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F—0— R, REERAT, AROSE, EHERR - BWERR, KNE O,

1. 1FU®IC

PEIRFEA: % Al X\ ZBER T B MERTIY 2B AR 1 DO HIZ, BRO D 5 BEHE OBRIEA
T ARRMEZHEETHIETHS, FIZIE, BEEPEMEZ T2 LICX-T, LB
EDOREV A7 Z EOREWMO T ENTELTHA ) M. T2, BELFEHROMIZHERELR
WIRBENTZGE, EDOLIBLADZALATHEEDEDPIZOCTOHREZRL I LICHH
KPR D560 H 5. KIELEOFTIE, BHOLHHEEITTLEEDI L, EORED
EEZIME LDL I VAT 0= U HAZ KT S5 RTHITE DL Vo TH L. £
BOREIZOWTIE, BREE (BE) OB (OHAEZE) 1§ 2882, THEKODL IV AT
O — V) & A L 7 3R & (indirect effect) &, €M &AL 2 W IEERDR (direct effect) 12551
THILED, MaTOEME 2 5.

EHRNR - BER RO E MR, (ZFRMICIIREE R E AL RO MR E PR Rk L
b THET AL, BXUY, HHAKEMREBOBBRERETT5Z LI s TIThRTE
72 (Baron and Kenny, 1986; MacKinnon, 2008). Baron and Kenny (1986) D 5 TlX, A # B
B, METHER, vV EAFERERELZLE, DTOX) L 2 00MEREETVEEZ 5.

(1.1) ElY|A=a,M =m] = Bo + Bra+ Bam,
(1.2) E[M|A = a] = v + ma,

TRRRT LR AR AR R - B 1 T 236-0004 A7) IR BT AR IX A 3-9
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/M\
A Y
X 1. Baron and Kenny (1986) 12 X D IRE S N72E T L.
/M<C[
//A/ '

2. WD ODOREEMWIZTHET T 7.

COFE, p IFIRE A OKEER Y ISHT2EEME 11285 A - Y OREKEZE L 72%)
), Goyn BT AOKREER Y ICHTMBEHNE 1B A- M -Y OREEEEL
723 LR E M5 (Baron and Kenny, 1986). LA LARWS, TOFEICIEIL R EHLIFIC
BIFD 2 0DKRENFEET S, £112, EFVADICBWT A & M OMICKHEHIEALET
AE, HHVEETVADRETNA2) DL ) BBEET NV TIEIRL BV AT 4 v 7 HREE
TN EOFFBET NN TILE 254, BEDIEB LOHEIREOE#HEL L) WRT X
ENEWV)BRMPELETH D, TIIARENICIE, HIFEDORFETFTV (1D BLIT02)D
IRG A= FITHDNT, RSB R L CHR LI LICXARETH D, FE21T, KD
MEFZETSNS, X2 ORI, BEEB M ERHRERY OWMEBIHEL 5 2 B2 A
T CoBIFEIETHEE, Co RATIRCHBE L2 WVIEEIE, BIZREHZE AT Yy A8 0T SR
TWE LTH)a BHRIPEENREMRTEY, EBERINA TR DR D,
ZOBHIE, EFVADICBOWTHHEEBR M 256040352810k T, Ao M —Cy,—Y
DOREBEIZB W THTEIERIN A 7 A (collider stratification bias) EMHEN LN T ANAELTL
F 9 729 TdH % (Cole and Herndn, 2002; Cole et al., 2010). ZDKF, A & Y DI K IR
PELEL o722 LTH, ALY ORIIZIERERNRBENSECTLEY).

WL 7 7 7 e —F OREIZAT LT, Robins and Greenland (1992) & Pearl (2001) (35 A% 5
ZHE 7V (Rubin, 1974) 1230 S HERR - MERIROCHRB L E0OHE HiLEEIREL /2.
BARKREEMEFTNVICESL 77 u—FTR, F— 7 OADHIEBANTE TR VWEIZHEIVTHE
BRSSP H RPN EREND 120, BN L ZORIERN LTI R A25 (1.1), (1.2)
D) BT T VAL L VIR B VT Y, R - BES ROl RETH 5.
T/, BAGHD) O 1 DICIITHER-HBRERM ORI CET ALHDEENED, £0
I RRET CHEEH R Z R BTN TE L2 ZHSHPICLTVE LI, 207 7a—F0
12D HTH 5.

KL T, HEEREREFVICESWT, EEMES L OCHESROMFIHWLZ &
DTELMFFEDO L 2—%179H. FT2HTET A R=2 a3 v R0 OPOHEM %
AT 5. BT 3WMTHRET — 7 1T 25 8 ER LT T VIS EERE - M
EOEFELBRD ., 4 HITIHERERE - BENR2HEET 57200550 L % 208 & ik
ANV THRD ., 5 EH T4 TRRLWED I H DOV L D72 E e WA O KR
MAEERN TS, 6 HTEEm L FEOBHBENZHNL, REBICTHTEEDEIT).
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2. =0

2.1 RERZEFMR

SRR R KR 2 ~ & — (National Center for Health Statistics; NCHS) &, [t > % —o
F—=LR=TVIZBWT, @KOBAEIHED 7 — 7 LA T (R 1 FRMO ) 07 —5 %
VU=V RIRKETAELL TWA., BT RY S, EmOEY) 2 MAR 7 7 (4 =1:
WY, A =0: Al MZOBWESETER) ICI > TAMRL (Y = 1: BLE, ¥V =0: A1) 2D
HRRETFHTE D Z LEHIREEN TV S A (Partridge et al., 2012), FOFRRIED I HLOED
REEEASIEIE (M = 1: IR, M = 0: KLE) OB (L O A) &3 % MEER) R THMH T E
L5THAI)D. TNOLOEHMORENEEL R T 27200 MW %ET—45 & LT, HAGE
B#EICB W TRBOER, BHOANME, BEOHERE, HBEOEBRIREZR EE SN Tn5.

