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¥, SEHMRCB T 3 RICHELICET 2 AEEMROFHEE L LT, $HuY Y M ORK
0Yy F i ERIGOMEFREOEERHE » b L CEE S N5 EEEEEICEE Y 2 BRSTICE
EL,%@%K%K%iﬁ%%ﬁ?%.ﬁm,:@%E%ﬁ%%wk%?WEéfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
FBINDEEITONT, T A M) v 7 RSHEOWRELTT 4 V7 V-FESHEHZ, £
DRHD b & TOMIEIDVTEET 2, £, T4V 27 V-SEAIMOVFHY-SEIEEICD
AEHLT IR ERBERMMTEITY Akt LT, —BtHEE AR X 2R ORELITD.

X5z, TS 2EY ONNTEEE AL THEED T — 7 O 21TV, SirkoBEAATREN &
EHICOWTHERIT.

F—7— N AEALE), SEME, vV AT 4 v 7B EFEE, GEE.

1. FL&HIC

AR T 13 S EEEEUR 5T 38 V> CREBZEH) (over-dispersion) 2 F ¥ Rid % & R WHH O
ZEMBOTHIZOWTHZ 5,

BEREROD L > REBRTELNS F— 5 O T, ZHESHPSESME MR
2T L, TRODHHICHEDVTHESNIEEET VI L > THATE 5 RIGDEE &
DbHF— Y DORTEHDHBREL B EBDD, TDEI BT —F OKBD & elE%
& (over-dispersion) & %\ ZERE L & 29 2R L B IHZS) (extra-binomial varia-
tion) ®WEIELEH) (extra-multinomial variation) & ATV, EHFBHEABR T, FEF
(litter mates) [EOMHBACRHAREMEIC L 2BRRORIGOEEZ Lz & 5 FEFHR (itter
effect) 252 DEBEEENICERL T2 EEFZoNTRD,

&4 T3, Chen et al. (1991) 2 & - TGS hi-arptaEgT -5 (F1) 28l
CTEIRBSIDE D RBBREHEELY T TV AINT—F BT 2/ O THERZIT
5. COREBTI, FTHEOEREY (Y A) 2REIE, TORBEOTYAIHLT
hydroxyurea (4 ¥ VER#, MIMMFEEEE) ORE5%1T5. RFEE—EOERAMEAOR,
BEE AR U, AN ORIEOIREE, HEROEM 7 £ 278~ hydroxyurea DHEFHM %
HELES ET2HDTHL, BREREICHOVLTE, &, B, BHEDIKEDL IV EFREL
W5,

IOF -y EREBET L oERY, OBROERRES, IDFEBERIL TV 308FHBRED b

* TR MIEEBERY R 7 A LFEE D T 870-1192 K4 EEFIE 700,
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#& 1. Chen’s hydroxyurea (4 % ¥fR#) data (Chen et al. (1991)),
() EXEFEE, 1) FF, D FEr--H%iIY,
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High dose

M 1 0o a4 1 2 7 51 0
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O, (DAL H 2 WIZEROERIZH 2 b OOBH CRICRED b D, 1HELE DT
B3, Lo TEERCIZZDOREBTIZI AT T DODRIEESh, Fhsi2l+ 2 HEY
RERBETHLERVEE NS,

COXSBRBFICr b 2 BB CEEOSEAMREHOCEINEITI £, F—F 0B
HHBAHEANE L, BREB2ERICON T — 5 OMFBLETH S,

PEROEFHUERRTRHELLBRTOFBRCEEL 247 TVORIGELTE S
Z, ZHMED BV IIEEER RIS T EHAMEEEE LA E WSS A L Y b2
T EITI TR, RSOV L4 ES LR EER S k 5 HERIEAHT A
CHWHRTETW2 (Haseman and Kupper (1979), Williams (1982), Morgan (1992)). 7L
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M, TOESRFEHETTIHESMCB Y 2 BAEEH 2 ZERIC NI BAEICR 5 b DD,
A OERE R HAEF I 381 2 LA FRERIZB W TV 5 72 D ICEYORIR % Fo /0 T 2 ik
LEnTuwirnEnSiEfEIx 3 Tws (Haseman and Kupper (1979)).

Y38, ZOWRTIEMLBTICERL LEZ SNAEFRSAEEHRAEL WLy
5, RIS®*3HERMBELTESZ222L12E5T, 2HTTVDACEBLILBED LI 4
& ORITIC X Shwn T — 5 OB TEIEEIC % 5.

ORI TREERIGET 2 EAEEICHE L 2 HERIEAITICOWT, 714 ) 7 v-%IH
DAEEERETAREEICD L OO E, —BIEHEEABRRC D L OOV THEET
L., INSDSTIEOVTI, 2OSBIESEDMENBEELIETH S, AEMRCHET S
HEAHREFNMEEFIRICHEZEDEFTNMEE L TR 2ENTELDT, $TERLRDLS
BRI L 2T VLICBEALTHEZE LT 5.

2. BEAMHICHEI(AMH

I TRSEME R ORIGIZET 3 /HEESROSTICOWTHEZ 5. U THHAOESE L,
FRORMAED LS RERORER LR 2F L )OI L 2 BHIEAL (observational unit) & FETK,
ZRR BRSO O X 3 W KIGREE (count) DEBEL L 3NRO Z L 2 RKICKEIIGT 24
RERERTZ LITT 5,

WE r+IEORIGH T IV 2F b HIEMRICHE D Lk RIS %

yi:(yio, Yilyeony yir)T (i=1,..., N),

L, BHIBA  ORIGOBE Y ni=2ioya £ T 5. £, ZOBHHEN ; OFBRED T
BiES, AERERLCOHREER

.ri:(.l‘il,-n, .riq)T

LT 5, ROBITIE, yi; G=0,1,.,7) 3RHE TORIEG, D% DBIR EREHA) ORED
HEHERSTRT I LIRS, 612, ¥ WG 5 RICHER%

Dpi=(pu, Diryers, Dir)”
r3 5, AEREONZ EREBYRL2FETSHECE, I o 0FREES2T,
p:=p(x:)=(po(x:), pr(x),..., pr())"

EEZDBI LD, LicdioT, BHIBSHAMIKEI bDEFZHIEHTEL L, IO
NEOMSL 2B 5 7% 5 2BH

y=l,..., )’

BT BB [ 13

N
/= li: igl(ci+ Yio Iog Po(.l’l)'i' Yi log p1(.l'i) +-+ Yir IOg Pr(xi))

M=

H

H BT

N
= ;(Ci‘f‘ n:log po(a:)+ yana+ -+ yunir)

