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1 ET TS /il

1.1 —IntEig=

EMER W, FA12A i nEBernoullitk 36, I Ai ik T nE Bernoullitk 36+, 15H kIR IhIT)
Fid. EEATF oA, RiE KB —AE 893 A pbinom(), binom.test()%.

5l 1. AL —FZ% BRBEDTFTS5SUANZNE LR, ERME 1547 &,
IR, FliZRAMBERE EF?

BRE. BB T e AR EE N p, BR TG AR SAEIR . B HARIZAR IR B AL A
p<0.05 v.s. p>0.05

BAR I it & A RS AR, T o BABAX T, T ~ Bernoulli(15,0.05), 3TH Kt % 4 H,,

| binom.test(x = 3,n = 15,p = 0.05,alternative = "greater")
Exact binomial test

data: 3 and 15

6 number of successes = 3, number of trials = 15, p-value = 0.0362

7 alternative hypothesis: true probability of success is greater than 0.05
8 95 percent confidence interval:

9 0.05684687 1.00000000

10 sample estimates:

Il probability of success

12 0.2

p1E70.0362.

1.2 SR

PSR e RG0S (sign) B8 H O BEM R g v HEWT. EVF 21800, BEAT AR AT
S, AT U S A R, (R AT A6 B ] B

Hk Rk p A {EAL IO A = X2k
Hi: Qx> qo Py, (K <57) 0 > oI 58D
Hi:Qx<qo Py, (K > 57) 0. < @t 5H%
H :0,*qo 2min{PH(J (K <s57), Py, (KZs_)}

1.3 ETHSHRIENPANBERERXE
(X (kr1ys Xin-iy)» Fe bk 151

2P (binom (n, %) < k) > 0.95



2 T LA A A A 4
FAT B (95% B A5 X 7).

14 DMEREBIRHERTRRT IE

AT BB 50  FF R p (80 R A I (R B, LB 24 o ST IS %, p < 0,05
SRR 0% T0.05, S AR T5%. RIS — K 50 ZIRERH 1 T0.05.

1.5 Cox-Stuartf&# 4618

1. 5HH,, H,
2. e =310 = SIGHTHD.
3. st = ﬁ{Dl . Di =X; — Xitc > 0},5_ = ﬁ{Dl : Di =X;i — Xige < O}

4. RS ke,

o SRR, AN BRRGE S sTRUN, AR RKIE S
o sTEUR, AR RGBS sTRUN, AT RERES.

1.6 AR

(m - 1) (n - 1)
2
k-1)\k-1
P(R =2k) = ;
)
() () + (" G2
()

P(R=2k+1) =

o REUK: EAH

« REUN: A 5KM0A

2 ET@/LAomania

2.1 Brown-Mood i #6116



2 LR o A A 36

5
L SR
X | ¥ AN

> Mxy a b f=a+h

< Myxy | m—a n—->b (m+n)_(a+b)
2. Pa=n = )

(")

3. iF#Epfli: P(A < a)= phyper(a,m,n,a+bh).

o ABRCRI, My > My 545 AT RE;
o ABUINEE, BRI My < My SEAT FfE;
o HBAMEKZ S w1 bs)a, FIBE R Ak —Kk =.

2.2 Fisher{5 it is

K 1: young R.A. Fisher
1B E 121 BRAES R ] 5E I (U T 212 il 7k Lady Tasting Tea).
SFIC. Fisher?3 T fABA A2 19355 09 F AR R 388 #3K - — A% TAE F London M 1 Rothamsted# 7. P Fishert

AR E AR, BRI, WA R A e TR LR AT W5, A THREEAZINARE LA XART),

FisheriZ t £ — /X3, Fisherib 4 o 28T, AR TE B W5, A W5 )5 25, Wik 4o & H 44, b4k
g 2 XA

Y H ) S e N ‘
&3 * &t
43 3 1 4
¥ 1 1 4
&t 4 4 4




3 RETRRL 6

ny JRABAX A IRAAR JUAST 50 A0, £ AP P, A 7 WAR R g o 69 =A%, R BAX T 6990 &

GG _3m _16
P(3) = 0 =50 = 75 = 0229
4 !

FEBBORAFN B FH B4 X KR, W —F MR ELA: &FTT. mEA

4\ (4\ (8
P(4) = (4) (o) /(4) =1/70 = 0.014.

n, M#ME PAL X
0.014 1.000 8.0
0.229 0.986 2.0
0.514 0.757 0.0
0.229 0.243 2.0
0.014 0.014 8.0

E: P AR RN BB AT RARE.

)34 % 5 A R A TLAT 9 A

B~ W o = O

PR IS BA R A MR OL T, SRR I 2 A5 R MG ) L Aoy 23

G Cz) G G) gty i tny !

P(n;;) = :
( U) (Zl) (Z) n,_!n11!n12!n21!n22!

