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Abstract

Background: Sequence Symmetry Analysis (SSA) is a method to detect Adverse Event (AE) signals using
administrative claims data. Proportional Reporting Ratio (PRR), Reporting Odds Ratio (ROR) and Bayesian
Confidence Propagation Neural Network (BCPNN) are methods to detect AE signals using spontaneous reporting
data. The proportion of AEs detected by all four methods is unknown.

Objective: To determine sensitivity, specificity and predictive values of SSA, PRR, ROR and BCPNN for a set
of medicine-AE pairs.

Methods: All AEs identified in published Randomised Controlled Trials (RCTs) and Product Information (PI)
were extracted for 19 medicines. Gold standard positive AEs were events identified in powered RCTs and gold
standard negative AEs were events not listed in the PI for that medicine or any other medicines in the class. SSAwas
performed for each medicine-AE pairs using Australian Goverrnment Department of Veterans Affairs’ data, while the
PRR, ROR and BCPNN, was calculated using the Food and Drug Administration Adverse Events Reporting System
data.

Results: A total of 157 medicine-AE pairs (43 positive and 114 negative) were identified and tested. SSA, PRR,
ROR and BCPNN had a sensitivity of 65%, 19%, 49% and 51% respectively. Specificities across all methods were
similar; 89%-97%. Thirty percent of true positive pairs were detected by all methods. SSA detected an additional
35% different true positive pairs while PRR, ROR and BCPNN methods detected an additional 21% different true
positive pairs.

Conclusions: Using the combination of signalling methods and data sources, more adverse drug reactions can

be detected and could potentially strengthen the safety surveillance of post-marketing medicine.

Keywords: Sequence symmetry analysis; Disproportionality analysis;
Adverse drug reaction detection

Introduction

Post-marketing surveillance systems rely on spontaneous reporting
databases maintained by health regulators to identify safety issues
arising from medicines once they are marketed. Quantitative safety
signal detection methods such as Proportional Reporting ratio (PRR),
Reporting Odds Ratio (ROR), Bayesian Confidence Propagation
Neural Network (BCPNN), and empirical Bayesian technique are
applied to spontaneous reporting data to identify safety signals [1-3].
These methods have been adopted as standard quantitative methods
by many pharmaco-surveillance centres to screen for safety signals of
medicines [2-5]. Studies have validated these methods and showed
that the methods have low to moderate sensitivity to detect adverse
drug reaction (ADR) signals, ranging between 28% to 56%, while the
specificity of the methods ranged from 82% to 95% [6-8].

Voluntary reporting systems have contributed to early identification
of previously unknown ADRs, such as flucoxacillin-induced
hepatitis and cisapride-induced cardiac arrhythmia [9-11]. There
are limitations associated with spontaneous reports such as under-
reporting, uncertain quality of information in adverse event reports
and inability to identify the incidence of adverse events in voluntary
systems [12-13]. Administrative claims databases have the potential to
complement spontaneous reports. The administrative claims data have
wide population coverage and routine collection of data on exposures
(prescription medicines) and outcomes (for an example hospitalisation
diagnosis) and are usually stored electronically [14-16]. The advantages

of claims data may enable detection of medicine adverse event
signals because complete capture of exposures and outcomes can be
investigated.

Sequence symmetry analysis (SSA) has been used in previous
studies to investigate adverse events associated with medicines using
administrative claims data [17-26]. A previous study showed SSA has
moderate sensitivity (61%) and high specificity (94%) [27]. The aim of
this study was to assess the extent of SSA method for ADR detection
in administrative claims database compared to existing standard
quantitative methods in spontaneous reporting databases (PRR, ROR
and BCPNN) for the same set of medicine-adverse event pairs.

Methods

This study was approved by the Human Research Ethics Committee,
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Selection and identification of tested medicines and gold
standard adverse events

The selection of medicine and adverse event have been reported
elsewhere [27]. Adverse events were considered gold standard positive
events if the event was statistically significant in adequately powered
randomized clinical trials. Gold standard negative events were those not
listed as an adverse event in the product information for the medicine or
any other medicine in the class. One hundred and fifty seven medicine-
adverse event pairs for 19 medicines were evaluated. The list of tested
medicines-adverse event pairs can be found in Appendix A.

