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Abstract. G eneralized linearm odels(G LM s)havebeen used quiteef-

fectively in the m odeling ofa m ean response undernonstandard con-

ditions,wherediscrete aswellascontinuousdata distributionscan be

accom m odated.The choice ofdesign for a G LM is a very im portant

task in the developm entand building ofan adequate m odel.However,

one m ajorproblem thathandicapsthe construction ofa G LM design

isitsdependenceon theunknown param etersofthe�tted m odel.Sev-

eralapproaches have been proposed in the past25 years to solve this

problem .These approaches,however,have provided only partialsolu-

tionsthatapply in only som especialcases,and theproblem ,in general,

rem ainslargely unresolved.Thepurposeofthisarticleistofocusatten-

tion on the aforem entioned dependenceproblem .W e provide a survey

ofvarious existing techniques dealing with the dependence problem .

Thissurvey includesdiscussionsconcerning locally optim aldesigns,se-

quentialdesigns,Bayesian designs and the quantile dispersion graph

approach forcom paring designsforG LM s.

Key words and phrases: Bayesian design,dependence on unknown

param eters,locally optim aldesign,logisticregression,responsesurface

m ethodology,quantaldispersion graphs,sequentialdesign.

1. IN TRO D UCTIO N

In m any experim entalsituations,them odeling of

a responseofinterestiscarried outusing regression
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techniques.Theprecision ofestim atingtheunknown

param etersofa given m odeldependsto a large ex-

tenton thedesign used in theexperim ent.By design

ism eantthespeci�cation ofthelevelsofthefactors

(controlvariables)thatinuencethe response.

The tools needed for the adequate selection ofa

design and the subsequent�tting and evaluation of

the m odel,using the data generated by the design,

have been developed in an area ofexperim entalde-

sign known asresponsesurfacem ethodology(RSM ).

This area was initially developed for the purpose

ofdeterm ining optim um operating conditionsin the

chem icalindustry.Itisnow used in avariety of�elds

and applications,not only in the physicaland en-

gineering sciences,but also in the biological,clini-

cal,and socialsciences.Thearticleby M yers,K huri

and Carter(1989)providesa broad review ofRSM

(seealso M yers,1999).In addition,thethreebooks

by Box and Draper(1987),M yersand M ontgom ery

(1995)and K huriand Cornell(1996)givea com pre-

hensive coverage ofthe various techniques used in

RSM .
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M ost design m ethods for RSM m odels in the

presentstatisticalliterature were developed around

agricultural,industrialand laboratory experim ents.

Thesedesignsarebased on thestandard generallin-

ear m odelwhere the responses are assum ed to be

continuous(quite often,norm ally distributed)with

uncorrelated errorsand hom ogeneousvariances.How-

ever,clinicalor epidem iologicaldata,for exam ple,

quite frequently do not satisfy these assum ptions.

For exam ple, data which consist prim arily of hu-

m an responsestend to bem ore variable than isex-

pected underthe assum ption ofhom ogeneousvari-

ances.Thereism uch lesscontroloverdata collected

in aclinicalsettingthan overdataobserved in alab-

oratory oran industrialsetting.Furtherm ore,m ost

biologicaldata are correlated due to particular ge-

netic relationships.There are also m any situations

in which clinicalexperim entstend to yield discrete

data.Dose-response experim ents are one good ex-

am plewheretheresponsesarebinary in m ostcases.

Furtherm ore,severalresponsesm ay beobserved for

the sam e patient.For exam ple,in addition to the

standard binary responseofsuccessorfailure,som e

m easure ofside e�ects ofthe treatm ent m ay be of

im portance.Sinceresponsesare m easured from the

sam esubject,theywillbecorrelated,and hencecon-

sidering each response to be independentofothers

m ay lead to erroneousinferences.

Dueto thenatureofthedata asdescribed above,

doing statisticalanalysisofthedata using standard

linear m odels will be inadequate. For such data,

generalized linear m odels (G LM s) would be m ore

appropriate.The latter m odels have proved to be

very e�ectivein severalareasofapplication.Forex-

am ple,in biologicalassays,reliability and survival

analysis and a variety ofapplied biom edical�elds,

G LM shavebeen used fordrawingstatisticalconclu-

sions from acquired data sets.In m ulticenter clini-

caltrials,estim atesofindividualhospitaltreatm ent

e�ects are obtained by using G LM s (see Lee and

Nelder,2002).In entom ology,G LM sare utilized to

relate changes in insect behavior to changes in the

chem icalcom position ofa plant extract (Hern and

Dorn,2001).Diazetal.(2002)adopted som eG LM s

in ordertostudythespatialpattern ofan im portant

treespecies.In clim atology,G LM sareused tostudy

the basic clim atologicalpattern and trendsin daily

m axim um wind speed in certain regions (see Yan

etal.,2002).Also,Jewelland Shiboski(1990)used

G LM sto exam inetherelationship between therisk

of HIV (hum an im m unode�ciency virus) infection

and thenum berofcontactswith otherpartners.

In allofthe above exam plesand others,the cor-

nerstoneofm odeling istheproperchoiceofdesigns

needed to �tG LM s.The purposeofa design isthe

determ ination ofthesettingsofthecontrolvariables

thatresultin adequatepredictionsoftheresponseof

interestthroughouttheexperim entalregion.Hence,

G LM s cannot be used e�ectively unless they are

based on e�cientdesignswith desirable properties.

Unfortunately,little work has been done in devel-

oping such designs.Thisism ainly due to a serious

problem caused by the dependence ofa design on

theunknown param etersofthe�tted G LM .

In thisarticle,weaddresstheaforem entioned de-

sign dependence problem by providing a survey of

various approaches for tackling this problem .The

article is organized as follows: Section 2 presents

an introduction to G LM s.Section 3 describes cri-

teria for the choice of a G LM design, and intro-

ducesthe design dependence problem .The various

approaches for solving this problem are discussed

in Sections 4 (locally optim aldesigns),5 (sequen-

tialdesigns),6 (Bayesian designs) and 7 (quantile

dispersion graphs).Thearticleendswith som econ-

cluding rem arksin Section 8.

2. GEN ERALIZED LIN EAR M O D ELS

As a paradigm for a large class of problem s

in applied statistics,generalized linearm odelshave

proved very e�ective since their introduction by

Nelderand W edderburn (1972).G LM sarea uni�ed

class ofregression m odelsfordiscrete and continu-

ousresponsevariables,and havebeen used routinely

in dealing with observationalstudies.M any statisti-

caldevelopm entsin term sofm odeling and m ethod-

ology in thepasttwenty yearsm ay beviewed asspe-

cialcasesofG LM s.Exam plesincludelogisticregres-

sion forbinary responses,linearregression forcon-

tinuousresponsesand log-linear m odelsforcounts.

A classicbook on thetopicisM cCullagh and Nelder

(1989).In addition,them orerecentbooksby Lind-

sey (1997),M cCulloch and Searle (2001),Dobson

(2002)and M yers,M ontgom ery and Vining (2002)

provideadded insightsinto theapplication and use-

fulnessofG LM s.

There are three com ponents that de�ne G LM s.

Thesecom ponentsare:
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(i) The elem entsofa responsevectory are dis-

tributed independently according to a certain prob-

ability distribution considered to belong to the ex-

ponentialfam ily,whose probability m ass function

(orprobability density function)isgiven by

f(y;�;�)= exp

�
�y� b(�)

a(�)
+ c(y;�)

�

;(2.1)

wherea(� ),b(� )and c(� )are known functions;� isa

canonicalparam eterand � isadispersion param eter

(see M cCullagh and Nelder,1989,page 28).

(ii) A linearregression function,orlinearpredic-

tor,in k controlvariablesx1;x2;:::;xk ofthe form

�(x)= f
T(x)�;(2.2)

where f(x) is a known p-com ponent vector-valued

function ofx = (x1;x2;:::;xk)
T,� is an unknown

param eter vector of order p� 1 and fT(x) is the

transposeoff(x).

(iii) A link function g(�)which relates� in (2.2)

to the m ean response �(x) so that �(x)= g[�(x)],

where g(� ) is a m onotone di�erentiable function.

W hen g is the identity function and the response

has the norm aldistribution,we obtain the special

classoflinearm odels.

G LM s have severalareas ofapplication ranging

from m edicinetoeconom ics,qualitycontroland sam -

ple surveys.Applications ofthe logistic regression

m odel,expanded with thepopularity ofcase-control

designsin epidem iology,now provideabasictoolfor

epidem iologicinvestigation ofchronicdiseases.Sim -

ilar m ethods have been extensively used in econo-

m etrics.Probitand logisticm odelsplay akey rolein

allform sofassay experim ents.Thelog-linearm odel

isthecornerstoneofm odern approachestotheanal-

ysisofcontingency table data,and hasbeen found

particularly usefulfor m edicaland socialsciences.

Poisson regression m odels are widely em ployed to

study ratesofeventssuch asdiseaseoutcom es.The

com plem entary log{log m odelarisesin thestudy of

infectious diseases (e.g., in HIV disease transm is-

sion and AIDS asillustrated in Jewelland Shiboski,

1990),and m ore generally,in the analysis of sur-

vivaldata associated with clinicaland longitudinal

follow-up studies.

Traditionally, the exponential fam ily m odel

adopted for the study of G LM s deals with a lin-

ear function ofthe response variable involving the

unknown param eters ofinterest.This covers m ost

of the experim ental situations arising in practice.

However,som especialm em bers,such asthecurved

exponentialfam ily ofdistributions,arenotcovered.

Thus,G LM s should be further generalized to in-

cludesuch m em bers.

As was pointed out earlier, all known response

surfacetechniquesweredeveloped within thefram e-

work oflinearm odelsunderthestrong assum ptions

ofnorm ality and equalvariancesconcerning theer-

rordistribution.O neim portantarea thatneedsfur-

ther investigation under the less rigid structure of

generalized linearm odelsisthe choice ofdesign.

3. CH O ICE O F D ESIGN

By a choice ofdesign we m ean thedeterm ination

ofthesettingsofthecontrolvariablesthatyield an

estim ated (predicted)responsewith desirableprop-

erties.The m ean response,�(x),at a point x in a

region ofinterest,R ,isgiven by

�(x)= h[fT(x)�]

= h[�(x)];
(3.1)

where �(x) is the linear predictor in (2.2),and h

is the inverse function of the link function g.An

estim ate of�(x)isobtained by replacing � in (3.1)

with �̂,them axim um likelihood estim ateof�,that

is,

�̂(x)= h[fT(x)̂�]:(3.2)

Thevarianceof�̂(x)isapproxim ately given by (see

K huri,1993,page 198)

Var[̂�(x)]

=
1

�

�
d�(x)

d�(x)

�2

f
T(x)(X T

W X )�1 f(x);
(3.3)

where� isthedispersion param eter(determ ined by

the exponentialfam ily considered),X is a m atrix

whose rowsconsistoffT(x)atthe varioussettings

ofx used in a particulardesign and W isa diagonal

m atrix ofthe form

W = diag(w1;w2;:::;wn);(3.4)

where n isthenum berofexperim entalruns,and

wu =
1

��2u

�
d�u

d�u

�2

; u = 1;2;:::;n;(3.5)

where �2u is the variance ofyu,the response value

at the uth experim entalrun,and
d�u
d�u

denotes the

derivativeof�(x)with respectto �(x)evaluated at

the setting ofx at the uth experim entalrun (u =

1;2;:::;n).



