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Pitfalls and their solution for cross-sectional studies in nursing research

Susumu TANIMURA

I. lZC&IC

B2 TICHBIT B WSS (cross-sectional studies)
Lid, HNETHE#ERES (YUY ML) LZOME
K7 R FRFICHE S 2 09e 79 A > TH S (LoBiondo-
Wood & Haber, 2013; Polit & Beck, 2020). 77 h A L &
e3[R - 0D A 4% 72 S I RS LS R B CRIMI T ¥ B
e, KSERLTWVS.

BEWTHE 72 R A E D D TR RERERLH D,
Bl RENHM R T A U ERBIRLIzE EICHD
RTVITFNEL AR R ORFENHS. AT, %
DX GEBEELMKAZEMT 2 & SICEU 2 MER
HL, ZOMRKEZERTSCEEHNE LT, GHE
EEBE, T — Xt BE, ERBEOIETENZTN DM
ez R T %.

0. EHERFEDMaE

L YTV G5ENAT R

MRS REED BN T R, BRI HISTES
DO TEEL, DGR T ARG T 2 B
H%. HEBZE TRIBEIC AR RN, 7 Ak, BN SE
OBEEICHTZNAT X (BT VT - NRAT AR
B OIS A 7 A2 ERHHEIERFE DI SA T R), T—
ZOEIEPEICEHDZ 3147 X GRSFA 2N
FLEDNA T AGEEFHMANATR), T—2ZUWEICH
DBNAT A CRRBIEZINA T Xix & I2HE P DR
NATR) TH5B. MIHRREMD S WAL ICEA
ZHHTERI L, REEDRI EARICZRD,
YTVYT e RNAT ANMEICIR S, £z, BRZED
EUEMME L, HRICEAELEVD 2 WIEREIZE Ly

WHRED, RETHZHREL IR G BEEET 515
&, REFENAT ANMECES. ZOX 555G
i, RICKREZEEDT—22ZB LR TERESD
MoErER e, 25 TRAEVEBOMIEHBRENMAKEE
%0, LECERELZE@mIENIN S AJREEDND S.
B 2 TR EFEBENA T ARMEIC AL RN
EMBLD, HlZIE, MRz 5L I 5N &
T, T TICEMIELI-EDT— 2N AFRETH S/
DNAT ANELC D, EGFEENAT ADMEICESH
flcik, MR AMETHD, TF— MFRER
HTZRETCHD.
TNHDEZREIRINA T A UT, N 2 ik ok &
TV, RO G2 KGR LEN S, HFFEEED
R EEEZ T, 1D 1DOFa &S MR R
T¥, MR DREROMEIC NGNS, Z
DEIHRIGEE, MW T VA VR RINT ZXETH
BONEHETEHLEIANLIEDZLEND 5.

2. v ALOREYERA

MW ZEIC B 27 2 ML (HIWEED » Ndwv/
WWR L, THo/all, TRELTYWS / LTWEN]
REQMEHOES, U AT 4y ZERETIVEH
WTAw XLt (odds ratio: OR, L K OR & Kild %) #
fEEL, 7O ALEEERT GIHZERD & o
ZiHiid 5 ENBEANRICEVTEIAITHDNT
% (LoBiondo-Wood & Haber, 2013; Polit & Beck, 2021).

UL, BRI B0 C R g 2 5Tl 9 5 1T,
KADARLICHLZRDOOE TRFZETEHLEDT
v NALRERG] & TRHFZESZNVEEDT Y b
A LFEERG] D, DB A K (Previence ratio:
PR,LLF PR X7 9 %) " THH, OR TWEAEL (K

ZHRFER AR ARITR

TR, BITIRELAOSIRTY A7 L KIEN B EDTHS.
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PR — P _ a(c+d)
pa c(a+b)

BRI (PR) DR

1 BEWIIFFRIC B B 4 v Xk K UHRELOE

D). BWiFZRICBEVLTORIEH X TE PR O
BTHD (Lee, 1994). HZE (MEICIZ 248) O
BRKIICRTED PREZBEZHICTFEHRTE 5D,
ERZMHS ZLBEMTOLTRHE TR, £07%k
b, BERT—2TELOREZABCHAETEZOY A
T4 ZERETIVNEREN, BHEEEOREE L
TORMEibNTE .

