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1 55

WAT IR 7 AW 2 FIg AL 2 S5 AT R UL B BT T %) 1 e N S50 (A S M) [R] 3 25K B
BV Z R TH, AR ON KERE MR B BRI BE UG . R, 1K L8R 5T 3=
B TR RN R AN R T 8 St AR B AR AR 5. 0TI IR A KW R AL I,
K A% G2 () fi BR B AT LA ] e 2> S BOR A T & o il B PR DRtk R R RTRIE T RE YT £ Ak
AR FNHE e SRR RN L) BT i B B B 2 SURI R M.

X5 A I % ) S Rt Ta) s, i BA A1t (case-cohort design) &N &N 2 1H
A FEALE 2 —. HOCE AR B8, WNAaBFIFBENL A E — 5 BA%1 (subcohort). 4=
RAF e BTy K A B A g T IO A ()40 B, SETEEE) BIAMARR ) (case). 28
J&, T RNFIRIFBAB Z A1 B (R 45— AL 2 i 4 A SRR AR (case-cohort sample). &, X
X9 B A BAE A () AR BEAT B3 B P A8 B ) SR SR AR 3 i 8] A 21 58 T 0T 75 BN 5
DA ) KA A ZI A FE O S BT T e A BOAR AR ER Y. S SR 1 S R M R A
I, AR BT JE W =

£ Prentice (1986)11 & IRFEHFHBIAZI T2 JG, SFFRBIASI BRI K G 7 ik
WA T REMTVZ I TAE, X8 TAE FEIRE PR RS, — 2% B B T LR ek 25 (1)
J7iE (B140: Prentice, 1986!"; SelfPrentice, 1988[21; ChenLo, 19995%; Kang et al, 2016!; Liu et
al, 20180°) 4545, — 2% B SE A 7T 5 #2777 (B140: LinYing, 1993!°; KulichLin, 20001; Sun

“Ygks HER: 2021-04-06 YT A EA: 2021-05-16
HEEWH: EXBAFEIESETIE) (11671310).

fEE R KA (1996-), L, WHLED, BEFLA, BRI giitas, EMgeit, L.
BIAEE: TV (1979-), Zo, WIHEED, L, 81, Whudsm: ik, EWEr, E7 00
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et al, 20041®; CaiZeng, 2004, 20071*°); KulichLin, 2004!""); Kong et al, 2004!'?); LuTsiatis,
2006!'3); BreslowWellner, 20071'; Kang et al, 2013['°!; SteingrimssonStrawderman, 201716
). Efﬁfr?ﬁﬂﬂiﬁ’w}m* o T AN 5 A UL U AR 1 38 A R A AR K PR G LT
2, BN it AR (KulichLin, 200007); J#E KRR (KongCai, 200907); S50
R (Kong et al, 200412; LuTsiatis, 2006131, 7£ 5547 22 70 2 R 18] 1995 151 A S 9F 72 v
—LEINAUA T T AR T — T 5 B TR)AH S A R O R R T AR G tHHEWT 7% (KangCai,
200918 Kang et al, 20131**); Yan et al, 20171%).

T NI BT AR — P A AR RS A DR AL, LA & ST P R FH R R R
RS T R P 45 B FAIT o 1 195 RE 5 I ASURN 5 I [) AR SIS R A AR B ik T DT AR T
RS e, AR aner FE A AR A 0555 491 A Z Ktk , 25 e R T IR s
I [A) AR S IIA P Fp AR R B G W 7 vk, SRR i v i S BR 25 . AN E, JRATE Rt
Fo EIRPRFR T EEAE S R b B S ) R, 4 55 AT SREIAX P AR 7 iR I ER A PR SR A Ge B B P AR
. 8 — R PRI SR VAL R A T EE A BRAEA N BRI, R 1w BB it
FHACT T B BEATLHAE TV A AR R, dpefa, FRATPRE X PR Fh 7V 8 143 B A~ SEBR
B, R TR SR I B OB 5 AT 5. ARSI By B 2 5/ AR A XU A5
RURRRAG S Bt RRE AL, 28 3 S5 BRI RS INALE AN 5 I [ AH OC I D & g A il i
TIk, B A ORISR, 5 5 R SE bAoA S N H.

2 ERE S

FI T 2R 1E R0 ], C Fm Mt E]. 32 T = min(T, C) WM, A = I(T <
C) NAM R R, Hop 1) AntEs. id p EhEREN Z = (21, 25, ..., Z,)". B&
AR E N MSEAME, {T;, A, 2Z; i = 1,..., N} HHBIESE. ]+ Rsciesg b
). JRATI eI R HL KUY (Cox, 19720201), Bl 45 thAst Z B, S0t ia) T 1 KU
At|Z) = Xo(t) exp(Z7 B), (2.1)
o Ao(t) RARMBFEHENELREL, B = (B, ..., Bp)" AFFLMT p HEAIA R EL
FERNFURE T, 2 B3 SRR AR AT WIS, X 3 (R HEWT 182t S a0 R i
TALR R B (Cox, 1972120 AndersenGill, 1982021):

ZA ZI'B - log{ZYl Yexp(Z[! B }] . (2.2)

B s LA B = arg;nax (r(B).

e 1NN A R NS oM B U T R V1 1 S W N S AT [ S W S 7 28— ﬁ
(15 BAS. 5 BAB o (R A A BT A 1 BB 22 A B8 i A 9 4510 2L 1 B BA SRR AR, e 7
n. ARG, DO B ASIREA BEAT PP RS RN & Rplt, i & T BAAIRPEAE &, AP ﬁu
R« DEBIENTII, W & = 1; B, & = 0. BBEDENIE TS 8RN
P (& = 1) =a=n/N. Kk, SEEIBIIBT T BRI 450 ] B 8508

HE&E=18A =11: (T, As, Zs);
BE=0HA =08 (T, A).

