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1. SAS/IML & &fah

SAS/IML i3, EXZ SAS VAT ADZTK—EO 7057 b TH 5B, SAS Y AT LITHH T
HHTAZBREREVEEHAERETY 7 727 TH-> T, PC, UNIX S A4 Y7V —LF
TOBRETHEEL, BcEEBROFENTICB WL THRACEEN 2 2B T3, BR
HetFEEY —VELTHAT 32— -2 -> T, EETELHHAY 7V 27T OEER
Hohlzwv, ULrl, FHEFEEEERETIACES TR, FELLT7AVITY XL ETES
POBBC TS ALATELY 7 by =2 7BBLETHS, SAS/IMLIZZD & 5 RERIZEU
BITHEESETH S, AFEOERICH LTS APLOE S Ry AT L0 5D, T FhiS
HMEHo T3, SAS/IMLIZ SAS Y A7 LD#aHY 7 b7 =27 & L TCOFERE L& T T
RAF—BEETHLY, —BO7 7 s BBNCETFINTHWS, 5H, & ZIEGEED
EIBRFLOWERETNT) XABTEE LT L &, HEHEE SAS/IML Trur s L %8
WT, ZThE2—RCABEL CHRBERE T2 28X fTbh T3,

SAS Y AT AN THEAY 7+ =27 E LTABHENIEDIZ 1976 ETH B, ZDOLED
SAS ¥ 27 AZid, THIEESEE PROCMATRIX Y A7 A0—8E LTHRIZKZ SN TW»
72. Z® PROCMATRIX »¥EL T4 H®D SAS/IML iz#{b Uiz, #H Sy r—Y 3T 5xse
Th5ZL2HOREBL, THHEESHEPREEL THET 2 LI RBIFHINIRETH
59,

SAS/IML i3 1 DOEEBTHIRET A ¥ PV I REFTH 3. ez,

a={

1 1 1,
1 2 3,
2 6 4 };
LHEEITIE, ERACIXIDITHINRT 4+ Ay avyEERLTRASNKS, £/, R
b=(X"X)"X"y
PERBET 30213,
B=INV(X‘'*X)*X‘*Y;

EFFELV, ZOIIREEBRNZOLIRTVERATEEREOR2ZFDE FEHTESL Y

* 7104 EREAFREBEE 1-13-1 1 X4 EL - A F R+ 8F,
* REER RAEERE | T113 RS XA 7-3-1,
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U5 IV IEEBETHLLEVD LT AZ SAS/IML O3k 5.

Z®SAS/IML iz, V VU —X 6.08 & D IERERBELOBEEIEME iz, BB LB &I EIL
WICHEZ b o> TwaH, HEFFEBLTHIERER/IN_REPRAHE R L CEELKE
PRETIERVIETHRY, BIZBNI &9 RITFIRE 2 EESA T 2 2840 L BEbss
BBCEBTE 2BEELBA L2 L1k D, SAS/IML B#EEHIAESE C L > THEE KRN D
BV b7 E-oTcbni 5,

2. SAS/IML OB@EYTN—F 8

— i Bt & IR BB f (1, T2y, Tn) 1DV, FOBU/ME (27 BRAM) £, %
DEEDNNTAIDEERO BEHETH B, /X7 X FHOBERICER Z 2 IFRERORFIEE
2SI b b3, BB, BEOMEBCEU TR 2 X RBEDNY T —Y 3 VHBEE
T35, BBETETATYVALLELT, BALHDOHETROLIIHE,S LV HWEBEREL
THET 2 BRAMESTbIS,

SAS/IML i, RD & > kb 7V —F U EBSHAEIR TS,

NLPCG G AR

NLPDD FTNVRy Tvy Tk
NLPNMS Nelder-Mead & > 7v v 7 A5k
NLPNRA EHEFE D % Newton-Raphson &
NLPNRR Y v Y%5E{t Newton-Raphson ¥
NLPQN (M) # Newton ¥ (BFGS, DFP)
NLPQUA 2 Xk&E1t

