MCMC DIAGNOSTICS

o M0OOO npeEnel va NEPINEVOUPE VYIAd va EenTeuxBei n
oTacIyoTNTa;

o [Mooco peyaho npenel va e€ival To m (JETA TNV
OTACIJOTNTA YId NOCO Npenel va TpeEelc Tnv aAuacida ocou);
o Ano nou va &ekIVNOEIC;

Na va BeBaiwBoupe yia OAA Ta napanavw EEpwTnHATA
xpnoiyonoioupar dl1ayvwoTikouc eAgyxouc (MCMC
diagnostics). Teooepic ano Touc MNlo  yvwWOoToug
d1ayVWOTIKOUC €AEYXOUC MMOPOUV va €QApuUooTouvV OTd
MCMC dedopeva pe Tnv Bonbeia tng R BiBAIoBnkng CODA.
AC TOUC £(pApPPOCOUME NAVW OTO TEAEUTAIO NAPAdEIYUA ME
Ta NB10 dedopeva.



CODA

O A(pou Tpegoupe  To WInBUGS, nnyaivoupe oTo
“Sample Monitor Tool” (EI'II)\EYOVTCIC; TO “Samples ano
TOo pevou “Inference”), Badoupe * oto “node”, yia va
eNIAEEOUPE OAEG TIG MAPAUETPOUG, Kal EI'II)\EYOU|JE TO
kouti “CODA”. Auo napaBupa ep@avidovral, eva ME
OAEG TIG MPOCOUOIWHEVEG TIMEG YIA KABE NAPAMETPO,
Kal eva nou ene&nyel noleg TINEG AVAPEPOVTAl OE MOIEG
napaperpouc. EniAeyoupe TO KABe eva napabupo
XwpIioTa Kal 10 anoBnkeuoupe oav .txt apxeio, ano To
“Save As” agro pevou “File”. Ev ouveyxeia a)\)\aCoupe
TIG KATAAn&elig ora, duo apxeia, TO HEV HE TIG
npoo c!.|0|(1)|,|eveq TIMEG O€ .out Kal To eNg§nynuUATIKO
oe .ind. AG unoBecoupe AoINOV OTI EXOUME TA ApPXEia
extendmore.out kar extendmore.ind

O Avoiyoups Tgv R Kai psTacpspopaoTs OTOV (PAKEAO MOU
Owoaue Ta dUO apxela. EyKaelo-rouus TIG BIBAIOBNKEG
CODA kai Lattice (mstall Eackages Kal €V OUVEXEId
TIc popTwvoupue (load packages)




CODA

> codamenu()
CODA startup menu

1: Read BUGS output files
2: Use an mcmc object
3: Quit

Selection: 1

Enter CODA index file name

(or a blank line to exit)

1: extendmore.ind

Enter CODA output file names, separated by return key
(leave a blank line when you have finished)
1: extendmore.out

2:

Abstracting mu ... 40000 valid values
Abstracting nu ... 40000 valid values
Abstracting sigma ... 40000 valid values
Abstracting y.new ... 40000 valid values
Checking effective sample size ...OK

CODA Main Menu

1: Output Analysis

2: Diagnostics

3: List/Change Options
4: Quit

Selection: 2



CODA

CODA Diagnostics Menu

1: Geweke
2: Gelman and Rubin
3: Raftery and Lewis
4: Heidelberger and Welch
5: Autocorrelations
6: Cross-Correlations
7: List/Change Options
8: Return to Main Menu



Geweke

o O Geweke (1992) npoTelve evav anAo d1ayvwoTIKO
eAeyxo, otnpIOPEVOC O AnAEC IOEEC XPOVOOEIPWV.
Av oke(pTOUNE KGBe otnAN ano Ta MCMC dedopeva
WG Mia XpOvOoOElpd, TOTE €ival AOYIKO NWG av n
aAuoida exel O'UYK)\IVEI OTnNV OTACIUN KATavoun, ol
uecol Twv npwTwv 10% (n.X.) kalr TeEAEUTaiwv
50% (nx) TWV napampncswv NpeNEl va Eival
oxedov iool. Apa pnopoUpe va npoBoupE o€ eva z-
test yia va eAey&oupe auTtnv Tnv 100TNTA. AV VId
Kanola nNAapAaueTpo n anoAuTtn TIMN TOU z-score
gival NoAU PeyaAuTepn ano To 2, TOTE AUTO €ival
uia evoelEn oTI n aAucida dgv eXel CUYKAiVEl kal Ba
npenel va auénbei n nepiodoc burn-in.




