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1 DBHE%ZitE

1 DBHE%iH%E  health statistics
NN GETE 22 i S A SR RN 7 v, R A R Ak b

BLRKFRL WH OISR g, B, oAt

1.1 EAMA

1.1.1 2K population
WFFEN R Ak, FAT Rt AN AR 34 i A A 4 B
g5

1.1.1.1 ABPREMK finite population
FEFTRLE IRTES ) 25 E) . ARV Y L8 o B
PR P S

1.1.1.2  FBREMK infinite population
W TERT R A SZ BRI, BUER ] 2 E] . AHEYE
52 b/ 5351 A B R v Gt A R VA D SR A e
T RS o A BB

1.12  /M&  individual
SRR “ W %2 B3 (observed unit)”. BF 7T IR SEAS BRAT
BEMEE I B 5 1) BN Bl ST B BN R

1.13 4  sampling
MBI T S A ol — e B ) MR R A

1.13.1 [E#LIMFE random sampling
MR PR A, SEEIEREALE I, A ORI
A B AHE ) AR MR, A
AFENLFE . RGHFE. BEREAE. 2B

1.14 iRE error
B FERT SR SE PRl B8 5 BB 2 TR ) 22 5%

1.14.1 RZIRE systematic error
HIE TR, JESEER R ENNES RS R
SEZ 7, HA BT A, S S ) HER
oI G IR A T

1.14.2 BEHLIRZE random error
HATER RS RN ESE RS REe 2, B0k
A, BA RN AT e, wE i g e
PN =y =R R NS AL

1.14.2.1 ##IRZE  sampling error
H T MEZ A ER 7 BRI AR I B S S S
B B2, BEREAR R RN, RO AR
P B AN 5 1

1.15 #7A sample
Fig— 5 T A S A rh e H ) — o e 1) M

1.15.1 #ZAKE sample size

it — 78 RIS AR Al B R A BT 6 5 BE 00 R )
1.1.6 [EB&t homogeneity

BT FERT B BT (R (R4 AIE B PR S R 3

1.1.7 TH  variatio;variability

[F) — Sl A v A [ AN A TR A7 AE 1R 22 57

1.1.8 ZITE variable

S AR B P ) &
1.18.1 EELTE quantitative variable
MR “HUER R, BRABUERHE, 7T Dbk A ER
HIER AL,
1.1.8.1.1 EZET=E continuous variable
FEHE— X [A] ] DL 20 {A 1) 8 AR E .
1.18.12 E#(EE discrete variable
FEHE— X (8] A A PR E T #O0 PREUE A &, &N
B [AIAFAE AR (A1 RG ,  FH TR vH Bt s ik
1.18.2 ZEMTE qualitative variable
N “HRBE”, MRS UEENZRE, TUERN
AN SR BhRRE, TEVERMTH R LU, W T 03k
BUbRIR, e, B RAYSE,
1.18.2.1 BFEE ordinal variable
MR “EHATRE", FHUEZ AR T BUEE 208 &
7y KA .
1.1.8.22 ZXEE nominal variable
& WUE 2 TR ANAFAE N PP B85 2% R K 0 KA &
1.1.9 &% parameter
IR SR G RFE O FR R o
1110 Ztit&  statistic
IR FEAR G HRE 645 o
1.1.11 #tZE 5% probability distribution
XoF B ALAR & B A ] R BB BB X TA], - DL R AR B BUE
B DX TR] H AT B 1t RN ) — s ik, DLk
i H RN R AT RE M .
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L1111 SR%FE

1.1.11.1.1  ¥#R5r%  symmetric distribution
BEALAZ 5 (1) HUE 73 A T A D6 T — LBl (B0 550D
P sE AR A, ROERE L oGl (a5 PN
BB B AT IR S RS .

1.1.11.1.2 w59 skewed distribution
B ATAXFR, HIES M SR AE X R A6, RN
REHREETE—M, TH—EEKE “HEE”,
Bl e, ffmid /e K.

1.1.11.1.3 BEREH coefficient of skewness
FH T 17 2 B AL AR B 2R 23 A 24 7 [R) FHRE FE A 4804
IR AT ) =B AT PR AT AR, N IER
AR, NIRRT, S E R AR R R

1.1.11.1.4 EE R coefficient of kurtosis
i B R o A VS B FE B ) it &, @i XS B LR
A AT I DY B R AT bR AL T SRS B BUE . A
ORI ER S, (BB /NSRS, AR T TR 7 A Bk
TEAS A B FE RN 3.

11112 SR

1.1.112.1 ZEZ[B)9%  continuous distribution
38 322 232 B L AR e (B S Bl A ARG 238 23 A ) R B, R
SEHIX ] .

1.1.112.1.1 IE7ZS%%  Normal distribution
MRR “ w404 (Gaussian distribution) ”.  —F X FR
LRI Z AT, TR ZEPTE, I E AR 2 4
e . BWEIETOAE, PrfEZERETR . tnfEE
BN, I ATTIRER A, LEAE AR T e S E B T .

1.1.112.12 ¢53% ¢ distribution
AFR 24t 434 (Student's ¢ distribution)”, M2
FEMZe i B B e, SR, DL O G IRTFR
I3 TEIRFMNESAH MRS, BEEFEAER
Bhn, ZAr ARG T IR A .

1.1.11.2.13 z%% z distribution

SEECON 0, BAEAREZE Y 1 IES G
1.1.112.14 F#%%5 F distribution
AN IERS S BEAL B A By A g A
FEA, HI7Z A .
1.1.112.1.5 KA %%  Chi-square distribution
MR “X2 50407 n ANAHEASL B % H IR PRHE R
AT R BT AR B ~F J7 A0 73 A
1.1.112.1.6  Bif6/R43#H  Weibull distribution
HM % E & RSB RESHE, BIRS
kg 7oA 0 52, FRUSE 250000 5 i) ol 2 17 Ao 4 0
FR, TR S I AR S R AL SR B o A,
BEATL A A PRI ] i Bl R I ]
1.1.112.1.7 #1545 Gamma distribution
P TH838 — FRBIRSLIR 73 A7 B BEAL A A A B ifs it
(] (P T S R A B A, b Fa oA S5 R J7 70 A
SOPSESTIR
1.1.112.2 B8R )97 discrete distribution
T B O AL AR B B MR 0 A, B AR BAL REHX
AR BT B TR ANINSLAE, PAREER 7347 51 i3k T
B SO0 RNERR, AN BUEA e S, BT a BUE SR
AN 1o HLRG)F 6045 ZI5053 A1 AIVERS 5347 o
1.1.112.2.1 ZIn%r%5 binomial distribution
YT n JOSE, BRI, W R ARG A IR
XPALIEE R WSLEAE A 5 B), RIS FH A
A RAERHRA R, HE WS RIS R
ML, I A BRE X BRI A .
1.1.112.22 JA¥ASE  Poisson distribution
FACASR Ay B] 23 (8] THIAR S 0 2 WL R AR IR
1.1.112.23 faZIn4#F negative binomial distribution
IR AE — RAVISIAASERAL T, BT IR H ik 3 [ 2
1B H SR I B2 0 A o MR R B 25 P A
SR IR BRI R ) DR

2 Giit=zRIE

2.1 HZitfn

2.1 ZitdEiR  statistical description
BHGHER GiitR. G EIEEE, X EERE R
fiE o3 AT AR L AR B A] OC RAFHEATIUER . BRI R OR,
AR H5 1 52 0 A R

211 itk

statistical table

WGt o i i dabr A O B0R 25 R R 51 H e =
— bR FRHE . Sk BUT A TR A
AT LAGr TR RN S 3K .

2.1.1.1 fEE83*K simpletable

br H R4Z— DB HK SR AR H A
6



PRH o bR H AL RE AN, AR ST B 2.12.5 E&E bar chart
&30 Wb AL TRN BT, R EsdH, I D A M RN N S E R

eI AR 105 3L KR (KD RS FAN, ST HEARR
2.1.1.2 &A% combinative table F Rl S B s . G IO EE, R R

Pbs HIZ A AN DL LB B HIN S TR . AR &, Al EEUKFHES
Fr B A bR H o Bibr B AL TRATZEM, R0 B 51 2.12.6 BE49%[[E percent bar chart
T E S b EATRE) EJ7, HRAERA B BK RN 100%, FEHL R tuel 7 B s 4t

DA AR RIS U A= B 1) 5 e Kl &0 B EREAF LA S, 85
2.1.1.3 3iESMIF  frequency distribution table DAAS R BEBR SR IX 7y o 18 A T Rt bt el 2 4124

BT “AMEFE (frequency table) . JE/RNEHETE &K P IR LE ok R, 3T EDU BB A2 B A
T B DX 8] A EE I IR A o 27 HE AN 31 BRSO AL -
MR, W EWHE AR A oL WA T dE 2127 pie chart

FEAE B A8 o0 b, A8 TR A S N “OHE 7. B S AR R A, BA
2.1.1.4 FBKZ contingency table & FR TR AR s 2 AR 23 Pl o A s b ) e ik B

— PR PRAN B2 A 73 AR B (A TR U 2 S HLA 2.12.8 %k line chart

AT RIS L, HT R AR SR MBI TR Ge R bR BE I (8] 1 AR 5y, Bl

I SRR MR T — IR AT ARAIE LRI Gt B o AL dR 4l
2.1.1.4.1 2x2%JBkZF 2x2 contingency table — I EARREE

HT oA R R RRMRN, BT AIAE 2129 FEXTHEZE  semi-logarithmic line chart

I LR N S P I T st N N A E Rl O T MR R, N BRI 261 . B B3

2.12 %3t statistical chart ERRBNNEOCR, #H R SEY )R R .
A E . ME&rES . BRI F R/ 2.12.10 E{=[E scatter plot
S5 ELWLHE 52 I i T R R G R B . JERIAN B R R ETE, — s A,
2.12.1 HFE histogram F AR AN, S AR R EAE, F

MEALbR RN R BB PR RN & HBT & FHEE S o A TEAS SR R WL E SR B 2 AR OG R I
ERAAL. SR BIREE R/ Mg, 2.12.11 ZME  stem-leaf plot

F -4l 7€ B AR B I 0 A G Ot o B o) B R G r FEEGH 2 J5, BRGSO 1E
2.12.2 ZFREFHE cumulative histogram NEEL RBEGR AR N S R 4T H— MR

BEAR R RN S AR A ALBL. IAEFRRIR & H B AZEAE TR K. IR ZEZEUE, MRS
EH R MG Tk e B E M R0 RN TT: AR, SoRs i RESEE, £

HAAIEDL KT T bRos AR LA SEFr I SE4E . FH T BV
2.12.3 #EXE  box plot JEREHRE K AT B AEAS o

SRR “REZE, <@ CEAET. T R 2.12.12 Zeit#hE  statistical map
T AR IR GE T A R EAUE A e B ARYEAN R 5 AP R IBAE KA RAAS R L 1
B F— DA (Qo. ALK (Qu). H=M7r 2 % AN Rt 2 R M I o T R SR I A

e (Qe) M KAE. FERREIEIHE 50% (Qi b el LR b P (T
£ Qy), MAMLINTALEL, IR “HU7 BondidE 2.12.13 FAEl heat map

YOI, R AR . HAREAE T B R B FA R B (B TR R MIE KNGt
P B L A & AE, & T 2 H B W F T 2R (RIS 1] 5 2 B o AT DR Rk i 4
I 2.12.14 %%[E nomogram

2.12.4 RZEZSE  error bar chart W2 AT R B S — TR TR, 8
H T RREERZ R G B, 8 AR e 26 HH 22 2% A 2 B 26 Ak A, v T B b fig 7 & [
B () il AN IR 22 5% o R 22 2R R HIUH ) B HIORE FEE FOOF G5 R RS R L, I ad e AT FR T SR TR E A
AT SRR ZE L FRvHER B S XSS TR KR RA IR B -
BRI o, AT EUHEARARKZE 213 B percentile
S BN, e ROTAL R AT SRR E M W — HBIE DN BIRHEF J5 , R85 0 100 %5477
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RTHrE i B EBE, B AR —H oL
LB 7K, AT TR B 1 o0 A e, g 25,
5075 NG5G B I EUE 73 900 8 T DY oA A
AL A @8

2.13.1 Mo quartile
(SR €Y ANE | DNGE 5 ) = o s A T X N
=R A E B g CR Y
IO, BEIERIET 25%5 5 75%50 15 5 04y
R RI A B =05 (R AiEo, 40T
T 75%FE 25%[F 4 .

2.13.1.1 THS#  lower quartile
W A LB S BRI HE PP I AL B AL T 25%1)
B R TBINME A Y5 < — BB e .
55N Q1B Paso

2.13.1.2 EPUSu#  upper quartile
W A WEIIAE N B RAK AR P S5, ALB AL T 75%H)
Bl . FoRaiBnE A Y5 2 —EBUE e R .
5N Q38 Prso

2.14 EEH#TE  central tendency
SRR “~FH%0 Caverage)”. — L A 3 —OE 5
Pelfrasy, st 7 —HEE PO RANA E . AT TR
RAR K

2.14.1 BEAR[FHH  arithmetic mean
fAIFR “ 3% (mean)”. — 2 HUE AR B FOULIIE 2 AR
DUSEINAE /S B R A5 IR o 38 FH T IR B 20 A AR 5 (1)
LR RR .

2.14.2 FFN%  harmonic mean
NFR “RIECEEIEC . AP 15 (harmonic mean) 7.
— AR B T WA (B R S B H T
TR IE R

2.14.3 JLAT¥%  geometric mean
Fr A WL I0AE S AR T LI AN B R OT . 5 F T4k
2 B 5 T g g 23 A BV IR 2 [R) S A5 2800 R A 1)
EhEH. 559G,

2144 #EPE trimmed mean
— AR B T LA 25 45 4 iy A o AL 5 e v SR PR B
ARPIH RS AT RIGEE G B i A 0 A s 1R 52 i o

2.14.5 {I% median
— MR BRI BB IR, HEARETL NI
FHpE, e A B R . AR E NS, W
R (R P AN B~ 35048 R A AN R, W TR
RSSO E . 775 Mo

2.14.6 X mode
—HEHE ISR 2 R E . T RR AR R
Erhigd,

2.15 ER#ETE  dispersion tendency

IR — 2 A - B R I B O (s,
RO BIRERE, BRI EeROL, WM ZE . T7
e hedEZE s VUorfr e BE S Fabrfi &, ] R s Eds 1)
53 A7 0 B AR Sk o

2.15.1 #RZE range
NRR “AEE”e BTE ULIIAE s R AR 5 S5/ ME B 218
FLHOR UG AR e AR SR, B B .
R.

2.15.2 MU HIEIBEE inter-quartile range, IQR
VUi TR DY A B S . FEOR UL E R AR S
TSR, AT T2 Fh A Bk S B H A .

2.15.3 FZ variance
B M 2538 227 05 AR~ 38ME 2R B wiil
EAERE T 20550 ()~ 4 s B A

2.15.4 #rfEZE  standard deviation
B MR 25 38 227 T A3 Ja AR TR . 3R
N WLME AR TS50 PR SR o f55 s.

2.15.5 ZTREH coefficient of variation, CV
— PR B B B ) FE R AR bR, bRiEZE S A L
i, @FUERR. HER TR ENEwN, H
THCRASFISAME . AR NEE 0 S BORE RS, HUE
R W A0S T 388 1 B HORE FE O, 7B/ U] B
FREEBR N

2.1.6 HEIFH relative number
PN B R I FE AR B I 0 LA B LB, DA 2
B THBERAToR, HT e
XTEER R REARWAEESE .

2.16.1 3% frequency
fE—EJu N, F—F e R AE 2 S s
A B RS ARG . I R LA, T
BN R IR, % B G B R
FE, BEERSBOWNREIYE 2, it T RIS,

2.16.1.1 30Z45r%  distribution of frequency
R LES N R A €1 S eV G| B[N 1 B [ A S )
T2 H B B A o 3l I A B E 7 B R 2
P AR, B EIE ARG B B 4 AT
TEAS, MBI it LR E R .

2.16.2 %f®E incidence
BTN ) A SR I A AR 3R o AT A I () P e
1 B AR B LA AT e ARz A R R N B BRI (]
B B A A B DAAZ RS ) B P P 5% N\
5.

2.1.6.3 Ltk ratio
AR CREXTEL”, XFR “HUE”. IANE TR L,
PRANFEFR AT LU B A [E BAN [R] o R PR ANFR BRI AE T
Ko



2.1.6.4 ¥rAELE  standardized rate
FEXT AN [R] N BORE AR R 2R 1R AT LA, T ok P A 1
CaneE e, MRS AFEREN, IS —FRitE A
PR BT SR 6 2R3 AT B A B B 2, (T A2
HHEAT 2 ) R0 EE 23 #7

2.16.41 EiEtmEMNSE  direct standardization
TE LA R NFESE AR, Seik e pnAE N R, &
NFEHZ RS L 10 55 70 2H ) S bR 2R e LAARHE N 1 R AH
REZH M NEL, 43 BIFUH R A3 TSP R AR O R
DAFRIEEN S35, U155 HA T R s 22 e PR 236 DAAE BB ARG

2.1.6.42 [8iEfRHEMNE  indirect standardization
PSR NSRRI, CnbRdE NBE & 43R, HIAE
FE AR N 55 73 2E WA 52 LA 253 DA N RS . 404
R, SPUHARAR, TSRS RS, FRAFERA
FESEBR R AR SR AT S, oF 5 T PR A 22
() ZRIAT LI

2.1.6.43 FREMIETLE  standard mortality ratio
SefR BARTER DAFRAS EART RN RS, Hoh E R R
TN & N F R SO Sz N IR S Fs e A iX
ANHBET R AR ) A, FH R 20 S e A HE S bR N
TR FE T 2R R AH R RN

2.1.6.5 TSP dynamic series
F S [T HEB B — RS FebnBUE, gy 4.
AR E B350, i R I SE AR BR LA [F] IS [A] 5
AR, RS — B R R S L 7 Tl A
W, TS A AT .

2.16.51 %RKFE development level
BB, AL I B S AR BTk B R EK
R HE— i BAER ST e haBUE, w4
P AR R IR TR AR I, R A o A
VIR AL R R, S W) AE 58 INFIR) (PPIR S

2.16.5.1.1 FE¥ERKF average development level
W BAEG A R RIS LA 35, W BR &
IR, AR ES A I SR sl R
51, REAANEFE T CnfE s8R IACE
155 15 H AR — € I I N R R I — oK P HUE .

2.16.52 EKE increment
AN AR K K SR K2 % . H
TRRIUZ KBRS, FEHERPE B (EEBK R
A, FBERPE TR (GG RE.

2.1.6.52.1 ZHAHEKE periodic increment
BNAHI S AN TR R K5 T — I B R R K
7o R S P S o FR PR AE 25 5 I [] 1] B b 369 in g
WD B E

2.16.52.2 FIIEKE  average increment
TEAE S, B YR AR LB I K& T
AN, B RIS E R DA [R5 O 1, 153
IAE— TE I AN G K I R, ORI RAE —
SE I 3T PN ~F- 2 3 K AP R 2

2.16.53 ARBIRE development rate
FIFREIIH, AR R SRR R,
DARE A 73 B3R, R AEAS [F] I 3R R AR A
PIAERTFRRE, 73 € HE R R I BE AN AR L R e T, 58
o SR —FE R, B S —n .

2.16.53.1 IfLL&RIEE chained development rate
BNASEH A8 8 I TA) 7K 5 i — AH QI (] &%
JEIKF 2 B o FH R I Flr 50 Co R R £E 11T S I [] 1) % e
ZAIE DL

2.16.53.2 FHKRIRE average development rate
BNAE T8 I TA) B A & 3IPA L A FR s B (R
KPS ET— B2t B U85, 8T n
POTARTH AT o SRR AE B IN [8] A B3 K R 1)
SRR S

2.16.54 HEKIEE growthrate
BNASELH  F A8 8 I ARG T2 S P 1 B o DA
R AR T o« FH LA B S O AR bR AE 4 2 I
SIS AR T I K IS KRR

2.1.6.54.1 FHJHEKIRE average growth rate
A rh— g I 8] B N AN I8 18R KF ST —
IS 8] A2 F K1 2 B JUART 39 8. FH DA B i S b
TR — B[] Y 32 1P 38 36 AR A R RE FE

2.2 SuitiEdT

2.2 GeitHEMT  statistical inference

MR A A T AR (FRFE NG 127 g AT (R HHE T
2.2.1 BH¥EIt  parameter estimation

R A AR ES A At B A v i SRR AGE () BB K N o
2.2.1.1 ##¥5%  sampling distribution

NI — S A e AL U B0 R ) AR AS, AT RASR

PATZEMEIEAS T E, KA E RS

e
2.2.1.1.1 #REIR  standard error
ARG CAn3AED R 7 A1 25 5ORE B IR A,
FEAA THE S SRS R . THE AN
SARPRUEZ R IFEAR P 7R . bR, R
FEARG T EHARE, XS HIG TS . Tz

R TR . B X ARG, 2l
9



ERARCIEA PSS i

2.21.12 FIRZE  mean squared error, MSE
FEZA 1R 25 35 227 5 A DA 214 5 HH B i 7S 21 A B2
(R)~F- 5738 4R b

2.2.1.1.3 tZ#k ¢ transformation
PR B 3 BN IR 7 A T, ShndE IR L
ANFE A BARPRHEZE W AR, AR HEZERE .

22.1.14 HHE degree of freedom
HEE -Gt ER, BUEAZAREMERH . @
HUE A n—ko HH, n AFEARSE; k N RGI%
PR AT BN, Bt RS — Gt B 2 Al sk ST
G ERA

2.21.15 t#RME critical value of t
TES € H HEER ¢ o3 An M 26 i R A CEPREZ)
INF, SN R ) 4 A -

221.1.6 EMHEZE one-sided probability
NBR “ 2 EHEZ (one-tailed probability)”. 74 TR
R rh, R ] R AR — N T Tl R A 45 SR R
RVRE 7341 N B — U AT AR o 7] 40 9 Ze MR 2 A
HE .

2.2.1.1.7 MMEEZER  two-sided probability
SRR “ XU R MEZR (two-tailed probability)”. 7E48 iR %
fgerh, AT MR S R, BINESR AT
NP R TR AR 2

2.2.1.2 =fHIT  point estimation
FEAH R IR A G & B N S A S H il A .

2.2.1.2.1 FimfEit unbiased estimation
TEZ BB HFE RSO T, S8R A S T A
RS FLSAH .

2.2.1.22 BRIt biased estimation
FEZ R E BRSO, it S BEHEEATET
SAES ) HSEE .

22123 BHEIT  effective estimation
FEOE T At Al o1 Ik AR g5 R &, HABUNTER)
fhTHE

22124 FXMEIT  ineffective estimation
AT HAb T B S RN S, BARCKTT Z
fhTHE

2.2.1.25 AT consistent estimation
MNFR “—Ffhith”. HFEARTEE T RN, e
M T B S SHE RS THE

2.2.1.3 [X[g&it interval estimation
MRIEFEAS SRS E e (XD i f At
A 25 X — Al BAS .

2.2.1.3.1 EfERX[E confidence interval
FH AR 0] 3 S AR 2 I (il X TRl o, 24 5 S dhe ot

172 At THINE S b — 5 EEZR I X TR s Dl A 2 A
SR HAR
221311 BiEHKERXE
population mean
n ML RE I 0 NMEGEA (-REKHED 1
FEARH R BAS X [0], IX L [X (A FR e bR i a5 S i
WIE AT RS (1-R B /KD
221312 BEAEERERFXE
population proportion
n ML RE I 0 NMEGEA (-REKHED 1
FEARZR [P E AT X A], X2 X ) BE i b Dok o A4 18
REIATREME N (1-Re B K HE)D .
22132 EfEE confidence level
BRI S E S REESA S AT Redt.
22133 EfSBR  confidence limit
g E BEAKET, Mg EARG B R AR R Z AL
TSRS EIE R AT RETE .
2.21.33.1 E{SLEBR upper confidence limit
BEAE X 8] A )34 FHE
221332 EfETFR lower confidence limit
BEAF X 8]0 )34 FHE
2.2.1.34 {HIT¥EE  precision of estimation
TR (% XA IR A2 B BT (5 B 1
&, FoMTHES BSHE R BGE R E, W
7230 Bl B 1% 25 SR TR A S B o
2.22 {RIZKIE hypothesis testing
X HT o A LSRG L B Se iR — MR, RS s
AHGAE 22 | i A 75 4 L3R MBI T S P I R
2.22.1 FE/RE null hypothesis
NRR “JRARE . BRI B B — R R,
FORTCRNL ToEFETCRER, GiitHEWbr Bt 5
KATIR G vt T I A2 PO AMBB LA E T o
2.22.2 #¥ERI&  alternative hypothesis
MRR CRSCARE . st iR R — ik, 5
FABRAH FLXS ST, 3 R A RN A 22 7 B KK
GuiHHEWT R AAE BA SR AR I R 4 521X
fRix.
2.22.3 HIGIKE significance level
B ise By Hh F DA 740 46 52 bR b BT 1) AR 1) B
KAVFNEZ.
2224 RIS  two-sided test
WNHEEATE R, AFEZERITT NIRRT
2225 B  one-sided test
AN G T2 5, 7 &2 F 17 0] R A 56 7
o
2.22.6 P{E Pvalue

confidence interval for

confidence interval for

10



TEFARB AL AR, YT ARG = DU E
Wi 5 L IR R K/

2227 BEitEEN  statistical significance
MR “Hivh ", 1R st R YL R ZE FEUN
MR/ GEE P EH<0.05), 7M1 U8 K,
ZE AR B FLSARAE o HoZo O s i o M oA 3 1) B
Pt IR A R R

2.22.8 1%48IR  type Lerror
PR TRV R RIS TP R4 | S2hr B RGLI %
B — R 1R

2229 UEFHR typell error
NXORR“T AR R AR R 46 Hh AR FE 46 S PR _E AN BT
AR — 1%

22291 INEL power
MBR “Rasaine”. FRBERA ML, % BEE K
R g0 7K HE RE 08 1E 48 TR %

2.22.10 S¥IEI parametric test
LREACR 5 ENE s T2 EOIE iR A, B
R AR S EAG 8 VW R A 58 77V

2.22.11 FESEHI  nonparametric test
AT AR A AL, A S HOHATHERT, T2
X MG AT AT LB BB A 56 77 1

2.22.12 3$B4838  rejection area
gy ERIIKHETS , FAH N FHE B E 115 296 4
Z5eRE, WG TR X A

3 GtERE

3.1

3.1 t#8IE  ttest
MR “ERAE ¢ /I (Student's £ test) o TR AR T ZE AR AN
HAEAS BBUNS L ¢ s A A FERR A 50 77 v %
TR R LLR € B TR R LR R Ak 56

3.1 (AR ERTGIE

3.1.1.1 ERHREAR #8538 ¢ test for one sample
H TS SRR BT AR AR I S A I o 5 55
— 4 EBUEA Z AN ¢ kIR TTE

3.1.1.2 FEext ¢ #8536 ¢ test for paired samples
F T ge Be ot 52 vt i i 2R AR S5 50000 AR R I S A4
BB 20 ¢ RETT .

3.1.1.3 PRSI (4050

samples
F T3 P A ST R A I BT AR B PSR S B 15
A2 ¢ K5 T77%, FORPIFEAK B 1A B AT
EITT %

3.1.1.4 IE{l t#&3& approximate ¢ test
YT TT ZE R B S, RIS PR ST R AR A £
FIARTR I S A I 802 15 A 22 70 R B 3077 7%

3.12 BHEFRMHITE

3.12.1 FEFFMIIE test for homogeneity of variance
FIWTAS [FIREA IR B 0S5 FAA A ST 221 5
it PRI R 5 o

3.12.1.1 FZEFFM  homogeneity of variance
ARV A B A T s 7 2SS gt Rk, 27

t test for two independent

22T (CANOVA) FNZ 1 (Rl 3 55 B 2 41 H 7 v i
lREZ—. HHEEF (RATE), WTRFEHSAT
R 56 SR PR B R 22 . &5 F Levene 236 (3¢
fr46 ). Bartlett £t (EAFHIRrRES) 07T R
Wk W27 ZFTVER, AR ER S5 IR A e, R
FRHRIETT % (1 Welch ANOVA) #EAT 4347 -

3.12.12 F#I§ Ftest
FETPANREARTT ZEH LARL, 58 Front B 1R S AA T 22 72
RS BB R 38 T

3.12.13 3L  Levene's test
fEIFR “Levene K% "o ¢ a6 M #4095 Fr £ 40
M EWARE, FAETTE 0, AT R A
I E 2N SYUNy Ty Ry S AT L SR

3.12.14 BE45F4FI  Bartlett's test
fAl PR “Bartlett K487, X TAKH IEA AL,
BT AEATT ZE G I T ZER & MR AR T7 43 A
Waiha, PEHEN 2 MR ETR B BRI T 2
EENY S WA Ro

3.12.1.5 7FEA-1BFEEHI  Brown-Forsythe test
fail#k “Brown-Forsythe £ 7o IR 45 WL I 5 2
i ERAHE, FAETT 20, AT A2
AR TT 2258 A S AL 38 71

3.12.2 IEAMHIE  normality test
FIBTREAS BT R B B AR 2 5 IR IE S 73 A T 24T (1)
(EE L8

11



3.12.2.1 P-P probability-probability plot
PA— 03 LB /N 21K B BRI i A ds, BLI%
HEIEZAS A TH R AR B R RESRAE A AR, TR
ERIVE A ALFR R P BOHUR, WA W S5 B 2 5
FES— RIREEAR 45 FEASRK T B RHE T IR IEZS 73
Mgt K.

3.12.22 Q-Q quantile-quantile plot
R OB AL DIREAS ) 26 B i Al

brs AL IR S 73 AT U SR A AR S A BV E AR s

FEULIIAE 2R I B A AR 28 P AR s, E e S T &%
MBS —RIREAL 45 2L KA RS B IR
BB GETHE

3.12.23 WHI Shapiro-Wilk I test
BT RN Sivh 8 ISR 7, & T/
AHHE GEE n<50). I THEOWINE 5 FY Eas
EIR A SRR B Geit & w, wEBREE 1 REARE
BTG IR izl RA B S ST 2RE, 24t
TR N IESHER R 2 —, W AT SRR
Xof B 73 A RS R BRAIE o

3.12.24 D#IE D'Agostino's test

3.2

3.2 FESDHr analysis of variance, ANOVA
— BT, 1 R AR S e A TR AR S A A AR
7, IR ZNHMMER SR EZER. EH T
B S DA B ST B R A B R, ) N TSR
URs SARNIE AR €/ e R

321 BEZRFESM  one-way analysis of variance
—Fgit otk AR R—-RRARKE T2
SIAEARIE R Z AR B A G 28 X BT
Y] AR S 5 2 A AR S, S IR R UL A P S

BRI FE G G T AR 2 AU 1 LLBT 7T .

322 ZEAZEFESDH  multi-factor analysis of
variance
7 [ 2 AN T DR 2 S I RIS IR S, BRI ST AT
KRR Z Ay, FFHE 5 R F I 8 50N
ap- AU A RN
3.22.1 FEHXBAIRITHIFZESHT  analysis of variance
for randomized block design
W T WL ARL 1 538 S 4 HEBIE 2 BT 20 il g b PR 2
)L DXAH TR R 22 =37 A8 S, HHERT %% AL PR 2H J & X
28] R SR S BOR B AFE Z R ) Ge it T
3222 EEMEWHFENH analysis of variance for

repeated measures design

R T AT AL 1A AR AL SR FU T o3 8 D9 52 10

FH T PEAG I A2 15 iR M IS 20 A0 (1) — P R ks 56 77
o KIG A A AN FEfa Ay, iR E S
& D, JF5IGFE BRI RS R T iRt
B (i was, ZA e IR IEARHEE UK, JUH
W TP ERAR (50<n<1000) MEEEM T, 25
Uk 56 W EE L) IR A IR TV —

3.12.25 K-S#I& Kolmogorov-Smirnov test
—FEHESER I T, TR — MR R SR E
—REE AT, BRI EAS S 5ok E A — o0 A . Tl
ik LR 22 50 40 A eR BRI EER 20 A PR, BN &85
A bR AR 22 ok W, i A IR G B AAH R p
fH.

3.12.2.6 %B3% method of moment
53 RS RE AR 53 A B4l P55 00 B2 AORE 6, 7 PR A B 45
WIIAIE TN, AR AR B IR0 2
HEL .

3.13 Z1I  Z test
N “u kB (u test) o FESAAFRHEZE TN LAIEZRS 2
A RFER RIS TV, H T PR LR E B RRHS)
LA AR B

HELAM

G185 5200 RN PR HES 53, HET & A0 B2 2 & I [
RS AL ZE RIS T

3.22.2.1 TkH4EIE  Mauchly's test of sphericity
FH T Hor g = 52 00 B 40 1) 07 22- U O ZERERE R B RS
BROVAR G vt J7 % 8 PO [F) i ) s sl ok 1
P EAR, R ZERESRAGIFE L. =AW
RIRIEAR Y, TR B Bl A 7% iz R
F OB 2 A 7 1) B et oh, iR s R
AIHER T .

3.22.3 #EN&ITEIFES T analysis of variance for

factorial design
FI A WS IR A8 S 4 BRI ST 1 v o il o R AR
T RHBNAR S REA R, HERT AR R 3
BN AR 15 T S B A B R 3 A I A7 E A BN [ 4t
7.

3224 RNEITHIFEDHT  analysis of variance for

crossover design
T th 22 AR BdE 1 ge it ik fezigitd, %
TR LR E T e AN A AL, I R By b3
AR Z AR T, VPSP RN Sk B AN . HAR
PAETHHIAMEA 7, RERI ke, |z M T B
e DB S T T T, H TR 2 oA A RN

0 i) Y508 o 5 i FAR 8L
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3.23 LRSS decomposition of variation
FEJTZE 5 AT, R A UL 1R S AR S 4 it 5T et
T R T AN G A et Tk

3.23.1 RITH total variation

i R AR B I 2 () A AR B Gt &,
K/INAT DL 25 WS 5 S 3 50 B 35 22~ 7 FI R 7 o

32311 BWHMEFHM

from mean
FEASINME 5 9B 2 Z P70, S Bt IR 1) A S
KN

3.23.12 17 mean square
B B ¥ 2T 5 AR DL B B B AR B PR
FAEbR.

3.23.13 F{E Fvalue
R O e A e R Y R A A s A AT = N il
Bl LT AHE T XA TS AR OR 2
J7 o

3.23.2 4H[EZTR variation between groups
RS DIE BB 227 F, S BRRAS [F] b B
BE B 22 [P RS

3.23.3 ¢AMTER  variation within group
HNFANME S H W I BB 22 I7 0, LBE L
RN o

3.23.4 [XZAZH  variation between blocks
XA HE BAR BB 22 07 R, S B X AL~
BRI AL % 22 28U o

3.23.5 MEAZR  within-subject variation
F R PRLE N BT A AR AN [ B[] A5 PR A 5 A [ B
) FRT UL SR 35 K0 Y B 350 22~ O fH e g A 8 AT 1
FR) R0 R B A 00 R 3 5 Ah P R 2 ) 58 EL AN o

3.23.6 BHES#E decomposition of degrees of

freedom
W 5 B EH R L R T 22 03 M b AR S 1R 0 il O R O3 i
Tt A

324 Z%ELE  multiple comparison
FETT Z TR A AR, AR e 2H 2 [A) 7 AE 22
S M HEAT 2 A FEAS S8 K 8] W 5 LU B e v D7 7

sum of squares of deviations

3.24.1 ERFRMMELIE  post hoc comparison
—MZEIEOE, ERERERSI R G,
— DR S A IE AT IZX R LI g e ik, W
F 5 1B 55 B 2 (Tukey) « F%% % Jé (Bonferroni)s Y0 3E
(Scheffé) k4645 .

3.24.2 EEIAALELER  planned comparison
Fe iR TORMSCEE BT A 7T, B S — X B LW AE R
W EA RS R E e ZE T B vk E )
Guit Tk

3.24.3 SNK3£ Student-Newman-Keuls test
—MHE T ZE 0 EZ BRSO, EH T
Mkt ) 2 HIE 2 R . HadEad o ZHE g
POA & 2HIAME, FEHIERE R . AT Tukey ¥
HRE, HE LSD RS, J& T g G
UL A PE s S EAE € e A N I v o (4 E R e v
& T2 R 2 R R AT

3.244 F#HTEE Bonferroni test
XK “Bonferroni 2. FH T 2 FE AT HUE P LLEL )
GuitJrid, FLREERE N M LG e B K A DAAE A0
[ RER R R

3.24.5 3IBHEE Duncan test
XFR “Duncan %7, H T2 MEA BRI M LLEL
MIGevt Jiid, HEARHE 25 6T be 4 P ik 55 (1) 35018 1A 20
K B RR TS AKHE R f) SE IR R 2 IR TR g R R
HEATRIS o

3.24.6 [EEE Turkey's test
MR “Turkey ¥%7. FHT 2 ANFEA S HL ) (1) 99 P ELAS
Mgt ik, HESRGHFEARS B, XL %
AN ) R ZE P AR R 30 /K HE b

3.24.7 FBRR¥F ¥ Dunnett-s test
&R “Dunnett+ £33 7. HT 2L HBEE—5
TR I HOHAT LA 2 LTV, HAE A ke
AT P AL A T R

3.24.8 LSD-t#&3 least significant difference- test
T2 Al 3 — X URE Bl AR R 3
LA G 75, HATHT ¢ A Sk AT P9 P 25 2 ) 1
E

33 FhARK

3.3 KHHIE chi-square test
NI “ REe”. RIS 2 H 0 KT ENFEARE
B FBEEREARSTEL AT SRR SOL 2 T I B S
I3 Z BN 2 5, SR S AAR 3 1) 43 AT IR AR RS O3 A gk
ITHEWT R A 56 77 v . AT H T 73 2838 B 2 1]
(PRI

3.3.1 HEMEIE goodness of fit test
F T VAl 0 I 58 5 B 23 A BB (1) DU RC R B, 3@
o FEA S bRl S A, PR RE R i S . B
77 R R IT R I FIR R SEAE - oK IR T R
(Kolmogorov-Smirnov, K-S) #45, i&H T IESME

L AR RSN S A o 25 B S A R 1) S5 A
13



REZT, T2 N T Ge vk A . Hdls 25 i AR 22 7
TR AT IR 5 B e B PR RRAE

3.3.1.1 SERR$RE  actual frequency
SRR “ W 2244 (observed frequency)”s SRR %2 21 1
H— 4 5 HE B0 1 IR

3.3.1.2 ISR theoretical frequency
SRR “HAEE A4 (expected frequency)”s 1EJC AR BEIL,
SRR T, HHE IR AR Sl B () & R A R 4y
(MRS ST

3.32 RE/RiEMESHIE  Pearson's chi-squared test
fEIFR “Pearson 1587, 55 WA 4H 2R 4H
FR) Sl AR 23 B AR RS 3 AT AT HEBKT ) 7 7%

3.32.1 BRRIEZMHRIIE  Yates's continuity correction
AR “Yates's FELEVEREIE”. FE/MERIFI T, EHT
BBV I B R 5 IR BRSO Gt =
R R ZEIG R, AEE - RIT G & AT S Py
Pt SRR IETT

333 ZRRIRFHIEE

test
AR “McNemar R RS . LA AMHIFEAR I 7
RAT AR I8 TT 5

3.33.1 F1MAI Kappa test
A PR “Kappa f38 7. FCEBFPAN [F] 77245 2 (1) 73 2

McNemar's chi-squared

SRR — BRI T ISR A R R Eok
B — k.

3.34 #EFKFHIE  chi-square test for trend
AN FREN HERALE WAL LA
Jitke

335 MRR-2HR-FERTHRE

Cochran-Mantel-Haenszel chi-squared test
SN B “Cochran-Mantel-Haenszel £ 45 #5% 7. FHT3E
EEZ N DRFAT, WA IRAREZ (852 TR
PRIt Ik, @R R, R REENR
TGt e, RREERPKREGTAGITEENL )
2R T IRAT IR E AR T, W OREE RASZ IR
i) A A e R TP N S

3.3.6 BHAE/RMYIMEZEL  Fisher's exact probability test
XK “Fisher # I RIE” . {EVUR R I AT
SFAFTN, R TUR AT B FRE A SR S AR
FE E IS TR MR 75 (R RTRI R A 7S,
EHTAEARE/NT 40 BESAECUNT 1.

3.3.7 {USREERAHIE  likelihood ratio chi-squared test
FE TR B B EE B A BRI A A B B R 56
T3 PSS R ABL R R BB 2 B2 6 B30 485 IR AN
R A .

3.4 RRAR R

3.4 FEFIEIE  rank sum test
P T B iy 2 B 2 LR AR o e o A 0 AE S g i
Jrik, B EE AT R, PRk AR R
WA TR AN R IS 0T B AR R E RIS DL, &
HI7iAFHE 2 -E55 e (Mann-Whitney U) #6561 7
SR R-IKAI (Kruskal-Wallis) #:5. |32 v
TAEMGHE OEFEF SR A, SR H A 3L
ZE R T

3.41 EAXEE

3.41.1 # rank
AR — A b &S LI 42 RO HES 1 )
FEAS LR B A5 A7 B B o

3.412 #1E¥F tie
PN B AN FEA BA AR R ROBLIIAE, 7242 KNI HE
L ERSEIEIEERIDEIE

342 BURMRARMT SRR

signed-rank test
MR “Wilcoxon £ 5 FRFIRELS . P i 4 AH AR AR
BN R A AL ORI B R BERE 56: 75 7%« KRR AR Y
AR E RN HESY, IR TR, SRR, G

Wilcoxon

TR OE T ZE PR, HEWTAS Bk A2 5
PRS2 57
3.43 BURB AR Wilcoxon rank sum test
SRR “Wilcoxon FRAGLS 7. PLA P AR S AEA K R
A O NUNIO AP T TR S AL EA SN = 7 N A S 4 PN
AINBER BB FFHES, FERTRRR, FRERR, dEid b
ECPRAH AR AN, HEWT AN S AR AT S S AEAE ST
o
3.44 REHTR/AR-AFET H 8IE  Kruskal-Wallis H
test
OB “Kruskal-Wallis #6056 7. T B =48 2
MWATFEARMAEZH ST T, Bk w7817 3
THERA, MRS & H, RS g ) A EOE S
AR EZE R & H TR R IES A E0T 25
PG OL, RREE T Z TS8R 7%,
3.44.1 ZMEHIE Nemenyi test
fIFR “Nemenyi f038 7. TR IESE 2 HILEK
Tk WHTRENR/R-IKAE 7 K%
(Kruskal-Wallis H) A 3e 4045 40 F ik 5

3.45 FEBESHMEIE Friedman rank sum test
14



RSEMR PSS NE 2 Ok v Rr 5V € R ST
SHATI AP o X EEAS DX PY B 2T 2 R
TS AL B R, RIS, HEW 2
REEA PR B LSRR ARG A E 5

3.45.1 g g test

—IZEETTE, BT ETEMMKINEEERE,
A& LB IR ) BAR 2 e o BT 2 AR AR 22 00 AT
PR R ZE R, R R R AR E G 2 2
WHTER (Tukey) K360

3.5. MRAAT

3.5. tH%X4%#7 correlation analysis

TPl B AN 32 B 2 (B MR RIS 70,
T I T H A OC FR B A AR R R 1R SC IR FE AN T [ o
FH AR O 2R 200045 B 7R M AH 5 SR BN 7 B R 2 48 4%
FHR R & TR R EAR R, D
WU LE B PR 0 RERTIA A f i |2 B T4
Groe ARl B ARR R i , $RAH AR R 5%
RIFERETHT

3.5.1 EA#EE
3.5.1.1 ZM4#8% linear correlation

NFR 1] AH 2K (simple correlation) ”.  ANEL 2 ANl
PR R 2 A 2 ELBEHRT KRR
3.5.1.1.1 ZMHEXZREE  linear correlation coefficient
MR “Pearson FRHEAHIE R % (Pearson product moment
coefficient)”. IR HA 214 ¢ R 1A BE AL AE 5 (R AH
K7 AR St Fabr
3.5.1.12 HiR/REBFAMEAXFREH  Spearman rank
correlation coefficient
3 T A ) AH 56 5% 2R 1 B8 DR FEE A 5 777 Tl 1 3
RGPS, W T R EA RN E& A 8 7
MRBERH, BONE T RLERETE .
3.51.13 ®HEH phicoefficient
IR 7 AR B 2 AR Ge it 48 bw . o F T 1Y
3.51.14 THRIBEK V R¥ Cramer's V coefficient
MR “Cramer's V ZH7. FIBIAN 7328728 f 2 [A] G HK
YR GiTHabr. B H T 217 2 5183k
3.5.1.15 RI/RibSIELZREL  Pearson contingency
coefficient
IR VLR AN 3 878 B 2 1A SR BRI I G v Ha o
3.51.1.6 N5 &% Gamma coefficient
IR E T 3 B8 B A R A e br
3.5.1.2 JEZMHHX nonlinear correlation
M TR B2 AEEHIEE LML R i
AL MR A Bl AR ¥ TV, AR B[R] 1 B2 A OB S5 44
TR R 2 A B A AR 2 AR ) 1
Do TZRIH TG AWk, $Erts qEm
ARG R, T R St AT

3.5.1.3 #HX%EFE correlation matrix
2 MR A OC R B B FE B, AR M e R
1 HRAFR.

3.5.1.4 HXEHEH correlation coefficient
IR E L AN AT B R R E M St &

3.5.1.5 IE#E3% positive correlation
LRGN, S ANREE N, P R A AR
et

3.5.1.6 $AfE3% negative correlation
YN, 55— NEERD, WE R R
A=k

3.5.1.7 ZFEHX zero correlation
— AR B AN 5 — AR R PR R T O

3.5.1.8 #EMI mutual independence
— AN 5 ) HUAEL A 52 oA A% B AR () 520

3.51.9 WZEIEZST  bivariate normal distribution
FH PSS BEATLAS B A R R B S R o0 A, IR & H
M IEZR S04, HENTHME &t H & R IES S
A, AR A1) RIS W 7 22 5O 50 R B IR, MR
B LR R IR S B i TR, AR A &
A AR -

3.52 E#X multiple correlation
W TN ' 5 2 AN 5 2 [R] I 82 1A DG A
o

3.52.1 EMXFEH multiple correlation coefficient
RN TS Z MRS R B Z N
Fro

3.53 {@tX partial correlation
W FERLIE T H AR S 5200 f5 P A2 B AH OG8RI T
o

3.53.1 {mHEXFRE partial correlation coefficient
IR IE T H AR B 5200 f5 P A2 B AH OG5 R IV HE
B o

3.53.2 EBHHEEXZRB  part correlation coefficient
IR FEAN T BRI EH R BTG S 5Hoh— 13
HIAH IR RIFEFF .

3.54 EMFEX 577  canonical correlation analysis
T VPl 4 2 A8 B 2 (R et ok RING T 7. @it
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PRI AT B A, B KX Ee2H A 2 R A
R o I TR N A oG R BT A SRR S, R
WA S NTERR R .

