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ABSTRACT
Survival analysis models time-to-event distributions with censor-
ship. Recently, deep survival models using neural networks have
dominated due to their representational power and state-of-the-
art performance. However, their "black-box" nature hinders inter-
pretability, which is crucial in real-world applications. In contrast,
"white-box" tree-based survival models offer better interpretability
but struggle to converge to global optima due to greedy expansion.
In this paper, we bridge the gap between previous deep survival models
and traditional tree-based survival models through deep rectified lin-
ear unit (ReLU) networks.We show that a deliberately constructed
deep ReLU network (SurvReLU) can harness the interpretability
of tree-based structures with the representational power of deep
survival models. Empirical studies on both simulated and real sur-
vival benchmark datasets show the effectiveness of the proposed
SurvReLU in terms of performance and interoperability. The code
is available at https://github.com/xs018/SurvReLU.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Survival analysis is a prominent area of interest in statistics. Un-
like time series analysis, which identifies patterns at regular time
intervals [3, 5, 23], survival analysis models the time-to-event distri-
bution. Time-to-event data involves censorship due to incomplete
follow-up records [20], making the true time-to-event distribu-
tion unknown. In the early stages, survival analysis is approached
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from traditional statistics. The non-parametric Kaplan-Meier esti-
mator [12] models the time-to-event data with counting statistics
but ignores time-dependent covariates. Cox proportional hazards
(CPH) model [6] addresses this limitation by proposing a semi-
parametric model that approximates the true hazard rate by com-
bining a baseline hazard rate with a linear combination of covariates.
However, this linear relationship between the risk function and
covariates is easily violated in real scenarios.

To alleviate this linear constraint, deep neural networks are in-
troduced to statistical survival models [9], due to their power to
approximate arbitrary functions. Following this vein, DeepSurv [13]
replaces the linear model in CPH with a multi-layer perceptron
(MLP) while retaining the CPH framework. To improve scalability
and reduce computational overhead in DeepSurv, [18] proposes a
case-control approximation to the Cox partial likelihood, which
better leverages stochastic optimization in deep learning. Beyond
deep CPH models, assumption-free deep survival models have also
been explored. In particular, [19] directly learns the distribution
of survival times using a deep neural network by jointly maximiz-
ing the likelihood of the first hitting time and the corresponding
event while minimizing a concordance-like ranking loss. To further
capture dependencies between time slots, a deep recurrent neural
network is proposed to model the cumulative risk function [27].
In parallel, [4] proposes an adversarial learning scheme to directly
learn the non-parametric time-to-event distribution. Despite achiev-
ing state-of-the-art performance, these deep survival models remain
challenging to interpret due to their "black-box" nature.

Tree-based survival models [10, 15] are competing approaches
to deep survival models. These models either minimize local homo-
geneity [10] (measured by log-rank test) or maximize local hetero-
geneity [28] (measured by Kullback–Leibler divergence) between
branches at each splitting node. [16] then proposes an oblique sur-
vival tree using a non-axis-aligned splitting rule as opposed to axis-
aligned splitting rules in [10, 15]. [11, 15] extend these concepts to
random (oblique) survival forests to enhance their generalizability.
Although these "white-box" tree-based survival models offer more
interpretability compared to deep survival models, they are typi-
cally shown to be inferior to deep survival models [13, 18, 19, 27].
This may be due to their inability to guarantee convergence to
global optima because of their greedy expansion and reliance on
predefined splitting rules.

In this paper, we show that a thoughtfully designed ReLU net-
work can achieve interpretability, by forming a tree structure, and
maintain the representational power of a neural network. Specif-
ically, we establish an explicit connection between the ReLU net-
work and previous tree-based survival models, leveraging ReLU
networks’ ability to partition the input space into locally homoge-
neous regions like a tree (Sec. 2.1). Second, we introduce a novel
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Figure 1: Illustrative example to approximate a linear hazard function: ℎ(𝒙) = 𝑥0 + 2𝑥1: (a) the network structure of the proposed
SurvReLU network, (b) the decision boundary at each partitioning/layer, and (c) the resulting tree structures, respectively.

statistically-driven method to dynamically optimize the topology of
the ReLU network specifically for survival analysis (Sec. 2.2). This
can help compact the tree structure and improve the interpretability.
To this end, we construct the novel ReLU network that is inherently
interpretable like a tree (termed SurvReLU). Third, we show that
SurvReLU can be optimized end-to-end with a flexible choice of
loss functions (Sec. 2.3). Experiments on both simulated and real
datasets demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed SurvReLU
in terms of both performance and interpretability.

