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=2E

BRRAFZE T, 7% MEHEGRBRIC X » THEONET — X O5E, BERE A 1T 9 B0 el rlREE A HE AR
INd. Lrl, 7o MMl BT, BIEMRIC L > TE LT — % D86, g rlRerE s IR
ST, BRI E LTINS T ARNRIE LR L o CLES AR H S, LRATREM: 2 R 9 5 ik
DOEDL LT, A ITIZED vy T IR ELATOIL TS, ZHVET, SASISTAT THREESL TV D
LOGISTIC Ym vy CAIRA a7 ZH N LT, v v T ZIZB L TLDATA A7 » 7 TFu /T b H
L7 iuE7e 72 mo7=. L L, SAS/STAT 14.2 (SAS 9.4 TSIM4) T, #7212 PSMATCH 7’123 ¥ ¥ VB
MmEh, ERAITIZED0METHI 00X IERY— ARt En/-. AR TIX, PSMATCH 71 v
X ERWT, BMAaTICE DYy F U BT FIEICE L THERAITY, IMP R ZHAWTERT 54
HLOHBIZELTHL#ET 5.

F—U—F @B B a7 CPERESR ATE ATT ~vFr 7 Rt~y Fr 7
PSMATCH % % U 3S— PSMODEL MATCH ASSESS ODS GRAPHICS #HWNTX  E¥4H5A
7o Ry k

1 XTI

EEIRMFZE ClE, 7 & MU BRIZ L > TR LT — % O%4, B A21T 9 B i Al getE 2 1
s, Lnl, 70 ¥ bl ce <, BlEF%E (observational study) (2L > THLNTZT —X D5



A, HHGATREME SR ST, BERIHER E LTINS TAMNRIE LTRER E 2o T LE D . HIATREM: A 41
T2 HIEL LT, v~ v F o7, @R, B X ORRE T /WIC X578 EA3281F s (Faries et al., 2010).

I, BIEMRICEBWTEHM A a7 I X 5N L <ATbivTnd. EEDL S, BRKIFEE D OMn A =
Ty F U I REHTE OFEEMNTICB T SRR ISR LR A A LTS, AR T, HmAaT
~ v F 7 (propensity score matching) (2 K HFBEEMATICERZ S THZ L &5, BIBIFRICHENT, HBk
TG L XTRIRIE O R AT 9 LIRET D &, WRERTCTHRIMFITZ0 &, BRBRIGHR 22T DR MEm 2 =2
7 CTdDH. SASISTAT TiE, LOGISTIC 7r ¥ ¥ ¥ (28I} %5 OUTPUT A7 — h A v hDOF T a & fRET
E, VAT 4 v 7 BT ML D TRIREREN I &SNS, Tbb, IWEEKE L UREERTEL LR
ETHIUE, AT 2HISEDLZENAETHD. L, BHRAaTICED~ vy F U 72T 8HA,
SAS/STAT D71 &P THHLS 5 Z LIXTES, DATART v T v F U 2T 120D T 0l T Lk
KLRTUI R bR oTc. Zokd, HmAaTIck b~y F o7 2%k L TV EERMFIETIX, SAS B
P DOFEFHENT Y 7 & LT BIZIER DRy r— “Match” Z W2 #E B S ST b (Hamatani et al.,
2016; Hidaetal., 2017). £7=, IMP O 7 FA > ZHAWMHE A aTIC LD~ v F 2 Zir OFER LG ST
VW5 (Yamashitaetal., 2017). L2>L, IMPOT RA v EZ AW~y F 7 TiE, IMP A7 U7 hEiEx AW
RVWRY 7 7T M X BN TE R, M T, IMP DT RA NZXBHETIE, ~yF o705k
BEDERMHHTH DL Z EICHE LT TR 6. Lz~ T, SAS 2—%—ThiiE, SAS #HW
THPA 2T~y F U TEITH) 2 ENTEIUE, KTVFENICERTEDLENZD.

SAS/STAT 14.2 (SAS 9.4 TSIM4) TiX, #72IZ PSMATCH 7' i v ¥ ¥ 2B S, B A 2 72X 500 &
1TH72 DI E I F Y — LBk & 7= (SAS Institute Inc., 2016). AF& TiX, PSMATCH 7' v ¥ v Z H W
T, HmA 2T LD~y F o7 %2479 HIEIZE LTI EZITY, IMP SR A AW TERT 256 & Ok
WAL THHMEZITD.

2 BEmARart<eyFr s

AEITIX, 7o & 2MEEGEBRE L OBIERIFIEIC BT 2 FREDROHEE IOV TE XL & T, N
2ar7BIO~yF oI CERTS.

2.1 BERTRIZIRT 5B ROHE

2MEDIERERZ & LT, Z=1%100WHE, Z=0%xREELT 5. 51T, BIEMRRZALL (potential
outcome) & LT, VRIERECTH o 2856 ORERERY (L), MEEETH - 2855 O REKLY (0) DWW Thrg &
V, BEINDMRERIE

YO0) (Z2=0
Y=2YD+@Q-2)Y(0)= {Y((li EZ _ 1))
Ehb, ZoLkx,
ATE=E[Y()-Y(0)] @
IXEVREZN AL (average treatment effect; ATE) 1XMEIT 4L,
ATT=E[Y®-Y(0)|Z=1] )

ILIRBERE 3T 2 FERE N F: (average treatment effect on the treated; ATT) & FEIZILS.



Z o F MMUBRIRERBRO H & TE, {YQ,Y(O0)}ILZ THY, ATEIZATTIC—ET 5. ZoLx, BT —20
5, ATEBIOATTIZEYQ)|Z=-E[Y(0)|Z=0] &£ &E, FHERIRONMRHET Z W TREL T 5
(Lunceford and Davidian, 2004).
—7, BEMIEOH ETIE, {YQO,YQ)}ILZ3HY /3, ATEIXATT L8RS, 61T, MRLHILE
PRI A HEETE V. Z2°C, ATT IS,

ATT=E[Y()-Y(0)|Z=1]

=E[Y@)[Z =1]-E[Y(0)[Z =0]+E[Y(0)|Z=0]-E[Y(0)| Z =1]
ERRTHZENTE, E[YQ|Z=1-E[Y(0)|Z=0]1FHEETEETHD—F, BRNA T ATHD
E[Y(0)|Z=0]-E[Y(0)|Z =1 IFHEEFRHE TH 2. BIEM IR W T, IWFRMREZIELHEET 2 HIEL LT,
a2 2 TS PR HT 5.

