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FERR A IR SR S5 I PRATE T, A FEN SR C T s B (SRS AR 0r) Sy, =15 2R+
B, XAECN IS H A m A S, BRI, 7 25 1 i 7 20 4 A AR SR AT B o .
AN RO B I ARG, WP RE 15 A AT SR 4518, 2T IXANE, R 25 L4, ok
XA SR B A GE TR o — AN R, e BT R 0 D A e R T SR AR B
X SREUE I GE Tt T i AT 4308, B A G T,

1.1 EXHEXHENSN

BEXT g (9= 2) NAFNATT J7 iR 5T L8, AT T BE IR TT 45 FBE — AN FIGE (VAT
SRR A B R AN AR . R AL BINEICRIG A 3 FE ). W SO N, BERE LY
SR g MRS, AER 1 RIIRIT AR, my TR i (i =1,2,...,9) HEXNEET1(1=0,1,2)
MNRERIE BN EEE. MER i = 1,2,...,9 M1 1 =0,1,2, 38 myy = S0 mu, miy = S0, mu.
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F 1 FExEEBIESE
VEIT RN ()

IREFEEH 1) 1 2 3 g Bt
0 mo1  mo2  mo3 -+ mog Mo+ (So)
1 mi1 M2 M3 mig  mi4+(S1)
2 ma1  M22  M23 mag  ma4(S2)
St m41  My2 M43 Myg N

ROk, BUECAT 28 B N HIRES. &5 i i=1,2,...,9) AP j (G =1,2,...,my) DEENE
k(k=1,2) RIBEEREE, W Zj =1, EWR 0. % S, (1=0,1,2) A1 AREFEEIEESE 5 4
BEE b AR R EMEAN Pr(Zy=1) =m (0< m < 1).

1.2 GitiRE
£ FRHESE T, FRER R R ¥ Hy & #EW Hy:
H0:7T1:"':7Tg, Hliﬁ//[\—‘x‘j‘ﬂ'r#ﬂ's’

Hrfbr s e {1,2,..., g} IR, —LR G WKL 7 VAR RO E0ds 0 b e SR, ) kbt
TSRS . Rosner J7¥% . Dallal J7EHM Donner J7¥E.

1.2.1 - XE&MERE

X TR A ORI 7T, FeA] E B LR R ANE T B ORI T (maximum likelihood
estimation, MLE) BUHEATGETH70#r. X BE07 S8 1045 R RIS BEAT WL, mT LRI SCHR 1] th i) LR
RER g AR (BUAE) FREEHIF. Liang M Zeger P HE] T IZAAL, K A3A7 B35 (1 HR 5 0
MBI £ s, teah, IR Z ST ERAE (0 SAS (statistical analysis system) H1[) GENMOD #il
GLIMMIX) AJ EARRACHR) U MERRYL (S SR [3]). AT, Ma 55 B 38 ) AR TR ANE A RE A
MLE J i it st Bk ik s0OF At S0k, MM B3 i 48 H HEWT T L3R s ih A, 3
WX MEARRSIRR L. Oy VSRR, KR, AT SR MR AR A R X A
i /.

1.2.2 Rosner ik

Rosner P YN TR MRS Z W AFAEA OGN, Ko d RIS 24— DMIRSZREN LA B A S B, PR,
B — RIS VA B A 260 T 50— HUR A A A 15 IR I S 3ot 2416 5 s BRI 26 AF F, $R
T AETHRMER “FHH R B IFEERNFH R, A

Pr(Zijx =1 Zija—ry=1)=Rm, i=1,2,...,9, j=12,....my;, k=12,

HAHH R Fom BFH P HIRIS Z R AR GG R, 45 R = 1, WP AR Z A2 ML) 37 Ry = 1, M
RN Pt ¢ iE S WA RS PR N AY: N = pYRI L el B EPS

Uy

Pi :COI‘I'(ZZ‘jl,ZijQ) = (R*l), 1= 1,2,...,9.

