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Al A, Al 7172 2Ee 3 x 3 A A A o> 3)719] MFE AR A s B4
AHEE $ Qe FHTEERYS A st} o] 2E -2 Kenward and Jones(1991)2] 4 3}
28 239 g ZE(counterpart) 2 AFEE = Q0 28 A4 E 2k 3% 3 TP A
A g B3E 2487 $3 Balagtas et al(1995)8] dwisk=¥2 A ER ] Quldlo]
th M EFS AL AMES A ERE A Ao AT B ES =
FYEe 7S Bl FolA 1, B4y A 0] =H)h A¢dd EH-E Kenward
and Jones A} 8.2] EAlo] S-L23r}.

i)

Fagol wALE, TAFERY, Aolxv}, YA,

el
- oft

1. ME

W &} & (cross-over trials)2 WFEZ 7 (repeated measurements)< 93 A9 ¥ 2 H
2A AR AFAA A A A (subjects) 7} AL w] 2 AFEATH Jones and Ken-
ward(1989), Ratkowsky et al(1993)]. & =FA= Al A&, Al 717+ z2t= w34 E =
Ro) BA2 A% FUABRYS AT Al SR | A, B, 0] EHE TAIA
@ wf) 6702] A &)< A (treatment sequences) ABC, ACB, BAC, BCA, CAB, CBAE A&
ok AHHAARE 6709 A=A 5 st F29 (random) & WX 33 Al FF] oF A,
B, C& Aol wet B84 st 7 ko] EHE o> 2)719] B (categories) E& 5
Z(levels) 3 3} bepd o), 2 AR AR R A Me) Ba(EE A AWM 2
ofel 7 715 2 Zloltk ol# & AP S Al A=, Al 712HE Ze 3x3 mAad el &
th o] wff W3S c HEE H3A, 6719 3x 3 xc BER7F o Arh 389 & 312
c=3d W 3x3 ALY A5 T Aojtt mAAFAA = oA AHH(EEe Y
B7F oh2-9] Ao Bl A5 Aol I carry-over effects) 7} SR st} A =
e 717e S8 A FL 4 AThE APUARA BAA ke BEN T OB o
< BEAE u71x] 53] 71 7] ZH(washout periodz} )& & 5 1, AF A=t o
g% Z(clinical condition)2 5] AFFEE HEY ¢ YouR Ho|aRsE FAE F
%S AoltHArmitage and Hills(1982)]. &\ gwtd oz A 7| 7ke] 223 2
Av A7)l Atha st et Aol Exprt A3 AARA ok 4 U] diEo] el

* o] A7 08T ZEU el A AAATH S A Uo) o eo] ol Rol B S,
1) (210-702) Z9= A5 A A¥5123, 25ty SA 8w w4
E-mail: jsahn@kangnung.ac.kr
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92 T8 2y o] ALRE o ofdith. AolatelE 3 AR 7|2ke] AgaArt F A
71zve) A gl FAEAY F odA] 7|2k A aATE A A 712k A2 E kel
A% = A Aol 3-»]—(ﬁrst order carry-over effects) 9} A W 7] 7ke] X7} A AR 7|3

o] Ao & o] x} 7 o] &} (second order carry-over effects)7} STt
Kenward and Jones(1991) Conaway(1989) W o] S8 o2 A FA AT subject
effects) E = ZA W< (latent variables)E X3t 2 HEE X ¥ (joint probablhty model)

& AAHTE. o] So) BHNHE ol Ao EFr} melH A ggton R4 2R 9
3l 0] 20z B YA A S DAk w8 ARAAAL] 7] DHeel)2] SR A
g S 88 24 Fow B 59 0-Tzero cell) o) e 3 97, AYAE Ao B
48 24T o 029 EAZL LAY 4 QA Bk QWAoo 0-719) BAE H A3

—L

Y

r{n

o8] =M E-E R8-S AL FT) Balagtas et al(1995)S 23 vk W g Zh= 3% 3 T4
Fol A A2 wzhg A Aol RA2EHRS In(;7-) & S GURFERAER

i

3 (univariate marginal logits model)-& Al T
B =20 A= Balagtas et al(1995)8] 2-¥H3F A5 o> 3)-EF= FAstear o
GR(EL AU APl ZALGPSE

