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ABSTRACT

Objective Diagnostic tests play an important role in clinical diagnosis and clinical
decision-making, the methodology for statistical analysis of diagnostic performance
have been developed accordingly. Among them, the area under the ROC curve (AUC)
has been widely used. In practical applications, the two ROC curves may intersect. This
paper aims to explore the statistical methods when ROC curves intersect, and using
Monte-Carlo simulation to compare it with Delong’s method. Finally, the differences
between the two methods are discussed with examples. This paper may provide
reference for clinical workers in the hypothesis test of ROC research. Methods First
off, based on the Renyi test statistics which is used in the situation where the two
survival curves intersect in the survival analysis, the hypothesis test statistics when the
two ROC intersect are similarly constructed. Then, Monte-Carlo simulation is used to
obtain the Type | error and power of the statistics and Delong’s method. Finally, the
results are evaluated. Results When ROC curves the intersect, and the sample size is
small, the type I error of Q statistics is conservative, with the increase of sample size,
type I error can be well control near the set point, Delong’s method is not affected by
sample size and sample of balance, the result is stable. However, when the sample is
unbalanced, type I error of the Q statistics is conservative; When ROC curves intersect,
the power of Q statistics is higher than that of Delong’s method in the three simulated
scenarios, indicating that Q statistic is more sensitive to the hypothesis test in the case
of ROC curves intersecting. Conclusion The Q statistic, constructed by analogy Renyi
tests statistic, has certain practicability in comparing two ROC curves. Especially when
two ROC curves intersect, the ability to find their differences is higher. Of course, since
the population is assumed to be normally distributed, the influence of sample size on
the results should be paid attention to when using this method.

Key words: The two ROC curves intersect;  Renyi type test;  Hypothesis testing;

Evaluation of diagnostic test; Monte-Carlo simulation
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FEVHE EIEARE 2%, HEUEZT Wilcoxon Ziit &8, T2ET AUC 2 KRR
PP AL) 2 R R,

SRTM, LoboIMIEFEHY, 4%k ROC iR A74E 22 I, fifi il AUC 1E N2 iRk
WAF R bR ASG L, BERR ROC ik T A HEIR AT REAH R, (HS2Ps B ROC il
LRAFIEZERI. THE, pAUCM L [ e ke 5 R 1) R B DO PP Fi b e
FEAE, BRI, ESRVPA R AR SO AR TR IR, S, P9 pAUC fE T AR S, H
SR B TR AR X3 e AR, X A5 LU AR AR pAUC AR 45 AH 0] R 3,
R AR 2 #3217 A dEfl pAUC BRI SR45 R v & . McClish, D.KMIZ; H T

!

P

Area—min

o 1
*m‘/ﬁﬁc’&ﬁ—[ﬂ :
2 max—min

} ,  Hua MaBUg H 7 X B ik &8 ROC #hZk T~

AR HELL, FrifEtLZ Ja 1) pAUC BUEYE BEIAT AUC —#F,  [RIIN HAE AN 32 /%

1
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XA AR IR R, AN [F) X8 P TR A RT b, 3095 i) RS 38 A A i A
Hx, pAUC. [HlEFr e BN I REEEES AR T &R a5 R, Mt
RAGE, SRS FHHEWT O] SRR X IXAN I, H AT A H AR e Lh
(77

Pl 9 7 PP ROC 2k A ELAUN ROC 2477558 I e i, (]I
NT ST pAUC VRN EbR EAT GE T HEWT BT AE D BRAG,  ASCHR HE DA LR B
ROC #hZkje 7 BA 7 e kAU BRI AUC B pAUC 1777k, 1§15 ROC
it 2872 B2 W 1 b s 4 SR 5 el 4

2 FHE

2.1 HEBER

EPT ROC L7 (EARAZIT, ELELLARM ROC ik T IRl A5 SIHHR 1Y
ghif, ASCREI SR T AGE I AR % ROC IR AE 2R, LUtkirs:
LRI KIS

TEA AT HI LR A7 AE 2 SRS L R, 384 Renyi 1 30 07 (B B0KR 36 A ST
S -1 XM SR S B 85 S A7 2k EE ) Renyi K365 2145515, Renyi
WG B B R T

(L W5 i Rtz A Z ()

(2 W |z@)| b B S ok WS G B . R R 4 i &

Qs ()|, < rote) i

Z(t,) = Zw(tk){dik ~Y, (?(—kﬂ j=12,.r

t <t

2 — 2 Yu |[ Y Yk_dk —
7= 2 W) (f Yoy )% TR

£ HoF, Geit & Q i S sup{|B(x)], 0 < x <1} M43 i feh, v B(x)

IR T b vHE AT B2 B #2 (standard Brownian motion process) .