NLPTR LR RS

B RE/ N _REEREL-DI, ROV TV—F 835 5. B4 Gauss-Newton
2, REBCELLOTRAIATLRY,

NLPLM Levenberg-Marquardt £/ %k
NLPHQN A 7V v F# Newton /N5

NLPNMS DA D FE TR, BEROHESLETH 5, BTN LHBEARESEZ 5L b TE
B8, G2V EERERESCIVERMENS, £, TRTCOFETHREROER T 21
TRERDEHPK 2R T Z L TE 358, I NLPNMS & NLPQN T, /37 X 7 2RO
WMEBIIELLTES, BFEOBHBICOVWTR, BELEOENE (L 2134% - IUTF
(1978)), »BwixFEA (1993), Hartmann (1994), SAS Institute (1995) Z22HBL Twi-
REI o,

BHELO DO 7N —F L LT, XD2O8H 5,

NLPFDD HRE4SC X 2 HEBCEM
NLPFEA #HIRET TCOFEAER

NLPFDD iZ, $3/55 X% np 252 EOBEEIE f - ARRZ b g« ~v 175 h 2K
T et ZEAEEB2REL L7 22252 0E, ZD L ED~y £{TFHh 5 Wald D
DENEGCEHETE 5, '
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3. MNE L RITH

3.1 B¥YOBHIE
BB b OBIE L LT, Rosenbrock Bi#k

f(x)=%{100(xz—.1:12)2-1-(1—.171)2}

ERHWE S, OB, 2*=(1,1) TRAME f(x*)=0 2 L 5, ¥HAEIZ 2°=(-1.2,D) ¥

3., SAS/IML k37077 43K 1, REE20X3 k5,

fEa
s BRELT BB OER

—E#{b 3 5 BA%0% start~finish DX TR T 2., B#lEbT5/857 2 ¥ 25 LT,

BIE f 258 2 & 5 BB ER T 5.

— T A BERD BESIIE BIERY v viek b BN TE R MVOEERE|H

513, x[1]x[2] L) kS5 CEROBESR2EET 5.
s B LY I —F DOV L
—NLPNRR 13V v Y2%&%E1t Newton-Raphson D% 7V —F > Th 5.

proc iml; /* Invoke IML */

start rosen(x); /* Define Rosenbrock Function */
f = 0.5%(100%(x[2] -x[1]#x[1] ) #%2+ (1-x[1] ) #%2) ;
return(f);

finish rosen;
x0={-1.2 1} /* Set Starting Values */
call nlpnrr(rc, xr, "ROSEN", x0); /* Call Newton-Raphson Ridge Optimization */

print rc, xr, (rosen(xr)); /* Print Results */

B1.

XR
0.999991 0.999982

#TEM1001
4.036E-11

2. Hi#73.1: Rosenbrock BI# BB LD EES R,
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—3HHO5 I RHELT 2RI, 4 BEHOSIRCHEMEREET 5. B#bOERD 3
T AZEIZ, 2EBHDOFIBCA-> TR->TL %5, 1 BHOFIBCIBRBE LRI £ vwo
T EILEHETEVI—a—FBA-TE-TKL 3,

—X 7Y a VIEEXRWIEES, BNEREER/IMEEInS,

—HEABEIEEL T D T, ARESIMSHIBEI NS,

- RFE{LORER

—U ¥ —ra—RiE, BELHIKT LEFEREZTRT. 1~10 DEOEKD & &3, R#Etid
BRI TWT, Wl LPGRRESRI NS, —1~—10 DEOED & X 3&#ELIZ
KL TWT, KRLFERBBI SN S, SEOFKERIE 3 TH S5, HBlbizish
LTw3,

—BEIL L ED8T A F I, x=1(0.999991,0.999982) TH 5. ZNIZIEWRE x=
(1,1) KB TIHV, 771V bOIGREHETIE, ZOREOBERENGENS,

—B#EL LT EDBBEERD 211k, BRBifb L7 87 28 2 BB L IBERCRATH
FEv, SEOBTIE, f=4.036X10°1 TH Y, FFERME =0 12D TRV,

32 FFarnEE

SAS/IML Q@b 7V —F 2id, 3ELERA TV ar:2205 2808 TES, K3
2, 1BEORERKEEE L, RELLRROFERE 7Y > a3 pI2M4, M51CED
MERERT.