JEAE, OR Z PRICGEMITE AWV AICK YT BICE
Bb53 ORZ[MAT S LITHL TEMMIGS TN
THDO, BEWHZEICH T S OR ORI DWW THGEL
TeZEN N DEME TN TS (Barros & Hirakata,
2003; McNutt et al., 2003; Petersen & Deddens, 2008;
Tamhane et al., 2016; Zhang & Yu, 1998; Zou, 2004).
Zhang and Yu (1998) &, 77 b A LORLEHEH 10%
PEoLE, REORE (PR) £ OR DA K E <,
COESBELARICOR 2S5 LR AEYTHB I L
7Z27s U7z, McNutt et al. (2003) &, Zhang and Yu (1998)
ODREEZTEL, TORDOIZERUED M ORI
S A R € 5V (log-binomial model) IC & % PR #E
B L, Zou (2004) &, mlESIRUERRE 2 HEE L
TeRT7YVVERETIV Zow FEERTY VEIFET
)V (modified Poisson model) & EHIL 72AY, MO IER
7Y VERETIVERBIN DM IRz, IR IS
K7V AR ET IV (rubost Poisson model) & Eil 9
%) ZAWTPR ZHET B 2R L. M
T E R E TV LB R T VElEE TV 72 g U 72 i
ZECE, M ZHBRETIVICERD A>TV
(Petersen & Deddens, 2008) A%, W8 _IH[AIIFE TV IE
HIRIDZ S HICGGHEMRZH/ 5N 5 DI TRV (Chu
& Cole, 2010). THh 5 DO EIFEE TIVEFI AT % LI
%, Amorim and Ospina (2021) X, B AT ¢ v 7 6l
ETIVDETIVRERT—FA Ty Tz Ez WV
T PR ZHEEd 2 /7152825 L, Bastos et al. (2015) (3,

OY AT 4w 70EETIVERET %MK PR #
TEDS,  RECIE R TV EE R T Y VAR TV
KK BHEENE PRIEE L HROANT N 2R .
WINIZ LT, BWRONA RS54 Tid PRO
ERADHEE TN TS (Lee et al., 2009).

S ZIH B R TOVREE R T Y VElRET VK, |
VAT A4V TRBETNVICHRNZ EHEOHSNTES
59, MitZOHREBICEELALTHBEI N TV,
BT RIC BNT, HEREZMES 7T — Xl U T
HH PR OHEEIRDENTVRICEMD ST, HEE
DOFIENHEOHONTVENT & D, AFETIIHE
T2 ERCToNER L ZDOFIHEERTHENT 5.

LR &R OB NS, ST OR DA & Wik
TNTHEDH, OR DX DI marginal effect (ME) H3
T"EXNTWD (Norton et al., 2019). FEHERA) AP —
Y AMEDIE TlE, OR S ME AND#E & #ix Ak
FHFDDH B (Fl 21X, Eisenberg et al., 2022; Pan et al.
2022). HH#EENTFICTOBEMMANWERT HIKLITE
iz, Dl LI ETHE LEAONS.

o F—23hIcET5MmE

1. REZRROER

OV A7 4w 7 ERETIVE S —BRALRTE R T
TIVOMIETFHB L CERRET IV GEERIRET
V) T, SIHZEEDPBIBICHEELTWVS T L2z
L LT3 (Peacock & Peacock, 2020). #RIEBH{ZDwiHE
ZENEWVIEREERIRE T IV, {5 O, S H
BINCEN I N ET VA ZRATE 2 HEZRNT,
ETNAOZY 2R ENRETHZ N, F
IR TIRHENSCLREELYL. 20k, FE
AEDEEICHIEMRZRRE LT EDL 5N
ckiczsd. UL, IR, U U FRICE
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5422 ENZVERICH LT, MIEBGRZBREEE T
WKZDEEETIRICHEAT % & FER & R Rz
B350 5. RILBEGORRSHANIZEZD 1D
DFREFE LT, BBRMEICYTIEE B IBICH & e
179 1S5 T (Peacock & Peacock, 2020) &
HBH, FEROMIA K HEIC 75 B 72 B 78 T
MIBTEB#ELY. F0R, WMIEEZROFIEN AR
N, HEERE L TZOXEFERBETIVICERAT
50T EL, BRERZITOATIV—EKE LT
ERETIVICHRAT S, BRIKDOHEFEETET
B, BEHZLIETRYIZ 5EREEFAEZHNT
BWNICKY 2 TG E2MERTHZM, VWThic
LTE, BERRSDOEEICDNT, ZYEEHIAT S
RBENH D, KR, 2T 2EEE Y FA T
ZUBICOWTIRILZES FHIHNRETH 5.

