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XL HIZ

HE BT 4 LEIRBR (Sequential Multiple Assignment Randomized Trials, SMART)
ITEFET D ZBMED T X LENT B LT, —EOBRNEEETE AL THeD DT A v
Th %, BIRERGETE &%, s 2 L OIRREG®ROT — 2 23 DEERERICESE £ 0
PR Z LN EDIREBHIE LW EFRET 5 IERIRE L — VDR TH D, —ixHI 2B/
TR O E X BPRE DD E TN > T AEZIT AR EEZE X TEBY ., £

MIUSKES D HETHI 72 BAR L 132 DIRBUT I T DIRRE L — L D ROHEE, HEFmE1T O =
LT D, BBIRRETEIERNEERO—H LB 2 v, HANEERIZ, MERCF . BRR
*ﬁﬁfﬁ BROBTRIBRF R TOL AR AL WS BEFE T L @ﬂﬁlﬁi’fﬁilﬁl b, EDEE

D BOEIRIR A RIRT 5 =R Th 5, EHHEERNE 2 b D38 & LT,
«fj( 75>H%EF'EJ IR U TEL L, ZAUTE U THLT NEVERENZED D 5 DR B OREE)
FiFonsd, VuvFIEEO—FITHY, EFRIZ American College of Rheumatology (ACR)D
A RTA T, VU~TFRBENEMAZERT D LD RERERZHELE L T 5 (Singh
etal. 2016),

SMART D] & L THEA KFIE B3 %15 D Sequential Multiple-Assignment Randomized Trials
to Compare Antipsychotic Treatments (SMART-CAT)% #7719 %, SMART-CAT @ H i3 —#%
N STV D HUREMREO G LTI T 2 2 & Th D, BAERMIZIZ D) RYOHHE
PIRIEN I Th o 72356 £ D% DR RIGRIEIID, 2) RYORBRNEN TH 72
BEIZZ7 v P2 L, toIEERPUEHREE L i L TENTZIRD GO0 E
I ERETT AL Th D, ARRBRITEIZF M S NTIEN D Th 5 72 Dfiftras RiIG o
TRV Il 72 R L & BRI Z 9 2 72 912 SMART 28V BV TV 5, BRPRBAFE FHES
MR OFHENZ I T A OALE S OERLVEZ 5D 5 8l 2 32 T 5 BRIC SMART 135K
BWRIRFIEZ I T2 L WO BLR TITA MR TIETH 5,

SMART (3K [E & 5 EH A E (Food and Drug Administration, FDA) 23A% LT\ 5
lNnteracting with the FDA on Complex Innovative Trial Designs for Drugs and Biological Products
(2020 4F 12 )| TTYE T T4 TR ARERE LTRIT SN TW D, RIETIE, BSABHE

Z &R COVID-19 O F i3I 2 A 1O FEAf o 72 COVID-19 Prevention and
Treatment in Cancer; a Sequential Multiple Assignment Randomised Trial (C-SMART) 7% Peter
MacCallum Cancer Centre =3 CK[E D [E V773 AJEYIE & > % — (National Centre for Infections
in Cancer, NCIC) EILFEITHEMENTEY, BUEER T ARERBT A &> T 5,

SMART (ZBF 2 AAGEDT F A MIELAFEL TR LT, EITHLVT VA ThH T
B, Rt E O AR AT, ETEBRICHT L CHREEELND LT T—4 &
SAS D =a— R b Tz,

A EIE Chakraborty 2 O Moodie 73 SMART (22T & & 7= [Statistical Methods for
Dynamic Treatment Regimes| @ 2 F)>6 4 FE{ZE 5 T SMART OBEE 7e & DN BRI HE



OHEFIZEHOWONAHEFILEEZBNT D, 2B, AMEETSEIC L [Statistical
Methods for Dynamic Treatment Regimes | O 5 B CI3JEAMEE 7 /L 2 FV 7 B RYTEHEE HEl D
HEXE. 6 F Tl G-computation & F\W\ 72 BIAUTAEFHE OHEE . 7 B Tl time-to-event 7 — & 72
CHHE T — &2 o TmEAYIRIRE R OHEE . 8 B CIIENAYTAIE AT D HE AT AIHER O M
9 ETITEMOBELEFERNPELDONT NS, KREFET2ENDS 4 ELINY RIF 78 H
& LTIE, SMART Z 22 505F2E N L D D LGV T 7 b LICET5ET Y o 7%
R E DT U7 A LOEIIETHET VU o 7 & AW T-E8i00iG5Hm O HEE I E A
AU THREDTH D, BIFEREITHEOHEEIZ OV TRV IES PG4I [Statistical
Methods for Dynamic Treatment Regimes| & Z MR- 72& 720, E 7o, AREE TIIEIRTEHR
FHEZ S TH IO OHEEFIEICH O, 56N -BIRTEREHE 2 £ M 2EICEH L 72RO
BIRFD R OHEE FIEITH DI, £ H HICHED & 571X, il 21X, Robins and Hernan
(2008) <> TICH E9(R1)DERARIZ BT K R ~ WK AF R IR~ ) [ A AR T30 =
EHMMMZEE ST —F VA = AR 2021 X AT T 4 — A 4 [ 2022 F-FEfkfE 2 A 7
T — A4, QDN ESHRNTCTEE T2,

AAEFO 1 EITHEFIHMAZREZT Tl ERRRBRE S Z M I EM 2 L2 2 TRefl L7z, 2
B IIHETEMFIC AT THERmZ OISR LT,

BE IR

1. Singh AJ, Saag GK et al. (2016). 2015 American College of Rheumatology Guideline for
the Treatment of Rheumatoid Arthritis, American College of Rheumatology.

2. Chakraborty B and Moodie EEM. (2013). Statistical Methods for Dynamic Treatment
Regimes, Springer.

3. Robins, J. M. and Herndn, M. A. (2008). Estimation of the causal effects of time-
varying exposures. In: Fitzmaurice, G, Davidian, M, Verbeke, G. (eds). Longitudinal
data analysis: New York: Chapman and Hall/CRC Press.
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1. ERSERT 7 25 LI

SMART (33#: 2 ZEED T o Z KEIF 28 LT, —EHOBMREGHEZ . CH72H 0
THAL L THD !, BRFRICE 2SN T U M a2 BBIb L, oA RIS
DR 2 il 72 BRI & U TR T 5, ZEMED T o & LB 24T 5 BlIL, B)
HILIRTRE R T A HEXE 3 2 BRI RBLIASHS 2 [BhEE T~ 5 72O Td 5, SMART Tl &HID T
X AMETREEZEID YT, Z0%R—BELITT X TOEFICTEHMICHOLE LY T X AIZ
EDYTH, FHE ST R COBREKZTEE T, T _XTOT—X Ot 247\, 7T
N DTS Ul el 22 BRI B 2 HEE 5~ 5, /3T A — X OHEEE Z WV 7= B TaH
[ TEE OERIERS 2N E TOIRELT U b I LOWRIEIDIE U TR IR A RET D
ZEIMNTED,

! SMART 22\, FDA [Interacting with the FDA on Complex Innovative Trial Designs
for Drugs and Biological Products (2020 4 12 H)| #'4 F 7 4 v Tl¥“Sequential Multiple
Assignment Randomized Trials (SMARTSs) are designed to inform the development of
adaptive interventions.” & #fi/ L CT\» %, F 7z, [Statistical Methods for Dynamic Treatment
Regimes | (Chakraborty and Moodie 2013) iZ”Note that the goal of SMART design is to
generate high quality data that would aid in the development and evaluation of optimal DTRs.”
LLTHEY, AREHTIEH. I bESFIC SMART % [Eifed 2 LB D 7 v & L EIft
ML C, —HOBIEEETIHZ VL CE72007 4 v ] & L, i, BIIAEEEHE I

[ Statistical Methods for Dynamic Treatment Regimes| (Chakraborty and Moodie 2013)C
UTOERENT 58 18I LI 2 —EOBE T, »wo, Yo X5 Ik
DEHCIHROMBZLE T NEPHONTLT —RICHEDCTRET 25D LD,
“A dynamic treatment regime (DTR) is a sequence of decision rules, one per stage of
intervention, for adapting a treatment plan to the time-varying state of an individual subject.
Each decision rule takes a subject’s individual characteristics and treatment history observed
up to that stage as inputs, and outputs a recommended treatment at that stage;
recommendations can include treatment type, dosage, and timing. DTRs are alternatively
known as treatment strategies, adaptive treatment strategies, or treatment policies.
Conceptually, a DTR can be viewed as a decision support system of a clinician (or more

generally, any decision maker), described as a key element of the chronic cure model.”



