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R 7\ — compound.Cox

Compound.Cox_1.0: 201254 A 16 HIZCRANE &%
Emura et al. (2012 PLoS ONE); compound shrinkageixz 3£ %
Compound.Cox_1.x: Emura et al. (2012 PLoS ONE)®)
BEFREENDIIaL—aviiEdERE
Compound.Cox_1.4: Emura et al. (2016 SMMR).
CopulalZE D GEIEF1E IR (Feature selection) E&F I

Compound.Cox_3.0: Chen et al. (2007 NEJM)D ffidDNAT—2 2B

Compound.Cox_3.4: Matsui (2006 Bioinformatics) D CVL;EZE L

Compound.Cox_3.x: Witten&Tibshirani (2010 SMMR)DFDRIER &

Compound.Cox 3.13: ix#$ThR2018FE7H17H
B FERKEFFRZEITISABEMR/NYT—DELT
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Flzﬁ = nRL

| 7 AR = ISE ZE# (Response)
DRI FRBE = FREF (Features)

REDELGEFORL,
EERE (FR) ICEET S BEFEERLIZL

o AABEDBELEIEERF (Chen et al., 2006 NEJM)
« ALAABEBEDEEEERF( Wangetal, 2005 Lancet )
« IRMNABEBDOEEEEF

(Yoshihara et al., 2012, PLoS ONE; Waldron et al. 2014

J Natl Cancer Inst; Emura et al. 2018 SMMR)




A BEEDEH

ERBB3, LCK, DUSP6, SITATZ2
HE16MELFNEFHREIZREE

(Chen et al., 2007 NEJM)
OARARDHRHAEE

HEFEECoxEIRTI6MEEEEFEEIR

L]

EFRLE-T—42;
n=125 ADO N ESE (BEDKERKE)
(BETE38 AN + FTHBLUIVIZKHETFSTA)
p=485B D EIEF
GEIRNT-FEE{EFIL161E)




fiAAT—31E Lung ICADTULVS

AFEREAR (n=63) £f=1&
TAMER (n=62) DIEIZ

library(compound.Cox)
> data("Lung") THHIY T~
H7F - Lung . /Lp=971|ﬁ|0)1§1z:?(%ﬁﬁ&ﬁ§)

AR -t .vec dvec train VHL IHPK1 ... RPL5
(A) 1 47.06271 0 FALSE 2 2 4
2 49.27393 0 TRUE 3 4 4
3 20.06601 1 TRUE 2 3 1
4 26.99670 1 TRUE 2 4 2
5 39.90099 O FALSE 3 4 4
125 56.84141 0 FALSE 3 2 ... 3
Chen et al. (2007) TI&
n=63 NDiliFZEAR TEE BRI FZEIR. .

N=62 NDTAMEKRKTCHEEETRFND/\)T—3>



T = FETHFfE
x. = JBEEDEGFRER=

T & x i m T E Cox EIF DML A
Prit<T <t+dt|T >t, x.)

h(tlxj): dt :hO(t)eXp(ﬂij)
T —XDFEI
{®, 0, %)1=1..., n},
® t : survival time or censoring time,
® . : censoringindicator ( o, =1 if t issurvival time,or 6, =0 if t iscensoring

time ),

® X =(Xg - %,): p-dimensional features (genes).



HAECoXEIFIZY & 5< B FBRIE
Stepl: HEECoxETILTREGRFZHERICRE (ZERTE)
Hy:6;=0 vs. Hy;:6, #0

ho; () exp(5;%;),  1=1..,p
(1) JILRIRTE ; ZfE= B,/SE(B,)
p = BEERHLEHTIE
(2) A2TIRE; ZfB= S;/V;” =HEEBRAFHEE D
Step2 : EHEINT-BEEGEFZFEIR
f5l; PIEN0.05LL F THHAELFTER
Step3 : EINShEEFD
(1)FDRIEZETE (1AFFTE3R)
(2)CVUEZETE (FHIgEN)
Step4 : BIRSNT-BHOELCFTEFHRM D T TR (&)

Steps1-4lZEE%4 uni.selection( ) T—3iEL TEITHHE .




g . . ch |— e
BS48 uni.selection() EETEEE 237 4% (TRUE)

