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Abstract

In experimental research, particularly within the medical field, it is crucial to
compare novel interventions with existing standards of care to evaluate their relative
efficacy. Generally, experimental designs are categorized into four common types
based on the specific research question: difference, superiority, equivalence, and
non-inferiority trials. A profound understanding of these designs is essential for the
accurate interpretation of clinical outcomes. This ensures that the most effective
treatments are identified and appropriately administered to patients, thereby

maximizing clinical benefits while minimizing errors in medical practice.
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nmsatedanaasadunszuiunisis iy
M3 niAnuduiusidavnuazaali enaaey
anufgruegrnduszuu lnelimsiuiouiisussning
FBnmssnwlminsesvlalud AUITNsSnwILUUGY
n9deludnuzddesednITuHUN AR
SanuiitemuauiLsunInuTsTienadamansz s
wadns v i TngUszasditosudiuanudasndt
wazUseAnsnmuesdsidnuldegiauiugr aneld
s n15eeusu (margin) 7 mvualidinanis
naaauiiAuRilandn (Superiority) WINABUAY
(Equivalence) n3alydoanin (Non-inferiority) &4
dlonsmunumidesiiuluogavanzan nadws
filsagannsoiunesuglusuuuusing 4 ol (o304
I5imiing, 2550)

1. msUszanaAuuula (Point estimate)
fo \umsmaradfanisivesdnysildanng
free19 TUUszauA I dnedveUszsing B
A ldenaiianulndidsstunguiszeins vied
ATILANGN9INNGLUTEIINT T uDgNanITANYIT
Antuaiwiefinaninnisduinedns faudedings
feognsvunlnginiy Faty wniRaanuRanas
91NN15GUAI0EN NMFUTTRIUAILUUYAAYg ]
mNLde

2. N15UIAULANE I (Comparison) WD
N1SNAABUANNAFIU LAEN1THAITUIAINAITEAU
Foddneada (P-value) Faudonumnuuandng
YBINIINAGOUNNATA Ao wati ldazdaadlan P-
value HosninarseRutudfnyfidnualy wu a
P-value = 0.02 §aiAntfosninsesutedfey 0.05
sgausnazuladn danuwansnsiuegraliteddny
NGRE

3. MyUssInuALULTIdesU (Confidence
Interval) Wunsvaadanlduszanauamfines
Y9UTTYINTHUUTN tnefiarsanainauiazdu
vosraiAuazaiasdudiliannsquiegis
ﬁ@hm’]mmﬂm?{aummgm (Standard Error: SE)
uldlumsuszanauradoiu msUssanuAuuy
P29aansaldRasuinimedovanudgiu Lile
dndulaaunanisvaaey lnsfinnsanandiadesiy

fisoslillfnseumuiviediqudoguantradediu mn
wadws udoyaiBangu axiansanaintandesiud
dodlaildnsouniwiefinioguontradesiu lny
msnpaeuauigiuiuliiauunaiion (One-tail
alternative hypothesis) hazdain13 (Two-tail
alternative hypothesis) unaaulnga1603n1510
AMLMLENTT FNYINNITUTEUIUAMUUNIGLAEN

unAnuil fnguszasdifteliewlddann
o esfulunuddennanatniifguuuuniside
\Fannans (Experimental) 7 15105 sULTT BU
NAN5ENENTENIN 2 A5N153nw Lilefiansanay
WANAINVBINANITINY) BE19LYU 8M1dIU (odds
ratio) &naau (proportion) w3eAaAe (mean) Liu
fu FeiAdesosdimstmunvouimnisindulaves
ATNULANAIITENTTINANITS NYIVOS 2 IT5N19
(margin: 8) Bahah Smsdhwlmiiu "find wie
willendn” “anuwiniien” vise “ldseenin” ey
AUITMsuUUAL Feagdelifannsaagunans
neasdldgndosnndu Tasdizuuuunismaaeads
N13USEUEY HaN1TTNYITENINN 2 3153w
wiseanidu 3 suuuy 1édd

