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[Abstract] The purpose of this paper was to introduce how to set the options of variable levels and multimodal covariates , and
to demonstrate the causal mediation effect analysis method with odds ratio (OR) and excess relative risk (ERR) as evaluation indicators
through examples. For treatment variables, mediator variables and covariates, the variable-level options of them could be set through
the evaluate statement. For categorical variables and their interaction terms, they could be treated as multimodal covariates, and the

variable levels could also be set for them by using the evaluate statement. Through an example, this paper used SAS to realize the

causal mediation effect analysis and the decomposition of effect components with OR and ERR as the evaluation indicators.
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2.1 EETE/KFHIER

1Eiz H proc causalmed £ B 2D, HI P AT LA H]
evaluate 1 1] 15 3K 5 G0 155 DU 722 B K7 Ry 264
YRR P RO W B, P AT DL AT 4 )2
PRUER A 00 23 B o B A Al = o 4 o LA TR E
AR R B8 AR f 1K, WX (2)

var—key=value—key (2)

K (2) 1, var—key {45 0 A8 1 1Y R, LT
fAT PR AL B s value—key 103 g 46 E 7228 YK i
R A OCHER) , DU A FRfE A . SCHRLLE
45 1 var—key Fl value—key fJZE I, Jf-45 4 & N AL
STE— K Fe AU MR i PR st Ak DA

B AR, 75 A HR B EHA Y var—key, JH AR
PRAZ g AR B AT B OKCF I R TS [ Y
var—keyo BIAN, ARBAEH] P 0Br oh AT — N IESERY
Qb FRAR H Exposure Fl— 4~ —{H #1425 18 Perceived-
Pain, AT { FH DA /) i i L6 A28 o 9 1 €7

proc causalmed;

class PerceivedPain;

mediator PerceivedPain=Exposure ;

model outcome=PerceivedPain | Exposure ;

TR A PR B N e RREAS R, B 2 7K
BB I R A8 B BCE N T8 K, ]
P LA N ATAT S 240

evaluate 'Setting 1’ _tl=max _t0=mean _mstar=
"none’ ;

evaluate 'Setting 2’ _treatment=max _control=
mean _mediator="none’ ;

evaluate 'Setting 3’ Exposure (treatment) =max
Exposure( control )=mean

PerceivedPain='none’;

run;

AR 7R, P AT DL i e it 52 B A%
) Bl A) 4 G B AR OC T ) 45 1 8 B BRI B

g R, 23 28 U8 o ) RO (BB v) DA
AIEBAL K (mode) . ANIRAE evaluate HA] R K
F P2 48 E AR AT K, proc causalmed 33 &Kl
FHREARIIE VB N TE covar Il H] T8 2 T AT K36 E
RN DL e BRIAKF o B, C1LC2 R C3 RYREAR
PI(EJE DA T 3 BY evaluate 185/8) H i FH A ERIA K .

proc causalmed ;

class C1 C2 C3;

mediator M=T;

model Y=T | M;

covar C1 C2 C3 C4;

evaluate 'Conditional on C4=max’ C4=max M=
mean;

run;

WIARTE evaluate 1A TR & T 20— 251
R KA, proc causalmed 3 T Pt ] mode 1E M
covar B /A) FP 48 E AR A8 & 201 A2 B 19 BRIAKF-
4, C2 F1 C3 ARSI LK C4 R REAR P {2 A
T BE 1Y evaluate T4 T ERIAKF- «

proc causalmed

class C1 C2 C3;

mediator M=T;

model Y=T | M;

covar C1 C2 C3 C4;

evaluate 'Conditional on C1=1" C1="1" M=mean;

run;
2.2 BESHEE

UNARAG RS 5 O 3 JE U AL R (YRR , O 2
Oy PR AT Z ARSI I 5 S {E A O
EA AR R O T3 — 5L, R C1 2
—ANELL PR, C2 R C3 2 T H A i, [FIRT,
B =B 6 M. C1:1.2.3,

4.5.6;C2:1.1.1,1.1,1;C3:1.1.1.2.2.2,

2R T 5 ) BETHRE E fL  — 1 €1 A C2
P C3:

Cl C2 C3

1 10 10

2 10 10

3 10 10

4 10 01

5 10 01

6 10 01

RIEHE E VAT evaluate 154] :

evaluate 'Setting C’ C1=mean C2=mode C3=mode;

ClEEIME A 3. 5. C2 IR 4 R 1", 4
1 0" B A C2 B PME K- KT, T C3 47
“1 07RO 1TPIAMEEZS SN, 6 AWK {7 S 24 WL
Mo SRIG , DAt 7K Y (4 B 2 2 i i) 2 LU A
6] 5k 4P 44 0

351010

3.5 1001

419



http : //www. psychjm. net. cn

PUJIKS B BAE 2022 4E45 35 55 51

T TEVEA BSR4 50 D o i 14 2 =X b il
T EHEKSE3.5.1.0.0. 5F10. 5,

WAL XF C1 AN C3 Z (8] (4 38 BAE AT, DU )
PLR PRAS ] 2 ) -3 11

351010 350

32510010 3.5

FELL L PIAT RS, S e AR R s BAE H
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3.1 EBIESHIEEN
3.1.1 FRBRESERER

(6 1) SCHRL 1 BBt T — A5G T WX 2 LAE T

BOLFET R IE B . AT 100 0004 W4 fE
PIREHLAEAS o B fe v i) FEAS AR AL &
A7 Smoking , J& B 35 W ARAT A IR AR, BUE A 27 il
7 AIRAE RN Death, 2 B L AR IS — AR INAETCHY
o5 BUE N "B th A A2 B LowBirthWt,
SEARH AR (<2 500 ) YRR IUE A 2" F AR,
AN, 5 AN TR 24 B PR 1 AgeGroup 3R P2 AR
<20% .20~35% .>35 % WHUH 304 1,23 ; Drinking
h 2 AT A B G e AR B R T AR
Married fCFRAFWIR DL , HUE R R H” ; Race 0
T, A AR YA B VPR A L 2 (S
+ ) I A ; SomeCollege AH 52 H E FEE Ry 124F
K UL bR BUE TR EmT PR IR TR | 1
£ G N - S T W i 5 o W Pl Ry OV i 8
JETF LAR i T DU s 8 YR 10 S0

RGN I, RS HIEOR TR p A g sy (LR L

Br, Hoab P A £ 48 AR B A AR A T E AR proc print data=sashelp. birthwgt(obs=10) ;

IXBERE I DS [ [ K AR GO 3R A5 1Y 2003 4F run;

R BRE birthwgt FEIET 10 N (E
Table 1  The first 10 observations of birthwgt data set
weo LowBirthWgt Married AgeGroup Race Drinking Death Smoking SomeCollege

1 No No 3 Asian No No No Yes
2 No No 2 White No No No No
3 Yes Yes 2 Native No Yes No No
4 No No 2 White No No No No
5 No No 2 White No No No Yes
6 No No 2 White No No No
7 No No 2 Asian No No No Yes
8 No No 3 White No No No Yes
9 No Yes 1 Black No No No No
10 No No 2 Native No No No Yes

3.1.2 RIZATERP NN TESE

LEEE R A SAST B R G, Bl k4 0
sashelp. birthwgt, P8I R AE S A B A P E H
B 4 L 0 (data=sashelp. birthwgt) Bl AJ, 2 0L 1]
R S

3.2 FASAS I E B fr 9 M 4 47
Fa e PRI A AR 15 s ) SASFRFFUN T -

proc causalmed data=sashelp. birthwgt decomp;

class LowBirthWgt Smoking Death AgeGroup
Married Race

Drinking SomeCollege / descending ;

mediator LowBirthWgt=Smoking;
model Death=LowBirthWgt | Smoking;

420

covar AgeGroup Married Race Drinking Some-
College;

evaluate 'Low Birth—-Weight' LowBirthWgt="Yes'
/ nodecomp

evaluate 'Normal Birth-Weight' LowBirthWgt=
'No’ / nodecomp;

run;