Study 1-ADR detection in spontaneous reporting database

Spontaneous reporting database: The United States Food and Drug
Administration Adverse Events Reporting System (FAERS) database
is a computerised spontaneous reporting database of medicines and
adverse events that was used in this study [28]. The database is designed
to support the FDA’s post-marketing safety surveillance program for
medicine and therapeutic products. In 2010, the majority of the reports
(62%) were voluntarily reported by health professionals and consumers
in the United States [29]. Other countries (32%) also contributed
reports to the database [29]. All reported adverse events in the database
are coded using a standardised, international terminology, MedDRA
(Medical Dictionary for Regulatory Activities). Medicine names are
coded using either generic names or trade names.

The FAERS raw data from 2004 and onwards were downloaded from
the FDA website [30]. All reports received by the FDA between January
2004 until July 2010 was used in this analysis. Duplicate adverse event
reports were excluded. Reports with missing information for adverse
events or medicine name were also excluded. After excluding duplicates
and cases with missing data, the total number of medicine-adverse event
pairs for final analysis was 10,804,054. Because the FAERS data consist
of reports around the world, all trade names of the tested medicines
were identified using Martindale [31]. Extensive spelling checks for
each medicine were applied. For the adverse events, all terms under the
Preferred Term of MedDRA were searched. Keywords of the adverse
events term were also used to identify the events in the database. The
preferred terms used for adverse events are listed in Appendix B.

Identification of ADR in spontaneous reporting database: Three
standard pharmaco-surveillance methods in spontaneous reporting
databases; Proportional Reporting Ratio (PRR), Reporting Odds
Ratio (ROR) and Bayesian Confidence Propagation Neural Network
(BCPNN), were applied for each medicine-adverse event pairs in
the FAERS database. These methods have been described in detail
previously [1-3,5]. These methods are disproportionality analyses based
on 2x2 tables as shown in Table 1. Table 2 shows the information used to
support the calculation for all three methods. Signals are considered to
be present when signal criteria for the three methods are met (Table 2).
These signal criteria have been used by medicine regulatory agencies in
the United Kingdom and European countries [2,3-5]. Counts of drug-
event pairs were used as the unit of analysis in calculating the PRR and
ROR statistics. For the BCPNN calculation, we used counts of reports

Medicines Specific Adverse = All other adverse Total
events events

Specific medicine A B A+B

All other medicines Cc D C+D

Table 1: 2x2 table of the disproportionality analysis of PRR, ROR and BCPNN.

Page 2 of 5
Method Regulatory agencies Information used Criteria for
signal detection
PRR Australia, United Kingdom | [A/(A+B))/(C/(C+D)] | PRR22,A2 3,
Medicines and Healthcare X224
products Regulatory Agency
(MHRA), Italian Regulatory
Agency, European Medicine
Agency.
ROR Netherlands (A/B)/(C/D) Lower limit of
Pharmacovigilance 95% Cl =21
Foundation Lareb.
BCPNN | Uppsala Monitoring Centre | Log?2 [p (x,y)/p(x)p(y)]| Lower limit of
(World Health Organization 95% CI>0
(WHO) Vigibase).

Cl=Confidence interval; A=case reports of medicine associated with adverse
events; x?= chi-square; p(x)=probability of medicine ‘X’ reported on database,
p(y)=probability of adverse event 'y’ reported on the database, p(x,y)=probability
of medicine ‘x’- adverse event ‘y’ combination reported on the database

Table 2: Pharmaco-surveillance methods used by regulatory agencies, information
used to generate signal and the threshold for ADR signal.

[1]. Sensitivity, specificity and predictive values were calculated based
on the 2x2 table [32]. All analyses were carried out using SAS 9.2 (SAS
Institute, Inc., Cary, NC, USA; www.sas.com).

Study 2-ADR detection in administrative claims database

Administrative claims database: Administrative claims data from
the Australian Government Department of Veterans’ Affairs (DVA)
was used. The DVA database contains information on all medicines
and healthcare utilisation by veterans for which DVA pays a subsidy.
This includes data for all medicines dispensed on the Pharmaceutical
Benefit Scheme (PBS) and Repatriation Pharmaceutical Benefits
Scheme (RPBS) as well as hospitalisations, for a treatment population
of 250,000 veterans [33]. Medicines are coded according to the World
Health Organization (WHO) anatomical and therapeutic chemical
(ATC) classification [34] and the Schedule of Pharmaceutical Benefits
item codes [35]. Hospitalisations are coded according to the WHO
international classification of disease, 10th revision (ICD-10) Australian
modification [36].

