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DMET L TWhH, TD2X2TERINTWS OR ZEKTTICIERL, O ORDPEF L WAL Z#HD
LOIWEFRT o TNFE THROIEE LD 275, TEWEN T3 TRV, ORIZZFDHEDIEE % ICIZ,
HOFy AWEFMUL AT EITH) LD TEDL, ILRENZF Yy A1 LR b01E, 1T F]) HH
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95 [3,4] REDRENH L, L2L. T1H
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2. XIEBEDFARI

VaZERKEOnRITRZ PVEREL, €0
FERERIEL DS (X, Xy o X} X ETH, X UZ
. n KFRREE Sn BNIR A FOBEME L TERT
5o ML, E#ftoeSnlli LT, X L&
Xil=>x, O PF[ERI S NS,

ZOSn DX EANOERIX. BRIZEEAR
K[X] hICFFEEN L, €D Sn DIFHTOALE
XBRIE, NHROEESTH D, Sn DITIEHEE
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GlZEERL. #5851 Th L HEEROM%E Ap,
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RED -1 £ B HRIEX O Z An &1L,

A= Ap — An
o K OEHN 2 oA, M3 TH
D, PAZEX=S+ApS=S +AnS &% %,

DTFKOER+2 L4 5,

KIZ, n X nATH M=(xi) E 2 5. BIRZ
FAZ B A B I

m(o)=II"i=1 Xiow
E, if7o(i) FIRATOETH ). ZATEH 25
— P OORINL T b TOEIRIT % Sn
EXINNYAEQBYAYIN

perm(M) = 2 0 €Sn m(o)
. M @ permanent & ’-iXh, 77 7HETH
HThb, 7o, BROFZZ DT A

det(M) = X 0 €8Sn sign(o)m(o)
i, M 17515 (determinant) Td %o

EFE 1 detp. detn
detp(M) = X 0 €An m(o),
detn(M) = £ 6 €Sn\An m(o),
LIERT Do

81 detp, detn I ND An ALK TH 5,
det(M) = detp(M) — detn(M),
perm(M)= detp(M) + detn(M),
L b,
M’ % B o IZHEV M DT & AR 2 7247
Flesiud FITHFE) REAPTZT 5,
detp(M°)=detn(M), detn(M°)=detp(M).

3. BRIt OR LHELUAES

KK EDOnxnfry &% M, K) &35,
DT, BEREMETVIET D, arEOFEHIZES
TdH5HDTHET,

£ 2 OR
Dom={M € M(n,K); detp(M)+# 0,detn(M) +# 0}
LiEL
OR: Dom — K\ {0} &
OR(M) = detp(M)/detn(M)
XD IEFT Do

W2 OR IZKOME %7 ¢ .
1. OR(cM)=OR(M), 0#c =K.
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M' % M OEZEFTH & 9IS

ORMT) = OR(M).

3. M E.MOD2ODFT, HDHWIE22Oo00 %
AN Z 724751 & 11 OR(M)=1/0R(M).

4. OR'(1) = DomN{M: det(M)=0}.
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LEFT Do ORDEFR L ) RXD AT %,
QM)= det(M)/perm(M).
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det(M)
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£FS5 logOR
logOR: Dom — R # R TED 5,
logOR(M) = log(OR(M))

W3 BEQ, d,logORDOWVFNI% T ET 5,
oL ETIRROWE %727,
1. T(cM)= T(M), 0#c =R~
2. M' % M OfsE TH & 3L
T(MT) =TM).
3. M E, MD22O0FT, HANIE2O0DF %
AN Z 72475 & 37U
T(M)= —TM).
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T(M°)=sign(o )T(M), o €Sn.
4. T1(0)=Dom N {M: det(M)=0}.
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RCTHLEBOFEETH DL Z LD E L,

T AR oM E Wz s 9, IR TH S
OTH—fEIZOM )= DM) & 7% 5,

Agresti ® ORG (I 4 %72 &9, i 2.3
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ETH Do UTATHNIIEREE LT 5,
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L. AEZLERNEREEZRET 2FHE LT,
Mantel-Haenszel & % & Z @ estimate. replicated
G-test. XA ¥ AT TOZFEETIVHH ST
bo MEEDHA, RELHET L p OBMEIL .05
WIS, ST OEER LR C L. F5EIC
Lo TEDLOWHEYTHA o

Mantel-Haenszel estimate (£, 17412 & - Tk
TOHEORKE SR o> Th, AL T
MEPIET 55 BLTHY . HIKRITTD OR 12
EHEAIZILRTEECTH 5o = 2 T sum(M) 134751

T v AHOBRTE~DIEE L FDME 105

M D5 O % EBERT 5.

