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Abstract

In this paper we propose a new regression method with censored responses
when some censoring indicators are missing at random. We assume a parametric
(linear or nonlinear) model for the regression function, and the vector parameter
is estimated by randomly weighted least squares. The weights in the least
squares criterion are presmoothed Kaplan-Meier weights which take the missing
censoring indicator problem into account. We give the conditions under which
the proposed method is consistent. Extensive simulations to investigate the
finite sample performance of the regression parameter estimator and a real data
illustration are included. The proposed estimator is compared to a multiple
imputation type estimator. One of the conclusions is that no one of the methods
dominates the other.

Key words: Kaplan-Meier, multiple imputation, presmoothing, semipara-
metric censoring

1 Introduction

In Survival Analysis and in other fields, censored data appear. Let Y be a re-
sponse variable (e.g. a lifetime) which is observed under right-censoring, so one
is only able to observe the pair (Z,§) where Z = min(Y, C) is the observed re-
sponse, 6 = I (Y < C) is the censoring indicator, and C' stands for the potential
censoring time. Besides, let X be a p-dimensional vector of covariates. In many
applications, one will be interested in the regression model

Y =f(X;6p) +¢

where ¢ is a zero-mean error term and f(z;6) is a parametric (linear, nonlinear)
specification for the regression function f(z) = E[Y|X = z|, with 6 varying in
a subset © of the g-dimensional Euclidean space; g is reserved for the true



(unknown) regression parameter. In Survival Analysis this model is usually
identified as an accelerated failure time model; in such a case, the Y represents
a logarithmic transformation of the lifetime. Given an iid sample (X;, Z;,0;),
i=1,..,n, of (X,Z,9), consistent estimation of the regression parameter 6 is
given by the minimizer of

01— Zwl 1Z; — f(X3;0)],

i=1

where W; is the Kaplan-Meier weight attached to the lifetime Z;, i = 1,...;n
(see Stute, 1999, and references therein).

In some instances, however, the censoring indicators §; may not be observed
completely. For example, in clinical trials, individuals may fail from multiple
causes, one of which is of interest. The time to death from the cause of interest
may be censored by a death from a different cause. However, sometimes the
cause of death may be unavailable; for example documenting whether or not
death is attributable to the cause of interest may require information that is
lost or not collected to save expenses, or it may be difficult to determine the
cause of death for some patients. In such situations, some censoring indicators
are missing, and the sampling information is restricted to (X;, Z;, &:0;,&;), ¢ =
1,...,n, iid copies of (X, Z,£4,£), where £ = 1 when ¢ is available (and £ = 0
otherwise). Under the assumption of missingness at random, namely

P =1]2,0) = P(¢ = 1]2),

efficient estimation of the marginal survival function of Y was proposed by van
der Laan and McKeague (1998). These authors introduced a nonparametric
maximum likelihood estimator based on reduced data produced by a discretiza-
tion of Y. Later, Wang and Ng (2008) (see also Subramanian, 2004) provided
alternative estimators based on some preliminary presmoothing of the data.
Basically, the alternative method consists in replacing each (missing) censoring
indicator 0; by some fitted value m,,(Z;) to the probability of uncensoring for Z;.
Comparisons between this approach and that in van der Laan and McKeague
(1998) suggest that the presmoothing approach may be preferable in practice
(same references). Recently, Subramanian (2009) compared parametric pres-
moothing methods to multiple imputation methods in the same setup. See
our Section 2 for further details. However, none of these papers consider the
regression framework.

Our "missing at random” (MAR) condition is given by
P=1|X,Z,0)=PE=1X,2).

This condition states that the variables £ and § are conditionally independent
given X and Z. This assumption is weaker than ”missing completely at ran-
dom” (MCAR), which states the independence between £ and (X, Z, ). Wang



and Shen (2008) introduced a substitute for Beran’s estimator of the condi-
tional survival function of Y given X by using MAR. Gijbels, Lin and Ying
(1993) investigated the Cox regression model under MCAR, while McKeague
and Subramanian (1998) provided an alternative approach to estimation. Subra-
manian (2000) considered estimation under the Cox model and proportionality
of the conditional hazards of Y and C given X. Goetghebeur and Ryan (1995)
analyzed competing risks survival data with proportional hazards regression
models under MAR, and Chen et al. (2009) extended their approach to deal
with possibly non-proportional baseline hazards. Finally, Zhou and Sun (2003)
adapted the additive hazards regression model (Lin and Ying, 1994) to the miss-
ing censoring indicators problem. However, for the best of our knowledge, the
accelerated failure time model has not been addressed in this context.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce
the proposed estimator of the vector parameter 6, and we give the conditions
under which it is consistent. In Section 3 we provide an extensive simulation
study which allows to investigate the finite sample behaviour of the proposed
estimator. A real data illustration is given in Section 4. Main conclusions and
a final discussion is reported in Section 5.

2 The estimators. Consistency

Starting with the complete case, let Z(;) < ... < Z(,) be the ordered Z-sample,
where (by convention) uncensored cases preceed the censored ones in the case
of ties. We denote by (Xm,d[i]) the (X, d) value attached to Z(;) (i.e. the i-th
concomitant), so the Kaplan-Meier weight attached to Z(;) is given by

- 0w
W = n—z—l—lH[ n—j+1

Stute (1999) proposed the minimizer of

0 — Z W — f(Xi;0)]°

as a consistent estimator of §. Of course, this estimator can not be computed
when some censoring indicators are missing. In the following, we propose a
possible modification of the weights W(;) to overcome this issue.

Introduce m(x,z) = P(0 = 1|1X = z,Z = z), and let m(.;3) denote a
parametric family containing the true m(.). Under MAR we have m(z,z) =
P(b=1|X =x,Z = z,£ = 1) and hence the model m(.; 3) may be consistently



fitted via maximization of the conditional likelihood of the observed censoring
indicators, this is

B T m(Xi, Zi 3)% 1 — m(X;, Zis 8)) " (1)
&i=1

(Lu and Tsiatis, 2001). Let (,, be the corresponding maximizer, and introduce
mp(z,2) = m(x, z; 6,). Put

Z() T ma (X1, Z(5))
Wiy ) = = H{ S

When P(§ = 1) = 1, these are the presmoothed Kaplan-Meier weights intro-
duced in de Ufia-Alvarez and Rodriguez-Campos (2004). These authors es-
tablished the strong consistency of general empirical integrals based on these
weights. Here we give the same result in the context of missing censoring in-
dicators. As in Stute (1999), two identifiability conditions are needed to cope
with the censoring; these are:

(i) Y and C are independent,
(ii) P(6 =1|X,Y) = P(6 =1]Y)

On the other hand, for the estimator m,,, a uniform convergence condition
is needed, namely

(U) sup,. , |mn(z, 2) —m(z,z)| — 0 with probability 1

See Dikta (1998, 2000) for conditions under which (U) holds for m,,(x, z) =
m(x, z; Bn). For completeness, we report here the consistency result. We denote
by H the distribution function of Z. Introduce

FRy(w,y) = P(X <,Y <yAp)
where 7 = inf {z: H(z) = 1}.
Theorem 1. Assume that H is continuous, (i), (ii) and (U) hold, and

|g0 U, V) \F)O(Y(du dv)
— H(v))?

is satisfied for some p > 0. Then, with probability 1,

n

> Woo(ma)el(Xio, Z) = [ Py

i=1

Proof. See the proof to Theorem 2.1 in de Ufia-Alvarez and Rodriguez-
Campos (2004).H



As in Stute (1999), Theorem 1 is enough to get consistency of the minimizer
of

- 2
0 — Z Weiy(mn) [Zay — F(Xu:0)] 7, (2)
i=1
say 0,(my), provided that the function f(x;#) fulfills a number of regularity
conditions. Introduce the following assumptions:

(iii) EY? < oo,

(iv) © is compact,

(v) f(z;6) is continuous in 6 for each x,

(vi) f(x; ) M (z) for some integrable function M,
(

vii) L(0,00) = E{(f(X;6) — f(X;60))*} > 0 for each 6 # 6.

The second moment assumption (iii) is always needed in least-squares es-
timation. Assumptions (iv) and (v) guarantee that 6,(m,) exists. (iv) and
(vi) are not needed for linear regression, while (v) is evidently true in this case.
Condition (vi) together with (v) and dominated convergence guarantee that all
relevant integrals (such as L) are continuous in . Finally, (vii) guarantees that
6o may be identified from a sample of (X,Y)’s. It holds true for linear f if
X has a finite second moment and is not concentrated on a hyperplane. For
notational convenience, we assume without further mention that 7z equals the
upper limit of the lifetime distribution; in such a case, F% is just the joint
distribution function of (X,Y"). When the support of C' is contained in that of
Y, a proper modification of L is needed; see equation (1.2) in Stute (1999) for
further details.

Theorem 2. Under (i)-(vii) and (U), 6,(m,) — 6y with probability 1.
Proof. See the proof to Theorem 1.1. in Stute (1999).H

An alternative weighted least-squares estimator for # under MAR may be in-
troduced through a multiple imputation strategy. Let K be a fixed, positive inte-
ger (the number of imputations) and, for each i, let dp; , be a Bernoulli(my (X, Z(;)))
random variable, k = 1,..., K. Put

K
Of) = &40 + (L — &) 251] k
k:

where §[; is the value of § attached to Z(;), and let /W(i) be the imputed Kaplan-
Meier weight which is obtained by replacing dj; by 25\[” in the definition of W(;.
Let 6,, = arg ming Dy W(Z-) (Zy — F( Xy 9)]2. For the problem of estimating
the marginal distribution of Y, Subramanian (2009) suggested that the multiple

imputation strategy may be preferable when the parametric model m(.; 3) is
miss-specified. However, when the parametric model is correct, it was shown



that multiple imputation suffers from a larger variance. In the following Section,
we compare by simulations 6,,(m,,) to ,. It will be seen that, in our regression
context, no one of these two methods dominates the other.

3 Simulation study

In this Section we provide a simulation study in order to illustrate the rela-
tive performance of the presmoothed and the multiple imputation estimators,
0., (my,,) and 0,, respectively. We consider the scenario simulated in de Una-
Alvarez and Rodriguez-Campos (2004). Namely, we proceed as follows: fix real
numbers 61g, 029, and b; > 0;

(I) Draw X ~ U(0,1)

(II) Given X, draw Y ~ Weibull (a1(X),b1) where a1(x) = exp(f10 + 0207)

(III) Draw independently C' ~ Weibull(az,bs) where az = exp(f19) and
by = by

(IV) Compute Z =Y AC and § = 1{y<cy

Note that assumptions (i) and (ii) in the previous Section hold due to the
independence between C' and (X,Y). Our simulation plan results in a logistic
model for m, under which § and Z are conditionally independent given X;
namely

b10
m(l’,Z) _ eXp( 1 201')

== 3
1+ exp(b10207) ®)

It is easily seen that the simulated (X,Y") follow the loglinear regression model

1
InY = —910 — 920X + b*E
1

where ¢ follows an extreme value distribution, independent of the covariate.
Hence, in our simulated example we have f(z;600) = —019 — 202 after per-
forming a log-transformation of the response, i.e. the log-linear case. Since
E(e) = —0.57722, a systematic bias in the estimation of the intercept will ap-
pear; this bias is removed in Tables referred below. Parametric presmoothing
was considered, under the logistic assumption

o exp(Bro + Baox + B302)
m{@, 7 fo) = 1+ exp(Bio + G20 + F302) (4)

Note that the true m given in (3) belongs to this parametric family. Under the
simulated example, the proportion of uncensored responses equals

L {1 + eXP(51920)} .

E =
(6) bl 020 2




Table 1: True parameter values in the logistic model for the probability of
non-missingness and cases (b), (¢) and (d). CP and MP stand for censoring
percentage and missing rate respectively.

MP=33% MP=67%

CP(%) 10 Y20 Y30 710 Y20 730

7(z, z) = w(x) — 0 -1.4436 0 0 1.4436 0
(Case (b))

m(z, z) = 7(2) 10 -1 0 2.8 1 0 2.8

(Case (c)) 28 -1 0 1 1 0 -1

45 -0.5 0 -0.5 0.5 0 0.5

62 0 0 -1.35 0 0 1.35

w(z, z) = w(x, z) 10 0 -2 2 0 2 -2

(Case (d)) 28 0 -092 -092 0 092 0092

45 0 -4 2.3 0 4 -23

62 0 1 -2.55 0 -1 2.55

We considered the case by = 1. Given by, the value of the slope 059 was fixed
in order to obtain five censoring percentages, about 10, 28, 45 and 62% of
censoring. The intercept 619 was chosen to be zero in all the cases

In order to introduce some missingness in the censoring indicators, we consid-
ered four different situations for the function 7(z,2) = P({ = 1| X =2, Z = 2):
(a) m(x,z) = 7, which means that the value of (X, Z) does not influence the
probability of missingness (MCAR); (b) 7(x, z) free of z but dependent on x;
(¢) m(z, 2) free of & but dependent on z; and (d) 7(x, z) depending on both x
and z. A logistic model of the form

m(z, 2;7) = exp(710 + Y202 + 30%)
e 1+ exp(y10 + Y20% + Y302)

was used in all the situations, for imposing a percentage of missingness of 33%
or 67%. In Table 1 we report the +’s for each situation. Note that the obvious
situation (a) is not reported in the Table 1, while for situation (b) (unlike for
(c) and (d)) the same triplet (710,720,730) leads to a given missingness rate
independently of the censoring degree.

