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A probability imputation method for proportional hazards model
with interval-censored data

ZHU Ting, GOU Hongshan, LI Rong

(School of Date Science and Information Engineering, Guizhou Minzu University, Guiyang 550025, China.)

[ Abstract] In survival analysis, imputation is an important method for regression analysis of proportional hazards model under
censored data. Under interval censored data, the single—point imputation method has the shortcoming of parameter instability. In this
paper, we propose a novel probability imputation method. This method uses the deep information of the censored data set to
effectively impute according to the probability. After simulation and empirical analysis and demonstration, in the proportional hazards
model regression analysis under the interval censored data, the probability imputation method is better than the current single point
method. Parameter estimates for padding methods are more stable.
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Tab. 1 Error of four types of five imputations when the sample size is 200 in data set a

XTI 2 3 J5 i RMSE SSE MAE Bias

30% PIA 0.075 314 57 0.149 151 6 0.058 476 85 -0.010 061 50
MIA 0.076 557 47 0.150 995 5 0.058 792 45 -0.006 372 15

LEPIA 0.083 109 01 0.164 927 7 0.067 548 99 -0.035 070 81

REPIA 0.110 574 60 0.166 052 5 0.091 346 21 -0.058 528 30

MPIA 0.076 684 68 0.164 213 3 0.060 220 81 -0.017 459 95

50% PIA 0.089 018 36 0.175 811 4 0.072 130 23 -0.024 460 98
MIA 0.091 958 67 0.177 423 5 0.073 653 50 -0.019 566 70

LEPIA 0.098 690 04 0.182 512 8 0.078 725 01 -0.065 722 71

REPIA 0.127 043 30 0.185 561 4 0.105 642 89 -0.086 393 59

MPIA 0.089 943 08 0.187 100 9 0.073 180 34 -0.036 985 47
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Tab. 2 Error of four types of five imputations when the sample size is 100 in data set a

X Tr] ) 2 2% Fik RMSE SSE MAE Bias

30% PIA 0.113 884 6 0.265 200 1 0.093 161 88 0.009 999 891
MIA 0.115 646 1 0.267 144 8 0.093 755 26 0.014 790 260

LEPIA 0.113 806 7 0.272 921 4 0.093 998 65  -0.004 676 539

REPIA 0.170 132 0 0.272 988 7 0.135357 97  -0.056 756 630

MPIA 0.115 607 1 0.272 611 3 0.094 350 17 0.003 575 320

50% PIA 0.121 116 3 0.252 647 9 0.096 233 59 0.005 061 865
MIA 0.121 934 8 0.256 997 8 0.096 865 60 0.013 623 730

LEPIA 0.146 855 8 0.257 983 8 0.120 716 13 —0.031 805 800

REPIA 0.170 578 0 0.267 304 0 0.134 303 43 -0.058 872 170

MPIA 0.122 405 2 0.261 928 3 0.097 07330 -0.003 581 620
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Tab. 3 Error of four types of five imputations when the sample size is 200 in data set b

X Tr] ) 2 2% WikeS RMSE SSE MAE Bias

30% PIA 0.166 343 2 0.223 327 8 0.130 228 9 0.082 143 06
MIA 0.176 717 3 0.229 426 1 0.139 520 7 0.093 703 11

LEPIA 0.166 348 0 0.226 596 6 0.132 322 8 -0.044 680 62

REPIA 0.165 508 1 0.235 149 8 0.135 771 8 0.032 304 53

MPIA 0.156 035 2 0.230 314 1 0.124 937 7 0.057 277 15

50% PIA 0.174 690 5 0.221 212 0 0.141 319 5 0.125 232 90
MIA 0.183 155 4 0.226 663 3 0.148 752 9 0.138 098 40

LEPIA 0.179 446 6 0.230 601 1 0.142 998 3 -0.010 703 21

REPIA 0.160 462 3 0.228 435 4 0.127 257 1 0.083 232 14

MPIA 0.166 849 1 0.232 491 8 0.134 693 3 0.101 288 10
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Tab. 4 Error of four types of five imputations when the sample size is 100 in data set b

XTI 2 3 J5 i RMSE SSE MAE Bias
30% PIA 0.348 058 5 0.390 835 9 0.263 570 5 0.148 836
MIA 0.366 271 3 0.404 786 5 0.274 908 1 0.168 145 7
LEPIA 0.349 841 5 0.396 519 1 0.277 859 -0.038 572 76
REPIA 0.376 503 9 0.420 578 1 0.289 634 5 0.170 254 8
MPIA 0.345 062 9 0.402 351 0 0.261 435 5 0.129 207 3
50% PIA 0.252 452 4 0.333 545 9 0.191 974 5 0.120 817 6
MIA 0.261 703 1 0.336 928 4 0.198 088 0 0.137 957 9
LEPIA 0.249 273 5 0.330 159 3 0.192 636 5 -0.005 431 8
REPIA 0.255929 9 0.331 551 9 0.193 933 3 0.082 272 4
MPIA 0.243773 5 0.331 026 2 0.186 043 8 0.101 227 5

4 KBS

of A I AR Ty 7, 76 Sun (2006 ) AR 4L 1T
- SEURD DX TR 2K B, e S 4 v ) B 2 X R A
5 MBS HLO Y 368 44 FE HEAT HIV -1 A JE 4L 0L
52 T H ) B R H2 52 TR 7 VIDVR 45 0 1) 28 35 R
P22 AR s R 7 VIDVR 4 0 1) BB 22 1B] HIV -1 11 )%
L AUBS . AEIXTAFZE Y, A HIV -1 SR YL i)
A DX T SR B | AN 35 WA A A7 s T, A5z IR 7V
WA B NBCh 236 N, 3532 AR5 4 [ 1 Vv
AP E ANECH 132 A, ST R4 R,
FE SCHMVE &R 0, AR 1, FFB 3 HIV-1 R Yerf ()il
M cox LGSR S T #EAT L3 %o B >R
T KRR (MLE ) A A A 2o st i AN TR
B HANEIF TERNE A, AR S,

®5 TOIMIRET 4 MATRNOGHER

Tab. 5 Estimation results of the four methods in the example
dataset
Jiik BAITHE brifEiR 2
PIA 1.842 0 0.220 0
MLE 1.864 4 0.219 4
LEPIA 1.824 4 0.220 2
MIA 1.846 6 0.220 1
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