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Abstract

This paper involves applied a binary logistic regression as a traditional method for
modeling and analyzing the effect of a set of explanatory variables on anemia (including
two types, chronic and acute anemia), which represents a categorical binary response
variable in some of Iraqi hospitals. The analysis was considered that females are the
reference level. The Bayes method was applied as a modern method to estimating the
parameters of a binary response regression model. Both the non-information and
information prior probability distributions were used to find the Bayesian estimates. The
results of the Bayesian estimates were compared according to probability function. A
comparison was also made between the traditional method and the results obtained from the
Bayes method. The AIC, SC, and 2 Log L as a model selection criterion were used. Both
the Receiver Operating Characteristic and the classification table were used also to identify
the model's accuracy and classification capability. The paper found that the parameters
estimates of the binary logistic regression has similar to the non-informational prior
distribution with a very slight superiority of the latter method according to the standard
deviations of the estimated parameters as well as the model selection criterion. The analysis
showed a clear superiority of the Bayes method according to the information prior
distribution based on estimates of the logistic regression parameters on the other estimates.
The analysis showed the high classification capacity of the Bayes method according to the
prior information distribution. One of the most important variables affecting anemia in
males (considering that females are the reference level), is sex and the Reticulocyte count
as well as iron deficiency in the blood.

Keywords: Acute and chronic anemia, Stepwise binary logistic regression, Bayesian binary
Logistic Regression, Non-informative prior distribution, Informative prior distribution.
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.(Fishbane, S., & Spinowitz, B. 2018: 427) adll Gk oo alakall J5lii Caniay magilly

dall aall @8 sy L(Chronic anemia) cei« sl (Acute anemia) ala 4l e ol i Caiay
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A GosSan oo S ogit cue sl Allay Jian gally (g(i) Japl) Al axiid ccadl 13¢ls *(Component
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.—2log L 4dad &) 4l g
:(Akaike Information Criterion) S8) claglaa jlaea
1Y) Al L
AIC = —-2logL + 2p ..(7
A z3sady) (38 lilll (35 Jumdl HLES) 2 Sleall 138 Cansary oz 3saY) & Claledll 220 Jidi p )
(AIC) dag il 4!
:(Schwarz (Bayesian Information) Criterion) (Jx <lagiea) jlssd Jbaa @
1Y) Al a8k
SC=-2logl + plog(ijjnj) ...(8)
ey (& Gladadl 2 Jidp ol A
(SC) daf 8 43 3 z3pad) 335 il 355 Jumdl Hlial 5y Hleall 138 Cangass
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Bij' = Biv Biz--» Bis) ;i=12,....k ...(10)
[ PVON VNP SRS RN Iy JUNESY: IVEIN g S [ SN PN S I
g Bu ) (Buy)gB,) (11
Bu, = (@1,8y..., 8, 1, B2, fr, 0,0,...,0)" &) I
@) ) 1.2
((1763) 3m oelosi lgmams A 5 dpdan (e s A clelanyl (e g8 & il Clelaa)
A) "osilS e N AL Olsin (1763) ple 4 il Alie DA e 0 Jg¥ i Ayplai 5)S8 Cayela sl
a8 5Sall 38 DA (pay . 3w Ayl sy V) ens Wl Aals Alla calall il 3 ((letter to John Canton
Jilaal) e maall Ja A dpplaill oda andiilg ¢ ja dgpkail asens (Pierre-Simon Laplace) oY Gsass aw
(jurisprudence) alls (reliability) 4dsedlls (medical statistics) 4wkl Clelasyl Adliall
.(Stigler, 1986: 98)

Glales 38 8 legd Epaall Slan) didatl) bl ST e S catlad 205 ¢ pualall ¢l 3
Gladee J$ o Gty Hlaai¥) Jilas 8 i) Jalatl) (8 caddes . Agpla I lld b avids cdabide z 3l
o) AL Srgad ) ALl a0 Aliee Aae 3 jee e Of Sar s hlsdie htie b z3sad)
e O i Ay cgalil) Slanyl OV ae @il Galial) s Al sead) dded) g Gloglaa
Badae GleS & Wgeaall Glalaall

e A Glegledll madl dipa i ) Gwsacl ag ddldal sacli afy gl didadl)

s Ge JEN) ey (il Qi) O QAN (e L @G apsl o Jpanll 33sasal) bl Gilbilase

asssl) e Akl ol @l 3 Lay ez 3sal) cilabes e QYD axiing illy (3D aysill ) )

z3saY) Glades Jsa Alan) GhHLEAY) pea oo el (S LS agall iy Aygiall cavilly Jasusll
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ALY Lapally IS (e Al
P(A|B) = P(B|A)I;3((il)?:((;|)A)P(A) --(13)
;o ade oy @l ) e B oly 6 ddedl i) e A o) Lagil 135 A A& A ) Y
poly)- PO 1OPO) P(y 10)P(9) (14
P(y) P(y 16)P(0)+P(y |6)P(0)

