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SAORFICHIT DRI|ERTE CifcTaIRER

BRE5%E
& y (1)
— é Z =1 — CJ\D\ \
& VElgE! VTEER (1) Outcome SBEEWER (TE; Treatment Effect)
- TE =Yy — y(0)
=z (= y (©)
_, & |, i
Z =0 WNIFND—DDEE LUDEIT TSRV,
Standard Therapy (ST) outeome TEDEAIIZ T T sE(Neyman-Rubin DR E=E
HNSXR)

BERHEERICRIT CTOMstHERE

I BRUERERRTSE. BEOERE
s RERT—IIN'D, BEBEEEE R
" @f)\ J\/\«- é Target Therapy (TT)
h- ﬁ Decision 6'514\%73\&7)5
oE RS~y %t; 2O, BROBEDTEEFDSNDITET

Standard Therapy (ST) | #t7F /(TN



SQDRFEICH T DERERTE CiMaTHIZRR

Heterogeneous Treatment Effect
LTreatment Effect 9 .

Average Treatment Effect

Patient
3| : Bica et al. (2021). From Real-world patient data to individualized treatment effects using machine learning
current and future methods to address underling challenges, Clinical Pharmacology & Theraputics, 109(1),87-100.

— AR [CRIFB =N DATE(Average Treatment Effect)ld, INTHOREBICXT LU TEH UL VBEMIENE SN
DEIRET D. v

73, #HEEE DB =R FE(Patient Characteristic)lC Kk > TEBEMNRIIERDIEITFTHN, HESE(CKD
TREDIToNEBEENR, IND, EEMEERNIE(Heterogeneous Treatment Effect) "&E Td
B.




RWDS %55 LIZ BRIt ERICHT 3P T0—F

Real World Data
(RWD)

Subgroup Identification (SI)

BEBRCEON\ T I I —TERRL, 5T — | PTIN—TREE

TRDOEEDOEE T e.g. SIDES (Lipkovich et al., 2011)
QUINT (Dusseldorp et al., 2014)

BEWNRETIL ;{ HEHTEE RS & LIESI ]
(Treatment effect model)

BRBRBHWXICRITDI(EREDIToNIE)ELTDIEE

SR SIBREN SEEEL DD
E [y(l) _YOx = w] OPTO—F(FRIREE)
Unconfoundedness Assumption E E

EY|X=z,Z=1-EY|X =2,7Z=0]
[FEBMEEER(HTE; Heterogeneous Treatment = B8(=F3)
Effect) EIE[EIN D, BENRET /UL, HTEZHE

I DCHDMRETETILTHB. - TENBEZE TS L RS —DT 0O

. IrAUID
TEMIZZED S8R ) &E - JBEEIRIC K DClassification
RaTRITDICHD P

7D—5‘(§3SEMEJ§E§E) B(EE)




BEMRTTIVLDFEE FB60rRFCRELTNET)

RIARETIVEERBE LUIETIE

ARBIARNE
(Athey & Imbens, 2016) Q}QPU FDA/%IEF&E‘%?E&

K ERForestiZs KIE2Boosting’Z —
(Wager & Athey, 2018) (Powers et al., 2018) ‘

q —fi%{ERandomForest&
(Athey et al., 2019)

A Orthgonal RandomForestiz
(Oprescu et al., 2019)

Meta-learner

S-learner

S e O HEEERHNVSEBOB

PTO-Foreset
(Powers et al, 2018)

Virtural TWINS;Z% (Foster et al., 2011), BART % (Hill, 2011)
T-learner . DR-learner
(Kinzel et al.2019) (Kennedy, 2022)
y >
X-learner . DA-learner
(Kiinzel et al.2019) (EconML)

EEMARS:X:

(Powers et al., 2018)

R-learner E R RuleFitik
(Nie & Wager, 2019) (Wanetal., 2023)




o




REHEIAZE (Athey & Imbens, 2016)

Athey & Inbens(2016)/3, CART!%(Breiman et al., 1984)Tld, S\UREHE(ENFR/ NS X =S DOHERE)D
BIRBEGRGES ULOHE)DEEEZZITDCEND, IN\DAXA=—FDMMIIMHENBRTESRINCEEEE
BUIE.

CHDCELRERIDICOHDFERE LT, HonestlEEZIREL TL\D.

T—HNESS
Honest#! } HETEIE A gest RES\UTOFTA A /.\
Frarmase— > [f | f2] |fs] |t 11
il 4
T—NESS
AdaptiveZ! /.\ /.\
}%2 ~MEASt t1||t2| |t3]|ts
Sl 4

Athey, S. & Imbens, G.W. (2016). Recursive partitioning for heterogeneous treatment effect. Proceedings of the National Academy of Science, 113(27), 735—-7360.



REHEIAZE (Athey & Imbens, 2016)

Athey & Imbens (2016)(d, BIARETILZIEET DCHDEKEEE U T, EIEMSEZIZEEIT DELE

EIC, ZOERFHBE(EMSE; HAIfGMSE)DEEEZRANICTDCEZIRELCNND. FDEET, HTEETE
[CIB1ELTUL\D.

RAREARDEARBRETAHL SN DIRKEEL(EMSE)

= 1 A - 1 1 S%r,'m,l S%r,m,,f)
EMSE = — D (X, II) - + > n

t t
nE LT N ' Nes t. €Il Pm 1 — Pm

tr.e994am
N el =K s

ADIEAT A X, NEHERBADEAT 1 Z, Pm :5\Ut, €eNICRITRZ, =1 DES

F( Xt €ID) =Y — Vi &L, € T ICRTBHEHTE(DS D)
;i

T (E=1,0) : UL, € I LB BEKDMB T
s2 nw (k=1,0): &Ut, € I CHITBHOTRDE

EMSEOSEDEAXNIEZITDCEN, REEANEDRBAEBEDBE THD.

Athey, S. & Imbens, G.W. (2016). Recursive partitioning for heterogeneous treatment effect. Proceedings of the National Academy of Science, 113(27), 735—-7360.



RRBIAREDBR )L T XL

BIARET ILORBE HEEHTEDS 8 RERHADZERE
EaIE A QU AR\ D HEERE A Sest ZRA1D T AREARS**ZAID

FeRre

FONP-
HTEEAREZRATTIVICY

TREHBITET, BRED ARRIDZNZNICH L
L (leaf) TOH#EEEAIC B3 Co LA RIS C 1

FERRKICHVNTEMSEN'FH
INCIZBERDICETILEE

H£ID DHEFEHTE(RR S S\LATOD EMSEE'EGT(@ L, H?/J\lc_z;é

MEEIDE)EETE L, BIRZ&RBY 1 LB (right
BRIATOHEBE T . sized tree) C 9 2.

Athey, S. & Imbens, G.W. (2016). Recursive partitioning for heterogeneous treatment effect. Proceedings of the National Academy of Science, 113(27), 735—-7360.



REBIAREDEZHFI\DIA : Look AHEAD Study

CNig, KE16HERICRVN C2EBREFEHEDOIBBEBS145AZXIR(ICHO —FIRRIOERN E VN > EEFBIEICXT I DITA
BEDY FO—-IVEICEERICEIDNITREEARICLLEGTEE ChD. E2HIEBIL, Cause specific survival time((MWMEZD
BRRDIT, HIEBUMNEHRE, JERBEBINZED, FIMNWE)ThHD.

A Weight B Physical Fitness 20+
xE {xN(MET) Control /.
100, -
- ., 100 /-
. 6.0+ A 164 ¢
98+ 3% LN -
= = H )
_%D w *
g ! Control = ., )
g 96 = RSP S = ..Intervemtlon
: » . § . 30- 12 /
g g4 b o Te. 3 554 ! N w = Int ;
K o = o . ntervention
g ' '.' Intervention ° E N L) a-.:— -
g 8| = ]
92+ . u . Control -g 3
Main effect, ~4 (95% Cl, -5 to -3) Main effect, 0.6 (95% Cl, 0.5 to 0.8) o 60— A
90 P<0.001 5.0 P<0.001 - pt
=
C T T T T T T T T T T T 00 T T T T T T T T T T T Ll 4 - "
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 = 'J
= ]
Year Year S
2 404
= 0
C Waist Circumference D Glycated Hemoglobin t T T T T 1
. ._g 0 2 4 6 8 10
1144 7.4+ [y
o
Control 20-] Hazard ratio, 0.95 (95% Cl, 0.80-1.09)
_‘_E,_ 1124 “‘ ’.""t’.-".'k.-. u\z 724 ". Intervention P=0.51
§ X L% 70" |ntervention E . -
2 10 il 2 g0t Ko
g : -~ 2 ; : 04
£ : . £ ' r T T | | |
= . +* = ) 0 i » M N
Fo0s] G ° e 3 oes| 1S BIEATETOEY 0 2 4 6 8 10
.y Main effect, -3.2 (95% Cl, -3.9to -2.4) ".," Main effect, -0.22 (95% Cl, -0.28 to -0.16) Years
106 ¥ P<0.001 6.6 d P<0.001
0 0.0 No. at Risk
T T T T T T T T T T T - T T T T T T T T T T T
o2 3 4 5 6 7 3 9 10 o1 2z 3 4 5 6 7 & 9 10 Control 2575 2425 2296 2156 2019 688
Year Year Intervention 2570 2447 2326 2192 2049 505

F5%(The Look AHEAD research group, 2013) T, MTAICKDY 1 Ly RRIEDBDOSNLH, ZNHANY REIFICER
ZRETICIIESBED I EHEHIYITTUND

The Look AHEAD Research Group. (2013). Cardiovascular effect of intensive lifestyle intervention in type 2 diabetes, NEJM, 369, 145-154.



RAREBAREDOERY

Subgroup 1

BRADI|

. Look AHEAD Study

L | COXRDRBBICIIBBRHICRKE « EENTAZITONEH?

Intervention

Log-rank: p=0-029

I

0 5 10

179 172 163 121

171 159 146 104
Subgroup 2

- Intervention

Log-rank: p=0-008
0 5 10
Years
253 232 211 141
279 263 244 171

100%

HbA,. <6-8%

No

v

38%

Subgroup 4
HbA,. 26-8%
and SF-36 MCS =54
(ARR not estimated)

Yes No
40% 59%
General health Mental component summary
(SF-36) <48 (SF-36) <54
Yes No Yes
I I
v v v
16% 24% 21%
Subgroup 1 Subgroup 2 Subgroup 3
HbA,. <6-8% HbA, <6-8% HbA, 26-8%
and SF-36 GH <48 and SF-36 GH =248 and SF-36 MCS <54
(ARR-7-4 (ARR 8-2 (ARR not estimated)
95% Cl-14-22 to -0-60) 95% Cl 2:17 to 14-27)

a

DFED, HbALcH'4.8(BHEEN D DREIRICN
TWR)ZBEICHUNT, SF-36(FEDEERINRE
QOLMDIER)D48RIM L& o I2IBEICIEB RIS

A, ZOTRVNBEICIIRIESED.

Baum, A. et al. (2017). Targeting weight loss interventions to reduce cardiovascular complications of type 2 diabetes: a machine learning-based post-hoc analysis of
heterogeneous treatment effects in the Look AHEAD trial, Lancet Diabetes Endocrinol., 5(10), 808-815.



RARBARAEZEARFEEET D VY T)LEE A - Causal Forest'h
Wager & Athey (2018)(3, EERRBIANICE D <RandomForest’ZZ18E L CL\D. ZFCTIlE, BAET )U(base learner)& LT,
Double-sample trees}: (), Propensity treesZzi2Z= L CUL\D :

Double-sample trees

Double-sample treesCld, &HAIE L={X,,Y,,Z,}  ES VS AICEDCHF(L={I,T}), ROKSBPILTUZAIC
KO TCETIVEBELTID.

STEP1 : BIRZARERSED. CHOEE, ER JZRANDIDHIRBOEFEICIE, Causal treeMEMSEZFR )\ D.
STEP.2 : S#&#ES LICRITBMBSDOFRIEB TDFHEICE, InHERLD.
— LIZH'>C, Athey & Imbens (2016)DHonestZ! D Causal trees & [@ U
Propensity trees

Propensity treesCld, £ Z,ZMSCRMUCBETHAZRELCBLT, &GO UICHT IEFMNRDTFEINE 7 2SS
ICEDUV\THETD D.

