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ARAE(Event-Count) R ARIEA Xlzolf chist ZEst 8AIN 2N 7IssiH sl
EMo| BAE BA7 oD & = Uct o] YR ZHNR! Aol XiEot Xz
oF 5o} UM F=71 MYSHEMR = FB Y| TR 310] Tot Al gl o
AHdiscrete) 2ol &P A3 BAP|Holod, 11 tiRAQ) 728 ZOokS(Poisson) &
gl Bo[8(Negative Binomial: NB) B4A2H0| Qct. ofeidt 2AD el ME olRE
EXSE oI CifE S5y Al PAS-E CERIT, 1 glol 85} ol malA O
HioleP | BwEE o] UX| i1, HRo| 2 ARIZI SRAE 7 (Poisson) 3L &2
1 H2ME 124(NB) s} Boll = Ziolct. oo} 20| Werel X2 (data) 2l A2 XA
TE8 AR 2ol Mefnt o|7ie] AW AlnpsiciTole) XS HER Falt ol HE
& Sl mest wHolct,

1. M8 ARAI Y2 290

AEA AR FAEgATFdE dFE FFHY FA WY EC] AHEE &
o, 1 FAMEZ B|HEA (regression analysis) & Aol 71 &
Aolfth ey “olH @ AL ] AHeA PAA 1 A=rH 2
T AE A A 'ete Al FEtabEe] 18] BA gEAE BE
o} AME @) i AEA dFolA HAEA ] JHE e AR EHe
AT BAEH =19 488 d AL JHFHARE A7 A
B3 7oA olRe] &5 Ik U oF qich HAARY, &
3] MY AN (linear regression analysis) S AHESl7] Y&l o
g7 AAzA HAE 7P Ecl ER3la, olgc] A I
o ¥AMF Ayt Aol = E783, BE AT7ASC] 8
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HREHET H6H M1 S (2000)

o2 5]?15"519‘ Pt 1 AHE YRR Un ZEL Yl
oY LFHE F HRAL AY e THAFI} IS (conﬁnuouS)
W7t obd °ﬂE E78ta ©@A 73t (interval) Apele o] RRI0R &
wHog "*&‘5]?15'—’-‘15’* oM Hite BAA 27V ]‘3}‘

714 Fele] EL HYHAEMY AHES HF o8 WAz

£ FY 3l F5AFTE AgFoloor ek Aol TR Y
5ol A oul g FAH o] wigA o1 she Aotk kst
W, FEEFTL ol AL Ao AYHARML EYPHETEY &
#e] A71E A4 FE Mg F gl7] wFold }“i’i”f—ﬂ o]
ARAE, & BASAHA Wiscrete) 40 0, 1, 2, 3, - & R A% F
2 A &713Y (duration) o)L} AL A (event count) &) |8, XA £}
o APAF, A9 &Ly, FoEyE Dot AF, IZAALE A
o] Y 259 g, aa HAAY AF Fol oo AT, o
A A HEYALH L e FAHP PPz diAEojof gy, A}
A AAE BT AR, & 5 AR 24 IESFE uisie 35
AL E e S Hee ARAS 24719 (event-countanalysis) &
Hgsfof ek 1 71 FFole Xold(Poisson), Yukste Apn
A\ (Generalized Event Count:GEC), 8] &°)8HE-AF8H<F (Negative
Binomial Variance Function, NBVF && NB) 2l ®¥Aubio] glc}. wa}
M o] EEodMe FE5AFTE oA Ao AP RdE o)

& 29 B Eo], 1 RYEE o] &3 ABATE Bl BAH 2
HEE ARA AX3h=7HE BoF Aot} (Allison, 1984; Yamaguchi,
1991; Londregan, 1996).