Identification of ADR in administrative claims database:
Sequence symmetry analysis (SSA) was undertaken for each medicine-
adverse event pair within the DVA database. Prescription supply and
hospitalisation records between 1 January 2000 and 31 December 2010
were used. SSA has been described in detail previously [24]. Briefly,
sequence symmetry analysis determines asymmetry in the sequence
of dispensing between medicine and indicator of adverse event within
a given time window. The indicator of adverse event can be either a
medicine used to treat the adverse event or hospitalisation that would
describe the event. The indicators used for adverse events in this study
arelisted in Appendix C. The sequence ratio is robust to confounders that
are stable over time. However, the SSA may be affected by prescribing
or event trends overtime. To adjust for the trend, a null effect sequence
ratio is calculated for prescription of investigated medicines dispensed
within the time window limit before and after the indicator medicines
dispensed based on the total exposed DVA population [24]. This ratio
estimates the sequence ratio that might be expected due to the trends
in medicine use under the assumption that the index medicine and
the indicator are unrelated [24]. An adjusted sequence ratio (ASR) is
obtained by dividing the crude sequence ratio by the null effect ratio
[24] and 95% confidence intervals (CI) were calculated [37]. A signal
is considered to be present when the lower limit of the 95% CI is one
or more. Sensitivity, specificity and predictive values were calculated
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based on the 2x2 table [32]. All analyses were carried out using SAS 9.2
(SAS Institute, Inc., Cary, NC, USA; www.sas.com).

ADR detection in spontaneous reporting database and
administrative claims database

Descriptive statistics were undertaken to compare detection of
medicine-ADR pairs when using any of the four methods; PRR, ROR,
BCPNN, and SSA.

Results
Study 1-ADR detection in spontaneous reporting database

Bayesian Confidence Propagation Neural Network (BCPNN) had
higher sensitivity (51%) than PRR (19%) but similar to ROR (49%)
(Table 3). Specificity, and predictive values across all disproportionality
methods were similar (specificity: 89%-97%, positive predictive values:
65%-73%), negative predictive values: 76%-83% (Table 3)).

Study 2-ADR detection in administrative claims database

Sequence symmetry analysis (SSA) had 65% sensitivity and 90%
specificity to detect ADRs (Table 3). Positive and negative predictive
values were 72% and 87% respectively (Table 3).

Methods Proportional | Reporting odds Bayesian Sequence
reporting ratio,  ratio (ROR) Confidence Symmetry
(PRR) Propagation | Analysis (SSA)
Neural Network
(BCPNN)
Databases FDA FDA FDA DVA
spontaneous | spontaneous spontaneous | administrative
reporting reporting reporting claims
database database database database
Signalling PRR 22, Lower IC Lower
criteria ax=3,x224 95% Cl 21 95% CI>0 95% Cl 21
Sensitivity (%) 19 49 51 65
Specificity (%) 97 92 89 90
Positive 73 70 65 72
predictive
value (%)
Negative 76 83 83 87
predicitive
value (%)

Table 3: Sensitivity, specificity and predictive values results for SSA, PRR, ROR

and BCPNN.

86%

1

30

Adverse eventsonly detected by SSA

® Adverse events only detected by BCPNN

 Adverse events only detected by PRR/ROR (0%)

= Adverse events detected by PRR/ROR and

BCPNN

Adverse events detected by all methods

0%

Analysis

PRR/ROR + BCPNN + SSA

PRR: Proportional Reporting Ratio; ROR: Reporting Odds Ratio; BCPNN:
Bayesian Confidence Propagation Neural Network; SSA: Sequence Symmetry

Figure 1: Combination of all signalling methods to detect true positive events.

ADR detection in spontaneous reporting database and
administrative claims database

When using any of the four methods, 86% of true positive adverse
events were detected (Figure 1). Thirty percent of true positive pairs
were detected by all methods (PRR, ROR, BCPNN and SSA) (Figure
1). SSA detected an additional 35% true positive medicine-adverse
event pairs that were not detected by other methods. PRR, ROR and
BCPNN detected an additional 21% true positive association that were
not detected by SSA.

Discussion

The findings of this study suggest that use of a combination signalling
methods to detect adverse drug reactions (SSA in administrative claims
database and PRR, ROR, BCPNN in spontaneous reporting database)
is better than any of the four methods alone to detect adverse drug
reactions. This study also has demonstrated that for a list of medicine-
adverse event pairs, SSA has higher sensitivity compared to other
signal detection algorithms using spontaneous reporting data (Table 1).
Although the PRR had slightly higher specificity (97%) compared to
SSA (90%), PRR had the lowest sensitivity (19%) to detect the tested
medicine-adverse pairs. This study suggests that SSA is a potential
complementary tool to enhance current pharmaco-surveillance
methods used in spontaneous reporting database.

