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aThe safety of CEQUA was evaluated in clinical trials that included 769 patients who 
received at least 1 dose of study treatment.11  
 

bCEQUA vs Xiidra® showed a numerical difference in time on treatment and 
persistence. Results were not statistically significant. CEQUA vs Restasis® showed 
a statistically significant difference in time to treatment discontinuation. 
 
 
Study design: Patient survey feedback was collected from DED patients who were 
nominally compensated for their time. Patients participating in the survey were 
supplied with a 5-day CEQUA sample along with their prescription. Participants 
completed 4 surveys: one at registration (prior to using CEQUA), and one at 1 
month, 2 months, and 3 months.1 
 
Study design: Real-world, retrospective, longitudinal cohort study utilizing data 
from the Symphony Health Integrated Dataverse (IDV), a national provider-based 
claims database, examining time to treatment discontinuation, probability of 
treatment discontinuation, and treatment persistence among patients with DED 
treated with CEQUA (n=1846), Restasis (n=2248), or Xiidra (n=3008).2 
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