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Abstract

We revisit the procedure proposed by Bhandari et al. (2009) in the context of two-

treatment clinical trials, with the objective of minimizing the applications of a less

effective drug to the least number of patients. Our focus is on an adaptive sequential

procedure that is both simple and intuitive. Our findings show that the expected num-

ber of applications of the less effective drug remains finite. In contrast, Bhandari et al.

(2009) observed that this number increases logarithmically with the total sample size.

We attribute this discrepancy to differences in their choice of starting sample size and

the method of analysis employed.

Keywords: Adaptive allocation, Average sample number, Composite hypothesis, Probabil-

ity of incorrect inference, Number of applications of less effective drug.

1 Introduction

The field of adaptive sequential design has a long history of research, particularly in

optimizing multiple objective functions. Berry and Fristedt (1985) in their book on Bandit

Problems, explored Bayesian methods to achieve optimal designs in this context.

In conventional sequential analysis for the two-population problem, samples are drawn

one-by-one at each stage from both populations, ensuring that the sample sizes remain equal.

The primary objectives in this case are to make inferences about the population parameters

with less error while minimizing the average sample number.
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In contrast, adaptive sampling allows for unequal sampling from the two populations at

each stage (sometimes selecting a sample exactly from one population). The choice of which

population to sample at each stage depends on the performance of previously collected data.

This approach has a natural connection with the context of most studied clinical trials, where

two treatments are applied sequentially to a series of patients. The goal in such trials is to

balance the need for statistical accuracy with ethical considerations - specifically, applying

the less effective treatment to a minimum number of patients.

In this context, Bhandari et al. (2007) considered the case with known parameters and

concluded that the expected number of applications of the less effective drug is finite under

an adaptive sequential design. However, where the parameters are unknown, Bhandari et al.

(2009) found that the expected number of applications of the less effective drug grows log-

arithmically with the total sample size. This result was derived under the assumption of a

large initial sample size.

In the present work, we modify the procedure proposed in Bhandari et al. (2009) and

provide a more refined analysis to elucidate that the expected number of applications of the

less effective drug remains finite.

2 Preliminaries

Let X = X1, X2, X3, . . . follow i.i.d. N(θ0, σ
2
0) and Y = Y1, Y2, Y3, . . . follow i.i.d. N(θ1, σ

2
1)

and they be two independent data streams. We will use population 0 and population 1 for

X and Y respectively. We draw samples adaptively, i.e., we draw samples sequentially, and

at stage n after drawing a total of n samples, we define the following two count variables.

N ′
0,n := number of samples drawn from X

N ′
1,n := number of samples drawn from Y .

Let θ̂0,n and θ̂1,n denote the sample means at stage n for X and Y respectively. We adopt

the following allocation rule:

(i) If θ̂0,n − θ̂1,n > 0, we increase N ′
0,n by 1

(ii) If θ̂0,n − θ̂1,n < 0, we increase N ′
1,n by 1
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(iii) If θ̂0,n − θ̂1,n = 0, one unit observation is allocated to each population with probability

1
2
each.

There is a total N number of patients. Finally, when n = N , we accept H0 : θ0 > θ1, with

probability 1, if θ̂0,N − θ̂1,N > 0 and, with probability 1
2
, if θ̂0,N − θ̂1,N = 0.

Remark 1. The procedure described above was extensively studied by Bhandari et al. (2009),

where it was referred to as Procedure III.

Remark 2. In the proof of the Main Result, we assume σ2
0 and σ2

1 to be unity and θ0 > θ1

without any loss of generality.

3 Main Result

Let us define the following:

N1,n := min{N ′
1,n, N

′
0,n} and N1,N := min{N ′

1,N , N
′
0,N}.

Theorem 3.1. We have the following:

(i) lim
N→∞

N1,N < ∞, i.e., N1,N is a finite random variable.

(ii) The first four moments of N1,N are bounded (uniformly over N).

