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Additional analysis

Ahistory of smoking was associated with less improvement in UWS
(—0.11595% CI, 0.16 to —0.06). A higher mean radiation dose to the
four major SGs was accompanied with less increase in UWS [per
increase in Gy: —0.007 (—0.011 to —0.003)]. Patients who developed
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including a total of 120 patients previously treated with (chemo-)
radiotherapy for HNC. In the ASC arm, we found a statistically
“significant” increase in UWS after 4 months of 38%, whereas in the
placebo arm there was a statistically “insignificant” increase of 21%. We
didnot detecta statistically significant difference between the two groups
[difference in change of 0.03 (95% CI, —0.005 to 0.06 mL/min)].

Table 2. Changes in outcomes at the main trial end point (4 months from baseline).

Difference between

ASC Placebo groups
(n = 60) (n=60) (95% CI) P value
Primary endpoint
Unstimulated saliva flow rate (mL/min) 0.04 (0.01) 0.01(0.01) 0.03 (-0.01to 0.06) on
Unstimulated saliva flow rate (%) 37.92 (10.03) 20.89 (10.03) 17.03 (—11.09 to 45.16) 0.23
Key secondary endpoints
Stimulated saliva flow rate (mL/min) 0.07 (0.40) 0.12 (0.29) —0.05 (—0.18 to 0.08) 0.42
Stimulated saliva flow rate (%) 10.75 (41.98) 17.23 (36.40) —4.19 (-18.23 to 9.85) 0.56
EORCT QLQ-H&N3S5 (score 0-100)
HNDR —13.60 (2.87) ~7.74 (2.85) 5.86 (—2.17 to 13.90) 015
HNSS —14.78 (3.34) —9.26 (3.37) 5.52 (-3.87 to 14.91) 0.25
HNSW —7.93 (1.62) —8.02 (1.61) —0.09 (—4.61 to 4.43) 0.97
XQ-summary score (0-100) —5.90 (1.90) —5.12 (1.91) 0.78 (—4.56 to 6.13) 0.77

Note: Unless otherwise indicated, estimates are reported as least square means and SE. Continuous outcome measures (change from baseline) was analyzed using
ANCOVA with randomized treatment group as a class variable and the baseline value as a continuous covariate.
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