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Abstract

ZD [{]1HTD R package randomizeR ] 1%, Uschner, Schindler, Heussen, and Hilgers
(2016) DIEIEIRTH 5.
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Thbd. FVELMEDERZLEZTEY 7 N 2 TIIEE A GFHET 5D, BILEWFIEEZ »
N—U, BEMZHRIO T TFIED R 2 /g5 Y —id, BT TIFRES
NTWVR,

R package randomizeR %, ZDHEMIZXIGT 5.

ZOXEX, FVRALMEEOHIFIOERE T Y X LMEFIEOFHOF 2 — K~ 7Lk
7% % randomizeR /X 7 — Y OFEMARHIEZITS.
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1. (FU®IC

F v A LbElE, BRI S W TR O LR T et 2 fER 3 2 72012, ERKITERDOE
FEGATIHEIFIEDOZ L THS. Armitage (1982) 1%, TV X LEIZ X > TEKRINEA
E3DDELRBHNPRAIZ, BT, TV XU ORE R RAIOREREDNT v 2 %
&0, BEHORMEN 2 FEENE 2 EALTMALYH 5. BT, BB TEA & 85 ORE
NOERALERINTATS 28T, BEDBJUKERHT 51 T AZEET 5 LNV TE 5.
BARIZ, T v X LCIEHRGEHHESR O B & 72 B ERRGRBRO W Z S MEICEF 59 5. KRR
B2 7 VX LMEOEEME, 1940 FRIZ, TV X LML LIEBEOERILE RIS 5 2
CIEARFRETH B Z £IZK DWWz Sir A. Bradford Hil (see Chalmers 1999) (Z &> THIH T
BNz, TN, HARITAVIZT U R afbEHWS XS ITIRIEZ 1 (see for example
ICH E9 1998), ZATHIZETIEWL DD EL S T VY X AMEFIEPREI N T WS, TV X4k
FIER R B L, HIZEK, N T ADEEEZITPTVWI X, MHIIX type I =7 — D
KEFETE2AHeMER Y, BENRRDEZ VD1 TE., B ORI E & OEI,
Rosenberger and Lachin (2016) (Zfg#x T\ 5.

BRI BWT, JV X LMUZEETHZICE21r0 ST, @EHHFEOMICHFE S Nz
Bffiid, (& A LERBSGIZEAIN TV, Berger, Bejleri, and Agnor (2015) 2 &5 &,
BRRRIE T > X AMEFIROREOE S 2L <ML, LV RWAEPRESNTHLIZE 20
Do, EHRIZES 2D TES I VX LMEFIEZEVFRITTNS. EHTAREE, BB
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T VXA LMEPIEIERAEEIZE > TRERZ WS 2 THS. HIZXIE, 7av oo Xaik
ZiH9d 5%4, Tamm and Hilgers (2014) 38R 7 A2 §lHT 5721213/ w70y
IY A4 X%RIBL, —J, Kennes, Hilgers, and Heussen (2012) (38R N1 7 R %2 §ilf#d 5 72
RRELTOY IPRVWI L ERLTNS.

W78 T v X LAEFIEOERI, TR AR E DR D L7270 Y T ZHVNS Wi
B, BEIIRRA TT T —ROFMERE DI U W2 ER T 272D ICEFICEETH
%. R/% /7 —Y® randomizeR (%, EEARRERILYSENZ NS DEAEIZEDOWTRIZEIMIZIEL
WEIRERZTHZ 2L ETE. 20Ny Tr—=Ulk, 7V XLMEFIEOFGE, FRRBRHED S
YRLMEY A NDEBEMAGDEZEDTHS. Snow (2013) D blockrand /X 7 — T D
EOBBGEDOY 7 vy TV - LT, FEHIC ﬁa%tﬁ®7/aAm$ﬁb#£ ThTwn
2. BT VX LMEFRE &\ D Rk 7 T A 1% randomizeR (21X E FN TV AW
A%, time-to-event outcome % ¥ 5 ERRIRERHIZ, BAE, Ryeznik, Sverdlov, and Wong (2015)
® MTLAB 73y 77— RARtool TEEINTWS. HLXDHB|H TIE, 7 X LEFIHD
FEAWBREEZFMT2Y 7 bo T - Ny r—=IVFHEET, RN R ERRBRIZE
B IEMEZ e 2 RIS 5 Z 2 IXTE R,

ZDELHFHTIE, randomizeR DFFEMZFAZTTS. HRIZATO@ED. 7> a3y 2 TlE, NA
TADENYRTIRY, TV XLMEFIEOREZ MM 27200 EREZHHTS. £ ¥a
v 23T, FVXRLMEFIEZRT. £ a3y 3TIE, randomizeR B RDED FHEE L
DEIITEELTWENERT. FHZ, 7Y 3 322 T, randomizeR (2L 257 v X Lk
DARNDERIZOWTDFa— )T I%E, 7 ay 331 T, BLBEZRATONALT A
PZOMDOIEAEIIZE L TT v X LAFIEZ AT 2 HEERT.

