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[TLC&HIZ

“group 1 IZB1T DALE A DZHE L group 2 1281 D LE A DN RIZFRIZETH LIV E V- T=

G 28 72 HIETRIET 256, 4 TUEHET L(fitted model) & L 72 B2 722 G
NELSEESHZ DI PO TEHETYT, ZOEIMIZFHITTLHZLI1L, SAS 77
=ANYR—= NSRS N D — RO E 22D 928, DL FO#EGwSHnsE &
700 F9EEETT, 2B . SAS T 7 = 1 ¥R — K Tid, CONTRAST, ¥ L OV ESTIMATE
AT — A MIBET 2 EORMEDEICHOW TR — P&t L T\ ET,

LR OFID 5 ., CONTRAST <° ESTIMATE 25— h A > k& Y) w5728
W OMWDOEBERAT v TRHD £77,

o THUUXEMoOoTHUIHET NERIRT D, Z 2 TIHLLT D 2 SRR ETT,

INT A—4A4k
CLASS 27— h A MI Ko TAEMSND T YA VEEN, E0XHIZa—FMeshTw
% D3, “indicator(F 7213 dummy)” 2 —7 ¢ > 7 & | “effects(F 721, deviation from mean,
PEEINDORAE] ) 3 —=T 4 7D 200, SASIZEN TS ISHHENL /T A—
ZALDIFETT,

RT A—HZDIEF
(REAEREZR OYEEDONRT A= REENDHRETONRT XA—ZDIEFF, ZOIEFIZ
CLASS 27— FM A v P THE SN TV D EHDNEFS. PROC £7-21% CLASS A7 — |k X
> F® ORDER=#47Y 2 VOBREIKFLET, 70 Vv BERTDHRT A —FHEEE
DT =TI E, NTA—LZDIEFZMRTHZENTEET,

o ETNDONRTA—ZERNWT, MEICKBIT AEHCHEET DFGELEE T L, Hg
WZLET, KHDOZEITIE, Teontrast =0 DA TG 2 5Lk LT, Wizl
DOEDZFAL L ET, 72 & X2 DDV Z T 256  mEKGLE - =0 &
Bz, m-p OFZEETNVO/NT A—F TRk $T5Z L1220 £7,

. N?x—&*ﬂﬁé%@%ﬁﬁkbf(DNHMM%HEHMMEX%—nyh%
WLET, ZDLE, 7av Iyl lBIF2ETNVDONRT A= LR CNEFIZ/2 5 X



INCHEBTLOIMENRD D 7,

BIRE 1 : REEREZESD 2 ZERD S

5 KEDK T A L 2/KEDKRTBNORDETNVEEZET,
Yik=pu+ ai+ 6+ abij+eipe,  F1,2,...,5, j=1,2, k=12,....nj

Z 2T ek [ TISLI DN 0 TH D IER DAY ELIRELET LD v 7 F A,
ZDETF I T o TN T— B BT D DT,

data test;
seed=6342454;
do a=1 to 5;
do b=1 to 2;
do rep=1 to ceil(ranuni(seed)*5)+5;
y=5 + a + b + a*b + rannor(seed);
output;
end;
end;
end;

run;

ROTa 77 ATHE, EHREREFEREEZZVEETVORHEEITT>TNET,
LSMEANSA T — F AV MERETHZ LICE T, ZOFNZEBITHA*BE VSO 10
HOE KT DY) (LSYY), o/ 2 FHY) 2EHHLTWET, EX 7Y a v %
5 &, LSO T SN~ Y MBREREN, FEEELVEIRED LD
IR SN E R TE T,

proc mixed data=test;
class a b;
model y=a b a*b / solution;
Ismeans a*b / e;

run;



Least Squares Means
Effect | a || b || Estimate || Standard Error | DF | t Value Pr > |t|
a*b 1(1) 7.5193 0.2905 | 74 | 25.88 || <.0001
a*b 1] 2| 10.0341 0.2598 | 74 | 38.62 || <.0001
a*b 21| 10.4189 0.2739 | 74 | 38.04 || <.0001
a*b 2| 2| 12.5812 0.3355 | 74 | 37.50 || <.0001
a*b 31| 11.5853 0.3355 | 74 | 34.54 || <.0001
a*b 3| 2| 15.7347 0.2598 | 74 | 60.55 || <.0001
a*b 4 | 1| 14.5552 0.3355 | 74 | 43.39 || <.0001
a*b 4 | 2 | 19.3499 0.2598 || 74 | 74.47 | <.0001
a*b 51| 16.3459 0.2739 | 74 || 59.68 || <.0001
a*b 5| 2| 21.6220 0.2598 | 74 | 83.21 || <.0001

ESTIMATERT— AV FZRAVTEILEYEZFTET S

B FE)E, ESTIMATE A7 — R A > R EMFEH LT, $HETDET AT XA —HX O#IE
oL LT/ ZEbTEET, ABu k& ABl2 B/UWCHT 5 F(EOT —7 L Tt
TERINTWVDEIE. ESTIMATE A7 —h AV FEHAWCTU FO L ITRkDDH L
NTEET, ESTIMATE 27— b A > b THEE L R HAHUT. HEE L2 W EZ2 S T
HETMESNTCRET 2 Z LIk > CRESNE T, FTEOET LQ)DHA TIL,
AB12 BV ONEE pig IZLA T O X H IR TE £,
n12 = G Y12w)/n12
= (Cxpw/niz + (Zxa)/niz + CkB2)/niz + Ckabi2)/mniz + (Ckeia)/niz

PAETEER DOFENT0 & LTRETA2DT, ZoRFkD X H1270 £9,

=p+at+ Bo + aBio



FARIZ, AB11 B/VOEENIR L THHILL T X itk & E 9,
pi=p+a + B8+ abu

ZDZEMNS, AB12 B VOB EHEE T D2 DITIE 1, a1, B2, & aBie ODHEEEAE R L
HOMLENRHY £9, ZHUL, T A—FHEEMEDOZ bkl (solution X7 kL) ELRHA~ Y
M BT ZLICksTEHE SN ET, MIXED 712 P v (Z81F % solution <7 kL
. MODEL 27— k A h TSOLUTION 47> a Y EZHEL CEITTLHZ LT Lo T,

“[EERN R DOfiE(Solution For Fixed Effects)” 7 — 7 /v ® “HiEfE(Estimate)” DOFNZFE R
SNET,

Solution for Fixed Effects
Effect a| b Estimate || Standard Error || DF || t Value Pr > |t|
Intercept 21.6220 0.2598 | 74 | 83.21 | <.0001
a 1 -11.5879 0.3675 | 74 | -31.53 | <.0001
a 2 -9.0408 0.4243 | 74 | -21.31 | <.0001
a 3 -5.8874 0.3675 | 74 | -16.02 | <.0001
a 4 -2.2722 0.3675 | 74 | -6.18 | <.0001
a 5 0
b 1| -5.2762 0.3775 || 74 || -13.97 || <.0001
b 2 0
a*b 111 2.7613 0.5426 | 74 5.09 | <.0001
a*b 112 0
a*b 2|1 3.1139 0.5745 || 74 5.42 || <.0001
a*b 22 0
a*b 31 1.1268 0.5680 || 74 1.98 | 0.0510




a*b 32 0
a*b 401 0.4815 0.5680 | 74 0.85 || 0.3994
a*b 41 2 0
a*b 511 0
a*b 5( 2 0

