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Abstract

Various statistical methods for assessment of equivalence in average biocavailabilities
have been developed under the assumption that the intra-subject variabilities for the
test and reference formulations are the same. Without the assumption, assessing the
equivalence in average bioavailabilities does not imply that the two formulations are
therapeutically equivalent and exchangeable. The most commonly used test procedure
for equality of variabilities in 2X2 crossover experiment is the so called
Pitman-Morgan’s adjusted F test based on the model without carryover effects
(Chow and Liu(1992)). In this paper, a Bayesian method based on the Intrinsic Bayes
Factor is proposed, which can be applied to the model with carryover effects.
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1. A&
2x2 AP A e Grizzle(1965, 1974)3} Hills$t Armitage(1979)9 <& 7Hdso] Mk #
44 B2 A4 Asd A Bl ALHE AdAACNG o 4¥e gARAE dAgsA F
aFeR Ura Zh HuolA & Al F e AMEE ZAkste AdsA g 3A 104949
o o] AgAAe #I L AFrt AyHo gEd FER F e FHLAY ®Alo] e
AAsANA F Aeaze] o dig vmst F4ol HAY, o] AgAAAY A & FAHS

A7 A (carryover effect)7t EASH AHelaz FAMd oA HYA S ZAHE Aolvt (Jones
and Kenward(1989)). ti¥-&¢] d3 M= S8 FI47|te] ZFEAE 44 + Ao
T 7Rt AHFEHRE FAG 2dg HAsta v 2y FES FHAE EFE &
FaAE A3 gldves AL A9 Erbeshy w3 AAAH, Ael Hiz Adg Z‘_H”'r}i
A5 Fold-& Aolth(Hills and Armitage(1979)). Grieve(1985)s ZHEHS 7154 S 1
o]z EAMYE LAPed, olv FIFEAE AT 2dd AFaHdE 2327 ‘1%"“ zkz}
7}5 X2 A A}AA B 85 (prior probability)& 31 wWo]= ¥ ¥ (Bayes factor)& ©]-&3to] AAla
7} AMFEEE FoE Ao

E s=fe F 49 xzlane Hao S54d dd g FAH $HeEs ALsr] Ad A
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ZyolAol & F ¢k Hulgyel BEAakel FUAol W wol= HANYS At dA
A o] L EH = AAYHE Pitman-Morgan’s Adjusted F Test24] Haynes(1981)o &la] A8 A
AEed, RFETH} NEARES wiAlS Rt wxd # a}& o 9} FAE7HS] Auu

=

o

Al A PFEFehe WHE AANG & VESE E@’\]i’l oM o8 A3 Uy
At dtt (Chow and Liu(1992)). ¥ w=FolA A7ld wel= HF3WHE L%EF’]’E ZEANZ
pdo s & 7153 Wy ogs 3Z Berger® Pericchi(1996)7F Akt # A Al %} 8 (minimal
training sample)E ©}& % Intrinsic Bayes Factor(®]3} IBF)E& ©]&3}&= 3101‘4 Kim(1997)2 %

F

Mol g mAGe] FRAYH v aoA IBFE o]&stE IS =
2 A e 5 oo A vluE Kim(1997)dA4 AAH 23] & o2 1 d74d7% A&
& 4 ok Al 28l E 2x2 Al REH AsSFEE BH dog A 49 E¥EE
AAFE A 382 IBFE o] 43 Hlolz HFE =3a AA oo digd A BN A& 7}
zZt A 483 A 5HAAM e

gyen, & =AM

2 3 (Model)

zekg R, ANPAS T2 FAS72 s &g

so ela) Lhe ¥ 1§ F 1¥ 12 R-T, 2
§ 25 T-RY ¢M2 Fopgnh dudoz F g
&L
1=}

g7 +& BdsA sl FIAR
stol gAY FRLV|GE Bt

EL

m&‘l

o e
(balanced data)E& ¢z s 23 =F AL 2
dAstA Ak oled dxe APl AdATIL BAS A Hed wdd %5 1% 25 2
oA A7k ny,ny, B @2 F7b Avkn bR yas kWA IFA 1 HA e | HA
Fok7|zrel Ao e wrsgtolgtn st Arel Fxe 2y g3t Zol YetdE £ Y
(Fzx 285 5 (199)).

o ro

A HA 71z T WA 7 3
o] 2 2KHR) Al & <H(T)
a5 1 Y.
Vi T Y oagl Yoo s Va2t
Al E eK(T) o] = 2HR)
a5 2 Y 9
Yuzs =t Y2 Yizzs " Y w22
& Y. Y. y..

