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NLAH iR, MBFFTE BT 0 M4 R AR A S04t R
logistic [FI T RL T ORMEIE BT RR/PR{E. 1B 4BF5R%
R ERFSBREREEN, ORTEGAERBRENE
BHEmE2(E1) ., 01999 £ New England Journal of
Medicine BB NBHEA N B AP L LR OSERARKEL
HABR B, 58 ABTAH K OR=0.4(95%CI:0.2 ~0.7),
$3 F N PR=0.87(95%CI:0.80 ~ 0.95), %45 RBHIE
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1. 1853 logistic /3118 RR/PR K B 2 . RIAMATIRER
15 7HA% & RR/PR 63 8 {8 i 432 53 7 , F| A Mantel-Haenzsel
FEY, ZFEMTHTHERRAZ, B¥ %R, A
MEBEF LT EERHTRE N TEH T, ETOR
MPRIRREIXR , A FE R KRR ORFEB N RR/IPRITT
# , i Thompson % ' B # A OR 141t PR, i 53 7£ Mantel-
Haenzsel L8 %145 2 8 PRAGTHE AT ISR, M2E
75 P35 54 1 B9 R Zhang 1 Kai B DG 1T logistic [F11378
2| OR J5 FH¥54L 4 RR/PR, B
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RERT, PRGN IARIFEFELE B A (DK
1889 VR% RR/PRAEFFTE S A K OR B i 77 , iX R B R 5
(DHRFZELMHEEEAFEL T REREMER L (R)
WEEEERWER, WREE K (B)WEM ORMER T
FE,  HfRBCIita%s, B Emiait AR #
pITY: T
BT = , A logistic [B1 ISR BRI BT AR A 44 Hh (8
it RR/PR, W% I8 B & A b E B U5 R 868, R
P(Y/E,x,y***»x,)
P(Y/E,x,,,x,)
1 4 ¢ BABERL T,

T 1 ¥ GRERL T8
XPYRRERER EXRTHRHBBEHEE %, 08K
EWEEY, (A F kR KRR ITHE M RR/PRIE VT IR
T EBREKFHBEmMBEY . R E N SR EE
(1=%#,0=3F 2% ) X A - EEAHTE, —FhH%
RADERNIR (XS E R —SHMRITE RR/PR® ]
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RR/PR = , WHR M %4 (conditional ) 7 55 ;

1+e 344 +8,%)
H—TTERBRAAENERERBHREREH, 29ITR
B AN oy 2 B BU(E B B R F 29K °F , BT E RR/PR,
L3 [/ e aaan)]
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Bl RR/PR = , BEFR A 21 B

L3t/ ey ]
(marginal) 773 , LT s AT BB € R BE, H
A —Fh S BRI R, (B IR UVE BRI AR R, 2351
TR A MR A 2 58 sl e RN & 2 BRI
T REA R AR —in RS H AR, HiTH RR/PR, H]
2w [1/ (14 ¢ @hraxy ]
D [1/(1 4 e @45y ]

(stratified) 775, %I BN B BREAR, XU T
B, SRERES B EAREN, 4Rk S5k
PRoT LGSR, &R A48 3] RR/PR ) CLE ¥ 71 A delta
7518 bootstrap F 53K,

BR T H A A logistic M A 45 Rit 5 RRIPR, B K ¥ &
BB SRR i, XHEBUS B BEE #1T logistic B A1
B ORH A 4 T XHEIE PERHAAT RR/PR BIAEITY . &k
HEBREAE AT REE R REETEREG L
EY=DHMEH B EERBERAIREE(Y=0),
IR FHRBERE N NMETE XN EGEE, RAENERRY
p=X/N,MEY REBAEH F MK AEMBEEN N p =Xx/(X+
N)=p/(1+p), XEARH p=p7(1—p"), NEHEIEE D
HHREMBRETT REEETEHERENKE . BA
VREEEPEEMEE THR, ~MREREE, 55—
MRERARE, BT ENEHFBER MOKE L
FoaMx, thin B &5 XA T F # (generalized
estimate equation, GEE) B{ & 7K VAR BRI 5 J5 Bkt .

