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Abstract

We propose two estimating procedures to analyze clustered interval-censored data with an informative cluster
size based on a marginal model and investigate their asymptotic properties. One is an extension of Cong et
al. (2007) to interval-censored data and the other uses the within-cluster resampling method proposed by
Hoffman et al. (2001). Simulation results imply that the proposed estimators have a better performance in
terms of bias and coverage rate of true value than an estimator with no adjustment of informative cluster
size when the cluster size is related with survival time. Finally, they are applied to lymphatic filariasis data
adopted from Williamson et al. (2008).

Keywords: Informative cluster size, interval censoring, marginal model, weighted estimating equation,

within-cluster resampling.

1. M2

B2 AL S A sl 4 & 3 7HR] oMETL AT wj7hx| o] YEAIRE FEIA T
W2 5 77 olael olMEsL WA diAe] AEATE BEIE AT Tk fA T AT 2
o A% Gz e 24 AFNAL AF el dE U9l B ANEL A4S wTe) AEANE 5
Ale F&3sic) ole} T AEAFE AFF AEALE (correlated failure time data) -2

E (clustered failure time data)2}al 3t} o]# A5+ o8t 9 FEAY 4 5 2 &
AslA "t} (Caig} Prentice, 1995; Kalbfleish®} Prentice, 2002). &3 &5 =
AA HAEH BEADEC] MR FTHE Jlo, B 2 74 el & MAEY AEATT] AR
FTEE ] A7) WEol BE AAY AEATL] AR SHolghs 7MY oA e 8 A= AFE
ool ek B FA1M 02 BRI AN A AEAL] FHAA BEH 16T} T gl
23 7274 tigt AR v FEEE k=gl o] A7 E EHEE=E Y A1F (interval-censored data) 2}
I gl B =RAE 23 F5=2dE 215 (clustered interval-censored data)2] 37 &3 ol A
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SAA FE FAE tFaA Y 2 ARE B4 ) i ez 22 A el A= AAES]
Mrop I A2 Fasithal 7R3 2y o dolA £ 4 %ol wAe 2717F BEA
Zroll sl o AEE AT += el 2 Wl = HAIE el ATl 29 2719 A
ol Je wf TR 277 AEAIZ] FFY o] sreta Wik ASA T AM7IEe] BEAZ 1
e el gk AFollA B 22 ofmjof A b Aj7)e] £ HeF (S, TR 277 AeTH)
RBEAZ] B2 Aol Sl ole ZFAl A FFe I v F 2HE Ad AEs ¢

- o2 Tru

At e obAl &= (fetal resorption)® Q18| M7|E2 7 2] E7] wFo|t} (Hoffman 5, 2001; Cong
£, 2007). Ao} ATIANE B AEPL % Yk ARASE ol 57} A2 ofFel 57
He5m (2, 228 2717 H25F) U2 o FUES) AEA 0] BolAlE Ao] Atk (McGuiresh
Nunn, 1996; Cong -, 2007).

AEAZ O] RS F7)8}F AT o] Y& uf ¥ H AEARE thE+ YL IA F R Y=
4 o} o 2 2HE Y (marginal model) S 7HH 3 (Huster 5, 1989; Wei 5, 1989; Lee &,
1992) A9 F71E 7FE#eE Agshke e, o WE-2 Hoffman 5 (2001)¢] AlRFs 5
A 52 (within-cluster resampling; WCR) WS ARS3sl= Zolth. Ax= 23 2718 A HFHe
2 3 WA Ao vkt WRoly ojn] 2 4Rl AXE FHURFEL2 7y Wl e AAE T F

=

oN[

EAS 1E A 7] wjFo] duks)l 34 WY (generalized estimating equation; GEE)S #A] 21|
sEd WHoR $AL 2AUT. BEol FA 2 T/E B4 240l BHALR BYoHe
WolTh. thAl e WCR e £42) 2717k A2AZ0 013 932 AAS] A 2A8z @
e shjel ERTS Bol AFAsE Aolth Telw of Are o o4 23 B A=} okl
A2 5 AEXE A EF37] w2l oju] & 47 S A B4E 2 4 k. WCR ¥
We wEAoR AR digel ARG Ae] Hel BastAY 24 Ul ARE 19| $547 4=
AL AEE 29 37E FA AT 4~ d= F-He] gk Cong 5 (2007)2 v+ S5=2¢
H A= (clustered right-censored data)ollA] 2 v P E 3 (Cox proportional hazards model)S

