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A2 slolM el srRYMele S ds Hlw

73 A 9] ¥ (competing risk) 3ol A1) =2 1A 4= (cumulative incidence function)=
duiAo g vRSyA Wgog ZAHET Y 4 dx 4ddd g AHde] g
Yol o3 AR A H o2 AA G AL vRe-H oz 239 ¢
AT, E oo R A tda At A Ak o]t 22 F -l Bryants}
Diagnam(2004)+= &4 & gdel i dAEH A 934 (cause-specific hazard
function) & E4AH o2 RYPFetn hE Ao YT AR M EFA R FHI}E £
2R S AGHY £ Ao EE4E AT 2AFS AZAST
ol EFEIRYH U A ERERP o HAAsATE = 5 AFEZL JAERA
AERHEY A SR LAl 3 0|23 2T, Qo|BEE 243 1Ay
N AFEE RSP FAF A8 Vs ERFAE 23FY A5H =Y

LR MAE 4TS AHEYT

FoEo: FHYAYT, 4AAY, EETH FAF AHEE, Qo ERE, U
AtEE.

AEAZ D AFAA 7R AR AR DA B AE Aol ohizt 57
Hdoll 23 Abdo gt F4l o]l A= A7 ok 9714 FAE o129 b2 9 9
% A120¢ 7 89 3 (competing risk) o] 2} e} FAA VT BAY 237 ATAAE 37
A o3t A d AP E FEFD o2 A el 3 KM 34 g(Kaplan-Meier estimator) o] A}
|5k 282 1-KM 233E& 53 94U 8 =4 FYEER 432y ol F
ZxE M olgte Aol 22 d7E 554 83 K Gooley 5, 1999; Gaynor 5, 1993).
531, Gooley 5(1999)-2 1-KM FX o] 73 HY&FES Ao FAAdhE= AHE S okt
4(jump function) & AF&3le] 4102 T
Kalbfleisch®} Prentice(1980)& AAHE stollA S A g A2 el A
Fe 4 dE 3 DA (cumulative incidence function: CIF)E A 93l ch +2 248
FoE 54 A0 71AT A B FARER 4T 4 A1 24 5 FEo|Th
1) (110-745) A&5EA F27 FEF 37} 53, 4@ e EASH, a5
E-mail: dkim@skku.edu
2) (110-745) A& 5EX F2F FESF 371 53, A AN A, WAt
E-mail: acgll@skku.edu
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o]y 3t ol 2 AAAY oMY ASEE & AFLoNA =HLYTETL Hol AHEH
t}H(Gray, 1988; Korni} Dorey, 1992; Gaynor -, 1993; Pepe$} Mori, 1993).

FARAGs R A Yo £ AL a2y F4 Y= 9 9% A
o] ftE 9 g AART A A e s @ DAY N ESLH S I Y EE
9] o] At/ (discreteness) 22 AF FAA = Aol e FHADYTS-E FEIA FA 3¢
A X3t} o] A8 B JE AAERH TS B4 YR BRI Se v O &
Al 3 AASAHA JPFFEL HESASE AT o YUk o]FA Do +3
DA 2T A4 7MY, B2 E CIF 3 ZEo 830t 53] 488 Y
A v 243 CIF 3% o]itd o] 73 Arde] 2= AlF A & = %(jump)o]
g 8= Al gk (step function) 7} At 2eju FE A CIF 43 AW o
o)o} A AN A CIF R3S ALE = glon o YA 23 4+ Yot

