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ABSTRACT

In classical survival analysis, it is implicitly assumed that the event of interest
will occur eventually. However, this assumption may not implausible when there exist
a proportion of subjects who will never experience the event despite of long-term
follow-up.

In the thesis, we will review the literature on cure models. Three types of cure
models are considered according to the definition of “immune” or *“cure”. In the first
type, there is no explicit definition for the immune. In other words, cured individuals
are always mixed with susceptible but'censored ones. The second class defines cure as
being able to survive beyond a pre-specified time period. For the third type, whether a
subject is immune is determined by the order of competing events. Inference methods
for cure models include parametric, semi-parametric and nonparametric analysis. The

focus here is on semi-parametric regression analysis.
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Yo% AW
BRDFELITERE BABDE B - 2 gF 27 AT T EIRGORF S

¢ 7z Anderson et al. (19937 -~ Hougaard (2000) -~ Klein and Moeschberger
(1997) .. % « FR&AEE 24 7= BRI i - RHET - P
BRGFFAITDOBERT D 2 &7 o Fpt @)]%_F IR AT “/riﬁ%s—*” ( cure
model ) KL R G I h A g A R EABST ® o L2 5T Ko7
( susceptible ) ; 2 3 Wi h B -RFEF g# 2 F 2 2 5 LR
( immune ) ° 3¥ % iéf)ﬁ}%i;“ SRR }I%a‘ac’* A & 5% (mixture model ) #s A 470

EH R AR DR A MRS A D AR (immune & cure ) ¥ R
[susceptible) o 4 T 2 PR BABE 2 engf 4 pF T > T RIS dkB > § B=1
RATRRE LT <o s §F B=0KRALA > S PEAREET PIE &g 2
FRET AT =00 o ¥ 1T eaiiv 37 (35

Pr(T >t)=Pr(T >t|B=1)Pr(B=21)+Pr(B=0) -

PR RT s A A BRA LS AT Pr(B=1) > fLz 3 I} HEst
(cumulative incidence model ) 548 = 3%% 5 Pr(T >t|B=1) » fiz & o
RS (latency model ) » P HRF LA E 3 apF Teha s 2 4 -
B R T FG

!imPr(T >t)=Pr(B=0)=1-p>0 -

Apw £ 1-p i ocure rate fix Se g F S ALK T o B FHA A5
% B BB NE o

S p I R rELB T AL HE AR SRR O N B F
et de o B E A LR R te BRI RENTE 2 F 4P T RB=1
PT<t R FIABmBADNTEEFL I ABTAF — - LARLE L
Lie W S Pr(B=0); ¥ - n L 4pa A5 4 5 5 Pr(T >t,B=1) -

Q/I??“ ¥ ﬂam/r/ﬁﬁ—}\ (fEz & o) AR REITEIR FIELE D



JBLIR] B o7 PR 3K PLBLIR (B o % 2 ARl i S R Rl R ARG A
F O EALE - B A THE LR M ) Flt i F R RATE M g A e
Pr(T >M) o % = § 3l chip i 058 3 o 2 B LA 5 35 b e o0y 2 faag & 43
BN PHRER S RI e R UGB e 157 R SRR R
E s B AT R £ B TR SRR T BT ] R R R AR
BE e “FHET LT H A ROREF LRI FAPRNHER K D

BrE KT AR R



Fod: o MRS -REERIEB LA

¥ - KRB R BSR A BLE IR0 IR/ i (susceptible ) fhip A
g WATAHY SPREAAR Y A H AR RRT BH L PFER LT e L
FRB B EF AN TR R kB o1 A AR F M B=04

Ao BFAFTROEET L LT =00 o ARVHFT 5 X APFFC - #F R

>

wEEINX=TACEpHs#kds=1(T<C) - BRHFA I EPH* > - "eh

?\7}‘, Z 5{(X,,0,) (1=1..,n)} > ¥ &F 5 =1RIB, =1;m % 6, =0R] 7 & B,
thit o A % X, =C, eE i+ » BIF 5 =07 R B =0 » 2 BHAfr2 14

g T ESD AL PHPFRT” (sufficient follow-up) 7 B o

Pr(T >t)=Pr(T >t|B=1)Pr(B=1)+Pr(B=0) -

15 lim_, Pr(T >t|B=1)— Qs *rradimeg, PHT >t) >Pr(B=0) - #] 5 T ik

too

AP EBRLIUFT R > Maller-and Zhou (19927 4% 3% 14 & * #icKaplan-Meier

R ERFPI(T >t) » “TERDERFRIFE TN LT 5
ZI(X =u,6, =1)
Pr(T >t) =] J{L-- }e
ust Z|(xi2u)
i=1

Y, |3r(T >t) s Pr(T >t) ehiz 3 £ ehip b % B 3 A AR B M R et % > K

v Pr(T >to) s Pr(B=0)chip 3+ £ enf 3@y [t 5 5% BPIFIHF AT 2

B o ArF REsRIEEA 22 o Maller & Zhou (1992) h= % # ¢ G E
P A BpFR (sufficient follow-up) =2 pF4 ¢ 62> F R €5 % 5
Pr(B=0) érfaj o is 1 { 2 1994 £ egh 2 P R g% L A E HEF P 8.3 & = a0
WA E o L1996 £ hB F ¥ M - MUSRBO R k amdih o AR
2.3 &7 s Maller & Zhou (19961 2 # aRix % % - Li et al. (2001) %2

.
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i 4% - Wang (2004) PIEHdp % 7~ @B RZEFL ORI b "G apF > &2
Boinid 3 i A T PR R AT o

o e RRRER A OERAFERREET TLAETET o B
PR LT e kB e 4 Z 5 o IS % incidence &
FMix %7 5 1 Pr(B=1|Z) ;> latency %> ¥ %7 5 :Pr(T >t|B=12Z) - i ¥
Pr(B=1|Z) 4 binary regression #=3;'#sit » 4= logistic regression ; 4%t
Pr(T >t|B=12Z) chiicst » § ehi® 8 2 * o fedhiial - F ahd 22 it o
FoeoR v E R Bt 2 A 452 o bl4e Farewell (19827 f1* logistic/Weibull f
B 3R ROV o 3 Bk 2 R R logistic/Cox #5¢ » 4e Kuk & Chen
(19921 > Sy & Taylor (2000) > Peng & Dear (2000) o i A ™ fic & ¢ 4

| RO NI S 2 > 2 B A R A M AL -

2.1 Logistic/Weibull #c5%
Farewell % 1982 & ¢h= '3 ¥ -5 58 ent 4 12 logistic regression
Ho g it e T

_exp(BZy)
1+exp(8Z;)
0 B ;l%ah_;\ et & P E_faWeibull &* #ics fie K

p;(B) =Pr(B, =1]Z;) =

Pr(T >t, | B, =1,Z,) =exp[-(At,)"] -
& ®1 7 nE_ Farewell (1982) ek~ B Pr(T >t |B, =1LZ,) ¥ i3 ¥ $&ka
B0 e 57 1986 chh 2 RIM-iR T R BB ER » Weibull A feihddcz @ o

