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ERHR : Feng et al.,,2006. "A Method/Macro Based on Propensity Score and Mahalanobis Distance
to Reduce Bias in Treatment Comparison in Observational Study” . P3.

STEP 1 : B AIERIENPABRELEZEE A Logistic Regression - 1558
HESSMEMNE N ZBERE - BISIMERDE - M Feng et al.
#18 logit function - ST EEME@ DB Z logit BERE - FEHIUE
—HEFRLEB 2R % -

STEP 2 : iE—{EmAIZ logit BENM L 1/4 REEE  SHENER L
NREE - EMIELLEIRA logit BEERIL—EBZEA -
ERERFTELETHERIER ZBZESN - —PRAZFR
&(Caliper method) Z &R - R LA/ B2 E — 20 ERIRRVIR &8
& -

STEP3: W EFr#E/ N2 & E - LIFMPrEE O E—RBIIEE 2 2 logit #
BRATL STEEHRBASIIUIE—mAIR 2 FIRraEEt - Hib
Bt Z T EER CRPIFTEEORE B 2 - BREIMASTRIPIETER
BErBIFRER -t EBIGRIEEE  BERERE 7 HRA
B - BB e LIEREBIR 2 $ IR R -

STEP4: AEEELI L 2 BLER  BERMRMBERAEZIEAIIFETRE 2



SIEBERE EYRETMIER O eNews 5 17 #§  2017/02

ill

BERL -EEP ARG AEAECH S BERERK
RIMBRZAOIEAR - ERE—EEBERNEAGRNEEZS - Al
EERAZEAR - (FREHEEX -

Feng et al.(2006) 2 SAS CODE RJiE#& % http://www.lexjansen.com
/pharmasug/2006/publichealthresearch/pr05.pdf - EX 4B AR R
il REZEERAZY  BENEZIRITUSEEHER - £IL - AXEME

BRI SHESRETRE - LEEEFEEARTARTHE - ALUBLUE

FEEER AW B o BEcH BT FREBIGRIEERE RS » BIBCE , ZA0 -
BMEMABRLERBO D BEE Z/EX - 5t st ERAEARAHREZER D
g ; BER - REBBOBEERR ZIBO DB EFIDREEE(BIL - 0.005) - fEREE
Ef ; BF  BENDRNHRAREK  MEOS BSRORAIEELRE - H5
A —1@& Riskset ; &% - P Riskset EGHER - (FREEHEBZERE -

Z N BMEREENEDRSSRAERETU N NEREERED DR
ECHEER DT - WERBSEEMNREDRER 696 I - HEREAZAE 14,672
il - FRABENENERN ZRAAARRAZRBERSE  JIFRRHAE
ZEEBARAE -

RMEREZENRTE  EEASHNFEREA t 8C - MBENEZHAZ
RRAFARE - REBENENDBRESZERFERBZD - JLESRR 7 FE(LEZ
O TRBIAAHRAENEASHEEIIZ IR AT LNBEEREN - E2E XA
AREHRIGERETERRDTT - WEERNTERRITERAFZE  MAMR
= BAEREBENTERG Bt RMPE—FTERER S HEHETER
ZNEE - RETEEFZEE -

x1 EENENRBEFEFEZEZBFRDHER

HRA a4
B B8 % EE2 % PfE
BRABE 14,672 696
mB
el <0.0001
578 7,605 51.83% 422 60.63%

5 7,067 48.17% 274 39.37%



SIEBERE EYRETMIER O eNews 5 17 #§  2017/02

ill

Fir  42437+16.1045 48.731+15.534 <0.0001
8
FLIRAE

5 [ 1,965 13.34% 183 26.29% <0.0001
HE PR % 849 5.76% 87 12.50% <0.0001
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KRB H=m 84 0.57% 10 1.44% 0.0041
fach 42 0.29% 10 1.44% <0.0001

18 14 PE 2= 4 i 129 0.88% 15 2.16% 0.0006
Rl 338 2.29% 29 4.17% 0.0015
EF R AR = 52 0.35% 18 2.59% <0.0001
Fregqt 73 0.50% 5 0.72% 0.4179

MLl BEHERRET - PR2% T RREGEERER 2 HER
H pER JURHER 2 BECHEE T MAED 223974 0.061+£0.0493 -
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12 14 FE 2 M w 11 1.58% 15 2.16% 0.4284
el 25 3.59% 29 4.17% 0.5788
BRARBRE TS 18 2.59% 18 2.59% 1.0000
FFEE1E 5 0.72% 5 0.72% 1.0000
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2y {5 % B & % P&
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D=8 1.15% 15 2.16% 0.1411
REAE WSS 1.30% 10 1.44% 0.8173
A& cp 14 2.02% 9 1.30% 0.2931
12 14 FE ZE M m 14 2.02% 14 2.02% 1.0000
=i 20 2.89% 28 4.04% 0.2399
BBARRR =S 9 1.30% 16 2.31% 0.1577
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X Note : AR R 1 ELRARARR riskset AR 693 4 - MELIBECHZE IBARAR riskset
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£ 24 6324 % 634 % PE
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EE D8 0.058+0.0394 0.058+0.0395 0.9429
B
gl 0.7531
E°8 1,674 60.92% 414 60.26%
2 1,074 39.08% 273 39.74%
File 48.767+15.600 47.459+15.511 0.8255
HRAE

= [ 734 26.71% 179 26.06% 0.7281
1 FRIm 333 12.12% 84 12.23% 0.9375
RN RE=ES 100 3.64% 24 3.49% 0.8548
DR IS 51 1.86% 14 2.04% 0.7542
REAE W 0s 33 1.20% 9 1.31% 0.8159
B J2 35 1.27% 8 1.16% 0.8179
18t BE 22 14 it s 43 1.56% 14 2.04% 0.3853
E=fli 105 3.82% 28 4.08% 0.7569
ERRBR B2 38 1.38% 12 1.75% 0.4763
FreE(E 12 0.44% 5 0.73% 0.3308

X Note : AERHR 4 EHRAZRARR riskset AHEAS 687 A - MABRHF 3 EHRARER riskset
HES 3 A ARcHE 2 EHRARAKR riskset HEA 1 4 - ARHE 1 EHRAREN
riskset B 1 48 - MELRBECH R H BB riskset HER44EH -

x5 EREESHEHZ 1.4 BEHER

HRA 4
2 5324 % 5324 % P&
BEREE 2,720 680
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Fiie  47.303+17.342 48.489+15.457 0.1034
HRAE
= [ 600 22.06% 175 25.74% 0.0409
1 PR A 282 10.37% 81 11.91% 0.2435
RNl RESES 65 2.39% 22 3.24% 0.2117
DRI 46 1.69% 13 1.91% 0.6936
NEA S e s 32 1.18% 9 1.32% 0.7533
B 2 19 0.70% 7 1.03% 0.3757
18 {4 P ZE 14 it s 47 1.73% 13 1.91% 0.7447
Bt 90 3.31% 27 3.97% 0.3971
ERR R B2 R 23 0.85% 8 1.18% 0.4168
FreE(E 13 0.48% 4 0.59% 0.7153

X Note : AERHE 4 EHRAZAR riskset AHES 680 A - MARHF 3 EHRARER riskset
AN 14 ARcHE 2 EHRAREKR riskset HEA 5 4 - AT 1 EHRAREN
riskset #HEI7 2 A - MEDRBECH R H RARAH riskset HER 8 H -
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