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Az EAd 9ol F AUzte] AFELY vae AF A didel Hu
olth. 2% W(censoring)o] EA st YEAR Jlo] F YEE XS] FLE & HE
= w0 2 log-rank £/ %3} Gehanel 28t E Wilcoxon B4l %ol A AR
=g ArgEe] gk a2 o] ¥ 7bA AR EAFO] ofd Aol HAE AL of
U, § 42 o2 7HA %‘EHQ} zeAde] Fro wat BAZF HAFHL A
‘33}71‘3]' et B =RdE T PEEEY v g i AL o4 AP EAF
& g 7HA A gell A E«V"ﬁ E5tod vl watn, 1 AoE ENZ Fol3l &

"1 AAG EAFE Adster] e 4T FRE AT

1. M8

olore}l Hofo) glo} A4 (clinical trial) & & 2L X Bl Az ke AE
oo 298 dojth. ¢up e YA 28 glo] 71ES A BRI A 8qET
AE s ggolt Xgoke] AEES Y & e Ao #ydgy ¢ A8
U} gZzA|7be] Aol 2 Ego) ° Aot o9} Bo] T AEFI wlmE 4 Fok
A AF BAlY didel HEd, P dNH o R AEHT e WHE Mantel(1966)2]
log-rank 2% ¥ 3} Gehan(1965)2] ¥ Wr3tE Wilcoxon AR Yolth Logra nk 7{-:113“4 o )
# 9] ¥ (proportional hazards)®| 7} ] /‘3%3}1‘5 73 8-l @@301 Fo wtd dwisid
Wilcoxon AWML AZFo] 2k 2po] & Foly7]d o FL2 AR ¢ E%ﬁ °1U} 0]
2 ko] B AR S AP S A evhE HA ol AAsHA Astd Aot of
2lsle] B AZBLE vlmsly] 98 o8 7Hx] AR FAFe] AdH o] e, Fleming,
O’Fallon & O’Brien(1980), Brookmeyer & Crowley (1982), Pepe & Fleming(1989), Lee(1996)
So] A3t A ZAFE] AT

o
T

Fleming, O'Fallon & O’Brien(1980)°] #|<+& 47 ¥ Kolmogorov-Smirnov AL 11
A A 9] Kolmogorov-Smirnov 44 & FEdtho] ZAste A& g AFES 3

8 Roa %= gzEe4e] HdA el (maximum distance) ol <7 &t vl o] T} Brookmeyer &
Crowley(1982) 7} | t3t %“Ei‘—i‘:} Ago] et 294 A% (median test)Z F A EFA

.

o] o] Wztetr) Bk %9 A A7 (median survival time) ] Zolell R1gHh = 2}o ]

vo] o Fi= 1004 © gZvhetaieh A7u) A gl o gk Azl (FhAH £:94-1300-01-01-3)
t (156-710) M & Al S=F Aol w25 395-68, (F) DACOM System Technologies, &3 2] 1%
1 (136-701) M & A AET FLE 5-1, et dE AR FuF
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g 3 Fohyk,

FH o]t} Pepe & Fleming(1989)2 7}5 Kaplan-Meier -7 %2 A st
o, o]l BAFE F AELF Aol A Yoz AFFT A FAYG A o}
2t o] 22 7HEAE T wolth 9, Lee(1996) & 715 Log-rank S4| &S FojA] A
Exole] A7A] FE T3t AV G2 2K BAFE S n8dly, aRE
9] # i ¥ A ¥ (maximum statistic) 2} 413 2 % 7 Z(linear combination statistic)ol| <] &
AR M-S Attt

2 =8 e delM Ag8 F RAEETY SIS AR Y93 o 7]“7‘] g
€& 2%, o2 4R ARt A B dd S dAlst] 14 de) AL 1 e Log-
rank §7 F3 L 3lE Wilcoxon SAFH o1& APy frods-Ea =S Hlﬂﬁ}ﬁ"i
t}.

