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Abstract

In this paper, we concentrate on statistical inferences for the ratio of medians of two independent
log-normal distributions based on naive likelihood approach, generalized variable approach with
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two generalized pivot quantities (GPQ) and Bayesian approach with Diffuse prior and Indepen-
dence Jeffreys’ prior. We compare the performance of the five confidence intervals in terms of the
coverage probabilities, average length and relative bias by using simulations. The results show
that the Bayesian approach based on Diffuse prior and two kinds of generalized confidence inter-
vals are generally preferred in terms of coverage probability. However, confidence intervals based
on likelihood and Independence Jeffreys’ prior have shorter average length. We also give the
maximum likelihood estimator and Bayesian posterior estimation of estimated parameter. Simul-
taneously, the generalized p-values and posterior probability ratio for a one-sided hypothesis test
are proposed. The statistical inference is illustrated using a real data example about PM2.5.

Keywords

Log-Normal, MLE, Generalized Confidence Intervals, Generalized P-Values, Bayesian Inference,
Numerical Simulation

Copyright © 2021 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 518

FESEPRMN A, 2 EBEE AR A MR, WS, SRI50. &l 2%, 7EFR
ST, XA — R R BOE SRR . XGRS /- ARV 22 B oo Ml 1A 8, SRS
HSETHE— N EE ARSI X THEIESHMSHGHERM R Z, . 250080
DA AIE . AR 2 80%% . B, Weerahandi [1]. Tsui 1 Weerahandi [2]/+43 1T AR &,
AR A I ] L CEAF X [RIFN) S p-{ERIE, BN A T EOES A 1A 71 TR Tian Al Wu

Hsieh [5]#4i& 1 5% T delta X EOEAS A A AR LE S XAl K. Krishnamoorthy, T. Mathew [6]FIH )™ X
p-{ELRIT SCEAS DX IR AT RS 73R SAE AT e v HERT; 3. Hannig, H. lyer A1 P. Patterson [7]/4H | 5&4E
I~ X E{5X[E); Thangjai. Niwitpong 1 Niwitpong [8]2: 37 T A 3LA8 5 2 ¥ X a1 4411 Zhou A1 Tu [9]F1EL
SRIEAN bootstrap VAR [ EOER A B LLIX [allivh. 3Lk, DSk it a 2] 17
FHZIN A, TEHRHIES . K. Aruna Rao #1J. G. D’Cunha [10]F % 1 XFIE A& 43 A7 FPAr 4 DL
HrdfElbr; Maneerat. Niwitpong 1 Niwitpong [11]#% 1 X4 EZS 730 I S (E AP 3A(E 2 Z 1 DU B 845
X[a]; Harvey F1 Merwe [12]#4%2 7 0T EEZS 73 A A J00 BOEAS 73 A PRI SAE RN 5 22 1) DL i34 28455 X )
Zeller [13]15 18 T SMEXFHEZS 73 A (1) DU ip 23 A7 5 3E DU 2 B B e

SR, A7 O 2 PR X 5 TR 28 7 ATl o B AR T FE B, X R AL B s e 22 /N T35 18 . BRI,
TEXFEOL T, POEUR — A ME A = ISR . Rao F1 D’Cunha [8]F] A P AN S 2
PRI T DU S B Ak AT DU AT 5 X 8] . Zeller [13138 7 AL 2540 A B A6 DU B4 it o s 3RAN 1
B, RTINS B RS o A 0 s A 2 Ee e W I SR SCAR D> o ARSCRI SR . T OB R L
A DL 7 V25 B A G BUEAS ARR  B LGEAT T GeitHEWT . thAh, BATIRIEE &R PRI
X AR P55 VP AT BT AG) A P LA DX T R . S T I

B EEAN T EOESEAL, DRGSR T A B AE XA TR . B =R TR T
FAFRI T SR T SCEAF X R S p-E B E28D0Y, BRATH Diffuse Joit AT

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2021.101005 48 Gt 5 8


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2021.101005
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

P HR

Jeffreys IR FIRTUEESE H T DU S 56 AUl vk I XA S S0 LU 38 . 238 IOl aa e T ir R (5
X (A R AL, AFETHE GG . RN, FRATHE H — AN S S 0 ok 1 B B B2 LB ) HE B
. BRI RIELE LA,