1F5 s PR A {6, X,,Z;),i=1,..,n} T B B Sl S
Le (/Lyvﬂ’Xi'Zi):H[pi (B)yA(A%) " exp(=(Ax,)7)] O
i=1

x[p; (B)exp(~(2%)") + L- p (BN} -

F] e P~ $FEcz (5 F S R A e o Tl BN R GE ki3t



Foephei "mETR {(B,0,X,,Z) (i=1...,n}2 T oprin gl
L (.7, p) = f[[ P, (B)yA(Ax) " exp(=(Ax)7)] O

x[p; (B)exp(=(2x)")]" P [~ p (B2} -

& E-step ¥ $tlogL. (1,7, B) B~ B8 Y & ( b 2™ ) > 29 &1

T E Nty

E[1(5; =0,B, =1 [(6;, %, z)1 =Pr(B, =1] 5 =0,T; > X, 7)
_ Pr(Bi :1’5i :O’Ti > X; | Zi)
- Pr(6,=0,T, > x| )
3 Pr(B, =1|z)Pr(T,>x | B, =17)
~Pr(B,=0]z)+Pr(B =1]| z)Pr(T, > x, | B, =12)
_ Pi (B) exp(=(1x;)")
[1-p: (B)]+ pi(B)exp(=(Ax;)")

Pk

E[1(5; =0,B, =0[(5;, %, )] =Pr(B; =0]0; =0T, > x,Z;)
- 1-p; (B) o
L=pi(B)I+ pi(5)exp(-(4x;)")
% = B % Z M-step * ¥ Ellogl.(4,y,fdata)] 2~ & ~ & - ¥ #

A

EllogL. (4,7, |data)] ¥ S #cic > £ H E30 0 £ g @ mE > &3e v gl *

gk v R0 BB R 19 - 48 hE_E[I(S, =0,B, =1)] £ E[1(5, =0,B, =0)] ¢ %

KR Awileo BRSO BREL S BB B RRESERY ARG T
o

F1* 2 o fie PR B UROBHESS 10 2 B A R PSS B B R e
AT ooz B R R B AR B AN BT a0 A g - ARt o

BT AR LR TR B ET R R R

AR . U RREN S RT A SRS

2.2 logistic/Cox #5\
Farewell (1982 ) L_:l’(fliﬁpﬂjﬁ&’fi}\‘i T AMERREOPEL RE Y 0
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- c&4 o ZTEATBRE B2 it‘*,!rt? T IROp S LR R 60 logistic

HEFS ik ko

pi(B) =Pr(B, :1|zi):% :

RO PR R "3 bl & #5547 (Cox proportional hazards model)

PR Bk
tI
Pr(T, >t|B, =1,Z;) = exp{~[ h, (u)e“* du} -
0

B¢ oh(t) 5 B=l# M5 B e & R ‘& 3 ¥k [ baseline hazard
function) o ® - &P fde » T LEFM A Cox model T o R R B L
H A3 £ A bl (proportional ) e J e g b e fEA 4T BR £
R AT R R F A e HREET RS B bl
TR RET W R T B SRl AR R

FHFHA 2 % logistie/Cox HEsv ehiEE » PEiy S dic™ 10 8 &

1(5=1)

Le a0 .10) = [ TEP(AIRS (08 exp(= e ] 2.1

<[P, () exp(=[ hy (W™ du) + @L— p, (AN} - (2.2)

— S MLE chRja= i3 B Mmin S BB (SR 3 A RjEed P RFER

T &.&LF(a,,B,hO)B’» ¥H#cis o (2 2) \‘%2\' r»\
315, = 0)xloglp, () exp(~ hy ()e-“*du) + @ p, (B)] -

A Jog Aol - LM R uHMA S BB E M6 RTAF S
RALr ek pof 6 =0 PR sl RS BT (7B =01
B=0) » @&t @eeifiy o PHERE LB EL S oo i de N 6

B PRI SR G AU RHEERE o ) ke



EM i 8 2 e @ A BRR R TR S E o s 0 4 Bt
PUERR Y E R £ AR E o AW 359 Farewell At ik k2
20 g P e B B A feeh Cox Hos B 0 & B-step PF € & 07 T & Arik & S i
hy (t) * R PELE B30 53 (o, f) 4o P adT & 8 AR O A odndic o
20 Cox Hostendisn (7 ¢ 7 AR H ) > - IRy ok (partial
likelihood function) &3+ » v)’%%ﬁ.&? REGh, ()R EEME2L g 53T
LR A BOAR R0 F AR E T AR FLGAAR G Sdkh, ()
T Bl g fta iR g S B RANPENSIEREEFTE o A
logistic/Cox #3' 7 B E’a:)ﬁsﬂ%ﬁ?ﬁ:;“ Wireniz 2t & [ AR R YRS

Boehpt oo R 0 B2 2 EHARR R S BT A R R R RS

2.2.1 Kuk and Chen e 'Ziu S ¥ 3>
Kuk and Chen (19921 &%t logistic/Cox $i-5% &3t eif i » 4 g 11 %

tein o de (marginal likelihood d i 2 6 - b 848 chik 5 S dic (o, B) » &30

X‘

PTG RS KR G S RS f b deT T A UL
{(6,,X,,Z;) »i=1,.,n} > T #-H A 4 A 304 > - 305 5 F K UOEPIE(C) > ¥
— 3 G RF RLAEPE(D) c BT HPRBF AT LEOFETRER > LA
TGS A SRR S8 @B RE T IR R ol %0 5
S (a,f) N R A HERMN SR ERT R S R IR
FBdBcEit o RagB > 2R e EF L TRGWEH > R K IKp D
Bt Bl @ @SB S LR 2 Bl b T FE 2R
Monte Carlo #i#iz ffiv SfcaiT i @is £ 1fg - B eondh2 a3 (o, f)
iRV iR HARSEIANET A FEALSEAEBERED A3l kT