LETB, L, 22TLHEREA y, oNELE [ BT 5 F S,
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ni!
ﬂiT:(Wi, 7i2y ony 77z'r) (77z'k:10g pik/pi[), k=1,2,.., 7’)
THY, 20O 9 3HEBEIFHETHIEIEZDFF2IN085 A—% (Cox and Hinkley
(1974)) TH 3. HHERIGIZ BT 3 —R{CBEETNIE, FTITH 2. 5 S5ES N 2175 A,
EXRT B/87 A =% B o BETHIT

§&i=AB

B, COLETTaTNNTA=F 9 PR p: EERETT B2 LIk > TEETE
% (Jgrgensen (1983), McCullagh and Nelder (1989)). = ZTiZ, /35 X —% »; 2 EFTFHIF
& DA%

ci=log

2:=7(§:)

LT T LT 3,

DL B—RILBEETVOREACBOT I EbREZEFTLE LTI, KIGHIEFED
BOHRBERERIGOBE, N—ZA54H#573T) e&p 7TV IET A4 v LHE D L
L7:%5TEHa AT 4y ZEIRETADRDH S, E-RICCIERELS 2551013, KIGERIZOWL
TEBoYy b, B 7TV ey b, EfitkaY v b, a0 7Y X281 log-log & EDJE
FEEREELEBELZEREL, ZhoiECET 2#HR*HEETAT 2 BL TS 2 &
DEZ 6D (Agresti (1984, 1990), McCullagh and Nelder (1989), #8%F fz (1991)).

Bz, BEMREL LU THEuY AT 4 v 7 2EELLES IR

2.1 logit«(x:)=1og(pe(x:) [po( 2:))= i 2) (k=1,2,.., 7)
LT
7]:':(01(-1‘:'), 772(-7!'1‘),---y ”r(xi))ngi

RAMEDTFEITI LR D, FFaIW5 27 LERTFRATFREESE SIS S,
RIGIEFEZREL 2 »ic i, 2. D ROMBOEERICHET 2R—RA54 A FTVIED
WTEEANCE r+H1IEOH T TVOFOEDHAT T R2BATHEL, POBETYH/ ST
A= WEMEIZZENT 2 OORERENFICET 2 BEHRERLEFNVBE S L OBEHERIL
TETH 5.

—7, RIGCIEFEETE 25582k, EFERE2INOL»ICRYAL I LItk ->T,
L DR LT -5 DB AREC 2 2 b5, 2, By y TR

Fk(xi):gpj(xi) (/f:]., 2,..., 7’)

LLTayy b

(2.2) logitk(xi)zlog(%%ﬁ) (k=1, 2., 7)
EERERL, 20V y FEBRETET & 2SI TEFTARER T2 LD TE 2, BEWK
XoTE, A7TVRDGTLECEBEEINZIOY Y NI DWW THRERYIREZIFENLT LI BT
&, ZOEEDETNVRTOR=—YarV-AvXTTFNERIENSE I L H D (Agresti
(1990)).

bHE25A, COLIR—RLBEETVORMEAZEZ T, Wb® 2 AERIGHEDOFARD,
KEMFEORMA DR TOMEN 2RO B 1 S ETFVBNEEINE 2 b H 2 (Morgan
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(1992), Jansen (1990), Zhu et al. (1994), fl). —RALBBET VOB EE b E XY, DL
ZRETDH > THHRESROFAD 72 0 OWES EESMORICHERDOET MEL L TL S
2% DAL S, ZHMICEREL T IRAEER T — 5 OSSR TH 2.

3. BZEEH

2HITHRIL S BETFNVERAVLI LR LY, BABEOBHORTHT TV AINT—FD
DFEITI CENTE, SORBEBOEFNVEH AEETH S (Lesaffre and Albert (1989),
O’Hara Hines et al. (1992), #%& fth (1994)).

LA, MiGOREEEHEYNCHY, £Z2 553 +00ETMERIToRICb b 5T,
ETNVEENBCGENH L, Lrbdb, TABIROBRE@E,LSLLHDTREL, T—9&
BEZDOTHGVATHTHL LHWT SN 2HENH 5, HERICIE, ETLVr6MEEEINS
EHIDL TS OADBKEREHZ2RTBENE W, 0L BREDELE 2 BALE
(over-dispersion) EFEA YD, HE2VIREMER 2 SME2LENFLE T2 L 21213, EESE
R BAREIC T 2 72 D IS TEEE) (extra-multinomial variation) ¥ IERZ & b H 5. FC 18T
BN LI TSR CIEAELE & b DHEE IR,

3.1 BIELTHOREHSF

BEEENE LTS EEZSNBEEITIE, FOBAEAME R TE (B2 i THFEER
BROGEWCEEE) OFMESRIE BREORIR) CHEEZRIZLTWE EEZ DI EHEN,
ZDl®», TOBBSEEECHETIHERF LTI,

1. BB 2R I WRCBIIRIEEEHGO D EHEZ 5 L, RIGHSIZSEIRIHE
2bDEEZONDLY, —EDXFETTHERHUBEMNOKICKREZBEENICE LS I L
U<, RIGRBHE2HRERL A Lz ABLWES. #2135, BHEESBROBS
X, ARV 2L{EA—DbOTH->TH, BHED S DBHNOEKRZHINOKE BT
DRI OV TAREN R EEEES 2BEL 2P NE RS RWIBENEZ SN D,

2, —DOOHAIBMA,LSEBONANBIZOWVT, H2DRIEHBFNFNHSI TR OLIZDIZ,
BSEDNHRED 5 DTHUBEL T 255, BAEEAROEBES, RBEFD 50BN
DERZHBIVOMICHE2EET 2BEBN ICHY T 3,

DZDOEFEZDLHEBEZ VL, DEXDQ2HTINSDBEOERNHE DLW IEET S, Zh
DA, FHORELPEURWIRD, BEHA (BF) 2RTEHET (34K 5.
311 RICEXEHNHS
LEROBLCHORFEIIZEAMCET 2BEIHEEET S 2L &> THATRETH 5.
59, HDLBHEHEMOL OFEEE LIKIER O BBEORTWE EE 25 I BFRETHB E
&, BUHIHAI» 6135 NI KIE YT 5T & 946 £ U T%IESE Multinom (Yn, I) &
P> EFz, 2Ok YT DX L SEILSEITY %

E(Y|ID)=nIl, Var(Y|IT)= nd(IT)= n{diag(IT)— I}

LELZ LT B,
DX, ZOHPEY pHHEI T 2 OEEESHFICHI LEZL L, ZOLERG
Y 0BG P(Y) X

HY#/MwmmﬂﬂmHMﬂH)
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LEY, Y OV LB EI

E(Y)=En(E(Y|ID)=np,
Var(Y)=E(Y —up)Y —np)")
= En(nd(IT)+ n*(IT— p)(IT — p)")
=n(d(p)+(n—1)2)

L h, I ZTHEESEITIICEY 5 (n—1)2 AL ENS #HAT 2 EICHY T 3.