STEP.1 : BIREZRRSED. COESE, (XWzITXWUT, DEEIAR(Breiman et al., 1984)IC K o THIAZIBET D.
STEP.2 : B#&#ES UICRITDMBEDTANE 125189 2.

BR, ZUIFILTIE, YITTVTILEBUNDBKDBECEICTE o TL D& DCausal forestlCHAR T DICW).

Causal forestld, double-sample treedd D\ \[3propensity treeZbase learner L1z E & Trandom forestdd7?)L 3 XAICK DT
TPIYYYIINSEBELDETHD. ZlEl, T—rAFSVTERE, EEEZLETD.

=5I[CZ, Wager & Athey (2018)Cl&, Causal Forestt A COEHTERRMER KXY, DTS ZIREL CL\D.

Wager, S. & Athey, S. (2018) Estimation and inference of heterogeneous treatment effects using random forests, J. Amer. Statist. Assoc., 113(523), 1228-1242.



ARBIAREEERARZEZREITD VYT YT IVEEE | BEBoosting’:

Powers et al. (2018)I3, RERIAREEAZFE23(base learner)CFL)BBoosting LC, REBoosting!E=ZiZE L C
NB., PILTJXAIE, BBEODE T —R T 1 > (Friedman,2001)EE L

E&Boosting’xMD 7))L T X

Require: v, B IV : EEE#OEH,  B: Boosting@#l

Initialize: §, = y,, , A% = Un: EEE, ALY RRBoostinglC KB EAENRETIL
Forb inl,..., B do

7_:\_)9%/:!_\ {gn; wn; Zn}‘:%iéﬂx fctree(w3 Z) 5%(‘3&)5

gn < Vfctree(wn; Z'n,) LR ZEDEH

A (@) — ALV (@) + U forreo(, 2) b EEBENREFILOSH;

End for X
Return Ag%)(m)

Powers et al. (2018)[3, RBE/IXBIAZFTE I DICHDIIEE LT, hold-out validationZIigZE U T\ D.

Friedman, J.H. (2001). Greedy function approximation: a gradiet boosting machine. Ann. Statist., 29(5), 1189-1232.
Powers, S., et al. (2018). Some methods for heterogeneous treatment effect estimation in high dimensions. Statistics in Medicine, 37(11), 1767-—1787.



ARBIAREEERARZEZREITD VYT YT IVEEE | BEBoosting’:

hold-out validation

Causal ForesttA& 7310, Causal BoostingCldBase learner (RARBIAR)NMEZ DIFEBFE(CHEDABEEN D D.
Trel, BEOREEREZZANDCENTERUTE, Powers et al.(2018)TlZ, #A/ZIC, hold-out validationiZ
ZIRELCULD.

Step.2 Step.3

Step.1

Data set k=1 k=2

—

“ﬁn '“' \" ' 'K'

"/2.'“' T ./ii‘ii

4 K=1TOHTEHTE : Gy (x)
4 A k=2TOHTEHTE : Go(x)

AL A k=K CORTEHTE : G (e)

Powers, S., et al. (2018). Some methods for heterogeneous treatment effect estimation in high dimensions.
Statistics in Medicine, 37(11), 1767-1787.
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Meta-learner:EE!
S (Single)-learner(Kiinzel et al., 2019)
W, fan(@, 2) ZHES 2 BEIBERIE2 (2 = 1 FIRAE, » = 0:BFLAE)ICLDINSy [CXIT D
QIFETILETDES, S-learner(C KDHTEK

7sL(x) = fau(x, 2 = 1) — fan(zx, 2z = 0)

T3ALBND.

DFD, S-learner&(d, HEE T (TBEIERZR ZNZLARETIV fan(x, 2) ZHEL, ZDELET,
HTEZHETE I DICITDETRTIETHD.

S-learnerlCE DL 3EAE UTIE,
M BART (Bayesian Additive Regression Trees; Chipman et al., 2007, 2010) =R\ \/2 3% (Hill, 2011)
B Random Forest (Breiman, 2001)ZfU /27335 : Virtual Twins(Foster et al., 2011)

ANGVAN S TN
Kiinzel, S.R., et al. (2019) Metalearners for estimating heterogeneous treatment effects using machine learning, PNAS, 116(19), 4156-4165.

Hill, J. L. (2011) Bayesian Nonparametric Modeling for Causal Inference, J. Compt. Graph. Statist., 20(1), 217-240.
Foster, J.C. et al. (2011) Subgroup identification from randomized clinical trial data, Statist. Med., 30(24), 2867-80.



Meta-learner®zgHY
T (Two) -learner(Kiinzel et al., 2019)

N, FiRBEE: = 1 [CUITR@BETIVA(2), BEFAER: =0 ST 3@BETIL o(z) s
Z N EE, T-learnerlC KX BHTE(S,

mrL(®) = fi(x) — fo(z)

TS5 ZbNn2d.

DFD, T-learner&ld, BEBIZEZICKIDT—IZ2EICDITEDAT, SEICHRNT, QIFEFTIV
filz), fo(z)EHELIEDZTEEEDRITDRERITIETHD.

Powers et al.(2018)(5, T-learnerz2&{4{9 =¥ 15(conditional mean regression) EFR L CL\D.

S/T-learnerDRSE S

M S/T-learnerlIHTEZ#FE T DDH THY, (HEFE)HTEICXI T DEFRBEHIEIM CT=/Z0),

B S/T-learnerTl3, BEEICKTT DBIR/NA PREREIDIFEREIEEIN TR, LE
Do T, VDD DEEFFZE & BFRRICERD 111N DRWD(Real World Data) TlE B /SHER %=
ElZ5ITB—NHLD D,

Powers et al. (2018) Some methods for heterogeneous treatment effect estimation in high-dimensions, Statist. Med., 37(11), 1767-1787.



Meta-learner®zg& !
X-learner(Kiinzel et al., 2019)
ISR 2 = LTI 3ERETIV : fi(z), LB, = 0ICUI3@BETIL : fo(x)
SHEAER . = 1OPD RAA - 18y 2, mEesEst. = 007 AL - azg v, 20

Sl UP AL
" RS 2 R (pseudo outcom)
Ee=1] O | @D | [7=yD =D
=0l 4@ | y© | n=A6E") O

1

T &mE, 1) EHETNE UFEREFILVESTEDS : 91(T)
rozs, 0 EHEEse LEBRETILESTIINS : go(x)| |1BEEZIP :e(T)

BEMRETIV AxL(x) = e(x) - g1(x) + (1 — e(x)) - go(x)

Kiinzel, S.R., et al. (2019) Metalearners for estimating heterogeneous treatment effects using machine learning, PNAS, 116(19), 4156-4165.



Meta-learner:&8
DA-learner(EconMLICE%)
X-learnerOREE R

B X-learnerTld f1 (x) BE U fo () DHEEIC BN TEIR/ N1 P ADEEBIN TR\,
B X-learnerDBENRETIVIZE, (HEFE)HTEICXT I DHEBREZFLM TR0,

EHDEE SHOMSICXI I DAIFETIVOEHISHE
gz || w') = e(x)/(1 — e(x)) = fi(x) = [y 2D, weight = w)

o) - w'® = (1 —e(z))/e(x) [==| folz) = f(y(o); 20 weight = w(O))
L
BRIMPORAL| T = { yf_ folx) ,z=1
1(5[3) — Yy ,<2=
]

SBEMRETIV :Apa(z) = g(7; ) TICW LTS HOERBETILELS TIEZDH

https://econml.azurewebsites.net/



=

Meta-learner:&%
DR-learner(Kennedy, 2022)

T-learnerORSE R
B T-learnerCTld f1 () B KRV fo () DHETEIC BN TREIR/NA P ZIHOBEBINTLVR).
B T-learnerBEXMEETIVIL, (HEEHTEICXT I DI2ZEEREZHE TR0,

DR-learner(d, 2E0/\Z FEEDREH THLIRSNIETETH D.
FHAER 2 = ICHI3@EETIL : fi(x), BEeER . = 0ICII3@RETIL : fo(z)
B 2377 6(213)

ETBDESE, HTERLTP D RAL)CHITB2E0/V TS

Ay fi(@)) (1 - ) {y - fol@)}
() ] - [f“(““’) R g

T5Z5N3. DR-learnerlC®RUYTE, DA-learnerE[@RRICREIU P D RAOATICXYT LTS hHhDE)F
EFTINZSCTED(Apr(x) = g(7;2)), ENZEFEDNRETILELTND.

184, DR-learnerd2&0/\ X FEFOHEIRBVR:ESHIC DUV TIL, Kennedy (2022)2Z=08

T = fl(CB) -+

Kennedy, E.H. (2022). Towards optimal doubly robust estimation of heterogeneous causal effects, arXiv:2004.14497v3



=

Meta-learner:&E
R-learner
Nie & Wager (2021)(&, RobinsonZ#(CE D < Filc/Imeta-learner& UCR-learnerzigZ L CU\D.

TFI Y, = puo(Xy) + Z,A(X,,) + €, iz, E [ETL’XTLJ Zn] =0
(unconfounderedness assumption)

CHOEE, LT /IVOFRENSEEER(WIOICHEFBEZED)ES,
m(z) = E [Y|X = :I:] = po(Xyn) +e(X5)A(X,)

THd. CCTIT, e(X,) [HMEARIPTHD. CO2DNDADEDEMDTET,
Y;L — m(Xn) — (Z'n, — e(Xn)) A(Xn) + €pn

73D (RobinsonZ#). ULIEH' 5T, R-learnerlCKBEENRETIVIG,
Arv () = argming {E [{(Ya = m(Xn)) = (Zn — e(X)) AXn)}| }
T#H>. Nie & Wager (2020)(&, IEANEIE A, {Agry(-)} ENSULIEELET, REBRNEEEZ

ARL(') = argmin {Z {};;__T:’((;:)) — ARL(Xn)} + A{ARL(-)}}

n=1

DXRDICEZ LT D.

Nie, X. & Wager, S. (2021). Quasioracle estimation of heterogeneous treatment effects. Biometrika, 108(2), 299-319.



Meta-learner|C 317 5:2FZ (C X1 DXy . Cross-fitting approach

DA- /DR- /R- learnerTCld,

PO EANLEHES DICHDOABETIV (PD AL < ETIV)
AR XD P ZEHET DICHOEIFET IV BRI 7PETIL)
HTE (R#LL° D RO L) ZHET DI2HOMRET IV (BFENIRETIL)

D3FFBOOBETIVEHE L TCND., CDLES,

& LT, cross-fitting approachHh\iFE 9 2.

r(2)

£4)

p

~ P
- (JS] =
S S

£ (M)

SYSAIC
MIEZ o2l

p

f(x) é(x) A(x)

TEM.1: £1) £(2) p(3)

p

TEM.2: £(2) £B) £(4)

TEM.3: £B) £1) £(2)

TEM.4:

£@) r2) £ 3)

PORALEFILf(x) , EER
IPETIL é(x), BEHMRETIL
Alx)ZE32H TV TILERL)
THET D.

Jacob, D. (2020) Cross-fitting and averaging for machine learning estimation of heterogeneous
treatment effects, ITRG 1792 Discussion Paper, 2020-014.

