Lab 2: Solutions

11/01/2026

Aocknon 1 — Meiétn @aonc I (Evpeon Bértiotng 600m0)

1. Ewodyete ta dedopéva oto R ko e€etdote Baocikd descriptives yia tn 0001 kot TNV To&KoOTNTO.

# Read the data
trialPhl <- read.csv("trialPhl.csv")

# Display the first 10 rows of the data
head(trialPh1l, 10)

#i# id toxicity dose
## 1 0 0.2500000
# 2 2 0 0.2750000
# 3 3 0 0.3025000
# 4 4 0 0.3327500
# 5 b 0 0.3660250
# 6 6 1 0.4026275
#7007 1 0.4428902
## 8 8 1 0.4871793
# 9 9 1 0.5358972
## 10 10 1 0.5894869

# Show the internal structure of the dataset:

str(trialPhl)
## 'data.frame': 2000 obs. of 3 variables:
## $ id :int 123456789 10 ...

## §$ toxicity: int 0000011111 ...
## § dose :num 0.25 0.275 0.302 0.333 0.366 ...




# Produce a frequency table of the toxicity wvariable

table(trialPhil$toxicity)

#i#
#it 0 1
## 1582 418

2. Extyunote v mBavotnta 1ok TNTS (G GLVAPTNGT TNG XOPTYOVUEVNG SOCTC, YPTOLOTOIDVTOG
KaTdAANAO yevikevpévo ypoupikod poviédo (GLM) pe dvadwkd outcome.

E@appolovpe logistic regression pe AoyoptOpikn HETATpOTn TS 060oNG:

# Perform logistic regresstion model

fit glm <- glm(toxicity ~ log(dose),
family = binomial,
data = trialPhl)

# Show model summary

summary (fit_glm)



#i#

## Call:

## glm(formula = toxicity ~ log(dose), family = binomial, data
##

## Coefficients:

## Estimate Std. Error z value Pr(>|zl)

## (Intercept) 2.9125 0.2341 12.44 <2e-16 *x*x

## log(dose) 4.9316 0.2890 17.07 <2e-16 **x

#t -—

## Signif. codes: O 's*xx' 0.001 'xx' 0.01 'x' 0.05 '.' 0.1 ' '
##

## (Dispersion parameter for binomial family taken to be 1)
##

#i# Null deviance: 2050.5 on 1999 degrees of freedom
## Residual deviance: 1633.7 on 1998 degrees of freedom
## AIC: 1637.7

##

## Number of Fisher Scoring iterations: 5

= trialPhl)

1

# Extract coefficients

beta_hat = coef(fit_glm)

# Ezponentiate coefficient for log(dose)
exp(beta_hat) [2]

## log(dose)
## 138.6054

Ot ektiunpévol ovvtedeotés [y, S; eivar Betkoi, vmodnidvovtag avénon g mhavoTTas

To&IKOTNTOG HE TNV avéEnomn g 06oNG.

3. Bdoet tov povtéhov mov ypnoionomcote, mow ival 1 fEATIoT 060N;

Opiote og PEATIoT d00T (Maximum Tolerated Dose, MTD) tn 66om mov avtictotyet o€ mbavotnta

to&wotntag p = 0.30.

Av
logit(p) = By + B log(D),



118, Y10 dedopuévo p,

[)::exp{?2§g%%}:;ég}.

# Define Logit function
logit <- function(p) log(p / (1 - p))

# Calculate dose assoctiated with 307 tozicity
dose_30 <- exp( (logit(0.30) - beta_hat[1]) / beta_hat[2] )
dose_ 30

## (Intercept)
## 0.466553

ATEKOVION NG EKTILOUEVNG TTBOVOTNTAG TOEIKOTNTOC!

