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P-value vs Confidence Interval
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> Wilcoxon rank sum

18. Wilcoxon 2| &=9Q|8t=X 20| SHASEZH
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Smaller sample size=9 Smaller samgle size=10

_Larger sample size Larger sample size

9

P x*

L1 N
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.039 65
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.025 63
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.016 61

111 012 60
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- AMFIEE (relative risk)
S &% (odds ratio)

HES¥& < (odds ratio)
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survey : what happened in the past ?




[ E9/& £ (0dds ratio, OR)

== E (+) Q. A
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O [+] a b a+b

O[] c d b+d

Al a+c b+d \
- #AZ2 =2 0S8l - a/b . ad
T HWE2YE0SH c/d b
o alc ~ =2 82 d UiShl
b/d Hie=z2o Y9 (S|

= disease OR = exposure OR
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Table. The odds ratios and their 95% confidence intervals
of the use of H, receptor antagonist and gastric cancer in
the nested case-control study in the Korean Elderiy~—=s

Pharmacoepidemiologic Cohort, Busan,1993-1998.

Case Control cOR aOR
H,-RA
No. % No. % (95% CI) (95% CI)Y
No 66 (86.8) 292 (95.7) 1.0 1.0
Yes 10 (13.2) 12 (4.0) 3.7 4.6
(1.53-8.90) (1.72-12.49)

1) Adjusted odds ratio and its 95% confidence interval after adjusted for body
mass index, medication history, and history of gastric ulcer symptoms
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A0 P/ & & (Relative risk, RR)

L= E (+) E(-) A —
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D [+] a b a+b
D[] c d b+d
Al a+c b+d N
cp. TETZME P alar
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Table 5. The adjusted relative risk (aRR) and its 95%

confidence interval of psychotropics intake for hip
fracture among study subjects, 1993-1996

Psycho- No. of subiect No. of cRR aRR
tropics | O 0 U hip fracture | (95% Cl)  (95% CI)Y

1.00 1.00

3.82 4.55
(1.72-8.49)  (2.03-10.20)

1) Adjusted relative ratio and its 95% confidence interval after adjusted for age,
body mass index, and drinking habit
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Cox’s Proportional Hazard Model
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Cox Proportion Hazard Model
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Cox’s Proportional Hazard Model 2/ Y

1. One dichotomous covariate:
-

M) = ho(t)ePXE




Leukemia Remission Data
Group 1(zz = 21) | Group 2(»z 21)

i(weeks) log WBC |7(weeks) log WBC
| 80
.00
91
48
.01
.36
42
49
97
e
.05
2
26
49
= B
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06
.30
.95
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5
=
=
S
o
i
1
2
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7
2
3
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[ W WWNN

denotes censored observation




Output from Spida

Model 1:
Column name

Coeff StErr

p-value HR

Rx

1.509 0.410

0 4.523

n:42

Model 2:
Column name

%Cen: 28.571

Coeff StErr

-2 log L: 172.759

p-value HR

Rx
log WBC

1.294 0.422
1.604 0.329

0.002 3.648
0.000 4.975

n:42

Model 3:
Column name

%Cen: 28.571

Coeff StErr

-2 log L: 144.559

p-value HR

CI

Rx
log WBC

2.355 1.681
1.803 0.447

Rx X log WBC  -0.342 0.520

0.161 10.537
0.000 6.067
0.510 0.710

284.200
14.561
1.967

n:42

%Cen: 28.571

-2 log L: 144.131




EXAMPLE (continued)

Survival Curves Adjusted for log WBC
(Model 2)

.§(z)
1.0

L

Treatment (Rx=0)

Placebo
(Rx=1)

8
Time







