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Abstract

The Weighted Logrank test and its special case, Logrank test are widely used to compare survival distribu-
tions; however, these methods are inappropriate when the sample size is small or censoring distributions are
not equal since they use test statistics from approximate distributions. A permutation test can be an alter-
native for small sample cases; however, this should be used only when censoring distributions are equal. To
handle cases with small sample size and unequal censoring distributions, the permutation-imputation method
was developed to compare two survival distributions. In this paper, approximate method, permutation
method and permutation-imputation method were compared using a Logrank test and Prentice-Wilcoxon
test for three or more survival distributions comparison.
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<9 A4S AA o780 WE eHeHT 479 2 AR UEton, JT 7o) BR
77k the A$oll 3 Aol B8 4A7kelA UERtth (Kellerer® Chmelevsky, 1983).
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Lox o] 8=F 4 Q29| YERHT) (Hellers} Venkatraman, 1996).
Wel = 9 7 BAE 2 Qe FEdY B2 BASTE A0l 35
o} ARe] Agole A2 219 24
o ¢4 L% Q9 A B v
A B2 2717 Ao 7 A F qisE A7 =<L-thA 24
H (Permutation-Imputation test) Z} . ] &7 (Imputation step) Al
FAF7HE stollA o] AL 5o HAde] gEshA] s ARE 24T T £49 A4 DA (Permutation
step) & B30 A Polh (Wang 5, 2010).
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HO:SlZSQZ"':Sg (2.1)
{(Xi,6:, Zi)si = 1,... ,n}= Ak&e} 8har, o] wff 4R Aol tisto] X2 #&d A7, 62 $EZ
o AN, 223 Ziw AAe] Ade UEhle fgolth T8l ni R E nge 24 AT 2837]

2 ougth. w8 0=, 0,27 a3

J

2.1. 15 2089 2EY
gl AR AE B2 a7 Sla) Quidos de) 2ol el 7% 2149 A4 (Weighted
Logrank test)& A-7o] ol v) Aol A AR selxe] ltis & o] fob A7 BEH A}
Aol 4:9] Aol g Fol ARsE Wolh.
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Table 2.1. Contingency Table at t;

At Aol 4~ ol A
A1 di; mi; — di; my;
At 2 da; ma; — da; ma;
Z\:}‘a— g dgi mgi - dgi mgi

Al d; m; — d; m;

of wf, zZt AlFelAe TtEAE oJgA Ash=ifel wet o AAWoE vl Sled, &

Aol dhal U AFNE F= AWl AF 2aed A4W BE 499 2w
H (Logrank test)olth. gt z+ A|Ho] AEIES VISR Fo AZt] Z4E JEAE &
Prentice-Wilcoxon 77 (Prentice-Wilcoxon test)©] @] 2o]&=d], o]+ o] HAARo] Zwk A

ARl wiZs 29 AAHED EHAES Ao R A 7] wiEeltt. o fox Tt
AARH o] Z2AFA| W B =RA = gxdo g »ol= 2159 AA W Prentice-Wilcoxon 7
o thE L $t

= 249 ARN ARAEADS AR E S 2h 4 <to < --- < 1S

Aol dojit AIZHE =AY Z Ygst Aojgtar 3hd EE ¢, s Table 2‘1«] EERE YT = 9

sl

=
7t AR AEAE wigkl B w, O = SF widyi, Bj = S wimyi(di/mi)oli, O =
(0203 te '09)7 E= (EQEB ° )OID:] 5“ Eﬂ V = {U]] } U]]’ = w; Cov(dﬂv dj z) jvjl = 2737 e 79?4_

o, AEAF T+ th=3h QD}.
T=0-E)VY(O-E)~x;,. (2.2)

AR StollA ARBAZ T ZAHHCE A5 (9 - 1) FPRZE waF Hn 79 o] 35
2 A "t} (Mantel, 1966; Cox, 1972).
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o]Zle] U* 9] +=¥&2Z(Permutation Distribution)o|t}). 4 AAHWL A A5 {(X;,6:,2:);i =
1,...,n}ollA AR U9 gro]l U ¢dE29 (1 — )RR 2 4 (2.1)9 7HEE 7| 43H
Hr}.

