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Abstract

The treatment effect in clinical tests depending on dose of the drug; however, it can show a decreasing trend
in fixed dose level due to side effects. The trend is known as an umbrella pattern; in addition, the method
for the umbrella alternative is quite useful when the tendency is predicted in advance. In this paper, we
propose a nonparametric method of umbrella alternatives for a one-way layout by using linear placement
described in Orban and Wolfe (1982). The Monte Carlo simulation is adapted to compare the power of
proposed procedure with previous methods.
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1. M2

A Al X 23 (one-way layout)2 Al o] BAT 7F FFS Hlwdr] s AFAGHot) Ay &
SHe] o] §72 AR AANE LA AR Seoln AFLEES g2t FEASeH: Aol 4
HaH, 24A 9l AR S ARt HElEol BT Athe AFME AT + Aok 1
Hit o] 7L WA e Afole Al 1% LFE AT 5 A vEsA ARHS dgsoF &
t}.

LA 239 Eﬁﬂﬂ"“’ﬂ\_ ojg] 7kA FelZt el A4 72 Ao a7t Hol® shvie thErh=
At 7 o] vk g Ho] A7)l whE A2 ZHe S3olvt oY Bgwke] mE £X
ol thak AP R} /\l% A =AUl E 71 (ordered alternative; Hy : 01 < 02 < --- < 6y)
Beh. el o) HEHE Z/ASIE 37} 275 kel 5ol B RRgoR A8l ol
It Fadke TS AFE  QUvk o]H 3 S 9418 99 (umbrella pattern) o]l 5hH,
2] a7t 5718 FAE Holthrt 24 d FAIR v = AE &% 55 A dde APl &
o} (Mack¥} Wolfe, 1981).

LA ARG A AutefF 7ol At thx A v Ry AW Z AS7 il EFzEEq A
9 (rank) S 0]3‘6]~— Kruskal?} Wallis (1952) 7} A2+ ¥4 3} Chunga} Kim (2007) ] Zﬂ otst A
AAE o] &3 Hlns Aol Aok SAWHZ M B8 Mann?t Whitney 7} A< U ]

o&i EO" F—{}
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gAgsto] =AY P71 283 Jonckeere (1954)8} Terpstra (1952)7) AlQket AW o] o} =
Al 2] 23 of] A updated A8} fixed YAE o] &3t £ARH I AL3 Kim (1999)©]
Aok AWl Utk AW dYES A vEs AES B o] AT ALk Macks}
Wolfe (1981)% k7he] _,—i% BAol ths) Mann Whitney (1947)¢] SAZE o]83te] AR ek
Hettmansperger2} Norton (1987)-2 k7lo] %3& EA|o| tisf] <=8 SASS AFES vl Ra4A ol e
AAIBFRA I, Chend}t Wolfe (1990)+= Mack3} Wolfe (1981)7} A|<tst AAHES 333t Chen}
Wolfe (1993) = S48 |54 083 B2EHT ) Bob L Aol shte] M) SoFo] 9)
=25 AA37] H BHES AASE Y. Alvo (2008)+= Spearman distance, Kendall distance% o
elol Dol e A Bt (2000)5 503 A6 HAE ol el UEASE o
3 AAUE AN
o] =RNE dYMAEF A thxFe 27|17t A4 A-TE o §-83F Orband} Wolfe (1982) 7}
2t g 9% EA 2 (linear placement statistic) g ©]-&3lo] ¢4 T Hdo) tigk AAL A¢H
Aot Ay 1A FAHY 4 (score function)+ A A4 (normal score function)$} %]

s}
4 A48 (exponential score function)E ARFITE EJAFS F3te] B2 A E4HEA T
_(’3_
A3

r°" mio

X

2
o
3
2

53
[}
3 g Hdoll sl Macky} Wolfe (1981)7F A <H3l Wby, o] =RollA A2t F 744 AFWES
39 (power)& HIL3FAT}
2. MICtol= &
Aol £7F k7 YL R
Y;j=u+9i+6¢j, ’i:O,l,...,k;j:l,Z...,n

oA pi A FFS IR 0,5 i8R Aele] £, ok LS UEhn $U8 AR
2t A% 599 HBUSE AV Vi, Vo, Vi 0 = 0,1,... kS i) Aeloln 3
FREo|P s, AABEE 7% N = 5 nioleh 3k

