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8 ¢
Cox(1972)7} A vifgrae = wEo g wasAd Faze) Az
S AEAde wAS BAANe 2 Ak § G Aol 24 % 3ol W of
$H3 itk wetd v PRyl tlsio] B £ ASe] A7E BQE, 1

o o
FAME Age APl tisiel e R Erol wESUY, B wRANE X
742 At AU RYol e ARE YW Bstol Asin, tope Fee)
Agol P BANPe Fate] nAAYRRE olgste YEEME ANFHE ¥
A BHAENA Ego] HEE 27k Eyo watel =olsa,

L A&

A EHAES dutdo 2 R4l wholy HIRSAQ whP S o] g3 AeE BAs:
9 YEAE (survival data)E 48 v § 71x P9o] o Utk 19723 David Coxsb A9t
& ]2 99 =¥ (proportional hazards model)e] HE2 1zlo|t). HjaAINUR YL YZEA|ZHe] B
ol g ol sHHe] glu =3 FHFL 2ol TLIAA, Y=AZH] e FHAA) &)
e 8 & e ¥ ol o Azt EHE v delx g 4 gl wAYY
23 digk AR AAHeZE gL} g wyoe]

T4 29L olgstd 2 APAL FESE Wyol U o "J‘ﬂr el vHAE Y
7R3l dig AP AxE oM 4 Ae FHo] Ao, JujdiE APY o =uH ug
ol MYE AA7} Aok ez AAZAFS o]gs “lalfﬂ’ﬁf'—‘%‘-—] HAPE P4HL =
ol Ak v AR AL Cox(1972)= Aol 4 Wl TGS w8 ¥3he}
of BN RPN A 71P& A, Schoenfeld(1980)= Alzka T FS o Ao 7
oz i F FLolAFAYRE AP MEL Agste] nANYRY] 1YL PG
Andersen(1982)& A|2& FTHFES TSR L dolE wade) 1ol AAXNT Yerts 7
FstAel, 2= 714 98 4 (baseline hazard function)® 442 7H8HAt}. Wei(1984)= A
B = (relative risk)®] 7N'EE o83t Abdatse) B2gha 7|Hgkzre] Aol Tate] A
= AL st e AYEgen, Gill and Schumacher(1987)E A=l g M=

1) o] A= 19949 s Aot A7) Aol 9@ Ane (A 5:94-1300-01-01-3)
2) (100-095) &4l 7 GHER 57} 5008 A, ALAIYD 63 AIRRY
3) (136-701) A&A] 487 ¢%F 5-1, nasta SAH Las
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e F e gutzl FAHFE Pt vmgozN, v 1P L vx3Ut = exigAs
A fldhe Aol tistd PAAEAFE AASHU. Lin and Wei(1991)= White(1982)7}F
A= A Y Fisherel AR &= (information matrix)E o}4-F Rl A AHAP: AHAAY
£ AAEIAY. A vEAd@ R e J1A FellA ZAA FRAGY Agdd @ F e
FAFE 7t o] W ol F A FAHAFL /AT ¥ A AL Aoz sHHo]
Agsdd 2 zojrl ZA Forvz Lin-WeisAFS F /Mol 4 %2 Jo]& o]8-3to A
2 Aol

2 =idA e SEATER g WU3tE FolA YA AAE 6714 Ajde AAY
ol FelEd AAHE vmsiHh olyF RAY Az vAAdPEYL olgd AnE
A A BAZMEA /4% ARE ANE £ eddd ZEn.

2. v AR dE AFAE AN

AZEAZH(survival time) T i3k 93 gh4=(hazard function)7}

AD = lim Pr(t<T<2+AtlT>t)
A0 + t

o2 AFod o, YE4(survival function)
S(H=Pr(T>H) = exp(— fa‘A( wdw) = exp(—A (D)

4 g Aq714 A(Hve A NP I (cumulative hazard function)e]th.
Cox(1972)7} A<tgt v) = 9 ¥ 2 3 (proportional hazards model)-&

