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Individual Participant Data(IPD) 123D < XA ¥ 71 ¥ X%, BEOWIEISESNMA
LRNVDF =7 ZHETHIERL Lo TITDRBEAYTFI VY ATH L. FHITRERKD FEE
GEREHWE, AFZTFIVRIBITAL1IDODT—IV KA V¥ —RThbEbnbhb.,
IPD X% 7+ Y R, EROLET L OFHI/EICE DL AT T F ) Y RIZHRT, LD
FHERRERS L Z MO NTEBY, BE10EMIIET, BEMEICBITILLE2—-0%
HRIEIHML CTn5. —T, EEOHEMWIEEICE 5T, IPD X ¥ 7+ ¥ RIIENA
DEFEERNALATADVDHBLIEDMEENDL LI hoTWAS., KIETIE, HEETTIIRE
L721PD A% 73V Y AQOFEHRWREOL ¥ 2 — %7, BAERNLZERERZZ L0, Ih
5O E EFEZEIOWTOMRHETS .

F—TJ—F I IYRATIT4 v LEa—, ¥ TF A, Individual Participant Data,
Aggregate Data, /31 7 X.

1. 1FU®IC

A5 T F ) ¥ (meta-analysis) & 1%, WBEIATObNHRABOERERKEL, BREWRE
PN RO M % 17 9) 720 DT % (Higgins and Green, 2008; Whitehead, 2002). —f& %
ALY TFY AT, MRS THE SN v ZRe Y — % EOBERIREE
(Aggregate Data; AD) &, WY RHETFHEICL > TRE L, FHWNRIEEDEOHEEN THON
%73, Individual Participants Data(IPD)IC X A XA ¥ 7+ 1) Y A L IX[HG & R 58 ERICBIT 5
BANZEDHET—5 ZFHTHAYTFI) Y AITHAS. IPD X ¥ 7+ AT, EkrHE
KLTWBADIZE B AT FY) Y AITHART, 7—F 2 EHT 5T LICLDHEROBE % @
F5ZENTE, LYRMERIEHRICED CHEIROMEENTE 5. FEBE, Stewart and Parmar
(1993)1%, IPD AZ 7F V) Y AZ[AFTF ) Y ACBF L 12OOT—=)V KA ¥ ¥ — K (a gold
standard for meta-analysis) | T& % ik XTW5. LHEF TOHERIFIEICEL > T, IPD £
FTF) VA, SESELFERIANENHL I EBHL IR -TBY, ERIZBWT
b, MWFEI0EMIIET, IPDICLBLE2—DBIIKRE LBIML T3 (Riley et al., 2010).

LA LaAs, EOHERWIIETIE, AD A T7TFIYATRHENEZONZVE IR
FHEDONATAR, IPD AFT7FH) VAR 2RSS L L V)it b Sh-) L L
TBY, IPD AFTFVVAIBWTYH, ZOEERE X EELRFMEZIT) S LHPEEL

PR EORIIZERT © T 190-8562 HLELARVJITHARIT 10-3
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£1. IPD AFTFVIVADF=FDLA T b, WRELDZTRTORBIIB T, HAL
NVOTF =5 HH 5N TWD. Wang et al. (2005) 12 & 2R 27— 5.

e e B MR  hREO
#% D EAD it (BiE 1, (RBE 1, WEMOE O 0
(&) M 0) *xt 3K : 0) (mmHg) (mmHg)

1 1 46 1 1 137 111

1 2 35 1 0 143 133

1 1520 62 0 0 209 219

2 1 55 0 1 170 155

2 2 38 1 1 144 139

2 368 44 1 0 153 129

3 1 51 1 1 186 166

3 2 39 0 1 201 144

3 671 54 0 0 166 141

10 1 71 0 1 149 128

10 2 59 1 0 168 169

10 978 63 0 1 174 128

%A, KL, HEFTOIPD X ¥ 7 F) Y ADFERIFEIIBIT RO EL T L0,
IPD X% 7+ Y ACHT 2 A5l z M35 2HME LT,

AEOMEIE, UToM) Ths, 3, 2icBWVT, IPD X7 T F 1 ¥ ADMKEHRNT O
FHEZODOWTOMFEAIT, 3HTVL OrOHFERZ L5 IPD A ¥ T F ) T ADTER
WZFE 2T 5. HWT, 48T, IPD AF 7+ YA THEETREBENLE N T AD
FBEIZOWTOMHHZITS . B, 5T, AEOTLDEITI.

2. IPD * 2771 XDKETEENR

F 112, Wang et al.(2005) 2L % IPD A ¥ 75 Y ADF—% 1y bR RFI 2R L
7. IPDICL B 7 =%, ZOHOE), MRELLZTRTORBICBNT, MAZTEDT—
FH, FERER, HEFICHTIER, REEREICOWTELRTEY, FHlE LT, s
OFRBEOFER L O R EZHBTEX LT DEF—IIHLNTEI LR, A TFY Y
AT, TOIPDOTF—=F EHWT, WHRELZLIABOBEEERAEL, REWRIEBEFEEH
ETHI LIRS,

MEHENT O 31, KEL ST T 22000 ERH Y, MALNVOF—4% % —H AD IZERH
LTHhoMBEEAIT) 2 BB (two-stage method) &, AL XV DF—% #EHFEETNVELL T
HEEIT) 1 BB (one-stage method) 23 5. AEITIX, BRI 2R 220, TNHD2D
DFEZOWTOME AT .
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2.1 2 E&RE&
2B L X, FOH/DEY, IPDDOTF—F -ty b5, 2BBEOAT Y 72 ETAFTFH)
VARITINETH S, BAWIZIE, UTOL) L o BBoTIH2ZRES ikl b.