AYIAZAT 2L e ATAR 33 B EAEHQ 7
g2 7R HFE 5402 g WHA o, Anxes 23
o] QY HAL A stn AAF E¥e] FJRE UA Pk
ol EAEE FE] AN FEWFIE A& 448 9
Ayde F2 ARAS ol AHEHE Ao] uigsity, & o
of FMA A7 BFo] ZNRAVtE F238t3, AT 2ol EY

:!:‘4



ALBITFBIIPOIM ALZAMS 2% Oj3H2t K8 9

AFEd] 43 & SHAP7L A4y} Bdgusris Ay
ofof i},

Eolg BAZIYE TSI BT Aol wAE s e
WA deoln, ek 1 AR (data) 7} Wi RE FHES ST Yot
W 58] {83 Aotk Xold B¥E 7 Alo] ME EYPAo|m
YES LA FES A3 Uoke A s 717 oJE Al o)
R H doldA 9] §EE BARITL Xolg B¥ Rore 1 Hie]
goll 23 slen, olv BAHSG#L, variance) 3 YR @) wiek WF
ol 0ol H2eHA, I ¥EE F3F 3A A$3 2% ayne
HofFm, Hgo| v In FH&o2RE 2 dol glow, ¥
ol EXe Ug FHEXY fARHA € £ itk

¥olg R F 7iA9 E4E FEE e, ANZ, JAR
e 24 ol Y 1 o8yt S8AA (homoscedastic) ©)
2t 7PgeAl et a3BR 584 gET Bl 2use
FTYEA dom AFEXLE F lth. EAE, FHHSF o] )
R A€ 7 Eold BXo| o8 HAE SHE AUES 1A
AFoltt, SYE ARAEC|F 3 Alde wayo] thE Abrie] i g
5 71 B2 AAAPA gede AL s, o]g uka ¥
ol Rd e RHAs e Hold. dE Fol, gl Ao Fo}
+ 2dg A84dthe A 2HAG Aotk w2ty Told mdo]
Bt W7 GAIRE Bt FolA Al B 258 e}
F Aola, 2 gle] 24 gon, ZF BYAE (BRI 3 Hol X
¥ A%, 221 a2 AREe] ME BEYFoR wyshe B9 st
7 At o] RdojA Fito] HFED AW, 1 HolHe ‘#HY
A X (overdispersion) o] A E <1 YE Holth(Lovett & Flowerdew,
1989:191).

Holy RdoXe ALY EYPAE AAZ Pt 22 ook
ol$} 2 7Hye] EEtHH Folg Rulol Ao BAV} AY)e A
olch. ol# g A%, Z AR FETARAE Yoty Y3, = 7t
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e M6 A1 E (2000)

A F59 A (contagion) & LA B oo Hge ndg A 83}
oot Ft}, ‘AT (negative contagion) v Ft Aol THE Alzde] HAY
Ve e AANA Fe ALE L8, P (positive contagion) =
g ARo] thE Ale B4 e E FMIA T ALE T
ol2idt Hstel AL votety] s dwtstE A S (Generalized
Event Count) 2do] A &5 0, 1 AJZHo] FHH ¢ 508} (Neg-
ative Binomigl) T 9 & EAACE 1 AnAE A Fuh & X
ol oAM= E(Y) =4; 233 Var(yy =4, 23y &3 24
AMe E(Y) =i, 283 Var(y) =41 +exp(y))olth Sold ¥
Folle 7y #tol T EH, 2 @o)] 5 AF v o B2 A
3, 2 gel Fd AS Y e 242 SUtdnh ol Aok v 9
2717} add ole ‘HYAX'E uldta, ol ‘AR EAEE
ojujgict, Fold EYe AR A7t EAFetE BAdFD,
ol FAACE wAs) FoEN &ulE ENAAE ojirh

2. ARAI 2ASO et OfsH : OIS 2D} 3018 2H

MAAF RAES 1 A8 X AdA S 4l we}
A 3A N 7] fELE vUE 4 itk AR §E8S A7 X9
Hel7b HIAET} ohny AAAIG] Aol wAY Adgtale] ¢l
T A5E ol Rdol, B4 #¥e 8 £X9 eyl Fgit
Folnj ALAAFe] Aol AV gl A2 o8 rdol 9]
th ol F 7IA {¥ol Al mdol dEAH FYEIH, o
Wiate ARIAle 2de] WP g et ool o) (binomial)
2923 e} - o) 3} (beta-binomial) E o] oyt AF AMEEXR
%=t} (Achen, 1996:170~172).