y,;k=u+Sik+Pj+F(,,k)+ C(,-_l.k)+e,-,-k, Z=1,,nb j=1,2; k=1,2,
oq7]A

u CRA B,

St D kA 289 A #xe ggg 53 W52 idd MO, oY)
P; D7 WA 71k &3

Fip kA 284 jHA 723 Fod Ao 2AH a3,

Ciorp @ A 2FAA (j—1D WA 7|0 T8 A9 2h7as
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e 1 7t AN wAsks #BFex WMER Sk AR Egeln,
N, %) if j=F
ez/k~{ ,
NQO,d%) if j+k
S, epd A YA EHREL 2HERE HF3te o Aok g MY,

7 g AYBIE T Ao el ME WS A AYBAS dolE AR Solz

p= ﬂ+P1+FR o= ﬂ+P1+FT
! ’ 2 ﬂ+P2+FR+CT

detq % ofe] %72l
(k=1,2) 9 % 7o) oj¥z AiRdwow YH 239 n, k=12 7o RS tao

5% 50 $A4E B An oo
3. Hlol= HAF

My, My& ZHZE 53 57 25 "o dE Y Ase REE Jehdna s F,
My2=23(=2);, M32#2, .
e F Edo] oigh wlojx|t A WHE 7} Rl AMFHES F3le] I Fteo]l o &
Adeste Aolvh 4 mde] AFHES PAMJy) =Py IMIP(M)/P(y), a=0,1
A PMpye 29 M, 9 AFAREE(prior probability)el™ P(y)E yo FHIFUEIS
(marginal probability density function)& YWERHTE (2 © Berger(1985)). 3t#, =& Mo 3
249 M,2 Bayes Factor(¢]3} BF)<

B. = P(ylMy) _ fP(ywO);r(go)dgo
0= P(siM,) fP(ylHl);-r(el)dgl

oz Aoade, 2y (o et Gy=(u1, 12, 2), 61="(u, 12, 21,2905 ()€ 24 BT
0.2 APAPEGES Uebdoh. (Ml & Byo do2 5dsW vs3 2
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e M)
PUM) = (1+ g pogy) ~ = 1= PO4)
gepz, 7 mdd o ARAR Qo SECHAZANY dwme by, 3,
P(My)= P(M)=0.5% ®, Byel 3ol 1uch 2@ 29 Me deeln 19 gow vl
M & 889D, Byl A @A PGIG,), a=1,2% (9] oY TR BEUVEYSS

2tz ygeg zb 2o APAAREE ()8 HAESH Byel FEITh £ =FdxE o
= 2 Y ukA o} Jeffrey 2] FARAAAN S ES 232 HJeffreys  diffuse

priors)(Kim(1997)). 1919} &+ ¢y, ;o ti3t4,

-4

ﬂN(ﬂl,#z,ElMo)“_— C1|2|
3

2 py, 1y, 51, S\ My) = T3\ 54l
9 A 39 7Vl L= ouEA md Mo dd = Mol BFE Bjolgtn ¥
2o o} o} 2o},
[ PGI607"(8)d6y ¥ i) N
= = : 4
o fP(ylﬁl)ﬂN(é’l)dﬁl mN(y‘Ml)

_mtn+3d

WMy = [0 " PE T T exp(-d B w s )
- % ] (g + my— 23 'S, 1) diydpapd,

_omt3

mN(y{Ml): f02(27f) '(mhm 1[2k| z eXD{—% Zl[nk(.y—k_.uk)/zk-l(;e_ﬂk)
+(n,— DtrZy 1Sk]}du1du2d21d22,

Ji= Ty k=12

z(yik“}k)(yik_;k)’ 2 2(3’:‘;;—;1;)(3%_;&)'
= k=1,2, S,=—"1=
’ o O n+ ny—2

Sk: nk—l

A Aol Z+ HEL PAFHFEEZ( k4, ool A3 HE)TF9) Inverted Wishart # X 5( Y

FE 3,20 B HE)E ol&3led AT 1¥d FARAASTEREIE FEEXTFEA
o] ZAQd FEIDAMY FIIAHE 3l HH FF iyl wf ol (improperty), ©1& o] &3
S Bie o Qe A4e H](—‘)E E33tA Ho] AARHE ol8E £t gk olEs &
ARE BaAs Ao TEAA HAANFYRE(minimal training sample)S F&sted B &3
(improper) AlA# &34 V& A sHproper) FETFZ ABAIIE o] Spiegelhalterst

