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Cox2] ¥)#)9 ¥ % Y (proportional hazards model)-& FEA}8 (survival data)o] o
FAARYew FAT F - v E o7 & EoklA 71 g 201 Q)
+ 2y F shvolr). a3y, o]l 232 Uty R Yo uls] A EAE 53 AR
gl A7l de LejA QR o}, FUe AAl A5 BYAAE A B4 i3 &
fo] Ag olFoXA g Y& AAolr) ojo] B =R 2 FL AL 98 &
AEE HF 431, S-plus ZE2 %L 0]4 3 PBC(primary biliary cirrhosis) A} 8
BEAHE 23 &4 ZAES] 9u & @3z i

F88o: HAAIEY, vjd AL A, HAAAG

1. ME
A & A 7H(survival time)& T2}k, o]of] &L F+= F S z(px19g)zln &
uf, Cox(1972, 1975)2] HIHA PR Y2 oh33} 2o 9 J}.
A(t;z) = do(t) exp(8'z). (1.1)

olmf A\(¢;2)E AEA e AHE =+ 9 ¥ ¥ (hazard rate or function)el 31 Mgt z =
2o A1 8] 7] A 9] 8 &= (baseline hazard function)E 7}e] 71t} 3 A AS gl A3 F 82
29 2 38954 (log partial likelihood function)®fl 7] gt}

log L(3; z) Z/ (Y(tﬂzl log{ZY (t) exp(B z])}>dN(t (1.2)

e Aalen(1975) o] A&7 o thAZF A4 8- 3F (multivariate counting process)

o228 AEAZ AL WSS E Anderson & Gill(1982)0) ¥l VR H S T A L3

8 Aolth. olwl Ny(1) Yit)e) B+ ke Bk

* B oAZe AUty ERAEAATAEE T8 S Ge] Yol o) &te] £y YL

T "http://lib.stat.cmu.edu/datasets/pbc” o A A5} Ao Y & £ AL,

1) (151-742) A&A] Fop AP F A156-1, HEia BRASALFAE d+d7 48

E-mail: silee@stats.snu.ac.kr
2) (151-742) A-&A F4F AYF A156-1, Mgt SA sy, 2+

E-mail: E-mail: parksh@plaza.snu.ac.kr
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Ni(t) = I{X; <=1t,6; = 1}, Xi=TAU(T; : BN, U : TEAGAT
Y;(t) = [{X, >= t}, 6; = [(I,l <= Uz) (13)

AT-HERE Ni(t)< iAA A7 AR to] A FEA ] BEHA 1, 23X god 02
Zr= Al 887 (counting process) ot} &, (¢, N;(t)9 2 =E IR, iAx &z}
o] BEA T AEE e AFAA 27] 19 L7t 7= FEFHF ol B8 Y ()= A
A AL A oA Aok ed 1, ofUR 08 2+ HERROITG 4 (13) 088 B
g (1.1)9 &3 IAANGE A7l Yof vl {43 FEE A|F3) FoUh

23 (L1)AA SAAFLE T4 (1.2)8 AWR 3= fR 34D o] HLESRH
#(maximum partial likelihood estimator, MPLE)¢]2} F el gt} a2, 7| A5
A2 2IVLEGSE (1.2)94 & F A0l SEF5 2 E 3R] &7 Breslow(1974) 7+
A F3E 22 Ao] ARkAQ FFo|t}

