SE&EAAT (2011) DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5351/KJAS.2011.24.6.1055
24(6), 1055-1076

Ol
oln

HOII 2 g=9 d=95 < dotof| 2ot

2
HRE g
'stettisty Hi=UASH s, *E5tstn S S H s

(20114 98 4, 20114 112 AfE)

O OF
& SIS Mol 2 HEEVD)S) 459 B A5 o1 AL Aolel AT ST 87 ks
g 2700tk SeUerE N AA old ueleld @A ASSE A5 454 I/ FI4 HVDe 3
£ 7153 M ET HVD 24 128 39 2doz 394d vy LH—O% A Er}. £3] scaled average

bioequivalence(SABE)ell tigt A7 dA5S FATAA AHolA HESH SABEE &3] s3sts AFA
7t el thell Gotiu 23 AFFA] Soll M= =2t

FRE0l: B0} 2 of2, M2 SS4, scaled BRMSH.

et

. ME

DA ookl o] B4 ©|HES WENH ¥ o okE) Tio] 22X o HED} EEUE 3
Fojokslt). A& 554 (bioequivalence, ©]3F A5AF BE) A|82 F o &e] <arl 55
Zse B0 AA ARA BA| 9K H7tel G2 o853 Y. HFAE 1077E
774 (21CFR part 320, US Government, 2009)°]| oJ5] BA] o] ekFe] 37t 2402 AFA A
Faletgien, eeuete] Aol 1989l BA| o okFe] BE3 dS5S oF3hetaL, 19984
AlFo ekE b A (o8t AleFd )} KFDA)oA A5 AlRA7IE (324 A1998-515 )& A3 o] %
|20] A% 7R E o] A= ILA] A|2010-43% (A 9K, 2010) 7k AHEH I Qi
1/].11].9] }@Ek} )\]6‘47]_%_01] uq.th }@E/ﬂ )\]?‘oﬂo] “= xﬂxﬂﬂ. /\ﬂzﬂo]_g_-goﬂ 0101,\1 Ey;]]-sl—@gg
D}t A& 4537 A8 AA s AR R FojHrt. 2ea A ©]-8-E (bioavailability) OIEP
-/] = Yehli= H59 shUE “FARE Bt I YA/ AAZRYH AR EE F
ok«] HE 2 Ao "ol AAo)]EE ARZEE S5 5T-A17A13E A (area under the
plasma concentration-time curve; AUC;)¥} #1855 = (the peak concentration; Crax) 7} T2 A}
PR
AEAA A5 FHIlo|M= Al H(Test drug/formulation; T)3} t]Z 2F(Reference drug/formula-
tion; R)2] AUC. 8} Chae EF0l thsle] H7 3] ¥](Geometric Mean Ratio; GMR) 7} 0.83 1.25
Apolol Ghimx] FBIE o] 2L T AAS] HFRS Aol F £20% g AT 2L Ju|g 2
toh WE ARE 23 wBsel A4S0 gEd] 21 wae Ane] A7kl 419l ur — unol
In0.89]A] In1.25 (& +£1n1.25) el &3l F AAe A5AdS 9AF ‘J-E]- E7:]]61'7<q o7 AEA
¥ 7= 2 Schuirmann (1987)2] A& TOST(two one-sided test)oll A, pr — prel Al

jinA

ol

v Ao

M = o T oo o fo
o o o
ol EQ

F 1% ot W
o

r
s
1

n{h

1 off o

2R AA R} (156-756) A2 A S2ZAF A% 221, 2Yhetw 385 A3 A, W4, E-mail: spark@cau.ac.kr
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2 727re] 454 THIA (BE limit) +1n1.25 holl 348 A @k} thzofo] $53 A0 BT
A 77 B Bl BEHTh Selue) N 5 B Ul A% 73 ihEe 2493 o

Aol th o] o ool 90% 2] A= o] ALHTh (41984, 2010; US FDA, 2001).

2 A 5o FFatold thak AF ke & w@AFY W% (within-subject variability)ol B] ]

st &8 F7]0f Wi E8t7] w0l Benet (1993) ¢4 Boddy & (1995)2] S-21Ad s @A ¥5 o]
k& (highly variable drugs; ©]8t HVD)9] 7-¢- A sg3tol 2to]7} §l& wjoll= F A A A543
Yo o] W2 o] Baste] AR <A, Al AR Foll AZ4s BAE oF7|sH

t}. o] EAo] tld] Benet (2006)-2 HVDEL2 X5 therapeutic window”} Yol HAd 3} a7}

A7 HE A7 EE Qe AR Woix 7] wfZel S 4537 fste g sPAE ek

TARA AEE BPIEE 2o AT a7t flvke AE A A s

0d 59¢F US FDAY Health Canada, 732 EMEA S Z+=9] Z717]3%42

P AF7F A ojgkon ojfox @ A3t #3E Aor AAdry B =FdAe AF4E A

gollA UEh= HVDS] d33 HVD7E o718k #AIR, HVDS] AEA 271 2A9} ol & 3123}

Aote] AF7HA FqE AT AHES 27004 47fgch =8 HVD ZA o thate] AlAE )2 <t
S VS HRE AlA o) vl AR ARSse HE A AEA B7HEE SolAl HVDOl A

g 7153 HEF HVD 24 128 39 4oz 19 M IHES 3300A AxEn. 53
ke

2oEn oo iy

=

M do goh S Bw
o iy
e X

fo

470 A= US FDA Q] A EMEAS] #AE& $42 2 scaled average bioequivalence(©]3} SABE
WS o] 3l FaEE AFA HI71 9] tis] SABEe] it A 2SS SAITHE A oA
AES M 3 AFFA ol AA = =95t}

~

2. HVD 24|
2.1. HZ 4S5 (Average Bioequivalence) HJ}

FEiver A AR7IE (A9, 2010) WEW AEd AP 2x2 WA AR (cross-over de-
sign)& 7|20 & 3t I @2 o+ FAg FAAYE 5t Ha F9 129, T A FA 5 247 o)
ojojof gttt whek thE A FUARIE ARRSFAL S Aol AIEY B s 2AE AA e
of gtthal = ot E o] 7|l F AAY AEdS AN HA e HnBIIFEAE =
3 Higksto] BA A=etgls o, 2 2RSS FwA] A9 90% Al 7] In0.804] In1.25 o]ujo]o]
of gttt 11 HAH Tt = vESH A 2= FA% o8t 3A thEXA] 9th. tiwk US FDA,
EMEA, Health Canada SolAE 2233517 A 289 Axe] HHFZE] B](Geometric means
ratio; ©]3F GMR)ol| thgt AlZ]77ke] 0.83} 1.25 Apelol] glow F AR B54S AR} 22t
JEE oA AEE ZaABN] A AS AT Yk of HTHE T AAY BES vlmeh
3lo] S 54 (average bioequivalence; ©]3} ABE)o|g} EF T}