H A7 280 4A5RH AT FA YT 22 2 FAZ A
I B} 3 oA s FARASATTY E244 Yo thste AWsty FETF
Aol Pe|E ol 218 2 Bryant2} Diagnam(2004)0 4 &3
B E2 43 CIF FAFE AT 4304 dA52 A A2871
TEGE W E24F CIFY F3F A2 dysity. &, v 243 CIF
A CIF FRAF AHEE S RAAUT o R Pt SRFAHCIF 3% &
¥ 2 /d 7 (model misspecification)dl] th3t FFE AF3sr}) 532 TR0 A&
dSEA oY 642 2E0°lth
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AAAY oA TR A2 §Yol A o o474 574 €9 Y
e AA Bl i A OE AP = 2T U4 FAN 574 4] 2B A
tlo] #Z 7153 ZAo|t). Prentice 5(1978)2 4 A<l 213 & Ho317 sl ¥
A E A A § ¥ 34 (cause-specific hazard function) \;(t)E th&3 Zo| Fo gt

Iy
3
4
ofN it

< = >
M) — i PEST<UHALL=1|T >4

Jim. = , 1=1,...,C. (2.1)

71X T & A7kl L2 A A9 fdle)y Cx 949 & vehdd. 4A53
A AT ()= tARTEA Aol BABA RS o, A o= viE tF ¢
of Atde] B 2R FE otk AA Y E P (overall hazard function) A(t)k Ai(t)=
M) = T2, L(t) o BAE 7T

r7]e] FEo] gl AEAZ 0 <ty < to) < < i), oA te =008 & ),
Mj t=t» B%, 1=1,...,C, j=1,...,m,
M(t) = { o o 94(” (2.2)
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olth A t—nAB7HA AF o] LASEA] kS o, tH Al RNA MR f4deg A
o] AT AR FEolth Ay ML FAZLE N = dij/n;01H diyE ;A FNA 1A
AAo g Aol WAgst AFEY olH nj AR AAZA] Y =2 AEY £ E
Ve T

A9 19] Z(crude) A LABS [(1) & The7 2k,
L(t)=Pr(T <t L=1), I=1,...,C

£ TAHE Lt CAY ddo] EA3te ZANE FFolA tAA o] Ao 53 %
A (2 A 2T A EE ot} o] CIF = A 71532, A9 sl A sl o] 7}

AEANT TiE Aol 594 730l fldets siA o] 7hs sttt whehA
IF= Y9AEAA +2 9 ¥ 34 (cause-specific cumulative hazard function) A;(t)¢} 22

C
e 374 b5 ¥ RSN BEET} F0h

M) = A(u)du, Ses.1(t) = exp[—Ay(t)]. (2.3)
0
41 (2.3)9] 953 A FRANFLTE ol 8§39 AA A& T4 (overall survival function) 7}

C C
ZAW] IS @4
=1

2zke) Aol S AWo) FHoITH S, (t) LA Aol T AE T2 A2
= Atk A2 7S C7F 2014 o] i Zhzhe] @l thdt =P 7FAF o] YT, Seu(t) =
1A Aolo)] 3 YREET aﬂm;} 47} ATH(Tsiatis, 1975) o714 Tk 1A A
o A AERFE € AL Arlshe] 23T 4 A FolTh

oEAA A} =AY Efﬂ’" (cause-specific failure cumulatlve incidence function) I,

(t) & e} 2o) Ao Atk

t C
At) = /O Mu)du =D A(t), S(t) = exp
=1

Lot(t) = 1—Sult / Sues(u)hi(u)du = / fooalu

AZNA fasa(u) = Mi(u)Ses1(u) o1 e

Z7te) 9ol o8 o) SHPolu St PAA Ao & AERSE A2
B4 Jong () ARAL T BEFEZ B 5 Utk oA FHE S..(0)9) 2
<o} upAAZ 2+ AAo] B SHA 7 °l AT L (e AAoE AA0l 27}
8 ol
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dd 9 = FALPTE L) th3 2ol FYE 5 Aok
¢ t
Ii(t) = du = A(u)S(u)du. 2.5
0= [ = [ @ (25)
714 S(t) = exp{— fo PN (u))du} oli1 YAEAZ A EE(cause-specific failure

probability) fi(t)+ fi(t) = M(t)S(¢)°]
4 (25)8 oAtgos EA}Y fes 2.

