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IPTW or Adjustments using the estimated propensity score, which, how and why can we use from a robustness

and bias reduction points of view?
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O IRENROHBITE L\ & D W0IE, HEER BICITHEIRE OBR bias KATET D2 L1l d, T ORI
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WCHWE S &35 L, ETMCHABIAEN DB RO 2, ET NV OBIEHEDHIKID b FREEI TR A A
HY ., Elo, BRIRONT A= HEMBAERL ARLER LD LD, DFED | ERIES AL TE
LB OFPHENT L B PR RIR biais ORIFIIZIRARH o 7=, £ T, ZOfEPIE L LT propensity score(PS)
ERWEFENBZIRESNTE L, TOFRBIILLTTH S,
propensity score DFEARK RS b PSOREAN R T MIE- THIRTH S, 4. TLE (WF
GEXH G OVRFRE) . TORE CRIEREE) | 2 DOWREIROUKAEZ X 5 LU TO X S22 D,

TR TL & TO DIBANROZENR MY T2 hiE, W CHBREICFEIFEC TL & TO DI ATV, I6E

Y1 & YO B L, ZOZEOHEMNTHE E[Y1—Y0] CE¥JREZh S average causal effects) % 3RO FUIE Ly,
ERE. RBPIRAR TL & TO OIRFEROHEE TIZH L5, L L, ZERBL 1L AOHFHREITIT L
DIRFELITO TR TERW(OED RICTIOWBRZAT AT YL LFEROT — 2 3Bl shin),
LT, TRTORFEDRICE L 5 2 D200 H w3 W CEF IR CIERDRE RS (A—AEB 2
TRV &EX, BB SN WBRES B CHBRE 125 2 DIRRIRIZT X THATE % &£\ ) strongly
ignorable 22 REAN L W 7o &3 4UE, LU R & 9 72 Rubin Causal Model D B 5, B4 S - g
B A (YIHLLIZY0) o EHRRSREHET 5 L TE D,

Rubin Causal Model

R SR E[YLI—YOlIE., Y1 & YO SN2 HIELLF & 725,

E[Y1—YO]=E[Y1]—E[YO0] (1)

UL, EBICBEREINDGT —X1F, TL & TOIZHI D (T S - g5 1375 50%E 5 729,
E[Y1]—E[YOJ#E[Y1|T1]—E[YO[T2] L7200, BEINI=T — X O PHRERE BIRICHET 5 Z 13T
ERAAN

TRIERE TLICHEID T 168 E E[YLTL]

RTHREE TOZHEID 11 B 1a%N S E[YO[TO]

(7720, TL 1BHEE ~OFIHREE, TO: REE~OBIIREZ RS, )

DS, IEEA(CHEGARR CHIVE, IIEA(LEIMIC LD T, TO OFIHIMERE 15 & (M2 S S
e TORERTL, TO & YL, YOI L7225, Wiz, QUK BAEAL LGSR T3 IR R F
E[Y1—YOlL, BIRENTT —Z 0O HETHIENTED, I, BRRBRICEELLALERHEET
H %5,

E[Y1[T1]=E[Y1|]TO]=E[Y1]. E[YO[TO]=E[YO[T1]=E[Y0] X V.
E[Y1[T1]—E[YO0|T2]= E[Y1]—E[Y0]= E[Y1—YO0] (2)

UL, BIEIZETIZ Y0 & TO, Y1 & TOIFMNZ TRV, ZOAF AIFIHTE 22V, ZZTUTFO

D ICRBRT 5 29,

L. BOWRE u MBS R Z (Z1: HEE, Z2 e, Z3: PERIL ---Zp. Zp+l, --0) EFRDL. BEBR
FOBFRITBEINTZ pEOEHRTTXCTHIAEIND LV strongly ignorable 72 E A < & p [HOWERE
BEBFRILZRL, W—AWEREE 2T N TE, 20X T HEHANGITEHR R EHET D
ZEMTED,
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Y OR%) & TEUERIIIRNL L 72 %,
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£T5&

E{%z}—E[YHz] E[—|z}_E[Y1|z] (4)

wYLETIE, z givend b & TN
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EEOMERELX, YIZ
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IPTW 7% & Propensity Score(PS)IZ & 2 FaE& gt ik

IPTW(Inverse Probability of Treatment Weighted) & (%, (10)=X\%&Z D F EFRIH L= HIE T, 1RIEREO LR R
Y1 EFREEO YR YO 1T, WHRE Y RN OHE LSBT DMEROM S E2 EA L Lz, SEEOIGHE
Ry OBET L UTEHREIND, 722U, RO e(zi), xHRBEOMER l-e(z)) D4t € D F
FHWD L NEBIOFOELNKREL LD T, BEHOFEG pl & p0 THAIFE T DR ZBR L 72 R
RO IO EHL wki ZHV LD,

