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Abstract

In clinical trials, pairs of body organs or parts are tested to obtain unilateral or bilateral paired data.
At the same time, due to the influence of confounding factors such as patient age and gender, the
same treatment method may produce different therapeutic effects. Therefore, this paper studied
stratified unilateral and bilateral paired data based on the odds ratio which is an index to measure
the treatment effect. In the Donner model, the homogeneity hypothesis of the odds ratios of each
stratum in the stratified unilateral and bilateral paired data in two groups is proposed. The maxi-
mum likelihood estimator is obtained by iterative algorithm. The likelihood ratio test statistic (Tyr),
Wald test statistic (Tw) and Lagrange multiplier test statistic (Tsc) are constructed for homogeneity
test. The effects of the three test statistics are compared based on the type I error rate and power, to
provide suggestions for clinical trial design and test method selection of test data, so as to improve
test results. This paper also predicts the minimum sample size required to achieve the target power
at a fixed significance level by comparing these testing methods, which not only reduces the cost of
clinical trials, but also enables the subsequent trials to have a more robust type I error rate and bet-
ter power. Monte Carlo simulation results show that Tw is the most aggressive among the three test
statistics under the homogeneity hypothesis. Tir is relatively aggressive, the overall performance is
relatively stable; Tsc is robust in all situations and has high power, so it is most recommended. For
the determination of the sample size of the test, in order to achieve the same power, the sample size
required by Tw is small. With the increase of the number of stratums, the difference of sample size
required for the three test statistics gradually decreases. As the odds ratio increases and gets closer
to 1, the sample size required for the three test statistics will gradually increase.
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Table 1. Data structure of the jth stratum
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Table 2. Parameter configuration of Monte Carlo simulation
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I (0.3,0.5) (0.3,0.5,0.3,0.5) (0.3,0.5,0.3,0.5,0.3,0.5)
T, (0.4,0.5) (0.4,0.5, 0.4, 0.5) (0.4,0.5,0.4,0.5, 0.4, 0.5)
il (0.4,0.4) (0.4,0.4,0.4,0.4) (0.4,0.4,0.4,0.4,0.4,0.4)
A (0.4,05) (0.4,0.5, 0.4, 0.5) (0.4,0.5,0.4,0.5, 0.4, 0.5)
T, B (0.5, 0.6) (0.5, 0.6, 0.5, 0.6) (0.5, 0.6, 0.5, 0.6, 0.5, 0.6)
c (0.5, 0.5) (0.5,0.5, 0.5, 0.5) (0.5,0.5, 0.5, 0.5, 0.5, 0.5)
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Table 3. The empirical TIEs (%) for J =2
3 AUME-LERE(I=2)

m = (25,25) m = (50,50) m = (100,100)
L R e S S S TS TS T

A 0.0490 0.0742 0.0471 0.0523 0.0613 0.0514 0.0530 0.0542 0.0534

I B 0.0536 0.0723 0.0514 0.0520 0.0611 0.0519 0.0487 0.0522 0.0479

C 0.0535 0.0720 0.0507 0.0529 0.0622 0.0510 0.0481 0.0530 0.0479

A 0.0515 0.0688 0.0496 0.0498 0.0600 0.0489 0.0516 0.0555 0.0513

0.2 11 B 0.0514 0.0704 0.0505 0.0487 0.0588 0.0479 0.0476 0.0518 0.0465
C 0.0554 0.0724 0.0537 0.0505 0.0594 0.0503 0.0502 0.0542 0.0504

A 0.0582 0.0745 0.0562 0.0504 0.0583 0.0502 0.0456 0.0510 0.0462

11T B 0.0564 0.0750 0.0551 0.0486 0.0575 0.0481 0.0497 0.0547 0.0489

C 0.0527 0.0734 0.0507 0.0514 0.0611 0.0502 0.0485 0.0555 0.0484

A 0.0551 0.0719 0.0539 0.0538 0.0577 0.0538 0.0517 0.0543 0.0517

1 B 0.0559 0.0702 0.0549 0.0546 0.0602 0.0542 0.0536 0.0562 0.0535

C 0.0545 0.0674 0.0549 0.0487 0.0556 0.0484 0.0491 0.0544 0.0486

A 0.0537 0.0672 0.0524 0.0478 0.0579 0.0477 0.0513 0.0546 0.0514

0.4 11 B 0.0501 0.0651 0.0492 0.0515 0.0592 0.0508 0.0497 0.0505 0.0499
C 0.0512 0.0666 0.0501 0.0501 0.0557 0.0499 0.0537 0.0550 0.0534

