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BADFECHEER N A DREELIL 5 -8 U <1 10 FHISF AR R N D 2 & h
%<, ZOLI BT 2IHLTORIBELfTbhTEZ, AETIE, ZD&SET7—4
ICRUT, TR OEHTPET S 2L 2HNET 5. ARTIIEEFBE T -4 X—205,
1950 -2 5 2000 - T 5 -8, 15845 90 KA LD 5 Bl 5455 7 — 2 2wz, 20
£ %7 = 21X LT, age-period-cohort model & FHHWSN B R, /3T X — X DFREAHE
DIEN B 5. Transition model &5 Z & TRBENTREDMENMIRTE, 77— 2 DY T
13 D & age-period-cohort model IZHARKNT & 2350 - 72 KR TIE, BERAIHTCL <
5N 5 state space model % 7 — 212 T3, T HIA1TVY, age-period-cohort model
OB 2 PHREE O AT S . AW TIRIREE K % KD 2 BRI particle filter &
WTET 24T, Pl & KD, TSRO TFEEE T, EHTEE1TS.

F — 7 — I ¢ Transition model, age-period-cohort model, particle filter.

1. EBA

FEDOIEEHERRCHEE RO 7 — 2 I3 F M, BENCEE -5 THREIND Z 1L
ZD&I BT — 2T AWM RO THA KL iTbTE 2 HlZE, BAEF@E» 6 REX
NTOWBFEDHTEHE RO T — 212138 1 DL 512, 5EHER, 5 EMICREINTHBEED
Nhb.

Z 2T, BHAEE ¢, kg 5 IS AT ERE yje, AO%E ny ELTERTEOET 5. #l
EROHEREITZhZhe={1,2,....T}, j={1,2,...,J} L —=T{HEL, T & JI3BHIFE K
CIEMBORARERTEDE TS, o, A KIE k=T —j+t &RE, k={1,2,...,K}
Th—THHEL, TORKBIE K=J+T-1 k%%, #ERIFZIEERLTE, GTHHO
AR FICR—0 2L — FHERT LI2x D E—7 00— FI2@$ 5 ERIFEE L - ER 2 T
THDEEZDZ NSRS, £72, B—#AERCET 28T, H213 1980 -2 45-49 7%
OAERHE )@ 3 3 HE1E 1985 F1213 50-54 OEREIZBET 5 729, KBIHHE My T3 s
V. R 1T, FED 45-49 5K, 50-54 1%, 55-59 )%, 60-64 D 4 L — 7, BUHIEEA 1980
. 1985 4, 1990 4, 1995 4, 2000 F-0D 5 F N —F, FAEBEN S=415-1 DTN —THh
5REZWEERECAOERE LTRL .

Ly — v Bakett 1 T100-0006 HETHFT-RHXAREM 1-1-3
2RI FREATSERL © T162-0825 HUARHITE X A 1-3
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1 HFERE g, BUIEE ¢ SN AHEER v KOAO ny. J=4, T=5 K=8.

ERE Bl
1980 (t =1) | 1985 (t =2) | 1990 (¢ =3) | 1995(t =4) | 2000(t =5)
45~ 49 | PR (k =4) (k =5) (k =6) (k =7) (k =8)
(7 =1) IECEHK Y1 Y12 Y13 Y14 Y15
AO ni1 niz nia nig nis
50 ~ 54 | BEERE (k=3) (k =4) (k =5) (k =6) (k=7
(1=2) | ETEHK Y1 o Y23 Y24 Y25
NE] no1 n22 na3 n24 n25
55 ~ 59 | FLEEE (k =2) (k =3) (k = 4) (k =5) (k =6)
(7 =3) FECER Y31 Y32 Y33 Y34 Y35
A0 n31 n32 N33 N34 n3s
60 ~ 64 | FEERE (k =1) (k =2) (k =3) (k =4) (k =5)
(7 =4) FETER Y41 Ya2 Y43 [m Y45
A0 n41 N4z n43 N44 45