2
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MEG IR Q, AMERIIHA G BAR 3 E o TH L SEFRAE T2 L 5 38 T 48
SO ZE S . BARHh, Joilid vHERE NI 2R Sebrst s NBOR 1 A8 T N K
ZEAl, TR ZIR0 00 2 AT R, AFEITASZ() 1, HEHE M sup{|z )|} -
H BB ZE S KAE R i gt i

22 MWiESGHE

2.2.1 Mg R

K, WESE Renyi Apia Gt M E A, RMEMFHA ROC HIZk
PLECH A 36 SE v
HAy g B ie g it & Q Kh, FEN:

(D WAL R (T, F9brpig s P s g Ho T s ie s
WS P . JEeh i FORALN, HEUE N =1,2;

(2) WA (T, T S2brsi A S Py FIHE e 37 8P 5 P 1
Pl HHSET, FAE AT B IRCE ., RUREEI A BRI
57 2 A AR

(3) BRI A BRI S B Ry 2 (R i 5 Q
e bk mg, Q m#ERN,

Q =sup{|Z'(T)|.T, <7}/ o (z)

\
/
=

Z'(Ti) = Z W(Tk)|:Pik — Py [%J} j=1,2,..r

T, <T; K

o2(z) = Zw(l-k)z[?llk j( NNZk j[ N’\T —_F:’ijpk

= m
‘ Ny >0,aN)2(k >O(—rk )
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kR, T (k=12..)) BRADFT, (k=12..)) MFLWREMS B &
TRE RS T, FSRbREE R B P RR AT, TR
e R IR A, BB =Ry + Py s Ny A Ny 23 U2 R A2 sk 2
WA T, FIFEA B GI5G et it, N o s T, R i
MR AT, B NN NG, o WOTL) Rois b P A T, S PR AR R, A
A 2B A IR A 1

222 BHESME

HTRFGATREQ His A, ASCEI R E AR RS R A I G R T
B RINERIEN G BRI AT Kl B 2R R o fitdistrplus LHY fitdist
R B TR A B I S AT HEAT IS o I B RS Q SRR M T Gamma 43

Ao T ACSCER A GEL T RS RS, MOAHE S BT Geit i Q 4 ATk
AR

2.3 R

2.3.1 MR

ARSCE IS SR RIS 2R PE O R T Renyi 30 4ETHE R ROC HiZi bt
BORENAES, JF AR S Delong VAN — JSE R AR I8 AL RE . FL4LL 70 D9 DU Rf
5%, (1) Pigk ROC B AFFAEASSN; (2) W%k ROC HIZkAHAE, HAE 14575
FEAE/ NI ZERR, A 1457 EEAEBOR M X ZE R 2 /7 (3) %% ROC
AR T G 2 57 RBUHF: (4) B ROC MIZRAE 14757 A/ N L E R, b
& 1R BEAE IR, W ROC M4 Z R K. N EFR.
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100 %
|

2
o 5
=]
o S
& w0
w7 [
2
=
= =
E = : 2
% 3 <
@ (]
= S
& ] g
£ &
< T T T 1 e T T T ]
0% 25% 50 % 75 % 100 % 0% 25% 50 % 5% 100 %
1-Specificity 1-Specificity
EE I ;lés ﬁ/
&% 1 HIZ 2
* ®
81 g8 1
= =
2 0
= E)
2 R Z
@ o G o
g " £ e
EA S
& 27
. =
° f T T T 1 ° T T T T 1
0% 25% 50 % 75 % 100 % 0% 25% 50 % 75 % 100 %
1-Specificity 1-Specificity
=3 .iﬂ:/
5 3 &% 4

Kl 1 PO ROC 2R [FIAEAS 15
232 BHKE

BB R 7P DU 20 PRI 0 2 80080 B 347 Ui W] -
(1) EF% ROC BB AFALEAE T :

AB5E 93 412 Wik 6 P I 4k 2L R0 B 1k 2HL 340K B IE 2 AR, B2 ke — o BH
ZH>ycase, [tka sy control, xofftis st e — A BH L A Case, , [tk
control, , 7 rNOFM & % 4> 51744 case, . control, . case, fii control, .
BEMIKF 0=0.05, BALLIECH 10000 K.

