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Abstract. G eneralized linearm odels (G LM s) have been used quite ef-
fectively in the m odeling of a m ean regponse under nonstandard con—
ditions, w here discrete as well as continuous data distrdbutions can be
accom m odated. T he choice of design for a GLM is a very In portant
task in the developm ent and building of an adequate m odel. H ow ever,
one m apr problem that handicaps the construction ofa GLM design
is its dependence on the unknow n param eters of the tted m odel. Sev—
eral approaches have been proposed in the past 25 years to solve this
problem . T hese approaches, how ever, have provided only partial solu—
tionsthat apply In only som e special cases, and the problem , in general,
ram ains lJargely unresolved . T he purpose of this article is to focus atten—
tion on the aforem entioned dependence problem . W e provide a survey
of various existing technigques dealing w ith the dependence problam .
T his survey includes discussions conceming locally optim aldesigns, se—
quential designs, Bayesian designs and the quantile digpersion graph
approach for com paring designs for G LM s.
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1. NTRODUCTDON

In m any experin ental situations, the m odeling of
a response of interest is carried out using regression
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techniques. T he precision ofestin ating the unknown
param eters of a given m odeldepends to a large ex—
tent on the design used in the experim ent.By design
ism eant the gpeci cation ofthe levels of the factors
(control variables) that in uence the response.

T he tools needed for the adequate selection of a
design and the subsequent tting and evaluation of
the m odel, using the data generated by the design,
have been developed In an area of experin ental de—
sign know n as response surfacem ethodology R SM ).
This area was initially developed for the purpose
ofdeterm ining optin um operating conditions in the
chem ical ndustry. It isnow used In a variety of elds
and applications, not only in the physical and en—
gineering sciences, but also in the biological, clini-
cal, and socialsciences. T he article by M yers, K huri
and C arter (1989) provides a broad review of R SM
(see also M yers, 1999). In addition, the three books
by Box and D raper (1987), M yers and M ontgom ery
(1995) and K huriand C omell (1996) give a com pre—
hensive coverage of the various technigques used In
RSM .
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M ost design methods for RSM models In the
present statistical literature were developed around
agriculural, industrial and laboratory experin ents.
T hese designs are based on the standard general Iin—
ear m odel where the responses are assum ed to be
continuous (quite often, nom ally distribbuted) w ith
unocorrelated errorsand hom ogeneous variances. H ow —
ever, clinical or epidem iological data, for exam ple,
quite frequently do not satisfy these assum ptions.
For exam ple, data which consist prin arily of hu-
m an responses tend to be m ore variable than is ex—
pected under the assum ption of hom ogeneous vari-
ances. T here ism uch less controlover data collected
in a clinical setting than over data observed in a lab—
oratory or an Industrial setting. Furthem ore, m ost
biological data are correlated due to particular ge-
netic relationships. There are also m any situations
in which clinical experin ents tend to yield discrete
data. D oseresgponse experim ents are one good ex—
am ple w here the responses are binary in m ost cases.
Furthem ore, several responsesm ay be observed for
the sam e patient. For exam ple, In addition to the
standard binary response of success or failure, som e
m easure of side e ects of the treatm ent m ay be of
In portance. Since regponses are m easured from the
sam e sub Ect, they w illbe correlated, and hence con—
sidering each response to be independent of others
m ay lead to erroneous inferences.

D ue to the nature of the data as described above,
doing statistical analysis of the data using standard
linear m odels will be nadequate. For such data,
generalized linear m odels (GLM s) would be m ore
appropriate. The latter m odels have proved to be
very e ective In several areas of application . For ex—
am ple, In biological assays, reliability and survival
analysis and a variety of applied biom edical elds,
G LM shave been used for draw ing statistical concli—
sions from acquired data sets. In m ulticenter clini-
caltrials, estin ates of individualhospital treatm ent
e ects are obtained by using GLM s (see Lee and
N elder, 2002) . In entom ology, G LM s are utilized to
relate changes In insect behavior to changes in the
chem ical com position of a plant extract Hem and
Dom, 2001).D iaz et al. (2002) adopted some GLM s
in order to study the spatial patterm ofan in portant
tree species. In clim atology, G LM s are used to study
the basic clim atological pattem and trends in daily
maxinum wind speed In certain regions (see Yan
et al.,, 2002).A Iso, Jewell and Shiboski (1990) used
G LM s to exam ne the relationship between the risk

of HIV (hum an inmunode ciency virus) infection
and the num ber of contacts w ith other partners.

In all of the above exam ples and others, the cor-
nerstone ofm odeling is the proper choice of designs
needed to t GLM s. T he purpose of a design is the
determ ination ofthe settings of the controlvariables
that result in adequate predictions ofthe response of
interest throughout the experim ental region . H ence,
G LM s cannot be used e ectively unless they are
based on e cient designs w ith desirable properties.
Unfortunately, little work has been done in devel-
oping such designs. This ism ainly due to a serious
problem caused by the dependence of a design on
the unknown param eters of the tted GLM .

In this article, we address the aforem entioned de—
sign dependence problem by providing a survey of
various approaches for tackling this problem . The
article is organized as follow s: Section 2 presents
an introduction to GLM s. Section 3 descrbes cri-
teria for the choice of a GLM design, and intro—
duces the design dependence problam . T he various
approaches for solving this problem are discussed
in Sections 4 (locally optin al designs), 5 (sequen-—
tial designs), 6 (Bayesian designs) and 7 (quantile
dispersion graphs). T he articlke ends w ith som e con—
cluding ram arks in Section 8.

2. GENERALIZED LINEAR M ODELS

As a paradigm for a large class of problem s
in applied statistics, generalized linear m odels have
proved very e ective sihce their introduction by
Nelder and W edderbum (1972).GLM sarea uni ed
class of regression m odels for discrete and continu—
ous resgponse variables, and have been used routinely
in dealing w ith observational studies.M any statisti-
caldevelopm ents in term s ofm odeling and m ethod—
ology In the past twenty yearsm ay be viewed as spe-
cialcases ofG LM s.E xam ples include logistic regres—
sion for binary responses, linear regression for con—
tinuous responses and log-linear m odels for counts.
A classicbook on the topic isM cCullagh and N elder

(1989) . In addition, the m ore recent books by Lind-
sy (1997), M cCulloch and Searlke (2001), D cbson
(2002) and M yers, M ontgom ery and V ining (2002)
provide added insights into the application and use-
fuilness of G LM s.

There are three com ponents that de ne GLM s.
T hese com ponents are:
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(1) The elem ents of a response vector y are dis—
tributed ndependently according to a certain prob-—
ability distribution considered to belong to the ex—
ponential fam ily, whose probability m ass function
(or probability density function) is given by

y b()

2.1
el a()

fi 7 )= exp +clyi )i
wherea( ),b( ) and c( ) are known functions;
canonicalparam eterand isa dispersion param eter
(see M cCullagh and N elder, 1989, page 28).

(i) A linear regression function, or linear predic—

22) ®)=f &) ;

where f (x) is a known p-com ponent vectorvalued
is an unknown
param eter vector of order p 1 and f' (x) is the
transpose of £ (x).

(i) A link finction g( ) which relates I @2)
to the mean response (x) so that &)= gl X)],
where g(
W hen g is the identity function and the response
has the nom al distrdbution, we obtain the special
class of linear m odels.

G LM s have several areas of application ranging
from m edicine to econom ics, quality controland sam —
ple surveys. Applications of the logistic regression
m odel, expanded w ith the populariy of case-control
designs in epidem iology, now provide a basic tool for
epidem iologic investigation of chronic diseases. Sin —
ilar m ethods have been extensively used in econo-—
m etrics. P robit and logisticm odelsplay a key role In
all form s of assay experin ents. T he log-linearm odel
isthe comerstone ofm odem approaches to the anal-
ysis of contingency tabl data, and has been found
particularly usefill for m edical and social sciences.
Poisson regression m odels are w idely em ployed to
study rates of events such as disease outcom es. T he
com plem entary log{log m odel arises in the study of
infectious diseases (9. n HIV disease tranam is—
sion and A ID S as illustrated in Jewelland Shiboski,
1990), and m ore generally, in the analysis of sur-
vival data associated w ith clinical and longitudinal
follow -up studies.

Traditionally, the exponential fam ily m odel
adopted for the study of GLM s deals wih a lin—
ear function of the response variable nvolving the
unknow n param eters of interest. T his covers m ost
of the experim ental situations arising in practice.

) is a monotone di erentiable function.

H ow ever, som e specialm em bers, such as the curved
exponential fam ily of distrdbutions, are not covered.
Thus, GLM s should be further generalized to In-
clide such m em bers.

A's was pointed out earlier, all known response
surface techniques w ere developed w ithin the fram e~
work of linearm odels under the strong assum ptions
of nom ality and equal variances conceming the er—

is Bor distribution . O ne in portant area that needs fur-

ther Investigation under the less rigid structure of
generalized linear m odels is the choice of design.

3.CHOIE OF DESIGN

By a choice of design we m ean the determ ination
of the settings of the control variables that yield an
estim ated (predicted) response w ith desirable prop—
erties. The m ean regponse, ((X), ata point x In a
region of interest, R, is given by

®)=hE" &) ]
=h[ ®)J

where (x) is the linear predictor n @€2), and h
is the inverse function of the link function g.An
estim ate of (x) is obtained by replacing 1n (3.1)
w ith A,them axinum lkelhood estin ate of , that
Jsl

3d)

32) ~®)=hf" &)1

T he variance of * (x) is approxin ately given by (see
Khuri, 1993, page 198)

Var[® x)]
1d ® 2
d x)

33)

ffx)xTw x) ! fx);

where isthe dispersion param eter (determ ined by
the exponential fam ily considered), X is a m atrix
whose row s consist of ff (x) at the various settings
ofx used in a particulardesign and W isa diagonal
m atrix of the fomm

34) W

where n is the num ber of experin ental runs, and

1 d, 2
35) wy= 2 g ;ou= 1;2;:::5n;
u u
w here 121 is the variance of y,, the response value

at the uth experim ental run, and i :‘ denotes the
derivative of (x) wih respect to (x) evaluated at
the setting of x at the uth experim ental run (u =

1;2;::5n).
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The estin ation bias hcurred in * (x) is approxi-
m ately given by (see Robinson and K huri, 2003)

Bias[" (x)]
d x)
—ffx)x'w x)xTw ——
(3.6) d x)
1 & )
+ —fF ) KTW X) ;
> )X ) ¢ )d Zw)’
w here
= lW lzF1
2 d n
and
Zg= diag(z1172227:::7Znn )i
where z,, is the uth diagonal element of Z =
X ®TW X) !XT, F = diag(f11;f227:::ifnn) with
1 &, dug
fou= —5 ;ou= 1;2;::5n;
2 dz du

2

1 vector of 1’s. Here dd -+ denotes

the second-order derivative of (x) w ih respect to
(x) evaluated at the uth experimental run U=
1;2;::5;n).
A good design is one that m Inin izes the m ean—
squared error of " (x), nam ely,

and 1, isan n

MSE[&)]=E &) &)F

G7) = Var[* x)]+ fBias[* x)g°:

This is known as the m ean-squared error of predic—
tion M SEP).Onem aprproblem in doing thism in—
In ization is that the M SEP dependson , the pa—
ram eter vector In the Inearpredictor in 22),which
is unknown. This lads us to the socalled design
dependence problem . O ther design optin ality cri-
teria such as A— D - E — and G -optin ality, which
are variance-based criteria, su eralso from the sam e
problem .

