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Aol o) 2717x ole} Bobol AH Yol AHEH T U

MEY WS 249 450} o) WSS Y%ew AN Yt WEE oy
doh g Bol, A HYS WA, “FY” EL BEN 02 TR0 24
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drstnzt ste 2T 4 AL e MFEo] 27 sy RE" 2 Qe
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{x,‘}=(x1,x2,--',x‘,)
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7b 3, o714
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o BEV B{E B AF5Y 22 AYo] Ax B2 HAYUEE $F0) ey
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AREYS ts A 2487 dal AsHow 2o wos gRsaz
T A &4 HEE A5 Y (continuous) WAE st SolAq MWE TpHNT
S HIAZ O] MR of7)o) L@t ol So] ¥ xW Alole] Ar: I Haye
SHol duty A3 Jho) Aaglol 2L £ o AEsEH 842 o o 4

A% 2L o o4 AEse Ao

—_

3 bsstAs 4L d, od AeE o
A8 (discrete) W5 Bk g Sof Watel £8 s Ao 03} 1, 18y,
13 2 Abolol = obf2) A28t shel S b5 @tol lemz 2He Asyoz
ARSE Rol Brh5ad HBAE SANEe) Wzt o4y Wi S,

ol & ‘M F ¥ (categorical) ABHIE R} HEY Az FoA olRMH oz zZtelx
T HFE olEA4 ¥F X Y¥EA(dichotomous) MEE} &Fn(d: dE-dzt vs

Az F kA oldel WFE e W4 E oA (polychotomous) EE ThaHy

(multinomial) ¥4} %o},

4. YYD MY HEo -

HTY WrEd dated £ kA gele 24 Hxst Yo ¥EY YL So) 2o
28 €ME e B9t B, dg 59 £ PP U HES z2A}
B2 W 2 Bgo] (RE ZFol wl, SHY Aol T Y, B2 F oo 214)0
£ deun, Aol An 5S¢ FAUL o At (UE @y, ¥dag ye
EH2 Yetdidl do £¢ o8 A8 i@ o] ($4, ¥F, BE, Y&)o
2 Yeyda, @27t AR ga JdeAe g Ag Asp (BAY, 28 A



25, obd R 2e, opd)E
3

2 me% Ag-olth olsh Zol WFEo] &M
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TULE FEY, fYu, A, sehz ?-5':3}5’- i’-%—-r‘?}‘% (2 Eulo], 24 A, W
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Ale ol FAM7 2R @SS U 4 Qo)

BEY WSEA oM, WFE YAsE SN Just g w9 PRy ws
O WY FAY 24 PHELS W %A YIS ERe) BAY] 2L AHE
AZadok Aok a2 £ WEo) BE BAYYSS WRe £HE oL
AR2 MRS Re dA 58 ¢HYZ Ze wgz Be gy e 0z uyds
o RASE BAL QAW $ME Y2 upRA =W 2Y A95) daa gy

ENY A BHE Sel ALY WEE SMHNE 23 X e BE2Y W

T FHAE AHEE = gtk 2HY PEY Wi gt THAYY L Yo 3y
e 873EZ YEY £ SME Mg By pE ALE™ 2 9t} &tz
T ool BAE EM I FHE o) gakx] %7 Yo HAARHAM B &Ae
T AT 2B dA Yo YUY PP HEHE Mo vh g 2] 5}

TE WFE 3 BEA, do), 9, A¥Y & 3 ge FH Wy
(quantitative variable) oF T¥3}7] $J& & 2 W2 (qualitative variable) 2 Y a7 %
doh a2y B2 ENE ABESL WRES AWF scoreD gt FHQ
A PHZ g2e Ho) §9% W o).
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SBHEobE XYY RE Fofrol AFNH ALHE WEE g8 ) A4 qE
¥ duz 2RE,

1) ¥ 53 % (Norminal scale)

ol HEZ EREE WFE 249 84S 33 ez Nz WA g 4



Blol A M3 (Category)2 FR3t: onwts slag, 5, ¥, Y, 9% 4y
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FEOIG FRdozE A ANHA Fee) Wsoly o AT E8 A}
£5)E Waol),

2) <913 =(Ordinal scale)

THHEZ PREEC MFSS 54 42 Ay == BEHEZAMY 75
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AELH, 94 A e s84 z3e Bibseiy,
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3) 7*3H E(Interval scale)

58 2ue] Aoy dadA A el x ZHx7he] T uE oY 4
AE A ol W5E TRHEY I £YHyre Rege B A 3%
T s A Able] kel f 4 gk 444 ajole] B prm oA
T OUAL, Sxo A9 o] 20T 30T FrH RO 10T}, 50T 60T
Aol 10T Aoz goa & = Yo £8H02 = sge zhe s
A, A 2o Brhssig,

=, 10T/ 50T * 212°F/122°Foll A Hi=uls} o] o] g ERHE us
e} onl o) 9fol Hl(ratio)e] MWL A3 YR B ¢ F JE d, 9
Ege WMFE Ad¥ez EA8E Z(natural zero point)] g 3}
°f obyzt 5 2A17IhstIM EX Ae(2o] o= FEE Aoz 9
2 7] g o},

e
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THHEA vla) o) HS 7= 7] w2o THHoZ b} AHF e w4
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AN BEHE NEF2 FHEY F N ¥FY HE X Y
AN X& IAY #E&, Y JHY £2¢ 2t X9 ¥F3E 749 82 Uehy
I Yo ¥FE JAY 48 dede JAY 27FER o]FoW} B9 BE Hcel)S S
A9 7bedt Axg BEIE Eo o] WESE Yebd EE  ¥3 H(contingency
table)2t @t F WSEE WA PR FEEE o) E T H(two-way table), Al 7| WS
e RAZRE B¢ AUBEFTOR X2 K9] g3} JAe 98 RE o|UYEE IxJ
#}h @k

1. 2x228829 Xt& &4 (Two-by-Two Table Analysis)

A% R R Fofo] AFoME FUY HFI 2x2 tabled) HEfE fofE) =
BE7F BA otk 933 Ao A} A5 AWLAL VAT L gz T
Aol @ g oojg’o g gokEo] olR4g W4 EHi ol Aol w
Aol S ‘aloiel X 2o (exposure to risk factors)'s W7o AL A
4 ¥ (continuous variable)o] A oly® thalo g B FE = 493 4 (multinomial
ordinal variable)”} 7] o &o|c},

A= E7En 93 AREHENN HF 7)Bo] HE: EM¥o] ‘2x2
table’e] HEE Qokd AFol e o]EAY A EAYo|v} AWM ML gy
i BA EHoM dYH Ao glon] o]YRBEA v &9 zpo] U H]ge] uE
TAM3E WHo2E 2 2 (odds ratio)7t Utk

-

]

1) 2 2H](0dds ratio)
YA ‘odds'd MES WA e Aol BER WAF AP B M(ratio)S

guigh. &, of® Abgo] B§ PE /1 AL 1 we] H(ratio), {Il(q=1—p)



€ odds?ta F-&th welA, odds ratio® F 709 B-&4)(odds)9) Hl(ratio)& E#t}. o] 7]
€ HdS vigez AWy Bd QA BAE Yehie $A-g2F A7 (case-control
study)®] AH8E4H A ‘odds'ghe ol =3 A8(case-control study®] §8)e] ma}
g2A 3ed + ok &, #A-tl2F I T (case-control study)E F 7HA] §Yo] Sl
A Ac 989 E0] Aol Tgo] H7] As) HA(case histories)E ZAME o) Yukyoz
AHEHE Ao AdelM Ae] ol2r7tAE F4WUSZ TPANAN Jse Holx, B
A FYL od 53 AxE AYsA 1 A7t Aol L nA =S Yo} B) Y
2T (controls) & A3t vwste AFE Do)