Step 1. iMBRT L D IPD O 7 —% %, MBI L, BB L D4 v XM - "= Nk &
OER IR (AD) # H T 5.

Step 2. LRED AT v I TH/LNIZ AD %, BEHEWN R X ¥ 7 F 1) ¥ ZD )5k (DerSimonian-Laird
Bl L-oTHET 5.

—EIIZIE, ALV OTF— 25, TTOMNT 2 BT & 2KETHi> TW5728, Step 1 D
BT, WRELDZHBMITRTUIBVT, EEL L2 HETOMmET i E 2 5. A4
LT, oMU TF—=%ty NOFHI T, EFVTHETLIEEROMAELR L Z LT,
RATRERDKREC R LI L EDHVEL. AT, [FEAETRTOERREIZIZ, RllF—
FREFNTBY, ThzEDLHICWOIFHI Lo ThH, BENPRL-5TL S, IPD X%
TFI) AT, MALRXVOTF—= 20, H4sORBOT—5 2 BRI §5Z L TE D7
O, TNZEoT, IXRTORBRTHELLZ2HETAD 26352 EATES. £72, Step
2 TlE, BHEWNZR AD 28 7)) Y ADBNFEEZTRTHNWSL 2L TE L5720, AR O
B0 FFHM (Q #ERTa:, 12 #FE ; Higgins and Thompson, 2002; Higgins et al., 2003), Funnel
7ay M X BHNA 7 A O (Higgins and Green, 2008) 2 & %479 2 & HTE 5. 72,
R & 7 B RO THG I IPD 2 S h o 72854, AD & IPD SRELAT—5 £ v
FTHEZEIT) 2 LB, 2 BRBEEZTWVIUE, Step 2 DBAEIZ AD ORBZNZ ST &
T, AL AD/IPD O %21T) T LB TE 5. HWEBOMEDOBHIOMMEIZONTD,
KRBT OREEOENFHEIRZHVAILIZEY, A ¥EAREHAVAFMET) LA TE
L. 727L, TNIZOoWTIE, TauaI AN, T RE, REERWREOHMIE I OMEL &9
5, RIZIBRZ 1 BFEETOMMH»EID SN GEIZOWTIE, 3HOB 3, 425H1).

2.2 1E&fEE

QBRI LT, 1BBEEEIE, BhTIPD OF—% % AD ICEHT L LW BEEZRT
2, B, BMAZEOTF—5 2T IMEL T 2479 L) HETHh 5. IPD 2 HEET IV
LT 5 e, 2BBEICHRT, LYRKREEFTVTOMTIFWNIETH ), WERDLE
RRAEEHOFHMIIB T, FFMLME 2179 2 &AL 7 5.

BARM 2 T ik %, AEAFREBINT O Cox MR E TV (Cox, 1972) Z#Bl& L THNT 5. F
T, TRTCOBBICBNT, HEBONY— FIERE L-BEHRETVE LT, UTOET
VeER 5.

Aij () = Aoy (t)exp(B21i5)
M), JEHOREBG =1,2,..., ) ICBI2 i FHORNRH(=1,2,...,n) ODF—FH
Bchy, LT, Bz L LNy — FETVEIRET 5. oy \SHEBHT
FHRRER, 61 13T RTOREEZE U TI@EOMNENT — P, \oj(¢) 13, j FHORERICE
FHR=ZAF 4 U= N THD. WIS, IPD X ¥ 7F 1) Y ATIE, BRI EICES
TRy T4 V7, MR s R 5720, BBRIEDOR—AFA4 VYR IPREL LN
eI, Lo T, CORBILORMELBEUIETNMLLZS & TON 217 7% <
T, BFEROHEE - MEDE UMM S N7 72 5 (Smith et al., 2005). L2 L7Z&RA5,
BARI 2 AT 300, 2% R RER O EHFAT (Glidden and Vittinghoff, 2004; Yamaguchi et
al., 2002) L F 572K FMLTHY, ThozxF0FFEATIUEI VI LIRS, LitoEjk
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BINF— RFEFNVTIE, RERTEDORN—2A5 4 UNF— FEBIPRLZLEFVERET LI L
2&oT, 2OR=ZAFA VY RATORENEZETFTMVELLTBY, —BHRKEEIY 7 by 2T
T, BHICHENF— PO EMBEZEL I ENTE S,

I LT, BHEANT—=FEFTLVO 5, ZERBHMRTETMET LT LICL > THSF
BT ClE, ZEAED I L% Frailty EIESEZ &A%V, REBMORTEE2EE L2,

-

DerSimonian-Laird 1 (DerSimonian and Larid, 1986) & FEEDETF WAL ZITH T ENTE 5.

Aij (t) = Aoj (t)eXP(ﬁljxlij)
Bij ~ N(B1,7%)

R OFERNEETNVERRLZOEL, BB L THENY— VI g, KRR L2 ET ML
LTWbEW) HTHY, Frailty EFNVICE T, TRAEEBRE 81 20 LTHART
HEWIHIRERZE L. 72 1%, DerSimonian-Laird DRI T A DD TH Y, AERM
TOBENREOBREMORE S Z2ET T A—F L4 b, HEMOFHEIZ, BELBMEE
gL L BN, BIETIE, SAS, RX° STATA & EO— MLty 7 b7 Th,
W RRTEY 2 — Ve LTEREINTEY, WBRNEE L2 TIEIC L > THEIFET) 2225 T
5.

