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AL TIE, Pearl(1999) 12k 5 TEHRE N2 3 ODOFEHDOMEE, T4bb, HIHFERIDD
DEODHEZREFISRITOICEORELE, 14, VRSB ETHTH - riiHiidT s
MR OW TS 5. 4512, SRS OFENOERICHET 2#@IMEIC W THERT I E LD
2, FEEBFED 52 WIBBED 7L — 2T =7 TINLDEROENRED X ) LHHICE X
FoTVEDOPZEHLNIT 5.

F—7— 8 RUERNEIHE, HEEYE, N 2 BT IEEE, SITA Sff.

1. @FUBIC

1.1 BERISCT770-F

AL S 7 71 — F- (Potential response approach, Potential outcome approach) (&, Xf4#& 1
L THIBNNBRIER AT o 72BN B S %, O REA VRN & BRI o1
729 2T, FYFLY YT TR EOREIRESR 2 AN L T RERR) R O € B Rl & A S
AT T 70 —F D—>Td % (Pearl, 2009 (EA R, 2009); Rubin, 2006). HAE, #©AEKIET
TU—F O I % R IIIERIL T TV (Potential response model, Potential outcome model)
X, MENWERMERICHT2H 50 5 MELERT 5 OICLEARTREHEHIWERRET IV E L
THEITONRTWERETTRL, E¥ZILDETIEERZEOFHOIZLEALITBVTH
BB ZFHMT H2DICEELRKREZRI-L TS, 2o i, ZIEEOMICTITESN%
{ DOFEFTERME - REMETHEB M OZAMEEZ BIHE, BED L 912 “Counterfactual”, “Potential
Outcome” %\ i “Potential Response” & Wo 72 Hikx HICT A2 ENLHLNTHAH (12
& 21X, Albert and Nelson, 2011; Cai et al., 2007, 2008; Kuroki, 2013; Kuroki and Cai, 2008;
VanderWeele et al., 2011; VanderWeele and Shpitser, 2011). 7z, #Z4:Tld, Pearl (2009 (EA
R, 2009)), BA -/ (2012), EI(2004), FERE - A211(2002), HISE(2014) 12 & 2 HEat R
WOEE MBI E D, 2010 FEERET AN E A RS ME L v ¥ g Y[EHERAWEIIBT
HARETR R OZE] K —HF 4 ¥ — 1 LIk - BR%E), 2011 FEEREHEE A E A
Rty ¥ a YHEHAMRBHERAM] CGh—=FF 4 ¥ — Al %), 2012 5EE HARITE)
AHERFRFEOAE L I T — (ENTEHE D INERFRN) 23 LHE LT, ZLOFMFARIIBNT
TR RIERRICBE T A58 - LI F—2MTbNTwaAZ bbb L)1, HEAENIZ
BWThH, MalFHEIEHE - EBR ORI AER LB ORE T VIS 5 BO08E £ -
TWALIEERAVAILEZENTE S,

PR EORIIZERT © T 190-8562 BLELARJIITHARIT 10-3
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1.2 FREOHEE

KT, BEPOGE T WVIZHED T, Pearl (1999) 12 & o TEFE S N7z 3 D DK O
(Probabilities of causation), T%bbH, HLFELRNE ) VEODFLEFIZEITDIZLEDH
W, 155, HBVIILETHTH o 722 iHli§ 5 MEIC O W TS T 5. HEO#RIZ
M % D LML TORPE ) PREDPTIZR WA, FHEVMLIRY, EFAHEFOSEIC
BT, BUEIIEREE 22 TREZIE L 7o RE IO L CREZ 2T oo 72k 2
EL, TOL EITHEBEIIE L 72WNRE OEE % 3l 9 5 FEIE, Sheps (1958, 1959, 1961) DFH
7% (Relative difference) D7 A4 FTIZEPDITL T LATE L., F2 T, BREZZITTITE
BT Lo REIRE L Z T TORBEIIET S L I IREDOT T, BH#EL T TRE
HREL7-EE py LIBREE R TIREETE L7256 po 25 p1 = po + f(1—po) &9 BRI
THUDT BN I E#IGHL, 222 SHE £ = (0 —po)/(1—po) BHOTWVA, 2242,
FIRBHEICBREL ZITTEREDBEL TV WNREVPRE L ZIFTH L TREZRBIET S
FEEHRMENTB Y, BIESETIVIZ X 2R LITDONTHARLTH, 20T 4 77 O
SRR ET NN S5 Z L% ) hdsbEd. ZO%Y, Fleiss(1973) A 253 i
TG 2 A%E, MKROMRE ZOMAOFEIL, EHENTHNHENTHN, EFEimatir
728 = PN EZ < Him S T & 72 (Allard and Boivin, 1993; Beyea and Greenland, 1999; Cai
and Kuroki, 2005; Greenland, 1987, 1999; Greenland et al., 1993; Greenland and Robins, 1988;
Khoury et al., 1989; Kuroki and Cai, 2011; Robins and Greenland, 1989a, 1989b, 1991; Suzuki
et al., 2012).