B R 2 SN control, Rl 2H 5 M case, ZER B AN R FR:

<
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®1 SR RBENSHRE

H Heaser = Heaser =2 Hoontroi1 = Heontror2 =1
o 1
=N =N =N =30,50,100,200,500
casel case2 control1 control 2
Fﬁz&g ncasel = ncasez :100 ’ ncontroll = nconlroIZ :50
n =N =50, N =N =100
casel case2 control1 control 2
AL EL 10000

FE, Hegser ~ Heasop 7 T AT W V5 TR0 B P 2L ) A, Morans ~ Heontror2
o F RIS WHALE B VR I AR IME : O RORIES AR b2, RSO
KRS K YA TS 70 A AR ZE I B E R 1o
(2) HPi%k ROC i LRFELEAHRTHT -
Yousef P71, AR X lambda 43 #2815k =45 ROC 4k, @i X
lambda 434 I S HOR = EANFARASIE T FIIW ROC #iZk. |~ X lambda 4346 &

HWASH, A A LA Hd, AAESH. L ARESH. 4WS
BARBHL A WREIARSH. 4 A M4, BRI, |3 lambda 404 % 7 T IEZS
. I RES T gld B H) rgl BECK A A FIB T2 X ROC HiZk K, &
IWHALS — FOBAELL A Case, , 141y control, , i ith, 2 Wikl — i B 41
Jycase,, [y control, . iyt gld B Hur 2%k A, Sk AR AR R 22 XS
H) ROC HhZk. BHPEHAME A FEA SRR (30, 30), (50, 50), (100, 100),

(200, 200> F1 (500, 500). H.r&E KT 0=0.05, FLIREAMEIF Y 1000
X, AMEFA A 5000 K.
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®2 SN RIBELE RGN S E

4 Aeasa=1.3575 Aegniron =-1.3575 , Ay =0.1653 Ay, =-0.1653

JEIBAE X s A =0.012 Acgiron=0.02 5 Apy=0.014 Aiyr01,=0.014

% FAE Vs A =0.02 Aogriro1 =0.03 5 Ay =0.014 Agyio12=0.014
ATBAE Y s Ay =0.02 A1 =0.012 5 Ay =0.014 Ay01,=0.014
A Azt =0.009695 Ao =0.009695, Ay =0.009695 Ay, =0.028
A, A1 =0.028 Agir11 =0.028, Ay =0.028 A1 =0.009695
FEAE n =n =n =n =30,50,100,200,500

casel case2 control1 control 2

MLk 10000 K

o, NS HBUESZ I Yousef SCERH IUEUE, H AR 2 ik de —
Hh B R AT BA PR R R S HOR P 2E AN R 2 S DL ) ROC Hi 2k

3 &R

3.1 4iitEQ Ml Delong ¥ B —K4ER

% Hease1 = Heaser ~ Heontrolr = Heontrol2 A% o S, BUUSHR I — R,
iR RPN
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®3 LT RARSS

FEA & ,
HMease1 = Heaser Heontrotr = Heontrol 2 o Q Delong
casel  controll case2  control2
30 30 30 30 2 1 1 0.064 0.049
50 50 50 50 2 1 1 0.063 0.045
100 100 100 100 2 1 1 0.058 0.049
200 200 200 200 2 1 1 0.049 0.047
500 500 500 500 2 1 1 0.051 0.050
100 50 100 50 2 1 1 0.067 0.053
50 100 50 100 2 1 1 0.059 0.051
MWk ROC WIZEAFAAEMZCIY, PIF T LR — KRB A = 34 a0
INSE
B 1 B ROC 48 70 4H 27 B () — 5458
g | method
—=— Q
= -4- Delong
g — ———1
S
° i I I I I I
100 200 300 400 500

sample size

K2 15 1T —REiRMEARER BRI

M EEF ERFTTIE H: (1) Delong A —RERANZRE AR KNI
Wi, [KI04 Delong V22 AFS 8078,  HOMHE 0 70 A MUREAC B SR AN s Tix T

Q Giit &, R A BN, A5k T 528, T 24 B A B 386k ) 200 I

H— R FEARIE B 2 1E 0.05 [ftix, BeAafd, H45HA0 Delong vEAHT

(2) FH
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P EL % A LAY P 4L RE A B 1) L% Delong ¥EBmIAR K, ¥ Q Seil ik, Bk

AL

s H RIS, MOT RO REA AR B ixt Q it .