2. URTTE

RS HRTECE S A, FEBHON (14,01 ),1 =120 4 X1 =12, =10, R E AL
EIRENLREAS, A
X ~ LN (:ui'o-iz)

1 1(Inx -4 Y
f(X)= exp ——('—j
() X; 2no? { 2 f

ﬁ\:EPXU>O,u|eRO'2>Oi—12j— n o
A 0 KRR A 5, Yy =In(X,)~ N(s.07) . Z% 07,1 =12 K BUAf
(MLE)A:

13 1 & —\2
o2 s o2 %)
XTSI B RS A, Hoh Az ey

02 eﬂz -

K 0 mRAS R G TR KRR T ANAEYE, TATIZH “ 4l A% (Plug-in)” AT A3

ZH0 A R
éMLE —gh V2

KHY,, Y, AR Y, FIME . T8 240 B XA ftiE, Wik SR Delta

Tk, UPEARRAT RSN, it O, RABHEEAN, HEEEATTEA:
2n-1m) [ 01, O
m —pHH ,o, =8 ] [E—'—EJ

Elﬁ%%wl ty, 07,05 FERFIT, BATFRETLURI “HANL” . LAY, Y,, 80,85 RAE R SHL T
Y.Y,,S ZEGXMHE

let, 25 E MK o, (a =0.05) , MSHL 6 [ (1-a)100% X2k B AF X 7] A

2

—_| a1 V2 _ 2(%1-%2) Sl SZ -y2 2(V1-2) Sl SZ
CL =|e Z,,/€ e +2Z,,,[€

n n2 n, n2

Hrfr, 7, , AbREIES A af2 S Ar 8
3. I XARHE 753

IBBEY = (Y, Y, Y, ) R — B ARIBEIUREA, %I T 24(0,9), Hrh 0 RIS
IZHL0M 9 VRS H |7 SR R(Y;y,0,9) REEHUEA Y, WIMEy, MSH(0,9) Kmt, HAH
DN EiE
o R(Y;y,0,9) 54 5RMBHICK;

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2021.101005 49 Gt 5 8


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2021.101005

fih IR

o JTSURKBHERIMIME r = R(y; y,6,9) AR TITIRS KL
B4 0 (1) SR BT DASE SCA
R; =exp{R, —R! |

ok R SR

_ Y-u s, Z syn-1
R oy - A 5y SN T
AN N )
/H\:EPZ,,U,*H__ELzEj, ?‘j:
Y. — 1, . —1)S?
zi=u~,\|(o,1),ui2=M~;{§if1
O'i/\/rTi o

AV, Ry W2 RPN, Bt 24001 (1-a)100% L) LEEX:
CIGl = [R; (a/Z), R}) (1_0‘/2”
Hef, Ry (a/2) 5 Ry (1-a/2) 735 Ry #1100(er/2) 73 (80 A1100 (1 - o/ 2) 73 %5
B 7 LR SRR BRI T 302 Ak, B4 53 Ah— R i T 5
RZ = exp{Rf,1 - Rjz}
TEXHIER T, REE SN
~ S o
R =Y, —— (V" — 4
Hi ! SI*( ! ’u')
Horpr, YURISE AR Y, R SE RIS B . W ZHL 6 1 (1- 2)100% XA LB AE X
Clg, =[RE(a/2).R (1-2/2)]
Hrh, Ri(a/2) 5R(1-a/2) 53510 RZ [#1100(a/2) 43 Wi B A1100(1- o/ 2) 43 4L
BT SO e T AL 2T SCELAR DX (8] AT LS S5 0 I R 57
o YHEV,Si=12.
o M j=1%miEHk
A RBENLIAE R Z,, U7 IR RS
FERBERLAE R Y, ST T RY ;
o SRAEI
o HR;(a/2)5R;(1-a/2) HClg, LTI R:(a/2) 5 R;(1-a/2) NClg, LTIt
AT AR BRI [
Hy:0<6,vs. H :0>6,
Bk, JANGA T USRS A S p-EIEE . SSRGS T (Y5 y,6,9) AR Y ML E
y, MZH(0,9) B s W2 -
o WEMIMEY, T(Y;y,0.9) M5t KRS K:
o XMTY =y, T(Y;v.6,9) BIIE S R SHIC K
o 4EY, 9, P(T(Y:y,0,9)>t|0) 25T 0 Hifin.
WRT(Y;y,0,8) KT 0 ZBEHIK, W 3L p-fisE LA P(T(Y:y.0,9) 2T (v;y.6,9)]6,): RZ,
WART(Y:y,0,9) KT 0 ZBEHLF R, W S p-E SCAP(T(Y;y.0,.9)<T(v:Y.6,9)16,) -