filty) Aty - S(t-1)),
It = Z Mg - S(t-1))-

{ilt <t}

melA I (t)e] ML 53 fl(t)l;— oh2- 3} Zo] 3 A th(Marubini2} Valsecchi, 1995; Gooley
=, 1999).
o di: -
hy=" 37 —L8(ty-n)- (2.6)
{7 [tgy<t}
A7 AA &R ML FHZF S(tg—1))2 S(t-n) = [I21Q = di/ni)el® o=
ty N B DA A KM %3 ko) T}, I1(t)E crude CIF %73 gFo]e} sir}.

T2 LA £ B 4 A (semi-parametric) 282 o2 3} ZHo| 7} A 3tk (Bryant ¢} Di-
agnam, 2004). ¥4 U= VY, & 19 AUl 3 YAEF 3 H@?’V‘ﬂ et =R
S M) =02 28 B 6= A5 2R 2AHH, o2 9490 93 A A
2 ul24d Yo thech mah19) Uelo] opd TE ThE A e shel wr
2 %01*‘], 3 999 N5 CE C =22 P73t}

25 LA - AZFFA M 0) = A(50)=X(-;0)+ ()0l Hv ZE 9
°]°ﬂ o AEFS S(t;0)= DH:‘J—]' Zol At}

S( t; 9) = Scs.l(t ) 0) . Scs.2(t)-
meta 4 10 i3 ER4F SRS 4 (25)22 BE oS3 2o

Ipa(t; 0) M (u; 0)S(u; 0)du

il
S~

= ASCS2( )fcsl(u 0) (31)
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ANA fesa(u; 0) = A(u;0)Scs1(u; 0)olth fes1(u; 0)= 2 D 2Holl SHA 713 0
$3ETE B4 9t 19 U 9P A2AL TS BEUEBSE ¥ 5 00 59
2 A8 Qolt A4 BT BT,

A (312 B3 2243 AR ‘jls'?g%jsp.l(t)% g 5 Ao

Fopa(t) = /0 Bea2(t) fosn(u; 8) du (3.2)

7|4 G 09) ML 23 3Fo|T S,0(- )L 99 19 8 AL 2=FTBoZ A3t A
ol 20f o3 A= A|7ke] KM FA Zolt}

]

3.2. Z24H CIF FHE2| A EA

A (3.2)9 8., 2(u)Ee 278 A< (piecewise continuous)o] 7] wfj&of <] tny o A1 Y
ER5H CIF 3% v 2ol 28 4 Aok

tny
/(; Ses. 2( ) fcs 1(“ 0)du

&N
=i
-
—_
o~
~
=
N
"
i

hol tG+1) .
= 3 Sualte) / Froot (u; B)du
§=0 @
h-1 R A
= Scs.2(t(j)){Ics.l(t(j+1);0) - Ics.l(t(j);e)}- (33)
§=0

A7V Suoaltiy) s 28 AAVES VANDLZ BT Yot FEAROZ B S 0]

KM ZA 0|1, Lo (t;0)E Losa(t:0) = [1fes.1(u; 0)duolTh.

A9 £E4A CIF 2432 Lo (0 D3 92 o Atk 49544 A9P47
M(t6) =09 ® Q99 ol FESH CIF 2L

fsp.l(t(h)) = Acs_Q(t(j)) . (e-ét(j) - e—ét<j+1>)

o]l At =3 B4 At B0l FolBEREE IE o A ¢, E24H CIF

Iopa(tiny) = 28032(t(]) (eXP[ (M(5)?] — exp(— (M(j+1))ﬁ])
o] Atk £E43 CIF T@%u AR & Shube Aol HAA e Yoo NFANE
CIFY] #AFg AT & Avke Relnh 4 (3.3)8 A5t BEHA g2 NHAA
CIF 333 th&3} 2ol 78 4 Atk tg) <t <tpen I W,
t
jsp.l(t) = / S'cs.Q(u) ’ fcs.l(U; é)du
0