3.2 ZiitEQ M Delong IR RE

(1) % 1: B ROC HILRILARH
x4 HE 1 TGS R
casel Ciﬁjﬁ)ﬁ case?2 control2 lucasel :ucasez /ucontroll = /ucontrol 2 9 Q Demng
30 30 30 30 2 1.25 1 1 0427 0.460
50 50 50 50 2 1.25 1 1 0.636 0.716
100 100 100 100 2 1.25 1 1 0.896 0.950
200 200 200 200 2 1.25 1 1 0991 0.999
500 500 500 500 2 1.25 1 1 1 1
100 50 100 50 2 1.25 1 1 0.259 0.281
50 100 50 100 2 1.25 1 1 0.236 0.223

A%k ROC HHZLAAFAEARASIN, PN 592 A B 24 e BB A A R AR Ak ka5

SE

power

04 05 08 07 08 08 10

03

71 BIROC il £8 7 #H 22 B 9 K 20 2 A

method
—— Q
-#- Delong

T T T T T
100 200 300 400 500

sample size

316 1 Ma kA Re R A B AR 5

Yo
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M ERM EERTBUE I (1) BEERARERIE R, Delong 12 B 56 X4 BE iz HT
I RN, Q Gl il R o Al th 25 R A B (KR T K, (LA 5 A 77
LLAHAZENS, Delong YEMKI M AEMAA T T Q Sl (2 M LR P LA,
FEREALEBI Y 1:1 B0, Delong vEAG 36 R RERAS » 11 >4 BH PR LA B 12 AR A
ROy 21 8 12 B, RS . FIREQ SEi R MR LA R AR LY
M AT T R, (RIS R AEDI PR LE Delong VA1

(2) 1ET 2: B ROC MLk /5 EAEAC R
F5 2 # ROC HIZR 5 Hf A2 i IR 36 2L e

1 1 P MAR__ Q  Delong
ZWHARK 1 Z2WHA 2
2 1.25 0.5 30 30 0.326  0.340
2 1.25 0.5 50 50 0.517  0.507
I 2 2 1.25 0.5 100 100 0.810 0.778
2 1.25 0.5 200 200 0.990 0.973
2 1.25 0.5 500 500 1 1

2 FROC 28 J5 3 A7 22 B AU AR 50 RAe

——
e

method
- Q
-#- Delong

power

T T T T T
100 200 300 400 500

sample size
Bl 4 1577 2 TR AL REA B A5 (L 34 ]
i ERA EEETUE N (D AR T, A0 Q gt Ehikias
i% 5 T Delong %. M 1157 2 HE #58 X ¥ ROC £k BT LA, J& Mz

10
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S AUC /NGB AR, #1753 Delong IR ISR K. (2) AR, BEE
FEARIIOR, WM R0 SR 3G K
(1) 15 3: W ROC HigkHh ¥R
*6 1HE 3 TRIRMAES

A& -

P TN —— Delon

H #o SHAR 1 phakz O 9

2 1.25 0.6 30 30 0.383  0.069

2 1.25 0.6 50 50 0.552  0.080

G 3 2 1.25 0.6 100 100 0.869  0.086
2 1.25 0.6 200 200 0.993  0.112

2 1.25 0.6 500 500 1 0. 239

873 PIROC i £& t #F AH 22 B B9 K 38 R e

1.0

method
—a— Q
— -#4- Delong

08

power
0.6
|

04

02
I

100 200 300 400 500

sample size

5 1§ 3 Maleskaehite A B E A K

f ERA R DA B, (1 A, Q Gl ik I A T B T
Delong %, FtHJE, 1T LA 1 457% 3 d#ise X i) ROC HiZkEIv LLE H, ik
PG TP AUC ZHUE T /2B i, 1SR 26 5 R 8 HfE, i Delong 244
MW AuC A 2Z 5 BT R . (20 BEEFEARRIRG R, PR 7m0k ge 2 ae sy
WK AN 500 K, Delong VAL & HEIN A 0.091, BT AARLEHEAZ
XAETE T8 H Delong kA7 Bk 3o 45 SR IFAN T &E

(2) 15 4: B ROC BRI SHARAC BT

11
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R KA MamAAESS

HEAR

& Ho P Uwwm1 pwike O Delo
2 1.25 0.7 30 30 0.525  0.248
2 1.25 0.7 50 50 0.73  0.468

