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PROJECT GOAL
Translate clinical intuition into data-driven protocol design decisions

METHODOLOGY
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- Estimate causal effect size
Standard Error, Confidence
Intervals

- Feature importance ranking

— A technique that separates - Grouped trials (e.g. ophthalmology)
prediction from inference - Outcome: deviation count
— Controls confounders to isolate - Features: initial protocol parameters
causal effects :
and user-defined treatments

- Confounders: trial phase,
sponsor, country...

- Use ML to estimate nuisance

- Balance covariates

RESULTS
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