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F 2ol 14 44PN A A4-5 & continual reassessment method (CRM)of W3t & ¢
7 %3] o] FojA 1 k. B =RME Al el FAE dhte] B} Foz Alop ¥
AT & FS F9tE =3 E CRM tigt d7& Agsg et AZ7Hx] CRMeo o 8
A7 HEE Aol A o £} YA B =RoiME= BE 753 98 18
3t " (complete enumeration)& AFESHETE o] A2 ¥FHE A|EH o] ML ]
g 83 yolet AARHT o N2 YL o) 83k, 8FEAFH o] logistic T
=, hyperbolic tangent &<, power ¥4 o, =3 E CRMo|A AR Js &L
Nxe 54 FEo) R 54 HER ZF +HTL By} A9 AY Ao £FES
HZs e Zotd, HHHEEFoM 54 BEo) BEX A HEI AF3 &
ol d = 8L TA3ACE

Fogol: FHIE, A AL, Wt BA

1. M2

2o 94 48 9 At Nkl A E EA Eol gE A7t e A1
t} (Park and Song 1999, Z < et al 1993, 249 et al 1999, 241} and ©] Y 1996, B}
vl 2t et al 1998, 212} & et al 1997, L% et al 1999). ©] & 14 YAAF-L AQA Ao
Al FEE AR A GAAT S50 T ABL vpA F, Fz2 2 AHEE g4
o2 = Aot B =72 14 94485 A Ao 14 AR dE dEx
5 Ak LA ML 14 QAAHM FEEE 24 GAAFEN AH2E A FEA 9
|FE 43ste dolth FUA MdolME £38 295E o B2 Y a7 Yuhe
AL BEA o7 IR AMdolt)h T £33 Eold FYAY RALoe] dgstng
27 A9 4 Q= 3 o ® 38 Fole Yo g 14 AN Yo FIq At
ol A= A7 Ad 5 Y= H9 & # o} 388 3(MTD: maximum tolerated dose)
ojgt B89 H, 14 AUAREY FERE AL EHE 2R3 dojth o] 42 A
1) (120-750) HE58A AdEF W EF, oA gn gAY, 2a4
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o02: HYFHLLTL u|x 2] = F(unknown dose-toxicity curve)2] oj® &
ZAUHRATI0<0<)E SHFERE 2+ 27322 FYAH. 5,

F(d) =9

€ UASE 8 S AUSEE Yol o Gef. FAAE AL AN 2
SARE 0= I4H BU e TS £ Aok FYANE g9 FF (AL, DL £%
&5l wel, ?M 48D Bl G (17)273715), 282 /120 48512 9+ B
A9 ek AR EL el ) STSARES T2 FE £ g, 14 A4

< U ¥ dolW HUH 8 FE EA ¢ fLA A Aol A, A F7HA] 14 44
oA 7}A o] AR 1 9= standard design<, standard designol A 42 H o) &&
Fo| Ao EA4ZE 0] 33%° 77 gte FAst 5 e A, AR oA gt wkd
o] CRM&} ZA%F 9 stte HH &8 F A9 %E%”Q%% ARAN 22 AT
F k= Aol o & £9], Rinaldi et al (1999), Grossman et al (1998), Eckhardt et al
(2000)-2 30%%, Dongen et al (1998) 20%%E-, Gelmon et al (2000)2 50% 5 A& 3R T}
FAstd, o)A s S8 FoANY FRFAHYFEC] U olfE, &Y TR/, &9 IY
A=, 718 LAY A5 g wet, @A AR 59U 2L "ﬂ?:hﬂ"ﬂﬂ] 7]‘3]15] Aol
2etx] 7] gZolth o33 ERFEAFEL FF JAIS FAGATY =9 E FIo 2
AR =, B =FY AAI} ob=F EutAEQ Jtoj= el o £A31A) gk AL
2 23 Yo}

A A A e} 14 YA ol A= Korn et al (1994) 9 A 7)< H standard designol
74g gl AMSE T 13, A AlBHE Tk BA AFFA A (protocol) ol 83 AR A
—‘3] AHE- 5"33 u) g 33 -45]"3} AHEE &2 AP A v 763}3’-, 7H g