2. 54 LMEFIEDORFM % 5T

2.1. Notation and model

T, MATRREID2 20T —LADHRKRBRDOEZE2E X 5. A L B Z#HMNRKHER Y
WZE R G2 BRIk T 5. randomization procedure M %, ZEf1 Q = {0,1}Y EOfERS
L9 5. randomization sequence %, t€Q DERL T 5. ZIT, BF i DEEE AL
oL TonzGEE =1, TOTRVESIE 4=08T5. T=(T,...,Tn) THERSTG
M T Q Dffi% aéﬁﬁfﬁéﬁﬁwt—% KL TI, BEi=1,...,N OBERE y GR
F:RPTRERXFOY;) &2, BEFPH pa, up &, FLODBRHMODE 0% >0 2T, EMH
IAHERZE I 2 DL ITRT.

Yi ~ N(pa - T+ pp - (1—T;),0%) (1)

ZDEEDMER y; 2, IWE LR, GEDEVPREVIZFERWE AR NG, ERIVIBHRIE
A OHIFHEL, WHEERE B OWIfHE L 3700 v S IR Z, mHARERICH LT
RET 5.

Ho:pa=pp vs. Hi:pa# pp. (2)

HE i DIRE Y, DBHIENTWERWE b ITHEINDLEE, b, 2 i ZHOEEDONA T AL
BN, NA 7 AL, BIRNAS T A, BEENAT X, HEWVEIZFOMAGREETNEH, Zns
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Trend Shape

Linear 7(i,9) =i -9

Logarithmic  7(i,9) = log(%) .9

Step 7(i,9) = Liisngy Uy no € {1,...,N}

Table 1: randomizeR IZ& FNTWVWABEHE ML v KD 3 FHA

%221 BXU 222 TREINTWS., FVYXLMMEFIENRETILOHEBEEZ LD X S ICEM
TENERARL, BE i OFEENI T A b ZHVWT,

Yi v N(pa-Ti+ pp - (1= Ti) + by, 0°) (3)

2.2, A%

$ffi Z v R LMMEPIEOERIZEE T B MMoFRAEEE L » £12, MBERICTTENNT T
DEERZNHT 2T v X LEFIEOFEEMEIZOWT X & 7. A47z®%%®ﬁﬁu
472®ﬁuﬁ7%1%otb,ﬂ471ﬁﬁ {LXNTWVWRWESIZEETH 5.

HERE N A 7 2D RS M

BRERIEDZAL (B A, ZEOMRMENEES4E) 1F, KHOFEE & ITHERIZNT 5
RO 8E % 52 5 AReMED S 5. AREBUH ORI XGRS RO HEEME DR D 12 D732h3
D, DY % Matts and McHugh (1978) & #&K/N1 T A (chronological bias) &\~ FEE
TRELTWD. RIS T ZEHLI NS T ADRHR R r —ATH Y, Efron (1971) 12 & -
THTE N7z, Efron i, ETNVHNT (BRET) MEINZLLEEORELZTHEL 2. HA
H7 R I HEER I IXE T IVIZEENTWED, N7 ARBEIN TRV LH% <, E
WRERARHTH L. 512, FITNIBREFATE, Z2<OFELL LR OETIVEHHTS
ZLIEN#ETH . Rosenkranz (2011) 1%, MLV K 7(i,9) OFEEZITTVWEEED ¢ test
D Type ] T —KDEAZLD, BN T AOLEZHEL 7.

Yi v Npa - T + pp - (1= T;) +7(3,9),0%). (4)

Tamm and Hilgers (2014) 1%, R 1 IZF&doNz3 2D Y FORE#RELEZ. ZIT,
log FXHARNEBEKL, Lyspy 13i>ng DEE L, i<ng DEE 0 LRBEREETH 5.

BIRONA 7 ZAAND KA M

Sir A. Bradford &, ERRABRIZT v X LMEERA U ZBAIO NI TH % (see Chalmers 1999).
WOEHMIE, RRALERICEZMERL, FEIRME 72 IR 8 2 B ERIEIRT 5 2 &
IZEBNRNAT A, WY D selection bias [T DI L ThHo7z. TITIE, XETRES
NTVLERNATAD2OORE, 7405, SN IEMEREEITNA T AHGEROH
N RIETHE WS 5.

WfE T N5 IEfEEUE Blackwell and Hodges (1957) IZ& > CTHEAI Nz, o 1%, @EDHE
DED B TIZHDWT, JREREATE DEGRIN £ 72 (IR TR DIE 2 HE T 2 L E U 7=,
BE 0> 1 DE# g(t,i) € {A, B} %1352 2%, RRELEBEEDEID YT (t,...,t;i 1)
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Imbalance Formula

Final Dy

Absolute final |D |

Maximal maxj—1,. N |Djl
2

Loss DTN

Table 2: randomizeR TZ% X 1T\ 5 RIgfli7e Fik

WEOWTHEIHIL 72235, T X LALE 0I5 D EMERIL, BEBREFEMAIEL S HEHL
72EHD Y TOHMTHS.

