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Professor Brillinger wrote a very stim ulating pa-

per on Neym an’s life history and som e ofhis con-

tributionsto applied statistics.The paper’scentral

them eistoreview how Neym an used stochasticpro-

cessesin dataanalysis.Thepapercontainsanum ber

ofillum inatingexam plesofNeym an and ofBrillinger

with othercollaborators.Iam honored to havebeen

invited to bea discussant.

ProfessorBrillingerquoted Neym an (1960),\The

tim e has arrived for the theory of stochastic pro-

cessesto becom e an item ofusualequipm entofev-

ery applied statistician." In the post-Neym an era,

data com e in ourway fastand in allform s,such as

stream s,functions,m anifolds,random shapes,trees

and im ages.Theim portanceofthetheoryofstochas-

ticprocessesin applied statisticscannotbeoverem -

phasized.

Brillinger’sobservation ofNeym an’sthoughtpro-

cessesin conducting applied research resonateswith

m e.M y discussion willbe prim arily to am plify it

from a som ewhatdi� erentperspective,nam ely from

Neym an’steachingand hisresearch projectson sam -

pling and cancer.Included in the discussion willbe

recalls of som e of m y personalexperience having

Neym an asa teacher.Neym an’ssam pling and can-

cer projects are selected in this discussion in part

because oftheirbroad im pactwhich appearsto be

notafocusofBrillinger’spaper.Although Neym an’s
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sam plingwork doesnotinvolvestochasticprocesses,

it � ts the title ofBrillinger’s paper \Dynam ic In-

determ inism in Science." Neym an had engaged in

cancer research for m any years untilhis death in

1981.His cancer research (including survivalanal-

ysis) used M arkov processes extensively.Neym an’s

contribution to survival analysis links nicely to

Brillinger’s view on the im portance of point pro-

cesses.Specialattention willbe paid to Neym an’s

LectureNotesand Conferenceson M athem aticalStatis-

tics(1938,1952)in which Neym an introduced m any

fundam entalstatisticalconceptsand statisticalthe-

ory,and discussed his views on statisticalresearch

which Ibelieve arestillvery current.

1. N EYM AN AS A TEACH ER AN D H IS

PRO BLEM -D RIVEN APPROACH

Iwasa studentin severalofNeym an’sclassesand

a regularin hisweekly sem inar.M y thesisadvisor,

Lucien LeCam ,sentm eto Neym an’sclasses.Actu-

ally,Neym an and Le Cam were like co-advisors to

m any Ph.D.studentsoftheirs.Neym an would say,

\G o ask M r.Le Cam " orthe otherway around.

Neym an did not use notes and the lectures were

based m ostly on his research work.A typicallec-

ture started with a description ofa physicalprob-

lem which wasthen followed by a discussion ofthe

chance m echanism s operating in the physicalphe-

nom enon,and the construction ofa m odelfor the

data.Nexthewould poseastatisticalhypothesisfor

testing or developing som e estim ation procedures.

W elearned � rsthand why heintroduced such statis-

ticalconcepts and m ethods.Neym an’s way of� rst

studyingaphysicalproblem and leadingtotheeven-

tualdevelopm entofa statisticalprocedure isquite

oppositeto thepracticeofstarting with som eavail-

able statistical m ethods and applying them to a

physicalproblem .Theorderofattacking a scienti� c

problem seem sreversed.
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Intheseclasses,wewentthroughstochasticproces-

sesand solved di� erentialequationsforprobability

generating functions with a wide range ofapplica-

tions.For a while we had sem inar every W ednes-

day evening,discussing m odels ofcarcinogens and

passing around photosoftum orsofallshapes(not

pretty).Studentswere called to the blackboard for

questionsand discussions.Som etim es,the sem inars

could lastuntil11PM and Neym an would takeusto

Shattuck Avenue forcake and ice cream afterward.

Neym an cared agreatdealabouthisstudents.O nce

a student did not show up in his class for a cou-

ple ofweeks.Neym an wasworried and knocked on

the student’s apartm ent but there was no answer.

He had a policem an break into the apartm ent.It

turned outthestudenthad taken a trip withoutin-

form ing Neym an.Hewasa trem endousm entorand

continued to provide valuable advice to his form al

studentsthroughouthislife.W hata privilegeIhad.

Ihad opportunitiesofseeing Neym an when hecam e

to W ashington form eetingsorto \shop form oney"

asheputit.W hen in W ashington,hestayed atthe

Cosm os Club.I recall,when we went to see him ,

while hisotheracadem ic siblings(Bob Traxlerand

Tom Darden)could entertheclub through thefront

door,Icould only use the side doorentrance.That

was in the 1970s.W om en were rem inded often of

theirlack ofsocialstatus.