2.2 BABFRICEATINAME

Otsuka et al. (2014) 1%, @3 LT, BAFRISTT2HCHEEZED5Z L2 HIWE L
72— Ty 7 ERGIAAERIT) 2L TEBROBIAFTRFEGILET 55 L) »O LB A
e T o7z, TR, Kb 2 AR E LWiHERE (baby friendly hospitals) Tld, 7—27 7 v
WX B A(A)IE, AT X D AE S N2 ERRERO B ORI (M) 2 et MIcCE &
IZED 5L EHIT(p=0037), EE4ARBOEERAFE V) 2HRIIED S (AT S
Pt v XM 2,32, p = 0.047) T EAURIB S Nz, AR D D BOKI L, BHOMHE
D HCR KON % @ U 7-HEMRTHITE 2 THA ) 2. ehld, BIZIZER) DD
BESEGORTLELLS, A= MY OBEENLEVWHAAOEERRIAFEETLTHA
I B, HEMIIAEZICI DAE SNAEHORRIITNERZI S EE2 615
25, ZZTRPIRDIDICEDORBILVWEDEEZ T2,

2.3 BEFH L UEEEFEICEAYT 2 EFHTR

Bettfk 15q25.1 L OBEFEARIIMHEORIEL BH#ET 5 2 &ML TS, — /T, Z0
B TARIIRERE (=aF VK E BT LI ENMBENT WA, VanderWeele et al.
(2012) 1%, Fefufk 15925.1 £ rs8034191 & 151051730 D 2 DD —HHFLHIZ N2 (A) H3WidE
IE(YV)ICH 2 2 B0 5, EORENEYEEE (M) O¥ma i LB R cHBEINS
PEMEF LTS, 2R, BERR/ AR [0,1] TINF L EVIHIREDD & THEL
TRARIRITE O 5 MEROEA1X 1s8034191 T 3.2%, 1s1051730 T 2.3% L g 3 h, #ix
TR LR FE O BB IZRE OB A /- L e WEHBRI R CTRESIHA SN S 2 LATRIE S
nr-.

3. EEETERE

Y #2300 SN BISRMHEN ORI AEZ £ 2 HOMELEH (1 DY, 0: Bwel), A
2 HOBEHELR (1 BHEDHD, 0: BEHELRL), M Z2HhHERE TS, ¢ PBEER-HREEE,
WREAR-TP AR, PRER-EREBMOMEICE L THE I NSHRT L35, KKK
T Cid, BEEROWBEL2ZI VI ENGh>T0bb0ET 5 BIZIXT v ¥ LR
BRONR—2 54 VIERTHHGE). RFHLTRIERNIZ CEA D T —OBEBAITERER T
HDHERETHH, CHPEHEERNZ DIV THo THIRIEFEBOFERIRT 5. HHIZEHZ
WFEREHROH LR EICBVTHIE S, HELKTH 2 SE P ERoOMER Ik
CHBVWHDET S,

EERNE - MR Z EHT 572012, BEMSEEHE TNV RBOEAZIT). Ya)
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& M(a) %, NBREDV A=a 22 F72HE BB INITHS ) BN LR REB L O H
BEOMEET S, FHEC, Y(em)E A=a, M =m 2ZF 758 IBBINTH A ) BIE
MR REROHEE T5. T2, BT -7 EBET— % 2 BT 4572012, DFIZHRS
—H DR E (consistency assumption) & B DR E (composition assumption) % & { . —3
HOREIX, A=ahDM=mWPBEINLYT 7V —TTIE, HRERY MEIERHEL
BY(a,m) £ —FT5EVIRETH S (VanderWeele, 2009a). [FFRIZ, A = a 2BHEI N2
YTV =TT, PEER M WPEELER M) & T 5L &2ET A, F72, M
DIREE, Y(a) =Y (a, M(a)) ZHEKRT % (Pearl, 2009). ZN5DREICHT SiimicowT
1& VanderWeele and Vansteelandt (2009) 35# 127 4. F72, Pearl DRE L 7 ENKEET T
)V (structural causal model) DA TIL, RO E ML HFEE TNV O T — &7 A pEE
(data generating process) 2* HEPNLEHTH ), —FMEOMEIIMR LD HBEINLRTH
% (Pearl, 2009). Pearl DREREIIRIRE F MOV TIE, HATEOMS & LTERA - Mk (2012)
TwlLoHhTWwa.

Dlod & T, BEOREMAE (total effect; TE) 1, WFIZENREREARDBEE 2 2T 7206
(A=1) 2T v A=0 DKL LTUTTERSINS.

TE = E[Y (1) - Y(0)] = E[Y (1, M(1)) - Y (0, M(0))]

BARIEIE, BARLEERRE (natural direct effect; NDE) & H & 7 MR H (natural indirect ef-
fect; NIE) \243/# S 1.5 (Robins and Greenland, 1992; Pearl, 2001). H/RZEHERIFITH ML
% M(0) \ZFE L7 E OB E LTU T TERSINS.

NDE = E[Y (1, M(0)) — Y (0, M(0))]

NDE (M ZEHOMZBHE L L (A=0) DFELETTO “HRL ETHML TV 5720, HkZR
RN & IEIE N B (Pearl, 2001, 2012a). [RIBEIS, EARZHEBEDRIIRHEL A= 1 ICEEL:
b &, MIEEA MO) S ML) B LRAOREE LTUTTERSNL.

NIE = E[Y (1, M(1)) — Y (1, M(0))]

NIE IZBEEDI B, BEL2ZITLHILIZX o THRZEOEIZE LS Z LI X DREH
DB % F L T b (Hafeman and Schwartz, 2009; Hafeman and VanderWeele, 2011). Z @
W, UUT DX B ROGHEIIAT 5.

TE = NIE + NDE

RODFIMAL NV THEVT L. Thbb, ’AR(Fi(i=1,...,n) ISHFLTHREE, B
RIEFERN AL - MERIRIEENEN TE,; = Vi(1) — Y;(0), NDE; = Y;(1, M;(0)) — Yi(0, M;(0)),
NIE; = Yi(1, M;(1)) — Yi(1, M;(0)) TEFZS N, TE; = NIE; + NDE; XKV 5. %8B, Dk
DOBERLEERE - MESEOERIZBVTL, (A, M, Y) BOBEIZET 5T 7V OBEIE
PRI TH LI LR, KEMFHPFIEL W LML E SR TV ARVEIZEETH L.
7o, THITHEMZ RS 25, TE; = {V;(1, M;(1)) — Y;(0, M; (1))} + {Y;(0, M;(1)) — Y;(0, M;(0))}
EVI BB DHMBEOMELEETH 5.

