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Robust Bayesian LLASSO for Variable Selection

LIANG Yunting, ZHANG Huiguo, HU Xijian

College of Mathematics and System Science , Xinjiang University , Urumqi 830046 , China

Abstract: Given that the ubiquitous outliers in the data can distort the parameter estimation and variable
selection results of Bayesian LASSO, the prior information of heteroscedastic disturbances is introduced to
improve the robustness of Bayesian LASSO. The posterior distribution of each parameter is derived, and
the estimation and confidence interval of each parameter are obtained by Gibbs sampling. The method ex-
hibits low fitting error and high variable identification accuracy in numerical simulation, and the analyses
of diabetes dataset and Plasma Beta-Carotene Level Dataset show that the proposed method achieves the
balance between simplifying model and reducing prediction error. The proposed method can realize robust
variable selection and coefficient estimation and has a good inhibitory effect to outliers and heteroscedastic
disturbances that may be included in the data.

Key words: variable selection; Bayesian LASSO; robustness; outlier; heteroscedasticity

Wi (5 B AL B AR Bk . B 0 0 T Bk 83z . (R B s S T G b D BT S Bk ) R, R R
T7 ZENETE. WSRO A AR S 7 25 R 22 Bl S W N, R PR SRS N AR . AT R R Ik R
S AR DL $r 7 3 R DU 397 0. B T R R AR A e e PR AR DU O i Y R W LS LAS-
SO(Ieast Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator) X H it 7%, 1. EN(Elastic Net), Hi& LAS-

O YR HB. 2022-10-23
HEAWH. BRARPEESIE (11961065) 5 #H #F A SCH 2 B2 07 58 ML R0 B 4 00 H (19YTJA910007) 5 1 88 [ SR B 7 5 4 0l A
(2019D01C045).
PEZ RN BRBE. BEOF g4, 325 T8 0L 37 25 (] 42 B8 4 AT 5%



34 B # IR K F FRCE RFF RO http://xbbjb. swu. edu. cn %48 K

SOCALASSO) ., 4 LASSO. SCAD(Smoothly Clipped Absolute Deviation) ., MCP(Minimax Convex Penal-
ty) . I/ X 25 LASSOM 4. AR LM 5 ik © & MU T ASES I SR, [k 607 I BN se e 4 A
T R AR v 224

SCHRCT IR WY 24 1019 28R A it Sy, EUAR [R] A4 3% B 30 e i . LASSO Al o] DU R R J5 30 AR B Al 11
P, ik T 006 2 A0 DL i S AR, SCRRC 10 J42 1 1 DU 37 LASSO(BLASSO) I #4381 4 D157 73 J2 A58 Y A1
RERE B SRR . SCHRL 1L I B 78 B0 24 0 12 22 J5 1 o DURH S0 LASSO B3R BLS M AUk LASSO AL EE B 7E 4
BERE LT B BT SCHRO10-13 M BIFGY . A SCHE DU LASSO 5 07 ZiR 2 mAME &, DI siafdn
AR RS BB TE, RN GE A 3 A & S U EAE X

1 SHEER

1.1 Gibbs FH25
% JE LA 4ok Il I A
Y=XB+¢e,e~ N, s*V) (D
H, Y n X T4 HEA R, X A X p AR, %2 e RINF I ZEZMZICIES M, V= diag(V,, -,
Vs WA AL R AR sR B an =X (2) firs
1
20°

LY | B, o*, V)=CQnc®) TV ;exp[
a5 CHR10, 12] AR, WA R 7 )2 3R
Y:Xﬁ+8y & ~ N(Os GZV)

pB | i, 75, =+, 75) ~ N0, ¢°D,)
D, :diag(f%a Tg’ ety Ti)

(YXI?)TVl(YXﬁ)} (2)

22
pooyz A

Pzl iy ey 7h) ~ H?ef 2

i=1
ye
I'(a)

e
2

() e (a >0,y >0)

p(a?) ~

p(‘?]’\’ i d. XZ(T')v 1=1, =, n
R IZBRL YRR BRECS 25 SR Je B o A R 3fe . R ARIR G S 38 00 A1 A
pB,o’. V, i, -, 5 | Y, X)