BFE(C KD/ N 7 Z(overfitting bias)Z R 9 DICHDTIE

HTEQHEICIZET VDSBS

NICHEHTEDEIDEZALD

0.6

(X ]
0.5+

MSE

«  Jacob(2020)DEUES B

Estimator e single cross-fit



T{ff (Okasa, 2022)

Okasa, G 2022). Meta-learners for estimation of causal effect: finite
sample cross-fit performance, arXiv:2201.12692

Meta-learnerlCXid5>Y=aUL—Y3Y
T—RER
"HEE Ty, ~ U(0,1) P HESDE(10018)
SBERISIE © 2, ~ Bern(e(x,)) «— Bazxa7 e(x) = a (1 +u(f(x)), u(a) ~ beta(2,4)
A INDYRZR/EID/I\NDOX—=FH(ETILTERZD)
f(x) =sin (7 - @1 - @ - 23 - 2y4)

ain

0z ¢, ~ N(0, 1)

. 1 1
BESBE COEDOP D AL : po(x) = sin(m -2 - 29) + 2 - (afg — 5) + x4 + 5 " %5
FHBE COEDTP D AL 1 (x) = po(x) + 7(x)

HTE < SABIEED/NS Y 2D/ —Y Simulation 2 : 7(x) = 1 () — po(® )5 uenemis!
R BEEFDEIS  50%

Simulation 1 : 7(x) =0, a = 1/4
SHVSEBDEIS © 50% Simulation4 : 7(x) =1+ I(z1 > 0.5), a =1/8

: : (V=1 a=1/12 . . BERFDES | 25%
Simulation 3 : 7 () ’ / Simulation 6 :

HIDBERDIIE : 15% 122 i /
1 1 T(®) =14 = ( — — )a:18

T(’J:) =14+ -2+ -2, = 1/8 P - 1+ exp (—12(zp, — 0.5))
2 2 SABBER DS  25%

R CERFDEIS | 25%



S@RE C:YIal—¥y3 V@ (10,000E)

= Ciiy
RMSE HEHTEDIZERE
1 & 2 1 & 1 & i
RMSE(#(zn) = 4| = D (7(@n) = Ael@n)) " SD(F(@n) = 4| = 3 (Acl@n) = = 3 Ac(an)
\ C \ C & C £
c c= c'=1
INA TP R Jarque-BeraffiztE &E, TE(CRIIDMET=
. 1 C . 1 .
BIAS(H(ra))| = 5 D |r(@n) = Acan) TB( () = < (S(A(azn))Q +IE(A,) - 3)2)
Full-Sampl C_l J_-Zé,g %Jg
= FA - BAEHE L TDX-learner (X-S)
« S-learner (S) 2AXR%=NEIL TDDR-learner (DR-S)
- T-learner (T) « EAREDEIL CDR-learner (DR-S)
( e ) « X-learner (X-F) » Cross fittingZ+ D X-learner (X-C)
[ L | « DR-learner (DR-F) « Cross fittingZ ¥ D DR-learner (DR-C)
* R-learner (DR-F) « Cross fittingZ{¥ DR-learner (DR-C)
( i J « ERDIRICBEIEZEZ AU\ DS-learner (S-W)
T | Note : INTHOOIBFET/UICIFRandomForestiE(HBIARZ100) = A1)\ B.
[ f’:ATf{A ) ] Okasa, G 2022). Meta-learners for estimation of causal effect: finite sample cross-fit performance,
arXivi2201.12692




Meta-learnerlCxi3 3= a1 L —¥ 3 Vil{ii (Okasa, 2022)

Model.6 TO¥YEH
RMSE [BIAS| SD JB
EARY o L 500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000
S 0.878 0.749 0.651 0.570 0.867 0.739 0.641 0.560 0.108 0.096 0.091 0.088 7.140 2.888 2.173 1.936
S-W 0.765 0.634 0.533 0.462 0.717 0.602 0.508 0.443 0.261 0.190 0.149 0.125 2.086 2.106 2.019 1.931
T 0.766 0.634 0.533 0.462 0.719 0.602 0.509 0.442 0.260 0.190 0.149 0.125 2.603 2.085 2.016 1.924

X-F 0.743 0.618 0.517 0.442 0.711 0.597 0.500 0.427 0.200 0.141 0.117 0.103 3.490  2.230 2.034 1.857
X-S 0.820 0.707 0.591 0.499 0.779 0.684 0.574 0.484 0.244 0.164 0.125 0.107 5.146  2.680  2.157 1.929
X-C 0.794 0.693 0.582 0.494 0.770 0.680 0.571 0.482 0.171 0.114 0.097 0.092 3.984 2.322 1.964 1.827
DR-F 0.817 0.659 0.542 0.463 0.764 0.627 0.518 0.443 0.285 0.194 0.149 0.126  141.106 40.528 5.490 2.172
DR-S 1.053 0.825 0.579 0.445 0.906 0.731 0.521 0.403 0.640 0.433 0.281 0.206 567.501 458.729 159.041 36.504
DR-C 0.880 0.727 0.523 0.409 0.809 0.680 0.490 0.383 0.359 0.255 0.179 0.143 52.224 38.216 12.644 3.162
R-F  0.815 0.679 0.590 0.529 0.746 0.632 0.554 0.499 0.346 0.251 0.201 0.172 4.583 3.499 2225 1.983
R-S 0.932 0.788 0.659 0.580 0.833 0.721 0.613 0.546 0.468 0.333 0.243 0.195 3.959 3.365 2.666 2.028
R-C  0.825 0.725 0.621 0.554 0.779 0.694 0.597 0.533 0.261 0.196 0.155 0.136 2416  2.184 2.036 1.959

ZDMDET/UIFISupplementary
« BARY 1 ZDINENIBREICIE, BEDX-learner(X-F) TOHEENRE THDD, EBARY 1 LHAE)
IZ8ICI, Cross-FittingZ={¥ SDR-learner(DR-C)ND'REE D /2.

 S-learnerlC RUN CHIEADIRIC BB S AICIES, T- EAANEIECLY OLSYAVA koY fal
« EARAY A AN SNBSICH TV TIVICDITBD(ABEAOEN)TIE, MHeEHE UIETRT B.

Okasa, G 2022). Meta-learners for estimation of causal effect: finite sample cross-fit performance, arXiv:2201.12692







7~ - s Tian, L., Alizadeh, A.A., Gentles, A.J., Tibshirani, R.: A simple method for estimating interactions between treatment
ﬂ]:ﬁ ) l'j I\ 73 A% and a large number of covariates, Journal of the American Statistical Association, 109, 1517-1532, 2014.

CCCldsEaRmaEmRit s 3, BEETILTEZ 2.
N, BEEEZEMTOLDICRT : Zc{l,-1} ,Pr(Z=1)=Pr(Z =-1) =

DO | —

1: e, -1: BiF6E)

)

REVERZSAICRORDBIREETIVEETZD

P P
1
Y =50+ E Aprp + =74 + E ﬁprpZ + €

p=1 o W

HEBOF BEOTE  AEXABEOTE
EBOHEEX=-XN'5 2 SNIEEZOHTEANERDE SICRT T ENTES,
AX)=E(YP =YX =x) =E(Y [ X =x,Z=])-E(Y | X =x,Z=-1)= »ywzqu

p=1
EIRD, SBENREFRTICOHDRHEETIVICED. FE, ZHTEZRKRL2TLHDNE-1E2EDTEND,
=

mtlm

A) =EY" YV X =2)=EQYZ|X =2) =%+ >_1Xp
p=1

TRICENTED. CDCEIF, PORNLAZNZICEBRUIZD AT, @EOEQBETIIVORDKRNTFHET
SR CEZRIRTD. ZDRH, CTOIPEAE, BIEFPD RALAETILEFEIND.



2P ALK
BUANE {yn, 0, 2 VS X BNZEE, Tian et al. (2014)ICKBEHRPD ALK TIE,

gn — anyn
Zh&EE LU COIRETIVIX)EHTET D -
- _
Aro(x) = argmin, Z {Gin — f(zn)}
| n=1 |

J2i2 U, Tian et al. (2014)D3AIE, H#EE1/2TEIDH T SNIERCTOMCERNHBTHSNTLD.

Kiinzel et al. (2019) (&, BE@RXIPZRANDCET, BBARICXTITDERIPD FALEELT,
ZDOREZRBITUTLD.

Zn — €(axy)
é(x,)(1 — é(x,)
Yn — fall(wn)

z — é(xy)

158, U-learner(d, R-learnerDi/\HEEZHDDRVNZSES EERKRTHD.

Kiinzel, S.R., et al. (2019) Metalearners for estimating heterogeneous treatment effects using machine learning, PNAS, 116(19), 4156-4165.

F-learner : Yn = ) Yn ,2n €{1,0} , é(x,) HEEDRIDP

fan(z) SAEEBEEEDEL XDH TOERETIL

U-learner : Yn =



ZIERZTEE

Tian et al.(2014)(X, {B1E7 D FALAETIVDINRRELUT, 2ET—4, FFREET—HCHNRATEDELE
FEZRELU D,

NE, ROXDIBSORBETINZEZZD !

Y=~4TX-Z/24¢, ~=00,7,...,7p), X =(1,X1,...,Xp)"
FREBENSZoNIEEE, RIEBXLOSEUTOLDICER=ND.

1 N 2 \2
N il L
Loss = N nzl (yn Y Tn )

2
XBOBDICEFBITDE, B UnlCXIUT, X1IREHNITENE TCRIELEETOIZEHADCENTED. DX
DN, BEMRIS,
van/Q yTwn/Q
T S ~ DD, BERERETREEPD FHAETILOES
Control ® . Adive | S T \BTEEE U CThd.
S Treatment effect vy ¢, =~ "~"-- ~
I2DT, RIVEBKLosSICEDI/INDOA—YHETEL, BENEEHTEITDIZEIED RALAETILEFUICRSD.
Loss = 23 (e 2) = L5 oy )} =L LS )’
0SS = anl Yn Y Ln 9 — Nn_l 9 Yn<n Y In — 1 N e Yn<n P)’ Ln
PIORAOALAZBRETDIANDIC, REBSICEHDITIDINELEBIERETSAEELND.

IRE
E



ZIEHZS

BIERZSZDEHIL, 2EMEHDINEEFIHET —HNDILENAUETRTHD. EEEFHZW(X)
ETDEE, SFPDEANAICKITDIEERZEEZDETIVEREEDED !

EAE (@) =7 W) 5 HTE:7(@) =7 W

exp {'yTW(X) - Z/Z}
1 —exp{yTW(X) - Z/2}

HTE : Pr(Y = 1|X,Z=1)—Pr(Y = 1|X,Z = —1) =

B0
N

2BEBME : Pr(Y =1|X,2) =
exp {v'W(X)/2 -1}

exp {vTW(X)/2 + 1}
CoxttBl/\tF— = « EFI)VICE D EEFEFET—YN\DILEIZL, Tian et al.(2014) =R =N71cl).

Chen et al. (2017)IF, tER@XIPZABEINDCET, BIERESAZEHET —HICHskRUCEE LT,
A-learnerzizZ L CL\D.
N

LOSS = % 3 [y - { 1 T é(wn)} vTW(w)]

n=1

CCIC, é(xy,) [JME@RDPTHD.

Chen, S., et al. (2017). A general statistical framework for subgroup identification and comparative treatment scoring, Biometerics, 73(4), 1199-1209.



RIRBI(2) : BPMETIE CIRRBEREIC T SEFHEHRRECH T IEALERED LREDROLU AN Y —RR

e

% EIRGRREEBEICXTT D8 ANMEREEDRRICIS,

BAZDH D ENEERILLLEGER CBIS NN IE o2, CTOMETIE, Ih—+h

T—HZRNDCECBIC, BERZESFEZAHNWTCEACFRAERIPZBEIDCCEIC, ZOHEIBECDNTRET L TLD.
ENCFPEAIFHEEERY

c Low ICTOS

— CCRT
— ICT+CCRT

HR 0.85 (95% CI 0.57-1.27)
p=1044

109 100 91 59 31
101 86 78 62 30

)
3
&L =
Bk £ £
N e =
< £ 9
’ o
Al £ & s
- g
I~ 2
'E El_
=
o -
No. At Risk
CCRT 130
ICT+CCRT 124
D
=
'|4‘ S s
B = 3
<~ e = o
= L ¢
_L = =
= @
I.\< - - 3 =
— = =
< %
o
Ik~ £ -
= &1
=
o

T HrRoOS51 (95% C1 032-0.83)

p=0.006

0

No. At Risk
CCRT 123
ICT+CCRT 125

T T T T I
12 24 36 48 60

Time since treatment(months)

107 95 86 81 76
118 109 104 99 93

S A EFEAHERT

High ICTOS

HR 0.43 (95% CI 0.25-0.74) 7 HRIL78 (95% CI;O,%-?».BI)

p=10.002 p=0.063
] T T T T ] T | T
L I
p < 0.001 for interaction
40 36 31 14 7 76 68 64 60 45 24
62 51 44 39 31 16 62 50 42 39 3l 14
E F

HR 0.75 (95% CI 0.43-131)
p=0.31

HR 0.17 (95% CI 0.06-0.51)
p <0.001

0

34
39

T T T T I T T I T I
12 24 36 48 80 0 12 24 36 48 60
Time since treatment(months) Time since treatment(months)

I J
p=10.019 for interaction

29 25 21 19 17 89 78 70 65 62 59
39 37 35 34 31 86 79 72 69 65 62

BIERBEF ADBEDNRAIPICEDL)
C3FICHTEESDER2TIL—TTD

Kaplan-Meier70 v

¥

HESNIZETIVZRNDCLET, MEHR

EEOE(IC
ADCENTER.