ABE EAO|A &4 7Hde 4 (2.1)8 Fd9T)

—0a < pr — pr < 0a. (2.1)

dubAQl 7P A e x4 7HE (2.1)& 7P o] Ha o] ¢} with = 7hd o] 77 7bde] "k
4= ABEY] §-&3H4 (acceptance limit, X% In1.25)S Uefn o] 7o) wtEE

Aok o] AAA A1F 7<= F A Baol BA %L vl BF4
28] 2} 919 (consumer’s risk) o2} FETh A2F LF= F A Fo] A
o] A&EHA| oF= A$o)7] wjEol ABAA}F ¢ (producer’s risk)olg H2n AR
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HlaE B2 A$ GMR = 1 40 o]FojAth 54 dFolA 712 (2.1)9 A oFf= 2o o
Z3he=tl, Fo43 28 stollA ur — prel 90% AZF7Eo] £0401Uol] &3 A5 7 (2.1)E A
314 =t
7o) AEA A1Y 7)|Eo A AT Y= 2x2 IAEAHY dutz el gL 23} 2k
Yijk = 1+ Gk + Sik + Pj + F(j x) + €ijk (2.2)
Sir ~iid N(0,02), €y ~iid N(0,02), i=1,...,nk j,k=1,2.
Yije= AUC F2 Chax 5 221 H3E QA o] & g vsid, p= AANFFS UL, &S

= s
@), 71ZEIH(P), AAEI(F)E thaol 20e W5k A4 ZeEelth

2 2 2 .
Fr, (j,k) =(1,1),(2,2),
Ge=0, > P=0, > 3 Fyun=0 Fyu= .
j=1 j=1k k (

=1

2

k=1
S k-1 AT FY4E -1 AFANA BSE = @A HEES st SEHSTO
I, ejpe k-HA eAOl A 7|74 i-HA F@AA BE5EE AAG] AsHAE nEe EE
etk St et TARLE MR S]E ek, Sud 4 ol AR 719 ?i%%,
ikl FAF ol AA] 7]de WMES ouigith. 4] (2.2)8 2 FARFANAN F AA BRHFS
pr = p+ Fret ur = p+ FrZ ZoE) webd ABE B¢ pr — pur2 AAEHE] Alo] Fr — FRJJ'
2ottt

T Ao Z717F etk sk By (2.2) 04 AEA 7HA (2.1)Y AHFGES FoE oIt 2t
—0a < YT — Yr = (N — 2;0.05) 25 <04 (2.3)

N
2] (2.3)0M yret gre F AAL BEFFOE BHF urst pr FRF|L, N2 F Jd 99
2] &t (}E% 2y (2.2)2 ANt EAHREA 2] ZAA| w3 (residual mean square) ©|Th (Chovv?»]—
Liu, 2008). 2x2 AAHAA RN A= AJZAA 2} HRAA L] @A B4} s @A-A A wezhg 2
A}(subject-formulation interaction variance, 2.32 2] (2.8))S 2% X &3t} oF o] 5L —E.—E]‘c‘b‘]-i
Ao 2370 7)%% % WA (replicate design) o] BRIt} 2x2 AAAY AN E 022 7T
Z} U] W5 (within-subject variability)] 3oz 7h3ir)

21 (2.3)9] 7hHl B2 pur — prel 90% AFHEHE Ve e A= 22 53 A W WE o0
vlEet & S @A AlFol vt webd S18A i Wise] & A Vs AAE Tt
B gds] 2 o 9 @A 8dith #F 212 90%Y AAES 4] Y5k E83s #E3VE v
Efl=d], ol Boddy & (1995)¢4 #Alstdct. & 215 W F AAe] Bgto] 22 GMR =
1.0098] 9 493 & o] 2% ¥uk oz} GMR = 1.1591 Aol ddHor B/ Ax
o] o] gFHrt o]ef Zo] FPA Y WFo] AXH FHAVV} Vs AR AR @42 US
FDA Guidance (2001) 4 Patterson 5 (2001)9]% A A= 3 it} wehA 3@ Ul H5o] 2 59
A% AAst A719 S@ATEE 4 (2.3)Y AFAE 7€ SHII7 AHA ool B EET A

A 71F0] 223 Aog AR Ut}

Fug ASA AFqAE 93 Y 152 9 dlolee 33AF Y WS A< (within-subject coeffi-
cient of variation) CVy & ©]&3lo] 37| = =t 2 (2.2)04 21 ¥H3E dojgel dA}t
W A5 0.2k 9 HlolEY WEsAS CVw o AL o3 2ot

=1In (CViy) + L. (2.4)
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2.1, BEE 90%E Y=l 2est 2237
GMR
CVw (%) e 1.00 1.05 1.10 115
25 0.246 30 36 66 152
30 0.294 40 52 92 214
35 0.340 54 68 124 288
40 0.385 68 86 158 368
45 0.429 84 106 196 456
50 0.472 100 128 236 552

2] (2.4)5 o) §3to] AL CVw g 25, 30, 40, 50%° tl-$=+ 0. 32 ZH2 0.246, 0.294, 0.385,
0.4720]T}.

2.2. HVDQ| dsd EIt 2A

Benet (2006)9] AAAHE @3] WFo] Athes o|FE AP A7 gl ol i zAr &

2t FAPAAE FEoll =37 AL SEF LR EAZE o] Helth v= AAele /‘ﬂ%
TFoll thst Ztel=EielS AAISY Jedl 25 A HA dFog BH8% A AFE FA 3L
1 (21CFR part 320 Sec. 320.25 (a)), ©]oll w2} US FDAE A5A AlEoA FAEATE £9]
Aol B2 #4E 7180 fth Boddy 5 (1995)& o] #AI7F A5 AFolA 433 2#d Zxﬂc’]

il
Sl
1o

rlr 5o o r{o
A

< walETh ARSI} el W 2eAQ FAIS W AAHA FAE oSk Tothfalusi 5
(2009)% BLF BRIV AW ul§SAE Aol oA Ake] A o] oA A oF
ghol 2k 800% H8T 4 e AANAL o5 © JPAY WEol AW AT
o Wolx 7] WRel BE4 1EES B2 ol b A oWl o] 1 Aume] HFA AHET Bt

