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Abstract

Abstract An adaptive seamless Phase II/III clinical trial design enables a reduction in the sample size
(in comparison to a conventional design) that also shortens the clinical development time. It is also very
effective in clinical trials since it can have higher statistical power than Phase III alone. In this study, we
use extensive simulation studies to compare several multiple hypothesis testing methods that can help select
the best doses in a Phase II study along with several methods to combine p-values of the Phase II and Phase
IIT study.
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1. M2

282 A2 A 24/A 34 YA}l (adaptive seamless Phase I1/I1T design)2 WE 3P3= AATA]
o) AEA WAL GY AT B WA, ok 129 IAAED T HUAGE 2
L% e B opzt AA AL A7l BEHEE B BEACIT. 3, o) Al 24 AT T A
oA 34 Q70 ARA A TS LA Aol A 5 UL B ok, A 34 AEE RO 2

>y
O oo 1

LU

#RolAE Ae A el Al 2487 34 A ol8sto] Al 240l Mgl H1ET BHTE A
skar, ZF DA FolgEo] FoRle Wl F DAE 2F e AHES s B, e
T A AN A 290149 7 STl D THEAHL AL o8 3te] Aul Aolch

7 &3t 7|22 A2+ family wise error rate (FWER) ®H <1 Holm (1979), Simes (1986),
Hochberg (1988), 28] 321 Hommel (1988) 5] 9111, false discovery rate (FDR) 5 9l Benjamini2}
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Hochberg (1995)2} Benjamini®} Yekutieli (2001) 5°] ol & @AES Z3sk= o &3t 7=
9] A+ 2+ Bauere} Kohne (1994), Fisher (1998), Cui 5 (1999), Lehmacher$} Wassmer (1999),
8]3 Denne (2001) 5°] At} £3] Bauer2 Kohne (1994)= Zgsk= Wil ojA J7lolAlF
W (inverse x? method) (Fisher, 1932)% ©]-&3}%11, Fisher (1998), Cui 5 (1999), Lehmacherx}
Wassmer (1999), Denne (2001)+ 7157 (weighted inverse normal method) (Mosteller2}
Bush, 1954)& ©]83}3 1, George (1977)°] Alket 2 AW (logit method) 5 oj 2] #HHEo] Stk
AR o]FoX AAE AAske Wl &3 A7+ AF7HA wol JyHe] gy 53] Thall
(1988) = QAAE Qold BAE hro] Hush ST Aedstel 9|orEs} WL A7
Aayetsich. Jennisons} Turnbull (2007) & A1F7H2) A2 el TIRIol slolal A 2434 Al
4o AYSE PHL Masarh HINE tFd 2% 44 PaSel AWHL Uk Kunz 5
(2015)0l = Aelx Al 24H/34 YAFlo|A * 2] A€ (treatment selection) ®HH¥}F ##3}o] Stal-
lard (2010)3} Fried 5 (2011)9) 5 Wi vl@ 2ASGT. T PHEe 0849 gAagel 9
oA short-term endpoint ©|o|E]] AFE-E 7153514 3= vl E ZH 2ol Atd WHEolt). Fried
5 (201D = A WA A HAFAZ Dunnett +3¥HE o-&ste] FEEA oA BET
NAEZL F HA DAY vpA 2ol st AAES Ak 2 24 PHS Attt Stallard
(2010)= 7t 3 A olA] A4TE = long-term A 2] &34] Hoh-¢- =37 ol 7|Rksto] A 2] Hde k=
PRS- A9+ Fried 5 (2011) Wi A= T2 A S7HEA A o= 2 719 long-term endpoint
tlo] B 7} EAsl oF hrhe Aol o] Sitt.
o] =RolAe Al 247 Al 34 F HAE Aote W FollAl HEREAR A Gt AFY, 7
Ay 28]3 Thall 5 (1988) =#ollA #1AgF Thall, Simon, 12|31 Ellenberg (TSE) %42 ¥l
WopGTh B AFolA = Al 243l H R SRS AEEY] 98] 2 X5l wig v A
3 AL, F SAE 2ete 57HA WSS vlas] Bt Sk
2 =5 AL oS 2k 28 0Ae A84 AEla "Rl tia) Ade Aska 3-8l o
S7HEAI SN tste] 2 Zolv, 4ZoMe F dAS sk W Al 342 dolEvwt
ol ahe s12e] el Botel AT Aolch. 5ANAL ROAP AE Bz CEAL AP S
24302 A AT} BFTE AT A 243 A 342 ARHE 3l dolA ofel
A ARWHES B oW B PUL AR Aol A Aslel Beo] AL, vA
o8 6ROIAE 2 AFol tha AT 1A vgol thto] 1% AT

