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AXTAERIE THITRIUFARARHTEDT. BRBN DT URFEREHNEART %,

RN ﬁ%

MRRTER—NESTE, HESEEERTMOERRE, SMOETEAER MU LRIKF,
BERHNRRES N EEFRKFIERETHRUMR N EEZ BIREFEXEER, Ba
PILUMERANARA ESTRE (two-way ANOVA) o WMREFEARZ BEHEEMIIR, BAXREMH
WVEEXISVESE YT s % i

=, VRGeSt

F#71%1t (balanced design) IERRAREKFAEE THELAEESEEN, MIEFEIZIT
(unbalanced design) 1IEHEARIKFAES THEERERAETEHEBN. M TFIEFEIZITAIEL
', —RFEEFEAType-lll ANOVA, X TFARREEEWANOVA, XEF—NMREFHNNA, T

RITEEEE, FREZEEMANOVALER Z—EHY,

=, HHIRE

EXBFEHARANEM Tootherowth $EE, RTEEKRENFEEKBXNNE, E— 1 ETE
ERBHREELERCHAR (0IVC) , FINBELERELZCHFIE (BROSIRER) . E
QIOHRE, FENRRELERCHARNEENFNEKEERENMR? FENWEERCHFIE
EENFEEKEERNRANNER? UKBESARNFERETEREMN?

> data("ToothGrowth")
> ToothGrowthSdose <- as.factor(ToothGrowthSdose)
> str(ToothGrowth)
'data.frame': 60 obs. of 3 variables:
$len : num 4.2 11.5 7.3 5.8 6.4 10 11.2 11.2 5.2 7 ...
$ supp: Factor w/ 2 levels "0J","VC": 2222222222..
$ dose: Factor w/ 3 levels "0.5","1","2": 1111111111 ...

ZREIFHE B ERIOVRIERAR LRI FENLT, FIUXERERERE TR MER, FEAEKFET
HIFERERR:
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https://mcfromnz.wordpress.com/2011/03/02/anova-type-iiiiii-ss-explained/

> ToothGrowth <- ToothGrowth[-c(1,42
> table(ToothGrowthSsupp, ToothGrowthSdose

0.5 1 2
0J 106 9 10
vC 9 10 10

9. ANOVAIELS

> library(car

> Im_mod <- Im(len ~ supp + dose + supp:dose , data = ToothGrowth
+ contrasts = list(supp="contr.sum", dose="contr.sum"
> Anova(lm_mod, type = 'III'

Anova Table (Type III tests

Response: len
Sum Sq Df F value Pr(>F
Intercept) 20606.4 1 1539.9381 < 2.2e-16 ***

supp 181.0 1  13.5288 0.0005578 ***
dose 2286.9 2 85.4507 < 2.2e-16 ***
supp:dose 98.9 2 3.6957 0.0315703 *
Residuals 695.8 52

Signif. codes: 0 ‘***’ 0,001 ‘**’ 0.01 ‘*’ 0.05 .’ 0.1 ° ° 1

XEBEAcarB 2/ Anova #1TType-lll ANOVA, TE##1TType-lll ANOVARY, BERKEFTERE
IExXXMcontraste M EERIZERRILIEE], supp M dose RKEMNEZE ( p=0.032) , EI]U%%@E

AR FEEKNEMSHEANEX (HEFNENFEREKNEMEREAXEX) - , 1£

REMN (interaction effect) EEWER T, MARIZEMIEEML (main effect) To

B, SRR

MRREERAEE, —MIPFITERM 2 (simple effect analysis)



> library(emmeans

> EMM <- emmeans(lm_mod, ~ supp * dose

> pairs(EMM, simple = "supp"

dose = 0.5:

contrast estimate SE df t.ratio p.value
0J - VC 4.83 1.68 52 2.874 0.0059
dose = 1:

contrast estimate SE df t.ratio p.value
0J - VC 5.86 1.68 52 3.489 0.0010

dose = 2:
contrast estimate SE df t.ratio p.value
0J - VC -0.08 1.64 52 -0.049 0.9612

XEBEFHemmeansB8HITREIERN 2. M LEENERAILUES], EXZE/50.5818903%, wHih
IREAAMNFEEKNEMABEZER, EFE2209Z, BRBARNERAEE, NRFH(E
EESMIREAAT, FEFENER, ﬂl«lﬁﬁﬁ pairs(EMM, simple = "dose") o

7 RNk

MRRXEMNARE, BERFNVEE (BARFKFEFEFHEKRTI) , FEHITES LL
(post-hoc tests) » EHRINHIEE, KEMNEEEZN (BLtbFRZi#E* T%FLL) XER
EBATEBR—THITERRINNAE:

> EMM <- emmeans(lm_mod, ~ dose
NOTE: Results may be misleading due to involvement in interactions

> pairs(EMM

contrast estimate SE df t.ratio p.value
dose0.5 - dosel -8.89 1.19 52 -7.477 <.0001
dose0.5 - dose2  -15.29 1.17 52 -13.034 <.0001
dosel - dose2 -6.40 1.17 52 -5.456 <.0001

Results are averaged over the levels of: supp
P value adjustment: tukey method for comparing a family of 3 estimates

EEFERemmeansBHF1TEGRIN, BINBER FEFEATukey's testi# T ZELLIKRIE, @id
adjust SEHATLUKBEHEMRIES %