= Lopalt) + Saoa(tin){ Lo (t:0) = Lot ) }. (3.4)
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=== Crude CIF
- - Weibull seriparametric CIF

+  Exponential semiparametric CIF
| -+ = lognormal semiparametric CIF
CIF

L 1 |

cumulative incidence function

000 005 010 015 020 025 030

time

4. crude CIF FHEE0| Uist 25X CIF FHEEQ| Mg

E£5243 CIF 33 %2 crude CIF 3 %3 vlas] £ o CIF 38 93 94U5H
A A@g g A, § B4 Qe 19 Ao i A2AD 11 £xo s 7HA
ol o] R3th AEANN N\HA T7t )M ZF v AFEES WE W, 1] £XE SolE
2AHE AL 2 LAH4A Y W2 £E25F CIF FAFY A5 ol B3 AEA
7ve] Bxzof th3t /1A S oA L crude CIF 33 Fol] 3t gholE £R24H CIF 33
Fo) Ja&S 7l gk 282 1o REE g AFEEE dl2A s FL
crude CIF 330 tjst - A7 EE £E 43 CIF 3% JHEEE Adste &

E4# CIF #4332 452 vlado.

AAEEZE M2 oY S EDo] e AEANT G
AN E (5.9,57) 015 th7HA27 0.10)2 el e
< 7 Bt HE (Y1, Y2)' 8 2. FAH
=exp(Y2)2 ¥t I F BENT T T1 3
% L=].,T1>T213 L=22 ?_]_—D]—
A9 HFgor EL7H100Q FEARE AN AA AA| CIF +4 F2 222 3
crude CIF 3%, 19] 9& 24 AL EE, ol 81 E, 5 AFELE 7M1} E2S
A A B E 24 419 veblth ASRBEE 7HE ER4 3 CIF 342 o &
2ol4 A CIFS} B Aol7} e A€ 2+

fee!
ol
B
B
2y
lo
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e
o
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‘O,
lo
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4.2. SEHTO0| Y= KZ20M2] U= E vl

9o 24P AuolN A4 EEE /M8 £R4H CIF 332 A4 CIFe] 2 3
¥ 92 FOEE, crude CIFS] th3t o] BRES B4 AFLE 2254 CIF 33 3o
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20
1
20

15
15

Relative efficiency
Relative efficiency

200 250 300 350 400 450

(a) AR TEE /A (b) SFo]BEZ 717

39 4.2 L))ol B 1,0 (40)9) FHES

247Zy 23k &, o) v FF 3§ 50, 100, 20070 LA A AA A
(t)NA Y crude CIF A3k (1) AA CIF g L(t) 282 2243 CIF £33
Lpa1(t;0) SOl BRZE 74T A9 s AFEEE 44T 450 tisl zhz A4

I3 g NEANMY ZF A AMFeA (L) - L) FH (Isp 1(t:0) — I(1)* &
20009 ¥HE o] 7z} 2 A7 _,] ]—x—gx}_,] 3+S AAE F, crude CIF A g0 o3 2}o)
ez A

T EE 253 CIF 339 dHEE&E A3t

EESEE Ao e [1(;0)0] N s A3 B2/ 2243 CIF
FAF [p1(t0)9) ANELE UrEMD} A9 2345 HE Y BEE U5 A4 EER
H}Eﬂl 7}7é§ N AFEE £E2F3 CIF 23 %L crude CIF FAHRT §&40] 4
4 Atk 53] /\17J-91 ZHtH o E&A o] ¢ &2, o]+ Bryant2}
D1agnam(2004)°ﬂ/\‘] HA Q= YA BERIZI XN4RBEY AL crude CIF =48] o)

