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[Abstract] The purpose of this article was to introduce the Wald's test and the SAS implementation. The specific contents
involved the following nine aspects, namely the general Wald's test, the robust Wald’s test, the constrained Wald’s ¥’ test, the
generalized Wald's test, the generalized Wald's log—linear test, the Wald's F test, the Wald's adjusted F test, the Wald's log-linear F

test and the adjusted Wald's log=linear F test. The paper used two examples and the SAS software to achieve most of the Wald's tests

mentioned above.
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data abc;
infile "D :\MXWTTJXS\prg35_3. dat’;
input X1-X8 Y;

run;

2.2.1

proc logistic data=abc descending;

model Y=X1-X8/cl stepwise sle=0. 5 sls=0. 02;

run;
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proc surveyfreq data=SIS_Survey nosummary ;

tables Response / clwt nopct chisq plots=WtFreq-
Plot;

strata State NewUser;

cluster School ;

weight SamplingWeight ;

run;

/* One—Way Frequency Table

Confidence Limits for Percentages

Rao—Scott Chi-Square Goodness—of—Fit Test ——*/

ods graphics on;

proc surveyfreq data=SIS_Survey nosummary ;

tables Response / clwt nopct chisq

plots=WtFreqPlot;

strata State NewUser;

cluster School ;

weight SamplingWeight ;

run;
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/* Two—Way Crosstabulation Table ——=——————— */

proc surveyfreq data=SIS_Survey nosummary ;

tables SchoolType * Response /

plots=wtfreqplot (type=dot scale=percent groupby
=row) ;

strata State NewUser};

cluster School ;

weight SamplingWeight ;

run;

ods graphics off’;

/* Two—Way Crosstabulation Table

Row Percentages

Rao-Scott Chi-Square Test —————- */

proc surveyfreq data=SIS_Survey nosummary ;

tables SchoolType * Response / row nowt chisq
wchisq;

strata State NewUser;

cluster School ;

weight SamplingWeight ;

run;
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