Lab 3: Solutions
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Aocknon 1 — Méye0og dciypartoc Yo mpo-kabopiopévn akpifeia
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T'o d = 0.50:
n = (221—a/2)2-

YnoloyroTiki) Avon

alpha_exl <- 0.05

z_exl <- gnorm(l - alpha_ex1/2)
n raw_exl <- (2 * z_ex1)72

n min exl <- ceiling(n_raw_ex1)
z_exl

## [1] 1.959964

n_raw_exl

## [1] 15.36584



n_min_exl

## [1] 16

* N, — 15.37

raw

en . =16

min

Apa arortovviol TovAdieTov 16 dropa.

Y00 KMVIKIG epunvelag (EVOSIKTIKES OTAVTIGELS)

* Precision-based oyediacpdg eivar mo guoikog o early-phase, exploratory, biomarker, pi-
lot peAéteg, 6mov mpoyel N akpifeta exkTipmong Kot Oyl TVTIKOG EAEYYXOC VITOOEGNG.

* Meyolvtepo 1 oe early-phase onuaivel mepiocotepor acheveic extebeipuévol oe Bepameio
aféPatov opérovg, KaBvoTéPToN Kot KOGTOC.

* H vrnobeon yvootic o ondvia vl mANpmg peaiotikn: cuvnbmg Paciletor oe pkpég

TPONYOVUEVES LEAETEG 1) expert opinion.

* Ymoektiunuévn o odnyei o€ VIO-TPOYPUUUATIOUO OElyloTog Kot evpOTEPO OLOCTNLOTOL

EUTLGTOGVVNG, APO. LELWUEVT] YPNCIUOTNTO OATOTEAEGULATOV.



Aoknon 2 — One-sample t-test pe pwr.t.test

Yno0soeig ko effect size
"Eleyyog:

* Hy:p<3

* H, : > 3 (one-sided).

Meo = 2:

Apa égovpe Cohen’s d = 0.5 (uétpio effect).
Yrnoloyiopog peyéBovg deiypartog + achieved power (cwotn oepa)

library(pwr)

mu0_ex2 <- 3
mul ex2 <- 4
sigma_ex2 <- 2

d_ex2 <- (mul_ex2 - muO_ex2) / sigma_ex2

res_one_ex2 <- pwr.t.test(
d = d_ex2,
sig.level = 0.05,
power = 0.90,
alternative = '"greater",

type = "one.sample"

n_required_ex2 <- res_one_ex2$n

n_int_ex2 <- ceiling(n_required_ex2)
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S_power_ex2 <- pwr.t.test(
d = d_ex2,
sig.level = 0.05,

n = n_int_ex2,

alternative = '"greater",
type = "one.sample"
S_one_ex2
One-sample t test power calculation
n = 35.65269
d =0.5
sig.level = 0.05
power = 0.9

alternative = greater

required_ex2

[1] 35.65269

int ex2

[1] 36

S_power_ex2

One-sample t test power calculation
n = 36
d =0.5

sig.level = 0.05
power = 0.9025746

alternative = greater



H pwr.t.test divern = 35.653 kot LETA TN 6TpOoyyvAOoToinon xovpe n = 36.

required —

Achieved power pe avtd to n: 0.903.

0o KMVIKNG epunveiag (EVOSIKTIKES OTAVTIOELS)

* H dwpopd 1y — py = 1 mpénet va aSoloyeiton mg mpog tn pHovada LETPTONG KoL T QUGIKN
petafAntotra.

* H vndBeom otabeprg/yvwotg o eivan amdlonoinon: KaAd practice: sensitivity analysis cg
EVOALOKTIKES TIES O

* Av emheyel a = 0.10, 10 amortodpevo n petdveral, oAAd av&avet o kivovvog Type 1.

* One-sided éleyxog: povo otav €xer omMAwbel ex TV mPoTépV Kol povo M “cwoty”

KatevBuvon €xel KAMviKO vonua.



Aoknon 3 — AYo 106006Ta (tWo-arm) Kot VTOAOYIGHOG LoYVOS

Yno0éoeig (two-arm)
Opiopoti: - po = mM0G0GTO AVTUTOKPIONG TNV OUAdN EAEYXOV, - P = TOGOGTO AVTATOKPLONG GTNV
TEPOLOTIKT OPLAO0L.

