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FRAIAG 55 5% Ridit 237 804 1725 519 logistic 1A 4#r
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k2 EHBGLEAWMAARNBRLESR
24151 F R 2 2 %
NS 24 0.351 0.342 0.321 0.361 0.307 0.369 0.379 0.392 0.381 0.312 0.463
ATP 41 0.425 0.417 0.406 0.517 0.483 0.397 0.436 0.459 0.483 0.491 0.406
NS) LA IR AF (ATP) 41, 41 12 2, 2B Allen 7 FC T, B g=NS
A BE A 5E S0, 2o I 7 5 NS (1.5 ml) 3k ATP (40 mg/kg), il
WiJe 2 JRBEAT AR SE 56 TR AR AR 2, RHR R = (R N 11 HLE A 11
J5 B A B /AR TR ) x100% , 45 B e 2 B, A, BME 0.361 636 36 ML &A1 3.978
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T SAS B g AR IS AT 0 A

DATA a; PROC SORT; BY g;

INPUT g$; RUN;

DOi=1to 11; PROC UNIVARIATE NORMAL;
INPUT x @@; VAR x; BY g;

OUTPUT; RUN;

END; PROC TTEST COCHRAN;;
CARDS; CLASS g; VAR x;

NS RUN;

0.351 0.342 0.321 0.361 || PROC NPARIWAY WILCOXON;
0.307 0.369 0.379 0.392 || CLASS g; VAR x;

0.381 0.312 0.463 RUN;

ATP

0.425 0.417 0.406 0.517

0.483 0.397 0.436 0.459

0.483 0.491 0.406

RUN;

[SAS FEIF Ui W1 ] %3 4  DATA & A dt s B e 4 a,
INPUT i A i A B, @@ J2& SAS B4 v B 2 i3 45 I 45
An it SIS AR I o MY HUH FT LU FAF 8 x O R ZE
K “PROC SORT” LA g 1E 43 417 58 X6 4 3B 4048 2047 HE ¥
“PROC UNIVARIATE NORMAL” 47 87258 5 43 4 1 1E 25 1k 4
¥ . “PROC TTEST” ¥4 M stest 43 1 3 #6417 ¢ K5, “PROC
NPARIWAY WILCOXON” Jy #E 47 Bk F 46

[ % 45 5 ) R s .
g=ATP
5
N 11 R A 11

PIE 0.447 27273 ISR 4.92

DA b S8R B AL B4 1T L ATP 41K BRI 4 R R
MY = T NS 41,

Obs \4 P
1 0.916 761 0.292 6
2 0.919 596 0.3153

DL IR A PERG B0 A 45 S, T I 4 e R IR A IE
BAAAT (W 43510 0.916 761 .0.919 596;P 43 % K 0.292 6,
0.3153,¥K ¥ 0.05),

T-Tests
Variable ~ Method Variances DF  tValue Pr>ltl
X Pooled Equal 20 470 0.000 1
X Satterthwaite Unequal ~ 19.9 4.70  0.000 1
X Cochran ~ Unequal 10 470 0.000 8
Equality of Variances
Variable ~ Method Num DF Den DF F Value Pr>F

X Folded F 10 10 1.15 08265

Db L 5 22 S ARG U6 1Y 45 R, R 4R A 22 4
45 (F=1.15,P=0.826 550.05) .
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DATA b; PROC FREQ;

DO A=1TO 2; WEIGHT F;

DO B=1TO 2; TABLES A * B/CHISQ;

INPUT F @@; OUTPUT; RUN;

END;

END;

CARDS;

8 13

20 9

RUN;

JUFE I 2 K36 g it i, F1 3 0 2x2 BT, i vf DU
Fisher ¥ 6 #& 5 4 ih 4,
|2 TS B/ T
A * BENGI &

itk H 1 S
K 1 47107 0.0300
LR L7 1 47590  0.029 1
HEEAZIE R H 1 35412  0.0599
Mantel-Haenszel K77 1 4.616 5 0.0317
Phi &% -0.306 9

