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A=A}, g-formula® 245 27T B2 A 2 XA (misspecification)®]]
ofsf| Qt & FHA7F duty A W3lst=A] & S AAF =
AESH= o] gtk Aol ®e & AR o E X A=A
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I.A1%W

£ 99 AA(time-fixed)olA] k=&Fo] o]Fojz AT A=REHH
OlN}FES o= WHEL standardization(Sjolander A(2018)), inverse
probability of treatment weighting(Horvitz DG.(1952), Rosenbaum PR
5(1983), Robins JM 5(2000)), augmented inverse probability weighted
estimator(Robins JM §(1994)) 12]1 targeted minimum loss-based
estimator(Van der laan MJ $(2006), Van der laan MJ §(2011)) 5 ttJsHA
igEo] o, '] ARREIL ity TS R ZEIIHo|A o]zt &
T35t Yot g7 X 7F & A= Ark(Sjolander A(2018), Van der wal
WM 5(2011), Gruber S 5(2012), Zhong Y 5(2021), Zetterqvist ]
5(2015)). oA AJ7tof| w2t Zho] ol =& W< (time-varying exposure)
ZHE YRS W= gy W (confounder)”t }—Xﬂﬁ = AL ®FZHQl
SAESE 7|t 2 wW¥(traditional methods)E< Q¥ &3t FH X0
HeF(bias)E WYX ZITh= Hlo] & L&A %D}(Hernan MA 5(2020)).
59], Z2EAA =2H AT U *}XHO} ESEEY &S ARl wEt Hok=
HSE 20 ZEAEY 18 AHle 1A =& W5 s IF=
HA ok 717k =& ¥4 ogﬁbe— T Azl wEt v 2 $5]
= otA Hot. wEha 22X 1§ AHE AEsHA 1EehA] 2l #EARI
S| ARG o]-&sto] EAgHH % tﬂ—’?—g] A BT FAX|ol= HIFo]
st Hot 1879t 2ol A F Wl ofs = Wl ths 71719
L3 Hpo| IFE F= uE %ZF—% Am-e Hae =Y
confounder feedback)e|g} dE =t}

olEgt HFS AASH ] Al SHHEME W] James M. Robins 4= A1
et Hols =g A7t e BT BRI AEEEE oY A m-uH

T HH 2AE wtgste] JIBaIH}E FEot= WHR g-method
(g-method°l= g-computation formula(E°14 g-formula)(Robins JM

1

1:

fox|
3

m&" lo m{w ]

Ol(treatment-

IJ_.

5(1986)), inverse probability weighting= AF&-3F marginal structural
model(Robins JM §(2000)), g-estimation(Robins JM 5(1989)) Al 7}4]



o] ZE)E NSt ol AAEEA AL Wi (healthy worker
Z49 ARE B0k AR A4 A

T UE A H¥ (selectlon bias) #AIE EHH o O 4 = WHo|th
b A5t A4AE2 g-methodoll Hgt 7R} 71&4 Q1 AlF W&o gt
£0 =2 g-method A& o]8FS A1 JUoH(Naimi Al 5(2017)).
= 4] B AtAFo M g-method AME-S] B ‘a"‘*E 5(2002)
11914 A58k 8F o, A =i A B gofA] ©o]

FefEdo] g 53 =23 IS 2A= (1) 532 99 24 4243

I Ato]9] #A7} vl P (non-linear)°]™ H|7FiHnon-additive)
AL Ao, (i) ¥ == Atel9] 2% A&(interaction)°] A7 |3
223} Aold, (jii) Yol B Afo]o] dipAo] uj& Frk= Ho| 9t} shH T
i35t 9] Jennifer F. Bobb, Linda Valeri I+ 7|& kernel machine
regression(KMR) H'H& Z=Y4sto] o|23t £A15Z si&dstalAt stitk(Bobb
JF 5(2015)).

A B st Ao B 4o Hig &S oF7] 8] AHEshe
HhHol|&= FElasticnet regression(Forns ] 5(2016)), Partial least square
(Agier L 5(2016)), Weighted quantile sum regression(WQS)(Carrico C
5(2015)), Bayesian kernel machine regression(BKMR)(Bobb JF 5(2015))
50l ot &3] s =E(multiple cause)S FA5H ©HE & 3+ BKMRO]
ofg] & A AolA FHZ Wl rh(el&H| 5(2019).

A 418] 5(2022)2 A EA A5t ?ﬂ?‘ ol A Al7tol| wet WMok Hot ko
7% = B7HE o de= AR g-formula®t BKMR= 4708t
SAloll g-formula®t BKMRE] % dﬂr GHE HESHAH

g-formula2 WHE S EH Az oA T4 7Hset X w2-ws 99l HY
EAQE HPol wrgste] £40] 7hesh, AR EA AE w22

> 1:19
r? 19



HA 95t AFoA &35 UErd 4 Sle A" HdS afFoE SAE &
O™, marginal causal effecto] tH-g5l= 2 L
A H(risk measure)E &3l At&0] 7Fsoltt.
iy 82F-1k8 X(dose-response curve)@ =2 Alo]9] Qlatd WG

Z-8{(causal interaction)& A& 0 ZE AFdlF+= =5 R H7]A] ‘gfoRmula’
(Lin VL 5(2019))0l14 Al&stAl %ot Foll=dat 173 23 Aol THAE
A7, Ao m ERI5H7] ofFth= o] g-formula®] &4 9 Ao =
A=A, EZ g-formula® A3 A3l BP9 dF AF
(misspecification)oll Q8] <Qli} &3} FAHX|7} Aupy 34 WHslsl=A] 5
ML AAA R HESH= o] §ith= Ao] & Aol & 4= Qlth

g-formula®} BKMRZ B 0|3 0% & ¥9] 742} FistA 80|
7Fs s g-formula®] F-%, =& ¥4 Ao BAE 2o §rsof sf=
i BKMRE =& W Alo]9] AhAlS BgolA AY BE(kernel matrix)
&9l §tgst7] wZoll =& WS Aol BA 52 ofR glo] A} WS
FoflEdol et = Aol 7hesith E kE Wy Aol 1 AEZ
grkelal, olE AZAFoR RSk Tet 74 kE: WS AR IRISE
(posterior inclusion probability; PIP)& R I7|A] ‘bkmr (Bobb JF
5(2018))0llA AlFst7] wiizell A7 dxel E3 FoEd Aol Ao thigt
olaf& FIAor T 4 U} Yoyl B4A I (parametric model)S
AESH= g-formula®}t H|wsto] BKMRS HeEo| thefet 13y &
(higher—order term) £+ W3S g 3PS HHYgstr] Yo A FES o] &3t

87 2 (mixed effect model)S AMESH| W&o EGE2
FAT Abol9] BAE g-formulaltt FAsHA 71€T &+ Ut

, BKMRZ ®HE: S A=E tE W #2 59 S710l et Al4kgo]
w2 S746l, $3-RF AEo] iR 27 Qe BE BAEY
ol 23~19 BL9] AZto] A8 FE A7 AR ol 2O
e S 7He Ad 83 viZx ARl Z8-7FE2(Markov chain

Olt ﬂ-]l
::l,

2, ol

o\i D:Ol

&)

o
e

22 =
oo r
olr

2



( AU QMERE JI0|=2t0 A SAZAY e )

Monte-Carlo; MCMCQC) 714t H|o|Z|Qt 7|¥ o] AFg o2 HE Z=of ula} B4
Alzto] FEER F716H] woltt. E3L o] 2% A} W4 tfsto] BKMR-2
=8 (probit) 39 EFT AFo| 7Fssh7] wizo] B4, om ZAo] 2
AEElE @ = H](odds ratio)g &3 3 £40] A7 Ao vAE JFS
Sjafstr] ofFth= ©Rol St
QoA Aael Zxet ol ZF vhof disf AlgHdEo] AL, 4F
A FEA=0| g-formula®t BKMR HH

171 flsiAe SAFES 7iAdsoF ettt 1E]al 7
HA st dAkso] AAl @A AME 4 UAEF ThojEelS

|0

ro 48,
o]

o i oo L

)
ol
ol
Kl
_|>~_l,
(ol
_'\'L

>

=
2

2, #E Ml A0 o

9

Lin VL 520199 A014 24 98 f7ol e = ofr, A4y
A% Bl oBY WAE AW WA A me Wit 949

OlEY L& WHE 7= AROJA parametric g-formulags 23
B4 £ JEE ol R T2 7|2 E 7HEstct.

Bobb JF 5(2018)8] AAtollA F3 &4 Atole] e 2§ |3l Ayt
Ha=oko] v 8-1Hs TAIE 1P FrYst= X3P BKMR= A5t
3 k& ARE BT £ JQEE R T2 1j7|XE /sy

vu 5(2022)2 ¥ &4
Aol wret ok Adt M
g-formula®} H|E$Z o7 =
2Rl Adstal, A8 8-S AESHYH.

Bobb JF 5(2015)2 443 ZA3 HBT ofYe} o|l&Ey A3t Ak

BKMRO| A& 7Fsstes R W71A1E 7ILstAAINE, o]d ¥4l dish 24,



I.A1%W

Olg FopolA HIE=7l JA AMEE= ZEY 39 ZFvt 7Lt

VanderWeele T 5(2014)2 @< AlHolA F2 AREE= A 135 2§
Z]F#Ql additive interaction, multiplicative interaction T+ relative
excess risk due to interaction(RERD®] tigt A2 A&t #1t of=t
AR 1T A-E3 1A WS Ag Ato]o] Ao disiAE 7wttt 11
% RERIQ] A%, Sjolander A(2018)°1A4] standardization< #-&5t] RERIE
4% 4 &= R W71A stdRegE 7lEstal HjZSHIT

Park 5(2021)9] A+= AR E3¥E(posterior distribution)?] AlAto] o]
85, AArol 7HHEI BRE SO AR EEE At HE Hol= W
(variational Bayes method) % 34l A& vlE HE FE(automatic
differentiation variational inference)& A5t C<QFEFEH|SE R
(pharmacokinetic model)ol| 2-835to] AA| @44 Monte Carlo Markov
Chain(MCMC)2] tiqte = ARgo] 7h53tA] HESIIH.

2]
component)’} 7FFAIZE & I APA B 3E(gaussian process prior
distribution)®] spectral analysis®l] 7|8kt FARQI FEE2 THETH,
24A QA (parametric component)?} H|ES4ZE QA (nonparametric
component)Z “AH FE4ZF HY(semiparametric model)o] HE
Hlo] = "3 ARESto] MCMC ARE tiH| 2o A9to] 48 5= Al &Y

& %8g Byt




1) AF}3EF Bdrzo] g3t joj=dtel ¥& U BE wEg
ARz FYRA THA)

A48l 5(2021)> Algte] w2t #slste T =2 ol
IS g-formula® EA5H= WO st 7lo|=2kQ1-S 25Tt o
5(2022)& 271 oA SEd &7 QS ARIFS A o7 FA5H]
At SA 7ol EElS A/ttt

9] 7holEeRRlE &5t JIFEN EtleE SAEA Aol gl A5
2~3R03} A9 A7t 1903 S 3d S RS EA8HEA, Zol=elS
FAstaL, o] o WAs= 29 SH= AUt

ol

2) dA SAEAHE(g-formula, BKMR)9] Ag-dS MAsH
SAEAH EEFEAE IA)

29 % 24 Aol AAnd @E #8S additive

interaction, multiplicative interaction(!e+ interaction on additive-,

(o]
g-formula W'Y

multiplicative-scale) 12|31l relative excess risk due to interaction
(RER]Z 53 Hrlelal, 8 282 Ao Hdshke F=5 /4 Alasiod
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g-formula
25 A ZA,

A

2

2aol

H7F W8S EYE g-formulacl T

5

ofUiet thio]

o] 2 471 2 AH=oll= BKMR

7RA1s

S}
H

3

TEANA =

3199 BKMR W2 2x24 3]

5

o] 7H5

&

2y 57 Bt 4
2R st BA g FoplA AHI Yt AP AR 22 HE

ing

24 Aol 7 22 o
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tol 7iE ZEA ] of
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o
=
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I. |93 49

1. g4 U8

1) AF327 Bdrdo] g slojsatel S8 P RE g
Az AHEA BA)

(1) Q=2 & EYCE IE 710|1E2fQ 2 HHES A JHE

o A13] 5(2021)2} 9A13] 5(2022)0] 7to|=atelg Qoksly, E4A7FAh
AEE 7|HC & ‘synthpop’ R WA S AF&3lo] AA| E4A7FAT 279}
AR AA1E 4 HlolEHE WEATH

ATFE0] gt Ul AFZE9] oJFfE =4}, 5 AR vl SHHE
thake] Miguel A. Herndn ¥ James M. Robins W7} W7 Qa2 WA
‘Causal Inference: What If HYEZ 750 AFPHEAATH
&9 FERE|ESIAA}; ShH, o] FEIAR 75T

(2) Qux2 H =SE IE 710|E2H219

o

=2
S

o 415] £(2021)9} oI418] £(2022)0] Fol=2tele B-gatol, AFEET
2 BARAY 7AYol gt AT 2397 AU HEZ 197

AT ARE EAEY, 7lol=slE 4ok, o] mf BAse A9



2) @A SARA
5

W
=)
MEAE NEEEAS A

(@)
N
o
3
C
oy
1o
Ofm
-]
i
1z
i3
=
T

S HASHE A28} I=S AwstaAt Bt (1)
22 ¥ grlslnA} she =xo] HolZ x| A5t
FHAELY A ARE F7gsto]
24 9o Agstud A (2)

3
2, Azto] WAE FHAT Aol ATy AT HL-S

-
rt['.
olo

w310 QPg Bk WHE AESIA Gk g-formula® AHgle] 24

23t0] S At 840l R0 A=A BA, 22A BFA
SeA3AA A 291 = He e a3 Heo] o 22 7Y 24
Z¥zko] WPA7l= HeF 9 AF 77 coverage rateg A A &9

= 7 -
HEFOEH g-formula® AT 2 PYS BISIIA Bk

horseshoe 4% =4 AR £ 9 HE ZAF d11E8]E5S o]-85t BKMRE]
S5 Pt HHE S E ARoA dHou Y avE F8EH ¢

B4
AN HE 71271714 A ANE S18%O2A BKMRY A5 st
she}

n2y) 57) R 48o] 7153 BKMRS 2A4E 37] wEE 580]
FsPHES Bgstel o5y 23 Wl tiste] BA, o= EA0IA 4

AFEEE AE] 2= Hlof tigh gj4o] YhssteR stz ettt

13



MEl S d

Fj 419 1A 95 A7} 3t Ao] H§oh] SoIRES §F-UHS
43} 5 28-S EASH A%} T @ AHE BKMRE A 24
A3te] oA W PURS) ASX) BA, 2eAe) B S4A4EA
57, nd W Bl 2 950 BE 1Y BA)S A9shs Folsatele
At A% L RSt dict

D AHFE 9 5 s IE 7lolEE]] F= WES AR AT

(1) &M CIO|EE &K%t g-formula 241 7I0|E2Q1 JH

202193} 20220f] APt E G QATFE 7ol =il 9 FAEAH

(1, 208 89fstal, E4A73d A 5E 7|RFC = ‘synthpop’ R H7|A&
] R=Xo]

ARg5te] AR ELARAG 2Rl GARE dAlE A HlolEHE TEY

>
rE
19
r
2
fim}
rok
ol
[P
[
=
N
ot

(2) Q=2 Wit

ANut=Eof gt = AFRE9] oS =0l A}, & AR vl sPHE
theke] Miguel A. Herndn ¥ James M. Robins W7} W7 Q52 watbA]
‘Causal Inference: What If HIYES ThE0] AR AATLY EHo|X&

£9) FaEstuA e

14



2) dEE L BPgeF FE slo|satalel B
(1) g-formula 0|2 % OX 24 M|OJLt
459 3203} AFA YA HAEIF 190 Ao 2 Q2 W Bt
7ho|=gielS &85t g-formula °]&E3} A E40] ofgt Aluug %138
(2) 710|=2fQ1 AN &E Al Ho 3H N

Zhol=ekel &8 Al HAe= 29 SHe AFE I

b 8Y-8tg T
A B 3 ATAVE RABY E SR Aegt ARG 1T HE
FHROINE Bt 229 27)E Astel B e R WelE

Ak, o) 23 8 717 Aol i BReaiEs) Q7 avE Sl
$F-H BHG LA IHRGHELC] & A A9 EE FuA
o) =

7RI )= AlFStAA ftr AL djAl= ofet

[Step Al]l A2 BrkelalA) sh= falEde] 5] &gk Fdigt 18]
L9 SVHES ARSI A5 50, H v&9 g Oug/mi), HAG
(40pg/mi) 18|11 FLO] F7HE(Gng/mi)E A7d5t] H7FolaAl ok 525
A A3HO, 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30, 35, 40; @9 ug/mi).

[Step A2] A7+ A} AollA BE £2210] 85 3 s/ A" 4 =Y

o] A% FFE g-formulag &9 FTh



( AAH OINR2 JI0|=2101 I EAEMH T (3)
[Step A3] Step A2014 £3E 7+ 5= 8 A7 J9FS IHn=2 T4
(18 T-113 Zt) £ ZAoA= Step Al~Step A3S Esolo] (18 I-11&

BASh= =8 Eskal, AlSotaA; gt

Dose-response curve

w

o

o
L

Response
— N
o o
o o

o
1

Dose

[23 1-1] 8=-0t2 ZMo| ojA| I8

@ frofEdo] F 7HARl A% S

F3l E3o] & 7HHH Step Al F 7HX19] R5EAol thajA St
Step A201A4 & FalEd e sxo i3t = 230 tist g-formulas
5ol A% 4 Ak AT OR Step A2004 FHH 7 5k 2% 9
A% e JH=E= TASHE 1Y [1-219 2

oo

L X
I Y

level
(0.00, 0.02]
(0.02, 0.04]
(0.04, 0.06]
(0.06, 0.08]
(0.08, 0.10]
(
(
(

Dose 2

0.10, 0.12]
0.12, 0.14]
0.14, 0.16]

2 - 0 1 2
Dose 1

[23 m-2] a4 J89 oAl 2

16



Alzto] a7l |EAT ArmoflA At W] Higt o] £F = WS4 AR
o7& W3S Zr8(causal interaction)? I7|1E AT 4
additive interaction, multiplicative interaction 12|31l RERIZ

Am YW ALY =5 HeR S5to] ALbstal, A4 o2 HASHAIA} St
Azto] WA BAATNA AT o] BF T olRY wE W% Aol

additive interaction 4] o9} Ztt

Additive interaction =

PY(1,1)=1)—PY(1,0)=1)—P(Y(0,1)=1)+P(Y(0,0)=1)

9] Ao Ya b)a, b (0,1} F O|2F kx U7t o b 1Y T
VAR A = ZAA A3} W (counterfactual or potential outcome)s
oJujgltt. o]F A& & ¥ ¥ v SHHE ARE S5t ofel Zoj
H o] 7hsst.