312 MHEDOH3HE

OXZHEREETAHIFCOVTEZLTA S, RBRR2FA—IC T 2BAEM (B2 38
%) ORLPOE—ORIGIHNIGT 2@ E ] B IRBRED 2 WIERKREBLD 1 D) KT 5
RISHERIZ DWW TIRRI—ORER p #8EL, %Ok [ ORIGIEEESS Multinom (Y1, p)
KRS DD ET D, I TRMEESHNICKIGT 2 F20E, ZORBKCBWTERAIZhS
KiE Y=Y+ Yot -+ Yr i3 %55 Multinom (Y, p) 6V, %O & 388177
X

E(Y)=np, Var(Y)=nd(p)=n{diag(p)—pp"}

3, EZABEEBORGHEERD L EHEZL D L, KL Y OSHIZSEM» S5 THhT
{5, WE, Ak LEE ORKIE Y, Y KET 2#H08% Cov(Y, Y)=2; &2 5L, I
DrEDORE Y OV L S8ES 8L

E(Y)=mnp,
Var(Y)=E((Z( Y,——p))(%}( Y;—p)")=nd(p)+ 25y

b, ZITRIGEICEHEBEN 3,=2 (<)) 2REL, H=(Q+027)/28ZkitL-
TRIGEEHOSE & Bk 8B 875

Var(Y)=#n(d(p)+(n—1)3%)
EELIENTED,

3.2 REBRFOBEREORE

FREFNOBEEBOBFEOR O EHET 2 &, HE% b L CEAEE*ERT BCHL
Sz X, kb FTHABITHITH Y, RISKREHIC L 2 EROBE L IZRR Y S#Ets8
75, 2 VHEAFMETIEOIHEEZ D ERBOBVWI BB TSNS, ZOZLBRE
KEFHIZY O BREHOFRERFEFE 2 2850, ERAMCRERE (Tl LTKE
W THIZEDIEAEM) Lok v, BRI X 2RERTFEE LB E L, BhE
& (underdispersion) DFEDIEBIAND I ENTELZLERL TS,

%7, RIGREEICS L OB ETHHEFBMOMENER NS, 0 Y, YVHO
H3EATHNE Cov( Y, Y)=23, D& DRSS HOSFBICHE LKL ORIBETH 2 2 LHVR
ENsb,

4. BSREHLELOH

BIEi CREEEHIC OV T 2EEDREBF 2HEN LM, —RECERHEE .2 b L wHE
B Y OO EBEKT 2 DRES TR, FIZETZEHSROBE, B E By GBIEEH)
P ERIT 54345 & LT Altham (1978) % Kupper and Haseman (1978) i correlated binomial
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EEN AR ERE L, Paul (1987) B3I SIENEHIELS. LarL, WIFRbLSH/ ST
A—F CHET AHEEIDBE LT DR TS, FRULSAEEZ ZHEOKRE X LEIRIA
TUL %5, Ochiand Prentice (1984) 3% ERBIEHRAFEHEVWCHEBESEA T2 2 L 38
KUY, BEHAELOMELD»HZ TV,

ZDRORIGREENCH L DOWT Y OO EERT 28808% 0, FAMCZESicAY
5O EIRIE R <, 21X Jansen (1990) IXRAMEE 7V D e h TREILS A L L CIEHS
ERHWTWS, 1272, LHERIGORIGEEEOBRICERD L AVSNABEEDIHET 4 2
VOt (HEBR—Y 5 ThHb, ZOMMMREESIHIINT2REBELHETHY, T4 2
Va2 BELSAICHC TR SN RIS T 4V 2 Vv-SHESHFERENTw S, —H
RIGDOBE Z DDA R— ¥ - “IHIFICZE L,

T4V o L-BARH
74 U 7 VT OREREIE

Am, m,.., mr)= %kro

(@:éak, Zr‘.mc:l, >0, k=0, 1,..., 7)
k=0 k=0

EEUD, F, KIBRE L TOMEER IT O L 8ESEZ, pi=ai/Di-otk, pT=(po,
D, Dr) ETBE,

E(ID=p, Var(II)= ¢4(p)
EET D, L 6=1/04+06), Na) 3 >~EHTH2., Z0OLEKE Y OFEIAIFEIZ
n! I'e) & Nycta)

o, viyen.y yr)= Mioye! T(n+60) a2  I'(a)
ERY, O E RIS RATIIZ

E(Y)=up, Var(Y)=nd(p)(1+{(n—1)¢)

EmB. 351, FA—fHE» S DREOROLSEIL ¢d(p) LB, ZDEIRBFHET 1Y
7 V-ZTESAG LR,

IDT AV V-ZHFHDONT A= IZHEELEAL, RIGORFEIC O W TERIGER *
LR L, 2HRELENINITERAEII DL TLEELED T I LKLY, BABIck-
TTF—3 DFEZITI T EDTRET H 5.

72720, ETMEDOBER T A—F OEBICEBESNETH S, KR BEkDd 2 HKH/¢
7 — A=Y EE ORI H A BECIEEOREBEC BT 2 AERIBEE X TOTEED
G hide sk, BREECET 2ETMETT 4 ) 27 V-SESHERA LI5S, B
BREESHEDNT A= D0 T >0, a>0,.., ar>0% 5 %E2HET 2 2 E8E 05,

ZITBLBESMIIDODAEDRRICMET 52 L R VREE 2, L CRICEEH %
BF LT 2ETIMVELOHRE, BEIEAMROSRMEIBIC L > CEAXH 2R T 22tk 3
DTHEEVBLETH S,

B AN —F -ZIHSADEE IS Prentice (1986) 28, —DF 4V 7 V-FBIBES DS
BFICDOWT Zhuetal. (1994) 389 X — 5 OB EOHHE TR L CH M L L TEEA
BETHDHZERIERL, ZORAOEHERLTWS, 20D, ZOHEINISFEDH
TIEE ORI & 2 ZHEMMOZ LM OHAE, >3 VEAEHOEEDER IO LD IR
EDFRETH D, £z, NTA—FHEBECED 252 LS BNEBRRT 2 L bAREIC R
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5.
BT 4 V27 V-BTEBRIZR—F - TSR & BB EHFIEETH 5. Chen and Li(1992)
B ZONREFRBLLET — 7 OBRIFILRL TWwD.