SAFSEATE B B

2.2.2 EM#E i



& logistic/Cox #-3% T A EMiF & 2 e & i it 4o ™ R TR A A . 7T

54(00,,X,,2;,B;),i=1,...,n} > L FFEPEI S0 BcF & T

C

Le (e, B.hp) = f[{pi (8) "= p(B)' "} (2.3)

] T ()15 fexp(- [y (e du)] ) = (2.4)
i=1 0
Bt 5V 8

logL¢ (e, B, h,) = i{l (B; =1)log p; () +1(B; =0)log(l - p; (5))}

+Z{|(5 =1,B, =D)[logh, (x)+a'z,]+1(B, =1)[- jh (U)e“dul}

i=1

FF R logle (o, B.hy) P 0 log S BAL B G dpte 0B 3L > KR EGuEARY H

S PES AR -

frn it Farewell (19821 aviiz Apte il-step /7 13k "LnB A R 2 (F 5+ it

Moy B kT 5 fE#c (weight ) » e dEde ™
E[1(B, =1)|(d;,%;,2,)]=4(0,"=1) + E[I(B; =1)| 0, =0, T, > X;,2,] »

Cox st B TF #

E[1(B,=1)|0,=0,T, >x,z]=Pr(B,=1|6, =0,T, > X, 7)
_Pr(B,=16,=0,T,>x %)
- Pr(6,=0,T, > x| z)
3 Pr(B, =1 z)Pr(T, > x| B, =1,7)
 Pr(B,=0]|z)+Pr(B =1|z)PrT, > x | B, =1,2,)
_ Pi(B)Sy (X | B, zl)exp(alzi)
[1- p.(B)]+ pi(B)Se(x | B, = 1))
E[1(B, =0)|(5,,%,2)]=1-3, + E[1(B, =0)| 5, =0,T, > X,,Z,]
s 4 1-pi(5)
L= (A1 + P (B)S, (x| By =1
o frit A Cox N T B R 7 AT R G S S
Eve

b

o

PR R I o AP

7
“~

i$ fcitt

F’_*
[N

3“'}

o2 R eEIL S o BN B 2 % - BIVA 5 Mostep o Mt

FEO S BB BB P RIS S AN DA RPOR G ET AR G T
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B4t TR RBESHIARIAFR - NTHEAA TR NI AR

S22 B A

(1) EM;# %2 —- Sy and Taylor
Sy and Taylor (2000) eh= £ ¢ &I a 2 2 53 AR & Sk o
i. Breslow-type B3+ & © £ H (t) » AR FF b & Sdlic H K5

Ho(t):iho(u)du g

2 Breslow 97 2 3 H () 40" @

~ d
Hot|B=l)=>|—"—|>
ot )i%;:ZW@M

IeR;
Ho d L atPFRTegd Blo s mikh Pl AtpEF T Aotk %
2 R E I A S o SRS B R Ble o w5 BRALELE
PIERmOT et 3 AT HE 2w =5 FAKAFTHE o w=g, 0 T
E[1(B,=1)|6 =0T, >%,z ot 835 & & # S (t|B=1) N E 7 o
H o(t|B=1) KT 4o

So(t|B=1) =exp(-H,(t|B=1) °

# o5 Breslow-type 5 3+ £ SRR vl Kb e Silicf | A v ddica

R

#w%&%ﬁ’%» AR Bt o AR E-step
i few, - B 2F AT feing e g enddic o fllostep ¥k AR w, B R
Bl rm e~ gl B 2 1% Cox 23k it A PLin & fiek-(2. 4)

SN PR B S N iAo TR G SR E o

ii.Product-limit %3+ & @ # if Breslow ¢ & #-K 4rehS (t|B=1) % 7 =

a2 pean “explicit’ Sty MM TE MA ST R BBR 0 BRI PER| 4 S

Beehag fe & o @ product —limit B ER-A K% 7% S #cf* product-limit



Fom B b e Sl o BB §F g 4 NPULE i g A
BfEv 47 5a > pehdndice 244§ it4co™ @ 345 Kalbfleisch and

Prentice(1980)snfe ;2 » #-F 4l o 5 % ' (C)) &2 24% ' (D;) & 34 - (2. 4)

TTAI TG 2:)So (b5 | B =27 1x [ S, kg, | B =1)' BV}

0 1eD, Iec;
(2.5)
195 PH #5558 > A 4055 % &8 12 Product-limit 975 5% & 7 3
S,(t|B=1)= ijj ’
1)<t
(2.5);¥F¥ 41 * Product-limit 7552 ® 5
TR T 771 [Ty (2.6)

i=0 leD; le(R-D;)

B w, P& ¥ Breslow=type s P B AT FIehAp e o 3 S 3EE 0 5B
MLb TR PR S T R sl 2 e (i=1., k) E penmlic s B Yoy G

“failure” hiF#k - B “BE7 _Csimultaneously ) #-%tid e & ik £i&

B A g iE = iz e Flet Sy and Taylor 23k T e 3V R jE o

.Lﬁ

Fag y, i BT AT 5

IeZD{l }/exp(az)} ZW| azl, i=1..,k ° (27>

#r1 b B 5 explicit-form e p, B3R £ &~ S 8(2.6)58 ¢ &

a ¥ FREWINA > E Ko pEy  SEEEPEAT I RERIE -

(2) EM ;% & ;2 ——Peng and Dear
Peng and Dear (2000 ) 3 ' «hiiZ 22 Sy and Taylor (2000 ) 77 = &g 02 »
% g;a{iﬁ%;{fgﬁﬁi@i Wk Sl REECHY EEL e a F
m2 L B b M-step cad® = & S lica ~ BI0S,(t|B=1) 7 A o gt oh g ik

HFT 3 £ R o & M-step %4 > Peng and Dear 1 fow0 it Sy and Taylor

10



“7# Breslow-type B3 # 02> S (t|B=1) " f§ 5 b thehg & pendnfce £ F] &

(2.4)7% BERAST » F] 4245 Breslow 02 5 (2. )87 B 5

K exp(a's.)
L (2.8)
lj_!{zwi exp(a'z;)}’

ieR;

S; » TH LR AT H L BRFEDEE > d, » RAWFFT 282 B M-step

IR A R (2. 8NP B (L)X R T aeB AR T
7 AT AR e Sl T RS RE o
. E-step %4 > Peng and Dear iz BlE - Sy and Taylor #7#

Product-limit 3+ & #5 02 > 1345 M-step #r i 3+ &) keha ~ g 11 % Kalbfleisch

and Prentice(1980) % > (2.4)5% % B = (2.6)5 93558 » 7 (B3] 5.