7hgsta AEA T ARE 29 271§ B S wds] A8 Y 2719 J5E TEEe
2 3 71 34 S Agsiith. Zhang Sun (2010)2 3 FEEAGE 2B oA Spol B
X BYE 7HAsta #AY 2719 948 Rl R s 4 PHS Attt Zhangd Sun
(2010)<] #H-2 Williamson 5 (2008)0] 3 S22 AEX5 thsl] Atst HHS +4 +
e ddE A5 R 273 Zlolth. £ =foAE Cong 5 (2007)9] ofeltjolE #3 #He=20
B g2 st} sttt 38 Cong 5 (2007)3 Williamson 5 (2008)2 &7 $5Td¢d AR

A g3tel B4 FASAL, A B2 WAN BRI A4 wHe] FAE o)

=2
=
a
q
n ok |
H &
mlo

olE Bx 23S 7Yttt Zhang¥ Sun (2010)2 2 1E=ATDH 25 WCR S A&
slo] Rg A= o] W] 252 7|49 €84 (baseline hazard function)”} glolE B & ul&
ok 7Pgskgieh. 3 B =Ro|AE Cong 5 (2007) A% F2ud3R3 L 7Pgstn 24 7205
=AdE A5 WCR S A88to] 45 FAshs e Algstast gt

4t AAY 280X+ 7 4 T A W AFE IS Adet 2 239 J24 4
de AFRuA gty 38 RYARS Tl AL FHFY] AxE A AFE, 45X
= Aloksk S "z A AMAFE (lymphatic filariasis; LF) AF& (Williamson 5, 2008; Zhang¥} Sun,
2010)°l A&t} et 5EoA = AT AAE 29Fska 7]E AF AHe} v sz} St

2. 25 FE

Axio =1, ne RS R, B2 = 1.ones 3R A Ulell e ANAIE dERS
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Figure 2.1. Example of equivalence set for interval-censored data

Tije o34 =3 el s i3 7II7<IH AEAZOIT M7 T :TL;){:I"II A MAEY LA
Az SPolAul, e A o Y& MAEY] 2N A2 $459 £ At o, 19 433
p-2Hd T WEolt)h. o] wf Ty = thaedt 22 AFTTE 7tk 7PEskAt (Huster 5, 1989;
Wei 5, 1989; Lee 5, 1992).

Atlai;) = Xo(t) exp(B'zij). (2.1)

o, Ao(t)E UAY FE TR R Tl B p-AH BFAS WMotk & =Rl A A
o] TiyEel niol Edvkar 7pgdnh. oAl dal 22 23 el e HAIEe] Al sie w3
o] m 7)o oJ&3tta A8t} kA T;;= A FZE 5 Q)

AL A Ti7F £8 200 25T 5+ 9
o gtk &, (Lij, Riy]. 019 39 ARE FUFEEEE A8k gty £3] Li; = Riold A
ZAI7bo] A3 A=H AF$ola, Li; = 001 5= Z 4 (left-censored data) -, R;j = coo]™
FEEAdE deoltt mebx #5H Ats e thed 2tk

{((Lij,Rij],a:ij) 1= 1,...,n; j = 1,...,774}.
7 TR o, Tj= Li; R Rij ok A2 S9olekar 7H %)

A FHol £ = @"\ (likelihood function)ol] P X|& 7% & J1EZS w4, AR 39
1.