B 4 2 1.25 0.7 100 100 0.957  0.777
2 1.25 0.7 200 200 0.999  0.974
2 1.25 0.7 500 500 1 1

1% 744 FROC il 28 7 %5 4H 238 I B Ry 30 g

(=2 -
method
—a— Q
© -4- Delong
@
]
£ S
O
= —
o
l
l
1
™ —
o
T T T T T
100 200 300 400 500

sample size

K6 1HE 4 Tl ReREpE A E A A
M B EERWT LA (1) P ROC B A AT I 45 SRR 5 AR 2 1 45 2R

RSP, SO A AR BE % REAC R HO B KT A, OF BLQ Seit Birka s kat
5T Delong FE (IR AAE; (2). PLiE 4 B 6 FTLURIL, BARFFHE I Tk
U RRE RS PR, (FAT LU tE AT RRAR S, Q Sl Rkf4: A Delong 73
g R ST, #99Q G-Iy 4 FEMEUE. (3) Bobh, IHERT,
P 7 R RS B T 2 T LR R, 7T LA B A8 Sk 4

[ SR 5 B3 SO 8 SR I REMA /AN, (ELA A T M ot R I P52 2

12



BT BERER S 2019 Jm AR ERMLIE ST (i)

2wt B F Gt Qi i e I 7 1% % F Delongi #94 % S it

1.0

e ———t
b e ———
i

smgleszs  gngegpe

K7 DURHEIE N (e ge R REREAE A R A AL 3500 b 1A
AT IR 7 AN 2 XA T IR AT DB e (D Q iR ARG T
IR B DL R Ry EARAK O P B A8 > RT3 X> TR X > Ja #B 28 o (2)) Delong
IRAEAN RS L T (R BTG O H v AR IR O TE 28 > Ja 28 > Hi B A8 3>
X o (3) Zify EERIVLERTSCHI AT Al L, S AR RS U, P AuC ERE Y
Delong iAH0 &, =4 ROC £k H B 22 I, {3 ] Delong vAM AT, =44 il

L5 A ARSI, AR 1 Delong 5. 1M Q ZiitBEW ROC £ A2 i K 34
REYIi T Delong vk, OAE RS SCIE DL N T 25 FE A% oA 96 e v EAT (B A 36t o

4 EHISHR

ARSI = A SR LB AR 53, 2913 A R B SCAR ) =Fh ROC i £k

.
4.1 Se2H]1: P ROC B AEEEMR

FEGRIM L 45 I R B A2 Wil X 2T FrAn CT 2 Wi LLAS, 2 4l
NEERBURL, S A BAESR, BEETT TR,

13
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% 8 Bk s i K CT il X FrizWgh

1 2 3 4 5
CT
D- 52 18 15 4 1
D+ 2 4 16 34 54
X Fy
D- 46 20 14 8 2
D+ 6 10 15 35 44

M ROC £~ B s

(=
@ |
(]
©
z ° |
=
:%‘
C
[i}]
w o= |
o
o
(]
o |
(]
T T T T T T
1.0 08 06 04 02 00
Specificity

K8 MNAE{EFIZEH) ROC Hi 2k
FIF AT i Q Giit-E w7 ROC £ 478 ¥k 3, 1715 F ] Delong
K 36X ROC #H 2R T A BT B A 56, Xt 25 SRt 4T LL %
W Fh 7 v R AR B 45 SR N R AT
9 S 1A IS R

giit& P /195% 5 %k
Delong % -2.952 0.003
Q 16.672 2.355

M EREGER N 13: Delong %4t iHE{H 9-2.952, HXIM P {67y 0.003,

14
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PN ROC % FA AL Q GBIl 16.672, HAMG I 95%/M %k
N 2.355, Gt E E i KT 95% i #L, B P {E iz /T 0.05, AN ROC Hi
AR RN LR, WL, fEUkBId, PiRrEm st 3L,

4.2 Scfl 2: 78 ROC BHZRJE3AEAT

I PR R FE 3 2 W ) 55 5 3 Bl 0 O v T B T 545 % & (electronic
portal image device,EPID). 1151 X Z45 (computed radiography, CR)J7v%, %] H
ROC Hii 4 ELBL P At AR 5 V2 I RAAR R

K2 2 12emx12em 19 XI55 % 196 4 8.5 mmx8.5 mm f¥)/NJr %, 98
FURRIERVE S SR 58 2R HUE IR T g, R 98 A7k thIefE 5k,
SRIG 5y BRI AT EPID A1 CR BEAT HUAR, B Jm HITBUR RHEE TR Mg T2 A 5 5 1
ATHIWT . PR ERH HANEZR AW (1)EEEA: )R AE: )G (4)
WREA: B)YHTEH . BRI TR

