s8EAdTF Al 117 235, 19984, pp. 257-268

P

ATA RN T FFS e dPAA X} o] F ukgwiSg Yo @A BHE 7
= AL Bt o] w F Wi ARAAd %S v & de WA 29 @®E Al
$oll what X9} Y AFBA7L B3 2AeAE, F XS Y 23R E¥H LT A
B oyt Aok BEge] £ 24 & o, X9 Yo 3% 5YA A S A4
Mantel-Haenszel 23 o] d&] A5 3 glo}. A gt X9} Yol A@#A 7} 29 5o o
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oj$- Fa3sich o] o & 7 (epidemiological study) ol Al HFE AP AA X9} o ¥
g5 Yol #aAAo) Bl Avkm &b 2 X9} Yol B FEEE FAF3tn 5843
AR FF A8 AAUtta AL o] o o] AL A7 IFS VA F e
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ZAR EY(RE 5kl et myp = mpprpgp) 012 748 ol e B2 242
vz} :

N4k
mi = E(m) = %k—:—lﬁ (1.1)
++
V(nuk) _ n1+kn2+kn+1kn+2k (1.2)

n k(esk — 1)

ot} 18l 1 ME & 29| n ;5L YUY FEAAN A5 golBnz SHo|th. metA
Sl FFFH B 42 Y maw, ) V (ny)°l tF. Mantel®} Haenszel (1959)& 2+
EYAe] AR EAFEA
(I nau — L manel — 3)°
2 V(nu)
& A atglch 83 Cochran(1954)L A&44 F3URL (& 24 g o

/‘\l.

M

LB

fu

N4 kN24kTV+15704-2k
n2

ik
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M= S Vo S VW (13)

& Cochran-Mantel-Haenszel(CMH) £ &o 2 3 o] 3l71 2 e} 215 59 o] utE& =
g M2e HIHCZ (ny — oo °1 AU K — 00) AFEZF 1 FHIAIFEEE HEG
£ Aol g3 A it

CMH A& ] #4& 7} 5] 5 A Z(likelihood ratio statistic) & o] &3t H7% 7% 22
Z 2g R o] =57} &2 % $-(sparse tableS)°ﬂE 2 & 7hssithe Holth. d & &9
Zt BEE(TE )7 HSEE o8 Ao AL, F npg = nax = 1 Wl = 39‘ T
K7} 398 M2 ZAA 22 AR E 1 FllAFEXE GE

CMHZAR L X9} Yol A% BA 7} 29 43 @AYol QR A Fol AU dBHA &

A AL, nk — il F37F @ & go 2 XA =, webd M?e] gol 2A F
o] AR EYolgte FrHEL 71ZetA Aok AT X9} Yol #go] Fof w2
A nyy — m®) $371 ASA ZAsE A4, F X, Y, 23 A 33 5
£o] 91e wolE AMEA Fe Aot B 2RAME 39 277 AR X, Y, 29 3%
Asatgol S Wil HEE & AE AFEATS AL, 2L FAFS o162
A% CMHAA S AR & vws] Buz} ot

A2& X CMH FA & M2 Uﬂﬁl et EAZS A, A3 A1F £
79 95} AAYo 2 F A SAFE vIEs) B, 44 25 HEAA EiAct 18
3 A4 vze) AHE aokstn gog AFHo ok & HAAE AHSAT
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Cochran-Mantel-Haenszel®] 228 584 AA L X, Y, 29 33 F35 28] A& oo
= AR g}t =, X9} Yo #EA o] Zo ae} A Helo

N1k — Miik, k= 1,... ,K

o] 237} matsle A-fol, 24F EPo| obdolT 73t CMH A A F M?9| %
o] ZA Hol 2AR EYPolghe /M AR J1ZeA Rate Al itk ©EA
nk — mikd] FE BAGel 2 2NN A& FAF MiE UL AR EFAZTL=
Attt

M2 = [Zszl P11k — mllkl - E(EkK=1 |n11k - mukl)]2
4=
V(Zf:l In11k — Mmaikl)

_[E I — mal = 3 Elna — mawel?
- 2.1)
> Vinug — mal

& Aol E(ni)Sh Vinu)S 22 4 (1.1)3 (1.2)914 F sttt 33

Vinak — makl = E(nug — mu)? — (Elnae — mal)?
= V(na) — (Elnau — mul)?

olm &, 4 (2.1)0A F7tH oz Aol B 3F &2 Elniy — manliEelth
Ae) 218 2AE SYolgte F7H Sl AR BAF M3 2AHE X7 ARE
19] Flo| A FEXY S T Eo). H) 2.19] THL RE2d 537