Li(Xo, Blzi;) = H {S(Lijlai;) — S(Rijlwiz) } H S(Lijlaiz)”

JjE€D; JER;

| sley)dsy, Do WA 23 Ul Qe A FolA PruEEdTE A=
ool Folx, Rt $FEATE AR o] Fold Aelth. web] 24 AR = G4t o)
Z

)\07 HLl AO:ﬂIxzy
i=1

H H Iexp { Ao(Lij) exp (ﬂ/mij)} — exp {7A0(Rz‘j) exp (ﬂlmij) }I%

i=1 | j€D;
X H exp {7&)#\0([1”) exp (ﬂ’zij)}
JER;

s Ao(t) = [y Ao(s)ds. BEE A= A D ={(Lig, Ryl [i = 1,...,m5 j = 1,...,ni}ol h&3he &
A ‘i}(equlvalence set)e] S7HgES

0=150<s1 < <8n<8np1 =00
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2}3 314} (Lindsey?} Ryan, 1998). 97|14 S5 4%ol& RE {Lij: i=1,...,n; j=1,...,n:}%}
{Rij : i=1,...,n; j =1,...,n;}& Figure 2.13} o] 27] <22 3 Zo] YelYS i, L T
of 2rhz Rol et 77 [L.R] (L < R)SE ol%oj7 182 ou|ah. Figure 2.1 22 oo
FSARE {(Ln, Ril, (Ls, Ra]} 9 2ol ASIATh ma AASBRE7 2 A 89 (g = 1,...,m)oIA
27} A48 (piecewise exponential distribution)& w2t} 7
o

3} o] AT 4 Ytk

ﬂ_,
o
o
re
&
=0
|
o
]
o
=
>
o
=
il

q) = H exp{—exp(ax)} = exp {—Zexp(ak)} , q=0,....,m+1.

k=0

V)

, Qg = —00, Qmy1 = 00. THE}A]

:Zexp(ak)zaq, q=0,....m+1

&

ojt}. st
Lijqo =1(sq € (Lij, Rij]), i=1,...,n;j=1,...,n;5¢=1,....,m
2t Bk a = (au,...,am), b5 AA 212 5 T5E FH31W 23 2t

lf(a, B) =log L (Mo, B)

= iwi Z log {’”i: Lijq [exp {—aq—1exp (B'wi;) } — exp {—aq exp (B'zi;) }] }

JED; g=1
m—+1
- Z Z I(Lij € [sq-1,8q))aq—1€xp ﬂmm
JER; q=1
75 23 0] HE] (weighted score vector)2} 715 &2 A B 3 & (weighted observed information ma-
trix) & 7+eF3) B 3
fija = S(sqli;) log S(sqlzij), q=1,...,m,
bijqzexp (Oéq —‘r,B/(tij), q=1,...,m,
m—+1
cijg = Y (Iji = Ljes)S(silzig), g =1,...,m,
l=q
m+1
9i5 = Y Tija{S(sq-1lxi;) — S(sqleis)}
q=1
ﬂ'j’— }' ]' Ty fng — fZ]m+1 — 0 I'L]m+2 - 0 lau% ,39’}- aqoﬂ EH—O_]' 7]'_(')_ /\:,01 63-4\"% 7_]"7_]1' q—g
7 2o}
aly
Up = ==
B OB
m+1 m—+1
Lijq(fijq—1 — fijq)
= Zwl Zm” 21 g __Jq A Zmi]’ ZI(LM € [$q-1,5q¢)) ag—1exp (B'zwij)
JED; 9is JER; g=1

n .
~ S us
=1
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ol - ;
Ua = 7f == Zwi U;
Oog i=1

S—Z:Zm ZM 3" bijaI(Lij € [s4,00) sz ioa=1,...,m,

iw1 |jens 99 jers
Ul = (Uz;l,.. U;m)/.
webA B2} aoll et AL EFHFL the 7 270 Aoz R o
Us =0, Ua=0.

tlo
-+
X0,
o

Gij Gij

m 2 m
= _ o {(thl Lijq(fija—1 — fijq)> B Eq;ll Lijq(hijq—1 — hijq)}

m—+1
+ Z xijm;j Z I(Lij € [54-1,5q))ag—1exp(B'zs;) ¢
JER; q=1
2%y

liz =1y = dadB’