FTHDIAARRY 703k A 8 L T SMART O EA& G & 4B+ 5, 7V 23— UKIFERE %

542X 1 D SMART 2#& %2 5,
TBEE-XU T
S HT
méaﬁﬁ UxZehrE) T

FEF A FREGENE

TR

7 v & LEIG
A TENF EE
+ e A FERFERE

BEE=2ULY
> S LB

vﬂﬁjgz

g e BRE=RY»T&AI YT
F A A FREEENE

m ZaEEEE
Fog 5 > & LB
RAEHERR

FEF A FRREENE

X 1 7Aa—VEFERE ZXIHR & LKERN 7 SMART Of]

o AREEBROBRIT. BEOBERDUCALEE ) b R IR 2 PRI Il 7 /LB %
RET DD OBRNRFEFIH A LT 52 &£ Th D,

o 1 EMEHDOT X LEIM T, BAYTEMRIE I A B A A RZREEETEEL 7 2 LT
B0 AT D, FRENOBRIEICH LTV AR F —ICITEHET=4 U 7 UTERR
S IV Ry QI & N JDHT% U VAR =T 1 BepE
HCHEID YT HNRD - IRFEIIE T OMLE GRATTEIRIE& A B A A IR,
PUR) 27 0 A LICEIVYTDH, /U LARYE—IZO0T, K0 AEENMENEE X
ONOIER (BElTt=F ) 7, EFTE=F V7 &AL Y 7)) 1TED Y TN
e, VARV E—L ) v VAR — M OWE OB I T /20,

o —EHOBEBYRKIT X D WA RE LB Bf(01,Y1,A1 R, Ay, Ag, Agz) = By + B204 +
BsAr + Y1 + (1 = R)BsAzy + R(BeAz2(Az + 1)/2 + B74535(1 — A31)/2) TET LD &
bo T T, OFTAERTD B DI SN S T v Z DNEUTI S E TO T L 3 — ) URIFIE Dk
B AT 1 BREH O T X KNEI CRETENERIEDSE 0 T D TAE Sz & &
W21, AEAA REFEFETEEREI O 1T D TAE S & ZI12-1, Yid 1 B H oW
BEHDOT V2= KIFIEDOLFEE G TH Y 0505 100(100 ([TITWVIE ESELE T ).,

RIZ1EMHTLAR Z—7250, /U VARV E =25 1, Ay i3 2 BEBEH OALE T
B E=2 UV I NEOMT O TRESNZE XTI, ERFE=F ) T &I V&
U2 ZTNENO AT HIVTAE SN2 & ZIT-1, Apld 2 BERH O T > ¥ LB T e A
A RZREETEENE 0 1 o TUE S & 22 1, RATTENRIE& A EA A R%
BARFETEEEREN D (T DN TRE Sz & X1T-1, Ayl 2 BeER 0 T v & AEIN TR
AATEWRIENEN D (1 D TALE Sz & X2 1, RATTERIE& A B4 A R IRH,
PUEEREI DD TLE SN & X2-1 &7 5,



B i 7 B TE IR FTH I A HEE T 2 72 D1T, BIRLSF (04, Y1, AL R Ay, Agy, Agg) D/NT A — X
B = (B1, B2, B3, Bar Bs, Be, BT H X 1 OFRERFERNOHEES 5, 728, SMART TE<H
W BN DHEE FIEIIAREED 2 IR L, 72 A &35 72 2 FH oMt 7
17T N ERITRE R & 3 IR LT,

BHIRIEFTHE DR E HEZ T 2, TRRIEREES (04, Y1, AL R, Agy, Agg, Ag) P KD R E
< 72 20Vl % B e B ROTRIREHE & L CRIRT 5, BRER N OGN T A—4
OHEEMAB = (1,0.1,1,0.2,—1,—-1,-1D)T & § 5, flziX, RAfTEREZLES L, 7
b3 — JUEIEDEGWNIEFIMELS VAR X —THLBE. i & 72 5 ALE 138
BV T NTERE=HX IV T&IT I T THD, 1 BEHDWLEROT V=2
—KFIEDUGEE S WL 50 Tho7c & 75, EaE=4 U 72 /#E L7286 O
$3£(10,50,1,0,1,455,453) = 12K OVEREE=F Vo 7 &MU U T E2LE LTS
A OBEIE(10,50,1,0,—1,455,453) = 14 TEFT =XV T &I TV 7D i
IRALE SR E LGRIRS LD,

SMART A EFRICHEH S 7-ABRITLLT TH 5

Sequenced Treatment Alternatives to Relieve Depression (STAR*D)alBR 1% 9 ¥ fBE k142,
3BT 2 b, TIXIO 2 BEfEH KON 3 Beflt BIZ B W TILRIE A~ U 0 % 2 %
FEFNDIBAN, 4 Bl B2 W THHRIRR AT & DIZEIY f417 535k Td - 7= [Lavori
etal. (2001)]

15478

S L AR & —

BEOY]Y A : bupropion, cognitive therapy, sertraline, venlafaxine
2efE B b5 &LICER
HB¥EDIBAN ¢ bupropion, buspirone, cognitive therapy b 7 > & LICE

S L RRE—
'\
o cognitive therapylZ2E W T / v L RNy & —Digs
2aBfER bupropion#rvenlafaxinelZ 7 » & L (2R
.
L AR - &
~
JELEER BEOYY EZ D mirtazapine, nortriptylinem b 5 > & L 2ER
2 SEOB : lithium, nortriptylinem 5 5 > 4 LI2ER

‘ S L AR —

n BEOYIY E A tranylcypromine, mirtazapine & venlafaxine @ A A 5
ARPEE S v & LITER

COVID-19 Prevention and Treatment in Cancer; a Sequential Multiple Assignment
Randomised Trial (C-SMART)/E COVID-19 A%k & 7213 COVID-19 51 & o EZfiliAs
IRVERRBRER R, 4 BPET o oMb, 1 BERISA =T = n T AT 7 X7 T

8



TARET X LTEY Y THIL, D%k COVID-19 O U A )L A~DURGEE DR S
AT 2 BEBAL LA =T 20T A7 7 LT TR %E T & LIHEY
WC, FEED COVID-19 JEYIEIC RT3 3 B\ R & LTk Y 27—
TTRRET H NTEID YT, HED COVID-19 JEYEIZ /2 > 7 581% 4 BefEH
ELTLUIUNSTXIET TERET X LIZEND KT 5B ChH 5 [Clinical Trials.
gov Identifier: NCT04534725]

LEERE COVID-19icE L TLWaELWAABRETR
5 HE AR —T7zAYTLIFhTSERES LT LIZERS

COVID-19% 855

- COVID-19%BE L #- A A BE R
S bs H fvB— 7OV TN T 7h T 5 eHE S X LICHES

COVID-19E &

Lk COVID-19F%£E 0 A A BETT SR
3R R Selinexorh 7 7 £ H% 5 » £ LICHES }
¥
COVID-19EBfE D h A RBET S
[ AEBEH Lenzilumabhh 72 v F%E 5 v & LICHRE }

*  Sequential Multiple-Assignment Randomized Trials to Compare Antipsychotic Treatments
(SMART-CAT) I A RAPEEE MR, 3 BT o7 ok, 1 BRI T e,
YARY R TIAVTY R T IVET T = N=T 2 F PN T o F LITHE]
DY T 2EMEITIBEEOLEEZTIELZGA AT P T IALTY K,
P DIL 1EBEICEG L TORWRENS 7 X AICEID YT, 3 R
Hix 2 BBEHOREATIE LIEHAIZ 2 BEER 7 e P ORAIZ 7 vefe o
LS AT ERERUESERIEL N L. 7 e P TROWGAIT 1 BFEE & 2 B
BEH THEID Y THNRNSTEICEH D B THRBRTH D, [Lietal (2021)]

1RBEE TAE ToiHE 1 BB
BICRELTUWARWAENOUT 74
LIZEIVETHLND

| WINA DABEERT B,

olanzapine
olanzapine « 2 E¥PEE TclozapineAMLE X N T

WAL, clozapine® #iiEA

risperidane Fhmodified electro-convulsive
therapy & B9 %,
amisulpride - 2 BREE Tclozapine LB X N T
amisulpride WEWEAR, IBEER2 &
BEE THE S NTLHEWARDI L
aripiprazole BEans,

perphenazine

clozapine

SMART THEEE S N7 BHADIG IR TN E ARV BUE P E X I S W TEHR S



LTI EFNICEREIZLEZONDT —F HERET D LRE0, —J, BIlR
AT R0 B T ORI O R &L FEFRHAV DR E OBLS 2> B AFFE 0O BLLE RS0
JECTH T NY A XEFRT D2 L b TE D, U OV TIE Appendix S E L7z,

2 FEDFHE TIIEMIEE S #4252 5120 OBEFEBICHONWTE 2, R (LEE N8
HHERG#EE 2 55 2 CHETH LT 2, 2.1 LU TILERR 2 BhagTRE SR O
FTELFRIT L, 2.1 TIE Q FHEMWHEE O LML Y Q 8 Ol O#PIr & SAS
DY TNT ST LD, 22 THEGER A MEYET L, 23 TIEGHEE, 24 TIXA
FHELV Uy MIESSKHEEFELZRIT 5, 3 ETIEL, ity 7 MR D iqlearn /X 7
—VERWE Q FEHOMNT T v 7T AOBIERRNT H, AREZED 1 BEIIFIR, 2 B,
Chakraborty and Moodie (2013)D %) Th 5,

A ETEE L AT = VIR CERTHEDON DY, LEOFALT SITE CTHWIT
T2,

BE IR

5. Ertefaie A. (2020). Robust Q-Learning. JASA, 553(116), 368-381.

6. Chakraborty B and Moodie EEM. (2013). Statistical Methods for Dynamic Treatment

Regimes, Springer.

Lavori, P. W, Rush, A. J., Wisniewski, S. R., Alpert, J., Fava, M., et al. (2001) Strengthening

clinical effectiveness trials: Equipoise-stratified randomization. Biological Psychiatry, 48,

605-614.

8. Li X.,Guo X., Fan X., Femg T., Wang C. et. al. (2021) Sequential Multiple-Assignment
Randomized Trials to Compare Antipsychotic Treatments (SMART-CAT) in first-episode

=

schizophrenia patients: Rationale and trial design. Schizophrenia Research, 230, 87-94.

