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WINEING. x = UNAIIWA Y Logistic Regression, n = UNAININNUA

a = Analyse Data by Chi-square (X*) for Trend, b = Goodness of Fit by Chi-square (X°) for Departure
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This study was to determine the using and reporting of multiple logistic regression anal
Journal of the Medical Association of Thailand and Journal of Health Science from 2002 to
All original papers were searched by manual and electronic data based for the use of multipl
tic regression, matching keywords as follows; “logistic” “regression” and “multivariable”. Mult
logistic regression was used 6.1 percent (145/2,370), in these papers, reporting of logistic reg
analysis as follows; used for the primary research question 48.3 percent (70/145) and sam
calculation was reported 12.9 percent (9/70), assessment of multicollinearity 3.5 percent (
testing for interactions 2.8 percent (4/145), test of model and independent variables significa
(3/145) and 95.2 percent (138/145) respectively, and goodness-of-fit measures 4.8 percent
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sis in
2007.

e logis-
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ple size
5/145),
ntly 2.1
7/145).

In addition, no studies reported test of conformity of variables to a linear gradient. These problems

would make the reported results potentially inaccurate, misleading, or difficult to interpret.
tiple logistic regression has become a standard statistical method in health and medical res
It is recommended that researchers and statisticians pay greater attention to guidelines co
the use and reporting of multiple logistic regression.

reporting, multiplelogistic regression analysis
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