HEaTBE (1998) R [~V R A 202 LRI
H46% B 1E 193-203 [(FHFeaefE]

AP RBR 7 — 5 DT + e B R
22WT

FuMAERERE Hl N E=:
(AT 1997 F 9 H 16 H ; &KET 1997 £ 10 A 21 H)

E =1

BHEFEEES -7y PELTT Y bRNARY—RHWTITObh 2 RIERSENREBRICES
EET, LrbRERIEHATITVAINT—F L LTBE R W2 550 EEER (NOAEL=
No Observed Adverse Effect Level) JEMRBICEEERFIRB L T, % F35MET — & OFEHET
KR EREROEESEHACE R W, AL TRE RV, 2270 —-X7 v 7LERT—%
R OFREO—mEHESMICT 2, Ko, RERSHEEAB CRRBICHI N3BT8
KIKRONTHTHE I L, o> (EFERRECHEN L TET 2REHELEHT 2 LE
HERNSOO L BRKFHIShE ZLick), EMCEERORREZEN L T 2538
DFEBICEBL W ERIEMT . K2, ZOFEBEHETHEE L CRAEESNE%L
7z (Yanagawa et al. (1997)) FRifEHERE#E (AIC) 2HV2H L LEHRIZ DL TRR, &
#iz, SAS (SASInstitute Inc.) @ PROC MULTTEST < Fisher 0l #5: (KHRRE) 2%
HIERE L 72 resampling £k L H L WEER 2 EBO 7 — 5 EA L, EIRBHRETS. 20
R, ML ORENEYRBROFEL B T HETHIENRBENRS,

%—7— K : AIC, Dunnett BiRsE, REHS5#MRE, MULTTEST, $&EHE, Hf-KiG
BIHR.

1. &

FHHARL, RBECYYE, RAFIFIZOFEYC L 28E, 52 0I3HEHREES
ENOBRICEDE IRV R 25220 OWTEli 2175 2 L 2 BKOENE LT W5,
WoPOFEEDEICREZZ L THEELTLE>E FOER 2R, BEEr M 28%E32
ANERER I R, 2D 0FHmMREBETIE, YL 4 XEOARMOEY), 59 FRONLARSY —
FOT > L, YVERXRTEONI TV T7HE, 7 v M ZORBEMIR/IME, HB0I3E kDR
B UNKREERHOTHRETY, BoneTF— Y CESOTEROTMEITS. ¥ —5 v b
LahsEMNE, BEbRIGSHEET 2 2MHEN, EURMEEE T 2885, g 5t
o ERMARCHEE G 2 5 B REFNE, FUREN, EREER NS D,

BUHHBR T -3 LD L %, HHINZER, BXUY— v L ShrHEEOHAE
LRI L > TERBIB bz > THIRL, %< OBE, ZPENLHEFEREIERTE LV,
RERORMHEEBEL, 20BMELES> 2, »OELXDOFT —F B UEH LW IEH A

* BOEEHIER T 812-8581 fRMMHTH KA 6-10-1.
" Uy =T ORI LEY, FEFE LI IEE TSV,
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TH5, bPETIE, ERELSUHMESHINSIZODWLTHEE2ERL CE. 1914F5 A
BRI ST E &> THEAII ESECERSE [FHF B0 20 AE] ETEBE
ZMR) PN, BRAROEYHHZZE R > THESBR I/ u—X7 vy 7a8hb e bITH
L, F2 A3 EM SN, £, 7% X MERERT — 2 O BT (ER, KH8(1992))
bHRE RT3,

LHrLids, BHREBROT —F OFITCEL TR EVLPHEINIRES L OMENDH 5.
FETIE, BEEREEZY - Y FPELTT Y FRNLRAY —ERHWTITObNI 2 RIEERSHER
ERICESA LY T, ULrbBEKREBIT TV AILVT—F e LTEAINIEEDEZERE
(NOAEL=No Observed Adverse Effect Level) REMEICEE2FHB T2, 2O kick-
T, $TEMT — 5 O TR0 ESEBATE 2w, HRALTER L E
r7a—X7v 7L, BET-IBHOREO—IHFHS P IZ LIz, RICRAEFEEENHFEL
7> (Yanagawa, et al. (1997)) FRitiFHERE®E (AIC) ZHWVIF L LK ODWVWTHRR, &
B, PEEOBEEH L LHERERO 7 — Y CHEA LEABRIC DWW TEIRNREEEIT.