AT RE FESZ CIF 2339 AR &o] AlZe RN &2 A3} A
:La‘ 42( b)E FA e YA st 2T BEE sto]BEREZZ R 713 g} o)
E84L Jehdth 285712009 3% crude CIF &
o] Ak o] A B & crude CIF A3} vl gdjA] o) BRE Z2R4x
CIF R %2 A7te] Tt &40 £4 Aot 28y 225715090 %9 2
ol REFTF AL A4 A AU T Aol AAAZ A s A A= S T
TEE X 7HAsE R AVAE 2R crude CIF A FHT B84 $4 vYes AS

4.3 BES7F 242 50, 2009 o) 4709) CIF FR %3 AR CIFE vla st

FE 5715092 wh= crude CIF 3349 o]t o] & A& A& 4= o). vido) &4
7} 2003 = = ¥ crude CIF 32 & o]4x ¢l RE E st 2wt 9 crude CIF A &
o] Slol B8 2 £R LA CIF FAFRT E&4 0] ¥4 U2 AL 2¥HHA crude CIF
Q1 1o &8k AbZ o] WA EA] Qrot A gko] 0™ W3] Yol EEE FR4F
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== Weibul semiparametric CiF
++++ Exponential semiparametric CIF . .
- = lognommal semiperametric CIF SRR
—_—F e

cumulative Incidencs tuniction

000 005 010 015 020 025 030
N N ( t N 1 v

cumutative incidence function
000 005 030 035 020 025 030

(a) EE4 50 (b) ®EZ4 200

1% 4.3: 4719) CIF &A%} A4 CIFS vz

CIF 233e A245E Ao Agcta BB

4.3. SEHC0| U= AI20AM2 HUEE Ul

& Bl SR dt & AFIAM FHEES A o)l TEH
A$2 FRANAT Sl AN oIl F i A deet A FAHA F
02N FLEE G5 C ~ U(e,600)E TAAZ T AA ASAZL TS FAA
Azt Coll B3 &5 AEAD T = min(T,C)2 H{L C7F TR Aol F
= 2 H(censoring) 2 2 A &3t T oS MR UA FEEDY HEE ZASIAT
109 W o)A} B3] B84 1009) G4E AN ZBF BEHLZ 0 =300 W F=
At v)go] 11%, a =2204 o) F=E Y u &0 22%, a =04 @ F=Z S H]&°] 50%=
Lreb ot

FE4o FE AW vlgol mhet 34 e Aol AT AL 7 DT F 415
Zo| Yelgth 22 FRSHUE FEETY HE] 55 4 e 4 AT AA
o] HojA A 1 Bx27l ¢ o)A 02 H, crude CIF:= € &3

(LU

H

lo

141 BRS9 FEAT 0ol BE B4 At 29 A AAY F7 A5

% 2D ML (o] B)

EES
0% (gle)  11% (300)  22% (220)  50% (0)
50 13.11 11.46 9.78 6.31
100 26.22 22.93 19.56 12.63

200 52.45 45.87 39.12 25.26
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o | o
“ ~—— no censoring b —— no censoring
== 11% censoring == 11% censoring
-+ 22% censoring <+ 22% censoring
= 50% censoring == 50% censoring
o | w |
g £
]
2 2
g 3 : e
[ - T <
[ EE
=) =
time time
P
(a) EEZ 100 (b) EE4 200
A ~
: FEEG 2o WE gl B ;0)9 Aoias
3% 4.4 FEZD 20l T ol B [,a(t;0)8 ANES
N \ |
b \‘ —— no censoring ® —— no censoring
N ~ = 11% censoring p = = 11% censoring
~d «e+ 22% censoring R “ere 22% censoring
\\ o 50% cONBOTiNG Y = 50% censoring
2y
e > o ‘-
£ HE 3
s s
s o s o
T = T =
o @
© T T T T T T © T T T T T T

