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Survival Data Analysis Using R
AR Y, E b

The Cox’s proportional hazards model has been widely used for the analysis of treatment and
prognostic effects with censored survival data. The model was developed based on the hazard
function for an individual as a fixed-time covariates. When the covariates values change for the
duration of the study, however, a number of theoretical problems that are to be solved with respect
to the baseline survival function and the baseline cumulative hazard function, are involved. This
article presents time-dependent survival data analysis using R which may be evaluated for their
impact on survival. We consider how these analyses can affect the prediction of patient outcome
using multistate model, stratified Cox’ proportional hazard model, and competing risk model.

Key words:Cox’s proportional hazard model, Event-history analysis, competing risk, stratified
proportional hazard model, cumulative incidence function
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AR T 2R E Lic s &, Wi« £ TG T 2R, HERRHBIEK
S(t) = Pr{T >t} (2)
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L3, t DERIE TERELKAL, RO At OB 3 2 S84 S HER

Pr{T <t+ At} — Pr{T > t} 4
Pr{T >t} (4)

Prit<T <t+At|T>t}=

i, AtIkEET 3. D&, BARREN 0 OFEELER
Pr{it<T<t+At|T >t}
A7 (5)
WK2WT, At s0DEX, BRIt icB I 2 ¥ — FEEE %
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h(tle)=ho(t)r (z) (8)

EEL, TTIT, holt) BR=RF54 ¥ — FEEEL, r(x) 2T Y 2 7 (relative risk) &3S, 2 D
DOFRIEE ¢, ' 1>\ T

r ()
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hitle) = h(ele) { o)

Inr (z) = f121 + Boa + -+ + Bra; = Blx (10)
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Tr1 = T2 = :CL']—O (12)
55
h(t) = ho (t) (13)
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SELEL ex To.
PL(B)= 1] {z(ﬁw)>}

i=1 keER(t;)

8;
_ ﬁ CXP(BTmi) 'Y]c _ { 1:ke R(t)
i=1 él Yie(t:) exp(BT e, ) ’ 0:ow.

EHEAELTERD 3 (Cox, 1975). T TIi, @i = (w1, 2, ,xi) =0 Ty R(t) 3B i TOY R
£5 (BE i OERE TEELBEE» SR 2EE) Th 5.
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1 JRAEMEEHEFEL (PBC) 7— %

L | B (H) | 4TYID (=0) | In (CUIVEE) Hl2kE
1 281 1 3.2
2 604 0 3.1
3 457 1 2.2
7 1514 1 2.4
12 1071 1 3.1

CDEWWAXEDEEIR, £2DEHITE5,

%2 WHOLEOHEZE

AR | FTYID (=0) | In(bil) | %

182 0 2.4

281 1 3.9 63.25/(63.2/3 4288 4 398 . .y o238 +e2'4/j)
341 0 2.8

384 1 3.9 63.9/9/(6&95 228 L o318 e .y 0238 6245’)
457 1 2.9 552'2B/(512'25 4318 L 388 L .y 238 4 62.4,6)
604 0 3.1

]14 1 3.8 63.8,6/(63.8/3 428 L 318 4w oy 238 4 62.4/3)
842 1 2.4 €2.45/(e2.48 + e3.18 + €2.54 + €2.353 + e2.403)
1071 1 3.1 63.13/(63.16 4258 238 4 62.45)

1121 1 2.5 e2.5ﬁ/(e2.5ﬁ 4238 4 62.4ﬁ)

1411 0 2.3

1514 1 2.4 248 [ 245
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>library(survival)
>train<-read.csv("F:\\train.csv",header=FALSE)
>fit<-coxph(Surv(V1,V2)~V3,data=train)

>summary (fit)

L150 FRITRER
~ R

coef exp(coef) se(coef) z Pr(>lzl)
V3 1.4328 4.1904 0.7903 1.813 0.0698 .

Signif. codes: 0 sk 0.001 ‘x+ 0.01 ¥ 0.05 ‘. 0.1 "7 1
exp(coef) exp(-coef) lower .95 upper .95

V3 4.190 0.2386 0.8904 19.72

Rsquare= 0.25 (max possible= 0.877 )

Likelihood ratio test= 3.46 on 1 df, p=0.06291

Wald test =3.29 on 1 df, p=0.06983

Score (logrank) test = 3.91 on 1 df, p=0.04788
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3 EREKERETINEARY PEX MU —@HT
3.1 BKREEKEREFI

RLIZBOVT, PRI, BE# 71315614 HETHT I 5% T, T[EEKREE (clinic visit) LTHO, €
YvEy (OXE) B, K3 OL D KHEHER L TWE, FRTRE. 0K KBRS EE
BEOBBMEL AR L TV A25E8% “REEER" LRSS, TiF, XEBOHREHELZER L /=2 —
SIV% v b7 —27 %FF IV (Tsujitani and Koshimizu,2000;Tsujitani and Sakon,2009,Tsujitani,Iba,
Tanaka,2012), ¥ ®— F X7 & —< ¥ (Tsyjitani and Tanaka,2011). —¥{bin#EE € 7V (Tsujitani
and Baesens,2012;Tsujitani,Tanaka and Sakon,2012; Tsujitani and Tanaka, 2011; wood, 2000,
2006, 2008) 7T LiC X BT HERI TV,

&3 BEH 7 BHI ARRMIREREE R

Start | Stop | fTUID | In(EVILE /)
0 74 0 2.4
74 202 0 2.9
202 346 0 3.0
346 917 0 3.0
917 1411 | O 3.9
1411 | 1514 | 1 5.1

2TODBREFITHOVT, HRREFEEBOEWIEICHENE EF4 DX HITE B, RBET ED Inbil) 2R
LTW3, PO #281. 2 FH DL HI #384 It B3EALEDOHERES 0Lk Hici 3,
PO DTS LR 1F
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AR = €508 4 296 4 4968 ... 4 ¢3.08
k185,
x4 2EE T RIKERLALE
ID | time | § Clinic visit In(bil)
8 182 0 90 182 . . . 24 2.5 2.9
1 281 1 47 184 251 . . 3.2 3.8 4.9 5.0
5 341 0 87 192 341 . . 2.8 2.6 2.9 3.4
4 384 1 92 194 372 . . 3.9 4.7 4.9 5.4
3 457 1 61 97 142 359 | 440 2.2 2.8 2.9 3.2 3.4 3.8
2 604 0 94 187 321 . . 3.1 2.9 3.1 3.2
11 | 814 1 167 | 498 . . . 3.8 3.9 4.3
6 842 1 94 197 384 795 . 24 2.3 2.8 3.5 3.9
12 | 1071 | 1 108 187 362 694 . 3.1 2.8 3.4 3.9 3.8
9 1121 | 1 101 410 774 1043 | . 2.5 2.5 2.7 2.8 3.4
10 | 1411 | O 182 847 1051 | 1347 | . 2.3 2.2 2.8 3.3 4.9
7 1514 | 1 74 202 346 917 1411 24 2.9 3.0 3.0 3.9 5.1
%5 REIOFETHI# 281 BLU 2 BEHOFELHI# 383 icxtd 285 LEOHE

1(1)=281 t(2)=384

1D In(bil) | exp(zaq)s) D In(bil) exp(z(2) )

1 5 exp(5.08) 4 5.4 exp(5.453)

5 2.9 exp(2.96) 3 3.4 exp(3.453)

4 49 exp(4.98) 2 3.2 ezp(3.28)

3 3.2 exp(3.203) 11 3.9 exp(3.95)

2 3.2 exp(3.203) 6 3.9 exp(3.95)

11 3.9 exp(3.95) 12 3.9 exp(3.90)

6 2.8 exp(2.88) 9 2.5 exp(2.58)

12 3.4 exp(3.45) 10 2.2 exp(2.28)

9 2.5 exp(2.583) 7 3 exp(3.05)

10 2.2 exp(2.203)

7 3 exp(3.08)

— RN LR 1%
I (ﬁ) _ 9Eﬁ§i g(i’) - 9E11‘__‘[4551 CXp(ﬁTmiIEti))
=1 eRr(t,) ’ =1 keRZ(ti) exp (P ()
: (15)
_ ﬁ _ exp (8T, () y, = { 1:keR(t)
i=1 | S Vil exp(B7w, (1)) 0:0.w.