CDXIHI, BEREFOSHTIE, Bk LEENEORERZIERTL250THL0D
a5 2 EICBLD B B 2 EHL VA, TNEBEKGETVIZHESWTERLL 20
7% Robins and Greenland (1989a) Td 4. 1% 51X HRD % HEHDGEE RN T S HERITH LT
CREIIIREFE L Z CREZRE LN REDRR L Z T o720 HIRBERE L 2o
72 THAH IR L) BEENBRE 5.2, ZOHRZEROHERLIFATHS. ZOK,
Pearl (1999) 1 Z @ JE K O #f 3 % LB DS (Probability of Necessity; PN) & L CTEFR L TWw
H. PN EWBATLT, EADNBEIND LI TEORERENFISREIINLDN %
M9 5 2 & D EEMEEEIC BT 2 BN RO —DTH S (Khoury et al., 1989). ZhIZDW
T, Pearl(1999) 1& “BIFICIZREFE L Z U TR WREEVIREL Z 1724 HIXREEIIE L /-
THH )M L) CEENFERE 5 2, 15O (Probability of Sufficiency: PS) & IFA
TWa., TNHDOERIPSLHNE LI, WTNOBEKROMERD, FRHEOKBEERISEREIC
BIfRT 2HETH Y, BUHEIRZ T TIMiT 52 LIdTE 2. 72, Z#EET (Confounding
factor) [FE I N/ & LTOIEKNOMEREZ NA T AL CFMIT5 I LI3TEY, SH25HE
WEZVEET DLV FROMERAOMEDEL L. ZDZEiF, V7740 NVETFTIVE
e T ARG EZHCTOREEOHEROHRMEL T2 L INETHE LR
RLTHBY, ZHEEONEEGRZ ML TE ZBAESET IV E WV CRHEREGRZE RS
HIENEELE LD, T, KX TIE, IhbOBEKOMERIZHET 2SO W TR
WY AL LB, EBNIED L CIIBENEO T L —L T =7 TINLOFEOMPED LD
LZHEAICBE T o TWLEO»EHLNICT 5.

2. BERISEHR

FLTIE, Pearl (1999, 2009 (A K, 2009)) 12 L7225 THEROMERZE#HTH L L HIZ,
ZFOEHEEE ERALT 572010, BERSETFTVEHVS., X 2 2 HORBELEK (2 BFEDH
Dz BELRL)EL, Y2 2lOSEKE TS (yi: IED D ; yo: AL L), T2, pr(z,y)
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2 (X,Y) = (z,y) DRIFFFER, pr(ylz) # X =2 25272 EDY =y DM EHEE, pr(z)
T X = DREBHERET L. MOHERIZOWTHFEMKIZEET.

