EEILAVE

RKEFHFAELIZH->T. RETEERRKMATDOIL A
VMZIDWTHEERLTHAD ., CCTIRIRdmEFROAIIC
ESLTHE>THWLWTIELWLWERMERNAIZ DN TR
LTH5.



Exposure vs. Outcome

ANFESHIDEFIZRE (exposure)SNBEIZK>TERFHE DL R
(outcome)ZFHAET 5, BRIKMED BRI, CO20DMICEDEZRE

FEBAT 52 ETH D, exposureELNVD EMFHRTIBD LOGEEDZTEULNE
MAREHMN, BETHLOTEH EFTHLTH, A THOTEMNEDLLLY,
— A BREVSEBMFELGEDHERFEEZRNENIN,. FIDE
. EDRIER. HAHWIEEIEH L THoutcome [ITLEF S, ZL T, 73
7 A Z#&EF(confounding). {85 (chance) D EE %R TE=H LR

7E L T. exposure Loutcome DEERIZCDOWTHERITITHIEMNTED,



Exposure » Outcome

N\

Confounder

1. 3 EF(confounder) : & E&(exposure)EBEEZR A HY .
faR (outcome) L CREBAFEIFMILI-EREFEIET



Bias

EZ NATAEE RRLGEROEOBREEDHIBREGOIMET
B4 DA E: Systematic flaw in the design that results in a
Incorrect estimate of the association between exposure and
outcome; THD, NAT AN, —ET—FISEALTLEIE, chzkk
£THEFRETHD, CNITHL TERTHIATILHRET
(confounder) X T—4EIURZELIFAZERGETH S,
FDY—NUDBITEZIE, 10 1—T—(&. [BELEIN=HE DK
RO LANR, 3. 7LLE—HEDFERELL LT L IENS R
EEI> TRl BEMAKEL, IS, B MEDEHE 11—
T—ITEFENTWEALTHD, | BEEENDI—NVDECITFEAT
WD EFISENIEFL TS, D—/\VDEATHNIL. FED LN AR
MOECITEATHONZERTHEETRICRIRETH o125, 5
FEINT-FH P KDMBENITHLTE, BEHDILIZLLDIKR
REDHBPREREZFELLZOILNGN,



RICO—/IN\DDIEADELH, HFKDFRNHoI-C et FHE
SIEETHOTL=MBLNIEULY, ELT, FRHAF KHIBOE A
*, B OFENFHTHOIBES, A FE 27— RPHF K
NG ETFRONNEERICENVHZEIELT, REDEKE
VBXRICHETHNELNAGL, #(C, B DFR-MNERTHNILE
INRE T HDATREIEMN DD, TITHE, REILFRAFKERAFELED
FICE<AHERRNENDIC, NA(TADEANZKYBEREE ZRDY EFE
wWLTLEIMBLNALY,
£ 2P TBIOREZBHEAETXREL, 7134KEE (88%) Mo EIE
T/FACEMTE -, BYDITSDEEEIEL T 3.9 M IF-AELEA >
=0 1149 A (18%) [FE M Z1EHL, 32 ANFHFEMNFERLEL=HIZERS,
28ANIE+DEBTETHELI BRI 1=, 1&EHHH, a2 FO— )L TR
L7=18%I=, B DFE-AFHZLOTNS=HAFE1—FERLT:
ANEEM AVEE1—2Z T AEBEYZEENTLV=pBLNA
L, BICI970F R &k, BIEEZ RO TLVEVRENENEH -0 FI5
10, LU, Dt MG ERELI T — AN ES ThHo - ERT
BENDHD T—ADREIZBENHBNILENN, LONTEEFEZE
FOoTWEWSE ENEFTNA(TAMNEAT D, OFY, BEEZEH 2
TLVEWRBE TR ZEFLANILAMEWLETEEENHY . £ DI OLREN
BERFAFKBEDIZE o= HLNELY,
AEDIICHRBHOINVIHERZBE I SDRICT —RITEAT D55
%I /1N 1( 7 A (measurement bias or observation bias), #&& D k21
N REEMNT DIRICHET DHDZEEIR/ (7 A (selection bias) &M