The sensitivity of PRR and ROR in this study (49%) is higher than
that found in two previous studies that showed sensitivity ranged
from 9.9% to 28% [8,38]. One reason for this may be the different
gold standard medicine-adverse event pairs used in our study. Our
study used only statistically significant adverse events from powered
randomised controlled trials as gold standard positive events, while
the previous studies used all adverse events listed in the product
information. Adverse events listed in the product information may be
based on case reports and causality not substantiated. The specificity for
PRR and ROR in prior studies was similar to the specificity in our study
[6,8,38]. The predictive values for the BCPNN in our study (PPV: 51%,
NPV: 81%) were similar with a previous study that used Martindale
and Physician Desk Reference as the gold standard reference to evaluate
safety signal using spontaneous reporting database (PPV: 44%, NPV:
85%) (7)].

Our findings suggest in cases where an adverse event has a
prescription treatment or hospital admission that could describe the
event, symmetry analysis may be employed in the administrative
claims data as a complementary tool to spontaneous reporting of
adverse event system. As with PRR, ROR and BCPNN methods, signals
detected by SSA should not replace expert clinical review. SSA uses
only prescription dispensing records and hospitalisation admission
data without consideration of a patient’s clinical condition. Positive
signals generated for a medicine do not provide causal evidence that
the medicine induced the event. Any positive signals generated by SSA
should be followed up with a thorough investigation.

The strength of this study was that we used only adverse events
identified in powered randomised controlled trials (RCTs) as the gold
standard for positive events. In the real world, the types of adverse
events reported to spontaneous reporting database may be different
from those identified in the RCTs. The adverse events identified in
RCTs are generally common and expected due to the mechanism of
action of the medicine, thus these adverse events maybe unlikely to be
reported to the spontaneous reporting centres. In addition, the FDA
has a requirement that serious adverse events are to be reported to the
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FDA reporting website [39]. However, in this study we found about 50%
of the adverse events identified in RCTs such as nausea and diarrhoea
could be detected from the FDA spontaneous reporting database. Other
studies have also found that non-serious adverse events are commonly
reported to spontaneous reporting databases [40-42]. Similarly, in
administrative claims data, medicines used to treat adverse events may
not always be recorded. Patients could either discontinue the suspected
medicine that caused the event or switch to another medicine without
having to be treated or hospitalised. Medicines used to treat adverse
events are sometimes available as over-the-counter (OTC) medicines
in pharmacy without having a prescription, meaning that the supply
is not be recorded in the administrative claims data. The omission of
OTC medicines could result in an underestimation of the sensitivity of
sequence symmetry method. In essence, both types of databases used in
this study have limitations as a source of data to detect common adverse
events. However, this study has demonstrated that SSA that uses health
claims data, together with PRR, ROR and BCPNN that use spontaneous
reporting data can enhance ADR signal detection.

Conclusions

This study has demonstrated that sequence symmetry analysis
that uses prescription and hospitalisation claims data may be a
complementary pharmaco-surveillance tool to enhance the current
quantitative methods that use spontaneous reporting data in detecting
safety signals of medicines.

Acknowledgement

The authors would like to thank the Australian Government Department of
Veterans’ Affairs for providing the data used in this study. No sources of funding
were used in the preparation of this manuscript and the research. The authors have
no conflicts of interest relevant to this study.

References

1. Gould AL (2003) Practical pharmacovigilance
Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf 12: 559-574.

analysis strategies.

2. Egberts AC, Meyboom RH, van Puijenbroek EP (2002) Use of measures of
disproportionality in pharmacovigilance: three Dutch examples. Drug Saf 25:
453-458.

3. Evans SJ, Waller PC, Davis S (2001) Use of proportional reporting ratios
(PRRs) for signal generation from spontaneous adverse drug reaction reports.
Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf 10: 483-486.

4. Australia Government Department of Health and Ageing. Pharmacovigilance:
Office of Product Review (2012).

5. Bate A, Lindquist M, Edwards IR, Olsson S, Orre R, et al. (1998) A Bayesian
neural network method for adverse drug reaction signal generation. Eur J Clin
Pharmacol 54: 315-321.

6. Lehman HP, Chen J, Gould AL, Kassekert R, Beninger PR, et al. (2007) An
evaluation of computer-aided disproportionality analysis for post-marketing
signal detection. Clin Pharmacol Ther 82: 173-180.