1—7TZ'
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Bopu (1=0,1,20=1,2,...,9) 2% ¢« At | RIREAEKRMR. BE i X MR A

poi = R} —2m; 4+ 1,
pliZQWi(l—RWi), (11)

— 2
D2i = Rﬂ-i ’

H Poi + P1i + P2 = 1. JH:, Xﬁfi%% ) éﬂ, Blﬁ*nl_l‘j—]% (m()i,mu,m%) E&MEIﬁ%ﬂ_ﬂ *f‘z'»(g%y\j mg;,
Xﬁ@ﬁ@m%ﬁj\fﬁy‘j (pompli,pm‘)- /7"\ m; = (m0i7m1i7m2i)T7 D = (p0i7p1i7p2i)T7 Ul]JH%é\M%ﬁj\%ﬁgl

m_H-!

TN0G 15, TT24
T o gPoi P P2
moq 11194

fmy | pi,my;) =
ﬁ*m% DPoi~ P1i A D2i ﬁﬂ (1~1)-
Dallal (6] $§H T Rosner R E: & R BB E RS € — RIRIEE @A T 5 —
HHRFS R Ia MRS o BOELE, By T m JUTAHSESE, BTA SR 5 (i # 5) 4 R #SAREEEIE 1.
Rk, an B RIS # A &, EARA R A ARG R, SRS AN EEN.

1.2.3 Dallal /53%
Dallal 6 i /£ — R IR KA T, 55— R @ &R %8, 5 o ok, B
FERAHHL ~, 75
Pr(Zijk:1|Zij(3—k):1):7; i:1,2,...,g, j:1,2,...,m+1‘, k:].,Q

FERXAELL T, 19 S HR O 2 [R] A < R E0N

pPi = COI‘I‘(Zijl,Zijg) = /])_/_ ﬂ-i, 1= 172, e g,
-

W (1=0,1,2;0=1,2,...,9) &% « HHBE | HIRE A TR, 1

poi = (v —2)m + 1,
pri = 2(1 — ), (1.2)
P2i = YT,

/E\ZEP Poi +P1i + 2 = 1. %M»iﬁi, Eﬁ*ﬂrﬁl% (mOi,mu,mzi) Eﬁyﬂ‘leif?%j\j m; %Dﬁﬁﬁ (pompu,pzi) ﬁ%
B (1.2) B =I5

1.2.4 Donner 53k

Donner B & FrA 16T HILH— N H N A= 25 0, ﬁ@zTﬁ/l\%’fJﬁ*ﬁﬂfp 1‘;%@, Thompson[s]
AR T p BT RO B B A R

BB Corr(Zijr, Zijia—y) = p (0 < p < 1) RAWMHKRE, 7

poi = p(1—m)+ (1 —p)(1 —m)?,
p1i = 2mi(1 — p)(1 —m;), (1.3)

p2i = pmi + (1 — p)72,
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Hb pos +pri +p2i =1 (i =1,2,...,9). Bk, BEHLFE (mos, mai, mo:) IRAFEARB RN m; FIHEZR

1.3 SEERIHEXHE

FESEE R, YR TT H L 280 BRTE A% 280 5 AN [RV6 7 2HL TR (1) S A, AEH00H0E 29 i v 75 24 8 4y J2 B0
H=AF. TEVFZBENLX BRIREE (randomized controlled trial, RCT) H, B 50 # #2534 B 2 AN 97 Rt
BRERE, MAZ R —a T . Bk, 23057 0ILGE AL, Xk rig i 7Rk, REET
A —¥Ry7 L B B A R BAA M. 9 1 3RS R Ge i HEWT, BIF 7032 W AEHE 20 b RL 4 )
JEEF (BHL RN, 2 W 3CHR (9, 10).