rulm ol

w

|

2. Adaptive seamless design

AFAIFOA A Al 273be Al 3404 A2 TSRS F3ta, 1 E84S B8] 98 1ekE
lﬂ Al 342 Al 24b AlEE B3 a7 Aoty FkE Aok 7]E okg FESE o] FRES
do g vudEE AAE ASH Aula Al 24b/A 34 AN Al 24bE WA 12 7HA3
Al 345 DA 28 7Pgste] ©A| 10A 7] 259 8325 %S T 7P A 89TS

gisto] oA 2004 ThA] 9k A RS A3ty 714 S8 H2 712 W 2 Al 24Db

Al 3% Atolo] A|THA Fio] glo] 7 TAS HolHE At & WY APor JPdirhe Mot}

weba] 7 DAY HelHE Ak oA 2378 (combination test)& ©]-88ko] M3 (bias)E

Eol1, FYFF astollA familywise A1F LFE FAISt oF sty AAY FAbe= tha3 2oy,

Jennison¥} Turnbull (2007)0A4 Hol® S AR/ 2 sio). iR 373 Y] AAl f&

aznNg 6= A (Fi=1,...,10).

i.‘lrigééﬁi
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Table 3.1. Contigency table of hypothesis test

. Ho A Hy A9 R
: (R84 grg oz B7) (folstora #4) °
Hyp U \% mo
Hi T S mi

m—R R m

N

o WA 2. (Al 34) - DA 1ol AAE FFTH AR a4 S5 AIES AANE, Al FE
5 k2
=

T oA 19 dlolEle} ©A 29 tlolElE St HF

7V Hix : 0= <05 717817] A8l R E acliel i € 1A 4

=, b

esis) Hi & 717#17@} 37| Hy =(,c; Hie BE i€ I4AY 6 0_1 MEe] wE NS Tet
ot AFHoT B, S "7t Al 24bollA HnEaY §FF o AdE 3, A 3440 APH F
T A4S AAB f3l F DAY doles 2% o 1719 §¥TF TS

3
918 closure 92 o] &3 AFAAL ol &AL} of7]ole Thg F 74 2471 Basi).
(a) AE7HE AA
(b) Al 24b, Al 34 vlolE o] A%

a) 2 A3t 93l 340) 2748 ThHETH ABE o183 (D)F HAF A 48] ahE A%
AR olg

—

. Os e 44

3

SFT A7t olds= Al 15 277F S7ksh7] wi2el & 9] d3dwe AR u AT ol
=z O A=
= -

Uz A Y A nEs $9Pe 24 U 2E B9 S Atk )@@ BE A
AE 1457 918 FWERT} FDRE 0|81 Btk 447} 744 44 2ol me Bent o)

Table 3.13} Zt}.

& molel AR ARAL HoS BEahe 1S 57h morl, AU By BEhe 7] 4

= mi7BekaL shAF FME AR AdE A 1% /5 W o] VA o1, Al 2% LR/E W3 A

T 902¢ & 4 Stk FWERS Aol shiel 74g 42 B4 8ol felszut 4es, 5
P(V > 1) < a0l S 5% 2451 20|tk FDRS §oI80 943 2423 FolA 228 24 08

2 2B PHoITE =, B(V/R) < ¢ 95552 0t gilolt

rir
N
-
x
o
>jiL

l

3.1. Bonferroni

Dunn (1961)-2 Bonferroni £5-4]2 ©]§3}¢]

3t3itt. Bonferroni #5412 7 AR S & wf f4F oF
edde 442 4% 8379 Al 1% 77 4438 F5F o
£ 3t} A Bonferroni AAAE At o] BE 7o)