Superiority trial

Superiority trial A9 N1TOPAUUUNITITELTS
VA0 BINTIYIT HaNITINWIREIsNTnwlng
WHBaNIIN15TAYIAI8T5NISLUULANNS pli Taedl
AIUATANTIIT NSNS INUABIANIINIT
FNYIN8TITNTUUULAN AIAIUAURITRY ATY
Aedestuenisneeadniildainnisiansanain
YUIAT A AIIUAIINATS I8 T NITLUULRY
N59ONLUUNNTNARDST wansdIdendn ws
pontiu 2 UszLan Ao N15VAdeUT wandnl
witlond1auaia (Statistical Superiority Trial) uag
ANSNAADUT LAAIAINLTT BT MG 1 UAR TN
(Clinical Superiority Trial) Imaﬁﬂflimgqaum“gm
(Chow, Shao & Wang, 2003; Wang & Ji, 2020) 74
A15197 1 wazanunsaesuleNan1siueuiisuluy
Superiority trial Fa i 1 uaz 2
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nsffegsnuATeiivhnsmaasawuy Superiority
trial

n13AN®INITIH 1 Ganciclovir (GCV) wag
Valganciclovir (VGCV) Tug{Uaedilad$unisugnane
91872 (Solid-organ transplant - SOT) MmuALULLN
NIV KA Tndanalrseauglusnniegs
Auludesiulu mslduuuhasmmandvaauemans
Us291n7 (Population Pharmacokinetics) $2uAU
MM3AIANISAILUL Bayesian 9199 78sinUssAvEAm
mslyien wlelyiszdugiludon (A AUC) agluinasi
fmngauaudminenisinw aueI3ulH
insAnwuuduuazidainedaya (Randomized,
Open-label) Lﬁamaauauuﬁgmm’mmﬁaﬂfiwﬁ'
3988z 40 (40% superiority trial) Iuﬂiﬂ’sﬁlﬂﬁwﬁgﬁ
1650 SOT Fededldaniledesfuviadnvnisinide
lalonunglalasa (CMV) TnsuusfUaeidu 2 nqu
AUaelungu B A USuruingimuA e nsalan
LUUS1a84 Bayesian (NONMEM) i alvildseduen
audmung viseAudvsnegeda 88.6% e
nau Afe lasusImIuAIULUININTFIUVBY
Uitmguan shlsiies 22.2% deussqueuivnaiiy
wilana1 40% (superiority margin(ds)) (P < 0.001;
95% confidence interval [Cl] difference, 47% to
86%) @1 95% CI of difference (T-S) > 8s (Padulles
et al,, 2016)

Equivalence trial

Equivalence trial @9 N1500NLUUNITIY
Fennaeedi Wlagosn1smsuin nan1ssnesieis
Trlwflan3inn1ssnea18TTUUULAL WAATAWIIIN
nssnwnaes ndlwnawinduns elnaldeeiunnsg
SNUIAETTUUULAL LABINITAINUATDULYAAIY
Wiuneeaiin (A) fie seulnpusisiivensuls
NARTEN WU 81155019 2 35 WU TANULYINAY
Padesiureinnusiimsazeglutis —A fs +A
waztandosiunsouaud Wy §isensumudain e
sinlnifinatnafsween uazsiarsningsia
AN akaanseanuINUIN envialndlinanissnen
wiiunselndidsstuesiani Inefifinatiades
wars1AnIei L Asiansandenldeslul

wnu Tun1sMAde UaNLAFIUILYIINISNAFBULUY
@99919 (Chow, Shao, & Wang, 2003; Wang & Ji,
2020) A94A1519% 1 WALAINITNDF UIENANIT
\Wisuilsuwuu Equivalence trial fanmdi 3