# Inverse logit for plotting
inv_logit <- function(x) exp(x) / (1 + exp(x))

# Define parameters for clearer code
beta0 <- beta_hat[1]
betal <- beta_hat[2]

# Plot tozicity probability vs log dose
curve(inv_logit(betal + betal*x),

from = min(log(trialPhl$dose)),

to = max(log(trialPhl$dose)),

ylim = ¢(0,0.60),

las = 1,

xlab = "Logarithm of dose",

ylab = "Probability of toxicity",

main = "Probability of toxicity \n based on a logistic regression model")

# Add reference lines for 30] tozicity dose
lines(c(min(log(trialPhl$dose)), log(dose_30)),
rep(0.3, 2),
1ty = 2, col = "red")



lines(rep(log(dose_30), 2), c(0, 0.3),
1ty = 2, col = "red")
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5. H npocéyyion avtn:

* ekBétel peyddo apBpd acbevav oe vyniég 060celg pe onuovtikd kivovvo coPapng
T0&IKOTNTOG,

* Ogv emPAALEL UNYOVIGUOVS £YKOPNG O10KOTNG,

* dev glvatl copPartn pe Tig cHYYPOVES 0pYES OEOVTOAOYIOG TOV OTOUTOVV EANYIGTOTOINGT TOV

KIVOUVOL KO TPOGEKTIKT KALAK®OOT 000G,

Xoyypova designs (m.y. 3+3, CRM) octoyebovv o1 otadiokn avEnomn g 60ong Kot otnyv £kfeon

0G0 10 SLVOTOV AMYOTEP®V OCOEVAOV GE N AGPAAEIG ) U1 ATOTEAECUATIKEG OOGELG.



Aoknon 2 — Khaowkog oyeoraopnog 3+3 (three-up / three-down)

(a) OcopnTiKn amooeln

1.

* Zevapio 1: 0 to&iodtnteg og 3 acbeveic: b(0; 3, p; ).

* Xevdpro 2: 1 to&ikdtta otoug Tp®MTOoLG 3 K 0 To&kdTNTES 6TOVG EMTALOV 3!

b(1;3,p;) x b(0;3,p;).
Apa:

P, = b(0;3,p;) + b(1;3,p;) b(0; 3, ;).

2. T va cvveyioel | dokun TEPA omd TNV 2-00TH OGN, TPEMEL VAL £XEL TEPATEL EMTLYMG OAES TIC

TPONYOVUEVEC, OTOTE:

Q; = HPk-
k=1

H Aerrovpyucn yapaxtmprotikry (OC) oty 1 mpv amd Vv ¢-06TH 3001 ivat:

(B) YmoroyroTiKo pépog oto R

3.

0C_3plus3 <- function(p, doses = NULL) {
if (is.null(doses)) {
doses <- pasteO("Dose ", seq_along(p))
}

Pi <- dbinom(0, size

p) +
p) * dbinom(0O, size = 3, prob = p)

3, prob

dbinom(1l, size 3, prob



Qi <- cumprod(Pi)
0C <- 1 - Qi

data.frame(

dose = doses,
p =P,
Pi = Pi,
Qi = Qi,
ocC = 0C
)
}

Mapdderypo pe p; = 0.20, p, = 0.30:

res_2doses <- 0C_3plus3(c(0.20, 0.30))

res_2doses

#i# dose p Pi Qi ocC
## 1 Dose 1 0.2 0.708608 0.7086080 0.2913920
## 2 Dose 2 0.3 0.494263 0.3502387 0.6497613

H mbovomnta cvvéyiong népa amd ) devtepn d0on givar Yy, eved 1 OC (mbavotTa Stakomng
uéxpt ko ) dedTepn doom) eivar 1 — Q.