. ¢ 1 n
Ao(t) = /0 z;‘Y,.(s)exp(B'zj)z;dN’(s)' (1.4)

ol#{ & Cox®] HIAIATEYE S FAT ¥ -3 5 g8 BopollA YSAEE BAd:=
ol 48 ALSE I ok 28y FE5FEY FxE T U 80 28 A AP E U A
A 7ML ST 4ok &, 999 F AQ diEd AP EY vt A A A FAE 3
7)o gk S E3The Y9 7t o] Z FA Gk Aotk 1B R, £ A5 A
I E49 AL w07 A A FEY AR A vtAFAZ vl B
AEY e JAIG 771 vi$ S 23tk 53], AP35 2 Yl A9] Belsley et
al.(1980) =+ Cook & Weisberg(1982)8} 22 Zx}o] 712% 3 AAY A7 7 H]3sic).
ol f3 & dAFoAE AF7HA 247 vHAFE Y] AAE HE FEF A, o] E0)
ARG ARA AHEE = JEA LotR Y, =3 PBC AAE £3o Z Ao 9%
2 Hus] FoZ2N uAYEREE B8 FAo AR £ FA} FHTH

£ =89 7A4LE b= 2o} 28 ol A& Cox & Snell(1968), Schoenfeld(1982), Cain &
Lange(1984), Barlow & Prentice(1988) 18] X Therneau, Grambsch & Flemming(1990) &
o] HAE AF AHE vl e, AF7HA Add 27 ZAES 43T, 3FAAHE= o E
et 2ye] Fr LS FHER o nAHRZ vt ¥ At AR, 29 v
29} 8 7} 3 (proportional hazards assumption)-& AE3 I, 4, Z FZ X i3 /2R
9l §7t2 A ©o]AA (outliers) 3} °d & (influential points) & A& 3= YIS 2231,
s ge g, FEATY AP EC vAE FAF] TS M 2 AYste FHH 3
g v 7 FAAA] FEFVZ gt 4o A E 3F oA Yol A &L
PBC 2ol #-& F7l8] Kottt 28)a £50] Splus ZE2IPE A Ho] AAY AR
40 220 =& At AR 5Ho A= o] FAE o] &3 ARG A
A deo e Ao Fete nFs| B ch
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2. g9l 2| THx}

ARG e ANNYRYAAAY T - T(AENDS B3 - AEATY 37
R Pl AR AAH A gk AL o BYo] AR Aol Hel 2R3 A
o ohm o)A AZke) 23 5317 A Eolch wrebA o] Aol AL AF7HA) Al
A 7Hx) ARE FElY RASS 22 Be),

2.1. Cox-Snell ZtX}

Cox-Snell 3+ FI 37 Aol AN FAARHS 4ol Do) AR A,
BENDT =t A BEGFE (1), FANPESE A AR 1 S() = —log A()]
BA 4TS T 5 Utk o] W AEAN FAAYALE ¥ = AD)F B3t 2
P FAARGR(Y) AERSE

P(Y > y) P(A(T) > y)
= P(T>A"Y(y)=5A"Y(y))

= exp(—A(A_l(y))) = exp(—y)

7HETh o] AL FAAEESTL AEAZD T Ex9) AAgle] BFo) 19 AFREYL
delEch metA (Y, 0)0 7128 A8 Av(y) =y 247 Q5S¢ 5 Ao o
714, iAol B(MPLE)& th Y3t AgthAlef] ApE thgste] 73 LA FA4 A(T) S
Cox-Snell Z+AL2 A 2] 3t}

ri = Ao(Ty) exp(B'zs). (2.1)

2.2. DI AY ZHAH(martingale residual)

o Ald ZAk= Barlow & Prentice(1988)7} X2 A|¢F8tx Therneau, Grambsch &
Flemming(1990)°ll ol& 2 A& o] AA3] A= Ut AlAE tofl A2l nfE AL A=

t
Mi(t) = Ni(t) — /0 Yi(s) exp(8'z:)dAo(s) (2.2)