3.54.1 HEMTTE canonical variable
FESIAHSG oMb, i Ze e 40 & R AR A8 S A5 2 8
e, HTH KPS E R A SCHE . 0T 31 ) AR
s B 2H G TR B i ORI S, A OC R R A
BLAE G R, W T8 7 270 5 s A (R IR AR G
Ro

3.54.2 BN ZRE  canonical coefficient

FH T 46 g ) AR B R AR P 2H 5 AR, e W SR 4R A B ht
HAR B ) TTEROR /DN o IR IX S R AL, R
0 f R R LU AH G . AN R AR — R
5 B AR LD A B 1) A R AR B8 ) PR R 2R o

3.54.3 BANFT canonical loading
IR JF 0628 B 5 ORI AR B[R] 1) PR R B RN 7 ), e i
DA 5 %of JER 4 A8 B (1) DT R B

3.544 TUAESDH redundancy analysis, RDA
SR AR — 2 i ) A B P AR SR AR A R ) AR A o —
21 it ) A A ARRE I 2 EE ) T

3.6 XLt

3.6 XTRI4PHT  correspondence analysis, CA
Tt 5l 2 i gt i, @i s £+
(RAT 141 5] I B ik SR A = [R]85 7 738 2 () (1) A ARA 1
RO AR g = 4ERUR, HE BTk 4 2%
A B 2 A Ok S ANGE L o 18 TR sl 2o (1)
3T, SR SR A 1) BRI 52

3.6.1 TEEXIRSTHr  simple correspondence analysis
I3 BT ZYEB R R HARE R ) 71« LB AR AL
fIRHE ¥ 2 1) h Z ORI A R 14T 5 91 T 45 e 3R ) EL A1
GER, I ) PR B S IR AN 2 AR B A IR G R

3.62 ZEIRSTHr multiple correspondence analysis,

MCA
o3BT =4 J UL BB BRI R T AR
AEBARYER) 2 [A) v ZOR A R AT 59 h %5 e &R
() LA 2548, dsd =% [A] P B s i 22 A 43 28738 B () 119 0K
Ao

3.63 FTRITHR correspondence analysis map
AT ARG — 4k Bl 2 2 91 I A OCIRCt ) F o BLRU) I
AEBARYER) 2 [A) h ZOR RS R AT 59 h % e &R
()LL) 2548, 3l =% () P B S I A B 2 A KA
[A] )R 2R o

3.64 ®MMITRIFT optimal correspondence table
T IR 73 B AR ) R HE A I 4B, KT A

3.7

3.7 #&M%[EY3  linear regression analysis
—Mrgiit @B, B SR ES - EREAE
BRAIMERIERR, THNKZERIUE, BEEE
X R AR 8 FR) B o

3.7.1 EAREE

3.7.1.1 [EY3 regression

A B B RIR G o AN 7 A B 22 [ FR AR AR P A
Z5E, TR AR RO R . TS 2 F 4
Ja s B MREHE B R g ) SR BRARFAL o
3.6.5 KH&EHEITNST#r  detrended correspondence
analysis, DCA
— S RS LA AT T, 2 R A R e
e, HIEMTHbE R KRB AR AR LR R T
AL EAT B S S I SRR, 1 o R g a] R 2R
T IR 45 A F A e RE
3.6.6 IE3ZXFRI4PHT  canonical correspondence
analysis, CCA
— PSR RS B3 B TV, 3 TE AT AR R 4R FE TR
FIAHSRME, g [a) b R AR R AR BT . & T
SRR PR 4R o b, SR T ROR, B
AT 14 58 73 73 S A 2 ] ) SR R A
3.6.7 FIRIXFRI4T#r  discriminant correspondence
analysis
R X IS 73 BT AR ) 3 B B 22 e e vt ik, BEXS R 2R
A, AEXT AR b, AR C s 2815 B A A
| R E, AN R R AEAR R 2 () R 7 1, i
SEHIINAG 70 55 AR VA i S 2R 5 &, e 70 2K
g5 R HT

% MEE T

W — MRS 5N R A AR AR
RIWTT.
3.71.2 BT E  dependent variable
MR “RARE, RMNARRE”. {ERESHTH, T
BUH AR IR AR B
3.7.1.3 BZXE independent variable
16



FEIRNA 3B, FH T TR0 SR A0 0 4 A2 A AR

3.7.1.4 ZM4EY3SFE  linear regression equation
R EEA 5B B 200, T o B 28 & 5 PR AR 6 )
R R RN TTRE

3.7.1.5 Z&MEYAER  linear regression model
— M T E#IA B AR R AR & 2 (A2 AR AT %
RN AL

3.7.1.6 &i#E intercept
YA B EIRE TR, AR EK.

3.7.1.7 [EVAZEE regression coefficient
(5] U1 A v A AR o DRI AR S 5 e 4 FH K/ () 4
Bro HAZ SRR I — AN By, R AR
(R ERALE

3.71.8 3%%E residual
DI A B8 (R LI 5 25 T [B] A 75 R 45 21 F DR 2 Fil)
B2 8] ) 22 5

3.7.1.9 #&/INZ3RJE least square method
AT S H N Geit 7, i e Me a5
TRIME 2 8] ZE{H B~ J7 AR fe & 4. & T
LA [ VAR FARRE Y, R R IO 3R 22 /N o

3.7.1.10 BHEFFM

from mean
FEASWIME 5 ¥ME 2 Z 0I5, O 1 %A 75 S
AU IR AR 57K 7N o

3.7.1.11 KRZEFFF  residual sum of squares
DRI 5 R UL 5 5 T Bl VA 77 R A 380 7 R A = Tt
Hz ZR M. REERERPLEHRNEZESH
AR IR B O 2R I AR ()38 4

3.7.1.12 [EY3FEF5F1  regression sum of squares
FE B3 A, AR PN 5 354 2 1A) 22 e () ~F- 7+
SORAE AR b ] DL RAR B B AR R AP O &R
FERE R 90 o

3.7.1.13  EVFAEREZE MR

linear regression
i HARE SRR AL REGARIT 7R
SRR AR, T F AT IR ER t R, ke g R
TR TE R A 251

3.72 fEBRZMEIY  simple linear regression
WA AR B2 M2tk R geitJiik, b —1h
AR, Rn—MARTE. @G L, iR
SR RE E AR AR T AR, B T T A )
Hro

3.73 ZEZMEYT multiple linear regression
NI “ 2R, HR— 1 HEESZAEA
RN R RN G T I @A,
PEAL % H AR S0 R AR B ST s, i T S e R

sum of squares of deviations

significance test for

) 00 AR

3.73.1 {REIVAZRH partial regression coefficient
EZ BB, AR AR, %
N TR Al B AR B R AR, % B AR AR
—ANAL, PRAR RSP A .

3.73.2 tREKEEAFRY

coefficient
W T AR S B A BTN R S R [E]E
FRE . HASHE R RN B S 1 AR B0 R 3% B (1)
SRS .

3.733 ZEHZM multicollinearity
FEREAT B3 By, PRASEZ AN AR & R A7 AE = A
K, FEERSHAN AR E YRR S et e 2k 3
IR o

3.73.4 ZE0HIE variable selection
FERHE 3 M el B A rh, N — A AT RE AR Rk 4%
AR B B A, DU T @ IR sl AT 4t
.

3.73.41 ®wMFEEYT optimum subsets regression
T8I 3 [ BT AT BB AR R 2 A SR 3G A PR T A5
R T71%

3.73.42 ZEH[EYI stepwise regression
FEEE ST 2 B A H 7R, 1B 5]\ B AR 2 IR R S
HEM AT Gt ke, DR EA AN R 251 H AR B, JIBRAK
RIARZNBZE, BHIAHIIANGBREEE, 13
BB B 7T R

3.73.42.1 RI#EE  forward
MEESZAE S B B8 5 AR E RS, 158
SRR Cln P A S HAA Gt 30O BERGIN—
MEAE, ATEHORZ, HELWTIANEL S
B — AR B TV

3.73.422 EILHIHE forward stepwise
FIEA—A B E, X OERE T EZRE I TR,
XT38 3 530 i i 14 ) A 3 — G R Py — P AR S i 1k 7
o

3.73.423 [FIRA backward
ST —AMEL A H AR R ) A T R AG, 1R
PR Can PAE SN A Gt %8 50 BIRGIBE—"
HA&E, AZEHZED>, B2 5IRNEZEEN
1B — AR S 18 7V

3.73.42.4 ZEPREIRE backward stepwise
AR BARE, TN BT, X AT
B NI R A8 B FEHT 25 SRR LA NI — Fh A2 B0
ETT

3.73.43 [E4&fhit  shrinkage estimation
FERENE TS, S S BUGTHE AT 3 0 fE

standardized regression
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(nZe) Wedarab s, G 5| N IEN A 757k, 18
FRARS Bl Z I F, &g %2, DAIR s
BB TS BE MRS E M, SRIDCE AT SRRl R

3.73.43.1 RANEIPWHREFE L
shrinkage and selection operator, LASSO
FERLE LB, I R B L1 YA 51 10
A i Bre /s —3fe ml 5 o IR T B AR B &
B vE, SEOURHERIMGE, DLk S s 4e 2 o
AR H
3.73.432 BEN&/NEIEAEEFERE
least absolute shrinkage and selection operator
A FK “adaptive LASSO”. —Ffi [A] I AT 4R-AIE 1B B AN
ENAG T, B 7RG SR G T2 1 T v A A0 ]
fRRENE, SRS f N W R SR A
3.73.433 FiEHBIMRERE
absolute deviation, SCAD
— A AR IE RS EAL T IR AT, B AR
B SHOHATFIR IR, DU S 4R 8 4R A A ik
£
3.73.5 MIEE dummy variable
SRR AR, WEBUE Y 0 81, —Fh T RAR
B, AT Z IR IERR ], Tt
T K A2, FHsm k-1 40, 1 226
3.74 JARMEYT ridge regression
TR /N T IRIE I H AR R T 5N MRS R
NI AR 2 S 3L A0 [ 5 R B T Ge it 7
%o

least absolute

adaptive

smoothly clipped

3.74.1 EAREEE
3.74.1.1 UREYAfEITE  ridge regression estimator

T I B ZAVE ) B AR RO 5T AN RS 2L
FR1F I S5 T & .

3.74.12 IEN{LBHE  regularization parameter
TR R P IE WA I ZR 8, o TR AL T 44 H
P BRI SRR B . TSR R B L 7 1k 4
G (A SR Y (32 AL e

3.74.13 ATE#  tuning parameter
MR “I S0 (ridge parameter)”. W& B JH 4 4%
2R A5 25 FE 1 O PR 2 8. HLad i [ 453 2K R 50
TEMA IR 4 0] 0 3R 8, 28 2 B 3L A 1) L

3.74.14 [-X3ZXIGIE generalized cross-validation
— P TR B A S HORIL M et T vk e 28 X5
R — AR T E 48 E BN S B S IS LT
AR R T R 22

3.74.15 U4 ridge trace
ARITETET ST, SARHER BB IE, 8% DL
K7 B R

3.74.1.6 FHEBBKEF variance inflation factor, VIF
PRA [N b 2 B SRV i 4R bR, BT TR A
A B ] M HA B AR BRI, B2 IR
[ 3 2R H Al v R
3.742 HthBMHIT
37421 BENT XIKEYVAETHE
generalized ridge regression estimator, AGRRE
W) SO 8] Y= RIS T B R AR Y B 3 B AR AR A
s 2K H8G T ERIEEER RSB S
flivl, SGORBIAE RME, DA S TR
3.7422 FREMEISEYIETE
regression estimator, RRRE
FEWS (B 51N E BRI 25 1, i 0 S 80 a3k 4T
LR PR SEA TR, DEREE R EE S Z A
REJT, R A .
3.74.23 FURAIIAEYIAfHITE  preliminary test ridge
regression estimator, PTRRE
FEREATUG B3 BT AT, BOGR IR i geit ket JF
FRAEAS 56 25 SR AT S kAT P B, 2RI IS HL
flitta
3.74.24 HMRERISEYAKITE  Stein-type ridge
regression estimator, SRRE
SRR “Stein R [NV THE ", PURIZE (Stein) A
THOERY, AU B A B A SHAS T AT B T
A SHAG T
3.74.25 IENM4iERERILEYIA/KITE  positive-rule
Stein-type ridge estimator, PRSRRE
MFR “IENE Stein YU R4l i+ 87, 456 1 iz A
(Stein) fhittAL[EIH, FIAIENHES KIS H b1
&, WRSHEAN T2 1L E RN, AR RS e 1
AT BE .
3.75 F2fEfAIT  robust estimate
— KRG AEAF AL 7 W (B R S 0L R 3RS BE ]
SRS TG T

adaptive

restricted ridge

3.75.1 EAES
3.75.1.1 F2EM  robustness

— AT TR IR I LB SR SR, REAE IR
Rt FIT SE M LG IR 70 fEGuihSrh, W Tl
AP R T AR R .
3.75.12 RE{E outlier
MR CEBHE”. H5RZE I B2 2 5 5L
i o
3.75.13 SITH =  high leveragepoints
B AR (X)) BUE RS B O r
I R, HATAHE 22 5 TP KF . 1X 26 s T Xt
[E] U RE G TP A O, AR E (YY) £F
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G E S, WAL FEEA W2 . ST TR
SEETRZEE A I LS Brsig e, H AT ATE BE 2T
Wl

3.75.14 5EMPL  influential point

(5] U373 B A0 AR S A 1T B TN 45 SR A B
e FRY UL A, AR TT BRI 26O [ R 8
PREGALA R . XK EE A SAME (B E X
v ) AR HE R ZE (BRAFR Y W& D HFFE, nliE
IEPEEFE 5. DFFITS 3% DFBETAS 2548 br L H Y
ma P2 FE

3.75.14.1 FEERIEE Cook's distance

NFR “Cook BEES”. — i FH Tl & Z s 5 H i A i 5
i SO R B A A S5 R R R G &, 1B
K> Rz E s SO Rl AR 400 & 45 SR 77 AR (1) 2 i)
N

3.75.14.2 DFFITS 4tit= difference in fits statistic
FH T4 8 1B VA J A o B A SO o A Y L5 2
FEEEIFa bR, s MM B 2 0 i FouiAE (1) 22 4L
DFFITS 2 R, 2 12 mmO0 B 10 5 i ek (22 2%
T4 v B B S R bRl — P 12 W R T TR R

3.75.143 ZREE-EFEHSITE  Andrew-Pregibon

statistic

NHx “ Andrew-Pregibon Ztit& 7. 1A X [A] ) 45
20 8 B A B R S R N AL, e A 0 ) o A R
DR FE X AR 2 000 T 0 S 0080 A DAk 1200 00 i o) A5
LEERPNIOEA LY

3.75.14.4 {UJREEE likelihood distance

M TSRS AL 2 A 22 e e br, i EER
H RBA R bR HUE R B AR 5 B L S TR B 22 e
W TR BRI RS, 5 B TR A A 7Y B 5
GIAEIRE . &S SRR B EHE A 5 RN
H, TEZH TS e >0 d, SR ali 5
)€ B VPAl -

3.75.14.5 HEZEFEE  mean-shift outlier model

— PRI T R SRR, Il R B B S R
FEf RAE, AT R il Eedis v ) SR 2Rt

3.75.14.6 HEMBUER  variance-weighted model

T8 I ORI S 34T 77 ZE AL, DR AR A Tt A g
AR G T A BLR A EL 25 T7 225N
DUAEL, Yok M P OSSR PR 2] o i FH T AR e /> —3fe
EREA TR, & TR 07 2 MR i A — B0
T, 1 SRR ANEA E 1A AR AT T

3.75.1.5 pBERE  breakdown point

R G T T VRN S E AR PURE I FE R, € SO
FEAG TR T B R L . R R, 7V
AR g PR, RERSHRAN S 2 1) e (. T8

A 5 SRV e, T e T2
FIT RSV AP0, P B FEIE 5 AT 75 536

PE AR,
3.75.1.6 WA influence function

T BB STl E R TR, #id
AT B BRI NS R 38 R R AT
PG TH VR AR M E AT BB, RA) S A B AT
FEREERIFEM . fER @S2 N, SRk
BEAG TR BETE, A DR A S A R 22 T 1Y

CIET3E
3.75.1.6.1 HHKIREEKE  gross error sensitivity

PG G TR R0 15 22 B S (LU AR L IO 4R b, Sk
RS L R4 s 25 A RIS P RE R PR o i SRR 22
TR SR I RN R 22 IR U B85, PT R R3S
RAREE . T A R R f A @ A T §a sk,
Bhide P18 G AL BEANH 52 VEAD S i B I e M i TE
et MpLas = 2 2 N, SRR L AR A AT
prie

3.75.2 fHitAE

3.75.21 R &It R-estimation
T RGBT, kR ERE RS B
ERAEEUE, RO SEIRE L. EH TR
WA IEA /A B, el Dot o AR R AR . )
Z R TR G AES G, S R
S R AT AR B ARG T, B ORAL TH 45 SR B R S A
fRREE o

3.75.22 L&t L-estimation
BT B BT Ge vt &8 AT 7, ik FEA %L
PHE G AT IRy, SR g S E it . &S
AL PR AR IE RS 70 A B e W AR A B el R AR AL )
U, Tz T RS IES ST, SRR
AN 58 MRS Ml B AR B SR R T SE AR AT, STl
TH SRR R .

3.75.23 M &It M-estimation
T R MR R B BN SR AT R R A T T, T
2 F TR B AT S A BR IR RS A A A E R o R R
BAZE IR, el b AR AR fiti T 45 SR 52, 1Y A
R G, & T RIA T A AR G, S it
G Gt /N Z A i e, B DR a5 RAERORE = W 1S 0L
AT EEE .

3.7.5.23.1 {K{BAf4i+ Huber estimation
XK “Huber fitith 7o 456 e/ —FeIF AL 0 i 22 A
@Al T, I AR O R BRI D AR
TE/ M ZE IR ST R 22, 18 K i 22 6] SR F 465600 1R 22,
SRS LIRS B o & T AR AE BB R B 4R
RIHER ST S . T2 NH TSI &
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e, MRS E il AR E .

3.75.23.2 WLt bisquare weight estimation
AR AIIA A B (5 ZE AT RS A DAL, 0 o3k AR s 2
RERD BRI RS R OB, EASE R W RSO T
WARBENE ™ AL AT SE 1 [ I S5l it

3.75.23.3 R{EEfhIT Andrew estimation
NFR “Andrew flivH”. T AH 7 22 W B St 7
W, I 5 NBCE R BOR O FEASULIINE ZEAT AL, 42
A ] 5 R B — BN R Al .

3.75.23.4 BEEAEIH  Tukey estimation
R “Tukey Aitivt " —Fff Y b oz B8ORT o 7 48 00 i 22
KA A TE S BN ST, XT3 2 7 W R
A B A BRI ST

3.75.24 T~ M kit generalized M-estimation
TR T MAGTHgET vk, i 5l N R G ALE
BRI R R H, HE— D S mo R R S &
T E R B 2 T AR A, $RAESE ) A
f@flivh. TN T R SR, MR
TULEAEFR B S T B AR E PE A AERA 1 o

3.75.25 SBARAEYT  high breakdown point

regression
—RAAEI A T 75, B RS2 B
RS (EREAD

3.75.25.1 wANFEHPRAHEYS

squares regression
Wt/ AT H b & BSOS AL B ik 22 F J7 I
R/, 133800 — MR AT 7.

375252 wmMEREZFRE)I

regression
T o AR P8 4 WM i B 22 SR i v R RS TR R A 1) T
% KD TR SEERARG S, W R R
THEE R AR o1& F T Hdle A AR B35 R AR IR
BOATHIIEEE, SRR AR .
BT ARG v o M, ST S HfhvH AR A
ME.

3.75.25.3 S {&it S-estimation
MR R VA T, R MR ZE R RO eR Ok Al
28, RABERBR A, RE% A BERit 8 ok
BREMENTI, EHT &S REEE.

3.75.25.4 [~ S{kit generalized S-estimation
TR T S Attigeit 7k, @ 5l N RIEHACE K
HONARREL, dE—Pimn R R S, &
TRIEHR AR Z P AT SR, SR 5 T i 05 o
BT 2 ARG T, 3G AR B e AR AR A Bl 25 A T
(AR E PEATHERAE o

3.75.25.5 %BEf4it method of moments estimation

least median of

least trimmed squares

AT SATHRAREYE R M- B RCRE BT 15 21 A X
pEi IR U RIRe RPN

3.75.25.6 ti&it t-estimation
T2 S-AtiTH A b 40 ik 22 ROEEAG v 282, (1
AMEA X B RHE R g RN BA R &S S 2R
) — PR AT T T

3.76 1REGEN

3.7.6.1 1RAEURIZ model assumption
X B8 1) FE LA BOC R AT HOBGAL, 9 ek 1|l )
BT o R A A Ok R AR

3.7.6.1.1 R independence
TR B AN AL AR B [ATAH BN BB AN 22 BAH
EALTIUPEYE SN

3.76.1.1.1 FF5ItH>% serial correlation
IR 5] 35 271w AN [ s (8] st 2z TR R IR R AH 2R

3.76.1.1.2 Z[E]E#HH*  spatial autocorrelation
1R P 3 7 ) 20 A7 BOWIIAE 2 TR] AR A
PERIGTHREYE, 5 F Moran's 1 SfR S &, RZ
(B HHE I SR AR B s 2, T2 N T AR
AU .

3.76.12 [EFHZEM homoscedasticity
AN DU I i ot 2 PR B AT 3% 22 5 A A [R) 07 22 SRR AR
F U EHE ) B WO B AE A FK P B — 3.

3.7.6.12.1 BP#I& Breusch—Pagan test
T I B 2 ()7 T 5 B AR S AT R SR A 5 4k
P [ AR v e T 2 R S AFAE R 7, A HE MR B
FEFR 22V 77 el AR Y rh AN 45 R AR A B 1R~ 7 B
AZE H I

3.76.12.2 18EFKI  Glejser's test
XK “Glejser frds "o — TR 46 (Bl A RS vh 57 7
ZVE (heteroscedasticity ) I TH 7%, &R ZES H
AR EAR R, DLAIWHRZDU T 2 2 R 5 3R EAAE
FHIRAE

3.7.6.12.3 {R45He3E  White's test
NFR “White £58 7. i8R 72 (1) F 5 5 B AL =
AT AR AT IG5 7 22 2 S ARAE SRl § AR B 2 5
RERS 5 25 MR ik 22 7 2 2L I iR 36 U7 v

3.76.12.4 FFZEM heteroscedasticity
FEL WA AR rh 5 E REALIL SN IR [F) )7 %2
PE, BN ERAs g, BENIRBNTN 77 256 T — AN
B GEMBARRFMNT, IS 2, it
AR T %, AHRFFAZ, EROVEA RTTE
.

3.76.13 IEZSM™  normality
IR KA AT R BT S B ATRER Sivt B 1. 18
I W AR A Tk TR AR . & T
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ZIGT AT, BRI AUE R A o . SRAERE 7
TSV R, B OR 5 8250 B AT e

3.7.6.14 %ZtE  linearity
PR B2 B] F O R B ] 1 EL 2Ok R IR o

3.7.6.14.1 3EZEME  nonlinearity
PR B[R]0 RAEE 2K R

3.76.14.2 ZM1L  linearization
W= EER MRS R ET AR — R L
—MERMERG . REETT R

3.76.14.3 3AELZME/N"3F non-linear least squares
— P TT IS, TS AR A TR i 24
DAASEAS 2R () T AL -5 < o L 5 2 ) () 5 22 ~F- 7
g /M.

3.7.6.2 FREDHT residual analysis
I B 2 SR A (A5 JE R SR AU i A FEAE S 24
ALEEMER TV

3.7.6.3 FrEWIRE standardized residual
B 72 b DAL bR e 22 PP 45 B B4

3.7.6.4 3%ZE[E residual plot
DA 7% 5 U O B TR0 A i AR, K X6F 2 B
FEAENE NP AR Z: I S

3.7.6.41 FREIRZERE standardized residual plot
T VPl AR AU A ORI i T, it 2 fibr
THEA IR 22 5 TOUI A B A 5 Ak B, Al S o (AN
BRI 25 o bR e Ak 22 T B e e e, 5131
AR Foy EE R RS . TN T
=] Y53 By AABE AL B 0F, 5 B e AR RS UL AR T Tt
HETE o

3.7.6.42 1{m5%Z[E partial residual plot
FH RS0 A AT AL 2 [ A B A A A A S B B
MEZESRAZEZ AR RERTHE, PR E5ER
LB BN B AR 2 ULME A AR bR, (Bl A )
FREATR 22 AT

3.76.5 REZRE coefficient of determination
i — A [ R ARG LI B LA R Gt &
AT AT A Sy DR A% B 1) A e o R A AR g R ) LA

3.7651 RIERERK

determination
FH T PEAG 1B V=55 2 e e A 1 0k R AR B AR e 0 1) 9
b, FRERIFEE R A SR H N, Yo R
Bl B INIRE i, FEVUE REA X I A— D&
I CH BB, XkE REBOHAT RS s 1 .
ZAEADNT T UE B30

3.7.6.6 {S2MEN information criterion

M T PHEGEH R 5 I pm v, P i 52 2% i 5 4t

adjusted coefficient of

EAERL . I E R R S R RE 0 5 S B

R PR A, B LA BRI A . W
BFEFRIBAE B EAEN . DI R4
3.76.6.1 FRtEREHEN
criterion, AIC
— PPl GRS O B (bR HE, H H ARG K
IRBSASR o AT S R T AR, ik
PR . A -2 FER AR E N b 2 S48
#, WA 2SO RGBT
=3 S IS R (1 S 71 TN TR = 7 B
3.76.62 DIMEHEE /&N
criterion, BIC
—Rp AT DU S B BT i bR v, e e T
FL7X(Gideon Schwarz)$& H . J# T E ] 2 44y, P
S 5S8R, EFERIEN . A2 1%
X RSB I b2 A Hiafe DIREAS B (R0 2, B )N
BT . 3 T ORFEARIG LN R AL L L.
3.7.6.7 3 NXIEIE cross validation
— PP A AL RE ST G TV AR SR A )
GEMIIELE, Z2REZINGSRUEERE, 11HEFY
PEREFR R . LB NEHE k¥, W5 Rk
WG, TN TALERY ) BRI, v
BAE RS S HOR LR AL T Rk .
3.7.6.7.1 lZE& training set
FH T AE s A B v R () B 1 4R o i ey N RPAIE
550 AR, SRR AR A B ) BE N AR R, Ak
B ZH. B SR 60-80%, HIRUELE . W
ERIL[E M R e B R AR . R BB Y M R,
PRUERERME . Tl .
3.76.72 EGiE&E validation set
FH T PG FE B A R RIATL 25 5 ) 1B AP R 1R 2
P4 o M A AR OR LA E BRI, R
Z4, Pk g . S EEEE 10-20%, ML
WZREMMIRER . SREARLZ AR I TE,
IR AN PR BRI -
3.76.7.3 &  testing set
T B AP G v AR R AL A8 5 S A A M R R ik ST
Bl 7. RIS N 75, T A 5 4
A WHHE LRz TT. S SEE 10-20%, X
FERBS YNGR 78 B e A o S SRR B 1 25 W
VAT, S SIEBR R FH 28R o
3.76.74 K ITRZXWIE K-fold cross validation
— PP PPl BT P R 28 IR UE 7V o K HAR 550
K A8, RRCLH A — AP AN RHIES, HAR A
gk, HE KRINGERUE. T KRG R
EAE R R AR bR . A RO A B, $eftiae
AT FEIBY PRl 45 2R

Akaike information

Bayesian information
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3.7.6.7.5 BB—ARXXIWIE leave-one-out cross

validation
— PRI UE R T, RERNELS n MEAR IR B s S
R T AMFEARME NIINASE, AR n-1 DMFEARME NI
34, B n G CLFIRZEPE B AR RE . AL HA
FET 7850 R dE HICBEHLE, {H R 75 I 25 n OB,
TE AR, &HT/MEAR 5.

3.7.6.7.6 W% holdout method
— i B R R PEAG v R R AR BE ML > A BRI
PRy, RS FH T NGRS, /N o3 FH T DA 1Y
PERE. B UIZREE b7 70-80%, MKEE &7 20-30%. 5L
TR, THREBCARAC, H VPl &5 5 AT e sz B s R 73 5
MK o

3.7.6.7.7 MIERGIE internal validation
RN B A B PRI M B (1) 51k ol I R
FRWAE X G H B, FEIZREE o 5 H 38k
o PRI (R IR TE, H TR R S
RO . TR AR, BRI A R EdE, R
il 25 FAHR R

3.76.77.1 HHE overfitting
BRPE I S EAREO0SR:, (BAE 3 8dls b 1Epe B35
NREMIG . BT A EE R, B 728
e ALY, FBUZAREIE. B TSH0d 2.
IR A IGO0 . AT IERE B B 55 T7 7522
fifi o

3.76.77.2 X¥E underfitting
MR LE N SR B s A Bl L RIS . T
LT fE L, BERUORBE A I S s T A A .
W ZHEL A NGRS TR A R O . AT I 3 AR
R REE . SEK ISR [A) 55 07 043

3.7.6.7.8 4SMEBIEIE  external validation
RS SE T Y SR B 1) S EH s S Al B L RE 1)
T3 Tl MY AR 58 AR LA BRI, B
SR FHZ A RE ST RIS R R ROCR 5 TR i 40T
fhAELAEL, AR RBIRT), (HREGIMUEERIR .

3.76.7.8.1 ZHLME  generalizability
WLt 25 S AR AE TR 2R LA PR s ) F M e e 3

38 XL ERA

3.8 T XEZRMHRE!  generalized linear regression
— RN YRR, 8 A R Bk R AR R AR
IEA /A I R R B L A B A S
HASE 2 [ B EEC R . AR S 10 A N IR 70 A
TE 322 pR BUNTE 25 (Identity Link)i, 7] faj b oy — A& it
B,

3.81 HEAHE
3.8.1.1 3B¥IESTH  exponential family of distributions

—REEPIMESMES, MR ERETRR AR
#, RAgG—MEEEN, dd iz, 1mn
Guit S ARG BRI, BFE IR A TR AT
TS RN T XA it )15 EE
. BAMPIRE . Ragitr 25 RN, ET
IR 5T .

3.8.1.2 EIZREL link function
Vo 2 T 5 5 ) 1 AR 8 ) B B A O TG SR (1) pR B
AR e AR, I 5 2R 2 A 1 AR B A O,
LT B IZ R X RR BRI 2 A R 2
T FH T AR ERAS [ S AL e AR &, G0 IR A AV A
I3, SR IR R YA R

3.8.13 &HmASAMIT  maximum likelihood estimation,

MLE
NH “BRAMIRE T —FhSHfh T, @itk
RAGALIR bR £ 3 H ke T R ™ A AL s (R 2 85l - )

RFEAE R, AIEEE B R R K. BA—3
P, BHEIESHEI RN . 2N T Ml
I, N S T PR AL B A
3.82 1ZiEHMHEYT  logistic regression
— PR T A0 KB 4 KR B T A AR Y
XTHCRAT PR (logit BRED 1 e 1t T &5 S w8k
RAH, HRMRREARE SRS ] ) dELMC R .
K HMRANIRAEG THETTE R B SH, a5 R A A M
RIRRE. |2 N TR 2 WS 2 S T A4,
3.82.1 XIEEBAITH logit transformation
NFR “logit A" —HHs HI B FHIT%, ¥—
AMHUETEHEZE 0 B 1 2 1A E2RE, 82 4 R U
e BB G B A A0 55 R B 1ET6 55 R B S 4 1A
3.82.2 EEMEEE  odds ratio
MR “ARFE”. il e N SRR N B
ERR DI R AH B e A S AR R N B HUE, 2t
PRI 5 T iR A SRR L IR A
3.82.3 ZIEHNHEEVIRBNERIZGE
3.823.1 HMEMERI goodness of fit test
FHTPEAS I 5 308 o A s AL (Y DT RC AR, @
o FEA S bRl S A, PR RE R i S . B
77 R R IT R I FIR R SEAE - oK IR T R
(Kolmogorov-Smirnov, K-S) #45, i&H T IESME

L AR RSN S A o 25 B S A R 1) S5 A
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REJJ, Tz T Geut @A s o A R AT b,
B LR BT I A 70 5 B I WA P
3.82.32 {RAFAEE#ELE  likelihood ratio test
iz FI PR A0S SEARAAOR R B EAS I AR 5
RIS 77 1 o
3.82.32.1 XIEUSALLAEIE  log-likelihood ratio test
12 F A0S ST AR R UL R H 2 BRI A2
AL L9 77 1
3.82.33 ML score test
MR “Aoptais”. —MAES G T, RPRRRIK
B ONIER T, IR Ao R R R G & .
3.8234 RREHIE  Wald test
SCFR“Wald #2567 DA &G L) A il T8 5 2 Al i
AT S S D R RPN i BN E 5
AR LR .
3.82.34.1 RREZITE  Wald statistic
NFR “Wald Gt 7. ke [BH S ML R 5 9EL
PELIR R S LI STt & .
3.82.4 FHiZiEHiHEEI
regression
SRR “ 2645 logistic [B1IH7, J&F-UCEC B 7 JZ 0 78 vt
K28 (logistic) [RIVHBLAL, e T 7 EHIVLAD
I, [T 25 5 2 AR, 20 BT IO NS By = 48090 1
R I A 7%
3.82.5 JEFMHIZIEHNFHEIYT  unconditional logistic
regression
XFR “HEZEAT logistic [BIH 7. T34 =43 K45 R
G, HEERNTESERRZ KKK A
FIEoy R ILRC R R, @ T R e . i

conditional logistic

B oA HR LR ME TN O, |z N IRAT IR 5

BRI . AL R B 7 REE R, B fRAR
i A A TN TR 1 17
3.82.6 ZHFiBIEHNIFEIYT  binary logistic
regression
NFR “ =412 logistic [V 7. —Ff FH T 432 ] @)
7GRS S I R R AL Clogit BRED KEER
PETIN S5 SR RSN JIME AR, FlR R AR B 5 I
I AR R R SRR UR AT RS H, T
45 R B B RRE
3.82.7 HHFIBIEHNFEIYT  multinomial logistic
regression
NFR “2 572K logistic [B)H 7, A& A=A 8L By
2, HEERRBURMZ T AT 7341 B al AR5
3.82.7.1 BFZHFZEAHEER  ordinal

multinomial logistic model

MR “HRF £ 45135 logistic IR, DA FZ R &

PRI A 1) [ Y AR A

3.82.7.1.1 ZRREBEHNFEYIERE  cumulative

logistic regression model
SRR “ B FH logistic [RI AR 7, [KAR & iR M 2 1032 4
oA, BEARE BRI Z G P20 — KR
PARETY, 0PN 73 S0 & BT SR B AT R
B E

3.82.72 TFZSRIZEHHEE  multinomial

logistic model
N “ToFF 245 2K logistic #2847, H T4 HE A A
T £4) 2 28 S o 17 A 8 [ DAY, Jd s 9 e — 3
o= e ACI B S I U R D E A EDEA 1 P =4
Gy R I il 2 A Z o R, AN S AR XS
THRAER IR

3.83 MEFRB{AER!  probit model
— R RIS 23T Ak 22 AR B — 4 2 R AR R U AR 5
Wi PR LAV, B AEIUE (O AESEHD YN
SEH) PRI AR B T T R AU A o O i R AT AE(0,1)
X B FIREZR A, B R BB A B v TR 24 20 A1 (1) AR
R SR, DA S i R AR R

3.83.1 #MEFEB{ITH probit transformation
R FHARAE TE 25 73 A1 1) 22 AR 22 R 5011 e o Hionf =2
g B AR B

3.84 JH#A[EIYA  Poisson regression
NFR “Poisson [BIJH7, KA 5 R A TEIFA B 5534 (1) —
A Bl AR, ] F SR A v EO SR R AT

3.84.1 ¥  logarithm transformation
Xof SR AG B (A DO 2, 2 F T K O 25 030 2 e e — A
R B H T BE A 5 1%

3.84.2 XFRELL{E incident rate ratio
ANTRVZE 7] A R 3 R 2 ) LA

3.84.3 RERK/RE-KF scaled Pearson chi-square
A KRR BOREMEH, BT AR IER R J7
Guiti, USRS BT .

3.84.4 REMRBE scaled deviance
BT HR R IR iR ZE A &, AR 40,5 S Ak
i

3.84.5 EBEHIEE dispersion
A R A b UL AR O 25 OB RS, H AR
PRALHE T 22 AREZE RN 22 o IR WS 1) 20 ST AR AR
e, T BB AR A ) 3 A AR AR B 1 L

3.85 $aZIA[EYA negative binomial regression
— A E T ECER ) SR MR o B s AR R
A I A, 38 T B e B ST P AR S B
THEOC R o & T HR e FE s s o, Eimada el
HERIG. T2 NHTRATHR Y AEAESIR, 7
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BTt AR B ) S R 3R

3.85.1 WERINEK over-dispersion
BENLAR &) 7 22 e KT H I E LR

3.85.2 fAZIN%# negative binomial distribution
R E M ST AR RS, B2 I E B
SR E IR ZR oy A o 38 FH T A B Bk T A
i, BA A A BRI T 2. I8 A S8
PRI ZE A D, T AT S PRE AN
o Bbr, T R IR AN A R

3.86 FHHLZMAEE!  log-linear model
AT DAMF R R (R Z S, LA
53 RAL BRHIEL ST 5 1) — 28T LR A Y

3.86.1 IAFAMRE! saturated model
M BHI N ST T o0 KA B Ko A &%, R
(R SR Sy A (39 1 RS A = e
RORLAEAL, BRI 58 24U A T S PRail

3.8.6.1.1 —M3ZEXR first order interaction effect
FEZ e R, S PAS 3 AR S AR BAR RS, XA
A7 B AR BB G R

3.8.6.12 ZM3RZEMM second order interaction effect
EZ JCRABA A, Y = A FA B EAERE, X
AR B AR IS R

3.8.6.1.3 PMXELER!  pairwise association model

2B A )R RE —INMRFIREE M, IR/ A8 AR I
AR, fE— R ERIR AR BRI ORI SETTTE,
3.86.2 AAFIMRE!  unsaturated model
ML ZHEINBUN T3 BB i 20 i H 5 H)
RN
3.86.2.1 MR EHMMIEE  no second-order
interaction model
LR E RPN =N ERE, HIFREER=AEE
PR ER A] B AE BN — A AT
3.86.22 FHMIIHER!  conditional independent
model
I 25 A ST AR AR BRI M 2 20 AT kAT R =20
fife, AT T A MR 22 4 A ) HE AN T SR R 1 — SRR
3.8.6.23 BAEIMANHRE!  jointly independent model
— MG, R A BENLR B AERCE S
FEASL, W TR E A RGRIMERT . sy
IR E ML DGR TR, PRI R R, &
T a8 o i S 0L a5 S 55 .
3.86.24 SEEMIIER!  completely independent
model
TE= B Z 4 KRB, PR A 564
ST, fEMEER ERTDL R, 2R E AT
T, AEAELE B /R T A

3.9 HEHFLMN

3.9 HFSHT survival analysis
FH T8 A A i 1) S L g mil R 3R i — 2R 407
o FEACFRE A R EEAE, RSN, W
PR FEE e BT (Cox ) LU IXUBST AR 28 AR 3 == -3 S
(Kaplan-Meier) flitl. JZRHTEEZ. TR
B

3.9.1 EAXEZ

3.9.1.1 £&LSEMH  terminal event
MR “ R BFAF(failure event)”s TERFFEHT, FEANEM
BRI TR S5 R, B SE R 1 R A, FEAp Ak
HOGRIT) MR, RNERESET 5.

3.9.1.2 #EIREM  initial event
TERFFE A, JEASBOGEB FFAFTT GG, B S {g
EFAER RS R, 5 —IRERIZ R, B2 ERA
J7 T [R5

3.9.1.3 4 7ERFE  survival time
SRR R (8] (failure time) 7o |32 M 5E SN MR 8
AR ZZ D r B e — o 28 S I O B R B,
SCRE SCRRIF T 0 RAESE T 1 BT 3 IS 1]

3.9.1.3.1 R2ETERTE  overall survival

MR AT AN BT IS S,
FEAR R ME D B2 SR R A (AT BLRAT R R
RIFET) BT B R A I 1]

3.9.1.32 FTHBETERTE progression-free survival
N “Toit RRAAE 7. MOEHD A (AL 74D
BIRF AL Canm ) 3k R B s AR A (R
FET) T & Pt el ALE T B AR, T
T VAl — L9877 I IR R 2 A

3.9.1.33 FTimEFERTE  disease-free survival
XA “ToMi AR BEFN ZMEEE s CUnBaE L
o) BIFEA S (i) BB A A J5 A
FENA S (BT KAFTE T,
TRV T ARG T BURYT f5 R BETT .

3.9.1.34 FEmERETE  time-to-progression
W FERT R ML EZ D i CanBEATLAL 5320 28 28 i A (i
) 3R T & D I IA], A A R T
FLHEA R

3.9.1.4 4% TFATE  median survival time
NRR “CAHAAET AR FoRE A
MG GAEIE (] R], BUE A, FIR50 T
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R, IR

3.9.1.5 &EFZE  survival rate
NFR “H A7 ph B (survival function)”. TR MEENT R
P FAN AL [ B CRAZB TR A 1 H . 1858
Ja A5 B RAR T REE

3.9.1.6 MXPFEZ hazard rate
SRR RS R #i(hazard function)”s CLEA7E 1 H B
IS [R] PR UL S0 GRAE 24 i IR [A] 55 (1) BRI S8 T ME 28 2 FiE

3.9.1.7 H£FHEZE  probability of survival
S BTN (8] BOF AR I A7 15 PSR 5, Bz Br 4
I ATS A3 PO AT e 1k

3.9.1.8 ZET#EZE probability of death
HE AT B TE) BE AR A7 15 WS 0T 5, TR TR) BE N K
T AT REME

3.91.9 ZFFEHFEHEE  cumulative survival probability
WS R AMEE 2 HEE 7 T 2 A S 18] B s AT
AFTE IR

3.9.1.10 RFMKEH cumulative hazard function
N [E) MRS o B — B 1), B RO AR B bR At
FETZ. RAD MR . did AR o KRS ek 3015 21
S R A i T ) SRR, , 5 T A AR o i R oA
I R

3.9.1.11 47F#M%Zk survival curve
DAMIES C(BEVG D IR, DLAEARR N, A
T ZRIESAE — e 1 h 42 B

3.9.1.12 Xf&p%  hazard curve
DLLEE (BED7) I TR Al DL R RS e EC A,
W SR RS ek BOZE AR — e 1 2

3.9.1.13 ML IE censored data
M FRE R RUTBEAE AR KL, SN R EE
PAF TR RF AR AR A s . o vk, A
TSR AR X TRI N 2K, 5 K AR Gt DT i A B, R
=%-JAHS (Kaplan-Meier) {11

3.9.1.13.1 ZfiZk  left censoring
TEAEAE T, SR A TR T S A T U B 1
FECFAFIS RN R e — B[R] R 2 1T LT ST

GEI COR SR ANME, SEmEE e BAE A TR L

Qb T 7 T O B A R R R R T

3.9.1.132 [X[Effflk interval censoring
FEAEAE BT rh, SA A I TR) AN el 7 PR A W52
(B s 8], T AR IIS (B o 5 0T 58 S RE U if 7,
SEES D HARA TR . T EAP ARG T AR AT A B,
R AT ZR (TurnbulD) 535, DLE GRS I 8] 7
HEm LTt

3.9.1.133 A%k  right censoring
FEAEAE BT eh, B FERT RAE WSS 45 R AR 28 RO

R A, AU A N 1) 2 6T, SR G T — B[]
W LT HARE VIR 7T, 50 A5 1) T B AN 45 SR R
e o AL TAS N 2R 2803 1) 8 O v A R =2 - HR
(Kaplan-Meier) Attt A il (Cox) L7 K45
A,

3.9.1.14 STE#IE complete data
MARGE L R B R A 2% s A I I 1D I (i) 52 48 2 4
PR,

3.9.1.15 AEEHIE  incomplete data
AR, BTN CRN R S e b 2R BRI TR 2R
FECH 0T R SAT AR I TR AR S0 ) Hls

3.9.1.16 HA#IfI% number at risk
T o 5 [ BSRT 7] B 2 i it A 2 I 473 1)
NEL.

3.9.1.17 BHHEAVIGIE  effective number at risk
HE AT I [B) BTG A7 LS Gl s 40 2 [F]—
RIS B B 2 NBCHI~E350, - Bie R AR R A .

3.92 HFEERMI

3.92.1 HF&F&E life table method
— T I ] X TR] R AR A R A T DT RS
Hr XA, TR DX TR B A A MR . BE T XS A il
WiAedr. T RREASSE, WHT A%, RS
HURAT o 2 K

3.92.2 FEFAMPRE  product-limited method
MR “RE=-1EHB, Kaplan-Meier :(Kaplan-Meier
method) " I IE D VSR AR TR R AR I ] S AR AT
M, RS Sgt rik, . EHT A
R, AR A A, T2 RO TR
FUAE RIS o

3.93 HEHFERILR

3.93.1 RBIF#E  log-rank test
NFR “log-rank f58”. J& T HHERWIESHL, H
T LA P 2 B % A1 AR A7 il 2R B AR AR TR 2 S AR ], %)
78 2 S UK

3.93.2 FHHRANEKI  Breslow test
NFR “Breslow fis . J& T HHIERTTE, HTARA
AAF N G I LA, o) T 22 e UK

3.94 ERHEEBIXBEEYT  Cox's proportional hazards

regression model
NFR “Cox Hufgl R [FUH 7, “Cox [RIAREIAL 7, LLA=
AE45 Ry A A AE IS (8] 9 PR AR B, mT [ B 43 A 2 A DR 20t
AEAE I A AR S R 52, mT oM R B, AN EER
B A ARE 5 (AR A7 3 A

3.94.1 LEEBIMEE  proportional hazards
AT AN RS BR B B, BIDRURS: B 2, ANRE
I TR A2 1k o
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3.94.2 EEBIXBEERE proportional hazards

assumption
FETPR“ PH BE 7o ELAGI RS [ V51 (1) 3 SR H 2%
B3 910 A o A A7 28 1 S e AN i P T ) R T e . A
AR ZABE AT T, B )7 Hr 500 4 2 AT SE AT A%
)8

3.943 FEEXPCRE baseline hazard function
Y P A 1738 5 A Dy SR I R IR R

3.94.4 JXEEE hazard ratio, HR
BRI EEER 7 HoAg KU [a] AR R 1 e B2 2
PR R B L

3.945 FSHIRB  semi-parametric model
XF TR G o R ZH0E L, AT T A BR 4k
JERI BT E, AR N 37 B AL Y A EAR T €
) — R 2 SR o

3.94.6 1RINSREREL partial likelihood function
— MR FH T (Cox) L RS AR T FRLLAA bR 2L,
AT IRV BN 22 B P A IS, R R 2 XSS ek 4
I e KA AR Al T [ R, T2 S T AEAR S
e ) 22 R 3R LR A

3.94.7 TIE1E# prognosis index, P1
EE A ARG (B )8 R v, 2% | AR 5 0 e U R B e
M, HEUEBOC, K REBoRK, WERZE.

3.95 FTENXEE  competing risk model
I3 BT 22 AR ELHE R (9 28 RS AR A A7 I TR) B2 i) £ 2

7%, R FAF I R A SR A A XU

AR RN B AN [F] RS R, TV RS
Fine-Gray 1584 Fll B ARk A B 4K
3.95.1 JBEMHME  interest event risk
TEAAE AT Z AP IS ESS Jm b, B 3 BT I AR
TE45 R o
3.952 FTHMNK competing risk
AT AT, BFFUT G H LB R (1) 2 S A (1) [R] B
nlRe S RAEHADZ MRS R, X el JR AR fH 1
JEOGER P 2 i S A1 LB B A L R A R 2R B A1
3.953 BIRESEEFEM  cumulative incidence function
NRR “RRURAEZR” . AR T8 RS I A TR R A
BTV, B SES RO AR BACE —F0, R
BHMEBRRRERZNETEGE MR EE.
3.9.5.4 JRE IR ER
function
B 55 G RS S BT, g AR BRI 2%y FH A
PR 2R, AT AR R A FH L A3 IR ] A ABE 28 43 i) i o 5
ST 1R ARG BRSO e oz IR 25 1) IXUIG: B
3.95.5 ZEFAURE R X K 2

cause-specific hazard function

cause-specific hazard

cumulative

7 R 58 5 DR B 03 R 1) 3R T AR 3R (1 — S R e
H,

3.95.6  &BSY 5 TH ML R #

function
FEE G RIS v, RIR R 8 A SR AAE S5 TE N ]
KA IR KUK, 5 8 HAh T S YA Dy 5 5 XU
I R REON T A e T TR AT Al T, SRt
YRR T8 S A (R B ST RN 53 A

3.95.7 AEBMEEKY Fine-Gray test
NFR “Fine-Gray 46 7o FH T3¢ 4 UG 1 70 f B[R R
T ISR TR 96 T i

3.9.6 NRKHMAER!  accelerated failure-time model
W AEAF IS ] O B E Dy S AR &, BE R Z AR RS
Xof B A A I T 2 1) 5 2% ) e [m VA AR

3.9.6.1 F5¥ 4% exponential distribution
FEATART S 1) L 0 X R B — 1 2, AU B K
INASZZ A AN AR R 52 - FL A A7 6 8] 20 A7 iR A i
Kk H.

