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Abstract

The purpose of a Phase I Clinical Trial is to determine the maximum tolerated dose (MTD). MTD is
important because it affects subsequent clinical trials; however, the existing method has a problem due to an
inadequate dose allocated to patients. In this paper, an MTD estimation method is proposed to complement
the problems of the existing MTD estimation method. The suggested method applies the initial acceleration
step to the modified continual reassessment method. Monte Carlo Simulation Study is adapted to compare
a suggested MTD estimation method with the standard design and the modified continual reassessment
method.
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AL HAoAN FEZ YR k= AYFAF (preclinical study)2t AHgHe ez sh= ¢
ANES Tl ko] AT Bes A5 ALY dAELS FAEE 23 A (Dose Finding
Study)elglr = E2|¥ o5 &8F(maximum tolerated dose; MTD)E&

= 5

8 W 7E SE0] SEHA Kok o] Fo] A PN FEE HAETD 5 9= o] AT
d 7] wiEel vi-e S23 dAolth. MTDE dvtAos 528 A3 54 WsEe 29eHA &
= 58FoR FoHrt (Chevret, 1993). MTDE 2% 245t W2 2Pt gt 54 vke< <
o & vk =3 B 54 9 FAE e 855 7 8% MTDR 245 ko] a5l &

aw o] Aofe] Al 57k e o QA 2 Rk obet Hsh 2k o] ulE 4 Jdrt
MTDE F#3t= W2 A vEZs2 P 244 Ho“ﬂgi vhdoh viReA o 2= Dixondt
Mood (1948) ©] A+t DM 843} Storer (1989)$} Korn 5 (1994) o] A| kst standard method (SM)
Wiio] lEAelch DM e the UP-DOWN w2 thesiohe 0] 9o} MIDE Bt
A AAHA Zehe Dol AT SM 2 PR FRSAE0] 33%0ln IdA 39S
g <= 7P wol ARgsha Stk SRR dhe daEE S AR P

59 3 B SM3 P
A2 B 4P ) 12 3%0] b S BN WRe] B £l wet 248 MTD 2
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Table 3.1. The dose-toxicity probability

Dose level S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7 S8
1 0.05 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.05 0.22 0.15
2 0.10 0.04 0.01 0.03 0.02 0.25 0.32 0.25
3 0.25 0.33 0.05 0.05 0.03 0.50 0.41 0.35
4 0.35 0.67 0.10 0.32 0.04 0.60 0.48 0.45
5 0.50 0.80 0.25 0.55 0.15 0.70 0.54 0.55
6 0.70 0.85 0.80 0.75 0.33 0.80 0.69 0.65
7 0.80 0.90 0.90 0.82 0.50 0.90 0.80 0.75
8 0.90 0.93 0.95 0.95 0.65 0.95 0.89 0.85

Table 3.2. The initial toxicity probability

Dose level Skeletonl Skeleton2 Skeleton3 Skeleton4
1 0.05 0.01 0.22 0.15
2 0.10 0.02 0.32 0.25
3 0.25 0.03 0.41 0.35
4 0.35 0.04 0.48 0.45
5 0.50 0.15 0.54 0.55
6 0.70 0.33 0.69 0.65
7 0.80 0.50 0.80 0.75
8 0.90 0.65 0.89 0.85

%27] 5/JE (initial toxicity probability)2 JAAIH o] o]FoX]7] Ao d4& ZAE

Ae 2L §HgFF B2 S48S Utk 27 EA45] AA 45 tE 4% MTD &3
o] FE vA=A ZAFILAF 7] BAEE 7€ AU L 5 AR o 25 UBiE AldEL
1,5, 7, 82 ZAA3}1 Table 3.29] Skeletonl, Skeleton2, Skeleton3, Skeletond 2 %7

RO AR BT B4 BEE 7 $3520] 2 9 AP AR EAG Gt SASY
RANBIN 85 ALR3lo] o|FRZUSE AA3IATE SM3 B 4$ Bin(3,pij)S ARSI
MCRM w2 Bin(3,p;;), ACRM Ho]"ﬂ Bin(1, pi;) &+ Bin(3,p;;)S ©l&3te] & AA3IATH
U} 9N 0E 209 dle] SIEAE s AUS A48 el 217S MORM B
of Bps2 Feich ACRM el 257} 39 wlm AAEA 9L 5 glo] 208 S 20
A o Mol A Ao 2HeEE Age A