4 Song Han, Hanna Yoo, Jae Won Lee

Holm (1979)% mMe 7 Hy,...,Hyol ti3te] 223 AREAGFS o] &3t zF 7] §o38
< A& S AdETh o714 Aol fEES 7Y A2 AAEH esAdE ydeta, 1 v
a9 P @4 Aol wet ARS A st ANGE FASE Poy, P, ..., Py O 2 7HEES O
A8t Howy, Ho2), - - -, Hom) 2F 20l urp/} 4 9tk Hony, Ho)s - - -y Hogmy 2 A29] Rdte] 5
=, o= Mol thE e REAR A%, 2 7ML F4Y Hel 282 4 §iA At} Holm
(1979) ¥FHollA ZF 7HEEL 31 WMo 3 MR AR og ZUlE folaeE dlola AARAT Holm
(1979) R A= 7P AL F8E0d ASshe A AA M Hoyo A3 222 AlRtEnh
P& 75 a/molA ARHEH, o710M ax Al 1% L7 mE 7Hde] Jigrolth A A
7Hdol a/molA 7]z | ,—r A 72 a/( ) A A=, F A MR 71 4= A Al |

7HE af(m — 2)0lA FASTE o]9f 22 1 A AARS= 7Hdo] 7AW ge A9 7}
o] BARC R FIlehe v«ITTOM é"ﬁlﬂr/‘r. E‘J © & Holm ¥Ho|Ae] 7182 a/kol|lA AA
et k=m,m—1,...,12 1% 743t} o] dAZ HAL oju & 7Hado] 7124w R kAL upx|
2 AR Hogmy ) 71242 wi7bA) ARt Wk Py < of(m — i+ 1)o]d 3 AR 7FERE i — 13
A 7V3 Hogry, Hoz), - - - Hoi—1)7HA = 71248k, A 7bdS AR ©A (DA 9)ollA] i85 7+
A Hogiy3t 1 ol % ] = B 7H Hoit1), Hogis2), - - -, Hom)= BBZAF AI=3HA] 9431 Holm
W2 I AAREAT Edrh

3.3. Simes

Simes (1986)-2 313 Bonferroni W& 7HAste] th3} 22 W Aldsisitt. mAY] 7Hd] o
G 2710 AR FHT FUABEL e ARE £AH @ AL Puy,..., Py 2 5T 20 02

V& Hay, .., Heny 01242 31 Py < ja of gt 7 Hyy& 717k i eltt (9,
j=1,...,m).

s
e
E=)
H

3.4. Hochberg

Hochberg (1988)+ %2 WA &7 A (step-up)= AL3G . Hochberg 772 Holm (1979)<]

AR LS QAT S FL FYFES ABAU M E FAFEES 2= TMERH AAEE A

zstet, Mg 2 fYEES S E o = o/1F HAEHL P > o/10H F 914 7S felaE

a/20X ARSI P > o201 Al AR 7S AAse AAE Bt dALE A S st o

A 7HEE AT W P < oofio] AHIA HHE (7R 7S 23ete] T Aol SR THEES
7128 A H ok

rN

3.5. Hommel

Hommel (1986, 1988)2 Simes (1986) A7l 7]Z3}q closed testing WS AASIAT. m7)] 7}
A Hi,...,Hnol ot j =max{i € i =1,...,m : Pyy_syr) > kojifor k =1,...,i}& Simes
(1986) AARAA Tk k2 m7 7HEE9] 7 & FEAFY 7= ZYsicth ol 571 EA5t
A QROW BE H, (i = 1,...,m)Eo] 7|7el 92 j7} EASE P < o/jA HiES 7178k ol

Holm W uth A42e $A%, A7 Al 15 258 o2 22 5 flrke
o] 91}, Hommel W4-2 €2 2t7te] o] ZolAvt o] BAZ J2wiol 92 wleh familywise
error rate oS B 4 It} (Sarkar, 1998; Sarkar2} Chang, 1997).
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3.6. Benjamini and Hochberg (BH)

Benjamini Hochberg (1995) W2 %2 FDRE o|§3 AAWE A7FAcE A& S mo
o] AARAA 7Hd Hay, ..., Hemyoll S FolEE0] 2+ P (1),~~7P(m)4 o8 Yeygtd Py <
(G/m)g, j=1,...,mE BF3e 7P 2 j7F A& W Hay,..., Homy B 71781 W olTh

AR Al LT FEE vt A9 PUEANTE ASE A% Aotk K 9A7A w9
3 AN, 08 2 BACI M) AR Ee S 2 BAolA] Thae Tt Pk

Hok : 0, <0 VS. Hyp : 0, > 0.