WG i DREBEEZT A (X =2) ISR 5 TH A ) FER 7 SO0 % 23 B8 GBS ZE
B &Y, (i), BBEEZTLho72hE (X =20) ISR 2 TH S ) BHENERE Yo, (1) LT
L&, Y, (1) — Vi, (1) ZRRE L XV OKERFE (Unit level causal effect; Rubin, 2005) & 5.
EFHPODDD L), BESERIINRE i KEAICLOHETH 2000 ERmNITH L. i
REPHPERIIBRELZTHE (X =20) 123 Y, () BB SR, Ve, () BIIShAZ X
B, WGRE P DEBRBREEZT 2o 72 E (X = 20) 124 Ve, () B SN, YL, () A
WEhdZeidhwe, Z0X) MHE%Z—ZM (Consistency) L\ ). TOZ bbb L)
12, RIS, HRBLANVORRRREZ#INT LI LETER Y. 202 L2 RRHEROER
R & v 9 (Holland, 1986). —7, MREW T VY FAH 7)) v 7E3NTW5E L) REAITIE,
Ya, (i) & Yoo (i) EENZIIERERY,, & Vo, EABEL. ZIT, Y, =y ThHAHEFRE
pr(Ya, = y;) = pr(yje,) EBLEE, KX TIIINEZRHRY R 7 (Causal risk) EFFEZ L2
L, pr(yiz,) —pr(yie,) @ (BEF LNV D) ERY A 7 7 (Causal risk difference) & IR Z &1
5. T2, gy X D a, THoZehbIZL2THAI Y Dfildy; TH 2D (j,k=0,1)"
LRRENS.

TV RE DO BEYIATDENR, WREVPZOE YOI LIS, X & (Ya,, Ya,)
WAL E AR B0, WEY X7 ZITEHE) A7 2% Dk, BIZYRAZ7ELEV)) 2T
Pr(y1,e; [21) = Pr(yi,zo|zo) = pr(yilez:) —pr(yi|zo) IC X VHETE D, DI Lpb, VAT#EL
Db DITH7% 2ARETIBEIEE DD TH L D5, T v F2EH YD LEPOL ZLIck > THRE
MaBREFFOZ Eb2 b, —F, BIEMIZEICB VT, MWER THERTTHE (Strongly ignor-
able treatment assignment) T3 5 %A ITIZRE Y R 7 135k HE & 72 5 (Rosenbaum and Rubin,
1983). Thbb, BEER X IIOWT, X & (Ya,, Ya,) ZRMAEMICT 5 &) EBES S
PHEAET DL, § #5278 SITUHEE ) OFIZEHTETH 5, HDHVIL (X, V)ITHLTS
1% SITA (Strongly Ignorable Treatment Assignment) §fF2 {729 &\ 9 (ZD5MEE, 7974 H
WVETFIZHED R T, 2Ny 7 F7HEISHIET 2 - Pearl, 2009 (A R, 2009)).
SITA &M %729 S BT E IR A 7 ZIEHBITEETH D, pr(yi|z1, S) —pr(vi|zo, S)
% ST AMERERE A L& EDMFFE E{pr(yi|z1, S) — pr(yi]vo, )} THZ HN 5.
272L, RRY A7 EEZHIT B DI SITA &t %7z T EBEG OB R v ) bl
THRWIEIHERET S, 702 P F7HRELZIILOE LT, ZOMOBEMTTRESFOFMIZD
WCId, Tian and Pearl(2002) % Pearl (2009 (2K §R, 2009)) Z ZH S h7z v,

3. BEROER . T&HEZDRER

AHiTIE, Pearl(1999, 2009 (RA #R, 2009)) 12 L7278 T 3 DOBROHER, $4abb, &
P OFEZE (Probability of necessity; PN), 104D (Probability of sufficiency; PS), 4%
531 O FE (Probability of necessity and sufficiency; PNS) % #45 5%.

9, PN X

(3.1) PN = pr(yo,a0 21, Y1),

LEFRENS. PNIE, BHECEBRELZT CRELIE LI REVBRELZ T b o7
LOIRRBERIELED272TH A ) KFEDMHEERTH 1) (Pearl, 1999), Robins and Green-
land (19892) 2 H K DIEFR L IFA T2 D TH L. F72, EHMNIZIE, yo., DELBIYEI
(X=wy = Y=g )OHBEEY =y = X=0)ZEEbRPB LIS, PN, BEE
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ZF T e DR ERIE L L DL ERNE o TV AREEZRLALZLDEMRT 22 &H

FBEIZ, PS i

PS = pr(y1,2, %0, yo)

LEFEEIN, HECIBRELZT O WREENRZE LT 20 XRELBELZTHA
) HEEOMHEREZFRL TS (Pearl, 1999). 72, y1., DRBNEH (X =2, = Y =u")
PobNb LI, PSIE, BEZZIF LI EMNREBERIELZZ LOT55MFLERoTVW B
FErRLIZDDOEHNT LI LNTEL.