N30l 2081991387 11N15NAABILUY
Equivalence trial

n3AnwUszansualunisusuuasdunian
drunthveanmuiisy 2 vl Tun1ssneamsnuin
WATANANUINIA LA LU UANY S0 HaN1IANY
WUl nqusieg1ndumsnuinuriwnaulnif
Weuuvanysal (01gstaus 1 519 26 Fu 019l
6.5 1) $1u3u 36 918 nauseegnuUteany 2
nau lawn NANAIUAN 20 518 KAZNAUNAADY 16
578 nquAtuAula sunsldimauiieussasan
(Acrylic obturator) dungunaaadlasunislainaiu
Wigunedlila ( (Polyvinyl obturator) ﬂaumamq
1/|wmlcﬂwmiiﬂmmmumaummmummﬂu
aunsgaigunmwiondmiunsidadafluanile
919UsE0 3-4 LA ¥1N15IAAINNTIE AN
voelAsUatsluLazaLInYaalnIaINLuUdNans
dAuiian nn1sTsuisuAdnduaslatlans
Wailuig susdadlunddldmanudiondoads
nageufl Weneaeunainfieuiy lnedveuis
VOIAMMNWABUAUYNIAU 0.1 WU dndiuadlag
Uaneuhituresits 2 nau Anadevesdadiuredli
Yangwdifu lungu Acrylic obturator 0.76+0.09
war Anedsvesdadiuvedddsareiily Tungu
Polyvinyl obturator 0.69+0.06 Laz31891UA1 Mean
difference tn 1A U 0.002 (95% Cl: -0.045, 0.049)
B399 95% Cl ¥99 Mean difference ogfluzae 0.1
< (T-S) < 0.1 HAAnuviAsNi usg NI Ty d AN
@i (p < 0.001) kansInuauisunedladaline
Feamsusuunsduriondruntilunsnuinumis
winulnIsuAgIL ALY Tal L sufuiumaIu
9EATAN (ITTUA NAWNIN, ASTE TITUVIRRIT, &
TUUIINT Ynead, 2556)
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Non-inferiority trial

Non-inferiority trial Ao N1T8OALUUNITINE
\Bmpaosiifiesnsgdn namsinusneisinilina
IndiAgsiunaiiaania veuluni lidosninaggn
seylunamaaesiilifesndn veunitlidosninfe
POULUAAILWANG19T a3 araminseninenis
Snwuvulmivazuuuaasg i duinldfunsdng
fifinsgadeUszansnageanvoin1ssnuwnuy
u1nsgud erfsudun1sdnsnuulndaiunse
sousuldifionaniunausslewivisuldurssenis
yosmssnwnuulval veuwaiilifesningniivua
Tneduius funauss e dvunlivesnissne
LUUIATEIU BNAA0E1TU N1TVIARDITIFBINg
Wisuisuin wan1ssnenaedsludlinalusdes
n11n155nweeIswuuuliiiae 10 % 3defiay
gausulAnIeIsENdney19I1 NaNIIINYIAILITIAN
TAnanni1n195ne1a2835 Iulunnan 10%
ﬁmimﬂgmwumwﬂaaﬂﬁﬁa Non-inferiority trial
Faazuandliiiuin nMsshwsedsniinansenuly
UPINIINTIAYITUUULAN UTDINANTENULINATN
vaeonaiinansznulndidestuiiaes Fradesiu
yeuaeisariimuilndifoeiy

Tyunnfionafinnsanldanndnmmilede &

NNINAABIRDINITIUTBULBUIN NaN155AYIA287D
Indlinan1s5nelaRnIWan1IsNEITUUULAL UA
dlevhnsnagevesnuinudi Yradeduvesriy
snaflen lower limit agfindnnasiinIssensuLas
A1 upper limit WAunasin1seeusu wanainuadild
3NN153LATIEN LU A 93 ULUUNIINAaBILUY
Superiority trial wazligndnlieguuy Equivalence
trial Fauazgninlvegluzunismaaesuuy Non-
inferiority trial

