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DAY BULRE B0 RASTN AL NS 2k Aol Te EA 2
Bl Yk 53l WA 297 e e WAL} el BRGNS Hol &
e Bl S e IETSAEA, o8 9AE Y5 ALl ol 8 v
Rolmipo] Bo) 9|25 Hv} 5% A2e BAE o1 FFY 47 ks ool Aek. 0w 19154
o] Greenwood 2} Yule (1915)-2 Al X}Eg EA g glojA WAle FEe At JFoHA o2 A
o Abololl HF AL} ZHpAd (susceptibility) ol A 2] o] A/d (heterogeneity)-S 23] oF Tt 75 vl
St SRR ol2lE WA AR} AR Y BiHE T2 BARAES AN PBoE o3
of FetarEo] ol AR SARAE o] o114 Yghov, 1990 dto] ZolAok B 7R &
AN IRt AT S G I IYE S8 B ARSI Y40l D HELE DALY
Erty AT 2 # 25 Bl =¥Eo] 99t} (Halloran 5, 1992; Longini 5, 1993; Brunet 5,
1993).

SRS GPAEAAE AN ARE R Slof SFLATY) 43P0l FARGI2AD
ARSNEE 247e] BA1Bo| £2L ARET PUES 2T T} wnenA e Aol
A Ees Ao 22357 AR o]A A oletd v 9] ¥ 2 ¥ (proportional hazards mode)S] 7178 -& 9
WA AT w8 AR AARY 0% SOz Bae] AT BASC} Yt TP WSE 29T
T 8 AT glon, AXo] M FaAol gEA YA B2 ATE Wol Atk olHT #EH

7] 2 MR Qe o)A FAE L Hashy] s e A RPo) vtz = 4E E ¥ (frailty
model)o]u, = de] 2 HL YA AR E BA4%7) $13F 92 &7 3 (random effect model) o] 2+
T RPNV 5 gt 2R WA AFNA i AEA LS ohEE T 2 B E ¥ (univariate
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frailty model)-& &-§-3 7-¢7} 9t} (Halloran 5, 1996). 3HA|9t AA Ao A S FAEL WAL 3
3 A FAFA g2 Fooz N Y o] e BB FRA(AE, Yo, vk, 71 F)¢el d
£ JEAEERE ME dBF = (correlated) S A5 E S H AU 2L SFAERE A
FEAZFEC] v A o2 BAEFH = A7 %ol Aok ol AT AAAL A7 EHe)] FHdF e |
L v Aojn] AFAR= FA3] o] & 4o ukgdtojof LA ok, gl RE9 WA A7 e I AR
Tz BRAOR A AT AR/ L 1A 4T SPAHA ALANAER 753 gk =8
A9 BE WARA A5 HSHA g2 FAE A9 BEH g JARAE SHeE M
Bt R4S 3t Yo} of= SulE B4o] opn, A o2 AEA FFE v T ES
7 123 of gich

a2¥E2 B AFdAE o)A R AL &0l 2AT £ e tIT AFS AT A7
£ 53 2ol 3R yEL vzt B =82 uLH 2ol 4 =AUk 2734 vlEN
3, Andersen-Gill 2%, =8| d¥] 23, FF =¥ Y&} E ¥ (Shared frailty model) 18] 1 RH-57
¥ (Repeated Measurement model)S A7t} 33 A= deAn Ao A= Oz AHA 2
Eo]l EF¥H oz EAT ul, 4 Y EL o] &3] A8 WA T7e] A bias)E HIL3IUTH
3 540 oA Aol AR g 20| EAT wf =S AT Aolo) WE WAE 249 HFL w)
3Tt A e 2 4o A B e tist 22 vhE & dpdlA] WAET) 20 At =
SIS =

o |

RO L oo oogk

2. 23
2.1. CoxQ| biEfiiE 2 s

Cox9] HIENIEYES AEA FAH %) A 42l wl¢ g 249 gon, A7
tol] Q] 23hs FAY XHEIE 0] 2319 Ar) = limyo PIT < ¢+ hlt < T1/hS] 73L& 7Fs3HA] 3t
(Cox, 1972; Therneau2} Grambsch, 2000). Cox2] uld|$I @R F A9 HZX]2] YA A X)= vt
< 4 2.7 2

AtIX) = () expXi(0)B), t20,i=1,...,n, Q.1

A7)1A e A7l A 29 ZhE ZA o= 4ol v] 7149 Y < (baseline hazard function) 2 7
3, AX)E H ALY A7 el A9 @ Folth