JEIE PEMICRTFIER/N)). 3T DR, 4585 Fong PTREBUAE Y, BHHE R0 T R G HX
F Fa v kRN, HFRE L pAT RF T0.050 B4 H,), A 5F65 5% — £ K A0 BEE TRz )
F0.05. AT A N A RART 69, B R RIRER R LA,

o PRI TR BEE AR T R R

I BRI SUPNEDE LN

o K —YEFIBR B8 R (R SZAE) T LA Fisher ks iffi ko 46
o % B fisher.testQ

3 ETREVEH

31 FR9E AR
EX (FR). %X, -, X, AHERRLiid), ZERHTE, 1T

n
Ri :ZI(X] SX1)$l: 19 » 1,
Jj=1

W ARR; H9 X; AR X, -+, X, P &9 £k,
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MR (FRBIA0). L & (r,e ) AL, n) 89— B (X AR 69 B L A nIA), N

P{(Ry, -, R,) = (ry, - ,rn)}=%

2. RIEIE R I, RPN B IRY A RGO, 45H0, — AT AR A

1
PRi=r)=—-, r=1,---,n, i=1,---,n
n

AR R 1
P(Ri:r’Rj:S)Zm, r+s, 1#+]
bR n+1 .
'l‘E}ﬁ (éﬁli_*EHSﬁ)o * ERI = 2 1= 1,- <. L.
2
-1
.Var(Ri):nlz ’izl,“‘,l’l.
n+1 . .
. cov(R,-,Rj) = —F,l *J.

e LTy R = "D En R AR,
i=1

n

ER, = Z rP(R; =7) =

i=1

n+1

B X X
n]ER,~=n(n+ ) n+ ¥

2. Var(R;) = E(R?) - (ER))*.

E(R?) = anﬂp(Ri =r)= é(n+ D(2n+1).
i=1

3 HY ko= "D
i=1

0= Var(zn: R) = Zn: Var(R;) + Z cov(R;,R;) =nVar(R;) + (n* = n)cov(R;, R;).

i#]

32 [ESHKW

3.2.1 Wilcoxon{F /4618

A AL BT Wilcoxon & 46 :
L. 3KR|X; - X|, HHES1
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2. W= ) Ri(1X; = XD{X: > XL W™ = > Ri(1X: = X){X; < X};

3. p=P(W <min(W*,W));

4. p = psignrank(min(W*,W~), n), wilcoxon.test(y-theta, alt = "")
W W = n(n2+ 1)

WHBEKIN, BB FR A BT Mo, WIS, S IR o B/ T My

WK, B B FR A0 SEZIN T Mo, W2 ZINI, 15 B R A0 2K T M
Walsh>F- 33 i A7 280 AL 88 it i Hodge-Lehmannfli i1

3.2.2  FRITEHEAI Wilcoxon T S F#E TS
o B0 R IR T AT LA ER A R SR N B
o RPAIRS 22 ] JE AT
- WAL

1. Di :Xi_Yi
2. H() : MD =0
3. WE W, w =min(WH,W")

4. p = psignrank(w,n)/wilcox.test(x,y,paired = T, alt="")

3.2.3 WMWK IE
R 56 P N FEA T AR R I TP AL B B — .

BEBmNX X, , Xy, 0 NY Yy, Yy N=m+n
« Wilcoxon Bk 1G5 118 Wy = Z Ri(X), Wy = Z Ri(Y)
i=1 i=1

* Mann-Whitney 4t it &: Wxy = #{(x;, ;) : x; < yi}

. KA
1 1
WY=ny+§Vl(7’l+]), WX=Wyx+§m(m+l).

o fI5: wilcox.test(x,y, alt="")
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JEH.
R,(Y) = ZI(X]- <Y)) +R; — NYTEH S HIRE
J=1

WY=ZRi(Y)=zn:zm:I(Xj <Yi)+lZ:Ri:WXY+n(n2+ 1)

i=1 j=1

N2z Y 1 P N AY
. élWXi-BC/J\HTJ_, WX = WYX + Em(m + 1)1-BC/J\, U\j‘jMX < My;

N 1 I
. %Wyi—?ﬁd\ﬂﬂ‘, Wy = Wxy + Efl(n + 1)3LF§C/J\, 'lJ\j‘jMX > My;

FEHH AT

Pk X 'y mjefhd &
1 Y Y Y X X X
2 Y X X Y Y X
3 XY X Y XY
4 X XY XYY
Wey | O 1 2 2 3 4
Wyex |4 3 2 2 1 0
Wy 3 4 5 5 6 7
Wy |7 6 5 5 4 3

I 1 2 T 1
15 & & & &

3.2.4 MWM%Z itk

R A AT T RR A1 52, 3 A1 TR] LE Wilcoxon-Mann-Whitney FF, BL4% 5 H Rk I Gt 11 W4 i

L B(R) =
. Var(R,) = (n+m— 11);n+m+ 1);
« cov(RiR)) = —%.
T
MR (MWMZEHHENN.  « B(Wy) = M,E(Wx) = w
C Var(Wy) = TEMED e Wy):

12

mn
° EWXY = 7
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325 FEHWMWHMKIBE P UKEREXE
DTS B P AL B2 i B X TR], FATH BN B2D 3R:
1. 38 |mn N Zx; - y;
2. #/7:Day. -+ D n)y
3. H1-2P(Wxy < Wa) 2 1-a.