9} o] O\ BT} 919) Ao) A L BZ gl T 7ke] 3ho) 7 up A A B8 (martingale
process)< W2 2 2 (Fleming & Harrington, 1991; Andersen, Borgan, Gill & Keiding, 1993)
o8 WAL AAST RETE o] ZS AL, el BEH AR £ - Ryozn
B 3 ARG 22 AT D o) ge) Aol AVAYRY IR F 9} A3
FAFE L5 ATk BE A (119 MAAIRGAAE BEY AR £7 40 EE
lo] "tk 4] (2.2)0 A B AASF 7| AL G5 242 FAZE Ystd nfgAL 2
A9 2% M()E A€ 4 Aok 22T o) ARG T, Mi(t) = 08 BEHL 2A
oz E(Mi(t)) = cov(Mi(t), M;(t)) = 0 (Gill, 1980)€ W= ach. 0|2 ntdA Y 32
£ 39w ® ol YAo) AAAE ARAYR Yol o) DA} W RBTE AL T 5
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gtk 283, A (2.2)°1A ¢ = coUu} 2HT WAL A Mi(00)E M2 UERYT 0]
g v}9AY Ixetn Rk

T; . R
M, = 6,-—/ exp(3'z;)dAo(s)
0

= & - AT). (2.3)

HAA ;5 0 =x 19 e 2T, AT)E 058 co7hA] & HT & lenz ugAY
Zrape] W9 Huighe] 102 Hagd ~o7t & ¢ 5 AT

23y g A 227 QU B YA A} 2L FEE 3= A2 oYt 9
Z So] AP R P = ZAe] AF ¥ (sum of squared residuals)o] 2] HJUEE
S FAY Z2 74 Fe A AFHE R RYL IFERYLE Y| E AR
AR YME vt AID FA AFeol ATk A F2 2oty BEA @
= tH(Therneau & Grambsch, 2000). Z thAl v} Al Y Zapet F o] &3 23 A1 ¥
L B3 ggo] P E v A= 9] ojE T FEAAE H7HE 4 9 tH(Therneau,
Grambsch & Flemming 1990). W0 F 2z& j(j =1,---,p) WA FUF 2,8 o] & Al g Y
Wz (p-1)7Y FAF z(j)2 U1 o)Eo]l AR FHolv] 3WHFz(j)EY FHl& ¢
A Aot 7R3 E AEEL o2 2] vebd £ Qo

A(tlz(j), 2;) = Ao(t) exp(B” '2(j)) exp(£(2;)) -

9 AlA jAM BRF 2,7t AP E WAL FTL dehlE B4 1) 24 gAY
B4 £ 24 5 Ao 94, FAF 2()TW /AT 2L AR ¥ oA
AR M()& Tohed jAR FAFol Bl AAEE 19 3 A5 AYY ¢4 BA
& 2o, )70 f9 234U L 4 Y o) UL T2 BAY ZARTk

E(M(35)|2(5)) = cf(z;) . o (24)

old), d7% et FHF 5%t SH2E FEFD v & ) U= g2 WA yF
o 2Ll 9FE FIANER HAAAA &5 Felol= A9 9FE FA geoh

2.3. HX} ZTHX}(deviance residual)

o] ol & A (2.3)14 BAH vt AY Aot 28 A FA EX P& 2= 7
A £ Bk wtg A ZAke] R ghe] 16] B8 ol ¥ o= FAG
o] & A+ AUALE gt olg FE37t 4R G2 Hol Atk wetA Zgef 9
3 &8 ARD o B2 Ao A5E FL F, AEAT] 422 gHE FFAE
7)ol ole] & Dol ot =3 P2 R 2RE ARY AR 71 A, &, A4
Hog BEAZl ZUY FE o] AFHo2 e 5 Yt oY o|fFZE nPAL I
27 £ o A P& 2= F AFY B3 7} YR, McCullagh & Nelder(1989)2]
¥ x}(deviance) 2] 2 K8 t}-&3 2-& ¥ X}2kxH(deviance residual) 7} A] <] gt

d; = sign(M,-) \/i{ - M,' - 61' 10g(5,' - M,;)}l/z. (25)



Zapel 2@ uH BRI FANDY 2@ 237

F=AGE 28 HEo] 9 25% v|Td of, 98] HAIAE 0o #3t Yol HE
Havh 19 AFEEe] Fuie vi$ 71gts Ao €8iA ™ Therneau, Grambsch &
Flemming. 1990).