2 METHOD
The right-censored survival data is given in the form of 𝑁 triples
{𝒙,𝑇 , 𝐸}𝑁

𝑛=1, where 𝒙,𝑇 , 𝐸 denote the 𝑑−dimensional covariates,
the time of record, and an event indicator, respectively. With the
random variable 𝑡 representing time, the objective is to model the
probability of the event occurring over time 𝑡 . This is commonly
formulated to compute the survival function 𝑆 (𝑡): the probability
that an event occurs beyond time 𝑡 ,

𝑆 (𝑡) = P(𝑇 > 𝑡) = 1 −
∫ 𝑡

0
𝑓 (𝑠) 𝑑𝑠, (1)

where 𝑇 is the true event time, and 𝑓 (𝑡) denotes the probability
density function. Alternatively, the hazard rate:

ℎ(𝑡) = 𝑓 (𝑡)
𝑆 (𝑡) = lim

Δ𝑡→0

P(𝑡 ≤ 𝑇 < 𝑡 + Δ𝑡 |𝑇 ≥ 𝑡)
Δ𝑡

, (2)

which specifies the risk at time 𝑡 , is rather commonly used in most
survival models [4, 6, 10, 13, 15, 18, 19, 27]. We also follow the
same convention to predict hazard rate in this paper. Following
this definition, most previous survival models can be abstracted as
ℎ𝒙 (𝑡) = 𝑔𝜃 (𝒙, 𝑡), where 𝑔(·) is a function parameterized by 𝜃 that
maps covariates 𝒙 to the corresponding hazard rate. Accordingly,
the function 𝑔(·) can be a linear model [6], nonlinear neural net-
works [13, 18, 19, 27], and non-parametric survival trees [10, 11, 28].

The key purpose of this paper is to bridge the gap between previous
deep survival models and survival trees via a ReLU network. Similar
to tree-based models, ReLU networks can partition input space into
locally homogeneous and disjoint polyhedrons [21, 22, 25]. Instead
of using predefined partitioning rules in previous survival trees, the

ReLU network learns partitioning rules from input data. This em-
powers the ReLU network to have the same representational power
as neural networks, i.e., approximating arbitrary functions [25].

2.1 Network Architecture
A deep ReLU network is an MLP with ReLU activation functions.
Given an 𝐿-layer ReLU network, the output from the 𝑙-th layer with
𝑙 ∈ {1, · · · , 𝐿} can be expressed as

𝒂 (𝑙 ) = 𝜎 (𝒛 (𝑙 ) ), 𝒛 (𝑙 ) =𝑾 (𝑙 )𝒂 (𝑙−1) + 𝒃 (𝑙 ) , 𝒂 (0) = x, (3)

where 𝜎 (·) denotes the activation function,𝑾 (𝑙 ) and 𝒃 (𝑙 ) are the
weight matrix and bias vector, respectively.

The end-to-end behavior of the ReLU network is uniquely de-
termined by its activation pattern [21, 22, 25], i.e., the derivative
of the ReLU activation function w.r.t. its input 𝒐 (𝑙 ) = 𝜕𝒂 (𝑙 )/𝜕𝒛 (𝑙 ) .
Once the activation patterns 𝑶 = {𝒐 (1) , · · · , 𝒐 (𝐿) } of the ReLU
network are fixed, the partitioning of the input space is uniquely
determined, as 𝒐 (𝑙 ) is locally constant (see [22]). Since any function
taking locally constant input remains locally constant, we can use
a composite function 𝑔comp to map the activation patterns to the
hazard rate 𝑔comp : 𝑶 → ℎ(𝒙), where 𝑔comp can be any models
(e.g., linear model and MLP). As a result, the activation patterns
𝑶 and composite function 𝑔comp in the ReLU network serve as the
nodes and the leaves in survival trees, respectively. Unlike the pre-
vious tree-based survival models where the leaf node is restricted
to either Nelson–Aalen estimator [15] or CPHmodel [11], the learn-
able composite function enables integration of more advanced loss
functions (e.g., ranking loss [19]; see discussion in Sec. 2.3).