Ao Wy ofRe} ZociRo mel FE EMo] dis) 2x2 2% H(contingency table)&
28k oga g2

<& 2> 2X2%¥¥E (contingency table)

exposure | unexposure
Disease a b at+b
No Disease c d c+d

e Zxo oy B 1880050 vl T W2l Uy] Alzst 19472
Jozsef Korssye HAF & FAKsmall pox vaccination)®} A zjo] tha) chtrioz za}
ded, of d7dA 28 £ B F9 AEE AT 2%E) ANM 2x2BUE
of thd oA 712 Fe) FEE 2s)sklol ol23ith o, Ksresy(1884)o] ol #igtgl
o4 7hx] d@e] FEE F9 7t odds ratioolth. 2@y, HE a1k AN AT B
€ M3 A odds ratio® AARAT 1 FEo) BP9 HHE AFHA Yok 2
AN, 2x2EEEA Ut B2E &L JUIUA vREY] I 252 AgssA HA-E
A RsA, 194712 olF2 QUEe ALgHA @k T} 1950k o] S0l A
Goodman # Kruskall(1954-1963)0 ¢]&] A715) 1}

TEL Pearson(1904)9 o8 A" Y AAYL WA =YY <RTe 23 4 )
HEol IXJREERAN BAAE 9v] QA vTE RE TP, IXJRUFM =
H4(independence) 7Hdol 712 H9olE HE" 4 Q& 2 H(cross-classification)
of g M2 4w ZEE P+ Aol WiHolglm )

¥, odds ratio7h 489 2x2 A% A7) ARPEMHo] $4Y AL Comnfied(1951)0]
JsiMoltt. Confied(1961)E A& (motality)dd ¥ 2t A3FAMHoutcome event)ZH
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o FBFEE ZH37] A8 SN Y E(relative risk)) A9 odds ratio® AAl ATk
£, Woolf(1955)9 3} combined odds ratio %ol Aoty o|E2: o xS0
A% odds ratio®] @& e A7t vl B2s WY Mantel? Haenszel(1959)&
MIZ2 28 7o) obd dE HE¥ £ e FHFS AUNOD Gart(1962)= HO2HYP
(Method of Maximum Likelihood Estimator) %83t combined odds ratio % %9l 3
+%3#Maximum Likelihood Estimato)g At T& H92A9e 28 2 U4
o AHAE 9 o)l g5 2AH$F4H(conditional MLE)S HZst=uld ox 22y
°121&2 Birch(1964)% Goodman(1969)S.2 33 R} 47 ANY & Y= 23S A
AIBES Jom, Gart(1970)% ZAH 2o TAAE At

2X22EBAN A A Y HTYEL 1 = aib o2, F UA g9 HIgge

M= —57 & UEhE R dA g4 43 2 Z(odds)E THE} o] Hojut)

__.mn _ atb _a
odds; =y -~ = CHisi sk

c
_ T ctd _C
odds, = 1-m ]-—¢ .  d
ct+d
o W, F oA ALY 229 L Q ZH|(odds ratio)e}i &9 o33 go] Yog

o

OddSI _ 7(1/(1_7(1) =ﬂ

0dng - 7[’2/(1—7(2) bc

ez¥lE 22z M2 go] ohd Aol § WS X9 Y7t 5YY W g =1,

6 =

2 odds,=odds, 7t 4Ysoz oz e=%§;=1 o BT EY¥e Ueys

=12 F AL vluy o 71E3o] dok 12 o] 18 71Fo2 92H5} ojuy &
7t B Aevlel et ofd §39) AR NYdsy] fRold. [<h<cod P 3 ¥
4227t 8 A dud o Ack 48 5W =49 A R Po| == 5 A o 4u)
olEZ AR B9 4IzksAol d e AL Yedg m>molth. olg} Wiz
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0<6<14 "= R BN HYF7hs40l o A 59 1< x0T},

228|7F 1004 del ZolA g42 ddo) o FatA "ok exu} 49 e o=
Hl 29 ARG SYAQA o Rold ¢ Yehim, shskxE 22y 05 0508 £
#4434 o $Eo4A UL vt

2) 39 ¥ E(ralative risk)} Odds ratio

B AAY v ASAHY WS WG AM(IYE 003%)L ATSE dE s
Ed7(Cohort study)& ©143d ZE x2o| s 23 ZAKfollow-up)o] Av|slma
obZe] Albw Fusb Yol ARET 2B oed WL ATSHE i -z
& *(case-control study)?} 2 @3jc},

19471 54, Quetelet(1849)7 18] ATE EN37] o) AQteld ALE§ S o] A4

(bionomial event)2] B](ratio)2) %/L(‘Cz%% & Comfield7} 18] Aol A cas=

AulZ oA AN ALEE AR o] FUYYTE BA-UZE AFo| M Ao B}
TAEZ olg B s H2e ABAEY 28 AW o|Ho] odds ratioo]Th
Odds ratiox= Y= A} (approximation) 2 At Y TN S5 & Qg

A BRAYERY Fe dsw

RR= —28Z/9% =27
THT/HAY =27

22 ol <HE 2>9 98 B0z Yehuw

a
—_atb _ alc+d) _ ac+ad
RR= c  da+b  ac+be oIt

c+d

<E 2> F28&0] ¥ A% act FANE @ B2 HoAA 0o] HenE X9y
Gkl

— actad . ad
RR= ac+bc = be

% odds ratio 343 ZA ok 2322 odds ratio= ANYYEE] A} 9. =%
Y E(relative risk)E 235 E AT (Cohort study) I A 23" 4 1A% odds ratio=
F3E A7 (Cohort study)st #2t-th2F AT (case-control study) E5o)A F3€d.
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2. Fl0|MZHYY

4 BHEe] ol 1YY FEG (1) 2o ALML(H)E A9A A3
A AREA 2S£t (n}oln BA BEAVI 2 ERAN {u;=nr,)
g 7ldEsaa @ o|Re AR MMl #Y uo] Azt {E(n,)) E JebdAT
°l 7Z15x oatY F¥E i FAHJAXNY AAESEY s MEYAS4
& 2T EFE deodE Fgo] H8Y £ Uk olF HFEy) YN FHL
¥ AAE 4¥& A4d B $He Uddo] Y BEL rgtm sz Rwo)
HE BEZ 1-73n 3 o] $Hol FH(faindtts ARIML g=]-1%
T AV T Hyo) ol wre gio] Yo m whe sidWo] Yo} 7
g + ok

#5d A87 Hy# 2&o] e dotny] st BRPESY MR EsE
MadRat olAdRBEAN Hyol Foladhd nyEe 2z el puol e @ e
7HAC #E2 (n;—pgdel Ael7k F52 HyS /12 & Ax: 2AY AAA
g olefd vl g A AbgEte AATAZFL BRI IAFEEE gag

1) Pearson ¥ A %3 slolAlFEX
Hy& ZA37] 913 Pearson 7lolAFEARL b &at o).
£=3 (ﬂq;(h‘;‘)z

°] #AI%& Pearson® &% &4 74 (product-moment correlation)2 <2 a ]
=4, 9320 $A%A Karl Pearsono] 1900de] #Qtg Rolth, o] EA AL RE
n7b psh 2E o H2g 02 Fed FRAV a¥HY AL W, n,9 p,
Atele] atol7k AW 7t AAMN ABHoz Hy e wEdE 2A7 o %A
"gch

Xl 4% Hymt o 257 dEo o] AW P-zte AT oA
e BAguT o 2 gsol ¥3Y #8o) B0 £ FARE EEol ANW
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SAHOZ Sl AFREE GET Ho) ot Y= AAo g ABYoz
A AL o-AY dA {p25)01W F83 Az ¥ & A P-ge BE
¥ uet o 2 g2t 482 sllARRENA 282 ;Y 2Ee ¥E
olc,

TIABREE dfE BNHE AfEe o8 XY FAAY. slolAFR
o BFE dfeh Tn BEAAE V2dF 2o ARES AYSEE o] REE
Boh 2 3 £o2 oj%3n: o WA WAA fch o] REE 27 go] ojd A%
o deMY BAHn eeRoz 2 meE 21 You df7t AWSE F =Y
(BTFEES] 2Y)o] A,

2) 2x2¥¥EANY A

MFY2E 49 score test WHPLZ 7MY da 45T Y= HozM T
X' -A A (chi-square test, 7holAF HAW)ol ATk ofgfelA mE wups} 2ol
(919 8 > Ay 2] o 7H4 e FYste AT ¥ Eo) E29 3
& EG), F2HA &2 Z$E E(-), Ayo] HA4Y T Ao AU A8
D(+), 222 Aol ZA & A$E D)2 & o, A4 A7 YA noo o
A ZAME AF}E O8] Eeh Zol 2x2table ¥EIZ 2okE 4 Qo)