Additive interaction =

P(Y(a, b)=1)—P(Va, 0)=1)—P(Y0, ) =1)+ P(Y(0, 0)=1)

FAEE A ittt diE 501, S8 A=A £47]7t0] 8ido]aL,

i
ofx
Aw
off
ki
N
&
&
~
N}
f
o
N
in,
(r
=)
1A
é?*
[©)
2
(O]
=t
=
g
o
e}
=)
o
3
4
_\|l_‘
)
b
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[

el QYRR Jl0[SRt0l U SAHRAY 7

==

2 Q)

FAES S I Yeb= A7) 275 Queit) mehA viE SE Ass 4
additive interactione AAFotal, AlZSlol= 32 offjet ATt

18

[Step B1] 2 210] Sl=A] B7FoRAL she F faledlel] =g 4%
de So], Y} 718 22 15u/ml, 10pg/mio|A 1.5 Zgo] 9l
Bt Al @3 7H=wl] s A 15u/ml, 10p/ml 0.2 473

[Step B2] A+ 4 Aol BE 2R Hisf 2t fale
Step Bl1oJA AAH 5=d o] A% J9FE g-formulad & .
A& E0], A+ A FAdlA BE =AY 5 @ 191 EF 7w
7} 15u9/ml, 10pg/mi 735 15u9/ml, Oug/miQ 74~ Oug/ml, 10p9/mi]
3L, X907 Qug/ml, Oug/mi 73014 g-formulas S A7} IF
g3ttt
[Step B3] Step B20IlA 484 4714 7 92 EWi= RERIE AXSHL,
1 2 Aldeteld [ -39 2o 2 BAO)M = Step Bl~Step B3=
xgsto] [ [1-31S Bk I=E /Ndsta, Agstaar st

r&v

o

Al

i

i)

7

ox
ot
=N

i)
N —lNl B
off
H1

o 2L

['l
o

4)«
rsﬂ

0.7

0.6

Risk

0.5

Dose 1

oiret 20| 2E =X ¥E H SZ7t 15u/ml, BE

b 10p/mi22 8 SO FXIEAS Mo F Roli=H
Alo[e] Q1 ws XZS A|ZHO=Z HO|7| 2fgt KA 22, Dose
=2 25 H S5 20 #E 22 E 7158 S5t 100y/mI22

o
0|'|' o



=
re
4
0%
I

8d S RXIEIUS me| Znjo|1, OfYE M2 AT 7IEE Skt
Ong/m L= 8 St RX|EIUS M2 Znj. M2 OfHZE H4MS
TAOIS AT et F00 HSE.

(2) BMZLe HYES Yook LY

o

ol

Az o Z=X| EX(missing data problem)

EXARAT 2F7 9} Zo] ¥HE =A% zFgo|A A7t wat Hils &

W e wgh W] 25 (missing value)7t EAISHE 4%, 1 25AE
Q= O 7 last observation carried forward(LOCF)Q} imputation

o] Atk LOCF W& AlZte] wheh ’sks Haeof diste] ¢ Al o)A

AEAE -1 AROIA B5E #eE 9= WS Yo, imputation -
S A=A ASA7L Qe M /\}3’3 of AR ASA7} Sl M E

dq&shs LIPS 7=, 1 ¥ 53 5 i Fsto] dS5A]9 gew
A= WhHS ou|sith ImputationS 4 T2 73 R4 R H7]A] ‘mice’ S
53 =P 4 AHS Van Buuren 5(1999), S Van Buuren 5(2011)).

B2 A oA e ELARAG 2L bkE 245 7o LOCFY imputation
S 8ot 2EAE ARE o, dAaT X YYo= HIF E
A EF7ES] coverage rateE RASHIL, F HIH F ofwHTh HHo| I AT
I B ot AFAEoA BT & = HHIAA =AHos PEstIA

L) Z2Xte| EFEIGH ELMZARIT ZX((rregular visit process problem)

AALHEAY A 13020 mh=d S 2Fol| 2ske L= AAgolA
W 2He I95 5 Foiedeiy d740] fddeA gl H A=
Hestr] Al 718 s ExAdtE Wes wof Qi sHARt o F Hg
A 59 AET AMrE ARoA 4R ZEAE Wd SeAddEe de
ZAo2 YeRt] ¢l EfF o HRE v Zlog Uelgtt o]Hgl olfE



2} imputation WS
A =g 7]Eo

e wlEstel B4 Aol

(E II-1) 7IE Xjg9 7=

2%} ID a%l Ak atl =M Z
1 2012 1
2015 2
2011 1
2013 2
3

1

P B e

=
i
re
I

2016
2010

WINININ|—
OO0 |Oo|Oo
o= 1O0O|l—-|0O

E [I-2) g3 Xzol 7=

2 W9 oS WS TN NAE ZEXE QUj3,

Z2% ID A%l AL atl =M Z4p e LE B
1 2012 1 0 0
1 2013 2 NA NA
1 2014 3 NA NA
1 2015 4 0 1
2 2011 1 0 0
2 2012 2 NA NA
2 2013 3 0 1
2 2014 4 NA NA
2 2015 5 NA NA
2 2016 6 1 1
3 2010 1 0 0

20



ID7} 191 222h= 20129 %2} 201599 S0 7340dE W< I-1).
SHARE o] ZEXH= 20134, 20149 =0 Ed437e2 TA] git7] wioll
2HE ARdMe 23 Wt = W7 NAR SATHKE 1[1-2). &
A A= olHT B} Wyt F ol st LOCERF imputations

Hgsto] AESXE A& &, g-formulas Z-EsILA} 3Tt

ChH =& W E= wE Ha)0l gt 22 7H8(distributional
assumption for exposure and confounder variables) 4E
e S RS 24517 H8 g-formulags 28T W, Ay} Mo
et mPEt ofy}t Al7to] Wt Wshs ke W W ngh Hapo] gisiA:
Y-S FEotofof b, g-formulas AMHEEE HE R (ZF} HEo| gt
YT & ¥ 9 we 9HEo] otk ®Ey)o] ZHIEA A H(correct

specification)¥]ojofF Ho| gl= FHAE A2ttt sHATE A R 714
‘gfoRmula’oA Al&ot= A2 AA A3 2AA ASEH= s He 9
ek o] o]y} AA| TS & Hshe TR, o]F E9 2HRE AEE
ERIst7|ofl= A7) Qe & ﬂxﬂoﬂ A= g-formulaZ 53) =35 91} a3}
FAA7F A1 o] digt = < Hpo] gigt By 183 W W40
gt 29 F ol 2FI 71] —4 St=7H AHEY] 9 2 B8-S &%
A7gsto] Aojx|= Q1 By F4X|9] HeF 9 Al=] 9] ZES AESHIAL
SHATH

21



( Y QIFE 7i0j=2fel A SAEMY e (3)

4) BKMRO| SAEA

E
=
.

(1) BKMR 24A1ZF &= & B= ZHE N=0M 712710 Y s M8

_J.\_

o

7t) Horseshoe ¢ =4 A 2I(continuous shrinkage prior dist
ribution)E &&st BKMR
2 Ao A= BKMROA AE9 ZEZ(hyper-parameter)?l length-
scale 250 3] horseshoe &4 AP EXEE ARE5l= BKMRS AlQtstil,
A=o] 717} 2 Ao wEA AR EXZ(posterionE AAFT 4= Q=
HiE A daE|E2 Adstast gkt

4 AlZko] T BKMR: 2 IHAJol|A] 7iEdstalAt sk= BKMRES A5

sl A TSR A HEE o, |, BES Bt AFAR1 BA = pAHY
A% WG o, = (. o x,) AT ES} A TG S MRS A
%‘?‘% zZ; = <ZZ’17 1ZiM)TE Eﬁﬂﬁ}(}g\q ’?__ :174—;(1](5']/\“1—1‘_—‘:— XO‘EL T_H‘:E% H]'E}{:

OAE ZH= th&9] BKMRE tt&1A} i,

v, =2 B+ f(z) + 6.6 ~ N0,0%),i=1, ...,n, (1)

f= s )T = NO,K), K= (Kj)} -1 ()
K, = exp —ni‘,lpm (2j, — ka)2], 0, > 0.

AZIA 8= (81, -+ . B8,) " = pAFEE] BAAIC]AL, o > 02 FARS YERT
H|o]X]Qt & (Bayesian inference)= 913l & A= WA 3AHA G2}
BAbo disf 7Fg g AR S Fa BE2F Jut EX(inverse-gamma
distribution)

B ~ N(0.751,), 6" ~ IGal(a,.b,),

22



E AP Ex 2 &8otal, AYQ X length-scaled] HiojA= Ha AEHQ]
s F7] o) ofet o] AE5H =4 AP E3EQ horseshoe A EEXE
AREStaA} BTt o], BAF Hapof fisiA= v EXE 7HFSI.

+ +
ol ATy~ NT(0,2,22), A, ~ C(0,1),7, ~ C7(0,1), (3)
o7~ IGa(a;.b;),

A7|A N (. s*) = BHO] u, AE0] s°Q1 O] A FIHofA HFolH A4t
X5 YL, ¢(0. 1) YA 2570, Hk Haprt 191 9 A FtofA
FA] BXE(Cauchy distribution)& YeEFATY.

Aotel APd EXE 7]Z0f Bobb 5(2015)] AtH BKMRE] ¥4 A&l ALA

v:it(varlable selection prior distribution) o,, ~ (1 — @,,)8, + @,,Unif(0, o)
of vlsh AR &EZ A4t QlojA Wi BEFQl 2ol & Aotk

L}) HE ZAF &12|S(variational algorithm for approximate
bayesian inference)

QoA Abet BB AR ER2E Aklsty] sl WA, B (1)olA] 7H-AIRE
S BgE 7HES BAE o A )& AESke Aol LSt 11 AR
T 0 = (B.1ogoy, ... . logpylog Ays ..o Ay log e, logo®) T O TSl oF2at o]
FH 7 $<(marginal likelihood)7} oA 1L

L —x8) Ty — xB),

__n _ 1 _
logp(yl0) = 5 l0g2m 2log\Eel 5

HE S}SH(variational lower bound) o}&e} Zo] A4k,

_ p(yl6)p(6)
L(p) = /qo(‘g)lOg%(a)dH

23



A7IA ¢, )2 WHE EX(variational distribution)® THZTF At
B3I (multivariate normal distribution) &2 /ﬂi =20l A+ Hxol o7
7Pgeitt = ¢,(0) = MVN(u, -7 T7Y), ¢ = )olt}. 1 ok AR, 919
HE 51k FHAES=FZF(Maximum a posteriori, MAP) Al4tof| A<t
mini-batch &% ZJAMH(stochastic gradient method)& &4 sto] HE
25 ¢S FASHChens(2022)). 9714 mini-batchs AFESH= 7H 2
Ool-f= HE29 77} AW n x nAYY FEAE L0 thet FE A JPHo
oiet Aikgol 271 ”ﬂ—tv'*oﬂ ol B&4 08 A4tstr] fgteltt. 1E]7] {5k
mini-batchyHS AT o, X}EJ FEATES AA A=A 55t
FZ35l= uniform sampling W &2 A& 77k BES FA0] FE55H=
nearby sampling W¥<S 1188 of|Fo|t},

HE BE Y ¢ U B 99 (DollA At 2ES oh2at ol

UABIE 1otz HYPO R TAstalA} gt

by

yl*]‘ - x;,@ + fi(zij) + Ml—]rbl + eij’ 1 = 1, ,n,j: 1, ,nj, (4)

AA7IA u, & HFEY] AT WpolT, 52 HT BRE wEE WY AYE

ehdt.

b ~ MVN,(0,5,).i =1, ... ,n

He avE Eodohs B9 (D)2 AF Z22E Axtsl] f8l 2 TACIA=
xa

offel -2 4 129 & 247](Cholesky) 8% &2 HAFHRE 7HYstaL,
AT 0 0 0
0 Ty, -+ 0 0
T = : : : :
0 0 o Tyw 0

TN+1,1 TN+1,2"' TN+1,N TN+1,N+1
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ARE B2 IARE AAISHIA} gt olwfl, f{oflA AIFE mini-batch EE4
AAPEE WY BIHA|HA H4)9F HAZ Hapof Zbz A-gstar, Bt E'&‘Q
ot Aol FHA3E Qo A9 HHEFH(Fisher information)S ©J]-8&5
natural gradient W& IEs5talAF ity a2, WHE o18Ee] natural

gradient= t3 Zo] S0zt

VL= I:() 'V L, I(¢) = Eq[{v¢logq¢(¢9)}{V¢logq¢(6)}T]

(2) EX|AH 3|7 RRZ SEGIH 24

2 A oAE 7|2 BKMRE EAAE 39 RdojA AR 753lEE
BKMRS #4311 (0]3F A AE] BKMR), 24 39 2dox9] a829]
AR B2 AL tis] AFE APstarat g

[¢]

Th BN A B2 DA YTElE

BKMROIA o]F REZ /M5E G5& st 2AAE 37 BUg S
Vg olele AL theat go] W JFEE §4E LA FH ANT 5
Qleks olt

p(ul6) = f[Hp il e)] (r10)ds

F= e e ST~ MVN(0, %K),

weba] & I oA= ottt EAIE sfiEsh ] ol WAl 58 % F=ZE(importance
sampling) W& &8st o33} o] EH F4 = (unbiased estimator)=

A,
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palylo)= *Zw(f

- <y|f<f 0)p(r716)
w7y, 6)

w(f?, g Y~ n(fly,6),

A71A, n(- )2 ro Higt 2% Wx $x(importance density)S YEM 1,
N 8% W= E 55 F(particle)?] 7l 1 oh2 @AOA=
F44 S8 9kpE o5, that 2ol FHERT} FARSHIAL Sk ARE
BE 201y)7F HEFE & AR E3XE(augmented posterior)S A%}

p(0)p(y10)e gN(Z|«9)

p<y> (6|y)€ gN(Z‘e) (5)

”N(gyzly) =

] AoA] 2 = logpy(yl6) — logp(y0)C]AL, gy(z]0) 28] Wit a1
apzet GA A= HE BEEE ¢, 4(0,2) = ¢,0)gy(z10) 2 B5EaL, off
Folx 29— E}o]e"ﬂ YFAKKullback-Leibler divergence)S 7|&0 & 35}o]
GEA A FAYES HIEFCE S AR EEE AR

f a4 (0)gx(210)10 (G )?N(Ziﬁ) dzdf.

9] &1FE @A o2 SH5E(learning rate)2 YERNIL, v, KL(3")S
E 7|(gradient)]] gt EH AT YEbd. =g,
71= ofiet Zo] Fojx|al,

1
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|

:
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T
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VEL(®) = By ). - g1\ V s [l0ga, (0)](logg, (0) — logp(0)py (410, 2))),

L
2
b
%P
3
x
:

= o2 Zo] WF ZZH(control variate)FHES

Z-g5}0] 7] 7101] st 2g-7I22 3 F(Monte-Carlo estimator)9]

»

—~ S .
VKL EZ s log g, (0,)](log g, (6,) — h (b, 2,) — ¢),
oy llog g, (0)](log s () — /(6. 2)). V4 llogq, ()
o V(v ,llog g, 0)]) :

Az, 19 AoflA HMF 28 W 2 o ANA FEE AFEES
oz ZH-7HER WHe E85to] Attt

—]

5 MAE SAGEEA At &8 7oj=El 24

1w

A7 A f“l 7]—‘—«] g- formulaA SHAIFo g2 X]Zi% 2F-HhS A7}
B

=]
|t
>
53

&=
A, —EEXH ﬁ?ﬂ g E ﬁ%ﬁL A, =& &i* T W HEe
HAE 381 g-formula®t 2L G F3he AR OE & %74]
o I fAE BKMREA A7 =, 22| AE BKMRE9] 3H

I 71719 Y B AE)E = AR oFd B S AR %i‘

o golsA ST 4 ULE BE Jloleiole AL A, HlEstA

[ JIN,

OEJ‘-TME
l-ﬂi p[u:
|
_\,L
N

M, pE ook

e M
-
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M. 9+ Z3

1. QIEE U Bf-E I2 Jl0|SERI BB HES MK MY

1) A HolgE L3t g-formula ¥4 7lol=gtal 7

202193 202200 25t E A AW A2 7lol=Ei] H FAEAH
M1, 25 89k, EA73" AEE 7|FHCE ‘synthpop’ R H7|A&E
AH&Sto] AA| EARAYE AR FARE dAlE 4 HiolEHE TEUTh
A EAARE A=t fARE alAlE 4 TlolEE E83 7ol =il
—ui 1o] 245t 3 HlolE= & A9 HFSEIALL A AR
T4 FGAR|E dRET of|Folth

2) AAEE TN AR g7 & A A3

A2 tigt Il A=Y olshE =olA, & HA|= vl= SHHE
8t Miguel A. Hernan ¥ James M. Robins W7} @713 Qa2
IACausal Inference: What If W& TH50] 4%%@&@?‘1?%
SHo|AF Bl FEHlE StarA} qhvh A AR S5 A A2 thaat At

48] 5(2021-2023)2 Ed=Ed QIIFEo| &&= SAHHA
g-formula®}t BKMRY =& 7lol=gtelg 7fdtslal, 7]7'_— g-formula®}
BKMR9] Algtd= 7HAeE &4 WHR package ‘vbayesGP' &)= 753l
S, = 7hol=ERlE E-&5to] e AT RANE 5t Qlal, F4Y]
(20229 F=HAPEFZASS] AFus 5)E
AWE HIFC R SCIF =i 97 ol AAdstal it
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ok ol 4135] 5(2021-2023)2 ZAHH oA FolEd A7 EFeE=2 A
HAYoh= A2 S T=ot7] HalA+= g-formula?t &2 QAAEFE
SANHE AH85l= o] H&oity Z2E WR=d, 97239 g4
=0]7] Y= g-formula o= Marginal Structural Model(MSM),
g-estimation, 183! Targeted Maximum Likelihood Estimation(TMLE)Z}
Z2 FATHE 3712 E-8oto] 23] PGS SRIsfiof et weba], =
AAEA det dA3AE0] olyet HHES A €8T ¢ UEE IE
Zhol =il 7idsetal, QA 7] HHHES] Aghy /AS At B4 TS

ol&d, u|= SPHE k9] Miguel A. Hernan ¥ James M. Robins W57}
2 2 1IA(Causal Inference: What I)E =2 HYst
AIpEo] thgt =] AFHE2] o|sfE =ol|1At et
mebA], & HA| A= AFEA PRV BAFETY] @9 &9
2 EZR2 37 A5 FYstax} g

O
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2. QMEE W BILE 22 Jl0|S0I0 F

0l

59 3203 A A7t 102 e s Ed3xd A2E &85t
g-formula &4 tgt ARUE Z3P5HATHEIE ARy 18], g-formula A
=4 Alry 18], E031793k= dloly 289 ARy 33, g-formula
ESA3AT X7 B4 Auy 13)).

g-formula &40 gt Aluly 5 Aofgt 8ol tiet S thaat gor,
AR EFAFAE A=} FARE AAlE A4 HlolHE &8-S g-formula
=

Fol=etelel R 20) Aol g 8L FUISHSLt.