2. XEEADEB

T MALICH LU THEERBEEZ RS D> 2R T
GRIAZEO W, Mz ER A8z RV TEMND i
(BT TN—T0001) 2175 e THEREEZRT
BhbHB. TOXIEGEEE, MR TEZHAGD
BHEREERMEE T TIVICHRA L TRERZERT %0
ThdHsd. ThLOKFZETIC [TORTIZEED
BOENEhoTz) EREwMOT B, RYICEELRM
RzHR@drEEnd 3.

REWTHT 92\ I REWTIN T B 2 LICE R T 2 HIRD H
5. B, BESEREE & B o PR o BE 8 7 kR 5
T HHMIFSE T, 20 KDOBEHEMOGMHBIL 70 KOG
HAIOMBBE LS T E TERBOMBEANRZ C L
WKIEMELN D 2. MEBEOE AR EEHERNAEL
378, 20EOBHEMD 10 RIC K> GBS L BALE 70
BMOEEMEIECICELRY. TOX>BEHREO

FR— FahR (JHAREE) &5 (Celentano & Szklo, 2018).

20 IO A EMMDR R OREE & &I ZzL LT ¥
T LEMGET 2D THNL, BIMIHATIRES aR—
PR METS A NETHS. MM T —2%2H
W, BREGBIT & B RN O f P O B IS 3T 9 2 Filn
D2 R DTHNIE, JEHID L EAEHEHOF
MZzmatss Licks.

IV. ZREBEDOMRE

1. BELARDER

B ZEic K O EBMOBEEZHSMCT BT &N
TEBN, FEALDERICBOLTHRBEFZZHS D
T BT ENTERY. TR, 2 DDOEFICBELTE
ELTE, EHONFERTEBLMERTHZDONE

HEMCTERVWZDTHS. HELERROmME L
Wi & ORIRBGENFEE LB A Z IR (reverse
causation) & V9 (Polit & Beck, 2020). T DK R D
FHEZBET At R VRO, BEMFELTER
HEABRRARHETHS. DX, BEEISHEOLELEN
TH2A, B & FHEIIHM TR,

BlZIE, T &> WG IREZ L B#OH SR )
B g 20h] LWV HSEER T, HEMOAC
IR EZ HINER, BE0od WG RERE 23
AL LT, MR T YA 2L CiliE O
HPEZ G LG, MEOBEENEDENTE, C
DOMFEFERN S TH 2T VIGREZ EHEMOH
CNENA ET R ENHENCE-TZ] EIZEA
TV, TOMERRZNGMOAREENSD D, (1) HA
VN O AT ADME) F O WG 23RN T B R
MEwhEs Lnkvalaet, (2 BAENEWE
IR VBB LT, B E 09 WERE D S HER
VIR RANC B AR JTIED BB FERT O NBCEIS DV
ATVBHEREREENFEL, TNOEZEETERL.
L7eh>T, ThSEDFERRDOEFEEZEET BALln
TOWERD, TOMBRREOEZAZGD T LITTERRL.

EbAA, TNENZETSZMERTTHOHNE, TV
FALCEEINTEE LAV, TEIEE ORI
MR E N TINRBIRICE T 2 ESDAREICAES. L
ML, BRKNA TR ERENz2HT5HTOHEE, il
WA THEDBEENAZRWE S ENTEAEL
5%, BEZMAORMKIIZENNEHEIEOUET
HBTEBERDBE, FOXIBLGHRIMARELNZ
L.

2. BEEREBENDOTREITHITZHEORE

BEWTAZE Tld, i@ O TBEHOKER M Z 7z
THEVWEARCHRROEEEZSETEY, RNREMAKE
W B TIRBLR OB WHERZSS. Higxe
&, ERRE 7 BEA IR SN E IR R SRR AR L R
FRT, REMNICE#EREOREBREITAHERZN
WNZRM‘TZEDTHS. BEEH UL, HIEHDK
DERRBREDOMLORE ST, HIWIFER B
T ERMEBBICEZRTPERBOMELHL. ULk
Mo, CORBOMARETH>TE, BHEZMXT
i TEHEEEADORE] O RkDENZ T ENE
U (Polit & Beck, 2020). I #% B[ 1C 2152 97 2% LUAT D #
Wit 2eid, A HEEHEFREORMITEET 2 iR H P
THH, HMBIEOME (DF 0, ZBRIhTViw
KREFHOFR) ZHWT, GERBICEDZ T EZ2H
BrICi LB T &iX, 2L OEEIIBV T OMEEIC
%9 5.
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A OBIGEREE & A AN ROFITH NI, IR
B KREARZNBE L IEATTETHSICEED S
T, HFERBAORBICBONT IHEMOB R
M EDHic, BGREZHELTOVRERICHET S
TEMHERTI NG EERT B LE, BVIAAND
OFmBOMRIEICIRD. THREBREZ IS 5T AWFLD
MREELEVEREROTZ LI TERVD, A
TICK OB REAZMELT VBB ICKETNEE#
Bifi D B s DAY A BT B [ REME D FEDH S i
Tolel HB50E TIEGREZ §) & 0T WIRGICdE
THNXEEMO B NENH LT 2hEMNE, KR
BARZ AL T 2 M AWIFEDRERZ F Tzl 0 & iSam D
2T LETERVN, AWZRICK D ZDORTHELED R
TN LEYNCERAR T HEIRETHS.