3.1 The D esign D ependence P robkm

In the Poregoing section it has been em phasized
that in the context of a GLM , the m Inin ization of
the m ean-squared error of prediction, or of the vari-
ances of the param eter estin ators, leading to the
so-called optim al designs, depends on the values of
unknow n param eters. C om m on approaches to solv—
ing this problem include:

(@) The speci cation of initial values, or best
\guesses," of the param eters nvolved, and the sub-
sequent determ ination of the socalled locally opti-
m aldesigns.

) Thesequentialapproach which allow stheuser
to obtain updated estin ates of the param eters in
successive stages, starting w ith the initialvaliesused
in the rst stage.

() The Bayesian approach, where a prior distri-
bution is assum ed on the param eters, which is then
Incorporated into an appropriate design criterion by
Integrating it over the prior distribution.

(d) The use of the socalled quantilke dispersion
graphs approach, which allow s the user to com pare
di erent designs based on quantile dispersion pro—

les.

W e now provide a review of the basic resuls that
have been developed under the aforem entioned ap-—
proaches.

4. LOCALLY OPTM ALDESIGNS

B Inary data under a logistic regression m odeland
Poisson count data are the best known exam ples to
Mustrate the in plem entation of the rst approach
Jleading up to a locally optin aldesign.

4.1 Logistic Regression M odel

Letus rstdiscussthe study ofoptin aldesigns for
binary data under a logistic regression m odel. T he
key reference is M athew and Sinha (001). O ther
related references include Abdebasit and P lackett
(1983),M inkin (1987), Khan and Yazdi (1988), W u
(1988) and Sitter and W u (1993). It is postulated
that a binary response variabl y assum es the val-
ues 0 and 1 and the chance m echanisn depends on
a nonstochastic quantitative covariate X taking val-
ues In a speci ed dom ain. Speci cally, for X = x;y
takes the value 1 w ith probability given by

1

x)= ;

“4.1)
1+ exp( X )

where and areunknown parameterswih > 0.
Ttm ay be noted that there are other versions of this
m odel studied in the literature. O ne version refers
to the doseresponse m odelwhich w illbe discussed
in the next sections. T he param eters them selves and
also som e param etric functions such as — and per-
centiles of (x) are of interest to the experin enter.
T he purpose is to suggest continuous (Or approxi-
m ate) optin al designs, that is, optimnum dose lev-—
els and their relative weights, follow ing the tem i-
nology of continuous design theory. See P ukelshein
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(1993). It tums out that the solutions to the opti-

m al design problem s m entioned above provide op-—
tinum valuesof + x .Hence, In order to mple-
m ent such designs In practiocs, good Initialestin ates,
or guess values, of and are needed. W hereas
the earlier researchers established optin ality resuls
case by case, M athew and Sinha (2001) developed a
uni ed approach to tackle the optin ality problem s
by exploiting the property of Loew ner-order dom —
nation In the com parison of nform ation m atrices.
However, In som e of these studies the technical de—
tails depend crucially on the sym m etry of the trans-
form ed factor space. For asym m etric dom ains, Liski
et al. 2002) have initiated som e studies n the con—
ventional regression setup.M uch yet ram ains to be
done there and also in the context of logistic regres—
sion.

W jth reference to the m odel (4.1), consider now
w ish to obtain f; ob ations on y at dose level x;
(i= 1;2;:::;8). Let §=1 fi= n.Formost e cient
estin ation of and , or som e functions thereof,
the exact optin al design problem in this context
consists of optim ally selecting the num ber s of dis—
tinct dose levels, the x;’s (In a given experin ental
region) and the f;’s, w ith respect to a given optin al-
ity criterion, ora xed n.This is equivalent to the
approxin ate determm nation of optinum dose levels
w ith resgpective optim um (relative) weights, denoted
by p; @@= 1;2;:::;s), which sum to 1.

For various app]JcatJon areas, i tums out that
the estin ation problem s that are usually of interest
refer to @) the estination of ,or = , or some
percentilesof (x) given in 4.1), or (o) the pint es—
tin ation ofa pair ofparam eters such as (i) and ,
@ and =, (d) and a percentilke of (x) and
() two percentiles of (x).T he approach isto start
w ith the asym ptotic variance{covariance m atrix of
them axin um lkelihood estin atorsof and , and
then choose the xi’s and the p;’s optim ally by m ini-
m Izing a suiable function, degpending on the nature
of the problem at hand and the speci c optim al-
iy criterion applied. For this reason, we consider
the inform ation m atrix of the two param eters as
a welghted com bination of com ponent inform ation
m atrices based on the x;’s, using the p;’s as weights.
T hen we argue that the asym ptotic variance{covari
ance m atrix of the m axinum lkelhood estim ators
of the param eters is just the nverse of the weighted
Inform ation m atrix com puted above. T he optim ality
functionsto bem inin ized are di erent scalarvalued

functions of the inform ation m atrix. The D — and
A -optim ality criteria are wellknow n exam ples. H is—
torically, the D -optim ality criterion has received con—
siderable attention in this context and A -optin ality
has also been considered by som e authors; see Sitter
and W u (1993). A s was m entioned earlier, the op—
tin um dose kevels depend on the unknown param e-
ters and , as istypical in nonlinear settings. In
fact, solutions to the optin al design problem sm en—
tioned above provide optm um valies of + x4,
i=
tim al des:gn in practice, good initial estim ates of
and are called for. In spoite of this unpleasant fea—
ture, it is in portant to construct the optin aldesigns
in this context; see the argum ents in Ford, Torsney
and W u (1992, page 569).

Follow ing the approxin ate design theory, a design
is denoted by D = f (xi;pi);i= 1;2;:::;59. There—
fore, the Infom ation m atrix forthe ;DJnt estin ation

of and underlying the design D is given by
0
X2 exp ( aj)
B P
N Tt exp (ay)?
’ R pix exp ( aj)
i8]
. 1+ exp( aj))?
@2) £ ( P( l)) 1
plxl 2
1 (1+exp ai)) %
S 2 exp ( aj) A
PRI em (a2
=1 &ploai
wherea;j= + xj,1= 1;:::5s
N ote that except for the factors %,t‘he

Inform ation m atrix is identical to the one under the
usual linear regression of y on a nonstochastic re—
gressor x under the assum ption of hom oscedastic
error structure. T his rem inds one of the celkbrated
de Ja G arza Phenom enon (de lJa G arza, 1954) which
can be explained as ollow s. Suppose we consider a
pth-degree polynom ial regression of y on x under
hom ogeneous error structure and we start wih an
n-point design wheren > p+ 1. Then, according to
this phenom enon, i is possible to com e up w ith an
altemative design w ith exactly p+ 1 support points
such that the two designs have identical inform ation
m atrices for the entire set of p+ 1 param eters. T his
show sthat in the hom oscedastic scenario, essentially
one can con ne attention to the collection ofdesigns
supported on exactly p+ 1 points, if the underlying
polynom ial regression is of degree p.On top of this,
it is also possble that a particular (+ 1)-point de—
sign dom inates another ( + 1)-point design in the
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sense that the inform ation m atrix (for the entire set
ofparam eters) based on the form er design Loew ner—
dom nates that based on the latter. H ere, Loew ner
dom ination m eans that the di erence ofthe two in—
form ation m atrices is nonnegative de nite. Tt m ust
be noted that Loew ner dom ination is the best one
can hope for, but i is rarely achieved. P ukelsheim
(1993) hasm ade som e systam atic studies of Loew ner
dom ination of nform ation m atrices. See Liskiet al
(2002) for som e applications.

In the present setup, however, the form ofthe n—
form ation m atrix Indicates that we are in a linear
regression setup, but with a heteroscedastic error
structure. D ces the de la G arza Phenom enon still
hold in this case? M ore iIn portantly, do we have
Loewner dom ination here? The M athew and Sinha
(2001) article m ay be regarded as one seeking an-—
swers to the above questions. From their study, it
tums out that though Loewner dom ination is not
possible, forD -optin ality the class of twopoint de—
signs is compkte In the entire class of com peting
designs while for A-optin ality, i is so In a sub-
class of com peting designs which are symm etric in
som e sense. H ere, com pleteness is in the sense that
any com peting design outside the class isdom inated
(w ith respect to the speci c optin ality-criterion) by
another design w ithin the class.

W e shallbrie y explain below the salient features
ofthe argum ents in M athew and Sinha (2001).N ote

rst that for the pint estin ation of and , or for

that m atter, for any two nonsihgular transform s of
them , the D -optim ality criterion seeks to m axin ize
the detemm inant of the jpint Inform ation m atrix of

and .Routine com putations yield an interesting
representation for this determ mnant,
" #
X exp ( aj)
T P s
ey, @t exp( ai) "
13 x &P 2
@) P e (an)?
L5 #2
X a exp ( ai)
T e (an)?
exp (a)

Note that for any real number a, Trexp(an?

%};2))2 . M oreover, it also tums out that for a
given D = f (xi;p1);1= 1;2;:::;59, there existsa real
num ber ¢> 0 such that

¥ exp@)
T+ exp (ai)?

exp (C)
L+ exp ()2’

44)
=1

S

X , exp@i)
idi

i=1

exp (c) .
1+ exp @;))? 1L+ exp(@)?”

