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17 3.1: Cox predictive plot for hepatocellular carcinoma
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Categorizing tumor size as a prognostic factor
for risk of relapse of hepatocellular carcinoma

Seonwoo Kim Y Cheol Keun Park?

ABSTRACT

Categorizing prognostic factors is very useful for a disease diagnosis, determination of
treatment and study eligibility criteria. Methods often used to categorize factors are
to select a cutpoint by biological theory, by graphical examination, by the minimum
p-value approach. The last method involves multiple testing, and several methods for
adjusting p-values have been developed. This study determines the cutpoint of tumor
size to separate patients of high risk of relapse after hepatic resection of hepatocellular

carcinoma.

Keywords: Categorizing; Prognostic factors; Minimum p-value approach; Adjusting
p-value; Hepatocellular carcinoma.
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