fifEeR -

- HEAM DS 2 » T

—BREET IEBDOBE T AT OV, AN EERERIEET 5 2 L8 TE 5, Kt
T 2% & [FiEIC, start~finish DR CHEKEE T 3.

proc iml;

start rosen(x);
£ = 0.5%(100%(x[2] -x[1] *x[1]) %2+ (1-x[1] ) *%2) ;
return(f) ;

finish rosen;

start g_rosen(x); /* Define Gradient */
g = {0 0};
gl1] = -200%x[1]1*(x[2] - x[1]*x[1]) - (1-x[1]);
gl2] = 100%(x[2] - x[1]1*x[1]);
return(g) ;

finish g_rosen;

x0={-1.2 1}

call nlpnrr(rc, xr, "ROSEN", x0, {0 2}) grd="G_ROSEN";

B3.
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Newton-Raphson Ridge Optimization
Without Parameter Scaling
Hessian Computed by Finite Differences
(Using Analytic Gradient)

Number of Parameter Estimates 2

Optimization Start: Active Constraints= 0 Criterion= 12.100
Maximum Gradient Element= 107.800

Iter rest nfun act optcrit difcrit maxgrad ridge rho
1 0 2 0 2.3659 9.7341 2.319 0 1.003
2 0 7 0 2.0634 0.3126 5.521 2.000 1.839

20 0 33 0 4.72E-18 1.571E-9 1.6E-9 0 1.000

Optimization Results: Iterations= 20 Function Calls= 34 Hessian Calls= 21
Active Constraints= 0 Criterion= 4.7204231E-18
Maximum Gradient Element= 1.59827E-9 Ridge= O Rho= 1

4. H4773.2 : Rosenbrock BI#E:#{tD 7Y > M (BELaEfg).

NOTE: ABSGCONV convergence criterion satisfied.

Optimization Results

Parameter Estimates

Parameter Estimate Gradient
1 X1 1.000000 -1.5983E-9
2 X2 1.000000 -7.367E-10

Value of Objective Function = 4.720423E-18

5. Hi73.3 : Rosenbrock BASEEILD 7Y > M S (BBILEER).

—E&LUHERE, Rty IV —F oD grd=A 7y a3 Y THEET 2. —RiER
EEBIETTO L 0 BB 2 5 2 1 AN ERICMETE 5,

—Newton-Raphson 30D & 5 i 2 BEO IR FIHT 2FHED L X213, hes=4 Sy 3~
TAY TR BET AL TE S, £, 1 BOBEKI T THENTNCSZH
DBEL B,

Ty avNT AIDE LT

— LY TN —F D5 BEHDFIHE LT, Ay a7 MABEETE 3,

— 1 EBDOERE, BMEbBEAE»Z2RET 2, 03B/AME (F740 1), 138K
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ek, B/_REED L 23EROY A XEIEET 5.
— 2 ZDOERE, OUTPUT o4 Y RoAD 7Y Y b7 MEADEERIBET S, 0»
55 FTOEEL B,

IV yHALEW, T4V,

FEDOEN & REERB 2V R—- 1335,

NRT X OYAHEEE L BREHEEE BT 5, LOoHIIRIZI—BTH 3.
Pl Ll RIEMTHELH T3,

BRETEDNTRAIRT NV bERT S,
BRETLDHABNZ bV g bERRT 5,

—3FD»5 11 BDHOERR, BHELEOHIPVF 2 —=V T %75, BEI I R2BRME
TAHEIRZVOT, EOFITRIEEL T,

Gl o W N O

3.3 B/ FME

Rosenbrock B#Z, f(x)=1/2){f*(x)+ A (x)} OBRTRBETE S, Zhid, BEIS220
BICREETHS, BB RBCERIOE LR I wEE{bEsH D, SAS/
IMLTH A 7Yy F#E= 2 —  »iE L Levenberg-Marquadt 3 E BSAHEBE SN T W3, 6
12, NLPLM %7V —F > %{#i-> T Levenberg-Marquadt ¥ % EfT L 7Bl 2R 7.