Pearl (2001) IZEHERI RO L 9 1 DoDEFHE LT, UUT OHIME S 723505 (controlled direct
effect; CDE) % 5-2 T\ 4. il S N7-EERRIE, PRZEH M %2 m &) REEIZEE L7285
EOBBENFREE LTUTTERSINS.

CDE(m) = E[Y (1,m) — Y (0,m)]
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B 1i2BWT, BEEH A 2RI T 20K (A =1: BE, A=o0 288, FHEH M %
LDL I VAT H—)UH, #RERY 2 0HHEORIEAE(Y =1: DY, Y=0%L) &7 5.
HALZEENFEIII VAT O — VEZEE L 72556 O (M(0) (R - 72 R0, BRE % el 723
HFA=DEEELEEA=0DKTHY, BARALHEDHRIBELRELD (A=1I
EEL7zd & T, IVATO— VEDEE L 72356 O (M(0) 20 S B L 2o 72356 (M(1))
DEIZEAL L7 EORIRE 5. —T, HIHShAZEENRIE, IV ATu— W EixH SH1HE
m AZEF TR RS 72D, BUEZ BT 7256 (A=1) LB L7256 (4 =0) Ol TH 5.

—77, MERREPHEBEZHHT 2 TERT S L3 L. %5, BREAKOMR
BRI T BN EEEELET, MO5I»0ERHAMEICHEET S 2 & id—HIiEAT
RETHL72DTH 5 (Pearl, 2012a). F:12, BEMES SHIBE S N-EHEREET WD DU,
MR R OFRIE L LTl Tld 2w (VanderWeele, 2009b). Ze87: 5, BARIEISHIE S
TEBERIEZT NS DL, HEMROIEE L THL ML E LM TH B [BHEI P EER
B EEZ RO, ThabbEaETOMNREITONVT M(1) = M(0) LT B4, HE
RIFZ RS RITNELL RV EW) M E2LTLLN/AZ IR WO TH 5. VanderWeele
QO IZBEBEB O REBIIN T AR RIEHOPRERIC L - TEEITHEM SN TS L
WA BRWIRGED D & T, HIE S h7-MESR0OEHRES 2 Tw5.

ZHTK L, BRCHRR7Z X912, BARZEEDR - MENROMETIE, BREMES»S AL
GEBEHREZFCZLICE->T, HAZHBEMRZELZ L TE S, LrLEess, BAL
EHEAROERIIZTEIND Y(1,M(0)) &, BIEMIIBIET 2008 L&) BEERPFRET
B, Y(1,M(0) ZEBICHBET 2355 TH A ) H. KlFEOBE L LHHEOF T,
Y (1, M(0)) BI85 % 720D 1T OB L 1X B2 2 IRE~ON AT D 5 (F: EIRME GHESE)
Zk, OQVEDIRE~NDORBEOHREZ T Oy 7 TELNEDNH L B IRE LAEHOAZ L L
TRELD) & & AER E B (Robins and Greenland, 1992). —5 T, Pearl(2011) 1%, Ry D5iE
1T o TRBNENED L S BRBETL 5 INTWEDRD A D =X LOKREEIT) 720121,
PR E M) ICEET 5 HEFEBRICHFET L LIFERSNEVWEEZBRTN 5.

4. A

BT L HAGEERRB L OHARBENRICBVT, £REKTO Y, M(1)),
Y (1,M(0)), BEUY(0,M(0)) DIFHEEHEET 5720121, 77— F 2 HIFMERTE 2WHEKL
DIRENLIEEE 2B ARG EENR L HEROBIN G2 1 201550413, UTo4
DOEHNBALT B Z & T 5 (Pearl, 2001).

WA 2 OOBGERE, O EMUAETE 25N,

(4.1) M(a) [] AlC, vym

(4.2) Y(a,m)H AlC, Ya,m

CHSHOMGEIR, AR C %5 2 IWERER-rP AR, BEEAR-R R RIS RN ED
AED RN LR BERT 5. BFEICHET ST V¥ AMEERT- 28T, SIS OIREIE 72
SN, BINCET 2 3 OHORERDTTEZ 6515,

(4.3) Y(a,m)[[ MIA,C Va,m

CORER, (A, C) %5 2 IR REBINRMED LMD 2NV L2 EKT 5. &
BIZADOHOMERZMTTEAZ5N 5.

(4.4) Y(a,m)H M(0)|C Va,m
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C OACENZIFRAEE LS, REMICIIEBERORE Y 2T 5 P EH-HEREHM O IN
F L(X 3ZB) AL v T & % 5B 5 (VanderWeele, 2009¢) .

21%, BIDOZODEEG TR AERTHES T 7 TH 5. O I FBEEE-ERER
M, BEEE-PHEBEMORKENT 2K, Co 3 PMEEMERELMORKNT 2 £ 7.
2128V T CL 25 Co ~NDOFEE (KM B WIGE, HDVIE Ce 225 O ~DOREE (KA 28
HHLGETY, DTICHBRBHINCEE T 24 I RS 5. A - MEgREOHE
AT 9 720121E, WIRH IR T C = (C1, Co) ZERIRL FEZNET 2 LN H 55, AKHE
TEZTVD I CVBBERORELZ T VI PG> TWIGAICE, &TORME
HEZ2HOTHET LI E2HARE LTEZNRZRL, BTFLD O & C 2K 52
Tidw. B, HEU1)-43)F, ZEHREOBEMNZIEREZERE LTWAZ EITEEN
VBT A (Valeri and VanderWeele, 2013). 3 7b b, BBELK-PREZHE, BIOBEL
BB REHMICRNBORKMER RVE VI RE (4.1), (42I2BVTIE, BEABKIHEERK
EARERAEBICH LT, BRMICEITL TS I EPIE SN T WA, [, RIZH-R
WEBINRAE DI R\ E WY RE (4.3) 1, FREEATE LRI LT
HZEERIRELTWS., 2o OB RN M2 SN2 WK T, @R E N
BIIRIRT B Z L3k,

(4.0)-(4.4) DIED S & T, E[Y (1, M(0)] 25HTHETH S5 Z L 2 DTFIIRT. 9, —3
PO EZ AW TLL T AT 5.

