Information criteria for Firth’s
penalized partial likelihood
approach in Cox regression models

Nagashima & Sato (Stat Med 2017)
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Karnofsky performance diameter RAERE
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 HZE | HR | SE_| 95%CI | P(Wald)

EREE 1vs 2 —4 072 020 0.49to 1.06 0.09
5—10vs 158 022 1.03to 241 0.04
2 —4

REES K vs bl 103 029 0.58to 1.83 0.91
S5 155 037 0.75to3.21 0.24
= 0.00 543.30 N.A. 0.98
Z DAt 077 059 0.24to 2.45 0.66

HIRER HDOvsEL 150 023 0.96to 2.36 0.07
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B 1251[2] %5 1 88.2%
2 —4 61 412 87.1%
5—-10 35 151 81.2%

REES A 116 705 85.9%
i) 17 95 84.8%
=i 9 66 88.0%
B 0 32 100.0%
Z Dfth 3 30 90.9%

HREIR LU 105 272 87.2%
H0 145 928 86.5%
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SR | HR | SE | 95%Cl__|P(Wald) | P(R)

>65 vs <65 1.00 0.17 0.72to 1.40 098  0.98

'EBIJ BB vs 2014 119 019 0.83to1.72 035 0.34
KPS >80 vs <70 1.07 0.32 0.57 to 2.00 0.83  0.83
BESE >16vs<16 090 0.33 0.47to1.70 074 074
ESAE >19vs <19 1.11 032 0.59to2.08 076  0.76
BRISEE 1vs 2 —4 0.72 020 0.49to 1.06 0.09  0.09
5-10vs2—4 159 022 1.04to243 0.03  0.04

[RFEES B vs i 1.05 0.29 0.60to 1.87 0.86  0.85
=] 161 037 0.79to3.31 0.19 021

B 0.12 1.43 0.01to 1.91 0.13 0.02

Z Dt 0.77 0.59 0.30to 2.63 084  0.383

XMANEER DD vs IEL 1.03 019 0.71to1.48 0.89  0.89

HHRAEIK & vs L L 1.50 0.23 0.97to 273 0.07 0.07
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Top 5 Model based on AIC* AlIC*

age sex ntumor kps diameter volume ptumor status neuro 1731.50

age sex ntumor diameter volume ptumor status neuro 1731.80
age sex ntumor kps diameter ptumor status neuro 1731.85
age sex ntumor kps volume ptumor status neuro 1731.85
age ntumor volume ptumor status neuro 1732.16

%b NIEAELSTZEDSTERFT TER
e age (HR =1.00[0.72, 1.40], P = 0.98), status (HR =
1.03 [0.71, 1.48], P = 0.89)
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Top 5 Model based on AIC* AlIC*

age

age
age
age
age

sex ntumor kps diameter volume ptumor status neuro 1731.50
sex ntumor diameter volume ptumor status neuro 1731.80
sex ntumor kps diameter ptumor status neuro 1731.85
sex ntumor kps volume ptumor status neuro 1731.85
sex ntumor volume ptumor status neuro 1732.16
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Top 5 Model based on AICF AICF

ntumor

nhtumor
sex nhtumor
ntumor

ntumor

e AIC* BRI

ptumor neuro 1753.84

neuro  1754.72

ptumor neuro 1754.90

diameter ptumor neuro  1755.83

ptumor status neuro 1755.83
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A = T

R | HR | SE | 95%CI_|P(Wald)| P(LR)_

ERFSEE 1vs2 —4 0.71 0.19 049to 1.05 0.08 0.08
5—10vs2—-4 157 021 1.03to238 0.04 0.04
[RFEES M vs fil 094 0.26 0.57to1.57 0.82 0.82
=) 1.60 0.36 0.79to 3.26 0.19 0.21
= 012 143 0.01to1.99 0.14 0.02
Z DAt 0.87 0.55 0.30to 2.56 0.80 0.79
HRAEIR & vs L L 1.53 020 1.04to 2.24 0.03 0.04
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. logh;(t) = B1Zi4

