FAET L (2025) FEEET A I AT & A3 TR AT
%73 % #5275 335-352 (A i)
©2025 FERTEINTZERT

EAFRNTIZ B8 1T 2 IR & I D FE I

AR 2t - SR FIE? - T oS
(%A 2024412 H2 H ; &7 2025 4E5 H6 H 5 #RI5 H 14 H)

= =

WERRLT VLT VA NREDOBAEL, F—FH A A5HE2ILDELT, o
FERFERRP C VR RADOEBTHAHA SN TV B HE - W8y — L Th 5. B 10 FLC
BT, BARERT 4 VA M OSOEBEEEREORN, 74 LA bO—FMERWnm it Hit:
WDV HEY ) —RHET + VA M EOREHEFRY — V& LTORERPHERORED
HEZ LW, ARTIE, 0L 2BKEICBT2TESPHEBORIEOIE S, A A7 M
TOFHOBETETEE ZOHMERNE LBENICHRET 5.

F*—7— K ! CART, Cox g, R, S5 7+ VA, BEEEE, HE7+
LA b,

1. @FUBIC

BMLDHDHA XY MIWHTLYRAZERGN, BREZZAXYI2H6D) X7 FllO7:
O, HAHFITICED KA ZGET ) ¥ 7 FESEHATE 5. BETMWE, AR, FHET
B L Vo 724 K DFMEROEE N S, FENF— FOBIRTHIEZ: Cox MEET) ¥ 7% T
T4V bOBRIFREE LTHERATEZ L%, BIARER, XOVFRERRKEDD LT, BROK
HEAREROIEFREERIC BB DT 20 Fi & LTAR L, &I, iRto
FWHEAR (CART) (Breiman et al., 1984; FJII 1, 2013), FHMEREDOEH VWS ¥ ¥4 7+ L A
} (Breiman, 2001) (&, BHAFFECTCOFIHZT TR, EVRRARCBILEBTHLIALIBTAE
NBEEHWTHhoTwAE, FLT, BAREORB HEORNE (Bl Z1E, Loh, 2002; Hothorn et al.,
2006b), FERFT— & REAET —F ~OFEOIER (B Z1E, Segal, 1992; LeBlanc and Crowley,
1992; Arano et al., 2010; {14, 2023) b 8% CRESNTE 2. EHEMITITBI 2T v F AT *
L A b+ (Ishwaran et al., 2008) 1%, ®PEAEZR VY 2 7 FMEF NV 2MEET S Cox BIFOAET
P95 (B 212, Morvan et al., 2020; Liao et al., 2024 %2 &), /2, T X ) LEHFT7 *
VA MEICEDCEREEER, FERTFORED®, Cox HFED X9 REFNHEETY
YIZOREBD LB E LTANTHEZ LI L MEINL L) ITHh-oTWDE (BRI,
Hsich et al., 2011; He et al., 2020; Liu et al., 2021 72 &).

BARE, V7674 LA MERELSFHEINRTOWDIZL20b 5T, BEOEZEE2IIC
WMAEDLET I 2Ry 7 ADOMWEZH o TWB720, BBIKEAY 2 R O o MR 135
W, SYF AT F VA MO—HEORYDOWMIETIX, Breiman (2004)137 Y F A7+ LA D

PRBRKRSY: BBE TR - T 560-8531 KRB & lifEa€ LT 1-3; sugimoto.tomoyuki.esQosaka-u.ac.jp
2HP KRS RFERR - T 305-8575 KL {IETHTREH 1-1-1; kazushi.maruo@gmail.com
SFIRRILIE SRR RS REEES © T 641-8509 FIHKILTI AL =31 811-1; toshibow2000@gmail.com
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R L N—T a VIR L CTHM , — 252 Tnwb,. ZDFf, Scornet et al. (2015) 1%, 7— b
ANy THIETCHB T T T Y TICBEWIONT VWL EERE, TOT VT AT+
LA MOHENZHEEND LT, EBRICEBEL, 2 #fHEoE®RTO-EKLE 5 2,
S 512, Wager (2016) [Theorem 4.3] 13, IERKICZEE L ZWERITORRIZB VT, 7
VEART A VA NDZER—FEERL TWA. Wager and Athey (2018) 1%, IEEM: (Honesty)
GEDEE T TNV T P FERZEALT, S5 74 VA ML BIREEEDO%K N
HEBIZBWCTHREIEMRE AT T2 LKL, 74 LA MEICHED M & o)
OFAP)HEEOHE T + LA PERIRELTVS (T, 2020). ISZBE D& Sk Sz B85
MO E, T F LT A VAN EONF U EEEERITT D 5 E O BB
Vx v 754 78 (Wager et al., 2014; Efron, 2014) # # & S CTEHEWREE LT HLEM
My —Ve LTELLAHTHA. WET+ LA M (Wager and Athey, 2018) DI,
FUYFTAET+ VA MNEOHEFFERIC L ZERLE LT—HIEE N (Athey et al., 2019), D
HEAERHT DI & LT Cui et al. (2023) 34AMFTHEI D 7— & ICFHWRE R B & v — v~
LB ESETWA., F72, Athey and Wager (2019) T, 27 7 A & — b & 7z die il Al 12 0}
LT, WREZALVAMEHWT I UG A M) v 7RI VT 2IMREDTIOOENEE G- 2T
Wb, KL TR, 20X REAREOFRZARRWITHIT 5.

2. EFHAEE ZOFIR

2.1 EFEF—4%

HEARNTIC B 2 EBARN T -y £EOREE G52 5. NI DEOA XY MER T, oL
HEFT H Y0 BER C; 2k LT, B A XY MR T = min(T7, C5) TH D, Ay = 1(T7 < Cy)
127 —%, 0. 7B F—=2)IIEMPEITHEWEETH D, MAioREEIT p
DIEBEDONRT MV Z, = (Zi,...,Zip) THERINS. T2, SRR IIMZITHY ) OIGE
272835, Thbb, 77 L C L, WER Z, 25 L LTERMMFEITHETH S LK
EYH. T—FIIMI L7 N NOWERE Ly = {(T:,Ai, Z:), i = 1,..., N} IZX L CTHIA W B
Thb. TITIE, —BLT, #HEEZ, 3, BEoTHESh, BHZELEZVWET 5.

