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Contour Method and Collapsibility Criteria
for 2x3xK Contingency Tables

C. S. HongD - B. U. Son2 - ]J. Y. Park3d

Abstract

The contour method which was originally designed for 9x9x9
contingency table is studied for IxIxK and 9 x dgx K tables. Whereas a
contour plot for a 9x9x g table is represented on unit squared two
dimensional plane, a contour plot of a 9x x3x K table can be expressed
with a regular hexahedron on three dimensional space. Based on contour
plots for categorical data fitted to all possible three dimensional
log-linear models, one might identify whether 9x9x g or 9xgx g tables
are collapsible over the third variable.

Keywords : Categorical data, Collapsibility, Contour plot, Log-linear
models, Odds ratio.
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Klemer(1981 1984)+= ﬂ'o](tﬂe)o]a} 8= AAMEA 27| E dEke] gEd vE

SI=% RS '‘mosaic plot’S  AFStAT. S5 B3 StollA Cohen(1980) 2}
Friendly(1992)= 7} zke] ¥HAE %A  ‘association plot's A F3FS T}
Friendly(1992, 1994)= 7+ E}elo] o< Flola| &l 7t zho] a|Dal MAo =7]
2 u#de] AMA3 HFor THI HY FAE ‘mosaic plot’S A <HEd T
Tukey(1977)= o] &3l g AFEE —U—aﬂfﬂ_ ‘two-way plot’ & A3t

IxJx K A Asel s A AA w7 mse 2EE g v‘i‘?—__}ﬁ%
‘mosaic plot’¥} ‘four—fold circular display’ & A1 €t}h AlxlYd = 1 o)Ate] uxp
4 E3¥+= FE ‘mosaic plot’ S EI AL 4 ‘,’\AE}(HartigaanL Kleiner 1984).

e, EFAT o]FH(1999) YA v+ X A5E B4 ol A|4AQl W
o= MAw3 ‘ring chart’ WS At o= EE He] §ES YRYY aHo
2 RoFo WFYE AR HAA FxE AWIT £ A dFH 3 9
‘standardized ring chart’, ‘double ring chart’, ‘residual ring chart’E& #|<FstA ). o]
HHES Folxl 21 *535’—63—4 AREE H7t }1_ Ak ofy g} dAf, ol xful g A}
£S5 2 HFE Alole #AE AASed F83 ARE & F A EFFTA
3} o] FH 2000).

Fienberg ¢} Gilbert(1970)+= 2X2 %‘%E o thall AtH A e #AlA(oc)S Ao
HEZre] AR Z=2E J|egddoer TdsE WS A¢kstdtl. Darroch,
Lauritzen®} Speed(1980)+= thxh¢d E o O3 EYndgy 2 583
A o = 2dE 2 ¥ (graphical modeD)S 7sith olelgt 1y R

TE Alolo] AT/ F=E el & AT Z(association graph)Z ¥ &3}

ﬂllﬂ
32 rlo B

2x9x9 w&E] 3] Doi, Nakamura®t Yamamoto(200D)E ¥4 FEE F
st Al el @ =4 (odds ratio)E AFE3F contour WHS AT ¢ F U9
2H= A7 p=1 20 W@ T Ne] 9.9 wEREANA ARtHIL A sk
HA HgE(E W w(confounder)W )l thsle] AdSFad 9.9 EEH
AojZtl Yamamoto®t Doi(2001), Yamamoto(2002):= ©o]#]3F Qo =H| &9 7]|3&}
T2ATE 7FsshA ste contour WHE FFeth o] Contour W& F3t4
ﬂj/] gutAel o =H|9 xpY=4E BT 9 02317]_ 2o A8 doslE 9=
254 7Fs A (collapsibility) & 3 7Feb= dloll {83kt

& ATolME deERd 9uox gk 9x3x g TEEE 2AE F 3= Contour
plot& /WESATE 9xgx g =&k talA Contour plote gq7He] 2.=nje] &
=0 dests s s TddT: plel e=2nl= A7t =19 gl
& 9x9 T‘GLJOHH AojA i vl b= A WA Wil blskd X}*JZAE]

2x9x K &3] tig Contour plote ©]xt¢l W ol
:’—qul‘_ Dﬂ_oﬂ 2X3XK &3l g Contour plota A2k &3kol A 45 A

o 2
T X to o

Og:g

Bl ot rfr

% inJ 27‘401]/‘1‘” IxIx K TIRE AAHA Wyoen FHAL F
Contour plotS A|¢tslit}h. o] WS Doi, Nakamura®t Yamamoto(2001)7} A<t
92x9x9 w&Eol tg Contour plots FHFsAEH, 9x9x9 BZE(9x9x K =
gl Contour plot ©]xh¢l Aol EAHAL 9,9, g ¥ FxE ] Contour plote
A FrelA mdHEY. 3HoAM = A RaMAPERPESY] FRE LSt
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b/ A=py) b/ A=py)

elk_ Gk/(l_qk)’ 62k_ Vk/(l—i’k)’ k=1,2,.... K (2.2)
g - bdA=p) 2 JA=p)
Le a./(1—q) 7% r(1—7r,)