> S 8T 4 Ao o> WY
o= e oﬂtﬁﬁl-(hnk transformation) =& # 234 (link function) & AF&-31A Ect. A
otEl BFL =29 499 Balagtaset al 28-S £330 3 x 3 waAAFH o] duksls =
HEFE R o -T’-% Atk ¢(> 3)-¥WFE R+ A5 FUFERIFEL A HaH

<

I FaABFTe] HHEAIF 21800 FoARATH 22F oM FHTERFPAHAS 3
olety mE P o] =oFr) 2.3F A B 23 hﬁ S A3sict 3Z o)A AlokE ®
Fo]Z X

o

32 A4-3ho] Kenward and Jones(1991) 9] A58 B4 3
2. FHE 29

6719 2 8sAl ABC, ACB, BAC, BCA, CAB, CBAS] o33l 6712 Ad4AE2]
IES Gy, Ga, Gs, Gq, Gs, Ge&} TTh. G119 Z AFAAA A, B, C €22, G249
Z+ AFYAAANA A, C,BE2R, -, G Z AN EA A C, B, Aoz A& 4
Fottha 7Hgeta, OF A5 A A 7|2 WetA etk 7R gol 2 A A
IF WA 71 ZHG W8S 1y, by, t39] WHE0l 4, j, kY FES Pr(ty =i,ta = j,t3 = klg =
) =miju 1<, j, k<c)#t 3, 2} 7|78 S HEE2 ths3 2o

7]7\_} 1: Tpptl = Z;:l 2;21 P’I'(tl =T, t2 = j, t3 = klg = l)
V70 2 Tyt = Doy Doy Pr(ty =t =183 = klg =)
7]2} 3: Tpgrl = 2521 Z;:l PT‘(tl = ’i,tz = j, t3 = Tlg = l)

D Yot Tkl = Xogmy Tl = Yy Tt = L.

A2 E Atol 9] 3% &L (interaction)o] B2 E L] THET} 59 o) a}:r_ 7Y eka, 7hel
3 o] 3228 9 B} (marginal probability vector) m = (71"(51) Ty Tia))' 7F ARA A
W=7 RAVSE ERNAAS AYstuat gk o, g,y = ( Ty " Timye) ©)

il
o
=

M
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Ty = (it Tepqa)?, T = (Wit -0 Mot T = (Tequ - myya)toloh

‘= AAPL L i)

|3
-

1. W

i

ki)

B oA W] FwE 4 A (marginal dependence) & ZA}S}7] 98 23 HbA A)
N A A 7Y JIARAFS Fosict a9 EP’“i}-—— S48 | 1*4 hoAR 7]
Lol A wg3k r& M #

T YUtk & r = 1,

Thrl 2 L}'E}LHD} =5 Tipi T 2 Trt4-4; Tapi 2 Tyt 7T37'l‘_

nﬂm
po Mo

2.1.1. P2 2XAE M2 Partial Logistic Transformation)
Qr={8186 (L2 ,c}, s#r} 2t T3, Ale) RER AL ABEY A
PL, = {ln(ﬂ—) }CEQT} r=1, 2

7o
ftfo

Th
2 B8 =39 uf, 379 RER2AAHH}S 9] e tpey 2o},
TThat T h3l

PL, = {In ,
o (1%,:?31

PL, = {in LY 3
EE T

PL, = {1 Yoy 2
8 { 1—7Th11) (1_7Th2l}

- cplhB) L eapla®)
1+e:vp[f1(B)], hat 1+€:L‘p[f2(B)]’ Th3t. Th1t ~— Th2I

FolATh &, B po] A olr).

2.1.2. FHZXAEMSH Cumulative Logistic Transformation)
Q-2 349 £ 49 (cyclic permutation) (r+1 --- ¢ 1 2 ), r =1, 2 -, ¢&
(rire o re)B Tul, e A RHRAAGARE] Yoo
CL, —{ln(m) "¢ €Qr, m=1, -+, 1}, r=1,2, .-+ ¢
k=1 Thril

2 39tk =3 L o), 349 FAZAAGUREY FFL G 2o}
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Thal That + That
CLy = {in( ; In( )}
Thil + Th3L Wiu
Th3l Th3l + Thit
CLy = {In( , In }
Th1t + That Wizl
Thil Th1t + Thal
CL; = {In( , In
That + That Th3l