Smith(1982) Sl o At=HJR, HZ «7IH FHE o LIAA, FEH= AdAae He
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A& 1123 Intrinsic Bayes Factor(IBF)7F Berger®t Pericchi(1996)o 2]l = A] = At}

&8

(B 1] y(I)e BEANN I F29d AFAR(HA B FEAPe & o,
m DM = [ DX D164, M)"(0,1M)dB, < 00, a=0,1 5)

o 24& wFEs1, () od FEEEE A 9)F UFHA XY W, ()& A HiA

% 2} & (proper minimal traning sample)gt 1 3t}

Z, 99 A G y(Dol Folgew & 2y MoAd9 AE&E, 2M0,0(D, M0 AE
(propen)¥  #EIFTY 2UYS I AT HaANPAE (D& o)Edg  FI
(0D, MNE 6,9 NARARFER o)gatd y()S ANF Vo= BEZS, y(—Ho) o
3 BF, By (y(/))E Berger®} Pericchi(1996)° 4= Default Bayes Factor(°}3} DBF)&}z =9
gom 1 AL thg Heo gokd

<A@ 1> (Berger and Pericchi(1996))
[ A= D186, 9D, M) (G5 ). My

= By Bio(»( 1) (6)
[ A= 016y, 500, M) ol 0, 1),

By(y (1)) =

ff(y( nia,, M1)7TN( 4,|1M,)da,
[ A D18y, M7 651 Mp)a6,

[e]

714 BNe )9 golm, BN(y())=

wets (6)9) DBFE, Agxa w(hol (5 AL wF3d o BYozREY /e,
BY(( D)oz HE cfc7t M2 Faidol wet doje] A4E Lahx @A B ¢ 5 g
o a28rE AHPY S UHele HAaxAgase] AVE AHS F %OHH aﬂ%?‘f}%ﬂ Al?‘é‘XPE
g #%3e] (6)9 DBFE T3to] 222 448 5 Uk IBF:F2
& A BHoz thest o] Aeolgr)

(B 2] D= {3(1),3(2),, (L)} o] B2 7153 HAFI2ANFAE w(HEY AAFolata &3}
Arithmetic Intrinsic Bayes Factor(AIBF)+ ()&l o3 DBF2] &3 fFoli, Geometric
Intrinsic Bayes Factor(GIBF) & y(HE-l o 5t DBF ¢ 7] 8} ¥+ o)t} =

Bi'=L 32 Bu((D), B= (I Bu((0)) "

a¥eg, IBFE T3] s e (1)4 ﬁ%%_ gaet QoM Heold A gl s, (5)
27L& wEAZ 5])\A]§;]Z}§_°] 2718 AAse Aol $dAelth Kim(1997)&  drkagl
Hel v g Ry sEAYE HIJLOM IBFE o] &3t= Wy e =oglon ¥ =7

* 7

41 L
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oA ThEE ee olWHAT wPwel FEANY vaEAcne geel <Hz 29 <He
3> Kim(1997)9] Re)& 443 Aujoln.

<A 2> )M AodE Jeffreye] FARAIAGE] diste], A4S 2e HAANHAEY =
71, np=3, k=1,2 o|t}.

uwtebA g gte] ofsf ol F aFe ZAFelM 3% #5%, wW(HE FEEA HAY
AgRA ol&std BY(M(N)E TF F, HAXAUABE AYF Urx Aud dste] DBF,
By(y ()& Addn. o Zds <A 3>o %5 Yt

<AY 3> 7,=3% HAFHALANARE y()Hol 3 DBF=

,( ) nZ_‘ 2 1
—2)S Me_ 254 ~
By (())=K d A m—1 ) |41~{9;| zk{

Mil(e=DSd
)i, Sy,k=1,2, S, ¥ A4 H2ANIAR y()eo EEFTEIYEIS AT RALL( @)

N5 I[(n—1-/2]
ﬂ2k=1ﬂ2/=1f[(nk—f)/2]

Ax)e Yehde, K= 4424 K=21

of i1 n=mny+ ny o]t}

s

IBF= 2E 7tsd HAAPA59 DBFE <AHe3>& o&ste 7¢ §F 159 Hd@gS 73

7bsgh HaAgase] [ A7) Lol wWHF & ZSole Aldte] tha WA
Fole dAZFR Atete HALAPARE APt £ ATHoR F&3
= 3t} (Berger and Pericchi(1996)). =, AIBF¥ 34 GIBF 2t} 3o # GIBFE 7t
H& MdEste Aol oz 2 5

4. oA

[¥ 41]2 Liu®t Chow(1992)7F A A1 24 o] A72g AJE fdez BE 2x2 ux Ad s
AATG AEEZAM, Y AA AZ o2 P gt AEH F5AHE APstaa 2AEUAT
A71A ANEL] AA FA S 50mle] HEY Fejoln, Y €% s HHE NP AAR s,
Zk AAE w3 Foket v, XA E Ak o ‘3‘*4 dd HHE Tt 0AIZHFE 324177}
Aol A FE A7H-FA(plasma or blood concentration-time curve; AUC)® & F3F 7o)
}.