9l
dada’”
&, hijo = hijm+1 = 0013, ¢ = 1,...,mol W, hijq = fijq(1 +log S(sqlzis)),
Uy
Dy 0B

Iz = —

([12)~q

Cijq + Z"L+l( ijl — z]l+1)fijl C“q e
= — sz Z xzj ijq 93 — E I”l f’le 1 — f”l)
ij

JjeD; gl] =1

=) @ijbijal (Lij € [54,0)) ¢,

JER;

%Ly
([22)qq = - 8043

n
== wiq D bijeciia ( 9..” -5 ]q) = D bijal (Lij € [sq,00)) ¢,
i=1 v

JED; 9ij icR,

82lf (bl]qb’L]TCZ]qCZ]T‘ bl]qbZ]TCZ]T‘>
I2z)qr = — q<r).
( 22)(} aaqaar Z Z glJ ( )

= JED;
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webA (B,a')' Y s(=1,2,...)H% 3 (,3(S a®)’ )= Newton-Raphson &1 8]&& AA oS3 &

BON _ (BN, (e
a® | T\ a1 U, )’

& (B0 0= (B,a) ) 2713 Ve,

7= Ii}g Lo
Iy Iaop
Ly = I = D2l oy, Tiojp = Iy = =1yl 00t Toop = Iy + Iy I Iy i Iop' . (B,0)' 9 2
o=+ T (ﬁiuee’ Qo) BH BHAE 3 2 (2.1)2 wHE3HE Huang¥ Wellner (1997)01 <] 5
AAG 27 HoNA (B, &) & DAY B2AFHL BEBTE 53] 1 - ooo] Wt
\/ﬁ (ﬁwee - ﬁ) — N (07 Eil)
olal, BAFEA Y B ME9 2] 24 = (sandwich estimator)ol] oJa] T2} o] 2R HTH

~ N —1
Vv (ﬁweeadwee) -[11|2 (ﬂwee7dwee) 5

i;ie = 111\2 (Bweevdwee)
V(B,a) =" wIUGUL .

2.2. 2% U MFES 2

n7ie] FRNA 22 A s APEHA B é% ato] n7ie] AR o]RAR AFE AT A
b oA B AR R {((Lig, Rijl,xis) : j=1,...,n}oll A &3 %"é E BE (L}, Ry, 20)
3 EE, AR AxEE AE A 27 7 Dk Eh b=1,...,B.

Db = {((L?,Rﬁ?] xb) : i:l,...,n}.

IR DPE AR SR AAR olFolA 9] mhRe] 218014 AR e DUel A gl
258 4% £ Urk oh ol @ RE 0o tel w = 1= ok Do AEd (8.a)e A
USEFALL (Bl...ah.) R SR olsh BAs B wEslel (8.a)9) AjeEFRH

{(Bleur@lic) = b=1,...,B}S AETh 4 B9} ool TS 27 W) AFS 24 217 o123} 2

o] Bojtet.
B B

A By A B

ﬂwc’r_ B;ﬁwee’ Qyer = B;a

AA% 274 s n — oool uwiet ,_2;”6 o HAFREZ 53t} (Huang?t Wellner, 1997). L3
Hoffman 5 (2001)°] 23] A& = oANA n — oo°ﬂ w2t B,

( ) — N(0,%)

2 WA, Dol tiek AX) 24 D0 The T o] Folth

=
B
& 1 1 b N /
chr - 2111\2 (ﬁwee7 Qoypee Z ( wee wcr) (ﬂwee _ﬁwcr) .

b=1 b:l



Modeling Clustered Interval-Censored Failure Time Data with Informative Cluster Size 337

A(t|zig, wi) = Ao (t)w; exp(frzin + B2wiz). (3.1)

ZHLE wie A Wl A= A 7‘}-4 AR AxE Uil 25 ¢ € (0,1)E
H 3 (positive stable distribution)oll A A3} 2w (Chambers &, 1976), &3 I
specific) & z;1 3 7MA 15 54 (subJect-speCIﬁC) THE zoE 47 4ETEC] 0.