Given the scenario with missing censoring indicators, we fitted the pres-
moothing function m(x, z; By) via maximization of (1) and then we computed
the minimizer 6,,(m,) = (61n,602,) of the weighted least squares criterion (2).

We also computed the multiple imputation estimator é\n = (é\ln, §2n) described

in the previous Section. Sample sizes of n =100 and n =500 were considered.
For each case, M =1,000 trials were performed. In Tables 2-5 we report the
bias, standard deviation (SD), and mean square error (MSE) of the estimator



of (minus) the intercept 61y along the simulations, these are

) o , 1/2
i X o -a)’ |

m=1

M
. 1 m
Bias(01,) = Qlofﬂ mzz:legn)a SD(b1n) =

MSE(0{"™) = Bias(61,,)? + SD(01n)2,

where 0%) stands for the estimator 6;,, when based on the m-th trial and 95;3 =
M1 2%21 957:). For comparison purposes, we included the figures pertaining
to é\ln; more specifically, we report the results corresponding to the best (in
the sense of achieving the minimum MSE) and the worst multiple imputation
estimators among those using K = 25 imputations at maximum. In all the
considered cases, the worst multiple imputation method was obtained for K =1,
that is, the single imputation estimator. However, the number of imputations
needed to achieve the smallest MSE varied. Tables 6-9 report the same kind
of figures but for the estimators of the slope (6a,, and 65,). We also included
in Tables 2-9 the results corresponding to the case with non missingness. For
this particular case, the Kaplan-Meier based least-squares estimator in Stute
(1999) (see also Stute, 1993) can be computed too; the results of this estimator
can be regarded as a ’'gold standard’ to which the remaining estimators can be
compared to. The figures of the Kaplan-Meier estimator are reported separately
in Table 10.

From Tables 2-10 we see that (for all the estimation methods) the bias, the
standard deviation, and the MSE for n = 500 are smaller than for n = 100,
and that they tend to increase when the censoring becomes heavier. These
features were expected. Also, the MSEs for the estimators of the slope are
greater than those of the intercept. We also see that, generally speaking, the
bias increases with the proportion of missingness. This is not always the case
when the probability of missingness is influenced by the observed lifetime Z
(Tables 4, 5, 8, and 9); in such cases, less bias may be obtained with higher
rates of missingness. In most of the situations, the standard deviation increases
with the missingness proportion; but some exceptions to this are found when
7(x, z) depends on both arguments, for a 10% of censoring. Up to moment we
have no explanation to these somehow counter-intuitive results.

The contribution of the standard deviation to the final MSEs is more impor-
tant than that associated to the bias terms, which are in general of a smaller
order. When comparing the several estimation methods through the attained
MSEs, we see that the multiple imputation method 6,, performs better than
the presmoothed estimator 6,,(m,,) only in 20.8% of the cases; besides, all the-
ses cases correspond to light censoring. This suggests that, in general, 6, (m,,)
could be preferable to @l, particularly when working under moderate to large
censoring levels. Moreover, when 6,, performs better, the optimal number of
imputations varies between 10 and 25; this variation makes the practical usage
of #,, complicated.
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Table 10: Bias,SD and MSE for Kaplan-Meier based estimator of the intercept
010 and the slope 59

910 920
n CP(%) Bias SD MSE Bias SD MSE
100 10 -0.0865 0.2936 0.0936 0.1303 0.4879 0.2548

28 -0.1406  0.3319 0.1298 0.1884 0.5538  0.3419
45 -0.1707 0.4381  0.2209 0.1306  0.7704 0.6100
62 -0.0993 0.5189 0.2789 -0.4193 0.9795 1.1342

500 10 -0.0330 0.1289  0.0177 0.0508 0.2160  0.0492
28 -0.0564 0.1461 0.0245 0.0773  0.2455  0.0662
45 -0.0723  0.1995  0.0450 0.0632  0.3673  0.1388
62 -0.0087 0.2880 0.0830 -0.3258 0.5596  0.4190

The comparison between the Kaplan-Meier estimator and the various esti-
mators adapted to missigness is of interest. Note that, with light censoring,
the MSE of the Kaplan-Meier (0% of missingness) is in general smaller than
that corresponding to the estimators working under a 33% or a 67% of miss-
ingness. This is of course intuitive. But the opposite occurs when we move to
the heavily censored case; then, the presmoothed and the multiple imputation
methods outperform the Kaplan-Meier estimator, even when they work with
fewer known values of §. This is because the informative censorship mechanism
which is introduced through the parametric specification of the function m(z, 2)
(see e.g. Dikta, 1998, 2000) compensates for the loosing of information on the
censoring indicators.

In order to investigate the robustness of the proposed method against miss-
specifications in the parametrization of the function m, we considered a second
simulated scenario in which C follows a uniform distribution on the (0,3) in-
terval. As discussed in de Ufia-Alvarez and Rodriguez-Campos (2004), this
automatically leads to a function m(z,z) which does not belong to the logis-
tic family. The results obtained (shown in Appendix A) were very similar to
those corresponding to the Weibull censoring. The MSE of the slope estima-
tors greatly increased in the heavily censored case, a fact that could be related
to the relative difficulties of the Kaplan-Meier estimator in the new scenario,
see Table 20 (note that, due to the changing in the censoring distribution, the
value of f59 needs to be adjusted in order to maintain a given censoring level).
In these cases with high censoring degree, the presmoothed and the multiple
imputation estimators again outperformed the Kaplan-Meier based estimator.
The proportion of cases in which multiple imputation reduced the MSE of the
presmoothed estimator was 25%, all of them corresponding to light censoring
(10%). Again, the optimal number of imputations varied largely. The conclu-
sion is that the proposed estimator 6,,(m,,) for the regression parameter § may
be quite robust against miss-specifications of the function m, and under mod-
erate to heavy censoring it performs at least as well as the multiple imputation
method.

17



4 Real data illustration

For illustration purposes, we have considered the PBC data set reported and
widely explained in Fleming and Harrington (1991), with n = 312 individuals.
In this example, the Y variable denotes survival time (in years) for primary
biliary cirrhosis (PBC) patients. Censoring from the right is provoked by the
end of following-up or by liver transplantation (187 censored times, or about
60% of censoring). We assumed a loglinear regression model on the bilirubin
level, taken in log scale (the X variable), that is

E[IHY | X} = 910 +920X.