A(t;2)=exp(B 2) Ag(D) 2.1
oz FHHAGD AN TAF z=(z;,,2)" € A9 BEANM AL TEFoI A
Zrel we} Wsh= AP (time-dependent covariate)o]l ¥3HE % U1, Z1ANFIGT A9(0)
t z=0 < 99 A4PFs2 2 Pl Agol Ak B=(81,.8)" € Eg WEHE,
Cox(1972, 1975) ¥ -¥%(partial likelihood)E ©l4-3A B2 FHs= cl&g A48
At ;28 Z=2z 4 99 APFFZ 7IARF 4D exp(B 2wz FHA

2.1 Cox ZAH

Cox(1972)= AlZEel 34+ EQ] TAFE 2y Frlste] vaAdel 714 & HAse 3
< AAdSlAT ol BEL A2 EW, FUF z0] T wel 0 B 19 3 He A

Y W =z A FHFE VAT YA A2
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A(t 2) =exp((B; +B:t)z1)Ay()

o2 BN NG T 29 AF Gl BE ATAM Hy: f,=001 Ui A9 AN

ok AF/HEE J14d g A ST Azt ol whel dRsids 482 4 gl v
A=Y AP gvia 28 4 Ao

2.2 Schoenfeld 733

Schoenfeld(1980)+= & § %= 7é;§°“ de] 2ol FlolalF A A el MES o83 wWiL A
A3t AT AEANe] BSHE AlgEigon Folsrlz s, AAZAFE A7) 93 F
HFe YAE A2 AAA @A LAz £¥ska, [0,0)9] Alle RA9 7oz vhHeth
olFAl A& LXRI Z+zte] 71E]A F(Cartesian products)dl i3l Ab3at4 4,8 B3
ARl 71digk e, & ARG (I=1, - L or=1,- » R). AV A el dig F
Ejo} E4b-FEA $Pe Cox(1972)8] 2ARFAT BA-FEAL gd2 dasd g =%
Schoenfeld(1980)= Cox(1975)9] HEE=9} FAME W& olg3dl 19 AFFAF] A
2 FIAFEEE wEatde AL B B gol e ¥u UtE A stelA A
A2 Zldigk e, 2

ER(ML( z)exp(B’ z)

ep= 2 ;
b, 2 exp(B’ z))
€R(t,)

g} o] 3Rk 7M. D, ARES} b [t t)0N BE5E APgAES] Fetoln, ¥R
Drisk set) R(19-2 (A0 A7 AZHA @S] 75 FAS JTL oujgo.
zi= A B5 A9 FEFE Edta, [(z)L MA FAF Ado) E AAFHgol). w
oF nllde] 7Hgol HjtstA b Ajzkel ol @ el FFe o] g F3l
Xy o ARA Boh SchoenfeldEAFe Q=(d—e)  V'(d—e)oz AREE 24-F8
A4gE Vel Af(rank)E W}

2.3 Andersen A3

Andersen(1982)2 A7le] FWFL zhe vAd¥ RSO A+1WA FAF 2,2 EFANR
S ez A vAP LS gaEde AFAL PASE £AFE gy S F
WF 240 Gl W) BEUGAE TRE o PRE AV 3 o), #,E A AT
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Mol SRR 7P AIRMS Schoenfeld(1980)l 49} ro] RAje] Fzros upiro
Zt FReMe] ZIAARREE AE 4,2 JHAEAY. A5 A, U Foemxmyg
(maximum likelihood estimator)-&

dsy
glexp( 8 zi)By,

~
Ag=

st & (s=1,,8; r=1,-,R). 47N M FEA(i=1, . me (i) ¥
Svl, By rdd Azt 7 BEE (i,99 AZADIL d, & yuA AlZHIA
%8 Y 59 $ ARSItk Andersen(1982)0] Az WA AP = Yol he Y=
Al Ade BN 2B ARALL log 3,9 UIP MEEPoz wHs AAdl o)8 s
£ RezM ATIMS A¥on wAsH

A sHlr=Ag eXp(as+1)

ol Ark(s=1,-,8; r=1,-,R). THAE&A,
+
logd 4y, = logdg,+a. = logd;, + Z:;a,
o] g8t AF/MASeIME log A, (D ol diste] 1YL IHL o, ztz}e] aPm}
@, asHF BolA] Ak n ot E we ARIMAEANA log 1,5 zHzt Egoln] mF
o] logd,oli #4tel [E(d,)]7'e AREEE TAHo 2 mar olad Adg o
d,”'& 8o FAHFon Agsle] a7 log A, o WA 2Fe sw