4.5)

T herefore, for this choice of ¢, the design D (c) =
[(c;05); ( c;0:5)] provides a Jarger value of the de-
term inant ofthe underlying Inform ation m atrix than
that based on D . Hence, the class of two-point sym —
m etric designsprovidesa com plete class ofD -optin al
designs. It is now a routine task to determ ine spe-
ci ¢ D -optin aldesigns for various param etric func—
tions. O £ course, the initial solution is in temm s of
coptinum Which is ndependent of and ) and
then we have to transfer it to optin um dose levels,
say xg and Xgo, by using the relations c= + xg
and c= + Xggo.Thusan Initial good guess of
and is called for to evaluate xg and xqq -

Again, for A-optin ality w ith respect to the pa—
ram eters and ,som ealgebraic sin pli cation yields
the follow ing function (to be m Inin ized) when we
restrict to the subclass of symm etric designs (ie.,
designs Involving a; and a; w ith equalweights for

every i):
Var(y) + Var(A) #
1 X exp( ai) 2 2 2
= 3 i [+ + ajl
o TTar e ( an)?
1 exp( &)
2 Pt ew (an)?
* #
4.6) 1

e

2 exp ( aj)

-as
PR ep ( an)?
2+ 2

=1

D
T

T 1 piat exp ( ai>T(1+ exp ( a;))?

+ P

Topiexp( a)=0+ exp( ay))?’

In view of the existence of the real number c w ith
the properties laid down above, it tums out that
thedesign D (c) = [(c;0:5); ( ¢;05)] once again does
better than D w ith respect to A -optim ality, at Jeast
in the subclass of sym m etric designs so de ned. It
is a routine task to spell out the nature ofa speci c
A -optim aldesign, which in this case dependson the
unknown param eters and 1n a twofold m anner.
F irst, we have to determ ine the optim um value forc
from given values of the param eters by m inin izing
the Jower bound to (4.6) as a function of ; and
c. Then we have to evaluate the values of the two
recom m ended dose kevels using the relations involv—
ing c and ¢, as above. Note that in the context
of D -optin al designs, this twofold phenom enon did
not arise.
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Remark 4.1.1. It so happens that without the
symm etry restriction on the class of com peting de—
signs, construction of A -optin aldesigns, in general,
is di cul. Num erical com putations have revealed
that A -optin aldesigns are still point sym m etric but
not weight symm etric. An analytical proof of this
observation is still lJacking. In M athew and Sinha
(2001), E -optim al designs have also been studied.

42 Poisson Count M odel

Let us now consider Poisson count data and ex—
plain the optin ality resuls follow ing M inkin (1993)
and Liskiet al. (2002).Here we assum e that y oI~
Jow s a Poisson distribution with mean (), &)=
cx)exp [ ®X)], ®)= + x; < 0.The enphasis
in M Inkin (1993) was on m ost e cient estim ation
of 1= Dby choosing a design in the nonstochastic
factor space of x over [0;1 ). Naturally, only a lo—
cally optin al design could be characterized, which
tumed out tobe a twopoint design w ith 21:8% m ass
at 0 and the rest at 2:557 . Thus a good guess for

is called for. Liskiet al. 002) developed a uni-

ed theory In M Inkin’s setup for the derivation of
a stronger result on com pleteness of two-point de—
signs, ncluding the point 0. Consequently, i was
much easier to reestablish M inkin’s resul as well
as to spell out explicitly the nature ofA— D - E —
and M V -optin al designs for sim ultaneous estin a—
tion of the two param eters in them odel. Tt m ay be
noted that Fedorov (1972) gave a com plete char-
acterization of D -optim al designs In a polynom ial
regression setup nvolving several fam ilies of het—
erogeneous variance functions. In an unpublished
technical report, D as, M andaland Sinha (2003) ex—
tended the Loewner dom nation results of Liskiet
al. 2002) In a linear regression setup nvolving two
speci ¢ variance functions. W e shall brie y present
these resuls below .

W e recall that the sstup of M Inkin (1993), In a
form suitable for our discussion, and as suggested In
Liskiet al. (2002), is of the form

Ey= + x;
@a.7) V) =v) %
vX)=expx); 0 x<1:

A susual, we assum e 2= 1 and con ne attention to
approxin ate design theory. T hus, asbefore, to start
with we have an %—pojnt desion D= [xi;p1);0

X1 < X5 < §;x;pi= 1l ors 2. It is a rou-
tine task to w rite down the form of the inform ation

m atrix for the param eters ; underlying the de-
sion D 5.W ecallit Iy _ .Liskiet al. (2002) established
that given D 5, one can construct a two-point design
D, whose nformm ation m atrix, say ID ,, dom nates
I,..Das,M andaland Sinha (2003) generalized this
result when the above form of v (x) is changed to

@ vk)=k¥ k 1;
G v = @+ x)* 07 1:

Follow ing D as,M andaland Sinha (2003),we start
with a general variance function v(x) sub fct to
v(0)= 1and vx) ncreasing in x over 0 to 1 .Next,
we start w ith a two-point design of the form [@;p);
;)] where 0< a< b< 1l and 0< p;g=1 p<
1. Then, we ask for the sort of variance fiinctions
for which this two-point design can be Loewner-
dom inated by another two-point design, including
the point 0.D e ne In this context two other related
finctions, &)= 1=v(x) and &)= ©X) 1)=x
for every x> 0, (0) being the Im it of ) as x
tends to 0. It follow s that w henever these two func-
tions satisfy the follow ing conditions, it is possble
to achieve this t:

@ O=1;

() () is increasing in x;

(i) for some s and ¢, 0< s< 1 and c¢> 0, for
which

(4.8)

1 s= pa o) FIL @1

@+qg 0.

Das, M andal and Sinha (2003) dem onstrate that
for both form s of v(x) as in (4.8), the above con—
ditions are satis ed. They then continue to argue
that this result on Loewner dom nation (y a two—
point design, Including the point 0) holdseven when
one starts wih an spoint design for s> 2. This
greatly sin pli es the search for speci c optin alde—
signs under di erent variance structures covered by
the above two form s. M inkin’s result follow s as a
goecial case of (i) In the above m odel. T he details
are reported In D as, M andaland Sinha (2003).

@)+ a

() satis es the lnequality (@) < p

5. SEQUENTIAL DESIGN

In the previous section, initial values of the pa-
ram eters are used as best \guesses" to detem ne a
locally optin aldesign.R egponse values can then be
obtained on the basis ofthe generated design. In the
sequential approach, experin entation does not stop
at this iniial stage. Instead, using the inform ation
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thus obtained, updated estin ates of the param eters
are developed and then used to determm ine additional
design points in subsequent stages. T hisprocess con—
tinues until convergence is achieved w ith respect
to a certain optim ality criterion, for exam ple, D —
optin ality. T he In plem entation of such a strategy is
feasible provided that the response values in a given
stage can be cbtained In a short tine, as in sen-
sitivity testing. Sequential designs for GLM s were
proposed by W u (1985), Sitter and Forbes (1997)
and Sitterand W u (1999), am ong others.

T he theory of optimn al designs, as noted earlier,
involves selection of design points w ith the goal of
m Inin izing som e ob Fctive fuinction which can offen
be Interpreted as an expected loss. In a sequential
fram ew ork, w ith the arrival of each data point, one
needs to m ake a decision of whether or not to pay
for the cost of additional data or else to stop sam —
pling and m ake a decision . A Iso, if additional cbser-
vations becom e necessary, when there is an option
of selecting sam ples from m ore than one population,
the choice of a suitable sam pling rule is equally in —
portant. T he latter, on m any occasions, am ounts to
the selection of suitable design points. T husthe issue
of optim al designs goes hand in hand w ith sequen-—
tial analysis, and together they constitute an area
of what has becom e known as sequential design of
experin ents.

Rescarch on sequential designs can be classi ed
into m ultiple categories depending on the ob pctive
of the researcher. W e review here prin arily a broad
area comm only referred to as \Stochastic A pproxi-
m ation," which was initiated by R cbbinsand M onro
(1951), and w as subsequently extended by num erous
authors.H ere, the problem isone of sequential selec—
tion of design points according to som e optim ality
criterion . W e also discussbrie y som e work on m ul-
tistage designs.

In Section 5.1, we begin with the stochastic ap-—
proxin ation procedure as described in R cbbins and
M onro (1951).W e then consider several extensions
and m odi cations of this pioneering work, and dis—
cuss asym ptotic properties of the proposed m eth—
ods. The Robbins{M onro article and much of the
subsequent work do not prescribe any stopping rule
in this sequential experin entation. T here are a few
exceptions, and we point out one such resul.

Section 52 discusses application of the R obbins{
M onrom ethod and its extensions for estin ating the
percentiles of the quantal response curve, In partic-
ular, estin ation of the m edian e ective dose, pop—

ularly known as ED50. W e highlight in this con-
text the work of W u (1985).W e also discuss brie y
the Bayesian stopping rule as proposed by Freem an
(1970). Finally, In Section 5.3, we provide a very
short account of m ulistage designs.

In general, the core of sequential analysis involves
sam ple size determ nation. This itself is an \opti-
m al" design problem as stopping ruls, in general,
are m otivated by som e optin ality criteria. A very
succinct acoount of sequential design ofexperin ents,
m otivated by several im portant statistical criteria,
appeared In Chemo ’s (1972) classic m onograph.

5.1 Stochastic A pproxin ation

W e begin w ith a description of the stochastic ap—
proxin ation procedure ofR obbinsand M onro RM )
(1951). Let y be a random variabl such that con—
ditional on x, y has a distrbution function (df)
H (yx) with mean E (yk) = M () and variance
V (k)= 2(x).The function M (x) is unknown to
the experin enter, but is assum ed to be strictly n-—
creasing so that theequation M (x) = hasaunique
root, say . It is desired to estimate by m aking
successive observations on y, say, vi1;Ye;::: at levels

RM address this problem as follow s: consider a
nonstationary M arkov chain w ith an arbitrary lniial
valie x1, and then de ne recursively

G.1) an Wn )i

where y, has the conditional distrbution function
H (YXn), and fa,g is a sequence of positive con-
stants satisfying

Xp+ 1= Xn n= 1;2;:::;

n=1
A nite sam pl justi cation ofthe RM procedure
isgiven by W u (1985) when y and x are related by
a sin ple linear regression m odel. In particular, let
yi= o+ 1Xit e;, where ¢; are Independent and
dentically distrdbuted with mean 0. Then the pa—
ram eter of interest is = 0= 1, the solution of
ot 1x= 0.If ; isknown, A0n=yn 1X, is the
least—squares estim ator of ¢ based on f xi;yi);1i=
1;:::;ng. Thus a natural choice of x4 1 is given by
1= Xn

Xn+1 = on= 11 Vn - It is shown In Lai

and Robbins (1979) that xp+1= %, 'y, Prall
n is equivalent to xp+1= X, ( ; =n)y, Por all
n.This isan RM procedure with a, = ll=n and

= 0.
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RM Investigated asym ptotic properties of their
procedure. Let b, = E (x4 ¥.RM showed that
forbounded y and strictly increasngM (x), ifa, =
O(nl),thenkh! Oasn! 1.