NI DEACRFREOHEEZ

XE
AARDEEDT —HIL, THR— FAFRICEDL
THRY, XX, BRI OFHEREHMIIT
(IPW)7S EZ2ANTEHRIICIIRIES EDRR Z
E?ﬁ)‘?ﬁjf’ EBNONDS(IRFIRAICRCTZR ).

J/

Dong, D. et al.:

Development and validation of a novel MR

imaging predictor of response to induction chemotherapy in
locoregionally advanced nasopharyngeal cancer: a randomized
controlled trial substudy (NCT01245959) , BMC Medicine, 17:190.

2019.
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BENRETIVICHIT B T70—F | HEEREEFHNETEHEORE
B FHENESEELQRBISHTEZHTE I DDOH CTHY, (HEEHTECXT T DERESHIET C=/Z0).
B EENMNETEHEHOFTCIE, BEEICXTT DEIR/NA PREH/EITIDIFERIBBNTLZU),

Powers et al. (2018)I%, FH Y E=HI@IR(T-learner) DRI EFERIT DIZHDILU—AD—DELT, H=
BEERHNSHEHOIFZIREELTL\D.

|

HIRBRICIT SBBET I BRI SO ETIL
RN STHENR
FryseEaE o) (1)+ZB(1)h<1) Bl ) - (O)+Zﬁ(o)hm) (@)

(T-learner) /

HEEELHNSTHERTHE, B UREREE HTE : Tem(x) = fi(x) — fo(x)

Z2EDCCZRELTID.
PO RANTIT BEBETIV
J

HERE fl@,2)= o+ Bz + 3 B s (@)I(= = 1) + B7h; (@) 1(= = 0)
j=1

RHERETHOR J
HTE : mso(z) = > (B = 81) hy(=)

HEEERHYSHIEBOFETIE, (1) EERYOHERE, (2) /\DX—SHE, 2EETCOREZITHOND.

Powers et al. (2018) Some methods for heterogeneous treatment effect estimation in high-dimensions, Statist. Med., 37(11), 1767-1787.



S |

HEEERHAEEHORDEER . PTO Foresti: (Powers, et al., 2018)
HE Eﬂiﬁl(?ﬁ%ﬂd)&ﬂ*)d)ﬁm

AR IPORE ZRPD ~ N LD E | [ EERIMOEE
: - _Yn —Yn _ frr(7; )
r?‘bm;b: 1,...,B, mzl,...,Mb

OiF/ VS X —5 (leafICH1 SHTE)DHETE

& bBBEDRIA
}E@EIJF‘V’C%;‘{BH%
DnFTE Dleaf 5 1 _

_ .y Bom = (1) 2 Y d(en = _W 2 vn Iz =0)
Leaf([C[E T DEPDES : Rom Npm neRy,, bm NERpm
Leaﬂ«ﬁgéﬁfzﬁ’ﬁ%%m 0 Powers et al. (2018)ld, COTOEREZH(Pollinate) “FF LTI\,

(me:me_l_me )
LeafDIL—)U i T () . A
PTO ForestEDHEEETIL : Apro(x) = Iz Z Z BomTom ()




HEREEFHNETEHOROFZEE : BEMARSE (Powers, et al., 2018)
MARS(Multivariate Adaptive Regression Spline; Friedman, 1996)3A (3, BN ANFEEREREEHICE D < JEFH

OFFETHD. - o
M In c .
. —_— . _ p(J.m)
BMARSEDETIV & fyars(X) = Z;BmH H (S(j,m)(xp(j,m) _Cp(j,m))) ,
i - ‘1, = U< (3RS R
g \ X X .
50 NS REFRGENAD QB S (30, IEE bla*%d)?i?i) 7 P
Xoim = Cogmle +SGm =1 e [ (% y ) — Cpym)]
H(S - (X - _C - )): p Jv p N N p(j.m) p(j.m)/d+
Hmream e [Cotim = Xpimde +S(im =1 JI T = T Hem =Gl

MARSE(E, (1) BHERT Y ITD A K, QBERT Y ITDA EETIVRIIDER), (3) mBET/ILDEIR(ER
[ZGCV(Generalized Cross-Validation)), TERKIND.

QJEZT‘J7'7’]/inlc_asljéfj_)l/$%ﬁn%*£—c{§ L/{—F@%J%’JD 355
(1) STEMEFREMES D, Etrsagﬁw)ﬁHH(s“m)(xp(,m) Coim)) DIEDNC, BUEHIESHEL)

(2) BERSEBUS[X,(jm —C p(,—,m)]+,[Cp(j,m)— om . D2ABZENNT .
(3) BERT vV IICRITBDEEREBDEERKOONFE/ NSO A=Y DHETEDIEXKEHICIIZRELHINABLIENB.

N M—2 J 2
LOSS =) { Y — ( > B [ HSGm) (@p(imy = o5;my)) + Br—1 H(@p(i,my — Cp5,00)) + Bar B (cp(g,a1) — %(jMﬂ) }
n=1 m=1  j=1

Friedman, J.H.: Multivariate adaptive regression splines, The Annals of Statistics, 19(1), 1-67, 1991.



HEEEFRH VS EBORDOFEE : BEMARSE (Powers, et al., 2018)
RHEMARSEDET IV St =gcd FrR e
M I M i
fomars(®,2) = D> BW ][ H(s¢.m) (@pgm) — coom)) Iz = 1) + D BV | H(s(5,m) (®p(gm) — Co(s,m))) I (z = 0)
m=1 g=1 m=1 §=1

REMARSEICHNTE, 1) BIERTYIIAE, 2 BRRATYIDAE, DIEETETIVEREEZTD. I
2L, BRERT Y ITDA AECHRNT, BEEBHOEECOR/NSA—SYDHEREL, BRIICTTHND(2EIEHERE).

REMARSZED 7))L T X HADESH

Step 1 . EERIHIDZEE o= -
Step 2 : I\SX—SHFE
HERIH BN PR s f
g5(2p) = {l#p — cpi)l+» [ent) — Zpl+} BNy

—

.. Step 1 CEESNTCEEREEZNALCE
g1(1) | g2(21) B 9., (21) ET, BEBIEECLDER/ IS X —
91(372) 92(39'2) ng(ﬂ’f‘z) MO#gD T SZHET D

g1(xp) go(zp) -+ gsp(zp)
EMSELT, AT1 YD+ ZDOFRTHTIEDH <
FHEORPDETIV Lol BEEBEENZIETETIN T Hg?t ENSIAVE
JLKE

ngj (2p) /81,hgj (zp) - 2 + 50,h9j (zp) - (1 = 2)

EESNIZETILOELETHEZFEIT D.




HEREEFHNETEHOROFZEE : BEMARSE (Powers, et al., 2018)

REMARSETIE, BT v T DA ERKURENESR A (cross-validation)[C KD ETILEIRZ1T DN, Powers
etal. (2018)IF, HNBE LT, BagginglCc KD PUT VIV ETOTEEHEL T,

HBRIEIDTET IV (YTa L —+O# : 1000)
xz, ~N(0,1), =z~ Ber(a), a = maxmin{sin(7z122),0.9},0.1] e~ N(0,1)
y = p(x) + (2 = 0.5)Ax) +e
p(x) = sin (rx122) +0.323 + 24 + 1, A(x) = 21 + log {1 + exp (22)} + 0.2

o CM(1) : IERMARS (N05%) o o CM(1) : IERMARS (N05%)
= | CM(2) : IEMARS (2RZZEER) - . | CM(2) : IEMARS (2RZZEER)
° BCM(1) : Bagging®EMARS (H1i%) ° 7 | BCM(1) : Bagging®EMARS (I1i%)
s o ° | BCM(2) : Bagging EEMARS (2R3 H EFB) 5 T i BCM(2) : Baggingl®I:RMARS (2X3ZE1FR)
g 2. o HER
S | : g 8 S
S T . s . l
S LT -5: © o = —
3 - . . - 8 20 g - °
i ;- --E- a - --E-
o |P=20 . | P=50
° I | | 1 | | I ° I I I | I I I I
CM(1) CM(2) BCM(1) BCM(2) CM(1) CM(2) BCM(1) BCM(2) CM(1) CM(2) BCM(1) BCM(2) CM(1) CM(2) BCM(1) BCM(2)

N=300 N=1000 N=300 N=1000



Y=L —Y3VICKkBiTi(Powers et al., 2018V 35|A)
Algorithm

1 HEEED4HR (X, ~N(0,1) , JBEBEDER : Z, ~ Bernoulli(z(x))
2: T3 (main effect) « BTSN (local treatment effect)(C K DINE DR
- main effect functionu(x) - local treatment effect functionz(X) «EHIIRZSER

- Generate @ N(u(X,)+(Z,-1/2)7(X,).07) 4 BBEDOFEPH FAARHX) = u()+7(X) /2, 1(X) = u(X) —7(x)/ 2
A Doy (/A1 A)IIRESH

Functions Simulation Senario
f,(x) =0, f,(X)=5-1(x >1)-5, f,(X) =2x,—4, Scenarios
f,(X) = X, X, Xs +2X%,X, (1= X ) +3X, (L= X, ) Xs + 4%, (31— X, ) A —Xg)
#5(L= %X, )X, X, +6(1—%,)X, (1= %)+ 7(1= X, )A— X, ), 1,9 2,10 3,11 4,12 513 6,14 7,15 8,16
+8(L—X,)(L—x,)1-X,), n 200 200 300 300 400 400 1000 1000

)= 9 tdig A i A Ay = D 400 400 300 300 200 200 100 100
fo(X)=41(x, >D1(X; >0)+41 (X > (X, >0)+2X%.X,,

1/, ) , ) u(x) f(x) fx) L0 HX) KK i) KK f(X)
f7(x):—(x1 + X, X2+ X, + X+ X + X +x8+x§—11),

21 r(x) 00 RO B R0 KK KK B K
f3(X) = N (f,(x) + 15(x))

GYZ 1 1/4 1 1/4 1 1 4 4

Powers et al.:Some methods for heterogeneous treatment effect estimation in high dimensions, Statistics in Medicine, 37, 1767-1787, 2018.



Y L=V VDEE Note : 5% UL \fERIFEREZSIR

B RCTEZRELCHES

« Scenario 4, 5, 7, 8 CI&BoostedAEMARSH'ER R DGR Z 1 LIZ(Scenario 4[C 83UV TEPTO Forest& [@F2E)
« Scenario 2, 3, 4, 6 CIZPTO Forest " RRDIER &= U,

Null : Null model, TO : Transformed outcome forest, DB : Different-basis forest
CF : Causal forest, PTOO : PTO forest, CBO : K&Boosting, BCMO : BoostedAEMARS

1 NULL CBO NULL CF
- 2 P PSRRI PTOO CBO BCMO
3 EEEP 7 PTOO TO BCMO/CF
4 EEEP IS PTO0/BCMO : CBO
“ R R BCMO CBO PTOO
s UM 15+ E YRR PTOO CBO BCMO
ERNESESN JERRIZ BCMO PTOO TO
3 [EEEC -+ ST E{F A BCMO PTO0/CBO :



I L=V VODEER Note : 5% UL \iER(ITEFZEZ0R
B HERAREBELICES
« AEBoosting(CB1)OSENDEUBIRIED DD, 6EICHINTEREDBRER UL,

Null : Null model, CF : Causal forest, PTOO : PTO forest, CBO : KIEBoosting(PS3E%2/s: L),
CB1 : R&Boosting(PS:E%&H D), BCMO : Boosted AIEEMARS(PS3E%£27% L), Boosted BCM1(PS:BEH V)

n RIS NULL CB1 BCM1 CF
TR ENEIES| CB1 BCM1 CBO
SRR 157 CB1 BCML cF
JEHRIE JEHRIE CB1 CBO PTO/CF
RIS R BCMO BCM1 CB1
NULL BRt+XRER PTO CB1 CBO
PN JEHRIZ CF/PTO - BCM1/BCMO
JEAST fEm 4 32 B CB1 CF/BCM1 :

LN DScenariolZ BV N TEREForest(Causal forest) NVSIEZ DFERICTE o CLVDD, Generalized Forestizs
[CHRNT, ZOMEENKNIBICEELTNDDT, ZH5EDLRICEDE, ZDRDTIEFRNERNDND.



