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Abstract

The purpose of Phase I clinical trial is to identify the maximum tolerated dose with specific toxicity rate.
The standard TER design does not guarantee the pre-specified toxicity rate. It depends on the dose-toxicity
curves. Therefore it is necessary to check the expected toxicity rate of various dose-toxicity curves before
we conduct clinical trials. We developed TERAplusB library to help this situation, especially in cancer research.
This package will help design the cancer clinical trial. We can compare the expected toxicity rates, the expected
number of patients, and the expected times calculated with various dose-toxicity curves. This process will

help find the best clinical trial design of the proposed drug.
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D parent.ID current.time  current.dose  current.state  current.n MTD Prob.tot
0 0 DO 0 1

1 0 1 D1 Al 3 0.512
2 1 2 D2 Al 3 0.008
3 2 3 D2 Final 0 D2 1

4 1 2 D2 A2 3 0.096
5 4 3 D2 Bl 3 0.104
6 5 4 D2 Final 0 D2 1

7 4 3 D2 B2 3 0.896
8 7 4 D2 Final 0 D1 1

9 1 2 D2 A3 3 0.896
10 9 3 D1 Bl 3 0.896
11 10 4 D2 Al 3 0.008
12 1 5 D2 Final 0 D2 1
13 10 4 D2 A2 3 0.096
14 13 5 D2 Final 0 D2 1
15 10 4 D2 A3 3 0.896
16 15 5 D1 Final 0 D1 1
17 9 3 D1 B2 3 0.104
18 17 4 D1 Final 0 DO 1
19 0 1 D1 A2 3 0.384
20 19 2 D1 Bl 3 0.896
21 20 3 D2 Al 3 0.008
22 21 4 D2 Final 0 D2 1
23 20 3 D2 A2 3 0.096
24 23 4 D2 Bl 3 0.104
25 24 5 D2 Final 0 D2 1
26 23 4 D2 B2 3 0.896
27 26 5 D2 Final 0 D1 1
28 20 3 D2 A3 3 0.896
29 28 4 D1 Final 0 D1 1
30 19 2 D1 B2 3 0.104
31 30 3 D1 Final 0 0 1
32 0 1 D1 A3 3 0.104
33 32 2 DO Final 0 DO 1
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<¥E 2> Curvel 2| 8F 54 JME =s FT

Il)e‘;i‘; (T(I)p;iocki)ty) 3+3 3+2 2+3 242 1+1 1+2 1+3
DO 0.0300  0.0228 0.0033 0.0028 0.0548 00502  0.0507
Dl - 0.05 0.0980  0.0705 0.0075 0.0033 0.0309 0.0118  0.0160
D2 0.10 0.3274 0.2703 0.0862  0.0439 0.1365 0.0774 0.1050
D3 0.25 0.3425  0.3448 0.2017 0.1371 0.2410  0.1476 0.1945
D4 0.35 0.1708  0.2271 0.3484 0.2749 0.3475  0.2622  0.3079
D5 0.50 0.0304 0.0613 0.2917  0.3576 0.3600  0.2988  0.2502
D6 0.70 0.0010  0.0033 00573 01530  0.1898 0.1221 0.0665
D7 0.80 0.0000  0.0000  0.0038 0.0263 0.0643 0.0277 0.0088
D8 0.90 0.0000  0.0000  0.0001 0.0013 0.0101 0.0016  0.0001
D9 0.95 0.0000  0.0000 00000 00000  0.0009 0.0006 0.0003

71 = @A 15.87 15.47 17.01 15.67 11.02 10.06 10.97
7)eiA 5.29 5.67 7.46 7.84 10.58 8.08 7.33
7IHE48E 0.2051 0.2345 0.3716 0.4443 0.6045 0.4169 0.3653

