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Abstract

The precise calculation of sample sizes is a crucial aspect in the design of clinical trials particularly for

pharmaceutical statisticians. While various R statistical software packages have been developed by re-

searchers to estimate required sample sizes under different assumptions, there has been a notable absence

of a standalone R statistical software package that allows researchers to comprehensively estimate sample

sizes under generalized scenarios. This paper introduces the R statistical software package ”GenTwoArm-

sTrialSize,” available on the Comprehensive R Archive Network (CRAN), designed for estimating the

required sample size in two-arm clinical trials. The package incorporates four endpoint types, two trial

treatment designs, four types of hypothesis tests, as well as considerations for noncompliance and loss

of follow-up, providing researchers with the capability to estimate sample sizes across 24 scenarios. To

facilitate understanding of the estimation process and illuminate the impact of noncompliance and loss

of follow-up on the size and variability of estimations, the paper includes four hypothetical examples and

one applied example. The discussion encompasses the package’s limitations and outlines directions for

future extensions and improvements.
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With a large enough sample, any outrageous thing is likely to happen.

Persi Diaconis & Frederick Mosteller-1989

1 Introduction

This introduction is divided into five subsections as follows: Section 1.1 provides a brief review of

the sample size and power in clinical trials. Section 1.2 presents the statistical background required for

sample size estimation in conventional two arms clinical trials. Section 1.3 provides a summary of sample

size calculation in R statistical software. Section 1.4 discusses the motivations behind the “GenTwoArm-

sTrialSize” statistical software package. Finally, Section 1.5 presents the study outline.

1.1 A Holistic View of Sample Size and Power in Clinical Trials

In order for pharmaceutical companies to make informed decisions in clinical trials, it is necessary that

regulators, physicians, stakeholders, and patients have a clear understanding of the risks and potential

benefits of treatment(s) in clinical trials. Otherwise, lack of this clarity can result in misunderstanding of

the treatment effect. To minimize lack of clarity of treatment effect, the Estimand must be constructed.

An Estimand defines the target of estimation for a particular trial objective (i.e. what is to be estimated).

By having a clear understanding of Estimand, proper planning can be made in how missing data should

be handled. The five attributes needed to construct an Estimand are: Treatment, population, variable

(endpoint), intercurrent events and how they will be handled and population-level summary [1]. Given

its significant impact on the trial design and its conduct, it has attained significant attention from the

United States Food and Drug Administration, a key regulatory member of the International Council for

Harmonisation of Technical Requirements for Pharmaceuticals for Human Use (ICH) [2]. In the statistical

design and analysis stage, the estimand takes the form of a quantity [3]. The estimand contributes core

information to the calculation of the sample size without the later actually being a ‘component’ of the

former.
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Sample size calculation in the Randomized Clinical Trials (RCT) is one of the most prominent required

tasks in their designs [4, 5, 6]. There are numerous rationales for meticulous determination of sample size

in clinical trial design, encompassing economic considerations (such as saving money, time, and resources),

ethical considerations (such as avoiding unnecessary exposure of additional patients to futile or harmful

drugs), and scientific considerations (such as guaranteeing the validity, accuracy, and reliability of the

results) [6]. Two important dimensions in sample size calculations need their own special attention: (i)

Relationships, (ii) Context. In the following we clarify our position in this paper in each dimension:

1.1.1 Relationships

First, in the broader field of calculating sample size, aside from significance level, three key components

come into play: (i) the sample size itself, (ii) the effect size, and (iii) the power. These give rise to three

interrelated relationships outlined as follows [4] (Figure 1):

1. Sample Size in terms of Power and Effect Size(Re 1 & Re 2),

2. Power in terms of Effect size and Sample Size(Re 1 & Re 3),

3. Effect Size in terms of Power and Sample Size (Re 2 & Re 3).

Figure 1: Three way relationships between the key elements of sample size calculation

1.1.2 Context

Second, in the same broader field of sample size calculation, there are several contexts to consider

including but not limited to [4] :
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1. Adaptive vs. Fixed,

2. Parallel vs. Crossover,

3. Longitudinal vs. Cross-sectional,

4. Equality/Noninferiority/Superiority/Equivalence,

5. One Arm/Two Arms/Multiple Arms,

6. Single structure vs. Cluster,

7. Continuous/Binary/Time to Event/Ordinal Categorical end points

8. Frequentist vs. Bayesian

9. Parametric vs. Non parametric,

10. One Stage/Two Stages/Multiple Stages,

11. Single vs. Multilevel.

In this paper, we consider sample size calculation in the first relationship within the following context:

(i) Fixed, (ii) Cross-sectional, (iii) Two Arms, (iv) Single structure, (v) Frequentist, (vi) Parametric, (vii)

One stage and (viii) Single level.

1.2 Statistical Background

In this section we first review briefly the mathematical statistics background for sample size calculation

of conventional two arms trials by their end point from Intention To Treat (ITT) perspective. Then, we

consider the issues of noncompliance and expected loss of follow up. We conclude with the secondary ITT

sample size calculations in terms of noncompliance information and the Complier Average Causal Effect

(CACE) information.