3.9.6.2 XTHIEAS  log-normal distribution
I TF1) 2 8 1K) ) 57 A I AL v ) 7 o A L2 A R
EIE ;PR 00 U g sez N

3.9.6.3 XTHUEHEHIFESA  log-logistic distribution
NFR “log-logistic 73 Afi 7o I [A] A8 £ 18 MK H0Z 46 1y
W HESM A, DR F R A

3.9.6.4 Ffhit753E rank based estimation procedure
F TR B AES B il 7

3.97 Ffpdk lifetable
AR JE— R e N0 A R 2 A0 T2 2 G ] HH SR 1) — Tl
GiikaR, YRR NRFER 4SBT R %A T, —
REARAE A AR EAE T AR

sub-distribution hazard

3.97.1 FHaRER
3.9.7.1.1 IEIHFEMIK current life table, period life

table
SRR ORE, DARAE (R BT Rk 4T
TR EHEE, BoE FR AR AN N
1000000, HZIXERMIET-RIAJGIEE, HEILTEN
1, BH—ARNEARFRERLAN WA %5, B
LG i PR A%
3.9.7.1.2 PBAFIFEA I cohort life table
SFR “ 5E #E 75 fin 22 (generation life table) ”. ${4 H2) 1]
MELTAF, RIRAE—HR AHE (A BB 407
39.7.13 FE&FMER complete life table
PARE | AR AR 73 4N 75 3
3.97.14 TfEBEEMIER abridged life table
MEER 5 BIFIELL 5 5 —MER AN FHmR.
3.97.1.5 E£EFAEFR cause-climinated life table
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AR B E ST IR R R, BB SR A A AR
R AT ST TR o H T PPl Rr e 5 5O
PRI 30 A AR T i ORI, 5 B 2 SR PR 2 — S AL
REA TG R an e 22
3.97.1.6 #REFMGFR model life table
R T HR A2 I B @2 i G, H T A
AN EVREAAR () A A S AN T A iy o ST Fm A 7 V%
AR, & TR Z RN DR X, SRR A
BNASHIFRIAN 734 T H
3.97.2 FanRiER
3.9.7.2.1 SLELFHY exact age
M A BTSN Dy 0k, R B A A B A
3.97.22 FHEFFH  average years lived
FERAER A, RO T P AR AL
3.9.7.23 EEAH  number of survivors
AR RIS AR B — AN, JEAFE e B A7 1~ 1)
N#, H—ffie “o~" 5 4H M A%Ch 100000,
3.9.7.24 JET-A#  number of deaths
“H” FAEEMANEL BIMRARR A AR — AN
H, BEARRS B AE AL TR B TN
3.97.25 HHFANFH  person-years of life
R AR A [ IS AR A — AN, SRR S B A7 AR 125
e BAAT B NAEH
3.97.26 H£HFERAFEH total person-years of life
BAE R RIS AR — RN, RFER BN AE S R
FT A R B AEAE N AR B S A
3.9.7.27 HAEEFE  life expectancy
EIEN R AWNRE D @A Wil e v e IR S I v
— A P LB R A b AR (T
[ B L AR ) — AR AR R B A TG R, 2 EEEAN )
HIX o AR BIBE T K1 4R AR o
3.9.7.3 EHftbigtr

3.9.7.3.1

PYLL
RAEAE TSI R (1) 4 8 26 s 1T 1) B — I B0 3 Bl 2k
F) 75 i

3.9.7.32 BREFEEGSE quality adjusted life years,

QALY
N “TRE AR, WA AL A A T R
KB, AfEREEIBER, BEMER0~1, 153
() —F g FREPR 50 AN 7 i ot B 1) IE (R 235 D B4R AR, 1
R EUE S B 1AM R A A4

3.9.7.33 FE@iRkE  years of life lost, YLL
DR L B0 Pl B0 1) 7 i 42 2 N AR SR, AR I P 804
R

3.9.7.34 1R5%RIAEEEMMSE  disability-adjusted life year,

DALY
NRR ORI WRIRBIBET T4 25 1) 4
A e A, AR R AR I SR A7 A 4 ok N AR SR
A 9978 F 55040 %k 5 | R 1) i R 7 i 4 2 N4 A

3.9.7.35 FEf®HIE  burden of disease, BOD
P~ RN BRI AN K A2
R T A A R 3 ) A

3.9.7.3.6 {ERHEAEZE® healthy life expectancy, HLE
TEIAEE A5 i Al B b, i — 20 2 IR B RS AN
A BRSO, SO — AN ANAE TR BEIRAS T A
SRR 1§

3.97.37 FiakEIEEw®

expectancy, DFLE
FIR 5 AR08 2H 08 P B 00k 5| RS PR i B 3 e B 2R s
TR FER A, BALRE.

3.9.7.3.8 HBIENEAEEH G active life expectancy, ALE
BT HH AR IS 6 B AR VR I S ) N B A

BIEBEFEL  potential years of life lost,

disability-free life

3.10  H| A4

3.10 #3447  discriminant analysis
P M — SE TR, R FHRE AR JE A 12 R i DU T R A
T I 2R 0 i 53 2K 071

3.101 EAXES
3.10.1.1 M5EE433  supervised classification

TERYER Iy BT, B i A i dn2s CEI 2 )

0 SR 2R IR D AT GR, IIZRTE K

PRSI B DURERT IR RS I B8t 2R 4T 70 R 7 1%
3.10.1.2 JEMEEFSr2  unsupervised classification

AT ERMH SRR R PR, 2 s N AE

GE R0 B AT 3 RN TV

3.102 EBEE#IFISE  distance discriminant analysis
MR HEAE AAE 23 (] 5 AN S AR B Sz 30 e 1 By L i
TIEA BRI TV

3.102.1 BEE&HILEM  minimum distance criterion
SRR “ BRI 771 (nearest neighbor method)”. #£ Al
A EARAE 3 ) R AR PR g, DU B R T s R
YR

3.103 ZB&H/RFFIE  Fisher discriminant analysis
NFR “Fisher HIHE". £ AR BN—AT7 ], G115
%2 M i AR A% T In) L2 AR 2 ) ) IX 4 FEE
PNGOIRFS

27



3.103.1 ZEFHRMEN|  Fisher criterion
X FR “Fisher #EN 7o &£ ML TT ), (14573 6]
FEAR R 2% ) e N 22 8 Bl By, T2 Al ()
7 7 e ORI R U

3.103.2 ERFH/R¥F|BIEE Fisher discriminant function
R “Fisher HInl k%7 TR0 TS T7
%, @ FEEAER T, A F SR A AAE
B e A s KA 7 2 58N 7 2. SEIRE
AR RIS, FRARER4ERE . iz N TR
BLEF I BRIz 48 SR e 3E 1 70 BT 55
BT E 7 R PERE R HERAE o

3.104 DIMHHERFIRISE  Bayes discriminant analysis
BT DU B e BRI 43 205 1, IR S IR NSk
SEFEARTTERA . GG el MR KA, 1R
KIGRMEZ I EANIE R KRR EH T A E
PEFIE B A, Tz B TEGR A M52
AIGETHHERTH, ST 7328 a) R 2 R A R 5 S
S

3.104.1 HAFIEHEEN

probability criterion
T DU S PR SRS SR U],k R R B R
MER B B S EUE AT HEWT . 456 20505 B AT I
B, AR, RHAES RS HS . T
N TS G HERTAE S8, SCREA
Bff 7 T 2R R AU B AR SR, SR AR AN AL A ()
EfRRE.

3.104.2 s FIEHSAEN

criterion
— PR HEN, I M o SR E R S I AR A3
TR R, B SR N 4561 KA S

maximum posterior

minimum average loss

ML, 3 M T AT B B0R 0 A A R 37 5

3.104.3 T-XFHIEE generalized square distance
FAEGIRTE B Y&, (R S R A B
VR REAT AR M, DUISONEAS [R] 248 i BlORFAE 1Y) 2 0

3.10.5 #AIASAE  maximum likelihood method
FESHUAGTHIN, HREIMEAT 24 50D s H B T st
KB — HAR Y S B 1 )7

3.105.1 FRAPVFREN  maximum likelihood criterion
—FhSHAE TR, HER GRS EE, 5
AREGHRAE LS €AY (IR B H0E Bl i KAk, B
ZHUAST LI ES R A AR 2R ) A Bl T R A K

3.10.6 DIMHERATE  Bayes formula method
BT DU S 2 A 2 A KO R 3 LR ) 0 AR

THRAS I 2R R N R TREAS J& T2 — S
3.107 BEFIHISH
SDA

—FETHATERG R, BB R E,

PR GEvHHEN e AL &, AEFEH — AR TN

T7ik, %R LA A 77 sUX 2 FEAS T J AN [F)

Il
3.10.8
CDA

— PR T REA N AR A B S AR A &

(ISR 715, XS 55 T e X A A

T I WA [F) 2531 o
3.109 ZAKFFIF 54  multilevel discriminant
analysis

ZIKF IR T, MR R B AR &

SRR T &I MR, LA H 8

IF & 1) — M 2 AR B G v A BT T
3.10.10  FIRIBERIFMN
validity

FH At & ) A 2R 1) 1 RN 4 SRR FE R PR AR BT

%, W ILAERAREOT VR . TRIEFERE . HERASE . KSR

FE. BREZE, F1 04 ZilEREREZ (ROC)

k. HiZ FER (AUC) 45,
3.10.10.1 $8#I#EZE  misclassification probability

I3 A RLIG AL A i A e i TR 2R
3.10.10.1.1 SEEXEPE  confusion matrix

AR R4 7 2R s A TR 1) S By e 88 SR 5 T 732K

GERZ ARG ZR, TS Bl 7 A B g M e A
3.10.10.2 [EX4E5E& retrospective validation

BARGENT I, T IR B 1 4 8 S 4 B4 s 4K

NAEAY, I H O R FRIIME 5 B S 1R 22 e R

BT 0 Y SR A& RO B — M5 12
3.10.10.3 ZXIEUE  cross validation

— PRI AE R T, R 2 I ZREE AN AR

CAIF NS, HNZREERI R, JRf Hmh

SLTIURER AR VALY () 1 R
3.10.10.4 JIYIiE  jackknife

MR “FE—IE YRR —FMRBEGUE Y,

R PRI B B — RS, A5 FH TR AR R R A A A

B, I B HERR FIREA AR R 1 Re . R Bidd

LB AR PN — R, R&@EdBEETE

DG SRARVP ALY ) AR R

stepwise discriminant analysis,

BANF) B4 H7  canonical discriminantanalysis,

evaluation of discriminant
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3.11

3.11 EBH9#r  cluster analysis
NRR “EEBEIHT o — MO R B b S FEAR 3 I T
%, AR AN NI Z R AT RE D, AN AR
ST ) 22 S P R T i

3.11.1 #mEZ sample clustering
SRR “Q B2 (Q-type clustering) 7o — i F-FE A [A]
(I IR B AR AR 7 AN R 2R B 7

3.11.1.1 #MIEEEE  sample distance
FH T A A Z TR AL (R R 5

3.11.1.1.1 BRJLESEEE Euclidean distance
NFR “BRIRFERS 7. FH TR AN U7 2 i) LR PR
BT, EET U RO LA L, A&
YEFE AR ZAB P 7 A TR

3.11.1.1.2 SMAtAEESS Manhattan distance
NRR O X R . T A S 2 4 ]
HH B AL R i) 22 L ) 68 L 22 R0 SR i 8 7 s 2 (1]
PR

3.11.1.1.3 XA kEFEEEE  Minkowski distance
NRR “RPER 7, — Ml & 2 425 (A g > fl 2 1]
FEESHO7VE, eIl — TSR E X, BRI AR R
SR, ZAHSRIEER . KL RSE S5
ZHEER .

3.11.1.1.4 BhiALEHTEEE  Mahalanobis distance
XRR “HIREEE . HTIHRERANFEA SALE 2 4E 75 5]
R BT, AMUERYERL R 2 5, 17 IS YL
(] FRIAH S

3.11.12  KEEEEITEAEN

inter-class distance
PPAG A [7] 5 28 2 8] PR AFABL 1A B 22 S A 1) PR v U o

3.11.12.1 #mRFEIEEA  nearest neighbor
DAV 288 PR B s 30 110 T A A Bl A e 2 i) ) P ok
AT REN T

3.11.12.2 mIKEEA  furthest neighbor
DAV 28 Hh B g 07 110 T A A i A e 2 i) ) ok
AT RE TT .

3.11.1.2.3 H[EEEEL intermediate neighbor
DN SN e N A G SR S OB SRR e
T

3.11.12.4 3L average linkage
DL R4 H IO s (Rl — R i A AR s 138
B Z R PE B R AT SR %

3.11.12.5 H|WOEEEE  centroid neighbor
DA TR 4 B I E O 2 (8] 1 FE B R 1A T ISR
T

calculation criterion of

RER M

3.11.12.6 BEFFFE  Ward's method
fEIFR “Wald V7. EREANTRET, WA FIREA S 3
RO IR IR, FAETE RN =
T AN, 15 25 S5 VA TR bR, TR R,
HABBRDN, TR BRBOMLT .

3.11.13 RZEZ hierarchical clustering
MR “RIRRE” “HIRERRT. AR A AR
EHATIHEM I, BN RS EMA K,
RETH RS R R R, R 1B B B R 2R A
R8T BEE TR R S H R R PR B, PR
Hrbia iR &IF. BE IR, B2 &9 20
BIHERN REE I N—K.

3.11.13.1 FR%EHEE  hierarchy diagram
—FRARERIE R, 2T A R AR 1) (R AR AL D 2Rk
ik B, BRI R RIREAIME S &, SR
INFEA

3.11.13.2 HHRE  tree diagram
TR (B BRAMFEAR) RNEKRS Z R —M
gitgll, Frd ol RoRBUNERE, R RRE
KRER . H T8RRI AL ZKP B

3.11.14 k #{EEA  k-means clustering
—FRRER T, HARERER RN, A5
Fi B T D a2 438 JE 0 5040 whoAR AR TS 48 0 20 2R
BIREAAE RGBS i T T REARIAIFE S, X R
SRR ROMO T A AT IZANAE, FREFEA I
N EWIIREER T RN rh, 2 IS R
FONZERIME. BE LRERE, AEEMEREAREZE
SEEEANTE EE R SEN A k.

3.11.1.4.1 #14a%E3EHuly  initial cluster center
122 (A RRTFUEEAHT, A KIR AL .

3.11.14.2 &=&EFEAuly  final cluster center
1E 2 BE R FIEARGE R, TR RIMAREE KW
HHG R

3.11.1.4.3 E3E#  number of clusters
EZ ALY, KBRS WA FERTE #E,
THURE RS B W EH 23 i N L SE E

3.11.1.4.4 1RIREEE  quick cluster
KHAEALTHR . FRYE. SRAE . WIIR AL SE SR (15
TE B G IN[R] Y 58 R 28 23 M i — R SRR B

3.11.2 ZLEEEZ  variable clustering
SRR “R BUEZE(R-type clustering)”. & T48 & 2 [6] 1)
AEALE BSRH DG 1K AR B o 2 A — A I 7V, RN SRR
AT DA —> B 1y B AR B R R

3.11.2.1 ZE=([E#E{LE  variable similarity
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FERIE M, o K £ 9 A2 B 2 TR AR Ak A A 1
RECENERRIVE -SSRl iR NEES {ib) PSR

o
3.11.2.1.1 RE/REFEXZEE  Pearson correlation
coefficient

NFR “Pearson AHK RE . HTFEREMN MES AL &
Z A B M SCHR AR BE AN 7 Tl [ 48 Aw . BUE T-1 A1 1 2
i), Horp 1 FoR7TERIEMR, -1 ZoR7TBEMAERK, 0
FoRAMK
3.11.2.1.2 &KR5%HM{LE cosine similarity
T s AN W B AE 2 4823 (B P AR BE I dR AR, &
SCRIXPRA [ & 1) A A a2 Al i im) & )RR BR BA
AT R T
3.11.2.1.3 FUBLZREL coefficient of contigency
T AT A 3 AR 8 2 [ G HRE B ) 4ehs . BT
BRI, RN EZ AIRHOBC R . HAEN
T 0 120m, 0 RN ERETEEMA, 1
TR BN
3.11.2.1.4 ERR/REMMXZEE  Spearman rank
correlation coefficient
3 P A ) AH 56 5% 2R 1 B8 DR FEE A 5 777 Tl 1 3
SR GRS . BT AR E AR AR 53 A1 5 7y
AMRARF, BONA 7 KA R R .
3.11.2.1.5 BERHEHEAXEH  Kendall rank correlation
coefficient
fA R “Kendall FRAHC R 57, &AL 52 (528
R BCHE S BIARALE . A T X EE (FF
P AR B B A (RIS () B0 0D FAS B T )
B (FERANZE T A AR R EEE .
3.11.2.2  ZE[EHEIE T EEN
inter-class similarity

PG AN [F] 2 B 9] (AR AU B 22 S R b B A

calculation criterion of

e R E IR, Rl A B R NE
BHIEOLT
3.11.22.1 mAHEIAREE maximum similarity
coefficient method
P JE PR 2R P AN 0 G R RS (AL &R %) Rk
1B, {5099 2K 1A BE B (RHAUL RO — M RS R K%
3.11.22.2 HSPMBEMEBE  minimum similarity
coefficient method
PA73 JE ISR S0 RIS R RS (FEBL R %) s
B, 5P 2 EE B (R REOM) — M R R
3.11.3 #RMIEEHE  fuzzy clustering
SOV SR & T 2 ANE %, T AN A &
T AR SR . B S AR TR
SR, RER/TEANENIEE, &HTAEL
SRR BSR4 T ) B SR A
3.11.4 BF#E#MEZ  ordinal clustering methods
— BT T T AL B R 1) 3R 0T, TR —
SE NG HES R E R, SERAE SRS T DR SR 46 o
ABATEL o I 73 B 2 s 2 18] BRI B 971 G 2]
BRI FuAs TR X B, A BN B R it 2 1)
22 S d by, TTANIR] X B A 22 5 e K
3.11.5 EhESHEEEE  dynamical clustering methods
P i ) 2 A B e B T T A s ) s £ 3
1T IRBTIITIE, Reig iR HE HE 1 3 AR P Sy 5
BRI, DOE RSO AR Tk
(EERRTINE W SN R W S Ay IR SR e
3.11.6 FALEIE  two-step clustering
WEMANPRIERE L F—0, GBI T
KB R N2 BN T, ARG R R
F0, EEANTRENHEREE GRFH RS
REITIE, LTSRN B 12K G I iR & 1 R K
iR, Dl DA R SR A .

3.12  ERAAHM

3.12 EWS9HT  principal component analysis, PCA
NFR “F GBS —FpEET 2 € B A
HKRF, PHEYERAE, JF@Ed &ty b 801
MR ER BN Z TGt ik,

3.12.1 PE#  dimensionality reduction
W e L BR OR B R — LU B RAE, e BRmg S
B URCEARFAE, DUBR e i Ak B FEE 1) v 48 P2 R A1 2 e
TRAL 72

3.122 HHE{E eigenvalue
NAR “FEAE" “ARAE”. FRFNTT 2, HHT
Ar s AE

3.123 $F{Em@E eigenvector
MR WA PR CARERE. KR 2R
FRAEAE A i, 38 T S R 1 P 5 ZE R R O i
AR T 22 B KA T ANRRAE, 2R AR 1) SRR
I AR R O A 8 I (R IR A 7 B o, S AR R A
I FEYE

3.124 =ER4 principal component
JRIAR B LIEA S, BAE MBI ZR & R R
TREIRZE B AL RIS S, IR B PR 4ER H 1

3.125 EM5E45  principal component scores

BT FORAT B A ML ML RAMIE N 7 52 R
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1B
3.126 FZETIELZE variancecontributionrate
SRR “T7 R W7 220 M Th BRI AR 2 T
ZE T o LA
3.127 RBRFETEE
cumulativevariancecontributionrate
— i BT ade 2 RO ARRR SR AR B T 22 1) AR LA
(4R R . TS B E OR B o OB, SBl R IR
JEE DR B A5 B RIS PR 4 12
3.128 FXHFEFE  components matrix
NRR A", HERMERBNZAE BT
R AT A R, M AN BR AR AR B O I 7 A TN R 3L

3.13

3.13 L2  meta-analysis
XBR “Tuomth”s FERGLRRT, B —F AR,
RGPS A T 45 FIF AT L35 VR A E =00
IR pRr S

3.13.1 EAKREE
3.13.1.1 3NE=E effect size

SR AN B AT R AL T R 2R K 5 s AR 2 ) 5K
R/ B EN G & -

3.13.1.1.1 EHMHEE combined effect size
W 2 AL T ) 45 R TF AN B — B RS R
BOMN R E, BPHA G R B2 AN LT 5T 1) 25
HR

3.13.1.1.1.1 PBENISIAER!  random effect model, REM
YA TR Gt EAAAE R L, BN St &
ZIA) () 22 e B AR R 22 R RE I, T TN &
IR

3.13.1.1.1.2 EEMRIER fixed effect model, FEM
YR G E R F R, BN SR
Z IRV 22 S R RE R ZE R R, 6 IR AR R
Rt

3.13.1.1.1.3 DIMtEr%itid#E  Bayesian statistical

procedure
ARSI E B ERAE R, MK NIH-iE
B, ORI, MR R A HERTR S 4
THI72: . G ML RS R SR AR T T e i & T RO
[P W RrS - SR TE e S

3.13.1.2 SR  heterogeneity
FEAS . s st 78 (R A7 AE A2 e, RINRHIE. 2L
LSS AR 22 5 o 7R E RO A S AN 45 B S I n BLR
HFIAL

3.13.1.2.1 l@FKRFFM clinical heterogeneity

FIBHRILI 2> DR 50 i 4 A B8 P S M A2
3.129 f#&AME  scree plot
— R TR, B BLE i B IR T 2 A
br, CAFE R 8R  77 ZH R 5 B A bR . T E
VA R AR B 0 6 % BUA T3, I 5
FHIEE SRR “Phm” KA E
3.12.10 FERKSEYT  principle component regression,
PCR
—H RIS TR RN 2 B TS Gl R R AR
FRGHE BN B AR, W& n] TR AR 2 e
IR, FEBRES /T 22 BT I RE i o

P il

TENG IR FEE S e, AR L T P it sl 7 i
THEF (B AE AR Sk
3.13.1.22 FHEFRBRM  methodological
heterogeneity
T &M TTEAR, Wk st g5 )milE T
LRI ey RIS 55 22 1) 51 AR AR e
3.13.1.23 BitFFREM  statistical heterogeneity
FH 3 i AR S Jo P B 2 S o e P 5 3 R 4 F 3 3
WETERSI AR S, I T BEATL R 2 B SR A2 R
3.13.1.3 B=L1MEM Cochrane collaboration
NFR “Cochrane FMEM o —> LA O g [ 5 4= A
A7 994 2 2% P 2 /K - 2 R 0 i 44 1 I B 1 2 2
SR L . RH LT 7B R A @S A A
FaFE WA Z m R R AL, SRE AT e dE, (Rt
PHUER TR -
3.132 EMZEZESDHr  conventional meta-analysis
XTEA R R 2 A0 0 45 R AT 2 A T V.
3.132.1 HZEKMEE search strategy
TE WAL R ARSI 2t b, B R R A KR
BT, Wk A B2k RERE BRRTT
%, SRR RS AR R
3.132.1.1 EZZFFIA medical subject headings
— P REMEFE H R R A5 B AR, H R
T FE R R T .
3.132.12 HBEHIA free-text terms
T gk B AN Z R R ], T E bR g kR E

SRIEA .
3.132.2 MHEABREWN quality assessment of
references

PGSR B 9T 2B, X6F STk T 9 A 7 R L S

FIEEE L ST AN G o UL HEAT BT R VA
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3.132.2.1 MWEBESEM internal validity
NRR BRI BEFTvcTE b R OC R IR HERA L,
ST S HERR VR 2% R 2= TR A REFT, AT A TR 45 SR
AEETE

3.132.22 4SPERESLM  external validity
MPR “HNERRE " BEFAE A A A B N
FIREST, IRMEBIF TR 2 ik A

3.132.3 REMAI heterogeneity test
Tt 2 A BA MR H s 72 & B A 7B rEm
7%

3.132.3.1 QO I O test
T VR, 2 AN JRSLHE FE 0 T AFAE S o PR I — R vk,
I R TR B A ST R S R R, R
Wit B R RIT 0 A0, B H OB 1.

3.132.32 P#89& I-square test
TPl 2 STt s 45 SR e P S vt 7 i e
GiitEAN—AEH I HE, T 5o ER o 78 RN R
A8 S B o B LE R, HHUE S BEE AR 0%~100%
ZNA), AR BROR S o Mok

3.132.33 I2H53 47 subgroup analysis
VI FERE AR 5 R 23 21 J5 43 AT Ge it 0 i, DA
IRZ AN [V BFAA ] (1) RN 22 57

3.132.34 Meta [BlY3 meta regression
NAR “Tulml= 7, i 2k A 77925, A T T i
BIFFE 0T GURFAE 55 R 30 & TR RS SR, B AEIR IT
AT T St JO P 1 A5 RH WA R 08 RIS RN PR 52

3.132.35 HURMSTHT  sensitivity analysis
PRSI T 45 SR B R B S O A AR A L 1K 23 B
Jrik, VLA G R A RIS BT EEPE G B

3.132.4 EHMEEfHIT  combined effect size

estimation
RS/ N RIS 1B 2 i N N 7 = R
B A I A T S X T R 75 7

3.13.2.4.1 FFHKE  forest plot
FEREALFRZIBE A 1800 1)~ T B A A8 A% 2R DA — 2% 3
BT E bt FAT TR 2 R B E
A ATARR AR AN NI T 1) RARE RN ATATAE (X
8], FH—ANZE T AT BT R /N IR G 9 RO B 1R R
AT X [A] ) — M TR

3.132.5 —H M4  consistency test
XF 2 AL TR Rt & 1) — Bk AT R SR 1 Ty
7, MR AL TRk, TR 2 AR
gt & AT A IF

3.133 ZEFLEFESSHT  cumulative meta-analysis, CMA
— R RO, A I FEBE H R0 T R
B MNELNGE K, FEAHIARIMANG, 1%

—E NP HES RS IR, I ARMKIE R, TR
SRAIE LSS RN B A, T 0P ST o0 25
CE R AP
3.134 MARZFTEZESHT  network meta-analysis, NMA
— MY R TR EAE TN, E B =
Tt e DA b f = FiE K SR AR T B — ATl 4%, £
IR 2% v B AT TR B A, R T A B AN Rl vt
A GE— IR+
3.134.1 RFRIRMIHLZ T ER
cumulative ranking curve, SUCRA
WRARZEAE 73 b, FH T R 7 AN [ P4 it SR A e 1
BIR 7% o AR I e M =2 s 1) SR AR 3 B o 4
()& Pt it ) RAHE P R I, TR 2 R T
e
3.13.4.2 PIREEMIE  network plot
IRLARZ5 A5 73 B R4 9 2 B PRI 0702, FHARER I 2%
PR Tl PR 7 ORI B 2 T B L
LIS 5 N
3.134.3 EIZELEZIR  direct comparison effect
TP B AACR AL TR B TSk Sk B RV I BEATL
HER 0o JRRONG R P 9 A B 22 b T B 2R 4T BB L
L3
3.134.4 [BFZFLLECMIM  indirect comparison effect
0 I B PR P it 5 3 R R ZH ) B b A
s HET H I P AT T It TR PR RS S8R 1R 7 1
3.135 IZHTMEEEDHT  meta-analysis of diagnostic
test accuracy studies
—FPEE XSRS 253 i o GBI S 2 TS R
WAt Tt, LrE BVl 2 W TR sl i A i
REGERRS R SRR, DAL ] SRR .
3.13.6 MEEIELEEESSHT  individual patient data
meta-analysis
ANEEAH CE R LM T2 R a8 #7254
Gy, T A T SRS A ERE, AT A A
() —Mh 7
3.137 {mfe  bias
SR A B A T HE S ESUE AR R 2 . T H &R
Guiw e Bl RAR ZEIE
3.137.1 ##ERM  sampling bias
R SCRRI P AR ) ey, AR R R AT . AR T
O AT 5] S R A A O 3 55 o
3.13.7.1.1 %KMW publication bias
ZERE T AR DG T A O SR SR 1% 32 R T B
BT AT RGN 2
3.13.7.1.1.1 Jm3}E  funnel plot
DA RUFE Jytsatil, SNl vHRE B2 Canditivt 77 22 1451

surface under the

32



BORFEARR) YRR S B . HAR 2 A A &
Hahn, ROVALTHRE B R A, AR RIE R, AT
R B R RRIR R . TN R R m e ol
farsf EXFRIEAR A8 e 35 S LA R o

3.13.7.1.1.2 kL2 ZAEH fail-safe number
MERRRNE G X B 855, 1t
AR EZ D B G R A R AR W R . BUEROK,
Ui B SUBRAS e, 5B HERN K T B PR )N

3.13.7.1.1.3 BI4PME  trim and fill method
— B Ak TR R BRI SN BT R R R A 1A B AT
IEMAESH G 71k AR R E gl 2 A
XIRREANEEAA FE, B BT 10 = B A =H )
Crputy, R AR AN IR o B e 2 B Bt ST R
HOOT L R R 2R A

3.13.7.12 &R search bias
DRI 2R FH 1] A v e 2% SR 2K 1 HH I D Ay B A
FH IR SCHRIN 7 A R 75

3.137.13 FE3RfF  index bias
IRV SR F2 A 50 o 5 | AN A T 52 50RO SCHR AR B A
R A ) AR 5

3.13.7.14 5|3X{mfa citation bias
RGLARNS, WIS ZH ORI 5 R K, ngs
SRO9BH M B 5T AT B bl g S I B 2 MR
Z RN EA S A

3.137.15 iBE MW  language bias

3.14

3.14 BEIEIFFI44  time series analysis
Vg 2 R BT 1) T >R 4 280 R LB 7 P R B A I
LG, 2 P B 7 S AR AR B, SRR
XA AR T o

3.14.1.1 BEHEXEH autocorrelation function
JEE BTN 20 FE 590 5 T 0 P SIME AR R
ST 6] ) R

3.14.1.2 {mBMEXEE partial autocorrelation function
45 E — MBI FIHE IR, JERZIN BT

AWt 2 5 2 Ji5 B AR % 5 FUE AH SR FE K 7 1l R R

3.14.1.3 FEi3B3E]F%) stationary time series
SRR YA B I 1] (R HERS 1T A2 Ak 1R IS 8] 7 47, 230N
KB AR — BN 8] 8 FRAE R BE B S, R ok
I R AT AR ABLRE

3.14.1.3.1 B{R#QIE  unit root test
HRI PR3 7 51 A7 R AE AR AE AL R Y | AR 5
DUIE B [ B A7 [ A AE A AR T — 1 o kAT

MRRIEM AT, £ SCHRA 28 I Rl PR 7 15 A 2 AR 1) O
o
3.13.7.2 EHERT  selection bias
B TR AN RIPIE A Y, FENIEH 5 ARIENF R
fE EAFEZE R, W= AN R S5x AT
PEZESE, T FEOH TS Rl 2 5158, M= AE 1) &R
3.13.7.21 MAFREMAB  inclusion criteria bias
DRI SR PR 228 A AN HRE A 77 A 1 O 125
3.13.7.22 i%IFHEME selector bias
AR 20 N5 B b A48 75 326 SRR IR 52 2195 06 2 32
JE YRR T 7 A R AR 6
3.13.7.3 #EMWwE  within study bias
NN B SCHR 2 B A S22 () ey o LG4
W Awfs, BERREIF AT, 5 R .
3.13.7.3.1 1IBEER{E extractor bias
SR HT T NN AT 9 rh SR X B 45 S AN HE R
T = AR (P A R
3.13.7.32 WREBE=EFES WA bias in scoring study
quality
XTI FE I BT B PR AN A 75 A4
A1 1T 77 AR R AR 47
3.13.7.33 3R&EMRME  reporting bias
N PR G 7 7E 2 I AR I SN SO S
HefE B HUR S KRBT S BN R AR 2

i 18] 7 5| -4

Rrge ge it B R IE, T R 2R S A R e U7
o
3.14.1.4 [=FF2  strictly stationary
IS 8] 7 A1 R GE TR B A A S E IS [B] B ORHF AN,
RN (8] FP 7V I (R PR AT R ARG, R RIS
AT IS 8] 20 A [R] R BT Gt R
3.14.1.5 FEFER  weak stationary
B[] F7 51 () G TR DA B BE R 1) 2% R AE I ] B R
FEANAR, RN [R]FF VI A3l PR AT ARG, 3
RE 2 IS A0 I 1) e 20 A TR AR FE e T
3.14.1.6 %% differencing
PRSI 8] 7 1) AR 15 P A2 OB e BOR, ARUOuS
JRAE 5 A T — I ZI IR ek 25 4w, % H T ER
I 8] 1 o ARSME IR A% D R IR A AP Aad .
3.14.1.7 ZFTES seasonal differencing
PRI 8] 7 21 AR 15 P Aa B F R BOR, AR UOo!
HA — 8 A BE 1) 2= P st 8] P 1) vh R — AN S 3

FT RO R 25 X 7 ) 24 L, 79 81 R30S B T
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bR 7 IXA A R 2= 1

3.14.1.8 p Mi#ESr p-order difference
XF RGNS [ A E S p IRZESMIBH .

3.142 38¥FBE  exponential smoothing
— P A B TN 5 32, SE R P s e R T i s
IRIRLER, A3 LA X Tt &5 SRS 5K,
NI BE 5 1l 4l 12 540 T e 3 AN 3h 524k

3.142.1 TEEBENFELY  simple moving average
DN LSRR 21 0 P 5] e 470 SO0 i A S5 TR L 5%
B, TR T — I 21 B A .

3.142.2 TEEIEHFEE simple exponential smoothing
RFE IFRECT I, 0I5 24 AL (AT HT— AN~
EREAT ISP KR A BRI, A — AP 2 (D
KA 7E 24 RS THE RS2 MR AR S

3.142.3 ERGAESHIRHTE

exponential smoothing
i #% “Holt MZHHRHCFIE ", X1 RN EH
()R, AL 1 AR B Dy I ] [A) B, 281728 58 Dl RO AL 1)
AANERNHTT AR, LI AT B D3 — I Th) 1) ol )
U

3.142.4 ERYF-EFH=SHRIERTE

Holt-Winters three-parameter exponential smoothing
f& PR “Holt-Winters —Z¥da %01 7. XT3 R 2tk
s SRR R (R PP A, AE E AR g a] [A] B
PR A B g FIUNME A 2tk (Rl VA 7 Rl B, B nZE9 2%
82 J SEEILAR A I g — I 1) 1 oG S T

3.142.41 ERYF-RIFHIICERE.  Holt-Winters'

additive model
fA7A% “Holt-Winters VAR ", Xf Taft BV
JESRAVE RO ) 7 51, AE B AR RO I TR (AR L 63
D TRIIAE 2t el 7 R A B, DOz 08 nZ=
RN S5 SR T 2 Dy i — s ] ] B 4 T o

3.142.42 FERY-RFHNRSERE.  Holt-Winters'

multiplicative model
fa]#% “Holt-Winters AR ", Xf Tt BV
J SRR RIS TR P 51, A2 B AR B I IRN (AR . Rl Ae &
N TRINME B Rl U= 7 A2 b, DAsfei B B nZ=
RN S BRI X — I [ 17 g £ T

3.143 HBHEYIHRE  autoregressive model
KT 1) A AR S AR, Ay 2 E O 5 T3
VUESE RNz g it

3.143.1 BEYABTHFHER

average model
AR “ARMA #5887, I 8] Fp 51 BEAT 38 40 WA
SR TR e 453 58 0 AR ZE A, A6 d s A T T =4
GURIEN:k it

Holt two-parameter

autoregressive moving

3.143.1.1
theorem
AT B T3 22~ A R AT LA 23 i i S AR SR AR
Feolz i, Hor, —AFRFsegmeEttss, H—
AR R 7>
3.143.12 HEREF delay operator
L HRE IS 1) 51 24 AR R ] i — P 20 7 SEAEX
MR RIS
3.143.1.3 FEpFEHIRE!  moving average model
TR “MA R, T[] Fp A7) vhoof BEAT AR A [ 4K
PRI P55 22 R, LS H P T 00000 =24 i PRS2
3.143.2 RIS HEEIE  Cramer's decomposition
theorem
AR TR R B X TATA I (R F A, BT RA
IR 56 4 Hh g SRS SR E 1) 22 T E P 5
3 R W P 8158 N ) BE ML B # 2 «
3.143.3 BREVAKMZBENFIIRE  autoregressive
integrated moving average model
fETFK “ ARIMA R 7, S I 3 22 73 S BRI (8] 7 51
Rk, SR JE R A BRAT 8 70 IR A [l A A Ty
PITASHR 372, R a8 P T 00 24 T AR AR o
3.143.4 ZFTMHEBRIKMFBE)FIREY
autoregressive integrated moving average model
Sl BZE T 22 03 SEPLIN (8] R P Atk , SR JE Xz
WRAE T 70 LI L [ A F000 P 4 0 70 P 22, RS A
B4 FH T T =24 i BT
3.143.5 HHEIMETERKME A% FEEE

autoregressive integrated moving average with exogenous

KRB HREIE Wold decomposition

seasonal

input model
EIFR “ARIMAX 87, [ 25 521 A0 AR AR 5 52 0 (1)
SRAE [A] 358 5P IR
3.143.5.1 th%E cointegration
P2k 2 AP AR IS 8] 32 0 R AP MR AH & P A
[, FRIFIX L [A] 7 7K HA T8 E R R
3.143.5.1.1 1h#ERIE cointegration test
R T AR Z AR A 581 — 2 TR A & H &
T 2R it e T
3.144 BREAKHZRFEZEE  autoregressive
conditional heteroskedasticity model
fAl PR “ARCH A8Y 7, BT[] i 1 BEAE 2 3 i 0
DUAE, (R B A8 2 I IS 220 ) BB ATL R 22 A2 I i o 9040
WARST B 7 25 AN TE RS ZE U5 T R, 6T A4 2 HE )
FA T 00000 24 A AR
3.14.4.1 EEh&EEE  volatility clustering
FEH BRI 18] 2 21 B B E R AR AR R e, B2 P A1
KBy I A LRI, AHAE S LU B tH IR 22 1)
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ER SRR TN
3.1442 "X BEVFAZRHFHERE  generalized
autoregressive conditional heteroskedastic model
fIFR “GARCH A84”, FLTIn 8] 7 41 R A4 0
AUINAE, - FR] s ABAE 22 T A 220 ) BB ATL R 2 A2 e i T30
T7 ZAHEE BT SRA B ST PR Z A S TR, 3
ALY S HE ) P 0000 =24 i O T
3.1443 BEVE-IXBEEREFHFHERE a
combination of autoregressive model and generalized
autoregressive conditionally heteroscedastic model
PR “AR-GARCH #5817, [ [] JAA5 AL 48 2 i (B 7T LA
RAL P LA AN S, | B BIE AR T7 2
RUNU AT LAY G 8] e 51 o BEATLE 50 1) 5 52 PR A g A2
IR . P G55 T RRE N () I R 18] 3 37 o 6 3
S BN 5 A
3.145 #IrmEYIFER!  joinpoint regression model
— A IR I 1) PR A AR AR S Ge Tt T ik . AR
JEAER ARG I 7] PP AL, S IR RO B AU
() 73 B BAN R X 8], A X TR BEAT - S 40 & A
A, ST BE V20 3 VA4 SR N ] Y B A AS [ DX TR P 471
AR AL -
3.145.1 (e L tie i < EFHRE
joinpoint regression model
—Fh R AR, R (8] R A o BONE T IX B RS
AN DX B P A 1 5 e M ] DA R R SR R A0 N A
W IS 1) PR AR AL R o IS R A8 ol S B TP AE
PrridnaH L.

simple linear

3.15

3.15 Z[E)4#7  spatial analysis
AfF b PR 25 () AR R A AR A GBI I S T T i

3151 EAEEE
3.15.1.1 HIBIEEFHRL geographical information

system, GIS
X} AN B 43 i BR SR J2E M B 2 AT A OGO AT R AR
fitifr. B, BH. 2. ErRMERPEARRS.
3.15.1.2 =[EHHE spatial data
FH R 7 Hh B 2 [B] R G b i R B L& 40T
FHERR . USRI EdE, B &, B
I 7] =3 3 2 B
3.15.1.2.1 #HE#HE  raster data
TEZYER T B DA T ot R oR B A R AL E
R T8 e ) 2 T B S A
3.151.22 RE¥IE vector data
DU i iy 2 T B 2 A A SR 3R 7 th B AR AE

3.145.2 LI mE YRR
joinpoint regression model
PR SRR, R R A A B D T OB, IR AR
A DX B A ST FH G 02 A [ D A 2R SR A R 45 A0 N A% 2
BN ) R AR AR AR o AR RE A A Rl P s T
TERAT ARG, JREH T B 2 eE0E Kl
IR A
3.145.3 FETESEL  annual percent change
SRAF: 8] B AAE Ay B IR B TR) e 4 v, R — AR R N E
5 Y Fi A FROU A 2 22 B DL 24 R4 (R DL I 5
HAR R,
3.145.4 FHTHESEE  average annual percent
change
SRAF: 8] By AAE Ay B PR B 1] e 4 b, I B N RSB AH
X TSR 738 A 22 PR B A B 2 A5 R BB
3.14.6 HHFRTEIFFISHT  interrupted time series
analysis
I LT TR S B AU B R, 2 S (R 41
AT A IR B P AR AL AN A AR A, LR T4 i x
HbRAZ & M, PPl T IR — Fh Gt 7 ik
3.14.6.1 BRBISR  immediate effect
BT FOUSI it 5 0 BF 1] F AR R S AR s, B
HH 90U SRR A IR SR RN
3.14.6.2 KHIMIN  sustained effect
BT T TSIt f 0t ][] H AR A S5 AL e, B
H )T 10U - AR SE I KN

log-linear

=5 [8] 4 4

e 1 ) 2 TR A 2R A

3.15.1.2.3 MEHREIE panel data

X [A) — ZHAMAAE 224> I [ b 3 000 Fr 54 2R 2
g 7 NI TR S A TR) A B AR R
3.15.1.2.4 #RIMKIE  topological data

ik 7 [|] &5 K v &S ST R 1) 9 7 8] 5% R A& 7

(17 () HHf S 2
3.151.3 Z[EIMEEFF  spatial weight matrix

I T AN A (A R R IE R (A1 AR I G R I LA, 78
I GE it o Hria S A Dy B SRR .

3.15.1.3.1 4P3EFEFE  adjacent matrix
AR 2 1) 76 3R A AH AR 8 JR BOE R I — FhFERE, 7%
(B T ER ) & — € HUAH ARG R FALE 1, 75 AL
HA 0.

3.15.1.3.1.1 ZE3X4F#E  Rook adjacent matrix
NFR “Rook 48457, LASLIARI R R, UM h
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TR A LA A TP ALE 1, S04 0 1) — 4l
FERE

3.15.1.3.1.2 [F3X4F#E Queen adjacent matrix
MR “Queen SFH”. MAILA L AR RAWHEK R,
P9 7 (8] 7 2= (A1 3 7] 10320 B[R] 0 T s TR 7 A%
H 1, BNA 08— Fh e R

3.15.1.3.1.3 %3 4R4E Bishop adjacent matrix
SR “Bishop 48427, DIILSEIRAR R, ST

(6] 7 3R 18] 3L R A T I TP A 1, 505 0 fR)—
Tl SR FRHE R o

3.15.1.32 EEES#EFE  distance matrix
R 2% 1) 7 2% ) 119 E 25 9 58 18058 AR IR — o B, =4
77 [ 7C 2% 8] A BE B 7E — 8 Y L W IR 25 T B0EE, A5 T
HH 0,

3.15.1.32.1 JNHXEEE weighted distance
FETAN[A) 23 (AR AIE 22 8] R A S P Bl e I 7 HL
MIBCE,  FF DA EE TSR B R 5

3.15.1.32.2 £&JFEEE  economic distance
ANFEHLIX RS TERAE E R 2 R R R, W H A E N
A B E ZEAE BB AT B

3.15.1.33 k4BiLZS[8]#XEZEPE  k-nearest neighbors

matrix
FEONHIFUIX I8N A 25 [) B e B) IR AH B oG R I RERE . i
AR R T S HAR TR RS, JRiR iR /3
KA, K E it () k AN Io FRCGE 1,
HARBITHBEN 0.

3.15.1.33.1 RFEEEIEL distancethreshold
THE AR R B EE S, SRR /N T e S EE e
BB T AL 1, A5 0 B 7 v

3.15.1.33.2 SHIEHE  Gaussianfunction
TR TR (A A PR B, I8 vy 17 R BN AN [F) R 2 2
[F) G 25 AT AN L 43 B PR A 7 Vs

3.151.33.13 WEFFEHIE  bi-square function
THEAECRE RS, JRE W, HEEE
A O 0 I, DU T K ek O A [R] 2 B 4 R] T R
HATALEAMBC, A 0 (B 77 .

3.152 Z[E#E3  spatial pattern

2 (A4 ) S R AR S B0 2, B 7e s (] BE L

72 [) SR AN 2 [A) ) 73 A7 55
3.152.1 =Z[E/E#E% spatial autocorrelation
I 1t 3 2 ] e AT A7 BDULIAE 2 TA] A AL B AR
PERIGH R, FH Moran's [ 88 br SR, RBLA
() Bt B SR AR B B, T N T B AL AR
3.152.1.1 Z£F=TEBEMEX  global spatial
autocorrelation

FEAS AR (R 2R b, 7B RS X P L AR B
JaB A 2 () SRR AR FE I — Fh B AR AR o

3.152.1.1.1 2F/E=4HEH  global Moran's index
NFR “4J5 Moran's 8407, —FE &4 23 E H
FNEFEAR o T8 3 4% ()RR A P A AH 40 4% 1] G 7E
BENLAZ B BRI T 22k R, WHRRIZBENLAS B A
7 [A] b SR AR B g

3.152.1.1.2 2F/ERBRH  global Geary's

coefficient
NI “ A JR) Geary's REL”. —Fh & 42 JRy 2 0] H AH G
PEFER o 83 7% [A] A EE A P AAH &1 7% 18] 5 76 2E B
BIAZ & B ZE P 7 Mg, WIHR s BEAL AR 5 AL 7 (6]
AR A B AR .

3.152.1.1.3 2EBFE-BE G global Getis-Ord G
N “ 4R Getis-Ord G”o — 42 Jm) 25 [ AH OGP
BFER, 85 AT A 2 R) 5 e TA) 1) 25 1) O &R LA S sk
A2 () BT B o) N B AL A% s VB 5 L AH <8 T
JE A TA) A (R AR RN, Al SRZ B A B 42 = 2
(ARG, W] IX 43 H 2 TA) b e R S A TR 4 .

