SUPPLEMENTS
*gam.check() generates four plots:
<1> Quantile-quantile plots of residuals
<2> Histogram of residuals
<3> Residuals vs. linear predictor
<4> Observed vs. fitted values 

The model diagnostics from gam.check(): Model 1, no covariates
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The model diagnostics from gam.check(): Model 2, adjusted for sociodemographic data
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The model diagnostics from gam.check(): Model 3, Model 2 + lifestyle and clinical covariates
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Response vs. Fitted Values

o0 o)

o
0_ /0
o ooo © o8 owmmw

OOOO@ u
ooo ooooo-
° 5 mom
o 090 )

O 004
L el

00!

OO 0O GO _CD @D O @O0D ) GO O

o o ©

OO N SR SRRSO IERERIT OIIDO00 O O 0D 00 © @

o

3.5

G¢ 0c Gl ol S

asuodsay

4.5

4.0

3.0

Fitted Values




image5.jpg
deviance residuals
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Resids vs. linear pred.
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Resids vs. linear pred.
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Response vs. Fitted Values
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Resids vs. linear pred.
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