1.2.1 Sample Size Estimations by Trial End Points: Primary ITT

We consider four main trial end points: Continuous, Binary(large samples), Time to Event (TTE)

and Ordinal Categorical and briefly present the statistical background for each case given underlying

assumptions for involved populations as in [4, 7, 8]:

Let θ be the parameter of interest denoting either µ, p, −λ, and ψ, as the mean of continuous outcome,

proportion of the binary outcome, negative hazard of exponential model of time to event outcome and
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logarithm of odds of cumulative probability of the ordinal categorical outcome, respectively. Furthermore,

let θ1 and θ2 denote the parameter of interest for the control arm and the treatment arm of the clinical

trial, respectively. Then, for given margin δ > 0 there are four conventional two-sided statistical tests of

interest at significant level α (two-sided test at an α level, or a one-sided test at an α/2 level) and power

1− β as follows:

Equality : H0 : θ2 − θ1 = 0 vs. H1 : θ2 − θ1 ̸= 0, (1)

Noninferiority : H0 : θ2 − θ1 ≤ −δ vs. H1 : θ2 − θ1 > −δ, (2)

Superiority : H0 : θ2 − θ1 ≤ +δ vs. H1 : θ2 − θ1 > +δ, (3)

Equivalence : H0 : |θ2 − θ1| ≥ +δ vs. H1 : |θ2 − θ1| < +δ. (4)

Sample size estimations for the hypothesis tests (1)-(4) are as follows [4, 7, 9]:

First of all, we consider the two arms parallel or crossover clinical trial with continuous outcome where

in which n2 and n1 are the required number of patients for the treatment arm and the control arm,

respectively. Given assumption n1 = kn2(k > 0), the required number of patients is [4]:

n2(µ1, µ2) = inf{m ∈ N|1− T(1+k)m−2(tU(α),(1+k)m−2|
√

sm

σ2(1 + k−1)
V (µ1, µ2, δ)) =W (β)}

(5)

where in which Tn(.|M) is the Cumulative Distribution Function (CDF) of the non-central t-student distri-

bution with n degrees of freedom with non-centrality parameter ofM. Also, for special case of large sample

size (e.g., n > 1000) or known population variance (e.g., σ2 = 10 ) we have T(1+k)m−2(tU(α),(1+k)m−2|
√

sm
σ2(1+k−1)

V (µ1, µ2, δ)) ≈

ΦZ(zU(α) −
√

sm
σ2(1+k−1)

V (µ1, µ2, δ)), yielding to explicit closed form formulae for n2. Here, for the case

of parallel and crossover treatment allocations we have (k, s) := (k, 1) and (k, s) := (1, 4), respec-

tively. Finally, given the hypothesis testing of equality, noninferiority, superiority, and equivalence,

we have U(α) = α/2, α, α, α; V (µ1, µ2, δ) = |µ2 − µ1|, µ2 − µ1 − δ, µ2 − µ1 − δ, δ − |µ2 − µ1|; and

W (β) = 1− β, 1− β, 1− β, 1− β/2, respectively.

Second, we consider the two arms parallel or crossover clinical trial for large samples with binary
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outcome. With similar assumptions on the arms related required number of patients as in the continuous

outcome, the required number of patients is [4]:

n2(p1, p2) = inf{m ∈ N|1− ΦZ(zU(α) −
√

sm

σ2d,p1,p2,k
V (p1, p2, δ)) =W (β)}

(6)

where for the case of parallel and crossover treatment allocations we have (σ2d,p1,p2,k, s) := (p1(1−p1)k−1+

p2(1− p2), 1) and (σ2d,p1,p2,k, s) := (σ2d, 2), in which σ2d refers to variance of difference of two arms, respec-

tively. Here, similar to the continuous outcome, given the hypothesis testing of equality, noninferiority,

superiority, and equivalence, we have U(α) = α/2, α, α, α; V (p1, p2, δ) = |p2 − p1|, p2 − p1 − δ, p2 − p1 −

δ, δ − |p2 − p1|; and W (β) = 1− β, 1− β, 1− β, 1− β/2, respectively.

Remark. The sample size calculation for parallel clinical trials with small sample size (e.g., ni < ((
√

(1− pi)/pi−√
pi/(1− pi))/0.3)

2 : i = 1, 2 [10]) involves continuity correction. Here, it is sufficient to replace the

term V (p1, p2, δ) in equation (6) with V (p1, p2, δ,m, k) defined by V (p1, p2, δ,m, k) = V (p1, p2, δ) − (1 +

1/k)/(2m) [5]. An approximate solution for equation (6) by setting A = (1 + 1/k)/2, B = σd,p1,p2,k, C =

zU(α) + z(1−W (β)), and D = V (p1, p2, δ) is n2(p1, p2) ≈ ((BC +
√
(BC)2 + 4AD)/(2D))2.

Third, we consider the two arms parallel clinical trial with time to event outcome. With similar

assumptions on the arms related required number of patients as in the continuous outcome, the required

number of patients is [4]:

n2(λ1, λ2) = inf{m ∈ N|1− ΦZ(zU(α) −
√

m

σ2(λ1)k−1 + σ2(λ2)
V (λ1, λ2, δ)) =W (β)}

(7)

where, σ2(λi) (i = 1, 2) are the associated variances in the Central Limit Theorem asymptotic estimations

of λi (i = 1, 2), respectively. Similar to the continuous outcome, given the hypothesis testing of equality,

noninferiority, superiority, and equivalence, we have U(α) = α/2, α, α, α; V (λ1, λ2, δ) = |λ1 − λ2|, λ1 −

λ2 − δ, λ1 − λ2 − δ, δ − |λ1 − λ2|; and W (β) = 1− β, 1− β, 1− β, 1− β/2, respectively.

Finally, we consider the two arms parallel clinical trial with ordinal categorical outcome. With similar
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assumptions on the arms related required number of patients as in the continuous outcome, the required

number of patients is [7, 9, 5]:

n2(ψ1, ψ2) = inf{m ∈ N|1− ΦZ(zU(α) −

√√√√ mk

3(k + 1)
(1−

J∑
i=1

p3i )V (ψ1, ψ2, δ)) =W (β)}

pj = (p1j + p2j)/2 : (1 ≤ j ≤ J) (8)

where pij (i = 1, 2, j = 1, · · · , J), is the probability of outcome in the jth category of the ith trial arm.

Similar to the continuous outcome, given the hypothesis testing of equality, noninferiority, superiority, and

equivalence, we have U(α) = α/2, α, α, α; V (ψ1, ψ2, δ) = |ψ2−ψ1|, (ψ2−ψ1)−δ, (ψ2−ψ1)−δ, δ−|ψ2−ψ1|;

and W (β) = 1− β, 1− β, 1− β, 1− β/2, respectively (Note that log(OR) = ψ2 − ψ1).