2.4. A3 0| ZtX}(score residuals)

BEANZEO=to<t1 <ty <---(j—o00) 4 t; — 0] FT22 MZ3}31W v}
DAY Ak M;E o2 Zo) EEY 4 Utk

M = Ni(oo)— /0 " Yi(s) exp(8'z;)dAo(s)

= Z[{N () = Ni(tj-1)} = [ Yi(s) exp(8'z;)dAo(s)]

= t]l
o0

A7) AMiE F2F (ti-1, 4]o014 F2F i34 F5X9) npg AL FA2 A48 4 AL,
AM;) 7FEAE FE "‘ﬁ-‘—’-i AMZL Felo gnksld A7) AGE 4 ok(Barlow
& Prentice, 1988). o & , VR EHRA W, = {Wi(s) : s >0} A8 238 A5
B [ Wi(s)dMi(s)9l 531‘41% A A Y EAAY S tE2A H=d, olgE FHE R=
EA%S vlg A Y A3 DA} (martingale transform residual) 2l F-Ec}. o] oA 47
@ 230 BAL AT 1YAY AR A FeIE 74 2ok, 4l (12)8 79 3
AAS B0l Fdte v &3t oh3- 2t

__8l_0_gL(ﬂ, Iﬁ = = Z/ (25 — zj(ﬁv s)) dM (s) = ZU”('B’ o)

o), 7(B,5) = BEulerfu) g et o) A8 s AWM P8 FEF 59 7

F 71UFeE HATE £ Aok 2T Uy(B,t)= 8 ZAZS AR FH Fﬂﬂ &
F o] T (score process)olety B2, XA t = 0N 23| AR, Uy, (A )&
o] Zx}(score residual) 2} A 2] gt}

U’ij(Bv OO) = /Ooo (Zij — Zj(ﬁ, S))sz(S) (26)

o) e oA FAE IAERAE 28 4 A5G E o FUPUEE N2 e D
AL AGA D Q5& <& 5 Atk

Cain & Lange(1984)€ @5 3vitt M2 & 7H5 A€ € V9= I8 AAH2EA
~3o) FAERE thgel AFE FEHYC

B~ BG) ~ {~I(B,00) " 1}Ui (B, ), Usa(B, ), - -, Uip(f3, 00)). (2.7)
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Aol A Bl AR BEXE At 2R AAATE nFng 4 (27)9 9F W
A BEX 7 HAAS 2ol v A& dslFe o nsch 282 1(F,-) = =Lkl o
B2, 4279 2EF2 230 IAE JAAFY AR 2ALIT IS AN@
th oA B8, 2 FEA 7L YA AS 2R mA L JFo] ATo) A xfo] Broz
24 4 dee LHE

2.5. Schoenfeld ZHX}

Schoenfeld ZH2H(1982)+= 4] (2.6)°] Y= 230 A2 F7HE(jump size) 2.2 ol
t}:

ri5(B) = 25 — (B, ). (2.8)
A71A ti= 1A BSA ] JEATE sy, BetA o] = At FEE B
Zgkoll At 227 AARE € 4+ Uk A (2.6)94 9 23 0] FAAke} upR/AAZE &
Z3d 2231 24 FAPERE A7 AR o] A @3] YEA| Lo FEE B
Fghol A et o= Aatolnt. o] A Quj= "HAE FEAZ) BEE AR
Aol AL - FAZF Zdig olnh v AP Y o] HohE o] At Auge 2
AR o] Huj, AT YA AEE Feth THEE A7 g Ao A
EE I8 ¥ 00 &3t Y2 EojA Qe Aej7t 2 R olt}. Harrel(1986)2 &A1Y
SHAET o] T FRAAFE T3 vAAEAY AP AL