Ak, 200 R 2% PR 2R B2 T e 19 B B A iR SRR S5 IR 78— 2o RE IR AR R 2R I BEATL G B
I A LeyR 2R R 2K AT BRAE VR YT AL (B A1, PRI, 7 S U X L APl (VR 2% R 7, 3RA5 A A HE
M. 3 2 B o AT OCHEAE TR RTINS H AN P VR AR R 2 R Tk, AT 0 SRR e
B

1.4 SEENHIESER

SEHAE N OGRS 0, HERARRE P A TIRZ g7 Fln, Nam B
MGGt 2K 43 2 B AR X KRS, Loui (V20 BF 50 R 5 i XU 22 S 1) [ B PR G 56, Zou A
Donner 131 i F [a] ISR i 72 43 )2 ] A8 B 08

L g H G (G=1,2,...,J) JBEIE i (i =1,2) MEITHFM 1 (1=0,1,2) HIREAEK S
B,omosy = S g mug =5 5 R i AR RS S, R EREER. MR, 4 pu 5 GRS 4
O | RIRESEEIIME, Zyg N b (h=1,2,...,myy;) NEER k (k= 1,2) R IRES RN &,
HAEE, W Zyg, =1, BNy 0. £ 2 450258 5 Z RS EE L1, B —FIH R 2 15541

vk E [ — E P ANE YT 4 A BT s 3 1 R B A 78 (A S AR R 1, AN [ 2 PR AH DG PEAS
. 2 Pr(Znijr = 1) = mij (0< my; < 1) 25 jZH « AP n MEFE b HHRE 60 i,
W FIR A RGBT Ty E 1S .

1.5 XBEES

HAT, REA 3 MOk iR a1 gs e N A LU 2 (R OGRS 22 57 . XU L 2
B (odds ratio, OR) (ZWLICHA [14]). PGB R 22 5702 i W) SRR B2 —, F SR LU AN TR
I 20 2 A B R AR KU LA, LR 2 T iRe. (E RS RS TER, PN XU 1 L B RE SR (it — Lk
W E RS S, BN, 72 P RE T R IR 7, 0.010 A1 0.001 Z [A]AY) 2E S Al AEEL 0.410 AT 0.401
2 (A f) 22 7 A ASE R (3 0L 3CHR [15)).

% 2 DEREXHEERIFELEHRNE § B
T (3)

HRAG VA & ) 1 2 St
0 mo1;(po1;) Moz (Po2j)  Mo+j

1 mi15(p115)  mi2;(P125)  Miyj

2 ma1;(p21j) Moz (P225) Moy

BT my1j my2; My
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BEAN, OR AESERTHENE [0 B SR W7 i Ao e i b B e A OR IR B, 0 HLE 2 2 4B IR rh it
ST T i (S WSCHR [16]). 1220 R BCX Edls o e S 21 7 XUy Z2 A0 XU LE 3 1 % F 0 ik, (H
KT OR HYHE A6 1 AR TT.

ASCH R EEAPAITIH: B ext BB Mr s e T TR T A T ORI
N R AL, EEXTECO AR SCHE, B MLE SERUAN R Ge vk HE I R b (1 d (77725 X 848
HIREA LT PIRMIE I (1) o2 R BN I EC H R8s (2) A 702 RN T BC X AR S K. 721
], ASCRET 1 T LR a] BERIHIE FE 7 17

2 IHBRMNAIEXEXEIES T
2.1 REEEEHIBE Bt

2.1.1 Rosner 5k

WAL W], Rosner AMAEIELEIEIE T BEAT HALF S50, X/MEAR BT LA EIR a5 1), 3
Wk [17-19] 8 TAEH GV ERT. KEEAR G W 7775 STk [4,20]) 2.
ﬁ%%ﬁ‘ﬂﬂ{ﬂ‘ﬂﬁ?}?ﬁ M = (m01, <oy Mog, M11y ..., M1g, M21, - - - ,ng), EEI (1-1>, ?:E'fﬁﬁﬁiﬂwf%@
g
Iy, g R) =Y [moi In(Ra} — 27; + 1) + my; In(2mi (1 — Rm;)) + mo; In(R})],

i=1

FEFERE Hy F, THEH o #1 R BERBUAML T (MLE) A

. St + 25
{T‘—Ho = )

2N

H = g 2gE

Ak, T PAHIEATT R4 R MLE.