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2021.101005 50 Gt 5 8


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2021.101005

P HR

NTEBMIE, RIS A=In(0)= -1, TBATBIAAL R T
Hy:A<A, vs. H 14> 4,

N RATGE T RS g B B AR
T(Y;y‘ﬁ‘): R/lq _R%llz —4

AHERAIE, F2IE R R SO I g v R 2 BB = AN SR, HIXIHZ AR 3 p-1E T BhE
SCN:

Gp:P(T(Y;y"l)ST(y;y'/l)M:ﬂo):P( /112 ﬂo)éP(RASlo)

WERT X p- T —MREMWAK Y o, WHELEIRE, k2, BB T —NER10510,
BV X p-{ER— I 220 TAE, R BATE % £ Bl o7 SR Al 1) X p-1H.-
N B THETT S p-E I EVE R
o YEV,sHi=12.
e M j=1%MTEHK
HERBENAE R Z, ~ N(0,1) AR U ~ 42 s
PR, =R, —R! ;
HEE R, Bl A K/, R, AT 4, 0 “17, L “0”
o ZEEM
o I p-EG, M

#UH K
M
4. NMHRAE
AR AT DU 74 R 520 1000 P43 DT RUR SRR R RT3
PR 1155

o Diffuse %%%: 7' (. 1,0,,0,)=1(0,0,)
o MO Jeffreys ele: 77 (4, ,uz,al,az)—]/( 0"2)2
MR DU A5, BT R IR PR S 56 K )5 5655 1 70391 4«

u (/11,/12,0'1,0'2|Y)oc7r (IulHUZ’Gl 2) (ﬂl H, 0110'2|Y)
1

o oy alnlexp{ [ Sz—i-n1 M Y)]}
1_-n 1 2 7 \?
x 0, o, exp{—g[(nz ~1)87+n, (1, -Y,) ]}

2

-2 (n,-1)8f
o N[ o |, UlJ IGamma(nl—zz,QWfJ

n, 2

— o n,—2 (n,-1)Ss;
XN( Z,z—z|luz,0'zzj><IG{-,lmma(ZT,(Z%M'Z2

2

[ A 31

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2021.101005 51 Gt 5 8


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2021.101005

fih IR

”2(:“1':“2'0—1!62 |Y)OC”2(M:ﬂz’gllaz)l-(/v‘i:ﬂz’o'llaz |Y)

o 1 —\2
o« oo™ exp{—g[(n1 -1) S?+ nl(,ul —Yl) }}
1

i_z [(nz _1) Szz +N, (ﬂz _Y_2)2:|}

2

x0,°0,"™ exp {— 5

7 Or -1 (n,-1)S?
o N Y1,O-—1|/ul,o-12 x |Gamma nl_l,@“jlz
n, > 2
7 o2 -1 (n,-1)S?
«N| ¥, 22| 1,02 |x IGamma %_,@wzz
n, 5 >

BATAHERIL, e 56 Al FL SR DU AN BE R B s, Horp

-2 (n,-1)S} s
O-i2~ IGamma(nlzz!( I ) I ]1 :uilo-'2~N(Y-!_lj, |=1,2

PR
—1 (n =1)S? _ 52
O_iz N |Gamma[n'71,%} m |O.i2 - N[Yi,a_']a i=12

W2, FHESE 6 1 M5 3 Al 9
éBS - E(eﬂrﬂz |Y)

T AT e A U B 5 (HPD) B I M DU IR T 5 X 0, BRI, 36T 7 (1, 00,00, | V)

7% (1, 1y, 01,05 |Y ) 11 (1— ) 100% FAIRLL DL ] 43 IX ] 2

C|351 = [L851'U851]' CIBSZ = [LBSZ’UBSZ]

