O BA% AFoA F4 AFd A5E EHste 47 gon, dutgez
#EE Az BANYPoz YERA (survival analysis)S Bol AHEstn Slo.

O FHAFAY Az IFARAYOE Cox's9 4 EHHE 37 R (proportional
hazards model)¥ Poisson 3| AEE 52 AL&E F71 o).

O ¥ IZE 0:1:11'E A8E 481 H-&a7dH He uast

o] =4 %< M Nested
case—control =+ Case-cohort ATAAZ Wl AFstE H-+7F A

1o

-

O & Ade AEEAY 7|2 Fol e n&3s}a,
Cox'9] H#HIAPIALY
- Poisson regression model
Nested case-control®] 7]&71d 3 ol2jst AFdA A9 3]A
Case-cohort9] 71E/NE 3} ojejdt AFHANAY FAEA %

% H

e
k.

|

1:1
\__'
L.
=

B2 0w

3

a

1. AEEA (Survival Analysis)

7t AEEA S 54

o | ARA(lAIR)] AT W) AKiime)st BAD BAH £ 9

« AR A o Fo s E@_‘:PE] 2} & (censored data)”} &4
- FEdad AR} TASRE olf
loss to follow up, ~drop out, termination of the study, death from
unrelated cause
. AERY Az F
I |

3= | X | X : ¢A3 A=
#42 | 0
#43 | 0] I 0:%xddd A=
A4 | —X I
: L calendar time
aAFA1F AFEFR
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. RENZE] Ao
- AEAZY
- REATE

- Ae] 2

. AEEye Fx

w 2 ol >

ORI
_O‘ll’

(Bl
>
u
lo

s AEEA S B

ANEA Wy : o RAERM L
B A=dre Adar 74
EeAs AFRE, sfolB
S AETH coEerh
] " Kaplan-Meier %4
] w5 3y P
- [o)
27 Wi G% 2a9TEEN | upea uy
H]E—Tz_-] BOL’I:I i:lzr“‘—ﬂﬂzg
%g{—_\';’ﬁ] Xé,ﬂ'?‘.}_\.%—%ﬂi oé‘:ﬂ“i_i—ﬂ u%i_/_\_ﬁ =
T 1L 1 \-""H O
= A2 I AR Accelerated failure time model

b 425 9here F4

1) B&E&(survival function)$} $ 8 &4=(hazard function)

< t AR BEFFEO)E t ARA AL &1 AL &E

Ct AN ARFFMOE ¢ AEAA BEF Aol ¢ AH B AT

BHHoz AYE 2AF BE (CUHEE

2) AZF5 AFYF AN Y

)

A7) 73 whgl @374 (monotone decreasing)
- 5 year survival rate, median survival time
Az A el met AR A TEE)

9=

=
)

7HWeibull #X), F7tstth7t (2 1-ATEE)

- 142 -

S

s

A=
s

)

[E)



A A% patternol S
e AEI}EY QFTASE FEaAT QAR wEA (e H ALY BAE obd

3) FEFTH AgdAMY IFAREH B

« Cox's proportional hazards model

Baseline hy(t) : ZE S84t 04 W) $945

SO 394 pA9 SRR x,, x50 - x,2 A ARES
Model *

Wt x) = hy(f) e 2 Fomt Tt

 Assumption pxol g A4L glont vANngel ue /3

S sgus A2 02 RolA log(~logSM) tE AR BARe]
Model check
- dA-g WA E)

U SAS BE | PHREG

- HHAAE JAARHAA AAAT Y

h(t,X,=x+1) hy® expbX;+ - - - +bx+1)+ - - - +b, X)) b.)
h(t,Xe=x) — ho®exp®d,X;+ - - - +b, GO+ - - - +bX,) TPk

H AEARENA F997

. B 2ABAE AT A%, A5 AT 20907 %H‘/\l“—}
2710 AFel FA® AL ATFE e

qg7tAz A Hol7t A& Aolth o A9 A5l FoyF calendar time

o2 ARL UFrn w2 EAFAY calendar time2E U JES 7MHTE

A sl £HE 571 e Aol

. ZEdde]l BARE AL AW B B Fuglel FPHo ¥
}ok

Watelol @uk, et o] Aol ofRUA 7ES FAH HEL Wel(bias)E
AAA At
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HHAGRE 7Rl A = BETT ol W A48T, @& FotA = AV}
A7 Wil S T o F FAUE AT vHAE R JMgo] wEEHA
ZFAY E3] 9857 ol F U= A $(crossing hazard)s= 244 433 F9