ZOET VK LT N T A—Z HEEMEIZFE Y3 % solution 27 kL% 18 DEFE N D 72
DET, RPOBERITUN n kT 237 A =2 HEETT, RO 5 DOEFRILHFT A D
BRI a1 2D as lZ6 T DT A—ZHEEE, £ OWRD 2 SOEFITZNR B OFIKYE B &
Bo IZxIT % /3T A —HHEEME, K% D 10 HOERIL A*B O AIEHAHE aBu 2°H aBsz IZ
T DT A=A WEE L 720 T,

WIZ, solution X7 ~L LT A 26585~ 7 MR U< 18D EFR) 2O L £,
A @ICR LTI e LT 1, an ikt 2HEEE A EY BT 27201080 % A Ik LT
¥ LT 0000, B2ICxIT H2HEEMATY L 2721220 Bloxh L Cidferik e L
T 1), aB12 (2§ BHEEMEZ I Y LT 5 =0 BEAEMAE A*B 2% L Cidtek s LT
100000000)&FNTIENET,

ESTIMATE A7 — b A > b Tl EREOHEEANZ MR RITH L TREL £

estimate "AB12" intercept 1
al0000
bo1
a*b 01 0000000 O0;

R UfREA~Z bV, LSMEANSA 7 — R AV N CEA 7V a VERHETH I LI L
S>TEHELND“a*d D/ 2 TN T 54857 (Coefficients for a*b Least Squares
Means) DE LR L THSD Z LIHE LTIV, ZORIZBITD 01FZEME 2o T E
T Row2 3AB12 B VO EHET 57120 OFR 7 M THHZ EIZERELEL X 9,




Coefficients for a*b Least Squares Means

Effect

Row1l

Row?2

Row3

Row4

Row5

Row6

Row7

Row8

Row9

Row10

Intercept

a*b

a*b

a*b

a*b

a*b

a*b

a*b

a*b

a*b

a*b




NEDRT A =B REEMEICB N T, BEOKENRED L I RIEFTHDLPNEE LD £
T, BlzIE. A¥B AR EAERBEICHT 58T A —Z HEEMEICBW T, 2% H OHEEEIT aB12,
OHEEMIZHY LES, Ziud, B85 A OKEREET LR, £ B OKERETT 5
M5 TT, IZ, CLASS A7 — h AV MZBWTEE A ORIZER B BHEESNTWD
a2t 2 & B OHEEMIL aB21 (KT 2HEEM L 720 £, ZOHE. abl2 OHEEEIT
AYB R HAEHIEICEIT 5 6 FH OHEEEICHY LEF O T,ESTIMATE 27— h A > MZ
BWTREANY NVOREZELTHMLERH Y £,

AB11 B VD5 T HESTIMATEA T — k A > ME, /3T A —ZHEEEORIE L TS
MR ERD X, BVEREET A RTA—FICTRBT DI EI2L-> T, LitéH
CEOICHET D LTV ET, TOFKEKIT. “a%b D&/ 2 FEHICHT 51
#”(Coefficients for a*b Least Squares Means) DFRIZEB1F H5Rowl LR L E 70 9, kD
Yo Fa—RFTiE, EFAEH#HEE L, LSMEANSA T — k A v b &AW TH B L %
BHLTWET, £72, /8T 5252 ESTIMATE 25— k A > M THE L, AB11, AB12
BADOEEEFEE L TWET,

proc mixed data=test;

class a b;

model y=a b a*b;

Ismeans a*b;

estimate "AB1l1" intercept 1 a1 0000b10
a*b 1 000000O0O0O;

estimate "AB12" intercept 1 a1 0000boO01
a*b 01 0000000 O;

run;

Estimates

Label [ Estimate || Standard Error || DF | t Value Pr > |t|

AB11 7.5193 0.2905 || 74 || 25.88 || <.0001

AB12 | 10.0341 0.2598 | 74 || 38.62 || <.0001




THENEZHTE. BLUVRET S

Z 2T AB11 & ABR2 O BAEZRELE LN E I NERETALDOLE LET, 2D L X,
MET DIFENGIUILATO L 512720 £,
Ho: p11 = pae

E00%, 20X HIcb IR TE £9,
Ho: pii —pi2=0

ETNNRTG A= EfERTLHE. ZOxEROEY IZFED LET,
i1 — M2 = (}1 +ag + B1 + aBi) — (}1 + a1 + B2 + aBi2) = B1 — B + aBis — aBis

ZORTITYH EFE A ITHT HFRENTITHHE S L. BEOREANT MDD 2 b 0%
RITFAASNTNWD Z EIZEEL TS, 2720, ZRAMEHIE A*B ISR 248502
Ay R B ITHT 2R EITEK S TWET, FHDOEN 0 THLINERET H720DIZ,
CONTRAST A7 — h AU FTCZNOLOBRBAEMALEL LD, ZDLE, TR VYICE
FLETNNRT A—=ZDIEATF EARBONEFAR L L2 2 X OICEET DM ERSH Y £,

CONTRAST 27— k A > FOfERIZ, ESTIMATE 25— h A &ML CTHET S Z
EHTE T, ESTIMATE 27— bk A > b Tid, B/ EHOZEOHEEM(-2.5148) & = D7
M0 THLMIRT D t REDOKERNFRSNET A, £D—J T CONTRAST 27— K
AV NTIEEN 0 THLINIHT 2 FREOHKENSHISND Z LITERELTIIEE N,
INOLOREEFRISERLOERVET, ZOLIRT U TARAT ZLEDOREBOEA.
LSMEANS 25—k # > FT PDIFF 472 a v Z2i5ET 52 LIk > THR UIER 5
HIENTEET,

DT a7 T ATiE, (IS T2206 3@ 2TOHEEZIToTVET,

proc mixed data=test;
class a b;
model y= a b a*b;
Ismeans a*b / pdiff;
contrast "ABl1l1 - AB12" b 1 -1
a*b 1 -1 0000000 O0;
estimate "ABl11 - AB12" b 1 -1



a*b 1 -1 0000000 O;
run;

LUFiE, CONTRAST, ESTIMATE, # XO'LSMEANS 27— K A v MZEDFER T, A

WMZBEHE LTV A D )T,

e
[Lba | esimat | snsmavor | or | cvawe | e

’-‘ 25148 0.3898 | 74 | -6.45 | <.0001

s
’_----

1 74 | 41.63 | <.0001

AB11 - AB12

’-‘ 1011 |2 | -25148 03898 | 74 -6.45 <.0001

K UEHLTLEDIERE
ZZ T, AB11 & ABi2 BV DL AB21 & AB22 BLOERORIEEITI B D E LE

T ZoLE | IFEAEHIILLTO L 51220 £,

Ho 1/2 (uui + p12) = 1/2 (a1 + p22)

AB11 & AB12 BV OHEEMIH T 2680, =7 ApbROONET, ThER



AB11. ABi12 /L ORI,

pi1=p+ai+B1+ abn

pi2 =p + a1+ B2 + abiz

L0 2D 200 BNMEEONEE, LTFOL IR T A ENTEET,

Y(put+piz) = %[ @+ a1 +B1+ aBi) + (@ + a1 + B2 + abi2) |
=nu+ a1 + %B1 + %Bs + %abBir + Yeabie