B, Loy P Ly, J2 Oy KT IRBE 2, 22 WU RS R R B X W TR, FIRE, Ugg, MU, 2 1
B, DU T SR E R I, IR — (R AR TR, DR, o1 B e,
B VAT DA BT T (5 X

I HRATI G H R g DL ST A X TR A B Al R SR R -

BEy,sfi=12,
M j=1% mfEHR

KFJE% 7 o ~ 1Gamma(s) LA g | o7 ~ N (+):
KT R 2° Ao ~ 1Gamma () LA g4 | o7 ~ N(+) :
KT WA (Y ) UHE Ok, = e s
KT IE% 2% (Y ) W 0k, =2 s

LRI

VUSR5

>
D>
>

Hi
g1

3|+

Il
iR

=
M=

Il
iR

BS1 — BS2 — BS2

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2021.101005 52 Gt 5 8


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2021.101005

P HR

o itH Las1:Ugsrs Lasa PA K Upgg, o
BAGR L5 FEAR R

H,:0<6,vs.H :0>06,
245 0 (5 5 toy:

ﬂ: ”ag.go ' (,Ltl,,uz,o'l,o'z |Y)duldy2
o [, 7 (00,0, 1Y)

i=12

WMREMER L o fon > 1, WESZ RSB, WRE IR o for, <1, WHRLG SRS, W o foy =1,
WA B E 2R R

BT R LR B M L () IR AR
o YBEV,S =12,
o M j=1% miER

KT RS o i o? ~ 1Gamma(+) LLE 1 | of ~ N (s):

KTEYR 2° A of ~ 1Gamma () BLE g4 | o7 ~ N(+) :

KT JE% 7 (Y ) T E 0L, =en e s

% TR 22 (V) i 0L, =en e

b 61 A1 g, KN, ROk <6,, 4al =1, FwMb =1i=12.
o FEHRAEI
o UG ISR HN:

a4 DI

= , KF ' (w,py00,0,1Y), =12

o Z 'J_“:l bij
5. H{ERH

TEATTH, FRATFIH RStudio SRITAL FTAe & 1) 0 B (F XA (CI,Clg,,Clg,, Clgg, A1 Clgg, )R K
AT DR R AR ety £ X ) 1 22 I«
o JETH(CP): LALLM EAE X W) F4F 0 Ll
o CPIKFE(AL): B EAE X IR 1P
o FHXMwE(RB):

_ |(upper error rate) - (lower error rate)

|(upper error rate) + (lower error rate)|

Horr,  “lower error rate” SN O KT X [A] FARBR I Lessl,  [EAE “upper error rate” T 2RALE L. RS
WS, AR R E KT @ =0.05 » X TALMSHECE, A1 AP SRS HOEZS S A
Ji% 5000 ZHBEALRE AR 22 95% EAF X ). FATIEHURE A =K/ (0, 0, ) 4341
(20,20),(40,40),(60,60),(20,60),(20,100),(40,100),(60,100),(100,100) . Fr L5 R FAER 1.
K23, R 1LPUSBICER (1, 1) =11), (4, ) =(31) LA K (0,,0,) =(0.1,0.1), % 2 (1S4
BEN (1) =(11), (14, 1,) = (31) LA S (07, 0,) =(0.1,0.3), 4 3 KIS HBCLE N

(24,11 ) = (11), (14, 112) = (3.1) BA K (07,0,) =(0.3,0.3) .

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2021.101005 53 Gt 5 8


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2021.101005

i D HRL

Table 1. Simulation results of Coverage Probability, Average Length and Relative Bias of Cls where (Sigmal, Sigma2) =
(0.1,0.1)
F LBER. FHKEFMENRENRDESER

FEAEESHHE N 1)