1.2.2 Noncompliance and Expected Loss of Follow-up

Sample size estimation based on ITT are considered the ideal estimations. However, in the reality

in most clinical trials the perfect design of the trial is violated during the trial run. Two prominent

cases of violation of trial original design are noncompliance and loss of follow-up described as follows

[13, 14, 11, 12, 7]:

Noncompliance refers to the scenario that trial patients fail to adhere to their original assigned trial

treatment arms regimen in the study protocol (e.g., missing a fraction of assigned medication/drug for the

entire trial). Let θ be a parameter of interest (i.e., θ = µ, p,−λ, log(ψ)) and consider the θ1, θ2 the ITT

mean estimations of the trial control arms and treatment arms outcomes, respectively. Assume, ρ1, ρ2 to

be drop-out proportions in the trial control arm and treatment arm, respectively. Under conditions where

treatments are switched (e.g., as occurs in any open label active control trial with market available active

control agent, or in some oncology trials) [7, 14], and under the noncompliance assumption the expected

mean endpoint estimation of the trial control arm and treatment arm equals to [11, 12, 7]:

θ∗1 = (1− ρ1)θ1 + ρ1θ2, (9)

θ∗2 = ρ2θ1 + (1− ρ2)θ2. (10)

Consequently, the secondary ITT estimation in terms of the probability of compliance and the Complier
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Average Causal Effect (CACE) is given by (See Appendix 4.3):

(θ∗2 − θ∗1)ITT = (1− ρ2 − ρ1)Prob(Compliance) × (θ2 − θ1)CACE . (11)

In particular, for the ideal scenario of the perfect compliance ρ1 = ρ2 = 0, the secondary ITT estimations

in equations (9)-(11) match to the primary ITT estimations.

Loss of follow-up refers to the scenario in which the patients do not complete the trial and their trial

outcomes are untraceable. Let r be the projected pooled proportion of patients in both arms that are lost

to follow-up by the end of trial and n be the unadjusted required number of patients for completion of

trial. Then, under both loss of follow-up and no imputation of the missing values in the trial assumptions,

the adjusted required number of patients for the completion of the trial equals to [7]:

n∗ =
n

1− r
. (12)

1.2.3 Sample Size Estimations by Trial End Points: Secondary ITT

In many clinical trials, both noncompliance and loss of follow-up occur yielding to adjustments for

both scenarios. Hence, considering equations (9,10,12) in the ITT equations the secondary ITT estimation

is given by:

n∗(θ1, θ2, ρ1, ρ2, r) =
n(((1− ρ1)θ1 + ρ1θ2), (ρ2θ1 + (1− ρ2)θ2))

1− r
.

In particular, considering equations (9,10,12) in the ITT equations (5,6,7,8) the secondary ITT estimations

are given by:

n∗2(µ1, µ2, ρ1, ρ2, r) =
n2(((1− ρ1)µ1 + ρ1µ2), (ρ2µ1 + (1− ρ2)µ2))

1− r
, (13)

n∗2(p1, p2, ρ1, ρ2, r) =
n2(((1− ρ1)p1 + ρ1p2), (ρ2p1 + (1− ρ2)p2))

1− r
, (14)

n∗2(λ1, λ2, ρ1, ρ2, r) =
n2(((1− ρ1)λ1 + ρ1λ2), (ρ2λ1 + (1− ρ2)λ2))

1− r
, (15)

n∗2(ψ1, ψ2, ρ1, ρ2, r) =
n2(((1− ρ1)ψ1 + ρ1ψ2), (ρ2ψ1 + (1− ρ2)ψ2))

1− r
, (16)

p∗i = ((1− ρ1 + ρ2)p1i + (1 + ρ1 − ρ2)p2i)/2 : (1 ≤ i ≤ J).

8



1.3 Sample Size Calculation in Noncommercial statistical software

Several R statistical packages have been presented for sample size calculation for parametric two

arms clinical trials [4, 6, 16, 34, 32]. The most prominent and comprehensive available package is ”Tri-

alSize” [34] accompanied with 15 functions. Other additional estimation R packages and functions -

presented as R-package name(Function)- are as follows [32, 6, 16, 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22]: (i) contin-

uous endpoint: Stats(power.t.test), samplesize(n.indept.t.test.eq), samplesize(n.indept.t.test.neq), sam-

plesize(n.paired.t.test), samplesize(n.welch.test), pwr(pwr.t.test), Longpower(liu.liang.linear.power), long-

power(lmmpower); (ii) binary endpoint: gsDesign(nBinomial), pwr(pwr.p.test), Stats(power.prop.test),

pwr(pwr.2p.test); (iii) time to event endpoint: gsDesign(nSurvival); and, (iv) ordinal endpoint: Hmisc(posamsize),

samplesize(n.wilcox.ord).

Apart from R, there exist other notable noncommercial statistical software options for calculating

sample sizes, such as STPLAN, which utilizes code derived from Fortran 77 [35].

1.4 Motivation

Until late 2023 several statistical packages including those mentioned above were proposed by the

researchers to estimate required sample size for conventional two arms trials. However, the authors

believe that more improvement is possible given the following reasons:

First, no developed R package till now has considered noncompliance and loss of follow up in the

context of frequentist estimations. The only available one is limited to context of simulation based

adaptive bayesian setting [23]. This lack of consideration in the design of clinical trials is crucial given the

prominent role of compliance and perfect patient follow up in ensuring safety and efficacy of the involved

treatment in the new trial [25, 26, 27, 28].

Second, to authors best knowledge, there is no R package yet to estimate required sample size for

two arms parallel -ordinal categorical endpoint designs with noninferioirty, superiority and equivalence

hypothesis tests. The only available R package Hmisc for two arms parallel ordinal categorical endpoint

design merely considers the equality hypothesis test [32].