4. 1 (D wy ). D, g))

3.3 RESHRWN
3.3.1 Siegel-Tukey /7 =415

o PUIRSLAEAR, A7 B 2 H0M [ G SE R B 2 B S (R e 1), T DOE 42 1) 7 A7 B 2 Kok

).

o JEARTEAR R
1. HPFEAIR A HET, FFH4 R 2 7 I 7 — AN fk>
2. FRIRFEAR, SRERFIWy, Wy, THE Wiy, Wyx
3. AW = min(Wxy, Wyx), 12 BEWMW 7 £ 15 2|45 18

m(m+1)

* H,:0x > oy: %WYX =Wx - BUNEE, NN X T ZERER;

n(n

D) e i, Y T B

'Haigx<0'yii4/|WXy=Wy— 2

3.3.2 Mood#&5s*

M = i (le - N; 1) (~ mVar(R(X))).

j=1
MR, YONX T Z K.

| mood.test(x, y, alternative = "")

3.4 Z/ NI FZAR(Rank Methods for the k-Sample Location Problem)
ZflOne-way anova. One-way anova [ 2k {4 #5714 f&
Xij =M + 9,’ + gijaj = 1, ...,ni&i = 1, ceey k,

AR A AR ST IR LR AR, ZH 1A) AN AL 3 R AR ST Y, 2H I8 2 R 2 AT .
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3.4.1 Kruskal-Wallis#&3&

Hy:0,=60,=---=0, © H, : HOE‘]i«%%ﬁqjg//l\ﬁ#/[\Z:ﬁij
/ﬁ'ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁk%&l, Xzi)':l‘,1u\2

2 - - -
H = m;ni(& —R)? = y*(k-1), min(ny,---,n) — .

N -k H
FR:(k_l)(N_l_H)—»F(k—l,N—k)

kruskal.test(a,b)

9 o
N o
312 31b .
§ 8 P 3~-.F,__ . § o . e R e -
m g' "’_,- ] "-.ma U.‘] g = > o & -
5 . - 5 Faa
e P e @ Fhy =
3 8§ fa e 59
E° e ET
s ) >
521 53
g% &3; \_\r’/
g \2 \2
' 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
P-Value P-Value
k=3, n1=4, n2=6, n2=6 k=5, n1=2, n2=2, n3=2, n4=3, n5=3

Fig. 12.4 (Exact P-Values — Approximate P-Values) versus Exact P -Values for Kruskal-Wallis
Statistic. F = F(k — 1, N —k), Fzy = F(d(k — 1), d(N —k)), and x> = xf__l

o AIMNEASEOLT R LLSRASH I plE: m/M;
o B o 0 A AR SE 2F

3.4.2 Jonckheere-Terpstrat&
AH 2T A 0 HL R 5 ANOVA: JTHE 56 /2 A Jonckheere(1954) i Terpstra(1952) 46 J5 #2 H Y, ‘&
EEK WA 56 5 5 1 D 2K

HO;91=92=...=9k<:>Ha:915925...39k,ﬂ§¢#4\$’%%%ﬁff§ M.

1. 54 H, H,

2. H‘%U,‘j,i <7, Uij = ZZI(XH < ij)

=1 m=1
3.0=>Uy

i<j

4. Rt IEZSVEIGIE.
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3.5 XA
[X 2H (blocking) & 7E 56 B 1H H Rk /N 5 2 B B B 7. LI 52 2 BEAL X 44 1% 1T (Randomized
Complete Block Design, RCBD) 1] LA i, A& 22 T 793 o A 28 4] TC o) o) 455 50
SE4 X ZH BT L PR R A2
Yii=u+pBi+a;+e;
Horbra AC PR RN, B XA BN, 72 BRIt 5 T, T2 X4, F2 2. fEHoE g, fEEE
wﬁjjéi’ﬂﬁﬁ ST I, WK = ANOVAKIFSE 1 &2 2
ﬁ Zj:l ”(Y-j -Y.)?
T St Dy (Y = Yo =¥ +7.)?
SR, FETE 5 78 T A B REAR A I8, i 97 A% & (1) JE IE A PEXT 28 R R AN R R (bh anmy BAE2R
XY, AT AR ), FATUE R T iE A XY 0 A Ui e

F= ~Fk -1,k =1)(n-1)

3.5.1 Friedmant&3G(Friedman’s Rank Test)

Git B

2 bk + 1 )
Z( +)) b}c(k+1)ZR — 3b(k + 1).