3.152.12 BE=EIBEX

autocorrelation
iy B R e 2 (A B S LA I X S B AL AR & e
()23 [R] DCIRAR E, TR0 JR 0 X 38 A 1) 23 () R AR 0
AN e DX 32 B F 22 [ S ot P 1) — i R R b o

3.152.12.1 [SHEBE=$EH local Moran's index
NFR “ R Moran's 840”7, 18I 4341 25 (8] 5T [H] 1
ZENA) G 28 DA B A 725 1) BT oo B i B AL AR &
H5 HABSE R @A B 5 20 R, A& 5r X
77 [A] B 75 8] FR) Je 308 2 (B AH DG 1R ) BE B b, P47 3
e 1A 7 ) TE A SR A0 2 [ 7R 5 58 J) 8 7 18] 73 A A
e

3.152.12.2 BERE/RERE local Geary's coefficient
N Geary's REL”. @I o A1 23 B) e A) 1 25
1) 5 2% LA SRy 5 2 18] 5 70 I o) B S AL A% e 1A
5 A 408 580 Ja8 AR (R 1 22 S~ 5 AR IS, Al By
X725 ) 5 7 [ () Jay 30 2 R AH DG PR ) BE B AR b, W47
R A 2 ) T A DN 2 [A) 7R 5 58 S 38 = [A) 40 A
LS

3.152.12.3 FEBEFHER-BE G local Getis-Ord G
MR “ RS Getis-Ord G”. — Rl e 5 3 =5 [A) AH I M
RFER, T8I 40 AT 2 [A) R e [A) 0 725 8] 5C R RE R LA SRR
JE 7% (] B T AH A1 BT 8 VB 5 135 J PR AR 1R] 7 LU AR,
it B8 3 IX 22 () B [ [ J=) 3 2 TR A S, T s
JiE 1 JRy 18 2 ) 43 A AR =

3.152.2 Z[EIF M spatial heterogeneity
BT b3 A B KRS, RGELR G P AE 1A o A

local spatial
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RIS BRI — PR
3.152.2.1 Z[EIEEFFM  spatial local heterogeneity
R X35 P PR UL i VA S B AR 2 (AL S A A 2

IR o
3.152.22 =ZFESERRME
heterogeneity
A7 8] J2 NI i P A [ Joi 7 2 T 22 ) S Jo ) B
%, BUAN[EZ ]2 A 7 22/ T 23 8] )2 18] 7 2%
3.152.23 R4 varianceanalysis
oGt 112 vh DA X S A0 A8 B PR N JE A, JE s B 25 bR 2R
B AR (AR G RN, T A 2 TR AR 11 2 S 46
M —Fh gt I
3.152.23.1 thFEEE  covariancefunction
FEHA B2 A B AR B B BEATL I R B BE AL £E
AN T] 7 [ A PR ATLERAEL ) — B TR P
FH UL 7 P Bt AL AR [ 8 A S P — R
3152232 FELREH  semivariable function
i DX I PN A ) S B e M S B AR S
(R EL, FH T iR 2 AR AR S R FE B e AT TR B
B ARL IS, ST R R —
3.152.3 =z [E)ER&EM  spatial clustering
AP GAAEHAE — BB LA X8, HAt K TR X
A B 2D He T G 2 8] 2 A B
3.152.3.1 FEMEMIEFE—ERE  Tobler's first law
of geography
MR “Hh PR — . AR HEYES H AL FE YA
B, HARE S L RO E I R AR, Bk
RS SN S ) R SR A
3.152.32 2RF/=TEEREM  global spatial clustering
FH DA & BN I8 X3 B ARAE R M A E RS
A REEN G071 .
3.152.32.1 #F 7L quadrat analysis
W 5T X IR 7 A AR A SR ) 7 X3 (R, it
RS XA 2 8] R A B L, JRR S PR bR 4>
A (AL AR EEE, AT 40 0 22 1] i AT A5 2
T
3.152.32.2 &4BIAEEESE  nearest-neighbor distance
T I AT AT 2 T 1) B R A B AR 2 @30T R
ZTA] AR B A, AT HE BRI 7 X 387 ) S ) 4
ARHE N T
3.152.32.3 EBELF K RE  Ripley's K function
I 5 2 PR B AEAR Y A A A O R,
H 55622 B R0 LU, AT 75 H 2 () s 3R
1) 7% 18] 43 A A5 QI — b 22 o 2 TR SR IR AW 7
3.152.32.4 EEFwm-ZfELER  Cuzick-Edwards
method

spatial stratified

NFK “Cuzick-Edwards 72”7, —Ff F 2% (0] TREEMEAG:
Wit Iy @kt AR O ) k AN AR
RRREGIEE Mg Am gt E, w TR
[B) b ) SR ARG L o
3.152.32.5 mABEEMHRIE maximized excess
events test, MEET
T8 R R ) 8 BB e A 55 ) B G A A R
I, R REREERE T . RE
RO e MEZ A THE (RIS MRS gt B—f

2R AR IR T
3.152.33 BEP=IE)ZREM  local spatial clustering

FEBRAAEAT UGB IR DL T R =y R S AR A kAT 5E
AL, WERRELERNHAAALE . IFE e f a5t
R SITT

3.152.33.1 Z[EFIFE  spatial scanning
BT B E DRI R B F A E X
G N 2 S AFERIEI R T, AR AT RS
T E L 5 AR E

3.152.33.2 EEFR-BIERIL Besag-Newell method
N “Besag-Newell 747, — T 5l == (8] S A1
KL I GE vt 715 o DAREAN 91 1) 2 W) o2 B 9 riig b
IR FU X, T EIA B T R AR AR RN KO P s
WL e B, AT A W 491 2 75 78 Jo 0 2 1)_L AP AE
RE.

3.152.33.3 REFNHTIAEE

permutation procedure
— T R R A A SR AR A AR O S v U7 R — &R
B B 5 1) [0 AT 98 Db AT 3 9, AECRIE SR & H A
AR LR N BT 52 B RTER T, TR I EL M
R NAEGE T T HEAT J= #8 SRS AR

3.152.33.4 {EEMR=EHIEFRITEE

shaped spatial scan statistic
iEH— &5 E BIARE SR E 1, BRI T R
I 107 (8] Jay 3 S AR L IR 5 A T e PR FH oA PT R
SR AR IR T2

3.152.33.5 ZS[EIFRE  spatial hotspot
5% Ja P K R 7 ) A7 8 B R T F) LE 5] 5 AR
KX I

3.152.34 ESTEEEM  focused clustering
FH DS 36 AE — AN 5610 8 1 AL Zeml A T BE I Bk,
T HA R IR AR IEATAE I TT I

3.152.34.1 Hm@#&05E  Stone analysis
MHx “Stone krdnik”. FeT A FFIERR S,
[Fa) [ P D] A8 7 9 6 Gt ) A e A T
JRS: AR A AR 2 SR 8 SR AR AR B0 T 1

3.152342 FHHK-KEEFEYE  Lawson-Waller

score Test

cluster evaluation

arbitrarily
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NFR “Lawson-Waller 194016556727, STV 00,
DA R A BLEE LA — > DX PR i o R 5 9 49
S FRARIRA 73 A T I EE 0 4 B8 — ol e v Th AL
K58 751 o

3.152.34.3 @B/RIEHE  Diggle test
NFk “Diggle £ 7. i #4541 SR AR A R 3L
TR T AT ER B R I 43 A7 5 7 () 56 4 BE ALV AR
VN TR B8 20 AT AT LU R 3 5 12

3.153 Z[E4HH  spatial sampling
A by 2 27 () Bl TR B A, 42 R AR o Tl EURE A
AES X3, DA I A R AR A B 2 ) DX A 1) A
fiE, (RIS 25 &2 A) AR OGHE . S B AT 0 A B =

3.154 Z[E)HE{E  spatial interpolation
AR A BR RE AR £, 0 DX ek P A i kAT T
AR L 72

3.154.1 REEEMAE inverse distance weighting
— M A 7%, DA A R S A T AT AS ]
PEES I EIBOARBLE, SR I35 1) J7 2008 R 10 gk
APAR T o P B T R AR S5O T HEL R S koK, B
BSRRIE (1) 5 R N

3.1542 w=EBEE£iHEE Kriging interpolation
B TAR S R B AR AN S5 K 43 A, e R BRBE R 2 A] Y
FEFTRAL I 2 A B O R . 2 A S MR IR (E R,
EA PR DX 3 P 0 X 3 A0 AR B 3R AT I i 5 B Ak T —
P A 25

3.154.2.1 EBREBEEE ordinary Kriging
FEX A AR B P Ra R N, PG A 5
BRSO SR, E s R R UL P T B 2 P AR
SRR R PR B AT e 1 TG D Ao A v B — P 2 4k
EolLIE IR WA R

3.154.22 FREZTESE  robustKriging
RGN R A BCE R R BT 2 BRI AR R R AL
FEFE 10T 7 5 AL 10 2% 20 PS8 ) IR 55k A RN ARE AR e Jg 1A
HEAT TR —Fh 2 (S A S v 7 2

3.154.23 ZRBE&L universal Kriging
XA AR B R PR T, IG5
FAE AR X A AR R B 7 22 R O R AR R
PEAEREAT TG O 5o B0 Ak T IR — P2 it 2 (4 (E e vy
%

3.154.24 HUHFBEREELE median-polish

Kriging
T I 2 R AT EN A (8] 0 A% 5 4 FE 1 A 5 Ak
THE, M@ AR e d, Nz THE
PSIIE SSIY & 2N W X (£ i 8L S T R 2 o W R

3.154.25 thEIRE&ZE co-Kriging
i 2 A XA & JE A RAEEAC TR R, it T

A& X T7 22 R BRI AE AR S R, FH 2 DA R
2 103 BN RN AR B O i D (AR R AT SR il T
P AEE S 2

3.154.26 #HEZEE L disjunctive Kriging
TF C R R X AL AR B 1) — R o A O BsE R, Xt
R At A BB R A RUE R I 25 08 B B R 2 A T Al
TH— M ARGt 7 R S v T

3.154.27 [EYAREEE regression Kriging
AR B AR JE AN B A S AR R A B R OC &,
B T-400 G [0 Uty 28 L5 A s X )l B A 45 73 )
P H A S P A AT SR ) 7 (B St T vk

3.154.2.8 MHEMEREEE neural Kriging
BT O AR 1L, 8 N TR I 28 ) 2R 3R 15 %
AR SR R (RS R ER
PR, IR MR AR MR ROCR, HET X
SR 28508 R FIRE AR U PR AT T (%) — o 2 [ 4y
{ERS N A Rr

3.15429 DIMEIRES% Bayesian Kriging
T I S 50 A 5 8 AT X A~ AR S bR R AT B R A
SRAG TR, FREET PR S R B0 AT TN ) 7 (A4 8 52
7.

3.154.3 HFRERBIGEEE  spline interpolation
DAt/ il 238 70 23 1@ T & WL A, AE DRUESEAN AR R 1T
F14) 258 g /) B4 JER D) e oA i 22 [ b AT 44 A ) — Fo

Z HlgAia %
3.154.3.1 Z=R#EFIGEEE  cubic spline interpolation

BT R REA S B AR T XA R AN
S Z AT, NME — A R i i B
FIREAS R B = IR SR BRI, DA R 800 AR R U3 E 4T 73
DR 7 i

3.154.32 B #EFKHHE{EE  B-spline interpolation
R AT B RS M Be 2 TR L 2 78
IIE I CRIREA R8s, AT AR R0 4% ) s BEAT 4
TR ) T7VE o

3.154.4 BAMPIEIRESE natural neighbor

interpolation
EREST N =ML, NIrERARSEERKAZ LT,
A FHEEREA i i O R FREAS T4, 2 LU B BEAT AR
JEEL A — s [ J) A A BV

3.154.5 #%ZFEEKi7E  kernel density estimation
FEBA ARSI BB RTIR T, DR B G,
BT MMFEAS R A2 L RR 2, T SRAT A i
B AR AR T R A T E R — A RS
BT

3.154.5.1 tJ5#%K¥  uniform kernel function
AR BRI LN ] DX s PR AL A [ ) — 2870 A1 Ry
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H, HRBEEXE-, NAES, SR,

3.154.52 =F1%EH  triangle kernel function
ABBE A WL I w5 ] ] X 338 ) AN R 2 AL e e i s 35
) —KeR s, HRBUEAXE-1, 1JNZMSR, 2
M=

3.154.53 NS5 eK#% Gamma kernel function
T T 45 KR O BT A S A ] R R 2 -
ITARLR LS, TEFREGH 7 91 N 075 bR H{E Bl 5 25
HhC SRR S R BG83k LA 15 2 B0 48 R £
B V3T P 1) — 2R eR B

3.154.54 SH#%R#%  Gaussian kernel function
T T 45 KR O BT A A A ] R R 2 - U
ITARLR LS, TEFREGH 7 91 N 75 bR H{E Bl 2 25
HhC PR S R G 8/y , FFBR DAY B 2 B0 48 R £
VB 58 FEANSP I AR RE, AT T B A% M) R PR R 222 bR

3.154.55 MiRES R RZE B EH

Epanechnikov kernel function
NFRH “Epanechnikov #% A7, 18 ik X FEA 55 1] )
B BE B P 7 HEAT 1) B BB A, IR E AR RN I
Fios ve R B KT 1 REAS fO0 N B ABUE D 0 1 — 28
B At R K

3.154.6 ZIANIHEE polynomial interpolation
WIEAEA L 2 T EH, W EaiE T, F
FE S o3 A Rt 2% 18] %8 G 11 e Mgk AT 0 4L ) —
FUASKE WG (8 75

3.154.6.1 HRit&BAHGE{EE Lagrange's interpolation
NHr “Lagrange ${HE”. T 24 O A WMME #4 2
Pikg B H 20X, RGP FTA A W A n-1
DCAFAE 22 TG, MR 2R 0 e AT PN (1) — Fh i AEL 7
o

3.154.62 HfHE{ESE  Newton interpolation
MR “Newton ffif{Hi%”. BT n NCOAMEME, FIH
n B 22 0 0 B ARR R AR 2 TN, I UG R AN RE A
FUTIOI ) — M 7 7

3.154.7 F&aTMEIGEEL  trend surface interpolation
FRIEAEAS S &8 VAR AN S [ ARSI SR R, X BEANBIE AT
XA SR 2R 2 0 e ZRiEHEAT G,
A B T R A A R B ()P R T, AT AR
ROEATHRA I —Fh 4R 2 T (V%

3.154.7.1 ZM#EAIHE{EEL  lineartrend interpolation
8 2 ISl K B D e R 1 S B N s AT
Gy T BN AR A RS AT TN () S AE T

3.154.72 BIEBEGEEARETE  logical trend

interpolation

2 A 8] TP AR BN SR LR A AR S R 2 AR

AR, I AR TS AR Z R R R Y,
NI AR R AT TR0 B e A 7V

3.155 =Z[EEYT  spatial regression
2 8 1) AH AT PR 3 R0 2 B AH AR M S i F) IRl AR, AR
PR T AT 3 s ) [ AR R | 20 ] iR 2R R 4

3.155.1 =[E]BEYAER!  spatialautoregressionmodel

E A 30 8 ML A (e A S 2R PR Al b, N s TRIARORS E
B F) AR PE R AR, AT F e AL B 4 ) | AH S
) 7% 1] B A e A AR

3.155.1.1 Z[EHEEE  spatial lag model
2 AT AT [X 3 DR AR B RF 7 X ek R A B PR S, R P
2% TR R SR 3 AN 22 1) 540 i i 1 o PRl AR
7% [B) TS J TN N A F) — o 2 [ [ D A A

3.155.12 =[EIRZEMEE!  spatial error model
SRR S TEA A SR BAG B AR 2
(P, A2 (8] F A DGR ZE TN, DUME I
77 8 EAH S AR T P AR R 22, AT TR 8 ) 2 T[]
AR

3.155.13 =ZE[E#E&RE  spatial Dubin model
NFR “#3[A] Dubin FAL”, [FJE 25 T R AR ER AR
B A H N, 4 R A B A [ A R A ) i S
(AP AN NAETRY DT TR S ) 2 ] [ Y A TR

3.155.2 HbIBANAX[EYAERY  geographically weighted

regression model
BT R BRIl R B, R s 1 T AL B RN [ 25
R RAREFE B 73 18] (EXE0O 23 AT RHAE (1) A B
AR BRI R RN T

3.155.3 BISHIRINANEIYIHRE  geographically and

temporally weighted regression model
TR ER I A SRR, R B I S R RN [ A 24
H, DA FC B A IS 25 0 A R AR R A B A AR B ()
B ARAT R R T

3.155.4 =Z[EIEMRIER  spatial panel model
BT B A AR ) oo, 789025 i FLAE AT
YEFE AN A1 4EFE B AE B, FES SR K B )
it b g N F 7 2% [ R 0 B 8] 580 e o P R R Y 2
IR — KGR,

3.155.41 EFSZTEIEMRIER  static space panel model
B ok LA 2 AR AR P R TR AR RN, A 8 TR AR AR M AN
BEI )R, X 7 R R A e 2 ) i IO | A 7 )
iRE J U 223 [1) [ A 9 15 22 TS5 2 1) 248 52 A i 5 L, AN
AL A PR A (A T AT

3.155.42 BhASZTEIEMRIER!  dynamic spatial panel

model
BEX B S AR I B T AR, [RI 5 5 2 ) i
S5~ IS TN i DL RIS 23 i J ) 52 2% 5 R AR R
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3.155.5 DIMtHr=S[B)4RE!  Bayesian spatial model
BT DU 3 2 R0 2 A Bt AT AR I G i

ik
3.155.51 DEEX-5-EFHRE!  Besag-York-Mollie
model

fEFK “BYM AL, K23 [m) S5 AL RO 5 AR Z5 R
RN I NETL [ —Fb DUt B s (8] ge i 22057, £

3.16

3.16 45 FEFEA!  structural equation model, SEM
— P& BT SRt 2 sk ik, T
T S AL B SR AR B 2 (Al DRI E AR B
[ BB A R R o HAZ L AU RIS [R] I AL BRI & T R
Ry ok BRI &R B R C R .
3.16.1 M=4EE!  measurement model
F TR T8 A2 A8 B 5 AR B 2 R O JR () B s Y
B G AL T R Y () P K AZ O LG 7 2 — A
T8 UE I AE AR 2 7 R 8 18 I A% A A &
3.16.1.1 JEZ= manifest variable
AT DA UL B ) A
3.16.1.2 #BZTE latent variable
NFR “WA e B, (2748 B (hidden variable)”s ANEE
P B, T e a0 B 2 A O AR B A () AR

=

o
3.16.1.3 NEZTE endogenous variable

TR rh gt FL A AR B o ) 7 MR (AR B, G 2

BIF 50 3 S 1) o HE AR o LG P AR B AR R A

A,
3.16.1.4 SMETTE  exogenous variable

FRAB Y Tp AN 52 AR AR B 52 e () A AR B, 8 R AR AR

HEMAL R, WIEIME R EMIMERA R,
3.16.1.5 BEF5#7 factor analysis, FA

— MRS, BEN AR SR E

MELMBAER . AT BN E R FE T, PAg il

A AN TEG R R o
3.16.15.1 FREMEFHH
EFA

fEpR “HForir 7. —MEZ ARG TE, BEN—

ZH LI AR B R R ISR I AE I . AR BRI B )

R, DA~ WL AR B 2 TR I N AE S5 R G R o IB 1

BfF 038 o H0H 25 e it = B B R AT
3.16.1.5.1.1 A#tEF common factor

fER “PHF7, XRR “HAPERT7. A—2H A0 A% &

PRI ) RENS A REIX LR B 2 (A3 [F] AR S R T AE AR

o SMOULIN AR B IS AL [F 4k R s AE AR, A2

exploratory factor analysis,

FH 7% a] T AR 254

3.155.52 H[FEp71EE  shared component model
YA T T 11 7 RS, S 3 Shy S R] 1l 7 FVRE 2 9 97
FAr, d I s (R RSB IN 5 ay [RI I AR, IR AT
DU il T SRS B S5O — 2R R Gt @7 7%,
W FH T RE 7 A s i DA 9 3R AT B 2 R 40 A

SRR

Tz osEs —.
3.16.1.5.1.2 #¥%kEF specific factor
N CRERT7S AER T 55 WAz
BAHRH . TEVER A LT IRRE AL i 55 o S B
AR SRR AL T AILR 5, R A
R ZE AR R A R 5.
3.16.1.5.1.3 [EFEHTT factor loading
MRR P8R 7 AN WL AR B 55508 B2 1 BT -1 A £
FHR R, BUETEE —BAE-1 B+1 i) HA4anE
R, R 12N AR B 55 6 2[R - e BEAH G
3.16.1.5.1.4 ##AME scree plot
PURFAEAE B KRB R 5 sl . AR A
TR SRR N 2 ] () T e ], AT B & R
N EE 7 ZE IR RE T . W DRHEE R T4 T 1
BT N BB AR G 1 AR, R E SR I T
IR
3.16.1.5.1.5 EXRFEFIRE orthogonal factor model
R T 2 A B IEAS GBS 1 —FR=R
PERIF 23 i, B TR T4k R 745 40 DR s B 28 1 i
R .
3.16.1.5.1.5.1 #HMFZE  communality
MOPR LRI FE” . WA AR B v 5 A R A DR R 40
J7 72, BIDULINAR B v B4 T LE DR 1 M RE 1) 4
3.16.1.5.1.52 MH%FFZE  specific variance
NHR “HF5ET5 % (unique variance) 7. WIAR & 578
TER T e R 0 7 22, BV AR 52 H A Re 9k 18 7 [A]
TR TT 72 6
3.16.1.5.1.53 [EF1E4 factor score
PRSI B WL A ARV A R 1S90
3.16.1.5.1.53.1 #MFNE  Thomson method
NHR “Thomson 727 I THE AR AR 5 5%
fiE I 5 () 2P EAH B kAl T H R 15 50 I TV
3.16.1.5.1.53.2 B45F45E  Bartlett method
NFR “Bartlett %7, I8 AU /N — 345 2 (1) H 1
A5CAT R ATR IN AE  FRE R A T PRl 145 43 B 7 v
3.16.1.5.1.6 [EF1REfLTT  factor model estimation
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S X L A A, i A IR S L AR 2 TR
PN P RPN Sp -6 Mg By ARIIPN P hay
TREEFEE % BORBMRE . ERFEAAAE

K155
3.16.1.5.1.6.1 FERm 5L principal components factor
method

T TR I ES I () 0107 2 R R AT R A 20 i TR
FE R FEUT R A B A ), DA Ty 2 1)
DRl A A T 7 7

3.16.1.5.1.62 FEMEFJ% principal factor method
T I R WL I S ) B 77 2 A AT DR o s BRI
TEAE R FAH ORI T 22, DA 7 H0ahs v () 3 45 44 (1) [
TR IT 5.

3.16.1.5.1.63 EREEFZE

method
T8 I SEAA T UL 1 DR B AN T 22, IR E
VA BEASRY 224 DL AR M 4005 20 () DR A A o
T

3.16.1.5.1.7 [EFHE4s factor rotation
BRI B e e e 4 K] 28 A R B R B s AE IR 1
AR BB AR BOR 8 B AR AE R 2k
PEARHRILAL Dy — T AE R T, AES T I E T
LRI A & 1A PR e 1e) 0 B 1 PIARGME, e
S AT A R R AE DR A B R S B s A
AR, A IEA e AR A e .

3.16.1.5.1.7.1 HFERKIEAZNEE: varimax orthogonal

rotation
BRI -0 v v s PR e 2 77, 38 0 U B TR 8 LR
S AREAS A FL R 1 () A AR 8T 1 7 22 2 Al R AL,
AR RS R 7 1 IR A 1 S A FE 7 22 AR, DA
P> BN AE N B e ORBUT  nT A 4, (4
ATV AE R 1 (R RS

3.16.1.5.1.72 #KhEFE  oblique rotation
VR R B FE R, SRV R i B PR B AR
Rl e BR] 1 [ A — R FE IR AR DG A AT 1) BR1 1l 2
PR P R SR AR A, XS AR TR B R AR AR
fif, MENER 4 B0 LFETE, i
B AT I AT R

3.16.1.52 HEMEREF 534 confirmatory factor

analysis, CFA
N CUESEVER T Ay B R a7 AERI
A A 5V AEAR B A NAESS R A1 IB L T, B E
AR AR AR B b A7 AT B R/ BRiE B S5
SER AR ) o T T

3.162 Z5#I#EHE  structural model
IRV AE AR B 2 8] 58 RIS AL 43 o & e S A T FEAR

iterated principal factor

R K% O 72—, FEH T A e
FEAR B 2 ] PR G 2R BF0I G %

3.162.1 E&1Z[E path diagram
S WAR B2 [A)AH ¢ A BRG] o VR s W R 4]
BARERRERE, AR P EERE, S0
BEAKKWERE, BZEWMNERRZE 4 DNTTH
N E o BF R FoRPIR R &R, W H L FRHK K R

3.162.2 #fiT load
MRR AR 7o WEINAR B 9 A AR R B R 2 TR PR A
MER L o IO AR 5 0] 8 7 7% 5 B IR 1 1 DT kR
i

3.163 #RANEE  model specification
o Ja 25 ) 7 R ASE 2R I S AR (1) AR S5 K R S 50 1
E, QIR IR | R R A A T AR A =
.

3.163.1 #fEIGIEFRA!  strictly confirmatory model
TER RS R T RERGE RN, SR P& 1) e e (13
T G5 K A 2 B8 R AU S LI B AR

3.163.2 #FiEfEA! alternative model, AM
TER GG T AR YISy, F T 5 B R AR LU )
AR, DAVPASAS R R Ve AR 2R WL I 58
FEEE

3.163.3 FH#EA!  generative model
TER SRR T AR YISy, 0 RGBSR BRI 4
R B HE S0 7 A IR AR

3.163.4 HHE¥ free parameter
TESER T RER T, R ER % e IS4, HEUEE
B AR AEAT A

3.163.5 [EESH# fixed parameter
TESE R TR T, Bt 98 8 AR s e 30 iR Bl iR
WM BE N SH, HIPUEA MBI A AT

3.163.6 ZJERS#  constrained parameter
TEGS R T FEB A, AR PRI o 3 i B e A ik, It i
5E 5 B PR 1) 2 A DAL E L HUE I 24

3.164 #1REIAZ|

3.16.4.1 %B%5# moment structure
FEARFERE (FEAE R P07 ZE B R ) S 2
HOFLEARHF R CRAARY 7 22 BUAHCHE R 2 IA) )26 R
g5K4

3.164.2 M=RE measurement scale
M TR —MREE, TR, 2R
RN R b B 56 2 — o md IR A Sy 2=
W1, R AR SR, BRI AR & R bR R
HARAT] — AR A 1R IGE .

3.165 1EBUMHIT

3.165.1 HwAAFA{EIT  maximum likelihood

estimation, MLE
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NRR R TF 7. JE T U s, a5 45
TUBLER eR U KT 3R AT — AR S 4, BRI & 45
BT SR B AR 23 A
3.165.2 RIMM &R/ unweighted least squares,
ULS
— A g SR M IUAE 5 ik T 2 22 B T RIS B d s
IS E b7, b e A A E A [H] .
3.16.5.3 JfAfE/N"3F weighted least squares, WLS
— e SR M IUAE 5 it T 2 22 B T RIS B d s
IS E Ak T 7%, b AN R UL AE A T T AN 5] AL
H, J7 2BV T B s A, T
ZE SR IR A I A0 4k D A T - A AL B, E s
(077 ZEAFAE S S VR IR
3.165.4 |- &/N3k generalized least squares, GLS
— T R A ) W g 2 R R AT AR R A T AR Y
SR BN Al T vk, 32 EUEAR R i B R
SR WL EHE HEAT AL, LA RS I A ks < 18] A 5%
PERITT 2 7 B A
3.165.5 XTAMME /=5 diagonal weighted least
squares, DWLS
— T A B A e /> 3k o HL AR SR A AN AR X A
& AT, FAWNEARYE B 51057 Z L
IR, AN M ME 2 6] (R 7 22 o 3 F T AL A
F7 03 A -
3.16.6 #RELFAN
3.166.1 #EXUEHEH  absolute fit index
i EE AR RN B s U S A L IR E . PO R T K
ELINEAR < TR 22 R, AN RS HARRE R I UL
3.16.6.1.1 IAMEIE  goodness of fit index, GFI
TEE TR B 0% AR 1) B 7 22 LU 4B 8 BB AE 0 1) 1 22 1],
BUEBR BT, —MBIBUERT 0.9 B, W NI EHESE
i .
3.166.12 FEMMSHEER
fit index, AGFI
TERLA LB FR B Bt b, 9N FE R 1Y 5l AT
FEA B R/NHREL.
3.16.6.13 1JFIRIZZE root mean square residual,
RMR
FRAS AL TN AE 5 52 o A 2 18] 22 7 ()~ D7 i3 AE
LA P 2 B ABE 2R S0 A 15 52 o W B 2 [R] 7 22 S
BN, RIBY A A FE R
3.16.6.14 IE{UIREIFIR  root mean square error of
approximation, RMSEA
PRSI AL 5 SEFRULIIME 2 (] i iR 22, e AR
(1) B HEERIFEAR R KN

adjusted goodness of

3.16.6.2 MHXIHLEEE  comparative fit index
i e AEAS TR (400 5 D0 E U IBOR VP A A TR AR XU
EENI RV AINE R
3.166.2.1 HIEHIEEH  normed fit index, NFI
AHXS T JE AT () R 7 A PR A L i K. BUEAE O
B 1208, BT 1 R R
3.16.6.22 AHEHLEIEH  non-normed fit index,
NNFI
FERTEA S R B Al EARIE 1 B 1 HL e, A
1T 388 e A 70 53 4% S ) PR 4R 4L
3.16.6.23 E{EWIESIEE incremental fit index, IFI
A R BT AR S T HEAR R (— R AR
RS R T AL B AR bR, I EEBPT AR (R T
BT R 22 RV A, (HART A B AT
3.16.6.3 {EEENIEIEH
index
MR “AE B A #EFE L (information criteria index)”.
TR — B AR B AN B SR AL )
Giitdabr. AFEIRE SAEN . — B IRb s S AE
IR AT R ®
3.16.6.3.1 —HIEIRIBIESEN
information criterion, CAIC
RIS BAENI —PE IR, B8 T REAR R K/ X)
B 156 FE (R 5L o
3.16.6.32 HAERZRNIIFIEH
validation index, ECVI
PEAS B AEAZ IR TR 3 i WP Re, & 1 ke
AAF B UL E B J7 22 6 R AN H At HA AH TR RE A E )
FEARR B FUN 7 Z M 2 57 JE8 T AR
SIFRIAEL A B 77 22 R BT At LA A [RIAE A B R A
BRI TOR T Z R 2 5, AT DUDUEEAE, BUE
/N T AR B AT ) AT R RO
3.16.6.4 THEHLEEE  parsimony fit index, PFI
— FRLEVPAl AR Y FL A0 B B () B =5 R AR TR S 40 1 4
SRS BREND SR M ERERIRIN G
FAALLEAH [ B L T, 2B B> BRI A B
o
3.16.7 #REMEIE  model modification
T I 3 2 AR AR R A B TR ) OGRS
RIS ROR A . iR M SRS S 4L
BB F R ZE AR O, Bl PR S Le 25 W 24
3.16.7.1 {EIE#&¥ modification index, MI
L BN E SR RSB B 80,
WIS AL BT 51 B2 R 7 (B98N )

information criteria fit

consistent Akaike

expected cross
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3.17 % KFRER

3.17 Z%IKFERRAE!  multilevel statistical model
NFR “IRA N (mixed effect model)” “ VAR
B, — AP SV [R]— 2 g N S UL 1R A7 AR
FRK RN Z ZHAR N ST

3.17.1 EXEE

3.17.1.1 ZKFEHIE multilevel data
SN AR B R 3 AT AE AR AN B A ST L A7 AE IR R
5 PN B S 2 T/ T 3 ] P SR F A

3.17.1.2 BEIEMRL fixed effect

YISEY) G U PSSl E Rt bk £ N T /N B €41/

AT L PR 2 0 RN, T A X Bk )
AN B AT 2 ) ) 22 R o

3.17.1.3 FEHEE.  random effect
b FR 7K 72 T ] REZK P Hh BEATL A L R 1 R 2R
Bt LR RN, T 1 iz R 3R AN [P R e A4 AR S
R

3.17.1.4 ¢HE% cluster
TERF TR R I R 5 R4 RN G R, AT 2R IRAS
RAE T8 B RASIX AN A KT R IR A Fox R 4%
— BT B T4 BB

3.17.1.5 XX 453F  cross classification
W B R A AN B AN PR 3R 2047 [R) B 23 2 k) 43 (1)
Jii%e

3.17.1.6 &IT#EFE  design matrix
IR A G5 Jm A8 B 5 R AR R I oF N A AT e AN
IR, PR e RIUE N 0 B 1 e E, 158
TR RN ARAE, 0 7R It I 25N AN

3.17.1.7 7KFEnZTH level n variation
ZIERBIR SR TR, 5 o AN BRI R I
A

3.17.1.8 Z%&f¢A multiple membership
Z IR RIS MR TR, IR)Z AL [F A8 T [
— BRI RN R o

3.17.1.9 4HAEXERH

coefficient, ICC
TE—HUEE S, PIPEZ A [R] BRI AH O R 8. 551400
775 T (AR T S HNTT 22 N .

3.17.1.10 HFZEHHEIFZRE  variance partitioncoefficient
M T8 2 |2 O R B R b, E— Bk %

intraclass correlation

R T Z LB, S WRAZ 2 O AR AR 5 1R DT R AR

3.17.1.11  #KFEHER!  two-level model
—FH T BE 2 EIREMEFEN S, JEH

TR A P AEAE A Z RGN L, Feh AN
B EE R IR B — BN Z IR
3.17.1.12 SKEMBTE
variable
Z R AR S M GRS g R PR IS PR A
B,
3.17.1.13  FRS3IN.  compositional effect
ZKPRE R, KPR AR FER SR AR B R RN
3.17.1.14 FEEREHEE!  non-nested model
AN ERZ NG R 2 AIAFER SRR, e
HARMSL R, AR A S SRl
A HAHF W
3.17.1.15 B{IHEX intra-unit correlation
[F]— N AL BREAR AR Z TR AR DGR R, i 1 [R]
— BT MR TR AH SRR B
3.172 14BR#EHR!  marginal model
HTHdREESHEEZERKR, FNAbR
CIRRIFEHD oAb AH R R R — Mgt 2207, & H
T2 /KPR AL v | AR o) DR A B i s s A
3.173 ARG
3.173.1 MEKIARfKIT  weighted maximum
likelihood estimation
— S HUALTEITIE, B TUOR R B R AR IR JER U S Tt
ZHUGTIRE, RSN R BLR R HOR DL — 58
&
3.173.2 MNBRAIXRFERFRZ AT weighted
Markov chain Monte Carlo estimation
— R T B R AT RBE SR R 2 (MCM OO Al 7%,
T8I E X 5 AR BRI R A R O AN AR S
FCACEE, AR ERHb AL TE H AR AT B H AR 24
3.173.3 B#JE  bootstrap
— T IE A R[] AL EE SR A MR GBS A AR K
EHEARNS T, AT g E R E S
X TR 45, JUHE T /INREAR B3 A0 A0 R L
3.173.3.1 3EB¥BEFESE  nonparametric bootstrap
AR T N5 7 FEAS TR EAT BRAE . ARTREASK IR
B SR 3 A IR E ) — M 289
3.173.32 S¥EZE  parametric bootstrap
MNEE T H A 400545 1 23 A bR A0 h 2R AT R —
LS 78
3.173.33 REBZE  residual bootstrap
A TR R IR B 2 AR ZE HAR AR, LA

higher level explanatory
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X F IR B 22 O3 A BB BOEAT AL T I — i 280
3.174 FHZEMSHEE!  variance component model
MR “O7 G B T o M BE B v O 22 SRR
MIGETHR Y, AR B Hh K 5 T 22 00 i AN TR IR 23
&, JE G TR IR e Ty ZE Ay &, AT LA T EANE] K
P B AT E R AR R A T DT RR
3.174.1 HuMEAIE  grand mean centering

R Bt b RSB 25 12800 ) rhoco L (SR 5L

A D, DS SO I 1 — P AL BT
3.17.5 PBEMIEEEESE!  random intercept model
TR RUNAGE Y () — T, fEASRY b 5] NBENL 8RR, fovF
ARV AR A AE 22 57, (BB E AR B RUNLAE &
IR —3, T B B Rr s .
3.175.1 th7ZEEFE covariance matrix
—ANTRE, XML BT RASANERN T E,
XF F LA TC R BN A B Y Y 2 IR B T 22 . T
IR 22 A AL AR B[R] ) A S
3.175.1.1 FZREFINFEREPE  unconstrained
factor covariance matrix
FER T o0 M, TG AR BT Z TR IEAS PR A R M 43
BT W07 ZRERE . 2R O R B ER T2
R TT 22, R T2 [A] AR DG
3.175.12 RNZEWMWHEREM
response variable
F TR 22 A s B AR B2 [B] ) i 7 22 50 R IR . &
A DL FE T A AT A T, S SRR ]
FRISRIBR R 2R o
3.17.5.13  BE# &R EFEM
random intercept
FIR 22 2 CEAR A v 1) BEAT LA PR 2 [ OC R K B 7
ZEFERE,  as AN R 2H 2 R A A S PE AN A e R
3.175.2 hAELH  covariance structure
FEZ gt ortih, AR Z AR R EHR R,
AIELFE AR LT 20, 25 25 A 5 A] i A O PR
ST VESEAE B
3.17.6 FEHLEIZEFER!  random slope model
NFR “HENLRBEAL . B R IRGE BTG, &A%
B RNAEAF AR, #HR&ANE RS
PRI A B 5% AR ) S ALk
3.17.6.1 FEALRIERN T EER
random coefficient
IR 22 2 RS vb B BEATLAR 2 2 TR 58 R I P U
ZERNE,  FE s AN R AL TR B2 AR SR AN A S R
3.17.7 EZ&MZKFEFER!  nonlinear multilevel model
DA A & 5 0y BT B AR B (8] R ARZR Ok R AR
LS HORFA ) — 2K 2 KA Y

covariance matrix of

covariance matrix of

covariance matrix of

3.17.7.1 JEZMHRE!  nonlinear model
KI5 5387 Bl A 3 AR R (7] R AREA A K &R HAH
RS HOR FIRAL, A] I8 B O I 1) 5 AT A
W&, FHEHRREA R =M. IR
. R

3.17.8  ZIKFE X EMHEE!  multilevel generalized

linear model
S VAR B R B B o A UM [ 0 AT, fE 20K
SPHESE N b PRIX BRI ST AR

3.178.1 ZIKF;E#AEE!  multilevel Poisson model
T BA B R B @R T 1% S S
TR S Z R IREE, RVFEARE IR 2% SR
BB

3.17.8.2 ZIKFIZEHNFEE  multilevel logistic

model
HTEBAZ R IR B =582 40 B8R 55
PR ) 7 v o ARRY I R BN B B iR, O
&R ANR] 2 U TR 738 S SR VF R A B TR A
HBEA JZ IR AR AT A2 A

3.179 ZKFEZEZHMRE  multilevel Cox model
MR “ 2K Cox 1AL, 2 i L A XS A 284 1) 9
&, FEB G| NFEHLAON, DA AN A =k
HIAR S, (R PPAl A B Sk AR R 52,
Tt BA E IR A LA 5 .

3.179.1 XF#IFEATEHRE!  log duration model
AEAF A3 AT AR AR ORI 1) A g AT A —
RSP, TR EIEA R E RN EE .

3.179.1.1 BITEHHIEE  time-varying covariate
FEFE U 3 18] Bl I 1B] AR A T AR 4K, BLAE FROIAS A v #f £
DTN R TR AR

3.17.10 ZIKFZEZFESH  multilevel meta-analysis
¥ HRA MR Z KRR N H T ZE23 0 gt
T

3.17.10.1 JJRFZE heterogeneous variance
TEREAN NI S AT, AR FE SR/ 2 8] 1
AL

3.17.10.2 B)R%Z5#) hierarchical structure
B P AFAEMA RIS EZ IR H 70, XL 2R
T TR B A HEUIRE R R [ — BRI
FREICHE AT REAFAE — E AH AL

3.17.10.3 MMRE effect scale
FH SR A B b P ASONE (1) R /N B PR AR B 1 AR R O T
FERIFRDF o

3.17.11 ZIKFEERMSZ 34T multilevel principal

component analysis

P WF 70 KR 4 P/ ik (4 K R Bt R 1) 3 Ry 20 A
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T, AEOR B KR S R 1 (RN 8 v a0 PO T AR 1

SEPL 2 AERE AT A, BT R A ek B 115 B2
PR -

3.17.12  ZIKFEEF5 47  multilevel factor analysis
F TR FEANIST. 1) J2 O B 0 Bl B 5 N e v e 45
KR 70 HT 77 1

3.17.13  ZKEREIFEFI24T  multilevel time series

analysis
— BT B 2 IR G R ) B — A B 1) I [R] 7 81
A/ WA RE

3.17.13.1 ZBHEF5I5HT  multivariate time series

analysis
— BT 5 R — IR R 2438 & (I R 51
B IT .

3.17.14 % %KFEER  multivariate multilevel

models
Ak B SO VF [F] 7K P 3 4D e T X R 0 0 4R [ A7
TEAHR R BRI 2 JZHAR M ST A

3.17.14.1 hE#%5%it  rotation design
BATE R B0 N 5 Hr0 s 5808 1 [F] — BRI _E 2%
AT 77 22 #0AH S5 B S8 v PR B R %

3.17.15 ZIKFLEMHFIZRE!  multilevel structural

equation model
SRR — A R, EH TR A EIREG T
Hlurh, BT AR T ZE R R AR B[R] G
Ao
3.17.15.1 1&%FIRA  just-identified
T S B A% 5 T B T IR A (R B &,
LA P — NS ] R0 PR R
3.17.15.2 RFAFE under-identified
B SR S B TR M B R, B
ME— fiA A 5 12 IE R R
3.17.15.3 HEiIRA  over-identified
B SR D T AT IR A S5 B, BT
o 5 1 A S A A R AR
3.17.15.4 PEUEMEIEH
index
—AMH Tl G T AR A S iR bR . &
R EIERBAE T WG E, AT &N H
MR Z HfE . BUEJEREE 0 21 A, 4
T 1 RN 0L & D0 BT
3.17.15.5 i%fX iteration
SRR oZ A T S A B T R R

adjusted goodness fit

3.18 T XfEIH AR

3.18 T~ Xf&it5#2  generalized estimating equation
FET A AEAGE R HESE R 385 2% RS I HicHfs < [R] PR AH
FAEGERS AR ST B AT 7 A Gt 7k, & T
S3 BT m) E A B A N A

3.18.1 EAHE

3.18.1.1 #\E%HE longitudinal data
8 — B[] A BB A 52 S R A I Ot SO R )
A& CE—HFFE G0 HEAT 2 OO0 5% Bl 5 53 0 A P sk
(SHNEAEIT

3.18.1.2 fEMlAHX%EPE  working correlation matrix
PRI — A B X ZH A A 5 R A 8 ) 2% IR
SN P P 2 T A O 1 0

3.18.1.2.1 ZH#tHX exchangeable correlation
NRR “RI ARG AT RPN 2 1] (R AH 9% &
BOHEE, HABER [HHER g .

3.18.1.22 #H4BHEX stationary correlation
NRR “RAASHHIR” o S AHAR T JOULIIAA 18] AH G .
filtn, EEZWETR, MR RN —FaE 4
F, SFAHOG. EAHSCEEIS H AR E AH OC IR AR L o

3.18.1.2.3 B#H3% autoregressive correlation
[ — 75 B A AN R I [A] i b BRI 2 ] R A DGR R o AH

KEWFE] I FEA G, AR, HHOR BB .
3.18.1.24 HEZAE#MKAEX  unstructured correlation
Kb P EE A5 N B 22 N B A I P — R S MR
B, A [FII B 2 B) PR A DG PR R = T TR X . 1%
s N RE RS PRAT AR O, (R R R, W]
REFEAUSL.
3.18.1.2.5 [EIEMEX fixed correlation
AN [ B 1] O 2 T A7 AE A SE 1R[] 7 PRI RH DR At &5
Fs IR TR AR W AR BT R 8 A DG S5
3.18.1.2.6 J3I%5#  independent
AR O IIE 2 T TeAH S, RIUAH DGR R g B
FERE .
3.18.1.4 E=EIS ¥ dispersion parameter
N “TESHT . TatR M IE R AH S5 R [ 2=
B, S AL TR ARE R .
3.182 #REUMELIT
3.182.1 %4#5#& distribution family
MBR “orAnfR” s — R HAT LIS BT IR 2 0 A0 A
3.182.1.1 IEIEFAS4#E  inverse normal distribution
NFR “E W46 ” (inverse Gaussian distribution).
— PP A R 23T, AT TR AR AT BHIE BE R ik
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) B A7 S 2 T 95 I ) F) A
3.18.2.12 BEEIZMRE  identity link function
K A OO PR S 350 A %7 28 8 i) R o
3.182.13 FHHUEREH  log link function
g AP TIPS 28] e 2 A% 8 ) 6ok KB FR) R
3.182.14 FIBBRALERERH  logit link function
MR “logit HEFLRREL”. K2 TUMEL WL 5 2 P 38
] logit() ek #1H
3.182.15 MEERBALEREFH probit link function
SR “ probit FERLRREL 7o K LM TR 7 W 5T 3 o [ A
(1] probit()sR H{H .
3.182.1.6 EXTHUEIZEH log-log link function
K LA AU Pt S5 9 g [ 2 8 ) log(-log ()) BRI A
3.182.1.7 FEERE  power link function
g AP TN P S 28] e 2 A% 8 ) e Ry (B
3.182.1.8 MBBEIZRB  odds power link function
Y AP TN Pk S 28] e 2 A% 8 PR A 4 (od ds) ) e BRI B
fH.
3.182.19
function
K LA AU i Pt S 280 e [ 288 ) 7 — 0 o B0 1.
3.182.1.10 ERIFEIZEH reciprocal link function
K A U PR S 350 e b7 28 8 )£ 8
3.182.2 FHZEMSTEIT  variance component estimation
K WM B 5107 22 93 it AN TR RV B2 5

A IESZ R E  negative binomial link

3.182.3.1

likelihood
M A8 5 B TR S8, UL T AR AE Bk
RBAEHITEIE .

3.182.32 ARIBEBRALIA

maximum likelihood
M AR e ()38 15 B AL THR R S 4.

3.182.33 ARBEBMAEMRA

maximum quasi-likelihood
PR A 3R o5 S, I XA TR B I, Ak
THRR 2.

3.182.4 ZRIf&ItT  effect estimation
it H1 2 B AR B T R A R A AR AR L

3.182.4.1 BRI population average effect
SR T AR08, T AR — MR 2K
AVA

3.182.42 HFEMAMEL  subject specific effect
He— MR AR AR BT AR EE TR I H Ak
RF RN o

3.183 HRELF,

3.18.3.1 E{MATEILEN

independence model criterion
SRR “AUBIR SRS AEI . J T HEALSR At 1 B AR A ik
PEAEN, L ] Iy 2 FE AR FDL 5 DI P82 R A2 % FEE SR
(IR SEE

LIEBEHRKIAR  full information maximum

limited information

limited information

quasi-likelihood under the

3.19 #FfEZit

3.19 Bt genetic statistics
F T FE A DR AR MR 0 A AR I B B e v A 2

T2
3.19.1 EHKNEIEMZ population study

DAREAAR Ny B 0] 8 4% DR 3R e MR 3 TR 2 Ta] F R AR i
AT — R TT, — e I MR T BIE S I MR AR AE
KGR R

3.19.1.1 B¥{KLEH)  population structure
T A P 308 % SRR 1) F T ) 1) AR AL A2 P T
A SN EE IR ) RG 2 7, P SOMAE S s A A5
=]

3.19.1.1.1
equilibrium
TE—NEA TR EFAIER s AR R TEBR K1
BENLAZ BCAEAAR R, — XS R R AR o Y ik b astAE T,
TCIR R AR R R ey, R B — AR B AL AL
Bk, AR 1 25 D] 2R 25 AR S PR3 B IA 3P IR S
3.19.1.2 R ER KBRS

M- R{AMEE#E  Hardy-Weinberg

case-control association

study
—MRB T, B HEE R R E S —
LA SR R A, R AT D R 0o 8] R 1 5
0oL, LLE A B R R BRI AKCPF 2, DA
TR S IZN R KRR

3.19.1.2.1 SMNEZE  penetrance
AR S DR R PR M LE R E A B R R T
IR A .

3.19.1.3 =EREXKMAR

study, GWAS
T B () R DNA FEAR AT 4 R R 4 5 2%
WAEAR I Y, FEAERAE T B 5 E Ze MREk
B PIRAHIR B AR AL s BB T2 71 o W AL FRid
P ERZ A, BRI SNP.