4 A.I.K HURI,B.M UK HERJEE,B.K .SINHA AND M .G HO SH

The estim ation bias incurred in �̂(x) is approxi-

m ately given by (see Robinson and K huri,2003)

Bias[̂�(x)]

= f
T(x)(X T

W X )�1 X T
W �

d�(x)

d�(x)

+
1

2�
f
T(x)(X T

W X )�1 f(x)
d2�(x)

d�2(x)
;

(3.6)

where

�= �
1

2�
W

�1
ZdF1n

and

Zd = diag(z11;z22;:::;znn);

where zuu is the uth diagonal elem ent of Z =

X (X TW X )�1 X T,F = diag(f11;f22;:::;fnn)with

fuu =
1

��2u

�
d2�u

d�2u

��
d�u

d�u

�

; u = 1;2;:::;n;

and 1n isan n � 1 vectorof1’s.Here
d2�u
d�2

u

denotes

the second-orderderivative of�(x)with respectto

�(x) evaluated at the uth experim entalrun (u =

1;2;:::;n).

A good design is one that m inim izes the m ean-

squared errorof�̂(x),nam ely,

M SE[̂�(x)]= E [̂�(x)� �(x)]2

= Var[̂�(x)]+ fBias[̂�(x)]g2:
(3.7)

Thisisknown asthe m ean-squared errorofpredic-

tion (M SEP).O nem ajorproblem in doingthism in-

im ization isthatthe M SEP dependson �,the pa-

ram etervectorin thelinearpredictorin (2.2),which

is unknown.This leads us to the so-called design

dependence problem .O ther design optim ality cri-

teria such as A-,D -,E - and G -optim ality,which

arevariance-based criteria,su�eralsofrom thesam e

problem .

3.1 The D esign D ependence Problem

In the foregoing section it has been em phasized

thatin the context ofa G LM ,the m inim ization of

them ean-squared errorofprediction,orofthevari-

ances of the param eter estim ators,leading to the

so-called optim aldesigns,dependson the valuesof

unknown param eters.Com m on approachesto solv-

ing thisproblem include:

(a) The speci�cation of initial values, or best

\guesses," oftheparam etersinvolved,and thesub-

sequentdeterm ination ofthe so-called locally opti-

m aldesigns.

(b) Thesequentialapproach which allowstheuser

to obtain updated estim ates of the param eters in

successivestages,startingwith theinitialvaluesused

in the�rststage.

(c) The Bayesian approach,where a priordistri-

bution isassum ed on theparam eters,which isthen

incorporated into an appropriatedesign criterion by

integrating itoverthepriordistribution.

(d) The use of the so-called quantile dispersion

graphsapproach,which allowsthe userto com pare

di�erent designs based on quantile dispersion pro-

�les.

W e now provide a review ofthe basic results that

have been developed underthe aforem entioned ap-

proaches.

4. LO CALLY O PTIM AL D ESIGN S

Binary data undera logisticregression m odeland

Poisson countdata arethebestknown exam plesto

illustrate the im plem entation ofthe �rst approach

leading up to a locally optim aldesign.

4.1 Logistic Regression M odel

Letus�rstdiscussthestudyofoptim aldesignsfor

binary data undera logistic regression m odel.The

key reference is M athew and Sinha (2001).O ther

related references include Abdelbasit and Plackett

(1983),M inkin (1987),K han and Yazdi(1988),W u

(1988) and Sitter and W u (1993).It is postulated

that a binary response variable y assum es the val-

ues0 and 1 and the chance m echanism dependson

anonstochasticquantitativecovariateX taking val-

uesin a speci�ed dom ain.Speci�cally,forX = x;y

takesthevalue 1 with probability given by

�(x)=
1

1+ exp(� � � x�)
;(4.1)

where� and � areunknown param eterswith � > 0.

Itm ay benoted thatthereareotherversionsofthis

m odelstudied in the literature.O ne version refers

to the dose-response m odelwhich willbe discussed

in thenextsections.Theparam etersthem selvesand

also som e param etric functionssuch as �

�
and per-

centilesof�(x)are ofinterestto the experim enter.

The purpose is to suggest continuous (or approxi-

m ate) optim aldesigns,that is,optim um dose lev-

els and their relative weights,following the term i-

nology ofcontinuousdesign theory.See Pukelsheim
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(1993).It turns out that the solutions to the opti-

m aldesign problem s m entioned above provide op-

tim um values of� + x�.Hence,in order to im ple-

m entsuch designsin practice,good initialestim ates,

or guess values,of � and � are needed.W hereas

theearlierresearchersestablished optim ality results

caseby case,M athew and Sinha (2001)developed a

uni�ed approach to tackle the optim ality problem s

by exploiting the property ofLoewner-order dom -

ination in the com parison ofinform ation m atrices.

However,in som e ofthese studiesthe technicalde-

tailsdepend crucially on thesym m etry ofthetrans-

form ed factorspace.Forasym m etricdom ains,Liski

etal.(2002)haveinitiated som estudiesin thecon-

ventionalregression setup.M uch yetrem ainsto be

donethereand also in thecontextoflogisticregres-

sion.

W ith reference to the m odel(4.1),consider now

s distinctdose levels x1;x2;:::;xs,and suppose we

wish to obtain fi observationson y atdose levelxi
(i= 1;2;:::;s).Let

P s
i= 1fi= n.For m ost e�cient

estim ation of� and �,or som e functions thereof,

the exact optim al design problem in this context

consistsofoptim ally selecting the num bers ofdis-

tinct dose levels,the xi’s (in a given experim ental

region)and thefi’s,with respecttoagiven optim al-

ity criterion,fora �xed n.Thisisequivalentto the

approxim ate determ ination ofoptim um dose levels

with respectiveoptim um (relative)weights,denoted

by pi (i= 1;2;:::;s),which sum to 1.

For various application areas,it turns out that

theestim ation problem sthatareusually ofinterest

refer to (a) the estim ation of �,or �=�,or som e

percentilesof�(x)given in (4.1),or(b)thejointes-

tim ation ofapairofparam eterssuch as(i)� and �,

(ii)� and �=�,(iii)� and a percentile of�(x)and

(iv)twopercentilesof�(x).Theapproach istostart

with the asym ptotic variance{covariance m atrix of

them axim um likelihood estim atorsof� and �,and

then choosethexi’sand thepi’soptim ally by m ini-

m izing a suitablefunction,dependingon thenature

of the problem at hand and the speci�c optim al-

ity criterion applied.For this reason,we consider

the inform ation m atrix of the two param eters as

a weighted com bination ofcom ponent inform ation

m atricesbased on thexi’s,usingthepi’sasweights.

Then wearguethattheasym ptoticvariance{covari-

ance m atrix ofthe m axim um likelihood estim ators

oftheparam etersisjusttheinverseoftheweighted

inform ation m atrixcom puted above.Theoptim ality

functionstobem inim ized aredi�erentscalar-valued

functions of the inform ation m atrix.The D - and

A-optim ality criteria arewell-known exam ples.His-

torically,theD -optim ality criterion hasreceived con-

siderableattention in thiscontextand A-optim ality

hasalso been considered by som eauthors;seeSitter

and W u (1993).As was m entioned earlier,the op-

tim um doselevelsdepend on theunknown param e-

ters � and �,asistypicalin nonlinearsettings.In

fact,solutionsto theoptim aldesign problem sm en-

tioned above provide optim um values of � + �xi,

i= 1;:::;s.Therefore,while im plem enting the op-

tim aldesign in practice,good initialestim atesof�

and � arecalled for.In spiteofthisunpleasantfea-

ture,itisim portanttoconstructtheoptim aldesigns

in thiscontext;see the argum entsin Ford,Torsney

and W u (1992,page 569).

Following theapproxim atedesign theory,adesign

is denoted by D = f(xi;pi);i= 1;2;:::;sg.There-

fore,theinform ation m atrix forthejointestim ation

of� and � underlying the design D isgiven by

I(�;�)=

0

B
B
B
B
@

sX

i= 1

pi
exp(� ai)

(1+ exp(� ai))
2

sX

i= 1

pixi
exp(� ai)

(1+ exp(� ai))
2

sX

i= 1

pixi
exp(� ai)

(1+ exp(� ai))
2

sX

i= 1

pix
2
i

exp(� ai)

(1+ exp(� ai))
2

1

C
C
C
C
A

;

(4.2)

where ai= � + �xi,i= 1;:::;s.

Note thatexceptforthefactors
exp(�a i)

(1+ exp(�a i))
2,the

inform ation m atrix isidenticalto theoneunderthe

usuallinear regression ofy on a nonstochastic re-

gressor x under the assum ption of hom oscedastic

errorstructure.Thisrem indsone ofthe celebrated

dela G arza Phenom enon (dela G arza,1954)which

can be explained asfollows.Suppose we considera

pth-degree polynom ialregression of y on x under

hom ogeneous error structure and we start with an

n-pointdesign where n > p+ 1.Then,according to

thisphenom enon,itispossible to com e up with an

alternativedesign with exactly p+ 1 supportpoints

such thatthetwo designshaveidenticalinform ation

m atricesfortheentiresetofp+ 1 param eters.This

showsthatin thehom oscedasticscenario,essentially

onecan con�neattention tothecollection ofdesigns

supported on exactly p+ 1 points,iftheunderlying

polynom ialregression isofdegreep.O n top ofthis,

itisalso possiblethata particular(p+ 1)-pointde-

sign dom inates another (p+ 1)-point design in the
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sensethattheinform ation m atrix (fortheentireset

ofparam eters)based on theform erdesign Loewner-

dom inatesthatbased on the latter.Here,Loewner

dom ination m eansthatthedi�erenceofthetwo in-

form ation m atrices isnonnegative de�nite.Itm ust

be noted that Loewner dom ination is the bestone

can hope for,butit is rarely achieved.Pukelsheim

(1993)hasm adesom esystem aticstudiesofLoewner

dom ination ofinform ation m atrices.SeeLiskietal.

(2002)forsom e applications.

In thepresentsetup,however,theform ofthein-

form ation m atrix indicates that we are in a linear

regression setup,but with a heteroscedastic error

structure.Does the de la G arza Phenom enon still

hold in this case? M ore im portantly, do we have

Loewnerdom 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

turns out that though Loewner dom ination is not

possible,forD -optim ality theclassoftwo-pointde-

signs is com plete in the entire class of com peting

designs while for A-optim ality, it is so in a sub-

class ofcom peting designs which are sym m etric in

som e sense.Here,com pletenessisin the sense that

any com petingdesign outsidetheclassisdom inated

(with respectto thespeci�coptim ality-criterion)by

anotherdesign within theclass.

W eshallbriey explain below thesalientfeatures

oftheargum entsin M athew and Sinha(2001).Note

�rstthatforthejointestim ation of� and �,orfor

thatm atter,forany two nonsingulartransform sof

them ,the D -optim ality criterion seeksto m axim ize

the determ inant ofthe joint inform ation m atrix of

� and �.Routinecom putationsyield an interesting

representation forthisdeterm inant,

�
2jI(�;�)j=

"
mX

i= 1

pi
exp(� ai)

(1+ exp(� ai))
2

#

�

"
mX

i= 1

pia
2
i

exp(� ai)

(1+ exp(� ai))
2

#

�

"
mX

i= 1

piai
exp(� ai)

(1+ exp(� ai))
2

#2

:

(4.3)

Note that for any real num ber a,
exp(�a)

(1+ exp(�a))2
=

exp(a)

(1+ exp(a))2
.M oreover, it also turns out that for a

given D = f(xi;pi);i= 1;2;:::;sg,thereexistsareal

num berc> 0 such that

sX

i= 1

pi
exp(ai)

(1+ exp(ai))
2
=

exp(c)

(1+ exp(c))2
;(4.4)

sX

i= 1

pia
2
i

exp(ai)

(1+ exp(ai))
2
� c

2 exp(c)

(1+ exp(c))2
:(4.5)

Therefore,for this choice of c,the design D (c)=

[(c;0:5);(� c;0:5)]providesa largervalue ofthe de-

term inantoftheunderlyinginform ation m atrixthan

thatbased on D .Hence,theclassoftwo-pointsym -

m etricdesignsprovidesacom pleteclassofD -optim al

designs.It is now a routine task to determ ine spe-

ci�cD -optim aldesignsforvariousparam etricfunc-

tions.O fcourse,the initialsolution is in term s of

c-optim um (which is independentof� and �) and

then we have to transferitto optim um dose levels,

say x0 and x00,by using the relations c= � + �x0

and � c= � + �x00.Thusan initialgood guessof�

and � iscalled forto evaluate x0 and x00.