471 AFMEE [Hy: 198209 Z2 Yo AWz: M2 Rgscz
AASA Hed, olgRe AT oldME MM BAE pFH FASSSe

BEh aAE geolme 9B 99aE (MLE R M) 5y aqds &

n n

= ¥% (% 2 2z )on el g, b,c,del W AA2 Yrol REsA Wk

<E 3> 2X2&¥3E (contingency table)

exposure | unexposure Total

Disease a b ny4
No Disease c d N2+
Total ny Ny n

- 14 -




714 dAz BAA ge BZk(observed frequencies, o;)°let &, AL
AN 2zt Lcel)dl EolF = A& o)A e 7)dhgt(expected frequencies,
e;)olgt 3dledH, o8 = aZtel E012 & Ue A% AT H:

n

m=m=aldAde a9l == o &8¢ ANWAH D)2 &8

n

L o) gg.

n

E]—t" %—?—OIEE 4= ny X

& YWY, 2x2tablesl 4 FH ol FoiP sAEE ARAHeolN =
MESY go] myse) At Aol Gl FHT 2ol Aot

row total X coulumn total
grand total

of W Az BARE(0,)% 7NHBE(e;)8 F59 #L ol e HAS
AFZo] Hed ol & Foj&ol s)o) A F(Pearson’s chi-square)d 3 5 Al o)} 3,
°of & Y-REE merh o PFHSALL 2x2tablet ofe} 7}2-4 29
Yol WY WS rxctabled] R AXNE ZF 0|48 & U= oS THH £
EAYOZ sxctabled) ASolE (r—1(c—1)9 A4ES 7HAE £-BEE
o e,

€;=

oy o— .. 2
SZ — E&Le_e‘); zxz (df)
y

X-AAEE Aol WA 2 HLUAT WAM e FREA AL T g
© yolth gy, MM BIFRAAY F7t 242, Zrow)d 59 ZHcolumn) &)
Tt BoW HESFE, F AFEY go] 242, 9YAT AW BAAO|
AEE FEFE, 290 SN JUigke] whS e Feo L2-gte AN o
dHo2 Ut ofd ALY AN FA4L BN YA FR 48
244 579 89 A,

3) =dHAEA

=¥/ 2 H(independence test)& o™ EYGOo2ZRE WYR22Y FRo| 5 7}x)
S4el A HF2 £79 AF T A S4B A5 BAAo) Y=xE Py
ot dE 5o, At FA Alold) 43 BAAo] YA % Ay

rr 4

- 15 -



<E 4> SUPHEAFL 9% rxcREy

2 ees [+
on O 0 n 4
2 01 02 ' 0y ny+
" On  0n ' 0, Byt
o] A Rey Mip 0 ;g n

F BAH Qg Abold] BAI X, MET g Alolo] VA7 Yex) 52
Atz & o A8 g1 377 nol®d ¥ 72 £49 A, Bol o# 2z}
A% el WFE ¥5Y o dyzzg HEL o= @ el &3tA 5
B oot} B yxcRYHE(rxc contingency table)& A A ®rt}.

A71M, oy=1AA Yo ;WA o] Lot BE2EF

niy = f.',of,-
e
ny;= lgoti

< HAY Az >

(1) 744
Hy: ¥ 711 B4 As}l B= = gol},
H\: 5 712 54 A9} B= FT Lo}

QAR EAZ

nol 383 Z o
TP XCD

= AFHESAN G2 (r—1)(c—1)2 Lrus ALY o 2 wer},

-16-



A7M, gy= TR g

(3) 713499

Z22((r=1)c—1),a)

@, Z((r—1Dc—D,0% FFE (r—1(c-1)2 £REEAN 49 o8
gel a2 ¥g Yepu,

3 o HYY

Hyg AAs7 4 = g FAZe  s4744dd o T =]
(likelihood-ratio) W& o4& FA ot} o] AARYe HA Hyol 3Y o <
S¥FE HdNE 243 A48 oo Hyoll #A1gle]l gutzq 4
BN =SS HAUGA I E w5ge A9 2tz HUigld =g us
o HE 7122 g 2 HASAZL P

A E-T-7P_Hg—% R oo Qtﬂ_—?—iﬁk
B2t AgE AR e weo Joox gt

ol Ml 18 238 & Ao vy 245 AEso] YA B ge HQ =g
ol WY AYW Age 18 oS 2 5o Hy & W33te 28 A8 By
TA €9 Hole=HYYel AYSATE —2log(A)olTh. o] ge 57 oy
WA AE e Y —2lg(N)E Z #e 2A o 2oEge 3 o)
e o) BAZY RX¥I SAHoR FoJAFREIZ £a) HEolct. olatyd
TEEAM o] AHFARE S A3 go] usA YAt

n,
Gz=22n,ylog(#—f)

y

o] G AL $ry 7}l A 3 % Al #Z(likelihood-ratio chi- squared statistic)©] 2}
I ¥Eoh Pearson $AZFAH G'= RE ; jo] Ustd] ni=p; 4 9 Hig 0

-17-



<& 5> Presence or absence of congenital sex organ malformation categorized by
alchol consumption of the mother

Alchol consumption(average#drinks/day)

Malformation 0 <1 1~2 3~5 >=6
Absent 17,066 14,464 788 126 37
Present 48 38 5 1 1

Total 17,114 14,502 793 127 38

& : B. L Graubard and E. L. Komn, Biometrics 43 : 473 (1987)
& M8 G'gel 248 H ® 7148 £ 3k 72U 2AE naRy.
81, Pearson x’ ¢ $Eu G27} N2 tg FPEAZo|NT Be 4EE I/
#n glem dAe $Y¢ AL 2o Hyol #oln EERVPELI 2 o ¥
TARE 2L FNAFRLEE BET FXHOZ o) KAG g BT}
CIAUTREAM F gWFe] SYNHYL Y¥ ATMME mE 7 A3}
od g3 gol FEY & Y}
Hy: mj=rmis7y;

5, S0l BEHYE FURE2 LY AYYEL FY 5 Ao Hy& AR
A NNEFE pi=nry=nn, 7,0tk o] o, uie SHAY7ER stllA n; 9
ZTdgeld. 9oz (r,)9 {r,)%E o 7uzaD shdstxz v)=)e ET+E
o]},

NAEFe vl Ggo) FRU L QAAAN s go] 238 4+ At

I e
A7 {a) e 239 ANEFE YeD (D) E BEES (n) 9 SU
FAYY} FHAYL A SYYL DI e,

IXJREES Sd9H 4] thelo] Pearsond $EH|EAZL oy o

— )2 i
xzzz(_n'%‘_’)g , Gz=22n,-,-log(—n:%)
n y

2XJEREQ <E o U po Gl U@ SYNAYe ARE 9o 2
o},
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& AN AR uy dolBolA ke AMEY gex By

AFE df=B-1)%x(12-1) = 40122  p-value =0.01675

G? = 2{17066>< m(w}%i)%@) + oo+ {1x ‘“(FllT&w)} = 6.2020

AFE df=(5-1)x(2-1) =40luzg p-value =0.18456
ol & F £ SAS liste} HZsA <E 6>7 g}

4 M ANMY

e FAdA g o) ANAIZYNAAT ARS Ao Y=u 2HE o
AAel ded A4 L2 YedtE Aot oAL Sid Hrd e
BT 2ol dsl & Rolut RE AP Yo melM o] Aol At
FoAEsA 2n Adu4e] 4AS Aol ) ol YA Fo|ATEABES
U, BAE A7sn, dBde JEE Yl 2zus) Pe wiE axy
st Aol

£ G'HAE A2 f¥ol weh AL wid, A 5W o5 yEED
AHE o183l AMME BEAV ug zde] BESolof @tk 27 GPe E
CFEXLEE AA T £A ol vlsd BEAI po] FHHoz AXY sho)
AMELER FYAY o] £PSEE GPRY #5 o Mz Gle sy

E2ol A <5 WE YAAL [Y J7h 29 | pe] U4} 1
Vi

<E 6> <E 4o U@ u;

Alchol consumption(averagef/drinks/day)

Malformation 0 <1 1~2 3~5 >=6
Absent 17065.13888  14460.59624 790.73596 126.63741 37.89151
Present 48.86112 41.40376 2.26404 0.36259 0.10849
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Folu Adets A EARY 2AE By,

—~~

24 G'E AREE O QoA {u,-,~=""—;”*—i}f Q% Y5 Tag o

SIAAT d3 PEol AW ¢S Aol Ak GN, LU Gle 9% §
T 9dE oA Ydaide s SAFREL ¥R g o)s o] FAYEo]
T AT ¥FE WEHA Ao gEodE ouog. waly, Tep Xyl
Mol e SA4AAL 87 A o] AASARE ALsA 990 PR E ou
AE FASA He Aot YKoz @ WS T T W4 BEJ A8 o,
ARl o Hold Wy Eo] &A%}

1) Pearson AH#

7t ®ol AHgHE BBATE 1947) Fwol Karl Pearsono] ¢ ML=
o, s F A BAE aRYo2 ¥} AJE WY RAZYY. aHA
oA g Ed: ovlolX Pearson 54w A 4:(Pearson product moment
correlation)2} ¥ 3 & o},

Pearson 4#& £z rZ YelUa /dA o] 4B g3} o] AAd.

