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Application of Adverse Drug Reaction of Data Mining in Pharmacovigilance
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ABSTRACT: With the development of information technology, the massive growth of pharmaceutical electronic data and the
significant increase in the reports of drug adverse event reports have brought great challenges to pharmacovigilance research. Data
mining techniques can automatically extract the risk signals of adverse drug reaction from real-world data. Therefore, efficient data
mining of massive adverse event reporting is a necessary measure to realize the automatic detection of adverse drug reactions. By
introducing the current major large-scale adverse drug event reporting databases and related data mining methods, this study reviews
the application and limitations of adverse drug reaction data mining technology in pharmacovigilance, which provides reference for
pharmacovigilance-related institutions and researchers.
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) I S D o s, LS R 5T (real-world
study, RWS) JBH8AE LRI T, T IHIK
Mo m A HEy, Wi RWD 88T RWD fiiA: i
R B, SR TE. B o, 3k
B2l i (%) fulT A 0 B i A XIS -WAC 25 7D i DR T 9
(B RWE) Y58 72, 2021 4E 4 H, EZR25 0
BHAE TR R 25 i PR R 20 4R S AL B
F e M H RWD ;=4 RWE DSZRrg5 it &, &
AT CH T A B BRI i B St A s T
S A7) Mo X ORE M RWD, A LU o
HE1Z98 (data mining, DM) B, 7050 F1 HE
TR, 2 A M ERE B

DM J&fg MK A M s i, Bk A
SRR AEBORRRR . R BAHEE X
AR 2P, DM 2 RWS () — AR A4F T 5.
M TFAEG T, DM BRI AN B AT 550k
T, AFRSEI RWD, RAGFSEARI ., ARCH I
HBE B MATRE . DM S R4S 783 RE . K
PEIH PR AL 3 . DM U fi B R A 0
FECl, ADR $U4l 427 48 2 25 W B A% 0 T ik 2
— [ B T A 4 21 (World Health Organization,
WHO) ¥ 25 & woE o “Rill . WA . AR K
Tl 25 ADR B H At — U1 5 245 4 /95 1 AH OC 7]
RGN o BRI W ZE P B
R PR PR B2 0 S8 AE Z AR 3 0
FERER, AR EE T HICER AR HHE R, %15 B
N BEHE— 2Dk, WIFR A 25 97 i RV A5
FOL Y R O L KR (5 5 i AR 5 4y
Br, Ban s £ K oy #r b T IS 24 i 1 AH DG i
I UL 1R 45 R T DM BOR AT LI I
PR AES .

ZN IR S SR ER  Ee  E SR  N
AE #5845, ADR B4lR4248 7%, ADR il
R AE 2 E o B SO R BR T, 2
AR A L3It S %
1 AE REHIEE

WHO & g7 Wi il .0 (Uppsala Monitoring
Centre, UMC) J& WHO £ Wi il [ By &
WA ek BB AE B8 % . A 1968 4F LU
Kk, B5A S0 PMEZEMAYERDLE
UMC & 1E, g ARG %4, E T
1998 AE A L 5L [, JF 4G AE W IACE ) 4R
VigiBase J& it /5 25 i i 7 ADR 2 BREdEFE, &

o E IR 22 2024 4F 3 H 45 41 55 6 14

WHO 25V E R R G L o 255 AE (5 B LAZEH
LIE K AEAFAE VigiBase, J5 {8 FH P R A1t K
W, RV TE R 25 5 KU 15 5. VigiAccess T
2015 4FEH WHO #fEth, B 7E M A A it VigiBase
B8 E b AEHR 45 1% 2, W M http/www.
Vigiaccess.org/ij[n] .

2% [E & A 25 5 8 B R (ULS. Food and Drug
Administration, FDA)AE # % & 4t (FDA Adverse
Event Reporting System, FAERS) J& {5 [ k144
) AE i 15 8048 e 2 — o 36 [E 25 5 W5 00 T AF
FDA (24 iy i E S5 b 1158, LA E S FIwsh
LA XM 25 5 AE, 2 SRR 2 5 o
B BRI AR A E 2 A AE Bl .
FAERS 4l FEEL 46 TR AR . HAHRER
M55, BEETE R — KRBT . RN RS

AT 1969 4, T 1997 SFBEATEH REIT IR, hkE
EIERN, —HIFHZES . FAERS 40
https://fis.fda.gov/extensions/FPD-QDE-FAERS/
FPD-QDE-FAERS.html F %,

EudraVigilance Jz& B 24 5 45 2 75 H 2001 4F
IRYE RN AE B, B A CEH
PMEE, ML, IRHMZE, g T
I G R, MRS ADR 80T 88 O RIS
Bo &M aEAHKTT, w5 EiiraTfia A,
WENLA . BHEAS . BT DA NG AR,
P IZ A B ) U IR R B — & VI TAR . A
R 25 5 A U Rl AL BRASR] - DA 125080 e 1)
ENGEUETw L NI N e A L =S W il R A VS
BE BRAAECE 22 P B TT N http://www.
Adrreports.eu/Pi[i1]