time

(a) EES 100 (b) EE4 200

3945 FEADG gl BE S BF [oa(t;0)9) AHEE

323 44(a)% (b))t EES 0 A B¢ FEAGHE] B2 L)l AT 9
JIBEE 7MY [pa(¢:6)9) HHEEE Yehdrh EX S TR /M4 T ol BEE £ES
A CIF 4% AgAol A AR FEEG w1 g0 S5 B &4 ol ¥
ol 2 ¢ & Atk ot FEZY MLl 5E5F RS CIF £4F] A A
W) A =3 iﬂaoﬂ e Gl Zopdtin 424 4 Yok 2 FEE k2 A 7}
A% s AFEE 2244 CIF 232 29 459049 Zo] FEET il Fagl
ol A&4o) ¥t

oz #4 e 46l g3 A 7 DA M 3
ESFE ALY AR EE24FH CIF 23 %2 23 244 of
A 42 .

E 418 B9 FEEY) 92 FES 500 ALY FEED vl &o] 50%0) L BES

¢ F=Ed vEl
3k G 7ol FopA =

2]
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20
L

LN
,' b — n=50 & no censoring
N == n=100 & 50% censoring
.
.

15
15

Relative efficiancy

1.0

Ralative efficiency

0.5
1
05

time time

(a) n=50 & no censoring vs. n=100 & 50 % censoring(b) n=100 & no censoring vs. n=200 & 50 % censoring

Y46 FF VST ST AF ol La(1:6)9 4ES

7410091 A7k B4 Qe Al T BF AR WAL} WSk 22D FEAT)
QT EES 1009 392 FEAD 6l & o] 50%0] T FE7 2009 A9 B e
Q9] FZ A WAL HSFTE 1Y 462 oS FREEE WP Rolth

Y 46014 Be] BA At Ao 4T FF AHAY WAST 0T A A
ZWEANE FEAD U o] £ 97 FOBEE FESF CIF 2939 1840
o Ech doi A AN E B RE R4l $o0 2L RS 4P FEAT W)

g °1 lﬂOH‘Jﬁ—i BEHol W2 7] FolEUth £ 429 & 432 B4Y 23T o
5. 3524

B4 A8+ 32 719 (Hodgkin’s disease)©] 9l Princess Mar-
garet ¥ 9 2] Bx}o] o 3 2} 7 o] th(E X : www.uhnresearch.ca/hypoxia/People_Pintilie.htm).
S o, 28 B 27 AY(1 ) T )2 L 22 Wi
W (radiation; RT) o] U 33} 2 ¥ (chemotherapy; CMT) & otth 2342 718 Ao+
A9 ol Fo Idd FEFF = Agolth AN DA I_—r(years)"]—l—,
AL H2 GHE Y AIZHS Yehdth

’é’;‘—‘?—“ o A} crude CIF2} —rE—”FZi CI FAFE ARt AYFT S 28 HE
ot e}, ot F ol AElA & 3 BEE BAAAFE AR 11
SANY AENA °“‘4z°k°ﬂ ‘:H"} el ]—,7647—1 4 A4S UeEdnh 28
"a«qit‘i AlZboll et AEA Y FHAAIT T/ ASHLE SR8 A4 E

i CIF 3322 A9t gtk 19 5.1(b)< logtol T2 log(—log(S(1) & 1
A(b)E AR AREE ALt e MYl H g ER4H CIF F4F
£ A&t
_]

BXo] o] BEE £H4F CIF

B A7 AHed 4%
g

[o
4 g
o>4
f:l
S
ol
0{

a

ot ot
oo
N
N N’

e
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_yln
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flo T tH
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# 4.2 BES9 25 HY b Lo B2 ol [, ,(1;0) ANEE