A

=

AE 1: A7 A 471 10,0008 20 2 3%, nsimul 7|& o=z
AT+ PR =2 HAEo] e, © £o|d ¢ Huge?

oH: gfoRmula R packages sample S5 AREslo] At a5 AT
AT IR A7 wjzol At AR A2 FE2 nsimule] FHe=
Aot HH dF B4 AT Aok A st B4 A
@=ot7] Rt H4ol3H nsimulZ A Aot = AET BHE AliHpar
allel computing)Z HAFEHYUHITH A4+ parallel, ncoresd).
HEA L TEE 7roj=alY &2 ofgjet EEUt

gformula &= Al4E Fo] Wo] 84E= ZHIIER Al&doldxt
REAERE BF AMESH| fifof| AFE A|FoH7HA] Q& Al7to]

A QY SRR of2fet FAl= HE AR Bt oA siEd 4= 3loH,
HAAS AFRS 4 &= gformula $HE parallel?}t ncoresE
A&yt parallel?] 72 TRUEZ 4351, ouf AR&38F CPU core?
7§ ncoresoll YFstH HUT o ncoresE YEHsk= AF-F-ol= glor
mula §<= o]Fo] ofg9 AL} 22 FH| ZETF By
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ncores - parallel::detectCores() - 1
gformula(---,

parallel = TRUE,

ncores = ncores

)

A WA S04 -18 sk o= HaT9 e =ERC] CPUYT gformula
e o g2 ZRIHS A ¢ =S oA« CPUS d45HE e
=H0oE st ol seAtelH, AARe ElATHo] Bl gl CPU
= 25 glormula ¥ A=foketl ARt A7Ak= -17F ofd 0=
E= oREE O WEe A7k 3, 4 59 SAE ARSI Ut

AR 2: g-formula®A B4 HSE 7H] 1S AE 3Hinteraction term)S
7Hgsls M3 g e 7] WSR-S Hrlshs Hio] S718?

R 2o B HpE Alo]9] woARE-Z ISkl oAt HdlZ
71 o, & =01 L1 * 129} Zo] YstA[H Yot ot ofuf, 2o
L1 * 129} Zo] st w282 BAA WS A-E(statistical interaction)
o7 QAiA WS A& (causal interaction)i= TFE Jfgol|gt= HE
FOJ5tAof Ut} kE WHEE 719 Qtd woARE-S B} 54 wfol=
7ol EgiRIo|A 7|t Adt Zo] 7t =& W 2 v rhY 13}t gyt
FHAE 4SS &, O9E 84 54 93 o] A|IdFo g gRlsk=
HHH L Q131 additive interaction T+ multiplicative interactions
Joto] FXAH0 R gRlst= HHE AFHH

AE 3: A9 A= as.factor(t0)= T EFs|jokst= H7187

g (02 AT SEoRHE Azol7] fEo] 0L Az AFH<
WA st ol BAS myol EE Azto] upet Wk Wt
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ofn] 7K T glekel 10% ZPol Eabshs AL A7l thel FE HAshs
A3t @ U Teue Azlo] AREl BAE 7HE Wt B
e Aol Tashs Ao] 239 TEo| g F 5 glovt ofy]
A ARHRl BAS RS Wt mgo] makEo] 9l Aol
wgksta) gk Ao] BiAlshh AZgU olg Sol, Uol(age) W4t
ARbo] e} B7teHES Tgo] Hof 9L ARbo] Aoz

% Uo|& S8 2Ast= ﬁs
' F 21—%144(@1—‘;: E0], 19 499 A7HE 7= AR89 F
20124, 2013151 201449 A}F=9] o] ®Z=0] Zlo ]
A=} 9IS A). UolE AT 55 AIFY o2 51%
SHATHE (08 2T 2 74 o M7 (99 ASE 7|1Fo R |
2008 A|7to]| wha} HohA] gk gro® AYE o] 9lE

3%), UelE Alzte] we} S7Hsl=E 292 sHlE 9ol ZSHA

%= Ao| vigAsittal Az Y

o
=
kil
o

AR 4: gfoRmula R package A& Al A|7to] et Hil= W49 IS
Aol F=d, A& A, FF, B4 A £XE FUdof

1182

formula FAA 9 HEFS &Y

g~
S ooliEe] B4 A EEE Slsis Ag BFSYUL,

AR 5. A&4Y WA FEZ o R XA skewed data®] F-$-, log-transfo
rmation®] ¥ Q237197

HH 27 $igste] A4t Ex] 7o ek & W] ExE At
X2 A &, g-formulas &5t EAAH HYT.

= HS$E 271 HEE 39 interventionsO| A& ofefje} o] =1 HElksH
= @d= AdsFH gy
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interventions (- list(list(c(static, rep(log(1.6), 7)),
list(c(static, rep(log(30), 7))

ZE 6: gfoRmula R package©lA] reference ¥73k= o] 7lo|= Rl
el A F2H o2A HHE 5 Ja?

T8 gfoRmula R package? gformula 3= intervention® & natur

al courses 7]EA 0 F AlFstal Q17| W&o oJw3st interventions

Fslt 2t e gformula @94 natural course’} 0¥ interventi

onl = YEPHH, 7|3 reference® ARESHIL U5UHTHORS F=

71#0. 2 ref int=0). WatA g-formula R package©lA F 7}

intervention(never treat: 1, always treat: 2)°| &% o}

oAl FEO|A referenceE natural course©|A never treatS=
HAGSHAIHHE ref_int=15 FEof F715t0] FAIH HYH

gform_basic (- gformula_survival(
obs_data = basicdata_nocomp,

id = id,

time_points = time_points,
time_name = time_name,
covhames = covhames,

outcome_name = outcome_name,

covtypes = covtypes,
covparams = covparams,
ymodel = ymodel,
intvars = intvars,
interventions = interventions,
int_descript = int_descript,
histories = histories,
histvars = histvars,
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basecovs = ¢(L3)),
nsimul = nsimul,
ref_int =1,
seed = 1234
)

ZAE 7: gfoRmula R package©lA] covtypesE ArE-3to] WAL Q919
BEXE (Y W, ordinal X & AREY £ JuUL?

¥ @4 gfoRmula R packageolA] w3t M2 FEfZ A ordinalS
ojg] w50l & 34:0] FE|E A Yskal YA Ut thit ordinal FEIES
Bhgstal o4l Aol VGAM 59 7oA Algate S
Z-85to] gformula g0l 92 7Fseh FHIE Wt Bigo] A 5
AAskal, wgk H49 EFYS customl® A A §H, g-formulas
AHESHAIH HUYt.

ZE 8: gfoRmula R packagegE ST ttR W o7} vF @o| FYt.
ol Aol oEA SioF &7t ?

B o8 AFAE0] o] A E AMESHHA LAY SH= ol H 5ol Hidl
gfoRmula R packageE Y= AR} EYok= ZAs|E Ato]Efhttps://gith
ub.com/Causallnference/gfoRmula/issues) © A& A AA7}
A G o JFUT BAE o] F ASE AR|ES = oE 9]
73, siido] 7FsstH, o219 of=2]9] B, F=(google) = ChatGPTE
o|-gsto] AR {47t 7Hsd AAYH-

3

7



3. g—formulal SHZAMY 4

1) &F-43 JA% 0% &S Bdst= A1ZdE & g

g-formulax F2 7oA NE2-mF W FHHJol FRE HHgdsto
TRAZE 2R AYYolA T RABL i B wF0) A%
FEF= FH517] Al AHEEE JAHEE A WHE F shuolH, EIF 270

opge] BIwEE QT A% YT BIASP] H A8E & 9lrk.

i

3
FoNB A et Bahiego) A% GFS B4 W, I G quHom

An) 18] Avke cieabA Azt 4 9lor, Jelet AlZek 1Y Sl
o REIBAS A4S, §FUS FA, T /A folE ] A9, S1A ol

Zo] ARgHH. 2 AtoA= T4 A=A g-formulaE 4-&5to] -85
TAT 524 I8 I8 § A=s A4S F=E Jidste] Algsielth T2
7Nekst st=E(DoseResponsePlot, ContourPlot 18] InteractionPlot)&
g-formula®] At AWE TIdi= J=o| 7hssith ESE, Rt oeE ARIEA
A5t AR HsHA AR H AAE TS 5 UA SH1 s R #7)A]
‘gfoRmula’e] WAE A= basicdata_nocompE AHESIATY.

i

|

&3l &F-1e 242 197] A= WA g-formulas 25toiof shH,
P

o
Aeet 23 et $4r9 object 1ol = sfof St

DoseResponsePlot(
object = gformRes_DoseResponse,
Dose = (-2:2) * 0.5,
xlab = "Dose’,
ylab = "Risk ratio’,
main = "Dose-response curve’,
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width = 0.03,
pointsize = 2,
lab_title_size = 17,
lab_text_size = 15,
main_size = 15)

Wet k¢ DoseResponsePlots &9 182 187] ¢4+ object
A5 AQstal 87§9] Qls=(Dose, xlab, ylab, main, width, lab_title_size,
lab_text_size, main_size)’} 71802 "Qasitt &5F-HkS A4 7]Y9]
HAAE Dose UFE 53 x]ﬁo] 7¥s3le). xlab, ylab Z18]1 mainS {5k
THNA AT x-= y-= 83 I¥ AERL (AT £ g QLo
lab_title_size, lab_text_size, main_sizeE & 24 27]& AAFTL 4= It
width Qlg= A1F3710] ARt o1ehS Edoh= 9] ZolE, pointsize®E
A9 3717‘::‘ 2T 5 AUth

olgfi9] 1L basicdata_nocomp Ar=O| 7H¥3F DoseResponsePlot
IrE ALoto] -0k FAS AIZARRE TRlet I'ls 177] {6l
AR At= et 9FRO] ARERZ BE 104 Hr} AA|5] ArgstarAl gt

Dose-respmse curve

1.501

0S80, : - ! g
-1.0 0.5 o 0s 1.0
Doze

[22 m-1] #4129 Zto| Wl mE 2-H2 TM
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ettt A I8 8=
Contourplot FESF €3F-9¥H3 ZAE& 18+ T4 DoseResponsePlot2}
AFg0] Msaltt, E14 o] A$ Ajgle] tato] Ht Wt 27017
wEo] Aok Wl 1] o S7hEjolof ks HolAl Aol gk thee

S1A I19HE 183F= st ¥4 ContourPloto]t.

0

Dosel (- Dose2 (- (-2:2) * 0.5

ContourPlot(
object = gformRes_Contour,
Dose = list(Dose1, Dose2),
xlab = “L27,
ylab = “A”,
vertical = FALSE,
lab_title_size = 17,
lab_text_size = 15,
main_size = 15,
textNum = 100,
textwidth = 0.2)

7St §H4 ContourPlot I1¥E 187] 98] 71802 9719 <l
(Dose, xlab, ylab, vertical, lab_title size, lab_text size, main_size,
textNum, textwidth)7} @ 25}t}. Dose JUA+E 59 5141 I1HES 128|114}
3= W40 HYS HAS 4 9lon, list] FejE A E ojof gttt xlabt
ylab /14E &3 524 1™ x-53 y-5ol WYY diifol He Ha9
o2 JHT 4= Qlth. vertical AFE B3 5S4 1HL AEE EATA
4T ¢ Jon, 534 JHoA9] x-F, y-F 183 AF A A7]E
AUrt.

e,

lab_title_size, lab_text size, main_size ?l—re s 274
textNum Q155 S5l 23 ghe] Hslo] e A Holo] s =4

5 A~
o
Sk A~
el g
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textwidth Q4= 534 198 9 23 ZHE ol AE 9 W& HEA|5A};
shex] Ashe qlsolch

-‘-l

0
—‘—l
)

ol 9] 1L basicdata_nocomp AEE YHE F£ATH T, st
ContourPlot =8 F8slo] 18 514 Jgoltt I8 187 98) AR_sH
A=t g0l AR BE 194 BEoh ZpA5] A5t gt

Lower limit of 95% CI

000 025 050 075 1.00
L2
Estimate

| ! ! ! i
000 025 050 075 1.00
L2
Upper limit of 95% CI

0.751

<L 0.504

0.25

0.007 i i i i
000 025 050 075 1.00
L2

(27 m-2] ¥4 123 ¥ A SE0| 02 53N I3
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AARA SstedTol A 27 olipe] Bzl thdt A4 TS BT ),
N2 7t A7 Gl ofs) i AB(EE AUA Bhe] YA s

IAICE 118 282 additive interaction?] RERIE E3f Alkto]

“=
7FsotH, I 835 A#H o=z gRlsH| A= T4 A= g-formulaEs
A-gsto] dojX= AHE A4 4= Sle Z&7F RS & dAolA=
-0 FAY A4 IFHET ofyet WS #89] AV|E A4t
A= AlZeE FE S Jfdste] A-5ski

1% 289 37|15 RHESH= ¢ InteractionPlot o231 Zt}.

Dose3 (- Dose4d (- 0:1

InteractionPlot(
obs_data = basicdata_nocomp,
id = "id",
time_points = timepoints3,
time_name = "t0",
covnames = c(L1, L2, 'A),
covtypes = c(binary’, 'bounded normal’, 'binary’),
covparams = list(covmodels = ¢(L1 ~ lag1_A + lag_cumavg1_L1 + lag_
cumavgl_L2 + + L3 + t0,
L2 ~ lag1_A + L1 + lag_cumavgl_L1 + lag_cumavgl1_L2 + L3 + t0,
A ~lagl_A + L1 + L2 + lag_cumavg1_L1 + lag_cumavg1_L2 + L3 + t0)),
histories = c(lagged, lagavg),
histvars = list(c(A', L1, 'L2), c(L1', 'L2)),
basecovs = "L3",
outcome_name = "Y',
outcome_type = "survival’,
ymodel =Y ~A+ L1+ L2+ L3+ lag1_A + lag1_L1 + lag1_L2 + t0,
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intvars = intvars3,
int_descript = int_descript3,

interventions = interventions3,

ref_int = 1,
baselags = TRUE,
alpha = 0.05,
nboots = 10,

seed= 12345678,

Dose = list(Dose3,Dosed),
xlab = c("L1","A"),

vertical = TRUE,
main_size = 13,
lab_title_size = 13,
lab_text_size = 13,

label_size = 5)

RSt &k InteractionPlotE &°f & 289 A7|&
a4 o, g-formulaE Agst7] #s L3 A4E0C] FUSHA AMEEH,
F714 02 DoseCombination, alpha, nboots 45 I4F 02 Q] slofof
3ttt DoseCombinationS 1.8 Z-&-9] 37|15 L517] Y3f ojd Zho] ¥49]
MY #Fo= ARREA=A YYsh= AF4olH, data.frame?] FH= AHO|
ElojoF St alpha®t nbootsi= 4lFG7tE 8T o) AREE= Qeth 182
Iu)7] Y= the9 QA4E(xlab, vertical, main_size, lab_title_size,
lab_text_size, label size)& A|Asl= #Ao| "HQs5lt}) xlabd 15 ZHE
TJoA x-Fofl EAIT W B2 Yuiitt. no2kge] 39 o4 U= ¥7t
27017] wiiZofl dol7t 221 #E 7}t YH = oo gttt vertical> 7+ ¥=eof tiRt
135 28 99 8% FYE A 4= Yrhvertical = TRUE= A= FH).



( AU QMERE JI0|=2t0 A SAZAY e )

lab_title_size, lab_text_size, label sizeg B9 = AEY ZA7], = A+

27] 221 woAge] A71E B A9 278 28T & U

ol 9] 1H-L basicdata_ nocomp Ar&O] InteractionPlot $Hr& A%ﬁi@
no 29 A7|E ARt 29oln, X2 95% 4AlE 7S 11
2 2HE ®EIsIY, X3 InteractionPlot e multiplicative

interaction¥ RERIO| oigt 4] & A= 17HS A5ttt 189S 18]7]
Aol ARERE A2} Tro] AR HE (oA Hrop ZpA|5] Aotz it

[¢]

Additive interaction

1.007

@
£ 0.501

.1 (01057 (0.0767.0.7398)]

0.00+

1.5

1.007

@
£ 0501

‘ (0.1057 (0.0767.0.7398)|

0.004

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
A

[O2 M-3] Y4 LTS 7|FCs 18 WS =8 Jo(iE) J2|1 Hy ‘A
J|lZo2 72l WS X JMI(QEXR
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(1) X=e Z&X| =X

confidence interval) 12|31 B AlFZ 2*XHroot mean sqaure error)=
&3l A} St Imputation L2 AEAE & W= RoflA Alsshe
mice package® mice TLE 7|E oz ARESIYLY.

ofgf o] T1¥l2 HoAY AmE A5t o ARES WA v 1=
(directed acyclic graphs, DAGs)t}.