BEEMEET N, BERFFEETVOVTIIBNTYH, TOMOIER 2,,2,,..., Z, %[k
WCEFNMLT A EDTRETH Y,

Aij (1) = Xoj (£)exp(By ;2145 + V121455 + V22215 + * ++ + Yp2pij)
Bij ~ N(Br, )

HEL WS BTNV TOMMY, FRRIIT) 25 TES,. BREDS, KHEHEZ EF VL
THILELWEETH L. T2, y,...,7 & Frailty TETMELT A ELWRETH L. 22
TR L — oM i, #lz2iE, SAS ® PROC PHREG THEITT A I EXWHETH 5.
AT DAL T D, X—=2 T4 YRIROEE M Z @I E T ME L 72 2 i, 1
BRI TOMTIE, B ICE/T A ENTEL, RBITLDR—25 14 V% %E, LR
RTETFTIMEL TN 24T T L DURETH D, FlZIE, EhimoBEERICIE, BBEET IV
(Higgins et al., 2001), 2 fEFERELIIE, TV AT 4 v 7 [AJFE TNV (Turner et al., 2000), %3%
EHIZIX, BIF v XEFIV (Whitehead et al., 2001) 7 &12 & 2 E IR E 7 IV CTOMNT B
PREINTVAS. TRHDERIZBWTY, —BALBIE S T 7 )V (generalized linear mixed
model; GLMM) DFHEE Y 2 — V25, TEICE T, ZLOMETY 7 by 2 7 ICEEEINDL L
%o THEH (FIZIE, SAS ® PROC GLIMMIX), MBI 24T 2 LA WhEE 2o
TWwh.

2.3 Efl: TAPADEBBEEDAZTFI)IR

Z 2 TUE, BRI ZRFHIE LC, Smith et al. (2005) 12 & 5 CTADADRFED IPD XA 57 7F 1)
¥ XA DR % K3 5. Smith et al. (2005) Tld, Carbamazepine (CBZ) & Sodium Valproate
(SV) Z i L7 5 D 0RER (N = 1225) D IPD % 1 BB CHA T ABITBIIBAINTE Y,
Hiffii T2 L7 Cox B E TNV TOMMAFTbNT NS,

T3, 1BRBEEOETF VDL, BEMEOREEOMETIE, P=0.02%=66%) &%
THY, R COEBENROBREAMI TR SN RE L > TS, BEMEET N, Frailty
ETNVICEZHAERET N TONF — FHOHEOFRIE, £2D (), (b) L4 b. wIFhils
WThH, AEGRERIEONTORWD, SVOIEIPETANTH L LI RERICE STV,
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# 2. Smith et al. (2005) 12X 2 TANAD IPD X %7 F 1 ¥ A DFN K.

WY — FEFLVOHEME (SE)
log (¥1F Fi XA

a i i wE #) R
HEEEST L
(a) BEHRET NV -0.132 — — - — -
(0.073) - - - — —
(b) Frailty & 5 /L -0.098 0.0484 — — — -
(0.125) (0.055) — — _ _
LEBET L
() BEDREFL 0.162 — 0.005 -0.186 -0.192 ~0.009
(0.129) — (0.003) (0.088) (0.031) (0.004)
(d) Frailty & 5 /L 0.163 0.006 0.005 -0.185 -0.192 ~0.009
(0.139) (0.027) (0.003) (0.088) (0.031) (0.004)

F 72, Frailty XNV OGERG OHEEMIX, 0.0484 %2> TEY, 5% TFHMIXBE DIEIX 0.862 &
% %. Frailty €7V CONYEEBFE RO EMIZ, W NF— RO 27—V T, —0.098 %D
T, B OBEMEE, ZHICHRTHIEREL REVWEWIRFERICR STV,

R ORI VIEL 0L DO HICIE, BT E O REHEF O FEROHE)
HY, IPD AFTFY I AD 1 EBEBEOREIE, TROZERE, EFVETEEE V) HILH
%. Smith et al. (2005) 1%, X F IELRROBMOERELEZE L T, KEMEHEE TED -
WETVNS, ATy T4 AR EOFEBOETVEREI LT, #EEORHVET VE
BIRL TS, ZOHR, ZELATRTORET, HBEOETVIREIRS N, Fi, TAD
ADIFERL, log GEVERD, My x WBHHE CCHAEMIE) 25> 7L SNTWwb. ZOFERSINT:
ETFTVICLDHEEE, £2D (), (DIZEFNFNRLTWA, Frailty €7V O 53 #U% 551 0.006
ENEL o TBY, MELAIER - RAEMEHEIC L > T, WBBOREAN I %) odlE
THHTELZLHIRRENS., SRIOEFTVTYH, BENEETIV, Frilty EFVOVT R
WZBWTH ERROMEIZAEI o TWARWDS, El x AR EAEREIZ O W TOME
BWTFNHEEICRoTWS, 2% 0, X oT, &5 50IHIR) 2 o357 5 W Rk
BHDHIEIRBENS, 112, BERETFN, LLEETF VO Frailty EF V2 HHEE SR
72, SERENY = FIROBBRERT. REEHEZEET L L, NF—FE21 L) RK&ETFE
CBZ DIF)DEHTHY, 1R THNIZSVDIEEIDBENTH DL E VIR E 5. i 18
AR 2 B2, I ROEL ST 2 L W RRICR > TV,

CORRIE, MRLHS, HEMIHONLMEHIBEEODL DL LTLAHRIZTE 2Wnas,
IPD AZ 7+ YT AIL, TOL) LHEENLHITICOFHT LI EATEL. —FIIC, e
DEFRRERII[ T R TOMREIFHIICEN» L) PRI 5 720G shTBY, =
DX BREHOFMZ 5T 2L, LaL, IPDAZTFYYAT
&, 84 OERRRERTET0 MM X 25258 L WikETh - Td, #HBORBERE
LT, LD RELFEHEICLIIEOMHIOD & T, BREAEEOXEEHOFIZITH 2
EDUHE L 72 % (Lambert et al., 2002).
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Hazard Ratio
PN
{,\
b
eln
H
\|
=