2 82 TF FE o) 8T AFPAA @2 LDy (10%2] A7t XAbste &%) 1029 ¢

2 Fet Al 39 3?}7‘]' 7} 74 g S v A"t 281 e A B9 27 o
=2 &% X"t o)A PO ZE A B9 FAAF Hojx & Ho] FAS K wj7tA
£FE AL UL Tk A BF 8 Ho] 548 Bold, thE A B9 #A4E 22
| ol M A, I EFANAY AP AFEE =8t A OEVH BE W o3 =
g EHod, os | OE A HY Fxe dARY 3 oA 2 &% s X" ¢
o HF Holx F 9 o]ie] BEAES HolAY, A Al Hol siA=HSE u, o]F &
o= g o] EA4E HAuH, A 832 ojn Y FLLFH T vy B3t 18
1,0 A% A £FHE I dA FE S Al H9 S wiXH A, o2 A 9§
< $7tE #j x| 5to] AP gt} standard designol A& A Hol ixd &% F & F o3t
7t 548 B £3F M S %S AU E8FoR e

standard design2 W& AtEEol 93t H]#= o] g=tl, standard design®] 7}F &
GH2 27 A LEFAA Y T4 Hgo] 47 A F2 EF 54 &4 7M7Y
Aok 4do] itk Aotk HZ7HA K standard designol| A -2 2 th 5188 Tl 4] 2
54 &2 33%l 7M7heegte 9d F5o] Sl sttt Kang and Ahn (2001)2
standard designoll Al ZtzZte} §-3Fo] A4 L8P0z AR FES AMN E + U= &
8 5-E& 743t hyperbolic tangent¥H4-8} logistic 48 S HEAFTA R 714 3},
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AN LS FANNNY S FEL F 17%0A 20%7F B2 Raty 28 EE, 287 43}
= 54 4 &0] 17%2} 20% Ato)o| A "o} A wli=, standard designol]l A Fol 3 H 5 &-&
2o A3 287t 43= 2FAE MAY € & Ytk
O’Quigley et al (1990, 1991)-2 standard design-S th A & continual reassessment method(CRM)
£ Ae gt CRME o] Ae] Ao AlAM Ao 4 AAE 0|88, $E7} 7HA 1
de BFEAZTA O ARE £33, b BAANA FAE 22 2= 4
= olth H 22 A9 original CRME @A o2 AL 7|+ o8 74 EAH
Eo] A3Art.
e R E original CRMol A& 229 §F4F2E 249 AHAER AT FA3 A 23
P, FF /MR G FHT) 22 L350 A FAE v XA H Aok AR B
ZLo] ekA o] thgt EAIZ o] &3 Y ALE A WotEAX A G, THA
AE CRMolA & R 82 ¥ 7 2§59 i X3t

e SAE origianl CRMol A= §%0] 2212 o), ol @ Al Gz o] gol £4Y &3
SAZAT AFREE 0§35 ZAHU o P W2 T el P A B
Fozol Lerte ALE AALH, BAES o] F2F BAGA, o Y ®
# SIS oAl Wobs A ghskeh TN £39 CRMAA L §F5Fo) el 7t
olE obF R Aok A AW, £t ¥ DAY LA e BEAA
PL 95t gk

o AW A= original CRMoll A= & #a}e] ¥H3-& #F 3 oF, o3 &Ate &3Fo] 27
HEg, A¥g utxEd AYXA A AZte] £22H A A %, 738 CRMOA
Al Heo BAE Fol dhte oz Fol 22 830 e HEE, 4¥ 287
Zho]l AR EolEA o

Sl A BAZREL ASHoR 3531 /N Atk (Faries 1994, Goodman
et al 1995, Moller 1995, Ahn 1998). & =&olA= Ahn(1998)8] Ax}o]| Z Al Al B
o] AL o Fo' FHFstd YT £HFE £ CRMES 28 Ho|x, 17
3t CRM-E £ &35 CRMojg} & Aotk £A4E A %L original CRM2 O’Quigley et al
(1990,1911) 0| A] ZrolE 5= QIth £AH CRMS I & AN Y82 20| A LA 3] 7)€
g Aojct FHZol= £ " CRME AME3H 14 dAA Y A7) 98 sl el gl
t} (Dongen et al 1998).