Bl7RE LT, R/’%y 7 — ¥ randomForestSRC WD 7 — ¥ peakv02 & A\ 5. Z ALid O ilisi
BN B2 2172 2231 B O OAEBEOFHRIIBIT ) A7 W1 E2FET 5720
DOWFFE (Hsich et al., 201D 5D TF— ¥ HEETH Y, KLADFRTI, &TF—7DH bLFME
N=1629%%H\v5. oL, R E TOBMKER (T) &FT58) 0 818 (A) IZBItR 3 5 4%
®(Z) L LT, BRBRLEERERL & SHHDBEOWHRE - IHRIE, gERESL ALY Y
LFEPISE 2 & 15 THEH OFRBAIRG, Pl oy FIVERRHPRESBREBENRELZED6DOD
LHERETREL, BUN 7 &0 5 DO MEMAE, B X OF#E, A, BMI, BB 5% 5% p =38
OEKEEL. K11, Cox MEEHM L, HREBHME AIC 1T X > TEEBERS NN —
FHICETARERTH Y, ZEOMEFIZ N — FRIZET 2%EEEMO IS Z Twv
%. Cox MJETIX, PHRIETOREELZOKRE SOFMIZ N — FILOBL CHIRTE 55T
BNTw5E. 7 Cox MIFDHTIIDNL, AERLETFHETFUMETNVOMEREITHIZLLTE
5. ZOFHMMEEEIZOWTIZ, 23HiICBWTTI V¥ A7+ LA EOBIAEE T 5.

2.2 ATFAR

HEHERKOBFE X, CART #: (Breiman et al., 1984) % H 838 H.AEH B (Auto Interaction
Detection; AID){% (Morgan and Sonquist, 1963) % & O BEAF OB AR & B % EfF 7 — 7 12
Wkd A2 2 HWE L TR E N (Bl 21X, Gordon and Olshen, 1985; Ciampi et al., 1986;
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Result of Cox Regression

Variable Hazard Ratio 95% ClI
bun (10mg/dL) 1.24 1.17-1.32 ——
digoxin 1.43 1.16-1.76 —_—
peak.vo2 (5mL/kg/min) 0.74 0.61 - 0.90 —_—
betablok 0.77 0.64 - 0.91 —_—
age (10years) 1.14 1.04 - 1.24 —
aspirin 0.81 0.68 - 0.96 —_——
q.wave.mi 1.34 1.05-1.70 —_——
interval (60s) 0.94 0.90 - 0.99 —-—
resting.hr (10beats/min) 1.07 1.01-1.14 ——
vasodilator 0.69 0.48 - 0.97 _—
Ivef.metabl (10%) 0.90 0.79 - 1.01 —
sodium (10mmol/L) 0.81 0.63 - 1.05 —_—
surgery.cabg 1.15 0.96 - 1.39 —_—
T T T 1

0.50 0.71 1.0 1.41 2.0
Hazard Ratio (log scale)

1. 7—% peakV02 (B) ICK T 25 AIC IZHDWTRINS 17z 13 O IE RO Cox M)
DAER.

tree<-rpart(Surv(ttodead, died)~., data=peakV02m, cp=0)
tree0<- prune(tree,cp=tree$cptable[which.min(tree$cptablel[,"xerror"]),"CP"])

>15.95 <15.95

)

>9.45 <9.45

(6]
/> 6995 < 699\.5 @

plot(as.party(tree0))

<2713 22713

 _Node3(n=337) , Noded(n=461) , Node7(n=371) , Node8(n=365 , _Noded(n=95)
0.8 — 0.8 — 0.8 — 0.8 — 0.8 —
0.6 - 0.6 — 0.6 - 0.6 - 0.6 -
0.4 — 0.4 — 0.4 — 0.4 — 0.4 —
0.2 — 0.2 - 0.2 - 0.2 - 0.2 -

0 L A e L e e Y L e e Y L e Y L —

02 46 810 2 4 6 810 02 46 810 02 46 810 02 46 810

0
2. 7— 7% peakV02 (B 15T % /N AEMGREAAEA.

Segal, 1988; Davis and Anderson, 1989; LeBlanc and Crowley, 1992). &A% HEARD T 354
WL S NI, BFEROT V9 TNk E SO, SEREST -5, HEO®H % HEAE
T =%, RERKAEILE R, BEBONEA XY MRHER L E 2o ME R EomgE bt S/,
HEHERIZET A L ¥ 2 —IF LeBlanc and Crowley (1995), Bou-Hamad et al. (2011), Zhou and
McArdle (2015) 7% &35 L {, Zhou and McArdle (2015) DX 2 1%, AFE I N7-AHEKRKD G
V=), MYAIR, EBEOHHEZWAHEIZEZ TS,

EHERE GOBARBEEIETIE, M-V 7 F—=2E LT, &7 78 Ly DTN
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T, b LKIE Ly 258 b U IZIEEChl L7230 R4 2 W TREZEET 5. X 2
X, 77— % pearvo2 (B # VT, R @ rpart BAEIZ L D EHHE SN2 EHEARE partykit &
BMLCHB LD THE., TEBEINLEGRETS. M2OELEKRTIZIHDLL
(node)hig, £=1,..., 92X VR ENTVE., FE5HLIZHIET BNV —NVIZHEYTLEANT XV
i DEEERTIOTHS. I, L EMIZHBE 5L By 13V — 1 (root) EFHIEN A, #
4 L (terminal node) D F V) T = {hs, hu, he, hs, ho} &, I (eaf) & HIFITN, &EH, sl
HNDOF—% & T HE) P2 /84 5. 2 OIS L OERIZIE, Kaplan-Meier %€
EAHEPNTHBY, BISEL 3H5 9T TTPENEL 25 BFUSRTHNS. RESHkEEE
I (peak.vo2) 1 Cox MR DR E RIS FRICEE LN T L 2 o727% ML v FIVEH)R
M (interval) R JRFZE FHE M (bun) & DA L (KEMEH) 12TV L DB LTI HT
WS TN5S,

R @ rpart BABCTER SN2 HAEDEFEAIL, CART IETHWBREZ AR T7— 71
BB S 2720 7T v AKEEZFIH L72) (LeBlanc and Crowley, 1992) O35 85545 it 43
BHEN TS, b L hr %, SLADPHAERSINZWAL LT 5. HAEH Z,; 7WUERIC
b, Bleric, EHAWT, {i€hr:Ziy<cj} & {i€hr:Zij>c;} D25EEITH. I T
TYRTHL, MABEDLRICEI 208 E %D, Rh) 25 LAEREL TS, BAEL D
SIS L g, hg ~NO 2 B3V — L oO@PUL, 5L A NORMEERED R(h) 2R SE
% hp,hr DRT, TbL, BAE ARw(sn) = R(h) — {R(he) + R(hr)} ZmMOKELT S 2
UV — I s, € S BBIRENS, 2218, Spid, 5L A TTRTOHRPEHOWNIGT S
FTRTO2H5ENV—VOBEMESTH L. BYLEBAOKRE S 2PET 572012, CART ik
(Breiman et al., 1984) Tld, #MEE 2 X I (cost-complexity) Al V) AL & XML Z TR L
TWwab. —F, BERTIE, v7 7 v 7 BEREHRIZED <V — )b (Segal, 1988) D =— X
b V. LeBlanc and Crowley (1993) 1%, 2 iV — VICKEREHEORKALZ R T 256
W2, BEHERE 53 (split-complexity) I E L TV 5. HHEEE/SXT X — & OMFEHNAHTIE, A&
OBE TR OFNIE, BEOLGE A BEBED HHEREIEICE YT 5.