Third, to estimate sample size for different scenarios of the conventional two arms trial designs one need

to use different R packages with different input functions and parameters as shown by those mentioned in

above [4, 6, 15, 16, 32]. This situation makes estimation process sub optimal given heterogeneity in the

packages update dates, their available functions, and their available parameters.
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Finally, with STPLAN, certain constraints are evident, including its omission of arm noncompliance

rates and loss of follow-up rates in the most scenario calculations (except count outcomes), its omission of

equivalence scenarios in hypothesis testing, and its absence of support for crossover designs in calculations

[35].

In this paper, we present R package “GenTwoArmsTrialSize” [33] that simultaneously addresses all of

above limitations and issues.

1.5 Study Outline

This paper is organized as follows. We start by providing minimal basic instructions for installing

the GenTwoArmsTrialSize package. The main four functions for sample size calculations for continuous,

binary, time to event and ordinal categorical endpoints are then illustrated. Then, we present four worked

examples study (one per end point type) for estimation of required sample size given noncompliance and

loss of follow-up in each setting using the package. Next, variation of sample size estimation by noncom-

pliance rates and loss of follow up rates are discussed by presenting an application in trial design and

then, the role of software is explored. Finally, we discuss the contributions of the GenTwoArmsTrialSize

package to the designs of clinical trials, its current limitations, and prospective for its future developments.

2 The GenTwoArmsTrialSize Package

2.1 The Background and Installation

The “GenTwoArmsTrialSize” package is based on the two current well-known R packages for sample

size calculations in clinical trials “TrialSize” [34] and “Hmisc” [32] and the R package for the general

grammar of data manipulation “dplyr” [36]. Its estimation process has the following features:

1. It generalizes all 20 two arm scenarios in the package “TrialSize” in terms of additional parameters:

Noncompliance and Loss of follow up.

2. It adds three more scenarios to the only available single scenario in package “Hmisc” for the two

arm Ordinal case with the total of 4 scenarios.

3. It generalizes all combined 4 two arm scenarios in the previous item in terms of additional parameters:

Noncompliance and Loss of follow up.
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4. It combines 6 functions in each of scenarios 1–8, 6 functions in scenarios 9–16, and 3 functions in

scenarios 17–20 to merely one function in each range of scenarios, respectively.

The estimation process presented above may involve 4 × 2 × 4 = 32 potential scenarios. Table 1

presents 24 scenarios offered by the package GenTwoArmsTrialSize (version 0.0.5).

The package (version 0.0.5) is available from the Comprehensive R Archive Network (CRAN) at

https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=GenTwoArmsTrialSize (accessed on 11 December 2023). The

following code chunk shows how to install and load the package:

line #1:> install.packages("GenTwoArmsTrialSize", dependencies=TRUE)

line #2:> library(GenTwoArmsTrialSize)

The “GenTwoArmsTrialSize” package involves four major multi-variate functions getSizeMean(), get-

SizeProp(), getSizeTTE and getSizeOrd(). Details are described in the coming sections. The reader may

try to type ?getSizeMean(), ?getSizeProp(), ?getSizeTTE or ?getSizeOrd() in R for the details.

11
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Table 1: A summary of potential estimation scenarios by R package “GenTwoArmsTrialSize” (version 0.0.5)).

Scenario Endpoint Design Hypothesis. Test Noncom∗ LoF ∗ Function†
1 Continuous Parallel Equality Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeMean()

2 Noninferiority Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeMean()

3 Superiority Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeMean()

4 Equivalence Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeMean()

5 Crossover Equality Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeMean()

6 Noninferiority Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeMean()

7 Superiority Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeMean()

8 Equivalence Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeMean()

9 Binary Parallel Equality Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeProp()

10 Noninferiority Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeProp()

11 Superiority Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeProp()

12 Equivalence Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeProp()

13 Crossover Equality Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeProp()

14 Noninferiority Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeProp()

15 Superiority Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeProp()

16 Equivalence Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeProp()

17 TTE Parallel Equality Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeTTE()

18 Noninferiority Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeTTE()

19 Superiority Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeTTE()

20 Equivalence Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeTTE()

21 Crossover Equality – – –

22 Noninferiority – – –

23 Superiority – – –

24 Equivalence – – –

25 Ordinal Parallel Equality Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeOrd()

26 Noninferiority Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeOrd()†

27 Superiority Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeOrd()†

28 Equivalence Y es∗ Y es∗ getSizeOrd()†

29 Crossover Equality – – –

30 Noninferiority – – –

31 Superiority – – –

32 Equivalence – – –

Note: Noncom: Noncompliance; LoF: Loss of follow-up; −: Scenario under development; ∗: New added feature; † New

added function.
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2.2 Sample size Calculation for Two Arms Clinical Trials with Con-

tinuous Endpoints

The function getSizeMean() calculates the required sample size for two arms clinical trial with contin-

uous end points and needs the following ten input parameters to estimate the plausible sample size:

For a given two arms trial, design is the allocation method (parallel/crossover), test is the hypothesis

test(equality/noninferiority/superiority/equivalence), alpha is the level of test significance, beta is the type

II error (1-power), sigma is the pooled standard deviation of two groups, k is the ratio of control arm size

to the treatment arm size, delta is the delta margin in the test hypothesis, TTE is the target treatment

effect, rho is a vector of length two with noncompliance rates of control arm and treatment arm, and, r is

the projected proportion of trial uniform loss of follow-up. The function general code in R is:

getSizeMean(design,test,alpha, beta, sigma, k, delta, TTE, rho,r)

As the first working example, we consider the Example 3.2.4 [4] with additional features of noncompliance

and expected loss of follow up:

Example 1. A pharmaceutical company is contemplating a clinical trial to assess the therapeu-

tic equivalence of two cholesterol-lowering medications in treating patients with Chronic Heart Disease

(CHD). The trial will employ a parallel design, with a primary focus on measuring low-density lipoprotein