-1 P 1 Ty — v 2Nl g
cc| V| ?2(2rs?) ~exp{—M(Y—Xﬁ)[V I(Y_Xﬁ)]l“(a)(g ) “le 2 X
b 1 82 A) AZJ
11 el e 7T X
i—1 (2mo’c?)e 2

r 7 r B s S
£ )] e

TG, /15 p WRKMFRERSMAIRMNEERNBX'VY, 2K e’B ' WEILIESS M, K. B=
Y —Xp)'ViY—Xp

XWHX+D?wJ%%%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%M%%%ﬁ%%+gﬁw,RE%@% : +
ﬁ?ﬁ+v%ﬁm%%ﬁ;%%é%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%M%%%ﬁ%W=ﬂ,ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ= ?j%ﬁ?
B A s SCHRT 12T 15 8 V0 4 4 5 00 0 A TR 58 1 7 43 A

(e?dz+r
p Vv,
it':,:' e, Iﬁﬂ‘jlﬁjie:Y*Xﬁ E"J%l /I\ﬁ?\:v V—i :(V1 s "t Vi,I . V,'+1 s %t V”)» 1=1,",n. *E%%%ﬁ)ﬁ

ﬁa (72’ V—za T%y haE) Tijocxz(i’+1)



% 8 EEE, F . TR B N I LASSO 7 % 35

U 43 A5 BT A4 3 M R DD E 3 LASSO [ Gibbs SREESE .
k1, @k LASSO 9 Gibbs RFESE
f‘*‘ﬁﬁ)\: Ys X9 i%'ftw_’\ﬁ Tdmw ’ ﬁ;&ﬁ\ﬁ Tomi( ’ %JJ{E ﬁ(o) ’ 0'(2(»> ’ 7(20) ’ V(O)

it Boo®s 10, V

1: k<1

2: M h < T

3: MWEBAMpB Y, X, 0t s Vi o) THIEIFEH Bo
MWIEIAIE p(e? | Yy X\ B s 641 s Vo) FHIFEIEC H o4
R pGo® | Ys Xs Buo» Voo » Tho) FHHEEIFIC A of))

4
S
6:  MERAM p(V Y. Xy By 0l Tio) THIFEIFICA Vo,
7
8:
9.

k<Fk—+1
G5
W25 Tomie FEREA s BUR T — Tomie FEREA TS 45 S 5000 )5 308 5 (L0 R A T
1.2 BSHEHEN
KTHBSEA" LI, 1%%%3(@([10] P&t 1 T 0 B e KA B 2 30 DLt JBr i, BRSBTS

ﬁﬁ

p WIS v N
D %k =0JFBHHEN Ay =—— —— Hh 5%s il pwls O LA S A A A /N A TR 22 (ELI 28 %)

ZHMH
ﬁﬁ’]ﬁ]%ﬁlﬁﬂﬂiﬁ’mﬂﬂﬁ'ﬁd\*%ﬁiﬂﬁ
2) /\/1 =Aw B'JF;FIUEHJ: Gibbs ﬁ#%%y\ﬂv o’ ’ T’ ,» V Eﬁ}:%%%ﬁtpﬁiﬁi k %ﬁz,",

3>ﬂ%%k%ﬁ$ﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁkwnjp 2 Spak -kt

DIE,, [7i]Y]
ji=1

O EEERE 2) —3) HEITIEUKFE.

BT 25 N AR E 2R Gibbs RAE, BRI E R R, SCHR( 14 ] 481 7 —Fh 3% T B AL AL 1y
G T EAE AR 1O AT LU B YK Gib bs SREE AR R ARAHHE S BRI A KA SRAK . M A s 3
B ZEE A G, =, BIRERIT .

1) A k=0 ENsw =0, 00, =B s oins Tis Vin)s

2) MK, (B0 o) TR0 oy » K, WA TR pCe [Yo 5) 10 Gib bs RAERR I B R FER A% 5

3 7\<M1>*\<ﬁ>+ak(2p—e WZ z’, i) Bk =k +1;

4) BEELE2) —3) ﬁi@?ﬁﬁﬁ’h_ﬁfkﬁ
H{a,. kb =0y A—PHEREIERITA . 2 LT PR

lima, =0, E“& =0, Eai < oo
oo

2 HEEH

AR ARG PEAG T 25 1R 22 8 00 R ik DU 3T LASSO By 528645 v 540 . RN (D R niEE . 4 X
(e, X0 v, I dEpBafimi, X = [X1. X,s 00 X, ] NEZITLIEES M N, ) A, Hh s, =
0.5/ AT HIBERE AR R, FTARBIERE =100 fil p =50 FLEFRZBN N ¢ €
{10, 20} . bAb, S 7 s B35 M, — 2B AR R REONES /301 N0, D AR, 55 —FIEE RZEUN
IEA A N, 5) e, Wmiis —PEiEE 25T T 0. 5 —FdEE RO R TR 2, F
RABONBLE R 0. B YA 5 000 LIS 2 500 WAMAETH R4 2500 J5 560 B (EA1E M AGTHE
HT RN, BN ER 100 K. T B ETHR 7 R E AR, ASCEIRT 4 ORI 6.