51:'1 log //1\:+1,r-°10g jsr
~ r=1 (ds+l.r)_1+ (ds')_l

As+1= -1
Z ( (ds+1.r)_l+ (dsr)—l)

r=1

’

gldsr(log ;1\”,— le ;1’\[ )

log A;,= log ﬁ,‘=

ol "tk o71q & =0 oltt (s=1,,5—1, r=1-R). Y25y AL log A,
g AY ey olgste] 3 Sun A %(likelihqod ratio test statistic)
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R A Py ~
Q= ,gl g:ldsr[ log A,—(log 4),+ ;l ap)®

= Myt e 4o, AFEE (R-1)(S-D FlolAFEEE 2AHH R e

Coxe 19] HANYEYIN 7| NP5l sl obFd 7S 512 %o, Andersen
& 71AQE}TE B4R MRsA ARE HAL A7) WEA G2EA LA w9
PRy A A Eolgevn vl oo

2.4 Wei 2439

Wei(1984)= 5 719] AEHE viag 4, JdAPEE ol8sd v=H9E/14& AR
£ UHE ALSA olHEAA F i AY R visG G, 42t YEFe] BA
8= 8’z B¥=1 6 AUg¥ER SN & U

o|F oA zpztel HEe] AV ny,myolal AM FRAVIE noldt S A, A,8 4z
o dig FA NPt b4, vl el g ATV A,(D=6 A,(HE EAD. Weig
AR TAZFES dv AL olas} A} WA,

U 0:0= [N~ [V iy X4 IO +Nc9)]

_ _ < Yi(t;)0
B Exalil(tlist) g"u:x Yi(t;)0+ Y, (ty) =0

< 7% A7 L A HEe A BEX 9 YFEAZ0R, N(He A FRAA
AEANZO t Bk AAY 2 AbREE, YO i0A RN YEAZE0] ¢ BY A
22 FEUdAe] Folvk. §;= #8597t AFEARRoldE 12 FEAGAZ W 02 2te
o B U= 671 gElA Jx vHAE R sy, M 1 U0 A
FUL60=N()—E|(Ho2 BRAL o7IM E(He A BLAM YEAZto] ¢ g
ZAAY 22 ZidAlg Rl g 33 0<t<odA |U(6)g 3 AUE AAS

AFez olgste o] Adxele Aotk v FAAYE 08 Z2E Ftde BY
=¥jeg FRdo HAYTAF

To=(n 9 7()) " max o<l U,( 0 ; D
£ T3 o 7)A
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R o t Y,(s) Yy(s)
2() =n l(fo (8Y(9)+Yo(s)

3 d(Nl(S) +Nz(S)))

A& E () Yty
2150 (0Y (1) + Ya(tp)?

=n
oltt. $lo] HAFAF g ¥XE+ Koziol and Byar(1975)9l vhs}3lch.

2.5 Gill-Schumacher 3%
Gill and Schumacher(1987)& |29 % (proportional hazards)®] 7} FAMME 53] HAF7t
Aol L(H/A(D=0> 0 < A% Afd= HA #4L 7 5,
Hy : ol %4 ool tall A,(D/A (D=6,
Hy: 28 %5 6 tidl A,() /A (D=8
9 & 7Hdel distel, 713 @< (weight function) K{(#)(i=1,2)8 °ol¢3 Qe AFAF
(generalized rank estimator)Ql
Ok = [K(D d Ay(d) / [KL) d Ay (D)
= an / kzl

o2 0E AU AR HyselMe BE=707) ARl g = 99 dEFoz

4d(converge in probability)3t}. 2#lEg BRI/ F Afde M= 92 EHgs
KD s Kz 38 33%F Ok 9 0x2t9) 2ol Rp/ Ry— R/ Ry & AolAA

gk 2y digs/k Histelde o] ¥ 2339 atolst AXER o] Abddl 712% HAS
AFE T3] ATEL AP A BAE N8l Rp/ Ru— Ryl Ry 2
Qxx,= Ry Rp— Ku Ry