Remark 3. Bhandari et al. (2009) found that both
N ′

1,N

log(N)
and

E(N ′

1,N
)

log(N)
tend to positive con-

stants, contrary to our main result. This variation arises because they started with a large

initial sample size and employed a different method of (mathematical) analysis.

Remark 4. Note that, lim
N→∞

N1,N 6= lim
N→∞

N ′
1,N if and only if there is incorrect inference

about H0 : θ0 > θ1. The probability of incorrect inference is negligible and it is less than or

equal to

Φ (− (θ0 − θ1 + ε) ·N1,N) < Φ (− (θ0 − θ1 + ε) ·M) ,

for some ε > 0, where M is a finite natural number. We start with an initial sample size of

M from each population at the beginning of the procedure.
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4 Proof of Main Result

The following two results, as stated in Chapter 1, Section 9 of Billingsley (1995), are presented

here without proof.

Result 4.1. (Law of Iterated Logarithm) Let {Xn} be i.i.d. random variables with mean

zero and unit variance. Let, Sn = X1 +X2 +X3 + . . .+Xn. Then,

lim sup
n→∞

|Sn|√
2n log logn

= 1 almost surely.

Result 4.2. (Chernoff’s Theorem in the context of Normal Distribution) Let {Xn} be the

i.i.d. random variables following N(µ, 1) with µ < 0, with MGF M(t). If ρ = min
t

M(t),

then, ρ < 1 and,

lim
n→∞

1

n
log [P (X1 +X2 +X3 + . . .+Xn ≥ 0)] = log(ρ),

which implies, P
(

X̄n > 0
)

< C · ρn ∀ n, for some constant C ( > 0),

where, X̄n =
1

n
(X1 +X2 +X3 + . . .+Xn) .

Using Result 4.1, we find that for any given ε > 0, there exist a natural number N∗
ε , and

subset of sample space A, with P(A) > 1− ε, such that,

∀ ω ∈ A, |θ̂0,n(ω)− θ0| < ε and |θ̂1,n(ω)− θ1| < ε, (for all n > N∗
ε ).

Using the above, we find that with probability ≥ (1− ε),

lim
N→∞

N1,N < N∗
ε , i.e., N1,N is a finite random variable.

This proves part (i) of Theorem 3.1.

Let us define

M∗
ε = inf

{

k : sup
n≥k

Z̄n ≤ ε

}

,

where, Z1, Z2, Z3, . . . , Zn are i.i.d. N(0, 1) and Z̄n = 1
n

∑n

i=1 Zi.

Define Xi = Zi − ε for small ε > 0, i = 1, 2, 3, . . .

Then, Result 4.2 holds for this sequence of Xi.

The proof of part (ii) of Theorem 3.1 will be complete upon proving Lemma 4.1.
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Lemma 4.1. The first four moments of the random variable M∗
ε are finite.

Proof. We will prove the finiteness of the first moment only, i.e., E (M∗
ε ) < ∞, as the proofs

for the remaining three moments are analogous.

P (M∗
ε > k) = P

[

sup
n≥k

Z̄n > ε

]

≤ P

[

⋃

n≥k

(

Z̄n ≥ ε
)

]

=

∞
∑

n=k

P
(

X̄n ≥ 0
) [

since X̄n = Z̄n − ε
]

≤
∞
∑

n=k

C · ρn [using Result 4.2]

=
C · ρk
1− ρ

[this holds for large k]

Hence, for large k, E (M∗
ε ) ≤ k + C

(1−ρ)2
ρk < ∞.

5 Conclusion

In this study, we have shown that, with correct inference, the number of applications

of the less effective drug can be kept finite. Given that the procedure is both simple and

natural, we expect it to be extendable to other response distributions, which could have

meaningful practical implications.

Although Chernoff’s Theorem has been applied here in the context of the Normal distri-

bution, it is applicable to a broader range of response distributions. Therefore, we anticipate

that our results will hold for other distributions as well.
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