A 0.0559 0.0727 0.0548 0.0533 0.0599 0.0531 0.0530 0.0583 0.0529

il B 0.0522 0.0650 0.0505 0.0507 0.0601 0.0505 0.0534 0.0544 0.0532

C 0.0545 0.0686 0.0533 0.0496 0.0569 0.0494 0.0529 0.0586 0.0529

A 0.0482 0.0622 0.0471 0.0535 0.0586 0.0526 0.0465 0.0477 0.0469

1 B 0.0519 0.0656 0.0511 0.0535 0.0600 0.0539 0.0519 0.0556 0.0516

C 0.0483 0.0603 0.0477 0.0490 0.0594 0.0485 0.0472 0.0506 0.0469

A 0.0534 0.0647 0.0518 0.0503 0.0565 0.0498 0.0550 0.0555 0.0546

0.6 11 B 0.0582 0.0648 0.0573 0.0517 0.0596 0.0510 0.0451 0.0505 0.0450
C 0.0534 0.0664 0.0526 0.0517 0.0574 0.0515 0.0498 0.0525 0.0499

A 0.0519 0.0615 0.0512 0.0510 0.0570 0.0501 0.0480 0.0512 0.0478

111 B 0.0485 0.0611 0.0481 0.0525 0.0550 0.0521 0.0523 0.0561 0.0520

C 0.0552 0.0628 0.0539 0.0528 0.0515 0.0523 0.0496 0.0558 0.0493
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Figure 1. The box plots of empirical TIEs
E 1 FEHAETE—EXERENHELE
Table 4.The empirical powers (%) for J =2
FAZHMIN(I =2)
m = (25,25) m =(50,50) m = (100,100)
o m P
T T T T T T TS T Tse
A 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
I B 0.9999 0.9999 0.9999 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
Cc 0.9999  0.9999  0.9999 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000  1.0000  1.0000
A 0.9997  0.9999  0.9997 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000  1.0000  1.0000
0.2 I B 0.9997  0.9999  0.9997 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000  1.0000  1.0000  1.0000
C 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
A 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
I B 0.9999 1.0000 0.9998 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
Cc 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000  1.0000  1.0000  1.0000  1.0000  1.0000  1.0000
A 0.9355 09716  0.9344 0.9980 0.9996  0.9980 1.0000  1.0000  1.0000
0.4 I
B 0.9196 09655 0.9185 0.9976 0.9993 09976  1.0000  1.0000  1.0000
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I C 0.9258  0.9671  0.9246  0.9986  0.9993 09985 1.0000 1.0000  1.0000
A 0.9382 09733 09369 09986  0.9995 0.9986  1.0000 1.0000  1.0000
I B 0.9245 0.9653 0.9235 0.9980 09991 0.9980 1.0000 1.0000  1.0000
0.4 o 0.9308 0.9671  0.9297 0.9975 0.9994 09975 1.0000 1.0000  1.0000
A 0.9390 09727 09381 09986  0.9996 0.9986  1.0000 1.0000  1.0000
I B 0.9304 0.9698  0.9295  0.9987 0.9999 09987 1.0000 1.0000  1.0000
o 0.9328 0.9698 09322 0.9981  0.9991 0.9981  1.0000 1.0000  1.0000
A 04930 0.6386  0.4899 0.7652 0.8498 0.7641 09729 0.9833 0.9728
I B 0.4693 0.6276  0.4671 0.7623 0.8439 0.7610 09630 09776  0.9629
o 0.4793 0.6303 0.4754 0.7669 0.8446  0.7659  0.9695 0.9834  0.9694
A 0.5025 0.6497 0.4989 0.7919 0.8653 0.7907 09737 0.9838 0.9735
0.6 I B 0.4819 0.6290 0.4792 0.7753 0.8514 0.7747 09689  0.9811  0.9688
Cc 0.4933  0.6444 04900 0.7829 0.8599 0.7819 09716 0.9819 0.9716
A 0.4947  0.6387 0.4907 0.7965 0.8683 0.7953 09742 0.9850  0.9740
I B 0.4832 0.6389 0.4817 0.7743 0.8547 0.7727 09730 0.9841 0.9728
o 04880 0.6351 04861 0.7797 0.8555 0.7789 09719 0.9830 0.9718

i T 5 T HACECIEE, MR IR AR, (Rt 36 T2 SRR R, BRI S N T, .
ESHREMANEBBEE A, F, HEEA GRS, B RILE 4 %3,
4, ATBAB T, T, M Ty FTIABEE 3 R0 m fRRTIRK, H7ERE ARk i 0L T R L S B4