2.3. &-UIx 2HY

]

] =EA A e £E-UA A (Permutation-Imputation test)2 Wang 5 (2010)2] =
< s otk ¢4-tA AREL 4 Jde 2EarvF Fun Ju 3t FEEW £2U g2
Ao 2 AL A S22 vuE A MddE PHoE ¢4 FA A (Permutation step)2}
2] @A (Imputation step)& © it} 7(]—;‘-—;7]— (X,0,2)9] Sejoln 7t Mokl Atk By
7} G1,Ga,...,Gy 2 & i, 3] (X,6)e] AFREI BT
FYE Adoltt. 28y AT EExE0] 2R 4T, (X,0)9 AFRETL Zo Y& HEBR 7]
E9 AT «d AAWE o8 ¢ §A Fr 5171 918h, TthA 3 (Imputation) < ©]
|35 BAHH ABE 7Moo 3 g NMEL AEE AAGE T St
(AR A ot AT} (X, 0)Q W, g7 AME2 AE QA ( . A
BHe IEe £ 9 ?ﬂl”oi AF 2L AR AR AR Aeke] %30 }}% 73_?_7 F,o =R
ZE w2y, G;9 SEEY E2E wg2E g A8, {(Xiy,6;)i) = 1,...,9+& A4 Aok
(Xi1,0:1) 7} /‘g’“ﬂ HHE A= =9, A8 AV A HA Z; = 17Dl S8ithd ol #EE =}
g7} adz o8tk &, (X1, 6a) = (Xi,8)0lth. Zi=q, ¢=2,...,9% 3%, A2EZ F,2 0}
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), ifd; =1 and min(X;, C}) =
), if §; =1 and min(X;, C}) = CY,
+,0), if §; =0 and min(X;,C}) = C7, (2.3)
), if 6 =0 and min(T},C}) = T7,

)

(
(
(Xi1,6i1) =< (
(
( s ifd; =0and X; < Cf < T}

o, ro] uniform(0,1)ollM BAH 29 +d wl, C; = G7'(r), v7} uniform(F, (Xi),l)oﬂ/ﬂ A
Al 7249 4 o), T7 = F;'(v)olth. § ol ¥F+ A wiegkdey AAE

A (Xig,big) & 22 FAoz AAE 5 Aok @ Fy(max(X;)) < 12 F,7F 2943
v > Fy(max(X;))old, T;7F 442 & Itk mekA oy dt Al T = max(X; )ft' 32 o] 7
Ae FEAGH Aow 7433} w3 G 7 BARAI EZoln] r > Gj(max(X | Z

Cf =max(X; | Z; = j)2 847 o] Al FEAvE Ao 153}

ARE (X1, 00), (Xi2, 6i2), .., (Xig, 6ig)E AF7H SollA Zioll 2&84A] @A At (Wang 5,
2010). ©] o, (Xi1,0a ),(Xzz,&z),...,(Xig,&g)% TR 2+ AFA (Permutation) S 3 ZPS A
< ¥, ool Aee Bl (27, X, 67) S AR

(Xi,64), it ZP = Z;,
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(X77,077) = . (2.4)
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b S e B wHERStE (U, U, U 7h ARSI AL, o Ao U Y] Rtk ¢d-H
2 AAWL Ao A8 {(X“(SZ,Z) i=1,... n}olA AMD UL ol U] <EEEY (1-a)F

g 3d A (2.1)9 7HEE 71 Z8A "ok
o] AA WL (Xi1,0i1), (Xi2,0i2), .- -, (Xig, dig)= A= AAHAA (Fu,...,Fy,Gh,...,Gg)o
st ARE ez 3} AN o]= AAR & ¢ glerz Al Kaplan-Meier 573 321 (F, 7,
.G,)% 18572 @t (Kaplans} Meier, 1958). o| w], Fi= A28 sl M) AEAZE] 2
g5 FEE BE ([, ..., Fy)< HAgT

)