£ =4+ MCRM "3 ACRM
o} (Kang, 2002).
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Table 3.3. Simulation study comparing the SM3, MCRM, and ACRM(S1, S2)
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Recommendation percentage at dose level (6 = 0.33)

Dose 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 None toxi cohort
Scenariol 0.05 0.10 0.25 0.35 0.50 0.70 0.80 0.90

SM3 9.69 36.09 32.91 17.72 3.47 0.11 0.00 0.00 262 2.82

(%) 23.46 26.12 26.90 16.46 6.15 0.89 0.02 0.00 14.32
MCRM1 0.02 1.55 29.83 47.24 20.59 0.77 0.00 0.00 0 5.31

p(%) 14.53 17.04 28.89 27.81 11.43 0.30 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM1 0.03 2.10 30.45 45.71 21.05 0.66 0.00 0.00 17 6.11

p(%) 7.76  12.08 28.34 31.65 16.60 3.05 0.47 0.06 20.03
MCRM2 0.29 3.45 8.63 33.99 4944 4.17 0.03 0.00 0 6.12

p(%) 14.58 15.49 18.60 25.61 23.61 2.07 0.04 0.00 21.00
ACRM2 0.45 4.38 11.53  37.57 43.18 2.87 0.01 0.00 17 6.84

p(%) 7.44  12.81 17.42 2751 28.63 553 0.59 0.06 20.03
MCRM3 0.04 3.39 2596 3844 29.47 2.70 0.00 0.00 0 5.60

(%) 16.84 17.26  22.63 23.77 17.87 1.63 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM3 0.11 5.49  29.94 39.07 23.80 1.59 0.00 0.00 17 6.12

p(%) 7.89 14.76  26.26 28.37 18.58 3.61 0.47 0.06 20.03
MCRM4 0.03 2.60 25.17 45.67 23.92 259 0.02 0.00 0 5.44

p(%) 14.64 18.04 26.08 26.89 12.90 1.43 0.03 0.00 21.00
ACRM4 0.09 3.74 29.39 46.63 18.84 1.31 0.00 0.00 17 6.07

(%) 7.85 14.32 27.15 30.06 16.54 3.55 0.47 0.06 20.03
Scenario2 0.02 0.04 0.33 0.67 0.80 0.85 090 0.93

SM3 1.79 55.63  40.73 1.80 0.04 0.01 0.00 0.00 44 2.69

p(%) 25.59  26.91 34.42  12.59 0.47 0.01  0.00 0.00 12.37
MCRM1 0.00 3.99 75.99 19.65 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 4.08

p(%) 14.32 16.62  41.87 25.21 1.99 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM1 0.00 7.96 78.60  13.36 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 7.20

p(%) 6.01 14.89  55.56  21.02 2.18 0.31 0.04 0.00 19.90
MCRM2 3.55 25.84 41.48 25.10 3.99 0.04 0.00 0.00 0 7.96

p(%) 14.45 19.22  25.37  32.74 8.12 0.09 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM2 3.70  28.47 42.26  24.92 0.63 0.02 0.00 0.00 0 7.50

p(%) 7.16 22.45 37.65 28.23 4.08 0.40 0.04 0.00 19.90
MCRM3 0.02 18.30 64.69  16.29 0.69 0.01  0.00 0.00 0 7.10

p(%) 15.21 19.76  33.97  25.51 5.51 0.03 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM3 0.05 18.03 66.71 14.78 0.42 0.01 0.00 0.00 0 6.79

(%) 6.18 2256  47.72  20.58 2.61 0.31 0.04 0.00 19.90
MCRM4 0.00 10.66  68.99 19.86 0.48 0.01  0.00 0.00 0 7.04

p(%) 14.33 18.23 38.90 24.70 3.80 0.03 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM4 0.00 12.34 73.50 14.07 0.08 0.01 0.00 0.00 0 6.83

p(%) 6.06 21.14 49.95  20.00 2.50 0.31 0.04 0.00 19.90

p(%) = percentage of subjects treated by dose level; None = number of cases where MTD estimation

is impossible; toxi = average number of subjects exhibiting toxic reactions; cohort = average number
of subjects used in the experiment. SM = standard method; MCRM = modified CRM; ACRM =
accelerated CRM; CRM = continual reassessment method.