Do

<}



Confounder & Effect Modification

Z#&EF(confounder) vs. Effect modification

HlZHb5FOZ. REBEFEFRMNHY . FHRICHLTRER FEITMIL
Li-fElRAFZi6d ., BEAMICIE, BE=MFTLEETHREL, TDERKR
MN10% L EZIET 2L THNIEREEF LT B,

— 75 . Effect modifier (#t7% B ARFERMNAH DM EL) (XEBIEEFIC
FOTHERIZRITTEENELGLFZEELD,

& [, exposure, outcome MEANIXFE=ZDRFELL(EERERE
1?! B5LEWN), HIRETESVTHA AU HENEESID T, 4
ZZFRAWTERBALT=0Y,



chance

o {@MA(chance)

o FEF—HDODEEIOT 2B TCEREHRIT S, ZTD
R, BAR-EEEZATETCLEINBLNLGLY, ZDIR
UDREEZpEHLIWIEFERB TRITIT 5,




Longitudinal vs. cross sectional

N

Longitudinal &ldexposure &outcome DFFICEEENH D EERL
TUL\%, Exposure hAE-H [T Toutcome BNELET HELT-H, KT
exposureldoutcomelZFE1TT H, K2 T, ARERZIRZA DB TIZIE,
CDFREIREFZREMOIDENT LD, BE, BBRRAR, 7—X-OV
JLERZR, J/R—bBEZE (Xlongitudinal T#Hd, — A . 77 —RRAEC
/cross sectional study ML (X EBIEHRZEDMAITY FIZ X, 7
Vr—rAET,. FHOBEOEHSLEmEEZRNDLETH(K2), &
206, BEESEEDRICIIEREBARAHYZEITHD, LML, E
BILGEWLWNSEEICIEHDA, BmE=NoBEILIEWLO ML, HHNE
mAEDEBEERAMLMISGEL, 7or—r TR EFSN SHCross sectional
study [XIETHLHH ., R TETHRMWIZZLL. £ D = Tlongitudinal
study kU5,



Questionnaire at Elementary School

Exercise —— Obesity
‘ Longitudinal

Obesity

Cross Sectional

2. Longitudinal Cross Sectional
Cross Sectional



Discrete vs. continuous

« Discrete &ldYes/ No (or 1/0) TREENDEDTHD, HlAIL, Bx
NE. BMFETHA - 7EWNEETH S, —A. continuous [FEHKTHILEEL
[ETREINDELD T, BMEKEBOIRIEEHGE THSH, LML, BIMERE
12,000l L DBEIZT1, ZNRBED EZ(Z0ET NI, discrete data IZF
M HEMNTED, BBRAE TIEFE R M discrete THAHEMNEL.
D LS5EHEIZIE. odds ratio(OR)*>relative risk (RR)ZFRWLNVS, — A,
ERNEHRTHTHIESICILt-test LHETLERT B, BIZ. HIMFEH]
ZHEOBMBKET.5AUEE3, 2—5F%2. 2B U TE1ELVS-ES
21T B &S5 ;& (Xcategorical EFESN, 7R, B ENL—FBIFELE
TIEATHELDTET D, MEM. FMNT1TRSIMNIE, FEELOIZE
%o D KOG EFZdummy variable &S,



Prevalence vs. Cumulative Incidence

Prevalence (REJ®3) (L. H AR (BAR TIX G [CHITHHHERED
ZI & (proportion)Z169 . BIA XTI B ARIZETH1998FE D H A R T HR
[£0.05%7=271=0 IDLILERIENFSTHS, Prevalence [FLIZXLIE
cross sectional study TRHWLSN S, HONINBEESCEELLD,
— A . BEREFZEIC }a('f%)UZOtld: HAEADHH—TEHEIZH S r—u
("f‘n%)( HAEREZIEL . cumulative incidence (RIEZR) LIdHHEH
2B F2EHDYRIEET, 5z F3% BN S EI0ERIZRED $
EﬁztﬁEta“éo 1%(5)%”rnﬁl.,%%t?'é')xﬂilOO%’C%%) 1T%&
MENEEEANBEIZLESIRIIE0%THS, JFZT—‘/|V0)E'|SEUJ/\
FEMNSERIZERTHRIIE35%THS, JE&'C&)%) Prevalence &
risk/cumulative incidence ’Etl:ixﬁ'étﬁu%‘li oint CRENISER
TWADIZH LT, BEFIEZ—EEARMIZ L’#’L(bl,\@)vb\r—d EELT-
75\’& E'IIEL,’CL\%B(IS) &> T. Cumulative incidencelZ &L"C\/E'IIE
F'aﬁll‘*El#l FAEREEE>TOENAERIELTE M ENHD, —