[SASFEFF Ut BH ]decomp BETIUEL SR #4745 A AR
B AT# o mediator HE R4 5 i [ A% i LowBirthWgt
AR A BB AR AR E T AR AT
7 B 45 R, I BEAR 4 A= 4% H R A 22 ) 7
TESCHAE M o class TR ar 44 o3 b i 7 2R A8 o, I
Jr £ 5 (B descending ) S5 9 M 1oz (14) £ Jg — 2 AR
K (Death=Yes 1 LowBirthWgt=Yes) . covar i# 4] #§
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FET SR fa, A evaluate IEAJ$8 E T H

SCHL o
A AR AF , LA GBS PR A RO A

[SAS F= % H 205 50 Mgt e 15— ¥ o0 i 45 2R
W2, K2 MR T YL i R A2 AR X XU
X BB T RGN B B o BN B A 3
FUA S /s 7E 22 A ARG XU % o 38 2 T DUA T
45 T XL L RN o R I S HAHERL
I (controlled direct effect, CDE) & 1. 894, 24 1445
H LowBirthWgt B ¥ 1 78 7K S No W, 2 801E 5t 2
CDEI{H. #5 Z, RIEHW A AR 241 CDE Y
PEF L AR Y EAS DX )R (1. 200~2. 588) o L H
& 32 iy A 2R B B2 24 W (natural direct effect,
NDE) £l A #& [8]42500 (natural indirect effect, NTE ) 43
B 1363 M1 253, ENTIARMSIEE R I
HYS RN AR TR, BR 1. 707, R2 0 E-EAT RS TXT 2

AR AU B R AR o AR ELIERLY (0. 363) il
FLARIBIERLN (0. 345) 7R 36 A b ; B2 4
AFREIRUBS: A 0. 707 o ] Tl (s 756 FH 3 S5 25 5
HEWT“ A AR T A EL 7 RI48. 717%, HE, K
25 50% F W AR Xt B2 L AE T 35 A 2k Ry Je i o [ IR 22
L AR E RSB . SR, A S A
EE " 19 95% B A5 X (] AH 24 98 (29. 329%~68. 104%) ,
T K BB AR B g 7 A RS A 0 DX TR) A T AR
I H A A B 2 18] 10 38 LA T P A A B Y
H 4y 20 8%, 3X — LU IR XT3 /N o R, AH R 1)
95% B {i X B4 24 5 (-30. 762%~47. 002%)

B B B 4 B LR 3, B i proc causalmed
AR 1R ] T Y decomp T I EL SR PEAT 4% Bl AL
O3 BT, T 3K B0 43 i 8 e AR B 22 4 A X XU
R,

K2 XMBILFETEYMECE

Table 2 Summary of effects on infant mortality

R IR i 3t PR Wald 95% &5 X ] Z Pr>l7l
R Y ImA 1.707 0.222 1.273~2. 141 3.190 0. 001
Z 4% HAZAU (CDE) 1. 894 0.354 1. 200~2. 588 2.530 0.012
AR EHERN (NDE) 1.363 0.177 1.016~1. 709 2. 050 0. 040
F SR 424400 (NIE) 1.253 0. 034 1. 186~1. 320 7.370 <0.010
SRR KBS 0.707 0.222 0.273~1. 141 3. 190 0. 001
CDE Z 43 M AU 0.325 0. 121 0. 088~0. 561 2. 690 0. 007
NDE 22 43 FHXT XU 0.363 0.177 0. 016~0. 709 2.050 0. 040
NIE 2243 A% U 0. 345 0. 061 0. 225~0. 464 5. 630 <0.010
PR RLRT 4 b 48.717% 9.892 29.329~68. 104 4.920 <0.010
ZHAEM A 8. 120% 19. 838 -30. 762~47. 002 0.410 0. 682
SIBRIE 53 L 54.093% 11. 665 31.231~76. 955 4. 640 <0.010
CEEER Y W P e Y R E ] AN
£33 WIAITEILIET- RS R
Table 3 Decompositions of smoking effects on infant mortality

