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2019

IRFEIZERAAG 7 A4 v 2 W72 T vy o~ A = —JRERIREER I 5 1 3 et FiE o ke
#Fifi (Evaluation of statistical methods for the delayed-start design in clinical trials

for Alzheimer’s disease)

2019

7 v X LAUERIREABRIC B 2 7 — A4 v ) — T —RIRI R Tl ~ — 1 — o R
J15¥fi— (Case-only approach in randomized clinical Trials—Evaluation of power

to detect a treatment effect predictive marker—)

2019

HEEITIC I VBT X P ) AT — X AT 2 BRIREER T 9 A4 v D% (A new

clinical trial design using historical data at an interim analysis)

2019

OV A2 % BR L7 v X LUK D % v 79 4 XEEE (Sample size

calculations considering competing risks for randomized clinical trials)

2019

+ Evaluation of predictive ability of longitudinal measurements in joint models using

Japan Diabetes Complications Study

2019

BRRGABRIC BT 2 7 v A1 LGEIGH 7 v X AL oG - @HPRDLICBE S 2 %%
L ¥ 2 — (A systematic review of the usefulness and application of outcome

adaptive randomization in clinical trials)

2019

REWFHE 7 — 2 2 M L 72 2B A7 [ R AT 12 35 00 2 IR IE & 7 v o P BE 3T ill

(Performance evaluation of joint models for longitudinal and survival data)

2019

AT P A VIRATEZ O 7 R R O — AL aTRETE D FRET (Investigating

generalizability of clinical trial results via cross design synthesis)

2019

P RS T B S 2 BN % FFE 3 % st Tk (LEfSe) O MEAESFi (Evaluation of
statistical methods (LEfSe) to identify disease-related bacteria)

2019

BB R BIIRIRL © A VHEEIC BT B 7 VAR o Holk—1 T iR %
W7z b — (Comparison of model selection measures in estimating optimal
dynamic treatment regimes — Reinforcement learning using action-value

functions—)

2019

BB R BINIRIR L A VHEE IS BT 5 7 OV RHIHEE o Holk—1 Tl iR %
W7zl — (Comparison of model selection measures in estimating optimal
dynamic treatment regimes — Reinforcement learning using action-value

functions—)
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2020

R S R A T A SR I 5 2 2 2 o #iET (Investigation of the effect of inter-

rater reliability on analysis results)

2020

FEIRFRNE 7 — 2 2 M L 72 AR A IR VAT 1 35 1 2 BB RT3 0 IR I BA 5 2 MG
( Examination of convergence in numerical calculations in joint models for

longitudinal and time-to-event data)

2020 AFRET Y b LSBT 2 EER Tl —h — o REREOHEE (Optimal
cut-point selection in a predictive biomarker for time-to-event outcome)

2020 IR X FHEFRFOEZEZRHWZAFT Y FRA v + OFFfli (Evaluation of
surrogate endpoints based on difference in restricted mean survival times)

2020 2EARRA VTN T v X IALICED BUBHEAFEIC 351 5 exact MR-Egger iE D
% (Exact MR-Egger method: extending the MR-Egger method in genetic
epidemiology based on 2-sample Mendelian randomization)

2020 EFIERET — 2B 3 RMAFEHGD T ALY v 7 R HEETTEOBRES

(Comparison of parametric mixture models for estimating the proportion of long-

term survivors)

2020

Japan Diabetes Complications Study @ 7 — X % i L 7= 2 TUBEIRIEBEH O T2 T
HNCBE 9 % BRI FE ROC BlifR D H#E3E (Estimation of time-dependent ROC curve

for prognostic of type 2 diabetes using Japan Diabetes Complications Study)

2020

7 v X LMUEEREBE O v TP A4 X - ISR A XD RED W 3525
B RIS HRICEE D { B0 BUERI#ET— (The impact of effect size estimation
on sample size and power in randomized clinical trials—Numerical assessment of a

method using historical information—)

