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Table 3.1.1 Weibull ~ Probit ¥ Logit % %

A R

Type Transformation Probability density Probiblity of response P
Weibull  u=In(k) +71In(z) exp(t —e") 1—exp(—kz") =1—exp(—e")
Probit Y =a + Blog(z) 1 t° | t2 1 Y -5
Eexp(—?) J- Eexp(—;)dt = E(1+ el’f ( \/E ))
L ogit 1=6+ ¢In(2) 1 11
4 1+e%z7?% 1+e™
t
h?(~
€oS (2)
Type Probility of no-response Q Transformvs P Transform vs Q
Weibull exp(—kz”) =exp(-e") u=In(=In1-P)) u=In(-InQ)
Probit - t? 1 Y -5 Y =5++/2erf (2p-1) Y =5+/2erf (1-2Q)
L_sexp(—?)dt =E(1_ erf ( 5 )
Logit 1 1 P 1-Q
1+e%2 1+¢' n(1—F’) N Q )
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