arXiv:0808.0638v1 [stat.ME] 5 Aug 2008

Statistical Science

2008, Vol.23,No.1, 69{75

DO I:10.1214/07-ST S246A

M ain article D O I:10.1214/07-ST S246

¢ Institute of M athem atical Statistics, 2008

Comment: The 2005 Neym an Lecture:
D ynam iIc Indetermn nism I Scince

Grace L. Yang

Key words and phrases:

N eym an, survey sam pling, survival analysis,

m artingales, e ect of radiation, shouldere ect, com peting risks.

P rofessor B rillinger w rote a very stin ulating pa—
per on Neym an’s life history and som e of his con-
tributions to applied statistics. T he paper’s central
them e isto review how Neym an used stochastic pro—
cesses in data analysis. T he paper contains a num ber
ofilum inating exam ples ofN eym an and ofB rillinger
w ith other collaborators. Tam honored to have been
nvited to be a discussant.

P rofessor B rillinger quoted Neym an (1960), \T he
tin e has arrived for the theory of stochastic pro-
cesses to becom e an item of usualequipm ent of ev—
ery applied statistician." In the postNeym an era,
data com e In ourway fast and in all form s, such as
stream s, fiinctions, m anifolds, random shapes, trees
and in ages.T he In portance ofthe theory of stochas—
tic processes In applied statistics cannot be overem —
phasized.

B rillinger’s observation ofN eym an’s thought pro—
cesses In conducting applied research resonatesw ith
me. My discussion will be prin ardly to am plify it
from a som ewhatdi erent perspective, nam ely from
N eym an’steaching and his research proectson sam —
pling and cancer. Included in the discussion w ill be
recalls of som e of my personal experience having
Neym an as a teacher. Neym an’s sam pling and can—
cer proEcts are selected In this discussion in part
because of their broad in pact which appears to be
not a ocusofB rillinger’'spaper.A though Neym an’s
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sam pling w ork doesnot involve stochastic processes,
it ts the title of Brillinger’s paper \D ynam ic In—
determ inisn in Science." Neym an had engaged in
cancer research for m any years until his death in
1981. H is cancer research (ncluding survival anal
ysis) used M arkov processes extensively. Neym an’s
contribution to survival analysis links nicely to
Brillinger's view on the in portance of point pro-—
cesses. Special attention w ill be paid to Neym an’s

Lecture N otes and C onferences on M athem atical Statis—

tics (1938,1952) in which Neym an introduced m any
fundam ental statistical conoepts and statistical the—
ory, and discussed his view s on statistical research
which Ibelieve are still very current.

1. NEYM AN AS A TEACHER AND HIS
PROBLEM DRIVEN APPROACH

Iwasa student in several ofN eym an’s classes and
a regular in his weekly sem inar. M y thesis advisor,
Lucien LeCam , sent m e to Neym an’s classes. A ctu—
ally, Neym an and Le Cam were lke co-advisors to
many Ph D . students of theirs. Neym an would say,
\Go ask M r.Le Cam " or the otherway around.

Neym an did not use notes and the lctures were
based m ostly on his research work. A typical lec-
ture started w ith a description of a physical prob—
lem which was then followed by a discussion of the
chance m echanian s operating in the physical phe—
nom enon, and the construction of a m odel for the
data.N ext hewould pose a statistical hypothesis for
testing or developing som e estin ation procedures.
W e leamed rsthand why he introduced such statis—
tical concepts and m ethods. Neym an’s way of rst
studying a physicalproblem and leading to the even—
tual developm ent of a statistical procedure is quite
opposite to the practice of starting w ith som e avail-
able statistical m ethods and applying them to a
physicalproblem . T he order of attacking a scienti ¢
problem seem s reversed.


http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.0638v1
http://www.imstat.org/sts/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/07-STS246A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/07-STS246
http://www.imstat.org
mailto:gyang@nsf.gov
http://www.imstat.org
http://www.imstat.org/sts/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/07-STS246A

2 G.L.YANG

In these classes, wew ent through stochastic proces—
ses and solved di erential equations for probability
generating functions w ith a w ide range of applica—
tions. For a whilke we had sam inar every W ednes-
day evening, discussing m odels of carcinogens and
passing around photos of tum ors of all shapes (ot
pretty) . Students were called to the bladkboard for
questions and discussions. Som etim es, the sam nars
could lJast untilll PM and Neym an would take usto
Shattuck A venue for cake and ice cream afterward.
N eym an cared a great dealabout his students.O noe
a student did not show up in his class for a cou—
pl of weeks. Neym an was worried and knocked on
the student’s apartm ent but there was no answer.
He had a policem an break into the apartm ent. It
tumed out the student had taken a trip w ithout in—
form ng Neym an.He was a trem endousm entor and
continued to provide valuable advice to his form al
students throughout his life. W hat a privilege Thad.
Thad opportunities of seeing N eym an when he cam e
to W ashington form eetings or to \shop form oney"
asheput £.W hen in W ashington, he stayed at the
Coanos Club. I recall, when we went to see him,
w hile his other academ ic sblings Bob Traxler and
Tom D arden) could enter the club through the front
door, I could only use the side door entrance. T hat
was in the 1970s. W om en were ram inded often of
their lJack of social status.

