ric
%
r
>
8]
Jlo
[a—
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o sfoi 20l M2 BIAS

i

9 9 A
S CECEEL!

1. BIAS o #9

Bias@® %189l F3t(true value)® 87} A8t A3 A gh(estimated value)?

Aol & @3} (2] 1)

bias
(systematic error)

399 7NN dol W F43 A%
(estimated value) (true value)

(2¥9 1) Bias
grol Az S48 d 2 dFoE bias7t 1d dE Aeln

A ol Fa A 924 HE 2 dFE IUE biasE Ad Aol
8A He Aoz a3 E7EAFE =Ed A

z 997 344

$27} 248
% Biast @ 47E 1 3%HE Ve 4
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Ad 77 QAAA HH P2 bias7t YR 2 A7 WS EFeA s3d A
< 9.

Biast t& Fdoz g4 AFdT7 ASHH E74A L7l FFAH=AE
AAse Aoz & 5 At dusd dF EFEFA W@ 277 AU o
LHZ At S FARL Fgoz FH AR FoAAA HAY wWEold.

2. BIAS o] 7

23949 oj|g LFE #E bias7t FAEEA?
Bias & A ol 371X 2 T8t A5 n ¢gl=d A9 bias(selection bias), 3
Y bias(information bias), 2@ bias(confounding bias) ©]t}.

2-1.  ME Bias (Selection Bias)

A9 biasE 7t AR st AA A ATFFAM 2AFE A HI
(sampling €) ZAHNZA7E & Ao S, AA AYd HAde 540 &
W FxHoZ & W ey LA error)E 2B £ Ak A olokr] A
FeA7t e da e DS FTAHl LHALH, ZAE HAso %2 &
Eodle ey HAddPol BAel AM A HAEY HAFAH o] 564 ofet
2 &9, ofd F3 e zAoldA o] 7 Ehe] didAEvter AAHGY FAge
FAAAGE AL d¢ Y& Yol @0 & JdE 3 Y7t e L=
Avstaat & 7o, vhef Hdd AL e I @ANE LR o dF
2 Fdca 3d, xS do71A uix Abgete Wdd SARE X@ AMEE
Ao A Ran, Aol HotolM Wdd 49¥ st U9 AEE A7

oA EgHA Xl Hhd &0 FAAHA Af7F 2l WEA HAAM dx
AE A= didd XEA Fd. F Ut ooz 3 e Wed 4%
AAE AAY 2 AW () BET 5 JAA XA o

el Fog A2 FdFAE Wl 44 47 detlie @3 2 99 1 3

e o o
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& 42 JUE Adol JEE @& & F I oly3 A& M9 biasztz &
g bias HEo] $e& 27t AR A E weto g A3 (generalization)E & &
A = Aol

Vinyl chloride Monomer %29} Ejo}Alg7te] A-Ao] A AFE o2 o] AY
bias & A9 oS3 2o

g7l e AL dedslr] 989 cross-sectional ¥ design 22 AEE TG
31 7HA sk

g FAY 100008 2EAEe] 2F3tn gvfn & uf VCM Z 29} €olA}g
o B9 2x 2 BE FAHA g X2 FA".

S, VCM Z=253 33 dords ZEd € - A
VCMel 253 oy "ol 8¢ o] gl T - B
VCMel F=29 ¥te gley Hoptde 3¥¢ T - C
VCMel 24 vt g3 oAt = AP Aol gle & - D

VoM &2 o3
2 52
- A C
4,000 2,000
Efofaty
R B D
1, 000 3,000
10, 000
(¥ 1)

FE7F 2 AAd At zAEAYE 13 28 AW yge Aol (WA
VCM# Hotldg ZAHHA Hd 237t o]te AL olyx o3 2EE Rol:
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Ao g2 7HAEA) a8d VCM 3 Holag e #uAd e A=E JYehe A<l odds
ratiot= AD/BC 24 4,000x 3,000 / 1,000 x 2,000 = 6 & YelliA €}

add AAGALL 10,0008 A 717 Brbs a7 dE o]FelA 1,008
sampling 3t ZARE otz &A 239d 1,0008-% sampling & & 49} 28 4714
HsAdE FEEGd dd 38 ® 29 Zo] EFHO oo ulj} odds ratio ¥
Al 400 x 300 / 100 x 200 = 6 & “Epol Fgt (2P GANA Y ) F 34 gk(sample
3 Aol e gh)e]l L8y bias7t e 23 E Jehdofol o)