A JAAE e 25 209 o3t Ze o BAE HALRE 3= APolth 132
om 3 A HPHOlEX £ABE o] v FL3h WFAHLE FAGAAL: L
o] 2o AT TA YHY AL AFHA, 14 YHAP A= &2 BA4-E Un|
ool A F7HA EE o]0 AT dFHtbE AEHAE o83 a8 HH o
27 FRE o] Folgth Al EHo]AH Y G2 Astgo] I o8 Adtd, 2 F E JFA] A
Uyl o] A 28 AR A7t 7hsdtthE Folth £ Aol E M BE
Ao 8 25 ydsty, 249 9o 223 Aakg s A2 AP AL
Aok o] Mz e WL A BHo|ATdE 28 LAE A EFIA] oot, AArt v A
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ST B EENE o) R 7Y L o) 85 24 CRMA 25 F Hs) &
20| Ae) 4 G| BE £7} 21%0] We} BE 54 BB ANANEXNE 24
et

2. £XA% CRMO| Ojst HE

£ FoME & =RdA 78 38 CRME AAM 3 71€3teF 8t 21,20, , 28
Ao AHEE &Folgt AL (2 < 23 < --- < x3). LB 6= HYFHLLEFNAN =
EE e 540 dojd FEolzt A 7 A T2 Al B AR o] RoA U,
Y;=(Y;1,Y52,Y53)(7 = 1,2,--- ,m)& jHA 82 FolA 59 &5 HEeta stA}; o4t
P FENT V0 =1,2,32 S 3d d+ 1, obd di= 09 @S Atk B =FlA
t EY)(=1,2,3)° A& 2471 3 8308 F4§ LBsty, U(z;,0)E EAT
th z(j) & JAA B2 Fol FAE &l AL z(f) & 21,72, , 1T B @S F
gtch A AR B2 FoAls Mg Re £%E R, 2 ¥ %E*i F7MAE A= 8
GA T S 711, EFE FAA AT FR+ AT glo] B DA &3S & Al 7
ANl B g AHg Stk 38 CRM2 oS4 s 8t

1 B47h el 8% 54 248 A9tk Bhee logistie 34, hyperbolic tangent
g 283 power@7t o8] AFolA Bol AbEE oA gttt

exp(l.5a + a x z;)

Ui(zs,a) = 1+ exp(l.5a+a x z;)

aest) = (20 1LY

Ua(zy,c) = 25

2. B4 o(EE b,0)°) e AR REE APV E3) A5 A RE7} Bol A
SEE-

g{e) = exp(—a),0 < a < o

3. ANHE SN ZER B Jod BE 98 o} 2o F2 o] B
B& o Abe} Emwvu xe] AR

4 Az BA 2o 71 2§ Fal@n

Ok“ O_u
_|_4
2

e
Ao

5. Y& #5% 3, a0l B AFEEE SRk TAZOE

3!

m‘l’(ﬂﬂ(j)ﬂ)y"{l —¥(z(j),a)}> "% (2.1)

¢(z(j)7yjaa) =
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AN y; = S0 ypolth o] o (Yi, .Y, X1, -, X;)e $EFFE AP F
o} x| 21

[]¢((0),w.a),
=1

9(a) [Ti_, ¢(x (1), u1, @)

a, j
fla, Q1) = 157 9(w) Ty #(=(), o, w)du

ANA Q1 = {y1,...,y;}°lth

6. Y AEERTE o] &3t AT Ex29 HF

tlo

29t
WG+ D= [ af(eQaa)da
0
08l ZRAE 6=+ 1T Wk 3 27 29(j + 1)& BEh

U+ = 1211i?k{wi|( — Vo u(J+1)(9))2}
(i +1) > z(j)old, z(j)Ret & DA utz A} £F £EL =( + DE AL,
a¥(j+1) < x(j)"]‘ﬁ;, (i + )€ 2(j +1)2 Aeth oA 29, 83 £F0] =8
Zhe o GAT 22 £ YA, W2 e ofFd ATke] 9A Tk 71N
Ui e AR e