3. Zixjoll J1=%t gl DL

ABA dFHAXol vAAERG AN ZxE vtz 3 By A 437t v
A gaatx] ZRE AL N A ERY o) AhF A A 7o) #3t) 71FH Ao ofy: A
& Aol FA T Y3 o] A AUt ojF7) EY Aotk v HAYEY
o] BAH FEol AFH AEATY ¢Ad% FA = AHES 44T o 2 o)FE AF
2+ A

ojgl e o) FZ HHAZEH AN E YR YPoA B9} 2L T, —T; (=4FA)
o] A& - AEATS FA3) 0] obd M2 FEj A7} A itk o] Aol
239 Ak y&ol wet 28NN AAME & ZAES] 98E vudnzl i) o) & 9
3 23 A2 AA, 2¥ ol v 9 7HA (proportional hazards assumption)& 2 E
3, E7, o] (outliers)?} 4 ¥4 (influential points) A& 53 2L 2 F= )0 O3l 7
HAQ Frto] B JAEY L vnd B2 @tk 281 upAgto g PE2AI7e
AR E A FUFY dFS IR F A = Y& AES 5 G RAAA =
Arghct.
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3.1. Ui AEIHE

259 v g7l g durF A AP SAY, o) A5 (1994) 9} Aoy, o)A
H(1997)& F=3}7) upgth

A2 A 2718 FAR}E S Cox-Snell 22}, AF 0] A}, Schoenfeld 38 0] &5
AEEG v M AET S U M FYF HR o]E EFEAHNEZHE IS S
A3t Fo) AT F A 22 LS AR £ A= FAFIt) Cox-Snell A 3 Y
8o FHFLE 5 1, Schoenfeld A= 230 JxHe F7HE: &, FHFY @'
T2 RYHD Yt o)FA ME O TAF S T A1 AXSo|A T o) E
T uEAEIRY AR o] 828 £ ok 2y AP RPN AA %—74]%
o ZA EEE U E By /M-S AE = Ao ofYe 7 A 1YL asjie
ZX ANZH gl o3t FAE st Aol

Cox-Snell Zx} 2132 y& o] Cox-Snell Z-a}of 7] 23 9] 8 3H4-2] Nelson-Aalen &4 gt
<, %= Cox-Snell IIHE Yo} AFEE 180 ZAojth AE2ATY B2 AR
o] FANAET T FF 1A AFEETE WEEE, o] IARIHL FHAPYSTY 3
Frol A w) é, B A()S FAo) & g uf 7| 27719 AAFAE Yebd Aotk
222 Z Cox-Snell 2zt vHA PRI 713 o] AASE 7]&7] 19 JAFAE H
AFE IAIYE AT Ziolqn

Schoenfeld A x} 182 y&& AT 33 x% AzAZEo 2 e Aoltt vl
MRS NET o Schoenfeld Z}x]-7} A 7+ b= olgte AT HY, BT YY AR
S 99l 2E Ut Ae A8 2 ww & ¢elE) g HUES 2
o Hol AAgo) Aol weh 37} HE %o 5 AT JPE Kol A ZAGo M

dAAP7H9 e A=Y &+ Aok 53, Zr%’%l 2 741—'% B9} BAro 2 27U %% Schoenfeld
A, 1(8,00)71 % (riy,mig, -, rap) B AZRL2 & ¥ HY) 2 gele] 3PS ABH
t}.

oA 2% AL $HE 0 Cox-Snell FxH= ZE FUFEL EhE w87
< AE%: 2™ ﬂl%fhﬂ, 2350] %9} Schoenfeld ZHAHe z} Fage /A u)
AAB7HE S ZASHE Aol o) Y2 & + Stk

3.2. Oj&tdat AYH

of Aol A ol 4T FPAL BAsE Pl Bl FEFHTA B o)
AR 4PAL AEHE AL AR SHL HAY 5 U B op 1 AHE ol
e HAE 222 & 5 U7 BRI

