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KR 2MEDBRAITRBE L, r—R « 2> ba—LREBRTOX S A S OFFHEDEEEFE/
L2V, ZZTIEEIED T228R3E) DV R 72 OW T O ER 2 T 5, Retro-
spective case-control study TiXUIELIE., VA7 FOREE % LiF 2 72 DIC AR
FTOV Y F U I ToD, ZOMIETIIFImERERTFEEZZL 10— L 1H1E7-
Z2floay be—nt<yF U IREINTZ, ZOKRRRBROT —F DET NMIESL fif
Mricidsct i E e oA F v 72T ARRAINTE T, ZZClREEREEDT-ErxD [—
WBALBICIRAET V] OFAFIEERINTT 5,

2. AWl T —H# _R— 2R

1992 - 19954 |Z/FCScotland T FEINl~vyTF K r—2xary ba— Ll BRo
F—HEFra— KLU THEHLZ@),

3. 5—%% v hOHHA

| D . BERDO ID Tr—XbdWiary ba—Ta=—r %5
ID Nr—Rlay ha—LTRICEFTYYF 7,

GROUP : A=CASE. B=CONTROL

GRP : 1=CASE, 0=CONTROL

CASE /X ID 1 6 300 £THY,
CONTROLIX 1MmB508KET 6 26 207 £ThD,

TI VE : 1= [l CTOr —RARAER] 2=[F—HPL TD 7 — AILEHL D A[EEMED
B2 ONWADFEMIIAY, £o, BESHME AT v 7 BIFTIE
PHREG T—RDX I —2Z% (TIME X 1 X7 —2R,2 [Far bu—
V) BEEERTDHN, ZOT—XITZD L D 2%t e,

ONE : 2TIOHF I — (ZHIXGENVD A 0)
AGE . i GR)

SEAS : 1=4&, 2=% -, 3=H

DEPCAT : DEPRI VATI ON SCORE (1 - 7, 7id&xbEE)
SEX : 1=%, 2=%

SLEEPNL : 1=%$1RHAXy FE&FHEH, 0=%EHXy FOfFA L



DATA CH85;
INPUT ID GROUP $ GRP TI ME ONE AGE SEAS DEPCAT SEX SLEEPNI;
CARDS;

9. 1429
39. 2857
31.7143
10. 2857
. 0000

9. 1429
5. 0000
1. 1429
17.5714
13. 8571
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* Section 8.5, Binary anal ysis (sleeps in cot), Mdels 1- 4
OPTI ONS LS=80 NODATE NONUMBER
DATA a; SET ch85;

J% e BHEHERT- - - - oo
CASE D #H
CASE=1, CONTROL= 1
CASE=1, CONTROL= 2

0 CASE=1, CONTROL= 3

PROC SORT DATA= CH85; BY | D DESCENDI NG GRP;
DATA MATCHSET; SET CH85 ; BY I D DESCENDI NG GRP



KEEP | D MATCH, LENGTH MATCH  $30;
RETAIN MATCH_ ;
|F FIRST. ID THEN MATCH =LEFT(GRP);
ELSE MATCH = TRIMLEFT(MATCH)) || TRIMLEFT(GRP));
| F LAST. I D THEN DO
MATCH = | NPUT(MATCH_ , 8. ) ; OUTPUT ; END;
PROC FREQ DATA=MATCHSET ; TABLES MATCH / ; RUN
* Model 1;
PROC GENMOD DATA=a;
CLASS i d;
MODEL sl eepnl/one = grp/ Dl ST=B;
REPEATED SUB=i d/ TYPE=CS CORRW MODELSE;

<model 1 12X %SAS DOOUTPUTDkEE>
GENMOD Pr ocedur e
DI STRI BUTI ON: Bl NORM AL, LINK FUNCTION: LOG T
DEPENDENT VARI ABLE SLEEPN1
DEPENDENT VARI ABLE ONE
observati ons used 421

Nunmber of Event 175
Nunber of Trials 421
M ssi ng val ues 56
LOG LI KELI HOOD -281. 0617

Anal ysi s of Paraneter Estinmates

Paranmeter DF Estimate Std Err Chi Square Pr>Chi
| NTERCEPT 1 -0.1238 0. 1208 1. 0496 0. 3056
GRP 1 -0.6527 0. 2153 9.1942 0. 0024
SCALE 0 1. 0000 0. 0000