o] #¥A avlse Ed& ARAS BN A% F 7R =Y
Q Foiy RHF Folg Rdott, £4 o5 Rdd dig A
He&ES d3stna .
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Eolg E471Y 2 olv] AR FHAFTL 4BV T
FoiA Apie A A€ vebd Rolx, 2 ghol FYAE (overdis-
persed) 50 A @ow, T3 1 AEC] ME EYHoR I
dhe Al 7P Afteict. 7N 13 o2 7 ARt =94
& AAZ Eol$ BdE tF1, 1 el 1 AR Aoy
EFAAR 8% O wFE A3 o1y 2d £4E P oo

1) o5 249

¥Foly EXv 9T AIRL FUGEY WY HellM 87} T
o BFE0, 1,2, 3 & Ze A0 AEHe BXE 2 o
WA o2 Folf E¥E the #4o2 BHE 4 UtH(Gourieroux,
1984:702~703; Lee, 1986:690~691).

PriYi=y) =7 (y) =exp(— 1) A/w! vi=0,1,2 ).
G714, A= exp(xib) = exp(Z "= xuhi)
Folg BXA HFn EAe (ALY E) 9 22 gy
(A =E(Y) = Var(Yy),
2 log $-=§ 5 (likelihood function) &
L) =-2"%1 Ai + 2% ylog i — 2" log (vi!)
= constant — X" exp(xib) + X" yixib
L(b) & S@7A 7M1,
dL/db = — 2" xi"exp(xib) ~ yJ=0 or Z%ax (di—y) =0
714 bel =3 (MLE), bMFe tdge 43 gagoh
2% %'y = 2% %’ exp (xib™"®)
d’L / db-db’= — 2" % xiexp (xib)

b FESd U SPNSEY JFS Uehin Hyes
F4 (MLE) 8] #4719 2 AHEEo2d 238 £ Utk Eol$ BY
7Y e ARIEAFE 7159 doled] td Z 0|29 ZYA 52
< ASshed #8% A7t a¥d 1 1§ Xold Rl
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YT M6 A A 1= (2000

2 slolEjs] gle MU (selection bies) & AATLEN ©S eI
A4e 2 g€k &, H3E vl 0clgke glol EA4A] gew
olo] N EF (standard) Fold Rde| A& AV ot ol
7350l 0olA HE (truncoted-at-zero)) Xold Edg 2 Ego] ElF
& Zolth(Martin, 1992:75~76). ©] MEE 2dolA y > 0olth

2) 8ol =gl
Fold mde ARty EYPAHE HAR ok e ghek olg
ZE 7Hge] ESuid Xolg 2del Hgo £ A7le Aol
ol AL, & AN AzABAE 1Ed, F A /Y
‘At (contagion) — FAT FL FAR—§ s B old AY
g 2dS Aedoof gt} ojgt ZL HE e Ho| Sol¥
(Negative Binomial) #X71¥e|th. &, ok BddMe E(Y) =4
283 Var(Y) = A;olth 28y fold ZdoMe EN) =45, 2
g3 Var(Y) = Al +exp(r))elth £old EXoe ygto] TEH
e, ddig r9 Zrle AR (dispersion) T2 W3} (contagion) 2]
B BAF3, 1 F- &0l A H44& AP Folgd
22 2zt ARAZYS M (contagion) 7t EAEeTHE BeFm, ©oF
FAHCE A Fo2M SutE ENFRE o|Bth

wold £¥e g9 #4o2 H8E 4 Urh(King, 1989:136~
140).

Pr(Yi=y)=1£ ()
=(F(A/8 +y) / v\ (A/6))8,(1 +) " Y
yi =0,1,2, ).
71, §2=1+60 (NBEYS ¥Ait-H# vlg), d=exp(r),
y (dispersion &5 EF-& 2+ ARAZIQ] contagion B ).