CG(t)=|{i e {1,...,N}: g(t.i) = ;}]. (5)

Blackwell and Hodges (1957) (Z &> T 2 D DHEHEMEDRE 7z, convergence strategy (CS)
T, EBREFIROBEPINETIZE D Y TOENEERED DRV L —FIZE DS TENS
CIRET B, E7z, divergence strategy (DS) Tl¥, FEEBRFIFIRDEHE N INE TITBE I N
[EEL WVRFHEIZEI D YT oD LINET 5. idBRFIMAR & RS O%5E, RERELE TR
HMTR TV RLTHERT 5.

TRIND EM E(CG() &, #Iv4TH te Q OTFHIMEEMEZRL TS, T VX LMEF
JED AR 2 FRIATREM: X, EMROFEIMETRINS.

Vi~ N(pa T+ pp - (1 —T;) —sign(D;) - n,07), (6)

ZIC, Dy=Dy(T) =" Tj— S (1-Ty) &, 7 ¥ & L#O I HID RIEH (imbal-
ance), sign(z) FFFFEE, £72 n 1LERHFEZ KT, Tamm, Cramer, Kennes, and Heussen

(2012) 1%, EIREE n DMEEEZ T, BN T AOREZ L 72.

TEIDNZ v 24k

ICH E9 (1998) iz &% &, TV X AMMEFIETIE, FHIAEEMZENEL DD, HABEAS L U5
BIKTHRHZ N =T YA XDNT U AL I ENLEELVEINT VWS, £ 2121, 7w
RTREINTVEALEHONENE L DO LN T WS (i Atkinson 2014). Lachin (1988) (2
5L, HEERT Yy FRA Vb EHMMEDOS G, NAMEIEHEHIREDRIE N ZETIES
AREMEA D B LS.

2.3. V¥ LbFIE

T VR LMEFIEE, GIRMAE 23RBS EDOT VALY 4 — 7 OBUSH SFHHT 5 Z &
TZ % (see Proschan 1994). 7 > X LW+ — 272 o7z HllRIZ, 2422 F Y X LMEFIEIC
DRIB. TDEZ Y 3T, randomizeR THEEINTWD T v X LEFIHIZ DWW T
R 5. AR EIZ DWW TIE, Rosenberger and Lachin (2016) % 2.

5647 v X Lk (Complete Randomization, CR) 1%, &EHFEDOE D U TODDIZAERI ALV
ERFB L LHEETHD. CRIF 2V FHERE O35 (N &Yy Ty X%2KT) %
B MK, CRICKTHEEEINZT VY X AMEEI D T 512 KNERETRL, $RTOH
REZ & O N1 H & DR TR
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Figure 1: CR 7 ¥ X LMLEI O T HD T v XL+ —2

RAR(Random Allocation Rule) TlE, &ML &2 N/2 HOR— L5 58 m 5 N [,
ANBZ R VITHIEL CEEFEZE D 11T 5. RAR T, BRIIINTI VAR LB ENTES
(wyo) TEOBEHEDIIHSFSNB.

#HoYTTuy 2T RAE (PBR) I, block constellation bc = (ky,dots, k) ZFAWT, E
S ki, ky D70 Y ZJHNOED B TEHEITE2EDTHS. ET7 UV T j=1,....m T
FUT, 200D ENZNIZDNT ky/2 HOAR—INVTHEMD, D Eh oS kj DR —
NEANEZE LTI PBRI I (,1,) SHRAIEEE, £70y 7 0%, FICE#I
NI VAR LB,

random block constellation |Z X% Permuted Block Randomization (RPBR) (& PBR (24T
WAA, TRy ZaAVARL—YarbelZGAONETOY IR b DRy brS T VX LIC
YTV rvrEInsg. RPBRIE2 DD/ T— 3 ¥ (Heussen 2004; Rosenberger and Lachin
2016) ZHETD. 1 be DTV MY ki i, rb 25 Y kj > N 12725 £ T—RRIZ AN X THll
HeBZed, RIRINARNT VAR LEE120DIC Y kj=N 2R LI ICHKMEMHITEZEET
5.

Truncated Binomial Design (TBD) 1%, BEZEDH D Y TDLOIZRERIA % N/2 HD~Y
REZIET—UDBHET 2 £ TERITS. 520 OB IXPRE R SONHI D 7L — F1ZE D 2T
515, TBD &, B&NRNT VAR EBH% 6769 H, FHERLI TRV, TBD i,
RAR & A UEDFIZRD 5. fLike LT, TBD & PBR ICHEML 70y 7 THEET 5 Z &
b, RPBRIZEZ v X LTnyr7ary 25— a3y (RIBD) TEMETSZLHTES.
Maximal Procedure (MP) 1%, Berger, Ivanova, and Knoll (2003) 2 & > TIEFE I /. MP
1%, IR T Y ARERL, D50 UOIRES N KFERIM mti e N ZBZ 2N
RCDINZEWREEZ D, AIMOHFFUTIE L&, DFD |Dy| =mti [TELRE ZIT
&, R RS $7201, #/MTEID M T oNBHCPIERIIZE D M TR ThbNS.
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Soares and Wu (1983) 12 & - T A X7z Big Stick Design (BSD) &, ¥ |D;| »¥im K
WA mti e NIET R ETRAERIA VEZRITLZ L THEEEINTVS