1.0 //
HR>1: CBZHEH
0.8 HR<1:SVHEDH [
06 : : . . : . \
5 15 25 35 45 55 65 75
Fih (%)

X 1. TAH»ADIPD X% 7 F ) ¥ AI2BT B 4EH & EFEDEO BB (Smith et al., 2005).
ARG - THBROMIS, AELKHEEMMBRIBENTEY, FEfICE->T, &b 50HEEN
BN THDENPDVREDLZEIRBENTVDS,

2.4 WETERTOERR

Simmonds et al. (2005) Ti&, P LEWERTIZD 555, 1999 £ 5 2001 £ T TICHEHE X h
724D IPD AFTF ) Y ADOLHAEZIToTDE. 2095, 36 H(82%) DrEEHT 2 B
BEzfHLTBY, 1 BEEEZHWMERERERL TS 0I1: 14 1 (32%) THo72. F
72, 1BBEEZHVZ 4O H, REITLDOR—ZX 54 VHIRZ IR L2 2iTo T 5
DI 3 (21%), RERH OBHFR RO TG % B4 L 72 B @R E T VI L BT %2 47> T iz
DOH 10 (71%) TH o 72, HHICIE, ORI, F72 Cox B D Frailty € 7 I)V%° GLMM
DIVT VT THREDOBRLEICH 572720, BEIEETIVTOMN 2 EET L2008 L 2o
T2V ZENRHHME LTIEEZONS, HEIIEST, INOHLDORIEEY 2—-VOEKIZA
HIHEATWS 2D, ZOMEIZRESh>OH 5.

3. IPD X2 7F I ADEKRLEDOFA

RPN LD ADIZHED L AF T7TF ) AR LT, R IPD A ¥ 7F 1) ¥ AH ‘gold standard’
THBHDD, Riley et al.(2010) 1%, X3 DLHI L 4 DFHEFTEDTVS. [ERPHAMONT
WBRENAL T ZITMAT, WIENHmLITBWTDH, ADIE, LIZLISHEMICEE R
MR, WIEE A D LV RINBEIRWICRESNL L VINA TABDH L LS5 NT
BY (B LWEGRARTARINZHLTDH, BEINTW L HRZ0I 0T, BEIC, BIgEEIC
Lo THED L VEBUCHEDLNA TANRETN TV L WREDSH L), T2, WX T LR
IR SN BERERE RS20, A THRERLPREIN TN LB FELICLTH D
L. WMEHET O D, FHRELLMIELBLT, EELD LLEH SN TnEHENVW) T L
FETHOARCGEBROEY, FEINDZEROMPER 5720, KD D 25565 O D
WFE S IZITMERICER R D), IPD AFZTFHI VAT, 29 LTETNS ST 8T REEN
GNNA T AZNBEST 22 ENTE, OFTRTORBRTHREANT O 12 (LT 5 2 & A3 hE
ThHbHIE, QMATEDAET—5 % LICHEHZREVTRETH S 2 L, OFETH - BRI
LAEBEMER, 4 OWEOERE OFBUCE S HEROBE NS 7 A Z B CTHBMANTE S
&, OREINLHLTERBEINTVERWT Y M AIIOWTOMMBiETHLZ L, F
7o, R OBHT— s 23R TE20RESSH L2 L, REPMRENLALTHL LWL,
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# 3. Riley et al. (2010)I2& % IPD X775 ¥ 2D 14 OFpi.

10.

11.
12.

13.

14.

SRR, —HLCEARE - RABHELZHNDIZENTE D, 2, TO

AT TR SN R E L, BTG RERCEDD LN TED,

KRBT —FE, BALVARALTHEBTLZZLNTES., £, 2hE2ZE L@

NTED.

LD RBLTHRESNLEFEREBEMBIT T THRRBTL22E8TEDS (K

RO THELNIZEADT —EZMN, IPD AZ7F VAT —F L Has
THrHDELT).

ORI THOONZEHERLY b, LV RYMOEBHO T — % »FH

AREELRDLILLHD.

CRBRLRDMEMT, EETOIMREEAL DL I, ThE@B T2 L

NTED.

CFERXTHREINLTVWARN2, b L, tHIBESA T 22727 U b

HLEZOWTORREAHETDHIENTE, BTICEDDZIZLELTES. Zh
XY, BROLGEROBEDOARATRAEZEBTEENTES.

CARINVTOVRWHEORERZ, MITICEHDZZENTES (7L, IPDAA

FTERLER). HBRNAATRAEZBBETL2IENTED.

LR L OREFEATOFEEZBRET LI ENRTED. LETHNIE, KV #EY)

B, BV, RELMITFEEZMATLIZLELTES.

L ERNENROMETHOOND M FERETTAVORELZFMT LI LN TE

5. Bl x1E, Cox BURICEB T DHBANY — FEOF = v 70, REEKGFEEDR
DX RBHLBAEDTFMAIT) 2 &N TES.

Fi#mXORR®, KEBOFHEZITo- TV RVWEF LML TR TYH, X—
274 LR (PTHRAT) OFBEZIT MBI EITO>2ENTES. ZhiZ
XV, MM AERBE 2R ECTEIARERELD Y, T/, BENLRIKERO
FHBEEZITOI L HLTES.
WERBTHBOR—RFTA VHER (THET) OREEZITIZLNTES.
BEODBEEAOY T IN—TICBTDIAZTFTIVRAETIZENTESD
Bz X, BEDHROHREIT I T IN—FR2, BEOAAAL F~—T—
BHIBEMBUECHDIZY T IV —FR2E). Zhicky, BAZLOBREHRD
BREMIZOVWTOFFMZEIT)>ZENTERY, MEMOREAM BB T2 ¢
HTED.