(2.3)
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B TR BIBA Bt o, PR AR AR AREAT I, AL, (e SeHEWr A AT G, 2
RIEFI A T7ER. CLR BATERT PURDEE T InAUAt 7 R A HE T 9.

3 EitAEE
3.1 WEEERMAGE

% HorvitzThompson (1951)22 JAR KI5 K, BI: %A 58 40000 ¥ 2048 10 4T 195 1 2%
H (inverse-probability weight, LA FfaiFR “IPW?), ZERRGIBAFIET T, SR (2.1) T B 1Y
W AT S R R T R

S 2 (8.T)
Un(B) =) A |Zi — =], (3.1)
Z Su(8.T)
Hr s (3, t) == Z wY;(t)eZPZP X H a®0 =1, a®' = a, a®? = ad’, HF a £
=1
w; = A; + (1 _aAi)fi, i=1,..,N. (3.2)

FEER], NTREIAHF AR, TR RIENTRAY, HAEE N 1; AT A G ] B
AN, HAUE Ny ot X R A B AR i KalbfleischLawless (1988)123) & Yk B FH -+
IHTAAFEHE.  Borgan et al (2000)24 7E 4y 251 AT 78 51N T ARBL A 2B
TR B AR #it, KulichLin (2004)M 3£ H T 8B IIAUS T 57%. 78 ELB RS AR L R
KangCai (2009)181 22 2 AU 5555 A9 51 BA 51 it J8 17 35 T 22 0 R 280 T 36 Ak 23 i ASL A
Wi ik

AR (3.1) (s SO B IBUS T, 184 Brew. WUF, BANGR Brpw HIHTIL
PERR. 92 Bo N B Bﬁﬁﬁ %x N; (t) = A I(T <) fMY;(t) = I(T; > t) BHNTHEGE A
KRB FE. 52 X M;(t) fo YeZiBds. ARBEHNT IE 464 T

(A1) B E’J?%;FMIEU B m'%E’J

(A2) thArE Z MBUEZSE Z 2.

(A3) @€ Z; W, T, 5 C; HEMOL. & 5 (T3, 6:, Z;) AHEAAL.

(Ad) FEHEA a € (0,1), 18 a=n/N — «a.

(Ab) fo Xo(t)dt < oo

(A6) P(I(Ty > t) =1, & t € [0,7]) > 0.

)

(A7) Xt d=0,1,2, sup
BeB, tel0,7]

(D(B,t) 1E t € [0,7] L—EMKT B #ELL, FFH sO(B,¢) FHARAHKTE.
(

8)
T 5281 s0B,0) 7| o
() = /0 [8(0)(ﬂo,t) - {3(0)(ﬁo,t)} ] B Dalt)e

FEIEE .

S (8,1) — s (,0)| £ 0. 341 5B, 1) = E [vi(1)e#0 2],
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NHSERLG T Brow HHTLIER R
FH 1 (Brpw BHEWR) EENKME (A1)-(AS) F, Brow KIEFRIET Bo, 1I:
B - Bo.
s, R
VWWWW%MJLN@QWWa (3.3)

Hr: ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁl@ Q(ﬁo) “H(Bo) {Z1(Bo) + X2(B0)} 271 (Bo), X1(Bo) = E (G1(B0)%?),
Y2(Bo) = QE[( )G1(50)®2] XH

G1(B) = /0 [Zl — %} dM, (t).

MBI T 5 KangCai (2009) M8 ARSI 18 AHIE B S8 8% R A IE BH.
B2, N7 SR A TSR A R, SRATTNENR T & Q(By) TR~ — R A& . E

X
. 1 & [sRem) (s
E _- — Al 9
B =% 2_; sVB,1) \sVB.1)
A SOB,T) | 1 = wAI(T; < Ty)e? SO (8. Th)
Gi(B)=A; |2 — == | — Z; - :
) D) Voo sPen) 2(5.m)
N
S1(8) = 5 Yo wiGi(B)*,
=1
~ l-a1 & A ®2
¥ (B) = =N sz(l - A)Gi(B)
=1

M Q(Bo) AT H Q(BIPW) = i7_1(2‘3\1”{/) <§1(§1PW) + i2([‘511%1/) i_I(EHDW) vt
3.2 EHEHEXBUE

FEWREA IAUEAEIERE B, Barlow (1994)2% 25 /8T —FhBtims (M 42 (L IAUEAE (time-
varying weight, LA R % “TVW ). Borgan et al (2000)14 Al KulichLin (2004)™1 KX fi
L5 8] A 2% (AL 23 3 S 10 J2 99 151 BA ) ¥ o RO B B 1 ih. B — S8R 78 TAE K J@
RN 1 43 #T 22 229599 1A 181 BA B B4 1) S I TRI A DG INAL. (TVW) % (KangCai, 20091%;
KangCai, 2013M1%); Yan et al, 201709). 523 R 7R 8 K, FATERSH R 55 A fa) A 9% AL
PR

(1-2)g 5.0

Hep

_ ZL0 - A)gYil)
> (4 B0v)
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£ TVW WINBCEAR T, B W 4 MR AU E 08 1; g A+ BAZI A i 0 HEZH
MERCE N a(t). HEER at) K& SO FERTZ ¢, Nk BB AT LR XU S A it 0t e 2
PRES BT T AE A 4R Hh (R0 BR AR AN B B, 0T, &) HESERTFBAIINIEREZ o 1
—Milith. E T BIR TVW A RIS, XA (2.1) T B il vk nl @ sr i s o
TiFE,

N o(1)
rr w (ﬂ7’1—;)
Uw(B) =) Ai|Zi— =5 —|> (3.5)
" ;; 59(8.T,)
Hep SE(8,1) = & Zwl )eZiPZE ML (3.5) RMAEIN B WAt BATICH