L7izh> T, BE%FmX Tk, B ERCTE
MR WET B S IR o Tz & TR T B i
12, ZNHBHLHERICHY LROWDAE T 54080
H3. WHRTH->EHEAHIR, AEDEIPENECS
n, BARBEZEEKICHET S LICKD, ZOLD
MO R SATEEELH S, WETIERWVIC
LT, MBMNAEEOMBEICHRET 2 EELE X
5Nnb.

V. BbYIc

KW D BFZERT D 5B R E TOERIC KT T,
EEMBENER T REMIEC DOV TERE T .
HEMICINSICH25mEET 5 HER, HER
BEBBEICBIBMEBENR TR THRLETH
5. BEICBIZRZNBNZAINT2HDOENEE
R, BCHEDIS BERBICATRTHD, F
HEOMLEHZVEHBIILELZRLEDTHD. Z0KD
iCh, BEBRBICBIZ2MABEDRIEIRDENS.
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W3 B E LD T CILKCE R L TWAHIAT YA Ths. FmREMO TR RIRAREALHD, &
REMIE B DR T NEMFEDN VS DOBAAET B, FHIEIEOMFEE LT, TV TN 7 ADE,
Zw LD RNEYILANHD, TNEDWTHRHT 2LLblc, Fv XLLORDOITHA T NEEREL
(prevalence ratio, PR) DOEEIEHEE FlFZRUIe. T—20HICB 205 LT, BIRETIVCET
BRGNP EFA OB RICOWTHRFL, IR—MISRICTd 20z R Ui, BREEORMFEELT,
B L PURDFHRAY, T OHRRO7DICEUBBHHEREANDRRIC KT B0 2 26172 H T TRFILT.
BERABEHMATIE, ThHOMTEZRT 25T EE DFEEDKRDENS.

F—T—F  BEEWISL, RIS, Av XL, BEESE, RRBEGR
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T8 A RICKD PRIEEDH

NEERICES TANADDENDICHET 2RBHE] OFR " ZHWT, BEFERTY A VICBF % PR HEE
D& R .

Al

BHT—%
DR 4AENLDDEND I % BEERAEMRORL 3-6 N SR EFT—2 2K 1ITRY. TITRE,

1 ZHfl7F—2 L LT, 9z,

L PEXAERBER RIS S LA Z RO 2RI\ OSINR

alaba i) ZIMAEL mEE G
B 16~19 % KED L D HH S 4 9
B 16~191%,/ PP L ONDH B 16 25
Bk 16~19 %, 37 74
B 16~19 3%,/ LW 23 36
B 16~1973%/ KRG LW 9 13
B 20~29 1% RED L O DD S 10 15
B 20~29 5%,/ RD L DNDH B 14 36
Bk, 20~29 1% /L 5E 73 168
B 20~29 %R LD 46 118
B 20~29 % REEHE LD 14 50
B 30~39 5%, KRED L OHH S 4 7
B, 30~39 5% RRD L DD DS 32 64
B, 30~39 % 89 220
HME30~39 K, PR L 71 174
S 30~39 iK%, REE L 28 82
B 40~49 % KED L D DS 4 9
B 40~49 % ORD L ONDH B 48 81
T 40~49 15/ 133 310
B 40~49 3%/ R LW 107 250
B 40~49 3% KRG LW 31 111
B 50~59 iK%,/ KRED L O DS 7 15
B 50~59 %,/ RRD L OB B 47 114
Bk, 50~59 j% i iE 191 371
M 50~59 K, PR LI 122 278
B 50~59 1%, KREEH L 42 134
B 60~69 5%, KED L O LB S 10 14
B, 60~69 % RRD L D DS 70 97
S, 60~69 iK%, 218 400
B 60~69 K, PR L 137 295
S 60~69 iK%, KREE L 38 122
B 10~79 1%, KREDEONH S 13 15
B 10~79 1%, PRP L OB B 69 96
B 70~79 %, 261 480
Bk 70~79 %R LW 134 283
B 70~79 1% KRG LW 28 120
B 80 AL RED L OB S 3 10