B(1,0.5)9} &%—Er (—0.5,0.5)°l14] A3kt o] Wi, f1 = B2 = 1, Ao(t) = 0.32 :
o thsl MW Huster S (1989), Wei = (1989), Lee S (1992)0] A2t

HA (B1E FY HHE=

g FHURPS AS 5 vk o] FHRYP LANATLe} IAASE AZ Aj() = tPAo(t), BT =

oP1, B5 = PP FARAY. R TV n= AT FR e F7)of == A-F(informative
2.0

case) 2} 9] &34 oF= 7% (non-informative case)ol] wel tf=A AAsITE ‘informative case’2]
AL w7} AEAZFY BE ZoztEct Zod o]FRE B(7,0.75)00 4, 12%] ¢kod o]FRE
B(7,0,25)°014 AA3FALL, ‘non-informative case’®] Aol F5EX U(0,1)A AR Jd=3t
°l 05-%4 zZtow o] FEE B(7,0.75)00 4, 18X ko o]FEE B(7,0,25)914 AR, o

W 0 =t 7 AYEct. webA w7 7 5 %l‘ H):‘E 1,...,60th #ZAHL 0.147F 6.67}
2 0.5 2HA0R 14718 ATk =, 0.1,06,1.1,...,6.6. © FoIAq A T7He] BRIl e A

e 3 FES 0308 AW, x| 2 7;5_}/\]@01] el AE HEsA ke FES 052 A
=2 HJ—E& ANAo] ARE W TNEFEATE AP T, 7F £31= AHs T ARz Aoyrt o] uj
Ti; < 0.10]19 0.1AH A HAEs=ddd Aoz 58311, Ti; > 6. 6o]tﬂ 6.6/ doA L= ATE
Ao= ﬂi?@‘v} NAEFE w = 1/n 2 Zkon, #39 A4 n = 150,30022 ke 50070
o] Hlolg A& AAEP e AFEL B = 1,000 3+t

Table 3.13} Table 3.2+ 242 S|AAT S5} B0l gk Bojd@AT}eltt. ¢ = 0.2, 0.5, 0.89] th-&
= B, B0 FEHE 747 0.2, 0.5, 0.80]t}. oA ‘Bias's FA e FAZNA g2 W 3o 3
T, ‘SD’'+= FAFe BEWUA}, SEM’2 AR 250210 B, ‘CP & kol st 95% X85S
247 Jepdith. WA Table 3.1 AR ™A oA H IZ ‘non-informative case’®] o= A 7}4]
Z7 ¥ o] HTIE xlo]E Holx| 94X ‘informative case’?] 7Z-F-ol= A|ordl 24 W<l “WEE 2}
‘WCR’0] ‘UWE'Rt} S48tk oAl @3] noll &7 flo] ‘Bias’7} ol = 2%e Bk ohzl
‘CP’= BEZ 0.959] @4 o 7M7dck 28y Albst § $3 %2 ‘Bias' ‘CP'E £ uf] wj¢ &
s 76‘5}—“ Hlok ¢ grol 1o 7kea5 &, 23 W /HAlse] A= S/ 7S 4%
27} EOlEE ATES Hilvd ol FHEYY MY HE R4S FAHAY] wiFolty. 3 59
Z 7ol that AF<) Table 3.2+ Table 3.13} A Z3FS W)

4. 2H ol

FEAGEE 2712 J8) AdE 78Itk 7185 AdS JAE e &3
3+ ALB, 400mgg 3 A3t x| g et LF d7olAt DECSt ALBE W33t
ALB’)¥ DEC% ARE-3= *HH (‘DEC only’) o] A% (adult worm nest)S 233