AB21 & AB22 B AOEENIHT DR B FERRIC RO L Z N TEET, £2 T, #@i&FT
21, 20D AT M DOEERDDZLICL ST, 20O EEZRET D7D D%
BT b EGDLZENTEET, ZNOOEEE, LLTO ESTIMATE 27— R A b,
B LT CONTRAST A7 — F AL MCTHRET D Z L2 3, k. —OORRITK
T HERETIE, %AITRS 0 IXEE LS THREVEE A,

proc mixed data=test;
class a b;
model y= a b a*b;
estimate “"avg AB11,AB12" intercept 1 a 1 b .5 .5
a*b .5 .5;
estimate “"avg AB21,AB22" intercept 1 a 01 b .5 .5
a*b 0 0 .5 .5;
contrast "avg AB11,AB12 - avg AB21+AB22" a 1 -1
a*b .5 .5 -.5 -.5;

run;

Estimates
Label Estimate || Standard Error || DF || t Value Pr > |t|
avg AB11,AB12 8.7767 0.1949 | 74 || 45.04 | <.0001

avg AB21,AB22 | 11.5001 0.2165 || 74 | 53.11 | <.0001




Contrasts

Pr>F

Num DF || Den DF | F Value

Label

1 74 || 87.39 || <.0001

avg AB11,AB12 - avg AB21+AB22

HEA—DODREEREADFEH L, REFRAFEETOFEH EDLE

ZIZTIE, BEAIT2 KM, B BIX3KUEEL L, AB12 BAOFEEMNA 6 DB/
DFEREEEBENNSDEINERETHZ EICLET, 20L& &, IRERFUILLTO X 9 IZ5R

SNET,

Ho: p12 — 1/6 Zjp;;=0

BiF5 ] ORDEIMEOHRPEREINTWET, ET LD/

7T, BRI
A—XEHANT, ABI2 B LB TFTO L HIciikd 5 2 LR TxE9,

pi2 =p + a1+ B2 + abiz

FILETFNLDONRTG ZA—ZEHNT. 6 OB FEHOTH L ULTFTO L H Ik EnET,

Eij}ljj: 1/6 Ejzj(}l +a;+ Bj+ (161']') =p+ 3/6 L+ 2/6 E]Bj‘i' 1/6 21’2/(161']'

BZxf L CiE 1/3, A*B 2% LTl 1/6

DFED | EBEA DT A= AT 1/2.
L0 ET, L. TN ORBRENG,

estimate "avg ABij" intercept 1 a .5 .5 b .333 .333 .333
a*b .167 .167 .167 .167 .167 .167;

LR LSS, Yy ® ESTIMATE 25— K A2 MIxPT B85 R 2B
Non-Est E FRrENnb0, a ZWEICLTFTDOA v —URNFERINET,

NOTE: avg ABij is not estimable.

BECTH D 1/3. 1/6 BEFRICHEE SN TWRWT b HEEFTRE Tl 72\ (nonestimable)



LFERENTWET, ZORMEZEENET 2720121, DIVISOR=4 7> 3 »ZH\£7,
ZOF T a AT AL, ESTIMATE 25—k A > MIBITHETOREDSREITH
VI DEERETDH ENTEET,

BRI, ZH ORIz B T 24585052 VT, IR IERGRIZ T D me — Loyl O %7
NDRT A =2 TRk LET, U LTix 0. 2% A 1o LTix/2, -1/2), £% B
W% LCiE(=1/8, 2/8,-1/3), & HAEA A*B (2% L Cix(-1/6, 5/6, -1/6, -1/6, -1/6, -1/6 ) & \»
IREE LR T, RO T 0T T MIETNE YISO, EIREGRICBIT 55555 %
WEBLIOMREEZIT> TWET, BUEORE S ZRFF L, EHETTR TR D L%
R4 5728, DIVISOR=4 7Y a U MEH STV ET,

proc glm data=test;
class a b;
model y=a b a*b;
estimate "AB12" intercept 1 a1 0b 010a*» 01000 0;
estimate "avg ABij" intercept 6 a 33 b 2 2 2
a*b 111111/ divisor=6;

estimate "ABl12 vs avg ABij" a 3 -3 b -2 4 -2

a*bh -1 5 -1 -1 -1 -1 / divisor=6;

run;
quit;

Parameter Estimate | Standard Error | t Value || Pr > |t]

AB12 10.0341436 | 0.25521923 39.32 <.0001

avg ABIj 11.3122544 || 0.11799152 95.87 <.0001

AB12 vs avg ABij || -1.2781108 | 0.23947144 -5.34 <.0001

BIRE 2 : REEREZES 3 ERD S

ZIZTIE, ENENKEOHK N 5, 2, 3 THD 3HERNOETNAEFELET, FhE, B



J O TCORENEREEZEOT-TET VI TFTO L IZ@b T2 N TEET,
Yier= u + ait Bi+ v+t aBi+ avie+ Byu+t aByvixp+ e (2
Z 7T, F1,2,..,5, F1,2, k=1,2,3, and E1,2,...Njx &£ LFET,

RDEHRT T THIES>T, ZOFETAPLEUT —Fy FEERTLZENTE
£7,

data test;
seed=8422636;
do a=1 to 5;
do b=1 to 2;
do c=1 to 3;
do rep=1 to ceil(ranuni(seed)*3)+3;
y=5+a+ b+ c+ a*b + a*c + b*c + a*b*c + rannor(seed);
output;
end;
end;
end;
end;

run;

wD7Tr 7T ATIEFET AR A~DY TIDEIT->TEY ., F£7= solution X7 hLE &Kt
IAEBIREH SN E T,

proc mixed data=test;
class a b c;
model y=a]b]c / solution;
Ismeans a*b*c;

run;

ABC121 & ABC212 OB NN E LW ETHIFEGRERET D & &, =T 1XQ) 05
BVHEE ZDEIIUTO X D IR TEET,

w121= u + a1+ B2+ yi1+ a P2t ayut+t Byat af yia



w212= u + az+ B1+ y2t+ afBat ayaet Byizt af yoe
w121 — po2z = a1 — az— 1+ B2+ y1i- ye2+ aPr2- afat ayu -

ayet Byar— Byie+t aByier — afB vy

KOT BT T KL, TNENOFE & Z DFEOHEEERD, N 0 ThoDERELT
VWET, LSMEANS 27— h A M & HONTHRBOME, BLORERIT) Lp T
jz‘a—o

proc mixed data=test;
class a b c;
model y=a]b]c / solution;
Ismeans a*b*c / pdiff;
estimate "ABC121" intercept 1 a1 b 01cl1l
a*b 01 a*c 1 b*x 0001
a*b*c 0 0 O 1;
estimate “ABC212" intercept 1 a 01 b 1cO01
a*b 001 a*x 00001b* 01
a*b*c 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1;
contrast "ABCl121 - ABC212" a1l -1 b -11c 1 -1
a*b 01 -1a* 1000 -1
b*c 0 -1 01
a*b*c 0001000 -1;
estimate "ABCl1l21 - ABC212" a1l -1 b -11c 1 -1
a*b 01 -1a* 1000 -1
b*c 0 -1 01
a*b*c 0001000 -1;
run;

Estimates
Label Estimate || Standard Error DF || t Value Pr > |t|
ABC121 17.0454 0.4118 || 125 | 41.40 | <.0001

ABC212 21.8270 0.4118 || 125 | 53.01 | <.0001




ABC121 - ABC212 || -4.7816 0.5823 || 125 || -8.21 || <.0001

Contrasts
Label Num DF || Den DF || F Value Pr>F
ABC121 - ABC212 1 125 67.42 || <.0001