MCRM1, MCRM2, MCRM3, MCRM4 / ACRM1, ACRM2, ACRM3, ACRM4E 37|59t}
MCRM1-& SkeletonlS %7] E48= 443 MCRM ¥PHe] MTD %% Ajolc}.

AUele 1604 AR MTD 4 g2 27] S48 mel Ao)8 Bt} Skeleton g 27] 54
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Table 3.4. Simulation study comparing the SM3, MCRM and ACRM(S3, S4)

Recommendation percentage at dose level (6 = 0.33)

Dose 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 None toxi  cohort
Scenario3 0.01 0.01 0.05 0.10 0.25 0.80 0.90 0.95

SM3 0.18 2.66 9.13 35.27 52.27 0.48 0.00 0.00 12 2.94

p(%) 16.50 16.52 18.18 19.37  20.09 9.27 0.08 0.00 18.70
MCRM1 0.00 0.00 0.06 4.66  75.28  19.99 0.01 0.00 0 3.49

p(%) 14.29 14.31 14.62 17.18 32.26 7.34 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM1 0.00 0.00 0.04 6.00 88.12 5.83 0.00 0.00 6 5.35

p(%) 5.21 5.89 7.66 15.25 52.14 12.99 0.80 0.06 20.33
MCRM2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.32 59.14  40.17 0.36 0.01 0 4.77

p(%) 14.29 14.29 14.30 14.54 25.21 16.97 0.41 0.00 21.00
ACRM2 0.00 0.00 0.01 2.08 86.36 11.55 0.00 0.00 6 6.73

p(%) 5.21 5.89 7.25 10.98 46.14 23.59 0.87 0.06 20.33
MCRM3 0.00 0.00 0.07 2.94 7198 24.99 0.02 0.00 0 4.60

p(%) 14.73 14.30 14.38 15.03 25.27 16.26 0.03 0.00 21.00
ACRM3 0.00 0.01 0.31 7.86 74.71 17.10 0.00 0.00 6 5.68

p(%) 5.21 5.92 777 16.21  47.93  16.11 0.80 0.06 20.33
MCRM4 0.00 0.00 0.03 3.93 T71.15 24.75 0.14 0.00 0 4.51

p(%) 14.29 14.32 14.57 16.00 25.20 15.24 0.39 0.00 21.00
ACRM4 0.00 0.00 0.13 8.75 75.32 15.81 0.00 0.00 6 5.64

p(%) 5.21 5.92 7.71  17.05 47.04 16.21 0.80 0.06 20.33
Scenario4 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.32 0.55 0.75 0.82 0.95

SM3 0.99 2.64 5253 38.34 5.42 0.08 0.00 0.00 12 2.73

p(%) 19.51  20.55 21.32 26.40 11.03 1.18 0.02 0.00 15.82
MCRM1 0.00 0.00 5.61 54.38  38.98 1.03 0.00 0.00 0 5.23

p(%) 14.29 14.37 16.41 29.92 24.42 0.60 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM1 0.00 0.00 8.32 64.24 27.05 0.39 0.00 0.00 4 6.28

(%) 5.64 6.33 16.23 42.69 25.25 3.27 0.53 0.06 19.90
MCRM2 0.00 0.09 2.13 22.81 67.66 7.25 0.06 0.00 0 6.10

p(%) 14.29 14.29 14.58 19.70 32.08 5.00 0.06 0.00 21.00
ACRM2 0.01 0.44 6.20 44.80 47.06 1.49 0.00 0.00 4 7.28

p(%) 5.63 6.48 13.34 30.57 36.94 6.36 0.61 0.06 19.90
MCRM3 0.00 0.05 9.51 45.33  40.67 4.44 0.00 0.00 0 5.61

p(%) 14.73 14.34 16.21 24.13  27.07 3.53 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM3 0.00 0.20 16.98 53.65 28.29 0.88 0.00 0.00 4 6.32

p(%) 5.64 6.57 18.53 38.86  25.97 3.84 0.53 0.06 19.90
MCRM4 0.00 0.02 5.86 51.91 38.00 4.18 0.03 0.00 0 5.53

p(%) 14.30 14.38 16.07 26.90 25.08 3.24 0.04 0.00 21.00
ACRM4 0.00 0.04 9.43 66.83 22.98 0.72 0.00 0.00 4 6.31

p(%) 5.64 6.48 17.99 40.36 25.22 3.72 0.53 0.06 19.90

p(%) = percentage of subjects treated by dose level; None = number of cases where MTD estimation
is impossible; toxi = average number of subjects exhibiting toxic reactions; cohort = average number
of subjects used in the experiment. SM = standard method; MCRM = modified CRM; ACRM =
accelerated CRM; CRM = continual reassessment method.