WERIZZDE ) BETIERENLD, F—FDRFIIOWTO—DDRETH-> T, Eib
T, AFERZED, REROSRWZIEY FIBEICH D LEIZ v, BI2IE, 55k el
i, BROLRTWAFITYHFICLTS I, kLD 57— 5 Okd S EL0H 58
FHOFREICET L C v, F72, AR, flziE, Bill7— 5 0 90% THEY S E-55104%
SNBEAREENKRESBLBLY, F—F DXL L VRLIAPEREINS., RELE
HERZAHLWEEAICE, FIZIX90% DF—F T3V T v 7)) v re2ifuifiEsh
AR DO EN 2P DD Z LIRS NS, ERITADERD L4 EEE 2 520t
TB20, BlzIE, 7— ATy TEAREZHCCEULT AWML L OEFEREZEEEY L
T, SMBEOWHIEHTIAREHELNT L EZONS.

2.3 EBFEI74L X b

5% N7 4 LA DNRF (Breiman, 2001) 1%, KESHESIETEREDS CldoEFI &L
TBARTHT 2T 52 L TREF ZNET 2 & »w ) Mo FEE (% I3/ XD
BWEEFRZ T )R TRESAZVWHANEZ LS, BuTFilltiEz o/ Y852 )y
7 AR TFEARMET IS LT, WHFE L TREE W) HAEE LM TH L.
ZD X9 % RF %7 — &85 X & 5 %85 Breiman (2003), Hothorn et al. (2006a),
Ishwaran et al. (2008) Z& &EIZ X DD SN2, HFET + LA M ORI EITEEERZ: RF &6
FTH 205, HAHENTIIEE ORI ER PRI LEIC e b, AFET7+ VA FO—BKN%
FHEHFEEUTO®) TH 5 .
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27y 71 BEO7— b2 +Fy 7EAR PO p=1,... B ZHih¥ 5.

27972 HT— ATy TR LEPO CHESWTAFEAZEES S K ALMEL)

D FELERDSELICBWT, H2HAEE(FNEH, HEd) o£F ) (H—, HEHS) %
BINT 5.

homféﬁbtm%ﬁﬁc;of“%énéﬁ&f@2ﬁ®¢#6 HHFTH Y 57— %
W L7 (B 20, ur s v 2 e ISV T, REOZAE (RS LA 5]
AHOIT 2.

(iil) &/ — Rzt LT, (1) - Gii) O PNEE A5 1R IR M2 E T 2 T CRIFIIICHE D K9

27y 73 BROEHEROEmS LI SOEFEERZEHNL, £ETFHETVOT VYV

TNEMD.

HAET7+ VA MIE DY A2 P ZERT 2720, TO 2 b FHOT— MR M v T
RITH L THEBESNELAARE L, HER 2 2 3 OHEIMET 205 LE TO(2) & T
B, 7— PR Ty TER PO NIE, TOF— 5 HBE Ly OFERIERE TGS, Mk
PO FEHDT— PR Ny TEAR LPO BT 2EKE RD L35, LP0 ks
FNTORVES, Y =0 Th s, LR 2 ISHIET BEFEROKESL TO(2) I2BWT
NO@z) ZB ¢ TTOITBYY SRTORWAXRY M, YO (t)z) ZHZ ¢t 1I2BTF A7 Y
A7EETHE, Thoi, FHEREORE (Fleming and Harrington 1991) Z i\ T

N®(t)z) = ZN(b)]l Z, e TO(2)Ni(t), YV (t|z) = ZN(”’H Z; e TV(2)i(t).

i=1 i=1

EFHITFAH. T2, M) = LT < t,A; = 1), Vi(t) = I(Ty > t) Tdh 5. Ishwaran
et al. (2008)@&3@7 + LA B '(U:, %é&ﬁ*‘:%d( Nelson-Aalen jﬁi% ﬁ(b)(t‘z) —
fot AN ® (u]z) /YO (u|z) ERHTHETFUTEBET S, Thbb, 7= AT v T
KA ¥y 7 (inbag) 77— 8 Z VT, HAROKES LIS 2 50404 & BN — FEK
HO ) WX VHEETHI LT, BfFE7 4 LA NOTFINATFEEE

B
(2.1) émwupy—wp<_%§:ﬁwapo

b=1

ELTHEIKT %A. —, Hothorn et al. (2004) Tl&, FillAfFEEOREKIZ

2.2 SO5F (1]2) = |- T dﬁ(b)(uzv ~ ex ( ‘L AV dN(b>(U|Z)>
22 (t) H( 2L V0 (ulz) P\ h SR 0

FHWLZEERELTCWAE., FREABAKD (2.1) & (2.2) DEWIZEI L T, Mogensen et al.
(2012) 1ZBAFRK

u<t

Zf ld./\/'(b) (ulz) Z
Zb 1y(b (ul2) B

IOwz) | VO ()
LY YO (ufz) | YO (ul2)

o, BEANY— FEBOENIIBWT, 22)TRYAZHOLZVESLIZEIDEOH
AR B TE T, SEF(tz) 3T RTOMKIMS LICHELVEAZEH ) 1580 0H5
LEBRHLTVS

RWEREZ § O RF 2T 5 -0 OREIL, MRS TIDDEREDHBNBIARM T/ E <
5L hmE FFRCHEATLEIETHD. TD L) B4 (turning) /87 A — 4% &
LTREN R DD, KT ¥ 7 MRS NS BEMERO R (ntry) & /DS LA X
(nodesize) TH 5 (Bl 21X, Segal, 2004; Probst et al., 2019). ZEHOMIEHE = I H WS
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RF (Forest-RC) (Breiman, 2001) I¥Ft5 LD 3 X F 225 R, Python TIiZFEE I N TV ARV,
TR T X — 5 OBFPPE W 2, PO S 5% 5H LR RADSL (BBAR i, 2005). 5
BTG A= ORRTERDL(FT7 4V MEIEZD HD5, FEBICIE, T—F7 O X > TR
THENTG A= 5 1ZR- 720, FHHIX MNIEBLOD, W T A= DL OO AL
bEEZHGICHIT LA LT, ROFHIEREZ 522302 BRT LI LFEF L. ozt
32 FBETHATAIRETZ A LA MZBWTHFRETH 5.