2. H¥EATH RR/PR B BRI . F 3R H logistic [B] JFAEKY

RR/PR =

N R =

fhit RR/PR 8 R BUR T B s B XK . R
B 1% RR/PR 15 5E , BNRBE B BAE R TSOE, /4]
LRk R I RUREZE T B Al T PRIRR, P IR REB S IR L
TaMT.

(1)BIE B Cox HLFI XU AR . Cox LI KSR RV R AT
BT AR A BB 5 o A A A7t (e Bk, B MA R A R
& B XS 301 (BB DR B R R] ) . ZE B AR X &M, 821
B XU R H

h(t/X) = hy(t)ePrntTRs (3)
FUH ho(6) B HE XU , 280 SFR R AT KUK L (instantaneous
hazard ratio, HR) , WM 545 R A4 HE Rl — B 20 & 4, HR W
IDR, STHFRBASIBE , BTE AR EA B 5 XUk (B1A
AHE B B8] ) , AT SR FH Breslow!" Zb B “ 457§ 7 545 X
3 HEy R H S, BE HR BV R CIR. STHEWTTEAF 5T , Lee
g a] MBI TR B T 3 2 B [ e i KU 3 (B AH
i) B RE 18] ) , ZE Y 244 F F Breslow A8 IE Cox Hf6
MBS AR, HR 5 PREGMERER BB B S bt
SR el T %R B 2 45 R 8 Poisson 4+ A T 3E TR 445 , (B
MR AREWT EZHEM, BRREN ™, NiEhAE
FRAGHERT, FEWRBME, Cox BIFPABE YR FRLE
BRS04 3 L1 , 40 Efron AR B 3T (Bl Sk Lo i (4 mT 42 4L i
YR LA B BRRUR |, X 2 ok RS E A T A AR A T Bkt
{H I F RR/PR OIS = E B i1t 18 I1E#) Cox Hu I XU 1
RITE SAS AT LA PHREG o B2 S5 3L, ¥ B A WL 00 £ £ e 1]
B ECAH% , FH method=breslow & 5& , fliit S8 R H CL,

(2)%&f# Poisson [B] TR . Poisson 231 i A T iR Sk
WA B R A AR B AR K, RARRAT B 30 43 4 th
# FH Poisson 73 fi i fll . UG REHIER TR, b EHAE
1 RR/PR, B 108 Ffl %2 {& Poisson BRI P, % 4 M1 X, = (.,
Xy ) AP BIRE ((i=1,2, -, n) DU A0 2R R
BEHMPX14EBBELTENE, KX R W#E T Poisson BT A
E SN

log (p) = B+ X By (4)

A rp.=Pr(y.=1X), B RER AT log #E 8, JFBiRIEE
4345 A1 Poisson 734 . [BIITREB, Fm Lk K AL RG,
5 p B 5 B — R log (p) B AIRIZEL . P
B, 5 x, FE 3 3L B9 A X FE B 14 RRIPR=¢”, TR1{& IE /Y Cox
[Bl5—#¥, 1 F Poisson 7+ i M 5 Z R H (£ FETFHED,
B T4 A BT, 5 i i BE B (over dispersion)
[B]8R, L Poisson #5271 B AT 3K 18 AR B A6 11, (HE
BRI E, BREREMN CL, SBERN Cox L XS
EIAH I, Poisson Bl IS AU AR B BRI (H , H 1T R RE T4
SRR AR MR B B XU M 45 1 F R R T 3548
MRE AT 2, AEEHTFEN— R ERE
i# 1 Pearson ' 2¥ deviance BB R ES¥, AR ESHGRLIE
RAKIFEF2. 5— 5 /2 Barros fl Hirakata""*' & Zou"'*'&
LR F A2 f Poisson B I B RIR A4 11 PR, 15| A Huber 8954
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Var(3) =A"'BA" (5)
He,

A= Z";szxr,;u B = ZX;(M—ZJ,)ZX,T

R4 P BHB=(Bo.B:, - .Bp) K =BG J7 2 7] FIHEL
SR (quasi-likelihood)fi i1, 7E SAS #* 7] F§ PROC GENMOD &
B, 3@ 7E repeated iE/A] H A “subject="48 & MG S L&