<# 3> Curve2 o EH=EM M8 wWaE 2

E‘z,ﬁ (T(}:;."gty) 3+3 3+2 2+3 242 1+1 1+2 1+3
DO 0.0300  0.0228 0.0033 0.0028 0.0548 0.0502  0.0507
D1 0.05 0.0796 0.0575 0.0066 00030  0.0223 0.0109 0.0134
D2 0.10 0.1530  0.1197 0.0218 00125  0.0560  0.0251 0.0317
D3 0.15 0.2042  0.1751 0.0481 0.0302 0.0901 0.0447  0.0570
D4 0.20 0.2158  0.2066 0.0867  0.0574 0.1335  0.0705 0.0924
D5 0.25 0.1961 0.2220 01862  0.1255 0.2146 0.1369  0.1773
D6 0.35 0.1035 0.1542 0.3284 02634 03213 0.2497  0.2921
D7 0.50 00175  0.0408  0.2677 03733  0.3541 03142 02478
D8 0.75 0.0004 0.0014 00513 01247  0.1464 0.0702 0.0199
D9 0.90 0.0000  0.0000  0.0000  0.0072 0.0276 0.0276  0.0179

71 s @apr 19.47 19.39 21.61 20.08 13.23 12.10 13.18
7)tiAlzE 6.49 7.09 9.55 10.04 12.78 9.96 9.23
7548 0.1931 0.2183 0.3620  0.4288 0.5551 0.4002 0.3501
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<¥ 4> Curve3 9| 22EM

Mg mas A9

Dose

Prob

level  (Toxicity) 3+3 3+2 2+3 2+2 1+1 1+2 1+3
DO 0.0994 0.0780 0.0153 0.0119 0.1090  0.1009 0.1025
D1 0.10 0.0701 0.0523 0.0071 0.0037 0.0171 0.0098 0.0112
D2 0.10 0.0682 0.0534 0.0070  0.0052 0.0242 0.0097 0.0111
D3 0.10 0.0819 0.0646 0.0081 0.0056 0.0350  0.0109 0.0146
D4 0.10 0.3596 0.3100 0.1299 0.0605 0.1962 0.0946 0.1536
D5 0.25 0.3087 0.4224 0.7796 0.6717 0.6447 0.6532 0.6545
D6 0.80 0.0121 0.0193 0.0524 0.2337 0.2435  0.1122  0.0501
D7 0.90 0.0000 0.0000 0.0006 0.0077 00350  0.0084 0.0022
D8 0.95 0.0000  0.0000 0.0000  0.0001 0.0032 0.0002  0.0000
D9 0.98 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000  0.0000  0.0001 0.0000  0.0000
71t s @ake 18.89 18.66 18.38 16.50 10.22 9.63 10.78

71 ARt 6.30 6.77 8.21 8.25 9.91 7.96 7.62
7= S 0.1608 0.1834 0.2565 0.3738 0.4731 0.3041 0.2505

<E 5> Curved 9| EFFH FMg m=2E P

?e”vj (Tf;g;w) 3+3 342 2+3 942 1+1 142 1+3
DO 0.0012 0.0009 0.0001 0.0001 0.0101 0.0100  0.0100
D1 0.01 0.0011 0.0007 0.0000  0.0000  0.0006 0.0001 0.0001
D2 0.01 0.0230 0.0158 0.0008 0.0003 0.0076 0.0027  0.0032
D3 0.05 0.0994 0.0718 0.0075 0.0036 0.0363 0.0123  0.0166
D4 0.10 0.4635 0.3765 0.1339 0.0620  0.2226 0.1062  0.1732
D5 0.25 0.3963 0.5109 0.8031 0.6870  0.7293 0.7330  0.7378
D6 0.80 0.0155 0.0233 0.0540 02390  0.2756 0.1259 0.0565
D7 0.90 0.0000 0.0000 0.0006 0.0078 0.0442 0.0095 0.0025
D8 0.95 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000  0.0001 0.0036 0.0002 0.0000
D9 0.98 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000  0.0000  0.0001 0.0001 0.0000

71 9@ 21.18 20.42 17.56 15.95 11.09 10.34 11.54

i kG 7.06 7.27 7.98 7.98 10.76 8.61 8.26
710154 88 0.1633 0.1880 0.2583 0.3765 04750 03071 0.2527
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