Geweke

GEWEKE CONVERGENCE DIAGNOSTIC (Z-score)

Iterations used = 1001:41000
Thinning interval = 1
Sample size per chain = 40000

$extendmore.out

Fraction in 1st window = 0.1
Fraction in 2nd window = 0.5

mu nu sigma y.new
0.22074 -0.51724 -0.05966 0.39525

Geweke plots menu

: Change window size

: Plot Z-scores

: Change number of bins for plot
: Return to Diagnostics Menu

AWNRE
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Gelman and Rubin

o Or1 Gelman and Rubin (1992), npdTteivav évav €Aeyxo nou
KOITA YId MOAUKOPU®PN €K TWV UCTEPWV KATAVOMN. AV n &K
TWV UOTEPWV KATAVOUN EXEl 2 KOPUPEG, TNV HId PaAKpId
ano TNV dAAn kai &EKIVNOEIG TNV dAUCIOd ano TIMEG KOVTA
O'TI‘]V'};JICI HOVO KOpupn HPMopEl va Pnv EFIIO'KE(PTSJ'Ig noTe

TNV aAAn. H 10ga Aoinov elval va TpeEeIg TNV aAuaioa 2 n

NEPIOCTOTEPEG (POPEG ANO OIAPOPETIKEG APXIKEG TIMEG Kal

va €AEYEEIG AV Ol aAUGCIOEG OUYKAIVOUV OTO I010 onueio. H

HeB0dOG [aciCeTal OTnNV OUYKPION TWV AvAUJESa TV

aAucidwyv (within) kar peTaéu Twv aAuoideg (between)

olacrnopwv (ANOVA) yia kaBe napaperpo. H ouykpion
auTn YIVETAl YId va EKTINNOOUME TOV NApayovtad KATd Tov

OMnoio N MApAaueTPOG HETABANTOTNTAG TNG NEPIBWPIAG €K

TWV UOTEPWV KATAVOUNG YId TNV KABE NApPAPETPO HMOPEI

va peiwbel (shrink factor — napaywv ouppikvwoNg)

av n aAucidoa ETPEXE yia ANEIPO XPOVO. G AnoTEAEOUA
naipvouge Ta 50% kai 97.5% nocooTiala _onpeia Tng

KCITCIVOLII’]?\ TWV NApayovrwyv ouppikvwong. TIMEG KOVTA

oTto 1 OnAwvouv HIKpn €VOEIEN Olapoponoinong HPETAEU

TWV KATAVOMWV OTIC OMNOIEC Ol AAUCIOEC OUYKAIVOUV.




Gelman and Rubin

GELMAN AND RUBIN DIAGNOSTIC

Iterations used = 1001:41000
Thinning interval = 1
Sample size per chain = 40000

Potential scale reduction factors:

Point est. 97.5% quantile

mu 1.00 1.00
nu 1.00 1.00

sigma 1.00 1.00
y.new 1.01 1.01

Multivariate psrf

1
Gelman & Rubin menu

1: Shrink Factor Plots
2: Change bin size for shrink plot
3: Return to Diagnostics Menu



Gelman and Rubin
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Raftery and Lewis

O1 Raftery and Lewis (1992) , I'IpOTEIVCIV evav
s)\syxo nou CIFICIVTCIEI OTO EPWTNMA nooo LEYAAQ
npsnsl va €ival Ta b kar m. H CII'ICIVTI’]O'I’] TOU
epwTNUATOC €€aptaTtal APeca ano TO MOCO
akpiBeic OEAOUPE 01 NEPIYPAPIKOi OTATIOTIKOI
OEIKTEC TNC €K TWV UCTEPWV KATAVONNG va €ivail.
Moia nocooTidia onueid Twv NEPIBWPIWV €K TWV
UOTEPWV Mac evolagepouv; (ouvnBwg 2.5% kal
97.5%)
Ti MCMC akpiBeia; (cuvnbwc 0.005)
Me noia eAaxiorn nBavotnta BeAoupe va
EMTUXOUME TNV napanavw akpifeia; (ocuvnOwcg
0.95)