il A s o el by as (Marginal probability) dxieledl iyl o P (y) o) I
:(15 :2008 ¢ a5 canld) (@) crnlil) Aipay Gl aysill S Say alalas Koy Mllys ¢ 31 a5l
P(6|y) « P(y|0)P(6) ...(15)
P(0) AY) a5l P(p]6) &Y Ay i duals ae anlity P(B]y) G2 gyl o ams Sl
A8 Ay mmsall Slhaa¥) 230 alasinls ¥y = {yy, V5,00, Y} ClL o0 Aaleall i Laf 13
GR axe Caay (S Sy sl 00 ded sl (S Y el AWl ey sl LP(y]0)
Bapa il 136 L Oldaall 4 e Al pali e il Glagysis Adlaal) fua aladiuly (uncertainty)
Glaslaall many clldy Glaglaal) oda Euaat (Kay aild .9 e AGL) Glashedll e 3me (0) ANV a5l
P(8]y). 3= gl w5l P(Y]0) (Flas¥) z35ad) 385 A gumsall lilally V) sl (10

P(9|y) — P(Q,y) _ P(yl@)n’(@) _ P(yl@)ﬂ.’(@) (16)

P(y) Py [P(y|e)n(6)as

S (Ka adle Ldeg L osaley (30 aisll culi a Aadialedl AdLEaYL i P(Y) LSl o)
1Y) Ll P(4]y)

P(8|y) « P(y|6)r(6) = L(6)n(6) ..(17)
AV danally P(O]y) LS (Say P(Y]6) g0 dansliia 2l Led) e oty G Al o Lo 3

_p(0y) _ POIO)n(8) _ P(rle)(e)
POlY) =2 = F0 = Tr0lo)e(0)is

...(18)

zasa) alatiils Yy = {yg, Yo, Vb UL e 0 Aaladl s Cglhadll ) (i e
6 Aaddrall dad yoal Sa 4l Ayl Aphil) Cage P(Y]6) AdlaaY) ASESH Ay masdll Slasl!
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s Juzmil e Addadly Jagpall il ade Cauay

:(Gunes and others, 2014: 2) (g5l JYxiudd Lpulul) jualiall Coral 45Y) <l ghadl)

3 ¢(prior distribution) Js¥) sl Giey Wy m(0) 4 Jef 1 V) asl debua .1
Lo celsilV) changll cJUall Jans o) Claledd) o gl A8l cilaslaall o V) sl Ly
(5

L0 Lasbiar Y aysh Ciuagl dlldy y saaliall cililull g P(y]0)  laa¥) zisel) lia) 2

cosl e Slaglaall gy azidl P(O]y) Gl aisill Glus P& (10 0 oo Slaghea) Eipas .3
Ll )

P Wy 23 0aW s TV sl o el (e (ST (Wl ¢ S Ayl pladily B 55ladl) 24w 2y

_ P(oy) _ P(ylo)n(6) _ _ P(y|6)m(6)
P(OlY) =55 = =% _fp(yy|e)n(e)de --(19)
dolagall o) A
P(y) = [ P(y|6)n(6)d6 ...(20)

marginal ) isledl asill Lad say (33U apysll (normalizing constant) dmads culs s
bl ialell a3l L) iaxy 8 4nle 3llays < y J (distribution

10 Al (2 ‘P(y|0) & it ddla Lﬁ\ ) 6 1 &Y Al gl

L(0) « P(y|0) ..(21)

A Faally A la LS S LS

__L©)m(6)
P(9|y) ~ [L®)n(6)de
...(22)
L) il ey colill dapaP(0]y) 4SS WS
P(8|y) « L(8)r(8) ...(23)
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O YY) o) 2 3 Slany) Y dawe dly e callal aa dgylall Lalll g
:(Prior Distributions) 4&lud) clayjsil) 1.1.2

a8 bl Jiad J8 Wy ahall dadaall Jon il aie Alla Jiay i) ais st dalaall Gildl a5l
shall e Leo cladaall GO apysill ) som OSY) Ay Gilad) aysill Copm dglee (s Al
Ll sl alaiud 50 gim IVl gl 280 K0 Y ) dileall s YY)

(noninformative prior distribution) 4slagiaall ,& A8l Adlaiay) cilagjsill o

2l e Gy (0) oSy o sl s aand ity 43l cclaladl) e Ase laslee g aae Al b
Jeall 5 Y dgleshed) e 28l gyl o 10 3 3 il o sgana il 4l K1Y Slagles e
cosi pasedd) 138 e el iy aily iade Gladaall o3 Joa dpea) o) i Laily chadeal oo all)
Glayys ) Al e dilal)l ololeall e bl gas o (Sa VW a4 clie s
shal (Sa ¥ A LB 3aY Jlial apis e Jsmandl GV Ay e leaed callay Lo AaDle pe &Y
A e A eyl Ja & YY)

(Informative Priors) dsilageall <l A8 L) clayj gl

Gilaal) il I3 L B sl e 50 L A8l ey b Aslegled) 3 Al Culag) sl

gyl e g 1Y) 028 dant aay cadle s ¢ loslae il ai$ sed calie ) KN AL o e ) s
OSar 3 5 sld 348 ARl ey ll miall Aladi] s cgpal 1al e Aglead) lipdal) 3 e
el cloglaall ae ehaad) ol s A8l 5yl ey ALl Auball e lgran @ ) Gloglaall G pend)