ZDEI BT =21 L TORTIIH < 2 547bNTH D, Osmond (1985) 134 ¥ 77 »
FD T — L XM OMEDIECHEDENT % age-period-cohort model % FHWTIT > T %,
Age-period-cohort model {JBEHIE Y, HHARFIE ;e DA TV V534015 T % EARGEL 72E

TLTHY, UTOLIITRT I LaHKS.
exp{=Aje} A}

y.t' yjt:O,l,...
it

Z DDA

Pr(Yje =yje|Aje) =
(1.1) 0

log(Xji) =log(nji) +a+ aj + Bt + -

ZIT, a BEFLOUN, oy, G KUy ZERER, ERIBCHT555 2 — 5, B
1S9 5/87 A =4, BAERICHTE/39 A -2 %2KTEDET B, Age-period-cohort model
BT =2 L TOETIEODRRWIEBRMONTED, B<HWSLATZ A, LrLiay
5, age-period-cohort model 13735 X = & DIRAFMENZ k=J — j+t WS BERMENGET S
72002, /85 A =4 % —FEIHEEH K AW E WS FEREAREDRMIEN $ 5. Age-period-cohort
model X7 DRIERIZDWT, FEflliE Osmond and Gardner (1982), Clayton and Schifflers
(1987a, 1987b), Holford (1991) IZEREN TIN5,

/2, age-period-cohort model IZDWT, /¥ X — ZIZHIR %2 3R CRAEATTHED [ #E % 7
P4 % J1#:% (Osmond and Gardner, 1982; Holford, 1991), {4 D35 X — &3 —FIHEEH
K, HEEWEER ST A — &2 OB DIEE (Clayton and Schifflers, 1987a; Holford, 1991)
% MABMENRE XN THS, FH4(1985) Tid, 755 X — & OIERIER /55— B HEE Hi sk
5T EHMRTNES, £/, Midorikawa (2010) Tld mixed model % FVY TEREATBED [FRE
RS B FERBRSE TS, ARETIE, transition model &Y% Z & TREEANTHED
R ELEE R 5 2 & &b 5.

NA ZDOFBEE RN 1T7HTEH D, Berzuini and Clayton (1994) ¥ Knorr-Held and
Rainer (2001) TiZ#&/¥F A — 2 IZH i 5370 % E L 72 age-period-cohort % W THiEDIEL
HYMAEIT>T WD, 72, Besag et al. (1995) 1%, BV 27 4 v ZEUFETILEHONTED
FECHDFENT % 4T > Ty, Bray et al. (2000), Bray (2002) iZ Gaussian autoregressive prior
model ZHWTH Y F VRO RO TR EIT > TW5b, AR TIE, transition model % JEIZ
L= Pillike UT, &y 2Bl air &2 o7 Pk %17 > 72, £72, transition model D#
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W2 285 X — ZICHERVIEDE A INE LT L2 L, 8le w3 pillliks
WEL, BRSTEHOETHlBEEOLEETS.

DITARE TR, F—ERCE T 2 BHE O & DT OBIHNE I 28 %2 2 0 5 LE L 72
transition model 2DV T 2 FTihN%. Transition model D73 T X — 2 DHEE T3 TCEE
Ba -tk zHnwz, 33 TIE, HARDFEDILLEHET — #2128 U T transition model
U age-period-cohort model % FW 72 fATRSSRICDWTIR RS, Transition model #JTIZ L 72T
UEIZOVTARTIRN, 5T LD ESHOFEIIONTHRNRS.

2. EFINRUHEZE

2.1 Transition model

WMATRLUZEDIZ, KIFETHS 7 — 2 VTN TIE a0, 2 2 TARFETIXLL T O
transition model % W TN & 1T 5 72. Transition model (3[R —FEEFEN DO & DEiTDELH
EAROBHNEIZ A 5.2 5 EELEZETLTHD, ROLIIZETZ RS,

exp{— g/ })\z’;f/

Pr(Yie = yre | Ak Yrr —1) = Yt
0 Z DDA

ykt’:0717"'
(2.1)

log(Axer) =log(nger) + a + g, ey + Buk, ¢y + Ve f Wrer—1) -

TZT, kIFAAERIN T 2HAT, ¢ FE—ERFOHh T, BllE A0 d ORI ¢ =
1L,2,...,T'(k) EZET2RATAERTEOL TS, ¢ ORAEIT L ICKOET S720, T'(k)
ERTZEETE. o, FREROBHE T 2RI, k¢ ARELZEICED —F
IZREZDT, B g & h ZHOT gk, t), h(k,t') ERTIENTE S, [FA—#EHOOL
DHIOBHHER E D X S IZHBE 5 Z 22 DIREEZRH f TEFETHZ LT 5.