(0) Operating characteristics Tov oyeoracpov 3+3 o€ 600 oevapla

p_A <- ¢(0.001, 0.01, 0.02, 0.05, 0.11,
0.19, 0.28, 0.39, 0.53, 0.68)

p_B <- seq(0.10, 0.55, by = 0.05)

res_A <- 0C_3plus3(p_A, doses
res_B <- 0C_3plus3(p_B, doses

paste0("Dose ", 1:10))
pasteO("Dose ", 1:10))

res_A



## dose P Pi Qi 0cC
## 1 Dose 1 0.001 0.9999880 0.9999880290 1.197103e-05
## 2 Dose 2 0.010 0.9988287 0.9988167445 1.183256e-03
## 3  Dose 3 0.020 0.9954272 0.9942494030 5.750597e-03
## 4 Dose 4 0.050 0.9734421 0.9678442672 3.215573e-02
## 5 Dose 5 0.110 0.8892430 0.8606487027 1.393513e-01
## 6 Dose 6 0.190 0.7301877 0.6284351061 3.715649e-01
## 7 Dose 7 0.280 0.5357811 0.3367036405 6.632964e-01
## 8 Dose 8 0.390 0.3257988 0.1096976310 8.903024e-01
## 9O Dose 9 0.530 0.1402889 0.0153893552 9.846106e-01
## 10 Dose 10 0.680 0.0396131 0.0006096201 9.993904e-01
res B
#it dose ) Pi Qi ocC
##H 1 Dose 1 0.10 0.9061470 9.061470e-01 0.0938530
## 2 Dose 2 0.15 0.8137924 7.374155e-01 0.2625845
## 3 Dose 3 0.20 0.7086080 5.225385e-01 0.4774615
## 4 Dose 4 0.25 0.5998535 3.134466e-01 0.6865534
## 5 Dose 5 0.30 0.4942630 1.549250e-01 0.8450750
## 6 Dose 6 0.35 0.3964555 6.142089e-02 0.9385791
## 7 Dose 7 0.40 0.3093120 1.899822e-02 0.9810018
## 8 Dose 8 0.45 0.2343184 4.451632e-03 0.9955484
## 9O Dose 9 0.50 0.1718750 7.651242e-04 0.9992349
## 10 Dose 10 0.55 0.1215721 9.301779e-05 0.9999070
[TBavoTTEC TOEIKOTNTOG:
plot(1:10, p_A, type = "b", pch = 21,

ylim
xlab
ylab

las

c(0, 0.8),

"Dose Level",

"Probability of Toxicity",

1)
lines(1:10, p_B, type = "b",

pch = 16)

legend("topleft", legend = c("Set A", "Set B"),
pch = c(21, 16), 1ty = 1)
abline(h = 0.30, 1ty = 2)
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AETOVPYIKES YOPOKTNPIOTIKES:

plot(1:10, res_A$0C, type = "b", pch = 21,
c(0, 1),

xlab = "Dose Level",

ylim

ylab = "Cumulative Probability of Termination (0C)",
las = 1)
lines(1:10, res_B$0C, type = "b", pch = 16)
legend("topleft", legend = c("Set A", "Set B"),
pch = c(21, 16), 1ty = 1)
abline(h = seq(0, 1, by = 0.1), col = "gray90", 1ty = "dotted")
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Xyoho:

* Yevapro A: H kaumdin tofiwomtog eival andtoun ota vynAd emineda. H pedétn teivel
va otopatd petagd g 6me ko 7ng 66onc. O oyedacpdc £xel oxeddv 90% mibavotnta vo
GTOUOTNOEL TPV 1 TNV 81 doOT).

* Yevapro B: Ot mBavotteg toSikotntag avédvovror ypoppukd. Edd eaiveton n advvapio
TOV GYEOOCUOV:

— H BéAitiot 66on (MTD ~30%) eivor n Sn d00om.

— Ouwg, to avopevopevo onpeio dtaxonng eivar 1 3n 86061 (6mov p = 0.20).

— O oyeduoopds Exel 85% mBavotnta va otapaticel IIPIN otaoel oty féATiotn 6601
(Tpv TV 51).