H 1999 4ELICR, whE B g A f A Y
€% ADR W RS, JFT 2010 4FT00G, W52
i MBS R AR R AT — 4R R K ADR W A
JEHE (AR “AERE G )N, k#2021 4,
B e 2T W B ADR/AE 4 45 1883 J7 3 1,
ADR/AE g5 246 &A= T E 5 N A4S R I 2)
i AE f45, HETPHLA . 255 As T R E LA
A B B PR g P E 2 T DM 2
YIS o AF B S AT A https:/www.nmpa.
gov.cn/index.html ZRHY .
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analyses, DPA) %,

DPA J& 24 i AE s RGEAEIE) 2 Y
I E RS 55 K 77 . DPA | i 3L R H
ZMLPUAS RVE (1), W EARZSSh-AE 5 HAhZY
in-AE WHIRARERE, DI 25505 AR Z [H]15¢
HROMEE o LU Ao i 2 48 5t — 24 5 -AE 4165 00 1
TR BER T R, BUAE T AR IR
PYHIARE, $ERIZ20 51 AE FETER SRR
B, HXFPOCHONE ARG, 7lfe’
ADR KUK {5512, DPA IF & il i 57 Ak 25 s -
AE A G MBI R AR, R & I 0 KU A5
SRS EM, WA HER2) 55 Hir AE 17
TES T2 IR AT st e ok AR SE Tt R B A
ANJF], DPA R 3 A AiEek A DL ik

R®1 HEIREHATER
Tab.1 Fourfold table of adverse drug event

et B AR R FABAS R0 it
Fbn i a b a+b
HAtnzhdh ¢ d ctd
it atc ctd N=a+ctctd

TE: a. b, c. dFINFIRIE L FMESE R MR Bo .
Note: a, b, ¢, d, and N indicated the number of reports that meet the
specified conditions in the table.

2.1 MECK ADR BdEZHE )7k

WEGE R T AE W RS 05 T e T
BRG Tk M U (E EE (reporting odds ratio,
ROR) i il Lt 5] iz & E& (proportional reporting
ratio, PRR) %2 K DPA .
2.1.1 ROREE 1992 4F |, Stricker &5 U1 fii F{
ROR JEARIE T S0 5018 5 R MY ML VE W e SN, 3X
S 4 DPA [ T 24 i 28 4 O 3l ) A i 1B 1T
ROR % 5 AT AW 5EH “ L LL” (odds ratio,
OR) A AHML, T HIRZy i -AE A4 5 HALZ
- AE4LA M I fE Z . ROR M 115 LA 58
(W Ha. b, . d WEXSNEE L, SE ForbRfiaa™.,
HH, XM a=3, ROR ¥ 95% & 15X [H] (confidence
intervals, CI) TFR>1, D4 /R4:M %] ADR XU
7=,
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(a/c) ad
ROR = = —
(b/d) ~ be
SE(InROR) = <1 L 1)
o=ty teta) W
<1 11 1)
In(ROR)£1.96 ——t—i—
95% Cl = ¢ abcd

2.1.2 PRRVE el 25 W54 A 1Y Bvans 551 F
1998 £ PRR ¥, JFT° 2001 4£ % ] PRR ¥}
& [{] R R B #1790 PRRIE 5 ATIR
W “AHXHfERSEE " (relative ration, RR) 314AH
L, T HPRZ)5-AR 4155 HAh 2y f-AE 41511
M2 . PRR IR LA X G a0 b,
c. dWEXSIIE D, EH, X4 a=3, PRR
=2, HRIHEH (=4, WA ADR K
i fE =,
_a/(a+b)

c/(c+d)

1 1 1 1
SE(InPRR) = (7+ +7+—)
(In ) a a+b ¢ c+d (@)
(1 1 1 1 )
95% Cl:eln(PRR)ilA% a+a+b+c+c+d

2.2 DUrHiE ADR iz 4y ik

VUM RE S i 2RIk — o HAO
SEARAE TS R S 50 A 5B 54 S S o A
PSERE L, RS A RAEMRMT, S4B
FLAYHERE, DUt Hr2s ADR £0d842 48 5 R 7E Y
MRS b, ] DU B, AT
BIRIBEAE S &k I ADR KU 5%, HA 115
2y AE SR, HAET, DIMHITE SRk
M #% (Bayesian confidence propagation neural
network, BCPNN) 7% Fil Z T il & -y #5 43 A3 i Ik
(Muti-item Gamma Poisson Shrinker, MGPS) ¥ J&
IR iz 1 DU 2 DPA 2.
221 BCPNNL 1998 4F, UMC ff) Bate % P!
f i BCPNN % . BCPNN k& 25 715 B il 4
(information component, IC) J H: CI 2= ¥FAk 25 i)
5 AE Z A OCHR B . IC Wit R WA 3K
Wa, b, c.d. NIEXSIER D, #E, 1ICH)
95%CI T FR>0 I, W) & 75 46 ) 1] ADR XU 1
50U, BCPNN J&F Beta 431 iffi i Se 40 40 41, -
FUBEESEIEN 1,