A CLz& A3 B2

Thil _ Tp1l + Thal _
" )~ O M) = BB

ola, z &2 FAFE

mhu =P, Thaa =P — P, ths =1 - P

o)t} o PFM i=1,2 3.
, 1+ ezp[fi(B)]

2.1.3. Hjoj~ 2Rl Yi2l(Baseline Transformation)
wl o) 2ekelol mpy G W Qrof st wlelaed MBS R3S

Ber{ln(%’ﬂHsEQr}, r=1,2, -, ¢
h

rl

2 Hojatt =39 ul, 3702} wWolaetlTe] AL thet 2k

_ (q( 2L Th3l
TR
BL2:{l (g_h;), l (;‘_ﬁ )
BLy = {in(_"), In(>
YoM BLyx AHESH 22
Thily _ Thaty _
| () = R I = Fl6)
oA Z+ FEo] FAHHFL
i = epr[fl (B)] .
1 + exp(f1(B)] + explf2(B)]
i = eﬂvli[fz (B)] _
1+ exp[fi (,3)]1+ exp[f2(B)]’
Th3t =

1+ explfL(B)] + exp[f2(B)]



3x3 WALYL WFY A2 FHS AW FAFERY 2

otk o] FollAl sk 37kA) WBo| A FH R A~
NEd o, RE2 X AE M8} w o] ~ekel HB-L
T ot
1A 259 PG 7 o)A, Xpy = mmpa Q) A9, =4 A=
G? =231 o0y Yiey Xnatlln(Xnit) — In(mimha)]

€ xXNdf) £25 Zterh B4 7t pd W) Al HE BF AFE df = 18(c—1) - pE Z
+=THAnderson(1997), p188 191 Fx].

7 A, B, C & dt3-gto]l &
= (nominal) g wff A-8-8

A ABES kxk DR, [, L= (11 - 1), 493 Ao)n PA5L A
LIn(TM=)Q) 822 e 4 Alr/]'- o E 9] PL3, CL3, BLsx Msax162 = (My M M3)!
s Lasxra =g ®[L@[1 —1]]=Le®[1 — 1], |

1 00 1 0 0
01 1 01 1
PLs A% : T =1 , CLy A% : T =1 ,
3 8T 72x36 18 ® 01 0 3 81 72x36 8 ® 110
1 01 0 0 1

BL3 735 : Traxse = 15 ®

OO =
= O O
= O = O

0 0

g 59 L ln(TMw)E ERHC L In(TMnr)L FHEE 25 c,(zero) obd wf v]E 7}
5 9l B2 &< (monotonic differentiable function) 4 -2 %l‘ Ak w My = I ®[ 15®1E],
My=Lo[lo1}], Ms=IL [ 14 ® I3] ©]a, @2 2 A (direct product) s et
ALY Aol ARE RASKLAT @, BBA T AAPH T In( 57} A
S B A Y AL A, 99 4 2 9500 € Uy A, £ 2y 4T
£ 442 o AUEE 24 vse AL A% A8 Atk AF Bl (U
7 AR e BRI P AL AL MR 1614 0-20] BE 1) PL, % CLy, W33k
20141 0-Zko] W W PLyt CLs, 18 2 ¥H5-3k 3914 0-Zko] §& W} PLy3 CLi ot}

i

B AN 3% 3 ALY 1§ E3h, 12 Bk, A0 A BB, ARG
o7 AolEst Fol % Wl oI FE Eelstel AvIE PoIAR A2 TAE FAT S )
£ RS 3A0 ARG 42 B3 vEshx g, w3 BE v

A gy, goy vy G L=1, 2, -, 6% B0l TFAAC o] W) YF gy 2 1Al 1L
F9 A &I (sequence effect) ol th-SHT} 7|17 AL B}Q—:ﬂr FeANg o 25 a9}

A&7t ng= 7] w2l Al e Z1EF pi, pa, psRhE B ETE A28} 7] A}
o} X3 2g(rp), A AA 717 A F WA 7)ol 2] ‘QX}ﬁO}Eﬂr( 71ZE 1ol A LAk A
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o) E Ik ¢12), T WA 717l Al WA A 7bol o] A Aol FIH(A7 2014 A Mol