Again,for A-optim ality with respect to the pa-

ram eters� and �,som ealgebraicsim pli�cation yields

the following function (to be m inim ized) when we

restrict to the subclass ofsym m etric designs (i.e.,

designsinvolving ai and � ai with equalweightsfor

every i):

Var(̂�)+ Var(�̂)

=

"

1

�2

mX

i= 1

pi
exp(� ai)

(1+ exp(� ai))
2
[�2 + �

2 + a
2
i]

#

�

"

1

�2

mX

i= 1

pi
exp(� ai)

(1+ exp(� ai))
2

�

mX

i= 1

pia
2
i

exp(� ai)

(1+ exp(� ai))
2

#�1

=
�2 + �2

P m
i= 1pia

2
iexp(� ai)=(1+ exp(� ai))

2

+
1

P
m
i= 1piexp(� ai)=(1+ exp(� ai))

2
:

(4.6)

In view ofthe existence ofthe realnum ber c with

the properties laid down above,it turns out that

thedesign D (c)= [(c;0:5);(� c;0:5)]onceagain does

betterthan D with respectto A-optim ality,atleast

in the subclass ofsym m etric designs so de�ned.It

isa routinetask to spelloutthenatureofa speci�c

A-optim aldesign,which in thiscasedependson the

unknown param eters� and � in a twofold m anner.

First,wehaveto determ inetheoptim um valueforc

from given valuesofthe param etersby m inim izing

the lower bound to (4.6) as a function of�;� and

c.Then we have to evaluate the values ofthe two

recom m ended doselevelsusing therelationsinvolv-

ing c and � c,as above.Note that in the context

ofD -optim aldesigns,thistwofold phenom enon did

notarise.
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R emark 4.1.1. Itso happensthatwithoutthe

sym m etry restriction on the classofcom peting de-

signs,construction ofA-optim aldesigns,in general,

is di�cult.Num ericalcom putations have revealed

thatA-optim aldesignsarestillpointsym m etricbut

not weight sym m etric.An analyticalproofofthis

observation is stilllacking.In M athew and Sinha

(2001),E -optim aldesignshave also been studied.

4.2 Poisson CountM odel

Let us now consider Poisson count data and ex-

plain theoptim ality resultsfollowing M inkin (1993)

and Liskietal.(2002).Here we assum e thaty fol-

lowsa Poisson distribution with m ean �(x),�(x)=

c(x)exp[�(x)],�(x)= � + �x;� < 0.The em phasis

in M inkin (1993) was on m ost e�cient estim ation

of 1=� by choosing a design in the nonstochastic

factor space ofx over [0;1 ).Naturally,only a lo-

cally optim aldesign could be characterized,which

turned outtobeatwo-pointdesign with 21:8% m ass

at0 and the restat2:557�.Thusa good guessfor

� is called for.Liskiet al.(2002) developed a uni-

�ed theory in M inkin’s setup for the derivation of

a stronger result on com pleteness oftwo-point de-

signs,including the point 0.Consequently,it was

m uch easier to re-establish M inkin’s result as well

as to spellout explicitly the nature ofA-,D -,E -

and M V -optim aldesigns for sim ultaneous estim a-

tion ofthe two param etersin the m odel.Itm ay be

noted that Fedorov (1972) gave a com plete char-

acterization ofD -optim aldesigns in a polynom ial

regression setup involving several fam ilies of het-

erogeneous variance functions. In an unpublished

technicalreport,Das,M andaland Sinha (2003)ex-

tended the Loewner dom ination results ofLiskiet

al.(2002)in a linearregression setup involving two

speci�c variance functions.W e shallbriey present

these resultsbelow.

W e recallthat the setup ofM inkin (1993),in a

form suitableforourdiscussion,and assuggested in

Liskietal.(2002),isoftheform

E (y)= � + �x;

V (y)= v(x)�2;

v(x)= exp(x); 0� x< 1 :

(4.7)

Asusual,weassum e�2 = 1 and con�neattention to

approxim atedesign theory.Thus,asbefore,to start

with we have an s-point design D s = [(xi;pi);0 �

x1 < x2 < � � � < xs;
P

ipi= 1]for s� 2.It is a rou-

tinetask to writedown theform oftheinform ation

m atrix for the param eters �;� underlying the de-

sign D s.W ecallitID s
.Liskietal.(2002)established

thatgiven D s,onecan constructa two-pointdesign

D �
2 whose inform ation m atrix,say ID �

2,dom inates

ID s
.Das,M andaland Sinha (2003)generalized this

resultwhen the above form ofv(x)ischanged to

(i) v(x)= k
x
; k� 1;

(ii) v(x)= (1+ x)(1+ )=2;  � � 1:
(4.8)

Following Das,M andaland Sinha(2003),westart

with a general variance function v(x) subject to

v(0)= 1 and v(x)increasing in x over0 to 1 .Next,

westartwith a two-pointdesign oftheform [(a;p);

(b;q)]where 0< a < b< 1 and 0< p;q= 1� p<

1.Then,we ask for the sort ofvariance functions

for which this two-point design can be Loewner-

dom inated by another two-point design,including

thepoint0.De�nein thiscontexttwo otherrelated

functions, (x)= 1=v(x) and �(x)= (v(x)� 1)=x

for every x > 0,�(0) being the lim it of�(x) as x

tendsto 0.Itfollowsthatwheneverthesetwo func-

tions satisfy the following conditions,it is possible

to achieve this�t:

(i) �(0)= 1;

(ii) �(x)isincreasing in x;

(iii) for som e s and c,0 < s< 1 and c> 0,for

which

1� s= [p(1�  (a))+ q(1�  (b))]=[1�  (c)];

 (c)satis�esthe inequality  (c)< p (a)+ q (b).

Das, M andal and Sinha (2003) dem onstrate that

for both form s ofv(x) as in (4.8),the above con-

ditions are satis�ed.They then continue to argue

thatthisresulton Loewnerdom ination (by a two-

pointdesign,includingthepoint0)holdseven when

one starts with an s-point design for s> 2.This

greatly sim pli�esthe search forspeci�coptim alde-

signsunderdi�erentvariance structurescovered by

the above two form s.M inkin’s result follows as a

specialcase of(i) in the above m odel.The details

are reported in Das,M andaland Sinha (2003).

5. SEQ UEN TIAL D ESIGN

In theprevioussection,initialvaluesofthepa-

ram etersare used asbest\guesses" to determ ine a

locally optim aldesign.Responsevaluescan then be

obtained on thebasisofthegenerated design.In the

sequentialapproach,experim entation doesnotstop

atthis initialstage.Instead,using the inform ation
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thusobtained,updated estim atesoftheparam eters

aredeveloped and then used todeterm ineadditional

design pointsin subsequentstages.Thisprocesscon-

tinues until convergence is achieved with respect

to a certain optim ality criterion,for exam ple,D -

optim ality.Theim plem entation ofsuch astrategy is

feasibleprovided thattheresponsevaluesin a given

stage can be obtained in a short tim e,as in sen-

sitivity testing.Sequentialdesigns for G LM s were

proposed by W u (1985),Sitter and Forbes (1997)

and Sitterand W u (1999),am ong others.

The theory ofoptim aldesigns,as noted earlier,

involves selection ofdesign points with the goalof

m inim izing som eobjectivefunction which can often

be interpreted as an expected loss.In a sequential

fram ework,with the arrivalofeach data point,one

needs to m ake a decision ofwhetheror not to pay

forthe costofadditionaldata orelse to stop sam -

pling and m akea decision.Also,ifadditionalobser-

vations becom e necessary,when there is an option

ofselecting sam plesfrom m orethan onepopulation,

thechoice ofa suitablesam pling ruleisequally im -

portant.Thelatter,on m any occasions,am ountsto

theselection ofsuitabledesign points.Thustheissue

ofoptim aldesignsgoes hand in hand with sequen-

tialanalysis,and together they constitute an area

ofwhat has becom e known as sequentialdesign of

experim ents.

Research on sequentialdesigns can be classi�ed

into m ultiple categoriesdepending on the objective

oftheresearcher.W ereview hereprim arily a broad

area com m only referred to as\Stochastic Approxi-

m ation,"which wasinitiated by Robbinsand M onro

(1951),and wassubsequentlyextended bynum erous

authors.Here,theproblem isoneofsequentialselec-

tion ofdesign points according to som e optim ality

criterion.W ealso discussbriey som ework on m ul-

tistage designs.

In Section 5.1,we begin with the stochastic ap-

proxim ation procedureasdescribed in Robbinsand

M onro (1951).W e then considerseveralextensions

and m odi�cationsofthispioneering work,and dis-

cuss asym ptotic properties of the proposed m eth-

ods.The Robbins{M onro article and m uch ofthe

subsequentwork do notprescribeany stopping rule

in thissequentialexperim entation.There are a few

exceptions,and we pointoutone such result.

Section 5.2 discussesapplication ofthe Robbins{

M onro m ethod and itsextensionsforestim ating the

percentilesofthe quantalresponsecurve,in partic-

ular,estim ation ofthe m edian e�ective dose,pop-

ularly known as ED50. W e highlight in this con-

textthe work ofW u (1985).W e also discussbriey

theBayesian stopping ruleasproposed by Freem an

(1970).Finally,in Section 5.3,we provide a very

shortaccountofm ultistage designs.

In general,thecoreofsequentialanalysisinvolves

sam ple size determ ination.This itselfis an \opti-

m al" design problem as stopping rules,in general,

are m otivated by som e optim ality criteria.A very

succinctaccountofsequentialdesign ofexperim ents,

m otivated by severalim portant statisticalcriteria,

appeared in Cherno�’s(1972)classic m onograph.

5.1 Stochastic Approxim ation

W e begin with a description ofthe stochastic ap-

proxim ation procedureofRobbinsand M onro(RM )

(1951).Let y be a random variable such that con-

ditional on x, y has a distribution function (df)

H (yjx) with m ean E (yjx)= M (x) and variance

V (yjx)= �2(x).The function M (x) is unknown to

the experim enter,butis assum ed to be strictly in-

creasingsothattheequation M (x)= � hasaunique

root,say �.It is desired to estim ate � by m aking

successive observationson y,say,y1;y2;:::atlevels

x1;x2;::::Thebasicproblem isthe selection ofthe

design pointsx1;x2;::::

RM address this problem as follows:consider a

nonstationaryM arkovchain with an arbitraryinitial

value x1,and then de�nerecursively

xn+ 1 = xn � an(yn � �); n = 1;2;:::;(5.1)

where yn has the conditionaldistribution function

H (yjxn),and fang is a sequence of positive con-

stantssatisfying

0<

1X

n= 1

a
2
n < 1 :

A �nitesam plejusti�cation oftheRM procedure

isgiven by W u (1985)when y and x are related by

a sim ple linear regression m odel.In particular,let

yi= �0 + �1xi+ ei,where ei are independent and

identically distributed with m ean 0.Then the pa-

ram eter of interest is � = � �0=�1,the solution of

�0 + �1x = 0.If�1 isknown,�̂0n = �yn � �1�xn isthe

least-squares estim ator of�0 based on f(xi;yi);i=

1;:::;ng.Thusa naturalchoice ofxn+ 1 isgiven by

xn+ 1 = � �̂0n=�1 = �xn � �
�1
1 �yn.It is shown in Lai

and Robbins(1979)thatxn+ 1 = �xn � �
�1
1 �yn forall

n is equivalent to xn+ 1 = xn � (�
�1
1 =n)yn for all

n.This is an RM procedure with an = �
�1
1 =n and

� = 0.
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RM investigated asym ptotic properties of their

procedure.Let bn = E (xn � �)2.RM showed that

forbounded y and strictly increasing M (x),ifan =

O (n�1 ),then bn ! 0 asn ! 1 .