2. BHIBRGE %5 2 57w 0iabFEE
FUDICREZZLUTOL D ITERET D, KETHREMKICH I,
e K:AT—VO¥
© 0 ATV TR D R (HERAEOUT L )
o A ATV OIRE (HERER
s Y ATV DT v ML GEFEE)
o WEOHEREO; = (0y,..,0;). 4= (Ay,...4)E L, ZhbEEEDT, BibE (B X
FU—) Hy=(0,,A4) L7e#id 2 2 & T Y, =Y(H,4;,0541) = Y(0,,4;,054,) &
SW|ADHLNTE D, L. Hi=0,TH D,

10



IR SE OB TITE RAF M AIREE, LEZITE., 7V VLA E KRBT 52
ENZNEIITRZIT N T, REIZBWTIFINED LS ITESZ & LT 5,

s b X, i LI BB OBIEIREA T — URMFET D L O 2B B E R E A I
DWHBERFEOFIEDO 1 SDTHY, aRy h LESLHE)ER 2 I A A STy
HFETHDL, AREFEICB T 22 OHBIE., IRENP LRSI E 2RI I THail 72
BRI ZHET AL TH Y, ZEBOBERREMEL MR TE LD, b
FLEOBO WO M EEL L T D, EERICHARTADA, MAKHERESESE R
SRV T, BIMIRE TS OB A ¥ — 5 > M L THILTE 2 AV T 2858 S AFAE
3% (Zhaoetal. 2009, Guezetal. 2008, Shortreed etal. 2011), 2 &5 5H CIIAEAEN) 72 i@{L
FLEOMEZEN L, Fal 2 BRSO REE FIEOGE L HWHR S Q FE (2.1
i) ~EHEATNL,

BALFEII=—Y o e (FERETHD) B L OMEEMA TSI b, =
—Vxr EETEEIT) ERE LT, =V r MIBRIREEIT I HEAT —TIZB 0
T, ZORERICHE T HBREICET 2ERABHIL TR Y, ThICESHN T2 L 52 L
MWTED, ==V = FOITENE T CTREITH LWIRBIZER L, =— 2 = MIHIFE
W25 DAL D &V TN OV IR LAEEEE ORAROBHA TH D, FRIZ 1 AT —
PHOFNDOIEAK TH D, ZHITAT—V ORI Tk L TRV IRS 5,

I—oxzobk

i
&

N i

AT =V TOREBEOIREIZES S ==V = FOITENI KR EMEZN, 25 & LTAR

WEETRHIERANDZ L LT 5, MWLFEOBMIZZ DL S RicBWT, 5% &S
TELWMOMAERKIZT DL O RGRAMET L2 THD (ridmaAE» Lz uiX
WEEHTHDHZ ENDLHFHE CHEm SND Z ENEY), FRAHGO 7= DI fifE a5k &
FRIEL 2 B A B R T 5

K
Vd(Ol) = Ed z Y] (H]IAJI 0j+1)|01 = 01
j=1

11



ZAVUIRFE DI RB0, 2 B BAR L CHRAITHE » TATEIA, A58 IR L T2 & & ORI 2 2% L
TWo, A7 —=VjETHEALSE, TOMRRE TOREH M THL Z Linb, ZOF
WaHNTAT—Vj LD RdlZxt T 2 MERAEIILL To Lo lckEIn D -

K
V}d(hf) = Ed Z Yk (Hk'Ak'0k+1)|Hj = hj
k=)
BRI | SRLEE O HIIEASERTE WO WHEEE 2RAICT 5L 5%
FREMETDHZLTHY, TOHEDT D, BEHBEEMO L EIZAT — ViR
N T B EE B B,

72 BAMERISBUILL T D X 5 ICHHIRAIICREITE 5 -

Vit (hy) = Eal¥;(Hj, 4, Oja) + Vi (Hia ) 1H; = hy]
AT —=Vjb AT =) + LB D MER SO Bellman 52 (Bellman 1957) &
s,
B G S B AT — VO Sl 7 I EIEY, P (hy) = max VA(h)THY ATV
JORBERATE L IZ AT — VjOMERAR AR KIZT 2D TH D, F 72 ilERE I
BT Bellman 52 (Bellman 1957) % i 729 :

VPt (hy) = }E[YJ-(H,-,A,-, Oj+1) + Vi (Hisa)|H; = by, 4; = a]

max
{ai€A;li=j,j+1,..K
= opt _ _
- &%EM(H"’ 4, 0j11) + VT (Hjsa) | Hy = by, 4) = aj]

Bellman S FW Tl 72 TR AHEE T 2 2 L3 sb P EH O A=V TH DN, HEED
SEHNCOW I BT A .

EIEMBAFE 72 EEIRDIIC BT DB T — 2 0 bEIIGIR T 2 HEE T 5 & O 7eRi
& AEERY R A THOD R O BTREICII W D RERER b & 5, B2 Tk E
ELY 49 R, PR E MR SN TT — Z OO 72 & 03BEm
THLHENZN—T7 T, EFREDBFIZEO T U LTRGBS 2 TV 5 FERTEE e
ERMOERNZ AHET D, FFEETLREITAV RS~ /L= 7RIEHRE
EREDOIREOEBEBHERPELEMELZ D, BEORBIEF LRV ETIRE) 12250
Th, ERDFTRETRWGANZ Y (BB OIRBIZELLOIREE LR R O ZITEF L,
ZNEVRIORER EMILL TND EIFBEZ DB, Z D7D LI CII(b 3 2 EHY
TIEH DD TIE/R L BLFEOBESHU SN Z 5 F 272 BT Fil/eBIRia iR 7 # o H#E
LS HOWBEN D FELRHIT LTS,

BE IR
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9. He W, ChenY, Yin Z (2016). Adaptive neural network control of an uncertain robot with
full-state constraints. IEEE Transactions on Cybernetics, 46(3), 620-629.

10. Zhao, Y, Kosorok MR, Zeng, D (2009). Reinforcement learning design for cancer clinical
trials. Statistics in Medicine, 28, 3294-3315.

11. Guez A, Vincent R, Avoli M, Pineau J (2008). Adaptive treatment of epilepsy via batch-
mode reinforcement learning. In Proceedings of the innovative applications of artificial
intelligence (IAAI), Chicago.

12. Shortreed SM, Laber E, Lizotte DJ, Stroup TS, Pineau, J, Murphy, SA (2011). Informing
sequential clinical decision-making through reinforcement learning: An empirical study.
Machine Learning, 84, 109-136.

13. Bellman RE (1957). Dynamic programming. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

2.1Q %%

Q 5 (Watkins (1989)) & X, Bellman SR A< — A2 L Q BI% & MEIE N % BE%L 2 i fif B 4%
Z AW LRSS T 5 FETH D, Murphy (2005)1% Q 5438 & fe il 72 15 W7 #1 O E
WISH L7z, Q BIEUIRYRET LA HWTER T 5 Z &N T EEMIZON D 3 VB
Thd, 2B, QFHD QX Quality Th D,

2.1.1 J5ikd
2 BP0 SMART (2330 T Q BIE A [RIURE 7 /ISR L L 72358 | il 70 169 5 # OHEE
FHEIZHOWTHIAT 5, 155 E®RIEONT SMART (2351 21T (01,41, 00, 42) &5 5,
Hy =0y, Hy = (0,,41,0,) L %, FEPEICIBIRD % SMART 25 2% (4; €{-1,1}), 1
FIHET DRI L L ERET T I LAET D, REGE 4 iXe A N) —HORKT
di(H;) e {-11}&F£ SN, £ A M =DM BLEDZER~OGHR LT D, ajldFEfEE
BT 5, BRI AT B0 Okl Q IO EREUT L5,

* Q;pt(Hz,Az) = E[Y;|H3, Az]

o QPY(Hy,A)=E [Y1 + max Q3P (Hy, a3) |Hy, Ay
Q FBE T D RAVICHR N S 5. T D7D, AT —T 2 TIEY,. A7 —Y 1 TR
bui%&@ﬁbi%m:f;érﬁx Q3P (Hy, ap) MM A B T2, BB D i Q B D /1T A —
ANOHRABEIHEET D, Shal 2R8I Q BiA kb3 2 2 L TR b b,
d]‘.’pt(hj) = arg n}l?x Q;-)pt(hj, aj) J=1.2

Ho QB RmMART-D, T —HInOHET DLENH D, Q BAEUISMT S WIFHETH
. TTWUET HFERERKET LV THLS Z LITEET D, L0 EEKMICHHT 57291
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QBIEIC DWW THIBRIRET V&S T TE XD, Q B¥& Q™ (H; A5 B, %;) = Bl Hyo +
(WTH;1)Aj. Hpo %85 5P OFE AL SMART (2851 2ALEE, B;  HjoDIEIRERE T 2
—Z. Hp ZIRIRICEBEEZ RETERERE T D, )t AiH O, IR EE KX
T LEZONDEIFRENRT A —4,
. 27 =220 QD NT A =2 ZHET D, T T Tldd/h IRIETOHEER] 243
T2, HEERIZ(B,P,) TH D,
¢ a%%%jniz?ﬂ (Yzi - gpt(Hzi'Azii.Bzﬂpz))z
argmin (argument of the minimum) |F/IMEREIZ DWW TlgIMER 5- % % 51
BEEW®RT 5,
2. A7 =V 10 QMHDHETIIAT —V 1 DAERREEZE L= AT — 2 TDh
TR ALE R BT BT 0BET v N AR KT D,

7 opt 5 T
o By =Y+ max QP (Hy az 2,0,) i =1,.m
2

3. AT =V 10O Q MO NRTA—F /N RiELVHETET D, HEEEQBLP,) TH
%

~ 2
° arg[r;rll_gpl%Z?zl (Yli - prt(Hu,Aliiﬁpl/h))
4, QFEHERMWTIRERE GBI HEEIND,
) a?%@):amnﬁmﬁmU%%ﬁ%iﬂ'f=12

VL EOEFRIZ 3 A7 — Ll EICHRERRETH D, 567 7 b A BT 28012 o0n T,
ST 7 N LERARRTHDTIIRL . AT —Y 2 THRIERIGRAZ T -BES T2 HN
HZETIEBEED QREMEHET L HELHSH, QFHIZR /Ny — (iglearn) THE
1TARETCTH 5, iqlearn DFEITHIIL 3 IR,