Tang 55 201 $£ 4 8 FiE, 558 T ik MLE T/ Rosner #28Y s ANya 7 2 2 (B TR 2 1
AHEE, BRSO Ho :m =m0 5 Hy i m # mo. S5REZW, B0 GRS ELF, Bk,

Ma %5 W ¥ FIRGE R 2 g (> 2) AR, WiET 3 DM KFEARBNES T EAAK Rosner f4
TEMNMGEENFERMY, B Hy:m = =7, 5 H : —2% n, AME. USSR 2N (B, g 8
K), Fisher PF4r FIEUSICH FEN, A ATl S By kA 13 304 0 MLE BUSsRME. 1 264 867@ =0
(i=1,2,...,9), BB —EHK 3 KT

5 4mo1 4+ 5my; +6ma; 5 moei + (1 + R)ymq; + (24 R)ma; my; + 2ma;
T 2Rm; ot R2m; TR m,

W ER SRS 7 (1= 1,2,...,9) BT t + 1 IREHAHF] MLE, R #id Fisher 1P 55152

AR, ATt T g (= 2) AR T 3 MRS (A LLATES . Wald fa i fifG 7 K de). 4553
K, NMEHBZ D FEARNRSHECE, 505 B SR N r) T Ry, Haask
Gt s AN

T2 _ zg: N(S%mok — 5051 (mlk + ngk) + 2S052m1k)2
5¢ S0S1(53 + 8052 + 45052)my, ’

(2.2)
k=1

B TZ. IRMEHEN g — 1 BIHT 2 704,
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2.1.2 Donner 5%

Donner Fl Klar 21 $2&H 7 2 faieguit &, HoAA 80 O STk [22,23]) FFR5UE. 7£ Donner 15
RN, SCHR [24,25]) BE— P HF 7T 7 X LB ETILRG 565
%?Xﬂiﬂ”%&% M = (m01, e ,mog, mig, ... ,mlg, mai,y ... ,mgg), *E‘TFE (13)7 ?%?UX#%&{&%EI%&%
g

l@h”qmﬂﬁ:}:Mﬁf+mﬂlfmnm%+m@mﬂfpx17m»mu

+In((1 — m;)(pm; — 7 + 1))moq]-

B ) R A 7 A XU PRI B 5 B0, Pei 55 24 HY 10 DGR LS T IAATT JTAZ NG R
MR . XA I6 G TH i B A RR T ST 2 (O SR AN G s . AT AR (R s
Ho:m =m 5 Hy:my # mo. AEMSIERR (B p = 0), AT LEFETHE MLE; fEM SRR, il ik
PT343 %] MLE.

B, Ma A1 Liu 29 ®F5¢ 7 3 MLk Ie G g (> 2) AMRia @R FE i, 1

Hy:m = =m, 5 Hy : —% 7, NHE. 1HEAB Hy BOL T B RKBERME TN
= S+ 255
H pu—
© 2N '’
N 4505y — St (2.3)

PHo = (280 + 51)(S1 + 255)°
fE Hy MO, MLE BT U, HORRIE £ =0 (1= 1.2,....9), W51 3 YOTRE
(4p — 2p* — 2)ymym? + [3p*m; — p(5mg; + 6my; + Tma;) + 2mo; + 3my; + 4mg;|n?
+ [(4[) - pQ)mz - 2pm07, — MmMi; — 2m21]71'1 — p(mll + m2i)
=0,
X5 Fisher PP HETEH p BIMTHE.

