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Introduction / Background
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Method

E Trial Design
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Methods
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Methods

Primary Outcome
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Results

Patients (flowchart Fig 1)
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‘1. FEIREY 1T ABRE vs (R1FHVEEET

Primary Outcome
SIERILIAITARE  98.5% vs 94.4% FELME P = 0.02)

Secondary Outcome

BEER 26.6% vs 8.0% (RR 3.32)
BEARPBEEER 12.3% vs 3.7% (RR 3.30)

120 BLIRDOSHIESE 16.5% vs 8.8% (RR 1.90)
ABEHARY 6.1£7.6vs 1.6+ 35d

REIRERF TDHZX 15.5d vs 14.0d



Discussion

@
vV REE~EEOBATIECT L. RENEE(IBIBITAICT U CIFSHETH DI EN
ANV Wi

v 8IBREILABF D 2 e R AR AN & RS U T RE DI CIEIFSBMEERSN T TRV 1%
ZhR LTz,

VIRFEEICKD 85%DFEEAMNMIENERETETI . AlBEOS IMAEHEEIEHEL.
BEEFRVPBEDOUADZ T ENTEDAEEMEN RSN,

vV RENEEOHMEHOSWBREBENS EHRENT,



Strength
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Limitation
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Conclusion
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