Percentage of days abstinent
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Percentage of days abstinent against dose/weight
ITT Population
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Figure 1

Plasma concentration (pg/mL])

In-Vivo/In-Vitro comparison between an immediate release and a sustained release form of
sodium oxybate
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Figure 2
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Standardized effect size (Cohen's d) on PDA, TAC and HDD depending on
dose - Patients with a High or Very High Drinking Risk Levek
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Figure 3

Optimal dose - Patients without hepatic impairment
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Optimal dose - Patients with hepatic impairment
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Figure 5

Difference between the posology 50mg/kg and the posology based on alcohol
consumption (in % of the posology 50mg/kg) - Patients without hepaticimpairment
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Sheet 4/6

Difference between the posology 100mg/kg and the posology based on alcohol
consumption (in % of the posology 100mg/kg) - Patients without hepaticimpairment
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Difference between the posology 50mg/kg and the posology based on alcohol
consumption (in % of the posology 50mg/kg) - Patients with hepaticimpairment
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Difference between the posology 100mg/kg and the posology based on alcohol
consumption (in % of the posology 100mg/kg) - Patients with hepaticimpairment
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