DRI B — LIRS > £ LR (GLMM)
XX YU ZOHA

fEHER ZFMe

AT R E RIS E S R E R A 2
RIRA S A S B T B ol
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Synthesize evidence
across studies

[ Overall treatment effect: 8 ]

o ARTFULRIZBTBIERDMFEE, UTO22hnEl5,
o MBRHMA DL (K HVhE W) = SEIFIHSITER
o BERBADY > TIH A XANE W (ny,... nc HVIELY)
BY : 27 —2DHA%ERL e GLMM I 5/ MEABIEE 52X 3. )
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AZTF) I REDHBEABRTH D 2 LN

% OGRS T, XXT7F

D gD RN OB IN S,

Table: X 27 F U RIZEEN 2 HERE [Davey et al., 2011]

2K 50% 75% 90% 99% Max
XZTFU LR 22,453 3 6 10 28 294
“{ET I NH L 14,886 3 6 10 28 204
BT AL 6,672 3 5 8 24 08
“{E & i 895 4 7 12 46 133

0o EF—ZAXTF T ZDH 90% H 10 HERLLT

= FEAEDT—ATOEEBRT COHER LB,
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BLF O/ MERAIEE

v BB KICHT S NMNERFEMEREINTLS,
o Bartlett fililE{ & profile LA [Noma, 2011].
o WEENAUBEKEIZRD KD ICHHEL 72 exact (FFEX I [Michael et al., 2019].

v BENGIRETT, KHNVhIWE ZOREBERZNE

Normal-normal model (fRZERV72{RE, Jackson et al. [2018])

within-study assumption (A1)-(A3) & between-study normality (A4) % &7-9 ET /L
Al) TMEM : Efy | Vi] = Oh.

(
(A2) BEBRAEE : Var(dy | Vi) = o IEBEA (I +HRBEDR VHES).
(
(

)
A3) RERAIERRMY Ok | Ok ~ N(Oy, o).
A4) FHBRRIIERME © 0k = 00 + Vi, Vi ~ N(0,72).
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LA L, 1RE (AL)-(A3) IEARYICH Y25 A ?
VO ORBLRNILOBHENINLEREZH DR bZYEEZISND

Y
Study 1 Study 2 Study K
{n1 91 0'1} {nzﬁzﬁ%} {nK; ax, 3'%(}

Strong asymptotic assumption

9,5 N(0y,02) 8, 5 N(0,,02) B > N(0y,02)
asn; - © asn; - «© asnyg — ©

L L, X&7F ) ZAEHRRTIE o (ZEE
n NS VWRRL X T F YT RICEEND B,
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JERRTEEHRIZ L B /NA T R
X e hhEwnwe s, RLICHEE Ot Xt &) 14 7 2% H D
X (Al) DR = K— 00 TH 0 ITNATZANES

Gaussian (link=identity) Binomial (link=logit) Poisson (link=log) Gamma (link=log)

Mean bias
o

-10 -5 0 5 10 -10 -5 0 5 10 -10 -5 0 5 10 -10 -5 0 5 10
Linear predictor

GLMM X 27 F VI 2DH &L TOMEFHEN HE | |
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TUVRLHREAZTF Y XD GLMM ~D L5k
o MER k(=1,....K) DEEDT 7 b hL%k Yyi=1,....n) &£F 3 CREAD.
o R KkDETI :

= E(Yi | Vi), 0k = gluw) = xi B + Vi
o HZE x, IFAKEL NILTIFARCABLANILHEETEE TS,
BAT — R Y| Vi ICHEEREDTRIEZ(RE L7-& & DLERBHK

{ii(xe B+ vi) = b(x B+ Vk)}}

Lii(B, 7% yii | vie) o ex
(B, 7% yid | v) o< exp | o

o FMEER T VX LR V, !
Vi R r?), E(Vi) =0, Var(Vy) =
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ERNT — 2D+

o Ay, = nik S vk 1 (B, T2 IS L T iETETH S,
v (B,7) ICBBT 21ERIE, (ko xk i ICTRTEENS.

BT —XDOHAEBWI-HER Kk DLE
Lk(ﬂ, 7'2) X /exp [nk{yk(leg + Vk) — b(x[,@ + Vk)}

a(x) } fu(vi 72) dvi.