One notable difference between survival trees [10, 11, 28] and
the ReLU network is the dependence of input 𝒙 at each partition-
ing/layer. To incorporate 𝒙 at each layer, Eq. (3) is modified as

𝒛 (𝑙 ) =𝑾 (𝑙 )concat[𝒙 ; 𝒂 (𝑙−1) ] + 𝒃 (𝑙 ) , ∀𝑙 > 2, (4)

where concat[·] denotes concatenation operation. The resulting
network architecture is shown in Fig. 1(a). This modification en-
ables the partitioning of polyhedrons at each layer to resemble a
non-axis-aligned tree-splitting rule, where the absolute value of
the weight in𝑾 (𝑙 ) indicates the importance of each covariate at
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Figure 2: The change of rank ratio of matrix 𝑶 over time.

current partitioning. It is worth noting that a sparse weight ma-
trix𝑾 (𝑙 ) (i.e.,𝑾 (𝑙 ) has only one nonzero entry) can also lead to
an axis-aligned splitting rule. Up to now, we have established the
explicit connection between the ReLU network and previous axis-
aligned [10, 28] and non-axis-aligned [11] survival trees. Since the
derived ReLU network itself is a neural network, its connection
to other networks (e.g., standard MLPs) used in [13, 18, 19, 27] is
trivial.

2.2 Statistically-Driven Topology Optimization
Although we have constructed a ReLU network whose behavior
inherently resembles a tree, it is not specifically optimized for sur-
vival analysis. One notable limitation of the previously derived
ReLU network in Sec. 2.1 is that its network topology is defined as a
priori. This implies that the tree constructed by the ReLU network
is fully expanded (i.e., a dense tree).

As the activation patterns 𝑶 uniquely encoded the partitioning
of input space in the derived ReLU network, the topology of the
learned tree structure can be reflected by 𝑶 . We observe that the
activation patterns matrix 𝑶 is typically low-ranked (see Fig. 2).
This suggests that the learned ReLU network, however, produces
a sparse tree topology: some partitions/nodes should be pruned.
Based on this observation, we employ the log-rank test to localize
which partition should be pruned. Specifically, at each forward
pass, we can reconstruct the tree structure of the derived ReLU
network recursively (see Fig. 1(c)). Simultaneously, we can perform
the log-rank test at each splitting node and merge the nodes whose
p-value from the log-rank test is less than 0.05 (𝑝 < 0.05) by set-
ting the corresponding activation patterns to 0. This enables us to
dynamically optimize the derived ReLU network’s topology and
automatically prune the resulting tree structures.

But when to perform the proposed topology optimization remains
an open challenge.Model performance may deteriorate when opti-
mizing network topology after training [24]. However, optimizing
network topology at early training iterations may restrict its rep-
resentational capacity [2]. Again, we can leverage the rank of the
activation patterns 𝑶 to decide when to optimize the network topol-
ogy. To achieve this, we keep track of the changes in the rank of the
matrix 𝑶 over time. Once the topology of the learned tree structures
is unchanged, we optimize the network topology.

To this end, we have constructed a ReLU network that is inher-
ently interpretable like a survival tree but has a topology that can
be learned and dynamically optimized. We term this novel ReLU
network as SurvReLU, as it is tailored for survival analysis.

Algorithm 1 SurvReLU Training (single iteration)

Input: Batch data: {𝒙,𝑇 , 𝐸}𝑁
𝑛=1, ReLU network: [𝑔𝜃 ; 𝑔comp]

1: for 𝑙 = 1 : 𝐿 do
2: 𝒛 (𝑙 ) =𝑾 (𝑙 )concat[𝒙𝑛 ; 𝒂 (𝑙−1) ] + 𝒃 (𝑙 ) ; 𝒂 (𝑙 ) = 𝜎 (𝒛 (𝑙 ) )
3: compute activation patterns 𝑜 (𝑙 )𝑛 at 𝑙-th layer
4: reconstruct the tree node at 𝑙-th layer (see Fig. 1(c))
5: log-rank test on two partitions (𝒛 (𝒍 ) ≥ 0 and 𝒛 (𝒍 ) < 0)
6: update the tree structure topology (as specified in Sec. 2.2)
7: end for
8: ℎ(𝒙𝑛) = 𝑔comp ({𝑜 (1)𝑛 , · · · , 𝑜 (𝐿)𝑛 })
9: compute loss and update network parameters by SGD

Table 1: Performance comparison using𝐶𝑡𝑑
𝜏 [𝑃 (𝐶 > 𝜏) = 10−8].