,— XS ¥A Yol 9 ds A% _ _xs) vel guw
X Y7 2 Wss e Xo Yo 2z v

AT AH BAY W, XA EE WE YHele BE wWe yedd
A& S9, 29N Xgol 371 duitt Yel: 99 o2 e A}
At @A X YI7H 4 @A das @A JMBAolt o] Fgo B
FE(Xst Y #A) X9 Yo SUd ¥gy 5983 1 FHE 19 4Pe ¥
A do. wd2 AHaA7 2e | X¥A9) WHE Yo A2 Au@ W 2} of
HWEEA 4n o] Aol FHPo) glomz Fue] AY: 0o

2) e o 4

49X F AARe] BAE Uik T dlo] 9 BAYJYEAE At
A Red 53, d@e T A AdBAY FAZ AN won] € 4% 9
on, Z#gE AEo YeEd score HYol o AA Jae we & Ak, A
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7b et 45¥A 248 o, 4@ £Age FAL FE2 §$38 vy o
& B0, 059 Z&2 03 1.00 Atole] Fgolmg Ay BATE ey R
2o ad FEe vgz HMsdE o doh 1009 ATe]l X9 Yz
100% &d A% 7hsd BAYL E£3AT 059 4B 50% UL f=2 o
T AT £ ofyth @ Wlo] g AL Aniy YA 22 My
e dg Assol @ aEmz =059 ABe A£=05'=0.25F=
25% JBEE ATy
BBE dANste b b 23 doluE A5F9 s Aol W= £ wal
Te AABAE FdvE MY S g Aotk FAL ARARY BAA Yok
FE AHAE F& MY @AY A o)A BASLS eyt AP Yool 1
B0l 2 A9 ddo] & EHEIN? Uge ‘oot AndAI} Qe
W 22 4o ded 24 2R T g,
BB} TR LEFY st 3L 37 Y§ Aol £ Mol Ao ge
W sl MRS ol EHA e AL =Y 5 ATk A4E SU e AT
BE o® ANUAZL B HUA ©x F2PE ¥ 5 Yo 2EL OE WAs
(SAT A+, 2532 44 5)& o884 o= g4So] YFHoz g 4=
i3
ol & FBSS TAZ ¥ Aotk U ARV ABL oS wx A
€ AR oS AP 432 ¥ AL JUey. dnyo sy A
B(A)E 33 galol dae] 4B oj43te A& FBAYo 7 o]Ho] Ao},

3 MY XEo SYMAY
AREAZ Ko CC2 Aese SYNPRL £ WsE P2y use aR
o o244 2= dol £MYY WE MM AEe BEAE YPEABL
AHB3HE Aol o HAEsoh

(1) SHY7HE3 dYF A gyrta

PAF X} A VI SMEY o) &3] 24 A &4 (trend association)o] & A
o &, X9 F£Fo] 8% o Yo wgazo) EoHAAY #Ade A o)

-21 -



Atk old Ffol Bt B4 E A1 o)g e £NY FNAVYL HPY
T AT M AL EAYYPL YWF 530 scoreE I M Y2 M (linear
trend)u 33 BAE A= Ao},

USup<<u;g& Yscore F}R 9 <p,<-- <y, & Hscored} &}, o]
scorex WFe £} 22 &ME 2+ F=H 4 (monotone score)o]th o] score
T WF Aol AYE YEin HFE Alelo] Azt AW WFEESe) Mz ¢ 9
2] dojA Aoz HFer)

BAET n,;8 7FFAZ AL T scored) TAF w9 H& gu,«vin.,-

oln} o] 7tFWAFLE W X9 Yo FEAY AdBHo Ao} o] scored A8 3
o X9 YAtol9] Pearson #3} 3 &(cross moment) A8 A48 Faiw

(Zuini+)(2u;‘n+;’)
‘Euivinif_ : n :
r= L < =
(Dumn;,)? (Zvm.)?
J[Zu?nw—'“nJrH 2 vfn+,-——’—n—+—

°ln o] ge JFAAYLE EFHAZ Holth o] wge ztzte] Aol Yo
B3 Dol score® YAz AMY = Aok ABAS ro e —1 3 1 Apo]ol
o, ¥ AFE Aol ZYPHL o] A@AT Hgtol 0olate AL ou@} 4y
Aol Hdigte]l 248 A87 SYHo2REH M¥HoZ Yo R Uy
o,
BoAF Agho] 0clete: SYA/MET ABAS F@o] 00] ohys g
HH7HE S HAY) A8 AYSAFe

M=(n—1)7/
°lth. o] BAZFL ERABASL o 2v|7 Z7Msn BRIV o] 2rbaw Lls
A S7H¥TH ¢ BRIV AW o] AL TAHOEZ AKE df=19 7o)
ME BELE e o] BAFol 2 e XY #9} GPo go] SYYL
TEM o] dWe P-ge B2 282 mRRe Yo WY T
M=Vn—1r & 2402 EFHFLEE BEC o] EAFL § W4 Alo]o]
BBEA BFAA FA Jehle g2 yPside 48 5 o)

- 22 -



MHRe WLEe gAYoz AFYPY. 3 IxJEAN I g v} 3
score= HIHA T IXxIBZRET 59 M e dA €.

2) MY ARSAZ 327142 AAY
SUHEAE ¥ U o GPe s HE UwHQ Yol YN 1o s
AL AREL oW S Yo FE4L Ueghd & A (I-1DU-1) A9
AFEE ZE o] BAFEL AFMARG (I-DJ-1) MY B m4g 2=
WH7HEE Bt Qo o £71HQ R4S Y@ RE $¥9 AU oo}
W27l f3iA JigE ek maA oy YwHe Jd v oW Ewa &
Yo AL Uoh: Aol RPsr Yo}

W% UTECl £MYY HE e F7t BEUR Ay dBYS MY
T A% A8 5o AFTAF M HdY2A FABA) HTo) JxE S3
Ak AP EAZ) sttel 249 BAH glod gf=]10] W

AFE dfe FllAMFEES  HFEF gowz =12 zE M=
df=(I-1)U-DA ZY4 G'9 n%d &2 RE A% 4yHos oz x
H¥ 2o ¥4 o 9 Rl a8 Wk w3 o e P-ge zA o
AAZ AYFA7L AL o Me FU GPo wsd 3v)9 g BE Ao
Nee2 AHoz o e P-ge AT d & AWAL 24 "t Aw
Hoz od 53 ¥ F342 AL o, L4 G FAZL 248 =24
4E AA%7] At ndd FAF vlsd AuHoz B YYPL B
Ae AREE 2 FNAFEAFY £ 08 FHE so|AF A1 YUE o}
Bdol ATt 2ERAMYE BEAVS ERo| gale] AAM EREAZETE o
E7F AR JlolAFE X o JAANAE Aol AUtk wy BE DR}
g dole XU GPo sloAF2At 2o o ymA = o] ot

<E 7> A¥H A9 scored] W& p-value

dFxuF 0 <1 1~2 | 3~5 | >=6 r M? | p-value
A{HMY 0 0.5 1.5 4.0 7.0 0.01420 | 6.56993 | 0.01037
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<& 8 p-valued H|=

. SAS result H] nLX]
DF Value | p-value DF Value | p-value
P 4 12. 082 0.017 12.08205 | 0.01675
G? 4 6.202 | 0.185 6.20200 | 0.18456
M 1 6.570 | 0.010 6.56993 | 0.01037
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V. FAHAHE 93 Score A9

1.