X2l 2.1 KAhe] 2x 2 BZE {(nak, nazk, Nawks nozk) : k=1, , K}lA mijp = Moy
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ol R, AT B F {(n1+k Ry, N2sk, ny2x) sk =1,--- ,K}7F FAHE
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K=2, 5, 20, 50 o i3] =oAL vt AA Z F9 7] nyu(k = 1,...,K)dl
£ F7] 98 JFEE B(20, 0.5)0 A F4E B np S #2Z AT =
of Mt myqp, T E 052 DB, My = Ty = 0.262A =AF 59
RESHA 1 g A Y g5 T12lk> T21jk> 7F22[k5 245 5384& UESH
0252 A% ot T} S E ¥ multinomial(n, ik, 7 ), me=(1/4, 1/4, 1/4, 1/4)&
t 95 E BAAS kA 2 x 28RS HES oA TE Killo REREZRH
M =[S — S maukl/[X V(nw)]V2 3 MaE A3k o)k 22 2y & 2,000 wHE
5l D& M My HEEMN 19 2.1, 1Y 2.29 o] FAEIYE THEUTT B
A8 L 93 SASE A& 28, Elnie — milS) 362 SASe] ¥4 PROBHYPRS o] &
3] 3Tt

M3 Myo X7t REFTERXA 7 E M3 M9 237} FlolAF X 7}t
748 Zolth l2EaY o2 JVebd Aol dls) 37 H A (SAS| A Shapiro-Wilks 7
Zolf)& 3 B A3, BE F9| & Kol ts] Mo X pakel 0.155 T AXM B/l
¥ EA 7 ol 3 MY EEXE F9 £71 2, 590 & pgrol 0.018 T} 2L, 1094
40 Aol ol & 0.0191 A4 0.1At01 &, L8l i 39 47} 50Y W& pgto] 0.155 0 U}, mhetA]
CMH A% M2 EA7t o, M32 39 71 F& B Mt LEF me7b A £
ZEABEE, M3o BREXZA AFE7] 19 FloAFEEE $2 AR obdE €
F Ak Al 3™ elA Mol X2 FlolAFELE /AR W A 1% 279 §8d B
TAA =& AT

3. AT HEY 82 dli
3.1. N 18 @72 EE din

T EAH M2, M3 ol 83 21 S8 1P A 15 279 a2 ZAE S
S8 vimdte BA AwA, K9 9 7] npk(k=1,...,K)E | FEE B(n, 0.5)04
AR Fg AR e, =9 FF 27] 0509 L 2, 3, 5, 10, 20, 30, 50, 70, 100, 200,
300, 5002} Zo] WA A, 2] 1F 279 &&o] Fo| HF A7 wet DA AsertE
Btk 29 K9 gtx tgstA A A Bkou 71 e K=5, 20,509 o] A3}
o 25T B8R SEF2RE A 288 Bol, 7 g3 o FHEEo] 0.50] 5
2 EZAH S OFA stk A HEA He A 1F o/ 58S FF3) 9
3, AelR e Kok o Fd 7)) did) 2,0008 18 HF o, FeAFE o
0.052 ¥t 24 31014 M2E o] &3 CMH A A 1F 27/ &2 .- &2, M39
B 2 BASET 712 3L 29 e V|2 2aF3 o yehidd. e
0.05 + 308 Yell =4 o = 1/0.05(1 — 0.05)/2000 = 0.00487°] }.

2y 31004 59 =9 £ 7 ADFE F AP A 1% LF &) & A7t
QoA LS ¢ & gith agla F9 F K7 AW F9 A7 4 BARIC] M3 Al 1F F
gEo = FA7 gl
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(X YS 22347 442 B3kd o)

2AHE S Fa X Y7 dAHA S ABBAE 7HE o ABH S vlwdte] KAt
0.259 4] 0.5A}0] o) A T Y3 & (uniform distribution) & Zt& GFE A A myp(k =
L,...,K)9 gt & A38taL, mygi = 0.5 — Tk, Mok = 0.5 — Tuas Mook = 1 — Taak — Tagpe —
TSt 2ol Atk 22d X9 Yo 4B A %) AVBAE A dEFEI EO
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FFFL 0,052 S9.27 20008 oA GHIS 71ZetA e 882 dRgoz B
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a9 328 27 M23 M3 S 0|89 HBe AHAL vlwatr) e AAHL v g

M3e339

M2 AR

< 39 F K7}5,20,50¢ w), 223 $o HF Avle] o gkl tha) 2 Aot} 1Y
32014 B, X Y71 A=A Fe FARAE 1A o), AN M29] AR Yo M2e)
ARt gou, 2o ol 29 A7 248 £ AHY9 Mol QlojAL A 4 9
o 39 7159 Wie 59 Z7]7) 200] dolok HAE 9 ¥7} 10] @S u 2] &7}
50d W 39 A7/ 3¢ Holx 19 FHEe ALoZ Hol A Yo 29 S0 L
Bo] WSS ¢ & 3t

RATIO
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ratiol =

0.8

0.8

0.4

R: — 5 - » -—%
(X1 N : : . - - J
!