HEEEREGNMEEHOROEER . ARRuleFit): (Wan, et al., 2023)
RuleFitiA(Friedman & Popescu, 2008)

QIB/INS A= [ Ba B3 B4
EREANIT A 2 C 7 o0 L. . SEAX[ClassoEFZATEH
PG -EFIL WAL T AN T e T oA AN &GS
[ B Ba »83 B4 Bs Be 5’7 ﬁS B B1o )
- JU—IVICXT U ClassoFZ A0
RuleFit: | — + L+t 2+ + 2+ |- e S55eS
LB LESHTIL—ILICHE - o : n Y
RuleFitZDEST /L : % P
frFit () = ao + Z ok (T) + Z Bpl(@p)
k=1 p=1
Boosting Az Al EEAFFIR [(2,) = min {5, max (3; ,2;) }
soniib—v 67, 07 LEWMBORKUL-q)D1iR)

BIF/INSIX—=Da, B,OHEIC(Ilassodd DS Elastic Net/s: & Mg/ \HERE Z A

Friedman, J.H. & Popescu, B.E. (2008). Predictive learning via rule ensemble, Ann. Appl. Stat. 2(3), 916-954.
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/H
-\l

SEERHENETEEORDEE . BERuleFitix (Wan, et al., 2023)
RELRuleFitEZDET /L

fCRFIt Z, z {Z ozk rk +ZB(1)J ajp }z—|—{z Ofk rk "‘ZB(O)Z «Cli’p }(l—z)

Step 1 : )L—/VIEDER
IL—IVIEEDIERICIE, ZHPD L HAENS & UIZGradient Boosting Machine (Friedman, 2001) =0\ 2.

55 yn yn
TRP VAL I = S T T o )(1—zn)
Step 2 : @I/ \D A= DHTE
P
BA—REBHOEETHDORB/INSA=IETIL—TELED (1)
ZC, Group lasso (Yuan & Lin, 2007)ZH\\COIF/ NS X — Za )+Zf8p [(ap)
SZHET D. v p;l
(0) (0)
CNICKD, BEEEHSEHEINOADS. kzl% 7”“(‘””};5@ Hap)

Wan, K., Tanioka, K., Shimokawa, T. (2023) Rule ensemble method with adaptive group lasso for heterogeneous treatment effect estimation, Statist. Med. in press.



HRRuleFitZDHR | EAFEEED3]

No of subjects / subgroup size

i

Rules Experimental
wtkg< 96.84 & cd40>=451.5 & age>=39.5 15/31
cd40< 452.5 & race< 0.5 286 /569
race< 0.5 & gender< 0.5 28 /60
cd80>=1006 & wtkg>=80.16 & age< 33.5 19/37
cd40< 376.5 & cd40>=366 21/35
€cd40>=344 & age< 43 & age>=39.5 16 /37
cd80< 720.5 138 /280
age< 26.5 & cd40>=308 27 /1 64
cd40>=211.5 & wtkg>=96.84 24 /45
age>=37.5 & str2< 0.5 & age< 42.5 24 /155
drugs< 0.5 & str2< 0.5 156 /300
str2< 0.5 & cd40< 384.5 112/219
Overal ATE 436 /855

Control

16/ 31
283 /569
32/60
18 /37
14 /35
21/37
142 /280
37/64
21/45
31/55
144/ 300
107 /219
419 /855

Average Treatment Effect Average Treatment Effect
[95% CI] [95% CI]

L 3

261.43 [135.47, 387.39]

- 81.51 [ 63.59, 99.44]
1 . 176.33 [118.66, 234.00]
. 172.62 [ 85.43, 259.81]

211.83 [113.25, 310.42]
; 193.95 [ 95.68, 292.21]
—— 97.33[ 72.08, 122.59]
‘ 149.60 [ 90.48, 208.72]

2.33[-58.06, 62.73]

3 127.77 [ 52.63, 202.91]
—— 81.18 [ 53.75, 108.61]

L 4

L 2

¢

L 4

4

—0— 81.04 [ 50.54, 111.54]
-&- 73.81[58.49, 89.13]
-100 0 100 200 300 400
Favors ZDV Favors ZDV + DID
monotherapy combination therapy

RRRuleFitATIE, EAFESE(L—IU or BIERIE)ICEDNT, TEDXRDEIV—IVDHTEICRE
ZRIFUTNDDN ZFHI CE DT, HTEDFRICE Y T DIL—T DR Z[AEICITDCENTED.

Wan, K., Tanioka, K., Shimokawa, T. (2023) Rule ensemble method with adaptive group lasso for heterogeneous treatment effect estimation, Statist. Med. in press.






8BEMNRTETIVICXT I DRODERS . time-to-eventT —A \DHLE

FRISEENTE, £FEEOEEICRELDNIDDEFRSELN(E LBDEN).

\4
ZOEYD, BRISHTEOEEDDD, ZNSICHT DEENRETILAMERSNTUNS.

Hu et al. (2021) Tabib & Larocque(2017) Zhang et al. (2017) Cui et al. (2023)

Xu et al. (2022) Zhu & Gallego. (2020)
Xu et al. (2022)

« Hu et al. (2021)I&, NLRETILDOE E THARSMNIZBART A (Henderson, 2020), Random Survival ForestiA(Ishiwaran et al., 2008),
Deep NN(Katzman et al., 2018)%S-learnerdEE T, BEMEETIVICHR LU TULD.

* Xu et al.l&, Meta-learnerlCHBNT, S-/T-FEFRDE, X-/R-EFFBEDOEE UTC, £FEMEICIIRIT DOEZRTLTND.
128, BIE CIERandom Survival Forest, %% CIZIPCW(Inverse Probability Censoring Weighting) = £ SRFEEZBLNTL\D.

« Tabib & Larocque(2017)(d, FEHEHEFIFB(KMTHE UIZD A TERIIHBUIDIEIIBH M CHE)DEE U CHTEZEEXZLIZDZX T
REAICK D TEENRETIVZREE LT\,

« Zhu & Gallego(2020)(&, T-learnerd#3:4HAH CSuper Learner(van der Laan et al.,, 2007)Z=XTCIdsHTL\B.

 Cui(2022)(&, —f%{tRandom Forest:ZDIBKEEEICRMSTEZRAINDEEEIC, IPCWICKDEAYITEH O TERIE T —4
N¥hsk LT D,



B EWR T T )U(treatment effect model) & ST )L —T

BEDRETIL |

o) %E 75 (subgroup identification)

— BANSRER —

ER AR DTZT A\ DI

« DT —TRDOEBECEDINTDIRETD.
- ResponderZiitH 9 .

ANFET 2.

N\
RROT T T )L— T8 lj
(Lipkovich et al, 2016) ‘J

HTEZHTE I D

fyn

HTEICXI I & FAIEEEFZERRIDICH, 7
YT IVEIARD DU\ SStacking’ L, EFIL
ISV IOMy D 26T DFEDHARDERIC

x> CL\B. v

SRBEDERRZTDHBSICIL, FBROBRRD
RS2, BOREIOY F, BHEZEIC
K DMMICHIGT D (BRRD'EERHICTR D).

) 4

ERERN\ D ADEE LUNZEDDIR L)




77 )L— TR & (subgroup identification) DERER G FR I

[ERERImAEHI(1)]

[EEDFHIEHAEER mBEBICXT T DTralokinumabDBXNME « T2 (CRET DHEIER{LLLERFBITIBFER (CXY
FBUANIS —1EZR
Gotthlow et al.(2019)[%, STRATOS1H K U'STRATOS2EHERIC RITD5DD/ N1 4 — ) —(Periostin(i% 2 EBEEN D DELF),
DPP-4(CBILEMNILE Y DAREUEEITOEERE), Eosinophilis(WFESEK, P U I F—RIMDFEIEIZ{TOBMEKDO—iE), FeNO(IES P —
BItEREE), IgE(f&E2 07 VE)IZDULT, TralokinumabdDlU AR>S —ZSIDESAZAUN TR L TUB.

Lipkovich I, Dmitrienko A, Denne J, EnasG. Subgroup identification based on differential effect search (SIDES): A recursive partitioning method for establishing response to
treatment in patient subpopulations. Statistics in Medicine 2011, 30:2601-2621.

Gottlow, M. et al: Application of structured statistical analyses to identify a biomarker predictive of enhanced tralokinumab efficacy in phase Il clinical trials for severe,
uncontrolled asthma, BMC Pulmonary Medicine, 19(129), 2019.

[ERERIFE5(2)]
[)\viBRaimyE(C XU 9 SNavitoclaxDEEFFINEGER | DT —HZRVNE/NA AV —N—DRENY ~FZ I EBBDOERFR

Navitoclax(d, /\fBR2AhiEICXT T DBc-280 K UBcl-XLEEIRBICIBE T DD FIEHETHD. CDRERTIFE, NavitoclaxizS5IC X
DFRBICEEZNRIII/NA AN —N—45HITDCEICHD. HIXIRERD/NA AY—D—IZ, CYFRA21-1, NSE, CTCCTdH
D. COEE, BATTIngGEZRAALUT, CNHOmBEIZIANHY FADBE(NWSIIENBEIS)ZFERLTL\B.

Devanarayan, V., Cummins, D.J., Tanzer, L.R.,, et al.. Application of GAM and tree models for assessing the role of drug resistance proteins in leukemia chemotherapy.
Proceedings of the American Statistical Association Joint Statistical Meetings, 1999.

Rudin, C.M. et al.: Phase Il study of single-agent Navitoclax (ABT-263) and biomarker correlates in patients with relapsed small cell lunge cancer, Clinical Cancer Research,
18(11), 3163-3169, 2012.



s — Zhu, J. Gallego, B. (2020). Targeted estimation of heterogeneous treatment effect in observational survival analysis, Journal @
fé‘ﬁﬂ]%f T)DOD%A - gﬁﬂ Biomedical Informatics, 103474.

Zhu & Gallego (2020)Ig, D70 )IL—TRAEDIZHICT-learnerlC KD HEESNTZHTEICXT L C, BART)EEZEHTIZSD
DCETEHEEENVD)ZHTELTLD.

Patient EXPECTED TREATMENT EFFECT

Outcomes et 18:30; Noex1> 10 [
- . = nces30; noex1>20 |
. et 3050; INoex1>20 [

—Q

Estimate Individual |dentify Features Estin?a.ting
Treatment Effect Contributing to Conditional
Heterogeneous Effect Treatment Effect

e T T

BREYTII-TRENBENTHD, BEIRETILILE, HESEDR

ICINASNDICEEZL).
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Yamada et al. (2021)(&, BEAEZIBISEREICXT I DUIFMTE U, EEBIrRIEEERItDFR(Active : &5
tFRET) & E 2R B CD T (Control : [GESUIFREF) DSBS R E/F 2C L ESEIITBFER Z 30 L CL\ .

PORAAL BME
HZTE . &5, 4RI, BMI, PS(Performance Status),
WRBEOBEE, X707 FIREOEE, haE=

, 2RO H, BUFRFESHUDEH, E
BEERE, BUREDC VOME, MR « FIEFIRE
(WBC, Hb, PLT, T-Bil, Cre, Alb, Ami, HbAlc)

CCTCld, EEBoosting’ZTDFERICDUNTHEEIRT B.
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Yamada, S. et al. (2021). Safety of combined division vs separate divisionof the splenic vein in patients undergoing distal pancreatectomy:A noninferiority randomized clinical

trial, JAMA Surgery, 156(5), 418-428.
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SEEMT CHDCEICBRI DE, Virtual TWINSE
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Foster, J.C., Taylor, J.M.G., Ruberg, S.J.: Subgroup identification from
randomized clinical trial data, Statistics in Medicine, 30:2867—-2880,
2011.



BEMNRETIVICXT T DB EDOBER - BIRMYDORRE
Raghavan et al.(2022)(d, 2ZUEPRIBICXTT DIMMEIY FO—)LDBRMICEET D2 DDEE AL LLERsHE&(ACCORD
study, VADT Study)DEZ T Y Fiv- Y M(EFRRFETX)(CXY U CRAEForestzZ @R UIC.