Methods Simulated Linear Simulated Gaussian SUPPORT METABRIC
CPH [6] 0.774 (0.772, 0.775) 0.507 (0.505, 0.509) 0.569 ± 0.010 0.636 ± 0.012
DeepSurv [13] 0.774 (0.772, 0.776) 0.649 (0.647, 0.651) 0.611 ± 0.007 0.652 ± 0.012
Cox-CC [18] 0.775 (0.757, 0.789) 0.649 (0.627, 0.672) 0.613 ± 0.003 0.649 ± 0.009
DeepHit [19] 0.777 (0.760, 0.795) 0.658 (0.637, 0.679) 0.641 ± 0.004 0.677 ± 0.016

ST [10] 0.694 (0.676, 0.715) 0.571 (0.544, 0.591) 0.554 ± 0.007 0.563 ± 0.014
OST [11] 0.681 (0.658, 0.701) 0.541 (0.518, 0.562) 0.542 ± 0.005 0.556 ± 0.013
RSF [15] 0.765 (0.763, 0.766) 0.646 (0.643, 0.648) 0.614 ± 0.004 0.643 ± 0.011
ORSF [11] 0.774 (0.758, 0.794) 0.631 (0.605, 0.649) 0.636 ± 0.006 0.674 ± 0.014

SurvReLU (Cont.) 0.780 (0.768, 0.795) 0.660 (0.636, 0.678) 0.620 ± 0.005 0.659 ± 0.009
SurvReLU (Disc.) 0.780 (0.764, 0.797) 0.659 (0.639, 0.682) 0.645 ± 0.005 0.679 ± 0.017

2.3 Model Learning
The proposed SurvReLU can be optimized in an end-to-end fashion.
A summary of training a single iteration of SurvReLU is specified
in Algorithm 1. It is noteworthy that the optimization of network
topology (line 4-6 in Algorithm 1) is only performed when the rank
of matrix 𝑶 (𝑙 ) is unchanged as discussed in Sec. 2.2.
Loss function. The end-to-end parameterization of SurvReLU
enables a flexible choice of the loss function. We consider both
continuous-time [13] and discrete-time [19] survival losses in this
paper due to their popularity and success; while other choices can
be alternatives (e.g., adversarial loss [4]). The resulting models are
named SurvReLU (Cont.) and SurvReLU (Disc.), respectively.
Complexity analysis. Compared to standard MLP, SurvReLU
computes the derivative of each neuron w.r.t. 𝒙 , which requires
an additional back-propagation (i.e., O(𝐿3)). By utilizing the dy-
namic programming trick outlined in [22], this can be reduced to
O(𝐿2). The log-rank test also introduces additional computation,
which will take O(𝑁 log𝑁 ) to sort the time 𝑇 . However, this can
be handled once at the very beginning of each training iteration.

3 EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS
We conducted experiments on two simulated and real datasets.
Simulated: The simulated datasets were sourced from [13], con-
sisting of a training (𝑁 = 4000), validation (𝑁 = 1000), and test-
ing (𝑁 = 1000) set. Each sample includes 𝑑 = 10 covariates (i.e.,
𝑥0, 𝑥1, · · · , 𝑥9) drawn from a uniform distribution on [−1, 1). The
event time𝑇 was generated based on an exponential Coxmodel. Fur-
ther information about the simulation process can be found in [13].
These simulated datasets encompass two subcategories character-
ized by either a linear risk function (i.e., 𝑥1: ℎ(𝑥) = 𝑥0 + 2𝑥1) or a
Gaussian risk function (i.e., ℎ(𝒙) = log(𝜆𝑚𝑎𝑥 ) exp(−(𝑥20 +𝑥

2
1 )/2𝑟

2);
𝜆𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 5.0 and 𝑟 = 0.5).
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(a) The predicted vs the true risk function (b) tree structure w/o topology optimization (c) tree structure w/ topology optimization

Figure 3: (a) The predicted risk function versus the true Gaussian risk function on the simulated Gaussian dataset. (b) and (c):
The resulting tree structures of SurvReLU w/ and w/o the proposed topology optimization in Sec. 2.2 on METABRIC dataset.

Real: Two popular benchmark datasets were used: (i) SUPPORT
dataset, originating from the Study to Understand Prognoses Pref-
erence Outcomes and Risks of Treatment [14]. It comprises 8873
patients (patients with missing features were dropped) with 14
covariates. The censorship rate within this dataset stands at approx-
imately 32%. (ii) METABRIC dataset is designed to improve breast
cancer treatment recommendations [7], including gene expression
and clinical data for 1,980 patients. The data was processed to inte-
grate four gene indicators and five clinical features, resulting in a
total of 9 covariates. The proposition of censorship is around 42%.