22 fEMRa7 EET ML BHEE

X, ZWHE i e{,2, .. ,NHCBW B SN ERAY bV, Z ZW8E T OB E2RIRRERET D
&, X, TRIFHTITZE & TRRIETH D3R e =Pr(Z;, =1| X;) MM A =7 LEFK SIS (Rosenbaum and
Rubin, 1983). 2 BEfI THIM LA 1:1 0T ¥ MELEGBROSG G, A =27 ide =1/2 8705, -, #
[ A2 71337 AR a7 (balancing score) & HIHTN TR Y, A7 TRIF TS LT, FRETH
BANDWERONHNEE->TNDZ EREEND (Z, L X, [e).

R 2 T7IE, BB 2RI EREICEERE Li-a P AT 4 v 7 BT ANBHEE SH, SASISTAT Tl
LOGISTIC 7B v Uy IZ L > CTHHAETHD. 22T, HE2ETERE Z(Z=1: IR, Z=0: xR,
IR L IR R L LT, MR, FlE, BMI 2R TEE A EEh Gender, Age, Bmi & 5. Zokx, 7
7T ALEETSEDLIETHAA 2T ¢ ZHEET DI LNARTH Y, MR 2T 2RTEHPS 25 A
Er—42ty hpHAhEND. HRA T ERETHOOR VAT v 7T VE AR TET L
(propensity score model) ] & MRS .

7151 LOGISTIC 7us Yy Il LA a7 0&EH T a 7 F LF

proc logistic data=<AJj7—# v hMi>;
class Gender;
model z (event='1l')= Gender Age Bmi;
output out=<{ij7—% ¥ v F4> pred=ps;

run;

BB, HAAATHEDOEOR AT 4 v 7 BT VOFMAEEE LT, EOLSREMERET DI
Wik a vt ANERL TV 220, Ronsenbaum (2010) %, MM A a7k b~y F o 7 TRT U AEE
DI WEHCEZ S REThSD. | LT3, Austinetal. 2007) 1%, [F > & AMEb#ER L 7L L 9 o
BB EROBRERRNAER L, T RT U RARR—AT A LV OIEREEZENT D, BIRT L IEEITEE
BRTHHETFTHLIRETHY, ZOFIEFMEAA 2TICL DLy F U7 THEAVD LR THS. | Lk
TWa5.

Him 2 a7 e 2T, vy F U IRELEOWEMGT LTI ZENARTH L. EHAE OFEMHT
WCHWD TEA) & LT, i A 27 Owifi TR S5 IPTW (inverse probability of treatment weighting) <> ATT
Weighting 28 & < W H i, FREn



Z. 1-Z
Wy, = 21T ©)
IPTW,i e 1_e‘

IPTW

ATT Weighting  : Warr; =Z, +@ @)

, e
ELTHREND. 728, IPTW X ATE 2HEET 572512, ATT Weighting 13 ATT 2 HEET 5720V H L
%. SASIZX B A 2T & HWIZEALEEIT & LT, IPTW IEIZ K T 5151220\, SAS = —H—

R

BBV THIE SN TWD ()11, 2011).

23 HRAaTCEE~vyFT

A AT LD~y F o 7T, TRFEEL RS 288FE D 5 b, Bn A 27 MMl - 7 4R
BT L LT, T R E M 2T S (“matched sample” EFEEN D). ~ v F U NS X0 TS
MR SN2, BEMOBERDREHEETIUE, ATT OHEEETREL T 5. 7228, AR TIE, HBEFEX
0 bR OBERE N L R A ET 5.

A A ATIZR D~y F o 7 2AT O 20IiE, #HREOMMA a7 MOZEREZN D72 DORENLE L
5. OB, {2 a7 BT ICHERERE SOTGE, HOWERE L &L F OB A 2T E o
BREZ DT LIIRETH L7 ThDH. HBRE T LWERE j oA a7 RoOEREZR L5 RE L LT,
A =27 BIROZE g —e, |, AT Ow Yy hEH LI logit (e) —logit(e,) | BV G D

HRA TN K DT HMERT 572018, K<HWLRDFIEE LT, FiIff~ > F 7 (greedy nearest
neighbor matching) 23%(F 5412 (Rosenbaum and Rubin, 1985). kit~ v F 2 7 ClX, 1GEREOYERFE 1Z%)
LTI HEBRO/NSOIERE 2 3t IREED DRI L CTRT 2T 5. B2, TRIERE L4108 L O REED
S1IAERIRTAHELL: L~y F L 7 EMENS. SREED KAEFRIRT 2 K 1wy F oo e LTEM
THZLHARETHD.

I~ v F o I Ko TXT 2T 2546, FEDOF v U /3— (caliper) #fEEL, ¥+ U S—DfEIC
EOWTHEHINDRU T THIIT OB IThND. A aT~vyF o7 OHE. ¥V 3 —0fE
LLT, A a7 OHEEEEZ = Yy AL T EOEER A 0.25 28 7 EEHER T 2W)E 1 H 5
(Rosenbaum and Rubin, 1985). iTfED#RE & LTIE, il A a7 OHEEEZ = 2y M L 72 EOIEER 212
0.20 ZH I 72MEE WD Z T, ZL DR T THRAL TAMNNSL 2D Z ENRENTNS (Austin, 2011).
Fy U NR=NHRA A 2T OHEEZ v Py MR L EOREER AT 0.20 28T 72 E TRE S - 56113%
<HE SN TEY, B 21% Bangalore et al. (2015) & Ot s & L CHEE (2017) &Iz 7272 L,
FEBRI~ v F o 7 ERBIS, MR a7 THEE L BRI TS T AN R R o e T2 2
ENBEETHY, "M TAPELEEETHILAICIE, ¥ U AA—DEEZHETHILERSD (LUK - &K
[, 2015).