~liball 3aly lldg (i Jalas (Sullivan and others, 2012: 309) auwjes ladgw w JS 758
AN sl Gan 001 ekl apal e dBle Glly S (8 Al dled) s
G QB L) LS of a lgham ol o)) il Ally 95% Adl) s Jia A (ORypper» ORiower)
OR = eP ) &l il Juadll JaadVl P e dlall alildl e lgle Jgand) & 3 daayY)
.(Oliveira and others, 2017: 2)

AY) Lpallhy Coymy eprior 3 Gl <:"’”H\ @jjﬂ\
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In(ORypper)+IN(OR ower
Oprior = IN(ORprior) = 0 )2 2O ower) ...(24)

(Sullivan and others, 2012: 309) : s& &Ll andall aysill i) ol

In(ORypper)—In(ORower) 2
Vprior = [ pp2><1.96 l ] ...(25)

) il

Al 5 a8 gl sl lasiVly galill sl el a1 Gy 56N el (el
e desana Gy AU Aladul jeieS (SUYL 45l HSAl die Gadally sl dge gy anll 38 o A
Shiiase g0 IS b agde (asmdll shal & Gl e 33l 140 3oLyl daimgall Ampagill il
idadlan A (538 all ()lshall ey dpladiall ddadlae b alall DS Aliieg oo ddailae d alall 4 giny
nslll Sty sl syl sl ) e JS aladiuly (386 :2017 @S @) Ju)l
inie alag) GlASy claglaal) cildy AL cilosleall @3 Laag AL ALY (e cpes Jh 3 gl
Jid Juad) I Jsasll (ROC) (Receiver Operating Characteristic) Jaiiedll clilee jailad
g a3 WS LGl 85085 38y ST iphall il (e gl aand e Dl ) a8 5l
4 SAS 9.4 laaVl zalipd) aladinl & Aglail) e Ayl Adlaa¥ls il Jsaa, 40
LJalal

2

séanl) Gl ypaatia

el pdll i Jiad 1 alad) pal) i Sl 0 Al 34k aas el e Y

oS 2 5 DU T Al 38h caas e sag ¢ Xy pstially Jiaiall Guinl)

- Xp el Jidiall jexl)

- Xy ialls Jiaial) (ke pal) o

dass SN JAa e 8 @ Oy say Xy piiall Jdly o3l i (Feriting ol des
.(d"Estaintot and others, 277) dalall cauay saall (BUaly (a5 (& Salys anall LA Jal

Cuialy el B oage % sag X5 il Jially (Reticulocyte count) Suil) slaasl)l des .

(Wollmann and others, il i zal alaall g las dlaciol sl addfiagg cadll 88 caye 4y
.2017:26)

Lugia sy g uidl Jidadl (MCV) mean corpuscular volume)) awssll o Sl anall da
.(Stengle and others, 1965: 4) saslsll elpal) aall dla 3 Gusle sasell daeS

500

O R L L~



TRIVERSITY OF ANBAR

£2019/ %! 49,1aY1 A aLaBY polald ;LY dxol> Ao 26 S0 11 Aol

A WA aae pliais Il gy X5 el Jiadl Iron deficiency Anemia adll 4 yaall jads .8
.(Camaschella, 2015: 1833) »all 4 cmsle saell o) ¢lyaall
Ji g Japaal) aall B Gl ool say Xg il Jididly ol & Transferrin gpawil il 4us .9
.(Tolosano, 2015: 565) awall ¢hal asea A uaal)
Ko eially Jiaiall adl) Cas sa ol i o 10
X1 el Miae diajall eVl 22 i .11
X1p ool Jiciall jeall adll il € 8 glain g aall 6812
el Jidi sl 675 (Y = 1) caiall pall iy cpbias ooapall Jidi saalie 73 il euan
12017 @Sl iadl) 83 o GLYIs ey 57 sa S 2 o We (Y = 0) alall ad) iy culad)
(64 :2017 ) 5 (387
F ) IS 0y glhaall 23 0al) 4SSy
logit P(Y = 1|X) = By + B1X1 + =+ + B11X11
JSEN aasy o 388 agle s 5 paiunall Clpiial) 8 525l adll e CaSSI oga Jilall ddee 8 TgY) kel )
by o gsiad ¥ abball b (Glel-1) JSall e adly L (Xg, Xy, Xg) 20 8 painsal il piall 3 sa0al)
Clysiall aile sl Jygatll aladind 2 a8 ¢ cplall duilaie syaiall Gyl (680 o Jals (Ll L)L
AN chriall bl o) Jaadys o(daul=1) JSall 8 elld miage WSy o dsaiall JSEI a2y AU
Aalas ST ol il 8yl
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Boxplot of X2, x4, x6, In (x2), In (x4), In (x6)