s
A Fahe A7 8D 5 A AFEATh
o9} 22 HVD EAIE | A3}7] fl5te] B2 AFEo| o]FolA ShA|ut o} Fojof o2 &2 Ha
w0z ke 72 g}k bk =A2 AsHA<QA Bio-international 92 ©]F 2 7o) BE Ao HVDZH
AUC:9} Crnaz®l CVw 7t 30% (@A WE0] 0.294) o]/l HE& Ao =il Qlrt
HVDol| thigh Aej A3 F2 uFoA F71E AEE FH2E o|Rolx1 gtt. Tanguay &
(2002)°] 8007) At el iste] CVw o] Z 710l Wl 544 AAS T 23 &S 2AHE
ar)r CVw 7} < 10%, 10-20%, 20-30% < rrH vz} 6%, 10%, 26% ) ¥HE CVy 7} > 30% <1 735 o] H
o] 62%°l °]2F 31, CVw > 35% <% Aol 78 85%7HA F78t3ith. o5& = 28370
S ATEAEY A vex *Ebmykﬁtﬂ FEI7) Hol= OV a7)7) As) v)gol © A784A9
A o] YL WAt o] A A= Midha (2006)92} Blume (2010)9% 2185 o} glt}.
Davit 5 (2008)2 2003\ dFE 20053 Atelo]l US FDAS] OGD(Office of Generic Drugs)olA %7}
FM S AL 18009 M= the oFE 524709 AEl thE 1,010749] ATAEIE RASACh
Oﬂ gt FHXZ+= ANOVA RMSE(root mean square error)E ©]-§3fo] o] gto] 0.3 o]/io]d
ZF3Hth HVDS] H[§2 okE 7]Z 07 32% (57/180), AHE 71522 19% (101/524),
71222 11% (111/1010) 2 Yepgbed] 598 4R Z8t A37kA] &gty o] vjg2 dxl
=2 02 A7t} o9 A7 HVDR 279 A7ARIS RMSE 32 AUC 9} Criae©ll H
sted Z47F 0.30-0.55, 0.30-0.60 Atolol] Foilon, 7t At o] F@ A= AUC, ol thate] W5l
2 2% (RMSE < 0.3)2} 2 22 (RMSE > 0.3) 27} 12-113% (3¢ 32%), 241349 (B 5513)

e}

d)

NN
=
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0], Crmac Ol ot = W5 0] 22 739 247 12-113% (47 311), 18-1349 (H 46%)
o2 Uepgth I 5 FES VE HVD #]&o] AFAME 7|E 22 3he 392} the o
i HVDE] €99l Foll thst A+ Ae o5 =&l AAIF] A= ot

Davit 5 (2008)9] 97 23S 29 CVy = URE 30-40%9] 32 Zon 7Pg 2 39olx 60% S
gz ket T CVw U I 8AA AUC 9 Criaad] AFols B2 gl ASRE Bolrh. T2 o
ATE FDARRE 598 42 AAHRTE ez 317] ulgo ojd A3 doj3l Aoz Hol
), o|2h= A4Es] T AT AGEE FolE 5 T

CVw7t 4% & 7ZA$= DiLiberti (2007)= 71%e RS ez 3 A oA AUC,$}
Cmaz® CVw7F 22k 157%, 173% Y Hl= 455 dwstidth o 4% 80% HA =4 ABE #
AS st 59892 3@ d8skA "k AWt O R Char 7t AUC HTE HiEo] & 2102
&2y A] gl 3k o] 2 Davit (2004)2 US FDA 2] DBE(Division of Bioequivalence) ol A 2003d <] 3
7kt 212739 AFAEE £43F] RMSEZ} 0.3 o432l A% 3374 sl o] SoA Craa T
HVD¢l 7297} 28 A¢1E] whall AUC, 7 HVDQl 49-& 3 A% 192S Busta gk

AUCHTR= W59 2 Chnacol 93t HVDE #45 = A97F 27 w2 Chracol it 22
Mol SAFE WAL Tojgrh Endrenyi 5 (1991)& AUCE AAZ A8z F45E o
T AAZE S 9 Creev FF $5 EF79 AT S At o] 47| ¥t
Crnaz /AUC S M2 A ] &E AREZE A¢HstA ). DiLiberti (2007)= 2bA AF3E Algle] o] A
EE A8t CVw 7t 43% 2 WFoldg Ho|il, Crae/AUC, 7} 78 AR H]3le] W50 & 27
wZo] HVDEZANA o] AXE o]&std @2 4% CVw 7t 30% olelE Btk H& AF3HA
k. 28y o] N RE T3] MEL AE o]&e tist S5 Fojof o]=AE K3 Zom H
th. O Craa ol TS A2 o2 h2AAY] CVw 71 ARl webr] B Ao A=+ AF
T2 Z5 e IAPATE EA 2 AL S8 HES Folv Wete] A 204 ¢+ A
Aoz AT = oo A58 79 A5 A (individual bioequivalence; IBE)3} SABEZ} o]
o 71Z3kal it

=
o
28

N

2.3. JlQl M=M(IBE) HJ}
3

B AL F AAY] Feuke aEste] P Aol7k £20% M Wl doew BEEe A=
ol o] W2 BARS TEEkA] ¢4 wiiel Hate] 22 AAY BEAgol 71AE AV W E 3
Fo| B3] The A AFAE ARHE BASL WA Hh A5 BN B 1T 1
S & Scheiner (1992)= E(yr — yr)?/FE(yr — yk)*Z, Schall#} Luus (1993)=

E(yr —yr)* — E(yr — yr)* (2.5)
E Adetded F HxE Y Aoz d4F 1, Schall¥} Luus (1993)2] H=& BEE F WA &
Sl RAA Q] BEAS R Urof(scaling) ARESITE. BE I scaling WY 5ol wEt 234 o2 %
2 H% 7} 1ot gl=d US FDAOA = Rt A5 4 (population bioequivalence; PBE)3} 7191 A%

4(IBE)< 7+l 283t 2335t At At A4 M A2 At vollA] 2 7idel of
3t} BA|ol kol 2EAY oS AT & AETHE B7shke NEL=R AAE k9] thalzA 7t
57 (prescribability), A& 23 754 (switchability) o]2} £ 27|% it} PBES} IBE]| tidh &
o} A3 8- 3 5 (2005), A3 5 (2010), Chowst Liu (2008)% #23 4= 9ic}.

US FDA+E PBE$} IBES] H71E Sl A& 717 (period)©] 3014+l 2x34 2x4 AL AR:-
< P33k Qe old BEHS P AW (replicate design) o] 2} Sttt y; ;15 kWA <A (sequence) 2]

=
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A 2 PR (subject) ZHE jHA] 7] 7H(period)ol] DR ¥WRSgE (i = 1,...,n4; § = 1,2,3, or 4,
E=12)cl5t & uf 7 232 th33} o] EHATL

Yijk = pb+ Fi + Wik + Sik + €ijk, (2.

