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A study of simultaneous confidence bounds for rato

of two survival functions with right censored data

Abstract

A new drug to become a alternative medicine of a qualified patent
medicine must be through non-inferiority test. Currently literature for
right censored survival data is based on constructing a confidence bound
for non-inferiority test. In this article, we proposed four different
confidence bounds based on Freitag et al (2006) proposed pointwise test,
and supremum test, Parzen et al (1997) proposed a simulation method,
McKeaague and Zhao (2002) has constructed empirical likelihood
function. And the data meet the proportional hazards assumption, using
Cox models derived a confidence bound. A simulation study is then
conducted to compare the coverage probability and the difference
between the proposed confidence bounds and the true value. Finally, the
application of the proposed confidence bounds is illustrated by using a
real data.

Keywords: non-inferiority test, simultaneous confidence bounds
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log [ ][1-do / (1, + 2)] - |ogl‘[[1 dy; / (1, - 2) | =log(A(t)) * (2.4.2)

log(A(t)) % — Al > 2 o i F 0 FthiEH o
EH(8)=S,(5)A1-G/(s) » * £ 7y oy WS (1) <1~ 7,27, %
H.(z;) > 0> Mckeague f= Zhao 3K § n=n,+n AT & & < FFon. /n

£48i7 p,, 0<p,<l - i=0,1 Bl

200y _ (1 dF(s) c
7O=l 5oy L

o’(t)=0,(t)/ P +or (V) p °

Andersen % 4 (1993)z P :

Git)y=n >y —1—

jY <t rU( du)
- of(t) 5393 - &% &2+ (uniformly consistent estimator) - F] g

G't)=n| G M) /N +S (M) /0 | 5 o* (M) o - REFR - Fik L
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w2 % i » Mckeague fr Zhao(2002)z F' —26° () log R((t),t) ¢ » * I
ZaIU) 2P UM -2 EL 0 $REcE o' (t)hB 2w
(Gaussian martingale) -

I

~2logR(O(t),t) — {B(j(tgt))J telr.n]

# ¢ B LI 4 46 47 (standard Wiener process) B ¥ 18— 1
O(t) = S, () / S,(t) 55 100(L— @)% 7 §f T 5 3

— {(t,é(t)) :—2log R(é(t),t) <C, [éo’él]’ te [70’71]} ’

Ho éi =6-2(Ti) ) ca[eo,el] & Supte[eo,el]‘Bz(t)/t‘ I E 2 g Il A

TERADS 2 RESZw(A) 0 B
Ky(t)

A A
p()=-2) (1J dlj)logL J—rlj Iog[1+—J
= I _dlj Y

Ko (1) y) y)
—22 (roj—doj)log[l— J—rojlog(l—— o
= fo; = o Foj

T Ry () % T S

(1) Fly(4) ¥

Ky (t) 2.1d Ka (1) 21d0‘

vi(4)= Z( d1|+ﬂ,1)l(r1i+i)+iz_ll(roi_dO'_/l)(rOi_ﬁ“)

’

BABEEEF(DLO) /()5 p Eod AR RER R F(0,-D,)

Broy'(A) a2 @ 2 y'0)=0 77 arpy(l) ol % l?'a“(Dl,O]E%
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B ULR > RPETF RE[0,-D,) M 5 Bt iR -

(2) & 2483730 D FF > w(A)ABT & 5~ 0 F 14837 —D, PFw(A) 4837

PGP EBT APTSIA B A B A @
v(d)=w(d)=c[&8]® {2iw(2)<c,[&.8] =[A.A] = ~ F16()
2 AR S BR & B(2.4.2)5% > #r ¥ 1B O(t) 1 100(1- ) % e o
w W 5[0.6,]

6, =H:(t)[1—d0i [+ 20N T L=y £ (5 = 2)]

A, REFA T E

O =15 o/ 1+ 20V T Ty /(5= 20)] -
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AR Y AL ACOXTA TEARR BB TRFIE(F L)
PEHNTEHNE(S 0 B)hty ERT > B¢ dhn & BERG
H,, t10g(S,(t) /S, (t)) <o & % = B & H,, :log(S,(t) / S, (1))>5 - Ak
N log(S (1) /Sp(t)) 2= B ™ A28 > Fot— HHET R S Avar e st

