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TABLE: HUMANTABLE: HUMAN--MONOGASTRICMONOGASTRIC
DOSES OF DOSES OF PIROXICAMPIROXICAM

S/No Species
Body 

weight (kg)
BSA
(m2)

1. Mouse 0.02 0.007

2. Hamster 0.08 0.02

3. Rat 0.15 0.025

4. Guinea pig 0.4 0.0694. Guinea pig 0.4 0.069

5. Rabbit 1.8 0.15

6. Monkey 3.0 0.24

7. Baboon 12 0.6

8. Ferret 0.3 0.043

9. Marmoset 0.35 0.06

10. Squirrel monkey 0.6 0.09

11. Cat 7.0 0.37

12. Dog* 10 0.5

13. Micro-pig 20 0.74

14. Mini-pig 40 1.14

15. Adult human 70 1.86

MONOGASTRICMONOGASTRIC ANIMAL EQUIVALENT ANIMAL EQUIVALENT 
PIROXICAMPIROXICAM (20 (20 MILLIGRAMMESMILLIGRAMMES))

Km

Factor

Therapeutic

Dose (mg)

Total Translated 

Dose (mg)

Total given

Literature do

(mg)

2.9 3.6 0.072*

4.0 2.6 0.2*

6.0 1.7 0.25*

5.8 1.8 0.72*5.8 1.8 0.72*

12.0 0.89 1.6 -

12.5 0.85 2.5 -

20.0 0.53 6.3 -

7.0 1.53 0.45*

5.8 1.84 0.64*

6.7 1.59 0.95*

18.9 0.56 3.9* -

20.0 0.53* 5.3* 3 – 5

27.0 0.39 7.8 -

35.1 0.30* 12** -

37.6 0.285 - 10-40**
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