PN, PSHSAEFTNAHARBIMEE LTPNS 2E 252 LN TE L. ZORKNOHERIZHALE
FUSZE O FBRER E LT

(3.2) PNS = pr(y1,2:,Y0,20)s

LEFZRENDS. PNS I, BEIEBRZTIESEBITLEIOTFGLRERTH S, Thbb, BE
DA DR BITH T 5 FEBEO A (Actual cause) & 2> TWARRELZR LD LMRINT L Z
ETE S,

EC, PN, PS, PNS OBRIZOWNWT,

PNS = pr(y1,.e1,Y0.20) = Pr(Y1,e1,Y0,205 1) + Pr(Y1,21 5 Yo,20, Z0)
= pr(y1, Yo,e0, 1) + Pr(Y1,e1, Yo, o) (2 AH)
= pr(yo,ao|®1,y1)Pr(z1, Y1) + Pr(y1.q: 2o, yo)pr(zo, yo)
= PN x pr(z1,y1) + PS X pr(xo,yo)
B VDT ERD, BEWICEMBRERETEIEZWIE, ZLT3O20RKNOHEREDI L 2
OAGEBIFETH IR D 1 OB FETH D 2 Lavbn 5.

7 MMEABAPERENT WD L) RN, ThbE, X & {Y,,, Ve } P TH SR
T, PN

PN = Pr(o.we, 21, 91) _ Pr(Yomos Y1ar, Z1) (— 5k % FUA)
pr(z1,y1) pr(z1,y1)
_ % (X & (Yo, Yoy } OEVEZFII)
PNS oz 2
= (PNS D& )

EHobFIENTE, PSIZOVTHREZTHEIZL Y PS=PNS/pr(yo|ze) EHHHLED
b hbh. B, PN L PSREEROENZZHN, EXLLTObDITHFNEDD %720,
S1RE PSICBYT ik L ES 2 WIR Y BigT 5.

PN, PS, PNS DA#HZ b, WHEIL O3 (Probability of Enablement; PE) pr(y1 ., |yo), EHEIL
DOHEFE (Probability of Disablement; PD) pr(yo «o|y1) &V o 72 KB EERE*EZ HZ LB TES
(Pearl, 2009 (A R, 2009)). PE (22T

pPr(y1,z,190) = Pr(y1,z1,Tolyo) + Pr(y1,1, Z1|yo)
= pr(y1,: |0, yo)pr(zolyo) (—&MEx2FH)
= PS X pr(zo|yo) (PS DEFE

LR HTENTE, PDIZOWTHFEMKIZ pr(yo,e,|y1) = PN x pr(zi|y1) EEBT 5 2 LA
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T&5%. ZOZtiE, PERPDIIBITH#BAMESLCHAEHFOMEILZ PN R PSOENL IR
FINDLILEERLTWS., 72, 0 < pr(zolyo), pr(zilyr) <1 THAHZ EIEET UL, PE
EPDIIZFNZENPN & PS ZB/PNEML CTWBZ IS THAS. 4B, PDRPEIZDOW
TIEARWLTRNT S PNR PSOWEAFIHT 52 LB TE S0, 5% PD R PEICHT
B T LED R VIR BT 5.

4. FRROHEE : FEER

4.1 EHAZE

FER DR PN, PS, PNS iX, WEFhHEHEDS D5 & 512, BIEUSEHOMERE HWT
ERINTWSE2D, IR IER S LTS T —7 2 HWTHEIT 5 2 LIXTE 2\ (Pearl,
1999). Z ORMEZE R 5728012, Tian and Pearl (2000) i%, Balke(1995) 12 & - TR E N7z
w707 I A HWTING DREROMREOAEHPFA L EXL L TWDE. KT, 2
% Tian-Pearl Bounds £ \»9) Z £ 129 %. Balke(1995) 2SBHFE L7z 2 o#fb 71 75 413,
FPIEETH R RE 2 LB Rm IR 7290 @ UNIX ECTEIfET 5 C SEECTIER SN/ T2 75 L TH
H(UNIX 2 L% TSV 7 MY =7 Cygwin (http://www.cygwin.com/% 5 AT HE) 3%
W3 %). 2o7ur 5 L% Hwilug, Tian-Pearl Bounds (&, ERMERPPEEY X7 %
BIEKSERICE T 5 FFEFROREES L LTRIHALZDOZHRS4%ML L, PN, PS, PNS
oENZFhx BB E LBETEMEORERE LTHELNS.