Xi = (Xig,...., XV = 0829 px 1 Qg 3P|, p= LERA G2 px 19 9 A
olt}t. B 4l (2.2)8} 2o BB - Jhi~(partial likelihood function)ol] 7] & 3}ed 4§t} (Cox, 1972).
A7)A 6= SEAD A FRoE 00]3, HEH B Lol 1] Aot

d;

1| _expX(©B)

L(B) = 1t . 2.2)
1_1[ [Z eXP(X(t)ﬂ)]

2.2. Andersen-Gill 23

Andersen-Gill 232 A'Trecurrent) Sh= A2ALAES th&7] 935 43 23 ot} (Andersenat
Gill, 1982). Cox9] H| B 2 3-8 Andersen-Gill RH A= ofl|9} Zo] AFx] RE AIAE &
A3 7| AL P48 2=ty 714 3t} (Box-Steffensmeiersd De Boef, 2006).

(X)) = YD expXi()B), i=1,...,n. (2.3)
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Ao Cox9] vl&El 18 Bl A g} np7iA 2 A Zkell tiall A 29 3h& 2A G 7IAAETolY,
e A8 Y AFEFE 3t X = (X, .., XY & I8 Q] px 18] EHE F o,

= GH AR B2 px 19 GHE Agolt). Ve ANAAFE WA APA Aol AEF S ),
1& 7Hch. 232 dviidvict o) AAQ A% & A = 2249 A AR G 1AA
Rty AR, AAEL 9= 13EH A =t (Kleinz} Moeschberger, 1997). ©] ¥ Wei 5
(19899l &J3te] B PAE A2 BAZ 24 o] A A (heterogeneity) o] T3] ALY Ell BT
1 d & Qe Aol X5 FA3817] 93 72 SH(robust) 3t g o] AN A KTt

23, ZoYEl 2Y

ZH L By ot A7E QA E D BRATAA Hle] AAe] FEFA ke 7HElA
A2 9t} (Aalen, 1988). o 7] 4 =8| Y] (Frailty)= & | %2 W& FHrandom effect) 2 3}
3F ellA e AREC] FF3ke grolth =3 ma dE] 2y thils A& ATo A ALSAIT gk
BFx7 2 o) 2257 % 3} (Klein} Moeschberger, 1997). Z#| Y] 712 232 o} 2} 2t}

AUZ, X) = Ap(Ou;expX;(0B), t=20,i=1,...,n. 24

Az, Xye 914 31 B2 ARFFOIH, ()& 114 B9 AAA B Pl

X = Kavooo Xpl £ SRR 9] px 19918 Boln), p AeAA) %S px 18] e A
Folth. FEWS ut B A b NYAY TALE Wolth oJ71M wt FFo) 1013 Hato]
29 BEZNY SYH 02 dojArky ARFH, 17t 100k 2W Yol FoPAE Aol 1urt
oW Aol Aopx= Zolet B & YATH YAt AoiA ole) ADE F A WA AATE 27
e A5 19U B Fe) FRE SUHA Hn, YTAB o] YIS 4 Y= AdBRREY A
JAx F2B ARE A4 D 4 Aok

A= o) AAY Fet ol AdEe] vk 54 Ad A9 2 A4S A
B7HHEH 0 2 AZ2H o] g Aol TF 2 e 2¥E 1T 4 A} (Box-Steffensmeiers} De
Boef, 2006). =3 FF ZHLE 2 Aok JEAE0] T4 ZHYEE TR 7
gt} 35 = YE] 232 Clayton (1978)0 213 2715 913 Hougaard (2000)°fl &}3) A= At
nge] H¥A7F GAY e FoA AR o, A i= 1,...,6)E B2 E FAFH Akn =
TEim). yiy = o) iDL jAR @A HED YA FEZG AAESE ERch
Ak ig) jAR) B8R BRAA TAF X = X, Xip) S A iS] jAA) AFoide] px 12l &
A2 295, Joe] F A £E D; = £ 6,2 Ak webd 3 2 dE 2L 4 2.5
2t}

Aij(1) = 2o(5) exp(X; (NP + wi) = Aou; exp(Xi(1)B), 2.5)

71 (0 Azt el At iol AR @A) oI, ()= ZIAAFE otk pE A
22RE 245 A% px 1 e olu, wt AT e WFEolth 71N wi Bl 101
EAlo] o29l BRE2RE EA 02 dojPux 7P, 4240wt SYRLE f,(OEFEH 217
o, AutF oz Aol Holg A% f,()E thS Zo| 2aAFEZ Y BTt el RS
w2t 7AA S} (Gutierrez, 2002; Duchateau 5-, 2002).
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. _ 1 (logv)2)
3 EL3E . = - .
s o] O?J;:L@%‘_& fv) Y e exp( Y
{1iy-1 —
L ] _\_/\ 5 ] ‘E'— M = —————-v exp( U/y)