DEC, 6mg/kg
uh (‘DEC +
ol mx= &3
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Table 3.1. Simulation results for 81 with true values of 0.2, 0.5, and 0.8 corresponding to ¢ =0.2, 0.5, and 0.8,

respectively
True WEE UWE WCR
Bias SD SEM CP Bias SD SEM CP Bias SD SEM CP
n = 150, non-informative case
0.2 —1.92E-02 0.190 0.189 0.948 —1.18E-02 0.210 0.209 0.948 —1.83E-02 0.191 0.189 0.946
0.5 1.55E-02 0.158 0.160 0.948 1.21E-02 0.168 0.168 0.934 2.01E-02 0.160 0.160 0.946
0.8 2.96E-03 0.137 0.134 0.942 1.93E-03 0.131 0.128 0.932 1.38E-02 0.140 0.133 0.940
n = 300, non-informative case
0.2 —5.61E-03 0.135 0.133 0.942 —6.87E-03 0.153 0.147 0.930 —5.10E-03 0.136 0.133 0.940
0.5 —5.89E-03 0.119 0.112 0.930 —5.67E-03 0.124 0.118 0.948 —3.80E-03 0.120 0.112 0.930
0.8 5.23E-03 0.097 0.094 0.956 3.12E-03 0.095 0.090 0.936 1.04E-02 0.098 0.095 0.952
n = 150, informative case
0.2 —6.87.E-03 0.184 0.187 0.952 7.10.E-02 0.213 0.214 0.944 —5.76.E-03 0.185 0.187 0.952
0.5 1.55.E-02 0.153 0.152 0.938 1.21.E-01 0.161 0.157 0.848 2.12.E-02 0.155 0.151 0.932
0.8 8.05.E-03 0.137 0.127 0.924 6.51.E-02 0.125 0.118 0.906 2.25.E-02 0.140 0.125 0.908
n = 300, informative case
0.2 4.79.E-03 0.132 0.131 0.944 8.01.E-02 0.158 0.151 0.898 5.42.E-03 0.132 0.131 0.944
0.5 —1.32.E-03 0.107 0.107 0.948 9.98.E-02 0.108 0.111 0.866 1.42.E-03 0.108 0.107 0.940
0.8 4.06.E-03 0.086 0.087 0.950 6.06.E-02 0.077 0.082 0.904 1.08.E-02 0.087 0.087 0.950

Table 3.2. Simulation results for 82 with true values of 0.2, 0.5, and 0.8 corresponding to
respectively

¢ = 0.2, 0.5, and 0.8,

True WEE UWE WCR
Bias SD SEM CP Bias SD SEM CP Bias SD SEM CP
n = 150, non-informative case
0.2 7.50E-03 0.228 0.221 0.936 7.18E-03 0.185 0.184 0.948 8.68E-03 0.232 0.223 0.930
0.5 —1.88E-02 0.214 0.203 0.944 —3.38E-03 0.178 0.170 0.942 —1.40E-02 0.219 0.207 0.926
0.8 8.43E-03 0.220 0.198 0.926 5.15E-03 0.182 0.167 0.908 2.00E-02 0.225 0.202 0.904
n = 300, non-informative case
0.2 —4.06E-04 0.159 0.156 0.948 1.42E-03 0.130 0.129 0.956 4.56E-04 0.160 0.161 0.950
0.5 8.89E-05 0.149 0.146 0.944 1.37E-03 0.120 0.121 0.946 2.56E-03 0.150 0.152 0.954
0.8 2.61E-03 0.146 0.141 0.938 4.55E-03 0.122 0.118 0.926 8.21E-03 0.148 0.148 0.930
n = 150, informative case
0.2 —1.63.E-02 0.199 0.200 0.952 6.89.E-02 0.196 0.199 0.940 —1.45.E-02 0.202 0.203 0.946
0.5 —7.11.E-04 0.195 0.184 0.940 9.43.E-02 0.189 0.178 0.912 6.28.E-03 0.199 0.183 0.926
0.8 1.34.E-02 0.187 0.188 0.942 7.21.E-02 0.174 0.173 0.930 2.91.E-02 0.193 0.186 0.918
n = 300, informative case
0.2 —4.82.E-03 0.137 0.142 0.970 7.71.E-02 0.139 0.141 0.910 —4.59.E-03 0.138 0.147 0.970
0.5 4.12.E-03 0.128 0.130 0.952 1.00.E-01 0.124 0.127 0.868 7.45.E-03 0.130 0.136 0.954
0.8 —5.57.E-03 0.129 0.128 0.952 5.14.E-02 0.120 0.119 0.916 1.80.E-03 0.130 0.135 0.950
£ A2 ¥t} s} (Williamson 5, 2008; Zhang¥} Sun, 2010). LFE 7} WA 47 Fo|A A
Fabl Be 9ol e Axe] AEWe A8 el 255l T ARYE 489 5 77
Aoz gae] g $2e 2ok Al AFH0l AA AAD WA A7 D) 5
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— Cluster size=1
— — Cluster size=2
==+ Cluster size=3
=== Cluster size=4 or 5

