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Abstract 12 

Human challenge trials (HCTs) are powerful in establishing early proof-of-concept for 13 
experimental drugs and understanding disease pathogenesis. In this study, we conducted a 14 
comprehensive assessment of HCTs to understand the viral load dynamics and symptom score 15 
kinetics of respiratory syncytial virus (RSV) to facilitate drug development for RSV. We estimated 16 
viral load (VL) and symptom related measures in placebo and relative reduction (RR) of the 17 
measures in the experimental drug using a systematic search on double-blind, placebo-controlled 18 
RSV HCTs from clinical databases. We used random-effects meta-analysis, except for time to 19 
mean peak VL and time to mean peak total symptom score (TSS), where descriptive statistics were 20 
summarized. Number of studies varied across measures, from 4 (151 subjects in total) to 7 (247 21 
subjects in total). Overall, treatment reductions of 54% (95% CI: 32% – 76%, I2 = 91%) and 76% 22 
(95% CI: 68% – 85%, I2 = 19%) are observed in mean VL area under curve (AUC) and mean TSS 23 
AUC, respectively. In placebo, mean time to mean peak VL/TSS was 6.99/7.09 days (95% CI: 24 
6.24/6.06 – 7.74/8.12 days). In comparison to other viruses in HCTs, peak VL occurs earlier for 25 
influenza (1.7 days) and at similar time for SARS-nCoV-2 (7 days), whereas peak TSS occurs 26 
earlier for influenza (2.9 days) and later for SARS-nCoV-2 (7.9 days). Our findings will inform 27 
researchers on disease course and VL kinetics, critical data needed for designing RSV treatment 28 
studies and understanding implications in clinical practice.  29 
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Introduction: 39 
 40 
Respiratory Syncytial Virus (RSV) remains a major global health concern, particularly among 41 
vulnerable populations, including infants, the elderly, and individuals with underlying medical 42 
conditions1,2. In the United States and globally, RSV infection continues to cause severe 43 
respiratory illnesses in high-risk populations, often requiring hospitalization and posing a 44 
significant burden on healthcare systems3-7. In response to this ongoing public health challenge, 45 
numerous randomized clinical trials have been conducted to assess the efficacy of various anti-46 
viral treatments for RSV as a proof of mechanism. However, the landscape of RSV treatment is 47 
complex and remains an unmet medical need, with a wide array of interventions being tested, and 48 
outcomes that vary across studies. 49 
 50 
Human challenge trials (HCTs), also known as controlled human infection studies, involve 51 
intentionally exposing participants to a pathogen to test the effectiveness of treatments or 52 
vaccines8. For drug development it is important to assess proof of mechanism and assess signal of 53 
efficacy early in development. A human challenge model allows us to understand the effect of the 54 
drug early during development and establish proof of mechanism.9  By running these standard 55 
human challenge studies, it is feasible to gauge some sign of efficacy before running larger late 56 
phase studies and de-risk later development. For RSV several companies have studied 57 
investigational drugs using the available human challenge model.  58 
  59 
In this manuscript, we provide the first comprehensive assessment of placebo measures and 60 
treatment efficacy reported in RSV human challenge studies. By conducting meta-analysis10,11 a 61 
widely popular statistical approach for combining studies, we seek to synthesize the available 62 
evidence, elucidate RSV VL kinetics and characterize the effectiveness of various interventions 63 
for RSV based on data from the HCTs. The main objectives of this meta-analysis include 64 
summarizing the collective findings of RSV human challenge studies from published literature 65 
or/and online clinical databases, identifying potential sources of heterogeneity across studies, such 66 
as patient populations, intervention types, and study designs, assessing overall placebo measures 67 
and treatment responses for outcomes from human challenge studies. These outcomes include viral 68 
load (VL) area under the curve (AUC), total symptom score (TSS) AUC, peak VL, time to peak 69 
VL and time to peak TSS. The estimated overall measures in placebo from this meta-analysis 70 
would inform the design of future RSV clinical trials. Further, we compare the placebo measures 71 
