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TF—2tv b

A Appendix T, AL THBRZZAFRHET 2 ETT L2382 —%
Tur 7 LB &ML $ 9. Appendix TIZBIEFMHITRER T Y B2 —%
Ny =V RCEMATHRTIEIRL, MOELMFEHENRTVE400
Ny r =T OFUMEHENETBALET. AT HYV T T8y
7 — Tl Stata(VN— 3 >~ 10.0), SAS(N— = > 9.2), SPSS (PASW 18),
RTY. N6y r—IZBT 25 MIEHBE L 2o, FElico &
FLTUE, K707 FLDONVTREEEZSIEL TS,

Appendix THN T % 70 77 AR HE, EYEHET -5y b &
P72 BRI 70 AR RITIZ £ % & O TF . Appendix T, 1LY
bFIEA N MO DT DIZ[ES AT =% 2y POMEAL £ [
WEREIETERDSA T =5 1E, b0 27 A bbby ra—F
e T9 ( http://webl.sph.emory.edu/dkleinb/surv3.htm ). ZD 7 =7
FA P, KETHLHEEMBEIZIY EF7eho7r—2 1y b AFT
EF9. 2OV THAPTHE, T EROSOOBKX TR L T E
3. (1) Stata7 — % & v M (LR T .dta), (2) SAST — % & v (LK
¥ .sas7bdat), (3) SPSS7—% t v b (#Lik+F.sav), 4) RT—% kv
(PLiEF rda), (5)7F A b7—%t v b (JLHEF .dat) TT.

HEPHEMET— £ v | (addicts.dat)

1991 4F Caplehorn 512 L 24— F 7 1) 7T#HERT, A0 A X HEHHEIZA
¥ REREERT 52k, EFDO ALY NG RARGIRERH I X1
T5LOTY. BEOEFRMEZ, BEIHE» SRS 22, 158D
T TORM(H) Lo T L7z, 2MRICIIEZENORENTHIZEND D
FL7z. ZBEOERIILTOM) TY.

1D - BHEID

SURVT - HHEDSCLINIC A S B3 2%, F72133TH810) F Cors (H).

STATUS - H#E7AICLINIC % & #lii (code = 1) 2>, $THH) 1) (code = 0) 2»
XRT.

CLINIC - BEMN XY NG %5117 CLINIC(code =1, 2) #/RT .

PRISON - HFIZREEDD 5 (code=1), Z\>(code=0)Z/RT.

DOSE - BEORAAY R HE(mg/H) BT % #Ek A5
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JEEEAS A7 — % £ > | (bladder.dat)

BEREASA T — % & v MICIE, 864 DREIREYIBRT 2 OBEEAS A B 12
MR ZHEEZERLIZHRANRY M T M AOERSEENT
v E 9 (Byar and Green, 1980). Bik#® HWRERIE, T4 7/ SEEYGHOX)
RTY. WELBIIRWOEGEBEEROKESTYT. CPT7He—F0
T=FLATY Mo T0EY. BHOERIILTOME) T,

ID - BEID (A—EBEIEBEOF THFN— a Y HPFEET S
BEnHb).

EVENT - HBENES D35 (code = 1) L7z, L7572 (code =0)
PERIRT.

INTERVAL - EZ WO X[ ONEHE (code =1 : BENSRFD1EHEH O
BERIIXH, code =2 @ MRENBHA D 27 H O X[ % &)

START - F X O FHAGER (A)

STOP - FRENCBIT B A Xy MR (H) F 721337580 ) B ()
TX - G (code=1: FF 7 /%A, code=0: 7T tR)
NUM - e D REBE K

SIZE - WA DIERO K E S (cm)

J7b217
CIHhBIE, KETHEN L7 RO EERE RN 2 173 57201003
77T AR OFM A RO T, TiRD4O0V 7 by 2T
Wy r—=Z8I2kr7varzkTET.
A. Stata
B. SAS
C. SPSS
D.RYV7Z7 o7
Kt sy a VIS o TWETOT, SHIEELOD DHRT S
F—VEBATHRGIENTEET.
A. Stata StatalZ X BT #4179 72 121%, #Y) 7% 2~ » F% Stata Command

window 7> Stata Do-file Editor window (24852 L F 3. AEFF I B #AT 12 H
LELIAT Y FELUTFIZEITE Y. Stata TR ARLF E /N LFEOKX DD
D, a~r P3N TFEMHL Tz,
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stset — AEVHADOT =Y PEFET I THHILEHEFLET.
[time-to-event | %), [status 2%, MOBI#E 3 5 EFEE
REFRTLIOIMHLET. stTHE L ZDOMO Stata 7 <
YR, CCTERINEHEFMALET.

sts list — Kaplan-Meier (KM) ¥ 7z (& Cox i % 4 17 ¥t 52 fifi % Results
window (2§ 5. 77 4 v MIKMAFHEEH T

sts graph -  Kaplan-Meier (KM) DAFFHEEMEO 70 v b EVEKT 5. 2O
av Y NI, Cox BEAAFHEEMD 71y MIOEHTE £

sts generate - {E3£7— % & v b 112 Kaplan-Meier ¥ 72 (& Cox i # 4 f7- 4
TEAE & &N T AR L £ 7

sts test — HAFRAB OB ORSEMEICHET 2 MELFEITLET.

stphplot — BN — F(PH) WA MRS 2 72000, R EIRERT vs. X 55—
AR T Ty b ERER L 9. Kaplan-Meier 5% — £
AAE T Ty b F 7203 Cox i B B - M BUEfE 7 a » b &R

ETXET.

stcoxkm - KMAEHF 7O v b CoxiiBEERF 7oy V2RI 7 1
AR L F 7.

stcox — Cox HBINY— FETI, Bl CoxET I, #Lik Cox ET IV

(B 2 SRR E A BT 2 & 0) FET LT,

stphtest - Schoenfeld 5712 250 { FeBl N4 — FYEICBI$ 2 Mg & 52
TLEY. Zoaxy FefHT 2720121, stcox T~ »
I} & schoenfeld ) + 7> a v & v CHAETNIZ Cox ET IV %
FITLTBLALERH ) 7.

streg - ST APN) y THREFEETIVEFITLET.

Statax [ < &, 4D OwindowZ2SHl ML £ 9. €N 5 windowld, Stata
Command, Stata Results, Review, Variables & 7 )V ENTWwE 5. i
MHOVEET—% 2y b EIRT 57201214, File=Openx 7 1) v 7 L %
9. F—=% by NEBERT L L, ZEEOZN) Variables window |2 FR &
9. I~ FitStata Command window ICATT L EF. )& — > F—
AL, a~ Y NI X o TYERR S L7z I 2% Results window (2 F R E 4L
¥ 3. Reviewwindow (Zid, Statat v ¥ a Y IZBIT A I NTCHa~x v FHE
TTIEEDMRAFE S E T . Review window DI~ » FiE, Z—HF =Lk
INAE, ¥ —, WHETEET. Reviewwindow DI~ > F% 57 )L
Vw7 LCaxvy F&df7d5Z L b aRETY. Stata — )b/¥—Dlog K
Yk IV I THIEICEY, A PR T FANMIBETLIELT
XFET.

avr FEFEFTLHOF:21E, 2~ K% Do-file Editor (2 A1 dH %
WIZHE D AT 50 HFH H Y F 9. Do-file Editor window % B < 1213,
Window — Do-file Editor & 7 ') v 7 § 4 7>, Stata” — )L\ — @ Do-file
Editor "% > %271 v 27 L%73. Tools=>Do% 7)) v /35L&, axF
A3Do-file Editor 7* 5 %47 8N F 9. T~ F% Do-file Editor 7> 5 F17¢
%F)pI%, Stata Command window 2> 5 ET 4 A¥E, I~ K& —FF
WZ1DFTDATLFET L RITIUE %R D 4 A%, Do-file Editor TIEHE D
<y FP—FEICETRTY.
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Do-file Editor iZ, SASO 70 75 LA x5 1 & L AFEOWRET Fio T F
9. FEBE, Do-file Editor window |2 #delim % A /145 &, 77 5V DL
T2—F(CR)TIEZHCEITO Y, StataD AT — X MDY %
RTXYI) LT D FF(SASD L9 12).

Stata |= & 2 AAFBERIRAHT T2, DAF2#HY EIPE T

A A7 RIS (R ER) o HfEsE & B T oo Heik

75 7 & A7z BN — RO E

Cox It/ — K (PH) & 7V O FEAT

JE1t Cox & 7 )V D FAT

FERTHIRELC X 2 JBlN — ¥ (PH) RGE O &FAll
Cox Fi#E A A7 IR DVERL

YLk Cox & 7V DFEAT

INTG XN v 7T IVDEST

frailty € 77V DFELT

FIA XY FOETIVIESE

¥ X NS

._.
e

£ 9 File—=Openz 7V v 7 L, Stata¥WHEHHET—% 1 v I “addicts.dta”
REIRT L EDLIHROET. FNNE T T4 &, [use “addicts.dta”, clear
I~ » FHSReview window & Results window IZFR SILE T, U, Hy
WHET =%y MSStata® AE ) NTHATWEEIC G722 L2 RLET.

R RAT 2479 720121, time-to-event Z 5 & status B # RE T
HUENRS ) F3. AEAEERIT O~ Y RS EICEMAfsET A2b Y 12,
Stata Cldstset I~ > FHAWT—EDTU 773 V7 TIRETH I EAT
EEY. st CHELTRNTCOEFFIHI~ Y FIE, TOTF—=%1y M)®
AEY) LCHAWEEIREEICH LR, stset 12 £ o TEFR S NI AEFFRHIZ
BEAMHLETT. BEWEHET— 5 OEEREEREY E#RT 53— Figb
TOwEY) TY.

stset survt, failure (status==1) id (id)

stset D % 5 |2 13 time-to-event Z M ¥ A& £ 3. Stataa~ > Ko+ 7
avidhrYORBRIETET. RUOFT T a ik, ARV MERIE
failure) DF WA RITEHKEAIREL, B Y TlER LA XY MO x fi5E
LET. ZOF T aryPBhviagid, StataTIETRXTOF 7HXR—-2 3
VNWAXRY I HL(DFED, FTEYIP L) ERDET. 200%F
==TEWASE LV E W) EARICHV SR, 100%E S IdEL O
RIEBIZE)BTLEXIHVET. ROLT T a VIZID &) ZRETOE
BaidZHBIIBETAD0TT. ZHEEWFERET -5y b TREAE
TY. BE4R51E 1BEH1F T7IR=v a3 v 0T, 1 A\OBEITEBD
F TR a UPFETLEI LT TRIDPEEL NS TT.
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L L2250, 1RICH L TEEDF T7FRX—=2 a v EEBD 4 X
FSHDLBEIL(Z T A %), Statald 7 T A Y F—F 1T LTz a8 A
NrEdEEEE S5 2

stset IV 2 NiE, 4008 LWAKE T4ty MEIML 9. Stata

TOEFRLEHIUT 20 9.

_t- time-to-event 2%

_d- statusZF (=12 F, 0=$5Y0D)

O -BFRIZEEOMEE ) OB, T4V T, TRTOF THR—1 3
UHEEEONSIEE D FF.

_st—FATICAV S 7THR—2 g Y ERIBELE T, 774NV FTIE, X
TOF THR=2 g YPFEICHCONET AT FENTW5S).

®AD 104 THXR—=2 a 2 WHEHICERT 512, UToax s F
ZHWET.

listin 1/10

stdes 7 v > NI OB KA EZ 52 3 (D2 UFIIRT).

stdes

failure .d: status ==
analysis time _t: survt

id: id

frmmmmm-- per subject---------- |
Category total mean min  median max
no. of subjects 238
no. of records 238 1 1 1 1
(first) entry time 0 0 0 0
(final) exit time 402.5714 2 367.5 1076
subjects with gap 0
time on gap if gap 0 . . . .
time at risk 95812 402.5714 2 367.5 1076
failures 150 .6302521 0 1 1

a<  Fstrate & stirld, 18%E L7722 0H 5 ) B CHAFx i
572800 DTY. strate 27 >~ FAYCLINICHI DI R ZIR L, stir 2~
Y REsERoOE ERIRL T



UToa<xy Fa 12T OANI L TATL ZEW (A,

strate clinic

stir clinic

531

N SRR B AR ENT T, AR L7z & 9 (2stset T~ > N3

WERET -5ty MO L TETEATHS EHES LET

1. AFBMCRAER) OHEE & BEDHE

Kaplan-Meier & {74 B E 2 14 5 121, stslist I~ >~ FAfAVwES. a—
FEWTIEI T o) T

sts list
failure d: status ==1
analysis time _t: survt
id: id
Beg. Net Survivor Std.

Time Total Fail Lost Function Error [95% Conf. Int.]
2 238 0 2 1.0000 . . .
7 236 1 0 0.9958 0.0042 0.9703 0.9994
13 235 1 0 0.9915 0.0060 0.9665 0.9979
17 234 1 0 0.9873 0.0073 0.9611 0.9959
19 233 1 0 0.9831 0.0084 0.9555 0.9936
26 232 1 0 0.97883 0.0094 0.9499 0.9911
28 231 0 2 0.9788 0.0094 0.9499 0.9911
29 229 1 0 0.9745 0.0103 0.9442 0.9885
30 228 1 0 0.9703 0.0111 0.9386 0.9857
33 227 1 0 0.9660 0.0118 0.9331 0.9828
905 8 0 1 0.1362 0.0364 0.0748 0.2159
932 7 0 2 0.1362 0.0364 0.0748 0.2159
944 5 0 1 0.1362 0.0364 0.0748 0.2159
969 4 0 1 0.1362 0.0364 0.0748 0.2159
1021 3 0 1 0.1362 0.0364 0.0748 0.2159
1052 2 0 1 0.1362 0.0364 0.0748 0.2159
1076 1 0 1 0.1362 0.0364 0.0748 0.2159
IKER] 2 & 12 CLINIC & O AAAHEEAE 2 B TR L 72 Wi A1, by ()

Lcompare() 4 7 a Y EMHLEY. a— FEHEITOME) T,
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sts list, by (clinic) compare at (0 20 to 1080)

failure .d: status ==
analysis time _t: survt

id: id

Survivor Function
clinic 1 2
time 0 1.0000 1.0000
20 0.9815 0.9865
40 0.9502 0.9595
60 0.9189 0.9459
80 0.9000 0.9320
100 0.8746 0.9320
120 0.8681 0.9179
140 0.8422 0.9038
160 0.8093 0.8753
180 0.7690 0.8466
200 0.7420 0.8323
220 0.6942 0.8179
840 0.0725 0.5745
860 0.0543 0.5745
880 0.0543 0.5171
900 0.0181 0.5171
920 0.5171
940 0.5171
960 0.5171
980 0.5171
1000 0.5171
1020 0.5171
1040 0.5171
1060 0.5171

1080

CLINIC =2 DAFF#HCLINIC=1 £ ) 3 EH < 2> T 3. compare()
T arvEMFALC FOMOAEFRFRIZOWTHRLZ LS TEET

Kaplan-Meier 7% (R 1 2x0 375 ) 2 77T 7465 21213, LT o a—
FefmL £y,
sts graph
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CLINIC ] ® Kaplan-Meier 2D 7 7 7 % 52 % 2 — F & 1711,
LFos@l ¢

sts graph, by (clinic)

Kaplan-Meier survival estimates, by clinic

1.00 -
0.757 clinic 2 B
0.50 — -
0.25 - L
0.00 + clinic 1 B
0 500 1000
analysis time

failure + 73 3 3, AHEEKTIEZ% < failure L (BRE ) A7) % 75
ZALET AR50 TIER L, 005 1), 2— R To#@E) T3 (B
HHE).

sts graph, by (clinic) failure

ZHCLINICIZDWT U Y I Y 7 EE EITT 53— (B L) I
PFo ) T3

sts test clinic

failure .d: status ==
analysis time _t: survt
id: id

Log-rank test for equality of survivor functions

Events Events
clinic observed expected

1 122 90.91
2 28 59.09
Total 150  150.00

chi2(1) = 27.89

Pr>chi2 = 0.0000
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Wilcoxon, Tarone-Ware, Peto, Flemington-Harrington O #5552 % 1§
ETAHAZELTEIY. INOLOWERTS T Y IEDOEILTHY, +7
WA= a Y OEADPRELD 3. Wilcoxon g T, j# H O failure F§H
% n (at risk ) CTEAMIF L 3. Tarone-Ware s Tid, j& H O failure
] %/, TEAMIT L 3. PetoMEldj i H O failure i 2, 5 _XTD 7
V=T % PG L CRHE L7 5() TEANT L 3. 2 OEAFHEE
5(t) 13 Kaplan-Meier EFHEEMHIZB2ET A, BEICHFELEH Y T4
/. Flemington-Harington ##7E @ j# H O failure FEH] O E AL, £HEIZ X S
Kaplan-Meier EFAHEEMH 5(1) £ 2005 57> 5 72 55(8-)P[1-5(5-) 1" O %
WY Fd. 3— FIZHUTo@) T3 (HII3ER).

sts test clinic, wilcoxon
sts test clinic, tware

sts test clinic, peto

sts test clinic, th(1,3)

ststest IV RDOT 74 )V OWEIEIE T TV IBETT. EOEAD
WEMETEZ M) »OBIRWBI 21X, 0T 27 H5HWIiEWilcoxon) 14, &
OMEOHRM NI PRI BN EEZ O5NLY, 2F ), IFEEHITFEHN SN
RTWAICED FT. 2L, FHRMCET LvpEr ) RIF520TiX
%, EOREHRBIE R ) O EEANIRO TBr2IFE R ) FHA.

CLINICIZBi¥ 2 f@ftu 7 F » 7 #i7E (PRISON 12 & 5 JE51) 1%, strata %
T ayTHRTY. BILT 7u—FEHVLEE BRNOSV—-TTk
AXRY FOEAME? SHFEEZ5IW2 b O % S failure FFH 2 L T&
FHL, ST RTOEOAFZ LD ET. a— FREUTo@EY) T3 (D
(L),

sts test clinic, strata (prison)

sts generate 7~ > Nz flwiud, M7 —% &~ b2 Kaplan-Meier
HAEHEEME Z SO L WEABEIER T A2 A TEET. LFTOa— T,
CLINIC B KM Al % &1, SKM(ZHA T —F =2 F3)
LIPS L WER A ER LT T.

sts generate skm=s, by (clinic)

Itable 7~ > MidAdan ez A L 7. AL Kaplan-Meier D7
Ta—FTHY), HALXNVDT—F P nEE &I 5.
UTFoa—FBXOHMAIE, interval )+ 7> 2 V12X D IRE L 72 HE T
(H) @ CLINICHI Oy RAEAHEEM Z 5 2 £7.
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Itable survt status, by (clinic) interval (60 150 200 280 365 730 1095)

Beg.

Interval Total Deaths Lost Survival

clinic
0
60
150
200
280
365
730

clinic
0
60
150
200
280
365
730

150
200
280
365
730
1095

=2

150
200
280
365
730
1095

Std

Error [95% Conf. Int.]

163 13 4 0.9193 0.0215 0.8650 0.9523
146 14 6 0.8293 0.0300 0.7609 0.8796
126 13 3 0.7427 0.0352  0.6661 0.8043
110 17 2 0.6268 0.0393  0.5446 0.6984
91 10 6 0.5556 0.0408  0.4720 0.6313
75 41 15 0.2181 0.0367  0.1509 0.2934
19 14 5 0.0330 0.0200 0.0080 0.0902
75 4 2 0.9459 0.0263 0.8624 0.9794
69 5 3 0.8759 0.0388  0.7749 0.9334
61 3 O 0.8328 0.0441  0.7242 0.9015
58 5 1 0.7604 0.0508  0.6429 0.8438
52 3 2 0.7157 0.0540  0.5943 0.8065
47 7 23 0.5745 0.0645  0.4385 0.6890
17 1 16 0.5107 0.0831  0.3395 0.6584

2. T2 7BWIHEIIN\Y — FEDRE

ZBCLINICO WWBINY — FEERE 277 72723207 7
O—F L E7.
1) %8 ( = %140 Kaplan-Meier A= f73E 7€ fifl (CLINIC TRgll) & e (£ 7213
EEf o (=350 2 71y b
2) X E- b # Cox i A A74E 72 i (CLINIC TRgBl)) & R 2 7' » b
3) Kaplan-Meier EAFHEE M & Cox AREAHEMZF L7 7 71270 b

INSH3007 Fu—FIZEBMRELEIALH) TTH, )T IFIE
BERBERPEONTT. FHD2O0T 71 —F1%, CLINIC O &K HE
TR (- * 5 BT AT TH L2 MALET. 3FHOT 7o —
F 1%, CoxiiHEATF R (CLINIC % R Cld 7 < FMZE R L 3 %) "KM
B WA E ) PERL L DOTT. Stz U, iy —FET
VB (Cox A 5 ) F S N7z FHMEDTKM % Fl V72 FZHME ISV 22 2 v ) 2
ET.

WAD2O0D7 7 u—Fikstphplot 2~ > F2EH L, 3ZFHOT 7
0 —F (3 stcoxkm T~ > N2 L 9. 6% (- %40 Kaplan-Meier 447
THy bOI— FBXPMDIZLIToM ) TF.
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stphplot, by (clinic) nonegative

—e—clinic=1 —=—clinic=2

1.38907

Ln[-Ln(Survival Probabilities)]
By Categories of Coded 1 or 2

-5.0845
T
1.94591

T
6.98101
In(analysis time)

CLINIC = LIZBIL CiE, 7T 7 OB THFAB AR L2 5 & 2A0H ) F
T, TIUTTNSRFEHED A XY MDD W LSRR ET. F77,
B OB (75 706 TlE7ay PAREL TWDL L)AL T
9. FELO T — FIZ® % nonegative T 7> 3 “1E, 77 + )V F D — log(~ log)
MR ClE 7 < log(—log M A ZR L £ 3. &6 5 OMMBICT 5D Id2—
P—DHRZBD TS, CoFTFrarzEHLzwE, 79 7136HEL
MO TERSCAERTIAICRD £9.

Stata lZ (SAS D [FAAEE T2, 77 4V b TlE, B A FRER Tl 7 <
log CEAFRERD) 2 & D 5. MO TATHEZER T L L) T LICHALT
(&, A log (AR IREI]) % & A 9 SAEAFIE 2 & 5 ) P REICIE 2 ) £
Ao LD L%DS, B log CEFEIRER) 2 Lo 72856, s 8 (= R50 417
HARASTERZ 22 1UIE,  time-to-event 22 £14S Weibull 734 12 6E 9 & & ASRIE
ENFT. ZOEBOMEEINIRE L &, AR (SURVT) (33550
o3 (Weibull 7348 DHREBR 25 6) 12069 C EAVRIRENT . 20X %
Wi, NT A M)y ZAFEETVPMEATREE 2 ) £ 9.

XA Tl 2 <, AEAFIRER 2 Al S L 720 5 (= b 80 AR AF AR o
7T TDRN, BEMIZL)EZLOERESEONLITREND D 7.
nolntime + 7' 3 » # i3 1L, AFEEMEZMMICE 220 TE S
. a—FEHDIELTO®E) T3
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stphplot, by (clinic) nonegative nolntime

——o—clinic=1 —a——clinic=2

1.38907

Ln[-Ln(Survival Probabilities)]
By Categories of Coded 1 or 2

-5.0845

T
7 1076
analysis time

DT T 7L, 2ROMESEEM OB THNLL Z 2 RELT
WET.

stphplot 7 > N & WA HLE, %8~ FE0 Cox MBS 1 HEs Mt & 75
HZENTEEY. a—NILUTOHEHY T,

stphplot, strata(clinic) adjust(prison dose) nonegative nolntime

(= R8O I, 2% CLINICIZB$ 5@ b Cox ET VA L,
PRISON & DOSE Cili# L72b o T3 . FE M O/ERIZ1E, PRISON &
DOSE D3 v o . LT o) TF.

—e—clinic=1 —=—clinic=2

1.65856

Ln[-Ln(Survival Probabilities)]
By Categories of Coded 1 or 2

—5.23278

T
7 o 1076
analysis time

Cox #AEHi# I KM EIARIZ 22 D LT
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stcoxkm 7~ > Fix, L~ 57 ElZ7 1 v b L7 Kaplan-Meier 4 774
SEfE & Cox B AAHEBMOLBITHAL . a— FERADEUTOM
hTY.

stcoxkm, by (clinic)

Observed: clinic =2
Predicted: clinic = 2

Observed: clinic = 1

——=—— Predicted: clinic = 1

0.25+

0.00

2 1076
analysis time

Observed vs. Predicted Survival Probabilities
By Categories of Coded 1 or 2
o
(&)
T

KM i1 & s A fElfi#1d, CLINIC = 1 TIZIEF Il - T E 9725,
CLINIC=2TRRZNIEETEH Y XA COT T T2 HWzT 7a—F
PH, HHINY— FEP S OFWIERED S 25 Z L 2R LT T3 Tl
13 CLINIC TH# L 72 Cox E 7MW TH V), WY — FIEZGE L T
WE 9. CLINIC THZE L T\ 2 D12, CLINIC HOF A #1317 T
&) A, CoxFHBEAEAAT & 72 2 DU, I TIE A (- kf
B AR AR DTT TT

CNERLZ T 7% WA % PRISON° DOSEIZ2WT 4179 &
EMTEET. 2L DOSEILERELTH D720, HT7 TVLT H0E
BHHFT.

3. Cox teAINT— RETILDRTT

Cox IbHINY— FETIWICHET 2 EELMGEX, TRXTOHRLR/ Y —
VT = RORBIT5 &) T E T RAICEY FIFAEFILTIE,
32507 = PRISON, DOSE, CLINICA & EFNFEFT. ZTDETIVTIT,
INGH3ODIEREIZL HIERE Y — T RTUIZOWT R RN —
FEELTHWET. S IUL, 22N EEIZH L TNy —
FEAZRELTVWET(BZLIELLHY FHA). T—FEHHEUT
DHYTY.
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stcox prison clinic dose, nohr

failure .d: status ==
analysis time _t: survt

id: id
Tteration 0: 1log likelihood = -705.6619
Iteration 1: log likelihood = -674.54907
Iteration 2: log likelihood = -673.407
Iteration 3: log likelihood = -673.40242
Iteration 4: log likelihood = -673.40242
Refining estimates:
Iteration 0: 1log likelihood = -673.40242
Cox regression -- Breslow method for ties
No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs = 238
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812
LR chi2(3) = 64.52
Log likelihood = -673.40242 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000
______ e ——
-d Coef. Std. Err. z p>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]
prison .3265108 .1672211 1.95 0.051 -.0012366 .6542581
clinic -1.00887 .2148709 -4.70 0.000 -1.430009 -.5877304
dose -.0353962 .0063795 -5.55 0.000 -.0478997 -.0228926

COWIHS, SHOREIC L) MEUEA-673.40242 TPOR L 722 &
o) T, ZOMEEFELStata T T VIO BHEICFERENT T,
CNUBEOLNBITIIHIBEL 9. ®&EORITE, FHEEITHT 5 G
¥, = ofFi#ERaE, Waldiektste (z), pfE, 95%EHXEIVR S
TwWET.

stcox I¥ Y FOnohr 7> a &, 77 + )V b OIEBALBREONF—F
) CldZe CRUERE R ZoR L £ 3. B8R % Ko 72 41X nohr
TrvarvrillELES. a—-FERDEMUTo®E) T,

stcox prison clinic dose
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Cox regression -- Breslow method for ties
No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs = 238
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812
LR chi2(3) = 64.52
Log likelihood = -673.40242 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000
-t
-d Haz. Ratio Std. Err. z p>z| [95% Conf. Interval]
prison 1.386123 .231789 1.95 0.051 .9987642 1.923715
clinic .3646309 .0783486 -4.70 0.000 .2393068 .5555868
dose .965223 .0061576 -5.55 0.000 .9532294 .9773675
ZOFEIZIF, N P EZOEETZE, N — FROBEXHAVR S
NTWIE T, stcox I~ ¥ P23 58413, time-to-event 21 %° status
BRAARET L2LEDR LW LIZEBRL TSV, steox IV~ FiE,
stset I~ FCIRE LM AEFAL £9. DEiZFETL zstset T~ >~
I L 2\WT, coxT~VY Y FPHCoxETNEFEITTAHI LB TEE
F. a—FEUTo#E) T,
cox survt prison clinic dose, dead (status)
ZDcox AT Y N2, Z2HSURVTOIRENH Y £3. dead )+ 7 3
&, ARV P EHBY) KB A EESTATUS 25589 5 720 12
LE. deadO) A 7' 3 THRET 2ZHUL, A2 FOYEIZ0LSY
50 D502 L LLENH ) £9. cox T~ FOMINITLIT D5
hCTY.
Cox regression -- Breslow method for ties
Entry time O Number of obs = 238
LR chi2(3) =  64.52
Prob > chi2 = 0.0000
Log likelihood = -673.40242 Pseudo R2 = 0.0457
survt
status Coef. Std. Err. z p>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]

prison .3265108 .1672211 1.95 0.051 -.0012366 .6542581
clinic -1.00887 .2148709 -4.70 0.000 -1.430009 -.5877304
dose -.0353962 .0063795 -5.55 0.000 -.0478997 -.0228926

COWMIFERIE, 77 4V N TRURBREAD G- 2 5D B EBITE, stcox
avry POl ERLTY.
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coxIY ¥ FOhr 4 7 a YRtz feft L 4.

77 AN FTIE(ZOMDTIE), FNEMOLI (B A X2 b oSk
IZHE Z o 72354) 1E Breslow T 9. £ V) exact 2 Jiik & ] L 7 WAL,
stcox IV FE/idcox I~ ¥ N, exactp *+ 7' 3 ¥ (exact R0 L
WZxtin) F 72 ik exactm + 7 3 v (exact 2 BN E IS 2T & &
3. exact method IZEMWLFIHETH ), KiIKOYGexact x fEE L TD
TG A—FHEEMIZHFENVEDY FHA. L2LEDPS, FAEIZEZ DS
N2 M5 2841, exact method 25#Y)TY. a— FEHIJIZLITO

W) T
stcox prison clinic dose, nohr exactm
Cox regression -- exact marginal likelihood
No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs = 238
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812
LR chi2(3) =  64.56

Log likelihood = -666.3274 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000

-t

d Coef. Std. Err z p>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]
prison .326581 .1672306 1.95 0.051 -.0011849 .6543469

clinic -1.009906 .2148906 -4.70 0.000 -1.431084 -.5887285
dose -.0353694 .0063789 -5.54 0.000 -.0478718 -.0228669

FEINER. ORI Efron 2 T2 5 TX 9. RSy r—o
DF7 # )V MIEfroniETd. I— FIZLToHEY) T (W),

stcox prison clinic dose, nohr efron

CLINICE DX HAEMIHTH 22482 5L CoxET Ve EX T,
generate 1<~ NI L WAEKZ E#HTE £9. ZHCLIN_PR & CLIN_DO
DEFIE, ZNZNHIECLINIC x PRISON & CLINIC x DOSE T
I—FIRUTo®) T,

generate clin_pr=clinic*prison

generate clin_do=clinic*dose

describe ¥ 72 13list X AN LT, TNOOH L WEMSELEHFT— %
by MIFEETLIERMEHLTLIZE W,
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UToa—Fg, 2200%E/EAEEEL Cox BT VA ETLET.

stcox prison clinic dose clin_pr clin_do, nohr

Cox regression -- Breslow method for ties
No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs = 238
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812
LR chi2(5) = 68.12
Log likelihood = -671.59969 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000
-t
-d Coef. Std. Err z P>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]
prison 1.191998 .5413685 2.20 0.028 .1309348 2.253061
clinic .1746985 .893116 0.20 0.845 -1.575777 1.925174
dose -.0193175 .01935 -1.00 0.318 -.0572428 .0186079
clin_pr -.7379931 .4314868 -1.71 0.087 -1.583692 .1077055
clin.do -.0138608 .0143275 -0.97 0.333 -.0419422 .0142206

Irtest 7~ > FIILFERMELXFETLET. FlzIE 2200KE/EHE
CLIN_PR & CLIN_DOIZDW T ERMRET IV L O E HMREZFITT 5
WalL, DToaxy FEANTAZEIZED, ZIVETIVO - 28500
JEEEE I =Y DAY IRETE T T

Irtest, saving (0)

KA, F O AT THNE TV CCEAEHEZ &£ %2\0) 2T L9 (1
ALESLON

stcox prison clinic dose

W/ NETIVOETER, UToa<xry Rk, 7VvEFIVIZHEERESD
) EHEINETIVE LT D LB BEDOR ESE S L E T
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Lrtest

HIFERIZLU T o ) T

3.61
0.1648

Cox: likelihood-ratio test chi2(2)
Prob > chi2

pfE0.1648 1%, a=0.05KETIHETIEDH) THA.

4. B{tCox ETFTILDELT

BN — FARE % 25 CLINIC 1 72 X 22\ s, 28 PRISON B L O
DOSE (&iiti 72 3354, JB b Cox BT Z @A T& 3. stcox T~ FTREAL
CoxETFNWEFEFTTEET. UFOa— Fik, CLINICIZOoW g kL 72
Cox BT NWEFETLET (L FR).

stcox prison dose, strata (clinic)

Stratified Cox regr. -- Breslow method for ties
No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs = 238
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812
LR chi2(2) = 33.94
Log likelihood = -597.714 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000
______ e ——
-d Haz. Ratio Std. Err z P>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]
prison 1.475192 .2491827 2.30 0.021 1.059418 2.054138
dose .9654655 .0062418 -5.44 0.000 .953309 .977777

Stratified by clinic
strata() + 72 3 T, WASOOEIVERAEMHTEET

20D HENEME Y &4 B Cox TNV ETRETT. Miots v a
v Tgenerate I~ Y FE VT INLOEKEAEH L2 L 2Bl L
TL7ZEW, ZOETIVTIL, CLINICEA S 7 LI PRISON 3 & (N DOSE
DRIRDFA D ZENFFESINE S, a—- FEHITo@E) T
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stcox prison dose clin_pr clin_do, strata (clinic) nohr

Stratified Cox regr. -- Breslow method for ties
No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs = 238
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812
LR chi2(4) = 35.81
Log likelihood = -596.77891 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000
-t
-d Coef. Std. Err z p>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]
prison 1.087282 .5386163 2.02 0.044 .0316135 2.142951
dose -.0348039 .0197969 -1.76 0.079 -.0736051 .0039973
clin_pr -.584771 .4281291 -1.37 0.172 -1.423889 .2543465
clin.do -.0010622 .014569 -0.07 0.942 -.0296169 .0274925

Stratified by clinic

CLINIC = 212§ L TPRISON =1 vs. PRISON = 025 d N\ — F
efElzvwe LEY. ZonyF— FHaHEES 51213, (prison DFREL
+2 X clinic & prison DX HAFHEARE) ZEBALL £5. Zoud, »
¥ — FHOAIZ5F (PRISON = 1) & 431 (PRISON = 0) Ofi 2 A3 %
ZEIZENBEOENET(TRLSH).