SAS #HHWCHHm A aT < v T T E2ITHGE, 7 Vy THR— SN TWRWIITRETH DD,
DATA 27 v 7 Cigilifi~ v F o 7 O7 0 2 ) AL a2l £ 1UT R 5727~ 2. DATA A7 7 Tl 2 =
T~ F T EATH DD SAS = 7 NG STV 5 A (Coca-Perraillon, 2007; Lanehart et al., 2012), %+
U R—DFREMENMEM A 27 OREE A 7 ¥y NEK LI B0 ERZ 2 T 725 & 72> T, 22T,
3HTMNRT A7 B VY OEELZEMFT 2T L7225 L9, BEICRESNIZSAS v/ n 2B LT,
SAS O DATA A7 v 7 1T, A A a7IC X b icili~ v F o 72T 520 ®D SAS ~ 7 v ZZf3E L. 5%l
i, A ZSR Sz,



24 IMPZRHWEmAaTICEB 1 1 BEE~yF T
SAS DH D IZ IMP THHTZITHBE, RO URLILT RA v 2o — R+nid, HRaxarick
D11~y F o T BTN TES, 72720, IMPLLO L EDAR— g U TRIFIUEA G720

7 KA > AF URL : http://www.jmp.com/content/dam/jmp/documents/jp/support/propensityaddin.zip

HMAaTICED L LRI~ vy F U 7 &I 0HT-->TE, FRNEAA T 2R TEH LT -4
MCHETHHENDHS. SAS 2 V58413 LOGISTIC 712+ ¥ % ® OUTPUT A7 — kA > K, IMP % f
WHBAIE B AT 4 v 7 0HTID] OA TV ary HEROHAROEGFE] THISTE S.

UFOFIRTL: 1 it~y F o 7 %479 2B TE 5.

1. [T FAU] = [IbEtE~ vy F 7] — [Iabhfi~ >y F o 7 OET] 28R T, K1 0AT)E LR

EH5.

2. Y REEH \TEYBRERERET D.
3. IT, WEZEH 2 KHE) ITHERTERELRET 5.
4. T=oF 7o 2ay (BE)) (A a7 2RI ERERET S.
5. [&EE>— NE) 2RET 5.
6. [Caliper t7%k : a) #FXKET H.
7. 7 =2~y F U RO EMT 2] ZTF =y 735,
8. [OKJ #7VU w7 LCHIRERERT.
B 1wy Fs s (oS
Bl FlaEEl Fa%3
W, Gender o
Lo | vemmm
4 T | (4 S
th Drug [ T MEEH (2kE) d
A PatientID ZR 3
ik Response Value i Drug ﬁé&ﬁ j‘gﬁé;ﬁg
APs I e _
PES fﬁ‘/ﬂ_?xj)_/é'ﬁj‘gﬁéﬁf
ATz
ATz —FE Ow NEBRETIH ?
0~10MEZOw MEHETS
CaliperiZi: a FTF—LICATFOREEMNT B0 ?
ATy F IR0 RENT D
Caliperf&(c)®. [a = Sgrt{(s0~2 + 5172}/ 2)] THRELE =58
g&?@ﬁh"%ié’ﬂ?‘c%ﬁ@\ Caliper ZEVER A- Nearest available matching EW3Fw F P HET
BhoTvF o7 LET.
2BDDSEEFY A ANREVAOELS.
NEVWADBICIENEDE TRER ISBUEUET.
£2(3. AHCEFELET.

B 1:IMP T RA N K BEREE~ v F v 7 THEE

73, FIE6ICBITLF v U /N—DfI£020 &35 2 LEAHERE N TND (IMP ¥ v /S 3, 2014).
72721, Austin (2011) (3P A 27 OHEEMDO 1 ¥ NEHE OERERZEL 0.20 (5 L72fEE F v U X—& L
THATHZENHERE LTS —F, IMP 7 NA v OFEITHEE TIHET 5 ¥ v U _S—OEITERERNI RO 72
RO EEDO VIR TH DH. D7, FlH6 OX ¥ U /3—DfE% 020 L$5ET 5 Z &1, Austin (2011)
WX THERES T2 020 xRS,


http://www.jmp.com/content/dam/jmp/documents/jp/support/propensityaddin.zip

UEDOFIET, ~vF 7 ORREE LT, v~y F U 7Hi%IcE T 5m Yy NEBRBEOMA A 2T D434 %
MR TE, LT —FDT_XNTOFTYR=2 g LT, [y FLiz) HLWE Iy FRL) 2RTE
BABEMEING.

SAS 71 7T NPT 2 FEN R <, IMP THEMENT 21T > T\ h a2 —H—ThiiE, LioFiEICE -
T, A7~y F o 72T HIERELHS. 2720, IMPOT RA VTRl 1~y F L Z7ORT, k:1
Yy F I AR— I TWian, F72, SASIZRL T, #HIZITR I r s T AT LIREENHIT, R
DRy — “Match” ZHWT, A a7~y F Lo 752475 ZENARETHDH. 8B 2%, ROy
r— “Match” Z WG, M A a7 K D&t~ v F o 7 24T T2 OFEMa R L TWaD. LirL, SAS
2 —HF—ThiE, SAS LD DATA AT v 7 H WL SASISTAT D7 vy P x ZHWTHRA 2T~ v F
TEATWTEWEEZEZXDHTHAD.

3 PSMATCH ZFu i P¥ZHWEmAaricks~vyFr s

B Rx a7~y F 7%, SASISTAT D7y THR— FINTWRWSITFIETH D72, SAS T
RG22 DICIE, DATA AT v 7Tt~y F o 7 OT7 03 ) ALEMERTER SR> L
L, SAS/STAT 14.2 (SAS 9.4 TSIM4) 75 PSMATCH Y u v v BIEH, AT~ v F L 7N TE 5
X 9127 > 7= (SAS Institute Inc., 2016). PSMATCH 7123 ¥ v & LI, i A a2 7 HEE# OiE~ v F
YT EATOGEIE, A CHRRZL R IMP HLWERICT —F Y hEBEISE T, v~ v F U7 ETH4
N 5. F72, SASD DATA AT v ST F Lo 7O7NIY ALEfieZ L7pl, Mz a 7 o
ENDL~yF U TET, SASOTR LYYy TTRTEMTED.