Ry .

e
'k Ry

+1 A1 — Y

|

[22 M-4] BOIuE RIEO| MA0| ASE Waky Hjas I3

Ly Ay Yio1 Ly ) A Y5 Ly /;\
U

Q] "igkA H|$S JFmE 7|HEo R sl HE 4= 1,000, HY 4
A7 5, SHHA| g2 953 1t ¥ U, S8EH A53 st ¥
L, o3 =& ¥4 A AE ¥ Y 1181 45 ofF RE o|Fo{Z Hoj4d
A=2E 5007] AR, 245 ofF Ro] 0, & R=0%1 #SAY 3%, gk
Hg= L] gholl NAE dgsto] 25AE Bttt & 2o AdoA Qlxt
23 Z%(causal effect measure) & St A& Hl(risk ratio)s EX&

N
o



=13

o| ol ot

- =X

( Y AnFE 7to|=2t SHAZAY g ()

Y (target parameter)® ARE01H0H,

Ag 7o R Bo] BE At A0 wle] 91 ol RE

o] Y9 gto =z AXlettt. Egh,
THE

9

2t 340.9539)> FE <=7} 100,000%1
At A1

5% AlZ]7F percentile bootstrap

23] AAE9oH, bootstrap 5008 A]3YE Qict.

HOAY RN SHEHA G2 Ad&F T ¥F Us Al TA O]
Bao] 3, &Ako] 191 A4t EX(normal distribution)oll A, S8H A&53
ek Wl L2 o] A9 wt ¥ L, oA AIF9 E W4 A T1E|A 2
AAY] wgt HE US S AFEE B, 24to] 191 FF B0, ol =&
M AL o)A A9 kE W4 A D23 2 AMS T HS L2 59
AEE 3 7FE 7HA= H2%0] BEX(Bernoulli distribution)o|A], 2% of&H
RC o)A AlHY] W WS 13 =& W5 A 123 22 AFY B WS
U2 &30 AF2d &8 42 7HA HIEFo] XA 181 & Hy Y=
22 A9 od & W A, WEF WS L 182 uF ¥ UE B9 AEE
TE S 7= HEZFo] ExoA B

ole 1YL # g T3] 95 AgE ARl g-formulag AT F
73 o] ARE 2H3] AYsty Q=] skolst T8z},

4.2 - — 0.88-
4.0 0.86-
36- < omiE
3.6 mya 0.80- /
0o 1 2 3 4 5 o 1 2 3 4 5
Time 2 Time
% 0.6
= 087 S 04-
¥ 0.6- go.z-
04- '.':.‘ t . i i . E | | . I | =
0 1 2 3 4 5 c?) 0 1 2 3 4 5
Time Time
legend - nonparametric estimates parametric g-formula estimates
[38 [m-5] & ZS 6171 s AF8E Xi=0f hst 2 X 2T J2jz
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olgf9] 112 LOCF} imputation ¥ & AF&3 F9X2] HIFY
A, 15 A v|(FXh) 1214l 95% AlE#7ke] ZHE(H)S AHE9]
B]&(0, 10, 30, 50, 70, 90%)°l wizt AT I LA(HEE 24 Bl=
Hl o] 0% wo] #& 2 tiH] Zt 245 HlEoA9 EE AR
SHR2). [I9 M-60]19] 4 I8oA A H]&o] wotAHete HF9
Zkol 0 249 J¢ imputation FHI= &2 LOCF HH9 AL A=
5 H]&o| FoHLE A9 "9 dHglo] SVl As g
o [19 [M-61Y % Z80A 25 Hl&o| 7l wet & w3
H]&o] 0% fﬁH HE X} Hlwste] #E A7t Sk A
25 H]go] 30%Et A wf 1 W3} Zo] AR Ao
EP. npxjeto 2 [I% M- 6]4 Shct 1‘“401]*1 2% H|&o| F71EE

S (| VA

ooy = o oX md m
AN TN
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S = N @
1 1 1 1

Absolute value of bias

100+,

751

501

25+ s

Coverage rate (%)

Missing proportion (%)

Method -- LOCF — Ml

[23 m-6] Xfﬂ-‘ll ZZ H|20| M2 LOCF Wit imputation WHOZ MES
FYR[e| mee| Moz, BE QX HI(EZ J21u 95% M7to|

SAEGH) 2z, dEL S22 ™M HM2 y=0 121 y=12!

ZME Q0|sty, ST =M HM2 y=95(%)2 ZHMS LIEH.

M O80iM T2 LOCF ¥H, 442 imputation YWHS LIEHH.
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(2) 229 EAIGH EULTH 25|

ST Aut d2 F4 Z}ioﬂ/‘i = eR s He I4F
TEASE U5t T4 A= Y o] T ol 3oz ek B9
olFee A4 eAol met B4E5 +3ske A2z diAske 4= AR

A &AM Aole] S Aeshr] offot. mEkA] £ ﬂ:rloﬂ/\i%
A A 2 dxo] ARE 25 ARE A4ste Fold AR f2
A& imputation HOE AL F g-formulaE 14—9-0]—93\‘3}.
E3, 59]”@% S AX A g2 Ak EH‘:}O]'h A= 0] HEo]
T As(Hde] Eogk, BE 24 v] 23 95%
/\]'3}04 4 7314’4 e A EUAR} FrR(o]d,

l‘

1]
5
_O\L
=
iy
_Il}l'

>,
i
-
)
19
H:ll
o
&
o fr
I-N

= 2R} zouﬁ(fﬂ 7é 2, 20134, 20149 181
4 XJ)oﬂ 7&%1:% HrorehE o] 2210 AAS §HR] k2 AE9]
H] &2 0.6 olt}.

olgfe] Y2 WY 75 APAot] Yol ARSst Wk vleg) ==t

Ry, Ry, Ry
[22 M-7] BOINE X120 M0 ASE Waky HiaE I3z
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c
i)Y
o,
)
re
1P
ol S
=
ut)

Bl B o

(TGO < D )

R
He L, =5 B4 A 292 A& ¥ Y gholl NAE d8sty 25 A=E
sk, & 2o AdoA 9 HE X H4E ANESIRSH, 3
ZH0.5570)2 HE =7} 100,000 At2E 7|Hlo& sto] BE tiAR7F A=0Y
o] 99 div] s tiAATE A=19 W9 fE 9 o= AAFSHH. EL,
95% A7 percentile bootstrap H¥< &9l AAFE A2, bootstrap—
5009 A= 3ot

24 RN ZHHA ke A%F W WS Uk A7) BAgle]
Bito] 3, FAto] 191 A7 BmolH, SHE A%Y I W L2 ol A4
TP W 1, old A mE W A 19T 2L Al T W US
S A2E W 13 BAlo] 19 FF BIOIA, oF =F W Ak o)
Al % W4 A TET 2 AHY) B WS 1S B9 A2E BE e
A WjZieo] Bxo]d, A% ol RE o] 4 AYO] A% oR R, Lk W4
L3 e% W4 A 93 2L A4 Be ¥4 UL 59 429 98 2he
e HZio] BEolA I3 AE WS Y 2 AR old nd W
A, T3 94 L 29T 53 A5 US 5o A2E B 3 7 2ol

(BGFhE TSt Jxct, [I9 [-8]9] A ™A E5F23h AF=2] H|&o]
Fotlo) met %] 9] HIFe] Ahigho] F7tsk= AL RIS 4= U} (23
-819 &%+ 19 H E12%E AF7 9] H]Eo| 10%HEH EFE A} H|7L
1.6ETH AX= A A & 9lo, ol & AlFF7to] E1As A7 9
Hl-& 0%Y wo] A7t vlwste] E4F2%t A= 9] Hl&o] 10%Y o]
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A7k Qol7t 1,68 H9eL ulate}. s (17 M-819 shet
RN ST Az vl B71UE 05 AlsiTe] o] 2t

o o o
N EN o

Absolute value of bias

o
o

0 25 50 75
Irregularity (%)

Standard error
= N N w
(@3] (@] [6)] o

—_
o
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25 50 75
Irregularity (%)

o

1009

754

50+

254

Coverage rate (%)

0 25 50 75
Irregularity (%)
[18 I1-8] Ew&ISt Xtee| HIZ0 ME g-formulaZt MISdh= FHYX|Q| ke
HOUZ(YH), BE 2iKF2H 121 95% ME2te] ZE(6HH )
JZ, AT otk A B2 y=021 XHS 2oJ0|siH, 2
JE0IM HME2 y=95(%)2! ZMS LIEHY.



= =& ¥, o W 83 Ay H4o
5 L5 SHFEA A7 ofof
’%i°c}:°] R FHAE Alseh AA AAm 24 oA A-APE g-formulas
Ags7] Qo 52 BY F ofjuet 2o A A= =A] ERlsk=s A
A &2 At @A gfoRmula packageol| A= A3t g-formulaz 3 '?‘l
A+ AT (natural course)o| A9 A|7to]| whel Hels W2E0] 2A7F AA|
A= oA Uet= Aol Wt ¥sk= Haes] FAI9F LX[oh=A] H| sk
J89& AFsta Aok SHARE o3 4 H|WE o B0l H9eHA]
Tt A2 ofEE Agolth
9ol ofd FAHo == HOHAS B9 ZPo] Ax AAFEHUSE W
g-formula F8%9 A< HE | =
AmEoEN AR Az FEA oA
HPA o= 1T 4= 3l
o, g-formulaZ} Xﬂ%ﬁ}
AQigk, 95% A1=+-719]
o},
offje] T1H2 KoY AmE A5 s ARG W Blegt Iz

BT U U

Ly Apa Y1 Ly, Ay Y Lyyq Appr — Y

e

[28 I-9] Zo4d Xjzo| W0 AZE Uekd Hizg 1=



o) leE W A AE ¥ YR ool no iy ARE 50071 BA5HAT

A HE 52 ARl en, & 34(0.8901) #2 57t
100,000%1 A=E 7|¥tC & sto] B tiidA7E A=0Y wio] A9 tiH] 2=
A7 A=19 W] 939 oz Al T3S 95% AlZE7E
percentile bootstrap ®'HZ &9 AAIE A2, bootstrap= 5001 A3

S At

oA AmolA SAHEHA F2 AE5F e Hey Us Azl #Ajlo]
Fatol 3, 24tol 191 At BEOIA, S AEY wd ¥4 L2 o] AK9
e L & He A 83 F W40l WS 2 Hinteraction term),
AL 2 A I Mg US &5 Alsd Bt 123l 24to] 191 A+t
FREOA, oY eE Wy Ax ol A9 ks W A IFA E2 AHY
Wt Hae L 2|3 o] & WY we A 2 S AeE &E w2 THRIe
H|24po] R3ofA T1E|3 Y& W Y= 22 AF9] o] s WS A, Ik
W L, o] F ¥ 1 AE ¢ 193 iyt Mg U &9 AsdE EE
#= 7= HlZrol EEoA AGEUT. ES, g-formula A9 Al ZF P9
1T A Fg XA = AoE B2 AR AU

ot o] 1YL A7t wet Hote Wy ¥, s W 1EAL 7é3’4' o]
it RS SHEA A Be R A5t dojRle & 8719 3t disy

g-formula”t AFsh= FHA HFY @_?ﬂ%}("&_), 95% ﬂ:rlﬂgl
AEEHDS T Tz [O1F
747y wt o] gk By, =E W gk 2% lﬂ—l— EL} HE=o]] "41?_
Y2 ousi, Al a8l 4 ¢ I = B2 SHEA AQe HA¢-
i Ueldth dE S0, LcAcYes & HEy &5
ot o] BE ZHIEA A H HE vstH,
ot BT ZHIEA AAEHT, YA T 1Y, &
BVASY %—’F—Oﬂ gt Be 123 A o] tigt B2 HF AR APE FASE
omgttt. [I1¥ M-101Y AT I™HoA EE 2ygo] SHIEA AAFEIZ

H:l



[

Qe oI

AL(LcAcY )} Bl ato] w=h ¥WSo] tjst 28 F= 2
A5 AQE RS 1] HFo] A7+ A RIS 4= lom,

gt 2y
Hao] digk

71 A Yergt (28 M-1019) sfet 1

ofet st SulEA] AR AR A9, 95% AT EeHgo] tashs
SA7E ASHA] AR, AT wof gt Rgnt AR A E A Bl
ZFE] &F A4S HEC], A3 ¥ g Ego] AR A U=
uf, ek Wil oigt mgo] Frlo s A A gE Eekgo] o 37 Tasie
Aoz eyt

» 0.0201 . .

o

o]

s 0.0154

(5]

= . °

Cg 0.0101 ° °

2

[ ] [ ]

g 0.005+

[72]
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Model specification
100+
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; ST --e---------- - - - ------- L L i

© 2 i

@ 901 . :

©

2 85+

o

(&)

80 1 i | ] i | i i |
LcAcYc LcAcYi LcAiYc LcAiYi LiAcYc LiAcYi LiAiYc LiAiYi
Model specification

[O3 m-10] RS X Xgst =30l M2 g-formulaZt M3sl= FHX|Q
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4. BKMR2| SAEZME 7%

1) BKMR £4A17 &5 9 HHE S5 254 7]&7]d dd
2

a3} 3

Ad 9] X4 (hyperparameter)?! length-scale Z5=0] s 7]& BKMR
2ol A AQtst H4 A AFH X7} ofd horseshoe 4 A BEx 4
HE A SE|ES A85to] AR B9 ALt £=E tiE ZASIGIH. ofgt
7R417do] Bregd & Aj W S5 BKMRS &85t 42 B2 gt
& I9F FHA Y A 2 71 BKMRI}F H|sto] o9 WE A7 Yo
= = Stk o9 I1¥S EW ZiEtt BKMR EE2 & 9] F710
et 240 A8 5= AlZto] AsHAl S71ske WHH, 71& BKMR 232 749

_

rmssthod ® pqual rmathod = squal

v

P | =

Sample 5o S Sae

[28 m-11] E2 =0 o2t 295= &4 AZES UEHlE 232, 342 d42
7IZ BKMR 2&s, #Zh 42 JHugt BKMR 2¥S LEH.
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True exposure-résponse funclion value

[23 m-12] 7I1Z BKMR 21} JHEE UHS XHESI0] A2 FHX|4 & wUS
Hlwsk= J3, H2 E2 7IE BK
gt H2 JHEE BKMR 23S MEol H2 FHX|0|H, M M2

y=xg.

<
s
H
ok
o
it
on
o] ]
2
ne
rio
fu 0
&
Rl

Numiber of Repatitions = 10, Sample Size = 1000

E BKMR = 0095 (0.002)
2002

GVA = 0.993 10.002)

—_—

L]

[23 M-13] 71=Z BKMR T&3} 74etel BKMR 2O & Ziate] At A%
Hlx J2{Z. bkmr2 7|& bkmr BEE LIEHHDH, gvas JHLE
BKMR 2&2 o|no|&t.
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7|1Z& BKMR 233 7jdtEl BKMR E&o] Z Zoll duhy 24-35H=XA
SRRISIETHIH M-13]. [ M-13]00A4 7Idd RS B dojx =427}t
7] BKMR Eg o2 HE Aoz 2o 7PA ZARHL 2= & = 9loH,

Yo7t Zgk(true exposure-response function value)@} H|S5HA YEFY 1L
98-S oF 2 9lth E3t Zex} A x}zo} 7o ukE =A% x}7 o] EAoA

=

F2 AREEHE A9 85 E’%‘(random effect model)ollA 585+ WY HwH}

HE 71270 B3 71& BKMR 22> ZHott iy avr} S-8= At spA|et
& AdFolAE A =29 —’—Eﬂ’\?’l(CholeskV) 2AZ 7Hgste] 71e7]ol HE

-

SIS 3]835F= BKMR 239 A% £ ZAFE A, mini-batch &34
AAS Egste] e Batof ok EEJ SeAke] YE AT J3PF AL
Q3 A4S €9 BKMROJA 7]&7]9] Y BIE §8ot= XS
T-=513 T

4 £=71 74" BKMRY 71&710ll e a9 31835k BKMR 2¥2>
ol#ie} R #7]A] ‘vbayesGP ol W& gvagpr I<5 &3l Aol 7hssitt.

priors {- list(lengthscale="horseshoe”)

gvagpr(
Yy =V,
X =X,
/=17,
id = NULL,

random.slope = NULL,
priors = priors,

covstr = 'diagonal’)
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xel olmEe sjojcat

ro
g
ofm
X
AL
1z
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=
nz
@)

gvagpr dFolA Qe y= A¥ H4E Uedle ¥E, X THES
Zokeh= AE, Zv == %—’F—% Zobol= Pg, ide B 3" A=
2 ZL2AEZREH U3 AdHF+= index 183 random.slopes
SHT P XolA HH 5114** A-gotaAt ohs @ WS E 9ugitt. E3L
priorsg &3 Ad FLo| AREEE 7|9 =o ARESHE = AR 3o Higt
FARE JHT $ doH, covstrg T TEA FF FLxE AFE F

At AFA EE(priors)= list?] FEIZ lengthscaleC|gh= A4S JZHwo}

A = S}, 7| EH 02 gvagpr = 7] BKMR R & kmbayes®t
Hlwste] B4 &27F FA4E ol ideh 489S i+ 71€ BKMRI

YA eI 4Y amh [89 =Yg AT S 9w

il
<

o032 2o AYXE gvagpr FE F&

=

2ot

summary(foutmbu.diag)

Fitted object of class ‘gpr’

Outcome family: gaussian

Covariance Strucutre: diagonal

Lengthscale Parameter: varying and shrinkage
Minibatch—-Epoch: 100,000

Running time: 1326.89 secs

Model fit on: 2023-11-04 23:31:31

Parameter estimates:

mean sd qg.2b g. 50 g 97.5
beta 2.01770 0.01727 1.98601 2.01783 2.05056
sigsg.eps 0.55374 0.03502 0.48750 0.55374 0.62242
lambda 10.69106 1.55571 8.00172 10.61979 14.14561
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r 0.02699 0.00664 0.01632 0.02617 0.04137
r2 0.03304 0.00873 0.01946 0.03178 0.05209
r3 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
r4 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
rb 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
Pseudo posterior inclusion probabilities:

variable PPIP
1 z1 0.956
2 z2 0.999
3 z3 0.000
4 z4 0.000
5 z5 0.000

R {7]A] ‘vbayesGP' & ZHE-E &ot7] Yl R 7|2 &< summary
AE o]8ohe A2 FUSHAINL  =E-9kS T A B Ay 9 AR E
RIsk7] s R H71A] bkmr'= A 7 @<4=21 bkmr::ComputePostmean
Hnew E+= TracePlotE AMgsoF SHAIRE, R B7]A] ‘vbayesGP'&= R AR&AH
Al H&3t fitted ¥ E= plot &E &9 &Rlo] 7Hsstth. Hoh ARAIgH