FHRIMERE »TEOLETNVOTMEROM T, EHERRL 7 + LA MILEEEDEA
DEEL VT &S, Harrell et al. (1982) @ C-#5#E (Heagerty and Zheng, 2005) %> Brier A I 7
PHWHENE., F72, AAETHTIE CHRED 2 0TI O ROC M AUC 13 EHE LT W
FREECIE 7 <, WIFE Brier 237 BS*(1;5) = E[{1(T} > t) — Si(t)}?] (i, MAAA BB
A TLOEA BB E S L OBEITR/ NI & 2 &0 ) M IIEED D 2 720, AAFHEH 7 — &
OF MR T, Brier 2272 FEhbZ b5\, 2218, Si() &, WA o4FE™
BoOHEMETH L. AUTEIT B Y OELFT — #1251 % Brier A3 7 DL LT

N
%zlﬂ—ﬁﬁﬂﬁapﬁﬁﬂﬂ*+§ﬁfﬂﬂgu&:lﬁﬂﬂfﬂ

=1

AREEIN TS (Grafet al., 1999). T 212, SE(¢) IZMEN i DA EFTY Y B O 4474
BOWEMTH 1), Kaplan-Meier #EEEE VL Z EPIRNTH 55, Cox MiaZi LA R
FHOEF VR AMT, MM ESEL 2 EAMEINTYS. YA Brier 2 271
INEVIEERVWEWIEEZ 0N, EBRICIZQI)D L) ICHET AL EDH L. Brier AT
12 & AR O FMiIE, REMIFEL &2 HWTEF IV L REICET 2HEED -1
HZBNATAZPCTEDREE L. SRR OBEIREL LT, BSH) 2d%E%5
R 1 (2 2T (0, Timax] &3 %) THEFL 728 % Brier 227

(2.3) BS(t) =

. 1 Tmax __
BS = / BS(t)dt ~
0

max

ST BS(tm) (tm — tm—1)

max

DHHTX 5. 31, =2 ® Cox Ml (Cox.full, Cox.AIC), HAFFA (SCART), Ishwaran et al.

o
«@
[S)

[te)
S
o

0.20
L
)

IBS (mean+SD)

----- KM(Ref.)= 0.191 +0.010
Cox.full= 0.170 + 0.008

Brier Score (Predicted Error)
0.10 0.15
L L

=E —— Cox.AlC= 0.169 +0.010
---- SCART= 0.167 +0.011
o —— SRF= 0.164 + 0.009
< T T T T T
= 2 4 6 8 10
Time

3. 77— 7% peakV02 (B ) I2B1F % Cox M, HAFA(SCART), 4477 + L A b (RSF)
@ Brier A 27 OILE.
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(2008) DEAET7 + L A b (RSF) (9 4 77 ) randomForestSRC @ rfsrc %) % 7 — ¥ peakv02
(B ICEH LR R, Pk, 20 RONRZSEHGEE (=)L F7 o b 3k
80%, MGE 20%) % HV 72 Brier A 3 7 OFHTEHYLTnD. ZOF—4F TlE, AIC EROD
Cox [l (Cox.AIC) L ) AEAF T + L A b DM TIZdH % A58 Brier 2 27 OPEREIT &
<, &<IIRSF & SCART IFFHIMICEFLOPUMT I VEMTH L. AfFARF, —HKIC, AIC #E
R Cox [0 & D b M Brier 237 OURENED 5 2 &LV (SO T — & O & I35 %
%). 2B, Briee AAT7TEHD T A 75 pec ($BIKF I T rpart BIED & O ELFROFEFITHF
o LTWiw, EEICBWT, EHEROFMAGFEEIZ, #ims L OER54ER O Kaplan-Meier
WEMZ WG AR A ZAVNE LR ) Brier AAT7THPAREREE R VELZD, K3 Tid,

s LE ¥ I =2 L35 Cox D Breslow HEEMIZ IO  HEE LGB EZ F VTl
Brier 2 27 2 ZEILERT VS, &8, EFET7+ LA MOWENT 251, 22T}, 7
WPERE & GHEIFE OB T, nodesize 1% 15(rfsrc FAEO T 7 4V Ml), mtry 135 (F7 4+
MEIX [ p] = DISRRE L7z, BT X =Y DFE, NAVNSWEEOREFIIHTLE6%

% idamld, Web Supplementary Materials A (25-2 5.

3. EHZROHER

AEITIE, BF7 4 VA M X DEBEHEBEIRE, BEREAF T 4 L A M X 2 LB ROM
RN OREDFEZ B LT, 74 LA MO OEBRN RO k2 3T 5.

3.1 EHEEEEEZ

BARZETIE, £TEIE U TEMEEE (VIMP) OHEEY — VB REIRTwS (A b,
2005). FEMTEAOEVEH S SO0, BMENIZIE, ZROBEVHEZ R AF V7 E2IGH
THIEEHY, TNOOEEDD LT, FEKITENT 2 FHRRELFML, SEROELE
AT 5. 74 LA METIE, EEEOFHMICE VTR T A DA AEMGEE & B
5Z LT E& 5 (Breiman, 1996, 2001). $4&bH, VU IV F Vi CART HELIGRLY, 77—
FA Ny TR PO = LBO0) T — 7 I TEBAR TO 2RKT 5720, I
F=FTHbHT—b ATy TERTHOON G572, WbWAT ™Y b+ 7%y 7 (00B)
=% LYCB(OW) = Ly \ LB(OY) ZFMiT— Z WTH O TP HMEZHEET LI LN TE S,
22, OV IIARERESEL L L OOB F—F DWW UK ZICHT S5 v okt GG ERN
&35, U Z (Breiman-Cutler) EEEOFHH TIX, OOB 77— @ j HFHOIERDOTT
Dfii Zij,i € LIPBOO) 2T U FAICHUEZ L. ZOLE, D Z; O UEz bhizdt
Lafliz Z; L#HL L, IS TF—sORERE

()

27 =(Zi, .. Zij1, 25, Zijars s Zip),i € LIOB(OD)

ERICHTROTEERZHET S, TOFHLVEMSEEIILO O0B @R kb 5705, K
ZBTS  BFHOEHOEREE

e om) (LS 5i(Z, 00, Ly) — £(S:, 5i(Z:, 0, Lx))}
ILB(O0)]

]mp(Z<j), @(b)7 Ly) =
ELTCERLT, 74 LA MEEKROKIIHT ZFY

Imp(Z;, 0" ... 0P r£y) = }:Ihn)Z“)®“>LN)

ZWHZLETVIMP 28§45, 2212, S & 8 1%, Zh2h, AN OEFEROEAEE
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HESERE, 0(S:, Si(Z:,00) L) AEFEARICHET 2HEMETH Y, WAL DL LT Brier
2273 LI CIBERZHET S, MRIZAR L2 ARICHT 5 VIMP #fiE &1L, B — co DI
BRARAEZ ETRDEIICERSING &

Imp(Z;, Ln) = Be[Imp(2,0, L)].