33 HAEHNHE

RIS 45 R AT AL, FEAS RO R IR G v R 58— SRR R AR 2500, U SR RE SR AT U £ [ 52
(R 25 MR KP TR IR B R D) R 7 AR A S R, A RE A SR AT AR e A SE AR A A 58— SRR R AN 4
Mo, Tie, R TRRSEITET,, T, T WA ETETE.

FEH BN, RIBGTHRET, Toy o To BRI E DR TR LA R i R A

Pr(TLR > 2, (J _1)| Hll) =1-5,
Pr(Ty 2 24, (3-1)|Hy,)=1-45
Pr(Tsc > 2, (‘J _1)| Hn) =1-p-

BT BRI AR IR, DR Tl AR 7 VR T R A B /N AT SR A
*ﬁézlxllé\iN:Zj:ley NJ:m£]:2J+m£i)J’ NJ:rJN ’ m(l) :tJN’ m(l) :tJNJ’ j=l,2,"',J OEH].

++] ++]

BRI, LR vty p, (B HUE, BENVERREAR N
T (L) A RITREAR N, AR 2 PSRBT I
£ PR(2) TR T B AT ST BB SR L — 8, DU TRE A i N, 25 T8 B MM SRk T

1- 8, WEB/MEAR No HAERETNL L L- 6 .
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é\r,:%, t;=05. m,;=(0305), 0=(6,6,), H1T%0=10Fr—EMPHLGRIT M,

RS 6, =1 R EIRERTTE, RIF 0, 50 p, AN, IEFRZMIKT o =0.05 SR 1- S =08k
i L R A B (R AR R W7R 5 FR).

Table 5. Sample size with 80% power

5% 5. 80% I TRIST A E

J=2 J=4 J=6

L O S R RN N S RN T -
A 48 32 48 64 48 64 72 72 72

1 B 48 32 48 64 48 64 72 72 72

C 48 32 48 64 48 64 72 72 72

A 48 32 56 64 48 64 72 72 72

0.2 11 B 48 32 48 64 48 64 72 72 72
C 48 32 48 64 48 64 72 72 72

A 48 32 48 64 32 64 72 72 72

111 B 48 32 48 64 32 64 72 72 72

C 48 32 48 64 32 64 72 72 72

A 128 88 128 128 96 128 144 144 144

1 B 136 96 144 144 96 144 144 144 144

C 136 88 136 128 96 128 144 144 144

A 128 88 136 128 96 128 144 144 144

0.4 11 B 136 88 136 128 96 128 144 144 144
C 128 96 136 128 96 128 144 144 144

A 128 80 128 128 96 128 144 144 144

111 B 136 88 136 128 96 128 144 144 144

C 136 88 136 128 96 128 144 144 144

A 424 344 416 416 320 416 432 432 432

1 B 440 352 432 432 352 432 432 432 432

C 432 344 424 432 352 416 432 432 432

A 408 296 424 416 320 432 408 408 408

0.6 11 B 416 344 432 432 336 432 432 432 432
C 424 336 424 416 336 416 408 408 408

A 408 328 424 416 320 416 432 432 432

I B 432 344 432 416 352 432 408 408 408

C 416 336 408 416 320 416 408 408 408

4, SCiFffER

Mandel 25(1982) [12]3#E4F T — B 5 SUE BEALG EIAKS, %R0 %t 214 44 A rh B 46 1 LB B KLY
T I P S 0 5 94 S0 B P AR HEAT U697, DAELBEX AR AR S MROR . 430 14 RIS, $4 203 4
HRE TSR, H%E 6 FR.
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T % 6 B MEAT SSE AR T 0 BT K DA Ko KA B M T, T 49—
RN . B Hy 0,=0,=0,20, Hy:0%6,, KHBARFEE FHFiE 20707 A R
R R, Fisher AR RBUE G, AT U EIREA R (i 20,70, p® 4R B IAA
(5 24y 25,05, Ho BV F OB DUA R B 7,,, 7, p, G5 RICIAE R 7 .

