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Sensitivity analysis in randomized trials with partial compliance
using generalized method of moments applied to structural nested models

B/ varrIA4T AR T o2 MMEREBRIZIS\W T, PP (per-protocol) | AT (as-treated)
ERTICA D > THIB A E DO H DD, 7 X 2Muich & 3< g-HEEETH 5 (randomized
analysis; e.g., Matsuyama, 2010), T > % Abic b &3< gHEEEZITH RO Tk, 1) 1BED
RORFIFHERE & ITT (intent-to-treat) JFEGLAFECTH L Z &b, REICEALTET
IV DRRRFENBURIRN—T7 T, 2) ITT T & 720 | ARUE LTZET /LD F TR DR RLN R
EHEEFTRE T 2, BB IL. WD DB FARHEEE A K FEFEET VIR LR R TH D,

BAEEEHEEDOME & LT, 550 BEEHAE WD EHEER R DA LZEIT 2D &) R
5D, iz, BERFUENREFRER/NT A =2 HEHIRT 50T, R0 §lKIneEs
VIR TERY, ZOXIREBANG, 72T X AMUETH - TH 7 & AT
& DMRVRRERRERED T T, (MBS U TEY RERET NVE) SIRMICHEEE S
D aER VIR &% (observational analysis; e.g., Shinozaki et al., 2012)

B : 7 F 2EAFZEICEB W T, T X b a W= HEE H R L BRIERRERINEIZ D &5
SHEEFTRRA A, —f{bE'— A > MiE (Hansen, 1982) TRIFFICARS Z L 2B L. FOHTE
BOMREZFMEIT 5,

FEER 9 KEEET MBI L HE T RO 2/ /3 % (Kang and Shafer, 2007) ,
izl =7z X 9 72 randomized analysis vs. observational analysis O [X] |34 & 5 R 55 < B
R CHE—RNCEEBECE D725 9, S bIZ, —KILE— A v MEE ZOHEEROMHEE ZH/EIT L.
HEER A MET /L (Tan, 2010) A& L C—MILE— A v MEZICHT 2 2 & 2R_ET 5.
HeERABUC TER) AL, iR I 2 — a VEREITo RGN LIZV,

BE . T A METFEREFOB CREIN., EANICIFRINTELLFETH
0. RSO ERIFET VEZDERFMHICH &I EREND, BIEEEHERELED
TeOD—FE L LTRISND Z ENEZ, Ll £ OEAMX over-specify SN 7=E7 /LD
WEREZNEINHZEOND RITH A 5, EFFEFHE CILLEIC > T, —RILEET
JURARIRE T — & AT D SUIR TN 22 HEE 2 B F8 L CIRIFESIGH SO T, £,
Bt Lo H 248 T 5 quadratic inference function (QIF) (Qu, Lindsay and Li, 2000)
b, —RIEE—A L METERSNEER L E/MET D X0 RHERITTIETH 5,
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