2.1.2 Q FH DM DFEA

Ertefaie, A. etal. (2016) %252 Q ‘FH OB Z~T, 2 BEfED SMART %5 2%, N—A 7 A
NEHRAE 0, L 0,8 L, AT —2 1 THEA, = 1XTA, = 152 T U FLITEIV S TS, A
DIEFHROFHT 7 M LzY, & L, A DIRREROIEELZ0, LT 5, AT — 2 2BV
T, U5 U EOBEBIFERDEN A ONTZE L, AT —2 1 OIRREEMET 5, V285K
OB OFHRIBFEA, =124, = —1UTT U X LTEIV B TH, BT 7 NI L%Y,
LT85, BBRTIFA 2K 212LdT, o, BBROT—HZLUTOLITE LD,

14



5 A2= 1
0y
A1=1 » A1=1
Y1>=5
A2=1
A2= 1
2
L A]— 1
Y1>=5

X 2 RBRT YA

N—=2F A NEH : 011 (A DOIERBEOLEF0, L 52 HRT) L0y, (A DIRFE
BOFHT U b LN 52 HIRT)

AT — 1 ORI : Ay = 130FA, = -1

A DIRIEZOHRR-T 7 NI A Y

A, DIRFE# DI : 0,

Y, 73 5 RDBED AT —2 2 OIEH : A, = 1T4, = -1

KT — 2 Z LU FICE > TERKRT 2,

O T 0, 20 1 O IEBIARITHE S,

01T 0, 38 1 D IEBIIATITHE S,

Ay =1LA4;, = —11F 05 ODRERTEIY KB T2,

0,1F5 + 0.54; + 0.5011 + & \IC KXV EHET D, I3 FH 0, 8 1 OEBSAIHED
Y11X5 + 0.54; + 0.50,, + &, IC LV EET D, el 0, 08 1| OEBSAIHED .,
Y\ SRS, R=12 L, WS EDEE, R=02925,

Ay, =1L A, =113 0.5 DFERTE Y HTH,

Y, I 1—20; +20;, — 0, + Ay + 0.54,0,; + R(—0.80, + 0.54, + 0.44,0, +
0.74,011) + &3IC L VRET D, g3 40, 8 1| OIERSARITHE S,

W T A XX 300 T 5,

smart D7 — %% v h & LLT SAS program code 2> 5 1 D1ERKT 5,

data smart;

15



call streaminit(1);

do i=1 to 300;

O11=RAND('NORMAL");

012=RAND('NORMAL);

A1=(RAND('BERNOULLI', 0.5)-0.5)*2;

A2=(RAND('BERNOULLI', 0.5)-0.5)*2;

epl=RAND('NORMAL');

ep2=RAND('NORMAL');

ep3=RAND('NORMAL');

02=5+0.5*A1+0.5*O11+epl;

Y 1=5+0.5*A1+0.5*012+ep2;

if Y1>5 then R=0;else R=1;

Y2=1-2*011+2*012-02+A1+0.5*A1*O11+R*(-
0.8*02+0.5*A2+0.4*A2*02+0.7*A2*0O11)+ep3;

output;

end;

run;

[Q B D/~ F A — 2 DHEE]
1. AT7T—=20QHEOMEET NVELUTET D,
o7 (Hyi, Agi; @z, B2)
=y + B21011; + B22012; + B2302i + Br4Ari + PasA1i011;
+ Ri(B2602i + B2742i + P2sA2i02; + B2942:011;)
HUIEWREF S 2 RTIRZTTH D, Hy = (0114, 0125, Ariy 021, RY)
2. i=1,2,..,3001T5%F LTV & QP (hyy, ayy; oz, B2) D Fe/ N TR HETE D b HEE (@, By) 2 15
5, Q FEHTITHMOMFHEIZIEE L, 27—V 10 Q D N\T A —X ZHES

Dz, AT— 1 OELT v I\j]A%a’:Yu-+rrcllaxQ;’pt(hzi‘az;&z,ﬁz)i))E%‘%ﬁ‘éo

n;nlaXQ;’pt(hzi‘az;&z,Bz)&;’(\ BEBRE TN HDOWT, a,D Q Bz » T 5, LEE2d» T,
2

Q;pt(hzi,azii az'ﬂz)@ﬁ%jﬁmiazi(ﬁn + frg00; + [;’290111')@#5%‘ AIF IV, axld 1 X
&j:-l % & %) Z & 75)%327 + BZBOZi + B29011i75§f[:@%/a\6ia2=1 ‘/GQgpt(hzi,azi; az,Bz)Z)‘S%
KETRV | Bay + Pag0zi + fr0011 WA DT 1Ea,=-1 T‘Qgpt(hzi:azii Ay, B)DIRKET2 D,

LT, max Q;pt(hzi, as; &z,ﬁz)ﬂﬁAN + Bag0gi + Prg0r1; DHuAHEZ L 5 Z & TRHEATX
Be LMo T, AT =V 1 ORET U MLV HILLF LV HE SRS,

16



Vii = Yai + @ + P21011; + PB22012i + P2302i + Posty; + Ps1;011;
+ ri(ﬁzeozi + |p27 + P2g02i + ﬁ29011i|)

AT =1 O QBKRDOHFTET NELUT T 5,

fpt(Hu.Au; ay,B1) = ay + B11011; + B12012i + P13A1i + B14A1i011;
i =1,2,..,30002 5% LTP, & Q7P (hyy, Ay aq, B) DB/ ' HEE D D HEE (8, By) 215
Do

Q B D NT A —HZ DHEFE D72 @D SAS program code % LA FIZ/RT,
/%2 BERE H OHETE*/

ods output ParameterEstimates=est2;

proc glm data=smart;

run;

model Y2=011 012 O2 A1 A1*0O11 R*O2 R*A2 R*A2*02 R*A2*011;

/*1 BePEH OHEE T B H OB R Z D T ORI & OF — X ([T Hx/

proc transpose data=est2 out=t_est2;

run;

var estimate;

[T B D~ — D DT A 4

data smart; set smart;

if n_=1 then sett est2;

run;

/1 BB H O Q BI%k & HEE 9 % 7o D BELUEY/

data smart;

set smart;

PO=Y1+COL1+COL2*011+COL3*012+COL4*02+COL5*A1+COL6*A1*0O11+R*(C

OL7*02+abs(COL8+COL9*02+COL10*011));

run;

/*1 Befs B oHEE*/

ods output ParameterEstimates=estl;

proc glm data=smart;

model PO=011 012 A1 A1*0O11;

17



(7 — & it ok R ]
AT =220 Q BABOHEEEZ LA TR,

INT A =2 DRI HEENE FRYERR S
Intercept 1.547547 0.306262
Ol11 -2.05028 0.069839
012 2.073804 0.063632
02 -1.07286 0.061972
Al 1.05898 0.072901
Ol11*Al 0.470258 0.061135
02*R -0.82835 0.026439
R*A2 0.87175 0.374694
O2*R*A2 0.311777 0.070334
O11*R*A2 0.770942 0.086984

AT — 1 O Q BEDOHEEN % LL FIT/RT,

INT A =2 DRI HE T fiE FRUERR S
Intercept 0.287393 0.094274
Ol11 -2.35798 0.093764
012 2.216814 0.092357
Al 0.535181 0.094526
O11*Al 0.599745 0.093767
(B iaRaER O 4]

TR R B A 0D S B AL B Q)T (P aus @y, By) O AL [ ay; O 4R S 5y 0 0.535181 +
0.5997450,; S IEDFF, a; = 1T, 0.535181 + 0.5997450,; VA DKE, a;=-1 & L CRIRT
%o DFEVD | 04q; = —0.892348D I, AliEta; = 1%EIN L, 044; < —0.892348DKf, MliEa, =
1% =R 5,

IR RER 5% ORGELE L, 1 = LBV TP (hyy, agis @, B2) D ALE ay DERELHR 53 O
0.87175 + 0.3117770,; + 0.7709420,1; 78 1E ® B | a, =1 T . 0.87175+ 0.3117770,; +
0.7709420, ;A DK, ay,=-1 & L TEIRT D, DEV | 0y = —2.4727350,4; — 2.7960699D
BE, WliEa, = 128N L, 0y < —2.4727350,1; — 2.7960699DFE, MLiEa, = —1%8IRT 5,
RLEE D M CoEBREIE, PLFXK 3 2HWTITZ2 5, K3 1BV THREOA EIZ(011; 021)
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WEEND & Eay = 1NEREN, TRBROLE T (0144, 02) DA END & Eap, = —1ERE
o,
16

1.2

0.8

011;
X 3 LEEY U TOERREX

BE IR

14. Watkins CJCH. (1989). Learning from delayed rewards. Doctoral Thesis. University of
Cambridge; England.

15. Murphy SA. (2005). An experimental design for the development of adaptive treatment
strategies. Statistics in Medicine. 24:455-148]1.

16. Moodie EEM., Dean N and Sun YR. (2014) Q-learning: Flexible learning about useful utilities.
Statistics in Biosciences 6:223-243.