for some of the outcomes with those from published literature for influenza and SARS-nCoV-212-72 
14, to understand the clinical profile of RSV.  73 
 74 
 75 
Results: 76 
 77 
Study Characteristics 78 
 79 
Following the search strategy from PRISMA guidelines15, seven HCTs16-22 were identified to be 80 
included in the meta-analysis (Figure 1). The search started with a total of 428 RSV studies from 81 
clinical databases and literature websites with key words “respiratory syncytial virus”, “RSV”, 82 
“healthy volunteers”, “healthy patients”, “healthy cohort, “healthy participants”, “healthy adults”.  83 
The search strategy was limited to English language papers only and publication from 1990 to 84 
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present, with any pharmaceutical product as the intervention. The websites ClinicalTrials.gov and 85 
EudraCT were searched with the key words “respiratory syncytial virus”, “RSV”, “human 86 
challenge”, “viral challenge”. Out of the 428 studies, 11 studies were from HCTs. We excluded 4 87 
studies, one due to unavailability of data on the outcomes considered in our analyses, one due to 88 
study design and objective (pre-exposure prophylaxis treatment) as our study aims at treatments 89 
after inoculation to challenge virus, one due to assay used other than RT-qPCR as our study looked 90 
at VL measurements assessed from RT-qPCR assay and one due to vaccine as the investigational 91 
treatment. The exclusion criterion led to 7 studies included in our analyses. These studies covered 92 
7 different interventions in development, two of which are currently being evaluated in Phase 2 or 93 
Phase 2/3 trials, EDP-938 and Sisunatovir (RV521), respectively. The study characteristics, 94 
including demographics, are reported in Table 1. The number of subjects varied from 45 to 115 95 
with a total of  544 subjects (including multiple cohorts from each studies), average age across the 96 
studies ranged from 23 to 28 years, proportion of females varied from 25 to 38% except for one 97 
study from Johnson & Johnson21 which recruited male subjects only, the year of recruitment 98 
ranged from 2012 to 2018 and all were  UK-based studies. 99 
 100 
Assessment of Risk of Bias 101 
 102 
We reported the assessment of risk of bias for each of the HCT’s in Supplementary Figure 1. 103 
Overall, the biases are low for most of the domains as the studies are well-controlled, quarantine 104 
and are run at a single site by the same vendor.  105 
 106 
 107 
VL specific outcome measures 108 
 109 
Mean placebo VL AUC 110 
 111 
This analysis included 7 studies ranging in size from 12 to 30 participants, with a total of 128 112 
participants. Individually, the placebo mean VL AUC dose varied from 432.80 to 790.20 113 
log10PFUe.hr/mL (Figure 2). The I2 statistic was used to assess the heterogeneity across studies 114 
and was equal to 82% (p < 0.01) indicating considerable degree of heterogeneity (Figure 2). Under 115 
a random effects model, the placebo mean VL AUC was 605.98 log10PFUe.hr/mL (95% CI: 491.60 116 
– 720.37 log10PFUe.hr/mL) (Figure 2). 117 
 118 
Relative reduction (RR) of mean VLAUC in treatment group compared to placebo 119 
 120 
This analysis involved 7 studies ranging in size from 20 to 55 participants and included a total of 121 
247 participants. Individually, the RR of mean VL AUC in treatment group compared to placebo, 122 
varied from 1% to 88% (Figure 3). The I2 statistic was used to assess the heterogeneity across 123 
studies and was equal to 91% (p < 0.01) indicating considerable degree heterogeneity (Figure 3). 124 
Under a random effects model, the RR of mean VL AUC was 54% (95% CI: 32% – 76%) compared 125 
to placebo (Figure 3).  126 
 127 
Mean placebo VL at peak 128 
 129 
This analysis included 7 studies ranging in size from 12 to 30 participants, with a total of 128 130 
participants. Individually, the mean placebo VL at peak varied from 4.7 to 6.24 log10PFUe/mL 131 
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(Figure 4). The I2 statistic was used to assess the heterogeneity across studies and was equal to 132 
55% (p = 0.04) indicating a moderate degree of heterogeneity (Figure 4). Under a random effects 133 
model, the mean placebo VL at peak was 5.38 log10PFUe/mL (95% CI: 4.94 – 5.81 log10PFUe/mL) 134 
(Figure 4). 135 
 136 
Time (in days) to mean placebo peak VL 137 
 138 
