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ABSTRACT-Statistical interpretations in a bioequivalence trial are considered and studied when the missing observations
occurred in 2 X 2 crossover experiment. Patel (1985) suggested the approximate test procedures for carryover effect and drug
effect in 2 x 2 crossover design when some of data are missing in the second period. A modified Patel method is newly pro-
posed to the bioequivalence trial and it is compared with the current method through the simulation study.
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Table II-Bioequivalence Testing Simulation Results (n; =n, = 12,
m;=my= 10)
Correlation  Difference Methodby  Method suggested
coefficienct of mean KFDA in this study
-0.25 3 3
-0.2231 45 54
-0.2 289 336
0.1 1000 1000
02 0 1000 1000
0.1 1000 1000
02 . 304 360
0.2231 54 55
0.25 1
—0.25 2 2
—0.2231 50 56
—02 392 456
0.1 1000 1000
0.5 0 1000 1000
0.1 1000 1000
02 406 467
0.2231 47 54
0.25 0 0
—0.25 0 0
—0.2231 54 57
0.2 700 716
0.1 1000 1000
0.8 0 1000 1000
0.1 1000 1000
0.2 746 750
0.2231 49 53
0.25 0 0
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Table II-Bioequivalence Testing Simulation Results (n;=n, = 12,
my=11,my= 10)

Correlation  Difference Method by Method suggested
coefficienct of mean KFDA in this study
-0.25 5 5
-0.2231 48 52
0.2 302 350
0.1 1000 1000
0.2 0 1000 1000
0.1 1000 1000
0.2 299 355
0.2231 45 50
0.25 0 2
-0.25
-0.2231 47 s7
0.2 424 487
0.1 1000 1000
0.5 0 1000 1000
0.1 1000 1000
0.2 410 467
0.2231 46 53
0.25 0 0
-0.25 0 0
-0.2231 55 57
0.2 736 750
0.1 1000 1000
0.8 0 1000 1000
0.1 1000 1000
0.2 755 766
0.2231 45 54
0.25 0 0
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