2020

— AL T v Z LT+ LR G- BEN 2 EE L 7 a0 R O #EE (Estimating
treatment effects using generalized random forests when heterogeneity of effects

exists)
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2021

70 —AFat—F - ATy 7TV v vy 7 TRAE—T v XML ICE
J2SMER - 7 7 A2 =5 oET (Number of participants and clusters in closed

cohort, stepped wedge cluster randomized controlled trials)

2021

[ 2 2 7 %\ 72 Overlap Weighting 51T X % [RIERIRHEE 10T L TR R4
DIEMI A G 2 52 0 §Eli (Evaluating the influence of effect measure
modification on causal effect estimation by the overlap weighting method using

propensity score)

2021

Long-term HbAlc variability and the development of diabetic retinopathy among

people with type 2 diabetes in Japan Diabetes Complications Study

2021

BEEHEL 77 2K & KT % 72 % D Bayes it sSnSMART 794 V&1 % FHiij
DA D EEDRET (Effects of prior distributions on the Bayesian snSMART design

to compare dose levels with placebo)

2021

PR IERIRGER I 5 W T L 2067 — 2 2~ 4 XJRICki a3 2 #EtE 7T v 0
¥ &} (Bayesian statistical model that incorporates similar external data at

exploratory clinical trials)

2021

SHawF Y 4 VN RBGYED Ny T 1y 7 p3FE T OERIREER OB ) &5 —
FEAAERE ~G 2 5 58 BT 2 Biat—CANNA-TICS fABRIcH o< v I a1 —
¥ a VIffFE— (The impact of COVID-19 pandemic on the power and type-I-error

of ongoing clinical trials—A simulation study)

2021

Hlo~o — Vi - FRHBIA Y — PO T CoIEHWRBRD v T3 4 XEkGEtH L
D3 ARRIREAER ~DE A (Sample sizes in non-inferiority trials under proportional

and non-proportional hazards: Applications to cancer clinical trials)

2021

A= RED~ A 70T L A BT 2 8E L 72 % & HERE O R
(Evaluation of multiple comparison tests for differentially expressed genes in

heterogeneous diseases)

2021

SAMIT FABR DR T M~ — 7 —RF IS $ 2 IEAL £ 27 4 v 7 [l O JGH
(Application of regularized logistic regression to the search for predictive markers
of effect in the SAMIT Trial)

2021

Evaluation of covariate balancing propensity score and generalized boosted method

for multilevel treatments under lack of overlap: a simulation study
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2022

238 A BEIRERER 1T 35 1 2 RINA A& & D HERE 1< 202 70 il PR EABRIN 6] o0 BE J7 15 D IR
& (Determine the follow-up time required for the estimation of the cure rate in

cancer clinical trials)

2022

ARV Y ZESI A X TF YV RICET LEERA XE=TARET — 2 FHisn
kx84 7 2EIE 5D e (Comparison of bias correction methods for
the meta-analysis with rare events using hierarchical Bayesian models and data prior

method)

2022

EFRIEFEGERIC 3 C— B & A2 ZR L 72 HRANED ORER R OHEE ik
B3 2 #5] (A study on estimation methods for treatment effect in a Japanese
population considering consistency and heterogeneity in multi-regional clinical

trials)

2022

KHEMEZ & EEIC X 2FEETHICE T 2 ERMLRIG O L#k (Comparison of
methods for regularization in construction of prediction models for toxicity under

missing covariates)

2022

HLZBEH Y AVHA R 2 TEICE T 2 RAMEEOTERENE - > I 2L —va v
I X 2#i5) (Performance evaluation of the missing data handling by the covariate

balancing propensity score : Simulation study)

2023

R ZBRICEB T 2R 27 koET ) v 7 L H#fEE

2023

REEA AT IC B TR REZ R T2 72003 v I3 4 XEGEE

2023

BIETORHE LRIEHIKICD & DK ¥ VP MGERKEE OMTB OB E F L