Since most of the studies reported time to mean peak VL rather than mean time to peak VL for 139 
placebo subjects, we summarized the descriptive statistics for time to mean peak VL which are 140 
evaluated assuming each study serves as a random subject. This analysis involved 6 studies ranging 141 
in size from 12 to 30 participants, a total of 124 participants were included. Individually, the time 142 
to mean placebo peak VL from inoculation ranged from 6.2 to 7.75 days. The mean and median 143 
time to mean placebo peak VL were 6.99 days (95% CI: 6.24 – 7.74 days) and 6.74 days (95% CI: 144 
6.2 – 8 days), respectively. In comparison to other viral diseases, time to mean peak VL occurs 145 
much earlier for influenza (~ 2 days)13,14 and at a similar time in disease course for SARS-nCoV-146 
2 (~7.3 days)12. 147 
 148 
 149 
Symptom specific outcome measures 150 
 151 
Mean placebo total symptom score area under the curve (TSS AUC) 152 
 153 
This analysis involved 4 studies ranging from 12 to 30 participants, 80 participants in total were 154 
included. Individually, the mean placebo TSS AUC varied from 269.40 to 606.90 (Supplementary 155 
Figure 2). The I2 statistic was used to assess the heterogeneity across studies and was equal to 48% 156 
(p = 0.12) indicating a moderate degree of heterogeneity (Supplementary Figure 2). Under a 157 
random-effects model, the placebo mean TSS AUC was 404.96 (95% CI: 272.84 - 537.08) 158 
(Supplementary Figure 2). 159 
 160 
Relative Reduction (RR) of mean total symptom score area under the curve (TSS AUC) 161 
 162 
This analysis involved 4 studies ranging in size from 20 to 55 participants, a total of 151 163 
participants were included. Individually, the RR of mean TSS AUC in the treatment group 164 
compared to placebo varied from 29% to 82% (Figure 5). The I2 statistic was used to assess the 165 
heterogeneity across studies and was equal to 19% (p = 0.30) indicating low heterogeneity across 166 
the studies (Figure 5). As a result, both common effect and random effects model produced the 167 
same estimates of the RR of mean TSS AUC in the treatment group compared to placebo which 168 
was 76% (95% CI: 68% - 85%) (Figure 5). 169 
 170 
Time (in days) to mean placebo peak total symptom score (TSS) 171 
 172 
We report the descriptive statistics as most of the studies reported time to mean peak TSS instead 173 
of mean time to peak TSS for placebo subjects. The statistics were evaluated in an analogous way 174 
to those described above for VL. This analysis involved 5 studies ranging from 12 to 30 175 
participants, 107 participants in total were included. Individually, time to mean placebo peak TSS 176 
from inoculation varied from 6 to 8.04 days. The mean and median time to mean placebo peak 177 
TSS were 7.09 days (95% CI: 6.06 – 8.12 days) and 6.87 days (95% CI: 6 – 8.04 days) respectively. 178 
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In comparison to other viral diseases, peak TSS occurs earlier for influenza (~3 days)13,14 and later 179 
in disease course for SARS-nCoV-2 (~9.4 days)12. 180 
 181 
Prediction Interval for a future HCT and Reference Interval for an individual recruited in a 182 
future  HCT 183 
 184 
We report the prediction interval and reference range for placebo VL AUC, placebo VL at peak 185 
and placebo TSS AUC. From Supplementary Table 1, the 95% prediction interval for mean placebo 186 
VL AUC, mean placebo VL at peak and mean placebo TSS AUC in a future HCT are (218.97 – 187 
993.0 log10PFUe.hr/mL), (4.13 – 6.63 log10PFUe/mL) and (0 – 892.11), respectively. From 188 
Supplementary Table 2, based on a frequentist approach, the 95% reference interval or the 189 
“normal” range where 95% of the measurements from individuals recruited in a future HCT would 190 
lie are (0 – 1295.54 log10PFUe.hr/mL), (1.58 – 9.18 log10PFUe/mL) and (0 – 1288.25) for placebo 191 
VL AUC, placebo VL at peak and placebo TSS AUC. We have also provided the plots including 192 
prediction intervals at study-level and reference interval at an individual-level (Supplementary 193 
Figure 3, Supplementary Figure 4, Supplementary Figure 5). 194 
 195 
 196 
Discussion: 197 
 198 
We conducted the first of its kind systematic review and meta-analysis of RSV outcomes from 199 
human challenge trials. We provided overall estimates for placebo group and relative reduction in 200 
the treatment compared to placebo for the key measures including amount of viral load (VL) and 201 