Table 11 reports the (randomly weighted) least squares estimators for (610, f29)
via ordinary Kaplan-Meier, parametric presmoothed given by (2), and multiple
imputation. Note that for this data set we have no missing censoring indicator;
hence, we need to introduce some missingness in an artificial way. This is
interesting, since in this manner we can see if the estimators adapted to the
missing censoring indicator model provide values similar to those corresponding
to the case with completely observed censoring indicators. Given (X;, Z;), the
missingness indicator & was drawn from a Bernoulli model with parameter
(X, Z;), where the function 7(x, z) was chosen in four different ways: (a), (b),
(c), (d) cases explained in Section 3, according to the type of dependence on
the (z,z) variables. In Table 11, labels 1-4 for presmoothed (P) and multiple
imputation (MI) methods refer to these four scenarios. A logistic specification
for m(z,z) was used in all the situations, with the parameters fixed to give
approximately 33% and also 67% of missing proportion.

For the estimation of m(z,z), the logistic specification (4) was assumed;
some preliminary goodness-of-fit testing for the logistic model was performed
from the complete data, and the Hosmer-Lemeshow statistic (see Hosmer and
Lemeshow, 1989) reported a p-value of 0.902. For multiple imputation, we
considered a maximum number of imputations of K = 25. We only report the
minimum and the maximum estimates provided by the 25 multiple imputation
values. Both parametric presmoothing and multiple imputation methods were
applied also to the complete data (0% of missingness); this makes sense, since it
is known that presmoothing provides variance reduction with respect to Kaplan-
Meier weights (e.g. de Utia-Alvarez and Rodriguez-Campos, 2004).

From Table 11 we see that the estimates of the intercept 619 from the com-
plete data range from 1.7261 to 2.1876, and that presmoothing and multiple
imputation leads to a slight modification of the value reported by the Kaplan-
Meier weighted LSE (1.9308). The same happens for the slope 659, for which
the Kaplan-Meier based estimator gives -0.4909 and the modified Kaplan-Meier
weights give values ranging from -0.6782 to -0.4620. When considering the cases
with missing censoring indicators, we see that neither the missingness propor-
tion nor the possible dependencies on X and/or Z in (X, Z) seem to provoke
significant departures of the estimates with respect to the complete data case.
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Table 11: Estimators of intercept and slope for the PBC data,based on ordinary
Kaplan-Meier(KM), presmoothed(P1-P4), and multiple imputation (MI1-MI4)
weights

010 (intercept) 020 (logbilirubin)
MP(%) 0% 33%  67% 0% 33% 67%
KM 1.9308 - - -0.4909 - -
P1 2.0482 19952 2.0379 -0.5691 -0.5719 -0.5686
MI1 1.7261 1.7216 1.9301 -0.6782 -0.6121 -0.6212
2.1876  2.1520 2.1861 -0.4620 -0.4690 -0.5255

P2 - 2.0508  2.0204 - -0.5627  -0.5658
MI2 - 1.9377  1.9113 - -0.5873  -0.6078
- 2.1070  2.1526 - -0.4935 -0.5126
P3 - 2.0506  2.0540 - -0.5718  -0.5685
MI3 - 1.8749  1.9796 - -0.6167  -0.6329
- 2.1982  2.1738 - -0.4963  -0.5314
P4 - 2.1276  2.0176 - -0.5786  -0.5687
MI4 - 2.0588  1.9294 - -0.6376  -0.6130
- 2.1920  2.0979 - -0.5422  -0.5114

Finally, we mention that all the estimates for the slope support previous statis-
tical analysis for the PBC data set; that is, high bilirubin levels are associated
to poor survival prognosis.

5 Main conclusions

In this work a new estimator of the regression parameters in the censored accel-
erated failure time model has been introduced. The estimator is constructed by
using some preliminary estimation (or presmoothing) of the conditional proba-
bility of censoring given the observed time and the covariate vector. The method
proposed is adapted to the missing censoring indicators situation. The strong
consistency of the introduced estimator has been formally established. Besides,
a simulation study to investigate the finite sample performance of the estimator
has been conducted. An alternative estimator based on a multiple imputation
strategy has been considered in the simulations too. One of the main conclu-
sions of our study is that the presmoothed estimator may perform well even
when some miss-specification occurs. Besides, for moderate to large censoring
proportions it performs better than the multiple imputation method.

It should be noted that preliminary presmoothing may be performed through
nonparametric (e.g. kernel) methods too. To this regard, we mention that our
consistency result applies provided that the uniform consistency assumption (U)
is fulfilled. Finally, it would be interesting to derive the asymptotic distribution
of the presmoothed estimator. This topic is currently under investigation.
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A Appendix

Simulation results when the censoring variable follows a U(0, 3) distribution. In
this case, the presmoothing function is miss-specified. Values of the slope 85 to
get censoring levels 10%, 28%, 45% and 62% change from 3.2, 0.3, -0.91, -2.25
(Weibull censoring) to 6.9, 2, 0.4, -1, respectively.

22



68800 G682°0 88900 77 09700 TE6T0 98600  GSP0°0  9T6T'0  6€60°0 L9
72600 9¢63¢°0 8¢80°0 iz4 €E¥0°0 I¥81°0 €600 61700 96L1°0 G860°0 ce

96600 900€'0  €960°0 8T 9€70°0 9F8T'0  0860°0  €T70°0  T9LT'0 9T0T0 O 29 00¢
£990°0 €€9T°0  TLF00- TC 1.20°0 TO9T'0  88€0°0- ©9Z0'0  €8ST'0  G8EO'0- L9

6720°0 0TE€T0  L6€0°0-  ¥C 8620°0 66VT°0  ¥9€0°0- ¥g€0'0  8SFT'0  €¥E00- €€

07200 96220  69€0°0- LT L220°0 99%T'0  ¥%€0°0- STZ0'0  9ZFT0  9¥€00- O 97 008
86£0°0 92810 90800~ ST ¢Sc0'0 G6ET0 ¢9L.0°0- 1620°0 68€T°0 G9L0'0- L9

86€0°0 0€LT'0  TLLO0- OT ¥220°0 PIET'0  8TLO0- 2T0'0  66CT0 TELO0- €€

0¥€0°0 889T°0 TFLO'0- T ¢120°0 g8CT'0  01L0°0- €100 0L2T°0  61.00- O 8¢ 008
6720°0 80ST'0  6970°0- €I 8610°0 YEET'0  PSPO'0-  T0TO'0  TPET'0  6GF0°0- L9