7o & 2%, PN OAFAEHIPH % KD 2 BIEIL, HEAEPOSEE % & TR pr(Yie,, Yz, k) T E
BrHrelL

(4.1)
pr(zo,¥i) = Pr(Yo,21, Yi,z0>T0) + Pr(Y1,21 5 Yi,z0, T0)

{pr(ﬂvl, Yi) = PI(Yi,z1 > Y0,20> T1) + PT(Yi, 01, Y1,20, 1)
(4 2) pr(yiwl ) :pr(yi,ﬂh ; Yo,z0 5 CUO) +pr(yi,11 s Yl,z05 w()) +pr(yi,z1 » Y0,20 5 'Tl)"_pr(yi,zl y Y120 {E1)
Pr(Yi o) =Pr(Y1,215 Yizo» 0) FP(Y0,21 > Yirzo> £0) +PI(Y1,01 , Yiszo, T1) +Pr(Y0,21 5 Yiwo» T1)

1

(4.3) > rWier Yiwor k) = 1, Pr(Yiars Yswgr Tr) = 0
i,5,k=0

WIS 4,5,k =0,1) & L,
Pr(Y1,21, Y0,205 To)

pr(zo,Yo)
ZHWBASE LBIERTE R EIRE SRS, 2202, fil#SM (4.1) KoL BIZH 5 [FE ISR
BLOHMEE (4.49) KOG T — 7 252 TE 20 THMO B E LTfbh, Hfsmt
@2 ROEBZHHLHE) 2271200 THE, 72& 2L, SITA &MHH0E5 v ¥ 2R &
DHEBTRETH S LIES NS, bBAHA, HIRFEH A2 RDOLEBIZHLEREY A7 Z#HT
EVIRRIZBW TR, [FREFES pr(z,y) ICBT 281850 (4.1) A & (4.3) Xz v TR K O
PN OfFAEFET EMLT 52 L1k 5.

H % AT, Balke(1995) 12 & » TR SN2 REIL 70 79 21, FHOMEL2EDT, 8F&
FRRRENEOAEFPZ KD L HEICHEH SN TEB Y, EHERHE (Cai et al., 2008; Sjolander,
2009), / Y2V T4 T ¥ ADAET DA DB F (Balke and Pearl, 1997), ARELHZSH
WF23H 5 HEDOREY A 7 7 (Kuroki and Cai, 2008; Kaufman et al, 2009) %2 & D FELEHEH %
RKDLZOIZHAVHENTWAS, 72721, HIBEERHIFSEMCHN L EBORBDEERE (PN

(4.4) PN = pr(y1,21 120, %0) =
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TN OER 1 ERoTw5) L LTHZ5N5 X RHERTEEIC 2 of#E b 7 o
75 L EERSENE LCHEENICHENEOFEH % 83 Mb3 5 2 213 TE % v (Kuroki
et al., 2010).

Balke (1995) 12 & » THR SNt 70 75 2 22 1L, SIEMARZ 7Sy 7 Ry 7 2k
L7 THEROMEEROEEHFAZRKODLZEDNTES., oL, EBOELEZ S, FEROEERD
FIEEHFAOERAL 21T DI, WEFHEZH VW ZITRELSZwEw) bIFTidzwl, 2
DB T T 7S LML TICERTLZETEEIESTRMAIEONLZ LI DS, 2T,
AREITIX, Caiet al. (2007) 5%, PN OFEEFHAZ ERLTHIEICLES.

9, ~BMLY, pr(yowolzo,y1) = pr(yolzo, y1) = 0, Pr(yo,zo |0, y0) = pr(yolzo,yo) = 1 A*
HohbZ e, BEMNCEE Yo = Yo DFEFRI

Pr(Yo,20) = Pr(Yo,z121,y1)Pr(z1, y1) + Pr(Yo,z0 %0, y1)pr(zo, y1)
+pr(Yo,20 71, o) Pr(w1, yo) + Pr(yo,zo |[To, yo)pr(wo, yo)
= pr(yo,zo|T1, y1)pPr(x1, y1) + Pr(yo,z, |1, yo)pr(z1, yo) + pr(zo, yo)