";,]v_jt_i:%x%g Bo 0 PIER H,, ° Eﬁ"%%;—ﬂ??bg %:«gﬂgsg 0

3.1 2 CoxBA| T2 2Ly M T

F 3ok & vt bk & (proportional hazard)z. E3X > B

“J
¢‘<t
&t
F_&

Cox #3212 ™ 24 10g(S, (1) / S, (1)) 2- R #f ™ B - FF e FATHE 2ty
Cox #-4]4p it & s 2ehh & Sl
A(t|z) = A, (t)exp(Bz)
Ho 75 gl n|cfp il 2=0 R &5 4 B3Rt BJIEE 5
o A PR ATE > Blz=1> A(t) 5 A R *& 3 f(baseline hazard
function) -

i Cox HoAlz ™ » H i ik

Y

S(t|z) =exp{-A,(t)exp(S2)} -

B AM) AL GG TF 4o
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S(t]z=1))__ AL = Ayt (—exp(g) -
og[s(tlzzo)j— Ao®)eXP(52) = (~Ao (1) = A (0)(1-xp(5))

£ SOBY =Y exp(A2) M) « ¢ JO=1(X 1) - 7l

At) = jOWdN(u) HONW=2I(X<u) -

ERe Aot A ul 5 BeAy(t) i 3R 0 Bl i ST B3 S
S(t|z) = exp{—f\o (t)exp(ﬁz)} ’

@- W T RS G S S

Og{§(t|z:1)

S(t] 2= 0)} =—Ao()exp(Bz) + Ay(t) = A, (t) (1— exp(ﬁ’)) .

BEFAPL R

Stlz=1)) , (S(tlz=1)
Jﬁ{log(émz:m} IOg(S(t|z:O)J}

~Jn { A, (t)(l— exp(ﬁ)) — A, (t)(1- exp(ﬂ))}

In{Ro(0 - A0} =V {A,0)(L- exp(B)) - A O (1-exp()]

7 & exp(ﬁ) ~ exp(,b’)+(,5’—,8)exp(ﬂ) ;

B oo

hfiufa-ew(3))-A00-e9(0)
RV

exp(B) V(Ao (0~ Ao () +3n (B B)A, )] -
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S(t|z=1) S(t|z=1)
Jﬁ{log(é(uz=o)]_log[s(t|z—o)}}

(Ao~ 20) ~exp(B) |V (Ao - A ) + V0 (- B) Ao 0}
= (1-exp(A)VN{( Ao ()= Ao (0))| —exp(ANN (B~ B) Ao(D) -

RGPV

A»

3(1)(ﬂ,t)=%5(°)(ﬁ,t)=izi exp(62,)3,(t) -

S(Z)(ﬂ’t) :aa_ﬂzzs(o)(ﬂ’t) :iziz exp(ﬂzi)‘]i(t) ’

E(B1)=S"(B)1SP(BY) -
V(B.)=5(B.)/ 5 (8.0~ (E(BY
=SSOSO~ (S (BY1SO(B) -
b(®) = [, E(Bu)dA(u) -

t 1 ~

a(t)=n j dA,(u) -

0 S(O)(B,u)
cl=n" jo’v (B,u)S®(B,u)dA,(u) -

Andersen % 4 (1993)4c Billingsley(1968)z F* » & na%iT>t @& 55 < fF »

(VA {As®- A, ), Jﬁ{;@—ﬂ}) & 4 Jeac (W(H)-b)Y, ) # ¢

W) s - BH2E5 0 $B#ial) s YL HZ @0 &

B (o2) ¥ A - T ¢h Andersen % 4 (1993)7 M 1 W (L) 22
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YRipIZ bz -

