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Sample Size Comparison for Non-Inferiority Trials

Dong—-Wook Kim!) - Dongjae Kim?2)

Abstract

Sample size calculation is very important in clinical trials. In this paper,
we propose sample size calculation method for non-inferiority trials using
sample size calculation method suggested by Wang et al.(2003) based on
Wilcoxon’s rank sum test. Also, sample size comparison between
parametric method and proposed method are presented.

=

Keywords : V2354 A&, 4744

i

w5

)

Aeke] AAEHJE wf 7Y oFd vwstE JAAEHE Fol O FEAE T
st} olefst Ml IFAIES Al 3 A dACA drEi, 94 A¥H, 55
e AR5H 554 A, vdsd AFE sol Aok A md B ]O—.
o] Zleftoln}t AER AgHe IHE FHse WHo=E H]CQ?TH
(non-inferiority trials)S F2 A&l 91 o™, International Conference on
Harmonization Guideline(ICH Guideline) E9¢} E10(ICH E9, 1998, ICH E10, 1999)¢]
T udsAd Al disiA s Holdoh vEsAE AEE AEL e As &9

7V 71 ¢ AE ByET X ¥ 3HA| ?%—‘STE Hol= Aol HAQ Algoelt},
d& 549, Ty ARE Y% A2 dAsACE IEEHAE W VEY ®iE
BARYG A4, dFAcZ vt KIHA @Se T A W HE54d A
A st o] A= F Gt ABA Fd v ghe vl FAVE HY, ug
o} w7t 747 71 eRAIS} Al ekAle] F wkg gleletd, FREL thE i Zo

=

m
W °

-

Hy:pg—pp =06 vs. Hy:pg—pgp<0

E-mail: dwkim0504@catholic. ac kr
2) WAAA L A A AT M F 5069 A, 7
E-mail: djkim@catholic.ac.kr

D MeA Mz Wi 50504, 7HEgdistal o shsA|stald, tetd A
=



412 Dong-Wook Kim - Dongjae Kim

714 6= A doll dEHA ARE ol gste ZAFAAE Fo Ao, v
a5 A gt
g el oM I Tad AETe] shbrl ATl 2ad Shak( )

AAes TAlT ofFe ¢l JTe W
FEe A7)7 Uy gow o ATe] e FHey] REA "k wd
2717k da olgow AW Qe o] oy Fupd AWz}t g0, e
o FAZE AT S glth aRjEnR A7d A7) RE $E APEE AL
o fod ATARe £EL M, LR AN ATFA 5L
o) S1aA Fasi.

Aol BAFE e AADANA el @ Eelop s Ao

—
B2 Aol olyd Aol Pr"]ﬂ A7) bEet g 5 2}—5— A

- O

%

K mlm

Zooff o Bl Sk 1o g

2
A
-
o op X M orr &
Mo 2 X 1o

L M ek o ]

ull
=

Sarr dA4s v A Ak AR did#ARrE Ly ekA g

o= dFAowm on Sl= “H 7 Al AR ] "ojx A o] & o}
st A7t Boh AAde] WolA = Ao fAAS FET Al So
THA et 71gse]l £ oA va] adE F glvke d dvh

71 ATt A A HEEE AFY F& FE e 98 A dAA-EA
B AREY F& o)&ste] A fEE dvhs /b dtel a4 HRlE o] &ste] i
g AEE sk sHARE AR Ee o8R0 EEEA, AAE oW dHelHk:
4
]_

o
0%

=

Fr L ¢
o 4o

ofy
(o0

qe AFRGTAA ol A9t gtk tw wwe $¥h AFEsd s
$7b Be Wolth @W LR EATE LIl ATFEIA FUSE S0}
A, 58 delHE 7Hen o 44 (outlier)o] 9l A f-olt HEHA 7]
o AgFEot f95Ee sty d5n A4

H
ol
Iy
ol
ite)
2
N,
el
5}

9} o] mA G thete] LA A EFGFE A= Aol Fed wde &2

T digk bS8 ksATI = Aol 79 b AdE ol R =Y ¢ 9

2 =EodlA e 01316 5 yol Al

W Wilcoxon 9 3 HAS ol&st T 5 F4E o]&3to] v
3 FE F A S o A o3k

oo nwFEA FE £ A
o 3H A= 2ed W A

=3 “}Xl“”-’?n 4?“01]/\1—: A wa nRaed i) g i —/F A)

AEHE X, Koo X, 3 V) Voo ¥, 5 47 dlzge] FARERS 12)sh A
o FARTRE Q)= Fo—0)dd %5 SEWrei 5z

ofn) WzT Aol FirAelt goln, 05 AnwAe Bl TguE W4
54 NFAA Y e Be



Sample Size Comparison for Non-inferiority Trials 413

Hy:ps—pp =206 vs. Hytpg—pp<o

714 o= A dell dEHA ARE ol gste] ZAHAAE Fo Ao, v

2.1 MEEH wye w8 5

MR gee] EE 5% et e Wang$(2008)e] A2HE Wilcoxon
&91% A4 (Wilcoxon, 1945)& o]88 ¥& 4 §4& nd54 Add $847 4
gote] HE 52 Fobt el

