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o,

S, 3) T AAANA o3 HHg-2 Eolx 5 @A} Ak Chows} Tse (1990) 2) £ 3)9]
AATY BE5E ddshed] 9L & 5 A3 AAET Yok AN AYE B £
EH S AT 2 9L sheteta sl AMRS B Avfe] AAS FolBL 2
WA A she Aol Fasitka & 4 glck. 53] A ARAAE AT A o] AL of
AdS AAZEY AF8E 45T 5 AEE 297 Wil (AT FEFAA, 2008) A
A AR o] o} 3R Z1AATHE I AAE Fop FAMNPANE E 5828 F 5 AE Ao

% ol

J o

Al

oft Nt o Ho

Soox AN dn g

BE ANBAA o] FAE AEd= SAA WY oR Chows} Tse (1990)7F A3} Likelihood
Distance(LD) 83} Estimate Distance(ED) ¥, Liu®} Weng (1991)¢] A<}t Hotelling 72(HT) 3}
B 5ol 93, &-Zo Wang®} Chow (2003)2] Mean-Shift(MS) 34 o] A|2H=] ¢lth. Ramsay 9} Elkum
(2005)<= LD, ED, HT, MS *}'§ 47}A] R5& v|w st 27} Z3 o] Al Hoj G ED W& F 481
ok AT ED W F AAY FHFol FUsth= 7R sl M Eskn 9ol AA o= Fxo
2pol 8 A shs A BEA 7183 2t o] & 7s Bt dubE ol whglo] Alord 2271 gk

2 =52 280NA 2 x 2 A Aol o) dAE AEE 4 Y= TAF Y F Ramseys}
Elkume] d-of sl FHH 253, 719 £ LD W ED 4 A ASA 7150 2
Al ARiglete] o)dxE AESE TAR WS AT, 3Z A AE o) A whH T} N)E
o S B =93t
2. 28
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Y02 2x2 WAAZ o 2oln ATA ¥ BHL ThF} 2o] )R,

Yijk =[J+Gk+S,'k+Pj+F(j7k)+6ijk, (21)
Su~iidN(0,02), € ~idN(0,02), i=1...m, jik=12,

A7IA yije AUC L& Coe 5 27 HED AR SEZS oo, i BAD T Ui, &
M ESHG), 71EINP), AR EIHF)E Thee] 2A¢ BEse A5 B4Sol,

2 2 2 2 .
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2 7Psta o] 3] AES A% AL AT

Yigg =p+ S+ €. (2.2)

AA €XNET Geold 7123 PiE AAIe AEA Bt 23S £ GA v AAEF Feoh
Fre A5 718dAE £20% 3ol & AAd5R0] ol Ax EA)5HA Atk waka 23 2.2)= o



2x2 4=81 SEM Al-oliA OIAR| HES 2I5H SAIH 2 747

= AE AR EFH7L EM e Aol A v o] Yuksle = Aol o ergsicha Azt
Vig =p+Sa+Fiun+ep (2.3)
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PAAR FEE 23 o] 2FES 4 Yot
yij=/1j+S,'+Eij (24)
Si~iidN(0,03), & ~iidN(0,02), i
o

A7V N =i +my, j = 1,23 AAE A3 FA o)1, gy 1@ ANA ] Bas A
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E 1: erythromycin A A 54 A8 A=

Sy AT 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
AL Y=FE 547 4.84 225 1.82 7.87 3.25 12.39 477 1.88
AL AEF 2.52 8.87 0.79 1.68 6.95 1.05 0.99 5.60 3.16

B P2 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
A2 A HF 3.19 9.83 291 458 7.05 3.41 2.49 6.18 2.85
A R 498 7.14 1.81 7.34 425 6.66 476 7.16 552

2.3. UYtstE ED g

Chow2} Tse (1990) 7} A ¢F5t ED 9H-& 7z} 53 zpo)] o3l 213 23 232 v 23k 9y ot}
Chow £} Tse2} 28] B9 2lo] & 3-43 Uuksld ED S A 22 )23} )

ED; (e) NN - 1)(9 9) - 1(9 a) 2.9)
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Q.98 ARE 49 ASIAF LE2 TAAA 10 YA B B} ol 4R oFIR 2
ARY 4 ek =,

ofd, i- A AFAPANAM B BEZE ol A2 & 5 Urt

3. oAl

F 12 Clayton®} Leslie ( 1981)01] A AAE A5 2 A 22 A BAA (erythromycin stearate) 8} 71&
9] tHZA[A (ierythromycin base)E % 18] APAE A= 2 x 2 AAMA YR Z APt &
2 AUCAIE O[T} F@EAMIS 1~97/}Zl% RZA AL AZAANE ©AZR 2R B4 3 HA) o)
A, 10~187HA = A A A N2 AAE A FH o B-23 5 A7) Jgtolth, BE A8 E AFTA 3
7} 7180 FFAEF 2aUBE Akso|th. A8 ASA F7F A 90% AFF7Ho] (—0.6647,
-0.0176)2 LA BF4 715 (-0.2331, 0.2231)) I A) kol AA T HEAHL 4F5E 5 A
Aot