HAINNITIATIENTOLAVBINITNABDILUY
Non-inferiority trial @111503a a9 2914 0Ty
L ULA B2 U5 N15U09 Equivalence trial Aodla1
lower limit veaadeduiidmidonin —A Taga
upper limit vasradeuldlgsiaveuwaly was
Fradeiulinfounamifimseensu tnensnadeu
auuﬁgwmﬂuiﬁﬂgﬂLLUWNL@MLL@%@QMN WANS
VAADUANLAFIURUUADINIAITNINTU NN UINVD

Non-inferiority trial il uazaugndadlunisli
A — A Wszenaiinisaeiin Fahlninauduay
UM INARBILUY Equivalence trial %qmié'?aauuagm
Y89 Non-inferiority trial (Chow, Shao & Wang,
2003; Wang & Ji, 2020) #39151971 1 waza1u1so
a5 uENan1sIUSBULiBuLUU Non-inferiority trial
Iessnmil 4 uaz 5

361 208199193 987 in15MAaBILUY Non-
inferiority trial WUUNSAINAANSITIUIN

NATeAivnsUSeuTieulssanSnanis
seduvansznineend bilynguil u (Non-opioid),
1ALAd U (Codeine) azaondlalau (Oxycodone
analgesic regimens )Twﬂmﬁﬁmmiﬂmmuﬂmq
MnMsuIRLE Uik iunsmeassuuugy 1
M5LUIULB UL non-inferiority trial Taefingui
1981 oxycodone analgesic regimens 59 519 Way
nauTeuLfisy fe nauiildsn non-opioid 61 118
La¥ Naal codeine 62 91y LitaANWIAILUANGN
2940154 UE BULUAe AT A UT B ULTEU
ALRAEBIRTLULSTAUAIILE ULIR (VAS) 551919
naa 190 30 W17t nerfvun inferiority margin 13
NANISANEINUTT NMTIUABULUAIIDIAZLLLTERY
ANUAUYIA (VAS) 91N Baseline 9ufieqasian 30 Wil
ﬁuaﬂﬂaq'uﬁ' non-opioid L8 UAUN{Y codeine -2.6
(-8.8 99 3.6); Na u non-opioid 91 B UA UNEY
oxycodone analgesic regimens -2.7 (-9.3 14 3.9)
nay codeine WiguUNg Y oxycodone analgesic
regimens 0.1 (:6.6 59 6.4) FWnFAUUYDINT B5TY
Y8IAIANULANA Tun1siUTeURaE NS YR IUAaL A
L3liAw inferiority margin 13 @gunaladn nan1ssedu
U2a% 9A12a1 30 W7 194na 1 non-opioid N&l
codeine LLasﬂq'aJ oxycodone analgesic regimens
laifeeniniu (Graudins et al., 2016)