AHEITIX, PSMATCH 7 r v U X # AW, MR a7l Lo~y F o 7% 80 X S ICE T 52 fFE0 L,
HIGEROMIREBRD . A TIZE D~y T U T ETIIDORMET -2 L LT, BEHEDOT—4
(F—HXt v b4 : Drugs) & H\W5 (n=486). T —Xt v b Drugs i%, HFIRBFEEIT-T- NEERE) (2%
Drug = ‘Drug_X’) &AEMEIREAIT o7 [XFHEE) (254K : Drug = ‘Drug_A’) Z b3 7=l s iz 7 —
ZTHDN, WEH D WVITTIREN EH L OIRK AT O IR TE 72720, BIEINTEOT —2 L LTH .
R—=ZA T A OWBREEF L LT, il (B4 Age), PRI (2544 : Gender; Gender = “Male’ [ B4% |, *Female’
ZziE) ), BMI(Z%4 Bmi) RZEITHiLD.

3L1HiND 33HITIX, PSMATCH 7 u v ¥y OFERAT— F AL M X AR EZFEET 5. K210,
Aa7~<yF U OFNEIZEITHPSMATCH 702 o Uy DR AT — M A hOEEZHERKE L TORLT
5.

\ 4 \4
4h75 A a7 ~yF T ~ v F U THD By ()
D @%% %#-§%®%ﬁ ?—5§ybmﬁ Aﬁﬁf@%%

PSMODEL MATCH OUTPUT ASSESS

X 2:fHmAxar~yF o FOFRIEIZEITSPSMATCH 7 a2 Yy DFERAT— kAL hOE|



31 PSMODEL AF— h AV MZEXBERRA2TETIV
LOGISTIC u v v% THAR—FEHNTWA MODEL AT — A R ERL X 912, PSMODEL A7 — k
Ay MTHEAMA 27 ETAEEETIEL, HARA a7 OHERBENHISND (T s T4 2).

7'u 7 52 PSMATCH 7'r v ¥ ¥ |Z81) 5 PSMODEL 27— bk X > ks OFI|HH

proc psmatch data=drugs region=allobs;
class z Gender;
psmodel z(treated='l')= Gender Age Bmi;
output out (obs=all)=psout00 ps=ps attwgt=attw atewgt=atew;

run;

® PROCPSMATCH 25—k 4> b

PSMATCH 7' v+ ¥ % ClX, REGION = CTRHISC~ v T 7 &7 HHEDOA T R—1 3 O R — M
HZETE5. 7077 52T, fiif#l2 REGION=ALLOBS Lf8EL, T XTOFTHFX—v gk~
v F T OV R— M E LTIV > TWd. 7740 NI REGION =CS Th v, 1GHEER L OSHRREC
BIAEREA 2 TIZHOWT, HBEOHAR— K (common support) &N ERIND.

® PSMODEL 27— h Ak

fHE A 2T EFT VOIREEZIT> TS, LOGISTIC 723 Y v 72X ®D MODEL 27—~ A > MBI 5
EEHRY, PSMODEL A7 — b A > hO[AI A 27 T /L THRET DIEEZESH CLASS 27— h A2 hZ
RETOIMENRD D, FT-, ISEEOKEREIZIX, TREATED = “VRIFEEOKE" 248ET D, 728,
LOGISTIC 7 u ¥ Y ¥ i ECTOMMAaT & AT —4 v MWL, PSMODEL A7 — K A k
DROVIZPSDATA AT — M AV MEfRET D HELH 5.

® OUTPUT 27— h A b

7’a 77 52 TlE, OUTPUT A7 — kA ¥ MIEBWT OUT=PSOUTO0 L45EL, HAOSELT—F 1y
NMAERREL TS, ZIZT, PSMATCH 7 u s U T, ~ v F U7 HBOMET — 42N NT—4Ey b
ELTIRFETA 2L TEDH®), OUT= A7 2L LT OBS= MMEETES. OBS=ALL &7
% &, PROCPSMATCH 25—k A h® DATA= TIRELET—Zt v M _XTHAHAENS.

F1: 7077825 FTSETHELNIEZT =X v F PSOUTO0 (BHID 3 47 H_— 7 1)

Gender | Age Bmi Drug PatientID PS ATEW ATTW

Male 29[ 22.02 | Drug X 284 | 0.36444 2.744 1
Male 45 | 26.68 | Drug A 201 0.22296 | 1.2869 | 0.28694
Male 421 21.84 | brug A 1471 0.11323 [ 1.1277 |1 0.12768

512, OUTPUT A7 — K A ¥ MZEBWT, PS= ZHEETIUL, f8E L2854 CHm A 27 OHEEMR
HAOT—2%y McEEND. £72, ATEWGT = X ATTWGT = #fEETHE, X @) BLW @) TrLE
IPTW 3 L OV ATT Weighting 235 E L7284 CHAIT— %ty MZEENLD (& 1).



32 MATCH A7 — AV MZXBMBEMRaAT<yF T

PSMATCH 7' a2 v ¥ ¥ 2B\ T, MATCH A7 — R A ¥ FEETIUL, A a7k bs~vyF 7R3 T
5. KM31i%, PSMATCH 7r v Y% THR— SN TWO~yF 7 HETHD. 77 +/v MiE METHOD
=OPTIMAL TH 5. ATy F& XX U RX—DEDIRTEICL>TE, ~ v F U ITNTERVWEALD
L. FlzE, ¥x U AA—OMEPNNSTEDL L, XTOEREDR D2l TLE I 20, IREFEEF UED
SHHREER ST & LTS 2 2 EAREEE 72 5. 20 X 5 3412 METHOD = OPTIMAL % 457 L C Fixed
Ratio Matching % 32179 % &, »Afeasible optimal fixed ratio matching that has the specified parameters does not
exist” LWV H) T T —NHT, vy F 7 TERN,

Replacement Replacement Matching ]