Trel AGEE R 1004 A5 AFakua gk

2) BKMRS| ZA|AH 3]9] nd=z9o] 33}

2 gt AFARE0] olF ARE £4Y W, Z28(probit) 37 REHTH
A2 o RS F=2 ARSI AR 71E BKMR ¥ 2AAF EHo]
ofd Z=yl Hdlg &5 ol A=E TR AUtk WEA 2 A= BKMR
oA 2R Hdg 53 o] ARE HE o Ues oA I
o] §l, BKMR oA O|FREE 7ex T4E she ZAAE I Rd=
T O offe H2 FH Vek EE EEA dHE A4te] ofgrs
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18

')

I

| xo onpse Jloiale 3 SARAE

Aot & AFoA= ol#et ZAIE sHEsh ] sl 5 8% F=(importance
sampling)'dH< &8sl F8& g5 F45t, ol& & FH &2t
AP LAF Sl ARE BERV) HEE Sl AFE B X (augmented posterior
distribution)& TAgotAt o]l WHE EIE Hostal Fui-cjo]Ed]
HFAKKullback-Leibler divergence)& 7|22 sl &4 A d1E|&5S
A-&sto] g AME FEE ZAFSHA

th#+= BKMR 2 of#i9] R 9714
£ &9l AM&ol 7hsst

2A2Y 2 Fo o) ¥rE

=
‘vbayesGP' o] W&H gvaggpr 3+

gvaggpr(y,
X,
Z,
id = NULL,
random.slope = NULL,
family = binomial,
priors = list(),
covstr = c("diagonal”, "blockdiag"),
control = list(),
verbose = TRUE,
seed = sample.int(.Machine$integer.max, 1))

HO,
i

88k gvagpr F5o49t 5LSHA gvaggpr SHrolA 1S y= A3

S el ¥, Xe 3HHS Zdsis P, 75 kE HPE “@6}%
4, ide ¥ S4E Am7t 22 2EAZRE 1’} = & 4

7123 random.slopers &% FE X

HS S ou|dith. E3L priorsE &9l A 03%301] /\}—9-3% 71 o] ARESHE =

ztrf;

AP B3zo] oist AEE AT = oM, covstrE 53 TEAF FHO| X5
AAe 4= Qlok AFA BEE= [iste] FE|E lengthscaleo|2h= A4S Ygrlop
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A
BAAE I B AREoLIAL ol
o}

B o ot gvagpr ot HE A

Ohl_, rlo

o ZoAY &gl gvaggpr HrE
st ATES 5] 99 R 7]1E 391 summary

te 3 BE AlFO £ o51E #Rlsy] A3l plot

i

family”7} $71=]lvh=

family="binomial’&

=
re

7o
ol
212

;

o,
sha

1

]

)

ok gvaggpr
O] 231=

Az

<
(\):]l“l‘ =

O1§3H 2 B gvagpr TS BUSICE AT TS AL 2E 104

A3 At FHRIAY AR S YA ToE B2 0] $2H o

fit_logisticBKMR ¢~ vbayesGP::gvaggpr(

y = datp$y,
Z = datp$Z,
X = datp$X,

priors = list(lengthscale = normal),

family = ‘binomial’)

summary(fit_logisticBKMR)

Fitted object of class ‘gpr’
Outcome family: binomial ( logit )
Covariance Strucutre: diagonal
Lengthscale Parameter: equal
lterations: 3947

Running time: 16.5 secs

Model fit on: 2023-11-03 10:23:05
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Parameter estimates:

mean sd q.2.5 g 50 g_97.5
beta  0.03880 0.05122 -0.06392 0.03757 0.14231
lambda 2.21210 2.32495 0.31328 1.53661 8.30152
r 1.91242 1.49731 0.40541 1.53330 5.71578

gt Fof| g-formulaE HES &
FalEds BEgdeE9 Ao OE 04 IdFE JH4
SF-0ks F4 1o AE-Z Bk AR FEE
BoloHA ARED = UES 2] ARG
ERE FE 5o dS5hes AHEE 7= A
718t Hlo]A|Qt 7o) ARgOo & 9I%F BKMRO B4 £&5

IS AT 5 Qe Y AR ERE AR A AFARE0] oot
AR ¢ e EE 7lo|=EiRIZ A5 EA7EA] e B s

Seo] AHgHL RE 10 74519
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D AL 2 EFeE % 7olEE]] 5 WES R AL

= g-formula &4 7lol=gQl A 20214\
202299 Jbgé]'?i‘?_ A ABFE 7holegel 9 SARAE /W,
2)E Q9ola, EFARAT s 7|¥rC R ‘synthpop’ R IR E
ARgote] AA EARRGE Azl FARE AAE F4 HolHE

[ )
o
o,
ir‘-'.
x E

- QlRE wAH WERd] it 24 T4 719: Az dat F
AFZEY oFE EoliAl, T4 TA|R Hl= SHHE teko] Miguel
A. Hernan ¥ James M. Robins 157} @715t Q1352 wikA ‘Causal
Inference: What Iff HYES ThE0] AU EAATY EHo|A&
S EELER SR S

2) AHEFE @ BYPrd FE sojsaele 8

o I 7Po| =Rl &g Aluy AgY: H59] 303 4G 8 A7t 191
e g ExAddd AAmE E83t g-formula £40f gk Alu|ut:
AP ATHElE AvLt 13], g-formula oA &4 4 ] oy 13, E5A
Aztz dlolg Z2'd Auy 39], g-formula S04 2t7 24
Ay 13)).

« 29 & AY: Auy F Aot W&ol tigt SE= FHstth

[t o
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3) g-formula® ©]&3%F &F-¥-3 A 9 g ZFES HIASH=

AZsk 7= A

o 8F-NES T4 22A T4 A=A dY fotedel g =& A%
FEFE 7T f, =& ko e 17 T2 ATWHoE Adst|
s AZAAR] 18 AlSshe A7 Bk wEtA & dFolAs T
=Y & =0 wE A7 T2 ABHoE 2T 5 WA
5= AlZst = (DoseResponsePlot)E 7HEsH3

s S1A I8 &Y FollEd AF, vkl wE A IF= 2344
I mg A EHo] 7FssHANE F feiEde] skol W A I
3% 37 I g B9 EHSfofstEE, flo] F=E ZHIE AE51|
ot 13t o] {E ZEA T4 A=A F 7He FofiEdol Hitt
B3l w29 AY JdFE ATHoR mIAS] st ALs I=

(ContourPlot)E 7ds}
o 1% Zg 7 27 ol foll=dE QR B k29 A% TS

Byt o, foflEE 7 1% 28 aIHEE =

42X A7 A7 = FollEE A9 2ES Rl & Atk

71 A3 additive interaction, multiplicative interaction ZL2]al

RERIZ &3l AAto] 7Hs5tH, AAFE additive interaction 4=

{0 = HHst7] It Al 243} ZE(InteractionPlot)E 7HE 5T

4) g-formula® ¥4 ZA3}9 tAFAZEZ Hrlo=
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SRR A= HFe] AUzt #E QA 8] 117|aL 95% AlF| 1o

ZgEC el sAFLE 2ARIAT. 2 AFolA ot EoAY

Apzo A 25 Hlgo] S7Fd 9, LOCF ¥} ¥laste] imputation

ol iAo A2 HY, A2 #2E A Fal B2 AFFE

LES BT 53], 25 Hl&0] 30% o4l 4, LOCF ¥riolA
1

2T O 9 ¥2 9 v|o] FA3 Zv) JBl3 At ZgEe] F4%

ojg7] 2o FX ALE 70 E EAE AlPstaAt sk A, olEgt
TEAY] E4ARE AR 'S Pt B4o] 3= ojof gttt FA
2] 2 AEo| sigots ARE A5 A=E EI, imputation WHE
ol 2EXE A& F g-formulaE FEsto] 4 A9 dHES
F29] HaFo] AYigt, £& QA B] 1Eal 95% AlF|HAe] 2ES

ARESHo] ZARSHATE B2 AHR 9] HlE&o] F71dE g-formula”t
Algots 419 HaF AUy}t #3249 A7|7F F7F5kAAL, 95%

AZT2Y EFES LG olET FRenE A WA gL
Aol o ARE 22E AR Aol T4 A7} 7L Ak
2R3 AR T2 FHHQ AR TR YL A WA gL
Aol WA ZEAE A9 g-formula® 83K Ao] AAHEL

HAE Foolgke AS BRI 5 Atk AR =tdA #5S

REgshs A2 U] 7ide] 28 o2 gz,

=E W B T3 ¥ Oigt 29 AP HE: g-formulat AHEEE
B 2|5l A3t o] tigt Bl SutEA



A% (correct specification)F|o]ofF H3F gl FAHAE A5t ofA|gt
o] ZuEA AHEHA=A &RIst7] s @A gfoRmula R
i 7] R oA AFdt= A= AA HX

Wk W] oleut A4 BE e HlwHE 1

it

AL, 95% AlFF1te] E“E‘r ARgsto] 2ARIAT 1 AW, '
ol oieh 2yt BAIQlo] Wi Al 25 i U(intervention)dhE
78, ek Hspof tigh B = A Hspof] tieh Be A Al
o, HFe] Aoge] 2717 S7FehAL, AF e 2gES 23 Mg
Hgo] AR AU Wl F4aste 27 Ueth ELE, A Hapo
o RPER ofyEh wek Hepof dich Ry o] A AFEHUS
A5, 1 A7le © dastdu@FelAe I 2717 © S7HRHR).

S

5) BKMR 447 &% 2 ¥t&E 49 ARA 7|17 A4
a7 A&
* BKMRO] £4] &% 7|A: 7]E& BKMR HollA] AQtgt w4 A= Abd

327} oFd horseshoe 4> AR &3 9 Wi A dalE|ES ARESTHo

AE BRE DAt A SES HE A

B SAE A=A 7127]0] dd &3 A8 7|& BKMR WA=
W AHYt 5-80] 7hsstAt, A F29 A7) 81 7HY5H
AFE B E AL, mini-batch E524 AAPHS sF4slo] @iy galo]
ek BxO| FEAR] FEA T APE Aol ot ALlgE £ HE
71&715 3835t= BKMR WS #3519t
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Abstract

Causal Inference and Statistical Methods for

Environmental Mixtures in Occupational Studies

Objectives: We aim to enhance the interpretation of analysis results
by visualizing the dose-response curve, contour plot and relative
excess risk due to interaction(RERI) as one of measures of causal
interaction. We also aim to develop a novel computational method to
reduce the computational cost of implementing Bayesian kernel

machine regression(BKMR) and to allow random slope effects in BKMR.

Method: We consider how to effectively visualize the analysis results
from the g—formula. For reducing the computation burden, we apply
variational bayes, Cholesky factorization for sparse structure, mini—batch

stochastic gradient method for approximating the posterior.

Results: We provide R functions to draw plots for the dose-response
curve, contour plot and RERI. In addition, we substantially reduce the
computational burden of the existing BKMR method and enable
researchers to handle the random slope effects in BKMR. We also
develop a logistic BKMR. We provide the R function to implement the

newly proposed methods.

Key words: environmental mixture, g—formula, Bayesian kernel

machine regression, variational Bayes, causal interaction
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[. g-formula® SAEAHE Y

g-formulacl tiste] 202149 AFHA|(f4F] Q20214 = GE
el et k22 YAStE U I¥FE FE5te 37 7el=ERlE,
20228 AFIAI(AAIS] 5(2022))014 oI fFalEde] oA 5 kE=
st U YF= FESH = 7Iel=dRls A5kl shARt 20239
2 A 9] REQAE @Y B F FolEdol te =52 1% A4 IF=
7;1_11__]_(;5‘ oz 5]]/\4*6‘1- A 01Ei *5-]&—_ /\]71@r :n:::'; 7H]‘ﬂ:_]' ol ;(ﬂlﬂ_‘(:)‘]_o:] A]—(ﬁiﬂ
st AF2=0] A ARHEE & IS She &8 Zho|EEkle AAStaAt
ot 2 BEEOA AT 3719 F(DoseResponsePlot, ContourPlot,
InteracuonPlot)T%—% R 714 ‘gfoRmula’el W&H gformula(E 7|Hto2
5} 9Jom, o] T4 st AAEF AEL 2020¢0] HHE S MCGrath
5(2020), “413] 5(2021), o413 5(2022)& XFaLstr] Higtth

18

ot

library(dplyr)

1. gy-ul

—

=3
o

JH

Mt WS X

mulo
FH
olr
ol
rir
N
o
I
n
=
5

AR st AFATE AHZ ARt
g-formulac] W&d A5E 7|HIo=
basicdata_nocompe AR $3o] ¢l
Tz follow-up)’t HoJAY A7 ofe] I &=
AYPAZ] T ERlo] 7Hs5tt

library(gfoRmula)

data("basicdata_nocomp")
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S McGrath 5(2020)2] Agoll4+= basicdata_nocomp A}&of 4
binary treatment®= ARESHY O, 2 RFo|A= A7 we Wt
W (time-varying variable)?} 23 ¥ (outcome) Ato]9] &5F-HEg- ¥
A5t Yo A=oA] time-varying confounder® AREH A5E W
‘L2'E treatment® AFESFA} Sit), S2F-H1S AAS AlaH 7| -?JB‘H
12'9] HAE ERIgE A3} -157E 1714] 0.5 B9= &5 TAE 4
Eli=g

o
A A o e

summary(basicdata_nocomp$L2)

Min. 1st Qu. Median Mean 3rd Qu. Max.
-1.3782 -1.0183 -0.8912 -0.1674 0.9738 1.3485

At Ay Y oF W L2 Abo]9] &S A4S 187 Ao &S
) = &% W3l g-formulaE Astet. ot T+
-1, -0.5, 0, 0.5, 1ol i3l g-formulag A-&3sk= F=o|t}.
AR 9] A7HE ©EA17]7] Y3l bootstrap 205 35t tHnsample

# ot At o= U KIH
Dose (- (-2:2) * 0.5

# JHRe OIA0| He Hat JHY M= X1
intvars1 (- interventions1 {- list()
for(i in 1:length(Dose))X
intvars1[[i]] (- c("L2","L2")
interventions1[[i]] {- list(c(static, rep(x = Doseli], times = 7)))
. remove(i)
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# He M= XE
int_descript1 (- ¢()
for(i in 1:length(Dose)){
int_descript1[i] (- pasteO("L2"," [Dose: ",Doseli],']")
1 remove(i)

# g-formula Mgt
gformRes_DoseResponse (- gformula(
obs_data = basicdata_nocomp,
id = "id",
time_points = 7,
time_name = "t0",
covnames = c(L1', 'L2', 'A),
covtypes = c(binary’, 'bounded normal’, 'binary’),
covparams = list(covmodels = c(L1 ~ lag1_A + lag_cumavg1_L1 + lag_
cumavgl_L2 + + L3 + t0,
L2 ~ lag1_A + L1 + lag_cumavgl1_L1 + lag_cumavgl_L2 + L3 + t0,
A ~lag1_A + L1 + L2 + lag_cumavgl1_L1 + lag_cumavg1_L2 + L3 + t0)),
histories = c(lagged, lagavg),
histvars = list(c(A’, 'L1', 'L2), c(L1', 'L2),
basecovs = "L3",
outcome_name = "Y',
outcome_type = "survival’,
ymodel =Y ~A + L1 + L2 + L3 + lag1_A + lag1_L1 + lag1_L2 + 10,
intvars = intvars1,
int_descript = int_descript1,
interventions = interventionsT,
ref_int = 3,
nsamples = 20,
ci_method = "percentile”,
seed = 12345678)
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2= folA ARt g-formula®l 235 7|22 sto] &5-¥H3 4
I35+ Fo|t, /st 3¢ DoseResponsePlot gformula A% 23=
IHE g0l dgsta] ARgo] 7Fssh, 182 Ful7] fsiAe ool s
(xlab, ylab, main, width, lab_title size, lab_text size, main_size)&
F7HH o5 AofjFofof Sith. & FAoA x5 M= Dose A&
S AAEH, 2 Ao AE g-formulaclA 7L L] BLIE Dose HEIE o]&
Sto] A|HstA 2R Dose HEE /YT ol FLSHA AME-SHATH
xlab, ylab 12|11 maina &5 JAoA AT x5, y-= 83l I
AL XA 4 Q= Ql4o|H, lab title size, lab_text_size, main_size=
S 24 2718 AZY & Atk width A= AZF7H9] Aghat skeks
dol= 9 9] Z4olE, pointsizeZ A9 I7|& 24E 5 S

AN
T

So S-S TS 2L % ek oY S-S TS
_/'\_

L=

%0 ©
£

# Jidst =5 0|85 SH-HE JM
DoseResponse_Plot (- DoseResponsePlot(
object = gformRes_DoseResponse,

Dose = Dose,

xlab = "Dose”,

ylab = "Risk ratio",

main = "Dose-response curve’,
width = 0.03,

pointsize = 2,

lab_title_size = 17,
lab_text_size = 15,

main_size = 15)

# 82-9rg BH 18 &

DoseResponse_Plot
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Dose-response curve

1.50+

1.25

Risk ratio
o
o

0.751

0.50+

1.0 05 0.0 05 1.0
Dose

oA o=l tiet =50 Ae, 19 18 Lol §F-HkS BAE BAT
o AL 2709 FefiEde] it 5 =59 A%, F foEde] 5=t
Zol Hsh7] g2 x-F stuE F FEEY &5 2= EHSH] o7
ol &F-1hs BAE EASH] M+ A T1”le] Basi. 1A
a9e 2ol o) A8He sl 99 R W71A ‘sfoRmulao] HAH
AgE dF 45kl ARSI basicdata_nocomp A&+ AlZto] whEh
ol WhR T ool WLl A% el A%d W4()E el
Qlomm ofg W 3 shio ¥s Qg Wam Weke 4 534 198
a8l A0® St offe) TEL ofg W A'S 94 WAR NESE
BA=S 1=
set.seed(seed = 20230816)
basicdata_contour {- basicdata_nocomp %)%
rename(A_origin = A) %)%
mutate(A = ifelse(test = A_origin ==
yes = rmorm(n = 1, mean = 2, sd = 1),
no = rnorm(n = 1, mean = -2, sd = 1))
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summary(basicdata_contour$L2)