wg AT AANA Bhae et 2ok

k
Hyp: m Hog,
k=1
4 B e Hope 717 Sht)

4.2. RO|FES| Z¥

4.2.1. Inverse x? method Fisher (1932)2] d7tolA|FH-2 d L2289} 7ho|AF &+
£ olgst Woltt. B3 ARIME HostolA Pt Y28 W21 —2log(Py, ..., P)+v AHE
2kl Fro|AFEEE WEA At webA ZF dAA FoFEe] TS uf

—2log(P1, ..., Py) > x3(a)

Q1 A AFTMEE 7148 "t &, o7 AR o83k Al 2243bollA HiE A FoEE
& P12kl Bkal Al 373X Hi g AR fEEs Pekal 34

i
Fel
1o
1o

—2log(Pui, Pai) > Xi(a)

QA A AR HE 717 B

4.2.2. Weighted inverse normal method 71 AAFHE o) §oF8E PE AGAS
z2 A8S F o] H#3} st A2 FAFE ol &ote] AAshs Yotk EEATEEY +HE
xZ 38 o(x) 3}‘31 Hoi 3t A 2, = 71(P) = BEAFEEE w27 9ot wals 2 dA oA

e &Eo] Folxe o
w11+ +wp e > z(a)

o AS ARALE 7128 Brk &, oAb A ol83hed Al 24N HiE BT RANE
& Ptk 33 A 34N HiE 238 RARES Braohy 59

w1 Z1; + waZo; > z(@)
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4.2.3. Logit method ARE A7) FIA A3
FAZE Alstdct

flo

A3 o g George (1977)& Th e

k
L= 1
BYATA Ho7h AL o)

3(5K + 4)

L= reh+2)

£ 2AHoR AGET} 5k +49) - EEE v Ak gepd 74 9N fo)8Ee] FolHe u
L*7} theg wEse A5 e 7128 Ak,

» 3(bK +4)
L" = ——— >t k+4).
mhGE2) o Gh Y
=, ts7Hd 2R ol &ste] Al 243bollA His AAE FolgEe Pkl sk Al 334 Hi &
AT FoEES P2kl 519
42 P P
o L =
2 % 24 > t1-a)(14) (‘_,L logl—Pl +10g1_P2>

o
oM,

> ARAAL HE A7 B,

4.3. Thall, Simon, and Ellenberg (TSE) method

TSE 92 oA AADA 85 239 9z 2 closure YE S 0]&31A 91 oA 274x] A
A AZolA Al 2%bollA Heladrt 7P £ §8 s At I 3w Al 3R I3
sto] Aok Weltt. AAY A= vt 2t

o WAL (A 28b) - 7 T Aokrel mi WAV fekrol the BT o) ErHE 74
ao] 012} Sk o] Al HhgES 01+ 2t AL Wk Oy, kil ] (A 24b) A 7
2 (Ho: 01 = - = 0= 0)& /4517 9u ABE FRIT. 3, $573} Aokre] Helas
9 zpol= Gtk % ojugttt. whek g, - > Cr ol RFF " S AEa WA 2 (A 342 E %
Pt

o T 2 (A 34 - AR FEH fokrol 47 moyH wAdTE BAY e = (mab -+
mZéQ,i* )/(m1 + m2)& o]g3t] F 279 dolgE At Bt T, < Crold AR Hos
A T U T > ool A Mo® R o1 0 > 0 Sl Acke
A 1T LFEL2 Ho: 01 =--- =0, =0 3Pol|A ojufat o] Aed Fgo|Bn=E, thA 194 A

4% 5909] 40 ST 1 $UEE o AE 4 5

raL

4.4. Conventional
H =Fo e dollA A HHE dFAEY] A5 4 (conventional) AAHS A vnE A
oh AEA PN A 24bs) Al 398 e Felste] AL WAk A 34| PlolE R o] g3l 2
=

< e etk

ﬂll
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Table 5.1. Sample size of effect size and standard deviation