EMT S, L7zt T, PN X
Pr(Yo,20) — Pr(%0, Y0) — Pr(Yo,zo |71, yo)pPr(z1,yo0)
pr(z1,y1)
EWT B, pr(yo,u T, yo) W FEESICERDOEHMD MR LZOTHMNT— I oHEET S 2
ENTERW, £ZT, BT — AL LT pr(yozlr,y) =188 E,

pN > Pr¥oae) = pr(yo)
- pr(z1,y1)

T AREXDIESN, pr(yoe |z, yo) =0 & BL L,
PN < pr(yo,z0) — Pr(zo, yo)

- pr(z1,91)
L ARERDEON S, EBICE, PN IGBESERD LMD EHRTH S5 5 0<PNL1 %
W72 8% TERSRWA, Us)RXOALZ0Z THY, 46)XOABIF1 %2 EHDLZEND
5, INHDESEEZ T LOT, PN OFEHMIZ

PN = pr(yo,zo|®1,y1) =

(4.5)

(4.6)

0

1
(4.7) max { Pr(Yo,20) — Pr(yo) } < PN < min { r(y0,20) — Pr(Zo, yo) }
pr(z1,91) pr(z1,y1)

E%b. pr(youm) 13T ¥ 7 2MEEBRTH IS pr(yo.s,) = privo|ze) 12 & 1, BEHFZETH I,
7ol ZAE, SITA iz T HERES S ZH T pr(yo,s,) = Es{pr(yolzo, s)} IZHD T
WETHI LA, TREMAKRTREZTH)ILICLD, PNS OFETEHIFAO T R (Lower
bound) & FBR (Upper bound) iz N Eh

0

Pr(yi,e,) — pr(y1)

Pr(Yo,ao) — Pr(¥o)
Pr(y1.a:) — Pr(y.eo)

(4.8) PNS > max
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(4.9) PNS < min pr(z1,y1) + pr(zo, yo)

{ Pr(yi.ey) — Pr(Y1,eo) }

+pr(xo,y1) + pr(z1, ¥o)

&%, PNSIIRRY X277 pr(yi,e,) — pr(yie,) & FHIZ Z &%, KR A7 pr(yis,)
R pr(yow,) Z EAIBZEDH RV EDDIE. TDZ LIL, EEOT—FHNTIZBWT, FHE
YA 7T 2 R IGHERERE, $Thbb, HEMRE KRV X272 =0 vs RIARER
KRV A2 > 0128V, RERHASTH S PNS OREMRG PNS =0 dFEH IS
ZEERBIRT AL (RR) A7 ETOWTREARFSFEH SN2 VA2, PNSH0THEH
EIMFHETE ). &b, UK, U8)X, (4.9 KITEHIERISEHOMER pr(y,) 25& F
NTVWBZENobd5b X, WKERTFZFEELZITIUE, PN, PS, PNS, PE, PD &\ o7z
FROWROFEAEFMBE N T ALLFHMET S22 L3 TER W, T2, IS, REKNT-Z6H
ETE2E LTHRNOMEOFEMAOTRE LRI —FH LW L2d, REKRTOME
WA T, AS»ORPIREZ MM R T NIZEROMREZ N T AL FET A2 L3 TE
BTWZENDbRr5.

4.2 HEEHFEROFIA

Tian-Pearl Bounds (2R 55, 2O XHIZLTRO N RENE (RRY R 7 &, B/
A, BEMELR L) OFEHBIE, “SEORE 28HE LT, BERNDERZ & AR
0L 1ERALLHELLTEZONG-0, TOAEHBND E DICHILL, ERMNEFMIC
HOOXIZK WERHEINLZ DD, Z0L ) BEGEIL, ERREREZ&ATHERE
BENRTG A= R L72), ZOMERICHTHH5EM42EMT 2 I &I ) BHEW R
HHZENTLIENTEL. ThERHETRRS KL LT, Kuroki and Cai(2011) 13 #81%%
WEgEd 5 WVIZFEBRITZEICB W T LI LIFEI SN 2 WA= O A FIH T 5 2 & T Tian-Pearl
Bounds & D W OEL I, I W) FEHHZ S Z A2 ENRNTELZLEERLTWS, £
DOFEIHMTH D,