M any noted that Neym an had a great appreci-

ation of Lebesgue’s theory of integration. Indeed,

Neym an liked toask us,\Doyou know thereisadif-

ferencebetween theim properRiem ann integraland

the Lebesgue integral?" Cloud seeding was one of

Neym an’slong-term projects.Random ization ofthe

decision toseed ornotseed wasstrictly observed.He

had assistantsin hislaboratory 
 ip coinsto decide

on seeding ornotseeding in hisexperim entsin Eu-

rope.W hen talkingaboutcom petingrisks,hewould

ask ifwe have seen a death certi� cate.Le Cam (a

studentofNeym an)(1995)describesNeym an,\He

wasalwaysfullofenergy and ideasand ‘im printed’

them on hisstudentsin coursesorin individualcon-

tacts."

A recentbook by Calvin M oore(2007)on thehis-

tory oftheBerkeley M athem aticsDepartm entgives

a vivid account ofNeym an’s early days in the De-

partm entofM athem atics,and his17 yearsofstrug-

gle to form the Departm entofStatistics.\Neym an

continued to agitateforan independentdepartm ent

ofstatistics (M oore,2007,page 83)." The Depart-

m entofStatisticswasestablished in 1955.Neym an

would notgive up.

2. N EYM AN ’S TRIUM PH AN T 1937 U.S.

TO UR AN D AD O PTIO N O F SAM PLIN G IN

U.S.1940 CEN SUS

Attheinvitation ofEdwardDem ing,Neym an toured

the United Statesin the spring of1937 forthe � rst

tim e and gave lectures at the G raduate Schoolof

the U.S. Departm ent of Agriculture. His lectures

were published in Lecture Notes and Conferences

on M athem aticalStatistics,1938.The second edi-

tion Lecture Notes and Conferences on M athem ati-

calStatisticsand Probability waspublished in 1952.

Notice the addition ofProbability in the title.The

second edition di� erssubstantiallyfrom the� rstedi-

tion because,according to Neym an,ofthe extraor-

dinary developm entoftheeconom icsand stochastic

processes(Doob and Feller’swork on stochasticpro-

cesses).Thusatleastsincetheearly 1950s,Neym an

had used stochastic processesextensively in hisap-

plied work.Neym an’slecturesattheUSDA included

his revolutionary paper on survey sam pling (1934)

which m arked anew era in sam plingtheory.Atthat

tim e,therepresentativem ethod ofextracting infor-

m ation used by A.L.Bowley (1913) becam e very

popular am ong statisticians in di� erent countries.

Thepopularity waspartly dueto thescarcity ofre-

sourcesand shortnessoftim e foran exhaustive re-

search.There are two aspectsofthe representative

m ethod.O ne ofthem is called the m ethod ofran-

dom sam pling and the otherthe m ethod ofpurpo-

sive selection.According to Neym an,the two kinds

ofm ethodswere discussed by A.L.Bowley (1925)

and theyaretreated asitwereon equalterm s,asbe-

ingequally toberecom m ended.M uch thesam eatti-

tudehasbeen expressed in a ISIreport(seeJensen,

1925).Twenty years later,Neym an’s paper (1934)

pointsoutthelogicaldistinction between thesetwo

m ethods.He cautioned the use ofpurposive selec-

tion whose successisratherexceptional.Neym an’s

paper system atically develops the theory ofstrati-

� ed random sam pling on the basisofrandom sam -

pling.The concept ofcon� dence intervals was also

introduced in thispaper.Neym an’swork had a sig-

ni� cantin
 uence on the adoption ofsam pling pro-

cedurein theU.S.1940 census.SeeN.M ann (1994)

on E.Dem ing.Recounted M .Hansen (1987),\Ney-

m an’spaperand thevisit...contributed m uch tothe

welfare ofthe U.S.and to the future acceptance of

sam pling,atleastin the Bureau ofCensus."

Neym an’sprobabilitysam plingand optim um allo-

cation ofsam plesizeshavebeen used tothisday.By
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now,the notion and the practice ofsam pling have

becom ea way oflifeand inseparablefrom scienti� c

investigation,be itnutrition survey,politicalpolls,

clinicaltrials,orsam plesize determ ination.

Neym an believed \problem sofscienceareabreed-

ingground ofnovelm athem aticaldisciplines."W ith

theadventofcom putertechnology,m assiveam ounts

ofdata are com ing ourway in every direction.The

breedinggroundisunprecedentedlyfertile.Neym an’s

approach to m ining survey data (m assive enough)

and developing a sam plingtheory isan excellentex-

am ple ofm ining data albeitin cyberspace.

