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Abstract

Typical clinical dose development studies consist of the comparison of several doses of a drug with a placebo.
The primary interest is to find therapeutic window that satisfying both efficacy and safety. In this paper,
we propose nonparametric method for identifying effective and safe doses in linear placement using score
function. The Monte Carlo simulation is adapted to estimate the power and the family-wise error rate(FWE)
of proposed procedure are compared with previous methods.
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Aol B2 520 08 429 2 TL MLsel §I3 BT} AT L <7 oA B 2T
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Table 3.1. Power of estimated MSMED (k=3, «=0.05)

Ko p1 p2 p3 POWER

60610265 ° " Ty FE  UN  UE W SU SD
6 0.8236 0.5539 0.9723 0.5544 0.3537 0.1849 0.2244
10 0.9636 0.1983 0.9952 0.1983 0.5842 0.4841 0.4815

bl

M

0123 1.9

normal
0135 2.9 6 0.9942 0.9548 0.9999 0.9548 0.9119 0.7896 0.8400
' 10 1.0000 0.8568 1.0000 0.8568 0.9956 0.9871 0.9871
0123 1.9 6 03284 0.2273 0.5324 0.2360 0.0064 0.0027 0.0115
. ' 10 0.4990 0.0285 0.7211 0.0285 0.0278 0.0145 0.0412

exponential

0135 2.9 6 04160 0.3811 0.7018 0.3901 0.0168 0.0063 0.0220
’ 10 0.6242 0.0818 0.8889 0.0819 0.0606 0.0278 0.0968
0123 1.9 6 0.7129 04502 0.9103 0.4519 0.1616 0.0664 0.0806
double ' 10 0.8949 0.1324 0.9799 0.1324 0.3328 0.2185 0.2158
exponential 0135 2.9 6 09501 0.8205 0.9972 0.8206 0.5936 0.3946 0.4669
’ 10 0.9970 0.5838 1.0000 0.5838 0.8642 0.7839 0.7833
0123 1.9 6 0.4204 0.2880 0.6415 0.2922 0.0042 0.0008 0.0015
' 10 0.6551 0.0555 0.8317 0.0555 0.0055 0.0015 0.0013

cauchy

6 0.6679 0.5147 0.8690 0.5157 0.0203 0.0051 0.0094

0135 2.9
10 0.8904 0.2029 0.9763 0.2029 0.0214 0.0112 0.0086

Table 3.2. FWE of estimated MSMED (k=3, «=0.05)

Ho p1 2 B3 FWE

B0 616205 0 " Ty FE UN UE W SU SD
6 0.1613 0.0005 0.0116 0.0000 0.6109 0.7808 0.7332
10 0.0317 0.0000 0.0002 0.0000 0.4091 0.5090 0.5114

Fl

Mo

0123 1.9

normal
0135 2.9 6  0.0057 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0868 0.2051 0.1570
10 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0044 0.0129 0.0129
0123 1.9 6  0.5440 0.0087 0.3111 0.0000 0.9187 0.9676 0.9570
X 10 0.3887 0.0000 0.1620 0.0000 0.8803 0.9338 0.9341
exponential
0135 2.9 6 0.5106 0.0090 0.2093 0.0000 0.8730 0.9521 0.9328
10 0.3391 0.0001 0.0749 0.0000 0.8071 0.8826 0.8833
0123 1.9 6 0.2429 0.0017 0.0447 0.0000 0.7673 0.8923 0.8600
double 10 0.0894 0.0000 0.0048 0.0000 0.6225 0.7348 0.7366
exponential 0135 2.9 6  0.0455 0.0001 0.0008 0.0000 0.3431 0.5276 0.4688
10 0.0030 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1262 0.2031 0.2039
0123 1.9 6  0.4167 0.0040 0.1830 0.0000 0.9557 0.9872 0.9807
cauchy 10 0.2418 0.0000 0.0692 0.0000 0.9528 0.9793 0.9797
0135 2.9 6 0.2332 0.0010 0.0483 0.0000 0.8907 0.9523 0.9360
10 0.0810 0.0000 0.0069 0.0000 0.8832 0.9301 0.9306
Table 3.37} Table 3.4 &3 29| A4 (k)7} 622 Z/INAL W] AtaA AR Loz k) 39

itk FWES ZopA A 28 sobith BT B3 7F AREo|AY o|SAFRE 45
o= B =RoA A XS o] &3 TAFE, FN, UE, UN) 2% t}2 270 34 glo] FWES
2 AlejstiA AARYEE 7 UrE‘rkM. 53], UN2 2T Exo= @A gle] BE 24 solA
FWES & Aloj3a} SAlo & AR 82 E3lrh

k7} 39 wje} np b= 9] X Xl Aers o83 FES NES Al9stae 8% 58 28
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Table 3.3. Power of estimated MSMED (k=6, «=0.05)