AN (nx pfT51) .
7 JUNHRTE (FALSE)
H gt
EFHRAN FTHUYEEZREA D FDR{E% Permutation;%

N
(R 7“3 ('zft 7PV) piERaiEA S &8 (TRUE/FALSE)
> uni.selection(t.vec,d.vec,X.mat,K=20,P.value=0.05,score=FALSE permutationiTRUE) ## Wald test
Sheta M KB EHORNYTF—L 3L TV EEE &
ANXAS5 DLG2 /NF264 DUSP6 CPEB4 LCK STAT1
-1.0876762 1.3215044 0.5473276 0.7524497 0.5891676 -0.8447389 -0.5844262
RNF4 IRF4 STAT?2 HGF ERBB3 NF1 FRAP1
0.6463635 0.5176704 0.5849869 0.5086750 0.5509026 0.4715235 -0.7696768
MMD HMMR
0.9151541 0.5156711

SZ

..... =) 4G
SP

..... BHg  <PlE
SCVL

-98.66365 <CVL{E

SFDR
P.value * (No. of genes) Permutation
0.3031250 0.3128125  «<FDRIE



P{iE0.05T uni.selection( ) %
Nn=63DIlFFEERIZEALEETGFEIR

> uni.selection(t.vec,d.vec,X.mat,K=20,P.value=0.05,score=FALSE,permutation=TRUE)

Sbeta

ANXAS DLG2 /NF264 DUSP6 CPEB4 LCK STAT1
-1.0876762 1.3215044 0.5473276 0.7524497 0.5891676 -0.8447389 -0.5844262
RNF4 IRF4 STAT2 HGF ERBB3 NF1 FRAP1

0.6463635 0.5176704 0.5849869 0.5086750 0.5509026 0.4715235 -0.7696768

MMD HMMR
0.9151541 0.5156711

A Chen et al. (2007 NEJIM)ERI L1 685 FHHE RSN T

- MEMWEZE1. COI6MELFOHRIZ., BEEIZWLDOLHEM?
=FDR (False discovery rate) {EZEt&E

- MMETHOEZE2. PIEDRMEO. O5(TEH M ?
=CVL(Cross-validated likelihood){EZ it &



False Discovery Rate (FDR)& &

FDR=1EBIR SN T-1E{LFFE

A1
0 ()

RGBT DES

BwIRENT= | BIRSNG "

BEFEET f

EEY DELF

g=16

p=97

FDR=f/16 ., CCCHXRHM# F %
Permutation;& THERE (BEHHIEXEmura et al. 2019) ..



ZERTEICEHITHEE

« FT—FENBEIR(0. 05) X1 DDBEIZHTHED

- ZEREERELTOE —FEDBEIRIZ0. 05KYXK
- BEK#ES5%TI100EIRET HE.
0. 05 x 100=FH5EK5WFERH>TEHHNEINS,

\

+ ZERETIE, F—EOBRTEL,

FORZHIHT HIEENHSH
(451 : FDRZ0. 2LLFIZ9 3)

* FDRIZZFRSNI-BEFOFRIEENTIHEL

(B DCVLIEZFRIGEHNELTER)




CVL(Cross-validated likelihood) &(&

PIEQRBEZ S A=t LETEIRSIN-EZFD T RIGENDIEE,
HMALEDODKSEOAR/N) T—a3VFHANVT. ROKXTESE.
CVL = P =0 (5 , \
Z‘{ 7o) = £ 3 WHETILIZEITS
— T BIZRZE (PRESS) [ZHH

where 7, =argmax_ ¢_ (),

0(y) = Za‘i {ycci,k —log {Z exp(»CC, _, )H ,

leR;
CC, , = Zjeg_k W, X

r=3 4 {yCCi,k —Iog{ > exp(yCC,_, )H

R (eRNT_,
SCVLIE==FAIEED: Matsui 2006; Emura, Matsui and Chen 2019
XKCVUEIZINFRERDH (TAMERZEHT ) TRRIGENZHTE



CVLEZ&E 1t T HPIENREZRKOH S

CWL
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7 FIREDRIERE (P=0.0205) T
T{EDEEFZ1EIR

> uni.selection(t.vec,d.vec,X.mat,K=20, P.value=0.0205,score=FALSE)

Sheta

ANXAS5 DLG2 ZNF264 DUSP6 CPEB4 LCK STAT1
-1.0876762 1.3215044 0.5473276 0.7524497 0.5891676 -0.8447389 -0.5844262

SCVL -96.37303

FDR{E=0.0205 X 97/7=0.29(29%)
A CVLE

A TIRENREHIE (P=0.0275) T
10{E DIE(RZF ZiEIR

> uni.selection(t.vec,d.vec,X.mat,K=20, P.value=0.0275,score=TRUE)