D
=

I

o7l HAF L = T or Rola, Wire BF (2.2)8 tv2A A8, 7|7tad, wssgay, =+
2o we} FFEANE sl 1P T I (fixed effects)Z >0, Wi = 0 (Wi 2HE (I, k)l
Wiedl Ba)oltt. a@#te] As4de vetlle AEEH Siwd (Sier, Sikr)7F AE FH )AL TS
A B 0, A TR FE o

oy
o

2
0BT POBTOBR ]

2
OBR

A oMY AFEEE WES E—.‘*g Hejoltt. T @AY AAL] WEEE dAvsks LA eyt AR
%%O]D:] %?__'1—5-],7.] rlc:}ﬁ 07 _E"‘}\\__ (l - T or R) ] %‘E"‘g—% [I}Ej—7 Szklg’]' 67,]k /qi E%O]ﬂ'
!

23 (22)9Ae T Rl Aagle]l AFEFe] Bk} e apgke] F4to] Qr/}j— 7Hg3t7] wfol
(0%r = 0hr = 02, Oty = Oty = 02) BFSZEY Balo] Y (Var(y) = 0? = o2 +02)3t o}, 28

YollAE T Rl whel A &Te] F4ka} 9 x13ke] Fato] traokal 7Hgetar Q7] wiell vk3-3k
o] FAts o3t Zol A2 tEA dHTh

Var(yr) = O = 0hp + a/T, Var(yr) = J%R = 0'2BR + O"Q/VR. (2.7

~

T, 2y (2.6)2RE FAA-AA 2F 2 Eak(subject-formulation interaction variance) o<
aA Hch
2 2 2
0p = 0BT + 0OBR — 2P0BTOBR. (2.8)
23 (2.6)91A Schalls} Luus (1993)2] A=< 4] (2.5)5 ALk, 4] (2.7)3} (2.8) 2 HH
E(yr —yr)? — E(yr — yr)* = (ur — pr)’ + 0b + oyr — oivr (2.9)
o] QolAlh.
IBES} PBES 4 (2.9)% scaling3-0 24 Qo] 2| :v], FDAGIA AA3HE 7128 22 hesh 2k,
(T — pr)® +0h + (U‘Q/VT - U‘%VR)
max {of z, 000}
(w1 — pr)* + (077 — 0FR)
max {07 p, 0%}
71A 0;¢ 0p= Z+Z IBES}F PBES] 5]§3H4E vehdtt. IBES PBEE 9|u]9} A& o] H|%3l7]
2ol 0]F9] =20 A= IBETHS: 183l7| = Shoh
IBE 7]24] (2.10)914 of0& US FDACIA A3 A4Z owr > owoed 71E4Y E27} oy po] =
1 o] WS reference-scaled methodgt FEr}h Wk gypp < owod BRI} AL 04,00 HH o]&

constant-scaled method, ¥ #-g 32 4] (2.10)9] ¥HLS mixed scaled methodg -2t} IBEC]
t)ate] US FDA7Z} AAI8H= AHEZES oo = 0.20]31 A ZHS

(In1.25)% +0.03 + 0.02
0.22

< 0r, (2.10)

<0p7 (2.11)

0r = = 2.4948
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Al 714 2242 0.037 0.02= 22 0h, 3% ofyr — oy r®l HETAE UEHITh owo A E BATT
A FA4s= A4S FA S (regulatory constant) 2} F-2T}

4 (2.10)9 9F FE-2 EA7F B9 Aol, AFA-AA AT AE *4F 2B
ol Y= Al Y] oz F4H o 317] 2ol o] & vrol ARshs WS
E 29 (disaggregate) W olgl L21 olek= HIZE 4] (2.10)3} Zo]
HOT-‘:@, < YA (aggregate) W ol BH‘/]' w2d A2 dAEo] Hol

Z5HA At

°F 4} (2.10 )Oﬂ/ﬂ HAA-AA wE2go] a7 AA L] s @2 ko] 2o vt Zo]
zpolofl Tt T A 5]\_‘3}-

o 2 r.t o[
[0}

(ur — pr)* (In1.25)*
max {03 g, 090} oo

1A% 4] (2.12)= ABEY] 7|%3 $U5 1, 222 3 2d Fwo] Brjt o
27) wj2el] o] 7+ ABE F7HR T} ¢ Hﬂ»« A & 5 Atk =, scalingo] BE Zﬁﬂl
3 s}{_uﬂ US FDA Guidance (2001)+= ©] #e] s|@ap ¥go] 2 -9l thA 37
33 gtk thgol AHE SABE 94| o]9} 2 wpHo g BE 17HS Y= Al

(2.12)

SiA
il
it
by

i

=
ol =X
g =

9
E
o
mlo

N do g o o2
o oo
Y o

=
N,
g
)
A
oll
T

=2 _E r]o rE tlo rfr

US FDA Guidance (2001)¢] w24 IBEY PBE 7|&& F33d 4 (2.10)3F (2.11)& ¥
2 Slol, GMRe] AZAA7 80~125% o] holl 28 AL et ol AFelAE o] =
point estimate constraintz} F2+=t|, o]& $E]&= o] 2AS GMR constraintz} F27]2 3t}
o AAOIEE AXE 21 WBY gho] BT p, BA 029 AFREE BEY o] A S
p+o?/20182 @A} gl 2AA ] Bake] 2A] dthd GMRE 9WH8 02 exp(ur — pr) R
2 o] 9tk thuk ABES] 7120 H& 2x2 axAA B3 (2.2)dlAE F AAY] Rito] 27] w]Eof
GMR = exp(pr — pr)°] At

Y

2.4. Scaled ABE(SABE) ZJ}
S HAR Bato] 2 Apol T Al Brol We Aolzh A ehe
€ USA7IA XS 71 Ak ol thd sl d Wow oF oA A
B} dstA s @AW 2EBAF owrell HlEste] EA FAE Wl
H 9o F Boddy 5 (1995)+=

exp(£kowr) (2.13)

GMRel thgh 454 s8AZ Adslet. 71X ke B2 WEATE 2x2 20
a L0& AFstick. @Al B8 owre ANOVAS] a2 Mo = FE dojal
A= AT 4 (2.13)2 A @A S} thzA|A o] ko] FasirhE 2 shof A

—kowr < pr — pr < kowr (2.14)

o] Fo] ABES] 3-8 3AE ow ol WSl WalE Aol A},
4] (214)8 owpE F W (scaling) e} 22 SABES] 3188177} o] Arh.

