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AHHOTALUSA

JlanHass paboTa MOCBSIIEHA MPUMEHEHUIO METOJa COIMOCTABJICHUS IO CKJIOHHOCTH
(PSM) 115t cHUOKEHUS BIMSIHASL CHCTEMATUYECKUX PA3JIUYUi [TPU CPABHEHUU TPYIII MAIICHTOB
c paccinoeHuem aopThl. Llenb — co3maHue cOaaHCHMPOBAHHBIX TPYIIT JJISI KOPPEKTHOTO
cpaBHeHHS d(PPEKTOB JICYCHHS B HAOJIOJATCIIPHBIX HCCIIeIOBaHUAX. B paboTe mpeacraBieH
NpaKTUYeCKUH LUK TNpUMeHeHus wmerona Propensity Score Matching B Python mns
OaJIaHCUPOBKH TPYIIT MAIICHTOB C PACCIOCHUEM aOpThl B HAOIIOJATEIBHBIX MEIUITUHCKUAX
HCCJICIOBAHUX.

Kuarouessble cioBa: Propensity Score Matching, Python, menuninackre uccieoBanus,
0aaHCUPOBKA TPYIII, PACCIOCHUE A0PThI, OMOTEXHHUUECKUE CUCTEMBI.

Beenenune

B HabOmogarenbHBIX MEIUIIMHCKMX MCCIEOBAHUSAX YacTO BO3HUKaeT mpolieMa
CUCTEMATUYECKUX Pa3IMYuil MEXAY IpylIaMH MalHdeHTOB, MOJYyYalOUINX pa3nyHbIE BHJIbI
JICYCHUS] WJIM BMEIIATENhCTBA. DTH pa3JIMuMs, U3BECTHBIC Kak cMmelleHue ordopa (selection
bias), MOTYT CyIIIECTBEHHO UCKaXXaTh Pe3y/IbTAaThl aHAIN3a U IPUBOAUTH K HEBEPHBIM BBIBOJAM
0 MPUYMHHO-CJIEACTBEHHBIX CBS35X. TpaJullMOHHBIE METOABI CTATUCTUYECKOTO KOHTPOJIS HE
BCErJia COCOOHBI MOJHOCTBIO YCTPAHUTh 3TO CMELIEHHE, OCOOCHHO MPU HAIMYUHU OOJIBIIOTO
qrcila KOBapHaT U CJIOKHBIX B3aUMOCBA3EH MeKay HUMHU [1].

Merton conoctasnenus 1o ckioHHoctu (Propensity Score Matching, PSM) sBnsercs
MOIIHBIM MHCTPYMEHTOM MJIsi CO3JaHHs CONOCTABHUMBIX TPYII B HEPAaHIOMU3MPOBAHHBIX
uccienoBausx. OH MO3BOJSET MHUHHMHU3MPOBATh CHUCTEMATHUUYECKHE Da3IMuUs MEXITY
TpYIIIaMH MyTEM COITOCTaBJICHUS HAOIIOIEHUI Ha OCHOBE UX BEPOSITHOCTH (propensity score)
MOJIyYEHUs JICUEHHUS, YTO TO3BOJIAET OoJjiee HAJeKHO OIEHMBATh A(P(PEKThl BMEIIATEIbCTBA.
[Tpumenenne PSM ocoOeHHO akTyallbHO B KapJJUOXUPYPTUH, TJI€ STUYECKHE U MPAKTUYECKUE
OTpaHMYEHUS 4YacTO HE IMO3BOJISIIOT MPOBOJUTH PaHIOMU3HPOBAHHBIE KOHTPOIUPYEMBIE
UCCJIEJOBAHMSL.

JlaHHBIN JOKIAA TOCBAIICH MpakThdeckomy mpumeHenuto PSM B Python nns
0aaHCUPOBKM TpPYMI MAlMEHTOB C paccioeHueM aopThl. Llenpio paboTsl sBIsETCA
OamaHCHpOBKAa KOBapuaT B TpYNNax KapAHMOXUPYPTUYECKUX MAIMEHTOB, IMOIYYaOLINX
pa3IM4yHOE JICYCHHE.
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1. Peasm3zanus metoaa

Propensity Score (PS) paccuuThiBaeTCsi ¢ MOMOIIBIO JIOTUCTHYECKONH PETrpeccHd I0
dopmyne (1), rme 3aBUCUMON MEPEMEHHOW SIBIISCTCS MPHHAMIC)KHOCTh K TPYIIE JICUYCHUS
(Hampumep, rpynma 2), a HE3aBUCHUMBIMU IEPEMEHHBIMH — KOBapuaThl, MO KOTOPHIM
HEOOXOMMO BBIPOBHSTH IPYIIIBL. BEpOSTHOCTD MPUHAIICKHOCTH K Tpyre Jeuerus P(X) ms
Ka)XJIOTO TAIMeHTa i ¢ HabopoM KoBapuaT X; omnpenensercs Kak [2]:

1
~(Bo+Ziy BjX1))

P(X;) =

1)

1+e
rae  P(X;) — BepOSATHOCTH MOTyYCHUS JCUCHHS JJIsI AIUCHTA (]

X; j — 3HaYCHHE J-1 KOBapHaThl JJIs MALIUEHTA i

Bo — cBOoOOMHEIH WwicH (intercept);

B; — K02hGUIHMEHTBI TOTHCTHYECKOM PErPECCUH JUIS j-H KOBapHATBI.