D OETE SN 5 (Lawless,2008,7.1.8 Hf)o T TIT\ =, (t)id, T XTOXEEDETH 5,
R7ur 3543

>library(survival)
>train<-read.csv("F:\\train.csv" ,header=FALSE)
>fit<-coxph(Surv(V1,V2,V3==1)"V4,data=train)

>summary (fit)
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Signif. codes:

V4 27.09
Rsquare= 0.215

Wald test

\_

coef exp(coef) se(coef) z Pr(>|zl|)

V4 3.299 27.092 1.734 1.903 0.057 .

“*)xx" 0.001 ‘x¥" 0.01 ‘¥ 0.05 . 0.1

exp(coef) exp(-coef) lower .95 upper .95
0.03691 0.9062 810
(max possible= 0.372 )
Likelihood ratio test= 13.07 on 1 df, p=0.0002998

3.62 on 1 df, p=0.05702

Score (logrank) test = 12.17 on 1 df, p=0.000486
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285, UV EY (OXEME) 3. LEHBRE [Likelihood ration test). 3L R I 7HRE (Score

test) T1 %EELI 5,
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1 multistate €5V

#6 HHE#15 43, 86 icBHT A2 EEDF—¥

BEH# |G | (EE YAX | WE | || B
KPR | (FHIME) | (HIHIME) 1|2 |3 |4

#15 25 3 1 1 3 | 15125

#43 53 1 3 1 3 |15 |46 | 51

#86 59 1 3 2

(1)Anderson-Gill & 5V

Anderson-Gill € F)VTid, £ 7 Ok 5 KRHHKEEI TR T, Num,Size, Treat (35 & HLICEEE) L



THRWV, HlAIE, BE #43 13, KR 3,15,46,51 THFE L. BHKKT O 53 B TITVID & 175 5 12,

& 7 Anderson-Gill & 7V

HF&# | Start | Stop | Cens | Num | Size | Treat
15 0 3 1 1 1 1
15 3 15 1 1 1 1
15 15 25 1 1 1 1
43 0 3 1 3 1 1
43 3 15 1 3 1 1
43 15 46 1 3 1 1
43 46 51 1 3 1 1
43 51 53 0 3 1 1

R7ur7 543

>library(survival)
>train<-read.csv("F:\\train.csv",header=FALSE)
>kfit<-coxph(Surv(V1,V2,V3) “V4+V5+factor(V6) ,data=train,method="breslow")

>summary (kfit)

L3 RHTRER

4 I
coef exp(coef) se(coef) z Pr(>lzl)
va 0.17164 1.18726 0.04733 3.627 0.000287 *x*x*
V5 -0.04256 0.95833 0.06903 -0.617 0.537528

factor(V6)2 -0.45979  0.63142 0.19996 -2.299 0.021481 *

. ’ . ’

Signif. codes: 0O ‘xxx 0.001 '*x 0.01 'x 0.05

exp(coef) exp(-coef) lower .95 upper .95

V4 1.1873 0.8423 1.0821 1.3027
V5 0.9583 1.0435 0.8371 1.0972
factor(V6)2 0.6314 1.5837 0.4267 0.9344

Rsquare= 0.09  (max possible= 0.994 )

Likelihood ratio test= 16.77 on 3 df, p=0.000787
18.21 omn 3 df, p=0.0003984
Score (logrank) test = 18.57 on 3 df, p=0.0003355

Wald test

282, Xo7T, Num & Treat 35EFICEE &K 5,
(2PWP € F v

PWP (Prentice,Williams, and Peterson,1981) € 5V i3\ BRIENT OBHTH 5, KRBT L icBRIL
F—5%2%K8 DL KITER 5,



%8 PWP EFN

ID# | Start | Stop | Cens | Num | Size | Treat | Clinic visit
1 0 1 0 1 3 1 1
43 & g £ { ; £ 1
;5 6 ;9 d { ; ; 1
5 6 10 0 4 1 1 2
43 g £5 £ £ ; £ 2
s w w0 2 1 r |e
;5 £2 ;O & ; ; ; 5
4g ;1 ;3 6 £ g { ;
;g ;7 4; d g ; ; 5

AR, S5 LT, RETLIBRHISNTED, 20EOH T, BRMERHNZIZZD | HHEE
&

InL =1nL, (B) : Clinic visit 1
+1n Ly (B) : Clinic visit 2
+1n L3 (B) : Clinic visit 3
+1InLy (B) : Clinic visit 4
+1InLs (B) : Clinic visit 5
LRETE B,
R7v /3543
>library(survival)

>train<-read.csv("F:\\train.csv" ,header=FALSE)
>kfit<-coxph(Surv(V1,V2,V3) “V4+V5+factor(V6)+strata(V7) ,data=train,method="breslow")

>summary (kfit)

L20 . EITRER

a B
coef exp(coef) se(coef) z Pr(>lzl)
va 0.115653 1.122606 0.053681 2.154 0.0312 *
V5 -0.008051 0.991982 0.072725 -0.111 0.9119
factor(V6)2 -0.334295 0.715842 0.216087 -1.547 0.1219
Signif. codes: 0 ‘#*x¥’ 0.001 ‘xx" 0.01 ¥ o0.05 ‘. 0.1 "7 1
exp(coef) exp(-coef) lower .95 upper .95
VS 1.1226 0.8908 1.0105 1.247
V5 0.9920 1.0081 0.8602 1.144
factor(V6)2 0.7158 1.3970 0.4687 1.093
Rsquare= 0.034  (max possible= 0.973 )
Likelihood ratio test= 6.11 on 3 df, p=0.1062
Wald test = 6.41 on 3 df, p=0.0934
Score (logrank) test = 6.45 on 3 df, p=0.09152
N J
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(3 PWP gap & F IV

PWP £ 7N CHEEBZBMEER TS X 105, 1% ¥ + v 7 time=stop-start TEHZ /<

WThbB, R7u 75 A1F

>library(survival)

>train<-read.csv("F:\\train.csv",header=FALSE)

>kfit<-coxph(Surv(V1,V2) V3+V4+factor(V5)+strata(V6) ,data=train,method="breslow")

>summary (kfit)

LD TRER

-
coef exp(coef) se(coef) z Pr(>lzl|)

V3 0.15353 1.16595 0.05211 2.947 0.00321 **
V4 0.00684 1.00686 0.07001 0.098 0.92217

factor(V5)2 -0.26952 0.76375 0.20766 -1.298 0.19433

’ . ’ ‘1

Signif. codes: 0 ‘#kk’ 0.001 ‘¥ 0.01 ‘¥ 0.05

exp(coef) exp(-coef) lower .95 upper .95

V3 1.1659 0.8577 1.0528 1.291
va 1.0069 0.9932 0.8778 1.155
factor(V5)2 0.7637 1.3093 0.5084 1.147

Rsquare= 0.048 (max possible= 0.984 )
Likelihood ratio test= 8.76 on 3 df, p=0.03272
9.46 on 3 df, p=0.02379
9.6 on 3 df, p=0.02231