3. QOJAglo| 251 U AL}

3.1. Zo|pdlol 2%

HE 77 AL 74 A 2edd B s A F Ao AEEELE vwetuzr & uj o] &2
F Ae Al ZEAY - 24 0, <4 23N, <E-UiA 2R -E A A oY AL B2 A
2E sk AAH oz st 7 HE 2359 A HT Prentice-Wilcoxon Aol -85l vl
s Bz} sty AA ARV st MY 7 4ES nlas] AANY fFadE By, fES AN E T
o] AAYE vy sttt 7 AAMES F 672 44 AWM ES v 2ol 2715
2 312+

1. 2359 A4 (Logrank test: LR)

. 2359 <€ A H(Logrank Permutation test: LRP)

Ea

. 2359 £94-t1A A4 (Logrank Permutation-Imputation test: LRPI)

2

3

4. Prentice-Wilcoxon 7% % (Prentice-Wilcoxon test: PW)

5. Prentice-Wilcoxon <& 77 (Prentice-Wilcoxon Permutation test: PWP)
6

. Prentice-Wilcoxon <=&-t)x] 74 % (Prentice-Wilcoxon Permutation-Imputation test: PWPT)
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Table 3.1. Empirical Type I error and power:
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Cases with equal sample sizes and equal censoring distributions

AT LR LRP LRPI PW PWP PWPI
Empirical Type I Error
2 0.047 0.047 0.042 0.046 0.046 0.041
_ 0.5 0.059 0.056 0.052 0.059 0.057 0.052
FTEAYGEX
1 0.058 0.055 0.042 0.059 0.053 0.047
((3,12), (3, 12), (3, 12)} L
- Empirical Power
EE237] (30, 30, 30)
2 0.186 0.177 0.172 0.184 0.178 0.173
0.5 0.427 0.412 0.421 0.403 0.393 0.396
1 0.180 0.175 0.170 0.164 0.158 0.160
Empirical Type I Error
2 0.054 0.041 0.038 0.054 0.052 0.048
= an s 0.5 0.057 0.050 0.047 0.057 0.048 0.049
e T 1 0.065  0.057 0.055 0.063 0.057 0.056
{(3, 12), (3, 12), (3, 12)} —
- Empirical Power
EHIY) (12, 12, 12)
2 0.187 0.178 0.173 0.173 0.170 0.163
0.5 0.365 0.355 0.358 0.352 0.345 0.350
1 0.194 0.199 0.184 0.179 0.183
3.2. Lojusio] 2}
7h &0l 2719 2R 37 (0,000t AHE J 1, JG 2, {39 FE 78 vy, =2
@G 225 Uelle #Y9EE{(d,e),(f,9), (h,i)}= AHE Jd 1, JA 2, I 39 F=4d &=
A FYEEE e o] ), #9E2(7,20)2 ¢ 0.29] FEED H|ES Kol Bxola, 7Y
B(3,12)% o 0.5, FARE(0,9)% o 089 FEAY H]ES Holt Bxo|th. §94%0] 0.05Y
o, 7E7H sol A 0.036014, 0.06401519] 71 ZHES HolA] ohe AAWES A Al 15 25e)
oA Holut glemg AAY njuwoA Aetr|E sttt 3.2.1-3.2.59 RAF Aete] wjns
S8l 22 277 AAL SEAG B2} o] H0) A ghe m]AY AFE Table 31904 AAISHGL,
3.2.1. TCHZFEE P SY6tD 22 AR (Table 3.1)  ZF Jke] 52 37|71 2 309 A5
e G138 BE BRI FATLY 005 2A) FE 71240l Yol HAE 4 . %
St FE 7|7 128 Eolx tIREY A4 B9 Y 71AES Bty 2uv "WEASTE 10
®E 3717 AL A9 LR AN AT ShellA e 7] ﬁg°] 0.036°]%, 0.064°]5k2] HH oAl B
oif glemg LR A2 A4 Y vlwoA A=At
7 Aeke] E2 2707} 27 FEAT 227} 598 49 244 B LR 2440l A% 5 4
Aee ualrh 7 Juke) BE 2717 43 AT L2} 598 49 WEAS7 22 Wl LR,
HE A7 1Y woll= LR A9t 24X 5 LRPI Aol A7 AR Y& Zreth
3.2.2. RS Zt 2 3JPDF UE AR (Table 3.2) R%E =77} (12, 12, 30) F%-2} (12, 30,
30)A A% BEF 71ZHE 0.05 29 < EOWEN fra/gel FA7F gl Aoz yesth wmebA
A9 7k B2 2707} GehE AR ARPE ARSI A0 BAZL HA) e ¢ 5 Ak
FEAW 227 SUHTL @ A, B2 T A9 BE 277 42 Aol WSASS Bl
LR A4%0] 714 5 A49L Harh. weld Al Ag o4e) A=PEEs s 49 ER
2717} Akt ol AR oleka SlE A B e olgdhe Aol wikdsia @ 4 A,
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Table 3.2. Empirical Type I error and power: Cases with unequal sample sizes and equal censoring distributions