X2 x4 X6
160
. 80
120
45 s
» 80 .
15 40 65
[
0 o 60
In (2) In (o) In (x6)
5
4.0
4.35
4
35 4.30
3
3.0 4.25
2
25 4.20
415 ‘
2.0 ‘ 1 ‘

sl ehal days (oY) (B A asml) U (X, Xy, Xg) Baiusal) clpsiall Fssiall aul 2(1) JSY
(Jau¥) 8 S agusll) aipyle gl

iy Apmpm gl Clyiall (p Apdadl) ) i AShe (el Jadll jlaaiy) Qs ol &

e 13X, . TOL4 (Tolerance) q<lull dad; *(VIF) (Variance Inflation Factor) culall sasi Jalad
W X109 5 X9 5 Xg 5 Xg 5 X5 il o)) ((Diagnostic Multicollinearity (1)) Jdaill (1) Jsaall
ACie dalles (ayaly cadle JTOL < 0.1 &l Xg Laxiall o Jaady (TOL I e 5805 5 (e S1 VIF
il ehal aiy Xg el alagind ey jlaat¥) Jiladsale) 2 . i) s Cida 23 08 (Apdadll CUElal) 2o
oo »STVIF D) ) L3 «(Diagnostic Multicollinearity (2)) (1) Jsall e 2kl clilall sas oo
S oesalll 3 a8 cale (TOL < 0.1 4 juie aaeiY 48) 0 (TOL ) ddasdl dies Xg 5 Xg ol 5
(617.23083) (0.00002652) Ll 2as55 <*(Condition Index) Alall ises (Eigenvalue) 4ulsl Al
daimsalls Legs d35iad) (Proportion of Variation) cplal) s ¢ Slsd o(Jsaadl b 2% &) sl e
Cida o3 g agle (X iall (0.98198) culs Al (Diagnostic Multicollinearity (2)) (1) Jsasd) 8

.(Montgomery and others, 2012: 527) ddaall cuiall 233 4085e 2505 e 30 13g3 VIF > 5 il 13 2

)l Gl s A 35 e e 138 TOL < 0.1 oS 13 4

Jiad) i (condition index) Aall ey oS (Liall e ca) Hera (Eigenvalue) 2ulSll ol ca JS1 gl aaly oS 13 °
cAghall Qe 2t Al dsa o e 13gd (DS
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(1) Jsaadl Laa¥ ccuburiall (pn hadll el aail 450 2a5i Y 4 aiiy Jolaill sale) 5. il 13
-(Diagnostic Multicollinearity (3))

Apbadl) Eall 2aat WG e S (1) Jsaa

Diagnostic Multicollinearity (1)

Xl XZ X3 X4- X5 X6 X7 X8 X9 XlO X11

VIF | 347 | 404 | 1.69 | 239 | 549 | 595 | 423 | 8.68 | 13.17 | 7.34 | 3.70
926 | 392 | 005 | 587 | 536 | 367 | 539 | 468 | 281 | 669 | 929

TOL | 0.28 | 0.24 | 0.59 | 0.41 | 0.18 | 0.16 | 0.23 | 0.11 | 0.075 | 0.13 | 0.26
742 | 729 | 170 | 738 | 197 | 796 | 611 | 515 91 612 | 959

Diagnostic Multicollinearity (2)

VIF 334 | 399 | 166 | 1.99 | 3.66 | 5.67 | 3.65 | 8.24 - 495 | 2.85
261 | 952 | 626 | 157 | 389 | 422 | 069 | 421 651 | 993

TOL | 029 | 399 | 060 | 0.50 | 0.27 | 0.17 | 0.27 | 0.12 - 0.20 | 0.34
917 | 952 | 014 | 212 | 293 | 624 | 392 | 130 175 | 966

Propor | 0.18 | 0.15 | 0.01 | 0.14 | 0.09 | 0.98 | 0.01 | 0.43 - 0.01 | 0.03

tionof | 866 | 352 | 048 | 580 | 763 | 198 | 547 | 096 522 | 519

Variati

on

Diagnostic Multicollinearity (3)

VIF | 295 | 3.60 | 1.66 | 1.64 | 3.29 - 3.64 | 4.60 - 477 | 2.77
329 | 537 | 626 | 349 | 047 046 | 101 674 | 423
TOL | 0.33 | 0.27 | 0.60 | 0.60 | 0.30 - 0.27 | 0.21 - 0.20 | 0.36
861 | 736 | 015 | 846 | 391 469 | 734 935 | 046

il nsll) Jani¥) Gaglud Gkt

Lginall (ssime 3aa3 5L AlaiuY) e 8 5sall delsall st zosiad) HLaaY) aladi) aald
Hosmer loal aladin) &5 .z 30Vl (A il ¢l 0.05 Logine gginag ez dsal¥) A paiall JASY 0.05
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0SA) papall) 1= ALl e lia) &L Al Zasa) las) 6 saégl 480 and Lemeshow
coasal pall i (e ALY Jlaia) dadal () s (Gajal) pall i uliad)