A m ore generalresultis proved later in Robbins

and Siegm und (1971).Ratherthan theboundedness

of y and the m onotonicity of M (x),one assum es

boundednessof�(x)+ jM (x)jbyalinearfunction of

jxj.These conditionsneitherim ply norare im plied

by the original RM conditions.In addition,Rob-

binsand Siegm und (1971)haveanotherassum ption

which essentially im plies that M (x) and x � � are

ofthe sam e sign.Finally,they assum ethat

0<

1X

n= 1

an = 1 ; 0<

1X

n= 1

a
2
n < 1 ;(5.2)

which is strictly weaker than the condition an =

O (n�1 )asrequired in RM .

Fabian (1968)proved theasym ptoticnorm ality of

xn underadditionalassum ptions.Hisconditionsare

sim ilarto thoseofRobbinsand Siegm und,but(5.2)

isreplaced by the strongercondition

n

an ! a(> 0)(5.3)

as n ! 1 for som e  2 (1=2;1].Also,he needed a

Lindeberg-typecondition forthesecond m om entof

the conditionaldistribution of y given x and also

required M to have a positive derivative M 0(�) at

� and M 0(�)> (2a)�1 when  = 1. The variance

of the asym ptotic distribution depended on �(�),

a and M 0(�).Theasym ptoticvariancewasgiven by

a�2(�)=(2M 0(�)) if  2 (1=2;1) and a2�2(�)=

[2aM 0(�)� 1]if = 1.

R emark 5.1.1. Thebestrate ofconvergence is

achieved when  = 1,and then them inim um asym p-

toticvarianceisgiven by �2(�)=[M 0(�)]2.Thisisat-

tained when a= [M 0(�)]�1 .

In view ofRem ark 5.1.1,an optim alasym ptotic

choice offang isgiven by an = (n + n0)
�1 dn,where

dn is any consistent estim ator ofM 0(�) and n0 is

positive.O ne can interpretn0 asa \tuning param -

eter" which does not a�ect the asym ptotics at all,

but can play a m ajor role when the sam ple size is

sm all.Also,Fabian (1983)hasshown thatwhen the

conditionalprobability density function ofy given x

isN (M (x);�2(x)),then theRM procedureislocally

asym ptotically m inim ax. M oreover, Abdelham id

(1973)and Anbar(1973)pointed outindependently

thateven fornonnorm alconditionalprobabilityden-

sity functions,theRM processcan bem adeasym p-

totically optim alby a suitabletransform ation ofob-

servations.

Thenextthingistooutlineprocedureswhich guar-

anteeconsistentestim ation ofM 0(�).Venter(1967)

addressed this by taking observations in pairs at

xi� ci fora suitable positive sequence ofconstants

fcig,i� 1.W edenoteby yi1 and yi2 thecorrespond-

ing responsesso that

E (yi1jxi)= M (xi� ci);

E (yi2jxi)= M (xi+ ci):
(5.4)

Let zi= (yi2 � yi1)=(2ci) and yi= (yi2 + yi1)=2.If

xi
P
! �,then estim ateM 0(�)by dn = �zn =

1

n

P
n
i= 1zi.

De�nerecursively the design points

xn+ 1 = xn � (nd̂n)
�1 (yn � �); n = 1;2;:::;(5.5)

where d̂n isa truncated version ofdn ensuring that

xn
P
! �.Fabian (1968) and later Laiand Robbins

(1979)contain relevantasym ptotic results.

In spiteofalltheasym ptoticniceties,theRM pro-

cedure can be seriously de�cientfor�nite sam ples.

Thiswasdem onstrated in the sim ulation studiesof

W u (1985)and Freesand Ruppert(1990).First,the

initialchoice ofx1 heavily inuences the recursive

algorithm .Ifx1 isfaraway from �,then theconver-

gence ofxn to � m ay dem and prohibitively large n.

Again,ifallthe xi’sare closely clustered around �,

noestim atorofM 0(�)can bevery accurate,and im -

precise estim ation ofM 0(�)leadsto im precise esti-

m ation of� duetotheproposed recursivealgorithm ,

atleastforsm allsam ples.

The original RM paper, and m uch of the sub-

sequent literature,address sequentialdesign prob-

lem swithoutspecifyingany stoppingrule.However,

a sim ple stopping rule can be proposed based on

asym ptoticconsiderations.Inparticular,in thesetup

ofVenter (1967), d̂n consistently estim ates M 0(�).

De�ning �̂2n = (2n)�1
P n

i= 1(y
2
i1+ y

2
i2),itcan beshown

that �̂2n isa consistent estim ator of�2(�).Now in-

voking theasym ptoticnorm ality ofxn,a largesam -

ple100(1� )% con�denceintervalfor� isgiven by

xn � ��1 (1� =2)̂�n=fd̂n(2n)
1=2g,where � is the

cum ulativedistribution function oftheN (0;1)vari-

able.Ifone decidesto constructa con�dence inter-

valoflength notexceeding l,then one can stop at

the �rst n for which the width ofthe above inter-

valis less than or equalto l.Sielken (1973) pro-

posed thisstoppingruleand proved thatasl! 0(so
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thatn ! 1 ),the coverage probability convergesto

1� .Alternativestoppingruleshavebeen proposed

by Stroup and Braun (1982)and W ei(1985)when

theresponsesarenorm al.Ruppertetal.(1984)pro-

posed a stopping ruleforM onte Carlo optim ization

which issodesigned thatM (xn)iswithin aspeci�ed

percentage ofM (�).

K ieferand W olfowitz (1952)considered a related

problem oflocating the pointwhere the regression

function ism axim ized orm inim ized instead of�nd-

ing therootofa regression equation asin RM .This

am ountsto solving M 0(�)= 0.Theresulting proce-

dure is sim ilar to that ofRM ,but yn � � in (5.1)

is replaced by an estim ate ofM 0(�).W e om it the

details.

O neofthem ajorapplicationsoftheRM stochas-

ticapproxim ation procedureistheestim ation ofthe

percentiles ofthe quantalresponse curve.W e shall

speci�cally discussthisproblem in thenextsection.

5.2 Q uantalResponse Curves

Considernow the specialcase when y isa binary

variable with

E (yjx)= �(x)= [1+ expf� �(x� �)g]�1 :(5.6)

The independentvariable x isthe dose level,while

the binary response y isa quantalvariable.Such a

m odelis called a \dose-response" m odel.The pa-

ram eter� isthe 50% response dose,orED50.Itis

easy to recognize this as a logistic m odelwith lo-

cation param eter � and scale param eter � and as

a sim ple reparam eterization ofthe m odelgiven in

(4.1).Also,here�(x)isthesam easM (x).Equating

�(x)to � leadsto thesolution � = �+ ��1 log( �

1��
).

Hence,e�cientestim ation of� dependson e�cient

estim ation of� and �.

The directRM procedure willcontinue to gener-

atethex-sequencewith an arbitraryinitialvaluex1,

and then de�ne xn+ 1 = xn � an(yn � �),where one

m aytakean asproportionalton
�1 .However,asrec-

ognized by m any,including RM ,for speci�c distri-

butionstherem aybeam oree�cientwayofgenerat-

ing thex values.Indeed,sim ulationsby W u (1985),

and subsequently by Frees and Ruppert (1990),

dem onstrate the poorperform ance ofthe RM pro-

cedureforsm alln in thisexam ple.

W u’sprocedure beginswith generating som e ini-

tialvaluesx1;:::;xm .Then one obtainsthe M LE’s

�̂m and �̂m of� and �,respectively,based on f(xi;yi);

i= 1;:::;m g by solving the likelihood equations

(i)
P m

i= 1yi =
P m

i= 1�(xi) and (ii)
P m

i= 1xiyi =

P
m
i= 1xi�(xi).Let xm + 1 = �̂m + �̂�1m log( �

1��
).Up-

date the M LE’sof� and � by �̂m + 1 and �̂m + 1,re-

spectively,based on f(xi;yi);i= 1;:::;m + 1g.Now

let xm + 2 = �̂m + 1 + �̂
�1
m + 1log(

�

1��
),and continue in

thism anner.The fxng generated in thisway m eet

the consistency and asym ptotic optim ality proper-

ties m entioned in the previous section.W u (1985)

also suggested m odi�cation ofthe likelihood equa-

tions(i)and (ii)by m ultiplying both sidesoftheith

com ponent by a factor w(jxi� xm j),where w is a

certain weightfunction.Thiscan partially overcom e

vulnerability ofthe logitsatextrem e tails.

Asm entioned earlier,thecase� = 1=2isofspecial

interest since then � = � = ED50.In this case,an

alternative procedureknown asthe \up-and-down"

procedureforgenerating thedesign pointswaspro-

posed by Dixon and M ood (1948).Speci�cally,let

xn+ 1 =

�
xn + �; ify n = 0,

xn � �; ify n = 1,

where� issom ewhatarbitrary.O nceagain,perfor-

m ance ofthisprocedure dependsvery m uch on the

choice ofa good guess for x1 and �.Unless � is

m adeadaptive,the large sam pleperform anceofxn
cannotbe studied.W etherill(1963)discussessom e

m odi�cationsofthism ethod.

O ne im portantissue thathasnotbeen discussed

sofaristhechoiceofthestoppingrule.Thisrequires

explicitconsideration ofpayo� between the costof

further observation and that ofless accurate esti-

m ation.The study was initiated by M arks (1962)

who considered the problem asone ofBayesian se-

quentialdesign with known � and a two-pointprior

for �.Later,Freem an (1970) considered the prob-

lem ,once again forknown �,butwith a conjugate

priorfor�.In addition,he considered specialcases

ofone,two orthree dose levels.Forone dose level,

heintroduced theprior

p(�jr0;n0)/
exp(r0�(� � �))

[1+ exp(�(� � �))]n0
:

This am ounts to a Beta(r0;n0 � r0) prior for the

response probability � at dose level�,with prior

param eters0< r0 < n0.

W ith squared error loss plus cost and a uniform

prior,that is,r0 = 1 and n0 = 2,Freem an (1970)

considered the usualbackward induction argum ent

to set up the necessary equations for �nding the

Bayes stopping rule.The stopping rule cannot be

found analytically, but Freem an provided the nu-

m ericalalgorithm for �nding the solution.He also
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considered situationswith twoorthreepossibledoses,

butdid notprovideageneralalgorithm .Thus,what

isneeded hereisan approxim ation ofthe\optim al"

stopping rule.A Bayesian approach using dynam ic

program m ing is hard to im plem ent in its fullgen-

erality.Itappearsthata suitable approxim ation of

the Bayes stopping rule which retains at least the

asym ptoticoptim ality oftheregularBayesstopping

ruleisthe rightapproach toward solving thisprob-

lem .

5.3 M ultistage D esigns

In m ost practicalsituations,it is m ore realistic

to adopta m ultistage design ratherthan a sequen-

tialdesign,since continuous updating ofthe infer-

entialprocedurewith each new observation m ay not

bevery feasible.W ediscussonesuch application as

considered in Storer(1989)in thecontextofPhaseI

clinicaltrials.These trialsare intended to estim ate

them axim um tolerable dose(M TD)ofa new drug.