2.2 BERR NEHET L

AIEID Q FE TIXT U MU L DRI & MIFHEICEHEEIFE T VA2 24 TXD 723 KHiT
X7 7 b AOEMATE FHEDO IR LTET Y v 7 &24T O HiEFR A MERET LI
DWTHINT D, RBHEER A N EEET LV OHEE FIEDFEMIZ OV TIL 2022 4£ 9 Al
B S 7z “ICH E9(R1) D BRARIZ BT K R Rw ~ R KA IR~ D 3 BABE S
v,

2.2.1 i blip BI%k
1BRa 25200, j+ 1IRR B RERIREZ T 25657V ML L, ZZINBAT—Y
JOBRH LT (DFE Y a;% reference LT A ‘/djrefﬁiaﬁﬁ) LT ML EDESOH
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R T d 5 LLUT % B blip Bk & ©&KR7 5 -
vi(hya) = E[Y(@;,d703) = Y (@1, d], dSV) | H; = hy]

222 U7 Ly MR

Fc i blip BIEX DR 72 r— A TH U | reference L ¥ A O ICHREIREEZRA L, <A
FARENTHZETY 7Ly FEEITERSIND

wi(hy @) = E[Y (@0, d7") = ¥ (@&, dTDIH; = by)

7e¥hci blip BA%E U 7' L FEIEUT reference LU A L DITEN Z EZI N T212I127 5

ZEMBLT OBMRMBRNIT S

wj (b ;) = n}gXVj(hj:aj) —vi(hj. ;)
vi(hy, @) = (b, &) — (g, ;)

U7 Ly FEBETER LT ol 22 BRia iR 7t OHEEIZ W TR OIS TRAT T 2.

223 HEER A NEEET VA VT i 72 B R TRIE 75 8+ O HEE 5]

AHiITIX 2 AT =V TERAT =TT D reference LT A ‘/Z)§d].ref = —1 (reference L'~/
AU EA = —UTEDT LW S ER) & LISz 0T, MEr 2 MAET VIS
& 2 Foii IR R T OHEE Z1T O,

2B O DODAITEEFE LRV, LRI OW TR EER EL -

02 = P10+ B1101 + (P10 + ¥1101)(A1 + 1) /2 + &
Y (A1, A2) = Pag + B2102 + (Y20 + Y2102 + P22(A1 + 1)/2) (A2 + 1) /2 + &,

I T, BV R 0 DMEREETH D, /mEICOWTITHE L722VY,
HEIER A MBI T M R Bl e B A 2 #EE T 25812 Q Bl A LIF
RIS, BefRIBIRA T — Y Ofi blip BB D /8T A —ZHEEN LB AR EITHEEEZTT 9,
AT — 2 Tldfi blip BAEL,

E[Y(A1,42) = Y(A1, —DIH,] = Yy + 15,02 + ¥, (A1 + 1)/2) (A2 + 1)/2

ERBZEIND, AP = sign(ag + Y210, +Wap (A + D)/ DEBND, b LI BB
A 0 122 BHAIE, dPf =025, ZOBEXIT RIS b= 0" IZHEELRS T T &
RuEfEL ZENZNed, IBFEDED2WGEITTHBRIGHR L0 EERES T 7 R a5
ZHIFEIDI N EiITHESL,
WIZ AT — 1 Cldf blip BRI,

E[Y (AL, A5 (0,5,A1)) — Y(=1,A%°(0,,—1)) |H,]

20



ERB (APUTBIHICES S AT —V 2 TORBERIBEE ET) 2 &b,

dop = argmax} E[(Ba1¥10 + Bor¥1101) (A1 + 1)/2 + (€ + ¢ + Cz)(Slgn(g +c + Cz) +1)/2|H,]

Ae{-11

"Eohb, 272 L
£ = Y181
€1 = Y0 + PY21P10 + Y211101
€2 = (W22 + Y1010 + Y21901101) (A1 + 1) /2

ZITAPUCEBT AL, g &V W RIERICE D O EEHNE TN TE Y . ERS
R EOIRENMEIL /2D, ZOXHITHEER A MEEET VI ERIERSCT U N LDy
MIIRENRE LD FETH D, ZOHKEEDTHEE FEE LT, KEHO G #HEY
Iy MESICESHENEZ NS,

BE IR
17. He W, ChenY, Yin Z. (2016). Adaptive neural network control of an uncertain robot with
full-state constraints. IEEE Transactions on Cybernetics, 46(3), 620-629.

23 GHEE
Robins(2004)(Z°C, fxii blip BI%kH L<IZV 7 Ly "EEDORT A —Z YD GHETEIZL D
HEEFENMERENTWS, £, AR TEOBEAIT Q FHOM R LFESEL R D Z &N
TR E LTV 5 (Chakraborty etal. 2010), A 2.3 #i Tl blip B2z 5, 2.3.1 HiT,
i blip B & 2 G #EE OBEZE 2 L, 2.3.2 fi T, @ﬁ@%ﬁf@y\lv~ya/
{ﬂ (2D X | GHEE & ordinary least squares (OLS) DiFHTET U o 7 D & B HEE B O RN
I %,

23.1 Fikim

AHITIE, HBoEBEIRIREGE (Dynamic treatment regime; DTR) OHEEIZXIT 5 G HEED
BB AT D, ETHOIZ, Fel blip By z AWz GHEE H X AFHBH L, k\WT, —
BN, HEE TR R Z RO RME, Q 78 L RFEOM R Z 5 2 %M, (2O THE
E‘j“éo

G HEE X, AR LT X D54 & 2T REMEY 21 JA|L for all a® T, HEERIEU®W, a) =
Gi(W){A; — E[A;|L; B%%wkﬁmﬁﬁﬁo=mm&an’;b KSR/ T A — 2 OHEEN
@%%é%mﬁ&f%éomﬁ?yﬁAMéMTwé IS & AR AT B S R AT
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5o ZIZTGWIE, G;() =Y, —y(Li, A ) & LT, il 213 reference LT AV )NEIRIETS -

BOWIERERY 72 EHRRNRT A =22 HONTET T D, DFE D | S &AM
AIREMEDS AL L. G () DET WAL IE LWGEEIZIE, RRANT A —ZYyDEEIC T, #EEH
BADPHLT D, ZOBREHWTERR AT A= OWEEPE/D D Th D, 725, 22
Ty (L, Ay )T — KAV it blip BAEUCIRE S D b DO TIERL AEEDET VE WD
ek D,

fei DTRs OHEEIZERBWN T, RO ST X R HFREME D T, EEEZ T IR OEED
%S (4;) & v, HEEBIRE LTk

K
U@, a) = Z G{S;(4)) - E[S;(4)IH;; al} - 231-1)
=

ERETHZ }:T“I%/\"?% — X OWEMEFFDH Z EBHRD, REIREZ AT AL
HET 2720121F, G L OE[S;(4))|Hj; a] BPIE L < BT M S d, B D Fol 72 185 D3 F
FELRNWZ ERNMETH S, DTR OHERITiZ, LIS, blip B3O, 1R T v
N AD5AAHERE L7 TEe by, 7L <X, Chakraborty and Moodie (2013)® 8.2 i
EEBENTZ, LT, G KOS (4N DWW TEICHAT 5,

G-(l/)) 13 Tj-1 R E T OTRBRIER (RBRITBIE S T050) T j R AR i B 2 32 1
EOBERER] Th D, GAITERINITIZELT O X 512 blip Bi%y(hy, a5 ¢)) & N T
éné
K
(%w—+ZWMMWW%WMMWH

k=j

=

- Y+ZE[{Y(‘11< v ") =Y (o1, 00 d705)} = {Y (@, d255) = Y (@1, Ok Ay )} Hie = P
k=j

K
= ZE[Y(ak 1 diP) = V(@ deht) | Hy = hy
=

kﬂ@%é%%zé =2 OHBA. GA)T =2 L L, BIFEEERDS & E[Y(ay,dyP)] L7
. THERT 11@ SIRMR A ST RS 2 CRGETAR & 52T DIBTERE RO BIRHE) 5 5h 5,

itjlm A, G Ti=l &L, WIfkEZ TS & E[v(df)] &7z, RS 1 RO 2 T

WL@%%xfé@fﬁ%®%ﬁ@J#%Enéo

Si(A))E, EBEZ I TIREOTEOBE CH D, Sj(H,4)L LT, IREDREEMES

LB BH =505 L bitikD, K=2 %4, Si(4) s LTHAZUTOLORE XL

5o E:LLFOXAF O [ | 3% 79, Chakraborty and Moodie (2013)DFEFLICHE~ 72,)
S$1(A) =(A;+1)/2-(1, 01)T

22



S2(A;) = (A, +1)/2-(1,04,4,,0,A))T

Si(A)DIREIMEETIEH D OO, HEEMNRICHEL G522, 2FERDLT2DDS;(4))
O ITEFHEHETH D, 72, E[S;j(4) |37V A v EBEMThH o7& LTH, HEEMEE AW
TN K0 BN E, 2k, HEEBERU®W, o) AR T D 72 OIZE[S; (4) |2 BT LT D
B, 2 EDOIEFEOLEAITIE, —RMIZIT logistic [BIRAHWHILD Z ERZW,

N & F T 2 DI E[G () | Hy | BB TE T L /A Eic k) BT
DHEEHTRANFIATE 5,

K

U@, c(¥), a) = Z{GJ(‘/’) — E[G;WIH;; s]}Si(4)) — E[S;(4)) | H; @]} (23.1-2)

j=1
L& E[S(A4)]E[GW)Hs| P EB B —NELLET U v 7 kUL — Bl E &
RHZDHIENTE, ZOMEE ZHEEEE VD, B, E[Si(4))] 0 & Rk,
E[GW)IH; | PEDET IV « RTA—Z R Th o7z LTHHEEM AR 5 23 gh=n
Eb\o

HEE DB RANZ AR T 2 721213, blip B YIZE L TR T, /T X — 2 7 stage
ICHEAEINTWARLENRSH D (7 : Chakraborty and Moodie (2013) Tl A I T
VENRH D] LRI TVWDA, R Th D EEbID), BRIIZHRIT W&,
G WIIEIEZ i L 72 Goq,j () 2 IO T FHREHRL MRS ST %, 36l Chakraborty and
Moodie (2013)D 4.3.2 iz Z R I 7=\

