S8EAAT A 184 25, 20054, pp. 471-485

RAINDROP PLOTE 0|25t A=A

ZTZ2AND 72932 vz 8y

“ i=

HEy 25 B Mo A XY % 2 (collapsibility) = 2 28] 2 A= Ak AR 2x2x

LR ARE o] o] B LA L u) 22u)9 go FLE2A47) /M5 Y o
FE #9387 oJdrh 220§ A2 oz @8 Py FolA Doi, Nakamura}
Yamamoto(2001) 7} A} ¢ 8k Contour plot-2 S3AH £ X 212 & MWsle AL 7153}
AT A& 7S Aol AV Yk B AFoA = e&2ng Ag2at
S AZAcE THY 4 Q= WYY 2 2 Barrowman® Myers(2003) 7} Al ¢+t Raindrop
plotg o] 83l 2x2x K B¢E AL E AFY 4 Qon SAo] FP249 7154
< o £ e PHE AL s

F280]: 22y, axAY], L&A, 2IALAYEY

1. ME

ojztd B AFY AR E FH} = YT AGAA WY AR E 0|35}
A3 RE8 AEE AT dNH A8 BA(EDA)L £330 2 ¢33 EDAY 9
3 A1 A Q) $P L 3|2 E 13 (histogram), HFXLE (bar chart), 3}o] X} E (pie chart), 2 €}
ZLE (star chart) 5-o] Itk o] A EL st 5y Wo Uis) YT HFES BE &
+ YW= & 22} Fienberg(1975, 1980)+= o]}l W3y A8 F2x2 £¥XE XY
3t ‘four-fold circuit display’& A AL, o1 AL 7 7he] WIS o) vl sl A EL 7
Tt 4718 9oz FAFH Yt ol FURE THHE tiEHA PHozE= BEX
E (block chart)7} §1.2 9], Hartigan3} Kleiner(1981, 1984)+= E}(tile)ol 2} 2= AAlY
A 2718 BEF FEo) vAHEE ZHE ‘mosaic plot’ S AP 5Y 2y
o) A} Cohen(1980)3} Friendly(1992)+= Z+ 7+e] ®AlE & ¥ 8 ‘association plot’S A <H3+%
T} Friendly(1992, 1994)= 2+ &}l 3 oj& 7lojAlF] 2 7ol s sl Hale 378
a3 MAa iFog R Bok FA4E ‘mosaic plot’ S A 8 T Tukey(1977) &
oY EEHo thE HILE K& I ‘two-way plot’S A st )

IxJx KA Zkgol tiafl Al A Qo] Zh dEel Hejd I xJ EEE -+ ‘mosaic
plot’3} ‘four-fold circular display’2 2A &) AlxlY =& 2 o]Ate] 1Y 28R &
48 ‘mosaic plot’g& 53 EF T = th(Hartigand}t Kleiner 1984). 20 A, T2 M3} o)
FH(1999)2 thatg B¥E AR E BAST o] A4 Hyog AvF ring chart’

-

-

1) (110-745) ME&58A $2F BEF 371 53, 47 BUNgn AALE FALAE, 25
E-mail: cshong@skku.ac.kr
2) (110-745) N-& 5PN F27 B EF 371 53, 47Dl w SA, ALy



rx

7)

oz
N

472 % , 4HA &

’

WS AGSHATt o= BE U] HES YR YY 1P0F BoFo] HFY A5y A
A F2E AYY ¢+ A #AFv I 9ol ‘standardized ring chart’, ‘double ring chart’,
‘residual ring chart’& A+l o] YHEL FolA ZaNFn Yo HYJT & 713}
t A8 ohzt 4ak, ol AR S AE-E EEEE WS E Aol BAE A f 8
FAEE L 5 AHFFTAT o153 2000).