Xopnépaocpa:  To mopadetypo B defyver 6t1 o oyxedaopog 3+3 eivar cvyvd vrepPoirkd
oCUVTNPNTIKOS:  £xel TV TAOTM Vo OTOMOTAEL VOPIg, “vmo-Oegpamevovtac”’ tovg acbevelg ko
amotuyydvovtag vo gviomicel v mpoypotikny MTD 6tav 1 koapumdin ddonc-touodtntog eivon
PN
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Aocknon 3 — ®aon 11, povootadlokog 6YEOL0.GHOG

3.1 Ileproyn amépprync

n <- 16
pO <- 0.15
pl <- 0.40

k <- 0:n
p_tail0 <- 1 - pbinom(k, size = n, prob

p_taill <- 1 - pbinom(k, size = n, prob
bintab <- cbind(
k =k,
"P(X>k|p0)" = round(p_tailO, 5),
"P(X>k|p1)" = round(p_taill, 5)
)
bintab

11

p0)
pl)

# P(X >k | p0)
# P(X >k | p1)



## k P(X>k|p0) P(X>k|pl)
## [1,] 0 0.92575 0.99972
## [2,] 1 0.71610 0.99671
## [3,] 2 0.43862 0.98166
## [4,] 3 0.21011 0.93485
## [5,] 4 0.07905 0.83343
## [6,] 5 0.02354 0.67116
## [7,] 6 0.00559 0.47283
## [8,] 7 0.00106 0.28394
## [9,] 8 0.00016 0.14227
## [10,] 9 0.00002 0.05832
## [11,] 10  0.00000 0.01914
## [12,] 11 0.00000  0.00490
## [13,] 12 0.00000 0.00094
## [14,] 13 0.00000 0.00013
## [15,] 14  0.00000  0.00001
## [16,] 15 0.00000  0.00000
## [17,] 16  0.00000  0.00000

Bpiokovpe tov pikpotepo k* pe P(X > k* | p,) < 0.10:

idx <- which(p_tailO <= 0.10) [1]
k_star <- k[idx]

k_star

\ ## [1] 4

p_tailO[idx]

‘ ## [1] 0.0790513

Apa n meproyn andppyng etvar: andppuym Hy av X > 5.

3.2 Akp1Bég o Ka voy g

12



alpha_exact <- p_tail0O[idx]

power_exact <- p_tailll[idx]

alpha_exact

‘ ## [1] 0.0790513

power_exact

‘ ## [1] 0.8334326

Tomikd:

* Qleyuer ~ 0.079

exact

* Power ~ 0.83

"Eleyyog pe binom. test:

binom.test(5, 16, p = pO, alternative = '"greater")

#i#

## Exact binomial test
#it

## data: 5 and 16

## number of successes =

## 95 percent confidence
## 0.132111 1.000000

## sample estimates:

## probability of success
## 0.3125

5, number of trials = 16, p-value =

interval:

0.07905

## alternative hypothesis: true probability of success is greater than 0.1

13




Aoknon 4 — Simon’s two-stage design

4.1 Yroloyiopog o€010.61L00

# install.packages("clinfun")

library(clinfun)

p0 <- 0.15
pl <- 0.40
alpha <- 0.10
beta <- 0.20

sim_design <- ph2simon(pu = p0, pa = pl,
epl = alpha, ep2 = beta,
nmax = 100)

sim_design

##

## Simon 2-stage Phase II design

##

## Unacceptable response rate: 0.15

## Desirable response rate: 0.4

## Error rates: alpha = 0.1 ; beta = 0.2

##

## rl nl r n EN(pO) PET(p0) qlo gHi
## Minimax 1 9 4 16 11.80 0.5995 0.457 1.000
## Optimal 1 7 4 18 10.12 0.7166 0.000 0.457

Tomikd aroteléopara:

« Optimal: n, =7,n=18,r, = 1,r =4, EN(p,) ~ 10.1.
* Minimax: n; =9,n =16, = 1,7 =4, EN(p,) ~ 11.8.