A KII_ODE%&)L JLEESELTLNS, %L’Cth(t:l,\ﬁﬁ%‘ib
7‘—75\'1"-;75{3)]73 THdH, FIAILTEIEIZ 1’)7‘—9’(0)')7\’775\1%(%% K
NEEZ DA, LEBD YR 1%ENZ £, HEFHI00ADILIFE
IZFIANBRERELTOEDITELD., 1% THYRIIETENES 2D,



F-EBLUAMBT 2R ITHEZLTENVETH D, HIZAIXHATA
TL0OEBDIRIN12% THADIZH LT, IEBTIXEETODIRY
M12% TH (L. cumulative incidence |ZEGBZEIZH5, HHEE
(272 51) X (or cumulative incidence: CHIXak—FAEICKYEHS
N5 (i), koT. aR—FFEICBWLTHERBERREF->TLS
ANEIARZILBNT S, TEREK[UGYZEWODALERNT S, R EE
TEZ2EHLIE-AD, FEFETFEZEELI-AIL. BEOLFERED
ERRTAI R TR ML IIN NS, SHI2 FEREZREL-FFa TRAEHE
[T IEEINE (Y —), 5T TIZ@risk TIXGEWLWHNETH S,



AT Y
128. 18. 2H. 3 A

Prevalence: 3%

Cumulative Incidence: 30%

Prevalence cumulative incidence 1 14
3
30



Cumulative incidence vs. Incidence rate

Cumulative incidence [&&4—E#ifIZoutcome ZHLET SURIT
DB, LMWLENS SFECGHETELRWNGENHLH, BAENSHTIZMNZ
=L M5 & X0 (variable time at entry), ;R TRIBZFEZHHLEE
(loss to follow-up)’d EERRIFRDERLIELIETHEER T 5, CDO KI5 E
TEED LSIZperson-time TELA S EEREITAERIND,

BANDERG, 7,100 BMHEZHEFRLTIERTLI=ET S, incidence
rate = 3 /62 person-years [Z734 (K4) , 72 F M1 — 100 DEIZE L&
2358%10,100,,,10,0007:E TRY OMNEFI THSD, LDFIIE
48.4/1,000 person-years EEAN— B TH S, CDLIGHZEICH
LT D Hrate Z{FEHT 5, ZL Trate [Eperson-time DEfIEED, fth
D F1E Teumulative incidence rate, prevalence rate ELVof={ELVA
HLRIToNDH. RETIEEALLL, Ffzrate LL¥t Dprevalence,
cumulative incidence % E[EEIS =50 — 1 (0 — 100%) T/RSAL, B
ﬁgﬁf:tﬁb\o — 7. Rate [ZZE|& (proportion)&E > TOMSER KET
(2R 5%



1511
90’ 91' 92’ 93’ 94’ 95 96 97’ 98 99’ 00’ #XEER

ZHAA

BE1 » 10
E2E2 > 8
E2E3 > 6
FEA » 6.5
BHES —_— 2
£E6 > 3.5
BE7 > 3
BE8 » 10
£E9 > 9
£E10 > 4
=1 62

person-years
3/62 =0.048 =48/ 1000

X4 Incidence rate: SiFEARBIOREICICLTOIA N EZEZ S, LD
WRAAFEETOIA AT



Competing risks®cumulative incidence *risk IZH LN TRIREIZE S,
BIZIXMEQIIN I RICIEREREIEH, T TIYVRIZYEQE2E
B 52 TCEEZILLER Lz, THLERERSTIEIHEENRZNEEF
K CRTELTLES=OIFEAEBEEDRELTHEN DTz, —AHF
ZE5Z2HDTII2ERZBL DI IVATHIEBEENEESNT-, 2D
WHEREESEZA-DLNEAIN(HS),

