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T REEVREAPR I AT EREALSPR A H 2R
2% AR § AR R oh- IR E(agreement) o iBdR A P TRl 02 £ G - iR
Mo F #-¥F5E W] A 7k (categorical data) © BB 5+ 3R X hE_kappa (it g 0 H
? Cohen’s kappa 2 weighted kappa ~ %] Z_i¢ * & = =~ (binary data)* 3 & 023
7 #%(ordinal data) + (Cohen, 1960; 1968) - % 3¢ % % 5 @ F A FTALpF > =P 4o b
% #(Intraclass correlation coefficient; ICC)R|E_# * ki Fle ¥ 2H)F T4
Epoep RS o] o R Rk P T4 eh- 3R (Bartko, 1966; Shrout and
Fleiss, 1979) ; ¥ - B4 HRFAFTH > 7 * kB3 AFBLH > 2 A RBh- K
thigfh 5 - {448 B & dic(concordance correlation coefficient; CCC) » # Z | & iz
B 23R R AR EERT S R BRen 45 & R eh R (variation of the linear relationship
between each pair of data from the 45° line through the origin) (Lin, 1989) - st - 3k
AR By S S g hiREL B R - B IRELL F ER AR - XA TR TR AR
gl ETF HF g o gt TR R MR R (precision) 0 ¥ - I8 RBE G 3T AT A ok 5]1; ol
WS R B 45 B AR S %o pt TN & Bar & (accuracy) (King and Chinchilli, 2001) -
AT R AR A REAPY SRR FH -

145 Lin (1989)4% 1 4 %15 il 4 A1 % HY, oY, ch— R IAp B % #ic 25 4o

E[(Yl _Yz)z] — 20_12
E[(Y,-Y,)*|Y, and Y, are uncorrelated] o + 07 + (1, — 11,)*

p.=1-

#¢ 4 =E(Y,)  u=EY,) » o’=Var(,) > o;=Var(,) » o,=Cov(Y,Y,) ° ¢



PEEFT p B E 1812 F F5 —1RE&73 REZF 227 -
3 (perfect disagreement) ; 5 O Rl 77 @yt B3 4pdb= 5 5 LRIA T3 F2F =
> - 3 (perfect agreement) o & 1, = 1,82 07 =0 P > p, RIARE ST A B BAp M Gk

(Pearson correlation coefficient) ; @ — 3R |+ 4p B (% $ceh 5% e id #f T AF 7

Fisher’s Z % #c % #& 17 3| (Fisher’s Z transformation) » = 20 = 1In(:ll'Jr—pC] g7 ¥

(l_m;_*r

Az\ﬁa » Ho ﬁc 11;%\10 i 2N s - ;’i.]@t‘;}gfﬁgffiﬁ&ﬁﬂQS%ﬁﬂf@iﬁ?‘zF’g&?ﬁi

i

d 7, +1.96\Var(Z,) 3 W3] > 3 ¢ Var(Zc)=% (Lin, 1989) -
=P

c

FI* RE &= FRT- RILAPM Bicehiz 3>
Carrasco & Jover (2003)# 17 A48 & 4258 (linear mixed model; LMM)

T o )% 5 B fic > (variance components; VC) i 35— i 4p B fadic o H B0

Yij=u+a+p e, 1)
He Vv, S 4 %0 R (subject)ik % j 1B R % (observer)“Tipl £ L] B 1 5 AR
T3 o % 0 B B % 5L 5 2 & (subject random effect) » 4 H 4 fe i
o, ~N(0,07) + B, 2% | B &k B ek (observer fixed effect) : e, &% i B
RO % | B &R E TR ER BN L (random error) o 4 H A fe
e, ~N(@O02) »i=L...n> j=L..J c £ ey A gt 2 B Y S
AR T fid o 3 Bk T 0 Carrasco & Jover (2003)Z P T feph 4p B TG oy
- REEAPM GBS - REPIRBIFNAAR P - REEAPM BB 5 ¥R K

S

2
po=——2—, @



fI1* RS PEFEAFRIE S ff- RIEAPM GEnR 3
&4 £ 2P 3 i AF | £ F L Carrasco et al. (2009) | #-% (1) 5% srat 28 & 2
AP e FERREOFH IR E BB B HF 2 RN T EY o dopt TR
¥ (L) shsizin £ B3y
YyEu+ra £ f vy +off ey +py +e 3)