total symptom score (TSS) based on 10-symptom diary card, both evaluated during the window of 202 
quarantine period. Further, where traditional meta-analysis was not possible, we used descriptive 203 
statistics to provide overall estimates for some of the key time measures such as time to peak VL 204 
and TSS. We compared these estimates with influenza and SARS-nCoV-2 since these are anti-viral 205 
diseases that have approved treatments.  Comparing the viral dynamics for RSV disease course to 206 
other viral diseases, it appears that the time to mean peak VL is similar to SARS-nCoV-2 but occurs 207 
much later compared to influenza. Moreover, comparing the symptom dynamics of these viral 208 
diseases with RSV, peak TSS occurs later for SARS-nCoV-2, but early on for influenza. 209 
Additionally, it appears that the mean time to reach the peak VL and the mean time to reach the 210 
peak TSS coincide for RSV. However, there is a delay of ~ 2 days for SARS-nCoV-2 and ~1 day 211 
for influenza in reaching the peak TSS compared to peak VL. Additionally, we provided 95% 212 
prediction interval for mean placebo VL AUC, mean placebo VL at peak and mean placebo TSS 213 
AUC in a new HCT and 95% reference interval for placebo VL AUC, placebo VL at peak and 214 
placebo TSS AUC at an individual-level.  215 
 216 
Generally, RSV challenge studies assess for RSV positivity from day 2 to day 5 post-inoculation 217 
prior to randomizing participants to study treatment. However, typically by day 5 it is assumed 218 
that all participants may be RSV positive and are therefore randomized. The analysis for all the 219 
efficacy endpoints in challenge studies is designed for RSV positive randomized patients, however, 220 
a small proportion of the subjects in the challenge studies may become positive after randomization 221 
and therefore don’t fully represent the clinical treatment situation. Imbalance in the viral load and 222 
symptom severity, prior infection timing across the underlying populations from challenge studies 223 
and varying mechanism of action of drugs across the challenge studies could be a potential source 224 
of heterogeneity, in addition to residual confounding due to unmeasured confounders.  225 
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Some of the potential limitations of our study can be attributed to the drawbacks of HCTs9. For 226 
example, study sample size and number of studies are usually low due to ethical concerns and 227 
safety risks. Available RSV HCT data evaluate treatment response in healthy adults with known 228 
baseline RSV level seropositivity by controlled challenge strain that causes upper respiratory tract 229 
infection limiting the evaluation of treatment response for lower respiratory tract infection. 230 
Findings from challenge trials may not be directly applicable to the general population, as 231 
participants are young, healthy, White and/or Caucasian adults, and their response to the pathogen 232 
may differ from other demographic groups and those with co-morbidities or risk factors for severe 233 
RSV disease. Results from challenge trials may be specific to the target population and the strain 234 
of the pathogen used (the challenge virus in our review is RSV-A Memphis-37b), potentially 235 
limiting the generalizability of the findings to other strains and other populations. Future studies 236 
and research are needed to understand and assess the disease mechanisms for individuals in 237 
placebo and treatment groups for other strains such as RSV-B and should include the ethnic/racial 238 
populations that are under-represented in the current HCTs, and the young and older individuals 239 
with comorbidities that bare the greatest burden of disease. Other limitations of our study can be 240 
attributed to inconsistent availability of outcomes. For example, not all the study outcomes are 241 
reported in all seven studies (only 4 studies report mean TSS AUC) restricting the power for those 242 
outcomes. Studies mostly reported time to mean peak VL/TSS instead of mean time to peak 243 
VL/TSS which restricted us from performing the traditional meta-analysis. 244 
 245 
Despite these limitations, our comprehensive assessment of the RSV HCTs provides detailed 246 
understanding of the VL and symptom score kinetics that will enhance understanding of RSV 247 
disease pathogenesis. Meta-analysis and descriptive statistics of the key measures allowed us to 248 