2. EETH>TF—I0HlL AN

Y, BNRTHRETET—INEDEIRBDTH 2RI E > TRL, ZOHNED
L MO BN EHL T 5,

#£1DF—%ik, Yellow AB (1-Phenylazo-2-naphthylamine) % ##.Z4 0, 500, 1000,
2500 ppm BERETT v N2 EHEET U b L BRI L, EEEC & > THRBICHIRL
PRIGPBEELLZTEHTCHS, Rsidh T TV — G (None), C (Trace), C.(Very Slight),
Cs (Slight), Ci (Slight to Moderate), Cs (Moderate) TEHElE N TB Y, RPOHFIIH
HlanrgrERs. 73V — 3R (hierarchical) Xk ->TEY Co, C, Gy G,
Cyy COETEEINHEMT 5.

# 1 12 HE (ppm) 230 2 W ON THEERICHSEML TWakFEREL Tw 5, fHEE,
EMREHNEOHR (ppm) HOFRBELTWA 2B 5 2L THL, BUERICKERE
(ppm) O—OFHIOAED Z L 2EEERE (LT NOAEL=No Observed Adverse Effect
Level LB8EE 3 2) Lo, BHTOHWIZE, X1DT—7 55 NOAEL #EHSHZ L TH 5,
PIFTiR, A2 —BENCES d» i=0, 1, k (d(=0)<a<---<dW) TET.

3. BEORE EtOMBER
BEEOBN T, R1OERTFT—2RATITIV—C, Cy G, Ciy G R2EHICEHL, Bl

# 1. Degree of Microscopic Liver Damage. Source of data: Hansen et al. (1963).

Severity
Livers Slight
No. micr. to

Color Diet rats  sec- Very mod- Mod-
fed (ppm) fed tioned None Trace slight Slight erate erate

None 0 24 19 3 13 3 0 0 0

Yellow AB 500 24 18 7 9 2 0 0 0

1000 24 16 5 6 4 1 0 0

2500 48 25 0 4 12 5 3 1
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RIGEZHEERIG [H0 1, (2] OTERIGIEE L HE LR LT, Steel D% EH B, Shirley-
Williams OZFRE, % \>iX Fisher DE % resampling T E M % TS 2 (Westfall
and Young (1989)) ¥ LT, #HEHAIRREDHE 2 T NOAEL 2HET 3,

BEDBIE, ZDLD% NOAEL DREZBEERH 2 LE 2 TS, £F, F—F 2 iR
JBICEF LDET e SEU A EHRIBAND S, X1 TR, F—I 2% o THAES Y oo
EABEHG, ZDXDRKE AT TV —REHTEOBRVEEbNTWS, &, A7) —
CIEFRH 5 &%, 773 — %28 LTHZOEEBRI RV EVIRESZHS, Lol
BH6, R1ZIVHLIRIEZ L, BHEEY oD VBKE RBEELCC, AR (ppm)
DHEINT B O THEREOMEML T B HETHRBEINTWS Z LR, ZolRix
ANCHIATRETH S5, Sk IDTMEICE, EORIGHSKDH T T —2BRKIG
[(BD] EFT 2020 TOEERDD S,