GEE MODEL | NFORVATI ON

Correl ation Structure Exchangebl e
Subj ect Effects | D
Number of Clusters 201

Cluster with Mssing Values 56

Worki ng Correl ation Matri x

col1l col 2 col 3
r owl 1 0. 2939 0. 2939
row2 0.2939 1 0. 2939
row3d 0.2939 0.2939 1

Anal ysi s of GEE Paraneter Estimates
Enpirical Standard Error Estinmates



Enpirical 95% Confidence Limts

Paraneter DF Estimate Std Err Lower Upper Z Pr>| Z|
| NTERCEPT 1 -0.0880 0.1386 -0.3596 0.1837 -0.6345 0.5258
GRP 1 -0.6721 0.1904 -1.0453 -0.2988 -3.5290 0.0004
SCALE 0 1.0000 0.0000 : : :

Anal ysi s of GEE Paraneter Estimates
Mbdel - based Standard Error Estinmates

Enpirical 95% Confidence Limts

Paraneter DF Estimate Std Err Lower Upper Z Pr>| Z|
| NTERCEPT 1 -0.0880 0.1386 -0.3596 0.1837 -0.6345 0.5258
GRP 1 -0.6721 0.1841 -1.0330 -0.3112 -3.6500 0.0003
SCALE 0 1.0008 0.0000 : : :

* Model 2;

PROC PHREG DATA=a NOSUMVARY;
MODEL ti me*sl eepnl(0)=grp/
TI ES=DI SCRETE; STRATA i d;

<nodel 2 2L 5HSAS OOUTPUT Dk >
The PHREG Procedure
Anal ysi s of Maxi mum |i kel i hood Esti mates

Vari able DF paraneter Standard Wald Pr > Ri sk
estimate Error Chi - Squar e Chi -Square Ratio
sl eepnl 1 -0. 332214 0. 24538 1.83298
0.1758 0. 717
* Model 2';

* R ATy 7 BURSHT(fTER)

data a ; set a;

status= 2- grp;
[ *1FE :status X CASE=1, CONTROL=2 T/ —R XV ary hm—/LK

L RTNIE R B0,

GRPTIX case X1, control X0 72D T, statusid caseT1, control Tid2 & 725 */

PROC PHREG DATA=a NOSUMVARY;
MODEL st at us*gr p(0)=sl eepnl/ Tl ES=DI SCRETE;

STRATA i d;

<nodel 2' 12X % SASOout put DHH>
Dependent vari abl es St at us
Dependent vari abl es GRP

Censori ng Handl i ngs Di screte



Score 14.695 wth 1 df (p=0.0002)

Paraneter Standard val d Pr > Ri sk
Vari able DF Estinmate Error Chi - Square Chi-Square Ratio
Sleepnl 1 -1.043126 0. 28746 13. 16826 0. 0003 0. 352
* Model 3;

PROC GENMOD DATA=a;
MODEL sl eepnl/one = grp seas age/ Dl ST=B;

<nodel 3 X% SASO out put D>
DI STRI BUTI ON: Bl NORM AL, LI NK FUNCTION:LOE T
DEPENDENT VARI ABLE SLEEPN1
DEPENDENT VARI ABLE ONE
observati ons used 421

Nunber of Event 175
Nunmber of Trials 421
M ssi ng val ues 56
LOG LI KELI HOOD -209. 5423

Anal ysis of Paraneter Estimates

Paranmeter DF Estimate Std Err Chi Square Pr>Chi
| NTERCEPT 1 -2.5500 0.4393 33.6968 0.0001
1 -1.0051 0.2693 13.9298 0.0002
1 0. 1366 0. 0175 0.5778 0. 4472
ACE 1 0.1587 0.0175 82.4572 0.0001
0O 1.0000 0.0000 :

* Model 4;

PROC GENMOD DATA=a;

MODEL sl eepnl/one = grp/ Dl ST=B;
RUN,;

<nmodel 4 12X %SAS @ OUTPUTOIREE> <--------- CHITET NIRRT
The GENMOD Pr ocedure
DI STRI BUTI ON: Bl NORM AL, LINK FUNCTION: LOG T
DEPENDENT VARI ABLE SLEEPN1
DEPENDENT VARI ABLE ONE
observati ons used 421

Nunmber of Event 175
Number of Trials 421
M ssi ng val ues 56

LOG LI KELI HOCD -281. 0617



Anal ysi s of Paraneter Estimates

Parameter DF Estimate Std Err Chi Square Pr>Chi
| NTERCEPT 1 -0.1238 0.1208 1.0496  0.305
GRP 1 -0.6527 0.2153 9.1942 0.0024
SCALE 0O 1.0000 0.0000 :