9 i LA KUK fli it FrifiiR 22 Wald 95% 1% X [f] Z ProlZl

NDE+NIE HAR B 0.363 0.177 0.016~0. 709 2.050 0. 040

ERZN[EIEFA 0.345 0.061 0.225~0. 464 5.630 <0.010

CDE+PE B 0.325 0. 121 0. 088~0. 561 2. 690 0. 007

SRSy 0.383 0. 156 0. 078~0. 687 2. 460 0.014

TDE+PIE K387y 0.382 0.219 -0. 047~0. 811 1.750 0. 081

ali] 42z 0.325 0.035 0. 256~0. 394 9.200 <0.010

NDE+PIE+IMD EEANEE:S 0.363 0.177 0. 016~0. 709 2. 050 0. 040

4lia] 42z 0.325 0.035 0. 256~0. 394 9.200 <0.010

s HAEH 0.019 0.053 -0. 083~0. 122 0. 370 0.711

CDE+PIE+PAI R 0.323 0.121 0. 088~0. 561 2. 690 0. 007

i i) 42 0.325 0.035 0. 256~0. 394 9.200 <0.010

2 HAE R 0.057 0. 155 -0. 246~0. 361 0. 370 0.711

VY T [ERZE 0.325 0.121 0. 088~0. 561 2. 690 0. 007

%3 HAEH 0.038 0. 102 -0. 163~0. 239 0. 370 0.711

s HAER 0.019 0.053 -0.083~0. 122 0. 370 0.711

afi[a] 43z 0.325 0.035 0. 256~0. 394 9.200 <0.010

At 22 AN XSS 0.707 0.222 0.273~1. 141 3.190 0. 001

¥ : NDE=CDE+IRF, NIE=PIE+IMD , PAI=IRF+IMD , PE=PAI+PIE, TDE=CDE+PAI
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o5 = 5B 4 S LR 4, 72 proc causalmed
1o R A AR A X 22 A R X XU e 3 P R AR ) BT
R 53 LU AT AL 1 o3 i TS I 25 1 . 4 by iy
K25 B 2%, BV 1Y 45. 910% REAS T R 28 5.
YERBAIEE T oA EH (2% B ,5.380%
IHHF 2% HEAEFEARAE FHATER 2. 740%
F P F A 5 22 BAERT, 45. 970% I T4
YERMEAIH N P2 BEAER . fEARIE N “CDE+PIE+
PAT” () =[] A3 fig o, U5 R 58 EAE A9 R3804
L2974 8. 120% , X AN BAR K (HUL AT 20 . 151
b= W1 e e R o ol P TN (= S 5 S
HH AR 1) A T T BEASTHE A -

SRy R A R R S, B 3. 27
proc causalmed 1 B2 AL A8 5 HH 25—~ evaluate 7 /1) 7
A A5 AL B Y A AR LowBirthWet I & 4
Yes /K F-HF A9 EZRN A E 0. 2 5d, it
CDE CEF XA 28 4 5 4 R 47 9746 ) S 1. 092, A
[ 95% A7 X[ 24 (0. 780~1. 404) .

SRR A R K6, TR 3. 27
proc causalmed A FE LT H 2R —A> evaluate 1 /7] 7
A= S A5 AR B Y A 28 B LowBirthWgt 5 24
No 7K B 2 BRLR FE 43 b . &6 h i3kt
CDE CEF X 15 A R A HEA T3P AR ) K 1. 894, AH
IV 19 95% {5 X [8] k(1. 200~2. 588) .