K
(8,7%) = argmaxlog L(B,7%), L(B,7%) =[] L«(B,7).
k=1

(B,72)
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RAHETEE & ERHEXE

By IZXF 9 B profile TELLHETE

By wEERDBH B /NT A —RET B E, profile LELLIFET = (Z

T(6) = —2{log L(B(BY), 72(8Y)) — log L(B,7%)} & x? (K — o)

ZIT, BBY) & (B WHIK B = 5 DT TOFIKITE MLE TH 3.

X ZOFEPUIIZZ S DABRB K hELR B,
= B K ICHT 2/IERFBEEEZ S,
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HHAY7L Bartlett 4 1E

Bartlett #1E [Lawley, 1956]

Bartlett I IEISRERETE TEZRD L S ITIEIET 5 ¢

T(57)
14 2Cpc(B))’

Tec(B) = Cec = 2K{/_2< Iy — 3 + /22) — /2—3<%/23 — 2k + 2/§1>}

a'l o*l,
/r:E aarl /rs__ 1 L 7 :1)273747 :1727
E4d Z og (B : 5

72720, I RTCOBPFEEHDIE B =8) OH & TEH.

v/ Bartlett fIEIC LY, INRF—F—IF OK) nD OK?) ICHhE
X profile TE®D 3 P& 4 LA 55 \gt A
o BB VBB ENTEORBEL 7 Vv X LNROBEAEDLE
o MRATHIICKR® 2 D TR EE
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AEFZE D E#L - Simplified Bartlett correction (SBC)

e Cgc(f8?) % normal-normal model TDAHIEIE [Noma, 2011] Tl :
Zf:l(ai +7%)7°

(T + ) S 0+ 7))

@ Profile likelihood ratio statistics with simplifled Bartlett correction (PLSBC) :

T
Tsac(B7) = H—Tséc(ﬁg).

ngc(ﬂ?) = > 0.

Theorem (GETIT x? 1T

Yk,' b\Tgéﬁzﬂéﬂ\#ﬁﬁ%L:ﬁEL\, Vk ~ N(O,TQ), N, = Nag, Zszl dy = 1, aix > 0 t —d_%)
TDEEEED B ISDWTUUTARKY L.

Tsac(B)) = Tac(BY) + Op(n2) = 2 + Oy(n 2 + K2).
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Profile 7/ & SBC D ELER
v SBC I T(B) /N <7 b, EBEXEZLEITS.

100(1 — ) %EHEXME : {Be | Tsac(Be) < 0y2.at

Method
= PL
= = PLSBC

50 s o 5 5
Parameter value

12/20



22l —3 3 %FE (main scenario)
o KERAE !

e normal-normal :
o nDL @ HEREDEE AT IS HEEE [DerSimonian and Laird, 1986].

o nPLBC : Bartlett fIE{T & proﬁle JCEE [Noma, 2011].
e nMI : normal-normal model (ZF T % exact EREX[H [Michael et al., 2019].

o GLMM :
o gPL : GLMM 21T % profile TLEHETE.
e gPLSBC : PL W|th simplified Bartlett correction (J2Z£/%).

e YU MNNLNDH I IEMR, ZIE, KRT7TVY, Hr<.
o T—REMETI :

gli) = 0o+ Vi, Vi~ N(0,7%), g(+): link function.
@ 0y=-2, =1 K= 9,8,10,30,50, nyg~ LU<157 150)J
o HEXIE TDRIEEL 10,000 [E],
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SIal—Ya VR 2R 0 OFYNNA T R

normal binary poisson gamma
A — — ?&:&ﬁ\‘(
—~ 0.15 v
o
D
-
2
© 0.10
£
@
)
%5 0.05-
12}
8
@ 0.00
00 e e ] ey g
F——— B o e e 3

5 8 0 30 50 5 8 10 30 5 5 8 0 30 50 5 8 10 30 50
Number of studies (K=5, 8, 10, 30, 50)

Method - nDL —4- nPLBC —#— nM| --#H- gPL --&- gPLSBC

v GLMM (gPL, gPLSBC) ¥ K — 0o T—E4% D,
X nDL, nPLBC, nMI [ZFEIERRT 7 b HLTNRATRBH Y,
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vIial—TarviER 4B 95% Cl OB

normal binary

poisson gamma

Coverage rate (95% CI)

5 8 10 30 50 5 8 10 30 5 5 8 10 30 50 5 8 10 30 50
Number of studies (K=5, 8, 10, 30, 50)

Method nDL : nPLBC —#— nM| --H- gPL --- gPLSBC
v/ gPLSBC IZ2TOIRNTEBEKEITEWEBERZIRD.

