The SAS System

08/12/2015
Time |8/2015 8/2015 8/2015 8/2015 8/2015 j7/2015 7/2015 7/2015 7/2015 @ 7/2015
goal (%) J visits = visits  visits ratio  goal(%)f visits = visits visits ratio  goal(%)
[Maine 5.2 125 233 122 69 3.4 61.4 3 1 5 1 3 1.7 58
Tufts 4.7 112 262 = 143 85 31 83.7 3 7 5 3 2.3 64
IMedStar 6.3 150 286 160 @ 107 2.7 78.6 3 1 14 5 5 2.8 79
Duke 6.3 150 211 = 136 71 3 52.2 3 2 7 9 4 1.8 63
South Carolina 6.3 150 149 59 29 5.1 21.3 1 8 5 2 4 32
[Florida 6.3 150 183 57 34 5.4 25 7 1 7 16 17 5 5 3.4 79
Atlanta 7.5 180 153 = 126 78 2 48.1 1 1 1 1 13 8 8 7 1.1 93
INew York 4.2 100 174 66 31 5.6 34.2 1 1 1 24 8 4 1 8 24
Northwestern 5.2 125 193 = 129 66 2.9 58.8 6 5 2 3 38 9 7 3 3 58
Tennessee 6.3 150 80 37 28 29 20.6 2
Tulane 6.3 150 35 2 2 17.5 15
Pennington 7.9 190 152 55 30 5.1 17.6 1 2 9 2
HealthPartners 12.5 300 413 257 169 2.4 62.6 3 1 1 3 8 14 7 6 2.3 48
Kansas 6.3 150 204 119 68 3 50 3 16 8 3 5.3 48
Baylor 6.3 150 190 74 36 53 26.5 2 2 12 3 1 12 16
Nebraska 53 126 241 148 67 3.6 58.5 3 1 4 3 2 2 38
UT Southwestern 5 120 73 49 28 2.6 25.9 2 1 3 2 35 40
LA 5 120 201 98 57 35 52.8 4 1 2 2 40 15 9 3 5 60
Stanford 6.3 150 273 88 49 5.6 36 8 1 13 2 1 13 16
IBaltimore 7.7 100 95 56 35 2.7 48.2 8 2 14 7 5 2.8 65
Cleveland 7.7 100 86 44 24 3.6 33 4 1 1 4 13 6 4 2 3 26
IKaiser 10 130 237 176 89 2.7 94.3 23 7 5 4.6 50 53 26 18 29 180
Denver 5.4 65 = 100 35 11 9.1 46.3 12 4 1 12 19 25 4 4 6.3 74
138.3 4224 = 2236 1263 33 39 100 34 15 6.7 11 273 127 80 3.4 58




Cumulative Percent of Randomization Goal Achieved Through August 12th
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% inactive and withdrawn participants
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Includes only randomized participants. Labels are number of participants (inactive; EOS).



Number of Participants Randomized

Study-Wide Randomizations per Month

120

100

89

80 80
80

73
71 72

68
67 67 66

65
63
61 61

60 58

51 51

42

40
35

20 A

11

Os., %n, fop, My Qpr, M5 Y, 2
(S h o, Ch ., Sr ., r, 9L, "9 . /v
2 7% s s Vs

o 4
5 % s

Loy Rop. Mo, Aon, M Yup. Y. Ay S X
O, Sc ., 6/7' Q4 , (ST Op (ST Y, ’. (//’ Yo, Sy , ’ o,
Y75 a5 g 02 Mg e Vi "l e 82, Py Clg Vi,




Randomization Visits - Cumulative
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Cumulative Screening and Randomization Visits by Month
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Randomizations By Site - Last 6 Months
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Biorepository Consent

Biorepository

Site DNA Consent (%)
Consent (%)

1 91% 91%
2 96% 96%
3 86% 81%
4 86% 86%
5 79% 79%
6 97% 91%
7 95% 95%
8 90% 90%
9 92% 88%
10 61% 57%
12 87% 83%
13 89% 88%
14 82% 82%
15 94% 94%
16 91% 83%
17 100% 100%
19 88% 88%
20 94% 92%
21 86% 86%
22 100% 100%
23 91% 91%
24 96% 96%
25 100% 100%
27 100% 100%
Overall 90% 88%
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