Brvw. BLF, ?iaﬂ]’ﬁ}fniFﬂé,%Ji Brvw LI, FAMEKKM (AT) W FIIZAE (AT):
(A7) % d=0,1,2,

sup
BeB, tel0,7]
EP D(B,t) = E [Yi(t)eZPZP]. sD(B,t) £t € [0,7] L—EMKT B e B &L, A
©O(8,1) FIARHAATE.
THiEHAH T Bryw MWHETER.
EI 2 (Brvw WHEMER) TEIENZLE (AD-(A6),(AT) Fl (A8) F, Brvw I8k
? ﬂo- l‘ﬁﬁf/h

S0(B.1) - s(8,1)|| >0

VN(Brvw - Bo) == N (0, 2(8y)) (3.6)
ST 2SR Q(By) = 271 (80) {Z1(80) + Ta(Bo) | 271 (B0), Ta(B) = 2V (B0),

kb
| Yi(t)E 4 (1 — Ay)Ri(B,t)
Vi(B) = Var ((1 - AI)/ R, (B,t) — { }] dAo(t)) ,

E{(1-A)Yi(t)}
ot Ry(B,t) = Yi(t) [Zi<t) _ s“%ﬁt)] BZ(0),

SO (B,%)

e BHIEB i 2% KangCai (2013)1],

HE—3, AR WL T 2565 Q(Bo) H— ittt 77 ik, ?ﬂiﬂ‘]%ﬂﬁlﬁ%%ﬁﬁ % (Hjort,
198526; Efron & Tibshirani, 199327: Burr, 199412%)) KAkt Bryw ML 2. HIEARE
AR TE I R WL K AR 1 B R R S R I A AT R AR AR AN, ES R AR —
RSz B SAL THE T 22 BRbR AE 22 BB SOk B, 3D Yo = { X0, ., Xn}
A HMEE, Hob X = (T, Ad, Z:). WIEEE Y, = { X1, ..., X} A A b6
P —HW AR Y, = { X7, .. X4 EEP:A X; PIAFERERIN 1/N. FETHEUR
Bootstrap A4 Yy, FATIHE UG T Bivw- Wi ER LA B K, WGE B A
Bootstrap flitf {IBTVW( )}b 15 Hrp IBTVW( ) = (51( )s - 75 (b )) .JHS ﬂTVW 1175 Z )
F kAN E TEB&HTB’J#ZIU?%{M

B 1B 2
Varﬂk 5 12[ EZ Z(b)] , k=1,..,p.

b=1 b=1
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2, WTRME) By 1) Wald 7 Bootstrap BAEXIE. 24 {B;(0)}2., IBIEART, B,
1) (1 — a)100% BAZXIAA [Br — zay2 - S€(Br), Br + zay2 - Se(By)], HH 2o FonbrtE LR

Ailt) b o SMEL, S8(Bi) = 1/ Var(Br).
4 1SR

AR — B BRI UK PR /5 26 1 R A R IZEDL, i SL2E SRR o i)
RTAT VAL AP A% F T L R A

At|Z1, Zy) = Xo(t) exp{B1Z1 + (222}

BRI ESHEMN B =0, 0693 F1 3, = 0, —0.5. A& Z, WRIHHEZ N 0.5 (1
Bernoulli /8 i FPAERR,  Zo MKRUEIEAS /M AR . 158 30 RS BB Mo(t) 9 1 A1 2¢ .
S, SR A T AT CAY 8RR R expl i Z: + BaZo) HITERLAM A RITRS RN 2. R
BHN [exp{BiZy + BoZs] M* ) Weibull 2:Ai sPBENLAE L. IR C IS5 U0, ¢
PR R, Bk o B R AT P2 AR AR RO I 26 2, 28 B p = 80% A1 90%. %t -F-Rifdl
BBV, %58 TS IREAR B2 58 7 = 200 F1 300, MFEAE N N = 1000 FR4 A%
EEIRIE e

AT LT JUAS W E: 55—, {8 P95 (91 BA B S0 T 85 48 149 S B LR S e s 20 2
SR, WSR3 35K 9 R U 7 VA R A B R B 2 5=,
RRHEINT 7V A TSR R 7 AR ? R, FRATHL T LA R LR 7 i

Full: 4:BAFI T 3T EC G RBB (R SR % (Bran);

Naive: 35595 51 A BIREAS M [EIAE A bk (10 17 S BEALIARE R HOR IR A T (B aive):

IPW: {3l A B BETT R B 2 IR (B pw):;

TVW: FBIBA S8 S RAREAGE (Brvw).

FEGF SRR E R, Ho LR PURN i S s T AR T B 0 2% (Bias), 5 IORE A
FRHEZ (SD), ARl A5 HE R E (SE), 95% [ FEAX M %% (CP), LLK fHitHIm %
% (RE). Fifi G55 T 1000 REHIGEE. HIL: il FE 14,

TEFTA 2RI, 26T B0 H By (VU A 11402 T0 M 10, A7 58 22 4 1 10 9 4
(SEs) {REFHUME T T i+ HIREA AR HE 2 (SDs), BAEX B %K (CPs) 2414 95%. M
G RKE, Brow 1 Brvw MIRIALL Brrw b Bryw MIBCER S — . XULH IPW
5 R (R F SRR @, HCAN B K R TS R MR A Q) 9 TVW
JPEEA R, B a(t) BUOB M R A RS AR s, T gk 2
WHILEEEE N A E (REs) K%, Brow M Brvw B Byawe FH M.
33C 3 B AR 5 T 47 20 B ML RE S, 9 9 B\ 0 5 B A A B T A 0 . s 6T
B Wi, 24 R = 200, A(t) =1, B = 0, B = —0.5, p = 90% W, MET Bru,
Braives Brow F Bryw ARG 24 819 0.30, 0.61 Fl 0.70, B — 757, AR FIAEA &
T, 96 481 BA 91 T 10 %k 26 2 Ay TR R B L0 RE B R 2 %5 5 — 7 T, O 9 A B
U T 294 BAF 30% HOREAR R, HIER T 60% 2 MR, B, T 8 Mk, X4
7l =300, Ao(t) = 2t, B = 0.693, By = —0.5, p = 90% Bf, AT Bruu, Buaive, Brow
Brvw HIFHCES 8% 0.35, 0.68 A1 0.67, B HI\ G AL 2 A5 35% HIREARSL
I T AR T F A B LR T 1 A5 2.
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RRSRUL, R (p = 90% v.s. 80%) B FRAFIFEARTEE KR (7 = 200% v.s. 300)

i, Brpw M Brvw WIAKGEER. H4h, UBHIUEEPSET 0 1 (8, = 0.693 v.s. B = 0,
By = —0.5 v.s. By = 0), FREH M 2R /NERE 3R, b Brow HET Brew
BB E, BN 2 7 = 200, p= 90%, \o(t) = 1 I, HIETeREARM, Bryw 1
By =0 By =0 BHRCRHIE 51 = 0.693 A1 By = —0.5 RIS T4 20%.