(20, 20) (40, 40) (60, 60) (20, 60) (20,100)  (40,100)  (60,100) (100, 100)
cp 0.9446 0.9472 0.9526 0.9358 0.9370 0.9422 0.9492 0.9416
cl, AL 0.1234 0.0873 0.0714 0.1004 0.0948 0.0730 0.0639 0.0553
RB 0.1311 0.2273 0.1477 0.1526 0.0349 0.2042 0.1102 0.0205
cp 0.9586 0.9512 0.9578 0.9454 0.9476 0.9480 0.9526 0.9422
cl, AL 0.1315 0.0900 0.0729 0.1060 0.1003 0.0749 0.0650 0.0560
RB 0.0239 0.1121 0.0685 0.0706 0.0781 0.0866 0.0167 0.0345
cp 0.9586 0.9512 0.9578 0.9454 0.9476 0.9480 0.9526 0.9422
cl,, AL 0.1315 0.0899 0.0728 0.1059 0.1003 0.0750 0.0650 0.0560
RB 0.0242 0.1475 0.0711 0.0476 0.1069 0.1385 0.0295 0.0865
cp 0.9626 0.9524 0.9548 0.9486 0.9520 0.9476 0.9472 0.9410
Cl,, AL 0.1336 0.0899 0.0725 0.1071 0.1015 0.7470 0.0645 0.0555
RB 0.0481 0.1597 0.1239 0.0739 0.1000 0.1450 0.0985 0.0102
cp 0.9540 0.9474 0.9550 0.9422 0.9430 0.9446 0.9504 0.9400
Cl,, AL 0.1296 0.0888 0.0719 0.1044 0.0988 0.0739 0.0641 0.0553
RB 0.0522 0.2167 0.1467 0.0796 0.0456 0.1769 0.0484 0.0333
FEARMESH R 3 A1)
(20, 20) (40, 40) (60, 60) (20, 60) (20,100)  (40,100)  (60,100) (100, 100)
cp 0.9360 0.9422 0.9476 0.9400 0.9402 0.9454 0.9426 0.9480
cl, AL 0.9110 0.6469 05279 0.7426 0.7034 05396 0.4718 0.4094
RB 0.1313 0.0519 0.0992 0.1467 0.1037 0.1136 0.0244 0.1846
cP 0.9496 0.9500 0.9510 0.9488 0.9510 0.9482 0.9478 0.9496
cl,, AL 0.9706 0.6671 0.5387 0.7834 0.7447 05536 0.4798 0.4143
RB 0.0480 0.0418 0.0588 0.0902 0.0159 0.0403 0.0530 0.0939
cp 0.9496 0.9500 0.9510 0.9488 0.9510 0.9482 0.9478 0.9496
cl,, AL 0.9703 0.6674 0.5385 0.7837 0.7444 0.5541 0.4799 0.4144
RB 0.0159 0.0080 0.0122 0.0469 0.0286 0.0502 0.0498 0.1032
cp 0.9550 0.9456 0.9496 0.9510 0.9512 0.9472 0.9440 0.9468
Cl,, AL 0.9856 0.6667 0.5365 0.7919 0.7531 0.5520 04772 0.4112
RB 0.0667 0.0221 0.0873 0.1184 0.1311 0.0833 0.0714 0.1654
cp 0.9482 0.9432 0.9482 0.9472 0.9742 0.9470 0.9430 0.9468
cl,, AL 0.9560 0.6568 05315 0.7724 0.7333 0.5460 04733 0.4085
RB 0.0811 0.0211 0.0733 0.0909 0.0909 0.0491 0.0175 0.1353
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Table 2. Simulation results of Coverage Probability, Average Length and Relative Bias of Cls where (Sigmal, Sigma2) =
(0.1,0.3)
2. BEE. FHKEFMEXRENELER

FEAE(BEZHHEN 1)