7. A% Ao v BIAFE BA T £ ome) 22T A DA 59 62 WEAT H
5§43 nxgoz AR 6dA A 2RE ¥ FETh

(=] d=}!
o oJ

3. A

m& Age] o]&" B2 2o £tz A 7 Bz} Fo] Al B AAE o]F oA 9,
n=3mPe 27} APl AP, FEE 5 e BE 5T 73%91 FE 4mol
o] Al B2 xS BEHL uf, 284 Y= £AF CRM 9344, F 54 £(0, 1,2,
E% 3)gko] o v 7} YL, TE Abol 9] ’:Ht Z23A) 7] W Eolth & ol 4mU B

>

_\1

E ALY 5o Uote, AR R LFL FHoEN, AL L] AFEEZE LS T
otk & AL 4 4™ mo) 17]-6‘;]—01] wet 73t EsReE E%tth. m =704 F ¥
2} 47} 21m°15i, B 14 JANYEY ALE FE3 Feste A4Hes, £
E=RANEm="79 ASE9S wal st Goodman et al (1995) and Ahn (1998)2 Al 3
9] &5 ?&%}Z}‘?OE —T’-E:]ﬁ]’"; g A, AN H BAAANA 2L &F FE

o]

Z =

o] £ g of, 7 £FE A LEFo2 st ol T 7, 2= AE
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A Aol s, A L4843 2R 29 FFAY T4 F9 FE TolAh
ayEz e B 7oA AHE m=70] FeH Aol 2t

BEE T ALE BT UGty 1t S AdA LR T2 B6A] otk 2
=B AE 49 WY X(2,100000,7,4)8 T2 aHA HEUTE X 129 4 A
B2t 23 g5 A4 2 2 el 7] S8 WZol 7hnl AR H AT FA A2 Teh,
A AR B2 ZoA oA ZRE ARE X(L,,,)0l AFH AT 2 Foll&= o] AR AR
EE o] 83, F A &} oA 2T 4+ v ZE B £E A48, X(2,,,)
Ak olFA X(2,,,)0 AFE FEES A WA 82 TN o ARAA £
H RAolEZ, X(1,,,) AZE FRE © o BRYUA ol Wz, X(1,,,)e Al A
2t FolA EolA ARES AAsh= A8

X9 2392 BE 7Hed 399 £& Ushdth mAR #2 274A A3l A7
W, X9 22149 94 F 4" 947 AREE Aotk 100000 EHF 2w} e AL
ol :, 477 L9 £& S 2Tty s AHE grelok. 449 A} FolA BE 7}
T ALY o HFtA, 7 x4 EE HET (X 32D 4490 HFH). Tx4 v
S B2 8F S0 AR 197 2892 47 AF7HA & &3 S50 MixE 829
% 59 5 54 989 £ vehl =t A&Hrt o] FRELS FAHE AR XS A
shed ol gETh Tt Al Bl BAE F, & 54 B8 7 1Ew 2019, 4 (ol e
o|FATE 123 & TR AV, Tx4 W ER 3EA4E, N B BAE T FF
Ao 7 1EE 28 et AR E T

B =79 ZE AA2 FORTRAN 2o oste o]Ro| T, 53] AMFE Fa9
Bg-E AdsterlE IMSLo| AHEH AT

4. B3}

E HoAE AU EEF] AFGEZE o] &3, Al H9 FAAEo] 3 FxL F-& o] F o]

Agol 73k 39 CRMAA Z2RE A3 E-E8FAA Y 7t 54 ¥ & (expected

toxicity rate)& A4t A Aol AH A= A H-§LFoA FEE = 540 ¢

o'g 52 20%, 30%%} 0%E ARt B AFAAE B 7+ & 72 Adsidn

L2 A 2408 A4 logistic 34, hyperbolic tangent ¥4~2} power ¥45 T 8314}
B =RgA 2T logistic T A E Foih

exp(1l.5a + a x x;)

U, (1,0) =
1(@i,a) 1 +exp(1.5a + a x ;)