N3t A2981991u3 389 an1smaassuuy Non-
inferiority trial WUUNSAUNAANSITIAU
nsAnwUszdiue Rilpiviine (RPV) duifiu
endmulaFangy NNRTI fialval Siussavsnmliinesnid
6111755 1U0E 19 Efavirenz (EFV) n3elal 1d ol
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$aitugitugiunas NORT! 2 wiin Tufierlugi
diasushunduadausn (Treatment-naive) ums
naaesuUUduLUY 1:1 IihmsdadeniUaedisn
o HIV-1 (219 »18 T) FilsiaeldFumstiindaee
Frulafauinou wazdusualasalunaiaund fn
N09LA1 5,000 copies per mL %39uINN11 LAzl
anallasieladasie NORTI fiugiu wadwswdndeld
ApunI1 (12% margin lun1531AT18%N150A008
wuuaedaind) 7 48 dUavilunivesnisnevauesd
lasun1s8dudu (viral load < 50 copies per mL,
defined by the intent-to-treat time to loss of
virologic response [TLOVR] algorithm) 1u;§ 1'J’JEJ°V1 n378
srldsuendidnwegieies 1 dose 91nNanIsANY)
Mn1sAanTee Uied1uiu 947 518 uazsualins
AUae 340 glunsiasngu fuhesesa 86 (291 57
970 340 578) 85U Rilpivirine og3ifos 1 dose
povausiiomsinw ilenSsuliisuiugthedesas
82 (276 576310 338 318) 7 LFTU efavirenz 8814
198 1 dose(AULANAIS 3.5% (95% Cl: —1.7 D3
8.8); non-inferiority < 0.001) FeTnsnanavoarag
W oTuvesarnuuang1ananausui duduly
48 FUATULUUINADINITONDBYRUUADIAR NG
fidnunndn -12% uaz -10% Fadusupnulides
N317iveu 12% margin uag 10% margin (p<0-001)
(Cohen et al., 2011)
A33elaNa1sangdiuunTaaesfiiang
WJuldlade Equivalence trial #13© Non-inferiority
trial ins1enadilaieulndifies waeadealng 149
$1enin nat1aAestdosnin wazUsendaaileany
M Bsfidemadedivannsuazivanaluaig
WiiuABUNINAaBsdsRrasauenladalanI1g
sUsuumananoadunutle TusmAdediiselniy
FJULUUNTVABBILUY Equivalence trial s zHad
ladanulndiAes unenvialuy To9enan T
NaT19LABILeENIT LavUsyudamlydanenia

FaAdsNaNTan
AOUN1T00NLUUNITNARDII19ELTuLUY

Superiority trial, Equivalence trial 3 Non-inferiority

trial 9¢A8ILMANALUN1TNANTUINOUDDNKUUNTS

Nnaass (Committee for proprietary medicinal
products (CPMP), 2001; Walker & Nowacki, 2010)
Fall

1. wunmegslunsAnenoufigane o
NUT1 HANUIHUANA19UDINANTISANE A B9
AUIUNIBIUIAINTNAGDUI AL NeUS B LY

2. YUIARIDY 19UDINITNARBILUU
Equivalence trial Tugjninnisvaaeeuuudy s
HuRansanaingrad ety fajunsaiuinauin
Fregraliiisane Wislinans@nwdaudaay
wazgnAowNTY

3. Fosmanaeinisiiansanlidnautouin
FOINITNANITANYINITNAADILUY Equivalence
trial 4139 Non-inferiority trial diofunsldduanly
miﬁmumgmwumimamﬁmmsau

4. AISENTINURNUNTTIATY
LANgeu

5.
g291d o3t urzaunsaesurenalafniinisvadeu
AuuRgIY

6. msaaﬂqumwmaauaum@gmﬁqmq
Wenazasamslasldyiad odulunisiansan
nadnsTlady TunsmedevauufguuuuanmIs
drulugazlvlunuidevaaemisaddnnsizly
NIIVLU TR AT azlan19nTEnYT WAvunans
aaUselovivossvialu Woisufugivdan
QLANUNTOUTILILIEAINNITNARBILUUTNLALT WA
dudunmegeuaunAgiuwuumaien aaudszled
voseiialvaiiinudaiauuazgndoandy il
Winmudesiuan srdelnlfnineadaniudah
mimaaqﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁLﬁa@maé’wéﬁlﬁmﬂmimaaq Lay
n1sanleniaainuAanaintunisanaulalitesan
\u 970 95% CI 18U 97.5% I azifunsifivany
Fosfurenadnsilaunniu

7. mITAIUANANAINNITNAADIlTA LD
Josiuldlinavesnsinsgideyatinluaindiaiy
nMsiTeinal3luneuusn