Wilcoxon #:91% A4 AREAG We Sgwsloq A &9 Fom

Aoein) wake v g,

var

—~

W) = NPy (1 _p1)+n1n2 (nl - 1)(1’2 _p%)“’nan (n2 - 1)(1’3 —p%)

A7 pys pos 3= T ROl A elE

nQ(nQ—i—l)
2
02W: NNy (1 —p1)+n1n2 (nl - 1)(1’2 _p%)"'nan (n2 - 1)(1’3 —p%) 2.1

Hw = +nyngp;

F 2o EE Sk $9Y 0 ARYe] A AN a=n=n08 ¥OW 7
ge gt ol & F 9n

. 1_q{zaw—6— ml/z—pl—aj

Vo tpy— 217%

W FY EE S oheal o] Aol At

(2o V1/6+ 251/ py +p3—2p7 )

(1/2—p, —6)




ol 713

= ArAAAAM e AR

3

Dongjae Kim
3t
WZ,+2,)

T

(60— 0

20°(Z,+ Z,)°
(6—0)

!

(aiv-i—a

Dong-Wook Kim
Power

R R ESE

414

F B D
— A Y
Wﬂﬂﬂ
o W o))
T g3 A =
T

X
T
ng&%
A o !
ol _ .
=D
_ B o !
g
Wo W 1= o
oo o
X T
_
N )
41#

ie]
U ok e
B N o B
& 1
o g

J-
;OE ,H_Ol

3| A

t 9

3|

rveel

AS
ol

oz
R ol A
E pr-pesps el dkel Al

& A

o

ﬂo
%0 A

.

HlE5d A
ps
A

i
=
kel
T
=N
i
P
un

5

ol A

Hoop 2K

ATATL FA
2+o) (g — p17) A1 A4

0~27}A]

1

g s
59 7
9l

Ay
Tt
ha

k9
0.8%

s, 2005) F

A Ao

1~47t4 = w3}

[e)
@—f% p17p27p3%)\—

3

AL o] of

3

Aol zolrt H =7 (o] A

Lo

=0

WA, FoFE a=000%, AAH 1-7
K<}

s
A

o A5t 7ol
)

0

11
3 iy

g

=]
=i

A

A

Oﬂ
—_
Y

H

s

jant

=

K
d
=

)
I 2= %
T
3t

=
=
733l

o
7o)

-

Z

o 7

A
2=
=

i o]

F51, v &
A4k
=2

1o}

3|
KeN
=

Aol

R
1
R
1

ol A
-5

'y

ol

o] &A (5) ke
7_'

P3|
4
| 7}

-
R

R

H



Sample Size Comparison for Non-inferiority Trials 415

¥ 32 Agsty

dzwa Az BE2F 44 Nux,oy), Nuy,oy)& G209 pupy.psis o
I} o] A4 v Simonoffs, 1986).

My = My
(ag(-i—aQY)l/Q

2 2
py=Pr(X, <Y, and X, < V;)= i S

! p%+p1(1—p1)+(1—p1)2 p%—p1+1

p=PX, < Y,)=0

ps =Pr(X; < Y, and X; < Y—Z):i
! ’ p%—p1+1

w3 dzes Aude F2ob 247 BE oy, ppold A ok, 039 oFAS
¥ E E29d p17p27p3TL_; 53 Ze] ALkdn
9 px Hy 9 Mx ™ My

9x 4 Ox 4 9 9

1+ ——l 77 = e ~ Ox 70

B [Q(Ug(—oz}) 2) 2(c%—0%) Y

pl 1 Hx My HxOy— yOx Hx My
Ox oy Hx—Hy\ = oropr Ox T oy 9 9
1+ - + - El =
(4(UX+UY) 2)6 40y 4oxtoy) 7xT%y
i
Dy
pi—pTl1
i
Dy =
pi—p +1
4. MwAd3 9 42
MASg ARN A e Adse TE 4 ANS s 4% g4 @
ARNAY FFFS AstA £t TAH] dAS = Qg B =FoiME oy
d EARS ROST] e WEFH YA o &8 WL 5 ANEHES Asteta 1
of w& A Z3E nwedth ¥ 313 % 325 EW BE ¥FE FE= A ¢
£ b e A% A2, Biel 5% EE 7 AAE A%e i
Ed BEes A4HS welt B dyure aRsd gPon ANRE
R F7F Skt e & g ARaL, 2E MRS g oR Ads Hes A
FEEE AQAE W Bo FALEEE ARAES W RE F7 FAEE A9
Absh W gukq o Holi: Aol



Y
jury
[+}]