Although a strict quantitative de�nition of M TD

doesnotexistin clinicaltrials,very often the 33rd

percentile ofthe tolerance distribution is taken to

de�neM TD.

From a clinician’s perspective,an optim aldesign

isone in which the M TD is de�ned by the dose at

which thetrialstops.Storer(1989,1990)arguesthat

the design problem should be viewed instead asan

e�cientway ofgenerating sam ples,wherein thede-

sign and analysis are robust to the vagaries ofpa-

tient treatm ent in a clinicalsetting.He �rstintro-

duces four single-stage designs,and then proposes

two two-stage designs by com bining som e ofthese

single-stagedesigns.Thedetailsareavailablein the

two cited papers.Storer im plem ented his proposal

forM TD estim ation in a dose-responsesetting with

threelogistic curves.

6. BAYESIAN D ESIGN S

Application ofBayesian design theory to general-

ized linearm odelsisa prom ising routeto avoid the

design dependence problem .O ne approach,as dis-

cussed in Section 3,isto design an experim entfora

�xed bestguessofthe param etersleading to a \lo-

cally optim al"(Cherno�,1953)design.Locally opti-

m aldesignsfornonlinearm odelswere�rstsuggested

in the sem inalpaperby Box and Lucas(1959).As

suggested in Box and Lucas (1959),another natu-

ralapproach to solve thisproblem isto expressthe

uncertainty in the param eters through a prior dis-

tribution on the param eters.The Bayesian design

problem fornorm allinearm odelshasbeen discussed

in O wen (1970),Brooks (1972,1974,1976,1977),

Chaloner(1984),Pilz(1991)and DasG upta (1996).

Chalonerand Verdinelli(1995)presentan excellent

overview ofBayesian design ideas and their appli-

cations.Atkinson and Haines (1996) discuss local

and Bayesian designsspeci�cally fornonlinear and

generalized linearm odels.

6.1 Bayesian D esign Criteria

The Bayesian design criteria are often integrated

versionsofclassicaldesign optim ality criteria where

the integration is carried out with respect to the

prior distribution on � [� is as in (2.2)].M ost of

the Bayesian criterion functions are based on nor-

m alapproxim ationsto the posteriordistribution of

thevectorofparam eters�,ascom putationsinvolv-

ing the exact posterior distribution are often in-

tractable.Severalsuch approxim ations to the pos-

terior are available (Berger,1985) and involve ei-

ther the observed or the expected Fisher inform a-

tion m atrix.The m ost com m on form ofsuch nor-

m alapproxim ation statesthatunderstandard reg-

ularity conditions,theposteriordistribution of� is

N (b�;[nI(b�;�)]�1 ),where b
� is the m axim um likeli-

hood estim ate(M LE)of�,and forany given design

m easure �,the expected Fisherinform ation m atrix

isdenoted byI(�;�).W eshallassum e,asusual,that

thedesign m easure� putsrelativeweights(p1;p2;:::;

pk) at k distinct points (x1;:::;xk), respectively,

with
P

k
i= 1pi= 1. The prior distribution for � is

used as the predictive distribution of b
� and con-

sequently the Bayesian optim ality criteria can be

viewed asapproxim ationsto theexpected posterior

utility functions under the prior distribution p(�).

The �rst criterion which is an analogue to the D -

optim ality criterion in classicaloptim ality theory is

given by

�1(�)= E�[logdetI(�;�)]:(6.1)

M axim izing this function is equivalent to approxi-

m ately m axim izing the expected increase in the

Shannon inform ation or m axim izing the expected

K ullback{Leiblerdistancebetween theposteriorand

prior distributions (Lindley,1956;DeG root,1986;

Bernardo,1979).

The next criterion is of interest when the only

quantity tobeestim ated isafunction of�,say h(�).

In such situations,theapproxim ateasym ptoticvari-

ance ofthe M LE ofh(�)is

c(�)T[I(�;�)]�1 c(�);
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wheretheith elem entofc(�)isci(�)= @h(�)=@� i.

The Bayesian c-optim ality criterion approxim ates

the posterior expected utility (assum ing a squared

errorloss)underthepriorp(�)as

�2(�)= � E�fc(�)
T[I(�;�)]�1 c(�)g:(6.2)

As in the generalization from c-to A-optim ality

in classicaloptim ality theory,ifone isinterested in

estim ating severalfunctionsof� with possibly dif-

ferentweights attached to them and ifB (�)isthe

weighted average ofthe individualm atrices ofthe

form c(�)c(�)T,then thecriterion to bem axim ized

is

�3(�)= � E�ftrB (�)[I(�;�)]
�1 g:(6.3)

The functions c(�),B (�) m ay notdepend on � if

one isconsidering only linearfunctionsof�.

Since the interpretation of the Bayesian alpha-

betic optim ality criteria,as approxim ations to ex-

pected utility,isbased on norm alapproxim ationsto

theposterior,Clydeand Chaloner(1996,2002)sug-

gestseveralapproachesto verify norm ality through

im posingconstraintsand discusshow to attain such

m ultipledesign objectivesin thiscontext.O therde-

sign criteria which can be related to a Bayesian

perspective appearin Tsutakawa (1972,1980),Za-

cks (1977) and Pronzato and W alter (1987).How

wellthe Bayesian criteria actually approxim ate the

expected utility in sm allsam ples is not very well

known.Som eillustrationsarepresented in Atkinson

etal.(1993),Clyde(1993a)and Sun,Tsutakawaand

Lu (1996).Dawid and Sebastiani(1999)attem ptto

connectthistypeofcriterion-based Bayesian design

toapurelydecision-theoreticutility-based approach

to Bayesian experim entaldesign.

M �uller and Parm igiani(1995)and M �uller (1999)

suggestestim atingtheexactposteriorutilitythrough

M arkov chain M onte Carlo (M CM C) m ethods in-

stead ofusing analyticalapproxim ationsto thepos-

teriordistribution.They em bed theintegration and

m axim ization of the posterior utility function by

curve�ttingofM onteCarlosam ples.Thisisdoneby

sim ulating draws from the joint param eter/sam ple

spaceand evaluating theobserved utilitiesand then

�ttingasm ooth surfacethrough thesim ulated points.

The �tted surface acts as an estim ate to the ex-

pected utility surface and the optim aldesign can

then befound determ inistically by studying theex-

trem aofthissurface.Parm igianiand M �uller(1995),

Clyde,M �uller and Parm igiani (1995) and Palm er

and M �uller (1998) contain applications of these

sim ulation-based stochasticoptim ization techniques.

6.2 Bayesian O ptim ality and

Equivalence Theorem s

Allofthe Bayesian criteria m entioned above are

concave over the space ofallprobability m easures

on thedesign spaceX .Theequivalencetheorem for

establishing optim ality ofa design forlinearm odels

(W hittle,1973) has been extended to the nonlin-

earcaseby W hite(1973,1975),Silvey (1980),Ford,

Torsneyand W u (1992),Chalonerand Larntz(1989)

and Chaloner(1993).

Let� be any design m easure on X .Letthe m ea-

sure �� putunitm assata pointx 2 X ,and letthe

m easure �0bede�ned as

�
0= (1� ")� + "�� for"> 0:

Let I�(�) and I�(��) denote the inform ation m atri-

ces corresponding to the design m easures � and ��,

respectively.Then theinform ation m atrix for�0is

I
�(�0)= (1� ")I�(�)+ "I

�(��):

The key quantity in the equivalence theorem isthe

directionalderivativeofacriterion function � atthe

design � in the direction of��,usually denoted by

d(�;x),and isde�ned as

d(�;x)= lim
"#0

1

"
[�fI�(�0)g� �fI�(�)g]:

The generalequivalence theorem states that in or-

der for a design �� to be optim al,the directional

derivativefunction in thedirection ofallsingle-point

design m easureshasto benonpositive,thus,

sup
x2X

d(��;x)= 0:

Italso statesthatif� isdi�erentiable,then atthe

supportpointsoftheoptim aldesign,thedirectional

derivative function d(�;x)should vanish.Theusual

approach to evaluate Bayesian optim aldesigns for

G LM sisthrough �nding a candidate design by nu-

m ericaloptim ization ofthecriterion function.Veri-

�cation ofglobaloptim ality isthen done by study-

ingthedirectionalderivativefunction d(�;x)forthe

candidate design underconsideration.

Example. Chalonerand Larntz(1989)and Zhu

and W ong(2001)considertheproblem ofestim ating

quantilesin adose-responseexperim ent,relatingthe

doselevelofadrugx totheprobabilityofaresponse

at level x,nam ely, �(x).A popular m odelis the

sim plelogistic m odelasdescribed in (5.6),nam ely,

log(�(x)=(1� �(x)))= �(x� �):(6.4)
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Here,�= (�;�)T and theFisherinform ation m atrix

is

I(�;�)=

�
�2t � �t(x� �)

� �t(x� �) s+ t(x� �)2

�

;

where wi = �(xi)(1 � �(xi)), t=
P k

i= 1piwi, x =

t�1
P k

i= 1piwixi and s=
P k

i= 1piwi(xi� x)2.Then,

theBayesian D -optim ality criterion asgiven in (6.1)

sim pli�esto theform

�1(�)= E�[log�
2
ts]:(6.5)

Recallthattheparam eter� isthem edian e�ective

dose (ED50) or m edian lethaldose (LD50).Ifthe

goalisestim ating �,c(�)= (1;0)T doesnotdepend

on the param eters.M ore generally,one m ay want

to estim ate thedoselevelx0 atwhich theprobabil-

ity ofa response isa �xed num ber,say,�.Clearly,

x0 = � + =� where  = log[�=(1� �)],and x0 isa

nonlinear function ofthe unknown param eters.In

this case, c(�)= (1;� =�2)T does depend on the

param eters.TheBayesian c-optim ality criterion [as

in (6.2)]forestim ating any percentileofthelogistic

responsecurve reducesto

�


2(�)= � E�f�
�2 [t�1 + ( � �(x� �))

2

� �
�2
s
�1 ]g:

(6.6)

This can also be written as a special case of

A-optim ality as in (6.3),with B (�)= c(�)c(�) T,

nam ely,

B (�)= B (�)=

�
1 � =�2

� =�2 2=�4

�

;

where B (�)isdenoted asB (�)in thiscase to re-

ectitsdependence on the value ofthe constant.

Ifonewantstoestim ateED50 and ED95 sim ultane-

ously with weight0.5each,then B (�)= 0:5B 0(�)+

0:5B 2:944(�)(notethatlog[0:95=(1� 0:95)]= 2:944,

im plying forED95, = 2:944).

FortheBayesian D -and A-optim ality criteria,as

m entioned in (6.1)and (6.3),thedirectionalderiva-

tive function,respectively,turnsoutto be

d(�;x)= E�[trfI(�;
��)[I(�;�)]�1 g]� p;

d(�;x)= E�[trfB (�)[I(�;�)]
�1
I(�;��)[I(�;�)]�1 g]

+ �3(�);

where �� asde�ned earlieristhe m easure with unit

m asson x 2 X .Bayesian c-optim ality can beviewed

as a special case of A-optim ality with B (�)=

c(�)c(�)T.