Bl FAHEIRE): M T AR 2%, X TRARR o HIRSCIRI15] 4 AL . HA A5 1y



36 BHTERFFHRORAFF RO http://xbbjb. swu. edu. cn % 48 %

51454 U3, 20) fFEAS . WERAAEOR T 10, WKz A T A HEA R 7 22 5 B 0 5 T A A & WK 7 22
WE A BB T, IS e B AL E RN
e, =0o¢,

Horbre o, N5 AW AR UEZS . &, o A A7 R 4310 I FR HE IE S 204 N0, D).

Bl 2(i5D%): & MNT5 YA, HAEr 90 % Sk BARME LS4, J5 10 %6 B A A 75 43 A5

B 3(FIFS ) : & RNARERTPE 7 7

Bl 4(FLERHTD ) : & MM BRMERLS i /0 A5

T AR RS A R R R RE . AR SCR I R 25 (MSE) 5 i R (BAR) 1E 4845, -
WE AR 25 A i 70 S VR PR 5 WL IE BB . AR . IR S A4 PR AR
l( TP TN j
2\TP +FN ' TN +FP
H TP.TN.FP,FN 5503 m B . BEBAYE . BBHE R R P i 450

B A% ST Y A 4 DT T LASSO 77 ¥ R0 8 RBLASSO. 2 18] T A hn 5 7 25 1% 22 56 10 T JLRh
U5 5 RBLASSO RSB0 285 3 . Horp AR I00 48 bR 36 T 100 YOI A 349 (8. (A A2, M r ik
AR R TSR 05% BEXEL & 95% BAEXE S 0. WAl %S gl iy o.

MBLZE A1, AL HEAERZEBIE N THE A B MG RN, L 3R 2 010 75 260
RBLASSO )£ Wtk AR AR B0 S p. AR X LL T 45, 3R REOW A8 g BB, B 2R 85y kb 255 1if
TP I A RS THEAR AR S 22 . X D A o 8 R ] 5 d i) WL {58 2 AR 288 1R 22 40 i IR

FRERTIE A0 A BB 3 B, MG 5 07 2245 22 J6 5 T 0 007 LASSO 19 MSE (B) A Ho H Al i52 22 4

32, 1 RBLASSO #ARBE IR FF BT I RBUAG T S vE B e 71, H 2 7F ¢ 3 KA MSE(ﬁ>ﬁﬁﬁUﬁ/J\, X
R TN S5y 22 1R 22 e e X kPt S B A HORE.
K1 FAEAEBEIFHRBITET 100 AENRBNTEEFER

BAR =

q=10 q=20
Ik ; :
MSE(B) BAR MSE(B) BAR
Example 1 BLASSO 0.078 8 0.726 9 0.105 2 0.729 4
[LASSO 0.056 8 0.720 1 0.087 8 0. 688 4
ALASSO 0.051 0 0.734 1 0.103 8 0.705 7
RBLASSO 0.014 8 0.837 0 0.048 4 0.793 3
Example 2 BLASSO 0.414 4 0.742 7 0.343 2 0.784 6
LASSO 0.099 8 0.715 1 0.264 8 0.653 3
ALASSO 0.100 8 0.764 7 0. 240 6 0.769 5
RBLASSO 0.112 4 0.768 3 0.272 4 0. 808 2
Example 3 BILLASSO 19. 856 6 0.582 9 60. 057 4 0.523 5
LASSO 0.538 4 0. 620 0 0. 466 6 0.556 1
ALASSO 0.706 2 0. 607 9 0.787 2 0.552 1
RBLASSO 0.659 4 0.636 9 0.354 2 0.587 9
Example 4 BLASSO 0.030 4 0.935 3 0.047 4 0.827 6
LASSO 0.019 4 0.785 4 0.045 0 0. 669 9
ALASSO 0.017 8 0.852 4 0.035 2 0.813 4
RBLASSO 0.030 2 0.924 4 0.055 2 0.813 2