Q- x*(k-1)
o TEXZHHPHERE;
o X AL HELSRFRAN,

JEIE. B A2 R4 B B R AR R AL, AR K2, —A, BX AR R AL

3.5.2 Paget®if

X ZH BT ) B £ X, page. trend. test ).
VAS AR .
L= Z iR,
i=1

3.5.3 Cochrani&if

—FhCMHA L IR AL A,



4 MRMEEE

] X4 204V AT A,B,C DA A HIEH

N;

01100111111111110111
11000111110110110000
01111000010001101010
00001100100001011000

O aQw »

16
11

Ly

13212322331223332121

42

4 HEXMEE
4.1 SpearmantgXi&IE

o it ) )
,o= 2isi(Ri = R)(S;: = 85)
V(R = R S (S, - §)?
630 (R —S:)*
a2 -1)

=1
o Wk IESRM:Z=rVn—-1— N(0,1).

4.2 Kendall 7 HHEKEIE

M ANAZ B 75 P ] — B A, K6 PSR i 2 T 5 A AE A S

o C:HAE: (xj—x)(y;—yi) >0
o D :AWRE:(x; —x;)(y; —yi) <0
» Kendall#5¢ 2 %4:

2
i= e > (XX, YY) =
S umn-1) (Xi. X; )

I<i<j<n (;)

4.3 Goodman-Kruskal’s y§8 X5

AP AR AR 5, 5 RTHE A F R, X2 — A RS

_P-0 n.—nyg
T P+0Q  ne+ng

ne =X O T UL ng =i Y T AL

K n.—ny

(

13
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5 BUEBEEDH

Jr V8 510 JE 2 59 2 UL W0 540 e P A Bl B 2 JE MR CGE MR B A SR B A AR, B AR
i (categorical data) AN [F] T HELL AR B, & MEAR S OUIN R AR BT 8 B9800, B PR o U v
SRS TR R BOR, R R 2 d 7 R YE 20t L g E L 20t D Rk, R
0 = E T AR B AR ORI

5.1 7%IB£3=(Contingency Table)

XA E AR, BT AT DU TS S UL (5 H SR e 25 S IR A L
BT 7 IR,

BB A A R PEAR B I XANY o, TRoR BOSRBET TRy 2R . AT 1R AT RE
MBI EERTIE AT PR IT R B, REHATAREX AR, TIRRY A, RE1TAN
TefR T IR AT REH B 45 R

I BRI AR o I A RLAE R R ISR, 22 Xl o AN g 1R A2 & (R B R
R EFIBRR, 52 XX =A@ TR R NSRS = @ HIERER, RILSEHE. 18— 3KIATI511
R FNRRRIRAE T x JHNERR.

511 BAAWEE, BPREEER, SHEER

FIBRR MRS A PIA SR AL R S B, PR Bk MR st H A i A2 X ANY 702K,
s mij = P(X =0,Y = j) NVEAEERAT, 5 IR, i MR 1 XANY BRI & 70 A, il 2

i,J

o JUBRo AR AR BREMEERILAT /B R AT R B A S {m, ), SR A N )

s FEVFZBIBRR S, AR (LSRR Y) RN, J MR (TRREX) N
BEIAXTX BIREADAKT, TAT3HIEY BRI AT A R A 4 E X K
T Y BIZRRER A, BATIRE 5 AF 0 A

512 KEIZHEHREEMRERE
A X FRMEBIR I ESORA, X = OAMIYE, X = LYFHTE. YRR MEZR R IRRAS, Y = 0
B, Y = ABEM.
A,
BURE =PY=1|X=1), %7E =PY =2|X=2).

RPN 7 P i, A6 0 R By
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513 Jhat

WA X WK, Y B [ A, A BATPRPIAN AL B e AL ). 4
ANAZEMALES, X TAEE S j AT RIS .

PN R AR N AR, AT BT & o A kiR eI SR, T IS E X
Y HIZRAE A, BELE Y I X IS AR ISR 2 [ [ 50 R ety ilhiid,  Seitgiar
HEREBERE T e B A GHERFIREN,

mi=aany, MTi=1-  IUKj=1,--,J.
HI X NS i 4TI Y NG j SRR SR T X VENSE i TR Y VENEE j SIS (3R,

514 2 x25|BEFRPENELGIRELER

HATPAN S Ja Ve B AR B ARAE —/p R & filn, H “2” M /|7 Rilgy “REAER”
ZRMEARRAR A TR E. S OS PANLI —ARR Y AT B BR RS S E 2 x 2 Bk
xrp, R T RPN A SRR RN AR R Y FI7KT o ARFRRA X AN — 0 2SR AT L AR
ih)ia-e

IR, PP Ay BAT/INERE R, A VLA AR P AL A AT A,

« [t Z (Difference of Proportions).