SC TP MERIGCE EDESINZEL LS, ROMESIFHWREDER TCH .
CHREERRT - ORE o b 5MESATH 5. HMIE Adverse Effect (FHRIE, Bl
{ER) OBt TH - T, Effect (BhE) OB TidZew>, Adverse effect DBHIZ, Effect O
HERERCRL D L 2EFH L2, B, [Adverse Effects DBH Y 25 A | S0 Oh
REINTWEY, oDy AT ARBEBROREL2HEASOLELF T Tho T, Adverse
effect & Effect OFREWRHEBHEE SN THRL, BWHTRRZ 2 TH 2 HEtREIR S
1EOBBRDOLEHL & 2 2535 Th 3. Effect ORI T, [Effect 23V & 0 iz
TILZBMULIHEZE] ELISERTIOEZ B rR>TWS, LerLiss Z0R
% % Adverse effect ORHIZBA T 1, [Adverse effect 2370 & D 2 HHIZHT Z L 2L <
HE2B] bwsZkicky, BicEbk, BHREIT [Adverse effect 255 2 b D 21tz
HEZEEBLF2v2733] LOSBEOTTCITARATWELLTHS., D%, BEMR
JEENRICT 256, F_EOBBELZHL HS 2, BERIGHEIIC WS R BED([FLAG
EMTHHETH>TRLY, Cb2rbosFHHNRER ZOBWEEL S 2w, o, &
HHRBROLE, RRCHERA SN2, BO RSN TH- T, BE-BOBENE
BLIERS, 2D &1k NOAEL OEBD W L < BRECEDOND Z EIEDE ST,

SHKHERDE, MEDTEMORBTH S, B%, AR LB VSHE OB, dBvs db
B, - ERERBRVELITL, HEICK- T-HED—DOFRIOHEMN NOAEL L EDH 554,
BOEEZBRDR LTS 2L h oS EROTESMTON S, BTV 21T Steel DHEHES, H 2 »
‘& SAS ® PROC MULTTEST % AI\> T resampling iZ & - C Fisher O E 8:5: ) % Stk %
IO B EMENS, SEURFERL 2 REDOEHIRR A & Steel HEHEDEHRA
REHERNE—HBRO X > 12, SEMLTE T2 L EML2RE L TRBRIEAT 5. resam-
pling JRIC & > THEM 2 FR T 2 itk (Westfall and Young (1989)) oW T HRAILZ T
b5, ZEHOFREZ TR TRV EWSERMEE, &H - 5H (1997) wdbEoh s, TIZ
ES7niE & vd, LS BRNERESEZ S TuRVDORIESTH S,

BRI, ARTRFES > HER VDY 2 —REERIGENRELTVE I LEELTS
&, —BBEEKICCE T 2 NOAEL JuERE C1: % 041 threshold BEET D Z &,
S SICHED Z O threshold E% 8T L HFURIGHHKERL, ARPHEPTCONTEREKIEH
HWINT 2 WIS B LN TS D8, ZhEERLL THEprh 5 Shirley-Williams B ORRE
272 &, BT = BHVINS v L i3, BBERT OBMLEIC A, 5512 misleading
BEINEBS, ZOBHET 2FMI2 Yanagawa et al. (1994) 2B I hi- 1,
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4. [FLAG] &

FoZEpeTEBEIND kO, FEE AR T UEROBREDOPA A T NOAEL 230E Y
211k, BoBOBBEEHE LIS T LY, ZOZERITY ZERATRETIRZ L, Hlx
i3, WESESHLELT, ARPMOTICONTEERIEHSEMNT 2 L wORREB X,
NOAEL O EE% § £ 5 & NOAEL SR B 2 EE S 2 Mo@

Pr(§ >di, or &INOAEL=db)
BLU
Pr(§ = &NOAEL=d))

TE5z2 605, LEBS>TINSOREREBL S 22 L) EHRALSERDIIT I,
Sakata and Yanagawa (1998) Z~nNa7F =4 Y EVTANVTKROBREZREL T3,

BIF T, £ Yanagawa et al. (1997) SSEEHHORRED /ST ¥4 LA BN TH L < BEFE
L7z, AIC #Fv23 [FLAG] Hiz2owT, BHELULEERLZOBRNERIFEZEC®TY, &
Rl & % DRI, B URROZERBEOMR L OHBICHEER 2B TN,

4.1 RE . KioBEE%

—giz, AR RIGEGRERES EEROBEL TR LIERINL TR, R10DED
7 —% e NOAEL #HRET 51213, HERIGT—7 ket L CHE - KGRz YD L i
BATLZOBRE—DRA M5,

x£1 52 ELT, BEOVVB E+]1, RiGAHT TV —DEEN b+1 THEELTBE,
B d, Rish T3V — C, DeVFEER py, BEER X, CKT. AR -RICEKZ XA T—
b3 5.