D KHEGEIZHincidence rate AR EHIET S5, FEETREAIC
FET=L1=< > Rldperson-year (mouse year) CEZ5&. FDIIA L
INELE S, KO THIBIEBZHR ALYV ADII A RELY,
competing risks DEEZfERT HEMNTED,



lcumulative Incidence
incidence rate

SEIE O EEOHE

RE

Overcome (1) variable time at entry, (2) loss to follow up, (3) competing risk

Competing risks cumulative incidence competing risk
High dose middle dose
Iincidence rate middle dose high dose

Incidence rate competing risk



LLE D &KS([Cvariable time at entry, loss of follow-up, competing risks
0)F.:'ﬂéﬁb\%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%’%(:d’ib\’clzl:incidence rate HNAJRE7ZZPRYIFA TH
Li55,

Incidence rate (I), Prevalence (P), Duration (D)DFEIZIZLLTO LA
MYILD,
P=ID/(1+ID)=ID (P<0.1)or P/(1-P)=ID (odds of disease)
ZCTHLRSDEE R (prevalence) BNOITIEFT IFIE (FHHBER) .
P/(1-P)=P &L TES, o TEEDEEENF THNIL,
incidence rate MR EDFEHRBFEABZMNTTOSEIEICELST
EHEnd,P=ID (P <0.1)
PrevalencelZincidence rate &duration Z—#&IZL TS DT, HHE
R TIHEHMD—EBEIETTLDEITES,
€Mk & (Tincidence rate MESTELRBEBBMA RV, RAEKRET
[incidence rate NE{THLREMRBFE AL V= prevalence [FFILIZ
TY 155, HAHETH T, SERMEBILIECHEXD T V7 — MAEZ T
ETHE FIFRICHEZFTLIMELNAZLN(ERT),



incidence rate, prevalence, duration

Incidence rate (1) Duration (D) Prevalence (P)

3/100,000 PY 25 years 75/100,000

10,000/100,000 PY 3 days 82/100,000




O/R—FZE vs. —X-arbA— LS

HR I [Fexposure ZF#hIZoutcome ZEEi S SaR—FFZE L.
outcome ZEHiZexposure &I 57 —X - AV FO— LR L H D,

HAOMX T, LDENEIFAF XTI UIERSINI-HFKZERA. B
DIENFBRSNTWVEWHFKERLET D, COMRDITIFEIY
FOhEEY . AREFHDREHET DHEZLEERLI-, CNILRIRIE
JR—MARTHS(KEB),

RR (relative risk, risk ratio) = 1.55/0.36 = 4.30; dtIZE L 1 iR D4
ERYFEEZETIRIAEL.RD grisk difference = absolute risk) =
1.55-0.36 = 1.19 (%); dtITEOFFRERICET ERIYTFEEZEDT
JRM1.2% 50N,

NNH (number needed to harm) = 1/RD = 84 ;84 A [Z1 A D EsRIEIL
[CETZEICEHTHERZIDRZEDLFAREINS,

Attributable risk percent (AR%)= (RR-1)/RR x 100 = 76.7%,; dLi#h[X
[CHANT=FTFHDT77%I(L., LK IZFATZCEIZELD, LXK D IEIRA
AMRIIFATO S, FHORLEXT7%DEN 1=,

Population attributable risk percent (PAR%) = [p(RR-1)])/[p(RR-1)-1]
C Tl e X (Z{E L A 1E 393/2332 = 17%, p = 0.17

PAR% = 35%; t,LE, HRIN-KDRETHSELIzD, CDIKEER

FRNCEICEY R ERELTILRAMRER LT CENTED, NEE

person-time Z45 L 5 &C&oTriskZincident rate EL TR C&d
TE%, COBZEDRR [drate ratio &74xY | [l LCrisk ratio EECTERIL
PIVMNEKRFIIZFIFEMI—ILTH D,




Exposure Outcome
BRENTFHF K
A

°
e . .
®° “o
o
3]
f
FEERINTUVEWLHFK

M6 aR—bHR: BRSNE-HFKEZRATEFLTWRITED RS, E3THELE
[CETIHRZERRICLT, EXFHOHEICONTEHELT .