Forourlogisticm odel(6.4),thedirectionalderiva-

tive function with the �1 criterion reducesto

d(�;x)= E�fw(x;�)[t
�1 + (x� x)2s�1 ]g� 2;

wherew(x;�)= �(x)(1� �(x)).Forestim ating any

percentileofthedose-responsecurve,thedirectional

derivativefunction correspondingtothe�2 criterion

forc-optim ality [asin (6.2)]reducesto

d(�;x)= E�fw(x;�)(�st)
�2

+ [t(x� x)(x � �)+ s]2g+ �


2(�):

Chaloner(1987)and Chalonerand Larntz (1988,

1989)developed theuseofsuch Bayesian design cri-

teria.Thegeneralequivalencetheorem forthesecri-

teria can be derived under suitable regularity

conditions (Chaloner and Larntz,1989;Chaloner,

1993; see also L�auter, 1974, 1976; Dubov, 1977).

The directionalderivative d(�;x) is evaluated over

therangeofpossiblevaluesofx to check theglobal

optim ality ofa candidate design.

6.3 Binary Response M odels

TheBayesian design literatureoutsidethenorm al

linearm odelisvastly restricted to binary response

m odels.Tsutakawa (1972,1980),O wen (1975)and

Zacks(1977)allhaveconsidered optim aldesign prob-

lem s for binary response m odels from a Bayesian

perspective.M any ofthese designsare restricted to

equally spaced points with equal weights at each

point.Chaloner and Larntz (1989) investigate the

Bayesian D -optim ality and A-optim alitycriteriawith

severalchoices ofB (�) in the context ofa binary

response logistic regression m odelwith a single de-

sign variablex.Asillustrated in theaboveexam ple,

Chaloner and Larntz (1989) consider the problem

of�nding ED50 and ED95,and ofestim ating the

value ofx at which the success probability equals

 with  having a uniform distribution on [0;1].

The last problem is de�ned as average percentile

response pointestim ation.The optim aldesignsare

obtained through im plem enting the sim plex algo-

rithm ofNelderand M ead (1965).They assum e in-

dependent uniform priors on the param eters and

evaluate the expectation overthe priordistribution

through num ericalintegration routines.They notice

that the num ber ofsupport points ofthe optim al

design grows as the support ofthe prior becom es

widerand thedesignsin generalarenotequispaced

and not supported with equalweights.Sm ith and

Ridout(1998)extend the com putationalalgorithm
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Table 1

Bayesian optim aldesignsfor the dose-response m odelin (6.4)with optim ality criterion being the average log determ inant [as
given in (6.5)]

Criterion N um ber

Prioron � Prioron � value ofdoses(n) Design points W eights

U[� 2;2] U[1;5] 4.35 8 � 1:952;� 1:289;� 0:762;� 0:257; 0:119;0:124;0:126;0:132;
0:257;0:762;1:289;1:952 0:132;0:126;0:124;0:119

U[� 2;2] U[2;4] 4.35 8 � 1:906;� 1:093;� 0:488;� 0:000a, 0:132;0:156;0:149;0:064;
0:000a;0:488;1:093;1:906 0:064;0:149;0:156;0:132

U[� 2;2] U[2:9;3:1] 4.36 6 � 1:882;� 0:965;� 0:287; 0:140;0:190;0:170;
0:287;0:965;1:882 0:170;0:190;0:140

U[� 0:5;0:5] U[1;5] 3.43 3 � 0:661;0:0;0:661 0:389;0:222;0:389
U[� 0:5;0:5] U[2;4] 3.27 3 � 0:581;0:0;0:581 0:457;0:087;0:457
U[� 0:5;0:5] U[2:9;3:1] 3.21 2 � 0:546;0:546 0:5;0:5
U[� 0:1;0:1] U[1;5] 3.28 2 � 0:499;0:499 0:5;0:5
U[� 0:1;0:1] U[2;4] 3.07 2 � 0:512;0:512 0:5;0:5
U[� 0:1;0:1] U[2:9;3:1] 3.00 2 � 0:516;0:516 0:5;0:5
� � 0 � � 3 2.99 2 � 0:515;0:515 0:5;0:5

aThe rounded-o� value 0.000 isexactly evaluated as0.0003.

ofChaloner and Larntz (1988) to �nd locally and

Bayesian optim aldesignsforbinary response m od-

elswith a widerangeoflink functionsand uniform ,

beta or bivariate norm alprior distributions on the

param eters.

Thereiswideinterestin thebinaryresponsem odel

in the context ofdose-response bioassays.M arkus

etal.(1995)considera Bayesian approach to �nd a

design which m inim izestheexpected m ean-squared

error of an estim ate of ED50 with respect to the

jointpriordistribution on theparam etersofthere-

sponsedistribution.Sun,Tsutakawa and Lu (1996)

reiterate that approxim ation ofthe expected util-

ity function,using the usualBayesian design cri-

teria,can be poor,and they introduce a penalized

risk criterion for Bayes optim aldesign.They illus-

trate that the chance ofhaving an extrem e poste-

riorvariancecould beavoided by sacri�cing a sm all

am ountofposteriorriskbyaddingthepenaltyterm .

K uo, Soyer and W ang (1999) use a nonparam et-

ric Bayesian approach assum ing a Dirichletprocess

prior on the quantal response curve. They adopt

the sim ulation-based curve �tting ideas of M �uller

and Parm igiani(1995)toreducecom putationaltim e

Table 2

Bayesian optim aldesigns for the dose-response m odelin (6.4)when the variance ofthe estim ate ofED 95 is considered as
the optim ality criterion [as given in (6.6)with  = 2:944 corresponding to ED 95]

Criterion N um ber

Prioron � Prioron � value ofdoses(n) Design points W eights

U[� 2;2] U[1;5] 9.39 8 � 2:401;� 1:484;� 0:959;� 0:416; 0:015;0:040;0:086;0:118;
0:129;0:693;1:305;2:230 0:123;0:125;0:127;0:366

U[� 2;2] U[2;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;0:277

U[� 2;2] U[2:9;3:1] 6.09 6 � 1:458;� 0:852;� 0:327, 0:042;0:116;0:173,
0:274;1:031;2:079 0:197;0:210;0:262

U[� 0:5;0:5] U[1;5] 6.72 4 � 1:550;� 0:001;0:641;1:282 0:189;0:083;0:178;0:551
U[� 0:5;0:5] U[2;4] 3.52 3 � 0:898;� 0:028;0:938 0:083;0:134;0:783
U[� 0:5;0:5] U[2:9;3:1] 2.96 2 � 0:127;0:912 0:138;0:862
U[� 0:1;0:1] U[1;5] 5.98 3 � 1:631;0:487;1:159 0:226;0:190;0:585
U[� 0:1;0:1] U[2;4] 2.80 2 � 0:938;0:780 0:164;0:836
U[� 0:1;0:1] U[2:9;3:1] 2.25 2 � 0:759;0:794 0:102;0:898
� � 0 � � 3 2.19 2 � 0:800;0:800 0:093;0:907
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appreciably.Clyde,M �uller and Parm igiani (1995)

and Flournoy (1993) also use the logistic regres-

sion m odeland presentBayesian design and analysis

strategiesfortwo very interesting applications.

Zhu,Ahn and W ong (1998) and Zhu and W ong

(2001)considertheoptim aldesign problem foresti-

m atingseveralpercentilesforthelogisticm odelwith

di�erent weights on each ofthem (the weights de-

pending on the degree ofinterestthe experim enter

hasin estim ating each percentile).They use a m ul-

tiple objective criterion which isa convex com bina-

tion ofindividualobjectivecriteria.Theym odifythe

logit-design softwareofChalonerand Larntz(1989)

to optim izethiscom pound criterion.Zhu and W ong

(2001)com pare the Bayes optim aldesignswith se-

quentialdesignsproposed by Rosenbergerand G rill

(1997)forestim atingthequartilesofadose-response

curve.Zhu and W ong(2001)notethatthesequential

design,based on a generalized P�olya urn m odel,is

com parabletotheBayesoptim aldesign.W hen com -

pared to the locally com pound optim aldesigns in

Zhu and W ong (2001),itwasnoted,asanticipated,

that the Bayesian design perform s better than the

locally optim aldesign,ifthe speci�ed param eters

are far from the true param eters.Berry and Frist-

edt (1985),Berry and Pearson (1985),Parm igiani

(1993) and Parm igianiand Berry (1994) exam ine

severalclinicaldesign problem susingBayesian ideas

notlim ited to justdose-responsestudies.

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

functionsin thecontextofthedose-responsem odel

m entioned in (6.4).W e assum ed thatthere issom e

priorknowledgeon therangeof� and thesign of�,

which isoften realistic.W earbitrarily chosethebest

guessof� to be0 and of� to be3 and assum ed uni-

form priorsofdi�erentspreadsaround thesecenters.

Table 1 containsoptim aldesignsforseveralchoices

ofpriorswhen one usesthe Bayesian D -optim ality

criterion asgiven in (6.5).Table2 containstheopti-

m aldesignswhen oneusestheBayesian c-optim ality

criterion form inim izing thevarianceoftheestim ate

ofthe95th percentileofthelogistic responsecurve.

The explicit form ula for this variance is given in

(6.6) with  = log(0:95=(1 � 0:95))= 2:944 for es-

tim ating ED95.

Theprogram optim izesthedesign criterion under

consideration fora �xed value ofn,the num berof

doses.The user has to vary n m anually.Then one

choosesthedesign which optim izesthecriterion un-

derconsideration forthe sm allestnum berofdoses.

The globaloptim ality ofthe design isthen checked

by evaluating the directionalderivative d(�;x)over

allpossiblevaluesofx.Theresultsarefairlyclear,as

noted in Chalonerand Larntz(1989);asweincrease

the spread ofthe priordistribution,the num berof

supportpointsoftheoptim aldesign increases.W ith

decreasing variability in the prior distribution,the

designsbecom e closerto the locally optim aldesign

for� = 0 and � = 3.W hilefortheD -optim ality cri-

terion theoptim aldesignsin Table1 aresym m etric

about0,forthec-optim ality criterion forestim ating

ED95,thedesignsin Table2 areasym m etric,tend-

ing to put m ore weight toward larger doses.O ne

also notesthatthedesignsfora given prioron � are

robustwith respectto the choice ofprioron �,but

theconverseisnottrue.Theoptim aldesignschange

quiteappreciably astheuncertainty in thepriorin-

form ation on � changes.W ealso experim ented with

independentnorm alpriorsand essentially noted the

sam e basic patterns.The results are not included

here.

6.4 Exact Results

Chaloner(1993)characterizes the �1-optim alde-

signs for priors with two support points for logis-

tic regression m odels with a known slope.She also

providessu�cientconditionsfora one-pointdesign

to be optim al under both local optim ality and a

Bayesian criterion with a nondegenerate prior dis-

tribution for a generalnonlinear m odel.As antic-

ipated,the conditions basically reduce to the sup-

portofthepriorbeing su�ciently sm all.Dette and

Neugebauer(1996)providea su�cientcondition for

theexistenceofaBayesian optim alone-pointdesign

forone-param eternonlinearm odelsin term softhe

shape ofthe prior density.Haines (1995) presents

an elegantgeom etricexplanation oftheseresultsfor

priorswith two supportpoints.Dette and Sperlich

(1994)and M ukhopadhyay and Haines(1995)con-

siderexponentialgrowth m odelswith oneparam eter

and deriveanalyticalexpressionsfortheweightsand

design points for the optim alBayesian design.For

m orethan oneparam eterand a dispersed priordis-

tribution,analyticalresults are extrem ely hard to

obtain and num ericaloptim izations are so far the

only route.

Sebastianiand Settim i(1997)usetheequivalence

theorem toestablish thelocalD -optim ality ofatwo-

point design suggested by Ford,Torsney and W u
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(1992) for a sim ple logistic m odelwith design re-

gion bounded atoneend.They also suggestan e�-

cientapproxim ation totheD -optim aldesignswhich

requireslesspreciseknowledgeofthem odelparam -

eters.