2 dAE 4 gou, AL FolH Qi 00 /e RS et AT OIA
Q2 BAE

Var (Qxx,) = Ry Rn Vu— Ru Ry Wy

— Ry Ry Vn+ Ry Ry Vn

%} o] 7 4 YUtk ef7IN
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Vi= [ KLDK: () [V (DY, (D17 dN,(D) +Ny()

oz 348 4 At oFA FAH3d A2 Gill-SchumacherF Al F
TK.K,= %\T’(QK,KZ)_UZ QK,KZ

L o od o ZAFHoR AFAFEEE wEvh oA 22 N() 9 Y(He
Wei(1984)2] A AAWANA Aod Z3} 22 ool

2.6 Lin-Wei AW

White(1982)= AR 34 (information matrix)2] A2A-& o]&3le w3y ARX MAs= A
(model misspecification)ell ¥ ZHAHE A8t Lin and Wei(1991) Whitee] W2
UEEE o]4-¢ vlHYE Y HE-slAr)

vl AP 2o dF A9 =34 (partial likelihood function)

_ 1 r_exp(Bz)
=11 Z-:Rexp(ﬂ'zi)]

d 21& Fstd
KB) =log L(B)=21{B)

=2[8z — log(iEZ;?exp(ﬂ'zi))]

st 2. 2wy tlgh B9 % 34 F(maximum partial likelihood estimator) A& A
How RFFLEE ware Al dAA Utk =y QDM 2" B-ge) =4
Fragde) dgae Qo &, 0t F e AAFYF

ALB= —n0%UB) B, 5,

B B =n""SQ I BI3BGIBIB ,_5

o2 238 & Utk DA A=A BB, Polx vec()E ((i—Dm+j) AR 847}
mxn@d  Hel (i, )AasA 84St ge&  mmAEd  sHAsE,  2®Q1)sN
7% vec (D, ( B)7F Batol Qolm B4 go] QB ATFETA ZAMGTGE Ro| =

FEYL. QB QU Bez AT p(p+1)/2 W d( BE DL B 34z
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(upper triangular) 84 & o), ¢=% A% (Wald statistic)
Wo=nd,( B) Q.( BB

2 2H2DAN AT p(p+1)/29 FHAFELE a2 U4E O B¥ £HH.

Lin and Wei(1991)= 23(2.1)9] 7138 v o] A 7= 58t A AA 713L
#do] e Ee TS nyd LHYUGY= Aol3l, F WARE AT did A3
2] AAYH = AAFHold A, viARoze AETre FHF ATSEe} AP
o ez veldts Zlelth o]} go] o] FAZLE ndAe s1AYddE dE 4L 4
AY 4 AxF 5¢kd Aol

3 moage 7= g A%

v AP R diF A AAYL 2odIL FH F o wAHc AHuriz 4.
o)l AY) o]&§ ZAZFL 2%dA AN CoxEAY, SchoenfeldE A%, Andersen® A,
Wei% Al %, Gill-Schumacher% Al %3} Lin-Wei% Al Zolc}. Schoenfeld% A4 #3} Andersen® A%
2 V1Y Froez AIZHE o] A4k Y. Gill-SchumacherZAlZF el ©]4-% F 7l 7tz
4= Gehan 49t &9 (log-rank)F4eolel. F 48 D3] A/45HA Gehan¥g=
7R 32 x40 vldlsln 2 259 (log-rank) ¥ 757 AAF).

2ol AL AAR PERAA £33 B £ e olHE g Ui olFojzed, FAFL
R Fidl #F AAFrolth AFYE Gorr ] st o J1A] Fele] AEE A
Ak AEE <AF 1>eA Jehd ZAY F 3R EF SXHA g 1A Fe89 <a
d 2>0MAY F BHE 5 S He 6702 A2 e SXEHA G d A3 e
v AP R 714 L g2 AZ0Y F Adzte] Zolrl 2D, FWHAD, 2En Fw
(IV)ell el 7Z-$oltt, X wo] AaE AEAZ] 4z} exp(l)ol exp(2)E WEHA
g &0l 02 -2 049 674 AFolct o] 10714 Felel Aay IR F59 F 7HA 9
FEAZ g 4z YAHJY SEAGo] AL Alde AEANE SPFHor FY BE
0(0,2)8 wadh BEA7E 503 1002 F 71xjoltk gle) A& T3l A2 Ao ARE
olg-3 felFE 0059 0014 wisl] 100004 oA AlgHsg