YmnoBéoeig (one-sided):

Hy:pr <pc évavit Hy:pp > pe,

ue pe = 0.20, pr = 0.30, o = 0.10, power = 0.80.

Effect size (Cohen’s h) ka1 péye0og deiypartog

Xpnowomnowovpe to Cohen’s h (arcsine transformation) wg measure tov effect size:

h = 2 arcsin(/py) — 2 arcsin(/pc)-

library(pwr)

pC_ex3 <- 0.20

pT_ex3 <- 0.30

alpha_ex3 <- 0.10
power_target_ex3 <- 0.80

# Cohen's h (arcsine difference)
h_ex3 <- 2 * asin(sqrt(pT_ex3)) - 2 * asin(sqrt(pC_ex3))
h_ex3

## [1] 0.2319843

# Two-arm test for two independent proportions (equal allocation)
res_ex3 <- pwr.2p.test(
h = h_ex3,



sig.level = alpha_ex3,
power = power_target_ ex3,

alternative = "greater"

n_per_group_ex3 <- ceiling(res_ex3%n)

n_total_ex3 <- 2 * n_per_group_ex3

res_ex3

##

it Difference of proportion power calculation for binomial distribution (arcsine tr
##

## h = 0.2319843

## n = 167.5265

#i# sig.level = 0.1

#i# power = 0.8

#it alternative = greater

##

## NOTE: same sample sizes

n_per_group_ex3

## [1] 168
n_total_ex3
## [1] 336

Amauteitor n = 168 avd opdda, dpo cuvolkd N = 336.

NNT kot kKMvikn gpunveio

H améivtn dopopd:
A =ppr —po = 0.10,



apa
NNT = 1/A = 10.

Epunveia: - Ipénet va Bepanedoovpe ~10 acBeveic pe m véa Bepamneia yio va Exovpe 1 emumiéov
avtamokplon o€ oyéon pe v standard. - To av eivon omodextd eEaptdtal amd VOG0, acPIAELl,

KOGTOG, EVOALAKTIKEC.
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Aocknon 4 — Phase II single-arm design

Exact binomial design

Ynobéoewg: - Hy : p < 0.15

-H,:p>0.15.

Kavovag andopaonc (pe 1o 7 6mwg emotpépetar oand ph2single):

Amnoppintovpe 10 Hy av X > 7 (lodvvopa, av X > r + 1).

library(clinfun)

pO_ex4 <- 0.15
pl_ex4 <- 0.40
alpha_ex4 <- 0.10
beta_ex4 <- 0.20

out_ex4 <- ph2single(pu = pO_ex4, pa = pl_ex4, epl = alpha_ex4, ep2 = beta_ex4, nsoln =

out_ex4

#i# n r Type I error Type II error
# 1 16 4 0.07905130 0.16656738
## 2 17 4 0.09871000 0.12599913
## 3 19 5 0.05369611 0.16292248
## 4 205 0.06730797 0.12559897
## 5 21 5 0.08273475 0.09574016
## 6 22 5 0.09994525 0.07222635
# 7 226 0.03684009 0.15844366
## 8 23 6 0.04630586 0.12395674
## 9 24 6 0.05719150 0.09596147
## 10 24 7 0.01986931 0.19194524

Emoyn ehdyiotov n:

out_smallest_ex4 <- out_ex4[order(out_ex4$n), 1[1, ]

out_smallest_ex4

11



#Hit n r Type I error Type II error
## 1 16 4 0.0790513 0.1665674

n_ex4 <- out _smallest ex4$n

r_ex4 <- out_smallest_ex4$r

n_ex4

## [1] 16

r_ex4

## [1] 4

Approximate design pg arcsine (pwr.p.test)

library(pwr)
h _arc_ex4 <- ES.h(pl_ex4, pO_ex4)
out_arc_ex4 <- pwr.p.test(
h = h_arc_ex4,
sig.level = alpha_ex4,
power = 1 - beta_ex4,
alternative = '"greater"

n_arc_ex4 <- ceiling(out_arc_ex4$n)

h _arc_ex4

## [1] 0.5740396

12



out_arc_ex4

##

#it proportion power calculation for binomial distribution (arcsine transformation)
##