R EIBLARN 22 2024 4F 3 HAE 41 545 6 b

PRR




C=lo P(x,y) 1o ala+b+c+d)

T8RPy T B (@t byato)
V(IC)~< 1\ N-a+y-v,
“\log2/ “(a+y,)(1+N+y)

N—-a-b+a—q

(a+b+a)(1+N+aw) -
(N+a)(N+B)

(a+b+a)a+b+p)
(a+v, )(N+a)(N+B)

2(N+y)a+b+a)a+c+Pp,)

N-a-c+B-p,
(a+c+B)I+N+P)

]

Y=Yu

95%CI R = log
2+/V(IC)
(3)
XH: yy=Lo=p=1La=p=2. Pkx) FEmnr
25 “x7 FEDURE R IIER; PO) AR RS
“p7 FEDURS R P(x, y) FORH- AR FHF
HE “x” M “y” FEMRER TS, V(IC) Fon
FREBAE % o, o By B v. v INE
2.
2.2.2 MGPS ¥ 2001 4F, Dumouchel 55> 42 1
MGPS 7, HJEXT FDA JA K A5 5 4l Jr ik
“AM 5 YA AN 4345 4608 7 (gamma Poisson shrinker,
GPS) Wittt o 4256 DL i JL AT -3 4K (empirical
Bayes geometric mean, EBGM) #1158 J& MGPS 7
%L, EBGM IR AL @)Lt a. b, c.
dE XS0 DR, %, EBGM 1Y 95%CI
FR=2, N4R/RKME) ADR KU E 509, Hdh
FINH, WL EBGM Y 95%CIL T IR =1 175 A4
W A5S BME , LA EBGM 1Y 95%ClL T =2 1
S RS 5 W RS TR SF, 455 1 AR 1R
AR, MGPS 25T Gamma 431 i & S 56 45
i, 6B S8R, i KRR A
ZH,
ala+b+c+d)

EBGM = aibaio) “4)

2.3 BGE AN DA LB,

SR VRS R DL e vk 1) S B 5 i AN [
BATT EI AR AE DURS R EERE |, =ik H
PRy Ah-AE B LU R RERE , e BRI AL Y 25 )
A AE = o
2301 Bk AR EUER, EHEMER, B
LT, TR BAUERER AR, HeA
FsE, W32 N ER o T A TR AR
THARER/N, HH AERHRE LR (ol
c i) Bl —HRAEBEAZD), 55 EIEhE
K, TTHREZx 3 ML ADR KU 15 5 1 fi 22 227, H:
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Hr, XFF ROR ¥, 24505 AE DU R T b5k c
R EEE, B BOHE A A H AR 2 i R A H A
AE W%, s HAWZS & 53 B iR AE KA/
OPE F, RORH M DL 8 U, F #F 58 £ ow
ROR . PRR B ELE %4, K ROR ] LU i AH X
FERBE, DI bR — 2R fay , T PRR 5 AN RERY,
HABA RSN T XA, IR EA PRI
ER, TESCER 2 Fhor i g REAZ P,
] Tk 6r Wyl NI IR S = R T
SRR AT AR . PERIAE) s2mm =T,
232 DM LR RRRES, F9RE,
BRAMER /N, SR — PR A AR DL
PARKS T s A, STREAR A H/hESR, HBE
BWMEEBARR L, ZRamE b Eir, 55
BT CE” AR AR AT AR
%, BCPNN 7 X80 o i i R BAIC, A 30 7y
Gt A R, 1 MGPS AT LAY B — A
FRIEN 2 (AnAEs . M5 #-47 53200, i
WRIE— A\FHFE S ADR Z M2 A7 CHE, [H
Teik R 24 ABERRAESEA T 43 200, DL 3k
FB SR R BT — K, HEELR, HE—ERN
TSI RE R P2

SMOTES AN, EEREE NI R E A
SR A AR . Sakaeda 505N BE T FAERS %
Ji£, % ROR, PRR. IC. EBGM 4 Fl 5 ¥ 47 [k
B, KIN ROR R e, Kl il i ADR X
K {5 5% ; EBGM ik REUERAM, T NIRRT,
K H i ADR KUSHE S8 /b .
2.4 Hfth ADR diiza ks