BEAh, AT AR HE R B 3 A2 RGST R R MR g TR, 2R ER, Bt ERA
B BA DR A N TR RAR Z P, NS, BT, 1590 gt Bl fa iy

T2 — i N[45052(S2 — So)mag + (Samor — Somak) (57 + 45250) + 45051 52(mok — max)|?

pt 5052[(80 + SQ)(4S()SQ — S%)Q + 16303152N2]mk ’

H T2 IRINEHERN g—1 1 x* 534
2.2 [X[afhit

2.21 SAREEIMOREME

Pei % 20) g3t T FAL2 A1 36 2 R O (3 X 1), Tamg %5 27) WF50 R F I8 @R R
TSI Wald 435 X D RUCASA LE B (5 0K 1. SRTIH, Wald Ziit B RUHIRE 77 22 ff o 7 10 A2 5 A
BT, AOAA LB A X R S BB (B R = 1) F A, Yang %D FIPR 75808 T Tang

1) Yang Z Y, Liu S, Liu X, et al. Confidence intervals for difference of proportions from correlated bilateral data in
ophthalmologic studies. Unpublished manuscript, 2019
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SHESEE o E o ST S

S 2T 5, SRR AR BT iR AR 22 R (T Wald FIMULREL B A5 X TA). STk [28,29] #£ Monte
Carlo FAURTFE Y, 5HSLAR B BT EBET T LR

FHAHTT ZATHEIE T (method of variance estimates recovery, MOVER). % 6; (I = 1,2) A&
TRITELA], 6, FASTHE, E 58 0, — 05 B (EIX A (confidence interval, CI) CI(L,U). % (I;,u;) (i = 1,2)
SR 6; IRGA 100(1 — a)% Erl:l\*ﬂ RNTEE L AE 0, =1, Ty =uy FMF A5 Var(6‘1) iz
IR, 135 wr(0,) = L R @(d) = <7/9 Hrb 2,0 RAREIER DI L /2 S00%L

KA, var(6,) = “’2 ) var(ﬁg): (uz = "2> . FRBA, CI(L,U) W 6, — qu:za/g\/var(@l)Jrvar(Hg) %
H, A (L,U) qﬂaﬁﬁ%mﬁri, 53

L=§1—§2—\/(51—11)24-(“2—52)2, U=§1—§2+\/(U1—§1)2+(52—l2)2,

FRFERAKIT 6, K534

SEIRR Y, 127 EE 1 EAE MRS H bR BAS KT, HLEAS X0 58 B LA 2. Wald BAS X (1]
oy TS, ARl TE BAE X A ARk, 7R SRR AR

Wald BEfF XA [max(—1, BT — Z1—a/2V cfflcT),min(l, BT + Z1_q/2V cfflcT)], HIHLRE S
X I3 /2

lz(ﬁﬁl,ﬁ) - 12(A0,7AT17§) <

He A e[-1,1].

BEAb, Yang 252 #isk il [ B {5 X ] (simultaneous confidence interval, SCI), %% &M K 41
WAHSGHE, T 2 SEya @ th R i b, B SR 2 AT 250 — By L. XFT Frfa ml g i BonT bL AR,
B HA LB B RCR, U0 Tukey J775H1 Schife 7772, 1EAJEMRISR SCI B, % ] Bonferroni J7i%,
BN EAETHE B S Sl 115 2) 7 Wald BAS XA B & 545 11 7, £ Monte Carlo 40 H1, K4AH
KRR B Wald BAS X A AR E (S X HE5 MOVER #47 T XL,

2.2.2 AARFRLLERNXEEIT

Peng %5 B0 15 Wi AH G R 6 AR LU E R 1 4 FRE(EXE] (24T MLE 1) Wald B A5 X (1],
BUREE XA 157 B 15 X AR MOVRE), B X2 X H) MOVER, g Br L “e 28 %7
ZAhiE. BT R A, Rosner P 25 HU T var(7;) = var(7;) Jes, Forb var(7;) A& B &R 58 43007 R A
05 ZEAG T e e = mi(1 — ) /(mi(1 — m5) + (R — 1)w2). H1F MOVER {77 2 £ 12 56 T ool £ 41
EST R, B JE IR T BR 2 Ce RN KA BRI S5 (007 Z Ak 1, KL% H T MOVER,
CE