g < HTTHR (2.15)
OWR
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A (2.15)2 % ¥F+ SABEE 7[EHoZ ABEOA AME3= B9 Ao| pur — urs BFHIA}
owrZE scaling@ O ZH AoJZtt. scaling owrol Fed AR A JFE 29 F7] Wil
@AY Eabe] & Afols AL 5o f@Amte s 454 FRS T4 5 oA Ak
SABE $HA|3t 05+

po = I(1.25) (2.16)

OWwWo

9] Rofo 7 FojZit}t. IBES} FAMSHA SABEOA X mixed strategy @S Ag3ict. HE CVy 7}
30%5 e Zow 4] (2.1)¢] ABES A&8ta CVw 7} 30% 5t 29 4 (2.15)1} (2.16)2] SABE 3
|IAE ARRSIE owoe BATFAA A A3 F8AE SABES] 51% Al A dFE vA
t}. BE 0.250(CVw = 25.4%)°]t} 0.294(CVw = 30%)ol that A7t wo] o201 glon o
uf s 0.8903% 0.760°] H T} owool 2JulE Z33to] o] ZhES HlaE 373 FojFh

SABE]| thste] @ A7} o] R R & 29 A+ &+ Tothfalusi®} Endrenyi (2003), Karalis 5
(2004) Haidar 5 (2008a), Haidar 5 (2008b), Tothfalusi 5 (2009) 55 & 4 9t} ©| = Tothfalusi
= (2009)2 HVD #4192} SABE| thal] 2| 2714 o]Fo]A AT ARES 2 g okety Qi)

HVDel tigt thx g2 A BAo|&E i WS Eole |
o g tro] B 4= Q. HEE Sl W SollA o Ueldla
HFE- % oF(multiple dose) 3} & 7FA] & (add-on test)©] ST}
HHEEoRL S2juetE H]Rete] v, EU, 48 Sl Adsta gk f2viet f4ede 7ol ot
2t A1 ES] Apol7t 2 A% SOl S W FoFeto] A/ dEl (steady state) F=oll ZEAIA
AEE 4 Qe Ao g Holglth. REEF RS U3 Foko] Hla| HE Hol7} Sojts ZAog deiA ¢l
©1} Tothfalusi % (2009)2] V—li HHE T ks A9 Cnae 8 W% 0] Y3 T vlsf o & A7t
EAete 5, SHAE Ad AeE Frp
FTREL AZ AZE V54 o 4 950l HA g Agol Aot APeE vt
7Nt ?:_1% '3‘4]*1 o] & A} ot vt A4S Y 13 dhete] SRS a’\]@
A A} FEMA HF S o oF Skl Ho T} (A9, 2010; W
U= gl ?J?ﬂ;‘] %}- o S @AE 5o ol ]WH—‘E-Oi
& sl ZetA] Bt ol
sol: WHo R 2x2 wAFEAN thal 37) o449 7]k (period)&
= AR =T 2x3 oY AAWel = R T7F wkE3sto] A o] o
H (replicate design)o|g} 2}, o] AAHL e}, nIFS =
2o vt A ARSZ A%t ok WHEAANS SEATE A gouA 22 AFEs ¢4
A= Bl ot 2x2 AAR | vis] PSS AT =l =EAI A sk T Zh=Th
°olE £9 & dr thE PHOE 228X AFH WE CraaNA WF0] 2 Craa /AUCE A
& A O] SE AFEE AL T AR 5 (2011)0f AtE AR Ao 8F AF FFE
= F(covariate) o] EAE wf o] ste] AT AP sk W Fol Yot obx] Uwks}

rlr
T

2.5. HVDO] CiSH Xe|gr 2 2k=20| A
lqﬂj—r
q

Ol:O o
—r" O_L4

¢ K o8
%o o b g

4

Al

4 :

olr!

I

>
>
ot
[o o
ST

2
e Pi

HVD Al A= H 2o FA= ¥
T e ez B 7 = r&zﬂo HHE HMEol 2 Crnae s BEA 7&%"1]/‘1 A
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o FHyctr} o] w t}. Health Canada (2003)% HVDeO] tist 32 W2 tide =
AE3Q oL} oA X]l:— 23 2 231, t}7 Health Canada (1992)2] #F3oll= 90% A=
208 ol 4 Aoz Wol A2 AUCHT A8 Craedl HHAE GMR
constraint 7+ ‘i'l’”—r?f]"_ ﬂ% Ao g =of 9irt.

Crmael T3 BE 3]88HAE &3 W E d&dl, EMEA (2008)& 2010d0 A 774 0] 127 A
A Crnax ol 3F3Fe] BE &3S 80~125%9 A 75~133% % &33le] 2L 4 Y= -FF’&,%]—_T’_
gt Avcke EUS wbHol BAA A7) 9kl vy ol#ld US FDA Guldance (2001)= A3t
EAA vH oz PBEY IBEE GMR constrainte} 34 AR 4~ Q=2 FAS k.

IBEE 3|¥A W5l vleste] BE 3&3HAE &g o=y HVD AIE 2 75 o9l
Benet (2006)2] A3* ¥ switchability H'd& 233kl om, AA L Balke]l 277t =il 3,
HEA-AA RS 2Z-E7EA] Far Qlek o9 22 o] f-& 1990 d i}l 2000t =8H71A] IBE+ A543
AT g2 FAE MA & Ao 7= AAZE o] 77| 2 A3} o] R H k. 2t
Tothfalusi®} Endrenyi (2003) 4 Benet (2006)2] A28 IBES] FH oz AFHH Y&EL AJ7Ho]
29X 7FAE 4A =Tt switchability2Hs 7id o] A 838t 2R 3o elA =1, IPA-A|
A ASAEL olafelr] o B4R AAAL, IPAY HUFLRE scalingshs 212 ABERICEE
Azk A& QA Hdk ol9) B2 o|fZ vl= FDAZRA} IBEC|A SABER A9
e Aow AAHTL
SABE®] tfgt 732 EMEA (2010)14 2+ 4= gl=dl, 7|0l Cnaa ol 3319 4] (2.13)0] 5
Boddy 5 (1995)2] 341 69.84%~143.19% o|jo14 SABES] BE 372 0|88 4 J== 34
2 9Jon, GMR constraint® &7 ALRSIEE Q#3111 rh
SABE+ A W-Eol vt 454 d&7E 5k S tEshke 22 HVD o
sk | AubHe g 2 u=, My}, FHA B2 £5S 2 9t} Haidar 5 (2008a)2} Haidar 5
(2008b)o] A AeA & 4= Ql%o] §3] US FDAE S4ALS=E 2 109 d B¢ B2 A7} o
FolF o ofr] A3 7|EE A= Xokal I+ @@O]D}- SEvEht %_1%3 o}-4] 01*0“‘?71‘—
sk S AdetA ¢a lon AFE wHe A
3} US FDAS] AA o) thsh 82 ths ellA Kt *J'/‘ﬂ'a] *ELT’%%D}-

o]

ﬁ: >

3. SABEO]| oJot MsH "I}

3.1. SABE?Q| ol|A

IBES| S+HEY

SABE®] A ej4] (2.15)8 AlFatd ofefo] 4o] dojxitt.