]
(i=1..k) P32

d.

I i N

e > wexp(a'z,)

ieR;

AT UG AR S S BS, (1) RS (1) # ~ E-step P ehw, o dept e 5 ik {2

T KRGt E o

2.3 &2 A7
paE m%}ﬁ—}\ TR L EH RN T EFTR R EHE L BRGTEL T
SREEE SEREY § SRl R R S R R E XA IRl A
152 F F & BRI AW R D 2 AR AN R At &Y TR T
A F A TR E R AT ST B NSRRI - L )
“3 ¥ 73" (non-identifiability ) ¢hR*4Z - Farewell (1986 ) &% 7 4
WU AR R R HETL R F 5 8 F RS £ R

A2 78 ¥ %% Kaplan-Meier 38 2 - Pr(T >t):

11



ZI(X =u,6, =1)
Pr(T >t) = [T Yo
ust ZI(Xizu)

¥ % Kaplan-Meier 3 BUEFahz 40§ 7 o AP &7 g
Maller and Zhou (19961 2 ¢ eh% % » F#% {t;;;rﬂt}ﬁ:;m IR T H

Pr(T >t ) z;;»Pr(B=0):1_pg—h? f—?:]‘:}_o“i# 2 I?I\:"AV 193 2 A ;PKIVLE

max

KM G B Aai @R esdmifRELART 2 RFL - LEtEasmE

ZI(X >t) B R BIMP AL A B ARBEPR A oV - BT

10 B PR 3E A2t Pr(T > t) B R R U RBIIE 2 R kAR
B ok BRER X €3 - i A& k& susceptible 14 £ P T
P PI(T >1,,) B3 1-p § B AYRE PBlfee A7 - ] &9 AP Fara

BF o2 REP AT L AR KT fsufficient follow-up ) =R 4E -

2.3.1 > if Bips & i i
# P& Maller and Zhou (1996) » = & 11T A B4 2k:

7, =inf{t:Pr(X <t) =1} »

7. =inf{t:PrC <t) =1} »

e =inf{t:Pr(T <t)=1} -
BRBEREFRF " 75<0 ° 2t KAT X=TAC» Po&wr AT =17, ° % * &
BAAER > APEL o> Bt =ry ARG W EREIE T i NT 2
FARRE o Frg<re > RABBRERF <E €73 heavy censoring FIR 0 ptpE
K-M & 7 gr5] 0 2 §RF 3l ARAFOFRFFLELT =0 >
PP p=Pr(T <o)<l T ehi feffz 5 “improper” - & BLiRIFF R defe £ £ 41
§7F T ST =00 JET ALK

7, =inf{t:Pr(T >t|B=1)=1} -

12



w4 ¥ ELET] susceptible F & < ¥ R AFEORERF o AP LE A F Y
To > 7y > MABBPFR LTI R R TG susceptible 4 3Ry K R
AR

Maller and Zhou (1996)) &2 ¢ % - § L #¥Irir &% CRA AT
Bofe TRBEMEALE L B EFAPEL 2 Bt KN R R

BT E T (T e

2
Z,

¢ e

N

$ - B H Pr(T<r)=1- %882 H, » C4BBEFR L

~=\
N
S

ARRE T Avr, <o LA E A o BBERE L o A F A H RIES
AERTTRAARA TR P o =0 M FARBFF A H Ll > @ R T g hiE
Tl o PR REE S 2 ARt o

FoH: B wPrT <) <lénffa T > Rs Hy i, <rg » FEH, &2 > &4
BLRIPE R 59 £ 1 B0 # (9477 susceptible eh@ M yiay 2 & & o BT LAY
ARG T 1-p>0 - 5 Hp A48 o A 7 BFRF 72 43 2o > ( follow-up
is not sufficient) > @i d FRIARLREH LT F oo P4 Farewell #7
TOFTEERR DR ENELRFEAT Fh A ITFEL M ES B e AL

B R A SR B D AR o FERIIE i iF e

2.3.2 Kaplan-Meier &3 ¥ tk zpnd
M F e Maller and Zhou (19967 2 ¢ eh% = & » AP tHicP ik
Bt & ik A BRI o B R PI(T >t ) T A ST BB 5
a. Theorem 3. 2: t,.., — 71, almost surely -
KM ahi st e ket B L, <ty o BB LR §

Bk ik B SRR TSN § URIT T B AL 6 3 e B o

IN

b. Theorem 3.4: #Pr(T <t) iz, £ #7,7 » PrT <t__)—>Pr(T <z,)

in probability -



B E EE Pr(T <t,,) s PT<7,) B84 - R @ @ad
I B KPR PI’(T <t VR pehe FH 0 AP RGH p
Pr(T <t) &t% 2 %7 | B 1A ps b 4 o

c. Theorem 3.5: #t5<tr * Fltg=1, * »1HF Pr(T <tow) 2 Pr(T <zg) In

probabr[ity °
B ST BBEEFR AN 2547 SE%?E‘JI‘Jﬁ?’%JﬁﬁE‘?F@ v B - iR

'l% ‘Lg‘#\\!%?mé’u ;'F]z ﬁj'r%_qj ° @ é’u&'djﬂz l:f‘ L—EE‘;- ’ TG<T 7“'\7’ tm
BR e LR A 1o <o, rRa o 8 AE 20 PrT <t,) 6
B p<lo S T g

d.  Theorem 3.6: ¥ 7 4 t1y<ts nillf Pr(T <t . )—>Pr(T <z,)=p

BRI T L HREF (Lo, JinE & 1 gt P72 Kaplan-Meier &

P
MNP R KR F ARG HAE LR s B =, <1,
PIPI(T >t,,) 6 % B1-p o Els FHpammu L § #f e g