(20, 20) (40, 40) (60, 60) (20, 60) (20,100)  (40,100)  (60,100) (100, 100)
cP 0.9414 0.9454 0.9410 0.9490 0.9476 0.9434 0.9494 0.9460
cl, AL 0.2750 0.1951 0.1595 0.1745 0.1464 0.1327 0.1279 0.1238
RB 0.3311 0.2601 0.1458 0.3020 0.0763 0.1519 0.0514 0.1556
cP 0.9536 0.9502 0.9464 0.9550 0.9534 0.9452 0.9508 0.9488
cl, AL 0.2945 0.2017 0.1630 0.1802 0.1511 0.1351 0.1297 0.1255
RB 0.0862 0.1148 0.0308 0.0933 0.0815 0.0076 0.0855 0.0077
cp 0.9536 0.9502 0.9464 0.9550 0.9534 0.9452 0.9508 0.9488
cl,, AL 0.2947 0.2016 0.1630 0.1802 0.1510 0.1350 0.1296 0.1255
RB 0.0603 0.1165 0.0373 0.1022 0.0815 0.0219 0.0894 0.0156
cP 0.9558 0.9516 0.9448 0.9542 0.9510 0.9432 0.9494 0.9456
Cl,, AL 0.2981 0.2015 0.1620 0.1800 0.1510 0.1341 0.1286 0.1243
RB 0.1674 0.2149 0.0580 0.2751 0.0531 0.0493 0.9190 0.0441
cP 0.9516 0.9476 0.9416 0.9510 0.9500 0.9430 0.9484 0.9406
Cl,, AL 0.2895 0.1986 0.1606 0.1774 0.1488 0.1330 0.1278 0.1236
RB 0.2479 0.1985 0.0548 0.2000 0.0320 0.0877 0.0233 0.0909
FEA A S E 5 3 i 1)
(20, 20) (40, 40) (60, 60) (20, 60) (20,100)  (40,100)  (60,100) (100, 100)
cp 0.9366 0.9434 0.9420 0.9426 0.9500 0.9474 0.9498 0.9496
cl, AL 2.0281 1.4394 1.1799 1.2914 1.0807 0.9803 0.9444 0.9516
RB 0.1861 0.3004 0.2276 0.2544 0.0960 0.0875 0.1554 0.1032
cP 0.9506 0.9518 0.9500 0.9494 0.9564 0.9508 0.9510 0.9518
cl, AL 21724 1.4894 1.2068 1.3343 1.1149 0.9975 0.9582 0.9282
RB 0.1120 0.1322 0.0569 0.0909 0.1121 0.0909 0.0252 0.0041
cP 0.9506 0.9518 0.9500 0.9494 0.9564 0.9508 0.9510 0.9518
cl,, AL 21724 1.4883 1.2063 1.3330 11144 0.9973 0.9587 0.9281
RB 0.0607 0.0871 0.0480 0.1067 0.0642 0.0813 0.0286 0.0622
cP 0.9540 0.9500 0.9478 0.9488 0.9572 0.9500 0.9516 0.9482
Cl,, AL 2.2009 1.4862 1.1997 1.3334 1.1151 0.9902 0.9493 0.9197
RB 0.0783 0.2000 01111 0.1719 0.0093 0.0480 0.0248 0.0656
cp 0.9494 0.9472 0.9434 0.9454 0.9510 0.9484 0.9474 0.9474
cl,, AL 2.1366 1.4647 1.1886 1.3147 1.0989 0.9826 0.9444 0.9147
RB 0.1225 0.1894 0.1661 0.1868 0.0041 0.0388 0.0722 0.0951
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Table 3. Simulation results of Coverage Probability, Average Length and Relative Bias of Cls where (Sigmal, Sigma2) =
(0.3,0.3)
3. BEE. FHKEFMEXHRERRLER

FEAREWIESEH ) 1)
(20, 20) (40, 40) (60, 60) (20, 60) (20,100)  (40,100)  (60,100) (100, 100)