A3} 23)9 A WA 71BN A A AR 71 7hol 29 o]} H o) EIH(7]ZF 104 o)A} Aol
T} cl3)8 # Az ol golA AFH EAEE FAY FHGERITAY

2 21480 FoQA FARE( L, v, DT BA)E A-35] the ) o] Hel gt

L, r, ) = a4 gr + T + 21+ (TP 15
L2, r, 1) = o+ gr + T2, + P2 + (TP)i2,10r,2 + 1241 115
L(3, r, 1) = o+ grt + Tya,qe + D3 + (TP)e3,0r,3 + 2342,00 + 13411115
r=1,2,--,¢l,1l=1,2 ---,6

&, b 717, r2 WSR2 2FS JE T, o & Y A4 (location constant), t[h, (]
2 2F 1WA 712 bS] AE, e A r& Zhe A th, 08 2, el g2
SA r& 74w A7 1A t[1, 9] YA Aol ET, 23,2 WA & 7HE o] 7120
200 A 1[2, ]2 EAF Aol EH, 3y -2 TSR r& 7HE W] 712 1914 1, 1]9] ol A
ola¥g vk

Ao A2 mPPH(EE= AYYE) X9 E9(EE EH)EY 9H g5 AHEst
Lin(TMrm)=XB2 88 5 At 2P E XE= 18(c— 1719 ydEel AT B2
Mao) 22 o 99 E etk X& A33 73A42] Al 4 (corner restrictions) (o,
g11=0,p1 =0,74 =0, 5)& A& FEAXh A ¥4 gy = 0N o =0 AH8-3F
of AHAFE IFEF ZEAZ ¢ Uk 1HT 5 Y& 2P X9 AL (column
rank) 7} 3 2.190 A ZAMECL

220 0T+ gt RRAA 259 59 X9 AR =39 F9)

230 * (012 (€23 C13 (12,023 C12,C13 (23,C13 (C12,023,C13
249 4116 21 21 21 26 26 26 31
g4A4% |16 21 21 21 26 26 25 30
23 *  Cl12 (23 C13 (12,023 C12,C13 (23,C13 (C12,023,C13
m4ol 4118 23 23 23 28 28 28 33
dA4 |18 23 23 23 28 28 27 32
230G * (12 (€23 C13 C12,C23 (12,013 (23,C13 C12,023,C13
240l 4126 31 31 31 36 36 36 41
dA4 |26 31 31 31 32 32 31 32

) 231, 5y@) ny® 9] e 747t 74 {Gr, Tr}, {Gr, Tr, Pe}, {Gr, Tr, Pe, TrPe}ol] 2718 HAS
ojtt, “ ¥ 7= Mol g3g A ¢ Hg-olr}

E 21994 Gr& 1§, Tre A, Pex 7|7 TrPetr A2}t 7|72 w3 24 (inter-
action), C12, C232 7|7+ 1, 717k 2004 LA} Ao, C132 7|7k 1014 o]z} Ao]& e}
ok 240 o) dAer 22 A X9 AW o] A ER ol o dA S (full



3x3 AALPY WFY AR L4 9

o
(B,

FERY 31

column rank) & Z&+ £33t B {Gr, Tr, C23, C13}, - - -, {Gr, Tr, Pe, TrPe, C12, C23,
C13}ell = B4e] 8 dAF7E N2 g2t o281 (€23, C13), (C12, €23, TrPe),
(C12, C13, TrPe), (C23, C13, TrPe)ollA] BE £¢] WolESo] A2 s o] Yo & 4
Q. o714 {Gr, Tr, €23, C13}-8 ZE(Gr), A& (Tr), 717k 2004 L+ 7 ) (C23), 717+
194 o]z Ao|(C13)E ¥ B P& Jepdth

W3y 2z RPAAL v R0 7+ B-E(cell probability) 52) ME 78 Ry (Ee
ad)Ee W B #AA L Aotk Haber(1985)= Yukald 24323 4 ln(vr) =
XBE A GBI w2} B2 2957 S ( maximum likelihood estimators, MLE)J} Var
EE ZALL 3T, Balagtas et al (1995)2 28 Aln(Br) = XB9 RS
o} 222 A ZoH LIn(TM~n) = XBe 493td s E:l_/dtﬂ_‘?_?‘fo o] 1, Balagtas
et al (1995)91 4 =218 Wy o= go| MLES Var(B)2] BE §5FE o
B4 MLE+ Newton-Raphson}§] 22 B E] 2% (likelihood) S JJEHE 5 A
HEAFAd RyPdd u,