45 REP(T>)BF THE/ o

2.3.3 Kaplan-Meier "3 & k=€ " 2] 0 Aip

— L PrT <t ) =10 A irge g @RPI(B=0)=0 - § La 3 %5 apt (4
HE WG] ) o TG TN E I3r(B:O):0 A 0 B AR R
Pr(B=0)>0 - #]* Maller and Zhou # 3.2 & i e PFEOAEAHNERT
¢ # 3 Pr(T Stow) =140 frequency » 3 & 5 7% 4 47 4 FRATE f B PpLR] E L
g5 failure P Kaplan-Meier  # ¢ " 5 0 % Pr(T <t,,)=1¢ 4 6., ©
b B g RS 8k 0 B
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Pr(Pr(B 0) =0) =Pr(s,

max_)

2 @ ¢ Theorem 3.9 8% 7 & p<1eniFa;7 Pr(S,, =1) 32#% & ; Theorem
310 4% & p<1enlfa) ™ Pr(0,, =0) FL% i o Bt @A ff A & Lid 4
2 N AT BREp EfeT |B=12Co* e B o F 8ot 8 b S5
AT F & Pl > jE o v § F A fed exponential distribution > B|¥ 2 F
F| explicit thi % o p ¢ a B RILehi % & 5974 itk & % ] o # &
finite-sample &% °

Theorem 3.11 v 3.12 RIE & ¥y, 7o, 75 ~ | 73 F R4 F
Pr(Spe =1) & # & chiE T @ o A & 1 A P& § p=1pF > L F
lim,,, Pr(0n, =D=1>F15§ LA F* 5 el Fricpm, KM & @23 00
BF L] A6 PR psLit 2 AR Y w R NP EE D
lim, ., Pr(S,. =0)=1> i & KM & sudpg s 50 i 5+ iz i 1 4 3o
PEu I

Theorem 3. 11: # p=12 BpEE s@Rke /<t. - #/lim _,_ Pr(s,, =0)=1 -

FPr(B=1)<1 - 7/~ ¢ #r/lim, PG =0)=1
Theorem 3. 12: # p=1r B Z2pFEF 5L 7| # Frg >t - A/lim, Pr(5,, =1)=1-

10 R T =T, P, F R o FARIER A @ @ lim PK(S,,, =1) i

max

EARRER A

2. 3.4 Kaplan-Meier f3* € eha feiLbh ¥ Joacid &

L p=Pr(T <t.x) ° Maller and Zhou 7 Theorem 4.1 P ¥ 3 § BLZpF R

o ilp ePlT AT (1, <1g) P> Pr(B=1)=p- ik ZILHEP ﬁﬂﬁﬁ - Rt s
MQ&ﬁ%{%S%°“%WU<HBDﬁm4$@F§;ﬁUSWﬁ’EF

g & |3r(T <t)/p£ 3 uniform consistency e+ -
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YLE A D G B R A i M endeh (4w B R friRK
WETIRMZEF M DARELH O ERLS o & Maller and Zhou (19967 % ¢

%2 % Theorem 4.1 3P 1 § 0<p<l v T (TALAE 5 &) >
\/_(p p)gﬂ{ FIF LA e » ptobd @ g i Var{\/_(p P}t o KA

$p=1>nan(p-D>0-#3 2§ AR %7 H M (p=1) >n(p-p) ¢

2 z 4 : . . 7 A s s 2 » -1/2 .~
Yz & ¥| - T non-degenerate distribution @ ¥ & p T acid F b - fn 0 e

#FRERE (Fq>U2) > REFEaqiEA a2 nY(p-p) s Fed] T
AdT e é}l%_l Fp=1p 2 F 343 5 “boundary problem” - F1i p=18_1" 5|
Gt Fe ho MAPATY R B R AEG FAE S G S a1 8
(hed BEF S ) B R Ry o FS LG F R AR 1] FlE iy
SR RPN A SR A SR SRR e s MBS e i B SR U s)

ﬁ ;.‘r"wr)a p.<1 3, Ki?o]?{]‘g‘xﬁ # e g AT T &
HETEE LA 3 e AT R TP =K IR ® H01:Pr(TSrG)zlsi‘£é T L
‘Rﬁf henffa) e F15 F A Hy #dex 5 > mwiatd p=1; FAIES DL BT

%= 3 Hy, ik Lo Maller and Zhou (1994 ) 36 < 4% 11343 te o (7 iE BiL
PRRF RS 2 o gt LHy 7 I p-Llenpedria s 21N A n(p-1) o
A fedl fifoq B & p=14rE & 50 1345 Neyman-Pearson & R - 3 ¢ri= Rl d 45
14 - a2 Pr(p-U>c (@) p=D=a - #7 2F L Pp>1-c (o) RI{ES
Hop » RERAAE L F e R C (o) FETF G Do i a p=14 £ 1235 kg5 7
Mg ERE S AR e ek Hy 0P %8 ] enpt oo Maller and

Zhou 1A 113t Hy, e e

16



AR = 2 . T b N Ve B
* = #—2” 9?\55@ = “%L‘zr«%}ﬁ:q\
F o AR S R )RR B R S

Pr(B=1)=Pr(T <M) -

AR gl Aeni) T o N2 4 incidence %6
Pr(B=0|2)=r(pZ) = XPB2Z)
1+exp(B 2Z)
é‘/}z? )‘:J{ KE\!E%‘J‘]\BLII;T ’ ?7},‘? ™ %\ T 7‘% (Tla'-'lTn) » El ﬁﬂﬁi}ﬁ'%\' :i;‘ (Bla-..,Bn) ’

+ = = Y

He B =I(T.<M) » BI#Eiu 8> 27 &7 5 °
i i

L(p) = ﬁ Cep(pz) V(1 VT
1+exp(8'Z,) 1+exp(8Z))
¥ S B A 167 1@ score equation -

: 8 Mez)
AT 2 M) - 2P L) 2, =0 3.1

az;m =l Ra R A AP R e r{(X,,5),
#2¢ X, =T nC, 6, =T C) »C it &3> + F]p B ehiE

i=1..,n}  H
FERBFLATDTA o F 0, =1 REARB =1(X,<M) ;% 6, =0 ppFB,

#e 7T¢(¢):

A Arene gt 52w i N X 2RI A & hBE S BN AP TES

=

‘]’ﬁ’,ﬂ‘}{ﬁo

s
ﬂ?