i,J+ +---+ i
fla)=Poat b
1=0,1,, k; 7=0,1,-, b—1.
1—fd) RIS AT TV — CGREZFRULECEBA T T BT B 0w EHEOTTH
FTYV— CRBTAREMEV R ERT, BICb=10DL X3, EROMERICOHEDH
B RICBHEE —83 %, %7, b=20 % %% fi(d) i3 Ryan (1992) O overall risk & —&%
2. bACHE - RISBEGEHNEAINTVWAZERERL LS., ZORE - RISERIINT 2
BRWF A= LT

f(d)=F(6y), 7=0, 1+, b—1

%25, 1L, FRRSOMMEKTH 5, LTORATIE F(x)=1—exp(—x) EEDT,
TOFTEFMEE R LOAR - KISEGEE YO EF M E L8 Flx)=e"/(1+e") L EDN
i¥ Continuation-Ratio Logit € 7V (McCullagh (1980)) 2&%. ZD/87 A—71{th 5K
5185,
po=1—F(6:)
pu=T1i=6F(6:)(1— F( 6:5))
7j=1,2, -, b—1.

4.2 AEMBOSE
Xi=(Xu, Xa,, Xuw) BBEIM (n:: pao, Doy, pa) WS ZE (1=0,1,--, k), X, X,
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#£2. NOAEL (HHERKIG) HHAOKDD (k+1)x2 %,

Cell Count Cell Probability
Dose level C; Cis1— Cs Total C; Citi— Cs Total
do Zoj 22=j+1x0h 22:;‘123»: 1- F( 60;) F( 30,) 1
i X Dheinn 2w 1-F(6,) F(6,) 1
dr Lk 22=j+1-rkh 2ﬁ=j-rkh 1— F(@;q) F( ‘910) 1

S X WEWIZHNLTH B 2 LR RET 5 &, BEE (x) BE 5 e & 2 OLEEIIRRT
Ezoh3,
LocT1TI 9%,
i=05=0
ZIT, < BRI A—FIRELRWEREEZBRCHICHFIT 2 2L 2R THETHS. Th
R ERALTEET 2 &, EHEEPRISBAERBIIRD L 5 CEHTE S Z L5300
%,

b—1
Z(G)ngolj(ﬁj),
2T, 0={6 6, O} &, 0={6,)D (G+1) BHOFIEEL, i
1(6;)= é}xij log[1—F(6;)]+ g log F( 5u)hilxm

Thb, ZORRIY, 0, DFEIHERNL, £ 2 0% (F+1) X2 RICE T THEANCITZIE X
WZEDRPE, ETEALLAE-RGEROS £ 23201 ScEHIA TS, D%,
£ 125 NOAEL 2E® 212i3F 2D X > 7% (k+1)x2 F% b EIER L, £%F5 5 NOAEL #%
TEFT I &0,

4.3 AIC &R

(k+1)X2%» 5 AIC 2T NOAEL #HRET 2 HHEIZ DWW TR S, 22 TRIEGHDT-
B j=1DHEFRXDOVTHEZ LI E EL, Ti=xa, M= Dh1Zin, p=1—F(84) TET., T+ TIIE
Bl & 51 NOAEL #3ET 2B TR/ X — & B ERFIR

ﬁoSmS"'Sﬁk

DRHHREINTVE I LRERL LS, SARMHEICT S0, UTTRA=2L32, E1H
DERIIRD I DOETNV Hy Hyy Hy #37TC AIC 2O TEFNVER BT, H p5ERX N
i3 NOAEL=d,, H, B EIR s 1uiviE NOAEL=d,, H: 758IR & uhid NOAEL=4d, ¢ #E T
5ZLTH5.