8. diuTiAssiarssnsaung ugfUed
3R R 0L 19TALIU LAYIIBIIUNANITILATIZWIA

AL HELERN

A1585UNENANITILATIZNAITES UIEAN

LUU intention to treat (ITT) wag per protocol (PP)
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M31ei 1 Msimuaveaeuaugiuvdnuazauiigusedugiiuumsvaasadalieudioy

nmaaaBuUTEULiBY ANNAFIUNAN ANNAFIUTD

(Null hypothesis : Hy) (Alternative hypothesis : H,)
AUWLENIT (Superiority) T - 'S < superiority margin (Ss) T - S > superiority margin (3s)
Winileuiu (Equivalence) [T - S| > equivalence margin (Se) IT - S| < equivalence margin (Se) Fuvirifu -Se < (T-5)
< Oe

laifeenin (Non-inferiority)  T-S » noninferiority margin (Oni) T - S < noninferiority margin(Oni) dlo 8ni> 0

T - S < - noninferiority margin (Oni) T - S > - noninferiority margin (Oni) e Sni <0

Treatment (T) and Standard (S).

Superiority
——————— >
1
1 95% confidence interval
: I—.—' Superiority shown
|—*—l Superiority not shown
1
|— _.—|—| Superiority not shown
1
|—.—l—| Superiority not shown
1
o = 1
Superiority not shown
H 1
1
1
I
Treatment Inferior 0 +8 Treatment Superiority
Treatment — Standard (Treatment difference)

AMA 1 NISRANTUIANUMT NI KT N1 WIS NsThw N AsunUIT A5 NI UL TAKNANISIAYINIIUIN WL BAT)
ANENSA (Success rate) (Committee for proprietary medicinal products (CPMP), 2000; Walker & Nowacki, 2010)

Superiority

95% confidence interval

|
I
I
1 I—.—| Superiority shown
1
1
1 F————— superiority not shown
|
I
I—l_.— —| Superiority not shown
1
Superiority not shown I_._':

Treatment Inferior -8 0 Treatment Superiority

Treatment — Standard (Treatment difference)

AMA 2 NSRITUIANLNTBNIN USB AN B89IT NS INIBUAUIS AT IYLULLAY TABKANTITINEININEY WY BRSIAINY
Nawanm (Failure rate) (Committee for Proprietary Medicinal Product, 2000; Walker & Nowacki, 2010; Sayers et al.,
2017)
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| 959% confidefce interval
: Equivalence not shown
: I L ] I : Equi shown
]
: |—m—] ! Eqivatence shown
I ]
Equivalence shown : |_._ _| :
Equivalence not shown }—.{—H :
I i
Treatment Inferior -5 0 +d Treatment Superiority

Treatment — Standard (Treatment difference)

amidl 3 n1sRiansanAIint e s nsnw i ufuisnnssneuuuiAn (Committee for Proprietary Medicinal Product,
2000; Walker & Nowacki., 2010; Sayers et al., 2017, Schumi & Wittes., 2011)

Non-inferiority Inferiority

95% confidence interval

I—.—| Inferiority

| s e
1 N iority not shown

Non-inferiority shown
Non-inferiority shown

Non-inferiority shown l—-.—'

Treatment Superiority () +8 Treatment Inferior

Treatment — Standard (Treatment difference)

A 4 nsiansanldaeeni1veeisnissnenluliieuduis A5 nYILUULAL TAEHANISSNBINIIUIN WU NITANAIVBISTEAY
AUYIn (Walker & Nowacki., 2010; Deere et al., 2016; Piaggio et al., 2012)

Inferiority Non-inferiority

95% confidence interval
Non-inferiority
& and superiority
Non-inferiority
to superiority

I_:_.__I Non-inferiority
; not shown
Non-inferiority | I—l—l
1
Inferiority |—.—|

I

Inferiority | ——] !
]
1

Treatment Inferior i3 0 Treatment Superiority

Treatment — Standard (Treatment difference)

Amd 5 nsiansanlisesniwedisnissnuniniiieuduisnisshewuuiy Tneran1ssnen1eay Wy Sns1ANuRawaTa (Failure
rate) (Walker & Nowacki., 2010; Sayers et al., 2017; Deere et al., 2016; Piaggio et al., 2012)