(LDL) levels. The principal investigator (PI) is currently in the process of determining the sample size

needed to achieve 80% power at a significance level of 5%. This calculation assumes a standard deviation

(SD) of 10%, a true mean difference of 0.01, and an equivalence limit of 0.05. The PI is factoring in

equal-sized arms, considering noncompliance rates of 5% for the control arm and 7% for the treatment

arm. Additionally, an overall trial loss to follow-up of 10% is being taken into account by the PI. The R

code for sample size calculations given above trial information is given by:

line #1:> getSizeMean(design="parallel",

test="equivalence",

alpha=0.05,

beta=0.20,

sigma=0.10,

k=1,

delta=0.05,
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TTE=0.01,

rho=c(0.05, 0.07),

r=0.1)

yielding to following output estimations:

line #1:> n_2 n_1

line #2:> Size 113 113

Hence, the PI needs to consider two arms each of size 113. We note that this sample size is larger than

108 for the case with perfect compliance and no loss of follow up.

2.3 Sample size Calculation for Two Arms Clinical Trials with Binary

Endpoints

The function getSizeProp() calculates the required sample size for two arms clinical trial with binary

end points with large samples and needs the following eleven input parameters to estimate the plausible

sample size:

For a given two arms trial, design is the allocation method (parallel/crossover), test is the hypothesis

test(equality/noninferiority/superiority/equivalence), alpha is the level of test significance, beta is the

type II error (1-power), varsigma is a vector of size two which is probability of mean response in control

and treatment arms (varsigma1 > 0, varsigma2 > 0) := (p1, p2); or pooled standard deviation of two

treatment arms or their difference (varsigma1 > 0, varsigma2 > 0) := (sigma, sigma) : (sigma > 0), k

is the ratio of control arm size to the treatment arm size, seqnumber Number of crossover sequences(0 if

parallel; 1+ if crossover), delta is the delta margin in the test hypothesis, TTE is the target treatment

effect, rho is a vector of length two with noncompliance rates of control arm and treatment arm, and, r

is the projected proportion of trial uniform loss of follow-up (Note that the value 1+ refers to any value

chosen from the sequence 1(AB,BA), 2(ABAB,BABA), 3, · · · .). The function general code in R is:

getSizeProp(design,test,alpha,beta,varsigma,k,seqnumber,delta,TTE,rho,r)

As the second working example, we consider the Example 4.3.4 [4] with additional features of noncompli-

ance and expected loss of follow up:

Example 2. A pharmaceutical company is contemplating an open label randomized crossover clinical

trial to compare an inhaled insulin formulation manufactured for commercial usage for patients with type
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I diabetes (A) to the inhaled insulin formulation utilized in phase III clinical trials (B). The replicated

crossover design consisting of two sequences of ABAB and BABA is recommended with a primary focus

on comparing the safety profiles between the two formulations in terms of the incidence rate of adverse

events. The principal investigator (PI) is currently in the process of determining the sample size needed to

achieve 80% power at a significance level of 5%. This calculation assumes a difference of samples standard

deviation (SD) of 50%, no difference in incidence rates of adverse events, and a superiority limit of 10%.

The PI is factoring in equal-sized arms, considering noncompliance rates of 5% for the control arm and 7%

for the treatment arm. Additionally, an overall trial loss to follow-up of 10% is being taken into account

by the PI. The R code for sample size calculations given above trial information is given by:

line #1:> getSizeProp(design="crossover",

test="superiority",

alpha=0.05,

beta=0.20,

varsigma=c(0.50,0.50),

k=1,

seqnumber=2,

delta=0.10,

TTE=0.0,

rho=c(0.05, 0.07),

r=0.1)

yielding to following output estimations:

line #1:> n_2 n_1

line #2:> Size 86 86

Hence, the PI needs to consider two arms each of size 86. We note that this sample size is larger than 78

for the case with perfect compliance and no loss of follow up.
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2.4 Sample size Calculation for Two Arms Clinical Trials with Time-

to-Event Endpoints

The function getSizeTTE() calculates the required sample size for two arms clinical trial with time to

event end points and needs the following twelve input parameters to estimate the plausible sample size:

For a given two arms trial, design is the allocation method (parallel/crossover), test is the hypothesis

test(equality/noninferiority/superiority/equivalence), alpha is the level of test significance, beta is the type

II error (1-power), varlambda a vector of size two (varlambda1 > 0, varlambda2 > 0) := (lam1, lam2)

denotes the hazard rates in control and treatment arms, k is the ratio of control arm size to the treatment

arm size, ttotal is the total trial time (ttoal¿0), taccrual is the accrual time period (taccrual¿0), gamma is

the parameter of exponential distribution (gamma¿=0), delta is the delta margin in the test hypothesis,

rho is a vector of length two with noncompliance rates of control arm and treatment arm, and, r is the

projected proportion of trial uniform loss of follow-up. The function general code in R is:

getSizeTTE(design,test,alpha,beta,varlambda,k,ttotal,taccrual,gamma,delta,rho,r)

As the third working example, we consider the Example 7.2.4 [4] with additional features of noncompliance

and expected loss of follow up:

Example 3. A pharmaceutical company is contemplating a randomized parallel clinical trial to

compare equality of survivorship among the trial cancer survival patients in terms of time to leukemia.