2 AL w] SM3 < ACRM1 < MCRM12.2 VERST 1 2]+ SM3, MCRM, ACRM <22 A
A MTD 33 vl&o] &9ty ZF §3rFo dd 9Pzt v AR d 2754500 BA}lol
w2 834F(Dosel)ol wiAE FFAR] v]-&2 ACRM o] 71 @ekom, AA MTD| sig=
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Table 3.5. Simulation study comparing the SM3, MCRM and ACRM(S5, S6)
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Recommendation percentage at dose level (6 = 0.33)

Dose 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 None toxi  cohort
Scenariob 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.15 0.33 0.5 0.65

SM3 0.45 1.01 1.76  18.16 44.25 28.63 5.74  0.00 48 2.88

(%) 14.24 14.65 1495 15.15 17.76 15.74 6.54 0.98 21.67
MCRM1 0.00 0.00 0.02 1.16  32.78 61.92 4.12  0.00 0 2.20

p(%) 14.29 14.34 1450 15.56 26.01 15.31 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM1 0.00 0.00 0.08 2.39 30.56 62.90 4.08 0.00 902 4.51

p(%) 5.04 5.52 6.47 9.61 27.49  39.00 6.03 0.83 20.07
MCRM2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.03 9.94 59.19 23.97 6.87 0 2.81

p(%) 14.29 14.29 14.29 14.32 17.58 19.36 5.86 0.00 21.00
ACRM2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.04 14.73 62.19 21.86 1.18 902 5.41

p(%) 5.03 5.52 6.05 8.45 17.43 3833 17.36 1.84 20.07
MCRM3 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.27 13.92 72.88 12.92 0.00 0 2.61

(%) 14.73 14.31 14.37 14.40 18.15 22.09 1.95 0.00 21.00
ACRM3 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.43 22.94 71.69 4.94 0.00 902 4.69

p(%) 5.04 5.55 6.17 9.45 24.21 41.53 7.22  0.83 20.07
MCRM4 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.43 14.41 60.59 24.56 0.00 0 2.69

p(%) 14.29 14.34 14.47 14.83 18.78 18.46 4.82  0.00 21.00
ACRM4 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.98 26.71 58.93 13.38 0.00 902 4.71

(%) 5.04 5.55 6.43 9.57 24.59 39.08 8.91 0.83 20.07
Scenario6 0.05 0.25 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.80 0.90 0.95

SM3 39.86 49.76 9.39 0.96 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 262 2.68

p(%) 31.92 40.36  23.58 3.78 0.34 0.01 0.00 0.00 10.52
MCRM1 2.23  42.63 48.95 5.75 0.44 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 7.29

p(%) 16.85 34.79  39.30 8.29 0.77 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM1 2.75  47.54 4544 3.90 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 7.47

p(%) 12.97 35.79 39.54 9.35 1.94 0.35 0.05 0.00 20.13
MCRM2 15.69 37.91 26.45 16.30 3.61 0.04 0.00 0.00 0 7.90

(%) 19.00 27.30 27.72  22.03 3.90 0.05 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM2 16.84 42.14 26.11 13.22 1.66 0.03 0.00 0.00 0 7.67

(%) 15.53 35.02 27.61 17.52 3.76 0.51 0.05  0.00 20.13
MCRM3 4.23  48.74 38.74 7.39 0.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 7.06

p(%) 19.48 36.76 29.86 11.50 2.37 0.03 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM3 5.32 54.61  34.69 4.77 0.61 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 6.96

p(%) 15.86  41.31  30.95 9.34 2.13 0.36 0.05 0.00 20.13
MCRM4 3.15 46.66 42.23 7.38 0.58 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 7.07

(%) 17.23 38.72  33.80 9.04 1.18 0.03 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM4 3.92 52.37 39.33 4.04 0.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 7.05

(%) 13.96  42.40 32.49 8.88 1.86 0.35 0.05  0.00 20.13

p(%) = percentage of subjects treated by dose level; None = number of cases where MTD estimation

is impossible; toxi = average number of subjects exhibiting toxic reactions; cohort = average number
of subjects used in the experiment. SM = standard method; MCRM = modified CRM; ACRM =
accelerated CRM; CRM = continual reassessment method.
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Table 3.6. Simulation study comparing the SM3, MCRM, and ACRM(S7, S8)