_ ho(t) exp[1p; + B,DOSE + (2)(1)B5 + B4CLIN DO]
~ ho(t) exp[0f, + B,DOSE + (2)(0)B5 + B4CLIN _DO)]

= exp(f; +2f;3).

HR

lincom 2~ ~ FiX, /85 X — ¥ O EORBULEZ KDL Z LT
XF4. EFNVFEFTHE, CLINIC = 2129 5 PRISON O — R &2 HEE
57O, Toaxvy FEEEEITLES. a—-FERDEUToO®ED
T

lincom prison+2*clin_pr, hr

(1) prison + 2.0 clin pr = 0.0
_t | Haz. Ratio Std. Err. z P>z [95% Conf. Intervall]
_____________ +________________________________________________________________
(1) | .9210324 .3539571 -0.21 0.831 .4336648 1.956121
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ifA7— M2 MNEFHATEL BEOHMBT—% 2/ RICET NV EHE
TFdr2enTEEd. UToa— D)L, CLINIC=2D7— % |2

DONTCoxEFNEFEITLET

stcox prison dose if clinic==

Cox regression -- Breslow method for ties
No. of subjects = 75 Number of obs = 75
No. of failures = 28
Time at risk = 36254
LR chi2(2) = 9.70
Log likelihood = -104.37135 Prob > chi2 = 0.0078
-t
-d Haz. Ratio Std. Err z p>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]
prison .9210324 .3539571 -0.21 0.831 .4336648 1.956121
dose .9637452 .0118962 -2.99 0.003 .9407088 .9873457

CLINIC = 212317 % PRISON = 1 vs. PRISON = 0 O/ H— N HHEEH
X, XEA/EHEY S8R LCoxD 7 Fu—F i — vy o7 Su—F &
TEF oL RAUEE Y $9(0.9210324).

5. MRERIRElc £ B HHI/\Y — MMRTE DFFE

stphtest 7~ > FIZ BN — FEIZB 3 5 MmaliMoeE 2 4T L £
T BN - FIREOFEMICE LT, MEMOREIZr 7 7 2 vz h
ELDBRBNEELS. 2 F9. Lo LEiud, MEHRENY 7 7%
W HELDORVWE W) ZETEH ) A, HIZEBEIREVE W
IREFTY. EB, 7T TRV HEOR BRI, I — Bk
25 OTEHEIZ BT 2 RN B oOFRE L B oNnE .

stphtest 7~ > N, 3 _XTOMLERE 2 FRIZFFHS 2 BN — MR
EDOTEIFENREZ LTI L E 32, a4 7Y 3 v 2 frE s udIeE sl
WCHMET AL TEET. CNOOBRETFEITT H7-0101%, SEH
EFH @ Schoenfeld %7 & Z - E N DI w 2 FBHNARIET 5 720 D scaled
Schoenfeld 5% 7% K 2 BN H ) 3. BN — FREld, [ H LS
N — FIRED ) LD 7% &, FRzE & AR (F 72 13 EFRRIERL) & o
FUCIIHBIBARIEIATE L R ] & W) B2 ICEDWTWE T, iz, RIS
ANY MR ELSRORENIEL 2D, BIIICA XY MR E %D
FADEN 7 5 (S L) Vo) EAID S D861, N — RIS o
W& & BITEALT B (D F ) BN — FIGEDI Y 3L 7270v) 2 & R
THZ IR FT
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stphtest % 52179 % Bl 12, stcox 2~ > F % %47 L T Schoenfeld 7% 7=
(schoenfeld() #+ 73 a » % f#i[f]) & scaled Schoenfeld 5% 7 (scaledsch () 7+
Ta v EROTBLLENS ) FT.H72I0E8RT 2L H%% O
WIZHEZEL £9. OMiZschoen™ LHi%E 3 % &, SCHOEN1, SCHOEN2
SCHOEN3 O ZHAER & 11, scaled™ ® 572 1X SCALED1, SCALED2,
SCALED3 D EBAMER SN E 3. Th oL KizZ 2, PRISON,
DOSE, CLINIC D% 236 L 3 (£ 7 WISHRE L72EHONE) . 0%
BAFEETIE R, 2= —PMERICTEETE £9. Schoenfeld 7721
FRFHIREIZ A 51, scaled Schoenfeld 5713, M 4 DZEELD BN —
FIEDOKEIZ VS E T

stcox prison dose clinic, schoenfeld (schoen™) scaledsch (scaled™®)

i x EFR L7 hidstphtest I v > FEZFEFTTEET. a— FEHDIE
UTomMh) T3,

stphtest, rank detail

Test of proportional hazards assumption
Time: Rank(t)

prison -0.04645 0.32 1 0.5689
dose 0.08975 1.08 1 0.2996
clinic -0.24927 10.44 1 0.0012
global test 12.36 3 0.0062

Bk g2 1%, CLINIC 2B L Tid, pfilins0.0012 7% DT, HfI\H—
FARGEDSRAL L2\ & 27"z L £ 9. PRISON & DOSEIZB LTI, H
BN — NMEEDARILIIRE L A

stphtest 7~ >~ K plot() 4 7' = » ¢, CLINIC @ scaled Schoenfeld #%
e L AEAFREBNEN O 71y b EAERTE 3. BN — FRGEDHOL T
%7 513, scaled Schoenfeld 5%75 (3 AEAFIERT & FRA7 & e DT, 70w b
DOPLHIRRIEAKTIZ 2 513 FTY. a—FEZ T 73U To@E) TF.
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stphtest, rank plot (clinic)

Test of PH Assumption

Q °
£
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' o
k=]
[0}
.
C
(9]
o
<
[8}
w
o °
fo) ® 0 ®
a owoo O® © 00 P 000 @ my O 0G0 0 © @ o ®o o O a0 Dmo%o o
2 ®0o° 050 g S
® %o °
°
°
_5_
T T T T
0 50 100 150

Rank(t)

COPLHBIEDLARE TS IR o T E T ORFETIEZR ).

6. CoxFAELEFRIRDIERR

FRALAAF N % #5512 d sts graph T~ > REFWE§. FHEAAR i3t
TaSy — KAEL 9. F1Z21L, PRISON =1, CLINIC=1, DOSE =40
Td L PhEE O AR L, PRISON =0, CLINIC=2, DOSE=70
ThHWERHE 1R ) £3. sts graph I~ NP AL % (F
L 3. UFoa— KFix, PRISON =0, CLINIC =0, DOSE = 0 ®#i#
AR 7Oy MR AR L F 9 (1)

sts graph, adjustfor (prison dose clinic)

AR LD b, BERODH B AR/ $Y — 2 (CLINIC = 0EFFAAE L 7 W ASH
Y)7efif)) TOFEET T v MIBEEAH 5 & B FF. PRISON =0, CLINIC =2,
DOSE = 70 OF#E LA MR 7T 7 %KD B T L 12 L £ 9. generate 1<

RT, stsgraph 2~ > FIZHW 8 L WA ZER L £

generate clinic2=clinic-2
generate dose70=dose-70

Z N5 DZH(PRISON, CLINIC2, DOSE70) 282 L2110 Dfii % il %
L& KRODIERNY —IIHIEL Y. DTOa— Nk b4ER %
G529

sts graph, adjustfor (prison dose70 clinic2)
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Survivor function
adjusted for prison dose70 clinic2
| |

1.00 =

0.75 L

0.50 L

0.25 L

0.00 L

T T
0 500 1000
analysis time

AR L Cox B Al iEstrata) 4 7> a YA VwET. DTFToa—F
i%, CLINIC TR L 722 004EFH#E, 3975 (CLINIC=1, PRISON=0,
DOSE =70) & (CLINIC=2, PRISON =0, DOSE=70) Z1E% L 3.

sts graph, strata(clinic) adjustfor (prison dose70)

Survivor functions, by clinic

adjusted for prison dose70
| | |

1.00 4 o
clinic 2

0.75 o

0.50 o

0.25 o
clinic 1

0.00+ L

T T
0 500 1000
analysis time

NS OFEEMFIE, CLINIC DAFFIRT AR ENRE VLT & 2RIk
LCTWwWET,
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CLINICTJg B L 72 & % ®PRISON = 1 &£ PRISON = 0D # A= 17 7
Oy MR LwE LET. ZORKETIEsts graph I~ > FEEHEES
ZLIETEIRA. ¥R 56X, PRISOND 7D L)L (PRISON =1 &
PRISON = 0) Z [FIZEAEL NV & LTERT S ENTE VLT
(sts graph (ZFEMELEFHTOAZ Ty FLET). L2 L, sts generate
IV Fa2FETT 5L C2o0EGFHEESEONET. 2D
PRISON = 0 % Z£H#E L ~OVIZE# LT LIHZE T L, PRISON =1 % Z&#E L~

VICEFLTH ) IHFEITLET. LToa— Fi&, K2 HRBEEFHT
Tﬁ@%%ﬁ(%f’ﬁﬁkti?‘

generate prisonl=prison-1
sts generate scox0=s, strata (clinic) adjustfor (prison dose70)
sts generate scox1=s, strata(clinic) adjustfor (prison1 dose70)

2% SCOX1 IZIZ PRISON = 1™, Z#SCOXO0 121X PRISON =0, DOSE
T L CLINIC CRERI L 72 HEEfE T3, graph a2~ > Fid, 2hbn
OHtEM%E 70y b LET. Statad/N— 3 > 58.0 LA (H1 21X Stata 8.0
) O, grapha~ > FTIE R graph7a~ v FEMHL £ 7.
I— REWEZLFomEY T,

Graph7 scox0 scoxl survt, twoway symbol ([clinic] [clinic]) xlabel
(365,730,1095)

O for prison=0, X for prison=1

T T T
365 730 1095
survival time in days
subsetted by clinic==1

CLINIC=1D7—% Z4liii L, PRISON =1 & PRISON =025 %7
TIRMENT LD TEET. twoway £ 7' 3 VIE 2 RICEAIT X & B3k
LE9. symbolt 7' 3 v idil5 %, xlabel+ 7' 3 VI X#hFRfl%,
titler 7> a Vidy 4 MVEZNZNIERL T
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graph7 scox0 scox1 survt if clinic==1, twoway symbol(ox) xlabel
(365,730,1095) t1 (" symbols O for prison=0, X for prison=1") title
(“subsetted by clinic==1")

S(t+0), adjusted S(t+0), adjusted
1 2=
Mz,
“““‘\:%‘!12 2,
ngha
1‘1‘:%2'%‘“ 222 2 2 4 2,
121 2 2
| “1‘1 “M“‘\%q 22222 2 2222 » 2 22
g 1 T 1112%“‘2 2,p222 2 2 s » 22 2 2 2 2
Y1y 2 2 222
Yoy
LI 2
| “‘“1‘ “"11‘ -3 2 2 2 2 2
1 T
iy 14
"“111 b R
1 ‘111
| 11‘ , 11 “
1 4
‘11‘“1 i 1
11 1
Togn
.009935 — "
T T T
365 730 1095

survival time in days

7. R Cox ETILDET

WHI N — B L 2 WIiGE, ZE20N51208IEE LTiL, fZ
LCox EFNDFETHH N 3. TN EIIBIOEM & LT, BRI
8% V72 Cox B 7V (MEIE Cox BT IV) DFEITHH U 4. J15E Cox -E
TIWVEFEITTLH)ZTHEE R LDIE, ETIVICED L AFRE B Z
YNEIRT A2 LT

DOSE IZB ] Ot 5 % $h ) 72 B IKE A s £ 2 £ 3. Z OfEHEIL,
DOSE DL D 27k % R L 72— RILASEE Rk L CHFA I (F
72X T ALGAEIZHE L T LI HEENH ) 3. stcox T 7~ FD tve()
T 7 a v ERMHAL T, DOSEIZK M OB % #h) 7 R MARAEEA $% 1
BCTEFE . REHPIEOIREIL, FEH 2 RTEH tZHWTtexpt 7 3
el L E T, BRI AZEDOSE X In(_) 2 &HET VO I~ F
BIOHIZLTO®EY) T,
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stcox prison clinic dose, tvc(dose) texp (In(_t)) nohr

Cox regression -- Breslow method for ties
No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs = 238
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812
LR chi2(4) = 66.29

Log likelihood = -672.51694 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000

-t

-d Coef. Std. Err z p>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]
rh

prison .3404817 .1674672 2.03 0.042 .012252 .6687113
clinic -1.018682 .215385 -4.73 0.000 -1.440829 -.5965352
dose -.0824307 .0359866 -2.29 0.022 -.1529631 -.0118982

dose .0085751 .0064554 1.33 0.184 -.0040772 .0212274

note: second equation contains variables that continuously vary
with respect to time; variables interact with current
values of 1n(-t).

B AR 32 8 DOSE X In(_t) /85 X — % HE5E 13 0.0085751 T
T, LAL, WaldBED pfiiZ0.184 T, MAMMIZAHETIEH ) TEA.

Heaviside DA HHT 22 TEXFS. DT a— N, B
ARIFEZE OB LR 25365 H L TdH AHA 13 CLINICIZE L, 1
PANMZOE L AETVEFIT LT T

stcox prison dose clinic, tvc(clinic) texp (_t>=365) nohr

Stata 13z (_t>=365) %, AHFEHA365 AU LoG&dilz &), Z
NLAMZ0Z L B EFER L 4. WU TFo#EY) ¢
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Cox regression -- Breslow method for ties
No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs = 238
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812
LR chi2(4) = 74.17
Log likelihood = -668.57443 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000
R
-d Coef. Std. Err. z p>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]

prison .377704 1684024 2.24 0.025 .0476414 .7077666
dose -.0355116 .0064354 -5.52 0.000 -.0481247 -.0228985
clinic -.4595628 .2552911 -1.80 0.072 -.959924 .0407985

clinic -1.368665 .4613948 -2.97 0.003 -2.272982 -.464348

note: second equation contains variables that continuously vary
with respect to time; variables interact with current
values of _t>=365.

e h texpd 7 3 Vidstcox I Y FHFTIHIELRETE F
HA. D720, Heaviside DS Z 2 00 EE T 5 L) HETIVDIE
FTRCORFETIEL AN ET. 22T, 20 L) WEIE MEEHT—
vy MIFTHR—2 a3 Y &2EINT Sstsplit 2~ > FEMEHLET. D
ToOa—FEVIEFENLEHEERL, fiLwt 7HR—2 3 %
T—=F+ty MIENLET.

stsplit v1, at (365)

FELDstsplit I~ ¥ FE2FETT 5 L, 365 Ha 2 »H5E L, 12Tl
BL200FTHR=va ) EF. FlzE 1FEO#HEE(ID=1)
8 HAHIZAXRY M H D T, 1HKHOL TR~ 3 »120~365H
DA NRY PPN EZRL, 2FHDOF 7HN—2 3 VIiZ428 HIZA
NYMNFEHDHIEERLET. HIERSNLEHVIIE, AFEERD
365 HUL L TH DL F THR—2 g Ik LCldflize5% & 0 $92%, AfF
B AT365 HARGM CTH D4 7HFR—T g VI LTCIdfEoxr & ) 9. LU
Toa— N, ERENLZHIZOWTRAD 10O F THR— 3 » %
FRLETUEELD T oMY ).



listid _t0 _t _d clinic vl in 1/10

=
OwooONOOT VTR~ WNERE

1

d
1
1
2
3
4
5
6
6
7
7

365

0
0
0
0
0
365
0

-t
365
428
275
262
183
259
365
714
365
438

RPORORRRRHROAQ

553

clinic vl

365

36

RPRRRRRRRRR
oo ooo

365

T=I WO E L LA, UWTFToa— K&/ L T220 Heaviside

DR Z ERT H I ENTEET.

generate hv2=clinic* (v1/365)

generate hvl=clinic* (1-(v1/365))

DFoa—RFEWMNIE A 7= 3 2 (159/16747) 23R~ L E9.
THXR=2 3 Tl TEHHI E N T EF (noobs+ 72 a >).

list id _t0 _t clinic vl hvl hv2 in 159/167, noobs

id
100
100
101
102
102
103
103
104
104

-to
0
365
0
0
365
0
365
0
365

-t
365
749
150
365
465
365
708
365
713

clinic

NNNNRBRRRRR

2ODWEMB AR ER L O0EHT -5 EHWT,
KAFHEET NV TFTO = R THEITTEFT (DI TOM®ED ).

vl hvl hv2
0 1 0
365 0 1
0 1 0
0 1 0
365 0 1
0 2 0
365 0 2
0 2 0
365 0 2
N ANk et B |
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stcox prison dose hvl hv2, nohr

No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs = 360
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812

LR chi2(4) = 74.17

Log likelihood = -668.57443 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000

-t

d Coef. Std. Err. z p>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]

prison .377704 .1684024 2.24 0.025 .0476414 .7077666

dose -.0355116 .0064354 -5.52 0.000 -.0481247 -.0228985

hvl -.4595628 .2552911 -1.80 0.072 -.959924 .0407985

hv2 -1.828228 .385946 -4.74 0.000 -2.584668 -1.071788

stsplit 7~ > FIIHHET T A%, RRREAFIERAT IS IS 5 7 — & Z i
AWM %T T a—FTY.

7= ZHORRIETINE, RIS 7R L 2B B Wb L7z
#iZstjoin 1~ > FEMH L 5.

drop v1 hvl hv2
stjoin

HYEHOLWD failure FHTT— ¥ 2 5ET 5 2 LIEWEETT A, KE
DAEYZLELELET. WRIZ, EFNVORMREEIREEI 1 D0
A, stcoxIY Y FDOtve BL Utexp 4 7> a v 2 V2O, L5 Cox
ETNEFITT B HAle LTy,

AR A B G AR &, BRI A B o ERICHEH S b £%
(Stata Tld_t) ZIRF L WV L ) IER L TL 23, A PR I L RE ]
MALGZEHTT . HA DA XY M EIZFTHE0) OMIZZEL L XA,
—7, BRI OERE, AR L & BB T LI LT

8. NIANIUYIETFILDET

Cox LN — RETIVIE, EFEEMETCBWTROILCHWONSE
FINCTY. WL TWDELRBEE, AR5 2 I8E T 5 LEDS
HWZ ETT. Lal, EFEMIMEEOSMICHD L EZ SNALE,
ZOEREFEFT = DO/INTA M) v 7 ETVOREICHFATE T4,
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INTG AR Y 7 ETIVDOEL AINME(AFT) ET7 VT, WHINY— FE
TIWVDEBELRAGEN N — NG Z# L T—ETH LD LT, I
HEFNOEERER, HEED L~V THELERI A —E QA T
H(E2IEWE) T8 L0 bDTT.

T =7 DXF A M)y ZEFVORAOT Tib —iM 72D DX
Weibull 545 T4, Weibull 7347 121, I B R E S O 37 CIE BN
P—FRELEYIDE VI F T LHE»H Y T3, BESAHIE
Weibull 73 /i DF5E5k 2 BT 9. S8BT A O E R MR, N — FIZER-IC
WL T—EONF— R TR EVI) HDTT. Weibull b X 0%
EFMIE, BN — FETFTIV(FT7 4V ) TEMEE TN & L TET
TEET.

Weibull I E D Z 4% 775 7 % O CTHERRS 5 ik e LT, iASF
kg ] % Al & L 72 Kaplan-Meier &3 0 ( — X3 80 A A7 M 2 PG IR T % & v 9
LordHy 4. Thidstsgraph I~ > FEMHH L 9 (Appendix Dt~
var2zi), Tay MEMRTHIUL, BRI O 535 2° Weibull 7347
WHE) e RRLET. EROMEED % 51F, LRSS /i 120
T LERRELET.

INTARY Y 7 ETIVOFETICIIstrega~ >y FREHALET. EWH
HET—=5 1y MR8 (-8 EFIHRITERTED ) LA
B, HHOZZOIZ Ty 2ERLET. 9, BHOGA T HVT
AMN) Yy Z2EFNVERLEYT. 3= FERDIEUT oMY TF

streg prison dose clinic, dist (exponential) nohr

Exponential regression -- log relative-hazard form
No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs = 238
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812
LR chi2(3) =  49.91
Log likelihood = -270.47929 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000
-t Coef. Std. Err z p>z| [95% Conf. Interval]
prison .2526491 .1648862 1.53 0.125 -.070522 .5758201
dose -.0289167 .0061445 -4.71 0.000 -.0409596 -.0168738
clinic -.8805819 .210626 -4.18 0.000 -1.293401 -.4677625

-cons -3.684341 .4307163 -8.55 0.000 -4.528529 -2.840152
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B HEENY — FEEZRDD LD TY.

1

=0 dose=40 clinic=
Hazard function

prison

spfilddist() 4 7Y 3 Y TIREL £, streg I ¥~ FOIC steurv I
Y FERGIUL, AAE, - R, BEANA - FO@IGHIE LSS 2 LA
T&Zd. DFoa— FiX, PRISON =0, DOSE =40, CLINIC =128

stcurv, hazard at (prison=0 dose=40 clinic=1)

1.00327

—.996726

analysis time

Exponential regression

T
1076

DT T 7L, EAARMAHREGI D) B a3 — FATRERIIA L
T—EEHRDILERLTWVET.

= 238

= 60.89
= 0.0000

.6396628
-.0212079
-.5554582
-4.333203

1.564184

WIZ, streg I~ ¥ FEFAWT Weibull 542 FEITLE 9.
streg prison dose clinic, dist (weibull) nohr
Weibull regression -- log relative-hazard form
No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812
LR chi2(3)
Log likelihood = -260.98467 Prob > chi2
-t Coef. Std. Err. z p>|z| [95% Conf
prison .3144143 .1659462 1.89 0.058 -.0108342
dose -.0334675 .006255 -5.35 0.000 -.0457272
clinic -.9715245 .2122826 -4.58 0.000 -1.387591
-cons -5.624436 .6588041 -8.54 0.000 -6.915668
/1n_p .3149526 0675583 4.66 0.000 .1825408
p 1.370194 .092568 1.200263
1/p .7298235 .0493056 .6393109

.8331507
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Weibull 534 D I 121, 8BS B VINT A =5 phidh A Z L I2iE
BL TS, Webull 545 O — FEEUIA P T, p=1%4513
Weibull 3 A 1358012 % ) 9 (h(t) = N). Weibull 045 (2B L T,
T 7 F I NTENF = NIRRT A= 35.2 5N F . EETIVTHNT
A—=FAL L7z WAL, timed 7Y a Y EEHALET.

Weibull JlEEE 7V D I — FB I OHNIZL T O#EY) TY

Weibull regression

No. of subjects
No. of failures
Time at risk

Log likelihood

streg prison dose clinic, dist (weibull) time

-- accelerated failure-time form

238
150
95812

-260.98467

Number of obs = 238

prison -.2294669
dose .0244254
clinic .7090414
-cons 4.,104845

.1207889
.0045898
.1572246
.3280583

LR chi2(3) =  60.89
Prob > chi2 = 0.0000
p>/z| [95% Conf. Interval]
0.057 -.4662088 .0072749
0.000 .0154295 .0334213
0.000 .4008867 1.017196
0.000 3.461863 4.747828
0.000 .1825408 .4473644

p 1.370194
1/p .7298235

.092568
.0493056

1.200263 1.564184
.6393109 .8331507

A= FH/ST X =53 LHRET N INT XA — 5 a; L OBFRIE, Bj=-ap
T, Bl 21, Weibull BN — KE 7L &3 E 7 )L @ PRISON O 4%
BOEEMIE, 03144 = (—0.2295) (1.37) £V BARRIC R D £

stcurv % streg I~ >~ FORIZHOTH T, HF, HNF—F, BN —
FOBIGHHEZRL 2 LA TELT. Mo a—FIZ& ), PRISON =0,
DOSE =40, CLINIC = 11287 2HmE N — FEHZ RO 7.

stcurv, hazard at (prison=0 dose=40 clinic=1)
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.006504 | o 00

N

Q -

C

= Cc

© o

e

O = -

s

>3

T8

C

o -

i 5

° g

.000634 | o

T T T T T
2 1076

analysis time
Weibull regression

NF—=Fo7 0y MIEFEML T E 3. Weibull 545 Tld, N —
ROSEBEIML 7221 C A L ) R 2 L3 TEEHA. KROBIIRT L
I, WBE VAT A v I GMEE) TEH Y FEA. JAEE ATy
7ETVIHBINT - FETFTVTED Y THA. 2070, stregI~ > F
DF 7 F )V FEFVINEETFT IV TY. a— FEHRTIUTO@EY) TF.

streg prison dose clinic, dist (loglogistic)

Log-logistic regression -- accelerated failure-time form
No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs = 238
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812
LR chi2(3) =  52.18
Log likelihood = -270.42329 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000
-t Coef. Std. Err z p>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]
prison -.2912719 .1439646 -2.02 0.043 -.5734373 -.0091065
dose .0316133 .0055192 5.73 0.000 .0207959 .0424307
clinic .5805977 .1715695 3.38 0.001 .2443276 .9168677
-cons 3.563268 .3894467 9.15 0.000 2.799967 4.32657
/1ln_gam -.5331424 0686297 -7.77 0.000 -.6676541 -.3986306
gamma .5867583 .040269 .5129104 .6712386

Stata TIIM BT VAT 4 v 7 ETNORKINT A=yt s g
3. PRISON =0, DOSE =40, CLINIC = 1282/~ FE¥D 75
TR T A720D T — R T ) TF.

stcurv, hazard at (prison=0 dose=40 clinic=1)
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.007292

1

=0 dose=20 clinic
Hazard function

prison

.000809 o

analysis time
Log-logistic regression

AN = R, (Weibull /N — FBIE & 130 BRI Smeaicsdin L <
oA L ET.

BT BT AT 1 v 7 5 OAELFHH D, stcurve 2 > N2l
LCRkDBZENTEET.

stcurvsurvival at (prison=0 dose=40 clinic=1)

.999677 - =
I
Q
£ -
©
o _
< ©
>
32 —
o >
T w0
o
1]
c —
o
R
.064154 cem@o coo

T T
2 1076
analysis time

Log-logistic regression

TV AT A v 7T IVTHERERMGEDSHL ) S22 7% 51X, A%
WZOWTIBIF v RREDRL Y 25 F 3 (BN — FIERGEIRR ) L6 F
A HlF v ZEE, WL v X (Kaplan-Meier #E5E 6 % v %)
L EFEMONEE 70y FTAZLICEIVEHMITEE Y. FRERD
IEENRY - L CZo 7y MERICEIUE, B AT 1y
JOAMNETIEE LT LD FT. EMR TS LT THIUR, L v
R ENEREERE DY LB 3. DN I — Fid, CLINICHIO, FH
DRIBUE S R BHEFA v Aoz 70y M LE§ (7138,
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sts generate skm=s, by (clinic)

generate logodds=In (skm/ (1-skm) )

generate logt=In (survt)

graph7 logodds logt, twoway symbol ([clinic] [clinic])

Ay ZREZBIOHPSEZTHAET. £, BTV ZA7 4 v 7
JilC X B4y AWHEEMEDS 7 + 0 — T v THIHIKGFET 20w 2 &T
F.BIZE, BERO 7 0 =T v TIENPLSEIZERLAE LT, 1
Bldy ZEED S & TIE, 200IERE/NY — 0 2 BT %4+ v AT
HHRVIETTY. A v IEEPETRITIUE, 4 v AHIE7 + 10—
Ty TORIICESTEDLSTEET.

MO Y AT 4 v 7 b Weibull EF VG, B EREBRES 5EMD
WRNT X =8 2 EHET. EROMEIX, TNHETVORBINY—F
AR5 <2 TN g FAR SE DS V) AL D72 0 IS FET Y. Stata Tld, streg I~ ~
FiZancillary + 7> 2 Y 235 2 LT, ZOBKNT A —F &2 F %
BOBBE L TETIMETEE T (B7ED[ZOMD/NT XA M) v 7 ET
VIERZER), LFoa— i, BIR/ ST 2 —%y% CLINICOBMHE L, \
% PRISON & DOSEDBI# L L7t a A7 4 v 7 BTV EFATLET.

streg prison dose, dist (loglogistic) ancillary (clinic)

HIJEL T o) T,

Log-logistic regression -- accelerated failure-time form
No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs = 238
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812
LR chi2(2) = 38.87
Log likelihood = -272.65273 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000
& Coef. std. Err. z p>lz| [95% Conf. Interval]
-t
prison -.3275695 .1405119 -2.33 0.020 -.6029677 -.0521713
dose .0328517 .0054275 6.05 0.000 .022214 .0434893
-cons  4.183173  .3311064 12.63 0.000 3.534216 4.83213
In_gam

clinic .4558089 .1734819 2.63 0.009 .1157906 .7958273
-cons -1.094496 .2212143 -4.95 0.000 -1.528068 -.6609238
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Mn_gam ] (YO x40 812, CLINIC?®/$5 % — # Hfis2fli &, YIH (_cons) DifE
EEPHY 3. ZOETNVTIE, yOHEEMIZCLINIC = 1, CLINIC=2®
fEIZEDSWTVETY. 0¥ A TOEFIVIE, FHEROMBR L T
L, ZNDTHBICHWO N WHEETY. L2 L&A 5, PRISON,
DOSE, CLINICO 3 RTOMHEDMAGHE R, MK AT 4 v 7 A —
FEI%B & EABE D/ 8T 2 — FHEERISRAT UL, N — FEEE
AR EEETCEET.

streg MWHEFCTE 2554 & L T2 oMz, —BAby v~ 54, MIEIEH
G, TRV GRS ) £

9. frailty E7/LDZEST

frailty €7V I21E, AL NV TONF— FOEWEZFHT 572008
Mo s v & LG (2PN TIEZOET NV TEORCEFHET L &4
TERV)DEENTVET. frailty ald, ME2DFMEITHE) EIET S
N = RANOMTER R FHE T, frailty TEEMA T Sz — FEIEKIZ
h(fla) =alh()] E KT ZEHFTEET

Stata Tl3, frailty D2 oHESNTE Y, 1, 5EODT > <57
A LA AGATTT . 3O IR ETIVTHEET 5787 A =8 T, 6=0
% 5\ X frailty I IFFTEL A,

17 H o BITiE, PRISON, DOSE, CLINIC % Fill[{7-& L 72 Weibull
HOINYF = FETVEFETLTWET. frailty B H ¥ <5/ 2 ]2 L
TWET. ZOX7 a3y TRALZETIVOFEITICIEStata 8.0 2 i L
FL72, 2= FEUToMEY T3,

streg dose prison clinic, dist (weibull) frailty (gamma) nohr

frailty ) # 73 a ¥ i3 frailty EF VO ETZER L 5. HIEUT O
W) TY.
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Weibull regression -- log relative-hazard form

Gamma frailty

No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs = 238
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812

LR chi2(4) = 60.89

Log likelihood = -260.98467 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000

-t Coef. Std. Err z p>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]

dose -.0334635 .0062553 -5.35 0.000 -.0457237 -.0212034

prison .3143786 .165953 1.89 0.058 -.0108833 .6396405

clinic -.9714998 .2122909 -4.58 0.000 -1.387582 -.5554173

-cons -5.624342 .6588994 -8.54 0.000 -6.915761 -4.332923

/1n_p .3149036 .0675772 4.66 0.000 .1824548 .4473525
/ln_the -15.37947 722.4246 -0.02 0.983 -1431.306 1400.547
p 1.370127 .0925893 1.20016 1.564166

1/p .7298592 .0493218 .6393185 .8332223

theta 2.09e-

07 .0001512 0

Likelihood ratio test of theta = 0: chibar2(01) = 0.00

Prob>=chibar2

= 1.000

HOE7 2 a v THFEITLEETNVERKT AL, 1D0D/37 A—5 ()4
BIISNTWET. ODHEEMIZ2.09 x 10 — 79 %D 5 0.000000209 TH
D, 12Z0TY. 0% EDHL LT 2 NEIMES BT ORBITREN
TBY, 4 2FH0.00 &£ pfii1.000 &L 2> TnET. ZOETIVIZEHLT
 frailty OFDRIE R, ETNVICEDLLEEIH ) TEA.

WDOEFTNVIL, CLINICHEEN 2V EZBRITITHOET VER LT,
CLINIC % & OFEE 2 B ATE 7V E TN TV 2\ 5 frailty 55 @
B REPKEL B EEZHAZELTEEY. - FEHDEUTO
Y TY.
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streg dose prison, dist (weibull) frailty (gamma) nohr

Weibull regression -- log relative-hazard form
Gamma frailty

No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs = 238
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812

LR chi2(3) =  36.00

Log likelihood = -273.42782 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000

-t Coef. Std. Err z p>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]

dose -.0358231 .010734 -3.34 0.001 -.0568614 -.0147849

prison .2234556 .2141028 1.04 0.297 -.1961783 .6430894

-cons -6.457393 .6558594 -9.85 0.000 -7.742854 -5.171932

/1ln_p .2922832 .1217597 2.40 0.016 .0536385 .5309278

/ln_the -2.849726 5.880123 -0.48 0.628 -14.37456 8.675104

p 1.339482 .163095 1.055103 1.700509

1/p .7465571 .0909006 .5880591 .9477747

theta .0578602 .340225 5.72e-07 5855.31

Likelihood ratio test of theta = 0: chibar2(01) = 0.03

Prob>=chibar2 =

0.432

frailty ® 431 (0) DOHEEME 1 0.0578602 T . = DIHEEMITHT OB D £ 9
IZIZIZ0 L WV HRTIED Y TEADS, OO LELMED plEIZ0.432 L HE
TirdHY FEA. 2F D, frailty %8I L T, CLINIC % E T V25 Rk
L7255 OFHICIE R > T E A

wIZ,

frailty |27 > ~ 535 Tld e < A A 5040 & A L 7 DA dsn &
FMUETFTVEFETLET. I— FEHEMUTo@E) TF.
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streg dose prison, dist (weibull) frailty (invgaussian) nohr

Weibull regression -- log relative-hazard form
Inverse-Gaussian frailty

No. of subjects = 238 Number of obs = 238
No. of failures = 150
Time at risk = 95812

LR chi2(3) = 35.99

Log likelihood = -273.43201 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000

-t Coef. Std. Err. z p>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]

dose -.0353908 .0096247 -3.68 0.000 -.0542549 -.0165268

prison .2166456 .1988761 1.09 0.276 -.1731445 .6064356

-cons -6.448779  .6494397 -9.93 0.000 -7.721658 -5.175901

/1ln_p .2875567 .1122988 2.56 0.010 .0674551 .5076583

/ln_the -3.137696 7.347349 -0.43 0.669 -17.53824 11.26284

p 1.333166 .1497129 1.069782 1.661396

1/p .7500941  .0842347 .6019034 .9347697

theta .0433827 .3187475 2.42e-08 77873.78

Likelihood ratio test of theta = 0: chibar2(01) = 0.02

Prob>=chibar2 = 0.443

ODLELMIED p 130443 T (WD O—FFT). OB RS,
frailty BisH (A A E 23T G HDOEL SR EL LD LITLAY
EWE W E2%bh ) 5.