Raftery and Lewis

o QG dnoTEAECNATA TOU EAEYXOU EXOUME Ta akOAouba:

'Eva npoBAenopevo diaotnua apaiwong (thinning interval). 'OTav
N aAucida de&v avaplyvUeTadl OowoTd, ouvnOwC EXOUME HEYAAEG
DETIKEG AUTOOUOYETIOEIG, N.X. TO Hig00 EXEl UWYNAN €§ApTnON anod To
Moggs Mggg, KAM. Mg AAAa AOYIa o1 Tuxaieg TIHeG kaTa Tnv diadikaaia
npooopoiwong Ogv KivouvTdl yUpw anod Tov MAPAUETPIKO XwPO
vypnyopa. 'Evag Tponoc¢ eniAuong autou Tou npoBARuaTog €ival va
TpEEOUPNE TNV aAucida vyia peyaAUTepo didoTnua  Kal  vda
KaToXUpwVoupe kaBe k enavaAnyn (thinning interval). (Movo
oTo naAio CODA)

MpoTelvopevo eninA&ov burn-in.

MpoTEIVOUEVOC OUVOAIKOG apIBuog ENAVAANYEWYV N
(oupnepiAapBavopevou Tou burn-in).

'Eva KATw OpI0 TOU OUVOAIKOU apiBuou enavaAnyewv N, (av ol
TIMEG NTav IID).

O Aoyog I=N/N., (dependent factor), Tipeg kovra oro 1
OnNAwvouv KaAn Mi€n, evw TIMEC HeEYAAUTEPEC Tou 5 ouvhBwg
unodnAwvouv npoBAnua.




Raftery and Lewis

RAFTERY AND LEWIS CONVERGENCE DIAGNOSTIC

Iterations used = 1001:41000
Thinning interval = 1
Sample size per chain = 40000

$extendmore.out

Quantile (q) = 0.025
Accuracy (r) = +/- 0.005
Probability (s) = 0.95

Burn-in Total Lower bound Dependence
(M) (N) (Nmin) factor (I)

mu 3 6218 3746 1.66
nu 9 12579 3746 3.36
sigma 9 13440 3746 3.59
y.new 2 3850 3746 1.03

1: Change parameters
2: Return to diagnostics menu



Heldelberger and Welch

o O1 Heidelberger and Welch (1983),

NpOTEIVAV €vav OIayVWOTIKO EAEYXO NOU
xpnoidgonolei To Cramer-von-Mises TeoT
via oTtacigyotnta. To CODA enionc
epapuolel To half-width TeoT, TO onoio
npoonabsei va anogavBei av e
OUVYKEKPIMEVN akpifela pnopoupe  va
EKTIUNOOUNE TOUC €K TWV UCTEPWV PJECOUC.



Heldelberger and Welch

HEIDELBERGER AND WELCH STATIONARITY AND INTERVAL HALFWIDTH TESTS

Iterations used = 1001:41000
Thinning interval = 1
Sample size per chain = 40000

Precision of halfwidth test = 0.1
$extendmore.out

Stationarity start  p-value

test iteration
mu passed 1 0.704
nu passed 1 0.783
sigma passed 1 0.443
y.new passed 1 0.241

Halfwidth Mean Halfwidth
test
mu passed 404.29 0.00627
nu passed 3.63 0.04512
sigma passed 3.86 0.01261
y.new passed 404.30 0.10553

1: Change precision
2: Return to diagnostics menu



Autocorrelations

AUTOCORRELATIONS WITHIN EACH CHAIN:

Iterations used = 1001:41000
Thinning interval = 1
Sample size per chain = 40000

$extendmore.out
17 mu

mu nu sigma y.new
Lag 0 1.00000 0.06661 0.06035 0.03869
Lag 1 0.32200 0.06608 0.06023 0.01277
Lag 5 0.00159 0.04092 0.02698 -0.00186
Lag 10 0.00402 0.02491 0.02840 -0.00429
Lag 50 0.00377 -0.00564 0.00483 -0.00718