2
IWRr

o] 412 IBES] 32349l 4] (2.10)3} vlas] BE 4] (2.10)9] A2 7AF= A 7] 8 FollA 2 W
A gt HﬂOM Eﬂi} Zositl. = SABEL IBES] A 228 A4 ZojA 3 Wa A47 =3 7
Aupgolth. X, 4 (3.1)9] mixed strategyE 283 JEIE 1 4] (2.12)7F LoAAE & 5 9
a1, o] Al IBE‘)ﬂH Ale} AA TR Qi T AAL TR BAbo] e w] Ao AT}, whet
A SABEZ IBE2] E2:3 e |48 4= 9}
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T MAME Blwok= HE249| of0)

(pr — pr)/owrS T AL B2 AolE TFEI3 groz A 4= 9d=t), ©]E Cohen (1988)<]
olojtjoio] we} ‘‘E3IE &7e] 7| (standardized effect size)’gF F-2t}. Tothfalusi®} Endrenyi
(2003)2 A 0] E A E7} EZ%,-FF—‘?‘—:J—.‘E 2T o] 2 F AAE v w FE3| v S+
STE AREE ¢ o £ASIE T E| Arieta (2006)+= B531E 2310 3715 Al FS 1A
2 o185l 4 (32)2) Yol EAskA
(r —pr)® _ [Blyr) — E(yr)*
TR El(yr) — E(yr)]?
o] 212 IBEE FX 3=t A2 Scheiner (1992)1} Schallz} Luus (1993)2] 4 (2.5), (2.9)<} FAFS}
o},

(3.2)

Boddy 52| 2'#u} |

SABE| i3] 22 o A5 R 7] 93te] ok oA Ho)H ABE, Boddy S (1995), SABES] 4] (2.1),
(2.14), (2.15)F A Eo} nus| B}

—0a <pr —pr < 0a.
—kowr < pur —pr < kowr.

—0g < HT — PR < 0s.
OWR

ABE?] 383t A<l ¥l Boddy 59 3887 owgrol ¥l gt 318, SABE: 4] (2.15)9)
7 ¥l owrE HoHH Boddy 53 2] owrell vlEsh= &84S Zt=th A% E9 Boddy 5
3 SABE7} FL43 W o R Holx|gt Boddy Y L pr — pre AFHFE It o] ko
&5 tkowr Atoldll £ =AE ATttt webA o] WL §-83A tkowrE T —Hﬁ&
owr® FA3ko] BR3stt o|&= thEA SABE— (pr — pr)/owrS AFHTE F3t] FF
%713ttt Tothfalusi®} Endrenyi (2003), Arieta (2006)2 5 #Ho] )iz E oA 53] n]ssh HX‘
HolATk Boddy 59 "2 Akl 2= 3&3A7T 457t ofd ¥iet SABEYL B 4A35E
T AE PHYS AFIA

m[o m[o

TS owel| 2012t B

SABES] AoAlE 4] (2.14)9 FEHE 14 M HEW 5-&5A 7}

In(1.

n(12s)
owo

7F At ol HEAW BEUA owroll T 1214 02 w2 7127 32 0s = In(1.25)/owo

o] Att. FAAT & owor 717 FAE =Yl owod] Fhol IAEFE V&7 E FEAL &

A= Yo] Rt} Endrenyi®} Tothfalusi (2009)] 23 12 owo = 0.246,0.294(CVwo,30%) L uj

mixed SABE®] & &3AE & Holx1 Q)

TR 2= FDACA A8k IBES] #4453k owo = 0.200, Boddy 52 oA 1
o] Aevet gk k = 19 h2F & 7k owo = In1.25 = 0.223, US FDAO|A SABEY] FA3A+E A%
£ 3 owo = 0.250, HVDE == 7127 CViwo = 30%0 th-3E = 3t owo = 0.294 52 11
g Aok E 318 2 7 AT owo st @AY EEAA owrd gholl Wl F45 = SABE
GMRe] tst &]-838HA| & Ko=)

Osowr = (3.3)
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3.1 owo? owr0l (12 SABES| 5123H1 (%)

TWOo
CVw (%) TWR 0.200 0.223 0.250 0.294
30 0.294 72.0-138.8 74.5 134.2 76.9-130.0 80.0-125.0
35 0.340 68.4-146.1 71.2-140.5 73.8-135.5 77.3-129.4
40 0.385 65.1-153.7 68.0-147.0 70.9-141.0 74.7-133.9
45 0.429 62.0-161.4 65.1-153.6 68.2-146.7 72.2-138.5
50 0.472 59.1-169.3 62.4-160.4 65.6-152.4 69.9-143.1

3.2. SABEQ| M "I 2

SABEE ©]83t9 AF48EZ H7187] HdixE SABES 4] (2.15)0] Yehbs (ur — pr)/owre Al
F| 2ol Bosrh. A= AlLtel] 37FA] o] Ak&% 4> 9lth. Tothfalusi®} Endrenyi (2003)<}¢
Wellek (2003) 0] Z+z}F #| 913t H|E4] (noncentral) t-23E 5 0]-235= &3t A4 Howe (1974)2] o}
ool & AEA Aol A-8-3 Hyslop 5 (2000)9] A3} ZAF A4, Boddy 5 (1995)9] Wi o]
JRe|t}h 2x2 WAMAA B A= Al o] BF Zhsdhl, 1Ak BEER P ML v5A -2 E
o]g3h= WHS Al et YA F S o] 88 4 At

3.2.1. 2x2 WAMKEAYIO| Al2|22t AlF
B 2x2 AAMEAE Y2 4 (2.2)0A4
A7) wEoll PR Ak ofypo] FRH
A5 7.5 2 AN ool A8 Bek. 29 (A % 9 528 7

o
1)

(N —2)TWER (N —2) (3.4)

Al (34)oll FAX F4F BEERE 0 = (ur — ur)/owrd AT ALdel] ot v|F4 72
\/(N—Q)éz\/(zv—m@ ~ t’(,/Ne,N—2> (3.5)
OWR 2

deth A7IA ¢(/N/20,N —2)2 AHrE N =2, HI$4 25 /(N/2) 0 ¥4 t-2XE 97
62] 100(1 — 2a)% A FF7+ Johnson3} Kotz (1970, p.203)ell AHE A H ol th3t Wby A

t (\/few—z;a) Y (3.6)