FTHETNL (HDWIE, VA7 2a7) 2R LEY, ZORN)ITFT—varv%
L7 T252EMRTES. B2, BHEROBEBALVXLVOEREZ, ZOMILEDLYE
FTEDTHRDZIENTE D (B2 E, BFROALE~—T—, BEHER,
INOLOREERRE).
BEOBRAICBTIHEETHVEMTEITOHSG (Bl E, BEHKEVIEL
BlET—%OfF), ThooHBEEZFMI 2N TES.
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CDEIBEIDL G, IPDIZHEDIL AFTF Y 2, FHWTRELR D EHERERZ VS Z
ENTE, XFT7F) TACBIFS ‘gold standard’ THHEWVR L., T, TDEIREFE
FUNATADVERICEETLILEEETLE, HLHNTITONAXAZTF IV ATY,
ADIIZHEDLK AT TFI VAL IPDIZEDL AT TFI VAT, Fo2 BEDHENES
NABWHEED HGBI DV ES. UTTIE, SRODNA TADHEEPEBESNLEHE LT,
Riley et al. (2010) IZ & o THA SN2 4 DDF EFRANT 5.

{5l 1. McCormack et al.(2004) Tix, BEANN =7 OMNFIEET, BEEETFNERBEF
MERB L7725 v 7 2LIEREO IPD A 5 7F ) Y A% {7-TEY, BEEETTHOIEH 2
FICEBMEROY A7 8T 5 (F v X 0.54, 95%ETEX M | 0.46, 0.64) &\ #Hidsy
7o Twh. LaL, INLDHRIHHESNZZADICEIZ A TFI VAT, o724
HORPBONTEY, BEFHOIZ) PHREREERDOY A7 2 FRICERT 5 (F v X
2.03, 95%EMWXM © 1.03, 4.01) &V ) HEP TN Tz, ZOHEROFEOHEKIL, FHoD
XZTFYTAD, B, KNEINTWEmLDOI L, ZOT 7 M IAIZDOWTOREEIIR
ENTW/ 320D T —7 LPHCW TR o72720TH 5. McCormack et al. (2004) TlZ,
Zoftiz, FEBIZIZ 17RO T — 2 2R TH o722l RTEY, TRH507—F 1B
LT, IPDAZTFY I A%IToTWAE., Wh®SREROBIRM WG N 7T AWK E s
L2 7HHE VR A, F72, IPD IZX 2T ORKR, 1 D0ORBTIE, ARINIHERE
BRESRZLBEIEONZEDIMRE SN TS,

5l 2. Jeng et al. (1995) Tld, RO HIMERFEIEFRDU L > THBBERED ) X 7 MPMEH T X
LREIDERRIEATTF I TAZBWT, AD L IPDIZHEDL AF T FY Y ADREZ{T-
TWwa, ERHAICBITZY A7, HREN 4 RBEORLOREICESIC ADDORA ST
FU T ATIE 1.2095%EHEXH 0 1.03,1.60) L > THBY, FELEENIELN TV, —T,
FTRTORBCEHREACS NN 24T 572 IPD AFZ T F Y Y AT, THED LFEZ DORER
LAESNT, 1.1795%EHXM 1 0.97, 1.37) Lo THEY, AELERIELN TV AL
2. TORXAFTFY VAT, ARENLZHLITBWT, —i, IMCEEbehrozxRHE
7zl ENTHY, Jenget al. (1995) D IPD A ¥ 7F 1) ¥ ATIE, ZNZWNAFEN 9T
b Twab., FiEOFKROMEL, ZONKEEAOA—EPERTH o7z, T2, Tl
bR E TR\ 4 DO Unpublished ZHBRDHFELTHED, ThEIPD AFTFHY AT
WMAETHE, 1.01(9%ERHEXR :0.74, 1.28) L e izl vy, WA N, 7 A0 H o 72
ZEHREINTWAS.

51 3. Berlin et al. (2002) i, BBAMEEICBIT LI ¥ NHRIUNBELOAEMMEEZFTFM L7 5
ODREBEDIPD A5 T7F V) Y A% FoTWAE., ZOIPD A ¥ T7F Y ¥ ATIE, FEOBEAHDF
2B VT, 78R VIS EDURD 20% L XN L CW A EBHE & 29 ThRWERT, BFEMEN
B hOMEIT-TBY, ZOF TN —THT, BOMBOBHIND 722 LA
RIBEENTWS Gt v ZlkD7# 0 —1.33, P=0.01). — 5T, ADAZTF YT RIIBITS
A ZNIETIE, WAy XD —0.014(P=068) L2, Tol AELRERIEONT
Whirol, BEROOEDELTEZLNLDOH, IPD LNV TORXRESEHREEL, AD LR
VTO XY GO OENTH 5.