14



4.2 Eppnveio Kot ZOyKpion Xyeol0cpuov
ELéyyovpe t1g vrobéoers:
H,:p<0.15 (avomotekeopatikd) vs Hy:p>0.40 (omoteleopotikd)

Avéivon Tov Minimax oygdracpov:

To Minimax design eloyyiotomotel To péy16To GLVOAKO detypa (n).

* X1Gdw0 1: Eyypagoviar n; = 9 acheveic.

— Av < 1 avtanokpiBet — Stop for futility (1o pdppoako dev doviedet).

— Av > 2 avtamokptBovv — Xuvéyelo 610 XTdoto 2.
* YXtaowo 2: Eyypdoovtar emumiéov 7 acBeveic (chvoro n = 16).

— Av oto obvoro < 4 avtamokpiBovv — Amotuyio peAétng (un andpprym Hy).

— Av > 5 avranokpifodv — Emrvyia (anoppwym Hy).
Epunveio deKTOV ac@areiog:

« PET(py) ~ 0.60: Ymdpyer 60% mbavotto n perétn va otapotiost vopig (otoug 9
acbeveic) av To edppaKo ivot TPAyHoTL OVOTOTEAEGUATIKO.
« EN(py) =~ 11.8: Av 10 @appoaxo dev dovAevel, avapéverat vo ektedovv katd péco 6po 11.8

acbeveic.

Xvykpron Optimal vs Minimax (To Trade-off):

XopaKTnploTikd Optimal Design Minimax Design

Ytoy0g Elayiotomotel tov EAayiotomoiel tov péyreto

avopevopevo aplipd aclevov  apBuo acbevov (n) oto

(EN) avwoyoein H,,. YEPOTEPO GEVAPIO.
IMieovékTnpo KaAtepn mpootacia aclevdyv  Mikpotepo deiypa av 1 pedétn
OO OVOTOTEAEGLATIKN QTAGEL PEYPL TO TEAOG

Bepaneio (yopniotepo EN). (“coiyt0” design).

15



XopaKTnploTikd Optimal Design

Minimax Design

2T0 TOPASELY RO STOUOTAEL TO EDKOA VOPIG
(PET =~ 0.72), dpa exbéter
AMyotepovg acbeveic Katd
uéco 6po (EN ~ 10).

Xpetdletor to pukpdTEPO
dVVaTO GLVOAIKO delypa
(n = 16 évavtt 18), aAAd
apyel AMyo meplocOTEPO VO

GTOUOTNOEL VOPIG.

Yoprépaopa: Xy tpan, cvyvd mpotudton o Optimal yio nfikovg Adyovg (eAayiotomoinon

ékBeong oe U SpAcTIKO PAPLOKO), EKTOG OV VITAPYOVY ALGTNPOL TEPLOPIGHOL 6TN dlaBEGIUOTNTO

acBevov 1 oto budget, ondte emhéyeton to Minimax.

16



Aoknon S — Cross-over trial ywa otn0dyym

Opilovpe Ta dedopéva OTMS GTOV TVOKA TOV TOPAdETYHATOG:

angina <- data.frame(

patient = 1:12,
placebo = c(71, 323, 8, 14, 23, 34, 79, 60, 2, 3, 17, 7),
drug = c(29, 348, 1, 7, 16, 25, 65, 41, 0, 0, 15, 2)

)

angina$diff <- angina$placebo - angina$drug

angina

#i# patient placebo drug diff
## 1 1 71 29 42
## 2 2 323 348 -25
## 3 3 8 1

## 4 4 14 7 7
## 5 5 23 16

## 6 6 34 25

## 7 7 79 65 14
## 8 8 60 41 19
## 9 9 2
## 10 10 3
## 11 11 17 15 2
## 12 12 7 2 5

5.1 lleprypo@ika & KOVOVIKOTNTO

summary (anginal[, c("placebo", "drug", "diff")])

17



## placebo drug diff

## Min. : 2.00 Min. : 0.00 Min. :=25.000
## 1st Qu.: 7.75 1st Qu.: 1.75 1st Qu.: 2.750
## Median : 20.00 Median : 15.50 Median : 7.000