Least Squares Means

Effect | a || b || ¢ || Estimate || Standard Error DF || t Value Pr > |t|

atb*c || 12| 1| 17.0454 0.4118 || 125 | 41.40 || <.0001

atb*c |2 1| 2 | 21.8270 0.4118 || 125 | 53.01 || <.0001

Differences of Least Squares Means

Effect |a || b || c || _a b c || Estimate || Standard Error DF | t Value Pr > |t|

atb*c |1 22122 |[1 (|2 -4.7816 0.5823 | 125 | -8.21 || <.0001

BIE3: XEFREZSTC 2ERAOA A T4y ERETIL

OYAT 4 v 7 BT, IEREETADO -2 LR ET, ZRAOLDETT K LT
X, INEEENEETT MEEND Z EEH Y FHA, ZOMRDYIZ, &S OFED
B LCETAZRBRT L LIV ET, v P AT 4 v 7 BT NVTIHE, ISEEHD
X 2HEGMTHY, A v R(FE 721, 2 HSAAOFE p dr Y h(logit) & 2 B4k
ELTCETNELIBRTSHZ L2 £,

logit(p) = log(Odds) = loglp:/ (1-py)]

BYRT 4y 7 BFEET ST ERDHRICONW T, ALMOEEZ TSR EE



VY,

Z ZTClit. lcomplicated (M) . F721F Tuncomplicated (HEffifE) | W &7z
FITx L3 DT E (AB,BLUCONE 1 &7V, D B ((cured (75%) . uncured
(RipH) )EBIE L., UTOESTT —Z&2l& LTHERLET, 2

data uti;
input diagnosis : $13. treatment $ response $ count @@;
datalines;
complicated cured 78 complicated A not 28
complicated cured 101 complicated B not 11
uncomplicated cured 40 uncomplicated A not 5

uncomplicated

A
B

complicated C cured 68 complicated C not 46
A
B cured 54 uncomplicated B not 5
C

uncomplicated cured 34 wuncomplicated C not 6

Dummya—F4 >4

A ENC KR % indicator £7-1% dummy 22— 4 70X, T VA ATINC BT B FEER
DER A, TOEEOKEEZRT 0 7212 1 OEEZFONW OPOEBOM CTE S 2 F
o TTOEBOBEIKEIZK LT, 1 DOEEBERSND Z L1220 £9, EHRICHT D
INTA—=HE BROKET 7 40 S TIEEEGEOKE) L ZDOKEOHROEL L TELRD
ERTEET, Zoa—FT 7%, GLM Yuv Yy & MIXED 722 v CLASS
BRI T DT 74NV bDa—F 4 7HiEE7R D £3, LOGISTIC 71 v v vid,
CLASS 27— h A > F T PARAM=GLM & B35 Z &2 Xk - T, CLASS Z#cxt LT
dummy 22— 47 LT 52 ENTEEST, 7V T7 27O indicator =2 —F 4 7
(reference 27— 4 > 7" L HEEINE )T, H ik OKHEIZxIT 5 indicator 2484 HIBRT
HZlizn 3, ZoFEE, LOGISTIC 7 v v+ < CATMOD 7’1 ¥+ CHIHT
E o7 rr Yy TH PARAM=REF 47V a VAHEETH 2 LIk o CHIHAREE 72 1
EJr AN

2 ZOTFT—H M LI #li%, “Categorical Data Analysis Using SAS System”,
Chapter 8, 8.4 Qualitative Explanatory Variables |[ZFt# S CWET, £ 2 Tk, JRKE
JEYE (urinary tract infection BT 57 —2 ThH &SN THET,



I EENCIERME 2 RE L=BE 1L FERRIC, dummya—F 4 U 7 &AL T, a A7
4T ETICRBITDELZUTOL IR THZ ENTEET,

log(Odds;)) = 1 + ai+ B+ a By (3a)

12T FL2..5, FL2 AL 2, Ny ELETL Ll JHEBIT O & ISRl
H5ZEHTEET,

log(OddSij) = u + Yo A+ Z/B ij + X 7Y I]Aij (3b)

22T, AL Biiddummy 2—7 4 VU EFHLIEUTOL I ICERSNLTWDT A
B0 £,

e A=iDELEFITITA=1, ﬂﬁ@i‘/m\ T Ai=

T — SR LT, T B OBE D cured” (JHIE) 12k DAy XIZLLT O
IR T 5 Z &l £,

log(Oddsd) = u + O + &U + 1A+ 6B + 6C + g10A + 220B + g30C + gsUA +
25UB + gsUC (3c)

5.»../6
— — N

O (¥’complicated” DZWriZxt4 5 & I —E4K

U X uncomplicated” DZWriZxtd 25 % I —2%%

A, B, BXOC 1E, 3 2DREFIEIIHT D4 I —EHK

OA 7»6 UC £TIE. W& IBRGIEDOZEAEMITHT 54 I =425

*’C:“a—o

Dummya—74 V5 EANTAH Y XLDHEEEREEFITS

ST KAy AR ET AL TWAZ EnS MIXED 723 2R GLM 712 &
Ty DX OB LT TR AR L, ®EcE y X T AR OHEESCHREEIT O Z LI



720 9, L L.CONTRAST A7 — h AV FOFFEICEH L TUIFE L rkR L2 £,
DEYD, AT — AV MBI 2REERD D202, BTEOET /MTHESNT, B
AR TV A EHEE T LET,

LOGISTIC 7= > ¥ % TiZ, CONTRAST A7 — R~ A MITKED 0 Th D 0OE L
179 & bIC, MEOHEESHASNET, 207D, 207 v Py T ESTIMATE %
T—RrAVIPHABESLTWEEA,

WEA Y I, WAy ADEL L TRSILENTEET,

log(Odds,) - log(Odds;) = log( Odds;/ Odds;) = log(OR;)

DFEY | HEA Y ADOEITKH T HHEMOIER A LD Z LICk - T, &y XLOHEEED
F 51 E T, CONTRAST 27—k A T ESTIMATE=BOTH # 7> a V& EET 5 &
S CHEA Y ADZE, SV D LTy X & xHotasie & o 2 ECGE Y )0
W OWEMERRSEDL LN TEET,

ZDEFET—Z ORIk LT, "complicated” & ZWr STV D EFIZEIT HIREGIEA &
CliZBT a4y XICHLRHALDOE LET, 2D L X IFEEFIILLTO L D IZEL Z
EMTEET,

Ho: log(Oddsoa) = log(Oddsoc)
ElES

Ho: log(Oddsoa) - log(Oddsoc) = 0

WDT —7)iL, ” complicated” &L 2K SN TV ALEICBIT AT — X = E N LD TT,

Table of treatment by response

treatment || response | Total

cured |[ not

A 78 || 28 | 106

© 68 | 46 | 114

Total 146 | 74 | 220




T=20nb, Ay AFLUTOLIICLTRIRT L2 ZENTEET,

78/28 78-46

e = ————— = 1.8845
68/46 68-28

OF V| "complicated” & ZWr ST HE . IBR ALK > TRIET 24 v X1E, 1K CIT X
STHRET DAY XD 1.8845 5L LTI T HZ L Cx k3, Litor—7 bty X
i, D X577 vl hmidh T2 LIk o TRRTHIENTEET,

proc freq data=uti;
where diagnosis = "'complicated” and treatment in ("A","C™);
table treatment * response / relrisk norow nocol nopercent;
weight count;

run;

Estimates of the Relative Risk (Row1/Row?2)