Efron’s Biased Coin design (EBC) (see Efron 1971) Ti%, A 255 972012, IROHD Y
TDE=OIH->72a14 2 EIT5. MR 05<p<1 TREHEZIKS T7-HI12, IROE D YT
DI=DIF>7=a41 v EZRITSE., 2HONT VARENZE EiE, NERIA UBRRITSN5.
Chen (1999) i, BSD & EBC Zflafbtrz, REMMEDH 24 7231 v TH 1
(mﬂm)%%ibk.ﬁw—7®N5VZﬁWMTV58%@,%%@%D%T@k@ﬁﬁ
Eaa vaiFs. 2hIANOGEX, #E 05 <p <1 D723 41 V%, RIHEER
mti € N IZET 5 ETHITS. Ti’mt“ﬁkﬂu ET DL, ARSI PEGRKIE D
LTHAfTbNS.

Antognini and Giovagnoli (2004) IZ & > THRE I N7z Accelerated Biased Coin Design (ABCD)
TiE, BFOHD Y TfRo7zaA /0) FAZMEHT S, i HEHOEE ZEREECEID TS
R p;, = p(D;—1,a) &, A D, ITERFT S, &, Al D, & JIEANT A=K a >0
CHRAFS DL IEANT A —RIE, AR REEEICEAMNITL, T OT X LED
EEWEIRET S.

Antognini and Zagoraiou (2014) A% dominant biased coin design] &5 #AHEITREL 72
BBCD (Bayesian Biased Coin Design) %, ABCD IZHILTW5. 22T, i H#HDEHE
EEBEIZEI D () BHER p 1, IENRT A=K a>0 & Na(i — 1)/Np(i — 1) (ZHR{FT
%. Na(i—1) & Np(i—1) 1%, i—1 NDEHEZEIV L TRE, TN AL BRIZEYT
LEEDHTH 5.

Wei @ Urn Design (UD, #R{E: urn (ZHEEHR -V E ANS (58] OF) I, f#EOZCICH
AEH I NS E N FH#ET 2 2L THEKS N TWS., RfOBHFEZEH O 51, &=
DHIZIE, BRBIEZ L ICRBR L UOR VDI (ini > 0) H7ZTFA>TW5. EEZE
DT BBRIZIE, A—vE 105 &, ZOHEZEEHL, RYDOEDAR—IL%E (add > 0) fEEM
LTANERS.

GBCD (Generalized Biased Coin Design) 1%, Bk% 7227 ¥ A > Z L3RS 5 72612 Smith (1984)
& o THAEINE. HozaA v 2RI TEEZE VKD, ROBENEBRRICHOKRS N
LHERIL, Na(i—1) & Ng(i — 1) IZIHAT, NTVAERLDBIZODDNNTA—=RTHS p>0
ThH5.

Bailey and Nelson (2003) 12 & - T#RZ%E X 117z Hadamard Randomization (HADA) &, H €
{0, 1311312 K58k 72 Hadamard 1751 H Of7 & BEOEN D B CIZHHT 5. H »o0F7lE,
DUTHEMNFEINY VTVBITET 2 E T T) v rans.

REDF 3 TlE, MNL7EZT Y XLEFIE% randomizeR TED K S IZfHT 20 %RT.

2.4, £

7 v X LACFIEOFH L, —EDEI D Y TE O (FIFFcE DN Tiibns. FHiliFEHED Iz
#il 21X Type L-error ¥ power D & S IIREFITKGFT 52D HNIX, BIZIXEMED XS I2
INEIRFELRWEDE DS, YU TN AL AN IWSUTENSEROEY N 24EKT 57200
2DODHERBRDZA TV ave, IBFICHEDSFHEEELZFETH720D 2 DDRRLFEND 5.

e Complete or simulated reference set: N < 24 Oi5&, HREMEDH B TR TOEH D
MTHOHEE {0, 13 AL, B0 M THIOBEMMEEZFEML, 2L T, TV XAk
TOTY XL E2E D YT OREEMERZFHT S EAARETH S, ZDFER, FD
complete set DMFHN 5. B getAllSeq X Z DBREZ Rt T 5. ¥/ a v 323 %
Z 1.
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N > 24 DEgE, Tekty b2 FHNRRHETHET I Z L iIEFTER V. ZoRb DI,
FEDT Vv XLMETFIED S v X7V T XL Z2HWT, S0 YTH O r WK
N5, B genSeq M Z OHRERRILT 5. 7 ar 3.23 221, AT, #Y
Y THI DN RBEEZFAWT, 0 YTHOEDHEREHTT LI LN TES. L
MoT, ¥YIalb—YaryTik, FVXLEEOMIFIOMNNREEZMEHT S Z 212
AR, ZORE, 0D simulated set DMFonb. YIalb—Yarvvy ME, Yo7
YA ZDINIWEGER, EffERT 78 —FHRIZH > TOWARWFEIE, T4bbT XA
JayZavAFL—YavEHwiz7ay 27 XLk Hadamard 7 > X A{b7R
CIZbHEHATE 5.