B = (X'X) L XL In(T M#)]

2 Fo4 X7 AN EATE 2R @2 Aol d9k3} 9 ) H(generalized inverse)S
Agste] B = (XUX)~XUL In(TM#)2 248tk 4+ 72 MLEO|Z Zold 219
% (Poisson log-likelihood) 2] # ‘:‘(kernel) K(p) =nt In(u)— 1'p, < FJoisistoz A Ao
At} [ Balagtas et al (1995) & %]. %Bi Be] MLE, M# (M2 2124 8 3
g, = 74 25 HelA 7—.‘717‘}°ﬂ f?l AU=sEY A de & 5 St

18] 15 A 2z 7] 7ol Tl 3 S £ 45 (marginal frequency) 2] 3 24 (30, Nity
=i Nojt = Ypmy Nyt = ngaqy) 3FEE A 71200 O3t S RE S5 &

B
rlr

(N1, =05 Negqall) ~ Mulbi(nggqi; Tigept, =+ Tet),
(Njrgt, =y Npet|l) ~ Multi(ngiqis Tpag, - 5 Tyett),
(Nigur, o5 Nogall) ~ Multi(ng g5 g, et

1 ny -+l [
o1, G2 =23 Yl In(— it )+ N (oY o (L)) = 2
m M4l

M+ -+l
Aoz P REE WET o] W AHE Lo 180149} 20] 18(c— 1) —p ST W, rieyas =

NpgiTipr ©13L, p B 2FH B4o] Sojrh
3. 88
3 3.12 Kenward and Jones(1991)¢] 017 ZFR o|th ©] AR+ EHj4LE2AS
(essential dysmenorrhea)@2Fe] g A7} Al 7}A] x| & oF(# K(placebo), A, F& IF
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# 3.1: B4 EA RS8R 18 AR e4tR

g |Gy G G3 Gy Gy Gs || ¥V |G G G3 Gy G5 Gg
1117 0 2 0 0 3 1 1121 1 0 0 1 0 0
1131 0 1 0 0 0 121] 2 0 0 0 0 0
122 3 0 1 0 0 0 123 4 3 1 0 2 0
1310 .0 1 1 0 0 132 0 2 0 0 0 0
133 2 4 1 0 0) 1 211( 0 1 1 0 0 3
212, 0 0 2 0 1 1 21341 0 0 1 0 0 0
221 1 0 0 6 1 1 2221 0 2 1 0 0 0
2231 1 0 0 0 0 0 ({231 0 0 0 1 0 2
2321 0 0 0 0 0 0 233} 0 2 0 0 1 0
3111 0 0 0 1 0 2 13121 0 0 2 0 2 1
313 0 0 3 0 4 1913210 0 0 1 0 0
3221 0 0 0 1 0 0 323| 0 0 0 0 0 0
3311 0 0 0 0 0 1 ])1332} 0 0 0 0 0 0
333 0 0 0 0 0 0
Al (analgesic at low dose), B, 73t X5 A (analgesm at high dose),C,2}2] AAE A3}

A b2 A es WA %‘% 3to] A2 Axfolrt
AQu: 86 e] ARUAAE FAAE 6719 ¢HLE Gy (ABC), G(ACB), Gs(BAC)
G4(BCA), G5(CAB), G6(CBA)oll zH2t 15, 16, 15, 12, 14, 14 4] S (allocate) 431, 2 1
B AFNFAANA Az FE 2314 3 & ZF A ] 717 2o A 3 Z(relief) S
ZAE T B2 #E(HES)E 10 2] 9l (none), 2: 2 FoFR (moderate), 3: oFF £
< (complete) 2] 37 o}

3t 319A ¥hgo] “j k7 ol3 A WA AIF ‘G TN B 12 A WA 7|7
oA B8% oF A9 wh-go] jola, F WA 7|7l A B85 oF B ‘9}8 o] joli, Al WA
1ol A B3k oF Cof ukg-o] k2 AFAT} fiolUSS UERALE O 8 SAIEAME
2o g 47 7| EHTh