Min. 1st Qu. Median Mean 3rd Qu. Max.
-1.3782 -1.0183 -0.8912 -0.1674 0.9738 1.3485

summary(basicdata_contour$A)

Min. 1st Qu. Median Mean 3rd Qu. Max.
-1.4260 -1.4260 1.2877 0.4046 1.2877 1.2877

TIA 38E a87] Mol & 9] AP oz 4HH-1, -0.5, 0,
0.5, ol tish 7Fs't 2= Adstal, 2+ 21ttt g-formulag 25k
AR 9] AI7HS T@=A17]7] I8)l bootstrape 2085 F 51 tHnsample

W
—

# ot IXt ot 2f XIE
Dosel (- Dose2 (- (-2:2) * 0.5

# IKSE RE 44
DoseCombination {- expand.grid(

Dose?2 = Dose2, Dosel = Dosel,
KEEP.OUT.ATTRS = FALSE, stringsAsFactors = FALSE)[,2:1]

# IOl CHYO| H= Haot JHY T XE

intvars2 {- interventions2 {- list()
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for(i in 1:nrow(DoseCombination)){
intvars2[[i]] <- c("L2","A")

interventions2[[i]] (- list(

7)),
7))

c(static, rep(x = DoseCombination$Dose1[i], times

c(static, rep(x = DoseCombination$Dose?2[i], times

1 remove(i)

# JHY M= XIE
int_descript2 {- ¢()
for(i in 1:nrow(DoseCombination)){
int_descript2[i] (- paste0("L2 / A"," [",DoseCombination$Dose1[i],",",Do
seCombination$Dose2][i],"]")

1 remove()

# g-formula Mgt
gformRes_Contour (- gformula(
obs_data = basicdata_contour,
id = "id",
time_points = 7,
time_name = "t0",
covnames = c(L1', L2, 'A),
covtypes = c(binary’, 'bounded normal’, 'normal’),
covparams = list(covmodels = ¢(L1 ~ lag1_A + lag_cumavg1_L1 + lag_
cumavgl_L2 + + L3 + t0,
L2 ~ lag1_A + L1 + lag_cumavgl1_L1 + lag_cumavgl1_L2 + L3 + t0,
A ~lag1_A + L1 + L2 + lag_cumavg1_L1 + lag_cumavg1_L2 + L3 + t0)),
histories = c(lagged, lagavg),
histvars = list(c(A’, 'L1", 'L2), c(L1", 'L2)),
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basecovs = "L3",

outcome_name = "Y',

outcome_type = "survival’,

ymodel =Y ~ A+ L1 + L2 + L3 + lag1_A + lag1_L1 + lag1_L2 + t0,
intvars = intvars2,

int_descript = int_descript?2,

interventions = interventions2,

ref_int = 3,

nsamples = 20,
ci_method = "percentile”,
seed = 12345678)

=2 folA H3et g-formulad Aig 7|22 sSto] 514 1
8= FTolt}. 73t <= ContourPlot2 g-formula®l A3 23E
T gl QiEste] Abgol Absslel, dwe Flsl e
QlI==(xlab, ylab, vertical, lab_title_size, lab_text_size, main_size,
textNum, textwidth)& X]Ash= Ao] = R35}t} Dosex liste] Fe|2 S04
J¥9Z a97] 93 F A9 H9E AFE 5 Atk xlab¥t ylab AFE
&9l LA 1H x5 y-5o] 7149 tiide] He Mo ol 48

F den, A ™M x-F, y-5 11 AR A A=
lab_title_size, lab_text_size, main_size AUFE F3] AL = U
textNum Q155 &3l 2} gro] ¥slo] wE A W] Y=g 24 4 glom,
textwidth Q4= 5314 19 9 A3 ZHE ol FX 9 T =E HA|sFA}
5t=A] AASH= Qlgo|th, upX|9to. 2 vertical A4S £ 14 I1¥S
MzZ2 EETR A 5 k. o9 514 IH A= textwidthE 0.2&2
AAstA7] diZel 23 o] 0.2 TRE HEAHE AS el & A

87



Contour_Plot (= ContourPlot(
object = gformRes_Contour,

Dose = list(Dose1, Dose?2),

xlab = "L2",

ylab = "A",

vertical = FALSE,
lab_title_size = 17,
lab_text_size = 15,

main_size = 15b,
textNum = 100,
textwidth = 0.2)

# SN 13 53

Contour_Plot$Plot; Contour_Plot$ColorLegend

o] AvEe B9 T4 IHET A9 ®sie fidEHe 'S el
= >
=

H2](ColorLegend)
Wy AT glho] FUHetel wep Yol aghe
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RS 1 HE BAYUSN o 28 JlolSael |
Lower limit of 95% CI
1.00+
0.751
<C 0.50+
0.25+
0.00+ ] . ! ! ]
0.00 025 050 075 1.00
L2
Estimate
1.00+
0.751
<€ 0.50+
0.25+
0.00+ . ! ! ! ]
0.00 025 050 075 1.00
L2
Upper limit of 95% ClI
1.00+
0.751
<C 0.50+
0.25+
0.00+
025 050 0.75 1.00
L2
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AR WE 48 E@skE Gl telr] Ayt gk S-S

71(R00)9] gtof A
Hae LIS 12 7Y, 85 A+ 022 AY=ERE W YF9] 271(R10)%F
Hae L2 0202 /i)Y, W A's 12 Y= W] HEe] 27/(R01)Y
ohS W= A0 2 AHOlE W, multiplicative interactions R113% R002] &+
R10¥% RO19 HOo g U FoFE AHoxi, npx|wro g RERI+= additive
interaction< RO0LE Use #1o& AojH). /gt okrg &3l et e
280 aIE FYotal, JHo = FEHo| =3t additive interaction®] 7
J¥o=s xdstuA g

w2 AZ0| 47|15 g-formulaE 8ot} 4HEslr] A Hath A ALE
282 B} oh= ¥ gk 7] Ao gH 2 i A ol8)E WA

7&stofof gt

# JHQYot Ikt of= & AIE 3 Jbset A 4
Dose3 (- Dose4 <~ 0:1
DoseCombination3 (- expand.grid(
Dose2 = Dose4, Dosel = Dose3,
KEEP.OUT.ATTRS = FALSE, stringsAsFactors = FALSE)[,2:1]

# JHS| tHO| H= Ha AE H IHY T AE

=

[

intvars3 (- interventions3 {- list(

~

it

for(i in 1:nrow(DoseCombination3
intvars3|[[i]] (- c("L1","A")
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interventions3[[i]] (- list(

1
~J
~—"
-

c(static, rep(x = DoseCombination3$Dose1[i], times

7))

c(static, rep(x = DoseCombination3$Dose2[i], times

1 remove(i)

# 0 M= XIE
int_descript3 (- ¢()
for(i in 1:nrow(DoseCombination3)){
int_descript3[i] (- pasteO("L1 / A"," [",DoseCombination3$Dose1[i],",",
DoseCombination3$Dose?2[i],"]")

1 remove(i)

o] AFFES 7]&3%t &, InteractionPlot AME-3Fe] additive interaction,
multiplicative interaction 18|31 RERIZ 3T 4 9t}

7§EEsE F4 InteractionPlotE &9 1% 2Hg-9] A 7|& At&Eslal, 18-S
a4 W, g-formulaE AEst7] s BRI IpE0] FLSHA AREEH,
F718 22 DoseCombination, alpha, nboots Q55 Z4A 0 F QHs}o]of
Sttt DoseCombinatione 18 2-&-9] 37|1& F617] Yaf oj® Fho] W49
MY #Fo = ARREA=A At A4olH, data.frame®] FHE AHO|
w]ojof 5t {-9] #F(alpha)?t BAEH F(nboots)= 418 #7+& 4L
o AREE= 1golnt. IS Fu|7] YoliA= o9 d4E(xlab, vertical,
main_size, lab_title_size, lab_text_size, label size)ol ta] A& fF+=
Zo] 85ttt xlab2 w3 A-g TIRoA x-Fof AT WG 2 2Ju|st,
WA B I Q= ¥5TE 271017] "iszoll Zol7t 291 WE7E =] ofof
Sttt vertical> ZF ¥4 Wittt W@ A8 19O =X FHE AL F
Q) tH(vertical TRUE= A2 9H|). lab title size, lab text size,
label_size2 £ & A& 77|, & 22X 37| 281 n5Z8o 7=
HAST 2AY 271 £EL & QU

(T

l

01



# Vet 5 0180t ws &9 37| £ 3 Hol| ok= 1F
Interaction_Plot (- InteractionPlot(

obs_data = basicdata_nocomp,

id = "id",

time_points = timepoints3,

time_name = "t0",

covnames = c(L1', 'L2', 'A),

covtypes = c(binary’, 'bounded normal’, 'binary’),

covparams = list(covmodels = c¢(L1 ~ lag1_A + lag_cumavg1_L1 + lag_
cumavgl_L2 + + L3 + t0,
L2 ~ lag1_A + L1 + lag_cumavgl1_L1 + lag_cumavgl_L2 + L3 + t0,
A ~lagl_A + L1 + L2 + lag_cumavgl1_L1 + lag_cumavg1_L2 + L3 + t0)),
histories = c(lagged, lagavg),

histvars = list(c(A’, 'L1", 'L2), c(L1', 'L2),

basecovs = "L3",

outcome_name = "Y",

outcome_type = "survival’,

ymodel =Y ~ A+ L1+ L2+ L3 + lagl_A + lag1_L1 + lag1_L2 + t0,

intvars = intvars3,

int_descript = int_descript3,

interventions = interventions3,

ref_int = 1,
baselags = TRUE,
alpha = 0.05,
nboots = 10,

seed = 12345678,
DoseCombination = DoseCombination3,
xlab = c("L1","A"),




vertical = TRUE,
main_size = 13,
lab_title_size = 13,

lab_text_size = 13,

label_size = 5)

=

=

A

# ChYst WS 29| 37| U additive interactions HESiok

rr

I

M

Interaction_Plot$summary; Interaction_Plot$Plots

Skro] AVES 5ol opst S AR89 F7|(Interaction_Plot$summary)2t
additive interaction® Z1¥(Interaction_Plot$Plots)S IS 4 AUt A=
basicdata_nocompollA] A3} H=mo] tigt o]g; ¥4 L1xt o] ¥ A9
additive interaction, multiplicative interaction 183l RERIQ] Z7|&=
0.1057, 0.6710 183l 0.1206°2.&2 YEegow, z}zt9] 95% AlF 7t
(alpha=0.05)2 (0.0767,0.1163), (0.6294, 0.7398) Z1&] 1 (0.0864, 0.1300)
O 2 YBHtHEA AR @557 9s @A oA Amois RAEH

£Z2 1002 AA359-S(nboots=10)).

Interaction_Plot$summary

Est LowerCl UpperCl

Additive interaction 0.1057 0.0767 0.1163
Multiplicative interaction 0.6710 0.6294  0.7398
RERI 0.1206  0.0864 0.1300

7y B3-S 7|&0 2 additive interaction®] t$t ¥ & Z-& 1L o} e}
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Additive interaction

1.007

0.75

@
£ 050

0.251

e 10,1057 (0.0767,0.7398)]

0.00+

00 05 10 15
L1

1.00
0.751

o

20,50

0.251

. (01057 (0.0767,0.7398))
0.00+

00 05 10 15

A& JFAE ‘A9 £F H(A=0, A=1)E WS L1 ol Ut yeEhg=
A 3715 HojFa ot A2 shte] A4 (A=0)2 oE H(A=De=E
BYPHA 272 W 2= 4T 5= YL, o] F Ho] IA5kA] ger=g
W A9l o] Wk M L1 A= Y9 A7 Mgt AE ¢
S . B3 H2 SHAE FxE 15289 7] 9 Alg #71-2 0.1057,
95% A= 7+ (0.0767,0.1163) 9= & & Uth. F HA EFZ 7|E0 =
St o}fj& 1A H|=SE sf4lo] 7Estt.
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II. BKMRO TAIEAYH

£ HEoAEs B4 £57F & JfAE BKMR BT vhE S5 FRoflA
71&71°] A &3t 5]8F BKMR WS g0 AT & Y=E k=
o] Aol diofjA] Agstazt gty BKMRE 7|2 o|23 R 17| x|
gt A& Bobb JF 5(2015), Bobb JF 5(2018)9] =&, o|413] 5(2022)°]
ZAeE APA R ALY AFH A9} Bobb JFo] 2017490l GitHubol
A4k ‘bkmr’ R W7|A] &70F aLshy| vigth &= 2g9] Agdo] Hagh
R #7]X]&= https://sites.google.com/view/lwj221°A th2 Ho} AX|7}
7Fs5h, AtollA ARSE R B 4.0.201H, CPU% AMD Ryzen 3700X°]ct.

1. 24 St UiF 7= BKMR EHE

R Z239] ‘vbayesGP' #7]A|9l= 7]& BKMR W&t B4 &7t
i 7iAE BKMR HHE AT & Q= e, & gvagpr() &7 239t= o]
uoH 1y H(fitting)oll ol 7MY 83 FHeoltt. Ee ATH 2HE
QoFsly, Adshy, XHH o2 AT 4= =
022 R ZE21H9Y ‘vbayesGP' H7|A& AX|stal £ = FEolth

install.packages('vbayesGP")
library(vbayesGP)

#'vbayesGP’ R If7|X|7} CRANO| RIZE |0 RUX| L0t CH2 2ot MX|cl= 4
f0l= G232 20| X5 |

install.packages("D://Cl example//vbayesGP_0.2.0.zip", repos = NULL, t
ype="source")

library(vbayesGP)
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( AU QMERE JI0|=2t0 A SAZAY e )

DoAY ARE Aokl R H7]A] vbayesGP oA Al&st= el
AF&Ho] tisle] AwslaA} sich mojAls] AaE AASH= 3k SimData(=
7]& BKMR ¥H9] #go] 75 R H7]A] ‘bkmr oA ARgo] 71ss}tt.
SimData() ¥olA ne= HE&E F(sample size), M2 Fl&de =,
sigsq.true<> 4+ FEF 7Pt A5olA o219 &4 beta.true> 3HT2
A%, hfunZ 3 =%-9h3 F(true exposure-response function)?] 3+
FH(1: A AR FiEdol it vAdE o, 20 AS F foiEE o
A% 34 9 F REAY F2 XU B, 3 AL T S3=A o

HAY 22al HI7PH okp), Zgend fiEdS AHshE W, indZ %

—

19

it

=& Pool TP SHBAY NI, familyS o Whel Bus
ojulgiet. Ea, Aol AAHL 95 W MEE 202308162 BT,
WD BUY AR darolA] FR5 AGHE 2 BT} WSS Jujshs
HE Yy, foREEe o5

P 7, ¥ (covariate)S 2Jv|ot= FH
il

set.seed(seed = 20230816)
dat (- bkmr::SimData(n = 500, M = 5, sigsqg.true = 0.5, beta.true = 2,
hfun = 3, Zgen = 'norm’, ind = 1:2, family = 'gaussian’)

y (- dat$y
Z (- dat$z
M {- ncol(2)
X (- dat$X

true.h {- dat$h




bkmr.time <~ system.time({

fout.bkmr (- bkmr::kmbayes(y =y, Z = Z, X = X, iter = 10000, rmeth
od = 'varying', varsel = TRUE, verbose = FALSE)
D3]

summary(fout.bkmr)

bkmr.h (= bkmr::ComputePostmeanHnew(fout.bkmr)$postmean

R #71A] ‘bkmr o4 BKMR ¥ 9] A2 9o 233t kmbayes &5
oA k7o F-85fo] offo] T2 ANE don, AIE AFHE7| 71X
oF 14¥o0] A8 th

Fitted object of class bkmrfit’

lterations: 10000

Outcome family: gaussian

Model fit on: 2023-08-03 12:17:14.814957
Running time: 13.94919 mins

Parameter estimates (based on iterations 5001-10000):
param mean sd qg25 q975b

1 beta 2.02194 0.01562 1.99161 2.05307

2 sigsg.eps 0.49240 0.03164 0.43489 0.55913

3 r1  0.05360 0.02878 0.01562 0.12200

4 r2 0.04207 0.02459 0.01272 0.10624

97



r3 0.00122 0.00398 0.00000 0.01386
r4 0.00000 0.00025 0.00000 0.00000
r5 0.00003 0.00063 0.00000 0.00000
lambda 12.65394 9.13997 3.42875 37.78383

0 N4 O O

BKMRE] #{gto] dagt #4 Al7ke] 955 93 A= 7idet BKMR Y2
R #7]A] ‘vbayesGP'& &3l Ago] 7Fsstth. 4 AlXkE ©5A1717] A%
W, & AR B2E AR {8 ARERE RS E (1) 7] BKMR HHollA]
A}—Qﬁ} W A AP BXE )4l horseshoe &4 AFA Bx o] AL (2) A7

%9 &Y A7] 899 7F4 I8]1 (3) mini-batch TEA HAMHE
*}*9’5}05'0“:1 o] HHES T<roll AYsh] vt F=+= o2 Atk priorsollA]
lengthscale QI5~E &3l horseshoe S4 APH £32£9] 2|4o] 7FsohH, 11
9]9] 9l asig, bsig, alam, blam, lam, taus 4 AP £X9] AFS 5|
g 33t 224 (hyperparameter)©]t}.

priors {- list(lengthscale='horseshoe’, asig=0.001, bsig=0.001, alam=10,
blam=1, lam0=1, tau0=1)
control {- list(nbatch = 3)

mvbmbu.time (- system.time({
foutmbu.diag (- vbayesGP::gvagpr(y, X, Z, priors = priors, covstr = 'di
agonal’, control = control, minibatch = TRUE)

hi3l

summary(foutmbu.diag)
mvbmb.h (- fitted(foutmbu.diag)$fmean
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BKMRE Z35l7] Y8l ‘vbayesGP' #{7|AE ARESIHE wf, £28% A7
oF 2571 2853 oH, ol= bkmr H7|AE A&t BKMRS Ao
o A8 ARl oF 1/339] sfigsts A7t S 338 W2 &kolt}h thZ2
HE So] }E 7|2 BKMR H¥I A2 7835t BKMR BHo] 24 A7+
H gk Jgoltt. EE 471 S AL, F Y Aol FHoX = FA,
HE 571 2,0009] BLE W 7]& BKMR W# vwste] oF 2,0008] #LE