The two trial arms include those patients with allogeneic transplant from an HLA-matched sibling donor

(allo) and those with an autologous transplant where their own marrow has been cleansed and returned to

them after high dose of chemotherapy (auto). The principal investigator (PI) is currently in the process of

determining the sample size needed to achieve 80% power at a significance level of 5%. The trial is planned

to last for three years with one year accrual. Uniform patient entry for both allo and auto transplant

groups is assumed. It is also assumed that the leukemia-free hazard rates for allo and auto transplant are

given by 1 and 2, respectively. The PI is factoring in equal-sized arms, considering noncompliance rates

of 5% for the control arm and 7% for the treatment arm. Additionally, an overall trial loss to follow-up

of 10% is being taken into account by the PI. The R code for sample size calculations given above trial

information is given by:

line #1:> getSizeTTE(design="parallel",

test="equality",
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alpha=0.05,

beta=0.20,

varlambda=c(1,2),

k=1,

ttotal=3,

taccrual=1,

gamma=0.00001,

delta=0,

rho=c(0.05, 0.07),

r=0.1)

yielding to following output estimations:

line #1:> n_2 n_1

line #2:> Size 56 56

Hence, the PI needs to consider two arms each of size 56. We note that this sample size is larger than 40

for the case with perfect compliance and no loss of follow up.

2.5 Sample size Calculation for Two Arms Clinical Trials with Ordinal

Categorical Endpoints

The function getSizeOrd() calculates the required sample size for two arms clinical trial with ordinal

categorical end points and needs the following ten input parameters to estimate the plausible sample size:

For a given two arms trial, design is the allocation method (parallel/crossover), test is the hypothesis

test(equality/noninferiority/superiority/equivalence), alpha is the level of test significance, beta is the type

II error (1-power), varcatprob is the list of two probability vectors (one per treatment arm), k is the ratio

of control arm size to the treatment arm size, delta is the delta margin in the test hypothesis, theta is

the log odds ratio of outcome in treatment arm versus control arm, rho is a vector of length two with

noncompliance rates of control arm and treatment arm, and, r is the projected proportion of trial uniform

loss of follow-up. The function general code in R is:

getSizeOrd(design,test,alpha,beta,varcatprob,k,theta,delta,rho,r)
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As the last working example, we consider the Example 1 [9] with additional features of noncompliance

and expected loss of follow up:

Example 4. A pharmaceutical company is exploring the possibility of conducting a two-arm parallel

clinical trial to test equality of patient response outcomes three months post-treatment. The survey

categorizes responses as ”very good,” ”good,” ”moderate,” and ”poor.” The principal investigator (PI)

is presently determining the required sample size for a trial with 90% power at a 5% significance level.

The calculation is based on assumed response rates of 0.2, 0.5, 0.2, and 0.1 for ”very good,” ”good,”

”moderate,” and ”poor” outcomes in the control arm, respectively. In the treatment arm, the assumed

response rates are 0.378, 0.472, 0.106, and 0.044, respectively. The PI is considering equal-sized arms, a

log odds ratio of 0.887, and factoring in noncompliance rates of 5% for the control arm and 7% for the

treatment arm. Additionally, the PI is accounting for an overall trial loss to follow-up of 10%. The R

code for sample size calculations given above trial information is given by:

line #1:> getSizeOrd(design="parallel",

test="equality",

alpha=0.05,

beta=0.10,

varcatprob= list(c(0.2,0.5,0.2,0.1),

c(0.378,0.472,0.106,0.044)),

k=1,

theta=0.887,

delta=0,

rho=c(0.05, 0.07),

r=0.1)

yielding to following output estimations:

line #1:> n_2 n_1

line #2:> Size 135 135

Hence, the PI needs to consider two arms each of size 135. We note that this sample size is larger than

94 for the case with perfect compliance and no loss of follow up.
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3 Sample Size Variation by Noncompliance and Loss of

Follow-up

In all the examples presented above, it is evident that the necessary sample size is consistently larger

when dealing with noncompliance and loss of follow-up compared to scenarios involving perfect compliance

and no loss of follow-up. A crucial question arises regarding how the estimated sample sizes fluctuate

across different values of noncompliance rates and loss of follow-up. Furthermore, whether there is practical

application of these considerations at the time of trial design. The subsequent subsections delve into a

detailed discussion of these aspects. In the upcoming discussion we assume equal arms of noncompliance

rates following up the well-known Fibonacci numbers [37, 38] (i.e., 0%, 1%, 2%, 3%, 5%, 8%, 13%)

and expected loss of follow up rates in the range of 0%-20% with increments of 5%. We remind the

reader that these numbers are chosen hypothetically while in past conducted clinical trials, their true

empirical rates were found close to of one these hypothetical points. Some empirical examples are found

in [24, 25, 26, 27, 28].

3.1 Example: Secondary ITT Estimate vs. Primary ITT Estimate

A team of investigators at Endologix Inc conducted a two-arm parallel randomized control clinical

trial to assess the safety and efficacy of the new proposed AFX Endovascular system versus comparator

proximally-fixed Endovascular Aneurysm Repair (EVAR) system. These medical devices were used in

treatment of patients aged 64-80 with infrarenal Abdominal Aortic Aneurysms (AAA) [29]. The trial

named ”Looking at EVAROutcomes by Primary Analysis of Randomized Data” (LEOPARD) was planned

in 80 centers in the USA. Treatment regimen assignment of AFX device to the comparator device was set

in 1:1 ratio. The investigators needed a sample size to achieve a power of 80% (one-sided significant level:

0.05) to show superiority of AFX versus the comparator. The target treatment response rates for AFX

arm and the comparator arm were assumed 86% and 79%, respectively. The original sample size estimate

was 724 patients. However, the trial PIs decided to augment the sample size to 804 patients justifying

it for 10% drop out rate (as combination of loss of follow-up, withdrawal of informed consent, and death

after one month in the trial).

Here, we propose an comprehensive Secondary ITT- Primary ITT exploration for this logical decision

to increase of sample size given that the trial PIs do not know the precise values for noncompliance
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and loss of follow up. They consider equal arms non compliance rates 0%, 1%, 2%, 3%, 5%, 8%, 13%

and expected loss of follow up rates of 0%, 5%, 10%, 15%, 20%. Figure 2 presents the estimation and

variation of required sample sizes. As it is shown, within each level of loss of follow up with higher

noncompliance rates study PIs require higher sample size to achieve the same 80% of power and target

treatment effect. Mathematically, this is due to the fact that by equation (11) we have V (p∗1, p
∗
2, δ) =

p∗2− p∗1− δ = (1− ρ2− ρ1)× (p2− p1)− δ = 0.07(1− 2ρ) ↓ when ρ ↑ . Thus, by equation (6) we have n∗2 ↑,

in equation (14).