H: p=p=p-

H: po=p1<p2

Hi: o<t <pe
L LRSS, N7 2A—FHIERERBRT ONTEY, BAMEMEL Z OIEFEIN 217
F IR 2V, 25 THWLHEIR AIC BFZLUMELVERATE R, 22 TETHEHE
AHEEEEMSKL, EFEI2HEZERTNED 50 0o 2 O SA CIERSHHOBIICIE LT
NOAEL ZHET 5 L W I NANRZA %I 5, BIZIE po> 51> P27 5 NOAEL=d, L #E T
ZFEEANSG, M1iZ, ZOFZICET L NOAEL Btk 2 HnE TS5 2 1-. ZOWREER
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L1=AIC(PU=P1=IJ2) E, dz
L2=AIC{po=p1, P2)

NO

wo =l Li=AIC(po=p1=pz)
d; e—< B1=Pz>fo Lz=AIC(po=py, P2)
Lq=AIC(po, Py, P2)

YES

if Lymax — d,
L1 if Lzmax — d,
if Lymax — dg

L1=AIC(po=p1=p2)
L3=AIC(po, P1=p2)

e

NG 1 TE8 d
do (—\\liy 2

[FLAG] #& & &,

B8R, IhdERLLLS CHEERRT %, BRR1DL I BHEERIET—F T
BRBEHEX DX LBSH T2 ThHE. BHEY DD EARHNITHEOHECZENE
U3, ZHBENA AT EHEZODWLTEHD TRETHRRS,

44 Eotinxtn
B L RAROZA T YR 3H 256, UTOL S c¥ae vOiE Y — 12
IGCTEBE, DL2VEBMNETOBEDZ 21T, 27, BIEICTHALLESTERT L ma—2a
=Mari— Tan="=Mps—T6=0, /21X Te=Zcr1=""=24=0 L R ZFHFR ¥ L i b OHE
EOHT S, DX, 25 LTESHEELLRILIEPE? LRA—TERV, HBEOH
&k, 2L THALZHIEFHOMEIALES 2 AW TZOMD /8 — > ORI O W THR
N5,
I={i: xi=m;, 0< i< k)
ef=1/(miZk‘. mu), 8i=m; 2} eul 23 My,
u=0 uel v&l
LB, InzEtrdhd, TCRT3TRTO LT mi—x{=0) % &, x{=m.) & x:
—e TBENZD, OB L > UTHNRAETH 3. RIFHHBTECRL LI TR
BRVTRTDF IOV T X% 1+6:, DO m—a; % m—a;—0 CBE#Z L, ZOFEE
DO HBIcH 5 FH E ZYHIC DWW TIE Yanagawa et al. (1997) ZSHEEI iz,

5. IR0 7Lt ERAB

[FLAG] #:12 &£ 2 NOAEL gD 72D Window 95 FTEEIT 3 YV 7 + 2HFEHRK (&
HEEE) %KL A 5 —4% v b EO STATLIB 2 BHFHEEcRTHS, ZOV 7 ML, E
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5 1 1511 '16' | gama(l) was forced toi
R R be zero |

R ety T gamma(2) was forced toi
.3 0. 25 1250 | be zero .

,,,,,,,,,

-------------------------------

! L(1)=-15.91143 | NOAEL=d(2)

| L(2)=-27.11748 !

2. a7 . NOAELAIC. EXE OETHE.

TR 1 77 . NOAELAICEXE LRREER D 7 — ¥ test.dat ZH#D T\ 5,

£K1TEH5z2 607 Yellow ABOEUSRERT — IV 7 2HBHAL CHELLBREE2U
TWRRT., 8B, 2OV 7 bTE, YOETNVICL 2EBHMERSSIRE 2605,

Ei77u 5 A NOAELAICEXE TH 5, %7, testdat BT X v 7 — % 2T 3
bz, {—D7 1 A7 i Tablel.txt E W3 KD 7 7 4 VL, test.dat LRI UFERT
T—=F%A4 7Yy PLTEBL., RWENOAELAICEXE %27 Vv 74520 L > REHED
BId. #2°C, (1) Input File Name O#fiz Table 1.txt ¥ 4 > 7y b L, (2) Read Data %
Vw73 BET—IDFARAENS, RiZ(3) SubBinary Table #7 Vv 745 M2 ICR
5ND LI EARDOED 5D 4X2 XBEFK S5, & 512 (4) Input Table No iz, £
Sub Binary Table 2> & NOAEL 2k&® 2 0 21BET27®H, Q) DEFEOTREEhLROF
5 Bz Table 1% 5 1) #4>7Fv bL, (6) Order Restricted MLE 227 V) v 27 L, #
W (7) Value of AIC and Estimated NOAEL #27 Vv 7% 3% &, &ofEEE (MLE) B
THHEERHRE L AIC Dff, KU NOAEL Ot E@EIBIEREINS,
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#3. R1LOMERENS 4D 4X2 K,