HA, AFan 45 29 FFaRt EAFA e 42S
o mel RFEAHFE A PN T B (o, POl BoE
2 AEISH FEAATHE A A5 LS A7 FEIdE Ao
o] g Pitman-Morgan® =3 ¥ HFTHES o] &3 A P-g = 092

A9 37 (Ko and Oh(1999)), °]

7} A8 ), Gatol 3k g7}

vgrom Hakol FUA
5

A el Fa4el 714

H-U__‘
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o) x erekvh(Chow and Liu (1992).
B =R AFE volz WS Hgste] kel $UAE AITHEA 7 25 #FH

]
I [o]
A7le n=12 olBR BE Ve He9 HaAYgAEs 5 L=220X220 Jhelt) olE BEF

o) 3}04 AAe7 o= UE A Z$ 22 Berger® Pericchi(1996)o] A Ajokst A A& RE F
2APARY FEIATE AMRSZIRE SkA F 24 aFdA dYE 3%E FE389 DBFE 3}

]
I o] AL 5003 HEEAA] OPOE} aE9 HTE! IBFE 3 A3 AIBF=1,869,016
GIBF=15888.2 7} vs$tth webs B4k #494-& 7)1ZhE A fow, o gEol ofF & AL
Pitman-Morgan® 43 d HASHE o] &84S w9 P-gto] 0922 A4 ufg- Acks Ay JuiatgFs
ta & 5 ok E, AIBFY gtol g ZA vEhd ol f& ol vl & Sdhate] I HF
o}, H A2 1560, T 79760 At}

A e _q]}e} 713 1 71V I | A )\]?g‘:_“% 717k 1 717 10
2R ki3
1 1 74.675 73.675 2 2 74.825 37.350
1 4 96.400 93.250 2 3 36.875 51.925
1 5 101.950 102.125 2 7 81.675 72.175
1 6 79.050 69.450 2 3 92.700 77.500
1 11 79.050 69.025 2 9 50.450 71.875
1 12 85.950 68.700 2 10 66.125 94.025
1 15 69.725 59.425 2 13 122.450 124.975
1 16 86.725 76.125 2 14 99.075 85.225
1 19 112.675 114.875 2 17 86.350 95.925
1 20 99.525 116.250 2 18 49.925 67.100
1 23 89.425 64.175 2 21 42.700 59.425
1 24 3b.175 74.575 2 22 91.725 114.050

[X 41] #A3d QAo £ E EAHA(ZEA: Liu and Chow, 1992)

b. A&

ab
22
N
e
4
ol
)
b
)
>

2X2 AAAAAGY TAFE JIFLHGEANY st elgtn & .
5 kel el BS54 BAd glol Ho) M (unbiasedness)S ZHAl & Aolch olel hI 1A A
A WA WA zFgane 78 A5 &, A5EAS AF7Ea97 EAsteE A Foe A WA
ZIzvere]l ARE(HA Az 1/2)vto g HsA Al(parallel design) A& F8da, 1%FF e
A= Ryl JIHEAE A & AAgth "2 By, Asel EHo) ujg-
A5, A8 Fee Agd, AA #E A e vy FdFQ] wHeln, EAite]
o £ 5 Pitman-Morgan’s Adjusted F test¥™ ZF &3
/5= BAA oo, BiolA A wlojAet A W AFERE

3 BES &3 ] Aol @ 4 en, nEA B i aite
FH43 FFaa7F gz By oA 449 Liugk Chowel oo A+ Pitman-Morgan’'s Adjusted

, -{
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F test®} TY3 A4S L& 2

e U4 HAEL HH9 554 A5 AAzAoZA I 9nrt Jdod HIT F g
AES A 2E5A HAFo Fo BAFFLS Hoy BAY FA B35 HFToE oEw
Hauck(1990)). olol gk wo] x|t HAZF W

-

ol F[ﬂl 4

“population bicequivalence”# 32 gFt}(Anderson and
< A A7 Foloh
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