3 7 21 SS 150 400 1085|

strata size

o 3.2 X9 Y7b QasA o] AuuAs 2 W (MG o ARRAV( MY E2AE)

(Xt Yo Ba@Ae] Bato] Y of )

X9t Y FRBA7L 29 7F Wt dEAHCZ WFA, nyy -~ miyd 237 23}
g o, A M o) &3 Aol 71U AHY o £ APYL 2EA UYL 53
FotiAt. 2x 2 BEEAN FARE myp, T, Ty T E 052 DA T 1y B
0914 0.5 0ol A 22 &82 23T} ol2d FETZZRE A K9] 2859
X-Y3adAe 43 & 2AsA 8o k79 RE€Ra2Ryg £ AP EA 2 e A
AVSESL ol & 0.05014 71 7127 38 AR ). ol 8l 22 2,0009 wHE o
F AR AR AAY & viaEQ .

I% 33 29 £8 5,20, 502 31, 9 BF 275 2, 3, 5, 10, 20, 30, 50, 70, 100,
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< Jehd Aolth 1003 Ze] & Z2] Avld AT F9] S0 BARlC) HAH v7}
0.8 XA 32z M9 AAZHo] M2 AR KT A4 Fodn E F o). gty
Xet Yo AaBAIL 28] 50 Wt 9F5H o2 Wl nyy —my S F357F w3 o
de AP EAZ M3l o3 AAel HEFS ¢ & Utk

ratio2 =

[raTio
1.2
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K: —— 5 oo ——%0
T i Ll T J 1 1 L

1 3 7 21 55 150 400 1085}

0.2

strata size

2% 3.3 X-Y A@@A B o (M 2AH)/( ML FRH)

3.3. &l Xt=ZUIM2 HAE O

Mantel(1963)¢] AFolA, E7]1& A2 v et-§8A A 7T (5-hemolytic strepto-
cocci) & F ¢ (injection) 8 F A YA DS FA] FALE 2991 12]3 30% Fol| FALG B+
o ¥rg-& vwetnz; stk WS gt E A4S 52 AF F/HE R Yy
AAo) kg 1/8,1/4,1/2, 1, 42 W3A1A AH 3}

HUAdd e FAMPE(X) 2 wk-g(Y)9] FAE(Z)o i 238 S84 & Moz 3F
do] B,

2 _ (i —ma)?
M= Z? Vi) = 5.66
ojmg, ARE 19 Flo|AFEEZRE pgt2 0.0172 A4ttt 2HH ek Huy e
GFoll whe} Fabdy el By 2ebd £ Aok, oAl T HUAd Y] FALEl H L& o
d& FAl FAMe: whgo] A AW ZA WY, FALEO] F& W 402 143 ¥t 3
FALHE WHol ¥ X RAI/F b, M2E o £3 CMHA A& B3A Aol HA
gt b Ase 28 A R Ed
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E 3.1 U FApgo] w8 FALEF (4 Agresti(1990)9] A Mantel(1963)<] =}
EE U AL AUE)

HAYUA Y | FA AT U3 M — M | V(oag) | [ = mad— | Vi — magd

¥ A& | Alg Elnyy — myy

1/8 ZA 0 6 0 0 0 0
1A ZF u 0 5

1/4 A 3 3 15 0.614 0.818 0.149
1A ZE 0 6

1/2 ZA| 6 0 2 0.728 1.394 0.36
1A F 6 2 4

1 ZA) 5 1 -0.5 0.25 0 0
1A1ZE 5 6 0

4 EN] 2 0 0 0 0 0
1413 vt 5 0

ol g Aol HHY AAYTAY MioE 2UY SUY S FB 8o Y,

: — — Elnyx — mau)))?
M2 = Boiina — mal 11% (111)) AN
A Z V(|n11k - mukl)

24 (pgk=0.002), B0 okt FA7L ¢ ZA "ot

9 ABojA 2R EF L 714E F e FAY F=E d2AR K4 £F 0.05904
Aze Pt} a8d, e UnlA Age 23 Hydae) ool 49 wigk chg3) o] #
ZH AT,

g | Ab
ZA] 1 1
1AL 308 | 5 0

M?=2.91(p3t=0.08)°] 11, M3=11.61(p3t=0.0007)2A 73 TA Fol| ot} h& &S
AA €t webd X, Y, Z9 33 A5G @ AF-AA o] glg dl, MiE o] & HA
o] HetA o g AA ook & &+ T