## h = 0.5740396

## n = 13.68003

## sig.level = 0.1

#i# power = 0.8

#i# alternative = greater

n_arc_ex4

## [1] 14

Achieved o ko power (c®moT6 tail)

pO_exd4) # P(X >= r+1)
pl_ex4) # P(X >= r+1)

alpha_ach_ex4 <- 1 - pbinom(r_ex4, size = n_ex4, prob

power_ach _ex4 <- 1 - pbinom(r_ex4, size = n_ex4, prob

alpha_ach_ex4

## [1] 0.0790513

power_ach_ex4

## [1] 0.8334326

levikd: - o, < 0.1 (ovyva < Aoy draxprrotnrag), - Power, , > 0.8.
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Khvika oo — kpiowa onpeia

* Single-arm Phase II eivor amodextdg 6tav to 1ot0ptkd benchmark eivar a&idémioto kot M
standard-of-care dev elvou emapknc.

* AdBog emhoyn p, dnpovpyet bias: vrepPoiikd yapniod py — Oepancion «paiverary kain
g0KoA0, VITEPPOMKA VYNAO py — KOTOAYOLUE VO OTOPPIYOVUE TPOYUOTIKE OQEAUEG
Bepameiec.

* Typelerror=0.10 onuaiver 6t 10% Oepomeidv pe mpoypotikd p = py unopei va “nepdcovy”

o€ enOUEVO 6TAd0. AvTd givar cvuveldnTdg cvpuPiBacuog oe Phase 11, aAld poptdver Phase

I pe towg avamotedecpatikég Oepameieg.

14



Aocknon S — Avo aveEaptTnTeS NEGES TINES

Mivaxag N

library(pwr)
library(knitr)

ES_ex5 <- seq(0.25, 1.50, by = 0.25)
power_target_exb5 <- 0.90

tab_ex5 <- data.frame(
d = ES_ex5,
“alpha=0.05 (Total N)°-
“alpha=0.10 (Total N)°~

NA_integer_,

NA_integer_
for (i in seq_along(ES_ex5)) {
d_val <- ES ex5[i]
n05 <- pwr.t.test(d = d_val, sig.level = 0.05, power = power_target_ex5,
type = "two.sample", alternative = "two.sided")$n
nl0 <- pwr.t.test(d = d_val, sig.level = 0.10, power = power_target_ ex5,
type = "two.sample", alternative = "two.sided")$n
tab_ex5[i, 2] <- 2 * ceiling(n05)

tab_ex5[i, 3] <- 2 * ceiling(nl0)

kable(tab_ex5, align = "c")

15



d | alpha.0.05..Total.N. | alpha.0.10..Total.N.
0.25 676 550
0.50 172 140
0.75 78 64
1.00 46 36
1.25 30 24
1.50 22 18
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Aoknon 6 — Unequal allocation

library(gsDesign)

d_ex6 <- 0.5
alpha_ex6 <- 0.05
beta_ex6 <- 0.10

k_vals_ex6 <- 1:10
ar_ex6 <- data.frame(

k = k_vals_ex6,

ratio = paste0("1:", k_vals_ex6),

N = NA_integer_,
nl = NA_integer_,
n2 = NA_integer_

for (i in seq_along(k_vals_ex6)) {

k <- k_vals_ex6[i]

out <- nNormal(deltal = d_ex6, deltal0 = 0,
sd =1, sd2 = 1,

alpha = alpha_ex6, beta = beta_ex6,
sided = 2,
ratio = 1/k)

N total <- as.numeric(out)

N_int <- ceiling(N_total)

nl <- ceiling(N_int / (1 + k))

n2 <- N int - nl

ar_ex6$N[i] <- N_int

17



ar_ex6$n1[i] <- ni

ar_ex6$n2[i] <- n2

}

ar_ex6

## k ratio N nl n2
## 1 1 1:1 169 85 &84
## 2 2 1:2 190 64 126
## 3 3 1:3 225 57 168
## 4 4 1:4 263 53 210
## 5 b 1:5 303 51 252
## 6 6 1:6 344 50 294
#7007 1:7 385 49 336
##* 8 8 1:8 426 48 378
## 9 9 1:9 467 47 420