&aL,— —r] ol::,'_ oc=23 o=5

trtl trt2 trt3 trt4 ni no ni ng

50 500 50 500

- 0 0 0 1 100 100 100 100
=

_ 100 500 100 500
73

50 500 50 500

0.5 0.5 0.5 1 100 100 100 100

100 500 100 500

Table 5.104 A" Z+zh9 7‘]53349]' ESUAE 2 AFEEERY d5E A4S 128
9] 3Z7]& Table 5.190149] ni, no® A3l £19] Al 2244b, Al 34 FHS 1,000 vHE AJgsic),
olFA AAHH FrZRE Al 2A4bo A Bonferroni ¥, Hochberg ¥4, Simes W, Hommel 9,
Holm "4, BH ¥hH ol thate] 24zt Go)@-5L8 138 &, A 34l A] inverse x? B, weighted inverse
normal WY, logit WHHS o] &3lo] A 24tb, Al 3AS ATt 1 T 4R X]570] Al 24bo A
HuEF} 7o s AP o] §3F7o] Al 34dA B} ok _—[;1_,_7]_/\42 NN Z FEE A
Ao g 7}A] = conventional ¥, Tall 5 (1988)7} A|AI3E TSE ¥H-S 1,000 vhE Ajs§sic}. o]
2A| A 24bol| A2 571A] W A 34| A Q] 371A] viHS ZEH3E 157]—Z] W3} conventional W
W, TSE W 5 177FA ®0l tiete] Foaa 2.5%014 AR 8-S A4tetdtt.

o

2. 29o|ag A}

=~

2 54 AR )7 0EA A(AD 2)9) AR e E8 as]e] gl B Al 23014 AHE
H Bonferroni W%, Hochberg ¥, Simes %, Hommel %5, Holm W, BH W 3 A 34 ol A AF
23 inverse x? WY, weighted inverse normal W3, logit ¥4 <] 23¢9 18714 W83} conventional

W, TSE Y 3 20704 S 70 8 a = 0.025% of, A2zl tigt A4 4e vastiich

5.2.1. X|22217} (0,0,0,1)0| 2 ZEHAIZ 302 Ho|Gt AP (Table 5.2) | 24b/A 34 &
Hol zpol7F & A2 (50, 500) € wl= logit-Simes WHO AAHo] 7 =4 Yehdth. FAFoZ2
A B Al 24b/A 3/4E inverse x* WHLE AP B9t Simes W] AP M wYL
Al 24b /Al 342 weighted inverse normal o2 A= 74—?— T3} Simes B AA o] 7}
& =A UYL, Al 274b/ A 37442 logit WO E AfsHE A+ Simes WY AR o] 7
=T TS A 24b/A 344 22 277 22 74 £-91 (100, 100)?3 )= logit-Holm 2] wgaﬂ
o] 744 =A yehgth. FAFo® AHEE Al 24b/Al 34 inverse X Mo ® Adsl= A

BH o] AA o] 718 =% Al 223b/A] 3/3E weighted inverse normal {02 %‘_Q’ﬁ}t 35
+ BH %99 AR o] 71 =8k, Al 2744b/A| 3/48% logit $HOE Adhe= 4-¢ E3 Holm Y

T
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Table 5.2. Comparison of power (a = 0.025, 0 = 3) under effect size (0,0,0,1)

Power
n n
! 2 iv.chi wiv.nor logit CON TSE
Bonferroni 0.871 0.838 0.936
Hochberg 0.884 0.856 0.911
Simes 0.911 0.871 0.948
50 500 0.861 0.863
Hommel 0.891 0.861 0.923
Holm 0.879 0.849 0.942
BH 0.899 0.865 0.931
Bonferroni 0.633 0.721 0.764
Hochberg 0.652 0.717 0.679
Simes 0.649 0.689 0.685
100 100 0.686 0.758
Hommel 0.658 0.743 0.688
Holm 0.648 0.730 0.775
BH 0.665 0.752 0.701
Bonferroni 0.893 0.927 0.886
Hochberg 0.901 0.916 0.892
Simes 0.907 0.920 0.897
100 500 0.759 0.891
Hommel 0.908 0.921 0.875
Holm 0.896 0.929 0.890
BH 0.911 0.925 0.888

iv.chi = inverse W}'%¥; wiv.nor = weighted inverse normal W%; logit = logit ¥*}}; CON = conventional,
TSE = Thall, Simon, and Ellenberg

o] AR ol 71F ¥ A vehgth
3 Al 24b/A 34 FE Xpo]7h A& A9l (100, 500)2 Wi logit-Simes W] HAHHe] 7}
F A vehdth FAdew “vﬂitﬂ Al 274b/A 324 inverse x* WHOR AR 49+ BH