AT LR LRP LRPI PW PWP PWPI
Empirical Type I Error
2 0.053 0.039 0.036 0.048 0.043 0.040
= 0.5 0.054 0.047 0.045 0.054 0.047 0.047
FTEAYGEX
1 0.047 0.040 0.042 0.044 0.041 0.039
(3, 12), (3,12), (3,12)} L
- Empirical Power
EE37] (12, 12, 30)
2 0.153 0.137 0.141 0.145 0.139 0.138
0.5 0.323 0.315 0.316 0.323 0.318 0.321
1 0.167 0.157 0.157 0.158 0.153 0.153
Empirical Type I Error
2 0.056 0.050 0.045 0.051 0.045 0.046
_ 0.5 0.064 0.056 0.053 0.057 0.052 0.053
FTERTEX
1 0.055 0.048 0.047 0.046 0.039 0.040
{(3, 12),(3, 12),(3, 12)} —
- Empirical Power
®H=37] (12, 30, 30)
2 0.167 0.158 0.149 0.155 0.147 0.147
0.5 0.328 0.314 0.317 0.326 0.310 0.319
1 0.159 0.144 0.152 0.144 0.138 0.138

. TS 2t B2 37 | 52 :uq ZCHC 22} 12 FQ (Table 3.3) =
2 5 {Lfﬁ—"% e Hdo=A 449

5l Xton| EEHCH 27} [}2 AL (Table 3.3) %X 377}
FLEZ{(0,9), (7, 20), (7, 20)}2 4% LR, LRP LRPI 25 ¥
kg o] Aol AT PW, PWP, PWPI—L— 0.05 229 71252 B4
t}. b BE 377 Z1 SEEY B2} o)A A Ao Z oAnL Ao PW, PWP, PWPI
S AR Ao] vk stk

o] Af tFRY AFFelA ZARA WY FAA Yol 7Y A vebAIRE "AF AT 0590 B9
PWel AR 8t PWPIS AR o] 5 =4 Uetetth 7F7H el A 7122 PWPIZ}F 23]
2 WA Yelgeng o Fgols PWPIZE PWHTE =3t AW dS & 5 Uth

3.2.5. FEH 2 2 DIt 20 ZSHCLTIF 2 A9 (Table 3.4)  2E 240 A4 7
R 2/ e FEAY BE £¥ 02 44 7148 0.05 249 g HgowH 459

Alaie ol 247 gl Aew Yehdt,

I
kl

N
kI

o] A%l tE 4L T AN thro] wlis) otk R WAL BE 277 AL vl FEd
Algo] Wi, B 277} 2 tke) FEAT Mgo] & Aoz, o A9 oA 2AAQ W A
Aeo] 71 7 Vehtor} LRETH: PWel 4 ¢e] th2 57 vepdeh, & wAls 28 2717
Ao Alwe] FEAT Wgo] £, B 277} 2 Anke] FEAD vlgo] W ARon, o 9o

£ LR 2420l B4 7 verde & 5 ek
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Table 3.3. Empirical Type I error and power: Cases with equal sample sizes and unequal censoring distributions