Yugoz o gAe BARH AT Aot 2 HOE Fieh WA v Y
BYNAE YEAZY BERH BYO2RY T8 AZge] Aol7t Bol it BEYL

PR AEE 4 U9e Aolth Telu Fel A BE B2 HANBEF o] FEA
B5g U4 B2 AT 1A BYol7] g oA T 2AE A A Gerh e
M 228004 2% BAE F YA 229 o AR wzEA AH Qo
9AY BAZREY o 4P WET + Y& Aotk F, F2W AZAAA ol A
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A9 8 RYPo2ZRY A FH AHHAY 9 Ao)7t & BEGE ol -l & £ Ut
ol2 93 y2& nPAY A2 B 2L Y PP (risk score: f'z )& = FAIY
€ 39 & vt 290 AAZE vgAY ZAgY BRI ol$ A$A Q17 wlFof v}
FAYG ZAE 0|88 o) AW AR HA G2 dFo] Q) o] W 2.3F A 4R
HA} JAE 0] &8 FA2 g o] T AF 20| Jt}h B3} Fak= vl A Y ZA7LE o
HAAEQA RFOR Ho= & HEH YejolnZ gt AL gAY ZxEcE= IR
A A BEFES Uetlo] dutidg 2 g ZAadd 71 v R 3E e
Ak o] A= AR FEAD ] gofl YL o Wol 2T AT U] go] T AL
o4 FEE A% AXE A 954 g BF o] At

AAATY 23 G0l E AEZAE HI3] AsiAE 4 (2.7)9 BAE 2AR
~30) BAE 18T 5 Utk 2 BANo| e HAAS AshPo) jo Balow Ha
e £30) BAROE Ao, B2 230] A7t ALA JPPEL A2
d #8510 29 & 488 ¥ B0k Ueby 2 BEAB W A% 2718 vehy
of A4t Wskel 2718 MTVL2A AAASY 240 9ol 2 BAAEL 2
224 Ue Aol

3.3. YY) vix Y

At AR YA BA9 7P FAEA BB PAYL I A FABY
e B 228 9T Ak 4 (24)9 B2 LE YAY IR} 4P £F
97 e FAFY HYEE 1 FAF AR YL E B2 28 ol
AT AAAS f NAARES Aodl @0l FY W BFoHE Rolme AAZ o5
2372 BYst] AT Aol A2 A% BHAHo| B4 EAY Aol 1
1g 5% A2 9o YLAAE K357 WEo] 24 B oA 3 JYom
2 9o FEFo] AYEo] BA%E 4] YLYHE B AL BT 9A YL Yol
t}.

AL AHIYE FH FAF WLYHE AR £ Y F AR P Fo
B A, FAYE FABY o] Bote] LAY 2 log(2), 15E WA Aw o
& AAIYAN 238 B47} 44T LA E VYD 23E B4 J4 1)
%% YeE RACE )AL 2 f7h $5 Y4 (identity function)7} o) W& FWF
o Y7t H2E YHBALL dehdch §4, AN Yoz 241 G4 Ao
2)(threshold) 9} 22 gkel & W7t EAEA AEHTh o8B g} WSk A& Y o
S8 o4y WFE ABARE AL 2T B stk AL AT o F A4x) Ao ul
P& 1 AL IXIYS BARTE 2L TP ¥4 YHE E O 94 I
¥ 4 ok

4. PBC X222 S8t 2|2l 132

o] AollMe RlA &8 FAEo) AAY A2 YA A 8F & JEAS-
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plus 2000 Z23WL 53 2748 HAA A3FBAA =93 FAAT I ES £ ¢ 1A

28 AEFA sty PBC AR89 2 A§ 342 Flemming & Harrington(1991)7}
Klein & Moeschberger(1997)& H| 3 LA A HA L Fudd HFEYPYE 21,
B dFdAEs 23 H3 5o ARG H ) 35to] o) AR E BN BRI E Fr)