wlo] AR o] 7 =9k 2/‘Pb/xi] 3 c}g weighted inverse normal ¥y o2 Agsl= 7

5.2.2. AI2E2T} (0.5,0.5,0.5,1)0|7 TEHAIZ 302 Mo|st AL (Table 5.3) Al 24Hb/A|
AF 8ol zpol7t 2 A2l (50,500) Y W= weighted inverse normal-BH el AR o] 713 3
74] UepdS gl & ¢ M‘}ir/]- FARo g AFHHEEA A 24b/A 3AE inverse x? WHE Aol
-+ Simes o] AAH o] 7PF =94 Al 279b/A| 342 weighted inverse normal ¥}H o2 A}
3= 7% BH WhHe Aol 7 =9k, Al 240b/Al 34 logit Ho R AR -+ Holm
se) B0 A4 EA ek,
=3 A 2*Pb/7<1 A FHEe] 37|71 22 A9 (100, 100)%1 = TSE
velgth FAFo g AH B A 24/ A 34 inverse x? o g A= AL
u

= Simes B 9]
AR o] 7P =43 Al 24b/Al 3/4S weighted inverse normal WH o2 A3 s= F9$+= BH WY
o] AA Yol 7bd B9k, Al 24b/A| 34 logit H o7 At - E=3F Simes W AA ol

71 =A ERRLT
} o] zjo] 7} 22 F9-9 (100, 500) ¥ wl+= inver normal-Simes W =
% Fo 1A Al 244b/ A 34 inverse x? WHH o2 AgElE A

o
N
By
Hir
30
o
e
e
4y
30,
v
-
i_!"
-l.l.4
o
ku r
m)"



Comparison methods in seamless Phase Il /lll clinical trials 9

Table 5.3. Comparison of power (a = 0.025, c = 3) under effect size (0.5,0.5,0.5,1)

Power
n n
! 2 iv.chi wiv.nor logit CON TSE
Bonferroni 0.654 0.759 0.884
Hochberg 0.679 0.870 0.722
Simes 0.730 0.765 0.719
50 500 0.602 0.883
Hommel 0.691 0.905 0.849
Holm 0.672 0.809 0.891
BH 0.715 0.913 0.865
Bonferroni 0.539 0.708 0.680
Hochberg 0.575 0.727 0.645
Simes 0.634 0.687 0.702
100 100 0.528 0.773
Hommel 0.602 0.745 0.666
Holm 0.554 0.718 0.629
BH 0.610 0.768 0.683
Bonferroni 0.750 0.797 0.851
Hochberg 0.768 0.869 0.786
Simes 0.800 0.905 0.874
100 500 0.746 0.900
Hommel 0.771 0.886 0.828
Holm 0.763 0.815 0.859
BH 0.775 0.893 0.846

iv.chi = inverse W}'%¥; wiv.nor = weighted inverse normal W%; logit = logit ¥*}}; CON = conventional,
TSE = Thall, Simon, and Ellenberg

& Simes ¥ o] FA Y] 7P =8k Al 2743/ A 3742 weighted inverse normal'tH o 2 A3sh
T AT Simes W AAHo] 7P =31, Al 24b/A] 342 logitHe® 2= 4% Simes
o] Aol 7P =4 vEbstth

5.2.3. X|22217}(0,0,0,1)0|1) EEHAIZ 52 HoIGt ZQ (Table 5.4) Al 244b/A] 34 B&
o] Apol7k E A-9-2 (50,500) Y wi= TSE % e] Ao ]’ A UEsith. FAHeR AuEd
Al 24b /A 34HS inverse x? W, weighted inverse normal ¥ 2 A¥sl= A 25 Simes U

o] AR ol 7P =L logit WHOoE Ao B Bonferronl el A el 7 Eokth
w3 Al 244b/Al 34 FHe I7)7F 7 A2l (100, 100)Y W& logit-Holm ¥ e] AR o] 713
=7 Jebgth FARo R AsRd A 24b/A| 34HS inverse x WO A3eE A= BH W
Hol AP 73 =3 Al 2244b/Al 3/4-& weighted inverse normal ¥, logit WH o2 AEsl=
7% 25 holm W] HA o] 7P =7 vebsith