£ 83 9o,

A 7rol) @t gro] MEE =YW (time dependent covariates)’t A& 7} Y& A
$ delM A HAAFAARE S 22 AHgete RAe FAAH -:—'5134
old A$E ¥olF FHARALE EAHse AR e Wye] # 7 dTh

. Poisson regression

A Poisson regressions 3}7] &l generalized linear modeloll s 7tet3] A 1 2}

7}. GLM(Generalized Linear Model)o] & F41217}?

y = ﬁg+ﬁ1xl+ﬁzx2+'"+ﬁpxl,+8
T
Ey) = n = By+Bux +Buy+-+Byx,

- Normal E¥o]9e] & B X7l &A%t} (Exponential family).

- 2X2" JAEAY AT ojd Aldo] dojg FEO|EZE 0olA 14}
of EAsle]of gt}

- Pl uet B Fol Wste= A7

Y. GLMolA 2l &8 7}A] component

O Random component :
- dependent variable y °f] t)3gF Ho]
- vy 9 7IdA  E(y) =

O Systematic component :
- Fo]x p /N9 independent variableEol A¥ A3 oz XHE
- -H=Bo+ﬁ1x1+52x2+'"+[3pxp

i
1
A
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O Link function :

random component®} systematic component® QZAAAFE= T g )

O wvary)=0Wu)/w;, ¢ : constant, w : known weight

t}. GLMY ¢

O traditional linear model (“t}3-3]AEA”) :
response var. : continuous
distribution : normal, Var(un) = 1
link function : identity, g(u) = n = By+Bux;+Bx,+---+Bx,

O logistic regression
response var. . proportion
distribution : binomial (0, 1), Vax(n) u(l—mn)

—u
(T

link function : logit, g(u) = logif(n) log

= Byt B +Boxy++Byx,
O Poisson regression
response var. : count
distribution : Poisson, Var{n) = n
link function : log, g(u) = log() = By+Bux;+Byxy+--+Byx,

2}, Xolk sARA Y 23 4 IAATY on|

E A3 "age-time-exposure” Thol| Wi AR & d 2 T 9

P(d=x) — e—hn _M

x!

O

A71A, A E A9 rateo]L = 2 Q1d(person year, PY)& WEHTH

O Model : log()\x) = a + lel + Bzxz + -+ ﬁpxp

d
X
l )\x_ PYX

d,
log ( PY ) = a4 Byxy+ Boxy 4+ o + Brx,
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log(d,) = log(PY,) + a + Byx; + Byx, + = + B,x,

O FAAT B o 97l : £ Modelol A,
{ x=x=0: log(Ay_o)=0c+0
x=x,=1: logA,_;)=0a+B,

A
log( 4=1) — log(,=p) = log(571) = B,

x1=0

A
RR = 7\1& = M
x1=0

Z oz © 0914 12 718 0 RRe &M wE F71gh
3. Nested case—control designol A9 3] A X4
7}. Incidence density sampling %3

7 AN PRt risk set: o ABAA BA

o # =
Ae Aol FAEA e IS T, APFI TN AFEA dEzTS B
=
O 7% A& A control& ALA #HE& AJA?

t}& =FoA SAS Z2 IS 0] 839 incidence density B S E controlS
e ¥3ye dAdgsta o

"Pearce N. Incidence density matching with a simple SAS computer program.
Int J Epidemiol 1989; 18: 981-4".

U 24T

O Case7} 23 A AANA "at risk’d] A& WAL controlS Hgorpz

matching Ho] = FEjo|th

kA SR}l Z o] matching Hole HEE o] &3 IJARME 3todof 3
o] 9 conditional logistics AFHE-& = 3t} AA 7] H]7} 1i19] o}y ming)
dtx ol A9+ discrete-timeo] 3 Cox9 the & 2 gAY FPs=
o] +43}t} (SASY PHREG proceduredi Al A £4% 4 qdv}).

ol kIO

log( ) B+ By +Byxpt - o - By,
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A71M, py < i-HA Aol [ time oA Apo] AR ggitiE X273
A1 timeol A Aol AT AE 4.