BN EY 0.293 4

Cramer ) V -0.306 9

BAE T 2T 2 K B e v 33 2 — My R4
SEEIRT SR n>40 H 0 — A FIEHUR 1<T<5 I,

AL 4 S AL IR 2 K5
Fisher % i 16 4
BT (1,1) Wk (F) 8
M Pr<=F 0.029 7
£l Pr>=F 0.993 3
£MEFE (P) 0.023 0
XA Pr <= P 0.044 2
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[SAS B 7 U B VB A0, B 5B i 44 R ¢ MR 4 | ST
BAEAER A BF, 70 AAT S F'5 Bs SBR A R IS
LN 2 BB AR SET iBAAE ¢ 6 E 2 o, HEH
DO A & 5 $u47 DO A END Z 8 /9147, JFH OUTPUT i
AT FRAT A5 S i R RO A B RS R A R AE S
K i3 B NPARIWAY , WILCOXON i ) # /58 3 F WILCOX-
ON 373 AT 20 A1 . PRI 4L Eb A i) i 4T Wilcoxon Bk 1S 55 il
Kruskal-Wallis ¥z %, 224 L& B 04T Kruskal-Wallis £ 56 ;
fcJi H CLASS #6858 /325728 & VAR 45 58 WL 2% &
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The NPARIWAY Procedure
Wilcoxon Scores (Rank Sums) for Variable B
Classified by Variable A
A N Sum of Scores Expected Under HO Std Dev Under HO Mean
Score
156
250

251650  2996.0 149.697 809
315450 2675.0 149.697 809
Average scores were used for ties.
i BL BRI DA Y & A BRI A 200 44.937 50,
B 4H 2k 63.090 00,
Wilcoxon Two—Sample Test
3 154.500 0

44.937 50
63.090 00

Statistic
Normal Approximation
Z 3.199 8
One-Sided Pr>Z7 0.000 7
Two-Sided Pr > IZI 0.001 4

LI I J2 Fisher ¥ 8K 48 25 1 e A 5] H P=
0.044 2, 4 B 5L n<d0 nlA BIS I8 T<1 W
(SAS i i &5 R 4R ), W2k Fisher K

DATA c;

(et A G e VEOUR Takat i ey
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BB FE O — o K B A0, R L CM$S
F— My K g a5 R Bl x?=4.710 7,P=0.03, 4% o1 ]7’ .
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4 ), B2 4 BRI (WT LA SR AR 45 ), 7T LU
IR PULER H IR BOR AR, 45 R E W VRIT ;mN

A R TR IR,

DO A=1TO 2;D0O B=1TO 4;

DATA ¢2;

SET ¢;

DO 1=1TO F;

OUTPUT ¢2;

END;

PROC NPARTWAY WILCOXON DATA=c2;
CLASS A;VAR B;

RUN;
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t Approximation (SAS P UiB] i THRHEE 2x2 38, #cR 7 b it A
One-Sided Pr > 7 0.000 9 Exact Fisher %K & Gefiiy i Fisher A58 1 46 45 51
Two—Sided Pr > |ZI 0.001 8 S H RS B/ 5/
Z includes a continuity correction A * BERWNGI &
of 0.5. Gtk H 15 HE A
PL b o % 9 20 58 5 T R S il M iE R 5 itk 4T Wilcoxon K 5 35.3010 <.000 1
AR A B RIAS 36, RO 35 P=0.001 4<0.05 LR LR 5 37.2013 <.000 1
Kruskal-Wallis Test Mantel-Haenszel K77 1 4.5330 0.0332
Chi-Square ~ 10.260 0 Phi &% 0.468 3
DF 1 I F AL 0.424 1
Pr> Chi-Square ~ 0.001 4 Cramer /) V 0.468 3

DL g2 X6 9 A B8 T RS Sl E R 43 L E AT Kruskal -
Wallis Bk FlH: 56 ,x*=10.260 0, P=0.001 4<0.05, 5 Wilcoxon #
A B Ao 0 45 SR — 5

[ GE i1 &b 285 18 ) AR 40 XoF 0 AL 0 4 7 0 R Rz 36 17 85 %, P<
0.05, 41 24 Js A 152 (PR 20 TR Ji ity e i R s A o (5 RS ) ) | 32
ZA PR (P TR il P R B v 8 B8ORS R R o8 4
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i FH SAS A G BRI AT AT

DATA d; PROC FREQ;

DO A=1TO 2; DO B=1TO 6; WEIGHT F;

INPUT F @@; OUTPUT; TABLES A * B/CHISQ;
END; END; Exact Fisher;

CARDS; RUN;

43526 361

7 8551222

RUN;

WARNING : 33% B 5ok 1 BT E L 5 /N,
KT AT BEAR A 3R 56

Fisher % i 16 56
LR (P) 1.640E-11
Pr<=P 1.356E-07

MO — T xR 50 TR AR (SAS B 45 R ik
N, BEEE Fisher ik 45 . DL F & Fisher K 00 16 56
ZE R P=1.356E-07,

[t ATl 2518 ) A 6% k4 i Fisher A5 K %, P=
1.356E-07<0.05 , 4% i 0.05 44 56 7K 4, w2\ Sy B B e 31 1 %
B 5 AEE O S BB 0 B2 5a gl
SC, RSP R 2 A EE O B Bl (R 2SR LR 32 DA R
Tl i E R AT OB S EIRR LRI 2,
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