X oo oz

|

2. FMESHEO| SN HEY

A 49 F=H DA (random censoring)°] doivtE F EE S M ska. #&E
A E2AM NS HAEZRE QAR = 1,2). °] W (T;,C;y)E EE 9 ¥
A AA2FE dojX] A o)A 2 (failure time) T} % ©A] I censoring time)o] 2}31 3}
Bi=127=1--,N), 34 35 A2 2L X;9% FEAD A S 6,0
I #Ale o2 2o

3

Xij = min(Ti;, Cy5), 65 = IH{Ti; < CyH(i=1,25=1,--- , Ny)
A N(t)E A toll Al BE o] AE32 de MY s stn, Di)E AA toA] 9
Abg7RA ] S st} A B E-2] A Z 34 (survival function)E

Si(t) = Pr(X;; > t) = exp(—A4(t))
2 3EHT, A7 A () Lzﬂ%ﬁ%—’i‘—(cumulative hazard function)©] t}.
A FA7AF A ste AL F AR FYHonR ARIEe
ffo : Sl = Sz (2.1)

ojth. BERA o] 2 (2.1)9] 7S HA 7] A3 FAA PH o2 = logrank B F
H 3 dutshE Wilcoxon A el 71 dal A28 3 ok a8u o] $ kA 7@ wel
EE A% A8 AL ottt oo o] F 7] I viwE 4 de A}
2 AHE 22 A0
8& KoLmogorov-SMIrNOV 2 A Ed

A
=

ol HAWL2 F BEY A¥3H E X (empirical distribution)e] o # 2] (maximum
distance)ol] <73 1% 29l Kolmogorov-Smirnov ZA M & A tho] glE WE=F |
el 38 Aoz, 234 B2 oid BEFFE ALEste 28 dhgolr)
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FYEROERE AT 5L FEAGOR BEA AP (=1, ,m)e} 8, 2
2 APAEE T, = Lo o), ZEHBARE 10 = 1. 072 37 o B m <

d+ co]t}h. Nelson(1969)9] 2 9 & 34> (cumulative hazard function)& §;(t) = —In S;(t)2t
Di(Ty)-1

s, FANRFIFL B = 3 kzo {Ni(T;) — k}1sk 2ol Fo2ith. o] W) ¥ &

MKS = sup Ywn,n,(1) (2.2)
0<t<T

9} Zt}(cf. Schumacher, 1984). & 7] A}

Yin, = —{51( +S2 }/{ N101 )N26'2(S ))}2

Nlcl(s ) + NQCQ(
x{N1(s) N2(s) > 0}d{B1(s) — B2(s)}
ol:, T = max{t; : Ni(t;)Na(t;) > 0}olth. o] ol Ci(-- )& FE=HTAYEF (censoring
survival function)2] Kaplan-Meier 5% "’J:O].J._, Ci(s—)& °o}F &L £ > 00 tidl] Ci(s -
€)% ojml gt} $H MSKE Ho: 51 = So7t 3 o) 2AH o2 Hido] 0 ATEXE
g2 Hol FHEAAY.

2.2. =9/ ZJ& B (MEDIAN TEST)

o] HolX dHsle FF HAYL nHAHQ %"‘-14-"1: 3 ¥ (cf. Westenberg, 1948)<
Brookmeyer & Crowley(1982)7} 2= tho] & AEAR Zi%—zs} Ao|t}.

A= 1,2) EEOZRE Y AEFFTY Kaplan-Meler 2RTL S(t)=1-F )
d], o] @} 7} Kaplan-Meier 3% &2

o o] Bel @t o714 A¥ = Ny/NoIT N = 3 Niolch. o] o EFEE (pooled sam-
1=1
ple)o} FA+E
=inf{t: F,(t) >

1
2

, F;& AS34(step function)o] L2 E (M
o

2 RAE A5 )ol 3 &atA %-‘4 ¢ 7HAA
23} o] 23 ol 2 AGHF FE A2t AGH S AZAF A&F S 2 Agsa,
ol wj Fx(M*)=1& wEste M*E LA Bt
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o] 2 %€ Brookmeyer & Crowley(1982) t}33 22 HASAFE Al =, o
EAZL ZAF o2 (NS WEE Aoy ZdErt

~ ~ 2
Frm) -4
TM:N{—l( ) 2}

o

714 ot \
62 = I\—T{AQVI(M*) + M Va(M*)}

o o} FFHx

o N, NiDi(Xz--)
Vi(Mr) = {Sr ()Y ) ! .
ik 2y M) (Ni(Xig) — Di(Xy5)

olc}.