SZ

ANXAS5 DLG2 /NF264 DUSP6 CPEB4 LCK STAT1 STAT?2
-3.363578 3.111772 2.814363 2.710854 2.538888 -2.511423 -2.445038 2.369334
RNF4 IRF4

2.345912 2.231286

S:CVL -95.95690 FDR{E=0.0275 X 97/10=0.30(30%)
M CVLE y



HFHEDOF R T A

Eﬁéhf'*ﬁﬁﬁ{r?d)%ﬁ; (X,...
AAT7REDRERFETIE g=10

« 2S5 HZE=E (Compound Covariate):

CC = WX +-- +W X,

BIE; (W,..w,)=(AB..m5,)
z{E;  (w, ., w,)=(2,...,2,)

*FRA| oo w FERIEZAL
cC>c = F&IFEL
CCT. c=CCORAE




=
=]

=I5 YY) (Dependent censoring) [l &

EEI 3 Y-t

->¢T15’GJJ YEFRTICHEESHY

L A=

Rt %

RITFTHUY DIRED RN,

Cox

A

IRDEEEIZNATANELS

(Emura & Chen 2016 SMMR)
=>FRFAZENNATANELS




BERITEUYDET L ETE 2552 |
THREJT AL /NATAMHIETES

T = H77HIR (FETRERS)
U = ITHEY (B 3%) BRI
x = JBEEDELGFRE=S
C, = AEaSE#
(olZHERE/ 85 A—%)

Analysis of Survival
“ Data with Dependent
Censoring
Copula-Based
Approaches

I FHftE2RTEFREEK

Pr(T; >t,U; >u|x; ) =C_{Pr(T, >t|x; ), Pr(U; >u|x; )}

Pr(T, >t x;) =exp{—A,, (t)eﬂ‘,\" }
BIEFINTIZEZREE



OEASICKAERITHEUIYAD X IG
TINTEILHETE (Emura & Chen 2016, SMMR)

g(ﬁjiyj’AOj’FOj |a)

:Z5i[,3jxij +1og 77, (15 By, 75, Aoy Ty | ) +1og dA; (t) ]

+2 (=87 % +109 77,5 (t; By 7y Aoy Tl ) +

=2 @, [exp{—Ag;(t)e”™ }, exp{ ~Ty;(t)e"™ 31,
l compound.Cox /\vsr—I TEtE

(B;(@), 7. (@), Ag; (@), T (@)

log dTl; (t;) ]

FRIZEEDS | FBHDELRTFDE

= HwiEt &



BHECFEFE>-EFHR O FEIE

1. Optimal Wald (7B D EEF):
CC— ﬂ1XI1+ +ﬂ7 i7

2. Optimal score (10 D EEF) :
CC= Z, X+ + Z15 X0
3. Optimal Wald + copula (7 DEI=F) :

CC= [i(@)%y++ S, (8%
4. Optimal score + copula (108 D ETEF)

CC= ,él(OAl)Xil aaie o /élo (&) X0

CC<c =» TRIFBEVN(GFEEZR)
CC>c =» FRIFEL(KEERFEE) .




FERDEEZT. =620 TAMERT/N\)T—23Y

TS FEINE (ECCE) . FEMNE (BCCE)

Good prognosis
FEMNBUE
STEESNT-
JI—7

ERDEFEREZETE

20



survival probability

survival probability
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Optimal Wald test

P-value = (.452

Months

Copula + optimal Wald test

P-value = 0.125

- Foor prognosis
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Optimal score test

P-value = 0.564

Good prognosis

Poor prognosis
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KMonths

Copula + optimal score test

P-value = 0.068
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- EHZ =Cox[o

ARRDFEED

R/\w4—<  compound.Cox ZiE=E

JRiEICKDZDE

= RE CEGFERERT

%ﬁéﬂtgh?%ﬂﬂﬁ&’&%é
‘BRI EEFDEIE (FDRIE)

Witten and Tibshirani (2010 SMMR)
- FAlge O EE{f (CVLIE) Matsui (2006 BMC Bioinformatics)

A ERET—2(1258F. 97 EEF) 22 H

- n=63ER B CELCFER&FESIFEEINEH
- n=62B BB TTEFEEETN\)T—23Y

HERITHUYICKH/NNAT ABEAD X NiEERE
alIEHEE(E D /N1 7 AFHIE Emura and Chen (2016 SMMR)

. DRIEEmLE(BEOIRLENALYIEFEID)

CEBEHYNESITTNVELL 2
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