E 319 BIFEAEE 162 T 2 112 H2] £47} 00]B= -7+ EAE Zo]7] 93
FHIEEHE AMSste Aol a2 eta, w33 r = 3904 0 =& 00 77k SR AT
E4E 7= Al Al B2 2180A B9H PLy B CLi & AMgste] EA4E 4= 9]
th oJd 25§ 2R Yo AL ] 42 FF3 gog A Fo]okgir)

¥ 3.2E ¥ 31 }E‘E AW%?%]?E 2tE 23 {Gr, Tr, Pe, C12, C13 } o] 13-% 3 PLs,
CL1% BLi= A8 uf 49 3 gl o8 239 9= n)(likelihood ratio, G?)2] ¥ 3}
£ YUEd Folth o] & PL33 CLi2 $3 %] st uigst ¢goy BL2 44
&e Mt AR Beolq Yot webA 0-7+ BAE Fola A 2F S I Y

I
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3x3 aAAP AFY A5 L4254

r_o'lrl

FHEE 33

% 3.2 A ABAFNA G £ ghe) W] wpE Sxu

T4 % | PLs CL; BL, T4 % | PLs CLy BL,
0.1 21.0815 21.0888 21.7583 1E-6 21.2332 21.2332 128.547
0.01 21.1397 21.1405 31.8624 1E-7 21.2333 21.2333 162.215
0.001 21.2149 21.2150 48.6748 1E-8 21.2333 21.2333 198.260
1E-4 21.2305 21.2305 70.9812 1E-9 21.2333 21.2333 236.177
1E-5 21.2329 21.2329 97.8857 1E-10 21.2333 21.2333 275.574

et Wgko] PLy} OL oleb & 4 9)
o2 4% PLyE 14 20l 4

3.1 =) sl Hix] 3 PLyS AE3tod 3 2,104 H A
o] = H(G?), A= (df) & p-#S AS/IML% Agst mz oo 13

ol A
.

FAREST 49 A

rir

s <
co_lN

=t
A

Wk
©

&
14

<
w

38 %
=46}
=

na
S

b
r]r

Y, o
-
)

£33 A GASE 2= 2950 Sxu, 4429} p-@

250 * C12 C23 C13 C12,C23 C12,C13
G? | 33648 29.938 25.970 23.969 23184  25.394
df 20 15 15 15 10 10

p-gr | 0029 0012 0038 0066  0.010 0.005

2@ * C12 C23 C13 (12,023 (12,013
G2 | 27719 22.166 25551 23.332 21.233  19.976
df 18 13 13 13 8 8

p-Zt | 0.067 0.053 0.020 0038  0.007 0.010

2306) * C12 C23 C13
G? | 23203 15.253 19.146 19.146
df 10 5 5 5

p-Zxr | 0.010 0.009 0.002 0.002

F)REW), 2y@), myYE) «*» = g 213 2ok

# 332RFH 0 22 AR AR 54 B 5 Ak (7) N1BEHE =2
A G mFoA “C13” & A std Aol &I} Yrhs= %71% 2 £ Qg (G{Grm
G{GrTrOlS} =9.679, Pr(x%(5) > 9.679)=0.085). () “*”,“Cl12”,“C12,C137 A &
P (PeZ E3eHA F2)F L3 (Ped T Y (79 zM 7} 247} 5.929, 7.772, 5.4189)

T Pr(x*(2) > 5.418)= 0.067Y L2 7|ZtEHE FATE 4 gla, “ 0237, “C137, “ C12,

41



34 A

F 3.4: 238 { Gr, Tr, Pe, C12 }oll A B3} 5042 4

j—‘E‘ g11 g21 gi2 gz22 gi13 g23 gi4 g24 g15 g2s gie 926
T3 | 1.364 -1.234 1.111 -1.502 1.122 -1.247 1.210 -0.612 1.238 -1.377 1.338 -1.530
ASE | 0.287 0.287 0.263 0.263 0.262 0.220 0.268 0.269 0.224 0.203 0.253 0.224
A€ (1a) T8 TC
ol 0 1.954 2.232
ASE ' . 0.414 0.407
713 (p1)  p2 p3
B3 0 -0.668 -0.333
ASE . 0.337 0.731
Z o] (A1) A2 (A3) Bl B2 (B3) Cl1 C2 (C3)
a3 0 1464 0 0.238 0889 0 1.176 -0.132 O
ASE . 0181 . 0.190 0.208 . 0.177 0.147
G2 G df p3 (x> &)
22.166 13 0.053 (21.443 0.065 )