Table 6. The number of children after receiving treatment
6. SERBERR/IERTRATEREER

iy <2 % it 2~5 % il 26 %
HCE M kAl BT SE G AR kAt i B S PG AR kAt i B SE PG AR
LSvIS 67 I 57 NS 6vs N 5 /D G v/ . v IS 6o R 50 D S N v R S ¢ v]
0 10 1 9 8 22 3 7 6 7 1 8 0
1 2 2 3 2 14 1 24 6 1 0 1 1
2 - 2 - 8 - 5 - 10 - 6 3

Table 7. Maximum likelihood estimator of each parameter

F 1. BERRKIRMGITE

2 J5) MLEs H, ¥ ) MLEs
aa - - - - - -
”1 7z p 7j 7Ty Pj
2% 0.1928 0.5000 0.7085 0.3036 0.3036 0.7307
2-5 % 0.4421 0.6830 0.5375 0.5783 0.5783 0.5334
>6 % 0.6911 0.6329 0.7534 0.6626 0.6626 0.7560

BT ZRERPRTFEMIERRS TR, =gt BN N pE % 8 fix.

Table 8. Statistic values and p-value of homogeneity test

8. ERMARE TG IHEN p &

KIS = Tir Ty Tec
Gt 6.4373 6.2064 6.3841
p & 0.0112 0.0119 0.0115

ZERRW], R Hy T, p E¥I/NT 0.05, WONIBARER, BRMRHLLIFAET 1.
IEAEET 0.2389, IR ANPUAE ZX T A — SRR BUR B H HIIR T RURANA, kA id s LE P R A E
G ERTTROCR . SRJE RIS K T iR e FEAS

Tabl 9. Estimated sample size under the desired power

9. BRI TR E

HFRTh 2 Tir Ty Tec

80% 312 588 324

90% 620 712 708
FARYE T i 5 T RE AR B E . K =1, =1, =% s 4 =t,=05, SHhIHES LR R
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HOBR SRS THEAR R 72 SIIRN B0% I Q0% UL T, 72 9 S th T A AT 0.05 A F i
REA R, SRR, (ERBRYERW T, T SENIE DR WA R, T, BRI
BEACLIRN, DA R £ PR LR LA 36

MR LA b2 R, R AU SV 0 LT o B ST ST IR R DR 7 6 A Ao vt vy L
S TSRS, BWIERR LR R H SR TR K. A, IRAE T, K 312 4L
BV o B¢ A B A B SR IR T 7 AT T ORI , 6P T A 0N 3 A I 53 2
LS
5 B&

ASEXS T4 J2 10 B U0 VR A BC 6T 2500 45 2 A 34 DU R 3 A 56 8 T AT 1R) J53 A 36 A T AR AR
KN, B, Wi T Donner BRI [F] BT AR B S8 = B s R ARt T 5 o At A BT AR AR
(R RS TH & . R Fisher 1573 B2k A45 2T 75 200 B R THE . FRIEE AT E M ARt
I & (T, )~ Wald K38 ge it 5 (T, ) score B S0 it & ( Ty ), EFEEE — S48 1R AT A A Wi 8
Fr, X =Mgit EFAT IR . SR RIS R EoR, ERBEMEERE T, T, £= Mgt &Rl
NEHE: T AEXNEH, SIRRIEONTRRME; T T ESMEN NRIARE, HIhdEs, HtaEHEE
RIS TH RN T o AT IRK IR P FEA R HE, N TERMEEINIIR, T, IFEEARERDN: &
JEECI G, ARSI S TR T TR AR R B WR s BEE LA LG, BeREEER T 1, =AM
W& B R AR W B WG .
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Table ALl. The empirical TIEs (%) forJ =4
PiER 1. 2WME—LBRE(=4)