3. N EYM AN ,M ARKOV PRO CESSES AN D

SURVIVAL AN ALYSIS

Neym an wastaken by M arkov processes.Heused

them in cancer research.The following are two ex-

am ples. The second exam ple especially points to

theim portanceofconstructing stochasticm odelsin

studying thee� ectofradiation.

For m any years, Neym an worked on cancer re-

search and the chance m echanism of carcinogene-

sis.Heused hisown m oney to fund a conferenceon

probability m odelsand cancerin July,1981.Hedied

a few weekslater on August5,1981.The proceed-

ingsoftheconferencewerepublished posthum ously

in 1982 (LeCam and Neym an,eds.).Hiscancerre-

search addressed a wide range oftopics including

patient survivalprobability in clinicaltrials (m ore

traditionalbiostatisticsproblem s),m odeling cancer

growth at the cellular level,and the e� ects ofra-

diation on single cells at the DNA level. I would

m ention two ofhiscontributions,hiswork with Fix

and with Puri.

Neym an{Fix Com peting Risksm odel.(1)

Neym an becam einterested in problem swith eval-

uating the e� ects of breast cancer treatm ent dis-

cussed at a m eeting in New York in 1949.Subse-

quently,Fix and Neym an (1951) used a four-state

hom ogeneous M arkov chain to m odelthe status of

apatienttransferringbetween thestatesofrecovery

and relapse untilshe is either lost to follow-up (or

censored in m odern term inology)orentersthe (ab-

sorbing)state ofdeath.The papergives a detailed

discussion abouttheclassi� cation ofstatesand their

connections to the available observable data pro-

vided by two doctors.From the M arkov m odelthe

probability ofa patientsurvivingbeyond a speci� ed

tim e in the presence ofcom puting risks ofrelapse

and censoring wasestim ated,and therisks(ortran-

sitions rates) ofm oving from one state to another

were estim ated.Thissurvivalprobability isused to

evaluate the e� ectivenessofa treatm entm ethod or

to com pare two di� erent treatm ents.This applied

work created a new statisticaltheory.Thenotion of

com peting risksand the m odelintroduced by Ney-

m an and Fix laid the foundation forthe future de-

velopm ent of the theory of com peting risks. The

extension ofthis work was carried out by his stu-

dents,Chin-Long Chiang in life-table constructions

and m edicalfollow-up studies (1968) and A.Tsi-

atis (1975,com m unicated by Neym an to PNAS),

am ong others.Tsiatisaddressed thenonidenti� abil-

ity problem of com peting risks.Fix and Neym an

(1951)were concerned aboutthe validity ofthe as-

sum ption ofconstant risks in their m odel.An ex-

tension to tim e-dependentcom peting risks(ornon-

param etric analysis)can be found in a paperofB.

Altshuler(1970).Thispaperwascom m unicated by

Neym an to theM athem aticalBiosciences.Iam un-

ableto � nd any inform ation aboutthecircum stance

underwhich thisinvestigation wascarried out.W as

AltshuleravisitorofNeym an,ofwhich Neym an had

m any?ItisworthwhiletonotethatAltshuler(1970)

isone ofthe earliest papersaddressing the estim a-

tion ofa cum ulativehazard function � (t).Altshuler

used it to construct an estim ator of the survival

probability (beyond tim et)ofa subjectin thepres-

ence ofcom peting risks.His result generalizes the

celebrated K aplan{M eierestim ator.Them odelused

by Altshulercan berecastinto a � nite-statenonho-

m ogeneous M arkov chain with one absorbing state

(death!) which was later studied in Aalen’s thesis

(1975,supervised by LeCam ).

Theproduct-lim itform oftheK aplan{M eiertype

ofestim ators m ade theiranalyticalstudy challeng-

ing.A breakthrough occurred in Aalen’sthesis(pub-

lished in 1978) that solved som e long outstanding

theoreticalproblem s regarding the optim ality and

propertiesofthe K aplan{M eier type ofestim ators.

[A key step to Aalen’s successwasthe form ulation

ofthe cum ulative hazard function and its estim a-

torin term sofcountingprocessesand com pensators

with that,them artingale calculusapplies.]Itis� t-

ting to m ention here thatthe counting processap-

proach was pointed out to Aalen by D.Brillinger

(duly acknowledged by Aalen);a testim ony to the

powerfultoolsofstochastic di� erentialequationsin

solving reallife (and death)problem s.The m artin-

gale m ethod opened a new way ofsolving analyti-

calproblem sin survivalanalysiswhoseresultshave
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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 least-squares �tto the m odel.Dashed lines representthe e�ectofchanging param eters �= 0:32

and a = 1:08/h, with allother param eters unchanged. Experim entaldata indicated by �lled circles and �lled squares from

Frankenberg-Schwager et al. (1980). [First published as Figure 3 in Yang and Swenberg (1991), \Stochastic m odeling of

dose-response forsinglecellsin radiation experim ents," M ath.Scientist,vol.16,pages46{65.Copyright c
 Applied Probability

Trust1991.]

populated statistical literature in the last thirty-

som e years.