M atthews(1999)considered Bayesian designsfor

thelogistic m odelwith onequalitative factorat� 1

and derived closed-form expressionsforthe weights

and supportpointswhich m inim ize the asym ptotic

variance ofthe M LE ofthe log-odds ratio.He also

studied thee�ectofpriorspeci�cation on thedesign

and noticed thatasuncertaintyon thelog-oddsratio

increases,the design becom esm oreunbalanced.

6.5 M ore Than O ne Explanatory Variable

Atkinson et al. (1995) consider a dose-response

experim entwhen them aleand fem aleinsectsunder

study reactdi�erently and considered the m odel

log(�(x;z)=(1� �(x;z)))= � + �x+ z;

where�(x;z)istheprobability ofdeath oftheinsect

atdoselevelx and z is0form alesand 1forfem ales.

Assum ingtheproportion ofm alesand fem alesto be

equal,they illustrate thatthe largerthe separation

between the two groups,the larger is the cardinal-

ity ofthe supportforthe locally D -optim aldesign.

They also considera Bayesian version ofthisdesign

problem by im posing a trivariate norm aldistribu-

tion on the three param eters and notice that the

design is robustwith respectto uncertainty in the

param etersforthisproblem .Thepaperalso consid-

ersdesignsforestim ating ED95 forthe two groups

separately as wellas the two groups com bined to-

gether.

Sitter and Torsney (1995)considerlocally D -op-

tim aldesigns when the m odelcontains two quan-

titative variables. Burridge and Sebastiani (1992)

consider a generalized linear m odel with two de-

sign variables and a linear predictor of the form

� = �x1+ �x2 and obtain locally D -optim aldesigns.

Burridge and Sebastiani (1994) obtain D -optim al

designs for a generalized linear m odelwhen obser-

vationshave variance proportionalto the square of

the m ean.They do allow for any num berofpossi-

ble predictors.However,theirresultsare restricted

to the case ofpower link functions.They establish

thatundercertain conditionson theparam etersofa

m odel,thetraditionalchange\onefactorata tim e"

designsareD -optim al.They also conducta num er-

icalstudy to com pare the e�ciency ofclassicalfac-

torialdesignsto theoptim alonesand suggestsom e

e�cientcom prom isedesigns.Sebastianiand Settim i

(1998)obtain D -optim aldesignsforavarietyofnon-

linearm odelswith an arbitrarynum berofcovariates

undercertain conditions on the Fisherinform ation

m atrix.

In a m ore recent article by Sm ith and Ridout

(2003),optim alBayesian designs are obtained for

bioassaysinvolving two paralleldose-response rela-

tionships where the m ain interest is in estim ating

therelativepotency ofatestdrugortestsubstance.

They consider a m odelfor the probability ofa re-

sponseas

�(x;z)= F (� + �(x� �z));(6.7)

where z is 0 or 1 representing the two substances

(called the standard and testsubstance,resp.)and

F �1 isa link function.The param eter � isthe rel-

ative log potency of the test substance com pared

to the standard substance.Sm ith and Ridout con-

siderlocaland Bayesian D -optim aldesignsas well

astheD s-optim aldesign which isappropriatewhen

interest is m ainly in a subset ofparam eters (here

� and �),theothers(here�)beingconsidered asnui-

sanceparam eters.Thedesignsareobtained num er-

ically and optim ality isveri�ed by using the corre-

spondingdirectionalderivativefunction.Thism odel

containsonequantitativeand onequalitativepredic-

tor with no interaction,and as discussed in Chap-

ter 13 ofAtkinson and Donev (1992),the localD -

optim aldesigns for the two substances (z= 0 and

z= 1)are identical.The num berofsupportpoints

for each substance is also the sam e as for the cor-

responding local D -optim al design with a single-

substanceexperim ent.

To illustrate the proposed designs, Sm ith and

Ridout (2003) use a data set from Ashton (1972,

page 59) which provides the num ber of Chrysan-

them um aphids killed out ofthe num ber tested at

di�erent doses of two substances.O ne can m odel

theresponseprobability [asgiven in (6.7)]asafunc-

tion ofx= log(dose)and z= factorrepresentingthe

two substances.Sm ith and Ridout (2003) investi-

gate the problem of�nding optim aldesigns under

variouslink functions,optim ality criteria and prior

choices.Sincetherearestillvery few illustrationsof

Bayesian optim aldesign in the m ultiparam etersit-

uation,this num ericalexam ple is interesting in its

own right.

Sm ith and Ridout(2005)applytheirworkon m ul-

tiparam eter dose-response problem s to obtain

Bayesian optim aldesign in athree-param eterbinary
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dose-responsem odelwith controlm ortality asa pa-

ram eter.In m any bioassays where the response is

often death,death m ay som etim esoccurdueto nat-

uralcausesofm ortality unrelated tothestim ulus.In

such instances,theoccurrenceofresponseisdueto

naturalm ortality or controlm ortality.The m odel,

includingcontrolm ortality in adose-responsesetup,

asconsidered in Sm ith and Ridout(2005),is

�(x)= � + (1� �)F [�(x� �)]:

The controlm ortality param eter � is treated as a

nuisanceparam eterand a widerangeofpriordistri-

butionsand criteria isinvestigated.

A generaltreatm ent ofBayesian optim aldesigns

with any num berofexplanatory variablesseem sto

be in order.The com putations get m uch m ore in-

volved with an increasein thenum berofparam eters

as integration and optim ization need to be carried

outin a higher-dim ensionalspace.The sim ulation-

based m ethods proposed in M �uller (1999) m ay be

ofparticular im portance in these high-dim ensional

problem s.

6.6 M iscellaneous Issues In Bayesian D esign

M ultiresponse m odels. Draperand Hunter(1967)

considerm ultiresponseexperim entsin nonlinearprob-

lem sand adoptlocally optim alorsequentialdesign

as their design strategy.Very little work has been

done for m ultiresponse experim ents for G LM s us-

ing Bayesian design ideas.Hatzisand Larntz(1992)

consider a nonlinear m ultiresponse m odelwith the

probability distribution fortheresponsesgiven by a

Poisson random process. They consider locally

D -optim aldesigns which m inim ize the generalized

variance (volum e ofthe con�dence ellipsoid)ofthe

estim ated param etersforgiven speci�cvaluesofthe

param eters.They also discussthecase when only a

subset ofthe param eters is ofinterest,leading to

thelocalD s-optim ality criterion.They usea gener-

alized sim ulated annealing algorithm along with the

Nelderand M ead (1965)sim plex algorithm .O btain-

ing Bayesian optim aldesignsfornonlinearm ultire-

sponse m odels will certainly pose som e com puta-

tionalchallenges as num ericalintegration needs to

be carried outin a higher-dim ensionalspace.Heise

and M yers (1996) provides m ethods for producing

D -optim al designs for bivariate logistic regression

m odels.Zocchiand Atkinson (1999)usesD -optim al

design theory to obtain designsform ultinom iallo-

gistic regression m odels.

SequentialBayesian designs. Ridout (1995) con-

sidersalim itingdilution m odelforabinaryresponse

in a seed testing experim ent.Suppose that n sam -

plesofseed are tested;the ith sam ple (i= 1;:::;n)

containsxi seedsand yieldsa binary responsevari-

able yi,where yi= 0 ifthe sam ple is free ofinfec-

tion and yi= 1 otherwise.Let�i= P (ith sam ple is

freeofinfection)and � = theproportion ofinfected

seedsin the population.Then the lim iting dilution

m odelis yi� Bernoulli(�i) with �i= 1� (1� �)xi,

i= 1;:::;n.Theauthorreparam etrizestheproblem

in term sof� = logf� log(1� �)g and thedesign cri-

terion is based on expectations offunctions ofthe

Fisherinform ation for � with respectto som e uni-

form prior.Single-stage and three-stage designsare

developed and com pared when the sam ple sizesare

restricted tosm allnum bers.Thethree-stagedesigns

arefound tobem uch m oree�cientthan single-stage

designs.Thisisan interestingexam pleofm ultistage

sequentialBayesian design for one-param eter non-

linearproblem swherethesam plesizeisconstrained

tobesm all.M ehrabiand M atthews(1998)also con-

sider the problem of im plem enting Bayesian opti-

m aldesigns for lim iting dilution assay m odels.Za-

cks(1977)proposestwo-stageBayesian designsfora

sim ilarproblem .Freem an (1970),O wen (1975),K uo

(1983)and Berry and Fristedt(1985)havealsodone

work in the sequentialdom ain.

Num berofsupportpoints. In classicaldesign the-

ory,an upperboundon thenum berofsupportpoints

foran optim aldesign isusuallyobtained byinvoking

Carath�eodory’stheorem ,astheinform ation m atrix

dependson a �nite num ber ofm om ents ofthe de-

sign m easure�.ForD -optim ality,theoptim aldesign

typically has as m any support points as the num -

berofunknown param etersin them odelwith equal

weightsateach point(Silvey,1980;Pukelsheim ,1993).

This property helps to obtain the optim aldesign

analytically buthasthe drawback thatthere isnot

a su�cient num ber ofsupport points to allow for

any goodness of �t checking. This type of upper

bound resultappliesto localoptim ality criteria and

Bayesian optim ality criteria for linear m odels.For

nonlinear m odels with a continuous prior distribu-

tion there is no such bound available. The space

ofpossible Fisher inform ation m atrices is now in-

�nitedim ensionaland Carath�eodory’stheorem can-

notbe invoked.For m ostconcave optim ality crite-

ria,ifthe prior distribution has k support points,

then there exists a Bayesian optim aldesign which
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is supported on at m ost kp(p+ 1)=2 di�erent points

(Dette and Neugebauer,1996),wherep isthenum -

ber of param eters,but no such bounds are avail-

able for a continuous prior distribution.Chaloner

and Larntz (1989)�rstillustrated how the num ber

ofsupportpoints ofthe optim aldesign changes as

the prior becom es m ore dispersed.This is an ad-

vantage ofthe Bayesian design asitallowsforpos-

sible m odelchecking with the observed data.How

to incorporate m odeluncertainty in the paradigm

rem ains an im portant unresolved issue (Steinberg,

1985;DuM oucheland Jones,1994).

Sensitivitytopriorspeci�cation. Robustnessofthe

design to the priordistribution isa desirable prop-

erty. DasG upta and Studden (1991), DasG upta,

M ukhopadhyay and Studden (1992)and Tom an and

G astwirth (1993,1994) developed a fram ework for

robustexperim entaldesign in a linearm odelsetup.

E�ortsto proposerobustBayesian experim entalde-

signs for nonlinear m odels and generalized linear

m odelsare needed.

Priorforinference. Tsutakawa(1972)arguesthat

when Bayesian inference isconsidered appropriate,

itm ay be desirable to use two separate priors,one

for constructing designs and the other for subse-

quent inference.M any practitioners believe in in-

corporating prior inform ation for constructing de-

signs,butcarry outtheanalysisthrough m axim um

likelihood or other frequentist procedures.Using a

design priorwith sm allvariability and an inference

priorwith an inated variance,asrecom m ended in

Tsutkawaka (1972), raises philosophical issues for

discussion.Etzioniand K adane (1993)and Lindley

and Singpurwalla (1991)addressthisdichotom y of

using inform ativepriorsfordesign and noninform a-

tive priorsforthe subsequentstatisticalanalysis.

Statisticalsoftware. Findingoptim alBayesian de-

signsform ultiparam eternonlinearproblem swith a

di�usepriordistribution isanalytically very di�cult

and can only beobtained num erically.Chalonerand

Larntz(1988)m adethe�rste�ortin thisdirection.