4. Case-cohort design®ll 4] 2] 3] 54

7}. Control& ¥+ H4

O YA Coxel HANLHARY L A48 5 9

e

O 2y Coxd HHAANFEIARE S A&t 45 AAASF FHol bias7t &
A ¢ At BiasE AAF 7] 98 wHe] “Therneau T, Li H. Computing the
Cox Model for Case Cohort Design. Lifetime Data Analysis 1999; 5: 99-112"¢]
=zd A/EHY & 53] FE ZIES A7V Fa Ao @ AstE EE o
oW HY= AZSF Yo

Case-cohort®} Nested case-control9] statistical efficiency+= ¥®]53tt} 28
U A3 BN A Nested case-control® control& HE Aol oJyn
Case-cohorti= Cox9 HHIATI ARG R AT o BAUpES FAstoof
st olgl® Fol vk A Case-cohort™ multiple outcome®] 7Hg3lthe

4ol k.

5. A4 A2E BF B4

7 Aol g RE

HelA AFT YEES AA AFAR HEdo] o2 EANE 2 A9E go}
2o, AM&staz}t 3t a5 KMIC(Korea Medical Insurance Corporation) Study
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Aazd AFHAE e 2o

34 Y B39 & POP

183,61449 (115,682%) 19909 FAl,
KMIC Cohort | < ) 355049 ooua
72 A AA G3A FEd 4
(67,932%) At 2R
v} 2dnitk, Age, SBP, DBP, TC, FBG, BMI, Smoking,
Alcohol, Exercised] W& 33 xA} A4
-
90 9 93 5 9 97 9 9 00
f 2 93 94 95 9 o7 98 9 0

LA |

d, JAAES AAFAEE o] §5te] AYTAR Ald 24}

Baseline Survey

s ennill S T 1
{ |

do) Aol ol FREHE GAW TAHL EF AYHA 10%T FE 3]
gAgaT B4R WeE G 2o

DCD 0=Censoring, 1=Death

SDAYS Event 7} A w) 712 9] Time (Y)

AGE o] (A4)

AGE 1:404|u}gk,  2:40~44A), 3:45~494], 4:50~544), 5:554]0]% = AGE2, AGE3
AGE4, AGE5

BMI AAZFAS Body Mass Index=Weight (kg)/Height (m)?

gBMI 1:18.59)%F, 2:18.5~23, 3:230]4 = BMI2, BMI3

gBP SBP=Systolic Blood Pressure (mmHg), DBP=Diastolic Blood Pressure (mmHg)

JNC7 7}l 2%, 1:Normal, 2:Prehypertension, 3:Hypertension = BP2, BP3
gSMOK 1: Non-smoker, 2. Ex-smoker, 3: Current smoker => SMOKZ2, SMOK3
U Bz ad 9 A5

1) Coxe] HANAIALH
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PROC PHREG DATA=KDR.A10;
MODEL SDAYS*DCD(0)=AGE2 AGE3 AGE4 AGE5 BP2 BP3 EXSMOK CUSMOK BMI2 BMI3 / RL;
RUN;
Parameter Standard Hazard 95% Hazard Ratio

Variable DF Estimate Error Chi-Square Pr > ChiSq Ratio Confidence Limits
AGE2 1 0.56691 0.21120 7.2050 0.0073 1.763 1.165 2.667
AGE3 1 0.91210 0.20319 20.1498 <.0001 2.490 1.672 3.707
AGE4 1 1.22998 0.19741 38.8184 <.0001 3.421 2.323 5.037
AGES 1 1.82465 0.19486 87.6867 <.0001 6.201 4.232 9.084
BP2 1 0.23912 0.14112 2.8712 0.0902 1.270 0.963 1.675
BP3 1 0.60403 0.14556 17.2192 - <.,0001 1.829 1.375 2.433
EXSMOK 1 0.20508 0.16452 . 1.5538 0.2126 1.228 0.889 1.695
CUSMOK 1 0.52770 0.13815 14.5914 0.0001 1.695 1.293 2.222
BMI2 1 -0.43098 0.34115 1.5959 0.2065 0. 650 0.333 1.268
BMI3 1 -0.65933  0.34171 3.7230 0.0537 0.517 0.265 1.010