R ZH 5 M B MBUES R, Hrh FRASIREA RN 7 = 200, ZEAEXE R Ao () = 1.

B B2

P (81,B2) Method Bias SD SE CP RE Bias SD SE CP RE
80% (0.693, —0.5) Bruu 0.0073 0.0749 0.0744 0.940 1.00 0.0026 0.1461 0.1452 0.958 1.00
B\Na.ive 0.0022 0.1248 0.1263 0.954 0.35 —0.0047 0.2511 0.2445 0.949 0.34

ﬁIPW 0.0183 0.1120 0.1072 0.934 0.44 —0.0013 0.2159 0.2132 0.946 0.46

BTVW 0.0068 0.1350 0.1251 0.923 0.30 —0.0014 0.2206 0.2232 0.949 0.44

(0.693, 0) ﬁFuu 0.0064 0.0758 0.0747 0.945 1.00 0.0046 0.1473 0.1432 0.948 1.00
,@Nme —0.0028 0.1260 0.1267 0.949 0.36 —0.0271 0.2443 0.2414 0.944 0.36

BIPW 0.0068 0.1107 0.1080 0.931 0.47 —0.0039 0.2263 0.2120 0.934 0.42

ﬁTVW 0.0011 0.1391 0.1253 0.929 0.30 —0.0005 0.2146 0.2159 0.948 0.47

(0,-0.5) BFull 0.0015 0.0728 0.0713 0.946 1.00 0.0010 0.1457 0.1457 0.948 1.00
ﬁNai'ue —0.0001 0.1187 0.1190 0.944 0.38 —0.0053 0.2485 0.2457 0.950 0.34

aIPW 0.0007 0.1050 0.1034 0.950 0.48 —0.0058 0.2043 0.2057 0.954 0.51

BTVW —0.0035 0.1055 0.1069 0.938 0.48 0.0020 0.2192 0.2167 0.937 0.44

(0,0) ﬁFull 0.0017 0.0727 0.0714 0.950 1.00 0.0026 0.1463 0.1426 0.947 1.00
B\Naive 0.0044 0.1265 0.1197 0.937 0.33 0.0063 0.2477 0.2403 0.944 0.35

ﬁIPW 0.0007 0.1027 0.1023 0.959 0.50 0.0018 0.2123 0.2031 0.946 0.47

ﬁTVW 0.0009 0.1030 0.1061 0.946 0.50 —0.0024 0.2091 0.2080 0.942 0.49

90% (0.693, —0.5) ﬁpu” 0.0034 0.1043 0.1032 0.946 1.00 0.0022 0.2118 0.2075 0.947 1.00
ﬁNaive 0.0086 0.2164 0.1998 0.937 0.23 —0.0370 0.4114 0.4055 0.953 0.27

BIPW 0.0177 0.1398 0.1386 0.941 0.57 —0.0151 0.2760 0.2693 0.942 0.59

ﬁTVW 0.0202 0.1558 0.1543 0.925 0.45 —0.0109 0.2790 0.2798 0.936 0.58

(0.693, 0) Bpu” 0.0067 0.1049 0.1020 0.951 1.00 0.0089 0.2046 0.2001 0.951 1.00
ﬁNaive 0.0115 0.1979 0.1949 0.940 0.28 —0.0110 0.4192 0.3876 0.941 0.24

ﬁIPW 0.0241 0.1446 0.1370 0.938 0.53 —0.0008 0.2707 0.2629 0.944 0.57

BTVW 0.0219 0.1512 0.1480 0.932 0.48 —0.0030 0.2709 0.2708 0.938 0.57

(0,-0.5) ﬁFuu 0.0022 0.1047 0.1004 0.938 1.00 0.0040 0.2101 0.2070 0.951 1.00
B\Naive 0.0018 0.1915 0.1884 0.941 0.30 —0.0302 0.3966 0.4004 0.961 0.28

ﬁIPW 0.0022 0.1340 0.1275 0.945 0.61 —0.0057 0.2569 0.2554 0.948 0.67

ﬁTVW —0.0038 0.1250 0.1321 0.949 0.70 —0.0181 0.2598 0.2644 0.941 0.65

(0,0) B\Full 0.0045 0.1063 0.1015 0.934 1.00 0.0083 0.2117 0.2042 0.947 1.00
ﬁNaive 0.0009 0.1996 0.1926 0.931 0.28 0.0140 0.4229 0.3997 0.945 0.25