BIEA X b7 — A frailty 2 @G L 72 B2 DWW T,
varTRMLET.

KDx 7

10. BREANRNY NOETILIBE

FFEA XY P OETMEFEIZOWT, Appendix D HIHTHIST L 72 AT
AJF—=%% > | “bladder.dta” # IV CHHA L £4. HIA XV ML, #HE
DA N D RAEER L 7B IO LT, B oL T R—-T 3 v ERED
F—=F TRENTT. [BERIFAIFT—5 Ly hOF—FL AT ML, 7
PNR— 3y TEICHBXM A ERTACPT7 70— FI#H L TV E T (5
SEAZM), LITDa— M, 4WEREDOEH» 5 72 5 12~20F B4 74
N=YareihLEd. a—FEHHEDToME) T



12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
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id event 1interval start stop tx num size

10 1 1 0 12 0 1 1
10 1 2 12 16 0 1 1
10 0 3 16 18 © 1 1
11 0 1 0 23 0 3 3
12 1 1 0 10 O 1 3
12 1 2 10 15 0 1 3
12 0 3 15 23 0 1 3
13 1 1 0 3 0 1 1
13 1 2 3 16 0 1 1

ID=10E320DF 7H¥ =T 3>, ID=11I1Z12DF THFN— 3 >,
ID = 123204 7HXRX=a v, ID=13F220DF THXRX—=2 3 »28
HYFT. ZTHESTART BLUSTOPIE, FOF 7HN—2 3 » TIRET S )
A7 QWX AL L TWES. ZEVENTIE, XY M54 (code = 1)
L Ed)DERLET. BUDO3DODF 7THN—2 3 v, ID =10 D
B 12120 HIZA XY 2% 0, 167 HIZBIOA XY v B0, 184 HIZ
Hy bhozZ bR LTET.

Stata D survival 2~ >~ &3 5112, stset 2~ > &2 L CTF—
EHER Y ERTLLENHYET. 2= NI TOMH) TTY.

stset stop, failure (event==1)id (id) time0 (start) exit (time.)

HYERET -7y MIOWTstset 27~ FETTISHEAL TV E
T, TITIHENE L Dstset I~V FOF T a vASLEL ) 5
idO A 72 a vidsubject BH(7 7 A% —AH) #EFK L, time0() & 7
Voa VX OB 2RI AR r EER L, exit(time.) + 7' 3 Vi,
WEE D7 +0—7 v TEHEBOESIHFICHRZZ T 20w & (B2, &
MDOAXRY NDORBRIZ) A7y "B LEnERE)2ERLET.
stset 7 ¥ > NIZXL D, StataldHEIOICAE_t0, _t, _dxfEkL, FEHKX
MBLOANY VAT = 2B RTEHFLE LCRERL 3. EBI2IE,
time0) 4+ 7> a Vi 2 Dstset IV Y FHE L T EQWEET, idO)+ 7
va ryEMHTIUL, Statald T 7 4 )V b TIE L\ CPIEE O Bl I 25 3
MOEER L ETAAOF T a v AL 2L 7740 M TIE_t0
2ol FET). DFoa— F(EHD)T, #zlElk L2 %HE L i
R220FHOF 7 R—2a v 2FRLFET.
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listid _t0 _t _d txin 12/20

id -to -t -d tx
12. 10 0 12 1 0
13. 10 12 16 1 0
14. 10 16 18 0 0
15. 11 0 23 0 0
16. 12 0 10 1 0
17. 12 10 15 1 0
18. 12 15 23 0 0
19. 13 0 3 1 0
20. 13 3 16 1 0

HEFFASE T L72DT, stecoxI~ Y FEHAWTCP 7 7u—FI12 X 515
ARV FCoxETNEFEFTTEET. FUMKTIZ, HETX), ROOMES
DO (NUM), R OMEEY A X (SIZE) TY. robust+ 73 3 1342 %HE
EMOT/NA MERZEZ TR L F 3. 8BRS LT % 4 1 nohr
TarvENLTLES Y, - FERDIZUToMY TF.

stcox tx num size, nohr robust

Cox regression —— Breslow method for ties
No. of subjects = 85 Number of obs = 190
No. of failures = 112
Time at risk = 2711

Wald chi2(3) = 11.25
Log likelihood = -460.07958 Prob > chi2 = 0.0105

(standard errors adjusted for clustering on id)

-t Robust
-d Coef. Std. Err. z p>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]

tx -.4070966 .2432658 -1.67 0.094 -.8838889 .0696956
num .1606478 .0572305 2.81 0.005 .0484781 .2728174
size -.0400877 .0726459 -0.55 0.581 -.182471 .1022957

INEDINT X — FHEEMEOEFIZ O WTIEE ST THRRTWE



No. of subjects
No. of failures

Time at risk

567

CoRARDT—% 2 i L, INTERVAL % gt Z# & L 7zfE1t Cox €7
VeFETTHIELTEEY. BILERE, e 1EH, 2%H, 3%
H AFHOAXRY M3 LCatrisk THh AR LET. ZAUIESET
I L7ZBIECPT 7a—FTh Y, HIEEANY OFENTFZ IXHI L7
WIGEICHERHLEY. a—- FEHEIT oMY TY.

stcox tx num size, nohr robust strata (interval)

stratified Cox regr. -- Breslow method for ties
= 85 Number of obs = 190
= 112
= 2711
Wald chi2(3) = 7.11
= -319.85912 Prob > chi2 = 0.0685

Log likelihood

(standard errors adjusted for clustering on id)

Robust

-d Coef. Std. Err. z p>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]

tx -.3342955 .1982339 -1.69 0.092 -.7228268 .0542359
num .1156526 .0502089 2.30 0.021 .017245 .2140603
size -.0080508 .0604807 -0.13 0.894 -.1265908 .1104892

Stratified by interval

GERIRD 1 H, 29 H, 3%H, 4FHDOA XY P TiES TV A&~

BI2ONZ, EEER(TX) & RMbESE O E/EHEA T A2 b T& F
F(ZDF=%ty FTIE, BEHEIIIRRKA4DDI XY "B ) F9).

MORELT 7a—F & LT, Gaptime 7 70 —F LIFEN 2 b O0H 1) £
¥ ZHEBLCP T T —F 2 A LEZ 72 DTY. ZOEVIIHIEA N
¥ P ORMXMOERTTEIZH ) 3. DA X b O at risk K X 12
TEVEH ) FHEA. LLEAS, Gaptime7 7H—FTld, 2HFHD A
NPT at risk OBASREEHR 23012 £y FEnFE S DToa— Nig,
Gap time 1561 XY P ETNVOFEITIH L 727 — ¥ 21E L £ 7.

generate stop2 =_t - _t0
stset stop2, failure (event==1) exit (time .)
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generate 1< N, +7HX—2 3 v TLORHKXHEORS 2 &3
LWEHSTOP2 #E5 L 3. stset 2~ > Fid, STOP2 %5 RZH (_t)
LEd. UM
Da— K, BIRSNAZEHIZOWTI2~20FHOF 7H N —
varvrRRLET.

ELTHWEY. Statald 77 )V b T, ZH t0% 0!

listid _t0 _t_dtxin 12/20

12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.

id
10
10
10
11
12
12
12
13
13

t
S}

-t
12
4
2
23
10
5
8
3
13

[cNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo

> St

— X JE

RPRORHROORRO
ool oRoNoNoRoNoNo by

Gap time 7 70 —F Tld, stset 7~ > FTidO A+ 7v a v 2L 4

ATLT.

L, BEOF THR— 3 UOFE—ERE IS T A &

ZStata VSRR L TV e WZ L2 EIRLE . L2 LaA 5, stcox I~
FiZE#Z cluster O+ 7> 3 Y2 AT L4 D, IDT LIS (BERED
)7 T A AL L T E Y. UTFoa— Fix, duster() B
L Urobust + 7' 3 > 2 T, Gap time 7 780 —F 12 X 5@t Cox
FNVEFFITLET. a—- DI TomY) ¢,

stcox tx num size, nohr robust strata (interval) cluster (id)

No. of subjects
No. of failures
Time at risk

Log likelihood =

-t Robust

d Coef. Std. Err.

tX -.2695213 .2093108
num .1535334 .0491803
size .0068402 .0625862

190
112
2711

-363.16022
(standard errors adjusted for clustering on id)

-1.29
3.12
0.11

Number of obs

Wald chi2(3)
Prob > chi2

190

11.99
0.0074

p>z| [95% Conf. Interval]

0.198 -.6797628
0.002 .0571418
0.913 -.1158265

.1407203
.2499249
.129507

Stratified by interval
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Gap time 7 710 —F & W 2BHTHRIL, BILCP 7 70— F Ok L
HYPICELR) T,

KIS, EH frailty ET NV EHFEA XY TS ITEHAT 2 %EIZOWT
S LT frailty iE, BEREEAMBICO 22 5 WD H 2 Bl S 17z
WHBRE A DR T L 2 EB 2 ST 572012, FIEA X METICE
HbHLDTTY.

TN EITTHES, TTICHPLzstset I~ FEFFEITL, 7—
ZHCP77a—FIZ@LAERICELET. = FIZLToMh T3,

stset stop, failure (event==1)id (id) time0 (start) exit(time .)

WiZstreg I~ ¥ BT, I Y <M OIH frailty (i3 &2 b o/8F X M) v
7 Weibull EFVEEITLES. 207 a y THALMBOETVE
DOHBMEEZRO72DIZ, MUL3 20 FHREFEZMHLES. 23— FIZLT
DHY TTY.

streg tx numsize, dist (weibull) frailty (gamma) shared (id) nohr

distO+ 7> a V3T A M) v 7 BT VOGA#IREL T T, frailty ()
F 7Y a Vidfrailty 05 Ai & iRE L, shared() 4 7> a3 v ids 7 A5 =%
¥ IDTHAHZLAEHRLTT. ZOETNTIE, FA—W#EEDF 7
N—= a3 Y Crailty 2 36 L £37. W0 ) T

Weibull regression -- log relative-hazard form

No. of subjects
No. of failures
Time at risk

Log likelihood

/1np

1/p
theta

Gamma shared frailty

= 85 Number of obs = 190

= 112

= 2711
LR chi2(3) = 8.04
= -184.73658 Prob > chi2 = 0.0453
""" Coef. std. Err.  z  p>z| [95% Conf. Interval]
-.4583219 .2677275 -1.71 0.087 -.9830582 .0664143
.1847305 .0724134 2.55 0.011 .0428028 .3266581
-.0314314 .0911134 -0.34 0.730 -.2100104 .1471476
-2.952397 .4174276 -7.07 0.000 -3.77054 -2.134254
-.1193215 .0898301 -1.33 0.184 -.2953852 .0567421
-.7252604 .5163027 -1.40 0.160 -1.737195 .2866742
.8875224 .0797262 .7442449 1.058383
1.126732 .1012144 .9448377 1.343644
.4841985 .249993 .1760134 1.33199

Likelihood ratio test of theta=0: chibar2(01) = 7.34
Prob>=chibar2 = 0.003
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B. Stata

COETFIVOHIIZOWTIIESETHHEL TWT T,

WERE 1 XIS EBOF THFR— 3 V&2 HFOCPTF—F LA T b
X, FIANY DT = NOBISIIBER 2T TIE R L, ERO 1S
1A XY MIOALFREMFENTICOHEHT 22 LA TEET. 400+ 7
N—2a VEFOWEHREICE LT, 4FHOF 7P N—2 3 v O IXH
TANY " DBETDHOBRMD3DODF THR—2 3 VIFFTHY ) L%
AHIELTEETY. TOF—FL AT ML, BRHICX->THEIEDL S
TREMED & 2 B KAFE OB R A RTOIIFICHEHL T E T (s 23~
7 D stsplit 1~ > N&ZH).

SASTIZE, MU= SAS T Y v & SAST— % & v MIHWTHN 217
WETS. AFRERT 2 FETT L EELSAS T U Y U X IZL T oM ) T
kN

PROC LIFETEST - =71 % ¥ + (3 Kaplan-Meier 2 fE it sl %0 7 11
FERZDICHVE T AGREOHEEMES Tu Yy P TEET.
ZoTuy T, 120EKTEILZLEED, ur Iy IBES
L O'Wilcoxon EDFEE L M L EF. EFHESHE GATZH L
WSASTF—% -ty FEERTE .

PROC PHREG - 2071 Vv, CoxltBiNny— FETI, EILCox
ETN, FERKRAEIRZEE T L OWRCox ETNVICHWE 3. A
FHEEMEELSAST— 7y FRfETAZLLTEFET. &5
12, PROC GPLOT % AW CiREEFHEEME Tuy h 35220 T
XFET.

PROC LIFEREG - 27 a > I xix, /87 X ) v Z & (AFT) €7V
WCHWET.

EWMERET -5y PORTFEFTCINLOT 0L Vv OFiMz L%
3.OEWERET -5 2y &, 19914E@ Caplehorn 5O 4 —Z FF 1) 7
RN SEONTL DT, 23800 A YEHEOERFGENET. 2
DRBNE2OD A5 F Vil LT 20T, BEDAS F 2 HH
HMEFFIAM 2 3HIIRIE & LT E 3. Zo2o00ikid, BENOEENTTE
WEWADH D F L7z, BEOEFRIMIL, MR, OBET 20, £
7ZIFTHE ) Aok (H) gD F L7z, 2% Appendix O ¥ T
L7z ) TF.
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KETIE, SASOTUF T I V7 a— FIEFHART VLI IZTRTAL
FTHHLTWET. LHL, SASTIRALFENLFORNIH Y 9
A CFEBDAR=ZAOBIE T 7T MIEEEZ RITLTEA(AR—RF
HEEORXY N IZfibNFET). SASOEKZETU T II v T AT — AV Mk
IauryTHRbY ET

Y E HE T — % v biE, addicts.sas7bdat &\ 9 & Hi O 7k A SAS
F—Fty PTHAEENRTWET. TDOSAST— %ty b OIRFEEFTD/$
A% RTIZIZLIBNAME 25— b A ¥ R SRETY. 2 ZIBATHHT
E, 277 ANVBCRIA T2 D EMELTWET. LIBNAME A7 —
FAY MINSRIIBRELEFITET. SHEAZREFE LTS, - FIigbL

DB TT.

LIBNAME REF ‘C:\’;

ZHRAOERITHNTT. 77 4 VORIEGET O/ S A L5 [ FFfF TR A S
. 20— FO—ZERIILT oMY T (77 77Xy b EEHT
ZPERWERTY. ZAETOEEHIET V7 7 Xy MEFHPHHATEES).

LIBNAME #f = = ZH8% 7 7 A W ORE SN TW 53247

PROC CONTENTS, PROC PRINT, PROC UNIVARIATE, PROC
FREQ, PROC MEANS # iV C T =4 2FR LV EHNTALI LN TE
F9. SAST—FiE, —fiTHEITTLI LD, 70TV v w1207 OER
LCBNCETT AL TEET. a— F2FETT LI, FE7 1~
Ry —WN—=DFETRY %27 ) v 7 LET. Ihbo7ulr vy
AT L2000 — FIZLITFo#EY) T3 (HIIdEng).

PROC CONTENTS DATA=REF.ADDICTS;RUN;

PROC PRINT DATA=REF.ADDICTS;RUN;

PROC UNIVARIATE DATA=REF.ADDICTS;VAR SURVT;RUN;

PROC FREQ DATA=REF.ADDICTS;TABLES CLINIC PRISON;RUN;
PROC MEANS DATA=REF.ADDICTS;VAR SURVT;CLAS CLINIC;RUN;

ZNENDSASAT— M AV O#bDIFELIaa s TRYH T3, #
NENOTOI IV ¥y ZRIDTOETTLIHAIR, 7y vofbhi
RUNAT— MA Y M2 ANE T BHEOTOI DX %2 T LOTIFEITT LY
G, RBEOTOI T v O#EDYIZRUN AT — b X v b AHNIE 4T
T, SASIE, 2L RVDT 7 ANVKTT =%ty b2FBLIT. 121
LIBNAMEZX 7 — s X v b CIRE LA, 123 WETZ2 LD
T 7 ANVKTY. ZOBITIASAS 7 7 4 V%% REF.ADDICTS & LT\
. HDHWIE, —EERSAST -ty FEERLTIASD T Y Uy
WCHWwaZ L TETT.
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SASEATICHDLY) DT F A%, aX Y ML TECIENTEET.

[fax s FORNX 120, ax s boBAIE 2T S Y
*a Xy ORI ERAT, ax Y FOBRAIIGIEFITATELH Y 1

SASIZBH L CIZLL N AR T 28/ L £ 9.

1. PROC LIFETEST | & % Kaplan-Meier 33 & O 42 (B L UV
oy ) OFER

. PROC PHREG |2 & % Cox lLBINF— FET IV DFEST

. Bt Cox EF N DFAT

. BERTIIREENC & 2 BN — N RE O FH

. Cox FEEEAF B DIER,

. HEBR Cox B 7V (REMRAF A % &) OFAT

. PROCLIFEREGI|Z £ %/%5 X k1) v 7 EFIVDOFEFT

. FEEA NV N OE TS

N N U e W

1. PROC LIFETEST Ic & % Kaplan-Meier & & O
AHREFHEE (L0 7OY M) DIERK

PROCLIFETESTIZMETHOD =KM % 7> 3 > Z{iff L T, Kaplan-Meier
AR AR L £37. PLOTS = (S) 4 7' a Vi3 FBlEE 7a v +
LEd. TIMEAT— A M, time-to-eventZ 4 (SURVT) &£ FTH 4810 @
fiE (STATUS = 0) % %€ L 3. I— FIZIF o) T3 (HIJIZEmS).

PROC LIFETEST DATA=REF.ADDICTS METHOD=KM PLOTS=(S);
TIME SURVT*STATUS(O);
RUN;

PROC LIFETEST {ZSTRATA A7 — bk X » b & Hwviug, AAHEEME 7
V— 7T T & F 3 (2 1 Estrata clinic). PLOTS = (S,LLS) 4 73 3
&, AR S B (=) it A AR L E 3. HelN Y — FARGEDSH Y 37
D7 oIE, (=) OELFIRIETATICZR ) £9. STRATA AT — R A
v ML, vy 7ESB LU Wilcoxon REDH D FRLET. a—F
LT o) T
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PROC LIFETEST DATA=REF.ADDICTS METHOD=KM PLOTS=(S,LLS);
TIME SURVT*STATUS(O);

STRATA CLINIC,

RUN;

SURVT

2*

17

899
905"

SURVT

2*
13
26

AP
1

0.9938
0.9877

0.0181

AP

0.9865
0.9730

RE

aJgz>7y
Wilcoxon
-2Log(LR)

PROC LIFETEST (3 DL F o Hi )y (R 4EfR) 21 L £ 9.

LIFETEST 7O >+
B 1: CLINIC = 1

TERIEBREIC KD ETFHTE

TR0

T mEEE LR ABH
0 o 0 163

. . 0 162
0.00617  0.00615 1 161
0.0123 0.00868 2 160
0.9819 0.1720 122 1
. 122 0]

8 2: CLINIC = 2
BMRIEIC K DETFHE

e 0)
R EEmE BUM AEH

0 0 0 75
. . 0] 74
0.0135 0.0134 1 73
0.0270 0.0189 2 72
B3t L TORFHEDIRE
Pr >
hA 2% BHHE Chi-Square
27.8927 1 <.0001
11.6268 1 0.0007
26.0236 1 <.0001
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0277 > 7 1BoE & Wilcoxon BUE DR RTINS, FFHITHERFERT
L7z, WilcoxonM7g1d 1 27T > 7 Mg D2 CTd V), jH& H O failure R O
(B2 a7 -WfFEAa7) %, n(j# H O failure R 0 at risk ) TEAHT
L.

PROC LIFETEST |2 & A58 (=3t %0) 7o v MILLTF o) T

Log Negative Log SDF
|
N

T T T T T T T
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Log of survival time in days
STRATA: +—+—+ CLINIC=1 -+—+—+ CLINIC=2

ASIZ (Stata R R L [MEETTAY) 77 + )V b TI&, W80 — %7550 i osm|
AAEIREI Cla 72 { log (EAFRERD) 2 70w N L E 3. SPATHEOMERRIZEI L T,
MR log (EAFIEID) & 5 VIZAAFREH], EH0% Lo TORMETIEH ) T8
Ao LD LADS, log (AEAFIRERT) 2 A L7236, 080 (— %450 o447l
FEDSEARD X H 1272 4UZ, time-to-event & 45 Weibull 73747 | 2FE 9 Z & & 7RI
THIEILRNET. bL, MOMBEEN1E 2L, AFREMEED
Weibull 5345 DFFERGITH 2 FaE5MIHED) T L 2R L 9. Weibull 534 12
W) L RS BLEL, /ST AN v ZHEFETIVMEZ 7.

AR GATZT =5y FEERT A2 LI2XD, SHIABHIO
HAERMEO Ty N ENIEEE % ) £ 5. PROCLIFETEST A7 — b £ »
FDOUTSURV =+ 7'¥ a ¥ &2l 3 UL, KMATHHEEE% & T SAS 7 —
Y flT 52 LR TEFET. OUTSURV =DOGH 7' 3 »id, 84
SURVIVAL IZAEAFHEE & M L 72, dog(Bild 1 —H =2 HHICIEETE
FPEVIIZHOT—F Ly bEERLET. I— FIEDTo#) T3,

PROC LIFETEST DATA=REF.ADDICTS METHOD=KM OUTSURV=DOG;
TIME SURVT*STATUS(O);

STRATA CLINIC;

RUN;
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T8ty Mdog | IEAFHEGEMITE N E 3755, AFHEEMEDlog(— (log))
FEEnEeA. UToa—Fick), 7=ty Fdogh b, 8 (—%F
BO AR EM ARG T 20 LWERLLS 2 &4 7 — % 1 v F CATAMER
SNET.

DATA CAT;

SET DOG;
LLS=LOG(-LOG(SURVIVAL));
RUN;

SASTid, LOGB¥UIE 10 DM E T4 { Bz RL 7.
PROCPRINTIE, =% %77 s 7Ty by gy FOICWHLET.
PROC PRINT DATA=CAT,; RUN;

PROC PRINT 2 & ) i) SN D104+ 7T HXR—2 3 Y IZLUF o
H T,

Obs CLINIC SURVT _CENSOR- SURVIVAL LLS

1 1 0 . 1.00000

2 1 2 1 1.00000 .

3 1 7 0 0.99383 -5.08450

4 1 17 0 0.98765 -4.38824

5 1 19 0 0.98148 -3.97965

6 1 28 1 0.98148 -3.97965

7 1 28 1 0.98148 -3.97965

8 1 29 0 0.97523 -3.68561

9 1 30 0 0.96898 -3.45736
10 1 33 0 0.96273 -3.27056

PLOT LLS*SURVT = CLINIC A 7 — h £ > M&, ZELLS Gof 8% (— /50
HEAEZEH) & #iEdlc, SURVT 2 A##li2, CLINICTREYIT 22 & %48E L
%9, SYMBOL#* 7¥ 2 » &, CLINICOK#EZ &2 %zf8E L .
CLINICHIDOx 8 (— x50 #ifi 2 71 v v 572003 — K& BT
DHEY)TTY.

SYMBOL COLOR=BLUE;
SYMBOL2 COLOR=RED;

PROC GPLOT DATA=CAT;
PLOT LLS*SURVT=CLINIC;
RUN;
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LLS

A +++‘|=§-4

| BSLLIL LN NLJNLEL N B NN N N B N L B N B B N L B B B L B B B L O B N N N B B I B O B L L B B B |

200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 1100

survival time in days
Coded1or2 + + + 1 2

o7y MIT 7 4 b Dlog (HEAFREH) TidZ <, AAfFsH (H) 2 Hwv
TWET, (%) AR 70 v M, CLINICIZR L TR 365 H
BT T, ZOM%IEHEL T < X9 1IcAZ T, BLIE CoxE 7V T CLINIC
TR L L CET VIR B8, COBRIIRICTI L £,

EMERERCCEFEEMEHEL2 2L TEET. ZOHEPRIL
DO, ALV OELFRERERD 2 D YIS, FEOHIIZE T 2
W — T OEFREHIERD S 556 TY. 2— % — X INTERVALS = + 7
varEMALCIoRMXMEZHEEL Y. 2— NIZUTomE) T3 (i
UESAON

PROC LIFETEST DATA=REF.ADDICTS
METHOD=LT
INTERVALS= 50 100 150 200 TO 1000 BY 100
PLOTS=(S);

TIME SURVT*STATUS(O);

RUN;

2. PROC PHREG C & % Cox thfill/\'— R ETILDETT

PROC PHREG & Cox lLINF = FETFTWVIZHWES. a— FIETo
#HH Ty

PROC PHREG DATA=REF.ADDICTS;
MODEL SURVT*STATUS(0)= PRISON DOSE CLINIC,
RUN;
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MODEL A 5 — k A » b ® 2 — FSURVT*STATUS(0) %, time-to-
eventZ (SURVT) LT B8] ) O (STATUS = 0) 2 fqEL £3. ZDE
FNIZIE 32 DO FHIZ B PRISON, DOSE, CLINICZS& EFNCwE 7.
PROC PHREG ® MODEL A5 — k X~ h®* 73 3 Y RLIE, N — Flt
HEEMIZO5%EHEXM A 52 3. NS OETMERIZILHI N — FIK
ERE Y O EAREL TWET Y LR b A EEAS). PROC
PHREG 2 £ A2 HiJIZLL T o) T,

PHREG 7O T+

EFILDIER
TF—2tv b REF.ADDICTS
HREH SURVT survival time in days
EARSY IV % STATUS status (@=censored, l=endpoint)
EARSYIDREIDE ¢ 0
A T—RDNIE BRESLOW
Summary of the Number of Event and Censored Values
Percent
Total Event Censored Censored
238 150 88 36.97
Model Fit Statistics
Without With
Criterion Covariates Covariates
-2 LOG L 1411.324 1346.805
AIC 1411.324 1352.805
SBC 1411.324 1361.837
BRAHEEDST
INTA—=& 95%/\tf— Kkt
NTA—% BHE HEE 1RHEERE h4A42% Pr > Chisq /\Y—NKit SHERA
PRISON 1 0.32650 0.16722 3.8123 0.0509 1.386 9.999 1.924
DOSE 1 -0.03540 0.00638 30.7844 <.0001 9.965 0.953 0.977
CLINIC 1 -1.00876 0.21486 22.0419 <.0001 0.365 0.239 0.556
FRIOERE, NURRED/ST A — & {EElE, € OEERE £ THlRT

Zx9 % Wald 77 A 2 MUE MR &, WIS d 2pMziR L £, "Hazard
Rmoﬂ~i,E%hﬁ%mﬁ%ﬁﬁmbt,%%Mﬁ%Wlﬁﬁﬁmﬁ
720 ONY— FRHEEMAVR SN E T, REO25E, 2oy — o
95% fEHPR A 2R L TV E T

FATETNVTIE, 774 )V N TMODEL A7 — b X~ MZTIES= BRESLOW
F T arMEbitTnwE T, b NIz, TIESSEXACT A+ 7 a ~
HHTAZ N TE T T, TIES=EXACT 4 7' a v &, FkpIZEAE L7
ARV MR L 72D OB GEIEFETT.

L DANRY FAFEEHIEET 58E1E, TIES=EXACT A+ 7 a v
EIFLWTY. Thliolhald, EXACT%’7/5/%>T7%)D]\4>
EAEEVWEIS Y A SASTHHTE ZFENEMLE T 71 —F 12
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NTX—% BHE

PRISON
DOSE
CLINIC

TIES = EFRONA4 7> a 4% 1) £3. TIES = EFRON4 72 a » i, R
TET 74V MIREESNTHET.

PROC PHREG DATA=REF.ADDICTS;
MODEL SURVT*STATUS(0)= PRISON DOSE CLINIC/TIES=EXACT RL;

RUN;

1
1
1

HIJEI T o) T,

F—2tv h

EEEH
HEYUER

B EDEHR

24 F—R2DMNIE
INTA—A&

HERE 1BHERE
0.32657 0.16723
-0.03537 0.00638
-1.00980 0.21488

PHREG 7O T+

EFIOIER
REF.ADDICTS
SURVT survival time in days
STATUS status (0=censored, l=endpoint)
0]
EXACT
BREHEZOHH
95%/\tF— KLt
hA2%& Pr > ChiSq /MVW—Kit {EREFRSR
3.8135 0.0508 1.386 0.999 1.924
30.7432 <.0001 0.965 0.953 0.977
22.0832 <.0001 0.364 0.239 0.555

INT A — FHEEME & F OREHERLSEY TIES = EXACT A 7 3 » 2 il
Laho2RlBioE T IV E LT IE) 2T T3, [ENEA LB 751,
Model Information (21 & F 4.

PRISON & CLINIC, PRISON & DOSE & % HAEM # 3F-fli L 72w & L
T4 200K EREY ST H L\w—ESAST— &+ v | (addicts2) % 1F
g, S 0HEPELETF IV EFEITTE TS, CLINIC & PRISON
DFEIE (CLIN_PR) & CLINIC & DOSE @53 (CLIN_DO) %, LLF o7 —
YAT v T CTERLET.

DATA ADDICTSZ2,

SET REF.ADDICTS;
CLIN-PR=CLINIC*PRISON;
CLIN-DO=CLINIC*DOSE;

RUN;
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W2, TNH O HEAERE(CLIN_PR & CLIN_DO) %# €7 )VIZMZ 7.
CONTRAST A7 — b A ¥ M &2MHATIUL, oD HE/EMREE —BAL
Wald 72 THEEFIZHRETE £ 9. “CONTRAST" &\ ) HEED %A 1213,
=P —DIRET LHNIEEFIHECHAZLOZRIML . RIZFNE
NoOWET LR (FEHE) L Z20BA 12128720 0%, < T -
THIZELE T (TR — F2R).

PROC PHREG DATA=ADDICTS2;
MODEL SURVT*STATUS(@)= PRISON DOSE CLINIC CLIN_PR CLIN_DO;
CONTRAST "TEST INTERACTION" CLIN_PR 1, CLIN_DO 1;

RUN;
PROC PHREG O JJ LT i ) T,
PHREG 7O T+
EFILDIER
T—&tEvY b WORK .ADDICTS2
REEEH SURVT survival time in days
THEYY)ER STATUS status (@=censored, 1=endpoint)
TTEHWEDH 0
21 T—XDINEE BRESLOW
EFNOESERE
B HESELL HEEHV
-2 LOG L 1411.324 1343.199
AIC 1411.324 1353.199
SBC 1411.324 1368.253
RAHEEDHN
NG A=K
NFA—% BHE HIETE RAERRE HA 2% Pr > ChiSq /\U'— KLk
PRISON 1 1.19200 0.54137 4.848 0.0277 3.294
DOSE 1 -0.01932  0.01935 0.9967 0.3181  0.981
CLINIC 1 0.17469 0.89312 0.0383 0.8449 1.191
CLIN_PR 1 -0.73799 0.43149 2.9253 0.0872 0.478
CLIN.DO 1 -0.01386 0.01433 0.9359 0.3333 0.986
Contrast Test Results
Wald
Contrast DF Chi-Square Pr > ChiSq

TEST INTERACTION 2 3.5803 0.1669
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FESETIICEENDIGE, AU 2\ — FIEEE Ay 13
EAEERD DY) A, BIZIE, PRISON OFREHEEE % exp(1.19200) = 3.284
LieE b3 UL, DOSE=0, CLINIC = 0T PRISON = 1vs. PRISON = 0
NF— FRHEEEDSONE T, LaL, TONY— FILIZIEER S ) T4
A o751, CLINICIE0TIE R 1£7/21d2THH, DOSEIXFHIZOLD
BREVEITRTCORNRENAY FEREZITTRL) 25 TT. kOt
¥ a v (E{bCoxET V)T, XKHMEHEEAELETIVICEI LT, CONTRAST
AT =AY N EHWTEROD W — FIHEEME 2 RO L LB L
F9. CONTRASTAT— b X ¥ FaHWwd L, Liko—#{b Wald #5212
R TCNT A — OIS GOSN T T

2ODOFKIHO Wald 77 1 25 pfitild, CLIN_PR#%0.0872, CLIN_DO#%%0.3333
TY. WRIEE R E S 5 — i b Wald 77 1 25 p i 01669 T Tk
FRNS, - 2GR RIS L C, MVNET OV (RIEA S E )25 TVE
FNVQODOHIER &) %51 2 EI2X Y, LR HME ClifkIE % R e
THIENTEEY. -2 BOLERETREIL, 1770 "Model Fit Statistics”
“With Covariates' ¥l 7R STV E T, — 2log LEE MR #IL, 7VET I TIX
1,343.199, #i/NET IV CIE1,346.805CF. 2FIHA FIREICHIET 5720, Z0
BoEDHHEIX2 T

SAST\d, PROBCHI B & Fiv: 2 & 71 1 2 MED plEs S E 3. I—
FIZLLTF o) T

DATA TEST;

REDUCED = 1346.805;

FULL = 1343.199;

DF = 2;

P_.VALUE = 1 - PROBCHI(REDUCED-FULL,DF);
RUN;

PROC PRINT DATA=TEST;RUN;

(1-PROBCHIM#) £ § 5 Z LT, # A 2 Fehe s BB MO G O ik
OMEERDESNF T, PROCPRINT IS & 2 5 5IEL T o) T

Obs REDUCED FULL DF P.VALUE

1 1346.81 1343.2 2 0.1648

MRG0T 9 2 T BE D pfiti i3 0.16480 TH V), — b Wald #e5E 2>
SN p M (0.1669) L W7-AER L 72 1) F 9. 28 HAE I [ IZHE
Th720, INLOREIRELSL S HBEIZ2TTY.



PRISON
DOSE

1
1
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3. E1tCoxETILDET

25 5 CLINIC (& Fe B N — WA 58 % i 72 & 72 W45, ZE 44 PRISON &
DOSE &, CLINIC D Z N ZEND/RKEENTIZIBFINY — FAE 2wz &
MELET. ZHCLINICIZBIT 5 @1k CoxE7 V%, PROC PHREG &
STRATACLINICA 7 — M A ¥ M2 HWCTETLFET. I— NI ToH

NTA—Z
NFA—2 BHE HEE

0.38877
-0.03514

hTY.

