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Abstract

Phase I Clinical Trials estimate a Maximum Tolerated Dose(MTD). In this paper, an MTD estimation
method applied stopping rule is proposed for Phase I Clinical Trials. The suggested MTD estimation method
is compared to the Continual Reassessment Method(CRM) method using a Monte Carlo simulation study.
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2198 7 Szol Z1RAoR 39 HEA} A Aotk Goodman 5 (1995)2
SM3uhlo] lFolH F2 AEE T g EEHols AWHT Yk SMUH-S Ar) &8-gol
o) ZAAE] 33%0l F71E Aolehe welet 237} HEH02 dold Arfel 8 S
o) 4 Aol e BAFAUEA ANV HAT S Aok W, A BRSO WEFAS =
0ol LASA N0l SR 395 o1 EILEIAT Sopping kol BEHAT 219
ZEEA) R Aol MTD 240l B7hs57 wgol tepd w7bn A9E slof H2 287
7ro] B8 st @] it

FHZ Al 174 AAEAAE SMEHES tiale 3He 2 CRM(Continual Reassessment Method) €]
ol ARgE A k. CRM2 v]g] 138% ﬂﬁéﬂ TE B3 @A g HAE AP YHoE
A& Aol S @AANAAN FAdo] BT Fojet AZbsie BRFYES Fot oA IFAANAA &
o171 B4 ATE ol3ko] AN dose-toxicity o) P AHE STl The S FAANA Fol@
{3 AQs= 214 MTDFAHolth (Kim3¥} Kil, 2009). Kang (2002)2 CRMWo] @Az o
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CRMHuHH o] A|ok=] 1t} (Faries, 1994; Goodman, 1995; Kang, 2002).
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Figure 2.1. Process of BC4 method
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Table 3.1. Dose toxicity curves in simulation study (%)

Dose level =A1 =A12 =43 ZA14 ZAM5 =6 AT =48
1 5 2 1 1 1 5 22 15
2 10 4 1 3 2 25 32 25
3 25 33 5 5 3 50 41 35
4 35 67 10 32 4 60 48 45
5 50 80 25 55 15 70 54 55
6 70 85 80 75 25 80 69 65
7 80 90 90 82 50 90 80 75
8 90 93 95 95 65 95 89 85
100
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Figure 3.1. Dose toxicty curves
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Table 3.2. Number of subjects and estimate the ratio of MTD
MTDS] 24v &3 aaA+

[e) 3%
0=0.25 jgﬂ“}f ﬂgi*
Dose 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 eEmT v
=41 5 10 25 35 50 70 80 90 none
BC4 % MTD 16.12 46.38 28.15 8.63 0.72 0.00 0.00 0.00 440 2.8152
AdE FJA(%) 30.33 29.88 25.72 11.30 2.62 0.16 0.00 0.00 7.164
CRM % MTD 7.80 30.10 25.10 15.60 15.30 5.10 0.00 1.20 0  2.38
AeE 9 P2H%) 26.77 22.09 23.44 15.84 8.00 2.96 0.89 0.00 7
A2 2 4 33 67 8 8 90 93 none
BC4 % MTD 3.04 69.16 27.40 27.40 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 98  2.851
AdE 9P2H%) 30.76 30.94 31.47 6.76 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.8534
CRM % MTD 1.20 22.20 70.60 4.20 1.20 0.60 0.10 0.00 0  1.697
AdE S{A(%) 17.74 32.81 33.11 12.66 2.97 0.60 0.09 0.00 7
ENE 1 1 5 10 25 8 90 95 none
BC4 % MTD 0.19 4.21 14.54 44.69 36.27 0.11 0.00 0.00 18  3.1535
AdE S HAH(%) 19.48 19.44 20.04 19.73 17.18 4.14 0.00 0.00 9.0029
CRM % MTD 0.90 0.00 9.80 12.40 74.30 0.00 2.60 0.00 0  1.20
AdE F{2H(%) 17.17 1510 17.61 17.53 21.80 10.79 0.00 0.00 7
44 1 3 5 32 55 75 82 95 nmone
BC4 % MTD 1.68 4.44 66.05 26.57 1.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 29  2.8526
Aele F@¥2H(%) 23.21 23.53 23.50 23.48 6.07 0.21 0.00 0.00 7.9532
CRM % MTD 0.70 021 28.80 51.30 9.60 6.20 1.30 0.00 0  1.419
AdE 382K (%) 17.17 16.01 25.09 24.90 11.79 3.99 1.06 0.00 7

o} oJue] p;;+= Table 3.10] F4j (j = 1,2,...,8)2] 4 .
CRM*}-2 R-package dfcrm-g o]§8to] RATHE AA| EP"*"/} HETAL 4854 2%, 54
2de A 14 QA ZANA A5 ARSE T Y& logistic T4F ARSSITE 27]0 255+ 54
< FALE AH8SHn ﬁ“EH 52 25% 08 AR, 7 RoJAFHL 10,0009 BHE A3}
Table 3.29} Table 3.3< zF ubH oz wojAdst Axtz 7 v MTD7) A E 8L} 3582k
A D @A oA oA A9E vES YR, SA4EES] Ha3le s Vehdt
7 248 AdE FJAZH%)E FA41, FA13, FA5, 3416, FA8A HluE uf Ex=dgE 25% K
o e 5480 299 g J@AH(%) 7 BC4adgol CRM KT o] Aty BRSAFEo] 3
429] 83%, 47h 4179 32% 0} 5 SHE] TE Aol AduE AWA(%) BOLge
CRM™IRET} o] At} o] A& BC4¥ o] CRMYHETE MR A Sdaitts A
=]

