EFREBEE(CHITIMMMEDRRAICKH T BRI ESY =" CasE
LOVIT trail

e OS5

F. Lamontagne, M.-H. Masse, J. Menard, et al.

Intravenous Vitamin C in Adults with Sepsis in the
Intensive Care Unit

NEJM 2022;386:2387-98.
PMID: 35704292

Core sz DD D 3

MEIRMERZE T SHMAEDKARET. EYZ>CGERE
ZRITDEFXTERN EF, FelF28BER ClagssfEEN
RO TCWBEET D MO LDEIEGMEMNUTE,

& IER=AEFRE HEH - SERGREatT> Y-




Patient
o |CUTEZE24B5EI CEEZMN T X /2 (F5VW THRERIRSE®= (T
TUL\BRA

Interyention ‘
- ES=>CEFFE (50mg/kg. 68FfEIC &)

Comparison

- TSR

Outcome
Primary Outcome

« 28HBFRCOFET X (IFFieEmas 2 (MEINMERE. ATk,
HROBNERE) OEST7D A

Secondary Outcome

28 HBZF TI(C ICU Thdgst¥gefaE N T4 Lian > 72H
28 HEH XU 6 n ABDIETXR

6 H HE® QOL

2, 3, 4, 7, 10, 14, 28 HEDEZE~E

3, 7 HEDIAEE. XKiE, AKEEDE/\AANY—T1—




SSCGICHIFTDESY = > COMLESTT

v SSCG2012—>EA =Y - WETRRDESFITO>TERL)
v SSCG2016—FE#k72 L

v SSCG2021->EX =V CREAR S (JITDIRNWC L ZIRET D




Introduction

v BUIAE (C KD HFIETEEL1100B N/ F, R COIRTIREDL/3~1/272 55T D,

v ESY I CEECKLDIEMAERANEAER bL X CKDBMESTERT DoIEEN DD,

vV Z< DEEBRETEY I CEEMEL.

v BEOHFTTIERATOA REEY = CHABREFIBR EFROHSIITLVRL,

v EERCLEEERER TS, BUME & R MMEEERE T28HBIET U X IME T L TCLVE.

v BIATHIERE (CHITDEY I CEREZIERI 2ITET > X (FHEEME(CRITTNSD,




Methods

@ Trial Design

HNFE. TSR Za—2 Shitia% 1CU
525 IMELEEEER
(2018~2021)

ity patients 4

|ICUTEZE 2485 AN D F 22T e (FEE T
(F5EL)) TREFIRSZZ(TTLDIHRAERE

£

E4S=>CE#E (50mg/kg) 68FMIE (968FRIE T)

Comparison

JS5tR

JEERY Primary Outcome g

28I COIETFC(IFFhcitidas T2 (MEIRMERE. A
TIFRER. FROBNERE) OEET7D MIA

Secondary Outcome

28 HBEZE TIC ICU ThazstkeeEENRE Liah > 12BE
28 HEHB XU 6 n BEDIETX

6 #AB® QOL

2,3,4,7,10, 14, 28HB Dligzzs ~<

3, 7 HBEDI ., R, NEBEEDEZ/\AANY—H—




Results

& D [ EETED
=

Total 872%: Vit.CE¥ 435%, T S1z/REB¥ 4374 Table 1. EWEDN—-X51>
Table 2. Primary & Secondary Outcome

TET R & if2sfEEDES I’ b /ATPlacebo Better

=) X
= Fig 1. MRBOFNIDMAFT7O0—Fv— b

28BI7 = CDIETF T (el Eifias T EDES T b Fig 2. Kaplan-meier’EfFHiER Vit CBFDVEFZRE
7L o Fig 3. B 0IL— TR

Vit.C 191/429 (44.5%) vs 7 5127\167/434 (38.5%)

(risk ratio 1.21.95% Cl 1.04-1.40; p=0.01)

FET-3K: 35.4% vs 31.6% (RR 1.17. 95%Cl 0.98-1.40
BHeElE2s A2 9.1% vs 6.9% (RR 1.30; 95%CI 0.83-2.05)

Secondary Outcome

fgsfEE X7, )I\A A —H—, 60 BER, (2EEHE
FEQOL, Stage 3 AKI, {KIT#E

- WINDOV7IMHATEEBRERL




Discussion

Primary OutcomeldES = CEHIFRFDHNT
STRBELDEHEE(CRETDEVDFEID
fERICD I,

Secondary OutcomeT(F/N\AANY—H—==F
OIFHENSEBEEMDA N X LZHBIT D
E(FHREM DT,

ESZCRSL A 24BRIURDOENT R
[E](XCITRIS-ALIERER S [EERIE D T2t AGHER T
(FARDS CTHDWE (LX< . CITRIS-ALIFHERDE
B LD BMMAEDFEAEE{L A L ADE -2
NNEREVWEHR(CHHAAFTNZ O gEEN D D,

E45 = > OS85 (3 EIERA L RARRIIN &
CITRIS-ALERER I DB D Iz,

Primary Outcome(XICUIAEEDRE LEZES T D
MAOAICEREL. CNOMETENREEEZ R
L7z,

SR/ \A 7 A Z R T DIcshDERIEZITD I

Z & BEREFNICUAER 1285/ ERHICH D

C&EC BT ORI—)LEBESFR, 28HFTIGR
Bt Uz BB DOFEFHMIER DEMERN S0\,

MRBEDDS., BAFEYZ2CETSREH
S5EnN7 (TR E-RDTE

FFEDORIRIRERBEOEYIE(CE T 5154k
(FUNE=NEM DT

R—R 54 > DOARDSOEE(ZE U TIEIRINED
SNTH59. COBITIL-THES=>CIC
U TCERBRIGZE UTEWABATH D
AAFRDOEEEIEAEEOEETH 3.




Conclusion

v ICUBEFORERZE T DMADRMIERE (CENWTESYZ 2 CORMMAES (. TS5
S R U T 28BRDIETFH 2 (I FFl /A RestiiE R E DU R INE<Eo Tz




HEt= CORE

Ullll

WA RSAHMESNTVWDSZ EZFATL, 51 Z<OMX (TN TV HEN
HdERUT,

v BIMAE(CRA LU CTES Z > CIREMNERELE U TERASN TV L (FmR SN D Iz,
FRAIPIRRE. RRBRICEA U THRESNTVDEREICEA U TH D TOWKARECERRUTZ,

v SEIOHFTERE—MARICBET I . SERITONTOSHATICE U TEEIERA DL,
VRN DA EFERCENTE, M CEDOBEEMZHIRM CE T,