C23 70| A} G29] Apol= BT 1.9510]3k0] L Pr(x%(2) > 1. 951) 0.377=2 71 7HPe) &35}
24 xgA4 5 gl l” U‘:“Oﬂ 23 Aol awe] FRo whet 71 TERT 794
$= 93 frolHo] ofd £ & gtk AL BT (r) Efa< >(TrPeE 2 @A %%%)7
2O (TrPeE £3H)9] 49 G29 Hol= BT 6.9130]|3}o]3 P
o2 X2 717Abol o) 25 FE(TrPe)2 gle 202 & 4 gt
AP G2 (86)7F 7+ ~(162)0) vi3f] ERIA TR F7) W&o HEs RF S 2=
ol HA ot Ho Al 712 Az E4 o2 RE A B2 {Gr, Tr, Pe} 2 & &
ot EAxpe] B Ao we} p-gho] 0.068 T 2 {Gr, Tr, C13} 4} {Gr, Tr, Pe, C12} 3 A&
d o5 Atk 2 E=EolAe A PolA 7 wol ?46110?%}% 717k 1ol A LA A o
E7HC012)S T3 123 {Gr, Tr, Pe, C12} 2R E] &35S 2431 3o} & 2 g39)
FA A= {Gr, Tr, Pe}ol| A} AL 225 B 5 A3, 2 {Gr, Tr, Pe, C12 }of] 3}
9 24Ee 24X (AT A2EFE L XHASE : Balagtas et al(1995)32)71 & 340 F
ojZt}. & Aol &¥ €233 C132 F &3/t &tdA o] JlenR2(E 2.1%R) sYT =
FolA Q0] 7HedtA &al, F 28 {Gr, Tr, Pe, C12, C23}-1/} {Gr, Tr, Pe, C12, C13} 9]
2% A% nygd u, F a3 A C23-C12¢} C13-C128 333 wim & 5 rh

X rue m[m

N

[

2 34014 “2879) g2 1A TENN WA 1 2 RIF ERE del 2, 29
N g —0 & Aokz A2 BT $IF T WEA 114 B0 FE WA
2004 0 o2 FAND Yok 2 R BF] BE (gu + gu, 1=1,2, 3,4, 5,

(=2}

)& 78 AEA CZ B4 7|7 B43 18 F o9 AFA BE AR 7|2k B8 1
2 4(BCA)IIA 7H3 2 2H0.598)L 23, 9%k AS AR 7|7+ B8 1F 2ACB)o) A 7}



3x3 BAAYS) WY AR $HE AW FARERY 35

A2 (0391 7S B 5 ok Ao oFd A5A] BY 2ol YekAY &
FHAFEA: T4 = 0)2] 2o](1.954 )7) A3 JEA] Co) &) 3l EA BY &)
ZFol(0.278) Bt F& & 4 Yth ol& AEFA I} ﬁ%% ol d E2E FU AEA=E
o] Zhekol= & Aol 7t gle-& du gt o] A2 Kenward and Jones(1991)9] 2 39k
AX & ZAolth “71217 9 75 3 A 7]2}(111%13 pl=0)3} F WA 717Hp2)9] Alel 7k
T AR A Al HA 71 7Hp3) Aol Rt A1, pl > p3 > p2 2 A AF] 77k &
b 7R A3 T A4 712 &37) 7 A vElhd AL B 4 ) ol: A Hx Bg
gk o] 7} S Hol Eue AL ongith Eor “X* 01 (c12)”94 5 9] ol A wE
ST 2(A2)E 7HE W) 71E 2 3h(1.464)2 Hola, e AFA oA w3k 2(C2)E 1A
= I e AR Hol ko Lﬁri}ﬂﬂﬂf"ﬂ S E8T o

o] 713 ZHe 2H-0.132)S Ko
: ZF zh= 2te] A Aeladrt & Aoz A4dAny. Aolae] A4S
A8 2o uw sl 7R Al ek AL A1=A3=B3=03=0 o|t}.