SV el i) Ailal J8 2 3sa) o Ayginall pe hariall Cada Sy czotidl LEaY) ddee
Cadall e gl 5 3L AL IS aope dad e diny anag e ALl o) Cada o) (e Db oz dsal]
33a1 0.05 a3 &5 il 138 3 lisse bt 5y Gad e ST L 1S e da ()5S0 Ladie A3l
sshadll & Laad Mzl N il d8laY (adle Gan (2) Jsaal) (zisel) B uidl oGy )
69.4372 ALl SIS iy dad o Baadlys cAmpagil) sl Ay e Jhaey Culill aad) ad 5 asl V)
e 193.824 ,198.766 5195.824 s -2 Log L 5 SC5 AIC o) e Db dille ddlian] dyginay
i Llan Lsies 4350y cipanl Y ojlicly z30a) 8 Xg el SLidl 5 gl skl 8 . canyil
<3 L) Y1 314776 Caaill o ST ) cuzmids) U 1S aope Al b Laadly WS Lz 35al) b ol
5150.968 5 145.084 cul& -2 Log L 5 SC;5 AIC &) ce Dlmid ¢(p=0.0005) ddle dglas) 4y5ins
S Xy el dilal 5 GEAGEN sehaall 8. ) sshall b ade culS Lae J81 ay il e 141.084
Gusina Ol 5S Dlaisy il sl e Slad Xy 5 Xy owsdall zasell) mual ades (zsall
Al Aglas) dysine 29.1556 culS AL IS ape dad o) Bl Lz dsal) 8 Ll 5 s cLilas)
Caila Cpuaiyg ccatifill e 133.689 5 148.513 5 139.689 «ulk -2 Log L 5 SC5 AIC o e Suad
z3sa) maal ey z3oa¥) U X, il Aila) & el sshall & Al sshall o ade oS Las
e Al o) Taadly sshadll sda b L Culiiall wes Aysinars Xy 5 Xg 5 Xp cbiially clil) aall e gginy
127.836 <& -2 Log L 5 SC5 AIC &) ¢e Dlzmd ¢(0.0606) dpgime e 14.9261 culS 3L IS
0ol s VoAl Las Gae L e s Y] z3sall Gl aagdes sl e 119.8365 139.602 5
.(0.0606) isina e L IS xpe e ) oo Db (Jsall Hlmay & 7 3sal¥) 2)la Aiall ol puaiall
ol LAY elgd) 8 cadle
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Step entered Removed effects | Residua Pr> AlC SC -2 Log

for the model in I ChiSq L
Steps 22 Test

1 Intercept 69.437 | <.0001 | 195.82 | 198.76 | 193.82
2 4 6 4

2 Intercept and X5 No effects are 31.477 | 0.0005 | 145.08 | 150.96 | 141.08
removed 6 4 8 4

3 | Intercept and X4, X5 No effects are 29.155 | 0.0006 | 139.68 | 148.51 | 133.68
removed 6 9 3 9

4 Intercept and No effects are 14,926 | 0.0606 | 127.83 | 139.60 | 119.83
X1, X5, X5 removed 6 2 6

Xy = —2.2354 bl Al dygied) Ladl 3 ozdsad) Gladaal Ayl adll (3) Jsaadl s
sl e Db (LSedll il A Xg = —1.6688 sialy (rasd) sl a SUY) (L)
X1 e IS 29085 (Odd ratio) zessll s cpw o(4) dsaad) (pa) 3wl aly) X; = —0.5754
o) Las Xp = 0.107 3 dpally cagiill e (0.5625 0.188 5 0.107) mamsill ot ity 3 X 5 X
asany il S die Gedal) aall s Alal) o 0 e dma)V) A gl anall i) 4 ELY)
S e ALY Glye 10 a0 &5 GV die Alal) o) Al e (S xie dLaY) (Lae) 1/10
O daaa)) B 8al)y A sam Basly Basy slaiay Sl slaadll & il o) e Xg = 0,188 1 Al
pl & ppaall et Bl ) e J5 Xy = 0.562 i<y 0,188 iy (rajall adl) iy (ilian (sl
o (2-2) S L0.562 ke Gayall adll i Glias Glanall o) dasa) 33l () (535 Basls Basg ey

%95 A& 2gan s Ay sinall il yriall duna V1 s

z35a) ilalaal Agppsiill will (3) Jsanl

Parameter Estimate Standard Wald Chi- | Pr > ChiSq
Error Square
Intercept 11.1882 2.5534 19.1986 <.0001
X;2vs 1 -2.2354 0.6209 12.9641 0.0003
X -1.6688 0.2658 39.4132 <.0001
X5 -0.5754 0.1754 10.7640 0.0010
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el A i (4) Jsaal)

Explanatory variables Point Estimate 95% Wald Confidence Limits
X; 2vs 1 0.107 0.032 0.361
Xs 0.188 0.112 0.317
X 0.562 0.399 0.793

delan) Jsaall miagy 3 L a8l #30a¥) ) s Al Hosmer-Lemeshow (HL) Jlia) gaw (5) Jsasd
LS e dpliie dadgiall S g gas lly saalia) LS e dadsiall S A5)add oS aie
Lgiral gsiwe e Aggima ye (B2 = 12.3685) dajdiudl B2 ded ) Ladl cJeaall e 3L

s gll) aygilly Ayall 2l L) i G (geine AT 3ag ate e Jy Lae <0.08907

saaliall )il ae dadgiall <l il 43jlad Hosmer-Lemeshow (HL) slaal (5) Jsaal)