Al TR AT OO & DHfOEIHE A R OBENEIZZE L2525 LIREL 7 1 RO
transition model &\ 7z, SV AUE, El—FEAEFEO O & DR OEUHNE % HHE K, kO
B A WA S e LTHWEZ 812k 5. 2 RRZ N EOTILD transition model %
WBHZEBABETH B M, transition model DX Z IR T &, WAL E L THWS Z &
DOHSRZERUED B> T L EH T itk b, Z 2 TARETIX 1 RD transition model %
RYAS

Age-period-cohort model & W= EHTTIE, 785 X — 2 DR A FZRIAFET 2R E
EFILD design matrix DERNETO0, 1, LI -1 12852 &2k, REAARED
FENEC B Z L2k b. 22T, design matrix DBEHRIZ —1 BEHEFNB01E, Finke, B
W, AR ZNZHIZ o M EIRE L 25ATHD, h7 TV F— 2 &HHAEKE LT
FAWBEICRS< WG, KL THWZETIIZBWTS 0 FIfIFYZ{E L 72, Transition
model TiE, FEAEFIZTNT2/37 A = 2IZXIBT 5 design matrix DBEZRIZ0, 1 —1121F%
SEWEENFETS. ZHid, transition model 1, BUHNE A E—FEARE D — D Hif O EHIfE
IS EB AR T D ERE L7272 TH 0, R EHOBMNEFHZE L LT, ARSI
5787 X — 2 IZHHET % design matrix 121 X -1 DO DICHWENE 12D THE. FD7
W, REATREOMEEZEET A Z Nk ELZS. J=3, T=3, K=5DE/IZKITS
y=(y11, Y21, Y31,- - -, Y13, Y23, ¥33) " 1SXFIBT 5 design matrix D—if %, O-&DDOHIE LTLT
IRT.
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Age-period-cohort model

(11 01 000 1 0][al
101 100 10 0/
1-1-11 0 1 0 0 0] |a
1100 1 00 0 1]
1010100 1 0]]p
1-1-10 1 0 1 0 0|m
11 0 -1-1-1-1-1-1| |
10 1 -1-10 00 1]|]|9
[1-1-1-1-10 0 1 0 | [ 7]

Transition model

11 0 1 00 0y00 07]°
10110 0yo0 0 01|
1=1—-11 0yo 0O 0 0 0|
1100 1 0 0 0 yor O b
101 01 0 0wy 0 0 pa
1-1-10 1 0yu 0 0 0]
11 0-1-10 0 0 0 yool]|?
101 -1-10 0 0ywo]|]|”?
(1-1-1-1-10 0y2 0 0]]|"

L5 ]

Z 2T, design matrix FD y SBPMEE FIRRIC, j &t ZHOT y; TETED LTS,

2.2 HLE
Transition model D/8F X — 4 ZHEE T 5L LT, wiLkEzE AW UEBEEIIRO X
I25z26h7%.
K
(2.2) L(0|y) =Pr(y;0 H (yr|Ar),

ZZTO=(a,a1,...,05, Bi,.. s By Y15, VE)s Yk = Yk, - YRT (1) )s Ak = (Ak1, -5 A (k) L
9 %. Transition model (&[E—FEEFED O & DHTOEHNE AR OEVHNEIZ B A 5. 2 5 & NE
L72ETNTH B0, [[—ftETFNIZ IO THERME T Tld e, KBt EREOBRNE v,
IZXH LT, ZORESHERMIISMN EHERERIMOER LD,

