L
i,

ﬁzﬁ-/ﬂ '

/' - Ay
v A
p dgata i g G -

_ ~-i:’ / 5; :
THE A Dug
3
[4

it t—’i}"'” = 1:."

L_.-‘r"'“"
RS

/A
r ,_,fff" it ’/;;/-

oy
. *
#
£ s vy
el
3 %
§ By 27
B

51 ""z"h ‘

&
&
A}”.:w ) /‘:/ﬂ ;
et ARTIR LR R T e
s
i

L .!
¥ . -
aﬂj‘.“;;{dﬂ_“\“ el &Jr/i,..e’-: =
.‘ ? |
e 3 . II
L] ¥ ’
Y G, ‘.
-
g
i - : 4 '-‘
j YMRL £ :
e =
= 2 5




D\

Discriminant Analvysis for Polit’s book Page 260.
-> get file='d:\stat60l.l4\polit\p260.sav'.

-> discriminant groups=finish(0,1)/

—> variables=motiv,gpa_g/
_— analysis=motiv,gpa_g/
- method=direct/statistics=mean, raw, table/plot cases.

- = = DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTIS = == i

On groups defined by FINISH

20 (Unweighted) cases were processed.
0 of these were excluded from the analysis.
20 (Unweighted) cases will be used in the analysis.

Number of cases by group

Number of cases

FINISH Unweighted Weighted Label
0 8 B.0 no
1 12 = 12.0 vyes
Total 20 20.0

Group means

FINISH MOTIV GPA_G
0 . 61.25000 2.82500
ik 75.41667 3.46667
Total 69.75000 3.21000

- = === == = DI SCRIMINANT ANALYGSTIS - R

On groups defined by FINISH

Analysis number 1

Direct method: all variables passing the tolerance test are entered.

Minimum tolerance level..... . ivev e sann .00100



Canonical Discriminant Functions

Maximum number of functions.............. 1
Minimum cumulative percent of variance... 100,00
Maximum significance of Wilks' Lambda.... 1.0000

Prior probability for each group is .50000
Canonical Discriminant Functions

Pct of Cum Canoconical After Wilks'
Fcn Eigenvalue Variance Pct Corr Fcn Lambda Chi-square df Sig

0 .410063 15,155 2 .0005
L 1.4386 100.00 100.00 L7681

* Marks the 1 canonical discriminant functions remaining in the analysis.

Standardized canonical discriminant function coefficients
A

Func 1

o BAST IV
MOTIV .54014 D F = O, 8 &40 %‘505 V

GPA_G .60439 /z.{‘___] &L/ v

O /E =) 20y )

tructure matrix: { 7 T, Ot
® | I o LSS T o8
. . . . . Ll 0 . E
Pooled within-groups correlations between discriminating variables
and canonical discriminant functions

(Variables ordered by size of correlation within function)

runc 1
GPA_G .88812
MOTIV .85761

Unstandardized canonical discriminant function coefficients

-

A i : i ——— R A T - o

Funec 1
-G HoriV/
MOTIV .0759485 5 ) > 015 ?
GPA_G 1.9430075 DF 55‘”“”* g3 4
(Constant) -11.5344617 - e