M any noted that Neym an had a great appreci
ation of Lebesgue’s theory of integration. Indeed,
N eym an liked to ask us, \D o you know there isa dif-
ference betw een the In properR iem ann integral and
the Lebesgue integral?" C loud seeding was one of
Neym an’s long-temm procts.R andom ization ofthe
decision to seed ornot seed w as strictly observed.He
had assistants in his laboratory I coins to decide
on seeding or not seeding in his experin ents in Eu-—
rope.W hen taking about com peting risks, hewould
ask if we have seen a death certi cate.Le Cam @
student of Neym an) (1995) describes Neym an, \He
was always full of energy and ideas and ‘m printed’
them on his students in courses or in ndividualcon-—
tacts."

A recent book by Calvin M oore (2007) on the his—
tory of the Berkeley M athem atics D epartm ent gives
a vivid acoount of Neym an’s early days in the De-
partm ent ofM athem atics, and his 17 years of strug—
gk to form the D epartm ent of Statistics. \N eym an
continued to agitate for an independent departm ent
of statistics M oore, 2007, page 83)." The D epart—
m ent of Statistics was established In 1955. Neym an
would not give up.

2. NEYMAN'S TRIUMPHANT 1937 U .S.
TOUR AND ADOPTION OF SAMPLING IN
U .S.1940 CENSUS

At the nviation ofEdward D em ing, N eym an toured
the United States in the soring 0£ 1937 for the rst
tin e and gave lectures at the G raduate School of
the U S. Departm ent of Agriculture. H is lectures
were published in Lecture Notes and Conferences
on M athem atical Statistics, 1938. The second edi-
tion Lecture Notes and Conferences on M athem ati—
cal Statistics and P rokability was published in 1952.
N otice the addition of P robability in the title. The
second edition di erssubstantially from the rstedi-
tion because, according to N eym an, of the extraor-
dinary developm ent of the econom ics and stochastic
processes D oob and Feller’'s work on stochastic pro—
cesses) . T hus at least since the early 1950s, N eym an
had used stochastic processes extensively in his ap—
plied work .Neym an’s lecturesat the U SDA inclided
his revolutionary paper on survey sam pling (1934)
which m arked a new era in sam pling theory.At that
tin e, the representative m ethod of extracting infor-
mation used by A.L.Bowly (1913) becam e very
popular am ong statisticians in di erent countries.
T he popularity was partly due to the scarcity of re—
sources and shortness of tin e for an exhaustive re-
search . T here are two aspects of the representative
m ethod. O ne of them is called the m ethod of ran-
dom sam pling and the other the m ethod of purpo-
sive selection . A coording to N eym an, the two kinds
of m ethods were discussed by A . L.Bow ky (1925)
and they are treated as t were on equaltem s, asbe-
ing equally to be recom m ended .M uch the sam e atti-
tude hasbeen expressed in a ISI report (see Jensen,
1925). Twenty years later, Neym an’s paper (1934)
points out the logical distinction between these two
m ethods. He cautioned the use of purposive selec-
tion whose success is rather exceptional. Neym an’s
paper system atically develops the theory of strati-

ed random sam pling on the basis of random sam —
pling. The concept of con dence intervals was also
Introduced in this paper.Neym an’s work had a sig—
ni cant n uence on the adoption of sam pling pro—
cedure In the U S.1940 census.See N .M ann (1994)
on E.Dean ing.Recounted M .Hansen (1987), \Ney—
m an’spaperand the visit...contrdbuted m uch to the
welfare of the U S. and to the future acosptance of
sam pling, at least In the Bureau of Census."

N eym an’s probability sam pling and optin um allo—
cation of sam ple sizes have been used to thisday.By
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now , the notion and the practice of sam pling have
becom e a way of life and Inssparabl from scienti c
Investigation, be it nutrition survey, political polls,
clinical trials, or sam ple size determm ination.