&2 R—MARDER

risk
6 387 153/10,000(1.53%)
7 1932 36/10,000(0.36%)




Outcome

AR HY(case) FALCHERECRCAICEFhi=

o HELE
° ® O . B IEL D E (control)
® 6p 6,0 O 0000~ @ ©
e®® %% oo 000520 o
o0 CSDQ
5o 00
O o O
| | ©
o O O
. . O O OO
O O 5 5070
O O O O
O 0 o QO
O O O
0000
it O@ é)OQ
O @ Exposure - OO -

K7 —X-abrO0—)LAR - FEOHEIRFZEAEIIFE. FHEFEFTLEIS-1TE
DEIRPDEEERELT-.



HLRETHFEOHAHIRE. IﬁLiTFEIiE*E’C*IﬁLiEI [CEFEN-FTHDE
Mo=RIZEVWT. BERDERELRT HZEICLIZ(FRI) . cITRA
[RES—X OV rO—)LFETH S,

Odds ratio (OR) = (141 x 4867)/ (133 x 1250) = 4.13

COHZEDORIF. FBFREIN-HFKDEKRETHLHILICFEL &I
FOCHFBRZELBRETRLTLS FEIAETRELT, aOVE
O—)LA¥study population M523 LAICHHESNTEE ST XRD
THHAN. COGERILHER. RLUKRRETYYF I LTS8,
study population D4FEHZIE LKL TR LIS, EDHE(C
[Zrelative risk (RR)ZEH T HZEMTELGL, LHL., axbA— LA
study population £AZDELDTH-1=Y (F4). SUF LHHEICKY &
Rz REBLTLYINIIRRZEH TES, €L T, outcome FHLEHE
DT NIEEE EEET S, [Al#%5odds = case/control THY,
risk=case/total T#HY . total = case + control T, case N+ /h&lTh
[Econtrol &total (KR T H2METHH S



R3 Hy—R-a hO—)LHAEOHER

case control
141 133

1250 4867

1391 5000

Odds ratio = (141 x 4867)/(133 x 1250) = 4.13
[Risk ratio = (141 / 141 + 133)/(1250 / 1250 + 4867) = 2.52***X]



&4 study population M5Z 4 LlZarkO—)LE

case control total Risk

141 31750 31891 4.42/1000
1250 | 1161850 | 1163100 1.07/1000
1391 | 1193600 | 1194991 RR =4.13

Odds ratio = (141 x 1161850)/(1250 x 31750) = 4.13 = RR




Absolute risk vs. relative risk

Absolute risk (i')?(7%({iskdifference)@:&’édﬁé —73 . relative
risk [FYRTETH D, HIZ)IERFISEZLI-FHD10%A EJJHJRF
ZE8HIDET D, LT I KYAH </ O 'J/’Eﬁﬁ'd’%)_;t(_
U BRI S R E5%ICETE LT CEMTESHET S, Relative risk
[£0.5 THY. risk difference [£0.05T#H 5, Risk difference 0)1"5%51(3:
number needed to treat (NNT) &FE(Eh, MTANIZIADNZEDAEDE
B(ZHIT BN ? I ZMBENTES, _*Lh\alH’E%’Céﬁ*Lli )
number needed to harm (NNH) C# b 20 BRI EY{a A2 AAS
BIERZL DM ? IICHHET 5, ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%i%#ﬁl:}m HHELNHE
AVINTRPSRE NN, T D7')/€20A0)Jlllﬂ%‘rfﬁ HBIZE5L.
ZOERBICHTMBEDIZENIALANENET BE ., MRAFRET
HEZEED—FATDHBIEEL S,



