JRETBR AR E (ERASHBIRAM - FHHIT7EE)
LRLEHRHRHE CEHEAB)

ERMEOHNE - BEMEFECEAZR LN EEDOHET I
B OREHET D7 151 B o 2 B 50

fEAk B
FUNKRFBIRRA T 4 L« A T A— 3 o 72—

MEEE | EELFOEMN - LEWFHISCIERZE FEIEEDONIET VA o R OSEEH AT 5
BIZOWTXERR L, TNO2BEH LIz,

HHEHE . TOBKEL L E2—,

R BEREFRORFEITI HTc > TE, VI —F - ave7 MeHEIicL, RS
A FEEREL, FRHEELER L TOOIREERTREThH D, TOOITIE E
BIERDT — & N—2E 5 AV EIEMOREMFEIC I T 2 EREZH RO EMICEET 5
TARTA v REBERRTA R VEBBE L TBLERD D, EEREOFME - &
MR EAE P REOMAET VA RO 55 L LTUTO L b 0EEY
R U7, = — NAFSE, BB - KPERBFAE. Nested case-control study, Case-cohort study,
Case-time-control study,

Case-crossover study, Self-controlled case series study,

Sequence symmetry analysis, Propensity score analysis, Instrumental variable method,
¥ & & BAEFREDOWIET A o ROFEHENT FIEICE L OBEE 2 24 L, MID-NET
FEOF — 5 XY —RRHEFIREE ~OHH O— AT S EBTE e,

A. BIRBEH

KPR TIX, T—F vV —RFEAEF
e %t LT, MID-NET F¥#057 — 4 fif
HEOEARNEERL I NETOHA KT 4
FRE L. Flo, T—FvRT AL D OFEER
PEIZOW TR T 2B ERZ AR T 22 L
ZHEE LT

B. BIRAE
E WS DEEFIEE L 5RO EREIZ BT 25 T A

-77-

RIA a2z, EEMEORDINE - B4
MG RCERE ER R FEOH T A v
FEEHRNT F B DWW TSI ERE L, £42 b
DEEH LT,
(fREAELE)
AR NT, EREFE®RIT. RAIFIZX
1B NP B 1B BRI P4 AL ER 2 5206 LU C LY )
V. EEENLITEVERS ., BFRORMEIC
JE U TR b%E, BEREHEO FTIZB W TH
DS, EREAPFRICBNTIBRESEORKR



2T =S DHERVD Z EnE BIFER

BEIHT HRMEIRAEL RN EEZ D,

WP GH D NMELARET D2 L d 5
AR L CERIE AT D,

C. HRER
1. RREREHMRT A > LHEEITFE
T BN = A LD IR I e D T
BTl — RIS SR EEIRNC 0 g
BER LT U b LOBOREEIZ AT AN
LD, £ZT, FEERET U DI LDH
OB & FEA T 2 7201, ATEERIZ L 53
A T AT DRET R TFES. R ER
DEBE /NS THMET VA 28T 5
VERH D,

T T TIERD DBISEF TR ST
HIEFHFRFESIET A oMz, £
b &I X725 & LT nested case-control
study, case cohort study, case-only study 7 1
~ (case-crossover design, case-time-control
design, sequence symmetry analysis,
self-controlled case series design), % L CiT4EiE
FEBIEEM LTV propensity score analysis
({H[FIA =27 43#7) & instrumental variable
method (BRAFE¥E) =Y BT, BT %,
FEHIEAT Y 7 & T2 ERROMRAT 770 &
IREEORBEE L,

2. HRDRFTv T

RN FI IO REHRRATIZ H 7o o TiL, oD
BEFEMELFRCSUTOARAT v 7 THLNE
Thb, Vh—F -7 2XFarHoH0NLY
Y—F - aF MBI L, FRT A
Y EFEERE L, BHETEE ZER LT

_78-

LA R T RETH D, ThbEERIC
Lz RO EFITMIT 21T o TR
FIC A B 7o A O I BBk % 5| < FESR 72
TERWET D RO REBITEDNE TH D,
WO ERZHIZ0 . T—F v b OIEE
EHEHRITIZ T 0 7T I IR o TITH X
EThDH, MFHRNTY 7 b DELIFA =2 —
BIROPBERRE YR — L TWDEN, ZHITEK
FIRETEHR, s T7I 70k
L, 7 &ty MEE L BEHRNT O M &
RUEKICIR L. 2B 3 HOMFELAHEIC L. £h
HOBFBMEDIZDIIHLETHDL, b LEFE
EOTIENH D7 bFIEE L fH % OHIBOFE
AT RETH D,

INHEO—EDAT v T EEMTDH DI
k2 W98 T A R A4 NS S, Fiz,
MR 2 METHILERSH D, UTILEH
bO—HERT O,

1) von Elm E et al. STROBE Initiative. The

Strengthening the Reporting of Observational
Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) statement:

guidelines for reporting observational studies. (%
LR O L BT 2O F = v 7
AN ThDH, PEFEOBRBETEEL TEL
VEOHDHEAENEL)

2) The
Pharmacoepidemiology and Pharmacovigilance

(ENCePP). Guide on Methodological Standards in

European Network of Centres for

Pharmacoepidemiology (Revision 3).

3) Guidance for Industry and FDA Staff: Best
Practices for Conducting and Reporting
Pharmacoepidemiology Safety Studies Using
Electronic Healthcare Data.

4) International Society of

Pharmacoepidemiology (ISPE). Guidelines for



good pharmacoepidemiology practices (GPP).
CEAIEF & L TO—RIRIEE Th 275,
—H =R & T EEE RO T
OFEEH SR OMBERD D)

5) HBEE - BEFBE. AERNRETD
ERITZEIZEE T 5 MEREEr. (2014 45 12 A
22 H)

6) PMDA (EEMEREGHREHE). [ER
EHROT —FN—2F 2 AV ERLDOLE
PERHIIZ 361 2 AR A FEDO KI5
HA RF A1 (201443 A 31 A)

3. BRTHA L RUMEARATE S

AN T VED T N a2
L2 EDHEEE LS. MIEITEERE T LEE
HIEHTO B0 @5, UUTHL RIIRT A
v LREHBT RIS E BT D (RBH),

3-1 Cohort study (a7h— FHFZR)
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TNERULSKRAEDOHEE (KHKER) %
AETER, £IT, IEERHO—HE &
VIEREIC., LV ZLDFERICOVTHRET S
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LER (BEEH) Ik, RELT UL
LOBHAWET D HETHZ 0 B 1 I
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LR bORHY, FRENITHIA & KRR
ERoTWVWD, INLEHEELTHRET A
VEBRTOLENRD D,

CD2HhFRD

BREEH HER

(Instrumental variable)

.- e .
o~
-

F. RELRER
PE L

G. HFERE
L e

H. MM EEOHE - 28RN (FELE
Te)
70 e

BRENENE

1. Instrumental variable method D#f&[K (Iwashyna & Kennedy 2013. % JtiZ{ER%)

-83-



xK. FREFHRCHATRGHART 1

HEHE. ETIL HER
HETHA EE ) A e AUk
aR—hEBHL . BREE Hazard
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k hazards re i ratio
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* IPW, inverse—probability weighting
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