A more general resul is proved later in Robbins
and Siegm und (1971).R ather than the boundedness
of y and the m onotonicity of M (x), one assum es
boundednessof (x)+ M (x)jby a lnear function of
K J. These conditions neither In ply nor are in plied
by the original RM conditions. In addition, R ob-—
binsand Siegm und (1971) have another assum ption
which essentially in plies that M (x) and x are
of the sam e sign. F nally, they assum e that

S ®
0< anh=1; 0<

n=1

ar21<l;

62)

n=1

which is strictly weaker than the condition a, =
O n 1)asrequjledjnRM .

Fabian (1968) proved the asym ptotic nom ality of
X, under additional assum ptions. H is conditions are
sin ilar to those of R obbins and Siegm und, but (52)
is replaced by the stronger condition

(5.3) na,! a¢e 0)

asn! 1 forsome 2 (1=2;1].AIso, he needed a
L indeberg-type condition for the second m om ent of
the conditional distribbution of y given x and also
required M to have a positive derivative M 0C) at

and M% )> a)! when = 1. The varance
of the asym ptotic distrdbution depended on ( ),
aandM °( ).The asym ptotic variance was given by
a’?()=@°)) if 2 (@1=2;1) and & *( )=
RaM () 11if = 1.

Remark 5.1.1. The best rate of convergence is
achieved when = 1,and then them ininum asym p-—
totic variance isgiven by 2 ( )=M °( )f.Thisisat-
taned when a= M %( )1?t.

In view of Remark 5.1.1, an optin al asym ptotic
choice of fa,g isgiven by a, = @ + ng) * d,, where
dp, is any oconsistent estim ator of M OC) and ng is
positive. O ne can interpret ng as a \tuning param —
eter" which does not a ect the asym ptotics at all,
but can play a m apr role when the sam pl size is
an all. A Iso, Fabian (1983) has shown that when the
conditional probability density function ofy given x
SN M (x); 2 ()),then theRM procedure is Iocally
asym ptotically m inin ax. M oreover, Abdeham id
(1973) and A nbar (1973) pointed out independently

that even fornonnom alconditionalprobability den—
sity functions, the RM process can bem ade asym p—
totically optim alby a suitable transform ation of ob—
Servations.

T henext thing isto outline proceduresw hich guar-
antee consistent estin ation ofM %( ).Venter (1967)
addressed this by taking cbservations in pairs at

x; ¢ for a suiable positive sequence of constants
fcig, i 1.W edenoteby yi1 and yi, the correspond-—
ing responses so that
5.4) E yuk)=M & c);

) E (YpXi)=M ®it+ ¢):
Let z;= (yi2 yn)=Qc) and y;= (yio + Y%)=2- If
xif  ,thenestinateM®( )by di = z.= 2 L ,z.
D e ne recursively the design points
55) Xnr1= %, @dn) T va )i n=1;25::y

w here ﬁn is a truncated version of d, ensuring that

x, | .Fabian (968) and later Lai and Robbins
(1979) contain relevant asym ptotic resuls.

In spite ofallthe asym ptotic niceties, theRM pro—
cedure can be seriously de cient for nite sam ples.
T his was dam onstrated In the sin ulation studies of
W u (1985) and Frees and Ruppert (1990).F irst, the
initial choice of x1 heavily In uences the recursive
algorithm . Ifx; isfaraway from , then the conver-
gence ofx, to may dem and prohbitively large n.
Agaln, ifall the xi's are closely clustered around ,
no estin ator ofM %( ) can be very accurate, and in -
precise estim ation of M O( ) leads to In precise esti-
m ation of dueto the proposed recursive algorithm ,
at least for sm all sam ples.

The origihal RM paper, and much of the sub-
sequent literature, address sequential design prob—
Jem sw ithout specifying any stopping rule. H ow ever,
a sin ple stopping rule can be proposed based on
asym ptotic considerations. In particular, n the setup
of Venter (1967), dAn Poonsistent]y estim ates M 9( ).
Dening”?= @n) ! 1, &%+ vy5), tcanbeshown
that ~? is a consistent estin ator of 2( ).Now -
voking the asym ptotic nom ality ofx, , a large sam —
plke 1001 )$ con dence interval for isgiven by
Xp La  =2)%=fd, @n)*2g, where is the
cum ulative distrbbution finction ofthe N (0;1) vari-
able. If one decides to construct a con dence Inter—
val of length not exceeding 1, then one can stop at
the rst n for which the width of the above inter—
val is less than or equal to 1. Sieken (1973) pro-—
posad this stopping rule and proved thatas 1! 0 (so
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thatn! 1 ), the coverage probability converges to
1 .A fremative stopping ruleshave been proposed
by Stroup and Braun (1982) and W ei (1985) when
the responses are nom al. R uppert et al. (1984) pro—
posed a stopping rule forM onte C arlo optin ization
which isso designed thatM (x,) isw ithin a speci ed
percentage of M ( ).

K Jefer and W olfow itz (1952) considered a related
problem of locating the point where the regression
function ism axin ized orm inin ized Instead of nd-
ing the root of a regression equation as in RM . This
am ounts to solving M °( )= 0. The resulting proce—
dure is sin ilar to that of RM , but v, in 5.Jd)
is replaced by an estin ate of M OC ).W e om it the
details.

O ne ofthem apr applications ofthe RM stochas—
tic approxin ation procedure is the estin ation ofthe
percentiles of the quantal response curve. W e shall
spoeci cally discuss this problem in the next section.

52 QuantalResponse Curves

Consider now the special case when y is a binary
variable w ith

Eyk) = &=[L+expf & )gl':

T he independent variable x is the dose level, while
the binary response y is a quantal variabl. Such a
m odel is called a \doseresponse" m odel. The pa-
ram eter is the 50% response dose, or ED 50. Lt is
easy to recognize this as a logistic m odel w ith lo—
cation param eter and scale parameter and as
a sin ple reparam eterization of the m odel given in
(41).Also, here (x) isthesameasM (x).Equating

x) to ladstothesoution = + 'lgEE—).
Hence, e cient estin ation of dependson e cient
estin ation of and

The direct RM procedure w ill continue to gener—
ate the x-sequence w ith an arbitrary initialvalue x1,
and then de ne Xp+1= X, an (Vn ), where one
m ay take a, asproportionalton 1 .However, as rec—
ognized by m any, ncluding RM , for speci ¢ distri-
butionstherem ay beam oree cient way ofgenerat-
ing the x values. Indeed, sin ulationsby W u (1985),
and subsequently by Frees and Ruppert (1990),
dem onstrate the poor perform ance of the RM pro—
cedure for am alln in this exam ple.

W u’s procedure begins w ith generating som e ini-

(5.6)

~n and & of and ,respectively,based on f (xi;yi);
i= Ji::5img by solving the lkelhood equations
O Tivi= Ly ) and () Lox -

=1
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L% ®).Let Xp41= "n + " oglE—). Up-

datethe M LE’sof and by “,+1 and Am+1, re—
et Xp+2= “m+1t+ Aml+1]og(l—), and continue in
this m anner. The fx,g generated in thisway m eet
the consistency and asym ptotic optin ality proper-
ties m entioned in the previous section. W u (1985)
also suggested m odi cation of the likelhood equa—
tions (i) and (i) by m ultiplying both sides ofthe ith
com ponent by a factor w (k; X, ), wherew is a
certain weight function. T his can partially overcom e
vulherability of the logits at extrem e tails.

A sm entioned earlier, thecase = 1=2 isofspecial
Interest since then = = ED50. In this case, an
altermative procedure known as the \up-and-down"
procedure for generating the design points was pro—
posed by D ixon and M ood (1948). Speci cally, ket

ifyn=20,
fyn=1,

Xpt ;

Xn+1 = %, ;
where issom ewhat arbitrary. O noe again, perfor-
m ance of this procedure depends very m uch on the
choice of a good guess for x; and .Unlss is
m ade adaptive, the large sam pl perform ance of x,
cannot be studied. W etherill (1963) discusses som e
m odi cations of thism ethod.

O ne In portant issue that has not been discussed
so far isthe choice ofthe stopping rule. T his requires
explicit consideration of payo between the cost of
further observation and that of less accurate esti-
m ation. The study was Initiated by M arks (1962)
who considered the problem as one of Bayesian se—
quential design w ith known and a two-point prior
for . Later, Freem an (1970) considered the prob—
lem , once again for known ,but wih a conjugate
prior for .In addition, he considered special cases
of one, two or three dose levels. For one dose level,
he Introduced the prior

o( oing) / exp (rp ( )) .

0s1o :

’ [+ exp( ( )0

This am ounts to a Beta(ry;ng 1y) prior for the
response probability at dose kevel , with prior

param eters 0< ry < ng.

W ih squared error loss plus cost and a uniform
prior, that is, rp = 1 and ng = 2, Freeman (1970)
considered the usualbackward Induction argum ent
to set up the necessary equations for nding the
Bayes stopping rule. T he stopping rule cannot be
found analytically, but Freem an provided the nu-—
m erical algorithm for nding the solution. He also



DESIGN ISSUES FOR GENERALIZED LINEAR MODELS 11

considered situationsw ith two orthreepossbledoses, problam fornom allinearm odelshasbeen discussed

but did not provide a generalalgorithm . T hus, w hat
is needed here is an approxin ation ofthe \optim al"
stopping rule. A Bayesian approach using dynam ic
program m Ing is hard to In plem ent in is full gen—
erality. It appears that a suiable approxin ation of
the Bayes stopping rule which retains at least the
asym ptotic optin ality ofthe reqular B ayes stopping
rule is the right approach toward solving this prob—
Jem .

5.3 M ulistage D esigns

In m ost practical situations, it is m ore realistic
to adopt a m ultistage design rather than a sequen-—
tial design, since continuous updating of the infer-
ential procedure w ith each new observation m ay not
be very feasble. W e discuss one such application as
considered in Storer (1989) in the context of Phase I
clinical trials. T hese trials are Intended to estin ate
them axinum tolerable dose M TD ) ofa new drug.
A Ythough a strict quantitative de nition of M TD
does not exist In clinical trials, very often the 33rd
percentile of the tolerance distribbution is taken to
de neMTD.

From a clinician’s perspective, an optin al design
isone n which the M TD is de ned by the dose at
w hich the trial stops. Storer (1989,1990) arguesthat
the design problem should be viewed instead as an
e clent way of generating sam pls, w herein the de—
sign and analysis are robust to the vagaries of pa—
tient treatm ent In a clinical setting. He rst intro-
duces four single-stage designs, and then proposes
tw o two-stage designs by combining som e of these
single-stage designs. T he details are available in the
two cited papers. Storer in plem ented his proposal
forM TD estin ation in a doseresgponse setting w ith
three logistic curves.

