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Mean, 95% CI Mean ± SEM

No between-group difference in IOP at any time point
     Microdrops reduced HR significantly less than conventional drops
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microdrops established for 
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Mean intraocular pressure (IOP) at baseline and 12 weeksa 

Conventional 

drops

(n = 30)

Microdrops 

(n = 29)

Microdrops – Conventional 

drops

(n = 29)

IOP, mm Hg Mean 

difference 

(95% CI)

Met non-

inferiority 

criteriaBaseline 16.37 ± 2.85

12 weeks 16.23 ± 2.78 14.93 ± 2.94
-1.41 

(-2.09 to -0.73)*
Yes

Change from 

baseline
-0.13

(-0.52 to 0.26)

-1.59

(-2.29 to -0.88)*

-1.41 

(-2.09 to -0.73)*

% Change 

from baseline
-0.56

(-2.89 to 1.77)

-9.35

(-13.44 to -5.26)*

-8.48 

(-12.48 to -4.49)*

aValues are expressed as mean ± SD or mean (95% CI)

*p<0.05

Non-inferiority and superiority of microdrops established

     In stable glaucoma patients, microdrops decreased IOP from baseline by 1.6 mm Hg
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Conventional drops (n = 30) Microdrops (n = 29)

Early bottle exhaustion (EBE) Adverse events (AEs)

Microdrops decreased EBE prevalence by 80%b

     Microdrops decreased AE prevalence by 67%b
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Conventional drops (n = 30)

Microdrops (n = 29)

Mean ± SEM

p<0.05 vs. baseline, CD

At 12 weeks

bRelative to conventional drops at 12 weeks.

*p<0.05
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