5. B DREIR
T=8 v PROXT —D5
e — AR IR T~ T T LI A DT —

1 45 B (r—ADOH Ty F o THFERL)

10 36 # (Fr—A1:avsbar—b 1) ---c--n--- > 1:1 MATCH NG DATA
100 120 #H) (Fr—R1:2a2r bha—)L 2) -ccoeeao-- > 1:2 NMATCHI NG DATA
LOA T SCALEIZRBITFBIN—THR (F—RX//ar ba— : BEIIGRP) OfH
LOE T SCALE
ESTI MATE SE ODDS RATI O 95 C.I.
MODEL 1 -0. 67 0.19 0.51 0.35-0.74
MODEL 2 -0. 33 0. 25 0.72 0.44-1.16
MODEL 3 -1.01 0. 27 0. 37 0.22-0.62
MODEL 4 -0.65 0.22 0.52 0. 34-0. 80
FEWICE D~y F U 7B E LT TSR
LOGA T SCALE
ESTI MATE SE ODDS RATI O
MODEL 2’ -1.043 0.29 0. 352

ZORER, TN 2LIMIVT N EEIEAR Yy REAT CoOMIRIISN ANy FES (AL
H, N2 v b, BE) COMERLERY RIBEADTHZ ENRRBRINT,
Ty F oL 2EZEB L, 11,1220~y F 7 (N\MevF 7)) Tix

L VBAEICHIERAR Y MERIZE DU X7 DEDBIENL TN,

LML, RIRENEZET N2 TIEY A7 OFBRBBIIRO bedoT-, TINE ZBHOD
VERRITIEDS IEREIZ Sy B 72V O TREBRIXREE CTH 5,

~vF R —Rar be—/LEBRTIX conditional |ogistic regression
model £ Yrandom ef fects nodel ZXAMFTOHTBFATHOYBILD, ZHUE
conditional logistic regression Tidr—Rxbay bu—iy FHIKEHY | 1
BHRE A LR, F—AHDHNIEI Y b — VOB TRIGEHTEFERTHOTEND L)
BiEbL —20HEHBETHD, BAETT VOIS EAEEIZIX conpound symetry
covariance PfIHEND, ETNL, 2,3,4 FENENERD TN—THhRERT,
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CIUTIER OB FAMER L BIR LT D Z LIC L B0k h LIVRV, EF A1 EEFL2
FERICFR Ty y T 7 EnN TS, UL, FERDRRDEBILT TV 2 [ ZREROSET
EHEEF L ETRER SN TV B0 Th 5,
ETINIIIEBOIENARE TH D, T2 L, FWMBaVRAF v 7 27—V ETORETH
HLEDIREND D, TN A TEBOEERERMINLTWVARNEHEY &S 2720, EFL
A DEHEFEITET L3 LD /ISR, ZHIEr—RE ay ha— L CREDOKERT LA
FSURATHVBEEILIZTEZ R, LoT, REFIN I CIIEHERENKEII o EEZ
LD, ZhbDOERITEEHRET VEFMATLMEEZR L TVD,

B SIS LT X 510, BEHEET M ARAHEE T IR RO RS 2 D
IH T,

6. &bz

V27 OFHICIEAETANIAENTZ, 22 TIEETOT —&Z BN STz,

2w F T EIXCASE & RHERF DA NEREIC 72D £ 9 ICCONTROLZ RS Z L TH B,
Lo T HRITIIDTONRT = TEVESbN TS, LML, AKETFITET TBRBEEHKL
Bfed 22 L) . B [RIGEHE LEFRTI LD TRiFhER bW, v v TF U743
BAIIYEREDN b~y F UV ERRFO Y R 71 IkeIHERY, BEORF T~y F 7
THZELRBETHIN., v v F U T INRWVEFBZEDFEZ DD Ty F U 7 RTFOEK
WZIXRA DD B,

TR
1. Maura E. Stokes et al.(1995): Categorical data Anal ysis using the
SAS SYSTEM p275.

Chapter 10, Conditional Logistic regression .
2. SAS Institute(version 6): Logi stic Regressi on Exanpl es using
the SAS System p119.