6. BAYESITAN DESIGN S

A pplication of Bayesian design theory to general-
ized linear m odels is a prom ising route to avoid the
design dependence problam . O ne approadh, as dis—
cussed In Section 3, isto design an experin ent fora

xed best guess of the param eters leading to a \lo—
cally optin al" (Chemo , 1953) design.Locally opti-
m aldesigns fornonlnearm odelswere rst suggested
in the sam inal paper by Box and Lucas (1959).As
suggested in Box and Lucas (1959), another natu-
ral approach to solve this problem is to express the
uncertainty in the param eters through a prior dis-
tribution on the param eters. T he Bayesian design

in Owen (1970), Brooks (1972, 1974, 1976, 1977),
Chaloner (1984), Pilz (1991) and D asG upta (1996).
Chaloner and Verdinelli (1995) present an excellent
overview of Bayesian design ideas and their appli-
cations. Atkinson and Haines (1996) discuss local
and Bayesian designs speci cally for nonlinear and
generalized linear m odels.

6.1 Bayesian D esign C riteria

T he Bayesian design criteria are often Integrated
versions of classical design optim ality criteria w here
the Integration is carried out with respect to the
prior distrdbution on [ isasinh (22)].M ost of
the Bayesian criterion functions are based on nor-
m al approxin ations to the posterior distribution of
the vector of param eters , as com putations involv—
ing the exact posterior distrdbution are often in—
tractable. Several such approxin ations to the pos-
terior are available Berger, 1985) and nnvolve ei-
ther the cbserved or the expected F isher inform a-
tion m atrix. The m ost comm on form of such nor-
m al approxin ation states that under standard reg-
ularity conditions, the posterior distribution of is
N (b;[nI(b; )]t ), Where b is the m axinum likeli-
hood estim ate M LE) of , and for any given design
measure , the expected F isher nform ation m atrix
isdenoted by I( ; ).W eshallassum g, asusual, that

with = % pi= 1. The prior distrbbution for is
used as the predictive distrbution of b and con-
sequently the Bayesian optin ality criteria can be
viewed as approxin ations to the expected posterior
utility functions under the prior distrioution p( ).
The rst criterion which is an analogue to the D —
optin ality criterion in classical optim ality theory is
given by

©.1) 1()=E [ogdetI(; )I:

M axin izing this function is equivalent to approxi-
m ately m axim izing the expected ncrease in the
Shannon nformm ation or m axim izing the expected
Kulback {Leblerdistance betw een the posteriorand
prior distrbutions (Lindly, 1956; D eG root, 1986;
Bemardo, 1979).

The next criterion is of Interest when the only
quantity to beestim ated isa function of ,sayh( ).
In such situations, the approxin ate asym ptotic vari-
ance oftheM LE ofh () is

cOH)Tm(; )1t e);
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where the ith element ofc( ) isci( )= @h( )=Q@ ;.
The Bayesian coptim ality criterion approxin ates
the posterior expected utility (assum ing a squared
error loss) under the priorp( ) as

62) ()= E fc()TI(; )1 c()g:

A s in the generalization from < to A -optin ality
in classical optim ality theory, if one is interested in
estin ating several functions of w ith possbly dif-
ferent weights attached to them and ifB ( ) is the
welghted average of the indiridual m atrices of the
form c( )c( )T, then the criterion to bem axin ized
is

6.3) 5()= E frB ()[I(; )] g:

The functionsc( ), B ( ) may not depend on  if
one is considering only lnear functions of

Since the Interpretation of the Bayesian alpha-
betic optin ality criteria, as approxin ations to ex—
pected utility, isbased on nom alapproxin ations to
the posterior, C lyde and C haloner (1996, 2002) sug—
gest several approaches to verify nom ality through
In posing constraints and discusshow to attain such
m ultiple design ob ectives In this context. O ther de—
sign criteria which can be rlhted to a Bayesian
perspective appear in T sutakawa (1972, 1980), Za—
cks (1977) and Pronzato and W alter (1987). How
well the Bayesian criteria actually approxin ate the
expected utility in sm all sam ples is not very well
known.Som e illustrations are presented In A tkinson
etal (1993),C Iyde (1993a) and Sun, T sutakaw a and
Lu (1996).D aw id and Sebastiani (1999) attem pt to
connect this type of criterion-based B ayesian design
to a purely decision-theoretic utility-based approach
to Bayesian experin ental design.

M uller and Pam igiani (1995) and M uller (1999)
suggest estin ating the exact posterior utility through
M arkov chain M onte Carlo M CM C) m ethods In—
stead of using analytical approxin ations to the pos—
terior distribution. T hey embed the integration and
m axin ization of the posterior utility function by
curve tting ofM onteC arlo sam ples.T hisisdoneby
simulating draw s from the pint param eter/sam ple
space and evaluating the observed utilities and then

tting a am ooth surface through the sin ulated points.

The tted surface acts as an estin ate to the ex—
pected utility surface and the optin al design can
then be found determ inistically by studying the ex—
trem a ofthis surface.Pam igianiand M uller (1995),
C Iyde, M uller and Pam igiani (1995) and Pamer
and Muller (1998) contain applications of these
sin ulation-based stochastic optin ization techniques.
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6.2 Bayesian O ptim ality and
Equivakence T heorem s

A 11 of the Bayesian criteria m entioned above are
concave over the space of all probability m easures
on the design space X . The equivalence theorem for
establishing optin ality ofa design for linearm odels
W hittle, 1973) has been extended to the nonlin-—
ear case by W hie (1973, 1975), Silvey (1980), Ford,
Torsney and W u (1992), Chalonerand Lamtz (1989)
and Chaloner (1993).

Let beany design m easure on X . Let the m ea—
sure putunimassat a point x2 X, and kt the
measure “be de ned as

%@ m +" Hr">o0:

Let I () and I ( ) denote the inform ation m atri-
ces corresponding to the design m easures and ,
respectively. T hen the inform ation m atrix or °is

I(9%=@a ™I ()+"I():

T he key quantiy in the equivalence theorem is the
directional derivative ofa criterion fiinction atthe
design  in the direction of , usually denoted by
d( ;x), and isde ned as

.1 0
d( ;jx)=Im [ fI (g

- £I ( )gl:
"#0

T he general equivalence theorem states that in or-
der for a design to be optim al, the directional
derivative function in the direction ofall singlepoint
design m easures has to be nonpositive, thus,

supd( ;x)= 0:

x2X

Tt also states that if is di erentiable, then at the
support points of the optin aldesign, the directional
derivative fiinction d( ;x) should vanish.The usual
approach to evaluate Bayesian optin al designs for
G LM s is through nding a candidate design by nu-
m erical optin ization of the criterion function.Veri-

cation of global optin ality is then done by study-—
ing the directional derivative function d( ;x) forthe
candidate design under consideration.

Example. Chalonerand Lamtz (1989) and Zhu
and W ong (2001) considerthe problem ofestim ating
quantiles in a doseregponse experin ent, relating the
dose kevelofa drug x to the probability ofa regponse
at level x, namely, (x).A popular m odel is the
sin ple logistic m odel as described in (5.6), nam ely,

(©4) bg( &)=(@1 ®)))= & ):
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Here, = ( ; )T and theF isher nfom ation m atrix
is
(s )= “t t® )
’ tk ) s+tx P 7
whepe wi= (&)@ ), t= Lipwy X=
£t ]illpiwixi and s= ]illpiwi(xi 2)2. T hen,

the B ayesian D -optin ality criterion asgiven in (6.1)
sin pli es to the fom

1()=E [og *tsl:

Recallthat theparam eter isthem edian e ective
dose ED 50) or median lthal dose (LD 50). If the
goalisestim ating ,c( )= (1;0) T doesnot depend
on the param eters. M ore generally, one m ay want
to estin ate the dose level x¢ at which the probabil-
ity of a response isa xed number, say, .C larly,
where = log[ =(1 )], and x is a
nonlinear function of the unknown param eters. In
this case, c( )= @; = 2)T does depend on the
param eters. T he B ayesian coptin ality criterion s
in (62)] orestin ating any percentilke of the logistic
response curve reduces to

6.5)

XO: + =

,()= E £ 2k+ ( ® )f

(6.6)

This can also be written as a special case of
A-optinality as in (63), with B ()= c( )c() T,
nam ely,

1 =2
_2 2_ 4 7

B()=B ()=
whereB ( ) isdenoted asB () In this case to re—

ect its dependence on the value of the constant
Ifone wants to estim ate ED 50 and ED 95 sin ultane-
ously with weight 0.5 each,then B ( )= 05B o ( )+
05B 5.044 () (ote that og0:95=@1 0:95)]= 2:944,
nplying OorED 95, = 2:944).

For the Bayesian D —and A -optin ality criteria, as
m entioned in (6.1) and (6.3), the directional deriva—
tive function, respectively, tums out to be

d( jx)=E RxfI(; )E(; )1' gl p;

d( ;x)=E [rfB ()I(; )1 " I(; )I(; )1t gl
+ 3(0);

where asde ned earlier is the m easure w ith unit

masson x 2 X .Bayesian coptin ality can be viewed
as a special case of A-optimaliy with B () =
c()c()'.

Forour logisticm odel (6 .4), the directional deriva—
tive finction w ith the ; criterion reduces to

d( ;x)=EFE fw &; )E'+ & x)?s'lg 2;

wherew x; )= &)1 (x)) . For estim ating any
percentike ofthe doseresponse curve, the directional
derivative fiinction corresponding to the , criterion
for coptim ality s In (62)] reduces to

d( ;x)=E fw (x; )( st) ?
+ER xR ,():

Chaloner (1987) and Chaloner and Lamtz (1988,
1989) developed the use of such B ayesian design cri-
teria. T he general equivalence theorem forthese cri-
teria can be derived under suiable regularity
conditions (Chaloner and Lamtz, 1989; Chaloner,
1993; see also Lauter, 1974, 1976; Dubov, 1977).
T he directional derivative d( ;x) is evaluated over
the range of possible values of x to check the global
optin ality of a candidate design.