Hcnonp30Banuch cleayromye KOBapuaThl: BO3PACT, PaCIpOCTPAaHEHHE PAaCCIOCHUS Ha
BETBH JIyT'H, Masbliep(y3us, KpUTUIECKOE COCTOSIHUE, (ppaKLius BbIOpoca, pa3Mep JyTrH, HOJ.

ITocne pacuera Propensity Scores BBINOJIHSETCS MAaTUYUHI HAOJIOJCHUH W3 TPYIIIbI
Je4eHHsl ¢ HaOJIIOJJeHUSMHU U3 KOHTPOJILHOU IpYIIbl HA OCHOBE OJrpKkaiiiiero cocena (nearest
neighbor matching). /{ns obecrnieueHus: kauecTBa MaTUMHIa UCIONb3yeTcs Kaiunep (caliper),
KOTOPBI OTpaHMYMBAECT MAaKCHMAaJbHO JOMYCTHMYIO pasHUIly B Propensity Score mexmy
COmocTaBiIsieMbIMH HaOmofeHus MU [3]. B manHOM MccneqoBaHUM MCHOIB30BAIICA KaUIIE,
pasublit 0,1 ot ctanmaptHOro OTKIOHeHHs Propensity Score, 9To 03Ha4aeT, 4To IS KaXI0TO
HaOJIFOICHUS U3 TPYIIIBI JICUSHUS UILETCs ONMbKaiiiee HaOItoIeHHe U3 KOHTPOJIBHOM TPYIIIIH,
pasHuIa B propensity score MeXay KoTopeiMu He npeBbimaetr 0,1. MaremaTuuecku ycioBue
MaTYUHTa C KAJIMIIEPOM MOXHO BBIpa3uTh 1o popmyie (2):

IPStreatment - PScontroll =C, (2)
rae C = 0,1 X SD(PS), a SD(PS)- cranaaptHoe oTkiIoHeHHe Propensity Score.

Ha pucynke 1 moka3aH ajaropuT™ pealu3allid MaTYMHIA, I7I€é HCHOJIb30BaNaCh
oubmmoreka scikit-learn, B wactHocTH, kiacc NearestNeighbors st momcka Ommkaifmmx
cocefiel Ha OCHOBE paccuUTaHHBIX Propensity Scores. JlomoOJHUTENPHO NPUMEHSIIUCH
¢ynkunn u3 Oubmmoreku pandas s 3¢ddexkTuBHOM paboOTHl ¢ JAaHHBIMM M nuUMpy
JUIE YUCIICHHBIX omepanuii. MaTuuHT OBIT BBIIOJHEH METOJIOM OJrpkaifimero cocena
¢ cooTHouleHueM 1:1 6e3 Bo3Bpara.

sklearn.neighbors NearestNeighbors
numpy np

caliper = 0.1 * ps.std()

nn = NearestNeighbors(n neighbors=1, metric='euclidean'

nn.fit (control ps.values.reshape(-1, 1))

distances, indices = nn.kneighbors(treatment ps.values.reshape(-1, 1))

matches = indices[distances.flatten() <= caliper]

Pucynok 1 — Peanu3zanus anroputma MaTunHra Ha s3sike Python

JlaHHBII 1TOX0/1 TO3BOJINI CPOPMUPOBATH COMTOCTABUMBIE MAPhI MAIIMEHTOB, COXPAHUB
IpU 3TOM MPUEMIIEMBII pa3Mep BBIOOPKM W MHUHHUMHU3HPOBAB BIMSHHE CHUCTEMATHUYECKHUX
pa3Iuunil MEXy rpynnamMu.
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[Tocre BBINOMHEHUST MAaTYMHTa OaJlaHC KOBAapUaT MEXy IPYIIaMH OLEHUBACTCS 110 U
nocyie Matumara [4]. [{nst aToro ucmnonb3yercs crangaptTusupoBanHas pasHuia (Standardized
Difference), kotopast paccuntsiBaetcs o popmyne (3):

(Meangroup2—Meangroupl) (3)
Pooledstd
rae MeanguMeangroup — cpeiHue 3Ha4YeHMs KOBapuaThl B rpynnax | ¥ 2 cOOTBETCTBEHHO;

Standardized, Dif ference =

(Stdgroup12+Stdgroup2?)
2

Pooledstd = J — 00beIMHEHHOE CTaHAAPTHOE OTKJIOHCHHE,

Std;uStd;roup — craHmapTHbIE OTKJIOHEHHS KOBapuaThl B Tpymmax | u 2
COOTBETCTBEHHO.