PBC 2t & 7+e] ¢4 7+ 73 3} (primary biliary cirrhosis)oll o 3t 197437} 19843 A}
ojoll A ™ Mayo Clinic YAA B2 2 HE] dojA & o]t} PBCE A7} 4 (autoimmune) 0]
VAL AP AFo g 7 o]F 9 dFHAo] 7t Ao} ©HE A E ey AFL
BAE F50 o]24 sk gojth ol g Aol 28 B} 31279 ARZRE, o9
AENDT FHZFE ol v AEYH S A Byt goz et 2E AREJ
Qe M &S F2 37 bisit.

olF A5 A HFRYO T age, bilirubin, albumin, edema 12 11 protimeS A E
AAFE °ﬂ A 29 AFE AUtk £4A PBC ¢0)2)9] Aoz A RAY == 7
o4 $42 Ve AL it 1 9 2 follow-ups A BE AR AL AZAL] 3
Eéq% 7)‘123 A3ttt o] dollA = & 29 B3 ZA2RH xﬂ?zé“ﬂ/“] 27838 2}
< 7o 23 A3FY ol RFo BYo A APANE FEF V= 3t

i

4.1. HlIEIE E3

A3.128A A713t 2 Cox-Snell, 230, Schoenfeld X} 28-S E3+ P 4
A7 S AES BI)Z 3AL GollA 2T 2 o)E A= AR 2 SAF 2 At

Estimated Cumutative Hazards Rates
2

Cox-Snell Residual

28 4.1: Cox- Snell Z+x} 1Y

Hev 7 FAZ 4AE wFez AP AR O E E4E YERATE A
Fsior & Aotk WA Cox-Snell Fahe 19 4.13% Zrh. 283 o] & & S-plus 2000
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Z2OPL BE9 F 39 AT A31-AA AHRK o] BH Y 7HA o) AAF Tt
H ZEak1 o] 712 7]7F 191 A Mo 717HA veltol & Aojtt 1Y 412 R F o9 #
Az y = 28 A A} g Ao) 7 Ak 317) P wetA vHYFREF e Hio
vmz or58 & 4 Ak FAE 2 ZAQ FEAAA MM gol Hojy Bel7l A
gh ZA; 20|49 RE2o A= F5FY Ae7E GA 422 e E o, AAFHA A
=7t A g & 5 gl& Aol

<2 2 Schoenfeld ZX}1E 0]-2-3F 713 428 A © 2} 4] (2.8)°| A A 2] 3} Schoenfeld

Batatt) for log{biiuubin)
12 3

-1 o

Beta(t) for log{protime)
<10 0 10 20 30 40

210 780 1200 1700 2400 3100 3400 3900

1% 4.2: Scaled Schoenfeld X8 53 H|H YA FAE (AW AFEHL, HAA:
AP 2N A 43 B 5t

ZAE 2ALYGANA yFol Yeh T, 228 Ao M AHEEE 28 £ Yot g
A @ol B 214 ¥ Schoenfeld At vy 7HA 3ol Al S 0}7] 7o) ol &
ol AR EE 28] Aol i FAFY 53 A3 JAEAE A 4+ ok ad=
o 9% AR o|7] &l ddef] £2& F7) Hs ZaF 2Pl w] AL AT 2R
9] 95% A F S IRV 31 T3 ASAIZY] AT el ABASE 73
of o] gto] 0917 AR B2 i) 220 YR F 48 ARV vidct 249 4
2AHE A RE AN DT 23 Aols) ABAR()E 2A5H] o) Zo] 0217 F2 7
A3t AAE Ko E) log(bilirubin) log(protime)®] A9 FAZE 10%0]4 A|7te] &
ol et ¥ Eo] F7F B Aathe FFE A3 e ofF F g #o #
AP AHRY 18 429 2} AAL ¢y =09 JAHL TgHol S w|AY 2
AN 8 Kok, bilirubing] A9 Al7to] ZE o ulel 7 2713l Adko) Y-S
€ € 4 Y3, I Z prothrombin time?] F-$= AlZtol ZFol wpe} 2 EF7} F4de=
A% A8 T+ Atk & 5 W49 3 Aol WE FAFY B} wWshr} A
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4.2. 0|¥d2 QYH HE

o] ZolME Z A5 MEHA TS %A FET 7 YA Lot = #rt
AA o) 3HE 71N vtRAYD JA 2ge 2EE 39 433 . o] aPA £