Wald test

Score (logrank) test

%85,

4 BmEUYRIETI

€7

Bl Z X, BUETE L HEOERERBICB VT, ERE LTHE, ToMmoRE, TothoER, FHHKH
ZZoNb, COEE MEHEL Y FEAL v T, ZOMDRE, ZDMOEKE, HREZESY X7 W05,
4 D DRI (FERINT ) TRV, T8bE, oYU X7 0FVAR, BOEDOY 27 $EV,

filbos47rELT
1) W% (F5ER) O T D 4THID LIBT3
2) 1BBFABE

{ AAFRAEUE E/ MEE (download bias): 3 HE Toei L7z LW L TARFRITYID

A R 72 AT (upload bias): RAMVZENT= 8, b~

3) U R 7 L TR LA O TR DS F A
»dH % (Putter et al., 2007),

#£913. v AREWT— 4% (B HE) T % (Kalbfleisch et al., 2002,pp.257-259), FERE L



T MHRY v 3, FEREEEIRRE, 2 oftihid 3, HERR 2 @ (HBE L, ®EE) Th 3,
#£9 <URREHT—4

FEA (300rad D)
Hoosim | Ry >N LR AR A P e Z DAt
THEEE | 159,189,191, ...,428,432 | 317,318,399... ., 40,42,51,...,761,763
748,753
JEBERE | 158,192,193,...,707,800 | 430,590,606,. . ., 136,246,. . .,
821,986 1015,1019

4.1 BAEFIV

OBV T, BLEFNVTEBIRY v EEZEHLTWE A XY FE L, D 2 DR ZFTH]
D& LTHEINY—-FEFVEBEHT S, R 7075401

>library(survival)
>train<-read.csv("F:\\train.csv" ,header=FALSE)
>kfit<-coxph(Surv(V1,V2)~V3,data=train,method="breslow")

>summary (kfit)

LD TR
4 N

coef exp(coef) se(coef) z Pr(>|zl)

V3 0.3019 1.3524 0.2866 1.053 0.292
exp(coef) exp(-coef) lower .95 upper .95

V3 1.352 0.7394 0.7712 2.371

Rsquare= 0.006 (max possible= 0.935 )

Likelihood ratio test= 1.12 on 1 df, p=0.2903
Wald test 1.11 on 1 df, p=0.2921
1.12 on 1 df, p=0.2903

Score (logrank) test

%
2B 2%, 3 DOREFIOFEREEK 10 iITHEATHBL, HEHLTLEA XV M 2R v EE LGS
DA, MR L EMEHOERZIT WV,

#£10 FEHFIORER

SE B | SEB] | pi
Hafg V) > S )i 0.302 | 0.287 0.29
HERAHARAA A E | -2.030 | 0.354 << 0.01
Z Dfth -1.107 | 0.304 <0.01

N SEHOARNV NS LDOBEBNYY— FE2RDBEN2~K4DE5Ic 3,
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4.2 BRILFINY—FEFIV

0:4T910
11 3. BHEE 7 — % (Allison,1995,p.31) Td %, DUR ZLEFERR., STATUS = { LR
1: 5575 A &G
T, HERE L CEFIcBIT 2 TREAT = ZHET 5
£ KAl 23 B 25 TN ’
x11 BHWELET-4
DUR | STATUS | TREAT
8 1 1
180 1 2
852 0 1
23 1 2
HERE (dur) EFTHID (status) o WT, KFINF— FEF
h(t|e) = ho (t) exp (Bx)
ELTREHB L
' N
coef  exp(coef) se(coef) =z Pr(>lzl)
TREAT 0.5611 1.7525 0.5098 1.101 0.271
exp(coef) exp(-coef) lower .95 upper .95
TREAT 1.753 0.5706 0.6453 4.76
Rsquare= 0.049  (max possible= 0.977 )
Likelihood ratio test= 1.26 on 1 df, p=0.2609
Wald test =1.21 on 1 df, p=0.2710
Score (logrank) test = 1.24 on 1 df, p=0.2650
/

Lish, HEE (FEH) IERICE LKV,
UL L. BEICHEBREEEND 2 0EMLICL > THY — FEROTERMNERL B L dH B, I Ty
BRILFIN Y — FEF N

niele) = { o R (16

2BRHAT 3, mEOREED BHE. —HRIT
hj(t|lz) = hjo (t)exp (B7x),j =1,2,....m (17)
LB, R—=254 vy — FEUE j(B) TEIRE 308, F—0ME%ty 2 7B exp (B72) %%
SHBINF— REFNVTH B,
J& T &R e B A L O OXTEL
InL = lnL1 (ﬁ) +1I1 Lg (ﬁ) (18)

FERAERH EH



EHRARNICTE BB MLEEETHS, 7—Fid. K120D&5BA6N3, TTiT. RENAL =
1 : BEHsRER

{ 2 FH

E95%, WHLEDHEIIE 18 THEA5Nh 5,

*12 BERREEE B s h/oBHMEE T — 5

DUR | STATUS | TREAT | RENAL
8 1 1 2
180 1 2 1
852 0 1 1
23 1 2 2

# 13 HOLEOHHAE

AP | $TYID (=0) | TREAT | Ju AAFRER | FTE10 (=0) | TREAT | Juk

8 1 0 1/(8+10e7) | 8 1 0 1/(4 + 3e?)

70 1 1 e?/(8+9¢%) | 13 1 1 eB/(3+ 3e?)

76 1 1 eP/(8+8eP) || 18 1 1 e?/(3 + 2¢P)
23 1 1 e?/(3+¢€P)

365 0 0 . 52 1 0 1/3

632 1 1 eP/(5+56°) || 63 1 0 1/2
63 1 0 1

2240 0 0

R7v 735 A
>library(survival)

>train<-read.csv("F:\\train.csv",header=TRUE)

>kfit<-coxph(Surv(DUR,STATUS) “TREAT+strata(RENAL) ,data=train)

summary (kfit)
ZHWB &
- N
coef exp(coef) se(coef) =z Pr(>lzl)

TREAT 1.4640 4.3232 0.6596 2.219 0.0265 *

Signif. codes: 0 sk’ 0.001 ‘¥’ 0.01 ‘¥ 0.05 ‘. 0.1 "7 1

exp(coef) exp(-coef) lower .95 upper .95
TREAT 4.323 0.2313 1.187 15.75

Rsquare= 0.216  (max possible= 0.933 )

Likelihood ratio test= 6.07 on 1 df, p=0.01372
Wald test =4.93 on 1 df, p=0.02646
Score (logrank) test = 5.79 on 1 df, p=0.01611




BROoNS, BRI — FEFVERHAT 2 LEAITFERICE S,

Wiz, FEENERHETH 2% 14 OF— 5 2T 5, BESE, BRE, 7 v\ 7REEZHEDE
WEMEHY o— vy 7'e 7Y VIME MGUS) B3 57— 4 T, —ESSHMEHE KT S,
B, EHNIEABENNETDH % (Therneau et. al., 2000,8.4.1 i), FLEEE LT, B £,
~NEZBE YLV (hgb), B v — v HEA Y -7 (mspike) % b2, KR & L Tid, MGUS, ‘EHtfE,
ZDMD 3 ONH B, COFRKE(BESY X7 ) ZEHIHNTFEL, KR150LSIKEZH]Z 5, Thid,

LET 3, BEOBRIHAINY — FEFNVEOHERIR, BESLTREIISNIcT X TOMNEBLEICA

InL=InL;(B)+InLs(8)+1InLs(B)
MGUS 5 it Zoft

22ETHB GEEORBUEF NS — FEFVTIE, BEEBIELIIHET 3 ),

x14 BB Io—-viky 7o 7)) VIME

id | time | Endpoint age | sex | hgb | mspike
(status)
1 | 760 | MGUSJ3EL (1) 79 |2 11.5 | 2.0
2 | 2160 | Z At (1) 76 |2 13.3 | 1.8
3 | 277 | MGUS3EL (1) 87 |1 112 | 1.3
14 | 7807 | THIH (0) 66 |1 153 | 1.9
17 | 3590 | &l (1) 53 | 2 11.1 | 2.0
#£15 HWAY 27 2EHNRET
id | time | status | age | sex | hgb | mspike | endpoint
1 | 760 |1 79 |2 11.5 | 2.0 MGUS
1 | 760 |0 79 [2 | 11520 TR
1 1760 |0 79 |2 11.5 | 2.0 Z DAt
17 1 3590 | O 53 | 2 11.1 | 2.0 MGUS
17 1 3590 | 1 53 | 2 11.1 | 2.0 Bl
17 1 3590 | O 53 | 2 11.1 ] 2.0 Z DAt