m= (25, 25) m= (50,50) m= (100,100)
R U - S TS RS TR A TR
A 00528 0.0628 0.0512 00521 00567 0.0507 0.0481 0.0524  0.0480
I B 00555 0.0663 0.0540 0.0495 0.0573 0.0481 0.0540 0.0544  0.0537
C 00532 0.0636 0.0522 0.0545 0.0576 0.0539 0.0505 0.0526  0.0502
A 00531 0.0631 0.0520 0.0495 0.0587 0.0485 0.0454 0.0492  0.0456
02 O B 00556 0.0653 0.0536 0.0559  0.0615 0.0545 0.0577 0.0593  0.0571
C 00558 0.0636 0.0532 0.0526 0.0594 0.0522 0.0542 0.0583  0.0535
A 00525 0.0637 0.0511 0.0495 00566 0.0486 0.0498  0.0537  0.0485
11 B 00552 0.0624 00547 00511 0.0563 0.0500 0.0509 0.0548  0.0500
C 00537 0.0683 0.0521 0.0534 0.0604 0.0521 00514 0.0558  0.0506
A 0.0502 0.0597 0.0495 0.0497 0.0531 0.0496 0.0519  0.0548  0.0517
I B 00521 0.0629 0.0510 0.0523 0.0557 0.0516 0.0507 0.0504  0.0506
C 0.0520 0.0603 0.0504 0.0524 0.0562 0.0518 0.0512  0.0532  0.0508
A 0.0523 0.0622 0.0511 0.0497 0.0546 0.0494 0.0486 0.0516  0.0485
04 I B 00520 0.0604 0.0502 0.0531 0.059 00529 00509 0.0542 0.0510
C 00531 0.0611 0.0524 0.0507 0.0538 0.0503 0.0516 0.0524  0.0513
A 00551 0.0615 0.0534 0.0529 0.0590 0.0523 0.0474 0.0488  0.0479
I B 0.0507 0.0623 0.0502 0.0450 0.0529  0.0447 0.0504 0.0524  0.0502
C 0.0528 0.0625 0.0510 0.0482 0.0533 0.0479  0.0517 0.0513  0.0516
A 0.0490 0.0559  0.0484  0.0487  0.0490  0.0487 0.0520 0.0536  0.0518
I B 00544 0.0579 0.0540 0.0466 0.0528 0.0460 0.0531  0.0544  0.0531
C 00514 0.0605 0.0508 0.0498 0.0534 0.0492 0.0502 0.0510  0.0500
A 00529 0.0579 0.0529 00527 00567 0.0525 0.0495 0.0504  0.0495
06 I B 00542 0.0592 0.0533 0.0539 0.0576 0.0532 0.0480 0.0509  0.0477
C  0.0478 0.0552 0.0473 0.0513 0.0532 0.0512 0.0477 0.0501  0.0477
A 0.0549 0.0636 0.0543 0.0487 0.0548 0.0485 0.0493 0.0515  0.0494
11 B 00535 0.059% 0.0529 0.0468 0.0523 0.0461 0.0538 0.0551  0.0532
C  0.0478 0.0558 0.0467 0.0498 0.0532 0.0493 0.0470 0.0501  0.0466
DOI: 10.12677/aam.2024.135190 2041 N H


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2024.135190

i

Table A2. The empirical TIEs (%) for J =6
Mz 2. RME—LERE=6)

m= (25, 25) m= (50,50) m = (100,100)

S U A S R A R R TR
A 0.0500 0.0622 0.0488 0.0511 0.0570  0.0500 0.0475 0.0503  0.0477
I B 00506 0.0621 0.0492 0.0484 0.0541 0.0479 00515 0.0537  0.0521
C 00540 0.0637 0.0523 0.0539 0.0572 0.0535 0.0530 0.0546  0.0517
A 00519 0.0623 0.0511 0.0511 0.0587 0.0497 0.0448 0.0459  0.0449
0.2 I B 00527 0.0630 0.503 0.0545 0.0583 0.0539 0.0514 0.0535  0.0509
C 0.0516 0.0600 0.0507 0.0486 0.0575 0.0479  0.0507 0.0548  0.0503
A 0.0568 0.0676 0.0555 0.0549 0.0597 0.0543 0.0499  0.0541  0.0489
11 B 00526 0.0647 00515 0.0538 0.0578 00532 0.0495 0.0555  0.0497
C 00510 0.0632 0.0494 0.0545 0.0586 0.0537 0.0483 0.0500 0.0474
A 00518 0.0597 0.0507 00513 00546 0.0510 0.0494  0.0522  0.0493
I B 00536 0.0611 0.0518 0.0506 0.0557 0.0502 0.0538 0.0573  0.0541
C 00521 0.0594 0.0512 0.0497 0.0554 0.0496 0.0506 0.0508  0.0503
A 0.0539 0.0580 0.527 0.0508 0.0530 0.0506 0.0492 0.0504  0.0488
0.4 I B 00562 0.0633 0.0554 0.0513 0.0571 0.0508 0.0506 0.0516  0.0505
C 00561 0.0601 0.0554 0.0497 0.0508 0.0499 0.0488 0.0519  0.0485
A 00523 0.058 0.0512 0.0535 00563 0.0527 0.0514 0.0527  0.0513
11 B 00533 0.0566 0.0524 0.0475 0.0529 0.0471 0.0480 0.0507  0.0483
C  0.0523 0.0587 0.0511 0.0518 0.0550 0.0512 0.0517 0.0534  0.0519
A 0.0549 0.0610 0.0538 0.0507 0.0530 0.0505 0.0510 0.0546  0.0512
I B 0.0491 0.0517 0.0483 0.0506 0.0520 0.0501 0.0515 0.0535 0.0514
C 00546 0.0587 0.0541 0.0516 0.0520 0.0513 0.0495 0.0517  0.0491
A 00532 0.0600 0.0520 0.0529 00558 0.0525 0.0508 0.0524  0.0506
0.6 I B 00513 0.0560 0.0509 0.0474 0.0510 0.0470 0.0489 0.0504  0.0484
C 00508 0.0571 0.0505 0.0524 0.0544 0.0521 0.0519 0.0556  0.0520
A 0.0508 0.0558 0.0499  0.0497 0.0540  0.0491  0.0503  0.0509  0.0500
I B 00542 0.0591 0.0537 0.0529 0.0554 0.0528 0.0515 0.0530  0.0515
C 00510 0.0571 0.0503 0.0520 0.0552 0.0521  0.0476  0.0477  0.0474
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Table A3. The empirical powers (%) for J =4
Ffs= 3. KT = 4)