B ForestZD25ERICXT T DEHERE

JAge

250 B2 DKendallDJERIFBRARENZ0.717TH D, FRLUTSVEIETIE

BNCEDD, BUEERTYA Y ThHhoTCE, HTEZBIRIDC L
IR ThHD_EZER LU TUND.

o ALT

Glucose LDL (BEKHEBUE)EEE%%C LG, Raghavan et a|(2022)(3:, BEDF R
16" *1C T—AEHEITDCET, KDBIREMOSVBREZEESICEN
T DEBEIYIT LD,

BMI
L)
HbA1c

ACCORD

Kendall's tau-b: 0.717

VADT

Raghavan, S. et al. (2022) Generalizability of heterogeneous treatment effects based on causal forests applied to two randomized clinical trials of
intensive glycemic control, Ann. Epidemiol., 65, 101-108.
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« ReBECIE, EEMBEMRHTE)CX T DMTETILE LT, BEMRETILEEIT UL,
 SBEMRETIVIE, #E5tE « EWHREZB(CHRNTSHDEEDISNTLNDA, CCTId,
(1) BIRICEDLSETIV
(2) Meta-learner
(3) B’ D R AOLABIEHREEE
(4) HEEEFRHIESFEE0)F
[CoTCREIT UIE.

c BENRETIVOZLID P IS Y ITIVEEEFZZARNDCENSETIVAT Sy IMy DS
nNd. CHOCClE, BEIRETIVERRIVAITDIDAICHNT, ZRBRRAEBTDEDCLE
atshE UIE.

« HTEZRU\D— D@ MELRN T I I IL—TBM ChHD_END, Virtual TWINSDR
EICHU), BRBICCARTEIRZRAVCERIRT DIEEMBNT L.

EBDECTS, HTENMERTEZMAETIVESHE, COLDITERAIBONCONTR, S
BDRAETHB.
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ZREBMHIC

BTS2k (MARS; Multivariate Adaptive Regression Splines)
Friedman (1991)

B MARSETIE, RT Y ITBEHICKDIBEEHAZT B ONFEREEBHICEEIDCET, CARTEDEBZR

RLUTND,

B MARSETHE, T—90BRI COIEAMZRIBICETIDCENTRETHD, NDOIHFEBSORZEFRERA

DCENTED.
B MARSEZOETIVEBZE?)L TV XML, BIhERT YT DA 0818, BEAT vV I+ 0858, EFTILRIINSD
SBEFILDERIC L - CRRSND, , . .
p(j,m)
. — /
BMARSEDETIL : /
M I /
/
fMARS(X) :ZﬁmHH(S(j,m)(Xp(j,m) _Cp(j,m))) /
m=1 j=1 / X .
/ p(J,T)
= (Xm —Coim)].
= = = [+Xuim —Coim)l

N J

\4

B RS RER(EIANGBE S0, FEE S EZ0EE)

Xotm = Cotimds +S(m =1
(J,m) \"p(j.m) p(j,m) B
[Cp(Lm) _Xp(j,m)]+ ’S(j,m) =-1

J

Friedman, J.H.: Multivariate adaptive regression splines, The Annals of Statistics, 19(1), 1-67, 1991.
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( N

CARTE MARS%
}Ez?%ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁéht . .

S 188, ZORE %E0%| B T
B O rmonnERana, . ;_%g IR
] | .
- Y,

(2) EEEHOIIDNCEA—DEHRZZHIR0N.
(3) [Xoiim —Cocimde [Cocim — Xp(im ) ZB AT v T T—EISEBNT B.

B /\DX—SHEFE(FIN2FER) \
p=argmin, > (filar) (x)-y)’
n=1
B EEREHOBI - BREEOMOHDR/NIZRDLDICEEERZENT D.




RIERT W T A LEDA X—= %ﬁ;@|¢ %§E|» S
Sy
Coan = Xo@) Coan = Cowa) SAMIO(LS) >
J=l====1 f [=====- 182 -------- 'B5 ------- :éa
Co22) H/m\cp(z.Z) >
R b - j, frmmmmmmmmmmmn
Cot = X034 Coaa) ~
R pr |mmmmm-- L

[Step.0] 9= yid
\ [Step.1] y= [Step.0]+ ﬁl[_(xp(l,l) - Cp(l,l)):+ + 5, [+(Xp(1,1) - Cp(l,l))]+

| [StepZ] )7 — [Step 1] + ﬂ3[+(xp(1,1) T Cp(1,1) ): 4 [_(Xp(2,2) — Cp(2,2) )]+ + 184 [+(Xp(1,1) - Cp(l,l) )]+ [+(Xp(2,2) — Cp(2,2) )]+

\ [Step.3] ¥ = [Step.2]+ f; [_(Xp(1,3) —Chan ), + B ["‘(Xp(l,s) —Cphan )L

[Step-4] )7 = [Step-3]+ ﬁ7 [+(Xp(1,1) - Cp(1,1) )]+[_(Xp(2,2) - Cp(2,2))]+[_(xp(3,4) o Cp(3,4) )]+
+ Bl +(Xpa1y) — Coan)i [=(Xp2.2) = Cp22)) ) [+ (X309 = Cpzay)]s
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B FHAEECEREHTEETILER (Original DMARSICR U\ TEA)
— AT ETEEDE(GCV: Generalized Cross Validation) DIEZIER(GCVE %)

N

Z(yn _ ng>)2/|\| M : EFILDOES

GCV (M) = L gM):MBEDETIVICETIIHEZ ESDFAIE

A-M@E+1)/NY U BEEHORELZEIND/NSA—F(RENFENSBRETIVINERS
ND(REERBVIC2<1<4 )

B BRENECE T <EFTILEIR (Survival MARS (LeBlanc & Crowley, 1999)(C B\ TEA)
Mt OBHRERZE(AIC) F (BELRDETILEIRCEEK)
AIC(M) =-21(M)+2am M:EFILOES, (M) MEBOETILOIEALE
M : BEEEFHOEYN o SRIB(ERE=3)

B Z0otDPT0—F
« BINHERDORA (BBRT v TDJ+ EMBEORBICHE/\HEZER) : Taylan & Weber (2018)
» Bagging-MARS% (BihER T v T+ EDH TBagginglC KD7P V5>V T)V)

LeBlanc, M. and Crowley, J.: Adaptive regression splines in the Cox model, Biometrics, 55, 204-213, 1999.
Taylor, P. and Weber, G.W.: CG-Lasso Estimator for Multivariate Adaptive Regression Spline, Mathematical Methods in Engineering, 24, 121-136, 2018.



GCVEE[CKDIBBEETIVORED A XA =Y

M =8-> GCV (8) M =7—>GCV (7) M = 6—> GCV (6)

T
T -

REETNCLUTGER AL —Coun)],

M =5-> GCV (5) M =4—>GCV(4) ( M =3->GCV (3
| |

<7 TR

_____________________________

+/55 [_(Xp(l,a) ~Chay L.

+55 [+(Xp(l,l) —Coay IR [_(Xp(2,2) ~Co22) IR [+(Xp(3,4) —Coaa 1N

M =2->GCV (2) M=1->GCV() M =0—>GCV(0)
| N | | |

ﬁ FARTOMICXT L TGCV(M)ESTE L, RINDGCVE

EDETIZRBETILE U GERT D,




Supplementary

4R 2 @ PUYVTILEINR



BIRICEDLS P YINREEE

HASTRCH, BRTET WﬁFLEbe?wﬁ%mahé.
Bl) @IBETIL, BIA, 29V TRDIR)E

EARFEEE1 EARFEES2 EAFEES3 e o o EARFEES
———  (base learner) — (base learner) — (base learner) (base learner) ——
f,(X) f,(x) f5(x) fg (X)

S (Committee)
Bootstrapf BoostingZ
(Bagging, RandomForest) (Adaboost, MART)
1 B B
Fbts(X) = _Z fb(X) Fbst(X) = Za)b fb(X) @, BH/NOX =T

b=1

A B2 (IBootstrapiEA(C & D £ bEEBDEAZBIb-HEDEAFEES

SNDIBROEARFBEIFINTT). DT AEEZMHTI DR DICERTIND

(RT A VDA LEEB).




BIRICEDLS P IUSYITINESEOEERM?)LTY) X \(Friedman & Popescu, 2008)

Input : FEEAXN Ay Xi}N AN

N (MART : JE{E7Ti, Bagging/RandomForest : {£70iHHE)
MEAETIL : Fy(x)=argmin, > L(y;, )

i=1

P, - BEAZEIFHEIA)D/ NS X —H (RandomForest ClE, BARDD

For b=1to B do BIREMESES VS MEITEIR, MDRAHEL)

p, =argmin, > L{y,,F,,(x)+ f(x, p)}

i€S, (7)

£ (x)=f(x,p,) Vv #5S5/\V\D X —5(MART : {£=, Bagging/RandomForest : 0)

F(X)=F_ +v-f (X) 5
End SIUMOIE  MART tFiy ()= 3, (¥
Output : ensumble= {f,(x)}; Bagging/Random_Forest 2 Fbts(x):%i f, (X)

+ .. TBD5, BACEILKPYYYTIUEBEE,
BIARETILOINEFIN CETIVDERSIND.

Friedman, J.H.and Popescu, B.E.: Predictive learning via rule ensemble, Annals of Applied Statistics, 2(3), 916-954, 2008.
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) ° ° ° é ﬂ%IE*%K
1

BIARDIZTIEH BIARDITIEH BIRDITIEH
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He
Qﬁj 1B
I i
W ) ® o o o o o
s 2
Tree.1 [t Tree.2 \ Tree.B
I i | l |
ETILDEFH f?)bi)@%ﬁ f?)b\i)@%ﬁ

[ Tree.1 {Tree.1 + Tree.2) E

REFBHICKDETIVEBBIL | 2E{6EBOBBIAE(Friedman, 2001)3EN'SEND




BHiicBoostingBiARMD 72)L T X\

N
Initialize : F(X)=argmin, {Z L(yn,?/)}
For m=1 to M do "
(a)n=12,..., NICX{ UCTIURZETE&

i :{aL(yn,f(xn»} U EDFTE
" of(x) 1, _
(b) BIARETIVERHUBEEE 1, |C 25 TIFs TS LA B DEHES
Rn(i=12...,,) &5tET 3, | REostE
e IR = oot NS TR NS | sEEIcRTRER S —S0RE. COEE, TnE
2 78
. | TO
in =af9m'“y{X§ L(yn’Fm”)} B)F/ S A= [CDNTEBHEE L TVVENC EICER
= = (RF4 YD1 XBF2)
WETE J ) ZAE, MEBEILAEITDEBFBESISRCIR
= _F - N R. CDOP)VI)AALIE, M ERL_\ E?é‘ (: i
n(X) m‘l(x)+;y”“ (X Rin) N D. Friedman(2001)[d, EFILEHGRBOHEN)ICHEBN/ND A =5
End For VIRERBICOLKB) EN 5T B TRSPBEOR CEDT EAIBHLT
output : F,(x)= f, (x) NB(Z2—2IRy FDO—=DEHRITDIEEIEBEE@RDEE). IEHO5,
i COBHRIFUTCEBIND.

\ 4

‘]m
F (X)= Fm,l(x)wajml (xeR;,)
j=1




DficBoosting &l AR DBl

1Y FOINBDRELRBICEE T DADRIEFFE T —~ (Fenske et al., 2009)
W& T REFARRID)?, REBZE . INBOBMIINBOHSH, S8FEOBMI

BIADZRS = 2 (stump)DIBE BIRDRS = 30BE
0 | S
O | NL | v=1.00 (iB/)\HEREZS L) ©
= - = v=0.10 ]
=0 v=0.01 W
=~ N 2~ N 7 [ V=1.00 (FBIVERET3 L)
K 3 T o - — v=0.10
- i v=0.01
P I L TP —— o |W. e memms s TII
Tol ToR
| | | | | | | | | | | |
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B BN D X —=5v=1.00 (f&/\HEER L)DIBE, VY2 7TJ)LOMOENE EEICEREHDED UTND(E
FEZERC LU TLD).

B {BVNSA=5v=001D1HE, BHICEARD EEFEQZR LTINS, DFD, BN A—FZhas< LT
=DE, BEP YT YTV T UIRNEKICIERD.

Fenske, N., Kneib, T. and Hothorn, T. : Identifying risk factors for severe childhood malnutrition by boosting additive quantile regression, Technical Report 052, University of Munich.