G714 o B|R O BFolq, z; = —4.04+1.0( — 1),1 < i < 70)th 2,9 MY E -4.00]
A 2022 FE o)f, logistic TS 0] &30S W, 2 BFXY FA 0] W& FLolA
E2 @7A 948 38 A 5 ASRE A $ Aoty FAHHLE 1o Z4 £F A9
logistic &9 SAu]&o] AAl= o] Tt a=0.8,12,24  uf, £ 2F 18 19 F
oAt a=0.8¢0 B¢ B2 §FNAME FAGFA T & 54 GEo] AL, £Fo] 57}
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ol whel, AA 3] A FEo) S/t e ot o] 4o AL A4 Fe §FAY
EA 5L 11.9%Y "ok vt ¢=249 ASE ¥ £FAAE= WS FE 54 &
o] A7}, FFo] Z1Fol uiet B4 FE o) FAY] Free AE vERdTh o] ¥4
o AoE 71 2o Al #FoIM =4 o] 0.2%, 0.8%, 2.7%olch. Al 4o} 2 £
AAe =4 FEL Bl FAAUD FAHLEF FFEEE o] &3, Al B &
AHE 0] 3 FAL F& o]Fo] Aol Arrete +FH CRMAA A JH 3L FlA
9] 7]t} A H)-&(expected toxicity rate)<, a2l ZtS 0.8 2.471%] 0.014] F7}A}7]H
AR, 2 A 2829 FAAAT a9 FhE 08914 2.47+7] 0.014] F7HA]7] o
Ang HoBR, o] A4 logistic T4 Foll £33 161749 3 54 AL 1T A
olch. WHElo] CRM2) AL A7 7128 =25L 3~ 67149 SFEAZHRL 19
3}tk (Ahn 1998, Goodman et al 1995, Korn et al 1994, O’Quigley et al 1990). 2322
H =EolA AMR S 2 AlEd o) AR X BE FLE AW 1B IA s, &
€ CRM9 A A& Bt} o A &A 2AE 4+ A HE
E =FoA 2283} hyperbolic tangent T4+ TS F Fo AT

Uo(z;,b) = <%)b

A7)A b= A Y BFO)T, 3 = -1.4405E—1),1 <i< 7ot} b=0.5,1.0,2.0 & o, &
2o BFe 3 1o FoIAUTH Al 50 BFe AL FYH, bel o] F7Htel o
3 R4rt L8R o5d HEjolth b=05 D Tt Fe £F SFJNE SHo] BA
A & & HE EAV, M2 £%E UF 24 F2 A5 E UeErdth

B =0 123 power F5E LAY FojAth

‘1/3 (.Z‘i, C) = .’L‘zc

A7V e BR8] BLolA, z; = 0.1 x i0]th. W] B 8] F 7ER] g Fo] A Qi
A AR 4G 05<c<100T, F AR 9L 1.0<c <200tk A A QL @
P F AR 99 BEES sigdt ¢ gl 0.5, 0.75, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0 mo] &3
FAe] 27 1] FoiA Utk 9 o) 0.5 AL e §FME 54 FFol F

7betthzt 2 & £FFolME Ao E Fkete Fefolth c9] gto] 1.09 7H7tekd

oft

ox d

N AL AvuE AA T2 Bl "k ¢ o] 10Kt AR wel, 5
2 32 SFoA e Burtsl, £330 ol wel A7) Frteks FEHE W
o} 283 AFRIE ol’3lo, A B FRpEo] g A} F& o]Fo] AFP
A7k £4 " CRMAA Z2A3E 2384 FNAY 71 54 v)&(expected toxicity
rate) <, ¢ & 0.5004 2.07hA] 0.014 F7MA171H A4St Ha, 2 A 2200 Fof
A 9l ct.

a20) - oA M(broken line)2 40%9 S4FES, AL 30%9 54 &2, 2
3 AL 20%9] 54 FEL ZEE T FLE YehdTh logistic oA R 54
o] 40%} 30% A2 ALstd, +AH CRMoAA 2R3 A& 2Fo|Ae] FA4
E2 EXE A2 A 8o F 2FYEE ¢ 5 At o] 2= AU HEEFAA

ox > b 4 o
of

s 0

T
2
rlo
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E 54 &858 HEE £ Q& standard designoll v} 3], A L& FN M BEEEAE
ES veUE 23 4 &= £3"9 CRMO FH S 53] RoEh