SE:\/ﬁ1—<1—ﬁ1)+ﬁz—(1—ﬁz)

np ny
(71— 2) £ 24/2(SE)

5 2 (Aspirinfl G HERR). 51 8 % & 5 1% B )T 4 B A 50 iR AL 28 3F T 3] IE Ak Fer s ILAE 5E(10 I
Hh)Z T8 X R AR,

| library(tidyverse)

2> asp <- tibble(Group = c("Placebo", "Placebo", "Aspirin", "Aspirin"),
‘Myocardial Infarction‘ = c(" Yes", "No", " Yes", "No"),

4 Count = c(189, 10845, 104, 10933))

5 print (addmargins (xtabs (Count ~ Group + ‘Myocardial Infarction‘, asp)))
6 pl <- 189 / 11034

7 p2 <- 104 / 11037

8§ nl <- 11034

9 n2 <- 11037

10 se.pd <- sqrt(pl*(l1-pl)/nl + p2*(1-p2)/n2)

12 dif <- pl-p2
13 c(dif - 1.96 * se.pd, dif + 1.96 * se.pd)

WS ILAE S
a & & it
LSl 189 10845 11034
Fraj 4k 104 10933 11037
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KA R AIT SR L — AR, RAZEFEG ny = 11034 AFH ISOAEAF TIAZF K
& SR (MI), eI R py = 189711034 = 0.0171. JR AT 8] IE 4K 49 ny = 11037 AP A 104 A
RAESIALL, HBIA p, =0.0094. F AL £ 40.0171-0.0094=0.0077. i) £ 647 A% 49
fEiHEA

= 0.0015.

oF - \/ (0.0171)(0.9829) . (0.0094)(0.9906)
B 11034 11037

> prop.test(asp$Count[c(1, 3)], asp$Count[c(2, 4)], correct = FALSE)

2-sample test for equality of proportions without continuity

correction

s data: asp$Count[c(l, 3)] out of asp$Count[c(2, 4)]

7 X-squared = 25.697, df = 1, p-value = 3.995e-07

alternative hypothesis: two.sided
95 percent confidence interval:
0.004852875 0.010976927

sample estimates:

prop 1 prop 2

3 0.017427386 0.009512485

Petp) £ BAE 1y — 1y 89 95% EAZ XA A 0.0077 +1.96(0.0015), BP 0.008 +0.003. A 7 ¢k X a] 2
AT ERH, KMNEF2 1 —n > 089258, By > my. AT TXIEAMK, IR AT 8] IE Ak
BT R A MI R TE.

AHXT XU (Ratio of Proportions/Relative Risk)

A R =

Ty
{5 3 (AspirinFl.CofE i (cont’d)). B-A A KL py Fo p, B9 ANBEGHE KAast e A py/p). 3T
T AT @ 69 43, A ARARKT ISR py/p, =0.0171/0.0094 = 1.82. SR F 40 K £ MI ¢ et &3
82%, ¥ AL £ 0.008 1£4F A6 £ F- 47 Bh ik R Rl A2 2 AR 3 R e 2p & B P 4069 £ 71
N ESRA FEETRZEN . RN AR, G ) £ B AT R
2k AA

nll <- 189

2 n21 <- 104
3 se.rr <- sqrt((l-nll/nl1)/nl1l1 + (1-n21/n2)/n21)

&~

rr <- pl/p2
> riskscoreci (189, 11034, 104, 11037, conf.level = 0.95)

7 data:

95 percent confidence interval:
1.433904 2.304713

2 > round(c(rr * exp(-1.96 * se.rr), rr * exp(1.96 * se.rr)), digits = 3)
3 [1] 1.433 2.306

25 ey AR AT MG AAB A9 95% BAZ X A1 A (1.43,2.30). AVA 95% twietetats, AFZE, IR
B o B e m A R A MI &bt 2R BT &) I Ak 89 m A R £ MI 49 bip) 89 1.43 3] 2.30 4&. X
RN ERAE MI RS E Y 25 43%.
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o JEFL(Odds Ratio). T INHIMER 7, SIS (odds)E SN
odds = /(1 —m).

AR — N HEFRSE, HERT | IRI R R, 28350 odds =4.0 I, BRIN AT
REE e RN 4 £, EDIHINESR 2 0.8 I, SRIGAIMESR Dy 0.2, WIS L # oy 0.8/0.2=4. T
RFRATHUHE I 1 RIS 4 ). 4 odds =1/4, RIC AT BE 142 I 4 £, FRA
ToUAE I 4 DRSS 1 IR
SR, T AR 2 D A R B

7 =odds/(odds + 1).

fE2x 2R, B LTI N odds) = 711/ (1-m1), 5 24T RITHIHEH Nodds, = 715/ (1-12).

PIAT RICHS 1 LE AR,
oddsl _ 7T]/(1 —7T1)

Odd82 a 7T2/(1 - 71'2)’
PRAEDLSLE. HXT RS2 P HER I L AE, T4 OR RPANIL S (K LEAA.