Secondly, the study PIs assumed an ideal ITT scenario with required sample size of 804. Had the

study shown a true equal arms non compliance rates of 3%, the study needed a sample size of 910 to

maintain its 80% power. Ignoring such required increase in sample size and providing the original ITT

sample size of 804, would yield to an underpowered study with the estimated power of 75.5%.

Finally, a close look at the bottom left side of Figure 2 reveals three candidate estimate sample sizes

to the adopted final estimate sample size of 804: (i) 804 (loss of follow up: 10%; noncompliance: 0%);

(ii) 794 (loss of follow up: 5%; noncompliance: 1%); and (iii) 786 (loss of follow up: 0%; noncompliance:

2%).
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Figure 2: Estimates of total sample size for binary end point scenario in Endologix Inc LEOPARD trial in
terms of equal arms noncompliance rates and loss of follow up

Remark. In the above comprehensive Secondary ITT- Primary ITT exploration the study PI assumed the

ideal scenario of equal arms noncompliance rates. However, due to various factors there may be unequal

arms noncompliance rates. Table 2 presents the case of three scenario estimations for the expected loss

of follow up rate of 10%. As it is shown, similar to observation above and within each scenario (fixed

row), as the arms associated noncompliance rates increase, the required trial total sample size increase as

well. Furthermore, as we move from ρ1 ≤ ρ2 to ρ1 = ρ2 and then from ρ1 = ρ2 to ρ1 ≥ ρ2 (fixed column),

the required trial total sample size follows an increasing-decreasing trend. This trend suggests that the

scenario ρ1 = ρ2 yields maximum required sample size in all three scenarios within the fixed column.
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Consequently, it appears the assumption of equal arms noncompliance rates yields to the conservative

(i.e., maximum) sample size calculation. We theoretize this observation in the following conjecture:

Table 2: Estimates of total sample size for binary end point scenario in Endologix Inc LEOPARD trial in
terms of arm related noncompliance rates status.

Scenario n(ρ1, ρ2)

ρ1 ≤ ρ2 n(0, 0) = n(0, 1) = n(1, 2) = n(2, 3) = n(3, 5) = n(5, 8) = n(8, 13) =

804 822 856 892 954 1068 1302

ρ1 = ρ2 n(0, 0) = n(1, 1) = n(2, 2) = n(3, 3) = n(5, 5) = n(8, 8) = n(13, 13) =

804 838 872 910 994 1142 1472

ρ1 ≥ ρ2 n(0, 0) = n(1, 0) = n(2, 1) = n(3, 2) = n(5, 3) = n(8, 5) = n(13, 8) =

804 818 854 890 948 1058 1282

Notes: n refers to total trial sample size. Numerical values for ρ1, ρ2 are in percentage

scale.

Mathematical Conjecture 3.1. Let n∗ = (1+k)n∗2 be the be the total two arm clinical trial sample size

with n∗2 given by one of the equations ( 13)-( 16). Then, for fixed values of trial arm treatment parameters

and expected loss of follow up rate, n∗ attains its maximum if and only if for some bivariate closed form

real-valued function c(., .) the trial PI assumes c(ρ1, ρ2) = 0.

3.2 Statistical Software Role in Estimations: Commercial vs. Non-

commercial

We discuss the role of statistical software in estimations of total sample size. Referring to previous

section and the best candidate i.e., 804 (loss of follow up: 10%; noncompliance: 0%) we compare its

associated estimation over span of positive noncompliance rates and across three statistical softwares: R

(package: GenTwoArmsTrialSize 0.0.5: Wald test with unpooled variance); nQuery (version 7.0; Fisher’s

Exact test) [30]; and SAS (version 9.4: Farrington-Manning Score test) [31]. As it is shown in Figure 3,

for the fixed loss of follow up of 10%, R and SAS statistical softwares present similar estimations for the

total trial sample size for the noncompliance rates of 0-13%.
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Figure 3: Estimates of total sample size for binary end point scenario in Endologix Inc LEOPARD trial in
terms of noncompliance rates and statistical software

4 Discussion

4.1 Summary and Contributions

We present GenTwoArmsTrialSize, an R package that stands as the inaugural statistical software tool

for determining sample sizes in two-arm clinical trials, incorporating considerations for noncompliance

and loss of follow-up. This package offers the ability to calculate sample size considering (1) four types

of endpoints, namely continuous, binary, time-to-event, and ordinal categorical, (2) both crossover and
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parallel designs, and (3) hypothesis tests for equality, noninferiority, superiority, or equivalence. Moreover,

the uniformity of the estimating function’s application across all eight scenarios for each endpoint enhances

the user-friendliness of the estimation process for pharmaceutical statisticians. We anticipate that this

package will assist researchers in comprehensively, precisely, and efficiently estimating the required sample

size. Additionally, it provides valuable insights for pharmaceutical statisticians involved in trial design by

illustrating the impact of noncompliance and loss of follow-up on the variability of the required sample

size.

4.2 Limitations and Future Work

The limitations of this work are clear and each on its own creates opportunities for extra research in

sample size calculations as follows:

First, as in previous presented R-packages, Scenarios 9–12 (small sample size with continuity correc-

tion), 21–24 and 29–32 in the Table 2 are missing in the current package and need further development

in subsequent versions.

