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Test for overall effect: Z = 0.01 (P = 0.99)

‘@~ CONCLUSION / KEY TAKEAWAY

No statistically significant
superiority of FLOT over
comparators across pooled
endpoints.
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Test for overall effect: Z = 1.00 (P = 0.32)

Interpretation is limited by
the small number of trials

and heterogeneity.
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Larger, high-quality RCTs
with survival outcomes __
are needed. 3