R7v 735 A1,

>library(survival)

>train<-read.csv("F:\\train.csv",header=FALSE)

>kfit<-coxph(Surv(V1,V2) “V3+V4+V5+V6+strata(V7) ,data=train,method="breslow")

>summary (kfit)

LY BTRER




coef exp(coef) se(coef) z Pr(>lzl)
V3 0.051574 1.052927 0.007316 7.050 1.79e-12 ***
V4 -0.348884 0.705475 0.156116 -2.235 0.02543 *
V5 -0.166800 0.846369 0.044188 -3.775 0.00016 ***
V6 -0.094699 0.909646 0.186743 -0.507 0.61208

Signif. codes: 0 ‘%’ 0.001 ‘¥ 0.01 ¥ 0.05 ‘" 0.1 ‘7 1

exp(coef) exp(-coef) lower .95 upper .95

V3 1.0529 0.9497 1.0379 1.068
V4 0.7055 1.4175 0.5195 0.958
V5 0.8464 1.1815 0.7762 0.923
V6 0.9096 1.0993 0.6308 1.312

Rsquare= 0.102  (max possible= 0.919 )

Likelihood ratio test= 76.76 on 4 df, p=8.882e-16
Wald test 74.74 on 4 df, p=2.220e-15
Score (logrank) test = 76.68 on 4 df, p=8.882e-16

/

2. MR GEAYV R ) 2T RTAXY ] (status=1) & LT LR EF—ITE 3,

4.3 RRFELEEH

(1)~ — FBIK
mEOBE Y 27 OFT 4 Fk(=1,2,....,m) DA X Miextd 3 BREFRERE C1F (Cumulative
Incidence Function) i

F,(t)=Pr{T <t,C =k} (20)
LEZEINB, TRbb, Bt LIFiiC. 247 kDA XY FRET ZEMERTH 3, BEFRERE
B3, #4570 (subdistribution) & MFENTWS, BEEY R 7 A XV b k(=1,2,...,m) @EWIZH

VLTHBHERI N,
KRS ¢ DIRTIC, W DA XV fBSEEC BFERIE, (20) K> o

F(t):Pr{Tgt}:Zm:Pr{Tgt,C’:k}:zm:Fk(t) (21)

k=1 k=1
ERB, Bt ETICIAT kDA NY BB SR OVHER (BOEEREHE VS ) E. (20) X» 5
Sp(t) =Pr{T >t,C =k} (22)

TH5Zo6N5%, 947 kDA XV bicXtd 2O (subdensity) BAEIZ. (20) X 5
LR Pr{t<T<i+ALC=F}

fi(®) ot At—0 At (23)
E18 5,
(23) > 5. FEERBI (cause-specific) /> ¥ — FBE&%
L Pr{t<T<t+At,C=k|T >t}
(0= fim, At 2



EFEET B, (29) X5 i () & i (1), S (1) & DRiTiZ (7) K& BLORER

. < _
hi (t) = lim Pr{t<T<t+At,C=k|T>t}

At—0 At
— i Pi<T<t+At,C=k}

At—0 At Pr{T>t} (25)
= [Pr{T >t}]"" lim Pr{t<T<t+At,C=k}

NG At
fk(t) 7& gk((t)
k(t

f/c (t)
m@¢&@ (26)
BHiHZEIEBEINIV, FERBINY — FEERICEDS K EF NV
hi (t|x) = hio (t) ezp (B ),k =1,2,...,m (27)
P, A1 HORBEFNVTH B, (24 XD
2 (overall) JERAINY— REEEL : b (t) = E hi (t)
SARBEDA N — RIS : H), (t) = [o by (2 da: = o {58 e (28)
USRI — FEE : Hy (1) = Z Hy, (t)
LEET B, (20),25) X5
Fp(t) =Pr{T <t,C =k} 20
= [J fr (@)da = [ hy (2)S (x) dz (29)
iz, hi(t) & S(t) ZHET NI, Fr () BESNRDE, BRAIT
t
0
THBZEITEEBEINV,
2R T DIEREE R
F(t) = lim Pr{t<TA§tt+At}
_.ﬁ?th(t) (30)
={h1(t)+ho(t)+-- 4 hm (t)} S(t)
= 1( )+f2( )++fm(t)
»5
m + t m t
= Jr (x)dx = fi (x)dx = f(x)de=1—-5(x) (31)
A0 =3 [ aetr= [3 seis= |

%'?%l‘éo Ey, (t) <1k D\ Fy, (t) Giﬁ?ﬁg@ﬁl:f; Bf&l‘\o %chbgﬁﬁ%ﬁksio
HANDN 5 — FBE

: Pr T<t+At,C=k|(T T<tNC+£k

i (t) = lim [L<T<t+ALO=M(T>OUTSINCZR) }

— W (32)
t

fi(t)
- lka(t)

LB T 5 (Gray,1988;Pintilie,2006,p.46)c FEH LTV B A X bH5, T OB E TITHER T S0,
HHEVRBEEY R 7 ARV BRSNS HEDO S ET, BHLTOWE A Ny MDA, IROER] At T
C BHERABAEREY ) OBICHE L, At — 0 & L7z & XOmBRENTSDHEONY — KB TH 3,

&Y 27 BEF I (EELTWE A <Y b D) FBREINF — K &EBAIHEDNF — K IEE—Ic




53,
(2) FEHRBI N — FEEBICE DS CIF D/ 285 2 + 1w 7 #EE

ARV PDRE U BRI tr, b, Lt (b <ta < <t,) ELIEX, Kt TRRXLIAI 7LD
A XY MR gy 4 TOY R BEEOREEEE n; | B T TRV S A XY b HEEILVWERD
Kaplan-Meier #ER% S (1) &5 5%, t OEREF TRV REEAXRY I OEISF L, TIAT &
DA Ny EERT EHERTH S CIF &

Fet)= Y hS(tioa) (33)

FNRTD j,t;<t
W HHEE XN 3 (Pintilie,2006,4.2.1 ). & 21Ty hyy B Rt TOA XV b L iTstd 2FERBIN Y —
FEEKOHEERTH %,
XR [tj-1,t)) T C; BOFTHI 0 b3 tj1 <tjo <. <tjo, THEE I & &, LRI

t~
I

—-

=3

r+1 C
Fy (t;) — F; (tj—1)}™ [ﬁ Hsm]
- j=11 (34)
=TI TI hy (1 —hy)" %

TcBEzions (Kalbﬂeisch&Prentice,2002,(8.2),(8.10) K)o 772U\ by B GBI 2EED S A
T DAY ST BT = BT, 4 = 2 dkj & T %0 ) Hb S

3
3
S

InL=>%" {dgjInhyj + (n; —d;)In (1 —h;)}
I m (35)
= Z Z {dkj hlhk] 111( Z hk])}
J=1k=1 k=1
285, £oT
OInL  dyy NG
8hkj hkj +( dj) 17hj =0
)
dgj _nj—d;
hj  1—h;j
2N
dii (1 —hy)
ks = nj —d, %)
BRE B, b= k; hijs dj = k; dij 0. (36) Rl
m fﬁ dij(1=hj)
hj = Z hkj = k:1nj*dj = djn(jl:t;;j) (37)
k=1
L1855, hj=dj/n; &0, (36)s BN XZHWS &
. dy;
= (38)
kj nj
%85, (33) AN (88) RERAT B L, Fi(t) id
INOEDY dTS(J 1) (39)



DOREESNS, T2z S(tj—1) By TRTOA XY FEFIL S 4 7 &R LTE S5 Kaplan-Meier
%ﬁ%f%éo

(39) X 5
Ak t)
- 2 (n:—d;
Z{F B (t))] Mw}+25(11)2w
tj<t <t G\
E & di; (n;—dyj) (40)
Z< 5 (0) = Fic ()] 8 (1) iy
%18 % (Aalen,1978;Pintilie,2006,4.2.4 §i)o & > T\ F; ® 100 (1 — ) % {EHEXRIZ
B (t) + Zyapo [ Var [Fi ()] (41)