X nDL, nPLBC, nMI (ZFEEEFR T 7 b 5 LA THREBEZXRHE /NG
X gPL [ZREREA DA & T (TE/NFHE
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vIalb—T3g3v

: Summary

normal—normal GLMM

(nDL, nPLBC, nMl) (gPL, gPLSBC)
FREFT LN ONATZIFIZIE 0 VONATZFEIFIFE O
FLWSEE v/ BT 95% Tk v BT 95% ik

FERT 7 b L
(21|, R7vy, Avx)

XKKRKTHERATRHY

S ETILETEICEY
*ﬁLEﬁ/\/r X%it/m

KBNS W& & DIRER

X nDL: 8/ NE7E ;
~ nPLBC/nMI: (A1)—(A3)
HEY LD & ZIIHER

X gPL: K /N T@EDIHTE |
v/ gPLSBC: & X ~95%
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— & 1:COVID-19 |25 T 5 BAn9IEEE (2 18)

Chu et al. [2020] DEE#EHT.
o FET A LALEER 7 FBR ¢ RXEE & DIFREA 1 m LUN vs 1 m 8.
o BEZ & DK ’L%*&HEZ%%%*& (Fiz> Niz) DNFI PR AT BE
e GLMM : logit Y > 7 {3 & binary model :

= Bo+ Bz + Vi

e GLMM (2 & % PL, PLSBC & normal-normal (DL, PLBC, MI) % Ltb#d 5.
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ET—X 1 ER

Study
Study 1
Study 2
Study 3
Study 4
Study 5
Study 6
Study 7

Methods
DL
PLBC
Mi
PL
PLSBC

Treatment

(Event/n)
0/76
0/13
o0/17
5/47

0/4
0/50
0/41

Control

(Event/n)
12/42

212
2/3
7136
3/33
0/76
0/37

Bias corrected CMLE-Fisher
log OR (95%Cl) log OR (95%Cl)
— -4.138 [-6.996, -1.281] —Inf [-Inf, -1.856]
— -4.905 [-9.051, -0.76] —Inf [-Inf, -0.58]
—— -4.066 [-7.53, -0.602] —Inf [-Inf, -0.276]
] -0.707 [-1.948, 0.535]  -0.698 [-2.183, 0.706]
—— -0.032 [-3.156, 3.092] —Inf [-Inf, 3.161]
——&——  0.415[-3.521, 4.351] —Inf [-Inf, Inf]
——8—  -0.101 [-4.046, 3.843] —Inf [-Inf, Inf]
NN GLMM
—— -1.798 [-3.371, -0.226]
—— -1.742 [-3.928, 0.173]
—— -1.798 [-4.024, 0.394]
—_— -5.061 [-14.291, -0.879]
-5.061 [-17.726, —0.004]
n a5 0 5 o s

X normal-normal model |&, $hERZFEFEICHE/IL, Cl 2 JIET
VO GLMM [$ 0 41 R> FZFHE L, REMICKEHT
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EQ s

o ARTFUIRIF, DIEABTERINDZ EHE N
= MMEARBIEIC L V) FBREENNE
BEEE
VO FRETFTILOL ETIE—HME L BRBEXRA2IB(R,
X FEHFELZET &, NATREFEBEROB/NEENEL S,
RBEE
V GLMM IS W ENT -2 DA ST 7 MALICELIZETY > 7 A AEE.
v PLSBC |Z, KAVNSK THHZBEHREXRZH DEEXEZS5Z 5.
v Bartlett f1IEICHEX 3,4 BEEBENATE,
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