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Background

What are the limitations of this observational study?

- This patient sample may not represent most patients with PAH, as 36% of patients were
diagnosed 12 months ago

- Respondent practice settings were self-reported

Results (continued)

- Observational studies can provide descriptive
data regarding real-world management of

- Patients diagnosed with PAH 1 or =6 years ago, or those with low-risk status (as recorded in the patient charts), were
less likely to be prescribed a PAH-specific combination regimen

people living with PAH : A PAH Regimen by Time Since Diagnosis PAH Regimen for Low-Risk Patients
» The current standard of care for PAH is g A 52 100 - R 1009 o e
con3|der_ed upfront combination therapy for \/—J p < ﬂ ﬂ Low 9
most patients'’ S 51 1 8s > ” G 75-
- This analysis characterized real-world treatment | } ( g g 81 Monotherapy
patterns in the US and investigated factors @ \ / S 50- 5 50- \\ M Dual therapy
associated with, and reasons for, use of s = S oo S riple fherapy
monotherapy based on a retrospective medical g_ 257 g_ 2> m
chart review & . | 1|4 1|3 a 0 U-nkn?wn8 \n_ KEY RESULTS
12 months ago 1 to <6 years ago =6 years ago Risk status PAH Tx in low-risk
(n=277) (n=443) (n=48) (n=768) patients (n=69) » Monotherapy use was higher in patients diagnosed with PAH 1 year or =6

Methods
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types of insurance coverage
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regimen complexity, and patient support were selected for =2% of patients on monotherapy.