=3 Al 24b/ A 34 32 Aol 7h 22 A< (100, 500) 4 wl= TSE ®gwel A Yol 71 &t
FAReg AuEY A 24b/A 34 inverse x? HHOE ZAFsh= H$E holm o] AAH
7S =k Al 24b/ A 34S weighted inverse normal o2 A= F-9+= Simes W]
Ho| 71 =43, Al 24b /A 345 logit FHOE 7335:}0]’? 735 =3 Simes W o] HA o] 7HF

=7 et

5.2.4. X|2&2}7}(0.5,0.5,0.5,1)0|) TF=HXIE 52 H|ot AP (Table 5.5) Al 224b /A 34+
Bl Aol7F 2 A2l (50,500) 2 wl= weighted inverse normal-BH el AAHo] 7P =4 y
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Table 5.4. Comparison of power (o = 0.025, 0 = 5) under effect size (0,0,0,1)

Power
" "2 iv.chi wiv.nor logit CON TSE
Bonferroni 0.557 0.623 0.616
Hochberg 0.589 0.620 0.566
50 500 Simes 0.606 0.642 0.513 0.594 0.693
Hommel 0.596 0.627 0.582
Holm 0.556 0.625 0.602
BH 0.599 0.639 0.580
Bonferroni 0.433 0.627 0.673
Hochberg 0.486 0.522 0.555
100 100 Simes 0.498 0.524 0.570 0.592 0.673
Hommel 0.504 0.530 0.592
Holm 0.449 0.641 0.687
BH 0.519 0.540 0.614
Bonferroni 0.678 0.742 0.785
Hochberg 0.723 0.786 0.791
100 500 Simes 0.761 0.797 0.812 0.744 0.829
Hommel 0.726 0.750 0.792
Holm 0.782 0.769 0.786
BH 0.685 0.774 0.777

iv.chi = inverse W}'%¥; wiv.nor = weighted inverse normal W%; logit = logit ¥*}}; CON = conventional,
TSE = Thall, Simon, and Ellenberg

et FAAo g AsEE A 24b/Al 342 inverse x? WY, weighted inverse normal W
Aok A9 BT BHNS A0l A4 £, Al 248b/4 34 logit WHLE AToHe A5
+ Simes W] AAE o] 7 =A YERT

TS A 2%4b/A 34 B2 FZ7|7F 22 A9l (100,100) ¥ wi= TSE #He] A Ho] 718 =4
el FAIM o2 ASEE Al 23b/A] 342 inverse X PR Aok B+ Si
AR Yol 7P =% Al 24b/ Al 342 weighted inverse normal ¥HH o2 A= A¢=

o] ARl 71 =k, Al 27434b/A| 37442 logit HLE A3eh= 4+ holm e AAHe] 7t
T ERdSE L 5 AUk

T3 Al 24 /A 34 BE9 Z]-O] 7} Z2 7499l (100,500)2 wl= weighted inverse normal-Simes
TR A 7P e € 4 Atk FAReE Avrd A 24b/A 34E inverse x* B,
ol - B Simes #HO A= o] 7P =9kA1 logit Y
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© 2 Astsl= 9= Bonferroni WY
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Table 5.5. Comparison of power (a = 0.025, c = 5) under effect size (0.5,0.5,0.5,1)

Power
n n
! 2 iv.chi wiv.nor logit CON TSE
Bonferroni 0.617 0.690 0.677
Hochberg 0.638 0.705 0.643
Simes 0.630 0.733 0.713
50 500 0.654 0.733
Hommel 0.626 0.714 0.657
Holm 0.623 0.694 0.685
BH 0.644 0.735 0.670
Bonferroni 0.543 0.572 0.647
Hochberg 0.552 0.600 0.590
Simes 0.573 0.601 0.630
100 100 0.551 0.653
Hommel 0.559 0.618 0.627
Holm 0.551 0.582 0.652
BH 0.560 0.621 0.606
Bonferroni 0.502 0.718 0.694
Hochberg 0.548 0.746 0.659
Simes 0.601Tl Tel 0.834 0.682
100 500 0.516 0.763
Hommel 0.568 0.768 0.678
Holm 0.524 0.733 0.609
BH 0.582 0.782 0.635

iv.chi = inverse W}'%; wiv.nor = weighted inverse normal ¥}%; logit = logit ¥}*H; CON = conventional,
TSE = Thall, Simon, and Ellenberg W
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