N eym an believed \problm sofscience are a breed—
ing ground of novelm athem aticaldisciplines." W ith
the advent of com puter technology, m assive am ounts
of data are com Ing our way in every direction. T he
breeding ground isunprecedentedly fertile.N eym an’s
approach to m ning survey data (m assive enough)
and developing a sam pling theory is an excellent ex—
am pl ofm lning data abeit in cyber soace.

3. NEYM AN, M ARKOV PROCESSES AND
SURVIVAL ANALYSIS

Neym an was taken by M arkov processes. H e used
them In cancer research. T he follow ing are two ex—
am ples. The second exam pl especially points to
the In portance of constructing stochastic m odels In
studying the e ect of radiation.

For many years, Neym an worked on cancer re—
search and the chance m echanisn of carcinogene-
sis. He used his own m oney to fiind a conference on
probability m odels and cancer in July, 1981.He died
a few weeks Jater on August 5, 1981. T he prooceed—
ings of the conference w ere published posthum ously
in 1982 (LeCam and Neym an, eds.). H is cancer re—
search addressed a wide range of topics lncluding
patient survival probability in clinical trials m ore
traditional biostatistics problem s), m odeling cancer
grow th at the cellular level, and the e ects of ra-
diation on single cells at the DNA Jvel. T would
m ention two of his contribbutions, hiswork w ith F ix
and w ith Puri.

@

N eym an becam e interested in problem sw ith eval-
uating the e ects of breast cancer treatm ent dis-
cussed at a meeting in New York in 1949. Subse—
quently, Fix and Neym an (1951) used a fourstate
hom ogeneous M arkov chain to m odel the status of
a patient transferring betw een the states of recovery
and relapse until she is etther lost to follow-up (or
censored in m odem term inology) or enters the (@b—
sorbing) state of death. T he paper gives a detailed
discussion about the classi cation ofstates and their
connections to the available observable data pro—
vided by two doctors. From the M arkov m odel the
probability ofa patient surviving beyond a speci ed
tin e in the presence of com puting risks of relapse

Neym an{F ix C om peting R isksm odel

and censoring was estin ated, and the risks (or tran—
sitions rates) of m oving from one state to another
were estim ated. T his survival probability is used to
evaluate the e ectiveness of a treatm ent m ethod or
to com pare two di erent treatm ents. T his applied
work created a new statistical theory.T he notion of
com peting risks and the m odel introduced by N ey—
m an and Fix laid the foundation for the future de-
velopm ent of the theory of com peting risks. The
extension of this work was carried out by his stu-
dents, Chin-Long C hiang in lifetable constructions
and m edical follow up studies (1968) and A . T si-
atis (1975, communicated by Neym an to PNAS),
am ong others. T siatis addressed the nonidenti abik
iy problem of com peting risks. Fix and Neym an
(1951) were concemed about the validity of the as—
sum ption of constant risks In their m odel. An ex—
tension to tim edependent com peting risks (or non-—
param etric analysis) can be found In a paper ofB.
A Ishuler (1970).This paper was com m unicated by
Neym an to the M athem atical B iosciences. Tam un-—
abkto ndany Inform ation about the circum stance
under w hich this investigation was carried out.W as
A Ishulera visitor ofN eym an, ofw hich Neym an had
m any? It isworthw hile to note that A tshuler (1970)
is one of the earliest papers addressing the estin a—
tion ofa cum ulative hazard function  (t).A ltshuler
used i to construct an estim ator of the survival
probability (peyond tin e t) ofa sub fct in the pres-
ence of com peting risks. H is result generalizes the
celebrated K aplan {M eier estin ator. T hem odelused
by A Ishuler can be recast nto a nite-state nonho—
m ogeneous M arkov chain w ith one absorbing state
(death!) which was Jater studied in A alen’s thesis
(1975, supervised by Le Cam ).

T he product-lin it form oftheK aplan{M eier type
of estin ators m ade their analytical study challeng-
ing.A breakthrough occurred in A alen’sthesis ub—
lished In 1978) that solved som e long outstanding
theoretical problem s regarding the optim ality and
properties of the K aplan {M eier type of estin ators.
A key step to Aalen’s success was the form ulation
of the cum ulative hazard function and its estim a—
tor in termm s of counting processes and com pensators
w ith that, the m artingale calculus applies.] It is  t
ting to m ention here that the counting process ap—
proach was pointed out to Aaln by D . Brillinger

(duly acknow ledged by A aln); a testin ony to the
pow erfultools of stochastic di erential equations in
solving real life (and death) problem s. The m artin—
gale m ethod opened a new way of solving analyti-
calproblem s in survival analysis w hose results have
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Fig. 1.