Zy Xtk : Odds ratio vs. ¥8xtH : Relative risk

FITERBALIZ@Y T, R#ILICE 2L y—R-aVA— LR TR
odds ratio (OR), 7k—h 3%, B FREAER Tldrelative risk (RR)Z={#E52
EMB, THREAIEEKICHESI-EY THL, BIC, relative risk ZFLD
SH&Enumber needed to treat (NNT)EEFEHE TESF R1HSH. LML,
HRE LR —FAROERRRER COREANSCELH LM ELNELY,
TR IZEEL Toutcome MAZEIFNIERREORIF AL T S (rare case
assumption), LML, EQREERTHADDAYEF IEIFREOTLVE
L ZLT  BEEFRILAFOKICLEL T, ORD A EDHAHARRD 7 E
FYINSKEHDTHLHN D, ORDIENRREIYA /NI DHELBIEIZ7
%o DFY  ARBICE S TIFERDA /N IME LY RECKRETT 516
[CORZIFATEIME LN, FT=. ORT=Llogistic regression
analysis IZ&kY ZEFZREFICBETTETORMELH D,



Source population vs. study population

LIFLIEEDERZXRRICERMARZTOLNTRAETIGENHD, L

DL RMRREAZAEICT O EIBRARARET (VT L L TRIE
B &ET ) - Target population: ¥z (204X 56018 D F—

AR RICHABZITEIES . HIRBILEHFHELOTWVELNIRT
F—RERBAED . FERTEREICETHRT A EEEATINS, Ti

1’)15 ‘f*%é’*t_i’CLJEFL"C%éh\(%@\libf—b\wh\) FNnH

target population £\ &S5 BRIERID X E M RIS TS0

ﬁ&i%@ﬂﬁﬂﬂh’i%i( Fa?l'd’énﬂﬁﬁ‘*%’éﬁﬁ‘fﬂﬁ%a&')T*éﬁﬁﬁd)
ZE#target population ELClEIGT A EIETEALY,

Study population: I7k—rFZ(Z zFaL\’C erson time [ZHAAAFEND
ARD_Cziad o TRHDLHHE r“h'ﬁnl HLATLI000 N D5 5
MSBEOEREREEDLMER NS00 ANEEATETHAL DA
%LT’&T%&SOOAIistudy population TéY. 1000 A [Esource
population ELNVDC &EITIES, F study population = source
population THHEELEIZH . EEDcohort study [ZHLTIE
study population [Zsource population ®—&Z KT

Case control study IZ& LY TlXcase + control = stud po ulation &0LY
S &IZ1: 5, Case &control [Estudy base Mo EN




Source population: study population Z3HLI=RED AR EI5T

(e]

Study population A¥source population KYS R LIZHEINIZI5E.
study population M #EE % +,> Tsource population ZH# /T3, il 2

(FERToUH LIEREEICOERZL CL000AZHEHLER O —#%
ERZHRI DBE THE. LML EHEETIVIINEENDA
I LI LLERFERDESIZH=2MEIMNEFISIEL, FoT—HE
(= [&study population Zsource population MLFEEIZT 3 L(ZH
HIHEICTEhoGENIENZ LI THL, CDKLITRAZT
conditional occurrence relation EFESS, Fi=, F—X -2 00— )LER
IZHWNT, 7—RXETVRA—)LDsource population ARSI EMH
Lo CNIINATRAZHLHABEMENBH D, T— ROV FO—ILEAED
WX DAHEEHZTIR., 7—RAEQbO—)LDbase (or source) MNE
O TWELMNEEREET T AN TH D,

Base population: FrEEperson time [Z#:% A K %59, cohort study I
HLVTlEbase population = study population T#Y . case control

?E%C_Iy [ZHLNTIEstudy base D Fhisperson time (CERKTAALE
H o

Study base: cohort study [ZFE LY TlEstudy base = study population =

base population T. person time Z#&M Y d AR EHET , K> TIAk—
MARICEWTIEZALGICEZLDARI THESBEITGL N A>TEELD
TCTHdH, — A 7—R-aAVrA—)LRARICEVNT, F—REQbO—
JLIZHBEDstudy base Mot I 5, MH DR mMRDBEED A TH
H &, exposure EMILL TLVESTIXEBELY,



Cohort study

Source population

e

Study population

Case-control study

- Study base (= source population)