PROC PHREG DATA=REF.ADDICTS;
MODEL SURVT*STATUS(@)= PRISON DOSE/RL;

STRATA CLINIC;
RUN;

NG A= FHEEMOH NI T 0 ) T

PHREG 7O T+

RAHEEDAN
NF—=R
1RRERE 7142% Pr > ChiSq e
0.16892 5.2974 0.0214 1.475
0.00647 29.5471 <.0001 0.965

CLINIC |ZJ@{tZE#Tdh 5 720, CLINICD/5F x — # el i & h
¥4 A. PRISON =1 vs. PRISON = 0 O — N3 1475 EHfEE SN F
4. PRISON & CLINIC & O HEAEHIEIZEFIVICE T R W20,

H— FHIZCLINIC IR L 2w EOE L T E

CLINIC TRl L 72 CoxE 7 )L C, PRISON & CLINIC & &3¢ HAEH,
DOSE & CLINIC & O XX HAER %5l L £ 3. #HLWSAST— 4%+ v b
(addicts2) TREMMHEZ EHL, TNO50HE»EGETVEET LT T.

DATA ADDICTSZ;

SET REF.ADDICTS;
CLIN-PR=CLINIC*PRISON;
CLIN-DO=CLINIC*DOSE,
RUN;

95%/\Y'— KLt
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COXHENEHETIVCTIE, DOSEZ i3 L 72-CLINIC = 112 BT %
PRISON = 1 vs. PRISON = 0 O/ — Kltidexp (B, + ps) TH H, DOSE =
##E 72 CLINIC = 212813 % PRISON = 1 vs. PRISON = 0 O /\H— Kt
Zexp(B,+2B5) TT. HHEDEREIL, 55T O/NH— FOKIZ(PRISON =1,
CLINIC = 2) £ 53 B/ — FoR 12 (PRISON = 0, CLINIC = 2) Ol % X,
ATDHZ LI ROONFT (FREsH).

ho() exp[1B; + B,DOSE + (2)(1)B5 + B4CLIN DO]

_ (1
AR = () expl0B, + B,DOSE + (2)(0)B; + B4CLIN DO]

exp(B; +2B;3).

8T A —F HEEMOMILHE G OWEME KDL & 21X, PROC PHREG
T, CONTRAST A7 — M A M L ESTIMATE = 4 73 3 v #38%EL
9. 72, CONTRASTAF7— hA Y bP2fEHLT, Rk L7z& 9 *ﬁx
b Wald ¥ T2 R HEAFAEAZ FIFICHET A2 L TEET.

DFoa— i, 2XHEA/EME% &1 g1t Cox €7V (STRATA CLINIC)
FEFTLET. 3DOOCONTRASTATF— M A Y FEHEHLTWEY. 12
H X CLINIC = 11281} % PRISON O — K texp (B, +B5) ZHET 5
728, 25 HIZ CLINIC = 21281} % PRISON O/ # — Fltexp(1 + 2B5)
EHET AH720, 320HIE, HEE2O—BILWald g T2 HEMEY
FEHZHET 57200 DO TY . D220 CONTRAST A7 — b 4 ~
N T 5 ESTIMATE = EXP 4+ 73 3 &, /89 A — ¥ HEEHOIEK
bz ERL TS, 2% HDOCONTRASTA T — b A Y PO I — K
PRISON 1 CLIN_PR 2/ESTIMATE = EXP;idexp (B, + 2B5) OHfE Ml % %
KLZ 9. BIZPRISONIZHIG L, B3IXET VD37 H DL CLIN_PR

RIS LET. I— FIELTFoiE) T,

PROC PHREG DATA=ADDICTS2;

MODEL SURVT*STATUS(®)= PRISON DOSE CLIN_PR CLIN_DO;

STRATA CLINIC;

CONTRAST 'HR FOR PRISON AMONG CLINIC=1' PRISON 1 CLIN_PR 1/ESTIMATE=EXP;
CONTRAST 'HR FOR PRISON AMONG CLINIC=2' PRISON 1 CLIN_PR 2/ESTIMATE=EXP;
CONTRAST 'TEST INTERACTION' CLIN_PR 1, CLIN_DO 1;

RUN;

CLINIC TR L T\ 5 & &1&, Z#CLINICIEMODELA T — b X »
MZANFEREA. LA LARAS, CLINIC% STRATA AT — kA ¥ MIIR
ELTWRIZ b6, ZHAEMECLIN_PRB & FCLIN_DO (&
MODEL A7 — b A ¥ MIANT Y. LT o) TY.



NTXA—2 BHE

PRISON 1

DOSE 1

CLIN_PR 1

CLIN DO 1
pojnd

HR FOR PRISON AMONG CLINIC=1
HR FOR PRISON AMONG CLINIC=2

PROC PHREG DATA=ADDICTS2;

PHREG 7O ¥+

RLHEEDD
INTAX—A&
HEE RAERE H4A 2% Pr > ChiSq
1.08716 0.53861 4.0741 0.0435
-0.03482 0.01980 3.0930 0.0786
-9.58467 0.42813 1.8650 0.1721
-9.00105 0.01457 0.0052 0.9427
T EDXLLHETE ERTEDHER
2A7 HEE TAERRE
EXP 1.6528 0.3119
EXP 0.9211 0.3540
STELARTE DFER
poind BHE
HR FOR PRISON AMONG CLINIC=1 1
HR FOR PRISON AMONG CLINIC=2 1
TEST INTERACTION 2

583

AVESIN

e

2.966
9.966
0.557
0.999

{RRERSR

1.1419 2.3925
0.4337 1.9563

Wald
HA 2% Pr > ChiSq
7.0918 0.0077
0.0457 0.8307
1.8650 0.3936

N — R (PRISON = 1 vs. PRISON = 0) (%, CLINIC =1 Tl 1.6528 &
HEE S, CLINIC = 2Cld0.9211 & HEE SN F 9. Wiz HAEHIHE % [A]
RS 5 — b Wald#g (HHE2 - 11k Bs =0, 1id B,y =0) Dpfiiid

0.3936 T

CLINIC & 2D ftho

Sl

WCRHAERPGFEET L E I EL 0T

70 —F1%, CLINIC =1 & CLINIC = 2 D#EB5 4 T2 2l 4 IZfifAT
THIETY. a—FEENEIUTOE) Ty,

SAS7 1YY Y WOWHEREA 7 — kX » M, EITHOF 74~ —

MODEL SURVT*STATUS(0)=PRISON DOSE;

WHERE CLINIC=1;

TITLE "'COX MODEL RUN ONLY ON DATA WHERE CLINIC=1",

RUN;

YarvEBTALDTY. TITLEAT— M AV M2 2070 >y vi2hn
252 TE&FY. CLINIC = 1DF 7HXR— 3 ¥ 2O o B 14
BONT A= SR &) IZLLTo# ) TF.
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COX MODEL RUN ONLY ON DATA WHERE CLINIC=1

RAHERDOHI
INTA—Z
NTXA—2 BHE  H#EE EEaE H42%& Pr > ChiSq N#—itt
PRISON 1  0.50249 0.18869 7.0918 0.0077 1.653
DOSE 1 -0.03586 0.00774 21.4761 <.0001 0.965

[F#1Z, CLINIC =2 D% 7HX— g Y PITOMFICE T2 a— FEH
J1OST A= FHeElE &) I To@EY) ¢

PROC PHREG DATA=ADDICTS2,;

MODEL SURVT*STATUS(0)=PRISON DOSE;

WHERE CLINIC=2;

TITLE 'COX MODEL RUN ONLY ON DATA WHERE CLINIC=2";

RUN;
COX MODEL RUN ONLY ON DATA WHERE CLINIC=2
RILHEEDHH
INTAX—=5 NYF—R
NIXx—% BEE HEE IRERE Hh4 2% Pr > ChiSq it
PRISON 1 -0.08226 0.38430 0.0458 0.8305 0.921
DOSE 1 -0.03693 0.01234 8.9500 0.0028 0.964

CLINIC = 212817 % DOSE % ##% |_ 72 PRISON = 1 vs. PRISON = 0 ®
N — FHHEEMIX0.921 TY . ZOfEEIL, Dilcg9E4T L7z, CLINICIZ
B4 54T _RCORBIHZ &L Cox EF VDR E =3 L TwE .
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4. FRETRUIRTE IC & B HB/\ Y — N RE D FHE

INDLHEHHTASAS TR T AL, BEYWEHE T -y FEHW
T, FEOIRERUIIET 2 BN — FICGEDORETHIME & F1T3 % ik
%7 LT\ E 9 (Harrel and Lee, 1986). Ziuid, $FEORLEICET
Schoenfeld 7= & failure REFIEAL & OFRAIZEE D W T W E §. I —
FIREAR ) 227 51, ZOMBIRIZIZ0 & 251X TY. ZOMBEKR
SED pfiEi, PROC CORR (%721 PROCREG) TR LN T T. FFEDE
TIVIZHR9 % Schoenfeld 771, PROC PHREG % FiV: CSAS 7 — %+ v
MIPRAFTE& 9. PROCRANK % T, A X2 O failure B[ % IEAL
{LLTSAST—% vy MIRETE 9. REEFUL, BN — FGE
M THEV) L DTY.

%3, CLINIC, PRISON, DOSE# & & E7 VA2 FFfT L 5. OUTPUT
AT7—=MAY MNTSAST =%ty bEER L EF. OUT=4 73 a Vg
H7F—%ty " % %EFKL, RESSCH=AF7— XA FDOESIZL—H—
EROEL T ANT T, TN HZEEIC Schoenfeld B ZEATEM S L E 7.
T ONEFE X, MODEL A7 — b A ¥ b CIRE L 72T ZE$ o IEFE 120t
IHLET. EBROEELIIEETY. 22T, SAST—%t v FO&H
% RESID & L, CLINIC, PRISON, DOSE!ZR9 % Schoenfeld 7% % &
LA O & N ZF N RCLINIC, RPRISON, RDOSE & L L 7.

I— FNEL T T,

PROC PHREG DATA=REF.ADDICTS;

MODEL SURVT*STATUS(0)=CLINIC PRISON DOSE;
OUTPUT OUT=RESID RESSCH=RCLINIC RPRISON RDOSE;
RUN;

PROC PRINT DATA=RESID;RUN,
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0BS

=

OwWwoONOOCUVTPR~WNERE

PROC PRINT 12 X B2 H T OB D 10D+ 7THX— 3 Y IZLLF 0l
T3, Ao 3% Schoenfeld =D ZE (T4 .

SURVT STATUS CLINIC PRISON DOSE RCLINIC RPRISON RDOSE

428
275
262
183
259
714
438
796
892
393

RPRORKRERRRRR

50 -0.18715 -0.40641 -8.2100
55 -0.15841 0.55485 -2.6277
55 -0.16453 -0.45197 -2.5635
30 -0.14577 -0.48727 -26.0823
65 -0.16306 0.54313 7.3701
55 -0.25853 -0.50074 -8.5347
65 -0.19292 0.58106 6.6072
60 . . .

50 -0.34478 -0.22372 -15.9088
65 -0.17712 0.57376 6.6886

RFRRRRRBRRRRR
HORROFROORO

WIZ, IO F THER=2 a VEHIBRLZSAST—7 -ty M(oF D,
failure ¥ 79 X—T a v oA e Ed) Z1ER L 4.

DATA EVENTS,
SET RESID;
IF STATUS=1,
RUN;

PROC RANK % W T, failure il ONEFZEH % 587 — 4% &y » &1E
WLET. OUT=F 7 arsHwTthT—%ty hoOLHi2fEEL F
3. NERZAL % 4T 9 ZEIESURVT T9. RANKSA T — h X~ hDf£IZ,
failure Ff I DAL 2 #5405 2 A ¥ A BEL £ 3. ERAFTETYT. 2
T, COEBY4 % TIMERANK E LE L7z, a2— FIZUTFo@E) T,

PROC RANK DATA=EVENTS OUT=RANKED TIES=MEAN,
VAR SURVT;

RANKS TIMERANK;

RUN;

PROC PRINT DATA=RANKED;RUN,
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PROC CORRIZ, failurelFs 8] I fi2 25 % ( & @ # T 13 TIMERANK) &
CLINIC, PRISON, DOSE 23 % Schoenfeld 5%7%=D %4 (Z OBITILZ
NZ M RCLINIC, RPRISON, RDOSE) & OO % K> 5 DI v &
F. NOSIMPLE & 7% 3 Y IZZEAEtE oW 2 L £ 3. FFeohzs
BB L CHBINY — FRGEDSH D oD THAUL, MHEIIKIZIZoDIE T
T9. PROC CORRIZ L ZHHBAAT0 2> &) D OBIED phitiiL, HBI N —
FIRGEDOMED pEICZ Y T3, I — FIZLTO#E) T3

PROC CORR DATA=RANKED NOSIMPLE;
VAR RCLINIC RPRISON RDOSE;
WITH TIMERANK,

RUN;

PROC CORRD LI T D3 ) T .

CORR 7O+

Pearson OEEFRE, N = 150
HO: Rho=0 (Cx¥ 925 Prob > ||

RCLINIC RPRISON RDOSE

TIMERANK -0.26153 -0.07970 0.07733
ZHSURVT DIEfL 0.0012 0.3323 0.3469

ERCICHBRE L T D FIZpfiiz /R L £3. CLINIC, PRISON, DOSE
D plEIEZ12410.0012, 0.3323, 0.3469 T ), CLINICIZB L CTiHMp)
N — FARGEDSHZE S, —7F, PRISON & DOSE (2B L CIEHL & 7z
HHZEAURIRENT T

[l I pfiiid, PROC REG % HIV T FHlH T X 12 (—FE 12 10) B IR
FFEITL, MRS T 5 piE LTRODZZEDTEET. DT a—
R, CLINICIZX§ % pliz &t %70 .

PROC REG DATA=RANKED;
MODEL TIMERANK=RCLINIC;
RUN;
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PROCREGIZ L B JIZLLFo#h T,

REG 7O+
INT X —ZHEEE
INTA—A&
zH BHE HEEE EEERE tfE Pr > |t
Intercept 1 75.49955 3.43535 21.98 <.0001
RCLINIC 1 -28.38848 8.61194 -3.30 0.0012

A OFNZR E 15 CLINIC @ pfiE (0.0012) 1, PROC CORR % 72 p fif
E—HLTwET

5. CoxFRELEFHIRDIER

PROC PHREG ®BASELINE A 7 — h A » b ZHWWT, HFEDIERN
5 — xS B Cox B AEAFHEEM AT AT — 5 2y M 2B L £
. HENCEED 2AEOIER NS — U # SAST—F v MIERL, #
N % %12, PROC PHREG ® BASELINE A 57— k X >~ h ®» COVARIATES =
TTalOARNT=ry e LTHALEST. Zhenodes/ vy —
T LR L ZAFIEE S N E T (HEREORRS0OTIEI LW E X)), il
N — FRGE % FHI S % 720 OF# log (- log) EAFR 71 v %155 2
EBTETY. THRIZOVWTHIZ3OFTFCTHML .

%11 - PRISON, DOSE, CLINIC % MW7zl — FETF I ZEITL,
PRISON =0, DOSE =70, CLINIC =228} % FEEAA-ih# 2 5k
DI

B2 ~ JE{tb Cox E 7V (CLINIC TgHl)) #9247 L, PRISON & DOSE &
¥fii % VT, CLINIC = 18 X O'CLINIC = 2 (2B8§ 5% 2 AR D%
AAF IR A SR F 97 0 B (= %50 i % Fiva ¢, PRISON & DOSE
T L 72 & ZO CLINICOWLHI N — FREZFHM L 5

%13 - J@{t Cox-E 7V (CLINIC T/Hl) % 5247 L, PRISON = 0, DOSE = 70,
$ L UPRISON =1, DOSE = 701281} % fAEA i 2 Ko T 7.
ZZTIECLINIC =112 T2, CLINIC=2IZfiLT22D%
R4 D DELFHBAT LN LT
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HARZIL, 32O0ATF Yy IHBH) T4

1) FEEFIHBICHCEZ O EE Y - () 2 &L ATTT—%
oy MEERL ET.

2) A7 v 1) THER LA T—% %ty s %BASELINEA 7 — k % »
I T#852 L T PROC PHREG T Cox E 7NV & FEAT L, TR EE
ratTr—sty MERNLET.

3) ATy T2 TER LB DT -4ty bORBEFREEY 70y
MLET.

%11Ci, PRISON =0, DOSE=70, CLINIC=2®, 14+ 7%= 3
YO RBZANT—F Yy MANDZERL £9. RIS, ETVEFETL
T, AR E AN T A28 S) 2E&0m 77— 4%+ F(OUTL)
=L 9. #f%12, PROC GPLOT # i L CHREAEFMMEEY 70 v
FLET. I—=FIEDToME) TT.

DATA IN1,;

INPUT PRISON DOSE CLINIC,
CARDS;

070 2

RUN;

PROC PHREG DATA=REF.ADDICTS;

MODEL SURVT*STATUS(0)=PRISON DOSE CLINIC,

BASELINE COVARIATES=IN1 OUT=0UT1 SURVIVAL=S1/NOMEAN;
RUN;

PROC GPLOT DATA=0UTL;

PLOT S1*SURVT;

TITLE ‘Adjusted survival for prison=0, dose=70, clinic=2}
RUN;

PROC PHREG 2313 5 BASELINEZA 5 — F X » s Tl&, ANF—%
vy b, WHTF-% vy b, REAGFHEEEY EOERATRELET.
NOMEAN # 7% 3 » &, PRISON, DOSE, CLINIC ®F-3fli% v 724
FHEEMEOM D 2 H L 5. kOB (F12) TIENOMEAN % 7' a3 v &
fEHLEHA.
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PROC GPLOT DL T i@ ) T

Adjusted survival for prison=0, dose=70, clinic=2

o
©
1

e ;
[ee}
alassaa s laaaaaay

AH%‘% 4#%

ﬂ%‘i‘%

+

++'bch_##
Hy

+

+

Survivor Function Estimate
o
~
L

o ;
(=2}
aaaleaaa sl

05 +

0.4

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900
survival time in days

$12Tix, PRISON & & O*DOSE @35 & Hv», CLINIC TJgjl L 72
Cox ET7NH L EAAHEE T &8 7 — % £y M (OUT2) 2EH L, M
JJL 9. BASELINEA7 — b A~ P CNOMEAN A 7 3 V2 fiH L&
W&, PRISON & DOSE D VIIMEA T 7 + v M THH SN B 728, ATJJ
T8ty PERIEETALEIH) IEA. I FIITO#E) TT.

PROC PHREG DATA=REF.ADDICTS;

MODEL SURVT*STATUS(O) = PRISON DOSE;
STRATA CLINIC:

BASELINE OUT=0UT2 SURVIVAL=S2 LOGLOGS=LS2;
RUN;

PROC GPLOT DATA=0UTZ2;

PLOT S2*SURVT=CLINIC;

TITLE 'Adjusted survival stratified by clinic’;
RUN;

PROC GPLOT DATA=0UT2Z2;

PLOT LS2*SURVT=CLINIC;

TITLE 'log-log curves stratified by clinic, adjusted for
prison, dose’;

RUN;
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27 H® PROC GPLOT ® 2 — FPLOT LS2*SURVT = CLINIC %, LS2%
iz, SURVT 24z & 0, CLINICBIO 71y b % 1FENICVER L £
. 24 1LS21Z PROC PHREG @ BASELINE 27— b A » b TIER S 7z b
DTH Y, FEEE(— ) AAFHEEM Z MM LT E 9. CLINIC CT/gjll
L, PRISON & DOSE THi%E L 725§ - x B A7 il o PROC GPLOT 12 &
BHFNEL T o) T

log—log curves stratified by clinic, adjusted for prison, dose

+
+
1] &

L
0] T
N #*#%%w##

#

Log of Negative Log of SURVIVAL

_3_ _-E
f
-4] 4
T
-51
+
-6

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900
survival time in days
Codedlor2 —+ + + 1 2

AR E (=55 70y ME T TSR L7z R A (- 5 50
Kaplan-Meier 7’1 b & X BTHY, 365 H L TE 71y MIUTIEPAT
THDHHNZEOBITTRHEL TV DOT, VEDRIZIBINY — N L
HWI L ERRELTNET.

B3 Cix, E1bCox(CLINICIZ & % J@5l) 2947 L, DOSE = 70128\ %
PRISON = 1 & PRISON = 0(2f9 2 Mgz ko 3. ANhT7—% v
I (IN3) Cix, DOSE = 70 & Z 112119 PRISON K¥E( 25t 5 247D F 7
PNR—Ta UHPMEREINE Y. 7 —% &> F(OUT3) i, BASELINE A
T— NA Y MTER SN, 4RO (CLINIC 2 X PRISON 2) (25t 3 4 4
HHEEMOZER(S3) A EATEY. I— NI TFO@E) TF.
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DATA IN3;

INPUT PRISON DOSE
CARDS;

170

070

RUN;

PROC PHREG DATA=R
MODEL SURVT*STATU
STRATA CLINIC;
BASELINE COVARIAT
RUN;

PROC GPLOT DATA=0
PLOT S3*SURVT=CLI

EF.ADDICTS;
S(0)= PRISON DOSE;

ES=IN3 OUT=0UT4 SURVIVAL=S3/NOMEAN,

uT4;
NIC;

TITLE ‘Adjusted survival stratified by clinic for both levels

Adjusted survival stratified by clinic for both levels of prison

of prison’;
RUN;
1.0
0.9
083

Survivor Function Estimate
© o o o o o o
— N w E-N ol [=>] ~
1 adaaaadlaaaalaaaalaaaalaaaalaag

o
o
Lol sy

{%% iy ety
|y b
Yo
i%*%ﬁﬁ%*ﬁa
+4q,_+ %ﬂ%— . oy
.
g, ##ﬂ
+t ‘hf-_’_#
-#af'-{q_-f- + +_|}F
t4 E
+__;r_ N + n
- i+
N
T 4]

[
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900
survival time in days

Coded1or2 + + + 1 2

ERED 7 Z 7 Tid, CLINIC Z Bl ZEEIZHW TS0 T, CLINICIZ
B LTI — FIEEZIREL TWEH A, LA LPRISONIZDWT

I,

CLINIC ® £ &N (CLINIC = 1 & CLINIC = 2) THEINY — FEZ K

ELTWET.
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6. ¥R Cox ETILDET

RS % &t & 7013, PROC PHREG # FHHWCET L £3. B
MREZ$12, PROC PHREG VU ¥ Yy 7a s 53 v 7 A5 — b
AV MTERLET. Bi4g, 2= —EfE->TT—% A7 v 7 CREMHMK
AR AERLCLE) LDV ET. 77— AT v 7 THV LM
ZEH (SURVT) (2B RI#H37. T 1, PROC PHREG A7 — h 4 > b THEHEZ
¥ (SURVT) & WV CTEFRT A RHIKGFEHER L IZR2 ) EFF0T, 77—
Z ATy TTOERITEB S TREFIZO%A) T3, 5OV TIE, %6
BEOYLIR Cox LEICH T ARtk 2 B L T 2w,

CLINIC T/l L 72 KM &% (= % %0 il & Cox F et £ (— x40 i
D7y MIOWTHBOTPATEEZMERET S 2 & T, 28 CLINICIZET
D BN — FPEZFHE L F L7z, 2% PRISON & DOSE 22T & [
DR ZATH T EATEETY. 72720, DOSEICBLTiE, 7avy hLT
fEf % T A 7-0120%, EHElfxr 17 TV T2LENH ) 7.

DOSE OF R IZHE§ 20— FILASEER & & & I HFAB I (F 72130 4)
I 5 EFHENLYAEIE, DOSE &A1 & O B E % F v 72 R AR %
WEEFEYEMTAZEITEET. UTICERT AHETNVIE DOSE
I (SURVT) O HAA M B ofE & L CER I N 5 BHIKEEZ %
(LOGTDOSE) # & A& 3. 4FEDZEFIZ DWW THBI N — FIED R
M TenEWD) TR, S DOBERTEFOLER LB & ORI HEAEH
WHbHIEERLTVET. ZHLOGTDOSEN 7 — 4% A7 v 7Tk <
PHREG /U Y V¥ NTEHRBIN TSI EIEZELTLES W, a—F
ELS T oMY T,

PROC PHREG DATA=REF.ADDICTS;
MODEL SURVT*STATUS(0)=PRISON CLINIC DOSE LOGTDOSE;
LOGTDOSE=DOSE*LOG(SURVT);

RUN;
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NZX—% BHE
PRISON 1
CLINIC 1
DOSE 1
LOGTDOSE 1

PROC PHREG |2 & 5 HiJJIZ LU F ol ) T,

PHREG 7O T+

RAHEEZED DT
INTAX—A& NY—RK
HEE(E EHERE h42%& Pr > ChiSq jug
0.34047 0.16747 4.1333 0.0420 1.406
-1.01857 0.21538 22 .3655 <.0001 0.361
-0.08243 0.03599 5.2468 0.0220 0.921
0.00858 0.00646 1.7646 0.1841 1.009

g KA 2 2 LOGTDOSE @ Wald Bi7E @ p fifi i3 0.1841 T pfliash
BTRWI R, 43 LAY — FMREADOSE I L Tz L Tw
HILaERLTWARTIED ) THA. JIOEROEHRFEZE L (B 2
I$DOSE X (TIME - 100)) VA& 20 etk b b o6 T, 72, &
BB LR EAGH 2 FH T 2SR ECEB LT (Z oA 0RE
IR BN — FIGE).

KIZ, CLINIC IZ B3 2 KA E 2 £5. RO2ODETILT
&, CLINICIZRE L T365 Huifa T 7% 5\ — NIt %529 5 Heaviside
REEHEEAHFEHLCwET. IFHOETIVTIE, ETFTIVFIZ2DD
Heaviside B %% (HV1 & HV2) # il L £ 3%, CLINICITHWFEFHA. 27
H®E 7 )V it Heaviside B%51Z 1 2D & (HV) T 7%, CLINICA&E I T
9. INB2DDEFT NN BHF51L5 CLINICIZBE§ 5 /N — R ILHEEH
FRERCTTAS, a— FidE%2 ) 3. 200 Heaviside % FoE 7LD
I— FBLUOHIIZLTFo@EY T

PROC PHREG DATA=REF.ADDICTS;

MODEL SURVT*STATUS(@)=PRISON DOSE HV1 HV2;

IF SURVT < 365 THEN HV1 = CLINIC; ELSE HV1 = 0;

IF SURVT >= 365 THEN HV2 = CLINIC; ELSE HV2 = 0;
CONTRAST 'TEST EQUALITY OF HEAVISIDES' HV1 1 HV2 -1;

RUN;
RAHEEEDD

INTA—=4 . NY—RK
INTX—& BEHE HEE 1REERE h2%& Pr > ChiSq Jud
PRISON 1 0.37770 0.16840 5.0304 0.0249 1.459
DOSE 1 -0.03551 0.00644 30.4503 <.0001 9.965
HV1 1 -0.45956 0.25529 3.2405 0.0718 0.632
HV2 1 -1.82823 0.38595 22.4392 <.0001 9.161

XHEUARTE DFER
Wald
pojnd BHE hA 2% Pr > ChiSq

TEST EQUALITY OF HEAVISIDES 1 8.7993 0.0030
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HV1 & HV2I2BY %785 4 — & HiEsgfiliz» 5184, 365 HHi{%? CLINIC =1
(249 % CLINIC =2 D/ — NI EMZ RO L Z LA TE L5 100H T
@ CLINIC D/ H— FHHEE I exp (— 0.45956) =0.632 T 1), 400 H TD
CLINIC D /N4 — FHHEE 1L exp (— 1.82823) = 0.161 T3. CONTRAST

AF— kA ME, 220 Heaviside ZHOREAEDSE LV (B5 =P,

AL

Bs—Ps=0)2D Wald#iE 24T\ 3. 250 Heaviside ZEDIREUIE H355
LWz 513, CLINICO/NH— FIIERFIZE 520w &2 3. oF
D, ZoWER, HEINY— FEOTEEED 138 — > 2BEST 2 D72 LA
BT IENTEET. COBEDptIF0.0030 £ IEFIZHETH Y, CLINIC

2B LTI BINT — FRGED AL L 22 & 2R L TWE T,

Ak & A5, ~NEH A FEBES1 20T VIZHT 53— N8
JNEL T D@ ) TY.

PROC PHREG DATA=REF.ADDICTS;

MODEL SURVT*STATUS(@)=CLINIC PRISON DOSE HV;

IF SURVT >= 365 THEN HV = CLINIC; ELSE HV = 0;

CONTRAST 'HR FOR CLINIC <365 days' CLINIC 1/ESTIMATE=EXP;
CONTRAST 'HR FOR CLINIC >=365 days' CLINIC 1 HV 1/ESTIMATE=EXP;
RUN;

LU

BAHEROHH
NSA—5 N—
NoXx—% HEE  HEE 2 H12E pr o> chisq B
CLINIC 1 -0.45956 8.25529 3.2405 0.0718 0.632
PRISON 1 0.37770 0.16840 5.0304 0.0249 1.459
DOSE 1 -0.03551 ©.00644 30.4503 <.0001 0.965
HvV 1 -1.36866 9.46139 8.7993 0.0030 0.254
St 847  HEE  Egms (EERR
HR FOR CLINIC <365 days EXP 0.6316 0.1612 0.3829 1.0416
HR FOR CLINIC >=365 days EXP 0.1607 0.0620 0.0754 0.3424

ZRCLINICASE T MZEFINTE Y, FHIKAF1% Heaviside AR O R A HV
3365 H £ TENY — FHIEEICFG LAV LITERLTLEZS W
CONTRASTA7— A MO ESTIMATE = EXP4 7> 3 v & IV CRME L 72,
100 H T? CLINIC D/ — N HHEE( L exp(— 045956) = 06316 T 1), 400
H T CLINIC O/ — R 2l L exp ((— 0.45956) + (— 1.36866)) = 0.1607

T, INSORFIE, 220 Heaviside % #5507 IV OHfEEE & —

#HLT

WIS EEHVIZOWTOWaldBE D piE0.003 I EHEHAINICAEETH Y,

CLINIC (ZB89 2 Ll — FRGEDKIL L W & ZRIEL TV ET
1322 ® Heaviside BI ¥ % £ F 7 )V TD CONTRAST A 57— k £ >~ b
LD EFEUBIETT.

LI
X5
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CLINIC = 2 vs. CLINIC = 1 DN\ — RS RO 1ERIT—ETH S
DZDBITHIRIEI (F 72138 $ 56 MELET. LT a— Fig, 366
H LA 12 CLINIC D N — R 2359 5 R AR E 1 3448 &= CLINTIME
(I—-FCER)ZELETVEERL T T (HIILENE).

PROC PHREG DATA=REF.ADDICTS,

MODEL SURVT*STATUS(0)=CLINIC PRISON DOSE CLINTIME;

IF SURVT < 365 THEN CLINTIME=0,

ELSE IF SURVT >= 365 THEN CLINTIME = CLINIC*(SURVT-365);
RUN;

SASIZ, Bex 2e 77— & 1S X B RERIRAF VA Z O & 7 VALISHIE LT
WD EW) HTERUEAD ) T3, COMEHBET L2012, FeFETHIT
72BN OVWTEZ Y. TRLd 7 — % (DD)IZIE, 497 HIZA N> b &85k
L 72(MONTHS =49, STATUS = 1)Jane D4 7HX—2 3 Y HF1OEENT
WET. Jane~NOFEHKIHEIL, 7+ 10— T v THAAREL 60 mg (DOSEL = 60,
TIMEL =0) TL7%%, 74 W=7 v 712% HT120 mg (DOSE2 = 120,
TIME2 = 12)1Z, 74 H1—7 7304 H 1213150 mg (DOSE3 = 120, TIME3 = 30)
WEELE L.

(Data D1) DOSE changes at 3 time points for Jane

M S
) T D T D T D T
| N A 0] I O I 0] I
D T T S M S M S M
H u E E E E E E
S S 1 1 2 2 3 3
Jane 49 1 60 0 120 12 150 30

HEDPEBOR S CllE SNk 51, HEZBHEREEEREE LT
BBz w) BEELHTEFET. JaneDF 7HXR=2 3 VIiFL LD
TAORZEFZEEELET. UTFoa— i, ERoEXor—5ER
VAP L 7235R Cox E 7V A EFT L 9.
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PROC PHREG DATA=D1;
MODEL MONTHS*STATUS(®@)=T DOSE;

IF MONTHS<=TIME2 THEN T_DOSE=DOSE1;
ELSE IF MONTHS<=TIME3 THEN T_DOSE=DOSE2;
ELSE T_DOSE=DOSE3;

RUN;

EE R E I Z T _DOSEIZMODELAT — M A Y PO T TEHRLTH
D, AT AESZEIZDOSEL, DOSE2, DOSE3Z#H L CTwWI 4.

RN HEE, Jane D3 OOHED ) A 7 IS T 5 3O
FTHER=2 a3 2 FHOCPEROF— 7 12+ 500 ibdh ) T1.
UToa—Fig7—% (D1) %= CPH (D2) 12284 L 9.

DATA D2;

SET D1;

START=TIME1l; STOP=TIME2; EVENT=0; DOSE=DOSE1 ; OUTPUT;
START=TIME2; STOP=TIME3; EVENT=0; DOSE=DOSE2 ; OUTPUT;
START=TIME3; STOP=MONTHS ; EVENT=1; DOSE=DOSE3 ; OUTPUT;

DROP MONTHS DOSE1l DOSE2 DOSE3 TIMEl1l TIME2 TIME3 STATUS;
RUN;

7—% (D2)1F, BlZiJanell PV TIE3F THFNR=varehb L)
ZHL72bDOTHY, TR, DOSEILFREHKFEETIHEL L T 5
A OXH (START = 0, STOP = 12) Tld Jane ® #1360 mg, 27 H DX
fi] (12~30 A) T3 120 mg, 3% HDXH (30~49 H) Tl 150 mg TY. 2D
T =4 1%, Jane (£49 HIZA XY FAH 5722 & (STOP =49, STATUS=1)
ZRLTWET. JaneD3 A THXR—=T a3 Y ERIZIORLET
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PROC PRINT DATA=D2;RUN;

ID START STOP EVENT DOSE
JANE 0 12 0 60
JANE 12 30 0 120
JANE 30 49 1 150

CPERDT =7 CETNEFTT L7200 T— NIZUTOMY TF.