VM £ ou VOM Z2 o8
Z8 dHEE £E2 dE=
13 I A C 12 - A C
o} 400 200 o} 200 200
A} A
0 7 B D v 7 B D
100 300 300 300
1,000 1,000
(% 2) | (& 3)

22y} sampling € 1,0008& 47HA] 7HsAdE2 FESFHEY & 2 9= 24 &
34 ™ Yeht odds ratio = 200 x 300/300 x 200 = 1& JERISITHE o] & Fgte] 6
o= BF3a FAHX= 18 Uehlo] bias7t 471 Aelrt. o AFAUE adz FE
<€ oW (FAE odds ratio7} 10]17] #WEel) ‘VCM# ejolAlare #dAo] gio} 2
2 AES YA HALY ole EW ZAZo] Y (AU o oA AAl odds
ratio 6°]7] H&Fo|th).

ol2 & bias7t dojd olfrE FAJUT}F 5 EielA R 22 BEFEHE AS 47t
A celle] 2% Y &2 329 ¥hd (o]FA sampling ¥ oloF samplinge] 2
g Aolth). E1A E322 FE528 Ao Z cell 9 samplinge 8 &&°) o
24 JeEht (F A cell AME 4,000 o 20082 2/409) &Lolx, BAAE 1,000
9ol 30022 3/10, ColAE 200/2,0008.2 1/10, Dol A+ 300/3,0008.2 1/108% YeER
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o]) g #43 sampling 52 dEGAE UF HA sampling =& vl o
23 232 2934 d RAolth. ol AL selection bias®l ¥-&t}

2-2. Y bias

A H bias & HR3LA = FTAN 47 2 FHE(exposure)Ht 2 IHoutcome) S
ZR3% v, ALY AR Ao FTAA FHY ¥ x(accuracy) & Aol7} A7)
B AL 2I¥Y. o] AE biastE B bias B EF bias Bnx A $JdA
g € VCM# "jolrtde a4 A7 & Sy sd d+3Hd e FE bias
b 2" 4 Aok & HolAbgE AL Add R st AAHIT L jE #
A7 QALY o] AFolM ejoprtte] AAWYE Y ARIF ‘HoR RS FHIAA
o, AEsA Fitt o st g3 AL 2AZ 3 HolAle FAIJTE R
L7V 2" ML Aok

°olEY ERFFY E=HE = 7|9 bias(recall bias)E E F U+t

& Eol o|& AYsd gy Zo. MAAA 7¥E dFE] 4T FA-UYRT
AT M 718Ql o718 24 ARTE AT i, AAotE £33 AR} g
Tol 8 Aot}

I o] A#elA Aol ARBC 7Pty AR dF 71YE © 24
7193t WAtha dtd o] Mgt Al EFLF (o1 AFAME o] F recall bias
ga F-ath7t 28E 4 Qi

ZF, 718lE ¥dtn = a2 Ade], 2 g ARE doF JaFAY ZE o

S 248 HECr BAF & Feoln wEtA Aol ARy} g BLF A
olgtdvl, FAE LUTAV}, FEAHAAEE FFAUAI} = A JdES ¢ AE
A 7198 2 7hsAe] ZA € Aotk welA o& EUYE BAsed nd AA=2
AELAHQ B8 WEA FoAF Aot vdegdE Zol ohdn o F&sA digdd
T olfr WEd FAHLE fFod A3rt Jebd 7HsA el ddhe Tojd

Aol AR de 25T Ad 7L F(differential misclassification)o] ¥ Zojt},
S HnEunAg e F TAMY ERLFY Axrt t27] W&o A (differential)
olzte REE AHEEIATh ol Ad ERLFE st BNEY 3 FE@RE
gEG A FAHRA T S Ju, ARRY A FHA & £E Ut gJd =

x
=

n}]_:’
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dE FAgRd AA FAHL FAFEe| HAo o9 widEHE & FE=AL 18 o
A ¥4 .