2.3. J}= KAPLAN-MEIER EH|2H0| OIEF 2 E Y

A o 2 FrA o] EAste AEAR o] AR (i = 1,2) B2 ZHE Kaplan-
Meie '51“75]%}‘ i) 7 ATFZEAIF MRS E TG 7MsAd o] Folx 7] w)
B3t A &o] ). Pepe & Fleming(1989)2] 7}& Kaplan—Meler BA %L
& Ao 7k AFFEAIE A AN A bt S(t) - Sl o &
e, 1 Fele

/NyNoy

WMK = \/ OL81() — $a(0)}dt (2.3)

9} 2t} A7 A 7F53 4 (weight function) ()&

FenlOlent
PiCy (2) + p2C5 (1)
ojx, T, = sup{t Ci(t) A Ca(t) > 0} Ci(E =AY 234 9] Kaplan-Meier 7 @]
3, CF()E C7 ()& 9ulgtt. ¥ O'Sullivan & Fleming(1986)& oW ofe] Ab4: I}
§oll tdleo, |w(t)| < T{C (t)}(/2+8 |w(t)[ < F{C (t)}1/2)+d0] wkEElw 2] (2.3)0] &
At o FAlel o2 AHEEE < Bttt o] w Fite] FAA 2 EFRELR
FE T3

W(t) =

{f < () S (u)du}? PlC (1) +P202 (t )dS(t)
S(t)8- (t) Cr (H)C (1)
< AH8-3ta, p; = N/N°]‘4 FH, FHEGe] EASA e A w)E
AA HBZ o] HAHE TEAY A7 e Z-4 A o duwtslz 234 4= ik
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[24

2.4. LEe &Y

AR AR 2] AR AEE N () = [{X; < t,6; = 138 813, Al tell A Zobsle A
2o 8 V() = I{Xu > t}2 YA}l £ N = ZNU, N = ZN“ Y = zy”,

2
S Y2 E72 sta ol A& ZERI¥] FLFE 7&]75‘ st7] 93 7}3— Log—rank EZA

we o I L /OOQW“) RANAU! {d{vl(t)_d_‘ Et)}

oy v
o

2
Ny N () + Ya(t) | a(®) A
o Ze Yez 28T 5 Ao VM AHed e

W(t) = {S(t-)}{1 - S(t-)} (v 2 0,p 2 0)

2 Aolatm, o] W WxE GrrEAZol2t £ 21} Lee(1996) € ©| 7 & th-] H] 7HA]
EA%E nelsarh

(p,7) W (t) Egsd e 54 G

(0,0) 1 (Log-rank) S ECEER RS

(2,0) {8y 2 Alole] R Wy,

0,2) {1-51-)¥ Fak sjole) ZFE Wk,

2,2) {Se)P{1-8¢-))  Fo el ZFx Wk,

Hy: S5 = 526]—0112\—]
(WKI ? WK?’ WK3’ WK4) - (Goyoa GZ’O, G0'2a G212)
E ZAMH o7 ol 0°J e AFEEE wETh Lee(1996)E o2 Ul 7kAl FA
2 EA0l Mgt T b /88 AEWE AR e, BE2%E BAFA (2 =
Wie/y/VarWic) L= 1, 4} A& Ath 2 3 &8 £ 27 ) 3015 F(maximum
statistic) 9!

Leel = max{Z2{, 25,723, Z} (2.4)

S A} g3tE Wol 3, I ThE WhE & Zr 59 A3 4 #%E A F(linear combination statis-
tic) <!

Lee2 = ZblZl (o] o Zbl =1) (2.5)
=1
& Abgste Aol A (24)& (zl,zz,zs,z4>7r HFol 09l 49 HFELE W E
max{ZhZz,Zs,Zz;}ﬂ SAHoZ 2L FEE /M B 4 (25)€ A L2 BEH
FREIE WaEng o] F EAF 8l Hy: S1 =55 2B 5 3

2
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3. EOIAEo| Rk ) Al
3.1. ROIAEO| =X

T AEREY $U4 AFE AD olel A BATES Y YuKoz AeeE
log-rank ¥ ¥, d¥+3tE Wilcoxon 4 Z3 87 oJ&] 712 43 stol|A] Bojas g =
3 ¥lms] Eanxt 3t modE S 93 EAZL 23 AW 3 H Kolmogorov-
Smirnov FA1 %, T+ HA YA BAE, 715 Kaplan-Meier 41 &, Lee2] )£ 7
%2 HAAGEATOIG. o o) 2zke] BATL B3 o] TAsH7] 2 B,

1. MKS (4% ¥ Kolmogorov-Smirnov 4] %)
2. Tu (T A YNAM Y 5AFH)

3. WKM (7} Kaplan-Meier £ 7] &)

4. Lee 1 (Leed] HhEA )

5. Lee 2 (Leed] N AJEA Z)

6. log-rank (log-rank % 7] )

7. Gehan (¥ ¥F3tE Wilcoxon £ 4| %)

AF7H stollA Atg € F I Yol 47 exp(1)S BEEE Y3 D (X 3.2), B
7Hd Stll M e 771A] 2EE A std 188 AR (F 3.3- F 3.9). 128 o}
A g8 digk F o] £ ¥ E g9 F 3.10) FYsAnt.