Pr(yx) =Pr(yer (o) |Yr1s- - Yrr () —1) Pryrts - Yerr () —1) 5
b, ZZTETADIGEXD, yiray & yrr -1 ICDBREAFTZDT,

Pr(yx) =Pr(yrr (i) |lyer () —1) Pr(yet, - Yrrr () -1) »
EHOWTRLEEL, =1 FTHT 5L,

T’ (k)
H Pr(ykﬂ'ykt’—h )‘kt’) Pr(yk0)7

t/=1
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ERTZENIKRD. ZIZT, ypo FHERE bt =0 1CBTSBIEZERTEDLTS. Zh
=MW 3 &R,

K |T'(k)
L(6ly) =Pr(y;0) = H H Pr(yxe |yre —1, Aker) | Pr(yro)
k=1 | t'=1
LB, ZZT, LEBEE»S Pr(yko) Rz,
K T'(k)
(2.3) PLOly) =Pr(y;0) = [ [ T Prwerlver—1, Mewr),
k=1 t'=1

IR L U, S NERRARKICT /857 X — A DEAEHEEM E T 5. /S5 X —4
DHEEIZ, yro EHAZEE LTOAHNWS 728, BidOFHNE y 121X E&D Ty, 55700
ERB» 6156535 X — 2 DHEEREDOMEIZDOWTIX, Kodem and Fokianos (2002) {23k
NRoN T3,

3. T— XM

AFETIX, transition model, age-period-cohort model % /27 — Z FTIZDNTiA RS,
7= 2 BEEHEE T — 2 N — 2 BUEIIBUFHE ORE R (e-Stat) ) & 0, BUHIEAH 1950 -
75 2000 F-F TO 11 0 —7, Flipfdh 15-19 A 5 90 i LD 16 7N —T» 5755, Fik
DEFEDILCEHE LD T — 4 % 7z (http:/ /www.e-stat.go.jp/SG1/estat /eStat TopPortal.do) .
FEr— 213, 2L .

Transition model (Z[F—FEAEFEDO O & DEFOBIHNE % FHE S L LTHWS 28, BHEE
LTI, 1955 4205 2000 f- £ TO 10 20— 7, Fhpfaid 20—24 &4 5 90 LI LD 15 7L —
TOF — & &7z, 1950 KO 15-19 O FHfg O 7 — 2 IEHHE R E L TOAHW .

%31, EEF— 2L TUTOETFILE Y TUID 2R ER L. T age-period-
cohort model M TF transition model 12351 BB f #UT O LI IZERK L 2T L& Hn .

#£ 2. HEIC K BIETHEEBN) - B (http: / /www.e-stat.go.jp/SG1/estat /eStat TopPortal.do) .

Fing BRIE

1950 | 1955 | 1960 | 1965 | 1970 | 1975 | 1980 | 1985 | 1990 | 1995 | 2000
15-19 9 9 15 17 19 9 5 5 11 5 4
20-24 27 30 46 72 80 59 28 21 18 20 18
25-29 65 106 127 | 158 162 162 104 87 49 49 30

30-34 166 196 | 300 | 353 { 346 | 309 | 308 [ 196 102 77 70
35-39 359 | 395 | 470 | 615 | 628 | 562 | 526 | 453 | 315 | 207 | 142
40-44 788 | 854 | 790 | 781 | 1004 | 1003 | 799 | 719 [ 646 | 494 | 303
45-49 1406 | 1568 | 1517 | 1309 | 1387 | 1638 1583 | 1192 | 1101 | 1027 | 724
50-54 2206 | 2470 | 2488 | 2402 | 1991 | 1922 | 2465 | 2203 | 1772 | 1626 { 1608
55-59 3024 | 3398 | 3717 | 3666 | 3214 | 2871 | 2632 | 3253 | 2092 | 2592 | 2458
60-64 3602 | 4125 | 4569 | 4993 | 4638 | 4201 | 3603 | 3467 | 4263 | 4034 | 3408
65-69 3465 | 4195 | 4799 | 5483 | 5699 | 5334 | 5013 | 4082 | 4081 | 5210 | 5237
70-74 2505 | 3244 | 4147 | 4483 | 5228 | 5594 | 5472 | 4952 | 4258 | 4869 | 6009
75-79 1063 | 1743 | 2289 { 3010 | 3459 | 4132 | 4743 | 4702 | 4613 | 4571 | 4859
80-84 261 | 479 | 829 | 1034 | 1457 | 2000 | 2636 | 3273 | 3512 | 4073 | 3977
85-89 61 78 170 | 241 | 313 | 536 | 804 | 1283 | 1727 | 2361 | 2767
90- 3 15 16 28 35 7T | 134 | 269 | 460 | 806 | 1184
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*£ 3. ITNEFNDOETNIZNT S scaled residual SS, AIC KU/¥T X — 28 p.