Lambert et al. (2002) 1, ZOKRENOEROMEL, EHiRZENDD L TOIIaL—T 3
VEBICE > TEMIELTBY, HEULAREW =5)0b & T, IPD LX)V TOXREIERME
OB T 90.8%, AD LNJVTO R Z [IFTIX 14.8% %, KEL EZ BRI E SN L
LTw3., Zhi, B2, IPD LNIVOREAEARESD, BEA~BT AN (B L, FhLL
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Treatment Effect (mm Hg)

-20 -

Proportion Male

B 2. AD 2D AFHFIZHBIF BT aa I A N4 7 ADHBI. Riley et al. (2008, p.1882)
XD ERE. RKIRATA & AGIC X 2 RRER, SRBRO 7Ty MR SN TW A8,
AERZ & @ IPD 12 X 2 R EAEH o FFl O3 2 il

R OMGEEOHE A NOIEREREL S LIZLEMEERT> TWEDIIXF LT, A7 HEE, RBRT
R I N8 BB EBUER DS 20% 2L HEH L T 2 BE O FIE 12D T o B % FHi
LTWaETTHhEaNHLEZLNL(ZOF[TY, 2L N=5THb). TOLIHII,
IPD A% T7F Y AT, 1EBEEZHVSZLICL-T, flilx DBEIFREOREIHE R
ZEDLIBEIT LI T, BWREIC X AFHIA T EE & 72 % (Thompson and Higgins,
2005). THUCE ST, B2, LOX) R EFRFOBEDOY T 7N — TITRKE LIEBRRRD
WFEcEahhllvol, BRENLFMDEEE 2 5.

5 4. Riley et al. (2008) 1%, BEHEDEHRRABICIOWT, 10 RBROBREHRS LAY T F
VY A%RFToTWAS, BHOEE & M IMTEIC DWW T OV 2 BTN RICOVTO X ¥ [
JiEATo728 25, ZHEDITH 251510 mmHg (95% B MK : 8.78, 21.41) b I 7 LR K
BREVEVIFEIESNZ(M2). LaL, IPDAFZTFITAD 1 EBET, BLEO
BEERIROZEIZOWTOXREEAOFM 2479 &, 0.89 mmHg (95%EMHX M : 0.07, 1.30) & \»
IFERE LY, MDA ) LTHEETEH L2000, BRMICIZERD 202 L2
LNBholz, iR LI, HHEBRERRIIOVWTOREERZFM L2 00, K
20ORBTLOTO Y MIURSNTVAIHHROMEE ITHY, Thickd s, FLAETRT
OFERZBVT, ALV T, HHEBERMEOMICEN R olz b VI HRIZE > T
b, ZhiE, WbWwbTau Y h N, T R (ecological bias) DB LB TH L. ZHZF D A
Z i [FRER & & O TIGFITIE O EDZE] L [BEOEE NI DWW TOMB 2 5#-ili L Tw
57203 THY, THEMMEALXVORERNREOWRMOZEIZFFM L T bbb TldR v, X
IR ORERD, EBICHEBEIRE LEREOREEHERKM L2 025121, 20220908
—HTBHEV) TEPEHRE L LD, FNET—FDPOMERTEIMEIRL DD, 7%
D AN Z AL THGMNAR IPD 25N TwAR TR, F2, —BWNI, Ihod—3;L T
Wb &) R R .

CoMIZd, IPD ZHWAZ EIZL D, HEBOMAL XV TOERDE 2 2B O il ]
BTHD, Bz, "M A= —RBENEROMAEDLRICIZEHERT 7 1 A0FE
FNVOFLi 7 & b W HETH 5 (Toannidis et al., 2002). T, FEMICR o> TW5D, BEPENR
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=y e bW TN — T OEE L £ (stratified medicine; Trusheim et al., 2007) 2 H & H
TXLWEMELEH L. 72, AL NV TOR—ZATA VIEEAFHETLZLICEST, E
PRI OVTOMREDKRIE I 2 WET 5 LA TE LMD H 5 (Hernandez et al., 2006).
BISIZED A ¥ 75U T AIZBWTIE, REBEROFELITH) LTH A v b HH 5.

BHOWMBEOT =5 22, FHREFTAVRLY A7 AT OREEIZOVTORE L ITbIT
W5 (Altman et al., 2009). IPD 23O BHMAHNIE, HEORBRIZE205-T, EFLVD
HEEDTRETH Y, T2, TEFVONYF—3 3 V2THEBICH, A% Split-Sample %
Cross-Validation &38R 0, WRELLMEO—FIZL > TTFEETNVEZREL T, KD OWf
FOT—FIZE o TPUREZ I 2 &) JiEERS 2 &b TE % (Royston et al., 2004).
NI, EROFETEELro 7, AR LEEEERB LM b WiEE 45, IPD X ¥
T7FU VAL BTFHETIVOREEIZOWTIE, Ahmed et al. (2014) 12 X ARHADISEIL 5.

4. TPD A 27 F VI RIHIBBEMENAIT X

3ETOHMNRTEAEY, IPD IZFEDL A7 7F ) v AL, FIHWRERER D FEELRIEHREH

WAHLZENTESL, AFZTFYIRIBITBLVDEDD ‘gold standard’ L\ 2 5. LHL, UK
A, GERDADICE DL XAF T FY VALK, SESTRBENLENLTADY) A2
PHEAET D, INOEFEE LA TE, BRoBROMMEEATLE S Wit H 5. RHi
TiE, ZONAL T ADREIZOWTORHEITH.

4.1 HAR/N1 7 X (publication bias)

IPDAZTFIYTYATYH, ROAFTFIIARAEFLL, WS, 7 ADEEIR )15
%. PubMed % ED LT — F R—=RIZBFHEIN TS L) &, HEEET—EULOKEIZDH
57y —F VIR EN G TH UL, 1 ZITHEW R S CVRB TREMICEN L Z LIk 5
B, FHITHEWZ LA | GERDP AR EN Lo 7238k, WEDNOSEICLL Yy —F
VDL, XFEDIEE - Book Chapter * Letter ICOAREF I N TV EHERL L) ICOoVWTIL, &
#ERL L TR TR Z T o728 LTH, BEHICEN-> TIRVIREERED 5. VX
TRTAvZLEa—lE, ShOEDOTRTEEDLILEMPEFEINTHY, £ THhWIEA, IPD
AFTFYYATY, HESROHETEIZIE, N4 T ADIRRI BT REMD D 5 (—IIZIZ, B
R % WK 2 HEANDOINL T ADPHEZ 5).