cP 0.9434 0.9432 0.9492 0.9466 0.9402 0.9464 0.9420 0.9520
cl, AL 0.3710 0.2628 0.2145 0.3022 0.2852 0.2200 0.1922 0.1662
RB 0.3852 0.2887 0.2441 0.1835 0.3378 0.2090 0.2000 0.2333
cP 0.9570 0.9542 0.9530 0.9586 0.9516 0.9492 0.9470 0.9522
cl,, AL 0.3975 0.2717 0.2194 0.3202 0.3028 0.2263 0.1959 0.1685
RB 0.0741 0.0169 0.0209 0.1429 0.0947 0.0040 0.0039 0.0087
cp 0.9570 0.9542 0.9530 0.9586 0.9516 0.9492 0.9470 0.9522
cl,, AL 0.3976 0.2716 0.2192 0.3198 0.3028 0.2263 0.1959 0.1685
RB 0.0791 0.0131 0.0043 0.1787 0.1074 0.0236 0.0189 0.0209
cP 0.9558 0.9494 0.9518 0.9556 0.9540 0.9502 0.9438 0.9494
cl,, AL 0.4020 0.2710 02178 0.3226 0.3055 0.2253 0.1944 0.1668
RB 0.2579 0.1858 0.1286 0.0090 0.2000 0.1165 0.0890 0.1621
cP 0.9516 0.9488 0.9508 0.9538 0.9516 0.9496 0.9428 0.9480
Cl, AL 0.3900 0.2671 0.2160 0.3141 0.2973 0.2227 0.1931 0.1659
RB 0.2314 0.1518 0.1301 0.0216 0.2314 0.0952 0.1399 0.1231
FEA R IESE 5 3 F 1)
(20, 20) (40, 40) (60, 60) (20, 60) (20,100)  (40,100)  (60,100) (100, 100)
cp 0.9428 0.9484 0.9498 0.9378 0.9378 0.9424 0.9414 0.9458
cl, AL 2.7432 1.9434 1.5887 2.2276 2.1139 1.6230 1.4140 1.2275
RB 0.4266 0.2713 0.2908 0.2219 0.3248 0.3194 0.2696 0.1661
cP 0.9536 0.9566 0.9540 0.9486 0.9536 0.9518 0.9436 0.9490
cl,, AL 2.9379 2.0071 1.6245 2.3588 2.4667 1.6678 1.4412 1.2440
RB 0.0667 0.0456 0.0610 0.1000 0.0169 0.0857 0.0786 0.0078
cP 0.9536 0.9566 0.9540 0.9486 0.9536 0.9518 0.9436 0.9490
cl,, AL 2.9398 2.0096 1.6240 2.3597 2.2432 1.6689 1.4392 1.2449
RB 0.0776 0.0415 0.1043 0.0817 0.0172 0.0622 0.0426 0.0039
cP 0.9548 0.9548 0.9506 0.9482 0.9562 0.9456 0.9444 0.9474
cl,, AL 2.9755 2.0041 1.6131 2.3777 2.2674 1.6627 1.4285 1.2322
RB 0.3009 0.1239 0.1903 0.0734 0.1781 0.1691 0.0426 0.1103
cp 0.9510 0.9520 0.9512 0.9454 0.9472 0.9450 0.9412 0.9480
cl,, AL 2.8830 1.9762 1.5984 2.3174 2.2054 1.6425 1.4182 1.2258
RB 0.2408 0.0917 0.2377 0.0623 0.1894 0.2145 0.1633 0.1538
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BIGRIHT

TR R2MES:

o HHJE CHEEFR” , FET RN SURHhE DL Diffuse S6i6 IR Y ELAS DX 18] E AL T HAd P AT %
MBS XN T/ NEARMAPEEREA, HT Diffuse S (¥ VU ol {5 X (MR ILE 47, SATM, PFR)
SCELAR X T8 B 3E - KRS

o HEIE CPHREE” , BT RURITEME KBS XA W BT H AU, HIRSHIRCE 2 ER
(F, JEE R ERIR B R

o HEIE AR N CCPHKEE” , PIMTT SURREAIE H) RS XA R 2L (EAE
= 1 EBLR 55 R SCEB XA XMW" BOR, (B2 g # 0, 1, H MR 242
fi%.

o KTWR Ui, T Diffuse Jele i) DU nl (5 X TR E “ iR ” N RRMELH, (HIEH
IR ERER, Hik, HEARE “R” FEEXE, ST Jeffreys Jal (¥ DT n] {5 X 8] 2
HIER .

o X THIXEKRE (0y,0,) 8 (0y,0,) HEBORRIETE, BATIIE B DX A1 7 AR U] R AT X
AT, EXAETAE 1y # w, NICAHIE .

BIMTEZ, XT/NEARBPEEREA, ST Diffuse el i) WM A ERAPEELE, X RMEA, Piff

] EAE MBS X G . EEEERRRGEN X, il REHE PHRE” MR T,

LRI LA LT 4T Jeffreys el () ULt S ik R DL AT

6. SEBIS 4R

KAHPRIY)(PM2.5) & 48 B AR/ N T T 2.5 K. AT LUK RV S SR by . H 324k
RO NENEY) . BELY). AT, SRETUEY. [MENEY. EUMERNRMNIK, AT
BRI, R YA IR 5 . EATRIR) i, BEE I R AR, 23 18] 2 A R & AN AH [
HFHRAEN, EER, KHEE, g EE, o AR ERE R K fEE. PM25 EERARER
S BRIER T RS, fERZIERIE. NOARZ IR IEW TGN E .