(4.5) E[Y (1, M(0))]

= Z Z E[Y(1, M(0))|M(0) = m, c] Pr[M(0) = m|c]p(c)

_Z Z E[Y (1,m)|M(0) = m, ] Pr[M(0) = m|cp(c) - —FMk
Z 2 T@S) AL D E[Y(1,m)|M(0) =m,c], Pr[M(0)=m|cIZ2WVnTZhEN

(4.6) E[Y (1,m)|M(0) = m,c] = E[Y(1,m)|] o ARGE (4.4)
= E[Y(1,m)|A =1, o AGE (4.2)
= EY(Q,m)|A=1,M =m,d - & 4.3)
= ElY|A=1,M =m,| Lk
(4.7) Pr[M(0) = m|c] = Pr[M(0) =m|A=0,d - & (4.1)
= Pr[M =m|A =0, =Bk

VRN T S, (4.6)BIOUNDKAZIZBET— 7 »oHEETNRLZETH), TN5% (4.5)1C
KRATHZET

(4.8) E[Y (1, M(0))] = Z Zm E[Y|A=1,M =m,c Pr[M =m|A = 0,c]p(c)
145, FHEEICLT, a=0,11220WT
(4.9) E[Y (a, M(a Z Z E[Y|A =a,M = m,d Pr[M = m|A = a, c]p(c)

ERBLIENTEL. L5 T, (4.8), (4.9 XY BARZEERSL L O HKR L BRI
TOLHITERT LI EHNTE S (Pearl, 2001).

(4.10) NDE = ZC Zm {E[Y|[A=1,M =m,c]— E[Y|A=0,M =m, |}
x Pr[M = m|A =0, c|p(c)
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(4.11) NIE = sz E[Y|A=1,M =m,d
x{Pr[M =m|A =1,c] — Pr[M = m|A = 0,c|}p(c)

(4.10), (4.11) DSZYTH 5 72D D55 D EEIRE SN THB Y (Robins, 2003; Petersen
et al., 2006; Imai et al., 2010b; Hafeman and VanderWeele, 2011), Imai et al.(2010b) (2434 1)
RFLFLOLNTWS., —75, HIESNZEEMREHEE T 5 72013RE (4.1), (4.2)D 2
O ENTHHE T3 THE. THODBED D & T, HlESHAEENRIIUTOLS
IZRKHT 2 Z AT E 5 (Pearl, 2001).

(4.12) CDE(m Z Z {E[Y|A=1,M =m,d — E[Y|A=0,M =m,c|}p(c)

(4.10), (4.12) £, (C = c TEIMIT7) EAL IR, 2P ZHEK PrM = m| A= 0,
% T S N2 AR CDE(m) OBAN X% & 572 b O Th5H T LAHRTE 5.
Y, M ZRZEIUH LCBLF OMIBE 7 LA 250

(4.13) ElY|[A=a,M =m,C =c] = fo+ Bra+ Bam + Bzam + Sac,
EM[A=a,C=c] =y +ma+yc

AR BRI - BRI B X ORI S WM R T hEh

NDE = S1 + Bs(y0 + 2 E[C)),
NIE = (B2 + B3)7,
CDE(m) = p1 + Bsm

CEBTHIENTEL., ZITEFVUA)ICBWT A E M OBICKHEEHNEE L Wi
&, Thbb B =0 DWE, HRGEEYEL X OB SN EESRIE s E%5E 0L, BREM
B RIE oy 2LV, L7225 T2 ORKE, Baron and Kenny (1986) 12 & 55887 7 7' 1 —
FOMPIIRET A, 2O Lns, HRBEENE - MESEOMESIE, %7 7u—F
RPIRL72DBDOL R oT0D I EWGh5h. HRBRIERDE - HENEB L OH#E Sz
RROHEE R DD EHEEIT DOV TIE, TV F P (VanderWeele and Vansteelandt, 2009) & % W&
7' — N A I F v 7P (Efron and Tibshirani, 1993) Z #H$ 52 &R EZ N5, HEOT—¥
AFFIC BV TIE, HELEHMD 2V IETHHELEEY 2 HOBEEI2IE, FNENOEM S EHED
ETFIMLIZBWTO IV AT 4 v ZRRETFTIVRHWSNLS Z L A%\, Valeri and VanderWeele
(2014) 1%, HBREBOEFNMLIZT VAT 4 v ZEREF V2 HWISED, HieiEmoRE
Db ETOAKRBEEE - FEDRONIRE ST A =2 I2X5EHEEZTwD

2 EDMERERICE L T ,__ifﬂ«f%t;oﬁux7#@z7—wfi&( 2
J(BDHWVIEF Y ) DA — VTRIRZGRT H 2 EDREZIN TV 5 (VanderWeele and
Vansteelandt, 2010). ZOE, C=c %5 2725 L TOERMM &) A7 LEARE) &, UT
DX ICHALREES R L BEENROBTET RS,

Pr(Y (1) =1|d _ Pr[Y(1,M(1)) =1|d _ Pr[Y(1,M(1)) =1|c]  Pr[Y (1, M(0)) = 1|c]
PrY(0) = 1|  Pr[Y (0, M(0)) = 1|c]  Pr[Y (1, M(0)) = 1|¢] ~ Pr[Y (0, M(0)) = 1|d]
FRRC, B S N2z EERRE E[Y (1, m)|d/E[Y(0,m)|c] THZbN5. + v XA —LT

X, BEDRIUTOL IO EINS.
PrY (1) = 1|d/{1 — Pr[Y(1) = 1|} _ Pr[Y (1, M(1))
Pr[Y (0) = 1]c]/{1 — Pr[Y(0) = 1|d} ~ Pr[Y (1, M(0))

Lje]/{1 = Pr[Y/(1, M(1)) = 1|c]}
Le]/{1 = Pr[Y (1, M(0)) = 1]}
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@ — oy —
s //;ng