4. A=

B ERAAE Al A, A /1S 2 RAAGAN BRI A A o4 WEE
ZE A2 BAL NW FAFERYL ATHYL. TALF L QALY 2P
A7k BB 24 B2 o) F2 AEFHEER RALYNN Ao WRY AmolE 0-7to)
Bol Uehd & giok o H 3 AR BAS AN A SR FARBL A4 FARE
R3S AN 4 RN L W WA} A WE 5ol weh WBA Y] HEo A
o}

BAAGNA BoIA ARE FARNAT W, B YY) AAPRow 7 WgET
A hS8 0-2b] W40l mhek WEA 8 A1 ko] AL % 5% 43, 294 2%z 3
4 39 AYES ¥/ VSE AL A9 25 9o, (TR FAHA G 3
27k % A e TS Aol g 20l 002 FAE Folt Rl @ PPOE A

Ak T3t nAA oA Ay &S oo mEF okdlE M EleA, A gAY, A&
o Ael, A} 7o) n AL T XS BH YA o] FoFrt o] RF YA A
33 m@Fdere WA, 717, Aoh)ES nHAAE AT E7 717l
o] dat Aola|et A 7|zhol| Ao olak HolE e Altd B o)A mEFH jloen
2 3] By v md 5 ¢, AR 7| 7h A AR} Ao|aHs}t 7 4L xEE T
el A 2YoA F Aol awte] Aol® ulwd 5 ot

Zog B =FoA AoE 2HFERHF L AR5l Kenward and Jonese] A=2E
Agct o] EAA 2FaFE Ze IAFAE 58T A7 A DS, AP EHE
&R 571 AEeExHY ZgRct o 2 43S & A= B 7 Atk 717 2350
A R AR B8 ofo] dFE 7P Wol T, HolEFelA o B BAGle] e
B8 o Adgd dATS & e XY A9 AdojER avke Ade E 5 U

St



it
{n
hinch
<
i

2 xEol tate] 42 744 A 20 FA T 2 AAHAYEA 24}

[1] Anderson, E.B. (1997). Introduction to the Statistical Analysis of Categorical Data .
Springer, New York.

[2] Armitage, P and Hills, M.P. (1982). The Two-Period Crossover Trial. The Statistician
Vol. 3. 119-1311.

[3] Balagtas, C.C. , Becker, M.P. and Lang, J.B. (1995). Marginal Modeling of Categorical
Data from Crossover Experiments. Appl. Statist. Vol. 44. 63-77.

[4] Conaway, M.R. (1989). Analysis of repeated categorical measurements with conditional
likelihcod methods. JASA. Vol. 84, 1094-1060.

[5] Harber, H. (1985). Maximum likelihood methods for linear and log-linear models in
categorical data. Computational Statistics & Data Analysis.  Vol. 3, 1-10, North-
Holland.

[6] Jones, B. and Kenward, M.G. (1989). The Design and Analysis of Cross-over Trials.
Chapman and Hall, London.

[7] Kenward, M.G. and Jones, B. (1991). The Analysis of Categorical Data from Cross-over
Trials using a Latent Variable Model. Statistics in Medicine. Vol.10, 1607-1619.

[8] Ratkowsky, D.A., Evans, M.A., and Alldredge, J.R. (1993). Cross-over Ezperiments.
Marcel Dekker, New York.

[2000d 3€ FH<=, 20001 109 A= |



3x3 WAL WY 47 AL A FadERy 37

The Marginal Model for Categorical Data Analysis of

3 x 3 Cross-over Trials *

Ju Sun Ahn Y

ABSTRACT

The marginal model is proposed for the analysis of data which have ¢(> 3) cat-
egories in the 3 x 3 cross-over trials with three periods and three treatments. This
model could be used for the counterpart of the Kenward-Jones’ joint probability one
and should be the generalization of Balagtas et al's univariate marginal logits one,
which analyze the treatment effects in the 3 x 3 cross-over trials with binary response
variables|[Kenward and Jones(1991), Balagtas et al(1995)]. The model equations for
the marginal probability are constructed by the three types of link functions. The
methods would be given for making of the link function matrices and model ones, and
the estimation of parameters shall be discussed. The proposed model is applied to the
analysis of Kenward and Jones’ data.

Keywords: Cross-over trials; Marginal probability model; Carry-over effects; Link

transformation.
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