m= (25, 25) m= (50, 50) m= (100,100)

R R R
A 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
1 B 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
C 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
A 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
0.2 I B 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
C 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
A 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
111 B 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
C 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
A 0.9984 0.9991 0.9984 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
1 B 0.9971 0.9990 0.9971 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
C 0.9982 0.9994 0.9981 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
A 0.9981 0.9992 0.9981 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
0.4 I B 0.9980 0.9994 0.9980 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
C 0.9980 0.9991 0.9980 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
A 0.9991 0.9999 0.9991 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
111 B 0.9982 0.9990 0.9981 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
C 0.9987 0.9996 0.9987 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
A 0.7786 0.8532 0.7764 0.9686 0.9814 0.9682 0.9997 0.9999 0.9997
1 B 0.7702 0.8523 0.7689 0.9692 0.9808 0.9690 0.9997 0.9999 0.9997
C 0.7748 0.8488 0.7733 0.9660 0.9789 0.9654 0.9995 0.9995 0.9995
A 0.7855 0.8627 0.7837 0.9768 0.9852 0.9766 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
0.6 11 B 0.7725 0.8472 0.7709 0.9699 0.9834 0.9696 0.9995 0.9997 0.9995
C 0.7801 0.8589 0.7783 0.9703 0.9834 0.9700 0.9998 0.9999 0.9998
A 0.7981 0.8700 0.7963 0.9711 0.9839 0.9708 0.9998 0.9998 0.9998
11 B 0.7673 0.8463 0.7656 0.9694 0.9813 0.9693 0.9999 1.0000 0.9999
C 0.7882 0.8617 0.7863 0.9742 0.9856 0.9739 0.9999 1.0000 0.9999

il
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Table A4. The empirical powers (%) for J =6
Bz 4. ZIMHETHQ = 6)

m= (25, 25) m= (50, 50) m= (100,100)

R R R
A 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
1 B 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
C 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
A 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
0.2 I B 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
C 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
A 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
111 B 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
C 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
A 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
1 B 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
C 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
A 0.9999 1.0000 0.9999 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
0.4 I B 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
C 0.9999 0.9999 0.9999 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
A 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
111 B 0.9999 0.9999 0.9999 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
C 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
A 0.9133 0.9461 0.9125 0.9960 0.9984 0.9960 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
1 B 0.9041 0.9371 0.9034 0.9957 0.9981 0.9956 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
C 0.9103 0.9442 0.9100 0.9966 0.9980 0.9963 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
A 0.9277 0.9564 0.9270 0.9971 0.9981 0.9971 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
0.6 11 B 0.9189 0.9493 0.9183 0.9967 0.9984 0.9967 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
C 0.9194 0.9503 0.9188 0.9977 0.9987 0.9977 0.9999 0.9999 0.9999
A 0.9223 0.9539 0.9216 0.9970 0.9982 0.9970 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
11 B 0.9152 0.9432 0.9144 0.9970 0.9984 0.9970 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
C 0.9215 0.9525 0.9212 0.9979 0.9986 0.9978 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
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