B 3. IO 70 OBUEE 7 S BOERY 5 7. (a) PHEECSERERMORMSE D H A
T U BHEHAET B A, () MEEMOBBE T BIMIAT L ST 256

L PrlY (1, M(0)) = 1])/{1 — Pr[Y (1, M(0)) = 1|c]}
Pr[Y (0, M(0)) = 1|¢]/{1 — Pr[Y (0, M(0)) = 1|c]}
AR T2 EDOKERE, Imai et al. (2010a) DBHFE L2 R 7Sy r—¥, &5\ Valeri
and VanderWeele (2013) DFER L 72 SAS B L UFSPSS ¥ 7 0 CEIEWEETH 5. HERNE - M
BRREOHEE T EIIE, M AR E 7 VI { IPW (inverse probability weighting) i
nE, BET—5 2T IVLT IO DOEL RO FEIRE SN TV 5 (Goetgeluk et al.,
2008; VanderWeele, 2009¢; Tchetgen Tchetgen and Shpitser, 2012).

5. AT

HAR RN - MR ZIET L7200 ED ) b, E (4.3) B LU (4.4) 1%, BEEK
DT VT REETD TV 7 MEREBGRBICB W T O BOIAMRAE S e v, /2, Tk — Mif
JETIE, MEBEARICED ZBEMOZHEN T L T HrIcflliE SN Tw 2 5552 w25, |
BIZE - REHEOZEEFIIOWTIE, YA VBB THMICRE ShTuawiliEtErd
B, BB, MGE (4.4)1F, PRIZEDS X O RE AR O E A SRERIIC A2 ) #&E L <
POHMEINLYE, REBRLWKETH S, PRIEE-FHEEHMORNEORMER, BH#EIC
PR BAKRTIEE SN BEEICIE, BERT 21TV, ZRODIREDHNBE DR
EARE B E 52 0% AL o TBALEND 5.

AHEITIE, KEA.3), 4DDEL LD (HEVIETH) BN HEITHWE I LD TE BK
AT P & LT, VanderWeele and Chiba (2014) D #: 288445, 312, E 4.3), (4.4)
AL LR WHRE S 5 706 %R, X 3(a) (P FIZ -5 AR ORI E DR T U A3
GHET H%E, M 3(b) XBRBRELHOEE L Z T HMNT LT ETLIHETHS.

T=FPOWETELVIREINT A= §(m,c) B TOL ) ITERT .

d(m,c) = EY(1,m)|[A=1,M =m,c] — E[Y(1,m)|A=0,M =m,]

2.1 B Calb R JHEIEZOBITIE, KE/XT A —% §(1,¢) = E[Y(1,1)|A = 1,M = 1,¢] —
ElY(L,)|A=0,M =1,c &, BE»#EY 2T 722 CTEMETH>72EMA =1, M =1)
&, ANEY Ry T EZUTCEMETH - EF(U=0,M=1) ), 200RLRLYT 7V —
FIZBT A, [URKEMID) <iibZ7r 7 %2 CIEMETH - 23607 URRTCEHEDZE]TH
5. b, WY TEZICTEMETH>EM(A=1, M =D, Rétiisr 7z
THIEHETH - 72EM (A =0, M =) I SR ETAHEFETHL L -bhLDT, N
CHEIRRAIEOBHVWEEZEZONL. ZO%A, 6(1,c) >0&% 5. —J, KENXTA—¥
5(0,¢) = E[Y(1,0)|[A=1,M =0,d — E[Y(1,0)|A =0, M = 0,c] \&, BB2&EW %77 %213 T
RETH-72EMA=1, M=0) &, RE%r 7227 TRETH>72HERH(A=0, M =0)
EV), 20DRBLZYTIN—TIZBT L, [(IEMID) BT 722 TRETH- 72
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Bao U THEDOEITH S, I TRELL, @Ry 722 TCORETH - -£EH
A=1, M=01F AEWRTFr72ZFTRETH>ZEFMU=0,M =0 XD R THE
BHWTHAHIH 5, LB CHEGIRMEOHPEVEEZLNSL., ZOHAED, §(0,¢) >0 &
k.

ZZ2T(4.10), (411)DEB%E Qupe, Quie LT &, KE @D, 42 DADD ETLUTD
37§ % (VanderWeele and Chiba, 2014).

NDE = QnpE — Zc Zm d(m, c) Pri]M = m|A = 0, c|p(c),
NIE = Qnie + ZC Zm d(m, c) Pr[M = m|A = 0, c|p(c)

D UKEE/RT A —% §(m,c) DEFBEITHIUL, (5.1) &V THRLEERIE - BEAH L
TN, T AL HEETRETH A, BFEIZIE §(m,c) DEEZMAZ LIZTE LW, LirLEk
D5, §(m,c) DEEZ LD H LWEEZONLHPFTEH N TI &ITL - T, HARLRERENR - %
DROWEMS LD £ 5 BT 5 A2 T 52 EATE D, §(m, ) DBOBHO YD F I
DWTIE, A% & RO IZED VT §(m, c) DFF 5 2 BEIZIS U TRD B Z & A TENI,
NDE O TR ($ % Wi ER) 28 Qupe TH 2 55 2 & L% 4. Chiba and Suzuki(2012) 13 &EE
TG A=F% §(m)=E[Y(1,m)|A=1,M =m] - E[Y(1,m)|A=0,M =m] & ¢ |IZHFFL W
EThH 2%, LUEHREEMITELIRELTBY, BRI L (F—F 5 5 1R
TEBRWREDD & T o(m) DEOHHZ D LMD HEE VL OPREL TS, INHD
FPE, RETHA L7z VanderWeele and Chiba(2014) D FEICBWTHINHTRETH 5 & &
AbN5b. LB ZMEIZED T 6(m, c) DHEIFAZ Jed 5 OHHE L WIGE, BREAK, HHZE
B, MAREBDET2MHOLEICIE, BEABUICHT AIRAEDLZEDOREDD & T, HARLE
AR - MERIRONY ¥ P2 7= HHiET 5 T LAT & 5 (Sjolander, 2009). Chiba and
Taguri (2013) 134G REHB L O BEHED 2 HUSNDOBE DN ¥ FIZOWTHhim LT 5.