Estimated survival function
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Figure 4.1. Plot of estimated baseline survival functions by the cluster size

Table 4.1. Parameter estimates(est), their standard errors(SE), 95% confidence intervals(95%CI), and p-values
for their significance tests(P)

WEE UWE WCR
SE  95%CI P est SE _ 95%CI P ot  SE 95%CT P
0.591 0.373 —0.140 1.321 0.113
G 0.591 0.372 —0.138 1.320 0.112 0.861 0.445 —0.011 1.732 0.053
roup (0.594) (0.372) (—0.136) (1.324) (0.111)
0.005 0.049 —0.091 0.100 0.923
(0.005) (0.037) (—0.068) (0.077) (0.900)

Covariate

Age  0.005 0.020 —0.035 0.044 0.815 0.003 0.024 —0.045 0.050 0.913

A3tk 240 AARS 7, 14, 30, 45, 60, 90, 180, 270, 360¥el itk LF A7oA dxts 23
o FHIL(n = 47), B4R TF W Al siFHE =l B85 e Abdol mhet 17]0014 574
7HA ZHA A A AA ASH Y e 7870 oldek A7 F <ol “Z o] vt HjgS By,
AEF o] 14 2HEL 81.8%, 2742 ER 5%, 3702 BREL 50.0%, 47] F& 5709 2
=2 33.3%7F vhEE gttt webA] AFHe] BETE AR BojRe S Btk thA] 2l
AZAL] Mt Aol 3] vrEE wi7kx] Aele ATkl AR SYo7|HT) T45EE S B
ek Figure 4.12 A53e) 7ol me} AE2drg £ 20v) o=t 1809704 = F3leh Aol
URAT 2 o] T RE = A5 Wol 7ML e A des AFHe] &ds] vhdd w7bA] A7k
wol 2853t AAE A7 FE AR YETTE v 4D 2 459 N7t
Ao vhdd vlgo] 24 Uesth Figure 4.1004 AR ks 51l sfdehe #79 &
Z ol e 4 LTS ghol KU A= AR 72 oA e 234 gtk A& vEpdh
Zhang¥} Sun (2010)2 7| A @L+E gholE E22 7MYsta FHEYS B
ure 4.2004 B 4 o] A&l et LEetA] o2 A (9F 29)d 123
AA BF 7|A o\_'?;!'—/,\—(basehne survival fumction)”7} £to]E HZojA B
HJrEW 2 =RoAE 7AAETER s 54 E2E 7PEkA] adgten 3Hgo R

5 (2008)3} Zhang3} Sun (2010) 8 #3334 A FAE X509 (‘Group’) 3 Uo] (‘Age’) & 1L
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Figure 4.2. Plots of estimated baseline survival functions by assumed model(left) and by assumed model and

treatment(right)

Table 4.2. Estimated hazard rate and(est.h) estimated cumulative hazard rates(est.ch) at specified time points,
7, 14, 30, 45, 60, 90, 180, and 360.

est.h est.ch
Days WEE UWE WCR WCR
B = 1,000 B = 2,000 WEE UWE B = 1,000 B = 2,000
7 0.105 0.070 0.105 0.105 0.105 0.070 0.105 0.105
14 0.020 0.020 0.020 0.020 0.125 0.090 0.125 0.125
30 0.063 0.031 0.063 0.063 0.188 0.121 0.188 0.188
45 0.094 0.077 0.094 0.094 0.282 0.198 0.281 0.282
60 0.098 0.092 0.097 0.098 0.380 0.290 0.378 0.379
90 0.120 0.116 0.120 0.120 0.500 0.405 0.498 0.499
180 0.222 0.107 0.222 0.223 0.722 0.512 0.721 0.722
270 0.068 0.062 0.070 0.068 0.790 0.574 0.790 0.790
360 0.104 0.046 0.105 0.104 0.893 0.620 0.895 0.894