Partition for the Hosmer and Lemeshow Test
Y=0 Y=1
Group Total Observed | Expected | Observed | Expected
1 10 2 0.76 8 9.24
2 14 3 1.97 11 12.03
3 5 2 1.03 3 3.97
4 32 7 7.17 25 24.83
5 16 6 7.44 10 8.56
6 13 3 8.34 10 4.66
7 7 7 5.75 0 1.25
8 25 25 23.29 0 1.71
9 18 18 17.23 0 0.77
Chi-Square DF Pr > ChiSq
12.3685 7 0.08907
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«(ROC) (Receiver Operating Characteristic) Jiidll cldee pailad Jaie (2-b) JE Gaw
dia el ) eV Gy Gl g 3eal) 8508 i e Sl o3 paSU gl 508wy 4ke iasalls
s2a Luliiy .(Nonevent-caaall g4y ac) ddall oda clicy Al ¥y (Event-cuaall) du)all a8 duss
Oo el il LS 3 bl smey inia) o Aadlgl) ddlaiall ag ¢ iaiall ciad Aalall dlal sy AA)
Laiy edglle Agpailly Aypanll 2 35aY) 8508 ol LIS o] ) e i Aalisal) ) irey ] Lyl el
45) skl baa sy o(2-b) JSE (e Odimim 3 daailly sl )80 o 0.5 dalud) i
() el Jiags 0.5 Lila (golusys) Jadd culill aall pe z35aB aigidll ROC I inie ey il (42
SVl 8 daladl o) aadl o) sl sV Dlee (e V) sshadll 8 L5 5 ) (s )
& als <0.8411 M Xg 5 X7 Gposiall 2sas dalusadll syl 400 35kl 4y X5 uiall 25250 0.8357
O o Ja g Xy 5 Xg 5 Xy O il dgas 0.8553 () sl cis daliall Cula s 23 55kl

Alle Lgaailly 45l = 35aY) 5y

Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits ROC Curves for All Model Building Steps
1.00

W 2vsl| ——-

075
z
=
% 050
H
5
¥ —e—| w
025
0.00
X7 e
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.7 1.00
1- Specificity
00 05 1.0 15 20 ROC Cure (Area)

Step 0 (0.5000)
Step 2 (0.8411)

(@) (b)

Jgindl) Slilee pailad i (D) daaa ¥ cudl %95 A€l agaa (a) 1(2) JLi

Step 1 (0.8357)

Odds Ratio Maodel (0.8553)

80 I gsloss S niall ad Aaluall culs 13 ((Hosmer and others, 2013: 162) Hosmer-Lemeshow, <y 6

e Gl oz 35 8)8 o) Jin 1368 <90 e sl
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Pl ) (Guakas
Ols Adlslie Ao o bl of Gl 5RY) o 3 Al FEhLI ge (@l clul) Gy
a8y (gl il (b cadley L Adlpde ciladaally bl o (gl Cslal) (i ey -l o Claladl)
Ll i) Cilalaad £l lag sl slagY Ulall oyl agysil) e Slad cilaleall sl 48 el
o Cladrall (e dalre JSI (Jg) aysh pand callaly 45l c(ghad) sl (385 Claleall a5 (i jal
A0l Glayall o Jsasll Aplaglaaly doleglas e A1V Glaall aladiul 8 28 cagde gl
cS sl sl z3sai) Ly Gaprd zodial) a1 8 st & ) Xy 5 Xg s Xy AN il
Vi ostall o) Adlas) oa Py o) 3 o(Py) Adlasl (JJshm gy ady JAilaia) A it V) o) L
logit ) cued Jusnill Ay cdayy Ay X dspagll jlady) @hatia hdps D) gl
f ) JSAIL S (Say Gz dsas) O L (transformation
Pr(B|logit (P;), x) < Pr((logit (P)|x, B)) x Pr(B)
Wllyg aliinall gl aiis dagleall je Glalaall o) Galyil & a8 ¢ Slesleall e (AN aysilly (Blaty Lok
Pop byl Ll cOllae W3R O e ) Al pil) asend gluiie Jlaial g
Bo~U(—10,10), 8;~U(—10,10), fs~U(—10,10), 8,~U(—10,10)
COlleal dilaglan e Al Cilagysi alaain Bl (X7 5 X5 5 Xy donnasil) Chusiall Cansan Claleall 28 5)
OWSRY ) s (e A (A 7 35aV) Cilalral dgylmall cildlad¥ )y Bl V) () ¢(6) Jsand) (e aadld ¢ jlansy!
5,34l (kernel density plot) dlaa¥) 4l Z36SH Jlsal Al asull o) ¢(3) JSE (e aadly LS L alaeY)
L) ilabeall il agysl) o) Bl 3 eclaleall 5paiall Tl g¥) aexi Jaad¥) cilabeal Al dalgdl o)l
e J ey aag @paall Clabeall 4plie ( Dlagysill 03] BlusY) Oy ¢ ol aysll JSS5 aaly Jlsie
-5yl Slalaall pa sl o)l

JLasd (6) Jsaal)
ML Noninformative Prior
Parameter Estimate Standard Error |  Estimate Standard Error
Intercept 11.1882 2.5534 11.9663 2.5503
X;2vs 1 -2.2354 0.6209 -2.3903 0.6178
Xs -1.6688 0.2658 -1.7584 0.2627
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X5 -0.5754 0.1754 -0.6207 0.1698
AIC 127.836 127.301
SC 139.602 138.806
-2 Log L 119.836 119.301