Type of Study Value [ 95% Confidence Limits

Case-Control (Odds Ratio) || 1.8845 1.0643 3.3367

Cohort (Col1 Risk) 1.2336 1.0210 1.4906

Cohort (Col2 Risk) 0.6546 0.4440 0.9652

ETNAGB)EHNT, Ay XCET 2RO ZHEE L, MIEZAT 9 2oL,
CONTRAST AT — b A > b TRERKR IR AL 72 OICHE 1 LRI L7 225 2
Ll FET, THA CEBOIARF MR T 5729 I21X, "Analysis of Maximum
Likelihood Estimates”® 7 —7 V& R THFEL Xk 9, ZDOHERIZ, CONTRAST A7 — k X
v MEBT AR OEY RNEFEEE TS ETETHEETT, ZOFICO N T, %
T =T NANBETNEBINCET D37 A =2 DIEFOE D IZIATND Z L3 HERT 5 2
EMTEET,




“complicated” & ZZWr S 7= BE KT DIRKE A OXEA Y X1E, LTFTO LS ICiidd 5 2
EINTEET,

log(Oddsoa) = u +di+ a1+ g

£, RIS, RGTE C OB v X%, UToXERy £,

log(Oddsoc) = p +di+ &3+ g

FREOELD | WA Y ADFE, DF Y WAy XERDO D LR TEET,

log(Oddsoa) - log(Oddsoc) = &1 - 5+ g1 - g3

WDAT—KE AL FTIXET V(B Z Y TE, MHEHEE L CWET, o EE 2
Bib+25ZLicko T, Ay Ao EEEBLI LN TEET,

proc logistic data=uti;
freq count;
class diagnosis treatment / param=glm;
model response = diagnosis treatment diagnosis*treatment;
contrast “trt A vs C in comp”™ treatment 1 0 -1
diagnosis*treatment 1 0 -1 0 0 O / estimate=both;
output out=out xbeta=xbeta;

run;
Contrast Rows Estimation and Testing Results
Standard Lower | Upper Wald

Contrast || Type Row | Estimate Error || Alpha Limit Limit || Chi-Square || Pr > ChiSq
trt Avs
Cin PARM 1 0.6336 0.2915 0.05 || 0.0623 || 1.2050 4.7246 0.0297
comp
trt Avs

EXP 1 1.8845 0.5493 0.05 |[ 1.0643 [ 3.3367 4.7246 0.0297
Cin




comp

OUTPUT A7 — kA MZHT D XBETA=4 7V 3 Uid, 4T HFX—va L icEBidd
TR xB 2RO THEY, Ay ALICHEYLEST, LFo7Tr s T A
I%. "complicated” & DFZWNZIIT 5, 1B 71E A LI5S C OXHEA v X e 2 ZniE
ELTWNDZ &Iy £,

proc print data=out noobs;
where diagnosis="'complicated" and response="'cured" and
treatment in (""A","C");
var diagnosis treatment xbeta;

runj;

diagnosis treatment xbeta

complicated || A 1.02450

complicated || C 0.39087

2 DOV MIHHE A v XD, (1.02450 - 0.39087 = 0.63363)(%, CONTRAST A7 — h %
Y MZTRD T Ay AL ERICIZZ2>TWVWET, £, ZOHEOEREZ L D L
(expl0.63363] = 1.8845), CONTRAST 27—k A v b biG b7z, Mbofekkzs & -1z
BAECE y XL OHEEE) & 72 > TWET,

#Eoahh (RRXTY F) ETIL(Nested Model)

TR ERAERATEZETET NV (Be) TIERL TH, AU Z ST XY Tk nET
NERWTERTXET,

log(Oddsa) = n + da+ dar
E N
log(Oddsdd = u +di0+&U+g10A+g2:0B+ g50C + gaUA +g5UB+gsUC (3d)




¥4y i (nested term) Tld, BIOET/MIEIT S ¥ ERXAEHEOAHEERT
BE7e E3, BEOoPNHEEZERT L7 VA UERIEL, T CICER LR AERBICKT
HHDERTICARY ET, LPLRBL, BPhET AT, ZEORKENIZET S
BROXEEN L VLN ERY T, ZORICHETL2I5R055M, X271~
TTHNDMERE S LA DN BT 236/, 122\ TiE, SAS/STAT User’s Guide, GLM 7' v
¥ Z81F H"Parameterization of PROC GLM Models” D iz Z& M 72 &, 22 FTid
WL TEL DT, BRI T 2T A VERDIEF %25 Z L 1X, CONTRAST 27—
P AL M TR ZEEUNCHRET 2 L TETHEEL RV 7,

BAymivE T ABDE MWD & By AOMEITL T O L S ICRR TE £ 7,

log(Oddsoa) = © +di+ g

F o, MM ) OBZWNCIB T D17 C X 23 8cA v ZIT L FO X 512720 97,

log(Oddsoc) = u + di + g3

INBDEZRDD ZEIZLY, WAy XD, SF O REA Y XL GLNET,

log(Oddsoa) - log(Oddsoc) = g1 - g3

ZOxHIE, B RIC BT D FNRCRFDOE S DX, DFE Y | IRREOKEL ZD
B GR)KEDEIZHY LET, ZO7H, ZOX L, XRAT v RERIZEBT 22H
(diagnosis) D/KHENIZIIT HIEHE A OD/RXT A= L LTCHHET L ENTEET, KD
AT =AY FTIE, AAT Y FETZAVOHEZITV, MEEzFHLTWD Z &ty %
9, ”Analysis of Maximum Likelihood Estimates”® |2 T, €7 WV BDIZBIT 5T A
ERONEFF 2 fERT 5 Z LN TEET AP RITK T LMD 3 DDI/RT A —H (X,
MM (complicated) D 2 Wr(diagnosis) D¥FAIC B 1T 5 & 158 (Treatment) |IZFH Y L £ 97, &
D 3 HDDO/NRT A —H L, HffitE(uncomplicated) D2 Wi (diagnosis) DA ITAHYS L £ 97,
EXPB # 7 a VBT 22 LIC&oT, RIA—FHEMHEDORIZEBNT/NT A —ZHf
EMEZ R LI E2 R RSEDL LN TEET,

proc logistic data=uti;
freq count;
class diagnosis treatment / param=glm;

model response = diagnosis treatment(diagnosis) / expb;



contrast “trt A vs C in comp*
treatment(diagnosis) 1 0 -1 0 O O / estimate=both;

run;

KA v Xt & Ay X‘tb@?ﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁ\ HIERICIZZRY £, 205G, EHEME
(comphcated)@EﬁLﬁ(dmgnosm)U)757 B HIREAICKT D87 A — X HEEMIL, iz

BIFOHEMBERTICRD, /RXT A— 5}@&1 B U7 BTk e O HEE I 2 Fe 8k L
TAEERIC Lo TVET,

Analysis of Maximum Likelihood Estimates

Standard Wald

Parameter DF || Estimate Error || Chi-Square || Pr > ChiSq | Exp(Est)
Intercept 1 1.7346 0.4428 15.3451 <.0001 5.667
diagnosis complicated 1 -1.3437 0.4822 7.7653 0.0053 0.261
diagnosis uncomplicated 0 0

treatment(diagnosis) |[ A complicated 1 0.6336 0.2915 4.7246 0.0297 1.884
treatment(diagnosis) || B complicated 1 1.8262 0.3705 24.3005 <.0001 6.210
treatment(diagnosis) || C complicated 0 0

treatment(diagnosis) || A uncomplicated 1 0.3448 0.6489 0.2824 0.5952 1.412
treatment(diagnosis) || B uncomplicated 1 0.6445 0.6438 1.0020 0.3168 1.905
treatment(diagnosis) || C uncomplicated 0 0