)+ sFg+

6.3 Binary Regponse M odels

T he Bayesian design literature outside the nom al
linear m odel is vastly restricted to binary response
m odels. T sutakawa (1972, 1980), Owen (1975) and
Zacks (1977) allhave considered optin aldesign prob—
lem s or binary response m odels from a Bayesian
perspective. M any of these designs are restricted to
equally spaced points with equal welghts at each
point. Chaloner and Lamtz (1989) investigate the
Bayesian D -optin ality and A -optin ality criteria w ith
several choices of B () In the context of a binary
response logistic regression m odelw ith a single de—
sign variable x .A s illustrated in the above exam ple,
Chaloner and Lamtz (1989) consider the problem
of nding ED 50 and ED 95, and of estin ating the
valie of x at which the succoess probability equals

w ith having a uniform distroution on [0;1].
The last problem is de ned as average percentile
regoonse point estin ation. T he optin al designs are
obtained through in plem enting the sin plex algo—
rithm ofNelder and M ead (1965).They assum e In—
dependent uniform priors on the param eters and
evaluate the expectation over the prior distribution
through num erical integration routines. T hey notice
that the number of support points of the optim al
design grow s as the support of the prior becom es
w ider and the designs in general are not equispaced
and not supported w ith equal weights. Sm ith and
Ridout (1998) extend the com putational algorithm
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Table 1
Bayesian optim aldesigns for the dose—response m odel in (6.4) with optim ality criterion being the average log determ inant s
given in (6.5)]

C riterion N um ber

P rior on P rior on value ofdoses (n) D esign points W eights

Ul 2;2] U [1;5] 435 8 1:952; 1289; 0:{762; 0257; 0:119;0:124;0:126;0:132;
0:257;0:762;1289;1:952 0:132;0:126;0:124;0:119

Ul 2;2] U ;4] 435 8 1:906; 1:093; 0:488; O:OOOa, 0:132;0:156;0:149;0:064;
0:000%;0:488;1:093;1:906 0:064;0:149;0:156;0:132

Ul 2;2] U R:9;3:1] 436 6 1:882; 0:2965; 0287; 0:140;0:190;0:170;
0:287;0:965;1:882 0:170;0:190;0:140

U[ 05;05] U [1;5] 343 3 0:661;0:0;0:661 0:389;0222;0:389

U[ 0:5;0:5] U ;4] 327 3 0:581;0:0;0:581 0:457;0:087;0:457

U[ 05;05] U R:9;3:1] 321 2 0:546;0:546 05;05

U[ 0d;0d] U [1;5] 328 2 0:499;0:499 05;05

U[ 0:4;04] U 2;4] 3.07 2 0:512;0:512 05;05

U[ 0d;0:1] U R9;3:1] 3.00 2 0:516;0:516 0:5;0:5

0 3 2.99 2 0:515;0:515 05;05

4T he rounded-o value 0.000 is exactly evaliated as 0.0003.

of Chaloner and Lamtz (1988) to nd locally and
Bayesian optim al designs for binary response m od-
elsw ith a w ide range of Iink functions and uniform ,
beta or bivariate nom al prior distributions on the
param eters.

T here isw ide Interest In thebinary responsem odel
in the context of doseresponse bicassays. M arkus
et al. (1995) consider a Bayesian approach to nd a
design which m Inin izes the expected m ean-squared
error of an estim ate of ED 50 w ith respect to the
pint prior distribution on the param eters of the re—
soonse distribbution. Sun, T sutakawa and Lu (1996)

reifterate that approxin ation of the expected util-
iy function, using the usual Bayesian design cri-
teria, can be poor, and they introduce a penalized
risk criterion for Bayes optim al design. T hey illis—
trate that the chance of having an extrem e poste-
rior variance could be avoided by sacri cing a an all
am ount ofposterior risk by adding the penaly tem .
Kuo, Soyer and W ang (1999) use a nonparam et-
ric Bayesian approach assum ing a D irichlet process
prior on the quantal response curve. They adopt
the sinulation-based curve tting ideas of M uller
and Pam igiani (1995) to reduce com putationaltin e

Table 2
Bayesian optim aldesigns for the dose—response m odelin (6.4) when the variance of the estim ate of ED 95 is considered as

the optim ality criterion [as given in (6.6) with

= 2:944 corresponding to ED 95]

C riterion N um ber

P rior on P rior on value ofdoses (n) D esign points W eights

Ul 2;2] U [1;5] 939 8 2:A401; 1:484; 0:959; 0#4le; 0:015;0:040;0:086;0:118;
0:129;0:693;1:305;2230 0:123;0:125;0:127;0:366

Ul 2;2] U ;4] 6.58 6 1:514; 0:905; 0:300; 0:034;0:113;0:187;
0:359;1:085;2:096 0:199;0:190;0277

Ul 2;2] U R:9;3:1] 6.09 6 1:458; 0=852; 0327, 0:042;0:116;0:173,
0274;1:031;2:079 0:197;0210;0262

U[ 05;05] U [1;5] 6.72 4 1:550; 0:001;0:641;1282 0:189;0:083;0:178;0:551

Ul 0:5;05] U R;4] 352 3 0:898; 0:028;0:938 0:083;0:134;0:783

U[ 05;05] U R:9;3:1] 296 2 0:127;0:912 0:138;0:862

U[ 0d;0:1] U [1;5] 5.98 3 1:631;0:487;1:159 0:226;0:190;0:585

U[ 0d;0:1] U ;4] 2.80 2 0:938;0:780 0:164;0:836

U[ 0:4;0d] U R:9;3:1] 225 2 0:759;0:794 0:102;0:898

0 3 219 2 0:800;0:800 0:093;0:907
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appreciably. C Iyde, M uller and Pam igiani (1995)
and Floumoy (1993) also use the logistic regres—
sion m odeland present B ayesian design and analysis
strategies for two very Interesting applications.

Zhu, Ahn and W ong (1998) and Zhu and W ong
(2001) consider the optin aldesign problem for esti-
m ating severalpercentiles forthe logisticm odelw ith
di erent weights on each of them (the weights de—
pending on the degree of interest the experin enter
has in estin ating each percentilke). They use amul-
tiple ob pctive criterion which is a convex com bina-
tion of ndividualcb pctive criteria. T hey m odify the
logit-design software of Chaloner and Lamtz (1989)
to optin ize this com pound criterion. Zhu and W ong
(2001) com pare the Bayes optin al designs w ith se—
quential designs proposed by R osenberger and G rill
(1997) forestin ating the quartiles ofa doseresgponse
curve.Zhu and W ong (2001) note that the sequential
design, based on a generalized Polya um m odel, is
com parable to the B ayes optin aldesign .W hen com —
pared to the locally com pound optin al designs In
Zhu and W ong (2001), it was noted, as anticipated,
that the Bayesian design perfomm s better than the
locally optin al design, if the speci ed param eters
are far from the true param eters. Berry and Frist-
edt (1985), Berry and Pearson (1985), Pam igiani
(1993) and Pam igiani and Berry (1994) exam ine
several clinical design problem susing B ayesian ideas
not lim ied to jist doseresponse studies.

Example 1. Using the program by Sm ith and
Ridout (1998), we evaluated the Bayesian optim al
designs for several choices of prior and criterion
functions in the context of the doseresponse m odel
mentioned n (6.4).W e assum ed that there is som e
prior know ledge on the range of and the sign of ,
w hich isoften realistic.W e arbitrarily chose the best
guessof tobeOandof tobe3and assumed uni-
form priorsofdi erent spreadsaround these centers.
Tabl 1 contains optin al designs for several choices
of priors when one uses the Bayesian D -optin ality
criterion asgiven in (6.5).Tabl 2 contains the opti-
m aldesignsw hen one usesthe B ayesian c-optim ality
criterion form Inin izing the variance ofthe estin ate
of the 95th percentile of the logistic response curve.
The explict formula for this variance is given in
66) with = log(095=(1 0:295))= 2944 for es—
tin ating ED 95.

T he program optin izes the design criterion under
consideration fora xed value of n, the number of
doses. The user has to vary n m anually. Then one
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chooses the design which optin izes the criterion un—
der consideration for the sm allest num ber of doses.
T he global optim ality of the design is then checked

by evaluating the directional derivative d( ;x) over
allpossblvaliesofx.T he resultsare f2irly clar, as
noted In Chaloner and Lamtz (1989); aswe Increase
the soread of the prior distrdbution, the num ber of
support points ofthe optin aldesign increases.W ith

decreasing variability in the prior distrbbution, the
designs becom e closer to the locally optin al design

for = 0and = 3.W hik fortheD -optim ality cri-
terion the optin aldesigns in Tabl 1 are sym m etric
about 0, for the c-optin ality criterion for estim ating

ED 95, the designs in Tabl 2 are asym m etric, tend—
ng to put more weight toward larger doses. O ne
also notes that the designs for a given prioron are
robust w ith respect to the choice of prioron , but
the converse is not true. T he optim aldesigns change
quite appreciably asthe uncertainty in the prior in—
form ation on  changes.W e also experim ented w ith

independent nom alpriors and essentially noted the
sam e basic pattems. The results are not inclided

here.

6.4 Exact Resuls

Chaloner (1993) characterizes the ;-optin alde—
signs for priors w ith two support points for logis-
tic regression m odels w ith a known slope. She also
provides su cient conditions for a onepoint design
to be optin al under both local optim ality and a
Bayesian criterion w ith a nondegenerate prior dis-
trbbution for a general nonlinear m odel. A s antic—
pated, the conditions basically reduce to the sup-—
port of the prior being su ciently sm all. D ette and
N eugebauer (1996) provide a su cient condition for
the existence ofa B ayesian optin alone-point design
for oneparam eter nonlnear m odels In tem s of the
shape of the prior density. Haines (1995) presents
an elegant geom etric explanation ofthese resuls for
priors w ith two support points. D ette and Sperlich
(1994) and M ukhopadhyay and Haines (1995) con—
sider exponentialgrow th m odelsw ith one param eter
and derive analytical expressions for the w eights and
design points for the optin al Bayesian design. For
m ore than one param eter and a dispersed prior dis—
tribution, analytical results are extram ely hard to
obtain and num erical optin izations are so far the
only route.

Sebastianiand Settim i (1997) use the equivalence
theorem to establish the localD -optim ality ofa two—
point design suggested by Ford, Torsney and W u
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(1992) for a sin ple logistic m odel w ith design re—
gion bounded at one end. T hey also suggest an e —
cient approxin ation to the D -optin aldesignsw hich
requires less precise know ledge of the m odel param —
eters.

M atthew s (1999) considered Bayesian designs for
the logistic m odelw ith one qualitative factorat 1
and derived closed—-form expressions for the weights
and support points which m inin ize the asym ptotic
variance of the M LE of the log-odds ratio. He also
studied the e ect ofprior speci cation on the design
and noticed that asuncertainty on the log-odds ratio
increases, the design becom es m ore unbalanced.