9610°0 THET'0  1070°0- ¢TI 29100 0TZT'0  20P0°0- 29T0°0  F0ZT'0  80F00- €€

€810°0 LLZT'0  €SP0°0- QT 6710°0 ISTT0  90¥0°0- 6FPT0°0  SIT'0  80F0°0- O 01 00¢
00520 000S°0  €9TO'0- AT 66810 TPLE0  €600°0- LGET'0  G89€'0  ¥200°0- L9

9€¢c’0 T€LV°0 0800°0- 0¢ 880T°0 L63¢°0 V100 L20T1°0 €0ce0 7E10°0 e

1L12°0 19970 L1000 1% gI0T'0 LLT€°0  T8T00  ¥960°0  2OTE0 8LI00 O 29 00T
8GTZ°0 9L¥7'0  0SCT'0-  TC 60€T°0 99%€'0  TFOT'0- 2SET'0  8TFE0  8L0T'0- L9

678T°0 96TV'0  TTTIT0-  ¥% 26600 9T0E'0  6060°0- LL60°0 88620 0360°0- €€

LI6T0 19270 FI0T°0-  ¥% 8€60°0 18620 0280°0- #1600 01620 2T80°0- O 97 00T
SI6T°0 gcivo 9L¥1°0- [44 V.21°0 ¢6CE0 ¥8€1°0- 99¢1°0 99¢¢°0 LIPT°0- L9

TLYT0 L86€°0  OFPTO- 1T 0860°0 0£82°0 CFET'0- ¥L60°0  9T8C'0  6¥ET0- €€

12710 6S¥E°0  €0ST'0-  ¥C ¥160°0 0FLZ'0  €8ET'0- 00600  9TLT'0 ¥SET'0- O 8¢ 001
071’0 G08¢'0  9960°0-  GT LOET'0 G6VE'0  0£60°0- LOET'0  L6VE'0  9360°0- L9

26010 ISTE'0  8660°0- TT 0880°0 9082°0 9960°0- 0880°0  0TSZ'0  ¥S60°0- €€

7960°0 L662°0  LTI80°0- 1T €600 £892°0  €980°0-  S6L0°0  €892°0  0.80°0- 0O 01 00T
HSIN as SvId HSIN as SviId HASIN as Svid (%)dIN  (%)dD u
—HO%&NQ-&QEH mJQTE-JE Gmhog VH awmm— QOMGNH:JQEH mJQTE-JE ammm &OGNEMGWO ﬁ@:aooawmhﬁm

L= (z‘T)L (o) ose)) 0Ty 1dedoIour oY) JO SIOJeWIISe oY) 10] HSIN Pue (S‘serq gl 9[qRlL

23



L501°0 L01€°0 19600 GC €870°0 ¥66T°0 ST60°0  S9¥0°0  TE6T0  ©960°0 L9
28600 8967°0 L¥80'0 9T LVP0°0 T98T°0  F00T'0  TEFPO'0  ¥IST'0 TTOT'O0 €€ 29 00
€€90°0 6LVC0  TEVO'0- ST 6820°0 T99T°0  99€0°0- 7,200  8T9T'0  69€0°0- L9

88200 08€2°0  8970°0- LT L£20°0 €6VI°0  TLED'0-  68T0'0  OLYI'0  6980°0- €€ a7 00¢
96€0°0 2810 66L0°0- 1% ¥520°0 QI¥PI'0  LgLO'0- 1ST0'0  ¥OVI'0O  9£L0°0- L9

€8€0°0 60LT°0 G8L0°0- €7 8220°0 8TET'0  6€£L0°0- ¥g€0'0  00€T'0  ¥¥L0°0- €€ 8¢ 00¢
8220°0 YEYT'0  0L¥0°0- 8T ¥810°0 LLTT'0 6S¥0°0- ¥8T0°0  GLZT'0  €9F00- L9

¥610°0 €TeT'0  TEVO0- 1% 29100 G0ZT'0  STFO'0- €9TO'0  ©OZT'0  TEhO'0- €€ 01 00¢
LTET0 VI8F'0  GE€0°0- 0T 0TPT'0 1820 9T00°0- 9L6T°0  TTLE0  T00000- 29

¢82T 0 08.7°0 6¥VI00  SC 611T°0 9Fee’0  €0T0°0  0L0T'0  T1.2€°0 86000 €€ 29 001
0320 €L87°0  EVET0-  ¥C 0L31°0 €TYE'0  L660°0- 8STI'0  T6EE0  E€FOT0- L9

8Z6T°0 QLZ¥'0  0T0T'0- ¢ S00T'0 890€'0 9080°0- 0660°0  620€0 8S80°0- €€ 97 001
8LLT°0 806£°0  88CT'0- ¥7 1€21°0 T6TE0  6SFT0- 02210 09T€'0 O06¥T'0- L9

66ST°0 9TLE0  €8FT0- 1% gT0T'0 €882°0 6FET'0- F00T'0  8.80°0 S8IET0- €€ 8¢ 00T
¥IET0 egee’0  S¥60°0- 6T 790T°0 ¥eI€0  TF60°0- ©90T'0  6TTE0  0S60°0- L9

P8I0 L6280 8860°0-  ¥T L9600 9965°0  1.60°0-  TL60'0  €96T°0  TL60'0- €€ 0L 001
HASIN as SvId HSIN as svid HASIN as SvId (%)dIN (%)dD u

uoryeinduwy o[dI}[NIAl ISIOM 3] Is°g

uoryenduwy o[diynjA Isog

JI0YeWI)SO POYFO0WSIIJ

()r = (z‘m)x (q) ose) 0Ty jdeotogur o) JO SIOJRUII)SO oY) 10] HSIN PUe (IS‘selg :¢1 o[qr],

24



29600 1062°0 TOTT0 1T €00 L702°0  0ZIT'0  0TS0°0  8€6T'0 1I9TT0 L9
1260°0 0¥62°0 09.0°0 ¢ YI¥0°0 TP8T'0  8980°0  S6E0'0  6SLT°0  €880°0 €€ 29 008
0.80°0 €LET°0  ©9T00-  FT 67200 TI9ST'0  €3T0°0- 8€T0'0  6ST'0  08T0°0- L9

Z¥90°0 86¥¢'0  0£¥0°0- ST 9200 L0GT°'0  9TP0°0- GETO'0  69¥YT'0  PEVO'O- €€ a7 00¢
z0v0°0 6781°0 6LL0°0- ST 0520°0 I6€T°0  9GL0°0- 8FZ0'0  6LET'0  09.0°0- L9