ﬁIPW —0.0060 0.1305 0.1280 0.940 0.66 —0.0027 0.2580 0.2527 0.953 0.67

ﬁTVW 0.0038 0.1254 0.1320 0.949 0.72 0.0116 0.2485 0.2582 0.953 0.73
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R 2 ZH G A B MIERIEE R, HPFIFIREARE N 1 = 300, ZEHERSEREL Ao (t) = 1.
51 B2
o (81,82) Method Bias SD SE CP RE Bias SD SE CP RE
80% (0.693, —0.5) Bruu  —0.0000 0.0758 0.0747 0.947 1.00 —0.0000 0.1436 0.1457 0.953 1.00
BNaive 0.0015 0.1149 0.1136 0.947 0.44 0.0012 0.2257 0.2209 0.948 0.40
Brpw 0.0093 0.1017 0.0962 0.926 0.56 —0.0088 0.1986 0.1886 0.935 0.52
Brvw  0.0050 0.1070 0.1071 0.939 0.50  0.0075 0.1903 0.1946 0.949 0.57
(0.693, 0) ﬁpuu 0.0000 0.0757 0.0751 0.952 1.00 —0.0000 0.1423 0.1436 0.956 1.00
BNaive  0.0047 0.1156 0.1148 0.947 0.43 —0.0019 0.2239 0.2193 0.960 0.40
Brpw 0.0072 0.0981 0.0973 0.953 0.60 0.0003 0.1902 0.1872 0.954 0.56
Brvw 0.0056 0.1092 0.1053 0.940 0.48 0.0041 0.1847 0.1896 0.951 0.59
(0,-0.5) ﬁpuu —0.0011 0.0726 0.0713 0.947 1.00 —0.0028 0.1411 0.1461 0.956 1.00
BNaive  0.0010 0.1122 0.1082 0.942 0.42 —0.0030 0.2210 0.2220 0.952 0.41
Brpw  —0.0005 0.0921 0.0916 0.955 0.62 —0.0055 0.1839 0.1830 0.954 0.59
Brvw —0.0036 0.0935 0.0932 0.935 0.60 —0.0014 0.1931 0.1901 0.932 0.53
(0,0) Bruu  —0.0016 0.0720 0.0714 0.948 1.00 —0.0005 0.1392 0.1429 0.953 1.00
BNaive 0.0028 0.1112 0.1083 0.939 0.42 0.0043 0.2145 0.2177 0.955 0.42
Brpw 0.0034 0.0905 0.0909 0.953 0.63 0.0055 0.1824 0.1805 0.952 0.58
Brvw  0.0062 0.0914 0.0931 0.938 0.62 —0.0094 0.1804 0.1824 0.942 0.60
90% (0.693, —0.5) ﬁpuu 0.0000 0.1057 0.1032 0.940 1.00 0.0000 0.2064 0.2074 0.948 1.00
BNaive  0.0134 0.1721 0.1720 0.948 0.38 —0.0163 0.3549 0.3483 0.954 0.34
Brpw 0.0189 0.1265 0.1263 0.941 0.70 —0.0090 0.2479 0.2464 0.954 0.69
Brvw 0.0099 0.1323 0.1326 0.929 0.64 —0.0127 0.2511 0.2521 0.937 0.68
(0.693, 0) Bruu  —0.0000 0.1048 0.1021 0.946 1.00 —0.0000 0.2035 0.2004 0.951 1.00
BNaive 0.0050 0.1683 0.1704 0.955 0.39 0.0119 0.3429 0.3355 0.948 0.35
Brpw 0.0101 0.1251 0.1251 0.944 0.70  0.0019 0.2422 0.2391 0.947 0.71
Brvw 0.0044 0.1282 0.1314 0.934 0.67 0.0030 0.2342 0.2437 0.942 0.76
(0,-0.5) Bruu  —0.0000 0.1027 0.1001 0.937 1.00 —0.0000 0.2032 0.2072 0.958 1.00
BNaive —0.0011 0.1750 0.1639 0.934 0.34 —0.0100 0.3503 0.3468 0.957 0.34
Brew 0.0051 0.1171 0.1167 0.957 0.77 —0.0074 0.2314 0.2361 0.960 0.77
Brvw  0.0040 0.1209 0.1193 0.933 0.72 —0.0024 0.2405 0.2414 0.932 0.71
(0,0) ﬁpuu 0.0017 0.1021 0.1014 0.945 1.00 0.0018 0.2078 0.2040 0.953 1.00
BNaive  0.0011 0.1744 0.1668 0.941 0.34 —0.0089 0.3483 0.3424 0.960 0.36
Brpw  —0.0051 0.1196 0.1168 0.941 0.73  0.0022 0.2452 0.2339 0.949 0.72
Brvw 0.0002 0.1154 0.1200 0.947 0.78 —0.0019 0.2333 0.2377 0.944 0.79
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£ 3 S8 By M Bo IS, HFRIAFIRE AR 1= 200, FEHERIEGEREL Ao (t) = 2t.
B B2
o (81,82) Method Bias SD SE CP RE Bias SD SE CP RE
80% (0.693, —0.5) Bruu 0.0060 0.0759 0.0757 0.950 1.00 —0.0012 0.1412 0.1458 0.964 1.00
BNaive 0.0055 0.1307 0.1285 0.942 0.34 —0.0039 0.2426 0.2468 0.961 0.34
Brpw 0.0194 0.1153 0.1097 0.919 0.43 —0.0048 0.2270 0.2214 0.934 0.39
Brvw 0.0001 0.1394 0.1474 0.930 0.30 0.0120 0.2126 0.2396 0.990 0.44
(0.693, 0) ﬁFuLL 0.0038 0.0779 0.0753 0.945 1.00 0.0023 0.1423 0.1416 0.954 1.00
BNaive 0.0154 0.1311 0.1272 0.938 0.35 0.0040 0.2519 0.2391 0.932 0.32
Brpw 0.0184 0.1166 0.1090 0.920 0.45 —0.0020 0.2359 0.2180 0.929 0.36
Brvw —0.0123 0.1930 0.1615 0.910 0.16 0.0081 0.2057 0.2236 0.950 0.48
(0,-0.5) ﬁFuLL —0.0020 0.0709 0.0714 0.950 1.00 —0.0045 0.1474 0.1457 0.949 1.00
Bnaive —0.0064 0.1229 0.1195 0.950 0.33 —0.0036 0.2538 0.2459 0.948 0.34
Brpw —0.0010 0.1135 0.1091 0.944 0.39 —0.0173 0.2252 0.2187 0.941 0.43
Brvw —0.0052 0.1089 0.1127 0.970 0.42 0.0242 0.2611 0.2448 0.940 0.32
(0,0) Brau  —0.0026 0.0712 0.0710 0.956 1.00 —0.0016 0.1402 0.1419 0.952 1.00
Bnaive —0.0016 0.1197 0.1192 0.945 0.35 0.0000 0.2456 0.2388 0.946 0.33
Brew 0.0014 0.1169 0.1086 0.927 0.37 0.0088 0.2139 0.2160 0.952 0.43
Brvw 0.0036 0.1174 0.1139 0.970 0.37 0.0549 0.2284 0.2222 0.940 0.38
90% (0.693, —0.5) Bruy  0.0073 0.1062 0.1035 0.947 1.00 —0.0057 0.2090 0.2063 0.956 1.00
BNaive 0.0253 0.2087 0.1994 0.945 0.26 —0.0417 0.3959 0.4024 0.969 0.28
Brew 0.0282 0.1564 0.1417 0.923 0.46 —0.0235 0.2841 0.2801 0.945 0.54
Brvw 0.0377 0.1775 0.1607 0.900 0.36 0.0101 0.3293 0.2931 0.910 0.40
(0.693, 0) B\Full 0.0073 0.1090 0.1051 0.941 1.00 0.0035 0.2029 0.2035 0.956 1.00
BNaive 0.0105 0.2095 0.2051 0.939 0.27 —0.0032 0.4171 0.4003 0.947 0.24
Brew 0.0133 0.1513 0.1433 0.932 0.52 —0.0050 0.2817 0.2776 0.947 0.52
Brvw 0.0150 0.1920 0.1680 0.890 0.32 —0.0316 0.2938 0.2902 0.970 0.48
(0,-0.5)  Bray —0.0048 0.1030 0.1007 0.939 1.00 —0.0134 0.2055 0.2080 0.948 1.00
BNaive 0.0045 0.1977 0.1919 0.946 0.27 —0.0349 0.4233 0.4061 0.952 0.24
Brew 0.0004 0.1372 0.1356 0.951 0.56 —0.0139 0.2763 0.2700 0.948 0.55
Brvw 0.0041 0.1443 0.1440 0.960 0.51 0.0445 0.2825 0.2897 0.960 0.53
(0,0) Brau  —0.0018 0.1015 0.1010 0.939 1.00 —0.0077 0.2015 0.2030 0.946 1.00
BNaive 0.0013 0.1995 0.1929 0.941 0.26 —0.0050 0.3916 0.3962 0.966 0.26
Brpw  —0.0009 0.1373 0.1340 0.932 0.55 0.0066 0.2590 0.2661 0.956 0.61
Brvw —0.0334 0.1560 0.1440 0.900 0.42 —0.0259 0.2701 0.2785 0.970 0.56
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R4 ZH B A B MBS, Kb FRASIREA R 7 = 300, ZEMEXUSER &L No(t) = 2t.