G HEE DR R BT, Q FH L AFOMRZ G2 5, Q BEICEET VEHWL S
By U FORETREMICFESE L 225,
QP L QP DT A —H IRHEAT ST AL
(i)4; DH; = (0, 4j_1) TOEMAHE R E R
(i) QP DETF L THWH LR, QP OEF L THWAIRERIZEEND,
72k, R TH D Z & OFEFIE Chakraborty and Moodie (2013)P 4.3.4 iz 2R X7 vy,

BE IR

18. Robins JM. (2004). Optimal structural nested models for optimal sequential decisions. In
Lin and Heagerty (Eds. ), Proceedings of the second Seattle symposium on biostatistics (pp.
189-326). NewYork: Springer

19. Charkraborty B, Murphy SA, Strecher V. (2010). Inference for non-regular parameters in
optimal dynamic treatment regimes. Statistical Methods in Medical Research, 19, 317-343.
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232 VIalb— gy
AT, 1 BEOBINAEHIC G #iE L OLS iM% 2 = L —13 3 »[Chakraborty
and Moodie, 2013)]% J&(2 L 72 7 )V OMREFH 2 #5195,

1 BEFEOBHNER A2 TET D, O ITEREHR (PRIEF) . AT TEKRTF O ITKAFET 28
R 7RIREEAEL. Y 13T RN T M OBRBEBLEBIKFET DM RERTH D, BEHO. A, YD
T—AREETMILLTOMEY Th 5, BB, Y DOREL TV T2 R4 —URE LT,

0~Uniform(—0.5,3)
< A expit(—2+ 1.80)DMEFRT1 2 LD, 1—expit(—2+ 1.80)DERT-1 % L 5
YTV A1) :YA) =-144+080+(5+20)A+1)/2+¢€
YT UA2): YA) =—-1403+e*+ (5+20)(A+1)/2+¢€
WU AEBEORERT A—=HT, Py =5. P, =2Th D, KERT A =X THEFENR
BIRD 72 0 R O IRAFT DRRER DT — 2 BAEETT ML, T U A 1 TR,
FUF 2 TR CTH D, Fio, Va2 b— 3 VEEKIT 1000 [FITH B,

WS BT E T VIZEL R O Y
G #HEE 1L, BIE OB blip BI% A V., S(A) = (A+1)/2(1,0)T& L, —HdEME L ¢
LITHEY D2 SOfETET LV [G#EGEDR)] KO [G#EDR) #%x27-, ZZ T,
DR & |3 A A 5 9 9¢5E doubly-robust Z /R I MEEE & L CHIH L7z, £7-. DR Tid,
E[G;()|Hj; | & H; ORI B E LCTET /ML LT,
F 72, OLS OFFHTET VT, i blip BIEH 6 LL T OBIRRE B %
E[Y|O0 =0,A=a] —E[Y|0 =0,A=—-1]= Yy +P,0)(a+1)/2
WDET NREE LI,
E[Y|O =0,A=a] = o+ P,0)(a+1)/2+ b(0)
ZZ T, bo)E, RIGFHEFTORRY OHEEMETHY, EINRTAN) v THD G H#
ETIHETV 7 IR0 TH D, OLS TiE, Z @ bo)ZHA E L < 1F spline 224 Tl
D52 OOMTET /L TOLS (b(o)##) | T TOLS (b(o)spline) | %7 % 7=,

VUIalb—ra URERIEE 232-1 ot VT UA IR, T RETT VI TER
TBIRDORFENRT XA —F LRI RT A—=ZIZONWTHRITH Y | 4 >DOETOFHITET LN
WNIARN) w7 HLLIFEINRTA RN v ZIZIELLFESNTWAIRRTH D, 47T
A (PHIOREEMED I L O, E FATOEEE D7) 1ZETORTET LV T/hShot, X6
SX (SE ¥ 1FR T A — 5%i@%mbfwé%ﬁ%7wfmé<\A7%F)y7
%?WT%éommwﬁﬂmﬁmf&D\&K\Gﬁﬁmmﬁﬁwko:h’ . _H
TEEME 2152 72 OIBINCET U v 7 ENTZE[G; (W) | Hy; ¢| DFIH ié%#i%ﬁ%m
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N7, G H#HEEGE DR)E OLS(b(0)spline)DIE B> X 1%, D 2 >OEFT /L LY LXK
=<, FEECTH-T,

FUA 2 1 T EREETT M TERIRROR R ST X —Z P T2 T OMITE
TNATELLFFEEINTND HDOD, FH T A—Z T — X RAETT VTR TH Y |
fRHTET W Lo TUTRBFFEZ E L TV ORI TH D, /A 7 A%, OLS(b(o)# ) T
IZRKE <, OLS(b(o)spline) TH KEMNo7c, GHEEGE DRYPZE/NDASA T AT ST b DD,
XSO X IR KRIZE 272, GHEEDR)TIE, IZHE BRIV /NEL Rol2b DD, A T A
AR N S VAT R LT,

UTICARY I 2b—va U iBROEREE 2D, FHZYF U4 2 O XD 7R g4
LA REM A SHICE S & GHEEOFIANEE L Bbivd, LnL, 231 H TR LIZX
T, —IEHIZ G HEE OHEE HFRERDSHIRINCAET 5 LIXR 53, 2054, FIRHTIA
IR0, HEET RV EMRbD LD, £z, fBifER OLS 2 W 5E12IE. b(o)IT spline
EHWEGAETHO A TANRRKENWTS T U I BRI TWD, Z 2Tl OLS TDJF
ST A —Z OFEFFEORBEICOW T, RETTRT A FEICE D RISHRARETH H, A
i & [FERIZ G HEE & DHRET & &), MRSz,

7% 232-1. I 2 b— 3 UiER (Chakraborty and Moodie, 2013 X 0 5[ )

G #ExE(IF DR) G HEE(DR) OLS(b(o)##%) | OLS(b(o)spline)
n ) P SE P SE P SE P SE
[>F VU4 1] Y(A)=-14+080+ (5+20)(A+1)/2+¢€

Yo=5 | 5183 1.071 | 5.020 | 0.777 | 5.029 | 0.599 5.062 1.004

>0 Y, =2 | 1.864 | 0.823 1.978 | 0.563 1.975 | 0.412 1.938 0.778
100 Yo=5 | 5040 | 0.602 | 4984 | 0476 | 0.381 | 0.381 4.996 0.598

Y, =2 | 1963 | 0464 | 2.000 | 0355 | 2.007 | 0.263 1.993 0.480
1000 Yo=5 | 5008 | 0.176 | 5.001 | 0.150 | 5.000 | 0.123 4.998 0.172

P, =2 1.993 0.136 1.998 0.111 1.999 0.084 2.001 0.130
[ FVUA2] YA) =-1403+e3+(5+20)(A+1)/2+¢€
PYo=5 4.626 3.846 5.655 1917 | 11.358 | 2.389 7.449 2.018

%0 Y, =2 | 2.167 | 3494 | 1.452 1.501 | -3.134 | 1.585 | -0.018 1.695

100 PYo=5 | 4940 1.893 | 5.318 1.187 | 10.982 | 1.541 6.817 1.208
Y, =2 1.944 1.980 1.680 | 0.990 | -2.907 | 1.098 0.523 1.086

1000 Po=5 | 4981 0.481 5.011 0.355 | 10.726 | 0.476 6.319 0.286

Y, =2 | 2011 0.550 | 1.990 | 0.295 | -2.654 | 0.337 1.001 0.244
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24AFHE. V7 vy McESFHE
2.4.1A %8

A ¥ (Advantage learning) |£, 7 RN T—2 (U7 Ly NOEDOEOREE) ., V7 Ly
M, FERROEDET MEICERZY TH I EICX Y EREIN LU XA 2R ET D
ETHD, VZ Ly MIQBEICKITAETH 7=, &t/ DTR 4T 25 72 DI LB
DIFFHEDHTHDH T2, 55487 Q B TIE/e< . Q BIMOALE A BT 2THDEDHDE
FY AR E LY TEDIR#EE~DT Fu—Fn, AFETHDH, Q5H Lkl T,
UBICER LRV RT A—F 2GRN LICEY, T2bb, HEETFIEDRERRT — 44
ASOEFERS T Z LIk V. BT VORBFFEICH T 2EEER SO 5, flziE, QY
BERIBROT 7 b 20 ;= Q7P (Hy4)) — QP (Hy,—1) (—11E, 77 BRMlH O
T e EOFEMEIRIR E I RE AR T) e ThDH, QBB T R T — VB LA
BRI OAFHE LR TE 5720, A FHITIT, Q B —i., 2% v Q B E Bk
TEFE TR IR LR BAERBEOLDET ANMLETH L Z ERbhd,

AFEOTFNAT, KBRE ] . UTOHE A EEL,

{v —c(H;, 45 %) — 0(HOHS;(4)) — ELS;(4))|H;: o]} = 0
ZIZT. C(HL A P)IZ QBB DZETH 5, Q BIBDBIEEIGET v, B Hjg + (W] Hjy) (4 +
1)/2, IZOWTIE, C(H, A W)=(WHi)(A; +1)/2& 720 | fiili blip B E R L TH 2,
K VBN G HEE L FRRIC, ERio#E FRAAHA L A BB IX T EEEE 2D, T
bbb, DTR N7 A—2YO—FHEREZTET 2121, S;(4;) —E[S;(4))|Hjsa] . Y -
C(H;, A;; %)) — 0(Hg). DVTHDR TR E R THhHE T THTH D (T7abb, bk
FEZT U M LADONT NN EEINET MET D720 THLTH D), FEEE. 0(Hg) DFs
EOBIRTIL, AFEEGHEIZFRLUTH D,