evaluate the overall placebo group characteristics and relative reduction by combining information 249 
across studies, thus increasing the overall sample size, and addressing the limitation of low sample 250 
size from a single HCT. Reference interval for some of the key measures will guide the clinician 251 
to determine if the patient’s measurement lies within the normal range, and thus validating the 252 
patient’s inclusion in the HCT.  Our study mainly focused on HCTs that used RSV-A Memphis-253 
37b as the challenge virus in the experimental stage and therefore the results from our study are 254 
applicable to RSV-A which is the most prevalent strain These results can be used to contextualize 255 
effects to other potential experimental drugs when tested on the same strain. Overall, findings from 256 
our analysis can help researchers and clinicians in significantly accelerating the development of 257 
RSV treatment interventions.  258 
 259 
 260 
Methods: 261 
 262 
Search Strategy/Study Eligibility 263 
 264 
The search parameters for studies to be included in this meta-analysis were as follows; randomized 265 
controlled trials (RCT) that featured an intervention of a small molecule antiviral investigational 266 
product for the indication respiratory syncytial virus (RSV). These studies had to be conducted 267 
under the human viral challenge model, with healthy volunteers, and had to have a total number 268 
of inoculated participants greater than ten. Additionally, we only included studies that had viral 269 
load AUC as the primary endpoint and measured at least one of the following: peak viral load, 270 
time to peak viral load, peak total symptom score, total symptom score AUC, and time to peak 271 
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symptom score. The search was conducted using Biosis Previews, Embase, Ovid MEDLINE, 272 
PubMed, ClinicalTrials.gov and EudraCT from data inception to August 2023. The search strategy 273 
we used was provided by a cross-functional team of researchers with expertise in conducting 274 
systematic reviews and meta-analyses on RSV research (all authors). 275 
 276 
Assessment of Risk of Bias 277 
 278 
Bias from each of the studies are assessed independently by four reviewers based on Cochrane’s 279 
domain-based criterion. The risk of bias is evaluated using the visualization tool robvis23.    280 
 281 
Statistical Analysis 282 
 283 
We considered seven different outcome measures, broadly classified into VL specific measures 284 
and symptom specific measures. VL specific measures included (1) mean placebo VL AUC where 285 
the AUC is calculated from first dose until end of quarantine period (window length of ~12-13 286 
days for the studies included), (2) relative reduction (RR) of mean VL AUC in treatment group 287 
compared to placebo from the same study, (3) mean placebo VL at peak, (4) time (in days) to mean 288 
placebo peak VL. Symptom specific measures included (5) mean placebo TSS AUC where the 289 
window length is similar to mean placebo VL AUC in (1), (6) RR of mean TSS AUC in treatment 290 
group compared to placebo from the same study, and (7) time (in days) to mean placebo peak TSS. 291 
Both the time variables (4) and (7) are measured from inoculation. We derived the estimate of RR, 292 
(2) and (6) from the corresponding treatment and placebo estimates reported in the studies. For 293 
deriving the time variables (4) and (7), we assumed a uniform distribution for the time (in days) 294 
from RSV inoculation to first dose assignment, where the range varied from the day of inoculation 295 
to the day of first dose assignment. This assumption is applicable for the studies which did not 296 
report data on time variables (4) and (7) from inoculation but from assignment of first dose. In 297 
studies that reported multiple doses for treatment regimens, we chose the cohort with the highest 298 
dose for evaluating RR measures. Further, most (n=5) of the studies report the unit of VL AUC in 299 
log10 PFUe.hr/mL (log10 PFUe.hr/mL = log (base 10) plaque-forming unit equivalents per 300 
milliliter times hour), while some (n=2) report in log10 copies.hr/mL. For our analysis we assumed 301 
equivalence between these units as confirmed as appropriate by the hVIVO. hVIVO is a contract 302 
research organization specializing in infectious disease vaccines and therapeutics using human 303 
challenge clinical trials24. 304 
 305 
