR i 1 Fige 2 7L
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Table 1. Estimated MSE values of the MLE, FAE and FAJL when p = 4
1. Hp=48F, &+ MLE. FAE #1 FAJL B9 MSE

FAJL
d MLE FAE
0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9

P 0.85

100 1.3927 1.2171 1.0357 1.0733 1.1125 1.1532 1.1954
n 150 0.8523 0.7907 0.7255 0.7395 0.7538 0.7684 0.7832

200 0.6223 0.5851 0.5551 0.5616 0.5683 0.5751 0.5819
P 0.9

100 2.0610 1.8175 1.3578 1.4478 1.5448 1.6487 1.7595
n 150 1.2784 1.1843 0.9980 1.0366 1.0768 1.1186 1.1620

200 0.9237 0.8726 0.7810 0.8005 0.8205 0.8410 0.8620
P 0.95

100 4.1806 3.6570 1.9873 2.2635 2.5939 2.9735 3.4173
n 150 2.5668 2.3768 1.5618 1.7121 1.8800 2.0655 2.2687

200 1.8695 1.7673 1.2976 1.3890 1.4878 1.5940 1.7077
P 0.99

100 22.4064 19.5469 5.6987 6.5321 8.6477 12.0457 16.7260
n 150 13.6913 12.6788 4.0059 47671 6.1946 8.2885 11.0488

200 9.9752 9.4003 3.2597 3.9126 4.9722 6.4384 8.3113

Table 2. Estimated MSE values of the MLE, FAE and FAJL when p = 6
2. Yp=6Hf, &3 MLE. FAE 1 FAIL B9 MSE
FAJL
d MLE FAE
0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9

P 0.85

100 2.6568 2.2046 1.7519 1.8419 1.9381 2.0403 2.1484
n 150 1.5989 1.4216 1.2474 1.2838 1.3215 1.3606 1.4009

200 1.1273 1.0448 0.9611 0.9790 0.9973 1.0160 1.0351
P 0.9

100 41114 3.3823 2.2859 2.4872 2.7127 2.9624 3.2363
n 150 2.4261 2.1629 1.6946 1.7871 1.8862 1.9919 2.1042

200 1.7291 1.5959 1.3494 1.4000 1.4530 1.5084 1.5661
P 0.95

100 8.5367 7.0108 3.3480 3.8997 4.6013 5.4527 6.4540
n 150 5.0352 45013 2.6422 2.9568 3.3277 3.7549 4.2384

200 3.5709 3.3047 2.1915 2.3932 2.6210 2.8749 3.1549
P 0.99

100 46.5859 38.2250 9.5522 11.3917 15.8210 22.8402 32.4493
n 150 27.3406 24.4286 6.6708 8.2228 11.1429 15.4311 21.0874

200 19.5496 18.0425 5.4978 6.7696 8.9077 11.9120 15.7824
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Table 3. The sum of squares of the bias values of the MLE, FAE and FAJL whenp =4
3. Yp=4Ff, 14t FAL 1 FAIL BORZEEIT S5 H0

0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9

‘ FAL FAJL FAL FAJL FAL FAJL FAL FAJL FAL FAJL
P 0.85

100 0.0315 0.0040 0.0190 0.0024 0.0097 0.0012 0.0035 0.0004 0.0003 0.0000
n 150 0.0110 0.0007 0.0066 0.0004 0.0033 0.0002 0.0012 0.0000 0.0001 0.0000

200 0.0049 0.0002 0.0030 0.0001 0.0015 0.0000 0.0005 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
P 0.9

100 0.0849 0.0810 0.0513 0.0109 0.0262 0.0055 0.0094 0.0020 0.0010 0.0002
n 150 0.0313 0.0040 0.0189 0.0024 0.0096 0.0012 0.0034 0.0004 0.0038 0.0000

200 0.0152 0.0013 0.0092 0.0007 0.0046 0.0004 0.0016 0.0001 0.0001 0.0000
P 0.95

100 0.3589 0.1426 0.2171 0.0863 0.1107 0.0440 0.0398 0.0158 0.0044 0.0017
n 150 0.1593 0.0464 0.0964 0.0281 0.0491 0.0143 0.0177 0.0051 0.0019 0.0005

200 0.0889 0.0199 0.0538 0.0120 0.0274 0.0061 0.0098 0.0022 0.0010 0.0002
P 0.99

100 4.4535 3.4889 2.6941 2.1106 1.3745 1.0768 0.4948 0.3876 0.0549 0.0430
n 150 2.5537 1.8134 1.5448 1.0969 0.7881 0.5596 0.2837 0.2014 0.0315 0.0223

200 1.7017 1.1097 1.0294 0.6713 0.5252 0.3425 0.1890 0.1233 0.0210 0.0137

Table 4. The sum of squares of the bias values of the MLE, FAE and FAJL when p =6
T4 LHp=6K, fHit FAL M FAIL BIRERT A

0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9

‘ FAL FAJL FAL FAJL FAL FAJL FAL FAJL FAL FAJL
P 0.85

100 0.0683 0.0134 0.0413 0.0081 0.0210 0.0041 0.0075 0.0014 0.0008 0.0001
n 150 0.0246 0.0029 0.0148 0.0017 0.0075 0.0008 0.0027 0.0003 0.0003 0.0000

200 0.0118 0.0009 0.0071 0.0005 0.0036 0.0002 0.0013 0.0001 0.0001 0.0000
P 0.9

100 0.1748 0.0541 0.1057 0.0327 0.0539 0.0167 0.0194 0.0060 0.0021 0.0006
n 150 0.0717 0.0152 0.0434 0.0092 0.0221 0.0047 0.0079 0.0016 0.0008 0.0001