Surviving fractions of yeast cells as a function of doses irradiated with 30-M eV electrons at dose rate r= 7800
G y/h. Solid lines denote the lastsquares t to the m odel D ashed lines represent the e ect of changing param eters

=032

and a= 1:08/h, with all other param eters unchanged. E xperim ental data indicated by lld circles and lled squares from
Frankenberg-Schwager et al (1980). [First published as Figure 3 in Yang and Swenkerg (1991), \Stochastic m odeling of
dose—response for singke cells in radiation experim ents," M ath. Scientist, vol. 16, pages 46{65. C opyright ¢ A pplied P robability

Trust 1991.]

populated statistical literature in the last thirty-—
Som e years.

M arkov{Branching m odel fore ect of radiation.
@)

At the DNA lvel, Neym an and his students In—
vestigated the e ect of ionizing radiation on single
cells. The survival probability of single cells In re—
soonse to dose of radiation is used as a m easure of
the e ect. The cellm utation probability is another
m easure. U nderstanding the doseresgpoonse relation—
ship clearly has therapeutic im plications In devel-
oping criteria for either diagnosis or treatm ent of
cancer. M oreover, radiation e ects are readily ob-—
servable at high doses, whereas for m any m atters
of public policy, such as environm ental cancer risk

assesan ent and developm ent of radioepidem ologi-
caltables for com puting the probability of causation
of cancer as m andated by Public Law 97{414, one
needs the doseresponse relationship at low doses.
Low -dose experin ents are very di cult to perfom

(if they are possble at all) and m athem aticalm od—
els becom e aln ost the only tool availkble to infer
Inform ation about low -dose responses.

In radiation and biophysics literature, cell survival
probability istypically m odeled by exp ( D D ?)
whereD denotesthedose, the so-called linear quadra—
tic model [see Le Cam and Neyman (1982)]. The
presence of a quadratic tem  is known as the shoul-
der e ect (concave) in the log survival curve (see
Figure 1). The shoulder e ect is a critical experi-
mental nding with serious In plications. It in plies
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that the radiation (low LET, such as X-rays) up
to certain dose lkvel has little e ect on cell sur-
vival. The m olecular m echanisn s used to expln
the quadraticterm (the shoulder) di ersigni cantly
am ong resecarchers resulting in di erentm odels (sam e
m athem atical form butdi erent interpretation); see
Y ang and Swenberg (1991) and references therein . In
these m odels, the chance m echanism has not been
system atically included by follow ing the experin en—
talprotocol. T herefore it isdi cul to sort out m a—
pr experin ental param eters that a ect the cell sur-
vival In these m odels and their relations to the pa-
ram eters and

An elaborate stochastic m odel of a radiation ex—
permm ent that considers the chance m echanisn s of
energy deposition, biological regponses and design of
the experin ent was developed by Neym an and Puri
(1976, 1981).

In sin ple tem s, a radiation experin ent consists
of counting the proportion of cells that survive the
irradiation of a given dose; the actual procedure,
however, is very involved. T he survival of a single
cell is neither directly nor Inm ediately cbservable
after irradiation. The survival of a cell is thus de—

ned by its proliferative ability to form a colony of
a given (Observable) size within a speci ed tin e af-
ter irradiation .W ithout cbservations, m athem atical
m odel is alm ost the only toolavailable to study the
evolution of cells after irradiation.

A cellcan survive radiation dam age ifthe radiation—
induced lesions are repaired com pletely, or survive
asam utant if it is repaired incorrectly, or be inacti-
vated and unabl to divide (death ofa cell).A mu-—
tant can divide and m ay lead to a cancerous grow th.

The Neym an{Purim odel assum es the follow ing:

1.Energy deposition. T he prin ary radiation par-
ticles reach the cell according to a Poisson process
wih rate (t) perunit tim e and unit volum e.

2.Branching of prim ary radiation particles. Each
prin ary radiation particle generates a random num —
berM of\spurs" with probability generating fiinc-
tion g(s). Each sour has a probability ; of gen-
erating a potentially lethal lesion, probability , of
generating an irreparable lesion (@ lkthal lesion) and
probability 1 1 » ofgenerating no lesion in the
cell.

3.Cell'srepairand m isrepairm echanisn .T he evo-
lution of the cell during and after radiation ism od-—
eled by a vectorvalued M arkov process £ X ;Y¢;Z+¢);
t 0g, where X+ is the num ber of potentially lethal
lesions in the cell at tine t, Y¢ is the number of

5

m utated lesions in the cell at tine t and Z is the
num ber of kethal lesions the cell has experienced up
to tin e t.