7% 6 Mantel-Haenszel type estimate.
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Cochran-Mantel-Haenszel 25 (LLF CMH) O
FIITROMBY TH 5B, FERILL DL OEHRE H
N9 5HH, ST TRIERL L7z, KB vib i, fhik
DIEY I 2L —2 3 2K B0 (se) HEEMT

x£ 1 replG, CMH D#E8R

G df p VG OR 1logOR vib
1 5306 4 257 194 719 -329 0.980
2 2220 4 695 .130 1.056 1.055 1.078
3 2020 4 732 125 1.052  1.050 1.080
total 9.546 12 .656 927 -076

pooled 6.661 4 .155 .131 947  -055 1.019
heterog 2.885 8 .941

Cochran-Mantel-Haenszel test
M”22 =6.528, df=4, p-value=0.163
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7 —— 16.08[ 515, 50.18]
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9 — 10.32[ 303, 3521]
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4 ee D¥E 10 BDX Y0

T v AHOBRTE~DIEE L FDME 107
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—fl& LT, Agresti (2013) p.395, Table10.5 ®
4X64TH %MD T 5. Z D% ABCDEF O#fi
THA4HDOOER 723 DD 4x447H]D OR &
AT GHN L DA S 0 TH 5D,

mhsearry
ABCD ~—I—- 1.001[0.994,1.007]
BCDE —_—— 1.001[0.993,1.009]
CDEF —_——— 1.001[0.990,1013]
RE Model ——t— 1.001[0.996,1.005]
r 1
0.980 1.000 1.020

Odds Ratio (log scale)

X5 Cross-Classification of Mental Health
Status and Socioeconomic Status.[1]
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A.1. detp, detn DFIH
Xy — 3 Rmpfr 12 & » TERBEREFIHE 1T
B % mpfr (k, 100) 1. k % 100bit, 27100 =
10730.1 TD ) &) FIRTH D . HEHT 30
HisHER S NS, BT pn il &0,
pn[1]=detp, pn[2]=detn %52\ J i - 7214 T
as.numeric(pn[1]/pn[2])

LT, BEOBICERT S,
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library (Rmpfr) # SRR TIITL THB L
rcsvm.det <- function(x) # x: matrix
{
n <- nrow(x)
pn <- c(mpfr(0,100),mpfr(0,100))
if (n==2) {
pn[1] <- mpfr(x[1,1],100)*mpfr(x[2,2],100)
pn[2] <- mpfr(x[1,2],100)*mpfr(x[2,1],100)
return(pn)
} else {
indx <- rep(c(1,2),n)
for (cnt in 1:m){
pn[1] <- pn[1] + mpfr(x[1,cnt],100)*
Recall(x[-1, -cnt])[indx[cnt]]
pn[2] <- pn[2] + mpfr(x[1,cnt],100)*
Recall(x[-1, -cnt])[indx[cnt+1]]
H
return(pn)
}
}

Z ZCRecall iR IZBITLHIFEHIFOHLTH
D, THIZE o T, &OMBHRELEELTH,
D=1 ¥ 7 EERT LLENE, EitoBEE
ATH RO /IMTHIEZ Db D% FFMNZ 3 — 71
YTLbDOTHY ., n2MEIT 5 &M A D
bo WHEOHMTEITT LA, Litoa—F»5
mpfr(,100) OCFZHIFE T X v,

A.2. Untable {ZDWT

Untable (&, 7 0 A LG EPLTD T — %
EILT o BIZIXTEDITH mat l2k LT
DescTools::Untable (mat) & $HUTHED LB 2
T D data.frame 23R Z L5

> mat
A B
al3 > Untable(mat)
Varl Var2
b24 1 a A
2 b A
3 b A
4 a B
> table (Untable(mat)) 5 a B
6 a B
Var2 : b B
Varl AB 8 b B
als o v B
b24
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A.3. Agresti ® Genelarized Odds Ratio. ORa Table8.9
THIM (£ 47 c 7)) 12RFL Highschool —— 1.01[0.55,1589]
Colledge —_————— 136[039,4.73]
ORG = P/Q RE Model —— 1.08[0.62,187]
[ e e

P = Yi<jYs<t mis mjt, # concordant pairs
Q = Yi<jY s>t mis mjt. # discordant pairs

Table$.21
R, N . Control — - 1.70[1.01,287]
kﬂiﬁéﬂz}o P,QCi\/‘TﬂQI:) rCZ CCZ 1@@%” Treatment —_— 1.89[1.07,335]
5% b RE Model : 1.79[1.22,262]
x <- DescTools::ConDisPairs (M) & &1L ’ —
ORc=x$C/x$D T %, 1.00 2.00 4.00
Table11.19
Vit==3 T
A.4. Forest [XFH] fipeg —8——  094[055,162]
% Bl & L T. Agresti[1] ® Table 8.9, 8.21, NewOrleans e 0.60[0.29,1.24]
11.19, 123 OFTHIEE, $7213.10 % 3D IR 7 RE Model D 0.80[0.52,124)
B, & 512 Agresti[3] D p.61 D% X A 1232 Lrrd v
. 025 050 100 200
RY %o
Table12.3
Active ———  128[08%8,187]
Placebo —t———  087[038,197]
RE Model —— 1.19[0.85,168]
T T
035 071 141
Table13.10 Educztion Health
Enviromment 1 —a— 217[1.08,435]
Environment 2  S— 1.04[0.43,249]
Environment 3 —a&—  251[132,480]
RE Model ——— 193[1.22,3.04]
e e e
035 100 283
Table13.10.Education. Environment
Health 1 -— 129[092,1.82]
Health 2 e 0.89[0.49,1.63]
Health 3 ———e———  182[0.82,4.06]
RE Model A 1.24[094,1.64]
L L] L L 1
035 071 141 283 566
Tablz13.10.Health Environment
Education 1 —— 1.71[1.23,237]
Education 2 —— 1.12[062,202]
Education 3 — 252[091,698])
RE Model —_ 1.60[1.20,2.14]
S e e
050 141 400
GORS61
Women —B—  720[641,808]
Men e — 564[479,663]
RE Model ——  641[505,815]

I T T 1
4.00 5.66 8.00 1131

A Agresti DE£ - BXICDDEH