= S 5o 24 A|ZtoZ Qlsto] 7€ BKMR
& A=A 7S F4=E S5 BKMRY]
A-gsto] Agkd AZF W A B 95}

e

7}k 7R 3het,

rmethod = equal rmethod = equal

25

7 — bkmr o 0
— gva

20
1500 2000
1

Time (hours)

1000
1

10
Time Ratio (bkmr/gva)

500

o

(]
(] o—

T T T T T T
500 1000 1500 2000 500 1000 1500 2000

Sample Size Sample Size

E3L F eE5-0hE o 9] 72 5] 918l 7€ bkmr’ 7| R|oA=
ComputePostmeanHnew()& AR&stojof oL}, B AGoA= AFJEZA
st AARE0] A 3 2404 53l I fitted0E A8 5~ U=
St ‘vbayesGP' W7|AE ARESto] At Aib= ot At
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Fitted object of class ‘gpr’

Outcome family: gaussian

Covariance Strucutre: diagonal

Lengthscale Parameter: varying and shrinkage
Minibatch—-Epoch: 100,000

Running time: 1326.89 secs

Model fit on: 2023-11-04 23:31:31

beta

lambda
ri
r2
r3
r4
rb

o W0ON -

Parameter estimates:

mean sd qg.2b g 50 g 97.5
2.01770 0.01727 1.98601 2.01783 2.05056

sigsg.eps 0.55374 0.03502 0.48750 0.55374 0.62242

10.69106 1.55571 8.00172 10.61979 14.14561
0.02699 0.00664 0.01632 0.02617 0.04137
0.03304 0.00873 0.01946 0.03178 0.05209
0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Pseudo posterior inclusion probabilities:
variable PPIP

z1 0.956
z2 0.999
z3 0.000
z4 0.000

z5 0.000
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12 bkmr' WA AL, mao] 24 17} dFHoE SR
TracePlot()}& AFE3le] &Rlo] 7F53HH | par A4S E3f ofE R0
trace plotZ 18R] XA 4= 9t} olFle] It HoAY X
71Z& BKMR 9] B (beta, sigma square)E°] A 02 £
Qloke F ot

TracePlot(fit = fout.bkmr, par = "beta")

TracePlot(fit = fout.bkmr, par = "sigsq.eps")

(beta = 1.9)

parameter value
1.7 21
L1111

| | I I I I
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000

iteration

(sigsq.eps = 0.52)

0.2

parameter value
1.0
LIl

I

I I I I I
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000

iteration

B4 £ 7fAT & AFo]A 9] BKMR ol H9- Al EXE HE
TAF S PSS ARESE] ZAFSEZ] WiEol MCMCE ARESE 71 BKMR
oA A3t trace plot2t B8] expected lower bound(ELBO)E &3l
W4 329 9 o 7E FATH. ELBO #2 extractELBO() g &3
o] 75, plot) TE &3l AlAH L& gRlo] 7hssitt. ES, 7]&E

T
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[

AU QMERE JI0|=2t0 A SAZAY e )

BKMRY] trace plot& H4=0] 2|7} SEd=x] 198 E9) &9l
otH, 8 o7t FasiA g=poll A7t = 5

2AA7} SRS AL, 59 olF BT Auto]

extractELBO(foutmbu.diag)
plot(foutmbu.diag)

200 -

]

=

=
l

-400 -

Evidence Lower Bound
n )

-]

=

=
1

I:I . Iterations e
7€ BKMR ¥9sh #4 £&=7b /A" BKMR WHOERH fojd
&S ke e F # vlwst 18(ELS ¥ 7]& BKMR Y, gt
A /idE BKMR 4, whet Adr y = )2 oot 2o dde B A=
HakE BKMR ®olA] dolzl w&-vhg 3 ko] At )7 y=x
= flol tiiE AAIskL Sl Ae 9
0

AL B FUES AT USS T 5 AUk EG, F o

rl
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lo

=5 Z 779 correlations H]aslo] A &9lo] 7FsdttHbkmr 71&
BKMR ¥, gvas= A= 7Hde BKMR B Qu|g). o|2HE ALy BXg
SAPeE & Ao ®o] 71 BKMR Y w9 AR A3E £11 Qa2

glat 4 ek,

# & Dol FEX|Q & E-UE g 4= Hluet O3

plot(x = true.h, y = bkmr.h, xlab = “True dose-response function value”,
ylab = “BKMR”)

points(x = true.h, y = mvb.h, col = “red”)

abline(a = 0, b = 1, col = “blue”)

BKMR
2

True exposure-response function value

Number of Repetitions = 10, Sample Size = 1000

BKMR = 0.995 (0.002)
GVA = 0.993 (0.002)

1.000

j
J

I

Correlation
0.990

0.985
|

0.980
L

bkmr gva
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2. Wiz SMEI XIR0IM JI27]0] WY I SIRE BKMR

- MO

R Z2IH9] vbayesGP' H{7|A|ol&= A A3t 7|& BKMR 4w

=
Hlwsto] BA &57 tE 7j4% BKMR S8 vhE A= 2} g o)A
71&71°] #E G 5]-85H= BKMR W ES gvagpr() 38 B3l Zgto]

ook
N
B
U
i

7Fsstth #HY 71275 31835k BKMR WO disiAx: w4
AyAgoto] §H4=0] ARgwo tsl Aot} it

Hfun3 <~ function (z, ind = 1:2) {

4 * plogis(1/4 * (z[,ind[1]] + z[,ind[2]] + 1/2 * z[,ind[1]] * z[,ind[2]]), O,
0.3)
}

N<-100;, R{-3 DE-N*R M{(=5p<{-1,g¢ 2

beta.true (- 2
sigsq.true (- 0.5
SIGMADb.true (- matrix(c(0.5, 0.1, 0.1, 0.3), g, )

set.seed(1)

b.true (-~ MASS::mvrnorm(n=N, mu = rep(0, g), Sigma = SIGMADb.true)
bvec (- as.vector(t(b.true))

ID {- rep(1:N,each=R)
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Z {~= matrix(morm(D * M), D, M);colnames(Z) {- paste0("z", 1:M)
X (= matrix(rmorm(D * p), D, p)
U <~ matrix(0, D, N*q)
for (i in 1:N) {
UL(=1*R+1):(*R), (=D*aq+1):(*a)] <= cbind(1, X[((=1)*R+1):(*R)])

true.h (= Hfun3(2)
y (= X %*% beta.true + true.h + U %*% bvec + rnorm(D, sd = sqrt(sigs

g.true))

HPg Tt 2ol A 4 Uk gvagpr) T E3 712 kmbayes() #4:2}
Q5] 9B 255 Aot 2 2uARE SHEHYTE AL AF]

=
Asf id A=l g FEE Yot A=A Et, 7id® BKMR 1§
A E oF-E Felstr] A3 ARESIAE o plot() ERE 72710 Y
A7 5iEok= BKMR WHolA R AR 7hsoitt.

priors (- list(lengthscale="horseshoe’, asig=0.001, bsig=0.001, alam=10,
blam=1, lam0=1, tau0=1, vtaub=100)

mvb.time (- system.time({
fout.diag (- vbayesGP::gvagpr(y, X, Z, id = ID, random.slope = 1, prio
rs = priors, covstr = 'diagonal’)

i3l

summary(fout.diag)
mvb.h {- fitted(fout.diag)$fmean
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otefje] Atz 71=7|o A AIE st BKMR FH

S|

3 Ajolct.

Fitted object of class ‘gpr

Covariance Strucutre: diagonal

Lengthscale Parameter: varying and shrinkage
Random Effects: random slope

lterations: 6030

Running time: 103.5 secs

Model fit on: 2023-08-05 16:10:58.545834

Parameter estimates:

mean sd qg25 q975b
beta 1.96565 0.04383 1.87368 2.05473
sigsg.eps 0.59236 0.04652 0.50974 0.68862
lambda  8.68243 2.41543 4.80764 14.58592

r1 0.04750 0.01816 0.02151 0.09126
r2 0.03207 0.01541 0.01161 0.07134
r3 0.00277 0.00417 0.00025 0.01130
rd 0.00280 0.00314 0.00034 0.01133
r5 0.00190 0.00241 0.00016 0.00908

Variance estimates (random effects):
(1] [,2]

[1,] 0.71982 0.12223

[2,] 0.12223 0.36235
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3. BKMR2| EZX[AE] s|{| DHZO| =%

NZ 7St ‘vbayesGP' #7] Aol 7]& R #7]A] ‘bkmr' A& thE &
SAE ZAAE BKMR 8-S AXlsis= gvaggpr() 37t X s o] 9loH
| 3lo] 7P S35t glrolnt, Eet ek AE goslyl, Ao,
Z P 5 UEF 5= F5Eo] WAEo] Qi

4% ARE Astel Bel Aglol dis) et gk

.

K
oot %
E(
)

)
P
lo

L

1

# Dojde A= MY

seed (- 111

set.seed(seed)

n (- 200; M (- 4

beta.true (- 0.1

Z (- matrix(runif(n * M, -1, 1), n, M)

X (- as.matrix(3*cos(Z[, 1]) + 2*rnorm(n))

hfun0 {- function(z) (2*z + 0.5)"2

hfun {- function(zvec) hfunO(zvec[1]) + hfunO(zvec[2]) - hfunO(zvec[3]) -
hfunO(zvecl4]) + zvec[3]*zvecl|4]

h (- apply(Z, 1, hfun) ## only depends on z1, z2, z3, z4

ystar (- X %*% beta.true + h

prob (- 1 / (1 + exp(-ystar))

y (= rbinom(n = n, size = 1, prob = prob)

datp (- list(h = n, M = M, beta.true = beta.true, Z = Z, h = h, X = cbind
(X), y = v, ystar = ystar)
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# ZX|AE BKMRS M&
fit_logisticBKMR (- vbayesGP::gvaggpr(

y = datp3y,
Z = datp$Z,
X = datp$X,

priors = list(lengthscale = 'normal’),

family = ‘binomial’)

olo] F=9} Zro] MAHE RoAY ARE =3 o|gF xF7o] W3] BKMR
Hg T2yl 2o om ALY 2dg 5 AT o v 29 ¥

v9 FEIE AASH= 9149l familyS A3 UHx] nE OJ S gvagprO
ot Fdsitt. At ‘EB_T ol A= el vhe S 9 Am ERF & Ao)A
Ml gvaggpr TS Baf Hajo] 7Ksahe, ZarE 2248 BKMR oA
A9 8 ARE Belop] s AHgSIRE # fitted0F plot(), 71&
BKMROA Agte A7E 3Qlsty] s AHLsted < summary() L5
22|28 BKMR HHIIAE AR 7153t

plot(fit_logisticBKMR)

Oe+00 - ,—

-le+09-

-2e+09-

. . ] .
0 500 1000 1500
Iterations

Evidence Lower Bound
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gvagpr Sr5o|AQF Ze HAog Qo] ELBO 1YL £ EAAH
BKMROJA H$ FHA|50] & FHPSS I 4= Aot off9 A=
summary &g 3-8019S i 95+ 2A4AF BKMRE| Zil=Eo|tt

summary(fit_logisticBKMR)

Fitted object of class 'gpr’
Outcome family: binomial ( logit )
Covariance Strucutre: diagonal
Lengthscale Parameter: equal
lterations: 3947

Running time: 16.5 secs

Model fit on: 2023-11-03 10:23:05

Parameter estimates:

mean sd q.2.5 g.50 g _97.5
beta  0.03880 0.05122 -0.06392 0.03757 0.14231
lambda 2.21210 2.32495 0.31328 1.53661 8.30152
r 1.91242 1.49731 0.40541 1.53330 5.71578

9] summary 2= &9 23 W= o Wgo|H, link T2 logits
ARESHLL Q12 SIS 4= QA1 B FHAE0] 3765WA oA FHok e
AAE AZE0] 16.5%7F &8 F o= AS ST 5= JTHIE = 200, 5
LE e 409 o). ol FE= F5YUSH

S mcolt

Fit_bkmr (- kmbayes(y = datp$y, Z = datp$Z, X = datp$X,
iter = 10000, verbose = FALSE,
varsel = TRUE, family = "binomial’,
control.params = list(r.jump2 = 0.5))
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=28 BKMRY| summary g &3t ZAito|tt,

summary(fit_bkmr)

BKMRS $dsl= o] of 550] 4A9%H Z& &9lgd 4 ot

Fitted object of class bkmrfit’
lterations: 10000

Outcome family: binomial (probit link)
Model fit on: 2023-11-03 10:18:33
Running time: 5.21231 mins

Acceptance rates for Metropolis—Hastings algorithm:
param rate

1 lambda 0.4813481

2 r/delta (overall) 0.1230123

3 r/delta (move 1) 0.0000000

4 r/delta (move 2) 0.2478839

Parameter estimates (based on iterations 5001-10000):
param mean sd qg25 q 975

1 beta 0.13274 0.06652 0.01054 0.26588

2 sigsg.eps 1.00000 0.00000 1.00000 1.00000

3 r1 0.25736 0.12351 0.08547 0.57846

4 r2 0.26290 0.13072 0.07021 0.50007

5 r3 0.22047 0.13068 0.06148 0.60009

6 rd 0.25971 0.14033 0.08489 0.74028

7 lambda 19.52689 11.01608 5.16946 47.40877
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8 ystarl 1.38290 0.85294 0.08577 3.23668
9 ystar2 1.18105 0.87089 0.04909 3.26225
10 ystar200 2.77865 1.17694 0.57938 5.13504

Posterior inclusion probabilities:

variable PIP
1 z1 1
2 z2 1
3 z3 1
4 z4 1

summary = 9= R M7 ‘bkmr oA AHg 7HssIAE o

predictor

ResponseBivar(), predictorResponseBivarLevels(), predictorResponseB

=
(o]

ivarPair() Z12]11 predictorResponseUnivar()
N SUAsH UG BHOR Abgo] kst

2 R 1j7]R] ‘vbayesGP o]
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I. A Azl g A3

1. OfiF| Xtz Ao U

Ao AFEH
201949 EXAZRAC zFRo|th ESARRAT g & % 43 g% Jl=E
-

o 1
i, A-ZAE, yol, E, AR i s E482R ARSIl aH,
1999 1909 13] A% Amz HAsH

synthpop R H71AE &&sto] FARE ES03KE A=} FARE 7Hd9]
g tlolEE oA HlolB & wESITh A2 &8 g HlolH Y 442
o= 2

2. AEXt

% 17,3109 dolEE a9, Hf 73]7HA] B =A 5 dlo]g|o]7]
o 2o & 42,8469 dolg7} QUct.

FHaE AE FHUE E Xz
( N(%)
17310(40.4)
10763(25.1)
6336(14.8)
3823(8.9)
2347(5.5)
1421(3.3)

846(2)

~

~N|o|loa|ld|lw N~ o
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AZEe] w2t ¥stke A3e] sigete 8902 W off, Aj7tof we} #sh=
=E2 T 9 exe BT VIEE sk, ARl ot Woks WA we 8912
< o, &5 o, HYE, AREERA] A, ARt whet ¥ohe 24
Wt Q12 o], AAFF R 1AL AjRte] met HohA] ke wtk gQlew
gdo] Sl

k] 29l My
_ otolc K2 UoIM 22 22RIAS Holst 4 Iz s
SiFE HlAlgstE 4
- ol SRS L2 YT
Azt mfet 5 sio _
visle g o | DB OIR | ZEAF EIEE ¢ YR of
% 08 | 22X 3% |%
B0 o | 22X Y ]%
AIZIOY et H 2t 22Rt0| HEYX|R(kg/m?)
HaHs W Q91— 5
3 LE s | B3 H SR | 22A0 BE H 5% $7(ug/dL)
HZ JIEE 55 | 22R0 ¥ JIE] & Al(ug/L)
MNZTRIZR| 20 | BEAO [2f ZHEE MFHRIRA| WS
LtO EAAZIXICLS Hiot2 [fo| AZXo| Lt0
Azl ma [0l SSTYTHS YAS 1o Z2X9| L)
G| Gre w2t o 220 g
20l ;
MY 72 | 2RIV 2R0HE Al 72
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Uolot 8% W, BF 7HSRL A4Y MR AASGT FABE AHo]
02 baselinedl 4 ATthAe] tolo} 8% W, BF =R @S ot

2.