Second, we did not cover the bioequivalence studies design in the current version [39]. Given wide

spectrum of bioequivalence trial designs, they demand their own special package addressing noncompliance

and loss of follow-up in the sample size estimations. However, the current package still is useful as follows:

Consider the following bioequivalence hypothesis testing:

Bioequivalence(1) : H0 : θ2 − θ1 ≤ δ1 or θ2 − θ1 ≥ δ2 vs. H1 : δ1 < θ2 − θ1 < δ2, (17)

Bioequivalence(2) : H0 :
θ2
θ1

≤ δ1 or
θ2
θ1

≥ δ2 vs. H1 : δ1 <
θ2
θ1
< δ2. (18)

Then, with some mathematical calculation we may write equations (17) and (18) in the form of

Equivalence test equation (4) via:

Bioequivalence(1) : H0 : |θ∗2 − θ∗1| ≥ +δ∗ vs. H1 : |θ∗2 − θ∗1| < +δ∗, (19)

: θ∗2 = θ2 −
δ2
2
, θ∗1 = θ1 +

δ1
2
, δ∗ =

δ2 − δ1
2

,

Bioequivalence(2) : H0 : |θ∗∗2 − θ∗∗1 | ≥ +δ∗∗ vs. H1 : |θ∗∗2 − θ∗∗1 | < +δ∗∗, (20)

: θ∗∗2 = log(θ2δ
− 1

2
2 ), θ∗∗1 = log(θ1δ

1
2
1 ), δ

∗∗ = log(
δ2
δ1
)
1
2 .
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Accordingly, all after-mentioned estimations in the current version of the package maybe utilized.

Third, a natural extension of the two arms trial design is the multiple arms trial design. One key

consideration in such extension is the multiple testing correction in the process of the estimation yet there

are various perspectives on it [40, 41].

Fourth, there are other clinical trial designs that additional features of noncompliance and loss of

follow-up in their sample size estimation methods need attentions including multicenter trials [42], cluster

trials [43], longitudinal trials [18] and their combinations [44].

Fifth, in this work we considered adjustment for sample size calculation for loss of follow up and

noncompliance in two sequential stages. However, some cases such as in equations (13-16), each of these

adjustments have been addressed in one stage [5]. Comparison of these two methods estimations remains

an open problem.

Sixth, this work did not consider standardized effect size. In the real clinical trial design setting, there

are always some random variation in the assumed treatment estimation for each trial arm, which ignoring

in the calculation of sample size yields imprecise estimations. This feature will be considered in the next

update of this R package.

Seventh, the current package can be extended to estimate the power of the two arms clinical trial

in terms of above after mentioned key trial features and sample size as well. In details, let f(.) be

one of key functions getSizeMean(.), getSizeProp(.), getSizeTTE(.), or getSizeOrd(.). Then, for the

given power π and vector of other features x⃗ we have n = f(1 − π, x⃗). Defining a function h(.) via

h(π, x⃗, n) = f(1 − π, x⃗) − n, we have π̂ = g(n, x⃗) = {π ∈ [0, 1]|h(π, x⃗, n) = 0}. The solution for the last

equation is derived using the function “uniroot” in the R stats package [45] (See Appendix 4.3).

Eighth, this R package only accounts for fixed designs in its calculations. However, in conducting clini-

cal trials, many Institutional Review Boards (IRBs) require some form of early stopping for futility, which

limits the package’s applicability in these scenarios. Therefore, practicing pharmaceutical statisticians

desire its generalization to adaptive designs.

Finally, the proof or disproof for the mathematical conjecture 3.1 remains an open problem.

4.3 Conclusions

The GenTwoArmsTrialSize R package, available at no cost, empowers users to determine the neces-

sary sample size for two-arm trials across a comprehensive range of scenarios. These estimations enable
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statisticians to account for various factors, such as noncompliance and loss of follow-up, enhancing pre-

cision in their calculations. This heightened precision, in turn, allows researchers to conduct sample size

calculations that are not only more economically sound but also more ethically and scientifically grounded.
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Appendix

Mathematical Proofs:

We outline the alternative proofs for equations (9)-(11) outlined before in [14]. Let Zi ∼ Bernoulli(ρi)

be the noncompliance random variable in the ith trial arm (i = 1, 2). Then, by the law of iterated

expectation we have:

θ∗i = E(θ̂i)

= E(E(θ̂i|Zi))

= P (Zi = 0)E(θ̂i|Zi = 0) + P (Zi = 1)E(θ̂i|Zi = 1)

= (1− ρi)θi + ρiθ(3−i) : i = 1, 2.

This completes the proof for the equations (9)-(10). Next, a subtraction of equation (10) from equation

(9) yields:

θ∗2 − θ∗1 = (ρ2θ1 + (1− ρ2)θ2)− ((1− ρ1)θ1 + ρ1θ2)

= (ρ2 − 1 + ρ1)θ1 + (1− ρ2 − ρ1)θ2

= −(1− ρ1 − ρ2)θ1 + (1− ρ1 − ρ2)θ2

= (1− ρ1 − ρ2)(θ2 − θ1).

This completes the proof for the equation (11).

Power Calculation Example:

We consider Example 1 in section 2.2. The study PI considers equal arms sample size of 113. The

power of the trial with same conditions as in there will be:

line #1:> library(GenTwoArmsTrialSize)

line #2:> TrtAllocation_1 <-"parallel"

HypothesisTest_1<-"equivalence"

alpha_1 <- 0.05

sigma_1 <- 0.10
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k_1 <- 1

delta_1 <- 0.05

TTE_1 <- 0.01

rho_1 <- c(0.05,0.07)

r_1 <- 0.1

n_1<-113

line #3:> h <- function(beta, n){

n0 <-getSizeMean(design=TrtAllocation_1,

test=HypothesisTest_1,

alpha=alpha_1, beta=beta, sigma=sigma_1, k=k_1,

delta=delta_1, TTE=TTE_1,

rho=rho_1, r=r_1);

n0 <- as.numeric(n0[1]);

v <- n0 - n;

return(v)}

line #4:> power=round(1-uniroot(h,interval=c(0.01, 0.99),

n=as.numeric(n_1[1]))$root,5)

line #5:> power

line #6:> [1] 0.80138
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