M

fHSo EMZH(Test for trend for Ordinal Variable)

D ¢ 24

YA T AP AFNME &3] B 4 Qe AFY sYE FLUSE oy
d ™ %3 =(dichotomous nominal variable)1dl S YWM4&(SIY_2N)E 270 olAtel
MFE 7HAEA &M AdE 7HAn Ae &M% (ordinal variable)2 TAE
2x JH ol Eolt},

FAl A A Yo Z2o Ayl P AYEY Zvl W ALLY B
2.2 Cochran-Armitage-Mantel(CAM)©] o] ALg5lold @31 lon E3lu &MY W
TE AL 2xXK ¥8EY A9olE HscoreS Bo| 21 Qo).

Aoz ¢HY PHEY Aol WFUol scoreE 21 U FE ALs} wE YW=
7t scoreg ZI AE A, scored] uhAT WFOM score® 2T YA Y AL
(open-ended category)2 Y= 4 lth.

A AAY e MY ¥F9 Yscore2M S 9] scorel A4 ztH(midrank) e
ALEY £ glon, T WA ASdE #WF9 score(midpoint)E AHEY & g
t}.(Graubard and Korn, 1987)

2) ¥-urgdA BY
<& 9> Alternative scoring systems for solumn aategories with exact

one-sided P-values

Alchol consumption (average# drinks/day)

0 <1 1~-2 3~5 >=6
Midpoints 0 05 15 4.0 7.0
P-value = 0.01037
Midranks 85575 24,3655 32,013.0 32,4730 32,555.5
P-value = 055330
Equally spaced 1.0 20 30 4.0 5.0

P-value = 0.17639
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SRS AR5 WY ABENANE [(Hy SEY@sd Zzgs oo
MEdel wah 2 AR2 opylfE 2455 YT WiHoldE HHe HAAHA
g
A7IN SYAFE A Al o4 WFE2 EFHE £9)W 2 (ordinal variable)©] o,
1 AAe SYAFY 4 3o BE WYY ¥ &(proportion) £ ¥ &(rate)
2 a%kdn. oY@ ¢AARY BHELS AY(EYdESse g-wg  pi
(dose-response relationship) ¥4]olg} &), oj® £ ApAakzie] o)) [F-utg
AP BEHR o] F ¥4E M2 ARH BAC UL F5Ao] e =7 o
ol Ao 9AE F7E ot AFNNE ]S FasA AFHD Yot
DEATE UFY A2 AINIH gl ASE 1 AEs) syusz W
o R A5 A5E Fuyoz WFARA )R AE(d: x2RVF)Z 9
AHA AFAEL FolAR Zax SYPA59 FLUS0e BAE Zy
BA Xt @iol ok mebq v gold R2ew 2o WEY AETe IxJE
SE U2 B3t Aol vy,

i
2
ofn

2. score AMEfy

Lo
T

ZHFEL FAR ARE RAFD aY A8 S ERYE A =
A" MFEol & ¥FEY o B V2L X1 UL o ARE gy,
<E 959 A8E T o) FLE AYEA FUY% T3] #score' (1, 2, 3, 4,
Sel watd, AREAF M =1.82776 & "% s ABNE Yehdg, (P-g

<E 10> &Y 73 scoredl W p-value

GFauF 0 <1 1~2 3~5 >=6 r M | p-value
1 2 3 4 5 0.00749 | 1.82776 | 0.17639
score 0 1 2 3 4 0.00749 | 1.82776 | 0.17639
2 4 6 8 10 0.00749 | 1.82776 | 0.17639
10 20 30 40 50 0.00749 | 1.82776 | 0.17639
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=0.017639)
73 MO Re FYY FUL $AHE scored B daide ¥z Fe
1=
€ B9 <E 10> AAF RAY score (1, 2, 3, 4, 5) dAdl (0, 1, 2, 3, 4),
(2, 4,6, 8 10) = (10, 20, 30, 40, 5007 L scoreE & Aleaas SUs £
AZFERE AA €t
scored A2 ¥ YL & A= PP AEZRH FEHOD scoreS A
dste Yol F, 2 BE M) 98 I Fol 2 29U WE score A}
B3 Bdolth & WFo &8 RE Mo tatd U scoreD A=
d ol score: A A AN 1RE nAx £ FolA 1 WZo) £33
AANE2] 9ol HHFgtol At o] scored %744 9 (midranks)elm 2 ac} o] ¥
B A& <E 9>9 4L 2MFo] $F0) Hes) ¥a Yme Augo
TE 0914 17,1149 9 A5 18 17,1148 ¢91& A" waby, 17,1149
A FAEA (1+17114)/2-855758 22t ek =4 ¢3¢ Anjde] Szo
12ch 2 1450299 MAse 17115%-8 17,114+ 14,502=31,6169] &9 37 2
B2 FXEHATE (71154 31616)/2 = 2436657k ©h. olg} ulazbxz upx gt A
WEY FRedEL 47 32,013.0 , 324730 , 32,55557} ®t}. o] scoreES o] &
o] F& ko] 0350]m P-gto] 0550122 uj$ ofgk ABWAE wdy B
€8 4E + 9.
°] %YL van Elteren(1960)°] “Wilcoxon rank sum test”& <18 & d] ge3 2
o] 4& A&}
2(§n+k)-n+,-+1
%= 2(n+1)
ol W, a;= 0% 1 Aloje] EAMstA Sy 1 A=

oi
r;“_

EA48 AHRe g

<& 11> midrank scoreo] ¥ p-value

dFAan g 0 <1 1~-2 3~5 | >=6 r M? | p-value
midranks | 85575 | 243655 32013 32473 32555.5 | 0.00329 | 0.35143 | 0.55331
a; 0.2627 0.7480 0.9827 0.9969 0.9994 | 0.00329 { 0.35143 | 0.55331
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T AAE A @9 9 42 modified ridit scoresat 3l SAS T2 139
T8 ALgEo TE o BE 5 9= Ao)g

BhAHeE He FAPEL /1A N AWYY YRS Nz AE FUNTcHE
T 27 dnh g S}, <E 11>9 midranks(8557.5, 24,3655, 32,0130, 32.473.0,
32,555.5)4 a;(modified ridit scores) (0.2627, 0.7480, 0.9827, 0.9969, 0.9994)%= u} %)
A TN FAE g e, o) MFSo] e F WREENG A He
BHUES A3 A7) etk o] Wyo) sH Y@L A Po] 1-2(WR 3o
BFED FFo] 6°14ACEF 5799 WY wLstn REss A, A4
22 o 7HBe vy RHAsT dutgo zAlzle] Wekd] weh WEzre Ay
€ WPstE scored ABH o2 M o] 93 viTAsgn g = Atk

3. MM E scoreMefHofl o8t scored X

1) Y4 (random numbers)
YEHoz “Agoz Hed £78n sed 44 AP & 248 @32 g
Ao HELIE W2t HE SYE B4 $do|g: onz Bo] ALg€r}
233, AN dFEo] YU o 2 Y5 ESo) 2 YEFL N2 golo} o o
€S9, AUNSE 236914 A WA 25 2= 0~9 Abol9] 1074 KA ol A
1/109) #82A 28 HsA | oz 33 6% v 22 17109 BE2A
dolF Rolth. It HHFEH ABHM, A AHE, Ty Z2aRYs §
°l 2o, T3 WP ¥% Y (congrueutial method)& o] 23 9o},
T THE HFEY L2 gl AdPA, APEAY 59 oA x| A&
#FPHo 2 HAsr e FHL &1 Y. HEHE MRS HE 53], a4
2 A AF7A dgErisolatn Aol & BE T} ojno= a3
A2HT AAT AQPY, AP Fo ol APEH e BEEHoz ¥
dE EA Jl2dolE o9 e AFHE 24AE Yo doAAA] B Aol A
33 BT ol FASS sAsAW B AN Ao STHAY dF 7)Y
BFo] "asta A ddd doiM FAH®e olyat Axy Ngd AFH=
NEE Z9E A AR 2AE £43 = nys) g & U A9E U,
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ol ¥ 27 REstd Hxoe “AHEAHN FAE U4E WA Zolsi: T
227 FUstd $83 98 2= 24 A2 Monte Carlo Mol £389¢
o oolRL " EAel U WAL A9 TIFAY WAL Al 9] g}
EOEVIE 8% Aol de 2de FAHM A4 BEL FAEAL Wy
22 oRAE BA%A UM 2D 7 248 Y sy YHSHE AL Ag
TR A =Yg 2302 FRS WAHW R RREN AztEs s
o] o