¥oly Rdolre} vlATEA2 DMLE (F&so] diFd EYwse]
W), 2T y AEFE) FL AUEEFFYEE AP EN F



ALEIDFEIITOIA AtZIZIS U D OfsHet M8 13

AE 7 A% oy Bd EF 2 dHolEAY] 09 3t Eajod o
e} EF (standard) - 0oA HSE (truncated-at-zero) 208 2wl
< A 43,

3. ARAI ZEE2| M A
=at o|F2te] RSOl i AHH AleHT

TAY dizM lHe 2de FAFARAYY AHY Ao A
ARIFAR 8 558 7L U @oite REE A g
A8 Uty 4FE AvE] sy 22lm MFHAENo
2Ag FAML A7) AFA o] AFE Xold BMIIYL ALE
T 3 71 AR SRS (FAEAY A9 2N 712d F&u5
g H7hehe 8% £47149 Aol

TAFA RS #dE F 7R 72T BEAHQ o83 AZEo]
Aed, gL HALY ol&3 JA4FY olgolth. Arle ZAF
Q@A ol AEFY AL Zxe RAolm, FAe Wsle 4
S AR Huby F£Eo YibsHo| g0 FAY 24 by
Aol 2 BHE F Aotk e L2 vy, AL olge 2}
E3te] A (@v] FHEA) 7E F7HE Alole] Yol EAY wE (T
of g m=e FFY) o s AR At F4E dtm, Jod5Y o
L FIHESE A= Ao o3 € el AL (@2
7 FUATY BAF G3tEo she v|Fe Ay A 2] &
FAAR setgich

Sod], S ol8d o3t @n] FAZTL A 1gn
TAR §19] AN ujFe] d3o] dgt A g o8 A
AEE Aoln, FHoMotdlMe] BNNAL 1 XM 2] 2
AH YA E Ao s FHZEa BAV) dvhe Aoth ) £33
AEHol 8 3y, n] FAEAL w3 HA g3 o) A
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s M6 A 12 (2000)

HE 4 e Aotk &, d3iHo 7k vFe WA @0 7
AR L oprlslz, 7RAHe 7he AAA A%l 1 EHe ¢
71 RAolth. a2lm ulFe] W FFY FUARA T F3ol @] F
AZ5d JFE 71N e FFo| U vx FAFAY H3H L
M wae Adgste Aolth AArIAM wxe] BAGHL =
AAEFH GNPARZER SAHY, "IFd A F=9 FUAF<
nj2e] 259 F FIAE] AR|she vER FFET. °|F A
B+ Citi Bank Data Base®t U. S. General Imports(by the U. S.
Department of Commerce) 2.2 E dojzit},

o] AHE A ATME v|FH &5 Alole] FHERS H=E
Z2A817) YA, ol disl 1970~1989d 71t Bt vl AT
A9 (USITC) ol A4E B E AHEFT &, 3] FHER
o Azhe A4 E 2] Frteh #¥ED, 2 B9 %dke A
A" BEAALY ztast BEEh o] AN AFHARNIEE
A48 A 2049 73 ARdAY AES A8 v BEFED VI
Zto] S, ARAS £471e] A& v a9 22 F5l A%
g 247yl Bt ok MEHARNIIYE AT B AMAL
Ao mE AAHBA EAE msol ahvt, ARAFEAN7IY
o HYerayde Algog 1Y BAE nE et gl o
) ApAzre] EYAel BAl (Told 2 A9 WE 1P o &
FE v FARAYA F /A F8F FHE Hesld APHes
v BA T Agoe ¥old 2dE, Holo Jo|g RdE A&
3t zt o] 89 B3RS HFH B Zolth ofgd o =EL H
Ak 2dn Yo%y 2dg o jlen, 1 38 d%E o
7l 98 244 Eohdmt Foly ¥4Vl AHEEE Y

1) Zots 249
Told M7 2AY & 2de o5 At
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PriYi=y)=f ) =exp(- ) A"/v! (=012 ).
Ai = exp (xib) = exp (X1 xabi).