EFitoEsMtTiE, wihd 7+ L X b FPHT2BRGICHERES, &4 0535 —0KROFHIT
DARTEINDLZ EITEE LW,

TAVANPLO VIMP O HMEEICBITARANZMEE LT, 7= A My 7OEE
B L 2w EBBIFONE. 74 LA MOBEIZBNT, BIZT— PR NSy T
EARZHEHLTBY, SHHEED-DIZHDTT— b ATy TFo@EHTIE, —E7—HMA
NSy TEREZERTHLEND Y, FHEEOMBEICMR T, W% 00B FHIZBIT 5 7Y
PRV EASE U A, Ishwaran and Lu (2018) 1%, —E 77— M A bS5 v FHERIZBWT, BY47%
OOB DA FEMERIL 0.164 THH I L ZE X, VIMP O HMEEDT-HD.164 T— P AT v
T, BXOZOHFEPSIRELT, 3750 7Y 7kl dBERY vy v 2+ A4 7R
LTWw5%. Williamson et al. (2020 1Z2EfE7 + L A MAOEEMLZBEHTIEZ Wb oD, Z
DIAF VIS VIMP IR LT, U85 A MY v 7 e BEBEER L, VIMP
FREEOMIEIEEMEZIRE L, IREDHEEDOWE A 7 A LWL SO —HIEERE 5 2 T
%. 72721, VIMP I8 ¥ U TH L IRERFTIE, /39 A =5 ZROBER EICHLEED
O, JRIERHOD ETIIAMELMIETETHY, S54TRAZPETIHELE LTV,

32 ART7#L X b

VIMP $8EEOVEE O BERIWITZEAMR 4 ISHEAT$ % 11T, Wager and Athey (2018) 1%, AR
225D Gt & DAF RO (HR) HEEICHET 2N ke LTHE7 + LA MELR R
FL7 RRERARRPERT + VA MR 2 EELERI, FIHAWTELT—FES Ly &, BIR
ERERT AT HEE (D &, WHRREHEET 572007 —FH£E45 (7)) IXHHLTH T
LA EEMTHZETHES ORZEEE & (honesty) |#EHT L2 THD. o), ZOIE
HIOEMBIZL - T, BAROHBEOIE (FHE TN ORERETE) & UWHMEOHEEIZBVT,
MLF—% 20w & CEMEOMEEL 5 2, REHEEORY Z2HOTIENTE S,
ZDLE, AKX T N —=V 77— 0 naETh 720, BEHEEIZHET 5 M MBI
HRUBD, £T& L] OF—F5EEHES LYY 7 LETRD, TOERIIBWV
CTF—F REEICT AL VEFELTWS, 20X BROER TR, ¥7 v
7 VA (double-sample tree) & FEEI, ITFICZEDOT VT XAICHEDI-bD%525 .

27y 70, F— s Ly OMA EBEBIE Yi(= y(T, A) L4582, 2 5. W
A X%k &ETH.

A7y 71 MR VAL, N5 My OERE T ¥ 5 AIFEITHi L TR 77—
;ii%qﬂk?é.@ﬁ%:o@ﬁwt%&?—&%ﬁcﬁhwﬁﬁuﬂKﬁyyA%

27y 72 FRAEHICIIVRZEESES. BIAKEKTI, 5}7]\(;;/21 i DILAED 5
L, LU oy D ORI O 5% O THER RIS 2 (RRAROS G TRILHER W 330
PIBEROROMCS). 72720, F=5§a 1)), OREBIEH V. E 850
OWBZ BT, BRATE, L], OBiEE s EU LSS 51, WRATR, 2],
OBMEZ BB T LI R LT X ) ICEMT 20BN D 5.
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27y T8 ATy T2 TRIEATO R, F—s kG L), EHTROT, EITLOIE
HBIMEDZG Z RO 5.

FITNH TR, RRHEROZOHZT TR, @EOBREICOEHTETH ), B
EPOXEHEEEICHHATRETH S, WEY Y —OXIRTIE, HREHERICHBITS SUTVA, &
ZHE M (Unconfoundedness), BHED 1) (overlap) DIERFLMIIE Y D& T 5., FHIT/NIWEE
WIZBWTIE, Aic TOR) ICHIET 2IE L UBERDORT AT v ¥ AMLEBRTE L
LD ICRR B 72O RIS R VW CTE 5. ToL &, S04 S WHEAR (CATE)
r(z) =B,V vz, = 2] &, #&MsL TO(2) ZHT

~(b Z €T () (2):W; =1 Y z €T (0) (2):W; =0 Yi
(3.1) (D) = (e 70 (2) 1, = 1]~ i€ T0(s) - Wi = 0]]
W HEET S, 22, v YO B3ERFRLBL W, = 1,0 2 5272 L E DY, OFFEN
BAERTHD. WETZH LA M, BEOE—DF TV TR SO 20 (2) 24
U TRER RO X 0 RS 7(2) = BTYE 20 (2) 237253, Wager and Athey
(2018) & Z DHEENH 7(2) A%, WL P DIERGEMH (F TERY 4 X My D&M, EEME, 7
7N, a-IERIME, xFRREE, Lipschitz #fE) Db & T, N - 00 & LT

(3:2) (#(2) — 7(2))/V/VIF(2)] & N(0,1)
&% BN IEBIEZ M L, 5 VF(2)] O—FdE e

(3.3) Vis(z) = % (N _NMN> 3" Covlfuree(2), R

=1

FHATWD. 2212, Covlfue(2),N] = 3,70 (2) — 7(2)(RY = R,)/B TH Y, §; =
B, RD THY, RO Y IS FEOA TO CEHSAIUE 1, 2 TR
02RT (FTNF Y TUKRTR, HiFy TN, F=84& 0], T3 L)\, ov
INNICEEINDL L EEBRT S). EHIEFICOWTOFEM, FHOFEHIE Wager (2016),
Wager and Athey (2018) & & X L7\,

3.3 AREHFET7AL X b

Wager and Athey (2018) DIE 7 + L 2 M, MEHi IS Y (S5 HETH 572
O, EFEEHT—2ICEAT 570121, B2 TERIVLETHL. RETHLAFZDOHD
AT B ZE LIE S 20, RIS (T, A) OH %My 2 52T, Vi =y(T;, M) &
BLZEEzZONS, Pz, By & LT, #@FED CART BIAZELFT— 7 ICHETAT S
LOIREET VO VF V= VikEE RIS % 5 (Therneau et al., 1990) IZEIKNTH
(R LZOBEOREOMPREEL ). T4, bW TS, HLER 2 >0
(horizon) \Zx} LT, RMST (il BRA} & ¥ EFERER]) O HEN T, y(Ti,1) =T, Nz, HEROHE
WTIE, y(T0,1) = (T >2) EEDDZEDPTETH D, THITHEIL ST, Athey et al. (2019)
i, WE7+ LA MDA EOHENIZBNT, ¥TUH T 7+ LA NEMENT +
LA NERAET 28805, BMEZEEMICHW A EXS S e ik