PROC PHREG DATA=D2;
MODEL (START, STOP) *EVENT (0) =DOSE;
RUN;

7. PROC LIFEREGIC&LB/NTXKNY Y IETILDOET

PROC LIFEREG &, HINH— FEFIVTIE%: {785 2 M) v 7 I#E
FNVEETLEST. OINF— FETF VO BEELBED N — B HIL R
WEBT—EITHL2DII LT, MEETIVOERELRIEE, [FHERD
LAOVIETC, AAFIRE R B L s (F 7213 a®) 55 ] T

BT =5 O)NT X M)y 7 ETIVIZEHR D —KIZHWS NS 546k
Weibull 534 T3, Weibull 534 O/ — FRIEIIAp ' T3, b Lp=1%
51X, Weibull 5/l 8HA AT H D T 9. MIEEEHARE DL Y 372 TE
BN — FIGED D LD L v ) 2B WT, Weibull 73 121307 L
WHE DD ) . F8E0A 13 Weibull 5048 D43 2 56T, 8B
DEELWE X, [HNYF— PRI ST —2E0h@) =\ TY. SAST
&, Weibull & 7V & 35850 7 VI IIERER £ 7V CEITE N T T

Weibull 734 124, k50 (= %50 A A7 B £ 3oar B Re ] & AR B AR 12 & %
EWVIHMEAH Y 9. PROC LIFETEST Tl, & #5[ 12 % 4 % Kaplan-
Meier x4 25 (— A 50 Higt A 70 M & E9. HRAITITZER (20 FAT)
%% 51, Weibull lEIZHEA L TWET. 51, INHDOEMOMEE A1
THhiUuE, BB EEGLTwEY. UTFoa— Fi&, CLINICH,
PRISON g b & 7znf (= B it 2 e L £57. 2o iz H
W, SNHEHUCET 2 Weibull BUEDZ LA NS Z LA TE T
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PROC LIFETEST DATA=REF.ADDICTS METHOD=KM PLOTS=(LLS);
TIME SURVT*STATUS(O);
STRATA CLINIC PRISON;

RUN;

Adjusted survival stratified by clinic for both levels of prison

2

I
o
Dy 1

Log Negative Log SDF

I
=

—61

T
2

T
3

T
4

T
5

Log of survival time in days

STRATA: 4 4 | GLINIC=1 PRISON=0
CLINIC=2 PRISON=0

xEL (=550 BRI LRI IZ L 2 FR/ADS, BB E, Weibull 452 128 &
LTz e LCaliziEdEd. 3, PROC LIFEREG % v CIRELE 71
RFATLET. TOETIVTIE, Webull JTEHR/$T 2 — & (p) X LICEE S
NPF—= RIE—EIl > TV ET.

PROC LIFEREG DATA=REF.ADDICTS,;
MODEL SURVT*STATUS(0)=PRISON DOSE CLINIC/DIST=EXPONENTIAL;

RUN;

CLINIC=1 PRISON=1
+—+—+ CLINIC=2 PRISON=1

MODEL % 5 — + 2 ~ } ®DIST = EXPONENTIAL #+ 73 3 » 13§85
43 Ai &2 65 L £ 3. PROC LIFEREG 12 & A /%5 X — ¥ HEE O H /113 DT

DE Y T

Analysis of Maximum Likelihood Parameter Estimates

Parameter DF

Intercept 1
PRISON 1
DOSE 1
CLINIC 1
Scale 0
Weibull Shape 0

Estimate

3.6843
-0.2526
0.0289
0.8806
1.0000
1.0000

Sta

[cNoNoNoNoNol

ndard
Error

.4307
.1649
.0061
.2106
.0000
.0000

95% Confidence

RPROOON

Limits

.8402
.5758
.0169
.4678
.0000
.0000

FRROoOR

.5285
.0705
.0410
.2934
.0000
.0000

Chi-
Square

73.17

2.35
22.15
17.48

Pr > ChiSq

<.0001
0.1255
<.0001
<.0001
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CORBETNVTREIANT = Fiz—ZEELTET. ik, M
Weibull X1k 85 2 — # it (1.0000) TRENFT. ZOHIH» S, HED
WY — VB OWEREONY — FitElEzETcE T, Hl2IE
PRISON = 0, DOSE = 50, CLINIC = 2 D#ERH O — FDHEE I
exp{ — (3.6843 + 50 X 0.0289) + 2 X 0.8806} = 0.001 T3". SASILNNH:ER]
DR TIHREETNVONT A= FHEME 5 2 9. REHEEMEIC - 123
B L, HBINF— FERD/$T A —F IR ) T EE7EES SR

%12, PROC LIFEREG % Fiv» T Weibull € 7))V 217 L F 9.

PROC LIFEREG DATA=REF.ADDICTS;
MODEL SURVT*STATUS(0)=PRISON DOSE CLINIC/DIST=WEIBULL;
RUN;

MODEL A2 5 — b 2 > F ®DIST = WEIBULL #+ 7% 3 » |Z Weibull 45
fizfgELET. NI A=FHEMOEINILLT D@D T,

Analysis of Maximum Likelihood Parameter Estimates

Standard 95% Confidence Chi-
Parameter DF Estimate Error Limits Square Pr > ChiSq
Intercept 1 4.1048 0.3281 3.4619 4.7478 156.56 <.0001
PRISON 1 -0.2295 0.1208 -0.4662 0.0073 3.61 0.0575
DOSE 1 0.0244 0.0046 0.0154 0.0334 28.32 <.0001
CLINIC 1 0.7090 0.1572 0.4009 1.0172 20.34 <.0001
Scale 1 0.7298 0.0493 0.6393 0.8332
Weibull Shape 1 1.3702 0.0926 1.2003 1.5642

Weibull JEIK 78T 2 — % 131.3702 L #EE S F 3. SASIE, Scale/¥7
A =% LIER Weibull EIR/ S5 2 — % OiE L, ZD1MHI£0.7298 T
§. CLINIC = 2 & CLINIC = 1 % F#d % 3 sR %03 exp (0.7090) = 2.03
CHEEEINE Y. 2F 0, AT T U EFEREEEE (NI A SR T
WA 1E, CLINIC = 112X CLINIC = 2 13 250 E ST

N — NI/ T X — % % Weibull JI#-E 7V 5 54 5 1213, Weibull K
NG A= F NIRRT A= D<A FAEEFRTET(FE7ELS
H). Bz L, flioo3E% 5 THf# L 72 CLINIC = 2 vs. CLINIC = 1 D/ H—
FIHEERE L, exp(1.3702(-0.7090)) =0.38 & 72 1) 7.



601

K12, PROC LIFEREG & fiV: T a2 A7 4 v 7 fill#E T IV 2 FEITL
E3E

PROC LIFEREG DATA=REF.ADDICTS;
MODEL SURVT*STATUS(0)=PRISON DOSE CLINIC/DIST=LLOGISTIC;

RUN;

Parameter

Intercept
PRISON
DOSE
CLINIC
Scale

WO AT A9 787 A= HEEMOHINEILLT M) TY.

Analysis of Maximum Likelihood Parameter Estimates

DF

PR R RR

Standard 95% Confidence Chi-
Estimate Error Limits Square Pr >ChiSq
3.5633 0.3894 2.8000 4.3266 83.71 <.0001
-0.2913 0.1440 -0.5734 -0.0091 4.09 0.0431
0.0316 0.0055 0.0208 0.0424 32.81 <.0001
0.5806 0.1716 0.2443 0.9169 11.45 0.0007

0.5868 0.0403 0.5129 0.6712

oI5, CLINIC = 112 % 3 % CLINIC = 2 & fill 3% £ £ 1% exp
(0.5806) = 1.79 LHEE SN FT. MUY AT 4 v 7 BT IVITHEFF IR
EDSALT B 7% 5L, AAFBIBU B LTl A v ZUK5E & Hear L 3 (Bl
N — BB AL L e vy) . Bl v AMEE, st dES v X (KM HE
EMEE ) & BAEFERO 70y s 6T 4. LR/ s — >
WKBLTY oy MSEMTHIUL, IO X714 v 7 5MidEse L Tw
F9. EELOFITTHNE, BB v ZRGEIHN A TR R E b ik
DiZHET.

PROC LIFETEST # Hi\»C, KMAEFHEM T L SAST—4 v M &
L 3 (Appendix Dt 7 v a v 1%#5M). Zo7F—% £y h&HIC,
HECESE A v AHEEME & B E R 2SS L F 9. & 5 IZPROC
GPLOT #fH LT, it v X E W BUEfER M A2 7ay P LET

Bty ZREEWOWE, TaY A7 4 v 7 EETHET 54 v XLk
THU—T v TOESIIEEINLZV] »oEZTARATT. Hlz1E L
WBIF  ZEPRILT 5% H1E, 72z 7+ru—7y T %3405
SARICIER L2 LThH, 200 EE /Y — 2 KT 54 v AL D
5RWIETTY.IBIF v ZIREDIL L W 5, 4 v Xid 7 + o —
Ty TOESIZLoTGEIEE R 5
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HEE T ML, AR U CIRIREE IV TTAS, AR L
TIIIEET VT, i, A 71 7 > AEFERIZCLINIC = 1128 L
TCLINIC =213 1.79fF R\ e HEm & E Lz, il Tl, Afrieflidont
BOaY 254 v 704D, FUd 2 0 st EEFERE IO Y 27 1 >
7 GANHED) EIREL F L7z

SAS TN failure R £ 7V & AT RET T (BB 7 D[ 2 D> /¥ 5
A MY w27 EFNVIESHE). PROC LIFEREG ® MODEL A5 — h A » |k
DONOLOG* 7 a i, 7+ ) hoxtE) v 7 BEEHHLES. o
F 1), log (F¢f]) Tld e < BEHASHYE/ ST A — & ORI L L TET ML
ENnEY. UToa— RN BHIAeY A7y 7 JHaY 27497 T
X7 <) AR I2HE ) N failure R E TV 2 FRE L 7

PROC LIFEREG DATA=REF.ADDICTS;
MODEL SURVT*STATUS(0)=PRISON DOSE CLINIC/DIST=LLOGISTIC NOLOG,
RUN;

DIST = LLOGISTIC # 7'¥ 3 VI3 AEFRE A B0 ¥ 25 1 v 7 504
WZHED L IIREEL TV A L IHICAZEFTH, NOLOGH 7' a vizkh
EBRIAEFREMAT Y AT 4 v 7 5MICHE) L CRESNTVWET.
(Stata TONOLOG* 7' 3 » 1, strega~ ¥ FIZHT2HDTIE %L,
A ERSFO R 2 #4252 D 0 TY). I failure B £ 7L o 1)
FLUT o) T

Analysis of Maximum Likelihood Parameter Estimates

Standard 95% Confidence Chi-
Parameter DF Estimate Error Limits Square Pr > ChiSq
Intercept 1 -358.482 114.0161 -581.949 -135.014 9.89 0.0017
PRISON 1 -89.7816 42.9645 -173.990 -5.5727 4.37 0.0366
DOSE 1 10.3893 1.6244 7.2055 13.5731 40.91 <.0001
CLINIC 1 214.2525 53.1204 110.1385 318.3665 16.27 <.0001
Scale 1 172.4039 11.3817 151.4792 196.2191
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CLINIC® /85 A — ¥ HE5El13214.2525 T3, 2 OHEEME O fFEFR I,
CLINIC = 2D A 7«4 7 » A Al (£ 7213 S () O E O [ EfE £ T O
M)ACLINIC=1X£ ) 214 HEWVWEHEE SN L LW LDOTY. S0k
23, CLINIC=1D X 54 7 v A EMIC214H 2 5 &,
CLINIC =2D X 71 7 ¥ AP EMEDRE O N E 3. Aikofi#E 7V
TOCLINIC = 1D AT 1 7 v HEALRERIHEEHIC 1.79 28T 5 & CLINIC = 2
D AT 4T VHELFREMHEEMEITR SN A O LTI T, kT T VI
RS TND &AL TOIIH LT, JETE 7 IVIZAAFRR Offi R A
bhEIRGETIENTEET.

RSO Y AT 4 v 75 ARIZHE, TNk failure BEFRE AN V) 320
oI, WAy XIREORIZLET. B AT 1 v ZGEIL, AT
F v X (KMHEEE & EH) & R O 5 2 2 7 1 v 7 452 Ol O 53§
B 2 @) 2 70y A2 LI NEHMEicE . FhEhoitd =
NRE =BT BTy MOSEBETHIUL, OP AT 4 v 7R E L
TWET. BB OTFATTHIUL, WA v ZIKGE & Ik failure By K 2
AL L E T

PROC LIFEREG THH— b 2 pAilzid, —#ib# > < (DIST =
GAMMA) 7347 & X BEH (DIST = LNORMAL) 55775 %8 V) % §4°. MODEL
AF— kXY N TNOLOG* 73 3 » % DIST = LNORMAL A 73 3 »
L BIHRE LA, AR IER M) ERESNE T,

8. BEHEANRYVKNDODETIIBE

FHA NS P OETIVEEEIZOWTIE, Appendix O BEE TR L 721
BeAsA l7— %+t~ b (bladder.sas7bdat) = AW CTHEBH L £ 9. FE A X
ME, AN R L 7R (SRS T 2O T R—2 g v
AFOT—5 L LTHE#OTONET. [BtAlT—4% 1y boT—%
LAT7Y M, KEZEICF THR= 3 Y2 FOCP7 70— F I L
TWETEESEALBI). DToa— FiE, #HBREA4DER,S %512
~20FHOF THER—va v MDLEYT. I NI TOE) Ty,

PROC PRINT DATA=REF.BLADDER (FIRSTOBS= 12 0BS=20);

RUN;
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0BS
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

HWEL T o) T

ID EVENT INTERVAL START STOP TX NUM SIZE

10 1 1 0 12 0 1 1
10 1 2 12 16 0 1 1
10 0 3 16 18 0 1 1
11 0 1 0 23 0 3 3
12 1 1 0 10 0 1 3
12 1 2 10 15 0 1 3
12 0 3 15 23 0 1 3
13 1 1 0 3 0 1 1
13 1 2 3 16 0 1 1

D=10ICA LT3+ T7HFR=Yay, ID=11ICHLTE1F 7
N—ay, ID=1RIZHLTIE3IFTT7TIFN— 3, ID=13I1CH LT
2F THR= a v FF. ZRSTART B L OSTOP &, & 7H~R—
Ta ilMInT A A7 Mo A fRE L £3. ZEEVENTIE, 14X
v hlecode = D)DFEE L7 EIERLET. RADIF THRN—T 3
Vi, ID = 10 D#ERH 2127 HIZA XY M 3H Y, 1645 HIZE 7250 A
NYEDHY, 187 HIHI BN Lozl bR L TnET.

PROC PHREGIZCPF—% L A 77 bOEFTFT—FIZHH WL Z LAS
TEFY. UWFoa— FiE, HETX), RO0OEEZNUM), B8LU0RK
MOEEH A X (SIZE) D3 OO FHRT &L TV EFETLET.

PROC PHREG DATA=REF.BLADDER COVS(AGGREGATE);
MODEL (START,STOP)*EVENT(0)=TX NUM SIZE,

ID ID;

RUN;

MODEL A7 — k # ~ b ® 2 — F(START,STOP)*EVENT(0) i, %+
THN—= 3 v O X % 2 START & STOP T%E# L, EVENT =0
PIHHBWY I THR=2 30 THLrZerxmLET. IDAT—HF AV b
X, REFEHRTLIEENPIDTHS Z &% L 3. PROC PHREG A
7 — M A Y b®DCOVS(AGGREGATE) # 7 3 Y&, /35 A — F HEEED
TN A MEHEFRGEZ TR L F 3. PROC PHREGIZ £ 5 7 L F o b
T7.
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PHREG 7O T+

EFINOMWH
F—2tv hk REF.BLADDER
HBEL START
HEREH STOP
58 EH EVENT
G DI 0
KA T—2DIIE BRESLOW
BRHERODH
NTX—% _ N\Y—K
Nox—% EHE HEE  ESE RESEh H12% Pr > Chisq i
-0.40710 0.24183 1.209 2.8338 0.0923 0.666
0.16065 0.05689 1.185 7.9735 0.0047 1.174
-0.04009 0.07222 1.028 0.3081 0.5788 0.961

R EMEIT TN A MEMERRE L & QI & E §. “StdErr Ratio” %
21d, JEm N A MEREEEICHT S ONA MEEBEEDOAIRENE T
Bl 21, TXARBOEHEZFE0.24183 1%, T/NA MEAMESEZ TR L 2o
72354 (2 F 1) COVS(AGGREGATE) F 73 a v BB W2 G4) O
2D 120915 TY. T/NA MEERZEOHEEMIZ, StataR &IEDT I
B FT.

CORARDOT—% 2 HH L, 28 INTERVAL % @ fbE % & L 7281k Cox
ETNEETTAHILOTEEY. BAEKE, #BES1HFH, 27%H,
3%H, aFHOA Ny ML Catrisk THLEPERLET. ZhiL8=E
TREILCPT7 7u—F LA L7250 THY, FIA XY bOFEENEF %
KAIL72WaI AL Y. BlbCoxlma— Rz To#Ey ¢F.

PROC PHREG DATA=REF. BLADDER COVS(AGGREGATE) ;
MODEL (START,STOP)*EVENT(®)=TX NUM SIZE;

ID ID;

STRATA INTERVAL;

RUN;
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B OETIVITEMNT 53— Fid, ZHINTERVALPREILEH TH L 2
EERTSTRATART — P X Y MEFTY. XTI X =S Hgiiz &t
ZLLTF o) T,

RAHEEDDH

NTA—=5 ' NY—R
NFX—% BHE  #EE IRERE REREL Ho2% Pr > Chisq Lt
X 1 -0.33430 0.19706 0.912 2.8777 0.0898 0.716
NUM 1 0.11565 ©0.04991  0.930 5.3690 0.0205 1.123
SIZE 1 -0.00805 0.06012 0.827 0.0179 0.8935 0.992

1%H, 2%H, 3%H, AaFHDOA XY MR TABBEOREOENE
FEFRT 5 72002, IGRER(TX) & BV ER E O HAEHEEER T 5 2 &
bTEET.

Gap Time L IFEN S b 9 1207 7u—F1&, BLCPT 7u—7
EDLEZTDDOTY. ZOECIIEIEA XY b ORHEXH OESR G EIC
HHET. WEREORMDA XY M 5 at risk DR XHIZI3E W Z
HYFEA LPLEBEROAXRY M2 51E, Gap Time7 77U —F T
\&, at risk DFAIAREHI 23012 £y M SN E 3. DUFND I — Fid, Gap Time
TIO—=FIE LT 2 ERLE T

DATA BLADDER2;
SET REF.BLADDER;
START2=0;
STOP2=STOP-START;
RUN;

L7 —4%+tv h(BLADDER2) &, 77— % % REF.BLADDER %5 I
E—L, 2208 L\ WEHXBZESTART2 8 L OSTOP2 2 {ER L £ 7.
START2 I HIZ0IZFE S, STOP2IZXH D F & (STOP-START) T
DTFoa— PN, 72ER LI 0ZH =M LT, Gap TimeE
7V % PROC PHREG TH#ATL £ .

PROC PHREG DATA=BLADDER2 COVS(AGGREGATE);
MODEL (START2,STOP2)*EVENT(0)=TX NUM SIZE,
ID 1D,

STRATA INTERVAL,;

RUN;
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HIJE T o) T,

RAHEEDDH

INTA—& NF—=K

NTA—52 BHHE  #EE fEeaE  EEERRE ha2%  Pr > Chisq e

TX
NUM
SIZE

1
1
1

C. SPSS

-0.26952 0.20808 1.002 1.6778 0.1952 0.764
0.15353 0.04889 0.938 9.8620 0.0017 1.166
0.00684 0.06222 0.889 0.0121 0.9125 1.007

Gap Time 7 70— F 2 X 2 R1E, BILCPT 70 —TF DR EIZAD
bSPRRY I

BEEH 1 LI O XKD+ THFR—2 3 VA HOCPTF—4% LA 7Y+
X, BRANXRY I T =Y ORLDT, WEREDA XY M1 DODHERTED
AR O T 2 2 A TEET. 44 7= OBEE I, %
MD3ODF THNR=2 3 VIFFT Y0 T 4HFBOF 7HXR—2 3 VDX
MTANRY PEREBRTHEZZLILEBTEEYT. ZOF—FL AT Y b
X, RERRFEIRE (O F ), BRXEIC L D ESR L 2R 2 KT DI
FRlZ# LT ET.

SPSS DAL, SPSST—% t v M & W THEYI 22 SPSS 70 o ¥ ¥ |2 X
DNITVWET. KPOI—F =1L, —EOAZ2—-L ¥4 TOTKRY 7 A%
TYATI Yy r$AHIETTAY Yy EINLES. COFNETERS
NBHI—F, HHVEI~YY FY V¥ v 7 ATEROFEITRETT.

HYWERET— 5y PO Z AT, Ihbo7ad I vilon
THL 3. EWwEAET—% €y ML, 19914E0 Caplehorn 512 & %
A=AV THEBEOL DT, 238%0A1 A VEHBEOHERIE TNE
T ORI, BEEO XY PRI EZ2Oo0 X 7 F UGB T
RS %5 OTY. 2MAIBERE~DOBENFEHTE VDD ) £ L7 #
ERg D AR, WEERE DSHERR TOWBEN SPIET B0 F 21 BIEHFT
Lo NL L TOMK(H) EEOSNE L7z, 28 Appendix D FHIZ
EFLIE) TY.
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SPSS % #2&f%, 7 — %+t v I addicts.savz Bl & 5. 7 — & AVEEH I
FRENTT., CNTHEEHT—Ey MRV T LA BREE
(SURVT) DER R Z RO DI, Fay TF 7 2 A= 2= 50—
FLRAERT =Rl 2 2V v 2T B &, MMEREIRETASATOS
Ry 7 ARFREINET. B A PP SSURVT 2 # IR L TEHKR Y 7
AWZANET. [OK] 227U v 25T hA5EMANERINTET. LWL,
[OK] Db I [BE0 AT 22 ) v 7 31UL, I3 ASPSSY > 7 v 7
AHRB\BLHIEDTETY. SOV Vv 7 AREF(ET)RY v &7
Vw2, WE TR0y ya VHIEETEES. FRERL Y S
& 7 ZZLT 0 ) T3 (I3 E ).

DESCRIPTIVES
VARIABLES=survt
/STATISTICS=MEAN STDDEV MIN MAX.

SPSS DO —ERDENIE, KA ¥ &7 ) v 7 A TREFFTES, Vo
597 ADFETORTHFER D ODH ) T3 (B 2 1L, REKFELZ =
20H LR CoxET W), A Y h& 7)) v 7 FRTETT A2V, xF
BT HY Yy 7 AIRENTT.

X 5/ 7 CLINIC & & O O B A= 2 ko 2 7201218, F
Oy 75y A= a—n5, ] - [Gllset] — (TR 27 v o
LET. 28U A 25 SURVT 2@ 4R L C [HEEAK] Ry 7 ZBE) L
TH5, CLINICZ#EIR L C[HT IRy 7 ZICANTT. [OK][Z2 1) v
T D PFERSNE T, (B2 ((OK] bV iI2) 7)) v 7
LELTOY Y v 7 AHWMER SN E T (I3 RE).

EXAMINE
VARIABLES=survt BY clinic
/PLOT BOXPLOT STEMLEAF
/COMPARE GROUP
/STATISTICS DESCRIPTIVES
/CINTERVAL 95
/MISSING LISTWISE
/NOTOTAL.

HEAFIEBRAT 2 SPSS TAT ) I, [T = [AEfEA T 2 BIRL £9°. 4
BIRORy 7 A, ©F 0 [AfrE], [Kaplan-Meier], [Cox[mlfi], [
A7 D Cox [HF 1 2R E N F 9. SPSS D E R AT 71 > 2 v ik
KM & COXREG Y.
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SPSS TILLL T DAAFREBI AT 2 TV F 5.

AEAEBE GRS e B L OB T o g

. Kaplan-Meier % 45 ( — % %50 A= A7l 2 FI 72 Fe 4 — PO RES

. Cox ILBI N — FEF N DOEST

. Bt Cox & 7V DFAT & Cox FREERH (= A5 HFRE O 1ERL
RRTEIRE NS & 2 JBI N — NRE O FEA

. LR Cox & 7 )V D HEAT

SPSS (/N—37 3 Y PASW 18)121&, /87 X M v 7 AAEE T )V, frailty &
TN, FIEANY NHOCPTF—4% LA 77 MRS L72ET V% FETT
Lavwr Figdph FHA.

A U1 A W N =

1. £FBHCRHER) ORER L VBRI TR

Kaplan-Meier 2 773 € il % 15 5 (213, [594T] = [ZEFE 4341 ] — [Kaplan-
Meier] #3#IR L 9. 8 A + 425 SURVT % 3R L C [HEFELEH] Ry 2
2B L, BESTATUS % #IRL T [IREEK]I Ry 7 ZICBH L 5
[IREEZE )Ry 7 AFRENTWE AT —F A () DERIE, XV %
Rl AT A VDB D T LTS BHSTATUSIEA XV b =1,
B0 =040T, [FROER )Ry 22 )y s L, HIZANET.
[FEfT] = [OK] & 2 ) v 7 U AR5 FE . [OK] Tid7 < (850 £
F1%22) v 7 35ELUTOY 8 v 7 ARBET(HHE).

KM
survt /STATUS=status(1)
/PRINT TABLE MEAN.

COKMIMEEDHINIFEFICENTY. HWhziwEL2vE 2123,
TWzeHZ )y 7 L, [WERE]ZERL IS, wmERDZNY 1 Ny
THLAPEI NPT, [Ea—=T]1E72E 71 Y Fy]oEb o0z ERL
ESE N
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Survival Analysis for SURVT

CLINICHIO KMAFHEEME L 71y b, 17T v 7 BERZ OMORBE
AR 2 1R B 120X, [ HT] >[4 1F 50 A7 ] — [Kaplan-Meier] % 4R L,
SURVT #% time-to-event 24 & L C, F7:STAUS % status 45 & L CRifID
LIGEINL . CLINICZ [NT )Ry 7 ZZEINL, [HTFolbig]) R
Y7V v LET. 300MEKE A CLINIC M O AAF B O E > & 4R
ETAHZOIZEMINTET. KDO/2DI12328 5 (27T 7, Breslow,
Tarone-Ware) IR L, [#fT]| 227V vy 27 LET. [F T av]|XKy %7
Yoz LT7ay bEZERLES. 4FEEOT Ty MAMERITRETY ek
M, FOPE - TR 70 Y MEd Y FEA). [HifT]—[OK] %=
7w 7 FHUICLINICHOKM 710 v b6 E .

Uy 7 AZLTF @Y T

KM
survt BY clinic /STATUS=status(1)
/PRINT TABLE MEAN
/PLOT SURVIVAL
/TEST LOGRANK BRESLOW TARONE
/COMPARE OVERALL POOLED.

ARY MEEFTBEY Y ORYDO5EEEIZOWTO, CLINIC=18L0
CLINIC =2 O KM E5EME, 7 5 N2 1 75 » 7 #5%, Breslow#i%E, Tarone-
Ware MEDHINZLL T D@ ) ¢

Survival time (days)

CLINIC =1 Survival Table
clinic Cumulative Proportion N of N of
Surviving at the Time Cumulative Remaining
Time Status Estimate Std. Error Events Cases
1.00 1 7.000 | endpoint .994 .006 1 161
2 17.000 | endpoint .988 .009 2 160
3 19.000 | endpoint .981 .011 3 159
4 28.000 | censored . . 3 158
28.000 | censored . . 3 157




Factor CLINIC = 2.00
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2.00 1 13
2 26.
3 35.
4 41.
5 53

.000 | endpoint .986 .013 1 73
000 | endpoint .973 .019 2 72
000 | endpoint .959 .023 3 71
000 | endpoint .946 .026 4 70
.000 | censored . . 4 69

Test Statistics for Equality of Survival Distributions for CLINIC

Statistic df Significance

SPSS @ Breslow Mgt a5 & (&, Stata (SAS B ) TV»2) Wilcoxon #M7E#E
FEoZ L TT.

A FRHEEX, [T ) = (BT = [ AR ] 2 #IR L 9. time-to-
event 2 M & status UL B O KM HEE & FRRIZEFR L 328, EmERD
WAL (BB Ry 72 ARFRENET. ZOKRY 7 AT, EaRAENT
WCHW LM XMzER L 9. FlziE, 0~1,000/100 Lf5ET S &, [h
LESORMXM2T10fE#RSINFET. EaR7uy b, LiEOoKM 7
oy s O¥E L FERICIER L 9.

2. Kaplan-Meier 5t# (—x4#0) £ 7Rz ALV e
EEBINY — R DRES

SPSSTIL, KM~ > R&ERA ¥ F &7 1) v 7 THEBEIRFAE KM
(=380 MR AR5 2 £ IETE A, SPSSIE, JEfLCoxET IV %3
13528128, B (-8 sz e L £ 3 (81t CoxDt -
T a v THak). SPSSTHZAw % £ T IVIZE T W E (b Cox & EATT1LE,
PR S 7208 (= A8 BRI AT KMo 3 (= o 50 il 2 ) £97. L
PLIOX7 v arTik (EBERT—% £y MIITLWERZ E% L CRHA
(- BOKM 78 v b2 BT 2 HICOWCHIL £ 5.



612 Computer Appendix : > E 1 —& &R\ =4 TFRE BRI

9, KMAFHEMEEZ EOEREER L 9. WIZ, AFHEEMEO
(-3 %0 % L o 72BIOFH LWERAER L £3. &%, 5 (3350
AEEHEEM & EFRR %2 70 b LC, CLINIC = 1 Ol & CLINIC = 2
DHENFATTH L) R LET. CNOOEKERT v T2FETT D
i, R4 b &7 v o35, a—KxEBEATILET.

AR % S OB VER T 5121, [94T1 ] — [ 477547 ] — [Kaplan-
Meier] # 4R L, SURVT #% time-to-eventZE %4 & L C, STAUS % status 25
¥eb LC, CLINICZRTZAKE LTHEO L) IEIRLET. £LTK
2, [BRFEE]RY »%21) v 27 LE9. [Kaplan-Meier OFZEF ORI | &
ATUT Ry 7 APEREINET. [BREAEFHER]Z 7Y v 7 L, [#A4T],
ZLCEOfFT 122D v 7 LET. UTFOa— F2ERS N ET.

KM
survt BY clinic /STATUS=status(1)
/PRINT TABLE MEAN
/SAVE SURVIVAL.

COI— FEEFTHI LY, KM% & 48 LW EHSUR_L
AR ST, SUR_L% log(— log) Z5He L 727 L W 8lls % 1R %
11, DFoT— FREFLET.

COMPUTE lIs = LN(-LN (SUR_1)).
EXECUTE.
EROT— W, (] - [ERERE] ERRL, ST RS EY s R
TH LVEHR ERLCO RS N E T, s DEARIIXT 2 70 b
BRI 21018, DT Oa— FE%EFLET.

GRAPH
/SCATTERPLOT(BIVAR)=survt WITH lls BY clinic
/MISSING=LISTWISE.

I— FORBOHTENOHETOFETTEET. [FI77 ][V A
Y=FATas > [HAR Ry M E2ERL, [#4AR/ Ky My AT o
TRy 7 AT [HMAREA], [ER]OIIZZ ) v 27 LET. LLS &y,
SURVT % X#illlz, [v—74—i] Ry 7 A TCLINIC % #IRL 9. [l
DT E22) vy 7 LCa—FeIERT 52, [OK]22 ) v LT7as
T L&EFATLET. LLS & log(SURVT) ® 7' v b FAIIERTE £9.
BHARASTFAT ThH UL, CLINICIZ DWW T OIFING — FEZ HHT 2 b
DERY LT
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3. CoxHfINTF—REFTILDET

Cox IBI N — RETF I &2 ETT L1201, [947] = [EHF5H]— [Cox

mYE ] 2R L £ 9. 7'r@{'}zl\?b‘%SURVT;i’[H 11Ky 7 ZAERL,
STATUS % [IRFEZHK] KRy 7 ZAEIR L 9. REE] Ky 7 A5 A
F=F AN B oTVDEDIE, ANY MEZ AT HULEDRH L E V) E
KT, ZBHSTATUSIZA XY b=1, $THU) =04 DT, [FROEFRK]
Ry &7y r7L, 1z ANET. [%’;’Eﬁ]%?'J/ﬁLT ZH) A
k%> & PRISON, DOSE, CLINIC # [ & | KRy 7 Z#EIR L £3. [E
M 270y 2350, W00+ 7Y arBlziXexpP)D95%EHX
M) 2R ET A (A Tvary]zr7)y 2 LET. [OK| 22 ) v
Z3AUTHA, [0 12 2 ) vy s da— PRSI NE T
I— NIZLTFo@E) Ty,

COXREG
survt /STATUS=status(1)
/METHOD=ENTER prison dose clinic
/CRITERIA=PIN(.05) POUT(.10) ITERATE(20).

CoxETIVTlE, 3209 _CTnik %a DN T IBI N — NREDH L
THEMELTCHET (WML TOmED).

Omnibus Tests of Model Coefficients®?

Change From Change From

Overall (score) Previous Step Previous Block
—2Log

Likelihood Chi-square df Sig. Chi-square df Sig. Chi-square df Sig.
1346.805 56.273 3 .000 64.519 3 .000 64.519 3 .000

2 Beginning Block Number 0, initial Log Likelihood function: —2 Log likelihood: 1411.324
b Beginning Block Number 1. Method = Enter

Variables in the Equation

B SE  Wald df Sig. Exp(B)

PRISON 327 167 3813 1 .051 1.386
DOSE —.035 .006 30.785 1 .000 .965
CLINIC —-1.009 .215 22.045 1 .000 365
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4. Bt CoxETILDFEIT & Cox FREENE (-0 %) BEFRDIERL

Jaft. Cox E TN & FEATT DI, [ — [LEFFHHT ] — [Cox [l | % %
WL ET. ZH) A bH» 5 SURVT % [HEHE ] R mx ZEER L, STATUS %
[REEZH )Ry 7 ZIEIRL, A XY MEx1EEFRLTT. ZHPRISON
}_’.DOSE%[AxE]T v 7 ZNZEIRL, Z2HCLINICRZ [A b T —% K

ZNZHIRL 9. CLINICTREILL7zCox ETFNICA Y 9. (1] R%
/%7 Vw2 L, fERofEECT(us~A4 207 % F v 7 L, [H1T]
27y LET. [OK| 227D v 7 3iudibids, [ fHr1z20 v
FIUTT— FAFRRENFET. I— NI ToMHE) Ty,

COXREG
survt /STATUS=status(1)
/STRATA=clinic
/METHOD=ENTER prison dose
/PLOT LML
/CRITERIA=PIN(.05) POUT(.10) ITERATE(20).