Burdett et al. (2003) 12X A XLHRL E 2 —Tlid, WRELSZ1IIHDIPD XFTF )TV AD
b, OMMBZID[ 7 LA R EMZ S I LT, BENEOHEMITIE 5728 VI RENS
NTHY, HENA 7T ADOBBEIRBEINT WS, [[EEIC, Ahmed et al. (2012) T, 2007 4
75 2009 FICHME SN2 31 MO IPD X 7 7 F ) Y AOLMHFAEIMTONTBY, Z09H b,
FERBIZZT VLA BT TEEL TV 20X 9% DA TH o772 SNTw5h, 77,
T, BRFENL T AOFMMIRELEEITo TV 2DIE, 31 it 10 H(32.2%) DA TH o7&
w9,

4.2 F—Z2OFHEREEMICBIT 5 /51 77 X (data availability bias)

IPD A ¥ T7F U TATE, HREBLZTRTORRICBNT, HREZEHTELZ200MAL
NVDF—=Fty "BEATTELZENRIRE R DBH, 9 %%4 L4 DRBOEEH T —
FORMPUIIG LT NB I TO% ., IPD PAFTELVWEEBESH UL, [HALXVOFT—
FIZT 7R ATERVERER DS, HOMICAELTLEIZ L ERD, 20 IPD OFHTREMA,
RBOMBEEWEST L0558, BRENS, BEMROWEIZINL TAPELL L
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W27 4. IPD 23t SN WHEIZE, ORBOTFT—7PHEshz, LI, ZRALH»D
HHTRbNIZ, QMLDEENDOHEMENE NV (TREREOETR S 720, B - LT L
TWa%E), OQLALPOBMEHTT — ¥ BNEMNTELRY, @QLFNE~NOSNETS (57— 55
BT R EE Vo2 OPEZONE, F— AR N A 7 2%, REROREDS, £l
HICEoTEFLWIDTHoYEILD, ZEFLLAVLDTHo ARV EL
O, WA T ALIEREY, N TRAOHFES Z TN RVE W) EEIRH 5.

Riley et al.(2007) 12 & 2 CHKIHATIX, 199D A5 T F ) Y ZADH 5, 102 #i(58%) T,
WHRE o 723ERD 90% LA LA S IPD AT TE TWzDs, 51 #(29%) TlE, IPD AT TE
SIRERDS 0% KM TH o728 ENTWAH. KRS, Ahmed et al. (2012) Tid, 2007 £ 5 2009
FICRRENZ0WMOIPD AFTF )T ADI B, 16 B (53%) A, B E %o 7258k 538
BHINZLPIPD # AFRTE TR/ HELTBY, 2095, 10 (33%) Ti, IPD A%
AFTERBRD OUKMTH o 72 BRTWE, THLDERENL L DALMY, TTD
MR E % LN S, IPD 2HiZ 5223 ZFDZLHETH S.

WHE BT RTOREBRIZBNTIPD Hfiib e WHE, XFEOHRE LT, IPD M S5hik
o 72RO RSIRARN BRERICED L) BB E 52 50, BREBITEIT)INRETH 5.
IPD 2% b e o 12RERICO W T, EBRICIE, ARINELAR LI AD O R IEHE &
NTVWBEIENRDY (LALLM TH-TH, KEMELETATTEALAILEYNDH D), 2
BEx Wb 2 LT, IPD 7= 1RO R ERE LT 2179 S LI TE 5. [REMT
ELT, TNHORBEEDTEADOMED, DL GEBEZFsh, HALTELIE
WBEETH L. T2, PMICEEELRD DL R 595, Riley et al. (2008) 1, IPD & AD %%t
BT BDDATYTF) Y ADHERREL TS,

4.3 2EIR/N1 7 X (selection bias)

IPD XZ7FYTATIE, by, IPD DAFHEFLZHMLVE W) S EICHEL T,
LD S, HIEEHIPD DATPRATINAHPICHEL T, T—FOIUEIMMTOILZ &
BHbH, Lrl, THEKRELRNA 7T AOENICRLTEEEND L. WA 7T ADETH R
R7ZEY, YATFIT4 v 7 LY a—0EANE, EBRICTONZIRTORRENGRET L
LThHY, AFZTFYTRIE, BII[MEOT— 7 2KET 51200 FETCIid v, %
ZH, BEOMBHFATOMEMERPHMA, 2277 FBENBHPADARIZ, F—F OIEHEFH
ZHRELTCLESD &, ZN2TT, BENRBEFANL TABA-TLES. ZO¥E, KIZ, &
BROWERERE LN 2T o728 LTh, ZDEFLVATYT A v 7L a— L3RR,

BIRNA T AL, BMOTHEHMLREZEIMAEDLEL20, L0OX) LB lNL, o7
CFUARETH L. N T AOERE LTIE, HEEGOMLOHE, FOHEETomE, 3~
7 oENDHB, LENIZEHE, $72, IRBOEBWAERICIALGIN LR S,
Ahmed et al. (2012) O XERAEIC L 5 L, 31D IPD A ¥ T7FY Y ZADH B, 9#H(29%) IT%
MR R BEREN T2 ) AR EINTE ST, ZENRITFEEORE IR I N A
IWBHolrl ), IPDAFZTFIIYATYH, YVATFIT4 v 27 LEa—pFERHICHI- 72, &
W7 R 2 Bo TIE R S,