N
(3.4) D ai(2) sz (Vi) =0
i=1

WSS HEANEWRL, RET7+ VA M2 REEORMATRIL L. 221,
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Ve () | RBLO D BHEER 7(2) ERIMEER A(2) 2GR THY, EA alz) i&
B'YE oP(z) kSR, ZRERD P (2) =16 e T (2) &, HK L7220 FHDH—
ORTO(2) SEMENL. 2D X9 % Athey et al. (2019) D — (b RF OFHLA TOR R
RO TYH, EEEZEIET L5720, EWIIELE - OOF— Y EFIHT, —HoF—54%
HEBABEICHG, 39 —H07F—5E6% oV (2) OFEIHVS. 2721, BRI
B L5 HEL, EHEO CART S0 45E #1382 ), HALIIBWT

AR(liz, hg) = TG end hL}\ (Z; Pl) I{i € hr}| hR}\ (Z;:sz)

RERARICTBIMSEL Ay, hg ZBINT B, 22T, p BT b AL ERER, BAL AL
B D 1(2) OEEMOFFIIH T 28 « BHIMEO HERBICAR T 21T 725 OIS T 5.
BT 7 M A A p lE, B/NTIRENGRO & EICIEMIREAETH Y, KRR O SR TIZALBELR)
BOFAMEEHEITHIBT 5720, 8T by Az BERICT 5 2 & TR NS E T
BEEFOTTHEMTE S (X 5% 55X Athey et al., 2019 #BHE). —#% L RF O KRR
DTNVI) AL TICHED S ©

27y 70-1. WRETZHLVAIDRAT Y 7 0-1 LFEFRICAT) (&7 — 5 5 5B HEAR % FEE T
ML, BCCHELT—SRBE L] 00 L0 o) CT ¥ T L5HT5).

27y 72 LIS, OF— s RERI, RS L DA RES L. 2B, B
AREETIE, #5 L hICBWT ARz, hr) ZIRKIST W5 L hr, he & RIRT 2 50HIHEZ
Hwa., Cok) i Tk sEfAzs 7790 L5 5.

2773 ATy T2 TR LA TI® 2, L]) | OF =5 EEEBTEDT,
o (), zecﬁ? jo) ZAIT 5.

A7y T4 A7y 7 1-3% BHERYELT, £EFSN7 {ai(z)} ZHWT, (3.4 OffF%K
5.

Cui et al. (2023) DHRPEAIET + L A P DF B, T O—AL RF ORFTHEE D T EICH - T
Robins et al. (1994) DHEsE H FE X 2 M A S THEEMHTIZIEH LTWA. Robinson (1988)
EREMRT X%

Vo (17, Zi, Wiz é,m) = {Wi — &(Z) H{y(T7) — m(Z:) — 7(Wi — é(Z:))}

EFhH. T2, HOAXRY MER T 34T LOBRTRETIEIZ L, &(Z:) & m(Z) L;t
e(z) =P(W; =1| Z; = z), m(z) = Ey(T}) | Z; = z] D7D TIL D (cross-fitting, Bl 21X
Schick, 1986; Chernozhukov et al., 2018) { & - CHELNHMEEME L, y(T) X y(T) =T Ax i
723 y(T) = 1(T > z) DT NS TH 5.

Cui et al. (2023) 1%, HEHIYY 77— 51T LT, WMHARRZHET 27200 H L HE TN
E[t) (Ti, Ai, Zi, Wi, )] = 0 2135 7212, Robins et al. (1994) % AL L T, KD A2 7 B

(3.5)  Ur(Ti,Ai, Zs, Wi, x) = ATy (Th, Zi, Wi) /Sy, (Ti A| Z:)
H1=ADEW(T], Zs, Wi)| Ty N> Ti Az, Z i, Wi) /S, (Ti A Z )

/Ti“” A, (t] Zi ) g
0

SG(1Z) E[ (y(T}), Zo, W) |T; N> t, Zi, Wildt

THWALZERREL TS, T2, AT = AT > ), SS(tlz) =P(C; >t | Wi =w, Z; =
2) [ZHEFTE) ) R O St & EAFBIEL NS (tr) = — 2 log S (tx) IERIET 20— FEIEL
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Thrh. GO, BET—F OBHEDOR T HE G, (T7, Z:, Wi é.n) %dHTEDT, FBO
HWEHBETHWA 2EONA M - 227 B

(36) YZ‘F(TEA’LFZi7Wi7$;éam55‘g7gS7QAw)
_ (Qwi(Ti AN | Zi) + A [Y(Th) — Qw, (Ti Ax|Z3)] —in(Z:) — T(Wi — é(Z5))

85, (T el Z)
[ A (t] Z0)
oSG

135, IS, Qultlr) =EB(TY) | Zi =2, Wi = w,T; Ax > t] 3B SN ALEER (1))
DM EIFHETH Y, Qut|z), SS(tz), A (t|lz) IK%EDTIIDOINLRI ST A= D
HEMTH 2. Qu(t|r) FHEEMFBMOBAERFIC L - T, AS(tz) 1& —log(SS (t|z)) DRI
EEMC Lo THER SN G, EHEREEDGE N — VAR, hr) DIRKALITH 2507
TEALp(Gen) X, BEBRLAICBYT, =iz /(07,0 U) VS (Cui et
al., 2023). T ZUZ, Ui & O (Th, As, Zs, Wi, 28,1, 0C, 89, Qu) DfiMFEILTH Y, U; &

A 1 Tine NG, (t|Z;
m:UU%LJWx&ﬁﬂﬁzﬂ%—d%NQ7———————/J JﬁLﬁm
Si, (T Nw|Z5)  Jo S, (t1Z5)

THY, mlE Yyt =02 L THONLSEL hNTO 7 DM TH 5.
—ALRF DTNV TY ALDAT v T 0-4 120> T, FERREZARL, KEAZIIT L &
T, 74 VA MERELTOEA {a(z)} PEHBENDL. SORTF Y 7412805 5 0BHEO
7+ LA MIOHEE 2479 BRI, A3 7 HE(3.6) O CREE SN D R[N ¢, m, AS /ST,
SS, Qu BHEEL, ThOHE T4 LA FORFHELRB)IHAREDLLZ ETHOLNLHEE
JikEX

N
(37) Z Oéi(Z)’l?Z)::(z)(Ti, Aia Zi? Wia x5 é7 m? j‘gv guc)’a Qw) =0
1=1

HWD, WEFREO 7 + LA MERME 7(2) 1X3.7) 2 THE LTHONA.