Dong-Wook Kim - Dongjae Kim

AAZ AHgEE 2A PoR A EE o} wEsy dPos Add
£ 55 wasy Aok 888 & 4 Ak @49 2 we), 46 seHe
17k AAH SN Bl e o) wEss drgdd oHgel B & 9
oSS R b Ann s i el o Frias wd F g 24
Fel el g BEAIA Fao AAGe] WejAAY fe)sEs AoEA
Sops Bage] WAT Sx gl WEolth ol A4 SulE FuE Frsd %
sted g on oln gl Aosk gledE ek FEAS FohA ki 77
Ho] T 18 E 5 9= 9o ERE S 9tk

WEAEAN = B2 77 o sl Ao f4A4E o weeT Aol ©
sHkE daE =Y ? i AAlol Slvh & =olld AAG BEaA dYe B
S Wl wete] o® Ao] £ vpmria @ablt ol sAu Alekd 3
HE AP B4 myde BEE udds W e B o) gd iR F
Ak A BAL ¢ = wAE BET ¢ Qs e @ AV 2 ¢ s Ao
wowjgeltt 2aHE Azte] dErviE SulE dFon A AF}E fEstd
Aokl FRAS Zotdis 718E Agsted 2 WRlol 2 5 SlE Aok

e B g AR FACME R e SAbe 28R Y siAw BE &
AYstz] Aol #abe & 5 glenm 7] fAE ddA 4 Eabe 0] 88k
FE 5 FAUT Ak ¥ 22 ¢ FAAME o aEe] Sk dial 7o
wAM FAL 7 A= FAE pLpypsE C1E T o] TEE ARATIL §la W=
2T ¥ E Msd 72 ¢ Qe Aol ok

&ar w3

1. olA 4, ", f-ghl (2005). AW AEATE Hs TAA Wy,
Aotz |,

2. ICH (1998). Statistical Principles for Clinical Trials. International
Conference on Harmonization Guideline, E9.

3. ICH (1999). Choice of Control Group in Clinical Trials. International
Conference on Harmonization Guideline, E10.

4. Simonoff, J. S., Hochberg, Y. and Reiser, B. (1986). Alternative
estimation procedures for Pr(X<Y) in categorized data, Biometrics, 42,
895-907.

5. Wang, H., Chen, B. and Chow, S. C. (2003). Sample size determination
based on rank tests in clinical trials, Journal of Biopharmaceutical
Statistics, 13, 735-751.

6. Wilcoxon, F. (1945). Individual comparisons by ranking methods,
Biometrics Bulletin, 6, 80-83.

[ 2007 3€ A=, 2007d 52 A9 ]



Sample Size Comparison for Non-inferiority Trials 417
< 31> 0% =059 A9 TR £ AN A} a=0.05, power(l—F)=0.8
A A A g
— LSS I A
=us—ur—d X r =TH Bh AF A o)== 7174
1 50 62 31
05 2 99 119 151
' 3 149 174 221
I S R L I 28 |- 290
1 20 27 36
2 39 50 65
0.8
3 58 72 93
IS SN NN SO R S R 2r
1 13 18 25
2 2 4 44
1.0 0 3
3 38 48 62
A e 82 8l
1 9 13 18
2 18 24 32
1.2
3 26 35 45
ISt S AR < N R U I : S
1 6 9 13
2 11 17 22
15
3 17 23 31
A 22 30 40 ]
1 4 7 10
2 8 12 17
1.8
3 12 17 23
A e 22 29
1 4 6 9
2 7 10 14
2.0
3 10 14 20
4 13 18 25




418

Dong-Wook Kim

<E 32> oA #0%Q A9-9

R 5 AN

Dongjae Kim

A} ; a=0.05, power(l—p3)=0.8

A H] 2 = A q}ﬂl
— f—pip—5 o% oy LA W a5 7}% Tﬁo]%?{]_}; 14
0.5 1 2 75 91 113
3 99 119 142
4 124 146 169
2 3 124 146 185
4 149 174 215
____________ 3. 4 |_vma | oot |24 |
0.8 1 2 29 39 49
3 39 50 61
4 49 61 72
2 3 49 61 78
4 58 72 91
____________ 8 4|88 | 8|16 ___|
1.0 1 2 19 26 34
3 25 34 42
4 31 41 49
2 3 31 41 53
4 38 48 61
____________ 3.4 |lm | s ]
1.2 1 2 13 19 25
3 18 24 31
4 22 30 36
2 3 22 30 39
4 26 35 44
____________ SR S R S N (N N - B
1.5 1 2 9 13 18
3 11 17 22
4 14 20 25
2 3 14 20 27
4 17 23 31
____________ 3. 4 |2 | e | 3% |
1.8 1 2 6 10 13
3 8 12 16
4 10 15 19
2 3 10 15 20
4 12 17 23
____________ 8 A | v |20 %
2.0 1 2 5 8 11
3 7 10 14
4 8 12 16
2 3 8 12 17
4 10 14 19
3 4 11 16 22