Fienberg(1970), Fienberg$} Gilbert(1970)+= 2x2 2 X ol tha] AL A W] A A (loci) &
BAtstd M) AAAY S5 E V|sEHozg 3 WS A LSk Darroch,
Lauritzen2} Speed(1980)& WAt £ 8 &l tist SYEYHH 2AF PRy ZJY
+ & 1 ZH(graphical model)2 7H&¢atgict oj2j % 2 g LY EL WS E Alo
o dAA =& UelU& A& £ (association graph) 2 T &3t T)

AR WA F2E AYART, 95T Aol BAE BAGEU £ 3E oy A
Z+A Q1 WY o] 9]0l 2 = u](odds ratio) FE= & XHA ] (cross product ratio)& o] &3t t}
FEA AdHez Age FRE AFshes Y$HE Atk I FoA Doi, Nakamura2}t
Yamamoto(2001) 7} A ¢+3} Contour plot-2 2x 2 x K 28 % 2159 49L& 7153A g 2}
Y =2 (collapsibility) 7FsA & 2As7) s A7 gt AAY) 2x2x K B8% 2=
€ 22u9 o JFAF47 7 TAE BII) £ olf 7] WiRol B dFAE 2
209 A IS ARA oz EFE & 91+ Barrowman Myers(2000, 2003) 7} A ¢35t
Raindrop plot& ©]83td 2x2x K £83% 218 & A H sz} 3l FA0 AAg24 7bs
AL BDY £ J+= WHE A Gt o). 28 ol A} Contour plot3} Raindrop plotg 7+
23| AWl 3FoAE AEEL/MEEYH E/M5EYE was ABE YA A
49 A&E Contour plot¥ Raindrop plot2 2 F#3le] ANPYH 4 sty =23t A}
ot 4dol A A ARE AFHOE HY3tgion, B A7 2EL5HAA fE3
po =

2. Contour plot} Raindrop plot

4 A BERAA 71 Bo] B 2x2x K B¥Eo| gt 7R A 4
Ael87]2 ok ofele) & 213 2o LYEAA 2ol ¥E 5,59 olol thg e
8 pikE 7ML 2x2x K BRES A AA W5l tisted 4054 2x2 YR
e 5.

5>

tu AL
R A2 o

E21:2x2x K 2¥¢ES} 428 2x2 28R

Pi11 | Pi21 P12 | P122 Puik | P2k
P211 | P221 P212 | D222 P21k | P22k
P11+ | P12+

P21+ | P22+
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A k=1,2,... Kl & pi, u & TS 2ol Fof et

_ P11k , Q@ = P12k ) (2.1)
P+1k P+2k
ALELH 2x2 B8R i p,, ¢ F h T Zo] Bt
_ pu+ = P12+
¢ P+1+’ ¢ P+2+.
E 21004 kA 2x 2 REES] ZAANY HEE4AY BREY AR 94| L
I o] RAHAY.
pe/ (1~ pr) pe/(1 — pe)
Oy = ==, b= —F—. 2.2
T /- /(1 - qc) (22)
T4 f(p,q)% T B4 00 T2 3= Contour C()E Hoj 8w heah 2h
P/(1 —10) 2
) = T ] € 071 )
f(p.q) J0=0 (p,g) €(0,1)

o) ={(p.0) €OV : Sp.a) =0}, 0>0.
1% 218 6=0.1,05,1,29 109 th 3} Contour C(0)S] HE]E L}el it}

ey = (P01 30 (255 g )

T11k 21k
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L ANE A

E . |

o714 S(6L)= B2E8EY AL DHANAE ) 7te ziy @Ol HE e £
Zke] FFolot.