## Mean . 53.42 Mean . 45.75 Mean . 7.667
## 3rd Qu.: 62.75 3rd Qu.: 32.00 3rd Qu.: 10.250
## Max. :323.00 Max. :348.00 Max. : 42.000

par (mfrow = c(1, 2))

# Histogram with descriptive z—axzis and horizontal y-azis labels

hist(angina$diff,

main = "Histogram of differences",
xlab = "Difference in number of angina episodes",
las = 1)

# (-0 plot with horizontal y-azis labels
qgnorm(angina$diff, las = 1)
qqline(angina$diff)

18



Histogram of differences
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Difference in number of angina episode:

par (mfrow = c(1, 1))

Normal Q—-Q Plot
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H diff eivon kupimg Oetikn, vrodniadvovtog peiwon enelcodiwv pe 1o pdppoko. H katoavoun eivat

OYETIKO GLUUETPIKT), OAAG LLE UIKPO N.

5.2 Apemig two-sample avaivon

t.test(angina$placebo, angina$drug,
alternative = "two.sided",
paired = FALSE)
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##

## Welch Two Sample t-test

##

## data: angina$placebo and angina$drug

## t = 0.20146, df = 21.835, p-value = 0.8422
## alternative hypothesis: true difference in means is not equal to O
## 95 percent confidence interval:

## -71.28941 86.62275

## sample estimates:

## mean of x mean of y

## 53.41667 45.75000

H avéivon Bswpel T dvo deiypato aveldptnrta, ayvomdvtag T cvoyétion evidg acbevovg. To

p-value gival cuvn B¢ peyahdTEPO KOl TOL SLUGTHIATO EUTIGTOCVVNG TTLO POPILA.

5.3 Lot paired avaivon

t.test (angina$placebo, angina$drug,
alternative = "greater",
paired = TRUE)

##

## Paired t-test

##

## data: angina$placebo and angina$drug
## t = 1.7579, df = 11, p-value = 0.05326
## alternative hypothesis: true mean difference is greater than 0
## 95 percent confidence interval:

## -0.1655743 Inf

## sample estimates:

## mean difference

## 7.666667
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t.test(angina$diff,

alternative = '"greater",
mu = 0)

##

## One Sample t-test

##

## data: angina$diff

## t = 1.7579, df = 11, p-value = 0.05326

## alternative hypothesis: true mean is greater than O
## 95 percent confidence interval:

## -0.1655743 Inf

## sample estimates:

## mean of x

## 7.666667

Extipnon péong dwapopac:

mean(angina$diff)

‘ ## [1] 7.666667 ‘

sd(angina$diff)

\ ## [1] 15.10769 \

H péon dwapopd eivon Betikn (mepimov 7-8 emeicodia) ko to p-value givar opiaxo (0.053). Toapdtt
tomikd > 0.05, vdpyetl wyvpn €voeldn kKAvikng Peitioong mov yavotov tedeimwg otnv unpaired

avaivon (p=0.84).
Yoykplon:

* To paired t-test expetairevetal T BTk cVoYETION HETAED HETPGEMY GTOV 1010 aloBeVN Kol
€xel peyohvtepn 1oy0.
* H apelng two-sample avéAlvon vrotyd t 60vapr Tov oxedtacpov kot divel Aryodtepo axpipn

Sl0lOTAUATO EUTIGTOCVVNG,.

Yno0¢oeig cross-over:

21



* otabepn| Eviaom vOGou katd TN OldpKela TG LEAETNG,
* amovcia N eAdyota carryover effects (emapkng washout),
* Betikn ovoyéTion evidg acbevoig (p > 0),

* QITOLGIN GNUOVTIKNG O1POPOTOINCNG AOY® TEPLOSOL YOPNYNONG.

H nopafiocn avtdv propel va 0dMynocel 6 LEPOANTTIKES 1) AVAELOTIOTEG EKTIUOELS,.
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