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Appendix Figure 1. Percent bias removed for each scenario and variable selection method

when matching on the estimated propensity scores. Plots A, B, and C show results for plasmode
simulations based on the NSAID, NOAC, and Statin datasets, respectively.
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Appendix Figure 2. Percent bias removed for each scenario and variable selection method
when using IPTW to implement the estimated propensity scores. Plots A, B, and C show results
for plasmode simulations based on the NSAID, NOAC, and Statin datasets, respectively.



A)

o |
B P +
W e e X
© _| ~. -
Do SR ISRYLT WL aiEagbee o NIRRT, N
3 gk
= e e
(o] Nt e
£ S A Y e
@ o]
1
® = Scenario 1
o -
m Scenario 2
) Scenario 3
o~ o S
o ] Scenario 4
Scenario 5
o | Scenario 6
o
HDPS HDPS HDPS HDPS HDPS HDPS HDPS CTMLE CTMLE HDPS
25 100 200 300 400 500 SL 10 50 Lasso
Variable Selection/PS Estimation Method
B)
o |
w |
o o
[}
=
o o
£ S ¥
i 7
N | B
O ] ~ ‘237.' —0— Scenario 1
o D T ) 3
m e -0-- Scenario 2
- - & Scenario 3
o —+-  Scenario 4
—%- Scenario 5
a - Scenario 6
o
HDPS HDPS HDPS HDPS HDPS HDPS HDPS CTMLE CTMLE HDPS
25 100 200 300 400 500 SL 10 50 Lasso
Variable Selection/PS Estimation Method
C)
o |
@ |
o o
[}
3
£ S
@
Ve
8 < | ! Scenario 1
—— o .
m Scenario 2
£ {|-&- Scenario 3
(> (e z
=] + |-+ Scenario 4
—%— Scenario 5
= -7 Scenario 6
HDPS HDPS HDPS HDPS HDPS HDPS HDPS CTMLE CTMLE HDPS
25 100 200 300 400 500 SL 10 50 Lasso

Variable Selection/PS Estimation Method

Appendix Figure 3. Percent bias removed for each scenario and variable selection method
when using TMLE to implement the estimated propensity scores. Plots A, B, and C show results
for plasmode simulations based on the NSAID, NOAC, and Statin datasets, respectively.
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Appendix Figure 4. Mean squared error (MSE) for each scenario and variable selection method
when matching on the estimated propensity scores. Plots A, B, and C show results for plasmode
simulations based on the NSAID, NOAC, and Vytorin datasets, respectively.
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Appendix Figure 5. Mean squared error (MSE) for each scenario and variable selection method
when using IPTW to implement the estimated propensity scores. Plots A, B, and C show results
for plasmode simulations based on the NSAID, NOAC, and Vytorin datasets, respectively.
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Appendix Figure 6. Mean squared error (MSE) for each scenario and variable selection method
when using TMLE to implement the estimated propensity scores. Plots A, B, and C show results
for plasmode simulations based on the NSAID, NOAC, and Vytorin datasets, respectively.
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