Model Scaled residual SS AIC P
A-P-C 1253.525 2689.335 | 47
Transition 809.975 2226.887 | 48
Transition(rate) 404.267 1793.760 | 48

e Transition model (1): Flyper—1) =yr—1 & L, BHEEKE UCHEENE 2 D8 D& FW=E
T,

e Transition model (2): f(ypy—_1)= y’”, L 10000 L, AO1 AN DDOFCEHEEE SN
ERE L THWEZET L,

BEEL £ I3 EAD 2 DOBIKLISMC k4 B AT 2 Z L B8 RETH 5. ARTIE, FEC
FRPEIEHEE G2 5 SARGE L 72, EEINIZ A D B4 transition model (1) &, AR THW
727 = AANOYTUTE Y BPFIZR A 5 72 transition model (2) DIERDART I L L TE. £E
TLOT—=HANDOYTIFDDOR S A#FHIi§ 546 LT,

. (ykt’ - th’)2
Scaled residual SS(sum of square) = Z v
P Yrt!
ZHWA F 7=, age-period-cohort model, transition model (1) & OF transition model (2) % 2E
fili§ 2 4EEE LT,
AIC=—2(0) + 2p,

RV 22T, e GBUHNE g 12T 2 BT ILOYTIIDMME, 613755 X — 2 OHEENE
N7 ML, 1) BBOERE, pldsT X =2 EThThETEDET 5.

Scaled residual SS {FEAVNEWRET LD T — A ANOYTEE D ARV LAVRE N, AIC
FEAVNEOFEROWET L (BOETIUGEN) THE I eBNnnrbiaEe ks, &3k, 7—
ANDOBTIZEDHRRNZ EDBHIS N TS age-period-cohort model & O &, transition model
DIBT = ZNOYTIEDBRVWI LR TRNS. ZOF— 2L TE, 3D20ETL
DOHT transition model (2) BT —ZNOY TR FDPREBVNETILTHEZ LN h 5. I8
T A — 48 p &, age-period-cohort model TiE, J=15T=10, K =24 T, Finkg, #HALE
FEAEREZ N T 0 IR AN TNEZ L2k p=1+(J -1+ (T —1)+ (K —1)=47
ELTHE 5N, Transition model TIZ, Hfinha & BUHEIZ 0 MFFIEHNTWE 720 p=
1+(J-D+(T-1)+K=48 LLTH{LND.

4. Transition model % FHuU\7/=FEli%E

ZDIETIE, transition model & AW FHRER U Z DRERIZOWTORT. K35 Tl
OKEEEFT5 72812, 1955 &5 1995 F-F TOHFEF — X IZH LT transition model % ¥4 TiZ
B, 2000 FOCEHE#ZTHL, FEF—42 DB ET->72. THREE LT, BURGHTE W
7o A Pk e, BRI 539 2 — 2 ICRERFIREE % {R5E L 72 state space model %
O, BoNIREERO A2 bl EREX S22 TTHIEEE 5 D2 DIZDWT
NT.