200 0.0343 0.0051 0.0208 0.0031 0.0106 0.0015 0.0038 0.0005 0.0004 0.0000
P 0.95

100 0.6484 0.3266 0.3922 0.1976 0.2001 0.1008 0.0720 0.0362 0.0080 0.0040
n 150 0.3162 0.1267 0.1913 0.0766 0.0976 0.0391 0.0351 0.0140 0.0039 0.0015

200 0.1779 0.0582 0.1076 0.0352 0.0549 0.0179 0.0197 0.0064 0.0021 0.0007
P 0.99

100 7.2163 5.8941 4.3654 3.5656 2.2272 1.8191 0.8018 0.6549 0.0890 0.0727
n 150 4.0267 3.0332 2.4359 1.8349 1.2428 0.9361 0.4474 0.3370 0.0497 0.0374

200 2.7304 1.9266 1.6517 1.1655 0.8427 0.5946 0.3033 0.2140 0.0337 0.0237
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AR 3 AL 4 oA, AEARIEILLMHARE . FEAR. RN E RS EEL T, —izm
TV Liu A5+ 0 0 22 B °F 5 A 4N F— B e Al Liu Al 22 107 7 fl . H 242 %0 d B 0.9 i —Rhike
8L Liu Ak oA — B AL 7J DT Liu Al oE 0 0w 22 16777 F/h - d B2 0.14 0.3, 0.5 F1 0.7 Bf —Bic el Liu Al tHA0
— I Liu AR ZE 7 F . U E E LR E [ dy o B p AR, S AT B 22 IS R A A 3
LVERRSE p MR KM R MBEDES TR d n M p [ER, SEAGTHI R ZERF 5 FBE G DS = 1I%E p
PRI K. MEELE R dv p A p (EEF, b THIRR 22 1S 07 FIBE S FEAC & n (38 Ik o

5. SCIESTHT

N T IAEFRATRIEIREE R, XA FRATT 5 8 S SR A AT AT B Al R A R BRATTAT A FH o i >k
H Agresti Alan [12]. ##&¥ & Heinze 1 Schemper [13]f##id i—Fp o1 5 WIS IR L. 24T T 79
ANEH, WAy HHL SR H y IO, gty =1), HARagmmAG 30 4, @madE
FH A9 BRI =A R 2R x AFIEAER (B: x =1, T: x =0), x, AT EIKETRE R
HIGEITE 0 31 49 2 I/]), X, AT B W& FE(RUETE FBITE 0.27 2 3.61 Z[H]).

ERBITF SR 6 FRATHL 10°°, 3 BIHERE X VX IEE 4, =3068.0790 , 4, =7.1753, 4, =0.3069 ,
Ay =1.2896x107 o KL K = \[ Ay [ Ao =156687.8 5 PRI T LIy 450305 S 47 7™ 58 1) 52 S 28 44 i .

TR BATR B FDEAG T — B LI Liu AlTH 0L R AEEATEE T . AR RIS o — B
TEAABR R ABRSRAS TH A0 — B Ak )9 Liu A5 THII¥ 75 3R 2248, — Bl Liu A5 oA —Braz I 9) Liu A5 HH
ZEMSFITEA, ek 5 FIEE 6:

Table 5. Estimated MSE values of the MLE, FAE and FAJL
5% 5. {43t MLE. FAE #A FAJL AY MSE

d 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9
MLE 8002097 8002097 8002097 8002097 8002097
FAE 84.2875 84.2875 84.2875 84.2875 84.2875
FAJL 7.4009 13.1352 25.3562 44.0637 69.2580

Table 6. The sum of squares of the bias values of the FAL and FAJL when p =6
= 6. fliit FAL 0 FAIL BYRZEEIE SN

d 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9
FAL 5.4893 3.3207 1.6942 0.6099 0.0677
FAJL 4.6307 2.8013 1.4292 0.5145 0.0571

it 7 5 FMITTE th, W THRA d 7, BT —BHERIY) Liu (0037 52 0 T ok,
SRAVE RIS AR BLAR A T 37 R, EL2 d = 00 I —BHERLITY) Liu 038577 i % 48
MSE (5 (d)) = 7.4000 k7. 14 6 FATHT LA FI— BT RUIIL] Liu fi iz I A T—Hia i
Liu {09 TR, FL%d = 0.9 WF—BHELUIY Liu fii (% 69T 7 it |Bias( 4% (d))|
=0.0571, [T XIFRATFTF I L BEH 2 JEAT T Bl

6. &
ASCrR, P I R R cp 5T SRR L, JRAVIZE — L Liu AR EAE I8
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M BARBE ANl BI B BlI ) Liu fhih. WFFC T —BrIUIP) Liu Aok g 22 BLRAE R J5
RZEFEFE AT RN R (00 Rk IERIIFAS TR A T IR R 22T LRI T BBl Liu AL
LA T — B LT U T e 0 2, AR T BE I Lio ATHEST IRERRE . ¥T7 iR
ZEHEN R AR TP AR R BRAG TE —B e Bh Liu Al H AP ) DI il v (4 78 B sl 78 40 4 1F
BeAh, FAMEHI SR R B, 53] 7 — W UIY) Lio fvH2EE 75 vR 22 #E N R A0 T BOALIRAt TH A —
BRI ARG T, Al T I T IR ZE B REE B IR VERESE p BRI R, Al I8 07 R 22 (R
EIMARREIEHE p MHERITIER, B hTHR T R EREE FEA R n BRI/ AR5 A SEIE D B
W T —E AT Liu Al E AR SRR R A SEBLIREE, AER]—EE Y] Liu Al BERS A ROt gtk B
SR A
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