proc iml;

start rosen2(x);
y = {0 0};
y[1] = 10%(x[2] - x[11*x[1]);
y[21 = 1 - x[1];
return(y) ;

finish rosen2;

x0 = {-1.2 1};

call nlpim(rc, xr, "ROSEN2", x0, {2 2});

B6.

fiEa

BN _REOREE AX), Ax),... TR PVTRIBEHEZEREL, YTV —F >~
NLPLM @ 3 ZH D3 TIRET 5.

e FFYarNI XD 1 BHOERCEROK (S0fITIZ2) RIBET 5.

c ZITRYIETFIREZTHRVDT, BREMAMSTON S, YaE{THle252 3
BE&idjac=A4 7y 3 VCHEET 5.
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4. ®BFE~DEA

4.1 FEMERPN_FE

G REELEHHETER T2 E LT, ERER/IN_RER2 VDT LS, B
ETIE, EHEE FHMEE 02 B2 O_FEME2R/MET 3, tezidy=063411" 2=
(123450 d3F—3LTy=bexp(brx)tetVIFEFREETAVELTRIDS
ZERFZD, ZOLERIE, ROBNEHEERMET2080MEL %5,

ss= é‘i {yi— b1 exp(be: z)}

EBOT7 SV r—yar TR, 2 2EatENEEENEOE CEESLR T 2 DRIFELRDT,
ANF—s o ERNEEFHET 2 I > Ll o v, SAS/IML 3 fTFIEESEL
DT, ENEBEZEERCRET LI LN TE S, RPN _FREDO a7 703K TDLS
Wi,

proc iml;

start nlreg(b) global(y, x); /* Access y and x using GLOBAL option */
r =y - b[1]#exp(b[2]#x); /* Calculate Residual Vector */
return(xr);

finish nlreg;

y={563411}; /* Dependent Data Vector */
x=9{12345}; /* Independent Data Vector */

b0 = {1 1}; /* Set Stating Values */

optn = nrow(y) || 2; /* Get Sample-Size using NROW function */

call nlplm(rc, br, "NLREG", b0, optn); /* Levenberg-Marquardt Optimization */

B7.

R -

s BRI RED - D OBEKOIED K

—BRED OB, HET I N7 AF 23 HCED, FOMOEE RS HICE52 T
Bk, F=FxX7 My ko & 2BRCET oI, 518Tix% { GLOBAL
EwSA Sy arEHET 5.

—SAS/IML RT3 HEESETH 505, RERITLOEE®F LD TS usS 7 ALTE
3, % &, TIEBRONMET2BERILORELZERT 3,

— IR/ N REDO- DO HNBERR, 84 TYR—y 3 v T L OBREONRY L EE
T LI IVERT 5.

BtV —F > DET

— IR R/ N EEOPHMERERE S 2 R i R,
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start nlreg2(b) global(y, x);
y - b[1l#exp(b[2]#x);
ss = ssq(x); /* Calculate SS from Residuals */

return(ss);

T

finish nlreg2;

b0 = {1 1};

optn = {0 2}; /* Minimize function and Print Results */

call nlpnrr(rc, br, "NLREG2", b0, optn); /* Newton-Raphson Ridge Optimization */

8.

—JEIE RN _RED-HDA T a R D 1 BHOERIIY Y VA X ThH
%, ZZ TR nrowBEEERIALTWw3,
—NLPLM ¥ 7V —F > 2R UH L T, Levenberg-Marquadt &% ETL T3,

B/N_"3&1k T Levenberg-Marquadt S 25 D13, KEW EEEEB LTI 6THA,
b LB 5, Newton-Raphson 30 & 5 %lBE OEEEREHEILZFAIHETs b TE 5 (K
8 &),