Zt ®9 AE gl e 26 Ug A3 -&v|(hazard ratio)s T3 2ol THE Aotk
Z, 0=2,(0/A ()2 & o, v el 71 seME ggkol Alzkel #AIGle] LA Wi”gkI)
Al Alzko]l gl wke} g2 o] FAIZ MR oA § =a = —d & Al
wE gEgule WRE veldle Aelth =3 g7 dAssiE A5l dEAdxe d33%
o}

AA wlgdel 7ol Ayshs A9 Reldye AAE AU <HE 1> BRe w
9} o] fF&u= 0=0.52 Aol @Al €A} Lin-WeiTAFLS FEAGHF
wag} 2 gko] & olE neY 53] FxAdo] gl AL fofERY i & e 3
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£t Gill-Schumacher$ A F2 F24ERt 4t & o] FiHFLH, WeisAFS e
ZAFEL FeERG EAY u&F ghe] Qo).

5 HEo YEEIX o]y} Z\bd Jeld oo mojdy Avbe <F 2> o A o] o
AP gu= BFASA A Aot Lin-WeiBAFe 98 SAF vj3 AFHe] dd. &
SAGRT BAR) A B FAHL Role FAF0l WeisAFolth dxislsle Ul
B7FAdo s} Azksickn FAA A= CoxFAlFoly Gill-Schumacher$ A Fx P 7HA(ID el
Ae 2 ARAFAES vssig 27 92 3™ E Roju gtk F AAHo=Z Rol ¢
Feu7t s Ag gl o] £ $AFe ZAAYe] v HolAr,

<® 3> Fukdg YEEX ] Alol7} vehhs 259 meldd AidE Jehd Aoz o] 4
Ar7lde 9Pyt 29 Hmedian time)S 71EL 2 1dAM 012 #H4Y F d& Wi}
goly dzxZFasle A9 wiag ysld, wElA Lin and Wei(1991)o]y4+ Song and
Lee(1994)0l A 12l @xwislsi: U@/ Ed vadg 4 o orldMe BE SAFE
A g FA3ES weold, 53 dyrsEddDAAM iAoz 714 e AAHYLE B
¢l CoxFAIF] dyd7MdIDdM = bdE ol FAFRYE & ZAAPH L B o] FAge
CoxEAIFo] d=ugle] Asl= AL Rz Ed. =3 Lin and Wei(1991)Y} Song and
Lee(1994)ll A ®Ql RAAF vzyizldls dgrMdstdie dAilz BE FAFe] dFEg
AAYL zZtevde AT 9% 28y Lin-WeiB Al td@gstd DM gk nlasaiz
e SAFRY e #AA48E 1y ol AFFED ol dY/HEIDAM 9} o] T
A7 = HAH Aol F=2iAt) ol Lin and Wei(199D M= dFd RAAH
7YHE Byl TAHS A A FRAHL FHFE] A} AEAZEE] BAlA ddte] FR
2 %ol & 4 g7) "otk

AEzRY | zlo]st Futdl veld o] g thg Holdd Ade <HE 4> Ut} o] o
2] JEguEe e ox Y ysidsldAMngE A st bRy vlxd it
43 A CoxFAF Gill-SchumacherFAFo] o] @7 dME= A FA ©eh ol
A8 FollA o A FzdE ANY F AT dxustel Fsede PAH ] ofsith=
AtAE dX oz woFEd. T3 Lin-WeiSAIZE YA 73 o] ¥ Lin-WeisAlF2 vl
AFEFY i 71AHE 26"A AFF RAAY S dvtF oz Mt gtEN FAF
ol =z ¥gv7l Adaahs ST A E £ AR L JHRA Eshe £l o] digst
AoA e A v)sla] PAHo] }e AL Schoenfelds A%, Andersens AlF3} Wei%
Ao}, Schoenfeld¥ Al #Felvt AndersenF Al FL 77HE o] Astd Holumz zZb 3t
Aol flujolftel t] RzFEA BHSE 4 Q7] Wil o] AFdte] digstdstelie g A
Frvh Aol ¢ Foh

ggoz AAHE Z$dd & oA SXEHs F$o AFPEuE vEAe] 7ol
H3tsle A48 ALsd 25 dxygisia gl asjeg 24y dde v F kA
Hejo] Aol dalMg Bolrjz Fiet