Theyintroduced FO RTRAN77program sforobtain-

ing Bayesian optim aldesignsforlogistic regression

with a single explanatory variable.Sm ith and Rid-

out(1998)introduced an enhanced version oftheir

program called DESIG NV1,which providesa wider

range of link functions (not only logistic) as con-

sidered in Ford,Torsney and W u (1992)along with

a greater ensem ble ofprior distributions and opti-

m ality criteria. The program SING LE by Spears,

Brown and Atkinson (1997),available in StatLib,

alsoo�ersthelogisticand log{loglinkfunctionswith

various choices ofpriors and an autom ated proce-

dure to determ ine the num ber of support points.

Sm ith and Ridout(2003)extended theirsoftwareto

DESIG NV2 to accom m odate two explanatory vari-

ables,one quantitative,the otherdichotom ous.All

these program s use the Nelder{M ead (1965) opti-

m ization algorithm . The expectation over a prior

distribution iscom puted by som enum ericalquadra-

ture form ulae (usually G auss{Legendre or G auss{

Herm ite quadrature).

A exible design software developed by Clyde

(1993b)isbuiltwithin XLISP-STAT (Tierney,1990).

This allows evaluation of exact and approxim ate

Bayesian optim aldesigns for linear and nonlinear

m odels.Locally optim aldesigns and non-Bayesian

optim aldesigns for linear m odels can also be ob-

tained asspecialcasesofBayesian designs.Thisre-

quiresthe NPSO L FO RTRAN library ofG illetal.

(1986)tobeinstalled in thesystem .Thesim ulation-

based ideas for obtaining optim aldesigns (M �uller,

1999)can alsobeim plem ented through XLISP-STAT.

TheuseofBayesian design dependsgreatly on up-

dating and m aintaining the existing program s and

m aking them known to practitioners,in addition to

including sim ilar software in other standard statis-

ticalsoftware packages.

7. D ESIGN CO M PARISO N S USIN G

Q UAN TILE D ISPERSIO N GRAPH S

A fourth approach tothedesign dependenceprob-

lem wasrecently introduced by Robinson and K huri

(2003).Theirapproach isbased on studyingthedis-

tribution of the m ean-squared error of prediction

(M SEP) in (3.7) throughout the experim entalre-

gion R .For a given design D ,let Q D (p;�;�) de-

note the pth quantile ofthe distribution ofM SEP

on R �,where R � representsthe surface ofa region

obtained by shrinkingtheexperim entalregion R us-

ing a shrinkage factor �,and � is the param eter

vectorin thelinearpredictorin (2.2).By varying �

we can coverthe entire region R .In orderto assess

theproblem ofunknown �,a param eterspaceC to

which � is assum ed to belong is speci�ed.Subse-

quently,them inim um and m axim um ofQ D (p;�;�)

overC are obtained.W e therefore gettheextrem a

Q
m ax
D (p;�)= m ax

�2C
fQ D (p;�;�)g;

Q
m in
D (p;�)= m in

�2C
fQ D (p;�;�)g:

(7.1)
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Plotting Q m ax
D (p;�)and Q m in

D (p;�)againstp results

in the so-called quantile dispersion graphs(Q DG s)

oftheM SEP.A desirablefeatureofa design D isto

have close and sm allvaluesofQ m ax
D and Q m in

D over

the range ofp (0� p� 1).Sm allvaluesofQ m ax
D in-

dicate sm allM SEP valueson R �,and thecloseness

ofQ m ax
D and Q m in

D indicates robustness to changes

in the valuesof� thatisinduced by the design D .

The Q DG s provide a com prehensive assessm ent of

the prediction capability ofD and can therefore be

conveniently utilized to com pare two candidate de-

signsby com paring theirgraphicalpro�les.

TheQ DG approach hasseveraladvantages:

(1) The design’s perform ance can be evaluated

throughout the experim entalregion.Standard

design optim ality criteria base their evaluation

of a design on a single m easure, such as D -

e�ciency,butdonotconsiderthequality ofpre-

diction insideR .

(2) Estim ation bias is taken into consideration in

the com parison ofdesigns.

(3) The Q DG sprovide a clear depiction ofthe de-

pendenceofadesign on theunknown param eter

vector �.Designs can therefore be easily com -

pared with regard to robustness.

(4) Theuseofthe quantile plotsoftheM SEP per-

m its the com parison ofdesignsfor G LM swith

severalcontrolvariables.

7.1 Logistic Regression M odels

Robinson and K huri(2003)applied theQ DG ap-

proach to com paring designs for logistic regression

m odelsofthe form

�(x)=
1

1+ e�f
T (x)�

;(7.2)

where fT(x)� de�nes the linear predictor in (2.2)

and �(x)istheprobability ofsuccessatx = (x1;x2;

:::;xk)
0, thus �(x)= �(x). Robinson and K huri

showed that,in thiscase,(3.7)takestheform

M SE[b�(x)]

= �
2(x)[1� �(x)]2fT(x)(X T

W X )�1 f(x)

+ f�(x)[1� �(x)]fT(x)(X T
W X )�1 X T

W �

+ 1

2
�(x)[1� �(x)][1� 2�(x)]

� f
T(x)(X T

W X )�1 f(x)g
2
;

whereW isthesam easin (3.4)with wu = m u�u(1�

�u),u = 1;2;:::;n,and � isan n � 1 vector whose

uth elem entiszuu(�u� 0:5),wherezuu istheuth di-

agonalelem entofZ = X (X TW X )�1 X T.Here,m u

denotesthe num berofexperim entalunitstested at

the uth experim entalrun,and �u is the value of

�(x)atxu,the vectorofdesign settingsatthe uth

experim entalrun (u = 1;2;:::;n).

Robinson andK huriconsidered quantilesofascaled

version ofM SE[b�(x)],nam ely,

SM SE[b�(x)]=
N

�(x)[1� �(x)]
M SE[b�(x)];(7.3)

whereN =
P n

u= 1m u.Form ula (7.1)can then beap-

plied with Q D (p;�;�)now denotingthepth quantile

ofSM SE[b�(x)]on the surface ofR �.Two num eri-

calexam pleswerepresented in Robinson and K huri

(2003)to illustrate the application ofthe Q DG ap-

proach to com paring designs for logistic regression

m odels.The following exam ple providesanotheril-

lustration of this approach in the case of logistic

regression.

Example 2. Sitter(1992)proposed a m inim ax

procedure to obtain designs for the logistic regres-

sion m odel(7.2),where

f
T(x)�= �(x� �):

Thism odelisthesam eastheonegiven in (5.6).The

designsproposed by Sitterareintended toberobust

to poor initialestim ates of� and �.The num eri-

calexam pleused by Sitterconcernssport�shing in

British Colum bia,Canada,where x is the am ount

ofincreased �shing cost.The binary response des-

ignates �shing or not �shing for a given x.Thus

�(x)istheprobability ofwanting to �sh fora given

increase in �shing cost.

UsingtheD -optim ality criterion,Sittercom pared

a locally D -optim al design against his m inim ax

D -optim aldesign.The�rstdesign wasbased on the

initialestim ates�0 = 40,�0 = 0:90 for� and �,and

consisted of two points, nam ely, x = 38:28;41:72,

with equalallocation to the points.For the second

design,Sitterassum ed theparam eterspaceC :33�

� � 47,0:50 � � � 1:25.Accordingly,the m inim ax

D -optim aldesign produced by Sitterentailed equal

allocation tothepoints,x = 31:72;34:48;37:24;40:00;

42:76;45:52;48:28. This design was to be robust

overC .

TheQ DG approach wasused to com pare Sitter’s

twodesigns.Thesam eparam eterspace,C ,wascon-

sidered.The experim entalregion investigated was
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R :30� x � 50,and the two designsconsisted of70

runseach with equalweightsatthe design points.

The scaled m ean-squared error of prediction

(SM SEP) is given in (7.3).For selected values of

(�;�)in C ,valuesofSM SEP arecalculated through-

outtheregion R foreach design.Them axim um and

m inim um quantiles (over C ) ofthe distribution of

SM SEP on R are then obtained as in (7.1).Since

in this exam ple there is only one controlvariable,

no shrinkageoftheregion R isnecessary.Thecom -

bined Q DG sforthetwo designsareshown in Figure

1.W e note that the dispersion in the quantile val-

ues for the m inim ax D -optim aldesign is less than

thatforthelocally D -optim aldesign.Thisindicates

m ore robustnessofthe form erdesign to changesin

the param eter values.This is consistent with the

conclusion arrived atby Sitterthat\form ostofthe

region,them inim ax D -optim aldesign perform sbet-

terthan thelocally D -optim aldesign."

8. CO N CLUSIO N

Theresearch on designsforgeneralized linearm od-

els is still very m uch in its developm ental stage.

Not m uch work has been accom plished either in

term softheory orin term sofcom putationalm eth-

ods to evaluate the optim al design when the di-

m ension ofthe design space ishigh.The situations

where one hasseveralcovariates (controlvariables)

orm ultipleresponsescorresponding to each subject

dem and extensive work to evaluate \optim al" orat

least e�cient designs. The curve �tting approach

ofM �ullerand Parm igiani(1995)m ay be one direc-

tion to pursue in higher-dim ensionaldesign prob-

lem s.Finding robust and e�cient designs in high-

dim ensionalproblem s willinvolve form idable com -

putationalchallengesand e�cientsearch algorithm s

need to bedeveloped.

The stochastic approxim ation literature,as dis-

cussed in Section 5,dwellsprim arily on thedevelop-

m entofalgorithm sfortheselection ofdesign points.

Sim ilarideascan bebroughtinto case-controlstud-

ieswheretheprim eobjectiveisto study theassoci-

ation between a disease(say,lung cancer)and som e

exposurevariables(such assm oking,residencenear

a hazardouswaste site,etc.).Classicalcase-control

studiesarecarried outby sam pling separately from

thecase(personsa�ected with thedisease)and con-

trol(personswithoutthedisease)populations,with

thetwo sam plesizesbeing�xed and often arbitrary.

Chen (2000)proposed a sequentialsam pling proce-

dure which rem oves this arbitrariness.Speci�cally,

he proposed a sam pling rule based on allthe ac-

cum ulated data,which m andateswhetherthe next

observation (ifany)should bedrawn from a caseor

a controlpopulation.He showed also certain opti-

m ality ofhisproposed sam pling rule.

However,like m uch ofthe stochastic approxim a-

tion literature, Chen touched very briey on the

choice ofa stopping rule,butwithoutany optim al-

ity properties associated with it.It appears that a

Bayesstopping rule orsom e approxim ation thereof

Fig.1. Com bined Q DG s for the m inim ax D -optim aland D -optim aldesigns.
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can be introduced along with Chen’ssam pling rule

so thattheissuesofoptim alstopping and choice of

designscan beaddressed sim ultaneously.

The use ofthe quantile dispersion graphs(ofthe

m ean-squared error ofprediction) provides a con-

venienttechnique forevaluating and com paring de-

signsforgeneralized linearm odels.Them ain advan-

tages ofthese graphs are their applicability in ex-

perim entalsituationsinvolving severalcontrolvari-

ables,theirusefulnessin assessingthequality ofpre-

diction associated with a given design throughout

the experim entalregion,and theirdepiction ofthe

design’s dependence on the param eters of the �t-

ted m odel.There are stillseveralother issues that

need to beresolved.Forexam ple,thee�ectsofm is-

speci�cation ofthe link function and/orthe parent

distribution ofthe data on the shape ofthe quan-

tile plotsofthe quantile dispersion graph approach

need to be investigated.In addition,itwould be of

interesttoexplorethedesign dependenceproblem in

m ultiresponse situations involving severalresponse

variablesthatm ay becorrelated.Them ultiresponse

design problem in a traditionallinear m odelsetup

wasdiscussed by W ijesinha and K huri(1987a,b).
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