Wolkewitz Z "', 8 T Poisson ¥ & # Ffj Pearsony’ B,
deviance AR R ESH, SRR F EZM LU EARE =
R HITFERRE AR ERIMEBMEANEN TS
#ZAh1t, {H 212 Poisson [H] IR R I 47 . K& Lk Cox
EHPRTURARR =ZHE FE  ERR MR R
Poisson [MAAH[E] . B FZAEEIR Poisson T8, HFMRHERE
% A Poisson AT RR A ATRER T 11, A THEH
A A S

(3) log-binomial % & 1 COPY & #: . §& Cox Bl 19
Poisson [AITEE RIS, th W] L5 R4 16 48 8 S I 4, R
log B 3EEE 57 Al ISR F 24k 1T RR/PR, B log-binomial £ %Y
(log binomial model, LBM )™, %M & & B Wacholder™ &
WHAHAGLMEFI LN LHEMOKMAERITH,
log-binomial # & FA X Rl (4) , B

logP (Y=1 12, ,5)=Bet+Bux;+-+B,x, (6)
BRI TR log 8  (RIRE TR E RN W4 i . [Hl
BHREYBERYEFHEMEERE , Fp M BT R BT
— B log (p) MIAREAE AL, , B i 5 x, A X R ) RR/PR=
e?r; 18] 3 F 8% 09 Al 3 BT SR A & K LR £ 3t (maximum
likelihood estimation, MLE ) 75 2 , FL AL SR bR H0 R X LUSR
Eg Qg

LBy = [[ (e QA —etr o 7
ol
logL(Biy) = > [yaf+ (1 —y)log(1—e®T (8)

T4 R R V=1 KRN F0F 128, B LA log-binomial
BLRYH) R MLE 5 Al 24 B B R in—NBR i 2544, D

xfB=Bot+Bixit - +B,x,<0 9)
BARPIAME T i R TE AR S B . K5
TR R A B R R A T h 28 R AU A
B/N_Fe ks H A Newton 2, A TR B R ET 009 51, 4T
BRE A, BRSRB R URMGIHE. BRAESHEMIT
SR IRREEEAR Y, SRPUESE T ITA BB
H AR R RIS, BRI B RE T RE R E A R
BEMN %, UBCRRERE R BB B I THRKRES,
TS BRI TR, HIE AR P R Y
TR ILEE .

A TR EE A YW B R BOREL, HAh 8RR+
ENPE, R EB="4TTHRRERTF™, WEEE,
Deddens #l Petersen ™ B {3 7] o3 R A BB E R RY R/

1A LBM, BN A R B S HOR K BURAG HHE , X R R 1A R
SR TR AR COPY Bk, WA S B RIS
IR, EEREEHEHBEETER, ¥ Rc—DF,
FOB R A SR S R O AR B A 0-1 B4k i 1 I EUE
£, 2 5HY K (c— DFREEE S LETBREMEIESE
A3, mARE D COPY BIRE , A THLA log-binomial BLH! ,
SEEFRHER R COPY BIBE BRI MR HEIRTELL o BE,
F F COPY %4 4 114 log-binomial B %! , JF A B HE 15 B
fi(c—1)/eo B c#K, XM T HRMA R/, (ESHUE
THRERT U, FR AR Y IR A B8 S KPR AT , # H COPY
BmstIE® KAHTE R, BEW =100, Lumley %™
WA B Gk AR BEEME AR 0-1 ERSHBIEES I,
I SR 16 B 4 LI A AL E D (c— 1)/c, T AR & 0-1
H#J5HAER 1/c, 18BN log-binomial £ 8 i B K B14R
pRE, B

Lw(ﬂ;y) — H (78 )+ 0s) (] — pah Yl (mady, (10)
i=1

F A fin A% log-binomial £ 2 (4 B K U4 ik 11 AT 44 21
COPY HMREMER . B FHAMTEIEE /D REE
HPREN 2G5, B KKBL THETER, Ek Savu
F%F COPY Bk SR — ML AMLE S At T
FERE RIS TERH , B AEAL R X BRI RIR T, 2 A COPY 77
%, HAE E R R BE R B S4B A —2 AR K
s, B SEESEERRBNAEL R . RENR
{EL AT Lo — MLE AR A4, 7T LIS (R Bk