RDR— I\

. https://www.cas.go.jp/jp/seisaku/kodoku_koritsu_taisaku/zittai_tyosa/r4_ zenkoku_tyosa/.
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B AT BT B BT ZE DRFE & Z DXfR
J173 SIS m%5EGRE
k80 iELLLE R E DD D 20 28
B 80 Ll E 115 243
BE80 L L, R0 LI 61 145
B 80 LA b REE L 13 53
Lt 16~195% KED L O hH S 4 6
M 16~19 5%, O L DD S 16 22
M/ 16~19 %/l 46 87
M/ 16~19 1%/ R0 L 10 32
M 16~19 % KA L 5 11
M 20~29 1% KED E D DD S 3 9
LM 20~29 %,/ RO E D DD B 30 72
Lotk 20~29 7% /S 55 215
M 20~29 1% PR LD 44 142
M, 20~29 % RZEEH LD 5 55
ZM,/30~39 % KRED & D DB 3 5
ZME30~39 5%,/ R L D HDH B 46 89
Lk, 30~39 ik 92 269
ME30~39 5K, R LI 77 212
Lo ,30~39 j S RAEE L 25 86
Lotk 40~49 % RED L OB B 8 11
Lok, 40~49 % RRD L DB B 54 103
LM/ 40~49 5% 195 405
M/ 40~49 %R0 LD 144 308
Lot 40~49 3% RZEE L 46 123
ME,/50~59 i, KED L D DD S 12 23
LME/50~59 i,/ D L D DD B 67 122
Lo, 50~59 %, 201 430
LME,50~59 %/ RRE L 104 271
M /50~59 5%,/ KZEE L 43 126
M/ 60~69 5%,/ KEWD & DHH 2 13 16
M/ 60~69 5%, R L DD B 68 101
L,/ 60~69 5%, 254 442
ME60~69 5K, R LI 123 298
Lo, 60~69 iR E L 34 121
Lotk 10~79 5% RED L OB B 10 15
Lot 10~79 %R E DB S 55 83
M/ 70~79 %G 287 515
M/ 70~79 1%/ R0 LD 158 335
Lot 710~79 3%, RZEE L 45 144
M/ 80 LI E KA L D DD B 4 11
M /80 LI E R L D DD S 26 45
1tk ,/80 LA L 119 319
2,80 LLE /R0 L 57 164
ZME,/80 LI L/ KETE LN 22 78
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AMEICHBT VG ADOSHCRI (EEE) OFEIRFIE PTA - AR - WWARXKEOWEHL, TFEL -
FREE - GinEx L, KIEUNOTFHI 2T 5EH ), TELRUNORT VT« TGS, TAKR—Y - @Bk - #8358 -
BE - HOBERGEOWH GEEHEET) ), [ZooiEs (ARSEE - SALEMGE K ), TFicsh
BLTwiEWY] THO, WIFNHLDFEIIIBIMLTWEAZEZRTIVATEGFLEZEDE BIMAE] &Lk
MAEHE G BBMLULTO3 A, BIILTVWEVA, BREEEZSDEERSEORKTHS.

COHEFTFT—2OME B01754) TERLET—X2T 7 A% RICIDIAL. ZEALADOT, HHOZEH%
sex, EEEHDZEEF age.group, REFMHEDS LN E DERE wealth, HEIFEEHMADSINAEE counts, [A1Z#H
ARl total & FRIICKAT 7z, T T TR T 7 A V4% 7% kodoku-r4-3-6.csv & L7z,

> url <- "https://www.medic.mie-u.ac.jp/mnj/data/kodoku-r4-3-6.csv”
> d <- read.csv(url, stringsAsFactor = TRUE, fileEncoding = "“UTF-8")

BB, > B3 7ar7 B ThO, TNAKBANLEWV. ERLET—2T7 7 AV EHRT 5.

> head(d); tail(d)
[fERITEE ]

> str(d)

‘data.frame’: 80 obs. of 5 variables:

$ sex : Factor w/ 2 levels "% "”,”"BM": 2222222222...

$ age.group: Factor w/ 8 levels "16~19 &% ","20~29 % "",..:1 111122222 ...
$ wealth : Factor w/ 5 levels " e bOhrH3"”,..: 3152431524 ...

$ counts :int 4 16 37 23 9 10 14 73 46 14 ...