6.5 M ore Than One Exphnatory Variabk

Atkinson et al. (1995) consider a doseresponse
experin ent when them ale and fem ale insects under
study react di erently and considered the m odel

Iog( x;z)=(1 x;z))= + x+ z;

where (x;z) istheprobability ofdeath ofthe insect
atdose levelx and z is0 form alesand 1 for fam ales.
A ssum ing the proportion ofm ales and fam ales to be
equal, they illustrate that the larger the separation
between the two groups, the larger is the cardinal-
ity of the support for the locally D -optim al design.
T hey also consider a B ayesian version of this design
problem by In posing a trivariate nom al distribu—
tion on the three param eters and notice that the
design is robust w ith respect to uncertainty In the
param eters for this problem . T he paper also consid—
ers designs for estim ating ED 95 for the two groups
separately as well as the two groups com bined to-—
gether.

Sitter and Torsney (1995) consider locally D -op—
tin al designs when the m odel contains two quan-—
titative variables. Burridge and Sebastiani (1992)
consider a generalized linear model w ith two de—
sign variables and a linear predictor of the fom

= x1+ X and obtain locally D -optin aldesigns.
Burridge and Sebastiani (1994) obtain D -optin al
designs for a generalized linear m odel when obser—
vations have variance proportional to the square of
the mean. They do allow for any num ber of possi-
ble predictors. H owever, their results are restricted
to the case of power link functions. T hey establish
that under certain conditions on the param eters ofa
m odel, the traditional change \one factor at a tin "
designs are D -optin al. T hey also conduct a num er-
ical study to com pare the e ciency of classical fac—
torial designs to the optin alones and suggest som e
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e clent com prom ise designs. Sebastianiand Settin i
(1998) obtain D -optin aldesigns for a variety ofnon—
linearm odelsw ith an arbitrary num ber of covariates
under certain conditions on the F isher inform ation
m atrix.

In a more recent article by Sm ith and R idout
(2003), optin al Bayesian designs are obtained for
biocassays involving two parallel doseresponse rela—
tionships where the m ain interest is In estim ating
the relative potency ofa test drug or test substance.
They consider a m odel for the probability of a re—
Soonse as

6.7) x;2)=F (+ & z));

where z is 0 or 1 representing the two substances
(called the standard and test substance, resp.) and
F ! isa link function. The param eter  is the rel
ative log potency of the test substance com pared
to the standard substance. Sm ih and R idout con-
sider local and Bayesian D -optin al designs as well
asthe D g-optin aldesign which is appropriate w hen
Interest ismainly in a subset of param eters (ere

and ),theothers here )beingoonsidered asnui-
sance param eters. T he designs are obtained num er-
ically and optim ality is veri ed by using the corre—
soonding directionalderivative function. T hism odel
containsone quantitative and one qualitative predic—
tor w ith no interaction, and as discussed in Chap-
ter 13 of Atkinson and D onev (1992), the IocalD —
optin al designs for the two substances (z= 0 and
z= 1) are identical. T he num ber of support points
for each substance is also the sam e as for the cor-
regponding local D -optin al design wih a single—
substance experin ent.

To illustrate the proposed designs, Sm ith and
Ridout (2003) use a data set from A shton (1972,
page 59) which provides the number of Chrysan—
them um aphids killed out of the number tested at
di erent doses of two substances. O ne can m odel
the regponse probability asgiven in (6.7)]asa func-
tion ofx = log (dose) and z = factor representing the
two substances. Sm ith and R idout (2003) nvesti-
gate the problem of nding optin al designs under
various link fiinctions, optin ality criteria and prior
choices. Since there are still very few ilustrations of
Bayesian optin aldesign in the m ultiparam eter sit—
uation, this num erical exam ple is interesting in is
own right.

Sm ith and R idout (2005) apply theirwork on m ul-
tiparam eter doseresponse problems to obtain
B ayesian optin aldesign in a threeparam eterbinary
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doseregponsem odelw ith controlm ortality as a pa—
ram eter. In m any bioassays where the response is
often death, death m ay som etin es occur due to nat—
uralcauses ofm ortality unrelated to the stim ulus. In
such Instances, the occurrence of response is due to
naturalm ortality or controlm ortality. T he m odel,
Including controlm ortality in a doseregoonse sstup,
as considered In Sm ith and R idout (2005), is

EFL & )

The control m ortality param eter is treated as a
nuisance param eter and a w ide range of prior distri-
butions and criteria is investigated.

A general treatm ent of Bayesian optim al designs
w ith any num ber of explanatory variables seam s to
be in order. The com putations get much m ore In—
volved w ith an Increase In the num ber of param eters
as Integration and optin ization need to be carried
out In a higherdin ensional space. T he sin ulation-
based m ethods proposed In M uller (1999) m ay be
of particular in portance In these high-din ensional
problam s.

6.6 M iscellaneous Issues In B ayesian D esign

M ulbdresponse m odels. D raper and Hunter (1967)

considerm ultiresponse experin ents in nonlinear prob—

lem s and adopt locally optin al or sequential design
as their design strategy. Very little work has been
done for multiresponse experin ents for GLM s us—
ing Bayesian design ideas. H atzis and Lamtz (1992)
consider a nonlinear m ultiresponse m odel w ith the
probability distribution for the responses given by a
Poisson random process. They oonsider locally
D -optin al designs which m inin ize the generalized
variance (volum e of the con dence ellipsoid) of the
estim ated param eters for given speci c values ofthe
param eters. T hey also discuss the case when only a
subset of the param eters is of interest, leading to
the localD g-optin ality criterion. T hey use a gener—
alized sin ulated annealing algorithm along w ith the
Nelderand M ead (1965) sin plex algorithm .0 btain—
ing Bayesian optin al designs for nonlnear m ulire-
soonse m odels will certainly pose som e com puta—
tional challenges as num erical integration needs to
be carried out in a higherdin ensional space. H eise
and M yers (1996) provides m ethods for producing
D -optin al designs for bivariate logistic regression
m odels. Zoocchiand Atkinson (1999) usesD -optin al
design theory to obtain designs for m ultinom ial lo—
gistic regression m odels.

Sequential Bayesian designs. R idout (1995) con-
sidersa lim iting dilution m odelforabinary response
In a seed testing experin ent. Suppose that n sam —

contains x; seeds and yields a binary response vari-
abl yi, where y; = 0 if the sam ple is free of Infec—
tion and y;= 1 otherwise.Let ;= P (ith samplk is
free of nfection) and = the proportion of nfected
seeds in the population. Then the lm iting dilution
modelisy; Bemoulli( ;) with ;=1 ( ¥,

intem sof = logf log(l )g and the design cri-
terion is based on expectations of functions of the
Fisher mform ation for with respect to som e uni-
form prior. Single-stage and three-stage designs are
developed and com pared when the sam ple sizes are
restricted to an allnum bers. T he three-stage designs
are found tobem uch m oree cient than single-stage
designs. T his is an interesting exam ple ofm ultistage
sequential Bayesian design for oneparam eter non—
Iinear problem sw here the sam ple size is constrained
tobe an allLM ehrabiand M atthew s (1998) also con—
sider the problem of in plem enting Bayesian opti-
m al designs for lim iting dilution assay m odels. Za-—
cks (1977) proposes tw o-stage B ayesian designs fora
sin iflarproblem .Freem an (1970),O0wen (1975),Kuo
(1983) and Berry and Fristedt (1985) have also done
work in the sequentialdom ain.

N um ber of support points. In classical design the-
ory, an upperbound on the num berofsupport points
foran optin aldesign isusually cbtained by lnvoking
C aratheodory’s theorem , as the inform ation m atrix
depends on a nite number of m om ents of the de-
signm easure .ForD -optin aliy, the optin aldesign
typically has as m any support points as the num -
ber ofunknown param eters in them odelw ith equal
weightsat each point (Silvey, 1980; P ukelshein ,1993).
This property helps to obtain the optim al design
analytically but has the drawback that there is not
a su cient number of support points to allow for
any goodness of t checking. This type of upper
bound resul applies to local optin ality criteria and
Bayesian optim ality criteria for linear m odels. For
nonlinear m odels w ith a continuous prior distrbbu-—
tion there is no such bound availabl. The space
of possbl Fisher nform ation m atrices is now in—

nite dim ensionaland C aratheodory’s theorem can-
not be invoked. For m ost concave optim ality crite—
ria, if the prior distrbution has k support points,
then there exists a Bayesian optin al design which
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is supported on at most kP®* V=2 di erent points
D ette and N eugebauer, 1996), where p is the num -
ber of param eters, but no such bounds are avaik-
abl for a continuous prior distrbution. C haloner
and Lamtz (1989) rst illustrated how the number
of support points of the optin al design changes as
the prior becom es m ore digpersed. This is an ad-
vantage of the B ayesian design as i allow s for pos—
sble m odel checking w ith the observed data. How

to ncorporate m odel uncertainty in the paradigm

ram ains an In portant unresolved issue (Steinbery,
1985; D uM ouchel and Jones, 1994).

Sensitivity to prior speci cation. R obustnessofthe
design to the prior distribution is a desirable prop—
erty. DasGupta and Studden (1991), D asGupta,
M ukhopadhyay and Studden (1992) and Tom an and
Gastw irth (1993, 1994) developed a fram ework for
robust experim ental design In a linearm odel setup.
E ortsto propose robust B ayesian experin entalde—
signs for nonlinear m odels and generalized linear
m odels are needed.

P rior for inference. T sutakawa (1972) arguesthat
when Bayesian inference is considered appropriate,
it m ay be desirable to use two sgparate priors, one
for constructing designs and the other for subse-
quent Inference. M any practitioners believe In In—
corporating prior nform ation for constructing de—
signs, but carry out the analysis through m axin um
likelihood or other frequentist procedures. U sing a
design prior w ith am all variability and an nference
prior wih an in ated variance, as recom m ended in
T sutkawaka (1972), raises philosophical issues for
discussion . Etzioniand K adane (1993) and Lindlkey
and Singpurwalla (1991) address this dichotom y of
using nfom ative priors or design and noninform a-
tive priors for the subsequent statistical analysis.