7. Lindquist M, Stahl M, Bate A, Edwards IR, Meyboom RH (2000) A retrospective
evaluation of a data mining approach to aid finding new adverse drug reaction
signals in the WHO international database. Drug Saf 23: 533-542.

8. Matsushita Y, Kuroda Y, Niwa S, Sonehara S, Hamada C, et al. (2007)
Criteria revision and performance comparison of three methods of signal
detection applied to the spontaneous reporting database of a pharmaceutical
manufacturer. Drug Saf 30: 715-726.

9. Turner IB, Eckstein RP, Riley JW, Lunzer MR (1989) Prolonged hepatic
cholestasis after flucloxacillin therapy. Med J Aust 151: 701-705.

10. Eckstein RP, Dowsett JF, Lunzer MR (1993) Flucloxacillin induced liver disease:
histopathological findings at biopsy and autopsy. Pathology 25: 223-228.

11. Olsson S, Edwards IR (1992) Tachycardia during cisapride treatment. BMJ 305:
748-749.

20.

2

=

22.

2

w

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

2

©

30.

3

=

3

w

34.

3

(92

36.

.Hazell L, Shakir SA (2006) Under-reporting of adverse drug reactions: a

systematic review. Drug Saf 29: 385-396.

. Alvarez-Requejo A, Carvajal A, Begaud B, Moride Y, Vega T, et al. (1998)

Under-reporting of adverse drug reactions. Estimate based on a spontaneous
reporting scheme and a sentinel system. Eur J Clin Pharmacol 54: 483-488.

. Silverman SL (2009) From randomized controlled trials to observational

studies. Am J Med 122: 114-120.

. Berger ML, Mamdani M, Atkins D, Johnson ML (2009) Good research practices

for comparative effectiveness research: Defining, reporting and interpreting
nonrandomized studies of treatment effects using secondary data sources: The
ISPOR good research practices for retrospective database analysis task force
report - Part i. Value in Health 12: 1044-1052.

. Schneeweiss S, Avorn J (2005) A review of uses of health care utilization

databases for epidemiologic research on therapeutics. J Clin Epidemiol 58:
323-337.

. Hallas J (1996) Evidence of depression provoked by cardiovascular medication:

a prescription sequence symmetry analysis. Epidemiology 7: 478-484.

. Hallas J, Bytzer P (1998) Screening for drug related dyspepsia: an analysis of

prescription symmetry. Eur J Gastroenterol Hepatol 10: 27-32.

. Bytzer P, Hallas J (2000) Drug-induced symptoms of functional dyspepsia and

nausea. A symmetry analysis of one million prescriptions. Aliment Pharmacol
Ther 14: 1479-1484.

Corrao G, Botteri E, Bagnardi V, Zambon A, Carobbio A, et al. (2005) Generating
signals of drug-adverse effects from prescription databases and application to
the risk of arrhythmia associated with antibacterials. Pharmacoepidemiol Drug
Saf 14: 31-40.

. Caughey GE, Roughead EE, Pratt N, Killer G, Gilbert AL (2011) Stroke risk

and NSAIDs: an Australian population-based study. Med J Aust 195: 525-529.

Hersom K, Neary MP, Levaux HP, Klaskala W, Strauss JS (2003) Isotretinoin
and antidepressant pharmacotherapy: a prescription sequence symmetry
analysis. J Am Acad Dermatol 49: 424-432.

.Lindberg G, Hallas J (1998) Cholesterol-lowering drugs and antidepressants-

-a study of prescription symmetry. Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf 7: 399-402.

Tsiropoulos |, Andersen M, Hallas J (2009) Adverse events with use
of antiepileptic drugs: a prescription and event symmetry analysis.
Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf 18: 483-491.

Vegter S, de Jong-van den Berg LT (2010) Misdiagnosis and mistreatment of a
common side-effect--angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitor-induced cough.
Br J Clin Pharmacol 69: 200-203.

Garrison SR, Dormuth CR, Morrow RL, Carney GA, Khan KM (2012) Nocturnal
leg cramps and prescription use that precedes them: a sequence symmetry
analysis. Arch Intern Med 172: 120-126.

Wahab IA, Pratt NL, Wiese MD, Kalisch LM, Roughead EE (2013) The validity of
sequence symmetry analysis (SSA) for adverse drug reaction signal detection.
Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf 22: 496-502.

United States Food and Drug Admistration. (2012) FDA Adverse Event
Reporting System (FAERS).