2) Poisson 3A=EY
: Poisson Q?Hi“ 2 93 4714 Wse 2H5E 1367 9.
D+ 7} Z2FolA 2 F AgA 4o]il, LSSDAYSE
Zel A #Ze F AY(person-days)S AIF3 Fholth

PROC GENMOD DATA=POP3 DESCENDING ;
MODEL SDCD=AGE2 AGE3 AGE4 AGE5 BP2 BP3 EXSMOK CUSMOK BMIZ BMI3
/DIST=POISSON
LINK=LOG
OFFSET=LSSDAYS;
RUN;
Standard Wald 95% Confidence Chi-

Parameter DF Estimate Error Limits Square Pr > ChiSq
Intercept 1 -12.2584 0.4016 -13.0454 -11.4714 931.91 <.0001
AGE2 1 0.5661 0.2112 0.1521 -~ 0.9801 7.18 0.0074
AGE3 1 0.9106 0.2032 0.5123 1.3089 20.08 <,0001
AGE4 1 1.2275 0.1974 0.8405 1.6144 38.65 <.0001
AGES 1 1.8187 0.1949 1.4367 2.2006 87.09 <.0001
BP2 1 0.2380 0.1411 ~0.0386 0.5146 2.84 0.0917
BP3 1 0.6011 0.1456 0.3159 0.8864 17.06 <.0001
EXSMOK 1 0.2044 0.1645 ~0.1180 0.5269 1.54 0.2140
CUSMOK 1 0.5255 0.1381 0.2548 0.7963 14.47 0.0001
BMI2 1 -0.4293 0.3412 ~1.0981 0.2394 1.58 0.2083
BMI3 1 -0.6553 0.3418 -1.3252 0.0145 3.68 0.0552
Scale 0 1.0000 0.0000 1.0000 1.0000
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3) Nested case-control AFZE A 9] 3 HEA
DB AEEANS A Z casedll W8 3u09) control (1:3 matching)& FE3RA

DATA CASECON; SET KDR.A10;
/* PEARCE N. Incidence density matching with a simple SAS computer program.
Yol =8-S FA3le] survival timegﬁg 7)1% %} SamplingS 2
RUN;

= */
PROC PHREG DATA=CASECON;
STRATA CASESET;
MODEL NCASE=AGE2 AGE3 AGE4 AGES BP2 BP3 EXSMOK CUSMOK BMIZ2 BMI3 / TIES=DISCRETE RL;
RUN;

Ol
-

- Incidence density samplingg 3 &9 7%= t}a3 Zto

Obs DCD SDAYS CASESET gAGE gBP gSMOK  gBMI  Ncase

1 1 8 1 3 1 3 2 1

2 0 2921 1 1 1 3 2 2

3 0 2921 1 4 2 1 3 2

4 0 2921 1 2 3 3 3 2

5 1 21 2 4 3 3 3 1

6 0 2021 2 3 2 3 2 2

7 0 2921 2 4 3 1 3 2

8 0 2921 2 4 2 1 3 2

9 1 24 3 5 3 3 3 1

10 0 2921 3 1 2 1 3 2

11 0 2921 3 2 2 3 2 2

12 1 1373 3 4 2 3 2 2

13 1 23 4 2 2 1 1 1

14 0 2921 4 5 2 1 2

15 0 2921 4 2 2 3 3 2

16 0 2921 4 3 3 1 3 2

oat A%

Parameter Standard Hazard 95% Hazard Ratio

Variable DF Estimate Error Chi-Square Pr > ChiSq Ratio Confidence Limits
AGE2 1 0.56902 0.23318 5.9548 0.0147 1.767 1.119 2.790
AGE3 1 0.80083 0.23032 12.0895 0.0005 2.227 1.418 3.498
AGE4 1 1.28973 0.22616 32.5220 <.0001 3.632 2.331 5.658
AGE5 1 1.87689 0.22914 67.0932 <,0001 6.533 4.169 10.237
BP2 1 0.15854 0.16699 0.9014 0.3424 1.172 0.845 1.626
BP3 1 0.47897 0.17792 7.2471 0.0071 1.614 1.139 2.288
EXSMOK 1 0.15995 0.19841 0.6499 0.4202 1.173 0.795 1.731
CUSMOK 1 0.46445 0.16689 7.7447 0.0054 1.591 1.147 2.207
BMI2 1 ~-0.91115 0.52537 3.0078 0.0829 0.402 0.144 1.126
BMI3 1 -1.15164 0.52689 4.7775 0.0288 0.316 0.113 0.888

