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The applied studies of normal distribution and lognormal distribution in the calculation of cefixime’s bio-

equivalence

LIN Jian-yang, XU Ya-jie ( Department of Pharmacology, The First Affiliated Hospital of China Medical University, Shenyang
110001, China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE The similar formulas were deduced that samples and standards were normal distribution and lognormal
distribution. The software was programmed through VB software. METHODS The bioequivalence test of cefixime done by the first af-
filiated of china Medical University was analyzed by the traditional method and statistics similarity method. RESULTS The results
calculated by the two method are same. CONCLUSION (DThe statistics methods are more simple and easy than traditional. (2)The
lognormal accuracy is higher than normal, but it” s test conditions are stricter than normal, so if the test conditions are not the best, the
calculation should use normal similarity.

KEY WORDS: normal distribution; lognormal distribution; bioequivalence
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