Autocorrelations

, , NuU

mu nu sigma y.new
Lag 0 0.0666 1.00000 0.51619 0.00234
Lag1 0.0618 0.83617 0.51917 0.00298
Lag5 0.0296 0.44756 0.30549 -0.00168
Lag 10 0.0189 0.21468 0.14458 -0.00799
Lag 50 -0.0104 0.00158 0.00186 -0.00049

, , Sigma

mu nu sigma y.new
Lag 0 0.060349 0.51619 1.00000 -0.002128
Lag1 0.058392 0.51838 0.60252 0.004562
Lag 5 0.024566 0.31298 0.23634 -0.005980

,, Y-new

mu nu  sigma Yy.new
Lag O 0.038686 0.002343 -2.13e-03 1.00000
Lag 1 0.021490 0.002859 4.30e-04 0.00116
Lag 5 0.000316 0.001636 -7.48e-03 0.00396
Lag 10 0.005483 0.002913 -5.80e-03 0.00166
Lag 50 0.007340 0.000822 6.24e-05 -0.00432

Lag 10 0.016039 0.15780 0.11083 -0.002247
Lag 50 -0.000554 0.00862 -0.00481 -0.000639



Autocorrelations
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Cross-Correlations

mu nu sigma y.new
mu 1.0000 0.06661 0.06035 0.03869
nu 0.0666 1.00000 0.51619 0.00234
sigma 0.0603 0.51619 1.00000 -0.00213
y.new 0.0387 0.00234 -0.00213 1.00000



Cross-Correlations

m L sigma Y NEw



Output Analysis

o To CODA TeAoc unopei va pgac dwaoel Kal
diagpopa ypapnuaTta n nepiypapika PJerpa
TWV NPOCOUOIMUEVWV TIHWV TA onoia gival
avaAoya HE auTa nou pac oOivel kal To
WinBUGS.




Back to Autocorrelations

o H xpovooesipa 9 KaAgiTe auTtonaAivopouikn aveAién
Ta&ewg p (autoregresswe process of order p -
AR,) av:

0 =0a,0  +.. +ocp6tp+e

hE e, hia IID avehiEn peoou 0 kal diacmnopag Gi. H
LEPIKN  ouvaptnon  autocuoxeTtionc  (partial
autocorrelation functlon - PACF) unoAoyilel Tnv
OUOXETION METAEU 9 Kal GHk Kal pacg ponBasl va
npooéloplcoups TNV TaEn p. lNa pia AR, n PACF arig
uoTepnosic 1,..,p 6a €ival onuavTika 6|C|cpopr] Tou O,
kKal kovta oro 0 yia uvoTepnoelc >p. MNa 10 VvV OTO
napadslyya pac MNopouHE va Bewpnooupe  OTI
npokeiralr via AR; aveAién HE nNpwTn¢ TA&Ng
QUTOOUCOXETION nepinou r; = 0.836.



MCMC Accuracy

o AG UMoBEcoupe oI 0, gival i oTaoIun
xpovocslpa UE MEDO Mo Kal diaonopad Ge Av n
napanavw Xpovooeipa €ival AR, e NpwTnNG TA&NC
AQUTOCUCXETION Py, MMOPEI va anodeIXTEl OTI

2
V(0') = CISIi Giglj
1

o Apa aua BEAOUME va EKTIMNOOUUE TO HECO HIAC
noocoTnTac 6, Je ouykekpiyevn akpifeia T, npenel
0 apIBUOC TwWV €nAvaAnWPewyv m va IKAvornolgl TNV
oxeon:

A

1+p 1+p
SE(0") = AIST:mZ( ej [ 1]
vm \1-p, T 1-p,




MCMC Accuracy

o MapatnpoUue oTI yia p, = 1 &ovpe m —> oo.

o Na 1o v yia napadeiypya €XOUME p, = Iy
kal n dsiypaTtikn dlacnopad sival 1.161. Av
0eloupe To T = 0.01 TOTE:

2
mz(ﬂj (1+0'836jz150000.
0.01 ) L 1-0.836
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