$ total :int 9 25 74 36 13 15 36 168 118 50 ...

2B sex X 2 IKHED KT, 228 age.group & 8 IKUED A7, Z5% wealth (& 5 IKUED K7, Z5%4 counts & 25
B ototal [ FEEHNC IR > T V0BT EDMERI NI,
RIZ, BTV EBEOD sex £ wealth IZDWT, BHEZNETN THME) M@ ICEET 5.

> d$sex <- relevel(dg$sex, ref = " FMH ")
>n<-c("EBE”, "AKEBELL, "TRPPELL, "POREDIBHBZ ", "ABERDEDHHBZ )
> d$wealth <- factor(d$wealth, levels = n)

A2 WHZIBREIRBETIVICEK S PR DH#EE

S ZHEIRE T IVIE, VY7 BEBEWNBIC, BES N HAHICLE—RILBEET NV THS. oI X
T4y ZEBETIVEMB HRBEIRETIVERU ZHRBEIRETIVTH 2D, WiEO) Y I7EB»aY Yy b THB
DICHLUTHEIRBTHS. WTNICLTE—RILMIBEET NV TH S 7 glm() TLETHETESM, IORLA
WG EDELZVDT, EHNY I —3ITdH % logbin 73 7 — (Donoghoe, 2021; Donoghoe & Marschner, 2018)
ZHW3. library() TA Y A F—JL &N logbin /8w o — V2T RIS, FRilC logbin Sy 7 — Uk A v
A=V LTERBENHDB ™

> library(logbin)

T logbin() IKETFINRKRET—RTL—LEEEZ 5.

P AV a—ERa—Y—hE50maEZINIZIRETH I LELETIHEDC L
“avVy—Ih b4 VA M=)V BHEE, install.packages(”logbin”) {74 %
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> ml <- logbin(cbind(counts, total-counts) ~ sex + age.group + wealth,

+ data = d)

TCT I+ 8707 vadBTHE70), ThEHKZIAALEY®. COETFIVROLELIZHNER TS W,
2l & IRzl O23ick->TWVWa. -8 & TEE 5 T2 ZETETHTWS. FHiliEE
HEHTHD, MAEBEINTVS.

HEDRETIE, WHETHEOBMIDINS., CTTROMBERZML VS LI THRELE. TONAR
summary () CTHERRT 5.

> summary(ml)
Call:

logbin(formula = cbind(counts, total - counts) ~ sex + age.group + wealth, data = d)

Deviance Residuals:
Min 1Q Median 3Q Max
-3.5139 -0.6473 ©0.0395 0.9108 2.5763

Coefficients:

Estimate Std. Error z value Pr(>|z])
(Intercept) -0.60374 0.05339 -11.308 < 2e-16 ***
sex M -0.0368 ©0.02024 -1.823 0.068352 .
age.group20~29 % -0.42306 0.06968 -6.072 1.26e-09 ***
age.group30~39 i% -0.27001 0.06276 -4.302 1.69e-05 ***
age.group40~49 k% -9.11632 0.05786 -2.010 0.044406 *
age.group50~59 i% -0.14483 0.05739 -2.524 0.011611 *
age.group60~69 % 0.01065 0.05584 0.191 0.848811
age.group70~79 k% 0.01509 0.85549 0.272 0.785656
age.group80 UL E -0.22622 0.06306 -3.588 0.000334 ***
wealth KZEE L L -0.47094 0.04298 -10.956 < 2e-16 ***
wealth % & L L) -9.12267 0.02481 -4.943 7.67e-07 ***
wealth PP Y HAH B 0.19725 0.02838 6.951 3.63e-12 ***
wealth KZWDE O HH B 0.22177 0.06017 3.686 0.000228 ***

Signif. codes: @ “***° @.001 “**’ @9.01 *’ @0.05 ‘.’ 0.1 ° 1

Null deviance: 536.95 on 79 degrees of freedom

Residual deviance: 126.57 on 67 degrees of freedom

AIC: 527.39
AIC_c: 532.91
Number of iterations: 65353 (best: 4038)

JIZ, PR & 95%CI Z3HE T 3. EIRZEHMZIEEILITNIE PR DHETE 2729, HIRGEH%Z coef() THLOH
L, exp() ZAWVTERILTS. 51, confint() ZAWVT 95%CL Z2E L, FULIEHILT 5.