23924 4.9 Y5 EEAHMLE)S 9MEPe 2A8 D, ((6L)8 2a2238 7}
SEFSE Hosd, s Eue ZAMR T 7123k 6Lo tld 2AE Q) 100x (1~-)%
A F e thg 3 o] Aol th(Cox} Hinkley(1974) &),

{6k - 2[(6"F) ~ U6k) < X))

A7NA X}y & AHHE 18 2 FHIAFRE 100xp WA B o)tk B4 (GLF)
= 0ol2t AA s, x3,_, /20171 W&ol 100 x (1 - 7)% A=A 722 & Z

¥

{0k - UOL) = —x3 -y /2}-

v = 0.05¢ Xl(O 95)/2 = 1.92¢]2 2 Raindrop plot—- 2a7rsx: 47 -1928 Y &
BES HAIA A 24 8t} Raindrop plot8] 782 Barrowman} Myers(2003)7} S+ /RE
AR 2238 AH_EH 218 22 2x2 —E—Z“EZ}EE— Raindrop plot2 2 &3} o
ojth F /N9 &8 2 okg 3t Raindrop plot 2 ¢+Z 9] Raindrop& 95% AlZ] 7S 1
21 u2E L 99% A F FHE BRI

ﬂ’.U\

K69

i /\

-8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4
19 2.2: Raindrop plot

Raindrop ploto| A& 222249 A 27+ A3 7] w Foil A1) 27bo] 0gke]
CFAEE 5o g 4 9lo] §&3lth & Raindrop plotoll A 222 289 A1 7kl 0Ll
EgEcd, S i3 i A B 5ol AEE 5 4 7)w-E ol Contour plotoil
A 9] Contour7} AA E+= ZA Hejdz Fests ARG FAZFCE UL 5= Y+
o] At
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A2 42 700 st 2243 2 Y EE Christensen(1990) 0] A& 7] 9h &
met 253 o238 gk 282 (saturated model)-2 [123], & A &2 ¥ (partial asso-
ciation model)-& [12]{13]{23], 27 &% ¥ 2 ¥ (conditionally independent model)-& [12}[13],
[12][23], [13][23], 3t W49 &= Y 2 ¥ (model with one factor independent of the other two)-&
[12)(3], [13][2], [1]{23], 18] &A= Y X 8 (completely independent model)& [1][2][3]o. &
7%t

Bishop, Fienberg®} Holland (1975, pp. 39, 4T)&= A9 EE€IA st if7 e F
Weet ZAREYol 7|0 3t 3 v FHPoR IAY UE F HELY FHER
o AAFL7 Hsstn A sRed, A AR A58 ﬂ%(confounder) 52 23
of A WA sl F A ML WE AR et A AR W AHEA T B
B2 12)3), [12][13], [12][23]°1 ™ 2 o] ©}& B¥ L A DEL 7T Y ol tHAAIS
o] 22 Agresti(1984, pp. 146), 2.2} I Christensen(1990, pp. 114)& Z2F A).

Ducharme} Lepage(1986)+= 73+ A & 4 (strong collapsibility) 8] @ 2382 AS o}
=3 Zol B3t

Pijk = Pij+P++ky Pijk = Pij+Pi+k/Pi++, Pijk = Pij+Pjk/Ptjs-
A A AZEA 2R BEE Az ZYL [12)3), [12](13], [12][23] ¥ oz AR
Hed olE EFEL FollA JFF ukek Zo] A WA ¥ F AR Weo 93 F
£l thetd A A A7 FYHA 7 Byolth kM Al FA TMsd 2ELe
Ducharme} Lepage(1986)°] o] 3 3 A UF4 7H5d By F43HA 58 5=

ot

l

ot
A, R WA W4 T AR 5 LR thako] A WA WEI HAEL TS
& =g (12](3], [12]13], 12][23] 2Ye] A (2.1) AeNN B py, g8 T3 The
Zo.
— Puk _ PL4Piyk _ Puy
Pe = otk T prisPrik | Prit ¢ [12](3] 23
— Pizk _ Pi2+Pyyk _ P2y
K Piak Pr2+P4+k P2+ e
Pk = PuitPi1k/Pyay . Pus =p. .
o — lamlp  BhL (12][23] =%
T pe2+Pi2k/Pia+ P2+ 1€
Dk ( 711+Pﬁ/?1++ 7 5
il S ki } [12][13] =23
9k = oz pren/pres)+ (P22t Prsn/Pass)