HE AT LR LRP LRPI PW PWP PWPI
Empirical Type I Error
2 0.062 0.054 0.041 0.060 0.059 0.045
= 0.5 0.062 0.050 0.050 0.057 0.049 0.052
FTEAGEX
1 0.062 0.052 0.050 0.054 0.052 0.046
{(0,9), (7, 20), (7, 20)} —
= Empirical Power
EE37] (30, 30, 30)
2 0.208 0.197 0.186 0.193 0.184 0.185
0.5 0.462 0.453 0.462 0.440 0.438 0.443
1 0.239 0.237 0.229 0.237 0.235 0.229
Empirical Type I Error
2 0.058 0.053 0.044 0.054 0.052 0.044
= 0.5 0.047 0.040 0.047 0.045 0.044 0.042
FEEGEE
1 0.044 0.037 0.039 0.046 0.045 0.042
{(0,9), (3, 12), (7, 20)} —
o Empirical Power
FEE37] (30, 30, 30)
2 0.098 0.083 0.083 0.096 0.088 0.091
0.5 0.164 0.164 0.157 0.159 0.152 0.152
1 0.106 0.097 0.095 0.098 0.092 0.095
Empirical Type I Error
2 0.030 0.023 0.023 0.039 0.038 0.037
= 0.5 0.054 0.045 0.047 0.051 0.044 0.046
Tedues 1 0.059 0.049 0.046 0.055 0.054 0.050
{(0,9), (7, 20), (7, 20)} — : ' : : ' :
o Empirical Power
FEF7] (12, 12, 12)
2 . . . 0.085 0.077 0.081
0.5 0.230 0.198 0.208 0.214 0.206 0.201
1 0.125 0.110 0.110 0.113 0.103 0.102
Empirical Type I Error
2 0.053 0.040 0.039 0.049 0.046 0.043
- gL e 0.5 0.042 0.038 0.039 0.046 0.042 0.042
TEETTE
1 0.057 0.047 0.049 0.059 0.056 0.052
{(0,9), (3, 12), (7, 20)} —
= Empirical Power
ERI7] (12, 12, 12)
2 0.121 0.104 0.106 0.101 0.092 0.090
0.5 0.200 0.182 0.184 0.175 0.169 0.177
1 0.118 0.108 0.104 0.111 0.104 0.106
4. 22 & B9
Al 7] ol Fkell tigt ez T8 AR5 A8l 7 259 A4 (Weighted Lo-
grank test)®} 12] EW3F A0 249 ZAAW (Logrank test)o] @] 29ty I o] ¥hHL
SAHQ REE o83 PolnR ER 277 AL Aol BAY AuWoR AFEAYY B
€ #4902 2 L8 o183 Y ¢ BV Pemutation te)o] AN, £ G
A0 Busl 5SS S Ao oAHE Aol w2 AW BN AR DA 2
A" (Permutation-Imputation test)o] A= ATt o] AW dlx A (Imputation step)olA]
F74A ol Ao AEEEo] Atk oEeA] REE ABE 24T T +£d AH WA (Permutation

step) & &3 AR 3= WHoth

T Anke) AEEE) TS AR A9 Ak A&

UL

r
1o
iy
ifica
i)

AN =d-tA AEEe A A



A Comparison of Survival Distributions with Unequal Censoring Distributions 9

Table 3.4. Empirical Type I error and power: Cases with unequal sample sizes and unequal censoring distributions