Cui et al. (2023) 13 Wager and Athey (2018) D7 + L 2 MIE 5 LRGN & /AR5
DO—FMED D L THEE R 7(2) DSEAE 7(2) DY THHEMIERTH S I L %252 T b, ks
HooX &, BRI TV ZEICEY, oX(2) = Var(Y, ai(2)Yi - /EU(T, Z, W, z;¢,)S, S| Z =
2P OEXTEZOND. EUT, Z,W,x;e,0\5,55)|Z = 2] 137 + L A MMHEED RRERHEE il
THETE, Var(y, ai(z)zziﬁ(z)) FAE—NWNY 7 DT— AT v 7 (Athey et al., 2019)
WCEVHEETEETH D, BB, AE—WNYIDT— A NT Y FTEOY TV ZEHRP—
BHIZOWTOFEMIZ, R/Sy r— grf ®FEH 2 — FR Athey et al. (2019) B S iz,
RN CRRESL 7 + VA P RISH L7098 (Bl 21X, Desai et al. (2024) TIEERHERFLOA
T HAET ) T2 b OFHUEFFMO72DICEE N7z RCT F— FICHBEEFT7 + L
A NE#EBL, HEEOREEICHEZ G Z2ERNERET LT L) RN T 525, K
BAHE T+ VA MMM AT VAT 4 v 7 YRR Cox Ml & 0 b FHKICHER L~V OBEFER)
BEMANL VIR L, FERIZYTEZE S o THEBEDEOBARE O E D L 3R
BEAMTY—VE LTHETH .

4. — & E A

>
ZZTiE, 7—% peakvo2 () ZHWTHEF 7 + LA FRKRAEFT + L A - D@2
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}%++++++++++++++++++**+******

interval
peak.vo2 [

T T T T T T
0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10

VIMP (based on C-index)

4. F—% peakV02 (B IZBIF HELFT7 + L A M OEHEEE (VIMP) 7 v b.

AT, 9, SIHTHBELAZER 7+ VAMILS VIMP #K 41252 5. Bl 2 1300 %E
TRTFHICBWTHERIN T X 2AWEER IR > T 5 BHERTZEDR - (betablock) IE, Cox
mE & FBRICAH B RENICH 5. £ VIMP OB 95% FSHEXHEIE  FIEES v v 72+ 4 7
1% (Ishwaran and Lu, 2018) 12 X DERR S, Z O EOWHEBEEROMIIMEKKRE L CHUET
VY I —a VIIRTIIREZERIRENTVS, 4B, I4ERISITITVD
randomForestSRC (Ishwaran et al., 2021) DXRDAT v FIZX D HE L7 -

set.seed(124)

rf <- rfsrc(Surv(ttodead, died)”., data=peakV02m)
rf.smp.o <- subsample(rf, B=25, subratio=0.5)
plot.subsample(rf.smp.o, xlab="VIMP",sort=T)

Hsich et al. (2011) TR I N L H1C, BN AZEELTFHEKNTIE, Cox Bt EHFET + L A
b CTHEMT 505, BEEEOMEMICIZVE SH»DENPREL L, F0D720, VIMP 1, EEOH
FETIL, ZHEGEROHMWREE L FHRNTORED 72D Cox MIGOMRES L idHigs LT
ﬁ@f%é(ﬁx@,mmmﬂjmmMummq%m&&W—ﬁ,NW“FR@&5&E%%&
ERDSTE Wiz, FEREFNRBEEL SIZEH LI WHliZH 2 2 &I E L.
RIZ, WAEETIE R VWDBIRD720, iKFBERENE (peak.vo2) Z BIKD 5 B R EAE L
THEFATAVAMEHEER T+ VA MO REZRLET S, K5 OLRITERST + LA M)
5P ENAFEICH LT, REMBEEBNEE 122005 30 T TERLEEH MR Ta v
FNCHEH. TSR TT Y ME(21) OfRAEFEE TR R L, e DEFER T o
EESNTELBE SO (t)2) 12, FFEDER Z; O (2 2Tl peak.vo2) & c ICB &z 72 7®
D O00B F—%%HTIEDT, 7¢vxbmif$wmbt

598 (t|e) Z Z SO (tZ,,Z; = c)

1E£N bEO
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I2& V5 2 5N 5 (Ishwaran and Lu, 2019). S 212, O; 3N i 2500B Th b Z & #ilsk L
THEGAROFEZTH A, K5 ORI AFEBOR MR 7Ty % 5 EEFFRTRHLLD
? T peak.vo2 7 20 FTIERERICHIML, 20 IBETIED T D BB b2 5. 5
OFERIE, MPERIC W = 1(peak.vo2; < c) ZHELT, RWAEAELE 7+ LA M E2#EHLTHE
TAERE, c 2 BLIETHVAZDDOTH S, WML, & clafl) OMEICBWT, M & 0LR%)
B (CATE) 7e(2ma) = E[L(T;7Y > 5) — L(T7? > 5)|Z; = 2pma] 1SS 5 3.3 i TH 2 723 5E
#(Z2mad) THY, Zi = 2pma 1T W, DAD) TRTOIERZ FIE 2,40 ICRET S 2 & % HK
T 5 (EROMBIZINS DED Lowess B TlED, HERED Lowess HIFIEIIG T 5 95% & M AE
FIXH 2573, M5 OAKO=MA I FYREME ATE) r = BL(TTY > 5) — 177 > 5)]
DOHEEZFET. ATE O R L LT, Cuiet al. (2023) TiE, Robins et al. (1994) 12 & AL
Rt R H A A U HE %2 1 (augmented inverse propensity) # %5 T A L7z 2 EHU/NA N - 237
(Ti, Ay, Ziy Wiy 56,10, 0, SS, Qu)

é(Z:)(1—é(zy))
WCHED O Z/RE L Twb (Cui et al. (2023) Tik CATE OEFICEF L, ATE 123
T 55 RIE% VA, Athey and Wager (2019) Tl (4. 1) ICHEM T 2R % H\WC ATE H#iE &
RELTVD). ZIT, ¢,()1EB.6) TEHRINIZDDTHY, #(Z,) IHREFT+ LA B
DHTIIDPLHONLMAN i OFXER Z, 12335 CATEHEEMTH S, Cui et al. (2023) T
\&, CATE OREWOMRE R$7-012, BLOHHEHMENIS (LN, ~NO)RE2ITH 2 &
B2 TWwa. B, M5 0ERDDDFHIL, R I A 77D gre (Tibshirani et al., 2024)
@ causal_survival_forest B Z H WL TFO I~ Y RTRDLIENTE L (ZDOHITM
HER W, = 1(peak.vo2< ¢) DFXED ¢ = 20 DY . 5 FEFEOHEM D 72®, horizon=5,
target="survival.probability"(Z RELTWS) .