[(12](3], [12][23] WA pi, e kol SZSHA GoDZ 27 p,, g9 FAstch WA
B E kol thtod 6 = B0 Tk, & [12)[13] R HNA pr, = kol SPA X %A T (2.2)
Aol BT O = proopaos /pr2epans 7t S0} kS SR W WakA 6,9 B FAVL
REZ 4 Aok 2922 AA%4 b8 29 [12]3), [12]13), 12)23] 2NN E B

£ koll th3ted 6 = 0.9 & & ok
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S0z R AR WA T WA Wae] LT AGol thatal A AR WA HREA
7bs g 23 ((1)(2)(3], [1][23], [13][2], [13][23}, [12][13][23]) BN FERAEF QA [12][13][23]
FHAME ol P AE ARAA PPe2 78 £ 97 Wl gy, B AT 5
@ik 2o (123, [1[23], [13][2], [13)[23] 2Rl th&ted py, qp B T3HW Sh T} Rk

_ P144P+14P++k
Pk = pipriepesr P+ } [1][2)3] =%
— P144+P+24P4+E °©
Gk = preprasprer  Pl++
— Pit+Ptik _
Pk P++4P+1k P1++ } {1][23] 3
- P1+4P42k ©
G = pyriprax  Pl++ '
— P1+kPtirt . Pitk
Pk = piixpiis  pitk (132 =%
— PiykPy2+ _ Pitk
Tk = pirkpsat | Prik
PE = ;’likll’)ilkl/l;ii— l}:l;tk
k k k o
— pr;w:;k/li:;: P:—;k [13][23] 2y
T = Pr+kP+1k/P++k  Pitk
AdEL B 2 S (1(2)[3), [1][23], [13][2], [13](23] 2B N pi, r= BF T

37 2ol BE 2=u]e] ge lojth & RE kol tdte 6, =0, = 10|t}

2x2x K 28X #At50 disle fo M 935 2 =l B3te] Felstd oh3 3 2ot
R s Aol T A Hpge] wFatgo] gl M WA Wart g E A 7§ [12)[3],
[12](13], [12][23] B¥olA = Ot 22 FAAES et

= =0g =0,#1. (3.1)

2 WA H4e 5 AR Wael ZEAGel sl A WAl WA HAFL BT B
& 2 (123), (1(23), [13]2], [13][23] WM = che D 22 BAE SEATh

= =0k=0=1. (3.2)

2 [12)13][23] 2PN & ol AnF2HE g o] 23R 7] R 22 g} 2L
FANRE FET £ ok

6= =bx. (3.3)

339 Agol AdFT A FHY ZIMAYEFHA AP 3L 2TE AR FolA
2x2x3 A€ "3"3'5']"’1 HE Boll +E3ATHIACET dASFET L A9]). F 23T
2Z3([12][13][23]) o1 2¥ L =% A& (direct solution)S 7& 4 Y& LY E|H,
zZk 2o A3 7) 25 pire F01A FE 3 el (sufficient configuration)2] T4+2
30 thgote % HIE zs BRIV N = 1,0008 26§ {p”k}g o]0l T}E
& gz 45 E A3 BAAE S T3 et dE ,Z2AE 592y &

'd

1
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[13](23] 23] T &E pyet Fo1A LY FH {pigr}, (e}l FULERE 0] 83}
o pijk = pirkPrjk/P++rSl BAAE o] & 3to] Toch AH I 26t ¢ REAY
2yl Aole AT, FFAHT $435(2003)2) AN ALEE B S A8 s, A
B 70 FUYREE WMEE IS E PN T 2INYEY o7 24 2 gL @
2 3 oo g T RE 2,4 F B AT

