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Figure 2: Distribution of Extended Glasgow Outcome Scale scores
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Figure 3: Kaplan-Meier estimates of the unadjusted probability of death at 6 months in patients receiving
erythropoietin orplacebo
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Figure S6. Average mean daily temperature by treatment group.®

*Error bars are plus or minus one standard deviation. The number of patients contributing data to each study point by treatment group is shown on the horizontal axis. Day zero is the day of randomization.
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Figure 2. Cumulative Incidence of Patients Requiring Renal Replacement Therapy Until Day 90
After Enrollment in the SPLIT Trial
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Figure 3. Kaplan—Meier Plot of the Probability of Survival from Randomization to Day 90.

Noninvasive ventilation

Cumulative Probability of Survival

0.94
0.8
0.74
0.6
0.5
0.44
0.34

0.2

High-flow oxygen

% Standard oxygen

Noninvasive ventilation

P=0.02 by log-rank test

106
94
110

100
&4
93

30

T

45

Days since Enrollment

T

60

%0

75

97 94 94 93 93
&1 77 74 73 72
26 20 79 78




90 Day Mortality #

23%
12%

Ed P= OQ érankt
b * i,




HFNO

More comfortable

Better in P/F < 200




®
Methodologically Good

Limitations Some

OverallNgiinpre SS I

ad




Critical Care Reviews
Meeting 2016

Titanic Centre, Belfast




Critical Care Reviews Meeting 2017

Titanic Centre, Belfast
Friday January 27th