BEORHEMNV—F > 2HS L&, BAHRRENZ MV EETOTIRR L, BEYHAM
PRTEScLzdhiERoRwn, 7Y arRr M OB 1EBRISEIMEEETT 2201
0iCd %,

42 BAKE
RAMEZTT OB bR/ _REE LATR#BITH 2. NHLEERS ZERTEN
i, HREBOEEL LB, REEKEERET 2RI TIv, ez, y=012345)

proc iml;

start mlnorm(parms) global(y); /* Log-Likelihood Function */
logL = -0.5 * sum(log(8*atan(1)+parms[2]) + (y-parms[1])##2/parms(2]);

return(logl);
finish;
y={123 45} /* Data Vector */
parms0 = {1 1}; /* Initial Values */
optn = {1 2}; /% Maximization (optn[i1]=1) =*/

call nlpnrr(rc, parmsr, "MLNORM", parmsO, optn);

9.
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LWV F—INREFHIFE N, D) LOFELILELT, N7 AFDpk A LE2RAHET S
ZiX, RONBEEREEEERETZ2IERRER S,

n )2
log L= —%g}l{log(bmz)%— (v Gzﬂ) }
SAS/IML TERAMEE %2 FKITT 51213, MBAERSEZ D % £ IML EF it L 7z HHIBA%K
RPEETS. ez, 9Dk d 3,

RN -
- BEBEBO/ ST A TR b ViE, parms[l]=g parms[2]=¢® Lo T 5,
s REEBOERECLERT—F 1%, BN REDO L & LR GLOBAL & 7'y 3 VY THET,
« SAS/IML SEOHEHA ta 2 XAH 77—, X 2175 (F/iEx7bu) LT
—axX,a+X,X—a DS, AA 7 —LiTH L OFOEIBEEIFD LN TS, A
AT —2FHORERICHN LU TEREE, BRE X LAY A XT3 i 5,
—X/a L WIBRT, T/ A 7—DBRELRD SN TWS, Zhid (1/a)X OBEKRTH
%,
—X#ta i, T XDRERE aFETILEVIBRTH S,
« SAS/IML i21d 7 DEFBEDBHEBEE N TORWDT, 4tan(1) TRH T 3,
- BB EREALLIZWDT, £ 7y a5 2 9RZ MO 1 BHOEER 12T 5.
log L Z2BKRIET20b0 iz —2log L #R/AMELIzwhk s, BAREER2BELT, #7
YarvnRIAYDO1BHOERE 0T 5,

5. #l¥> &M@

51 BEHHOBIE
— IR R T, T AV ELF IR EROHKE DT LD B, Ttk z
IERRTZHIFT Betts BA%L

Ax)=0.01x+25—100

proc iml;

start betts(x);
f = 0.01%x[1]*x[1] + x[2]*x[2] - 100;
return(f);

finish betts;

con={2-50 . ., /* Boundary Constraint */

50 50 . ., /* Boundary Constraint */

10 -1 110 }; /* Linear Inequality Constraint */
x0 = {-1 -1}; /* Infeasible Starting Values */

call nlpcg(rc, xr, "BETTS", x0, {0 2}, con); /* Conjugate-Gradient Optimization */

54 10.



172 METBE F44% E2F 19%

NOTE: Initial point was changed to. be feasible for boundary and linear
constraints.
Optimization Start
Parameter Estimates
Parameter Estimate Gradient Lower BC Upper BC
1ix1 6.800000 0.13600 2.00000  650.00000
2 X2 -1.000000 -2.00000 -50.00000 60.00000
Value of Objective Function = -98.6376
Linear Constraints
1) 10.00000 <= + 10.0000 * X1 -  1.0000 * X2 ( 59.0000 )

11, H775.1 D BRI D & REEOWIHIRE.