- HHE IR AR SR, MOV UM, SIS LA T 1R Wi, 02 8 T AR SC I
HOR> 1N EE 14T H “ReT” MIPLEALEEE 247 KA1 A1 MOR=4W 5 14T “ BT ” R
FEER2AT R LB BIAE A T BIRE B A 24T BASe B A S D Rl >
7. MOR< U 25 147056 b 28 24T (AR50 AN R &) 12D, Bl < o

— ML R B 1, AR IR TRk R AR D

- ATHIE B S, PEE LA

OR =

7T11/7T12 11722
OR = = .
7T21/7T22 127121

- BEAMES RS
— pi/(L=p1) _nu/nn _nunyp

Ok = p2/(1 = ps) - N1 /Ny - NNy
FEA KON SIS Ee (log (O R)) A SE AT (¥ 1 TE 25k, TR Mgt B 135 X ) R ) 1, by
1 1 1 1

SE=/]—+—+ —+ —.
ny N Nz N

1080 + 24)2(SE).
15 4 (Aspirin5 0o I (cont'd)). 4B 489 AR B9 ML AE T+ R ny /npy = 0.0174, & 2 REH|
W, H 100N RA SAG RN, 317440 K A SAL B R A
Aspirin# 69 S P H 69453 20 ny /nyy = 0.0095, R TR LA F, HI100AN XA SH A HA, 5T
K095/ K A S 6 Fm A
B FHLOR = 0.0174/0.0095 = 1.832. BP 52 & il 48,15 4% 84 £k e & Ak 38 485 42 4k 4 49 1.83 4%

I I I
189 710,933 T 104 T 10,845

SE = =0.123

(exp(0.365), exp(0.846)) = (e°3%, £0340) = (1.44,2.33).
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| > orscoreci(189, 11034, 104, 11037, conf.level = 0.95)

3 data:

4

5 95 percent confidence interval:
6 1.440802 2.329551

SEIC (FEWIGHE AT 5T (Case-Control Studies)). $5 £ K8, R T X2 B2, R T EHAAN
AR R L F R, XA —F B R X 89 3% 1, AR A Case-control study. & 7B T —FF 45 45 b 69 ALk

X35 (randomized controlled trial, RCT).

5.2 =FEZH%E£FR S5Simpson’s Paradox

® 2.0 TR R | GRS & 2R

ZEE B SEH I FE T
i ___f‘l'.’ir’);; I Hﬁﬁ_ . - E® 44
ZPN HA 53 414 - 113
A 11 37 22.9
BA HA 0 16 0.0
) Ly, { 139 2.8
At B A 53 430 11.0
BA 15 176 7.9
,4HE& M. L. Radelet and G. L. Pierce. Florida Law Rev., 43: 1-34, 1991. Florida Lau Review 3k
SRERT '

R 2.10 5K 2x 2x 2 BUBRER—— PIAT, W5, DLEE—— R A TR 5 A g
SETH A R B 7E.674 NSNS 1976 4228 1987 4R il 2 BLIA MBS IHR N R4S, &
Y RAEHAREE R, EREME (B, &), X = SR, Z = FEME, ENER (A
No BN, BATREBE TR M 750 SETR I e 2 RAT R, AT 5235 3 Mg A AR ] AL &
R 210 WF 1 RF LA FMGACT T4 E R SERA RS R P 5K 2x2 #I33K.

5.3 2 x2x kHEAFRAICMHIELE

Cochran-Mantel-Haenszel #5642 2 x 2 x K BRI —Ff XY S VERG B0 T 72 2 A B0 R
SE R o R AT BN KB, T2, FRARRERS—F, R E LATE 1 FIMEIT
e 7KK R E BIn R, R R AR T (B0, REIKE A R AT 8 I,
PRE 25 T 3R k AR 1TATER L SIBI S TCTHE ny IRAGEB LI 0 AT . RS Gk &R 1 5k
FREUTELISH T

Mk = E(nyix) = nigiae /R,

Var(ny) = n1+kn2+kn+1kn+2k/ni+k (i — 1).



5

e 1 HE o3 A

22.9%
(n=48)

N

11.3%
5 2.8%
(n=467) (=143)
= BABE
0% N
(n=16) A
/ /
HAZHE BAZEHR

Bl 2.3 Hd 032 F RIS 43 o BE R 0 e L o

0.25F

HO0.15F
1 o.10fF

0.05

06

Pl 2.4 FETIFI 20032 5 R AOREBL T, AN IR0l 9 45 e SE TR 66 L 1)

19



5 EYEEIE T 20

(DL e A
[Xx(miik — ﬂllk)]z
2 Var(ny)

IR, A A BSATF G RARAR R, R 3R CMHAR R,

CMH =

54 FPEZkMER

NKTIG X, Y RS AT L B g W FTE 6, j, B pij = pip.j» FEIEBRIRSLIN, 150
n;-n.;
e,-j = T

b AP O FT 15

lneij =lInn;. +lnn4j —Inn.