Sub Table 0 Sub Table 1
F®& None TRE F T VSBIE &
dy 3 16(.84) 19 13 3(.19) 16
d 7 11(.61) 18 9 2(.18) 11
d» 5 11(.69) 16 6 5(.45) 11
ds 0 25(1) 25 4 21(.84) 25
Sub Table 2 Sub Table 3
A& vs SBEk & S SMEE E
do 3 0(0) 3 0 0(-) 0
dy 2 0(0) 2 0 0(=) 0
» 4 1(.20) 5 1 0(0) 1
ds 12 9(.43) 21 5  4(.44) 9

( ): response rate

#4. Yellow AB 7—% (F1)»oHE S’z NOAEL,
AIC MULT-F (Test Size)

(0.01) (0.05) (0.10)

None vs. beyond T s ds ds a»
T vs. beyond VS i & db >
VS vs. beyond S I ds ds ds
S vs. beyond SM ds s ds ds
SM vs. M — — — —

Dose level : do=0, di=500 ppm, d-=1000 ppm, &z=2500 ppm.

6. ETHERDSE

% 3 1XR7HET SUB TABLESO, 1, 2, 32HHLLDTH3., ) NOBFRILETHS.
RLCINSDERLSHEE LT NOAEL 28, L 72, 72, KDz Fisher OE#¥: (Rl
¥E) % FIv>T Dunnett ¥ 4 FOEEEIELEE 21TV resampling 3l & > TEEMFEL TES
7z NOAEL OHEEM ® ¢ TE#, L 72, ZOstEIICE, SAS (SAS Inst Inc) @ PROC
MULTTEST 2w, &2 UTTCIE MULT-FREEL L8235, SUBTABLEO i
DNT, BEDOKESE 10%I1cED 2 L[FLAG X MULT-F#iZ & 12 69% 25 100%~D
HEOY v > 7% L NOAEL=d; L IREL T35, UL, REDKEE 1% 5% ICED
2 MULT-FRBRERZZOY vy 72RETE Ry, ENINBIEMTE2OTHE06, Z
ZTIENOAEL= £ T 2DO0BZYTIIEWIEE 5, Rz SUB TABLE 1 &D2WT, d &
d DRIGENPHEEL T LD TIFLAGIBEIZZ OFEEITIL, dd b do ~DK 2T%DHE
DORMEHEH L NOAEL=d, L#HEELTWw3, 2L T MULT-F#IZEEAKE10%TH
ZoEim%s Rk L NOAEL=d, L #EL T3, SUB TABLE 2 ic>wTd, [FLAG]| &i
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S ds D WBUDHEDY v > 7%iHEFHL NOAEL=d £ L TWw3 OwexfL T MULT-F
RETRZOY v 72EXL TS, EEEHD VI LS MULT-F #BE TRt/
B EB820EETH S5, HBikic SUBTABLE3 22WTTH 545, Tl SVOLED
Yy 7B, [FLAG | THH, MULT-FRETHREICHERZHEL OIURTHS .