4) Case—cohort A& &4

¥ AREAdA RE 2sEL AAZSEdA 10%5 AP 2

a1 #Ae gen 2.
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1 10% Random
Sampling

108709

DATA TEMP; SET KDR.A10;
/* Therneau T, Li H. Computing the Cox Model for Case Cohort Design. ¢ =&
AA G W (Self & Prentice WH)S o] &3l AFRE TE+/

RUN;
PROC PHREG DATA=TEMP;

MODEL SDAYS*DCD(0)=AGE2 AGE3 AGE4 AGE5 BP2 BP3 EXSMOK CUSMOK BMIZ BMI3

/ OFFSET=DUMMY RL;

RUN;
Obs DCD SDAYS gAGE gBP gSMOK gBMI SC10 CASECON DUMMY

1 1 2682 5 3 3 2 . . -100

2 0 2921 5 3 1 3 1 0 0

3 1 1443 5 1 2 3 1 1 -100

4 0 1443 5 1 2 3 1 1 0

5 0 2921 5 3 1 2 1 0 0

6 1 1842 5 3 2 2 -100

7 1 2702 5 3 1 3 -100

8 1 58 5 2 3 2 . ~100

9 0 2921 5 2 1 2 1 0 0

ol A%

Parameter Standard Hazard 95% Hazard Ratio

Variable DF Estimate Error Chi-Square Pr > ChiSq Ratio Confidence Limits
AGE2 1 0.62341 0.21170 8.6722 0.0032 1.865 1.232 2.824
AGE3 1 0.96284 0.20409 22.2563 <.0001 2.619 1.756 3.907
AGE4 1 1.29820 0.19742 43.2427 <.0001 3.663 2.487 5.393
AGES 1 1.80281 0.19556 84.9821 <.0001 6.067 4,135 8.900
BP2 1 0.19974 0.14160 1.9899 0.1584 1.221 0.925 1.612
BP3 1 0.63439 0.14673 18.6942 <.0001 1.886 1.415 2.514
EXSMOK 1 0.22267 0.164%4 1.8224 0.1770 1.249 0.904 1.726
CUSMOK 1 0.57234 0.13904 16.9445 <,0001 1.772 1.350 2.328
BMI2 1 -0.19552 0.34341 0.3242 0.5691 0.822 0.420 1.612
BMI3 1 -0.43485 0.34407 1.5972 0.2063 0.647 0.330 1.271

o]’ ¥4 A¥R(RR =& OR)E AHI}A v Zoh
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sqgual %_7]: ’ AA A&F - | Nested Case-Control | Case-Cohort
TEE ~ " | Cox B [ ¥olgmyg | AwWY | Bwy? | c#a® | D gy
a4 404 vt 1 1 1 1 1 1
40-44 1.76 1.76 1.77 1.73 1.87 1.79
45-49 2.49 2.49 2.23 2.25 2.62 2.34
50-54 3.42 3.41 3.63 3.55 3.66 3.17
554 o] 6.20 6.16 6.53 6.54 6.07 4.47
g9} Normal 1 1 1 1 1 1
Prehypertension 1.27 1.27 1.17 1.16 1.22 1.18
Hypertension 1.83 1.82 1.61 1.64 1.89 1.66
54 HEF4 1 1 1 1 - 1 1
HFAFA 1.23 1.23 1.17 1.03 1.25 1.22
AANEAD 1.70 1.69 1.59 1.51 1.77 1.61
H s 18.5 m|gt 1 1 1 1 1 1
18.5-23.0 0.65 0.65 0.40 i 0.32.00 0.82 0.78
23 ol 4 0.52 0.52 0.32 0.25 0.65 0.68
1) A %32 matching @ A5 FRE o] 8§ discrete-timed] W stratified Cox =¥
2) B Y& matching FBE o] &3A &2 logistic regression
3) Therneau & Li & =Fo4 A9 E Self & Prentice o2 FAASFE 4
4) Self & Prentice W& o] 43lx @x ©&3] Case-cohortol A Cox FARHEE 43
ool N FATBE ARoIA ofel A HARA BEEE vngch
gAndge) 75% o wae /@by, vy ATA 5 PRE AE W§
Faa & 2AE sl @,
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