Effectsa—T 4 >4

FHIZEENZ % 5 Effects. ¥ 7713 Deviation from meanCEXN S D7) a—F ¢ o 7%,




T WA ATHINETNTET MTINCER T 288 % . TLOEROKEEZRT(1, 0, DOEE
AW ERCEEEX 9, ERSNDIERORIT, TOZERICB T 5 KEOK LY 1/
MWL E9, ZTORRE, HESNTWDHENRT A =X O KEOH LY —2b 720
TR T, EHRICHT HRNT A= HIIETOKED LN RN DR L L
TRZDZENTEET, Z0a—7 4 7%, CATMOD a3 ¥, LOGISTIC 7=
VUXIIBITLT 7 AN NOFIETHY, o7 m Yy iZBWTH PARAM=EFFECT
F T avERETHIEICL > THWSZ LR TEET,

Effects 2 —7 4 > 7 DGEITIE, BT /MIEARE LTBDO XS ICiidR sk, LnLi
N5, #ZWi(diagnosis), A (treatment) 2%t 257 A ATFIE, ROED XL HIZH- -
T-EFHE 720 £, diagnosis(b L < Idtreatments) 264 217285 LI2E. 0 L 720 %
R

Effects 27— ¢ 7 & H U726, /N7 A—ZTIAFHB 0 LV HIN G2 5 Tns
7o, RO OKEIZHRT HHEEMIZ, aa= (a1+ a2+ ...+ aa)E LTERIND
LR ET,

Class Level Information
Class Value Design Variables
1 2
diagnosis || complicated 1
uncomplicated -1
treatment || A 1 0
B 0 1
c -1 -1

Effectsa—T 4 Y JICL BT S —ERZAVT, Ty XLDEELREEITS

a—FT 4 T HERITRRDETH, RLLIRAT v 7 E2HieZ L2 L > TxbofRE %



RODHZENTEET, FUNCETALEZTRL, Ta s Py NERTHERLD 8T A —
XL FDIEFZRERLET,

log(Oddsa) = 1 + dO + 1A+ 6B + g10A + 220B (3e)

Effects 2 —7 4 > ZIZ L HET L@ D& T IT 285 Mo ek LES, 205
&, "Class Level Information”7 — 7 /LN T WA ATHIOFKEEZHRT S ETHHT
9, “complicated” D2 W, JHEIEADLEIZIE, O=1, A=1, B=0 720 ¥3, DD, xf
BoA > KNILUTO X 12720 £,

log(Oddsoa) = u +d+t+ g

complicated OZWr, 1A% C DLEIZIL, 0=1, A=-1, B="1 20 F3, ZDOD, 3
Fy XU TO X ) IZFlak s vE T,

log(Oddsoc)= n +d-t - & - g — @

INHDREERDDLZLICED, Ay ADFE, DEV Ay X ERO L S IZRRT 5
ZENTEET,

log(Oddsoa) - log(Oddsoc) =24 + &2+ 21 + g

WDAT— kA2 hTix, Effects 2D a—F 4 7 W= T VERE L, e HE
LTWET,

proc logistic data=uti;
freq count;
class diagnosis treatment;
model response = diagnosis treatment diagnosis*treatment;
contrast “trt A vs C in comp® treatment 2 1
diagnosis*treatment 2 1 / estimate=both;

run;

Glm JEIC & D7 I —=ZEHE MW e T VL AUy X, BXLOA v XHOHEEE
PRHNTWET,



g— -~

Effecta—T 4 VJICETNT, KYBHALCONTRASTRAT—F AV FDIEEZE
75

KIZ, B3N (complicated), 163 A BT 28R & BRI T 2 FRIRI R0 R R LT

HONEBRET 2 & LET, ZOBRE. E7 1B M2 LIRERFIZLLTO L 512720
ij—o

Ho: log(Oddsoa) = X jlog(Odds;)/3

HLL I
Ho: log(Oddsoa) - 2 jlog(Odds;)/3 =0

TR LE L2 k918, IREEFICI T DA DOEH7IE. log(Oddsoa) = 1 +d+t+

73
g, LRV ET, FHRRIBROZRIT, ROXIITRBRTDH LI £7,

Y dog(Odds)/8=[(p +d+ta+g)+(u +d+t+@)+(p +d-t -t - g -
@)3=0Bu +3d/3= u +d

Z DR A& log(Oddson): 7531 Z LItk T, UTFORERD D Z ENTE X7,

(p +d+t+g) - (u +d=t1+a

ZDOZENDL, DX HIZ CONTRAST A7 — kA v a4 5 &, dtthoHE., BX

WIRIESGROMREEIT) ZEMTEET, MRELT, UTFOXOIRENLT T N T b
4 RUICRREINET,

contrast “trt A vs avg trt in comp® treatment 1 O

diagnosis*treatment 1 0 / estimate=both;

Contrast Rows Estimation and Testing Results

Contrast || Type Row

Standard Lower || Upper Wald

Estimate Error |[ Alpha Limit Limit

Chi-Square || Pr > ChiSq




Contrast Rows Estimation and Testing Results

Standard Lower |[ Upper Wald
Contrast || Type Row | Estimate Error || Alpha Limit Limit || Chi-Square || Pr > ChiSq
trt 1vs
avg trt PARM 1 -0.1863 0.1919 0.05 || -0.5624 || 0.1898 0.9428 0.3316
in comp
trt 1vs
avg trt EXP 1 0.8300 0.1593 0.05 || 0.5698 | 1.2090 0.9428 0.3316
in comp

FHAEE O D & 571 0.83 11, EBICIEA Y R TIRH D T8 A, HlE & -5
B HBOWSITIIED A v Rk 2 BTELNHY LE T, ERICIEA v R TlEb
D EEAD, NEFAL & TEROVHNANE] 2T 5 LT, CORBRA MR L0
‘/C‘\‘ﬁ—o

CATMOD 7 u ¥+ 4 Effects 2—F 4 » 7N TW5b72%, 2 CONTRAST A7 —
FAVRERWT, ERREREORERZED Z LR TEET, CATMOD Y2 ¥+ T
WEIGHT 27— F AL FEHWSLZ L2k T, HERALOEKE L TEHENTWSET —
REANTTT =2y hELTHWSZ ENTEET,

proc catmod data=uti;
weight count;
model response = diagnosis treatment diagnosis*treatment;
contrast "trt 1 vs avg trt in comp®™ treatment 1 O
diagnosis*treatment 1 0 / estimate=both;

run;

CATMOD 7w ooy |2id, ZOMMOMEE LV MIKICATIOMERHY £3, 2FV,
MODEL 27— h A > v T, Ml Z & OS5 E(nested-by-value effects)] OFE CTHaE
THZENTEET, ZOREICED . thOEEDH 5 KENIZIS T 2 DN R % Wik
THIENTEET, Zaud, GLM 7'r P < LOGISTIC 7ry Yy d flip~7n
VUX THETE ISP NET VOIER 720 £, ZOHRICET 2 e HEHI.