FUt 0 F nARTT R G S

§(t|z:1) S(t|z=1)
\/ﬁ{log£§(t|z_o)]_log{s(uz:o)}

—>(1-exp(B)){W (t) ~b(t)Y } —exp(B) A, (1)Y

= (1—-exp(B))W (t) — {(1—exp(3))b(t) + exp(B) A, (1)} Y = L(t) -
A e L(t) e R ik
ot (t) = Var(L(t))
= Var((1—exp(8))W (t) - {(1—exp(8))b(t) + exp(B) A, (1)} Y )
= (1—exp(B))” Var(W (t)) + {(1—exp(5))b(t) + exp(B)A, (1)} Var(Y)
= (1-exp(8))"a(t) + {(1-exp(8) )b(t) + exp(AA, (B} (07) " -
Ao Bvat) s bt) s A) 2 ol R ETE
&1(t) = (1—exp(B))*at) +{—exp(B)b(t) + exp(B) A, (F (67) ™ -
Billingsley(1968)z 7 &62(t) % o’ (t) ch—- K E & -
Andersen % 4 (1993)z F :a(t) ~ b(t) ~ A (t) 2 072 HFHEF * T 7|
FF kR

k(t) d

A )= S
o0 EZ[‘_la.(ti)expr.)
. U d
a(t)=n)_ '

(Y09 0ew(pz)| |
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b(t) = %d ZI L2 )exp(4Z, )
- {Z. 3, () exp(BZ, )}

" % Sz W)ewdz) [ 30 z3,0)exw(3z) |
(0} — =
’ ST @)exp(Bz) | Y3 E)exp(Bz,)

Fl#t > +335% Slutsky’s Theorem

0 M 0 w
f{l g[ S(tl2=0 )J 'g[s(t|2=0)} o, L0 _

o (t) L(t)
Jn sup {Iog[ 5(t12 _1))|09(S(|_1)j}
fostsn S(t]z=0) s(t12=0) = sup L'(t)=L"(t) -

o (t) To<t<ry

F g A E Flog(S(t]z=1)/S(t]z=0))~ H T R 5

~ S(t]z=1) YN . ,
CLBC_{IOQ{—SA(HZ:O)J I(a)aL(t)/\/ﬁ,t [70’71]}

B () 5 L")t af & ol

3.2 BRRHBERT LAY IR T

#7T %k A&+ Freitag & 4 (2006) ~ Parzen % * (1997) 1 %

Mckeague fr Zhao(2002)#73% &\ e f& > 2 ZH L H T F o

3.2.1 EBAR T

£ r(t)=1log(S,(t)/S,(t)) > %% Freitag ¥ * (2006)i% i p 242 & =

22
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d(t) 591001 — @)% & 6 T K2 # S > B P chd 2 r B s TR
r(t) e100(L— )% e ik R 0 2 T A %

CLB,, ={fps (1), t[z0,7,]} -

322 &t kT

* < %% Freitag & £ (2006)z% = i”fte[ro,q] r(t) 5910001 — )% 3 4 ~ J

W
\1-

=
’T

(r

L7 MR 2o %i”fte[ro,q] r(t) c7100(l-a)% 4 = & = v 5 > PlIE

F3
\%r
‘F‘i\

L B H,, o ARATE LY G 1F

£ w, 4K n( inf r(t)— inf r(t)) i gy 100(l-a) p A~ =

te[z’o z'l te[ro Tl

o Bl

P(f (tel[fnfr]r(t)—tel[yff r(t)j jzl—a » (3.2.2.1)

He w #d

1-a

F( inf £ (t)— inf r(t)j ..., B

te[zg.73] te[zg.7]

1% 100(l—-a) F & =#cde L m3t o i

J_( inf ¢ (t)j - JK, inf]F(t)
(I-a) o

te[ro rl]

d(3.2.2. )58+ ¥ |nf r(t)mlOO(l )% GiET A5

te[70.71]

K. s
o
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Flpt o 14 18 hybrid p 42 > inf r(t) #1100(1— )% 3 47 T B e I

te[ro rl

def ¥ 2§ ¥ - #eni o @aeinf r(t) #0000 @)% 3 9 TR

CLB,, &
14 (MM £ 1) | e gy | Moy +n1)( inf F*(t)j ,
Non, (M, +m,) Jeelron] n,n (M, +m,) \telro 7] (1-a)
He (infte[,o,q] fb*(t))(l_a) sinf E (), ..., nfg. .fs (t) % 100(1-e)

B A ke

3.2.3 H#HE>iE
k2 B g(S,(t),S,(t) = log(S,(t) / S, (t)) » K5 % fh— A% :
V (£) = () {1og(S, (1) / S, (1)) ~ log(S,(t) / S, (1))} -
27 U(1) 3 9(So(t). S, () B L - FIG(0) 5 T @dier KV ()T
BT