—
~

EEAGE 5%l 7HA MTDE F33 A olMe 413 FA804 = BC4 ¢
W ez FA0AE CRME 0] 998tk 2H F419] g8 MTD7L A 8s 1+ 0§ (%) w ERE
BEE 1%00A 25%7HA19] g Ae vude o FA42E8 At BC4H 01 CRMYHE T &
o] &= ol ol BCAWH o] CRMWHETE 54 o uiztsta FFA ol B2 o]7] uf2 o
ok S4uhE FA St BCAY (2.83)0] CRME (1.65) ek =9k, AAl 419 4gnk-ge
9= BC4%Y (2.60, 3.15)°] CRMHPH(0.79, 2.38) Kt} F423 o HZEHo]glt}h. DoseloA SAu
ol MAE) APS AT 5 AS A9} ANEFFEQ Doseso] TRo] T o4 BFFAYE

o]
o

Solth ol W MTDF4e] #7hs3 ghol A=gtelth. BOAY
= Aol 471A% CRMBHS 49 vle 148 585 5
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Table 3.3. Number of subjects and estimate the ratio of MTD
MTD2| F3w&3} 3| @A

) 3%
0 =025 jgﬁ“}f Q;‘ﬂf},\
Dose 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 eEmT v
ZAM5 1 2 3 4 15 25 50 65 none
BC4 % MTD 0.78 1.48 3.33 27.11 36.26 28.39 2.65 0.00 22  3.0184
A9 9F2H(%) 16.38 16.52 16.53 16.40 16.73 12.03 5.04 0.38 10.0109
CRM % MTD 0.40 0.40 0.60 13.90 11.10 46.20 0.00 27.50 0  0.79
AEE 982K (%) 16.21 15.04 1520 16.83 17.61 10.96 8.14 0.00 7
416 5 25 50 60 70 8 90 95 none
BO4 % MTD 55.11 41.28 3.53 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 477 2.7451
AeE B @2(%) 40.82 41.14 16.74 1.27 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.095
CRM % MTD 24.30 53.40 12.90 6.00 2.70 0.06 0.10 0.00 0  1.832
AeE B 82H(%) 36.24 37.13 16.34 7.07 2.53 0.60 0.10 0.00 7
AT 22 32 41 48 54 69 80 89 none
BC4 % MTD 69.34 25.90 4.28 0.46 0.46 0.00 0.00 0.00 4769 2.6068
AdE 9821 (%) 58.95 30.56 9.07 1.31 0.12 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.3983
CRM % MTD 55.90 19.30 7.50 7.10 520 450 0.00 0.50 0  2.088
AeE 2 ¥2H(%) 56.34 21.80 10.20 6.53 3.70 1.07 0.34 0.00 7
3418 15 25 35 45 55 65 75 85 nonme
BC4 % MTD 54.33 33.97 10.07 1.49 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.00 2902 2.6697
AeE @2 %) 46.99 33.63 15.12 3.75 0.46 0.04 0.00 0.00 5.953
CRM % MTD 40.40 20.20 14.80 14.90 3.00 5.80 0.00 090 0  1.817
AeE J@A(%) 46.03 2551 12.61 8.90 5.03 1.40 0.51 0.00 7
S Fof @A T WAS AP WRlolBR A5go] AVA U=

= Ag AN, AFEHBAY FAYS BT FEF
oz 54 2 248 5 03 BUE BAol A

r
[¢]

- & oW BARIE Foxl 5ALHE ol g,
012401] 742 1 ;}Ei i %Ag w«qoﬂ Dﬂb‘]— %H% A@«M e Bl Bolw Sere Mae S

Aol g olct.

o] R AHS Ay BC4H-S CRMEPHO| Hs] EXSAEE 25%HT} =8 480 94 A
9E 7R (%) 7ol Ferz <kdgdex BC4oRe] CRM¥ET ¢-dsitt. 3 5440hgo)] 1l
7% BCAWH-2 CRMYH ol nisl] BExEASE 25%HT) W2 ol MTD%%to] ®o] yghonz
MTDFAe| B4Hojt). 22l CRMYE- ohA 3|8 A1) ukgolAlA 4o 54275 o83l ot
= HEANA FAT S Aokt R AlTbo] A UX|A o] Aawn uf AlPuic) B34S ALt
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2 o} sk BAROR ARAL A AgSA RekAT, BCOPRS ool ulsh Beska 44 AHS
@ % e el ek el BCARES CRMPHo sl gehyel wor, SA4ugel] U
H5Hol 7] wlRe] SHNIY ARSI £ Dol gdrk EF BOLPRS CRMPH us) $33
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