2. Onenka 0aJ1anca

Kputepuu onenku Oananca:

CrangaptuszupoBanHas pasnuna < 0,1 cuumTaeTcss mokazaTeleM XOpollero OanaHca,
B TO Bpems kak SMD < 0,25 sBisieTcst mprueMIIeMbIM OaJIaHCOM.

Yucnennsle 3naueHus Oananca (Standardized Difference) mist pa3sHbix KoBapuar a0 u
MOCJIC MaTYMHTA MIOKa3aHbl B Tadyuie 1:

Tabmuna 1 — [Toka3aTenu cTaHIapTU3UPOBAHHOW Pa3HUIIBI AJ1si HAOopa KoBapHuat

KoBapuara SMD (10 MaTunHIa) SMD (mocJjie MaTYuHra)
Bo3spacr 0,31 0,05

Pacmipoctpanenue 107 0.08

paccioeH s Ha BETBH JyTH

Mansnepdy3us 0,29 0,04

Kputndeckoe cocrosiHue 0,53 0,08

Opakuust BHIOpoca 0,50 0,07

Pasmep nyru 0,61 0,05

ITon 0,20 0,03

Pa3meps! rpynn v 1071 UCKITIOYEHHBIX HAOII0IEHU!
— pa3Mep UCXOAHOM Irpymisl JedyeHus: 150;
— Ppa3Mep UCXOIHOM I'PYIIIbI AITEPHATUBHOTIO JIeueHus: 125;
— Ppa3Mep COIOCTaBJIEHHOM rpymibl JedeHus: 125;
— pa3Mep COINOCTABJIEHHOM IPYIIIbI aJIbTEPHATUBHOIO JIeUeHUs: 125;
— JI0JI UCKJTFOUCHHBIX HaOMoaeHM: 25 HaomoaeHni (9,1%).

3akiiroueHue

B pabore peanuzoBan monHbIi UK MeToaa Propensity Score Matching B Python st
0alaHCUPOBKH TPYII HAIMEHTOB C PAacCIOCHHEM AaopThl. MaTYMHI MPOBOAUIICS METOJIOM
ommxkaiimero cocena 1:1 ¢ kamunepom 0,1 x SD(PS). B pesynpTaTe conmocTaBiaeHus: yaanoch
chopMHpOBaTh CTATUCTUYECKU COAIIAHCHPOBAHHBIE TPYIIIBI: pa3Mep COMOCTABIEHHBIX TPYIIT
coctaBun 125 manueHToB B Kaxaod (u3 wmcxomubix 150 um 125). Jlons HCKIIOUEHHBIX
Habmroenuii cocraBmwia 9,1 %. Cpennee 3HaUeHUE CTaHAAPTU3UPOBAHHOM pasHULEl (SMD) o
BceM KoBapuaram cHuzmioch ¢ 0,50 (mo marumnra) no 0,057 (mocne martumnra). Ilo Bcem
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uccienyeMbiM KkoBapuaraM SMD nocne matunnra He npessicui 0,10, 4To CBUAETENBCTBYET O
JOCTH>KEHUH BBICOKOTO YPOBHS OanaHca.

[Tony4yeHHble pe3ynbTaThl NOATBEPKIAIOT A(dexTuBHOCTH MeToma PSM  mns
YCTPAHEHUS CUCTEMATUYECKUX Pa3IMUYuil B HAOIIOAATENIbHBIX KapJUOXUPYPTUUECKUX TaHHbBIX
U TO03BOJIAIOT Oosiee HAAEKHO OLICHHMBATh 3(P(EKThl JeueHHs: B HEpaHAOMH3UPOBAHHBIX
UCCIICJOBAHMSIX.
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PROPENSITY SCORE MATCHING IN PYTHON: PRACTICAL APPLICATION
FOR BALANCING PATIENT GROUPS IN OBSERVATIONAL MEDICAL STUDIES

M.M. Melekhin!, M.V. Komaroval

1Samara National Research University, Samara
e-mail: mikhail.melehin@mail.ru

Abstract

This paper applies Propensity Score Matching (PSM) to reduce systematic differences
when comparing patient groups with aortic dissection. The goal is to create balanced groups for
correct treatment effect comparison in observational studies. The paper presents a practical
implementation of the Propensity Score Matching method in Python for balancing groups of
patients with aortic dissection in observational medical research.

Keywords: Propensity Score Matching, Python, medical research, group balancing,
aortic dissection, biotechnical systems.
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