Statistical sofftware. F inding optin alB ayesian de—
signs for m ultiparam eter nonlinear problem sw ith a
di usepriordistribution isanalytically very di cult
and can only be obtained num erically. C haloner and
Lamtz (1988) m ade the 1rste ort in this direction.
T hey introduced FORTRAN 77 program s for obtain—
ing Bayesian optin al designs for logistic regression
w ith a single explanatory variable. Sm ih and R id-
out (1998) introduced an enhanced version of their
program called DESIGNV 1, which provides a w ider
range of link functions (ot only logistic) as con—
sidered In Ford, Torsney and W u (1992) along w ith
a greater ensam ble of prior distrbutions and opti-
m ality criteria. The program SING LE by Spears,
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Brown and Atkinson (1997), available in StatLi,
also o ersthe logistic and log{log link finctionsw ith
various choices of priors and an autom ated proce-
dure to determ Ine the number of support points.
Sm ith and R idout (2003) extended their softw are to
DESIGNV 2 to accom m odate two explanatory vari-
ables, one quantitative, the other dichotom ous. A 11
these program s use the Nelder{M ead (1965) opti-
m ization algorithm . The expectation over a prior
distribution is com puted by som e num erical quadra—
ture omulae (Usually G auss{Legendre or G auss{
Hem ite quadrature).

A exible design software developed by C lyde
(1993b) isbuiltw ithin XLISP-STAT (T iemey, 1990).
This allow s evaluation of exact and approxim ate
Bayesian optin al designs for linear and nonlinear
m odels. Locally optim al designs and non-B ayesian
optin al designs for lnear m odels can also be ob—
tained as gpecial cases of Bayesian designs. T his re—
quiresthe NPSOL FORTRAN Ilbrary ofGillet al.
(1986) to be installed In the system . T he sim ulation—
based ideas for obtaining optin al designs M uller,
1999) can alsobe in plam ented through X LISP-STAT .

T heuse ofB ayesian design dependsgreatly on up—
dating and m aintaining the existing program s and
m aking them known to practitioners, In addition to
Including sin ilar sofiware in other standard statis-
tical softw are packages.

7. DESIGN COM PARISONS USING
QUANTILE DISPERSION GRAPHS

A fourth approach to the design dependence prob—
Jlem was recently Introduced by R obinson and K huri
(2003) . T heir approach isbased on studying the dis-
tribution of the m ean-squared error of prediction
M SEP) In (3.7) throughout the experin ental re—
gion R .For a given design D, ket Qp ; ; ) de
note the pth quantile of the distribbution of M SEP
on R ,where R represents the surface of a region
obtained by shrinking the experin ental region R us—
ing a shrinkage factor , and  is the param eter
vector In the linear predictor in (22).By varying
we can cover the entire region R . In order to assess
the problem ofunknown , a param eter space C to
which  is assum ed to belong is speci ed. Subse—
quently, them nimum and maxinum ofQp (; ; )
over C are obtained.W e therefore get the extrem a

QP * (5 )=m2afoQD ©; 7 )g;

_1 .
71 0p ™ (o5 )=m2jC1;1fQD ©; ; )a:
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P btting QT (p; ) and Q0 ¥ (p; ) against p resuls
in the socalled quantile dispersion graphs @QDG s)
oftheM SEP.A desirabl feature ofa design D isto
have close and sm all values of Q7 ** and Q) n Gver
therangeofp 0 p 1).SmallvaluesofQp ** in—
dicate an allM SEP values on R , and the closeness
of Q7 % and QF 1 ihdicates robustmess to changes
in the values of that is Induced by the design D .
The QDG s provide a com prehensive assesan ent of
the prediction capability of D and can therefore be
conveniently utilized to com pare two candidate de—
signs by com paring their graphicalpro ls.
The QDG approach has several advantages:

(1) The design’s perform ance can be evaluated
throughout the experim ental region. Standard
design optin ality criteria base their evaluation
of a design on a single measure, such as D —
e ciency, but do not consider the quality ofpre—
diction nsideR .

E stin ation bias is taken into consideration in
the com parison of designs.

The QDG s provide a clear depiction of the de-
pendence ofa design on the unknow n param eter
vector .D esigns can therefore be easily com —
pared w ith regard to robustness.

T he use of the quantile plots ofthe M SEP per—
m its the com parison of designs for G LM s w ith
several control variables.

7.1 Logistic Regression M odels

Rcobinson and K huri 2003) applied the QDG ap—
proach to com paring designs for logistic regression
m odels of the form

1
®X)= —————7

(12 l+ef’ ®

where ff (x) de nes the linear predictor in (22)
and (x) istheprobability of successat x = (X1;X5;
:::;xk)o, thus )= (x). Robinson and Khuri
showed that, n this case, (3.7) takes the form

M SE b (x)]
= ‘)l @FFf @ TW X) T fK)
+f L @ KW X)) xTw
+1 ®L &Il 2 )]

Feoyx™nw x) ' fx)d;

whereW isthesameasin B4)withwy=m, , (1
wryu=1;2;::5;n,and dsann 1 vector whose

uthelementisz,, ( 4w 0:5),where z,, istheuth di-
agonalelement of z = X X TW X ) !XT .Here, my
denotes the num ber of experin ental units tested at
the uth expermm ental run, and  is the value of
(%) at x,, the vector of design settings at the uth
experimentalrun (= 1;2;:::;n).
R obinson and K huriconsidered quantiles ofa scaled
version ofM SE b (x)], nam ely,
(713)

SM SE b x)]= )]M SE b x)];

x) I
whereN = [_,m,.Fomula (7.1) can then be ap—-
pliedwih Qp (; ; ) now denoting thepth quantilke
of SM SE b x)] on the surface of R . Two num eri-
calexam ples were presented In R obinson and K huri
(2003) to illustrate the application ofthe QD G ap-—
proach to com paring designs for logistic regression
m odels. T he ollow Ing exam ple provides another it
lustration of this approach In the case of logistic
regression .

Example 2. Siter (1992) proposed a m Inin ax
procedure to obtain designs for the logistic regres—
sion m odel (72), where

flx) = & )

T hism odelisthe sam eastheonegiven in (5.6).T he
designs proposed by Sitter are intended to be robust
to poor initial estim ates of and . The num eri-
calexam ple used by Sitter concems sport shing in
British Columbia, C anada, where x is the am ount
of ncreased shing cost. The binary response des—
ignates shing or not shing for a given x. Thus

(%) is the probability ofwanting to sh for a given
increase In  shing cost.

U sing the D -optim ality criterion, Sitter com pared
a locally D -optin al design against his m inin ax
D -optin aldesign.The rst design wasbased on the
iniialestinates o= 40, o= 0:90 or and ,and
consisted of two points, nam ely, x = 3828;41:72,
w ith equal allocation to the points. For the second
design, Sitter assum ed the param eter space C :33
47, 050 125. A coordingly, the m inim ax
D -optin aldesign produced by Sitter entailed equal
allocation to thepoints, x = 31:72;34:48;3724;40:00;
42:76;45:52;4828. This design was to be robust
over C .
TheQDG approach was used to com pare Sitter's
tw o designs. T he sam e param eter space, C , was con—
sidered. T he experin ental region investigated was
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R :30 x 50, and the two designs consisted of 70
runs each w ih equalweights at the design points.

The scaled mean-squared error of prediction
(SM SEP) is given In (73). For selected values of
(; )InC,valuesofSM SEP are calculated through-
out the region R oreach design.Them axinum and
m inimum quantiles (over C ) of the distribution of
SM SEP on R are then obtamned as in (7.1). Since
in this exam ple there is only one control variable,
no shrinkage of the region R is necessary. T he com —
bined QD G s orthe two designs are shown In F igure
1.W e note that the dispersion in the quantilke val
ues for the m nin ax D -optin al design is less than
that forthe locally D -optim aldesign. T his indicates
m ore robustness of the form er design to changes In
the param eter values. This is consistent w ith the
conclusion arrived at by Sitter that \form ost of the
region, them inim ax D -optin aldesign perform sbet-
ter than the locally D -optin aldesign."

8. CONCLUSDN

T he research on designs for generalized linearm od—
els is still very much in its developm ental stage.
Not much work has been accom plished either In
term s of theory or in term s of com putationalm eth-
ods to evaluate the optin al design when the di-
m ension of the design space is high. T he situations
w here one has several covariates (control variables)
orm ultiple responses corresponding to each sub fct
dem and extensive work to evaluate \optim al" or at
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least e cient designs. The curve tting approach
of M uller and Pam igiani (1995) m ay be one direc—
tion to pursue in higherdim ensional design prob-
lem s. Finding robust and e cient designs in high-
din ensional problem s w ill involve form idable com —
putational challenges and e cient search algorithm s
need to be developed.

T he stochastic approxin ation literature, as dis—
cussed in Section 5, dwells prim arily on the develop—
m ent ofalgorithm s for the selection ofdesign points.
Sin ilar ideas can be brought into case-control stud-—
ies where the prin e cb fctive is to study the associ-
ation between a disease (say, ung cancer) and som e
exposure variables (such as sn oking, residence near
a hazardous waste site, etc.). C lassical case-control
studies are carried out by sam pling separately from
the case (personsa ected w ith the disease) and con—
trol (personsw ithout the disease) populations, w ith
the two sam ple sizesbeing xed and often arbirary.
Chen (2000) proposed a sequential sam pling proce—
dure which rem oves this arbitrariness. Speci cally,
he proposed a sam pling rule based on all the ac—
cum ulated data, which m andates whether the next
observation (if any) should be drawn from a case or
a control population. He showed also certain opti-
m ality of his proposed sam pling rule.

However, lke much of the stochastic approxin a—
tion literature, Chen touched very brie y on the
choice of a stopping rule, but w ithout any optin al-
ity properties associated w ith it. It appears that a
Bayes stopping rule or som e approxin ation thereof

P
® P
’r‘

o
w w
g —— Minimax D-Optimal
o ---- D-Optimal
I5)
a3 o«
=
©
=)
o

o

o

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
p
Fig.1l. Combined QDG s for the m inim ax D -optim al and D -optim al designs.
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can be introduced along w ith Chen’s sam pling rule
so that the issues of optim al stopping and choice of
designs can be addressed sim ultaneously.

T he use of the quantile dispersion graphs (of the
m ean-squared error of prediction) provides a con—
venient technique for evaluating and com paring de—
signs for generalized linearm odels. T hem ain advan—
tages of these graphs are their applicability In ex—
perin ental situations nvolring several control vari-
ables, theirusefiilness in assessing the quality ofpre—
diction associated with a given design throughout
the experin ental region, and their depiction of the
design’s dependence on the param eters of the t—
ted m odel. T here are still several other issues that
need to be resolved. For exam ple, the e ects ofm is—
goeci cation of the link function and/or the parent
distribution of the data on the shape of the quan-
tile plots of the quantilk digpersion graph approach
need to be Investigated. In addition, i would be of
Interest to explore the design dependence problem in
m ultiresponse situations nvolring several response
variables that m ay be correlated. T hem ultiresponse
design problem in a traditional linear m odel setup
was discussed by W iesinha and Khuri (1987a, b).
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