4.1 [EFZERAVWEFAE

grr1=(G1ir41,. . o) &L, T —ZHBBIEE T FTHRONTVSIE, T+ 1 OBLIE %
KvpZer MBETHTE] Zeed5. BREHNTIELETHZTS 2012, 317
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SNZBUHAEE T £ TOF — ZI12xF LT transition model %4 I3 EnkE, BUHIE K OGIEA R
I 5785 A — 2 OHEEIE 0= (4, &u, ..., &5, B, B0, %, .., Ak) RO B, FkE j D1
HASE Tl A YjT+1 :5\]‘T+1 =njry1exp{a+ a&; + [;'T+1 + A f(yj—1T)} & LTRkdB., ZZT,
Bri1 F—HIEOBMIEIIN T 5/859 A =22 RKTED LT 5. kg j, BUHIET+1 OB
W yyry ERI—FEERFEO O L DRTOBMNEL, j & ¢t ZHOT yr ERTZENHEKS.
UIE TR 45K % 7201208, Broa BB R D, fro 3, B5RABIEICNT 557
A—=F By . B ZBURSAT A UCORD 5. AR CIRE R,
Bi = ao + ast,

KO8 2 RO R,

Be =ao + ait + ast”,
EHOT, BN THREIZKD ao,a1,02 KD, TUHNEZG7.

X1 (a) i, 2000 D HADOFHEDEHETOIRCEL GEHNE), &EBRBYGZHWTPllL
72 THME (HE 1) %00 2 RO YRR A2 BTl U 72 Tl (7 HE 2) & B R aRE,
A HERAER L CXIZR L2 DTH 5.

EB 6O PHNE S FZHNE & 1B T B A, 2 RO BREIER A O 22 PRIO S 23 S HlE LT
WZ ERRTHNS. 1 (W, FRRICLU TEEDOBEFETOSCERD T — 2 2 HO TPl

(a) 000
3000
2000

1000

25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49 50-54 5559 60-64 6569 70.74 75-79 BO-84 8589 90-
RN = FMEL -~FNE2

(b)

25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 4549 50-54 55-50 60-64 6569 70-74 7579 80-B4 8589 90-
RN =FNEL —FHE2

1. YR & O TR S Pl & S20E. BT (), BRELME (b) .
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« EED EWER ----2ROEWR
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0.06

(b)  ooe

« WEl Bt - 2ROER

2. Transition model % TR S NZ=BHAKEICxET 2755 2 — 2 OHEENE & Bl fHECSR
KO 2 ko, BEHN (), BiEL 0).

L=THHEDOXI T, 5D T — 212 TRNE 1 & THlE 2 18IS REN e -7,
£#Z L LT, transition model % H\WVTHE S N2EMIEEIZ T 5/85 X — 2 OBUGIX, [B1JFE
MO 2 RO MR 2 (a), (D) ISR L7z K2 () 12, (b) DFA t=10 12 W, [
JRIEHRE 2 RONYGRHHFROZED NS N L350 5.

4.2 State space model & A= FlliE
KIZ, state space model & Wz PHREIZDOWTHRNR S, Aiff7E TR/ state space model
&, BUIFIC]T 57857 2 — 2 B30 & DHTOBMIFIC B A Z T 2 IREBERTH 5 LREL 72
EFLT,
exp{ A\
Pr(Yie =y;e|\je, Yj—10-1, 7¢) = yjit!
0 Z DDA

yjt:(),l,...
(1) log(Aji) =log(n;e) +a+ o + @ + Ve f(yj—10-1)-

Tt =Tt—1 + N,

ne ~ N[0,7°].
ERTIENNKD. TTT z BB T 2IREERT, o i3 HWITHS A, o,
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7000
GO00

5000

@) o0

25-29 30-34 3539 40-44 45-49 50-54 55.59 60-64 65-69 70-74 7579 BO-B4 8589 90-
I = FNil

(b)

25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 4549 50.54 55.59 60-64 65-69 70-74 75-79 80-84 8589 90-
~+—®MNE - FMNE

3. State space model %\ AL /-THIE & SME. HESME (), HELME D).

GrHR 7% DIERIA 2 NE L 7=
State space model DfEMTJFH & LT, particle filter (Doucet et al., 2001) % FiV 7z, Particle
filter D7 LT XL ELIFISRT.