SR IS5 5 o = Mﬂ_ JJ_QL(I_ ): 2y 7}
7)ol A 2&37 3o digk S=n Vk/(l_?'k)’ 7’6/(1_7’914 A 02/?/61/4
Ol 0% “ﬂﬁﬂ AL FrhHor dgwth uletA 293t 396 wg L=y
B 193 29 a#x 199 399 v gpoluy me gojd Jart glok

Doi, Nakamuraﬂr Yamamoto(ZOOl)“ 2x2x2 Estxo] 3 Contour S A
Bakr] flstel S gy )9k contour g T ol AelEgit

Ap,d=HE=B (h.9=0,D?
A9 ={ (6 9=0,D?: Ap, =0}, 0>0

contour ()= Q=H] Fe] gl EE AR (p,q)Q] Aol ¥ 21
6=0.1,0.5,1,2,10°1 9& qg°l s HeEbdh

a9 21 o(g)e) B

x3x K =&l g Contour WS &A3t7] 918k contour C(4,,0,)= o
]

A0y, 0)={(p, 0,90, D% OB —g, OB _g.} 9,50, 050 20
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a9 228 AFUA 9 g, g0 BR AB AF (g, )% FUE RIFL

™22 qe,, 009 BH

3. AAY EaA¥EYH Y 2 =]

Az By B diek 24323 ES Christensen(1990)0] A&t %7] W
WS wgt BFstH v 2ok EstE Y (saturated model) [123], FEd TR
(partial association model)2 [12][13][23], Z7 45 Y 2 & (conditionally independent
model)> [12][13], [12](23], [13][23], & W59 =HE3Y(model with one factor
independent of the other two)< [12][3], [13][2], [1][23], Zz¥]lx HAEHEZY
(completely independent model)2 [1][2][3]C. = % 7]3lt}.

A aA Aven BRet madowt R WA T WA Wi A wse
of T3 [12][3], (121013, [121[23] =G el o] ol ok mF] A (21 4

N BG4 g0 S A T B

e Pur _ bubsir _ Pu+ _
Pyie Privbivr D11+

0= Do _ Dpibitr _ P+ _ [12][3]=%
Do DPiobiir  DPi2r °

y = Dy _ Dbtk _ D3+ _
Disk  Disl++r D43+
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_ busb D srs __bu+ =
i1 sw/b iy Dirs €

_ bpibdiulbigs _ Doy _ [12][23]+

F bbb o Dipy €

_ bpsbag/bigs Dy

Ko bissbea/Dise  Dise

D

ofl

c

5= DushyedDyis
B (bnsp1ed D140 T D Doi /Do)

- bpibisilDyss [12][13]=-3
(b1 D1+ TDn Dol Dors)

;o= Db Dyis
B (b1 D140) (D nadoilD244)

[12103], [12023] BRAH p, g, i g ATHA FOmR AR 4 4 491 5

Askel, WA RE U g, 9,0, 71 T 1203] AN ),
= = ol o

g e KB SEEACA AT g =p e by, Ou=bDuiDui/Diibos

7h Eo ok mHeln weEk A7 g g o @ edde =S ¢ ATk 2R

2 [12003], [120013], [12][23] ZRAHE ZE 4ol sl g _p g, —p, 9 @
&+ 4

oA wg geel et [2003], [1023], (312 2@l dietel 5 o0 &

» D SEEY/ESEY/EEY
Fobyd b T
_DisiD oD rin [112103] =8
D pisbioib s D
_ D144 34D vik
LR SR, N, .
» _ Db _
Kb U
_Dredn _ [
bbby T
_Disslag _
B pisibm 1
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Driid 1+ _ Dtk
Disd 1+ Dita
_ D1+ o+ _ Dite [13][2]=%
b iar Dt
_Disb 3+ _ Disk
K biub s D

b=

(020031, [10123], [13][2] el W& 5 g = 2% A7) wid] 2E o=y
9/] %}]\_% IO]E]' é 2= ] EH_‘S—}'O:] (91/?_(916 62}3 6262 O]E]—
Gl A e eiel g el Gad G 59 ) A,
L5 TR ol B,
DD irr  Dias
D=

DD vk Dy
_ Db ilD ik _ Prak [13][23]1=-3
Dosibdrol/Dive Dasi
y = DraibsalDssk _ Dyis
Diril D irk Disr

of wRel W@ 4 4 L B geEd & o e mE el gs
0= Oy—19% FET & gou, 3 Azl gel & gol @B FY
4 Wtk A% wAsATh

hAgon pranngel (12013123] RPAAE 5o e S A= P
o FF F QU WMEl 4, 4 5 AT 5 .