L IFRF 7T 12258 o AR AL B 5 )4 % £ Poisson B9 FN
log-binomial # %! (A~ W S B A COPY B 5 ) # AT ik, 1
Petersen fl Deddens"” /R fE B SRR G5/ M SFHARE R
T, % 4& Poission [F1 I3 X} PR A& i1+ # fR 43 /N T log-binomial 5
B (Rl kit F COPY Bk ) , (B H A5 BL T , log-binomial
B ¥ L 55 {8 Poisson [F] H AL R B /N FRHEIR A E 1/ )
2, BT BRI R I A KT 1. log-binomial EEEIHY 75
—MEE R AE AR R R, M Wald R K v BEE
i, Tika{E Poisson [ HAUSR s % 5L 38 Poisson EIH ISR
PR TR, BRI AR TS R REF Wald i3 52 B, TR B3 A
PR LKL, {818 T4 Poisson & JL AR DA St m)
B, T HEMN R REEE T, A& THRRENLBINE
AEGHER, HiA 2 E B, log-binomial AU AT &
ek PERE{E Poisson [H] 13, BEAb, Lumley B DU RLA WS ET
W] AR M B/ R R AL TS %, By MLE M7
FEAESAR IS AN & R EUR . YuFl Wang™'$2 1 R
A SAS 48 3 #x {1 7 9 PROC NLP (nonliear programming) 13
BAET PR, S B AT RS M B TS, inR M R ald
3R Newton-Raphson % . Quasi-Newton J7 £ % 3 5T 254
B S R AR R R BRI KSR/ IME, LA BT RS H b
TSR, RFIBF T U ERFRRFHNARSM, 8K
3K RR/PR, I 7E XB<<0 Y IR 1 T X log-binomial B Y F) Xt # {1
SR BOR I AAE, BERBEFT B 7R 10 log-binomial BERYIKLEL, F1
B AL T RR/IPRES R LA R, (B 1200 0 25 WU S L 790 00 488
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Ie[0,1]ZMH, HHEjSAS/STAT H1) PROC GENMOD &%
ALY weight i5/A], A SZFLANAY log-binomial BERY , Bt 7] F)
F weight iI5 8] R B #1323 COPY ik, MARE A M c
TR EAEAE R COPY BB,

(4) IPTW B log-binomial 57 : i F Savu " A HRi I
ELEBA A log-binomial B &I B KRR Ml , Mk Xt — %
# H — 0 A 5 4 18 4 (propensity score) IT B /49 04X
log-binomial [E] I3 7 ¥ , $ A IPTW (inverse-probability of
treatment-weighted) ¥ log-binomial [7]J5 ., %t & s 24
BRI, RAARMEAL R AT B E LA B AR IR E
FIHAAEIAMLRRPRB M., B HBRBHEE, HAW
B R, 5, HBRFHEE, AR RR/PRAIRR R

RR/PR =
EI”__”I’P(Y =Vax = Lagseoaz,) X Plxgyeez,)  (11)
3 PO = Vi, = Oy yovesz,) X Pl yoesz,)

R B EE AN logistic B ARG T, WRRTA 2 F ik
N 2 log-binomial AR , WA M RR/PR=¢", FJLME
B, XODPEEN RRVPRET - MEENER S R-B -
RZ7E 8 946 P. T (8L RRJPR., Ko PLRVE A3 46 PR X
I

Po(Y, 20,02, %) =t X P(Y 21,20, - V%) (12)
KA E oo =P ()P, 2, ) B IPTW , 5B 2475
BESWERAPHI A X, FHILAR RR/PR G #
R EHE % P, T RR/PR., FRA—BH
log-binomial [ [34& 1}, Hi

log P.(Y=1 | x,)=B"+B'x (13)
BRI A T AT 58 i % TR 4 B AT AR log-binomial #E %Y
LA AR, A E R (12) FH IPTW, LFRMAT, &
SERBRERTE (0,5, AR HEHEARRT L
B, T RE S0 2 vh i B B /N Ry 0 B L, SR M
BREMGHHARE. BRODHEROEITEBR S S
P(xi=1/x, -+, x,) , BCHBEHIREEEEMENRBEAMN