uw}
3

e bl
o

2.1. &=AMUEIFL0IMC Kim (1999) ZEH

Kim (1999)2 =AWHZFEAA AAE o]&sto] vRsa AW A8 <A -d7bE2
o= 2

083 thaTe LR WA §3 2R} AL
W) Bk, v;9) updated $10 ofele} 2ol

gl ol gt}
miUij:[numberof Y;/jSSY;'j], i=1,...,k j=1,...,n55 s=0,...,0—1, (2.1)
oI71A mit (WA 8% FERT 4 BE 8% 229 & BESE U 3 m = Y 0ol

ot o]& o] &3 ¥ AA FAFS vt 2k
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714 pm,; (o) [0,1]8] BN B A5gkd FT(score function)oltt. A3 A A ZF
( =

S vl E43 A4eaE AFA5 8 (normal score function) ¢, (¢) = @71 (z)(d71E 3
=3 =
€T o an

AEE FHEETo A3)9t X443 (exponential score function) ¢, (e) = —In(1 —
z)7F ok E3 AFAFTFE o] 23 AY AX) FAH ST AGLHLTLE o] R HY YA &
Az SE 2 a3 2}

b _ iWUij + 1
s =Yy et ),

SE=-33m {1_ﬁ] ,

m;+1 2
NS\ ni(ms +ni + 1)vm, +1 . 1 l
Var (Sup - Z (mz i 1)(mz ¥ 2) ) Um,;+1 = Z |:(I) (ml ) ’

)
5 (sfp) _ z’“: ni[(mi + 1) In(mi + 1) — In[(m, + 1)1]
)

I

)

el g Bl )]

oluf updated A Aol BTt AFAFTITE 018 TE3T AP A FAZFL 47

o)1, FBAA BolA 4] (2.3)7 4 (24)= 2AAOE BRYFREIC

2.2, 0K THREJFLOIM Ak 278

Sk Y 7Hae] Wele okt Ak

100 <01 < < Op1 < Op 2 0pp1 >0 201 > O (2.5)
updated $]2] & ©]-&3t A4 W <AY M NA Y FAES AT WE/MEAE E4317] S
A p(peak)E FALE AF A HHZME(HL : 60 < 01 < --- < 6p1 < 6,)F 2L E2F AT

o
ﬂl%lﬂ“(HR Op > Opt1 > -+ > Op1 > O) Hg 5 Aok E3 910 <A 7ML SAF
(22)5 7 N2 vd 953 2 8% Y 7Mool 242 A8kt
9% A9 g 7Hdel thak 914 (placement) U=
miLU£ = [numberonS'jngij} , t=1...,p;7=1,...,n4; s=0,...,i—1
= [0HA5E (i — 1) A27HA] Vi Rk ZAY 22 280 74
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93 Aolatth. ol7)A mie WA §3 £ERT AL BE F EES m = Y n, o]t
=3 Q8% $AY iy 7Hol i 914 (placement) UL, ;&
mkR,Z-U;iiyj = [number onk',Sjs < Yk,i,j] i=1,...,k—p; j= 1,... ni; s=0,...,1—1

= [(k —i+ )AL kAR M2 27HA] Vi, Boh AU 22 2829 5]

i—1

2 gogtt. o471 mit, = ng +ne—1 + o+ Nemig1r = 3 o_g Me—s 0l Th
22T A2 AAE oL 94&EY L2 =AY UlH M s AR 44

o= 3> (U5).

=1 j=1

k—pNk—i

S ()

i=1 j=1
o} o] AojHth. Az 59 USe UL, ;o) BAZFE o183k 94+ tii7tde) AATAZRS

P g pPMk—i

Sup = Sty + S =D ém, (U5) + ZZ%M(U,C i)

i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1
ol AFIHE Ho: 00 =61 = --- = O T AR AT 71A4FLE Sup > Saolth A71A S AF7F
/g 6‘]'01] PO [Sup Z Sa} = a%
ZyzZte] HeerZ A8 (normal score function) @} X|4=7 48k (exponential score func-

tion)o] W EA S t}eT} 2T},

AT stoll A S5 eF sF o Baa Bake ofeliel 2t
E (s”s) =0,
ni (mf+ni+1)v,e,, 2P e (mi; + ni— Hrl)UmkR 41

(mF + 1) (mf +2) (nf 1) (mf, 1 2)

’

Il
,Mﬁ

Var (Sﬁ,s) .
n; [(mL + 1) In (mL + 1) —1In [(m,L + 1)!]]