WA 43 I%T 4, 7 A (i, j) SRR 15

r r
Zlneij = Zlnni+rlnn.j —rlnn,
i=1 i=1
S S
Zlneij =slnn; +Zlnn.j —slnn,
J=1 J=1
,

N r N
ZZlneij = lenni+rZInn.j —rslnn.
i=1 J=1

i=1 j=1

AT LUfRAS
1 S 1 r 1 r S
lne,~j=;Zlneij+;Zlneij—E lneij
j=I1 i=1 i=1 j=1
i TT Z o IR B AT LU K (4.4.5) 205 M
Ine;; :/1+/l,¥+/l§, i=1,---,r,j=1,---,5
TR LU T 2 50 A (R & BR A B0 S ST A,
it K E 2R A T 2 AR 55
(X,Y,2) Ineg=p+A5+47 + A7 X,Y,Z fHE AL
(X,YZ) e =p+ A5+ 27 + 27 + %7 X 5 (v,Z) ML
(Y,XZ) Ineg=pu+A5+ A7 + A7 + 4 Y 5 (X,Z) Mhar
(Z,XY) e =p+ A5+ A7 + 7 + A5 Z 5 (X,Y) Jhar

(XY, XZ) Ineju=p+A5+20+27 + 2+ 2} HEXWY 5 Z ML
(XY,YZ) Ineju=p+A7 + 20 +27 + 5y + 207 @Y X 5 Z Mo
(XZ,YZ) Inejp=p+a5 + A5 + A7+ A5 Z+ A7 45E Z I X 5y Mor

5.5 BCXI#ERE

—EERREEANMES 5 — DRI — DR — A BARRIECN . U — R ARSI
5 53— R AR B A WL P 36 BT LUK P AN A £ i S 9 B (matched  pair) B T DRAC 5C R (47
15, WA Gt SRR R b AT 2 B A E S AR A T E s ANE ] T
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5.5.1 McNemart&if

McNemarks 46 25 8 152 30 G 5 VE 0 el /L, 45 E 7o 24 R RO S AR R, X BLgs — NSRBI
7.

5 5 (A SRR BRI D). 311444 AN R 3K07) %, FEAN A9 8 A 9] AL

R Mg Ak A& & K )
2 & & Fa
b 227 132 359
& 107 678 785
s 334 810 1144

L ARANFE AL E A A R R BEE AR, AR R AR Y.

Hy:my=my

T
Ty =y = (m + 712) = (1 + 7)) = 12 = Mg,
—/NEN AL IR
Hy : myp = 1y
Wik IEASGHE A
_ (n12 = nap)
N

5.5.2 McNemart& 3G FICHMAE LS RY % &

FATE L 51E Cochran-Mantel-Haenszel(CMH) £ /7 4t & (4.9) #5536 1 = 1] 3 o i) 54l 7
P ARG ENHE] 2 x 2 x n FREAMER, ZEAREMERBER 1B EL ) i B 25 51
S, e b, b ) CMH Gt & RE0E A LS T McNemar £ 5040 iH &, 2 i,
McNemar 562 CMH 568 FH 21 n ANECX ) 200 N RR R TG O, ot n NECXS H n AN 2R 3R
LR,

5.5.3 ST REHI—E 4 (Rater Agreement )

Ly = P(X =i,Y = j) MG X AR R4 8126 0 S5 Y Aelsh 12 i
ST — AR A A 23 BRI AT, DB D 322 1 P 20— S0 7 T 2 o
EXRML (i = j} FoR TGS T PTG S AR 2 B2 ¢ A A
D BB ENER.Y Y m= LI, A BURE.

AL, FZAEMEERAET IO, AR E—HRS B X — P8R F — B AR AR
MAF—BHAE X Tk —HBERHEXKAR . 3209 — 8T LR XIK, (25%69 XIKT AL
AABY—HHET AL EARR X ARG PR —BOELE R Y s —ANK-F, IRA—FHEH
PR IAB N, KRB RIRER.
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Ho : WIVEZRHT 3PS ves. Hy o PIWERFT 70—

(LSRN o
K= Pa — Pe
1-p.’
1 1

HH, p, = Znii/n,pe = Z”i+n+i/n2’n = Z”i;-

i=1 i=1 ij

1 > Pathology <- read.table("http://users.stat.ufl.edu/~aa/cat/data/Pathologists.dat",

2+ header = TRUE, stringsAsFactors = TRUE)
3 > dat <- matrix(Pathology$count, ncol = 4, byrow = TRUE)

1 > dat

5 [,11 [,2] [,31 [,4]

6 [1,] 22 2 2 0

7 [2,] 5 7 14 0

s [3,] 0 2 36 0

9 [4,] 0 1 17 10

10 > cohen.kappa(dat)
11 Call: cohen.kappal(x = x, w = w, n.obs = n.obs, alpha = alpha, levels = levels)

13 Cohen Kappa and Weighted Kappa correlation coefficients and confidence boundaries

14 lower estimate upper
15 unweighted kappa 0.38 0.49 0.60
16 weighted kappa 0.71 0.78 0.86

18 Number of subjects = 118

SRR s LN e — O S5 ST TS O B A — SO R £ 222 B KT RE R 22 k.