HE AT LR LRP LRPI PW PWP PWPI
Empirical Type I Error
2 0.056 0.039 0.036 0.046 0.036 0.039
_ 0.5 0.051 0.043 0.042 0.061 0.057 0.052
FTEAGEX
1 0.048 0.036 0.038 0.051 0.047 0.048
{(7, 20), (7, 20), (0, 9)} —
= Empirical Power
®E37] (12, 12, 30)
2 0.120 0.099 0.102 0.127 0.116 0.121
0.5 0.236 0.198 0.202 0.226 0.212 0.197
1 0.139 0.119 0.123 0.143 0.127 0.136
Empirical Type I Error
2 0.049 0.039 0.037 0.048 0.046 0.045
= 0.5 0.056 0.044 0.042 0.055 0.047 0.049
SEAGEE
1 0.050 0.046 0.041 0.052 0.048 0.050
{(7, 20), (0, 9), (0, 9)} —
o Empirical Power
®E37] (12, 30, 30)
2 0.109 0.095 0.100 0.110 0.104 0.102
0.5 0.169 0.155 0.143 0.169 0.162 0.153
1 0.126 0.117 0.114 0.133 0.124 0.121
Empirical Type I Error
2 0.060 0.042 0.039 0.058 0.048 0.051
= 0.5 0.058 0.046 0.050 0.055 0.052 0.051
Tedues 1 0.054 0.044 0.046 0.057 0.047 0.045
{(0,9), (0,9), (7, 20)} — : : : : : :
o Empirical Power
®E37] (12, 12, 30)
2 0.164 0.150 0.148 0.154 0.138 0.140
0.5 0.271 0.254 0.252 0.263 0.253 0.250
1 0.155 0.139 0.144 0.144 0.138 0.141
Empirical Type I Error
2 0.061 0.054 0.045 0.049 0.048 0.045
- _ 0.5 0.055 0.046 0.046 0.054 0.053 0.053
FEAGEE
1 0.063 0.060 0.057 0.057 0.057 0.057
{(0,9), (7, 20), (7, 20)} —
= Empirical Power
2E37] (12, 30, 30)
2 0.142 0.127 0.118 0.131 0.124 0.123
0.5 0.362 0.346 0.351 0.350 0.344 0.340
1 0.165 0.150 0.146 0.148 0.140 0.135

@ oA AEEIo] T AAHCE A% B S 2O AAES 2ES AM 7R AR
AAREE vty 98 RoAFE stt. B AT 259 AW Prentice-Wilcoxon
Aol 4850 I A BE J] 8 IU7 &S AR 2] AU AR = A
o] Bt Zloz yelyton, o] A 259 AANMES AL AAY F £d-ux AH A4
ol =A Vel T3 o7 Jok F o Addolgts B8 F37|7 F Aol 24 e 2O
9 A7 H} Prentice-Wilcoxon AAH AAHo] LA S8 Ex7) o] A Hfol= &
B 37t 2 A9E ¢F AT ¢d-tx Aol A W v 5 gAgEs HYonw &
E 77t A2 Aol ¢g-tix Aol $ASE AFE Bl Adste] WAt

T e ARz uwoM e} npRix =z 28 F7)|7F 22 A9 ZAM WS o] {3k Zo] vt
257 ok Aoz yehgt) E3 SRt Bx7) o] A A A <=d-ux] AR AAH] A
SHA Yehgenz ¢d-tx] AR ojgo] HdEh I8y A 2 & I tay SEEG
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A7 ool Acke] thEt ARz vuE 98 7 2359 AR (Weighted Logrank test)? 19 583
A% 2349 AR (Logrank test)o] dg] 2ttt} o] ML ZAMHS BXE o] L3l whyjolmE F
B 377} 2R A= 9834 28 2 glon, 7 Auke] Ex A Byl A5tk 71y ek &5 ojof &
7] el o] 7Hge] FFEA X Bfolx AN fFade FEE  fivk 2R 377 F2 9ol i o
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4 A7 (Permutation teSt) ol AgF R, ¢d A £ 7 JA SEAD £V Ttk 7HEl F
| o] of 5]"—4’ wetA ¢4 Ad3HS A £E-thA AAH (Permutation-Imputation test) o] tto] & 4=
g, ole oAl ‘Pﬂl(lmputamon step) ol AF7H Bloll o) AEFEo] Fto] o &3A] =S A5E 23
o fog 7‘24 D¥74](Permutauon step) S B3 AASE dhgoltt. B =RoAL A W, ¢4 AR, &
-t AARE 239 AW 7 239 2 3 FEQ Prentice-Wilcoxon AWl A-83l 7+ A
Ao a2 éﬂr AA4ES vascth
FREN: &YUMH, cA-UIAAEH, MERA.
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