SR -

1945 Parzen & 4 ehv § > APV T AEAR KT 0 {V ()] S F o

V()= V(t){ 0] Us(t) + S(t)U()}

H
N

k=1

Ui(t):—nl’zéi(t)i[{ (%, zxij)}_ (x; <t)A, zu} i=0,1"

> B log(S,(t) / S, (1)) £1100(1— @)% 55 & 1 i & 3

2 G= SUP,, . ’\7(t)
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<

{|Og(§zg; j —ne(a)V(t); 7, <t< rl} ,

He ()i GAH g 20 A B e M2 I oA =

(GG} » Bl C(ar) =Gy gy » #712 10g(S, (1) / S, (1)) 57100(L— )% 5

£ 47T % CLB, ;

S,(t A _
{log(gzitgj—n PGy 2w (1); T StSrl} o

3.2.4 =B SR

%+ Mckeague f- Zhao(2002) » 7 4 0(t) = S,(t) / S, (t) ibriT
100(L— )% % ¥ % & 3
0, =TT =dy/ o+ )N T o / (= A)]

O =TT [t~ dy £ (5 + )] T [ dog / ( — 2]

Ao FRREEE TR AE 0 A - BRARE
w(A)=c,[6.6] ¥ #O(t) 7100(1-a) ez i T &

l Ky (1) ] Ko (t) I}
o :Hi=1 [1_d1i /(r +/1L)]/Hi:1 [1_d0i (e _/,i“L)] °
gd dE 4 A F (transformation-preserving property) > # & log(6(t))

£1100(1- )% 1 # % & CLB,,, &
Ky (t) Ko (t)
log(6)) Iog(H |09(H — P
j j L j o _/1L
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4.1 ™ iZ
A2 A 7 e Cox #1503 Tt ahip ig T CLB &2 Freitag ¥ 4
(2006) ~ Parzen % 4 (1997)12 2 Mckeague = Zhao(2002) #7#& I e f&

-

47 % CLB,, ~ CLB,, ~ CLB,4rCLB,,, 2 & Z#% 2 -] (size) » #

e

Zte{Yij:rosYierl} CLB(t) N r(t)‘
Jn

r(t) = log(S,(t)/S,(t) 2 E & > T3 GH T hEE E2 TiopEd T4

T=

JARF(R AR T RS D EARRIT 0 BHET R ehsizedr ] ) A
SORLRI ] e — B pERY R A |CLB(t) — r(t)| i » B 18 LB 3] 2 97
# [CLB(t) —r(t)| & 4c 2 FAUSEEN XN 3 = S SLY ek e TR
L G AP R PRk Sy et R SR AR e T g

0 B &

i
Si(t):exp{—(%] ] »t>0> >0 4 >0>1i=0,1-

AR B ST e SRR AR Sy, =10 ¢ B Sk
A, =100¢0% faa > T30k & 4 =100 0 ¢ =fcm, =69.315 o A

o e rdR ek Soliey ot R Sl A A B G
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=1> 4, =50(z, =50 > m, =34.657) ~

=1> 4,=70 (1,=70 > m, =48.520) ~

=1> 4,=90 (z4=90 > m =62.383)

=0.95 » 4, =50 (1 =51.170 » m, =33.995) -

=1.05 > A4, =50 (g =49.039 > m, =35.268) -
TRFRTEFNR I AL FEIRER Lo E Y w 3D
S S BOPR O G B Y ePIERE o 4 2K MR RV (0, R) 0 Rd %12
v ) (censoring proportion) pi+-z_» % g p=0,0.2,0.5 e3> & ik

Acs 0 0 £ A (n,, n,)=(50,50), (100, 100), 2 #& {25 - ELiR| pF

2_# ¥ (z,, 7,) » (20, 100) -

4.2 B s %

W= B 1000 = > B E K @ =005 R T 0 B E K R

i o 28 5 \0.05%0.95/1000 ~0.007 » 7 2 B4EE 22 T 5 £ 30
BEWE B EG4>0(0936,0964)2 FF o £ 124 24055 Ad e
¥ & #c'F 5 50 £ 100 o757 > CLB 22 CLB,, —CLB,,, 2 % ¥ # % &
PEOREENREY PV FRAH AT P T VREE 2 Rl

