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Abstract: It is very important to be guaranteed that drug’s safety and efficiency to the mankind in Phase II and III clinical trials.

Recently Hsu and Berger (1999) proposed a stepwise confidence interval method in dose-finding of minimum effective

dose (MED) for dose-response study under equal variances. This is often in doubt. A new way to find MED was proposed

by employing the Stein’s two-stage sampling method, the stepwise confidence procedure was proposed without any

condition imposed on the variance. And the error rate is properly controlled.
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