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% of Subjects

Retinol 3% RA0.3% No Difference

« 5% of subjects, Investigator preferred Retinol-treated side.
» 0% of subjects, Investigator preferred RA-treated side.
+ 95% of subjects, Investigator noticed no difference between sides,
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FIG. 5
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» 19% of subjects preferred Retinollreated side.
« 10% of subjects preferred RA-treated side.
* 75% of subjects felt there was no difference between sides.




WO 2013/044111 PCT/US2012/056681

% of Subjects

Retingl 3% RAD.3% No Difference

» 5% of subjects preferred Retinol-treated side.
+ 10% of subjects preferred RA-treated side.
* 85% of subjects felt there was no difference between sides.
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Retinol 3% RA 0.3% No Difference

* 5% of subjects preferred Retinol-treated side.
» 0% of subjects preferred RA-treated side.
« 85% of subjects felt there was no difference between sides.
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