A5 ABE B3 ZMPH AEHE SN X8 F
o) *Hiﬂl F7H 7 EE B9 A5AS oA Hre
FIMEE AT u) ﬂ/«l%‘«l e B 945 Ay 9
AXE L/‘*S}Oﬂ WS A5 A5l 43 s Ae

S AEE SAG B H2 454 A
% 9 718171 Alek. A2 AL
Qo] AR BANA) FL 5G] EA
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2x2 MBS SEM AIS0IA O|AX| ZHEE 2T SHA uHY 749
E2 o)A A& A=
@z A - " A 5 » a
Ws 6 i 6 LD{ (& ED?(9) 1y i LD;(8) ED:(6)
1 1.353 0.346 0.567 0.032 0.569 1.195 1.510 0.043 0.870
2 1.319 0.353 0.533 0.072 1.301 1.121 1.518 0.159 3.541
3 1.413 0.332 0.427 0.647 11.640 1.263 1.563 0.819 12.481
4 1.397 0.364 0.490 0.244 4.391 1.219 1.575 0.319 4.563
5 1.312 0.363 0.515 0.142 2.559 1.135 1.489 0.190 2737
6 1.394 0.326 0.500 0.190 3.415 1.246 1.541 0.289 5.220
7 1.356 0.176 0.566 2.171 39.072 1.250 1.462 1.725 65.791
8 1.333 0.363 0.557 0.062 1.123 1.148 1.518 0.078 2.087
9 1.377 0.356 0.541 0.061 0.105 1.182 1.573 0.128 3.120
10 1.348 0.358 0.567 0.047 0.844 1.181 1.516 0.042 0.743
11 1.305 0.361 0.493 0.221 3.978 1.115 1.495 0.317 5.252
12 1.381 0.357 0.534 0.077 1.385 1.186 1.575 0.146 3.257
13 1.326 0.357 0.547 0.056 1.017 1.160 1.493 0.074 0.903
14 1.330 0.356 0.552 0.049 0.882 1.134 1.525 0.102 2.871
15 1.338 0.351 0.562 0.035 0.635 1.177 1.499 0.046 0.703
16 1.357 0.352 0.566 0.036 0.644 1.196 1.519 0.041 0.678
17 1.318 0.363 0.531 0.099 1.783 1.142 1.495 0.130 1.958
18 1.349 0.351 0.567 0.035 0.635 1.188 1.510 0.040 0.690

Chow 2} Tse (1991)0]] ]3] A FAFo| 1, LDi(@)9} ED;(@)= £ A=A A¢D FAZ)
ot E28 AFEYE B339 7ol 7129 whgolu B AT =N AAE iy ZFo 93
A FATE 5% FEAA FI5 HE Ho o)A 2 AR 4 Yok AN ARFTAH O v
Fo] Ho} 71& el Chows} Tseol 93] A ¢Ha AR EAY Tt £ AT =Fo)A Atd ARFAS
ol 25 © WAl &3 o)1 S & Utk

AA SAA AR ) ol dx = WEE MPAE A= AAT T AA DY 5L A
7Pk 22 WA AFAYA NN 7168 AR P9 A9 7)Ee] ZEHA) Ferh 5853
ST (FDA, 2000). A1F9] oFE A Q008)0l M= A o] 4] B4L T3 454 3718 8183
A 9 ik BT o 4AY EA) R EE ol 4H 9 A AAL AFA BN FuAgez &
ASEAL B2 BE QNPT 2N B EN T W) B8 5 e A7 AT B Aotk £3)
a5 FYPAZ o] R A= AT NFE AAG dut AFL AP o) o) T AR E f$ F-835}

A A2 5 ATt

)

4. 22

2 AFE AE 3T B A 2 Qo] AEA AT L F A3 HE ALY A= S
Hop A A o Ao Ul Atk wnE e 9] YRS o)L 3
AlFS AESA o AR == A Y= = AAY 9 @2F 52 xpejo 7193
o A =29 AT B H$ 1 HFo] AR AEA Hrtoll & FFE A £ At
A A58 AFNA AR AARSNA DD o] AXNE AS A sieEs 2 JPAE At
ZARE TAT = QAT 23 QAL Fof 23 AP oA ABH A YEE ZXE = A
3ttt sHAl ok 53] $luete] A9E 2008 d 79RHE E7IA Q0] -85 o) AA| 7k A
5ol Bt B2 713 & 31 Y AHAA o123 o|Ax AEo A3 FTAR o] AXE= A
Al AL 59 5 Q&= BHANA 2 997} Yrtx AT
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Detecting an Outlier in 2 x 2 Bioequivalence Trial

Gyu-Jin Jeong?, Sang-Gue Park!?, Hwa-Hyoung Woo®

“Department of Business Statistics, Han-Nam University
bDepartment of Statistics, Chung-Ang University

Abstract
Outlying or extreme observations are defined to be subject data for which one or more bioavailability mea-
sures are discordant with corresponding data for that subject and/or for the rest of the subjects in a study. The
presence of outlying observations can have very serious consequences on the conclusions resulting from a bioe-
quivalence study. Two statistical methods are proposed by generalizing the current well known methods and an
illustrated example is presented with discussion.

Keywords: 2x2 crossover design, bioequivalence, estimates distance, likelihood distance, outlier.
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