METHOD = REPLACE

Greedy Nearest
Neighbor Matching

METHOD = GREEDY

Fixed Ratio Fixed Ratio Matching ]

METHOD = OPTIMAL

Variable Ratio

Variable Ratio Matching ]

METHOD = VARRATIO

[ Full Matching ] METHOD = FULL

X 3:MATCH A7 — h A N TTHREMRER~ v F o 7 ik

F—HZ¥ v kDrugs IZXT AT~y F 7l LT, Fu s T A 3%, mifi TR BT R~
v F 7 “Greedy Nearest Neighbor Matching” #4795 729070275 A ThHsH. MATCH A7 — K A MZE
T METHOD = GREEDY #45E L7707/ 7 A3 % F T35 &, £2DH)7T—% &> b PSSORT00 7345
bid. A arTk=1%2EETHZLTLIlvyTF 7 %1T>T5. £7-, ORDER = DESCENDING
ZIEETHZ LT, WBREICB T 2MMA 37 08 RKE WIEICKHEFEO T 28 L T\ 5. ORDER=
RANDOM(SEED = &L#>— R) LIEETUL, Sl — RICESZIRERICBU 2B AT 0T o X Mg
JECxHRBED T 2T Z EMAMRETH H. 7285, T 74/ X k=1, ORDER =DESCENDING T %.

® Xy U X—0DIRE
7l 53 TIL, ¥¥ U,%—& LTCALIPER=0.20 £ E L TW5. STAT = LPS 3 L O} CALIPER @ 7%
7var & L TMULT=STDDEV EHRETHZET, ¥ U AA—DEE LTI, #ESNHmA=TOR



Uy NEB U T EOE R I 0.20 ZHMT oA VD Z LA ER L TE Y, Austin (2011) (2B CHERR S
NTWAEICFEYS 5. 728, STAT=LPS B L U'MULT =STDDEV iZf8E L7 TbF 7 #/V M & LTEST
ns.

a5 A3 :PSMATCH Yu s Yy it XA~y F oo

proc psmatch data=Drugs region=allobs;
class Drug Gender;
psmodel Drug(treated='Drug X')= Gender Age Bmi;
match method=greedy (k=1 order=descending)
stat=1lps caliper (mult=stddev)=0.20;
output out (ocbs=match)=psmatch00 ps=ps lps=lps
matchwgt=match matchid=matchsort;
run;
/* XT OMERDOT=DITHOFEX */
proc sort data=psmatch00 out=pssort00;
by descending ps;

run;

® OUTPUT AF— kA b

Ta 7 A30OLIIC, OBS=MATCH LIEETHZ LT, ~vF v /SNt 7 R—va v ohrd
AMEF—2%y PRI SNS. 7235, OBS=ALL L5 L7234, MATCHWGT = THEE L7-4% T, ~
O F U ENTATIR—= a EBINTDHZENARETHD. T v s T A3ORE, vy TFrrInet
THR—=2 3 VOLDEHMATCH=1 i sihvs.

X 5|2, MATCHID = THEE L7224 MATCHSORT T, ~ v 7 7 LTZER L OST O A il + 5 =
LRTE S, 20w, HAT—4 1y bEHAA 3 TINCEU R 27— 4 & » | PSSORT00 THeid T
L, BAIOSATHFR—a 3R 20EHZ8d. HA T OREIWIEIZY v F 7R3 7o, #5R
B/ (B4 - PatientlD) & LC 87 & 123, 200 & 349 OT AMEL S NI Z E 3D,

#2: 70T A3 EETSETHLNEZT =X Y F PSSORT00 (1D 5 47— 3 )

Gender | Age | Bmi Drug | PatientID PS match | matchsort
Male 27| 25.87 | brug X 87| 0.64115 1 1
Male 27| 25.76 | brug A 1231 0.63513 1 1
Female 30| 27.75 | Drug A 200 0.61831 1 2
Male 33|28.06 | Drug X 349 [ 0.60481 1 2
Male 271 25.14 | Drug X 114 [ 0.60047 1 3



3.3 ASSESS A7 — h AV MZ X BEEOEMZED T

PSMATCH 7' 122 % @ ASSESS A7 — h A N T, TRTCOTRT—2t > b, HDH0NE~vyF S
NIRRT — 2ty MIH LT, A€ LIEERORERELZ M TE 5.

07T A4 TIE, MATCH 27— F A2 MBI L T32Hi & RAKOIEEEIT>72b & T, ASSESS 27—
A PFTLPS Z4FEL T, M AT 20y MMM L EORRZELZ M 5. & L PS bfETHIL,
A = 7 OFERZE LB RETH 5. & 51T, VAR= THELEZZKIZHOWTS, BEFZEOFE 1T 5.
$72, VARINFO 7> a U A$EET 5 Z & T, ZREHICKHT H2EHIEREZ NI &S (F4). b L WEIGHT =
F7varcEAEZRETHE, X @), 4) T/RLUEZIPTW, ATT Weighting % V72 B 4 & TEB O M
179, 70T n4 TR, &K#%IZ, PLOTS= T ODSGRAPHICS I & %5 IR A2/ TV 5.

a7 T A4 PSMATCH 7’ u o P v 2815 ASSESS 27— k A v~ OF| 5

ods graphics on;
proc psmatch data=drugs region=allobs;
class Drug Gender;
psmodel Drug(treated='Drug X')= Gender Age Bmi;
match method=greedy (k=1 order=descending)
stat=1lps caliper (mult=stddev)=0.20;
assess lps var=(Gender Age Bmi)

/ weight=none varinfo plots=(all);

run;

3 A 2T OEH

Propensity Score Information
Observations Treated (Drug = Drug_X) Control (Drug = Drug_A)

N Mean Std Dev N Mean Std Dev

All 113 0.310773 0.132467 | 373 0.208801 0.131969
Region 113 0.310773 0.132467 | 373 0.208801 0.131969
Matched 113 0.310773 0.132467 | 113 0.308755 0.130649

F3TIE, IR a7 OERE R LTEY, Ml A—2ADOME L, —MoOMKr&IcBE Lzt hsE
LT\ %. Observation = Region T&k 2 H/1FER bR STV 5 723, PROCPSMATCH A7 — kA R T
REGION = ALLOBS % f57& L T\ % 7=, Observation = All & [FIEEDFE R & 72 > T 5. kIZ, Observation = All
L Observation = Matched OB Z (LT HIE, T—F By FDo9H, FOBREOFTIN— g9 0 TN
RSN R CE D, 7 —F &> b Drugs D356, 1RERE : 1134, XtHHE : 3734 D 5 6, JRHHAE @ 113
&, KRR UB3ANR~ v T ENZI ERbND. 32807 v I A3 EETIECHAILET—FkEy b
PSMATCHO0 & 4 7 _X—v a VR —H L TWD I LR TEX 5 THAD.