Fosterior Density
Fosterior Density

Intercept %12

Fosterior Density
Fosterior Density

-3.0 -2h -20 -1.5 -1.0 15 -1.0 0.4 0.0
x5 i
ilasbaall e IV aysill sy ghall = 3sad) Cilalaal Llaa¥l 4861 Jlsal sl Sl 2(3) <l

NOTMal ) (prasbll sl o Aasbrall b Slaleall ) Gl 5 8 ¢ Shasteal) Y1 sl 3 Lo
: V) byl 5 s cadde L (Sullivan and Greeland) Jé ¢ #sid (prior

Bo~Normal(0,1000), ;~Normal(—2.24,0.621), Bs~Normal(—1.67,0.27), f;~Normal(—0.57,0.157)
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Adeall Zonally (Aulaial) G sl lad¥) 2t e Ll Ulas 1 8 sl cilddea o) 3
1000 43l o aal il &35 ¢ uS (pls sheall o)liie Javsy o2k a5 Leld B

Aty e o B Sleslaall IV aysill clpail Aplmall ) o) Laadly ¢(7) Jsaad) e

2 Las Aglesheall ilayysill aladiud 2ie J8Y) cul€ -2 Log L 5 SC5 AIC ) oo Suad calieVl (\SaY)

Alal) apall o) o(4) JSED e andly LS L akie ) Yy Sleslaall je AV aisl) Aladiul v agle

LS cclalaall 5p08al) Jaluss¥) pei lasiy) cilabeal alal) daled) apsill 8y0iall Adlaia] dgll) 4861 J)sal

Ragrs ST Iy anlall sl S8 Oy e gmnlal) asill JSEs aaly Jlsie L cladaall A1 apsill o) Jaadl

& Al Glogles ey zU LYl judy ¢ loglaall s V) asll aladia) e ade (IS La
Al (Vg SISl 3kl (g Ayl lEAY) sl 4 GAlls Jolanl)

Fosterior Density
Faosterior Density

5 10 15 20 25
intercept -4 -3 g -1
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Fosterior Density

-2.5

,1a¥1g Ay 5LaiBY ! poleld LY dxel> Ao

=
=
in
c
[
]
k=
D
b
i
=]
o

-2.0 -1.5
yia)

-1.0

-1.0

26 su! 11 wlxod!

-0.5

1

0.0

hasteall I sl alasinls il 7 3sal¥) Clalaal Adlaia¥) A8ESH Jlsad ) Jiaill £(4) JS&

(7) dsaad

53kl e b Aba shaally silaslaall e ) Aullaiad Cilagysi alasinls g )lunall Calaiy)y dgpaial) el

ML gk,
ML Noninformative Prior Informative Prior

Parameter | Estimate | Standard Error | Estimate | Standard Error | Estimate | Standard Error
Intercept | 11.1882 2.5534 11.9663 2.5503 13.7631 2.3562
X,2vs 1 | -2.2354 0.6209 -2.3903 0.6178 -2.2831 0.4714

X5 -1.6688 0.2658 -1.7584 0.2627 -1.7131 0.2191

X, -0.5754 0.1754 -0.6207 0.1698 -0.5906 0.1496

AIC 127.836 127.301 122.077

SC 139.602 138.806 131.485
-2LogL 119.836 119.301 114.077
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Ailasbaall 2 5¥1 ALY lagysll 385 prm il G 0 (8) Jsaad)

Explanatory variables Point Estimate 95% Wald Confidence Limits
X; 2vs 1 0.101968 0.074 0.210
Xs 0.180306 0.144 0.269
X, 0.553995 0.425 0.687

inie sy o ol o 435 483 (530 Cun e gl slaL S 2 3eal) i il
Loe ) 23500 dgnally Ayl 8)08l) () JSAl) (pe Laadly 31 L (5-3) JSEN 8 Glld mnge WSy ((ROC) J)
cilS Laiy egiul) aslu 0.8928 siall it daliall <y M calae ) LY Ayl aladiuly 4 <l
beY) ) diph alaaial; 0.8553

sl & dlly miage LSy cchpiaill Joan DA o il o 45)5 23] 48y (uld S LS
I Jidiy Al allici saaliall cul 1)) Lad sl (Cutoff) adadll 28 "Prob Level” agesll Jiay 3 .(9)
dAaall el gl e maa IS0 L sl & 3 clalial aae "Correct-guaaall' 35aall & (Event)
I Jig Ly ddall dlia Ll o s S0 g i) & ) claliadl sae (Nonevent) ) i
e e IS5 L 5l 3 ddal) dllia Al clalial aae 'Incorrect—paall 52" aseall i (Event)
o O L sal a9y daal) Gl 3 claladl ae (Nonevent) J) iy daal) dliay gl e
L Goay sl e syl Cuaaill 48 oo (Sensitivity) asluall jui; il dllic @l e mma
JS conll gds s 5l e 5ydll) z3sa) A8 oo (Specificity) Bhesdl Lui LS (e JSE
«aall gy axe i b Uadll uld o (False positive) iiblal)l dplagy) oo IS ety «(mesea
caall gy Cana 8 Uaall LWl e (False Negative) aablall 3l

dpimye Alla 67 5 Gedall a2l iy dpage Alla 73 Gla ol ((9) Jsaadl g J¥1 Cauall (e Jaad,
adais (o Jaadly ¢(5-D) IS (pay (A adadl) Adadi syl &5 L (Rashdll a8 Gabiadll slac) ag) aladl aall s
iy Glas Wnype 73 om0 o) 333 ¢((9) Jsaadl Llail) ddaill oda diey .0.54 ddaiil) & ZGd) adadl)
o e e U pebinal &3 95 ddall () Shiay pel o mania S0 agie B4 Ciiial o cGadall