P
E\ _ i i 7
E(S"p) 7; mE+1
n kz_fj Nk—; [(mkR_i + 1) In (mkR i+ 1) —In [(mkR_i + 1)1]]
; mi . +1 ’
nz(mf‘ +n; +1) [qmiLJrl - (mZL —+ 1) qgfnL}
(m{ +1) (my +2)

]

Eor i (mfg i 1) [ap g — (i +1) 62 |
(mgfi + 1) (mkR—i + 2)

i=1
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oluf updated 9 Aol FF AT AFHFTTE o8 BEIRN AP AR AT 4

o3, AR FAA 9 F AL 2o BEYFREDC

3. Qojae 8! Hi}

2 =&ollAE updated FAE o] 8T AtATTTed AeHrTT ARSAZA ZAB AEA
AAE BT 7120 AHES vuE fJ5 B4 I vEeA el ApelE wlas)E gt
. Bl o e F-EASE o838 #AHEAH(ANOVA) S AME3HaL, W RS9 Hpgo =
= Macky} Wolfe (1981)7} A|<kst A7dwg AR&sith o] WS 413 EH%VWOH gk 71E
HE T i A siEeA 7Y e AAEE Bl Hﬂ%olﬂ}‘ D@vu + e
2, Ut AN ApRE, ARz ET mert F4 Cauchy #32 4T} 77?47} o F
+ O|FATEEE 1T SASE o] &3t HfEEY %@M% RANNOR ?&4‘2 o] &3t
th ALEEY drAd2 RANEXP 3¢, Cauchy #3298 d44/4d2 RANCAU -5 0]&5k3l
t}. o]EA4EZE RANUNI 32 o] &3lo] owigt whog U2 QA m_ %44{4_

ax 0.052 33}

A & 5/ AE Ay 4 22 A7 1002 22 HF9E t}.

$F oF 0.052 HAFY) 93 FES} FAL AREIIATE ol#d =AM 72 e AA

w37 938l 10,0008 ¥HE3= Monte Carlo AT L A A5} EE. o] A4S Table 3.137} Table

3.28 Agsgc)

Z- A 23t BFE Y Ao Fo5F0] 0.068 UEI=A AR

O PEL A E, AFEEL] Table 3. 1oﬂzﬂ 0.0546, 0.0485, 18|31 °]=

Table 3.20[4] 0.0480, 0.01652] #HES AJrh. Cauchy Exd uf, EAHEAHS 15 2/ &

2 3g ongie). =3 Macky} Wolfe (1981)7]' Alrst BAH APF4E2 Hqt

¢l Table 3.1 4] 0.0541, 0.0521 ©]|FX|HE 2} Cauchy £3Z¢l Table 3 0

Atk Zr B2oA APFAFFEOR 1F LFE AATS E 5 drf. & =Fo4
7 BzoMe APdRosFoR 15 275 Alojsk=d 0.055 It A3 siAu 2 FA7F

oJF1 ok

< AHEY dgriae] gejo wet tdEe & 5 Atk A4 AFEZAAME <AY b

Fg Apol7t S5 EAHEAY H80] 238 € 5 Atk <A g oA {7 Aol 2

3%, Cauchy BEZE 93 2 o] 4 455 A vt o= B A

o|7} 23 4+ g M= FE7) ge] 2t o]d A3E Btk 2t AR grt F7HRE o}

A= LA Yol F7e ;z}om 255 Mack¥} Wolfe (1981)7} Alket e} &) 2

< ¢ 5 Atk Aol AUF FEEAAM AA FHFE o)F T} upA| g ZHokx| = -4k Y7t

o] Fefoll Al updated 93] 7‘47@%‘4 F&o 7W Eth. A% BY3chr) vix| et Eoj= Yot

oAM= updated A AHHY] E&o] Ttk =T S A=A Y3t FolA A TobA] F

Pohe dH7MME BHY 27t S5 BAHEYY] 80 £S5 ¢ 5 ok

ﬁ
I 2
Me
@r
o
5 OrE
L & X
X o AL g
S M & o
[N}
=N X Ee >
LW e
oL 2L A o O Jo

Y 2 oY 2 ok o bk
o X o o af to
o, 1 o e

f rﬂ:
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Table 3.1. Monte Carlo power estimates (o = 0.05)
6o 01 02 03 n F M&W UNS UES