FEI A~ R 2095

L
I
b
|
‘FE\

AT R CLB.,2 B E4s%
BRI @ B X T R SRRl iz i T CLB,, 821t CLB. % > it

FERAT O REBIGTERART ED 095 G dE-kE - Parzen



A7) g 2 ER N RNBEE T ACLB, 2 REWR S FIE
KU B3 5 (p=0,02)pF » ¥ ¥ E | &2 R TG E -k 0.95
K TD B4 s T A hFRE o AR T R RS2 R
## 0.95 i3 g -k # o @ Mckeague - Zhao(2002) #7#& 1 :7CLB,, 82 X
FRE AR > LT P AR UG 05 R TR EW I Y
Fa095 0@ BFTORAR & HR RIEKT 0 11 Cox A #riE
HenCLB snf Fs 5 B3t B A2 P73k L2 Gf -k 0.95 f 5 4%
AT AT R de - B HE R 4T 0.95 iR HE T R o
2324459 2 AHF 5 50 100 «0fF25T > CLB, &

CLB,,—CLB,, 2 T @& - 82 ACLB,, 2. T & £ ¢h> & FICLB, 2 %

CLB, T g $% R &l e Fl A % Ut 5% 4 (p=0, 0.2)pF » CLB, &
REWBF R asE Ah T T 095 BHE-KE > AT A G
% % (p=0,02)pF » &~ EH & * Parzen % % (1997)4# 1 ehCLB, % 2

f]"'“?ifﬂﬁ’!fg ﬁ'ﬁ—“‘ A ooom é—_’;}: PLL G+ (p:OS)]{F‘_} s 'ﬂ_'ﬁv-ﬂ- #E R
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7 CLB, st 3] & ~ #13k € 0.95 R #g k&> #7rig ¢ CLB,, *T 4 2
T BEH S o RO GRS pE o A2 v RiER i@ * CLB, § &
PR T R o F A F AP TR LR S b R R

AR T L ¥ CLB § TR ehZ 4 T & 0 715 CLB & - B ¥ k&

FHIT 0D PRI T R > 2B DT E )‘I&L{CLBC.,@E

FLERESFET oo FRUL 6 5 (p=0,0.2)pF » Ao iERKE
Parzen % 4 (1997)# e Z2 R T R » FIZ AT R 2 4r
Mckeague - Zhao(2002) 4% ) s> = > T Edr] » i & size #-] »
MomorE iz G R B R ERRG HRIT E ak PU bl (p=0.5)

PF o A2 2Ezk @ * Mckeague - Zhao(2002)# d1 e 2 » F1 5 N G s

P A2 BAET R R E RS A BN PR L2 0.95 Kk
A AT A BB R ESK 0 A BRI Cox fElde
mCLB ’ ITF] L f ﬁ’?—f ) Bb |§ T“}ﬁ: : I—— J- IE"L ;a»_# 4 * > h,_'_,‘:}: 5 95

K 2R 2ZTE
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$I% FoA¥
RHE A g IR 7 -] 2 (Meterans Administration Lung

Cancer Study Group)i& {7 — 78§k 8% > #4137 i fe & 9% g £ g8
ARRE A ERLI P CEER PR AP B R R E
LSRN R S N R S R R L
T AaFREAF /AN AT > ALFHE RFF= o RgE
Fe% o A AR AT B8 - SOBLIRIEDPE I S SRR e e ORI
% 5> ot T %k 5 Kalbfleisch §= Prentice (1980) s ¥i4k— o H ¢
A AE R A F 69 o WA B R B A KU B 5 0,072 AR
Bm A 68 o K AHS 44 0 KV B 5 0.059 e