(5.1) ZHWTNA 7 AMIEZAT 5 7256 O EBRAZ O, G OALAFE 2HIIETEINS
Pr[M =m| A=0, c] BL U p(c) DHEZ ZRBICANZ LEDD %25, VanderWeele and Chiba
(2014) 17— PR P Ty FTEEZH VLI E 2R L TS, AEOEMFEDOS &L THEHATE 2K
FEMAEMTE:1E Imai and Yamamoto (2013) %° Vansteelandt and VanderWeele (2012) TIEZE S LT W
5. INHOHETIE, BREKITHEL 2T ) 5 P EAR-R ALK O MR T L A5HE
ENTVBEZENFREL > TS, KEIFHTERZEBY, PREK-FHREKEOER
FIZoVWTRTHZ L ORFPTMEENTVWRWIRESEWI L2 E 2 5L, L OWENN
PG H % 151 VanderWeele and Chiba (2014) D HFEOF S TH 5.

%8, HEHSNZEESRICIOVTL, LBFHEL TV L LTS (4.2) BLT, (4.3) %Ik
L72UTFORED S & T

(5.1)

Y (a, m)H M|A,C,L Ya,m
kAT EE T2 B (Robins and Greenland, 1992; Robins, 2003).

6. FEMTEDH

4 85, 5 BICTHRA L7 TEoBHAEE LT, 2.1 HiTik-~7z NCHS OFflt L T2 HAGE
HEFR LA CD) v — 57— % (2003 FFEE) ICRT 57— Y T B 2 80T 5. BBEEK
(A) TH LI OMAERT 7 7122w Tid, Adequacy of Prenatal Care Utilization Index (APCUT;
Kotelchuck, 1994) {27 5\, ARG 7 7 GEIRTH Q@M 2B L A7) —= ¥ 74 O
GIRFE & BB (AR B 72 0 023 E) 12D W ThH 7T —{b %47 - 72, IEMIRE (M) 134
JirE B 37 BURECOmPEL L, FURET (V) IZHAER 1EDNOIET L Lz, K ET (0)
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1. AR 7 B X OREOHEN O KN T 0540 Btz %) .

EaZ TTEY  TT7TEY EfE RE
n=1307,767 n=1058306 n=249461  n=1232203 n=75564

BEOEHE
19 LA T 10.7 8.6 19.6 10.3 17.3
208%-345% 78.9 80.4 72.9 79.3 72.2
3SELLE 10.4 11.0 7.6 10.4 10.5
BEOAE
BA 77.7 80.2 67.3 78.5 65.1
EA 15.1 12.7 25.4 14.3 28.3
ZDfth 7.2 7.1 7.3 7.2 6.6
BHROBER
124 R 21.7 17.4 40.2 21.0 32.8
REUE 78.3 82.6 59.8 79.0 67.2
BHROEIEIKE
BEsE 64.2 69.9 59.8 65.3 45.1
KRiE 35.8 30.1 40.2 347 54.9
%R iE iR
L 98.7 98.8 98.0 9.1 91.2
HY (RFLLE) 1.3 1.2 2.0 0.9 8.8

# 2. WA 7O EMEEE.

EHAE 7EY S TREY
ZL 37,980 27,584
HY 1,020,326 211,877
EHEDE (%) 96.4 84.9

ELTIE, FEEOMER 19 PUT /20 #%-34 5% /35 LA L), B A (B AN/ BN/ ZF0M), B
BOBERE 12 FAKim/12 F2 1), BBOBIHIRGE P/ £88), ZHRITROGELYZ 2 /. it
Mt geid APCUI IZB W Tl (adequate), @ 5\ IdAHE Y] (inadequate) (20 S, FHTIZH
WBF—FZIZRMD % 1,307,767 BITH 5.

£ 1ITHART 7 7 GEYI/AEY)) B X OHEERS (EIE/R0E) T L ORKN T 057 & 7R
T, R 2 AR 7o B RS, £ 3ICHAR S T B I OHERPOMADEIED
AW TCHEGEZRT. F2 L0, EMEICHT 2 RKHEOHERN 7 7 OBRBERRIT) X7 ET
96.4 —84.9 = 11.5% (95 %3 HHIX ] [CT]: 11.33 to 11.62) & Ao o7z, F72, £ 3 XV, FIGHTES
2B B ARBEDORBEOBEEL, VAT HET0.52—1.57 = —1.05%(95% CL: —1.10 to —1.00)
Lhpoie, T2, REEETREY) Lt gy, ) A7 #EIZIEHIFET 0.30 — 0.75 = —0.45% (95% CI:
—0.49 to —0.41), F T 6.57 — 6.19 = 0.38%(95% CI: 0.03 to 0.73) & e o7z, T 6 DFERIT
KMBEOMHFERTIEIH L D00, OIEME M) ITRT2MAER T 7 (4) OBBEHEIKE W
Zk(FE2), BLUQALRWE WIS 2 HAER T 7 (4) ORpFIE, IEHE (M) oFETEY)
T5EMMETHATSHIEL(FEI), O28%%Ez5L, AR THEIIHT A2HAERT 70
BARE, IEHEOINZ A L2 R TR HHTE 252D 5.

R B LT Ic BT, LR T Y ICELTIE, 4, M, COFRRBIF AM
MOXHEEHEZ GO Y AT 4 v ZEUFEFVERE L2, [WERIS, 1IE8E M I LTY,
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# 3. AR 7B L OCIEHEAROMEDE T L O R CHES.