Conjugate-Gradient Optimization
Automatic Restart Update (Powell, 1977; Beale, 1972)
Gradient Computed by Finite Differences
Number of Parameter Estimates 2
Yumber of Lower Bounds 2
Number of Upper Bounds 2
Yumber of Linear Constraints 1

Optimization Start: Active Constraints= 0 Criterion= -98.538
Maximum Gradient Element= 2.000

Iter rest nfun act optcrit difcrit maxgrad alpha slope
1 0 3 0 -99.5468 1.0092 0.135 0.502 -4.018
2 1 7 1 -99.9600 0.4132 0.00272 34.985 -0.0182
3 2 9 1 -99.9600 1.851E-6 0 0.500 -74E-7

Optimization Results: Iterations= 3 Function Calls= 10 Gradient Calls= 9
Active Constraints= 1 Criterion= -99.96 Maximum Gradient Element= 0

Slope= -7.39836E-6

NOTE: ABSGCONV convergence criterion satisfied.

12. Hi775.2 D B8R O & HE O RERTE.

T, HERHH

2< <50
—50< 2, <50

&, BIEHK
10— 2. 2>10

LZboTw5, ZOBBUE, x*=(2,0) TR/ME f(x*)=—99.96 2 L 5. ¥IAEE LT3,
w2z L TwurnRa®= (-1, -1 AV, BEHKO DV RELRE % R AR
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Optimization Results
Parameter Estimates

Parameter Estimate Gradient Active BC
1 X1 2.000000 0.04000 Lower BC
2 X2 -1.24027E-10 0

Value of Objective Function = -99.96

Linear Constraints Evaluated at Solution

[1] 10.0000 * X1 - 1.0000 * X2 - 10.0000 = 1.000000E+01

B 13. H775.3: SEIKD S MBEOFHERR.

CTHRLBIER 10, EREZR 111213 R,

i -

« MIEHEFIDIEED L o7z

— BRI, (—BERE+ 2) X OS5 XA H+ 2) OV 4 XDTFITHEET 5.

—&HIHATFNDOE LTREREFIOTREZ, B 2T EREHO LR %, 3T —HE
HWEERT.

—#HETHIOE 1FE 1 BHDN NS A7, F25E 2 BHD/ST7 X5 LIRICHIGL, A
25 2 FHOFIHB—RERNT DOV T OBIREET, 1 BHOFIB—REOELDE
XSS 5.

X1 X2 Egﬁﬁﬁggg ﬁ§§&

oo v l
BLC={ 2 —50 . . < TR
50 50 . - «~ kR

10 -1 1 10 }; «——MHIK

—BREE R, => 0, 2> ], <>—1 ZFhFINGT 5.
—EREEC OV TR, AD 25 EMGRTH S,
—&HETINE, BB I —F oD 6 BHOFIBICIEET 3.
< EIFI R W S R OEIIHED S 2 S NIBE, SRR T YBAE E BB CERR T 5.

5.2 IEREHOOEA /-

HEHFOXRTIRBEEIZS S ks, N7 AFBICHERBOER £ 12 3FEFRC L 26K %
FELwZ b3, SAS/IML OB HEILERO Z» T, NLPQN (#E=—a2—F V) &
NLPNMS (Nelder-Mead &> v v 7 2g) D2 DRHFBREHIEEZL 5L TES,

72 & 24F, BAMORA i+ 23<1 OEBOF TCHMBEK f(0, w)=nn 2HEARIET L L
2 k5, Tul7L3K140L5Kk B,

Tk
SR L TERENIL, ROBBRCIET 5.
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proc iml;

start fprod(x);
f = x[1] * x[2];
return(f);

finish fprod;

start unicirc(x); /* Nonlinear Inequality Constraint */
c =1 - x*x°;
return(c) ;

finish unicirc;

x0 = {1 1};
optn={12 .. ... .. 1 0};

call nlpgn(rc, xr, "FPROD", x0, optn) nlc="UNICIRC";

14.
c{x)=0, i=1,..., nec,
cx)=0, i=nec+1l,..., nc.

7z 2, d+B3<1 0%, alx)=1—-2—2>20 Lt WO BEKCEE TR %,
» FERIEHEI OB R ncfl, 205 bEREHOEE nec L T3,

— IR 2 R T RIEUL, nc BEOEREORY M ERTLIIEET 2. 2055 1{HD
5 nec @ E TRERFHITH Y, nec+1{HD DS ne o E THRERGHIc 2 5,
—IEEERIOB nc 134 73 a5 X8R v LD 10 BDOOBERT, FHEERE

OB nec 347y a NS 2XA7D I BHDOERTIET 2.,

- FERRTEHIRD 2 EE LB, NLPQN & 2w i NLPNMS 4 7 v —F > thd nle= 4 7

v a rTHET 5.