4.4 EH  hEEEYCNEOX2TFIIX

Greb et al. (2008) Tl, HEMEREY Y EOERIURBO L LT, mHRbFEE - 8
KNS, BEOEFERUHETHINPIZONVTDOIPD X ¥ 7T+ Y AW ThR TS, Xt
KL ro7z0l, BRI LR LFREZ LR L 72 15 BB Lo TWnh, ZDR¥
TFI T AERHBN, T FTHRRINA T ADEBIZOWTORF #2179 .
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9, BIONA 7ROV TIE, HEo 15 R BRI, RHEOL TR E R GRIEINTEY,
REPRBINICE AL TRZETA TR, RIS, BN, 7T RIZOWTY, LA %X
BRICDOWTOREIETIATbNTBY, EHINTTXTORBESHRIN TV Z LA
BEINTWE, MELZOE, T—FAHTREICODVWTON, TAT, TOXFTF) AT
b, 15 B 10 3 BR(67%) L IPD BSAFTE d o7z EN TS, IPDABAFTE10
REETIE, N— FHE2Y1.14(95%BHEX I £ 0.98, 1.34) & o> THBY, BHHBEFHEEIDL
WEDYRAZ ZEmOTLE) EVIHIRERIZESTWS., —T, IPD BAFTTE Lh o 2RER

DB RS 5720, T%&@DAD@%W%W%Lt& 5, 4 BR(29%) 2 S5 — Rk
OZEMEIE LN TS, K31, Zh5HDOREBOFERIZONVTOD Forest 72y bR LTW
A, HENIZOHLNTH S, IPD BAFTE LD o724 RBEOKEIL, IPD 25172 10
RERE 3 F 57 BB EEA RTINS, BT — FHD 0.86(95%EMHEXH : 0.69, 1.09)
Lo TBY, BHEFHEOEZ I PP LA THL LV IHIRRELZ TS, DF), &
DAZTFY AT, HWRIELE LB OHLNNA TAPELTLES>TWAS., MHEEHK
HL7Z2HEICD, "= FIiZ 1.05(95%EMEX M 1 0.92,1.19) & & ), &kE LToOREIL
EA LRI RIZER VI EERBRLTWS, Klkoi), IPD ST RTORBTATTE
Lo e K%,:@i5&ﬁ471ﬁitfbi57%ﬁﬁ%ét@ EE R LT
JEMRAT 24TV, RSB LA EELERISMSEIE, bTHRESNERETHA.

Hazard Ratio

Individual Participant Data (95% Cl) Hazard Ratio (95% Cl)
Kaiser —— 1.08 (0.75, 1.55)
Santini —— 0.81(0.48, 1.37)
Verdonck — 1.40(0.73, 2.67)
Intragumtornchai '—-—< 0.64 (0.30, 1.36)
Martelli —— 1.01 (0.59, 1.73)
De Souza —_— 0.92 (0.45, 1.89)
Kluin-Nelemans '——'—' 1.23(0.72, 2.08)
Vitolo ——— 1.41(0.82, 2.41)
Martelli —_—— 0.69 (0.29, 1.65)
Gisselbrecht — 1.45(1.08, 1.93)
Subtotal: P = 0.401, 12 = 4.3% 1.14 (0.98, 1.34)

Aggregate Data Only

Rodriguez 1.34(0.68, 2.65)
Milpied —— 0.64 (0.40, 1.05)
Haioun —— 0.96 (0.71, 1.30)
Gianni —_— 0.52(0.24,1.11)

0.5 1.0 1520

Subtotal: P = 0.138, 12 = 29.9%

Favours High Dose

0.86 (0.69, 1.09)

Favours Conventional

3. Greb et al. (2008) |2 & A HHEMEY Y NEOX ¥ 75 1) ¥ X,
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5. £&O

IPD 2% 7 F ) ¥ A&, KETHMALTEzBY, FIHWREZ D Wik ERE Az,
AFTFY) T RIZBIT S ‘gold standard’ & LT, 4L bEBERTHON TV ZEIZhB L
Bbhsd, MAT, HFEHEROZEAENOER, FRETNVOMELR L, REN LN
bEOT, IWHOHPHBIRT o T ZEMFTE L. 2L, 4BThRNE), 3FE
FRERICE 25 T RFHT SN 7z, @Y ZRBEIEK &Rl E T, e RE
2T LEPH 5.

3275 YEFEGETS, IPD A5 T7F) YALZOWTOHERD IV —THTETED
(http://ipdmamg.cochrane.org/welcome-ipd-meta-analysis-methods-group), &—2AX—3 kI,
fENT 70 75 AR &R ERRHENT WS, IS ORKRERT — & AR D %6 %
ESHd, IPD A T7F ) YA, RMICEHICKRELHEEEZHOMEFTELE %52 LD
THEING.

A

AlEPET HIIH2o T, BEMFERERKRFEARHANEER O KM KEKIZIZ, 2D
BB IAA VM EWRREETE L 220, HEE2ERLET. ARSI ZAETLIZHAD, B
FFFe B4 GRER S | 26670314) DBk 221 F L7,

z £ X &
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Meta-analysis based on individual participant data (IPD) involves obtaining and then
synthesizing raw individual level data from multiple studies. IPD meta-analysis uses the
most precise available information and is called a ‘gold standard’ of meta-analysis. The
use of individual participant data has various advantages in both statistical and clinical
aspects, and has been increasingly applied in systematic reviews in the past 10 years. How-
ever, recent methodological researches have pointed out that several particular biases are
involved in the IPD reviews. This article provides a comprehensive review for statistical
methodologies and several meaningful applications of IPD meta-analysis.

Key words: Systematic review, meta-analysis, individual participant data, aggregate data, bias.