# 41X VARINFO 47> 2 U AHEE L CTH I S DA T, ASSESS 27— kA ¥ N THIE L 7= ZHUEH D
FHMET RN/ IS ND. IO LS T I BT —2 O%4E, Mean OFIIZIE, EHORDYIZ, &)



DNEFEO AT AVIZBITLHENH NS5, & 412817 M5 Gender TiE, Female 7] OFEIGA )
SINTWD.
* 4 REIEw

Variable Information

Variable Observations Treated (Drug = Drug_X) Control (Drug = Drug_A)
N Mean  Std Dev N Mean Std Dev
LPS All 113 -0.880615 0.681761 | 373 -1.520586 0.844486
Region 113 -0.880615 0.681761 | 373 -1.520586 0.844486
Matched 113 -0.880615 0.681761 | 113 -0.889200 0.674687
Age All 113 36.309735 5.534114 | 373 40.404826 6.579103
Region 113 36.309735 5.534114 | 373 40.404826 6.579103
Matched 113 36.309735 5.534114 | 113 35.884956 5.468664
Bmi All 113 24.492566 1.863797 | 373 23.753271 1.980778
Region 113 24.492566 1.863797 | 373 23.753271 1.980778
Matched 113  24.492566 1.863797 | 113 24.309027 1.882123
Gender  All 113 0.433628 0.495575 | 373 0.458445 0.498270
Region 113 0.433628 0.495575 | 373 0.458445 0.498270
Matched 113 0.433628 0.495575 | 113 0.495575 0.499980

5 TlE, ASSESS A7 — b A ¥ MTHIE LAKIIH LT, HFH¥ELLIHRENHIENS. Mean
Difference | B #l 22 BEM O D7 TH v, Standardized Mean Difference 1% Mean Difference / Divisor & &5
T 5. Divisor By IBREOEMRZELE 7 — L LI ERERZETHR SRS, flziE, Fint kT8
# Age D AlObs [T _RTOFTHFR—2 3 v | 23R E LIt IIOY6A, & 4 TROTCAFOEERZEND,

\/ (5.534114° +6.579103?)
2
23 Divisor & 72V, # 51217 &7 Mean Difference X ¥,

Mean Difference _ —4.095091 _ ) «00o,
Divisor 6.079104

73 Standardized Mean Difference & L CTH/1&n T\ 5.

72%5, ASSESS A7 — h X2 FTWEIGHT =NONE & 57E L2728, £ 5IZEALZ T RWVEHRAERIH
NENTWD. HilziE, WEIGHT =ATEWGT & fEE T4, K (3) @ IPTW CTHEA AT 72 L2 R2
J1&# 5. F£7z, ODS GRAPHICS ON DIRFETIAT L TWAH DT, 5 TR LIoAEEITxT 280 (L Lz
BRI ZEICHIST ARG IS D (18 C). 18k C TIiX, £02523 0 v A 7EE L TEBMAHII SN,
[-0.25,0.25] THIUT N T U AREN TN D LW ) HZE LTRL TS (SAS Institute Inc., 2016). 7235, &
v FAT7EE L TH0.10 2 #ESE L 7235 47041 T % (Normand et al., 2001).

RIZ, ASSESS A7 — h A N TPLOTS=ALL Z{5&E$ % Z & T, ODSGRAPHICS IZ & % )5 R %215
HZENTED. ODSGRAPHICS IZ X D H /& LT, ASSESS 27— k A v h THE LB KT 9 D HER]
DHfmE LT, 77U ey R Ahans (X 4).

=6.079104




F 5 FEBUTK T DML L7 RERH] 22

Standardized Variable Differences (Treated - Control)

Variable Standardized Mean Difference
Mean Difference Divisor Mean Difference
All Obs  Region Obs Matched All Obs Region Matched
Obs Obs Obs
LPS 0.639971 0.639971  0.008584 | 0.767448 0.833894  0.833894  0.011185
Age -4.095091 -4.095091  0.424779 | 6.079104 -0.673634 -0.673634  0.069875
Bmi 0.739296 0.739296 0.18354 | 1.923178 0.384414  0.384414  0.095436
Gender -0.024817 -0.024817 -0.061947 | 0.496925 -0.049941 -0.049941 -0.124661
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777 7 my MTIE, fEEICHE, MBI RE RLIEBOMEE &> THAMMNZ#W TR, v v FShik
TRy TFENRPSTT = DREFEEZTHIL TS, 770 R vy Fasiid, HmAar
WEDREDEDT —Z TRXT PR TE R 27D, BEBINEOREDHEZ & 57 — 4 TXT BT

oo, HRMNICHRT L2 ZENTED.

7Yy NEBEOBEm A 2T A fip
Distribution of LPS Distribution of Age
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F72, ODSGRAPHICS IZ X5 /1 & LT, @ikt L CIIEBOTR, 7 2V VISR U CIEER
SR END (M5). M5 TIE, 702 T54 280 TPLOTS=ALL LHEET AT TRL,
PLOTS(ORIENT = VERTICAL) =ALL L f5E L, MEHHIxISR L 72 5288 OE, BhoiEE & o727 7 7 28/
TW5b. 728, 7 74/L I ORIENT=HORIZONTAL TH 5. X5 DFONFHEB LI OEE DMLY, FEK
BT D~y T TRt CHMONT AR HE TX 5. 728, MATCH 27—k AV MZEBWT,



EXACT =<7 F U WNVEH> LIEET L L, HE LT 3V WVERITHF CTRRICNT  ABREND.
7a T 54D MATCH A7 — h A 2 MZEWT, EXACT = Gender & F57E 7 #11E, ”Some treated units have less
than the specified K=1 matched controls because there are not enough available controls for these treated units.” & \»
FEENT, < v F ENTHET —ZITERIC U340 1241 LT LES. Lo, RO
B DFEFIANITZRICNT VAR TWD Z ERNRREAICHZRE T 5 TH A H (8 D).