L9€0°0 QTLT'0  8€80°0- ST LEZO'0 8ZET'0  8LL0°0- €€20'0  GIET'0  8LL00- €€ 8¢ 00¢
2€T0'0 8FFT'0  LLVO'O- 8T T610°0 662T°0 1SP0°0- 26T0°0  TOST'0  €8F0O'0- L9

€€20°0 6VPT'0  9870°0- 6T L6100 0TET'0  L0S0°0- 96T0°0  60ET'0  €OS0'0- €€ 01 00¢
S0L%°0 88TG'0  66£0°0- S 79810 GG6€°0  93T00- LIST'0  €68€°0 €9T0°0- L9

69220 €9L7°0  9¥I0°0- €8 GoTT'0 Gzee’0 89000  FLOT'0  6.2€°0 ©900°0 €€ 29 001
9%12°0 €FPF'0  6IET0- T YZET'0 I8F€'0  €90T°0- LOST'0  0SPE'0  ¥80T'0- L9

L2020 gger'0  0STT0-  ¢T 020T°0 €90€°0 8060°0- T660°0  TT0S0 €260°0- €€ 97 00T
6612°0 TeTY'0  ¥Y0T0- 9T 829T°0 099€'0  €06T°0- ST9T'0  99¢€0  TO6T0- L9

eTeT 0 €€9¢'0  TOFPT0- 7% 18600 0982°0 OST'0- TL60°0  TE8C'0 FOET0- €€ 8¢ 00T
9VZT'0 6¥7€°0  ©9L0°0- TT L90T°0 G6TE'0  8890°0- TLOT'0  00Z€°0  L690°0- L9

60¥1°0 9L¥E'0  TTYL0-  ¥% €ECT0 877’0 G8ET'0-  GETI'0  9TZE’0  86ET0- €€ 01 00T
HASIN as SvId HSIN as svid HASIN as SvId (%)dIN (%)dD u

uoryeinduwy o[dy[NIAl ISIOM 3] Is°g

uoryenduwy o[diynjA Isog

JI0YeWI)SO POYFO0WSIIJ

(z)r = (z‘x)x () ose)) 0Ty gdooIojur oY) JO SI0JRTIISO oY) I0] HSIN Pue (IS‘serd :F1 o[qrl,

25



9.60°0 €L6C°0  9960°0 144 ¢cs0°0 €661°0  8TITIT0 9060°0 0961°0  L0TIT°O L9

T960°0 8L6C°0  9980°0 144 LT70°0 6¢8T°0  0T60°0 TO¥0°0 ¢8LT'0  ¥I160°0 €¢ 29 009G
LGG0°0 0€€T°0 1I8€0°0- ST 8600 8LGT°0  €T€0°0- 19200 9GGT°'0  L6C0°0- L9

6190°0 9¢¥c’0  G190°0- V¢ qec0’0 LLVT'0  8IVO'0- €€200 69¥T°0 LIV0O'0- €€ oy 00¢s
7070°0 078T'0 CIS0'0- €T £920°0 GCcrT’'0  SLL0°0- 69200 LIPT'0  99L0°0- L9

£7E0°0 889T°0  €9.0°0- 8T ¢ec0’0 LIET'0  69L0°0- 8¢c00 ¢0€T'0  89.L0°0- €€ 8C 009
¥¥¢0°0 T6¥T°0 6970°0- 91 0200 c9ET’'0  €970°0- 80200 79ET'0  9970°0- L9

T020°0 69€T°0 €0v0°0- ¢CC L9T0°0 T2¢1°'0  ¥Z¥0°0- L9100 0cc1'0  ¥cvo'o- €€ (0] 009G
€LET°0 TL87'0  LST0°0- 0T 60€T°0 029¢'0  ¥¢00°0 ¢621°0 96G¢€°0  ¢000°0 L9

L22c0 VILV'0O  ¥9C0°0- €C 9ITT'0 cree’0  €900°0 ¢80T°0 06¢€0  1S00°0 €€ ¢9 00T
¢602°0 ccry’0 9L1IT°'0- ST 62ET°0 967¢'0  99TT°0- COET'0 LTVe0  €ETT'0- L9

¢981°0 €ITI¥V'0  ¢LTT'0- €C G10T°0 I70€'0  L960°0- €660°0 600€°0 ¢¥60°0- €€ 4174 00T
LI8T0 €96€°0  9.GT°0- €C 8710 6.7€°0  ¢991°0- 0L¥1°0 €9r€’0  6791°0- L9

00ST°0 68G¢€°0 8SVT'0- 1IC 6660°0 ¢98C¢'0  SPET'0- 98600 0¥8C'0  LEET'0- €€ 8C 00T
9791°0 98L€°0  €9¥1T°0- LT 0S¥71°0 9€6€°0  LIPVI'O-  ¥9PT°0 creeo  LTPT0- L9

G80T°0 96T€°0  S080°0- ST 9.80°0 0S8Z'0  0080°0-  8.80°0 T68C°0 CTIS0'0- €€ 0T 00T
HSIN as svid HSIN as Svid  dSIN as svid  (%)dIN  (%)dD u
uornyenduwy o[dijnJAl ISIOAA 3 IS9g uonyenduwy o[dij[njA 3soyg  Jojeuwi)se payjoouwisaid

(z‘z)r = (z‘T)L (P) ose) 0Ty 1deoIoqul O1[} JO SIOYRWIISO ) I0] HSIN Pue (S‘seld :GT o[qeL,

26



eTee’e 9LLG6°0 CETV'T- LT 0T96'T 9zPe'0  6L9€T-  G8F6'T  €9T€°0  96GET- L9
£C6E°C 899¢°0 COEV 1~ 1¢ 91¢6°1 €eceo QLVE T~ S0T6°T 120€°0 68V¢'1- €€

00072 6€8G°0  0SEV'T- 77 I6T Tree0  eSheT-  ©968'T  8T0E0  98FET- 0 29 00¢
162€°0 TTSY0  LLVEO- TG Tr8T'0 86970  TLEE0- CZ8T'0 6832’0 00FE€0- 29

000€°0 L8TV'0  G8¥E0-  ¥T 9LLT°0 0963°0  9G€€°0- 0GLT'0  €LVT'0  GLEEO- €€

GLIE0 1627°0  G99€°0- ST g8LT°0 6L82°0 8¥EE0- FELT0  LVFC0  0LEEO- O 97 00¢
2660°0 YE1¢€°0 00%0°0 ST 89600 LG€T0 {G€0°0 6GS0°0 9€€2°0 29€0°0 19