(4.1) I = #(2:) + 222

Y <- peakV02m$ttodead; D <- peakV02m$died; Z <- peakV02m[,-c(30,32,33)]

W <- ifelse(peakV02m$peak.vo2 < 20,0,1)

csf <- causal_survival_forest(Z,Y,W,D, horizon=5,target="survival.probability")
Zmed<- matrix(apply(Z,2,median) ,nrow=1)

predict(csf, newdata=Zmed, estimate.variance=TRUE) # Zmed {2XF9 5 CATE
predictions variance.estimates

0.1839267 0.00386204

> average_treatment_effect(csf) # ATE

vV V V Vv VvV

estimate std.err
0.07390137 0.01650680

5 &0, 54EAFHRD CATE X ATE OHEEM (X)) 13, emMRFZ I (peak. vo2) D%
AL TFEHMIZ 10% BEET L L (F) % RIFICIRZ TWE 2 EPMHRTE L. REBEER
I (peak.vo2) 1, Cox MJFERHERFT 4 L A MIBWTTFEANDBROKEIWAELEZR L
A, EFEREHWE LZZRE 7 + LA O 95% & RfFEXBO FTEAYaFEICHE > Tw
5ZEh0, HE7+ VA MOBKETBRLINZETLTWE ZEPHETE L. Bk Ia
L— g VEERED»S, AFERZHNE L2WE 7+ LA oM T1E, 2 (horizon) DiXEMIC &
DRKELSEALTAHZ LIZHERE LV (Web Supplementary Materials B 2% H). AfFEZ2 HL
ETAHRBELET + VA ML, EAPMERETHCLAELET7 + L A MR Cox Bl & BN, 54E
HEARE W) 1 RPZTOERICHEI SN B MBI TARFNZE <. 7B, Athey and Wager
(2019) Ti&, BT 2EEIL VG, BKAODOEET7 + LA b CTHE S N2EBREEE KW



348 AR 73K E25 2025

Survival function given peak VO2 from RSF 5-year survival rate for each peak VO2 from RS Pointwise CATE estimated from CSF

1.0

@ | © ] — lowess CATE given median

< © lowess 95%Cl.upp CATE
lowess 95%Cl.low-CATE

- - lowess ATE S

® CATE estimate ovari;
© ATE estimated from CSF

0.4

0.9
0.8

te (RSF)

val (RSF)
0.7

0.8
of peak VO2
0.3

0.2

[
=
5
2
&
8

0.7

;
ted 5-ye
0.6

0.1

peak VO2 adjusted survi
CATE for cut-off values

adjusted 5-

0.6
0.5
0.0

2 PR 8 15 20 25 30 ‘71‘2‘ 14 16 18 20 22 24 26

M 5. 77— % peakVO2 (B ICBIF B 447 + L X b (RSF) % 5 @ peak.vo2 I3 % &5
M| 7ay b (), SR 72 v bSO peak.vo2 12 & B 5 FEEFEOHER (Fh
J), peak.vo2 D F v A TMITH T HEMRAELT + L X T (CSF) %5 ?D CATE &
ATE OHEE#ER () .

0.5
SloEEEmEm

0.4

ZREHBRL TS, WODTHREZ7H LA M 2HTIDHE LT, CATE X ATE ZHE$ 5 2
EERFRL TS (REITIIZDAT v FIZEM L72). IEHE E (honesty) DEHD 7212479
T TNGEEREDE T A0 Lk wv, FREL 7 + LA MCHEAZRETHNE, ¥
TN T VAT BT, EHMBATRENEEREICR L 2wiTitEdb 5 5.
W LT FHTRER A REREREOFIRLZT TR, BR7 A VA MIE o TET—
Y OB RIRDFRBEMEI O W THER R R T E L 72O OGN OFER D 72D DFER
DE-Z N7 EFRIIMD TR E V. Web Supplementary Materials B Tl, KEERFT7 + L A
b OFFHOTERED & & R B BN D720, Y I a2l —Ya VEBROEREZ 52 Tn5.

5. #WNICKAT

KX TIE, BWEE  HEMBAT Y — V& LT, IESRHENRS X912k o TwAIELRR
T+ VA MEREOBRBEICBI AT — 5 ~OBEMERIEDKET + L A PADRER % H
L7z TR, A R e IR & Al G S92 FEEmOM RS EEAL L Tw b Xu
et al., 2023; Wan et al., 2024). K7 + L X M (Wager and Athey, 2018) OB 72 pild, #E
BRCTHo72T7 VT AT+ LA NMEDOKEIBEAGRORSE L, IEH S (honesty) 2 EDOHE M %
HWTHR72ZETHL., SRHRIIPTT, BRTZHEGD S 5% 58, HiEoRESNAES
No. WR7 VA MEOBAHWRER 7 — % OFEPHIZIR 4 IZHK L, Athey and Wager (2019)
TSR —F—FZ 2T HHEE T+ LA P%i#mL, Athey et al. (2019) TIZ)FIFAYIEE
FRAOT7 70 —FIZEoTHEZ7 + LA FNOBEHBEMZ LTS —LS %27+ LA B
ZREL, NEAEHFET7+ VA MORBBMEABINTYS., HIROREAEEFET + L A MTIE,
CATE, ATE OH#EHIZB VT, RMST & ZHAEFROFHICE T > TW5B25, NF— k%
SR EFABNOBEATRICT S22 L DEEKODLEMDO—DOTHE. FTNH TN
HKoL BB TR FEINN S OWTTREEY D 2H5 8 3785 2 MY v 7 H5hIC &R ER
DI ONZ0OMFHIHKD 2ETH 5. WREFT + LA MEOAKWFIH I, ST
&, 2 HLERA B OV AICRE SN TV S, BEOHRET + L A ORI LB
BAOIIED gre ICHEICHEE SN TWE, 2O L) RERIS, KKRELTHSITEV T 4+ L
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A NEDPSOEEREEZRNRL OO T 7a—F L LTE L5 ROERISGIN
L. BAREE 7 70 —F 5 L7 4 LA MIINTE TOLHEAHRL T — BRI BWTH
MRy —NE5 2 CTELN, SRIIMTTD, ARbBEimE HiEmomEr R L, AEEE
ISR SRS Z SN 5.
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Tree-based methods such as decision trees and random forests are statistical and
machine learning tools widely used in data science and many other fields. Over the
past decade, there has been remarkable progress in methodologies and theories related
to causal inference tools based on causal trees and causal forests, leveraging variable
importance measures, the consistency of forests, and asymptotic normality. This paper
investigates the recent developments in methodologies and theories of such tree-based
methods, focusing on their application in survival analysis, and comprehensively reports
on the characteristics of each method.
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