/87 A —F el i) LI B 8) 70y MIEUT o) T

B SE  Wald df Sig. Exp(B)

PRISON 389 169 5298 1 .021 1475
DOSE —.035 006 29.552 1 .000 .965

LML Function at mean of covariates
2

|
-

Log minus log
0

CLINIC
-5 2.00
6 -1.00
~200 0 200 400 600 800 1000

Survival time (days)
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PRISON & DOSE /35 X — % #E5Efifild d % D12 CLINIC 257 W DU,
CLINIC 23 @fbZ %7272 5 T ¥, Coxl#Ext#(—xi#) 7' v MIPRISON
EDOSEDF¥ A HvTwE 3. 7o v MMICLINICIZEE S 4 il
= FEOFHMICHE T,

T B (- R ) 71y M2 DOSEDEE Fv 5184 1) 12, DOSE = 70
EHVLGAERIUTOLIICLET. () Ry %220 v o7 L, fEH®
MET[uar~AFAar |2 F 2y 35 HETIERBERLTY.
ZZh5, [Cox[las#t 1EX]™” 4~ K C[DOSECFE %221 v o
LET. [HEOEE|OTO[ME] %2y 27 LET. HEx70L AL, [&
WXy Y& 2)y 7 LET. IRT, 71 r FYNOZEHIL[DOSE(F
¥)]Tld% < [DOSE(70)] &2 0 £9. [#ifT], SHIC[OK] 22 v 7§
WE7 7 7HhER s E 7.

5. MRERIRE Ic £ % HHI/\ Y — MMRTE DFF

SPSS T, Schoenfeld 5%7% & F\» 72 Hefl 4 — FRGEIZBE§ 2 Mt ri
ERMHIAT) ZLETEEHA. 2L, UToFHTTu 7307
52 LIERETTY.

L CoxlbINYF = FETFTNVEFETLT, §XTOIELERIZONTD
Schoenfeld 5% 7% KD T, FHL WAL L TEERT— &y MR
9 5.

2.0 F TINR= 3 L EHIRT S,

3. AP DOIAN AT VB S 5. Bz, 4T/ HIZA XY &R L 72
Wb s OZEHEX4 &7 ) 5

4. Schoenfeld 5% 7 & A AFNERL & OFHBIRAT 2 FEIT5 5.

5. HEAFMEAL & g O $28 5 @ Schoenfeld 5% 75 & OB ZME T 2 &, plE
1, 2D F FHBINY— FMREOHEpMEIZZ ) £3. BEIRIHIE, (1
BN — FARGEDALT 5 T,

%3, CLINIC, PRISON, DOSE % & & Cox LB — FET)V % F47
LET. COETNVOFETHII[REIRY Y%7 ) v 7 LET. [Coxlhl
Jo ETFVERERESA TRy 2 ADRFRENT T, [RES] %
Fryvr L[HEF)22 )y 27 LET. Zhid, 32003 LWEEPRI_L,
PR2_1, PR3_1 %17 -5ty MERT L3 DTT. b DES
13 # M Z7, CLINIC, PRISON, DOSE ®{@¥%7 (Schoenfeld 7%7) T .
OK]Z# 27V v 7 LTETNVEETG(FE[BEVFT]E2 2 v 2 LT
I—-FEFRR)LET.
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WIS, FIHUD 4 THR=2 3 2T XCHIBELE S (0F D, STATUS=1
DATHFER=2aryOArEHRLIT). ThETHE, [T—F]=[7—
AR 2 HIR L 9. [If SN SNb7r—A X F v r~—0%
i, [f]z2) vy 27 LET. ¥4 707Ky 7 Allstatus=1 & AL, [F
1227y 7 LET. ERENG o727 — ARy 7 ZTHIEE]IZ
Fzv 7 L[OK]| 22V v 27 LET. ARV INDHEF THXR= 3 DA
M=%ty MIED 7 CEEWERET— ¥ TORMT &) 72 wiEaid,
THU)FT7HR—v 3 2 EOEWERET -7ty MRS Z &0
ZTY).

HEFRH O ESE D TOFIHTHER LTI, [ [7r—ADT ¥
I % EIRL £ 9. SURVTZ#EIR L CT[EH] KRy 7 AICANE T,
(r—=ADF 7403547122 ) v 7 L, [ERL]CF =y 7 <=2 %
T, BT E2 2y 2 LES. [FEME) 220y 2L, [FEEFov
7 L[FiT1 22 ) vy 27 LET. [OK|227 ) v 7954k, HAFRERONERZ
B (Rsurvt) 2MER S N E 7.

i1, AAFIREINAAL & Schoenfeld 772 & DAHBA (pfii b ) % f#HT L £ 5.
(AT = [ > [ SR 2R 9. AAFRMIEVZE L 35D %
FEER TRy 7 A2 E L 3. [Pearson] (Pearson #HE#RE) = F = v
7 L, WEkEICHET A [ 2F 2y 2 L7zs, [OK| 227 v 295
EHHPFERENT T, COTIETHELENSL T— FIZLITo@EY) T,

COXREG
survt /STATUS=status(1)
/METHOD=ENTER clinic prison dose
/SAVE= PRESID
/CRITERIA=PIN(.05) POUT(.10) ITERATE(20) .

FILTER OFF.
USE ALL.
SELECT IF(status=1).
EXECUTE

RANK
VARIABLES=survt (A) /RANK /PRINT=YES
/TIES=MEAN.

CORRELATIONS
/VARTABLES=Rsurvt PR1_1 PR2_1 PR3_1
/PRINT=TWOTAIL NOSIG
/MISSING=PAIRWISE.
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Correlations
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Partial Partial Partial

RANK of | residual for | residual for | residual

SURVT CLINIC PRISON | for DOSE

RANK of SURVT Pearson Correlation 1 -.262*1 -.080 077
Sig. (2-tailed) . .001 .332 .347

N 150 150 150 150

Partial residual for Pearson Correlation —.262*1 1 .010 .023
CLINIC Sig. (2-tailed) .001 . 904 776
N 150 150 150 150

Partial residual for Pearson Correlation -.080 .010 1 A71*
PRISON Sig. (2-tailed) .332 904 . .037
N 150 150 150 150
Partial residual for DOSE Pearson Correlation .077 .023 A7 1
Sig. (2-tailed) .347 776 .037 .

N 150 150 150 150

B D pEIL BN — FHED pET3. ZDOHIJIOIRANK of SURVT
FTHRM L o[ Sig. (2-tailed)) 147 % 5T < 72& v, CLINIC (pfiE = 0.001) (2
B3 2 IR MEAGH L ZERN S 7L F 975, PRISON (pfiE = 0.332) & DOSE (pfii =
0.347) IFFEH SN T A.

6. HLERCoxETFTILDET

1OOREMKEEREZRE T EUIRCoxETNZTA, K1V &7
)y 2RI & 0 FEFTTE T 9. DOSE W ETFREE O xf £ % #0172 Bk
HIAEETEZ TS, DOSEOMLED2 L)L % LT 5 /N — NIEHS
B3 L CHFAEE (B 5 WIZEA) 328561, ZOREAEY & 2 0 1%
F9. [AT] = [T ] = [RKAE O Cox )5 | IR L £ 3. [ R
KEOIEEDFHE| AT AT Ry 7 APRFRENET. oy (170
IRy 7 ACTHMKESEIRZE(T_COV) 2 E& L. ZBHT_H»E%
JAMIEINTVET, ZAUIERIC X > TEB)T 2B ST 22
¥cd (—%, SURVTIMEADEZE L7zA X MERTY). T_COV_%
%52 (T_) x DOSE & %% 3 5121, ;NLN(T_)*DOSE% 1 70 7R v &
AR, [BEFTNV]RY Y& 2) vy 7 LET. kIZ, 2 & PRISON,
CLINIC, DOSE, T_COV_#%&H Cox EF NV EFEITL T Y. ElInb
J— NIZLF T,
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TIME PROGRAM.

COMPUTE T_COV_ = LN(T_) * dose.

COXREG

survt /STATUS=status(1)
/METHOD=ENTER prison clinic dose T_COV_
/CRITERIA=PIN(.05) POUT(.10) ITERATE(20).

8T X —=FHEEME GG TO®mY) T

Variables in the Equation

B SE  Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
PRISON 340 167 4134 1 .042  1.406
CLINIC —1.019 215 22369 1 .000 361
DOSE —.082 .036 5247 1 .022 921
T.COV. 009 .006 1.765 1 .184 1.009

ZHT_COV_IZETVIZEHE N L REMKGFMAB 2R L LT, 20T
(& DOSE 23t A fF e i) 2 T 72 % O T

CLINIC 12B9 9 % Heaviside D [ Bt B % & FARICH HIC/ER T X £ 5
365 H DL ECIE CLINICEIZS: L <, 365 H A TIL0 & 7 4 FlAr 2
BaEsfkd 52 eeE2£3. [0 ][50 | — [ RERHAKTE O Cox H]
JEl 2R L 4. T_COV % (T_ X 365) X clinicEsxELET. [E7)V]
K% % 271) vz L7zt PRISON, DOSE, CLINIC, T_COV_% &t

Cox ETNZFATLEY. A INEa— NIILUTTY.

TIME PROGRAM.
COMPUTE T_COV_ = (T_ > = 365)* clinic.

COXREG

survt /STATUS=status(1)
/METHOD=ENTER prison clinic dose T_COV_
/CRITERIA=PIN(.05) POUT(.10) ITERATE(20).

SPSSICHBIT A FE (T x 365) 1%, AfERRAS365 HLL ETHIUIMH 1,
ZFOMDOEGE X0 %R T,
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Variables in the Equation

B SE Wald df Sig. Exp(B)

PRISON 378 168 5.030 1 .025 1.459
CLINIC —460 255 3241 1 .072 632
DOSE —-.036 .006 30450 1 .000 965
TCOV. —1369 461 8799 1 .003 254

ZHCLINICA Z DETFVICE Eh, KK Heaviside 0 Ry BRI %K
T_COV_#365H £ T3 NH— FHIEEICHFS LI & 2 ZET UL,
100 H i 5.0 CLINIC DN — R HHEEMEIL, exp(—0.460) = 0.632 &7 1),
400 H K 50> CLINIC D/ H — FHAHEEAE L exp (— 0.460)+(—1.369)) = 0.161
L ET

CLINIC ZPB8§ % 2> Heaviside O BB % % €% | C CLINIC # &
TIMZEDRVE V) HELH ) FF. ZHUTHED 1 OOBEEKET
WEREMWIZIIFE L DT, 72721, CLINICIZBT % 2200/ — Rt
HEEAH (365 HAG & 365 HEA RICBIT5) 25t T2 2 LICFL T, 22
ORSEEEE AL DB TY. Hahds, SPSSORAL ¥ M &7 1) v
7 BETIE, BERKEA AR 1D (T_COV) L2z EH/A. L L%
A5, 1 D0 Heaviside DB BEIC BT 5 2 — FIZETOTZMZ L,
220 Heaviside DRSS T 5 T2 — FOMERCE F5. LT a—
Fid, 220EEH(HVL & HV2) 2 {EW L, PRISON, DOSE, HVI,
HV22&8GEFVEETLET.

TIME PROGRAM.
COMPUTE hvl= (T_ < 365)* clinic.
COMPUTE hv2= (T_ >= 365)* clinic.

COXREG
survt /STATUS=status(1)
/METHOD=ENTER prison dose hvl hv2
/CRITERIA=PIN(.05) POUT(.10) ITERATE(20).
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D.RY7 b7

HIJELU N o ) T,

Variables in the Equation

B SE  Wald df Sig. Exp(B)

PRISON 378 168 5.030 1 .025 1.459
DOSE —.036 .006 30.450 1 .000 965
HV1 —460 255 3241 1 .072 .632
HV2 —1.828 .386 22439 1 .000 161

HV1 & HV2IZB$ %/3F A — ZHE5Eflz» 5, 365 H oA & 365 HEL B35
\7 % CLINIC = 2 vs. CLINIC = 1 O\ — FIHfEEE % RO 5 2 & AT
& 9. 100 HIFE R0 CLINIC O/ — FHAEE I exp (- 0.460) =0.632 T
H Y, 400 HEFiD CLINIC O/ — FHHEEfiE 1E expexp (— 1.828) = 0.161
TY. INHOEFRIE, Ak 1Heaviside DB LT 7TV OFER & —3K
LTwWET.

Ri%, Comprehensive R Archive Network (CRAN) ® Web A | (http :
//www.r-project.org/) > SR TH Y 0 — FCT& 5V 7 727 TY.R
IZ& BN, ROT—=F ROFT TV 7 e LTRAESNS) ICEEE
BWHLTETLET. ROBBI Sy r—JIZ&ENET. v r—I9
O—FENTW5EEELET, 203y 7 vy PMERATRECTT. A8y 7 —
VIEREF T U= FFHLEIIZA YA M= VENTT. RNy F =T
DS 3 r = DA A 2 A b=V BB H ) T7.

REEE)TLE, 707G )PERENET. 141 £ AJJL TEnter
F—miLET. ROTICEZ2PRENTET. HHWwiE, A7) T M
A~y P2 ANTH5ZETHIFITTE L. [File] > [New script] 7 1) v
7558, BHLWAZY T b4 Y RPHEEST. ZZiZavry Fr A
JILT, —#Eoa— FEER L, [Edit] — [Run line or selection] % 7 1) v
73 iUE, FIRL2E0 %2 —EICETTEET. A2 7T b1y FoR
To7arIIyriE, R oa-FeABETL0TERT
Oy 7 BALCUEE % § 2 1T, SASOT U F LT7 1% % Stata® Do-
file Editor & B OHERE T .

EOIy =AY ARV ENT VB EERT 5121, library ()
EAJIL, Enter ¥— %L 3. AR OFETICLELRBEEOS
U, survival 78y 7 = DVIZEFNGERNNy F—=DIZidEE N ), 2
NxA YA M=NVTHLENPHY T,
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Survival 7 ¥y r—2% 4 Y A M —)V§ 51214, [Packages] — [Install package (s)]
21y LE7. [CRAN mirror] 7 1 ¥ F7IZFRENBERT A1 M5 1
2 (#l 21X Japan(Tokyo)) & 7 1) v 7 L £, FA17z[Packages] 7 1 ~» N7 %
THIZAZa—=)vL, VA Mprbsurvival Z#IRL, [OK]Z27V v 27 LET.
N Tsurvival 78 7 =V (L 2D OEFHE) A Y A P —VENT L
7z. library(survival) & AJJ L Enter ¥ — Z#9"&, survival /¥ v 7 — 2 HHfH
WRERIRREIC 22 ) 3. FERRD 79, kidney & AJJ L Enter ¥ — &4l L TAT
{728\, Kidney & 29 ZHIDT— % & v b (survival 73 » 7 — 2 O—FR) 25
2D SNET. Survival’ Sy r—2J18, —FEA YA M=)V LTLZExIE
v arOlNIHA YA M= VTLLEIIH) FHA. 7272L, 208y
TV EENTULAFREAREFEITT L2012, ty 3 ryozti
library (survival) # AJJ§ 2 LE0H 1) 5.

R COAFFREHENTIC OV TIRRBHIZ, RTOT— ¥ REF ST L
ONEHICHH L TBEE3. FIZ, T REDL4I T A, ThbbEN
27 bV (vectors), 175 (matrices), dataframe, list|\Z DWW CHHHL £ 7.
DFoa—F % AJJLCTEnter ¥ — %49 &, 5 O0EFEFRFOHMHE~RS b
WHMERL S IE .

c(1,7,12,6,3)

cBEE, Fo5#HERT PVEROHAEDEIZLET. ZOXZ b
WaxlEWVIHLFTGENZ)OF TV 27 PELTIRFETEE 1.

x1=¢(1,7,12,6,3)

x1 - AJJ L CEnter ¥ — 234 &, X7 M1V HFEREINTT.
a— FEHEL T oMY TF.

x1
171263

A7 MUx1 OFEFRIE, x1OBAOAFER[ I EZfRET 22 LI XD i
ETEET. ML x12)1Ex102FHOEHZZFEL Y. T— Fx1[1:3]
Ex1ORADOIOOFERZFEFEL, I— Fx1[x1>6] 136 L ) L KEVx1 D
FOREELET. IN53200F0a— FBIXOHHIZL TOMY) T,

x1[2]

7
x1[1:3]
1712
x1[x1>6]
712
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XI[L3] AW SN EE TN, 19084 2 5o i 2 7 L £
T ORIZ, 4ADDNR7 MUx2, x3, x4, x5 EL T

x2=2%(1:5)
x3=2%x1 + x2
x4=x1>6

x5=c("blue","green","red","green","purple")

I— Fx2=2%(1:5) 1%, x2EWVHIZDONRT V2, 4, 6, 8 10%1ERHL
F.oR7 MUx31Exl & x2OFMAEF (2 X x1 + x2) DFERTY. X7 b
x1, x2, 31TV FNDHfENZ M VT, mode %% x1 1#H 5 (mode
(x1) & AJJL CEnter ¥ —%4757) &, “numeric’ &\ ) HEENH I T
TN M4 EEREAN Y PV TYT. 22— Fmode(x4) # E1TT 5 £, mode
BI%01% logical” &\ ) HEEZ R L 9. HANZ MVOFEHRIZTRUE £ 72
X FALSE" C¥. I— Fxd4% A9 2 L MINELLFICARD 9.

x4
FALSE TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE

x4D2FHE3FHOEENTRUETH A D1E, x1D2FHE3FEHD
TEN6LNDREVDALTY. X7 M5 IELFERY MV TT. RTIE
KEFENLFENRKFNENL 20, X7 MVZx5ERT MV X5ERE T
TlEdh THEA.

chind ¥z #MHTAZ EICL), X7 huxl, x2, x3%175 0% &5
B HAEATH y R ER T E 7.

y=cbind (x1,x2,x3)

I— Rclass(y) ¥ AJJ 95 L, ‘matrix” &\ ) BEEostihsnE 3. a—
Fmode(y) # AJJ 9 5% & “numeric” &\ 9 HEEASR SN E$25, Thidy
DEAEATHNZZ 5 T3, [ CATHI OGRS bV E LTI PV &R
EEELILIETEEEA.

yE AL CEnter ¥ — %5 &, DTFOfTFsEsnhE 7.

y

x1 X2 x3
[1,1 1 2 4
[2,]1] 7 4 18
[3,] 12 & 30
(4,1 6 8 20
[5,] 3 10 16
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dataframe [ 3501, 07, MBZEHEARLESIEDL I EPTELDT, RT
WEATH &) QIR 7 — 7 /-4F 7 5 A TY. RO dataframe (&, k4 7% fl
HOBERRGFETEX S L) HT, StataX° SAS, SPSSOT—% t v b &4
TwE 9. dataframe HEE AL T, DIFDO L HITRT P VRITHI %4
BEEDLIENTETT.

z=data.frame (x1,x2,x3,x4,x5), & %\, z=data.frame (y,x4,x5)

zE AJJ L CEnter ¥ — %34 &, LT dataframe s E 9.

r4

2 x3 x4 %5
2 4 FALSE blue
4 18 TRUE green
6 30 TRUE red
8 20 FALSE green
0 16 FALSE purple

G W N
=
WoONJR

5N [ = v 5% &, dataframe T 72 1ZATH DFFEDITRHNCT 7 £ A
TEEY. a—Fz[25]12 AT D&, 11Hlz 5217, 5HIBRHIIE N
F(ZOBIDORIES % FFE S "green”). 55 HOBRAI D 347 (+ 7HN— 3
NET 7R AT A, a— Fz[1:3,5], F720z[c(1,2,3),5] E AN L E
. SHIHEERIZT 72 AT 5121E, 2,3l E AT LET. HH WL, 55
(ZEE)IXX5 L VI LH DT, I—Fz$x5% A$52 812X )55
ERIZT 72 ATEET. ZOFIT, $idz &) %D dataframe 12 H 5 x5
LWV BB ERLET.

Listix, X2 bU=A74l, dataframe £ 0 & S SV % 7 — 7 BRTE
ANTHY, INLDT—=FFTT27 POWITNLstIZEHEDL I ENT
EFET. UToa—FEawtw)Zolist2 Bk LT3, wolFHOER
BES (XY MVOEROMEE) 2 DOLFR7 by, 28 HOERIINZ by
x1, 3% HDEF ATy, 4% HDHEF (I dataframez T

w=list (c("hello","good-bye") ,x1,y,z)

“HEAFFIN[[ ] AU, listOfFFEDOERIZT 7 ATE £ 9. List
w® dataframe 127 7 Y A3 5121, zIdwDATFHOEZ LD T, I—
Fwl4]]E AT LET. wOLAFEHOEREDE 14T, 35T 7L AT 5
%, UTFToa—F2AhL .

w([4]] [1,3]

WDATHOEZD 117, 351%, 4T
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R DAL BI%EL

—REEsurvival ¥y 7 — T % A ¥ X b= § UL, Appendix Tili <2 AT
E R ATT D FEAT I B AP B RS R T RIS 2 ) 9. ARAFBELC T 2
AT B2, TEERAIEC T — Flibrary (survival) # AJJ LT 728w,
ERAEFHBIID T oMY T

Surv - [time-to-event ] 8 £ U status [f5 RE KX EER T L2 OITHEA L £
T COBBTHER AR TV 7 MiE, ROMOAEFEEOM
BEBIHNWLEZ LR TEET.

survfit - KM ¥ 7213 Cox B AAHEREN, T 72 ZFHFIIFET L2 8F 2 |k
)y 7 BT S OEGHEEM AR L 7.

Survdiff — J& /M O ELERE O RSB A REHME D FATI AW T

coxph - Cox BN — FET IV, JELCoxE7T IV, Lk Cox ET IV DHE

TICHWET.
cox.zph - Schoenfeld 7% 12 250 < Hofil N — FARGEIC B 2 #tat iyt
EFEITLET.

survSplit - CPIEXO#H LT —F vy baEkLE . La—FIT &
FAGEER, M THEH, A X MREZEARET. 1OOF THFXR—- 3
Y, BEORM I EICENENOELET— 7 BNINL 2SO T
PNR—v a3 IZHELET.

survreg - /X7 A M) v 7 EFETVOETICHCE T

summary B 5% plot B9 X 9 e RO— B S, AEFHEERIER O
2O AETRERE LB ICHVET.

INLDEBIZOVTORDY =2 TN (F Y T4 v~ V) 2 BBT 5
I21E, 2RISR RIT T(ANR—2A% ANTIO) AT, ETLET. 6
Z1E, coxph BB OV TRO~Y =27 IV EZMI$ 5121%, T— N 2coxph
AN, FEITLET.

RCIZLUT D EAFRE AT 2 3 L £ 7.

AR CRIES) o B L OB T o

LT T T GRS & B BN — O SE
. Cox LIy — FETIVDEST

. JE{t Cox & 7 )V DFELT

REEHORELS X B H N — B ARE O FFA

. Cox FAEE AL ML DIERK

A U AW N =
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7. ¥R Cox & 7V D FELT
8. /85 A MY v 7 EFINDFELT
9. frailty € 7 )V DEAT
10. FEEA N~ OE T IVHESE
EYHHEHET— 5y NEBICE > THIMIL TS, 7740 E L TR
ENTW AR dataframe 127 7 £ A4 5 1213 load B Z IV 3. Y
A&7 —%+ty bHC FF 4 712 Ci\craddicts.rda & L THRESI TV 5
ELET. UToa— FCEWERET - 2inAiiihET.
load (“c:/craddicts.rda”)
YR HET -5y VERITAIZIE, UTFToa—F2ATILET.
addicts
BADSF THFR=a 2R NI 51203, DFoa—-Fx AN LET
addicts[1:5,]
NYDBRAIMEATI L o720 T, 6 20EHH) TXTHET
ENFF. T— Naddicts[1:5,1:6] & A L CTH R UAERAESNET. W
TNELL T o) T,

id clinic status survt prison dose

1 1 1 1 428 0 50
2 2 1 1 275 1 55
3 3 1 1 262 0 55
4 4 1 1 183 0 30
5 5 1 1 259 1 65

W E A& T — % £y MIBU A time-to-event Z$1E SURVT TH 1),
WERE A N MEBRNFT U ) 2R3 A EL STATUS T . SurvEi%K
X, TNE20DFREHE ) V7 S ROEFF 7V 27 MEERL
F9(a—FEUTFo@ED ).

Surv(addicts$survt,addicts$status==1)

175 H 05144 (addicts$survt) I3 time-to-event £ 5 C, $505 DRI IZELEL S
117z addicts dataframe 2> 551 H L £ §. 2% H © 5%t (addicts$status==1)
13, statusBEAL EEARY PFTBY Y TE RO ETRELET. 22005
FIRELWEHEETOICHY, 12055 ERTOHEY S TITHNET.
SurvEIBDO I O—E AL FITRL 5
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[1] 428 275 262 183 259 714 438 796+ 892 393 161+ 836
[13] 523 612 212 399 771 514 512 624 209 341 299 826+
[25] 262 566+ 368 302 602+ 652 293 564+ 394 755 591 787+

FEROMIE, FEWEHE T — % (23844) O D 36 BRERH O A ERRY
FRLTVWET. BHOBZADT I A(H)EFIZITHEE Y (L XV M Tldk
)mRLTWET,

R CTOALFRHMNTIZB VT, SurvBIBUZ X o TERT 2 ZO44F+
TV NRINVEEBIHVD Z ENSWTT. KIE, RTOEFRRHE
M2 OWTEMEW R T —~ T8 IZHAL 7.

1. £FBEHCRHER) ORER L VBRI TOLE

Kaplan-Meier & {7452 Ml 1X, RTIE3 DDA AR FE Y. Sury
B (Bl s D) & survfitBd 20N T H W, 5 E L Zosurvfit B £ &
summary AENTHWE S, a— FIZFo#) T,

summary (survfit (Surv (addicts$survt,addicts$status==1) ~1) )

COa— FOHAD LY RTWED I, FEBESHLCEZFT.
I — K Y=Surv(addicts$survt,addicts$status==1) (L fiFHT T EL K& L
THEOLNDLY V) ZDEFFT TV 27 M EERL 3. RIZ, 23— FY~1
ZOoWCEZET. 2OV vy 7 A% formulal VW FEF. ROEZLD
BB WT, FISHREFE T V2 iRE T 5 BEIZ B\ T formula % 5 15012
AWET. Y~LIZUROADETVEERL 3. S0z UL, I0EE
BUA S &M 2 IThRnwEWwn) 2 ETY. 20k 7 T a 0Bk TER
CLINIC Clg 3§ % & %121%, formula Y~~addicts$clinic % > 5.
Formula % survfit B8R O5 I AN E T (LLFD L H12).

kmfitl=survfit(Y~1)

survfit BY 5012 & ) kmfitl & & 17724 7Y = 7 R AaMER S E 5.
I— Fkmfitl # AJJ L CEnter ¥ — %44 &, DToHOESNTET.

>kmfitl

records n.max n.start events median 0.95LCL 0.95UCL
238 238 238 150 504 399 560
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M, La— N, REMO0ICBIT DatriskB, A XY ML AT4 T Uk
FRRERIHEENE & 95% fE I M O MR & & 22 ) 9. KIZ summary BJ£L
THWT, $XTOA X2 M2 % Kaplan-Meier ZEfAHEE i 2 5K
%9, I— Fsummary (kmfitl) (&, Fij78 @D I — F summary (survfit (Surv(ad
dicts$survt,addicts$status==1) ~1)) & [F UAERIZ2 D T3, HIELTO
W) T

time n.risk n.event survival std.err lower 95% CI upper 95% CI

7
13
17
19
26
29
30

821
836
837
857
878
892
899

time n.ri
365

236
235
234
233
232
229
228

20
17
16
14
13
10

0.996
.992
.987
.983
.979
.975
.970

e e
cooooo

.225
.212
.199
.184
.170
.153
.136

HRERRR PN
coocoo oo

0.
.00597
.00729
.00840
.00937
.01026
.01107

O O OO oo

OO OO0 Oo oo

00423

.03675
.03690
.03689
.03688
.03667
.03675
.03639

0.9875
.9799
L9731
.9667
.9606
.9546
.9488

OO OO o0

.1635
.1506
.1380
.1246
L1116
.0958
.0807

OO OO oo

1.000
.000
.000
.000
.997
.995
.992

OO ORrRKEEH

.310
.298
.286
.273
.260
.245
.230

OO OO OO0

summary B 5 times= 4 7> 3 Y 2 H LC, FEEO AR (B 21X
365 H) ISR B EAFEEM 5 A2 L b TEET. a— FEHBIZMTD
YT,

summary (kmfit1,times=365)

sk n.event survival std.err
87 0.606 0.0331

122

lower 95% CI upper 95% CI

0.545

0.675

245 CLINIC TRl L, 4%5E O 0 Kaplan-Meier A= f7-3ff 2 i % ik L
fewigaid, 3, kmfit2 &l W BFEIOF TV 27 M ARIZER) &

survfit B S1E L £

kmfit2=survfit (Y~addicts$clinic)

CLINIC D/K#EZ & 12, FE OBEH (100 H Z &) 1281 B A HEE i % 15
LH7z0120%, DFoa—F2 AL F4.

summary (kmfit2,times=c(0,100,200,300,400,500,600,700,800,900,1000) )
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HWEL T o) T

addicts$clinic=1

time n.risk n.event survival std.err lower 95% CI upper 95% CI

0
100
200
300
400
500
600
700
800
900

time
0
100
200
300
400
500
600
700
800
900
1000

163 0 1.0000 0.0000 1.00000 1.000
137 20 0.8746 0.0262 0.82467 0.928
110 20 0.7420 0.0353 0.67601 0.814
87 20 0.6046 0.0399 0.53120 0.688
68 14 0.5025 0.0415 0.42741 0.591
53 9 0.4319 0.0418 0.35719 0.522
30 16 0.2951 0.0403 0.22570 0.386
20 8 0.2113 0.0383 0.14818 0.301
10 38 0.1268 0.0326 0.07660 0.210

1 7 0.0181 0.0172 0.00283 0.116

addictsS$clinic=2

n.risk n.event survival std.err lower 95% CI upper 95% CI

75 0 1.000 0.0000 1.000 1.000
66 5 0.932 0.0294 0.876 0.991
58 7 0.832 0.0442 0.750 0.924
50 7 0.730 0.0530 0.633 0.842
43 3 0.685 0.0558 0.584 0.804
39 2 0.653 0.0577 0.549 0.776
27 1 0.634 0.0590 0.528 0.761
19 1 0.606 0.0625 0.495 0.742
11 1 0.575 0.0669 0.457 0.722
7 1 0.517 0.0812 0.380 0.703
3 0 0.517 0.0812 0.380 0.703

AEAFHEEMATI00 H S IR ENTWwWE . CLINIC = 1 T, AArHER
Z1000F CTERLAZICHI 22 DOLFTI00FETL2H D A, T,
1000 H 1213 at risk DBEERH 1TV 5 CTF . ABFRFH AR M L% ZR
% summary B%o 27 H 05 [$1d, summary (kmfit2,times=100"(0:10)) &
FBLZELTEEY. CoVvy sy 2ARMEALGETOHRANIRFELT
kP

KM AR 78 v M, plotBAfUZ k> TRDF T
plot (kmfit2)

plotFA¥DIERH O A 72 a k72 EAHN TF. CLINIC=1¢&
CLINIC = 2 % {EH_ LT % 7260 7 — FUE, #68 (lty=), 2 (col=) 72
Ewd N FF. xlhe ylio T OVIZE LT, xlab= & ylab=72H 0 F 7.
YL, 2= Feol()EFETTHE, 600%BRLEDOY A PNESIET
TOWDMHE col=7 72 a Y TIRET 2 2 &N TE 7. legend BILUIIIL
Bl BN 201EH L 9. 1% HO55 topright” 1&, JLBIZ 75 7 D
GRICERELET. 33— FEHEUToM) T3,
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plot(kmfit2, Ity = c(“solid”, “dashed”), col=c(“black”,“grey”),
xlab=“survival time in days”,ylab=‘“survival probabilities”)

legend(“topright”, c¢(“Clinic 1”,“Clinic 2”), Ity=c(“solid”,“dashed”),
col=c(“black”,“grey”))

Qe
~ — Clinic 1
.k Clinic 2
©
s
n
9
= © |
8o
Re)
<]
a
T <
; o
5
)
o~
oS-
o
a-
I I [ [ [
0 200 400 600 800 1000

survival time in days

Zo7uy FTiE, CLINIC =2 O#EEEOAFZIZCLINIC=1X£ 1) b
Bl o TWwWET.

survdiff BAE CA M CLINIC IS A2 07T v 7 MEERFIT L 3 (a—
FiZP T b ).

survdiff (Surv (survt,status) ~clinic, data=addicts)

survdiff A% 2% H 5 | # data=addicts (X, addicts 7— % & v b D%
BEFEICLERLTVET. HH50IEILUTOI— FgEEoFELH Y £
7.

survdiff (Surv (addicts$survt,addicts$status) ~addicts$clinic)

3OoHO L LT, attach %% fv €, LIRIRE T 5 2 ¥ %14 addicts
T=Fty bOYDOTHLIL2RET HI LB TEIT (LB HES
n7-& &Ritaddicts 77— % & v P EHZET 5). detach %% W5 &
FIBEANTOT =%ty NADIRERIAEII R 5.

attach (addicts)
survdiff (Surv (survt,status) ~clinic)
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HWEL T o) T

N Observed Expected (O-E)"2/E (O-E)"2/V
clinic=1 163 122 90.9 10.6 27.9
clinic=2 75 28 59.1 16.4 27.9

Chisg= 27.9 on 1 degrees of freedom, p= 1.28e-07

0 rg v fEHRE, pflE =0.000000128 (1.28e-07) L IEHICHETT

survdiff 8D rho= 4 73 a » # T, B4 %075 ¥ 7 BOEDZEEDS
12 F9. j% HO failure FE B O MUEREHRANOF 512 BT 2 EAlds (g) ™
D ET. 2T Ts(t) I dMEM 4123817 2 KMAFHEEM TS, tho=0%
Bids()’=1L%507T, KfailureEHICBT2EAIIEL LY, ns
FYOMEERY T, tho=1%51Ts(t)' =) &£ 25720, # failure
K O AL Z O failure FEIZ 317 2 KMAEFHEEME 20 £3. ZoM
7E 13 Gehan-Wilcoxon it @ Peto - Peto#%E &L 72 ) £¥. rho = 1OHED
I— FBLOHIIZLTFoEY T

survdiff (Surv (survt,status) ~clinic,data=addicts,rho=1)

N Observed Expected (O-E)”*2/E (O-E)"2/V
clinic=1 163 77.3 6l.4 4.08 15.8
clinic=2 75 19.9 35.7 7.03 15.8

Chisg= 15.8 on 1 degrees of freedom, p= 7.18e-05

rho = 1128 2 ek F13X? = 15.8, pfl = 0.0000718 T, B/ T 7
BEORHER LN SARL Y T35, EFICHET % CLINICOR R A E W
HEMEZRTILEEED) XA