Ar
Hel

0 0 0 0 0.0546 0.0541 0.0497 0.0506

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.0866 0.0689 0.0654 0.0674

0 0.5 1 1.5 0.8994 0.1238 0.1641 0.1973

0 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.1127 0.2525 0.2448 0.2281

0 0.5 1 0.5 0.4980 0.7961 0.7895 0.7572

Normal 0.1 0.5 0.9 0.1 0.4106 0.6697 0.6253 0.5863
0.5 1 0.5563 0.7898 0.7302 0.6963

1 1 1 0.7617 0.7745 0.8465 0.8668

0.5 0.5 0.5
0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5

0.2309 0.1467 0.1377 0.1197
0.0640 0.1480 0.1564 0.1618

0 0.3 0 0.3 0.1093 0.0520 0.0684 0.0868

0 0 0 0 0.0485 0.0521 0.0505 0.0517

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.0653 0.0618 0.0625 0.0631

0 0.5 1 1.5 0.6967 0.1139 0.1402 0.1509

0 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.0844 0.2166 0.1979 0.1675

0 0.5 1 0.5 0.3197 0.7062 0.6460 0.5367

Exponential 0.1 0.5 0.9 0.1 0.2599 0.5755 0.4819 0.3849
0.5 1 0.3611 0.6998 0.5764 0.4710

0 1 1 1 0.5284 0.6756 0.7030 0.6613

0.5 0.5 0.5 0.1548 0.1276 0.1110 0.0908
0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.1156 0.1324 0.1330 0.1283
0 0.3 0 0.3 0.0821 0.0560 0.0746 0.0866

F: ANOVA for one-way layout; M&W: Mack¥} Wolfe”} A o+t b

UNS: Z1A5ErE o183 A8 94 5A%; UES: ALALTHE o83 A3 914 SAF

= O = O

)

AeREAME hg7hde] Fejo et E&4de] wel getxe AL & &+ Stk B2} 2ol
=AY 7] FefollA Be] Abel7h 45 BAREA &) ZHE Eokar, Zubel] ARt}
FS7HRE FolA = LA P oA Mack® Wolfe (1981) AR &80 Er}. Aol Zgkch

7 FNREAN AR BHL o RThr} mATe] HopAx T tAe] ekl N AFAFRLE o) §
3 updated 9% 240 Hge] £ & 4 Atk A% BASK v go] Fo=r hY7Hao]
NE A775E o185 updated 917 FAWO) TEo] FUTH FWHA BARTA FolAA ErhA)
Fashs iy el BAEAY Hgo] $82 o 4 9tk

olFATEEANE =AF 7PN FFe Apol7t A2 wel
A

i

=2
I}
A5l Zkthrt SERlA AA BHE olFThrt npA| el ZolR = Y AT} Zake] A
FUHRE = FolAls tHH7PdoA S updated 914 AW B840l $52 & & Atk F
B3t ZrofA A thA] s MM BARRA Y E80l F5S 4 5 A

Cauchy ®ZAAE tg71de] Fejof] wpet E&40] Ho] Zexle AL & + edl, <AY Uy
7oA 7o zpol7t ZS wjell= Mack¥} Wolfe (1981)°] &-go] £, B72 2o|7} Z o=
AFAFETE ©]83 updated 914 AW T&o] FUTH kel AXTH} FIHEE ZopA] & £
At sEo| Al Mack3} Wolfe (1981)9] E&o] 7 £ ¢ 4 AUth Aol AUty SRR
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Table 3.2. Monte Carlo power estimates (a = 0.05)

By 0o 01 02 03 04 F M&W UNS UES
0 0 0 0 0 0.0480 0.0521 0.0505 0.0517

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.0633 0.0617 0.0623 0.0642
0 0.5 1 1.5 1.5 0.6102 0.1099 0.1383 0.1678
0 0.2 0.4 0.2 0 0.1092 0.4603 0.3865 0.2559
0 0.5 1 0.5 0 0.6024 0.6301 0.6696 0.6967

Double

exponential 0.1 0.5 0.9 0.1 0 0.2235 0.5599 0.4974 0.4400
0.5 1 0 0 0.3135 0.6656 0.5909 0.5256

1 1 1 0 0.4481 0.6496 0.7022 0.7015
0.5 0.5 0.5 0 0 0.1308 0.1306 0.1082 0.1003
0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0 0.0995 0.1313 0.1313 0.1374
0 0.3 0 0.3 0 0.1071 0.0618 0.1077 0.1219
0 0 0 0 0 0.0165 0.0490 0.0475 0.0506