Schulte et al (2012) X, A FE L Q FHOHEME 2 DOFIEDOHEIZHOWTERMLL, —
T OFEPMLST Z0ENTWDEARET D2 LA HNE LEEE oDy Ialb—va
VEITOTWD, VR ab— 3 Tk, DTR 28T A —XWOHEEN R A7 DI dH = -
T, BT ANB ) TIERREICHER LTV D, 2-stage [T, 3 XTOETANIELL R
ESNTWAEA, QFEIT A Y Ll LT, 2nd stage D/NT A —X ZHEET 5 DIZIF
T2 FENFRAITH D DITHKF L, Iststage TORNET v FIT DR D T, £, 1BFKE
TOARBRESNTZIGATH, Q FEIT A FH LY RN IEo7-, 72720, Q Baf»a
FrE SNT2HE . BETHNAT AR, QFHICLDET v TR INT AL DEEHL
DI ERIDGAENH O FE FBEEOBEPD ATFEPGFELNEDEEIND,

242 V7 Ly MIESL HIE

Murphy (2003) X, £2TD ¢ EPIZONWT, ULFORXRERMT(P,8)ZRDDHZ LT, &
WL ADNTGA—FYPEHETE LI LW OLNIT LT,
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K 2
Y+¢C+ Z ,uk(Hk, Apg; (p) - Z”j(Hj'a; ¢)pj(a|Hj; a)
k=1 a

K
2P
j=1

ST P Y + ¢+ Biwj e (Hio A ) + 1 (Hj, A W) — T i (Hy a; W)pj(alHy; a)]2 (2.4.2-1)
BRI, ThRbLEMA T ONRT A—Fald, GHE LR UHETHETE D, AN
—&cld, ¢ =-P,(V). T7bb, 7V M AOEAFEOADETH Y . WHEOZHEN 72
WERERI 72 58 2 BRN T, BRI CE 220, EER. (8) 1FQ242-) b TE | HEE
WIFXREER O, FIEOZREMEN KIEIZH E3 25 (Murphy 2003), JEEOE|D 24 THeFE,
pj(4; = 1|Hj; @), DAHEELITL TIELFFES TV A5G, HEERPIZ, Yvo—Edk
EREE 70D, XQ42-1)DfE%E o1 5 X1H1L% | iterative minimization of regrets (IMOR) &
FE5, Rosthejetal. (2006) (%, HrEEZEOHKEHEOHEICH N OND FIEDOT I 21—
a VNCHSKHHAEZ IR L, KHRY I 2 L—3 g V&R U TR E A TS LT, o 3
a2 L=y g UIETIE, oA S WS (BIAE 300). T—HIZR 0 D A XN
o DYE . B PRE T LT Y XL O e HIE 2 427~ TE 22V 5E . IMOR 23R L
IRWHTEEMEDN B D 2 & AR ST, TRREE T VORI EIL, RAIZRUROMEEZ 5 & i =
FREEMEA D D . IMOR 23 “HEEER FIHTIXRWZ 2R LTV D,

G HEE & IMOR OFEIXIBOZRZNRIZEI LT, IRORERMT 2N TXS
() VRFZDRED 2N E WD IR O T TlE, IMOR 1, E[Gpoq,(P)IH| B—ETH 5 &
HEINDRQ312)EHEH L- GHEE DR/ r—ATH D,

(i) ERIEM T, GHRERTFICET2) B a7 & RIS KEFEET VO TN
ELLIEESN TV D5, (231205 OHEET, FrE DS (A) 232 G HEED
7 7 ADOT TR LNFENTH S, (Robins 2004, EFL33 (i), 3.4)

(i) #(2.3.1-2)1F, ¥ = 0D UTfF TOHEE FFERXD Wy /e T < | IR T CoOIEH]
Selb ANz LTy, 7272 Ly St —E O blip BB Y TixE 2, vi(hjq ) =a ¥ (
(AT D FTREMEDN 8 2 D3 ITIRRAF LR WRTREMED B D) 13, TR DR AAEM 2 ME L T
VRN,

L7283 T, RGN Y S2 5, —ED blip &7 /L (FREEZNE 220 & 9 IR B3 D
FTTHRICELBESND) EHETDIHE.  E(Gnoa;(W)IH; = hj] = E[Y|H; = ] 3H;
WZETE L, RQR3.12)D GHETIELIEESN TS & &, GHEEIXIMOR XY #hEHT
50 E|Gmoa,j (V) |H; = hj| 3 —EDHE IMOR & Ri(2.3.1-2)1 38021 72 {EF e AT 2.,

2.4.3 FHEDOIEHE D 7= DARHHIFRIED 2-stage BRI = L— 3 >
36~96 22 H D12, B5HOIEHR Z = T 7= LRE L, 12 lMICbiz > CTIR® &2 %M, 8
BHCHEAITO 95, 77 b A, FofH LIREEZERTZ LIck- Tz bR
ZLE A R U A DORIE ZfLAIA AT utility Bk &35,
BEHDBARIRD X HICEHT D -
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Age:0; ~ Uniform(36,96)

8 WHHFH11:0, = 0, + (1 —0.80))(4; + 1)/2 + ¢

BB T T 7 R Y (ASPE ASP) = 8| + 01/400 — 0,/30

Z 2T, e~N(0,0.05) & 5~N(0,0.12)IXEHWIMNL T, A, 0, YHIMNL LT 5,

WFRA NV, feEp; CIE 1 LY | py = expit(2 — 0.030,). p; = expit(—0.1+0.50,) & T3,

it 72 blip 1.
yi(Hy, A = E[Y (A, ASP®) — Y(0,45P%)|Hy, Ay = (18 — 0.30,) (4 + 1) /2
Y2(Hz,Az) = E[Y(Ay,A2) — Y (A1, 0)|Hp, Az] = (4+0.50; + A1) (A2 + 1)/2

ST DU 7y M,
ua(Hy, Ay = |18 — 0.30, (4, — A%%)" /4
ua(Hy Ay) = |4 + 050, + Ay|(4, — A%)" /4

& L. additive local rank preservation D E D F THEHEME L L T, Y(A,4,) =
Y(A({pt'Atz)pt) — 1 (Hy, Ay) — pa(Hz, Az)

LT 5,

1,000 B I 2 b—3 a3 Tk, 2 7 AIZEA LT G #HEE & IMOR Dl /578 BAFIZHERE
T5 (F243-1), THEINDIKFEEETTANEREEIN TS @ Hi 72 blip MHIE ThH 5
B, TISNDEE, E|Gmoa;(P)H;, Aj—1]. 1 ZEWIZE TR L 725 (Moodie et
al. 2007), ZNBHDY I 2 b—v a3 T, E[Gpeq,;(P)IH;, Aji—, | DET ABIELL 20 G
HEDH, IMOR b, 6 DDORENL—/N/NT A —HFTXTIZBWTC, E62X (SEF) 237
EHARTREGRIZ /NS W E W) Z &S, 2RO S TG T3 2EAPEITER D b Tn
VAN

3% 2.43-1 27 A X500 D 1,000 7 — % & v MZEIT D 2-stage D G HEE & IMOR D
g SRR D TEIR D 72 8 O IR R R O AR R ER

G HE IMOR
Eq. (2.3.1-1) Eq. (2.3.1-2)

y 7 SE p SE y SE

n =500
W, =18.0 17.845 2.554 17.984 0.717 17.996 0.561
W, =0.3 —0.298 0.038 —0.300 0.009 -0.300 0.008
W, =3.0 3.059 2.122 3.000 0.652 3.023 0.416
¥, =0.5 0.456 3.001 0.507 0.857 0.475 0.635
Y,, =2.0 1.952 2.750 2.006 0.728 1.986 0.613
¥,s =0.0 0.016 4.630 —0.031 1.017 0.010 0.985

n =1,000
W, =18.0 17.914 1.734 17.998 0.470 18.019 0.381
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¥, =03 —0.299 0.026 —0.300 0.006 —0.300 0.006

¥,0 =3.0 3.031 1.463 2.994 0.447 3.014 0.281
¥,, =05 0.469 2.068 0.506 0.582 0.483 0.432
¥,, =2.0 1.968 1.886 2.002 0.508 1.987 0418
¥,; =0.0 0.028 3.171 —0.008 0.700 0.017 0.674
n =2,000
Yo =18.0 17.916 1.197 17.997 0.327 18.006 0.269
¥, ="03 —0.299 0.018 —0.300 0.004 —0.300 0.004
¥,0 =3.0 3.085 1.012 3.018 0314 3.018 0.193
¥,, =05 0.386 1.432 0.473 0.412 0.473 0.297
¥,, =2.0 1.902 1.302 1.976 0.355 1.976 0.288
¥Y,; =0.0 0.144 2.196 0.030 0.487 0.038 0.463
244 L

U7 Ly MIESSHEETEL, 2< 054 G #HEICHEELTBY BGHEIZL > TLHE
—). UZ' Ly % blip B#IZ, E72IXE0OMICEMRTE S L DIT 5720 O MR IS
TX 5,

HIEXR A NEET L, GHEE, U 7 Ly MIESLSHEIL, Zv & MbEanTnizzng
— XA FRE T, BT MRS ORI Z S L, AR E A1 ESE 57201, Zib
DN OhE ZHERIZT 52 ENTE D,

TRTOFEX, WS ONOIREDELMEIEZEL TEY | D 5 HDOWL DHIIMFER
A, BT LBM & R T OREREBICOWTOHMERAHEH L TOR b7
F—< IR CTE %,

FHE QFEHN GHIESY 7Ly MIESSHEE WD OMNE, AEBIZEFR L 720
F—AHLMEET A TEERE LIV E I NI D, FANCHBELZWEREEREE > TV
AT, QFEHEH VD EFRLL HRA D E D WS ITLORICET VT — X B A
NTGHESLY 7Ly MIESKHEZHAWD L XN EEX D,

BE 3R

20. Moodie EEM, Richardson TS, Stephens DA. (2007) Demystifying optimal dynamic
treatment regimes. Biometrics, 63, 447—455.