D eriving the probability generating function of
the process £ X +;Y+;Z¢);t  0Og allow s one to calcu—
late the cell’s survival probability and the m utation
probability at any speci ed tim e.

The Am ed Forces Radiation Resesarch Labora—
tory AFRRI) paid specialattention to theN eym an {
Purim odel. T was contacted by D r. Charles Swen-
berg of ARRFI which led to our collaboration to
study thee ectsofradiation.W epicked up the work
eft by Neym an and Puri who died In 1989. The
Neym an{Purim odel was given a carefiil exam ina—
tion by com paring it step by step w ith the protocol
of the radiation experim ent perform ed In D r. Swen—
berg’s Iaboratory. O ur study resulted in m odifying
the N eym an {P uri form ulation by including the cell
repair tin e and nonlinear initiation of lesions. F ig-
ure l showsa tofsurvivalprobabiliy, and a tof
m utation probability isgiven in F igure 2, taken from
Yang and Swenberg (1991). The paper was dedi-
cated to themeam ory ofJ.Neym an, P. S.Puriand
E.L.Scott.

Both the Neym an{Puri m odel and our modi —
cation neglct the possbility of a cell’'s nonlinear
repairm isrepairm echanian .LeCam (1995) pointed
out that there is considerable evidence that the re—
pairs are notlinear and som e repair is an interac-
tion of two lesions. Solving nonlinear equations In
M arkov processes ism athem atically di cult.There
arem any problam s in thisarea that need to be stud-
jed.LeCam (1995) wrote, \N eym an was one of the

rst statisticians to look at applications of statistics
In m olecular biology."

T hepreceding exam ples ofN eym an and B rillinger’s
paper illustrate what Neym an’s students w rote in
the Forew ord in a volum e of selected early papers of
J.Neym an, edited by students of Neym an (1966),
\T he interesting feature of the approach used by
Neym an is that, in all these papers, the substan-—
tive problam is discussed per se and a m athem atical
m odelofthephenom enon isconstructed.Ane ortis
then m ade to derive from the structure ofthem ath-
an aticalm odelnew statisticalm ethods particularly
adapted to the solution of the problem s under con—
sideration. M ere application of standard statistical
techniques does not occur in these or later papers.”

Neym an was a founding father of m odem statis-
tics. Perhaps, the prom nence of his findam ental
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Fig. 2. Doseresponse relationship for pink m utant events per hair affer X -irradiation. F illed dot and square denote the
experim entalm utation fractions. Solid curves denote the kastsquares t of the m odelm utation probability to the data. [F irst
published as Figure 4 in Yang and Swenberg (1991), \Stochastic m odeling of dose-response for singlke cells in radiation exper—
im ents," M ath. Scientist, vol 16, pages 46{65. C opyright ¢ A pplied P robability Trust 1991.]

work in the statistics theory overshadow s his ap-— Incident just recounted provides an excel-
plied work. In fact, his contrdbution to and broader Ient fllustration oftheview :::; Theresuls
in pact in applied statistics are equally profound. In ofD antzig and Stein* are certainly contri-
W ashington, D C ., his applied work is flt through butions to pure theory of statistics. Yet,
govemm ent agencies. w hether the two authors are aw are of the

fact or not, the theoretical problem s they
solved orighated from di culties in ap-
plied work... Neym an, 1952, page 268).

Iend with Neym an’s ram ark on the issue of theo—
retical and applied statistics:

T his postscript has to dealw ith the gen—
eral character of statistical research and
w ith the ties that exist between the pure

"Quite recently Iwas shown som e ktters
regarding myself. One very nice person
wrote \I met Neym an. In general he is

m athem atical theory of statistics and the O K .,buthopelessly m athem atical::::" The
applied work . Ideeply regret the not infre— letter ofanotherequally nice person stated:
quent em phatic declarations for or against \O nce upon a tin e Neym an did som e real
pure theory and for or against work in work. Now, however, he is interested in
applications.” It ismy strong belief that applications.”

both are in portant and, certainly, both *R efers to Stein’s tw o-stage sequentialpro—

are interesting. T he B erkson {D antzig{Stein cedure.
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Fig. 3.
at the W hite H ouse cerem ony on January 17, 1969.

In Neym an’s case, he did both the applied and
theoreticalw ork .N eym an’sm onum entalaccom plish—
m ents did not happen by chance.

(A photo ofN eym an receiving the N ationalM edal
of Science from P resident Lyndon Johnson appears
on page 75.)
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