EERfEBoostingEiARD )L T XA
Friedman(1999)(, EfDIEARAZBINDCET, DBEcBoostinglCLENTEHEEr/NNEL, H'D, FRIEEICENE
ETIVERBETETDCEEZEBRUCND. COIEIR, ERLBIBoostingiA EIE(ENB.

n=1.0 (U ITHVTILIZL)

N
Initialize : Fy(X)=argmin, {Z '—(yn,y)}
n=1

0 |
For M=1 to M do @ _\ ------- v=1.00 (#B/\H#EEE L)
(a) HEIS 7(0.0< 7 <1.0)[CTLTN = N -5 B o0 I
S EAEIHETIBHT 2. £ "N
~ ’ Lo .
() MEHSNEEARN =1,2,...,N [CXT U TURZFE T o ] L \
N EEARICH) 2 - e
o of (x.) | | | | | |
" F=fna 0 200 400 600 800 1000 15
(o) BIRETILERHURE T, (04 TIE THREES L 7YY T BB ‘SSH@E#&;L%
Rin(1=12,....Jy Z5TE T 3. 7 =0.5 (ST TIL=112) Nz
o _
(c) $BIE R, (1 =12,..., 3, ) [CXH LCER/INS A — I EHE =
EES) B0
i o
7/jm = argmlny{ Z L(yn1 |:m—l +7/)} 0#5 o) 7
%n€Rjm - O |
(d) ETILEH J 5
u | | | | | |
Fn(X) = le(x)+v;y m! (XERy) 0 200 400 600 800 1000
End For y Py T O
. F = f - PaN —_— —_—
output : Fy(¥)=2, f(X) Hastie et al. (2014)[3{RERMNC12THD THDC E &6

LCuha.



LUEH TDHER

Boston{XS{fi#&(Harrinson and Rubinfeld(1978), MASS/\w /T —I)F—FICHIVT, TR FEAR(N=200)%
SVUSAICHE UFEEHE), BODT—IEFBREARICANT, 1,00080Y=a1L—YaY UEEESDRBR
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BootstrapiEiIEICE DL P UV TIESE

FHIEAN

B0

BootstrapiZA1 BootstrapiZ42 BootstrapiZ43 N BootstrapiZAB
BIARDITIIEDH BIARDLTIFED BIARDLSTIED BIARDLSTIED
v v v
Tree.1 Tree.2 Tree 3 Tree.B

RIERTTIL T )LD S (Committee)

BootstrapiZAZFRU\C, ERIICEIARZENKLIEDZ CTHMEI D. Bagging(Breiman, 1996)35 K~ 'Random
Forest(Breiman, 2001)H)'CNIC%H T .




Bagg|ng~z'§d) JLTY T (E y%mi,%é) Breiman, L.: Bagging predictors, Machine Learning, 24, 123-140, 1996.

Require J— X +S5w OB
For b=1 to B do
7 I\X I\j Y 7$E2'§7§$@ (I—(bt:))ot _{yu(n)lxu(n)}r’]\lzll b :11--- B)

p) T— 2 LS5y AL [CCARTRIARZ S TIEEHD (T, (X))

End For
Ensemble . bag (X)_ ZT (X) DD ‘L_‘EI BIEDBIANRICHRITDZERIL—IVICED
NWTOSRAFRBARESND.

%—ﬁmot@ BET—FRA Sy TERZRVZERERDESHFRARECBNDDD ?

NZFE, F—9ES £={y,, X} ICKBCARTRIAST () , LHRSHEEDHEP , (DRBHTHE, £FB. T2, LD
J—k2 I\j\yﬂ@ZKéL(b?ot, T—hRESyIDMER £TBEE, DHENERIN (@, -0,)~JN (P, @) &0, +5
AREIZN(N — o) [CXT LT,

%Zb:Tb(x):E[T(xn;ngot |- E[T(x:0] (1)

THD. FIE, E[T(i0) |2E[T(x: 0 THBTENS,
E (-T2 {y-E.[TOi0)]) (2

£33, B, RR)ED, T—FR Sy THEERANTSEOBAZER L, E[ T 40)] TRATNIE, BE—KATD
EETHFICHARTNSLRBTENNDND. 5 LU SEBAIEBreiman(1996) 2563,



LUEBI TORBER

Boston{XE{iif&(Harrinson and Rubinfeld(1978), MASS/\w /T —I)57—%IICHI\T, TR FEER(N=200)
a5 V5 Al UGEETE), BODT—IZFZTERICANT, 1,0000Y=1L0—-Y3VUEEED
CART#IAR CBagging i ARDiiER
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Harrison, D. and Rubinfeld, D.L. : Hedonic prices and the demand for clean air. J. Environ. Economics and Management 5, 81-102, 1978.



RandomForest'%:

Bagging}Z & RandomForestiAZMEL

Bagging 'z

RandomForest%:

CARTEIRDIATIIH CARTEIARDZTIEIEH

\ ¥

RandomForestTCld.,

CARTH] KIQ%T(J&) CARTERIARDZHTIIEH

(DIEHEFEDH) (DIEHEFEDH)
v 7

s

PDIFICAANDEHIC DI ICHANDZETHIC
DI\TES VA AL DINTES VY AL

 BEIAREASER)DEME. T— k2 RSy TEANENSNS (BaggingEE L),
- CARTDRILEIR DB NMTONB(BRES T DFEASBRIAEEET D)
: BEIADDIZEIRTIE, P BOEMOBENDES VS ACEIRESNTE P(P < P) BEEN3.



RandomForestiZ?M7?)LJ) X\ (QRDIRS)

Require J— X ~S5 v TJEO¥B

For b=1 to B do

(a) 7\_ '\2 |\5 P 7*%1&1‘15& (Lg;)ot :{yu(n)’ Xu(n)}r,:lzl’ b :1" . B)

(b) T—FR 2w TIZALY ([CCARTRIAZZ TIEHD (T,(X)). COESE, SBARDBRIFUTDIL—IVICEDL.
* CARTEDDIRBEREDHZITL), #&HES LORIVEAEE i X THIRSE .
» ZCARTHRIRDE DX CTIEL, P BDFHBEHDENNDS S VY AISERSNIZP BEZALD.

End For

~ 1 <& ;
Enseublat: Fbag(x):EZTb(x) SNEDESICI, BagginghE FRICSHRIL—ILICERINTEEEIN S,
b=1

B 728, EEDP)LTIU XA, Breiman(2001)TlE, RandomForest-RICIEEN TS, ZDMIC, RandomForest-RCE
WDTSED DD, CDIFETIE, P BOZEHDIFHGESICEDNTAHY FADEDNEESND.

B P DETEICHUNT, Hastie et al.(2014)[, OIRRSEDIREICIE, P=JP, DEENBEDIBSICIEZP=P/3 ZHELTL\B.

B BEESTRFIERAERESTRCE, MOICHIREHERICS VI AEEBATRICE CTHFAEENGLETRTED
sEBB(X, Breiman(2001), 2A{{t(2005) &S8R =N/2).

ARz - T8 - BFESE  BANBERIDECRMORE, STEHERETS, 123-164, 2005.
Breiman, L.: Random Forests, Machine Learning, 45(1), 5-32, 2001.
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BIARICX] T DiE/\ETE
f ~
BT BTV F(X)= ZT (x) = ZwZ S -1(xet)

b=1  teT® bEB DRIARDIREE S LDES T
_ Y,

Boosting#iK : o=V, [ =54 I0+4 ERICRINTHESNZOIF/\SAX—=F

Bagging, RandomForesti&iA : B=— B, =Y() (CARTEEBRRICHESNZRES LOTRIE)

SEOEDOHNIFEIDE, PUYYTIL -« EFTIVLE, BEOEHDIRETIVERIMI CENTED.

ZDRD, PUTIVITIEBZTORRIC, PYUYIIVEIARZBHHL, ABREARZEIIFRT D(HDUES
SIRICEMITZITD)CENEZEND.

B
[ SESHMITEESIPYYT YT - EFIL: F(X) =D AT (X) J
b=1

ROBENR P TO—FIL, lasso’xEDHEINEREDITEZRNT/INDX -8 [EHFEITDICETHD. IBED

{Bb}: argmin , {Z(yn _ZﬂbTb (Xn)j +ZZ| Jis |}

Ot 3



O

ANER T VD1 iR

J=(forward stagewise linear regression)

—7J3C, Hasite et al.(2007)I&, BHERT T YD+ ZiEHLQIEDY, REENENEFHEICISN0T Dlasso(monotone

lasso)E—IT D EZTUTUND.

Initializea,=0(b=12,...,B)
For m=1 to M do

(a){B",b'}= argminﬂ‘bi(yn _(idka(Xn)j_ﬂTb(Xn))

(b) & < a,. +€sign(8)

H

l

End For 1
output : F(X) =Y &,T,(X)
b=1

BN ARDY AT —HCXT T DR LIFIC XTI Dlasso & BilE R
T4 Y04 ZEFOIROOITE/IN S X =Y DHEREFR L CL)
2 (Hastie et al.(2009)X D 31H)

ELENIFRICBITTND S EDNDDDEHERT T I 1 X
@RRICRNTRT Y TBEHISDE, lCX>TERI DI
DHTHD).

Hastie, T. et al. (2009) The Element of Statistical Learning (2nd edition),
Springer [#2 115t (2014). fRETEEMFEDOER, HITHBAR].

BREHGEREEDN)ICXILUT, &E
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Model 1
(Null,
FEAY1RX)

Model 2
(EMBES,
FEAT 1 RX)

RMSE |BIAS] SD JB

500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000
S 0.008 0.009 0.013 0.018 0.005 0.006 0.010 0.014 0.007 0.008 0.012 0.016  21102.232 3656.421 285.128 12.451
SW  0.037 0.038 0.040 0.059  0.023 0.025 0.036 0.047  0.033 0.032 0.040 0.047  20410.604 4973.704 364.501 12.494
T 0.225 0.168 0.128 0.101  0.180 0.135 0.103 0.082  0.206 0.149 0.109 0.083 2.071 2280 2.000 1.912
X-F 0160 0.111 0.080 0.059  0.128 0.089 0.065 0.048  0.142 0.095 0.067 0.048 1.680 2442 2068 2.002
X-S  0.186 0.127 0.091 0.067  0.149 0.103 0.074 0.055  0.162 0.106 0.073 0.053 1.016  2.152 2180 2.125
X-C 0.152 0.106 0.075 0.054  0.123 0.087 0.062 0.045  0.120 0.075 0.052 0.036 1.293  2.303 2,023 1.982
DR-F 0.209 0.146 0.105 0.079  0.167 0.117 0.084 0.064  0.196 0.135 0.095 0.070 4677 18496 17.015 7.978
DR-S 0.343 0.241 0.170 0.122 0272 0.191 0.135 0.097  0.335 0.235 0.166 0.119 5.548 15737 30.661 41.289
DR-C' 0.207 0.147 0.103 0.074  0.166 0.118 0.082 0.059  0.194 0.137 0.097 0.070 2.606  3.632  9.320 13.029
R-F 0261 0.192 0.145 0.114 0208 0.153 0.116 0.092  0.249 0.180 0.132 0.102 5911 23.800 26.134 14.008
R-S  0.334 0243 0.181 0.137 0265 0.193 0.144 0.109 0321 0.232 0.168 0.124 3192 5.140 15.179 15.980
R-C 0208 0.156 0.118 0.092  0.166 0.125 0.096 0.075  0.186 0.135 0.098 0.072 2.117 2586 3.209 3.779

RMSE |BIAS] SD JB
500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000
S 0.527 0.442 0.374 0326  0.522 0.434 0.366 0.317  0.055 0.068 0.066 0.064 711.571 17.960 4.186 2.537
S-W 0463 0.357 0.303 0.265  0.431 0.328 0.280 0.246  0.177 0.151 0.120 0.099  268.394 2.900 2.520 2.207
T 0.434 0.358 0.303 0.265 0.392 0.328 0.280 0.246  0.204 0.154 0.120 0.099 2.206 2.464 2.466 2.250
X-F 0.432 0377 0331 0.296 0407 0.361 0.318 0.285  0.143 0.103 0.083 0.072 1.915  2.167 1.936 1.906
X-S 0460 0411 0362 0.321 0432 0.393 0.349 0.310  0.160 0.110 0.085 0.073 2.048 2.046 2.156 1.957
X-C 0443 0400 0356 0317 0424 0.389 0.347 0309  0.119 0.082 0.068 0.062  1.417 2.139 1.955 1.900
DR-F 0.439 0.366 0312 0.276  0.399 0.338 0291 0.259  0.197 0.144 0.113 0.095 3.392 2919 2.104 1.936
DR-S 0.534 0439 0.355 0.207 0461 0.388 0318 0270  0.328 0.236 0.173 0.136 5134 8.959 4.011 2.371
DR-C 0451 0.388 0.322 0.276  0.413 0.361 0.302 0.259  0.193 0.146 0.114 0.095 2.498 2525 2.158 1.980
R-F 0458 0373 0307 0.266 0404 0.333 0.277 0.241  0.251 0.188 0.146 0.122 4201 4206 2.437 2.021
R-S 0529 0439 0.356 0.208 0458 0.380 0.319 0.260  0.318 0.236 0.178 0.140 2.980 3.550 4.630 3.400
R-C' 0449 0388 0322 0274 0413 0361 0301 0256  0.187 0.145 0.116 0.097 2195 2280 2.107 1.940