. United States Food and Drug Administration (2013) AERS Domestic and

Foreign Reports by Year.

United States Food and Drug Administration (2013) The FDA Adverse Event
Reporting System (FAERS): latest Quarterly Data files.

. Medicines Complete. Martindale: The Complete Drug Reference 2013.
32.

Altman DG, Bland JM (1994) Diagnostic tests. 1: Sensitivity and specificity.
BMJ 308: 1552.

. Australian Government Department of Veterans' Affairs. (2011) Treatment

population statistics. Quarterly Report-March.

World Health Organization Collaborating Centre for Drug Statistics
Methodology. (2011) Anatomical Therapeutic Chemical Code Classification/
Defined Daily Dose Index.

. Australian Government, Department of Health and Ageing. Schedule of

Pharmaceutical Benefits. PBS for health professional. 2011.

National Centre for Classification in Health. International statistical classification

Adv Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf, an open access journal
ISSN: 2167-1052

Volume 2 + Issue 4 + 1000140


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14558179
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12071783
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11828828
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9696956
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17507922
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11144660
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17696584
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2593915
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8265236
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1384896
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16689555
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9776440
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19185083
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19793072
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15862718
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8862977
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9512950
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11069319
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15390219
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22060087
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12963905
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15073969
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19326363
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20233184
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22157068
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23412832
http://www.fda.gov/Drugs/GuidanceComplianceRegulatoryInformation/Surveillance/AdverseDrugEffects/default.htm
http://www.fda.gov/Drugs/GuidanceComplianceRegulatoryInformation/Surveillance/AdverseDrugEffects/ucm070441.htm
http://www.fda.gov/Drugs/GuidanceComplianceRegulatoryInformation/Surveillance/AdverseDrugEffects/ucm082193.htm
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8019315
http://www.dva.gov.au/aboutDVA/Statistics/Documents/TpopMar2011.pdf
http://www.whocc.no/atc_ddd_index/
http://www.pbs.gov.au/info/healthpro/explanatory-notes/section1/Section_1_2_Explanatory_Notes

Citation: Wahab IA, Pratt NL, Kalisch LM, Roughead EE (2013) Sequence Symmetry Analysis and Disproportionality Analyses: What Percentage of
Adverse Drug Reaction do they Signal?. Adv Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf 2: 140. doi:10.4172/2167-1052.1000140

Page 5 of 5
of diseases and related health problems, Tenth Revision, Australian Modification 40. Hornbuckle K, Wu HH, Fung MC (1999) Evaluation of spontaneous adverse
(ICD-10-AM). National Centre for Classification in Health, Faculty of Health event reports by primary reporter a 15-year review (1983 to 1997). Drug

Sciences, University of Sydney 2004. Information Journal 33: 1117-1124.

37. Rothman K (1986) Modern Epidemiology. Little Brown and Company: Boston, 41, Gedde-Dahl A, Harg P, Stenberg-Nilsen H, Buajordet M, Granas AG, et
USA. al. (2007) Characteristics and quality of adverse drug reaction reports by
38. Choi NK, Chang Y, Kim JY, Choi YK, Park BJ (2011) Comparison and validation pharmacists in Norway. Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf 16: 999-1005.

of data-mining indices for signal detection: using the Korean national health

insurance claims database. Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf 20: 1278-1286. 42. Thiessard F, Roux E, Miremont-Salame G, Fourrier-Reglat A, Haramburu F, et
al. (2005) Trends in spontaneous adverse drug reaction reports to the French
39. United States Food and Drug Administration. (2012) Safety: Reporting Serious pharmacovigilance system (1986-2001). Drug Saf 28: 731-740.

Problems to FDA.

Adv Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf, an open access journal

ISSN: 2167-1052 Volume 2 + Issue 4 + 1000140


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22114005
http://www.fda.gov/Safety/MedWatch/HowToReport/default.htm
http://dij.sagepub.com/content/33/4/1117.short
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17457794
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16048358

	Title

	Abstract
	Corresponding author
	Keywords
	Introduction
	Methods
	Selection and identification of tested medicines and goldstandard adverse events
	Study 1-ADR detection in spontaneous reporting database
	Study 2-ADR detection in administrative claims database
	ADR detection in spontaneous reporting database andadministrative claims database

	Results
	Study 1-ADR detection in spontaneous reporting database
	Study 2-ADR detection in administrative claims database
	ADR detection in spontaneous reporting database andadministrative claims database

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgement
	Table 1

	Table 2

	Table 3

	Figure 1

	References