MEER QIR R AR5 B0 E 2 B0 R (observation) 434
LEILE (NS5 2, BRAE 20%8MMH ) , 2 L i E M
R w=P(x)/P(x/i), LR L2 e A8 28 A s
EBRARBEER (x5 BES S5 QBLE NI
log-binomial ¥ &Y {1 J8 % B9 RR/PR, #7 K IPTW {1t &, H
SEHFEWEIRER =R TEEBR . ZM log-
binomial & ! £ ¥ f# it 2 7 i SAS/STAT # # PROC
GENMOD B FF 5 5 5L 3 , [t il FH weight i5 5] & XAVEZE
B, BT R 8/R A COPY B L, IPTW it B X4 1R 15
EZARERTRNBRBEREXRLERME, HEdwaLd
— R X R PSRBT RRBNIFL

FREBEFENRFREEKSE REL

3. Hfto B K g . bR IPTW 4 3-B R B 15 4
SERERBRMERNRE 4, Wi REBAMNIERE
AN AR [ A543 14T DTG , ) A UG e B30 43 L0 8 38
VCRCPOAE R G B EAT M3 /9 RR/PR K3 CLL B R A
HIERA RS B R EE. A, & BRI g,
W18 i€ log 4% 3% IR Z 240 T 4340 2%, Poisson 4 A 5,
A HAbEE R EIR Z 2 M, 10 complementary log-log
Y [ S R BUR: log(~log(1-P) IR R 4345 |5 3%
log-normal B EY ™ (4432 R EUHN log HEEE , IR E N E X HIE
BoHAE) o

V4RO, RRAPRERICHES N Z H A FEBR LB R M4
#, nEA TR AR SE KRR P IR 848 . GEEMZE
KPR R R AL AR 0 S J B B 1 T B, Santos 5%
logistic BERYEERE b F) 2% HBRANST 2 0T B8 IR BIREALAN
) logistic #E Y , RAE THEMR ST B8 W T B 5T P 89 PR(H CI 2R
F delta ¥ Hl bootstrap ¥ ) , Zou Hl Donner ™ ¥ J& T %2 f&
Poisson # &) ) GEE., Yelland %5 4 T K BB L BF ST L3
log-binomial B & %% fif Poisson # &I & Bt H45 J5 1Y logistic
R A log-normal A KERY |- 89 GEE gk, B JEM 7 $iE
AT log-binomial £ %! GEE i 77 7E W &R AL , £ T %8 {2 Poisson
Flog-normal ) GEER R /M [ BRI ENEE R, I

£1 FMEH RRPRGEH T MR R BHARS

Stk

4} |2 Mantel-Haenzsel 77 5=

ARERBEZUNTR, TRTHWERIMEAEL, AN KER

F M logistic BRI+ OR, EAARFEAN RR/PRY  £8AGTHE WA, AR AREREA RS ITRE

# A logistic B FMMER , Fi4L11 RR/PR”

BRI ARENGEE, (51 RRPRISTEVCEIVERMEUE, EMBEE LHATE

1 ; CI'F5 i delta 773538 bootstrap IE 15 8, BT B /K FRERIM 55 &

¥ RBE R I

¥ RE WBERFFEM, A GEERE /K RIS %

5 1E B Cox H. 5] U gL Ry - 1)
$f@ Poisson [E]FHERIY

log-binomial BERY™
log-binomial #i%I COPY J7 %'
log-binomial 8% , Fif PROC NLP #3155

IPTW £ log-binomial B #4 !

BB A, H CHEBRR

AR BT, 5 A SR E, Wik CHER R M RE, (B H 5 Rl
BT 1L RATHRA, HILE XSRS

IEHTE B R4 e B 3, AT B BIRRAG T, (B A B BRI 41, I e R
M ARG R e S R U B WS I W, (B FRIE 2 AE (0, 1] 18]
BB B R ES M B %, T8 B WAL, # 24 F—Fh A log-binomial 554 , 7]
MBS, i OISR BB IR Gt

FIFH SAS 9 PROC NLP i B #2410 ZR B AL B 5GBS 5, JLF Tl R, B Hi)
BERTE(0,1]=2 08

FRB 4843 PC T A AL log-binomial 74 , J R HEAL ¥ , SRR B T it A
B BRAE , YRR E IR E 0 e R B %k W b ik i
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