SAS/STAT User’s Guide T CATMOD 7w ¥ % @ # ®”Generation of the Design
Matrix” DI % ZS M 7230,

ET — 2 DY T NDEA ., treatment*diagnosis & W) AR HAEAEEZ Ml Z & Oy
PIWVHE ) ZEHLTCUTOLICHETHZ ENTEET,

proc catmod data=uti;
weight count;
model response = diagnosis treatment(diagnosis="complicated”)
treatment(diagnosis="uncomplicated”);

run;

treatment(diagnosis='complicated’) & treatment(diagnosis="uncomplicated) @ 2 >®
ZhF13. 2Wr(diagonosis) DA KENIZ IS T, 1RIE DR A FEE L TV % nested-by-value
effects OFETITHY LE T, LLFOH I TIE, treatment(diagnosis='complicated’) D %)%
WZXT DM D/NT A —H X, “complicated” DZWHZ BT 5. 1B FTIE A OZhE LIRED
SERJ IR RO A RAEL TV D Z &I £, ZHUE, ATCIER L7cxttb e gL
<FELCTT,

Analysis of Maximum Likelihood Estimates

Parameter Estimate || Standard Chi- || Pr>ChiSq

Error || Square

Intercept 1.6377 0.1514 | 116.98 <.0001
Diagnosis complicated || -0.4268 0.1514 7.95 0.0048
treat(diagn=complicated) | A -0.1864 0.1919 0.94 0.3315

B 1.0064 | 0.2329 | 18.67 <.0001
trea(diag=uncomplicated) || A 0.0149 0.3822 0.00 0.9689

B 0.3150 | 0.3793 0.69 0.4063




BIRE 4. ETIOLHER - LELERE

Ries and Smith (1963) D Tix, ¥EAlIOT 7 F(Brand=M F7213 X)DOERR, 350D
MoOHT TV EIICHEEL TWD Z LR ENTWET, MOL LT, HEICHNS
K DFFE E (Softness=soft (#X) , medium () , £721% hard (f#) ). /KiG(Temperature=
high (&) F721F low (IX) ). 77> KM ZLLEHZE - 722 & 23 5 D (Previous= yes
(V) F7E no (VR ) ® 35T, ZOBITIL, 2 00RVAT (v I EF L%
FHLET, 1 28IE, fAfET /L, BWRZLLBZONLIETOIMRERAENEZE
DIZET N THY, ZOLE2TOFHMRERERENET VORME LY 9, 2OH
DET VL, ERROARNGRD /N L) €T ATYT, ROT 07T NIT—42tE
NEERC L, fafie AT 4 v 7 ET A E Y TUIDTHVET,

data detergent;
input Softness $ Brand $ Previous $ Temperature $ Count @Q;

datalines;

soft X yes high 19 soft X yes low 57
soft X no high 29 soft X no low 63
soft M yes high 29 soft M yes low 49
soft M no high 27 soft M no low 53
med X yes high 23 med X yes low 47
med X no high 33 med X no low 66

med M yes high 47 med M yes low 55
med M no high 23 med M no Ilow 50

hard X yes high 24 hard X yes low 37
hard X no high 42 hard X no low 68
hard M yes high 43 hard M yes low 52
hard M no high 30 hard M no low 42

ods select modelfit type3;
ods output modelfit=Ffull;

proc genmod data=detergent;

class Softness Previous Temperature;

freq Count;

model Brand = Softness|Previous|Temperature / dist=binomial type3;



run;

FERO—HNET DL, ZOFETNVTIIRANFENEDLERNZ EPRBEIS N TNET,

FRNRDOHNERDET ML, LOHREIZKRO I IICETITDDL I ENTEET,

Criteria For Assessing Goodness Of Fit

Criterion DF Value Value/DF
Deviance 996 | 1364.4956 | 1.3700
Scaled Deviance 996 | 1364.4956 | 1.3700
Pearson Chi-Square | 996 | 1008.0000 || 1.0120
Scaled Pearson X2 [ 996 | 1008.0000 | 1.0120
Log Likelihood -682.2478

LR Statistics For Type 3 Analysis

Source DF || Chi-Square || Pr > ChiSq
Softness 2 0.10 0.9522
Previous 1 22.13 <.0001

Softness*Previous 2 3.79 0.1506
Temperature 1 3.64 0.0564
Softness*Temperature || 2 0.20 0.9066
Previous*Temperature || 1 2.26 0.1327
Softne*Previo*Temper | 2 0.74 0.6917




ods select modelfit type3;
ods output modelfit=reduced;
proc genmod data=detergent;
class Softness Previous Temperature;
freq Count;
model Brand = Softness Previous Temperature / dist=binomial type3;

run;

Criteria For Assessing Goodness Of Fit

Criterion DF Value Value/DF

Deviance 1003 [ 1372.7236 || 1.3866

Scaled Deviance 1003 [ 1372.7236 || 1.3866

Pearson Chi-Square (| 1003 || 1007.9360 | 1.0049

Scaled Pearson X2 | 1003 || 1007.9360 | 1.0049

Log Likelihood -686.3618

LR Statistics For Type 3 Analysis

Source DF || Chi-Square || Pr > ChiSq

Softness 2 0.22 0.8976
Previous 1 19.89 <.0001
Temperature | 1 3.74 0.0532

CZTOMEZ., DD 2 SDOETMEICHEHBICEERZEZNRS D070 mnbkn) Z &
TT, BORBETIE, FRROBEZTLET NV, DFE D LZHEERICKT D37 A—203 1
OTH O LIFIBRDINERAET D2 E ERCICRY 3, ZOREEITIITIE, 2200
FHRdHOET, 1 2L, FETANOHE SN DR E DML LJERE 2 k7



HFETT, 9 121k, CONTRAST A5 — kA v F&2EHA LT, AT H 8
FA—=ZBE LT TRz ET D HFETT,

AELREEZRBET D

FRHRDOHDETIVIE, WL ONORT A —Z (R AAERBEIZXHT H/37 A—=2)R0 &go
TWAEMET L THLHZ END, EFBD 2 2OET VT [FARLTWS] £E2DHZ
EMTELZLICER LTSN, ETAVEEDKE 2 (5, FIIXFEZE SR /KB
ETHE RMBALEDOED 215 TH L EELLRREFRHEZFHAEL T, XA RLTWND 2
ODOETNEWETHZENTEET, TROLOET MR LT, dHELEDOED 2 %
1%8.228 L7e W £9, LRFFEIZ, MEL TWOINRTA—FXDOKEELVAHELR DD
A 2F/AHENE T, ZOFITIE 4 DORENEHENSTHE HHEIXT £ 7,
LR#EFH T D pEZ G5 7-0I2id, DATAA T v 7128\ CPROBCHIE¥3 2 i i L
TSV, ROT 07T ML, FWROHDOET IV EFTET VA& T 2 LRIFE %
TOpEEFEMT5HDTT,

data Irt;
Ir=2*(-682.2478 - -686.3618);
daf=7;
p=1-probchi(lr,df);
run;
proc print noobs;
format p pvalue.;

run;

ZOREICE T DIREEGUL, fAMETVE EZHROLOETANRIETHDL L) 2 L
TT, ZOFICE W TURERGNE TH H7-01CiE, RAERBEICKHET 58 To/8T £
—ZN 0 TR TERV ERA, 20D, REGRIX T£7/VER%ETHL] LD E
T, ZOFITIEZEERENR, XL TEET, BREMLT DL, IRER
FUSTEAIT L2 2 N TERNE W FERICZ2 D £9°, (p=.3129)

