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Logistic regression analysis is a common method of multivariate analysis in variation theory, which was
established by Labov. However, it is not common in field linguistics in Japan. The purpose of the paper is to provide a
general picture of logistic regression analysis, which plausibly contributes to field linguistics in Japanese. Logistic
regression analysis is known as a useful method in various areas of studies and, for example, is commonly employed in
medical research in Japan. However, it is not quitc common in field linguistics in Japan, in which “Hayashi’s
Quantification Theory 3" is quite popular. Unpopularity of logistic regression analysis in field linguistics in Japan may
be attributable to the limited resources in Japanese. In particular, very few studies are available, showing its
applicability to field linguistics in Japanese. An explicit path to application of logistic regression analysis should
contribute to Japanese field linguistics, as found in medical research. The study demonstrates an example application of
logistic regression analysis to field linguistics in Japanese, as well as it explains the essence of logistic regression
analysis.
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