6 CDF, ECDF54% #4116

KT B0 A BN SR, X L5 (BB R AR 73 A1 R 2

R ber of X; < noI(X; < 1 <
£ (xo) = number o Xo 2 I(Xi < x) =;Zl(xisx0)

total number of observations n —

X LG B 2R 56 B A R B T

51 6. 1B %M FIEA1,1.2,1.5,2,2.5, W EXECDF @ i} B 2. KAL:

| # Your data
> data <- c(1, 1.2, 1.5, 2, 2.5)
3 plot(ecdf(data), main = "ECDF")

51 7. 3 FREAA R ESHE AR, AT AE ZI 5
FAE 2 7 EDFWIEE R, N0 55 EDF, #4114

1, ifX; <x
Y, = '
O, ile->x
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Fri{x)

Fn(x)

ECDF
o ] P ——
[eo]
(<3 e
©
(<3 O
o
(<3 e
™~
o | b
o
= :
1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
X

ecdf(rnorm(n = 20, mean =0, sd = 1))

ecdf(rnorm(n = 10, mean = 0, sd = 1))

ecdf(rnorm(n = 50, mean =0, sd = 1)) ecdf(rnorm(n = 100, mean =0, sd = 1))
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MY 7&—/BernoullifHL28 &. S pifi &
p=PYi=1) = P(X; <x) = F(x).
IRl X 45 78 ix, FEALAS &Y i 2
Y; ~ Ber(F(x)).

XKH:
E(/(X; < x)) =E(Y;) = F(x)

Var(I(X; < x)) =Var(Y;) = F(x)(1 - F(x))
B FRRNTHRE, (0 = - 31X <x) = 1 3 o A
i=1

i=1

E (F,,(x ) E(I(X, <x)) = F(x)

Var (i) = T Var) _ PO F()

FRPELLNAICLT, [& %€ x, EDFA2 7347 BR AU T Am At vF, A& s, st IR A5
bias (F‘,,(x)) -E (F‘,,(x)) —F(x)=0.
F.(x) 5 F(x) = |F,(x) - F(x)] S 0.

Vi (Fax) = F()) 5 N(O, Fo (1 = F(x),

HL LA RS

ZEIE (Glivenko-Cantelli).

F,(x)-F(x)] —0 a.s.

”FZ _'ITHW = sup
xeR

6.1 E 7K Kolmogorov-Smirnovi&is

HAVEER X, -, X R BRI — CR A Fy. X2 —Fre &R R

A HKSH B
Tks = Vnsup |F, (x) — Fo(x)].

Fid. A SAMA#EN X LH L

5 8. A MR A9 #AEAS0/N(10,25), %8¢ 5N(1,25) 0 =5 AR,
L Z 5B R KA, AAFAE S AE, e B2 R Sd a2 % Kt

> ks.test(samplel, "pnorm", 1, 5)

Exact one-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov test

5 data: samplel

» D = 0.5856, p-value = 8.882e-16

7 alternative hypothesis: two-sided

24
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samplel <- rnorm(50, 10, 5)

sample2 <- rnorm(5000, 1, 5)

group <- c(rep("samplel", length(samplel)), rep("sample2", length(sample2)))

dat <- data.frame(KSD = c(samplel,sample2), group = group)

# create ECDF of data

cdfl <- ecdf(samplel)

cdf2 <- ecdf(sample2)

# find min and max statistics to draw line between points of greatest distance

minMax <- seq(min(samplel, sample2), max(samplel, sample2), length.out=length(samplel))
x0 <- minMax[which( abs(cdfl(minMax) - cdf2(minMax)) == max(abs(cdfl(minMax) - cdf2(minMax))) )]

y0 <- cdfl1(x0)
yl <- cdf2(x0)
> yl- y0

23 [1] 0.5824

K-S Test: Sample / Norm(1,25)

- sample1 — sample2

1.00 A
0.75
L
S 0.501
w
0.25
0.00
20 -10 0 10
Sample

2: KSHAFEA M iS5
iE % H.

I, A H e 8%t & e Cramer-von Mises:

Tew =n [ (£t~ Foto) do(o).

Anderson-Darling’s test :

() - Ao
Tan = ”/ Fo(0) (1= Folx))

6.2 it Kolmogorov-Smirnovi& s

[ nm ~ —~
Txs = sup |Fx (1) — Fy(?)].
n+m

de(X).

20

25
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K-S Test: Sample 1 / Sample 2

— sample1l — sample2
1.00
0.75 1
L
S 0501
|
0.25 A
0.00
-10 0 10
Sample

3: KSHIFEAR I AR 16 56

519, EAx8G, AN (5,5) 4N (1,5)F &F50/N K& FH—TFHRA>T.

I > ks.test(samplel, sample2)

Exact two-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov test
4
5 data: samplel and sample?2
6 D = 0.58, p-value = 4.048e-08
7 alternative hypothesis: two-sided
8
9 > yl-y0
10 [1] 0.54 0.54 0.54

B4 H,.

6.3 HWEMER
o TYEBIEEE b ST RO SR MRS B0 B 34k IR T
o I AT+ A I -> FL A0 AR G

20
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