3 EHIFR

3.1 HERFRHEE
A SCHR H A AR DL 387 LASSO J5 3k o T 088 B 40 46 vh s 2 B 46 ol SCER[ 16 T4 43t LA 442



% 8 EEE, F . TR B N I LASSO 7 % 37

ABEARTN 11 AR R, Hop 10 AN REAR &8 43 B R AR IR Cage) o PRSI (sex) . IR FEE (bmi) . SFE 1L (map)
6 B iE M i (te,ldl, hdl, teh, ltgs glu) o PR 6 R B 2R 8 — 41 I ¢ i 20 J8 11 58 o2 0 o A S i FH 174 4K
PR A R AU care, FIA7 AR EARMEILMERIME N 00 H2EN 1. 8 THFF TR i iy e fad v, BEML I
20 Y0 FYREARAE DR A8 o5 1 R o o ¢ Bk 3 AR AR AR R 22, IR BEHLII 43 70 V6 1 B8 4 1 Sy 11 2k
B, B4 30 Vo ME AR . PPAL 48 AR SR FH IN 35 75 1% 25 (MSE) 5 v (8 48 X B i3 22 (MAPE).

Bl 1 iz B s 4 A AR 2 1B, w025 P AR i R AR B R R AR R AR AR SR B 2 R ARk 22 5
Tt o R, Hob 5 B 1 A U 5 Cook BE B9 BLIE Lk, T B P 4% B 2k 43 50l Ol A% R =A% 3 E 7
HIZ L, KWL e AR 2 T 0 K 2 NS H L, HE— L0 il 5% 50l S P RE AR 295 il

) > = = 4 S ~ A B [
305 MBS HE S . FEAS 323 Al 354 N FLAT(E AL, 25U AﬂﬁLmkﬁ%%@ﬁMﬁ35¢ﬁme.

n—*k
6
o
i o i
N o ° :
° ° 8 ) i
+ T & o 2T o+ 8
of T [ R
m ; i ; : i ; 5 : i
ﬁ | : | ' H ! :
0k
2F L ~ 41 1 4 Pl
—— —r 8
-4
age sex bmi map te 1d1 hdl tch Itg glu Y
TE
Bl BARKEZEZZTHHRXA
3
Hy
K
=
H
" ;
g o! ©
§° o i 3230
i O
E 1 : 1 1 I
0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14
BF&itE

B2 FARKKEZLSBTIATEORCA, A PRABOERETE Cook B & & IE b 69 YL 0| {4
ARG TS R 2 Fron, Hoh b LR B 2 B0 THE AR R H B 5 X ] 75 0. BLASSO 1 RBLASSO
WHEG T 7 AR AEEEAS G, 1 LASSO 1 ALASSO VHER T 4 MNIFEEDSE, AX 4 NI EEETE



38 BHTERFFHRORAFF RO http://xbbjb. swu. edu. cn % 48 %

PR 4 AL T HERR 9 LR A8 &, 420K sex, Idl, teh, glu. #24E MSE fil MAPE, A< ST £ 75 18 0 0 15 2%
A, Besh. R 3 AT e BLASSO. i in 15 7 22 /8 50 i RBLASSO EA 48 (1 & 15 X ). F ik, T
5 1 23 5 N LA e 1 T A

2 AEAAETHRFHBENGITER

Least Weighted Least Bayesian Robust LASSO Adaptive
Squares Squares LASSO Bayesian LASSO LASSO
age —0.002 6 —0.094 9 —0.066 1 —0.049 1 —0.083 1 —0.1119
sex 0.012 0 —0.028 2 0.004 1 —0.048 9 0 0
bmi 0.440 9 0.417 5 0.415 9 0.3417 0.4315 0.442 8
map 0.2850 0.251 3 0.236 8 0.164 3 0.2525 0.273 5
te —1.009 8 —0.85114 —0.051 4 —0.073 5 —0.098 7 —0.1337
1d1 0.750 8 0.582 3 —0.022 7 —0.048 5 0 0
hdl 0.292 8 0.233 6 —0.058 2 —0.0591 —0.037 4 —0.0359
tch 0.006 7 0.024 3 0.004 7 0.028 8 0 0
ltg 0.775 4 0.688 1 0.355 8 0.388 2 0.390 3 0.423 6
glu —0.015 5 —0.002 6 0.007 7 0.018 6 0 0
MSE 278.734 3 273.482 7 272.943 8 266.531 5 274.390 7 276.019 2
MAPE 0.661 4 0.550 6 0. 606 6 0.548 1 0.6122 0.6211
age ; 'J'E&—f—‘ @ RBLASSO
>$BLASSO
sex |'——$—ﬁ' A LASSO
bmi | p—— | v ALASSO
map e
W C | " M I
#a ’ ~ X
w | s
tch : I f;’\ﬁ'}
Itg i i r—— ]
glu ! |—§<_B—| | ! ! |
-0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
PR RE