7B, HABIOMS TRLEFNTRRZ 77 R ay holTIE, £/ 7 2 RS THRENLS
FTUWES, ODSDHIJIE LTV ¥ —F /L AKX AL "STYLE =JOURNAL2" Z#5&E L7-. FiZ, K5ICB\T
BRI D 7 7 7 w36, 7 740 FTIIHOEWAATHIT THAISNTLEI N, Vry—FLAZ A
NEFRELZZ LT, £/ 7t TED Lot hanTngd (fafEn, 2016a, 2016b; KiE &, 2016).

4 L

AR TIE, BT — 2 T DT Rk L LT, A aT7ici b~y F U /IcaER Lz, i
AaT <y F 7% SAS TEITT HHikEE LT, SASISTAT 14.2 5B E 72 PSMATCH 7' a2 o ¥ v 12 &
5707 T MMIOWTHEB L, FATREROMPUCEI L TR L7=. PSMATCH 7' 1 ¥ ¥ |Z31F 5 PSMODEL
AT —= AL FT, HAAATET/VIBIT L ANERETHERZIEETE, MATCH 7’1 &Py THx
Ry F TR R—FENTWD. 3T, FCERIFHE~ v T 72OV TIRY &1F, PSMATCH 7=
YUXICEDT Y Ny MEEF LT ODS GRAPHICS (2 & % S RICHOW TR L. 728, 2 #ilckwy
T, BIBHFERICBT 2 EHIEFDROHEEICOVWTERE LS & T, A a7k ki~ v F /i
BILTHRL L T\ D. &5, SASOTa vy THMAaT vy F UV NERTX 72 2RI T T,
IMPRR THEITTELZ L AR Z LT, IMP T AT vy F U 72T HGEOBEREZRY HIT
MATRICK DR~ v F o 7 OFEITT 07T L&A BIZRLTc. £72, PSMATCH 7' 1 & ¥ % THEfii
LTWBHMA 2T <~y F o 7OT7 VA Y ANZ2HEST5FMT LD L5, DATART v 7 Tiiifi~ v
FU T EFETHI2HOD SAS v 7 v R Lic ((H8kA). 2O SAS~ 7 ulE, ¥+ U X—DOEEE LT,
B <M SN TS, A a7 OREEME 7Yy NEK LI EOIEERZZ BT 7ol & 72 - T
WHRTHATHS.

SAS = —H—RBIZBNTH, INETHEMA T Z MW IPTW iE722 EIZBI LT, SAS & AV 75t
ETHOI TS (W -#2K, 2010; 711, 2011). F 7=, SAS/STAT 14.2 CTiZ PSMATCH 7' 12 o ¥ ¥ [ZII 2. C,
TPHRENREREET D7D TP & LT, HiizlZ CAUSALTRT 7r v V¥ HiBME T 5 (SAS
Institute Inc., 2016). PSMATCH 7' & ¥ ¢ <° CAUSALTRT 7 u v V¥ BNHi-IZBMENn-Z ik - T, &4
% SASIZ XA A a7 &2 AWM 8 2 < B &, SEIERPIICBIT DT —FTIGH S
TARERD, M - FRREREFBLCRESIND E TPHRIND. HEA2TIZL D~ v T 7 & TR
WradT 9 FHERIZLE > T, KROBMENEDRBRICZTIUTENTHD.
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£ A:DATA 27 v N L Dt~ v F o 7 &2T 120D SAS ~ 7 1
* W R R A R e ;
data Drugs0O;set Drugs;
if Drug="Drug X" then Group=l;else if Drug="Drug A" then Group=0;
run;

* *
* HA 2T B EAIET =4y R

ods listing close;

proc logistic data=DrugsO;

class Gender; model Group (event="1")=Gender Age Bmi;
output out=ps00 pred=ps xbeta=ps xb stdxbeta=ps sdxb;
run;

ods listing;

MACRO: PSMATCHING ;

A TICE D~y Fr 7 BOWBREESY A - ﬁm}cé“é;
Hm A2 T LB~y F o 7%OT—4t v NEERT S

S D7

P T S S S

data: ANIRIBRT—HtEy MEAAIT R EEERIZEDIT -4y NeT5] ;
* id: REFSERT T IV L ;

* grp: BE (RWEEE XHRARE) 2RI 7T VEK ;

* tgrp_ind: 1BWHEAZ KT ;

* cgrp_ind: XHEREZERIMHE ;

* ps_pred: MR =37 2RITEH

* sort: vy F LI EITHBMA 2T OIEEFRE

* ——— sort = descending : AT DOKRKIWVIAE ;

* -—— sort = ascending : AT ONSWVE



mailto:uozumi@kuhp.kyoto-u.ac.jp

* ——- sort = random : TUXLRIA

* caliper: ¥ U /S—0ffi A 27 Dr Yy N LI EOEMERZEIZET 5H) 218E ;

* seed: HHED T — RZEE (sort = random) ;

* outid: ¥y F U ENIWREF S AR LICH LT =2y b ;

* outdata: ANKGET—F Ly "o~y TV T EINRD I BREFFZHIR LT —%Ey ~ ;

* <7 afhh ;

%macro psmatching(data,id, grp,tgrp_ind,cgrp_ind,ps_pred, sort,caliper, seed,outid, outdata);

* A 3T OBEL - AT Or Yy NEHL LB A
data ps_p;set &data; ps_pred=&ps pred; 1 ps pred=log(ps pred/ (l-ps_pred)); run;