"ROTBYT MBICE 2D D, ) BaROMEEREKT S (TEHOYR Y T RdE) THH, [+ BdTRicmaoki
ZANT BIDD THEITOTa Y7 Mids] Tha
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> round(cbind(PR = exp(coef(ml)), exp(confint(m1))), 2)
PR 2.5 % 97.5 %

(Intercept) 0.55 0.49 0.61
sex L& 0.96 ©0.93 1.00
age.group20~29 % 0.66 ©.57 0.75
age.group30~39 % 0.76 ©0.68 0.86
age.group4o~49 % 0.89 ©0.79 1.00
age.group50~59 % 0.87 ©.77 0.97
age.group60~69 % 1.01 ©0.91 1.13
age.group70~79 % 1.02 ©.91 1.13
age.group80 UL k£ 0.80 0.70 0.90
wealth KZEZE L L 0.62 ©.57 0.68
wealth ® & L L 0.88 ©0.84 0.93
wealth ¥ OHh#%H 3 1.22 1.15 1.29
wealth KZDE OHRH3 1.25 1.11 1.40

T ZCround() X/NEZzADZUBEHADEMTHS.

COTF—ZTCRBRICHERRZIZDN, M CHBIRETIVOHENILEE > TLE S HAEICIK, Clark and Barr
(2018) MERT A n Yy v EEERY Y IVBEBER VS D, RCHENTZE@RT Y VEkETIVER,
5.

A3 HERERT7YVVERETIVICES PR DH#E

WEORY Y VERETIVIE, VYT BEBERBICERESHZRT Y Ui Lz~ RILBIEET IV THS. T
DRT Y Y EEETIVOBHERZICHEBENEZ L I B IEE TV, EHERT Y VERETIVTHS. RIZED
@R 7Y VERETIVO I FIEE, BIEEDORT Y VERETIVICT—X2E2 Y4 TIEHD, KT sandwich
IS 5 — (Zeileis & Lumley, 2022) % F W CBIEPED B 2 BEHERGE R BN L, 2N & VT 95% {5 8IX M 2 5 5
ERGR

K7V VEIFBET I —RILRIEETIVTH B 728, family 7> 3 > 7% poisson I L7z glm() Z W %. poisson
BB DOBLEDY > 7 BIEIE log TH % 728, poisson BIED Y > 7 BIEUI RIS E TR L.

> m2 <- glm(counts ~ sex + age.group + wealth,
+ offset = log(total),

+ family = poisson, data = d)

SINEGONEICH 54 Ty FEFIC total OB ZIRE L TV B AMITERINZV. BNEHZDEY
VIBMBORETHBID, ATy FEBEAFEIELL TEBIRENHS. 5B, SHOXS EEINICE TN
ferF—a2cikEL, MABRMOT—2EZMVTHOHT2EE 1, £ 71y FEEDAREICKS.

TTTEMEVIAND glm 75 AX TV =27 MM RMREEINT WSS, % summary() ZH
WTERT 5.

TRV VERETIVO HEBIE RS GEBUE) THEH, 0L 1EREL T 2L LOREMFRIRELOTH S LW I
REBNTHNT S
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> summary(m2)
Call:
glm(formula = counts ~ sex + age.group + wealth, family = poisson,

data = d, offset = log(total))

Coefficients:

Estimate Std. Error z value Pr(>|z])
(Intercept) -9.585709 0.079338 -7.382 1.55e-13 ***
sex M -0.045178 0.028333 -1.595 0.110821
age.group20~29 % -0.440350 0.096445 -4.566 4.98e-06 ***
age.group30~39 i% -0.280968 0.089788 -3.129 0.001753 **
age.group40~49 k% -0.124929 0.084972 -1.470 0.141497
age.group50~59 i% -9.150509 0.084264 -1.786 0.074074 .
age.group60~69 % -0.014684 0.083351 -0.176 0.860156
age.group70~79 % -0.008403 0.082808 -9.101 0.919176
age.group80 wx U -0.243460 0.090495 -2.690 0.007139 **
wealth KZEZE L L -0.464885 0.052575 -8.842 < 2e-16 ***
wealth % & L L) -0.116864 0.033638 -3.474 0.000512 ***
wealth P HHH 3 0.194025 0.043700 4.440 9.00e-06 ***
wealth KZWDr b HH 3 0.217215 0.096860 2.243 0.024925 *
Signif. codes: @ ¥k’ 9,001 **’ 9,01 *° 9.05 .’ ©0.1 <’ 1

(Dispersion parameter for poisson family taken to be 1)

Null deviance: 293.75 on 79 degrees of freedom
Residual deviance: 70.78 on 67 degrees of freedom

AIC: 526.24

Number of Fisher Scoring iterations: 4

CCETRBEORT Y VEIRKETVICKZ20HMERTHS. BIRGEHZHEHILINEPRBPFETE 5729,
] )7 R % 7% coef() THLOHIL, exp() ZHWTHEBILT 2 GHEIE 95%CI L HEFICITS).