## 10 10 1:10 509 47 462

plot(ar_ex6$k, ar_ex6$N,
xlab = "Allocation ratio nl1:n2 = 1:k (k = 1-10)",

ylab = "Total sample size (N)",
type = "1", xaxt = "n",
las = 1)

axis(1, at = 1:10)
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500 —

450 —

400 —

350 —

300 —

Total sample size (N)

250

200 —

OeopnTikd:

n omoia glayloToNOlEITOL OTAY 12y = Ng.
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Aocknon 7 — Xyedwaouioc perétng empimonc

Median — hazard ko1 HR

Y7o exBetikn KoTovoun:

St)=e* S(m)=05= e " =0.5,

onotE:

m0_ex7 <- 15
ml ex7 <- 25

lambda0O_ex7 <- log(2) / m0_ex7
lambdal_ex7 <- log(2) / ml_ex7

HR_ex7 <- lambdal ex7 / lambdaO_ex7

lambdaO_ex7

## [1] 0.04620981

lambdal ex7

## [1] 0.02772589

HR_ex7

## [1] 0.6

m0_ex7 / ml_ex7

## [1] 0.6

Sample size pe nSurv

20



library(gsDesign)

R_ex7 <- 55
F_ex7 <- 10
T ex7 <- R_ex7 + F_ex7

outl_ex7 <- nSurv(lambdaC = lambdaO_ex7,
hr = HR_ex7,
hr0 = 1,
eta = 0,
alpha = 0.05,
beta = 0.20,
sided = 2,
ratio = 1,
R = R_ex7,
minfup = F_ex7,
T = T_ex7)

outl ex7
## Fixed design, two-arm trial with time-to-event

## outcome (Lachin and Foulkes, 1986).

## Solving for: Accrual rate

## Hazard ratio H1/H0=0.6/1
## Study duration: T=65
## Accrual duration: 55

## Min. end-of-study follow-up: minfup=10

## Expected events (total, H1): 119.2209
## Expected sample size (total): 172.4299
## Accrual rates:

#i# Stratum 1

## 0-55 3.1351

## Control event rates (H1):

#i# Stratum 1

## O-Inf 0.0462

## Censoring rates:

21



## Stratum 1

## 0-Inf 0

## Power: 100* (1-beta)=80%
## Type I error (1-sided):  100%alpha=5
## Equal randomization: ratio=1

N1 _ex7 <- outl_ex7$n

accrual rate_ex7 <- N1 _ex7 / R_ex7

N1 _ex7

## [1] 172.4299

accrual_rate_ex7

## [1] 3.13509

Dropout kot follow-up

out2_ex7 <- nSurv(lambdaC = lambdaO_ex7,
hr = HR_ex7,
hr0 = 1,
eta = 0.009,
alpha = 0.05,
beta = 0.20,
sided = 2,
ratio = 1,
R = R_ex7,
minfup = F_ex7,
T = T_ex7)

out2_ex7

## Fixed design, two-arm trial with time-to-event
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## outcome (Lachin and Foulkes, 1986).

## Solving for: Accrual rate

## Hazard ratio H1/H0=0.6/1
## Study duration: T=65
## Accrual duration: 55

## Min. end-of-study follow-up: minfup=10

## Expected events (total, H1l): 119.3854
## Expected sample size (total): 196.3055
## Accrual rates:

## Stratum 1

## 0-55 3.5692

## Control event rates (H1):

## Stratum 1

## O-Inf 0.0462

## Censoring rates:

## Stratum 1

## O-Inf 0.009

## Power: 100* (1-beta)=80%
## Type I error (l-sided):  100*alpha=5}
## Equal randomization: ratio=1

F2 _ex7 <- 100
T2 _ex7 <- R_ex7 + F2_ex7

out3_ex7 <- nSurv(lambdaC = lambdaO_ex7,

hr = HR_ex7,

hr0 = 1,

eta = 0,

alpha = 0.05,
beta = 0.20,
sided = 2,

ratio = 1,

R = R_ex7,
minfup = F2_ex7,
T = T2 ex7)
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out3_ex7