At @ Al g o) M(simulation), & %% Monte Carlol SN "Ua g
7HA® Zo] dolth Ui oW S YFEITE g PEwlo Ed3x
#a B 44 g Uniformd49 S5d4(d, 794, ojshus)z a7 =3
g T Uth

178 100007219 A43te e d4(o]y FYRE)E A5y s A
2 7ol & HE 7E& 10000709 1%EH 100007219 £2& Ho] I H& F 2
¥ 3% (random sampling with replacement)3}e] W2 st a2y, o) Ay
2 ABE Fo] Y ® olYz} F ME AH TE He do] ojUmes we #®e
22 3 BAA dyols Mgt Zai}

"Yebd< ¥ (Rand Corporation, 1955)'9} o] 3 wrEof 7 GTEE o]fdo W
TE ALY £ AWAY EE o) g AL Azto] o] Halm A AL} Ho
YEhd G g Rg & H9ode Abgo] ofujsix= o] g} u oty
% EAH 482 st ALz aPe] TP )= Fo] AXFES A st
oof 37l Wi vi$- Ml E S QA Wyo] At

oy BAE MAs7) fate] A BnAFL o)L FFEAIYL AL A
ol gt o e 834 (recursive formula, 9] o &4 HEZ oo #e T
e 2N 2yl i) MAo] o] 2o, o)A £4F ong daetn
¥ 7 Ut dUEE YLD FETYREE o RYUO 2R gEREY
AHgro] 57) BEo] EEFFYRT w20 IFBE Alolo] EgyAo RHE 5] o] o}
871 otk 2o g SHFTAL ol&sE AA YT 2o o] AR ¢
T 993 23 9 Abhd S (pseudo-random number)e) Holth. A ® A=
o el R Pl AA G5 Helsh HAF ol sguw e qgg g
3 Botk: 3% ol ojed Al Jie aolst A9 Qi oapda A4 ¢
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LTS TIHE Aol $EATH A4 3 AA w7} g

AA G Aolst A YE dAIE4E ANHE AL LLYFE AN
(random number generator)gtz 2 &t}

FE DTS ALY 95T AA v HAY Yye 74 £ JxE o
W7t 288 gEsoel @

B4E GFEY 2¥ REFYE T wafol g

B4E AR Alolo] E4e] glojol s},

T G 99 AP o) shsatoio} g},

Yol A& Hojojo} e},

TEIH AF GF4Y LmAZY ZAE 19519 Von Newmann
Metropolisell 2j3te] #|<te % %Al F % (mid-square method)o]t}, FHAITYL 8
el 27) 3 (seed-value)§ YT 30, FZFURT ) o GrA4dE B30
2 ¥oh a2, o) wye 44 Alzto] o] Heym, Ao 7t7tE grol MY F3h
A UEdE do Purt ymAn 213 2 2hs wyss g7t 002 3
3= 4ol o 2 xddE Algo] HA %m ot TIAEYY 44 ¢dnYE
< g1 g

o
=]

o

® 00 e

<TLATHE ol 8% U5 4Y 2nYS>
@A 1] 2718 94 27102 A9 4z A x& AFP
SA 2] N8 AN P 22 0,1, 2 - 02 WY g&e FHoz o
TE& A4 e

Xus1= (229 24 axbe) e <)
ool WAl ot 0% 99997hx)e] H4gte 0% 174X 9] ¢4
2 @A,

Un+) = Xn+1/10000

25 #do(Lehmer, 1951)0] <&t =jotg A ¥ Y(linear congruential
method)°] 7} ®eo)] A5 Ut MY¥PEYe s 2e g&d Aoz
o]Folx Ao A& Hor},

Xn=a"X,-;1 +c (mod m), n=1,2,3,
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A71M a,c,me R Yoy a,c,xg<m& BZ&o} 31, mod= W4 A
A4 guigd. o FIE golmz T (multiplien)gl 223 c&= fis g
ol22 7}4(increment), me M (modulus)gty R ao Hygsye o] & 3o

07 1 Abole] B8 A4y 9% 72 dnegze gow 2.

AHEFETHEE o188 I 44 712 d3e 2>
QA a, ¢, m e AP
REd £ 27 3%(seed value) x, & Ha| 2o},
©A 2] B 4 DA nQ 1,2 - 02 WMAIY gos Lyow G5
S A%
Xpn=a'x,1 + ¢ (mod m)
O&o UxAol odta 0% (m—1)73) e AT S 07H 1 Afo]g
G52 WA

@A 1] %7)3}

Xn

W ==

@A 3] $AH Y 9 ANE ¥s 298 A7 Aol Ao

2) MY Uy

THETE 2 2XKERH AMY score test?] WYL YoM v)&G upe}
2ol AhAY SEnHYY HFooe Tl EUBE YEYUSZ 33317
AEl &M £4 Yl 2o a2y, Mol B¥AE Wscoreg oA
Tt wtet Aes) YA EYL AT Qo)

wEtA, o2 7hx] Wyo 2 scored HjEo Hgtoy, BESFE n8l¢ #score
& AuAoz Yo% o HHo ARE usoy & ANeH, 71E2 HWYEo)
¥ scorezte] 2+ 9] wlo] wWel HHe p-yvalues REojUlE b Helsiy, B =
T WFRY Ao AYE Fold 4 Y2 = g Z2HE 23U
Mgl A WYL WA 5217 (Equally spaced)®] WFAHAEE 243 e =
AA9 scored 71F0Z Y48 WAYANA Yre g ATH G w Ao uhge
THEY 2 7o) Yale) AR F7e wEo ¥ + AEE MATLABo
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T T T T e e e . e 3|

[ ‘ ! X
09662 1.0125 23075 . 38104 4549 |

| | |

| ., A2

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

<Z¥ 1> score }EZ F9) ulmw

WA=l 2E Uniform 348 AHE3t900, 2xJ tabled) dFdlE B2 e
MATLAB Program listell YEbd 299} o] Je] dag SAAA G5} "
€01 drotth FAel J7e] HEARH gate d@BALSE = Astn Ao
M’} p-valueZ Al Az}

2 =22 Agste g 574 Package?l SAS®} MATLABS A}£ 3%t} Score
Test& 1% MATLAB #4949l M-file® Pearson FRATEEL Script file2 A
gt e L2aWoN FAZ 523 AE £ QEE HEReH, ge s
He Mg Ase RRon.

Ahe dAe olgdld BAHE Fysgon o A PFazd o
score?] FANL ABHQ scored} FAIY HElZ B Taen, ZF HAAY A
#E SASE 7M1 £8P W} FUYsA 2PPS A% 4 A
Z2IYPP L FZo) FolF Helz LTz Yo olFolRon, stsad A9
drdde] A5g gz Hg 4 e HEACH, A 10089 Y4 E us
ol W Ao score® T8 4 YYu.

A8 E <E 5> Presence or absence of congenital sex organ malformation categorized
by alchol consumption of the mothers A} 5o %ol A5 57 p-valueg vl @ the

He
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<& 13> Data from Devore and Peck(1993) on TV viewing and physical fitness& A4
3t 1 K848 #Aag

8
! 7.0 1
| 6 I— / 5
° 45499 |
4 4.0 <
| B
3 23}"’ 3.8104 "’_}ﬂoad‘l
|
2 ol | —.-— od
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1 / 7 — 7:“ %ﬂ 3
L 05
X1 X2 X3 X4 X5 — =T

<I1¥ 3> <HE 4>9 scoredl W@ A H%
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<R 12> <E 49 4 24 Ay

No 0 <1 1~2 3~5 >= 6 r e -value
1 0.5%2 L0125 | 23075 T 38104 | 4549 | 00188 1 J‘W_To
2 0.8 1.0745 21236 3.1467 44146 0.0165 9134 0.0028
3 09537 1021 27384 | 3775 | 48297 | 00164 7993 0.0030
4 09452 1172 2990 | 39773 | 46264 | 00151 7.4497 0.0063
5 0.7634 10191 25134 | 34581 41807 | 00146 | 69847 0.0082
6 08613 LIX3 | 22243 [ 37106 | 45976 | 00146 | 69680 0.0083
7 0.7%7 L0702 | 2806 | 39567 | 43030 | 00144 . 0,004