87k Geje] Amo] Qo) F P e 2zte] thgk B2 A& 5002 AeE D, F
FE0] 0.059 0.01¢] -l thafl 10008 2] 2| MBS HAstAch W A8E FEHY
ol 9l AF(NO)st 2= ol Y& Z5(C)dl thshx AHA L, FE o] e 7
Foll = 5% &2 3 (censoring time)©] U(0,2)9] £X & &t} FEHGAIZ o] U(0,2)<
w2, AEAIZR] exp(l)S WY FEATE] 43%7} ©Th

3.2. 2O|AIE| At
ol dellMe 5 AEREY TY4 AL AT A EAFC B3 2odY AHE
AZs7I2 Pt a =005 B+ a=001A A9 H| S8 AR E SN BR o = 0.05¢
At AR ) o 7)ol A Leeo) N HATEA B AEol 3lo] Zr 59 AR
YLf bl = b2 == b3 = b4 = %.% A}-%ﬁ}‘ﬂq

3.2.1. F AEEIIN} FLR A (X 3.2)

°l B freleEd @ EE A EAF TR Wt 42 g2 e o
2 & 5 Uk Logrank AW A5 AFY L KI5 I 2783 9



L= Z< Y 31
T AZEEZ o FAA A
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£ 3.1 247hs) 314 43Y F Heel ¥ 2

1 A2
® 32 exp(1) exp(1)
%33 exp(1) exp(2)
X 34 exp(0.75)— exp(3)— exp(l) exp(3)— exp(0.75)— exp(1)
* 35 exp(2)— exp(0.5) exp(2)— exp(4)
¥ 3.6 | exp(2)— exp(0.25)— exp(4)— exp(l) | exp(2)— exp(4)— exp(0.25)— exp(1)
® 37 Weibull(1,1.5) Weibull(1.5,1)
X 38 Weibull(2,1) Weibull(1,0.5)
¥ 39 Weibull(1,0.5) Weibull(1,0.5)4-0.5

W, 43" Kolmogorov-Smirnov A3 M7 Leed] F HEHZ foFFd tta EulA e
Agko] gith. o] F E3] Leed ANEAZ T AP L TG S ot v
e AT Qe A S ol thax dojzlon, Iutstd Wilcoxon AE3HE
Kaplan-Meier 2332 13 ¥hiE glo] 22 ZA¥E HA

3.2.2. vlA 91 FHAe]l AYHe A+ (X 3.3)

HA 2EAvho] g A8 A9 E A log-rank ZFH# 48 Kolmogorov-Smirnov
AR, Leed] T 714 AR HA o] F3, A5 AW AFHL & oz
= AL gt 2xAvo] Qe A%l ol WA logrank HE Y Leed] F 7}
A AR Aol 231, £3 8 Kolmogorov-Smirnov A Y9 A% 3L T
= ASoE g oS wdth o] 25 E 3 ¥ Kolmogorov -Smirnov AR AAY
o nlA P e 7HHol Ahsle A S Ao FEETY 7o ZA TS e AR
£ 4 3t

3.2.3. Zukef Apo]7t Y= A (X 3.4)

zoATo] gl ASd UM E £ E Kolmogorov-Smirnov 778 % & A% ol 7}
A 29k, 2 0 2 Leed] HJEA Fol| o 3 AW LstE Wilcoxon A3, 7}
# Kaplan-Meier 2219 A3 80l Ftou, Leed] NBZAFEAZol 48 ARHY #H
A e i BolH. FEAG] & A 715 Kaplan-Meier AFY, T A
A9 Qutsl " Wilcoxon A3H e AR o] 74 £33, % ¥ Kolmogorov-Smirnov 4
AW Lee] ANEA L] 93 FAe AAFYol a1 o2 Fhth a2t o B+
log-rank 2 AW 7} Leed] NAAFEA G 2§ A4 Y] AFH2 A Pl & ERE
Bt
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3.2.4. Fkof sjol7} Y= A4 (F 3.5)