2E Boll £58 2x2x3 28X A5 tldteod Contour plotz} Raindrop plot& 2t
Aste] F5 A9l I A-18E 2% A-7o £E3 5k A 2 Contour plotol] A 4719]
Contour & 37§2] Contour: ¢ EEZ A2 oA 3719] 2 x 2 E&Tof| sl Aol 2zt
P, &l HS3he Ao YRYo Fog 2P, YA shte Contours: X2
A" 2x2 AR g3 ALE p, ¢ HEE Fo] YA YR go g TA AL
Raindrop plotoll A & 47§ ] Raindrop°] &) 8}t vlA) 2} 3t 9] Raindrope] k&4
o E8E g Aoyt
5 Be] A& olgol] @] R E2AYRY ) A RS 2] W YA O
st Contour plot# Raindrop plot& &4 8te] 28 2% o3} 2L 8L 428
Ach A HA Aot F iR g 330 diste] A AR WL 2L A7)
& =2y [12][3], [12)[13], [12)[23] ZHolA £ (3.1) Aol FejE o] &3} Zo] BE 22
H] Ok, O Rk FAISHE 25 10X He) HojA g 2tk 23 ALRE 23 A37HR
& Contour plote| Al 2 Contour§2 2& (0,0)34 (11)& AAshe HAMAA dal ¥
o 253 £ Ye|2 RPH T 9l.on, Raindrop plotl A= 222 =u]9) 95%2} 99%
A= 22l 0ghE 2HA) dethe g 22U el o] RY S RE e =y
Ok, 6. #t°] 10] o}'d-& Raindrop plot-2 S A EA A2 FAI & Q)

A AR Mo FoAR W] 3329 thitd A ¥R W4l JQ9E24 B
t 28 [1)[2]3), (1][23], [13][2], [13][23] Z & ol thsted= (3.2) Ao e ol2e 1Y
4, A5, 2181 A62] Contour plot2 2 5}9}3} 1 Raindrop ploto2 813 4 QTht
T ARSHR2Y A (1][2]8)= % ol th3ted & plotE B HF). & Contour plot A& ZE
Contourg o] thZtd Z Aol AF = 1 92 n Raindrop plotdll Al = 222 =u|9] A= 77
o 0greol == o] At

E ALHL BV R EY F o)X nz AL ol A8 o= [12)[13][23] ZHAA
€ 2ZHlo th3ta (3.3) 4 o]ol] ojmj o] FET 4 g, 23 A.79 Contour
plot7} Raindrop plot& AHEW 13 A4RE I8 A671R 8} 2% Aloldl gL o
A% & Aok

off 4> oo

o

My >

4. 2

3EAM E23 o) 2aMP 2P| tistd AP 5 E ulere g 2AI 3 Contour
plot ¥} Raindrop plot& AT HH, b, f.0 e F&3 o] 8o M4 [12](3], [12][13),
[12)[23) =& =} [1)(2](3], [1][23], [13][2], [13][23] B F o] Bhetdd= 2P A1RE 38 A67}
Ao Aot A sk AL AHE £ Aok F (12](3], (12](13], [12][23] &ML 2E
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5wgaq&gﬂ¢31£ZMQ*ﬂ¥ﬂﬂ0ﬁﬂEﬂﬂﬂ%%°ﬂ[MH%UW%
(13)2], (13][23] 2ol M = BE 2249 gto] 1] 7t7h-E 21& Contour plot-g ©]-&3t4
s}org 4= 9l o), Raindrop plotg o] &A= BAR o2 A 4 AUch

2 d o Al+= Ducharmex} Lepage(1986) ol A= 733t X9 % 4 (strong collapsibility)2]
A 2] 9} Christensen(1990, pp. 113), Agresti(1984, pp. 146)7} W& dukAQl Z]--r_é’\°ﬂ =)
3 Aol g uetM ¢l U 2 ZES AEY 4 Jon, o9 7 A V&L B
2 A9 18 A1RE 28 A60A2} Ze] Contour plot 2 t}= Raindrop plot< A}%?S}Oq
B SAHog 438 + Ut

o A WA WLe) F WA Ao 3T ARG tfsto ] H‘ﬂ-rﬂﬂté’\ 78k
23 [12)[3], [12](13], [12][23] 22 % 4 BYo2 A3t o] B
o] tf3} Contour plotoll Al &= FHE (0,003 SR ]. YA Ts ge "ol
20| Contour7} §) X &t=t o] Contour Zto] 10] ofuth= AL -E 202509 Al