3.1 Jung (1996

Jung R E((X, 21)|Z,)=Pr(T, 2t|Z.)G(t) » £ ¥ G(t)=PrC, >1t) -

EFH (X 2 M)/GM) s 1(B =0)h “HImE" (proxy) > i & (3. 1)z

STk
7
7T¢(IB |) 7 -0 - (3.2)

(X, 2M)
PSS somy VA 7R

i=1
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B E R Y R P ¥ A2 missing data ¥ * 9 “inverse probability

weighting” #3 % o

3.2 Subramanian (2001)

Subramanian < % epEd £ E[I(T, M) |5, X,,Z,] shie = 2+ £ (L E,
272 )R B DAY (T, 2M) o pt 2 Foriaentp b Bk 5 RS EKZ 54
FRBO WP AT R A BT N PZ BB EPIX, M| Z) o A1 A ehi it S

¥ A7 L

e 7,(BZ;) .
E{E‘ ”(ﬂz‘)}n(ﬁ'ziﬁ(ﬁ'zi)z‘_0 (3.3)

s
T

E, =E[I(T, M) 5, X=X, Z]

Pr(T > M:| Z,)

=1(X; 2M) +1(X; =% <M, =0) Pr(T >% | Z,)

(3. 4)

TR EATRY hRPIAA 5 “imputation by conditional mean” - i& B i
ik BE A PI(T >t Z)his 2 Z F M 13 B hF2LPr(B=0|2)=7(82)
SPIBRK A SRl E o F AR RS ATl R MR Z ERFT R

2 Kaplan-Meier en& #* w3 &€ G Pr(T >t|2Z) -
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’7’9:—‘ @%’3‘&%7/?)@%3—

K- v

@ffbﬁ”ié’)ﬁ}fiﬁ FAERTEVBRELILE TSI D E’v’ﬂé’uﬁ.ﬁ Freazt g
B U AR & A Az e PGV IR A S (dp A g el T ) o PG

2

PLENG & kg TR " B R B R oL ) 0 A i R FEendiig o F =

FHH AR AT R S B B TR e R R
PP R e T AR T R RPN b e 2 iy

B o

AL, BE k) F 0§08 Betensky £ Schoenfeld - 2001 ) 33 e
A4 2 F A At dh S F] SARS a3 o 4

T, = time to hospital discharge;(Fl SARS » Fe3| & ¥ 1 Beenpr )

T, = time to death (%] SARS » Ped|@ = cops i) -
B BlP o TREF AR VARG ORGSR TR BT PR b
(=7 g TR )R A cha BULIFRNE LR G kT o YA
B AFTARRIOTE AL ARE T EOTE G ROFREI RF L

3T PR AR AL -

[N SARS * [k | TR

Jer

B 4-1 : SARS » frifab| &
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DL R G E R R PN AL B eF Y 0 R A e

“

it (failure types) - £ B=1> & “BFIR” 4F25;, B=2 > * 4 “ﬁ_%ﬁ

Bad 2 iR e F 4 CEF BT SRR o RRE AR S 0

Pr(B=2) - #4 @ $ B =2 il £ T2 & 3 P > § et L~ L F R pr

£ &T,|B=l-7@

O
—
Il
8
b0
ﬁm

Pr(T, >t)=Pr(T, >t|B =1)Pr(B =1)+Pr(B =2) -

ﬂgPWE>0=PK§=Df
RE A A EF AR o 8- FE s 1-Pr(T,>t)=Pr(T, <t) L%
bt < /I?Jc%;’#“ W R 4887 (cunulative incidence function) »
RRDIUPRFR TR BRI F A F RS o T (F
Pr(T, >t) =Pr{T, >t|B=2)Pr(B =2) +Pr(B =1)

ﬁ&%&ﬁﬁ@=b@%zg?%§&ﬁwwo

v P A e A B & Oic g HEa § Greenhouse and Wolfe (1984) -
Larsen and Dinse (1985) » Taylor (1995) » Ng and McLanchlan (1998) - Betensk
and Schoenfeld (2001) » Maller and Zhou (2002) » Wang (2004)---% - d % £
ERE KRB T RTRP AR o A PR § PR
T Rk SLENEFIR o i5- kT2 lﬁ’% LRI SR = /]?e&;; B Greenhouse and
Wolfe (1984)> % s> F3¢3H 7 B AL b "k o 2t > 2 d  Larsen & Dinse

(1980) B 4fifp » FIA M 2 B EDLPE I EF 2 F L8 a9k o

4.1 Larson-Dinse it 4 47

N TN -CE R AN LA S RIS (F ER e

Dy
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Pr(B=j)=p, » p++p,=1-F %&h T |B=js%ah piegsss
PR E R 0 BIIE A Sl h
Q,(t)=Pr(T,>t|B=j) -

Larson-Dinse [ 19851 rii fFficst R4t p; 2 Q (t) - £ Z:px1it 2 2§ %

B0 & P et A % logistic regression #h Hos iR o B)F - fE 4

b
[
ﬁ%’:
|

S4B E T LA T S

pr(|§=j|z)=M,

2. exp(BZ)
i1
_/‘Eit’ ﬂjz(ﬂjll’ﬂ]p);%—?i% Jfﬁ’z mfﬂ;—F’&F}i T |Z B—J’EJ]F‘)P}QR/{*\COX

’f#——\"ﬂj,—'{i Jﬁitv%,ﬁ
t
Q,(t|Z)=Pr(T, >t|B= j)=exp{1—_[hj(u)exp(;/TZ)du ;
0

H 9 R otgSdich, (U) 503 & % 25 plece-wise exponential #5% » 7 Ke-p
AEMBEEE (L) > % B R %Ak GBS

h;(t) =exp(a;,) (tel,,m=1---M) -
Flpt i E B RE D () 5 ¥ e AR kS () S PERT > T @Rk

