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Shift models for dose finding in partially ordered groups
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Figure S1: Independent CRM trials: simulations with at least 1 dose reversal (N=45)



Table S1: Independent CRM trials: magnitude of reversals
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Table S2: Discrepancies: Percentage of trials with unequal MTDs between groups where MTD is the

same (N=45)
Magnitude of discrepancy
Scenario Method 0 1 2 3 4
1 Proposed method 36.2% 30.1% 26.0% 7.7% 0%
Independent CRM trials 22.6% 36.7% 27.2% 11.0% 2.5%
2 Proposed method 22.7% 27.1% 37.3% 132% 0%
Independent CRM trials 12.7% 28.9% 30.4% 23.6% 4.4%
7 Proposed method 37.3% 32.1% 242%  6.4% 0%
Independent CRM trials  6.5% 31.6% 38.1% 20.1% 3.7%
8 Proposed method 36.7% 36.4% 224% 4.5% 0%
Independent CRM trials 10.0% 40.4% 35.5% 11.3% 2.8%
9 Proposed method 31.6% 31.6% 28.4% 84% 0%
Independent CRM trials  6.0% 29.9% 37.1% 22.5% 4.5%
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Figure S2: Independent CRM trials: simulations with at least 1 dose reversal (N=72)
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Figure S3: Independent CRM trials: maximum discrepancy in MTD selection (N=45)
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Figure S4: Independent CRM trials: maximum discrepancy in MTD selection (N=72)
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Figure S5: Percentage of correct selection (N=72)
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Figure S6: Accuracy index for dose selection (N=72)
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Figure S7: Accuracy index for subject allocation (N=45)
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Figure S8: Accuracy index for subject allocation (N=72)