2|70l 0% £35}HA] geth= AL AlAAF o2 HoZE Raindrop plotg F3 Al
EARog Ado] 7}5 3t ahebA] Raindrop plot-& o]-&3tad A WA ¥4 x4
Z4 M5 2y BE 224] 6,9 6.9 g FAEH 1 ghEol 19] obbeEt:
(3.1) Ale] o] 23 YXTg AEFE & Qlrh

o Al BiR LT AYEA B 2y S (1)[2)3], [1){23], [13][2], [13](23] =8l o)
3l 2= Contour ploto] A= thzZtAd 1} 7}7lol ol A Contour7} &5 =4 °] Contour
grol 1ol 2H 3 tHE AL 2950 AIS 72 03t 28k RS AT E
© 2 Ho|Z Raindrop plot& E3A EAFH o 49| 7153tk wretA Raindrop
plotg o]-&3le] o] Y BE 22| 6,9 0.9 g2 BEF 1o 2 FAE &

ARy
(1,

3+
e

_mw

23 988 AT 4 ot o 2E 2ok BANEL 32) A3 L2E 2ATY
ok
EH2HO2d
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=3
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k=3

Caollapsed

[12][3] mode!

I8 Al AAE2A7M52Y [12][3]9 Contour plot3} Raindrop plot

[12][13] model

10

Collapsed

[12]{13] mode!

38 A2 ESA75EY [12](13]9] Contour plot# Raindrop plot
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[13][2] model 13}{2] model
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23 A5 ALE2 871529 [13][2]8] Contour plot#} Raindrop plot

{13}123]} mode! [13][23) model
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484 &4, A¥E S
B E B:
(12][3] k=1 =2 k=3
2y j=1|j=2|j=1|j=2|j=1|j=2
i=1 31 16 62 25 94 43
i=2 19 121 | 37 187 | 59 | 306
[12)13] k=1 =2 k=3
2y j=ljj=2|j=1}j=2|j=1|j=2
i=1 59 | 372 | 17 | 111 14 100
i=2 36 16 | 108 | 51 80 36
[12][23] k=1 =2 k=3
53y j=1]j=2|j=1|j=2|j=1]j=2
i=1 33 87 47 145 16 | 384
i=2 69 12 93 22 36 56
(1][23] =1 k=2 k=3
23 j=1|j=2|j=1|j=2]j=1j=2
i=1 53 38 38 155 56 31
i=2 96 63 63 | 251 97 59
(13][2] k=1 =2 k=3
=y j=1|j=2{j=1{j=2|j=1]j=2
i=1 48 61 55 81 101 | 144
i=2 126 | 194 | 42 55 39 54
[13][23] k=1 =2 k=3
23 j=1]j=2|j=1|j=2|j=1]j=2
i=1 236 | 62 54 132 | 25 70
i=2 163 | 32 26 87 34 79
[12)(13][23] k= k= k=
23 j=l|j=2|j=1|j=2|j=1|j=
i=1 106 | 54 | 164 | 68 136 | 66
i=2 64 59 64 74 78 68
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Collapsibility Using Raindrop Plot
C. S. Hong? B.J. Kim? J. Y. Park?

ABSTRACT

For categorical data analysis, the collapsibility were explained with the odds ratio
(cross-product ratio). When these theories with these odds ratios are applied to real
2 x 2 x K contingency tables, it is impossible to decide whether data are collapsible.
Among graphical methods to represent odds ratios, Contour plot which is developed by
Doi, Nakamura and Yamamoto (2001) could explain the structure of these data, but
cannot decide on the collapsibility. In this paper, by using the Raindrop plot proposed
by Barrowman and Myers (2003), we suggest an alternative method which can not only

explain the structure of data, but also decide on the collapsibility.
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