B ’,-‘!}{f]‘}‘ /z‘k ivi r‘:; ;‘L %jﬁﬁ:( %{é]& )i N “é} ulrl%:] V‘ T_0 fJ‘ )ljd-q%\ffxﬁ'im a‘_}i
AR I R R - B R B A 2 A AT AR
® 55 b G ) o

P B A A AR A e iR G RILDIE)T  BR ST S

(Bu irZi) ° §i =1..,J > i=1..,n> RIEEN BT L E T Lo
n_J - _
LBy by i =2 ) =TTTT 06 12 PrB = 12y
i-1 j-1
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aQ,(tlz)

0 D)= o @ B RIUDIRT iR T s
EEC '] Iﬁ‘t\ ’ LB**"TE./? |l—"rJB$F§ Xi =Ci s> ¥ mina-li""’TJi)>Xi ° :‘% 3 Tﬁ}ﬁﬁg mf"%
A0 APERXERGEDRE > £ J=2 SREMNATRAUL L (b,X,2

b, =012 (i=1..n)>#¢ b=1=B=1>x =T, %% Fexehfy (or immune);

b=2= éi =2 % =T, & %ﬁﬁiﬁr%:fé%}(or susceptible); #&km § b, =0 pF >

B ehi Asr > T3 doif A2 F > S pFx =C <min(Ty;,T,) o 3% LT e in g
- S A

L = n [f.(x; |Zi)p1(zi)]l(bi:l)[fz(xi |Zi)p2(zi)]l(bi:2)

x{p,(z;)Q, (X | z;)+ p,(z,)Q, (X | Zi)}l(bi=0) 3

'fri‘f;_‘ "%‘ SR AT AR o B fs — IE Lﬁ"*z“]’&:y-ﬁfﬁ*ﬁiﬁ%g et ¥ g FHE iEAF

ey

e Fptw * EM /ﬁ-ﬁ/z‘ % l""‘J' ° '5&'}: B "'E‘_}L’Lfr =3 rm?\_} ’F’J{ll/x-}vﬁftﬁ

Le = TT000 12 pul SFEF G 20p, (2010

i=1

<Py (2)Qu (% 1 )Y @7 p, (2))Q, (x; [ 7))} #*57
ok S SR
logL. = iZ::{I (b, =D[log p,(z;) + log f, (x; | z;)]

+1(b, = 2)[log p,(z,)+log f,(t, | 2,)]

+1(b, =0,B, =1)[log p,(z,) +10gQ, (X, | z,)]

+1(b, =0,B, =2)[log p,(z,) +logQ, (x, | 2,)]} -

EM imizainm B3%A o 5 - A L Aftlogl gt 2 @ > f 5

E-step s ~ ,T*n\LE[IogLC |b,X,z,] > 2 ¢ 2 HFE

E[I(B; = j)Ib;,x,z]1=1(b; = )+ I(b, =0)Pr(B; = j| X =x;,2;)
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=1(b; = j) + 1 (b; :O)Wj(xi |z;) >

BAEA W (X [Z) ¥ &7 5
P; (z)Q;(x 12) o
P (z)Qu(X; [Z))+ P, (2)Q, (X | Z))

Wj(xi |Zi):

>

max EflogLc] - Hafidp i Je 1 8 5] 45 ety 3 o 08— el (5 [2) %
P AT FREDIL H RN DFERZ G E ARiES EauBAET AR S T o 1Y

PR 2 A A R TF 5 Larsen-Dinse A g B Bk i B T GRLE

it o _?;_«;?Jﬁ_;{ P Ak » ?uﬂw LA SRR o

|~

¥ F A0 F e EH TR (Stanford Heart Transplant) » # 3 43¢

B OB ‘-"”I%‘(" 65 A )it HAA AR REE I B ARCA BT o &
30 AP 2 BoliZ Fls s mnr= »B=2R4 75 Hu RT
Mmoo REFTH » Pr(b=1)=045(29-« ) »Pr(h=2)=0.18(12 + ) » & ¥

LR ehEPr(b=0)=037(24 4 ) > Wa#d Bif it - (AR EPAR p=4 >
T #gEg bR e 7 “mismatch score” (A& & R frin X F m R AP
EREL) “age” RERBRIBEMESER > “walting time” N & E I CEHBE
o # ¢ “mismatch score” fr “age” ##cAMLHHFE M 0 “waiting
time” B £ 4 & £ F AL E 31 % o 0/1 f# o HQ(t|Z) S H N
piecewise-exponential A fe 37 = fAfed iz M =3pF > BT L= 3 B
% £2[0,45),[45,90),[90,00) ; & M =2 p& » #-pEfy & & 2 B % £[0,60),[60,) ; ¥ -
BEEEM=1-

% “waiting time” R * < PP B RERER 0 S EITY
F ¥ g% “mismatch score” = “age” # 1 M =31 piecewise-exponential
A Q] Z) bt o AT R F RS B YR PIB =)L ANF
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B G RN F Q1) R M

Weo 2 Ee X IR B TFR T A 2 4

)
E-)
=

fra

FAF e A Bl R F 4 P ARE o

FRET IR R A A2 PR fREE X L E A (Edd L e
* 1 f f f

JY%LL‘ ﬁ’(}\ ] °

4.2 Logistic/Weibull #:3% —— Taylor

Larson and Dinse (19851 e 45 » $*0 & - B4 pe 3| i3 2 e 5 (p;)

SSRGS E(Q (1)) F BT * BN EE o A

Taylor (19950 — = ¢ » #4305 — B4 peA| i 4 «His 5 (p; ) v L logistic

regression (K 0 ) =25 b4
_Pr(B 1| )_M )
1-+exp(s Z)

WA HET N ¥ R H (B=2)®

Es

A s Q]2) (j=12) B

Q,(t]Z2)=Q,(t) & 11 & #i product-limit &3 ;% & 472 ;e & 30 £ % ek

(B=1)#T oo » “r 1 7 $4Q,(t|Z) #a o eniiak o Af E BER T » 7 1@
SR CAIPESTE -
Le =[pu(z)1' [ f,(% 12) P, (2)]'*7?
x[p,(z,) +Q, (X | 2,)p,(z.)]'®™® >
N

A f,(t|z) =h(t)Q,(t]|z) - v Larson and Dinse (1985) #7#% 11 eafe 3+

Bofs— 8 AP¥EcS L Sl s it R R AR T L F R L U

TR SR B S S i S

Le =[P @) Ih06)Q, (% 12) (21"

