Modified Wald Test for Reference Scaled Equivalence Assessment of Analytical Biosimilarity
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Simulation results

Simulation results

For the reference scaled equivalence hypothesis, AMWCMLE: Scenario 1: Type | Error with equal sample size Scenario 3: Power for MWCMLE
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or unequal number of lots for both products. The (= —e 2 2/ where I'(y) is the gamma 10 25 1.0 5.0936* | 5.423* | 4.899 Fo17 (i)
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