logistic &4oA EF =4 85 0] 40%2) 30% 2 FL+, a2 Fro) 0.894 242 717}
AAFE, AN G FANANY 54 FEo] 40%NA £3]8) Bojx 1, 25% THE 7}77}5’—}
AL &+ Atk I o= &1 Fo A logistic < F-+ 7—?%‘“*01]/‘1—4 A4 g8
B & £ 9tk a=08Ud=, 239 A H4 &0 40-1%°IX] 3, agho] 2.490 7P7/'}S4él
T5 0% 54 FEE Ze £FL glon, 21t 0% 77 8% 530l BE, 5
7@% CRME ;8 i8] &8Fo2 AIsA 5+ Aolth 2B BT, o] AT JA £
" CRMo] & &AF3t1 PSS BoFE Ao th Hteid viAe) $FF54FT A FS}
A BEEHYE 0< <10 Fo)A& o), +8W CRMe] BRE F(d) = 08 BEE
£ dE 3= dolty. A, BAH 2= kMY £F 21,20, -,z To] AP A AA
slo] o] §7153 28, &4 H CRM 4 Ex &

[o

|F(z7) — 6] = min |F(z;) - 0]

1<i<k
& Uk 9318 2= 207 AEel ’
AT, AY Aol AAT &3F Foll, 8 54 HE) 2HY 5Y FEL 2= §%
o] Attd, A5 &8 FA 54 Q%% EX 54 §5 2A Hojd vx YS9l

B B33 Utk

A Al Be 8A-E sty #AE + $39 CRMoA 28 3771 &
gholl we}, H &8 FMY S48E ]%E Agzraoﬂ £} AN AFR
& ﬂ?‘}ﬁu} Aq71M HEE o] 2 AMEEHE ZE 7= F B¢t ol 5 8

= 39 $AE Y BAFo "%E} % A7 218 Y o, BAF
05&1/\% Al 8o &2 3t e s %% o] TR 3. aydBEE, F
g e BAF oz Feod, 3 83457218 2AY o, 38834
FEo) HFESAGE 2 £33t J4AT Lﬂ o]4e] #ALE shte &At
B i AF7HA F80A 7R v 93, o8 &FE o] &3t HF
< A, 207 o) #A7F BoER HAA o) HolAn.
AYAY2 HF 20 el 2 59 BAF Y22 3= Aok THeF 203
2 £9] FAT} o] &MU, & BA; U SIS RE, atﬁfﬂ%%mﬂfﬂ
Qr%% EREA4EEN Z *%B}ala} JAE Ak AR oz TgA gL F2
o] &3 14 AR FutstE et A 4Ht
=TodAE M B9 B2HE ?&ﬂz}ﬂ“’i’&h?&voﬂ ENsHASFY FE 1
TS AMS ST F 213 B Qe A B 7}“61 A% & 47
, 3F B2} 7ol o & He| BALE o] R o] F o tﬂbi AT = i3] AP I Q)

D—‘_4

20
7}
o %
3
o
&

z

&

1
.

t}

[e)

rS:iLHI

rh:mﬂﬂ

LR

5}
A]

rE rlr
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| & @ OB o)FojA gow, BE YL WANAR YR 2 A7
| gl W, Aot Aol g we g3 WA E B 27} Aok 3
th @ B} Tl B @ HOE o] FojA oW, 5 217 BAY} Y= AS, B
5 Bee S 208, 48T B4 A0, NS AFEE o 8L YelE, &

9 1t oAFrh o 3¢ ANFS WA EARE XTYEY Auto]
of A A Fof k.
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F3. power I8 54 08 (%)
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Figure 2. Expected toxicity rate at MTD (solid line=20%, dotted line=30%, broken Iine=4EI%)
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Figure 1. Dose-toxicity curves
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Investigation on the modified continual reassessment

method in phase I clinical trial

Seung-Ho Kang!

ABSTRACT

In this paper we consider the modified continual reassessment method in which
a cohort consists of three patients. Simulation has been a main research tool in the
investigation of CRM. In this paper we propose complete enumeration as an alternative
of simulation. Using new method we show that the expected toxicity rate at the MTD
converges to the target toxicity rate well as the sample size increases.
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