<3 5> AEAILO] A7} exp(1) exp(2)E w2 YR80 Z4zt 02, 048 WaE 35
o] m4d Azlolrth. o] wel P SH|E= BRFLIY}. CoxFTAF,  WeidAZH
Gill-Schumacherg Al Ze] 7#AYo] th& HAFA TR A9, Lin-WeisAFe] HAA™Yo] o
E $AF ulsl 2. $¥ 37170 10002 AXNA HAHo] o Folz=H], o] 1] Andersen
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SAZFe] PBAY] & FAF Wl vd o =A Wz A,

AEAZLO] A7) exp(2) 9F exp(1)E B2 fA]So] 028 22 v A4 g neldy
A <E 6> A Uk o] W P vl BRI FAM <F 5>l rhEoL
A2 CoxEA % WeiSAZH Gill-SchumacherEA &2l 7AYo the EAFe PAYR}
A9 Schoenfelds Al Fel 7AHo] i dold AL B 4 Auh. i FEI77 AXA
AR AANE= Ad2A AAE B £ v

Survival probability
Survival probability

[ 0.5 1 o 0.4 0.8 0.8
Time Time
L N AP 2y 7170l AfPs= AS I ZMbell Zol7} vi= A%

o
w

/

Survival probability
v
+ i
i f
i
!
o
I's
I &
J
1
Survival probability

L. Ftell ztol7t v= 7% IV. Fute] zpol7} V= A%

<39 1> SAHA = A% 4 7HA
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\

el exp(l), SX18=0.2
A2 exp(l), Sx-&=04

/

A1 exp(l), ¥x18=0.2
A2 expl), L318=0.2
A exp(l), &A-8=0.2
A2 exp(2), SA-8=0.2

A exp(l), SA-£=02
A2 exp(2), ¢A-&=04

\

e exp(2), SA-&=0.2
A2 exp(l), SA-8=02

A1 exp(2), ¥218=0.2

a2 exp(l), ¥X&=04

<ayg 2> LA HE ¥ 6714
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<E 1> vHAN¥BxY] s1Ho] AFP= A5

(configuration I : 8=0.5)

hi2 R AREAF &

2=0.01 a=0.05

50 Cox 0.009 0.053

0.008 0.052

Shoenfeld 0.008 0.045

0.007 0.037

Andersen 0.007 0.042

0.005 0.030

Wei 0.008 0.041

0.005 0.033

Gill-Schumacher 0.016 0.062

0.016 0.063

Lin-Wei 0.027 0.086

0.007 0.033

100 Cox 0.009 0.045

0.011 0.046

Shoenfeld 0.007 0.035

0.014 0.053

Andersen 0.009 0.033

0.009 0.044

Wei 0.009 0.053

0.014 0.058

Gill-Schumacher 0.011 0.061

0.011 0.064

Lin-Wei 0.017 0.062

0.001 0.021

AA & F=FY g
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<E 2> &ube] zol7} V= ¢ (configuration II : § =0.25—4—1)
ER ) AREAF R

=001 @ =0.05

50 Cox 0.498 0.414

0.346 0.626

Shoenfeld 0.550 0.773

0510 0.804

Andersen 0.462 0.746

0.275 0.694

Wei 0.843 0.955

0.648 0.861

Gill-Schumacher 0.675 0.866

0.592 0.773

Lin-Wei 0.369 0.547

0.163 0.345

100 Cox 0.899 0.785

0.911 0.903

Shoenfeld 0.954 0.992

0.971 0.997

Andersen 0.942 0.991

0.949 0.994

Wei 0.999 1.000

0.980 0.99%

Gill-Schumacher 0.949 0.992

0.912 0.986

Lin-Wei 0.513 0.675

0.345 0.546

AA & : F=AT US
A £ ¢~ UWU0,2)
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<3 3> Fhto] zlolv} = 3¢

(configuration III: 8 =1—0.1)