B B2
o (81,82) Method Bias SD SE CP RE Bias SD SE CP RE

80% (0.693, —0.5) Bruu 0.0037 0.0776 0.0759 0.945 1.00 —0.0017 0.1495 0.1458 0.946 1.00
B\Naive 0.0142 0.1217 0.1164 0.929 0.41 —0.0076 0.2270 0.2225 0.956 0.43
ﬁIPW 0.0099 0.1038 0.0981 0.936 0.56 —0.0044 0.2010 0.1947 0.941 0.55
BTVW —0.0035 0.1182 0.1233 0.950 0.43  0.0153 0.2000 0.2051 0.940 0.56

(0.693,0) ﬁFull 0.0043 0.0779 0.0751 0.938 1.00 —0.0012 0.1446 0.1417 0.946 1.00
B\Na,i'ue 0.0000 0.1171 0.1149 0.954 0.44  0.0000 0.2073 0.2155 0.965 0.49
B\IPW 0.0120 0.1030 0.0978 0.925 0.57  0.0037 0.1934 0.1911 0.953 0.56
ﬁTVW —0.0054 0.1502 0.1265 0.930 0.27 —0.0269 0.1793 0.1932 0.960 0.65

(0, —0.5) B\Full —0.0000 0.0725 0.0714 0.936 1.00  0.0000 0.1414 0.1460 0.956 1.00
ﬁNaive 0.0072 0.1105 0.1083 0.941 0.43 —0.0065 0.2198 0.2222 0.952 0.41
B\IPW —0.0012 0.0954 0.0953 0.952 0.58 —0.0074 0.1899 0.1919 0.952 0.55
B\TVW —0.0168 0.1019 0.0989 0.940 0.51  0.0284 0.1983 0.2047 0.950 0.51

(0,0) BFull —0.0000 0.0714 0.0711 0.948 1.00  0.0000 0.1415 0.1423 0.946 1.00
B\Nai'ue —0.0016 0.1055 0.1076 0.954 0.45  0.0004 0.2145 0.2160 0.955 0.44
ﬁlpw 0.0036 0.0938 0.0947 0.952 0.57 —0.0009 0.1932 0.1888 0.937 0.54
B\TVW 0.0067 0.1003 0.0967 0.940 0.50  0.0176 0.1919 0.1922 0.960 0.54

90% (0.693, —0.5) ﬁpu” 0.0023 0.1064 0.1039 0.945 1.00 —0.0114 0.2104 0.2064 0.952 1.00
B\Na,i'ue 0.0070 0.1752 0.1750 0.942 0.37 —0.0135 0.3535 0.3478 0.953 0.35
B\IPW 0.0167 0.1364 0.1286 0.936 0.61 —0.0073 0.2560 0.2526 0.952 0.68
ﬁTVW 0.0019 0.1538 0.1365 0.900 0.48 —0.0249 0.2573 0.2613 0.900 0.67