00000 | 05000 | 1500 40000 | 70000 |00 0.0100
9 0.7563 L1313 | 28977 [ 33063 | 47369 | 00139 | 6 00122

10 | 07314 10669 | 23357 | 35027 | 40820 00137 | 61 0.0132
11 | 0676 10986 | 29139 | 33532 | 47811 00135 | 59704 0.0145
12 07184 11447 26214 37182 4.8642 0.0135 5.8%7 00152
13 | 0719 LO9O | 26697 [ 33044 | 40681 | 00132 | 5657 0.0171
14 | 09971 1340 | 28963 [~ 30044 | 40907 | 00131 55697 00183
15 | 0649 L1345 | 27660 | 32111 46803 | 00127 | 52906 0.0214
16| 0488] 10007 | 22841 32017 | 47534 | 00124 | 50081 0.0249
17| 08853 L3009 | 24619 [ 3683 | 40424 | 00123 | 4936 0.0264
18 | 06271 1.1021 2.3001 3.3681 43%8 | 00123 | 4913 0.0%67
19 | 0%2 LB | 2584 [ 3918 | 4899 | 0012 | 4 0.0279
20 | 07603 12150 | 21061 36035 | 45769 | 00121 785 0.0288
21 0616 | 11910 | 28132 | 31401 48842 | 00120 6 0.0302
2 | 05647 L0720 | 25839 [ 32859 | 40608 | 00120 | 46619 0.0308
23| 09100 14974 | 2830 | 39851 49943 | 00116 | 4 0.0370
24 | 066% | 12275 | 23124 | 3514 | 47000 100114 4, 0.03
2% | 03 1019% 1 22537 | 34938 | 49480 | 00 39771 0.0461
26 08327 1.4593 2.80% 3.2558 47418 0.0 3829 0.0604
27| 039% LI&6 | 29449 17370237 | 46044 | 00106 | 3552 0.0684
28 | 09617 | 14624 | 20140 | 33214 | 46150 1 00101 35444 0.0697
29 | 084 14943 | 2744 131404 | 42253 1 00I01 3.3457 0.0674
30 | 09912 L7144 | 29146 | 3478 | 49763 | 0.008 | 3103 00779
3l 08215 Lol77 | 27798 30848 | 44596 | 00097 | 3 0.0800
2 | 083K 1490 | 24245 [ 34609 | 44204 | 000065 | ¢ 0.0819
B | 07616 | 1512 | 25072 | 34715 | 4%0R 00094 | 289 0.0838
M [ 03173 1.1031 21879 | 309l 44033 100092 | 27649 0.09%4
5 | 0849 | 147 21484 | 30714 | 45139 | 00092 | 27 0.0976
36 0.2685 1.1961 2.7276 3.9876 4.3415 0.0092 27338 0.0982
37 05226 1.3256 2.3271 3.0138 4.9536 0.0091 26922 0.1008
38 | 08479 | 14600 | 20746 | 3775 44426 | 00091 2.6004 01010
39 | 04467 L3139 | 24610 | 34962 | 48462 | 0000 | > 01030
40 [ 0872 15301 22806 | 36157 | 42435 | 00090 | 2601 0.104
41 0.9701 6853 24159 3.7800 4.8920 0.0090 26165 0.1058
42 05122 4357 2.8681 35159 4.6606 0.0089 2.5600 0.1096
43 05912 065 | 22260 | 30673 | 40662 | 00088 | 25108 01124
44 10780 | 1541 24762 | 37942 | 4 0. 25034 01136
45 | 07153 1.4061 20168 | 30668 | 45766 | 0. 2 0.1190
46 0.6232 1.5544 2.83 3.6220 48518 0, 24276 0.1192
47 | 0260 1 11538 | 24319 | 34801 42408 1 00086 | 24014 01212
48 | 03607 1.2061 20121 3AT2_ | 47330 | 0 2. 0.1269
49 [ 0. 16357 | 29132 | 31120 | 47601 0 2271 01318
) 06177 15363 268759 35401 46246 0.0083 2 01347

<& 13> Data from Devore and Peck(1993) on TV viewing and physical fitness& AM&

sted 2 HE4S gdgy.
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<& 13> Data from Devore and Peck(1993) on TV viewing and physical fitness
Hours of TV viewed

Physical fitness 0 1 ~2 3 ~ 4 5+ Total
Not fit 1 147 629 222 34 1032
Fit 2 35 101 28 4 168
Total 182 730 250 38 1200

22 @ Shiva Gautam, Biometrics 53 : 1168 (1987)

X1 X2 X3 X4 ]

<Z¥ 4> <& 13>9 scored| ¥ 24 Hg
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<E 14> <X 13>9 A 24 A

No 0 1 ~2 1| 3~4 5 + r M p-value
] 0.2028 1.9708 26303 3.2920 -00714 6.1054 00135
2 0.2844 1.8439 26739 33418 00712 6.0750 00137
3 02714 1.8656 29827 33143 -0.0710 6.03%7 00140
4 01389 1.76%0 2.7349 35634 -0.0708 6.0114 00142
5 01988 1.4983 21911 30634 -0.0704 59372 00148
6 06313 1.8392 26932 32731 -0.0702 59045 00151
7 0.2087 1.6408 25668 35414 -0.069%6 58124 00159
8 0.1897 1551 27334 34740 -0.06% 57928 00161
9 04289 1.6299 21983 32713 -0.0693 57568 00164
10 05226 1.7159 2.7764 3.4093 0,069 5.739% 00166
11 0.4660 1.7266 24608 36166 -0.0691 57219 00168
12 03412 17176 2655 3.8386 -0.069] 57218 00168
13 05341 16927 23919 34516 -0.0690 57165 00168
14 0.4449 1.7275 24253 36400 -0.0690 5.7046 0.0169
15 0.9318 1.9601 28159 35625 -0.0689 56943 00170
16 0.7373 1.9084 24850 36210 -0.06%9 56864 00171
17 0.8%0] 1.8928 24803 3.4635 -0.0638 56806 00172
18 0.371% 1.6288 26501 36262 -0.0688 56736 00172
19 0.8757 1.8049 27036 31750 -0.0687 56637 00173
2 0.0196 12126 2049 3.2009 -0.0685 56268 00177
21 0.3784 16831 28447 3% -0.0685 56228 00177
2 0.70% 16072 24001 3.0890 -0.06%5 5622 00177
A 06038 1.7839 21660 3.3358 -0.06%2 55808 00181
24 0.5036 16124 27313 3.0287 -0.0682 5571% | 001
% 0.3093 1.4544 2,691 31472 -0.0681 55611 00183
% 02311 14235 23400 35485 -0.0680 55468 00185
7 0.1987 1.9901 2.346] 3.8580 -0.0680 55434 00186
2 0.1365 1.2319 21146 3.2460 -0.0678 55068 00189
2 04186 14120 24574 31133 -0.0678 55063 00189
30 04447 16405 2.8699 3.7400 -0.0677 55003 00190
3l 0.0153 1.2140 2425 3.3567 -0.0677 54%] 00191
2 0.0579 1.4154 21370 37377 -0.0676 54859 00192
3 0.6068 15155 23142 32618 -0.0674 54462 0019
A 04103 1.6029 28104 38735 ~0.0672 54083 0.0200
» 0.73%2 16308 2879 3.0839 -0.0671 53994 0.0201
¥ 01934 1.4514 23759 3.9090 ~0.0671 53963 0.0202
37 06213 1.5548 2.5657 3.3627 -0.0670 5.38%0 0.0203
) 04057 1.5678 26458 39159 -0.0669 53739 0.0204
9 00118 1.2393 26649 35874 -0.0668 53536 0.0207
40 0272 1.4387 21556 36302 -0.0668 53502 0.0207
4] 0.20% 1.4399 29016 37911 -0.0668 53471 0.0208
12 0.3046 1.3705 26252 3.4001 -0.0668 53444 0.0208
Q 01763 1.4611 22379 3945 -0.0667 5.32%6 0.0210
44 07027 16756 28376 3.6206 -0.0665 52974 0.0214
45 05466 1.6992 23716 39517 -0.0664 52882 0.0215
46 0.1730 1.2731 2189 36109 -0.0664 52850 0.0215
47 04565 1578 21197 37009 -0.0660 52305 0.0222
48 08132 1.8744 24302 3914 -0.0659 52005 0.0225
49 00185 1.7604 20381 39%23 -0.0658 5.19% 0.02%
50 0.2900 1.5000 35000 45000 —0.0641 49270 0250
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<Abstract>

The Choice of Score for The Trend Test
in the Ordinal 2xJ Table

Kim, Bong-mo
Computational and Statistical Major
Graduate School, Cheju National University

Cheju, Korea

Supervised by Professor Kim, Chul-Soo

Categorical data analysis is a statistical method for analysing the relation between
variables in which we take the values of data as categorical data. It is frequently used
to analyse data about a questionary and social inquiry data.