We constructed a database for each of the study outcome measures. The databases included the 306 
corresponding outcome measure and associated SD for all the studies passing the 307 
inclusion/exclusion criterion (see Figure 1). Details of evaluation of mean and SD from the 308 
literature is provided in Supplementary Methods. Frequentist random-effects model (using 309 
restricted maximum likelihood estimation)25 was implemented for each of the study outcomes 310 
(except for time to mean peak VL and time to mean peak TSS) using the R package “meta” 26, 311 
where the constructed database associated with the respective study outcome served as an input 312 
for the function “metamean” from the “meta” package. Forest plots were generated using the 313 
function “forest.meta”. We evaluate the prediction interval of a new study and reference interval 314 
for an individual recruited in HCT using the Rshiny app: RIMeta27. A 95% reference interval for a 315 
particular measure is defined to be the interval in which we would expect 95% of the individual’s 316 
measurements from a future HCT to lie. 317 
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 318 
Most of the studies reported time to mean peak VL/TSS instead of mean time to peak VL/TSS. 319 
Mean time to peak VL/TSS is assessed by first calculating the day of peak VL/TSS for each subject 320 
and then taking the mean over days. In this case, each study would have provided a mean estimate 321 
over subjects and therefore would have fallen into the framework of traditional meta-analysis. 322 
However, on the other hand, time to mean peak VL/TSS is assessed by first calculating the mean 323 
VL/TS curve over subjects at each day and then looking at the day where the peak is achieved. 324 
Each study, therefore, provided a single observation for the time (in days) to peak VL/TSS. We 325 
treated each study as a subject and used descriptive statistics (instead of traditional meta-analysis) 326 
such as mean and median to provide overall estimates for time to mean peak VL/TSS accounting 327 
for study-level uncertainty. 95% CI for median is calculated non-parametrically from quantiles28, 328 
while for mean, we calculate it from Student’s t-distribution.  329 
 330 
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Figure 1: PRISMA Flow Diagram 450 

 451 
 452 
Note: The meta-analysis is performed for 5 of the 7 study outcomes. Descriptive statistics is reported for the other 2 453 
outcomes. 454 
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Figure 2: Forest plot for mean viral load area under the curve (VL AUC) in placebo. 455 

 456 
 457 
Note: VL is assessed using RT-qPCR assay. Studies report the unit of VL in log10 copies/mL or log10 PFUe/mL, where log10 458 
PFUe/mL = log (base 10) plaque-forming unit equivalents per milliliter. In our analysis, we assumed a conversion factor of 1 459 
across the units and is confirmed from hVIVO. Unit of VL AUC is log10 PFUe.hr/mL. 460 
 461 
 462 
 463 
 464 
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Figure 3: Forest plot for relative reduction (RR) of mean viral load area under the curve (VL 465 
AUC) in treatment compared to placebo. 466 

  467 
 468 
Note: VL is assessed using RT-qPCR assay. Studies report the unit of VL in log10 copies/mL or log10 PFUe/mL, where log10 469 
PFUe/mL = log (base 10) plaque-forming unit equivalents per milliliter. In our analysis, we assumed a conversion factor of 1 470 
across the units and is confirmed from hVIVO. Unit of VL AUC is log10 PFUe.hr/mL. 471 
 472 
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Figure 4: Forest plot for mean viral load at peak in placebo. 473 

 474 
 475 
Note: VL is assessed using RT-qPCR assay. Studies report the unit of VL in log10 copies/mL or log10 PFUe/mL, where log10 476 
PFUe/mL = log (base 10) plaque-forming unit equivalents per milliliter. In our analysis, we assumed a conversion factor of 1 477 
across the units and is confirmed from hVIVO. 478 
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Figure 5. Forest plot for relative reduction (RR) of mean total symptom score area under the 504 
curve (AUC) in treatment compared to placebo. 505 

 506 
Note: The total symptom score is evaluated based on 10 clinical symptoms from symptom dairy card. The reported AUC from 507 
each study is based on a window length of approximately 12-13 days. 508 
 509 
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