B %03 % Sl Kaplan-Meier 32 § >R 20 d B 27 &> 3 &

B
|

WA - BRAnen TR RS > A S TR RRENR > - B

7k

7
3 SHT LG PROLE A SN 20 2 B RIS
A g S S BiE BrP B e Y A e B P A% 100 2 2% o

et Sl B A 2B 0.2 A 4 HHE 160 2 15 ARl

Il
Th
E,«
ot
\—\

SRR A e TR B R AR PO R
A FEF 2T q Freitag ¥ 4 (2006)4% 1 ik Bhig €2 B E B S P
AiE 3 Pl A2 AR R R R 095 0 1l A F X7 34365 1E Bk

o F AF A U9 Freitag % 4 (2006)#% ) e+ T R e
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i ¥ CLB, ~ Parzen & £ (1997)3% I enficd & 2 91 0w &
3 #f T B CLB, 2 Mckeague §= Zhao(2002) #7#% ) 12 555 L0 & Borrid
Hem &SI T K CLB,, & 7225 fhde 2 @ 2 ikt £ Tk G
Schoenfeld residual test(H, :# 3 Fd & & b bl b "% 3K ) >
P-value=0. 112>0. 05 ¢ #7r pt £ FHd 53 &0t G| b "k 3K > APy & *
2 g Cox A St £ T fdie s o

Btk T2 W L5 % 5=109(0.8) =—0.223 - FLip|pF [T B~[24,143] > ~
4B F R L 0.050 0 T 5 E St & o Kaplan-Meier 73 @22 o
Rt T RERR 3 M3 T v w D E TR

TR Y Mt -0.223 gk oFreitag ¥ 4 (2006)4% ! infte[%m] r(t) &
95% % ¥ ™ B ek ] @ 5 —0.761 %% -0.223 > @ Parzen & 4 (1997)#%
MenE & GHE T O &) B 5 —1.188 2 Mckeague - Zhao(2002) #7#% !
S BR S E HeT & R T R 5 —2.3794 % 143 -0.223 0 7
Cox #i-4] #72& HehCLB & | & 7 -0.758 » 3+ -0.223 » F]yt v f& 3 2
RO ER Y R F UG Y e Tt WA s E R AR T R k] 27
242y e K 34 ¥4y Freitag % 4 (2006)3% o) c7CLB,, f i
Fe A PR PR ey s e 0 @ Parzen ¥ 4 (1997) -

Mckeague §= Zhao(2002)f-r2 Cox #-3| #r4& 41 eCLB, ~ CLB,,, = CLB,

TR ELEFE R GRS Fo e g RAPHIES B E
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¥ i 2L > I;Ea—;f}%

e S Bl
AU RS fp2 BRI T R 729 fhie T v S U Freitag
4 (2006)# 1 niE Bk R E B T R e w2 BT R

FICLB, f3k P b1 < pF o TR R E SO X L0 0.95 ok
Bz bo P BT E REASTEHZ RHET R size ] 0 &
wATER 2 R R 2 L B 4237 0 @ Mckeague fr Zhao(2002)
#ER T

S B ehCLB,, AR UL bR A P ARV U FEP TR

9095 g k2 P o EAP - BEG 095 GHEKEATET R o

AN

FEACTAHE L GIR & BEX 0 7 Cox WAl #ehCLB, & - B 13
ik 41T 0.95 T R 0 2 B Eo] enT & Bm friE
TRhE I Rtk e -

AR A GESESL IR EFET PRI AET L B

eng i B TAEY Bk R Blde B B Slied? Rl B oo

Ak e Silka FE S F R R A Bk FEY B
AR N AR AT A g A2 R o AR

U BE AR T 2R d TN R B T AR PR

PR S g ek R RS R e T Ry g
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#1 &

¥ -k #a=0.05"n,=n=50

?‘:}: xé‘\lﬁ,&} ;‘% p:o, 02, 0.5

P > CLB,% CLB_,—CLB,, 2 B I 5 B3 i o
a A p CLB, CLB, CLB., CLB, CLB,,
1 50 0 0.943 0.794 0.911 0.985 1.000
1 50 0.2 0.915 0.764 0.880 0.977 0.993
1 50 0.5 0.918 0.496 0.742 0.843 0.954
1 70 0 0.968 0.789 0.898 0.990 0.998
1 70 0.2 0.961 0.759 0.875 0.991 0.987
1 70 0.5 0.960 0.697 0.889 0.976 0.983
1 90 0 1.000 0.783 0.962 0.995 0.998
1 90 0.2 1.000 0.743 0.955 0.994 0.989
1 90 0.5 1.000 0.712 0.966 0.992 0.988
0.95 50 0 0.893 0.805 0.899 0.980 0.999
0.95 50 0.2 0.881 0.768 0.876 0.981 0.989
0.95 50 0.5 0.877 0.508 0.755 0.842 0.928
1.05 50 0 0.964 0.785 0.912 0.987 0.999
1.05 50 0.2 0.926 0.764 0.888 0.980 0.990
1.05 50 0.5 0.924 0.477 0.729 0.809 0.928
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2 &