i = vzte] 79484

X, oy X = in BEY FEE k YRS E= (HAWY =)
X; = v]=2e] 3ol W AAF HA
X = U129 @3] e FAH B
X = Fotel $HAY
CEECRE)
Xi=vlZe] AAA BB
Xo=ul2el ZAAA 3% GNP 448)
Xo= B FUPF

by, =+, bk = k unknown parameters

=b - (LI RY 2
bs — b (YAEH 2 &)

o] RElRAA uo|ejAte] A& He| (selection bias) E 1183t

2) golgt 2
golg B/ 2A% 4 2de ohedt Bk

Pr(Yi=y)=F (v)

=(I(A/6+y) /wIT(A/8))8°(1+6) “°Y
yi=0, 1, 2, ).

Ai = exp(xb) = exp (2" =1 xubw.

Vi Xil, % Xk by, tr, b ¥obg Rdd FU3ih

dlo]El A 09 &2 Zx UA ¥ A% truncated Poisson B2do]
£33, 09 & 23 e A standard Poisson Z@o] 28
th @nzke] FHEAL 1 HolEY A EE Foig 2do] A
£€th
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o] &ol3 RN oty RdoA g nliriAle Fn|te 74
B BF o)y 2do] H{En.

3) Zxfel ol
o] ZGBgL A5 glo} Brt 8% 2d £ 9E0| F
Q17HE sietalr] Sl&l o] Al ATe log ¥ (og likelihood ratio,
LLR), t3, 233 718 $A4 F&& B3 24k

23 02 Alole] FARAYL v|Fe] AAA HAF A5 FA
%3} ge WSS IPse Ay 2l oA MdHE +
th Y &A@ dE F ol dEo] o BAIA @]
1 olge] 78 FAY dx%ch vj2e] AdER F=9 FUA
22 I 9959 2de IURFBA o & HgEn
I A3A Ade 18R JoFy /Mo X FAHeR
sy, FFe] FYAFo B AAAF(89) & ] FHEA T
AAFY] HFGE.30) 2 FE2E et ook & FUAF wFe §
A Wo g 9% 27 HA T4 Abi7F ARRETH
Z ole &z FYAF U] 1%9 F71} ity FIERE
2.949 o /g RE on|tth @v] FAEFe 1 FYA
2o 71 wizditt, @29 £4AFY vt @53 vixe] F
AEAE Atk A AT dojth. AEHoR Y5y B
do] 2RAog 17 o8 M dXE AAE HAFATe Hel
A g BHERE olfste | AL olERY UL Aot
Hory mde] Az REAHoz 1 olge FAY IAY, Yo
5ol fiol n|Fa g Atole] AFA wAA FHHA
o ol= A% HEE F e Aolth

29pAY, theel dES AE F At AAZR, JAdsHRd]
] FAERE APl AP E /R vFel A =] F
YT a2la vFe] AYEe] 7MY FaF ¥Foln, ol =Y
BA7) & @39 71 $UYAFT FHEAL AsAHE )
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B

gt ol AAH Al 1970~1989d Al7] B @9 FHHA
€ olaiEd HAg 43 & AP

EAE, AU Rd2 @it Foeidd & HEHe X B
olvt, 2 #Al9 Wo] 1 ol89 71E FAM BEYA e ol
A &, vi=d $AH @Y F7 233 @v| FHEAE T
ZWNFle A7t slen, EEote FMZIPLE A4 vEA 1 F
JEAE F7H71e Bl Atk ole HALE ) 7] & ofojdois}
A H], @A vj=9] FAA fHge] 1 8BS FATH.