GG ) e mmaa JS a2 Aiall B 1 (e Blai) it 3 lanliall B oy 1(SNSItiVity) 4glal) 7
Adall

Ay gl e maman JS5 Leadsh 2y dball GliiaY ) (e Lt e 8 claalial 4 sy z(Specificity) de sl ®
-(Hosmer and others, 2013: 160) .isall
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) e maia J<5 alall aall s Llas Liage 67 (e Liage 61 Caal 25 LS Lddal) oSl agll
125 Capual 5 28 cagley Adal) (Sl agdl o mmia e IS (aye 6 Ciiial s il o Slie
(64+61)/140 = & dapa L dus aic zih e aaa G salie 140 daal
(ROC ) e cad dalusall (i a5) 0892857 = 89.2857%

Glalial e Ja) Je msia JS50 dduadly daal) allia Al claaliall e 4 4 dpulial)
e 64 Casas 2 3 ((64/73 ) 787.7 ali dpuuall o) <0.54 aadll (s5ise die Laadlys il dlbig il
ddadly ddall dlliaY 3 laaliad) sxe dus & 3 dsal) dhis Wl e dsal) i ae 73 Jual
e A o) 0.54 adadl (ggie die aadly Adall dllia Al clhalial se Jla) Jde msaa JS0
L) o mna IS5 Al B ) e 67 deal (e 61 Casial & ¢ A iear ((61/67 sf) 791.0
Gl aall i iage agl) (e mmia e JSG Glalie 6 ciiial o308 4) Ladl WS Al elliay
Sy mpe ool o pnia e S8 (age 9 a5 o(6/(6+64) ) 7 8.5 ) la) U A
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Correct Incorrect Percentages
Prob | Event | Non- | Event | Non- | Correct | Sensitivity | Specificity | False | False
Level Event Event POS | NEG
0.000 73 0 67 0 52.1 100.0 00| 479 :
0.540 64 61 6 9| 89.2857 87.7 91.0 85| 12.8

ROC Curve for Model
Area Under the Curve = 0 8967
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Aldinll i) Jalis gpen Jilie e 5l Asbial) (D) i) e Gailiad iaia (@) 2(5) JSal)

Zaally L Jalaill 3 55isal) Ampa il Culpaiall lady Aail] il (P) Lsaill Ldliia¥) mazagy (10) Jsaal)
Ob Al ALyl of Jey 13a <0.519184 il (P) Lsall ddlaay) dedll Gl Ll (J5Y) Caall
Jolallyy ALY ) daaaa gil) lpaaiall a8 (335 0.519184 8 (Y = 1) el pall iy Glias myall

il 48 Loally 138a 5 <0.480816 5o (Y = 0) alall adl) s lias Giappall ()l Al 4dlaia) 8

el 8 5 55al Ay ll i riall Wi s Alail) aial (P) dgpanl ddlaa) (10) Jsaad)

~

~

B, B, B, B, 22 B,
0.519184 0.075724 0.169245 0.167105 0.069924 0.927941
0.855631 0.069910 0.800818 0.782407 0.309632 0.168232
0.775608 0.853900 0.777576 0.519268 0.017675 0.069833
0.777532 0.923891 0.776176 0.061446 0.523115 0.779959
0.780615 0.374410 0.061928 0.310730 0.167711 0.417653
0.858576 0.307737 0.072188 0.777473 0.775971 0.854742
0.773839 0.524471 0.060681 0.072037 0.170811 0.075045
0.521261 0.780996 0.783404 0.855773 0.062918 0.922892
0.306809 0.016174 0.522310 0.070933 0.995694 0.069906
0.069160 0.776741 0.779021 0.523634 0.071399 0.023077
0.074848 0.778912 0.018377 0.069743 0.926089 0.783019
0.922435 0.853263 0.921120 0.777292 0.069346 0.074128
0.058785 0.802020 0.853011 0.419159 0.858772 0.024616
0.518881 0.071560 0.779531 0.014119 0.798648 0.857634
0.017992 0.921604 0.073192 0.853297 0.062981 0.060033
0.420268 0.518552 0.780152 0.779638 0.371540 0.775565
0.799681 0.778734 0.070604 0.167386 0.519494 0.419753
0.520718 0.308362 0.798432 0.069426 0.070262 0.856703
0.170232 0.925675 0.521582 0.518819 0.777452 0.726328
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0.775773 0.060117 0.855428 0.780751 0.060193 0.026445
0.920790 0.070740 0.072367 0.776533 0.025776 0.896343
0.781307 0.522606 0.781569 0.060891 0.859972 0.921390
0.522447 0.777736 0.074816 0.856200 0.519993 0.783836
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