Br T _LiRE) DPA i, A HiAth DM J5i% 0 H
THAE ADR 2880, AR CIAILET . B2k
IRTIERA . PURAER . R M kB b 2
D285 4 Sk By ik R BT ML AR A ) A AL
PLVETE ADR W32 4 . (Hi FaX ek B A8
B, IR FZ R H DPA BT ADR XU 5 546
Wy, Her R ez RO
3 ADR ¥IEISHRFEAEAYER A

PER T E TREA YRR AR,
WYV R BT, BRI RIS ATY . LTl
Ja AW KA, EHEBEIK. 259
FEXT ADR K55 AR . 03 A i
Al T X 24 R IR 2 0 A8 RN 45 il R, LA
TRIE B 2542409 RWE 7] I TAEM 25442 4
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PEFIA RO, 2502 75 22 50 50 AL LS A 2h
ain AE 3038 77 45 RWE DL SZ £ 25 1% 7 1) & Jie il
P,

] 5% 24 W e vt AE 2 AL H DM R A sl
I ADR XU 55, UM ZE 24 b T it Lok fE
KA B AR 554> T R ADR, DPA J2& HHi AE i
HRG 1z RS SR . UMC 2k
Fl BCPNN ok it — 501t ir 2 i 5 AE B9 %
A, WA “Z50-AE” R IC B KN REE B
M X 43 A BRSO AR S AT A b R A U
EudraVigilance % F PRR ik HEAT(5 S K, AR 4
F LS AT oA . PPAR RN E, BRIA R
RS A5 5 1 A 23 2R BOE il 75 76 1. FDA R H
MGPS okl AE 58 dEE, H R ERedFH
a2 S A AR FHEY, R 2 AN RO W R 4
I T PRR Fll BCPNN 2 Fl 5k, #% .0 J2 HE FHA5
AU A S BN BHE L, RIS, a7
i e 4 2SR AN T, 7B A BRAAE L DG
A AN RN, N ROV TG
O B e SRR E A ED,

UEAl, 259 A SR Bl DM EAR
A LA SRR 4R 24 i i) ADR RUEAE 5, FFXT
2 MR T AT RS . I HFIT AE 455K
PEFE, FeHE RWD, W] LI 47 Hi3k45 ADR il
PRFAE (Unmsta) 25 A0S %), o G W 2y
a2 A R RN AR LA fE K AE i ADR,
R AN AR SRS Rk TG . JE Tk
) RWD, RHIFA G5 Jex) AE #5508 vEA 1T vk
AL, Pl IS ADR 52548 7 2 v e A
Bf5 5, JF4S G im RSN Ml PR 45 SRk 17
flRBERZR B ITAG

T FAERS i Kk, AEGHFEZ, H
ST, BHE T ADR B DM 5%, Khaleel 25
A EE T HEAN R FAERS i 4 09 1 U6 Fn 15040 B
B, ORRAE T AT . OE & BRI bR L
FAERS $#i4E . 3 T WAL BRI 1Y AE 45 508
LRI DM J7 ik g A7 KU (5 5 kil 5
P25 ) AE FRIEAT, ZFh250 0 AE 2251 1
B, VUUKZyEYS AE MOCHES 48 . Mikami 5514
fifi H§ ROR Fl1 IC BEAZ 8 So g2 A5 A sS 30 i 71075 = 1
M RG AE BRHE RGP 2R . PRSP 1
BCPNN ¥l IR 45 /Wi AR 1 I il 2
A5 7. Caldito %™ i@ i ROR ¥ LA F 2
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@i+ As . MEAES . tEREIRYT . Z9MA AN
FaE . AN 2y - 24 b A AR 4 T RE S e 24
5 AEHRR, [550ME5 RAAEIR I M . @R
e R i R B . BB T 2 0 R A B G
Z, FET- R RE S PR AW, G Tok IR A2
f-AE B TR 552 20 AT I RN B
Mk AE R, Joik BT 260 -AR KR
R HERITMA AR, A, T DPA HEA
SRR, TTEHERTZY S A Z R R G
#: DPA HUERRME T F 5, (A5
THER S, AT EIR IRV — 25 B UE™,
5 N

Rififr DM HRAWT &, ADR B2 4%
RITZHFAYERNR, I EEEEEMWIE
JH. DM FIH] AE 588 P, #2408 A I Ol AN
WTE ADR W5, Frax S5 SAH B OCH . AH A
Alh, bR 25 DA N B R L BAHOE ADR, N
HYPERA IR IS . R RANHT AE 5k
Wi, ADR Fdiz 4 77k, ADR R4z 48 H A LE
2 ) R B SR R . RS B DPA i
1298 AE 45 B 8s A — W R IR, B
DM Z5RABEA G RIME, It S% . MG
it AE S BRI e 2 s K, A
FKRETE T 501 T i 24 T & Ak
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