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The Table 1 belonging to this abstract is placed below.
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Table 1 – Adjusted mean changes from baseline to month 24 in IPSS by baseline parameters (ITT, LOCF)

Sub-group Treatment group 1st subgroup 2nd subgroup 3rd subgroup

Prostate volume tertiles (<42, 42–<58, �58 cc) Tam �5.0 �4.2 �3.8

Dut �4.5 �4.7 �5.5*

Comb �6.0*y �6.0*y �6.5*y

PSA tertiles (<2.7, 2.7–<4.4, �4.4) ng/ml Tam �4.5 �4.4 �4.1

Dut �4.3 �4.9 �5.4*

Comb �6.2*y �6.5*y �5.9*

Previous BPH treatment (alpha blocker, 5ARI

or phytotherapy vs. none)

Tam �4.2 �4.7

Dut �4.9* �4.8

Comb �6.2*y �6.3*y

Median IPSS (<16, �16) Tam �1.8 �6.7

Dut �2.1 �7.6*

Comb �3.0*y �9.2*y
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Table 1 (Continued )

Sub-group Treatment group 1st subgroup 2nd subgroup 3rd subgroup

IPSS (<20, �20) Tam �2.8 �8.3

Dut �3.1 �9.5*

Comb �4.2*y �11.2*y

Median IPSS QoL (<4, �4) Tam �3.0 �5.5

Dut �3.4 �6.2*

Comb �4.6*y �7.6*y

Median Qmax (<10.4, �10.4 ml/s) Tam �4.6 �4.1

Dut �4.9 �4.9*

Comb �6.2*y �6.1*y

Age (<65, �65) Tam �4.2 �4.4

Dut �5.0* �4.8

Comb �6.4*y �6.0*y

Median age (<66, �66) Tam �4.1 �4.5

Dut �4.9* �4.9

Comb �6.5*y �5.9*y

Race (white, non-white) Tam �4.6 �5.3

Dut �4.9 �7.0*

Comb �6.2*y �8.2*

Median BMI (<26.8, �26.8) Tam �4.6 �4.0

Dut �5.1 �4.6*

Comb �6.2*y �6.1*y

Median BII (<5, �5) Tam �2.9 �5.4

Dut �3.6* �5.9

Comb �4.5*y �7.4*y

*p < 0.05 vs. tamsulosin; yp < 0.05 vs. dutasteride.
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