Exanpl e 14. analysis of N M matched dat a.
3. EHIARE : SUGI—]J (1994) :527—540
4. Helen Brown and Robin Prescott (1999) : Applied Analysis in
Medi ci ne, John WIley & sons

ltd. F—¥%Fvrn—F45 Wb site: wwm. ned. ed. ac. uk/ phs/ i xed/

(RECS

KA E O PAF v ZEIRSHIE NM vy F o707 —Z2 IS5, ERTEET —
2 DR CPHREGE T 2 HEEBNA L TCVD, IEAOHI(1: 1 MATCED DATA) THEN D
CTHTNRERNRERICER I 2o T, TORE, BlRtREk = - 1. 0986, SE=0.57735,
p=0.0571Ch o7z, —FH., ZZTHRNINFREDRET L, L IEETA—1%1H
ST AEA. ZOFTIEy—Z, arirr—LEebIcn2L (00) 28 48 fl, E£7-3kic
Fisd 0 (11) B1efldH b2, T DX A OB L, CGRP DEIFFEEIT - 0. 4796
EV AT HOSHEMBBMRIT/NEL 7250, ZOE#ERZE ( SE=0. 3487) 1I/h&< 720,

ZDFEFR P=0. 042 L AEENMT T EIFBEREN,



DATA A;
| NPUT CASE CONTROL W @@;
DO 1=1 TOW QUTPUT,; END;
CARDS;
0 0 48
1116

10 12
01 4

IZ CASEY, CONTROL G BRI L

IZ CASE%H CONTROL G ZEH Y

X CASEIZZZEDH D T CONTROLIZZZE 2 L
IZ CASEIZ72 L C CONTROLIZZZEDH Y

DATA B ; SET A ;

| D=_N_;

T=1;

GRP=0; SLEEPN1= CASE; OUTPUT;
GRP=1; SLEEPN1=CONTROL; OUTPUT;

* ———— I D OR LR E n DA TF v VT EIFTORESE (A) —————
DATA C, SET B;

STATUS=2- GRP;

PROC SORT DATA=C, BY ID;

PROC PRI NT DATA=C, VAR GRP SLEEPN1 STATUS T,

PROC PHREG DATA=C,

STRATA | D

MODEL STATUS* GRP(0) =SLEEPN1 ; RUN;

i EHTOFHE (B) ————————————
PROC PHREG DATA=C
STRATA | D8;
MODEL T*GRP(1) = SLEEPNL / TIES =DI SCRETE ; RUN:
* T X CASE & CONTROL 'C [H@mOEE & 5] B

* CGRPIX CASE=0, CONTROL=1

o EFN—LEE (C) ——
PROC GENMOD DATA=C,

CLASS ID ;

MODEL SLEEPN1 / ONE = GRP / DIST = B ;

REPEATED SUB=ID / TYPE =CS CORRW MODELSE ; RUN;

Fm Z DD FE(LOG STI C PROCEDURE) ———————;

1:1 vy F 7T MeNemar BRENFIH IS, SAS TIiXCASE J:COI\lTRo_@%%J:
D, TNEFHIHMSIERET 5, WRBEHIIETOXT CRIVEZ &85 (7=& 2131)
ZEHZEL., HWIHFZ2ZLD LOASTIC HHf) ICTERBTE S,



VAZZNVAV S

(A)
The PHREG Pr ocedure
Anal ysi s of Maximum | i kel i hood Esti mates

Vari abl e DF paraneter Standard Wald Pr >
estimate Error Chi - Squar e Chi - Squar e
sl eepnl 1 -1.098612 0.57735
0. 0571 0. 333
(B)
Vari able DF paraneter Standard Wald Pr >
estimate Error Chi - Squar e Chi - Squar e
sl eepnl 1 1. 098612 0.57735
0. 0571 3. 000
(C)
Subj ect Effect ID (80 | evels)
Nurmber of Cl uster 80
col1 col 2
r owl 1 0. 5517
r ow2 0. 5517 1

Anal ysis of GEE Paraneter Estinate

Ri sk
Rati o
3.62085

Ri sk
Rati o
3. 62085

Empirical Standard Error Estimate  95% Confidence Limts

Lower Upper Z Pr>| Z|
| NTERCEPT -0.6190 0.2344 -1.0785 -0.1596 -2.641 0.0083
GRP -0.4796 0.2360 -0.9420 -0.0171 -2.032 0.0421
Scal e 1. 0063

Anal ysis of GEE Paraneter Estinate

Mbdel Based Standard Error Estimate 95% Confi dence Limts

Lower Upper Z

Pr>| Z|

| NTERCEPT -0.6190 0.2359 -1.0814 -0.1567 -2.624 0.0087
GRP -0.4796 0. 2356 -0.9414 -0.0177 -2.035 0.0418

Scal e 1.0063