S T . pl

e(zi)

SRR T w0 ji = P
1-¢e(z)

INHROERIT, HEBREE R DR L CYIRRAECE 0 AT DU WIEEZ § OPBRE OB % HH
KHNCE  LTRAUE, TpREE, B OBRE T RORY ITHEINDI LW ZETHD, b7
<, SAScoding TREIXLL T & 725,

/* IPTW Coding */

Proc logistic data=#5r# 15 5t L IERBENFAET 27 —F v b,

Model TRT(EVENT="1")=ABCDE ---+; [*TRT 1={RIERE. O=XfHRRE */
*ABC:----BlE st mlA+ */
OUTPUT OUT=PS PRED=P; [* P: Propensity Score */
RUN;
DATAPS;
SETPS;

IF TRT=1 THEN WGT=1/P*&n1./&N; [* &nl {BEREOHIE. N 261, &n0 XD HIER */
IF TRT=0 THEN WGT=1/(1-P)*&n0/&N; /* WGT IPTW D E X */;
RUN:

IEBIZIE, Cox EURICHWAIZEL T &2 %,
PROC PHREG DATA=fi#t 258 & WGT WFET 527 —# &> b ;
MODEL TIME*CENSOR(0)=TRT ;
WEIGHT WGT;
RUN;

—J7. EAFRERIRATICH T 5 PSIC L A FEEMRNTIE CIE, RS A2 b L ICHE I LIIBRERICER T 2R
=Propensity score %, A X2 h DA U CTHEYNS 5 Koy L7z Bb Az N & LTHWS, Z0EKk
%, BEOWEBRE S DR H % 1 >0 Propensity score ([ZHEFIT 5 W) ZETHDH, 28, 5XGNEND
LSRG EDOREITIEE LR OEEHE VM LT D LI TET, EEMICA XY M D, 5 XS
LI EofEfbidE L Th D, F£7-. Cochran” P Rosenbaum and Rubin®iZ JviE, {2 =2 7 78 5 [X4y
fETx, ROMITICHET 200 THIUL, HRAFORYICE D34 7 A% 0% TE 5 & Hd ST



b, Fio. XD TIE85%, 3K TH 80%D/NA T ANRETEDL Z ERHESNTND, DT,
SAS coding T/REIZLLT & 7225,

I* PS T X % SR AEHTIE Coding  */

Proc logistic data=#5k ¥ 15 5t L IERBENAFAET 27 —F v b,

Model TRT(EVENT="1")=ABCDE ---+; [*TRT 1={RIERE. O=XfHRRE */
*ABC- Bl SN RK T */
OUTPUT OUT=PS PRED=P; /* P: Propensity Score */
RUN;
DATA PS;
SETPS;

IF P>0 AND P<=?? THEN PS1=1;ELSE PS1=0; /* PS Z @tz 5 X% */
IF P>?? AND P<=??? THEN PS2=1;ELSE PS2=0;

IF P>???? THEN PS5=1;ELSE PS5=0;
RUN;

IEFIZIE, Cox ERICHWAIIZEL T &2 %,
PROC PHREG DATA=f##T HZ$% & PS1,PS2, -+, PS5 NFETHT—H v b
MODEL TIME*CENSOR(0)=TRT PS1 PS2 PS3 PS4;
I*& %\ STRATA PS % 5 [X4y L7245 */
RUN;

IPTW {£ & PS (2 X 2l ffMT A I @3 5 R S IH

IPTW 751 PS I X DAsfpTih . HARIZIZVER L 7= propensity score 3% 4 TH 0BT XTTH 5,
TERLTZPS DF = v 7R A » MIU T TH D, AT & S 720 PSITATIC WS Z LIXTE R,

@ fEpk L7 propensity score i%, HJ L T 2 HBE T 7D bias & X H A LD X570,
© propensity score TERIZ W2 2880 (BERE T ) 13X, IBRDIRICH T2 D bias T XTI TE 5%
D7 D7=strongly ignorable 72 R E Z i 729 & W2 D DD,

@ {ERL L7z propensity score i, BHIL T HHREL RO bias 22X bALBAHIEDL 0

Z U7 propensity score % FH T fENT 24T 0 B A HE%?)W)?: I HRA L RNTHY, Flo, bBEERT =
VI WAL N ThD, TR LTZ PS ORI 2RI 256, #BRE T 5 2 & OIREREH O effect size & PS
THERI% CHIRT A0 R OB CTEE T = v VRS U h D,

effect size(j) = (X33 — Xoj)/se(X1; — Xg;)

X1y, Xoj @ 7 B OB ZH T OIRFRE Lk HEEO A

sese(Xyy — Xo;) AR ERE
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