M arkov{Branching m odelfore� ectofradiation.

(2)

At the DNA level,Neym an and his students in-

vestigated the e� ect ofionizing radiation on single

cells.The survivalprobability ofsingle cells in re-

sponse to dose ofradiation isused asa m easure of

the e� ect.The cellm utation probability isanother

m easure.Understanding thedose-responserelation-

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

ofpublic policy,such as environm entalcancer risk

assessm ent and developm ent ofradioepidem iologi-

caltablesforcom putingtheprobability ofcausation

ofcancer as m andated by Public Law 97{414,one

needs the dose-response relationship at low doses.

Low-dose experim ents are very di� cultto perform

(ifthey are possibleatall)and m athem aticalm od-

els becom e alm ost the only toolavailable to infer

inform ation aboutlow-dose responses.

In radiation and biophysicsliterature,cellsurvival

probabilityistypicallym odeled byexp(� �D � �D 2)

whereD denotesthedose,theso-called linearquadra-

tic m odel[see Le Cam and Neym an (1982)].The

presenceofa quadraticterm isknown astheshoul-

der e� ect (concave) in the log survivalcurve (see

Figure 1).The shoulder e� ect is a criticalexperi-

m ental� nding with seriousim plications.Itim plies



CO M M ENT 5

that the radiation (low LET,such as X-rays) up

to certain dose level has little e� ect on cell sur-

vival. The m olecular m echanism s used to explain

thequadraticterm (theshoulder)di� ersigni� cantly

am ongresearchersresultingin di� erentm odels(sam e

m athem aticalform butdi� erentinterpretation);see

Yangand Swenberg(1991)and referencestherein.In

these m odels,the chance m echanism has not been

system atically included by following theexperim en-

talprotocol.Thereforeitisdi� cultto sortoutm a-

jorexperim entalparam etersthata� ectthecellsur-

vivalin these m odelsand theirrelationsto the pa-

ram eters� and �.

An elaborate stochastic m odelofa radiation ex-

perim ent that considers the chance m echanism s of

energy deposition,biologicalresponsesand design of

theexperim entwasdeveloped by Neym an and Puri

(1976,1981).

In sim ple term s,a radiation experim ent consists

ofcounting the proportion ofcellsthatsurvive the

irradiation of a given dose; the actual procedure,

however,is very involved.The survivalofa single

cellis neither directly nor im m ediately observable

after irradiation.The survivalofa cellis thus de-

� ned by itsproliferative ability to form a colony of

a given (observable)size within a speci� ed tim e af-

terirradiation.W ithoutobservations,m athem atical

m odelisalm osttheonly toolavailable to study the

evolution ofcellsafterirradiation.

A cellcan surviveradiation dam ageiftheradiation-

induced lesions are repaired com pletely,or survive

asa m utantifitisrepaired incorrectly,orbeinacti-

vated and unable to divide (death ofa cell).A m u-

tantcan divideand m ay lead toacancerousgrowth.

TheNeym an{Purim odelassum esthe following:

1.Energy deposition.Theprim ary radiation par-

ticles reach the cellaccording to a Poisson process

with rate �(t)perunittim e and unitvolum e.

2.Branching ofprim ary radiation particles.Each

prim ary radiation particlegeneratesarandom num -

berM of\spurs" with probability generating func-

tion g(s).Each spur has a probability �1 of gen-

erating a potentially lethallesion,probability �2 of

generating an irreparablelesion (alethallesion)and

probability 1� �1� �2 ofgenerating no lesion in the

cell.

3.Cell’srepairandm isrepairm echanism .Theevo-

lution ofthecellduring and afterradiation ism od-

eled byavector-valued M arkov processf(X t;Yt;Zt);

t� 0g,whereX t isthenum berofpotentially lethal

lesions in the cell at tim e t,Yt is the num ber of

m utated lesions in the cellat tim e tand Zt is the

num beroflethallesionsthecellhasexperienced up

to tim e t.

Deriving the probability generating function of

the processf(X t;Yt;Zt);t� 0g allowsone to calcu-

latethecell’ssurvivalprobability and them utation

probability atany speci� ed tim e.