FR7) AREAF e

=001 a =0.05

50 Cox 0.893 0.984

0.571 0.805

Shoenfeld 0.782 0.929

0.302 0.596

Andersen 0.905 0.970

0.353 0.665

Wei 0.846 0.954

0.334 0.623

Gill-Schumacher 0.763 0.910

0.413 0.637

Lin-Wei 0.116 0.767

0.013 0.177

100 Cox 0.942 1.000

0.869 0.974

Shoenfeld 0.999 1.000

0.838 0.943

Andersen 1.000 1.000

0.884 0.961

Wei 1.000 1.000

0.860 0.965

Gill-Schumacher 0.983 1.000

0.773 0.908

Lin-Wei 0.979 0.999

0.397 0.787

AA & AT UL
EH & ¢~ (](0,2)



vAAEEEY A= JPY 9

<HE 4> Zub] xol7t Y= A (configuration IV: 8 =1—0.25—4—1)
EEER) AREAF frel v
a=0.01 a =0.05
50 Cox 0.030 0.090
0.021 0.070
Shoenfeld 0.118 0.335
0.138 0.397
Andersen 0.074 0.286
0.114 0.358
Wei 0.090 0.291
0.135 0.135
Gill-Schumacher 0.020 0.072
0.020 0.072
Lin-Wei 0.005 0.020
0.002 0.028
100 Cox 0.057 0.154
0.042 0.094
Shoenfeld 0.409 0.654
0.549 0.791
Andersen 0.389 0.643
0.530 0.490
Wei 0.638 0.637
0.319 0.319
Gill-Schumacher 0.024 0.108
0.014 0.067
Lin-Wei 0.000 0.002
0.002 0.010

A £ F=AG QS
A & ¢~ U0,2)
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<E 5> @Agel GE F¥ (FVL exp(l) SAL=02, V2 exp(2) FAE=04)

RE=7) ARATAF L s

2=0.01 @ =0.05

50 Cox 0.576 0.877

0.079 0.305

Shoenfeld 0.116 0.306

0.005 0.033

Andersen 0.282 0.541

0.023 0.091

Wei 0.449 0.714

0.059 0.180

Gill-Schumacher 0.647 0.818

0.158 0.341

Lin-Wei 0.001 0.019

0.001 0.015

100 Cox 0.986 0.988

0.479 0.573

Shoenfeld 0.566 0.776

0.039 0.119

Andersen 0.842 0.942

0.181 0.394

Wei 0.880 0.968

0.179 0.411

Gill-Schumacher 0.946 0.983

0.322 0.570

Lin-Wei 0.010 0.183

0.019 0.113

AA £ FEAG Y
= £ C;~ U(O,Z)
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<X 6> @A g0l & 7+ (YL exp(2) EA8=02, A2 exp(l) E2E=0.2)

L ER AREAF FrATE

a=0.01 @ =0.05

50 Cox 0.316 0.667

0.030 0.144

Shoenfeld 0.037 0.117

0.004 0.011

Andersen 0.081 0.334

0.018 0.054

Wei 0.184 0417

0.019 0.088

Gill-Schumacher 0.330 0.549

0.059 0.152

Lin-Wei 0.072 0.226

0.001 0.025

100 Cox 0.597 0.903

0.079 0.197

Shoenfeld 0.156 0.330

0.004 0.024

Andersen 0.469 0.665

0.055 0.133

Wei 0513 0.759

0.041 0.153

Gill-Schumacher 0633 0.814

0.085 0.230

Lin-Wei 0.100 0.290

0.003 0.007

AA & FEAY A3
A € ¢~ U0,2)
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23S dested 255 #4570 G4 AP HAYEE HdAst 1AL AESIof #
o 53] de 2ol Y] Ffos ang 1y MAdd 9RI} AL 5E dn Az}
I o AR FoE Z&o] H{GoRE Byl & Aol