BO|7S AR Cs FE&HS Egs Estimate|Standard Error| t-score | LLR
AN ¥ Yoisd u) - g GNPHl & -.09 .03 -3.59*
Poisson 29 #4343} o) | sAXY | o) - & FARE 102 .02 1.02 ]2.52
79 SANEHASTAT - 00 .00 -5.00*
=3 o5 AYE .59 .10 6. 08"
Jdd58 | vjE GNP A3 E .04 .05 .80 12.22
o] FUAEE .89 17 5,33*
*p<. 05 FAIN)=20
&3 1 o] FgH(1995:58).
B2
sin|ze] PAMBOy Cfs FE&AS A Estimate|Standard Error|t-score| LLR
AoiEY I ALY u] - & GNP 8] & -.08 .03 -2.80% 2.55
NB2W BN Y HE o] - F FAMEE| .01 .02 .59 1+
ol | M |BAMEEEEAF | -0 .00 -4.00*{ exp(7)
5 b4 -. 64 = 1.53
=4 v A9 E .58 .13 4.53* 2.35
9o |vlm GNP A& .05 .08 .62 1+
8 s FE .83 .21 3.91* exp(7)
4 .16 = 2.17
*p <.05 ZFA(N)=20.

A 1 o] 4R (1995: 61).
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YEAAT H6H A1 E (2000

¥old Ao} vlmdte], AWY 2o AL dwrE oz t gho)
o8 Aol Walzta, log $%H| (LLR) 7} Zold A7 (2.52) ol
H3) Sold #3255 0M gt ek, ole ol 2do)
¥olf RdErt §v] FAEAYE Aol At o YL o
o &, A} (contagion) & nEiFe] 1 Rde] EIIAE At F7t
AA & otk e ¥, FAte] 1 BFd vl 1,538 & o,
ole BA At ‘WA (positive contagion) 7} EHH|Zke] T EAY o)
EATE oGt

HEME Ao A Jqd5E AN, Yutde g tgho] o]
3 Aol A WAZI, log S8 (ikelihood ratio) 7} Eols: Azlo| )
3 2ol3 Aol gt bz, ole 808 Bdo] ¥olb B
e} gn FHEAE AP At g 9vlsiy, Haty
Ao M9} ulzsIA 2 ‘AR (contagion) & mE o] 1 mde] =gl
4E Rt F/MA & Aoltth. ©E W, EAlol I Yo HlF
2.17v) & ©l, o] HA| &R zhe) A (contagion) 7} Fw|Zke] T
HEY EATE oAnlgeh WA o) FAEAY APEL U
A2 EYAQ Ao, ole Xold Ay} Lo|g A} nf ¢ FA}
& Tk

L8, Poisson® NB ZZ Alolole & xjojr} glm, vk
LLR%to] NB EdellA] <t A2 Sled), ol 2 Edo] ¥olg
A ANE RS on]@ct. AF (dispersion) FF& 2zl A
% (contagion) 7} Fn] FH LAY EAFE 9ujsh}, o]Ro] Folg:
o] Al EHe) /S $AE AxE HA 2o
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Hdds dx

L w?a% i
| 1

ol EAuhy Solgt Faury
A=Y 1) (AH s 1E Ae)

standard =4 standard 249
Rzl 09 @ ¥ (2ol 09 g E%)

truncated 9 truncated 5@
(Ra 09 g #A) (Ztzol 09 gt A

4) MYSFEMIIYH, & 2EH2AMF(Ordinary Least Squares: OLS)
2de| Mg AN 2F

9ol AFT ARIAS BNEY $Ee YasERdo] v FHE
A Augel APHE 7IAH, vlZo diF d59 FYIFS ¥
Zo] A go| §v] FARAE AFshe MY 8T drde M2
stebalgle}. o) ulFe E747] &AM FFY FUtE FAHFL
ZoARAS AZAYE AL guidch ol T AAAHY AHL
1970~1989d E<t #0] RARAE olsigel HAT 4L AT
U & 4 gk @, U 2de uide] Fenpdel A A
£5E £ Holu}, I #AY W] o8 V¥ F4I} YA 3
£ Ago] e gskth F, vlF9 TAH HPY S 28]
o) BARAL F7HA7E 97 Ao, F5ol FAIZLE 9
Aoe g2 a2 2984 F7M7E %] ok ol HAt
] 7|18 ofeltiole} A, @A wFe] FAH HAe] 1 g
FAE FAEE BFn 3o
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3