B3 RARAFETHREABRUBEELS T THAKS AL LM 55U ERERE R

3.2 mMEFHEMRKFEHIEE

SCHRC17 B R & T 315 B, 7E 3 AF NI T I IE R s I R At . S50 . FLAR . Rk L IR BLE TR
MRS . B 273 At BB E NIRRT 4. 2B SR 3 11 A8 i, 10 A fif B AR 18 43l hy 4
i Cage) . AR S (smokstat) . Quetelet FE8E (quetelet) . 4E2E E Al (vituse) . B KA M F B HE (calo-
ries) . FERBARIENI TR (fat) . £ KAWL 4E 7T 8 (fiber) . & BB A M K RN E: Calcohol) |, JIH &
B A& (mg/ K, choD) |, FEE B-HE D RIHAAEE (meg/d, betadiet), HAZE NI B-THE ME (ng/mb.
JIT A S B O AR MEAC AR M 0L 5250 1, BEHLIN 43 70 26 i 50H S VE I SR A U0 B Y L B R % 30 %%
A S 03 A O 3 A T T 28 07 R 25 (MISED 5 #p (B 48 X U 3% 22 (MAPE) S DAk 455 81 1% 751 0 fi

B4 RS 43000k i3 p-A 85 I 28 0 JIH ) W 1 0 B, ol T T A T A A R A S L K A A
I T 28R, TS R 3 s, Hidh BLASSO #1 RBLASSO ¥ quetelet, vituse I betadiet S
FASE, T LASSO F1 ALASSO {XUHERR T calories Z8 . R4¥ RBLASSO ) MAPE &2k, {15 MAPE
B ARAY BLASSO 2285/, H RBLASSO i MSE %I T Hifth 773 . 284 K Ui RBLASSO # 51 f) 7 i fiE



% 8

RdE, . T3 RBAAME N B LASSO 7 %

B, ieah. WA 6 A1 RBLASSO B 5 b BLASSO HA4 o 45 () B 5 X 6] . 4% 1 B o .

120 80 —
(] 70}
100t
60+ |
80+ N 501
ﬁ | —
E 60+ = 40
30t
40 +
20+
20+
0 10+
0 —_— 0 /M e
2 - 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 3 2 - 0 1 2 3 4 5
IKFE IR
M4 hRXAYFFHAELHTE HS5 MeEBRe Ay H
R3 FAEAAETLRPE PRAFEHBEENBITER
Least Weighted Least Bayesian Robust LASSO Adaptive
Squares Squares LASSO Bayesian LASSO B LASSO
age 0.062 3 0.050 7 0.048 6 0.074 8 0.054 7 0.064 1
smokstat —0.046 0 —0.034 6 —0.0337 —0.0201 —0.032 8 —0.042 4
quetelet —0.205 2 —0.181 8 —0.183 6 —0.1380 —0.194 6 —0.202 3
vituse —0.265 5 —0.240 0 —0.228 6 —0.136 7 —0.247 2 —0.256 4
calories —0.080 4 —0.206 2 —0.0117 —0.0257 0 0
fat —0.05114 0.070 9 —0.059 3 —0.006 2 —0.091 1 —0.102 1
fiber 0.234 1 0.219 7 0.169 1 0.049 5 0.183 8 0.199 2
alcohol 0.160 0 0.104 4 0.103 7 0.030 4 0.128 9 0.145 3
chol —0.046 8 —0.043 0 —0.038 4 —0.016 1 —0.040 2 —0.047 3
betadiet 0.236 0 0.222 3 0.2150 0.152 6 0.227 3 0.235 3
MSE 34.914 1 28.592 2 29.465 3 20. 370 3 32.385 3 34.267 3
MAPE 0.346 6 0.343 7 0.323 9 0.326 9 0.353 6 0. 364 1
age 'm‘ 4 RBLASSO|
1 > BLASSO
smokstat ! j;:l A LASSO
; v ALASSO
quetelet f ———— h
vituse VA>|_$_|<—{ i
'ﬂl . calories : —_———y :
® fat : ’—Vn—ﬂi—i: !
fiber |_=_@_hv :
—_—x—
alcohol —— A
chol ,ﬁ@.;_.
betadiet | | i I|_q;_|i-'_| =|
-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6
OB REL