5. —RtHEFIERX

HifiE COBRCEIDVBEKRICLET - OBMBARETH S, L IHBRLFBEDHET
F— Y O ETOBRVIEEINLOMOZYERECHEE LS, BEORLE LT —I#
W OHRBOBRABHCHEE SN AHRORFECEKET 2 L I MEIZET s hxw,

22T, — BT T 5 5 WIZBLILE R (Nelder and Wedderburn (1972), Wedderbur-
n (1974), McCullagh (1983), McCullagh and Nelder (1989)) %z £ T, EA L2 55MDFEH L
SEORECEE LI BaRE L 2D, HIBEFRLSMOEEL RS, ZHRIGOSHE
12 OWT ik Williams (1982), Moore (1986,1987) & D38 R b & D0 CHEBEEIDE
ET 2EEOMEREELTWwS, 7., Ryan (1992) 3BESEELEHIBELT 2HEIIDW
T, ZESHOTY-DEHEC A — V3T A= 2B AL LEOER TV, SULEREC
b EDOOREMTEIEOWTEZTWS, TR, —MILBEE TV EHEL - —RILHEETS
BERo#s s (Liang and Zeger (1986), Zeger and Liang (1986), Prentice and Zhao (1991))
LB TF—YBENBERDOWTHEL S,

HDF 4 ) 7 V-ZHEDGOFE L GROEEE R, ¥y

E( Yi):ﬂt:ﬂipi (p,-:p(.l‘i))

WOWTREESFORES L AL EEESNRCET NI XA—FOHEAEEFE 25, §,
SRS EREE OV T

V( Yi): ﬂiA(Pi)(l + (ni“ 1)¢)

2%z, O —RtHE HBEROBE OB v 2 fEZAEBETY 2 S5 17F & iz st
BTG T 21T e F 2 B 2 2T 5.,
BRALEERTNTIA—F 2OV THBHBEG U THERSRZET2ETVLEF R
%, IF® Chen D7 —8 DTk, v 2FALT,
logit ¢ = log liﬁiqﬁi: xlr

BBHEETFTMEEEZT. bb DA, ROEMAES I, REEHREFZEL T, $TOT—
FIHBEREREE T A —F BRI TEETNVEELLIENBTE S,
FROEFNDNT A—F B, v DEFICZROD 2 >DOHEABREHA VS, 7, VoS
Wnrpb b /37 A—=F BIZDWTIK

(5.1) 2DV (yF— ) =0
BEZL, L ViR ETHEELRISERNZ vV YOS VIYF) THY, D ik puf ©

BB 2 HEIK
_Opf (08 opt
Di="5g (aﬂ)(a§f>
TH2, FEATENCED /37 A —F yIZDWTiE, Zhuetal (1994) »EEL TV 5
EHBR L FEEE
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(5.2) EDsz Ve (Qi—0:)=0
BEZDL, L, ZITQRERKIGER y: BT 7 Yy P ROMEE
Q=(y* —npt)"4*(p) (y¥ —np¥),

Y=, yir)7, PE=(barye, pir)", ¥ =mip?, 2(p:) & Ap:) 2> 58 117, 15127475
kL,

Ui:E(Qi):Zni{l +(7’li* 1)¢i}
or  =2n{1+(n:—1)¢(x:)} (¢(x)=p(x/7))

Dz:':ao‘i/a‘)’ , Vei=0?

4%, FROHEABROBECOVTIE, 2T rA5EDOHETRIZOVTG.)REMHEL.
O, CITEONIHEE B #G.2ORDBEL y KDWTG.2OREML. ¥512, 5
LTBoNTHEEE 7 #G.1DRD v £ LT, £/ B2V TG.N)REREL. ZO®REL B,
FOPRT 2 TRVET LIk > THERBL2I LB TE S, $LEHEROBERECIZ
Newton-Raphson #2236 2 EBTE 5, BoN IOV CTIEENEERELIEIIL, FlX
B owTiE

Vn(B—B)—N(, V)

-1

-1
V,g:nm(inzm- 1/1:-101,-> {%EDFI- Vi Var( Y) V,:ID”](%ED{,- Va‘DH)

DD LH, 7OV THEBEORMEKLT 2 (Liang and Zeger (1986), Zhu et al. (1994)).
22T, Var(Y¥) BRIGEH Y OBROSEESMTHY, VL BRICER Y874V 7V
~HESICHED LRELLESOABESHTH L I L CEEBLETH S, Lo T, E
e —F Bl T 4 ) 7 V-BHESAOSBESEIEE 2 HEL TEWIFEIIE Ve s
ve=lim(Lzprvin.)

LD, BEEAHEEOSHESEITI 2ETET 2BICAV 2 R L AREOFERDOHEE &SR
THIEDShD, 3T A=Y DOHEESE (/) Ve DHEBIC OV T, Bohit7 A—
FERAWTEERORETMT 2 Z L1230, 74V 7 V-FHSA 2 EE T E /(L L 72 738K
HAATI RV A&, FoHER (F1—T7THERE

(Zﬁsz 171_1'151 e

%, AOSENT 4V 7 V-SHASKOBED 5 THEFEEF 22T E% 5 R uHEW,
Var(Y¥) D&MD » THEARRZE Si=yf —af v

(2D1Tz Vii'Dy i)_l(zﬁlri IZ;lSiSiTI’jl_ilDli)(ED{i Vﬁlﬁlz‘rl
DRRCFTET 23 FA v FHEEEHVL LT 5,

6. f&4rf . Chen ¥— 9 OSIR

ZIZTE, BifiE BT 4 U 2 V-SBESMEERAWLRLEC S L OO, —#1b
WEFBREPHAWE T —YEFOF L LT 18Tz Chen D7 — & OSHTICDOWTHENT
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3.

RITRLIZED W, ZZTREREYE 3BT T, (KAR, $HE, sHEO0A Y
REREREL, Rt LTIRBRNOEBEREMIZOWT, (DIEERE, D%, ID)FET-HKIL,
DOREEFHREL T3,

2T, HEBLLTBEEVED ML Y FR2FARL O OEBEOER

0 Low Dose
Ziena=31 Medium Dose

2 High Dose
L, AEHY»TRT5 I —FH
{1 Medium Dose {1 High Dose
Xmid-dose ZLhigh-dose™
0 else 0 else

BPRWSZ LWL,

E5k, RIGKELIEEEXOREL LT, RIGZIEFORWEERERICEART L EI
X, EEHEBATTVER—RAFA VATV ETBEEuYy b 1DRE, $RIEFOH S
Rt AEIEECE, BEEuyy bCORXEFEALZASOuY y MZBLT

logit:(x)= By + Biyar + -+ + BaZq
logitz(.l') =By t+ L1t + Bazyxq

ERBEIDCHBETFATERICOTTEZ LI LI LT,
Fl, BREENCEDLA T A—F plzDonTiF

AMgQZMgT%$:%+hh+m+ﬁ%

BRHEETNMEBRZIZTRHFZLS, 12170 1,0, 2o WS IGBEIRS N - REREETRY. §1213,
ZZTHEME2RT S —ZEHEEHWEEAITSE, X1= Tmid-dose, L2=Lnigh-aose & LT 2 DDk
ZEEEAVEZ LR, BRHOREREZHO TN T 2BEEICIE, 51=2ves & LTS %
Tz kiciz s,