3.19.1.3.1 T MIEfEE broad-sense heritability
TEREE R, JE—PRR b B AL e 178 e A AR
RUAR S o T o5 1 B

3.19.1.32 JEMIZfEE  narrow-sense heritability

genome-wide association
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FEREE R, PR Fh B A% Itk RS g e (1) A S
E4 B 3 YA 7 vh i o B9 EL A3
3.19.1.33 EFEEBBKEF genomic inflation factor
SERR LSRR Gt T o3 A b A S T b A e e
TR JE AR R 1~ 1, 4B IR R+ K T
1IN, $E7- W] e 7R SR R R 7 )2 I 5
3.19.1.34 JLE%ItE  summary statistics
F IR ORI 73 B 45 SRR AR AR BUE . — B dh a5
DRIZHL DG 73 BT R RROMEARL . RAOBEAE AR 1R . P B FF
PN =
3.19.1.3.5 E{ZHHX  genetic correlation
R ARIRE, s s. MRS, EHRIEE
W2 J&,  H TR R R S AR G
3.19.1.3.6 ZMALm  pleiotropic locus
Xof 22 AR A R MR R AE A A7 R
3.19.1.3.7 HEHENRL fine-mapping
8 HE DRI 2 a6 A7 ik — 20 4 /N DR SR A% S VA X 3
SERLTTE
3.19.1.38 HEREEFXEITES
PRS
FH 22 /™ 35 A% A3 s 49 2 DR R0 R B HAH A EE T A5 2
7B . AT LA T IR A% R 3R 2 BU8 KR
3.19.1.4 FENELRSH  rare variant analysis
B0 WaBAE AR S G 4R IS AL AR /N T 0.01
HIEAEAR D) AT — K0T
3.19.1.41 ®EWETF common variant
TE— MR E R, IREEA R LUK IR 1 A5 AR
S, 3R DU IREE AR AR KT 0.01 BsE AR 5
3.19.1.42 ENWNZTR rarevariant
FE—ANREE R R, IREEA I R0 LU/ R A 2
S, AR U IREE AL AR /N T 0.01 BsAE AR 5
3.19.1.43 SEFEBENF
WGS
I FH v 2 I~ 00— A A P A DRI 2 v 1 4
FERHEATIE, DEH DNA B 7210 5%
3.19.1.44 ZINEFMF whole exome sequencing,
WES
FIFH 7 304 3R 4 AR 4 R DRI 20 B A A 21 X3,
DNA FHIH3R, &4 Ja kAT mil il e 10 77 .
3.19.1.45 EMFBBER genotype imputation
DAFAR R 22, ANk 2k 26 DR B 3E AT HE BT 1)
—FhT%.
3.19.1.4.6 fafa#&3E  burden test
1B 2 DT 2H A DX 330 A 1R — 2H 5 LA S 2 9 ) 28K
LB T A — 2, TR A IR — AN AR
IR I I 73 B R AR B S B R ) K R AL LA

polygenic risk score,

whole genome sequencing,

S50 A B SRR A ) 7V
3.19.1.47 FHERTHI variance component test
P P 3[R 20 A DI 1) — 20 2 AR 7 55 909 FA) AL
JE il A TE S 73 A DT B Ao A B AL A% 2 PR 7 22 R o
B 9028 AR St 5 0 2 W) BB 14 7 7%
3.19.1.5 2FEREAXKMAR
association study, TWAS
TR TS0 RS R A 4 T 35 PR 208 B AT DN
T, 64 A R T B AR S S ZR MER BE B A
SNBSS UG WaRrS
3.19.1.6 FRMEFEXKHAR
association study, EWAS
IR R HAE (AR DNA FEAEAT 42 55k (R 4 1y 55 2
RMBAEFR I, 2R RA R RS 8t
R P AH K I R AAS AL s BT T T 785 H
FIE M e hric v DNA AL
3.192 AR family-based study
PSR RE g A T T35t A% PR 3R R MR 3 R 22 T R
— AT, — RGO TR SRR R
3.192.1 FELHRY
coefficient
PN AN R s ] 2 e A ) L [R5 BRT g B P B
TR AMAR SRR R — MR
3.19.2.1.1 M%&—E1E identity by descent, IBD
R SEILR, FR PSR AR [ R SR A S A
B v BORE T [F] —#H. 5k .
3.192.12 R7ZS—HUME  identity by state, IBS
A EUEILR, FE PN RIT A AR R A i 2 [ B
BB
3.192.13 BIEXFHRFEE  genetic relationship matrix,
GRM
P28 ) R 328 A A O 28 B0 B )R R o AN TR PR
e 5% F— AT DLIE I 25 R Y Bl 2R i AT HE T
3.192.2 B{EESISTHT  genetic linkage analysis
— PP T IRE R R B, 38 A AT SR R (RS
FRRFR, WhE 55— MR BB A G ) 5 PR A B e 2t

transcriptome-wide

epigenome-wide

coefficient of relationship, kinship

(LT WARrS
3.192.2.1 EPIAFEE  linkage disequilibrium

AN [F) 5 R 1 S5 57 5 [R] [) Bf agA () 0 2 B X vy T
BEALLE A R TUTME AR o

3.19.2.22 E$#Hi94T  linkage analysis, LD
— PP T AR RS, 38 AT SR K G (] s
FERZR, W 53— MR B A G R B DR A B 1y st
0 AR

3.192.23 XELHEIESTE  logodds score, LOD
I FH 1 5 R AN S B Y A 0 5 A ) e K ABA A Ry
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5505 9 R R R A b T B 0 AR L S AL ) e K ABLR
BRI K2 B 56 7 A AT R 8] & 15 1R M B 1) 7
3.192.24 ZZRE[EMEXT  affected sib-pair, ASP
T T Bl A B A RT3 A v ) B ke PR S0 R T R A
5 AT, AR AT s 5 B B¢ R I T2
3.192.3 ZKHEZXEKSHT  family-based association study,
FBAT
FH BASRE R RN FBEAR, BEFEER SRR
RIRAE B T7 1
3.1923.1 fHERNFERLE

transmission

3.20

3.20 DIMtERZEit  Bayesian statistics
i [J B} 22 KL S - DI (Thomas Bayes)$2 Hi i —
PRGN HEBE G U HEWT 7V o A AE AN g PRI B dn ey
HATHERE, FMEZRIE SRR A E N, R CA Bk
5 25 HE DT A AR PR T DSBS 3 ) e A
MEGIEEAINL

3.20.1 DIFtHrEIE Bayes' theorem
SRR« D3 A 20 (Bayes'formula)”s “ DLy )
(Bayes' rule)”s PAFEE 7 U4 (Thomas Bayes) i
2 BT R Re 5 AR ARG SR SR B0 iR, iR
PR AR — e B

3.20.1.1 SEIG#EE  prior probability
FEAE LI FEADETIEYE < AT, AR RRTER. Tl
SR BHARE BAR R R TR FA R S R AN E
MR

3.20.1.2 [EUGHEE posterior probability
1 3 A A s A 7 TSR IBOHT B B nAE 2., R DL
AR SRR AT IE, MRS

3.20.1.3 ZH#HEZE  conditional probability
—ANFME T I EF DA R E R TRRA
MEZR, BT B S R A RN A 5 2R AR A
PetFH

3.20.1.4 £#EERAQI  total probability formula
R T EFEEZ DAL FAEE T, —MEEF
PR AR SRR, I8 I A A OGS (0 S A A
BORFITG 2], 2R EZEANZ —.

3.20.1.4.1 FEREMHLE collectively exhaustive events
—A TS B R, RS R T
JrETREM AR, B ORI Th R — AR AR R
ME7 1. B, 8- ZAPRE, AR
AP ECE 2 (1 A R R A

3.20.1.5 YA—LEH normalising constant
— AN TR P MR 2 BN 2 2 5 o ) e AN B A

disequilibrium test, TDT
— M TR R WIEE R SCHR AT T i, T I I R
SRACETACHIE oK 0 B 5 [R5 MR A 38 A ROk
%o

3.192.32 REALFERE pedigree disequilibrium

test, PDT
— I T R R EE R SRHR T O, — B T A O
O SR BE AN i 1 2% ) i SR 70 A i B S5 AR
BALESIC R

et 5 gt it

IIEET 1R B R A ek s AR R
K 2 FLAH R SR SRR (1 R

3.20.1.6 EEIBIMETAR  Bayes' theorem for

discrete random variables
BRGSO BEN AR B R AR
—MIE, BTt REREE O RGN
TR, ZEE AR R R R

3.20.1.7 FLZBDIMHTA  Bayes' theorem for

continuous random variables
MR IR AN T 22 rh U BG5BT A0 B R 2 % FE 1)
—MI7E, T RESHAE QAR RSO R
RERAEIHRE, HSHCRMEZRANEEA LR o
TS 2

3.202 DIRtHrHEWT Bayesian inference
— P GETHHEWT T i o A 2 AT AL B AR A AN
Jele iR, SRR R IR

3.202.1 %I8{E2  priorinformation
FERA M, ARE RS S B B
A B

3.202.2 %I 43#6  prior distribution
FERSEHE 2 Fi 0 — A B AN BEL AR B AN E 1
BRI o & s JRAT T WL 2187 Kt 2 i 5%
TH—SHEA R AIRBUE S AT IR T A0 i wt
Fov TR AR EARAE BRI

3.202.2.1 FZIE2%LW non-informative prior
— U AN 2 B AR B ) AT B AR A A AR A B
TR S50 730 At o XA a0 ) H AR S 8 o 70 A
S5 R IN R 22 1 0 I, AT Lk A B A8 DU
A i e S8 PN A

3.202.22 AER%HW  informative prior
— o sz B B i B S IR SR B o A o R T SR AT
Fo &f . ERENEHLE B, 53EE B JR5HH
e, WSHEAEBOE T ITINE GBI, IM7E
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srprh R 5 R .

3.202.23 EWHEEF I weakly informative prior
MR “gE R, —MEET A R ME R
RISEI A . EONSHERME TR T K4
FECRE, H I v E AR ) AR E A . XA
Jelo A B TR A RS e 1, [RIINF AT SR o vFHal xof
b A E SR

3.202.23.1 BA{ER5%IW  unit information prior
— FERE R S TR T SRR AR S R
AAFERCE RS, BfF T 58 —Hdh % s
PIE S BB LR R ) TR, 1558
56 R 5 00 55 () 3 — S WA

3.202.24 4B  conjugate prior
— BRI SRR B TS, IR R 558 0
A 5 55 & T [ — FORBUE X S i A . RS
58 3 A BT X5 e 56 4 A AH [R], 7 2 G A8 BB A v
(Op =R g =

3.202.2.5 JEHFESEI  non-conjugate prior
AR RS & 5 A2 R R 2R J5 56 7041 1) S e
3. AIRETR EE A RN JTIE (WMMCMC) RKAF3]
JEER AT 5, EAARIES R E RLIR R B2 &
B 7= A2 5 T A BRI 5 56 3 AT o

3.202.2.6 FHIEHIW  semiconjugate prior
—H oA, ESURRBES)E, FEIRER
i 5 Se i B AL, BRTREW L E 2 S H.
ISP REE TR, T O AR 1R R RS,
[F AT SR i AL 15

3.202.2.7 EB)RSU hierarchical prior
ZRAGH IR AMET, 2R M S
XA FHMISEIR D ATIEE ), RVFEZ N ER EIH=E
FE . T T AR A I B S5 K BRAL (R AR 5, T LA
FEBIARKE B, FEEF TR S

3.202.2.7.1 FRRUIMHETS#7  hierarchical Bayesian

analysis
— AT DIHTRE Y, @I S TR 2 RS EOR
R, - NEHSEAG T REE 2 3 5 — A EHH
PRI, RVFILEAE BRI, BE A “2
JA7 BCRART SEOR “RERT B R S8 &
F T AFAE R 22 S s F A s -

3.202.2.7.2 #BHI S hyperprior distribution

FE U R gt rh, H R e i A S JUN S B a0 A o

LN S HRE S50 AT, Az el A AL By ik

BARIZE, WU LR ISR B 1) Sa 58 50
3.202.3 fEE45r7  posterior distribution

MRPEFEAAG EAISE IR A0, 8 R R 5%

A M2 50 AT R U B SR B SN S A TN S %A

I3

3.202.3.1 DIMERAJ{E[X|8] Bayesian credible interval
faTpR “PEIXE 7, Rk« UM EAE XA 7. FHZ
HUS I AR S UK ] . 90% RIS X RIZERE A
dEJa, LRI AT I R EORAS, SRSk
ANHE X B REZE Y 0.9, DI 2R T 55 2%
IR LA DX TA)AH DX T H ) — S

3.202.32

HPD
JE U8 53 AT B B R R R B, AR TR
MSH T el

3.202.4 3AFRMLSR  marginal likelihood
MR AR BB INB IR TE B S0
[ B~ B8 AR 1 B e SR B I 5, 2 D
- BT HE 28 rh AR R LU o F O i

3.202.5 [RUGIA{L posterior approximation
S in B B, MRS RAT T R AN AL )
S oA 2 ) S AR

3.202.5.1 B/RAIREFRYFFRS  Markov chain Monte

Carlo, MCMC
3G — B R SR B — R A A AE MR R 2 21T
—FIRS R T REF A, PR AT NS
BRI A I AR, BTz A i B R
WAL REAT S BTG5

3.202.5.1.1 B/RAIKRESHEFFZISET  Markov chain

Monte Carlo diagnostics
P PPAG S 2R AT R SR 2 R R s An i rg
B — R 5 Gt T HEFRF

3.202.51.2 2Z1L burn-in
FEAE I B /R AT R BE SRR B (MCMC) 88 KA T VAT
IR I B O RE A R RO R, DLIRE S W4 i 22
X B 2 S R IR R o

3.202.5.1.3 U8 convergence
KA G E. BMSHEH AR B, SR E .
ISR I SRS ] (35 0, BT TR e e 1
BRI R

3.202.52 EWEHHME  Gibbs sampling
fEFK “Gibbs fiIFE 7o Ly /KBRS RIS —F 5
%, AT HE— RV LR RIS EE, XSS H1E
(0 53 A BB SRE) B PRI 38 AT

3.202.52.1 EHWHRAEEE  Gibbs sampler
fi] PR “Gibbs KAFERS "o Gith b H T /R T KBS
RF (MCMC) H—MEE, HITEXE DL EHER A
M2 A B R A I AU BURE AR P 51

3.202.53 TR M- EAGEECL

Metropolis-Hastings algorithm

/gl EE  highest posterior density,
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N “Metropolis-Hastings 575”7, —F T M\ A i
HOARFN HIRE 2R 3 An R R ) S R BRBE SR RI& 7
o B — A D RB}REE, SR PAR A
57 BIMEER A AN R, SR SRR 1% S R B R A
FSCRIREAS BEAT G v W AT R il 1

3.202.54 FASBMENZHETLMEL  integrated nested

Laplace approximation, INLA
F T PRI IR AT 5 503 25 73 AR A A AL P DL P S0 HE B
i

3.202.6 DIRtERfkIt  Bayes estimation
G R T Al TS E0 Je 530 R RN EE (1) 1LSR 2R 2
KAt S D7 .

3.202.7 DIMtHTEF Bayes factor
— P T ERE AN B AN G AR X AL B A
FRPR o BN WL 3] )M 2 5 AR S0 Se B
A, FRX A ] RE S HUE BT RS KA A .

3.202.8 DIRtHTAL  Bayesian approach
IS FH BT O 5% 3] R B GO A S AR 220 A1 1) 32 00 4 i (D
Jegn MEZR) AT A IE AR T

3.203 DIAtHr4> 2888  Bayesian classifier

3.21

3.21 HREEHE  missing data
SRR “ B2 AE (missing values)”s — 20 54 B T R
JER AT T SR O P B0t 3 20 A e A BEALBR S . BEATL
SRR AEHERE LR R =AY

3211 BRREIRIELN

3.21.1.1 BRI  monotone missing data pattern
FEAL 22 A LI AR B B B, SR IAE I HH I A
— FRRERE UL, W AR AN 2 1
&y WNEAMELERT G e 828 & F A E R Ehk .

3.21.1.2 {EEERSKIRIN arbitrary missing data pattern
XS 2 A LI AR B 1) B 5 A AT A8 e 5/ AN 8 A8 4
AN R AR 2k 0 2 IR R AR AR e BB ik 2k
HABMRNE, RIA ]G sk .

3212 SREBUBHLE

3.212.1 SE2BENLERSS  missing completely at random,

MCAR
o ik o 5 OO B0 AR I B BRI oS, P
AR R RN R A Z A

3.21.2.2 [FEWLERS missing at random, MAR
TE—E KM T, SRES S AR e =24 K,
M5 8 S HUE RPN TR

3.21.2.3 JERBEHLERSS  missing not at random, MNAR
RS H A AR B BUEA G, 5 H S ER

e SR B /NS W GiBURA N 8 PN L TL SR S
DA 73 FEEHE S 1 73 2K T7
3.203.1 DIMER¥IZEAEN  Bayes decision rule
— PSRN, BT DU e PEAIREER A A, A HRAT
IEETR S EETTS S 2N PP
3.203.2 EBMFMHIMIL  attribute conditional
independence
FELE TE HAMJE IR 564, PN B YR 18] BARH AL
AT FH T J 1 TR OC 3 B HE T, A Bh T BR AR E s OCH
3.203.3 #PEDIMERS 285  naive Bayes classifier
ABCRE 45 5E 8 BRAC SRR AH B2 [R) 3 57 1) DL S8
KA.
3.203.4 FFpENMHETST S  semi-naive Bayes
classifier
TR & R PR ) S ML R, 1E S E R R
PEIE] AR ELAROBOR 2, TBORA J5 B AR 3R DU 28 73 2K 25
3.203.5 DIMETM%LZE Bayesian network
— T F A e JE PR Bl A IR B LA e R L SR A OG 2R
FROME 2 A

R i

BUEA G, AR AN AT 220 % S SR A ol >R FR) 52
3213 GREKEIBALIE
3.213.1 MBRSE  deletion
FELFZENT AR P B A AT HEBR R 23 B 70
3.21.3.1.1 FURMIFR listwise deletion
SRR “AZR5IFBRv%E (case deletion method)”. “5EE R
3 s 7o — T NI B Bt 4R AR AT A5 Bk SR A A
%, R T ARSI R T k.
3.213.1.2  FEXIER  pairwise deletion
MR “H RPN AT — PR S B A 56 firiss
S AR B AT AN R BRI A i o Ean s A
FIAHIGIS , AUMIBREX IR & B BRI SE, AT
KPR LR B T Hl &R T G B
3.213.2 fIAUARIESE  weighting adjustment
2 H IR BT, B R IT R, T
KRR, R A RIRCE, R T AL
o i B HEGRR Bon b, Gl R AR o £ 1
B, DA/ BT R SRR AT BE XA T B SR A 22 1 7
o
3.21.3.3 HREE{E®mAMIE expectation maximization,
EM
—FEA TR B IG OL T T AR KSR B 5
oA AL . BURAEW R KFEA, ZICIERSr
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isktE, SATBHIBAS, I 24
RS R, FEBCE AR S HOEA B T SRR Al T,
PR RMATHE B EENSA, SAEERE.
3.21.3.4 1E#ME  imputation
SR “HANE o T I O RN EARE AT RFE OR
MIE D SR RAB AT IRAN TT 75
3.213.4.1 E—iE4M single imputation, SI
MRR “HR—Eh 7. — P EUREIR N E. B
B B AR SRR B — N EAME, TR RS 5
B 53 AT 7 b
3.213.4.1.1 tJ{EIE4 mean imputation
NRR “EAERN 7o — M BB SR ARAE TN A~ 21E
771 E BB B I A A2 I 5 AR A 4%
W S T BE AL O R 58 A AT R 2R IR L o
3.213.4.1.2 [EY3iE4M regression imputation
XRR “EIAERN . — MRS EER, KiEAR
S [A] (1) 5% 2R G 57 (B AR S s aad [ Y A 20 ) Fod
VERIEAME N TT 5
3.213.4.1.3 ##FIEA hot-deck imputation, HI
NRR “IARFEEN 7o — i T ARABUE UL e Y B — S5 kb
Ji% e Hokzo0 AR AR —Hl SR bk £ 5o A R
FEBLER) 58 28 22 IRB AT SERb
3.213.4.1.3.1 PBEHHRFIEL random hot-deck
imputation
N CBEALARRAERN 7. —Fh IR T AR AR AR R AR
AT, T — MU E SRR AR, EE
B rhod R e R R 3] — 2 5 SR AR S AR BA

DE, SRJE X AR P BEATLE 3 — A RAEATHHTE

3.213.4.1.32 &IA4BEL nearest neighbor imputation
MR e AR AN 7o I B AR B g SN R I B Y
FEB, DARE R 3 i A8 O HHs S W0 BE 12 dpe il ) 25—
A B AEAE A AME I 5 1%

3.213.4.1.32.1 HIEHEEIEA nearest distance

imputation
M “EO R4 MBI R, & —1E
PRI = Nl TNk S e TN = SPURIDEIR 7SS
FEAS T, BRI R BT BOE BB SR AT A B AR &, X
AN B AR B AR BR R RE A PTG H AR AR Y
RSk AN A IAME 1 — F %

3.213.41.32.2 k-FiE4BEA

imputation, KNN
MREAR A EA R, B HRAE R
LA EEE, IR TR R S AR IE e B A
BENEAS IR SR SR A5 FH B0 5 P 4R B X T Hd
RBILHF RE BEAT H b o

3.213.41.32.3 RIRIALREA

quadrant-encapsidated-nearest-neighbor-based imputation

k- nearest neighbor

SBR “ BRI AT AR 7 — i 4 SR AR A —
SE VL AR BT il et s Xt HIASOR 3 ek SR AEL

771
3.213.4.1.32.4 FEHARFKIEK sequential hot-deck
imputation

MR BRI WREAR S G B S g
FELOAR BN FEAR AT HER T B R I BT,
PR — 2 o 5 AR AR R s, R By
BRI A RMELIE B /N LTS, IZ BT IR R H AR AR
R ARSI B T
3.213.4.1.4 AFiEA cold-deck imputation
MBR R RAGAN 7. — T 5B RAEAE A AR FL
AT S HHREAS (R WL AP SR AEL IR S AR 1R 77 7
3.213.4.1.5 MM{ELEE:  observation carried forward
W e AT SRR B 8 BRI IE 252 21 AR I [7)
BUSANF 26 A S HEAT 20 b T B LB 77 7%
3.21.3.4.1.5.1 FRWM{ELESE  last observation
carried forward, LOCF
MRR AR TARMEIIE 7] 7T 4555 7 “ R UOWIM G557
o T R UL DB SRR s SR B B U5 . ST
TN S 535 8O G AR AN R) f sk T R, K%
Z 5 ¥ & Ja— UOWE I EE N T8RRI A] 5 AR
NERFAB AR . £E BABIRIE 78 Bl RS A H
3.213.4.1.52 EZZWN{ELES:  baseline observation
carried forward, BOCF
W R LM N BANERE T2 5, S — M ARREAL SR 2k 2
TP UBLiy RN
3.213.41.53 HEWMELEF:  worst observation
carried forward, WOCF
MR “ a2 MMME P AT 455 7 “ B ZZ RIS 7. K
FHZAEAS BRAE LI s o, B SRRy 8 8 e 22
EDE G il7 RNV SN = DR PN FER=ERMATN
BT
3.213.42 %EIE4 multiple imputation, MI
MR “ZEAEEN 7. —Fhim i A 2 AN AR
SR RABAG THERAYE R 775 AN BRAE R 2 AT
REAEBEAT AL, FRXPIEAN S B T4 “ 287 Btk
IrAHEAT T, CREFTE TSR, A4S 2] iZ 6k
RAERIfhTHE
3.213.42.1 BAEIRBITRREE joint modeling, IM
TEAR E R S HUIRM 2 TR B A BB 0L T, AN
DU SR J5 5670 A1 R S it EROR AR M B0 7V
3.213.42.2 FTEFHENGEREE full conditional
specification
NRR“E 71 2 AR BAHEN 7, “ 1B Bl 2 AL B AR 7
X AR BAT R, H A A 2 2 0 A0 A s
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MBS AT, A A A IR B, T A
(] Y= TR o) S AR AR TR AR T 75
3.213.42.3 SI/RAIKESHFRIRIE  Markov Chain
Monte Carlo method, MCMC
U SRR A TSR, 18 AN S S A P A T PR
AL AT SRR AE AN TT s
3.213.42.4 [EIASHE  regression analysis method
— M LTG IR R AE B 5 A SRR A AR B AR DG A B A
FEARE, FILIE Y RGN AR, B R AE AT
TN T

3.213.42.5 ¥IRRBLE  discriminant function method
— P AR A RS H SR R AR AR 8 5 AR
B, BRELIE Y B B O ARY, AR A 3 R R X
FAB AT AN T

3.213.42.6 TUMIEDILELSE  predictive mean match,

PMM
— B LA BRRAE AR S e R AR (A [
AR, 152 KRB SEAS S, A EE RS
THE ) J5 5853 A v BEA L 2 AN B S 80 H TN E
PR AR BEAT AN T

322 EXRIFN

3.22 EFRIFN  scale evaluation
FH 52 B 3ty SRR o P N B A Ay B ) ) SV b
TR B AL T R 2 25RO

3.221 EAREE

3.22.1.1 %8 item
9T SRR N FRPIR YL, MAAS [R] R0 T4 1) 5 D PR
A 2R 1A 1a) R B AT 1R U o

3.22.1.2 %8B item pool
FH 52 3 2 1) ) DGR /N RS 3 4l A ST M AR AR A A B
fiE AN 22 BALL VT 1) 5 M PR AE R S R I WK HL IR
T

3.22.1.3 EE#aEE  tendency of dispersion
K FFRE 22 B3 e BB R 5% H A R g, 2%
X338 Do G ) 22 (1) X il e 05 7 N BBURR A 1 FEE
%2 B gt Jrids.

3.22.1.4 mHB#faZRE Cronbach's alpha coefficient
MR “Cronbach's a RE”. HERZHESTT
FAERR BT Z T S LLE], a2 A — B
FEVEE 26 HiE M St 7.

3.222 RRE responsiveness
9T SRR U (RIR YL, MAAS [R] R0 T4 1) 5 D PR
A 2R 1A 1a) R B AT 1R U o

3.222.1 HWEBRRE internal responsiveness
B R AL E I [A] B A& A O R E SR e
o BRI R B ARAE[F] — FEAAR P X 22 A0 R BURR R
I TV T IREGR T A S AR

3.222.2 HMEBRRIFE  external responsiveness
BRI AN [F I 8] 5 AR REE 28405 A R (g etk

BRI Z B R R IIRETT, R OG R BT

3.222.3 tRENR R
SRM
T-HHT 5 B R A0 ZE N IE S T FUATARdEZ 0 Lt
B, DARBLCERN =T HEH T B bR EAE 1 ge

standardized response mean,

3.223 {SE reliability
MR “ATEENE . BRI R I AR i AL R 2 i A
MEAE AR AR, PP ERIAENE . FefPEm—
Bk

3.223.1

reliability
BRPEH Z B, Rp R ER S
e E I [F) —RE BT o B VPN R AT P I R AR
Z—

3.223.2 EM{EE test-retest reliability
(7] — 5 0} A — FEAARAEAN RN 8] f02EAT 38 52 I
FrAS a5 R i) — SRR R . B T Ol B R AR A
FIEEME, el i R AE A [R] IR ) 50 B () — AR Jo I ) A
EME.

3.223.3 EX{SE alternate-form reliability
A AN 147 S AP B B R AN S () — HE A AT
BN, PrRgs BB B TR ERAEA
[ P AR 2 TB) PR — 501, o ot e 7 0 8 ) — 5 O P )
R gk

3.223.4 SH5E  split-half reliability
K FH R 2R 7 SRR ER 73, A% R P 1 A5 B 4
IR, TR ER A 2 A S R B DUSOBE
—HE.

3.224 HE  validity
T A 0% R ) P P AR R 1) ) A AR
[Z. BUERHETERTENIZ O —, R
e HIENES] 7o BN ER N

3.224.1 HNBME content validity
SR “IBERRRE . R TR —FE, T
TRAL B R B A 5 e H o S AT AR A T H A
F & B AR B YR T . HAR O oRVE 2 & T AN
RARRNMEANIZ 5 52 Bk

3.224.2 CEME

AE—HMEEE

internal consistency

construct validity
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MRR “HRBRGEE 7. A TR —FEAY, HT
PP R RN S S B, I E T B AR
o, IO N ERIR A5 .
3.2243 FREME face validity
AT A B R T EDULR e A N 2
000 N 5 TR B R AR
3.224.4 ERME  criterion-related validity
MR IR RIREE” . WISHERS — N IANE R
(R B 2 70 HR A 58 R AL
3.224.5 [EBIME concurrent validity
R 5 (A I T o R 3 B TR R AH SCAR
3.224.6 FUNRE predictive validity
RSO DASRUI A AT Dy BUR J5T R R R0 I 2 I
HH R R
3.224.7 RXHE cross-validity
TEAL I B TR AR ST AR A BOAS [R5 85 T A PEAZ

LRE IR R, BRI UE Gt 45 R A

3.224.8 FIHME discriminant validity
MRR XA RREE " 22 AN AT AN [F) R AR IR 2 3 2 4y
ez [ A ORAR B

3.224.9 FEZRH validity coefficient
BRSPS B R A B A A AR R, M
AT 22 E

3.224.9.1 JEFRENERS  unstandardized validity

coefficient
BT RMGENNER S S ERHVFIERE GFA
) BUE IR R 2.

322492 IRHUHE R

coefficient
AL G B R 3 S B R BARRHIEA & R R)
BB AH O R 2

3.224.93 ME—EFZE unique validity variance
BERERHETE QB E) 1 HBEZ RN 2
EEA o

3.225 TBE®KMNIEE itemresponse theorym, IRT
MR “o% BRI, DAEBAER B LR, B
FAAEMFE LM IS EH ER R MNAT A G 2% B g+
MEZR) 5 HIEERR oAl T 2 (R D6 R 1) 2 2 i

3.22.5.1 MERB coefficient of difficulty
NFR “A1 B S % (location parameter) ”. 2% H R i1 2k
AR (R0 XMRERE RN, B IRRE 1)
AR B0 o HIMMEZR 5 ToAT AT ot 5 25 R 8
HHEE

3.225.2 [X4%E discrimination
MR “ RS % (scale parameter) ”. 2k H RFAE #1285 1
P AL BIREER,  IRBRAN A B I ) X A R B

standardized validity

3.225.3 FEMERE  coefficient of guessing
MRR Wi 2% (asymptotic parameter)”. 582 FESE M
TR RE BT 0] R R o

3.225.4 IMBEYMEERH  item characteristic function
TETUH N2k HER TN, AR I 00l e 71 5 Xt
VRS SERUYSINE RS F A EAE U

3.225.5 IMB4%FERAZk item characteristic curve, ICC
SRR T S SR 5 R ) 2 AN ok Rt 2k,
LRI AN R R S s 2% B MERE L X 40 BE AT I B2 10 5
=]

3.225.6 IMB{EEHRAM  item information function
AT 22 BB Dy A RS B2 ) R B . R ok HAEVRAR
B AR R KT DTER (S B2 KD, DAPEAS 2% B Al
RN EIRZE .

3.225.7 WBEINEEESR differential item functioning,

DIF
TEAE A oA [F] () A R AALE 3 — 2% HAR 2 1 20 Al A
JSAR A A5 -

3.225.8 IMBKRRIEHE! item response model
— L TR 0 T IR X 1R E AR o S o
MAAT H B R 2 18] 26 R S aL

3.225.8.1 HIfEtRA  Rasch model
N R “Rasch 817, —Fh S HOP R REAL, T
PR T LE R 5T 5 R I H 1 s 8 2 [8] ) 5%
Ao

3.225.82 BERMIIM  local independence
BAHIFR R 7R X 06 3 — 2% B BIVEZ A 2 Hodth
kBB, RN IAEE 7 RS2 f5 5k H RS
SN B AH HAHST

3.22.5.83 B BEENMIR computerized adaptive

testing, CAT
— PR VRN RN H S BB I T BA
T H e SRR AR, T SEOURR A B 1 2
g A AE B R BUE B KA R R HAH S, o5
FOO 2% H A 2 U DL AG T 4l R

3.22.6 #E{LIEiL  generalizability theory, GT
FRYEHI FCI R R BERHRE i, B RE MR 7RI, M
FA 77 22 53 B At v 88N 10 22 RUR 0T U B 45 SRR, 3k
ARG ik B, S B IN 5 25 R PT 5 12 ) o KA il
wEEHL

3.22.6.1 M=ZHB¥r measurement objective
AFF T O B I AE AR T o AN PR T B il i S A 7
FT, AT DL 2k B 80P 72 i SRR e

3.226.2 MEME facet of measurement
B 7D HARCASL, s B AR S AR 1) & Fh 2% 1
Rz, OHENETHE, WERE, WELRE, Wit
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X, UKUENIE . 5. IE%.
3.22.6.3 £S5  universe score
Dl B 2 b A 00 E A5 1 A e BT S i
P W B 2 il & 1) H AR s () B AR R I
3.22.6.4 XML universe of admissible observations
SE o ) 2 ) A T SR A I RS
3.22.6.5 #EfLE1E  universe of generalizability
NEAGERAR B 5 bl S 2l 2 1 2% A A 3R AR e
3.22.6.6 REHZFR decision study
NEAGERR B T, 25 5N [R5 1 AL R B AR
b, TR RS HIRZE T, i S R SR i i 7
3.22.6.7 HE{LEAZ generalizability study
MEAGERR B b, B 90 0t B O A i B b DA
RCANTZIBIAE HIGFR, N T2 00 ik i 03 308 %
7 ZE 53 i AN R RIS 7 22, DAk v SRR I 7 22
gy S AR RN R
3.22.6.8 HELFREE  generalizability coefficient
FHARXT R ZE A T R IS B R, o)A e 5 0
SHHEEE B, RINE HAREA 75 SR R HI
B, R PREE.
3.226.9 TAJFEMIEH index of dependability
FH AR R ZE A T R IG5 B R, il I 73 318
540 BIME 2 ZE W7 R, RIS 0056 B & )

W 4573 20t N &[] 575 L4 32 (0 T ] e 21
RN 2 3 IR R RS A
3.22.6.10 MZEHEX measurement design
N5 T P 26 AR AR AN e sk et DO 5 2 SR
BRI 2 AR AR AL 4 dsk B AL B, D B
BRI n R0 B ) i A T 4 2% PR AR R ]
AR, MIFR Y e IR QR kR e
P, UER IR S IR
3.226.10.1 PEALEMEAZXIZIT random single facet
crossover design
A — AN DB T, L0 0 i A H AR P R
KPR —— 454G, AT ARES S BN, o
AN A 3T TE B AR it
3.22.6.102 PBEHMLMEAZX It  random double facets
crossover design
KO0 23 7 4 0058 00 T P 42 B, LA T £
K B H BRI K 22 T #8245, T A H
Bl BEATLIDURE (Y, S AR el S O B A I B it
3.226.103 ZIUHEMIEIE multivariate
generalizability theory, MGT
AT 2 AR A R AR 22 4 52 D& H At 7T
M AL 18

323 BRI

3.23 [ER#ERT  causal inference
WG RIS 07, ERFIAELR T 2T
BT AR IR, O A% R (ClnmT gk
TEED) KB A= L R B A, DAIX 23 PRER 5 O B
NRFE SRS B o

3.23.1 Z2EREREA!  Rubin causal model, RCM
MR “IEAE 45 AR (potential outcome model)”.
“Rubin KA, H {R% - 2= (Paul W. Holland)
e, PUFEYNE - 52 (Donald Rubin) % F 44, LA
REEIHEG L, SR TN RAE— A Z N4k
FHER ZAE F R Fn] e e AR 0 P 4 SR dEAT AR, AT
AT LR RRAS TH — SR G B

3.232 EREMER!  causal diagram
BT B 37 WA I IR 5 Bt g 0L DR SR OG IR R b
A R [A) B A AH HL G R I BB ALY, 2RI RC AT
PR D] SR A5 R At - ) A o

3.232.1 FERMETMEZ  causal Bayesian network,

CBN
SE ML AERE AR, R A2 A0 BT k4
AR B H] R 5 2 A LG R M N 28 4k, AL 4

Ho— R FRBE AR B 8] S5 A AL G AR A A O IR
FE O ) AR B ) SR A 0 AT

3.232.2 ABEIFEIFE directed acyclic graph, DAG
PARE—BEALAR B A D71 A, A S ) 7 Sk A [ 1 4
WA E AR OCE, HMMER T At R TGRS S
FER A A1 12 5 1) — S0 AT IR AT ) BB

3.232.2.1 @AM frontdoor criterion
S EA I K], A RSN T — N X iR Y
AR E X (XY — AT T B AR I HEN, A5z s
LA T A B XM Y FA MG, X 20
BEGHEEBEEIHE, HZTEEE3 Y MG
BEIHE X AR .

3.232.22 RITAEM  backdoor criterion
GEA MK, AR EESHN T — A h X R Y
PR (X YY) —EE T BSAMEL, GEZrE
EEHRA X BEARRI A, HIEW 7 RrE XA
Y AR E AR X R4

3.232.23 d 538 d-separation
MR “HrE" MREEE— M, HT
SE P BE AL AS B2 ) [ 26 AR SR AZ R &R o BT P B3R
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K, HHESEHRTEESGHFRMET, TEESG X 5
BEGY MK, PEEEAS XETEESY
Wxs e A7
3.233 RESLHEZR  counterfactual framework
T I LR SRR B ) 45 S 5 7 AR [F] 2644 T AT B
ARG B THASE S, SR HE W PR 2R 208 1) — Fh 4 #ir
HESE .
3.233.1 REX

counterfactual

KW TN GOSN BE L B — AR, BIILSEE 21

S HEIORES o BB AR BB “ IS
HRA KR PIRASTS, BIFF0IR R3S B AR 1% ) S SR
T RYBUE B —Fh o Hr AR

3.233.2 BELR potential outcome
B W TN RAEAC AR B 2 M r] BEIUE T RO RS
SRS ) L SIUE . Xt T 2R R, B AESS
I3y “CREFARAS” A COROIRAS” T, W RAR B
FLSHUE

3.234 BERMMN causal effect
H— BB BB TR E S R AT IER, A
T H T TR i ey 27645 i ey B 0 150 2 6 TR K A
HSSEVEIPN 7

3.234.1 —HMRIE consistency assumption
T DR R SR RO 4 78 SORMt T HAT B 0 = SRR
B2 e T RS AR, o 3 AR (Y SE PR BUE 5
5 TAZRES T S22 B B — 2

3.234.2 MELEREMRER

value assumption, SUTVA
SR AE—HIF TS R R 3 AR BV R U AN T
A FUR G R U A AL RIS, ELO TR FExt
B, HPTHR KB B 82 /K AAAEA R TE R

stable unit treatment

AR o
3.234.3 FMHMIRIZ conditional independence

assumption
SRR “ 26 A mT A2 et 15 (exchangeability
assumption)”. Z55E WAL ST, AR 1 2 BUE
5 ab AR B U TR s, R R T2 MURAS 1
AME, HRET HMIRE, AR ERE S 2
TR TR MR — 2.

3.234.4 HEFEFEMH common support condition
BT Ot ERUE, N REAA TR
MEZR7p NFEACBRZH, AT A DR B AL B KPR 2 8
FRDR I AR AS D S 43 DR SR 80 PR HE BT

3.234.5 FHERMMN average treatment effect, ATE
B — A AL P B N B AR SR SRR . R EAE
TE IR E SO HE “ AR FRES” N5 Z A0 ST 0 fE
R (G R TR AL T “ REFEARAS” F0 %t

HECIRAS ™ T g [ 3% 2 U SR LA 1) 22 ¢

3.234.6 MFEERMMN  individual causal effect
PEARRR T8 A 1) Ak 2 g g ok HL &5 SRR o ABGE AF
FEWIRA E X HE “ REBRDIRAS” T AN SL I 0t
RE” AHFEATIS R AAL T “AEFAIRZS”
N REORAS” TR e AR B A 22 R

3.23.5 {5EMHiIES  propensity score, PS
FEZE TE — IR ) P AZ B 584N, MR H Pl T
Tl i 1) 25 AR o BT TP DU S M AT 9 R
AR, HizO B IR B REAL N FRER 25 4, I
DI R 22 o

3.235.1 1AEESDSTE  propensity score stratification
BT P AR B (R U A BRI AN R N FE Ak
PRAH B 2R, IR TR SR MR AT 40 12
M SR A R 2R S vh 72

3.235.2 {ENESFRENL  propensity score

standardization
BT P AR B (R U A SRR AN R N FE Ak
PRAH B 2R ER, FEIE TR SR A MR ZE X AN A T A T
T HINR AR R 2R I G it 7

3.235.3 {EIES AL propensity score matching
BT AR B B BUE AL BRI FON R AN FEAL
PR KIS, FER % S AR AR L) A 3R 47 TT
BC, AT imont LA ) (R 35 4, AT 48 1) VR AR ()
IR

3.23.5.3.1 =4BIEMCAC nearest neighbor matching
— BT R AHERT ) Gt 7, W A AL B
78 P DA SR R0 o T e 1) Ak 2 2F AT 1 2 A R A AH A
BME, FEZGE RS T, ULE 35 FEAL 3 AR
FRAB S AH AT 0] R ZH AN AT LE X G —Ff T RE
i

3.235.32 #ZMHE  radius matching
D] SRAHE Wy b — ek (R DR 77 v v T ok b 3 2%
Rio HET A BOE R REGEAS, Mo IAh k5
ZAE TR AME, L E VAR BN A N ALFR AR A
ZEFAE — T X TA] A AR N IE B R UL C 77 7

3.23.5.33 #%[LEL kernel matching
BT E, DIESE AR & N 40 AR AbF A AL =
AN R Y SR, 55 A 0 BN A R BT 2048
I+ 52 b FEA A AT UL (1) SR o

3.23.5.4 SHEZEEMA  inverse probability weighting
— R R T, Al TR R AN . BT E AT
g i () HOUAEL Ak BB BT 900 70 N A 3340 1) 2% A
RER BRI E B, 48 M A0 R A R B
BRAS — MR IR AR A R A48 70 A (O N

3.23.6 Hr4#T  mediation analysis
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— oA R SRS 2 B A IR B BT T . AT
D5 DR A B 3 o e AR A 1T S 5 SR A
“HRAT G, FEERT— RA G FRENE RN
VA el = AIE K U B A PR B S g

3.23.6.1 BRSO HT path analysis

S R IS ALACIVS WA 5 S 18 = AL IS E S
R Mg AT

3.236.2 BERHPNZH  causal mediation analysis
PPAG R B A S5 DRI AR 8 A 52 M) 245 SR A% B I ) v A L
PRAT I GE T HE T R o

3.23.6.3 BAEEME natural direct effect, NDE
DRI SREAHE T R T 20 AR DR SR AR ) — BB, HBOE A7
7 BB e S HE “RbERES” 5 Z MXT SR “ X R
RE”, BN ZEEREENBERAS T BFELE
1B, A5 BT R 1 2 2 R B o Ak T AR
A ORTHERAS” NI, o AR B U P 2

3.23.6.4 BESRIEIEMMN natural indirect effect, NIE
AT SRHE W b FH T 70 i DA SR RS — Pt &, HABE A7
TE B E SO HE “AbERES” F15 Z X SR “Xf IE
RE”, BERBELTEEHELESRET, HEERR
BRI A 22 B4y AL T “ Ab BRIRAS ™ FT 0 IR
T BEATLIBARL R, W 3 AR ) B A 1 2 5

3.237 T EZTE instrumental variable
FAR B SR AL R AR B S AR OG, (BAI S RN
TR B ) — g, Bz EUE %R
EREM AL R, ZMAE %R RS4RI
DAl SR AN A R T

3.237.1 MM endogeneity
G ) — AN B AR AL & 5 R ZE TR A
KRZAPIMAR

32372 AEMBLE

variable
Guitiifdeh, SEARAY P AR A S e () — KA i
WA TR X B R — KA & DL A
A PN =

32373 NEBBETE

variable
Guittifi, MEAASNTR R IOE R E, AT
R E R R AR B 2 e ) — AR B s A
iR ZEDT R MR &,

3.23.7.4 TEIRFIIE overidentified test
N7 RE T HARE AU SR AR N A AR
N8, BIAEAE 2R T HAR SRS B, X RT
H TR EHAT MR IS R ST R 50 77 7%

3.23.8 HIE/RFEHL  Mendelian randomization

— AR FH 384 A A Oy TR AR BRI D SR OG AR 1

endogenous explanatory

exogenous explanatory

Trike HET OSRAEEAEE BN El e AR
IREAL B, - EER R R “IE
NLTHARE, @ ERL RS R R, BeR
S5 S R L A ORI, 1 T HE T 2 e 5 5 46 R
S
3.238.1 —MEREE/RFENLL one stage Mendelian
randomization
— PP T AR BE LA TV ) R SR A T SR, B AR
FHIEARAR S A 0y T B A B SR T 2 i DR 300 45 R AR
IR R AN, RVl T AR AR B0y ) S e
AR B AN 45 Jmy AR B ) R SRR T 2 i 5 45 R LAY
SRR
3.23.8.2 M HARE/RMEH  one-sample
Mendelian randomization
— R T R BEATLAL 7 1 ) R SR AE T SR, R R
W = o7 N B L S E 105 ¢ > & N S I TSR3 S
Al TH AR R 5 4 R A R N
3.23.8.3 MHAZE/RFENIL two-sample Mendelian
randomization
— R T R BEATLAL 7 5 ) R SR AHE T SR, ok
SR EIEIPANG:= 3 0 T VAL = o7 N & RV £ 2
5 R FE AR NS R AR B () R Al T 2 e 5 46 R )
AR DR SR AR, DT i 2802 HE I P 418 2
3.238.4 WEIZE/RFEHL bidirectional Mendelian
randomization
BT AERBEN R e T7:, B AR A% 22
ST RS, AN PRl K0 45 R UL SR
X 2 g R 2R OV FE XU e R R SG A, AT R 26 PR SR OG 3%
FR 77 TP FEFR R B ) BRER 0o HoAZ O i iy 2H 0
SL T IB AT SIS 70 ) A T X ] R SRR, R Ak
R TA] PR IR 9 2 4R A v 2 4R
3.238.5 FMEXZERMEHNAIL two-step Mendelian
randomization
— P EE T AR BE AL TV B DR AR T SR, R
T R R 3 I AR BT 5 B0 45 SR R O
B Xof 2 iR AR BRI vh A AR By e A PR AL A
I3 PRI B3 AR 2 58 3 rh A Al eh A 2155 5 18] 1)
PRIIRASORE,  INTT ] ) 2% i 38 465 J 1 v TR AL A
3.239 LR EMESB!  structural nested model, SNM
— RAFAE RN 7] 38 40 1) B i R 2% R R I, Gl AE 2
AN R B i L VRN GG JR) B 20 AT BR A
MNTITARALLAE AT 5T 0] A AN [) 2 i BRI T Wi 2 A
HAE, AT Aot o s T R DT SR R0 PR AR
3.239.1 SFHiREMERE
model, SNMM
—RAFAEREIN [A) 320 F) 2 s B R R R N, Gl AE 2

structural nested mean
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AN]SR R B . TR RIS R IR o0 AT R B
Tl TH45 58 D7 L AL FRAN AR & R RN AN RAEA
[Fi) 2% % HUAEL T oy me) AR e 350 R B, AT i T B T £
5 T SR RS A AR A
3.239.2 HHMBRESHER

structural nested

distribution model, SNDM
— JRAFAE RN 7] 38 40 1) B i BB 2R R R I, Gl A 2
ANIFIE) R A B L VRN &S SR IS 40 AT R AR
fliTH45 TE J 52 A0 BRI IR 5 1) W) )8 AR PR 20 A1 R
B, DT Ak T IS T A A ] SR R AR

4 T

4 ffZIEIT  research design
BEABE TP O SEIUAT T H AR )58 B RS THR. E
e 7 HAR S . o MR T, AR AT L 46

ST SEPE . AR T A AL . SO0 R
EOFSCRL, RN RNR AN R A

4.1 SERBFE BT

4.1 SEIGHFZRIEIT  design of experiment
—MuEd EA R E TR BHRRTE, FERELS
FeHOR BN A LI A 50, DA 56 R R 5 R R0 7T
715 FAZ U B AR 37 A8 5] DR AR B FR PR SR AR
A I 7 A ) S5 2% A R de /A D £

4.1.1 EAREEE
4.1.1.1 SCIGEA{L  experiment unit

NFR “SB6 % % (experiment subject)”. 252 ANFER &
(A AT
4.1.1.2 AXIBEZE treatment, treatment factor
W e AR 75 B A0 T 5258 5047, 75 SEge R 2
W E FF 1 B LN B R 2R
4.1.1.2.1 BEZRIEIT single factor design
SEIG A HE T 1 AN R R B — 2R A .
4.1.1.22 ZEHFKIT multifactor design
LI HE T 1 N L R B R R — 2R A
4.1.1.3 SLIRR  experiment effect
YOSy Y| RS A i VATIPIAE = £l =2
4.1.1.4 B control
TR Dy T AR I TR R B R 1 AR AL B
FTIM R E R —HAMAE, 85X AN AR AT R
B b s AL B DR 2R PR A
4.1.1.41 =ZAXE  blank control
N “TCIRIT R ANESZ AT A A3 0] R
4.1.1.42 ¥rAEXTER standard control
F2 52 AT B A B B A B () 0] R
4.1.1.43 EHEE mutual control
B AH R AR, AN T TSI R

4.11.44 BHEXB self control

BR2 32 B 7 %)~ ot dic ot 0,382 52 48 FH -1 6 EU R i it 1)
[ — 2L S 2 B T R

4.1.1.44.1 BRHIFEHXERIRIE

randomized controlled trial, N-of-1 trial
BT AN GIEAT BENL 22 1 IS it . 22 A I B B
A XA RS, 2 —Fh DA A A RO ML
I R IE T T B o

4.1.1.45 HMERIFTER  external control
S DL I, AT DL LA AR g R, T L
[ AR 55— DT R

4.1.1.45.1 [ASEXFER historical control
NFR “IELEXTHE (potential control)”.  PAIL 2 B 57 45
FAE X

4.1.1.46 ZEIFIXTER placebo control
{EH—Fh 55025 EARIL . Ak Ak, HESTA
FHE, ABERSLIR AT RFTR A, HIC 2534 FH B
HORSERRF HR T I R

4.1.1.47 PHMXIER  positive control, active control
T2 7= A BT T RS 0T B, 8 52 ST A AL
Aib P AR AE AL B o

4.1.1.48 [AMEXTE negative control
TIRHEAAN 22 7= A2 Btk 50 3802 R 6T HEL

4.1.1.49 EXXFER  dose-response control
NRR “FIE-RBIRE 7, SLIG 21— R A% E & i
X HE

4.1.1.5 PFE#LL randomization
S oy I RS I, B RN 2 RIS A A
[F) PR AR 2 B 2 % 2 T 301) S 56 ZHL AT R4

411.6 EE

single case

replication
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SIS AEAR [F) 25 A1 R HEAT Z2 008, DUSE e S
H AT FE S R

4.1.1.7 BN  simple effect
2 At 9 mh L e s e DR 3R P UL [ 5 I, WL B A
FUR R AEA [ HUE S BIrss R8N ) 22 57

4.1.1.8 EXN main effect
IR SR B 2 SEER RN I E I 2 57

4.11.9 XE{EM interaction
e RIEAE 5 — IR ANF KT i B Ak vy S 30
A

4.1.1.10 ##ZH runin
MR “CRANI” SR RAETFH ARSI TR TiEANE
SRIRAS T 75 B2 1 — BOAS AT Ao AL B 1) A0 52 1 [
.