21. Murphy S. A.(2003) Optimal dynamic treatment regimes (with Discussion). Journal of the
Royal Statistical Society, Series B, 65, 331-366.

22. Robins JM (2004) Optimal structural nested models for optimal sequential decisions. InD.
Y. Lin & P. Heagerty (Eds. ), Proceedings of the second Seattle symposium on biostatistics
(pp. 189-326). New York: Springer
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23. Rosthgj S, Fullwood C, Henderson R, Stewart S. (2006) Estimation of optimal dynamic
anticoagulation regimes from observational data: A regret-based approach. Statistics in
Medicine, 25, 4197-4215.

24. Schulte PJ, Tsiatis AA, Laber EB , Davidian,M (2012) Q- and A-learning methods for

estimating optimal dynamic treatment regimes. arXiv, 1202.4177v1.

3ME T 1 ST A RER

R @ iqlearn /X 77— 2% W =T 2 4R 3 %, o 7T —X & v hToh D bmiData
FEEMOIEMIZHTEI = YT L —RARA b« oA 7 OREEHTE LT 2 Bt
SMART CTh %, actidudrenl, AfE, $lo BMIL, X—Z2 74 >V BMIBH 5, 1 EFEH D
REZOTET 7 B A 4 22A%D BMI (monthdBMI) Toh 5, Al 1% 1 BFEHIZ meal
replacement(MR) X | & conventional diet(CD)IZ 7 > & MZEID YT H A 7ZALE T, A2 1% 2 BifE
HICMR (I CDIZT v F AICE DS TCONABETH D, FET Y M AT 12 0 HA%D
BMI (month12BMI) T& 5,

% 3 bmiData D—¥5 —#
ID gender race parent_ BMI baseline_BMI month4d BMI monthl2_ BMI Al A2

1 0 1 31.59683 35.84005 34.22717 34.27263 CD MR
2 0 30.17564 37.30396 36.38014 36.38401 CD MR
3 1 0 30.27918 36.83889 34.42168 34.41447 MR CD
4 1 0 27.49256 36.70679 32.52011 32.52397 Ch CD
5 1 1 26.4235 34.84207 33.72922 33.73546 Ch CD
6 0 0 29.3097 36.6864 32.06622 32.15977 MR MR
7 0 1 25.9005 35.42631 32.54064 32.51531 CD MR

LITFIZ Q #HIC K DMIEET VE IO TZim T #t A E T 27200 I Vvrn 7T Lk
Y,

WA A= VAN

install.packages("iqLearn")

library(igLearn)

## 2 BtMED BMI data 7 — ¥ & @i A de

data (bmiData)

bmiData$A 1[which (bmiData§A1=="MR")] = 1

bmiData$A 1[which (bmiData§A1=="CD")] = -1

PPUTDL77AVELY v E—F L, B=AADbA YA —AT 3LHEHD 2,
https://cran.r-project.org/src/contrib/Archive/iqLearn/
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bmiData$A2[which (bmiData§A2=="MR")] = 1

bmiData$§A2[which (bmiData§A2=="CD")] = -1

# S =L

bmiData$A1 = as.numeric (bmiData$A1)

bmiData$A2 = as.numeric (bmiData$A2)

Hy DN—2F A D DELRAFE

y = «(bmiData[,6] - bmiData[,4])/bmiData[,4]

##2 BPEH O Q BIR DT A — 5 ZHEE

fitlQ2 = learnlQ2 (y ~ gender + parent BMI + month4 BMI +A2*(parent BMI +
month4 BMI),data=bmiData,"A2",c("parent BMI","month4 BMI"))
##2 BeBEH O Q BIBD/N T A — X OHEERE R A Form

summary (fitlQ2)

2 BifE H ORI EHCEIR T /8T A — X OHEERER

HEE A FRYEREE
intercept 0.4128845 0.0398789
gender -0.0064891 0.0089924
parent BMI -0.0015509 0.0010236
month4 BMI -0.0082067 0.0013992
A2 -0.0738709 0.0397545
parent BMIXA2 | 0.0020223 0.0010201
month4 BMI X | 0.0002816 0.0013982
A2

BRI EZRA L QBBEERIL T HNETHH D Z &N A2=1 L A2=1 D
ZNENENRA LGB DRRD Q Bk z R DALE % fojil 7 JLE & LTS,

## 1 LU B (gender=1, parent BMI=30, month4 BMI=45)D &z 72 AL %5 2. 5

h2 =c (1, 30, 45)

optIQ2 = IQ2 (fitIQ2, h2)

optlQ2$q2opt

## A2=1 ® Q B DEIE-0.009962029. A2=-1 ® Q B DA 1%-0.008904261 & 72V . A2=-1
T QRN K & 72 D728 A2=-1 DR ALETH D,

# —BPE O Q BB DOHEE
fitlQlmain = learnlQlmain (~ gender + race + parent BMI + baseline BMI+ Al*(gender +
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parent BMI), data=bmiData, "A1", ¢ ("gender","parent BMI"), fitIQ2)

summary (fitlQ1main)

1 BB H ORI EHI BRI 5 /3T A — X OHEERE R

HEE A PRERRE
intercept 0.4029745 0.0125558
gender -0.0062882 0.0024014
race -0.0014183 0.0024233
parent BMI -0.0037081 0.0002276
baseline BMI -0.0054769 0.0003475
Al 0.0505355 0.0072522
gender X Al 0.0018455 0.0024083
parent BMIX A1 -0.0016380 0.0002115

## 1 LU HEFE (gender=1,race=1,parent BMI=30, baseline BMI=35)D i #&7 &7 k J1 L E TOUL
ERNROYGEZ BIE A 72 1 BPEH OB ZE 2 5

hl=c (1, 1,30, 35)

Al=1

fitlQ 1main$alphaHatO[ 1]+fitlQ I main$alphaHat0[2:5]%*%h 1 +A 1 *(fitlQ Imain$alphaHat1[1]+h1[c(
1,3)]%*%fitIQ 1main$alphaHat1[2:3])

Al=-1

fitlQ 1main$alphaHatO[ 1]+fitIQ I main$alphaHat0[2:5]%*%h 1 +A 1 *(fitlQ Imain$alphaHat1[1]+h1[c(
1,3)1%*%fitIQ lmain$alphaHat1[2:3])

#A1=1 O Q B DI 0.09557631, Al=-1 ® Q FA%kDfEI% 0.08909254 & 72V . Al=1 TQ
BB R & 72 D72 Al=1 DN s 7L E TH 5,
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Appendix SMART D> )41 X5%E

1 EDT L a— VRIFIEBRE R D SMART OF %z FWTH v 7oA Xxitikz %525,
ARERER Tl b IR 8 2 D1 [ IR Z &0 L2356 OB 5 i 72— B
LA THDHETDH, OFE D REATERIEZ BANZEID (1T BB OFE T ¥
B A EF A A RZFEEETIRZ BWNCED T SN EROFET v b A —F
W L35,

Cohen(1988) & ¥ fRHE(L S 72 —IKIBIR DIEFAN R DO K E S LT O X IZEHRT D,

E(Y|A; = A A FRAERIEHE) - Hnm=mﬁwﬁW%@
\/(Var(Y|A1 F A FZBEIEHHE) + Var(Y|Ay = &% Efﬁf/f)) /2

H =

BREOFITERIL 05 LT D, Fr TN A Xnidn =4(zq) + 23)26_2 FVEOND, zgp
(TEEHEIEBIAA O — a/2) LR, zgl IFHEER RO - PR TH D,

ZOMDOHILEX D, —BHEERDN O D DIFHHERD L AR Z—ICBTLEmE=4 Y
VLB A ) T&I TR /0@&%%@7‘5%))%&@/’%‘57@6@# Thd LT %,
L SNIZIBEIRORE S5 LT O L 9 IZERT D,
B

E(Y| L AR 5= Ay = Bt E=5 V2> 2) = E(Y| LRI E Ay = B TE=5 Y 2 28Y 02V 27

J(Var(Y| VAR = Ay = Baf T =5 Y )+ Var(Y| LRAF A, = Bid =5V > 287 7/JEJ/&)) /2
EERO VAR E—D G Ry 75, FREOEIHEEIT 05 55, Ty A4 X n ik
n=4(zq; + 23)26‘2 TEVBOND, 2y THEHEIERI AT DO — a/2) 53 0L,  zgl AT HE
ERSHOA - B) iR T D,

BALEHE SR OZEICHR N D D852 E 2 D, —ODIRE$t2dLkOd &1 5, 1B
DERIN LA vde —8THY T I N—F LIBROEIN N LA d s 5T 5977
— T HWET D EERD, B INTZBEDIRORESSEZLULTOLIICEET 5,

(ua — tar)

/(0‘% + 0%)/2

pglEL VA AD FCOVHEET 7 b h A, c2iZHHTh b, FREOETHEIL 05 LT
Do FTNAA X nldn = 8(zq), +25) 6LV BHND,

5=
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AR T ¥R S ERLTHMEEES T—2 VA = AHE 2021 HEEX AT T 3 —A 4
/2022 FEJE ki X A7 T — A 4

Estimand SMART F— X A L /3—_ {224

NG R WA Y RS, 13, 210 (L), 2121H, 3%, F—24U
NS R /NBPER L T3ERRUS . 2011 TR B, 2.1 2 B (2021 429 A 16 HE
<)

S 53 Bkt 211 | (GEE)
rowm —H  BARA—FA4 VU A&tk 24 Fi

FH OB T AT 7 AR A, 2 EEE, 22 i, BEROHER
I B U 7R ERA S, 2.3

Rk vt AR A, i EH L E 2 —

EH BB RS, REF L E2—

HAY T x—A ) —HF—H iR B
i = VU 7T M

YRR
TR B EKT7 7 —~ Rt
B FHR BLFIRR At

Uk
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