3 CDF %>, SDF Bz L CEtHE 325 Z & BT, 1-probchi(lr.df)id,
1-cdf(‘chisquared,lr,df’). sdf(‘chisquared,lr,df’) & [F% T3,



8.228 | 7 | 0.3129

LR REIL, LB LV S TEDZ 2 OOFRA N LEET A ERET D720 TE £
T, RERFOETABMML TWDLETH Y WA, > T, GENMOD, LOGISITIC,
MIXED, PHREG, PROBIT 72 £, %< D7 us Vv TIOMEEMEH Z LN TEET,
L, LRIRETIEARA RN LT RWNWET AV EZ]IRTAZ EIXTERNWI EICEET S M
ERHY £, £/2, GENMOD 71 ¥+ T REPEATED 27— kA > & L TH
TEDTZET T, —RIEHEEFER(GEEIC L 2 HETHY  EETIE AW LlchiE
HELTLEE, [A#EIC, GLIMMIX Y23 Y% ® RANDOM 25—k A2 F&iH LT
BTEDEET LS, RROMBLEEAFEH L bOTIEH Y FHA, TOD, ZOF
DETNEHRT HT-OIC LRREZFEHT 52 LiIxTEEHA,

BAEZ AR T2 2 & R AREHMREZITWVIZWEEIZIE, 2 DPOGENMOD Y 1 & v
¥ OFER I B ModelFit7 — 7 MIZ BT H it EEFHWTHEMB T2 Z Ll 7,
ModelFit7—7 V672 5FULL, 3 KX OREDUCEDE WH T —4t v F&{ERT D720
(2, AIREO X 9 IZGENMOD 7 1 o ¥ v 2 FE4T79 5 & 121Z0DS OUTPUT AT — |k A > |k
ERELTIIEEN,

data Irt;
retain dff dfr LRDF;
set full end=endf;
dff=df;
it endf then Ilf=value;
set reduced end=endr;
dfr=df;
if endr then Ilr=value;
it _n_=1 then LRDF=dfr-dff;
if endf and endr then do;
LR=2*(11¥-11r);
p=1-probchi(LR, LRDF);
keep LR LRDF p;
output;
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end;

run;
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ERETIE, 200 T L, fafiET IV EMINLTIZET V. ZHEE L. DATA 27 v 7|2CE
TNDWEEAT ) BEOMRFHFEOFHAMLEL LE L, LALERDL, 20X IR A
Ty T EITOTICFARORIEZIT ) 2 LN TEET, ZOHA, faMET VOREHETE L,
CONTRAST AT — h A> MZT, Mi/hLiz®T IV ERD X DT, R ART A= % 0
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EBTNRT A=K ORETEFRETH DR G, 77 v Y% DCONTRAST AT — h A > K
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ERRER M AOMAEEEICHELEINRH Y £9, £ Vi, indicator(dummy) 2 —F «
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ods select contrasts;
proc genmod data=detergent;
class Softness Previous Temperature / param=effect;
freq Count;
model Brand = Softness|Previous|Temperature / dist=binomial;
contrast “Irt"
softness*previous 1 0,
softness*previous 0 1,
softness*temperature 1 O,

softness*temperature 0 1,

5 GENMOD 7'z oo % Tix, SAS9 LIFE T T Hi%rE T,



previous*temperature 1,
softness*previous*temperature 1 O,
softness*previous*temperature 0 1;

run;

FERIE, BIECEAR SN LRAFFE LR LIS Y £7, Zhudk, GENMOD 72+ ¥ % T
1T, FEE L7t eloxt LT LR B RNZ T 7 40 F TRIHEN NG T,

Contrast Results

Contrast | DF [ Chi-Square || Pr > ChiSq | Type

Irt 7 8.23 0.3129 LR

LOGISTIC 7r T ¥ 72 EDNWL DD 7 v ¥+ Tk, LR #EFE TIE7e < Wald 71 2
T EEZF ML E T, GENMOD 71 ¥+ Tid, CONTRAST A7 — h #* > kT WALD
F7varERET S E WALD #itEQFE M S ET, LR #atsE s Wald k&, W
WIS T

ods select contrasttest;

proc logistic data=detergent;
class Softness Previous Temperature / param=effect;
freq Count;
model Brand = Softness|Previous|Temperature;
contrast “Irt"
softness*previous 1 0,
softness*previous 0 1,
softness*temperature 1 O,
softness*temperature 0 1,
previous*temperature 1,
softness*previous*temperature 1 O,
softness*previous*temperature 0 1;

run;



Contrast Test Results

Contrast | DF Wald Pr > ChiSq
Chi-Square
Irt 7 8.1794 0.3170

18 O AT 4 v Y EIRODSEIE
SAS Bg

Allison, Paul D. 1999. Logistic Regression Using the SAS System: Theory and

Application. Cary, NC: SAS Institute Inc.
Derr, Robert E. 2000. "Performing Exact Logistic Regression with the SAS System."

Proceedings of the Twenty-fifth Annual SAS Users Group International Conference,
Indianapolis, IN.
So, Ying. 1993. "A Tutorial on Logistic Regression." Proceedings of the Eighteenth

Annual SAS Users Group International Conference, New York, NY.
Stokes, M. E., C. S. Davis, and G. G. Koch. 2000. Categorical Data Analysis Using the
SAS System, 2d ed. Cary, NC: SAS Institute Inc.

FE SAS B

Agresti, Alan. 2002. Categorical Data Analysis. 2d ed. New York: John Wiley &
Sons Inc.

Aldrich, John, and Forrest Nelson. 1984. Linear Probability, Logit, and Probit
Models, 07-045. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.

Collett, David. 2002. Modelling Binary Data. 2d ed. London: Chapman & Hall.
DeMaris, Alfred. 1992. Logit Modeling- Practical Applications, 07-086. Thousand
Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.

Hosmer, David W., Jr., and Stanley Lemeshow. 2000. Applied Logistic Regression.
2d ed. New York: John Wiley & Sons Inc.

Jaccard, James. 2001. Interaction Effects in Logistic Regression, 07-135. Thousand
Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.


http://www.sas.com/apps/pubscat/bookdetails.jsp?pc=55770
http://www.sas.com/apps/pubscat/bookdetails.jsp?pc=55770
http://support.sas.com/rnd/app/papers/exactlogistic.pdf
http://support.sas.com/rnd/app/papers/logistic.pdf
http://www.sas.com/apps/pubscat/bookdetails.jsp?catid=1&pc=57998
http://www.sas.com/apps/pubscat/bookdetails.jsp?catid=1&pc=57998

Liao, Tim Futing. 1994. Interpreting Probability Models: Logit, Probit, and Other
Generalized Linear Models, 07-101. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.

Long, J. Scott. 1997. Regression Models for Categorical and Limited Dependent
Variables. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications.

McCullagh, Peter, and J. A. Nelder. 1989. Generalized Linear Models. 2d ed.
London: Chapman & Hall/CRC.

Molenberghs, G., and G. Verbeke. 2005. Models for Discrete Longitudinal Data.
New York: Springer.



	改変履歴
	はじめに
	例題1：交互作用項を含む2要因の分散分析
	ESTIMATEステートメントを用いてセル平均を計算する
	平均値の差を推定、および検定する
	より複雑な対比の指定
	ある一つの交互作用項の平均と、交互作用項全ての平均との比較

	例題2：交互作用項を含む3要因の分散分析
	例題3：交互作用項を含む2要因のロジスティック回帰モデル
	Dummyコーディング
	Dummyコーディングを用いてオッズ比の推定と検定を行う
	枝分かれ（ネステッド）モデル(Nested Model)

	Effectsコーディング
	Effectsコーディングによるダミー変数を用いて、オッズ比の推定と検定を行う
	Effectコーディングに基づいて、より複雑なCONTRASTステートメントの指定を行う


	例題4.　モデルの比較　–　尤度比検定
	尤度比検定を構成する
	モデルを比較するために「対比」を記述する

	付録 ロジスティック回帰の参考文献