2€60°0 0£0€'0  .8€0°0  OT 97200 9T€Z'0  02€0'0  6£S0°0  €628°0 €900 €€

L160°0 L00€°0  0L800 €T ¥950°0 90€3°0  ¥SE0'0  9€S0°0  88%T0  €980°0 O 8% 00
9090°0 88€T°0  ¥090°0 €I L0S0°0 GLIT’0 06900  ¥IS0'0 8810 #6500 L9

6£50°0 8922°0 86700 ST 09%0°0 €802°0  LTS0'0  09%0'0  €80Z'0 6100 €€

0050°0 19T2°0  08%00 1% 8€70°0 820%°0  SGTS0'0  8€F0'0 08020 91800 O 01 00¢
€LLLE 6TS0'T  9PE9'T- G 6559°C 8169°0 6TLY'T- TIFOT  T089'0 TLLVT- L9

ayee e 7646°0 80641~ 54 69LE°C 9864°0 60CV 1~ G6EEC $6LG9°0 eLIV'I- €€

L6VT'E egr6'0  TSEST- 0T 608€°C 86.G°0 GTT¥'I- 6€8C°C  6LPS0  980F'T- O 29 00T
0998°0 6908°0  €¥9¥0- €8 G687°0 $996°0  TTTF0- €8LF0 00990 96T%°0- 29

966L°0 9Z8L°0  LSTV'O- T 9TET'0 T9TG0  8907°0- @8TF'0 8090  LSOF'0- €€

8708°0 198L°0  08€F°0- LT 66070 TEOS'0  TI6E0- €L6E0  SO6F°0 TY6EL0- O 97 00T
[CV¥'0 8C99°0 ¢€90°0 (44 Gc9c'0 £60S°0 0840°0 G092°0 g904°0 Ggg90'0 19

ZT9¢°0 VL6G°0 98900  ¥C 00€2°0 €GL70  0990°0  9.Z0  SELV0  6.90°0 €€

9%8€°0 818%°0 8960°0  ¥% GL2T0 0TL7'0  8690°0  SETZ'0  989F°0 LF90°0 O 8¢ 00T
1€7€°0 ¢89S0  €TYT0 ¥ €L6%°0 €690 CTET'0 98620 66290 SPET0 L9

86.2°0 ¥909°0 66810 2T eTeT0 62970 8GET'0  TELC0  6E9F°0 OVET0 €€

G99%°0 62670 ELIT0 9T 02820 0SSP0 T€CT'0  ©Zge0  TSSP0  FESI0 O 01 00T
HASIN as SvId HASIN as SvId HASIN as Svid (%) dN (%) dD u
QOMGNGM—QEH Oﬁgmn:ﬂu\/_” aw.HO\(V VH Hmwm QOT«NHﬂQEH m:hmmn:ﬂu\/_” ammwm hOHﬁEmammv ﬂuOH—GOOEmO&n.—

L= (z‘T)L () ose)) 0% odo[s oY) JO SIOYeUIIS? B3 I0] SN Pue (S‘serq :9T 9[qel,

27



L60S°C 0,090 TEIV'T- GC LEV6'T LG¢e°0  Cese'l-  0Iv6'l 89T€°0  L9¢¢'T- L9
08LC'C I8LG'0 €¥6E'1- 9T Va6’ T 99T1¢°0  90S¢'T- CLOG'T 9¢0€'0 ¢LVE'T- €¢ 29 00¢s
602¢°0 TSPP'0  L0SE0- €T ¢L8T'0 L0LC°0  8LEE0-  LTSTO 08¢0  8SO¥E€0- L9
700€°0 86170  LCSE0- 1C TO8T0 0LGC°0  8LE€°0- S9.T°0 vLvec0 96860~ €€ i 00g
¢L60°0 8800  ¥¥¥0°0 91 £930°0 9rec’ 0  €9¢0°0 TGS00 02’0 69€0°0 L9
20600 086¢°0  G8€0°0 1c GGc0'0 62¢C’0  €9¢0°0 €7<0°0 c0€Cc’0  T960°0 €¢ 8¢ 00
€L50°0 61€C°0  L690°0 6 88¥0°0 1€12°0  1690°0 6870°0 0€TC’0  €690°0 L9
91<0°0 902¢c’0  67S0°0 X4 9¢70°0 TLOT'0  LTSO0 LST0°0 0L0C°0 €€90°0 e (018 008
TLE9'C 0960°'T T19G'1- CC 90¥L'C ¥C9L°0  L69V'T-  TR69°C c0SL0  ST9¥'T- L9
8V19°¢ 8LL6°0 80€9'T- V¢ 989¢°C 9CLS'0  L8TV'I- €LEE'T 06660 9¥C¥V'I- €€ 29 00T
749498°0 TLIS'0 0O%EV'0- €T LL0S°0 GL9G°0 ¢IEV'0- T¥6¥'0 ores’0  0gev’0- L9
¢6LL0 90LL0 ¢IEV'0- G¢C L02¥°0 7809°0 c¢e0r'0-  €I1V0 06670 CEO¥V'0- €€ a¥ 00T
L12V°0 09¥9'0  L690°0 [44 01420 09160  S0L0°0 T992°0 9ITS'0  €890°0 L9
T96¢°0 29290 09L0°0 X4 0LET°0 02870 L690°0 69€C°0 CI8Y'0  LL90°0 e 8¢ 00T
206C°0 802590  G8ET'0 61 T192°0 62670  LSET0 91920 0667°0  TLETO L9
816¢°0 S8ICS'0  LO¥T'O |44 c6¥C0 TOSY'0  9LET0 c0SC0 0I8Y'0  ZSET'0 189 0T 00T
HSIN as svid HSIN as Svid  dSIN as svid (%I (%)dD u
uornyenduwy o[dI}NIA ISIOA\ 3 1segq uornyenduwy odijnjA 3sog JOojeuwir)se payjoowisaid

(r)r = (z‘z)r (q) ose) "0%g odo[s oY) Jo s10jeIISO o) 10] SN Pue (IS‘serd :LT O[qrRl,