®10 PR ER
Wik HERA WRRAE  ANER WRRE BEf

EPID

s 5T 39 12 15 16 16

BB 5T 3 7 25 22 41
CR

T 5T 26 20 30 12 10

HIls 5k 10 15 24 22 27

15
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1.0

08

086

.Pg“
8o |
a T T T T T T
10 08 06 04 02 00
Specificity
9 S 2 #§ ROC Rl 2R K]
F 11 S 2 R IR S R
St P 1 /95%7%> i1 %k
Delong ¥ -4.398 <0.001
Q 2.289 0.007/1.888

M ROC £ E 2], P ROC JGAFAEAHAS, st inss 24 R b
#: Delong VA4t it 18 -4.398, H X P {E N 1.094e-05, A AP ROC £k [

P ES, Q Gty 2288777, AT 95% /M%)y 1.888, St EHAH
AT 95% 40 AL, Bl P AR N T 0.05, AT ROC [ 28 77 75 5 5k 2 5t
AL, EMEIR, TR s e

4.3 Se) 3: 7§ ROC iR+ #AEAT

(2) P ROC M£RHEHAHAZ :
HAAKEHR TR . BlRRBOvEH TR, 3L 6 M5

16
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#1252 2 LW A

Modality Rating
1 2 3 4 5) 6

Modalityl

Normal 400 250 60 90 40 0
Abnormal 0 20 100 900 350 200
Modality?2

Normal 400 250 60 90 40 0
Abnormal 0 250 100 20 70 1130

PIFPZ WSS 1) ROC Hi 2k &l i T B

1.0

Sensitivity
08

04

02

0.0

T T T T T T
10 0.8 06 0.4 0.2 0.0

Specificity

K 10 sef 2 IiZ W36 ROC ik

H ROC £k m] LIE H, P ROC 2R A7 AEAE /4, il vF 5 45 : AUC1=0.920,
AUC,=0.926. # ROC HiZk FIfRdEF e, {HH ROC ML ZIARAHIH, 7Et
RS, 20 Q Siit-E A Delong 477 ROC 251 LA} ROC [Hik
AR B

P o 9 RO AR VB A 56 435 SR 4 R R T -

17



BT BERER S 2019 Jm AR ERMLIE ST (i)

R 13 e 2 Btk s R

it P {E1/95% 431 %
Delong 7% -0.741 0.459
Q 7.948 1.544

M EREIR AT LA 2], Delong &k % P=0.459, it K¥ 0.05, AYM
ROC HiZ FHIBUL 25, EpA S IHATS: L% 5%, Q Seil BHUE Y 7.948,95%
IIBCN 1.544, St EAHIEIE AT 95% A B, N P {HiTiE/ N T 0.05,
BI# 2% ROC A AE ST T 7 2 5 o

TS BIRT L, (1D 4% ROC BIZEAAFAEAZCIT, LB ROC 4k
BB ROC ik FHIFAFTE RN E RIGZ R R EHEMEREMYER: (2) 4
P4k ROC fhZRAFLEARASINT, LA ROC £k s ROC £k Thi AR B 43 21 i &5
RAENFZXAEI FAAEZES, NG RATLUEH, EEEE X, WF5E 3]
— L, TR RS S, PRV BIAR R A, PR R RS R AN
WAEFH ROC Hir e T A LU BCRHEAT Gu vt 2 HE T .

5 itig

1PN ROC HHZRAFAEMIAZIY, ZHW st Bl tHE 7> T~ ROC i £k AR
X2 WS FIIE S5 2EAT V-, B 2238 4R Y LU AR E T R B B s e P oKt
TP . ASCIR H ELE 2% ROC k2 5 HoA 2257, JFAI P A A7 i 252 Xt
i gt BAGE R B AT g B, B AR LR B okl ROC 2
Xt IS W 36 R D0 95 EA T PFAfY

AT AT LA . Q Gl REfryit) it S8 B e e, BV F 2 I S5 F 1
S PR PR PEEO SR BGR T AO B AR EUA ZE A5 Z2 ok Git & . L sehiE b
ViR, sk ROC M AFAEZE R, FESEBrBH RSO B 18 B P 2 72 18
PG T 0, HAFAERCR 7, HEM A RHER IR, #giit2EBOK, M ROC
ith ZEBAT T BEAFAE 22 5%