4.1.1.11 5%B7HA  washout period
NRR “CIEEEIT. BB R, T IRIEE
— B B AL PR RN AN S TR, RS E N —
BOASHEIATART AL BRI 1) B o B A 21— B B A 3
RIS 2R, SEge ot G 3 B 3] 3 SRR .

4.1.1.12 FEREMEL  carry-over effect
SEERA T, BB B AL BRAE S5 SR AL B R B AT AR
EEREIEY AR

4.1.1.13 MEESRL  period effect
NMBR CITIARLN 7 SEERRFFTH,  EIRAA TN AL L
HARIRES T ARAFLE 1 B T B ) A0 1 72 A (4 5% SR 6
SERR .

4.12 FECXFItT  paired design
W SIS B % — 8 SR T, PR RN R
PR SIS B BE AL 7 T AN [R] Ab B AH ) SR 56 i

4.12.1 [EIEECXT autosyndetic pairing
Xof HEMI SEZ 56 0 Kb BR A T A FH T [R]— 52 R TC 6T 15
it

4.12.2 RIBECXT heterogenetic pairing
Xof HEMI SEZ 56 (10 Kb BE A T A FH T AN 7] 52 8 R E 0T 15
it

413 SEEMENIZIT  completely randomized design
SR “fa] BLBE ML BT (simple randomized design) 7. K
FH 58 2= BEHLAL 23 28 77 3264 7)o 1) i B S 23 ic 31 %
S ZH AT R ZH 1) S BRI .

4.14 [X#AEIt block design
Ve Cnsh el R, B RRETE . Ml
CEUS SR AL P PR 2R ) A [F) R AT S5 DU i 56 B A7 2H
XZH, PR 5 DX ZEL A ) S B B 23T 3] % Ak 2R 2B 31 1)

SE .
4.14.1 PBEHLX4E1&IT randomized block design

PR BB PR Cansh YRl A,

B RRNE MEA ER AR P ) AH R Bk i
i A S BT 2H s X 2, o 5 DX 2L PN D S5 LA
BEAL > 0 31 4 Ab R A ) R SR 0T o & A B ZE ) 1) 5
59 PR RO SR, A DXCZH A A LR 3R 1) B 25 4

4142 FHEATELXAFIT balanced incomplete

block design
AN SR Ah B R 2R A K T R e 0 T R — S DX AL P S
X R X BT, S AN P AR ]
REAS XA MR A R]

4.1.5 T /A%t  Latin square design
247« BT JT B S T 7 Bk 22 IR Ab 2R K5 i A
ENINDM ra? gy o

4.15.1 $ITJF Latin square
H g M T F RS AR AT B2 T A - BRI
— IR g 1T g B Rk

4152 FHBERITFA Graeco-Latin square
MR CIERHLT J7 7 PIANRLT J5 BEAH IEAZ Fr A3 21 (1)
J7 B

4.1.6 #rEKIT factorial design
AN BRI DL EARER PR 35 1) % KPR AT A T A8 X
HeE, &P R H G L AL it ik,
FH CAPEAI AN B8 22 A A 3R] 25 1R 2808 % &% R 2= TR )
ZHAER

4.16.1 SE2RMEIFIT full factorial design
SIS B SR F 5 A BE LK 73 20 7 4y B 31 4 mT
REZH A (R AT DR o

4.1.6.2 BEWLXLEMEKIT randomized block factorial

design
MR X A TE 7 AT AH [E X AL M, i i BEAL
43 SR 77 2t AT DR AL T T &S A 3 R 3R KT 4
THI2E S A P R R SR 36 it

417 EEMEZIT repeated measurement design
[ — S B AE B M S S5 A T 3R AT DU S
Wit

4.17.1 HBIFEMEIZIT premeasure-postmeasure design
[ — S5 B A7 AE AN 5] SR 36 S5 A1 T R AT BT S PRI ORI
(B4 e aapR

4.1.8 1ExRIEIT orthogonal design
— P T IR R = 2 R R S vt Uik, i R
FEHZ RN R ZAKFRISLIRA S, Db ritis
3T 8 D3R IR 80N s HAR A

4.18.1 IEXM orthogonality
IEAZ Wt 2 HE s gs pr il 4 1) & & b, B b PR
ENIED G ST a = Rl PN b= N ol CTP AV £ v R =1
IHEHD 1 IR

4.18.2 1EZX 3 orthogonal table
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— PR TR, HT R 2 &R 2 KPR sk
WA, WORSEI W R I H A RS M, NI
Ror M & R R E RS S E HAER
4.19 H[Xiit split-plot design
B XANEN— LI s, XA PR AE N 2%
S BN B TE TV o RS DR R TR B 42 52 PR AN 231)
FYENINPOSEIN
4.19.1 E2RENREXEIT
split-plot design
— SR SIS A B HLEE 4 B T 2H 5 L g s sy
WL R T 05 4252 A B IR AN R KP4k
BRI BIt. I T % AT AL B PIEER KL
AEART AL EH N (1 ECAS N T 2
4.19.2 BEHIXERXIKIT
split-plot design
FE A BEATLZL DX BT A I — 2 S 58 A S 4 R BE AL IX
HIAT TR R e NG, BANHNM AN —9sL
A BENLIEZ A IR TR R ER AR %6 1
FEAT0 o3 I Mt 485 M e K (VA SIS i < B4 35 M Y VA 1
WLIES2 B IR T AR EE.
4.19.2.1 #£[X%H mainplot
— R SIS B NI X 2L
41922 F[XZH split-plot
4 X ZH PN I St ) 2 2
4.19.3 H[X-Z[XFit split-split-plot design
RS AL — A 43 Dy = S A R A )
S BT R X T
4.1.10 #REW®IT nested design
AN S DR ZR A28 S IR i 7 B R E R
7%, FERERMNEKETIREE RERZRK AR
REAKF
4.1.10.1 ZFEZH main factor
SRS AE T A B ARG T R R AL B R R
4.1.10.2 #REREZE nested factor
SR PR 2 Ao LR B ) 5 e S g T b — 2 A
ENi0]PS i
4.1.11 F4TLHIEIT  parallel group design
W 32O AL SRR 8 I E Bl s R SEAS AR
ZRGEATLHE 7 Be B RIS A, S 2RI AT L AT HERE,
et FH Il RIS B 2R 7Y
4.1.11.1 MERLI two-arm study
— NI — A0 R LR AT A .
4.1.112 BidIE multi-arm study
A 3 A UL I H B AT AR
4.1.12 Xt cross-over design

ERSEE RN, ££ 5 BOS B A 25 R

completely randomized

randomized block

SEHEAN R AL, DL R A A B 7 S 1 — Pl R R
Wit
4.1.12.1 FMEERZXIEIT  two-stage cross-over design
PSS E R ER T , A T RAE N B B fa e
2 P AP AR BRI AE ST
4.1.12.2 ZMEERXEIT  multiple-stage cross-over
design
P RSt E KR IR I , B FER RAE 2 AP EFr B
JE RS AR AL PR ) A8 Xt o
4.1.12.3 MWERRXEIT two-factor cross-over design
B 500 R A% IR BE AT E A [R] B BAR T 52 P Ak
HAE Mt
4.1.12.4 REBREIT  William design
YAFAEZAAEER , B EE 2 Y IRAE AN B BOR
AT 5 H BN BORIREAN T H H 35S AR
[ ) —Fh 28 et
4.1.12.5 FEASELIRZNKIT  balanced incomplete
cross-over design
HAEFERZ I, OO RIS AT RE b ez Horp J LA
AbER, AREFP AL B St TR bt R B IR SORE S5 L) b Ak 3
FE— M A B I —MAg Xt
4.1.13 BEBENLIZIT  cluster randomized design
Lk N1 L RN D N i Ry = N R
X GRS AH [F) AL 2R ) — a6 Beit, AT RAMA 2
EIPERERS B7 WA PSR & S D i} A
4.1.13.1 EBTE{L inference unit
FERENL BT G A R ARS8 57, AT DL A Bk
TR R
4.1.14 ESZIRIEIT  quasi-experimental design
Xof BTG B AL T (18 77565 SR AL H — 5 “Z W T TR B
W TT % AR R R PG T eI ki, mZE
TREHLA BT () — AP sEEe Rt
4.1.14.1 FFEXTHRLEIEIT  nonequivalent control
group design
— T A BEAI A AL 53 2L 5 DU) T A e ORE JE A 3 R 3R AE
2 17 73 A A [ 0 2L 18] bR C i )
4.1.14.1.1 BIM  pre-test
SIS TF AR T 52 1200 G2 (R0 M g M X
4.1.14.12 BN post-test
SR G5 R SO0 G2 (R S M
4.1.142 RXiEREERXEIT
correlational design
FE T AR B 1 E A, @ A A [R] S [R) s — A
A5 i — AN AR B A X R R AN A — AN AR R )
HEVER R, PSSR 5T
4.1.14.3 Br=EYIEH
design

cross-lagged panel

regression-discontinuity
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T I e B AL 3 28 T U = T BT S A
(BB BB R K 23 S SR 2E ), @ [l A AR R PP A S 56 3%
L —FR T
4.1.14.4 [B]&RETE]FF& T
design

W R AE S AT 5 22 I ) s AR B e, PR A 12

interrupted time series

4.2

4.2 I®KIRIE clinical trial
—MENRZIRAE P AT RGP AL, BT
il BT T TS it ) 22 = A U BRI, B
PRI R AR o

421 EAREE

42.1.1 EIEIMIEYr intention-to-treat, ITT
— i PRASREE: B 23 W i o BLSROE BT A BE ML 2 41
ZARFE NN LT, IR A 53 Be I8 9T AT
PR, B HREB TR Va7 BUEsy TR TR, X
FhOTVE B AR R BEN L R OE R, s, 58 F 8K
iy fs2 B PO e A S PRI PRI B8R

421.1.1 EMEMAITEM  Intention-To-Treat principle
FTRy7 R G RIGIT 77 %) MaESERRss T 1)
YRIT VAR VR IT RN JE

4212 HZk baseline
TERFFETF AR, K523 B 70 G OCBRERHAIE . 48
FrECIRAS BEAT A7) 46 I & 1H

4.2.1.2.1 HEZZWN{ELESE  baseline observation carried

forward, BOCF
W FELE WG BB ARAE I T 28 5, A& — PR NSk 2K 2L
PEALHE TV

42122 HZ%)E baseline balance
FE SER BOW SRR T b, AN R 1) 52 AE AT 5T
BRIy, HOCHEAL A RHE R A AEAE S R %

4.2.1.23 EIZRIE baseline adjustment
IS SR vt 53 B T 1206 B TR SRR FE 2l S8 AT
VAR, DAP ) HO 45 R AR s T CE Re e, DT B v A
b RS firle a1 E P AN | N U CEVA Vg A

4213 WHELE covariate
WS nT Re 5 KA R AH OC, HoAT REXT A i g SR = AR
PR &, 5 EAEG o3 H rhom DAEss i DAV BT CE TR
IR

42.1.3.1 WHEERIE covariate adjustment
T ST VAR T AR ST AT SR R e, AT BE
AR AL T B AR B DA B[R] A S Rk

42.1.4 IZH7H#r  subgroup analysis
BEXTAIE 0T G — AR A M A B (1

it
=N
1=

2SI AN BRRT 5 B RN AY, DAVPAL SIS RN T
4.1.14.5 WEZE4%% difference in difference, DID

Bl A e S 6 v SIS TG 2H T FIUHT 5 R 318 1) 22 5 X e 2

TIRAT GBI ZE, DAV AT S50 2808 1Y) — Fofr D] SR AHE W

Tk

e PR

RUSEREAT I 0T, DATR I 1K SEARFAE R Sl RO R 5
42141 HEMEEHSH
analysis

FH TR ZR 5L AN [F) V2L 18] 7 200F0 /B2 4 1 22 S )

It S ATANE R IR TT 2 P A
4.2.1.42 SFFMIBESH
analysis

4 NI 2 24 T R B Goito e SO I R =

U, BB ER I 25 W AE & WA 7 R — Bk

7T o
4.2.1.43 FHIEMIASH
analysis

FERAE 0T RBEUE IR O Im ARG, 4% R PR 07

SRS Ar Rl o ST RE AN 22 A 1

BI70, BRI ZWAE H AR AR/ B4 AT 2L

73T -

42.1.44 —HM consistency

DT b 7 VR T FE 4 RAE A R 26 A T IR FRAS

T ATREEUH L) & AR o
4.2.1.45 RFEM heterogeneity

IR Z BN G B 2 R 5 2R, BN

FEFLSEE AR 5 o
42146 TFEE credibility

WRFEas R I TR R ikl & BE A AL,

SRS AT AR s
4.2.1.5 %EM multiplicity

FEGETH I3 A o R I R 4T 22 AR Be ke 9o B 20 LI,

SRR ERM ARG IR .
42.1.5.1 F4TERREE parallel strategy

P AL B & AMBA R S AR LT, AR 3o P 4

Wr 2 SR AV T e R BRI R HERT 45 R, 2 —Fh 2

M i ) A B T
4.2.1.5.1.1 BIFEMaDBECE  prospective alpha
allocation scheme, PAAS

—MPAT SN I 2 AR BT VE . & S MR IR )

A SCRS B0 7K VHE R EL AR ) SRR 55 T B TR R iR IR 7 2%

2 SRR K ERT LAARIE], ] BLASTE] o

exploratory subgroup

supportive subgroup

confirmatory subgroup
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4.2.1.52 [FBITREE sequential strategy
F— R NP o SR AR HEAT KL B, L 3809 A2 A S A% R T
fEIbRrgs, &2 I ) ) A T

4.21.52.1 E/R#EZE  Holm method
— TR B JRIVE R BRI I 2 ST
PAEB/NEIRHRR, B 5N 44 SRS 7K 12
AT

421.52.2 FEHENMEE Hochberg method
R UM ik B P TSRS B 2 R . K P
BB RBVNHER, FHEAS SR 4 SR K #EAT
HR .

4.2.1.52.3 [BEMRFE fixed order method
FZ PG E SRR BEAT (R B B0 f) — R R R A% 7
o BEMERBOR G0 44 SUR IR /K HE 5 B IR R K Ha
FAR, A LE B — MR B0 48 5B B A 14T 2
AR, BB MBS R I AN 48 R AR R
Hik.

4.2.1.52.4 [ERJE fallback method
— it P BN 1 22 B R TV, AR [ E e
Dot SR B IR HE R, IR E B MR BRI K 44 SR
Bk, RS MR BEATRBCR 56, FER G Hh 44 SR
B /K AT DL B o o4 B — MR sk .

4.2.1.53 alpha JHFEERH o spending function
— ARG IR BT BEAT a2 BRI R H I I PRT
Foor AT W Bt AT B AR ORI Candk T R P
With b, BEABBE I e, BEE DT
&, BRI SE LS (13, 172, 3/54) 58
R T R B R B R .

421.53.1 BERTEGEFERE Pocock-type o

spending function
R “Pocock MaiH FERR L. —FhI2) 55 43 B a i) BB EL
FE A 5E 33 o 23 B i 8] [a] B AT B RT3 T, BARDE
iy 44 SCRL I K e e I rh o BT g R AERR Y b o i
AR 3B rh R P AR A 1) 44 SO 58 7K THE AT B

4.21.53.2 HHHE-IHBRPHFERE

O'Brien-Fleming a spending function
NFE “OBrien-Fleming oM #ERREL . — P i 2 17K P
BT R 4 SR SR K HETH SRR L, AE CE W o)
Ak ) ) Bg A0 B TS A, AU R il
5 S PR3 0 s LG 9/ o

4.2.1.53.3 EEEAFR-MITELEFE R

Haybittle-Peto-type o spending function
SRR “Haybittle-Peto o BUHFERR KL 7. FHT-Hfi e K1
FATRNG A AT I A, IR R 20 B i i FE
DAL T SRR R ) pR B, 3 I ik g 4 vt
B Im FHEI 3.

4.2.1.53.4 $EHIRGHFEREY

spending function
2 SRS K E AR B T B ek A, TR L B
R AR T R .

4.21.53.5 yikaHFEERE gamma family o spending

function
—MRFIR I adB FE R AR, I8 I 2 Ey AT I TR A A S
E A4 SCRr e 7K e, e R B 2Ok T IR i H o0 A itk

42.1.54 pHFERE P spending function
SR T 2R ES R F A T TR e 2 ek B, TR
SR 43 i I 1) R 2800 L B A

4.2.1.6 BHMHFEN efficacy evaluation
FHtE e CanZgMeF AR = A T I PRI 25 B8 111
Ao ALHEVPAG 25 W00 s 58 B BRER IR 9T R8UR
(RO P NGANNIESE 541 ]

4.2.1.6.1 FEHHORIE  non-inferiority trial
FEH BN BRI 2P N AE I PR B A S TRH
P R 2GRS . FH TP T VAR AR EA A
Tk

4.2.1.6.1.1 3FELYWARE non-inferiority margin
TR 24 55 BH PR HE 24 48 LU AR IR PR b n] 252 I e KT
AR o T8 T BH P R HE A AR 0 T2 BRI T R 2
See TIP3 1) e K40 2K BB T
T E -

4.2.1.6.1.1.1 [EBIEFE# fixed margin method
FEPRE i b, P — AN [ E A AR v W 46
IS BIRAER 7 IR geH, HE R 2 S5 1
P R 2G0T 280 e 5 ] e FHE EAT LB, DAV Ak
FEWIIT R

4.2.1.6.1.12 4££&E  synthesis method
— I E JE S ROHME AT G HENT ) T 0
RE R BRAT: BH A o) B 245 5 22 ) FA) e 8k e A =24
TG0 24 55 BH X R 24 1) 9E 95 RO 5 Bl 2 T 45
R gt B IR AT S b

4.2.1.62 MR superiority trial
F 2 H BN BRI 25 8USAR T 0 2 (B2
s B ik

4.2.1.63 FHMIRIE equivalence trial
FEEH I i\ P AR B 2 R T RCR B 22 50 KN
I PR b 3 T E B S, I8 DAL IR VR 9T 35UR
ZE IR AE I PR b AT 332 iS5 R SHE BT R 2 [A] R
FWIERE

4.21.63.1 FHMFE equivalence margin
SRR P AR 29T A R SR VHE, B
—AEAME, —ANTFRE.

4217 ZBEMIFM

exponential family o

safety evaluation
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i AR TS PO 52 R = 2 XU B PPAf . AVPAl 250 1)
LA, N REAERNE A SR AR 2R

42.1.71 &EM safety
AR RGP ERE T 1% T T I R 25 2 PR PR R o
FENG PR RES H I8 5 SEIR AT A . AR AR IR IRAS
RFME, DL AR R IR 1) 22 2 A A S R E

42172 WM  tolerability
AR RPN S S AN 3268 7T, BRFEAE 254 )5
BRIAS R R A FH AR B AN AT R

42.1.73 AREMH adverse event
ZRFH BRI 2] 5 5 BT A A B =254,
AT DL N IRARAE « s 7 S 06 3 dor 25 7, (H
A= S5 HARAREXR.

421.74 ARKF adverse reaction
RZifEr=H 5 B2 B AR, IFE BETREH
(A E TR 1) N

4.2.1.8 TN IEFR

4.2.1.81 FZH5#R primary endpoint
RR CFEL SRR, 55 E T H A AR

BRAN, RERAUI B E5 A Rk B2 A R RO B4R 7

— RN ARME TS H R ERAEAH S AL AU C A A
B UE R FEHF o

4.2.1.82 JXZEHEHR secondary endpoint
RR OB SRR 5 UCERE T H AH IC B RN
fabr, B0 T2 H A SRR .

42183 EA&AIEFR composite indicator
R AL EARIR . I M DA E B 4RI
e E R RO, B2 A MR — 8
B,

4.2.1.84 =ZFFMNIERR global assessment indicator
W2 MR BRI T8 0] 32T 7 R L B RA WL 46
BINERETaPR, TIEE RERIE, HAIWrEER K
P A ER HH AR RIS T S B

42.1.85 #H{X$8%r surrogate indicator
FE B30 5E I PR SCRAN AT BEBAN SEBRI, Tl /e
Al PR SR B R AR o

4.2.1.8.6 IRZEMIEFR exploratory endpoint
AR CRRYEL L8P 7. BARZEMES T H A
FRAEPF o

4.2.1.9 BRI single-center clinical trial
RAE— AN FEBRALEAT B R U o

4.2.1.10 ZHDIEKRIRIE  multicenter clinical trial
FH— AN LA I R B FL s S A BT, AR
25, f&lE— A5 77 2 RN 3T 1 AR S .

4.2.1.10.1 =L center effect
Z s R, ASFEE T Oz BRI A5 R T

B RGHEER.

42.1.102 =HRBEEHLIL central randomization
Z bR, i SEI 2 N IE PR 7 O 2
R FEHLL .

42.1.110 O0HAIGRIRIE phase O clinical trial
LRI AT T R BT 2R RIS, B PRSP 8T
ZHIE NAR I 25AK80 1 A 25 30 i

4.2.1.12 THAIGFRIRIE phase I clinical trial
PR E ST T TRAE N AA TR EAT 1 R G I
B, FEHER AL e S22 24550 7
SIPIRCFRE, N E SR R E GE R T

4.2.1.12.1 FIEIRE dose-finding
FERIRZYTT R, R - BRI A ARk
4.2.1.12.1.1 3433t  3+3 design

— TR DR T, T IR R ORI
2. B3 42IRE P BRI PEG, IRYERT
FP 323 1) 22 A VR Al 45 R TR E AT 32 &
.
4.2.1.12.1.2 BUERIBSMHIRXENZIT  modified
toxicity probability interval design, mTPI
— P X TR ) DU BRI E IR R T %, K5
PRI R 7 N =AXE] . FREA L TS5
e, T R R R AR L = AN XA S
T 5E 25 WD) B KT 52 77 B K TV
4.2.1.12.1.3 DIMHETSZMLX[EI&IT Bayesian optimal
interval design, BOIN
—APEE T DU RS, AR R ) B AR R R E R
PEIR 32 D[] 1) R FEAN_E 7, Gl i/ ME T B R
R TR (R HE 23 SR S 24590 ) B KT 52 7)) s
4.2.1.12.1.4 &I+ keyboard design
e DU S 56 20T X TR 3 R AR R T s
A5 TP IS IRy — L SRR 1) (),
IR E B A f e 5 S MR B B T SR B L A
WS R, AR R B DR PP Al T 1 B KT 32 7 2
421.122 HREWFFESHT  pharmacokinetics analysis
SRR AP BN 152 W7o X LG NAR A T
Wt A R e 2 1) 5 B 2 A
42.1.123 3 FEBA% expansion cohort
FE I RBIT T R0 46 77 BB G B BORS— E AL
iz e GREIEIEH T MARAT ), BUXREISE
WFFE 2 5 BEAT ) = AN BL_EBAT Ry E B AT 7T H 1Y
RSN 3 B
4.2.1.124 FIERFIFM dose limit toxicity, DLT
W #1) 24540 77 e — 22 B 0 R AN P 2 52 ) 42 S 2 8]
fH.
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421.125 BAMZF|IE maximum tolerated dose,
MTD
G ARIRIS 254 512 A R I ™ EA R
SN P e R 7 B
42.1.12.6 11 HAHEERIZ
RP2D
HRAE T G &5 5 LA R 326l S s 7 1 i H 1 11 40
IR 25 PR
42.1.127 RMEMFFIE  optimal biological dose,
OBD
HRHE TS H AR 2 10 R B L7 &
4.2.1.12.8 FIEEFMMLZ dose-toxicity curve
DAy AR R, DL DA & 1R R 7 & 5 #
PA PSS A HEASN
4.2.1.13 THAIGARIRIE phase Il clinical trial
T 1RIRa R, VIR R GRS A R Ik 2k
I 25 2 A SR ANAS BRI o
4.2.1.13.1 #ERIEUE  proof of concept, PoC
78 5L ARA FE R Bk AT (10 5614 126 24 0 1) 24 B
I 75 T DU A il PR 3R i )k o
421.132 XA pivotal trial
N2 it B A St e MEESE ()1 RS o IR —FhiR
T2 A R R, TR TR WA R SO R AR 2R
T TF R ARG o 385 2 I A SR 2 o 1 1L 39036
4.2.1.14 TIHAIGKRIXIE phase III clinical trial
Il R TF & IR UE PR FER B, e B B2 i — e 2y
Yt B b NOE S R IT VR AT 22 e, TR A 2R
HRGICER, 25 RS R A ) 3 AR
4.2.1.15 IVHAIGERIRLE phase IV clinical trial
e B R . HH MR BRI A
AT BV TT RONAS R SE, TP E 87 30 Bl ARy
BR N R A R R 2 5 XU, O 3 DA S ek 45 245 711
&
4.2.1.16 ZitSHEE  analysis set
H TSt i Edn s . FaHFENFE L, HEE
A H LI BN RO S22 T & 140 B 4R
4.2.1.16.1 =Z5HE& full analysis set, FAS
FH S ] BB 6 R Il PRV T T D AR 1) 52 K3
MR 7 BT 4R, DA BEALAL I 523 DA b A
BRI S R .
4.2.1.162 FFEHRE perprotocol set, PPS
178 70 RN T8 7 Z i 32l ) e A4k, DA
PRIXEEHHE T e 2 R B IR TT AR
421.163 ZTL&E safety analysis set, SS
T A BEAUL J5 282 — sy BA 2 EvEmy
3R E ) A dE, T IR 22 4tk S 32 1 .

recommended phase II dose,

4.2.1.164 EEMIAFTTHE  intention-to-treat

analysis set, ITTS
XHBR “ITT 7348 ”. BT A 2 B 2H ) 52l
MBI AT

4.2.1.17 Gt #ritXR]  statistical analysis plan, SAP
BT IR TR, W€ W LG rieoR AR
U ST STA, ALFEXT E EAR BN FR bR S AR
AR AT R T VR AL R

4.2.1.18 Seitsr#rikes  statistical analysis report, SAR
TG MR, NS At 9 S o A ks
G PR A NG T o B BRI T B
9o 45 Al SRS .

42.1.19 R bias
FH 3 40 1 22 BT % 1 2208 B ) SE Bl &2 0 Bl A 1B
5 R SA R AR RE L 2 -

4.2.1.19.1  dEREHLXS BRIXIE A9

42.1.19.1.1 4SERE  allocation bias
BRI AR B ATLAL 79 TE 3 B G0 20 () 7 B 2 A RFAE B AN [
Fivr= A (R A 2 o

4.2.1.19.1.2 EEME intention bias
ZARE RS IS 4SS H SR HIE
BT T BUN i 7 o

4.2.1.19.1.3 HEBRRM  exclusion bias
DRIHE R AR E T BN TN B S SR N AR AE 22
F T SRR o

421.19.1.4 51w participation bias
Z: 550 I N5 A N 2 TR] PR 22 e 36 3 PR A £ o

4.2.1.19.2  FEALRT BRI TG A 1R f8F

4.2.1.192.1 i&FMRME  selection bias
H T RIIEEA Y, SFENEE S5 RIENER
fE EAAAEZ S, sk Z AR . RER A X AL AT EL
PEZSE, M SFEUGWF L Rl B 18, M= Er &R
BARE

421.192.2 FIwWME performance bias
FENm RIS BOW S PERT 7T, H T TR A HR 4L AE
SEHtE AN R T AR 2 e, B R VAl R L)
—MRAEMERE .

4.2.1.192.3 MEMmE detection bias
Y ) 1) 2 A AR AE R G 2 7 S B 7 o

4.2.1.192.4 5kififwfF  loss to follow-up bias
DRI 2H 1) s 2R U7 W 50 AN [R) BT 3 B30 i 175«

4.21.192.5 MEMWE reporting bias
SRR “H AR G R (survey respondent bias)”. 7E1
FRR LT IO SO R SN e pNE I N
SFERRIRE .

421.193 JRBZ confounding
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T8 R 3R 5 45 7 1) R 5 28 A H A A B P30 5%

4.21.193.1 BEMMEZ measured confounding
Bt 9 v 3 5 DR 3R 5 40 ) 2 T R G 4t HL At S 00 21
Az AL I 5

4.21.193.2 KRIMEZ  unmeasured confounding
B9 2 DR 3R 45 465 J) 2 T 1) 5% 2R 0 A oA S 0 3]
(7% B AH i I 5

4.2.1.20 f&3+BFF  estimand
FENE RARTS HORHG T R8N (RS B IR, S 1 BT i
PRARES: H HHE IR PR i) . B dEvRTT . H bR ABE.
BE. fERFR B T B E N

4.2.1.20.1 fE&XZEMH intercurrent event
WBITTFAE 5 R AR S AT §E0 5 1 DR e @R 5 PR 0 0 5
AR A AE R A

4.2.1.202 {£BEIAIT concomitant therapy
S A I PRATT 58 I TA) 4 32 (R B T 7 LAA M BT
18T .

4.2.1.203 ¥77ATRRE treatment policy strategy
VR A AT R AR 5 5 SUIR YT RS TE R YT 25 Ak
THoEng, BICR R G RARKEN, WS
FRIMH -

42.1.204 {RFEZKEE hypothetical strategy
WA — P A R AR A IS 5, ITTREAT ST Rk fk
THI NS o R FLE AR B 5 T AR BB AR D i I I

PR I 5 1) A A
4.2.1.205 B EREE  composite variable strategy

W R AN TR B 5 SO T Rl S
MR AR B TR 8 S5 R R B, SRS
BREATTT Rt

4.2.1.20.6 7EJAZREE while on treatment strategy
RO K AR R A Z AT BB YT SR A T T Rl
THRI SRR, FERF KA RS RN 5l in

4.2.1.20.7 FEEREE principal stratum strategy
¥ B AR NHEST 2 BT b T SR« ARIERE 7T H B B
AR RS KA KA KRR TR,
I A T AN AE 1% 3 2 Hh 5897 BN A G

4.2.1.2.08 f&it{E estimate
H it TR A U

4.2.1.209 FE4E principal stratification
— MR T VR IT TR A R VAR R AR L, %
T RN A [E VAL T REAR, SRAG T DR R AN (1) 7
o FE T AL FENLA IS PR A BT T 4 Wy
5 i) 5 B B AL AL A A IR B 1R 00

42121 BUYBEHRERERS

monitoring committee, IDMC

independent data

— AL B MR T AR A T XA, 157
SE S D) > H — T 8% 22 T AE T R I AR () R
R, ORI 23 12 At . PRAUIE RS (1) 7] ¢
P DL R iR 45 R 1A

422 PBEHFITEBIRIE randomized controlled trial, RCT
FEAIE TR R 7 T BAS [F] 1 bl A4t i A 7]
BT it Ah v e A 2 1A B L IR &6 R B 2= ), DA
SE A VAN R it ) A FH BSO8R I PR e -

4221 MWL randomization
TRI Z AL RS I, B RSS2 RIA A
[F7) (4) A8 258 BB 2248 70 T 31X 1) 5 4

4.22.1.1 TEEKEHI simple randomization, SR
SRR “5E 4B (complete randomization)”. BE T X}
AR AR 2R 7 B B A B 23R A1, X BEALAL
7 ZNAS B IR ART R 1] (¥ BT AL I 72

4.22.12 BREIMBENLIL restricted randomization
L PR 5 I BENLAL i Bt e X4 BE o
e 2L 1) PR 5 K 0 VAN ST A PR S R 1) 2%, 4 3230t
RAATHENL M C, LAIE BIR 3 S Jam E (1) 73 TE L A3 )
H I BENLA G o

422.12.1 [X4AFEHLIL  block randomization
FRAE X AL AT BENUAL I 51 o 52300 Gk E X 4 FF
1E X4 A 4% 35 5 e 1) 4 B LU AT BEATL A i, X2
HO RECH (XKD 75 e fiE AL 2

422.12.11 EEXLH&IT permuted block design,

PBD
— R R R v XA, ERAXAN, A
PRI 3 FO 0T 2 AT E e, B TR A3 AS X4 P ) AL 3
gy e P R E T i .

4.22.12.12 WAEXLEHIT variable block design,

VBD
— PRI R T XA, EAEAN XA RN
AT DR 4 156 75 oK B X SRR B 245 1A (1)
Witk

4.22.12.13 [XHAEKIT block urn design, BUD
—Fhg G T IXH BT R A R e s T, R
NXHN, AbBEE) 5> Ho s T A AT Bh A

4.22.13 zHAEKENA  dynamic randomization
FEIRES AR CUSCER I B s sh A T B AL FEAH 1 73
DA DR 25 [B] 76 B 28 IS SRR AR 1P 188 12 o

42213.1 4 EBREHIL stratified randomization
FRE 3200 R L8 E K R TR R =, ARG
TERF— JZ XTI FExt AT BEAL - 4L R BEALAL 7V

4.22.13.2 SDEXAEFEHIL stratified block

randomization

a2 E L EEZN T2 R RE, B
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BEAT X H BB AL B Bt 7
4.22.13.3 K#EZE  big stick method
— AR 2 ) AN R ) g 10 B, S AR A Y
A ) NBH) 72 7 03 e 32 il AN
4.22.14 ERIM4BENIL adaptive randomization
— MR 2 S AR B T %, D
5 R ARG 1S b O R B HE Se Ak 20 e g
DA TS (1R 2 1 A PR A
422.14.1 {mmM% biased coin design, BCD
— I o R ) O R O N B T S sh A
BEALATT 1%
4.22.142 H¥E  urn method
— AT R SIS O EOR, FEEH TR
TR IG 2 AN IR 2H 2 1] R FE 2R AR AE , G S T T/ IVRE
ENGIEME PEIVALR 787
422.143 w&/MEE  minimization method
B3 Be I N DAEAS AN [ 2H 22 8] P A 5 i AN B i 7R
JE 3k B B NI BEHLAL 77 7%
4.22.14.4 WhEEBENMRENK
randomization
— A L& 2 ) P A B A T B N R T L, AR
R AR A N EE R, [R5 f& A 2 2
L BEATBELAL -
422145 RN-ERNMHEHLIL response adaptive
randomization
— MR YE G I R Hh g B B 6 45 R Bh A R
Ja 852 AL B 73 B AR B ShASBEHLAL 75 1%
4221451 " NFHBESEEE  generalized
Friedman's urn model, GFU
SRR “J X Friedman's BEARAL 7, 5% 22 58 3006 1 —
T NVERENLAG T, AR 2 A0 32 7 BC R AL P,
BN BN AL 3210 70 He 2 Al AL B AR AR
4221452 PREHCHEEDIE
play-the-winner
M BRI S ARG T 0 S, A EARIBI T 2
e AR 2 I 8 0 S T i v
4.22.14.53 Z=ZFERE ternary urn model
—MEET RN RIS, BB 2 A F
RUATIER IR, SRELsh & BN .
4222 &5 blinding
FE NG AR IR I B I e, A R AR 05 i
HAR ) 3 21 BT T it DA R 20 T 22 i AL
PUERE NiD- AL
42221 ME double blind
—MEVE, PRI S R T AN A 4 2
L

covariate adaptive

randomized

42222 BE singleblind
—MEE, IR 2 AN ENE o S DL, A
T HIE

42223 3FEE open label
NHR “FF i (non-masked) . Il RARLS: A 5238 AN 5
H B HEIRTT SIS O

42224 FEE breaking of blindness
5 5 AR AT RIS 18 D0 P S0 B R 8 PR A 100

42225 8 unblinding
RS R G, BN Gt 7 A A a me il e 323
BIETT 43 4045 B A .

422251 HERIEE emergency unblinding
A5 S s DL T4 B I ERAE . #5877 ZE,
BT 2R 22 4% R AR IR IR A, i 1o 19156 /) <
bR HERRAE RS, 75 5 S5O T SRA5 BB 3 324K
BRI HE R

422252 ZREMIEE safety unblinding
Rl A PR A48 B AR o 3% IR RS 77 BE,
BTG 2 a%)E, Wil Seh]E KA EER R,
AT A B 3 2R VR IT o S B

42226 1EHFEA  dummy
FENE RIS, 4 587 78 259 BOUAE AL IR ELAS 2k
B8 250 U SR B o DLERIESZ AR L A
FUE AN B0 A 55 245 0 1R RO S I A8 FH 1) R A%
ZitEaL, M ORFFE R, WA, S S gh

Oy
422.26.1 BEMPFAKR single-dummy

FEmPRIRG AU — PR ST 7 R4 DGR, T 5
— BT I3 R N B B SRR
422262 FIRMELA  double-dummy

TE I RIREE A, RIS Al 56 2H A0 o) HE 20 $2 AR 3L 570 )
HA
42227 iE#g concealment

T BEIE YT I E R, Bkl . B E BT
BRI EAR IR AL, DAYRR D 32 WA £ 1R T

4223 B control
eI R BT RRAL, AT 5 AHET R, LAVF
ik T it RS8R

4224 EE replication
FESRES il I 2 I S SIS B IR AR R, DUIR S A
R A] S AR E 1

423 JEREMNLXTERIXEE non-randomized controlled trial
A ¥R 2 55 06T R 2L 2 (1) TG V2SI it B R 45 Ji R 9 A S
it BEATLAK 73 2 ) BT RS 1 B it 9 o

4.23.1 BEBEMERKE

performance criteria clinical trial

single arm objective
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TR BTN B T ZEVPAN B AR AT i R 8 S 250
B MR ACPR i, IRIF RIS A I R S8 J5,
THRAHN ST BT 5 B AMEEAT S LB, i
RPN 1 b A R e A e — R .

423.1.1 B#rE objective performance
i AR TR0 25 T g e s slRL 2 Scmk i e 10« TR
B b BRER 1 RE IR E bR

4.23.1.1.1 BXIEEERRE

criteria, OPC
FETIA BRI ERe R, H T PR AloE e ik
REMIZE it

4.23.1.1.2 T™8EHE#%R performance goal, PG
BT IR T R Bt K ILBE I T VP4l = i
REF H FRfE

4.23.12 BUREMTSXIEE  Wilson score interval

method
JURIE T 1927 SR 1) —FhiE B AR R A X A 1)
T

4.23.1.3 wi&I-K/RiENE  Clopper-Pearson method
— MR I AR B E B T R SRR E(E X[
T

4232 BEZMENIE single-arm multi-stage design
— P BV RS v AT HEAT 2 RS I B vk, AR IR
SR b — BRI 25077 RO A 1K B BE A
b tE, BPAT R 2 EtEe T IR R il .

42321 BMEEEIT single-stage design
SR I SR ST T, PRI SR PR S iy
AT 7 R B VAL 25 0 28k ) et

42322 ZMEZIT two-stage design
— M HZ B, R AP B, AR R — B
BOAES 48 F e & ik B 5 — B By, e 45 R &%
BB B g R & LR A .

4.23.22.1 BAZRZMEIEIT Simon's two-stage design
Va5 T 1989 F4E I — M [ B it Jiik, wIRH
A BT A R/ B R BT R A S

423222 FFZMEI&IT Gehan's two-stage design
T F T 1961 IR H I — AR B BOs Uik, EESS
TR —MrB. WRIEA XS E R I BRINFEA S,
IR — M B iR E R, WZIEiRE, A £
1AL AR RN AT NS B B B M BT AR
PR A B AR RS 58 — I BRI N B AT it

423223 FEEBAZMERIT Fleming's two-stage

design
FHIEIA T 1989 FHE I —M Bkt ik, BEn
VRE B B R R 24 1Bk, 1 Ve & B B i A
Rom £ 1bige . AT R =B B st SR .

objective performance

42323 ZMERI&IT three-stage design
— R 2 B, W5 = A B, AR RT— B
BRI R e 2 BN T B, RIRgiisia =
MBS B e & & R A

4.23.23.1 BFEEZ=MEEIT Ensign's three-stage

design
BT 1993 4 — M =Fr st ik, 4ia
7 (Gehan) 28 — M BE v HFITPE 5 (Simon )& A ¥ 1
=k Bt rike.

4.23.23.2 FBFKEA=MEEIT Fleming's three-stage

design
AR ISR = BRI, RSB T 1989 AR
—Fh =B B 7, BE SR VRE & M B R o Ak T 44 1k
A, W AVFE S B B A o 2 1bilEe . R
B BRI BET SR

424 RREBAFRIFZIT  group sequential design, GSD
e vt RIE e i A AT — IR U T o dr s K
P — U 3 b 1R 48 R A S SRS T SR S
wits

4.24.1 HAHS#7  interim analysis
FEmRIRIE IS A , $ RS HmIT 7 dr i, fR
e O BB AT I vPA . F T PP Al o DA
RS rRrA

424.1.1 HBJABYE calendar time
T SRR, ARSI T 58 i R I ]
IR —E W H P H AT I 40 #7

4.24.12 {52} information time
PRI PR RRE B RIS E B E e, 2
TEARZREEENIER.

424.13 BX#IKE nominal significance level
FELGETE o AT v IS T 1 B R 38 (1) S 3 PR K

424141 B 123EIR  family-wise type I error
1EZ s s 2 B Bokge 2/ — AN F I R R s A
TEAL IR

4.24.15 PBENLGERILIT  stochastic curtailment method
— FRAE I AR RS T 0 5 i 6 AR AT 4 1 B iR
BTt o AT B2 AR HeHa 1 o M AR Tt a5 1
AW, WYT OB, Mg ATE 1R,
T A BT YR TR B A T XU o

4242 EBHA=IE early stopping
S B R R TS E A AR , 3R AT 1
R SR o

42421 HBIUFLE stopping for efficacy

S e o 45 R S k6 24 W T x B  SR 4 1
WG (1 S

42422 FXUFLE stopping for futility
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by A 45 A BR824 AL T R 42 R4 1k
B S .

42423 R&fEIE stopping for safety
FEIRESIHIR], T2 A2 pE A 1R 1Y) SRR

4243 EEEFEXME

RCI
FEARTE (1) A H 23 B I TR] fU S — BB B X
B], FFORUEIX £ B A5 X 18] [ 2 il S A S 5 B A5
H BIREZR T LIS 2 BAE K F.

4.25 ERMIEIT  adaptive design
MR “HERBT . B CE TR, E
3 v st A FH g S 1) B AR P B oo g A LB A R A
B RIS T

4.25.1 T2HZR  subgroup effect
ANE NBEZ AR TT ORI ZE 57, ARIL T 70 LR 30 B
FVNETT BRI EZ .

4252 #HAKEHMIT sample size re-estimation, SSR
MR “REARBFIFAMIN. ERRET IR, R
Tise e I Aok, R SR AR e 25 s =00
THEREARR, DARIESZA MR 50 feik 2 ik & e

repeated confidence interval,

9 H AR B UG B H b, JFRIN BEBg 4] 1 REHRER .

42521 ESHAREHMIT blinded sample size
re-estimation
RIS AT IR, B TR IT 20 BCAE EoR A S 4
L R U e N PO
42522 FFESHAEHEMIT  unblinded sample size
re-estimation
RIS AT I AR R, B TRIT IS B A i 4
/L RN e N PR
4253 #EX[E promising zone
MR “RIFIX7 fEImAR RIS Hrd, e
(1) S0V R BRI BT X (8], 45 SEBR I o dr vt
HEIENZIX ], 7R G R A & .
4254 FMHINY conditional power, CP
TEZH 78 AR EE BN IR 7 R A0 1 e 2 FE (1 AT
T, MR G ATE AR A, B4R e
g Aan il HY B e R = SR T 22 5 (R AT Re e
4.25.5 FUMING predictive power, PP
57 & 24 FUL 5% 3 F1 391 v 7 A B0t AN R SR H 4l AN
e R, IR A 3 B 25 45 IR .
4.25.6 F4EZIT seamless design
— Bk Z AL RS A I — MRS AT B S
Z IR AT T B TR . BRI
e TH AT R AR BT P AR
4.25.6.1 ERMFETERFRIT
dose-finding design

adaptive seamless

K PIAIG T A IE 1, 78 BT 106 25 RN 80T Bk 7,
g prie s 1 WAL, AT il
P I B i 7 ik

4.25.62 I/IHEATEE1&IT seamless phase II/1I design
—FPLE R — B A TR RS, SvrrEY
o AT I BEAT IR T BT B R X R HEAT A AL
(e R IIRT T4

4.25.63 VIHAFTHEIRIT seamless phase I/II design
—MAE T 1IN I IS BB . 7R T G
SE $5e KT 52 1) 87K 78 TR Ao 37 P ok 8
BEATL 7 10 315 P 771 2 DA R i IR 45 245 77

4.25.64 VI/IEAFKEEE T

design
— IR LT TSNS, R AL G B B B AT I
DY 2z PP« TOY5R B IR R AT ] 2 B8k DL T
I OB S B — MG — 1R L T, 2
BT TR BA) R s A S HE L= .

4.25.7 PMEBGENMIRIT  two-stage adaptive design
W — I A B &R AR S B
TN R R S A B B B E SR — W B R AT T
Hor A, ARG BOE B BRI, X2 2 B B
B AT I NI S

4.25.8 HEGEMMIEIT multiple adaptive design
/R TSR PR A B A DL L 3 A A T 2 Y
RIS 5Tt

4259 #1/R-5EAE  Bauer-Kohne method
— PR P A IR G A A0 SRR 2 ST AG G 1) P
H 45 G EOR AT BB RIS 1 77, BB 2N 5 A 7
1994 SEHR Y, FFRH T N AR BT I PRI

42510 BESEH PIEE

combining independent p values
— MR & NPT A B B SR R S PR A
FObRHE IEZS 70 A1 T A 8UR JEAT Bt 5 IR 20
Titke

4.2.5.11

PSM
— S AT B G TR IR ) P B> Sl BB AR A
RIS R T

426 EEIRIT enrichment design
— e X 1R 245 W) d A T BEAR i ) 32 B vt
J7is

426.1 [EFRWUEEE reducing heterogeneity strategy
T el D 32 K T P S A DR s i PR K PR A 6
RURE I — TR T 5T 0 o

4262 TEEIEELE prognostic enrichment
T FUS BAR SV, NG BE A T E L S B4

seamless phase I/II/111

inverse normal method of

P1EZEM%E method based on sum of P-values,
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A BT T R P v R N, ARG A 56 R RE )
— PR .