BE k#a=0.05>n=n=100* XI5 5 p=0,0.2,05

P > CLB,% CLB_,—CLB,, 2 B I 5 B3 i o

a A p CLB, CLB, CLB., CLB, CLB,,
1 50 0 0.956 0.751 0.920 0.995 0.999
1 50 0.2 0.937 0.767 0.898 0.989 0.995
1 50 0.5 0.917 0.507 0.731 0.844 0.955
1 70 0 0.968 0.739 0.879 0.991 0.997
1 70 0.2 0.954 0.757 0.896 0.994 0.994
1 70 0.5 0.936 0.729 0.914 0.979 0.991
1 90 0 0.999 0.761 0.931 0.995 0.997
1 90 0.2 0.999 0.755 0.943 0.998 0.996
1 90 0.5 1.000 0.750 0.952 0.995 0.996
0.95 50 0 0.897 0.759 0.922 0.986 0.999
0.95 50 0.2 0.866 0.771 0.892 0.987 0.995
0.95 50 0.5 0.859 0.504 0.740 0.840 0.958
1.05 50 0 0.974 0.748 0.919 0.982 0.999
1.05 50 0.2 0.933 0.765 0.894 0.985 0.995
1.05 50 0.5 0.926 0.492 0.707 0.827 0.950
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%3 axpF ka=005,n=—n=50r s i p=0 0205

p% » CLB % CLB,, ~CLB,, 2 T & » T, =|CLB, - 4|/+/n -

a, A P CLB, CLB., CLB.,, CLB, CLB,,
1 50 0 1.294 2.578 5.806 3.755 7.823
1 50 0.2 0.984 2.261 5.414 3.391 6.544
1 50 0.5 0.525 1.225 2.720 1.916 3.866
1 70 0 1.184 1.902 3.341 3.098 6.153
1 70 0.2 0.955 1.705 3.063 2.711 5.331
1 70 0.5 0.585 1.251 2.811 2.000 3.632
1 90 0 1.094 1551 2.158 2.571 5.088
1 90 0.2 0.902 1.387 1.973 2.395 4.507
1 90 0.5 0.607 1.140 1.868 1.824 3.313
0.95 50 0 1.142 2.490 5.224 3.599 7.631
0.95 50 0.2 0.899 2.202 4.898 3.244 6.379
0.95 50 0.5 0.487 1.199 2.541 1.860 3.777
1.05 50 0 1.442 2.658 6.365 3.812 8.025
1.05 50 0.2 1.094 2.317 5.971 3.531 6.638
1.05 50 0.5 0.538 1.257 2.917 1.929 3.931
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%4 aagF ka=005,pn =n=100r % s* % p=0,0.205

p% » CLB % CLB,, ~CLB,, 2 T & » T, =|CLB, - 4|/+/n -

a A p CLB, CLB, CLB., CLB, CLB,,
1 50 0 1.340 2.312 6.740 3.860 10.782
1 50 0.2 1.031 2.121 6.154 3.415 8.995
1 50 0.5 0.543 1.268 3.435 2.103 5.291
1 70 0 1.227 1.753 3.702 3.106 8.513
1 70 0.2 0.999 1.591 3.416 2.809 7.354
1 70 0.5 0.605 1.230 3.265 2.027 7.012
1 90 0 1.121 1.462 2.162 2.718 7.048
1 90 0.2 0.945 1.337 2.043 2.444 6.221
1 90 0.5 0.628 1.066 1.871 1.889 6.382
0.95 50 0 1.147 2.236 6.051 3.691 10.509
0.95 50 0.2 0.924 2.046 5.520 3.293 8.795
0.95 50 0.5 0.497 1.229 3.140 2.046 7.324
1.05 50 0 1.528 2.389 7.442 3.975 11.069
1.05 50 0.2 1.131 2.195 6.830 3.441 9.181
1.05 50 0.5 0.564 1.299 3.714 2.180 7.649
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