The Arm ed Forces Radiation Research Labora-

tory(AFRRI)paidspecialattention totheNeym an{

Purim odel.Iwas contacted by Dr.Charles Swen-

berg of ARRFI which led to our collaboration to

studythee� ectsofradiation.W epicked up thework

left by Neym an and Puriwho died in 1989. The

Neym an{Purim odelwas given a carefulexam ina-

tion by com paring itstep by step with theprotocol

oftheradiation experim entperform ed in Dr.Swen-

berg’s laboratory.O urstudy resulted in m odifying

the Neym an{Puriform ulation by including the cell

repairtim e and nonlinearinitiation oflesions.Fig-

ure1 showsa � tofsurvivalprobability,and a � tof

m utation probabilityisgiven in Figure2,taken from

Yang and Swenberg (1991). The paper was dedi-

cated to the m em ory ofJ.Neym an,P.S.Puriand

E.L.Scott.

Both the Neym an{Puri m odel and our m odi� -

cation neglect the possibility of a cell’s nonlinear

repair-m isrepairm echanism .LeCam (1995)pointed

outthatthere isconsiderable evidence thatthe re-

pairs are notlinear and som e repair is an interac-

tion oftwo lesions.Solving nonlinear equations in

M arkov processesism athem atically di� cult.There

arem any problem sin thisareathatneed tobestud-

ied.LeCam (1995)wrote,\Neym an wasoneofthe

� rststatisticiansto look atapplicationsofstatistics

in m olecularbiology."

Theprecedingexam plesofNeym an andBrillinger’s

paper illustrate what Neym an’s students wrote in

theForeword in a volum eofselected early papersof

J.Neym an,edited by students ofNeym an (1966),

\The interesting feature of the approach used by

Neym an is that,in allthese papers,the substan-

tiveproblem isdiscussed perseand a m athem atical

m odelofthephenom enon isconstructed.An e� ortis

then m adeto derivefrom thestructureofthem ath-

em aticalm odelnew statisticalm ethodsparticularly

adapted to the solution ofthe problem sundercon-

sideration.M ere application ofstandard statistical

techniquesdoesnotoccurin theseorlaterpapers."

Neym an was a founding fatherofm odern statis-

tics. Perhaps, the prom inence of his fundam ental
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Fig. 2. Dose-response relationship for pink m utant events per hair after X-irradiation. Filled dot and square denote the

experim entalm utation fractions.Solid curves denote the least-squares �tofthe m odelm utation probability to the data.[First

published asFigure 4 in Yang and Swenberg (1991),\Stochastic m odeling ofdose-response for single cellsin radiation exper-

im ents," M ath.Scientist,vol.16,pages 46{65.Copyright c
 Applied Probability Trust1991.]

work in the statistics theory overshadows his ap-

plied work.In fact,hiscontribution to and broader

im pactin applied statisticsareequally profound.In

W ashington,D.C.,hisapplied work is feltthrough

governm entagencies.

Iend with Neym an’srem ark on theissueoftheo-

reticaland applied statistics:

Thispostscripthasto dealwith the gen-

eralcharacter ofstatisticalresearch and

with the tiesthatexistbetween the pure

m athem aticaltheory ofstatisticsand the

applied work.Ideeplyregretthenotinfre-

quentem phaticdeclarationsfororagainst

pure theory and for or against work in

applications.7 It is m y strong beliefthat

both are im portant and,certainly, both

areinteresting.TheBerkson{Dantzig{Stein

incidentjustrecounted providesan excel-

lentillustration oftheview:::;Theresults

ofDantzigand Stein*arecertainly contri-

butions to pure theory ofstatistics.Yet,

whetherthetwo authorsare aware ofthe

factornot,thetheoreticalproblem sthey

solved originated from di� culties in ap-

plied work... (Neym an,1952,page 268).

7Q uite recently Iwasshown som e letters

regarding m yself. O ne very nice person

wrote \I m et Neym an. In general he is

O .K .,buthopelesslym athem atical::::"The

letterofanotherequallynicepersonstated:

\O nceupon a tim eNeym an did som ereal

work.Now,however, he is interested in

applications."

*ReferstoStein’stwo-stagesequentialpro-

cedure.
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Fig.3. J.Neym an,recipientofthe NationalM edalofScience (1968),receiving the m edalfrom PresidentLyndon Johnson

atthe W hite House cerem ony on January 17,1969.

In Neym an’s case,he did both the applied and

theoreticalwork.Neym an’sm onum entalaccom plish-

m entsdid nothappen by chance.

(A photoofNeym an receivingtheNationalM edal

ofScience from PresidentLyndon Johnson appears

on page 75.)
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