(0.693, 0) ﬁpu” —0.0003 0.1073 0.1050 0.949 1.00 —0.0046 0.2094 0.2037 0.945 1.00
ﬁName 0.0098 0.1717 0.1757 0.959 0.39 —0.0075 0.3533 0.3423 0.949 0.35
BIPW 0.0090 0.1345 0.1292 0.943 0.64  0.0057 0.2625 0.2501 0.946 0.64
BTVW 0.0020 0.1443 0.1456 0.930 0.55  0.0254 0.2231 0.2561 0.950 0.88

(0,-0.5) ﬁpu” —0.0029 0.1020 0.1005 0.940 1.00 —0.0088 0.2090 0.2083 0.955 1.00
B\N(Live —0.0010 0.1767 0.1673 0.936 0.33 —0.0163 0.3589 0.3511 0.949 0.34
ﬁIPW —0.0062 0.1224 0.1224 0.951 0.69 —0.0029 0.2431 0.2461 0.952 0.74
BTVW 0.0054 0.1273 0.1258 0.950 0.64 —0.0031 0.2644 0.2612 0.930 0.62

(0,0) ﬁFull —0.0027 0.1009 0.1009 0.946 1.00 —0.0045 0.2060 0.2035 0.949 1.00
ﬁNm‘ve —0.0046 0.1650 0.1662 0.940 0.37  0.0057 0.3680 0.3417 0.941 0.31
B\IPW —0.0024 0.1235 0.1219 0.948 0.67 —0.0064 0.2496 0.2420 0.940 0.68
ﬁTVW —0.0060 0.1218 0.1263 0.990 0.69  0.0069 0.2333 0.2488 0.960 0.78

5 SEPREUES M

ASHEIL 73— B BRI AR A B B A — A 0 TR BV E K AB AR, R
B BN Bt LA I BT (0 PR RIS - BBfr 75 VR A S B v B LS.

5.1 SE4HRaIE
B RENMR 2 — A2 R T4 LR L B . S5 [ K B R T 7L 4180 (NWTSG) ik
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AT T — R FORIRZR B LI I L 232 S 1 5 i B[] - TR R 2R . RAT I 98 ) Bl >k B
T NWTSG 55 =1k BINIRIGR R HE (BreslowChatterjee, 1999129 D’Angio et al,
198989 Green et al, 1998031), H.rf & 4028 44l JLAIEE.

BLRI AR F R R i B E R BN R. 7 BT AU R 5 KA B LW 2
YRIT I, X HRg A 2 22 2R AL AT WIE VTS, SR )5, kA NWTSG Ji 3 dr0 i 450 1) s 3
G LA S AT B e VR VPAl . S5 5 PP Aik 4 R SE I () At (R 9 S I i) &
B HH R S N #ERs. [Ait, BreslowChatterjee (1999)29 SAytfF 7842 H 17— 51 BA 51 %
WS Bkt M4 4028 A& LA RN T 668 A& LAEATBAFI. il BAZIAE:
KT BN CA ST BB Z AN 7 1 R R SE T 1 8 LA . £ NWTSG Ji it
ARG BA B A A A f 28 LI i s LA 2SR, JRATT S R AR STRIE 7 16 I MU o5 #8 J7
VER I BT IZFE— AT 451 BA 51 K 4fs

FRATVBE G P PR A B S £ ) LR R I T T W 00 281) 18 R I T8 i A A T 2, G 2 3R 24
N 85.8%. FANHE=AEIER MR R, IEALEKM (Histype) 2 AP FHRAL: —Fg b
PR A “HA M AR RAL” (Histype = 1) FIFWANARSETILA R, 7 —Fho i e « 414
iR R PR (Histype = 0) FI4HALEL. #7303 (Stage) 43 UL N PUFRSRAL: ibigd) iz 7
A T E MR E VIR (Stage = 1), MR H B IEASE VIR (Stage = 2), B+ A ARM
JEEIR S A IR (Stage = 3), AN R BIMEE FHIE (Stage = 4). #HIZHFEES (Age) PA
HIONEAL, AT HAEAT 7 A OobrEAL AL EE. FRATTXS 508 A B 5 & I s (R 2R AT T iR
PG AT, T AR ERRRICE, B o DR UL R 2R BT, W 1, 2 i 3.

A B 41 . Wi BA B A

51
smn

IR RAL S Stk A

TR bl RECTIE 5 l BA 51 FEAC

2: IR R
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TBAF i 91 411 ISR o4 91 BA B BE A
544,02 . 155183 54285 s 154731
R 3253 s ARHEE 37 55 FEE31 16 s R 3475

3: iR E T

FATHTH A VAL R L G323 B 2 WA 2 AR e B LA I T] (T) A RE .
A5 R LA RS AR A

At|Z) = Ao(t) exp{ 1 Histype + [B2Stage + [3Age}.

BRI B R, ST AL R AL (IPW), SRR G0 (TVW), L3 T 7B
BERIRAUR M THE (SRS) 40T T 5 FHUIRITE TR, AT AL ER 5

B, SRR T R B, SRR, R AL R
[ OB S S 1. LTS R B TR F L AL ) B TR F L R R BT T R
G, €89 — 3.9 fiF (SRS), €56 — 3.8 fif (IPW) 5 1128 — 3.8 fiF (TVW). 45 5115
TR, ST A VR A 10 FE LR RIBE T (1 RS 7, B2 A N 1 28 L R RSB T 1 R
Wb, E AR, BB BIRET R TPW VA TVW 3 b 2 AL T SRS 122
AR BRI AL T A 4 B ELRER, SR G A TR R R T A
MR

R 5 P REAH AR BF TR S B S

SRS IPW TVW

Est. SE p-value Est. SE p-value Est. SE p-value

Histype 1.3489 0.2310 < 0.0001* 1.3336 0.1301 < 0.0001* 1.3428 0.1423 < 0.0001*
Stage 0.2716 0.1076 0.0116* 0.3438 0.0537 < 0.0001* 0.3647 0.0590 < 0.0001*