1 —Ippl?2  lpy —1 2
L = 1np2 _ 111]71 _ \/[ P2 plQ] + [pul le] ’
€1 es

Ipuz —1 2 1 —Ipn)?
Ulnpglnp1+\/[p 2 — Inpo] i [Inp2 — Ipn] .
€1 €9

Wald B A5 X [8] A1 % )5 1) MOVER. B A5 X [8] 7] DLELHE S 1, 1045 70 BAS DX TRl AN AR A X [a]
B BB, TR A Mk, WSOEE S NS, 45 RRY, /5o BEEXEERA RIF#E &

2) Yang Z Y, Tian G L, Liu X, et al. Simultaneous confidence interval construction for many-to-one comparisons of
proportion differences based on correlated paired data. Unpublished manuscript, 2019
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v AN TE PG TR N R DA, DRI e, 2 RS AR ST R A R T T 1) — e M e i 45 2R
—%. MOVER B A& XA M52 —MREFHIEEE, t Wald BAF X 8] 77 %055 50 f] 5, 1 Rg SE 4

3 ArEIMNBECXEXEIES T
3.1 [RIRMEE

3.1.1 ARREHINRIFRIERE

[ B 2 73 R B it S v o i R AN T AL 26 A B4R, AR IR AN TSR R A R K e,
Tang 1 QiuBY HFFL 1 WA L] 22 53 () R BMEAS 36, R4 T —FhJE T Rosner BRIMEIER J0id. 2R
1M, A LIR A i KIS T 5 T 70 J2 22 R BN R R IR IS T, AN I d 70 J2 1 22 R A 55 . A8
LA ARICIIEGE T, X 53 2 BOR AR OCHHE 1 WA A9 22 5 1) [R) ST PEAGL 36, Shen A1 Ma B2 AR A 56 75
2 (DR EEAR B . Wald A3 A1 i i) St 3 T B AR B UR G T, 58— Bt A 20 Kb
SAGTHRI A 0 2 2 AR AE LR 2 57 3 . 1 T 559 (M0 Fisher 173 53%A1 Newton-Raphson
) FEEAEE DL M ARMESEIL, AATTARYE Ma AT Liu B3 BJ7ETHE T 2 2R I s KR ARl T, IR T
PP AR L R At i, BRI

GURRW], B iR i@t iz 1 SRR N BB ThAR, Bk, 23X 3 Mo, e
ks, HEa RSt E Tse N

J
—1 T
Tsc = ZUjIj (7T1j,71'2j,Pj)Uj |7le:%1jH07772j:%2jH0-,Pj:ﬁjH0’
Jj=1
Horb Rijpg~ Tojrg T pya, 2SRRGB B OBUR Al T

3.1.2 JRAELERERMEE

Pei 45 331 7347 1 Donner #8473 22 BE o Hdh v % AR AR R BPEAR 362, Xue A1 Ma B4 &%
R BAGRE T 3 MBS (BMRLLARES . Wald F5eAIAS 70K 56), F 40 J= BEALIE PR 50 o i BT ot
MR IR 3605 R0 @ AR R R . Z455RR W], [ Rie it T HAb et ke, mizh Hig
AR TR, P BUER]. [R5 STHE ™ UE &R T 50 GiitE S

J
Tso =Y UL 'US
j=1

|5j:5jH0,‘ﬂ'ljzﬁleo,Rj:ﬁjHO’
Hrp Uy = (%4,0,0) M1 I; /& Fisher 135y BEIIES § J2 05 BAERE.