2.5. B2 &% 9% (Repeated measurement model)

HARIHE FAHN AT VEEA 2L o4 JHE /IR A F uHANERRolgl B
F 1o, 449 oL tF e e fasiy "tk H3@A = 1,...,.nE AAZF 2
F U HF M AR O Z4AE 7HAH, vi7h To]d 38 A= dARE Foll £330 091 B+ ]
AETE T8 dje FEA 9] 247 jollA DA AAY AAEoly, 7HE j oA Ao i
BEEL WY 2E3F(wi)l A3} JZA AHAvik 33 e x; 2 REEY, o= 43
oA RS B3 AW AE 8o JFE X e ASoltt g HBAvuitle] 5ol W o)
u, 5 SHFOE A% AWM s AE YR E Aol A &% ;90 BEE R
o), ¥l AW &3 S og U &9 FEE FA AY dF-E FAA & ok vt
A 4 k. olule) AAEF 7 gk 4] 2.6)F Zo] A E = Y} (Valim 5, 2008).

e 272 938 288 98] GEE(Generalized Estimating Equation) *H-& ©]-83}5 (Liang3}
Zeger, 1986; Zeger®} Liang, 1986), Tk 712 91 o] A4 W& 77} QIthd 1 - exp@) 7t A EH-E
yeldciy 8 < 9t}

VE—1- Pr(dy = 1vi = 1, x5 2,8, 6, 2) 26
Pr(dy = 1|y = 0, x50, 6, 4)
T, Pr(dij = v = 1, x50, 8,6, 4) Pr (wyj3 4y)
B o Pr(d,«j = 1|y =0, x5, 8:, 8, /I)Pr(w,-j; /lij)
. 1-exp (-—/l,-j exp (afjx,-j +B;i+ éizj,'j))
1 -exp (——/l,- ;€Xp (aizji J))

3. 2014y
3.1. O|&2A Y AlZ12] & (Event Dependence)S 11218 C}QFsH AtSO Ao eiA S 0t M Hl 2

A e A5 9 AP Aol ol Foln, AEAAE ) 4% dFF oYt MRS
oz £ 8(= 2271 AFE et A =29 A=T dade AL L7 A7) oldg
FEEEE IRtk gujoly, B A olAE HFo] 40]3 E4be] 169 FvEEE Wty 7143
act. AgA S ZeAdo] o] AL A+ w7t BEo) 1ola B4to] 19) ZvlR 2 & wErial 733}
gdog Alde] EPAolA) o A= Ay = ks 2 FUch ‘