18
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MBS JEAT LA, ASORIEE ) Q Gk E B A BN — R
TR, (HBERREARIA, Ho— R ] LU i I 2E B I e 4, ek
fi#. 15 Delong ¥k LA, 4785 ROC HiZk AAFAERI ST, Q Sttt &I A il Delong
i, SPHTHLSIR, Delong iR S50 v, HOM R UA MO (R0 A ZER A i, B
el RN AR B R, 117 Q SEHRAE SO, MR A 47
FEER, UREARBRUNY, JRERK, HEEERARINEA, KR Ah
et R B R AT . 24 ROC HiZA7 (EMIAZA, Delong ik 1 36 3 42
fi€, SR EERIN, Delong ¥:HH % 11y XM ROC I FIIBUL T4,

S ROC M Z2HSE Bt B I A N Q G- Biguk, HUrE A BELIN=F ROC i
U OB, Q Seit iy RILA T Delong v, vk, 7ERTMRIE HANAS

[T BT, Delong kI RchER Q it B RIG RLAE T MAZ IRk, (H7EH
FAHZZ S T N Delong V2 BUR 46 25 e R R B AIG o i LA T AV 78 Fl 56 A0 5 5 AH
SEHIIETE T, Delong VAR — € AT L, (HSE0 S LR g0 A Re PRAIR A 45 31
FEREAE X T, IEARHER 141 Delong 3%, AT Delong v2: i) 45 SR A Al
o WJE, FEARRIIIMIEX 45 KA. LR HS, ERAMITE, &
TN BORIRAL, PR R 7R BHPE LA IV AE A L] (FE A 2 B 3D
BEZAN TG EHEE.

FAh, AR SRR EEAT 2 2K, A E R SR TR
HIEIE, R JE RGeS 2.51og i, REFGIHR, FIAEHE EH PR 5T
Giit BB BEE, TR E G I R MR ERS A, BTG
THEAE PR )@ b a] DL S AR RIR PAE, SEINSe A, (HILERSHE PR R A 1o
ko

RFFAAE BRI B, AR SCBORI)— 0] @2 G v & 1 23 A R AT
RS, Wl ERFERAR R G BT TAESEPRS A, AT 7R 2
FESETHERE A . HIR, ASCRIGHAE S B B A7 AR, Bi/b ) Hofth 2
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B %

1. Q Gt AR

m(list=Is())

set.seed(2019)

N=1000

Y <- rbinom(N,1,.8)

X1 <- rnorm(N)

ml <- X1

X1[Y==1] <- rnorm(sum(Y==1),mean=rbinom(sum(Y==1),1,.8))
X2 <- rnorm(N)

m2 <- X2

X2[Y==0] <- rnorm(sum(Y==0),mean=rbinom(sum(Y==0),1,.8))
dat <- data.frame(Y=Y,X1=X1,X2=X2)

# fit two logistic regression models

Im1 <- glm(Y~X1,data=dat,family="binomial ")

Im2 <- gIm(Y~X2,data=dat,family="binomial")
plot(Roc(list(Im1,Im2),data=dat)

rocl <- roc(Y,X1)

roc2 <- roc(Y,X2)

controll <- X1[Y==0]

casel <- X1[Y==1]

control2 <- X2[Y==0]

case2 <- X2[Y==1]

test <-sort(c(rocl$thresholds,roc2$thresholds),decreasing=TRUE)
Sel <-NULL

Spl <-NULL

Se2 <-NULL

24



BT BERER S 2019 Jm AR ERMLIE ST (i)

Sp2 <-NULL

for (p in 1:length(test)){

al <- sum(casel>test[p] )
b1 <- sum(control1>test[p] )
cl <- sum(casel<test[p] )

d1 <- sum(controll<test[p] )

a2 <- sum(case2>test[p] )
b2 <- sum(control2>test[p] )
c2 <- sum(case2<test[p] )

d2 <- sum(control2<test[p] )

Sel[p]<- al/(al+cl)

Spl[p]<- d1/(b1+d1)

Se2[p]<- a2/(a2+c2)

Sp2[p]<- d2/(b2+d2)

}

HHHBHHH T

#Sp2 <- 1-Sp2

#Se2 <- 1-Se2

positivel <- length(casel)*Sel+length(controll)-length(control1)*Spl
positive2 <- length(case2)*Se2+length(control2)-length(control2)*Sp2

negtivel <- length(casel)+length(controll)-positivel

negtive2 <- length(case2)+length(control2)-positive2

All <- positivel
A21 <- positive2
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Alll <- c(0,Al1[1:length(A11)-1])
A211 <- ¢(0,A21[1:length(A21)-1])

T AN A A S S — R B
all <- sort(Al1l,decreasing=TRUE)

a21 <- sort(A21,decreasing=TRUE)
HEHHHH oM

alll <- sort(A111,decreasing=TRUE)

a211 <- sort(A211,decreasing=TRUE)