F4 WA BILETREZMAES L HE
Table 4 Percentage decomposition of smoking effects on infant mortality
gy fi EZibaplio: Aol bR 22 Wald 95% & {5 X [f] Z Pr>1Zl
NDE+NIE ER/=EA 51.280 9. 890 31.900~70. 670 5. 180 <0.010
ERZNIEIEE 48.720 9. 890 29.330~68. 100 4.920 <0.010
CDE+PE FLEERE 45.910 11. 660 23. 040~68. 770 3.940 <0.010
SR ES 53 54. 090 11. 660 31.230~76. 960 4. 640 <0. 010
TDE+PIE HIERIT 54.030 14. 490 25. 620~82. 430 3.730 <0. 010
i) 45.970 14. 490 17. 570~74. 380 3.170 0. 002
NDE+PIE+IMD H 8RB 51.280 9. 890 31.900~70. 670 5.180 <0. 010
4l ] 2 45.970 14. 490 17. 570~74. 380 3.170 0. 002
P22 HAEH 2.740 6.700 -10. 400~15. 880 0.410 0. 682
CDE+PIE+PAI AR 45.910 11. 660 23. 040~68. 770 3.940 <0. 010
4[] 4 45.970 14. 490 17. 570~74. 380 3.170 0. 002
AU 8.120 19. 840 -30. 760~47. 000 0.410 0. 682
P4 pF EAERE 45.910 11. 660 23. 040~68. 770 3.940 <0. 010
SHEILHAEH 5.380 13. 140 -20.370~31. 130 0.410 0. 682
A sE HAE 2.740 6.700 -10. 400~15. 880 0.410 0. 682
TSRS 45.970 14. 490 17.570~74. 380 3.170 0. 002
1 : NDE=CDE+IRF , NIE=PIE+IMD , PAI=IRF+IMD , PE=PAI+PIE , TDE=CDE+PAI
RS R EFEABIERRACE
Table 5 Summary of smoking effects for the low birth-weight group
RN I fi 3t bR 2z Wald 95% {5 X [f] A Pr>l7l
A=Y A 1.707 0.222 1.273~2. 141 3.190 0. 001
P e il B 42400 (CDE) 1.092 0. 160 0. 780~1. 404 0. 580 0.564
PE L A AR 4R (NDE) 1.363 0. 177 1.016~1. 709 2.050 0. 040
P L B R TR 4288007 (NIE ) 1.253 0.034 1. 186~1. 320 7.370 <0.010
SR AR AR KU 0.707 0.222 0.273~1. 141 3.190 0. 001
CDE Z AR XU 0. 867 1. 496 -2.065~3.799 0. 580 0. 562
NDE £ 42 FH XS AU 0.363 0. 177 0.016~0. 709 2.050 0. 040
NIE Z 4 A% AU 0.345 0. 061 0. 225~0. 464 5. 630 <0.010
A E S 48.717% 9. 892 29. 329~68. 104 4.920 <0. 010
ZHAEME I —68. 585% 167. 580 -397. 040~259. 870 -0.410 0. 682
MR E 53 T -22.613% 179. 590 -374. 600~329. 380 -0.130 0. 900

TE 00 RS L B A M R
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Table 6 Summary of smoking effects for the normal birth—weight group

RO I fi i PRI 2 Wald 95% {5 X [ Z Pr>1ZI
R AT Ia 1.707 0.222 1.273~2. 141 3. 190 0.001
P e i B0 (CDE) 1. 894 0.354 1.200~2. 588 2.530 0.012
L B AR AU (NDE) 1.363 0. 177 1.016~1. 709 2.050 0. 040
P HE A SR TR 425808 (NTE ) 1.253 0.034 1.186~1. 320 7.370 <0. 010
SRR XU 0.707 0.222 0.273~1. 141 3.190 0.001
CDE Z AR X XU 0.325 0. 121 0. 088~0. 561 2. 690 0. 007
NDE £ 42 FH XS AU 0.363 0.177 0. 016~0. 709 2.050 0. 040
NIE 242 FH XS KU 0. 345 0. 061 0. 225~0. 464 5.630 <0. 010
HAE L 48.717% 9.892 29. 329~68. 104 4.920 <0. 010
ZHAEME I 8. 120% 19. 838 -30. 762~47. 002 0.410 0. 682
SR E 53 L 54.093% 11. 665 31.231~76. 955 4. 640 <0. 010

PR R AR LR
4 THEENEG
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T HAERTR B0, C1 1 C2, B4 M T :Cl1 €2 C1*+C2,
R AEOUR AR 0 2 S T AR Bl S A
T Y AR AR G 5T class AT AR,
AV ITE class T5/m) v 128 S AR A0 Ry i 2 AR o
4.2 IhE5

ARG T BRI A A 8508 40 B o B i A
BV 8 bR (OR F ERR) LA e 5% ' 7% 8 7K - ) 356 T3
MBS FF X — 5], SR I SAS S8 T
DL 34 LU I 22 A AR 1 662 1 R DF- ¢ 48 s 174 PR SR o

RO SISt T VRN 0 £ 55 L X 4 A
Hh T AR
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