A3 FrAde] gle A e 39 Kolmogorov-Smirnov 234, Lee2] $ 7}
A, logrank AP WM Ao £ v UukalE Wilcoxon AAY, 7= Kaplan—
Meier A8, T ZAFH AH L2 AT “401}1‘4 olo wta F=-Tho] & 7
Tl A & Leed] HNE A %] HA o] 714 243, 1 S0 2 Leeo] M AJFEA ka}

47 & Kolmogorov-Smirnov 3 ¥, log-rank 7 ‘ﬂ«] AR Hol Fhom, Ymx] AAY
Y HBE L v § I3} FEE 18 HL o] AL E 439 Kolmogorov-Smirnov
AU v AP 7t B3te A5 At 2 Frdvho] Exjsts 49 A
dEo] A HAH =, o] 258 43 B Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z A& S5 dthe] &5
o o3 ZA TS LSS L+ U

3.2.5. Fuke} Ao]s} e A (F 3.6)

TEAG gle ZE AHEY Leed] HEA o) ol at AR ] 713 2o AR
= Ho FUI, 2 hE 2 2 Leed] B AFEA Foll &3 773 2} 7}3 Kaplan-Meier
A9, ?J_‘i’l'i}% Wilcoxon 2 2] Aol Eken, 38 Kolmogorov-Smirnov 7 3
el AR el 7hg Wkt A wo] 3l A$olE Leed] HhEA 2ol o 8 7AW o)
M e HBEE B U3, Lee] MAAFEA Zol| 3t AH 8T 2994 AR,
log-rank AW el AAEH] 1 E} o2 FUc) A o] AT =3 A Kolmogorov-
Smirnov 2 {9l A 2ol 7} R3ich.

3.2.6. ¥ PEEXL Aol7} A F A} ke A Fol=EE AS (X 3.7)

FEddo] gle 25 21 715 Kaplan-Meier 238 3} Y w89 Wilcoxon AR,
Leeo] Hth g A Zol o3 PP Aol ¥ton Leeo] HBAFLEA Fo) o] &t AR
43} log-rank A o] Aol Bt FxHGe] 9l A LM E 71E Kaplan-Meier
A3 LdwrakE Wilcoxon Aol A 2o] E%on, Lee?] M AFEA ol o] 3
Aol 71 "ol A ot

3.2.7. ¥ JEE I} AR At A S (X 3.8)

TEEdo] gle A8 432 $3 9 Kolmogorov-Smirnov A3 el AR o] 7}
d ¥, Leed] ¥ 74 AR AR Ho] 2 1322 FUTh logrank F A W3 Uuts}
¥ Wilcoxon 73, 714 Kaplan-Meier 3¢ A e 237 dojzglon 294 A
HE 7P 22 HAAFEE B U tggez 258do] 9l A9S B 94 43
¥ Kolmogorov-Smirnov 2 39 A3 Ho] 714 =% o, Leed] F 71x] AA N AR
gol 2 g o2 otk 28 logrank AR AR YL tha dojg oy, Yujx] 7
AHEY Y2 v 2Py
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2’0

fac)

3.2.8. o) E(shift)s] ¥ F FEE XL Ao)7} EA e A+ (X 3.9)

o 2o glE B8 E¥ 715 Kaplan-Meier AR W3} duratE Wilcoxon 7
Aol AAYel 7 41, 1 B 22 logrank ARYT Lee®l ¥ 712 HAH
AR Ho] Fgith. 23 % d Kolmogorov-Smirnov ARY T 9+ AP H HEH
o zz gtk @8 F2EWe] Y& AFodE 7HS Kaplan-Meier ARY 3 durstd
Wilcoxon A& el AA o] 744 £, log-rank A% 3} 3 ¥ Kolmogorov-Smirnov
AAWe AAo] 1 thgo g Frh o] BfolA FEI okgk AlAl L AT {5
ot BAgl0] 7F% Kaplan-Meier 20l 7H4 Ethe A6, ©] 22 log-rank EA ot
22 9 Kolmogorov-Smirnov %A #3 #| REAZE] 96 AT A5 A F(rank-
based statistic)©] ©]E(shift)ol & FE R T Ho]& Z wAAWA gt v& 7t
2 Kaplan-Meier 273 & 021§ A%l 9ztsitte 53 BEolth