CLINICIZBE§ % Jgfb v 275 > 7 K (PRISON TR Rl) X, €7V
formula | + strata(prison) JHZ 2 5 2 L TEITTE IS, ZoEL7 7
0O—F T, (4> MBE - R X M) 2 SHNOZEN T
T failure R THAE L, FEOBEMEEFILET. a— P
To#) TY.

survdiff (Surv (survt,status) ~ clinic + strata (prison) ,data=addicts)

N Observed Expected (O-E)"2/E (0O-E)~"2/V
clinic=1 163 122 91.7 10.0 26.9
clinic=2 75 28 58.3 15.8 26.9

Chisg= 26.9 on 1 degrees of freedom, p= 2.1le-07
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survdiff %4 formula |21 + strata(prison) HAE L E T4, O
SEAEAE, PRISON CTRERI L 20 75 » 7 BOEDRE R E L STV E T,

2. T2 7RBWEHTEICKLBHH/NY — REDFHE

CLINIC (2B ¥ % Jef— B, &5 (— x50 Kaplan-Meier 4 774
SEAE & BRI (F 7213 o) # 71y L, BT E Rk T
AHIEL 9. Biot s 23 T, sarvfit 2 Chmfit2 &) oA
F7V ey bEERLE L £72, a— Fplot(survfit2) % v T
M ErEf 2 7oy b LE L7 fun="cloglog” 4+ 7' a3 » % plot B %X
WA 2 &, o= A5 AR & AT T ey SR FE T, T
FIZLL T oMYy T3,

plot (kmfit2,fun="cloglog”,xlab="“time in days using logarithmic
scale”,ylab="log-log survival”, main="log-log curves by clinic”)

xlab= & ylab= Iz Zhxiili Lyl o 7 XV Z48E L, main=4 7' =3
JEZ A MVEIREL T Y. fun="cloglog” L cloglog B DIRETT. H
JEL T oY) T,

log-log curves by clinic

log-log survival

T T T T T T T T
2 5 10 20 50 100 200 500 1000

time in days using logarithmic scale
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SHE(— R E) AEAF AR ATEAT TlE R Wiz, 2o 70y b a5 IidFin

W= FUEPRZL 2V e EnT . fun=F 7 3 »(funid
function (B4 ) IZERH 2 GH R EEC 70y b L F 9. 08 (— o0 A e
BB HRETIEZV) O 7Oy M FEHENICHITLF 7Y a v id
HYFETA LL, 7uFIAICK V)ﬁ?’]‘ﬁ%%%%ﬁb, MLLT, 1EX
TEHEDRS Y Y. ZOMEELIT) 720121, £, summary BEE A
WCHERHEEMEE A 7Y 27 P& LT (kmfit3 &) BHETC) IREL £9.

kmfit3=summary (kmfit2)

I — Fnames (kmfit3) # #1735 &, 4+ 7Y =7 b kmfit3 D¥| % H3H
TENTT. OV TEEDND B DI, KWERE OAAEER, KM A
EfiE, CLINICDOZKHE (1 or2) 12745243 450 TY. namesFARUIZ LD, T
5OFNEZ I ZF 1 time, surv, strata X W) ZEITHAHZ 0D 9
kmfit3$time, kmfit3$surv, kmfit3$strata 7z &0 71— FZ T3 UL, &
NOHIONEZERT A L TEE7. dataframefiEx VT, 2h
5 3 DD % U FFD dataframe (kmfitd & 9 ZHTOD) VERL L 7.

kmfit4=data.frame (kmfit3$strata,kmfit3$time,kmfit3$surv) names
(kmfit4) =c (“clinic”,”time”,” survival”)

kmfit4 |2 names Bz @ H L (LK), 74V M2 Ha 2 LHLF
9. UTICkmfitd DRAD5F 7= arz Bl LFEFT.

kmfit4[1:5, ]

clinic time survival
addicts$clinic=l 7 0.99382716
addicts$clinic=1 17 0.98765432
addicts$clinic=1 19 0.98148148
addicts$clinic=1 29 0.97523001
addicts$clinic=1 30 0.96897853

DB W -

dataframe kmfit4 % CLINIC = 1 & CLINIC =22 ® & 3 522 @
dataframe (clinicl & clinic2 &\ ) ZEDICHEIL 5. 2— FIZLL T 1.

clinic1=kmfit4[kmfit4$clinic=="addicts$clinic=1",]
clinic2=kmfit4[kmfit4$clinic=="addicts$clinic=2",]

dataframe clinicl & clinic2 (Z{1ZZ <7, CLINIC=1 & CLINIC=2®
el O AR, ARG TN TS
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IhE T, plot BI%EIC X U % (— 680 o EAF M & K o 7o
b ATV E F (RIS RRETld %), 2 — FIRMTo@E) TF.

plot(clinic1$time,log(-log(clinic1$survival)),xlab=“survival time in days”,ylab=
“log-log survival”,xlim=c(0,800),col=“black”,type=1",lty="“solid”,main=“log-log
curves by clinic”)

par(new=T)

plot(clinic2$time,log(-log(clinic2$survival)),axes=F,xlab=“survival time in
days”,ylab="“log-log survival”,col=“grey50”,type=1',Ity= “dashed”)
legend(“bottomright”, c¢(“Clinic 1”7, “Clinic 2”), Ity = ¢(“solid”, “dashed”),col=c
(“black”,“grey50”))

par(new=F)

1HFHO 78 v T, dataframe clinicl % VT, K (clinicl$time)
Z xhiZ, A7 (clincl$survival) DX (— % 40) 2 y#ic 7oy L E9.
I — Fpar(new=T)iZ, IFHO 70y F22FHO 70 v MEBEIZH %
ENLGWIRETT (DE Y2207 0y baERD). parBikiE, 77 7%
FA—YDFEEEIIHEITHANET. 2HFHOplot IR DO L DL
PCwE 328, Fa v 957 — % i dataframe clinic2 D b DT . legend
BIECCILBIANEIN S 4L, {2 par(new=F) T7'J 7/87 X — % new & 7
74 MO false IR L £ T QRO Ty bOMEREICEBEFO 7Ty M
HET5)., TRorZr 7 7t ahE 3.

log-log curves by clinic

-
o—
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= !
c
>
(7]
D NN
o 1
>
i}
o
1
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1
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w4 -=-- Clinic 2

! T I I !
0 200 400 600 800

survival time in days

Zo7ay ME, CLINICIZEI A IFINY — FESRZ LR nWZ &%
R ET.
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coef
prison 0.3266
dose -0.0354

clinic -1.0099

Likelihood ratio

prison
dose
clinic

Signif.
prison

dose
clinic

3. CoxHpl/\F—REFILDOETT

coxph %% T Cox LN — FETFTNVEZEFTLET. 3, Surv
MEEZHC S EH T EZE L, KIZ coxph %% H v TE# CLINIC,
PRISON, DOSE # & Cox LN — FEFVZETLET. a— &
coxph (2 X A HIJIEPL T o) T,

Y=Surv(addicts$survt,addicts$status==1)
coxph (Y~prison + dose + clinic,data=addicts)

exp (coef) se(coef) z P
1.386 0.16722 1.95 5.1e-02
0.965 0.00638 -5.54 2.9e-08

0.364 0.21489 -4.70 2.6e-06
test=64.6 on 3 df, p=6.23e-14 n= 238, number of events= 150

CoHIE, mEARE, FEEILREB O — FIEEME), FERE, 2
Mg, BRBUCHIBT 2 pEos&EENnE . 5% EHEKHE % &damtih %
51213, coxph BI%IC summary BIE 2@ L £9 (2 — FEHDIELT
DY ).

summary (coxph (Y~ prison + dose + clinic,data=addicts))

coef exp(coef) se(coef) z Pr(>|z])
0.326555 1.386184 0.167225 1.953 0.0508 .
-0.035369 0.965249 0.006379 -5.545 2.94e-08 ***
-1.009896 0.364257 0.214889 -4.700 2.61le-06 ***

codes: 0 '“***/ (0,001 ‘**r 0.01 *’ 0.05 '.” 0.1

exp (coef) exp(-coef) lower .95 upper .95

1.3862 0.7214 0.9988 1.9238
0.9652 1.0360 0.9533 0.9774
0.3643 2.7453 0.2391 0.5550

Rsquare= 0.238 (max possible= 0.997 )
Likelihood ratio test= 64.56 on 3 df, p=6.228e-14

Wald test

Score (

54.12 on 3 df, p=1.056e-11
56.32 on 3 df, p=3.598e-12

logrank) test

D27 HD#EA S, CLINIC =2 vs CLINIC = 112§ 2 H— Kt
HE 52 it 12[ exp (coef) 51 12 & % 0.3643 T, Z D 95%15 ¥ [X [ (0.2391,
0.5550) T3 [exp(-coef) J51i%, CLINIC =1 vs CLINIC = 2289 %/
P— FILHEEME T, il 2.7453130.3643 DL oo TV E T,



prison
dose
clinic

prison:clinic -0.7383

dose:clinic
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BROWERE DA XY PR THESIND T— 5 084, Cox LK
ORI ORI IE WL DD+ T a vy PREfFENLTHET. RO
coxph A% CTiE3 oD ) 1) Efroni: (77 # )V 1), 2) Breslowi:, 3)
exactif, DRHEESNTCVE T, —KMIC, TNEDOHFEDECIHEEICIZ
EAEREERRIZLERAD, VI NI 2T Ry =PI LoTT T 1
FOBEBIZERLR > TET. ROT 7 4V M Efron ik T9 25, Stata, SAS,
SPSS Tl Breslow {4577 + v } T . coxph F%{® method=+ 73 3 ~
AT, FNEM ORI E2fRE L 3 (2 — NMZDTo#E ), hidd
%) .

coxph (Y~ prison + dose + clinic,data=addicts, method="efron”)
coxph (Y~ prison + dose + clinic,data=addicts, method="breslow”)
coxph (Y~ prison + dose + clinic,data=addicts, method="exact”)

K12, PRISONIZBT 52 00K HEEH (FR)HE ETIVICED, LE
METHWCEEEHEORBEEER*MELET. DToa— i
coxph %7 & DI A #2200 4 7Y = 7 b (modl &£ mod2 & 29 %
D) & E L 9. 1233 HAEHE TV (modl - $i/NETF V) TH Y, b
I 12X HES/ERET IV (mod2 - 7IVETIV) TY.

modl=coxph (Y ~ prison + dose + clinic,data=addicts)
mod2=coxph (Y ~ prison + dose + clinic + clinic*prison + clinic*dose,
data=addicts)

LHAEMEHZMRET 270123 — Fmod2# A LT3 (a— FE
LT o).

mod2
coef exp(coef) se(coef) z o)
1.1924 3.295 0.5414 2.202 0.028
-0.0192 0.981 0.0194 -0.990 0.320
0.1796 1.197 0.8933 0.210 0.840
0.478 0.4315 -1.711 0.087
-0.0140 0.986 0.0143 -0.974 0.330

Likelihood ratio test=68.2 on 5 df, p=2.45e-13 n= 238, number of events= 150

ISP LEMIC ) 325, ROBFTIHNICT 7 2 A LIS %
HEEFNAL LT
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F 77227 Fmodl £ mod212ix, FIH L7-WEHRDSEZENTHE T,
I — Fnames(mod2) & A7 LT, mod2 DEFZOLRIZMERL T4 (a—
FEHITZLLTFO®EY ).

names (mod2)

[1] "coefficients" "var" "loglik"

[4] "score" "iter" "linear.predictors"
[7] "residuals" "means" "concordance"

[10] "method" "n" "nevent"

[13] "terms" "assign" "wald.test"

[16] "y" "formula" "call"

mod2 » 3% HDZEH L loglik” TF. ZOAWTHREFEZINT VLT —%
127 72 A4 5121& 32— Fmod2$loglik & AJJ§ % %, loglik %52 @ list D
3HFHOEFETH L7290, mod2[[3]] L AL ET (2— FEHIJIELTD
).

mod2$loglik
[1] -705.5393 -671.4500

mod2$loglik ® 2 % H D EF L - 671.5997 TH V), 20D HAEHE%
GUETIVORBIETT. 1FEHOESE —704.6619 1%, SHALEE & F
BWETNVORMNBIECT (SIZEESH D FHA).

KIZ, 2O HAEMIEICET 2 LEIBEZ FEIT L2 E BT, B
EMETEZ IR T 2120, Mi/ET IV (KEMEREZ L) OBLE»S 7
VETN (ZEAERES D)) OFBLEZ T2 b D2, - 22T 5 0%
D) ET. UWTFOa—FIZX), TOREHRPEONET.

(-2) * (mod1$loglik[2]-mod2$loglik[2])

O N7 3.605457 25, TEEHMUERGHRE TS, BERIRGOERT, 2
OREMETEIEEHE2OX> 5V E 3. pchisqB%x FHv T2 Ok
FEDpEiE KO FET. T— F1-pchisq(3.605457,2) 1%, HHE2 DX HE
OplEZBELEST. FLwd e, UT0a— FCTLELBEDpEsES
nET (IR,

LRT=(-2) * (mod1$loglik[2]-mod2$loglik[2])
Pvalue = 1 - pchisq (LRT, 2)
Pvalue

0.1648485
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AREAKHE0.0512BVT, plH0.168485 A ETIEH ) THA.

ROEIHREEBED 1012, = —DMBEHOM T ER TS LI LI H
DET. ZOBEBICOWTHBT L7012, 22D CoxEF NV (7 NVET IV
EHEINETON) 06 REREZ FATT 2B OB B L TAET. ML
ToOa—FdlrtsurvE W) BBAERL 3. ZoBML 32051,
Thbb () 7 IVETVOLE], Q)#/NET VO, 3)MEDHHE,
ARHET. COBMBRLERBREDpEEZRL 7.

FLWEBOERIIRE S function Z WV E§. EHRTLEBEN3ISD
51% % mod.full, mod.reduced, df ¥ 3% 2 12 9. Bl
DHEAIZ, BBORERRS O 32— FE2 PG} CHA £ 3. REH return
X, EELBED SRS REDONEEZRTLOTT (ZOBITIE, LE
RMGEDpME). a— FIRMIT o) TF.

Irt.surv=function (mod.full,mod.reduced,df) {
Irts=(-2) * (mod.full$loglik[2]- mod.reduced$loglik[2])
pvalue=1-pchisq (Irts,df)

return (pvalue)

}

—FEZoa— FxFETTIUL REFTFIZVDOTH EHIrt.sury 7 H W
T, 220 Cox ETNVAWIKT 2 LERMEOpHEHAZ N TEET.
COFLVEEEHWT, pidk &k, 47 Y27 F modl &£ mod2iZF
TAHREMBRELXFETLTAET. I— FEHHILUTOME) TF.

Irt.surv(modl, mod2, 2)
[1]10.1648485

PIEIRTE D b & [/ L TF. Bslrtsury %5837 5 = & THEDTES
F0, ZOFILSNCD, 2200 Cox BTN (T IVET L EM/NET V) % 1
By B RBEHMED p % IR D 2 LA TE T
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4. B1ECoxETILDET

25K CLINIC V2B L T BN — FARZEIL R L 72\ 2%, PRISON &
DOSE \ZB L TIdpiar ¥ 5% % 51, CLINIC % JB{bZE 82 Hiv» 72 @1k Cox
ETVDREL 72 ) £ 9. coxph BI% E 7L formula |2 strata() + 7' =3
YEMAET. T SurvlEE AV OSEERY % EF L, KIZ coxph B
B AW COBLCox ETNVEFETLET (T — FEMINZLTO@ED).

Y=Surv(addicts$survt,addicts$status==1)
coxph (Y~ prison + dose + strata (clinic) ,data=addicts)

coef exp(coef) se(coef)
prison 0.3896 1.476 0.16893

Z p
2.31 2.1e-02

dose -0.0351 0.965 0.00646 -5.43 5.6e-08

Likelihood ratio test=33.9 on 2 df, p=4.32e-08 n= 238, number of events= 150

[ R# T % vy CHEE (clinic:prison & clinic:dose) % £ 7 )V formula A
N5 E2kY, CLINICIZES 2 H/EHIHZ BEHEET VLT 5 2 &8
TEXFET (= FEHHEUTOMED ).

coxph (Y~ prison + dose + clinic:prison + clinic:dose +

strata (clinic) ,data=addicts)

coef exp(coef)

prison 1.08584 2
dose -0.03464 0.
prison:clinic -0.58299 0.
dose:clinic -0.00116 0.

Likelihood ratio test=35.8 on 4

.962

966
558
999

se (coef) z P
0.5386 2.0159 0.044
0.0198 -1.7495 0.080
0.4281 -1.3617 0.170
0.0146 -0.0799 0.940

df, p=3.22e-07 n= 238, number of events= 150

CLINIC = 212313 % PRISON = 1 vs. PRISON = 0 D/ H— FH 258
T %121, [prison DRk + 2 x [CLINIC* PRISON &2 AR HITE D4R 4% | %
Bl 3. ZotERIE, - oKX D45 TIZPRISON = 1, 4
FIZPRISON =02 A TAZ EIZEINESNT T (LITFSE).

HR

_ ho(t) exp[1f; + B,DOSE + (2)(1)5 + B4CLINIC x DOSE]

= exp(B; + 2,).

" ho(1) exp[10 + B,DOSE + (2)(0)B; + B,CLINIC x DOSE]
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N — RHexp (B, +2B,) 13, /35 X — ¥ OIS R IRBIL L2 0T
T BRELPHRICIENNT A — Y HEEMBOBEHEFTH T 27200, Stata
®lincom I 7 >~ KR SAS D estimate A 7 — bk X MIF%4T 547 3
IEHN FRA. LPLEDYS, EOX) KRNy 7 N TH ZORMITHR
IBTELHEDRDY T3, ML, RODIEEN/IT A — 5 OMIEAEET
%2 XKD 2 EHEHI— MMET5L ) DT,

COBITHIY 722013 CLINIC = 2123513 % PRISON = 1 vs. PRISON =
0O — FHTY. 22T, SO CLINIC = 20HHERIZHBNT26,=0
EHB X LWARCLINIC2 Es#R L 7.

addicts$clinic2=addicts$clinic-2
summary (coxph (Y~ prison+dose+clinic2:prison+
clinic2:dose+strata (clinic2) ,data=addicts) )

I— FOUTHIEH L WEHCLINIC2 # E3% L T\ 9. CLINIC2%
CLINICOfthH 0 12f@ b Cox ET VTR L £3. A0 72v»?1x CLINIC2 = 0
(CLINIC = 2) ®PRISON = 1vs. PRISON = 0D N — Flb & % 1) £ 5.
CLINIC2 = 072 & |IFEIEITHEB S, " — Fltldexp(B) &2 0 £ 5.

I— FD247HIE, coxph B summary iz @H L CTWE3. 20
L9 I summary $iE V% &, N — FIHO 5% EHEIXH 2 &t h7)
PEoNnE . HIJIELTo@E) T3

n= 238, number of events= 150

prison
dose

coef exp(coef) se (coef) z Pr(>|z])
-0.080143 0.922985 0.384305 -0.209 0.83481
-0.036964 0.963711 0.012346 -2.994 .00275 **

0
prison:clinic2 -0.582989 0.558227 0.428135 -1.362 0.17329
dose:clinic2 -0.001164 0.998837 0.014570 -0.080 O

.93632

Signif. codes: 0 ‘***’/ (0,001 ‘**’ 0.01 '*’ 0.05 '.” 0.1 Y’ 1

exp (coef) exp(-coef) lower .95 upper .95

prison 0.9230 1.083 0.4346 1.9603
dose 0.9637 1.038 0.9407 0.9873
prison:clinic?2 0.5582 1.791 0.2412 1.2919
dose:clinic2 0.9988 1.001 0.9707 1.0278

Concordance= 0.649 (se = 0.034)
Rsquare= 0.14 (max possible= 0.994 )
Likelihood ratio test= 35.77 on 4 df, p=3.222e-07

Wald test

Score {(logrank) test

34.09 on 4 df, p=7.138e-07
34.97 on 4 df, p=4.706e-07

o
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exp (B,) OHEEMEIE, 27 HDFED “exp (coef) " 511 prison = 0.9230 & &

DFES. FEXEOERMES L OTREIE 1121104346 £ 1.9603 T .
b LZHCLINIC % 2 — ML L &L, ik — 5584751 (veov B %L
THAWEE) # T = RO SR EFXMAZFE L 20 Ek 5
3, B ISR FT.

5. MERIRRE lc £ 2 LBI/\Y — MMRTE DO FF

cox.zph B, BN — FIREIZE T 2 METREZIT) 7200 b
DOTY. T OMFIMGEIL, Schoenfeld 5% & AEAFEE R (F 7213 A4 75 I IE
) & OMBOFE#EZHRET 5O TYT. M0 THIUL, LI —F
1R5E R 2 52 L E3. 3, SurvBIEE AWV CRISERY & 2%
L, &I coxph BA% % Fiv>C, Z % PRISON, DOSE, CLINIC % #iHHZ 5%
& L72Cox BN — RET NV EFEITLFT.

Y=Surv(addicts$survt,addicts$status==1)
modl=coxph (Y~prison + dose + clinic, data=addicts)

coxphBEIC X D A7V 27 Pmodl BMERENES. T+ 7TV =7
k2 cox.zph BIBD 13 H D518k 7 ) 3. BN — FRGEDRUE & 5
1923 — FIZUTFoM) T3

cox.zph (mod1,transform=rank)

2FHOT 5T, EBOALERR (77 40 ) Tld 7 < AR FNEN %
Schoenfeld 57 & DA OKIEIZH WA L HIIBET S0 TY. KL
UTomh T,

rho chisqg P
prison -0.0462 0.322 0.57068
dose 0.0905 1.096 0.29521
clinic -0.2498 10.495 0.00120
GLOBAL NA 12.425 0.00606

7145 1%, %% CLINIC O Schoenfeld 57 (347 H) & AEAFIERINERL &
FHREIX — 0.2498 Tp i3 0.00120 TH B Z b)) 3. ZOHFELplH
(&, ZECLINICIZ DWW T HBINF — FIREABILL W2 R LT
3. PRISON & DOSE® pfiiiZ#i# Cid7% {, PRISON & DOSEZB¥ % It
BN — FRGE & R 21203 TR 2 W & 2RI LTV E T
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AIEIRE (49T H GLOBAL) (X & F V2K el — NRGE % #E
T25250TH) BOOFMELKTRTEFEEEIZ), p=0.00606 THETY.
COERERE, BTV eRE LRI — FRGED L L T\
WZEERIRLTWET.

Schoenfeld #% 7 & failure FE ] > 7’1 v M&, cox.zph BAELCIER L 72 4
TV MERROOTIEE L7z plot AU TV £ 9. 5 [#ivar=clinic 3,
ZHCLINIC DR % 18E T 5 b DT, §l4kse=F L, A7 AR OEHEX
MaFERLAWIEETYT. I— FEHAEUTom®mY T,

plot (cox.zph (mod1,transform=rank) ,se=F,var= ‘clinic’ )

) & oo0o
oo S
® g o

o

Beta(t) for clinic

0w R° 0900000 @ o aspgp, o
s OQQOC%

%o A O RWHODEe 0 agyo °0 oo
°% @5 @ ?

3I6 13IO 18I0 2|50 3|50 4(;0 5(;0 7;0
Time
BN — FARGE DAL T A 7 5 1E Schoenfeld 7% 75 (& A4E 77 I [ & il AT
275 DT, BEURERIEAFEIC R 21T TT. LarL, ZoEUFEIEH
BEBDIZG>TnET.

6. CoxABAEFHIFEDIER

Cox FHBAEAFHEEME 70y b 2351203, surviit BIECTIERR L 724 7
Y x 7 MIsummary B E 7z idplotBAix B L £9. £9, coxphfd
BMTCox ETNVEETLET.

Y=Surv(addicts$survt,addicts$status==1)
modl=coxph (Y~ prison + dose + clinic, data=addicts)

— M, REAAFIMBIEREENNY - VIKFELET. £2 T,
PRISON =0, DOSE =70, CLINIC=2®/3% — > CHFH#E 71 v b
LEd. £, dataframe A ZHNCT14ATHFXR—T a3 07— F v b
(% 7z1% dataframe) # ERC L £ 5.
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I— FEHDIDTOHE) TY.

patternl=data.frame (prison=0,dose=70,clinic=2)

patternl
prison dose clinic
10 70 2

14+ 7N —3 3 ~ dataframe % patternl & %) F L 72, Coxii#E A4
HEBMEAHF5121E, DT O X 9 12 survfit 50 E summary BIEA flv$ 3

summary (survfit (mod1,newdata=pattern1) )

survfit I 5 D 1% H 051 51%, coxphd B CTEK L7472 =2 b
modl T9. 2FHOGHUL, DI R/ Y — » (patternl) & 143 L 72
dataframe T .

HIJE T o) T,

time n.risk n.event survival std.err lower 95% CI upper 95% CI

7 236 1 0.999 0.00105 0.997 1.000
13 235 1 0.998 0.00154 0.995 1.000
17 234 1 0.997 0.00193 0.993 1.000
19 233 1 0.996 0.00229 0.991 1.000
26 232 1 0.995 0.00263 0.990 1.000
29 229 1 0.994 0.00296 0.988 1.000
30 228 1 0.993 0.00328 0.986 0.999
33 227 1 0.992 0.00359 0.985 0.999
35 226 2 0.989 0.00419 0.981 0.998

857 14 1 0.549 0.07953 0.414 0.730
878 13 1 0.526 0.08204 0.387 0.714
892 10 1 0.496 0.08580 0.354 0.697
899 9 1 0.456 0.09090 0.309 0.674

C DR — T Cox i EAEAF M 2 15 % 1214, FFE T summary B4
Boae#H L7200 LR L) i Tplot Bz HwE§. a— FIZEINomE)
T

plot (survfit (mod1,newdata=patternl),conf.int=F,main="Adjusted

survival for prison=0, dose=70, clinic=2")
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confint=F %+ 7> 3 YV IIBEEXMOZREZIH L 9. confint=T + 7
a (T AN M) ERAVILES% FEEREAZFR L EY. main=74 7
ary TRy A MVERELET. HUIELTO®@E) T,

Adjusted survival for prison=0, dose=70, clinic=2

1.0

0.8
1

0.4

0.2

T T T T T
0 200 400 600 800 1000

Jg At Cox il B A A AR Z/ER 5 5 720121, F T 1LCoxE TV
(CLINIC TR # E4T L £ 5.

mod3=coxph (Y~ prison + dose + strata (clinic) ,data=addicts)

PRISON & DOSECTH 4% L 7= 4 B b Cox i #l 2 1E L 9 2 729 12,
PRISON &34 0.46, DOSEDF¥Miti604 %214 7HN—2 a3 v D
dataframe # 1EC L 4.

pattern2=data.frame (prison=.46,dose=60.40)

ZLTHRDOBITRLIZE I IZ, survfit BI% & plot Bd%z v E9. a—
FEHTNILT D@ ) T

plot (survfit (mod3,newdata=pattern2), conf.int=F, Ity = ¢ (“solid”,
“dashed”), col=c(“black”,“grey”), main="Survival curves for clinic,
adjusted for prison and dose”)

legend (“topright”, ¢ (“Clinic 1”,“Clinic 2”), Ity=c(“solid”,“dashed”),
col=c(“black”,“grey”))
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Survival curves for clinic,adjusted for prison and dose

o
~ — Clinic 1

E Clinic 2
[ee]
s
©
g
<
=
AN
N
o
S

T T T T T
0 200 400 600 800 1000

plot B9 fun=7 7" 2 ¥ &l 2 38— 3 80 A Ar A 7 e
FENnEY., a-FEHDRUTO@E) TY.

plot (survfit (mod3,newdata=pattern2) ,fun="cloglog”, main=

“Log-log curves for clinic, adjusted for prison and dose”)

Log-log curves for clinic, adjusted for prison and dose

T T T T T T T T T
2 5 10 20 50 100 200 500 1000

fun="cloglog” #+ 7> 2 Y IR Z W BRET Ty M L5, K G
BORIETIR 2 W) T 208 (- 080 7oy bEERT L2472 a vk
HYFEHA. ZOERFTEIOWTEIE 7 ¥ a v 20 KM E (=340
MTTTIORL T ET. ¥, ABAEFHEHEEZA 7Y =7 b summod3
WREFELE S (UTo@EY).
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sum.mod3=summary (survfit (mod3,newdata=pattern2) )

WA, RERH G BORE Tl V) I3 20 8 (=80 7o b 2 BT
Lol v ary2TmRLEI—FEHW, £7Y 27 b kmfit3 D1t
bOIZERTERLZFT 7Y 227 b summod3 IZE X1z 4. a— K&
Ty MILLT oY) T,

sum.mod4=data.frame (sum.mod3$strata,sum.mod3$time,sum.
mod3$surv)

colnames (sum.mod4) =c (“clinic”,“time”,“survival”)
clinicl=sum.mod4[sum.mod4$clinic=="clinic=1", |

clinic2=sum.mod4[sum.mod4$clinic=="clinic=2", |

plot (clinic1$time,log (-log (clinic1$survival) ) ,xlab="survival
time in days”,ylab="log-log survival”,xlim=c(0,800) ,col=
“black”,type= 1" ,lty="solid”, main="log-log curves stratified by
clinic, adjusted for prison, dose”)

par (new=T)
plot (clinic2$time,log (-log (clinic2$survival) ) ,axes=F,xlab=
“survival time in days”,ylab="log-log survival”,col="grey50”,

type= 1" ,lty="dashed”)

legend (“bottomright”, c(“Clinic 17, “Clinic 2”), Ity = c(“solid”,
“dashed”) ,col=c (“black”,“grey50”))

par (new=F)

log-log curves stratified by clinic, adjusted for prison, dose

o
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¥ |
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7. HLERCox ETILDET

Stata, SAS, SPSS & 5% 1), RTHIR Cox ET NV & FETT 57201214,
fEtT 7 — & v MHSCP (Bh, #T)ERICho Tl e A,
A S addicts T— ¥ £y MIZ ORI > T nwi-o, kG
BB = A ED L7201 E CPIRICEWR T 2 0LEDSH ) 3. CPIEA
DZEHIZ 1L survsplit BB E v £ 3. survsplit BB R —#BE |2
FTTHFER=T a v w2fFoT—5 Y bRERL, HWERMBOBEBRENZEL
e LET. HOXY ) Flda—F—»fE L 7.

WKL E 2 E T MILT 5 L E 0RO — LR O X8 ) )
&, 7= HNOTRTOA Ny MER 2 REFXY) L LR bVERT
9. addicts 77— %t v POEESURVTIZIE, KHEEEOA XY NETO
B E 72133 T B8 ) £ TORMBIEEN TV E 3. T O survSplit B% %
Mwza—Fi2X b, addicts 7— 7 55 CPIEROF - BT 7— % & v
I (addicts.cp) ZERL L £ 9.

addicts.cp=survsplit (addicts,cut=addicts$survt[addicts$status==1],
end="“survt”, event="status”,start="start”,id="id”)

survSplit 9% 1% H 05 %2 1%, CPIEUICZ 5 % dataframe (addicts)
Z8E L 9. cut=addicts$survt[addicts$status==1]+ 7> 3 &, £
STATUS 10 & % O (SURVT) TXEIA L HIZIBEL TWEFT (A X
v MNEERIERI R & 2 AT H ) D BERE L) . event="status” 4+ 7' 3 ~
T, WERE DA XY MIREE(S N2 b ord T BEIY ) 2RI EEIZSTATUS %
fBE L 9. start="start”+ 7’ 3 Y 1IHF L WEESTART 1k L £ 3.
7—% % CP (Bts, #T)ERZT 2720120, &4 7FN—2 3 v OfsE
M AZERL 72O LVERDPUEL 2 ) £9. end="survt”+ 7> 3 ~
TSURVT % #& T HE 28 8 (time-to-event 250 128 E L £ 9. id="id"*+ 7
a i, IDEBESEHBREZBINTLI2EBTHLILERLET.
survSplit 55 iL, BEBEE AT F NN ORI Catrisk TH % 22 m§HE O 4
THR= g YEER L E9. 2384 7 NR—T 3 Y DadditcsT—F £ v b
P HYER L 7z addicts.cp 7— 7 £y b OF THNR— 3 Y H1E18,708 & 7
DE9. (nrowBd%% v T2 — Fnrow(addicts.cp) & T iLE A+ 7R —
Ta YD ).

ZEHDOSE (2B L TR BN — MRED AL L 22\ DT, DOSE & I
[ (SURVT) @ B0 # & OFf 2 R AR IO 2 L RUE L £5
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bLT—=%ty M, FIORT &) %A N2 MR Z L 12X 8572 CP
BRI o TwD %2561, ZORBEFEILZS I IMHEIZERTE LT,

addicts.cp$logtdose=addicts.cp$dose*log (addicts.cp$survt)

INT, BERIC & o TIEDZALT 23 LWARSE T — & £ v MIER S
N F L7z (LOGTDOSE = In(T)*DOSE). Bl =35 H 12 A N> b & fEER L
1% 0O8EE (id=106) 122V TTF—F 1y NEHDLET. TXTOE
BAWNT 0TI R, cBBEHCTHEDERXHEELET.

addicts.cp[addicts.cp$id==106,c ( ‘id’, ‘start’, ‘survt’, ‘status’, ‘dose’,
‘logtdose’ )]

id start survt status dose logtdose

106 0 7 40 77.83641
106 7 13 40 102.59797
106 13 17 40 113.32853
106 17 19 40 117.77756

106 19 26
106 26 29
106 29 30
106 30 33
106 33 35

40 130.32386
40 134.69183
40 136.04790
40 139.86030
40 142.21392

P OOOOOOOoOOo

LOGTDOSE I3 B KA EZ 50T, N — FoWiNcAbe b L) 1k
Me & ML CwET. ZHSURVTHIIZIE, T OBEREDI A XY b
EARER L 72350 F T, additesT—% v MIBITATRTHAL XY b
BEI2REN TV ET. AN MEREIZSTATUS =1 TH Y, f X~
NIRRT ORI STATUS =0 & e > T E 3. kIZ, TllAF PRISON,
DOSE, CLINIC & &2 5 LOGTDOSE % &tk Cox E 7V &
TLET.

coxph (Surv(addicts.cp$start,addicts.cp$survt,addicts.cp$status) ~
prison + dose + clinic + logtdose + cluster (id) ,data=addicts.cp)

SRED Surv BIEUZIZ3 D D5 15, FHIAZA % (START), # T2 % (SURVT),
statusZZ #(STATUS) °H ) £ 3. E 7 Vformulall & F N CTWw b IH
cluster(ID) 1&, [F—#EREIZEE O THXR=2 a3 V(7 TFRAY =)D
D, REIEEMOTNA MERBEERD LI EERLTRET. TONA
MEdERESE Y ERE NG TN — g OISR E BT 720D
LOTYT. ZOETFTNVOEZLLTO@EY TF.
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coef exp(coef) se(coef) robust se Z P

prison 0.34063
dose -0.08262
clinic -1.01988
logtdose 0.00862

1.406 0.16747 0.15972 2.13 3.3e-02
0.921 0.03598 0.02960 -2.79 5.3e-03
0.361 0.21542 0.23637 -4.31 1.6e-05
1.009 0.00645 0.00525 1.64 1.0e-01

Likelihood ratio test=66.3 on 4 df, p=1.34e-13 n= 18708, number of events= 150

LOGTDOSE (281} % Wald#7E D z#tat & 1.64 (pfii = 1.0e-01 F721dp
it =0.10) IFFETIE % <, DOSEIZB T 2 I — FMREEZEET SFE
WixdHH FEATL.