HE(ELD) N Yo+ EEMx} E| X% E|H2k
L+O| (M) 17,310 38.7+10.8 18 65
23 H(ug/dL) 17,310 3.3+2.8 0.5 445
= ItES(ug/l) | 17,310 1£0.7 0.1 13.3

=20 h = |
o

HaH N(%) tHaH N(%)
| HZ=K|2(kg/m?)
A 14,343(82.9) |18.5 550(3.2)
04 2,967(17.1) | 18.5-22.9 5,918(34.2)
AR 23.0-24.9 4,369(25.2)
(50 3,803(22) | 25.0-29.9 5,327(30.8)
50-299 6,886(39.8) | >30.0 1,146(6.6)
>300 6,621(38.3) | At=&g
SF %2 e fele=t 17,143(99)
HIS =X} 1,022(5.9) (T—f;%%ir o) 149(0.9)
o x st s
SEIN! 16,288(94.1) (A2t oE) 18(0.1)
EH Q%2 HY 98
H|Z 1R} 7,684(44.4) | HIH Qe 17,154(99.1)
E XK 9,626(55.6) | HI¥ Qe 156(0.9)
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1. 714 438

7L ‘A71A 9]l Y o] HIg 2o S =9ltf ol H1A] J|9=
E35) oS 13 Zo] oy} IEE FHSIGL ESARY AFE 283510

DA B AR Qo] EASHE 25 WAS HRA A4S vigow
slof 2bdst ol ol

TR AT AL GOl AZko] met thA) ol w28 2ato)
8% o 5t 2ede) wde] wase] nxe el 27, & aNg Fakad

Sk Aoje, 1 ATR= 2ATL V|7l 79 B9t RE ZExe] 8% ¢ 5w}
30pg/dLES T WEe) W WART RE L2X BF W HEs g
AT B BF W BT 229 16pg/dLAS W) WHY B HEL
u)wsto] ZAstast o

[¢)

o
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AT 7HS B3] A R ZEE ke 2ok

#OIM HOIH 2227

data (- read.csv('D://Cl example//example_data.csv")

# 8% Y sk log transformation 87|

hist(data$pb_result_n, main="Histogram of pb_result_n", xlab="pb_result_
n", col="blue")

data$log_pb (- log(data$pb_result_n)

hist(data$log_pb, main="Histogram of log_pb", xlab="log_pb", col="blue")

# data.table2 H|0|E FEf HHLY|
install.packages("data.table")
library(data.table)

data (- as.data.table(data)

#g formula 245}7|

install.packages("gfoRmula")

library("gfoRmula”)

id (- 'id

time_points (- 7

time_name (- 't0'

covnames {- c(‘alcohol_sta','smoking_sta','obesity’,'log_pb', 'management
)

outcome_name {- 'anemia’

covtypes (- c(binary’, 'binary', 'categorical’, 'bounded normal’,'categorical
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histories{-c(lagged)
histvars{-list(c(log_pb', 'management’, 'smoking_sta', alcohol_sta’, ‘obesit
y))
covparams{-list(covmodels=c(alcohol_sta~lag1_alcohol_sta+tage+sex+scal
e,
smoking_sta~alcohol_sta+lag1_smoking_st
atage+tsex+tscale,
obesity~alcohol_sta+smoking_sta+lag1_ob
esity+aget+sex+scale,
log_pb~alcohol_sta+smoking_sta+obesity+|
ag1_log_pb+lag1_management+age+sex+scale,
management~log_pb+age+sex+scale))
ymodel{-anemia~log_pb+smoking_sta+alcohol_sta+obesity+lag1_log_pb+I
ag1_management+age+sex+scale
intvars=c(log_pb','log_pb’)
interventions {- list(list(c(static, rep(log(1.6), 7))),
list(c(static, rep(log(30), 7))))
int_descript{-c('Never treat’, 'Always treat)
nsimul{-42846
ncores{—parallel::detectCores()-1
gform_basic{-gformula_survival(obs_data=data, id=id,
time_points=time_points,
time_name=time_name, covnames=cov
names,
outcome_name=outcome_name,
covtypes=covtypes,
covparams=covparams,

ymodel=ymodel,
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HE2 9 S4AZFT X2 A H0/EE 283t g-formula 7r0|5ar<ﬂ

intvars=intvars,
interventions=interventions,
int_descript=int_descript,
histories=histories,
histvars=histvars,
basecovs=c(age’,'sex’, scale’),
nsimul=nsimul,
ci_method="percentile’,
nsamples=100,

ref_int=1,

parallel=TRUE,
ncores=ncores,

seed=1234)

A A S0I5}7)|

gform_basic

#22 Ml =0l6H|
plot(gform_basic, survival = TRUE)

= WA wEt 991, =& W4 83 Ay Harof djstod
oA A%t BES A8l g-formulas A% A= th2y) ZAthEofA

Interv.2 == AZFE 9u|s}hy Interv.9] oA 0& A F3HsE, 12 =
S22 5 9 8 79 59 1.6pg/dLE FAAT|= XS, 2= HE
<249 €3 3 w5 79 5% 30pg/dLE FAAT= AES Qs

123



A BAHoME @5 & 527t 1.6pg/dLR] BF HH] HE =& A=A
A7E vwslaR 517 W&o referenceE Interv.7} 191 H{=E
75t Measure= AYEE Aot S UEHWH, NP risk, g-form
risk, risk ratio 12|13l risk difference”} Ith. NP risk= H|H4ZA vhHo g
riskE F4%% 42 Yulste, v|E,ZAQl 2 B ARoATE AL
7] fizol =5 Aol A Al B-f-olwt Al4bo]l 7Rssttt. g-form
risk+= g-formulaE Z-835l0o] 343 riskd 32, risk ratiow =& A 1S
reference2 % Y@ H|E, 181 risk differencers =& AT 1&
reference= 5t 93 AolE Uity oA E o] 191 e+ e
=E A= reference”’t E7] W&o Risk ratio?} Risk difference Z+z}o]
A el 5 1 E= 09 482 Z-=t} Estimatess 2 measure©] Hgt
A FAXE A3t lower 95% CI9F upper 95% Cli= 3% X](estimates)2]
95% AZ|F71e] A& EE 712 YEdTh

Interv. Measure Estimates | Lower 95% CI | Upper 95% CI
NP risk 0.212 - -

g-form risk 0.306 0.203 0.454

° Risk ratio 1.118 1.058 1.191
Risk difference 0.032 0.016 0.062
g-form risk 0.274 0.181 0.404

1 Risk ratio 1.000 1.000 1.000
Risk difference 0.000 0.000 0.000
g-form risk 0.616 0.433 0.813

2 Risk ratio 2.247 1.741 2.826
Risk difference 0.342 0.2 0.46
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825 2. S48 Az gd HoHE &% g-formula 7f0|EEh°_q

A 30ug/dLole, 9
AZAE 4oug/dLole], A= B, Sug/Loltt.

FAHA AT 7HLE AAOIA Azte] wre} kA o] wEE 22
9% W 5RO 83 /B0 Hghego] 2exe] Wye] wAgd fAL
el 27], 5 wHE FokAt Sk Aol 1 vk FABE K1 79
59 RE Z2Ae] 85 W 5t 40ug/dLolT BF ATH BT} Sug/LAS
do] NEe] WE WY BE 224 BF § L9 BF SIS SEI}
Uut ATHTY] WP BF W BE $E9 1.6pg/dLoF L3 AT B
Y% ISR BT $E 09187ug/L 0192 TS WA Wit WSS vlmslo
=43t nA Gk

d

125



2 J10|=2el 2 SAEAY L (3)

ol

<

X|
-~

[

(3) As2q0 <«

T /

(1-3) wnjwpe> poojg

(3) smieys Bubjows (3) suqey Bupjuup joyodly \(1-3) Auseq0 < (1 ! (1-3) suqey Bupjuup [oyody

/

(3) ewauy «— (3) ped| poojlg ¢——————— (1-3) Juawabeue|y «— (L-1) elwauy<«—(L-1) pes| poo|g

e —

126



825 2. S48 Az gd HoHE &% g-formula 7f0|EEh°_q

#OII M| ClIOJE =2{27]

data (- read.csv('D://Cl example//example_data.csv")

# 85 9 st 8% 7IE8 sk log transformation 61/
hist(data$pb_result_n, main="Histogram of pb_result_n", xlab="pb_result_
n', col="blue")

data$log_pb (- log(data$pb_result_n)

hist(data$log_pb, main="Histogram of log_pb", xlab="log_pb", col="blue")
hist(data$cd_result_n, main="Histogram of cd_result_n", xlab="pb_result_
n', col="blue")

data$log_cd <~ log(data$cd_result_n)

hist(data$log_cd, main="Histogram of log_cd", xlab="log_cd", col="blue")
data$obesity = as.factor(as.character(data$obesity))

data$management = as.factor(as.character(data$management))

# data.table= H|O|H YEf HHFLY
install.packages('data.table")
library(data.table)

data (- as.data.table(data)

#g formula E445}7|
#22 HEQ "gfoRmula” R IH7|X|2 2AGIRS O 02{7t A 2440| ot
AL, https://cran.r-project.org/src/contrib/Archive/gfoRmula/ OlA 1tA

HHS Ch2 2ot St 20| ddlst 7 24ot/|
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remove.packages('gfoRmula”)

install.packages("D://Cl example//gfoRmula_1.0.0.tar.gz", repos = NULL,
type="source")

library("gfoRmula”)

packageVersion("gfoRmula”)

id {- id’
time_points (- 7
time_name (- t0'
covnames {- c(alcohol_sta’, 'smoking_sta’, 'obesity’, 'log_pb', log_cd’, 'm
anagement’)
outcome_name - ‘anemia’
covtypes (- c(binary’, 'binary’, 'categorical’, 'bounded normal’,'bounded n
ormal’,'categorical’)
histories{-c(lagged)
histvars{-list(c(log_pb’, 'log_cd’, ‘management’, 'smoking_sta',"alcohol_sta
', 'obesity))
covparams{-list(covmodels=c(alcohol_sta~lag1_alcohol_sta+tage+sex+scal
e,
smoking_sta~alcohol_sta+lag1_smoking_st
atage+tsex+tscale,
obesity~alcohol_sta+smoking_sta+lag1_ob
esity+aget+sex+scale,
log_pb~alcohol_sta+smoking_sta+obesity+|
ag1_log_pb+lag1_management+age+sex+scale,
log_cd~alcohol_sta+smoking_sta+obesity+l
ag1_log_cd+lag1_management+age+sex+scale,
management~log_pb+log_cd+age+sex+sca

le))
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825 2. S48 Az gd HoHE &% g-formula 7f0|EEf.°_q

ymodel{-anemia~log_pb+log_cd+smoking_sta+alcohol_sta+obesity+lag1_|
og_pb+lag1_log_cd+lag1_management+age+sex+scale
intvars=list(c(log_pb', log_cd’), c(log_pb', 'log_cd’)
interventions {- list(list(c(static, rep(log(1.6), 7)),
c(static, rep(log(0.9187), 7)),
list(c(static, rep(log(40), 7)),
c(static, rep(log(5), 7))))
int_descript{-c(Never treat’, 'Always treat)
nsimul{-42846
ncores{-parallel::detectCores()-4
gform_basic{-gformula_survival(obs_data=data, id=id,
time_points=time_points,
time_name=time_name, covnames=cov
names,
outcome_name=outcome_name,
covtypes=covtypes,
covparams=covparams,
ymodel=ymodel,
intvars=intvars,
interventions=interventions,
int_descript=int_descript,
histories=histories,
histvars=histvars,
basecovs=c(age’,'sex’, scale’),
nsimul=nsimul,
ci_method="percentile’,
nsamples=100,
ref_int=1,
parallel=TRUE,
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NCOres=ncores,
seed=1234)

#2421 =Qlo|

=

gform_basic

#ZE MY =l

plot(gform_basic, survival = TRUE)
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8=,
4EAS EF st % JlEw s E 79 &% 1.6pg/dLet
0.9187ug/L=E FAA7= AHZ, 2+ e 2249 @5 H &= €%
IEs =5 79 &9t 40pg/dLY} S5g/dLeE FAAIZ]= A2 ou]dit
A BHoME S | v BT TI=E =7t 1.6pg/dLE 0.9187pg/LY
AS div] OE & A=A ZAFE v|w st} 51 7| W2 references
Interv.7} 191 FASE AAotAtt. Measure= LT AAbots WS
UEFH ™, NP risk, g-form risk, risk ratio 2181l risk difference”} ATt
NP risks= H|E52 WO 2 riskE 4% @h= rist, B4 Ql 2
B Az AT A4S 4= S17] "ol =& Ago] A HaRl Aol
AAko] 7Fs381tt. g-form riske g-formulaEs A-85F0] 2435t riske] e,
risk ratios= =% A 12 reference® T Y& H|E, I risk

difference= =& A 1& reference® 3+ Y& 2po|E Qu|sic}, FHofA
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5 Aol 191 A9+ tE s A reference?} ¥7| W20l Risk ratio?}
Risk difference ZtZto] #HE FE0] BF 1 Ee= 09 #2 4=tk
Estimates™ Z} measure®l| W3t 4 FHA|E A5t lower 95% CI2F upper

95% Cli= 73 *|(estimates)?] 95% A1=|7710] A&y} 0 2& Zhg VEpdi),

Interv. Measure Estimates | Lower 95% CI | Upper 95% CI
NP risk 0.212 - -

0 g-form risk 0.117 0.111 0.145
Risk ratio 1.169 1.118 1.381

Risk difference 0.017 0.012 0.04
g-form risk 0.100 0.091 0.109

1 Risk ratio 1.000 1.000 1.000
Risk difference 0.000 0.000 0.000
g-form risk 0.432 0.339 0.577

2 Risk ratio 4.308 3.229 5.747
Risk difference 0.332 0.232 0.475
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ELARATE AFEE AFRSHY] g-formula R T7|AE EASHHA T4

<t

AE 10 IF AR 71 10,0008 Ec 2 F2, nsimul 71& goz
AT A 2 A= =, o Eold < Hua?

o4 gfoRmula R packages= sample & ARESHo] A€ AT
A WIAE A5 el At ddAE T A2 352 nsimul?] 4t =
AG5HA =HHE 48 24 A A5k A @Y 24 AR
4=3517] Y5 HHol2td nsimulS FA A= AR §E A4k
(parallel computing)= HHZE=FHYTHIEA QIS+ parallel, ncores?).
WEA LN BHE JholEERle] Y82 offiet A5yt

gformula 5= A4t o] @o| 81EHE= ZHIEE AlEdoldx
RAEYRS BE ARESH] "o Z23E AFsH|7HA] 3 AjZto]
A QU SRR o3t FAlE HE AR Bot] oA sfEd 4= 3loH,
HEALAS AR & AEE gformula 3= parallel?t ncoresS
A&yt parallel?] 72 TRUEZ 4351, ouf AR&38F CPU core?
N4E ncoresol YFsHHE HUth o ncoresE Y= HFol=
gformula < o|&o] ofgjQ] dA|et -2 FH] FT7t gkt

ncores - parallel::detectCores() - 1
gformula(---,
parallel = TRUE,

ncores = ncores

)
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A A BoH 18 S ol HATE E ERC] CPU} glormula
I Sl ohE Z2IAS AT & Y= % CPUS Wt
2ros YT Yoo fAjolm, ATAY Hadgel BAsT U
CPUZ B glormula T8 Aefshed] Agstelt ATA: -17} ofd
02 EL R ES o WPt AT 3, -4 59 £42 AgIAHE
gyt

AR 2: g-formulacA] B4 H4E 7He] WS $Hinteraction term)e
785k ¥ E ¥ 710 nSARE-Z HrIske HHHol 327t]Y?

e HEoA B HEE Alo|9] n5AE-S B3l AoAItHH ndkS
7€ o, & =01 L1 * 129} Zo] YEstA[d FHYrh ot ofuf, 2o
L1 * 122} Zo| U3 w5282 FAF w528 (statistical interaction)
07 QitH WS AE(causal interaction)= TS 7Hgolzsl:=s H&
ZolalHo Bk wd WS 7o) daky WaReS WA ol o
RIS 16 5 4ol 2 e ) i vl 2 o
ZA2E AETE & 188 O34 S04 g3} o] AR o g Sl
HMHE Q131 addltlve interaction T+ multiplicative interaction=
Falo] sAHoR sk HHE st

AR 3: dA9] Y& as.factor(t0)y= T Egsolst= A7t8.7

g 102 AT 5=
TA7F Qlsyt. ol2gt i)
o] 7}X 1 9thd 0= BP0 ”@ﬂ% A
AE A gk 18EE A7l ?

e Beole 2¥ote Aol BHP9 5 B & —’F %12‘% ] o]

ol lO
rL
g
mlm
!
ofl
)
|
l4
rlo )
>
o)
)
a
_\3
(g
ﬁod
rr
(E
—l>
N
N
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ARk ARH BAS Bk Wt B TR o] 9 Aol
m3tehA] e Zlo] ekt AZEUt oE Sol, Uol(age) W4Tt

20129, 20134, 201449 A=9] 14—0] _/T’\_‘,] Zko ]
FFEO] & AP, UolE AT 5F AlF9 Yol2 IS
SHATHE 102 ZFSHAE 2 Ao YL (99 dAE 7|20 = ¥
TEAS Yoz 2022 A7l wEt WehA] 9= ghe® FJE] U

), HolE Alztol| wet S7tstes A9 shilS Aol ZTsHA|

%= Ao| vigAlsithal Az

AR 4: gfoRmula R package A5 A| A7l whe} Hales W40 IS
Agste] F=d, A5F U9 FF, B4 A 228 FAdof

shta?
%l‘ﬂi ZArE BEXE Aot A7]= g-formula FHA| 9 HEFS &Y
Q7] o] B4 A BXE Qe AL AZ=HY

AE 5. A&F WA Eo2 93 skewed data® F-F,
log-transformation®] Q37127

gH 27 Heks }Oq S 2320 7MY AT ®HE & WHaeo] B E A4t
Bxg AAFsHA &, g-formulas A-8oto] EAsHA|H HUth =& HeE
27 Helsh AL mterventlonsOﬂHE ofgfjo} o] 21 WISt & S

Al gy,
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interventions {- list(list(c(static, rep(log(1.6), 7))),
list(c(static, rep(log(30), 7))))

ZE 6 gfoRmula R package©llA] reference ¥A3H= o] 7lo|& I
et 9 e olgA HHE 4 gt

oH: gfoRmula R package®] gformula $H== intervention® & natural
courses 7|EAC=E AFst Q171 "Eol ©owgt interventionZ
Yol gformula T4 natural course’} 0¥ intervention
O & Y, 7]& reference® AMESIIL IFUTHORAY FE 7|Eo R
ref int=0). W&tA g-formula R packageolA % 7}A| intervention
(never treat: 1, always treat: 2)°] ZA-&% ofo] dA] FE=ojA
reference® natural course®lA] never treatZ FHHSIAIHH
ref_int=1Z FE0o] F7}sto] FAH FHYth

gform_basic {- gformula_survival(

obs_data = basicdata_nocomp,

id = id,
time_points = time_points,
time_name = time_name,
covnames = covnames,

outcome_name = outcome_name,

covtypes = covtypes,
covparams = covparams,
ymodel = ymodel,
intvars = intvars,
interventions = interventions,
int_descript = int_descript,
histories = histories,
histvars = histvars,
basecovs = c(L3"),
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nsimul = nsimul,
ref int =1,
seed = 1234

)

ZE 7: gfoRmula R package©lA] covtypesE ARE3la] YA 19]
228 Y W, ordinal £ZE A8 & Yta?

g @4 gfoRmula R packageolA] st M2 FEfZA] ordinal
nlg] Th5o] & &9 FHE Adstal A gsUth Bt ordinal FEE
Rtgstal 4ol Bfole VGAM 59 H7IXelA AFshe dE
285t gformula ool Y 7Fstt FHIZE wet §o] A T4E
A5, W W49 EFY)S customlZ A FH, g-formulaE
AHESHAIE HUYt.

i

AR 8: gfoRmula R packageE Ef|ttEH o7t HUF go] FUYt,
ojFF FFole oBA dor Erra?

g o7 AAEo] o] W|AE AMESHEA WA= o7f=ol did]
gfoRmula R packageg Y= AAP7}F 2Q5k= A s E Alo]E(https://gith
ub.com/Causallnference/gfoRmula/issues) ol A+ | A7}
AN HHZ sl syt B8 o8 T ASIE APIEY U= AF 9
73, o] 7FsstH, o199 of=] %, F=(google) E= ChatGPTE
o|-&sto] UF a7t 7Hed APYTH
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