Ix3x K A X}Eoﬂ tate] 9ol Ay e =uld wate] gelshd that
L el [12][3], [12](13], [12][23] &A= a3 22 dAA S

01="01., 03=0y (3.1

oA R e [1[2108], (10231, [131[2] el =, 2 pell el A

01,=01~03=02=1 (3.2)
olm, 1 wreo] B3 ZF [13][23] BN E, BE ol g
0=0y=1 (3.3)
°of #AE fFreatdrh e [12][13][23] Bl A= ojxtu s 2-g8feo] EAsHA ¢
7] wiEe] oA gy 2 #AANSE 2% 5 o
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= =0y Oy= - =0 - (3.4)
4. Contour %4
3 A =9 MY ZaHAFRIPEo zn]o] EAS Contour plotS £33t

AR A, $4 Ggd 2adgrgoe %EP 9x3x3 BFHF ARES YAse=),
Ao = [12103], [13102], [13][23] ze]ar [12][13][23] 29d& wWEs 9.3x3 AR
& A< [12103], [13][2], [131(23] 232 233l (direct solution)7t EA|et7]
of zt&E {pﬁk}% ZR A3 g (sufficient  configuration, sufficient marginal

probability) 2 A g]dt}. & 7t 28] 35S F 413 o] 3t}

2y &
(12131 Dij+D++k
[131[2] Drisbiis
[13]{23] Divib+ il Dssk
Fo]z FEFW 35 (sufficient marginal probability) 2 Z+&8ES AA% & o]
'3 FEEAVI(pA\FL00008] HHEEEE o]&ste] FF RlIESF Xips A3 g+t (Rudas
(1984, 1986)5 #H=x). odE B9 [121[3] ZFo dsldd= Foj FEFHIE

=

& Clgeel M ()8 oo, 248 gk gease
1 =

o]

e QST REARRGel ofg wiel F4
P TS AAASY. 1 4258 ® 457HA = [12]1[3],
Il [12](13]123 E%’Oﬂ Age 2Ams A5kl et 1d
J I Contour plote2 &3}t

e
T

r
#

3 4.2 [12][3] =39 A s

k=1 k=2 k=3
i=1 | j=2 | =3 | j=1 | j=2 | j=8 | j=1 | j=2 | j=3
i=1 131 | 53 | 36 | 180 | 58 | 33 | 146 | 42 | 31
i=2 30 | 40 | 34 | 39 | 44 | 33 |30 | 35|29

S-ZH SA GG = 512 p-% = 0.8833
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¥ 43 [13][2] =] A=

k=1 k=2 k=3
[131[2] - ; : : - : : 5
=1 | j=2 | j=3 | j=1 | j=2 | j=3 | j=1 | j=2 | j=3
i=1 146 | 195 | 130 | 42 | 68 | 41 | 22 | 41 | 33
1=2 30 | 39 25 1 35 | 38 19 26 | 39 | 31
LEHEAEG = 1122 p-%t = 0.3408
[13][2] moded

[121[3] moded

23 4.1 [12][3] 23 ¢ Contour plot

3 44 [13][23] 2] A s

238 4.2 [13][2] 238 ¢ Contour plot

k=1 k=2 k=3
[131[23] : ; : : ; ; ; ;
1=113=2 13=313=113=213=31j=1|j=2173;=3
i=1 2751136 92 | 69 | B0 | 32 | 23 | 24 | 55
i=2 50 | 17 | 15 | 32 | 35 | 13 | 20 | 14 | 48
SE=H AR = 544 p-3k = 0.4889
¥ 45 [12][13][23] =8¢ ==&
k=1 k=2 k=3
[12][131[23] : : : : ; ; ; ;
=1 13=213=313=113=213=31j=1]|j=21]7j=3
i=1 72 | 37 ] 40 | 73 | 67 | 40 | 21 | 62 | 68
112 | 187

=2 39 | 25 |42 | 31 | 20 | 33 | 30

=R AR = 295 p-@k = 0.5655
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[13][23] madel (V201 30123] meode

a9 4.3 [13][23] =3 2] Contour plot ¥ 4.4 [12][13][23] =& 2] Contour plot

2% 415 29448 AW, 3delA =03 Al 2addngES BHT
Aol 54 B AHE (34) A7HA e #AV dHL e T & Uk
5 Ao A= Contour plotoll Al Ed 5] += 53]«] 545 yEd B A%H (34)
A 74A 7F A5 2 (collapsibility) 2F o™ #A S Zka =45 AHEIZ kA