E 12 Zzte] AdoA S E A |-80) 20%, 40%, 60% ¢ o, 23 571X & 43 5 AL )
23 AHEL A Aotk A AR AT 1S AN PR FL PHE BVSAL, FGL =Y
€] Zru} B ¥ (Frailty Gamma model) o]t A} R #A) AbAvRE 718 3}5ch. AGYE Andersen-Gill &
Yolo, SFGE Ff ZH ¥ 28, w824 P2 RM2 2 A3t T8H 871K 43L& o3
I 2ok N2 2543 3 =29 ojdA o] 2A3A) oo WA Ao BF 5YAQ 430
t}. E(= Exposure)t A% k&9 oA vl &5t 4Fo|ui, S(= Susceptibility)¥= I @AFe] 744
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E 1 oA 9 ARG S0l TN Y AN 574 BYL TR BN 3 0
Model N E S D ED SD ES ESD
(A)FE=Zd v 20%
PH 0.07673 —-0.19304 -0.18339 0.07765 -0.18970 —0.17263 -0.25429 -0.25135
FG 0.09800 -0.12907 0.01830 0.10270 -0.12215 0.02600 -0.17892 -0.18516
AG 0.03526 ~0.22586 -(.21959 0.10454 ~0.22191 -(.18908 -~(.27854 -0.26759
SFG 0.17942 -0.01057 0.10924 0.29369 ~0.05626 0.17919 ~0.06140 -0.09748
RM -0.28038 -0.18155 -0.21047 -0.16752 -0.15953 -0.19099 -0.18359 -0.16927
(B) T=E T H|§ 40%
PH 0.10290 -0.24450 -0.19671 0.10626 ~0.24121 -0.17755 -0.27629 —0.27609
FG 0.10547 -0.24220 -0.04395 0.10720 ~0.23975 -0.03966 -0.25852 ~0.26437
AG 0.03204 -0.26984 -0.22884 0.07273 ~0.29895 -0.20716 -0.30118 -0.30214
SFG 0.15210 -0.13596 0.05219 0.22035 —0.20359 0.06842 -0.15414 -0.19355
RM -0.14731 -0.15978 -0.19897 +-0:13473 ~0.14584 -0.17401 -0.17687 -0.16213
C) 2EH T v]& 60%
PH -0.05651 -0.32177 -0.23951 ~(0.06046 -0.32257 -0.22808 -0.31744 -0.32150
FG —0.00005 -0.32177 —0.17935 —0.00585 -0.32257 -0.17186 -0.31608 -0.32060
AG -0.06399 -0.32676 -0.25371 ~0.08306 —0.35921 —0.25098 -0.33594 -0.33807
SFG 0.07937 —-0.22837 -0.04016 0.08462 -0.28270 —0.04472 -0.21855 —0.24622
RM -0.13254 -0.15470 —0.18493 -0.13638 -().14096 -0.16077 -0.17064 -0.15539
5 0] 24l 3901 D(= Dependence)= AHA0] SYA oI A] ke 43 Tk EDE 2 w29
1247} AR o] SYACIA ke AHolnl, SDE A5 AL o] A4T MRS o] A2 AR APoln
ESE 44 % % 2449 o A4 299 Aeloln ESDE: BE 397t 0 2eid B3t
FEAT H1 2] 20%% we] Aol A R AA AR TS wAN Y 2Pl Aol SY7
oA g w 717 Bkl AT VAR R WA AATE AEF me| e} Fv BYL P44
o] o A4 AVH0) SAH 0| R AATIA Tei% Aol A Bko] Ak, Andersen-Gill 23
2 oA AR E B L5 e BN Aol A et 3§ TAYH 2RL I
3 =29 ol 4ol T Ue w Aol ol AAF AN 0) BYH o= EA)she B, ED, ES,
ESD 434 #gFo] 47 hehde.

FEAG g0 40% Y W zZHzhe] Aol A Hae] Ao gho] 71 FA 2ol P2 F=E
ok u]-&0) 20% Y wi o} B3, MHEE AR E L2 20% D ul B} 40%0A BEo] Eojue AE
IR 2 o) B2 RPE) AL Loyt viARe R FEEE ugo] 60% U wie A W A+
A 123 Y YE] 2Fo] N, Dol A AZko] At F-7 malde 22 S, SDoA] ThE 2ol
Hl&] Aol ZA Vehgth. FEEE ulgo] 2U18E e 2y9] #ko] Z718 Ao njs| HHE
J2 gL ¢3]2] £91.o1, E, ED, ES, ESDo)| A #©3ko] 2 vebyt}. S22 u]g2] E71l n}
4R A2 s R A AARS Tesks AN ILY T Zy dE AP $A FER
1€ 0] 20% 1} 40% 4 wjoll v)af 227t A gttt

F 1o wEd 2 =F 9 AFAY gl o FAR AR 2l dEts] o] e A% ESDY
A ZEgEngo] ¥ uis T6H 2a e Avt 28] A3Fo) AYAT FE vl &) SIS
= w23 u ol giko] 2 vehytth, vl 2R f2 BY S viE FEEE S 57t
FL B A3 vl g 3EAE 2AE How, BE g &) 20%%Y = v
E2A 5o t}E E¥ 5o ua) Ade] AW FEEEN o) 54FE P AU PR Ve
wth MAALTE AF 7)ol 41 I NE FrEEm]go] ol AL 1T o|A7A] RHF
02 o249 d A AA AHATS w3 RP R BE ASAAL R RYRNESHEEAY
A& Zro] opd AMAL® 28 Ry o] MAET S A ERA Y £ duies Ax s of gt

oLl I
oy o
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32, ZY L Eo| U HR M 2412 DS A0 WA TN Ul

Rl A 87HA] BEHA A% 5 A ed 2 A o)A AHM £& 25 IS ESD 43
Al AW e2] B F4HE T AA5RS W) AEAE 25 vz J8A g
49 o] AT A QB2 3.1 AT} Y AMAE 6}351‘”'4 a4 ‘—g Az Ex:= 3E
I BAbo] (2.5,7.5), (4,20), (6,30), (8,32), (10,26), (11.5,16.25)2 7R EE &ty 7}7376‘]—935}
(Vahm 2008). ©] jo] 2 1-2 ztz}e] AFFoA 2 Adu]Eo] 20%, 40%, 60%<Y wj 571 =