AN,
ok e LY

Martingale Residua’

-2

1

Risk Score

39 43: nEA Y 2
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Martingale Residual

Risk Score
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> # Fit the Cox model

> pbcfit<~coxph(Surv(time,status==1) ~ age + log(albumin) +
log(bilirubin) + edema+ log(protime), data=pbc)

> pbefit

Call: coxph(formula = Surv(time, status == 1) ~ age + log(albumin)

+

log(bilirubin) + edema + log(protime), data = pbc)

coef exp(coef) se(coef) z P

age 0.0332 1.0338 0.00866 3.84 0.000120
log(albumin) -3.0600 0.0469 0.72404 -4.23 0.000024
log(bilirubin) 0.8801 2.4110 0.09874 8.91 0.000000
edema 0.7859 2.1943 0.29897 2.63 0.008600
log(protime) 3.0140 20.3687 1.02395 2.94 0.003200

Likelihood ratio test=199 on 5 df, p=0 n= 312
E 3. Cox-Snell Az 231

># Martingale residual
> mresid<-residuals.coxph(pbcfit,type="martingale")
># Cox-snell resdidual
> csnell<-status-mresid
>fh.surv<-survfit(Surv(csnell,status)”~1,type="fleming-harrington")$surv
># Nelson-Aalen estiamte of cumulative hazard function
> cmhaz<- -log{(fh.surv)
> plot(sort(csnell),cmhaz,type="p",ylim=c(0,4),
ylab="Estimated Cumulative Hazards Rates",xlab="Cox-Snell Residual")
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¥ 4. Scaled Schoenfeld Z+x} =2 71 ¢

> # Check the proportionality using scaled Schoenfeld reisdual
> zph.pbc<-cox.zph(pbcfit)

> zph
rho chisq P
age -0.0369 0.1494 0.6991
log(albumin) -0.0149 0.0288 0.8652 log(bilirubin) 0.1564

2.8505 0.0913

edema -0.1424 2.4557 0.117%1
log(protime) -0.1910 3.6932 0.0546
GLOBAL NA 9.5632 0.0886

> for (i in 1:5){
plot (zph.pbc, var=i)
abline(0,0,1ty=3)

5 270 A 2z

# sresid<-residuals.coxph(pbcfit, type="dfbeta")
par(mfrow=c(2,1))
plot(1:312, sresid[,1], type="h", ylab="Influence for Age", xlab="Observation")

vV V V V

lot(1:312, sresid[,4], type="h", ylab="Influence for Edema", xlab="Observation
P yp y
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Review on proportional hazards regression diagnostics

based on residuas

Sungim Lee V) S.H. Park 2

ABSTRACT

Cox’s proportional hazard model is highly-used for the regression analysis of sur-
vival data in various fields. Regression diagnostics for the proportional hazards model,
however, is not as well-known as the diagnostics for the classical linear models and so
these diagnostic methods are not used widely in our practical data analyses. For this
reason, we review the residuals proposed by several authors, and investigate how to use
them in assessing the model. We also provide the results and interpretation with the
analysis of PBC data using S-plus 2000 program.

Keywords: Proportional hazards model, martingale residual, regression diagnostics.

1) Post doctor, Statistical Research Center for Complex Systems, Seoul National University.
E-mail:silee@stats.snu.ac.kr

2) Professor, Department of Statistics, Seoul National University.
E-mail:parksh@plaza.snu.ac.kr