TEZ o3, TTiTy Zi—a/2 JEEERS/HO (1 - o/2)% B TH 5,

HEFIEERT /2D, BEF & LTER16 OF— 5 2ZWMEF 3, 7KL, 41XV DI AT, 0=1T
Yo, 1=FHLTVBRA NV b, =AYV RIARY FET B, SU),FL (), Fa(t) 3. B1T DL
WEHEN 1-St) =F )+ F(t) B3 E2HEETE 3,

# 16 HUEH
ID 1 2 |3 4 |5 6 7 18 |9 |10
BAIDA R AN E 7HER] | 130 | 12 | 203 | 67 | 160 | 145 | 22 | 89 | 12 | 203
ARV DRAT 2 0 [0 1 |1 0 2 10 |1 |0
#F 17 HEFIR
FEIRER] | ARV | URY | S(1) Fi(t) By(t)
DEAT | HEE
12 0 10 1.00 0.00 0.00
22 2 9 1.00x (1-1/9)=0.89 | 0.00 0.004+1x1/9=0.11
45 1 8 0.89%(1-1/8)=0.78 | 0.00+0.89x1/8=0.11 | 0.11
67 1 7 0.78x(1-1/7)=0.67 | 0.11+0.78x1/7=0.22 | 0.11
89 0 6 0.67 0.222 0.11
112 1 5 0.67x(1-1/5)=0.53 | 0.2240.67x1/5=0.36 | 0.11
130 2 4 0.53x(1-1/4)=0.40 | 0.36 0.114+0.53x1/4=0.24
145 0 3 0.40 0.36 0.24
160 1 2 0.40% (1-1/2)=0.20 | 0.36+0.40x1/2=0.56 | 0.24
203 0 1 0.20 0.56 0.24




R 7 v 75 A (Gray,2010) iZ

~
>library(cmprsk)

>train <- read.csv("G:\\train.csv",header=FALSE)

>ss<-train$Vi #ZDITHBE

>cc<-train$V2 #ZDITHRE

># FIBHIVIE 0. FEEDHDFZEIE. 1,2,3,... &L 0 IFAVLEL

>fit<-cuminc(ss,cc)

>fit2<-timepoints(fit,ss) #m (H) T&ITHITBHL

>fit2$"est"

>plot (fit,xlab="Day",ylab="Probability",

curvlab=c("Event","Competing risk")) )

EEF, XI5DCIF BB o5h 3,

1.0

—— Event
***** Competing risk

Probability
0.6 0.8
I I

0.4

0.2
1

0.0
1

Day

X5 CIF DHERE
BILAIT, BEA Y X7 2/ERD X 5 ic¥TH) 0 & LT Kaplan-Meier #E%1T5 £ £ 18 Dk 5275 3,
M5ickE18D1—-S(t) ZMA3EM6DLHI125, RN, LHEE) A7 ZRRDOL ST &L
RKMMHEEIZFA — T >TVB I ELBSD 3B,

#18 BA U X7 2FTHb & L7z Kaplan-Meier #£5E

FEBIER AT | VRS | S(t) S(t)
12 0 10 1 0
22 0 10 1 0
45 1 9 1x(1-1/8)=0.875 0.125
67 1 8 0.875x(1-1/7)=0.75 | 0.25
89 0 8 0.75 0.25
112 1 5 0.75x(1-1/5)=0.60 0.4
130 0 4 0.6 0.4
145 0 3 0.6 0.4
160 1 2 0.60x(1-1/2)=0.30 | 0.7
203 0 1 0.3 0.7




mmmmm Event (CIF)
= === Competing risk(CIF)
0.6 —— 1-(Kaplan-Meier)
——
0.4
e memmemma e
0.2 "
1
1
PN Y )
0.0
T T T T T T T T T
0 50 100 150 200

Time to disease failure(days)

6 X5 125 18 ®1 — S(t) 210Z 7z CIF

Ric, RID=Y AFEM T — 4 2Bihd5, R7e /54

>library (cmprsk)

>train <- read.csv("F:\\train.csv",header=FALSE)

>ss<-train$Vi

>gg<-train$V3

>cc<-train$V2 # FIB5E0YIF 0. EEDHDZHIF. 1,2,3,... &L o RAVLEWL
>xx<-cuminc(ss,cc,gg)

>plot (xx,1ty=1,color=1:6)

SHEER T LD CIF 270 b9 3i58. UTOGRZIEM

>xx1=1ist (1ist (xx$’0 1’$time,xx$’0 1’$est),list(xx$’1 1’$time,xx$’1 1’$est))
>plot.cuminc(xx1,curvlab=c(’Germ-free group’,’Control group’),lty=c(1,2),
xlab=’Time to disease failure(days)’,ylab=’Cumulative incidence’)
>title(main="CIF for thymic lymphoma’)

>text(0,0.8,adj=0,paste("Gray’s test:p-value=",round(xx$Tests[1,2],3)))
>xx2=1ist (1ist (xx$’0 2’$time,xx$’0 2°$est) ,list (xx$’1 2’ $time,xx$’1 2’$est))
>plot.cuminc(xx2, curvlab=c(’Germ-free group’,’Control group’),lty=c(1,2),
xlab=’Time to disease failure(days)’,ylab=’Cumulative incidence’)
>title(main="CIF for reticulum cell sarcoma’)
>text(0,0.8,adj=0,paste("Gray’s test:p-value=",round(xx$Tests[2,2],3)))
>xx3=1ist (1ist (xx$’0 3’$time,xx$’0 3’$est) ,list (xx$’1 3’$time,xx$’1 3’$est))
>plot.cuminc (xx3, curvlab=c(’Germ-free group’,’Control group’),lty=c(1,2),
xlab=’Time to disease failure(days)’,ylab=’Cumulative incidence’)

>title(main=’CIF for other cause’)

>text (0,0.8,adj=0,paste("Gray’s test:p-value=",round(xx$Tests[3,2],3)))

LEBFZ, ANV IFTEDCIF BRI T~K9DXDITE B,
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K9 Zofth

(3)CIF 1289 % 2 B DZ D Gray HIE
Gray(1988) (& CIF icBid 2 2 BfIOZ 2 RET 5 1o, NN — FIicBid 3 EAM &Y



S LACTCACEEAT (42)
ZRALK, TZiT,
70 I XRTOREDOH D i KAETFEREE
yi (1) B § DI P — K
Yo (t) : TXRTDOFZEPE L IR N — R
L35,
QBMTOEERBZ t1 <ty < - <t, B, TBF3B k(=12 0FEHLTWE 4 XY %
dij Wl G 1B 2B L(=1,2) DY R BEEOREEE i LT 5,
FNE1 Bk icoWT, B KB BEELTWSEA XY + O CIF #5ER Fi (1, 1) 2 BT 3,
FME2 Bk icoVT, B 1 WBF3EELTVRI XY I HBEVIREAY 27 2kt <V &
L 7z Kaplan-Meier #£5E& Sy, (t;_1) : ,t; 1 ZEHT 3,
FJE3 niy 0 Ry = Si(tj-1) : {1_F(tjfl)} P, BEShIt ) RI7REDKE S %R, =

i) k=12 645,

g Sy (tj—
¥M4x:72f1M§mRU@E—$ﬁ%)%ﬁﬁﬁéoLm&é\%/vmugﬁﬁﬂMk
B 1 ON A "R’
2
L~ (43)
Var (z1)

HES o
FE4 D237

dyj + daj
zZ1 = Z (dlj — le'i
FRTO ¢ Ryj + Raj

D& HIcEZ B &L logrank BRE L L OFERICE 5,
a=_ 3 (dlj - Ru%)

_ S diy  dijtday
- Z Rl] (ng Ri;+Raj

LET B L Ry BEHT, logrank RED—RILDO X S D EA X RAT 5L bTE 5, FlA4
D 21 OLEOFEHIZ, Pintilie(2006, {153 A.3) IZFEL W,