< 8% Fo AFEL TWPZE A3 Aotk 1Y 104 FEEEHE0] 20%0)0] T = 4
*“31’1‘01 2+ e T Al Zd QE 239 o] v By u)F] 71 Zont, o|AA Bl
EoRFE g2 Eﬁé o vj3l ko] A F7Ec SEEHUE 20%Y WE vHNE 2
3} Andersen-Gill 282 A 29| ofFAE 123t R o] of 7] W&o o] i F R Fo
o FEZY H[Eo %ﬂﬂz} 3 AL FEHAA e ofd MMEEA R332 S e g0
FoMALE o] £3o0, AW x£9 olFA o u}E 2 XolE Holx Yt o RYEHE
OEA WS RYL2 SE2EH|E o)A B SR A A gl A% AnE R
Att. MEESARYL FraEgu|go] Bl o)A FFo] Fow T4 = LE B vjE AIF

of ZIAIE, ol AA o] AstsE| 1 5] <Al Bolxl= B3tz Ao vHEAE v =Y

B R0 3 A 9E RERO AL 9 B

Andersen-Gill 232 Rel|A Survival B}Ol‘ﬂi‘]ﬂPﬂ ?} Coxph &8 53l F3o| 7}s3m
SASo| A+ PROC PHREG7} 91t} RollAe] =#dE] 23-E 53 £42 Coxph F40)A] frailty &
A& A3, SASOlAE Klein (1992)¢] AlAIS EMZ X 8] &0l 7|23 via 2 2 Jls3ith o]
Roj|A] frailtypack o] Bel2] A Z#| YE] B85 o] &3 £4& 98 T8 AFse). vpAeR
B2 AT PO GEE BHL o] 832 RIAE gee 2hol B ] e]9] geese T2 A3} SASOA)
+ GENMOD Z 2 AJA & o] §-3c}.

4. 2Z

A2 WA ATl BB GAAT L FEAT QolA WS FE T AT AEHA e
A Atololl AFA1e A ‘3-! AY =259 ARNAY ojBAY S IS oF k. WA EAY A2
B2te] A¥ AAE o] YA FA3}7) ol RE FoT W4 wFer AW HFF E 5§
o} o] vt ohuzt WA dTe 44 BE7)Zbo] ATE wHEE = AE ARTY A5 ARz
AEF 2N 9F2 v+ Qlok ol 4FH EA4E Testq A = «l A= H A7 &
/0] o|AH B, AEAAEl 45 AAF o] Y& A9} ol e 2Fo] BEPFHow g
%wﬂ ol FAH Byl g AAAA u '

AR 7T A2 B3 B ZYL YAA T, SEET vl g0 HojdrE HLE—%E’.?*

i% 2 Aol o] AA A AFAAE ThE RY S v)3) € B adr—— Haack A AR A
e T At 2 e 2 YL FE2EHE0] AL dol& ok P50 vs] £ A7t A5
A BFH A o, FESEN o] FolA4E 24 g AR ZH HFEQLh o= FE B
FEol We ue AL BEH Ao vl FF Ak A& FAo Qo] AE AT FERLH A
AE T EFTZY A7t 71AN LS 2 oJAA o= A3 SR Uesr| WiEoz 4749
o B AW =EAES oA ALSE e E 1A e BYE 2R L HANERE
A A Zotal €FFHE A & 5 YUtk AREO B H oA gL ) ATt U
HlaH PR Yol 1} Andersen-Gill2H- 0] —g_- a:]zs} B23o] ol ujEe ARH oz A3t HE
€ 2ok 2 EE NAATA ol = 3 B YT 13 3te] WAEHAE 337 BHrke 244 9
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Comparative Study for Estimating Vaccine Efficacy in
Vaccine Research under Heterogeneity

Sooyoung Lee?, Jae Won Lee!*

“Department of Statistics, Korea Univerisity

Abstract

In vaccine research, proportional hazards model including only first event have been widely used for esti-
mating vaccine efficacy because it is easy to interpret and convenient. However, this method causes not only
loss of information but also biased result when heterogeneity of study subject in exposure and susceptibility ex-
ists. Furthermore, it is hard to ignore the possibility that each event is correlated with each other in the repeated
events. Therefore, we compare various statistical models to estimate vaccine efficacy under various situations
with heterogeneity and event dependency.
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