KIZ, 365 HCTIX Y] 5 172 Heaviside DR B I % & CLINIC & Hv» 7z e K
AR X 2 H0ER Cox E7 V2 FEATL £, JEIFL L 7z addicts.cp 7 —
Yy MR EATLILDTEETH, A2 REEBIEICITREEIX ) M5 1
DOLARVOT, BEXYES1D LrawCPERDOT =5 1y F & /E
FTLHFIOWCHIIL 9. BilCER L7z addicts.cp 77— 2 £ v oA+ T
PAR— g YHH18708 b H o 7-DIK LT, HLwT—4% v b (addicts.
cp365) DA THN— 3 Y360 Ty, I— FIZLLTO#E) TF.

addicts.cp365=survSplit (addicts,cut=365,end="“survt”,
event="status” ,start="start”,id="id”)

survSplit %t cut = 365+ 7> 3 » &, 365 H % ME— DI X Y) 1245
ETDHDDOTY. WIZ, 20D HUKFEHEZE(HVL £ HV2) Z1E L £
HV1E, AFEEMAT365 H £ OBA X CLINICOfEZ, 21 U4HI0D
a5 EEFR L 3. HV2E, AR 2Y365 HARHOLAEIZ0DfE %,
HEFEER 2365 H L EDMAILZCLINICOfEZ LA L EFL T3 (a—F
LI osE Y ).

addicts.cp365$hvl=addicts.cp365$clinic* (addicts.cp365$start<365)
addicts.cp365$hv2=addicts.cp365$clinic* (addicts.cp365$start>=365)

I — FINO 53 (addicts.cp365$start<365) & (addicts.cp365$start>=365)
&, BEChIUIE1E LD, BThHIUSMEoX L) F9. ZIUIEELCLINIC
FENFTHVIE HV2 2 5E25% LT

W2, 7=ty NEEZKID ESTART TV —MLEF. ZHUIHHED
TEETIEH ) FHAD, WEEIE, BRIECE 7HR—2 3 Y2 FRT 5
L, TV OWRP LR T 2D ET. order i TTr—% &y &2V —
MLET.

addicts.cp365=addicts.cp365[order (addicts.cp365$id,addicts.cp365$start), |

KOR—=DIZE B BATRADI0OF 7 N— a 2L E9.
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addicts.cp365[1:10,c( ‘id’, ‘start’, ‘survt’, ‘status’, ‘clinic’, ‘hv1l’, ‘hv2’)]

id start survt status clinic hvl hv2

1 0 365 0 1 1 0
1 365 428 1 1 0 1
0 0 365 0 1 1 0
0 365 393 1 1 0 1
0 0 146 0 2 2 0
1 0 365 0 2 2 0
1 365 450 1 2 0 2
2 0 365 0 2 2 0
2 365 555 0 2 0 2
3 0 365 0 2 2 0

EHIDOY — MIEIZL, 2, 3Tid%<, 1, 10, 100 Z2->TwEd. &
BIDIIBMEER AR XFERTH 5720, BEETIIRL[TVT 7
Ny MEJTY—bENFET. ROOBERE (ID = 1) 12428 HIZ A X b3S
HHOT, RAOEEHIXE (0, 365)1ZFTHE Y (STATUS=0) L7420, 2%
HOIXH (365, 428) TA XY M(STATUS=1) k% ->TwnET. ZOHER
FHIZCLINIC =1 Tdh 5720, O XMORMAKEEZREITHVL = 1,
HV2=0%:7%0, 2%HOKXMETIZHVI=0, HV2=1¢%0) ¥

Z 5 D Heaviside D [ B B % & & 3L0E Cox BTV & FEATT LRI,
Surv BB A WG ELE RO+ 72 =7 M(Y365) % EFK LT, TOF
7V 7 M TcoxphDET NV formula il FHWVE T, FEIZZ D47V«
7 bOEFIFLT LHLER L, HilZLOGTDOSE % & Tk Cox £ 7V
REATLIE X ZE) LETATL. Lo, INEHVG EBEE
OB ZY, Redwva— NI £d. ERT 53— N
TOwEY) TY.

Y365=Surv(addicts.cp365$start,addicts.cp365$survt, addicts.
cp365$status)

WIZ, 20D Heaviside DEE R # &L €T V2 EIT L3 (a— K&
HIE LT oy ).

coxph (Y365 ~ prison + dose + hvl + hv2 + cluster (id), data=addicts.
cp365)

coef exp(coef) se(coef) robust se z P
prison 0.3780 1.459 0.16841 0.16765 2.25 2.4e-02
dose -0.0355 0.965 0.00643 0.00652 -5.44 5.3e-08
hvl -0.4594 0.632 0.25529 0.25998 -1.77 7.7e-02
hv2 -1.8305 0.160 0.38595 0.39838 -4.59 4.3e-06

Likelihood ratio test=74.2 on 4 df, p=2.89%-15 n= 360, number of events= 150
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prison O.
dose -0.
clinic -0.
hv2 -1.
Likelihood

N — R IEHEZEfiE (CLINIC = 2 vs. CLINIC = 1) I, 365 H &iii Tl 0.632
TH Y, 365HLL L TI20.160 T3 (27 H D #fE 5[ exp(coef) I). SAS,
Stata, SPSSOJ7 & R USRS L WAL, O/NA ME#ERZEOIRE Y
L, A XY NENERLO Cox JUE D MLEE % method="breslow” (257 L C
EFNVEETLEYT. 2— FIZUTo@E) TF (HI3Em).

coxph (Y365~ prison + dose + hvl + hv2,data=addicts. cp365,
method="breslow”)

Heaviside DR E A1 D TEE CLINIC 2 E7TVIZE T, RELE S
DETNVEFTTHIENTEET (- FEHDELTOMED ).

coxph (Y365 ~ prison + dose + clinic + hv2 + cluster (id),
data=addicts.cp365)

coef exp(coef) se(coef) robust se z o)
3780 1.459 0.16841 0.16765 2.25 2.4e-02
0355 0.965 0.00643 0.00652 -5.44 5.3e-08
4594 0.632 0.25529 0.25998 -1.77 7.7e-02
3711 0.254 0.46140 0.47054 -2.91 3.6e-03
ratio test=74.2 on 4 df, p=2.89%e-15 n= 360, number of events= 150

REHEEME, & DET IV E 2D0 Heaviside DRFELRISE TV & TlE B2
D EFA, N — FRFEEMIZFE T, N — FEHEEM (CLINIC = 2
vs.0 CLINIC = 1)1, 365 H &iifi T13 0.632 T§ (CLINIC D425 % 48541b) .
365 HUL ETONY— RILZHEE T 5720121, CLINIC & HV2 D4R 5
EHOER A KD, FBEBILL 3 (exp(—0.4594 + — 1.3711)) = 0.160).
HV2 OREHEEM O p il (p = 3.6e-10 or p = 0.0036) (LHFFETdH 1), CLINIC
BT 52008 LM ONY— FIIZEL S W EHATREBEN
Y. SR, AES pEld, CLINICIZE L T HFINT— FIRGE
DI L2 VEELE 2 ) F 5
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8. NIAKNIYIETILDET

RTI, survregf3C 8T 2 M) v 7 fIi#E TV (AFT) #FEAT L £ 7.
HBIANY — ¥ (PH) € 7V O EZ R AARGEA N — IS REH R 12 B fR %
C—H]THLDIZH LT, AFTEF VO FELRMGEL, [HEE Y —
HWOAEFIFIE—EDORBIL TN T 2 L) DT,

HIETFT =5 D28F A M) v 7 EF VAR S V515 5546 1X Weibull 45
AiTH. Weibull 757 O — FEEUIApE' TT. p=1DH4, Weibull
SRR A TLH ) 9. Weibull 540 121, AFTRED LS
PHIGE S KL 5 LWV IFE LWEEAH 0 £ 5. $8%5055 413 Weibull 4
WO RGETY. BB OEELREE L, [ — FIZRERIC A 2b
LF—EI L) bDTT(h(t) =1). RTIE, Weibull €7V & IEHET
LI E 7V 72T DS EATI R T

Weibull 753 121&, x50 (= 5 (EAERE) ) ASA B Re i & 5 AR BIFR 1 B
LEVWHWEDNHYET. v ar2(FTI7EHCETEICL B AN
Y — N ORFM) T, plotB o fun="cloglog” + 7' 3 » T, Z¥
CLINIC {2 B L T Kaplan-Meier xf £ ( — % $0) A= 7758 & g ] Oof BORUEE )
o7y NEERLE L 07Ty b o T Weibull K 5E 255l ¢
XFET. NS OEFIBIZIZTER (2 DF4T) THhiE, CLINICIZH
T % Weibull liEIZZ L LT TE 9. 2512, TNHOBEMOMEEAH
1 THIUE, FREG AU TEENET. 72 a v 2R La— FOIR
MaHELET (E7a 20 IKEH).

plot (survfit (Y~addicts$clinic), fun="cloglog”,xlab="time in days using
logarithmic scale”,ylab="log-log survival”’, main="log-log curves by
clinic”)

7Y a 20— ) MITEMRICIERZ FHAD, 22Tk
Weibull 22 .5 & LCREX#ED T . 7, survreg %% v C
BREFVEEITLET. ZOETFVIE, Weibull kST A =% (p) % 1
WCHEE, 2F0, NF=FiE—FL LD TY. #REF+ 77227 b
modparl IZfRfFL £ 9.

modparl=survreg (Surv(addicts$survt,addicts$status) ~ prison + dose +
clinic,data=addicts,dist="exponential”)
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WIS, STER L7247V =7 MZsummary A @A L 3 (a— K&
NI T o).

summary (modpar1)
Value Std. Error z o)
(Intercept) 5.215 0.262 19.93 2.40e-88
clinic 0.975 0.210 4.65 3.24e-06

Scale fixed at 1

Exponential distribution

Loglik (model)= -1105.9 Loglik (intercept only)= -1118.9
Chisg= 26.02 on 1 degrees of freedom, p= 3.4e-07

Number of Newton-Raphson Iterations: 5

n= 238

BHETVOEELRER, [HNF— FIZEEIh2b o —E]IE v
LOTYT. ZOMID/T X —FHEEMFED T IR S 172 “Scale fixed at 17
EVIRIRIEZOZEEZRLTWEY. ZomhEAVIUL, FFEoE
BN — VO FILEFIHRETEET. RIZBHETVO/RT 2 —%
M % AFTIEACHAO LT ES. w22, HREHMEMEII- 128005
&, COETIVOPH/INT A= FHEEMPHONT T GE7EEZSI). filz
(&, PRISON = 1 vs. PRISON = 0 O/ 4 — F A2 fiti 13 exp (0.2526) = 1.29
TY. BEETVICBWT, ST 2 MAREIE N — Fiowik,
exp(—0.2526) =0.78 T¥. RiXEDH S5 NI, 4 X2 b L TORRIA30.78
B FT.

WU, survreg BAEE AV C Weibull IlEE 7V 2 FET L £ 9. fike 4
7Y =7 b modpar2 [ZTRAFL 7.

modpar2=survreg (Surv(addicts$survt,addicts$status)
~ prison + dose + clinic,data=addicts,dist="weibull”)
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W2, summary %% 4+ 72 =7  modpar2 ([Z#A L 9 (a2 — F& il
TNELF oY ).

summary (modpar2)
Value Std. Error z P
(Intercept) 4.1048 0.32806 12.51 6.37e-306
prison -0.2295 0.12079 -1.90 5.75e-02
dose 0.0244 0.00459 5.32 1.03e-07
clinic 0.7090 0.15722 4.51 6.49e-06
Log(scale) -0.3150 0.06756 -4.66 3.13e-06

Scale= 0.73

Weibull distribution
Loglik (model)= -1084.5 Loglik(intercept only)= -1114.9
Chisg= 60.89 on 3 degrees of freedom, p= 3.8e-13

Number of Newton-Raphson Iterations: 7
n= 238

Weibull B4R/ $F A — %13, RTWVH A —)XF A—% (0.73 L HEE) D
T, W22, Weibull SR/ 5 X — & OHEEMIL, #8% &1 1/0.73=1.37 &
1) 3. CLINIC=2 & CLINIC =1 % }#:d 2 M#fa%d exp (0.7090) = 2.03
EHESEEN T T, WA IS, CLINIC=2DFEED A F 1 7 » AT
(NTOA 2 RMERL W)X, CLINIC=10DEED2MEE > T,

ETNDH ORER L predict ¥ E VT, FEOREE /Y — 12
BANY PETORATAT V(BB IMEEOH ) B 2 HEE$ 5 2 &8
TEFd. flziE, &/ $% — 2 PRISON =1, DOSE =50, CLINIC=1
R ROBERE O, 25, 50, 75/5—+1 v & A VAR Z, ik Weibull
ETNVORMPEERAE L7247V =7  modpar2 7 H3KD F 3. I — FiZLL
ToHY) TY.

patternl=data.frame (prison=1,dose=50,clinic=1)
pet=c(.25,.50,.75)

days=predict (modpar2,newdata=patternl,type="quantile”,p=pct)
cbind (pct,days)

Coa— FOUTHORRIE, HIROH HILEE Y — 2 2ET 51
F 7 NRN— a3 v Odataframe #ERL L 3. D LE%&Z)#’%{E/\?— v
B L7205, 2O dataframe (patternl) IO+ 7HR—2 3
y%ﬁbiﬁz2ﬁﬁ®£Li,m%%én—t/94wcasa79#
5757 Ml(pet) #ER L 9. 347 H 0Ll I, predict BI%ih & O
NaAEMNT B4 7Y 27 b (days) Z1E L 3. predict B 1% H D5 |
%, Weibull E 7V OFEREZEM L TWE4 7Y 27 F modpar2 TY.
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2% H 5 [¥inewdata=patternl %, #5132 HE =/ — L DIFET
3. 3% H o5 ¥ type=“quantile” |35 HOM N RIRELET. 4FHD
FHp=pctis, TOI—FD LT THER L72GMHAN7 MVvafgE Ll
T ZOa— FORBITORLR L, cbind BA%% i L T2 hLpet &)
7 M vdays A abE, BERLOMIZLES. HINELTo@E) T

pct days
[1,] 0.25 133.8074
[2,] 0.50 254.2196
[3,] 0.75 421.6070

AT AT AR 1L 254.2196 H T, FftD a2 — R2 W T
Weibull € 7 )V @ i £ 2> 5 3£ & /¥ % — » PRISON = 1, DOSE = 50
CLINIC = 1 2 Fpo# B o B fFihiiia 7oy L ET. 22— NI T
n T

pct2=0:100/100
days2=predict (modpar2,newdata=patternl,type="quantile”,p=pct2)
survival=1-pct2

plot (days2,survival,xlab="survival time in days”,ylab= “survival
probabilities”,main="“Weibull survival estimates for prison=0,
dose=40,clinic=1",xlim=c(0,800) )

HTHOR®RIE, 04251 F£T0.01%4(0, 0.01, 0.02, - - -, 099, 1)
DNEFN S =1 > F A VEREM L7227 Plpet2 #1E L 9. 21TH DR
i, predict %5 DM 2N B4 72 = 7 b days2 Z1ER L &
9. 34THIL, pet2d T — FNHAZ M L72XZ MV survival Z1ER L £ 97
w12, plotBI%T, X7 Fvdays2 ZHEHlIZ, X7 I survival % #E il
e 7ay PLET. BTNV E S A MlidplotB¥ oA T 5 TR
ELET. HAORIERR—TTY.
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Weibull survival estimates for prison=0,dose=40,clinic=1

1.0

0.8

0.6

survival probabilities
0.4

OI. 2

0.0

T T T T T
0 200 400 600 800
survival time in days

wix, survregBA¥E AW THEOI VAT 4 v 7 AFTET VA EITL &
T, AERELT 7V 27 modpar3 IZPRTEL £ 9.

modpar3=survreg (Surv(addicts$survt,addicts$status) ~
prison + dose + clinic,data=addicts,dist="loglogistic”)

&I, summary B Z A+ 72 27 F modpar3 @M L9 (a— F& il
JELT o).

summary (modpar3)
Value Std. Error z P
(Intercept) 3.5633 0.38945 9.15 5.72e-20
prison -0.2913 0.14396 -2.02 4.31e-02
dose 0.0316 0.00552 5.73 1.02e-08
clinic 0.5806 0.17157 3.38 7.14e-04
Log(scale) -0.5331 0.06863 -7.77 7.95e-15

Scale= 0.587

Log logistic distribution

Loglik (model)= -1093.9 Loglik(intercept only)= -1120
Chisg= 52.18 on 3 degrees of freedom, p= 2.7e-11

Number of Newton-Raphson Iterations: 4

n= 238
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oA 5, CLINIC =2 & CLINIC = 1% W8 L 72 #4250 exp
(0.5806) = 1.79 LHfEES N ET. MO AT 4 v 7 ETIVTAFTIGED
WAL S A 7% HI1F, AFBEUIE LTl E v AMRESRIL L 3 (72721
HBIANY — FARGEIER D 77270\ st B 4 v (KM AEEE % /) &
MEAFREREZ 7Oy b AZEICE D, Bt v AIREZFHETE T 7.
FNEFNOIEENY — 2B 570y NPEBTHIUE, FHay
AT A v 7 MMEEE L TWET. Elie oI CThIUL, el v XK
SEICMACTAFTARED Y 265 F 7.

+ 7 ¥ 3 ¥ 2TKaplan-Meier EAFHEEME Z A& S 54 72 = 7 | kfit2
AL E LD, SOF TV MERERTAa— FafigLEd

kmfit2=survfit (Surv(addicts$survt,addicts$status) ~addicts$clinic)

N7 bV kmfit2$time |2 (3 A A B 25, X2 N OV kmfit2$surv 12 13
CLINIC 5] ® KM AEAFHEEMEAHEMN ST F 3. plot BIELE H v TR
AT v Xlog[(S/(1 % §)) L MBUEFRME 7oy NLET. a— F&ih
TNILL T o) ¢3.

plot (log (kmfit2$time) ,log (kmfit2$surv/ (1-kmfit2$surv) ) )

2 4
| |
(o]

-2

log(kmfit2$surv/(1 - kmfit2$surv))
0
1

log(kmfit2$time)

IS OMFEIRERRITH T T vz, CLINICIZE T 2 )
F v ZAEIRAL L 2w e b ES. Al CIEFHHBNTH 2 TIoxf
BOI 274y 78T NVEEITLELLD, 20757702061, dHay
AT 4w 7 BTG TE AW EAVRBEIN T T,

survreg BA%UE Z 2 b, IEH (dist="gaussian”), I HUEH (dist="log-
normal”) D& ANIHFIE L TWE§.
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9. frailty €7 /LDET

frailty €7 V1%, E7 NV TEBHTE ZWEAL XV DAY — FOEW

TEET H720DBNM%ET Y Y L e &R ET. Frailty ald, 5%
ANHE D EAGE L 72— FAOHFRRTY . Frailty & 725 44T &
NF— FBEEUE, h(ta) =alh(] L RTEHFTEET.

RCIE, frailty D53Ail, 7>~ 55, A Z5540, t534i O 32 %
LTWET. frailty i 05 E00) 25, ET AP HHET H/87 A =45 &
o TWET. 0=07% b I frailty TR L THA.

AN, frailty % $§ 72 2 WEALCox ETWIZED 9 (k2 7 3 V4%
). FE b2 %X CLINIC T, PRISON & DOSE Z#iHHZ$ T3 . CLINIC
IZDOWTIEPHRZEA K L5, PRISON & DOSE TIEKIL§ 5 7% 51, fE
{LCoxETIWVIEH#MYITT. T/, bitbiILOBEEKIZPRISON® % W\ iX
DOSED/NH— FlbafiE$ 5 2 & Ty, a— FEMINEL T o@) T3

Y=Surv(addicts$survt,addicts$status==1)
coxph (Y~ prison + dose + strata (clinic) ,data=addicts)

coef exp(coef) se(coef) z P
prison 0.3896 1.476 0.16893 2.31 2.1e-02
dose -0.0351 0.965 0.00646 -5.43 5.6e-08

Likelihood ratio test=33.9 on 2 df, p=4.32e-08 n= 238, number of events= 150

PRISON = 1 vs. PRISON = 0 O/ 4 — FHHEEE 1L exp (0.3896) = 1.476
TY. KIS, frailty 5% COETWVIZAND FHEICOWTHHL FT
a— NIZIT o) Ty,

coxph (Y~ prison + dose + strata(clinic) + frailty (id,
distribution="gamma”), data=addicts)

E7 )V formulall, IH + frailty(id, distribution="gamma”) A > T\»
9. frailty IO 1HFHOG I BIIZ T TH Y, WETE WA —H
(frailty) BMEA L UV THAET S Z E2RLTWET. 2FHOFIHUL, J
NG DG G THE I mRLTWET. TR KRR—
JIRLET.
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coef se(coef) se2 Chisg DF P
prison 0.3900 0.16916 0.16893 5.32 1.00 2.1e-02
dose -0.0352 0.00647 0.00647 29.51 1.00 5.6e-08
frailty(id, distribution 0.34 0.32 3.1le-01

Iterations: 5 outer, 41 Newton-Raphson

Variance of random effect= 0.00227 I-likelihood = -597.5
Degrees of freedom for terms= 1.0 1.0 0.3
Likelihood ratio test=34.6 on 2.32 df, p=5.26e-08 n= 238

INT A= FHEMOIMNEDOTIZ, T 5 LMEO5H = 0.00227 &R
SNTWET. KOITHAYII frailty 555 D pfiE3.1e — 01 = 0.31 2R &
T, frailty S5 13 E T i?icun.tiwbz’)‘@i? fime LT, Z
DEFIVIZEHLTIET ¥ & 2505 HI30 &I L £ 9 (2% frailty
IFFFE L 22 \0). PRISON&DOSE@/\7X & HEEME % frailty % #5727\
EFNVERRTYH, HEWILIFEAED) THA.

SR, RICEHKCLINICV Bl ST awnigad e BE L £
CLINIC % & £ %\ Cox & 7V (frailty 23 2 Wi &) O 2 — K & I LT
DY TY.

coxph (Y~ prison + dose, data=addicts)

coef exp (coef) se(coef) z P
prison 0.1897 1.209 0.164 1.15 2.5e-01
dose -0.03061 0.965 0.006 -6.01 1.8e-09

Likelihood ratio test=38.2 on 2 df, p=5.04e-09 n= 238, number of events= 150

PRISON = 1 vs. PRISON = 0 O/ — FIHfE5E 1 exp (0.1897) = 1.209
T9. CLINIC z gt & L7235 D€ 7 )V Tldexp(0.3896) = 1.476 T
L7z, Diiot s 23 »C, CLINICOSHBINY — Mg % HE S 2 EE
ZTVHHEFTHALIEERLE LA & LCLINICEZFE L 2 ud (ki
DETNDEHD), TUPBHEINGWAE LR, frailty 5 & L
THNAWREELRH ) 3. ROEF NV TIZCLINIC #4541, frailty %455

,:FEEH SHPRISON & DOSEWEZ D F L T E S, a— FE gl

DY TT.
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coxph (Y~ prison + dose + frailty (id, distribution="gamma”) , data=addicts)

coef se (coef) se2 Chisg DF o)
prison 0.4144 0.22160 0.17590 3.5 1.0 6.1le-02
dose -0.0517 0.00845 0.00699 37.4 1.0 9.6e-10
frailty(id, distribution 100.5 69.3 8.6e-03

Iterations: 6 outer, 44 Newton-Raphson
Variance of random effect= 0.65 I-likelihood
Degrees of freedom for terms= 0.6 0.7 69.3
Likelihood ratio test=190 on 70.7 df, p=6.17e-13 n= 238
frailty i 57 0 53802 0.65 & e &1, CLINIC % LA 807 &t £ 5
V@ 0.00227 L HRD EREL > TWET. frailty D pfiiid 8.6e — 03 =
0.0086 & JEH IZAHE TY . PRISON R D /N — Fiid exp(0.4144) = 1.51
T, frailty {50 % Cox E7MWVIZE L L X1, RO/ST X — F HEEH (95%
BHEXE D) OEHILE4T) 72912, summary BI%i% coxph BI%IZ#H L
F9. a-—FEHARUTO#E) TY.

-685.4

summary (coxph (Y~ prison + dose + frailty (id,
distribution="gamma”), data=addicts))

coef se(coef) se2 Chisg DF )
prison 0.41441 0.221604 0.17590 3.5 1.00 6.1le-02
dose -0.05166 0.008448 0.00699 37.4 1.00 9.6e-10
frailty(id, distribution 100.5 69.34 8.6e-03

exp(coef) exp(-coef) lower .95 upper .95
prison 1.5135 0.6607 0.9803 2.3367
dose 0.9496 1.0530 0.9341 0.9655

Iterations: 6 outer, 44 Newton-Raphson
Variance of random effect= 0.6495364 I-likelihood = -685.4
Degrees of freedom for terms= 0.6 0.7 69.3
Concordance= 0.854 (se = 0.026 )
Likelihood ratio test= 190.4 on 70.65 df, p=6.172e-13

BRIV Z 212, ZOETIV(CLINIC % L, frailty s d ) ) T H 7z
PRISON ®/ 4 — FILHfEEM# (1.51) 1&, €7V (CLINICZ L, frailty B4

2 L) TONY— FHHEE (1.209) £ 1 ?é E7WV(CLINICH V), frailty
BUo3 7 L) TONY— FIIEEN (1.476) 1202 &b 3. O

Ti&, CLINIC % E 7V b B\ 725228 % frailty B3 23 D) IZFHBH L T
WAL IREED D ) F 5
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10. BEARY NOETFILEE

FHANY FOETIUREHEIZOWVTIX, 20 Appendix O B HIZFLE L
AT A T — % & v b (bladderrda) # IV CHIAL £ 5. DA XY
b % REER L 7oRERE ORI A N ML, TS NTHIST AEBO L 7Y
N= 3 Y TCRENFT T P AT =Ly bOT—=F LA 77 MLCP
B (B, #T)THY, BHXESA THFR=—2 gy TEICHESINT
WET(ESEEZSH). 77 A Ve L TRESNTW A RO dataframe 127
7 A3 5121, load B EHWE S, bladder7— %t FHBCFF A
712 C:\bladderrda s L THRGFEINTWAEET L E, UFDa— KT
bladder 7°— % Z fi A& E 7.

load (“C://bladder.rda”)

DN a— RTAWEE OISR, 12~20FHDOF 7HR— a v 21T
LET.

bladder[12:20, ]
UTFIichaRLET.

ID EVENT INTERVAL INTTIME START STOP TX NUM SIZE

12 10 1 1 12 0 12 0 1 1
13 10 1 2 4 12 16 0 1 1
14 10 0 3 2 16 18 0 1 1
15 11 0 1 23 0 23 0 3 3
16 12 1 1 10 0 10 0 1 3
17 12 1 2 5 10 15 0 1 3
18 12 0 3 8 15 23 0 1 3
19 13 1 1 3 0 3 0 1 1
20 13 1 2 13 3 16 0 1 1

ID=10D#EEHIZIE3F THR=2 3 » ID=11I12I1F 14+ 7R~
Tav, ID=1E3F T7THEXR=2 a3y, ID=1312F2F 7THFEXR=2 3
Y@ EF. EBESTART & STOPIE, #DF 7HN—3 a3 VIZFH4T 5
A7 W ZFTHMXE T, ZHEVENTIX, 1 XY FOF (code=1),
A RLET. ADO3FTHR—T 3 13, ID = 10 DHERE 2129 AU
ARV IDHY, 167 AIZFEFROA XY MEH D, 187 HIZFTBEI) &
HolzllERLTVWET.

WHECox EFNVDETFT (723 »7)TYLCPERDOTFT— ¥ 2T L %
L7z, PR Cox BTV TlE, KX OZALIZ & 0 Pl o B Rl %
bHYF L7 bladder7— % v bTid, (Bilh, #&7)7— v, ¥k
FEOBEBDA XY MR HiEE o TnET.
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RICHT 2 BAOFH TR/ L 512, ROEFHBUZT 7 AT 512
\&, ROIZH FIFFEZ 2 — Flibrary (survival) % E173 2 LEFH D) £5.

library (survival)

coxph B2 FHWC, BFANY FCoxETNVEFITTAHIENTEE
T, FY, SurvEEEHCCSEERY) 2ERL T

Y=Surv(bladder$START,bladder$STOP,bladder$EVENT==1)

t s ary7TRLZE I, SurvBEIE CPIEAR DT — % TlE32075]
Bl LEE ), BAEZEB(START), & T 2% (STOP), statusZ %
(EVENT) C¥. 22— Kbladder$EVENT==11%, {1 XV F»1THDH L
ZRLTVWET. RTOAXRNYFDOTFT7 4V MEIZ1ITHA/20, 2T
RL72E D ICSurvBAE TR E T A LEIFERICIEH D THA. KRIZ, 3D
DFAZR, HE(TX), &OOEEH(NUM), &) ORES A X (SIZE)
FFFOFIEANY PCox ET NV EFEITLFT.

coxph (Y~ TX + NUM + SIZE + cluster (ID), data=bladder)

E 7V formula DIE + cluster (ID) 1%, /¥ X — FHEEEDO TN A | ik
MEFZRELIT. COEFTNVOENIZLTOMY TF.

coef exp(coef) se(coef) robust se 4 o)
X -0.4116 0.663 0.1999 0.2488 -1.655 0.0980
NUM 0.1637 1.178 0.0478 0.0584 2.801 0.0051
SIZE -0.0411 0.960 0.0703 0.0742 -0.554 0.5800

Likelihood ratio test=14.7 on 3 df, p=0.00213 n= 190, number of events= 112

BFER(TX)E, FH7/%6# =1, 778K =0La—FLCTVET.
N — R HHEEE (TX = 1 vs. TX = 0)13£0.663 T3 (pfitii£ 0.0980). iz
X2 DOFREERAFE . se(coef)§ & robust seF|3H 1) £§. ZDERDplEL
- BUEfat (L, O/ MEEREL FWCEHE L2 O T, summary B
% coxph BaEUTEH T U, GBI (95% EHEIX % &) ME 6 T

ZOERRDT— % % T, ZE INTERVAL % B2 % & 4 % Bl Cox
ETNEFEFTALAI LS TETT. BRI, #EE1IEFH, 27FH,
3%H, AZRHOA XY P TENFNatrisk TH LR T 9.
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TX -0.
NUM 0.
s1ZzE -0.

COHERELCPHEIA XY MEFIV (588 2 1) LI, 5 A X
v ERFEENETE TR LW E Y. bladder 77— %1%, 2OET
VEEFTTLODIELWERICZ>TwEd, a— FERHIZUTOE
h T

coxph(Y~ TX + NUM + SIZE + strata(INTERVAL) + cluster
(ID) ,data=bladder)

coef exp(coef) se(coef) robust se z P

0.716 0.2162 0.2048 -1.628 0.10
1.127 0.0533 0.0514 2.328 0.02
0.992 0.0728 0.0616 -0.138 0.89

Likelihood ratio test=6.51 on 3 df, p=0.0893 n= 190, number of events= 112

B OET N EDENZ, 7)) formula l23H + strata INTERVAL) 7558
MEN/ZZTTY. 23— FIZINTERVALYEILEZ$ CTH S Z & &R
L3, BRER(TX) LB E O HEAERHEEZ R LT, BN R
1%H, 2%H, 3%H, AFHOANRNV P CRLEDZPEHRDLILLTE
S

HOREL7 71— F (Gap Time) (&E{LCP7 77U —F &2 b NIE 2
725 DTY. ZOENIIFHIEANY POREMKXBOERLTTEICH) TT.
WEREORA DA XY P Datrisk (2B LCiE, FERXHIZECESH ) T2
A. LB L7%DSS, Gap Time 7 70 —F TlE, IRDA X b H 5l at risk
IR A ZNZN 012 £y FSNET. Gap Time €T IV EFETT 51T
(&, bladder 77— %t v M2 20D L\ (B, #&T)EBEFRT 5 4%
Md Y, TNHESTART2, STOP2& LFT.

bladder$START2=0
bladder$STOP2=bladder$STOP - bladder$START

W7IZER LT 22008 K095, 12H(START2) IE9XT0OTY. 2
S H (STOP2) i, £ X MO E:R] (STOP-START) & %E# S 1% 7. data.
frameBI% 2 AL T, TNOHOEHOWOE )L 3. attachBd
¥iX, bladder 77— % £ v F D% % bladder$ it 7 L TIRETE 7.
(12~20FHDOF 7HR=2a vy &2 T3 — FEHDEL T ).

attach (bladder)
data.frame ID,EVENT,START,STOP,START2,STOP2) [12:20, ]
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id event start stop start2 stop2

12 10 1 0 12 0 12
13 10 1 12 16 0 4
14 10 0 16 18 0 2
15 11 0 0 23 0 23
16 12 1 0 10 0 10
17 12 1 10 15 0 5
18 12 0 15 23 0 8
19 13 1 0 3 0 3
20 13 1 3 16 0 13

KIZ, SurvBIBE HWOBBEZEEZ Y £y b L, RHIXHZ (START,
STOP) 75 (START2, STOP2)IZZH L £5.

Y2=Surv(bladder$START?2,bladder$STOP2,bladder$EVENT)
WIZ, BIAECPET VIV 22— FOIBELHY # Y2 IIE Xz 723
D% HVT, bladder 77— % T? Gap Time E7 VA FEITLET. I—F&

HIJE T o ) T,

coxph (Y2~ TX + NUM + SIZE + strata(INTERVAL) + cluster
(ID) ,data=bladder)

coef exp(coef) se(coef) robust se z o)
T —-0.27900 0.757 0.2073 0.2156 -1.294 0.2000
NUM 0.15805 1.171 0.0519 0.0509 3.103 0.0019
SIZE 0.00742 1.007 0.0700 0.0643 0.115 0.9100

Likelihood ratio test=9.33 on 3 df, p=0.0252 n= 190, number of events= 112

Gap Time 7 7’0 — F 12 X 2 #281%, BILCP 7 70— F OfRE L)
IZER) £9.



664 Computer Appendix : O E 1 —& &R\ =4 TFRE BRI