><[p1(zi)]I(bi:()ﬁi:l)[Qz (x; 1z,)p, (Zi)]l(bizo'gizz) )
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oS S SR
logLc = 3016, =Dllog p,(z)]
+ 1(b; =2)[log p,(z;) +109Q, (X; | z;) +logh(x;)]
+1(b, =0,B, =1)[log p,(z,)]
+1(b, =0,B, = 2)[log p, (x,) +10gQ, (; | z,)I} *
Taylor » Faxikrt EM # B i2 kit > 973 8 eh1 (70 F 4% 1 15 P20 S
#c® l(h=0,B =14 1(b, =0,B,=2) £ if i # 2 & o ¥ 1(b, =0,B, =2) ehif
EHYE
E[1(B, =2)|b,x,z]=1(b, =2)+ (b, =0)Pr(B, =2| X, =X.,Z,)
= 1 (b2 2) (b, = 0)w, (X, | Z;) -

Taylor #

w, (X, |z;,) = Pr(B = 2| X, =%,2.)= P2 (2))Q, (X | ) ,
P.(Z;) + P, (2))Q, (X | Z;)

W (% | 2,) =1-w,(x; | ;)
P aQ, (X [z,) F1* Kaplan-Meier #7# 7+ = ehproduct-limit 355% & » » %3 EM
WEET R R B E
F1# 12+ logistic / Kaplan-Meier i #3% i3k € 3% 4 R 3L 838 § vk
e fed S e B, b b lim,, Q(t]Z) =0 fe s A 47 ¢ br ik
BT AL RBFEFS A §E T 0 ) £ H g R A ) &S
FLert b 5 & chpFiz o 444335 B 1 48 Taylor 73 3 B A48 e /2 ¥ g 28 Q (L] Z) e

AP EEE: 00

4.3 * &L - HaEfEicst
Greenhouse and Wolfe(1984)#& 4112 & < #Eiu 2 fa 5 dadh > 2 » T 4% %
A i & 3436 o Ng and McLanchlan (1998) 7 &4 B~ fichilst chE 45 - 7] 5
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Bl endesk o R AIAT IR R AR 2 R e3%e A R P end 3T, |B=1

e p > 3NT,|B=2as G *PER - BF - KA F B=j £
T, =0 (k#]) o & mixture e 12T

H(t)=Pr(T, >t,T, >1)
=Pr(T, >t,B =1)+Pr(T, >t,B = 2)

=Qu()p+Q,()A-p) -
# < ¥ 3% likelihood-based 483 = 2 o 4% Q,(t) v Q, (1) &= i ez i

v

¢ & P log-likelihood # 7 4 7+ &
logL(w) =D 1(b; =D log{pf,(x;;6,)} + D 1(b; =2)log{(1— p)f,(x;;6,)}
=1 j=1

+il(b" = 0) log{H.(x;iw)}

*oohM=- Qa() W= (6,0, p) o BRSB B < (6,p) 0 RO, R R

ABehdc o gt Low T TR0 S full=likelihood 7 & $7 B 4 325t &

AR T LG e & > FiE- Ik 5 partial Maximum likelihood i 3+

S e i LR HQ, (1) ] it keI o BT D, =1 e
B A Sl pfl(tj;gl) vl F D =02 Eb =2 % iE él‘a’ AL AT B

RREINFT L (wCH A s B4 (1-p)+ pQ(C;;6,) » #7

(R e LN LURTPETE 'V A Y

10g L) = 310, =D log{pf, (4:6,)}
N z (b, = 2)log{(L- p) + pQ,(X;6,)}
N z (b, =0)log{(L— p)+ pQ, (x;;6,)} -

He B EEALZL A .ﬁ'b =2 LB iE 7}!&.!%’*1- =X mki“mC—X o F]

AR X B (TR R RS 2 U TR B R 6 R
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#

Maller and Zhou (2002) #4 j& { — 4kt cid h'& 24 7 L F3F L § eh4 e

R "*"ZPY(B—J) ZDJ_l £ RENT 3EMEK

j=1 =1
Q) =Pr(T, >t|B=j) -
H(t) = Pr(T, >t,...,T, >t):1—iPr(Tj <t,B= j)zl—i{l—Qj(t)}pj o
=t j=1
£ (T,C) (1=1..,n) 5 (T, C)emgtp i & (j=1..,0) » # & FEH 2 F 243D
ks BTE 3 5, =1(B = j,min(Ty,...T;) <C;) » & =ZJ;6“ , H ¢
HUEEFTR AR 5=00 FRS =1 0L X =min(T,..T,;,C) » 7
BT 2T {005, X,,6), (=1 M)} o FEDL SHFET £ 7 S
L(y) = H{H[p,f,(x 1L Zp [1-Q; (x)I}*

#9 —aQ,(t)/at=1f,(t) -

YR end 1 B SR 0 deie i TR PRIET E R
T oo EEF 4 ] o Ng and Mclanchlan (1998) # ) fi & f& i {5
partial ML = ;* ; Maller and Zhou (2002) PRI ¥ 32 %3 & > @i & ‘KZ p, =1
EH A H o AI=0 BT a2 A %G A AP LAR o
{i:6, =0per Umipl & F REF & F ANMEDL PR FHI>I o o
Sp<l) e B KW b N E L Wi L E L A g
=1

(boundary) » F 2L A eduih B 38 0 3F § &2 PITFRR Gy & * o

4.4 & &4~ - Wang

Wang (2004) ¥ 4 & 2 A%< b 'k > & 2 multi-state model 4 iR 32 >

v ¥ L B BT BRI ES R B3 p,Q) Q) E e b K
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M- KB FRAUET 1A A {0, x)i=1...,M} FEb=0" B
how s BT Bl g s
p(c)=Pr(B=1|b=0,X =c)

_ Pr(T, AT, >¢,B =1)Pr(C =c)
Pr(T, AT, >c)Pr(C =c)

H()jpr(T e[v,v+dv),B=1) >

EAH@E) =Pr(T,>t,T,>t) » AaEXT, ~ T,4cC s @ F e %8> pl+= 7 5|

1 J- Pr(X e[v,v+dv),b= 1)) Pr(T -
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