0% =2 11% =289 22% S22 50% = A
n=50 n=100 n=200 n=50 n=100 n=200 n=100 n=200 n=100 n=200
170 0.48 0.28 0.15 0.66 0.44 0.25 0.49 0.28 0.71 0.45
190 0.74 0.46 0.27 1.06 0.70 0.46 0.78 0.53 1.22 0.83
210 1.14 0.81 0.52 1.57  "1.21 0.93 1.33 1.05 1.78 1.51
230 1.65 1.27 1.01 1.88 1.72 1.63 1.80 1.71 2.07 2.11
250 1.86 1.67 1.68 1.86 1.79 1.84 1.76 1.76 1.87 1.83
270 1.79 1.72 1.81 1.67 1.59 1.45 1.52 1.37 1.58 1.40
290 1.60 1.54 1.41 1.46 1.35 1.12 1.32 1.09 1.39 1.13
310 1.40 1.35 1.08 1.32 1.23 0.96 1.22 0.97 1.26 1.03
330 1.26 1.18 0.92 1.23 1.12 0.91 1.13 0.94 1.15 1.00
350 1.17 1.10 0.85 1.16 1.06 0.90 1.08 0.94 1.10 1.01
370 1.10 1.04 0.85 1.10 1.06 0.94 1.07 0.98 1.07 1.04
390 1.07 1.02 0.86 1.06 1.07 0.99 1.07 1.03 1.05 1.06
410 1.07 0.99 0.87 1.05 1.05 1.00 1.06 1.01 1.05 1.04
430 1.05 0.98 0.90 1.03 1.03 1.02 1.03 1.03 1.05 1.02
450 1.03 0.99 0.93 1.00 1.02 1.01 1.02 1.02 1.04 1.03

Az

F 43 ERS 25809 v L B2 A5 AF [,.(t;0)9 A

0% FE A 11% 3529 2% FEdg 50% g2
n=50 n=100 n=200 n=50 n=100 n=200 n=100 n=200 n=100 n=200
170 2.36 2.30 2.20 2.14 2.23 2.18 2.23 2.13 2.28 2.17
190 2.08 1.96 1.92 2.01 1.82 1.85 1.83 1.82 2.05 1.87
210 1.84 1.75 1.73 1.83 1.69 1.67 1.69 1.64 1.77 1.65
230 1.73 1.53 1.56 1.62 1.56 1.52 1.55 1.49 1.61 1.60
250 1.56 1.42 1.46 1.48 1.42 1.42 1.42 1.41 1.47 1.51
270 1.45 1.38 1.44 1.40 1.37 1.33 1.36 1.36 1.38 1.42
2390 1.38 1.38 1.37 1.32 1.31 1.27 1.31 1.30 1.33 1.35
310 1.28 1.36 1.27 1.26 1.29 1.24 1.29 1.28 1.28 1.31

A1t

330 1.21 1.28 1.22 1.21 1.21 1.20 1.22 1.24 1.20 1.27
350 1.15 1.23 1.17 1.14 1.14 1.14 1.15 1.19 1.14 1.22
370 1.09 1.16 1.16 1.10 1.11 1.11 1.12 1.14 1.10 1.17
390 1.07 1.12 1.12 1.06 1.11 1.10 1.12 1.13 1.09 1.15
410 1.07 1.07 1.07 1.07 1.09 1.07 1.11 1.08 1.10 1.10
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Performance Comparison of Cumulative Incidence

Estimators in the Presence of Competing Risks

Donguk Kim® Chikyung Ahn?

ABSTRACT

For the time-to-failure data with competing risks, cumulative incidence functions
(CIFs) are commonly estimated using nonparametric methods. If the cases of events
due to the cause of primary interest are infrequent relative to other cause of failure,
nonparametric methods may result in rather imprecise estimates for CIF. In such cases,
Bryant et al. (2004) suggested to model the cause-specific hazard of primary interest
parametrically, while accounting for the other modes of failure using nonparametric
estimator.

We represented the semiparametric cumulative incidence estimator and extended
to the model of Weibull and log-normal distribution. We also conducted simulations
to access the performance of the semiparametric cumulative incidence estimators and
to investigate the impact of model misspecification in log-normal cause-specific hazard

model.

Keywords: CIF, competing risks, semiparametric estimator, relative efficiency, Weibull
distribution, log-normal distribution.
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