There are two important method for analysis of categorical data; chi-squared test and
likelihood ratio test which uses a given model of hypothesis test.

It is known that the test statistics from two tests above follow chi-squared distribution.
But unlike nominal data, ordinal one has much used M-squared test because it has
expectations according to the numbers of observational value.

The object of this thesis is to suggest suitable scores, producing optimal p-value if
row variables in 2X K table has a kind of trend.

Chapter 2 and Chapter 3 survey standard descriptive and traditional methods of lists
such as chi-squared test, likelihood test and M-squared test.

Chapter 4 introduces a new method for the choice of scores in 2XJ contingency table
which produces an optimal p-value by using random numbers instead of traditional
scores.

As x2 and G tests brought about the results considering given data nominal
variable, not ordinal one, I compared p-values varying scores in many ways
by using test in Chapter 4.

As a result, Chapter 5 showed that suggested method could the distance



between data about the numbers of sample categories. So 1 get the way of
using random numbers for the purpose of producing optimal distance. This
method took the rejection region of conservative critical value which would

accurately reject null hypothesis.
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SAS Program Example (1)

data infants;

input malform alcohol count @ @;

cards;

10 17066 105 14464 115 788 1 40
20 48 205 38 215 5 240

proc freq: weight count;

tables malform+aicohol / chisq measure cmhi;

run;

- 42 -
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SAS Program Example (1) List

The SAS Systenm

TABLE OF MALFORM BY ALCOHOL
MALFORM ALCOHOL

Frequency!
Percent |
Row Pct |
Col Pct | ('H 0.5} 1.5! 4) 7! Total
1] 17066 | 14464 | 788 | 126 | 37 | 32481
7 52,391 4440 242! 039! 0.11! 99.71
i 52547 4453 243! 039! 011!
i 99.72 1 99.74 ! 99.37! 99.21 ! 97.37 !
2 48 | 38 | 5 1 13 1 93
i 015} 012} 002! 000! 0.00! 0.29
1 51,61 4086 538! 108! 1.08!
i 0287 026! 063! 079! 263!
Total 17114 14502 793 127 38 32574
52.54 44.52 2.43 0.39 0.12 100.00

STATISTICS FOR TABLE OF MALFORM BY ALCOHOL

Statistic DF Value Prob
Chi-Square 4 12,082 0.017
Likelihood Ratio Chi-Square 4 6.202 0.185
Mantel-Haenszel Chi-Square 1 6.570 0.010
Phi Coefficient 0.019
Contingency Coefficient 0.019
Cramer‘s V 0.019

Sample Size = 32574
WARNING: 30x of the cells have expected counts less
than 5. Chi~Square may not be a valid test.

SUMMARY STATISTICS FOR MALFORM BY ALCOHOL

Cochran-Mantel-Haenszel Statistics (Based on Tahle Scores)
Statistic Alternative Hypothesis DF Value Prob

1 Nonzero Correlation 1 6.570 0.010
Total Sample Size = 32574



SAS Program Example (2)

data viewing;

input fitness view count @ @;
cards;

1025 147 1 15 629 1 35
2025 35 2 15 101 2 35

proc freq
weight count;

tables fitness+view / chisq cmhft;

run;

22 1 45
28 2 45

_44_
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SAS Program Example (2) List

The SAS System
TABLE OF FITNESS BY VIEW
FITNESS VIEW
Frequency!
Percent !
Row Pct |
Col Pct | 0.25) 1.5} 3.5! 4.5! Total
10 wT! e 2221 st 1032
i 12,25} 5242 ! 18.50! 2.83! 86.00
i 1424} 60.95) 21,51 ! 3.29!
i 80.77 ! 86.16 ! 88.80 ! 89.47 !
27 35! 101: 28: 4. 168
i 292! 842! 233! 0.33! 1400
i 20.831 60.12! 16,67 | 2.38 !
i 19231 13.84! 11.20! 10.53 !
Total 182 730 250 . 38 1200
15.17 60.83 20.83 3.17 100.00
STATISTICS FOR TABLE OF FITNESS BY VIEW
Statistic DF Value Prob
Chi-Square 3 6.161 0.104
Likelihood Ratio Chi-Square 3 5.930 0.115
Mantel-Haenszel Chi-Square 1 4.927 0.026
Phi Coefficient 0.072
Contingency Coefficient 0.0M
Cramer’'s V 0.072

Sample Size = 1200

SUMMARY STATISTICS FOR FITNESS BY VIEW

Cochran-Mantel-Haenszel Statistics (Based on Table Scores)
Alternative Hypothesis

Statistic

DF

Value

Prob

1

Nonzero Correlation

Total Sample Size = 1200

- 45 ~

1

4.927

0.026



MATLAB PROGRAM

% file name : score.m

% 2x] tableo] M 9] uloj& mxA & BBA T 73]
% Pearson cross moment correlation coefficient Base file

clear all

A = [147 629 222 34; 35 101 28 4] % Viewing TV Table

counti = size(A,l1);

countj = size(A,2); % Tableq] g9 = =,
score?] 4

countrand = 100 % Table score®] + %, ¥ score? 4

randscore = rand(countrand,count;);

for(bi=1:1:counti)
u(bi) = bi; % ¥ score
end

for(bj=1:1:countrand)

for(bk=1:1:countj)

score(bj,bk) = randscore(bj,bk) + (bk-1); % ¥ score , Ordinal score

end

end
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for(bl=1:1:countrand)
for(bm=1:1:count;j)
v(bm) = score(bl,bm);
end

pearcorr,

Msquare = (ntotal-1)*result(7)"2;

table(bl,1) = bl;

table(bl,2) = result(7);

table(bl,3) = Msquare;

table(bl,4) = (sqrt(ntotal-1)) * result(7);

table(bl,5) = 1 - chi2cdf(Msquare,1);

for(bm=6:1:countj+5)
table(bl,bm) = score(bl,bm-5);
end

bl
tablex(bl,:)=result;

end

wklwrite(‘c:\\My Documents\sheet’ table)
wklwrite('c:\My Documents\sheetx’ tablex)

fx = table(:,1);
fy = table(:,3);
plot(fx,fy)
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% script file, pearson cross moment

% Msquare gt

% random 2] 4

% r: Jole FuAS
% Msquare

% M value

% p-value

% table score



% file name : pearcorr.m

% Yol& AAHE ApASL
% Pearson cross moment correlation coefficient Script file

counti = size(A,l);
countj = size(A,2);
for(si=1:1:counti)

niplus(si) = sum(A(si,’));
end
for(sj=1:1:count;j)

nplusj(sj) = sum(AC(,s;j));

end

ntotal=sum(A(:));

for(si=1:1:counti)

for(sj=1:1:countj)

uvn(si,sj) = u(si) * v(sj) * A(si,sj);

end

end

uniplus = 0; usqniplus = 0;

vnplusj = 0; vsqnplusj = 0;

for(si=1:1:counti)




uniplus = uniplus  + u(si) = niplus(si);

usgniplus = usqniplus + u(si)*2 * niplus(si);

end

for(sj=1:1:countj)

vnplusj = vnplusj + v(sj) * nplusj(sj);

!

vsanplusj = vsqnplusj + v(sj)"2 = nplusj(sj);

end

result(::)=0;

% &2

result(1)

sum(uvn(:));

result(2) = (uniplus * vnplusj) / ntotal;

% T8

result(3) = usqniplus;

result(4) = uniplus™2 / ntotal;
result(5) = vsqnplusj;
result(6) = vnplusj*2 / ntotal;

% correlation coefficient : r
result(7) = (result(1) - result(2)) / sart((result(3) - result(4)) * (result(5) -
result(6)));
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