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.0168 0.0574 0.0549 0.0571

0 0.5 1 1.5 1.5 0.0447 0.0865 0.0923 0.1045
0 0.2 0.4 0.2 0 0.0171 0.1399 0.1264 0.1170
0 0.5 1 0.5 0 0.0266 0.3872 0.3482 0.3027
Cauchy 0.1 0.5 0.9 0.1 0 0.0245 0.3141 0.2640 0.2229
0.5 1 0 0 0.0280 0.3798 0.3125 0.2622
0 1 1 1 0 0.0350 0.3704 0.3872 0.3772
0.5 0.5 0.5 0 0 0.0204 0.0957 0.0827 0.0745
0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0 0.0190 0.0987 0.0963 0.0976

0 0.3 0 0.3 0 0.0179 0.0498 0.0593 0.0742

F: ANOVA for one-way layout; M&W: Mack} Wolfe7} A| <+t W
UNS: AA58rE o183 A8 914 5A%; UES: ALASTRE o8

o
=
o2
e
oft
)
oft

Y749 ENA updated X AW BA0) B2 X 5 Yok ®
7 ZfobA A EEhA] Yok By HaT A% B vhA o] o= B 7HEIAE Macks
Wolfe (1981)2] &-&o] gk}

4 24

.= _T,_

oy
%a
[l

2 =FodAe YR 48 P IS A5 H nESLA dog XE o &3
SAES AotelAtt. o] FAH2 Orband} Wolfe (1982)2] =74 AF-E A8 9] ] (linear place-

ment) ol FFH8<(normal score function)$} X4~ 43k (exponential score function)E ©]-83}

R APS Be] o AAPHL ATFEE, ASEE, Cauchy £E 12|31 o|FAFREANN 254
ARPE ole) WS RS ST FE WA A% LEol net B0l THES L 4 93l
A Beol 7bg Eokck

al
Btk 9419 SRl BHe] B S thd7HolAE Macksh Wolfe (1981)¢] 240l 7
Ay Y Ml A ATASRSE ol 8RE el
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AR Z o] =A et ot & $4H sine] FHER] FHT uf Akt W o] 7P F-2 ol
g & 4= ok &A1Y gyt ey S EAA Yo 2= g M, AR JolAnE
WHES= g 7HolA = AFATESE o) 83S Hit ATASLTETE oSS vl o =2 AR Y
< BAFrh. WO 4 g Mo AFASTETE ol &P WEY AFASLTTE ol &
P2 o o =2 AAHYL HoFlck

B =RoA Alotd AARANL BE BXoA Mackz Wolfe (1981)2] ¥l AR LT} GAS A=
Holx Qlrh. E3k 24+ e HH HEo| PP ufolli= Mackd} Wolfe (1981) 7} A|bet A HKE
th ol EgFolgt BT 4 itk wEtA ol Afole B =EolA AAS fAE o8 AFNHEE
AREBHE Aol o F2 ol 2 Aotk B = oA AlQtehe WHOoE 4 iyt e AR
2L & ol £58 B8 71 107 o]do® FH3] EX Flo] o F Aotk = AL $F
o] 2T &3 Apo)7t 22 aF o] S w2 AAYS e EAF] Bl o]
£ 3300 o Basfor 3 Aoz Helr).
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QAUAHY K| 0|A] Umbrella AlternativesO| Cjjot
AXRIZE ol ot H|2+ HEY

olail ™ - Usxfe!

B

P o|Aled . A ZEntst}

o o o

= Y

100

ajl_

fim

(201541 109 12 4, 20154 119 52 £, 20154 119 11 X EH)

=T

OOI:

SRR ko] B8kl whel A AVt Srbstthl, RAgeR A 4 8% 5
¢ Atk olHT AL Y o)t i, 2417 Ao Y7 v 2%
o §-83lt). o] =®o|A+= Orbani} Wolfe (1982)7} #|¢+et A3 94 (linear placement)E ©]-&3}o

FEANA ZazE FAE R
AL olg 3t Asko] AFA o

=

ok, mo _||>u e m°

G
A A 41y YA MESE 23S ASITh £ Monte Carlo B UZE F3le] 7)2e]
%S 474 ¥ (power) & WL IHATH
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