4.2.6.3 FTUMBIEE predictive enrichment
MR E 2 e B AR B N LBl 29 E LA
SR R IR A% BE T I0 24 B 1T Be A I 1Y) 52 1
F, AR m e SR 1) — MBI A SR

4264 EEBEELE mixed enrichment
[ B A5 FH 22 AN b B LAk 523 e B PR I = AR 3R
B

4.2.6.5 ERMESE adaptive enrichment
RIS E TR, AR I ARES I b A A 4 R
FEORUE RS & B AN SE BT 52 T, XF B AR A HE
BEAT B ) — AT 7 SR o

427 H¥ERIE  bridging study
N TR FEA R ST 7 e R B AN R X 3R
PRI R8OM 22 4 1M B3 A 2 8 1) H A A B B X
1T R 4D 78 P i PRAJE 5 o

4.27.1 EIMEE reproducibility probability
5 X b B AT LR 25 SR AR

427.1.1 1HIHIIMCE  estimated power approach
— FREER 7T 48 58 WE il T AL G v Dh R 77 v

4.27.12 EEMRE confidence bound approach
— PR TGt X R Ak TH S S A 7, I
H bR NBES R N SCH T A S 02 e i LA X IH),
SRA 7 1 W JER ATt Xl PR 12X 6 55 SRAE B b [X 2 L)
Al RETE .

42713 DIMHHrEIHEZE  Bayesian reproducibility

probability
— BT DU SR R B A T, I R
W X A il R E R N e s B, 5 H st
X MR I RS 1) 2 BT A ST R B S, ATt
S H bR N Re S IR AT N BT Rk ah SR 1 = A AT
REtE.

4272 TFIHEIH#EZE  generalizability probability
—ANEET RIS EAGIR bR, H T UPA A X
RAF 2P ORI 22 A VEE R AE B A DX R S
HHRERE R R IR RO I S AT e

4.2.7.3 FhEBURME ST racial sensitivity analysis
BT X 8 ARV IT IS 7 1045 e IT
X ANFER SAFEZE R T, WA EFEAE AR S
NARZIIARER B 157 2500V B 35 A R 22
2.

428 HEYFEHMIAIE  bioequivalence trial
T I B AT Ao 24 40 5 ] — b 24 0 ) 7 2 o 7 RN A
W2 1248, RIEH e SRR JLTAHE
FRER I A NARZ AR Bl )5 . 23008 3))

15 ZH I RIS o

4.28.1 FHEFMIM average bioequivalence
NFEAS 58 25 5 45 FHGE R 25 W) B 15 2008, G35
fEAHTE .

428.1.1 JLAIEEL  geometric mean ratio, GMR
PIAN JUART B3 H R U AR

428.12 WEMEIE two one-sided test, TOST
Guit 2 v T 50 UE S5 R BlAE M A5 R R R B
T3k, il AR @R P RS, FIT H AR S H
FE IR AE TS 8 SIS R X TR N

4282 BHEEYEZM population bioequivalence
ZIAE A NFE R (0 AR R FH BEFN 2 4R30 70 SR AR
S ygis

4283 MEEYEXM individual bioequivalence
SHENAMETT S, RS2 5 H S YR
RSHERT, FA 2 4ubt, RIEAMH 2
VIR B, R ERE A2, WEeIREE A A
[F) {1 22 A VR AAT 201

4.28.3.1 TFIEEHRM  switchability
BEERAEGY— BN E, WREHS 152
HAMERAEYEBER 258, 7T LAAS 3 R 8CR 1)y
s

4284 T logarithm transformation
XTSI HAR B DO H, 2 FH T8 A s e el —
R EE R R AR 4077

4.2.8.5 EBiHE  washout period
NAR “TEHEI 7. A TIRIEE — B BRI AR BN AN 52
A —Br Be b FR A R2 0, T8 EEA 0 — B AT AT AR B (1)
MEZ I 18] B LA OR AT — B B B AL B AN 8 2K, 5K
CrRE QI EIE PSS 7S

429 ZHRIE diagnostic test
VRO — 2 i 7325 X 705 0 AN TRl | IR A 5 1 11
I TT % WA S s B R
AL RPN A AR 2 A 5

429.1 £¥nE  gold standard
EIEZMT, ANEI. TEER. BUBERIZSHITT .

4.29.2 MM  accuracy
MEE 5 B IAA LR .

42921 REE sensitivity
BRI, AR (bR AERE R A A
IrEe. IRBRS WA ES A E R 1 Re

42922 4%§FME  specificity
SEBRTCHA , FAZ MRS )b HERE IR R o 1 B
Iyt WS RS i E E R 1 RE

42923 #9EEH Youden index
RPPEAF R AR 1, B 7 i2Wrikse & IE
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() AR I SR
42924 fRBAMERE false negative rate
MR “IRIZER”. S ERIZIRmRET, aEH Y
P I
4.29.25 {BRBAMZE false positive rate
NRR “RIZE”. rrMERZ ARG, BEHN
FHE# IR .
42926 PAMFFEZE positive percent agreement
TEE A b fERT, K2 kI N B YE AR
BT W Y BE A R EE A
42927 PBRAMFFAEZE negative percent agreement
TEBRA SArERT, RS IR A PR AME T,
BTV WA B PR B AR
4.29.28 MW=E-B/RFFESHT  Bland-Altman
analysis
FH A 2248 SR 242 H 1) — PP o 5 508 v Al
B R BRI M7, R ) 5 SR 2= FEE L
R
4.29.28.1 —HUHPRME limits of agreement
PRI B 25 R ZEAE I 95% S A [ .
4.29.28.2 ImKRAIEZSEE
range
EH 115 PR 25 AR 1 R I R SR — B SR
42929 RIFBIREABRERIRXEIL
total error and limits for erroneous results zones
— FIE I PR A Ve R 22 3 B A R 4 SR R AE G
HEAT A E B A I2 W B ik — U VRN 1 7
429291 RIFZIRE total allowable error
PR s 00 77 V2 R 22 S i R e VR )RR 22 RN, RN
PR — B VR R ZE R E E
429292 $HIRZERIR{E limits for erroneous results
PR U 77 9 22 S 9 R R A SR (S — 30 1 RAE
4293 FEEE  precision

MR A T EREMER 2 E N, SHlngR

clinically acceptable

allowable

) —F k.
42931 RFFEE  agreement

e P AP HURTE ek o () £ 7 N WS = 7 Nt 24
i, SWRREAR oy R

42932 -FPE{E Kappa value
SUHK “Kappa {17, 12 1E T BiHL—FbE 476 %,
T PR L ) — B

4.29.4 IER3A clinical utility
e PR i ke A S Ak m A

429.4.1 PAMFUMIE positive predictive value
IR R T BAPE I AN B b, PRI N & b
.

429.42 [BAMFUMIE negative predictive value
TR0 &8 S AR TN A B BN B, SR N o B
i o
429.43 PHMASAEL positive likelihood ratio
KA S5 R L PH R SR 2, RoRehnds ik
iff S 87 S 42 T A e i 1 4 5 B T e PR A5 2
4.29.44 [AMLSREL  negative likelihood ratio
RIS B R S B R 2, KRS BrAIn s,
R A IIT IS4 T e A T S BT 9 44 AT e A ) A
4.29.5 ZIXETLIEHFIERZ receiver operator
characteristic curve
NFR “ROC HIZ”. LA 1-REm 2 by, REEHN
AR, MRKIOESRIZ WA, BAFE R
MR S 52 1 () |2
42951 BHZTEEF area under curve, AUC
ZIAL T ROC 14 T, FREEE A2
MIHERATE, P DA N BTG R e R (T3 R .
4.29.52 ®mESDFIE optimal cut-off value
VIS A X 73 RO A B0 A — ANl B . 24
SRS 1 45 5K T B T IX AN BRMEL I, 20 W7 B8 5
MG RN T IXANBER, IR B0 .
4.29.53 BfEMRHHYE L T EAR
under curve
I TR BT T 2 TRIAR, S5 T BE LGSR — Xt
R AR R AMA (P12 W iR 2 S B HE T IR
429.6 KHAERE calibration
X A R TN 26 5 A (1) S A 3 R T — B —
bRz
429.6.1 WAEEMZ calibration curve
FAFI TRIAE 2R 5 A 10 S PR e 22 ) 1) 5% 2R (Bl
(e
429.62 EHER-EMEBEKIE Hosmer-Lemeshow test
SNFR “Hosmer-Lemeshow #5567, H1ZE 1Bk (Hosmer)
IS H (Lemeshow ) #& H I —FP PPN — 73 S5 45 J5) A8
LA BRI A IR 7% . BRI TN G R
AR RS /N BIR 3 A T4H, SRETHR AR
PRI AT A A SRR S A R A R
TR Guit ok X e 2 R ) e A e B R
i
4210 FEHZE master protocol
— PR E MR RS T HESE, TR S B Mk
PRIRES, BERS (RIS VPAL 2 A28, 2> W20 Bl
ZIRIT H A
4.2.10.1 HRXIAIE  basket trial
—ilm PRIREE BT 7, BT AR B e AR AL ]
B 5 TR ARG 3R 8, 1 B A R 4158 S AN A

time-dependent area
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P I WP BB AE — AN RS T AT I AT .
4.210.2 £HXiRA  umbrella trial
— MG RIS LT v, B —FEE, R
T PSR G IT 2 a6 YT 712
42103 F&HIRIW platform trial
ENMEZE . ZHBOIS R E e, VAT

4.3

4.3 BEFIT  survey design
FETF R BRI TES , R OREHE R A . AT SEPEAN
AR, A BT I RS 2,
7 MBI I B AR REE 21 B A B R WA A 437 1) 5 AN 3

e

o
431 EERER
43.1.1 FHEXR survey objects
NRR “HHTEhr”. PR ITE AT U AR Sl Y
AL
43.1.1.1 24X population
I FERT BRI A A, HAG [R) o M AN AR e 1 1A A A4 2 Rt )
£E.
43.1.1.1.1 H#rEM target population

Ry T H IR, FA i 4s SR ae a8 iE H AR 2
ISEEN PN
43.1.1.1.2 ¥#EEMA  sampled population
T HFE & RS
43.1.1.1.3 FEK subpopulation
PRI 70 75 EE 0 8 I B A AN FRHAE CHEA B, HIXD
RN VA S g
43.12 AES[L  survey units
WA Gh BN E S HA BRI B AR AT .
43.1.3 BAELB survey items
VAT 7] 5 B R AR A R T, 8 A N AR
o R ERIR, AT WEZTENERE. &E. TR
4.3.1.4 [9)%& questionnaire
NFR “HER (survey form)”. MRAEHF I H B 2 )

HI—RAI% AR —KHEE TR, WESRIEEE.

LA S T E AIE TS . R AR B C A
43.1.4.1 %£5#J3X[8]%  structured questionnaire

N “HHAXinE7. FEHR—HELGN%ESE

FeHHE TRIEERZNE, B EERE N A

LI PR o
4.3.1.4.1.1 FHENIEIRE  open-ended question

W25 RS IR BRI K, MRS B hEE.

4.3.1.42 JELMNE]%E  unstructured questionnaire

PPAR AN 58 1A (R 73S 08 10— T i ot R PP 1%
—BIR NFE IR 22 P T it

4.2.10.4 H[E]XTHE2H common control arm
RS, A B2 AN [FRASS 251 B8R T7 7 R &4
R0 2H L [F) 2 RS LR — A4

it

AR RS % B —HIEEFERIF RS H
R B R L, HEHEE RGN A GLE

1E%
43.1.42.1 HEFIRERE close-ended question

WHEIREZRN%E, B E Ahigs— e
FAMMEZ

43.1.43 HZE#X[a)%E  semi-structured questionnaire
() B, 5 P 8 e ) R s P G ) R o

43.1.44 HURMEEIZ  sensitive question
W KWL B NBaFASE, W] e S 8E B e m el s ok
iK% H

43.1.44.1 MEHLNZFRAR randomized response

technique, PRT
— MR T ORI 3205 B R FAR R 5, S e 1) Bl
WA 2 BB A s 81 25 7 DA TS PR ARE 230K [ 2 AU A2 i)
A, TR H SR B RA E R

4.3.1.44.1.1 RENREL  Wamer model
—FRBENLN A, 7E R A b B U R TR R
A, W FEVAREE, 1207 [ A B A
="

43.1.44.12 BEEHMEE!  Simmons model
— FhBEALSI A, 75 2 Hol Uk ) S — AN T o8
AR I RS &, 52 U7 B MR IR BE L e B g [m] 2
— K[

43.1.5 EEFHE quantitative survey
TE I e B A ) RO 1R A6 AT RS B AR
593 #r.

43.1.51 HEIEFZE phone survey
— Pl TE 5 2 U5 AT AT R B T

4.3.1.5.1.1 {&4HEIEAZE traditional phone survey
WA G FE B S 2 U AT AR A T R A
7%

4.3.1.51.2 HENBHMEIEEE

phone survey
— PR T SRR R A A B g AT i B s R A
o

4.3.1.52 MiIFAZE face to face survey

computer aided
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VA AR S SR e I 0] o BT IR SR A TG T
iy 549 1 A AR I D SRAH AR B HE BT .

43.1.52.1 AFPYFZE door to door survey
PWEFR AR EE 5, KIEH ST 1A
7] 36 B 1T 1R e X0 A 1A A 5 3R AT TR ] A A B R
S BT

4.3.1.52.2 ¥E#HINIAZE interception method survey
WEFER O, W MEES NREERRNARSE,
AR A AT TGS T AR B T .

4.3.1.52.3 FMEE mystery customer
WA E PR R I,  ESR 8 I TR A R T8 B
W Z 5 M E 7 200 N BB AT VR I AT
o

43.1.53 MKIAZE web survey
VR A R ELCR L T B LIEAE AT A B U AR 4
77 AR A R ANE BT

43.1.54 BFHHEFHEE e-mail survey
WA LB EAFRTE R, R G ROk iR A
H, HWHEEES. L, TROEE TERE R
Y

43.1.55 ®BZFIAZE mail survey
VA M AR S IR AR A, R
HHE IR A R BN (S B TT .

431541 BERERE

survey
WEE F A NS AP EE, B %
FORWNSCHES, WEF 25 H S el i &
& A s B T

43.1.54.2 BlEHAREEFIEE fixed sampling survey
I —E XN BB S 5 a7 2 1 B e FEA,
WA € W) [E A () S W B ORI R,
SV A BRI [0 545 T 0] EF R A AL 14 Bk
LI

4.3.1.6 EMIAZE qualitative survey
— PR ARA IS . NFAT R I 5 R R N
120 AR L7 0%, e AR B A i BRI S
5938, FRm s RIGNAE R L AT BN, ST
(SN RIS

4.3.1.6.1 FREIFKRZE in-depth interview
I SR ) S T AR R T R BRI
AE AARE PO BB, EVR P BEI R )
le R LLB A IR 8K — AR AT 7T 7

4.3.1.62 SkBKXZE brain storm method
— P2t S Ger e W T B A 32 A BLAZ TR, H
RFEZBNW, P EWNHAT 2L T —FE
P AT

returned questionnaire

43.1.63 EZXREIEE expert consultation method
TSR )55 7 2, A AT G W AR O
B, DU A& KA 253K a s SR E Ty
o

43.1.63.1 fE/RIEJE  Delphi method
— Pl 2R E A N EHERET T EN, 21 H9
i, EETRENESET 3, DIREGE%]
FEM AW BT R 7.

43.1.64 IHEFAKR projection technique
N “BEFeEE”7 . — s (R In) BT 55 Wit
PLSRENSZ U B AR B SWLEAT NI A & 732

43.1.7 RE error
B FERT SRR S PRl 28 -5 T SBR[ 22 e

43.1.71 EBEIRZE census error
NRR “HrmZE” W S0l S H I SHE Z A )
ZE g, T AYE I A HE I R N 0 B R
TN RIRZE o

43.1.7.1.1 FBZEZIRZE coverage error
DRI S S B AR SE A — B 28R 2, @ H K
FIFE AR B & A E T B AR SR AR BT EL

43.1.7.1.2 HHIRZE content error
DRI A 00 H AR 1l o B IR SR T R B R 2%

4.3.1.72 HHIRZE sampling error
H TR P EA R R B AR T E S S5 S
A 2 (A28 5, BRFEARGE TR 2 A ) 2 57
4.3.1.72.1 IHHHEIRZE  sample frame error
H T HIFEHE S B AR SR A — B S B FE H A
i v 1 22 o

4.3.1.7.3 JEHHAEIRZE  non sampling error
BREENLIFE BT 82 4t Fofh &R IR R 51 S 1) 22 57

43.1.73.1 FTRNZIRZE non-response error
AR] S Sl ) 5 2 41 00 52 TR A R U i R B N =
55 S 2 7 1) 2 57

43.1.73.2 MEIRZE measure error
DN ARSI 5 5 A R AR 1 BLAR TR PR 2 001

432 EZE census
NAR “ATWE". FEREE I ADOHRE 8 Y0 FEl A 1R 2430
WS FRALBEAT (1) A A B 1

433 3HHIAZE  sampling survey
— RPN H R SR R Ak BGES  MA E AT E A
WSR2 T HE BT B AR R IR R A 72 7 7

4.33.1 IHFFEIT  sampling unit
S R S A ) SR AR LT

433.2 3FEHE  sampling frame
SOFR “HIAEREZR 7, “HMAELEA 7. A dhRe R T 58
AR, OGRS AN R R T AR
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4.33.3 #htEEL  sampling fraction
FHI AR A B o 0 S S A B T HUR B AR .

4334 tAEfhIT  estimation of sample size
RRUE FL 4510 1 2 B AERR AN O] 5, Al T FL BT 75 1)
BN H

43341 HEINRZE relative error
SR AR R E S A E .

4.33.5 IHERITIEN  sampling design evaluation
X AN [F AR B AR b i A B R R 2 AT R
A

433.5.1 IMHEME sampling efficiency
BT AH R A B ) [R] — H AR R, ANl 07
wZEHIEE

433.52 FITM  design effect
BEX AR R A BT (0 [F] — B AR &, — AR E AR 1
THETHE DT 22 S5AH FREAS BN (] S RE A LR RE fh T
J7 Z R -

4.33.6 A%

4.33.6.1 EHEfAT  simple estimation
FIHFEAR G T B (FEAH O S AR S H (R R ) AT A
it

433.62 EEEfETF  ratio estimation
FIF B AnAE & S5 & 1) e O K47l vh, HEL
FemikE

4.33.63 EFETT  product estimation
FIFH B AR & 55 B3R 8 1) SO OO0 RaEAT A A,
DASE A B

4.33.64 [EY3fkit regression estimation
I H FRAR B 5 4 B AR B i 2 [l A 5¢ R BEAT Al T,
FH A2 ks FE

4.33.7 HEERHFE probability sampling
SRR “BEALIRE (random sampling) 7. 2 BB AL 244 R B
MG R TTE, D8 B SR B LI %
WS B IR 72

4.33.7.1 FEIHHEE  sampling with replacement
FEZA I TC I AR b, R i) SR e S el
SV JE FRREAT TR OB R T

433.7.1.1 ZIN#tF multi-normal sampling
—FRE[E W T HEZE N 45 & 2 MaFE R R 1 77, AR
PR H AR SARRHIE B R AR I PT AT M, FEANE]
B B BAS [ A A 6 bR i A I
R,

4.33.72 AHEIFE  sampling without replacement
FEZA L TC R AR, AR R S T AN I
[, BOREAE AR — O [R] Il B R 77 %

433.73 T{EEMEHIHAE  simple random sampling

S R BEN LS T AL REAS, RS AL
e LR AH 55 AR O Vs

433.74 FRLHHE  systematic sampling
PR “EEFRARE . — AL T [E E 18] RS R AT
PRI UREA I RE SR A 7, HaR R R St Sid
HH T AT AR AR A P 24T RGAHES Y, SRS BENL
e — M R, S TR e TH S ) [ E i 8]
R AR Ve R AR T

433.74.1 $H#¥[EFR sampling interval
ZR G R I ] 1) B 2 2 1) 1] B

433.742 HuMIERGHEF centrally located

systematic sampling
NRR “A A B AR 7. — PG B ) R G
T3k, IR G R GHAERELZE T 5 N ORI SRR
1l 1 SR AN B AR O REIE AR, A O FRAE
TR R AL E HRE R RR J5 Rl R DX TR) R 23 D9 T
W =AM E B, I E e U [X A Hh Ay
FLABT G N B TT A REA

433.743 HZLFZESHHE linear systematic sampling
XK “EHZSFRRRE ", — Pl R G RE FE N A T
SN B B 2L 7 A1 AR E AR B R, HAZ O FFAIE
TETIE IR B AR el —4EF oA &R, DA™ HE [
SE PR 25 [A) B3 A ] 7] 58 228 DO BRI

433.74.4 {ERRGHHE cyclic systematic sampling
— PR AR Gt 2R GERIE T V5N T R S A TR A A
SR SRR, B 58 TR I B A S AR 1 SR
SR JE AR G B B B AR HE L, (EAG-Hh A (RIS
5 R I AR B S R &R N TTBE S A R
ARG B AR FAE AL E

433.74.5 JFREALGIMFE balanced systematic

sampling
XBR CRPREERERIRE, P RGN, — sk
BT A [ B8 R D 46 A P50 B R R A AN B T A
A 2% 1) B 41 Hh 5 IRERAGON R 43 A R et 1 & S
FEJT I, BRI TS AR — A AT FRIERR
TR RS, (ERE AL R, AR — b
WUERGA 5, T2 BB BRI RRIN AR A i, Bl S5 1%
HEL ] 5 5] g 0[] R TTHIRE, TR RAE 2 [A] I TR] 2P 471
YEFE EHA BB N R IFEA N 25

433.75 SEHHE stratified sampling
W SR AR MR A T+ “ B, HAE
5 J2 N BEATL A — 7 K I MR LB AR () R
%o

433.75.1 1ZtEfISE  proportional allocation
FRYE AR % 2 R S o, AR E A B
B 5 1% 1 B0 S BUS HL HAhAE 1 TT
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433.75.2 ®mMPB  optimum allocation
W€ 73 JZ BEHLARE o B> 0 2 ) s gt s 20 ORI R
AR, MRS 8 0 BOVE BRI i A A S TR R A
R H T 72 e MG AR T T

433.75.3 %ESE multiple stratification
WA AR S A B S G B AR &, AT

HAg EENVEZE Ry =, BRI TP e ik

433.75.4 FERDE post-stratification
FEHIAT 58 B PR H A E00F Bl A A AT
oy 12, VA E W AR

433.7.6 EEEHMAE  cluster sampling
W SRS AR BRI 5> s A RE S FRREAL Al — L
B, TR R A 8 A AR EAT I SR A T

4.33.76.1 BfAHEEXEH inter-class correlation

coefficient
[ —FH A AN [F] /N BT B R A B SR ZE B 1) 128 22 e
AR L RSP SR NS S P IE S AN VTV (=g AN =R PSRz NS E
B2 B L, FH DR B B T N B A LT

AR EAH O o
4. 3 3.77 ZMERIMAE  multi-stage sampling
PR CZBHRE T BRI AR B Bt AT, SRR

Tﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁf [, AR R RS StAE A A 45 P F 4l
FETT

433.77.1 RE=SLLGIEEZEMPE  proportionate to

population size sampling

PR “REER LR

(pr0bab1llty—proportlonal—to—51ze sampling ”\“PPS i .

FEATERE Bl ) ]
TRETT %
433.77.2 #¥KIMFEERITT primary sampling unit, PSU
ZI B AR, E A BE LA A .
433.77.3 ZZRIMFEEIT second-stage sampling unit,
SSU
Z W B AR, NI B — B Rl
B,
433.77.4 ZRIMFEEIT third-stage sampling unit,
TSU
Z W B R, N b e — P R )
T,
433.78 FELHEMIAE successive survey
Xf [F] — SMALEAS RIS [ EAT 2 0 &, BRI A R
BN, INTIERFEDRIE . AR S IR R
RIHE T,
433.78.1 FEEHAIEZE repeated survey
FEAN [ B [ 500} 7] — S AR 3R AT 2 IR A, R IR
FRIAEAS R ST A B 1 2 7 7

RE P HAERURE A /N i L] 1

TR L AR T3 9

433.78.2 EEMAXIFE panel survey
FEAN[FJ I [ 0] 7] — AR AR R AT 2 0R A, JB B3R
A JT

433.78.3 #HHEAXRIFE rotating panel survey
[ 38 R AS T 2T ) SOdE T 20, B 0T 2 IR B 3 20 A I
B o —E o FEARRIH A TT

4.33.78.3.1 #A%HE sample rotation
FEZ A, SRR A I B e 5y — BB 0 i
ENIUR a7 WARPS

433.7832 ZEEH#AK overlap sample
EZ A, ARSI E 2 IR

4.33.78.33 HARIHEZF sample rotation rate
AN il — S5 ) LT B e R A SR A A
B4 578, W oS AR O AR A S B TR B
il

433.78.4 DHEMEEKIFE split panel survey
—Rh G A T e R AN U AR A AT A TR )
BT, BRI NP, **‘lzﬁj\flﬁjj.ﬂiﬁi‘lﬁ
ITIBER, 8B VR SRR A AT A A T 4047

4.33.8 3EMEZRIMEE  non-probability sampling
MR HE 23 1 B SR BEA 50 Bl A ST Ty (AR
J5E S5 A SR DO A 6 SR PR v

433.8.1 PFEEHE haphazard sampling
BF 8 AR N N BT BB 0, 7EHF 58 RIS TA) R Hb £
BEALE SR AN R, AN RS A AR IR RHE B Sy
AT FIHIRE T

433.8.1.1 BB accidental sampling
SRR A8 Rl FE (convenience sampling) . £ & MR IE
LB LS F B O s R 7 2R BREAS, TR
AR SR8 B (1) N B I BB L PR B i 1 B S
BN NAE A BT R T2

4.33.82 I EMHE purposive sampling

SRR “HIWr R (judgmental sampling) 7. 2 K IR

HIF 5T H FR A G B0 ) E A W B A R, “AH
)7 2 b ot SR B AR IR A Sl e T 7%

433.83 EHIFAE key survey
— PR A TV, AR TSR A SR ok
o3 R AT B A .

433.84 REETKIMFE snowball sampling
— R A 2 U5 AR 2 U5 AR SR R
s H T ME DL i B P A A (R S AT AT

4.33.8.5 REHERNHFE respond-driven sampling
— PRSI R 5 BRI T 1, FEIR I BRI R 2R A B
IS B B IEAE A 22, 85 P T D ik B iz
IR AR R 7T

433.8.6 FCEIMAE quota sampling
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SR EFRE AT 70 =, REER— B

FHEHIE 1 5] Bk R A A 7
4.33.8.7 Z[EIHHE  spatial sampling

— e ] A 5 B B — 4 2 ) o A I R R

T3k, BRI A A A R, R AR R

FERS TE X33 8 23 A AL AR 25 TR ARG 2%

433.88 FEEEMME volunteer sampling
WF9E B M £ B RS 5 TR 1AM E AT
HFETT %

4.33.89 HALRAZE typical survey

— AR A DT, R HRIEK, X T
FOR GAEAT AT A AT R b, R A AR
SR AT FEAT IR NS T 2 7 7

433.9 Hibih#ErsE

433.9.1 ZE#HE double sampling
FEFAERL AR P 20 W IR EBEAT BEAS S R B SR 77 7%, PR
HE SN BRI - NBORIVIDREA, IR e
Fefili B P MZFEA T I — NN T REAS, X HOT
R,

4.33.92 EIRBIIRMME  capture-recapture sampling
AR R TG Rl BE LS — MRS, W RS B
TCFRIC 5 T R SR TR 7 iR A, PR Te i ml

BEATLA IS —ANREAS, R FEA thbRic B o i B ok
N WY N S e A L) = R

433.92.1 #IFE  inverse sampling
A E BA ERHE AR B ITH, BT BB
FE, BEZEA TS ERHER BT, SRR R
ANTE IHIRETT 5

43393 HRFHEB-KEHME Lahiri-Midzuno sampling
PR Lahiri-Midzuno fili#f . — R ANZERERRE T 1%,
IR TR T A R AR, B IRFEARE
0 B b S R AR, 18 T 2 B M B
it

4.33.94 JAM:¥HEE  Poisson sampling
F BRI AFERE R 5 B0 RN g i Ee ] AR,
ANFEREZR Y OB AT — A S M5, e
I, TAHR IO AR, SR e T 2R, 5
FIREARRAE W HIFE T

4.33.9.5 HERMH list sampling
W 52 O AR 73 A (1) R A S A A DG bR & R e e e A7)
KI5 RPIANER 3 %F B 22 S BRI /038 43 34T A T
VAL, TR P B 22 e BN RS 23 AT A T & 1 7
o

44 FEHRAR

4.4 IISSHFRAZR  real world study
BR “ B AT 7, RISt SRR T U S
FU R AT JC ) Hd BRI Se i AT AR IS
a8 o RS 2 A S Im RS T A L A L
7 - S R I R UIE A B Bt e A

441 IMEMHFREKIE real world data
TRRR “ B S R 7. SRIET HH ISR 1) & A
AR FRR AN/ B2 TT S ARAEA SR -

4.41.1 ERRIBEERSEHIE hospital information

system data

THEEAE T BT AN R R TP BT R SR

LREFELEHRSG., BB ANEERARS. K
SHEBEHREFEARGE B RG T EHE.
4.41.1.1 BFERER
EHR
PLHL AT AR 0 B (R B, s AR T
s i2Wr. W67 HE. R ESEANA.
4.41.12 HFHKFA electronic medical record, EMR
HHEEIT AL AL IR IR T N Bk . Ui B3
HI ] A A B R g R AH OG5 B FL il SR
4.4.1.2 FIEHRHEIE registry data

electronic health records,

LA AL RS, RS R IR IR
A SRR AR . T T VPR e e« R {d
ARIFN 2 5 NFE BRIl R 45 )

4413 BERZMTHE

claim data
EIT R R R, A A REEEAGEE. EBTRS
FIFH /b7 g5 BRIT RIS ATH R ORI 55 45 4 A 7
B s .

4.4.1.4 HFHHE genomic data
T8 I i R ALE 41K BRI & 1 A )
Him, WaEe CEENA. HordH. EEA. RIHSE
ZAEI

4.4.1.5 HSLEFEIE socioeconomic data
DAFE AT X O FE A G, I A eSS
KBRS RN O & dm, fEaE AT,
B N A B S

4.41.6 HMBREMENLEMEIE active drug safety

surveillance data
JE I [ R BRI e At I I RN 2, NERTT AL
W2 ] R SCHR SR, Bt 4 RS
TE AR 24

administrative and healthcare

74



4.4.1.7
data
L W R G SR A S B RIS B, BdEER
WA JETR, BRI R HRIT . iR
%,
4418 BEIRELEBEIE patient-reported outcome,
PRO
K H B H BSOS R B, 8
FEAR AEBE, DB, BRITIRSGS R
4419 BARABEPFIHIE natural population cohort
data
Xof e RN AR/ 5 R N T T ) AT 1 sh A3
MEE, R & A . RS b 5 BHILE,
IS T 25 2 A MR AR B TR A
4.4.1.10 IKHEFEIEIEAM  the applicability of real
world data
LS A2 T A T A B St FAIE R R
(EXETPSERIIE R
4.41.10.1 #EXM  relevance
S SR 5 T O PR PR 1 8 ) B DR o B R
FVERBEAR B T 2 i B TN I PR 45 7 SCHY

NHEDENNEIE  public health surveillance

HERATE . H AR NG ACR A AN 22 Y505 A B i i 51

4.4.1.10.1.1 #&ZEFE coverage
IS A s A0S 5 I PR 45 R A o0 B B AR B ANE
B sEsrE, eGP . B N E A RAFAE
A, ZEfRAREL,. BEVI R, BT A R
4.41.10.1.2 KFEM representativeness
LS A S NRES DLt AR T H AR ANRERI AT
Hik.
4.4.1.10.1.3 RBtEM linkage
AN TR G LA K BEAT B 4 . RS AR

AEFR IR
4.4.1.102 TWJEM reliability
i B L ST R HE S M ) — P R, R R AR R
PR R IR 2 B
4.41.102.1 SEEM  integrity
Bl B s R R, 0 AR & ISR AR BE

[N a=

4.4.1.102.2 ERAM  accuracy
Bl 5 AR R ARHE & 5 — 8, SRR 2 &
R B ER SEGHIEE . WMIDEUN R RET

Xt H A — 4%

4.4.1.102.3 1BEBAM  transparency
TSt S 1R 7 R ANE BRI R IS AR,
T DR Y OB 2 BT PR & PR B A4 Ry AR
HAIE W R IREGE, R IEE RREL TETE.
B AbR eI R

4.42 INSLHFIEHE  real world evidence
PR B FUIEYE 7. d i ek A ) s S
AT IE 278 23 B 40 A I gRAS 1 0% T 25 P 43 FH A
LI 7E 3R 2 - RS FRTUE 4R o

443 HEBHRAR

research
XTLCPEAT T F7« 2 W1, 3697 5005 R0 DA R
R AN [ P Tt 2 S 6 S SIHE 5 o 1 R 2 3 2 A
F L

4431 FR effectiveness
P SEBE YT FREE IR 7 ROz A A R

4432 SLAIGEKIRIE pragmatic clinical trial
AT e L S Bl PR S B 1) I PRI, A2/ T b
BT 58 AU S PR AIT 58 2 [R) ) — i FE 28 20

comparative effectiveness

5 DESIHERR

51 FBERERRILER

5.1 BREBRIRAIESR indicators of health status
B E R, e X R R . . Rw. &
D& e G S A = A

5.1.1 HAEEFE4r life expectancy
[ AR B — AR IS B X % B, W Be A A7 (1)~ 3 4
— A IR A v h . Hod AR TR A
[ I HH 2 I — AR AR PSR TE R4, 2 LA [

WX L AR AL T KPR bR .
512 #HZET"ZE crude death rate
BRI X BT AT HIZE T NEL, S 2t 5
RS RIBETIK T RS RAE BRI AR R 2 —
5.13 F#EFRLIETZE  age-standardized mortality rate
IR — AR AR G5 TSR &, T2 H]
TR ASEIN IR B 2 S W R BRI
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IR Z —

5.14 ZEERIFET-Z cause-specific mortality rate
FAEFEHLIX AE 10 5 N R8T FE S sl 43 N
R AR AR L — .

5.1.5 ZEBEHIAL  distribution of causes of death
S AR X PR 0 AR A AR T N B A1 X
AT N LOA o 2 S B J BRAg AR IR i bR 2

5.1.6 5FHLITRIJLEILTER under-five mortality rate
FAFEREHIIX 5 5 DA LB AT E S i X s e 4
ZH, g S R HER L ) bR 2 — .

5.1.7 Z2)LFET-Z  infant mortality rate
SEAEFEHLIX AR 1 2 B LB T80 2 % X
e th, & kfERAg BRI FR bR 2 —

5.1.8 FTHEJLFET-Z neonatal mortality rate
FEAEFEHIX A 28 R EIHT A LAE T H S 2 s 7 4
ZEE, R RO A HER L AR 2 — .

5.1.9 [E”=JLELT=ZE perinatal mortality rate
SR X PR 22 28 JH B AR fE 7 RINIBERG AL
BORH AR ) LA T30S izt X = )L B e L, =2
S RAg BOR DL FR bR 2 —

5.1.10 SHLATJLEFREMK distribution of causes of

death among children under five years old
FEAFEFHX 5% DU LB AT S H o PR S 9 Bl A
BT A 7 Bl o o2 S i IR FRER L ) Fe s 2 — o

5.1.11 Fi¥EJLEEHIRK  distribution of causes of

neonatal death
AR X B A ) LAE T 0 R 3 250 545 473 E
TP T EO) . R S B AR IR D 4R AR 2 —

5.1.12 ZFFIE% T3 maternal mortality ratio
FEAETEH X B T PR AN 53 0 R I R I R A 1
SETES R X0 P 3 b, S S e B A BRIk
BLIRFRIR 2 —

5.1.13 ZFE{A%EE4 IR distribution of causes of

maternal death
TR X P A AR T S R DR SR SRR AR T T
O o o S it B A ARV ) R AR 2 — o

5.1.14 EERPERIBRELTE  reported mortality rate

of notifiable infectious diseases
R DXV A B R T A T NH S R AR i X
SN EE B, 2 S B AR IR DL R FE bR 2 —

5.1.15 BFRFRIEZE  fatality rate of occupational

disease
FEAE T X PR & IR AE T N5 (R4 X &
PO B N b, 2 R R R BRI [ 48 AR
Z—

5.1.16 EEERBIRELTFZE reported incidence rate

of notifiable infectious disease
HEI S [X V5 T8 A% G 1k 5 OB A 191 48055 ] 30
ZHIX N B, 2 e B BRI FE AR 2 —

5117 #FHEILMGERLRE

neonatal tetanus
FAE R DR A ) L i KA NS i 7 N Bz
b, R SO AR BRI AR 2 —

5.1.18 BRI &FRZE  incidence rate of occupational

disease
BRI X B ZRIPOV B A AN B BT # ik g S
FURNVA A E VBT NECZ B, o e i R A BER
LR PR Z

5.1.19 FB®mWZE prevalence
HEAR S IS TR) AN T o B0 T T 81 P o5 R B
SO E R ORI bR 2 — .

5.120 ARRASMERFRE prevalence of hypertension

among adults
SRS X 18 & e A BN H rhsy ifil s B8 P o B
Bil, e S I AR BRI AR 22—

5.121 RRABEFRTBERZE prevalence of diabetes

among adults
B 18 & K LA B N bR PR S IS B, 2
SR R HER LRI bR 22—

5.1.22 EHEEBFRZE prevalence of cervical carcinoma
LA X 4 L e S R P o BRI, R R IR
@ HER LR R 2 —

5.1.23 ZLBREEEFRZE  prevalence of breast cancer
FAE R X 0 L b LB R P o LR, R O E R
@ BRI R R Z —

5124 ZFFHIhEERMABRRZE prevalence of

maternal moderate or severe anemia
BEAPEBE M X 2 Y R A v B B AL ) I i
SHEIEER, R RO E RAE BRI TR R 2 — .

5.1.25 ZFERYERHRERERE  HIV prevalence

among pregnant women
SR X RIS P 27 4 v S 0 T I N BT
e, R AR BEIR LR R 2 —

5.126 ZFFEEMBERGE  syphilis prevalence among

pregnant women
BRI X B I g T TR N BT o EL A, R Sk
JE RAEBEIR DL FR bR 2 —

5127 ZFEPRACHRERERMZE positive rate of

HBsA g among pregnant women
FEAE S X Z = i vh SRR TR BA PR N T 5 B
B, SO R BRI bR 2 —

incidence rate of
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5.128 ABfMLIRHRERGER
schistosomiasis
S A X HOAAT N 1 H i ARG N E Y B
B, S IR ORI FE bR 22—
5.129 IMARHFHFHFEAE number of schistosomiasis
patients
AP B X B M s N G IR R s
B AG P L R i AN N, e S f R FREAR L

infection rate of

52 [RE®

52 EEEMWERIER

risk factors
S —TE I L R X R fE R HER L IR PR R
ToNAETETT S B BARSSSERR S
THEbR.

521 RFIDEMETLKZZE proportion of rural

households with sanitary toilets
i 1 AR P ) A R ) 2R T AR U AR 7
SE=F: LV NPSYRE - E:1= A1 P =Yral S 35 3= 2 DS EN=0E =)
Wz

522 RMEEUIDEMAEKRZE proportion of rural

households with harmless sanitary toilets
R 1 AR P o AR R e G T A T A I i ok
B R TE AT HOS A B B ), R
I RS ) 3R R AR 22—

523 FAIMZEMUEZ prevalence of current smoking

among adults
18 % S LA B N 1 e LAE RO T o LU A3, o S Pl A B
SRR AR IR L —

524 RBRAANYLBEIEHEZEE  per capita consumption of

pure alcohol among adults
18 % KA BN IPAE NI o B, 2 I A e s
R KfEbR L —

525 BABRIKRBALREZR prevalence of low

consumption on fruit and vegetable among adults
18 % Je VL E N EI R BRSIK R EEAA & P o ELAg]
7 S WA RS T R 2R 4R AR 2 —

526 BASEENFEZR prevalence of

insufficiently physically active among adults
18 & Je UL BN Hvh S ARTEEN A 3 B b B, 2 I
A RS I R R b 2 —

527 AHIHBEYHEANE per capita daily food intake
BENEEH P SRS, 2 S e RS R
R

528 AY¥IHEEEHEAE daily calorie intake per

indicators of health-related

PR Z —
5.1.30 A RIEERAS  number of patients with
endemic diseases
SRR S I FE A b 7 5 BRE TR N B, o St J B A
R FEIRZ —
5.131 WAERPBEAEZER  birth defect rate
FEAE X8 A S R R 4D L J L o > e ]
JLS L], 2 R W RARE BRI 4R AR 2 —

"] [ 3% 48 AT

capita
FH — € IS 301 PN A N e AN S B D[R] 1
NBEB N HEOTEAS H, RS N H e
TN, T SR R i DR 3R R FR bR 2 —

529 BERHBHMEFRRIBEANE daily nutrients intake

per capita
B — € I N A AR IE A E R RN SRR LLTE
WS ABEHE SN BT ESH, RGNS
HP IR g R Rm TR, A WA B 520 PR 25 1)
fabrz—.

5.2.10 BEREZE#  dietary structure
JE I SR A N BEIRG & b S R e S L, R
R S AR LG R, S e BRI DR 3R
PR Z —

5211 {ERZEFHF/KFE health literacy level
FH — 7 o S s XL T A i e 3k 7 N 5k DA ) 391
ZHX AR R R E NI EA N, W H SR
FREFRNEE 2 ANFE L], 2 e a2 e (K] 2%
PR Z —

5212 HEHERILIUETFKFE  health literacy level

of traditional Chinese medicine
FH— € I S X B AR TP R 2 e S R TR
H B DAR] 2 X f BRI R A NS0T SEAS S RO
HAAFAR PR F R TR AL S 2 ANBET B
i, o R AR FE R IR R 3R 4R AR L — .

5.2.13 A ABEREZE  prevalence of obesity among adults
A AE 1] 18 % & DL AR N E R EARI 9 18 % & L L
WENEOHEAH, B 18 5 &L E AN HAEREA
B bel, R S g B2 R R AR bR L —

52.14 5 ZLUT)LERREZER  prevalence of obesity

among children under five years old
FH AR T N X 5 % U L2 JE e A Bk PAIR] 9 %
X 5 5 LU LE S s (KO R E RS NBOTH RS H,
Sk 5 % DU LB RS 48 5 S LR LE S
FIEL, 2 e g FREE I R R 4R AR L —
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5215 BAMEHSRITER prevalence of raised

blood pressure among adults
HBEI ] 18 2 S DA b ifn s T v o ) N B0 DA RT3 18
B RO EHE NGO EAAH, k18 S kL EAN
M R T NS 18 55 S B B AT EeAl,
T S AR RS R 3R A 4R AR 22—

5.2.16 BAZRIBEBEASRITE prevalence of raised

total cholesterol among adults
FHIEITIH 18 2 S DA b N T kar ) [ e v 2
NEL R AR 18 % Je LA B NBOHRASH, &
W18 & N2 LA NI Hh S B BT s P o Ee A, 2
S LA e R R AR AR 2

5217 BAIPEASRITE prevalence of raised

blood glucose among adults
HI 2 1) 18 & Sz DL b o o e o i) N0k AR 39 18
B RO EHE NGO RAAH, k18 S AN
RS T NS 4 18 5 DL E AR L, 2
S WA RS ME R R 4R AR 2 —

5218 SHLUTRILERAEZR prevalence of

underweight among children under five years old
AR 5 P e X 5 28 DU ) L2 AT A o N B85 PATR] Y
BHIX 5 B UL LEAEA S N REAH, KBS
UL J LB ABUE 2HE 5 5 LU JLE R,
T S AR RS I R 2R A 4R AR 2 —

5219 5 ZUATILESEKIELEZR prevalence of
stunting among children under five years old
AR A WA LXK 5 25 DUT LB A KK B IR AL
BRUAFIZHIX 5 LN LES & (K AHEAEA
Bt AR, et s 5 U LA KB N rf
5 B ULUTLEMELE], 2 S el FEs i R R e in 2
5220 RHEEAREZE incidence of low-birth-weight
newborns
FH A 7 0T PR S DX ARG A A ) LR BATR] 3ih X
TR AR, e AEAREAR T 2500 B 5
B A P B R, S S A RS B 3R AR AR
Z—
5.2.21
iodized salt
FH A S E P TS5 220 5 T v SRR BB LA )
R R R H S BOT EA W, BV B
FBEE L AR RE R LA, e Ak e R I R 2K FA i
Rz —
5222 MEEMEE  qualified rate of iodized salt
F — 7 I 01 A B FH 6 s T ) o o 5k AT 907 6
FlER R BB AT, S W - A R ER 1 R B B
T HBER S BE LB, o e A e 5 il R 3R IR Fia s 2

EhZZE  proportion of households using

53 RAERET

5.3 JERITHIIERR  indicators of disease control
SR — 58 I BRI G e . AR gy A8 . RS
BERT 27 A HU | 1T BT SR i R K G R AR
5.3.1 ERBEMXEEHZFEME routine immunization
coverage
BHFERE T RO SEPREER N BB DUze g (it
JO B AT EAH, R IER )L E ek
] K 28 R K 22 o R A e ol NPT o B AR, o
wIEHI g Ebr . —
532 fERFIREXETZER  timely reporting rate of
infectious diseases
FH BT 30 S DX E 0 B B PN 2 1 PR TR A
T o 4910 50 o DA [R) 312 b X A s B 2R Gl 1 1
L RAE G ) BT 54T S Bl B S X
IS AL G 15 B T R G R E T O R
T, AERIE I PR AR T R O o b, 2
PR AT e bR 2 —
533 XimRREREEFRAREIFSEATHL
5l antiretroviral therapy coverage among people living

with HIV/AIDS
AR 2R G T N ) 1 DX AR 75 A3 ) S0 0 7 IR e
A N IEAE L2 PO A6 7 NBUTT S R B, ek
TR SRR — .

534 FTAPERNZERZIRAIGREZE  treatment success

rate for new pulmonary smear-positive tuberculosis cases
LI IVE R iR B Al 44 R o R AR T Y
EREREL ST 75 E 2 G s A B Z S o el U2 a =g
s

535 EREBEREZITCHETFEME percentage of

population with standardized electronic health records
ERFEI X I 2 J& B R TSI AT A F T A
NG HFAEN DB B, BRI fatrz —.