HAY RL5TBBHARS jBRETRIZEDS I IRIRRE y LF R

i
PR (U=12,,p) o AF T B BR[| BREF I FF g
(random subject-observer interaction effect) » 4 # 4 fiz & o8 ~ N (O,o‘iﬂ) vayy A
il By =R R LI T aig %2 (random subject-time interaction
effect) s 4 A 5 ay, ~N(0,62,) 5 By L% [ BREFTHtZREFER T (%
* e ok i (fixed observer-time effect) 5 e % i BB jBRFF R E
EISE 8 34 97 (random error) o e P RGE A1 Sk @) ~ afy ~ ay SRR EL

e. & I 48 #b = (mutually independent) -

]

R
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T
(2009) i 7 King et al. (2007) 748 1 e § = 2 » f iz — 15 P& ¥ BLipI & il .5

ezt S0 p e PR ELELRI B2 P endp B A2 R > Carrasco et al.

AL HE BT R KA BRI e - BRELELD LA
BpIE Y > 2D i - BH L (identity matrix) » B Ap B TR B - R Ap B
GECPREIARE 0 T AFE Q) IR & HCA T - RMEAPM Tl 3R
Tl BRHELE -BUIrREFII T 2 BHICRERFT I T R
RELGPIEFE LT FF FEoE N2 FPRFLADFREL T 4ot 0 5(2)
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2 2
_ O'a+O'ay
pcrm_ 2 2!
Ga-l-O'ay-l-O'aﬁ-i-O'ﬁy-i-O'e

o2 = 1 1
Br — p(J 1)

TS, g h %t PR ERRIE LR i T35 D 5 - B4 & 45 (diagonal

p J 2 - . .
ZZ(,th—,ut) C My e %] B RE R U R R B E

matrix) » Rl & B E B R 2 e B EAFRIE - RIEEAPH GBP| T A om &

((7(2;:+6§y)2tp1 tt
Perm = ) 1 2’
(0a+6§;/+0'§zﬂ+0-(§)ztp=ldtt+ p(J 1)Zt_12, 1dtt(ﬂjt ﬂt)

ﬂﬂdij%frﬁr%f%%@Dﬂ%ﬁiﬂj’ﬁ. TR e

17 RS T - RiLip M thikehi 3

Pae f RgcHcccorm B &7 0GR T - R4 B T - (Carrasco et
al, 2013) » v F ¥ RGP R NEATRIE FAE S RAZS B3 R iip b
et b (e 7 F SAS AR it - RiAp M fhcn i ) o ht e R
R H o R £ A R R TR (opres) 1E 5 A 4T TR 2 TR L § 384 i % (14 ID

FHART ) & =B R F A B R B(METHOD) & {7 4756 B (DIA) gl £ » = 6 ik
E

BIE S X o A eskE B % e $5(AGE) 2 (£ B (SEX) A #dc o o TR
b &

ID AGE SEX DIA METHOD
1 70 2 84 1

1 70 2 92 1

1 70 2 83 2

1 70 2 98 2

2 29 1 70 1

2 29 1 70 1

2 29 1 76 2

2 29 1 76 2
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1. dataset : FFAL & A

[cceve #2574 75 ]

513

kil %/I » ﬁ?éﬁﬁi—l{r—f .

7

F A% R A ceove an iR 17 - RpEAR B ik

[ ]
cce LL CI95% ULCI9®%  SECCC z SEZ
0.818829  0.791561 0.842843  0.013056 1.100336 0.039426

Variance Components:

Subject

Observer

Random Error

77.8245

0.0995

17.1197

PFERS TR A M RPIE R Bo- kMA2R 5 0.81885 95%:n( if % B

% (0.7916, 0.8428) »

UE R YR S
BimtiE s 0.0995 -

$boccerm St oL BT R AR B iR %

P s as A

[ccove #7274 75 )

: ccevce(dataset=bpres, ry="DIA", rind ="ID", rmet= "METHOD",

: covar=c("AGE","S

e L3 TR T 3]

BB Rch- R R

B

TP AR R BRI EL 171197 -

Bl » 508 BARS R AT Ko

EX")

Bt ~ NP B TA K 5 - bpres



CCC LL CI95% UL C195% SE CCC Z SEZ
0.800620 0.771111 0.826696 0.014154 1.153254 0.039622
Variance Components:

Subject Observer Random Error
69.1441 0.0995 17.1197

EAFET EEZ RS FE S fAe BT KRB RIEARR 7R £ 0.8006
MBSO R BBt EE 5 69.1441 -

F1* Rz acdg £ & cecorm ® ghccclonw S v L se 7 E B BEE AL 2 £ 4F
BIE A - RPEAP M Blicen e gt v R BB N K ahbfat TR k&7 oy, P
23 > bfat 7454 82 1B % (SUBJECT) » & (=% % % 443 f8 h B(METHOD)
AR 3 = e AR (VISITNO) » =5l ehF i % #ic 5 R 7y s (bf) » 2 ¢
KT EELEDIHERAE 5 (211) FFEXF - =B X @R E2

R ehip B 125545 5 compound symmetry » gt FEAR A fE 4o A

SUBJECT | VISITNO bf METHOD
101 2 21.67627 1
101 3 23.18935 1
101 4 26.31943 1
101 2 17.46278 2
101 3 18.79371 2
101 4 19.91578 2
102 2 21.67627 1
102 3 20.84363 1
102 4 23.88159 1
102 2 15.60228 2
102 3 16.76827 2
102 4 18.25625 2

4 F Q) iR & #5401 R ot ah ceclonw & ficie (7 & HP 3 HEFT R 2

AR R Ao i - RIEAPBE hBcchim 3t o 2t Slic? F T S licheT



3.rind :
4.rtime : £A5 R E PFRF Sk

5.rmet: kB2 Rk

6.vecD : 4B 4 e B

7.covar : B %2R R #c

8.rho : fe — i BRI B2 B hip B M54 5 rho=0 # & compound symmetry

rho=1 ¥ % autoregressive order one

[cceve 4254 75 )

ccclonw(dataset=bfat,ry="bf", rind="SUBJECT",rtime="VISITNO",
rmet="METHOD",vecD=c(2,1,1),rho=0)

(%]
CCC LL C195% UL CI95% SE CCC Z SEZ
0.565884 0.459258 0.656435 0.050317  0.641447 0.074020

Variance Components:
Subjects Subjects-Method Subjects-Time Method-Time  Error
8.5920 2.1082 0.9204 17.6777 0.7698

PR A TR B S AR kR R R Bea- KRR 5 05659 95%:1 iF
% (0.4593, 0.6564) » 4 7 & AR Rl R REF ¢ EA - R B BAY
"R R R E S 85920 MERFA R R B EE S 0.7698 - gt 0t o B R
BREZ BRIEPEFRLI T RS R G EA S 21082 =

09204 » KB P BRI (F* 2R R st B 5 17.6777 -

AR LN T o I R EA - RMEAPM RETF # % SAS macro

rm_ccc kit {7 3+ > @ SASmacrorm_ccc ¥ F 3 » e BcheT !
7



2.Y I F %k

3. METHOD : & %~ iz % #c

ATIME : €45 E P57 R 8k

5.SUBJECT : B % & i» ¥

6. NL: €45 enF R A% 3 NL=0 & £ £ # i i (R 4ok 2) » NL=1 2 &
2 P A BT

7. TYPE ! I — i=ip & BLRIE 2 cnip 125548 5 TYPE=0 & £ 25 H4p B 142

Rt

(R 43k ) » TYPE=1 i £ autoregressive order one » TYPE=2 it £
compound symmetry

8.DIAG : “e gLt & e &

A4t % (1);% s R & #0731 * SAS macro rm_ccc i 7 - RIAp R i
AR B AT
[ SAS macro rm_ccc #2.:% 7 ]

! %rm_ccc(DATA= bpres, Y=DIA, METHOD=METHOD, TIME= VISITNO,
! SUBJECT=ID, NL=1)
|

4% (3)5% ens iR & #5441 * SAS macro rm_cce i€ {7 £ 8 i B F A2 E
AFRIE S - RAEAP M R 3t AR A AT
[ SAS macro rm_ccc #2535 75 ]

' 96rm_ccc(DATA= bfat, Y=bf, METHOD=METHOD, TIME= VISITNO,
| SUBJECT=SUBJECT, NL=0, TYPE=2, DIAG=(2,1,1))
1
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