3.1.3 RARLLELLE KRR

Shen % 19 3211 T 3 Fbbs 7k (AR ELRLE . APHCRHIT Wald RIFIRSMRI), FEAK R
MRS (B TR 23 JE AR AR BRI EL A L R, P Monte Carlo SR %05 J7 i 01
fi. SR, MBCEIIG Wald RSORIE M K0T RLIF, 305 HL AR LR T HHR, LR
BAEFL 4 8 = (B1,ma1, 1,00, mupg), TOPBREL U R AMTRIR, TE3 Uy = (S5, 52, 2L)
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R U h MR, ) R 6 MR R, AATHOBRAE R, A A e 10,
Iy = diag(1?, ..., 1), HAGH Geit- Ny

J

_ A\ o)-1
TSCZ(&%) [Ij ] (1,1)|9j:§jH07ﬂ1j:7r1jH07pj:ij0,

Jj=1

o (17711, 1) FoRERE [10)7 195 (1,1) TR

3.2 HESHHRIMXEH T

3.2.1 ABREFNHESHCWFXEMHIT

Tang 1 Qiu Y X%} Rosner BEARYBEAT AN LI 22 R A IL R S8k g, JF00ie TR AIREA A S 2R
i, FA LRI SRR TR AT A 7 Z LR Z 255 T 0 fEATEA. Shen 55 B9 $2H11 T 3
Tk (ASR LA A6 . Wald R0 ATAS- 70 A5 96 ) A 96 48 A 5% AR BRI S 1 25 TR 202 X020 Bt 1 3R] XU
ZESE. BOAN, AR R 7PN EUAE SRR ZE R 5 AN EAE X TE], PR MEZIE T L (4R Wald
BAE XA AL Wald BAFIXE) A1 3 ADEEFINKKE (MR ERE X 564 Wald BAS X (8 F173
SrEAEIXE). SRR, BoRKRGITHEAARLMEE BT SR, i SR At 1
FER. RIER RS RA RS0 BAE X a B A S R LN E S8R, AR, {508
Krgiit E LRty

J

L\’
Tsc = <Z&;) I;M(1,1),

j=1
Soof 1,11, 1) FREERE 10 S (1,1) ATEE.
TSR Yo G R BB FIRAE IR 1 10 x2S, REFTA—1 < do < LR A%

2
Tsc < Xij1-a

33 100(1 — )% MEMEXIE, K x3,_, REBHER 1 2 240 E 1 — o 5080 wTH 02
R EBE XA L RF TR,

3.2.2 SAMELLENEERSHRIEMXEMG T

TEBEREE MR 5 R A S, Zhuang 25 BT 2 T 4 MO B (AR LR T\ Wald Siit
i Ty B9 GHR Tee M TSo) RASIA BRI IR S5 4R R W, 0 5HR T TG
FIMTH2 00 T KHHE, A NI, HRiEA

J

Téo = (Z%‘)QI(L 1),

Jj=1

b 1(1,1) /& Fisher {5 RAEFFIIEE— A FX AR,
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Statistical methods for the bilateral correlated data

Xi Shen & Changxing Ma

Abstract Bilateral correlated data are often encountered in medical researches such as ophthalmologic (or
otolaryngologic) studies, in which each unit contributes information from paired organs to the data analysis.
Measurements obtained from paired organs of a subject are generally highly correlated, whereas many statistical
tests assume observations in a sample are independent. Previous studies showed that the statistical inference for
bilateral correlated data ignoring the presence of intra-class correlation could lead to inflated significance levels.
Various statistical methods have been developed to tackle this intra-class correlation on the bilateral correlated
data analysis. Furthermore, in some studies, it is very important to adjust the effect of confounder on statistical
inferences, since either ignoring the intra-class correlation or confounding effect may lead to biased results. In
this paper, we review these methods, discuss the applications and provide statistical advice.

Keywords bilateral correlated data, intra-class correlation coefficients, interval estimation, stratified bi-
lateral data, statistical testing
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