#oj2ie] SR Cig
HAHY 3 YoizH
OLS 29 By

585 EYEs Estimate | Sig. T |Adjusted R-Square
o] - gt GNP Y& -. 16 .08 .38
ol | WALE | 9] - & FANES 052 | .14
= UYL FA -.01 .06
4 g AAE 1.52 . 04* .42
delsE | vis GNP 44 & .10 .74
= FUAEE | 1.89 .06

*p <.05 FAN)=2

o] =E2 FM FHH4U ARIFA A8 AF AEIAAEA)
Hel A8 A4 BAA 278 ¥E F Udn AFsIg) HA
2 g A4 27t JeeXE dotir] H3kd 2L AsE
o] &3l AHIARLME P3tAtt. 2F thE OLS(Ordinary Least
Squares, BR324 ) Ade AAAF BHF dolsit R
3ol BFe upe} o] u)F A ES Adsiane v FYRYE
ARe Fe Harh glen, A 2de BE Jodsy 24 v}
A qn BARAE AR FH B A& ojzA ), ole
Az AR EAFol 2ag Aol § vtz wale, OLS7L
AAe Bt ¥ 7Hgel 1 AE JFA7 Aolgtn T & 3l
ot BE ARAS 289 E¥7F FAFEZY FARIHE OLS 4
AR} AAS BAZEE, & Tolg ¥ Sod BMdne I o
22 g2 ot a2y YA thE oM HFE dHole EJAET}
2078 Estn 1 viA v o2 AFE o] o, o BN
E A zo|dL HolA "k ¢ &o] OLS H&& I AFH
AR gA AAE A8 23 e ASARRA EA9 2570
oigte] dloje] ¥QAEE HYIAARNE= IAY F deriA 24
2 AR FAE zuA Bl el AldAS EM7Ee A
£o] adctn & & Qe Aotk
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4. ZE: JUP OIB HEE T AR Ui W8

o] =&elA afE ARAG BAMHES dREe] ZPH A13n
AT A =] St ALAAA AR hE A A B4
€ Vst dte A d8E & & vk 53] A8 Az
gk 5o glow Rz HAYIALNE st -8 WA ¥=EF F
L Fe ot &, AR FHAF AHECZ Q3o A7
A7t d2HA dee A48 Haat she Aol

o] oA A7|F A<l Event-Count ¥417]%-& o]AHA Q1
FEHUTE AT BAPEeW, 1 dEAQ 7Y shve Xolg
FAoln, e dhde 2old EAWbgolth olyd AW
o] A& olfre 5T A R &N/ AR 3 E
vehiz, 2 el S7F oW, welA 1 delert A £
o] A 931, tiKo] Z Azt EYAE 7HH (Poisson) AV &
< 2 d84E 18 (NB) dlof 8l7] djfolrt. oje} o] W} 2}
B (data) ©] HAE HH3 neid FAYHY A= oA HYA
A3 g ATolel AFEY AL YT & HFS Y9 e
A2e] He Aeoltt

.z

1) AYAALA 5714 AAZJE (Kennedy, 1985:40~50) F9 shis F4959 =YdSEy
o #A7t AP A (linear) olojok Yrie AU, FHAFIE EASESA A5 o8 ks =
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Abstracts

1. Event-Count Methods in Social Science Research:
Comprehension and Application

Sang-Hwan Lee

What can be the most appropriate research method for the study
analyzing event-counting dependent variables? Linear regression
analysis has made a mistake in analyzing count dependent vari-
ables, since its assumptions are not valid in the variables with dis-
crete events and non-negative integers. The analysis produces large
inefficiencies, nonsensical results, and other problems. Event-
count methods such as Poisson and Negative Binomial (NB) analy-
ses are more adequately applicable to the special nature of event
count data. The applicability of Poisson regression analysis depends
on the assumption that the event counts are the dependent variable
with a Poisson distribution and are independent of one another. A
popular alternative method, when the events are not independent of
one another, is the Negative Binomial analysis. Additionally, to
correct for selection bias present in the data set, we need to use
the standard models for the data with zero cases and the trun-
cated-at-zero models for the data with positive cases only.