BEFE LT, £19 2B ET 3, 5B, ARIZELVEESE SN 3 729D Pintilie(2006) D% 5.2
WKEREO 2 T2MAT e ARV D0 BTV, 1 BEHLTWAA RV b, 2 @BEAYVRITH S,
BT AB D 2 B 5155,



#£19 KEH]

K | AXVK | B | ng | ng | Fa Fg Sa SB Ra Rp 74 DRI
M| ox17
1 2 B |13 |6 0 0 1 0.85714 | 13 6.002401
2 2 A |13 |6 0 0 0.92308 | 0.85714 | 13 7.000023
3 10 A 12 |6 0 0 0.92308 | 0.85714 | 12.99996 | 7.000023
4 1 B |11 |6 0 0.14286 | 0.92308 | 0.71429 | 11.91663 | 7.000023 | -0.629954393
5 1 A |11 |5 0.08392 | 0.14286 | 0.83916 | 0.71429 | 11.91663 | 5.999944 | 0.334882385
6 |0 A |10 |5 0.08392 | 0.14286 | 0.83916 | 0.71429 | 10.91663 | 5.999944 | 0
7 ]2 B |9 5 0.08392 | 0.14286 | 0.83916 | 0.57143 | 9.824968 | 5.999944 | 0
8 0 A9 4 0.08392 | 0.14286 | 0.83916 | 0.57143 | 9.824968 | 5.999965 | 0
9 1 B |8 4 0.08392 | 0.28571 | 0.83916 | 0.42857 | 8.733305 | 5.999965 | -0.592760799
10 | 0 A |8 3 0.08392 | 0.28571 | 0.83916 | 0.42857 | 8.733305 | 5.000047 | 0
11 ] 2 AT 3 0.08392 | 0.28571 | 0.71928 | 0.42857 | 7.641642 | 5.000047 | O
12 |1 A |6 3 0.2038 0.28571 | 0.5994 | 0.42857 | 7.641642 | 5.000047 | 0.395520483
131 A |5 3 0.32368 | 0.28571 | 0.47952 | 0.42857 | 6.641642 | 5.000047 | 0.429494978
14 | 2 A |4 3 0.32368 | 0.28571 | 0.35964 | 0.42857 | 5.641642 | 5.000047 | O
15| 2 B |3 3 0.32368 | 0.28571 | 0.35964 | 0.28571 | 5.641642 | 5.000047 | O
16 | 1 A |3 2 0.44356 | 0.28571 | 0.23976 | 0.28571 | 5.641642 | 5.000105 | 0.46985755
17 11 B |2 2 0.44356 | 0.42857 | 0.23976 | 0.14286 | 4.641642 | 5.000105 | -0.48141087
18 |1 A |2 1 0.56344 | 0.42857 | 0.11988 | 0.14286 | 4.641642 | 3.99993 0.462870664
1910 Al 1 0.28172 | 0.42857 | 0.11988 | 0.14286 | 3.641642 | 3.99993 | O
2010 B |0 1 0 0.42857 | 0.11988 | 0.14286 | 0 3.99993 | 0
R7u s 35 A
~
>library (cmprsk)
>train <- read.csv("F:\\train.csv",header=FALSE)
>ss<-train$Vi
>gg<-train$V3
>cc<-train$V2  # FIBYIVIE 0. FETIE. 1,2,3,... &L O BALEWL
>xx<-cuminc(ss,cc,gg,cencode=0)
>XX
>xx2<-timepoints(xx,ss) #BRETEDHEMEEZITEHL
K>Xx2 )
AT L
Tests:
stat pv df
1 0.07160819 0.7890095 1
2 0.30092485 0.5833032 1
%2185, TbbB,
/ji = 23222 =0.0716  (p fifi = 0.7890)
Var(2)

0, BEET A4 XY O 2 HERICIZBEEENITV,



(4)CIF i2BEd 3 2 B D2 D Pepe&Mori(1993) B5E
WAV R EPES 2 BEOZEZEEREL X5, B i(i =1,2) O CIF % Fi (1) . H#&EEE N, £33, 2
BALOBEUTBENE t1, o, oty (B <ta < - <tp) ITDWVWTS

WAL Ho = Iy (t) = Fa (t)

ERELEL S, fTUID, 323VREEY X2 %24 XV b & LEEFEBEAKD Kaplan-Meier #EE %
Ct)&LiEx,

_ (N1t No)éa(tj—1)éa(tj—1)
w (tj) - Nial(tzj,ll)ﬁzv;a;(tj,ll)

5=/ min o {W (t;) {Fl (t;) — F (tj)] (tjt1 — tj)} (44)
ICDWTL s BELEMICIERSTE N (0,0%), bbb, s°/0° ZEBE 1 O4 1 8N
EYERN (45)
HES, 6213
o NNy (63 +63)
A (46)
THES NG, BB 1cBET 39867,6513
2
) {00(4) = Fur (1) 02 (1)} dew, + 23 () (dj = dewy)
”=2 nj (n; —1) 47)
&E18B, TZIC
vi(t) = 5 W (1) (tnsr — te) (1-F )
tp>t;
va (t5) = > W (tk) (try1 — tr) (48)

te >t
T, B ORf ;T ) R BREOREEEE | B ORI L OB LTWA, 350VRBHEEY X7
DARY V&R B OBt TOFRERHLTOWAARY v A dev; | B icBFB3EFEELTOVSA
XY MDCIF%2F, B OA&Y X7 1cXd 5% CIF % F.. £ 9%, Lunn(1988) i3, 3 Bl L&~
HIEL TV 3B,
X9 D2y AREH T — 1t DWW T, Peto&Mori BEEITS &

a2
2 = 12.39(p = 0.00043)
g

o, WIRY v EBEEEHTAA RNV b ELZEX, 2 B CIF 35EICERBICE S, R 7075
413 Pintilie(2006, {183 B.3.2) icABEhTW 3,

(6) WAAMICESISHEY R/ ERET IV
Hanfmon+ — FEK (32) RicES < BA Y 2 7 [B))F € 7V (Competing risks regression) (.
FEED 1 JHOBA.

v (t,x) = o (t) exp (Bz) (49)

T5Z 51 % (Fine&Gray,1999;Pintilie,2006,6.2,6.3 i), T ZiT v ZEFHOFH DO — FEK. o



BREBADBFDON—Z 54 vy ¥ — FETH B, CDEE, TEIR

exp (Bz;)
H > wjiexp (Bx;) (50)

= 1z€R

LB, CZiT, R ¢t £ Ticy A4 XY MBEEXTORWERE, BLOEE ¢ £TiciEsdy
2P ARV I DBREELFEEOELSTR; () ={:T, >t HB3VIEF (T, <t POBEVRIAXNY FBEX
TR} L7155, oA Xy b HEE i, TRTOBEBTY R 78BEICES, B w)i i

G (t))

= 51
Wi G (min {t;,t;}) (51
POEHT B, 2L,
{ 1: 47819
C; =
0:o.w.