4. 8

M?% o] §8 CMHAR £, X, Y, 29 3% 354 80] Q& A%, 29 59 29 27]d
Aglo] A AFolITh ST Kot Yol $BBAL 29) £330 e} A5H oz A
dole CMHAR ] R& AF2AL RETHE RS T 5 AU o ) A=o] ALFe A7
A% MEE o £ote BB S £Y 4+ Aok 2 39 £71 Ag W, A1 7
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o)A FEXE M9 g ¥ (null distribution) 24 & ZA} HA] REE 2B L E
& A8 & AR AT 9] F7 A& dol = M] B A 1F L/ FEo] B
A FAFES dA gon, X9 Yo ZRAAIL 29 54 nE} dFHer HE g
Aol Holvte g, MiAE L EXS FE & 70

FE2AV7LAA S KM 2x 28R ) 2% S84 A S &, X-Y38
BA7F 29 & BARe] & WFolgte Eilo] AT F, dBHA o FBBAS
ZAY 98EA 29 BBBAE et CMHAH o] A& s|ojof gt ARt XY
[RATL 29] o det 2 IR B F DS Wy 33 A5 AGo i AR A4
ol & W MiE ol &3 HA & WA AAlF) Holol & Rolrt. Zopt Y FH oz EA
e X-Y3EBAE 22 + Ut

U, REAVI7L € Wele 2aHYRY L o] &old 215 S E 28 X,
Y, Zol i3l Eot g2 FEE & 7 JT Aotk BRIV A& W MiE o] &
& AAo] R oz Hgsojo} sty AL, vkA REAVI7 F W) 2aHIRF AN

BAF G(XZ,YZ)XY,XZ,YZ)E ol &3l X-Ye] 2A%F Ed4& A7) A
G (XY, XZ,YZ)|(XY Z)]& o] &3} X, Y, 29] 33 435289 §5F2 A Borsjof &}
A B (BAZ GH(XZ,YZ)|XY,X2,YZ)|% G}(XY, X2, YZ)|(XYZ) e
Agresti(1990) 7.13 #x)

2oz gozo] AFHAE A 2ot 3 HA AFHAZAM, 39 7 FE 9
MiEAZY JET2ZA HH3I REXE Fohle doltth. ol & A F7Hd dtelA
n (k=1,... ,K)7} Z= Z &3 £x 9 A4t &2 F& A Al 3 Mehta 5-(1985, 1988)2]
A7 =8-0] % S1& Aot} EEAFZ (resampling)-S o] 3 WHH T Al £ 4
Foltt. F A A7 HA = FE=HTE A} H (censored data)ol]&] A fo|tt FAGAH A}
BoA F 2y BEFSFE vwste Aol $AF M2o] &= =, 0471*13 uhzk
7HA 2 EAF Miol 488 4 vt o]l i F9] & %—E%—iﬂﬂx} e B¢ M
2ouz Mio] EXEA FLoAIFEREE H FAGl] &+ dega 3 Z}QE} Al Zkol]
utet 5 23 ae] n3Ee v7t A4t ol AY ﬂz‘ﬁﬂa}x} &E o, M3S o] 83 4
Aol AX Yol o Foele} oddr).

2= 3| 2.10 B

B nu < B, VKOIZZ 2 j=1,... Kol ot The- DESHE AF M7t £
B},

[n11; — mayy| - < Mg,
[Ek 1 Vinag — ma|]Y

T3 ny < B, VkolaL #{k :0<e< Tk < 1—e< 1} — 00| B2

Xk =

max Mg; — 0
1<j<k K

olth. wetA Chung (1974)9] 201% RzH 2o odted My =YX, Xk, - B(T i, Xk;)€
K —ocod W B TEL +H It} O
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A Study on Mantel-Haenszel Test of Conditional

Independence
Ji-Hyun Kim " Hyun Sun Lim 2

ABSTRACT

Many epidemiological studies investigate whether an association exists between a bi-
nary risk factor X and a binary response variable Y. They analyze whether an observed
association between X and Y persists when the level of another factor Z that might in-
fluence the association is controlled. This involves testing conditional independence of X
and Y controlling for Z. The Mantel-Haenszel test is most widely used to test conditional
independence for sparse tables. But if the association between X and Y varies along the
levels of Z, Mantel-Haensze! test has a low power problem. In this study, we propose an
alternative test procedure which overcomes the low power problem in that case. We find
out the null distribution of the alternative test statistic and compare its performance with
the Mantel-Haenszel test by simulation.
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