(1) SEWEREGLTLEE, SOMIILZ > THEEZRE L LT,
(2) #EILIEROMROIALHAZ AL,
(3) (2 DHRITHERDOGA 2 EADIT TENT S

EVI)THEICLZZDIDDTHA(ZDOT AT TIE, Caietal (2007, 2008) TH-2Z 5N TW5).
EBIMIZIX, Tian-Pearl Bounds 123 XTOBIZA LT LMz HWTER LI T b D
128 LC, Kuroki and Cai(2011) TlX, FNENDORIZBWTHILHPAZ 5/l L 72 T, 2ok
B2 HZ I DV HFEEHBENENfLIN TS, ZD7/28, Tian-Pearl Bounds X ) d1F
PO AR EITH ZEDTRETH S, T, HEREREH R WEAA 121, Tian-Pearl
Bounds & —33 5.

EC, WERHEMZ R L AAEHEIICE T 2 BHECEEE LT, HER ST L HT
BEHX LEREBY OMOXHKNTFTHRL T IV EBHIFoNs. Zoflownon
R 1UICRT. S U UL U ERBINEROEA RS, T2, KA (—) B3REHLHE
B H2EHICEELY G2 TBY, NEFMEE (=) X 2 20EHMPECICHET 2 D
DOORFEERIIZVIEZERLTVS., R1@IE, SAEX LY OMFICEREEZ5 2 5%
MHT- Lo TWBIEETHY, K1M)IE, SHY IZRIFEEEYS 25 F#KT (prognostic
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ANANA)

(a): ZHBEF (b): PHERET ): BRI
/U
ul/s / \
X Y X Y
(d): M-#3ts (e): R

1. 25 S A S M 7a 3 D FEARREE.

factor) £ o TWAIGETH S, K 1(c) i, A X I HEE Y 2 5B/ (Instrumental
variable; Bowden and Turkington, 1984; Greenland, 2000) & 72> CTWA¥AETH D, 1(d) 1,
S TS L Z TN, 7T A%E| &I 3 M & (M-structure, M-bias; Greenland et al., 1999;
Greenland, 2003) L IFENZIRNTH S, %8B, M1l SHAX LY DWTRIZ %?ﬁ*ﬂ%%i
TWVWRWIRETH D, ZOHA121E Tian-Pearl Bounds & Kuroki and Cai (2011) T5- 2 7278
P 3T 5. BEWIE L EBRIIZEO VT HICBVWTDH, HEINRRHEDL CI1ZK 1(a) ~
() DAL HLHIZL Y RIHATE 578, Kuroki and Cai (2011) TH 2 7 FERIPH 122 < DRI
WEATTRE, Tabb, WERMERE HWVSEOFAE#PEE Tian-Pearl Bounds & 1) b )i <
BRbhnZ ebhb, INLOERL, MERBIINREAVBEL T, HHVEREL
ZF e h o 7R E LT SN EBTII R wE vy (/g RENESR S L, tEE
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4.3 TFESEHEOER
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TH2O6N5E. 77 2MERBA TON TS &L SRR A7 T A7 2% pr(yi|=1) —pr(yi|zo)
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AT, BERFSERIESHAZ, LIFLIBEROREICBY 2BHEICRNT 2550
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RIS B HUIMHB I, pr(y1e, Yo.wo) —Pr(Yo,e1,Y1,00) EBDH. TDI EDH, BERHT
GAEBREERIG D53 F13 PN D% pr(Yo.e,, Y1,00) PAIETENFMIL T2, $hbb, BEE
MR GEREEIAS L PN OB 51 pr(yo,e,, Y1,2,)/pr(yi|z) OB 72T #@/NHE L TWas Z &
bbb, M2, T F 2MERBDSEYICIT DN TWARICB YT pr(yoe,, Yi,2,) =0 THIL
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Probabilities of Causation and Their Evaluations

Manabu Kuroki
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This paper reviews a basic framework of “probabilities of causation” defined by Pearl
(1999) , namely, probabilities that one observed event was a necessary (or sufficient, or
both) cause of another. In particular, we discuss the identification problems of probabil-
ities of causation, and formulate their bounds when the causal effect is estimable from
experimental or observational studies.

Key words: Back door criterion, linear programing method, monotonicity, strongly ignorable treatment
assignment (SITA).



