Bayesian Optimization for Dose Finding Studies
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Continual Reassessment Method (BAN, CRM) (Z/87 X kU v 7 & 7))V ED < Xt H & H#EE
D=bDONRIXNHIETH D, KSR HIh, FbhT»a [1]. AKFFETIE, CRM HBREDRD 2D
DIFE L R IR Z Y T2, CRM 1%, HEFMERIZ1 255 WE2DDNNI XA —X—%FF
DHERET NV EYTIZD, T—XPFONDLEARHIETNVDNATIA—R—%2BEHTLILTH
SRR EHE L, RMHEOEME R HEZERNL TV, 20N, #HELZNATA—
R —DSFHED 515 5B HEHFEEIERD 52 W I T X — X —DFHE M TREUL L 7= HEHE
HHAR & W D SEEHR DO AIZE DO WTHEZERT 5. L72h > T, CRM DEKIMN RO FA & 72
2 HEOREIUER T, eI -HEHFMEHMROAHEEIXZR L L\, 72, &K HEZH
ETHILEHME T 5B, FIHOBKRBRTHL I eh s, RoNEFKRTHS Z e
—MRITH B, ZD KD AR WEERIEUE R E UK TIE, FANCE O M mE T
5 < CRM OHEEREEIE, £ FUVMRIEIC & 0 8421 2 TR S 5 [2. ABFKTHE, <
NoEERTZ &2 HNE LTS Xipdl (3] DA Z MG L7z, N1 Aok Tk, BAFD &
512 RHID AR () OHFAMIZH Y AR 5252 L2k 0, FHEEEHEE />~
NRIAN)YTZETNEUTHED 728, TETINVEEFEIZ X 281350,

fla) = togit{Pa)} =tog {{ L)
f@) ~ GP(m(z),k(z,z)).

ZZTCxldHE, Pz) l3HE 2 128175 HERIREEOFRBMER, m(x) ZFEEEE, k(z, )&
A=V ET D, £/, N At TIIHEFEHESEROSEGEIE SN, BFonzoMm
IZHEDWTERKM HEDEM L 22 HEZZEINT 5720, HEFEMBROANHEEEZERL7-H
EEIRNPARE L 22 5. AR T, HANZ BT 5 RAMHEOHEE 28 M2, N1 XEoik %
AURGEOEERMEE2Y Iab—Ya v ickoTEMiiL7z. £72, Bon/EE %2 CRM &b
BLU, TORBLBRLIUREDRHLZ2NE S 0E2BME Lz, ¥ Ialb—Ya YOk, N1 X
fLDFEHIZ L 5T, CRM L FA%H S WVWiE CRM & 0 & BIFRERMEOND Z ARSI Nz,
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