e Exact or simulated response based assessment criteria: 7 > X L{LFNED N A
T AT BREEZMENE, typel £721 type Il TJ —fERDEAL UTCHIETE 5. exact
method 1%, ERERBEHERONMMZFET S, 2ty bOKT v X LALE O 151
DWT, Model 3 (see Langer 2014, Chapter 4) @ b; (2B 2 Ai%k% F\\ T, Student’s
t test DFEHMER ZE1H T 5. simulation method TlE, Model 3 IZ L7203 -> T, L
BOEFDINI T BIRERZ MV &2V Ialb—a v, Student’s t test DIREHE
ZEFT L. Type I £721F Type I1 7 — MERIL, FRo THEHAINT X MHEDH]
HBEUTERING. ZDHEE, HIAIK, Proschan (1994) THWo N2, o2 a v
3.3TlX, randomizeR % I\ CTIEMEZR type ]l TT —ffER LT I a b —Y a3 v I N/ type
I =5 —MER%EFAMT 5 HEEZRLTWS.

FHOFGERZEFIHAGDLDETHHT I N TE S, HIRIE, EMZRENMERDOAm % T
flidd2H12, YIalb—bINEVT77 LUy ALy b2MEHTAIENTES. XETIRE
HoOVIalb—bhaINEIS—L—heyIal—hraNEY 77 LY AEY NOHALSHEN
fEHEINTWS., 2T A XDBNIWEEIE, EfERY 77V Ay MEIEHERT T —
RO/ DOHALGDLEDRED EHREREZED.

TRTOY VT VI 7NTYXALE, ROEENLILBUER#ETHS  Mersenne-Twister
(R Core Team 2016) Z{HHL TW\5.

3. randomizeR /Ny o —

3.1. A&

randomizeR /Xy 77—V, 2 DODEBEICEHE L ZHWEHE->TWS. : §hbb, IR 41b
oI FIOERE, RO ST VX LMEFIEOFAGTH 5. FiETIX, ZOHE
DERP 72 HEE R XN ZEA U7-. AETIX, randomizeR X216 DHMIZ ED X 5125k
LTWbh%ERT.

randomizeR DHAEDN—T 3 ViE, R33.0E2RX—AIZLTWA. ROty ¥ aryTidk:
R> library("randomizeR")
T, X"y r—Y%u0—RK7§5.

randomizeR D EEIVER—I YV MNIET, S4DFA TV 7 MEMV AT LAZHVWTEREIN
TW5.
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3.2. SV LEY T EERK

T VR LMEFIDERIZIE, KELS DI T2O0HMWRHS. 1 ODHOHMIZ, KRR TESEZ
HOTB2DDHE—DE YN IFFE2ERTEZETHS. 2 O0HOHMIX, 7 X LT IHE
DOFME % Al 2 7= ICEBOY 2 ERT 22 THS. WTFNOHKE, 50X LEFIHE
WEEEOHREBEL THHBE ARTIENTED., TDORD, FVALMETFEEZRT ATV
IR EANETEAY Yy ReLTHEEINTWS.

7 v & LMEFNEE R K

randomizeR Tl%, 7 VX L{tLFE%Z randPar 7 T ADY TS5 AL ULTEELTWVWS. /2
L2, YU TNV A AN=10 DRETVELMLERT ATV 7 MIRD & S ITHERX
N5,

R> N <- 10
R> (params <- crPar(N))

Object of class "crPar"

design = CR
N =10

groups = A B

B crPar 1%, WhWB IV A NT 7 X, bbb, VI A crPar DA 7V Y bEAE
U, A2 5EBTHSE. ZOFT Yo b param 121, TV X LEFIEIZET 2 TR
TOHBEVPEENTWS., X312, 2 a3y 23 THPINTWE I VX LEFIHO T
AN 7 REERF LD OSNT WS, randomizeR TlE, EEINTWD T v X LAFNEOEE
#i% ?randPar T/RT.

— D DEIRFH % A K

% genSeq %> T, RKEDMKRBRDZDODHE—DF > X LLE O MfIFFEEKRTEZ &
MTE5, ZOBKE, VA bFEEZET AT V7 b2 AL, ZOFIEEZMFEHL T
TURLIHNEERT S, HIZIE, RO I—=FRIE, EEOLSZH Y TIVF AL XN =10 D
SR T VR MMEEAWT S X LMEEID 15 R KT S,

R> params <- crPar(N)
R> (R <- genSeq(params))

Object of class "rCrSeq"

design = CR
seed = 1617816586
N =10

groups = A B
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Randomization procedure

Constructor function

Parameters

Complete Randomization (CR)

Random Allocation Rule (RAR)
Permuted Block Randomization (PBR)

Rand. Permuted Block Randomization (RPBR)
Truncated Binomial Design (TBD)

Rand. Truncated Binomial Design (RTBD)

Maximal Procedure (MP)

Big Stick Design (BSD)

Efrons Biased Coin Design (EBC)

Chen’s Design (CHEN)

Generalized Biased Coin Design (GBCD)

Adjustable Biased Coin Design (ABCD)

Bayesian Biased Coin Design (BBCD)

Wei’s Urn Design (UD)