Age 0.1292 0.1078 0.2305 0.1093 0.0541 0.0435* 0.1092 0.0643 0.0895

5.2 RIBIREE

BRI AL, 50 T B B R i 5 Al SO A AR IE RO A8 58 Aol 3 T HIBA A
SREEL. FAVHT T B AR T [ Py SRRV ARAT A D BT B2, 364 1300 MREAS,
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ANFEARI BT ZARAT MM —Cr 48 B 5. FRATSGTE I PR AR B2 28 3 T TAR4ERR T (PR
Br: F), ZEVLIE [a) P9 1 52 T OB BRI 1) 03 CAPTE AR SR TAE, DU A5 5 6 A 2k,
TR LN 22.69%. N T FRERFGIAFISIFE BT, FRATMAAFI] 1300 /MFFEA B AL e
T 300 MEATF AT, FBAFI LK FBAFZ AT O B BRI 53 T30 41 S 9 A SRR AR, 3R
125 RE L ARG AR Y B 50 AT g5 08 L TARAF BRAH G = AMBFERE MR R — DR A T
X1, X1 =0 RoRAHR T, X; =1 ForFh i T; —MNMERATHR X, Xo =0 RomtEmlh
B, Xo =1 RN L 0F —NME R TER X, AT HAE T Obrde b2, X358
T R AT P AR REAT T IR G T, S5 R ILE 6.

FATN R INAGE (IPW), S EAHGRBGE (TVW) LK EE T AR R R AR & 1) ] 5 B
HUHIRE N B BAA A T2 (Naive) 087 7 03 TEGEREE. /i RaEER 7 .

* 6: 0 TIPSR A STk,

FBAZY it 4H ARt H oA A B A
JEE (%)
0= A4 40.67 (122/300)  39.70 (399/1005)  47.76 (32/67)  40.21 (431/1072)
1= 5 59.33 (178/300)  60.30 (606/1005)  52.24 (35/67)  59.79 (641/1072)
£ (%)
0="1% 67.67 (203/300)  67.96 (683/1005)  46.27 (31/67)  66.60 (714/1072)
1=% 32.33 (97/300)  32.04 (322/1005)  53.73 (36/67)  33.40 (358/1072)
SR (BME + EE)
28.12 +5.27 27.59 + 5.07 28.96 + 4.65 27.67 + 5.06
R T AL SR e R
Naive IPW TVW
Est. SE p-value Est. SE p-value Est. SE p-value
X7 0.2662 0.0704  0.0002* 0.2730 0.0676  0.0001* 0.2979 0.1460 0.0094*
Xy —0.1995 0.0749  0.0077* —0.2868 0.0718  0.0001* —0.3718 0.1216 0.0022*

X3 —0.2497 0.0421 < 0.0001* —0.2210 0.0358 < 0.0001* —0.2493 0.0634 0.0001*

BRI, =Rt E MR B AT A R R — 8. SRR, 0TS AR
WA RFIE AR 5 2 TARAEBR B35 A0 DG, FL kb, S 1 63 T Ll 7 H 63 T B B JXURS: B8 s, 40
Y3y €92662 = 1.3 f% (Naive), %270 = 1.3 f% (IPW) 8 0297 = 1.3 /% (TVW); 5 5 T
Eb T 2 53 T B R A KU S i, A B2 01995 = 1.2 f% (Naive), €028 = 1.3 £ (IPW) B{
0378 = 1.5 ffF (TVW); FEREHR/INE 572 T B HRM KRB . 72 =Rl vk o, B A S50
() IPW VA1 TVW VL EE R SR R Y Naive VA A 2K

6 B4

TN B R AR S5 oA 2 A il R LA 22—, BEAA 2T 29t JE ileAS Mg i F ¢
£ & S T Y 11 o e VAN g Rt N RDVARE R S B UL <) IV YR IRSTR NI EPS
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RO FFP AR R AT RE 77k, SRR T HWR BEe. AR, BATTE S IR Rk
TESE BRI S o), S BRSO ER S T — BRI R AT B vk S W] SR T v
IR FE . ARAUAIE F0 45 SRR AR B A B BE R, R PR 5 iR AT IRFE A N SR B 5,
ALV R L W B TAL R A R BE LR 1. 5, SERREE A 45 SRR T ik
TESERR A R AN E.

RNT PR EA T RCR, KR TAEEFEE T T 5 B HERT 77 v, AH G 30 50 1
A5 7545 BAEN] (AIC) (Akaike, 19731%): UM {5 HUEN] (BIC) (Schwarz, 1978634 Bk
I XA KGAE (CGV) (Craven & Wanba, 19780391). 4B HR T 4 & A= SR BARET, 95451 A )
BT IR G X T M 2% 2R IR AE AR 500, AH G S g T SO BB %1 (Cai &
Zeng, 2007010) F13EF[RAS B AL ¥t (Ding et al, 20145 Yu et al, 2016037 545, jx ik,
FRBATRKMNFE T —.
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INFERENCE AND APPLICATION OF CASE-COHORT DESIGN
UNDER THE PROPORTIONAL HAZARDS MODEL

ZHANG Jia-gian', DENG Li-feng?, DING Jie-li!
(1. School of Mathematics and Statistics, Wuhan University, Wuhan, Hubei 430072, C’hma)

(2. College of Mathematics and Systems Science, Shandong University of Science and Technology,
Qingdao, Shandong, 266590, C'hma)

Abstract: A case-cohort design is a cost-effective sampling scheme in large cohort studies.
The key idea of such a design is to assemble the measurements of expensive covariates only on a
subset of the entire cohort and all the subjects outside the subcohort that experience the event
of interest. In this paper, we study the inference methods for case-cohort data under the Cox
model. We consider two weighted estimating equation approaches, the inverse-probability and
time-varying weighted methods. The asymptotic theories are established. A series of simulation
studies are conducted to assess the finite-sample performance of the proposed methods and exhibit
the superiority and efficiency of the case-cohort design. Some real data examples are analyzed to
illustrate the application of the proposed methods.

Keywords: Case-Cohort design; proportional hazards model; inverse probability weight;
time varying weight
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