2019.10 H

FHMAET TS S5 f g —7 A 115030 B oy 4

I b F L
o

- YR AL R e

1. ¢ s ih

Fl e L T A2 R BT R R B RP S 22 - o a TR RB I F

7 4 (Counterfactual framework)erd & » 7 A # HB{EL F2 > 2 » 3

# & F|+ (Exposure)ig = % % % € (Outcome)2. F] 5k M (2 o § R B FIFT B 5% £
T B (A P PR TR s > T - BE R R IR EE -
H IR A S E IR A A R B R GTR a0 B 5 oo d bR
AFl e EE Y A F]F (Mediator) 7% & > FRtig @A X LS Fl1 P 40
J& 4~ 17 (Causal mediation analysis) °

Fl& ¢ s s 1755 d Baron 22 Kenny % 1986 E#rddl o HE 2 X B
i# ~ B4 423 (structural equation modeling) 2. & 45 4 47 (path analysis)[1] ~ 4 %
1% ¢ 4 s & 7 (causal mediation analysis)[2-9] > @ = & iﬁ B vt s B0 0§
%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ%?ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ%%%%ﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁ@&ﬁmwm
mediation analysis) > it F 3| £ § FIE 4L £ G E[2-9] Al 4aimE 7% P
A AT A A7 2 B Bl Ao B - AT o

BRSNS AR KEETHERRARAAMMEOE BEKR] -

% B u—;{—)&%—ﬁgﬁiﬁg
4& V=3 :l"' W AN NS
%
S PABESA AR ZERBHY > EFNBRTFASEBBAD -
Ry Y Y L

Bpt AP - B H S PP A F]F 2 B T R o Rk A



2019.10 H

PRI R TR THF LT ERS S LRI R = A

T LR R I SRR PO AR RS S A LR S S

ERABA] S A B R R T G R B DB ERS S e
SERCFHFH MBI EEE R BRAPEL g A S G RER S

= ohp b et b o T:tzrﬂ% TAL G P AT R P AT BEATREA
fEa Y A F1F orig & e Rk (indirect effect - & fE ¢ 4 3% mediation
effect) 2 2 FiE P 4 FIF #7:d & 13 e fi(direct effect » & F5 s
alternative effect) » 4o ] = %] % Bl 771 220 Bt BT 4010 5
(proportion mediated, PM) » % % it 334 3% ® /1 F]3 2R b b o do it Gldk
V1o A A F]F PR A RS R D R ARG ] S Aok ot )
BT 0o BlR 4270 4 F1F 908 & e S 3 A BRI s ] o ¢ 4 s A 45 en
Pen@ &gV ek WkIladg &9y BfLand A F]F 5 @9 AL bldgiT
100% o szt TR PR F TG OELIS A A B ¢ A TS AT & RS TR R o
BRI IRIBERE R FES A- BEXL %‘?—fﬁ VanderWeele %
Vansteelandt 27 Imai % 4 4 %>t 2009 ~ 2010 & » 3 3 F]1 % ¢ 4 2 4597F & 5%
BIER[9,10] > H ¢ TRBFF P AR BEREL A hFF R
PEARIE T I A RS - B R B nBER(NFERE TR

BFF2L5SE2L h P EFS )EFERD {5 hTEFS o

par—

AEBRFA) —> FHEFN —> &RX%2(V)

Wlo TR FERIEE? (20A 172 M 0 E -



2019.10 H

2. - ¢ A3 FFE AL 2 5l G 4 (mediation.r)

£

2R P L F EHRE Y 4T AN AR R

b 2t 5 mediationr{11] o $357  nF AL G 0 BRI LS B

-t

Fasref s THocfl > 25 2 A0 bl e e @A HF T K MILF AT
BRIFIHARRT EIVUE LS L RO FAREFT I Gl R

HOF) R R PR oo T A b R AR 2 R 1T o

mediation.r 5 REtHE? che BB T BAHIR S F ET P30 T
LB P AR AFT o T T AT mgfa ] % Brader & 4 % 2008 & i£ {7 c9— I M
F &[22 F SOk B FF 2R @Y ARA T B X7 AL F(treat)
MERE® AFF(emo) > BERE LM AR DK R fortis 7 5 (cong_mesg) °
GECEEBREFFEY A FanR A 2 PR
BAFRKDERIFS T 5 @2k ? >3 52t bl il TR R ERE 5

PRI A A SR R AT 7 5 i R 2

HFL 2 ETE

XL R ¢ ﬁ;‘%])x J‘J‘—r,}lﬁ L
> install.packages("mediation")

> library("mediation")

520 FREH
HILT S BoRE R 2 B b | By (Bchy & A2 "framing")

> data("framing", package = "mediation")
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> med.fit <- Im(emo ~ treat + age + educ + gender + income, data= framing)
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> out.fit <- glm(cong_mesg ~ emo + treat + age + educ + gender + income, data

= framing, family= binomial("logit"))
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> med.out <- mediate(med.fit, out.fit, treat = "treat", mediator = "emo")

> summary(med.out)

i * Tingley et al # ¥ [11]3% &4 b chig S 4ok = o
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95% CI 95% CI
Estimate p-value
Lower Upper

ACME(control) 0.0791 0.0351 0.15 <0.01
ACME(treated) 0.0804 0.0367 0.16 <0.01
ADE(control) 0.0206 -0.0976 0.12 0.70
ADE(treated) 0.0218 -0.1053 0.12 0.70
Total Effect 0.1009 -0.0497 0.23 0.14
Prop. Mediated(control)  0.6946 -6.3109 3.68 0.14
Prop. Mediated(treated) 0.7118 -5.793 3.50 0.14
ACME(average) 0.0798 0.0359 0.15 <0.01
ADE(average) 0.0212 -0.1014 0.12 0.70
Prop.

0.7032 -6.0523 3.59 0.14
Mediated(average)
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3. F1¥% % £ ¢ 4 3 4 7 (causal multi-mediation analysis)
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Estimate SE 95% CI p-value
PSEOQ 0.024 0.005 0.014 0.033 <0.001
PSE1 0.039 0.002 0.035 0.042 <0.001
PSE2 0.058 0.003 0.053 0.064 <0.001
PSE12 0.054 0.003 0.049 0.059 <0.001
Total effect 0.175 0.006 0.164 0.186 <0.001
Prob. PSEO 0.136 0.024 0.088 0.184 <0.001
Prob. PSE1 0.222 0.015 0.192 0.251 <0.001
Prob. PSE2 0.333 0.013 0.308 0.358 <0.001
Prob. PSE12 0.309 0.014 0.281 0.337 <0.001
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