Dohee Kwon, Dongjae Kim

Recommendation percentage at dose level (6 = 0.33)

Dose 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 None toxi cohort
Scenario? 0.22 0.32 0.41 0.48 0.54 0.69 0.8 0.89

SM3 56.46  30.94 10.21 1.96 0.42 0.02 0.00 0.00 3351 2.80

(%) 36.00 40.69 17.41 4.90 0.85 0.15 0.00 0.00 10.72
MCRM1 17.29 37.96  34.56 8.61 1.55 0.03 0.00 0.00 0 6.87

p(%) 29.64 36.49  25.79 6.91 1.16 0.01  0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM1 15.44 33.75 37.05 10.37 3.31 0.07 0.00 0.00 4 6.89

p(%) 27.69  26.98  30.98 8.97 4.29 0.89 0.17 0.02 19.88
MCRM2 22.75  25.27 20.21  22.08 9.42 0.27  0.00 0.00 0 7.38

p(%) 28.76 25.01 24.09 16.70 5.27 0.17 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM2 2275 2440 1833 23.28 10.67 0.57 0.00 0.00 4 7.29

p(%) 24.97  26.22 18.78  20.21 7.90 1.71  0.19 0.02 19.88
MCRM3 20.74 38.90 26.53 9.91 3.73 0.19 0.00 0.00 0 6.64

(%) 40.37 29.80 18.94 7.92 2.84 0.12 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM3 22.70  35.97  28.57 9.70 2.84 0.21  0.00 0.00 4 6.73

p(%) 30.83 31.68  23.80 8.78 3.72 0.98 0.17 0.02 19.88
MCRM4 19.91 38.40 29.06 10.38 2.08 0.17  0.00 0.00 0 6.83

p(%) 31.28 37.18 2240 7.46 1.57 0.10 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM4 20.65  36.09  30.92 9.94 2.30 0.09 0.00 0.00 4 6.77

(%) 28.87  33.20 24.10 9.07 3.61 0.95 0.17 0.02 19.88
Scenario8 0.15 0.25 0.35 0.45 0.55 0.65 0.75 0.85

SM3 41.75  35.11 17.77 4.56 0.77 0.04 0.00 0.00 1862 2.81

p(%) 31.74 36.42  21.46 8.30 1.80 0.27 0.01  0.00 11.78
MCRM1 4.08 26.13  46.37  19.64 3.71 0.07  0.00 0.00 0 6.24

p(%) 20.19 32.04 31.09 13.99 2.66 0.03 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM1 3.81 22.37 4590  21.35 6.30 0.26  0.00 0.00 11 6.44

p(%) 17.37  23.85  34.31 16.21 6.54 1.39  0.29 0.04 19.93
MCRM2 7.87 18.96 22.18 32.63 17.66 0.70 0.00 0.00 0 6.95

p(%) 20.16  22.09 25.16  22.30 9.92 0.37 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM2 8.59 18.29 20.33 33.57 17.66 1.54 0.02 0.00 11 7.29

p(%) 15.85 23.38 20.10 24.93 12.73 2.58 0.38 0.04 19.93
MCRM3 5.46 28.93 37.20 20.39 7.52 0.50 0.00 0.00 0 6.18

p(%) 27.54  28.12  23.85 14.10 6.12 0.27  0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM3 6.90 28.07 37.73 19.76 6.91 0.63 0.00 0.00 11 6.33

(%) 19.51 27.72 28381 15.07 6.94 1.61 0.30 0.04 19.93
MCRM4 5.04 27.52  39.78  22.28 4.98 0.40 0.00 0.00 0 6.24

p(%) 21.12 33.07 27.36 14.69 3.54 0.22 0.00 0.00 21.00
ACRM4 5.78 26.59  40.30  21.55 5.43 0.34 0.01 0.00 11 6.35

p(%) 17.96 2895 29.17 15.52 6.52 1.54 0.30 0.04 19.93

p(%) = percentage of subjects treated by dose level; None = number of cases where MTD estimation

is impossible; toxi = average number of subjects exhibiting toxic reactions; cohort = average number
of subjects used in the experiment. SM = standard method; MCRM = modified CRM; ACRM =
accelerated CRM; CRM = continual reassessment method.
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