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ABSTRACT Mathematical model analysis
has demonstrated that the original Line-
weaver-Burk equation is very sensitive to
low response errors, hence iis exacting
characteristic may be explained, A
modified version of the L-B formula, the
dose response ratio method, having the

advantage of obhviating the double
reciprocal, is devcoid of the error
amplification due i the least square
procedure, Resulis of comparative

computation of soime experimental data by

these 2 equations showed that the error due
to the dose response ratio formula was
smaller than that obtained in using the
usual! L-B method, The dose response ratio
method is therefore
calculating the receptor dynamics parame-
ters (£, nax and Ky),
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