R2EIRBWHEL CHEBERE2EELBEOEMNET L (0FD, Z0OBE&CE, $HE
BTENOKIGHERN 7 PV EEETL I ECHST2ETFL) OBESERLELDTH S,
ID3b, BEMGEROTSWTIE, 7V 2 2 OED 467.48 (df. 174) LIEHITKE L
TVEEBBNI EBFDDE, BRAZCIDETFTVIIEIFS GEOMEDL 480.57 (df. 174) &K
ERERTRTIENONS,

ZDEIICKREREERTHEEGICE, W OrDORTHESRT — I BECRELEELE 2
TWBAREMSFE Z 6 b, L ZABUTOREZHICETL, > Fy 27X 0y MaR&dh
5591, NIA—FOEHIKELEESSEZ 2BEOBRAEMEIE D EZIT oW,

B 1D Cook DIFREIX/ T A —F 2EADOFBAOHELZRL, M23E 20y b (EEHK
BLRT-BERCET oYy b)) cHT25ARBEEARRLOREDRD DT 2 —%
(£ 2 ® High-Dose (2) CtHY) OBEEA > Ty 7270y b Th3, ROBEDOR 7 —1i
BEET2L, oD oD ENEFNIIKERLIDO TRV L 2HANB I ENTES,
DEFMIIMD/RT A—F OB THEETH -7, —F, E7 YV VEE (K3) &5,
D DERME, ORICKNTE2ETVOBEESORELERLTVEY, &FMICAEREERS
TWV5 I B35,

UEDoZ s, 2072 Bl CIEREEFH 2H B N o0EE2EH T2 2 L8540
B hanahd, £202, IFIHRAECRNSESHFOBECMLT, 3HEHICHE
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xK2. ZBREOBE&SOfEMETFNVES, (FEMOENNIGEALEATABOME, 7 2 —FHEBEDOBE
b OFEIIHEEEOEHERZE, GEE OBV~ N1 v FHEER R AWz, 7, Intercept(1) i
logit, X B BYIFEICHIET 5857 XA —%, Mid-Dose(1) i3 logit: i B} % Tmia-dose WCXFIET %%
7 A —2%4, High-Dose (1) i3 logit: i B % Tnign-aose WCXHIET %/37 £ —4, Intercept (2) iX logitz &
B AYIFBIMIET 539 A —%, Mid-Dose(2) iX logitz i B 3 Imid-dose KXTIET 5737 X —
%, High-Dose(2) ixlogit: &2 B} B Tnigh-dose KHIET BT XA —F BRTHDET S,)
Dirichlet— Dirichlet—
Multinomial Multinomial Multinomial
(MLE)(modell) (MLE) (GEE)
Log-likelihood -827.96 -764.67
x> 467.48 176.89(461.41) 181.07(462.50)
D.F. 174 173 173
Over-dispersion:y -1.637(0.181)  -1.670(0.191)
(¢) 0.163(0.025)  0.159(0.026)
Intercept(1) | -2.148(0.220)  -2.285(0.357)  -2.145(0.332)
Intercept(2) | -2.025(0.209)  -1.801(0.278)  -1.973(0.295)
Mid-Dose(1) | 0.905(0.308)  1.223(0.476)  0.955(0.506)
Mid-Dose(2) | 2.151(0.251)  1.966(0.365)  2.107(0.422)
High—Dose(l) 1.345(0.273) 1.692(0.418) 1.330(0.389)
High-Dose(2) | 2.984(0.234)  2.732(0.327)  2.903(0.352)
12 Cook's distance (fult steps and 1st step approx.)
. ' I I I ' l full s;ep calculat[ion -o—
1st step approximation ~+--
ir 4
08 B
§0.6 - \ e
:
[¢]
04 -
0.2 ;J b
0 1 1 1 1 . 1 1 4
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
index
1. ZHEO Yy bET NV (model 1) 2351 % Cook DEEREIBIT 24 > 7T v 7 X Fa vy b (5E#iZ Cook

DFEHE, PRI E D 1-step EM (BE i (1994))).
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Influence on parameter High-Dose(2) (full steps and 1st step approx.)
T

3.2 T T T T T T T
influence with full steps ~—
1-step approximation —+-
3.15 | 1
31 F 4

High-Dose(2)
w
(=]
o
T
1

3 .
4
2.95 -L
279 1 1 1 A 1 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

index

M2, %EuYy FETIL (modell) BT 35,97 A —% High-Dose(2) NDFLEL T v 7A7ay b
(High-Dose 2} 3@ AEDE 20y BT MR ERT T A—5F, BREZOL Ty 7 A
ZFuy b, EEITEO l-step TPl B fh (1994))).

Pearson’s residuals (squared value)

45 T T T T T T T T
40 .
35 + B
30 + —
=)
o
Sost -
o
&2
@
@
s 4
h=]
0
o
¢ M. "o ¢ i
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
index

K3, EaYy bETNV (modell) KBFAET7YVREDEHAE (E7 YV EEE ¥ ~OFSE).

DEBREEN T XA —F ZHALIBEDT 4V 7 V-ZHESAICHET 2RAHEBE T4 ) 7
V-SESM O BEEE e FIA L R E RN L 2 HEBEETRLTRS, 205
b, —RAGHEESTBAD/ T X — S EEEIC BT 2 FHEBERZY > N v FHERCE SV T
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HEINETH S,

BRI BT 3 O D S TR E XS B OBED —827.96 (4 —F V) »56
F 407 LU-BIEDBE —T64.67 L KIEIZEA LT w5, 272, ML 7 A—F 3 1HTH
ZOTCHHEORAIZ 1 TH 5,

F4 ) V- BESHFCB T AEEE, ETVYO LR

=2yt — nb?) [ nd B+ (= 1) 17wt — nib?)