D1 <-all-alll
D2 <-a21-a211
D <- D1+D2
HHHHH

ntotal <- all+a2l

HHEL IR ST

T111 <- al1*(D/(all+a21))
RO<-0

Z<-0

R <- NULL

Q <- NULL

for(m in 1:length(test)){
Z<-Z +(D1[m]-T111[m])
RO<- RO+((al1[m]/ntotal[m])*(a21[m]/ntotal[m])*((ntotal[m]-D[m])/(ntotal[m]-
1))*D[m])

Q[m]<-Z
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R[m] <- RO

}

Qstatistic <- max(abs(na.omit(Q)))/sqrt(max(na.omit(R)))

Qstatistic

funl <- function(x1){

T T T A R R R e Ry
pCon <- sample(c(control1,control2),length(c(controll,control2)),replace=TRUE)

pCase <- sample(c(casel,case2),length(c(casel,case2)),replace=TRUE)

ncasel <- pCase[1:length(casel)]

ncase2 <- pCase[(length(casel)+1):length(pCase)]
ncontroll <- pCon[1:length(controll)]

ncontrol2 <- pCon[(length(control1)+1):length(pCon)]

goldl <- c(rep(0,length(ncontroll)),rep(1,length(ncasel)))
gold2 <- c(rep(0,length(ncontrol2)),rep(1,length(ncase?)))

nrocl <- roc(goldl,c(ncasel,ncontroll))

nroc2 <- roc(gold2,c(ncase2,ncontrol?2))

ntest <-sort(c(nroc1$thresholds,nroc2$thresholds),decreasing=TRUE)

nSel <-NULL
nSpl <-NULL
nSe2 <-NULL
nSp2 <-NULL

for (r in 1:length(ntest)){
nal <- sum(ncasel>ntest[r] )
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nbl <- sum(ncontrol1>ntest[r] )
ncl <- sum(ncasel<ntest[r] )

ndl <- sum(ncontroll<ntest[r] )

na2 <- sum(ncase2>ntest[r] )
nb2 <- sum(ncontrol2>ntest[r] )
nc2 <- sum(ncase2<ntest[r] )

nd2 <- sum(ncontrol2<ntest[r] )

nSel[r]<- nal/(nal+ncl)
nSpl[r]<- nd1/(nb1+nd1)
nSe2[r]<- na2/(na2+nc2)
nSp2[r]<- nd2/(nb2+nd2)
}

He#HHHHHHT
#nSp2 <- 1-nSp2
#nSe2 <- 1-nSe2

npositivel <- length(ncasel)*nSel+length(ncontroll)-length(ncontroll)*nSpl
npositive2 <- length(ncase2)*nSe2+length(ncontrol2)-length(ncontrol2)*nSp2

nAll <- npositivel

nA21 <- npositive2

nA111 <- ¢(0,nAl11[1:length(nAl11)-1])
nA211 <- ¢(0,nA21[1:length(nA21)-1])

nall <- sort(nAll,decreasing=TRUE)
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na2l <- sort(nA21,decreasing=TRUE)

nalll <- sort(nAlll,decreasing=TRUE)
na211 <- sort(nA211,decreasing=TRUE)

ntotall <- nall+na2l

nD1 <- nall-nalll

nD2 <- na21-na211

nD <- nD1+nD2

HHHIR RS

nT111 <- nall*(nD/(nall+na2l))
nRO <-0

nZ<-0

nQ <- NULL

nR <- NULL

for(j in 1:length(ntest)){
nZ<-nZ + (nD1[j]-nT111[j])

nRO <- nRO+((nall[j]/ntotal1[j])*(na21[j]/ntotal1[j])*((ntotal1[j]-
D[j1)/(ntotal1[j]-1))*DIj])

nR[j] <- nRO

nQl[jl<- nZ

¥

nQstatistic <- max(abs(na.omit(nQ)))/sgrt(max(na.omit(nR)))

return(nQstatistic)

¥

core_number <- detectCores() # 75 &A1 7] %%
cl<- makeCluster(core_number-1)

registerDoParallel(cl)
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it Hdata  — M SEAL G A R
Result <-foreach(
i=1:1000, #Z LRFE S, step i 7R B L 1AL
ERVE
.combine=rbind, #i& [F1 45 R 476 I G AR HE
.packages=c('pROC','ModelGood') # & $i + E 4 F 1),
) Yodopar% funl(x1) ## i 75 BRI 1) o6 £
stopCluster(cl) #{3 11-#H 3
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