AF7HA Agd AE ERLFYAE & FFHY FAE EFLF (nondifferential
misclassification)?} 14l of& wlastnA st FToA FIT HlER ERLFV)
L}E}"} A$E @ 48 E¥ g H 2o

FEo A9 FFHaryngeal cancen)d Bl EFToA Y FFete] FAE S ulws

‘?‘}‘4. 10009 9] &F2tg 1,0008 9 HSFAE e e HAZE &
-’FX} 1,000 % 50%e] 2Asn, v F2 1,0008%F 10 A3 sid vy
T (¢ #ghe 50tk

add &5 11,0008 F 5008 2ol &F3chn digddr] Wi yelA 5007
&2 FEHAL, HEFAT 100084 E 500 o] vSFAR dgsian v
M 500%e] $FAZ AR dEsdcn dd A4 F¥Ae g2 JdTd 25
71 A "ot

o] Mo FFTAMNE (5T 5008 FY 26 v SFTY 53] HAsta) 303
o] WA YL, M SFTo2 FEH 10005 M = (2529 59 vSFTY 599
#ated) 30 o] dAsIgch ol AAAM(AE FAHH) vAHPFHEE 1o] H g

q71H Zzxsq Az st e, AY ERHLFE biasd BFE 57t
o ¢y FabH EFLFE bias® Wakol 4 dAsE Held. F ARAA &
Astel W FAR 7L golgtn sHH AW EFLFIF U BT Fgte] olug 2
T2 A& Eo 5 B 6) AEFE YorHAE B0 2 T 3), Fad EFF
T 3 ot & X HXEA Hu2(dE Y #FFe] 2 & 30 olyx 5 EBE
6ol SE& gugddh). et FHX 471 FAHCE {oscd @ A fodt E
HE BY Aoz AR F 3. olF tz2A Y FAE EReFINE 74
gol Ao &3 AU Aol U= WO R bias7t doldth (toward the null bias)i
FFE 5 Sk (o]0 #3td @7k F712 o AW EAE odds ratio’t 0322 F3
HATGHE gL 02 F= 01 o g4 9ujoj).
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2-3. 1wt BIAS (Confounding Bias)

ARz FEEE biast & bias(confounding bias)elt}. A # biasE driciz A
yatAbd 37t Heol Almixed up)& 9w e}

A7]XE oleld L bias E AWY o 713 &3 2ol d2A &F9 HYY F

B U@ 78 1 d2 g1z ?‘lq 77 HYE YodleNE Yotiua o
TFaAYY Aol e A2 vehg ‘§F9 HeL BYA] A s A& & A
ol Ruggcty A 2 oA z..Hk(true value)e| otUich Fgd 39 ¥
G B g Aol FAgtolAdth. 2F9E 9 o]y bias7t MAL7? (%7}
FR8td A ¢ B Q= Zoln A FHe] AdE ey oU]e) bias7t
EA ).

I olfE e Rz %}9&‘:“ 5o Hde dEAY dAFe FIA &L 4
olof Yeyt7] el FAL #Hgy fdoln FAdsE AR F2 FFE 37
ol ol g A3st vded Aot aFTE ol FH biasE e
olojR ARE AASL ¢Fd TRNE FAFLA e Aol 0. & Fd9 &
Be AAR £ &5/t ddel HAE GGL TAFstof @b wolr),

olH I APL(HEA) 2 YERA Ao R 4ol

o)

1

H 4 5o wigte] BHEE Yrlshed dolA Fdol confounderr( a3z}l 2
283t RS =437 o

* i) Hee) A9

L TR
: b a ) o
< F uh gt whAgstA] ol A A
= F & 60 940 1,000 60/1, 000
v 40 960 1, 000 40/1, 000
A A 100 1,900 2,000 50/1, 000

H) 298 E(rate ratio) = 60/40 = 1.5
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* ¥ FALUE 2 T EHY B¢

b I
oot 3 &
: 3 1o L 14 L S ) £2 A A
S 23 4 496 400 10/1, 000
v g3 6 594 600 10/1, 000
A A 10 990 1,000 10/1, 000
B2 Y B =(rate ratio) = 10710 = 1.0
: FATNE B TES MU B
b L)
ot E-&
= F LR ly S| S A A
<= F & 56 544 600 83/1, 000
v 2 34 366 400 85/1, 000
AN 90 910 1,000 90/1, 000

v 298 5= (rate ratio) = 93/85 = 1.1

Hold HiE nis) 2ol RE dAaE ZARAE W SR THAMY HeLAe
(60/1,0000 Bl &FFol el w01, 0005 T 50%7 o A JEgd. 23
U gAaE(20008)¢ FAT0,000%)3 NEST(1,0009)e2 FEF F 2 FolA
9 2273 W SFZ MY HPAALE By AA2 AY o7} A= AL B £
gk (MEFATAME &3 HPBAZo] 10/1,00000 2 M &FFo] 10/1,00000 F
dain), FATANE 2529 FHehwAgol 93/1,000001 HLFTY HIBAG]
85/1,0000101 41 A 9] u]%ste})

ol @ ARE M LeFT FALML00ET SFF9) FALB0/L000] H ¥t
7] WEoln FAo] Hgto] HFATNN BTk FATNN © o] HAHG0/1,000 T
10/1,000)5+ 7] w0 th.