. loghi(t) = BaZis

. logh;(t) = B1Z;1 + BoZ;,

. logh;(t) = B1Zi1 + LaZis

. logh;(t) = B4Zis + BcZ;c

. loghi(t) = B1Z;1 + B2Zi; + P3Z;3 (true)
 loghi(t) = 1Zi1 + P2Zin + PaZia

. loghi(t) = 1Zi1 + BaZis + PsZ;s

. loghi(t) = 1Ziy + PoZiz + P3Ziz + Palis

log hi(t) = B1Zi1 + P2Zip + PaZis + PsZis

lOg hi(t) — BTZi (fU") )3
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c (%) true model true model full model full model
AICF AIC* AICF AIC*

100 -0.4 —2.7 -1.1
90 1 200 0.1 -4.4 -0.1 —7.7
90 1 1000 1.6 -8.0 1.6 -14.4
90 2 100 -0.4 —2.7 -1.0 -4.7
90 2 200 -0.6 -5.2 -0.9 —-8.5
90 2 1000 1.3 -8.3 1.3 -14.8
90 4 100 -0.7 -3.0 -1.4 5.1
90 4 200 0.0 4.6 -0.3 -7.9
90 4 1000 -1.8 -114 -1.9 -17.9
90 16 100 -0.7 -3.0 -1.4 5.1
90 16 200 -0.6 —5.2 -0.9 —-8.5
90 16 1000 0.1 -9.5 0.1 -15.9
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AICF AN (@ BICF BIC*
0 100 0.270 0.000 0.087 0.304
0 1 200 0.468 0.000 0.188 0.468
0 1 1000 0.778 0.000 0.919 0.658
0 2 100 0.745 0.000 0.820 0.662
0 2 200 0.778 0.000 0.968 0.670
0 2 1000 0.786 0.000 0.991 0.670
0 4 100 0.772 0.000 0.959 0.676
0 4 200 0.773 0.000 0.971 0.664
0 4 1000 0.786 0.000 0.990 0.670
0 16 100 0.774 0.000 0.958 0.690
0 16 200 0.779 0.000 0.974 0.679
0 16 1000 0.788 0.000 0.991 0.668

26




c (%) full model full model full model full model
AICF AIC* BICF BIC*
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100
200
1000
100
200
1000
100
200
1000
100
200
1000

0.033
0.054
0.085
0.091
0.086
0.081
0.089
0.085
0.081
0.088
0.085
0.081

1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000

0.001
0.001
0.001
0.007
0.003
0.001
0.007
0.004
0.001
0.007
0.003
0.001

0.067
0.108
0.155
0.145
0.150
0.149
0.144
0.150
0.149
0.137
0.144
0.151
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data sample;

hO = 1;

beta = 1;

doid = 1 to 50;
z = rand('‘Bernolli’, 0.5);
time = rand('Exponential’)/

(hO*exp(z*beta));

event = rand('Bernolli’, 0.9);
output;

end;

keep id time event z;

run;

proc phreg data = sample outest = est;
class z / param = ref ref = first;
model time*event(0) = z / firth;

run;

ods listing close; ods results off;

proc phreg data = sample inest = est;
class z / param = ref ref = first;
model time*event (0) = z /

maxiter = O;

ods output FitStatistics = ABICF;

run;

ods results on; ods listing;

proc print data = ABICF; run;
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library(“survival”)
library(“coxphf”)

n <-50

hO <-1

beta <- 1

Z <- rbinom(n, 1, 0.5)

time <- rexp(n) / (hO*exp(z*beta))
event <- rbinom(n, 1, 0.9)

sim <- data.frame(time, event, z)
est <- coxphf(sim,

formula = Surv (time , event) ~ z)

abicf <- coxph(sim,
formula = Surv(time, event) ~ z,
init = est$coef, itermax = 0)
est
extractAIC(abicf)
-2*(abicf$loglik[length(abicf$loglik)]+

sum(lis.na(abicf$coefficients))*log(abicf$n))
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