RMSE |BIAS] SD JB
500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000
S 0.645 0.475 0.359 0.279  0.638 0.468 0.352 0.272  0.099 0.084 0.072 0.062 2.888  2.667 2.111 1.981
S-W  0.246 0.191 0.146 0.111  0.197 0.154 0.119 0.091  0.233 0.163 0.121 0.090 4611 2281 2385  1.993
T 0.244 0.191 0.146 0.111  0.195 0.154 0.119 0.091  0.227 0.164 0.121 0.090 2.806 2271 2.243 1.964
Model 3 xr 0180 0123 0000 0068 0144 0098 0.072 0.054 0175 0.118 0.085 0.061 3.663 2552 4.441  2.820
(—5E, X-S 0226 0.140 0.110 0.078  0.180 0.119 0.087 0.062  0.219 0.143 0.104 0.072 2.367  2.67%8 3.058  3.192
REEAY ) X-C  0.159 0.102 0.073 0.054 0.127 0.081 0.059 0.043  0.150 0.092 0.064 0.046 6.541 1.969 2263 1.994
DR-F 0.287 0.202 0.146 0.110  0.222 0.158 0.116 0.080  0.279 0.188 0.129 0.093  3060.536 812.294 244.016 38.545
DR-S 0.649 0.502 0.334 0.218  0.475 0.365 0.250 0.168  0.645 0.498 0.3290 0.213  1276.433 1496.545 795.711 258.858
DR-C 0.364 0.290 0.197 0.131  0.282 0.223 0.153 0.104  0.359 0.283 0.180 0.124  112.240 149.500 126.268 43.274
R-F 0441 0.366 0.293 0.243  0.348 0.287 0.232 0.195  0.435 0.354 0.273 0.215 14.500  27.616 19.045 8.171
R-S  0.573 0.461 0.366 0.285  0.453 0.363 0.288 0.227  0.570 0.454 0.353 0.264 7887 12474 18.638 11.149
R-C 0295 0.262 0.220 0.184  0.235 0.208 0.176 0.150  0.280 0.249 0.199 0.152 2.822 3570 4.324  3.162
RMSE |BIAS] SD 7B
500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000
S 0.834 0.616 0.472 0.370  0.825 0.606 0.462 0.361 0.105 0.090 0.078 0.069  1.935 2120 2.075 1.951
S-W 0443 0.336 0.258 0.206  0.390 0.300 0.233 0.187  0.229 0.162 0.120 0.093 2575  2.330 2124 1.957
T 0.443 0.335 0.258 0.206 0.390 0.300 0.233 0.187  0.229 0.163 0.120 0.093 2.552 2278 2130 1.938
Model 4 X-F  0.428 0.329 0.247 0.191  0.394 0.308 0.233 0.180  0.171 0.114 0.083 0.064 3731 2312 2210 1.978
(X7 v TR, X-S 0501 0.399 0.307 0.232 0456 0.375 0.291 0.220  0.213 0.136 0.097 0.073 6.602 2.762 2298 2.113
REEARY A ) X-C 0477 0.385 0.300 0.227  0.453 0.374 0.292 0.220  0.148 0.091 0.068 0.055 5.617 2.026 2.023 1.898
DR-F 0510 0.369 0.275 0.214  0.454 0.334 0.251 0.196  0.249 0.165 0.117 0.088  116.949 156.252 41.933 5.158
DR-S 0.728 0.537 0.339 0.230  0.591 0.445 0.279 0.190  0.549 0.377 0.247 0.171  497.136 530.045 407.510 97.233
DR-C 0.565 0.435 0.260 0.182  0.493 0.388 0.236 0.159  0.308 0.215 0.145 0.104  51.595 50.726 42.424 15.770
R-F 0537 0426 0.349 0.293  0.454 0.364 0.303 0.258  0.337 0.250 0.192 0.151 8.764 13.754  7.349 2.839
R-S  0.653 0.521 0.412 0.338  0.530 0.438 0.352 0.294  0.460 0.332 0.245 0.184 7.025 6592  7.512 5.029
R-C 0524 0.440 0.361 0.303  0.469 0.402 0.333 0.282  0.246 0.185 0.142 0.113 2.700  2.900 2.732 2.318




Model 5
(FRREEN, AFERT 1 )

RMSE |BIAS] SD 7B

500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000 500 2000 8000 32000
S 0.823 0.606 0.461 0.358  0.817 0.599 0.454 0.351 0.101 0.087 0.075 0.066  1.796 2.150 2.057 1.986
SSW  0.305 0.244 0.196 0.164  0.255 0.209 0.170 0.145  0.222 0.159 0.117 0.089 2457 2180  2.054  1.957
T 0.305 0.244 0.196 0.164  0.255 0.209 0.171 0.145  0.222 0.159 0.117 0.089 2497 2173  2.026 1.936
X-F  0.237 0.178 0.137 0.109  0.200 0.154 0.120 0.097  0.164 0.110 0.078 0.058 3.320 2228 2102 2.022
X-S 0276 0210 0.163 0.126 0230 0.181 0.143 0.112  0.202 0.130 0.092 0.067  6.639 2811 2296 2421
X-C' 0.231 0.182 0.144 0.114 0.200 0.165 0.132 0.105  0.139 0.086 0.061 0.046 4474 2.014 2.004 2.037

DR-F 0.314 0.248 0.203 0.166 0.258 0.212 0.179 0.148 0.237 0.159 0.112 0.084  123.780 364.063 249.515 26.116
DR-5 0.556 0.413 0.298 0.215 0.428 0.322 0.239 0.176 0.515 0.362 0.242 0.167  453.484 685.910 651.725 174.087
DR-C 0.354 0.280 0.217 0.162 0.287 0.232 0.185 0.140 0.289 0.205 0.140 0.099 50.509 61.849 72770 22.771
R-F 0.392 0.312 0.254 0.223 0.314 0.253 0.211 0.190 0.339 0.253 0.187 0.146 12.888 28.931 17.700  4.568
R-S 0.500 0.388 0.305 0.248 0.398 0.311 0.248 0.206 0.457 0.336 0.246 0.179 9.107 10.173 16.684 12.581
R-C 0311 0.262 0.222 0.194 0.256 0.219 0.191 0.172 0.241 0.185 0.139 0.104 2925  3.617 3.874  3.072
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Median square error
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Virtual TWihS;ﬁ Foster et al.(2011)

RBPORALETUIT

BERCLLESIER T, FMEEHDINEBRFEEDNINDICEIDGITESNT, BEDNTHOND,
BLF (RR%E) /B D' (i

HOEE

B (IR%E)oEs

DFD, HEEXZTDIBEDREREDSEIREFNSECHAFOEDT D FALDE)E, NWINDDT—HFD

ISWZE, FHIB TSR0,

_ FORIWE | Do OO ORI

e .
BEIEEENZ CETILE . F(X,2)

BT (IR%)/65RES

"N

BEMNROEEB
AX)=f(x,z=1)-1(X,2=2)

=5IZ, Virtual Twins}ATld, Y7 0)IL—TMEDIZHICAX) ZMESIC UIZEE TCARTEZRIN TS,

Foster, J.C., Taylor, J.M.G., Ruberg, S.J.: Subgroup identification from randomized clinical trial data, Statistics in Medicine, 30:2867-2880, 2011.



Virtual Twins}&
NE, NADEERBICXT U T, BEEE (1 BA, 2 BB)ICXT U TCERBE X, sy N5Z25NTUN\DET D,

[STEP.1(Global Modelingi@%2)] : BFIERZI=I—ZBHELUTNZD
RandomForest(RF)IC KD ERSBDEENRDIERE

- wemnmE | D RN

HEERE 2 Foster et al.(2011) Cld, RandomForestiz%&
_ RandomForestE T )L T (X, 2) ANTNBY, ERICIE, XEERESTIF

BIF(IE%E)8EE: CIHETFILTHNIE, FTEL.

STEPLIC L » CHESNEEFINEBN TAENREHTET D | A, (X) = for (X, 2=1)— fo.(x,2=2)
BT —SDIRSICIE, EFIICIDEESNDRBEERESE A, (X)=P, —P,, ., P =Py, =1|x.,2, =K)

[STEP.2(Subgroup Identification)88)] : BEEDY = —ZHIIFNT D
HEBBENRICKITDCARTHIARZHE TIIH(PPTO—FICK > C2EEHEFE)
B VT(R) : A, ZihE &9 DRSS (TIREEADTA).

B VT(C) : A, ICUERWEZERET DRSS (D LERIADFIA).



Virtual twins DBl

fMAEICRE T DEEAICLLERASBRZEELLEYSalb—F « T=F@VirtualTwin/N\w T —=IDF X 57 —4)
- Qutcome : £FDEH

- HZE | THERAPY(1 : ¥168%, 0 : BIEE8RE), mI0EE M failure U THSDOEIE(TIMFIRST), T#H(AGE), NX—XX54 > Tom/)

RBI(BILLPLAT), R—235- YSOFAR I P(IMNME, MK, AT, [FIRSSHAEM 7 | bISOFA), R—251 Y TDIU TP
F_Y(BILLCREAT), NX—X254 Y TOIEEAEDEEH(ORGANUM), #HiMATMDAPACHE I 377 (PRACHE), NX—251 Y
CThGlasgow X7 —)U(BLGCS), N—XX 51 YV CHOMBIL-6RE(BLIL6), NX—X 5 Y TOFENERXI(BLADL), X—25
-1V TTOBEFE)JLE >/(BLLILBILI)

APACHE IIIZ2EEBDEREELE ZAIDIBEE UTIAL
(yes FPRAPACHE < 27-{no AN TNDIEZRTHD.
HMATDAPACHE 112 37 APACHE D275k B(EEEN'S <13 0))HERE ICxT
LT, FmeEIBENTHYD, &<IC, 55mIU ED#HER
BICRUTIE, ZDIEQIZEZ ThD.
67% 33%
e AGE <55
i P HE

-0.12 -0.051 0.047 0.13 0.41
41% 14% 11% 10% 24%

Virtual twinsld, R®D/\w/ —JaVirtualTwins CTE{T C=d. 220,
CDINYT —=ICIIBANZE L IZHODBEENBEEINTULRUED,

65 INV /T —Irpart.plotZ ANDUENDHD. FCEBITRODED,
[ 25% J > data(sepsis)
— BLGCS >= 14— > vt.0 <- vt.data(sepsis, "survival’, "THERAPY", T)
- > vt.f <- vt.forest("one", vt.0)
Glasgow 2’7 —)b > vi.tr <- vt.tree("reg", vt.f, threshold = 0.01)
> rpart.plot(vt.tr$tree)

#1688 (active) DBEF B (Control) [CEERNTRIF R Y T T)IL—T
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R ROBEH—E

INwIT—3 1P Python
) @)

RREBAE causalTree github (susanathey/causalTree

@

F 3 rf CRAN
KSR Forest’%: g (github)

K EBoosting causallearning github (saberpowers/causallearning)
PTO Forest causallearning github (saberpowers/causallLearning)

KEMARS causallearning github (saberpowers/causallLearning)



R ROBIH—5
Meta-learner(d, python®>- 7> 'J(causalml, EconML)I|C ZEUNFx

S-learner, T-learner, X-learner, 1°V) S-learner, T-learner, X-learner,
R-learner, DR-learner EconML DA-learner, DR-learner

causalml

s L a e

rlearner github (xnie/rlearner) (causalml)

@,
github
- Iml
DR-learner drlearner (christophergandrud/drlearner) (igzziMIE) )

RTIZ, 8iF897smeta-learnerd/\w T —IHEFEEURSINKIDTHD.
eicl, BfEULCEIFZERETIIZR0LY
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