Hadamard Randomization (HADA)

crPar (N)
rarPar (N)

pbrPar (bc)
rpbrPar (N, rb)
tbdPar (bc)

rtbdPar (N, rb)

mpPar (N, mti)

bsdPar (N, mti)

ebcPar (N, p)

chenPar (N, mti, p)

gbcdPar (N, rho)

abcdPar (N, a)

bbcdPar (N, a)

udPar (N, ini, add)

hadaPar (N)

N sample size
N sample size
bc block constellation

N sample size
rb random block lengths

bc block constellation

N sample size
rb random block lengths

N sample size
mti max. tolerated imbalance

N sample size
mti max. tolerated imbalance

N sample size
p biased coin probability

N sample size
mti max. tolerated imbalance
p biased coin probability

N sample size
rho balance factor

N sample size
a balance factor
N sample size
a balance factor

N sample size
ini initial urn composition
add adjustment in each step

N sample size

Table 3: Randomization procedures included in randomizeR.
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The sequence M:

1BBBBBBAABA

MROBMBMEZMMRL, 7Y XAMEFIEOHE 2 REIE L5720, B genSeq 1%, TV X L
L&D M FFIDEFICHERAL 723 RTOERE, 7 X LEED FFEKE L BICA TV =
7 b RIS 5.

ATV 2T b RICBIFESI N T v X LEEND 52 G 57201213, B getRandList %
HHTEZLNTES.

R> getRandList (R)

(.11 [,21 [,3] [,4] [,5] [,e] C[,7]1 [,8] [,9] [,10]
[1,] "BH "Bll IIBII IIBII IIB" IIBII llAll ||All ||Bll ||All

AT M RIZEHEINT VWS T VX LALE D IT5] & ZDMDIEHRIL, saveRand %%
FHLT, .csv 77 A IWITIRIFTE 5.

R> saveRand (R, file="myRandList.csv")

7 av230M 1, FYRLMEEIDMIFIR DIV RLT =0 % RFLTWVWD., ZOK
i%, randomizeR (2% £ N2 plotSeq ZHWTHAEKT 2 Z LN TE 5.

R> plotSeq(R, plotAllSeq = T)

BI%% genSeq 1&, K3 o TRTDT VX LMEFIED T » X LEE O IFFI &K T B Z &3
T& 5. B genSeq I&, BIBULFIIIIIR LAY Y FEFF>TWS, TR TOEBULT
JIEIZDWT, 2D 2 F X randSeq 2R L7220 T ADA TV =27 M TH 5.

HOAHFH Y - & AR

HEALTIE X, kT 2E 0350y MIEDWTIHMT I e TESL (2 vay 24
%) . randomizeR Ti¥, FHEDFIED SEHD T > X L5 2 EKT 5 2 DD fHikEiRME L
TW5.

INEIRY Y TIUH A XN <24 OEEIE, B getAllSeq %> TT v X LA LEI D (T FID
SRty hEERTAHZENTES. ZOBBIE, FUXLMTEEZERT ATV M EA
JEUTEZITEDY, ZOFRIED T > X LLE D FiI3F 07y N2HET S, #HlziX, E
DOV Y TILNH A A N=10 DELET VX LMEDEE, UMTFDOa—RK2%25ET70LT

R> (allSeqs <- getAllSeq(params))

Object of class '"crSeq"

design = CR
N =10
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groups = A B
The first 3 of 1024 sequences of M:

1AAAAAAAAAA
2BAAAAAAAAA
SABAAAAAAAA

210 = 1024 OE| D FIIFDERI LY NEBRLI LN TES. 0B, M getAllSeq %, 7
VTV ZLWBHELINTWARY, FvXA7my 7#EO RPBR 8 & U RTBD, 2 W\ i
Hadamard Randomization % ¥R — F L TR,

DRy M 2FIFETH I EWEHE EARIEPE o720, TIVTY XLMIZEZITARAEET
HoVTEHEEI1TIE, B# genSeq ZHWT, YIalb—YvarvIhzzltey ME2AEKT
LZEeMNTES. HIZIE, YT A4 X N =50 T Complete Randomization D&, IRD
YA X r=10,000 DY Ial—Ya yHBESHERINS.

R> N <- 50

R> params <- crPar(N)
R> (randomSeqs <- genSeq(params, r = 10000))

Object of class "rCrSeq"

design = CR

seed = 727679323
N = 50

groups = A B

The first 3 of 10000 sequences of M:

1A B A A A B B B A B
2A A A A A A A A
3A A A B A B B B B B

=
=

NT A—R seed % genSeq \[Z¥T I & T, FROFHEMEZMMRT LI LNTES.

genSeq 1% 7 ¥ X LALE O (F1)5 % EHL L 72H S, params THRIND T ¥ X LMEFIHDO E D F
EHERTH YTV V7 TH0T, MRIIFEEVPEINDE I LD L. L OHEROENIIL L
D BB R AT B,

randomizeR &, #|D 7 VX LMEOEDFEEMER 2T 5720 DB getProb L TV
%. getProb (¥ randSeq Z MK L/ZEEDOA TV =7 N E2ZITHLS.