. % =

—fiz, T OKREXINKR1OBEOES, AEKEL 10%D MULT-F BENLSEE S
NOAEL Of#iix [FLAG)| #Epo#EES N5 NOAELEL D REWLHFEL Y, BHE/AEEZS 5
FAEXCES, HAVRRBRRBRICEVONIEYEEELT I LR Lo THRIHN & EiFhiE
MULT-F K5 b+ Ic3zo. L LAs s, ERC3BYECHBLH 5 L, #IEZEEAK
¥R upEDME LV E VI EEARH L, 20X BBEEOHKOT THERIEED
[FLAG| #3 T3 w3 EWKT [FLAG| BREEETHL LEbI B, %, ETixtbED
72124 SUB TABLE & MULT-FREZHEHA LW, R1DLD BEERIGT —F 05
NOAEL 2#ET 2 L WIHEZO ORI E THEEL RV,

2T, [FLAG |k, o@D NOAEL 2HET 5. Z D ENZ R NOAEL & L THE
FEPIZOWVTIE, FOHT T —p oD KIE% Adverse effect & & % » B E O RIFIC
R0, Bz 3R 4 TidE/No NOAEL fi=d, T T (Trace) & VS (very slight) BA_ED
hFT) —DHEOBESICELONTWS, £oT, bL, THERTE 2HEERIGE S
NOAEL=d t+Hhiz L\, 72, b L T & VSHEHETE 2KIE% S NOAEL=d, £ T 1T
v, 851 T, VS, RU'S (Slight) »EHTE 3 Kit% 5 NOAEL=d EThiliw, Z
ITRIGHT TV —OEEENIEMT 2 ENTED 51 b NOAEL fErEEinsT 5 &5
R F ST ERPEONTVE I EXERLTBE W,

S VHEOBWERT — 5 T, 500 RIGHESEE Sh, 52 ohi—EDMEREN
LT EHEKEA#RLZOTREE2 b > THEARET 2., ARXTHRE LI—BFBLHEOHZEIC
LEM LI HENTRETH S S, 2%, Sxoh-AEOH» S5 NOAEL ZEHRL W5 D
3, BUESTCOREBNLEIOLS> THLH, ENENH D, LrLids, RiGHiikzd
BT — I SHET 2 ICREALEESALH D, BEOBEERROT —5 O A X513
CLEEF LS [FLAG| e HA U203 ZF 5 1CES.

F—s v & AIC OEEENMEC 2 E WO ERLD L, ELICZEDEBY TDH S
2, 0L EEFEHIREN L OMES Lo TE zNE, EoflicRohd k5, HDH»
BRLE & 93T o 7% { OBEREE DR TH 25 TH 5, [FLAGIHEO A Z DR
ZEETT. %8, [FLAGIEIC L 25 18, § 2 D312 D\ Tid Yanagawa et al. (1994)
TIEYKRETHEL, HAPRREDOZNEHEBEL T LD TREI NI,

oS Ut B1ERBARICE LDONSEEREBET — 5 Tho T b, FCIXARLDZ—
FEE2Z 25 LRIEHEIERELDT, Wb®w3 downturndata & LiEh 2 b D8H S, &
7z, B (1998) wRehB X, EHREFEHHERTE, HEOET v M roEENDHE
IERHREEINE 2 s, EERGOMIIMSED IR, Zh6DT—7F xt LTk
BOFERERATE R, FLOAEORENE LN S, REC, BMHART — 5 O
1X, NOAEL SR b Db DR E RHEHIMEHRELH 2 Z L 2 ERL T &
Uy,
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Statistical Analysis in Toxicology : Issues and a New Method on the
Determination of the No-observed-adverse-effect Levels

Takashi Yanagawa

(Graduate School of Mathematics, Kyushu University)

Important statistical issues in the analysis of toxicological data are discussed by focuss-
ing on the determination of the no-observed-adverse-effect level (NOAEL) for severity data.
Conventional statistical methods employ multiple comparison techniques in particular and
statistical tests in general for the determination of the NOAEL. However, the use of
statistical tests have shortcomings, particularly when the sample size is small. It is stressed
from the principle of detecting the adverse effect as early as possible that the IInd kind of
errors must be controlled rather than the Ist Kind of errors. The [FLAG] method that is
developed recently by using Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) (Yanagawa et al. (1997) is
illustrated as a method to satisfy this principle. The method is compared with the Dunnett-
type multiple comparison with one-sided Fisher exact test using the MULTTEST procedure
(SAS (1994)). It is indicated that the [FLAG] method behaves well for the determination of
the NOAEL.

Key words: AIC, dose-resonse relationship, Dunnett-type test, long-term animal bioassay, multiple com-
parison, MULTTEST.