< 00 tisl &9 dojAct. o714 ¢'(y/N/ 0 N —2;0)E 054 2322 100a% t'(/N/26, N —
2;a) MESE Uephdih 4] (3.6)9) & ¢'(/N/26, N — 2;0) 22 33T

S
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Tothfalusi®} Endrenyi (2003)% /N/2602] 90% A= 7+

t (,/gé\, N—2;0.05>, t <,/2§ N—2;0.95>].

o] SABES] 5887 +/N/20s Abolo] <3t 454
W4 (3.6)9 WS FLA £/N/20s2 vHto] &
NSk 2 & 37k sk AAE = 27+

l?l_
( (w/];fas, —2()95),t'< ];GS,N—Q;O.%)]

o] 2R /N/20°] W AEAL AFF= WS A sttt Tothfalusi 5 (2009)L o] F
. ,

m{o
0,

e AL Al okstATh. Wellek (2003)2
T HEAF FolA AL & 779

r&
g
2
.

ﬁ

= (ur — pr)® = 050w R <0 (3.7)
< dEth A9 95% AlF/dsto] 0ETE Zrow AFAS AdAsch A A F Y By A¥e
2 A%H Fejolal o] HH oy 7o m4Tt d%ﬁi AE A AFH TS Fee HOE Hys-
lop 5 (2000)9] A3} ZAF AFE7be] f&strt. w2 AFolAl o] W& o] &F+=tl, Chow 5
(2002), Tothfalusi®} Endrenyi (2003), 43 5 (2010)0A] & Zrola 4= Qo).

Chow & (2002)2 4] (3.7)Ect B35t IwbAQl Aol A& 7Fsd @S Alwsict. &4 247t
A=A+ +x%) — Qo1+ +An), & > 02 TIHIT AZ 5HA MY FHAF NS 7S 5 9
o A9 95% AR A1= ek
o~ — — — —~\ 2 o~ 2] 2
A= (M) = (Rt )+ (= N) e+ (R =) } (3.8)
2 2T wE MG =1,...,k)Y 95% AFFHE, LE XN (G =1,...,m)2 95% AF3}eHe &
Alghet.

wrebA] 4] (3.8)0] thak AF e
(77 ) = oo+ /i + (3.9)
2
di = (Z/T —Yr| +t(N — 2;0.05)@%) — @F —7R)%

—

2 —
dy = 0%(N — 2)%’%(1\7 —2;0.05) — 0302,

2 Axkdc

241 (2.3)e] Foizx ABE A1Z]F7to] 4] (2.14)9] &34 Wl &3td A5AAE AAgch o] u)
owre FAY owre AMESCH
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3.2.2. DA} YE=030| APt ux Ryog 1Y (2.6)S 1HITh o] RPL 2x39 2x4
WAPAARN B ofUet A7) 3014 ALEE EEn. By (2.6)2 HL% A 0)7] wfZel
@A BA oy ool 2ok AR i
St ownol F28 LA o8 Be 4T & gt 2Fol WA nPoRA Aho| stk 34
o ol BAGIA T Re] 847k FAT AFA 2x3, 2x4 WAAAY o] RAAE 2
Ao A 23] 4 wHE AJ@St A RAAlE 139 Al@ehs 2x34 3x3 AAEANS A4S 5 Ut
Chow % (2002)2 o] el 2¥E JoJu| R (extra reference) WA A o]} W39, Haidar
5 (2008a)°f|&= tZ-HHE (reference-replicated) WA A o2} 8= o] 9T}
2x2 23] ALH WY FolA vSAH -E2E o]&sh e it o g IR AL = ¢l
I:]-, é} (2-9)4 71“’?1'01]/“1 qu X]‘C Zﬂﬂ yr —yRJ E(‘l’oﬂ UWR, UWT7 o? O] *L_GLHO% (34 9}"1;
A DFE7] wEolth. AR vFA -RZE o] WS ALY 5 e BE op =09
I oy = owr D wWelth sxp AAAA YA o] ZAEC] “&J—.-?l"%“d S Aol 7)eH W& FollA
AREE N - 28 N - 52, /N/3E /N/p2 uhre] AH83Hel Ak,
12 R 2.389] IBE R4 =99 AAY A B27F B33617] ufgol 433} 24
AF T2 Aol vl ZE&A QA pdeltt. wEbA] Hyslop 5 (2000)9] A 33} ZAF A2 13 2
ol th 723 i) Ak 3 kA {T AL 4] (3.8)9 AFHATS AsteE W AT BE
7]' =7 oJojok 3t} Chow 5 (2002) Oloﬂﬁﬁz AANES Z3F510] 2x3 WA 2FH oA, Hyslop
S (2000)& 2x4 AHEAY AN g7 — Yret ofy 0l SHYES EIoh
Boddy 591 942 4 £ 012 4§ P53t ol o] $Ue GUT A6 SABES] 437
= Apol 7t Q) W ol o gk A et vl 2 es) 2elrt.

3.3. SABEO(] UfSt US FDAZ2| At EMEAZS| 73
US FDAZ2| Aot

US FDA+ HVD EAIE 2317 95t §2 A7E $33) gt 2004do= 25 A+H oy
7HA] S| AHPHES vl ste] 2 B3-S ACPS(Advisory committee for Pharmaceutical Science) 3] 9]
oAlA =9 AL, T& Ao g R RYAFS AAIste] 2 AE 20061 ACPS3H] 9o Hirst
Att o]@A Aol US FDAY A2 2007d AAPS/FDA workshop2 A4 Haidar 5 (2008a)%}
Haidar 5 (2008b) & HO| =22z &35}
US FDAS] A|<toll= CVWR > 30%% 5 HVDE Astar, o] wf A5 Aol da3 Ha
AP 248 er PAF] k. BPorE 7k SAlA Ro] F
RRT)9] 3x3 _:T.X]-é.j?%]‘?:,‘
E11, 3x3 2ol 84
P= o-3] A 5 A
ode] 742 W Z 4] (3.7):Jr (3.8)o2 3" SABE #7} Hyslop 5 (20009 A&3} A} AF
F7ko] FAF AT AT E 95%, FHYTEE owo = 0.250 (0s = 0.893)°] A= UtE. EMEA 2}
= o2 US FDAZ9 Zﬂ?lc’ﬂ ME2H AUCE Chae 7t BF 3&F70-2 WS of stk 5837
80~125%2] GMR constraint= 7 AF2-S T}