RIZ, sandwitch /8y 7 —YZHWTHEEED D ZIEEFREEHE L TH DS, PR DO BYCI ZFHET 5.
> library(sandwich)

sandwich 73w r — D veovHD() &, HERAEIHERE 2R 2 DD BIETHATIIZEH T 5. type 4+ 7> 3
VERETDHTET, AEAEEEETESN, TTTRIRELZEMLUCHEM (HC3) ZH\V5. pHEffxiEiE
A2, veovHD() AT 2 0 HHL T BATHI O AT DR ZWME C LICK VBB T LN TES.

> rse <-sqrt(diag(vcovHC(m2)))

TR HIHES S (rse ) BEENTEDT, ThERHWT 95%CI Z3HET 5.



—EHEMEE

Vol. 26 2024 A N =1

> round(cbind(PR = exp(coef(m2)),

+ lower = exp(coef(m2) + gnorm(0.05/2) * rse),

+ upper = exp(coef(m2) - gnorm(0.05/2) * rse)), 2)

PR lower upper

(Intercept) 0.56 0.48 0.64
sex &4 0.96 0.89 1.02
age.group20~29 % 0.64 0.50 0.84
age.group30~39 % 0.76 0.64 0.90
age.group40~49 % 0.88 0.75 1.04
age.group50~59 % 0.86 0.74 1.01
age.group60~69 % 0.99 0.84 1.16
age.group70~79 % 0.99 0.86 1.15
age.group80 L £ 0.78 0.65 0.94
wealth KZEE L L 0.63 0.55 0.72
wealth ®»EH L L 0.89 0.82 0.96
wealth ¥ OHAH3 1.21 1.10 1.34
wealth KZEr bOhH3 1.24 1.07 1.44

A4 2DDHEDHR

S T IEERE FIUB X CHEER T VY Y EIRETIVE W THEE E N 555 PR (adjusted prevalence ratio,
APR) & Z D 95%CI DFERE L 2 1IC/RT.

TN IR % & BB A PR (adjusted prevalence ratio, APR) 35 X U 95% SX HI DM R 2D, #HRIFHO
—HEROTIEERETHS. ASEISML T2 AR ORI L, BRENZELHENE LTINS
mEsd, »EONBNESMIT 2L RWEANDH 2 T EHNPELNICE -T2, FMICDOVTIE, 10 &I EXRT
EDEEZMA VR, TNEHEHOSMMEHEL TWEEEZLNS.

TZOF—=RIZDOVTIE, AICHXODEWVEBRT Y VERETIVOFDETLVOYTREORIN -T2, &5,
logbin() ® vcovHD() DA S a Vv EEZBL T RKREREVZEC AN - 2.
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22 WECHRIRETIVBIUEEART Y VERETIVIC K 2% PR
S IR E TV BEEGR T Y VERE TV
APR 95%CI APR 95%CI
PRI
S 1.00 SR 1.00 SR
Eegis 0.96 [0.93; 1.00] 0.96 [0.89; 1.02]
R
16~19 % 1.00 BB 1.00 BB
20~29 1% 0.66 [0.57;0.75] 0.64 [0.50; 0.84]
30~39 % 0.76 [0.68; 0.86] 0.76 [0.64; 0.90]
40~49 % 0.89 [0.79; 1.00] 0.88 [0.75; 1.04]
50~59 0.87 [0.77; 0.97] 0.86 [0.74; 1.01]
60~69 1.01 [0.91; 1.13] 0.99 [0.84; 1.16]
70~79 1 1.02 [0.91; 1.13] 0.99 [0.86; 1.15]
80 %L I 0.80 [0.70; 0.90] 0.78 [0.65; 0.94]
R ES LA
KEH LD 0.62 [0.57; 0.68] 0.63 [0.55; 0.72]
R LI 0.88 [0.84; 0.93] 0.89 [0.82; 0.96]
L] 1.00 SR 1.00 SR
PR EOMDH B 1.22 [1.15; 1.29] 1.21 [1.10; 1.34]
KED LD HH % 1.25 [1.11; 1.40] 1.24 [1.07; 1.44]
AIC 527.39 526.24
n 80 80

APR: adjusted prevalence ratio, AIC: Akaike’s information criterion

RAIHFCHETH D T LZ2EKT B