R> p <- getProb(allSeqgs)
R> head(data.frame(Sequences = myPaste(getRandList(allSeqs)),
+ Probability = round(p, 6)))
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Sequences Probability

1 AAAAAAAAAA 0.000977
2 BAAAAAAAAA 0.000977
3 ABAAAAAAAA 0.000977
4 BBAAAAAAAA 0.000977
5 AABAAAAAAA 0.000977
6 BABAAAAAAA 0.000977

getAllSeq Do fFoN/A TV =7 MIEHINZHE, R L TRONIHEROEFHIH
211275, #IZ, genSeq M L7356, MERDEEHNI IR EHA. THIE, @HE, ¥
VIV TENEHDOR Y ML, FlOEREEYy hOY TRy MITERWASTHS. L
NoT, ¥YIalb—YarvTlk JFUXLEEDMNFFIOEDREMETIZRLS, YTV v
TEINHHEMERA I NS Z L IZFERELTLEI W, o) 771 a) ALA0WE E, 3
VI RETNIRE, VTN INHEIZEOHRIZNET S,

3.3. T V¥ LAMLFIE % T

Y vay 22 OFEREEDIZE AL, (1) 126> T ERDEDISE DIRE KL TW5.
Wi 5 DI E U NIRHE g = pup =0 &3 oa=op=1THBERETS. $5&, iE
BTy RARA Y b %EFRITEL normEndp Zf#i> T, Zi5 % randomizeR 1ZJET Z 2 R TE 5.

R> muA <- muB <- 0
R> sigmaA <- sigmaB <- 1
R> normalEndpoint <- normEndp(mu = c(mud, muB), sigma = c(sigmad, sigmaB))

endpoint 1%, DT> NKRA ¥ MADIERIZFEIIZH ST 2 I LR TE 5. HETEFDOT
YRERA Y NDOAFHATEETH B.

randomizeR Tl¥, 7 VX LLFIEOFMELEEZ 7 T X issue DY T 7T AL LTEELTWL
5. HIZIE, BED 9 =1 Th DGR X 2 REHE D 235 53586 O IR %
RITATV L7 M,

R> (cb <- chronBias(type = "1inT", theta = 1, method = "exact"))

Object of class '"chronBias"

TYPE = 1inT
THETA = 1
METHOD = exact
ALPHA = 0.05

INT A—A& method I&, Type ] TJ —RDIEMRIMEHETE0, HE5VIEML Y RO
BEZ-HEEZERKLUTCTAMHEEZYI 2L — M50 %2737 (method = "sim") . A
chronBias 1%, 2 7 A chronBias DA 7V 27 hDIAVA I AR THD. ATV 0
boeb iZid, N T ACET S TRTOFERVPEHSNTNWS., £ 4121, 2232 227T
MRINTZITRXRTOFHEFEEIZNT IV AN T 7 XN F D SN T WS, randomizeR T
1, FEEINFHMMREDOE % ?issues THRRT 5.
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Criterion Constructor Function Parameters

type of trend
Chronological Bias chronBias(type,theta, method) theta strength of trend
method of assessment

type of guessing strategy
Selection Bias selBias(type,eta, method) eta selection effect
method of assessment

Correct Guesses corGuess (type) type of guessing strategy
Imbalance imbal (type) type of imbalance

selBias object

Combined Bias combineBias(selBias, chronBias) . .
chronBias object

d detectable effect

Power loss due to imbalance setPower(d, method)
method of assessment

Table 4: Criteria for the assessment.

7 v & LALTFNE D FEA

randomizeR Nw /7 —JZlE, 2332201 2B EOREEIZEHL T, 7YX LMMEFEIED
Z# & TN T 5720 DS assess BEETNTW5.

BlZIE, EAY A X N =12, FAEHHFAME mti = 2 @ Big Stick Design O%#%, 7L —7
SEYIEDE d =1.796 2 52728 EOREENA T A, BN T A, N7 —0 22 U CFE
L7=WGE, RO LS IZEOHT.

R> N <- 12

R> mti <- 2

R> bsdSeq <- getAllSeq(bsdPar(N, mti))

R>

R> d <- 1.796

R> sb <- selBias("CS", eta = d/4, method = "exact")

R> cb <- chronBias("1inT", theta = 1/N, method = "exact'")
R> pw <- setPower(d, method = "exact")

BA%M assess 1%, BEMEL KT VX LI T 2 HOEHERZ KD 5.

R> (A <-assess(bsdSeq, sb, cb, pw, endp = normalEndpoint))

Assessment of a randomization procedure

design = BSD(2)
N =12
K=2

groups = A B
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The first 3 rows of 972 rows of D:

Sequence Probability P(rej) (CS) P(rej) (1inT) power (exact)

1 BBABABABA ... 0.004 0.045 0.05 0.789
2 BABBABABA ... 0.002 0.042 0.05 0.789
3 ABBBABABA ... 0.002 0.039 0.05 0.789

YU INY A XN =12, HRKFERIM mti = 2 O Big Stick Design O¥54&, 972 fHD A HE
RHDB L. FHEDOTRAIDINE T > X LAEFNIGE L, 2 FH DX ZE DD FE ARG
T 5. IRDOFNX, assess TP I N7ZHEYE sb, cb, pw IZHIGL TW5. P(rej) (type) &\
Filld, BEA SNz type DR D 3D 256 DEAER 2 EIKT 5. ¥ power (exact) 1347
VR LEHIDIERER ST —%/RT. assess I21%, (TEOBOFHEFEHELIET Z L TE 5. T
fili3E#E imbal B &£ U corGuess IZDWTIX, TY KR A 2 b endp IFBERARVD TEAIHET
bH5.