EHE BE 2k
FLIRFEL 7EY ST7TREY ST7EY ST7AEY ST7EY y7REY
L 1,017,268 210,285 35,483 35257 1,052,751 245542
HY 3,058 1,592 2497 2327 5,555 3919
RELEIE (%) 0.30 0.75 6.57 6.19 0.52 1.57

F o4 ARGEEE - MEMROMERE. FHMNIET— 2 LT v TEICL S 95%EH

PR
JRIE (%) NIE/TE
NDE NIE TE (%)
g s HE -0.202 -0.601 -0.803 74.8
(-0.256,-0.138) (-0.634, -0.585) (-0.858,-0.753)  (65.9, 81.9)
REARHT -0.487 -0.316 -0.803 39.4
(-0.548,-0.431) (-0.334,-0.292) (-0.858,-0.753)  (35.3, 43.6)
BRE AT -0.585 -0.219 -0.803 27.2

(-0.646,-0.529) (-0.242,-0.194) (-0.858,-0.753)  (23.5,31.0)

A, COFEMPEEHFHEE LTEHEGR VAT 4 vy 7IREFVERELZ. ThODEFVT
BEHRT C Flt, C-AMB B0 C-M BMOZHESERIZRE L ko7, ThSDOXHEAAM
FRELZEFVEBENT A EDMRTRETH 55, b LEBRICKREMEMAPFEL TV &
LTh, HEEDOBITFH LI NG 20, HERE - MERMROHEEITT 2 58T A-M HD3E
HERHZBCTEBRLTCLIESRGE LMK T ERELRVEEZ ONS.

EEERATIC O W TIE, BBEERORE 29 284 WF L & U CThlkrb o 4 15 8 (B2
R 7 &) RITRE MU IE 2 EOEPHENE Z b b. HAERT 7 7 O RECHTR iR 0 BRI ik
W, AR T B EEZONLDS, FRICABEY) 2 AGEEIER A IHE ORI, FEB X
USRI 2 BN S 2 RHE-ERE B ORKH T TH AW HErsH 5. 22 Tid, BE
NTG A =% §(1,¢) BET60,0) IZOWTHUTFOLI AL o7, T3, 6(1,¢) IZDWTIE,
EY(L,DA=1,M =1 = EY|A=1,M = 1] DH#EMTH 5 0.3%DK 4 5D 1 Th b4
ELT0075% (¥ F VA1), M3GD1THAHEHRLLT010%(¥FUF 2 %5272 KIT,
5(0,¢) IZ2WTIE, E[Y(1,0))A=1,M =0l = E[Y|A=1,M = 0] DHEMETH % 6.6%DH 4
GD1THEHELLTL65%(F VA 1D, H35D1THALEELLT22%(¥F VA 2) %
Bz B, TCTEEHEODEE T A —F 3SR IIMREL Wb D EIRE L.

HAR e RN - MR RO ERHEREB L ORERIERY R 4 1R 7. KR ERORER)
B HRGEESE - WS REOHEEMESB X O os%BHEX M, FhFh —0.80% (77— M A b
5 v 7P X B 95% CI: —0.858 to —0.753), —0.20% (95% CI: —0.256 to —0.138), —0.60% (95%
CI: —0.634 to —0.585) & e o7z, TNHORENS, MAERT 7 ORI TIIH T 2 BE5 R
DILDOBEZ 45D 3(75.9%) PSIEMEOH N Z 8 U7 MERRLEZONDL Z LATRES N
2. L Lad s, ZORRIE, BN TEE L T \WBYE R85 O AN Y) 72 A 053 A 08
SEDTHIESIEM I ICB W THRER ML TH RV LI X 2 BAETHIEEL Tn AT
R 5. ZOBE, AEYZAENBERSSIHEDOREIZABLCDOI A/HTFTHD LE R
bNb7D, TNHEZFFL TV WSRO TiX, THREROKREERITTHRE (L7
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o THAZRMEDR) ZHKHMI SN TwE EEZ SN, REMITORRII, 20X %N
ATARMIEL72bDTH B EMNTE L. EERITOTF Y 4 1 TlE, BERFIHT 5 M
ROEEL39.4%, YTV A2 TIE272%L %Y, TNLOBATIIHESIRL VDL LAIE
WEEZN L2 VEESROEBOTPRE (g sz, DEXD, RFFFFEFICB T
D7D DIRED NN X BFERNDEBIIBEHRE W LAVRRI N/, %5, NIE/TE ®
I [0,1] WCINE 5 2 W RS 5 Z L ITEEDMLEETH H. Wang and Taylor (2002) 13 [F
DFFREA 0,1 12N F 2+ 5FiconTim L Twa., F/2, KE 1), (4.2 oARICEIHRKR
HHEBER R DN ¥ (Chiba and Taguri, 2013) 13 TR, ERENZN —1.57%(95% CI: —1.60
to —1.53), 99.57%(95% CI: 99.54 to 99.61) & o7z, TD X ) HRREBOIRED D & TDINY
Y RREL DEEREFIIELS BoTLE D) T ENMMTIID 205, EEMRHIT ORI NNY ~ F
OERRIIKTEIDTHo TSR WD, N Y F2H#EELTHEPFF LAV &
EMRALTBLLILIHEHTDHS.

7. #&bh)IC

LTI, AR R ECE TV D CIEERDR - BRI R OHEE DB X ORREERATICOWT,
FHREA LR E L 2ITo 72, SROBEIIOWTIE, BBELABOLE L 2T 555
KT L BAFEFET 58 0N OBENZF 515, E4E, Tchetgen Tchetgen and VanderWeele
(2012) 12 & D B D 72D DIGES L CHEE R K OPRE STV DY, L & 7R R
Wik R v B 2 8 L WHEE R RIC BT B R5S (Pearl, 2012b) &0 T, 2 EHEORMA
hHarEEbNS.

AL TIE Y1) - Y(0) = {Y(1,M(1) = Y(1,M(0)} + {Y(1,M(0)) — Y (0, M(0))} £\
WERRONREE 27205, 3HTMNZZLHITY (1) - Y(0) = {Y(1,M(1)) — Y(0, M(1)} +
{Y (0, M(1)) =Y (0,M(0)} &9 53 fEHFETH 5. Robins and Greenland (1992) Tl H &R %
EHRAR {Y (1, M(a)) — Y (0, M(a))} & BERIE {Y(a, M(1)) - Y(a,M(0))} (a=0,1) D b,
a =0 DOYEZMBEERER - MERHR (pure direct effect/indirect effect), a =1 DBEEEHE
BEEERDE - EERDR (total direct effect/indirect effect) EFFATW S, BERIRIE, KWL X
I SHERE R R & ARG AR ISR I ND D, B D5 \VITRA IR AR & MR R 5
RSB, FREHERR - BHEAR &R EGEENR - MEDROENZ, BHELRE PHRZE
DEHENERRERED LS IR EINDE I DENEE Z 5 T & HT X 5 (Robins and Greenland,
1992; Hafeman and Schwartz, 2009). D Z & Z MR T 572012, BEMROLUTD 3 oD%
FANDGR%E % 2 5 (VanderWeele, 2013a) .