Stepl. t=0 & L, #lSfiE&EL, =) 1e{1,...,.L} #0075 LA%E X235,
Step2. t=t+1 &L, n~ NJ[0,7?] 2o aLE Y B RE X, my)—x(l) - +0) KD B.
Step3. pl:HJ Pr(y3t|m Dy &k 5.

Stepd. (V..M 5, HER Z—L < (xip,. ng)) T 4 5.

Step5. t=T if Step2 /J’B Step5 &M DI,

Particle filter ZfVTHE SN (20, 2P 25, & t OREERD 54 %K, o35
A — 2 IR T B A -l TR 72, it, WA DF¥313 age-period-cohort model %,
1950 42> 5 2000 - % TOF — ZIZ@WH L T 5 7172 1950 SFOBLRIIFIS N T 25757 X =20
HeEE A2 W7, U 20 TE, ED &S A IRGE L TR WA OIS IHIES L0728,
WO DEEHCTRIT 2T 72, AP KRETES &, SRTFICHLT, Bt 26
IZRDBMERENIFZEAE 0 B->TLED. ZZ TR 2B TIE, KEAMEAL ST

W, HEILIINOEREMZEALE 0 AL RVE I IEERAITNE S LTWE, REMIZS
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% 4. ThZThOTPHEICKT 5 scaled residual SS (HiEH M) .

Model FiliE Scaled residual SS
Transition EARER 11274.223
Transition | 2 XOEIFEIE 4831.437
State space ELEERE 5792.206

% 5. ThZThOTPHREICKT 5 scaled residual SS (H#4cME) .

Model Tl Scaled residual SS
Transition EAREFE 1982.518
Transition | 2 XOMEIJFHHR 1809.126
State space GLEERE 1687.901

BAE 01 SIRE L THENE4T - 7=,

State space model & W= PHEEZ L TIRT. BRSHT 2 W2 Pk e Rk, g8HH6E
T £ TDOF — &IZ state space model 24 T30, 155 N-BUIEE IS4 2 IREE K :cgf)* M
nr+1~ N[0,7%] 2 SELE 7™ &4 X2,

e 1 .
= EZ:C&Q +q",
1

RO D, Hoh ap, EHOT arp OV MERD S, AWK TIE, M =1000 &
L, =3 &0, #HAWTPMEIT 7. nry ~N[0,7%] EL T30 M ORELLS T3
Eivalla Ly Gmo LAaBHFICERS NG, F, FRBICHT 585 4 — 4 KU
AR 285 40— 203, [T & DO 72 IS & R RE L Pl & 1T -5 7=,

3 (a) 1%, 2000 F-0 HARDFED BT OIECH L (FLMIE) KTV state space model % W
TS N7z PRI (T HIE) % B kg, el b EBA R L 2XTh 5. 1 (a) D
BRIOE 2 O 72 PRI (HME 1) &0 & SEHMEICYE <, 2 RO B R 2 B 722 s (i
2) KD EHEL SEENTWA Z R THRN S, X3 (b)1F, FRRIZL T FHETORT
HROTF -2 EHNTPHIL 2 PHHEOKIT, X1 W) ISHANE T TIdd 5 BFEHHEISE N T
HHE R S Nz, FNZFIDO T HIEIZX T 5 scaled residual SS &, &4 RUFE 5 1T/ L 7.

5. $EHESHDEE

AR TRz, BRI 2FEEF L > TREINS LI AT —2ITH LT, age-
period-cohort model 1 & < WS N T & 7. Age-period-cohort model 17 — 2 \DY Tt &
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Cancer mortality data are often published as specific statistics such as a table of
age- and period- by public institutions. In this study, we focus on analysis and prediction
of cancer mortality using data collected by MHLW (Ministry of Health, Labour and
Welfare). Generally an age-period-cohort model is used in the analysis of these data,
but this model has a problem of being non-identifiable due to over parameterization.
Applying a transition model to these data overcomes that problem and makes it fit well.
In this study we predict cancer mortality applying a state space model which is used in a
time series analysis, and we compare our prediction method with the classical prediction
method of the age-period-cohort model. We use the particle filter for the state space
model, and we predict the death count by prediction distribution.

Key words: Transition model, age-period-cohort model, particle filter.