3
=
-
=
=

EMEA 73
EMEA (2010)= HVD #A]& HVD A% (HVD products = HVDP)S 7|22 7]&3sla Ut}
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CVwr > 30%% 7% HVDPZ Aoj3ta 1o, ojE 4Fo] HVDPE 94l= &= 3¢ 377k 47]
7] b2 WA AHS ARRE $ ok A EA ok

HVDPe] tigt EMEA 732 a]4]2 oj® A&o] ¥l HVDPE} dlejele AUC st 54 371
+ ABEZ 33110 23 Cnaec® GMRO Wt 87700 H o 69.84%~143.19% 74 E4-& 58
3= Holt). 3877k g vhH o2& Boddy 5 (1995)2] WS 08315 GMRe| 3&Fte s

exp [£kowr] (3.10

=

< AHgEith o714 FAAS ki SABES] FAAS 059 S99 202 k = 0.760 (owo = 0.294)S
AHEEIE = TTZJEM Atk Ho| LT CVwr = 50%°] th-85E 7= T o]ide] gL 3
2317 =t §817 80~125%S] GMR constraint = 37 AMS-ETh

49 5834 (3.10)S AHgstE W o] ARES mlE] AIFAGA Ol HAIBto ok 311, Cruae®] ST
7 o] gt o g A7 gled dFstolok stk &, vHE HAAYE 0|88 Chnasdl HEO|
CVwr > 30% %S HojoF 3lal, o] gto] Al ket FHXZ olAx|9] JFS WA sk S}
ojof gt}

US FDA A<tz EMEA #Acl& 22 A= B A E Aojgt WEE FAX 3S & 5 3tk olF
ol A7k A¥E AE YA N, ohg FollA 1E5S A7E BYAEY AHES SAHLE 3o
A% 3] dA otk GMR constraint®] 7], o342 A 5ol tiste] 4w B 12} St

4. SABE?| "I}

SABES] 4ol e mlAE 2912 WS SISt ol /lAE 204 AT A A9 vz
vy ASA AP 2¥, mixed?} unmixed strategy, HVDE 712+ owr T CVpyrY 7]&
FY(switching variation og or CVs), 7873 owo &, GMR constraint, 9|3, owrt owrl 7k

4.1. AH[AF 212t MLEKLE 2

9

ABE, IBE, SABE 5 ASA 37 ¥hHS d=0] Aol wj&oj

7 AR FRAA Al 1% 279 Al 2% o7 (B 2HEY) 4]
(2.1)9] AHA AFTIHZE Al 15 27+ A AF, Al 2% L7+ A APl et 2F
G2 1 - AR Aol nE AAHo] 2 F7F E-2 A o] A2 Whg ol o w7} At
GMR2] L3847} 80~125%E Fo]A= ABEAAE tAA w2l 2u|x}t 93

w) Akl AR Helu AAHEL GMR gkl 1.00014] 1.25 Aboel] &ah=
t}. 281} SABEE 4 (2. 14)ur (2.15) 25 38347} owgol BlEdte] AR e FRE 23 dojA
2n 2 @G Yzt 91PE Adse GMR ghel owgrell &35HA Ht) o] o]f& SABES] #A
g HlaE F2 GMR = LOOOM o] ZoIX| A uk & ol Ao] viwE AA AHYY vnz Ky oyg1
2u 2 S8 vaE 7)1ES Adhe 924 vl oA Ak

B =R ABES A%4 37k 71Eo® BT §484 71 80~125%F ol Azt $1@ o]
Z7fele Aoy 7HFste], 402 YL GMR = 1.25, 3L GMR ko] 1.00014] 1.25 Ato]
£ HF2 nudeEy duf. B2 o] ddoA SABEE owr°l E5F FE3A7 AR 7] wjEe &
vzl 33 AR H o] 2 g 27 Ha, o] & getstod Hlae] dsfokitke A& wEErh
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4.2. 299 H|w

SABE+ IBEIAAHY owrZ scaling& 8}7] w2l ololl tizt A= & F47o] A4tk
b BE8 B7He LA F7F 7HeENE 2x2 By Hike owre wEEA ST 2
= 1] 2y A%sHA Aok EMEAE 304 4 713 BY] ARgg FA¢kal 9L, Haidar 5
(2008a)°l] 7]<= US FDAY A|¢tol|= 3x3 Ptz w74 23S A= Askar §)
AA|Z US FDAE o] 235 °]§sto] SABES] 542 H7lehs RAAYEES ste] 1 7S Haidar
S (2008b)oll st o]59 AlFell= ZF 7|Zbell 129o] FEor wixFE o] |

N = 36o|3itl. US FDAoIA A¢tE A1eHE-2 Endrenyi®} Tothfalusi (2009)0) 2J3] mo]AdHS
5ot 2E2E Uk ol ©o]F 94| US FDAYA A%et £237] 362 3x3 Jojtix BYPS AL
|3tth 3x3 Fofiz B3PI} vw kst 2102 HMFAI(TRT, RTR)] 2x3 ZAIAHE o] &
3} Tothfalusi 5 (2009)2] E2=7] 369 2oJAYPS & 5 Yt}

o] RoAY ANEL2 HE AY 2o BXAE= AW ZAY v 2L FHCE vwrt vf
53 E oIt} Haidar 5 (2008b)2] 1% 1~4, Endrenyi®} Tothfalusi (2009)9] Z¥ 2, Tothfalusi 5
(2009)9] 19 35 vlwsl] B 3x3 oAz Ry AFAA 2x3RF 9] A Ho| A9 22 AL &
4 9tk 53] GMR = 1.00% w9 R4S Wil waolt} owrel gkl BARO] owo = 0294 7
F ARYL o 90%, owo = 0.2504 v AHHL oF 95% A= Fhe e Aor Hirh ojd A4
2 Tothfalusi 5 (2009)°] A &322 GMR = 1.00€ w] SABE (Boddy % (1995)9] W+)e] 4
o] owrd I FHASL RE IV T L] W2 o2 olFfHLY.

S} Chow 5 (2002)& IBES] 2x3 Jojjz wapaA Rae A8 450l 2x37 3
2 Ao dojFE Bt o]E2 °|2H R owgrd FAFO AEHQ BFPof vls| Jorix
230X 2] B2 AFEE 2] wied 2 AARYES 2oy A9t T2 o]fE SABEY
AE gz 239 AAHo| =& ZItistg o o oA AeE moAdd 24

ZYh Y9 R BoAF = & Yt Chow & (2002)2 (op, owr, owr)S #=
- ThFSHAl HSIAIATFAA Boj A 33 vl SABEY| dist R A #AME op = 00]2L
owr = owr® 7H8 dtollA 3= ith. SABEC] A&H 2ANAE AA Y] owrst FHSHA Fof
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Abstract
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