(7.1) Y(1) = Y(0) = {Y(1,M(0)) = Y/(0,M(0))} + {Y(0,M(1)) — Y(0,M(0))}
+{Y(1,1) = Y(1,0) — Y(0,1) + Y(0,0)}{M (1) — M(0)}

Z DERDFEIX VanderWeele (20132) 1252 b CTwb. (1) OAHBD 1 FHOEE, 27
HoOZERITENZHREER RSB L OB R TH L. 3HFHOBERIIEHRLE L M
EBEORHEAMEHZNE {Y(1,1) - Y(1,0) - Y(0,1) + Y(0,0)} = {Y(1,1) = Y(0,0)} — [{Y(1,0) —
Y (0,0)} + {Y(0,1) — Y(0,0}] \ZBEBEHDOPRHEBA~ORE {(M(1) - M((0)} ZFLIzboL
HoTwh., ZO3FHOEEIZOWT, UTFOERXI LT 5.
(7.2) {Y(1,1) = Y(1,0) — Y(0,1) + Y(0,0)}{M (1) — M(0)}

={Y(1,M(1)) - Y(0,M(1))} —{Y(1,M(0)) - Y(

)) —Y(0,M
={Y(1, M(1)) =Y (1, M(0))} —{Y (0, M(1)) = Y(0,M(0))}
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Tbb, KEVEHAMRICHET 250 TH 5 (7.1) O 3FHOELE, [HREEBERF & MkE
WRIR DD BV IZ[RE ERN R &M ROZENFE L. LX), MkEiEsh i -
MR, PHERE ORE/ERARE ST v hlikee” IR EZFRLTWE 2 L, REHE
PR - HERIRIL, AR E OXEEHMRZ ST SREMNR IREERL T0EH Z LN
HETE 5. %5, Pearl(2001, 2012a) (& FAR R IEERD R - BRI AT AR IEHERD R - FIBRD R
DHRERT LW VHE L5 Twh. VanderWeele (2013a) 1A RI R % (7.1) TH 2515 3D
DEFIZ—EWIHHL, TNZTNOVHRREMET LI L EREL TS, T DL SF
MHAEROBRIZBWCTEOREAHTH AL EZAHETHY, SHBET—I~OBEHDE
OTHEm L TV LEPDHBEEZLND.

6EITHIR L= L H1C, BRGEESR - BEAROWRE %17 - 728121, NIE/TE OFHREIC
L DRERFED D HLOMEINSHEERZ N L-HBEIRTH L2012 RE1T 5 2 L IZBENR
DA =ZALDFRICBWCTHHATHELEEZbNA. DRI Proportion Mediated (PM)
ELIFENTE Y (Imai et al., 2010c; VanderWeele and Vansteelandt, 2010), #alFAIZEHEML
METH A — by RRA ¥ OO IR T D MR IFEZ WS Z AL I T
% (Wang and Taylor, 2002; Taylor et al., 2005). Robins and Greenland (1992) % VanderWeele
(2013b) & & ) AR AFICERO D 5 REMND D 215 E LT, 1-CDE(m) /TE TEFRS
1% Proportion Eliminated (PE) Z 2% Z & #$FE LT\ 5. PE %, WA % #Y 7 HLiE
fEm IZ—BITRDZ EATES L) RAAIPMUEIET 258, [HREFRDH L ofE %
MEBANOMAZLVBRETE LD IEMRT 5 LB TE, FHEEBEANDON AL X 2 A%REE
FWRMED 1 OOWEL LD I B LFEZHNS. B, PEXPM LFEKIC[0,1] ICIFE S L
RO LWIREETH 5. LELO PE OFFIZA R L b [0,1] O#EPANICINE 5 Z L ZHife s L
TW5 DT, Wang and Taylor (2002) & [FkIZ, ZFD 15ROV TESERE LT {BEDS
hbHLEZOLNS.

JL4E, Daniels et al. (2012) 12 & ) HIRZ RN MR R 2 XA ZXFICHEE T 5 03
F3INTWE., Yur—brxr FKRA Y FOFHEIZB W T, HEFREBIIEOC DEH
ODTHEBOT7 70 —F DL EN TS (Joffe and Greene, 2009; VanderWeele, 2013¢c). 5
B L 7-BF%E%, AREICH U2 OMed i E 2 C, BEER - MEMRICHET 20582 8
WCHESETWZEZRFA L TVELZVWEEZ TV,

OB

AR X OWNHFIZE LT, PRI 28 U Tkt 7 230K - SEORZTHE T LRI RFEOH
REHESRAEICRCEFIP L ETET. £/, EREETAHRZa XY b2 T 3wE Lk
B ZE O BARLEI L, SRR R ON L3k, PR RS O el B St A 2L
HLEFIS. 2B, KaxXo—ifid, BAmtsesaibhe CF Tt (B)) B 5 24700278 O
Hiilh 252\ THr o 72,
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Estimation and Sensitivity Analysis of Direct and Indirect Effects

Masataka Taguri
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Estimation of causal effects of an exposure on the disease occurrence is an overarching
goal of epidemiological studies. Once it is established that an exposure affects disease risk,
questions often arise as to the relative importance of different possible pathways for the
effect. This can be done by effect decomposition of a total effect of an exposure into a
direct and an indirect effect. This article reviews statistical methods on direct and indi-
rect effects based on a potential outcome model. It discusses the definition, assumptions,
and identification formulas for direct and indirect effects. It also discusses a sensitivity
analysis method for these effects that is applicable when an assumption of no unmeasured
confounding is violated. We apply these methods to the 2003 US birth certificate and
infant death data provided by the National Center for Health Statistics.

Key words: Causal inference, sensitivity analysis, effect decomposition, direct and indirect effects,
unmeasured confounders.