53.6 SIEMTEEEAS  number of people with

hypertension under standardized management
R E M XS 57 g I I R B SO AT L
HNEL AP HIRI SRR —

537 PERTRHSEEIEAS  number of people with

diabetes under standardized management
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FE ORI X S ST PR B B ST I
HENE, RPN SR TR —.
5.3.8 BASILEEHIZE proportion of people with
raised-blood pressure controlled among adults with
hypertension
BEIN 3 18 % Je DA v s N o I ik b B L A8
SRS R AR L — .
539 RRABERFFITHIZE proportion of people with
fasting blood glucose controlled among adults with
diabetes
B IY] 18 & K L bl PR 8 2 IR RS AR 1)
tetsl, RpImiEh g et —.
53.10 65 FAEAORREIEAL  number of
populations over 65 under health management
SRR X ST 65 % DA N g R RS S8 T 1EAT i B
NI, RIEWERNSHR R —.
5.3.11 12 % AOZBEEZE prevalence of caries among
12-year-olds
P RE IR SRS L 0 12 26 1805 (6 R DAY 12 % 240
NHOHEAR, i —E RN 12 2N H s &
HRTE ], BRI GTHRIRZ
53.12 BEZFICEEZEZE civil registration coverage of
cause-of-death

H SRS X BT AN RS R (R RAE TR S
B (HEIKT) 45) Bl LR SR iZ 30 XAl T 1 B A8 T AN HL
THRARH, SRR X BT AN KT (E
FOAETCBEAAE ] HEWD 450 Hoh Rz X A8 A
], PRI g ebR L —.
5.3.13 EEFHEREEREERZE registration
rate of severe psychiatric patients
FH AR AR X T A 6 1A M AR 2 7™ B RS f B N
H B LR 12 X8 AN DO RS, O R 3
HuIX P A S E M A2 7™ BRSPS A0S R4
ZHXCHAE N DB b, BRI Gt fabr . —.
5.3.14 JRIXLIKZE proportion of epidemic regions
with improved drinking-water supply
FoH X P75 B 58 BESURAE 55 B XA 05 1230 X
I AR XN S8 L, AR Gt fa e 2

5.3.15 JREXBEIFEKEZEE  proportion of households
installed improved stoves in epidemic regions
F e X 4 2R T 56 BRSO S5Ok B0 DX Bk Bhiz
I ARZ T XS P Bt A, R IX P4
ST 58 U U B DX 05 12 X (X
Z L, RBIREHRIR G THRIRZ

54 AHREFT

5.4 HA%RESSHFR  indicators of maternal and child
health care
SO ER ], — B ST OR M . A IR
JUE GRS I 2 ORAE S TH AR B BORIRSS S5 S8 TR 5 -
5.4.1 WBRIEZFHEZE proportion of people receiving
premarital medical examination
P 7 300 PAY 0 DX T 2= A N 0Bk DA 3 it
XG0S I NBOTH AT, R RMESUR STt i
PRz —
542 MEAIEFREREERZE  detection rate of
diseases among people receiving premarital medical
examination
P 300 P s DA 8 A DA IR 1127 3 [X 4%
AT AR B NBOH AT Y, S I I P R [X 4%
RAS P NS A8 AT B 2 A 7 N B L
543 H[ALENFRIFEZE  screening coverage of
gynecological and breast diseases
P 7 300 P 2 DX S N DA )00 X R A A
BOh AT, S i I 3 P9 2R X0 2 DL s
NBUSG B ANBCZ SR I R SR S i fR AR 2

544 THRIEBEARRSEZAFIE  number of family
planning service cases
A FAN B X AT R (LD BN ERA,
K (B EHEBARLEMER, NS FUERGIR,
BRI 299007, TE R B3R BN
B, ARSI ST bR 2 —
5.4.5 JEFH number of live births
5 N R XU R 28 JE K A b (e NS 4
A2 MARETL 1000 50 L E), B A A OBk
WEIR L Jrar i sl B LACAE 4 U dr iRtz — B
A )LEL RPYR SR SRR — .
546 F=13EFZE health care recording rate of
pregnant women
P A 7 300 P At DX s AR DA R 390122 3 X 7
EBOE AR, SO I A S X I R A
S e, R RESIESRN s Eir e —.
547 SEFALFABRBBIESEE  proportion of
pregnant women with high risk factors

F At i 300 P RE X et 6 7 S N B ARS8 X 7
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PHOT AT, SO — 2 I P 2 X e B

JEPFIART S E R, SR RS SRR

548 ZFEERZEIEER  maternal systematic
management rate
EH A P S0 A S 1 X 0 2 4 PN o DA TR 0 i
DS =B SAR Y, SO — S I T R X I R G
EINES S B L, RS IR e
fEbrZ—
5.49 FFEIMZEZE  antenatal examination rate
FH b T 309 P 5 3 DX 4 7 iR A N BB DA TR] 323
DG P BO AT, S — S I T R X ez 1
WS W TIE oA RS SUNG S b MY Ol = A
A IRAEI I ST bR 2 — .
5410 ZFERANERRERMZE  HIV testing
coverage among pregnant women
FH A 77 3007 PR 0 DX e 4 32 S0 e E A N B
PAFAZ 0 X = i Hot S AT S — g I 1 4 b
WS SR A rp ok oAl DN EC TR S Pl = A 3 SRS
TRSURII G HEIR L —
5411 ZFEmEENE
among pregnant women
— 7€ I 30T PN Rl DX P i Mg s A NS P i S e L
S EGRAE SR Si vt s 2 —
5412 ZFFEACHFREMERNZE  HBsAg testing
coverage among pregnant women
— JE I A R X 48 2SR T R A B S
HEZ e, REZRMESIRI SRR —
5413 ZFEFRIGHEEZR  prenatal screening coverage
of birth defects
— I BT A S A DX R A R A A 2 R S
H B b, AR SUR I ST bR —
5.4.14 {EBRSTTRZE  hospital delivery rate
— B A A SR DX B o0 2 v e A A v PR R
tL, R IRESIR SRRz —
5.4.15 BISFZE caesarean delivery rate
— 7 I A R DR BB TR A W ) R A S
LU b, R AR E S SRR —

syphilis testing coverage

5.416 FRIFIE  coverage of postnatal care visit
within 28 days of childbirth
— I ST A R X 32 S DAL 7 8 N B
Bz te, RO RETILIGE T fEbrz —
5417 7 ZLUTR)LERBEEEZE  health management
rate for children under seven years old
—ER A 7 B LT )L R 32 A R B Rk
5 HINELT 5 e, SR Igh R DU S TR bR 2 —
5418 3 SZUTIERGEER
management rate for children under three years old
—ERWIAIHIX 3 S LUTLE PR RGN
NE e, R aghRESsm gt fibr e —
5419 0-3%5)LETEHRREEAH number of

children under three years old receiving health

systematic

management of traditional Chinese medicine
EARIGIRE K AEE (EFERNIL T RS )
TR, N 0-3 ZILE. 65 HLLEE NG R
FIFRBELE PR 25T TRI NS RN PR U
Giitiabrz —
5.420 F#4E)LERBRINRER R AETF & 3
coverage of neonatal congenital hypothyroidism
— 5 IS U PAY B X 52 st FEOIR R ) e DR ALGRE 75 25 1)
) LS R Z s DGE P B B, R i 4 R A 4
Mgitfatrz —
5.421 #h4%E)LURRBRKRERZ 3
of neonatal phenylketonuria
5 IS Y PAY S X 43 52 e A P R PR 7 8 P BT A L
B L B b, R AL RMESUR I ST bR 2

screening

screening coverage

5422 FEILFARER
newborn hearing
— JE I 30T PN R X e 2 i W 0 A iR AR LN
WP b, R RE SR SRR 2 —
5423 6 MAREILANFIRAZER  exclusive
breastfeeding under 6 months
— B I A S X BRI ARE P 2D REZLMR IR 5
e, SRR SR SRR Z —

screening coverage of

55 T A WWBIEHr

5.5 DAEEEER
supervision
R —E ], —E X N BA B VEAT . Pk, &b
K S-SV EPS W7 =g
551 BYUIEFANEMRE  number of valid hygienic

licenses

indicators of health inspection and

ot IR IE L X 22 TAEATBOE T IHEAER  7EH R0 A
) DAEVEREA 5, e S P AR I BHE LI S i 4R bR
Z_‘
552 THSIRAHFTREMNERIZEH number of
pre-evaluation reports audited for radiological protection

77 309 P R DX P S BE T L JBUR Bl 47 T4 e A%
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ML R T A B L Gt e bR 2 —
553 EMAIEIT DERESE  number of sanitation
review for siting and design of building projects
15 3 P R DT e e It H e b A s T AR
TH S, e B AR ES L St iR bR e —
5.54 NMSEF# number of units to be supervised
i 5 40T P R X S il 28 A M A M B A
5, R R EERNG R R —

5.55 SEMSEF#  number of units supervised

5 T P Rt X7 B v S B S Tt 4 A
(AR B B, A S AR B I LI S v F R A
Z_A
5.5.6 SEISEIFORE  number of times supervised
5 e T P S XS B S 0 4 A T T P T
B, R EE L SR bR —
5.57 BERZRHBE  number of cases been investigated
and treated
0 5T PN RE M X St T AR AT AL T L AT BRI A H A
BRI, AT BUE T AR AL T (2T A
AT BRI ST 2o 2 S DA B LI G Fa b
Z
5.58 HEMREAKIEFXE number of times ordered
to improve within a deadline
0 S A DX T A M T DA R R AT R sk
it 512 BRI SUE 7 8, 2 S AR I B L ) ¢
THEbRZ —
559 {TEALTIFRE  number of times given
administrative penalties

0 5T PN R X A M B A T R AT i s

it ) AR AT AL 511 7 O, o i T AR M A L ) 4t
ez —

5.5.10 ZEEPFPRH number of times warned
i P Rt X T AR M ) S AR AT AR AT
Mg TEST P L 2R B A B R St
fabrz—.

5.511 SUFKFIRE  number of times fined
i T P Rt X T AR M B ) S AR AT AR $1 AT
s T ETE P R, R S AR B O St
fabrz—.

5.5.12 1TBIALTI&ET amount of administrative penalty
A5 A P9 S X T AR B ) St T AR AT UG T AT
NS T IEEAT A RALEA NB TR &5, 2T
A RBERRI G e —

5513 MHIEITBOFAIERE  number of health

administrative license revoked
e HA P X St AR AT AL THAT N R 4G T
TPAEATEC AT UE P B, R S AR M B L G
fabrz —

5514 1THENZRERHEH  number of administrative

reconsideration cases
i 55 A P9 S X AR R A S it T AR AT R T L 4T
B ) S F A B AR AT BT A B S S RAT B Y
I ZAE, R TA BSOS i fabr . —

5515 1THBURIRRMHE  number of administrative

cases
i 55 A P9 S X AR R A S it AR AT R T L 4T
R ) S Foth B ARAT BT A B A S RAT BOF A
I ZAE, R TA BSOS i fabr . —

56 ESREET

5.6 [EJTERS51E#HR  indicators of health care services
SR —E N — e HL X BT RS R . R RS AL
R, ERIT RS R ES %A ARG HES R

5.6.1 227 AR total number of visits
i W et X P B 1297 IS SR IR, BEEEST T
AVMETTE. 212, Hie, RS, fEE
W R & RBREEIT RSO Gt fabr 2 —

5.62 [TRIZANX¥  number of outpatient and

emergency Visits
i P Bt X =T DAL T TS A 2e Nk
A, R SRS RS AE LI St R bR 2 —

5.6.3 FRZZIT AOX¥L  number of clinic appointments
A I Bt X AR R B S BN B D, XL
) 1258 07 NI LI T NIRZ A, & e, &R

RS IT R 55 1 DL GE TR IR Z —

5.64 fEEREE AXRE number of health examinations
B 3 A L X B2 B 4 B AR A R BRI A4 A
O B e BTG FRAS B NIRECZ AN o 2 W=7 R 55
B G itRtrZ —

5.65 FRERAKRKIRSZ AXE  number of patients

receiving preventive health care services of traditional

Chinese medicine
RN FERBIX IR AR T ERIE AT O T T2 IR
55 NIRELZ AN, SO BT IS5 I L Gt i br 2 —

5.6.6 ERHPARARILEBTABSEE  proportion of

discharged patients using Chinese herbal medicine

decotion pieces

75 A T P 2 00R 1D HE e A0 R AL e e
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NBHIEER o R SO BEST IR ST I L Gt br . —
5.6.7 1T2HEIEHMTESTT ARGEE  proportion
of visits using non-pharmaceutical therapy

R HIN T 1S T BEAEZ T2 7 N (RS A

) IS NIREC L. 2 S B BT IR S5 T LI

GiitdRtrz —

568 BREFEMIZRH
visits per capita

FERFEMX T TANMKITTS, 82, tie. 510

fEEA A RS TR 3 NS Rz XA

Bz tl. RS RS E OISt fabR e —
5.69 MEARIZE two-week medical consultation rate

T IR A S B R R AR AN i B BT LA 2

N RE S WA N DB Lo 2 BT AR S5 17 DL 1

Giit4Rbr e —

5.6.10 FAEERAFIZE two-week morbidity
without medical consultations

R I R A S BRSO T R B2 R N s 5 7

TR NIREZ L o R SRR ST RSB L G TR

average number of annual

5.6.11 FEAETHMAITIZE SIS EERIELH
number of visits in non-public health institutions as a
percentage of total visits
N FEHIX R A ERIT T 128 57 TAN ]
CREZ. &RBETT RSS2 —
5.6.12  ABT A% number of inpatients
FEAE B X R 3 BT TAENUE B i e NIREL, B
5 O AP BB T2 A B NAREN AR S BBt 48
TSR BN, FH DS 97 i 55 R R 45
5.6.13 JERZE{EFEZE annual hospitalization rate
BB X BT AR BN e NS R4 2 X
WAAENDE ], EE AR ER, REE—EN
S X B 44 s R AR R, 8 T BRI RS R 4
PRz —
5.6.14 BAITRIZABAZ  number of inpatients per
100 outpatients
FAEREMXEE AT TRI2EE TEZABIRITIA
DB B BT RS X =T AL N BEA
5 [F iz X BT AN T 202 NI B L
M—E . KT8 NIREBRET 1222 Nk
Z A,
5.6.15 WHFEAE number of discharged patients
SR B X T AR ML P A3 e /5t e IR N TR
ELFEEE B . DEVR L HAR B P AL . AR IRV BB
FOT I H A 5 DR B e () N AREL, AN SR RARUAR N
KL, DA SOt 29 A 25 ) F AR 0

5.6.16 TR AR distribution of disease in
discharged patients
AP BEH X HE St e N B )47 12 X e A
B E st FH DU BT 55 S OO
5.6.17 REERERE SEREREMELA]

of inpatients in non-public hospital as a percentage of

number

hospital inpatients
R X X B IR e S e N R A 2 X
= B th e N B 23 b, DL S B R Al 5 0 T A% V0L
5.6.18 IMiZRNKESZE total number of blood units
collected
FE AR X — LG SR AR ) IV SR e, B0 3 4 i
FAALEL, LLAMRIE . IR S I R o0 P
R, F LSk B2 97 5 A & L«
5.6.19 I@FARAMEE total number of blood units
transfused
FEAE TR [X % 2 &SRB YT AR I PR A I A B 7
5, BAEEMPAIE, 4SS, /MRS
M5 B, FH DA B =7 AR 55 1 F A 0L o
5620 WMEMBZE
discarded
SRS X PR MLV A 45 SR AN Ak, s ), s
WEREE S 4 M AR S F i A B sl b 2 R R
R MR A A AR PE . AEPRAERIESE, T RBURA
R FH Tl PR (R i e S 3, FH DU R R 55
MO
5.621 [M&EMAEIEE  unqualified rate of blood
tested
R DXL VAR 0 A 0 5 SR AN AR TR AR 1%
DXL A L S R B, S DA 7 RO, R
M P R X g 1 LR A e O A RAN
EREEL  H CLS BT Al 55 A A O
5.6.22 RKMAXE number of blood donors
FEAE B DR A AL iR i S AR 5%, I 58 B
BRSNS, AFETE AL, FUER MM, 45
2 0 288 B I % 2K IR s 7 PR R R R o, DA s ke [
I7 k55 H FH G o
5.623 FAORKIMAZL number of blood donors per
1000 population
SRS XA T N gk i A, ol RS T
SRR X R I N B R AR DR AN B e
) — T ki NBURAR5ER8 1 () BLE
A AR AL 2140 B S i 3 8 I R 73 4R R
(R BRI S A
5.624 AYJFIIE number of blood units transfused

per capita

total number of blood units
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A XN I3 R FH 4 IR0 21 40 AR S 3 R 7 7
2, B ESE TR X I PR A IS B A1
HAE N DE LA, RSO BT AR 25 ) F G 0 o

5.625 {EBTRAFARANXRE  number of inpatients

receiving surgery
FEAEFE M XA B A AT TR E N 1
AR AR AT 2 TRV, 4258 hn T RIS 1
1 R AFAL TR 1 kGt

5.626 FHFR{ERAZE  occupancy rate of hospital beds
7 0T P i X 7 AR LA S B o LR H s
SEFRFF U IR H 82 b o SEBRIFUS R H #1531
W ST AN & BHER 24 sUOFRUR IR B A 58
B o5 SR H s [F A B IT P AE LAY & R 24 5
SEBR i F 0 R H 2 A

5.627 F¥){EBTH average length of stay in hospital
5 S P R DX T AR LA H e 2 o LR H 4
SRz X By DANG B N b, o
SO FE P RS R e o5 R B R H 2 B
F o AR H SRR S A BT AR BT B
ARG R H 2.

5.6.28 JRIKEFRE  turnover rate of hospital beds
AR S X BT TUAE LA Y e NES R 2t X 1=
7 BAENG T IORIR B L o He -2 TR0 IR
BRI FE T TANUG S bRIF SR H #5 A4

FETAR H & b o A HEED H Py ek H 4.

5.629 [EIMHHIEIZSFT AR number of visits per
doctor per day
R WA S X BT PAEAL S A ol (B
B eE HAE 27 AR iz yr NI B2
7 AENMKT TS, 22, 2. BrERaa. @
JF SR E S PNY/€ 8
5.630 E=VMHIFIES(ERKH number of inpatients
per doctor per day

T I B X BT RN R ALk (B

LR il HAE G SEB o5 PR H 80 SR yT i 55 28058

5.631 2KZELHZEZE ambulance dispatching rate
LA X ORI Y 3 S B K TR AR 1%t
DX SR Y I B, TR DL R ROR, R
TR R

5.632  FrmIRRAR 55 W48 F 14 & R A E]

reaction time of pre-hospital emergency service network
LA X OB LAL BB R BN 5 BIA I 7] 55 &
B R BORORE RN ) 2 22 ) ERN 5 [R) AR X SR
U IS SRR e, e— A FEh X 3k
HH SRR SR 2 SR 5 B PR O
SN

average

5.633 RIZFRILE  mortality rate of emergency

patients
AR S X R yT TAE NI B2 FE T N R AR 1%
X EEI7 DA Se NOER Ee ), T8 DL 73 356
IR, RMEEST RS iR 5 24

5.634 {EFT/RILZE  mortality rate of inpatients
AR X PRy T BANURAE Be A6 T N B TR A i
X BRIT AN B NEC B, @ L E 73 2380,
SR ST AR 5% B S 2 4

5635 ABRSHRIZEITFEE  coincidence rate of

admitting and discharge diagnosis
TR X PR T BANUI AN BE 5 B2 W 7 & A3
o B NEOR B e AR S B2 TR A A B

CEBER R E ) hEZIZHE “ABmtE” o~ “f”
B “UlmRARHE " IIANEL

5.636 IRAKRSRIBIZEIFFEE  coincidence rate of

clinical and pathological diagnosis
AR X R B F2 I 5 H B2 RS N E [
SR X R B H s B B N LA, E e DU o
BRI, RLBEITIRS E S % 4.

5.637 HEEHRPEARLZZE  hospital infection rate
FEAFE X P R A B A IR g N ) 4%
Hh XA B N B LA o B N IR e R AR AR A
5t 303 18] A R SRR G MIE R 6 PN 3R A5 H I S5 K 2 )k
e BRBE TAE N AAEBE BT N 3RS IR RS .

5.638 1 FYIOHKZE healing rate of type I incision
FEAE R X R 1 28] T FE i S 9055 G (R4 i X
R 101 DG m A be, B LR i 2R 97 il 45 I
®HYA,

5.639 1 YPIORREZE  infection rate of type I incision
AR X BT T ST 11 TR 2% fin 6 4001 TR AR 1 b [X
ZERE 1 2RU) G bef, iRy k55 i
GA,

5.6.40 EITHLMFIE  number of medical dispute cases
S tHPRYT AR U AE QB B ] S K PR T 2 2y
BIE, AFE T TS AERT K AR IT 18, [l
SRS iR S 2 4.

5.641 EJTEHHBIZ  number of medical malpractice

cases
S HERIT S N R (BRT F b 2% )
SR P H I, Hes e BGOSR ST I
MBS %A,

5642 BAREFTRIEENSETVANLLE  basic

medical insurance revenue as a percentage of medical

income

T I P BT AR AT = T AR BT DR B URN o5 [
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HHEETT BANURE BT N S L Ag] o e =T AR
2 I7 PRI SN BB A R LA RS T RSO« Il

W 2) JERERETREEA . B G HMERA .
5643 [N2RARBIEHRER
expense per outpatient visit
A BTN T T2 SRR AN 2
Z 5 RS2 NIREII LS, RS N T 1200
NV BB 2 R
5.644 N8R AREZE
expense per visit

AN TTZ 2 NS LSS AR B,
WeAh & I T 120 N PR 02 2 9%
5.645 {ERTRmARBIEAZER
expense per inpatient

At J A H B B e 1= 24 2 5 TR0 L e N Tz
bU, SRR 5 35T P T P R A e = 24 2
5.6.46 {ERim AIRIZ4%R
expense per inpatient

Tt I H B A e 24 2 5 (R H e Nk B B, I
WA 5 S P 8 e P 3 A R A B 24 9%

average medical

average medication

average medical

average medication

5.647 {fftm ABHHIEZER
expense of inpatients per day
0 A H e 5 15 245 2 LS A )30 L e 2 2 e R
Bz b, el P9 Bem NP2 aE H R 2 2 AT .
5.648 fmiErRER
expense by disease
0 S A I B R0 A 5 1= 24 B 45 R HT = Be 1% 0
T e NI, e A 75 351 P RE M s e 5 1 254
B2 3%
5.649 fRAEDHERAMK
medical expense
B I T2 B BRSO TR FEON o R 11142 B
RN B 70 b PR3 0 R A (BB
THREE) BG (GEEEEST TN 2T .
5.6.50 TRAEZHZERIEKZE growth rate of patient
medical expense
AN T2 BB A B 2 2% ] 5 BT 12 Bt
bom N2 P 2 22 5 E I I 12 eliE bom A=
2B R LEAE, N LU 0 R EOR

average medical

average inpatients medical

composition of patient

57 # g T AEM AR R IR AT

5.7 #Hm5DEMRME R RREEFR
and medical material supply

S —TE I ] — 8 ML X 24 it 5 AR AR A 7 L TE
K. ik, AR, RS2 2ER S IHE.
571 FEFEME  number of registered drugs

ER G S i 24 i R T R A A BT 2
i A ARG, R RO AP AR G
EbRZ
5.72 HHRFPEIFE  number of protected traditional
Chinese medicine

EFERIOARS it A E s SEAS ORI b A BB () it o L 4
B, SRR ARG IR AR Z
573 (HAREFFIIE) FFERWHE  number of
enterprises with drug production licenses

BRI K S SRR S IFEABON A E) (2
APEVFRTIEY HRFIEAR ML, 2 S R 24 it A 7 AL 4t
IR —
574 (HREEFIIE) fFHFERWHE  number of
enterprises with drug business licenses

SRR R i 24 i T R 4 24 At R Al AN
B 2 i B P R 40 25 i B i (2
A ZEVFNIE) B M, AR WA K4 . TR S
HAEERBIN A BAETSET, & R WL s A= M S

indicators of drugs

iRz —
575 @3 GMP MEMZGmE~dU 3 number of
drug manufacturing enterprises with good manufacturing
practice certifications
SR (2 A R RS VI E BLINED 1
HE, LR AR AT & (250 A iU P
) EOR, R AT R (2 A
B HEMVEUETS) B25 A s, 2 2
PRSI HR R L —
576 PHmEAEAEENZWAN  main business
income of drug manufacturing enterprises
5 ey T P R DX 2 g 2R AR AR B R L SR DT 555
FEWSFHON, B2y i FR S e br 2 —
577 TAgE A FE S
manufacturing enterprises
0 TN DX 24 A 7 AL AR AR P R B A T
FRSCNFIER B A FE DG BB, & SR 24 it 2B 7 AN
GEHIFRIRZ
578 EREXAGMERBME  number of drug
varieties in national essential drug list
[ 5 DA A B miAn 1) (R KA 29 H ) 2
at A AR, SBRZG R ARSI 4R R Z —

579 HEIEHAREIPE  number of supplemented
84
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provincial essential drug varieties in essential drug lists
FEREFNRBUGTIHER (EREARZGYH ) LA
IR R BT AN AR T A28 i A, 2 Sk
2y R AL R fa bR — .
5710 &58RAREPRMHNARE
number of drug manufacturing enterprises involved in
provincial centralized drug procurement
R B AEAR AR 2 AR PRI & BN A b
P EGE v B 245 i A Al B, S R 24 R A
EHHRIR L
5711 258RAREPRMPIETDENSH
number of health care institutions involved in provincial
centralized drug procurement
T R 2 AR R I 6 GE T (AR AR AE 4 1 24
BRI G E NI FIR & R 24 il 1 % 9 253

Boy7 DAENUREL, 2 M2 o RIG AL IE TR AR Z —

5712 SEEFIENMAREENEWLE  number
of enterprises involved in medical institutions drug
delivery
FERBUS £ i 24 fh ) (B VR ITED) IR
2 i OIS B BT AN 25 dh 28 A b B, Bk
2y R R fa bR —
5713 #m3 HECEBNER (REH)
delivered amount to ordered amount of drugs in 3 days
—E I A BC & AL IS B BT WL R T 505 3 R A
KK 2 i 4 A5 [ S8 A b S B T LA SR I
IR SR b, 2 S W24 i R AT RS & R A
Z
5.7.14 BEIrHl#9 30 RAEIFRE ratio of payment to
warehoused value in 30 days
— B I N BT HUMITE 30 K PN 45 5 253k & 4045 [
ANPGRS BR 24 i R I ARTECIE I FE bR 2 —
5.715 75@ZEM  drug expenditure
FEEIEH X 0T NIRRT NS0 R 24 it 3% i
W, BAEEE XA BRIT AN T TSR B 24 s
THELEZ WA BB & SR A8 A DU R AR
Z
5.716 A¥JZ5&m%ER  drug expenditure per capita
BRI 2 i S S R X N D L.
T S 2 b A A B FR AR 22—
5717 H@mBEASLSDIPEDRERAMEEE drug
expenditure as a percentage of total health expenditure
BRI 2 i S SRR X AR R SR 2 .
T S 24 b A P S DL FE AR 22—
5.7.18 EREARDGYEM LG

national essential drugs

ratio of

utility rate of

I A BT MU A T A 24 T, [ AR 25
LB o F BT LG [ SR A 24 W) R < 0 [ 3
7 WA 24 i R W < A LT B4 o e B2
B LR R 2 —
5719 HARBTFHRERREERR
electronic drug supervision system
SRS X 24 it AR 2 g AR AN BT AN LA
UNEE 2T R A = R AE 2 IRk d a1
Fe 2 i o B B AR PR — .
5720 BEAAOHASARRMREHGIE number of

reported cases of adverse drug reaction per 1000000

coverage of

population
B AN RSN AR R R A 2 RN
B b, WHHBE L3RR, &R iR E
HHHRIRZ

5.721 EAAREHE  number of drug cases

investigated and punished
B BEHN X B i 24 T IR (24 i BT I
TR HUE ) BALLG A 28 Aladiid 2 il = 1
B Mo 2 k2 i i B AR L —

5.722 BUEFAMIIELE P number of banned

enterprises without drug business licenses
PN DX 24 B BT AR (2 B AT I
ST AE D, BEETE (A A g VEATIE) BR
(a2 gVraTiE) M2 s A &8 E3)
UPRE QWP RY TSI = SLH: DE =y T

5723 DEMRESELFEWSKAN  main

business income of medical material manufacturing

ﬁ

enterprises
FAERH X TAEM R P A B R L $R 57 5555
FEMFUN . R EA MR R bR — .
5724 DEMBE~AEAWFESE  profits of medical
material manufacturing enterprises
BRI X DA R A P Al A A P e E T R T A
TSR B ARG 2 5 B AR o 2 Sk AR
bR Z
5725 25EREHTRUHNSEERFEME I
number of high-value medical material manufacturing
enterprises involved in provincial centralized procurement
FERIEE 2 i B PRI & b SRR e =
FIFER AP A b B o 2 S AR N B FR bR 22—
5720 &55EEREMEENELE  number of
enterprises involved in high-value medical material
delivery
FEARBEE AT bR BAFHbS . RORIE . A
507 3 RE 1) e L = P FEAT O Ak B e T/
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FORMEER AR 22—

58 T ARIELRT

5.8 DA EIFRIEFR indicators of health resources
JRt—ER . —EH X PAENT. PSSR, e
B NN = i

5.8.1 THE AR number of health personnel
i & WIRAE LRI AN TAEH: i A S AT E IR T
PERITE IR TH 2 M, B PARARANG . 2 ES
MDA G Al RN 51 B HN SO T8 e
R RRBLTA NI bRZ —

5.82 TDHEFEARAZRE number of health technical

personnel
i IR ST TAENLAE rhpol B POl B R I
HNHP L it | RIS BRI L AERE
RAWAE (Z5. 7. H) i () SERAEERWAR
Z M R TAE NI —

5.83 il (BhIE) EVHE  number of licensed

physicians and physician assistants
it AR R IT AR LA o B 2R Ol -5 B SEBR
MFEBEST . AL PR PR BTIAR S5 AR ROl i Al
POl BB RN A o 2 ik TA N JTR4E R L — .

5.84 Z£BRESEH  number of general practitioners
A5 AR BT ALY B R RO ILAIE 5 B Aol
Dy ERHE =Tl (BB BRIm%, DL
JREIT PANM AT ERIE AR KT &5
B AL BE YIAE BE R IR A (RHEAD B IlE MUk
POl B R Iz A o R R AR N I EAR 2

5.8.5 JEMIPLEE  number of registered nurses
e WIR B2 y7 TAEN U B 47 ik HLS2bR
M TAEM N R Z R & R P A N e 2

586 DAEMEZGH number of health supervisors
et AR U T AR MR B DRk H N385 28 TP AR i B
N o R TAE N bR —.

5.87 ZH#ELEE  number of village doctors
SRR R ZERIT TAENUAL th M S B AR AT O T 1S
SNEAERMASCZ R o 2T E NS bs
Z %

5.88 EIBAGH number of administrative staffs
FER BT TN Hh4E S 40 5 R 57 B0 P55 1 T
TENRZ A A NFEEST. AFTDE EeRiits

s E o NS A S MR (FINPNAIDY YIS -9 N A NN N

W5 gt BR. ZeRTPETBRE R TR
Ao SRR AE NI FERRZ
5.89 TENFBEAZIE number of logistics technical
workers
FEAREEST TN PR HE REBRAENYES L J5 B ORFR
MR35 AF IR DU IRAF R RESF AL B TAE N A2 A
FEEOR TAREIE T, SR TR | 24557, w5,
Wedh ., HSETAE N RS TEA N iR —.
5810 BFAODEHFEARAGRE number of health
technical personnel per 1000 population
FARET NOPHAE R AR %, HFEREAR
RN G LR AR N D EOHEAS 1, @ T4
Z—FNe RRBTAENTIRITEIRZ —
5811 BFAOBL (B1E) EJM%E  number of
licensed physicians and physician assistants per 1000
population
SEAREET N A PRl B2 T AT oLk B 2 2= ik, H
ARO[ T 50 B Rl B 2R 2 TS Bk DAAE Ao AN
FEOHEAAE, @EHAT O —FR. EREEAAN
JIHHRIRZ
5812 BAAOZMEEE  number of general
practitioners per 10000 population
RN DA 2R, HEREREA
BRUAERHEAEN DO R, M2 38R,
RS A N IR —
5.8.13 A AOOEEIHH  number of dentists per
10000 population
FEAREETN DA R BT, AR A i B2
BRUAERHEAEN D8O EA T, M2 38R,
RS A N IR —
5.8.14 BT ADEMIPLEE  number of registered
nurses per 1000 population
FEARET NI RENP 38, FSEREST 2oL
VR P o AR AR A N DB 54T 3l
T2 —FR. RRIIDAENTIFERZ —.
5815 HAAAHWIT () ¥ number of pharmacists
per 10000 population
FEAREEHNOIARZIN (1) %, HFERET A
U ZGIN (1) BfR LR BN DO FAH, @
WH 2 —FoR. R RBTAEN IR —.
5816 BTRAADOZEIERASI  number of

township health centre personnel per 1000 rural population
86



FERBET RN DIE R 2 TR N 8. 2k
PANTRRZ -
5817 SFARMAOMNIEZEARH  number of
village clinic staffs per 1000 rural population
FERFT RN DA BN BAEN R £ RT
ENTIHRIRZ
5818 HAAAOAHIEAZRE  number of public
health workers per 10000 population
SEREE N DA T AL TANN A £
B LA N TR Z —
5.8.19 [E3PEE  ratio of physicians to nurses
RPN (BhED RIS EN B HE. &
TR N TR bR —
5820 #HEEEFHEHLLH
received continuing medical education
FEOR F A BRI 4 52 0 Ak 82 R 2 808 N BT o LAl
e R BAEN TR FRFRZ — .
5.821 EZFEAWIBEE  number of medical specialty
recruitments
BRI SEPRE M B 22 T B AR B R S B AR N
JIFEIRZ
5822 EFFAEN A  number of medical
specialty graduates
FA R BAG MVAE P B b B b AR B 2 Sk
PANTIERZ -
5.823 EFEREI  number of students in medical
schools
FA R X B SRR B Tk e AR B e A 2
SO TBA N IR —
5.824 DHEREMA total health expenditure
FAEFH X T BT PARMERS RS8R, B4
UM PAESCH . e TASCH A A4 DA H
e R PSRRI R Z —.
5825 DHERZEMMMR

expenditure

FEBUN DA e DA H MAREPA

percentage of physicians

constitution of total health

i DAES BRG] . 2 s AR R TR bR

5826 MAMEDEXHEDEBDEMANLE
out-of-pocket expenditure on health as a percentage of
total health expenditure
FEAE R XA NI P AR SCHS o5 TUAE R 2 R B
e R BAEZRTRIRZ —.
5827 BUFEFIEZHIEKE  growthrate of
government health expenditure
SRR X BURF R ST AR SR B AR 7 b
SR BAZ R TR —.

5.828 BFETIAZHEMEZEALLE general
government health expenditure as a percentage of total
government expenditure

FAE M BO BT A SCH I o5 Ee o 2 s P A
Z WML .
5.829 AIJTHEZER per capita health expenditure

B SEH X TR R 2 5 A X AP RN 4
PILE . &R PAZ BRI —
5830 DESLHEASERNEESEEES  total health
expenditure as a percentage of gross domestic product
BRI X DA R PR 5 E A B ME (GDP) HLE
Bl JE R TAEZ R RIR L —.
5831 DAEHZBHEMRE
elasticity coefficient

FEAE S X T AR S B PO B 5 [ AR S

(GDP) K2 Lo o2 [ B DAL R AR L —
5832 AMERQFDERSZHENEZEE
subsidy of basic public health service
LA [X P35 B N SR T W R A R AR A
I PA RS IH 2 9% (4 o 2 SR AR 2R R bR
Z
5.8.33  MFBAMBIUN HEETT DN E ST HAIEE )

financial subsidy as a percentage of total expenditure of

health consumption

per capita

health institutions
FAE R X BT AN I B BIUSON o5 2 3 )
bl =&t DAL SRRz —-

5.834 BEFDENEDEAN

institutions
SRR X R BB EST DA Tl A3t TR
Bk HABBET P LA LSO AT . 2 S i AR 22 3%
RIFEIRZ —

5.835 [EFTREHMEBUIINIR

income of health institutions
FEEIEH X B B AU SN sRASRR IO e
. R R AR R IR AR . —

5.836 EFTWAMIAL constitution of medical revenue
SRS X BT TUAE UL B 7 WO A & TN BT
bl &Rt DAL SRRl 2 —

5837 BEFBENMEIEH

health institutions
SRS X R . BEEEST PANM . Tl AL TR
A HARZRTTAUR S S 2 AT, 2 S i AR 22 9
IFEIR L —

5.838 BEffBEHAEZ B

expenditure of health institutions

FEAEIEH X BT ARG 2 S HS P 2% TS HE T o e

total income of health

constitution of total

total expenditure of

constitution of total
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B B A R RbR 2 —
5.839 BEFrlSpAIR
business cost

FEAE B X R Bt R 7 MY 55 1A o & TS HA I o AR

SR PAEZ RIS —

5.840 [EirxHitmk

expenditure

A X L 2 BT PA MU B IT S R A5 TS

B i bl o S e AR SR IdEAR . —

5.841 EFTDENMBEF  total assets of health

institutions

ERFI X R . B ZBRyT AN Tl At A

AU R A 257 T AR LS S5 b B PR B 77 A

FE R T TRbRz — .

5842 EFREMNMIGER  liabilities of health

institutions

ERFM X R « B Z BT AN Tl At A

WURE A AR 57 TAEALAG S5 Fll ALK S i AT 2

BB AE A R FRbR 2 —

5.843 EITDEMNMIFEZEF  net assets of health

institutions

SEARFEH X PRy7 DA 587 el 25 75 J IR B 2

BB AEZ R FRbR 2 —

5.844 MW FZLESE  ratio of business balance to

revenue

SR X BEREML S WO A R S BRITIRON L T B A

AN . HARN Z R A . S B AR

WHRbRZ —

5.845 BRWAGREIDEMRER drugand

medical material consumption per 100 yuan revenue

SR X PR R B e, 240 R AR RL 2

Frditbfil. 2 DAS SR fabr e —.

5.846 FH)FRKREIEZE fixed assets per bed
SRR b [X 12 e [ 5E B 7 J5UE 5 S IR E B AR
SR PAEZ RIS —

5.847 BBFREYE  turnover rate of total assets
TS X PR BE BT RN - HABIN 2 F1 5 P35 s B
FERIHAE . R PAEZ R IIEIR . —.

5.848 HWFFAIRE  asset-liability ratio
R R 1 X 1% Bt A1 ft e S B A LR . 2 S Bk
PAZRRTEIRZ —.

5.849 RBNEEE  current ratio
FEAR SR IX R B i 2 B 7 S i sh S LU . 2 S it
PAEATPIRIRZ —

5.850 ARZEHIMHELZE  personnel expenses ratio

constitution of medical

constitution of total medical

SRR X BR BE N R 22 B SR T L 55 A . BB A

Hopth ST Z M EUAR . 2 S BA L R EIR L —
5851 AERBRIFFHIE
on-post staffs

FAERH X BT AN UAE IR T AE-F 2 TRl .

sk DAL 4RI L — .

5.852 BT BFR & ELA
as a percentage of total salary
FAEFH X BT AN ST B 5 TR S B H

Bl &R PAEL TR —.

5.853 EIEEHEMAE  administrative cost ratio
FAE R X B e i B 2 ] 5 Bk S5 A L A PR T
HAhSCH Z ML . 2k DAEZ SR bR —.

5.854 HMAMIBEMBIZTHE medication and health

material expenditure ratio

AR X T AN ZG 5 2. AR S

BRIV S A . B RS A HoAth St 2 M EE A . 72

S BAEZ FRIHRIRZ — .

5.855 HMWBIANGETTWALLE medication revenues

as a percentage of medical revenue

S I X R T AR 2 R ISON 7 BRI YN B

#H, RTPAEZENIEIRZ —,

5.8.56 RRFTIEKE  growth rate of total assets
FHBIX B BE A R BB AR B 2 22 SRR B
PRI, R DA R TR — .

5.8.57 BAFFIEKE  growth rate of net assets
M IX 2 e A AR B L SR BT 2 2 S AR B
PRI, RSB TS R iR .

5.8.58 [BEIEAR~ZSEZE rate of net value of fixed

assets
TR AR FE I [X [ P[] 7 5% 7 9 5 [ 5 B JEAEL IR B
i, RxRBTPAZEPTEIRZ —.

5.859 AHDEZTHAEERZHEEA] public health

expenditure as a percentage of total expenditure

FAE R X R BT PANI AL DA 5 5L

HEAE, 2&RB AR IRZ —.

5.8.60 HmEIFRAIEL  number of authorized beds
SR PAEATEBOR T E BT BANR RN 2
S AR AR R 2 —

5.8.61 JFRAIEL number of beds
FEREEIT AN S RO EL, b s R AL B4 1E
FUR. TR, WK @B FERIR. IR
AEBLRIRAL . R BB s R AL . AR
PR A UK B SR IR AR R, I
BRI N KBRS AR IR o A2 S e AR it i P s 2

5.8.62 FEREFTHAIRLLSETTHIARAZ BRI EL5]

number of private health institution beds as a percentage of
88

annual average salary of
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total number of beds
AR X AR BRI HUR RO 1230 X BT AL
IRALIS B L o 2 St DA B Fa bR 2 —

5863 REBEFRKHSERKCEAIELS]

of private hospital beds as a percentage of total number of

hospital beds
ER B B B PR AL #5512 e R Az e 80 B AL Sk
PAERMRIARIRZ —. 2RI ARG TERZ —

5864 BTFAOEFTIENMAKAME number of

health institution beds per 1000 population
FERET NOA R EST TANMIRA E. &Rt T
AR TR

5865 BTFRMAOZEIERAKRME number of

township hospital beds per 1000 rural population
FEARFEH X A TR AN EHRA 1 2 885 AR B R AL 5
& S TAE W FE bR —

5.8.66 EINSKHLZEL ratio of physicians to beds
FERBEST PANGHOL (BED B IMECS RALE B
B S DAE B IR AR 22—

5.8.67 ¥IPE5RKRMLzEE ratio of nurses to beds
EAREEST AR NP L8 ST R EEAE
e R AW R R Z — .

5.868 ATMALETIZEEH  number of medical

equipment with value of 10,000 yuan and above
FERERYT AN BB T o i B ] e B 2
e DA B R AR 2 —

5.8.69 WHEBLEZER equipment configuration rate
TEORC B AN R F e 1 B2 97 TLAE N LA B & R 2L
R SER B o 2 S i TLAE B ) 4R AR 2 —

5.870 FEREIFMmEI housing construction area
FEARBEST TANIE L B e =851k HA
PEBGIER 55 B SN, (HAGFE G A fEA s
AL A oA G B JE P B B3 J R SR AR . 2 S A
Bt AR PR Z

5871 JA/ZARBMEF operating area
FEAREEST TAENMBRIR TAEB AT s 2 5T

N, BAEERIT RS (22, T8, k. BEED.
AFPAEMRS . EHE SR FERE. 1780
BURIRE A & S it FH 55, (BB LS IR . 2R
W AR W FE AR L —

5872 fekSERd&LEER

percentage of operating area
FEREST PANMES AN EEFWER D 2%
JG 55 5 M 25 FH o AR B B o e S AR WO R FR B
L

5873 BRERGAWEZABEF occupied operating

area per bed

number

dilapidated house area as a

ERBEST AN PR sk AR i o5 T L 55 L Bs
A i P AR R R bR 2 — .

5874 RBERIER

completed
TN D REFHIEIROTER, Caifem, &2 7
NEAE AT, RSB E S, Bl R
B (BB AR R S HAR LS AT 2 X
W AR WO AR L —

5.875 HELFRTTAMIREFRIFMIAL  constitution of

annual actual investment by source
e y7 TAE R 244 52 BR 58 AR 08 A Hh 25 1% BTk U5 <6
WU 5 ARG, o 25 SRR 58 S0 B A 15 B S
I NWFBE SR B A B BT R R et
PABE R FRRZ

5.8.76 BEFTFDENAE  number of health institutions
R IR TAEATEGE T TS (BT Bl ol v r]
WE) GFRAEEHAMSFIHE)  SNREBL TR
ATBC WU G ) B BRI N A B CE 1S,
FESPRBEERIT MRS A3t A IR S5 BN F 25 = B AN
TERRRE IS TAE R R . AR P 22T AR
UK B ASE TN . HA BT DA E. 2
S B AE B AR R 2 — .

5.8.77 JEREITHIAIEL  number of non-public health

institutions
R I EICIENERAONIE L BE . e e CF
RO, BB M BT ERI B e R Z BT AL
H s A RENIE . TRBIRBIEIIR . 7Rk &
bty () Bz M. 2R ARG TR R —

5.8.78 [EBT#¥ number of hospitals
R IR TEER . PriESEER. ]’
JREERE . BRI B R B CF B 22 B A b s =
be) Hz M, ACFEEREENIE G DS OR R
JrIRRE . A& TAE Bl 4R AR —

5.8.79 /AXM[EPREE  number of public hospitals
Tt WG C R 2R O [ A AN AR 1 = e B 2 A
e S P AE R HR R 2 — .

5.880 EREEPTH number of non-public hospitals
R IR SR 2R g [ A AR DLAM I B,
HRE. BKE. RihalE CHID. BREe 55 a1k,
HANE R AR SRR B2 . 2 Sl T AR 12t (1 48 b
Z

5881 EHEEFTIDEMNIE  number of grass-roots

health institutions
IR X DA RS H0 X BA RS uh il
PAERE. SHETAR. M TAZE T2, 2. &
FEB A, R AR R AR — .

floor area of buildings
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5.8.82 HBRHEEEFTIEHNEE  number of
government-run grass-roots health institutions
TR IR PAATEGEE ] gl Jp b A id v
AL SRS AR B JREF LR 28 TP AT LR 28 I L X T
ARG HL Gl S P AR S EE P AE R A
EANELAE 23 ST B e 28 0 A X AR iR 95 v Lo A A (X
DA, agil A28 I0) . e S AR B Y
fitre —.
5.883 T AHETEHAE  number of specialized
public health institutions
A AR O TRV BTA I . g IRAENL
L ARREEE N SO, REEmALE . T
EHEAU . THRIZE B BRI S I E . T Sk
PABER R Z .
5.8.84 RMtPERSHEZRETZEHADR SEEH]
number of grass-roots health care institutions providing
traditional Chinese medicine services as a percentage of
grass-roots health institutions
TEAR PR 22 245 IR 55 BOAL DX A R 5% A B (kL X
TAMRS . 2B PARE A TSR HER
RIS B I LB o R S PA B B HR bR 2 —
5.8.85 [EI7 DEHEMIEEEIRIERE
compliance rate of the construction of health institutions
R UK i A AR Rk B iy B AT 14 R
I 3 e e AN LA R b SR TR A T B <
DiH—HERE . BrhEERE . b 2B PAR . M EA

A X A RS O R R L) # AL EL S
5 T AR AT A 4% E B AR AE HO SRR B AN E S
A 1238 BT AR SR B o o e e T4 Vit
bRz —

5886 FMIDHEZEEEZEE coverage of village clinics
FERBLL PA = AT BON B 5 S R AT BN 2 B b
il J& e AR R FE AR L —

5.887 EITZH—HRUEIRINF DEER SELA)

number of village clinics implementing integrated

management as a percentage of village clinics
FERIAT 2 —E BN A SR SFERNT
ARSI LR, Horb 2 W R B fR R R
HEIRIPATT CRTHERE 2 AR — RS TR
WY IR, X 2 DARAA DARITENLS . 4
s W55 NG5 1% A5 07 T T ARG IR BRI o 2
SO B AR R R AR 2 —

5.888 SEATZH—IMLEERH L DR SEEH

number of township hospitals implementing integrated

management as a percentage of township hospital
ERIAT ZN A E ) 2 EH AR LR S
ARSI, Hdh oM B fe % I
JRRARIP AT O THERE 28 AR — AL E B
(DL ISR, 6 2B A B AT TLAE = AT 045
i W 55 NS0 A% 55 3 T T ALY A8 PRI
e S DAE R IR AR — .

59 BEFRESITET

5.9 EfrRFE%iH#ERR  indicators of medical
insurance
SR —SE I — g b X P AR R R A 2
EoT. MM S EGHE
5.9.1 FBIRHMEIEETT new rural cooperative
medical scheme
HBUFHL. 5%, X, RIREESM, MAL %
RRIBUR 2 7 % 5%, LARIRSEE N F AR RIEST BB
FEGFHIEE o Gl A B T Bk B AR A
PAFAAR RN NP FIRIE BT &, FERIRAE
Bt S K BT B I 4 T AMEE o 2 S R AR 2 R 7 1 1Y)
fEtrZ —
592 HBRNEEETSEAH
enrollees of the new rural cooperative medical scheme
AR A T RS S AR BT ISR T 58 BIAE R H
BRI AR ST B R HUEN O8NS I B A &
PEBRST B N B 2 S W AR B2 AR o i R A 2

AR R

number of

593 FBIRFEIEEITSEAE rate of enrollment of
the new rural cooperative medical scheme
REEFERI DO R BRI T 28 N8 EAER
ZHE X AP N A EL], Herpefodb N 8 R 2 i &
HRECE, B XY RN 25 N E (RN P —
ZINIBRE RFEA R OR B R TR A R ORI AR IR
LA BO o e R AR BE R G bR —
594 FBIRMEMEETHEEZLE  fund raised by
the new rural cooperative medical scheme for the current
year
AR IX BRI . bR iE NHT RA SAEEST &
FHIK P O BE G B0, BLAE A SR RE rp sk K Ty W B e &
T R AN & G REBUBT A AR 5
IIARGRREN B4 B AURN SRR T RS AR E
7 R e A JE AT N R A TR S o 5 A 21 7 Y

BN GRS TR, A G LSRR E. Rt
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A IRE F RIS Z
594 HBIRFHEIEEFT AERKFE the new rural
cooperative medical scheme premium of per capita
KRAEERH X PR —2
S RIEA R R BRI 2
595 FBERNEEETAFEESIHDE the
aggregate spending of the new rural cooperative medical
scheme fund for the current year
AR LM X SR OB B A A A BT R i o
SCH TS AR IRAMERI G S BE IR FE G
5 bR —.
596 HBRFNEEETHEEESERE utlity rate

EARRMSERE TR 2

of the new rural cooperative medical scheme fund for the
current year
AR JEE B DRI Y AR B A 157 i < S H S B 5
bR 25 BT S B L] o S S 5 PR JE A 45 32 2 ) 4
Rz
597 FHBRNEEETZHEDARE number of
person times claimed benefits from the new rural
cooperative medical scheme
RELEFIX S ERRMFT AN G1EETT H3RE
St R NIRE . S SR R ORI S A ] 5 32 28 4R B
Z
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