## Fixed design, two-arm trial with time-to-event
## outcome (Lachin and Foulkes, 1986).

## Solving for: Accrual rate

## Hazard ratio H1/H0=0.6/1
## Study duration: T=155
## Accrual duration: 55

## Min. end-of-study follow-up: minfup=100

## Expected events (total, H1): 119.7092
## Expected sample size (total): 121.8807
## Accrual rates:

#Hit Stratum 1

## 0-55 2.216

## Control event rates (H1):

#Hit Stratum 1

## O-Inf 0.0462

## Censoring rates:

#Hit Stratum 1

## O0-Inf 0

## Power: 100* (1-beta)=80%
## Type I error (1-sided):  100%*alpha=5
## Equal randomization: ratio=1
Kopmoin N(F)

fp_ex7 <- seq(5, 100, by = 0.5)
N_vec_ex7 <- rep(NA_real , length(fp_ex7))

for (i in seq_along(fp_ex7)) {
Fi <- fp_ex7[i]

Ti <- R_ex7 + Fi

tmp <- nSurv(lambdaC = lambdal_ex7,
hr = HR_ex7,

24



hrO = 1,

eta = 0,
alpha = 0.05,
beta = 0.20,
sided = 2,
ratio = 1,

R = R_ex7,
minfup = Fi,
T = Ti)

N_vec_ex7[i] <- tmp$n

plot(fp_ex7, N_vec_ex7,

xlab
ylab

type
las

"Minimum follow-up duration

(months)",

"Required total sample size (N)",
IIlll s

1)

25



190

180 —

170

160 —

150 —

140

130

Required total sample size (N)

120 -

I I I I I
20 40 60 80 100

Minimum follow—up duration (months)

Klwvika oyoma

* Hvndbeon proportional hazards pmopei va etvan yovopwn - delayed effects, non-proportional
hazards k.Am. peuwvovv v kataAinAdtra tov log-rank kot to vompa tov HR.

* H woyig oe pekéteg emPioong kabopiletor npotictmg and tov aplBud yeyovotwv: yuo
dedopévo HR kat a, vapyet évag amartovpevog apbudc events D. To N mpoxvmtel amd
v woppomia peta&y accrual, follow-up kat dropout.

* Agv apkel va «yepicovpe» tn peAétn pe ToAhovg acevelg av dev vdpEet emapkng follow-up

®oTE Vo Tapatnpnovv apkeETA YEYOVOTOL.

AwakTiKn Xnpeioon: H Loy wicw amd T voopepa

Eivon kpioo va katavoncovpe 0Tt e pehéteg emPimong, 10 vopopa givor ta events, 6yl ot

acOeveic.

1. Events First: O aAyopiBuog (nSurv) vrmoroyiler mpdta Tov aplfud TOV ATOITOOUEVOV

ocvpupaviov (D) mov yperdlovton yio va emttevydei n 1oy0g (Power) dedopévov tov HR. O

26



apBpog avtodg ivor etadepdg (fixed) kot dev aAAdlel 6o dropa Kot vo BaAovpe 1 660 Kot
VO TEPYLEVOLLLE.
. To “IMatapr” (Trade-off): To cuvolikd N mpokdTTEL MG GLVAPTNOT TOV D Kot TOV YPOVOL

mapokoAovONnoNG.

* Mmopovpe va Baiovpe morhotg acBeveic kol vo tovg moapakorlovdnoovpe yoo Ayo
xpovo.
* Mmopovpe va BdAovpe Aydtepovg acBeveic Kot va Tovg mopakolovOncovue yio

TEPLOCOTEPO YPOVO.

. To Opwo: Kabdg av&hvovue 1o follow-up (6mwg @aivetor 6To YpAenUa), TO ATOITODUEVO
N pewwverotl. Oeopntikd, av eiyape drepo follow-up, to N Oo cuvékive 6Tov aplBpd tov

events, kaBmg OA01 o1 acBeveic TeMKkd Oa eppdvilov T0 Yeyovog.
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