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achieved an optimal response,
defined as MDM <=4 days
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Efficacy was assessed by a reduction
of 250%, and we also calculated the
\ proportion of patients achieving a
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i o Reduction Iin migraine days was significant in both cycles, without differences
! between them.

gie The second cycle showed additional benefit in the first 6 months, with more patients
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reduction of =75% in the mean
number of migraine days per month
(MMD) prior to the initiation of the
antiCGRP.

achieving 275% reduction, and sustained efficacy at 12 months.

o No differences were seen for 250% reduction.

o Most patients reported reduced migraine Impact, supporting the benefit of
reintroduction in previously responsive patients.
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Two consecutive treatment . CycC l.es Wlth : Table1. No statistically significant differences were observed in patients experiencing an average of four or :
fremanezumab were compared in patients with | fewer migraine days per month. !
: : : : : l
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The Student’s t-test, Wilcoxon test, a nd : Response rate of 250% reduction in MMD from baseline to 3, 6, and At the end of the second cycle, :
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: Episodic migraine Chronic migraine : : Table2. A greater proportion of patients achieved a reduction of 275% at 3 and 6 months in the second cycle o :
l compared with the first cycle. |
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