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Background
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Methods
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Results
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Primary Outcome Analysis

©® ITTHRAT
EDCOXR—)LI\wF> T
Placebo : TXA=100(41.3):111(43.7)

EDTCTOHOEHME
IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
SHma

IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
IE%MIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
Jiili il

A
INRNRRNRRNERNRNNENED

B o oo

Analysis pnp i rann—

® Per Protocolf#4fr
EDTOXR—HILI\wF> T
Placebo:TXA =90(39.6):106(42.9)

(S2R1E%IE UTZIER]

Placebo:TXA=117(48.3):134(52.8)

EDCOXR—H)L/)\wF>

(SBEAET)

Placebo:TXA=89(39.7):106(43.8)

EDTOEHMmaRE
IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
SHimia

IE!HEIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
fl

INRRNNRNNRNNERNNENND
A

H)LI\wF> T



Discussion
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Conclusion
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