42k, ZOBERSEMEOBREOESE 467.48 (A.£.174) extL T, 74 U 7 V-FHRG
DXL 176.89 (df. 173), —fbHEE HRERIC L 2 € FVEE T 181.07 (df.173) LEGE
DETELLHETETCVE I EDVDD S, £ 2HO P EOHMOEIMAOKF AKX 7
A Y OFEEEITHEVBED A EETL TV S, BEXNCESESFTOBREGEENEDP ST
iz, T4V 7 V-SIENMED B WIEEOSR-IESEHEERFIALET AV TREOMELS
DR LT B0, MRS X —F OFBIC L 21 CECBELL TwRn I L ah
2. ZOBTIE, T4 7 V-SEMICE T 5 EEE L — B ARRNOBRE» R D
LT HERE > T3, bRAIIDEESDTIEE I h b 5/37 A — 8 OSEIIEIT
Flr LTDFA —THEREY Y P A v FHERIIES, RK4AOBAYVTHY, MEHKRE I
EL TORBEFRb®S, LED->TI07F—FBEL TR, 7497 V-FESMEEE

#3. EHNT A IHEFRCET 274 —ToBSOEHEER (BFHa Yy b)),
Intercept(1) Intercept(2) Mid-Dose(1) Mid-Dose(2) High-Dose(1) High-Dose(2)

0.107 -0.107 -0.107 0.013 -0.013 -0.013
0.160 0.107 -0.013 0.041 0.013

0.135 -0.013 0.013 0.033

0.125 -0.125 -0.125

0.246 0.125

0.190

4. PRSI A—FHEBCET YV P Ay FOBISEIEER (FHOY Y M),
Intercept(1) Intercept(2) Mid-Dose(1) Mid-Dose(2) High-Dose(1) High-Dose(2)

0.087 -0.087 -0.087 0.015 -0.015 -0.015
0.178 0.087 -0.015 0.074 0.015

0.124 -0.015 0.015 0.038

0.110 -0.110 -0.110

0.256 0.110

0.151

#5. HBEH/ ST A—5F ¢ OHEEE.
Low Medium High
BAHEE 0.132 0.230 0.139
(S.E.)  (0.0521) (0.0545) (0.0312)
GEE 0.116 0.251 0.137
(S.E.)  (0.0512) (0.0534) (0.0331)
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£6. TAUVIZV-BEAMCH ETKEARNT A— S OBLHEEE, (PHEIECT Y0 2EEPRT. &
7z, Intercept (1) 13 logit . B 2YTRTHWCHIE T 535 X —%, Trend (1) 13 logity i B 3 Lerena 17
XY %735 £ — 5, Intercept(2) i logite I2 5} B YTHIHIZNIET 5,95 X — %, Trend (2) i3 logit,
B D Toena WHIET BT A= ERTHDETS,)

NG A—=% BAHwEE  SE.

Over-dispersion:y -1.594 0.1785
(¢) 0.169 0.0251

Intercept(1) -2.169  0.314
Intercept(2) -1.543  0.243
Trend(1) 0.837  0.202
Trend(2) 1.287  0.157

Log-likelihood=-766.939, X(2175) =176.94

KT T+ VI7V-ZHMHICH LD LER/ ST A —% O GEE #EM, (727U, SE %> F4 v FHEE
B2k MR, SE. 374 — THERK & 2 RS, AHERCT YO AERTT. £77,
Intercept (1) i& logit: \2 B 2ETHIECRHET 5,85 A —%, Trend(1) i% logit, &2 BF 3 Lerena 1258
J53%/,%7 A—2%, Intercept(2) i3 logitz i B 1 B YIETEIZHIGET 2,55 2 — %, Trend(2) 13 logit,
B S Trena CRHIET /37 A—FBRTEDETS,)

N7A—% ¥l SE, SE,
Over-dispersion:y -1.622  0.192  (.204
(¢) 0.165 0.0264 0.0281

Intercept(1) -2.083 0.303 0.321
Intercept(2) -1.608 0.244 0.251

Trend(1) 0.677 0.191 0.218
Trend(2) 1.325 0.162 0.161
X?i1s) = 180.58

L7z Tb @Y e ThH 5 LR 5,

ERCR 2 TREAEF ST A =5 Iz DT IEIBED /ST X — & BAE LT3, 3 BHER
DIRTRA=F%bDEICLTHNLIBE, FRFNORCB T 288 5 2 —¥ 3%
SDEIWKEHD, 122U, RBKIIIIS IFHOBOEREETIEE W | BEK (CEHAE)
x*(2)=2.638 (p=0.267), GEE (2> } 5 X b A7 — L F ¥ 4 7ORE) 242)=4.564 (p
=0.102). L7855 C, X OETOBBEE NS XA —F 20 TIRE2DBED L > 1058
WIA—FZROIETATEIVEEZONS, ZOBEDINT A —F ¢ OREMIZLEEC
£ 555 0.163 (S.E 0.025), GEE O#4 0.159 (S.E.0.026) L% 2, bhiiz, ZOEELE
BRI A—5 g AE TR & CERBUHOEBE R EDbT S X —F L LThEDZ
BILENTES,

R2DFUY Y MBI LHEEBHREZANT A2 L ARSENT 212 ORTZORE b1
RLUTWBZEWTDE, LedoT, AERE Lrew RO TETVEESEITS LE6, BT
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DE>IEhD, WFhOREAT TV T2V y MOV T HEWEESH 5 Z L3oh
D, BEESHEMTHUEEFEREEDRI DL %5 2 L¥EID SN, BRERH T A —
7 pizowTIE, 0.169 (SE. 0.0251, MLE), & %\»i30.165 (S.E. 0.0264, GEE) 7z 2 #EE
EREL .

FAN I LU-SESHELTOETFVESO L THE2OFBRE ZOBRBET NV EDEVR
HETIERY (BEHRE %(2)=4.529 (p=0.104)). %7:GEE & L TOHEICB VT HE?2
DHEBELZ S LI LB HET 28 E (H : 2Mid-Dose(1)— High-Dose(1)=0, 2Mid-
Dose(2)— High-Dose(2)=0) OfERZEE TR Z» o7 (¥4(2)=3.578, (p=0.167)). 7272L,
IRUEOEFAOEBALIZEL , FIZIERUY Y MBI LHESRNT A—IBEFELL
rESRBE, TEHRRETHGEEDa Y I A MEAWL Y-V RS A TRETHEAS
nr: (ZnFh 2 fEIX 4.390, 10.630 (df. 1) Thoiz).