L L7z E &, ¢ BI04 (Ti, Ci) OERFERRIC 4 % Kaplan-Meier #EEBTH %, HHL TV 3
ARV (jETE) DRRELKHMTY RZICABME(; £95) OREIEF. { KDHENCHEG) 27 4
NYMDBEELZ(ZOBE, BEARD BE, BLUER G TRV EIL DL NV HEXT
WIEW(ZDBE, BEAR L Z0/NEWV) BE» SRS, BAY R 74XV FSEE A, oL
FEEITHIBR X s\,

B wi OBHERITLOEY TH 5,
FE 1 MEENCEE LTV B4 XY FOADKRE (7). #Eic T X TofEk (;) oFSEZILAL. &t
WDERE Wi £F 3B,
FIE2: R (J)ITOPVWT, i>jEBBw;%1&ET 3,
FES:FEHLTWBE A Ry X A, BT FlicoWT, wii =1 LADEVIZ, L
BEICR LI (X 24103 ),
FIE3: B DENMTIE

o G (t))
Yt = G (min {t;, t;}) (52)
BT 5,
(49 X 5. 2 3 THEE
. 21; wjizi exp (B;)
1€
- - i > wjiexp (Bx;) (53)
=1 i€R,
%1823, CIF OF#lix
F(t)=1—exp(—H (1)) (54)

POoEMT S, ity H(t) 3EARHORBENF — F T, FRILIZLWHEBOESE 20 & LIcE &,
Breslow Bt EER

N 2\ exXp (Bl’o)
H (t,xo,ﬂ) = ;q Z P (Ba?,)

i€ER;

ZEBRAT 5,
%15 OEMIc, XERB 2 2MNMA /K20 OF— 5 245, G 3F20 DL>icBEHENn 3,



wii g, B2 DEHITK B, £-Ts B)RDUB) &

U (B) = a5 — w3222 exp(Br2) +wssws exp(Brs)+wsawq exp(Bra)+-+ws 1010 exp(BT10)
-3 w3z exp(Bra)+wss exp(Brs)+wsg exp(Bay)—+--+ws, 10 exp(Brio0)
+ oz — wa22 exp(Bra)twasxy exp(Bry)+twases exp(Bas)+--+wa,10T10 exp(Br10)
4 wy2 exp(Bre)+wag exp(Brs)+was exp(Bas)+--+wa 10 exp(Brio)
+ 2 — we2x2 exp(Bre)+wesee exp(Baes)+:+wes 10T10 exp(Bxi0)
6 wez exp(Br2)+wee exp(Bre)+--+ws,10 exp(Bz10)
+ 29— wo2Z2 exp(Bra)+worzr exp(Brr)+wosws exp(Brs)+wooTo exp(Bry)+we,10%10 eXP(BT10)
9 w2 exp(Br2)+wor exp(Bar)+wos exp(Bas)+weg exp(Brg)+wg 10 exp(Bzio)
— 12— 4exp(48)+12exp(128)+21 exp(213)+5 exp(58)+---+8 exp(88)+7 exp(75)
exp(4f3)+exp(123)+exp(213)+exp(53)+--+exp(83)+exp(73)
4921 — 4exp(43)+21 exp(218)+5 exp(58)+---+8 exp(88)+7 exp(78)
exp(43)+exp(218)+exp(58)+---+exp(83)+exp(73)
46— 0.82x4 exp(48)+6 exp(68)+11 exp(118)+13 exp(133)+8 exp(88)+7 exp(73)
0.82xexp(43)+exp(68)+exp(118)+exp(133)+exp(83)+exp(73)
+8— 0.55x4 exp(43)+0.666x 11 exp(113)+13 exp(138)+8 exp(88)+7 exp(75)
0.55 exp(44)+0.666 exp(115)+exp(1343)+exp(83)+exp(74)

EET B,
%20 HERBEMAIT—%
itk | B | ARV b |2 | G
DEAT
1 12 0 0.9
2 22 2 4 0.9
3 45 1 12 | 0.9
4 67 1 21 1 0.9
5 89 |0 0.9(1-1/6)=0.75
6 112 | 1 0.75
7 130 | 2 11 | 0.75
8 145 |0 13 | 0.75(1-1/3)=0.5
9 160 | 1 0.5
10 203 |0 7
#21 HAHOFHE
Wi [ 1 ] 2 314 1|56 |7 8 9110
3 | x % 1|11 ]1]1]1 1 11
4 x gg; =1|x |1 |1 |11 1 1)1
6 x % =1|x|x|x]|1]1 1 11
9 X ggzl X | X | X | X gg?;:l ggzizl 111
R7u /74
>library (cmprsk)
>train <- read.csv("G:\\train.csv",header=FALSE)
>ss<-train$Vi #EFRA
>gg<-train$v3  # HEBODE
>cc<-train$V2  # FIBYIUIE 0. MEDHDHFEEIE. 1,2,3,... &L oALEWL
>xx<-crr(ss,cc,gg)
>XX
>xx$score




convergence: TRUE
coefficients:
ggl
0.1448
standard errors:
[1] 0.04541
two-sided p-values:
ggl
0.0014
xx$score

[1] 1.614071e-10

BRED

B = 0.1448(p fii = 0.0014)
Lo, HEBIFEITEETDH 5,
l](B)z:liﬂ,xlO*“
L3,

Ric, £ 14 OF— 5 2 5, MGUS 2FEHLTVWE A ~v b, BHEL 2 OfEHRE) X7
L LTHENT 5, R7B 754

~N
>library (cmprsk)
>mgus2<- read.csv("F:\\train.csv",header=TRUE)
>cens=mgus2$endpoint
>x=cbind (mgus2$sex,mgus2$age ,mgus2$hgb ,mgus2$mspike)
>fit=crr(mgus2$time,cens,x)
\¥>fit D
ZRRAT 5 L
convergence: TRUE h
coefficients:
x1 x2 x3 x4
-0.31320 0.07775 -0.00765 0.02976
standard errors:
[1] 0.188600 0.009581 0.006711 0.021340
two-sided p-values:
x1 x2 x3 x4
9.7e-02 4.4e-16 2.5e-01 1.6e-01 )

PH/OoNB, K22 ICHUET VB LTBHIHAINY — FETVORRGEETEHL,



#2922 &Y RIEPRFEF NV, BAEFIVE X GBI — FEFVEDHER

o BEA) 2 7 [ BdE 5w .
e e JERILLF N — K
(o fE) A £ b S BE Z D
cex -0.3132 0.0753 0.0079 -0.0024 -0.3493
(0.097) (<0.0001) (0.6006) (0.907) (0.0253)
age 0.0778 -0.4525 -0.0761 0.0043 0.0516
g (<0.0001) (0.0176) (0.8231) (0.993) (<0.0001)
heb -0.00765 -0.2055 -0.0998 0.0573 -0.1669
g (0.250) (<0.0001) (<0.3329) (0.727) (0.002)
msoike | 0:02976 0.1244 -0.6917 -0.3071 -0.0946
p (0.160) (0.579) (0.0995) (0.603) (0.257)

A R DBEELBVWES, RGNS — FEERDRONY — FicES L BRE Fvis—HT 5
CEEMRALED, B2 DF—F T BEVRIARNY V2T RTAEHTEA XY MELE2S %
fi#thrd %,

%23 R2WDFT—FIT BRVRIARY  EFTRTEHLTWHWABA RNV ELET—F

etk | Wi | A X2 b | o
DRAT

1 12 0

2 22 1

3 45 1 12
4 67 1 21
) 89 0 5
6 112 |1 6
7 130 | 1 11
8 145 | 0 13
9 160 | 1 8
10 203 | 0 7

RERDEFIN— FEFN (FERFINF—F) OFE, R Fvs 5 A

>library(survival)
>train<-read.csv("F:\\train.csv" ,header=FALSE)
>fit<-coxph(Surv(V1,V2)~V3,data=train)

>summary (fit)

ZRRAT 5 L



- D

coef exp(coef) se(coef) z Pr(>lzl)

V3 0.05639  1.05801 0.09569 0.589 0.556

exp(coef) exp(-coef) lower .95 upper .95
V3 1.058 0.9452 0.877 1.276

Rsquare= 0.032 (max possible= 0.862 )
Likelihood ratio test= 0.33 on 1 df, p=0.5684

Wald test = 0.35 on 1 df, p=0.5557
Score (logrank) test = 0.35 on 1 df, p=0.5519
N /
/B, —H WANHONY = FIZEIKBIE ) X7 EREFVOBE, R 705 A
- A
>library (cmprsk)

>train <- read.csv("F:\\train.csv",header=FALSE)

>ss<-train$Vi

>gg<-train$V3

>cc<-train$V2 # FI5HIVIE 0. REDFHFDHEIF. 1,2,3,... £LoFALEWL

>xx<-crr(ss,cc,gg)