A 6

AR FHThEAY FEKFRFEEZE T T FRAE AL 22 g 95% B3 K A




40 5 F R FFIRCHRAF R http://xbbjb. swu. edu. cn % 48 A

4 Zig

ARSCH A 7 25 1R 22 8 5 A WL LASSO, #2357 W0k LASSO 9 file 455 8 5 2 <7 1 AH . )
DUt 43 R B 5 Gibbs SRAERS . DT85 1 X0 56 B2 57 7 25 052 25 M A fa M. 501 RS U0 R 55 TIE 43 A 2 1
MAFAE S R 7 22 IR 220, %05 1k AR S A AT AT S I A R 2 . AT S R R 1 AR R TR R
Hb o AR ST R T UL AR, RE O AT RS THE A B AE X E . TR AN T LASSO K7k A RES K
T T A5 BE VAR 1 45 #

SE K

[1] TIBSHIRANI R. Regression Shrinkage and Selection via the Lasso [J]. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society Series B:
Statistical Methodology, 1996, 58(1): 267-288.

[2] ZOU H, HASTIE T. Regularization and Variable Selection via the Elastic Net [J]. Journal of the Royal Statistical Socie-
ty Series B: Statistical Methodology, 2005, 67(2): 301-320.

[3] ZOU H. The Adaptive Lasso and Its Oracle Properties [J]. Journal of the American Statistical Association, 2006,
101(476): 1418-1429.

[4] YUAN M, LIN Y. Model Selection and Estimation in Regression with Grouped Variables [J]. Journal of the Royal Sta-
tistical Society Series B: Statistical Methodology, 2006, 68(1): 49-67.

[5] FAN] Q. LI R Z. Variable Selection via Nonconcave Penalized Likelihood and Its Oracle Properties [ J]. Journal of the
American Statistical Association, 2001, 96(456) . 1348-1360.

[6] ZHANG C H. Nearly Unbiased Variable Selection under Minimax Concave Penalty [J]. The Annals of Statistics, 2010,
38(2): 894-942.

[7] WANG H S, LI G D, JIANG G H. Robust Regression Shrinkage and Consistent Variable Selection through the LAD-
Lasso [J]. Journal of Business & Economic Statistics. 2007, 25(3): 347-355.

[8] WU Y, LIU Y. Variable Selection in Quantile Regression [J]. Statistica Sinica, 2009, 19(2): 801-817.

[9] WANG X Q. JIANG Y L, HUANG M, et al. Robust Variable Selection with Exponential Squared Loss [J]. Journal of
the American Statistical Association, 2013, 108(502): 632-643.

[10] PARK T, CASELLA G. The Bayesian Lasso [J]. Journal of the American Statistical Association, 2008, 103 (482):
681-686.

[11] KYUNG M, GILL J, GHOSH M, et al. Penalized Regression, Standard Errors, and Bayesian Lassos [J]. Bayesian A-
nalysis, 2010, 5(2): 369-412.

[12] GEWEKE ]. Bayesian Treatment of the Independent Student-t Linear Model [J]. Journal of Applied Econometrics, 1993,
8(S1): S19-S40.

[13] LANGEK L, LITTLER J A, TAYLOR J M G. Robust Statistical Modeling Using the t Distribution [J]. Journal of the
American Statistical Association, 1989, 84(408): 881-896.

[14] ATCHADE Y F. A Computational Framework for Empirical Bayes Inference [J]. Statistics and Computing, 2011, 21(4) .
463-473.

[15] LIN X, LEE L F . GMM Estimation of Spatial Autoregressive Models with Unknown Heteroskedasticity [ J]. Journal of
Econometrics, 2010, 157(1): 34-52.

[16] EFRON B, HASTIE T, JOHNSTONE I, et al. Least Angle Regression [ J]. The Annals of Statistics, 2004, 32(2):
407-499.

[17] NIERENBERG D W, STUKEL T A, BARON J A, et al. Determinants of Plasma Levels of beta-Carotene and Retinol [J].
American Journal of Epidemiology, 1989, 130(3): 511-521.

REHRE KW



