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Parameter | True Mean SD 5% 95% Coverage  Shrink factor
v, 0 -0.014 0.199 -0.337 0.318 78% 1.51-----1.68
v, 0 -0.008 0.174  -0.298 0.277 82% 1.49-----1.67
v, 0 -0.008 0.1656 -0.280 0.267 76% 1.34-----1.46
v, 0 -0.008 0.128 -0.213  0.208 76% 1.35----- 1.48
A 0.7 0.702 0.187 0.408 1.020 68% 1.48----- 1.66
)Ll 0.6 0.600 0.181 0.321 0.913 78% 1.60----- 1.80
A, 0.65 0655 0186 0.363 0.970 86% 1.59-----1.78
A, 0.4 0400 0.131 0.198 0.624 92% 1.36-----1.49
by, 0.1 0.164 0.105 0.032 0.362 68% 1.27----- 1.38
5 0.1 0.138 0.086 0.026 0299 78% 1.26-----1.37
s 0.1 0.136 0.082 0.031 0290 72% 1.19-----1.26
Pua 0.1 0.127 0.074 0.031 0.265 68% 1.32----- 1.44
0121 2 2.030 0.112 1.850 2.220 96% 1.35----- 1.48
052 2 2.010 0.114 1.830 2.200 92% 1.38----- 1.51
05-3 2 2.000 0.109 1.820 2.180 86% 1.34-----1.46
ol 2 2030 0.126 1.830 2240 86% 1.52-----1.69

lam1

Table: Parameter Recovery in the first simulation study

Trace of lam1

(5000 values per trace)

Figure: The trace of two chains Gibbs sampler of A