28



989¢'¢C a8¥9'0  6C0¥V'1- GC [988°'1T 912¢¢’'0 GG’ I-  GLOS'T ¢e0e’0 GTee 1 L9
261V'C 0880 ¢I¥V'1I- G¢C T976°T LLTE0  T8GE'T- 6866°T V0’0 88SE'1I-  €¢ 29 00¢s
7€62°0 98I¥V'0 TI¥¥e0- T¢ 6VLT°0 LLGC°0  96CE0-  CILTO 697C’0 1TEE0- L9
G8¢¢ 0 GLSY0 G98¢'0- ¢CC 61810 ¢962°0  OI¥E€'0-  88LTO 697¢'0  ¥EVE0- €€ i 00g
£860°0 SIIE0 T1¥e0°0 Ve 7463S0°0 ¥2eC’0  L8e0°0 7¥<0°0 86¢C¢°0  66£0°0 L9
£960°0 €L0€°0  LEVO'O €C T6G00 |1¢C'0  LLE00 ¢ve0'0 86¢C¢'0  GLEO0 €¢ 8¢ 00
6850°0 96€C’0  98%0°0 ST 7040°0 €91¢°0  9090°0 90S0°0 8910  9090°0 L9
£€8S0°0 2EeC’0 0g€90°0 61 ¢I1S0°0 891C°0  6790°0 GT1C0°0 ¥L12°0 99900 e (018 008
CC8V'¢ PITO'T 989G9°'T- 1IC a7649°¢C 9€89°0  L/ST'I-  ¥99G°C 7999°0 TVLSV'I- L9
¢966°¢ LOTO'T Yc6S1- 1 98V7°'C €909°'0  LCVV'I- 088E'C PILG'0O 69EV'I- €€ 29 00T
9L6L°0 €¥eL0  CITV'0- 61 TSy 0 a874'0  T68C0- CI¥¥0 0€€89°0  896£°0- L9
969L°0 LG9L°0 88CV'0- €C £eCvo 880490  LSO¥'0- 96170 L106°0  00TI¥'0- €€ a¥ 00T
74ey 0 67790  9660°0 144 6G.C°0 QLTG0 ¢2160°0 ¥vLe 0 6STS°0  72¢60°0 L9
LI8E0 0ST9°'0  2TI90°0 144 ceeT0 G8L7'0  6990°0 G0€c0 9GL7'0  0L90°0 e 8¢ 00T
£66¢°0 09¢9'0  60TT°0 €1 G65C°0 ¢667'0  820T0 €09¢°0 000590 92010 L9
7.2E°0 9L6€G°0  896T°0 1c 68620 080S°'0  TS6T0 7,620 00TIS'0  6£6T°0 189 0T 00T
HSIN as svid HSIN as Svid  dSIN as svid (%I (%)dD u
uornyenduwy o[dI}NIA ISIOA\ 3 1segq uornyenduwy odijnjA 3sog JOojeuwir)se payjoowisaid

(z)x = (z‘x)x (o) ose)) "0%g odo[s o1} JO sIOYeUIIS ST} I0] HSIA Pue (JS‘serq QT 9[qr],

29



T9v¢'C 8TGG'0 9€6€'1- 61 ¢c06°'T 88CE'0  G6€E€T-  PEO06'T G0Te’0  EVPET- L9

T10¥'C 89.G°0 €8EV'I- €T o7v6°'1 9IPE’0  8IGE'T- GEE6'T G90¢€'0 €991~ €€ 29 00G
0c0g°0 T6C7'0  9€¥E€0- 4T TELTO ¢E9C’'0 ¢0e€’0- TTLTO L8YC'0  €TEE0- L9

861¢°0 L6EYV'0  89SE0- Ve 908T°0 006’0  S8E¥E0- 08LT0 L9v¢ 0 veve'0- €€ oy 00¢
T€60°0 cc0e’0  2evo0 €C 99G60°0 ¥¥e€c0  LIV0'0 ¥960°0 cveT0  S0v0°0 L9

7¥60°0 LG0€°0  61€0°0 ST LGS0°0 €€EC°0  99€0°0 9750°0 L0€T'0  69€0°0 €€ 8C 00G
L090°0 68€¢°0  0190°0 91 92S0°0 €1¢¢’0  8090°0 T€S0°0 €¢cc’0  T190°0 L9

62S0°0 ¥¥cc' 0  80G0°0 0c €970°0 G800  6€90°0 7970°0 88020  L€S0°0 €€ 028 00G
TIvS'€ 0¥G0°'T  €699°'1- 8T 6T09°C 8€0L°0  9TIS¥V'I- 8E9S'C LTL9°0  TOSV'I- L9

6£9¢°¢ 8¢€66'0  8IVS'1- 1I¢C LSYY°C 7€09°0  6CVV'I-  698¢°C T€LG°0 8VEV'I- €€ ¢9 00T
ELIS0 98LL°0  T09¥7°'0- ¥C 8C91°0 9G¥4'0  L90¥7°0- CI9V0 88€G°0  LEIV'O- L9

TGEL0 0T9L°0  LG6€°0- 8T over o LETG'0  G007°'0-  9PIV0 ¢867°0  €807°0- €€ o 00T
Gr8e 0 8319°0  TI¥¥0°0 ¢l VE€LT 0 GLTIG'0  69L0°0 969¢°0 EVIG0 T€L0°0 L9

LTLE 0 9909°0 ¥IL0°0 0T €VEeT0 L6LV'0  6990°0 8TET0 89.7°0  L890°0 €€ 8C 00T
GC9e’0 €996°0  ¢90T°0 91 £€Vee0 cres’0  086T°0 T62€0 09€9°0  6L6T°0 L9

99.2°0 071S°0  SCIT'0 14 7€€C°0 S697°0  9VIT 0 cveT0 00L¥7°0 09110 €€ 0T 00T
HSIN as svid HSIN as Svid  dSIN as svid (%) dN (%) dD u
uornyenduwy o[dI}nIA 3SI0AA I 3s0g uonjejnduy o[dij[njA 3sog  JOJjeUWI)SO payjoowisold

(z‘x)L = (z‘z)1 (P) ose)) 0%y ado[s o1[3 JO SI0JRWIISO ) I0] HSIN PUR (S‘seld :61 o[qeL

30



Table 20: Bias,SD and MSE for Kaplan-Meier based estimator of the intercept
010 and the slope 59

010 020
n  CP(%) _ BIAS SD  MSE _ BIAS SD  MSE
100 10 -0.0823 0.2756 0.0826 0.1178 0.4698 0.2344

28 -0.1479  0.3294 0.1303 0.0901  0.5849  0.3499
45 -0.1150 0.3566  0.1403 -0.4552 0.6567 0.6380
62 -0.0201 0.3658 0.1341 -1.6104 0.7707 3.1868

500 10 -0.0466 0.1220 0.0171 0.0610 0.2132  0.0491
28 -0.1077 0.1560 0.0359 0.0561  0.2765 0.0795
45 -0.0854 0.1741 0.0376 -0.4539 0.3275 0.3132
62 0.0122 0.1921 0.0370 -1.5688 0.3982  2.6196
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