A9 =AY AE Aushd G333 2ok A¥-8u7h vaAde] s1Re bgEe Fgde

B SAF] felsEd nF & JEAIY Lin-WeiSAlFe] S=Add gzsiA uh
S3teo] FEADe] & Alddls felfEng ozt & g /1A, ulEAe] MRS ga2x
@i A&t dx2usle g CoxBAIF# Gill-Schumacher$ Al%Fe] A Ho| Fgton],
WeisAlFe] AAY= & FAF vsl & g2 7HAx Ak a2iu 9488471 E5-3
Al AstE Aldle AlME o Jlle] ptog o] U= Schoenfeld$ Al Folvt Andersen
FAF AR Holyt) 53] SXHA = A9 dE/M AV)AMAE 98-8n) 9
W37 A" dols ARE §E5 45 g g5l U2l Bos AR gE EsuE 2t
=2 59E o Schoenfeld$A1F3 Andersen%Al el 1A o] A Fov) dgigsbd (V)
ANMAY AFEv7} B A WE ol CoxEAl el Gill-SchumachergA ) A=A
of @A Wolzlidl, ol Cox$A%# Gill-Schumacher$ Al o]l B2 slst= digsH4Adl
E3] s eE s UYdE AL dxow noxy k. o] A= Lin and Wei(1991)0)
‘} Song and Lee(1994)0l4] Rl 73} -2 ZAstolr},

A7} He Ao FagAs veaAde g Asls 92 Adslne 25 4898
H7} S7tetAY ZHAastaA] gxugsis 2452 RAY A8&nr gxustd Aldie Cox
BA%, Gill-SchumacherS 2 %} WeisAFe]l 7HAZol ER YL =3 Schoenfelds Al o,
AndersenB- Al F3 Lin-Weis Al F2 #44HL g2 Az ol o] BxAzsd Ald
+ Cox%BAF# Gill-Schumacher¥ A ZFol EXClt= AL &AAF 4 Ut

Z271Ae] AE ¥ o, G2 d gole Cox%AlE, WeigASm Gill-Schumacher 7
Fel AA=oo] T3 EwASA wd Ao CoxFAIFol Gill-SchumacherE Al FR o=
Schoenfeld$ 71 %3 Andersen§ Aol EXQIth a2leg 215l e disl olFd AA A
AL 3 YA e Aeole F FAFL ogstd AP FAES st Ao uk@F s
Lin-WeiS Al %2 22 7M8ldAM e Sedd ofd ua 7342 aolyl FueRne B of
Uzt diftde] sHde did O AASAZRG HGAHe] gkt o]AL Lin-Weis Al ol
264 AFE AAF o] 71Yel gt AR £ UEE u¢H zolr] wFo|r}, WY
v AP R o] oJFA BAHINE AASA g Ao, 292 o] 83 AAYE & A
AW & olg3l= AL F& Aoltt (cf. Chappell, 1992). Schoenfeld% A& Andersens Al &
T el Wk 2 Axg Brls sxnt gzl obd Ao tigsidel sty te
SAFERG A Ho] Fd. WeiSAFE 2E 7M disto] AAZ £x8 Hao] a1y} 9
=3 di2 F#3<2(omnibus) FAAYYL L vt = 7A=Y FEAV} AAL {Fd4E
o] AAFF FRov AAH £ Aol wet dgte vz HPHY £ feleE
oju} EAr|e] WntE AE Y FLdve AHNE 398 5 AU

®AHE A oJstA gl wal 5FF AP AAH Holuths AL L 4+ A
o Azl wE) f1E g7 g s A 22 Aad vslde o AAYL N T
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3l Akge] Felol diste] olF 7 ApAX]de] Q18 7%= Cox¥AlI%, Gill-Schumacher®
Ao} Lin-WeiE Al &2l A8-2 AA|3taL Schoenfeld® 7l Folyt Andersens Al 32 o] &-3}qf
A HAYE AAsh= Aol Frlh

QoA 0% 671x19] vl Ry el AHFGA AAAE FdA, Cox, Wei, Gill-Schumacher
o] FAAYE FAFo] AAAS st A" o Agd 4 e WA Lin-Wei,
Schoenfeld, Andersen®] ZAW-L FWF Fev A5l FAlIgle]l H48 & Utk o F
Schoenfeld®} Andersen®l ZAWL T Fe] WY Algtel] wle} FRH o2 - olof
3l ©¥o] A9 Lin-Weig] 7AW-S B} dubzoz A48 4 = Fdo] U

T Ed
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A study on the goodness-of-fit tests
for proportional hazards model4

Ae Bang Jang® , Jae Won Leef)

Abstract

Proportional hazards model has been widely used for analyzing survival data.
This article reviews some well-known goodness—of-fit tests for proportional
hazards model. Simulation studies also provide some insights into the properties of
these test statistics across several types of survival distributions and degrees of
censorship.
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