Mo K1 p2 B3 B4 5 He 5 POWER

Oo 0102 03 04 05 06 "7FN FE UN UE W SU  sD
6 0.8398 0.9991 1.0000 1.0000 0.4115 0.1259 0.2233

bl

A

0123456 4.9
1 10 0.9678 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.6406 0.1570 0.4288
norma
6 0.9940 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.9252 0.4838 0.8139
01357911 8.9
10 0.9999 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.9945 0.3897 0.9757
6 0.4185 0.6127 0.9280 0.6207 0.0362 0.0130 0.0143
0123456 4.9
. 10 0.5539 0.2594 0.9851 0.2594 0.0153 0.0392 0.0365
exponential
6 0.4213 0.8365 0.9745 0.8451 0.0661 0.0226 0.0224
01357911 8.9
10 0.5419 0.5859 0.9973 0.5859 0.1213 0.0634 0.0444
0123456 49 6 0.7526 0.9910 1.0000 0.9925 0.2375 0.0849 0.1059
double 10 0.9099 0.9683 1.0000 0.9683 0.3818 0.1409 0.2097
exponential 01357911 8.9 6 0.9537 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.6808 0.3761 0.4781
10 0.9970 0.9994 1.0000 0.9994 0.8882 0.4999 0.7554
6 0.5693 0.7683 0.9919 0.7722 0.0105 0.0017 0.0020
0123456 4.9
b 10 0.7599 0.4934 0.9996 0.4934 0.0146 0.0044 0.0034
cauc
Y 6 0.7584 0.9143 0.9999 0.9156 0.0419 0.0110 0.0133
01357911 8.9

10 0.9165 0.7278 1.0000 0.7278 0.0460 0.0153 0.0148

Table 3.4. FWE of estimated MSMED (k=6, «=0.05)

b HO M1 K2 p3 4 K5 16 5 POWER
e fo 61 02 63 04 65 06 "7TFN FE  UN _ UE W SU  SD
6 0.1602 0.0009 0.0000 0.0000 0.5885 0.7769 0.7767
0123456 4.9
| 10 0.0322 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3594 0.5496 0.5712
norm.
orma 6 0.0060 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0748 0.1866 0.1861
01357911 8.9
10 0.0001 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0055 0.0207 0.0243
0123456 49 6 0.5723 0.0080 0.0625 0.0000 0.9036 0.9774 0.9630
. ’ 10 0.4424 0.0000 0.0112 0.0000 0.9809 0.9453 0.9451
exponential
6 0.5769 0.0086 0.0238 0.0000 0.8878 0.9646 0.9511
01357911 8.9
10 0.4579 0.0000 0.0025 0.0000 0.8605 0.9366 0.9402
0123456 49 6 0.2474 0.0015 0.0000 0.0000 0.7624 0.8945 0.8941
double ’ 10 0.0901 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.6182 0.7734 0.7903
exponential 01357911 8.9 6 0.0463 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.3192 0.5226 0.5219
’ 10 0.0030 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1118 0.2259 0.2446
0123456 49 6 0.4143 0.0039 0.0072 0.0000 0.9568 0.9969 0.9888
b ’ 10 0.2393 0.0000 0.0001 0.0000 0.9484 0.9942 0.9867
cauchy
6 0.2367 0.0013 0.0001 0.0000 0.9171 0.9852 0.9708
01357911 8.9
10 0.0835 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.9105 0.9799 0.9670
F(n)7F 7SS £2 298 Bon, 85 53 HE 0] AAY ZAU) © vopRlt 7)1Ee] W
HE § Wt k71 622 AXWA FWEL oA AFE-2 AFAT 2 J=7} vjujst $=Folt}.
4, SD9} SUE k7} 602 AXWA 238 A4ee] § "ol 272 Horh. AnHoz W
SD& ATFRE el A §3 £28 TR 94 4o BT 2 wlole $2 v} ek, SUE ol
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off
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30
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= Hr}t o= B4A v ZEA o7 AR H t-statisticsd] AAFAHNA BR ] Soj7f=
BAFAFL2 A Mean square error; MSE) gho] =W SA8ke] gho] Zrolx|11, AR oz FALIILS

7178k7)7F ol S A A EA] &S P FES A5 WA E AAET A FASA HWA FWEZL
EorA7] W 2o ® Helth thA] LA, MEDS} MSDE EF AARTE 24 FA5HA =W AA
2 S EFT 5 gl %S et 913 A2 e 87 Aok wetA MED<}
MSDE FAldl 43t FEsIL A B A5 HAE LA ol t-statisticsS ©]-§-38F 7]
29] 9 ARl uf% A5 )sfoF & Zojt}.
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i
X oo

B ERoA Aldehs R FRS AT kB A8 WAE FA}A T el S mE
F7F107] o] gez &3] 24, %% #%‘?é_ Z¥7o] 2 o]iFe] ApolE FaL YA 9 o] E8F
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