#Jatqitt. o, ‘DEC only’ o] Group 10]3 ‘DEC + ALB’o]® oup = 0. Table 4.1 LF A&
of Al 7kA] 74 e Agste] & ZAieln, 53] ‘WCR' A2 1,0001(2,000) A= %3}0%
A2 Aott. ‘Group(AEWY) &35 B ‘UWE £ tha 98t 2 22w PFL = 0.053), &
FolA] Aekst F whS pPgro]l 27t 0.112(‘WEE), 0.111(0.111)(‘WCR") & 2532 0.0500 4 %9]
?‘S}Zl It ‘Group’®] FA | Fho] dol7] Wl 2 A8H ‘%‘(DEC + ALB)Ht} 23] M=
A& (DEC only)e] 232 Aol &3] vhdd wj7ix1e] Ads dSA7le &7 AT
Az ol mek Aol &8 vhdd w7kA] dele Albe] thEA] gdtka & 4 Slrk. ‘AGE(Y
o)) 32 B A 7}x) uhHe] Pgte] Z+zt 0.815(‘WEE’), 0.913(‘UWE?), 0.923(0.900)(‘WCR) & &
o2 0.0500A BT Fo3tA] sttt 3 7MY EES FHVIANFEY FAHFL Table 4.29)
Zon gAY tlg ‘WEE ¥zt ‘WCR ¥He Ag $AEe ‘UWE 48 ‘WEE s}

—lﬂH
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WCR' R} Fha 243H %ol d9lrh WCR' #eld ‘Group’ E3ks) /1491 P8L A
2 ol met o)zt YAT. T Age’ EIHE BELAY FAFl AFE Aol met O A
o17} gle] 95% AP} Age’ FIhe] F2) 4 (PRR)O] A= BFHAW 1 Fol 24 ke

H

( S AL
JAEe 53, AEAITE] FRY 719 FAS H-$-(non-informative case)ll
2 SAFAX B (WEE &~ UWE ~ WCR), A&A)7to] 239 379 253
- (informative case)oll= ‘Bias’®} ‘CP’ SH¥ollA & wff A|<Ist 7 34 whfo] o] 5 AAE FA
St 949 2o YETHWEE &~ WCR > UWE). LF 2tg5+& 4539 75l wet 7)
ARYETT7L th2n AFR9 A7t BEeE 4E5F ] &x13] wEE uizix] ZAele Alzke] 2o
A Aoz yehgth 33 £ 259H(DEC + ALB, DEC only)o] A2 23] th2x] 3gte
W o] B mig FoJekA o2 Aer UEth LF 2A5E 248 7€ A7 2Het viusiEd
H =R At T 2A we] A= Zhangd} Sun (2010)2] Z7HHE o} Williamson 5 (2008) 2]
Azke} gAY & 4 gk AAR Williamson 5 (2008)2] A¥bo] wEw 4, = 0.585(P3k =
0.089), B2 = 0.005(PZk = 0.800)2.& x| & ¥hHe] &3} Jo] B/} BT §o]3hx] ekgkrh. w0,
Zhang¥} Sun(2010)9] Ao w2 W 3, = —0.267(P3k = 0.277), B2 = —0.083(PFk < 0.001) 2.2 %]
T e ke FoekA AR o] ik v ol Ao ugton, Heol F7AsY B
7F Williamson & (2008) %} Al ¢be = 74 We] Fo9k M=z Atz ugieh. 1 o]f7t g2hstA]
+ AW Zhang} Sun (2010)2 71A BSR4 epoleF 2R P Figure 4.20014 A& A
A® 2 7Hg o] BbgatA] ¢k7] wltoleta A ZEct

oY rr
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