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Method for Detecting Whether
Specific Treatment is the Best
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Abstract

Consider a situation thatr o specific treatment is regarded as the best in comparing several treatment-.
In this case, a natural procedure 1o decide the best treatment is t¢ choose the specific one which is proved
to be hetter than each one of the others.

This study proposes @ method for detecting the best by comparing two treatments from the above point
of view. Since this method deals with comparing only two treatments, it is very simple to use and expectrd
to he widely applicable.
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