3.1 Experiments
Evaluation metrics. The evaluation of the performance for survival
analysis was carried out by the time-dependent concordance index
(𝐶𝑡𝑑

𝜏 ). Specifically, the C-index is designed to assess a model’s ability
to predict the ordering of event times through ranking.
Experimental setup. (i) On the simulated datasets, we adhere to the
default training, validation, and testing data splits outlined in [13].
All the covariates are z-scored to have a zeromean and unit variance.
The 95% confidence intervals are obtained by bootstrapping [13].
(ii) We conduct five-fold cross-validation for the real datasets (i.e.,
SUPPORT and METABRIC) to thoroughly assess the performance
and generalizability of all methods. The mean (± standard devia-
tion) of C-index is reported. For preprocessing, we apply one-hot
encoding to all categorical variables and z-score for all numerical
variables. (iii) The hyperparameter tuning for the proposed model
(i.e., learning rate, batch size, and 𝐿) is carried out by the random
search [1]. The optimal learning rate is found to be 0.1. The batch
size is set to 1024. We recommend a large batch size to ensure stable
statistics in the log-rank test. The optimal number of layers is [6,
30, 16, 14] for simulated Linear, simulated Gaussian, SUPPORT, and
METABRIC, respectively. All the experiments are implemented in
PyTorch and performed on a Nvidia GTX 1080Ti.

3.2 Results
Main results. As shown in Table 1, the proposed SurvReLU com-
petes favorably with other deep survival models and tree-based
survival models on both simulated and real datasets in terms of𝐶𝑡𝑑 .
We observe that (i) on the simulated datasets, SurvReLU(Cont.) and
SurvReLU(Cont.) achieve similar performance but still outperform
other competing methods. Remarkably, SurvReLU can approximate
the true Linear/Gaussian risk function as effectively as other deep
survival models (see Fig. 3(a)). However, the other axis-aligned
and even non-axis-aligned tree-based survival models show infe-
rior performance in modeling the risk function. This suggests that

Figure 4: Ablations on (a) number of layers 𝐿 and (b) sparsity
of weight matrix𝑾 using the simulated Gaussian dataset.

SurvReLU retains the representational capacity of a neural net-
work. Although SurvReLU has a non-axis-aligned partitioning rule
similar to ORSF, we conjecture that the superiority of SurvReLU
over other tree-based survival models arises from its end-to-end
optimization instead of greedy expansion (e.g., fitting a CPH at
each split in ORSF). (ii) On the real datasets, SurvReLU (Cont.) out-
performs other competing continuous-time deep survival models
(DeepSurv and Cox-CC). SurvReLU (Disc.) achieves even better
performance than discrete-time DeepHit and outperforms other
tree-based survival models, even without the use of ensembles.
Importantly, SurvReLU results in a compact tree structure that is in-
herently as interpretable as tree-based survival models (Fig. 3(b) and
(c)), a feature none of the other deep survival models can provide.
Ablation studies. We conduct ablation on the number of layers
𝐿 in a SurvReLU network as well the sparsity of the weight ma-
trices 𝑾 = {𝑾 (1) , · · · ,𝑾 (𝐿) }. The sparsity of 𝑾 is enforced by
recursively soft-thresholding 𝑾 with a strength 𝜆 [8, 17, 26].
We observed that (i) similar to many deep survival models, the per-
formance of SurvReLU typically saturates after reaching a certain
number of layers (e.g., 𝐿 = 20 in Fig. 4(a)). (ii) The performance of
SurvReLU is traded-off with the sparsity of𝑾 and hence the inter-
pretability of the model (Fig. 4(b)). This is because a more sparse𝑾
pushes SurvReLU to result in a tree structure with an axis-aligned
partitioning rule (see Sec. 2.1), which is better to interpret.

4 CONCLUSION AND FUTUREWORK
In this paper, we bridge the gap between deep survival models and
survival trees by proposing a statistically-driven ReLU network
for survival analysis (SurvReLU). Experimental results on both
simulated and real datasets show that SurvReLU competes favor-
ably with previous deep and tree-based survival models. Notably,
it retains the interpretability of tree-based models without compro-
mising performance. Unlike other tree-based models, SurvReLU
does not use model ensembles, which could be explored in the
future to enhance its generalizability and performance.
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