>XX

= J

ZLRAT B &
a N

convergence: TRUE

coefficients:

ggl
0.05639
standard errors:
[1] 0.07987
two-sided p-values:

ggl
0.48

18 MEL—ET 5 W55,

(6)CIF D HAp N+ — N DRRE
CIF OHHINY — FEEDEZITS T M T 5 (Pintilie,2006,6.2.3 fi), £ 14 DF—FIZDOW\W T,
TIME BECE W, 5 &E ORBAEHZF . BXERICITNEBV, R70 75 4

~

>iid=function(x)

>{y=x

>return(y)

>}

>library (cmprsk)

>mgus2<- read.csv("G:\\train.csv",header=TRUE)
>cens=mgus2$endpoint

>x=cbind (mgus2$sex ,mgus2$age ,mgus2$hgb ,mgus2$mspike)

>fit=crr(mgus2$time, cens,x,mgus2$sex,iid)

>fit




ZHRAT O

convergence: TRUE h
coefficients:
x1 x2 x3 x4 mgus2$sexixtfl
-5.365e-01 7.720e-02 -7.317e-03 3.015e-02 6.453e-05
standard errors:
[1] 3.299e-01 9.559e-03 6.690e-03 2.149e-02 7.768e-05
two-sided p-values:
x1 x2 x3 x4 mgus2$sexixtfl
1.0e-01 6.7e-16 2.7e-01 1.6e-01 4.1e-01 )

BR/ONB, THbLE, HEIX time ODRAMFEHEIERICE STV IcD, NV — FHEEFZREEVZ
%o Fl. ~NF— FHi t &kiceap(—0.5365 + 0.0000645t) TLEHH T 3,
wic, BELTWBA XY FOCIF 2 F & L7z& %, (In(time),In{-In(1—-F)}) ® 2 RIL7 v
P CHEICF 2 v 24352LbTXSE, RS54
@ N

>library (cmprsk)

>mgus2 <- read.csv("G:\\train.csv",header=TRUE)
>sex=(mgus2$sex==2)+0

>cens=mgus2$endpoint

>fit=crr(mgus2$time, cens,sex)

>fit

>fit=cuminc(mgus2$time, cens,sex)
>a=timepoints(fit,times=mgus2$time)
>cif=t(a$est[1:2,])

>11lcif=log(-log(1-cif))

>matplot (log(unique (sort (mgus2$time))) ,1llcif,
>pch=c(1,3),col=1,xlab="Time to disease fairure’,ylab=’log(-lig(1-CIF))’)
>legend(locator (1) ,pch=c(1,3),c( “BE" , “&E" ))
># locator (1) IIAHIZEIHAREI VA TEE

o, K10 B/oN 5,

o -
o Bt
Nl + &
T
S -
2 g °
-+ o
[s3 o
s} o
= o o o
o
<]
o
< 4 +H + +
+
T T T T T T
4 5 6 7 8 9

Time to disease fairure

10 MBI~ — FiEORREE



(7) B ERI A~ DR

HEEREREEEZE S BENEA Y R 7BREFVEIRL £ 5 (Beyersmann& Schumacner,
2008), A, K11 Ok iz “BoiEEZE (ICU) K& HE MZRYYEM % D 2% ICU W TO3EL
DL B0 LVWHMEEEL D, BE #3163 17, ICU AZHICoER (BAY 27 ) THRLE L,
#3147 IF ICU 2B L/cds, Z Otk BRYYEMA TR L7, # 30148 i&. ICU BH&. ABith (3
BbHb, fFTUID ) TH 2, # 30236 i&. ICU AZHORHPE TiE, EEIED - 7205, ICU :BERE,
LiIZ 5 LTRYYERRZFIE L. ABRPTH 5, #30254 i3, ICU AZH, R % TREFSED -
1o GBER LTS K U TBRYMEMR TR Uiz, # 1014378 . ICU AZHF ORI E TILRE I3, -
feds, LIRS LCRBRPEMRE DO ICUNTHRTE L (HEELTOWE AL XV b)),

ICUAZE|—> B DIER D 1= ICUN THET=(#3163) |

N
ICUSE 3= >R S iE i 2 LASR D 1= 8D BET=(#3147)|
"N

4751 Y#30148)| | BRI ERET L
THTH] Y#30236)

REEFERM A DT
ET- (#30254)

RS ff 25 D 1= HICUIA
THET(#1014378)

K11 ICU

K24 D7 — 53, TNTHOBEORIKGFR T — 5 TH 5, LI

status =
1:o0w.
;= 2:1CU
coen _{ 3:1CU
pneu = { 0:
1:

EFRLTVA, 1212 L. status =0 DEEIE. event DEEZTEH T 3,

#£24 ICUF—%

id entry | exit | status | event | pneu
3147 0 11 1 2 0
3163 0 5 1 3 0
30148 0 28 0 2 0
30236 0 6 0 2 0
30236 6 26 0 2 1
30254 0 15 0 2 0
30254 15 18 1 2 1
1014378 | 0 71 0 2 0
1014378 | 71 86 1 3 1




R7vr 5 A

~
>library (kmi)
>data(icu.pneu)
>set.seed(1313)
>imp.data<-kmi(Surv(entry,exit,status)”1,data=icu.pneu,
etype=event,id=id,failcode=3,nimp=>5)
>fit.kmi<-cox.kmi(Surv(entry,exit,event==3) pneu,imp.data)
>summary (fit.kmi)
>### Now using the censoring-complete data
>fit<-coxph(Surv(entry,adm.cens.exit,event==3) “pneu,icu.pneu)
>summary (fit)
J
ERET 5 L,
stk ok ok ok oK K KoK ok K ok K o h
Pooled estimates:
kKKK KKK KKK KoK Ko
coef exp(coef) se(coef) t Pr(>ltl)
pneul 1.1038 3.0157 0.2399 4.602 4.19e-06 *x*x
Signif. codes: O ‘#**’ 0.001 ‘«* 0.01 ¥ 0.05 .© 0.1 7 1
exp(coef) exp(-coef) lower .95 upper .95
pneul 3.016 0.3316 1.885 4.826 )

%285, “ICU NBREIEMR” RECHEERISEICERT. BRAMEO ¥ — FHid 8.016 L7553,

R D/¥yr—Y ‘kmi %2FRT 379, 3.1 Hio PBC F— 2L TAHLI (DR ¢y 7 —
V13 httpi//cran.r-project.org/web/packages’kmi 25 ), D7 — ¥ FEEHUEEFERTH 505, HEHL
TWBA XY (FEL) DAT, WAV A7 @BEELIEV, £-T, K25 DL 5 ET 5,

%25 PBC7—%

id | entry | exit | status | event | bilirubin
1 [0 47 0 3 3.2
1 |47 184 | 0 3 3.8
1 | 184 251 | 0 3 4.9
1 | 251 281 | 1 3 5.0
2 10 94 10 3 3.1
2 |94 187 | 0 3 2.9
2 | 187 321 | 0 3 3.1
2 | 321 604 | 0 3 3.2




R7vr 5 A

~
>library (kmi)
>PBC<-read.csv("E:\\train.csv" ,header=T)
>imp.data<-kmi(Surv(entry,exit,status)”1,data=PBC,
etype=event,id=id,failcode=3,nimp=>5)
>fit.kmi<-cox.kmi(Surv(entry,exit,event==3) bilirubin,imp.data)
>summary (fit.kmi)
J
ZRAT B L
KKK KKK KKK KK h
Pooled estimates:
ok Kok ko ko ok Kok ok ok ok
coef exp(coef) se(coef) t Pr(>Itl)
bilirubin 3.299 27.092 1.734 1.903 0.057 .
Signif. codes: 0 ‘#**’ 0.001 ‘«* 0.01 ¥ 0.05 " 0.1 "7 1
exp(coef) exp(-coef) lower .95 upper .95
bilirubin 27.09 0.03691 0.9062 810
\_ )

ERD, 3.1 HOREREE—FKT 5,
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