/ ‘ﬁv\\ Study population

Control Case

X8 Source population vs. study population



Closed cohort vs. open cohort

%)ZITI'\ ~FZEId Closed (fixed) &open (dynamic) D2FE5BIZ 7 (T

Jﬁs—hﬁﬁ%(:isb\fli%?ﬂ(:_studg population zEEJ HMHS, open
cohort [CEWWTIEX—TE LU EDREHBZRIT. ‘FEF'?fJ\b?JIJ#’D%)_t%_I
BETHY. ﬁﬂlﬂ’fiﬁﬁﬂﬂzﬁ'é(:@’)f%h\ibﬁb
FEZIXEBHICERERDOHO-R. £EEFL TV -ALKZTEIHRAET
51z & closed cohort THY ., ZENLEBIELTE-ALRITEFTLGL, F
T"%EI:'LEJT‘T EIZi -G5S AR R LR LA TIEESALY,
B RBZE: K@ﬁ&l Llibli%@a?ﬁ\nﬂﬁéhfb\é 15 NsEl
15000A75\ L THY ., ARSMICEE L,4000Atﬁﬁt‘*u—a_5?f£
if‘ﬁ%ﬁ’éLZ_T,O)(iBOOOA’CEOL\ ELVH-EETHS,

— A HAHAEAIZI990FE M 52000 FTDRBICHILTDHHNREXN
RICHIZR $ 4355 dopen cohort (2725, Bl A [FASAIFERE DEHIEA

ST FTAREIC b\b\on\f—b\ BEAIF1095E MO EEET., CX
AJ(:J:1993E75\b1995E$‘C75\75\07‘—):§'é open cohort ClE3AES
R EHD, ZLTIDLS5%4EEperson time tL’ClOEF‘aEIJ_EJT\ FEL
tAé/\JIiZEF'aEILh\LEJT\é*LEh\otCé/uJ:UJ:U?t%U\EODyMIEL
B9 5 &I255, £-10E B DEIFFHE CRUEER A EHEFIR KLY 2
FET2ELTLE-T-15E Thperson time [ZHAA AL CEFTEEHM,
cumulative incidence TIEXRMNBIET SGELTIFGLELY, £oT
open cohort [Zxt L TIE@&Eperson time NALVGND,



Closed study TlZincidence rate &cumulative incidence Z8IE TE
%M. incidence rate TIE & R DEREHAF M| > TLVELTIE LT,
cumulative incidence TIdEBI A ge& A3 75<, competing risk HV73<,
R HARE P Dexposure risk NEICTHY . MRIFERCEARESRESN
GLTIEERIEN, FIZ LB RS RN FH TESLDIT BRI
LTTTLFE-7-154 . cumulative incidence TRIELELSET HERIM
ROFEERIEDELYBE/NHASHN TLES, FE=MDIGFT~ 5ol
FTARLZLDELNGN, REIEHGE TIX MmO REEL Ao A TS
%, &2 TCclosed study [Z& L Thincidence rate TEHE I 57 NF
75 E M $H %, Cumulative incidence ZE5E I NITTEHATRHRRERE
DHEENEWEE. FIZEERELZEDRRTRERICFRL TS,



F—X vs. arvkOo—)L

r—XEarb0—)Ltexposure EIFERRFRICHBSINGLTIIEG S
L AV RA—)LIFSUF LICHB I IR DO BELEL, LWL, 77—
A=A bkO—)LHED F| ;m &L Texposure N DR FE—HIE T:E
AWTLBIEMTES(YFUY) , TDIFexposure vs. no-exposure M
LtbZE Aistudy base EEGTBHENEDITLELTIEAE ALY, Bl Z X/ R i
BETRE—ZRDBEREZFARLIDIZEDELVGEEZLH -GV R BT
hA—I)LETBHEETEZSH LML, TRE—FRRAILEGHERH LD
=86, Rprarka—)LELGE. —RARKYELaMA—LEIZT
FE—REANZLEEND, IO TT7FE—FRHE/NEIREDEFZRZE B/
FHEL TLERIZEITES,



Primary vs. Secondary study base
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NEIZ L EInternal validity vs. 4 9Z L tfexternal validity
(=generalizability)
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Not accurate not valid Accurate but not valid
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