IDF—F R IHT T RFEL, 7T VECEREERETE S, Lo T, EFEFH
BBz ETS 2 ik > T VBB 2T T VOBEPTZ, 7—5 DFOF
O L DEERRENTELC L2 I LB TES, 22T, ZITRERoYy bRV
F—y DA EIT o T2, £ 8 RE 2 LA K HEERCENORIGHEE” b 2REL T £
MEFVOBEEIToLERTH S, ZO%HE, FHUBECr0b 2B O TRERINIC
#£9 L ESRASRETNVOBEEEIT>TVRE I LR E, ZDROESONBLEPLHESE,
¥ HEEE S A— T IEL2DFNER—TH %, iz, BBELEENCET 2HRILEOLE
REOBEDHEHRELLFE—LRD, HBEFTA-FTHH5THS LHHTE 2,

COEFLEED S, BEREOBESLERERY, BEOUYAT 4 v 7ETVTRELNT T

BRUVAT 4 v 7 E®FVOEMNEFAVES. (FEROBEIN AL RAROME, 7 X7
HeEEOR Y ORI EBOERERE, GEE DBy M yFHEEERAV. &7,
Intercept (1) i logit: iz 8 2 Y] H 2 S+ 2 /87 #—2, Mid-Dose(1) i& logit: i2 8 1 %
Tmid-dose WIS %285 2 —%, High-Dose(1) id logiti \Z B} % Thigh-dose XIS d %/87 A -7,
Intercept (2) i logit. &= B 2 YT B EH w3t it % /¢ 5 2 —%, Mid-Dose(2) iZ logit. i 8 I} %
Lia-aose WG %85 2 —%, High-Dose (2) i3 logitz 12381 B Tnigh-dose CHET 5/87 X —5 %
RTbLDET3,)

#38.

Dirichlet— Dirichlet—
Multinomial Multinomial Multinomial
(MLE) (MLE) (GEE)
Log-likelihood -827.96 -764.67
X2 467.48 176.89(461.41) 181.07(462.50)
D.F. 174 173 173

Over-dispersion:y -1.637(0.181)  -1.670(0.191)
(9) 0.1629(0.0247)  0.159(0.026)

Intercept(1) | -1.391(0.1596) -1.321(0.235)  -1.362(0.237)

Intercept(2)

Mid-Dose(1)
Mid-Dose(2)

High-Dose(1)
High-Dose(2)

-2.136(0.2074)

1.744(0.2075)
2.008(0.2451)

2.508(0.1900)
2.724(0.2272)

-1.898(0.275)

1.743(0.322)
1.766(0.352)

2.448(0.286)
2.388(0.315)

-2.084(0.292)

1.732(0.373)
1.952(0.395)

2.453(0.299)
2.647(0.335)




220 MRt 6% E1E 1998

VRGZEDuyy Mz L CEBIORARZNEEH 2 2 LESHN T L0855 0052 5, HKE,
A7 TV ETOREFHROILEICE T 2 KFME (Ho : Mid-Dose(1)=Mid-Dose(2), High-
Dose(1)=High-Dose(2)) iz 2Tk, LEHRE TIE x4(2)=0.244 (p=0.885), GEE iz}
53 M7 A MEROIZRETIE ¥(2)=0.671 (p=0.715) TH-7-.

T THEMRICOWTA 7T TVETHE L L MR OBRER IR T. DT,
TAVZV-ZHEFMIH ETLMTTHOENEIIEL 72 GEE B 290 T L L7 R
BonTwa, ZOLEQTENTA—F BT 574 — 7 HMIEDBHER LY > P4 v F
DEEIBHERIIR L, R11OBEY THD, 2h6 2 DOWEENIEE LD L iES Lot
W, FEHICKRELRL TR LT 2RVESICRZ 2, MBOEEILEX Oz o
WTIRSEROKRETRETH 5.

i, HEHRCET 2BBETVOBECR IOBEEBBLETH L, &3 —EHOR
DIZKRIERNR R T HER Tirena B VST, 27 TV RSB OFHESROE D 5 G
TOLBEILDHDD, ZOETNVEBTABERY I —FTHEAV:EFVICHNTEER
$5EPTRENDG, BlIZIE, #TTVRHTEREEINZTY Y MZDWLTHBEOBFIERN
REZEZDEHE, T4V V-BHEMICH LI EFLVOBESICHET 2 AL EOBIL —
767.29 (A —ANEDA) THY, ¥ —FEHERAVGZETL (£9 D model 2) & DE#IC

RY. FHOYRT 497 BT MTE M. (P EMOBERNBEEERTROME, /87 A — 5 HEEH
DB D DRIFI G HeEEEOERERE, GEE OS> F A v FHEFER Wiz, %72, Intercept
(1) 13 logit: i B Y HICHIG T 285 A —%, Intercept(2) I3 logits i B 2 YIR HIC G T
%787 A—%, Mid-Dose iz logiti, logit, 8IZHEH X 1D Lmia-aose DS A —%, High-Dose i3
logiti, logit: LA E N D Tnigh-dose D/ST A —F ETRTHDET2.)

Dirichlet— Dirichlet—
Multinomial Multinomial Multinomial
(MLE)  (MLE)(model2) (GEE)
Log-likelihood |  -829.31 -764.80
X2 | 473.94 175.33(457.54)  180.64(469.08)
D.F. 176 175 175

Over-dispersion 7 -1.637(0.181)  -1.644(0.184)
¢ 0.163(0.025)  0.162(0.025)

Intercept(1) | -1.416(0.160) -1.315(0.232)  -1.384(0.234)
Intercept(2) | -1.962(0.166)  -1.920(0.237)  -1.934(0.236)

Mid-Dose | 1.804(0.203)  1.765(0.310)  1.780(0.356)

High-Dose | 2.546(0.186)  2.418(0.277)  2.491(0.289)

R0, YT A—FHERIET 291 — 7 HHEIMHEER (BRo vy ).
Intercept(1) Intercept(2) Mid-Dose High-Dose

0.065 0.064 -0.065 -0.064
0.070 -0.067 -0.068
0.108 0.067

0.088
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£11. PRI A—FHERCET 59 N4 v F ORI EHER BEoY v M),
Intercept(1) Intercept(2) Mid-Dose High-Dose

0.055 0.053 -0.054 -0.053
0.056 -0.056 -0.056

0.127 0.056

0.084

Pearson’s residuals (squared value)
30 T T T T T T T T

over-dispersion effect adjusted -o—

over-dispersion effect unadjusted -+-

25 | .
20 i h

BE i ; i ]

residulas (squared)
-+

index

M4, FEHoIy FEFL (model2) KBWFZET Y VEBEQOFHE (7Y VBEE X ~OFE). Ik
2L, ERIIEATHRARERO, FEIEREHFABIOSBRNOEFS.