olzid m@ biasE do7)E UAAE WA <AAL(confounding factor, confounder)}iL

- 348 -



pard, oW A7 BAAAS A§57] AetdE AAAR (74T At
= BA4ol glojok B B FRAR(CINAE SFI%E A4l glojor @,

2-4. n¥ bias@ M= LurHol YUY

1) 2 bias®] FA
239d ojw @ o e I bjasE AATL F J& AU
(1) AYA A= 72 A(design) FANA T bias7t 7101 EA FEF 1
#220L AAsE Adelth. q7lde 37HA FAALY Bl Urh

D A Wge nPWse g8 Al Hrestriction)dts Aot g2 ‘SF7)
Hdol vXE e B dAEd FAd W7 Hole A #HEA FpE 3
&2 Ao 3t Fdo] L@ A} (confounder) 2 43t gy Aot

aE v B FATE OE HolM FFS HYHe FEUAHE BT FE F
dol n@gdoe® 7ojey AL WAY &£ YA B0 ol Zo] AAES nE.
Qo we} FE3F] o] Fo §F A e(subgroup)WHE AeE BEAHAV B Z
2GS MEAHoE BAS ARE Ul 1 891 93 ZdbiasE dolvA A
HEE ol AF AA gz gAY ERE FAH{AE F3A Hu, o3
b a@gcle anE FAG Ao,

@ FHAE A3 (matching)ol & WAoot e && AL J&IHE &
TH HEFTE 47 100084 S AL olSdAA HEEMl 2 e
Bz gedel $+89 47 FAR2 ddd AUA FFAE AR AZAET
3 Aol &% 13 BHE Hohd v EFA SAA FulE dF 13 dfe AEE
AARste 3219 R(pair) o2 A3txn, FUA FFAE EJYTY a2 A FdFo|
37 10922 3 WEFA FelA FEFe] F 1049 AEE Aol 2 &
L2 A oY WA= 1000“1:2: HESE FT(SFTH HEFT)L FAR
o] FUsA FAH U7l HEA FIFol FF9 AN EHFH nTe

me <N
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doz H4¥ 47 94 HE Rolth 2y BAsI(maching)Z A AWHA
ge Aust Uasn AAZ $e7) xdt BBuY wyo o By WEd od 3
$o)m B2 FHY B WPE ol

@ AR W& F29 32 (randomization)A] ol t}, o] WAL FEAYP 22 4
gy 7Hed WgelA AYrdgE A7 iRz s e Wi opyth

& EolA 2000%9 UyAAE FToE2 Yeda s 1H-FEE 2000We] 229
FolE BA|d ¥a sy 7Ade] A& HFE 11,0008 ol YriAs g
dF o2 wlA(random allocation)HH ol F29] F&eld. o7iAd 7 T8 A
o B FZd oo wAY FT(Z 1,00084)e EE oA FUsdE Aol
718 Ao® FTL 21 FFAE A F£2 29 AAY 7t EA8A £}

EE QoA FTE& 201 st x Hdo] ofYHEE AA FAHE 254 O E
Aot a8y o]R L random erroro] o).
T2 9 F S A3l wWAFH ol FFAME I AAHconfounder)Zt UEF7T §
2 2 bias® dold F7t glvhe Mol

a3y geME dFHE Kol AYRAAE Eopil N ojeh e AFHQ =X
A} Aol Brbssit. dA $Y7t 2ZE AFY @& g2 Q7NN F 2
st nzl g, A7 AlF GAA JHEEE F oA st fEstaat e 4
A o9 el BE Wigo glo] FUARA HEEF kHsfojof At Bolrt. o A
&2 7)(matching)& 1 ¥ o2 B 4 o}

¥ r\r N r\

to

(2) X biasE AASE FHA GAE A8 E4(data analysis) GANA AL F bias
g AAsE Yol

gulH o g o] REE D ¥F3 (standardization)®t @ CHHFZFEA (multivariate
analysis) 22 T3t dgsta g,
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