+ gé;if& éri)ﬁ" &
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Canonical discriminant functlons evaluated at group means (group cencrplds) 2
- ! S 3 q3y= 18, GPP-G 30
Group Func 1 i “53 < DT L, Mo . ‘
- {;‘g\ 7¥ _1Lf 4 L_}, 3.‘
0 —1.39362«‘1 D Sent = =11 53&"“’ 01y
1 .92908 P N
L . Z';S‘ﬁr
T 42 a v & N
-*”*S?“" 15'.} @75%}“-3‘ A ,1".*:.;". X 3. '-r.r'"a __g‘_d} \
Case Mis Actual Highest Probability 2nd Highest k\ Digcrim
Number Val 8Sel Group Group P(D/G) P(G/D)} Group P(G/D) Y Scores
1 1 1 .8201 .%618 0 .0382 \u’l.l565
. ‘Zf ggZ 1 A% g 3151 .53900 1 .4100 -.3890
B A S i 1 .1165 .9982 0 .0018 2.4989
=1 4 0 0 .8859 .9539 1 .0461 -1.5371
& 5 1 L LAELEB .9582 0 .0018 2.4900
- -0&2 6 0 0 .5946 .9808 1 .0192 -1.9257
i i 1 .8720 .5108 0 .089%2 .7679
8 0 0 .4730 .9874 1 .0126 -2.1112
% éf};l 9 0 1 .7222 .8667 0 .1333 .5736
& 10 1 1 4676 JT331 0 .2669 L2027
11 1 1 .5437 .9838 0 .01ls2 1.5362
12 R 0 .3194 .5950 1 .4050 -.3979
7o o A3 0 0 .8064 _B936 1 .1064 -1.1485
£Y . ¢t70 14 1 1 .4676 .7331 0 .2669 .2027
' 15 1 1 .3184 .9934 0 .0066 1.9248
16 1L 1 .5825 .8054 0 .1946 L3793
17 0 0 .3572 .9921 1 .0079 -2.3143
18 0 0 .4730 .9874 1 .0126 =2.1112
19 0 0 .4127 .6889 A 3 I 11 -.5745
20 1 1 .8789 .9124 0 .0876 .7768
Classification results -
No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 0 1
Group 0 8 7 1
no B7.5% 12:.5%
Group 1 12 2 10
yes 16.7% . 83.3% 3
: 7418 .'Téyé.f%
Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 85.00% = -——:5157“ ey

Classification processing summary

20 (Unweighted) cases were processed.

0 cases were excluded for missing or out-of-range group codes.
0 cases had at least one missing discriminating wvariable.
20 (Unweighted) cases were used for printed output.
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COXREG
time
/PATTERIN BY
/CONTRAST

/STATUS=status (1)

1n wesno

/METHOD=ENTER 1ln_vyesno
/PLOT SURVIVAL

/CRITERIA=PIN(.05)

Cox Regression-survival analysis for Breast Cancer data

POUT(.10)

{(In_yesno)=Indicator (1)

ITERATE (20)

Case Processing Summary

N Percent
Cases available Eventa 72 6.0%
in analysis Censored 1135 94.0%
Total 1207 100.0%
Cases dropped Cases with missing 0%
values 0 e
Cases with
non-positive time 0 0%
Censored cases
before the earliest 0 0%
event in a stratum
Total 0 0%
Total 1207 100.0%
a. Dependent Variable: TIME Time (months)
Categorical Variable Codings®P®
_ Fregency (1)
LN_YESNO 0=No 929 .000
1=Yes 278 1.000

a. Indicator Parameter Coding
b. Category variable: LN_YESNO (Lymph Nodes?)

Block 0: Beginning Block

Omnibus Tests of Model Coefficients

-2 Log
Likelihood
917.091

Block 1: Method = Enter

Omnibus Tests of Model CoefficientsP

QOverall (score)

Change From Previous Step

-2 Log
Likelihood

Chi-sguare

df

Sig.

Chi-square df Sig.

903.359

15.986

7

.000

13.732 1

.000

Page 1



Omnibus Tests of Model Coefficients™P

Change From Previous Block

Chi-square

df

Sig.

13.732

1

.000

a. Beginning Block Number 0, initial Log Likelihood function: -2 Log likelihood: 917.091

b. Beginning Block Number 1. Method = Enter

Variables in the Equation

B SE Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
LN_YESNO 823 .239 14.899 .000 2.517
Covariate Means and Pattern Values
Pattern
Mean 1 2
LN_YESNO 230 .000 1.000

Survival Function at mean of covariates

1.02—

1.00+

.98

.96

.94 -

.92

.90 4

.88 1

Cum Survival

.86

-20 0] 20

Time (months)

40

100
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Cum Survival

-
i

Survival Function for patterns 1 - 2

sl
1.0- R
1_ ““«L\
9 L'—
5 L : Lymph Nodes?
| F Yes
‘? T T T LB T : NO 4
-20 0 20 40 60 80 100

Time (months)

Page 3