B4 2 REREFRHEOMIX 2(1)=4.994 (p=0.025) TH-7-. iz, £8 D GEE O
FERTIE, BonT 8T A —F OBHECET 2BE (H: 2Mid-Dose(1)—High-Dose(1)=0,
9Mid-Dose(2) —High-Dose(2)=0) = 2T x4(2)=5.159 (p=0.023) & & D EBHELIEH S
3. 220, £9 0 GEE OS5 TOHETE BT 2 E (Hs : 2 Mid-Dose — High-Dose=0)
Tt ¥A1)=3.105 (p=0.078) &% D EHITE %\, ZHid GEE TOMIDAH, BAEDOR
Brn&h,85 A — Y WEEOEEREY KREMEEL TV EROIECTERTHI EEZX
>h5,

U EDTF — ¥ B ORRE S - BALEHHARBOET VBT 2 EGEIIVIRHREL
EFADSDTHIEFRTHOTE R ot BIZIE, T4V 7 Vv-FHESFOHEOERT Y Y
FEFL (FIDmodel 2) DTV VHEEE ¥ 13 175.33 (df. 175) TH 225, FEADOZ
OHEECHET 2H5 K4 0ED Th 5. M4 OEFRIBEESHFARE O, HR T BEEHH
BHORBROFS 2R L TWEH, FHEEMAUCHEAOREN TETVREILB0»5, &
fz, HESINT T A — 5 BT 2R BIAIOFE L LT Cook DE#MIZET 2EELHNDS L
50k5khd, BANCHE VRS RPEL2EZ 28AEEwWwEEI o NS, 25&HE,
66 BHDF — 7 TR EDTFTErRIRERSBVuL LARY, BRAIL, ThE5DT —
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Cook’s distance
0.5 T T T T T T T T

0.45 b

04 -

0.35 - .

0.3 | 4

0.25

Cook’s distance

0.2

0.15

0.1

0.0

1 1 v 1 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
index

K5 REoYy bEFIL (model 2) W2HIF 2 Cook DI,

Influence on the dispersion parameter y
-1.61 T T T T T T T T

-1.62

-1.63

-1.64

dispersion parameter y

171 | R

-1.72 i 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
index

6. RMoyy bEFIL (model 2) IKBJ BBELE S5 2 — 5 BT 3 BE,

S EBEEICHENIRE B ERE L 27— ThHD, 605 b3d LS CEREE Y
BRIELIMBEED - TWE, EEE, K1 TLINWODT— ¥ 3B E L COSBEMRED T
B oltRIGER DT THOEELLER I LWHERTE 2, 1272, ZThodF—¥ 5Kk
QL& BT BN ERANDEEIBALTHHS OFHA R XBEMU L LD TH - 712,
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7. ¥ ¢ &

L FREBREESH: R O T TVINT—F ORI OVT, T4 V7 V-BESMEb LT
EFNBEOBEELSIFELZFOT — I O—F 2R T E T,

EREFOMIE L TEEL RS NI T A — Y ONBHEEORETHS., 2D, &
BEHEHOTFT—F LT, FREEHL TT —F OOW 2T D & SBOB/NTHENC D% h3
D, DLTREEENROEEM P ERTAEL TLE S ARRH S, SEOSFACEVTH,
SEMCH LT O T A—F OABHEEEL D T4V 7 V- FESHERAVIET -5
BHOZNDEBAESSHEESRLTVS, Z2TOF—FZCBEL TR, NRETIHERDR)
BHEENH D TH - T2 iz o, BREBHOFEICED 5 T2 OMBROFEMEICEIZES > 7223,
B RROFEEINDE T —F OBBRREBENLETH S,

Ftz, FHWMET 289 X~ HEEEESBEL TiZ, ZOoEHEMEIZERE 2ELTE
Motz 127, BUTERAHERD AN GEE#ER L D b HETEDRLEL AL D, @B
B BRBICANTVWESESMICL EOLHERENRL T T A ANVKHEREREHEEL TWD
£ Thot. R—F-"IESFOEE, BREEHEEE &N L R TR E TN
FA—FHFWEAL TNA 7T AREL 2 Z MBS T35 (Kupper et al. (1986), Yamamoto
and Yanagimoto (1988), Liang and Hanfelt (1994)). Z D7 — & BT OBHE L, EREENIC
ML CHAEM CZOEREE TR AP bDDORELHEEMEEZECTWILDT, TITHE
BHLEEFTALTHZONA T AORMESELCTWAESNH S, EEBIHIOHEBEER %% X
AT, BSEBERBIZAEMRIOVWT, HEARBELTHEEELBELD LT L
RS AELEML ZEABRE SN, ZHIZGEE TOSMF T REELERTH 7228, £0
BEIXELEOBESICHARTNIR D THoT2. ITRE5D/NNA4 7 APHENEOMEIC DWW
TRSHBIVEMHEBRLETH S,

¥ 1z, SEIGEEEENCET2E 7 MEE LT, EXKIZT 4V 7 V-STESHAEB W
WOWTEZD, TRUADEH-FEHEEE b LI LT — OOV THEZLAI L LE
EETH L., —RbieEHBER TR, BEUEESEE S HIEENE DS HIEE TR <
THFEMESHBTEETH 2 2 Lo, SEBELLT 4 U 7 V-STHSHOFH- 538G
L 2B THABRELBLAFBITAS EEZ 6N, TOHAMEECHET IR LS
BOFETH 5.

# 2

TEzHEFPHY, BEELCER L JHEMEES £ LERFCR#HILLET,
R 13— BT A S AT S 9- 344 A-63 OREBI 2% 1 7e,

2 £ X ®

Agresti, A. (1984). Analysis of Ordinal Categorical Data, Wiley, New York.

Agresti, A..(1990). Categorical Data Analysis, Wiley, New York.

Altham, P. M. E. (1978). Two generalizations of the binomial distribution, Applied Statistics, 21, 162~
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Chen, J. J. and Li, L.-A. (1992). An evaluation of beta-binomial and Dirichlet-trinomial models for the
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Cox, D. R. and Hinkley, D. V. (1974). Theoretical Statistics, Chapman and Halls, London.
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icological experiments, Biometrics, 35, 281-293.
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Analysis of Categorical Data with Extra-multinomial Variation

Yoshimichi Ochi

(Department of Computer Science and Intelligent Systems, Faculty of Engineering, Qita University)

In this paper, we consider regression analysis of categorical data with extra-multinomial
distribution. The response categories may have some ordinal nature.

An extension of the multinomial distribution, dirichlet-multinomial distribution is con-
sidered as an approach to model the logistic regression with and/or without ordinal nature.
An alternative approach via GEE is also investigated, using the mean-variance structure of
the dirichlet-multinomial distribution, and the technical details of fitting these two methods
are described.

Furthermore, some comparisons are made on the applicability of the two methods for an
actual data set.

Key words : Over-dispersion, multinomial distribution, logistic regression, ordered response, GEE.