FEARGFF, FATHEFE 7ACEORT M PM2.5 RV, 3% 75 N8 7 76 o [ 1 2 B e 3 (3T
WP EA, HBASRM T, TEEERT M, AR R B . AT i 7
T EC A A DX Sl 2 P o 7 2 L FRATTHE 2020 4 7 H 10 H % 2020 4F 10 H 25 H4&3R% 4 K5 | 8:00(1b
ST [E]) ]P0 3% PM2.5 JF sk B S 258, £dli >R http://iwww.young-0.com/airquality/.

AR BN BT
e b PM2.5 (ug/m®): 91, 83, 66, 122, 38, 168, 68, 72, 89, 115, 38, 145, 152, 30, 53, 30, 25, 8, 38, 76, 164, 17,

38, 200, 21, 61, 59;

"IN PM2.5 (ug/m®): 46, 46, 13, 17, 30, 25, 25, 66, 30, 53, 8, 24, 34, 53, 153, 21, 17, 25, 8, 38, 21, 70, 38,
81, 51, 42, 66,

B 1 SR T NIRRT 0 SR AR o AN o AU e 2 R RAE 1 QQ B, A BRIA TR MK R IR 4
b, A BRI T RS A HA) . XL EFRY PM2.5 BRI )0 A6 2 ERASR, ELX 3 i)E
) BB AT AL R, X B U BN 0% e S R R IR A YE . &R HUR e S P T R IEAS T
Shapiro-Wilk £58 () p-{E.43- 724 0.5283 1 0.8618, 1 4R % ¥ p-1i 73 %19 0.02777 A1 0.0002015. [H
e, A 785 BIAESE R WA AL 5UR M 1K) PM2.5 534 B 43 ) IR MR B0 2540 A
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Figure 1. QQ-plots of PM2.5 mass concentration in Beijing and Guangzhou

1. dEFS AT PM2.5 SREE Y QQ B

FEF 4, FRANZH T PM25 SRR BOR 5 MC S gt f£R 5, AR H 77
AT 01 95% XA BAF X ] . B2 TRV 0 1) siflivh 23700 1.8057 T NI 5 30 L 7t 2 1) AR
i1 54 1.8533. 1.8475. HL{EH BRI MM, £ 60,=1, FAIHHLH X p-fH 0.0038, DL A K
TG W E 4 2° W %A R Ik 0.004419446 F1 0.002004008. [Ait, FeAl17 EAEL R RE, B2 &FH
Wo X—45 WA DURBE N 2020 45 7 A 10 HZ 10 H 25 H M PM2.5 Ji &R R TIb . Xtk
FHIXB M AR E AL, X SRR .

Table 4. The summary statistics of log-transformed data both in Beijing and Guangzhou

4. PM25 RREREHBENHTRENGITEILS

b4 FEAR ¥ FrifE %
Jbx 27 4.0813 0.7836
7 27 3.4903 0.6840
Table 5. The 95% two-sided confidence intervals for theta
5. HESH 0 B 95%ITA B S XIE)
ik BAFXH X [a) K g
Cl, [1.0973, 2.5142] 1.4169
Cl, [1.2225, 2.6700] 1.4475
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Cl,, [1.1893, 2.7036] 1.5143
Cl, [1.0786, 2.6151] 1.5364
Clys, [1.1314, 2.5558] 1.4244
7. BBRE

ARSI T BAR ST ARG TSR L T SOl B A DU A R LA X Ao S BUE AL, SRATTA

TP SCAR el B2 DL 3075 06 85 E ) BB X 7 8 TR T T AU i1 435 X 1] e T
IEFRAERFEA PRI . A SRR IR FUORSE . ERMIEARME 10, HIkS ) XEF X
(e ig AN REE— (1. SEBr b, H ATERATEAFIIE —F 5 2 iE) ™ LB X R H %, 50t
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