6. 74 FNEHFEMBOME
61 7ATNBHEOBLEE

IR RE L T ENCHLBIEE LT, 75810 234 ERMT— s 235 2 %
DIATNGHEEDCEDI TSI L2BNT 5. BEOEHEIIT T Lawless (1982) i2hE

)

BIEGIZ, Lawless (1982) KEEHE N TWE DT, T v b OEEIZ OV TOERERII

57— Thsb,. 7y bDRBICHEEYE DMBA 284 L, carcinoma B T& 2 TOHK®
FCERL 7. 2R, VIEF 17RO 7 v M iZEEIHKYC carcinoma B8FE L, A <> b
EFTORMOT -5 %, RDLIERZ MDD B, 72720, BED2 OO 7H~R—v 3

VIITHEYID T TH 2 (K15 2K).
232 X DIA TNVAAEOEREEBRBIIRO L >k 5,
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proc iml;

{ 143 164 188 188 190 192 206
209 213 216 220 227 230 234
246 265 304 216 244 };

ot
n

r = 17;

start weib(x) global(t, r);
logL = r*log(x[2]) - r*x[2]*log(x[1])
+ (x[2]-1) #sum(Qog (t[1:r])) - sum((t/x[1])##x[2]);
return(logl); )

finish weib;

K 16.

ﬁ _tﬂ—l _ —tﬂ
ola) e[ -(5)] 20
ZZT, t BREERTHY, a>0 IZRENT 25, B>001ﬁ34ﬁ/*’7)‘7<‘:ﬂ¥0£n%/\°§x§7

Th5.
VA TN ONBEERBIIRD L S ik 3,

log L{a, B)=7 log 83— B log a+(B—1)§)log t,-—é(%)ﬂ

T, r3ITBYID 220 CnuRnt 7 FER—v a VBTH L, TOBEKREBRRET 2 LS5
at BLERDODNIELW,FEIED Dicplog & 13, FTHEID B2ZIF TRV THR—v 3 22
DOVTHNEZHE T2 LW EKRTH S, B ALEBEBER 16 DL 570 5L TES, #
BEB17+18+19 1R,

R -
cHBAERBOEIEHICHSL 1 r tWIREIZ, 155 r FTOBEIIE2HREIETL
3,
D DOHEERTILE, TEXZRIDON—7%FbRWwTSUMBKAM S & ST~
T#H3, SAS/IML i34 > % 7V ¥ 5B DT, DONV—FDETITEW, 72, SUM B
BeFolABN7u sl 5400035,

LS 12O T, WEAERBORAEE2ETT 5, 2 2 TRYBAESL 0%=0.5, 56=0.5 &
L, ¥=a2—1b 5 (DBFGS) X W B&FELEITS. B, KEBBRT/NT X ¥ OEIN—KFY
KTHOHOEE L 2 EXBEETONBEBEROTENTERLRSD, ab 86 10 2 TR
L2 L5 HEOTTBL,
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x0 = { 0.5 0.5 };

optn = {121}

con = { 1E-6 1E-6, /* Lower Bounds */
};

call nlpgn(rc, xr, "WEIB", x0, optn, con);

X 17.

Dual Quasi-Newton Optimization
Dual Broyden - Fletcher - Goldfarb - Shanno Update (DBFGS)
Gradient Computed by Finite Differences
Number of Parameter Estimates 2
Number of Lower Bounds 2
Number of Upper Bounds 0

Optimization Start: Active Constraints= O Criterion= -444.533
Maximum Gradient Element= 2248.275

Iter rest nfun act optcrit difcrit maxgrad alpha slope
1 0 3 0 -166.6679 277.9 261.8 0.0122 -51962
2 0 4 0 -157.0344 9.6335 105.1 1.000 -14.623
19 0 39 0 -88.2327 1.79E-10 5.39E-7 1.000 -39E-11
Optimization Results: Iterations= 19 Function Calls= 40 Gradient Calls= 30
Active Constraints= 0 Criterion= -88.232735

Maximum Gradient Element= 5.3856E-7 Slope= -3.94315E-10

NOTE: GCONV convergence criterion satisfied.