29 =49 Contour plot

Bishop, Fienberg®} Holland(1975, pp. 39, 47), Agresti(1984, pp. 146), 131
Christensen(1990, pp. 114)2 A A Wyl 57 HA W5 w28 dsie] A
HA HAF7F A F 4 7]'LL w2 o [12][3], [121[13], [12][23] Ry o & Aol o
w1 oole] tgE EFPLS AYFHa BV EYolgtal edth. Whittemore(1978),
Ducharme® Lepage(1986), 1#] i Geng(1992)& Ad=4 7153 23 [12][3],
[121[13], [12][23] 283 A L=4A ErFs 28 < (11021031, [11[23], [13][2] =8-S 3

3t 55 strict collapsibility 2@ o2 A3 om o] W3y Fo A Z}Oluz;i 7}
5 238 [12103], [121[13], [12][23] X3 < strong collapsibility2tx 7 2] 5} 53
o] o2& wigow (31) A9 AAS wkEs= [12103], [121[13], [121(23] 5’—638
HA el 7 A W5 wE g diste] Al MR WG5TE A E4 7kt
ol strong and strict collapsibility 2 & o =2 ﬂ-%o]—%ﬂ], o] E3o) Z3t3t
x3xK w=&% #A5ZE Contour ploto= %1348}‘34 SuAe #HE (0,003
A1DS dAdste gz de dey "ozl o] e Contour7} TUA YA gk

Ml B Q0w Deo [

< spotal 5 gtk wEkAd 9, 3. g FEHE AR tféke] Contour plotS T@at
ezl ti&dhe contours AW F, B kel distl g —p, 9, =0,.°]
, T FEe] 1] ofyEtiE (31) el o233 dAs= AFgS AU, o
o| @@5& 249 REES A HA Wget F oA M wos *O”oﬂ Eﬁg}oq
A AR ML AL EFA 7s s 8 olH strong and strict collapsibility =8 o] 2}a1
A = dom, 53 [12](3], [12](13], [12][23] =& <] s %“—11”54 .
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M Ath gxgx g BFE ARl tEtelE oz Contour plotel A (0,007
X 3]

(1LDE sk fzds) de) g9ojd o5 =t 25 J contour? EAFTH
D}%gz (32) A& wasb= [12103], [1123], [13][2] 28 A WA W7k 244
Aolg 4= 9lo & WO EE strict collapsibility ©] A

old mygozm AHoT 4 O‘L—Eﬂ, o] H3o]| g3t
IxIx K wTE X}E_% Contour plote2 Fd3tH, AS5HAS JFx (0,00

(1,L,DES dAske= g4 717k el A contour’t JEHThE AL A4 5 9
ok 93 g TEHE X}Eoﬂ t3to] Contour plotg + ?540}011 S =Hlof oS
&= contours ¥ F, RE kol disto] e=nlo] gEe] wdsH 1 el 1
of stk (3.2) A8 ol&d dAs= A WHsATH, o Azl Aot

2OX4E RHEL A HA WHEr 394 BV ¥ EE strict collapsibility
o] AWt strong collapsibility= ofd Edo = A 4+ Jon =3 [1][2][3],
[(1123], [13][2] 2@ F9 studS AT 5 At 9xox g w&FE Aol disto
= olx4 Contour plotel A (0,003 (1,1)<S < FE Sl contour® %A%
9.

[13][23] &gt [12][13][23] 2Pl wisted= Adsa® =0 g g o 2o
&3k contourel] dldte]l HFEld olES& AMAAT 4 glv] wiiwel o R uis
Contour plote] EM2 AF37]o&= A7

6. FF ATHALG E2

B AT 9xax K axgx kg £8#E Azl tiste] Contour plots
P_Vq O]E Fotol Amol A3 madFRFPe 5AS ¥Rt 4
X
[e]

=
S
o o ro ot

) TR ARE uHste] BAh 438l o)) aYE ?“640}
ng 5 AT FAR FAF7IE s, ot (22) HelA %
Zol Awtst Al S Utk BE o9 .. ] p=], - K EH

pul

*Lrlr
Ol

OG-vr =Dur Douw | D Dowe
0 G-ne =D1+ Do+ | Dij+ Do+

UM AFE OANE g g (7o) PUE Aol HYHU et o
geld 5 ok 02003], 0213] 020023 Z&el s Fold j_g . yold thee

wagn wE pl vaA

0 G—Dk— 0 (G=Dc

[02103], [10123], [13][2] BBAAE BE o 7 pet . gOIA

6(] DE— 6(1 De— 1
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olm [13][23] RN = RE =27, k:L...,KOﬂH

0 -pr=1
o #AE FEIFAY. 28] [12][13][23] R¥o= oA s #-g3Fo] EAsx] ¢
71 well TR =g ... jolM A Bad ZE AAARE 2T ¢ v
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