A D summary (213, SEEMEOFIIME, BYERAE, RME, RKME, ERMELE, FUSEO N
FHN DDA DEELFEIREI N TNS.,

R> summary (4)

P(rej) (CS) P(rej) (1inT) power (exact)

mean 0.056 0.05 0.795
sd 0.013 0.00 0.006
max 0.109 0.05 0.800
min 0.034 0.05 0.789
x05 0.037 0.05 0.789
x25 0.048 0.05 0.789
x50 0.054 0.05 0.789
X75 0.062 0.05 0.800
x95 0.079 0.05 0.800

B Z X, $ERE ML > R 1inT 235 2 EHFERD 53—+ > b DPUSAL x05 &, 0.042 TH
5. 12712U, 5FT, BITMETERKZEEOEHED AV INTE /I LITHE.

Z v B LACTFNED Hs

randomizeR Ti&, W< DD I VX LMtFIEE I > 3y 2.2 DEHED—DIZB L THIKT 5
72D DBEL compare 2L T WA, #HlZIX, EEeFRURE (N =12) T, Big Stick Design,
mti = 2 O Maximal Procedure, 712 v 27 ¥ 1 X 4 ® Permuted Block Randomization %, &
RN, T ADHEEZZITRPTONESPTHKLZWET S, fioa— Rz —HiHAL T,
U 72D T v X LEFIAD N T A =R ERET 5.

R> mpSeq <- getAllSeq(mpPar (N, mti))
R> bc <- rep(4, N/4)
R> pbrSeq <- getAllSeq(pbrPar(bc))
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ZUTC, UWFOI—=RIFETHERAR, FRAS T ZAZOWTOFEZ LKL TW5.

R> (C <- compare(sb, bsdSeq, mpSeq, pbrSeq, endp = normalEndpoint))

Comparison for P(rej) (CS)

BSD.2. MP.2. PBR.4.

mean 0.056 0.072 0.082
sd 0.013 0.015 0.015
max 0.109 0.109 0.109
min 0.034 0.040 0.050
x05 0.037 0.050 0.061
x25 0.048 0.061 0.072
x50 0.054 0.072 0.079
x75 0.062 0.079 0.099
x95 0.079 0.100 0.103

RED T v & MMEFIICHT 2 HEEMD /341, FHO U (K 2b) 31 4Y VR (K 2a) 12
Lo THEMEI N, £pd IV XLMMEFIEBTHIKRST S Z LN TE 5.

R> plot(C)
R> plot(C, y = "boxplot")

O ENA Z ) VEOAERIZIE, Wickham (2009) 12 &> THREI N/ RSy 77— ggplot2
DRI geom_boxplot & geom_violin %fHH L 7=.

4. BEHESEDOHE

randomizeR 1%, ZHD T v X LALFNEIZNTE T XY A NDEKERSDIZL, Hixk
FHEIZHZ DW= T Y R LEFIEDFHIi 2 /JREIZ T 5 R Xy r—YTh b, 2Oy —VI3B
£, 1507 Y XLMEFNEE, ZOFNEZGHET 272D 6 DOFEMELZEILL TW5D. ERKAER
DTFHA VBT, TV RLMEFIEOERE 7Y 1 OEfEMNL I TSI LT, HEEE2X
%"y 5.

x4 1% randomizeR Z k4 2 HIAIZIEET 2 Z 2 HIBL TWA. A7V 2 MeHOT Tu—
FIZ&D, FLWT VX LEFIECTHGERE 2 G HEIEMNT 5 2 N TE 5. ke iz
DWT T VR LMEFIEDEEMEZFE NS 27200, H—RRiHMiEEZBR DAL Z
HTEB. ET)VIE, time-to-event T—X D L SO T Y KR4 > hX, 2 DL EDIEER
WCHER T B2 Z e MMTE D, HmBIZ, NTA MY Y I RIKEIIRIFEL7RWT ¥ B LbR—ZDHE
WM AR T 57201, FVXLMET AN 2HET LI LNTES.

e

AWFEIE, WONEE (BEU) O 7RIS - BAiBISE - FALatHTH % IDeAl FP7T 7u Y=
FDO—EE LT, Grant Agreement no 602552 IZ & D BREMHEZZ 1T T\ 5.
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0.11- 0.11-
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Q Q
T 0.07- Z 0.07-
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0.05- 0.05-
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Randomization Procedures Randomization Procedures
(a) Violin plot (b) Boxplot

Figure 2: Comparative visualization of the distribution of the Type I-error probability under
the influence of unobserved selection bias for BSD(2), MP(2) and PBR(4).
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