18. HJ16.1: RAHEEDRERE,

Optimization Results
Parameter Estimates

Parameter Estimate Gradient Active BC
1 X1 234.318611  2.43162E-8
2 X2 6.083148 5.3856E-7

Value of Objective Function = -88.23273515

19, $H776.2: BRAHEI L 537 2 5 HEEE.

e
M= 5 — P BB IIEIORETIER L7z, PCRBERBCHEER S i,
« )85 XY OHEEEIX, a=234.3, 5=6.083 o7z, Z it Lawless (1982) »RLTw
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call nlpfdd(f, g, h, "WEIB", xr);

estimate = xr‘;

cov = -inv(h);

stderr = sqrt(vecdiag(cov));

upper_b = estimate + probit(0.975)*stderr;
lower_b = estimate - probit(0.975)*stderr;

print "MLE and Asymptotic Confidence Bounds",

estimate stderr upper_b lower_b;

& 20.

MLE and Asymptotic Confidence Bounds

ESTIMATE STDERR UPPER_B LOWER_B
234.31861 9.6458629 253.22416 215.41307
6.0831481 1.0682468 8.1768734 3.9894229

BI21. H$16.3: NLPFDD & & 2 {S#KXM.

ZEEZLV,

c S TRNBALERBOERBRBIZEE L ko, V4 TSR TN EER B2
ZEBTEDLY, —REAEMEBOEEBEETNICRD S Z L ik DEEL W,
HEBEEE L 2o B8, 2 BEOERS E B 32 Newton-Raphson 2 EHER L T
X, BBFFECHE LD RS EREMIMUT~Y 2T RHET 2 ek 50, &
HENIRES 2 20REMESDH 5, HEKEEELZVOR S, 1 EHBEKS T 26> %
Za—bVERRAVEARLIVTHES S,

6.2 WHAESLERUC & 2EERXMY

WNIATERAMEE L& &, ZOFBERMERD -V EMBH 5, FD7-»Iizid, NLPFDD
EVIYTN—F RS LENTH S, NLPFDD (f, g, h, “Bi#”, x) i3, “BA#” £ H 2%
TAZEx G2 5L, BBIE S, ARt g, ~v TV b 2ET, BB L35 27 {lEE 5%
niE, ZOHETONY 2fTFIOBITINC L D, /35 2 B OSEESETT R KD 2 Z L8
TE, TAZ I VEAESALNC L 2 EHRME2BEH B2 I ENTES (K20 - 21 BH).
ERGEPUCE D BEREIIZ, Y P4 XN E Wk ERERETH 2. SAS/IML 0=
Za TV, a7 7 ANVEECESEEREOHEELHEL LTERINTW S,

7. b V) (C

HEAFRESDL BT AT ZLERRE LI E LT, ZhS—HIcHIA & Wi g ifiEss
D72 < 7% %, SAS/IML t 2 OIGHBBLL —F > 25 2 Lic & 0, BB & > THBENY
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RELCERLTHREO S L 2ERT A EBTE S, £, BESHIFERZELE
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TP EESELARE U TEBNBE LT LIRBIKEDOTEE NS S 2,
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Nonlinear Optimization with SAS/IML
and Its Applications to Statistics

Junji Kishimoto
(SAS Institute Japan)

Chikuma Hamada

(Faculty of Medicine, University of Tokyo)

SAS/IML is a matrix language in the SAS system. Some nonlinear optimization
techniques are available in release 6.08 or later. We will demonstrate their usage and
capabilities with statistical examples, such as nonlinear least squares problem or maximum
likelihood estimation.

Key words: SAS/IML, optimization, MLE.