* BREDT — Z A GRS ;
ods listing close; ods output summary=grp N;
proc means data=ps_p n; class &grp; var ps_pred; run;
ods listing;
data null ;set grp N;
where &grp=&tgrp ind; %global tgrp N; call symput ("tgrp N",ps pred N);
data null ;set grp N;
where &grp=&cgrp_ind; %global cgrp N; call symput ("cgrp N",ps pred N);
run;

*HR A T Dm Yy M LT AR OB R = A Y

ods listing close; ods output summary=lps p;
proc means data=ps_p stddev; var 1 ps_pred; run;
ods listing;

* T T ET UH BT SE O E YR ;
data one;set ps_p; seed=&seed; call streaminit (seed); ranvar=rand("uniform"); run;

* YT U T EITHIMNA ST OIAEIEE ;

$if "&sort"="descending" S%$then %do;

proc sort data=one out=one; by &grp descending ps_pred;
proc transpose data=one out = datal; by &grp; run;
Send;

%else %if "&sort"="ascending" %then %do;

proc sort data=one out=one; by &grp ps_pred;

proc transpose data=one out = datal; by &grp; run;
%end;

%else %if "&sort"="random" %then %do;

proc sort data=one out=one; by &grp ranvar;
proc transpose data=one out = datal; by &grp; run;
%end;

* vy F T EAT O OISO T — F BT B Wil ;

data id t (rename=(COL1-COL%eval (&tgrp N)=tidl-tid%eval (&tgrp N)));set datal;
if &grp=&tgrp_ind and NAME ="PatientID";

data ps_t (rename=(COL1-COL%eval (&¢tgrp N)=tpsl-tps%eval (&tgrp N)));set datal;
if &grp=&tgrp ind and NAME ="&ps pred";

data id c (rename=(COL1-COL%eval (&cgrp N)=cidl-cid%eval (&cgrp N)));set datal;
if &grp=&cgrp ind and NAME ="PatientID";

data ps_c (rename=(COL1-COL%eval (&¢cgrp N)=cpsl-cps%eval (&cgrp N)));set datal;
if &grp=&cgrp_ind and _NAME ="&ps pred";

run;

* Xy UR—FEELTHAA 2T vy F o7 2% ;
data all;




merge id t ps t id ¢ ps_c lps p;
caliper=&caliper;
array t id {*} tidl-tid%eval(&tgrp N); array c_id {*} cidl-cid%eval (&cgrp N);
array t ps {*} tpsl-tps%eval(&tgrp N); array c ps {*} cpsl-cps%eval (&cgrp N);
array used i {*} usedl - used%eval (&cgrp N);
array matched t {*} m tidl-m tid%eval (&tgrp N); array matched c {*} m cidl-m cid%eval (&tgrp N);
array min diff i {*} min diffl-min diff%eval (&cgrp N);
match N=0;
do i=1 to &tgrp N;

min diff=1; best match=0;

do j=1 to &cgrp N;

if used 1[Jj] then do;
if abs(log(t_ps[i]/(1-t_ps[i]))-log(c_ps[j]/(l-c_ps[3])))
< caliper*l ps pred StdDev then do;
if abs(log(t ps[i]/(1-t ps[i]))-log(c ps[jl/(l-c ps[jl))) < min diff then do;
min diff=abs(log(t ps[i]/(1-t ps[i]))-log(c_ps[j]/(1l-c ps[3])));
min diff i[j]=abs(log(t_ps[i]/ (1-t_ps[i]))-log(c_ps[jl/(1l-c_ps[il)));
best match=j;
end;
end;
end;
end;

if best match > 0 then do;
match N=match N+1; used i[best match]=1;
matched t[match N]=t id[i]; matched c[match N]=c id[best match];
end;
end;
run;
data all;set all;
max min diff=max(of min diffl-min diff%eval (&cgrp N));
sum min_diff=sum(of min diffl-min diff%eval (&cgrp_N)) ;
run;

* vy FUTENIERER SR LT =2y b

data &outid;set all;
array matched t {*} m tidl-m_tid%eval (&tgrp N); array matched c {*} m cidl-m cid%eval (&tgrp_ N);
do match = 1 to match N; treat id=matched t[match]; control id=matched c[match]; output; end;
keep match treat id control id;

run;

* PR R B

proc transpose data=&outid out=psmatch00; by match; var treat id control id;

data psmatch00;set psmatch00;
if NAME ="treat id" then &grp=&tgrp_ind; else if NAME ="control id" then &grp=&cgrp ind;
&1d=COL1; keep match &grp &id;

proc sort data=psmatch00 out=psmatch00; by &grp &id; run;

proc sort data=ps00 out=psO00sort; by &grp &id; run;

* NRGT — Sty hinbw T U T ENRP o L EREEEEAHIR LT — 22y b
data &outdata; merge ps00sort psmatch00(in=inl); by &grp &id; if inl=1 then output;
proc sort data=&outdata out=&outdata; by match &grp &id; run;

* w7 afkT
$mend psmatching;

Ty LRI A 2T <y F T

* ok Xt

$psmatching (ps00, PatientID,Group,1,0,ps, random,0.20,123456, matchesr,psmatchdatar) ;

* * o
*MHI A 2T OREWVIEICY Yy TF 7 ;
* *

’

$psmatching (ps00, PatientID,Group,1,0,ps,descending,0.20,123456, matchesd, psmatchdatad) ;
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library (Matching)
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data = read.csv("psout00.csv")

i A 2T ET VO (IREFEO DT TV ) ZHRE #44
Trt = data$Drug == "Drug X"

Hh F oy U S—OEEHEE #4#
caliper0 = 0.20

e AT Ow Yy ML $4#
data <- transform(data, ps.logit=log(ps / (1 - ps)))

$44 EBLHDT — R #44
set.seed (123456)

11~ T VA IFE ST TEAT ##4
Matching = Match (Y=NULL, Tr=Trt, X=dataS$ps.logit, M=1, replace=FALSE, caliper = caliper0);
summary (Matching)

Standardized Variable Differences

Lower Cutoff| Upper Cutoff|
| \
| \
Gender | o# |
| \
| \
Bmi | o | ®

| \
| \
Age ® | o |
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| \

LPS | o | #
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PS | o | %
| \
| \
| |
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