AAH oz AHEH Lee2| 3 ohE Al F(maximum statistic)o] 2E A3l glo] T E
EADE ula AR S HPH ST BAL, o|E2FH F RAzRI FYE Y ¢ F
gl Aol A HulEA el 2% FAol A8 7 el WEAo]E vjwA & Fophd
29E AFYE L F I

¥£32 FRAZEL SYT AL FFE v

a % %-2“ aot T°r94 fT:fo(a = 005)

NC C
MKS 0.035 0.036
T 0.073 0.071
WKM 0.043 0.057
Lee 1 0.046 0.037
Lee 2 0.034 0.038
log-rank 0.060 0.060

Gehan 0.044 0.057
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£ 3.3: HA B 7Pl dEete Ao AAHY ww

AdsAg  TAFE@=005)

NC C
MKS 0.993 0.351
Ty 0.609 0.647
WKM 0.848 0.687
Lee 1 0.936 0.780
Lee 2 0.944 0.815
log-rank 0.940 0.805
Gehan 0.856 0.687

F 3.4: 2ol Aoyt e A 99 A Y vw

AREA T 2 5 F(a = 0.05)

NC C
MKS 0.998 0.935
T 0.890 0.960
WKM 0.939 0.966
Lee 1 0.938 0.938
Lee 2 0.599 0.621
log-rank 0.646 0.754

Gehan 0.936 0.963
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H 3.5: Fuko] ezt e Ao A Y vl

AxggAg  TAFE=005

NC C
MKS 0.981 0.341
T 0.088 0.053
WKM 0.146 0.065
Lee 1 0.993 0.807
Lee 2 0.805 0.463
log-rank 0.735 0.335
Gehan 0.166 0.064

F 3.6: Wl zkel7h vhe A9 HAH vim

ARsAg T E@=005

NC C
MKS 0.137 0.080
Ty 0.203 0.227
WKM 0.245 0.147
Lee 1 0.472 0.427
Lee 2 0.264 0.263
log-rank 0.209 0.204

Gehan 0.247 0.152
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E 37 B AZEEY Aol A AL T} Fbe] T Zoj=k A9} B ¥

9% % (a = 0.05)

qE A 2k
A EA 2 NC c

MKS 0.641 0.592
Trm 0.536 0.552
WKM 0.743 0.741
Lee 1 0.719 0.665
Lee 2 0.365 0.454
log-rank 0.384 0.541
Gehan 0.747 0.737

38 T AZEEI A2 maste A9 23 vw

§ %] %7_{' %]: TQT'Q’] -’F-ff(a = 005)

NC C
MKS 0.971 0.864
Tt 0.274 0.121
WKM 0.371 0.059
Lee 1 0.903 0.731
Lee 2 0.812 0.527
log-rank 0.631 0.372

Gehan 0.483 0.059
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E 3.9: 0] B (shift)o]l o} ztolst BAstE B9 HAEH v

AR EA L 94 F(a = 0.05)

NC C
MKS 0.697 0.610
Tum 0.512 0.334
WKM 0.914 0.987
Lee 1 0.811 0.420
Lee 2 0.774 0.309
log-rank 0.842 0.743
Gehan 0.991 0.986
4. A8

AEARS] EH Qo] T AZEE 5UH AFL AF VA ol He BF A
B4l AHol glol o1& 71t @t} oln] Wl A5 1 3+ logrank AF Y <
WhshEl Wileoxon 28 & 2t7ke] A M) S0 whek o APl E A2EE 2
o] & 7 ohfle WH, T2 old AN Aol7t ARAE BPET T Aol & E
AehA Bobe 0 RS WEIIE Sk o2 @ e FE A 43} BAYE o ok
e AWAL AHE 2 4 Uk ol o #2 B =RAME SEEY 5U4 3
22 98 774 AR EATE A7 FgsNA v metel wglth o2 RE Fo A
gl AA EASTS Asted P F69 FHE AL + ANE, @ FRE
e W sl Beixe AEEEe vme] £gol Y Roloh

ANEH
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A Comparison of the Statistical Methods for
Testing the Equality of Two Survival Distributions *

Mi Nam Jung | Jae Won Lee }

ABSTRACT

There have been a great deal of interests in comparing two survival distributions
in clinical trials. This paper compares some well-known statistical methods for testing
the equality of two survival distributions. 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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